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jn said channel over said outer bar be procured as aforesaid and main- 
tained for two years thereafter for the width above named, $25,000 in ad- 
dition shall be paid in manner aforesaid. ThesaidC. P. Goodyear, his heirs 
and assigns, shall procure said work on said outer bar by the explosion of 
dynamite on the bottom of said channel or sunk beneath the bottom thereof, 
in his or their discretion, and not otherwise, and shall use the necessary 
auxiliary means for smoothing the bottom of the bar. The money neces- 
gary to carry out the provisions of this item is hereby seer out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That no 
payments except the first, of $30,000, shall be made except upon a certificate 
of a majority of a board of officers, two of whom shall be officers of the En- 
gineer Corps, detailed for that purpose by the Secretary of War, and the 
third shall be the Chief of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, that the said 
Cc. P. Goodyear, his heirs and assigns, have complied with all the conditions 
as to any of the depths and widths ‘named or as tothe maintenance of a 
depth of 26 feet accomplished in accordance with the provisions of this item. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, I think there ought to 
be some discussion of thisitem. Itisan item proposing to make 
a donation to Mr. C. P. Goodyear of $30,000 under the following 
facts: In the last Congress Mr. Goodyear applied to the River 
and Harbor Committee of the House of Representatives for a 
contract to deepen the outer bar of the port of Brunswick, in 
the State of Georgia. He was to use a new means for accom- 
plishing that result so far as the deepening of harbors was con- 
cerned. 

He proposed to deepen the outer bar of Brunswick Harbor by 
the use of dynamite. He submitted a proposition to the River 
and Harbor Committee of the House of Representatives to do 
this work, and no money was to be paid him except upon the 
achievement of certaindepths. If hedid notattain those depths 
he was to receive nothing under his contract. 

The bill making this contract was adopted and became a law. 
Mr. Goodyear undertook to carry out the terms of his contract 
to attain the depths referred to, but failed. He came back to 
the second session of the last Congress and submitted the mat- 
ter anew to the River and Harbor Committee of the House of 
Representatives, admitting that he had not attained the depths 
which he had contracted with the Government to attain, but de- 
siring the Government to pay him anyhow so much money for 
certain depths which he claimed to have attained, which were 
not the depths stipulated for in his contract. 

The matter wis considered by the River and Harbor Commit- 
tee of the House of Representatives and they declined to recom- 
mend payment of any money to Mr. Goodyear for work not in 
compliance with the contract he had made with the Government, 
but they agreed—and that was accepted by him at the time—to 
extend the time for him to achieve the depths which he had 
started out to attain. 

It was claimed on his behalf that he had been interfered with 
in the prosecution of his work by storms and adverse winds, and 
it seemed equitable that the time for him to accomplish this 
work should be extended. Accordingly another bill was passed 
by Congress, not in any way altering the original contract, but 
giving Mr. Goodyear additional time in which to do the work 
and attain the results which he had contracted with the Gov- 
ernment to attain. 

At the end of that second period of timc Mr. Goodyear had 
not yet accomplished these results, and the depth called for in 
his contract remained unattained. The engineer officer, Capt. 
O. M. Carter, stationed at Savannah, submitted a report—and he 
was the officer upon whom it devolved to survey the work of Mr. 
at and report whether or not he had attained the results 
called for in his contract—and that report showsthat Mr. Good- 
year did not attain the depths contracted for. Mr. Goodyear, 
therefore, has not earneda single dollar under the contract made 
by him with the Government. 

Now, Mr. Goodyear claims, or it is claimed on his behalf, that 
whereas he did not achieve the results for which his contract 
stipulated, he did achieve certain results, and that he ought to 
be = for this. 

If this were a private contract made between individuals, there 
would be no hesitation at all about it. Unless the contractor 
did the work and attained the results he undertook to attain he 
would receive no compensation. 

But when it comes to the Government of the United States it 
is adifferent matter. The Government enters into a contract 
with an individual who undertakes to do certain things, in de- 
fault of which he was to receive nothing. The trial is made by 
the contractor and failure results; those things which the con- 
tract called for, which the contractor was to do, in default of 
which he was to receive no compensation, are not accomplished. 
Yet is seems the Government must pay anyhow. We reverse 
the rule which would obtain between individuals; and Mr. Good- 
year must be paid for the partial execution of his contract, when 
in fact he stipulated with the Government that if he did not exe- 
se the contract according to its terms he was to receive noth- 
Mr. DAVIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Louisiana 


if what Mr. Goodyear has done has not i d ivati t 
that point? 4 : mproved navigation a 
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Mr. BLANCHARD. Not according to the report ot the en- 
gineer, as I understand it. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will yield to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. GORDON. I will wait until the Senator concludes. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. ButIam not. I will state to the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota, familiar perhaps with the last report made 
by the engineer incharge. The point is this: Had Mr. Good- 
year obtained the depths which his contract called for, there 
would not be any necessity for the incorpuration of $30,000 in 
this bill to pay him, for the reason that the law awarding him 
the contract appropriated the funds required to meet the pay- 
ments under his contract. 

The Secretary of War could warrant for the money whenever 
the engineer officer reported that Goodyear had achieved 
results which would entitle him to the money. The Secretary 
of Warnever certified to the Secretary of the Treasury that Mr. 
Goodyear had earned anything; no warrant was drawn in favor 
of Mr. Goodyear for the money which was appropriated in the 
act authorizing the contract, for the reason that Goodyear had 
not earned anything under the terms of his contract. 

Under the operation of the law awarding the contract not a 
single cent has gone outof the Treasury in compensation for 
this work simply because the engineer officer and the War De- 
partment report that Mr. Goodyear had not achieved the results 
called for in his contract. And it is because he can not be paid 
out of the money appropriated in‘the law awarding him the 
contract that he comes before the Senate Committee on Com- 





the 


merce and obtains the incorporation in the river and harbor bill 
of this proposition. 

Improving the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., 830,009, the whole of which 
shall be paid to C. P. Goodyear for depth of water heretofore obtained over 


said outer bar. 


I repeat that this is giving $30,000 to Mr. Goodyear on the 
idea, I suppose, that he has some equity growing out of the 
contract made by him with the Government—a contract never 
complied with by him. 

if we are going to embark upon that kind of legislation, the 
sooner it is known the better. if the Government is going to 
hold out that it will contract with a man to do certain things, 
and those things are to be done before he is to receive a dollar, 
and yet when those things are not done we pay anyhow upon 
the idea that perhaps the contractor is entitled to some equity 
consideration, then it ought to be known, so that the Govern- 
ment will be more particular in future in making contracts with 
individuals. 

Mr. PLATT. Dol understand this to be the position of the 
Senator, that when, under a contract, the Government has re- 
ceived from an individual a beneficial result it will pay nothing, 
under any circumstances, because the contract has not been 
fully completed according to its letter? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will say, in answer to the Senator 
from Connecticut, that I believe the Government ought to deal 
with its contractors like individuals deal with those who con- 
tract with them. There is no claim against the Government 
whatever, which is enforceable in law, growing out of this 
contract; because the terms of the contract, on the part of Mr. 
Goodyear, have not been complied with. 

Mr. PLATT. I understand the law as between individuals 
to be, that where a person has received a substantial benefit 
from a contract, and has accepted the work, or has availed him- 
self of the work, he is bound to pay what in equity is due. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Undoubtedly that is true where the 
work is accepted by the other party, or he has availed himself 
of the benefit resulting fromthe work. Butthe engineer officer 
in charge of Brunswick Harbor does not report that Mr. Good- 
year has obtained any of the depths which he contracted to ob- 
tain, and the United States Government has never accepted the 
work. 

Mr. DAVIS. I should like to know if ships can go there 
which could not go there before? 

Mr. GORDON. That is the question. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. That is an affirmation on behulf of Mr. 
Goodyear and his friends, denied by the engineer ia charge, 
who thinks that whatever greater depths may be there now, 
are not the result of Goodyear’s experiments. 

[ understand the remainder of this clause makes another con- 
tract with Mr. Goodyear. Is that correct? 

Mr. GORDON. Itis. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. To that I have noobjection at-all. 

Mr. WALSH. Did I understand the Senator from Louisiana 
to say that Capt. Carter denied that vessels drawing several feet 
mors water could pass the bar than before the improvement 
was made? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I stated that the engineer does not ad- 
mit or believe that the increase of depth at the outer bar is 
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traceable to Goodyear’s work on the bar. Mr. Goodyear’s work 
of blasting by means of dynamite was on a part of the bar dis- 
tant perhaps as much as a quarterof a mile, maybe further, from 
the channel over the bar used by the ships. 

Mr. Goodyear claims that his work by dynamite blasts thus 
remote from the ship channel had the effect of deepening this 
channel in which, or on that part of which, he was not working. 
This the engineer does not admit at all. There may have been 
a deepening of the bar in the channel, admitting ships to the 
inner harbor at Brunswick, but not, [ understand, at the point 
where this dynamiting on the part of Mr. Goodyear took place. 

Mr. WALSH. Ifthe Senator from Louisiana will allow me, 
I will state for his information that I have given this matter a 
good deal of attention. There are innumerable aflidavits from 
masters of ships testifying that as the result of Goodyear's work 
in deepening the bar vessels drawing 3 feet more water are en- 
abled to cross in safety in and out over Brunswick bar than 
formerly. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will ask the Senator from Georgia be- 
fore he takes his seat what the engineer officer in charge re- 
ports. 

Mr. WALSH. I have his report here. 

Mr. GORDON. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me 
right there to give.an answer to that questiov? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I yield tothe Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
GORDON]. 

Mr. GORDON. I shall af the proper time, when I can get the 
floor, make a very brief but a very complete answer, I think. 
I believe it will be esteemed in the judgment of the Senate to be 
a complete answer to all the Senator from Louisiana has said. 
But on the immediate point as to what the engineer says, as the 
Senator from Louisiana asks for it, I beg to call attention toa 
letter addressed to the Senator himself by this very engineer 
officer. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. What is the date of it? 

Mr. GORDON. Jt was addressed to the Senator from Louisi- 
ana Mebruary 17, 1893. 1 myself have the original letter. The 
engineer, Capt. Carter, on this identical point uses these words 
in a letter addressed to the Senator: 

Over what was the crest of the barin 1891, with a minimum low-water 
depth of 11.2 feet, there exists at present a channel 100 feet in width with a 
minimum low-water depth of 14 feet. 

That is over the signature of the engineer. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Ido not see that that proves anything. 

Mr, GORDON. I will show when I get the floor. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. What was the depth before Mr. Good- 
year undertook the improvement? 

Mr. GORDON, The engineer said it was 11.2 feet. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I did not catch it when read. 

Mr. GORDON. Oh, yes. The engineer says: 

Over what was the crest of the bar in 1891, with a minimum low-water 
depth of 11.2 feet, there exists at present a channel 100 feet in width with a 
minimum low water depth of 14 feet. 

Making just two-tenths less than 3 feot increase in depth. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. As I before stated, the channel is some 
distance, perhaps a quarter of a mile from whore Mr. Goodyear 
was blasting withdynamite. The engineer reports adepth over 
the bar, it is true, but not in the Goodyear channel, as [ under- 
stand it. It was some distance awayfrom it. I will state to the 
Senator from Georgia that in company with the engineer I, in 
April, 1893, examined this work and saw where the channel was 
that ships use and had pointed out where Mr. Goodyear was dy- 
namiting some distance off. I think the depth towhich the en- 
gineer alludes is in the channel that the ships have been using 
and not where Mr. Goodyear had been using dynamite as a means 
of blasting a channel. 

Mr.GORDON. The Senator from Louisiana is simply mis- 
taken, that is all. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I do not know that the Senator from 
Georgia has himself visited that work. 

Mr.GORDON. It is at my old home, and I know a great deal 
more about it than does the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Ido not doubt that the Senator knows 
more about the locality than I do. 

Mr. GORDON. And more about its people. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I have no doubt as to that; I do not 
question it at all. That is not pertineht to this discussion. I 
say I visited the locality and personally examined this ver 
work in aes 1893. I merely desired to know of my friend if 
he had visited it in person. 

Mr. GORDON. I have. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The printed reference to a letter from 
the engineer officer to me, alluded to by the Senator from Geor- 
gia, I find, on looking at it, to be as follows: 


In jetter to Hen. N. C. BLANCHARD, chairman River and Harbor Commit- 
tee, House of Representatives, in relation to the deepening of Brunswick's 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 











JULY 12, 


outer bar, Georgia (original placed in hands of Senator JonN B. GorDoN 
and copy filed with Committee on Commerce, United States Senate), Capt 
O. M. Carter, United States Engineers, etc., under date of Savannah, Ga., 
February1!7. 1883, states: ‘‘Over what was the crest of the bar in 1891, with a 
minimum low water depth of 11.2 feet, there exists at present a channel 10) 
feet tn width with a minimum low-water depth of 14 feet.”’ 

That embodies an extract of three lines and a fraction mere], 
from a letter to me. 

Mr. GORDON. I have the original here. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If the original letter were produced, 
and all of it read, perhaps it would state what Capt. Carter 
stated to me, that this increased depth, this difference between 
11.2and 14 feet was in the immediate ship channel, and not in the 
place, or near it even, where Mr. Goodyear had been blasting. 

Mr. GORDON. The Senator from Louisiana is entirely mis- 
taken. The old shipchannel was filled in by the sinking of ves 
sels and navigation made absolutely impracticable. We had no 
channel until Mr. Goodyear pounded it out by dynamite. The 
testimony of every leading citizen in that city, its mayor, its 
council, every pilot upon the bar, all of the shippers from that 
point of lumber and heavy material, all the owners of ships 
going in and out, the governor of the State, both the Senator 
from the State,every member of Congress from the State, every 
leading citizen within the State, and every member olf both 
houses of the Legislature of the State,stand here todeny thos 
statements. That is all I wish to say at present. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. And in reply to the assertion of th: 
Senator from Georgia, I will state that the River and Harbo 
Committee of the other House had Capt. Carter before them at 
the time when Mr. Goodyear made application for payment o 
the very amount which is included in this bill, and examined 
him touching this very matter. Capt. Carter stated to the com 
mittee, with his maps to point it out, that the depths which up 
to that time had been achieved were not near the line where 
Mr. Goodyear had been blasting with dynamite. 

After hearing Capt. Carter, the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors declined to recommend a payment to Mr. Goodyear 
but did recommend an extension of the time for the execu- 
tion of his contract. That extension has long since expired and 
still the terms of the contract remain unfulfilled. 

Mr. BRICE. Mr. President, I merely wish to say inconfirm: 
tion of what has been stated by the Senator from Georgia [Mvr. 
GORDON], that I have been interested, in a business way, at 
Brunswick, Ga., for many years. j am perfectly familiar with 
that bar and that port. -I have been over it many times; onc 
last year, about the time of which the Senator from Louisian: 
speaks. I concur with the Senator from Georgia. I should re 
gret to know or believe that an engineer officer had made : 
statement which threw any doubt upon the right of Mr. Good- 
year to this compensation. I should regard him as unfit for th 
service. I should think there was something wrong with a1 
army officer who would throw any obstacle in the way of Mr 
Goodyear’s obtaining this compensation. 

Lam perfectly familiar with the bar, with the port, with ti 
whole subject. I know it was through Mr. Goodyear’s efforts 
and the expenditure of his money, which he does not get back 
by this appropriation or anywhere near it, thatthe bar has been 
deepened so that commerce is possible. Formerly it was not. 
I know that of my own personal knowledge and experience. 

Mr. GORDON. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me 
at that point to add a word tu what the Senator from Ohio says’ 

The Senate will appreciate the fact that not one solitary dol- 
lar has ever }een spent by the Government upon this bar. Yet 
the Senator trom Louisiana stands here, while millions have 
been spent by the Government on rivers in his State, in many 
cases without obtaining 2 inches of depth searcely, and abso- 
lutely denies this man, who spent $50,000 in getting us 3 feet 0! 
water, by the testimony of every citizen of Brunswick, the righ ' 
to this compensation. Mr. President, the Senator from Louisi- 
ana does not know more about that bar thanIdo. Itis at my 
old home, and I know all about it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The Senator from Georgia does ine an 
injustice. I know, however, he does not intend that. 

Mr. GORDON. Certainly not, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. There is no Senator on this floor for 
whom I have greater reverence than for the Senator from 
Georgia. I never pretended to know more about this matter 
than the Senator from Georgia. I merely stated I knew a gooi 
dealabout it; that it had been examined twice by the River and 
Harbor Committee of the other House, of which I wasa member. 
and that I had once visited it in person. 

I wish to assure my friend from Georgia that his remark about 
my opposing the appropriation of money by Congress for tho 
purpose of es eh the harbor of Brunswick is altogether 
wrong. I would gladly vote with him hundreds of thousands 0! 
dollars to improve the port of Brunswick. Itis anenterprising, 
promising town. I have been there: and I am prepared now t? 
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yote, as I have done in the past, for appropriations for the im- 
provement of Brunswick Harbor. 

Mr. GORDON. On what plan? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iwill state tothe Senator from Georgia 
that there has been work going on in the inner harbor of 
Brunswick, improving it. It has been going on for years, as 
the chairman of the Committee on Commerce knows. 

Every river and harbor act for years past has carried appro- 
priations for the improvement of Brunswick Harbor. There is 
such an appropriation now in the bill without regard to the 
Goodyear appropriation. Two years ago, or perhaps a little 
more, we showed our desirs, and I was one of them, to improve 
the harbor further by granting this contract to Mr. Goodyear 
to deepen the outer harbor. So we have two works going on 
at Brunswick—one in the inner harbor, one on the outer bar. 

Now, when the Senator from Georgia says that I have re- 
ceived large appropriations for rivers in my own State and that 
it comes with bad grace from me to be opposing this appropri- 
ation, he is avoiding the point at issue. 

Mr. GORDON. Notatall. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The point at issue is not that I am op- 
posing liberal appropriations for Brunswick Harbor. On the 
coutrary, I favor liberal appropriations for work both on the 
outer bar and the inner harbor at Brunswick. 

Mr. RANSOM. Will the Senator from Louisianaallow me to 
say a word at this time? 
Mr. BLANCHARD. 

olina. 

Mr. RANSOM. I shall not speak about myself. The Sena- 
tors from Georgia know how extremely particular I have been 
in reference to this appropriation. I dotive to say to the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana that at a comparatively low cost, certainly 
not one-fifth of what the army engineers estimate, Mr. Good- 
year proposes to deepen the outer harbor at Brunswick. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will say to the Senator from North 
Carolina that [ am not finding fault at all with the new contract. 
It is only to the payment of the $30,000 for work heretofore done 
that I object. 

Mr. RANSOM. The citizens of Brunswick, the Chamber of 
Commerce, I can not say all the people of Georgia, but I will 


I yield to the Senator from North Car- 


—e the Senators representing the State here-—— 


r.GORDON. The Senator from North Carolina may say 
the whole Legislature and the Governor. 

Mr. RANSOM. And the members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives have all been before the Committee on Commerce 
and asked us to adopt the low-priced plan of Mr. Goodyear to 
deepen the harbor, and we have simply done it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will say to the Senator from North 
Carolina that I stated, perhaps when he was not here-— 

Mr. RANSOM. I heard the Senator; I was here. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I stated that I find no fault whatever 
with the clause which awards a new contract to Mr. Goodyear 
to obtain depths. It is useless to talk about that matter, because 
Iam not attacking it. 

Mr. RANSOM. Very good; I am very glad to hear it. 
let us go to the other point for one moment. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The payment of $30,000 on an alleged 
quantum meruit when there wasa contract. That is the point at 
issue. 

Mr. RANSOM. I desire to get along with the bill. The re- 
port of the Army engineer, Capt. Carter, will show that he ad- 
mits a certain deepening of the harbor in parts of it. Every 
pilot—I say every pilot because that is the statement made— 
who takes his vessel into that harbor says it has been deepened 
from 2 to 3 and 4 feet. The Chamber of Commerce of Bruns- 
wick, the Senators from Georgia, the members of the House of 
Representatives, the newspapers state, and Mr. Goodyear has 
stated upon his honor, that the harbor has been deepened to a 
certain extent. Although he has not literally complied with 
his contract and in lawcould not enforce it against the Govern- 
ment, yet in equity he has complied with it. 

The harbor has been substantially deepened from 2 to 3 feet. 
It is roughly done; it is inartistically done, but it is substan- 
tiallydene. Under these considerations the Committee on Com- 
merce of the Senate thought it was right to pay Mr. Goodyear 
the sum of $30,000 for doing a work which it would have cost 
the Government $500,000 to have accomplished. 

Now, one word further. Mr. Goodyear has had to encounter 
floods upon floods in the river and in the harbor. During one or 
two seasons he has had to encounter yellow fever ia its worst 
form. He has had to encounter one or two or three broken 
banks, by which he hassuffered. That is the case; and the Com- 
mittee on Commerce said he ought to have the $30,000 for the 
work he has done and be enabled to go on with the improvement. 

[ hope the Senator from Louisiana will let us go on with the 
bill. 1 hope he will allow us to take a vote on the amendment, 


Now 
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and then go on with the bill. This matter will go into confer- 
ence, as he well knows. It will there be considered by the con- 
ferees on the part of the other House and the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. Itis very late in the hotdays of July; it i 
sweltering here. Let us go on with the bill. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If the Senator from North Carolina will 
allow mé a little further, [ will agree to his proposition and let 
the consideration of the bill proceed without even making a 
motion. 

Mr. RANSOM. All right. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam quite willing for it to go into con- 
ference and be considered by the House conferees and the Sen- 
ate conferees. ButI wish to state briefly that the contention 
of the Senators that there has been a deepening somewhere in 
the harbor of Brunswick should not be permitted to obscur 
the real question involved in the first four lines of the clause to 
which I have referred. 

It is conceded here that Mr. Goodyear has no claim whateyv 
in law against the Government growing out of the terms of his 
contract with the Government, because he has not achieved the 
results he contracted to achieve. Senators talk about depth 
which have been achieved, and that there is an equity existin 
which entitles Mr. Goodyear to consideration to the extent 
paying him $30,000. 

Mr. President, this appropriation, when you boil it down, 
nothing more or lessthan adonation which the Senate proposes 
to make to Mr. Goodyear. Senators know that there is not a 
court in this land which would award a cent to Mr. Goodyear i 
he were to enter suit upon the contract to recover pro fiunio be 
cause of the depth achieved in the channel. Mr. Goodyear isa 
man capable of contracting with the Government, and did con 
tract with the Government. He did contract with the Govern 
ment to do certain work, and if he did not do that work he 
not to receive any compensation. 

Mr. Goodyear went ahead and did, we will admit for the sake 
of argument, a part of the work under the terms of the contract 
But by his own contract he agreed to ask nothing for such par- 
tial execution. He could not recover at law, and yet we pro- 
pose here to-day to pay him $30,000. Doweoweit? No. Then 
it must be a donation. He has no just claim against the Gov- 
ernment for $30,000. We are donating to him $30,000 on the 
statement made on his behalf that whereas he did not do the 
work which he contracted with the Government to do, he did 
part of the work, not enough to get asingle cent under the terms 
of his contract. Yet he ought to be paid, anyhow. That isthe 
proposition submitted here. 

Mr.HUNTON. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. . Certainly. 

Mr. HUNTON. I understand from the Senator's remar! 
that Mr. Goodyear has done a certain portion of the work 
desire to know from the Senator whether that portion of the 
work done by Mr. Goodyear is worth $30,000? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It is claimed on the part of Mr. Good- 
year that he has done certain work. As [ understand the engin- 
eer’s report, the engineer does not admit that thisdeepening in 
the harbor is the result of the blasting done by Mr. Goodyear 
along certain lines where he wasengaged in blasting. Whether 
the work done by Goodyear is worth the sum proposed to be 
paid, knownot. Theofficer of the Governmentdoes not suy so, 
as far as I am informed. 

[ do not know of any recent report upon this work submitte: 
by the engineer which shows different results from those given 
by Capt. Carter when he was before the River and Harbor Com- 
mittee of the House, to which I have alluded. 

As I understood Capt. Carter then, he denied that the deep 
ening in the harbor was any more traceable to the blasting 
done by Mr. Goodyear some distance away from the channe! 
used by the ships, than it was to the action of ocean currents. 

Mr. President, all Government contractors upon public build- 
ings and all Govevernment contractors in every branch of the 
Government service are required to fulfill the letter of their 
contract before they are paid, but here we are reversing that 
rule, and we are paying Mr. Goodyear $30,000 when he has not 
at all complied—it is not even claimed that he hascomplied with 
the letter of his contract. 

I felt it my duty to call the attention of the Senate to this 
proposition to pay Mr. Goodyear the $30,000, It oceurred to 
me Congress was setting a precedent that would return in the 
future to trouble it. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, I should be willing for the 
Senate to vote at this instant without one word of reply. [ 
think I know the Senate of the United States. If the proposi- 
tion made by the Senator from Louisiana were admitted to be 
true (which I deny), namely, that Mr. Goodyear was not legally 
entitled to a dollar, there would still remain a moral obligation 
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upon the Government whatever amount his achievement is worth 
to the country’s commerce. I dissent entirely from the Sena- 
tor’s view of Government’s obligations to its citizens. 

Sir, upon his principle of standing always and only upon the 
contract, no Union soldier could ever draw a pension under this 
Government. They entered into a contract to fight for the 
Union for a few dollars per month, and now the Senator would 
stand here upon that principle and say to them: ‘‘Soldiers of the 
Union, vou agreed to fight for so much per month and we must 
stand on the contract. You can not be paid pensions, for that 
is not the contract.” That is the Senator's position. 

No, Mr. President, commerce has received the benefit of Mr. 
Goodyear’s work and commerce or the country owes him for it. 
Tie has spent $50,0000f his own money in deepening that bar, and 
he has achieved a success at a cost which under no other sys- 
tem has ever been attained. Indeed, sir, it has cost to reach 
such resultelsewhere more than ten times the amount of money 
which the Commerce Committee have agreed to pay him. 

The Senator from Louisiana says that this is a donation at the 
inst ‘nce of the Georgia Senators. He will pardon some warmth 
in my reply to that charge. Mr. President, the Senators from 
Georgia, and the Senators who occupy honorable positions on 
the Commerce Committee, are not in the habit of taking dona- 
tions from the United States Treasury. I repel such a charge, 
and am umazed that the Senator could indulge in such criticism 
© the committee and of his brother Senators. Donations! Mr. 
President, we stand upon the principle of ‘*‘ quantum meruit;” 
and if this Mr. Goodyear received justice the appropriation 
would be doubled and quadrupled. 

‘The Senator says he knows that bar. Mr. President, I lived 
there for some years. My friends live there. I know the citi- 
zens of that city. Amore honorable people never lived. Their 
board of trade, their mayor, their councilmen, the pilots, the 
shiprers, the owners of the vessels which cross the bar, the 
8 irgeon sent down by the Government, all testify to his success, 
and that Mr. Goodyear has obtained thisdepth of water claimed, 
and that it would be an outrage to send him away penniless. 
He has opened to us commerce there that was locked out from 
that harbor. 

Only two years ago see lay in that harbor for month after 
month, unable to cross the bar, drawing 19feetofwater. Now the 
Great [rin only a few days ago was carried out, drawing 22 feet 
8 inches of water. This, sir, is the identical ship that was tied 
there with 19 feet of draft and could not get out before Mr. 
Goodyea* deepened the bar by use of dynamite. 

Now, Mr. President, such attack, I mustrepeat, is not entirely 
becoming to a Senator from another State. My colleague and 
myself ought to represent Georgia. We are sent here for that 
purpose. We are not misrepresenting our State. The Senator 
is mistaken. The governor of that State and every member of 
her Legislature are before this body by petition asking us to 
grant Mr. Goodyear this money for his expenditures. Even 
then he gets only about half what he has paid out for the benefit 
of the Government. Irepeat,if we paid han every dollar of the 
$50,000 we would not compensate him for the amount of benefit 
he has conferred upon the commerce of this country. 

But, Mr. President, it is idle with such testimony as has been 
before this committee for me to dwell upon this subject. This 
is an intelligent committee; the gentlemen composing it have 
heard ail the argument; they understand the whole case, and 
they recommend this appropriation. I stand upon the report 
of the committee. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, there is nooccasion for 
the Senator from Georgia to get up any feeling over this mat- 
ter. I am sure there is none on my part. No Senator would 
surpass me in promptness of action to benefit the people of the 
State of Georgia by the improvement of their ports or rivers, or 
in any other legitimate way. Nor have I inanything I have said 
knowingly misrepresented the Senators from Georgia or the 
people of that Commonwealth, as claimed by my friend. 

I simply present the cold question of policy here, whether or 
not we are going to pay $30,000 to a gentleman who contracted 
with the Government to do certain things, and agreed if he did 
not do them he was to receive nothing—whether we are going 
to pay him anyhow under a contract which it is admitted even 
by his advocates he has not complied with. 

It is no attack upon my part on the poople of Brunswick or the 
Senators from Georgiaor Mr. Goodyear. Ihave met Mr. Good- 
year eeeennee. I think well of him. [ believe he is a worthy 
gentleman and a good lawyer. But that has nothing to do 
with this question. What the Legislature of Georgi» has done 
in the way of memorializing Congress to pay Mr. Goodyear, or 
what Mr. Goodyear's neighbors have done in the way of send- 
ing petitions up here to Congress and to their Senators asking 
that Mr. Goodyear be paid, has nothing to do with the cold 
question which I have presented. 
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Is the Senate of the United States, as one of the coirdinate 
legislative branches of the Government, going to make a con- 
tract with a man to do certain things and accomplish certain 
results, and when he does not do those things and does not ac- 
complish those results, and comes in here and admits that he 
has not done it, are we going topay him anyhow? That is the 
question which presents itzelf to the Senate. 

I am very sorry that my friend from Georgia has exhibited 
any feeling over this matter. There was no occasion for it. 
Surely a Senator may be permitted to present his view of a pub- 
lic question without its being considered that he is inspired by 
personal pique, or personal animosity, or personal feeling to- 
wards anybody connected with this subject-matter of dispute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce was, on page 14, line 11, before 
the word ‘' thousand,” to strike out ‘‘and seventy,” and in the 
same line, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert: 


Provided, That contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of War for 
such materials and work as may be necessary to complete the present pro}- 
ect of said improvement, to be paid for as appropriations may from time 
to time be made by law, not to exceed in the aggregate $1,717,500, exclusive 
of the amount herein appropriated— 

So as to make the clause read: 


Improving Cumberland Sound, Georgia: Continuing improvement, #100, 
000: Provided, That contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of War 
for such materials and work as may be necessary to complete the present 
project of said improvement, to be paid for as appropriations may from 
time to time be made by law, not to exceed in the aggregate $1,717,500, ex 
clusive of the amount herein appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 22, before the word 
‘*thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ ten” and insert ‘ fifteen;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Apalachicola Bay and River, Florida: Continuing 
improvement, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 24, before the word 
**thousand,” to insert ‘‘ and twenty-five;” soas to make the clause 
read: 

Improving harbor at Pensacola, Pla.: Continuing improvement, one hun 
dred and twenty-five thousand dollars; and the Secretary of War may, if 
he deems it advisable, begin the improvement recommended by the Board 
of Engineers appointed in January, 1892, to consider and report upon the 
improvement of said harbor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to ask the Senator from North Carolina 
if after the reading of the bill is concluded it will be in order 
to offer amendments? 

Mr. RANSOM. Oh, of course. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce was, on page 15, line 5, before 
the word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ seventy” and insert 
“eighty-five; ’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving entrance to harbor at Key West, F la: Continuing improve. 
ment, $85,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, on page 15, line 9, before the word 
‘* thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ ten” and insert ‘* twenty;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Emprosing Mariote Harbor and Pease Creek, Florida: Continuing im- 
yrovement, #20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 23, to insert: 


The Secretary of War is authorized, at his discretion, to use such amount 
as may be necessary, not to exceed 50,000, of the amount a oes for 
the improvement of Mobile Harbor by the sundry civil bill for the fiscal 

ear ending June 30, 1895, in removing shoals and other obstructions in the 
Mobile and Tombigbee Rivers, between the mouth of the Chickasbogue 
Creek and Nannahubba Bluff, so as to secure adepth of 16 feet at low water 
Provided, That if a contract has been entered into for the improvement of 
said harbor, by the terms of which the amount to be so appropriated for 
said fiscal year should be paid to a contractor or contractors for work to be 
done by him or them, then no part of said appropriation shall be so diverted 
without the consent of such contractor or contractors. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 24, before the word 
thousand,” to strike out ‘“‘forty” and insert ‘‘ fifty;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving and maintaining ship channel in Galveston Bay, Texas: Cou: 
tinuing improvement according to the existing project, $50.000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 4, before the wor 
‘* thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ two hundred and fifty,” and insert 
“three hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 


Improving harbor at Sabine Pass, Tex.: Continuing improvements, $300, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 17, line 14, before the word 
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“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘forty” and insert “ fifty; so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Cleveland, Ohio: Continuing improvement, 50,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 22, after the word 
“dollars,” to strike out ‘*a part” and insert ‘*$5,000;” in line 23, 
after the word ‘‘ used,” 
Secretary of War,” and on page 18, line 1, before the words 
“and the,” to strike out ‘‘and deepening inside dredged chan- 
nels;’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Sandusky, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $25,000, 
$5,000 of which may be used in removing shoal at outer approach to harbor; 
and the Secretary of Waris authorized and directed, in his discretion, to 
cause a survey, if necessary for the purpose, and an estimate to be made of 
the cost of further necessary improvement of said harbor, including the 
channel over said outer bar. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 8, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘sixty” and insert ‘‘ seventy-five;” 
so 2s to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Toledo, straight channel through Maumee Bay, 
Ohio: Continuing improvement, %75,000, a part of which may be used, in 
the discretion of the Secretary of War, in removing shoal in the old channel 
and in extending the improvement up the Maumee River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 17, before the word 
* thousand,” to strike out ‘‘eleven” and insert ‘‘ twenty-one;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

Improving outer harbor at Michigan City, Ind.: Continuing improve 
ment, $21,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 4, before the word 
thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ twelve” and insert ‘‘twenty:” so as 
to make the clause read: 

{mproving harbor at Waukegan, Ill.: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 9, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty ” and insert ‘‘ fifty;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Mrankfort, Mich.: Continuing improvement, and 
repairs, #5,490, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

'The next amendment was, on page 19, line 21, before the word 
“improvement,” to strike out ‘‘continuing” and insert ‘‘com- 
pleting:” and in the same line, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to 
strilke out ‘‘five ” and insert ‘‘ fifteen;” so as to make the clause 
recd: 

improving harbor at Holland (Black Lake), Mich.: Completing improve- 
ment, $15,000. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 15, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ten” and insert ‘‘twenty;” so as to 
make the clause read: 
geaproring harbor at South Haven, Mich.: 

20,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, line 6, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “five” and insert ‘ twelve,” and in 
line 7, befere the word “‘ dollars,” to strike out “‘ five hundred:”’ 
so0as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor atSaugatuck, Mich.: Continuing improvement and for 
restraining works to prevent the drifting of sand into the harbor, #12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, line 20, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ten” and insert “‘ fifteen,” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Kenosha, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, line 24, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘' fifteen” and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;” 
s0 as to make the clause read: 

improving harbor at Manitowoc, Wis.: 
Maintenance, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 22, line 10, before the word 

*thousand,” to strike out “ fifteen” and insert ‘‘twenty;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Racine, Wis.: Continuing improvement, 20,00). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘a The next amendment was, on page 22, line 12, before the word 
thousand,” to strike out “forty” and insert ‘‘fifty;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Superios Bay and St. Louis Bay, Wisconsin: Con- 


Unuing improvement, #50, @ portion of which may, in the discretion of 
the Secretary of War, be used in dredging in Superior Bay along the duck 
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line between the Quebec channel and the main channel opposite the base | 
of Connors Point: Provided, That so much of said sum as may be neces 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 11, after tl 

“dollars,” to insert the following proviso: 
Provided, That so much of said sum as may be necessary may be used for 
the purpose of making a survey and submitting plans and estimates for the 
improvement and confinement of the current in the river to maintaina 
standard depth of water, and to obtain a channel 16 feet deep, and for ex 
tending the piers, and for the construction of a harbor 16 feet deep in Green 
Bay exterior to the river channel: 

So as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Oconto, Wis.: To maintain 
Thatso much of said sum as may be necessary, etc 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 22, before the word 
‘*thousand,” to strike out ‘ fifty ’ and insert ‘ seventy-five;” in 
the same line after the word “ which,” to strike out ‘a portion 
may be used,” and insert ‘‘an amount not to exceed $75,(0;" 
and in line 24, after the word ‘‘ War,” to insert ‘‘ may be 
pended;” so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Duluth, Minn., including repairs anal, } 
the channel on the north shore of St. Louis Bay and the St. Louls hiv 
$75,000, of which an amount not to exceed $25,000, in the discretion of the Se 
retary of War, may be expended in the channel of St. Louis River al 
Grassy Point. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 16, before the word 
‘*thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five ” and insert ‘‘ thirty: ” 
so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Agate Bay, Minnesota: Continuing improveme: 
$30,000. ; 

. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 18, befere the 
‘** thousand,” to strike out ‘eighty ” and insert ‘‘ one 
80 as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Oakland, Cal.: Continuing improvement, #100.000, of 
which $12,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be used in ope 
ing the western end of the tidal canal in said harbor to the depth 
below low tide, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 25, before the word 
thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ forty’ and insert ‘ 
make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at San Diego, Cal.: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 2, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty ’ and insert ‘‘forty;" so Oo 
make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at San Luis Obispo, Cal. 
$10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 4, before the word 
‘* thousand,” to strike out ‘‘one hundred” and insert 
five,” and in line 5, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strilce « 

Of which 85,000, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, may be « 
in the removal of obstructions in front of Marshfield.” 

And insert: 

Ana for the construction or purchase of a dredger, and ope 
in removing obstructions from and deepening the harbor of ¢ 
front of Marshfield, $12,000; 

So as ‘o make the clause read: 

Improving entranceand harbor at Coos Bay, Oregon: Conti 
iment, $95,000; and for the construction or purchase of a dredger 
ing the same in removing obstructions from and deepening 1 
Coos Bay in front of Marshfield, $13,000. ‘ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 12, before the 
word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out “ thirty-five ” and insert “ fifty;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Yaquina Bay, Oregon: Continuing 
250,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

i‘he next amendment was, on page 25, line 14, before the word 
“doilars,” to strike out “thirteen thousand five hundred” and 
insert ** sixteen thousand ;” so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Tillamook Bay, Oregon: Continuing improvetment, $16,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 
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“thousand,” tostrike out ‘thirty ” and insert ‘‘ forty;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving Olympia Harbor, Washington: Continuing improvement, 
240,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 21, to insert: 

Improving Lubec Channel, Maine: Continuing improvement according to 
plan submitted by Col. J, A. Smith, December 30, 1890, $5,000; and the Secre- 
tary of War is hereby authorized, in his discretion, to expend on this im 
ere any unexpended balance of appropriations hitherto made for the 
mprovementof the St. Croix River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 6, before the word 
**thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty” and insert ‘‘ fifty;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

lnproving Kemebec River, Maine: Continuing improvement, 950,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, after line 8, to insert: 

Harraseeket River, Maine: To complete improvement, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 20, before the 
word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out “ five” and insert ‘‘ seven,” and 
in the same line, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert ‘‘ five hun- 
dred;” so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Powow River, Massachusetts: Continuing improvement, $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 8, before the word 
dollars,” to strike out ‘twenty-two thousand five hundred” 
and insert ‘twenty-five thousand;” so as to make the clause 
read: 
ern Pawtucket River, Rhode Island: Continuing improvement, 

, 000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, after line 9, to insert: 

Improving Pawcatuck River, Rho@e Island and Connecticut: Continuing 
improvement according to original plan for excavation of channel to a 
width of 40 feet between the lower and upper wharves in the town of West- 
ee the excavation of the channel to the full width of 100 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 25, before the 
word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘“‘twenty” and insert ‘‘ twenty- 
five;”’so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Housatonic River, Connecticut: Continuing improvement, 
825,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 2, before the word 
**thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ ten” and insert ‘‘ twelve,” and in the 
same line, before the word ‘ dollars,” to insert “ five hundred; ” 
80 as to make the clause read: 

Improving Thames River, Connecticut: Continuing improvement, $12,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 4, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ fifteen” and insert *‘ twenty-five;” 
s0 as to make the clause read: 

Improving Passaic River, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 4, to insert: 

improving I’rankford Creek, Pennsylvania, by straightening the same be- 
tween the crossings of Tulip and Roxborough streets, in the county of Phila- 
delphia, $2,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 10, before the word 
‘*thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ ninety-five” and insert “ two hun- 
dred and five;” so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Delaware River, from Trenton to its mouth, Pennsylvania 
and New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $205,000, of which $5,000 shall be 
expended in the improvement of the channel over Perriwig Bar. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 24, before the word 
‘* thousand,” to strike out ‘‘three” and insert ‘‘five;” so as to 
make the clause read: 


orn Appoquinimink River, Delaware: Continuing improvement, 
,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 2, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out three” and insert ‘‘five;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving Smyrna River, Delaware: Continuing improvement, 95,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 9, before the word 
* thousand,” to strike out “six” and insert ‘‘ ten;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

Improving Mispillion River, Delaware: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 13, before the word 


25,000. 
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‘‘thousand,” to strike out “fifteen” and insort ‘‘ twenty-fi 
80 as to make the clause read: 

Improving the inland water way from Chincoteague Bay, Virginia, to Di 
aware Bay, at or near Lewes, Del., to be used from Delaware Bay to Indian 
River: Continuing improvement, 825,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, line 10, before the wo: 
‘‘improvement,” to strike out ‘‘ Continuing ” and insert “ Com 
pleting;” and in line 11, before the word “ dollars,” to strilx 
out ‘‘one thousand” and insert ‘‘four thousand seven hundred 
and fifty;”’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving La Trappe River, Maryland: Completing improvement, §,7 

The amendment was agreed to. 

rry oo . > . 

The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 16, to insert 

That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to appoin 
board, to consist of an officer of the Engineer Corps of the United Stat 
Army, not below the rank of lieutenant-colonel, an officer of the Unit: 
States Navy, not below the rank of captain, and two civilians, who, togeth« 
with the Chief of the Engineers of the United States Army, shall examin 
and determine, from the surveys heretofore made under the direction of th 
War Department, the most feasible route for the construction of the Chesa 
peake and Delaware Canal. And in making such selection said board sha 
select a route which in its judgment shall give the greatest facility to co1 
merce and will be best adapted for national defense. The said board shal 
report its conclusions to the Secretary of War, who shall transmit the sam: 
to Congress at its next session; and the sum of 95,000 is hereby appropriated 
to pay the expenses of said board. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, line 10,before the word 
‘*thousand,” to strike out ‘‘one hundred” and insert ‘' two hun 
dred and fifty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Potomac River, Washington, D. C.: Continuing improveme 
$250,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 10, to insert: 

Protecting Jamestown Island from the encroachments of James River, 
$10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 21, to insert 

o ? 


ancora Roanoke River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement 
50,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 2, to insert: 

Improving Trent River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, $5,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Theamendment was,on page 35, line 6, before the word * thou- 
sand,” to strike out “‘two” and insert ‘*five;” and in line 7, be- 
fore the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out “five hundred;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving Northeast (Cape Fear) River, North Carolina: Continuing i 
provement, 35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, line 11, before the word 
‘*thousand,” to strike out ‘‘eight” and insert ‘twenty ;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

Improving Cape Fear River, North Carolina, above Wilmington: ( 
tinuing improvement, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 35, after line 12, to strike 
out; ‘‘Impreving Cape Fear River, North Carolina, at and belo 
Wilmington: Continuing improvement, $80,000,” and insert— 

ImprovingCape Fear River, NorthCarolina, from Wilmington toits mouth 
$200,000: Provided, That contracts may be entered into by the Secretary 
War for such materials and work as may be necessary to complete the pr: 
ent project of said improvement, to be paid for as appropriations may from 
time to time be made by law, not toexceed in the aggregate $1,230,000, « 
clusive of the amount herein appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 1, before the word 
Continuing,” to insert ‘‘ up to Rocky Mount;” in the same linc, 
before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘three” and inser 
‘*ten,” and in line 2, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
‘* five hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 

Oimproving Pamlico and Tar Rivers, North Carolina, up to Rocky Moun 
Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 2, to insert: 

Improving Contentnia Creek, North Carolina: Continuing improvemen', 


’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 7, before the word 
‘*Carolina,” to insert ‘‘and South;” so as to make the clause 
read: 


Improving Lumber River, North and South Carolina: Continuing im 
provement, $4,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 8, to insert: 
PP che, Neuse River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, 310, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 13, to insert: | 

For the survey of the waterways through the sounds of North Carolina | 
and for the survey of the Dismal Swamp Canal, Virginia and North Caro- 
lina, and the rivers and water connections connecting said canal with the 
sounds of North Carolina, $5,000, or so much thereof as is necessary 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 19, to insert: 

Improving Lockwoods Folly River, North Carolina: Continuing improve- 
ment, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 25, before the word | 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘“‘ thirty” and insert ‘‘ forty;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving Santee River, South Carolina: Continuing improvement, #0,- 
000, to be used in snagging and in making new cut between Estherville and | 
Minim Creek, and in maintaining tho Mosquito Creek channel. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, after the word ‘‘ river,” | 
to insert ‘‘ north and;” inthe same line, after the words ‘‘ South 
Carolina,” to insert ‘‘ up to Lake Waccamaw; ” and in line 5, be- 
fore the word “thousand,” to strike out ‘“‘six,” and insert | 
“‘ten;” so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Waccamaw River, North and South Garolina, up to Lake 
camaw: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, line 4, after the word 
‘‘ cut-off,” to insert ‘‘ Lees Slough;” and in line 5, before the 
word “ thousand,” to strike out ‘* For completion, five,” and in- 
sert ‘*‘ Five;” so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Apalachicola River, Florida, including the cut-off, Lees Slough 
and Lower Chipola River, $5,600, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. Lask the Senator from North Carolina, in charge 
of the bill, to agree to the insertion in line 3, on page 39, of the 
words, ‘‘ continuing improvement; ” so as to read: 


Continuing improvement, Apalachicola River, Florida, including the « 
off, Lees Slough and Lower Chipola River. 


Mr. RANSOM. That is correct. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 39, line 3, before the word ‘‘Apa- 
lachicola,” it is proposed to strike out ‘*‘ improving” and insert 
‘continuing improvement.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce was, on page 39, after line 12, 
to insert: 

Improving Indian River, Florida, dredging channel from the channel of 
the Indian River through the Negro Cut to the bar at the Indian River inlet, 
$5,000, and, in addition thereto, the Secretary of War is hereby authorized 
to expend in making said improvement the $15,000 appropriated for the im- 
provement of Indian River by act approved July 13, 1892. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 7, on page 40. 

Mr. PASCO. A correction is needed in line 7, on page 40. 
The name ‘‘Sarasoto Bay” should be ‘‘ Sarasota,” changing the 
final ‘‘o” to ‘*a.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
in the absence of objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 


Wac- 





ut- 


That correction will be made, 


of the Committee on Commerce was, on page 43, line 25, after | 
the word ‘‘doilars,” to insert ‘fof which sum not exceeding | oa ; Mee 
| **so much as may be necessary shall be used in making a su 


$10,000 may be used, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, 
in removing obstructions from Grand River and Pigeon bayous, 
forming part of the Bayou Plaquemine route;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

Improving Bayou Plaquemine, Louisiana: 
$100,000, of which sum not exceeding $10,000 may be used, in the discretionoft 
the Secretary of War, in removing obstructions from Grand River and 
Pigeon bayous, forming part of the Bayou Plaquemine route. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, after line 4, to insert: 

re eens Bayou Plaquemine, Louisiana, with the Mississippi by a lock, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 9, before the word 
“thousand,” tostrike out “‘ thirty-five” and insert “‘ forty-five;” 
&0 as to make the clause read: 

Improving Bayou Lafourche, Louisiana: Continuing improvement and 
removing obstructions, $45,000, and a dredge boat for use in said bayou is 
hereby authorized to be constructed, the expense of same to be paid out of 
this appropriation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, line 23, before the word 
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| water from the Mississippi River, as recomm« 


| south end of Goat Island,” and insert ‘' 


| of the Committee on Commerce was, on page 47, 


| provement,” 
| thereof as may be necessary, shall be used in the 


Continuing improvement: | 


. provement, $400,000, of which $25,000 may, in the discrition of the S 





* thousand,” to strike out “ eight” and insert “ eighty-three;” 
and in the same line, after the word “ dollars,” to insert ‘‘sev- 
enty-five thousand of which to be expended by the Mississippi 

ver Commission for the prevention of a formation of a cut 
through to the St. Francis River by the action of the overflow 


1383 


nded in the repor 
of Col. Charles R. Sute s to 
clause read: 

_ improving St. Francis River, Arkansas: Continuing impr nt, 
$75,000 of which to be expended by the Mississippi River Commission for th 
prevention of a formation of a cut through to the St. Francis River by t 
action of the overflow water from the Mississippi River, as recommend 

the report of Col. Charles R. Suter, dated May 2v, 1894, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. IL appealto the Senator from North Carolina 
to allow me to move an amendment. On pago 5, line 15, after 
the words ‘‘ removal of,” I move to strike out ‘‘ the spit at the 
Spindle Rock, 


*,dated May 29, 1894;”" so: make the 


Kose Is- 
land;” so as to read: 
Improving harbor at Newport, R. f., inc 


| Rock, Rose Island, etc. 


Mr.RANSOM. There is no objection to that amendmen 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the en 
of the clause on page 47, line 14. 

Mr. HARRIS. On page 47, line 14, I desire to submit 
amendment in relation to the Cumberland River below Nash 
ville, which will take but afew moments. | the amend 
ment to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 47, line 14, after the word ‘‘im- 
provement,” it is proposed to strike out ‘'$30,000" and inse 


send 


| ** $50,000, of which sum $15,000, or so much thereof as may 


necessary, shall be made available for the location and construe 
tion of a lock and dam near the mouth of the Harpeth River. 
Mr. HARRIS. The object and purpose of that amendment 


| is that at the mouth of the Harpeth River there are shoal 


A lock and a dam at that point would remedy the evil ther 
and make the river navigable from its mouth to Nashvill 


| throughout the entire year to the heavier draft steamers. [| 


is a thing of vital importance to the commerce of that portion o 
the country. 

[ think it probable that my amendment perhaps goes $5,000 
beyond the estimates for the lock and dam, and I am willing to 


| modify it so as to make the amount $45,000” instead of ‘* $50.- 
| 000,” so as to bring it within the estimates for the lock and dam, 
| for which the amendment proposes to provide. 


Mr. RANSOM. The Senator from Tennessee has shown his 
usual courtesy and consideration in this matter. He brought 
the subject before the Committee on Commerce, and until he 


| called my attention to it this evening I supposed that that 


amendment had been adopted by the committee. 
objection to it. 
Mr. CULLOM. 


There is no 


I understand the Senator proposes to red 


the amount to $45,000. 


4} 
thc 


Mr. HARRIS. I modify the amendment by 
amount ‘*$45,000,” instead of ‘' $50,000.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Th 
amendment will be so modified. The question is on agreein 


making 


| to the amendment as modified. 


The amendment as modified was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The 


1ext amendimel 
line 19, af 
.s 


the word “‘ may,” to insert ‘‘in the discretion of the Secret 
of War;” and in line 24, aiter the word “sum,” to 


i 
, ye 


trike ou 


of the river below Riverton, and submitting plans for its im- 
and insert ‘‘ Ninety thousand dollars, or so much 
removal of 
snags and other obstructions to navigation between | 

and the mouth of said Tennessee River, and the rem: 


Piercy 
vive 


| said sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be ne 


shall be used in making a survey of said Tennessee River below 
Riverton, and submitting plans for its improvement;” so as t 


| make the clause read: 


Improving Tennessee River below Chattanooga, Tenn: Continuing im- 
retary 
of War, be used in continuing the work at Livingston Point, Ky., and $10, 
000 in improving theriver between Hobbs Island and Guntersville, and 8100,- 
000 below Riverton, of which last sum %90,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, shall be used in the removal of snags and other obstructions to 
navigation between Riverton and the mouth of said Tennessee River, and 


| the remainder of said sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be nec« 


sary, shall be used in making a survey of said Tennessee River below Riv 
erton and submitting plans for its improvement. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 21, before the word 
‘* hundred,” tostrike out ‘‘ one” and insert ‘‘ two:” soas to make 
the clause read: 

Improving Kentucky River, Kentucky: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, I hope the chairman of 
the committee in charge of the bill will not insist upon the Sen- 


Continuing improvement, $200,000 
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ate remaining here longer. This has beena long, hot day; it is | Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I desire to take 

now after 6 o’clock, and I think the Senate had better adjourn. | the floor, and yield to the gentleman from Utah to make the mo- 
Mr. RANSOM. Ido not propose to impose upon the Senate | tion that the House concur in the Senate amendments, simply 

this evening. I will say to the Senator from Louisiana that I | with this remark that ‘‘ Westward the brilliant star of empire 

only wish to get the bill far enough so that we can dispose of it | gloriously takes its flight.” [Laughter and applause. | 

without much delay to-morrow. I[t is now very late in the ses-| Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur 

sion; this is the 12th day of July; the weather is very hot, and | in the Senate amendments, 

there are a number of appropriation bills to be yet disposed of. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the Sen- 

The tariff bill is also to come back from conference, unques- | ate amendments. 

tionably,and we have a great deal todo. I hope the Senate will The Senate amendments were read. 


stay with me until the bill has reached a position when we can | The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
certainly get through with it to-morrow. of the gentleman from Utah, to concur in the Senate amend- 


I tell the Senator from Louisiana that I do not desire, and | ments. If there be no objection the vote will be taken on those 
have no purpose, to cut off amendments or debate. The bill | amendments in gross. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
will be left in that position for to-morrow. That is all [can| The Senate amendments were concurred in. 
say about it. | On motion of Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, a motion to recon- 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It is now quarter past 6 o'clock. sider the vote by which the Senate amendments were concurred 

Mr. RANSOM. The atmosphere in the Chamber is much | in was laid on the table. 
loa it has been at any time since we have COUNTY BUILDING, COCONINO’ COUNTY, ARIZONA. 

Mr, BLANCHARD. Iam willing to stay here until half past | _The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill 
6. If the Senator will not consent to that, [ think we ought to | (H. R. 7506) authorizing the county of Coconino, Territory of 
adjourn now. Arizona, to issue bonds for the construction of a county build- 

Mr. RANSOM. I shall be satisfied if the Senate shall stay | ing at the county seat thereof. cag 
here until 7 o'clock. I hope the Senator from Louisiana will | The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill has been returned 
not be so exacting after what I have said. | from the Senate with an amendment. : 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I think this bill ought to be considered | Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I move that the House concur in 
properly. I donot think we ought to rush through the Senate | the amendment of the Senate. 

a bill like this, carrying as it does, fifteen, sixteen, or eighteen The amendment was read, as follows: 
million dollars. There will be plenty of time toconsider the bill | In 1ine 6 strike out “twenty” and insert “ten; so as to read “in not less 
to-morrow. than two nor more than ten years.” 

Mr. RANSOM. I tell the Senator from Louisiana that no at- The amendment was agreed to. 
tempt will be made this evening to hurry the bill through. It| Qn motion of Mr. COBB of Missouri, a motion to reconsider 
will be left open to the a = eee Sena It | the last vote was laid on the table. 
is now only quarter past 6 o’clock, an ope the Senator from tas 
Louisiana will not press for an adjournment but let us proceed POST-OF FICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 





with the bill until 7 o’clock. The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will | bill (A. R.6016) making appropriations for the service of the 
proceed, unless some motion is made. Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I think we ought noi to be required to The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill has been returned 
stay here any longer than half-past 6 o'clock on a hot day like | from the Senate with amendments. 
this. I move that the Senate adjourn. Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I would like to have 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to | action on these amendments now. I move that they be con- 
the motion of the Senator from Louisiana. curred in. 


The motion was not agreed to. The amendments were read, as follows: 
. y ; 
Mr. BLANCHARD. I suggest, Mr. President, that thereis| o, page 1, line 8, strike out ‘eighteen’ and insert ‘ nineteen;" so as to 
no quorum present. read, ‘‘for advertising, $19,000.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana * page 3 oe — — eat as follows: “For advertising at first 
t : : , ‘ se and second-class post-offices, $15,000."’ 
suggests that there is no quorum present. The Secretary will | “o, page 3, fn thee 23, after the word “routes,” insert ‘including temporary 


call the roll. service to newly established offices;” so as to read, “inland transportation 
Mr. RANSOM. The Senator from Louisiana will do himself by gee equates, including temporary service to newly established offices, 
a wrong to pursue such a course upon this bill. On page 8, in line 23, strike out all after the word “ dollars down to and 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair suggests to the | including “contemplated ” on page 4, line 2. 
Senator from North Carolina that the absence of a quorum | On page, after line 2, insert ‘for payment of rewards for detection, ar 
having been suggest d, nothing is in order but the calling of rest, and conviction of post-office burglars and robbers, $10,000. 
the roll. Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, the gen- 
Mr. RANSOM. I understand; but I beg permission to say | eral effect of these amendments is to reduce the amount of the 
that I shall not be guilty of putting the Senate to incon- | appropriations in the bill $4,000, and the reduction is arrived at 
venience, and I move that the Senate adjourn. in this way, the House recommended a new item of $15,000 for 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 18 minutes | advertising at first and second class post-offices. That amount 
p. m,) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, July 13, | was allowed to the First Assistant Postmaster-General—— 
1894, at 12 o’clock m. Mr. COOMBS. Advertising what? 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Advertising letters 
ernie eeroergense and other mail matter. The Senate struck out this new item 
and added $1,000 to the amount heretofore allowed the Post- 
master-General for the same purposes; that is, increasing tho 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. item from $18,000 to $19,000. In addition to that, the Senate 
THURSDAY, July 12, 1894. recommends a new item of $10,000 -for payment of rewards for 


, ‘ : the detection, arrest, and conviction of post-office burglars and 
The House metat 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. | robbers. This is the first time that so few alterations have been 


E. B. BAGBY. made in the House bill by the Senate. I think we had better 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. | concur in these amendments. 
IMPROVEMENT OF MINNESOTA RIVER. Mr. BINGHAM. I would like to put one inquiry to the gen- 


tleman. He states that the Senate has struck out the new item 
which the House inserted. Will he state why that insertion 
was made in the House; and if the insertion was justifiable, why 
he would now have us consent to the striking out? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The item was in- 
serted at the request of the First Assistant Postmaster-General, 
} who stated that in his opinion it was necessary. We thought 

ADMISSION OF UTAH. ita proper itsm. There was some opposition to it on account of 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill | its being a new item; but the committee reported it, and the 
(H.R. 352) to enable the people of Utah to form a constitution | House agreod to it. 
and State government, and to be admitted into the Union onan; Mr. BINGHAM. Is it not the purpose of the item to publish 
equal footing with the original States, with Senate amend- | in the great cities the departures of the foreign mails, etc.? 
ments, Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I suppose that wil! be 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting, pursuant to House resolu- 
tion dated June 28, 1894, reports received since the last annual 
report of the Secretary of War pertaining to the improvement 
of the Minnesota River, Minnesota; which was referred to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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included, but the item was intended for general advertising 

urposes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is not that the great part? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I[ do not think it is. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I make no objection, if the gentleman feels 
that we ought to lose that item. 

Mr. AITKEN. Are there any changes made in the bill as to 
the classification of mail matter? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. No, sir; none at all. 
For information I submit the following statement: 

POSTAL SERVICE, 1895. 


Amount of estimates for 1895 $00, 399, 485. 33 


~ 87, 240, 599. 55 
4, 000. 00 


Amount of House bill 
Reduction recommended by the Senate 


Amount as passed the Senate 
84, 427, 748. 4 


84, 004, 814. 2 
3, 162, 885. 7 


Amount of estimated postal revenue for 1895 
Amount of Post-Office appropriation act for 189 

The pending bill is less than estimates ...................-..... 
The bill exceeds estimated postal revenues_............-...--.- 2, 808, 851. 
The bill exceeds the act for 1894........................ 8, 232, 285. 33 


The changes in the amounts appropriated by the bill, as passed the House 
and amended by the Senate, are as follows, viz: 
INCREASE BY SENATE. 
For advertising, office of the Postmaster-General 
For payment of rewards for detection, etc., of post-office burg- 
i ucke cus diakedaders vskanndedd odatiudpeasdoancses oswe 


$1, 009. 00 
10, 000. 00 


TRS TINNED on ccc valsnapnecnnes a al rl a eal ea 
REDUCTION BY SENATE. 


For advertising for first and second class post-oflces, office of 
First Assistant Postmaster-General.............-- 15, 000. 00 


Net reduction in bill as it passed Senate 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Ifnoseparate vote be demanded 
on these amendments, the vote will be taken in gross. 

The question being taken, the amendments of the Senate were 
concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, a motion 
to reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 


REGISTER FOR SCHOONER BARGE ASTORIA. 


Mr. CLANCY. I ask unanimous consent for the reconsider- 
ation of a bill passed yesterday—the bill (H.R. 7197) to provide 
a register for the schooner barge Astoria. My object is to make 
an amendment for the purpose of correcting anerror in the bill. 
I desire to have struck out in line 4 the words “ foreign built.” 

By unanimousconsent, the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The amendment of Mr. CLANCY was read, as follows: 

In line 4, strike out the words “foreign built,’ before the word “ship.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 

ssed. 
On motion of Mr. CLANCY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


WILLIAM J. AND JOSEPH M. CORNELL. 


Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (S.73) for the re- 
lief of William J. Cornell and Joseph M. Cornell. 

The SPEAKER pro icmpore. The bill will be read, after 
which the Chair will ask if there be objection to its present con- 
sideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That there be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 8800, $400 of 
which shall be paid to William J. Cornell on account of an overpayment of 
that sum to the receiver of the United States land office at Lagrande, Ore- 
gon, on land entry numbered 4298, for the southern half of section 27, town- 
ship 3 north, of range 30 east, and #400 thereof to Joseph M. Cornell, on 
account of an overpayment by him of that sum to said receiver, on land 
entry numbered 4292, for the north half of section 27, township 3 north, 
range 30 east, said entries having been made under the third section of the 
act of September 29, 1890, and said parties having been by mistake of the 
officers of said land office required to pay 82.50 per acre instead of the legal 
Price thereof, namely, $1.25 per acre. 


Mr. SAYERS. Before consent is given for the consideration 
of this bill, I would like to have the report read. 

_The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read in the 
time of the gentleman from Oregon, after which the Chair will 
ask if theré is objection to the consideration of the bill. 

The report (by Mr. RICHARDS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 78) for the re- 
lief of William J. Cornell and Joseph M. Cornell, have duly considered the 
same, and submit the following report: 

x. © facts out of which this bill forrelief arises are stated in Senate Report 
oe 18. Fifty-third Congress, first session, made September 4, 1893, from the 
uate Committee on Public Lands, to accompany this bill, a copy of which 
— is hereto attached and made a part of this report. 
our committee concur in the conclusions sta and recommendations 
Made in that report, and recommend that this bill do pass. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


] 


-~« = 
i385 
[Senate Report No. 18, Fifty-third Congress, first session. ] 
The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred Senate bill 73, 
have examined the same, and recommend that the bill be passed. 
The committee adopt the report of the committee upon a similar bill at 
the second session of the Fifty-second Congress, as follows: 
{Senate Report No. 1149, Fifty-se 
The Committee on Public Lands, to Whom was referred the bill (S. 3642) 
for the relief of William J. Cornell and Joseph M. Cornell, have examine4 
the same, and report that the bill be passed as amended 
William J. Cornell was required by the register of the land oMfce at La 
Grande, Oregon, to pay #2.50 per acre on land entry No. 4298, for tne south 
half of section 27, township 3 north, of range 30 east; and Joseph M. Cornell 
Was required to pay $2.50 per acre on land entry No. 42092, for the north half 
of section 27, township 3 north, range 30 east, when the legal pri f the 
same was $1.25 per acre, as will appear by letters of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office hereto attached and made a part hereof 
The Commissioner of the General Land Office holds that the overpaymen 
cau not be refunded under existing laws. 


ond Congress, second session. ] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICER, 
Washington, D. C. December 20, 1892. 

Sir: In reference to the matter of the application of William J. Cornell 
for return of $1.25 per acre on cash entry La Grande, Oregon, No. 4292, for the 
S. } sec. 27, T. 3. N., R. 30 E., which was dented by my predecessor in letter to 
the register and receiver at La Grande, of October 1, 1891, being the subject 
of your late inquiry, [have the honor to state that the case in question ap- 
pears to be governed by the principles of the decision of the Secretary of the 
interior in the case of Joseph Brown (5L. D., 317), which holds that the De- 
partment is not clothed with power to make repayments except by specific 
statutory authorization. 

The existing legislation providing for repayments in cases where parties 
have paid double minimum prices for land which has been found not to be 
within the limits of a railroad land grant, viz, the act of June 16, 1880 (21 Stats., 
287), does not apply so as to cover acase of this kind in which the land is 
actoaliy within the limits cf a railroad land grant. 1lcan not, therefore, do 
Co se than adhere to the conclusion of my predecessor above men- 
tioned, 

The copy of his letter of October 1, 189!, is herewith returned. 

Very respectfully, 
W. M. STONE, Commissioner 


Hon. J. N. DoLpen, Uni/ed States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE 
Washington, D. C., December 16, 1892. 


Sir: In answer to your verbal inquiry of this date, in the matter of the 
claim of William J. Cornell and — Cornell, respectively, for repayment 
of $1.25 per acre, paid on certain entries made at La Grande, Oregon, I have 
the honor to inclose herewith copy of a letter addressed to the register and 
receiver, La Grande, relative to thecase of William J. Cornell, dated October 
1,1891. A similar letter was written on October 3, 1891, in the case of Joseph 
Cornell. ’ 

Very respectfully, 


sfant Com 


M. M. ROSE, Asai 
Hon. J. N. Doupn, United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND Orrice. 
Washington, D. U., October 1, 1891 

GENTLEMEN: Referring to your letter of the 14th ultimo, transmitting ap- 
plication of William J. Corneil for return of 31.25 per acre on cash entry No. 
4292, for the S. 4 sec. 27, twp. 3 N., R. 30 E., you are advised that said entry 
was made under the third section of the act of September 29, 1890, and? the 
party should have only been required to pay $1.25 per acre. But the party 
paid $2.50 per acre, making a total of #800, under the impression of your office 
that the land was double minimum in price. 

This land was within the granted limits of the Cascade Branch of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad, from Wallula to Tacoma, which road has been 
constructed. By the act of September 29, 1890, the land within the granted 
limits of the unconstructed portion of the Northern Pacific Railroad was 
forfeited to the United States. 

As the Cascade Branch has been constructed, the railroad company took 
as 2 moiety the alternate odd sections from 1 to 5, etc., but the vacant lands 
within the limits of said branch were only subject to entry at the price of 
$2.50 per acre, except to partiescoming under thethird section of said act. and 
the party should have entered the land at $1.25 per acre. 

The amount overpaid on said entry can not be refunded under the act of 
June 16, 1880, as said act provided, ‘‘in all cases where parties have paid 
double minimum price for land which has been found not to be within the 
limits of a railroad land grant, the excess of 81.25per acre shall in like man 
ner be repaid to the purchaser thereof, or to his heirs or assignees." Inthe 
case now under consideration, although the railroad grant has been for- 
feited to the United States, said road has been constructed, but the lands 
have never been restored to the minimum price, and the vacant lands for- 
meriy within the limits of the branch lines are only subject to entry at 
$2.60 per acre, except as is specifically provided in certain cases under said 
act. 

This is a case of an erroneous exaction of $1.25 per acre on the part of the 
local land officers, but under the law this office could not afford the party 
any relief. The application is denied, 

Very respectfully, 


ss.0ner, 


THOS. H. CARTER 


Commissioner. 


REGISTER AND RECEIVER, 

La Grande, Oregon. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand from the reading of the report 
that the beneficiaries of this bill paid to the receivers o! the 
public lands $2.50 an acre for lands for which they were only re- 
quired to pay $1.25 per acre? 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. Thatis correct. 

Mr. SAYERS. And the object of this bill is to refund the 
difference between the price they paid and the $1.25 an acre? 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. Which can not be done under the 
present law. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
bill. 


I understand that to be the purpose of the 
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Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. 
that it seeks to do. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ELLIS of Oregon, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid upon the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I desire to ask leave of absence for my 
colleague, Mr. Kye, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. [ask that Mr. CONN have leave of absence 
to-day, on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration 

Mr. BABCOCK. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is equivalent to an objec- 
tion. 

The regular order is the call of committzes for reports. 

The committees were called for reports, when the following 
-_ 0rts were submitted, ordered to be printed, and referred as 
ollows: 














That is all there is in the bill and all 





BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI. 

By Mr. BARTLETT, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Yoreign Commerce, reported with amendments a bill (H. R. 7498) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the money 
River from a point within the limits of the eity of Dubuque, in 
the State of Iowa, known as Eagle Point, to the opposite bank 
of said river, in the county of Grant and State of Wiseonsin— 
to the House Calendar. 

INTERRUPTION TO AND INTERFERENCE 
AMONG THE STATES. 

By Mr. GEARY, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commeree, reported a substitute for the House resolution of 
July 2, 1894, to investigate interruptions to and interferences 
with commerce among the several States—to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The original resolution for 
which the substitute is presented will be laid upon the table. 

RIGHT OF WAY, INDIAN TERRITORY. 
By Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
orted with amendments a bill (H. R. 6122) authorizing the 

ansas City, Oklahoma and Pacific Railway Company to con- 
struct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee of the Whole House on 
tho state of the Union. 

CONVICT LABOR. 

By Mr. RYAN, from the Committee on Labor, reported with 
amondments a bill (H. R. 6840) to protect free labor and industries 
in which it is employed from the injurious effect of convict labor 
by confining the sale of goods, wares, and merchandise manu- 
factured by convict labor to the State in which they are pro- 
duced—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 


WITH COMMERCE 


CLAIM OF MINNESOTA. 


By Mr. KIEFER, from the Committee on Claims, reported with 
amendments, a bill (H.R. 5261) to reimburse the State of Minne- 
sota-—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

REPORT UNITED STATES CIVIL. SERVICE COMMISSION. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, I submit at this time a re- 
port from the Committee on Printing, for which I ask immedi- 
ate consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 23,000 
comes of the tenth report of the United States Civil Service Commission be 
printed, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the 
use of the House of Representatives, and 20,000 for distribution by the United 
States Civil Service Commission. 

The report (by Mr. BRODERICK) was read, as follows: 

The committee have considered the Houge concurrent resolution to print 
23,000 copies of the tenth annual report of the United States Civil Service 
an, and direct me to report the same with recommendation that it 

oO pass. 

ne estimated cost of same is 95,000. 

The resolution was considered and agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. BRODERICK, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


MORNING HOUR. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour for the consideration 
of morning business begins at thirty-one minutes past12. The 
call rests with the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


The report will be read. 
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AGREEMENT WITH THE YUMA INDIANS IN CALIFORNIA 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, on day before yesterday, in th 
morning hour, the billS. 1919 was under consideration, and \ 
partly read. I ask that that bill be taken up at this time. ‘ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the | a 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1919) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Yuma 
dians in California, for the cession of their surplus lands, and for othe 
poses. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to state 1 
this bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr.HUNTER. Iaskthat the bill be considered in the H: 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illi 
[Mr. HUNTER] asks unanimous consent that this bill be con 
ered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. Is there 
jection? . 

Mr. BURROWS. I think it would be better to consider it j 
Committee of the Whole. It will take but a moment longer 

Mr. HUNTER. On day before yesterday an order was ma 
for the consideration of the bill in the House as in Commit 
of the Whole, and I suppose that order wilil stand. 

Mr. BURROWS. If that order was made, for the conside 
tion of the bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole, 
course that order will stand. 

Mr. HUNTER. Thatisthefact, and the RECORD will show 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentlem 
to say that consent was given to consider the bill in the Ho 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair finds upon exam 
tion that consent has been given to consider the bill in t 
House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HUNTER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Hou FS 
amendments to the Senate bill may be read. - 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Ind Le 
Affairs were read. . 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, now I ask for a vote. Et 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheChair willstate to the e 
tleman from Illinois that general debate has not yet been c 
upon this bill. Does the gentleman ask to close general 
bate? 

Mr. HUNTER. Yes. [donot desire to debate the bil! 
all. Itis unanimously reported by the Committee on Indi 
Affairs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illin 
{[Mr. HUNTER] asks unanimous consent that general debate 
this bill be closed. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
bill by sections. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read 
follows: 


Sec. 5. That the Sisters of St. Joseph are hereby granted the tra 
land provided for in article 7 of the agreement, including the buil 
thereon, and the land to be set aside for a school farm, the whole not t 
ceed one half section, or 320 acres, so long as they shall use the same { 
ligious, educational, and hospital purposes for said Yuma Indians. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
mittee amendment to this section. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the language just read, and insert the following: 

“Suc. 5. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and di: ny 
to dispose, Within a reasonable time, of the tract of land provided { Re 
article 7 of the agreement, including the buildings thereon, being the‘ 
of land known as Fort Yuma, together with sufficient land lying to the « 
ward of said tract, to make one half section of land, or 320 acres, to b 
as a school farm and foreducational, religous, and hospital purposes fo 
Yuma Indians, upon such terms as to him shall seem best for the « 
education, and training of said Indians.” 


The amenduent was agreed to. 
The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read 
follows: 


Src. 7. That the Secretary of the Interior shall have authority to 
time to time fix the rate of water rents to be paid by the said Indian 
that each male aduit Indian of the Yuma tribe residing on tho saidir 
tion at the time of the approval of this act shall be granted during 

ears, or his natural life, water for 1 acre of the land which shal! 

otted to him, if he utilizes the same in growing crops, free of all 
charges. 


The Committee on Indian Affairs recommended the follo 
amendments: 


In section 7 strike out from the word “tribe,” in line 4, to the word “si 
inline 5, and from the word “granted,” in line 5, to the word “ water 
line 6, and add at the end of the section, “during the period of ten years 
becomputed from the date when said irrigation compamy begins the 
ae of water on said reservation;” so that the section as amended sl 
read: 

“Sue. 7. That the Secretary of the Interior shall have authority to, {ro 
time to time, fix the rate of water rents to be paid by the said Indians, 40° 
that each male adult Indian of the Yuma tribe shall be granted water! 

1 acre of the land which shall be allotted to him, if he utilizes the same ! 
growing crops, free of all rent charges during the period of ten years, to °¢ 
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computed from the date when sald irrigation company begins the delivery 
of water on said reservation.’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr.HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the bill, asamended, 
pe ordered to a third reading. 

Mr.PICKLER. Idesire to offer an amendment, which I send 
to the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Da- 
kota [Mr. PICKLER] offers an amendment which the Clerk will 
report. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill insert the following proviso: 

“Provided, That any Indians of the United States to whom land has been 
allotted shall be authorized to lease their lands for a period not exceeding 


five years, when deemed to their interest by the ——— of the Interior, 
and under such rules and regulations as the Secretary shall prescribe.’ 


Mr. HUNTER. I make the point of order that this is not 
germane to this bill, and it is certainly a change of existing 
law. 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope the gentleman will not urge the point 
of order, although I do not think it is well taken. This bill dis- 
poses of Indian lands on a reservation, and this amendment is a 
general provision concerning Indians. [ ask the gentleman to 
reserve his point of order, to allow me to make a statement. 

Mr. HUNTER. [will do that. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, this amendment provides that 
where lands have been allotted to Indians in severalty, if it is 

deemed to their best interest by the Secretary of the Interior, 
they may be permitted to lease their lands for aterm not ex- 
autva five years, under such rules and regulations as the 
Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. The demand comes 
from the following facts: In my State and in other portions of 
the country where lands have been allotted to these Indians 
many of them have not even proper teams with which to break 
up their lands. They have pony teams, but can not break up 
their lands and can not use them. 

Now, they desire to lease them to the whites for a period not 
exceeding five years, if it shall be deemed by the Secretary of 
the Interior to their best interest so to do, under such rules and 
regulations as he may prescribe. [ have had quite a large num- 
ber of applications lately to have such a provision as this made, 
to ask that the Secretary of the Interior be allowed to permit 
Indians who may have had allotments made to them to lease their 
lands for five years. It will result in their lands being im- 

roved where they would not otherwise be, and would cause a 
arge amount of land to be broken up and put into cultivation 
that would not otherwise be. 

No harm can come to the Indians, because this is to be done 
under the supervision of the Secretary of the Interior; and, 
furthermore, it will not be permitted, as it is under his supervi- 
sion, where he thinks it would not be to the interest of the In- 
dians. He must first determine that it is to their interest, and 
then the leases will be made at such rates and under such rules 
and regulations as he may prescribe. It will be to the advantage 
of the Indians. Dealing with the Indians after they have had 
their iands allotted to them in severalty is one of the most ser- 
ious questions that is now presented tous; to determine how they 
shall get along. This will enable them to have their lands 
broken up, and must inure to their benefit. 

Mr. CANNON of California. Why notspecify in your amend- 
ment for what purpose they are leased, soas tocompel the lessee 
to break the land up? He might lease itfor any other purpose. 

Mr. PICKLER. That will be a regulation for the Secretary 
of the Interior; and I think it had better be left to his discretion. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think that after their allotments have been 
made to them the Secretary of the Interior could regulate that 
matter; but I will not insist on the point of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Department has not that right. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the amendment be again read. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HUNTER. I shall not insist on my point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
withdraws the point of order, and the question ison agreeing to 
the amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered toa third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 
Mr. STOCKDALE (when theCommittee on the Judiciary was 
called). Mr. Speaker, I ask thatthe Committee on the Judiciary 
be informally without losing its right on the call. 
here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
REVENUE CUTTER SERVICE. 


Mr. WISE (when the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 





eee EE ee 
— 


Commerce was called). Mr. Speaker,I call upfor consideration 
the bill H. R. 6723, a bill to promote the efficiency of the Reve- 
nue Cutter Service. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the President of the United Ststesis hereby author- 


ized to convene from time to time, as he may deem proper, a board to be 
composed Of three surgeons of the Marine Hospital Service, of which the 
Surgeon-General thereof shall be chairman, to examine and report upon all 


officers of the Revenue Cutter Service who have | 
become incapacitated by reason of the infirmities of age or physical or men- 
tal disability not brought on by vicious habits of their own to efiiciently per- 
form the duties of their respective offices. And such officers . under the 
terms of this act, may be reported by said board to be permanently incapa- 
citated shall be placed on waiting orders out of the line of promotion, and 
the vacancies thereby created in the active list of officers shall be {ill by 
promotion in the order of seniority, as now provided bylaw: Provided, ho 

ever, ‘That no such promotion shall be made until the professional qualii 

cations of the candidates shall have been determined by written examina 
tions before a board of officers of the Revenue Cutter Service convened by 

y for that purpose: 


16 or may hereafter 


the Secretary of the Treasury} Provided, further, That the 
number of officers wpon the active list now authorized by law shall not be 
increased by this act. 

Szc. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to make 
all necessary regulations, not inconsistent with law, to properly and im 
partially carry into effect the provisions of this act and for the general gov- 
ernment of the Revenue Cutter Service. 

Szc. 3. That all acts or parts of acts 
hereby repealed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Union Calendar. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does not that bill have to 
Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. 

Mv. SAYERS. I make the point. 

Mr. WISE. I move that the House resolve itself into Com 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of considering this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resoived itself into Committee oi 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Dockrry in 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the W! 
to consider the bill the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The title of the bill was again reported. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Chairman, as the report upon this bill wa 
made to the House by the gentleman from Florida, who is 
a member of the committee,[ will yield my time to him, and ih 
will explain the bill to the House. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to have this bill read 
before we proceed. 

Mr. WISE. I would state to the gentleman from Missou: 
that the gentleman from Florida will make a statement tha 
will give all the information with respect to the bill. He wil! 
give a brief statement which will give the gentleman a thoroug): 
knowledge of the bill. It is strongly recommended by the Se 
retary of the Treasury. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. All right. 

Mr. TRACEY. Has the bill been read? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been read in the House. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, the object of this bill is, » 
its title states, to promote the efficiency of the Revenue Cutie 
Service. Asis well known, the Revenue Cutter Service, although 
in many particulars similar, if not identical with the service of 
the Navy, is lacking in one quality possessed by the N 
of providing a means of retiring those officers who, by reason of 
disability,are unable to perform the dutiesof the offices to whi 
they are assigned. In the Fifty-second Congress an effor 
mace to transfer the Revenue Cutter Service to the Navy in« 
to secure this desirable object. This bill proposes not to retir 
the officers of the Revenue Cutter Service, but to place the 
waiting orders, practically what is done now. 

In the report which is filed with this bill is astatementof 
number of officers in the revenue service, their ages, the num 
ber of those on active duty and those not. There are in t! 
service to-day thirty-six captains, of whom twenty-one are on 
board of vessels, three on special duty; two on special duty in 
the Life-Saving Service; ten on waiting orders. These ten on 
waiting orders areofficers who by reason of their age or physical 
infirmity, brought on by their exposure in the line of duty, are 
unable to perform the duties of officers. 

Now, it has been contended that the Revenue Cutter Service 
being under the domain of the Treasury Department and subject 
to its orders, is a civil institution or organization and that any- 
thing which looks to providing for retirement of these officers 
would practically be a precedent which should always be 
avoided, viz, the providing of a retired or pension list for civil 
employés of the Gevernment. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the argument strikes me and struck the 
committee as not being valid. Itisa fact that the revenue serv- 
ice is under the orders of the Treasury Department and the 
Seeretary of the Treasury; but that is not because of any essen- 
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tiai neceesity that it should be; it arises from the fact that the You wiil find on an investigation that there are to-day in thi 
duties of the officers in this service relate to the protection of | service and drawing pay on waiting orders, officers who are 
the revenue of the country, relate to the patroling of thecoasts, | utterly incapacitated for the service, one who is over 4) years 
and that itigmore convenient that they should be under that | of age; another, who I understand is about 90, and severg 
Department of the Government which has control of the ques- | others ranging in years from 70 to 90. Now, they can not be 
tion of revenue than under any Department which has aothing | removed; you can do nothing withthem, and you have the way 
in common with the sphere or functions of the Treasury Depart- | blocked by which the efficient and younger men who are com- 
ment. ing up into the aervice can be prompted and assume in realit 
When we come to took at the duties imposed upon the Rev- | the duties that they are now often compelled to do in the place 
enue Cutter Service, it will be found that they are analagous in | of these older officers. 
every respect to the duties imposed on the Navy. You will find Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Could they not be legislaicd 
that the organization is in every respect similar; and a close | of office? 
investigation will reveal the fact that the officers and men of Mr. MALLORY. Oh, yes; they could be, undoubtedly, and 
this service are probably exposed to more inconvenience, hard- | so you could legislate out of office the superannuated officers ; 
ships, and risk than are the officers and men of the Navy in time | the Army and Navy. But I take it,Mr. Chairman, that th 
of peace. Government of the Gnited States does not propose to treat me) 
In addition to these considerations, it is a fact that their whole | whose lives have been exposed in this service, men who entered 
organization is of a military rather than of a civil character. | this service with a promise that they should be appointed f. 
The officers are commissioned. They hold their commissions | life, and who are exposed to danger and hardship more than an) 
under the nomination and appointment of the President with | other men in the service—I say I assume that the Government 
the confirmation by the Senate. They are commissioned with- | of the United States does not propose to treat these men in tha: 
out limit as to time—for life. They are subject to military dis- | manner. 
cipline; they have uniforms; they are at the command to go} Let me say to the gentleman that in all the service of the Uni- 
and to come 2: the will of the Department; they are required | ted States, there are no men connected with its affairs, who po 
on active service to be aboard their ships and to move from | form more arduous and dangerous duties than do the men con 
place to place. nected with this service. Theshipson which they are employed 
Their vessels are armed; their men are subject to regular dis- | are small, and it is necessary that they should be small and of 
cipline and drill, and from time to time in the history of this light draught, because it is important that they shall be able to 
country they have occasionally been transferred from the do- | go into the shoals, bays,and harbors, all along the coast. Tlic) . 
minion of the Treasury Department to that of the Navy Depart- | are uncomfortable, and are obliged to be near the coast all tl * 
ment, and they have taken part actively in every war that this | time. They rarely get out more than 200 miles from the shore, 
country has had. Consequently, if you come to luok at the de- | and they are exposed to all the storms and tempests, especiall) 
sign and purpose of this organization, you will find there is noth- | those which prevail on our Southern coasts, and the Gulf coast 
ing in it of a civil character except the fact that it is under the in the fall of the year, in September and October, every two or 


control of the Treasury Department. three weeks. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like toask the gentleman} In addition to that they are liable to be called upon at an, 
from Florida a few questions if it will not interrupt him. momentto engage in hostilities with any parties who are 0; \pos 
Mr. MALLORY. I yield with pleasure. ing the execution of the laws of our Government which th 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. This bill, while on its face it pro- | men are employed to enforce. They are required to bring « 
vides that these men shall be placed on waiting orders, is really | vessel to and, if necessary, to fire upon her if she does not sto) 
an indirect way of putting them on the retired list at full pay, | on proper signals; and, as I have already said, if the gentleman 
is it not? will read the report, he will find that hundreds of these officer. 


Mr. MALLORY. Well, I suppose it would amount to that. | have from time to time, during the wars in which this Govern 
I do not think, however, it is an indirect way. ment has been engaged, ever since the Revolutionary war. bee: 
Mr, CLARK of Missouri. Now, these are civil officers, are | transferred to the Navy, and have done as good and efiicien 
they not? service in their respective spheres as any other officers, whether 
Mr. MALLORY. Ideny that. They are not civil officers. in the Army or Navy. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How do you make it out that they Mr. EVERETT. Will the gentleman allow me to suggest i! 


are anything else? . that connection that they really constitute a part of the arm 
Mr. MALLORY. They have every element of military of- | forces of the country for the maintenance of law? 

ticers that is possessed by officers of the Army and Navy. Mr. MALLORY. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How are they paid now? Mr. EVERETT. And they should be upon the same genera 


Mr. MALLORY. I have not before mea statement of their | footing that the Army und the Navy of the United States 
pay, but the gentleman can find it in the Revised Statutes. I | placed in regard to the laws affecting retirements and pro 
think captains receive $2,000, first lieutenants about $1,800, and | tions. 


second lieutenants about $1,500. Mr. MALLORY. [I think there is no question of that. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They receive the same pay as of- Mr. PATTERSON. !s there not a marine force on every on 
ficers of similar rank in the Navy, do they not? of the war ships? 
Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir; I think about that. Mr. MALLORY. Yes; but this Revenue Cutter Service has 
Mr. HULL. Thatisa mistake. A captain in the Navy re- | connection with the marine service. 
ceives over 33,000. What I am trying to convey, however, to the gentleman [vo: 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And while this bill says that the | Missouri in response to his inquiry is the assurance that th 
number of officers on the active list shail not be increased, there | men are not by any means civil employés of the Governme: 
is no limit in the bill to the number that can be put on waiting | but are of a military character. I have already shown that t!) 


orders, as you term it; is there? have official rank. There are captains and lieutenants amongs' 
Mr. MALLORY. There is no limit in that respect. them; there are chief engineers and assistant engineers, just: 
Mr.CLARK of Missouri. Are these officers subject to court- | we have in the organization of the Navy proper. They are si): 

martial? ject to military discipline of the strictest kind, and more {! 
Mr. MALLORY. They are. that, they are drilled both with the small arms and with + 


Iam informed by the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] | big guns in the strictest possible manner. They have ru 
that I was in error in stating that the pay of the officers of the | while perhaps not the same exactly as in the Navy—becaiso | 
Revenue Marine Service is identical with that of corresponding | do not remember if we have captains now, although we usc | 
officers of the Navy. So far as captains aré concerned, I am | have them in the Navy—but they have a similar rank to tlic 
satisfied that the pay is not identical. Captains of the Navy, if | borne by the officers in the Navy. 
there are any, rank much higher. The gentleman from Missouri seems to assume that they « 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does not the gentleman think that | civilians and that there should not be in regard to them « « 
if this bill passes it will be a mere entering “ae or initiatory | tinction made between them and other civil employés of th: 
step to placing every class of officers in the civil employ of the | Government. In addition to what I have said in that connec: 
Government on waiting orders, or on the retired list? tion, I wish to add that are on this dangerous service 4 

Mr. MALLORY. No; I do not, for this reason: This is nota | the time. Other civil employés of the Government have thei 
civil organization. If the gentleman will undertake to examine | leaves of absence, but the leaves of absence of the officers of tis 
the matter, he will find that in this revenue-cutter service there | service are few and far between, because necessarily the olde: 
is every element of a military organization that there is in the | men can not be retired, are unable to perform the duties, and «!! 
Army and Navy. And I have no hesitancy in saying that if the | the work practically falls upon the younger men. 
efficiency of the Army and the Navy of the United States is pro- Civil employés of the Government have certain hours of wor. 
moted by the maintenance of a retired list, this legislation will | Take for instance in the Departments here at Washingt0 
also add to the efficiency of this service in an equal degree. After the day’s work is done they can go home; they can devel 
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themselves to other pursuits; they can improve their minds or 
their fortunes if they have the ability to do so, but the revenue- 
eutter service does not permit these officers of whom | am 
speaking to do anything of that sort, or in fact to do anything 
else than perform the work which is assigned to them. They 
are obliged to be on their posts all the time. They are obliged 
to keep = two establishments if they have families; and if their 
family is living along the coast somewhere they are sometimes 
obliged to be five hundred, a thousand, or may be five thousand 
miles away for a year or two at a time. 

There is no similarity, therefore, in the position of the civil 
employés of the Government and the work that these men are 
engaged in, and [ challenge any gentleman to produce any ar- 
gument that will give a scintilla of reason to assume that they 
are similar, in any respect, other than the mere fact that they 
are under the control of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. LOUD. Is it not a fact also that the naval cadets are now 
substantially graduated into this service? 

Mr. MALLORY. Many of them are, undoubtedly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does the gentleman from Florida 
think that these men pursue a more dangerous avocation than 
those engaged in the merchant marine? 

Mr. MALLORY. Ido. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. They certainly do. 

Mr. MALLORY. I do not know how it is on the New Eng- 
land coast, but in my part of the country, on the Gulf coast, 
where harbors are few and far between—because between Key 
West and Pensacola, a distance of about 1,200 miles of seacoast, 
there are only four or five good harbors—they certainly have a 
more dangerous employment. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. Would not anybody engaged in the 
service of the merchant marine as a rule, nine out of ten of them, 
jump at a chance to get into this service? 

Mr. MALLORY. I think not. If I were the captain of a 
1,000-ton American ship, I would rather be employed in that 
service than to occupy the post of a captain in the Revenue Cut- 
ter Service. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Youcould make a good deal more money. 

Mr. PIGOTT. And there would be less danger. 

Mr. MALLORY. There is certainly less danger and less 
hardship. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The gentleman says this is a dan- 

erous service. I should like to inquire if any of these officers 

ave been killed in active service within the last four or five 
ears? 
. Mr. MALLORY. I do not know whether they have been 
killed in active service, but their health is very much impaired 
by the exposure to which they are subjected. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is it not considered that life on 
salt water is the healthiest life in the world? 

Mr. MALLORY. Ido not know that it is. 
body ever saw a bald-headed sailor. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Donot all the city people go to the 
ocean as a means of recuperating their health? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will my friend allow me right there, fora 
moment—— 

Mr. MALLORY. Ihave here a list of the pay which is re- 
ceived. The captains are receiving $2,500 per annum; first lieu- 
tenants, $1,800; second lieutenants, $1,500; third lieutenants, 
$1,200; chief engineers, $1,800; first assistants, $1,500; second as- 
sistants, $1,000. On waiting orders the captains receive $1,800; 
first lieutenants, $1,500; second lieutenants, $1,200; third lieu- 
tenants, $900: chief engineers, $1,500; first assistant engineers, 
$1,200; second assistant engineers, $900. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. In addition to these salaries they 
receive rations, and all their expenses are paid, are they not? 

Mr. MALLORY. I think they receive one ration. I am not 
sure about that. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They are at no expense whatever 
when they are in the service, are they? 


I know that no- 


Mr. MALLORY. Oh, undoubtedly; they are at the same ex- 


pense that the officers of the Army and Navy are. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 


besides the mere ration which is necessary for them to live on. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What are those other expenses? 

Mr. MALLORY. Iam mentioning them. I do not see ex- 
actly the point of the gentleman’s question. If the gentleman 
is opposed to the bill, I fail to see it from his questions. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, I am. 

Mr. MALLORY. L hope the gentleman will not be. I call 
attention to the fact that Tavs already stated that there is now 
in the service on waiting orders one man 9t years of age, an- 
other 90, another about 77, another about 73, another about 72, 
another of 69, another of 68, and so on. 

Mr CLARK of Missouri. Now, let me ask the gentleman 
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Mr.MALLORY. They must have clothing, and other things | 


7389 


from Florida if he does not think that the extreme age of these 
men is proof positive that this isnot avery dangerous or hazard- 
ous service? 

Mr. MALLORY. Notatall. There areothers on the retired 
list besides these elderly gentlemen; men who have lost their 
health by reason of the exposure to which they have been sub- 
jected. Now, I will say further that this bill has been recom- 
mended for a number of years by the Treasury Department. In 
1872 Secretary Boutwell recommended it, or « similar measure. 
Secretaries Richardson and Folger afterward recommended 
it. Mr. Carlisle recommends it at the present time,and thinks 
it is essential and necessary. I can say with every conviction 
of truth that those men who understand the situation, who ap 
preciate the drawbacks and the clogs upon the efficiency of the 
service and the inability of the service to get rid of its mem- 
bers who aredisqualified by disability, believe that the dificulty 
can not be gotten over in any other way than by providing for 
the elevation of the energetic and capable men in the service. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. This bill restricts this ** waiting ” 
order business to the officers in the service, does it not? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If you are going into it as a matter 
of justice, why not put the privates on waiting orders as well as 
the officers? 

Mr. MALLORY. Possibly I would be willing to do that, but 
I doubt very much whether the gentleman from Missouri would. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am opposed to the whole thing. 

Mr. MALLORY. There is this distinction between the two. 
The enlisted men are enlisted only for a limited term of years, 
and on the expiration of that term they can quit the service and 
pursue some other occupation, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does not the gentleman think it 
would be a more sensible plan to have these officers serve for 
short terms, so they could retire and go back into the body of 
the people, as well as these privates, instead of undertaking to 
give them a life tenure and retirement with pay? 

Mr. MALLORY. Does the gentleman think it is better that 
the officers of the Army and Navy should have short terms and 
be retired among the people. I think the principle is the same 
in both cases. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I think it would be a good deal 
better to have them bounced when they get to be about 60 years 
of age. 

Mr. MALLORY. Now, Mr. Chairman, this bill simply pro- 
vides for the retirement, the placing on waiting orders, of those 
who are found by physical examination to be disqualified and 
incapable of performing their duties, and giving them the same 
pay as they are now receiving when they are retired on waiting 
orders. Ifitisa thing that commends itself to the judgment 


| of the House, and I think it is a thing that should commend it- 


self to the judgment of every man, as it does to those who live 
along the seacoast who have opportunity to observe the work 
of this service—if it commends itself to the judgment of the 
House, it certainly ought to pass without further delay; and | 
will therefore not consume further time. I reserve the bal- 
ance of my time, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose: and Mr. SAYERS having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore,a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed with amendments bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 6108) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1895; 

A bill (H. R. 5482) making appropriation for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 5894) making appropriations for the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
oit amendment the bill (H. R. 5601) to authorize the construe- 
tion of a wagon and foot bridge across the South, or Main, Cana- 
dian River, at or near the town of Noble, in Oklahoma Terri- 
torv. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendment to the bill (H.R. 6558) to amend section 2324 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to mining 
claims, asked a conference with the House on the bil! and 
amendment, and had appointed Mr. STEWART, Mr. Bare, and 
Mr. PALMER as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
bill (S. 120) for the relief of H. W. Shipley: in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
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out amendment tne biil (H. R. 4671) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion standing against the name of Joseph G. Utter. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 1343) to remove the charge of 
desertion standing against the name of Joseph G. Utter. 

EFFICIENCY OF THE REVENUE CUTTER SERVICE. 

The Committee again resumed its session, Mr. DOCKERY in 
the chair. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, [ would like to 
make a few remarks. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the American people are 
not ready and are not willing to begin the establishment oi a 
system of pensicus from the civil walks of life in this country. 
lam opposed to the whole business. With all due respect and 
regard for what the gentleman from Florida has said, these 
men are simply in the civil service. They have life positions 
and draw good pay. 

Lundertake to male this 4 somone without fear of successful 
contradiction: that if you will bounce all these officers out of the 
revenue service this moment you can find twenty competent men 
before sundown to take every place so vacated, and they will be 
glad to getthem. Such fat jobs are not going begging, sure as 

ou live. If it could be telegraphed to every post-office in the 

nited States this morning that these places were vacant, every 
member of this House would have from one to fifty applications 
before sundown from men who desire to fill these places, and 
who are thoroughly competent. 

Now, I want to make this general observation. The whole 
tendency of things here is to increase the retired list of the 
Army, to increase the retired list of the Navy, to pension and 
put on the retiredlist every man that has had any service in con- 
nection with the Army or Navy, however safe that service may 
have been. It is all wrong and opposed to the genius of our in- 
stitutions. Lamopposedtothe whole thing. Peopleare anxious 
to secure these places and they ought to be satisfied with what 
they get. Before the Pension Committee of this House there 
has been pending ever since it was organized a proposition to 
pension theclerks of paymasters during the Mexican war, They 
were just as safe during that struggle as a man who stayed at 
home; and yet they gravely urge their so-called claims in sea- 
son and out of season; and certainly they have as substantial 
basis for their demand as have the officers provided for by this 
bill. There is a proposition that bobs up here every time an op- 
portunity presents itself to pension the mail carriers of the coun- 
try and the clerks in the Railway Mail Service. 

in fact, everybody that has anything to do with the Govern- 
ment appears to think in the first place that he ought to have a 
life tenure,and in the second place, when he gets to be about 60 
or 62 years of age, he thinks he ought to be billeted on the people 
ata good salary the remainder of his life. The whole scheme 
is un-American and an outrage on the taxpayers of the countty. 

It is alleged both in the report on this bill and in the speech 
ofm friond from Florida that this Revenue Cutter Service is par- 
ticularly hazardous. Let us see what thetruth is. Thereis not 
aman init that ever got a thousand miles from shore. They 
are alwayswithin reach of land. True, theyspend most of their 
time on the ocean. 

It is admitted, or all science is a lie, that life upon salt water 
is the healthiest life possible. In fact, it is recommended for 
invalids. As to the peril, nota man in this service has been 
killed or seriously wounded for years. These men in the Reve- 
nue Cutter Service do not jeopardize their lives, or their limbs, 
or their health half as much as the men who work in mines, or 
in rolling mills, or as an engineer on a railroad train. 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him there? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes, sir; with pleasure. 

Mr. MALLORY. Does notthe gentleman know that the reve- 
nue act of July 1, 1799, authorizes the President ‘‘ to cause the 
revenue cutters to be employed to defend the seacoast and to 
repel hostility to vessels and commerce within their jurisdic- 
tion?” I ask the gentleman if there is any other civil serviceso 
ae 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Thatis true as to every able-bodied 
citizen of this country. Any of us are liable to be ordered into 
service by the authorities at any time in defense of the Repub- 
lic, I want to recur to the proposition that I was starting to 
make when interrupted, about the service in this revenue-cutter 
business. [t is not as hazardous as being an engineer ona rail- 
road train; it is not as hazardous as being a conductor ona rail- 
road train: it is not as hazardous as being a fireman on a rail- 
road train; it is not as hazardous as hitching up a palrof mules 
on a Western prairie and driving them to a reaper or mower. 
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{Laughter.] There are more casualties on the farms and in th, 
factories of the land. It is no more hazardous than ordinar 
steamboating. It is not as dangerous asservice inthe merchan 
marine. 

Now, one thing further, Mr. Chairman. If the people of thi; 
revenue service are entitled to be put on the retired list by rea. 
son of the extra risks they run, 1 want to make the gentleman 
from Florida and everybody else an additional suggestion abou; 
the danger of different kinds of service. The most danger 
service that an American citizen can be engaged in in a tim 
peace, not even barring the Army or Navy, is the busines: 
being a United States marshal or deputy United Stares marshal 
especially down in the districts where they make moons] 
whisky. 

Mr. COX. Whaido you think about a Congressman's Lif 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why a Congressman’s life is 
some danger in that kind of a district. 

Mr. SAYERS. Unless he joins in with them. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Unless he stands in with then 
This bill is the beginning of an indefensible system. Itis | 
thin edge of the entering wedge. It means a list of pensiono: 

from the civil service which will be larger than the pensi 
list by reason of service in the Army and Navy. No manc 
compute the cost thereof. The burdens of the people are he: 
enough in all conscience sake now. They are most assure 
not ina frame of mind to see them increased. They will no 
have it. 

I submit in perfect good faith thatif you are going to pensio 
these officers, because that is what putting them on the retire: 
list means, where are you going to draw the line? Where \ 
you stop? 

What better right have these officers to this favor than thou- 


sands of others? What man in this House can vote for this bil! 
and then refuse to vote for a bill when the marshals and their 


deputies come in hereand ask that they be put upon the retired 
list of the Army or that they be pensioned because they happenc 


to get a bullet in them somewhere in a strike or a riot, or in 


hunting up an illicit still down in the mountains of Tenness: 
or North Carolina, or Georgia, or some parts of Missouri 
{Laughter.] They will come as sure as fate if you pass this bil! 
and a host which no man can number will come after them. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I reserve the remainder of my time 
til to-morrow. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour has expired. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. RICHARDSON of Ten- 
nessee having resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, \\r. 
DocKERY, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, reported that that committee had ha 
under consideration the bill H. R. 6723, and had come to no res 
olution thereon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The morning hour has expir 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr, O’NEIL of Massachusetts, by unanimous co 
sent, the bill (H. R. 5482) making appropriations for payn 
of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes, was taken up 
the amendments of the Senate nonconcurred in; and a confer 
ence with the Senate requested on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore announced the appointment o! 
Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts, Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois, 
Mr. BINGHAM as conferees on the part of the House. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky, by unanimous 
consent, the bill (H.R.6108) making appropriations for tlio 
diplomatic and consular service of the United States for tho {is- 

year ending June 30, 1895, was taken up, the amendments 0! 
the Senate nonconcurred in, and a conference with the Senate 
requested on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment | 
Mr. McCreary of Kentucky, Mr. Hooker of Mississippi, and 
Mr. Hitt as conferees on the part of the House. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, by unanimous co0- 
sent, the bill (H. R. 5894) making appropriations for the Milits’y 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, was taken up, 
the amendments of the Senate nonconcurred in and a conference 
with the Senate requested on the disagreeing votes of the tw? 
Houses. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment 0! 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, Mr. OUTHWAITE, and Mr. BOWES 
of California as conferees on the part of the House. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pyro tempore. Under the special rule adopted 
py the House the remainder of this day is assigned to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. The Chair recognizes the chairman 
of that committee, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mc- 
CREARY]. 

ACCEPTANCE OF A PAINTING. 


Mr. MOCREARY of Kentucky. I call up the bill (H. R. 4734) 
to authorize the Secretary of State to accept for the United 
States of America a painting by G. I’. Watts, Royal Academi- 
cian, entitled ‘‘ Love and Life.” 

The bill was read as follows: 

Whereas G. F. Watts, Royal Academician of London, England, has signi- 
fied, through the Secretary of State, a desire to present to the people of the 
United States the painting by himself entitled ‘‘Love and Life,” which 
painting was on exhibition under the auspices of the royal British commis- 
sioner at the World’s Columbian Exposition: Therefore, 

Be it enacted,etc., That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, in- 
structed to accept the said painting with a suitable acknowledgment of 
thanks tothe said G. Ff’. Watts, Royal Academician, and that all the duties 
due and payable to the United States on the said painting imported from 
London be, and the same are hereby, remitted. 


Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, this bill au- 
thorizes the Secretary of State to accept on behalf of the United 
States a painting by G. F. Watts, of the Royal Academy of Lon- 
don, entitled ‘‘ Love and Life.” Mr Watts exhibited this paint- 
ing under the auspices of the royal British commissioner, at 
the International Exposition held at Chicago. It is hardly 
necessary for me to say that Mr. Watts is one of the most dis- 
tinguished artists in England. 

As far back as 1837 he was exhibiting his paintings in the 
Royal Academy, and among his best portraits are those of Tenny- 
son, Gladstone, Duke of Argyle, and John Stuart Mill. His 
list of ideal and mythological works is lengthy and his paint- 
ings are found in several of the famous galleries of Europe. 
The Secretary of State, in a communication, has indicated that 
Mr. Watts desires to present this painting to the United States, 
and this bill has been unanimously reporte’ by the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 

SECURITIES OF JOHN S. BRADFORD. 

Mr. MOCREARY of Kentucky. I call up the bill (H. R. 4209) 
for the relief of the securities of John S. Bradford. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That John Cassels and Rosalie M. Bradford, securities of 


John S. Bradford, deceased, United States consul at Antigua, West Indies, 
from August 19, 1890, to August 6, 1891, be, and they are, released from the 
payment of $239.05, amount claimed to be due the United States on the 
official bond of John S. Bradford, and said liability is canceled and his ac- 
counts with the Government are deemed adjusted and settled. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, John S. Brad- 
ford, for the benefit of whose securities this bill has been in- 


troduced, was appointed a consul at Antigua, West Indies, Au- 


gust 19, 1890. His health was very bad from the commence- 
ment of his service as consul. On the 6th of August, 1891, after 
a severe illness of three months he died, without having served 
aslong asone year. During the time that he held the office 
nothing that he received was paid to his family. His wife, 
Rosalie M. Bradford, assisted in his outfit, spending for that 
purpose nearly $200, 

_After his death, on a final adjustment of his accounts, his en- 
tire salary, then due, and allowances for stationery, etc., were 
retained by the Treasury Department to pay what seemed to be 
a deficit in his accounts, and he was found indebted to the Gov- 
ernment in the additional sum of $239.06, for which his sureties 
are held liable. Tho committee think, in view of the fact that 
no part of his salary had been received by his wife, and as she 
had furnished the money for his equipment and outfit, that it 
would be a very great hardship upen her to permit the collec- 
tion of this amount due on the official bond, as she was not the 
recipient of any part of his salary, as he served only a few 
months,and the unpaid salary and allowance for stationery were 
withheld. 

It was believed by the committee, under the circumstances, 
that it would be an injustice and a hardship to require his 
securities to pay the small amount remaining, and the passage 
of the bill is recommended unanimously by the Committee on 
Poreign Affairs. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? Did he overdraw his account, or how did this 
deficit occur? 

_Mr. MOCREARY of Kentucky. He was ill soon after his ar- 
rival at Antigua, West Indies, a very unhealthy place; he did 
not, however, overdraw the account. Being sick for three 
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months, and the business of the office not having been managed 
by him, it was found after his death that there was not a proper 
amount of money on hand. 

All of the salary due him at the time of his death was held by 
the Treasury to cover the deficit, and the amount of stationery 
to which he was entitled was also withheld; and these amounts 
reduced the aggregate to $239.06, which is the balance claimed 
by the Government. If Capt. Bradford had not been ill there 
would have been no deficit in his accounts. Up tothe time of his 
severe illness the financial affairs of the consulate were well 
managed, and every dollar due the Government paid promptly. 
He was an honorable, accomplished gentleman, and he ha the 


| confidence and respect of all who knew him. 


Mr. TATE. 
obligation? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. She is on the bond. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Is the gentleman able to state who 
managed the office during his sickness and brought it into debt: 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. At Antigua the satary paid 
the consul is not large, and there was no vice-consul to take 
charge of the business while Capt. Bradford was sick. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. How, then, did this deficit 
Did not the fees pass into the hands of somebody? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. On settlement it was found 
that there were certain fees due to the Government which were 
not in the office. As he was many miles away we do not know 
who had charge of the office during the entire time of his 
ness. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. But who received the fees at the time 
that the consul was sick and not in the office? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I am not able to answer 
question. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. 
not find out? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Itis. When hedied and his 
effects were taken charge of it was found that both his unpaid 
salary and the stationery allowance had been withheld by the 
Treasury Department to meet the deficit, and left the amount 
named in the bill unpaid. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. How much did the Treasury hold back 
of the unpaid salary and the stationery allowance? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I think about $200. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Making somewhere between $400 and 
$500 of a deficit? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. | 


How is the widow held liable for any part of th 


occur? 


ill 
ill- 


that 


Is it one of the things that you could 


can not give the e 


| ainount, but substantially that. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Itdoesnotseem to me to be a good bill. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. The gentlemanfrom Kentucky, I under- 
stand, claims that the widow is liable on the bond? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Yes; she has a separate es- 
tate, and is joined in the bond with Mr. Cassels. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Then the claim is that she is liable as 
surety? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. 
the sureties on the bond. Of course, 
paid she will have to pay it. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Well, she is not liable in law for it. 

Mr. BRETZ. What is the matter with the other surety; 
can not the amount be made from him? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. The committee thought un- 
der the circumstances that when all the pay due Capt. Bradford 
by the Government was taken to adjust his account, and Mrs. 
Bradford, the only member of the family who had money, had 
furnished the outfit, that she ought to be released from liabil- 
ity. 

Mr. BRETZ. 
man. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The Committee on Foreign 
Affairs reported the bill unanimousiy, and I ask for a vote 
upon it. 

The.question was taken on the engrossment and third read, 
ing of the bill, and upon a division, demanded by Mr. BRE?TZ- 
there were—ayes 106, noes 8. 

So the bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 

The question recurred on the passage of the bill. 

On a division, demanded by Mr. BRETZ, there were—ayes 100, 
noes 8. 

Mr. BRETZ. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr. DOCKERY]. The point of 
order being made that no quorum has voted, the Chair will or- 
der tellers. 

Mr. BRETz and Mr. McCreary of Kentucky were appointed 
tellers. 

The House again divided. 

Before the report by tellers was completed, 


Yes; the bill relates only to 
if the amount has to be 


why 


But that ought not tu release the other bonds- 
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Mr. BRETZ. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So, no further count being demanded, the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky, a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on 
the table. 





REWRITING CONSULAR REGULATIONS. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I call up the 
bill (S. 1573) making an appropriation for rewriting the Consu- 
lar Regulations. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $2,000 be, and the same is hereby, ap- 
|e lpg to be available immediately, for the purpose of rewriting the 
Jonsular Regulations under the supervision of the Secretary of State. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is on the Union Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. This bill appropriates money; 
but I ask unanimous consent that it be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, this bill has 
already passed the Senate and makes an appropriation of $2,000 
for the purpose of rewriting the Consular Regulations under the 
supervision of the Secretary of State. 

t has been customary to rewrite these regulations every few 
years. They were rewritten in 1881, and againin1888. This is 
now 1£94, and consequently they have not been rewritten for six 
years. During that time many changes have been made in the 
eee and I am informed by the Secretary of State, as 
well as by the Secretary of the Treasury, that the edition has 
been nearly exhausted, and in fact that we have a present need 
for the Consular Regulations to give to our consuls. 

The changes made in the regulations since the publication of 
the edition of 1888 have affected the whole body of rules, so that 
the printed volume we now have can not be said to contain ex- 
isting regulations; and I have a letter from the Secretary of 
State, onl also one from the Secretary of the Treasury, show- 
ing the necessity for rewriting these regulations. 

The amount carried in this bill is only $2,000. The amount 
paid for rewriting the Consular Regulations in 1881 was $3,000, 
and the amount paid in 1888 was also $3,000. The Secretary of 
State now says that he can furnish the new edition, as provided 
in the bill, for $2,000. The bill, as I said before, has passed the 
Senate, and is recommended by the entire Committee on Foreign 
Affairs of the House. 

Mr. BRETZ. Did we not appropriate a sum of money in the 
diplomatic and consular appropriation bill for this particular 

urpose? 

. Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. We did not. 

Mr. BRETZ. Was there not an amendment offered to that 
bill for this purpose? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. There was not. 

Mr. HITT. It does not belong in the annual appropriation 
bill, because that is a bill providing for the expenses for the 
year, while this is nota periodical expenditure, except in the 
way the chairman of the committee has stated, occurring at in- 
tervais of from five to ten years. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. If it is desired, I will have 
read the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secre- 
tary of State asking for this a ees 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. M r. Speaker, I want to know about 
this appropriation. If I understand the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. MCCREARyY], in 1888 there was a new 
edition of the Consular Regulations edited and published. Now, 
not quite six years after, we are to have another. The prior 
one, the gentleman says, was in 1881. This is a year sooner 
than the last time. Now, consular regulations are very neces- 
sary tohave. In fact, from what I have observed in the changes 
of consular officers, and the conduct of some of them, I have felt 
that there was a sad need for regulations, or perhaps fora 
knowledge of them. 

If there could be some appropriation made that would give 
consular officers a knowledge of the regulations, it seems to me 
it would be a good thing. For instance—and I want the atten- 
tion of my colleague, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] 
now—I have in mind a consular officer who was appointed not a 
great while ago, who, after he had-taken the burden of office, 
on his oe to his post of duty traveled over Europe, and judging 
from the letiers that he wrote back home for publication in the 
papers, he must have had a wonderful experience. 

e seomed to have gotten the American flag and the Améri- 
ean eagle and unfurled one and pulled the tail feathers of the 
other, and just literally made him scream through London, and 
Paris, and Vienna, and Rome, and through the smaller cities 
of the effete monarchies on the other side, upholding the honor 
and dignity of his country and bidding defiance to the older 
civilizations, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JULY 12, 





Now, I have an idea that if that man had had a copy of t}, 
Consular Regulations, and had been compelled to read them. 
probably he would not have done this thing in the absence of , 
special commission like that which was given to our forme» 
friend and brother, Mr. Blount, when he was sent to Hawaii. 
never have known, and it has been a matter of doubt in m,; 
mind, having this one instance in my mind, whether this cep. 
tleman had an extra commission other than that of a consul), oy 
whether he, in the excess and overflow of patriotism, was mere! 
upholding the honor and credit of the Government and biddins 
defiance to ‘‘all the world and the rest of mankind.” 

I only mention this to show the necessity of having these Cop. 
sular Regulations; and then if we can get an appropriation to 
have somebody read the regulations to the consuls, it seems to 
me it would be well. 

But now, to get down to the merits of this proposition, having 
said this much by way of introduction, to show the necessity o/ 
having the regulations, I want to ask the gentleman from Ken. 
tucky [Mr. McCREARY], who is in charge of the bill, and als 
my colleague [Mr. Hirt], who was formerly in the State De. 
partment, ifitis not true that the regulations as published in 
1888 or 1889 have been modified, and if, wherever they have 
been modified, they are not in existence in black and white, re. F 
duced to writing and probably in print, and if this code of con- Ei 
sular regulations with all the amendments is not in esse, and 
when you come to publish a new edition, will you not publish 
the regulations as amended? I will just wait for an answer and 
see if that is not the fact. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I will have the letter of th 
Secreta.’y of State read, if the gentleman desires to hear it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I suppose the Secretary of Stat: 
not having that exact question asked him, probably does not 
answer that exact question. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I will say to my friend from 
Illinois that the edition is about exhausted, and it is necessary 
to have the Consular Regulations printed again, and so man) 
changes have been made thatit is deemed best to have the whol: 
work rewritten. This bill has already passed the Senate. 

The necessity for rewriting the Consular Regulations was ap.- 

arent to the Secretary of State and to the Secretary of the B 

reasury. ; 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It is not an appropriation to pub- 
lish another edition of the Consular Regulations. I will vote for 
an appropriation to publish an edition large enough to give 
every consul half a dozen copies, and I would consider it mone; a 
ee I would double lead it, so that they can read it 
easily. 

This is not an appropriation for publishing a new edition, but 
it is an appropriation for editing a new edition of the Consula ez 
Regulations; and I will ask the question again: Is it not tru 
that the Consular Regulations published in 1888, with ever) 
amendment that has ro made from that time to this, is in 
black and white and in print now? I will pause again for an 
answer, if anybody knows. [A pause.] I do not seem to get it 
I think my colleague from L[llinois can answer that question. 

Mr. HITT. I suppose the greater part of what will be in th 
forthcoming volume is, in one form or another, in print. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. HITT. And some of the instructions may yet be in man 

uscript. I do not believe that all of it is in existence at «ll. 
know something of the revision of the regulations made in |**1. 
It was simply a compilation of the changes that had occurre 
from cases arising where no instructions had been sent to co! 
suls, and in editing the existing regulations it was necessary 
that they should be harmonized with the other parts of th 
work. 

That was under the charge of a very skillful man, the chic! 
of the bureau. It was in a certain sense editing, but it was 
more than that—it was writing; it was harmonizing: it was 
making efficient a very long and complex body of regulations 
to carry out and supplement a body of law; and he did it » 
clearly that a man newly appointed, in the fashion our cons: 
are, without any preparation, should not make a mistake. The 
necessity for having consuls read the regulations is undoubtey 
pressing. 

The case of the gentleman on his way to his post who indulge¢ 
inso much comment on the ways of the kingdoms, the prince: 
palities,and the powersof the world he passed through was ¢o' 
ered by the regulations, though he did not know it, which fori 
him strictly from writing or publishing any comment upon “"Y 
foreigngovernment. The other case he mentioned, of the dist” 
guished gentleman, formerly a member of this House, who"! 
to Hawaii is exceptional, for he was not an ordinary officer, 0U! 
paramount. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, now, when that edition w% 
made in 1881, my friend was Assistant Secretary of State, 44 


in 


ara 


hai 





1894. 


Se acaainncs 
understand it, and [ have no doubt the work was admirably and 








thoroughly done by the aid of my colleague, who was in the | 


service of the Department of State, and by the aid of the chief 
of the consular bureau. But that work is still in existence. 
What is the necessity, when that work wasso thoroughly done, 
and again another edition was published in 1889—what is the 
necessity of going now and giving a bonus of $2,000 to some- 
body to edit another edition ready to publish in 1894? In my 
judgment, if I would go to guessing about it, without being able 
to state—— 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I will state it was deemed necessary in 1881 to expend $3,000 
for the purpose of rewriting the consular regulations. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. And it was deemed necessary 


in 1888 to expend $3,000 for the purpose of rewriting the consu- | 


lar regulations. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. And now we only ask for 
$2,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow me 
to ask the gentleman a question here? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The Secretary of State, as I understand, is 
asking for $2,000 for the purpose of publishing these regulations 
at this time. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. For editing. 

Mr. HITT. For writing. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The Secretary of State pro- 
poses to have it done by an officer of the State Department, and 
only asks $2,000, which is one-third less than was paid in 1881 
and 1888. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is the gentleman able to give us the exact 
items of that estimate? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. 
Secretary read. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iwillyield in a minute for that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would like to have the items of the esti- 
mate. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would like to have the items of 
the estimate too, but while the gentleman is seeking them, I 
want to say that I oe ge this $2,000 is a bonus that is to go to 
some Official or officials now in the public service and is extra to 
their pay. I want to ask my colleague if that is not a fact? 

Mr. HITT. I beg my colleague's pardon. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is not thisa bonus to go to some 
official or officials in the public service? 

Mr. HITT. I can not believe anything of that kind touching 
the present Secretary of State and the present President of the 
United States. It is impossible. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Who is to get the money? 

Mr. HITT. The men who dothe work. I knowwhothe men 
were that did the work in 1881. [ can not tell who will do it 
now. In those days they did hard work. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Were they in the public service? 

Mr. HITT. Somewere. And the onewho had charge of the 
work was in the public service; he was a zealous, enthusiastic 
officer; he was paid a fair salary, I think; not a large salary. 


I will have the letter of the 


Mr. COOMBS. I think I can explain this matter. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. All right; Iam simply trying to 
get at the facts. 


Mr. COOMBS. Thissame question was presented to my mind 
when this appropriation was before the House heretofore. At 
that time I objected at firsttotheappropriation. Afterwards I 
made a thorough examination both in the State Department 
and the Treasury Department; and I became entirely satisfied 
that this money was to be employed in the payment of skilled 
talent other than that now in the Government employ. 

I became satisfied that some one skilled in international law 
would be engaged to collate this matter,and putit in amore 
perfect form than now exists—putting not only the old regula- 
tions, but all the new regulations under their proper heads. 
After investigating the matter half a day, I made up my mind 
— tt appropriation was a proper one, although I opposed it 
or y- 

r. CANNON of Illinois: I will ask the gentleman who is to 
write these regulations. 

Mr. COOMBS. I do not know the gentleman's name. It will 
be done by a gentleman versed in international law, but not by 
an Officer of the State Department. The work lay between two 
or three persons when I heard of it last; but it is not to be done 
in the State Department. I supposed in the first instance it 
would be done there. 
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| Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, I will yield enough time (as 
I believe I have the floor) to permit the gentleman in charge 
of this bill to give the itemsof this appropriation. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. lask my friend to complete 
his remarks. I desire then to have read letters from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury and from the Secretary of State, 
which will give proper information. 

Mr. CANNON a Illinois. I yield 
| time to have that done. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. 


the gentleman enough 


I desire to speak in my own 


time. 
| Mr. CANNON of Illinois. All right. Mr. Speaker, how 
much time have I left? 
| ‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has used about 
| twenty-two minutes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. After a single remark I will 


| yield the floor, reserving the remainder of my time. 

I doubt if there be a necessity for thisappropriation. For one 
hundred years the Department of State has been executing the 
| law touching the foreign service. This code of regulations 
| pertaining to the diplomatic service, as well as that pertaining 
to the consular service, is a growth—as much as the practice 
and the decisions of your courts are a growth. 

Now, in my judgment the rewriting of these Consular Regula- 
tions is practically a matter of the useof scissors and paste, sub- 
stantially all this work being now in black and white. The 
doing of this work will not be half as onerous as it would be to 
rewrite a Congressional Directory, because every year or two 
there is a change of officials. 

Therefore I believe that the Secretary of State with his pres 
ent officials, already under pay, will be able to do this work of 
editing without one cent of extra appropriation. They have 
very competent men in that Department. They have only a 
little over fifty employés in the office of the Secretary of State. 
Nearly all of those employés are high-class men. 

Why, sir, that Department is as well officered as the Treasury 
Department. If-you should take the high-priced officials out of 
| it, there would not be much left. Those men are thoroughly 
competent, as they ought to be. I do not believe there is any 
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necessity for this appropriation. I will agree to vote $2,000, or 
$5,000, or any other sum that may be necessary, for printing 
these regulations. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the rest of my time. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask that tho 
letter of the Acting Secretary of the Treasury and the letter of 
the Secretary of State on this subject be read, and now send 
them to the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 7, 1891. 
Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of Con- 
gress, copy of a communication from the Secretary of State of the Ist 
| instant, inclosing copy of a proposed bill appropriating the sum of $2,000 to 
be expended by the Secretary of State in having the Consular Regulations 
— and requesting the passage of the same by Congress at an early 
ate. 
Respectfully, yours, 
S WIKE, Acting Secrefary. 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, February 2, 1894. 

Str: I have the honor to request that you will transmit to Congress the 
inclosed form of a bill appropriating 2.000 to be expended by the Secretar 
of State in having the Consular Regulations rewritten, and with it the fol- 
lowing statement showing why the appropriation is asked for: 

1. The edition of 1888, now in use, is nearlyexhausted. The changes made 
in the regulations since the publication of that edition have so far affected 
the whole body of rules that the printed volume can not be said to contain 
the existing Consular Regulations in substantial integrity. A reprint of the 
old text would therefore be inexpedient. 

2. The plan and execution of the present edition are, in my judgment, de 
fective, and I wish to have the book rewritten throughout ina manner that 
will render it more intelligible and easy of use, and more complete and a 
curate as a compendium of rules for the government of consuls 

The previous editions of 1881 and 1888 cost the Government 83,000 each (20 
Stat. 274; 21 id., 239; 24id., 117); but $2,000 will suffice for the work now pro 


sed. 

In order that the revision may be begun at an early date a special bill has 
been prepared in the hope that it will be passed without incurring the delay 
that would result from theinclusion of the appropriation in one of the reg- 
ular appropriation bills. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
W. Q. GRESHAM 

The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I am not at all familiar with 
this question, and I donot presume to put my judgment against 
that of the Committee on Foreign Affairs: but I wish to state 
in connection with this proposed appropriation that I believe it 
is sound policy and good business, whenever a committee re- 
ports a bill calling for an expenditure of the money of the peo- 
ple, that the report should be accompanied with an itemized 
statement showing the exact necessity for the appropriation. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If the gentleman will yield 
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a moment, I would liketoanswer hissuggestion. When Icalled 
up this bill I had the Clerk read the statementof the Secretary of 
the Treasury and the Secretary of State, giving good reasons 
for the passage of the measure. I could have those letters em- 
bodied in the report; but without doing so I have complied with 
the rules of this House, and have furnished such a report as the 
rules require. I have given the House all the information that 
LT could have embodied in a lengthy report. If the gentleman 
desires to make a point of order that there is no report, let him 
make it, and it will be overruled. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, no; the gentloman misunderstands me. 
My request was for information which might show how the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky or his committee reached the conclusion 
that $2,000 is the necessary amount for this purpose. Of course, 
if these regulations ought to be printed the Governmentought 
to provide a sufficient sum for that purpose. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Two officers of the Govern- 
ment—the Secretary of State and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury—say that $2,000 is sufficient; and when they say that, as 
they have a special interest in this kind of work, as a matter of 
course I believe it is safe for the committee to adopt their rec- 
ommendation as to cost. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have no doubt of that. Still I think it is 
good policy to know just where the money appropriated by the 
Congress is to go. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Iam sorry to see the gen- 
tleman from Missouri objecting to economy. 

Mr. DOCKERY. No; [am not objecting to economy at all. 
But I think all of these amouats should be specific, and that we 
should know where and how the money appropriated is spent. 

Mr. CANNON of Llinois. What would the gentleman from 


Kentucky say to an amendment requiring a report as to the ex- 
penditure of the money? Would the gentleman approve of 
that? 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. It has never been inserted 
in any bill passed heretofore, for the rewriting of the Consular 
Regulations. No such condition has ever been attached, and I 
am satisfied if the work is done under the supervision of the 
Secretary of State, as the bill a it will be done properly 
and well. The work will be done satisfactorily, and will be as 
well doneas the work of either 1831 or 1888. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But is my friend satisfied with 
having things done as well as they have been done heretofore 
under the corrupt administration of the old parties? It ought 
to be an improvement. We have a “reform” Administration. 
Why, we have a Secretary of State who in some items has cut 
them down as high as three or four hundred dollarsin the name 
of ‘‘economy;” some of them a little more than that? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. This is cut down a thousand dol- 


lars. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. And I beg to assure my friend that 
it is not doing himself or his committee justice, in view of past 
expressions here, to express & willingness in connection with 
this appropriation to have the work done merely ‘‘as well” as 
it has been done heretofore, and not better. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Let us have a vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tho question is on the third 
reading of the Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and, being read the 
third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky, a motion to re 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


INTERNATIONAL GEODETIO ASSOCIATION, 


Mr. MCCREARY of —— I call up now, Mr. Speaker, 
for consideration the joint resolution (H. . 126) authorizing 
the President to appoint delegates to attend the meeting of the 
Tnternational Geodetic Association. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas the Government of the United States was invited in the year 
1889 oF, the Lmperial German Government to become a party to the Interna- 


Association; and 
Whereas this Government duly 5 ge said invitation by a joint resolu- 


tion of Congress approved February 5, 1889: Therefore, 

Resolved, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to ap- 

int delegates, who shall be officers of the United States Coast and Geo- 

etic Survey, to attend the meetings of the said International Geodetic Asso- 
clation whenever and wheresoever the same shall be held; but no extra 
ary or additional compensation shail be paid to such officers by reason 

of such attendance. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I yield to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. DinsMOREs]}, who will explain the purpose of this 
resolution. 

Mr. DINSMORE. The sole purpose of this joint resolution 
is to authorize the ee ee 
ternational Geodetic Association. A joint ution of Con- 
gress was Febr 5, 1889, authorizing the Presidentto 
acceptan invitation on be aif of the Government of the United 
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States to become a member of the international association, 
and authorizing him to appoint a delegate for the next meeting 
of the association. In pursuance of that legislation the Presi- 
dent appointed Prof. Davidson, and I believe he attended the 
first meeting, but there is no authority of law for the appoint 
ment of another delegate. 

This resolution does not involve any other appropriation; and 
the only reason for its passage is to vest the President with the 
authority to appoint the delegates. There has not been any 
representative of the United States in this association since 1&8y, 
For several years it has been neglected, and this resolution has 
been reported solely for the purpose of authorizing him to mako 
the appointment of the necessary delegate. 

[ suppose that is all that is necessary. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does this provide io mileage and necessary 
expenses? 

Mr. DINSMORE. No; nothing of the kind. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thir 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky, a motion to re 
consider the last’vote was laid on the table. 


CONSULAR OFFICERS. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I now call up for considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 6468) to amend section 1674 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States relative to consular offices. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 1674, subsections 2, 3, and 4, of the Revise’ 
aa of the United States be amended so as to read as follows, respect 
vely: 


Second, *‘ Deputy consul-general,” “ deputy cons,” “deputy commercial 
agent,” and “consular agent” shall be deemed to denote consular officers 
subordinate to such principals exercising the powers and performing the 
duties within the limits of their consulates-general, consulates, or com- 
mercial agencies, respectively, the first two at the same ports or places and 
the last at ports or piaces different from those at which such principals are 
located, respectively. 

Third. *‘ Vice-consul-general,’’ “‘ vice-consul,” and vice-commercial agent” 
shall be deemed to denote consular officers who shall be substituted tempo 
rarily to fill the places of consuls-general, consuis, or commercial agents 
when they shall be temporarily absent or relieved from duty. 

Fourth. Consular officers shall be deemed to include consuls-gener.), 
consuls, commercial agents, deputy consuls-general, deputy consuls, deputy 
commercial agents, vice-consuls-general, vice-consuls, vice-commercial 
agents, consular agents, and none others. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I ask a vote. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

On motion of Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky, a motion to ro- 
consider the last vote was laid on the the table. 


VIRGINIUS INDEMNITY FUND. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I now call up for considera- 
tion bill H. R. 6111, for the disposal of the interest on the Vir- 


ginius indemnity fund. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is on the Union Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

There was no objection. 

The bill is as follows: 


Whereas the Secretary of State holds, “subject to such disposition as 
Congress may direct,”’ an amount of oe received by him as interest and 
premiums on the bonds in which the so-called Virginius indemnity was in- 
vested, as required by section 3659 of the Revised Statutes, pending the pre- 
sentation, proof, and adjudication of the claims thereto; anda 

Whereas it a) that further interest has accrued, and is accruing. in 
res) of such money: Therefore, 

it enacted, etc., That the said sum, being the earnings of a fund which 
was paid tothe United Statesin trust for the purpose of relief of the families 
of those of the ship's company and of such of the passengers as were citizen 
of the United States who were executed, and to afford compensation to suc) 
of the ship's comagey and to such passengers as in like manner were cil'- 
zens of the United States who were detained and suffered loss in Cuba. ex- 
cluding from any participation therein all individuals indemnified as British 
subjecis, is the popes of the beneficiaries of said original fund, and the 
Secretary of State is hereby directed to distribute the same, together with 
all accretions thereof, accrued and which may accrue, among those pe 
who have already substantiated their right to participate in said fund, their 
heirs or legal re’ mtatives, under and by virtueof Executive orders here 
tofore issued and published. 

Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the disposal of the accretions 0! 
the Virginius indemnity fund.” 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I ask that the report accom- 
panying the bill be read. It is full and explicit, and sets fort) 
all the facts in connection with the matters referred to in the 

The report (by Mr. RAYNER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H. F. 
6111) “ For the disposal of the interest on the V: ms indemnity fund,’ 
the same back to the House with the follo amendment: 

trike out, in the title of the bili, the words “interest on” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “accretions of.” As thus amended the committee 
recommends the passage of the bill. 


rsons 


A 
ca 


: 


1894. 
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4n further report hereon the committeeadopts and makes part hereof the 
accompanying report from the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations: 





[Senate Report No. 408, Fifty-third Congress, second session.] 

The Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1703) providing for the disposal of the accretionsof the Virginius indemnity 
{und, beg leave to report as follows: . 

Under provisions of the treaty of February 11, 1871, with Spain to ascer- 
tain and settle the claims of citizens of the United States against the Gov- 
ernment of Spain for injuries suffered by them, a special agreement was 
made between Minister Cushing and the Spanish minister of foreign affairs, 
of date February 27, 1875, relative to the Virginius indemnity fund. 

Under this agreement Spain paid into the hands of the President of the 
United States, in three installments, a grosssum of $80,000, to be distributed, 
under the order and direction of the President, among theseveral claimants, 
citizens of this country, for damages in the Virginius case on accountof in- 

uries done to such of her crew and passengers aswere proven to be citizens 
of the United States. - 

The completed payment of this sum in gross was made by Spain of date 
July 1, 1875. A considerable time elapsed from the date of this payment un- 
til the several claims for damages by our citizens had been adjusted and set- 
tled in such manner as to make a distribution of the fund. 

The money paid had been during this time placed at interest in United 
States bonds, and theexpenditure and distributionof the amount of interest 
and premium accrued on this investment is the object of the pending Dill. 

The amount of this accretion, according to the latest report of it made by 
Secretary Bayard, February 10, 1887, was 224,635.19. 

The Government of the United States, as such, suffered no loss and Mage 
no claim for any damages on account of the capture of the Virginius. 

The special agreement with Spain was entered into only on behalf of pri- 
vate citizens of the United States, or their legal representatives, who had 
suffered damage by reason of such capture. The Virginius was what is 
styled in the correspondence a rebel or pirate steamer, condemned in the 
courts of Cuba as such, whose passengers and crew were some of them im- 
prisoned, others executed as being aiders and abettors of the rebellion in 
Cuba, then being waged against the Spanish authority. Several of these 

passengers and of the crew were citizens of the United States, and thence 
the claims for damages arose. 

The Spanish Government did not interfere in any manner with the adju- 
dications of the Cuban courts, nor did it undertake to reimburse American 
citizens severally or particularly for wrongs claimed to have been done 
them by such adjudications, but it did agree to pay and did pay the sum 
abovementioned to enabie the President of the United States to reimburse 
such of our citizens, the claimants, as he might determine were entitled to 
compensation for injuries suffered by them. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the real owners of the fund are 
also the owners of the accretions thereof, unless there be something in the 
treaty or agreements of the partiesto the transaction orin our own stat- 
utes making adifferent disposition of such aceretions. 

This fund has never been in the Treasury of the United States—the fund, 
with the accrued interest and preniium thereon, remained in the custody of 
the Secretary of State, subject to the order of the President, and the accre- 
tions are subject to such disposition thereof as Congress may direct. The 
principal has been nearly ali expended to claimants, but the interest and 
premiums accrued ae the time in which the claims have been pending 
for pruof and settlement is unexpended. There ts no law directing the re- 
tention of this interest by the Government or by the President, and we 
therefore think that these accretions should follow theordinary rule and be 
treated as,a part of the principal. Neither the principal, nor the principal 
with its increment, will suffice to pay the full amount of the claims held to 
be valid and meritorious. A pro rata distribution among claimants is all 
that can be provided for. 

It would be perhaps no violation of law or treaty or agreement that this 
Government should retain the accrued interest and premiums, and that we 
should direct them to be covered into the Treasury. Nevertheless we be- 
lieve that it would be inequitable and unjust toward our own citizens that 
such a course should be taken. Such action would be equivalent to that of 
allowing a mere naked trustee to make some kind of profit or advantage 
out of the discharge of the duties of his trust. 

Itis true that a trustee may reimburse bimself out of the fund for ex- 
pensesof the trust. Butin this case the expenses have been borne for the 
most part by the claimants themselves. They prepared and filed theirclaims 
and proofs in each instance. Theonly labor performed by our Government, 
or in behalf of the President, has been that of officials in the State Depart- 
ment, who have examined and passed upon the claims so presented. Asall 
ths nus been done by oificials already salaried for the performance of this 
and similar duties, it does not appear to us equitable that, as against its 
own citizens, the claimants, this Government should in any way or in any 
behalfrecoup any part of the fund upon account of such service. 

Your committee, therefore, favor the passage of the bill, with the follow: 
ing amendment: 

Strike out the word “interest” im the title thereof and insert the word 
“accretions,” as the increment of the fund arises from both interest and 
premium upon the bonds of the United States in which the principal was 


—— invested 
, ith this amendment your committee are of opinion that the bill should 
ass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


The title of the bill was amended as recommended by’ the 
committee. 

On motion of Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky, a motion to ro- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


JOHN E. JOHNSON AND OTHERS. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I call up the 
bill (H. R. 5525) authorizing John E. Johnson and others to ac- 
Spat medals of honor and diplomas from the Government. of 

in. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That John E. Johnson, superintendent of the life-saving 
a at aan, Vir, *, and J. A. Doughty,J. K. Carpenter, William 
; - Gofigon, J. H. De Waid, C. I’. Carpenter, J. E. Smith, J. R. Dunton, and & €. 

oynes, members of the life-saving crew at that station, be,and they are 
, @uthorized to accept medals of honor and diplomas awarded them 


f tha 
Lt 


by the Government of Spain in recognition of their gallant rescue « 
crew of the Spanish steamship San Albano, wrecked in the vicinity of Capo 
Charles on the 21st day of February, 1892. 

The Committee on Poreign Affairs recommended the follow- 
ing amendments: 

In line 8 strike out the word “‘superintendent”’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “‘ keeper,” and in line 12 strike out the word “first’’ and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “second.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


REAR-ADMIRAL JOHN G. WALKER ET AL. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I call up bill 
(H. R. 6424) to authorize Rear-Admiral John G. Walker and 
Surg. Gen. J. Rufus Tryon, of the United States Navy, to ac- 
cept the decorationsof the ‘* Busto del Libertador ” of the third 
class from the President of Venezuela. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill 

The bill was read as follows: 

Re it enacted, ec. That Rear-Admiral John G. Walker and Surg. Gen 
J. Rufus Tryon, of the United States Navy, be, and they are hereby, author 


ized to accept fromthe President of Venezuela the decoration of the “* Buste 
del Libertador” in acknowledgment of the care and attention shown to the 
wounded officers and men of both political parties in the vicinity of La 


Guayra, Venezuela, during the revolution of 1992. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third timo; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I shall be glad to know if this ge 
tleman is still President of Venezuela—Busto del Libertador? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Those words mean ] 
bust of the liberator.” I suppose the bust of Bolivar is referred 
to. The care and attention mentioned in the bill was shown 
during the last revolution in Venezuela, in 1892, to wounded 
officers and men, by Admiral Walker and Surg. Gen. Tryon 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is he still President? It seems 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs does not 


ie 


know. Isimply wanted to find out how useful this testimonial 
would be to Rear-Admiral Walker and Surg. Gen. J. Rufus 
Tryon. Is there much value in the testimonial, or is it mer 


an honorary matter? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I will havereada letter from 
the Secretary of the Navy when the gentleman gets through, 
or if he will Field to me. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I should be very giad. 
ing for information in good faith. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheClerk willreport the letter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I am ask 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, October 23, 1 

Sir: The President of Venezuela has conferred upon Rear-Admiral John 
G. Walker. United States Navy, and Surg. Gen. J. Rufus Tryon, United 
States Navy, the decorationof the “ Busto del Libertador," in acknowledg¢ 
ment of the care and attention shown to the wounded officers and men of 
both political parties in the vicinity of La Guayra, Venezuela, during th 
revolution of last year. 

The United States squadron there present was commanded by Admiral 
Walker, and Medical Inspector Tryon was the senior medical officer. Both 
exerted themselves to the utmost in the interest of humanity, and rendered 
very important service during several weeks in saving life and diminishing 
the sufferings of the wounded and dying. 


Under these circumstances, I am of the opinion that these officers should 
be permitted to accept the compliment tendered them by the Venezuelan 
Government, and have to request that the Department of State take tho 


proper steps to obtain the necessary permission from Congress. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
H. A. BERBERT, 
Secretary of the Vay 

The Hon. SECRETARY OF STATE. ; 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Illinois 
will allow me, my impression is that that is not the nameof! any 
official of Venezuela, but the name of the decoration, just as the 
crossof the Legion of Honoris thenameof adecoration. [ think 
thie decoration is a medal, containing the bust of Bolivar, the 
original liberator of the Colombian Kepublic. 

I admit that it would be pretty difficult to ascertain who was 
the President of the Venezuelan Republic at any given time; 
but in this case I believe the medal is historical, and does not 
exhibit the bust of any present official. 

Mr. REED. These services on the part of these officers oc- 
curred in the very last revolution, as [ understand from the 
communication of the Secretary? 

Mr. EVERETT. Yes. 


Mr. CANNON of [fllinois. As we are writing history now, 


and as this is a matter that refers to the rear-admiral and to the 
surgeon-general, and.as it is a transaction in which the Republic 
of Venezuela is interested, and as we have the explanation now 
that it isa decoration which has stamped uponit the bust of 


Bolivar—— 








Ti 


Mr. EVERETT. That is my understanding. I do not wish 
to speak too positively. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ishould be glad to have a further 
contribution, if anybody can give it, as to the material substance 
of this decoration. Is it a ribbon, or is ita gold or silver medal? 

Mr. EVERETT. ThatI can not tell you. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Probably it must be all right, be- 
cause nobody seems to know anything aboutit. Idonot. Iam 
only asking for information. 

The bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


PROF. ASAPH HALL, 


Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I call up the bill (S. 1860) to 
authorize Prof. Asaph Hall,of the United States Navy, to accept 
a gold medal from the Academy of Science of France. 
he SPEAKER pro ys ee The Clerk will report the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Prof. Asaph Hall, of the United States Naval Ob- 
servatory, be, and he is hereby, authorized to accept from the Academy of 
Sciences of the Institute of France a gold medal, known as the Arago prize 
medal, awarded in recognition of scientific services. 


Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, this bill was re- 
ported by my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. EVERETT], and I 
therefore yield to him for such statement as he desires to make. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Speaker, I do not think it is necessary 
to make a lengthy statement. Prof. Hall's services to astron- 
omy are very remarkable. His discovery of the two satellites 
of Mars, while he was in charge of the Naval Observatory, was 
one of the most remarkable contributions to astronomy that had 
been made for some centuries, and the French Institute of Sci- 
ence, like all scientific bodies in the world, recognized the 
merit and distinction of this discovery and voted him this medal 
bearing the name of Arago, one of the most illustrious of French 
astronomers. 

It seems necessary for a to pass this bill because the 
French Institute of Science is to a certain extent connected 
with the French Government, or some of the officers who have 
the administration of it are appointed by the Government of 
France, and have been, I believe, since the time of the First 
Napoleon. Possibly if Prof. Hall were to accept this decora- 
tion as bestowed hy a purely scientific society he might be con- 
sidered as coming within the prohibition of the Constitution; 
and therefore the Senate thought it best, and the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs of the House have thought it best, following the 
lead of the Senate, to present this bill in order to avoid any pos- 
sible cavil at his acceptance of this medal. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. EVERETT, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


’ A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its secreta- 
ries, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6558) 
to amend section numbered 2324 of the Revised Statutes, relat- 
ing to mining claims. 

CAPT. T. O. SELFRIDGE, JR. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I now call up Senate joint 
resolution 72. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. 72) to permit Capt. T. O. Selfridge, jr., United States 
Navy, to receive a decoration conferred upon him by the President of the 
Republic of France. 

esolved, etc.. That Capt. Thomas O. Selfridge, jr., of the United States 

Navy, be. and is hereby, authorized to accept the cross of an officer of the 
national order of the Legion of Honor conferred upon him by the President 
of the Republic of France in recognition of the services rendered by that 
officer to the cause of science through his surveys of the Isthmus of Darien. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. EVERETT, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 
COMMANDER C. H. DAVIS, 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. ye al I call up for 
consideration the bill (H. R. 7479) authérizing Commander C. H. 
eee States Navy, to accept a decoration from the King 
of Spain. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Commander C. H. Davis, of the United States Navy 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to accept the decoration of ‘‘Commandador 
de numero de la en de Isabel la Catolica’’ conferred upon him by 
the King of Spain in ition of his services while detailed to attend the 
Infanta of Spain during ber visit to this country. 


» — ALLEN. I should like to hear some explanation of what 
e did. 
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Mr. McCREARY of ey I will have a letter of the 
Assistant Secretary of State read. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think the gentleman ought to 
— the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, July 12, 1894. 

Sir: Atthe instance of the Secretary of the Navy, I embody herein the 
text of the letter to you of the l4th ultimo in relation to the decoration con- 
ferred upon Commander C. H. Davis: 

“At the instance of the Secretary of the Navy,I have the honor to ask 
that permission may be granted by Congress to Commander C, H. Davis, 
United States Navy, to acceptthe decoration knownas ‘Commandador d¢ 
numero dela Real Orden de Isabel la Catolica’ conferred upon him by His 
Majesty the King of Spain in recognition of his services while detailed to 
attend§tne Infanta of Spain during her visit to this country.”’ 

I have the honor tobe, sir, your obedient servant, 

EDWIN F. UHL, 
Acting Secretary. 

Hon. JAMES B. MCCREARY, 

Caairman Committee on Foreign Affairs, House of Representatives, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for athird reading; and, 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. ; 

On motion of Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky, a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr.Speaker, all bills reported 
by the Committee on Foreign Affairs now on the Calendar have 
been passed and our work is finished. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
for a moment. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
the present, 


I ask the gentleman to withdraw that motion 
I withdraw the motion for 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1694) granting to the St. Paul, Minneapolis and 
Manitoba Railway Company the rightof way through the White 
Earth, Leech Lake, Chippewa, and Fond du Lac Indian Reserva- 
tion, in the State of Minnesota; 

A bill (H. R. 1141) to remove the political disabilities of Charles 
Iverson Graves, of Rome, in the State of Georgia; and 

A bill (H. R. 3135) granting to the University of Utah a site 
off the public domain. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the pension appropriation bill with Senate amendments be 
printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to Mr. 

DENSON, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
REPRINT OF BILL. 


By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. RYAN, from the 
Committee on Labor, a reprint was ordered of the bill H. R. 6840, 
ag amended by the committee, the first edition being exhausted. 


INSPECTION OF IMMIGRANTS BY UNITED STATES CONSULS. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. sree I ask unanimous 
consent that the bill H. R. 5246, and the report thereon may be 
reprinted, as the supply has been exhausted. It is the bill pro- 
viding for the inspection of immigrants by United States consuls. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Iask unanimous consent tha: 
the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill be printed with 
Senate amendments. 

There wasno objection, and it was so ordered. 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the Military Academy appropriation bill, with 
Senate amendments, be printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. When the House nonconcurred 
in the Senate amendments to these several bills, the formal or- 
der was not made for printing. Therefore, if there be no 0v- 
jection, the order will now be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I now move that the House 
adjourn. 

he motion was agreed to. 
And accordingly (at 3 o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


ff there he no objection that 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred tothe Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, from the Committee on 
Claims: A bill (H. R. 3380) for the relief of William A. Dearmon. 
(Report No. 1229.) 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A bill (S. 838) for the relief of Col. Jesse H. Strickland, 
Eighth Tennessee Cavalry, United States Volunteers. (Report 
No. 1236.) 

Also, a resolution referring to the Court of Claims the bills 
(H. R. 478, 1880, 4192, 460) for the relief of the estate of Robert 
Raiford, for the relief of the estate of Margret Champion, for the 
relief of the estate of H.S. Simmons, deceased, for the relief of 
Patrick Gilfoil, Madison Parish, La. (Report No. 1237.) 

Also, a resolution referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
(H. R. 6510) for the relief of Charles S. Lobdell, of Parkersburg, 
Butler County, Ind. (Report No. 1238.) 








PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3o0f Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 7696) to fix a 
proper military status of acting assistant surgeons of the United 
States Army who served in the late civil war—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 7697) providing for compulsory 
arbitration—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GEARY: A resolution directing the Committee on 
Rules to fix a day, Saturday, July 14, 1894, for the consideration 
of the resolution reported from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce relative to existinginterference with com- 
merce between the seyeral States—to the Committee on Rules. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 7698) to relieve Robert McIn- 
tire from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7699) to relieve Thomas Amey from the 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 7700) granting a pension 
to James Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 7701) for the relief of the estate 
of Jean Perre Landry, deceased, late of Iberia Parish, La.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7702) for the relief of the estate of Valsin 
Vincent, deceased, late of Iberia Parish, La.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7703) for the relief of the estate of Dornville 
Fabre, deceased, late of Fayette Parish, La.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.7704) for the relief of Mrs. Ozeine Bondreau, 
of St. Martin Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 7705) for the 
relief of Elizabeth White, testatrix of Samuel N. White, deceased, 
late of Feliciana Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H.R. 7706) granting a pension to 
George W. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AVERY: Petition of George H. Bassett, H. W. Haw- 
kins, Melville Stone, and 112 other citizens of Reed City, Mich., 
in favor of the passage of H. R. 5246, being an act to regulate im- 
migration and to secure a better grade of immigrants, etc.—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Natur.wlization. 

By Mr. LANE: Petition of 56 citizens of Verdin, Ill., against 
the pomece of a general bankruptcy law—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: Papers to accompany the bill 


(H. R. 7694) for the relief of T. S. Williams—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: Petition of Andrew Wil- 
kins, of Lake, Scott County, Miss., for relief—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 
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SENATE. 
FRIDAY, July 13, 1894, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous consent, 
the reading of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dis- 
pensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting estimates for 
the salaries of twenty-four field matrons, and for the maintenance 
of horses and transportation, with the recommendation that the 
same be incorporated in the Indian appropriation bill for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1895; which, together with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, submitting a deficiency of $50,000 on account of 
the appropriation for ‘‘ State or Territorial Homes for Disabled 
Soldiers or Sailors” for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1X4; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the At- 
torney-General, submitting an estimate of appropriation to en- 
able him to represent and protect the interests of the United 
States in matters and suits affecting the Pacitic railroads, and 
for expenses inconnection therewith during the fiscal year 1895, 
$30,000; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a concurrent 
resolution of the Senate and House of Representatives, dated 
June 20, 1894, a report from the Chief of Engineers, containing 
partial information as to the survey and estimate for the cost of 
dredging the bar at Everett, Wash.; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bill and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 1860) to authorize Prof. Asaph Hall, of the United 
State Navy, to accepta gold medal from the Academy of Science 
of France; and 

A joint resolution ‘S. R.72) to permit Capt. T. O. Selfridge, 
jr., United States Navy, to receive a decoration conferred upon 
him by the President of the Republic of France. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 121) to amend an act to forfeit certain lands here- 
tofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of 
railroads, and for other purposes, approved September 29), 1890; 

A bill (H. R. 5478) to authorize the Biloxiand Back Bay Bridge 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge over that point of 
the bay of Biloxi, in the State of Mississippi, known as Back 
Bay; and 
A bill (H. R. 7197) to provide a register for the schooner barge 
Astoria. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution to print 23,000 copies of the tenth report 
of the United States Civil Service Commission; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of Alex- 
ander County, Ill., holders of policies in life-insurance com- 
panies, praying that in the passage of any law providing for the 
taxation of incomes, the funds of mutual life-insurance companies 
and associations be exempted from taxation; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have a paper which the Franklin Club of 
Cleveland, Ohio, request me to present to the Senate. After 
two or three paragraphs of preamble this is the statement of 
their prayer: 

We, the members of the Franklin Club, citizens of Cleveland, hereby urge 
upon your honorable body to provide at once for the appropriation of the 
railway highways by the Government, and their operation as a branch of 
the Postal Department. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post- Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. I also present a petition of numerous em, 
ployés of the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fa Railroad system- 
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residents and citizens of Emporia, Kans., earnestly praying for 
the passage of the joint resolution recently introduced by the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KyYL«}, defining obstructions 
to railway trains. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 221) for the relief of Henry M. Cannon, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of James Cannon, deceased, submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the Committeeon Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill(S. 1528) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of George Weisel, submitted an adverse re- 

rt thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed 

ndefinitely. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6969) for the relief of Benjamin I". Poteet, 
—_ ted it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. FAULKNER. [I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 971) to 
open, widen, and extend alleys in the District of Columbia, and 
the amendments of the House of Representatives thereto, to re- 

ort it with the recommendation that the amendments of the 
ouse of Representatives be concurred in. I ask that the bill 
be placed on the Calendar. 

: e VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 399) for the relief of Bvt. Lieut. 
Col. J. Madison Cutts, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (5. 1935) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Ellery, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1584) granting a pension to John Eckland, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 877) to incorporate the 
Washington Central Railway Company, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1712) to incorporate the Union Passenger Railway Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia, submitted an adverse report 
thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed in- 
definitely. 

Mr. HUNTON, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, te whom was referred the bill (S. 2022) for the relief of cer- 
tain property-hoiders in the city of Washington, D.C., reported 
adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1896) to provide for the payment of the 8 per cent green- 
back certificates of the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
ete reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT DUBUQUE, IOWA. 


Mr. RANSOM, I am directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2139) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River from a 
_ within the limits of the city of Dubuque, in the State of 

owa, known as Eagle Point, to the opposite bank of said river, 
in the county of Grant and State of Winsensie. to report it favor- 
ably, with amendments. 

r. ALLISON, This is purely a loca! bill, and Iask unani- 
mous consent that it may be considered now. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bili, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce will be stated in their order. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 6, after the word 
‘‘maintain,” to insert ‘Sat a point suitable to the interests of 
navigation;” so as to read: 

‘That the Dabuque and Wisconsin Bridge Company, a corporation duly 
organized and incorporated under the laws of the State of Iowa, its succes- 
sors and us, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain at 
& point suitable to the Interests of navigation, a bridge for the of 
vehicles of all kinds, animals, and foot ee the afiestssipp 
Rivor, from a point at or near Eagle Point, in the city of ae in the 
State of Lowa, to the opposite shore of said river in the county of Grant, in 
the State of Wisconsin. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in section 1, line 16, to strike out 
the words ‘‘such approval” and insert ‘decided;” and in the 
same line, after the word ‘‘him,” to insert ‘‘to be such as will 
not materially affect the interests of navigation, the said bridge;” 
80 as to read: 


That the location and plan or manner of constructing said bridge shall bo 
subject to the approval of the Secretary of War, and until decided by him 
to be such as will not materially affect the interests of navigation, the said 
bridge shall not be built. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 24, after the word 
“required,” to insert; 


And should any change be made in the plan of said bridge during the prog- 
ress of construction, such change shall be subject to the approval of the 
Secretary of War; and the said structure shall at all times be so kept and 
managed and provided with such guard fences, shear-booms, and other 
structures, as to offer reasonable and proper means for the passage of 
vessels and other floating craft through or under said structure; and for the 
safety of vessels passing at night there shall be displayed on said bridge, 
from the hours of sunset to sunrise, such lights as may be prescribed by the 
Light-House Board; and the said structure shall be changed or removed at 
the cost or expense of the owners thereof, from time to time, as Congress 
may direct so as to preserve the free and convenient navigation of said 
river, and the authority to erect and continue said bridge shall be subject 
to revocation and modification by law when the public good, in the judg 
— of Congress, so requires without any expense or charge to the United 

tates. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 4, after the word 
* over,” to strike out the words “ the middle of;” and in line 8, 
before the word ‘‘ feet,” to strike out ‘‘ fifty-two” and inseri 
“ fifty-five; so as to read: 

That said bridge, between the Iowa shore and the lewland or islands on 
the Wisconsin side of the river, shall be constructed with unbroken and con- 
tinuous spans, and the main span shall be over the main navigable channel 
of the river, and shall give a clear width of water Mate | not less than 850 feet, 
and shall give a clear head room the full length of said span, not less in any 


case than 55 feet above extreme high-water mark, as understood at the point 
of location. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 4, after the word 
* reculation,” to insert ‘‘from time to time;” and in the same 
line, after the words “ by the,” to strike out ‘‘ local, municipal, 
or county authorities, under the laws of the States of Iowa and 
Wisconsin, respectively ” and insert ‘‘ Secretary of War, and 
approval by the Secretary of War;’’ so as to make the section 
read: 

Sec. 3. That said Dubuque and Wiscon sin Bridge Company shall have the 
right to charge and collect a reasonable rate of toli for the passage across 
said bridge of vehicles,“animals, and foot passengers, subject to regulation 
from time to time by the Secretary of War, and approval by the Secretary 
of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PACIFIC RAILWAY INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. BRICE, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, re- 
ported the following resolution: which was referred tothe Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Railroads be, and they are hereby, 
authorized and directed, during any recess of Congress preceding the reg 
ular meeting thereof in December next, to make a onal examination of 
the roads and other properties of the bond-aided Pacificrailway companies 
and their branches and the country through which they pass, or which is 
immediately contribu to their income, with a view to ascertaining 
their present status an their ability to pay their indebtedness to tho 
United States, and how that indebtedness can be adjusted and paid. In 

ursuing their investigation said committee are hereby further author- 

zed, by subcommittee or otherwise, to sit during the recess or sessions 
of the Senate, at such times and places as they may deem advisable; and 
they shall have power t% send for persons and papers, to administer the 
necessary oaths, and tc employ a stenographer and such clerical and 
expert assistance as they may deem necessary. Said committee shal! 
have ae cause its proceedings and testimony taken to be printed 
from time to time as a See see fit; andsuch mse as may result from 
said investigation shall paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, 
upon vouchers to be approved by the chairman of said committee and by th» 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate 
Any subcommittee appointed by the committees shall have all the powers 0! 
the full committee. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. CAREY introduced a bill (S. 2213) granting to the city 
of Cheyenne, Wyo., rights of way for water pipes, conduits, and 
ditches across the Fort D. A. Russell military reservation; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2214) authorizing the purchase 
of sites for public buildings in the city of Spokane, Wash., in 


the city of a Wyo., in Boise City, Idaho, and in the 
city of Helena, Mont.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2215) to provide for a 
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municipal building and court-house in the District of Columbia; | 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. STEWART (by request) introduced a bill (S. 16) to 
place retired Commander Frederick R. Smith on the retired 
list as captain, United States Navy; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2217) to provide for the 
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closing of part of an alley in square 185, in the city of Wash- | 


ington, D. C.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DAVIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2218) to place 
sleeping and dining railroad car companies under the Interstate 


Commerce Commission; which was read twice by its title, and 


referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. P.: 5CO (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2219) for the re- 
lief of Riley Montrey; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 2220) to amend ‘‘An act to 
create a board of arbitration or commission for settling contro- 
versies and differences between railroad corporations and other 
common carriers engaged in interstate and territorial transpor- 
tation of property or passengers, and their employés,” approved 
October 1, 1888; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask leave to introduce a bill, and, with the 
view to its proper reference, ' ask that it be read. It is very 
short. 

The bill (S, 2221) for the relief of Prentiss B. Reed and Lucretia 
H. Reed Regnier was read the first time by its title, and the 
second time at length, and referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury b>, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to pay to Prentiss B. Reed, of Monmonth, DL, and 
Mrs. Lucretia H. Reed Regnier, of Galesburg, Ill., the only living children 
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certain case, and [ therefore ask the Senator to change the lan- 
guage of the resolution. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I will modify the resolution by striking 


out the word ‘‘directed ” and inserting ‘‘ requested.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. 
Mr. MILLS. The chairman of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs is not present, and it seems to me he ought to be present 
when the resolution is acted upon. I ask that the resolution 
may lie over until to-morrow morning. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made » resolu- 
tion will go over. 
Mr.PETTIGREW. DolI understand that the reso 1 goes 


over until to-morrow morning? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘T! 
rule, there being objection. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not object to its g 

REPORT ON SALMON INDUSTRIES. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted the following r 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, directed to i 
1,000 extra copies of Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 200, Fifty-third Con 
gress, second session, being the report of the United States Commission: 
of Fish and Fisheries on the salmon industries of the Columbia River, the 
same to be for the use ofthe Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries 

ADMISSION OF UTAH. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I submit a concurrent resolution, and ask 
forits present consideration. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 


16 resolution goes over und 


oOlng ovi 
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Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurri: That 
Committees on Enrolled Bills of the Senate and House of Kepresentatives 
authorized to strike out the word ‘‘fifty-third’’ where it occurs in se 


the 
be 
tions 


| 5 and 19 of the enrolled bill (H. R.352) to enable the people of Utah to forma 


of the late David Reed, deceased, the sum of ®,495for Revolutionary pension | 


due their father, David Reed, for 
to July, 1858, the time of death of 
David Reed, who was a private of Capt. Benjamin Lamont’'s company in the 
Massachusetts regiment commanded by Col. Samuel W. Cable, in the Revo- 
lutionary War, such military service being for and during the months of 
July to eraber, 1780, for six months, the commencement of such service 
being July 1, 1780. 


Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 2222) for the relief of 
the owners of certain cotton shipped from Natchez, Miss., in 


— at 8 per month from June 7, 1832, 


avid Reed, forthe military service of said | tain whether this is according to our precedent? 


August, 1863, on the steamer Gladiator; which was read twice | 


by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POWER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LOWER BRULE INDIANS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I submit a resolution and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be instructed either by full 
committee or such subcommittee or committees as may be appointed by the 
c an thereof in accordance with the resolution of April 14, 1893, and by 
virtue of said resointion to thoroughly investigate the arrest and removal 
of the Lowér Brule Indians from their homes south of White River to their 
new reservation near "ittle Bend, and pending such investigation the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs are hereby 
directed not to remove any of the Lower Brule Indians from their homes 
south of White River to their new reservation, and to allow those already 
removed to return south of White River if they desire to do so. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to the consideration of 
the resolution, but [ do not know what power the Senate of the 
United States has to direct an executive officer what to do ina 


constitution and State governmentand to be admitted into the Union on au 


equal footing with the original States, and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ffty-fourth."’ 
Mr. PLATT. There is no objection to the correction of the 


bill, but Il ask the Senator from West Virginia whether he has 
looked into the precedents in regard tocorrecting bills to uscer 


Mr. FAULKNER. It is, where the bill is still in the posses 
sion of Congress. The chairman of the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills in the House concurs in this view, as does the committee 
of the Senate. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con 
sent and agreed to. 

LETTER-CARRIERS’ CLAIMS. 

Mr. VILAS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, requested to r¢ 
port to the Senate the amount of the several judgments on file in the Court 
of Claims against the United States, and in favor of letter-carriers I 
claims for work done overtime, and whether, in his opinion, an appropriation 
to cover the amount of said judgments would be advisable at the preset 
session of Congress. 

ACCOUNTS OF DEPUTY SURVEYORS. 

Mr. POWER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, requested to 
inform the Senate the cause of delay in adjusting accoun's due deputy sur 
veyors for contract work performed under direction of surveyors-general, 
and the average time required by the Department to audit and report on 
such contract work after the papers of the deputy surveyors have been 
transmitted for final action, and further what time is required by surveyors 
general to make up the accounts of deputy contractors after received 

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION REPORT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 23,000 
copies of the tenth report of the United States Civil Service Commission b 
printed, of which 1,000copies shail be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the 
use of the House of Representatives, and 20,000 for distribution by the Uni‘ ed 
States Civil Service Commission. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 121) to amend an act to forfeit certain lands 
heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction 
of railroads, and for other purposes, approved September 2 
1890, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their tit! 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 5478) to authorize the Biloxi and Back Bay 
Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge over that 
point of the bay of Biloxi, in the State of Mississippi, known as 
Back Bay; and 

A bill (H. R. 7197) to provide a register for the schooner 
barge Astoria. 
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CONSIDERATION OF THE REVENUE BILL IN CONFERENCE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution submitted by the Senator from Maine (Mr. HALE] 
coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from Maine will allow that 
resolution to be passed over for to-day. I inquire if he has any 

articular purpose in taking it up at present? I desire to ask 

he Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill to change 
the boundaries of the judicial districts of the State of Florida. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not think the resolution is likely to lead to 
much debate. Ican not give way. The resolution comes up 
now regularly in the morning hour, and if it goes over now it 
will lose its place. I ask that the resolution may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by 
Mr. HAL, as follows: 

Whereas on the 34 day of July, 1894, the bill H. R. 4864, an act to reduce 
taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, 
paseed the Senate with sundry amendments; and 

Whereas the Senate thereupon asked for a conference with the House of 
Representatives upon said bill and amendments, and the following Senators 
were appointed as managers of such conference on the part of the Senate, 
to wit: Senators VooRHnEES, HARRIS, Vest, JONES of Arkansas, SHERMAN, 
ALLISON, and ALDRICH; and 

Whereas on the 7th day of July, 1894, the conference so asked for by the 
Senate was eel to by the Houss of Representatives, and the following 
members of the House of Representatives were a as Managers on 
the part of the conference in that body, to wit, Representatives WILSON, 
MCMILLIN, TURNER, MONTGOMERY, REED, BURROWS, and PAYNE: and 

Whereas the legitimate object of such action on’ ths part of the two 
Houses was an immediate and full and free conference of all the managers 
of the Senate and House of Representatives together: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the chairman of the managers of said conference, on the 
part of the Senate, is hereby directed to inform the Senate whether a full 
and free conference is oe held upon the bill aforesaid and amendments, 
and if so, at what time such conference was called together. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the resolution which I have sub- 
mitted, which is now before the Senate, and which is intended 
to call the attention of this body and of the country to the present 
status of legislation upon the tariff, was not hurriedly brought 
before this body. It is intended in no way as a disrespectful re- 
minder to the important conference committee which has by the 
act of the two Houses this whole matter in charge. It is not 
premature. Since the pamee of the tariff bill by the Senate 
and the appointment of a conference committee, to which the 
whole ee has been committed, every effort has been 

ut forth in this body to pass the great and small appropriation 
Bills which are necessary for the running of the Government, in 
order that the Senate might be ready to consider the report of 
the conferees upon the tariff bill when it should be submitted to 

to this body. 

Mr. President, as owns that there is no unseemly haste in 
this matter,and no disposition to inopportunely stir or prod the 
other side or the conferees, I ask the attention of the Senate to 
the aoe | prem ge of the dates and times in this case. 

On the 3d day of July, ten days ago, the Senate, after long 
deliberation, full discussion, and repeated votes upon one propo- 
sition and another, passed the tariff bill with sundry most im- 
portant amendments, revolutionizing to a great degree the form 
and substance and principle of the bill. The two Houses had 
acted upon it; each had expressed itself in the plainest possible 
manner; and under our parliamentary —— all the sub- 
jects matter of disagreement were to go to one great committee, 
made up of conferees appointed by the two bodies. 

So great was the haste that directly the bill was passed the 
veteran Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], who had been 
charged with the parliamentary management of the measure, 
arose and moved that the Senate ask for a conference, and that 
the managers on the part of the Senate be mem by the 
Chair. The old and distinguished and practiced Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] ventured to expostulate with the Senator 
from Tennessee, declaring that such a proceeding was unusual; 
that on all great measures—and I know it to be true upon all ap- 
propriation bills—no conference is asked for by the Senate upon 
amendments to a House bill, because non constat the House ay 
not agree to all the amendments and no conference be needed. 
The Senator from Iowa appealed to the Senator from Tennessee 
not to ask for a conference, but to leave that to the House of 
Representatives. The answer of the Senator from Tennessee 
was that it had been done on certain measures for years, which 
was true, and that the exigency was such, and so important was 
haste in the matter, that he demanded the conference and moved 
it; and the conference was appointed. 

Mr. President, it was not an unknown conference; it was not 
a conference unattended and unsurrounded with knowledge and 
experience upon all details of the tariff. It was made up of the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance [Mr. VOORHEES], with 
his Democratic associates, the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
Harris}, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], and the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], and three old Senators upon 
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this side, representing the Finance Committee, the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN}, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], 
and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. The re- 
quest for a conference was sent to the House of Representatives. 
The House did not at once a the conferees, but sent it to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, which reported it back and 
agreed to the conference. One week ago the Houses of Repre- 
sentatives completed the preliminary proceedings and the con- 
ferees were appointed upon that side representing both parties 
upon the Ways and Means Committee, which answers to our 
Finance Committee, and when that was done, the time for the 
work of that conference began. 

When the last tariff bill, which has been so assailed and de- 
nounced and subjected to popular clamor, the McKinley bill, 
was passed, the Senator who had charge of the conference in- 
forms me that immediately after the preliminary proceedings 
had been gone through and the two sets of managers had been 
appointed, he notified the entire conference that it should as- 
semble and consider the great subject-matter which had been 
committed to it by the two Houses. He did not wait, but did at 
once what was hisduty. Whatwasthat,Mr. President? It was 
not by notifying a portion of the committee; it was not by going 
outside and finding a place where one, two, three, six, or eight 
men could meet, but in the committee room where the bill had 
been matured. 

The presiding officer, the chairman of that conference, noti- 
fied every conferee upon both sides to be present and consider 
the bill; and during the consideration of that conference, and 
in every conference, so far as I know, and as the Senator from 
Ohio, who has had larger experience in these matters than an) 
other Senator in the Chamber, tells me, never in his experience 
on any tariff bill has there failed to be a prompt notice sent to 
the entire conference at once. There is some foundation for the 
course which was pursued in the other tariff bills. 

The whole subject of conference committees is treated at 
length by the great masters and authorities upon parliamentary 
law. Mr. Jefferson has given pages to it, which are found in 
the appendix to our manual. Cushing, who is an authority, 
gives page after page to the subject of conference committees, 
and the whole sum and substance of these authors is in accord- 
ance with the course which has been pursued by the two bodies 
of Congress heretofore. The importance of a committee of con- 
ference istreated. The great powers it has are descanted upon. 
The necessity for immediate action is stated by Cushing and 
Jefferson, and it is declared time and again, and I might rea‘ 
from the text before me, but I shall not take the time of the 
Senate, that all the conferees are to participate, if possible, in 
every conference that takes place, onl that no stranger shall be 
admitted to the conference any more than by the vote or leave 
of the two Houses they should be admitted to the floor. 

The whole subject is invested with the greatest importance, 
the greatest exigency, the greatestsolemnity. Ourrules recog- 
nize it by declaring that a conference report shall have the 
highest privilege, that it shall always be in order, except when 
the Journal is being read, or a question of order or a motion to 
adjourn is pending, or while the Senate is dividing; and when 
received the question of proceeding to the consideration of the 
report, if raised, shall be immediately put, and shall be deter- 
mined without debate. 

There is nobody, there is no select committee, there is no or- 

an of either House that has so much power and has such priv- 

leges as a committee of conference. 

I do not deem it inopportune to call attention to the matter 
after ten days have passed since the bill was concluded here, 
and a week after the conference had been agreed to in the House 
of Representatives and the committee met, when inquiries 
have Sean made in every direction asto where isthe conference 
and nobody can tell. It is asked what has become of the tariff 
bill, and no mancan disclose. It is a lost bill, so far as any 
knowledge of the members of the Senate and the House of Repre 
sentatives and the country are concerned. 

The members of the conference upon this side of the Cham- 
ber, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH], sit in their seats every day and are attending to the 
duties of other matters which are coming up before the body 
When asked, as we have a right to ask, how is the conference 
getting on, how far have you got, what are you doing with iron 
and coal, and what show does the sugar trust make fa your de- 
liberations, the answer is ‘‘ Wecan not tell you,” or the answer 
is ‘‘ We do not know,” or the answer is ‘* We have had no notifi- 
cation of any meeting, and so far as we know noconference is 
being held.” 

Mr. President, in view of what has been done by the two 
Houses of Congress, in view of this lapse of time, in view of 
the intense heated weather which is upon us, and in view of the 
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fact that we are passing day by day the great appropriation 
bills, and will soon have them out of the way and be ready to 
confront the next stage upon this subject, is it in any way pre- 
mature or in any way a disrespect to the committee of con- 
ference to call the attention of the Senate, by the resolution I 
have offered, which speaks in plain terms, to the subject, as I 
have done, and ask that we be informed whether any conference 
has been ordered and where it is? 

I do not choose now to take any more of the time of the Sen- 
ate. It may be there will be no objection to the resolution. It 
may be it will be passed nem. con. The chairman may answer 
that the conferees are in session or are to be in session and will 
devote themselves to the subject-matter; but we have aright to 
know, sir, and the country has a right to know, where the bill is 
now and whether anything is being done with it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, to begin with, I have the 
highest personal regard for the conferees appointed from the 
other side of the Chamber—the Senator from Ohio, the Senator 
from Iowa, and the Senator from RhodeIsland. I wish to state 
to them, without reference to any other Senator, that I am ut- 
terly incapable of purposely committing an impoliteness or a 
breach of courtesy toward them, or either of them. Ifin my 
haste to get to work and to get the bill in shape for the action 
of the two Houses of Congress I have been neglectful of any 
duty in that regard, I am ready to make all proper amends. In 
speaking, however, to at least one of the Senators to whom I 
have alluded he found no fault with what was going on. 

Suppose the full committee had been called together. It 
would necessarily have been only for a brief session, and then 
wo would have had to go on as we are going on now. The ma- 

jority members of the committee on tariff legislation have atall 
times first perfected their lines of action and first agreed upon 
the bill for which they were to be responsible to the country. 
That is what we are trying to do now. 

I have not the slightest hesitation in talking frankly to the 
Senate and to the country on this subject. On Monday last I 
hurriedly called together the conferees from the Houseand the 
Senate, representing the majority of this Congress, and in a 
half hour after we met we were at work arranging those differ- 
ences of opinion which it is well known prevail between the two 
Houses, so that as soon as possible we might be able to submit 
what we thought the bill should be to the Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber who are to meet with us. 

We have hurried along and worked very hard, Mr. Presi- 
dent. We have wasted no time, and we have been guilty of no 
intentional disrespect whatever to the Republican members of 
the committee of conference. But before the conference can 
occur which has to take place between the two lines of thought, 
between the two policies of this Government, of protection on 
the one hand, or a tariff for revenue on the other, the party re- 
sponsible to the country for the pending legislation must have 
an agreement amongst its ownmembers. That is all thereis to 
this. It is well understood. There is no trouble about it atall. 
I say to the Senators on the other side of the Chamber, the dis- 
tinguished Senators from Ohio, Iowa, and Rhode Island, thatat 
the earliest moment we come to an understanding amongst our- 
selves they will be advised of the fact, our work will sub- 
mitted to them, and we will go into conference with them in 
the fullest and amplest manner. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Indiana allow me for a 
moment? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I ye the frank statement of the Senator, 
that the delay has been caused by the meeting together of the 
conferees on the majority side of both Houses in order to come 
to an agreement among themselves. That isa frank statement, 
which shows what has been done, and the Senator from Indiana 
is entitled to credit for his frankness. He says then, that when 
that is done he will call the Republican conferees into session 
with them. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I beg the Senator to tell the Senate what use it 
Will be to call the Republican conferees into session with the 
Democratic conferees when the Democrats have agreed upon a 


policy and a bill? 
Mr. VOORHEES. The advantage is that which always arises 
from intelligent people conversing with each other; and if in 


such conference the distinguished Senators on the other side of 
the Chamber can show that we are in error, can show where im- 
provement can be made in what we have agreed upon, where 
amendments should take place, we will thank them, and we 
will be glad to have such assistance. 

There is no arbitrary dogmatism in what we aredoing. There 
will be a full and free conference, with an earnest purpose to ar- 
rive at the wisest conclusions possible; and we shall feel aided 
their suggestions in many respects. For instance, take the 
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Senator from Iowa. He is an authority on the administrative 
features of any revenue measure which comes before Congress. 
I am glad to bear public testimony to that fact. Much is left in 
the bill on which he will be listened to with great respect and 
with great profit. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator from Indiana, who has had a 
large experience here, having been in the Senate longer than 
I have, remember any precedent where such a course as he has 
frankly stated is now being followed was pursued as to a tariff 
bill or any other bill? 

Mr. VOORHEES. So far as the technical precedent is con- 
cerned, I do not recall any. But suppose I had called together 
the entire committee of conference. It would only have been to 
have said to them as I say here, ‘‘ We, gentlemen, begging your 
pardon, meaning no discourtesy, must have our separate con- 
sideration of this measure, and then we will submit our work to 
you.” That has been done a hundred times in the history of 
our Government. It was done in 1883; it was done in L890; it 
was done this spring. I do not mean particularly in regard to 
conference committees, but in the formation of the bill itself. 

Mr. HALE. I meant in conference committees. I know that 
has been done in the formation of bills by both parties. 

Mr. VOORHEES. As to conference committees, I say I do 
not just now recall a precedent, for this matter came upon me 
suddenly, a few moments ago, while we were hard at work up- 
stairs. [ wasa member of the committee of conference on the 
McKinley bill. I do not remember, nor do I care to remember, 
nor is it of the slightest importance to me whether the entire 
committee was first formally called together and the minority 
then dismissed to await the action of the majority. ButIdo 
remember and I do know, and so do Senators on the other side 
of the Chamber, who are members of the present conference com- 
mittee, that they took their bill, as they ought to have done 
and as was proper and right, and made it to suit themselves, and 
then, when they had agreed among themselves, they submitted 
it . the balance of the conference committee, just as we expect 
to do. 

Now, whether the technical formality of first getting the 
committee together and telling the members of the minority of 
the committee to ‘‘ Just retire now, gentlemen, and we will con- 
sider this by ourselves,” was done with the McKinley bill or 
not, I do not know, and I have already said [ do notcare. If I 
had thought that any Senator on the otherside of the Chamber, 
especially who is with us in the Finance Committee, would have 
thought ha want of proper recognition not to have so called 
the committee, I should have done so rather than’ to have had 
any criticism. But it would only have consumed an hour, or 
possibly two hours at the most, in reaching the conclusion which 
we reached without any delay, and that was that we had to con- 
sider this measure first amongst ourselves, and then bring our 
work to you. 

It would only have resulted in the loss of some time. I should 
rather have had that, however, than to have provoked the criti- 
cism of any member of the conference committee. 

I do not desire to be uncivil to the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE], but I will say that I am glad, if this criticism had to 
come, that it comes from a Senator not personally touched by 
anything we have done; in other words, a Senator not a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Finance and not a member of the com- 
mittee of conference. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose the Senator sees that however mem- 
bers of the committee might feel about the matter, none of them 
would feel like coming forward and makingcomplaint. That is 
most natural. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That might be true as to the floor of the 
Senate, but I believe my relations with every member of the 
committee are such that if any one of them had felt that there 
had been an oversight on any question of propriety on my part 
he would not have hesitated to intimate the same to me. 

No, Mr. President, nothing of that kind has been intended. 
We have simply intended, in the face of hard work, to get 
through with it as fast as we could, and then bring the result 
to a full and free conference; and on that position I am willing 
for this contention to rest. 

I shall move, unless some member of the conference commit- 
tee wishes to be heard, to lay the resolution on the table 

Mr. ALLISON rose. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. ALLISON. I came into the Chamber after the Senator 
from Indiana began his observations. I have been told by those 
around me that the Senator from Indiana has stated that one 
member of the minority of the conference committee was con- 
sulted as respects the policy to be pursued. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is not acorrect statement. Let me 
state it over again, then the Senator from Iowa will see. [ said 
before the Senator came in that in the hurry of getting to work 
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and getting this question off I had called the committee together 
on Monday without a formal call; that since then, thinking per- 
haps there might be some question about the mere technical 
propriety of my course, I had spoken toone member of the com- 
mittee of conference on the other side of the Chamber, and that 
I had found no personal complaint in his mind. That isthe sub- 
stance of what I said. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; that is, in substance, true. I 
casually met the Senator from Indiana, the chairman of the com- 
mittee, I think on yesterday morning as I entered the corridor 
below. Some jocular remark was made by me as respects his 
being busily eccupied. Then the Senator said, ‘‘ Perhaps I ought 
to have called the full conference together before our informal 
conference which is now going on.” I think I did not in that 
conversation, which was purely casual, express dissent or assent. 

But now that the matter is Caieve the Senate I think I ought 
to say as a member of this body, and as one of the members of 
the conference on the partof the Senate, that I think the course 
now being pursued by the majority of the Senate conferees is 
an unusual course. 

The very ideaof a conference as I understand, and have always 
understood, is that it is to reconcile differences between the two 
Houses. The conferees on the part of the Senate are supposed 
to represent honestly and fairly the views and sentiments of this 
body, whilst the conferees on the part of the other House are 
supposed to represent the views and sentiments of that body 
upon the differences on all bills which are submitted to confer- 
ee. ita ‘ 

ad never supposed, and I am loath now to suppose for a 
moment, that the four Senate conferees of the majectty of the 
Senate conferees and the four House conferees of the majority 
will gather together and make amendments and withdrawals 
and concessions as res the bill which are to be binding upon 
a majority of each side in the conference, and then submit their 
work formally to the three Senators on thisside of the Chamber 
in this body and the three members of the minority in ths other 


body, and we are simply to be present and record the ipse dizit, 


of the four men on one side in the Senate and four men on the same 
side in the other House who are now consultiag without the 
authority of either body. 

I ean not for a moment suppose that these conferees ure en- 
gaged in the serious business of making concessions, one side to 
the other, or making modifications to the bill to be carried for- 
mally before the conferees of this body. I do not suppose (and 
I do not gather from the Senator from Indiana, whois chairman 
of the committee) that that discourtesy is to be placed upon the 
minority, or upon the Senate, or that the rules governing con- 
ference committees from their formation in the beginning of the 
British Parliament to this moment are thus to be violated. 

Understanding as I do that these conferences are informal, 
and not formal conferences, and that no agreements are being 
made which bind anybody, I do not object to informal confer- 
ences suited to the convenience of these gentlemen. But if we 
are to be mere bystanders when the formal conference is called 
by the Senator from Indiana, then, for ono, I think it is better 
that the conference ordered by this body, and assented to by 
the other House, should be dissolved without further delay. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I renew my motion to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to say a few words. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Very well; [ withdraw the motion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is _— true that I have made no objec- 
tion to the policy which has been pursued because I have not 
been consulted in regard tothe matter. J heard my name read 
as one of the conferees on the part of the Senate upon the bill. 
Since that time I have had no knowledge whatever of any action 
on the part of any members of the conference or the conferees 
asawhole. I suppose that owing to the great pressure upon 
the business interests of the country, which has been so fre- 
quently alluded to by my distinguished friend from Tennessee, 
reguiring haste in this matter, at some time in the future the 
conference would be called together and all the managers on 
the part of the Senate and all the managers on the part of the 
other House would enter into a full and free conference upon 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. I suppose now that 
that will be done; and that any private agreements which may 
be made by members of this body will have no binding force or 
effect whatever upon the managers when they shall assemble. 

1 see no reason why members of the Senate should not talk 
over in private confereuce any subject which they please to con- 
sider; but that they can in any sense represent the Senate of the 
United States in such a conference is not true. All the mana- 
gers on the part of the Senate are of equal dignity and equal 
power, if I understand at all the rules which apply to a confer- 
ence committee. Many of the amendments which were made by 
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the Senate were adopted by the votes of Senators upon this side 
of the Chamber as well as upon the other. 

The action of the Senate is represented by its seven managers 
appointed by the Vice-President of the United States, and they 
have an equal right and an equal power in the consideration of 
the measure. I take it that when the real consideration com- 
mences, whenever it shall be, whether this week or next week, 
or next month or next year, there will be no disposition on the 
part of any Senators upon the other side to preclude or foreclose 
the fullest and freest discussion upon every disagreeing voto 
between the two Houses. I assume that that will be done. 

Now, as to the conferences which have taken place in the past 
{ willstate that I was in 1883 a member of the conference on the 
part of the Senate and also a member of the conference of 1890. 
[ presided over the conference of 1890. I called the conferee: 
together the next morning after the other House had appointed 
its managers. I called all of them together and they remained 
in session every day until an agreement was reached on the part 
of the managers. Drecy single question pertaining to the mat- 
ter, every disagreeing vote between the two Houses, was dis- 
cussed openly in the room of the Committee on Finance by the 
conference, the Democratic members of the conference being 

resent. I will not say that they were all present all the time, 

ut there was no time when some Democraiic member was not 
there. 

Mr. ALLISON. They were all notified. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They were all notified, and all expected to 
be there. There was no discussion, public or private, on any of 
the disagreeing votes at which the mocratic members were 
not invited, and they took part in the discussion if they saw fit 
todo so. There was no private conference of any kind in con- 
nection with the bill of 1890, and there was no disposition or en- 
deavor on the part of certain members of the Senate conferees 
to try to come to any agreement with certain members of the 
House conferees as to amendments in the bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator willallow me to say that that 
will be exactly repeated when the conference iscalled. This is 
not a conference that is going on. Whenever the conference is 
called just what the Senator says took place then will take place 
again. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thatis not what { understand to be the Sen- 
ator’s tion. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Idonot understand that I have a right to 
criticise anything that has been done except the delay which is 
taking place and which may be prolonged indefinitely when 
there is a disposition certainly on the part of Congress to dis- 
pose of the bill. 

Mr. VOORGEES. I wish to say to the Senator that [ regret 
the delay more than he does. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was also a member of the conference com- 
mittee of 1883; and I will say that in that conference, which was 
called immediately after the managers were appointed on the 
part of both Houses, there was no meeting of the committee at 
which there was not a Democratic manager on the part of the 
House of Representatives present. There never was a private 
conference or a private session of any members of that commit. 
tee anywhere, to my knowledge, and I think I should have 
known it if there had been. 

Now, I do not object to the delay if the Senator from Indiana 
and those who are acting with him believe that itis imperative; 
but I do object to the implication which is contained in the 
statement of the Senator from Indiana, that when they have 
agreed, then the action)will be submitted to the full conference. 
I say that whatever the Senator from Indiana may be doing in 
regard to this matter (and I have no knowledge of it whatever), 
he is doing it upon his responsibility as an individual, and that 
he does not and can not in any sense represent the Senate of the 
United States. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Thatis correct. I accept thatstatement. 
I act on my own responsibility as a Senator and not as a con- 


feree. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But I say I object to the implication which 
the Senator from Indiana made, that there was some agreement 
being reached, or that there might be some agreement reached, 
by irresponsible parties which would have or might be intended 
to have some force or effect upon the conference when it does 


meet. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I meant to make no such stxtementor im- 
plication. 

Mr.SHERMAN,. Mr. President, although I do not take very 
mach interest in the subject-matter, I feel bound to say a few 
words in respect to this question, lest my silence might imply 
something that would not be true. I am inclined to think that 
the Senator from Indiana, who is always courteous and kind, 
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made a mistake in not getting the committee together immedi- 
ately. Then if a suggestion had been made to the minority that 
there were political questions involved in the tariff bill, as there 
are, and that on the whole it was thought better for them to con- 
sider those questions among themselves, we certainly would not 
wish tc share in their councils, and there would have been no 
difficulty. We would not have attended, that is all; we would 
have remained away. I think that was a good deal the course 
yrsued with the McKinley bill. 
The doors were always open and notices were given to every 
member of the conference to be present without distinction of 
rty, but many of the Democratic Senators did not attend. i 
dovs+t very much whether during the conference more than per- 
haps one or two attended; but it was all open. 
had been notified that there were political considerations to be 
dealt with by the representatives of the majority in the two 
Houses we would not have forced ourselves upon their atten- 
tion. 
Now, that is the way the matter stands. 


their consideration to such portions of the billasthey recognize 
as political in character, where they are called upon as a party 
to unite; but to go beyond that it seems to me would bea viola 
tion of the usagesand customs of the Senate, because if anything 
is sacred in a great body like our Congress, composed of two 
separate Houses, it is a free conference, which is the only final 
solution of all the difficulties that occur and necessarily occur in 
the consideration of any bill, whether of little or of great im- 

rtance. 

Therefore I think that as soon as everything in the nature of 
political questions is disposed of or agreed upon or disagreed 


to, the conferees ought to come together and then go over the | 


items in disagreement between the two Houses, because we 
think we shall be able to convince our brothers of the confer- 
ence in regard to some matters that are in dispute. They ought 
to listen to us, at least, representing a great minority in this 
country, and we ought not to be precluded from what would be a 
free, open, and full conference between friends. This is ali I 
desire to say. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I simply beg to sayin response to the clos- 


ing remarks of the senior Senator from Ohio that there will un- | 


doubtedly be afforded a full and free conference in the most 
liberal sense of that word. Whether a mistake was made on 
my part,in my haste to get the matter in shape to submit to the 
conference or not, [am quite sure the Senator from Ohio will 
acquit me of at least any intentional disrespect to the members 
of the conference committee. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not know that any further words are 
necessary, and I will ask the Senator from Maine, as a more re- 
spectful mode perhaps of disposing of his resolution than laying 
iton the table, to let it go to the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. It would naturally go tothe Calendar. Ido not 
object to that course. It will depend on what happens in the 
next few days whether [shall call it up. It is a proper sugges- 
tion that the resolution shall go to the Calendar, and I do not 
object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
will go to the Calendar. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BRICE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disa: votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5482) making appropria- 
tions for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other p ses, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their ve Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1 and 2. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same. 

CALVIN 8S. BRICE, 


S. M. CULLOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JOS. H. O’NEIL, 
J. R. WILLIAMS, 
HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Without objection the resolution 


The report was concurred in. 
FLORIDA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 


Mr. CALL. Imove that the Senate procedd to the consider- 
ation of House bill No. 51, to change the boundaries of the judi- 
cial districts of the State of Florida. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 51) to change 
the boundaries of the judicial districts of the State of Florida. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to say with regard to this bill that the 
report of the Committee on the Judiciary favoring the bill is 
notaunanimous report. I did not concur in the report and 
other members of the committee did not concur in the report. 


Certainly if we | 


I think that the ma- | 
jority members of the committee of conference ought to confine | 
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It seems perhaps to be an ungracious matter-to oppose the re- 
districting of a State as requested by its Senators. They aro 
usually supposed to be best informed as to the necessities of 
their State, as to the convenience of the litigants in their 
but there are some things with regard to this proposed redis- 
tricting to which I think attention should be called. 

The bill proposes to take from the judge in Florida who now 


State; 





does most of the business the great bulk of the business which 
is transacted in the court over which he presides and give it to 
another judge, who is required by law to live notnear the spot 
where the courts are to be held in the district, but 500 miles 
away, at the very remotest portion of the State of Florida. I do 

| not think that even geographically the division is a fair one 

The reason of this action may as well bestated. Certain pa 
ties in Florida have taken offense at something this judge has 
done, and propose by these means to legislate the business away 
from him and give it to another judge. Indeed, it is said (and 


I know nothing about the facts) that he has done things for 
which he ought to bo impeached. That is the claim made by 
parties who advocate this redistricting; but rather than resort 
to impeachment proceedings, it is proposed by a redistricting of 
the State to practically take away his business from him, and 
let him go on with a lesser amount of business. 

[ submit that that is not u proper ground forredistricting th 
State. It may be said that the former districting of the State 
was unequal, but I think it will not be denied that the real 
ground for redistricting at the prosent time is to be found in a 
a United States judge who 
has either rightfully or wrongfully incurred the displeasure of 
a portion of the people of Florida. 

With this statement of the matter I do not desire to discuss 
itfurther. I suppose that any discussion will be unavailing, us 
will opposition to any other political measure which has been 
thoroughly agreed upon by the dominant party in the Senate. 
I can only enter a protest and call for a vote. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not propose to detain the 
Senate with any argument upon this subject. I will simply 
State the facts. The present boundaries of the judicial districts 
of Florida are extremely inconvenient to the people who have 
business in the courts. Onedistrict embraces almost the entir« 
State of Florida, and persons who are required to be present at 
court in the transaction of business have in many cases to trave! 
400, 500, 600, and 700 miles. The proposed change in the boun 
daries of the districts createsa far greater equality in population 
and territory and furnishes far greater convenience to all per- 
sons who have business to transact in the different parts of the 
State. 

The proposed change in the boundaries of the districts meet 
the approval of, I suppose, nine-tenths of all the people of the 
State of Florida, without respect to party. The Senator from 
Connecticut is mistaken in the idea that the bill is advocated 
upon the ground of dissatisfaction with the judge. There may 
be such dissatisfaction and there may be cause for it; but that 
has been carefully excluded from consideration in the bill. The 
bill stands before the Senate upon the unanimous recommenda- 
tion of the delegation from the State both in the other House 
and in the Senate and of the people of the State of Florida with- 
out reference to any other consideration than that of the con- 
venience of business and the proper division of the State into 
judicial districts. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


or 


DUCK RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President 

Mr. BATE. I wish to call up Senate bill 2055, a very short 
bill, authorizing the construction of a railroad bridge. There 
is no contest about it of any kind. 

Mr. RANSOM. All right; I will yield to the Senator from 
Tennessee for that purpose. 

Mr. BATE. [ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2055) authorizing the construction of a bridge over 
the Duck River, in Humphreys County, Tenn. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate,as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to coasider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment to add as a new section: 

Suc. 5. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of tho 


bridge herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed 
within three years from the date hereof. 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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FINAL PROOF AND PAYMENT ON PUBLIC LANDS, 


Mr. POWER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 3158) extending the time for final 
proof and payment on lands claimed under the public-land laws 
of the United States. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands with an amendment, toadd 
the following as a new section: 

Seco. 2. That the time of making final payments on entries under the pre- 
emption act is hereby extended for one year from the date when the same be- 
comes due in all cases where preémption entrymen are unable to make final 
aa from causes which they can not control, evidence of such inabil- 

ty to be subject to the regulations of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Has that bill been reported by the Committee 
on Public Lands? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. V1LAS in the chair). The 
Chair is so advised. 

Mr. PASCO. The bill was reported unanimously by the com- 
mittee. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
ye read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH YAKIMA INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. SQUIRE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 

sideration of the bill (H. R. 2015) granting to the Columbia Irri- 

ation Company a right of way through the Yakima Indian 
servation in Washington. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 3, after the words 
‘Yakima River,” to strike out ‘'Toppenish and Satus Creeks;” 
and in line 5, after the words “of this,” to strike out ‘ bill” 
and insert ‘‘ act, or that may not be necessary for the domestic 
and irrigating purposes of any Indian to whom an allotment has 
been made, or shall hereafter be made, upon or along said 
Yakima River;” so as to make the section read: 


Sxeo. 2. That the said irrigation company shall have the right to appropri- 
ate and use any ard all water necessary for their use from the Yakima River, 
not otherwise appropriated and in actual use at the time of the passage of 
this act, or that may not be necessary for the domestic and irrigating pur- 

of any Indian to whom an allotment has been made, or shall hereafter 
Comade, upon or along said Yakima River. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. The word ‘‘transcribe,” at the end of line lin 
section 6,isamissprint. It should be ‘‘transfer.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, 
that correction will be made. 

Mr. PLATT. I noticed, in listening to the reading of the bill, 
that there is no provision that Congress reserves to itself the 
right to alter, amend, or repeal this act. I think a provision of 
that kind should be inserted in all acts, and I move an amend- 
ment to add as a new section: 

The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly reserved. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


DEALINGS IN OPTIONS AND FUTURES. 


Mr. GEORGE. Some days ago a bill from the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the subject of dealings in options and futures, 
was laid upon the table, there being a dispute between the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] and the Senator from Min- 
nesota|Mr. WASHBURN Jas to the particular committee to which 
it should be referred. 

The bill is in relation to a very important subject. Both of 
those Senators have been absent for some days, and I think there 
should be a reference of that bill either to the Committee on 
Agriculture, which the Senator from Minnesota asked, or to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, which the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts preferred. ; 

My own inclination was, owing to the very important consti- 
tutional question involved in the bill, that it ought to go to the 
Committee on the Judiciary; but the Senator from Minnesota, 
who takes a great interest in the bill and isa member of the 
Committee on Agriculture, desired that the bill should go to 
the Committee on Agriculture. I amindifferent myself to which 
committee it goes, but it ought to go somewhere, so that action 
shall be taken; and with the view of testing the sense of the 
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Senate as to which committee they will refer this particulay 
bill, I will renew the motion of the Senator from Minnesota, 
that it be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For. 
estry, being myself utterly indifferent to which of the two con. 
mittees it be referred. 

Mr. BATE. I doubt the propriety of taking action upon the 
reference of the billin the absence of both the Senators referreq 


to. 

Mr.PLATT. Mr. President, the Senateis very thin. This isa 
matter in which a good many Senators are interested, and espe- 
cially the two Senators who contend about the reference, and who 
are absent. I wish the Senator from Mississippi would give no. 
tice that some day next week he will bring the matterup. Ifhe 
insists on moving the reference nov, I shall have to take some 
little time in expressing my opinion as to which committee the 
bill ought to be referred. 

I do not think, however, that a matter of this kind, where the 
contention has already commenced between two Senators, who 
both happen to be absent at this time, ought to be decided in 
their absence. I wish the Senator from Mississippi would give 
notice that some day next week he will renew this motion, and 
those Senators can then be advised of his motion, and be here 
or not, as they like. 

Mr. GEORGE. There is force in what the Senator from Con. 
necticut siys; but there is a very large portion of our country- 
men who takea very great interest, if notin this particular bill, at 
leastin the matter with whichit deals. Both those Senators left 
here about ten days ago; the bill is lying on the table without 
action; the session of Congress is about to expire; and I felt that 
if I did not take some action in reference to the matter, I should 
be charged with a dereliction of duty. 

I shall, however, so far yield to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Connecticut as to give notice that on Monday next I shall 
ask that the bill be referred to one or the other of the commit- 
tees I have named; I do not care to which. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi withdraw his motion? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir; I withdraw it. 


INDIAN ENGAGEMENTS. 


Mr. LINDSAY. Iask consent toenter a motion to reconsider 
a resolution which was passed a few days since, calling upon the 
Secretary of War for certain information in regard to hostilities 
with Indian tribes. I desire to have the resolution reconsid- 
ered and recalled. 

Mr.PLATT. Was the resolution passed or was it indefinitely 
postponed? 

Mr. LINDSAY. The resolution was passed. It was a resolu- 
tion introduced at the instance of the Attorney-General to en- 
able him to obtain certain information from the War Depart- 
ment. It has been discovered that the cost for the information 
will be very much in excess of its value. I ask to have the vote 
by which the resolution was passed reconsidered, in order that 
a modified resolution may be presented and adopted. 

Mr. PLATT. There is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky 
moves the recall of the resolution referred to by him in order to 
move its reconsideration. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator to recall the resolution. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. 0. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House returned 
to the Senate, in compliance with its request, the bill (S. 1343 
to remove the charge of desertion standing against the name o! 
Joseph G. Utter. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill (H. R. 5482) making appropriations for the payment o! 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 6558) to amend section 2324 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States relating to mining claims. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4858) making 
appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, for 

é armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance 
for trial and service, and for other purposes; asked a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. WASHINGTON, Mr. SAYERS, 
and Mr. BINGHAM managers at the conference on the part ol 
the House. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
bad signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
wpon = ned by the Vice-President: ; 

A bill (S. 73) for t iief of William J. Cornell and Joseph 
M. Cornell; he ae 

A bill (S. 1573) making an appropriation for rewriting the 
Consular Regulations; 

A bill (H. R. 4671) to remove the charge of desertion standing 

nst the name of Joseph G. Utter; 

A bill (H. R. 5691) to authorize the construction of a wagon 
and foot bridge across the South, or Main, Canadian River, at 
or near the town of Noble, in Oklahoma Territory; 

A bill (H. R. 6016) making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895; and 

A bill (H. R. 7506) authorizing the county of Coconino, Terri- 
tory of Arizona, to issue bonds for the construction of a county 
building at the county seat thereof. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair) laid 
fore the Senate the action of the House of Representatives 
isagreecing to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
4858) making appropriations for fortifications and other works 
of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of 
heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes, 
and requesting a con‘erence with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments, and agree to the conference asked for by the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
CALL, Mr. BLACKBURN, and Mr. HALE were appointed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANSOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill 6518, being the river and harbor appro- 
priation bill. : 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6518) 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and pres- 
ervation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes. ; 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce was, on page 49, line 17, before 
the word ‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-eight” and insert 
“forty;” so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Big Sandy River, near Louisa, Ky.: For continuing construc- 
tion of movable dam in accordance with the existing plans, $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, after line 15, to insert: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to appoint a 
board of three engineers of the Army, whose duty it shall be to survey the 
Miami and Erie Canal, connecting the waters of Lake Erie, at Toledo, in the 
State of Ohio, with the Ohio River, at Cincinnati, Ohio, and to report as to 
the feasibility and advisability of improving and widening said canal to 70 
feet at the water line, and deepening the sameto 7 feet, and by construction 
of new Jocks not less than 150 feet in length and 21 feet in width, with a ca- 
pacity for vessels of at least 280 tons burden, and to report to the next ses- 
sion of Congress with detailed plans and an estimate of the costof such im- 
provement; and 810,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary for the cost 
of said survey, is hereby appropriated: Provided, That nothing herein shall 
beconstrued to commit the Government to proceed with the construction of 
said improvement. 

Mr. BRICE. Idesire to state that on consultation with my 
colleague [Mr. SHERMAN], and after a hearing by the commit- 
tee, I offer the amendment which I sefd to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. VILAS in the Chair). The 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio to the amend- 
ment of the committee will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment 
by striking out lines 19 and 20, as follows: 

Connecting the waters of Lake Erie, at Toledo, in the State of Ohio, with 
the Ohio River, at Cincinnati, Ohio, and to. 

And insert: 

The Ohio Canal and such branches thereof, and such river and stream 
channels as may, in their judgment, form available portions of a continu- 
ous canal, connecting the waters of Lake Erie with the Ohio River, through 
the State of Ohio, and to. 

Mr. RANSOM. That amendment is right. It only carries 
out the idea originally entertained. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRICE. [I also desire to move another amendment to the 
amendment of the committee, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
Ment will be stated. 
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The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment 
in line 22, by striking out ‘‘said,” before ‘‘canal,” and insertin 
‘‘such;” and on page 51, line 3, before the word ‘‘thousand,” 
by striking out ‘‘ten” and inserting ‘‘twenty.” 

Mr. RANSOM. That is all right. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce was, on page 52, line 2, before 

the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out “ fifty ’ and insert ‘‘ seventy- 
five;” so as to make the clause read: 
Improving Ohio River by the construction of a movable dam at o 
the mouth of Beaver River, Pennsylvania: Continuing improvement 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I want to call the attention of the Senator 
from North Carolina, in charge of the bill, to an error in the 
item on page 17, at the bottom of that page, which reads: 

Improving harbor at Sandusky, Ohio: Continuing improvement, #25,000 

The committee have allowed $5,000 for removing a shoal at 
the outer approach to the harbor. It will be necessary, there- 
fore, to increase the total amount to $30,000. 

Mr. RANSOM. Thatis right. Five thousand dollars is con- 
sidered as an addition to the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Inline 22, I move to strike out ‘ twenty- 
five,” and to insert ‘‘ thirty,” so that the $5,000 will be an ad- 
ditional appropriation, instead of being paid out of the previous 
appropriation. 


elow 
275,000, 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘improvement,” in line 22, 
on page 17, it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five” and insert 
‘*thirty;” so as to read: 

Improving harbor at Sandusky, Ohio: Continuing improvement, #30,000, 
etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to invite the attention of the chairman 
of the committee to page 30 of the bill. The Coal Exchange of 
the city of Pittsburg have forwarded to me an amendment, with 
the request that I offer it at this point. I send it to the Secre- 
tary’sdesk. I trust the point of order will not be made upon 
the amendment, but that the chairman of the committee will 
accept it. 

Mr. RANSOM. Let me hear the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

Mr. RANSOM. I wish Senators would wait until we get 
through with the committee amendments before they offer their 
amendments. I shall, however, hear the amendment of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of order on the amendment? 

Mr. RANSOM. No, sir; I do not make any point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
Senator from North Carolina to desire the reading of the bill 
before individual amendments are offered. 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes, sir; but as the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania has already offered an amendment, which he has sent to 
the desk, I will hear it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the 
word ‘‘ directed,” in line 18, on page 30, to the end of the para- 
graph, as follows: 

To investigate and report to the next Congress the sum of money neces- 
sary to uire by purchase the locks and dams on the Monogahela River, 
in Pennsylvania, belonging to the Monongahela Navigation Company, asa 
whole, and separately. 

And insert: 


To appoint a commissioner to conduct negotiations with the Monongahela 
Navigation Company to ascertain the sum of money necessary to acquire 
by purchase the locks and dams on the Monongahela River, in Pennsyl- 
vania, belonging to said company, and also to take testimony as to the value 
of said improvements and the commercial importance of free navigation of 
said river, and to report the same to the Secretary of War, together with 
such other information as may bear upon the subject; and the Secretary of 
War shall report thereon to Congress at its next succeeding session, to the 
end that Congress may determine as to the expediency of making the navi- 
gation of said river free from tolls. And the sum of 810,00), or so much 
thereof as may be needed, is hereby eens out of the moneys in 
the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated for the pur- 
pose of paying said commissioner and the expenses of taking testimony and 
acquiring the other information contemplated. 


Mr. QUAY. I understand that the amendment is accepted by 
the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. RANSOM. There is no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RANSOM. I ask the attention of the Senate for one sec- 
ond. I hope Senators will be here to move such amendments as 
they desire to the amendments of the committee as they are 
reached in the reading of the bill, and not ask to go back ten, 
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twenty, or thirty pages to offer their amendments. I must ob- 
jeet to that being done. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I understand that the ehairman 
of the committee desires that the reading of the bill shall be 
concluded and the committee amendments acted upon before in- 
dividual amendments are offered. 

Mr. RANSOM. Y¥es, sir. 

‘The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce was, on page 52, after line 2, to 
insert: 

Improving Ohio River, in Pennsylvania, by the construction of a mova- 
ble dam, numbered two, as locat oz ee Secretary of War: For purchase 
of sive and commencement of dain, , 000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, line 9, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘ twenty-five ” and insert ‘‘ sixty;” so 
as to make the clause read: 

Improving the water conrmunication across Keweenaw Point, Lake Su- 
perior, from Keweenaw Bay to Lake Superior, in the State of Michigan, in 
aeoordance with the existing project, $160,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Tho reading of the bill was continued to line 14, on page 54. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I move to amend tho bill by striking 
out the word “fifteen,” im line 14, and inserting ‘“‘ thirty.” I[ 
trust the chairman of the committee will aecept the amendment. 

Mr. RANSOM. I shall not object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from North Dakota will be stated. 

The Sxorerary. After the word ‘‘ improvement,” in line 14, 
page 54, strike out “fifteen” and insert “ thirty;’ so as to read: 
ar Red Riverof the North, Minnesota: Continuing improvements, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the nmendment proposed by the Senator from North Dakota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘Phe reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce was, on page 55, line 2, before 
the word “thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five” and insert 
‘' thrirty-tive;” so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Ulinois River, [ilinois: Continuing improvement, $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Tho next amendment was, on page 55, after line 10, to insert: 

Por examination and survey for the location of a canal connecting Lake 
Superior and the Mississippi River, $10,000; and the engineers making said 
examination and survey shall report the most feasible rouvefor such canal, 
elther by way of the St. Croix, Rum, or Upper Mississippi Rivera. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 55, line 18, before the word 
‘* thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ sixteen” and insert ‘‘sixty;” and 
in the same line, after the word “ dollars,” to insert: 


and so much thereof as shall be required shall be expended ip. completin, 
connections With the reservoir dams; in completing Sandy Lake dam; an 
any balance may be used for th. construction of a reservoir and dam at 
Gull Lake, Minn.: Provided, Tha) wwe United States shall not be subject. to 
any cost or expense for lands, mills, or other property necessarily taken or 
injured for the last-named reservoir and dam; 
80 a8 make the clause read: 

for care and maintenance of reservoirs at the head waters of the Missis- 
sippi River 860,000, and so much thereof as shall be required shall be ex- 
pended in completing connections, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, after line 22, to insert: 

Improving tho ~— River between the Chicago, St. Paul, Minne- 
apelis and Omaha Rail uridge at St. Paul to the Avenue 
bridge at Minn The Secretary of Waris hereby authorized to ap- 
propriate the unexpended balance standing vo the it of this improve- 
ment to further improvement under the project or plan to extend navi 
tion from St. Paul to the four mills at Minneapolis, estimated for by Mal. 
A. MeKenaie as appesre by his report made to Gen. Thomas L. Casey, Chief 
of United States Army. under date of March 1, 18. And the 
Secretary of War is hereby authorized to enter {nto contracts for all of the 
Imetertais and work necessary to complete lock and dam numbered 2 in said 
— to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be made by 

aw, not to exoeed in the aggregate 550,000, exclusive of the amount herein 
authorized to be expended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, line 20, before the word 
*‘thousend,” to strike out “fifteen” and insert “twenty;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

At the harbor of New Madrid, Mo.: Continuing improvement, $20)000. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, on page 57, line 22, before the word 
thousand,” to strike out “eighty” and insert “one hundred 
and thirty;” 80 as te make the clause read: 

At the harber of New Orleans, La.: Continuing improvement, $130,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 58, line 2, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “twenty” and insert “forty;” so as 
to make the clause read: 


At the harbor of Memphis, Tenn.: Continuing improvement, $40,000. 


Mr. HARRIS. I wish to move to amend the amendment of 
the committee in this case. I send to the desk the amendment 
which was offered to the original bill before the amendment 
the committee was made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Sena- 
ator from Tennessee to the amendment of the committee will bo 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. Before the word “thousand,” in line 2, 
page 58, strike out ‘‘ forty” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘one hun- 
dred;” so as to read: 


At the harbor of Memphis, Tenn.: Continuing improvement, #100,000. 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, some months ago the mayor 
of Memphis addressed to me a letter, calling my attention to 
the condition of the harbor of that city. I requested him to 
have the local engineer give me full and accurate information 
as to the condition of the harbor and its then absolute necessi- 
ties. As the briefest and clearest statement which I can mak 
of the condition of affairs there, I ask the Secretary to read the 
letter addressed to the mayor and by him sent to me, which 
gives an account of the condition of things at Memphis. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as 
——— 

he Secretary read as follows: 
IMPROVING MISSISSIPPI RIVER, FIRST AND SECOND DISTRICTS. 
UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFfFicr, 
99 Madison street, Memphis, Tenn., May 22, 1894 

Sir: As requested by you, I have the honor to say that the sum of $100,000 
witil be required to exscuve the improvement contemplated for Memphis 
harbor. 

The proposed improvement consists in completing the bank protection 
along the city front. The length of the city front from the mouth of Wo! 
etre the bridge is 13,00 feet. Of this, 9,500 feet has already been protected 
#3 follows: 

From the mouth of Wolf River to the foot of Beale street it is protected 
by brush and stone mattresses laid at different times between 1878 an 
1887, Fora distance of 2,100 feet below Beale street the bank is protected 
by the citizens’ dikes placed in 1886-’87, and for a distance of 1,000 feet above 
the bridge it is protected by a revetment placed by the bridge company as 
a protection to its shore pier. The only piece of bank unprotected is that 
included between the lower end of the citizens’ dikes and the bridge com- 
pany’s revetment, a distance of about 3,800 feet. The caving here, formerly 
of slow progress, has shown increased activity during the past year. A 
large caveoccurred in June of 1893 and a second one in April of this year 
Both were caused by the strong current to which this bank is now exposed 

Before the creation of the bar at the upper portion of the city the curren: 
exerted its most vigorous action on the Tennessee shore in the vicinity of 
the mouth of Wolf River, but as: the bar grew in width and height the point 
of greatest attack was ually forced downstream, and at the present 
time the current exerts its greatest force along the citizens’ dikes and tho 
piece of unprotected bank rred to. The revetment of this bank has, in 
consequence of the active caving manifested during the past year, become 
® work of some uryency,and it would be exceedingly advantageous if it 
could be done In a-single season. 

As I stated in an official report on this subject, any considerablerecession 
of the bank here must be guarded against to prevent the formation of an 
eddy at the shore pier of the main channel span of the bridge and to preven 
the current from taking an oblique direction through the bridge spans, bot 
of which events would surely occur if the bank is allowed to cave back much 
farther behind its present location. Incidentally, the revetment will pro 
tect very valuable property on the bank now threatened with loss by cay 
ing. but the chief reason or necessity for an early execution of the work is 
ite infiwence in maintaining tae current in a proper direction through tho 
bridge and preventing the formation of an eddy in the channel span. 

Very respect , your obedient servant, 
S. W. ROESSLER, 


Captain of Engineers. 

Hon. W. L. Charp 

Afayor City of Memphis, Tenn, 

Mr. HARRIS. From the report of the engineer in charge of 
the work there it appears that under former appropriations tho 
‘Tennessee shore has been protected down to Beale street, which 
is near the center of the city. From Beale street down the cit- 
izens have protected for some 2,000 or 2,100 feet, as stated in the 
report. For a thousand feet above the bridge the bridge com 

y has protected, but it leaves a gap of 2,000 or a little over 

,000 feet wholly unprotected between the protection the citi- 

zens have given and the protection that the bridge company 
has given. 

It seems that the current is setting in upon the bank and pro- 
ducing very rapidcaving. Thecurrent of the Mississippi River 
is not much of a respector of the installment plan, and it is 
dangerous to let this work go uncompleted for another year, «s 
the caving may go on soas to come in behind and to wash out 
behind the improvement which the bridge company has already 
made, and effect the eastern pier of the great bridge which was 
constructed there a few yearsago. Even ifit has notthat effect, 
the washing in at that point, the engineer reports, may produce 
an eddy at or near the bridge and drive the current through 
tho br spans, which are in an oblique direction, and tha‘ 
would make navigation exceedingly unsafe. The engineer re- 
ports $100,000 as necessary to complete this improvement. 

Now, 7S is that if we appropriate thirty, forty, or fifty 
thousand dollars te go on with the work at this time, and let it 
goon for another year without completion, it will result prac- 
tically in the loss of the forty or fifty thousand dollars which 
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we may invest in the work at this time, and perhaps hereafter 
we will have toappropriate an equal amount toremedy the evil. 
That is the view I take of it. In view of that consideration, I 
think the wisest and most economical policy we can pursue is to 
make the appropriation which the engineer says is necessary to 
complete the work. This is allI desire to say. 

Mr. RANSOM. In deference to the statement made before 
the Committee on Commerce by the distinguished Senator from 
Tennessee, Who has just spoken, the committee doubled the 
House appropriation for Memphis Harbor. The accountof that 

lace which the Senator from Tennessee has given is very ac- 
curate, and the reasons he gives why the appropriation should 
be made are good. But the Senate must not forget that in mak- 
ing these appropriations nowhere scarcely can the committee 
or the Senate give the full amount asked for. It is very rare, 
as the Senator from Tennessee well knows, that that is done. 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘The rule is to give one-quarter. 

Mr. RANSOM. The rule adopted by the committee has been 
to allow one-quarter. ButI leave that out of view, because we 
all know the importance of the harbor at Memphis. Itisa very 
important one, and the Senator’s statement is correct and has 

eat force init. The committee have every disposition to save 
Memphis Harbor, and to hear what the Senator from Tennessee 
says. But itdces seem to me that for the present an appropria- 
tion of $50,000 to save Memphis Harbor is fair. I say that, sir, 
after some reflection upon the subject, and I hope the Senator 
from Tennessee will agree to an amendment making the appro- 
priation $50,000 and will not insist upon an appropriation of 
$100,000, 

Mr. HARRIS. If thiscase is not clearly exceptional, I should 
notexpect to be dealt with other than as other localities and 
other Senators are dealt with, and if the Commerce Committee 
is satisfied that it is not sufficiently exceptional to make it an 
exceptional case and make the full appropriation, while the rule 
of the committee is otherwise, I shall be bound to acquiesce in 
the conclusionsand decisions of thecommittee. Butin my judg- 
ment we are risking the money we put into the partial improve- 
ment, whereas by making at once the appropriation which the 
engineer says is necessary, we will have completed the work 
and have no further trouble with it. 

Mr. RANSOM. Iam now satisfied that $50,000 is the proper 
appropriation to be made in thiscase. There are a great many 
other cases in the United States exactly like this one, and we 
could not go the fuliamount. I will move toamend the amend- 
ment of the committee by striking out “forty,” and inserting 
“fifty.” 

The PRESIDING OFFIC [woamendments are now pend- 
ing to this paragraph, one upon the other. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope no question of order will be raised, and 
that the sense of the Senate will be tested upon the amendment 
now proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Tennessee is withdrawn. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from North Carolina to the 
amendment of the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce was, on page 58, after line 6, to 
strike out: 

At the head of the Atchafalaya and the mouth of Red River, Louisiana, for 
improvement thereof witha view to maintain navigation between the Atch- 
afalaya and Red Rivers and dredging Upper Old River, $70,000, of which 
#,000may be used in improving Bayou Des Glaises,in the parish of Avoy 
elles, and the Mississippi River Commission is directed to report to Congress 
on the advisibility of effecting a separation between the Mississippi and 
Red Rivers. 

And insert: 


At the head of the Atchafaiayaand the mouth of Red River, Louisiana, for 
the rectification thereof: Continuing improvement, $70,000, of which $2,500 
may be used in improving Bayou Des Glaises, in the parish of Avoyelles. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 58, after line 20, to insert: 

Improving Saint Francois River, in Missouri, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
C The next amendment was, on page 58, line 24, before the word 
‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ four” and insert “ five;” in the same 
line, after the word “dollars,” to strike out “improving” and 
insert ‘‘and improving;” on page 59, line 1, before the word 
“thousand,” to striie out “forty-six” and insert “ fifty,” and in 
the same line, after the word “dollars,” to insert ‘‘to be ex- 
— according to the plans and specifications adopted by the 

issouri River Commission;” so as to make the clause read: 


Improving Gasconade River, Missouri: Continuing improvement, $5,000; 
and improving Osage River, Missouri: Continuing improvement, $50,000 to 


be expended according to the plans and spectficat pted Mis- 
sourl River Commission. ie 7 — e 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 59, after line 2, to insert: 






One hundred and fifty thousand dollars for improving the channel of tho 
Missouri River at points where the volume of water is being diminished by 
its divergence or escape from the usual chaunel; of which sum the Missourt 


River Commis sion, under such planus and specifications as it may adopt, 
shall expend 875,000 at Omaha, Nebr.; $25,000 at Atchison, Kans,, and the 
remainder at St. Joseph and other localities on the river, in the State of Mis 
souri, where the Commission may deem such improvement necessary. 

Mr. PEFFER. I move to amend the amendment of the com- 
mittee by striking out, in line 3, the word ‘' fifty” and inserting 
**sixty,” and in connection with that, in hne 9, where the word 
** twenty-five ” occurs to strike it out and insert ‘ thirty-five.” 
This will add an additional $10,0U0 to the total appropriation. 

Mr. RANSOM. If I may interrupt the Senator from Kansas 
I will state that £ had already given notice to his colleague | Mr. 
MARTIN], who has seen me on this matter, that I should not ob- 
ject to the amendment. 

Mr. PEFPFER. That, then, is sufficient. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 3 of the committee amendment 
strike out ‘fifty ” and insert ‘*‘ sixty;”’ and in line 9 strike out 
** twenty-five ’ and insert “ thirty-five;” so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

One hundred and sixty thousand dollars for improving the channel of the 
Missouri River at points where the volume of water ts being diminished by 
its divergence or escape from the usual channel; of which sum the Mis 
souri River Commission, under such plans and specifications as it may 
adopt, shall expend $75,000 at Omaha, Nebr. ; 335,000 at Atchison, Kans., and 
the remainder at St. Joseph and other localities on the river, in the Stateof 
Missouri, where the Commission may deem such improvement necessary 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onagreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas to the committee 
amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Ine reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce was, on page 5%, line 13, after 
the word ‘‘Improving,” to strike out: 

Missouri River between the foot of the Great Fallsof said river in Mor 
tana and the lower limits of Sioux City, lowa, $50,000; of which 310,000 may 
be expended in the protection and completion of the works at Sioux City, 
and 0.009 are to be expended in the rectification of the river a5 Pierre and 
Fort Pierre. 

And insert: 

_ Upper Missouri River between Stubbs’s Ferry, in Montana, and the lower 
limits of Sioux City, Iowa, $145,000, of which $10,000 may be expended in 
the protection and completion of the works at Sioux City; 840,000 are te 
be expended in the rectification of the river at Pierre and Port Pierre; 
£20,000 in improving the river between Pierre aud the mouth of t ux 
River, in South Dakota; 225.000 for improving the river between Pierre and 
Bismarck; $30,000, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, may be used 
forthe protection of Bismarck harbor and the rectification of the river by 
works to prevent the riverfrom eroding the banks and cutting a new chan 


nel at or near that point; $20,000 shall be expended between tho Great 
Falis of said river, in Montana, and Stubbs’s Ferry, in Montana 


So as to make the clause read: 

Improving Upper Missouri River between Stubbs's Ferry, in Montana, and 
the lower limits of Sioux City, [owa, etc. 

Mr. ROACH. I have the permission of the chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce, in charge of the bill, to move in line 
3, after the word “‘ Bismarck,” to strike out “thirty” and in- 
sert ‘*‘ forty.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from North Dakota will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘ Bismarck” on p 
line 3, strike out “‘ thirty” and insert ‘ forty;” 
‘3 40,000.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from North Dakota to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ROACH. That will necessitate a change in line 21, page 
59, before the word *‘ thousand,” to strike out “forty-five” and 
insert “‘ fifty-five; ’ so as to read ‘* $55,000.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from North Dakota to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce was, on page 60, line 13, before 
the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘“‘ninety” and insert ‘‘one 
hundred and fifteen;” so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Sacramento and Feather Rivers, Callfornia: Continuing im- 
provements, including treatment of the Yuba River, near and above Marys- 
ville, and of the Bear River, $115,000; of which $10,000, or so much therevf as 
may be necessary, shall be expended in snagging and other work between 
Tehama and Redding, on the Sacramento River; and, in thediseretion of the 


Secret of War, $10,000.or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be 
expended in making a cut-off to avoid Shanghai bend on Feather River. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


~ 
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So as bo read 
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The next amendment was, on page 60, after line 22, to insert: 


For construction of poowatning works at De Guerre Point, Yuba River, 
California, for the protection of the Sacramento and Feather Rivers, in ac- 
cordance with the recommendation contained in House of Representatives 
Executive Document No. 16, Fifty-third Congress, second session, $100,- 
000: Provided, That said a propriesen shall not be available until at 
least a similar amount shall have been appropriated and made available 
for the same i se by the State of California. All of said money shall be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of War. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 61, line 17, before the word 
‘* thousand,” to strike out “forty ’ and insert ‘' fifty;” so as to 
make the clause read: 


Improving San Joaquin River, California, including making cut-off at 
Twenty-one Mile Slough; and if, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, 
it is deemed beneficial to navigation by preventing deposit of s ent in 
Stockton Channel, or otherwise, the ma of a double cut-off beginning at 
Mormon Slough immediately above its ee with Stockton Channel, 
thence across the same, entering the San Joaquin River immediately below 
Junction therewith of Stocktc Channel: Continuing improvement, 850,000, 
of which $10,000, or somuch thereof as may be necessary, shall be expended 
in snagging and other work in aid of navigation on the San Joaquin River, 
os ; e city of Stockton anu in the Tuolumne River and other tributaries 
of the former. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 62, line 2, before the word 
‘* thousand,” to strike out ‘‘eleven” and insert ‘‘ fifteen;” so to 
make the clause read: 

Improving Petaluma Creek, California: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 62, after line 13, to insert: 


Improving Columbia River from Rock Island Rapids to Foster Creek 
Rapids: The Secretary of War may, in his discretion, expend the unex- 
pended balance, $8,210.92, of the eg age heretofore made for the im- 
provemeut of the Columbia River between the head of Rock Island Rapids 
and the foot of Priest Rapids, Washington, for the building of a snag t 
for use on the Columbia River between k Island Rapids and Foster Creek 
Rapids, and for such other work as may be necessary for the improvement 
of navigation of said River within the above-named limits. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 63, line 1, before the word 
*‘improvement,” to strike out ‘‘ continuing” and insert ‘‘com- 
pleting,” and in line 3, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out 
‘‘eighty-two thousand ” and insert ‘‘three hundred and thirty- 
eight thousand one hundred and eighty;” so as to make the 
clause read: 


Improving mouth of Columbia River, Oregon and Washington: Com- 
pleting improvement, 6338, 180. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 63, after line 3, to insert: 


Improving Columbia River, Oregon and Washington, at Three-Mile Rapid-, 
and the construction and at of a boat railway from the foot of the 
Dalles Rapids to the head o lilo Falls, said boat railway to be provided 
ateach terminus with hydraulic lifts, and other necessary appliances, for 
the pur of raising and lowering the boats on suitab!’e cars to and from 
its tracks, the whole to be located, constructed, and equip for the pas- 

“sage of eight boats of 600 tons each in each direction in twelve hours, on the 
south side of the Columbia River, substantially in accordance with the lo- 
cation and plans submitted by the board of engineers appointed by the 
President in pursuance of the provision of the act of Congress approved 
July 13, 1892, and entitled “An act making ee epee for the construc- 
tion, repair, an< preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for otbér purposes,"’ with their report, which is contained in Senate 
Executuve Document numbered 7, Fifty-third Co , first session, $250,- 
000: iveoided, That contracts may be entered into by the Secre of War 
for such materials and work as may be necessary to complete said improve- 
ments, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be made by 
law, not to exceed in the aggregate, including cost of mens of way and right 
to use of lands required for terminal facilities, $2,014,467, exclusive of the 
amount herein arene: And provided further. That the Secretary of 
War is hereby authorized and directed to proceed to acquire without un- 
necessary Gelay by purchase or condemnation, in the manner and accordin 
to the conditions now prescribed by law, the epeeusary - of way for said 
boat railway and the right to the use of lands required for terminal and 
other facilities for said boat railway, and to e da so much Of the amount 
hereby appropriated as may be necessary for that purpose. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, here is a novel scheme which is 
roposed to be initiated and completed at an expense of $2,500,- 
), covering the construction and equipment of a boat railway 
on the Columbia River from the foot of The Dalles Rapids to 
the head of Celilo Falls. I should like to have the Senator 
from Oregon inform the Senate what work has heretofore been 
done upon the Columbia River between the points mentioned as 





the terminal points of the boat railway. 
Mr. DOLPH. Nothing at all has been done. It is a new im- 
provement. 


Mr. HALE. That is what I want to know, whether any money 
has been expended there on this project. 

Mr. DOLPH. Nothing of any kind has been done. But it 
has been examined by two boards, one board of five engineers 
and a su ent board of seven engineers. 

Mr. HALE. What is the distance between The Dalles Rapids 
and Celilo Falls? 

Mr. DOLPH. About 13 miles I believe is the distance that 
the rail and the improvement of the river will cover. 

Mr. H Then what is to be done at Celilo Falls? 
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Mr. DOLPH. That is the upper end. Then you have 265 
miles of open river navigation. 

Mr. HALE. Has any money been expended upon the river 
above that point? 

Mr. DOLPH. In the river there has been some money ex- 
pended, but not a greatamount. There have been small appro- 
priations for the last fifteen or twenty years. 

Mr. HALE. This is intended to cover a portion of the river 
which can not be made navigable in the channel? 

Mr. DOLPH. Thatisit. It is asubstitute fora canal, which 
would cost two or three times as much. This project has been 
examined by two boardsof eminentengineers. The proposition 
has twice passed the Senate as a separate measure, and it was 
adopted by the Senate in the riverand harbor bill two years ago, 
but was lost in conference. 

Mr. HALE. Is the Senator himself satisfied that it is a prac- 
tical project? 

Mr. LPH. Perfectly. It was before the Committee on 
Commerce two years ago—— 

Mr. HALE. And that it can be built for $2,500,000? 

Mr. DOLPH. The estimate is $2,264,000, and there is a pro- 
vision that the contract shall not be let unless the improvement 
can be made for that amount. One hundred and seventy thou- 
sand dollars is for river improvements, and a little over $2,000,- 
000 for the boat railway. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
was, on page 64, line 17, before the word ‘“ thousand,” to strike 
=e rty-five” and insert ‘‘ fifty; ” so as to make the clause 
read: 

Improving Lower Willamette River in front of and below Portland, Ore- 

on, and Columbia River below the Willamette River in Oregon and Wash 

gton: Continuing improvement, 850,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 65, line 7, before the word 


“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty” and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;” 


so as to make the clause read: 
Improving the mouth of Siuslaw River: Continuing improvement, #25, 000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 65, line 12, before the word 
‘* thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ ten” and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;” soas 
to make the clause read: 

Improving Upper Snake River, Idaho, between Seven Devils mining dis- 
trict and Hun ton bridge, 825,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 65, line 16, before the word 
** thousand,” to strike out ‘‘seven” and insert ‘‘ fourteen;” and 
in line 17, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert: 

Which, together with the unexpended balance, may, in the discretion of 
the Secretary of War, or so much thereof as shall be necessary, be used for 
repairs to snag boat; 

So as to make the clause read: 


Improving Puget Soundand its tributary waters, Washington: OContinu 
ing improvement, $14,000, which, together with the unexpended balance, may 
in the discretion of the Secretary of War, or so much thereof as shall be 
necessary, be used for repairs to snag boat. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 65, line 22, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “twenty” and insert “ twenty-five.” 
so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Swinomish Slough, Washington: Continuing improvement in 
accordance with existing plan, 825,000. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 66, after line 4, to insert: 

For dredging Shilshoie Bay and Salmon Bay, and the improvement of the 
water way connecting the waters of Puget Sound, at Salmon Bay, with Lakes 
Union and Wash nm by enlarging the said water way into a = cana! 
with the necessary locks and appliances in connection therewith, 3100.00 
Provided, That no part of said amount shall be e mded on the improve- 
ment of the water way connecting the waters of Puget Sound with Lake: 
Union and Washington until the entire right of way and a release from all 
liability to adjacent property owners have n secured to the United States 
free of cost and to the satisfaction of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. RANSOM. In line 5, page 66, after the word "dredg- 
ing,” { move to sivike out the words “Shilshole Bay and.” It is 
« mistake in the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Tho reading of the bill was resumed. 

Tie next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, 00 
page 67, after line 24, to strike out: 

In all channels and harbors marked by buoys, stakes, or other channe 
marks, or where between piers or alongside of revetted banks is 
ae, rafts 1 be so constructed that the boom logs surrounding t 
rafts shall overlap each other, outward and aft, from front to rear, at least 
3 feet, and be fastened together by chains, ropes, or other fastenings short 
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h to prevent the laps straightening out; and failure to so construct 
SSch raft stall be an offense punishable as hereinafter provided for. 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 68, after line 8, to strike 
out: 

In and through connecting and connected waters of the Great Lakes, 


such as harbors and rivers with narrow entrances and channels, no bag 
rafts shall be permitted under penalty as hereinafter provided for. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 69, line 1, after the words 
“St, Clair,” to strike out ‘‘and” and insert ‘*‘ Maumee;” in line 
2, after the word ‘ Detroit,” to insert ‘‘and Niagara;” in line 
6, after the word ‘‘rafts,” to strike out ‘‘with the logs essen- 
tially parallel to each other in the direction of raft length;” in 
line 8, after the word ‘‘and,” to strike out: 


That rafts shall not be of greater dimensions either way than 50 feet 
wide by 600 feet long, and it longer than 300 feet, 


And in line 14, after the words ‘‘ provided for,” to insert: 
The provisions and restrictions of this act with reference to the charac- 
ter, size, and construction of rafts, and methods of towing shall not apply 


to those portions of the waters of Lake Superior bordered by the States of 
Wisconsin and Minnesota. 


So as to make the clause read: 


For entering and navigating all harbors with narrow channels, all rivers 
navigated by vessels other than rafting tugs, exceptin the rivers St. Mary, 
St. Clair, Maumee, Detroit, and Niagara, said harbors or rivers being on or 
connecting with any of the Great Lakes, and for entering or passing through 
the Portage Lake Ship canals across Keweenaw Point, Michigan, logs shall 
be made into crib rafts, and be held together by frequent cross sticks, chains, 
or cables; and shall be handled by two tugs of sufficient power to properly 
controlthem. Each failure to comply with this restriction shall constitute 
an offense punishable as hereinafter provided for. The provisions and re- 
strictions of this act with reference to the character, size, and construction 
of rafts, and methods of towing shall not apply to those portions of the 
waters of Lake Superior bordered by the States of Wisconsin and Minne- 
sota. 


The amendment was agreed to. s 

The next amendment was, on page 69, line 24, after the word 
‘‘shall,” to strike out ‘‘ not exceed 600 feet in length and 60 feet 
in width; they shall;” and on page 70, line 4, after the words 
“move it,” to insert ‘‘as far as possible;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

On the St. Marys River between Sault Ste. Marie and the head of Mud 
Lake, at a point 2 miles below the position of the Encampment Crib light, 
rafts shall be securely fastened by cross-ties, or otherwise, to preserve, as 
far as possible, a uniform width; each raft shall be handled by not less than 
two tugs of sufficient power to keep the raft under control and to move it as 
far as possible to one side of the channel sufficiently to permit vessels to 
pass; and each failure tocomply with this restriction sha!l constitute an 
offense punishable as hereinafter provided for. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 70, line 8, after the words 
‘Saint Clair,” to strike out ‘‘ and” and insert ‘‘ Maumee;” in 
line 9, before the word ‘‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ twelve’ and 
insert ‘“ twenty-two;” and in line 10, before the word ‘‘ hun- 
dred,” to strike out ‘‘ one ” and insert ‘‘ two;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

On the St. Clair. Maumee, Detroit, and Niagara rivers, rafts shall not ex- 
ceed in length 2,200 feet, nor in width 200 feet; they shall be securely cross- 
tied to preserve uniform width; and each failure to comply with this re- 
striction shall constitute an offense punishable as hereinafter provided for. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, on page 76, line 20, 
after the word ‘‘ bridges,” to strike out: 


Promptly upon reasonable signal for the passage of vessels and boats, and 
itis hereby declared to be unlawful to obstruct, hinder, or unreasonably 
delay the passage of vessels and boats through the draws of such bridges. 


And insert: 


Under such rules and regulations as in the opinion of the Secretary of War 
the public interests reauire to govern the opening of drawbridges for the 
passage of vesssis and other water crafts, and such rules and regulations, 
when so made and published, shall have the force of law. 


On page 77, line 4, before the word ‘‘ open,” tostrike out ‘‘ so,” 
and in line 8, after the word ‘‘ given,” to insert ‘‘as provided in 
such regulation;” so as to read: 


That it shall be the duty of all persons owning, operating, and tending the 
drawbridges now built, or which may hereafter be built across the naviga- 
ble rivers and other waters of the United States, to open. or cause to be 
ane, the draws of such bridges, under such rules aud regulations as in 
the opinion of the Secretary of War the public interests require to govern 
the opening of drawbridges for the passage of vessels and other water crafts, 
aud such rules and regulations, when so made and published, shall have the 
force of law. Every such person who shall willfully fail or refuse to open, 
or cause to be opened, the draw of any such bridge for the passage of a boat 
or boats, or who shall unreasonably delay the opening of said draw after 
reasonable signal shall have been given, as provided in such regulations, 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be 
punished by a fine of not more than £2,000 nor less than 61,000, or by imprison- 
ment (in the case of a natura! person) for notexceeding one year, or by both 
such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 6, on page 78, line 5, after 
the word “ harbor,” to insert ‘‘ or river;” so as to read: 


That it shall not be lawful to place, discharge, or deposit, by any process 
or im any manner, ballast, refuse, dirt, ashes, cinders, mud, sand, dredgings, 
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sludge, acid, or any other matter of any kind other than tnat flowing from 
streets, sewers, and passing therefrom in a liquid state, in the waters of any 
harbor or river of the United States, for the improvement of which money 
has been appropriated by Congress, elsewhere than within the limits defined 
and permitted by the Secretary of War, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Let me call the attention of the Senator from 
North Carolina to the end of section 5. Does he need that pro- 
vision, as it has been put in in better form in the earlier part of 
the bill? The Senator will find it is the same provision, and 
has been put in in better form in a preceding section. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let the additional proviso go out. 

Mr. RANSOM. All right. 

Mr. DOLPH. At the suggestion of the Senator from Maine, 
I move to strike out the additional proviso, and if it shall be 
found necessary in conference it can be retained. However, | 
think it should go out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insection 6, page 78, line 18, after the words 
‘*United States,” strike out down to and including the word 
provided,” in line 24, in the following words: 

Provided further, That whenever, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, 
the public interests require it, he may make rules and@regulations to govern 
the opening of drawbridges for the passage of vessels and other water crafts, 
and such rules and reguiations, when so made and published, shall have the 
force of law, and any violation thereof shall be punished as hereinbefore 
provided. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 10, page 80, line 
16, after the word ‘‘ directed,” to insert ‘‘at his discretion; so 
as to read: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby directed, at his discretion, to cause 
preliminary examinations to be made at the following localities, to wit: 

Mr. RANSOM. The committee does not insist upon this 
amendment. Let it be disagreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
amendment of the committee is withdrawn at the request of the 
Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
proceed, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 10, page SI, line 
11, before the word ‘‘ harbor,” to strike out ‘‘Byron” and insert 
‘* Byram.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 
to insert: 

Suisun Creek, with a view to improvement of channel. 

The amendment was agreed to 


The reading of the bill will 


82, after 


line 13, 


The next amendment was, in section 10, page 82, after line 
to insert: 

Chapel Point Harbor, at the junction of the Potomac and | i 
Rivers, with a view to the improvement of said harbor and its a I 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 83, after line 
to insert: 

Withlacoochee River, from its mouth to head of navigation 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 8%, afte ak 
to insert: 

Entrance to Biscayne Bay. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 83, after line 9, 
to insert: 

Anclote River 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 83, after line 1! 


to insert: 
- Harbor at Bayou Sara. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 10, 


» 


page 453, after line ang 

to insert: 

Bayou Dugdamona 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 83,after line 2 
to insert: 

Bayou Castor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 83, after line 24, 


to insert: 
Little River. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in section 10, page 85, after line 13, 
to insert: 

‘Tittabawassee River, from Saginaw to the head of navigation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 85, line 17, after 
the word “lake,” to insert “‘ with a view to construction of 
reservoirs;” so as to make the clause read: 

Big Stone Lake, with a view to construction of reservoirs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 85, after line 22, 
to insert: 

Red Lake River, with the view of improving Red Lake River from Thief 
River Falls to the Red Lake. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 86, after line 10, 
to insert: 

The bar recently formed in Horn Island Pass. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Tho next amendment was, in section 10, page 86, after line 11, 
to insert: 





MONTANA, 


Flathead River, from Columbia Falls, in Montana, to its mouth at Flat- 
head Lake, and from its outlet on the south at Flathead Lake to the Clarkes 
Pork of the Columbia River. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 86, after line 15, 
to insert: 

Kootenai River, from Jennings, in Moutana, to the international bound- 
ary, With a view of removing rocks and obstructions in the canyon above 
the town of Jennings. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 86, after line 18, 
to insert: 

Pend d’Orellie River, from Flathead Lake to Jocko Station, Montana. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 86, after line 20, 
to insert: 


Tongue River, with a view of straightening its channel along the eastern 
edge of the Fort Keogh military reservation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in section 10, page 87, to strike out 
line 5, in the following words: 

The bar recently formed in Horn Island Pass. 

Tho amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 89, to strike out 
lines 10 and 20, in the following words: 


Block Island Harbor, with a view to making a harbor of refuge in Great 
Salt Pond, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 90, after line 5, 
to insert: 

TENNESSEE. 

Wolf River, from its mouth to a point 5 miles above. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 91, after line 17, 
to insert: 

Clallam Bay, with a view to its improvement as a harbor of refuge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 91, after line 19, 
to insert: 


Lewis River, from La Center to its mouth, with a view of deepening the 
channel and improving the navigation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. After conference with the chairman of the 
committee, I offer an amendment to come in at the end of line 
21, page 91. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 91, after line 21, insert: 

From Hood's Canal to Puget Sound to North Bay, in said sound, with a 
view of constructing a water way and channel between the two ~vdies of 
water at the most practicable place of sufficient depth to be navigable for 
all classes of vessels. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Thisisonly fora preliminary examination. 

The amendment was agreed to. & 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 12, page 94, 
after line 19, to insert: 


Machias River Channel. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 12, page 95, after line 5, 
to insert: 


Tarpaulin Cove, Naushon Island. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in section 12, page 95, after line 17, 
to insert: 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

North East (Cape Fear) River, from the old county ferry to Juniper 
Swamp or Creek, a point about 1 mile north of Hilton railroad bridge, wita 
a view to obtaining an increased depth of channel. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 12, page 95, after line 22 
to insert: 

Alligator River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RANSOM. I move to insert after line 23, page 95: 

Cape Fear River above Fayetteville. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the ‘bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 12, page 9%, after 
line 22, to insert: 

Ohio River, movable dams, numbered 38, 4, and 5. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 12, page 97, after line 2, 
to insert: 

Great Salt Pond, Block Island, with a view to making harbor of refuge 
therein. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 12, page 97, after line 4, 
to insert: 

Pawcotuck River, with reference to its further improvement from Wes! 
erly, R. I., to Stonington, Conn. 

Mr. DOLPH. The first word in that amendment, Pawcotuck, 
should be changed to ‘‘ Pawceatuck.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That verbal change will bo 
made, in the absence of objection. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendmeat 
of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 12, page 97, after 
line 10, to insert: 

TENNESSEE. 
Forked Deer River, from Dyersburg, Teun., to its junction with the Obion 


River, and thence to the Mississippi River, so as to make said stream navi- 
gable all the year. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 12, page 97, after lino 17, 
to insert: 

Trinity River, from Magnolia to the city of Dallas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 12, page 97, after line 1%, 
to insert: 

Por determining the causes of the erosion of the easterly end of Galveston 
Island, and estimating the cost of works to prevent the same. 

The amendment was acreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 12, page 98, after line 6, 
to insert: 


Grays Harbor and its bar entrance, with a view to the improvemant of its 
channels. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 98, line Ll, to change the 
numbering of ‘‘ section 12” to ‘‘ section 13.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 17, on page 98. 

Mr.DOLPH. After consulting with the members of the com- 
mittee who are present, we are satisfied that the amount appro- 
priated there will be entirely inadequate, and even the amend- 
ment that I propose will be inadequate. I move, in line 1’, 
section 13, to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five,” and insert “ fifty;” so 
as to make the appropriation $150,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 13, line 17, before the word 
“thousand,” it is proposed to strike out “twenty-five,” and in- 
sert ‘‘fifty;” so as to read: 

For preliminary examinations, surveys, except where otherwise herein 
es: ly provided for, contingencies, expenses connected with inspection 
of bridges, the service of notice required in such cases, the examination of 


bridge sites and reports th and for incidental repairs for which there 
is no special appropriation for rivers and harbors, $150,000, etc. 


The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. VILAS. I move to amend, on page 23, line 6, before the 
word ‘‘ thousand,” by striking out ‘‘ three,” and inserting ‘‘ six;” 
so as to make the amount $6,000. 

I have submitted that proposal to the distinguished chairman 
of the Committee on Commerce, and I think it has his approba- 
tion. It consists simply of increasing the appropriation for the 
improvement of the harbor at ‘Two Rivers from $3,000 to $6,000. 
That harbor is one of growing importance. Within two yearé 
the businegs there has increased more than $2,000,000; and the 
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harbor has been somewhat negleeted. 
l be to. 

“tbe PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). 

amendment will be stated. 

The. SECRETARY. On page 23, line 6, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,” it-is proposed to strike out “three” and insert ‘‘six;” so 
as to read: 

Improving harbor at Two Rivers, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $6,000. 

Mr. RANSOM. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VILAS. On page 21, in line 22, I move to amend before 
the word ‘‘thousand,” by striking out ‘‘fffteen” and inserting 
“twenty.” That is, so as to make the appropriation forimprov- 
ing the harbor at Kewaunee $20,000 instead of $15,000. 

By some means the appropriation has fallen below even the 
usual allowance given by the committee of one-quarter of the 
estimate. The Chief of Engincers says that the amount that 
can be profitably expended thereduring the current fiscal year, 
which recently begun, is $375,000 on that improvement; and 

et not even the ordinary amount has been appropriated, but 
ss than that. 

Let me state what is mentioned in the report of the Chief 
Engineer himself, that with the recent completion of the rail- 

oad to that harborit has become one end of a ferry across Lake 
fichigan, which has greatly increased its importance, and there 
is now a line of boats which transport cars and cargoes of cars 
in conneetion with the railroads on each side of the lake. 

I hope there will be no question about the amendment. 
derstand the chairman agrees to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated, 

The SECRETARY. On page 21, line 22, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,” it is proposed to strike out. “fifteen” and insert “twenty; ” 
80 as to read: 

Improving harbor at Kewaunee, Wis.: Continuing improvement, $20,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I move to amend in section 12, which provides 
for surveys, under the head of ‘* Connecticut,” on page 93, after 
line 21, by inserting: 

Stonington Harbor. 

Mr. RANSOM. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. PLATT. 


I hope the amendment 


The 


I un- 


[ think this provision is not necessary, but if 
itis not it-can be stricken out in conference. 


Mr. RANSOM. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. On page 66, after line 16, I submit an amend- 
ment, which [ send to the desk. I wish to state that the report 
from the Seeretary of War as to Everett Harbor was received 
the day after the report on the bill had been made by the com- 
mittec. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The SECRETARY. 
insert: 

For dredging Everett Harbor, including mouth of Snohomish River, and 
Snohomish River from mouth to Lowell, inthe State of Washingt:/n, the 
suum of $25,000. 

Mr. RANSOM. I have tried to make this a fair bill. An 
appropriation of $25,000 at that point would not be in keeping 
with other appropriations in the bill. I suggest to the Senator 
from Washington to make the sum $16,000, and then I shall have 
no objection to it. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I aceept that suggestion, and will modify the 
amendment by making the amount $10,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so 
modified. The question is on the amendment as modified. 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. On page 16, line 15, before the word 
“thousand,” I move to strike out “eighty” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word ‘‘ninety,”so as to make the appropriation 
$90,000. 

At the mouth of the Calcasieu River, in Louisiana, there are 
two bars, one where the stream empties imto the Gulf of Mexico, 
and the other above that, where the upper stream empties into 
what is called Lake Calcasieu. Further up the Caleasieu River 
is the town of Lake Charles, in Southwestern Louisiana, and is 
that section of the State where a large number of immigrants 
from the Northwestern States have recently settled. There are 
& number of sawmills on the lake at the tewn of Lake Charles. 

This pro ject for the deepening of this barat the mouth of the 
Caleasieu iver has been going on for some years. It isa most 
worthy improvement, and when accomplished will enable ves- 
sels to carry cargoes. of lumber from the bhamber mills on the 
Caleasieu River to Mexieo and ether Central American States. 
The engineer reports that it would require $425,000 to complete 


The amendment will be stated. 
On page 66, after line 16, itis proposed to 
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the work. He further states that the work consists of jetties, 
which extend a considerable distance eut into the Gulf of Mex- 
ico. Itis important that that character of work should be com- 
pleted rapidly, because if left exposed to storms it deteriorates 
and the the jetties are washed away. 

This matter was brought by me to the attention of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce of the Senate for an appropriation of $20,000 
additional to the sum allowed by the bill as it passed the House 
of Representatives. I now ask that one-half of that sum, or 
$10,000, be allowed at this time; and [ hope that my friend from 
North Carolina, the chairman of the Committee on Commeree., 
willdo me the favor to agree to this amendment. It is an im- 
portant project, and the money will be well expenled in the 
achievement of results. 

Mr. RANSOM. I can not refuse that request. I see how 
gentleman’s ideas and views enlarge upon coming from th 
House of Representatives to the Senate, and I should be a very 
silly man to object to it. Iagree to the amendment so far as | 
may. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. LIthank the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment propose 
the Senator from Louisiana will be stated at the desk. 

The SECRETARY. On page 16, in line 15, before the 
‘dollars,’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘eighty” and 
‘‘ninety;” soas to read: 

Improving mouth and passes of Calcasieu River, Louisiana: Continuing 
improvement, #90,000, of which $15,000, or so much thereof as may be nece« 
sary, shall be used on the inner bars 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. On page I4,in line 23, after the word ‘ llorida,” 
I move to strike out down to and including the word * harbor,” 
in line 3, on page 15; and in lieu thereof to insert what [ send to 
the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 14, line 23, after the word ‘ Flor 
ida,” it is proposed to strike out the remainder of the paragraph 
down to and ineluding the word “ harbor,” in line 3, on page 15, 
as follows: 

Continuing improvement, $125,000; and the Secretary of War may, if he 
deems it advisable, begin the improvement recommended by the Board of 
Engineers appointed in January, [891, to consider and report twpon the im 
provement of satd harbor. 


And insert: 

The Secretary of War shall enter into contraet with the lowest responsi 
ble and most efficient bidder for the permanent improvementof the harbor 
ai Pensacoia, Fla., according to the pian and estimate of the Board of Engi 
neers under the act of 1891, to obtain a depth of 30 feet of water, at a cost not 
exceeding $500,000, of which amount $100,000 is hereby appropriated 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, [I hope the Senator from North 
Carolina im charge of the bill will agree to the amendment | 
have offered. The appropriation for this item in the bill i 
$125, 600for continuing the improvement according to the forme: 
estimate. The amendment | propose reduces the present ap 
propriation, and requires the improvement to be made accord- 
ing tothe later plan and estimate of the Board of Engineers 
under the act of 1391, authorizing a contract to be made not ex 
eeeding $500,000 for the full amount, and appropriating $100,000 
for the work at this time. 

The harbors on the coast of Florida, which comprises a large 
portion of the eoast of the United States, including the harbors 
of the Gulf coast, Pensacola, Tampa Bay, and Charlotte are 
eapxble of being made at a slight expense deep-water har- 
bors. Fhe commerce with the Central and South American 
States finds in those ports its outlet and its inlet; which are 
eapable of being made adequate to the largest vessels. 

Inasmuch as this appropriation reduces the amount contained 
in the bill and only provides for the contract for the work, | 
think there ought to be no objection to it, and I hope the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina will agree to it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, [ dislike very much to oppose 

anything which my friend from Florida wishes, but I think the 
Senate should know the condition of this matter. 
. Phe Senators from Floridawere before the committee and ad- 
vocated placing Fernandina Harbor under the contract system. 
The committee did that, cutting down the appropriation $75,- 
000, putting the work at that harbor under the contract system. 
The committee understood that the improvement at Fernan- 
dina was more important than the improvement mentioned in 
the amendment now proposed by the Senator from Plorida. 
The committee made provision for the speedy completion of the 
more important improvement. 

I donot think that anyone pressed the consideration of the 
Fernandina appropriation upon the committee, except the Sen- 
ators from Florida. Thot harbor ispartly in Florida, and I un- 
derstand is one of the most important harbors of that State. 
The committee did not exactiy see how, when there were, I 
think, only four improvements in this bill which were put under 
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the contract system, that after we put Fernandina under that 
system we should also include this harbor. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I donotthink my friend, the Sen- 
ator from Oregon, ought to object to this appropriation for Pen- 
sacola or for any other appropriation in Florida. In this bill we 
have voted, and I have voted and am She to vote again, for 
an appropriation of $2,000,000 for an improvement in the State 
of Oregon on the Columbia River for prospective commerce, 
where there is none, and for the purpose of inducing it. 

Now, we are here asking for an appropriation for a port which 
annually exports from and imports Into the United States several 
million dollars of gold values. There is a large trade in lumber 
with the South American countries, and there is a commerce 
which benefits the whole country; and this point is the natural 
outlet for it. Weare not asking for anything to induce future 
development; but we are asking for the preservation of existing 
commerce. 

Here isa port where, with an appropriation of $500,000, it is 
proposed to secure 30 feet of water. If it can not be done under 
the proposed amendment, the Chief of Engineers will not make 
the contract. I propose to reduce the annual appropriation and 
thereby institute an economy. This appropriation will save to 
the people of the United States as well as to the Government of 
the United States five times the amount which is now annually 
appropriated. It reduces the appropriation for this year $25,000, 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I entirely agree with the Sen- 
ator from Florida about the economy of the contract system, and 
I think that every great improvement should be conducted in 
that way. WhatI suggested was that I did not see how the 
committee could agree to put so much important work under the 
contract system for one State, when there were so few improve- 
ments so treated in the bill. 

In regard to the Columbia River, the Senator from Florida 
does not know anything about that river, I judge. There are 
more of the products of the soil of Oregon go out of the mouth 
of the Columbia River every year than are raised in the whole 
State of Florida, We have 122 miles of river between Portland 
and the sea, up which come the vessels of all the maritime na- 
tions of the earth, and there may be seen in Portland Harbor at 
any time the flagsof nearly all nations. The people of the city 
of Portland have expended nearly $50),000 on that stretch of 
the river within the last two years; they have constructed 8 miles 
of training dike and have expended many thousands of dollars 
in Grediging so as to make a 20-foot channel. 

The engineer in mage he pet that it only required $153,- 
000 to complete the work, and still the House of Representatives 
gave only $35,000 for that 122 miles of navigable river, and it 
was only increased by the Senate committee to $50,000, 

In regard to the upper river, which I presume the Senator 
had in mind, thirty-two years ago I went down that river from 
Wallula on a boat carrying from 400 to 600 tons of freight, and 
from fifty toone hundre ngers, and the river was navigated 
200 miles above The Dalles Rapids by a fleet of boats long be- 
fore railroads were built. 

These improvements are not fora prospective commerce; the 
are for existing commerce. The valley of the Columbia, whic 
is drained by that river and the cost of marketing the products 
of which would be affected by the improvement of that river, is 
in extent larger than New England and New York. 

As I said, I] reluctantly make any opposition to the wishes of 
the Senator from Florida, and Ishall say nothing more. I shall 
let the chairman of the committee say what shall be done with 
the amendment. 

I entirely agree with the Senator from Florida that the con- 
tract system is the economical system and that all the great 
works of this country ought to be conducted under it: but the 
question now is what we should do in this bill. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I find in this bill the following: 

Improving Columbia River, Oregon and Washington, at Three-Mile 
Rapids, and the corstruction and equipment of a boat raiiway from the foot 
of The Dalles Rapics to the head of Celilo Falls, etc. . 

With an appropriation of $2,014,467. Will the Senator from 
Oregon pretend to say that there is any commerce there where 
this boat railway is to be made? 

Mr. DOLPH. Not on those particular rapids, but above and 
below on the river there has been commerce for years. 

eee That is what I said, and the Senator dodged the 
question. 

Mr. DOLPH. Oh, no. 

Mr. CALL. There was nothing said about the commerce of 
the mouth of the river; but I was comparing this bill with 
nearly $3,000,000 which we are voting for prospective commerce 
in Oregon, with the objection to a contract for $500,000 for the 

port of Pensacola, 500 miles away from the port of Fernandina, 
which subserves the purposes of the people of the United States. 
This is nota bill for the State of Florida, though the sum I have 
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named is an appropriation for the State of Oregon. This is an 
appropriation for the whole United States, and it saves to the 
Treasury of the United States at least a million dollars in these 
a. 
“his contract being made for $500,000, reducing the annual 
appropriation by $25,000, will this year pay to the people of the 
nited States more than twice the amount which will be ex- 
pended under this amendment of mine. 

So by comparison with this upwards of $2,000,000 for a boat 
railway away up on the Columbia River, where there is no com- 
merce and where there are no people, but which is prospective 
and to induce commerce, there is nothing like the advantage 
to the country, and I say it does not lie in the mouth of the Sen- 
ator from Oregon to make this objection. 

The gulf coast of Florida covers a large part of the coast of 
the United States, commencing at Georgia and running around 
along the peninsula of Florida. On the Atlantic there are the 
ports of Jacksonville, Fernandina, Augustine, New Smyrna, 
Canaveral, Miami, Key West, Charlotte Harbor, Tampa, Apa- 
lachicola, St. Andrews, Pensacola, Cedar Keys, furnishing in 
Tampa, Charlotte Harbor, Apalachicola, and Carrabella and in 
Pensacola outlet to the whole of the commerce of the United 
States to South American countries, and a place for the ship- 
ping of the whole Gulf of Mexico to find its refuge and its place 
of safety. 

So there is no question that those harbors and ports where 
there can be made deep water in the Gulf of Mexico and upon 
the Atlantic Ocean, are not matters which belong to the State, 
but are of the highest importance to the whole people of the 
United States. 

For that reason I think there should be no objection to an 
amendment which reduces the appropriations in this bill, and at 
the same time accomplishes a work required for a far less amount; 
and when compared with other appropriations in this bill it is 
the most meritorious one that can be made. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, I have nothing to say against 
the appropriations made for the State of Oregon, and I trust 
the amendment offered by my colleague is strong enough to 
stand upon its merits without any such attack. 

The Senate committee has been liberal in making additions 
to the appropriations for Florida. We are very glad of the im- 

rovement of Cumberland Sound, in which our State is greatly 
nterested, which has been put in this bill. Cumberland Sound 
is of vast importance, and contains the harbor of Fernandina, 
and one end of the jetties restsupon Amelia Island, where Fer- 
nandina is located. This improvement has been put upon the 
continuing list. I shall be very glad if anything I can say will 
strengthen the efforts of my colleague to put Pensacola also 
upon the continuing list. 

I wish to give to the Senate some of the commercial statistics 
of the port of Pensacola, taken from the recent report of the 
Chief of Engineers. 

Tho following statement of the business of the port of Pensacola, for the 


fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, has been furnished by the collector of cus- 
toms: 
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It is well known that Pensacola is the best harbor upon the 
Gulf of Mexico, and it is well worthy of being placed upon the 
continuing list. It is very desirable that the obstructions to 
commerce there should be removed, and I should be very glad 
if the Senate would adopt the amendment offered by my col- 
league, and add Pensacola to the places included in the system 
of continuing improvements. 

Mr. RANSOM. Itwould beareal gratification to me to accedt 
to the wishes of the Senators from Florida. I know the impore- 
ance of this port, and the Senate knows it, but if the Senators 
from Florida will think with me for one second, as I know the 
Senate will, they will realize that they ought not to insist upon 
this amendment. In the first place, the Senate Committee on 


Commerce has increased the House appropriation for Pensacola — 
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$25,000, one-fourth, showing our disposition to help that port. 
Now, the Senate has not thought about it, but we have just put 
Fernandina on the permanent appropriation list. There is no 
more important port in Florida than Fernandina, and the Sena- 
tors from Florida would not discriminate between Fernandina 
and Pensacola. They fought for both and insisted upon both. 

But the committee in its discretion, and it was a wise dis- 
cretion, determined to put Fernandina on the permanent appro- 

riation list and then increased the appropriation for Pensacola 
$55,000. That ought to be satisfactory. It is fair: it is just. 

I certainly do not underate the commercial importance of the 
State of Florida, its length of coast, and what it is to be in the 
future. [ know of the great phosphate beds there, which are to 
furnish fertilizing material not only to the United States, but 

rhaps to Europe. I know of the exhaustless resources they 

ave. I know of their large forests. I know what progress has 
taken place there, but they have now a permanent, continuing 
improvement at Jacksonville, on tho St. Johns River. 

Is not thatso? The committee in this very bill has provided 
for a permanent continuing improvement for Fernandina, and 
we give in this bill $25,000 more for Pensacola than the other 
House gave. Il appeal to my friends from the State of Florida; 
I know their earnestness for their State 

Mr. CALL. Take off the $25,000. 

Mr.RANSOM. Let it stay; but we can not make every place 
in the United States a continuing, permanent improvement. If 
we were to do so, the bill would be crowded to death. It could 
not last. Next year’s sundry civil appropriation bill would 
almostsink the country. I can not agree tothe amendment. | 
will have to object toit. Butif the Senators from Florida will 
think of it, they will see that they are treated fairly in the bill. 
I hope the Senator from Florida [Mr. Catt] will not insist upon 
the amendment. 

Mr. CALL. I shall not oppose the passage of the bill by call- 
ing for a vote; but I have some other amendments to offer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLANCHARD in the chair). 
Does the Chair understand the Senator from Florida to with- 
draw the amendment? 

Mr. RANSOM. I hope the Senator does. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to offer another amendment. We ca: 
not have a vote on this amendment without delaying the pas- 
sage of the bill, and as the Senator will not agree to it, I with- 
draw it. 

Mr. RANSOM. I would agree to it if 1 could, but I can not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendmentis withdrawn. 

Mr. CALL. On page 15, line 9,I move to strike out the word 
“twonty ” and insert the words “ one hundred.” 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 9, page 15, strike out ‘‘twenty” 
and insert ‘‘one hundred;” so as to read: 

Improving Charlotte Harbor and Pease Creek, Florida: Continuing im- 
provement, #100,000. 

Mr. CALL. It is my duty to present the facts in this case 
and the reasons which should intluence this appropriation. It 
is not, as stated by the Senator from Oregon and the Senator 
from North Carolina, that it should be confined to a State and 
a State’s interest, but that it should represent the interest of 
the commerce of the people of the United States. 

The ports of Charlotte Harbor export large quantities of phos 
phate rock. It needs this improvement in order to reduce the 
cost of shipment to the people who produce that rock. A large 
trade exists with Europe to-day, and an appropriation of $1,- 
060 will save $500,000 this year to the commerce of the United 
States. That is the statement of thiscase. This appears from 
the report of the engineers, and upon that ground I ask the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina to accept the amendment. 

Mr, RANSOM. Everybody knows that I wish I could accept 
the amendment, but the engincers say that only $5,000 could 
possibly be used in the year. 

Mr. CALL. I ask that the whole contract be authori 
$100,000. 

Mr. RANSOM. 


ed for 


; The Senate doubled the House appropria- 
tion, and here the engineers say that all that possibly can be 
used during the year, if they had all the money in the world, is 
$50,000. I can not accept the amendment. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from North Carolina is like the | 
Senator from Oregon. He will not stand up to the question. 


Mr. RANSOM. Yes, I will. 

Mr. CALL. The question is whether you are willing to give 
a hundred thousand dollars, and, if you choose, to authorize a | 
permanent contract for the improvement, so as to secure deep 
water at that harbor, or whether you are willing to appropriate | 
$20,000 only, a wholly inadequate sum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is 
to the amendment of the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was rejected. 


on agreein 
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Mr. CALL. I will give the Senator from North Carolina an- 
other opportunity. I propose on page 15, after line 9, to ir 
Improvement of harbor ‘anaveral, Florida ) 
harbor of refuge for vessels requiring deep water, and for t) 
of the light-house, $20,000; and the Secretary of War is here 
to contract for the improvement of the harbor at a cost not exc 
000, of Which amount $20,000 is hereby appropriated 


Mr. DOLPH. 


at Cape ¢ 


This is anentirely new item. I donot remem- 
ber now whether it was considered by the Comn 
meree. Ido not think it was. 

Mr. CALL. It is recommenced by the Committee 
Affairs. 

Mr. DOLPH. Was the amendment ever sent to 
mittee on Commerce? 

Mr. CALL. It was. 

Mr. DOLPH. Under the circumstances, without c 
with the other members of the committee, we can notaccept the 
amendment. 

Mr. CALL. 
on Commerce. 
ter. 

Mr. DOLPH. 
to by Senators. 

Mr. CALL. The amendment was printed and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. It has been recommended by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. Thatis a very important point 
for the commerce of the whole United States passing along the 
coxst of Florida. It is the most easterly point upon the coast. 
All the commerce of the Gulf passes in sight. In case of storm 
they find an easy place of refuge. It has been submitted to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs asa proper improvement for the 
Navy of the United States as wellas for the commercial marine 
asa place where vessels can find refuge. For that reason | 
bring it to the attention of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On page 2, line 17, I move to str 
‘ten and insert “ fifteen;” so as to read ‘‘ $15,000.” 

[ will say that the chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
agrees to have the amendment go into the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 17, before the word ‘* thou- 
sand,” strike out “‘ ten” and insert ‘‘ fifteen; so as to make the 
clause read: 

Improving harbor of refuge at Little Harbor, New Hampshire 
ing improvement, #15,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. I desire to offer anamendment, which has been 
submitted tothe chairman of the committee, and I believe it will 
meet with his approval. 

The SECRETARY. On page 93, after line 25, insert: 

St. John’s River from Jacksongille to tue ocean: The Secretary of War is 
hereby directed to prepare and submit plans and estimates for continuing 
the work, 60 as to secure an increase of the depth of the channel to “4 feet 

Mr. RANSOM. That isright. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.CALL. I move to add to the amendment of my co/ 
relative to the survey of the St. John’s River: 

And for the improvement of the channel of the St. John’s River, Florid 
to Sanford and above that point, so as to make deep-water navigation for 


seagoing vessels to Sanford, Fla. 


Mr. DOLPH. I suggest to the Senator that he use the words 
‘* with a view to obtaining navigation for deep-water vessels.” 
That is the usual language as to surveys. 

Mr. CALL. Very well. 

Mr. PASCO. Iask my colleague whether this is anew amend- 
ment, or is intended to be added to the one I have offered? 

Mr. CALL. It is proposed to be added to the amendment of 
my colleague, because his amendment relates to that river. 

Mr. PASCO. I suggest that this be offered as a new amend- 
ment, and that the suggestion to modify the amendment by 
If my colleague wiil 
permit me, I will have the amendment read in its modified 
shape. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 93, after line 25, 

St. John’s River from Jacksonville to the I 
hereby directed to prepare and submit plan 
the work, with a view to secure an increase 
24 feet. 
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Mr.DOLPH. Tae Senator from Florida did not exactly catch 
my meaning. What I suggested was that it was unusual in the 
matter of surveys to direct the Secretary of War to prepare 
plans. That naturally follows. I suggest that the amendment 
provide for a survey of the river between certain points, with 
a view to securing navigation of a certain depth; and all the 
balance follows. 

Mr. PASOO. I followed the very language that is made use 
of with reference to a Georgia project. 

Mr. DOLPH. In the bill as itcame from the other House. 
We did not choose to disturb that in the Senate. 

Mr. PASCO. I think the same language had better be fol- 
lowed. 

Mr. CALL. I will submit the amendment which I propose. 

Mr. PASCO, I understand the project my colleague refers 
to is a different one,and relates to the river above Jacksonville. 

Mr. CALL. Yes; above Jacksonville. 

Mr. PASCO. Tho amendment! have offered has already been 





oo 
r.CALL. Yes; then I will offer this as an independent 
amendment, to be inserted after line 5, on page 83. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Florida will be stated. 

The Sucrerary. After line 5, on page 83, insert: 

For the improvement of the channel of the St. Johns River to Sanford 
and — above, with a view to obtaining sufficient water for seagoing 
vesseis. 

Mr. RANSOM, IL agree to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onagrecing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. Then I will move further, to add to the provision 
made in the bill for the improvement of Charlotte Harbor and 
Pease Creek, the words ‘“and Punta Rassa;” and when this 
amendment is — toI will again move for an increased amount 
adequate te both. 

Mr. DOLPH. What point is Panta Rassa? 

Mr. CALL. Punta Rassa is a point in the waters of the bay 
of Charlotte Harbor, farther south, where there is the entrance 
of the Caloosahatchie River, which connects with Lake Okee- 
chobee and the drainage system that has been designed by the 
State of Florida, running up into the interior. 

Mr. DOLPH. Itisanewscheme. Hasthere been any exan- 
imation or survey or report? 

Mr.CALL. There has been an appropriation every year for 
the Caloosahatchie River. The Senator will find it the old 
appropriation acts. Punta Rassa is atthe mouth of the Caloosa- 
hatchie River. The Senator will find the whole of that project 
covered in the surveys. It is one of the most valuable tropical 
— of Florida. I ask that the improvement at Punta Rassa be 

ncluded in the appropriation for Charlotte Harbor. The pro- 

2d appropriation, $20,000, is, however, entirely inadequate 

‘or the needs of Charlotte Harbor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Florida will be stated. 

Mr. CALL. At the suggestion of my colleague, I move to in- 
sert the amendmenton page 39, after the word ‘‘ river” in line 6. 

The SECKETARY. After the word “river” in line 6, page 39, 
insert ‘‘at Punta Rassa;” so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Caloosahatchee River and the entrance to the river at Punta 
Rassa, Fia.: Por 31,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. Then at the suggestion of my colleague I move 
to strike out the word “one” in the same clause and insert 
* two;” so as to read ‘*$2,000.” 

Mr. RANSOM. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. Now, Mr. President, I move-—— 

Mr. RANSOM. I shall object. I give the Senator from 
Florida fair notice. 

Mr.CALL. Iam going to aska verysmall thing of the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina. 

Mr. RANSOM. No; I will not agree to it. 

Mr. CALL. I am going to ask the Senator to insert after line 
9, onpage 15, Clear Water Harbor and Apelote Harbor, snd to 
give each one of them $1,000. I will state to the Senator that 
these are two places where there is a great congregation of 

mge vessels and fishing vessels. Vessels from the Gulf of 
xiecoand sailing yachts which sailfrom the Eastern ports into 
the Gulf during the winter enter these harbors. 

There is a large commerce there. At times you will find be- 
hind the islands, outside of these harbors, one, two, and three 
hundred little vessels, which furnish fish and sponges to the in- 
terior of North Carolina, and, in fact, the w United States. 
There is a large export of sponges to foreign countries, and I 
ask for only $1,000 for each of these places. 
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Mr. PASCO. I call my colleague’s attention to the fact that 
Anclote Harbor has been putin with the listof preliminary sur- 
veys on pago 83. 

r.CALL. I know it has been, and I desire that it should be; 
but it has been surveyed aud estimated for, and the increase of 
commerce at Anclote justifies the appropriation at this time. 

Mr. RANSOM. I have done everything in the world for the 
Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator will not give us anything more? 

Mr. RANSOM. No. ' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from Florida to withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir. The Senator from North Carolina 
will not agree to it; but I give notice that I shall seek}the first 
opportunity to renew the effort to accomplish these objects, 
and to add to them the improvementof the Miami and Fort Ju- 
piter entrance, and to place Indian River, which is really an 
estuary of the Atlantic Ocean, and within the exclusive juris- 
diction of the United States, under the care and the control of 
the National Government for the improvementof its navigation, 
and also the Ocklawaha River from the St. Johns to Leesburg 
and the lakes beyond. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RANSOM. Ii move thai the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. RAan- 
som, Mr. GORMAN, and Mr. DOLPH were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6373) 
making appropriations for the amaneet of the Army for the fis- 
eal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes; asked a 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. OUTHWAITE, Mr. LaAp- 
HAM, and Mr. HULL managers at the conference on the part of 
the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 1919) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Yum» 
Indians in California, for the cession of their surplus lands, and 
for other purposes, with amendments; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolution; in which it requeste: 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4209) for the relief of the securities of John S 
Bradford; 

A bill (H. R, 4734) to authorize the Secretary of State to ac- 
cept for the United States of Amorica a painting by G. F. 

atts, Royal Academy, entitled ‘‘ Love and Life;” 

A bill (H. R. 5525) authorizing John E. Johnson and others to 
accept medalsof honcr and diplomas from the Government o/ 


Spain; 

PA bill (H. R. 6424) to authorize Rear-Admiral John G. Walke: 
and Surg. Gen. J. Rufus Tryon, of the United States Navy, 
to accept the decoration of the ‘“‘ Busto del Libertador ” of the 
third class from the President of Venezuela; 

A bill (H. R. 6468) to amend section 1674 of the Revised Stat 
utes of the United States, relative to consular officers; 

A bill (H.R. 7475) authorizing Commander C. H. Davis, 
United States Navy, to accept a decoration from the King o! 
Spein; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 126) authorizing the President to 
appoint delegates to attend the meetings of the Internationa 
Geodetic Association. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDING OF FICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (A. R. 6373) making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, 
and for other purposes, and.requesting a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments and accede to the request of the House of Repre- 
sentatives for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized 
to appoint’conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. BLACK- 
BURN, Mr. COCKRELL, and Mr. TELLER were appointed. 
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LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill 7097, being the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7007) mak- 
ing appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895, and for other purposes, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask unanimous consent that we may act 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


upon the amendments of the committee as we proceed with the | 


yeading of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
and that course will be pursued. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page |, line 11, to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the s:laries of Senators elected or appointed to fill vacan- 
cies in the Senate and of Senators elected for a full term subsequent to the 
commencement of such term, shall commence on the date of their election 
or appointment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
to begin before the term commences at the time of election? 

Mr. COCKRELL, 
from Ohio I will state that there has been a construction to the 
effect that the terms begin at certain times regardless of the 
fact whether they are filled or not. 
Senators. 
class of Senators. 
will not be filled until next winter. 

It will then be filled, and under tthe old construction of the 
law the gentleman.who will then be elected and become for the 
first time a Senator will be entitled to draw pay to the amount 


The Chair hears no objection, 


of $10,000 for a period when he never dreamed of being Sena- | 


tor. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I believe that was a faulty construction, but 
I do not propose toactasareformer. The point I make is.as to 
the language as it. now stands in theamendment. 
case. 
teen months before his term commences. This language is 
very clear,and undoubtedly I would be entitled if elected Sena- 
tor tocompensation from the time of my election. 
me.pay fora year and two months before I could possibly take 
the seat. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
way. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


Not at all. 


Now, I will read it: 


Thecompensation of Senators, $140,000: Provided, That the salaries of Sen- | 
ators elected or appointed to fill vacancies in the Senate and of Senators | 
elected for a full term subsequent to the commencement of such term, shall | 


commence on the date of their election or appointment. 


Inmy judgment that language would clearly give toa Sen- 


ator compensation from the date of his election. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will just examine it care- 
fully herwilk see that he misconstrues it entirely. It reads: 

That the salaries of Senators elected or appointed to fill vacancies in the 
Senate, and of Senators elected for a full term subsequent tothe comme! 
ment of such term. 

That is the only class of Senators it applies to, those appoin tex 
or elected subsequent to the commencement of the term 
does not refer to or touch anybody else, and the Senator : 


part of the:sentence. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 
Will bear out.the meaning, but if it does, why should a Senator 
receive compensation before the date of his eleetion? 
Mr. COCKRELL. 


‘ying tostop them from taking $30,000 out of the Treasury 
without any possible title to it, which they will do unless we 


make this provision of law, because they will not be elected un- | 


til two years after their terms begin. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
Senator has in view, because no man ought to receive compen- 
sation for the time before his election, but L question very much 


whether the language as it now stands is not susceptible of a 


double meaning. 
Mr.COCKRELL. Itecanmot be. it reads: 
‘That the salaries of Senators elected or appointed to— 
What? 


to fill vacancies in the Senate and of Senators elected for a full term 
quent to the commenesment-of such term. 


SudDse- 


It does not have anything to: do with Senators elected for a | 


termto- begin on a date in the future. 
matter. 


it does not relate to that 


To be perfectly frank with the Senator | 


There are three classes of | 

On the 3d of March, 1893, there was a vacancy in a 
Mm ‘ ’ ; +} | 

That vacancy has not been filled to-day, and 


“és —s 
| clerks, 


Do I understand that the compensation is | 





Take my own | 
A Senator from the State of Ohio is always elected four- 


It would give | 


| fore the 


|} keeper, ® 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Iam inclined to think tha 
requires a little careful consideration. I sh 
point upon it, but in ec it certainly ou 
clear. _ 

The amendment was agreed to 

Che reading of the bill was resu 
of the’ Committee on Appropriatio 
word ‘* dollars,” to strike o1 
two hundred and fifty-eight” and 
and four hundred and ninety-eight;’ 
rea 


nfe ea . 


For 


rvice of the S« 
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The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, line 9, befe 
to strike out ‘‘ twenty-three” and 
nine,” and in line 12, before the word ‘“‘ dollars, 
‘thirty-three thousand one hundred and twent; 
‘**forty-one thousand seven hundred and sixty;” 
the clause read: 

or twenty-nine clerks to committees, at 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next: amendment was, on page 5, line 18 
‘dollars,’ to insert: 

And 9600 additional while the 
Isaac Bassett 


110 ¢ 


30 as to read 

Office of Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorxkeeper: For Sergean 
500; horse and wagon for his use, #2v, or so1 

ary; for clerk to Sergeant-at-Arms, $2,000 

and %600 additional while the office of assist 

held by Isaac Bassett. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 24, on p: 

Mr. COCKRELL. I:move,in line 23, to strike ont 
five *.and insert ‘‘ thirty-six; so as to read: 

Thirty-six messengers, at $1,440 ea 

Che amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bfll was eontinued. Thenextm 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 6, 
increase the total appropriation for the j f 
Arms and Doorkeeper of the Senate fron 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 6, line 17, 


|. total, so as to read: 


tcan not be construed that |} 


L doubt very much whether the language | 


That is exactly what we are trying to stop. | 
Three Senators will be elected next winter for the term begin- | 
ning Mareh 4, 1893, from three States of this Union, and we are | 


Leertainly sympathize: with the object the | 


| to strike out 


insert the 


| **dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ three thousand five hundr: 


Ono hundred and fifteen thousand eight hundred 
The amendment to the amendmentwas agreed t 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 15, 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out “te 
‘nine ” in line 13; so as to read: 
And nine folders at $720 eacl 
And change the total appropriation 
from $22,230 to $21,610. 2 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was 


and four 


resumed. 


| of the Committee on Appropriations 


fore the word ‘‘annual,” to strike out 
‘thirty-three; ” on page 8, line 
“forty-two thousan: 
*and in the same line, af 


following proviso: 


thousand, 


le d, whoset 
tentials 


in due 
fied with the 


of March, and whose 


sented to the Senate or 


| qualified, are authorized toappoint a cle 


commencement of their terms respectiv 
paid out of the appropriation for cl 
of committees. 

So as to make the clause read: 

b'or thirty-three annual cleris to Senat who are 
mittees. at 31,200 each: Provided, That Senators ele 
flee begins on the 4th day of.March, etc 

The amendment was agreed to. 

he next amendment was, on page 8, line 12 

‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ five” and insert 
14, before the word “‘ thousand,” to strike out “*s 
sert ‘‘seventeen;” so as to make the clause read: 

For contingent expenses, namely: Forstationery anc) 
ing 36,000 for stationery for committees and Officers of 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 21, before the word 
"and in- 
sert ‘‘ five thousand; ”’ so as to make the clause read: 

For expenses of maintaining and equipping horses and mail wagons f 
carrying the mails, 35,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 9, line 3, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “three,” and insert ‘five;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

For purchase of furniture, 95,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 6, after the word 
cleaning,” to insert ‘‘ repairing;”so as to make theclause read: 

For services in cleaning, repairing, and varnishing furniture, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 12, before the word 
* dollars,” to insert ‘nine hundred and forty;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For miscellaneous items on account of the Maltby Building, $16,940. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 21, before the word 
** dollars,” to strike out‘ sixty-nine thousand eight hundred and 
five,” and insert ‘‘ seventy-three thousand three hundred and 
twenty-nine;” so as to make the clause read: 

For compensation of the officers, clerks, messengers, and others in the 
service of the House of Representatives, $373,329.74, namely. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to increase the amount so as to 
read ‘' $374,655.74.” That is a change which makes the correct 
total and it is necessary to be made. Strike out “three” and 
insert ‘‘four,” strike out ‘‘ three ’ again and insert “six,” strike 
out ‘twenty-nine ” and insert “ fifty-five; so as to read ‘ $374,- 
655.74.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to page 11, line 11. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 7, after the wor office,” I move 
to insert the letter ‘‘r” soas toread ‘‘officer.” It is ‘‘disburs- 
ing office,” but it is evidently intended for ‘‘ disbursing officer.” 

The amendment was — to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to page 12, line 13. 

Mr. COCKRELL, In line 4, page 12, I move to strike out 
“ond” after the word ‘‘clerk” and insert ‘'$1,200;” so as to 
read: 

One assistant to the file clerk, $1,200. 

In line 12, after the word ‘‘ thousand,” I move to strike out 
“two” and insert “ five;” so as to read: 

In all, $86,528. 

I move this amendment at the special request of the House of 
Representatives. Itis their matter, and they have requested it. 
It is not done because we are interfering with their arrange- 
ments, but solely because they request it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The oeeee of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 13, line 20, 
before the word “‘ and,” to strike out ‘“‘ sixteen thousand ” and 
insert “‘ fitteen thousand nine hundred;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

For twenty-two clerks to co:nmittees, including a clerk to the Committee 
on irrigation of Arid Lands, at 86 each per day during the session, $15,972. 


Mr. COCKRELL. In line 17, page 13,I move to strike out 
“twenty-two” and insert ‘‘ twenty-three;” so as to read: 
For twenty-three clerks to committees. 


I also move to change the total in line 19 to $16,698. This 
change is made because we have been advised by the other 
House that an additional clerk has been created there and it is 
a necessity. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 18, line 24, 
after the word “ Library,” to insert ‘‘ under the direction of the 
Chief Justice,” so as to make the clause read: 

For purchase of books for the library, $4,000; for purchase of law books 
for the library, under the direction of the Chief Justice, $1,500; for the pur- 
chase of new ks of reference for the Supreme Court, to be a part of the 
Library of Congress, and purchased under the direction of the Dhief Jus- 
tice, $1,500; for expenses of exchanging public documents for the publica- 
tions of foreign governments, $1,500; for purchase of files of periodicals, 
serials, and newspapers, ?2,500; in all 811,000. 

Tie amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2k, after line 8, to insert: 

And in lieu of the clerks now detailed from the several executive depart- 
ments for duty as examiners at the Civil Servic Commission, clerks for such 
duty to be employed by said Commission are hereby provided ‘or as follows: 
Six clerks of class four; eight clerks of class three; ten clerks of class two; 
twelve clerks of class one; in all, 82,000; Provided, That the said Commis- 
sion may transfer to its rolls and employ such of the clerks now detailed as 
may be deemed qualified for examining work. 

Mr. PLATT. May I inquire of the chairman of the commit- 
tee how this provision affects the number of clerks employed, 
whether it is an addition to the clerks at present employed or 
a reduction, or whether it is the same number which are now 
employed? 
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Mr. COCKRELL. The number of clerks here specified ar, 
detailed from the different Departments. 

Mr.PLATT. Thirty-six in all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Weprovide for them here, and strike them 
off in the Departments. 

Mr. PLATT. They are stricken off in the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are stricken off in the bill from the 
Departments. There is no increase in the aggregate number. 

Mr. PLATT. The Civil Service Commission is not obliged 
to employ them all, but can take the number they want. If 
they do not utilize them all, can they appoint new ones, so tha‘ 
tbere will be no reduction in the number of examiners? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are a few places now that are not 
filled by the details. The details are made, but the clerks are 
not being used, because it is said they are not fit for the duty. 
There will be authority for new clerks to be taken under civil 
service examinations or taken from the list of those already in 
the Departments. 

Mr. PLATT. This does not take any of the clerks away from 
the commission? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JARVIS in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 23, line 6, be- 
fore the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘three” and insert ‘‘four;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

For expensesof editing and distributing the laws enacted during the first 
and second sessions of the Fifty-third Congress and the Statutes at Large 
of the Fifty-third Congress, four thousand dollars. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 12, after the word 
**dollar,” to insert ‘‘ stenographer, $1,800;” and in line 19, be- 
fore the word ‘‘ hundred,” to strike out “ thirty-seven thousand 
eight” and insert ‘‘ thirty-nine thousand six;” so as tomake the 
clause read: 

Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secretary of the Treas 
ury, 88,000; three assistant Secretaries of the Treasury, at $4,500 each; cler\ 
to the Secretary, $2,400; stenographer, $1,800; three private secretaries, one 
to each Assistant Secretary, at 81, 800 each; Government actuary, under the 
control of the Treasury Department, €1,800; one clerk of classone; one cop) 
ist; three messengers; three assistant messengers; in all, 839,680. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 17, on page 23, before the word 
‘*messenger,’’ I move to strike out ‘“‘ three” and insert ‘‘ four:” 
and in the same line, before the words ‘assistant messengers,” 
I move to strike out ‘* three ’ and insert ‘ four.” 

The Treasury Department recommend four messengers and 
four assistant messengers, and I hold in my hand the letter of 
Secretary Carlisle, written to-day, in which he asks for the res 
toration. It does not increase the force, but, on the contrary, 
the proposed reform of the Treasury Department reduces the 
number of messengers eight, and this will still leaveareduction 
of six. 

I ask that the Secretary's letter be printed in the REcorpD in 
connection with this matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
sence of objection. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
. Washington, D. C., July 13, 1894. 

Sir: Referring to my recent letter, in which I recommended an increase o! 
one messenger and one assistant messenger in the office of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, I have the honor to again urge the increase of force. 

AS at present constituted, the force of messengers and assistant messen 
gers for that office consists of three each, all of Whom are on duty with t! 
three Assistant Secretaries, leaving the room of the Secretary to be pr 
vided for by details from other Bureaus. 

Inasmuch as the proposed reorganization of force in this Department w! 


reduce the messenger and laborer force by eight, it will cause embarras 
ment to provide the Secretary's office with such service from other offices 


eee J. G. CARLISLE, Secreta: 

Hon. F. M. COCKRELL, 

Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Inorder to conform to the amendments | 
have just proposed, I also move to strike out the total in line 1s, 
and insert ‘‘ $41,240.” 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will bestated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 23, line 17, before the word ‘‘ mes- 
sengers,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ three” and inser’ ‘‘ four: 
in the same line, before the words “ assistant messengers,” to 
strike out ‘‘ three ” and insert ‘‘four,” and after the word ‘‘ all, 
in line 18, to strike out ‘‘ $37,880” and insert ‘‘ $41,240.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 
of line 11, on page 25. 


It will be so ordered in the ab- 
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Mr. COCKRELL. At the request of the Senator from Ohio The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of that portion 
[Mr. SHERMAN], who desires to submit some remarks upon the | of the bill from line 5, on page 31, to the end of line 23, on page 
provisions relating to the reorganization of the Treasury De- | 42, will be omitted for the present, under the order which has 


rtment, I will designate as we reach them all such provisions, | been made. 


and they may for the time being be passed over. The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at line 24, on 
Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that we pass over, beginning in | page 42. ; ; 

line 12, on page 25, to the end of line 23, on page 42. The real The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 

question I wish to present to the Senate is found on page 126 | was, on page 42, in line 25, before the word “dollars,” to strike 

and supra. out ‘‘three thousand six hundred” and insert ‘‘ four thousand;” 
Mr.COCKRELL. When we reach the provisions in the read- | on page 43, line 2, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘* two 

ing of the bill that relate to the subject to which the Senator | hundred and fifty ” and insert “‘ five hundred;” in line 5, before 


refers, I shall have them reserved. the word ‘‘clerks,” to strike out “sixty” and insert ‘ {ifty- 
Mr.SHERMAN. I wish to reserve the amendments on pages | nine;” inline 21, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” tostrike out ‘‘ cight- 
31, 32, and 33. een thousand four hundred and ninety” and insert ‘‘ seventeen 
Mr.COCKRELL. That is only one division of the Secretary’s | thousand five hundred and forty;” soas to make the clause read: 


office that is changed. There is no use of reserving the others. | Ome of Auditor for Post-OMfice Department: For Auditor, $4,000; Deputy 





I shall note the amendments as we reach them. Auditor, $2,500; chief clerk, $2,000; seven chiefs of division, at 82,00) each 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is one on page 31. an clerks - ee to one — as tdisbursing clerk, 

- r , . ST ‘ 00; fifty-nine clerks of class 3; seventy-two clerks of class 2; eighty-six 

Mr. COCKRELL. . We may as well make the reservations at | cieris of class 1, including three now emplo ed in the money-order office of 

once, and be done with them. I propose to reserve from line | the Post-Omice Department; sixty-eight clerks, at $1,000 each; sixteen clerks, 

¢ eo: ° é ° oc . t C Q - 2D . 2. oney- ar office of the 
eee 20 oak Matading Line 22. ca gages. Feshtidice Manages one naael eaves Wade erecla snemcy-orter 
Mir. + . as e Senator whether he expects to | sorters, at #90) each; thirty money-order assorters, at $840 each; twenty 
close the bill to-night? three money-order assorters, at #720 each; two messengers; twelve assist 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to finish all of the bill but — a twenty-three male laborers, at 8660 oa: h; three female la 
the part on which the Senator desires to be heard. Of course, | "°T°Ts: #¢ ® cach; and ten charwomen; fn all, 817,540 
Iam not going to insist on the Senator's speaking this evening} J¢ amendment was agreed to. ae 
under the circumstances. The next amendment was, on page 43, line 25, before the word 

I propose to reserve also, beginning on page 31, line 5, down ‘clerks,” to strike out * five and insert *‘ ten; on page 44, 
to and including line 23, on page 42; then I propose to reserve, line 1, before the word clerks, to strike out ‘five and insert 
beginning on page 45, with line 15, down to and including line E ten, and in line %, before the word thousand,” to strike out 
24, on page 46; and then, toward the close of the bill, beginning | thirty-nine” and insert ‘fifty; soasto make the clause read: 
on page 126, at section 3, and going to the end of the bill. | For additional force for bringing up work of assorting and checking 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri | For tive cleries of clase 4; ive clerks of class 3: five clerte of clase 2 ton 

7 a : . ) ks of class 4; five clerks of class 3; five clerks of class 2; ten 
asks that the parts of the bill indicated by him may be reserved. clerks of class 1; ten clerks, at $1,000 each; and five clerks, at 8900 each; in 

Mr. COCKRELL. Perhaps the reading of the parts of the | all, 50,500. 
bill to whichI have referred had better be omitted at this time. | The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think it necessary to read the The next amendment was, on page 44, line 19, before the word 
parts the Senator desires to have reserved. Let them all go| “clerks,” tostrike out “ fifty” and insert ‘‘forty-nine,” and on 
over. — ; - : age 45, line 3, before the word ‘‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘'sev- 

_I desire to say, to relieve the Senator from any idea that I de- Ln he: thousand three” and insert ‘‘ seventy thousand four;” 
sire to prolong this matter, that I merely wish to present the | so as to make the clause read: 
very important question raised about the reorganization of the | nice of the Treasurer: For Treasurer of the United States, #6,000; as 
Treasury Department. I hope all Senators may be present to | sistant treasurer, #3,600; cashier, 83,600; assistant cashier, #3,200; chief clerik, 
hear what may be said, because I do not wish to delay at all the | oe re eet Se tOO, One aselstane bookkeeper at eam, one 
passage of this important appropriation bill. tellers, at $2,500 each; two assisiant tellers, at 82,250 each; one clerk for the 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection | Treasurer, 81,800; twenty-six clerks of class 4; seventeen clerks of class 3 
to reserving the parts of the bill which have been designated on — of o—* one coin clerk, at $1,400; cee a of clase 1 
by the Senator from Missouri, and they will be so resorved. | fw cach; one mall messenger, #810; six messengers; six assistant m-asen- 
The — of the bill will be resumed after the first reserva- gers; twenty-three laborers: seven charwomen; three pressmen, at £1,200 
tion inni i i n 26. each; one compositor and pressman, at 83 2 per day; elght separator at 

The isis vamecsch te loading of the bill. The next #60 each; seven feeders. at 8660 each; in all, 6270,461.60 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page The amendment was agreed to. — , 

27, line 9, before the word “clerks,” tostrike out “ four” and in- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the portion of 
sert “two;” in the same line, after the word “two,” to insert | the bill beginning at line 15, on page 45, to and including line 
“one clerk of class 1;” in line 10, after the word “one,” to | 24, on page 46, will be omitted at this time under the order 
strike out ‘‘one clerk, at $1,000,” and insert ‘three clerks, at | Which has been made. _ tet 

$1,000 each;” in line 11, before the word “clerks,” to strike out | |The reading of the bill was resumed at line 25, on page 46. 
“two” and insert “ three;” in line 12, after the word “each,” to | The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
strike out ‘‘ two copyists, at $340 each; one assistant messenger,” | on page 50, line 1, before the word “hundred,” to strike out 
and insert ‘‘two assistant messengers,” and in line 15, before | “six” and insert “ two;” so as to make the clause read: 

the word “ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘six hundred and ten” and in- 
sert ‘‘five hundred and fifty;” so as to make the clause read: 

Division of appointments: For chief of division, $2,750; assistant chief of 
division, $2,000; one clerk of class 4; twoclerks of class3; twoclerksof class 
2; one clerk of class 1; three clerks, at $1,000 each; three clerks, at #9 each; 
two assistant messengers; and one laborer; in all, $21,550. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment v.as, on page 28, line 1, before the word 

‘ clerks,” to strike out “‘seven” and insert “six,” and in line 
13, before the word ‘‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ sixty-four thou- 
sand three” and insert ‘‘ sixty-two thousand five;” so as to make 


the clause read: 

Division of loans and currency: For chief of division, $2,500: one assistant 7i wing w Ss: 
chief of division, at $2,100; six clerks of class 4; additional to two clerks of and Mi ao the following i. ords: : : ' 
class 4 as receiving clerk of bonds and bookkeeper, 8100 each; two clerks of For books. pamphlets, periodicals, specimens of colns and ores, bi 
class 3; two clerks of class 2; two clerks of class 1; two clerks, at €1,000 | Weights, and incidentals, 3400 
each; thirteen clerks, at 8900 each; ons copyist, $840; one messenger; two 
assistant messengers; six laborers; superintendent of paper room, $1,200; 
one paper cutter, at $3per day; one paper counter, #720; twenty-four paper 
counters and laborers, at $620 each: all, 862,519. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
é The next amendment was, on page 28, line 20, after the word 
captain,” to strike out “or first lieutenant;” so as to make the 
clause read: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury shall detail a captain of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service who shall be chief of the division of Revenue-Cutter Service, 
= a chief engineer, who shall be engineer in chief of said service, but no 
additional pay or emoluments shall be allowed on account of such detail. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Office of the Comptroller of the Currency: For laborer; in all, 26,280 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 13, after the word 
‘‘one,” to strike out “* special statistical expert” and insert ‘‘sta- 
tistical clerk;” so as to make the clause read: 

Bureau of Statistics: For officer in charge of the Bureau of Statistics 
#3,000; chief clerk, $2,250; one statistical clerk, $2,000; fourclerks of class 
4; three clerks of class3; five clerks of class 2; nine clerks ofclass 1;six clerks 
at $1,000 each; two copyists; one messenge; one assistant Messenger: one 
laborer; and one female laborer. $480; in all, 647,510. 

. The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 52, to strike out lines 16 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 17, to insert: 

For specimens of coins and ores, balances, weights. and incidentals, in- 
cluding books, pamphlets and periodicals relating thereto, 8400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 53, line 4, after the word 
‘** each,” to insert ‘‘ one clerk and translator, $1,000; andinline 
9, before the words ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-four” 
and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;” so as to make the clause read: 

Office of Supervising Surgeon-Generai Marine Hospital Service: For Su 


pervising Surgeon-General, $4,000; one clerk. #1,400; five clerks, at #1,600 
“ach: two clerks, at $1,200 each; one clerk ani translator, $1,000; one hos 
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pital steward (employed as chemist), $1,200; six eg te one messenger, 
; two laborers, at #480 each; and one laborer, 8360; in all, $25,720, the 
same to be paldfrom the permanent ——— forthe Marine Hospital 
Service. And hereafter the Supervising Surgeon-General of the Marine 
Hospital Service is hereby authorized to cause the detail of an additional 
medical officer.and. one hospital steward for duty in the Bureau, who shall 
each receive the pay and allowances of his respective grade in ‘the gencral 
service 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, line 19, after the word 
‘‘veference,” to insert ‘relating to the business of the Depart- 
ment;” so.as to:make the clause read: 


Por newspapers, law books;.city directories, and other books of reference 
relating to the business of the Department; purchase of material for bind- 
ing important records, and of the amount ae mney not more than $600 
may be used in the purchase of technical publications, foreign and domestic, 
and books of reference for the Bureau of Navigation, $1,100. 

The amendment was. ugreed to. te 

The next amendment-was, on page 55, line 11, after the word 
** dollars,” to strike out ‘of-which $500 to be immediately avail- 
able; so as to make the clause read: 

For purchase of ico, $2;500. 

The amendment was agreed to. s 

Tho nextamendmentwas, on page 57, line 5, after the word 
“exported,” to insert ‘and any necessary-expenses under the 
act of October 1, 1890, respecting bounty on: sugar;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For salaries andexpenses of collectors and deputy collectors and clerks, 
including transportation of public funds, and also including expenses inci- 
dent to enforcing the pro 8 of the act of August 2, 1886, taxing oleomar- 
garine, and the act of Angust 4, 1886, imposing upon the Government the 
expense of the inspection of tobacco , and any necessary expenses 
under the act of Oetober 1, 1890, respecting bounty on sugar, $1,710,000: Pro- 
vided, That the number of deputy collectors and clerks employed in the col- 
lection of internal revenue shall not be increased, nor shall the salary of said 
ofttcers and employés be increased beyond the salaries paid during the last 
fiseal year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 59, line 12, after the word 
‘\each,tostrike out ‘Seneclerk; $1,200,” and insert “two clerks, 
at $1,200 each;” and «in line 18, before. the word “hundred,” to 
strike .out ‘‘seventeen thousand five,” and insert ‘‘‘eighteen 
thousand seven;” so as to. make the clause read: 

Oc\ce of assistant treasurer at Cincinnati: For.assistant treasurer, $4,500; 
cashier, $2,000; bookkeeper, $1,800; receiving teller; $1,500; check clerk, and 
imteves) eler), at $1,200 each; two clerks, at $1,200 each; two clerks, at $1,000 
each: two night watchmen, at: $720 each; messenger, 8600; one watchman, 
at $120; ‘in all, $18,760, 

The amendment was.agreed. to. 

The next amendment was in the appropriations for the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico, on page 69, line 22, before theword “ dol- 
lars,” to strike out ‘five hundred ”and insert “one thousand;” 
so.as to make the clause read: 

For contingent expenses of thé Territory, to be expended by the. gov- 
ernor, $1,000. 


The amendment was.agreed to. 
The next amendment-was, on page 70, after line 4, to insert: 


For repairs tothe adobe palace, and furniture for same, $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 9; on 
pagel. — ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. Beginning en page 70, line 24, I-wish to 
move certain amendments from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. In line 24, after the word ‘‘apportion,” [move to strike 
out ** that part of,” after the word ‘ ny in the same line, 
strikeout the words ‘known as tho Cherokee Strip,.and now 
organized «into counties K,L, M,N, O, P, and Q;” on page 
71, line 5, after the word ‘ district,” strike out down to: and 
including the word ‘‘ Legislature,” inline 6; in line 7, before the 
word “citizens,” strike out therword * the,” and.after the word 
‘citizens ‘the word “thereof,” and insert ‘of said Territory.” 
The proviso will then read: 

Provided, That the governor of the Territory of Oklahoma is hereby au- 
thorized toappoint three citizens of said Territory, not more than two of 
whom shall be adherents of the same political party, as a commission to ap- 
portion said Territory into thirteen council districts 2nd ‘twenty-six repre- 
sentative districts, in proportion to the}population as nearly as may. be, but 
no voting precinct shall be situated in more than one council or representa- 
tive district, and all citizens of said Derritory rao are qualified olectors 
under the laws of sald Territory shall-be allowed ic vote for Delegate to 
Congress and for representatives and councilors. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. .The question ison agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

ee reading of the bill-was ae The next ent 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 71, line 11, 
before the word “ day, 40 strike out “first” and-insert “ fif- 
teenth; in line 13, before ‘the word “day,” to strike-out “ fif- 
teenth ’ and insert ‘‘ first; and in thesame line, after the words 
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“day of,” to strike out ‘‘September” and insert ‘‘ October;” so 
as to read: - 

Thatthe apportionment shall be completed and certified to the govern: 
onor before the 15th day of September, A. D. 1894, and the governor shal! 
on or before ‘the Ist day of October, A. D. 1894, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The» reading of the bill was continued to the word “ Terri- 
tory” in line 20. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On behalf of the committee, I move, in 
line 17, after the word ‘said,’ to strike out ‘‘ counties” and in 
sert ‘‘ Territory;” in line 19, after the word ‘‘ respects,” to strik 
out ‘‘as in the other counties in” and insert ‘‘ according to the 
laws of;”.and in line 20,after the word Territory,” to inser! 

And county and township officers shall be elected in the counties of sai 
Territory which have been organized since the last election, the same as i); 
the countiesin said Territory. Each of said commissioners hereby provided 
*orshall be paid for his services a sum not exceeding $10 a day for the tim 
actually spent in making such apportionment. 

Now let the clause be read-as it will read if amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


That'the apportionment shall be completed and certified to the governo 
on or before the 15th day of September, A. D. 1894,and. the governor shall, on 
or before the Ist day.of October, A. D. 1804, issue a proclamation for the hol: 
ing of an election on the first Tuesday after the first Monday in November 
A. D..1894, setting forth the apportionment of said Territory; and the cle 
tion thereunder shall be conducted, controlled, canvassed, and certitied i) 
aes according tothe laws of the said Territory; and county an 
to p Officers shall be electedin the counties of said Territory whic! 
have been organized since the last election the sameas in the counties in 
said Territory. Each of said commissioners hereby provided for shall! bv 
paid for his\services a sum not exceeding 310 a day for the time actua! 
spent in making such apportionment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on. Appropriation 
was, on pagé 71, after the amendment just agreed to, to insert 
And the sum of'31,000is hereby appropriated to pay the expenses of | 
apportionment hereby: authorized :- Provided further, That the Legislativ: 
Assembly elected under this. act shall not consider any proposition or pass 
any bill toremove the seat of governmentof said Territory from its presen 

location 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_ ‘The next amendment was, on page 73, line 20, before the word 
** clerks,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty” and insert ‘‘twenty-one;” in 
line 22, before the word “clerks,” tostrike out ‘‘ ninety ’ and in 
sert “ninety-three;” in line 23;-before the word ‘ clerks,” t 
‘strike out “fourteen ” and insert ‘‘ eighteen; on page 74, line 4 
‘before the words “ assistant messengers,” tostrikeout ‘‘ twenty- 
niné and insert ‘thirty-one,’ and in line 8, before the word 
‘*dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ fifty-nine thousand one hundred an 
ninety ’»-and insert “seventy-ono thousand four hundred an 
thirty;” so as to make the clause read: 

Record and Pension Office: Two chiefs of division, at 32,000 each; twenty 
one elerks of class 4; nem rec elerks of class3; ninety-three clerks 
class 2; two hundred and eighteen clerks of class 1; one hundredand twen' 
three clerks, at 31,000 each; one engineer; $1,400;rone assistant engineer {1 

ht duty, 8000; two firemen; one sixilled mechanic, $1,000; five messenge 
y-one assistant messengers; one messenger boy, $360; five watehme: 
one superintendent of building, $250;and sixteen laborers; in ally $671 ,4:\) 
and all employés provided for by this. paragraph for the Recordand Pension 
Office of the War Department shall be exclusively engaged on the work 
this office forthe fiscal year i895. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on pags 74, line 14, beforethe wo: 
clerks,” to strike out ‘‘ thirteen” and insert “twelve;” in li: 
15, before the word “ clerks,” to strike out ‘“‘sixteen ” and in- 
sert *‘ thirteen;” in line 16, before the word ‘‘ clerks,” to strik» 
out “sixty-four” and insert ‘‘ fifty-eight;” in line 18, before t 


-words ‘‘assistantmessengers,”’tostrike out ‘‘twenty ” and inser: 


“eighteen; and in line 20, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to stri! 
out ‘seventy-three thousand nine hundred and twenty” an 
insert ‘ fifty-nine thousand two hundred and eighty:”:so as t) 
make the clause read: 

Office of the Adjutant-General: Chief clerk, 32,000; twelve clerks of c! 

4; fonrteen clerks of class 3; thirteen clerks of class 2; fifty-eight clerks 
class 1;seven clerks,.at.$1,000 each; four. messengers; eighteen. assists: 
messengers; three watchmen; in all, $159,280. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 79, line 10, after the: wo 
‘* dollars,” to insert ‘*for medical dispensary, Surgeon-Gener: 
Office; $1,000; in line 12,beforethe word “‘ thousand,” to strik 
out “four” and insert “five;”.and in the. same line, after t! 
word “dollars,” to strike out “Provided; That the Chief Sign: 
Officer of the Army shall be provided:with office room in the 
State, War, and Navy building,and that the medical dispensary 
shall be removed to.the Medical’ Museum building;’’ so as ‘o 
make the clause read: 

Forrent of buildings for use of the War Department as follows: For the ke 
aes ees eee $1,200; for eee — a. Smee a a 
SugeitenerieOmea tO: inne pens: 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 88, after line 10, to insert: — — nqpos to dhe Departmt mt: and the Commission or of Patent 
That from and after the passage of this act the Superintendent of the | Makecontracts therefor. ee NNORHOF, SHAN DO authorized vo 
Jnited States Naval Observatory shall be a person selected from civil life, ; 

learned in the science of astronomy, to be appointed by the President, by And insert: 

and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and shall receive an annual As provided by section 492 of the Revised Statutes: Provided, That the 
salary of #5,000, which is hereby appropriated; he may also occupy the | entire work may be done at the Government Printing Office if, in the judg 
dwelling house near the Observatory freeofrent. The Superintendentafore- | ment of the Jot Committee on Printing, it shall be deemed to be for the 
gaid is hereby authorized when directed by the Secretary of the Navy topre- | pest interests of the Government. ae 

are a plan for the reorganization of said Observatory establishment, and Sin ke the clau nae seit 

the Secretary of the Navy shall report said plan to Congress at its next ses- So as to make the clause read: 


sion With his views and recommendations thereon. or photolithographing or otherwise producing copies of drawings of the 
KRELL. Letthatamendment be passed over for the | Vee chy issues of patents, for producing « opies of designs, trade-marks, and 
, Mr. COC I 0 | pending applications, and for the reproduction of exhausted copies of draw 
time being. a ee : ings and specifications; said photolithographing or otherwise producin 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be passed | plates and copies referred to in this and the preceding paragraph to be dor 


as provided by section 492 of the Revised Statutes: Provided, That the er 
he . s 3 ms i r ed . tire work may be done at the Government Printing Office if, in the jud 
fhe reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment | ment ot the Jomt Committee on Printing, it shall be deemed to be for tho 


of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 95, line 9, after | best interests of the Government, #48,000. 
the word *‘maps,” to strike out ‘‘ nine hundred and seventy-six | ‘The amendment was agreed to. 
copies shall be delivered to the General Land Office,” and in The next amendment was, on page 103, line 20, before the word 


over for the present. 


line 14, after the word ‘‘ Representatives,” to insert: | ** dollars,” to strike out ‘* five hundred” and insert’ ‘' one 
And the remainder shall be delivered to the General Land Office, for dis- | thousand;” so as to make the clause read: 
tribution; and an additional sum of 61,000 is hereby appropriated toenable | yor examination of books and accounts of certain subsidized ra at 


the Commissioner of the General Land Office to prepare a map of the State | companies and inspecting roads, shops, machinery, and equipments of san 


of Florida showing the lands approved to the State under the swamp-land | g; ogo 
grant and for railroads. vi i 
16 amendment was agreed to. 
So as to make the clause read: m = ee 
Gee . 7 The next amendment was, on page 105, lino 1, after the word 


For connected and separate United States and other maps prepared in the | 


' 
' 
. cay . 
General Land Office, $14,820, and of the United States maps 4,064 copies shail | 5“ logist.” to strike out: 


To sign such letters, papers, and documents, and to perform such oth 


pe delivered to the Senate, and 9,360 copies shall be delivered to the House 
duties in connection with the Geological Survey as he may direct, and 


of Representatives, and the pen ene | shall be ir a General 
Land Office, fordistribution; and an additional sum of $1,000 is hereby ap- | a : a =. eae Ale 6s 
propriated to enable the Commissioner of the General Land Office to pre- | And in line 4, after the w ord ‘ officer,” to strike out ‘‘o 
pare a map of the State of Florida showing the lands approved to the State | Case of vacancy in said oflice;” so as to make the clause read 
under the swamp-land grant and for railroads. The Secretary of the Interior may hereafter authorize one of the - 
The amendment was agreed to. gists to act as Director of the Geological Survey in the absence of tha 
The next amendment was in the appropriation for the Pen- | “"" : 
sion Office, on page 97, line 13, before the word “clerks,” strike | The amendment was agreed to. re 
out “‘ninety-eight” and insert ‘‘ninety-seven;” in line 15, be- | The next amendment was, on page 106, line 24, before the 
fore the word “clerks,” to strike out “seveaty-six ” and insert | Word “dollars,” to strike out “‘six thousand” and insert ‘‘ cigh' 
“seventy-five;” in the same line, before the word “clerks,” | thousand five hundred;” and in line 25, before the word *‘d 
where it occurs the second time, to strike out “eighty-one ’’ and | lars, to strike out “eight thousand ” and insert ‘‘ ten thousa 
insert “‘eighty;” in line 17, before the word “clerks,” strike out | five hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 
“thirty-eight ” and insert ** thirty-seven;” and on page 98, line | _ For surveyor-general of the State of Colorado, 82,000; and for the cler 
4, before the word ‘‘ hundred,‘ to strike out ‘“‘ninety-six thou- | = nn patna loa 
sand eight” and insert “ninety-one thousand six;” so as to| The amendment was agreed to. me os a 
make the clause read: | The next amendment was, on page 107, line 3, before the 
: . a settee Oe nied ” tie 14 66 as Smaart 6 ” on tre 
Seventy-seven clerks of class 4; ninety-seven clerks of class 3; three hun- | word thousand, to strike out ‘‘one” and insert ‘‘two:” so as t 
dred and seventy-five clerks of class 2; four —- and eighty clerks of | Make the ciause read: 
class 1; three hundred and thirty-seven clerks, at $1,000 each; one super- | i aie lias ae daniaaati aa — 
intendent of building, $1,400; two engineers, at $1,200 each; two hundred | oo O'onoer an ee, —_, oy See 
copyists; thirty-three messengers; twelve assistant messengers; twenty eee eee Peres — ee 
messenger boys, at $400 each; one painter, skilled in his trade, ; one cab- 
inetmaker, skilied in his trade, ; one captain of the watch, 8840; three 
sergeants of the watch, ot $750 each; twenty watchmen; three firemen; vord “th sand.” a “eioht” s ee ie a a 
twenty-five laborers; five female laborers, at $400 each; and fifteen charwo- word thousand,” to strike out “‘eig ut and insert ten; an 
men; in all, $2,291,610. in line 16, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ ten ! 
The amendment was agreed to. insert ‘‘ twelve;*’ so as to make the clause read: 
The next amendment was, on page 93, line 12, after the word | For surveyor-genoral of Idaho, $2,000; and for the clerk 
“assistance,” to insert “ and any other necessary expenses, in- |; i all, 612,000. 
cluding telegrams;” in line 13, before the word ‘‘ hundred,” to The amendment was agreed to. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 107, line 15, before th 


strike out *‘ two” and insert ‘‘ three;” and in line 20, after the The next amendment was, on page 107, line 19, before the 
word “respectively,” to insert: ‘‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘one thousand five hundred” an 


Oh 4 wee , © reel © + € > > , ‘ oe . 

And whenever it may be necessary for either of them to travel on official |‘ tWO thousand;” so as to make the clause read 
business outside the District of Columbia by special direction of the Com- For rent of office for the surveyor-genoral, fuel, books, stati 
missioner, he shall receive the same allowance in lieu of subsistence and } messenger, and other incidental expenses, $2,000 
for transportation as is herein provided for special examiners and detailed i 

| The amendment was agreed to. 


clerks engaged in field service. ; : 
So as to make the clause read: he next amendment was, on page 108, line 23, before tlie word 
‘6 . ’ = tant sé m2) ¢ 14 rt (Gens)? gaonag to mak 
_For per diem, when absent from home and traveling on duty outside the |  hundr ed,” to strike out “two ©" and insert “live; soas to n 
District of Columbia, for special examiners or other persons employed in- | the clause read: 
tho Damas of Pensions, detailed for the purpose of making special investi- | For rent of office for the surveyor-general, fuel, books, sta 
gations ens to said Bureau, in lieu of expenses for subsistence, not ex | other incidental expenses, $1,500 


ceeding 83 per day, and for actual and necessary expenses for transporta- a 
tion and assistance, and any other necessary expenses, including telegrams, The amendment was agreed to. . 
$300,000: Provided, That two special examiners, or clerks, detailed and act- The next amendment was, on page 109, line 10, before the 


ing as chief and assistant chief of the division of special examiners, may be | «: sania te wile Siaiinn Wand a ae -Atespes 
allowed, from this appropriation, im addition to their salaries and in lieuof | ,, dollars,” to Serine out one thousand Sve b =" mM ' 
per diem and all expenses for subsistence, a sum sufficient to make their an- two thousand;” so as to make the clause read 

nual compensation $2,000 and 81,800, respectively, and whenever it may be For rent of office for the surveyor-general. fuel, books, 

necessary for either of them to travel on official business outside the Dis- ing records, and other incidental expenses, $2,000 

trict of Columbia by special direction of the Commissioner, he shall receive ; P 





the same allowance in lieu of subsistence and for transportation as is The amendment was agreed to. 
herein provided for special examiners and detailed clerks engaged in field | The reading of the bill was continued to line 20, on ; 1. 
The amendm t - Mr. SQUIRE. I wish to ask the attention of the chairman of 
ent was agreed to. the committee to the appropriation for the surveyor-genera! o! 


a nextamendment was, on page 100, line 24, before the word | the State of Washington. I have had communications from the 
thea = _—— seven hundred and fifty;” so as to make | gurveyor-general in which he states that it is necessary to have 
i cameaten, casut a larger appropriation for the paymentof clerks. He speaks of 

; of professional and scientific books and expenses of trans- is own salary as well. 
en of patents issued by the Patent Office to foreign gov- =—— COCKRELL, We have gone to the very utmost in re- 
gard to the State of Washington. We have given all that was 
estimated for, and we can not possibly establish the precedent 
of letting individual officers come in after official estimates have 
under the supervision of the Commissioner of Patents, and in the city of been made and make their own individual estimates. We have 


. OF within such a reasonable distance th Tetrom as the Secre- | Deen very liberalin giving the full amount which has been esti- 
tary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Patents may consider to be | mated for. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 101, line 9, after the word 
“done,” to strike out: ah i ; ; 
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Mr. SQUIRE. Perhaps that is true, if I may be allowed one 
moment, in regard to the surveyors-general, that there should 
not be an exception made. I can realize the importance of that 
among the surveyors-general of all the States. Fora Repub- 
lican Senator te rise here in order to secure an increased salary 
for a Democrat now in the office of surveyor-general might 
seem somewhat anomalous. Yet I believe that the surveyor- 
general of the State of Washington should be paid at least 
$2,500 per year. I wish to makea briefstatement. Inthe State 
of Washington we are doing a great deal of work in this direc- 
tion. The office of the surveyor-general in that State is to-day 
the most important one of its kind in the United States. 

As I can show by statistics here from that office, there is a 
large amount of land surveyed and a large amount of money 
obtained therefor. It is to the interest of the Government that 
there should be an adequate and proper service rendered there 
on the part of the clerks. I[t seems to me that that phase ofthe 

uestion may well engage the attention of the committee, and 
that the amount allowed for the service of clerks may properly 
be raised, so that the business can be done. 

Let me read one paragraph from the letter of the surveyor- 
general. He makes an estimate of $13,300 for the salaries of 
clerks, and says: 

The estimate of $100,400 for surveying public lands is submitted as neces- 
sary for the survey of lands that are settled upon and a in part by 
actual settlers. This office has now on file at this date petitions for surveys 
from settlers aggregating over 861,000. The estimate of $13,300 for salaries 
of clerks in office is submitted as ouelly necessary for the peouss transac- 
tion of office work in connection with the public surveys, for the current 
work of the office, which is constantly increasing, and bringing =P arrears 
of office work, and is intended to incluce salaries of chief clerk, chief drafts- 
man, two assistant draftsmen, seven copy inte, and one stenographer. 

On account of the insufficiency of the force employed a great deal of work 
2 oe arrears which should be brought up to date at as early a day as possi- 

The estimate of $2,000 for contingent expenses is submitted as necessary 
for the pay of messenger, rent of office, stationery, binding, field notes, and 
plats of survey of public lands and mining claims, additional office furni- 
ture, and other necessary incidental expenses. 

Arrears of office work comprises furnishing the several local United States 
land offices in this State with “descriptive lists" of soil, timber, corners, 
etec., of every township surveyed, as required by section 2395, Revised Stat- 
utes; also bringing upthe work of transcribing field notes and making plats 
of townships surve so that returns of deputy surveyors may be sent from 
this office to the Commissioner of the General Land Office to be acted upon 
as soon after notes are turned in as possible. 

Not to speak further now iu regard to the estimates for con- 
tingent expenses, as these are not mentioned in this paragraph 
of the bill, I submit that it is right and fair toward the inter- 
ests of the State of Washington, not simply with reference to 
the question of the salary of the surveyor-general, but in refer- 
ence to the necessity of employing a sufficient force to turn out 
the work of the office, that the appropriation should be in- 
creased. Therefore I trust the chairman of the committee will 
not think it inopportune for me to call his attention to this 
matter. 

| have just received these papers. I have not had an oppor- 
tunity to submit them to him as he has been so closely engaged 
with hiscommittee. I have tried to find a moment when I could 
see him and explain this matter. Iwish he would make an ex- 
ception in this case with reference to these employés and ailow 
the amount to beincreased. If he will not allow the full amount, 
$13,300, that isnamed in the letter of the surveyor-general, which 
I will submit to him, let us agree on some additional sum be- 
yond the amount named in the bill. There is named here now 
$9.500 for clerical assistants. I ask the chairman if he is not 
willing to increase that amount. [ will show him the letter of 
the surveyor-general. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Under a Republican Administration,with 
a Republican surveyor-general, they got alongcomfortably with 
$1,500 less than we have given the Democraticsurveyor-general 
in the pending bill. We have given the full amount of the es- 
timate, and I do not see how it is possible to go beyond that. 
We have given $1,500 over the appropriation of last year. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Let me say something about that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Right here is $1,500 more than was appro- 
priated last year, and a Democrat ought to get along with #1,50) 
more than his Republican predecessor had. 

Mr. SQUIRE, Let me say that we have now,in my opinion, a 
very competent and efficient surveyor-generai. Although heis 
a Democrat I recommended him, knowing that a Democrat would 
be appointed. He is a thorough business man, a civil engineer 
by Saoearreoeat and has been engaged in matters of importance 
in the railway service and in other publicservice. He isa man 
of remarkable talent and ability. Heis attending to the surveys 
of our State as well as they have ever been attended to, even by 
any Republican surveyor-general; but I believe there has been 
a lack of the necessary office help for the past few years, while 
we have been growing so rapidly. 

I do not consider that the inadequacy of former appropriations 
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is a sufficient reason for failing to supply the necessary force } 
do the work of the office now. We now have the figures fro», 
the surveyor-general, and I submit them to the chairman of t}, 
committee. I hope that if he is not willing to give the whole 
amount he will give a part of it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can not possibly consent to let an jp. 
dividual officer, one of ten or fifteen, make an estimate of wha; 
the necessities of his office are, and independent of the Seer. 
tary under whom he acts, come in here and secure action | 
it. Wecan not do that. We have allowed every solitary ¢ 
lar that was estimated and sent to us as an estimate for ¢] 
office. Now, we can not go beyond that. We have not = 
beyond it in any case. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Have you come up to the estimate submit: 
by the Commissioner of the General Land Office? 

Mr, COCKRELL. We have come up to every estimate he: 
We appropriated for clerk hire last year $8,500. 

Mr. SQUIRE. But this year? 

Mr. COCKRELL. This year we appropriated $9,500. 
aot the aggregate appropriation was $10,500. Now we make ji 

11,500. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Have you reached the limit? 

Mr. COCKRELL. For incidental expenses, for rent of ofi\ 
fuel, books, stationery, pay of messenger and other incident 
expenses we have left the House provisionin. We appropri: 
$1,200 when $2,000 was estimated. Thatis the only point wh 
we have fallen below theestimate in incidental expenses. 

Mr.SQUIRE. Why fall below the estimate for incidental x. 
penses? Certainly you can conform to that. I submit this isa 
case where the United States is not giving something for n.th- 
ing. The money coming in from the sales of these lands is in- 
dicative of the value of the function of these officials there and 
their subordinates. 

In the State of Washington, as I remarked, we have don 
recent times more workin surveying public lands than has be 
done in three or four other States in the same period of tim 
that have each had as much or nearly as much money approp: 
ated for the expenses of the offices of their surveyors-genera! «s 
we had. Thereis no State in the Union that makes the showin; 
as to the amount of public lands sold last year that the Stat» 
Washington does, and I submit we ought to have this addition 
amount. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ifthe Senatorfrom Washington had com 
before the Appropriations Committee and heard the Senn‘o 
from Idaho, Montana, and other States tell their tales he wou! 
be ashamed of the plea he has made here. They made acco: 
ing to their statements a case so much stronger for a speci 
crease that I do not think he would have asked for it. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I received the facts and figures I now pres 
only recently, and I have tried to confer with the chairms 
have before me a statement of the amount spent or contract: 
for surveying under all the various surveyors-general for t! 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, taken from the Land Office : 
port of 1893. 

It is shown that there was spent in the State of Washinv or 
from the appropriation of $300,000 for survey of public lan:-' 
sum of $45,000. No other State spent so much money under t! 
head. Then under the heading ‘‘ From the $125,000 appro 
ation for surveys within the limits of railroad grants” the 
of Washington spent $19,000. No other State equaled it e 
the State of California. Under theother heading, ‘* Various 
propriations for survey of Indian lands” the State of Wesh 
ton expended $21,180. 

No other State approached it except the State of South 
kota, which expended an equal amount. Under the h: 
‘Receipts from mining claimants and other private sour 
the State of Washington expended $3,492; making a tot! 
penditure in the State of Washington of $88,672, and no 
State in this entire list reaches near that sum. Several 0! 
States do not expend a quarter of that amount. Some 5''' 
expended absolutely nothing for surveys. One State ex; 
$10,000; another a little over $13,000. 

Now, I submit that this showing of the relative amov0' 
work done is such as to entitle the office in the State of \V 
ington to proper facilities for the transaction of the publi 
ness, 80 as to allow the settlers to have their lands surveye! 2. 
the business in connection therewith promptly transacted. | 
have had a great deal too much delay in the State of Was!ioz 
ton. Hundreds and thousands of settlers have been delayed 
having their surveys made, and the surveyors have been delaye 
about getting their money, waiting for months, causing in '~ 
stances more than a year’s delay in getting their money fors ™ 
veys. I feel it to be a solemn duty to bring this matter to ‘b¢ 
attention of the Senate. 

If the Senate sees fit to let it go by the board, all right, 1 have 
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done my duty; but without reference to the question of paying 
the surveyor-general any more, I feel that certainly these clerks 
ought to be employed in sufficient numbers and suitably paid to 
have the work done, and the incidental expenses of the offices 
ought to be provided for. 

Mr. COCKRELL. [ hope the Senator will see that the sur- 
yeyor-general of Washington makes aproper return to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior showing the necessity for his office and 
let the Secretary estimate it so that we can appropriate it. I 
sympathize as fully as the Senator does with those persons who 
are trying to get a home where the lands have not been sur- 
yeyed or where the surveys have not been approved and paid 
for. 

We are doing all we can; but we can not go beyond a certain 
limit, beyond the amount that is actually estimated. If we do, 
then we have got to hear every surveyor-general in the United 
States and let him determine for himself what shall be appro- 
priated for his office. We must have some rule. If the sur- 
veyor-general in Washington will make a a 
this summer as to the necessities of his office doubtless he can 
get a recommendation for an increase and it will be given him 
at the next session. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Does the Senator desire to have me under- 
stand, and through me the people of the State of Washington, 
that itis probable upon such representations as can’ be made 
through that office there will be a further provision made? 

Mr. COCKRELL. If they can convince the Secretary of the 
Interior, under whose charge my | are and by whose sanction 
they were appointed and hold their office, that they need 
more money, I have no doubt that Congress will give it very 
largely, if not to the full limit. We have given it here to the 
full limit, and we have increased it $1,000 over what it was iast 

ear. 
. Mr. SQUIRE. We had a very inadequate survey. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no doubt that an increase will be 
given if‘a proper presentation is made and it is properly recom- 
mended to us as an estimate. 

Mr. SQUIRE. This is a small item of a thousand dollars. 
Two thousand or twenty-five hundred dollars more is very little 
for this Government to pay for the biggest land office in the 
United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Every one of the items in this bill, amount- 
ing in the aggregate to $22,000,000, is a very small item. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I beg leave to submit as a part of my remarks 
alist of the amounts spent or contracted for surveying by the 
differentsurveyors-general of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1893. 

Lalso beg leave to submita statement concerning the surveyed 
and unsurveyed lands in various States, principally the new 
States. 

Third, Isubmit an interesting statement as to gross and net 
receipts from sale of public lands in various States, principally 
new States, and, fourth, I submit a comparative statement of 
population in the same States in 1890, also the population in the 
a occupying farms, or towns containing less than 5,000 peo- 
D. e. 


UNITED STATES SURVEYOR-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
Olympia, June, 1894. 


Statement of the amounts spent or contracted for surveying, under the various 
eurveyors-general, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893. 


(Taken from the Land Office Report for 1893.] 


| From the | 


From the $125,000ap-) ., 
'$300,000 ap-| propria- |, V@Tious |mom min- 
propria- | tion for (*ppropria-| ing claim- 
States and Territories.| tion for | surveys | copvey of | ants and 
| Survey of |within the} ° Sie | other pri- | 
ublic | limits of | lands. | . vate 
ands. } sources. | 


Receipts 
Total. 


railroad 


' 

#40, 580 
5 56, 505 
None 
41, 966 
None 
13, 575 
68, 600 
10, 000 
25, 135 
37, 676 
44,742 
51,330 
17,70 
88, 672 
41,405 
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UNITED STATES SURVEYOR-GENERAL’'S OFFICE, 
STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
Olympia, June. 1894. 
‘veyed lands in the following States ith 
tleft vacant Jor the fiscal year e) fi 


Statement of the surveyed and unsi 
amount of the same filed upon a 
30, 1893. 


ié 


[Taken from the Land OMice Report for 1893. ] 


Acres of unsurveyed land. 


State or Territory 
Per cent 


Vacant 
occupied 


Occupied 


Washington ............ 
Montana .............. 
Wyoming 

Idaho.... 

Oregon 

Utah 

CBOUNGO «oe occeccce 


13, 400, 765 
61, 105, 815 
13, 445, 209 
31, 312, 757 
13, 062, 169 
28, 027, 699 
5, 243, 208 

Page 50 


8, 523, 838 
6, 704, 197 


21, 924, 603 
67, 900, 912 
..| 12, 892, 838 
12,250, 244 | 43, 563,001 
6, 104, 314 | 19, 166, 483 
10, 733, 058 | 38 

792, 396 6, 035, 604 
Deduced Page 158 


700, 757 


Acres of surveyed land 


State or Territory. 
Vacant Occupied Total 

| 

22, 271, 557 

24, 116, 628 
49, 752, 282 
11, 665, 159 
41, £08, 877 
15, 303, 883 
60, 844, 396 

Page 158 


Washington = 
RS atiicaddnee seta 
SNE hci sciede wiliinid aieiacrccn 
Idaho... 
Oregon 
Utah 


5, 414, 246 
13, 530, 110 
39, 957, 955 | 

6, 345, 063 | 
24, 155, 387 

7, O75, 296 
36, 108, 536 

Page 50 


17, 457, 311 
10, 586, 518 
9, 794, 327 | 
5, 320, 096 
17, 653, 490 
8, 228, 587 
24, 735, 850 
Deduced 


De 
UNITED STATES SURVEYOR-GENERAL’'S OFFI E, 
STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
Olympia, Jun 
Statement of gross and net receipts from the sale of public lands in the 
ing States 


(Taken from the Land Office Reports for 1892 and 1893 


| Receipts from sale of public land 


| 


State or Territory. | For 1893. For 1802 


Total. Net 


Total Ni 


5k3 
936 
823 
815 
293 


Washington 
ae ae | 
Wyoming | 
as anata adaakelirundtécn ice iemit 
Oregon . 

Utah 

Colorado 


$69,784 | &31 
49,210 | 23 
26,719 7, 
33, 671 12, 
64, 456 | 3A, 
17, 280 | 11, 280 
104, 768 | 44, 235 

Deduced (pp. 211-213 | Deducex 


STATE OF WASHINGTON. 
Cr. 
Total receipts for sale of public lands in State of Washingt: 
cal year ending June 30, 1892... _.... 


m fort 


Apportionment made to Washington from appropriation for publi 
surveys for fiscal year ending June 30, 1893_.___- ie 


Balance, showing more received from sale of public lands than paid 

out for surveys therefor...... eke teen tatencn aeciae nnn 
Cr 

Total receipts for sale of public lands in State of Washington f 
fiscal year ending June W, 1893 bacdaihd 

Apportionment made to Washington from appropriation for pub- 
ic surveys for fiscal year ending June 30, 1504 

Balance, showing more received from sale of 

paid out for surveys therefor 

UNITED STATES SURV 


public lands than 
EYOR-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
STATE OF WASHINGTON 
Olympia, June 4 
Comparative statement of population in the following States, also the 
tion in same occupying farms or towns containing less than 5,000 p 
(Taken from The World Almanac for 1893, pages 282-287 


poy 
ople 


Population 


eit 


Census 
year 1890 
State or Territory 
Total popu 
lation 


3A9, 
1s2 
wo 
e4, 


390 
159 
705 

385 
313, 767 
207 , 905 


4:9, 198 


Washington .......... 
Montana 

Wyoming 

ET cn cundniihicdanaarun 
Oregon ......- 

Utah 

Colorado 
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Mr. President, the figures above are very instructive, espe- 
cially as to the progress and needs of the people of Washington 
aa to surveys and settlement of the public lands. I forbear 
furthercommentat this time, excepting to say it seems to me that 
it is too close cheese paring to keep these people down in their 
efforts to settle the Western country. It isa small business for 
us to engage in to try to keep these people back in their occupa- 
tion and settlement of these lands by not having them property 
surveyed beforehand, so that the people who go on the lands 
can occupy them with some better and higher title than thatof 
a mere squatter. We have hundreds and thousands of people 
who are regarded simply as squatters waiting for a survey of 
theirlands. Why should the Gemnenesent of the United States 
keep back these settlers? 

Why should it not allow these lands to be surveyed? We 
have an efficient man in the office of surveyor-general. What 
he wants is clerks. What he wants besides money to pay for 
surveys is money to pay clerks so that the office may do its busi- 
ness properly and promptly. I trust the chairman of the com- 
mittee will grant this increase, although we have not gone 
through all the detail and have not been able to shape the thing 
up to his committee through the Interior Department. 

I was not aware of the condition of things until recently. 
Having received these papers, I deemed it my duty to present 
them to the Senate and to the chairman; and it seems to me he 
can not very well resist this honest and decent a on the 
part of the people of that State for relief under the circum- 
stances. If there is too much money appropriated and it is as- 
certained in the end that it is mot mecessary, this amount will 
goover. It is not to be expended unless necessary. Why can 
not the amount be appropriated s0 that if needed it can be used? 
Nobody is going to squander any money there. 

Mr. COC L. Nobody ever squanders monty there. It 
would only be an increase of salary re; that would be all. 

Mr. SQUIRE. There is no chance under the efficient Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office for any ae to be squan- 
dered there. Every penny of it will be accounted for through 
this careful officer. I appeal in behalf of my people tothe Sen- 
ator to allow this amount to be increased for clerk hire and in- 
cidental expenses. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can not possibly do it, and it is per- 
fectly unreasonable for the Senator to ask it. I beg to say to 
him that we can not go beyond the estimate, and if the Senator 
were in my place he vweuld scorn to do it. We-ean not do just 
as we please. We have a Department here that is in charge of 
this work. They make an estimate of the money that is re- 
quired. 

We giveittothem. Then, when some man who has to spend 
that money and distribute it out to the employés under him 
comes in and says he wants more, could the Senator, if he were 
on the Appropriation Committee, recommend an increase in 
such a case? 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wouldif there were agoodshowing. If there 
were an honest, fairshowing I would do it. The Congress of the 
United States and the President are the authorities to decide 
what is right in legislation. The Bureauor Department is only 
executive or advisory. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can not do it. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 110, line 5, 
before the word “hundred.” to strike out “two ” and insert 
‘*five;” so as to make the clause read: 

For rent of office for the surveyor-general, fuel, books, stationery, and 
other incidental expenses, 31,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items for the office of First 
Assistant Postmaster-General, on page 111, line 21, before the 
word ‘‘clerks,” to strike out ‘eleven’ and insert ‘‘ ten,” and on 
page 112, line 2, before the word ‘‘ hundred,” to strike out “ sixty- 
four thousand three” and insert ‘‘ sixty-two thousand nime;” so 
as to read: 

Ten clerks of class 2; twenty-four clerks of class 1; five clerks, at $1,000 


each; fifty-six clerks, at #900 each; six female clerks, at $720 each; one assist- 
ant ecengee; three laborers; four female laborers, at $480 each; in all, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] 
desires to call attention to an item on page 106. 

Mr. WHITE. It is found in lines 20 and 21, on page 106. I 
will state that i am very familiar with the office of surveyor- 
general of California. The amount of money I think recom- 
mended for the item of books, stationery, pay of messenger, and 
other incidental expenses, was $2,000. The other House have 
made it $1,500. Iam in position personally to know that that 
amount of money is insutiic'ent. The office is being run parsi- 
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moniously as it is. I know that the officers who have made t}\, 
estimates have placed them upon the lowest possible basis. 

I would not interrupt the progress of the bill or make thio 
suggestion unless I knew something about it. In fact the ap. 
propriation last year was so small that the Department refuses 
to allow cold water to be kept for the uses of the clerks, and | 
may add that it did not provide any substitute therefor. [o. 
sides, there is a rearrangement of Mexican grant maps which 
are of great importance in California, oe the old dise)os 
and expedientes of the various grants upon which a large por. 
tion of our lands depend. The necessities of the case are suc); 
that I do not believe even $2,000 will fully discharge the entire 
expenditure that will be made, but, however, it will be supplicd 
elsewhere. 

The present officer will see that the work is done; but I kno) 
that tais addition is necessary. Hence I appeal to the chair. 
man of the committee in view of the fact that I am not asking 
for anything not recommended by the Department to accede to 
the request. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator movesto strike out ‘* $1,500 
and insert ‘‘ $2,000” ? 

Mr. WHITE. I move to strike out $1,500” and insert 
‘* 32.000,” that being the amount recommended. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amountestimated was $2,000, and the 
other House appropriated $1,500. We had no evidence before 
us to justify us Tn changing the amount provided by the other 
House. Tho Senator can offer his amendment and I shall not 
contest it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestion is onagreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from California to increase the 
amount “for books, stationery, pay of messenger, and other in- 
cidental expenses,” in the office of surveyor-genera! of Cali- 
fornia from $1,500 to $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. BLAOKBURN. I ask the chairman of the committee in 
charge of the bill to allow me to submit an amendment now on 
page 90, lines 10 and 11, which I send to the desk. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Theamendment will be stated. 

The SwoReETARY. In the items for the Bureau of Ori- 
nance, page 90, lines 10 and 11, strilse out the words ‘‘two assist- 
ant draitsman, at $1,400 each” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘one 
assistant draftsman, $1,800; one assistant draftsman, $1,400,” and 
insert afver the word ‘‘thousand” in line 14, same page, tho 
words ‘‘four hundred,” so as to make the total $12,480. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is the law to-day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment restores the existing 
status. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Itrestores the existing status as to this 
one draftsman. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky. 

The amenidment was agreed to. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill on page 112, 
line 3. The next amendment of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions was,on page 118, line 2, after the word “ disbursing,” toinsert 
‘*and appointment;” in the same line, before the word ‘‘ hundred,” 
to strike out ‘‘ two” and insert “five;” in line 6, after the word 
one,” imsert**‘from October 1, 1894;” and in line 15, before 
the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘thirty-seven thousand’ and 
ten” and insert ‘‘ thirty-five thousand and sixty; so as to male 
the clause read: 

Office of t he Attorney-General: For compensation of the Attorney-Ge 
ral, $8,000; Solicitor-General, $7,000; four assistant attorneys-general, it 


5,000 each; one assistant attorney-general at the Post-Ofice Department, 
4,000; solicitor of internal revenue, $1,500; solicitor for the Department of 


State, $3,500; two assistant attorneys, at $3,000 each; three assistant attor 
neys, at $2,500 each; one assistant attorney, $2,000; law clerk and examiners 
of titles, 700; chief clerk and ex-officio superintendent of the building 


$2,500; a clerk, $1,800; three stenographic clerks, at $1,600 each; 
two law clerks, at $2,000 each; four clerks of class 4; attorney in charge of 
pardons, $2,400; additional for disbursement and ae promay clerk, 3500 
three clerks of class 3; three clerks of class 2; six clerks of class 1; for exam- 
ination of accounts as uired by section 13-of this act, three clerks of class 
2 and four clerks of class | from October 1, 1894; one telegraph operator and 
ee at 1,200; seven copyists; one messenger; five assistant mes- 
sengers; four laborers; three watchmen; one engineer, $1,200; two condu 
tors of the elevator, at $720 each; sight charwomen; superintendent of build 
ing, $250; and three firemen; in all, $135,060. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 119, after the word “law, 
to strike out “and miscellaneous;” so as to make the clause read: 

For !aw books for office of the Solicitor of the Treasury, $300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 120, line 23, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert: 


And the Commissioner of Labor is authorized to investigate the alcoholic 

— trafilc, its relations to revenue and taxation, and its general economi*, 

minal, moral, and scientific aspects in connection with pauperism, crime, 
social vice, the public health, and general welfare of the people. 
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Mr. POWER. Does the Senator from Missouri propose to 
allow an, a to carry out the amendment? 

Mr. COC ELL. Itis notnecessary. The Commissioner of 
Labor has experts and everything of the kind, and this is a di- 
rection to him to employ his force in that line. He has a suffi- 
cient a Tr for that purpose. 

Mr. PO ER. .f understand he says $10,000 additional will 
be necessary to make thisinvestigation. I donot know whether 
estimates have been made for it or not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; we have not any estimates for it. 

Mr. POWER. It is not estimated for? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not that we have ever seen. There may 
be some communication that was never communicated to us. 

Mr. POWER. If so, we can take it up again. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can take it up again. 

Mr. POWER. All right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriation was, on page 122, line 14, 
after the word ‘‘that” to strike out ‘‘ the compensation of the 
clerks of the circuit courts of appeals shall be limited to the 
annual salary of $3,000 now provided by law, and that;” in line 
19, after the word ‘‘ costs,” to strike out ‘and fees of whatever 
kind;” inline 20, after the word *‘ them,” to strike oat “as such 
clerks” and insert ‘‘in cases disposed of during the preceding 

ear by said courts;” in line 23, after the word “ hire,” to insert 
‘and their compensation as provided by law;” in line 25, after 
the word “costs,” to strike out ‘‘and fees; on page 123, line 
2, after the word ‘“‘ return,” to strike out ‘Provided further, That 
the surplus of such costs and fees which may accrue on account 
of the fiscal year 1895 shall not be paid into the Treasury, but 
shall be expended, under the direction of the Attorney-General, 
for tuw books for the use of the circuit-courts of appeals;” in 
line 7, before the word ‘‘ That,” to insert ‘‘ Provided further;” 
in line 8, after the words “entitled to,” to insert “retain and;” 
in the same line, after the word ‘‘ expended,” to insert ‘‘ under 
the direction of the Attorney-General, for law books;” and in 
line 10, before the words “one-half,” to strike out ‘at least;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

For nine clerks, at $3,000 each; in all, $81,000: Provided, That said clerks 
shalimake annually within thirty days after the 30th day of June to the 
Secretary of the Treasury a return of all costs collected by them in cases 
disposed of during the preceding year by said courts, and after deducting 
the incidental expenses of their respective offices, including clerk hire and 
their compensation as provided by law, said expenses to be certified by the 
senior circuit judge of the geome circuit, shall pay any surplusof such costs 
that may remain into the Treasury of the United States at the time of mak- 
ing said return: Provided further, That each circuit court of appeals shall 
be entitied to.retain and have expended, under the direction of the Attor- 
ney-General, for law books for its use one-half of such surplus accrued 
therein for the fiscal year 1895. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa to the clause on page 122, line 23, ‘‘ and theircompensation 
as provided by law.” That is in the amendment just agreed to. 
It is under section 9 of the act, is it not? ; 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to have that section of the act 


read. 
Mr. ALLISON. Ihave not a memorandum of the date of the 
act. Itis section 9 of the act of 1891, creating the courts of ap- 


peal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
served, without objection. 
_Mr.COCKRELL. I will furnish the amendment there. It 
is simply to refer to section 9, of the law of a certain date. [ 
will furnish it to the clerks; then I want to add, ‘‘not exceeding 


The amendment will be re- 


come The amount is not to exceed $500. That we thought 
tter. 

Mr, ALLISON. Let the Senator add the words he now pro- 
poses. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I propose after the words “by law,” to in- 
sert the words ‘‘not exceeding $500,” so as to read: 

And their compensation as provided by law, not exceeding 9500. 


Mr. ALLISON. I have found the act. As I supposed, it is 
the act of March 3, 1891, providing for the establishment of the 
courts of appeal. The clause might as well be inserted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it read, ‘‘as provided by law under | 
section 9 of the act cf March 3, 1891.” 

Mr. ALLISON. It should be sections 2 and 9. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘‘As provided by law under sections 2 and 
9 of the act of March 3, 18¥1, eotublishing the circuit courts of 
sapeal, not exceeding $509.” That is the amendment. 

r. PLATT. Is there any provision made for the salary of 
the clerk except in that section? 

Mr. ALLISON. None, except in the two sections. 

Mr. PLATT. The salary is $3,000? 

Mr. ALLISON. “ For nine clerks, at $3,000.” 

itional compensation not to exceed $500. 


This is an ad- 


Mr. PLATT. The $3,000 is already in? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; in line 13. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

ry ‘ s. . « 2 

The SECRETARY. After the word “ law,” line 23, insert “ un- 
der sections 2 and 9 of the act of March 3, 1891, establishing tho 
circuit courts of appeal, and not exceeding $500.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 9 on page 125. 

Mr. POWER. I wish to offer an amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 125, at the end of line 9, insert: 

Provided, That the marshal and district attorney of the districts of Wash 
ington, Montana, North Dakota, and South Dakota, shall, for the servic: 
they att perform during the fiscal year herein provided for, receive (he fe 
allowed by law to like officers performing similar duties in the districts « 
Oregon and Idaho. 

Mr. POWER. Lhope the amendment will be agreed to. This 
has been allowed ever since those States were admitted. Each 
year there has been allowed double salary for the marshal and 
attorney of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 125, line 13, after the word “dollars,” to insert ‘two 
clerks, at $1,40C;” in line 15, before the word “clerks,” to strike 
out “five” and insert “two: in the same line, after the word 
‘*each,” to insert ‘‘one clerk, at $1,000;” in line 17, before the 
word ‘*and,” to strike out “thirty-five thousand eight hundred” 
and insert ‘‘ thirty-six thousand;” so as to make the clause read: 

Court of Claims: For salaries of five Judges of the Court of Claims, at 
$4,500 each; chief clerk, 33,000; one assistant clerix, $2,000; bailiff, $1,500; two 
clerks, at $1,400; twoclerks, at 61,200 each; one clerk, at $1,000; amd ene m« 
senger; in all, $30,040. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, on page 126, line 10, 
after the word ‘‘each,” to insert: 

No person who holds an office the salary or annual compensation attached 
to which amounts to the sum of $2,500 shall be appointed to or hold any other 
office unless hereafter specially authorized thereto by law; but this shall 
not apply to retired officers of the Army or Navy whenever they may be 
elected to public office. 

Mr. PLATT. I supposed we had a provision of law to the 
effect that no officer in the Government employ could draw 
salary for two offices. Is there not such a law? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is such a law, but we do not think 
it covers the case. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator please explain why this 
amendment is necessary? 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is simply to prohibit in certain classe 
of cases the payment of double salaries, and yet not to make it 
an invariable rule in all kinds of cases. There is an exception 
to be offered to it. The Senator from Lowa has the amendment 
tothe amendment which was prepared for submission. After 
the words ‘‘ public office,” in line 15, to insert: 
or whenever the President may appoint them thereto,? by and with tho 
advice and consent of the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment tothe amendment be read 
at the desk. 

The PRES([DING OFFICER. 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “office,” in line 15, on page 
126, it is proposed to insert: 
whenever the President shall appoint them to office by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 88, in lieu of the amendment 
there proposed by the committee, beginning in line 10 and end- 
ing in line 22, I offer, on behalf of the committee, the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 10, on page 88, in lieu of the 
amendment heretofore reported by the committee, it is proposed 
to insert: 

That the President ishereby authorized to appoint, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, a person selected from civil life, learned in the 
science of astronomy, who shall be styled director of astronomy, at the 
United States Naval Observatory, and who shall receive an annual salary 
of $5,000, which is hereby appropriated. Such director shall have charge of 
all astronomical work at the United States Naval Observatory, not including 
the Nautical Almanac, and of all astronomers, assistant astronomers, and 
computers nek ae ey at said Observatory; and suchas may be hereafter 
a nted shall be under the superintendence and control of said director; 
and all astronomers, assistant astronomers, and computers shall hereafter 
be appointed by the Secretary of the Navy, uponthe recommendation of tho 
director of astronomy; the salaries of such astronomers, assistant astrono- 
mers, and computers hereafter appointed to be fixed by the President, and 
all laws relating to astronomers, assistant astronomers, and computers 
at the United States Naval Observatory are hereby repealed, but nothing 
herein contained shall affect the salaries or terms of office of persons now 
holding positions as astronomers, assistant astronomers, or computers at 
said Observatory. 


The amendment to the amend- 
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The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. CALL. ask the chairman of the committee what 
changes are proposed to be made by the amendment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment is one prepared by the 
Secretary of the Navy, and the committee thought it was more 
complete than the one prepared by it. The amendment simply 
places the astronomical part of the observatory under civilian 
management. 

Mr.CALL. I understood that to be done by the amendment 
oe by the committee. 

r. COCKRELL. It was; but I submitted the matter to the 
Secretary of the Navy, and he has drawn the line between these 
officers more markedly than we had done. 

Mr. CALL. What does the chairman of the committee say 
about it, whom I consider a higher authority on such matters 
than the Secretary of the Navy? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The subcommittee, after full considera- 
tion and full discussion with the Secretary of the Navy, thought 
that the amendment prepared by him was preferable to the one 
prepared by the committee. 

r.CALL. I should like to hear the amendment read again, 
and to know why it is proposed in place of the amendment orig- 
inally eee me committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again 
read. 

The Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. COCK- 
RELL. 
Mr. CALL. Dol understand that the amendment allows the 
salaries to be fixed by the President? 
Mr. COCKRELL. The salary of the director is fixed by the 
bill at 35,000. 
Mr. PLATT. But this amendment provides that the salaries 
of the minor officials in the office shall be fixed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 
Mr. CALL. I do not understand how it is competent to give 
the President of the United States authority to fix salaries. 
Mr. COCKRELL. This leaves the existing law stand. 
Mr. CALL. That is the law now? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 
Mr. PLATT. I observe that the amendment as now proposed 
does not commit the preparation of the Nautical Almanac to the 
chief astronomer? 
Mr. COCKRELL. That is not part of the astronomical work 
atall. That is done separately, and that is one of the reasons 
why the committee adopted this amendment in preference to 
the one it had prepared. 
Mr.PLATT. I understand the amendment makes no change 
in that respect from the existing law? 
Mr. COCKRELL. No. There are mathematicians in the 
Navy Department who attend to that work, and they are there 
for life just like theothers. They dothe part of the work which 
is done there, but not the astronomical part, which is separate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onagreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri on be- 
half of the committee. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I believe we have reached the third sec- 
tion in the reading of the bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has been read to that 
roint. 
, Mr. COCKRELL. On page73, inline 15, the committee failed 
to insert an amendment which I now offer. After the word 
**each,” in that line, I move to insurt: 

Two carpenters, at $900 each. 


I have here a letter from the Secretary of War explaining how 
this item was dropped out, stating that these persons are abso- 
lutely necessary, and that he can not get along without them. 
I ask that the letter may be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be printed in the REcoRD. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let it be printed without reading. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. I ask permission to have the 
letter printed in the RECORD without reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absonce of objection it 
will be so ordered. 

The letter referred to is as follows: - 

WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., July 9, 1894. 

Str: In formulating a plap. for the reorganization of the civilian force of 
this Department, which was put into operation on the ist instant, and which 
embraced reductions, transfers, and consolidations of various divisions and 
subdivisions in the several Bureaus, it became necessary to dispense with 
two employés who were borne upon the rolls as clerks, but who were actu- 

as carpenters in repairing ofice furniture, putting up cases, 
shelving, andin other work of a kindred character. 

The d of these two men was based solely upon the fact that they 

the rolls as clerks, nanan performing no clerical duty, it 
improper to continue their employment in that capacity. 


were borne 
being d 
The services of two men are. however, imperatively needed in the work 
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upon which the men above referred to have hitherto been engaged, and jy 
order that the Department may suffer no embarrassment I have the hono; 
to request that the pending legislative, executive, and judicial approprig. 
tion bill be amended by the insertion therein of an item providing for two 
additional carpenters for this Department at $900 each. 

This, it should be understood, is not in the nature of an increase, as com. 
pared with the appropriation for the last fiscal year, but is an actual de. 
crease, independent of other decreases in the portion of the pending )j) 
relating to this Department, to the extent that in effect it substitutes tw, 
Se at $900 each, for two clerks (engaged as carpenters) at 81.0) 
each, 


It is intended that the two carpenters to be employed under the provisiog 
herein asked, shall be under the supervision and direction of the carpenter 
already authorized and employed at $1,000 per annum. 

Very respectfully, 


DANIEL S$. LAMONT, 
Secretary of Wa; 
The CHAIRMAN of the Committee on Appropriations, 
United States Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In order to conform to the amendment | 
have moved, the total in line 17 should be changed to $92,100, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Under the head of War Department, on 
page 73, in line 15, after the word ‘‘ each,” it is proposed to in- 
sert ‘‘two carpenters at $900 cach;” and in line 17, after the word 
fall,” to strike out ‘‘ $91,100,” and insert ‘‘ $92,900.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 121, line 14, there is an item al- 
lowing $250 to the Commissioner of Labor for postage stamps 
etc. He says he absolutely requires $350 for that purpose. | 
move to strike out the word ‘‘two”’ before “ hundred ”’ and insert 
‘*three;” so as to make the amount ‘‘ $350.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

Theamendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 20,0n page 121, in the clause mak- 
ing appropriation for the contingent expenses of the Depart- 
ment of Labor, I move to strike out ‘‘ $500” and insert ‘' $750." 
The Commissioner of Labor says that $750 for contingent ex- 
penses is absolutely necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the ameni- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to say to the chairman of the commit: 
tee that, while at present I make no suggestion of amendment, 
I desire to reserve the privilege, incase I find it necessary to do 
so, of moving to amend the bill on page 122, in reference to the 
clerks of courts. I may desire to offer an amendment to insert 
an appropriation for the salary of an additional clerk. [ shal 
explain the matter to-morrow morning after [ have looked up 
the record. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 10 minuies p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, July 14, 
1894, at 12 o'clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
FRIDAY, July 13, 1894. 


The House met at 120'clock m., and was called to order by Mr 
RICHARDSON of Tennessee as Speaker pro tempore. Prayer by 
the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and 4) 
proved. 

H. W. SHIPLEY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (S 
420) for the relief of H. W. Shipley; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

JOSEPH G. UTTER. 

The SPEAKER pro iempore also laid before the House the !o: 

lowing resolution from the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 1343) to remove the charg 
desertion against the name of Joseph G. Utter. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the re 
quest of the Senate for the return of this bill will be agreed to 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
MILITARY ROAD FROM EL PASO TO FORT BLISS, TEX. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent for the prese"' 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 7419) for the construction 0! 4 
military road from the city of El Paso to Fort Bliss, Tex. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. [I ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I call for the regular order. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 


sos co oe OD 


SS - - - 


—— 





1894. 


announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments to 
the bill (H. R. 5394) making appropriations for the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, had agreed to 
the conference asked by the House on the bill and amendments, 
and had appointed Mr. Brice, Mr. CALL, and Mr. TELLER as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
pill (A. R. 6893) to regulate water-main assessments in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 5482) making appropriations 
for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United 
States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other pur- 

oses, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on the 
Fill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. BRICE, Mr. Gor- 
MAN, and Mr. CULLOM as theconferees on the partofthe Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R.6108) making appropriations 
for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, had agreed to the confer- 
ence asked by the House on the bill and amendments, and had 
appointed Mr. BLACKBURN, Mr. BRICE, and Mr. HALE as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the message just received from the Senate be read 
from the Clerk's desk, asI am sure very few members understood 
it as announced. 

The Clerk read the message from the Senate. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. DURBOROW. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. DURBOROW] states that he rises to a question of privilege. 

Mr. DURBOROW. I send to the Clerk’s desk a copy of the 
Chicago Times of the 9th instant, and ask to have read the 
paragraph I have marked. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Representative DURBOROW in discussing the strike troubles said: ‘‘Only 
one t can now save the country from being plunged into an armed con- 
flict between labor and capital, which will postpone indefinitely the estab- 
lishment between genuine workingmen and men of legitimate business— 
actual producers and actual exchangers—of the modus vivendi for which 
all men of action are industriously working. That one means of averting 
a class War was concisely put by an ex-Confederate general who has sat on 
the supreme bench of a Southern State. Said he: ‘Altgeld has chosen the 
field of battle with consummate strategy. By keeping the fight strictly to 
the question of State’s rights upon which he has commenced it, he will 
avert the further embittering of class feeling, and will at the same time de- 
liver the United States at large from the bugaboo of Federal centralization. 

“Let him expel the Federal troops who, incontempt of the sacred principle 
of home rule and of the prerogatives of the mayor of Chicago and of the 
es of the State, invadei Illinois and the typical American city. Let 

do this boldly and decisively. Let him not simplycall upon the militia 
of the State—a weaker showing than the strongest possible ht well entail 
bloodshed—but let him at the outset call for volunteers from the State at 
large. If he does the issue will never come toa fight. The force exhibited 
will be too overwhelming. The Federal will withdraw in the face of such a 
demonstration of popular determination as such a summons would bring 
forth. The governors of the States of the South and West would refuse to 
sustain Cleveland in his attempted violation of State right. Without shed- 
ding a drop of blood the danger of conflict would be averted, the dignity of 
the States be maintained, and respect for law and order be strengthened 
rather than weakened with the people.” 


an GROSVENOR. I rise to a question of order, Mr. 


peaker. 

Mr. DURBOROW. I desire to state that I do not now en- 
tertain, nor have I ever entertained, such sentiments as are ex- 
pressed in the paragraph just read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
will suspend a moment. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Ohio rise? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish to make a point of order. 
notthe slightest objection to the gentleman from Illinois mak- 
ing any personal explanation that he deems proper. 
not want a precedent established here thata matter of this kind 
presents a question of personal privilege. The mere publica- 


The Clerk will read the article. 
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| building at the county seat thereof; 
A bill (S. 73) for the relief of William J. Cornell and Joseph 
M. Cornell; and 


I have | 
But I do | 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 


for reports. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT MOUNT STERLING, KY. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1988) 
to erect a post-office building in the city of Mount Sterling, 
Montgomery County, Ky.; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE TO FILE REPORTS. 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona (when the Committee on Public Lands 
was called). I ask unanimous consent that 1 may file during 
the day a report from the Committee on Public Lands, which 
is not nowquite ready. I ask this permission because I may be 
called away to-morrow. 

There being no objection, leave wa3 so granted. 

Mr.STOCKDALE (when the Committee on the Judiciary was 
called). Iask unanimous consent to file during the day areport 
from the Committee on the Judiciary on House bill No. 4727. 
The report is not quite completed at this time. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 


APPOINTMENT OF DISTRICT JUDGE FOR SOUTHERN DISTRICT 
OF MISSISSIPPI. 

Subsequently, 

Mr. STOCKDALE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4727) to appoint a district 
judgefor the southern districtof Mississippi; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF SETTLERS ON UNSURVEYED GOVERNMENT LANDS. 


Mr. SMITH, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3555) for the relief of set- 
tlers on unsurveyed Government lands lying within certain 
railroad land grants; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 40, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr DE ARMOND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, sub- 
mitted the views of the minority on the bill (H. R. 7274) to re- 
peal section 40 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which 
were ordered to be printed with the views of the majority. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the 


same: 

A bill (H. R. 352) to enable the people of Utah to form a con- 
stitution and State government, and to be admitted into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original States; 

A bill (H. R. 4671) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against the name of Joseph S. Utter; 

A bill (H. R. 5601) to authorize the construction of a wagon 
and foot bridge across the South, or Main, Canadian River ator 
near the town of Noble, in Oklahoma Territory; 

A bill (H. R. 6016) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895; 

A bill (H. R. 7506) authorizing the county of Coconino, Terri- 
tory of Arizona, to issue bonds for the construction of a county 


A bill (S.1573) making an appropriation for rewriting the 
Consular Regulations. 
MINING CLAIMS. 


Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a confer- 


| ence report. 


tion in a newspaper of what purports to be the unofficial utter- | 


ance of a gentleman who happens to be a member of Congress is 
not sufficient ground for a question of personal privilege. But 
upon a request to make a personal explanation, | have no doubt 
the House will give unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
stated that he rose to a matter of personal privilege. The Chair 
hardly thinks this presents such a question; but if there be no 
objection the gentleman will be permitted to make a personal 
explanation. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. DURBOROW. I only want to say that I have never 
expressed, by word of mouth or in writing, to any person or per- 
ey at any time whatsoever, such sentiments as are attributed 

fhe in the paragraph just read. 


XXVI——465 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the report 
submitted by the gentleman from Michigan. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6558) to amend section 
No. 2324 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to mining 
claims, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from ita disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate, and agree to the same. i 

THOMAS A. E. WEADOCK, 


F. C. TATE, 

GEORGE B. SHAW, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

WILLIAM M. STEWART, 

WILLIAM B. BATE, 

JOHN M. PALMER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
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The statement was read, as follows: 
Statement to accompany conference report on H. RB. 6568 


The House bill, as reported by the committee on mines and mining, pi 

vided that the $100 worth of labor required on each mining claim, leceted 
since 1872 should not berequired for the year 1804, and was in all respects 
aifailar to the law enacted on the same subject in 1893, suspending the same 
requirements for thatyear. The House amended the bill by excepting from 
its provisions the second district of Colorado, where it seems that those 
interested in mining are not agreed upon the recessity of the law in that 


district. 
The Senate amended tho bill by rs: out the exception made = = the 

House amendment to the bill reported from the committee. The 
having refused its concurrence, and conferees oe been appointed and 
considered the question, they recommended that the House recede from its 
disagreement and agree to the bill as it was originally reported. 
T. A. B. WEADOCK. 


av W. B. SHAW. 

Mr. WBADOCK. Unlesssome further explanation of the bill 
is desired other than that which is contained in the statement, 
I shall ask for the previous question on the adoption of the re- 

ork. 
' Mr. COOMBS. Do the Colorado people agree to this? 

Mr. WEADOCK. Yes, sir. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the conference report was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. WEADOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ORDEE OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself inte Committee of the Whole House for the purpese of 
considering bills on the Private Calendar. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
MALLORY) there were—ayes 88, noes I7. 

So the motion was 

‘The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House, Mr. DocKERY in the chair. 


HEIRS OF ROBERT J. SMITH AND OTHERS. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerir will report the title of the un- 
finished business, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution as a.subdstitute for Mouse bills M04 to 1450, both inclu. 
sive. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the owns bills: (Hf. R: 1414, —_ 1416, $417, 1413) 
ar aor van iad, tana, 14a, io, 10h, 16 ais, 1406, 1447, 1 1440; amd 1450) for 
1 
relief of the heirs of Robert de ey" Smith: t Octavius A. ite, trustee; John F. 
ve rner; William Wilson; heirsand of Henry McKee; Evalina Ann 

.Fripp; John Duncan, ‘survivor; heirs of Benjamin. Cha ; Thomas 
Whise executor and testamen ntary trustee of the last will testament of 
Joseph D. Edings, deceased; Edward Ca 
head; William HB. Connerat and Clarence Ss, mn 
son; heirs of Richard N. Kittles; Frederick” W. Clausse 
Venning; Stockton E. Slawson: heirs of Charles B. Ca es Gh 
William Neyle Habersham; William Herron; Lo 
cthers; James D. McDowall, administrator of William D. wall, de 
eased; Francis T. Capers; Joseph S. and others; Deni T Pope: 


420, 
431, 1432, 1433, 1434, 14, an 


heirs of James Wells; heirs of h James Pi oY. ; heirs of Franklin 
P. Pope, deceased; heirs of as. Seabrook; of John = P. Seott; 
heirs and devisees of John J. Pope; heirs of Rovers ¥ W. Fuller; 8 
W. Williams & Co,; Robert G A A ~ George Jacob Huthmacher; and 8 
heirs of Isane Newman, deceased, or with all the acco 

papers, be, and the same are hereby to the Court of Claims to 


the amount due and repert cays same to Congress. 

Mr. ENLOE. Lask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, that 
this resolution be passed over informally in the absence of Mr. 
McLAURIN, who made the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first state the parliamen- 
tary status. The Chair is advised that when the Committee of 
the Whole rose last, there was a point of no quorum. made on a 
motion to lay aside this resolution with favorable recommenda- 
tion; no quorum appeared on that motion, and the committee 
rose. 

The first business in order is the resumption of the count by 
tellers. Pending that, however, the gentleman from. Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent to lay aside this resolution without 
penaption. retaining its place on the Calendar. Is there objec- 
tion 

Mr. COOMBS. [I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question 
oferder. Iam satisfied that not a half-dozen men in the House 
know what this resolution is. It was impessible to hear a word 
of the reading of it here. 

The CHAIRMAN. Inthe abseace of objection, itwill beagain 


reported. 
ware KLLGORE. I think we would be entitled to have each 
bill specified in that resolution read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
Mr. BTLGORE. f demand the reading of the several bills, 
each ene ef them mentioned in the resolution. 


TheCHAIRMAN. The House is dividing, however, on , 
proposition to lay the resolution aside. 

Mr. ENLOE. [ a the gentleman from Texas will pe 
this to pass over for the present; that is the request. 

Mr. KILGORE. I did not object to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Cleri will report the resolution. 

The Cleric proceeded to read the resolution. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not insist upon the fu 
reading. 
Mr. COOMBS. I will ask the Chair to restate the para. 
mentary status. I think that some mistake has been made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The statement of the Chair was mad 
the recollection of the Clerk at the desk. The Chairisadvisc; [Ry 
that the House was voting on the motion to lay the resolutio: 


aside with a favorable recommendation, on which vote no a 
quorum appeared, whereupon the committee rose. The C! 


has no other informa‘ion than that. By 

Mr. BURROWS. Is the Chair quite certain that that is th ‘ 
pending motion? LIsupposed that the general debate had ly 
exhausted. I did not — that the matter had reached | 
stage where the motion to lay it aside could be entertained. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair is so informed by the Journa 
Clerls. 

Mr. BURROWS. Ihave nopersonal recollection of the mai- 
ter, but think that is a mistake. 

The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair | 3 
notin the chair at the time. “ 

Mr. BARTLETT. The RecorpD shows a different staic o 
facts. A side issue had been presented, which was (i 
cussed —— 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York 
kind ad enone to.send the RECORD to the desk? 

TLETT.. Certainly. 

Mr. ENLOE.. I suggest, Mr. Chairman, that my requ 
would —— of ee the gentleman from New Yo 
will withdraw his obj 

Mr. COOMBS. I will withiiras the objection, with the un 
derstanding that this resolution loses its place on the Calendar 

Mr. ENLOE. That was not the request. 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon an examination of the Rrcorp, ; 
appears that no motion was. made to lay the bill aside witi : ce 
favorable reeommendation. 

Mr. BUBROWS. That was m 

The CHAIRMAN. 


the Whele under the eral debate. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is correct. 

Mr. COOMBS. That was my understanding. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the Chair is advised that the gen: 
man from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] is entitled to the {! 
ee lded to him by the gentleman fr 


“Mr ENLOE. Pending 
E. Pending that, Lagain submit the request 
this matter be — over without prejudice. i 
The CHAIR Ts there objection? P 
Mr. BARTLETT. I object. 3 
TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York object: 
—- is now recognized for five minutes te address the con : 
ttee. i 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the bi!’ ‘ 
now under consideration, or rather the bills embraced in « 
resolution offered by the gentleman from South Carolina |) 
SHELL], provide for the ultimate appropriation of over 31, 
000, all of which is to go to one district in South Carolina. 
On the occasion of the last debate, on the 25th day of } = 
some question was made about the propriety of abolishing : 
Courtof Claims, and the distinguished lawyer from ng ¢ 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. SAYERS), 12 
answer toa query of the gentleman from North Carolina |)!" 
Bunw], said that he would abolish the court at once. 
L wish to say a few words in —— of the Court of Clai 
That court is not a part; — on ie the judges who: 
adorn the bench were publican Preside: 
in its tion im 1855 twas created by the Demoer2t 
y, and the first three judges were appointed by Presi: 
ree. The gentlemen I refer to were [Isaac Blackford, o! 
diana, who for many i Reeurtatetgecas 
rts; John J. Gilchrist, who had filled the — judicial 


i Mga ae 


y impression. 
is still in the Committee 


Seer 


a3 


the State of New Hampshire; and a burgh, of \ 
ginia. These were all Democrats. occupants «! 
that bench have all been "Tho mom wo m0 © 


it are men of high rand of marked legal abi 
oe SS that court. ae one hundred and 
thirty- cases taken on appeal to upreme Court of ‘4° 
United States since the year 1882, only eighteen cases have me 
reversed in whole or in There is no cirenit court of *5° 
United States, nor any district court, which hasa better recor: 
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There would seem to be a decided misconception on the part 
of many members of this House as to the scope and meaning of 
the Bowman act of 1883 and of the Tucker act of 1887. The dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] on the occa- 


gion of the last debate suggested thatthe resolution should have | 
incorporated in it the words, ‘‘ Referred under the Bowman act.” 


Now, there can be no such reference of cases such as those 
embraced in this resolution; that is, cases barred by the statute 
of limitations, which was in force at the time of the passage of 
the Bowman act. There can be no reference of such cases to 
the Court of Claims under the Bowman act. The only way in 
which these matters can be sent to the Court of Claims is under 
the act of 1887, popularly known as the Tucker act. 
limitation in that act over our power as to remitting or trans- 
mitting any claim to the Court of Claims for an inquiry as to 
the facts. 

But I desire to call the attention of the committee to the fact 


that references under the Bowman act and the Tucker act are | 


advisory, and that there can only be a reference to ascertain 
and report the facts. It is as if issues of fact were sent toa 
jury for determination, and the findings of fact were to be re- 
turned in the form of a special verdict. That is the only func- 
tion of the Court of Claims, under section 1 of the Bowman 
act and under section 14 of the Tucker act. 

Now, I submit that this resolution is in an improper form, be- 
eause it goes beyond that and asks that court to find a judgment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BukROws] has fifteen min- 


utes. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
ten minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I should state at the outset that I do not 
regard this question as a partisan or factional one. I believe 
We should look at these Southern claims just as if the condition 
of things were transposed, just as if the North had been van- 
quished and the South had been victorious, and I am willing to 
take my position on these claims according to that standard. 

T look at these claims asalawyer. I look at them as to be ad- 
judged by the law of nations, by international law; for all ques- 
tions of constitutional law have no bearing whatever when we 
enter upon a condition of belligerency, when we are dealing with 
Tom whoare regarded by the lawasenemies. So that the only 
question is, What is the posuere test under the rules of interna- 
tionallaw? All theseclaims naturally arrange themselves under 
three heads. The first heading may be said to embrace claims 
which are made for the use and occupation of real estate by the 
armies or the naval forces of the United States at the seat of war, 
and those claims which are for the destruction of or damage to 
property. 

None of these claims should ever be paid, because it is well 
settled that for any devastation which occurs in the track of war 
or for any tort, no government is liable. It is so well settled 
thateven an alien can not get compensation for his property 
which has been destroyed in the natural course of military op- 
erations. Look at the case in France, when Earl Granville was 
secretary of state for foreign affairs, after the Franco-Prussian 
war. Hesaid: ‘‘ England can have no claim for the millions of 
dollars that she has lost during the operations of the Prussians 
in France.” 

Now, if that law applies to aliens, I go further and say it ap- 
plies to the friends of the belligerent, and it certainly must ap- 
ply to the enemy himself. 

What is the second class of cases? I will take the cases covered 
by the Bowman act for stores and supplies—in all about $37,000,- 
000 were claimed. Now, under the Bowman act 10} per cent of 
oe eases already disposed of have been allowed by the Court of 
Cc or $1,600,000 in round numbers. They have adjudicated 

“ $15,000,000, and the balance of some $22,000,000 remain for 
ication. 


think all these claims for cotton, beef, mules, horses, and 
cattle furnished to the loyal armies during the war should be 
; but I do not think the door should be opened one inch 
we I ae sa attention, gentlemen, to the fact that 
hether these claims have amounted in the aggregate to $400,- 
,000 or only $37,000,000, they should be j by the same 
law. Idraw your attention to the fact that the aggregate of 
resented has always exceeded enormously the claims 

which have been allowed. 

Teall your attention to the fact that the first of these claims 
for stores and supplies, the first series presented to the Treas- 
ie Sepertenent, through the ter-General and the 

missary-General amounted to $40,000,000 and that only 34,- 
000,000 wereapproved, and that subsequently, before the South- 
ern Claims Commission which suceceded to the functions of the 


I yield to the gentleman from New York 


There is no | 


1871, $60,000,000 were claimed and $4,636,000 hav 

| to be justly due. 

| Now,I come to the third class of cases, thoseembrac 

this resolution, claims for cotton taken or seized and sold, : 

the proceeds alleged to have been covered into the Treasury 

the United States. One word as to tho alleged trust relat 

| which is based on the theory that the Supreme Court of the 

United States in 1871 said that a trust had arisen in behalf of 

those people who owned thecotton. Chief Justice Chase in that 

| Opinion said that a trust has arisen for th red by this 

| act to be entitled; and six years later, in the Knot eand in 

the Young czse, the Supreme Courtof the Uni said 

that no trust had arisen for anyone who dii not bring himself 

fairly within the termsof thatact. Inthe lavter case Chief 

tice Waite said: ‘‘ As to all persons within the privileges of 1 

act the proceeds were held in trust, but as to all others the ti 

| of the United States as captor was absolute.” In other wor 

no trust relation has arisen for anyone whodid not file his peti 

| tion within two years after the suppression of the rebellion or 
within two years after August 20, i566, when the rebellion was 
declared to have ceased. I call yourattention to a prett: 
Democratic authority on this question of cotton taken duri 
the civil war. I draw your attention to a letter written by the 
Hon. Thomas F. Bayard, then Secretary of State, in 1886 to Mr. 
Murnaga, where he says that— 

Cotton, in fact, was to the Confederacy as much munitions of wa 
| powder and ball, for it furnished the chief means of obtaining the i 
| pensable of warfare. In international law there could be no question 

the right ofthe Federal commanders to seize it.as contraband of War, wh 
they found it on rebel territory or intercepted it on the way to the part! 
who were to furnish in return material aid in the form of the stnews of war 
| arms, or general supplies. 
| The same principle was laid down, the same view of the con- 
| dition of facts was adopted by Chief Justice Chase in the case of 
«Mrs. Alexander's cotton, where he says the Southern forces. 
rather than to permit the cotton to fall into the hands of the 
Northern army, wouldinvariably destroy it, and he refers to the 
fact that prior to the evacuationof New Orleans $30,000,000 worth 
| of cotton was destroyed; and he speaks of the further fact that 
| on this very plantation of Mrs. Alexander $1,000,000 worth ha 
been destroyed by the owners the previous year rather than to 
let it fall into the hands of the enemy—the Union forces 

Now, I say, gentlemen, no claims such as those embraced in 
this resolution should be referred to the Court of Claims. Let 
us divest our minds entirely of any party. Let us decide that 
none of these claims for cotton should be paid. Let us dispose 
of the question atonce. Ishould say there are about $10,000,000 
remaining of the captured and abandoned property fund in t! 
Treasury; and it may be some $2,500,000 of that should be r 
tothe parties who can prove their ownership on due proof 

| loyalty. 

About $10,000,000 of that fund has already been paid to 1 
claimants, and the aggregate of claims filed amounted to $77 
000,000; and that is some indication of the danger, owing to the 
lapse of time, of fraud and fraudulent claims. [Yor thatr 

| we should be doubly careful; and I ask you gentlemen now todis 

| pose of this resolution and not to allow this issue, the ascert 

| ment of facts, to go to the Court of Claims. If we donot belicy: 
in the payment of these claims it is an errcr of judgment and a 

| waste of time to burden the Court of Claims with any inquiry or 

| finding as to the facts. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of [llinois. If the gentlemax will a 
a moment, Iunderstand this resolution includesa gr 
claims which have not been investigated by the commit! 
all. Is that true? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. It was stated onthe occasion of t 
last debate here, I think by the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. MCLAURIN] who presented this resolution, that the com 
mittee did not think it worth whils to inquire into these cas 
that in substance they thought the easiest way was tosend them 
to the Court of Claims. Now, it seems to me that it is the duty 
of that committee to inquire carefully into the nature of c 
coming before them. Why, sir, look at the form of this resolu- 


10n, 


tad 
vou 





ood 


tion. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Is there not an express statute provid- 
ing that claims of this character may be sent by the committee 
to the Court of Claims for an ascertainmentof the factsconcern- 
ing them? Is not that the provision of the Tucker act? 

Mr. BARTLETT. The fourteenth section of the Tucker 
gives either House of Congress the power to send any claim to 
that court; but I do not think acommittee would have the pow: 
to send these claims to the Court of Claims for ascertainment of 
the facte. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. The gentleman from T\ |Mr. CUL- 


Ta 


AGes 


BERSON], when this subject was under discussion before, made 
the point that these claims should be sent by the committee to 


Quartermaster-General and the Commissary-General underact of 
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the court for an investigation with reference to the facts; and 
he thought that the committee, and those favoring this proposi- 
tion on the floor, did not want a mere finding of the facts, but 
wanted judgments. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It would seem to me there isa great deal 
in that idea, because the form of the resolution is very sus- 

icious. It does not refer these cases for the ascortainment of 

he facts and areport to the House; but it provides in sub- 
etance that the court shall hear and determine the amounts 
due. I forget the exact posnnectegyi but that is the substance. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BuR- 
ROWS] is entitled to the floor for five minutes. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. MCLAURIN]. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Mr. Chairman, we have already consumed 
an entire day in debating this matter; and I desire now to test 
the sense of the Committee of the Whole on the question and 
bring it toan immediate issue. Allof these bills were embodied 
in one resolution in order to save time and for the sake of con- 
venience. 

As I understand, there is a large amount of money in the 
Treasury Department set yo especially under the law for the 
ee of claims of this character; in other words, it is a trust 

und. And all that was intended by this resolution was that the 
parties making these claims might be permitted to go to the 
court and establish their lien, or their right to a portion of this 
trust fund. 

Now, I desire to make a motion that this resolution be re- 

rted back to the House, and that we now vote upon the ques- 

on, closing debate as soon as possible. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate is not yet closed. 

Mr.McLAURIN. Well, I hope the gentleman from Michi- 
gan, at the conclusion of his remarks, will make that motion, sa 

at we may stop debate, and test the sense of the committee. I 
have nothing further to say. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, in the two or three min- 
utes allowed me, I desire to say only that I am as anxious as 
any member of the committee can ibly be to dispose of this 
stumbling block, which stands at the head of the Private Cal- 
endar. I were entirely certain that a motion to report this 
resolution back to the House with a recommendation thatit lie 
on the table would prevail, I would make that motion. But if 
such a motion should fail, there might then be some question as 
to the right of amendment. I am perfectly willing that general 
debate be closed or considered as closed at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make that request? 

Mr. BURROWS. I do. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate be considered as closed on this 
question. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr.Chairman, general debate having been 
closed, the resolution is now, of course, open for amendment. I 
wish to offer an amendment for the purpose of testing the sense 
of the committee. I move to amend by striking out in the sec- 
ond line of the resolution the figures ‘' 1425,” being the number 
of the bill which I send to the desk, and which, if my motion 
pe will not be included in this resolution. I ask the Clerk 

read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1425) for the relief of William H. Connerat ani Clarence S. 
Connerat. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 

America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he hereby is, authorized, directed, and required to pay to William H. 
Connerat and Clarence S. Connerat, heirs of Joseph V. Connerat, deceased, 
out of any yd in the Treasury, not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
$153,000, in full satisfaction of any and alldemands against the United States 
arising out of the seizure and sale of property belo to the said Joseph 
We ——— a , upon their execu a release of any and all claims 
and demands of every kind and nature whatsoever against the United 
States on account of said seizure. 

Mr. BURROWS. The committee will observe that this bill 
provides for the payment of $153,000 for the seizure and use of 
certain property—not cotton—this is not acotton claim. I wish 
a vote on this amendment with a view of testing the sense of 
the committee on this class of claims. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. This seizure is alleged or conceded to have 
been at the seat of war and during hostilities? 

— BURROWS. Oh, yes, sir; there is no question about 
at. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. Sothat this claim would be entirely barred 
under any statute now in force? 

Mr. BURROWS. I suppose there is no question about that. 
As I was about to say, if the Committee of the Whole should 
adopt my amendment it will clearly indicate, I think, that the 
committee is opposed to the passage of this resolution; and if my 


motion should ley I shall move further toamend by striking 
out all these bills, or to report back the resolution with an un- 
favorable recommendation. 

I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr, 
ENLOE)}. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I think this resolution for the 
reference of these claims to the Court of Claims ought not to pass, 
This is not a resolution for reference under the Bowman act or 
the Tucker act; it provides for a reference under the general 
law; and my judgmentis that if Congress should refer thése 
claims under this resolution, it would carry with it the right to 
render judgment for the amounts that may be found due upon 
these claims. 

I am not willing that the Court of Claims should render judg- 
ment in favor of a few favored parties for the whole amount 
found due to them, to be paid out of the captured and abandoned 
property fund. I want all claims against this fund to receive 
an equitable share of the distribution of itand to have them al! 
adjudicated alike, so that each one may have a fair proportion 
of the fund remaining on hand. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield for an inquiry? 

Mr. ENLOE. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. Under this act, if it is carried into execution and 
the judgment is rendéred in favor of the claimant—and of courge 
every judgment rendered is necessarily conclusive under this 
provision—would that not necessarily absorb the whole fund for 
the benefit of a few claimants named here? 

Mr. ENLOE. I donot know that it would absorb all, but it 
would absorb a large proportion of it. 

Mr. COX. Certainly a large proportion of it. 

Mr. ENLOE. And in my judgment, if it is a trust fund tobe 
distributed to persons having an interest in it, it should be dis- 
tributed on a pro rata basis to all alike. 

I hops the amendment of the gentleman from Michigan will 
be adopted, as an indication of the intention of the committee to 
make an unfavorable recommendation on the resolution. 

The question was taken, and the amendment of Mr. BURROWS 
was agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS. I now move that this resolution be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill onthe 
Calendar. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
_ bill (H. R. 222) to remit the penalties on the dynamite-gun cruiser Vesu- 
us. 


Mr.SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be passed 
over informally. I am quite unwell to-day, and do not feel able 
to discuss the matter. 

There was no objection, and the bill was informally passed 
over. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R.19) for the 
relief of the city of Raleigh, N. C. 

Mr.LOUD. The gentlemanfrom North Carolina[Mr. Bunn] 
is not present: at least, I do not see him; and I ask, therefore, 
that this be passed over informally. 

There was no objection. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 903) to 
rovide for the payment of the claim of Edward Hurley for pav- 
ng Second street, in Sedalia, Mo., in front of the Sedalia post- 

office building. 

Mr. LOUD. I make the same request in regard to that bill. 

There was no objection, and the bill was passed over without 
predudice. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H.R. 286) 
to authorize the payment of damages sustained by the State 
of Pennsylvania from Union and Confederate troops during the 
late war, as adjudicated and liquidated by the State of Pennsy)- 
vania under the provisions of an act of the General Assembly. 

Mr. MAHON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania who has 
charge of that bill is absent sick, and I ask unanimous consent 
that it be passed over without prejudice. 

There was no objection. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 2767) for the relief of Dr. Nathan Fletcher. 

Mr. ENLOE. 1 do not see the gentleman who has charge o! 
that bill in his seat, and I ask that the sime order be made in 
—- to it that has just been made as to the preceding bill. 

here was no objection. , 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1125) 
eo tage to the Court of Claims the claim of William E. Wood- 

ridge. 
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Mr. LOUD. Iask that that also be passed over without preju- 


dice. BY ae 
There was no objection. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 23) direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the city of Lincoln, 
Nebr., one-half of the cost of constructing certain pavements in 
front of the Government square. 

r. LOUD. I make the same request in regard to that bill. 
here was no objection. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 415) to 
submit to the Court of Private Claims, established by an act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1891, the title of William McGar- 
rahan to the Rancho Panoche Grande, in the State of California, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. ENLOE. I ask that that bill be passed over informally. 

There was no objection. 


GEORGE M’ALPIN. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2717) for 
the relief of George McAlpin, to repay to him moneys unlaw- 
fully collected from him by the United States. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Chairman, my colleague, Mr. MCALEER, 
who introduced this bill, is absent, and in accordance with his 
wishes, I ask consent that it go over for the present, retaining 
ita place on the Calendar. 

Mi . MAHON. I will state to the gentleman that I have 
charge of the bill in his absence. 

Mr. REILLY. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bili will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas George McAlpin was the sutler of the Eleventh Regiment Penn- 

lvania Cavairy during the years 1582, 1863, 1864, and 1865, and was during 
those years required by the Unite’ States, at the United States custom- 
house at Baltimore, Md., to pay the sum of 3 per cent on the value of all of 
the supplies shipped to him during said years within the lines of the Army; 
any hereag he was thus unlawfully and unjustly required to pay to the 
Uni States, and did thus unlawfully and unjustly pay the sum of 86,906.18, 
peing 8 per cent on $230,206.29, to the United States, as appears by the books 
of the Custom-house at Baltimore, Md.: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembied, That the Treasurer of the United States 
is hereby directed to pay to the said George McAlpin, out of any moneys in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriate, the sum of $6,906.18. 


Mr. MAHON. Let the report bo read, which fully explains 
the character of the bill. 
The report (by Mr. MAHON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2042) 
for the felief of George McAlpin, report as follows: 

This case was referred to the Committees on War Claims of the Fifty-sec- 
ond Co , and was favorably reported upon by that committee. After 
ati investigation of the facts involved, the report of that committee is 
adopted, a Copy thereof being attached hereto, and your committee recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 


[House Report No. 2186, Fifty-second Congress, second session. ] 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8200) 
for the relief of George McAlpin, to repay him moneys unlawfully collected 
from him by the United States, respectfully make the following report: 

George McAlpin was appointed sutler ef the Eleventh Pennsylvania Cav- 
alry in November, 1862, and served in that capacity down to the close of the 
war, in 1865. His appointment was made under the act of March 19, 1862, 
providing for the appointment of sutlers for each regiment in the public 
service. is regiment served in the Army of the James, in the State of 
Vv As sutler he was required to purchase goods, which hedid mostly 
in the city of Baltimore, from which city they were shipped through the 
lines to the point where the regiment was in service, under regulations 
r ting such service. 

tween the 3d of November, 1862, and the 12th of May, 1865, Mr. McAlpin 
purchasedsutler’s stores, mostly in Baltimore, provided for in said act and the 
revisedschedules provided for therein, and had them consigned to himself at 
diferent points in the State of Virginia—Old Point, Newport News, Suffolk, 
Portsmouth, Norfolk, Yorktown, Williamsburg, Bermuda Hundred, Fort 
Monroe, and other points. Between these dates he purchased and shipped 
‘oods to the amountof $235,074.69, which were cleared through the custom- 
ouse at Baltimore. The amount of stores so shipped appears from the cer 
tified statements from the custom-house at Baltimore 

Under the fifth section of an act entitled “An act further to provide for 
the collection of duties on imports, and for other purposes,” itis provided— 

“That the President A in his discretion, license and.permit commercial 
intercourse yan aay such part of a State or section the inhabitants of 
which are so dec in the state of insurrection, in such articles, and for 
such time,and by such persons as he in his discretion may think most con- 
ducive of the public interest, and such intercourse, sofar as by him licensed, 
shall be conducted and carried on only in pursuance of rules and regula- 
tions prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. And the Secretary of the 

may appoint such officers at places where officers of the customs 

are not Now authorized by law as may be needed to carry into effect such 
licenses, rules, and regulations, and officers of the customs and other officers 
shall receive for services under this section and under said rules and regu 
lations such fees and compensation as are now allowed for similar service 
bs 5 3 a oa of law.” 

nder the provisions of this act certain regulations were prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and, among others, one with reference to 
the transfer or clearing of sutlers’ goods through the custom-house. 
Under the heading, *Sutlers’ permits, how obtained, and upon what con- 


ditions,” is on 24, as follows: 

- Periaite willie granted to settlers to transport to the regiments sutlered 
by them such articles as they are authorized to sell free of the5 per cent 
fee: but no permit will be granted to a sutler except on presentation to the 
proper permit officer of the original certificate of his appointment, or the 
commanding officer of his regiment, countersigned by the division com- 
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mander thereof, and an application and affidavit in the form prescribed 
Transportation shall not be permitted to any sutler of any amount of goods 
exceeding $2,500 per month, nor for over two months’ supply at one time, 
nor for any goods except such as he is by law and War Department orders 
allowed to deal in.”’ 

Trade regulation 42: 

‘*Fee for permit so to purchase or sell and transport to or from such dis- 
trict other products, goods, wares, or merchandise, 5 per cent on the sworn 
invoice value thereof at the place of shipment. Fee for each permit for in- 
dividual, family, or plantation supplies on every purchass over $20 and not 
over $50, 5 cents.” 

Subsequently, on March 21, 1864, this regulation was m 
retary of the ‘Treasury, as follows: 

“The forty-second trade regulation, series of September 11, 1863, is hereby 
so far modified that on and after the Ist day of April next the invoice valua- 
tion permit feeon shipments to and from insurrectionary districts will be 
3 per cent instead of 5, as therein prescribed.”’ 

fr. McAlpin complied with all the rules and regulations relative to his 
appointment and qualifications, procuring the proper certificate and mak 
ing the necessary affidavit to bring him within all the provisions of the act 
regulating his appointment and the regulations thereunder © pre 
scribed. 

By a mistake of the custom-house officers at the custom-house in Balti 
more, Mr. McAlpin was charged 5 per cent and 3 per cent fees on all such 
shipments through the custom-house, charging them to him as a trader in 
stead of under the regulation above mentioned for sutlers. The ar 
payment so made was $6,906.18. 

Under the above acts of Congress and the regulations mentioned, no fees 
should have been charged on sutler’s goods such as were shipped by Mr. 
McAlpin through the custom-houseat Baltimore, and, therefore, the amount 

yaid by him to the Government, to wit, the said sum of 86,906.18, was wrong- 
Pally collected from him, as there was no law or regulation of the Treasury 
authorizing such collections. 

Your committee find from the evidence adduced before them that the said 
sum was paid to the United States through the custom-house at Baltimore 
without any warrant of law. 

Your committee also find from the evidence adduced, that Mr. McAlpin 
fully complied with all the laws, rules, and regulations governing the duties 
of sutlers and paid all the lezal fees and taxes relating to the oMceof army 
sutler, and, therefore, respectfully recommend the passage of this bill 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to have the gentleman 
in charge of this bill makea brief statement of the facts on 
which it is based. 

Mr. COOMBS. Atthe same time state whether any protest 
was entered at the time these fees were paid. 

Mr. MAHON. No, no protest wasentered at the time, for the 
claimant did not know that it was an improper exaction. 

This man, Mr. Chairman, is not aconstituent of mine; I never 
met him until about four months ago, when I[ saw him for the 
first time. He is an old man now, in the eighty-fifth year of his 
age, in quite feeble health. 

This bill was offered for him by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania,Mr. MCALEER. It was referred to a subcommittee of the 
Committee on War Claims, and I made a very careful examina- 
tion of it. All the evidence was examined, andthe committee 
were satisfied, unanimously, that this $6,000 had been collected 
from him without any warrant of law whatever. 

The custom-house officer at the city of Baltimore collected the 
5 per cent customs duties from this old man, which the law re- 
quired the officer to col.ect upon goods coming into that port. 
This man paid these duties and had his goods shipped into Vir- 
ginia, or to that part of tne army to which he was attached. 

The greater portion of these goods, in a raid somewhere in 
Virginia, were destroyed, and the old gentleman lost about 
$75,000 worth of goods. The truth of it is he wentinto the Army 
asa sutler worth about $60,000, and through the misfortunes of 
war he came out a bankrupt. Now, asI said before, I have no 
personal interest in this old gentleman, beyond the matter of 
right involved, and I am satisfied beyond all controversy of the 
justice of this claim, and there was not aman on the War Claims 
Committee but what was satisfied of it beyond all question. 

Mr. BYNUM. Was this bill submitted to the Treasury De 
partment for any suggestions they might have to make? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. The Treasury Department have made 
no recommendations, except that they gave us a certified copy 
of the report of the collector atthe portof Baltimore during the 
time these duties were paid, showing that this man paid thi 
amount of money. 

Mr.BYNUM. Wasthe question submitted tothe Departing 
for their decision? 

‘Mr. MAHON. Theycould not do anything about it e» 
give us the papers to show the payment. 

Mr. BYNUM. The committee have notconsulted the 
ment as to the propriety of paying this claim? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; we consulted them. 

Mr. BYNUM. I noticethereis no letter from the Department 
indorsing this claim. 

Mr. MAHON. The committee was satisfied that there w 
law authorizing the collection of any tax of this kind from this 
old man, and the only thing the committee had to do beside that 
was to ascertain from the Treasury Department the amount of 
money s0 illegally collected from him, and the Treasury De- 

artment have furnished us the statement which I hold in my 

and. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
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Mr. MAHON. A regular customs duty of 5 per cent. 
Mr. GLARK of Missouri. Collected at the port of Baltimore? 
Mr. MAHON. Yes; the same duty that was imposed on other 
soods. 
~ Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If they imposed a similar duty on 
other goods, and this man simply paid the usual lawful duties, 
then what kind of a claim has he got to get this amount back 
again? 
ws MAHON. I will tell the gentleman. Permits were granted 
tosutlers to transport to the regiments in the field and sell to the 
soldiers such articles as they were authorized to sell, free of 
that 5 per cent duty. Such permits were issued to the sutlers 
with their regular papers; but this customs officer, in violation 


of this permit, a the 5 per cent that the Treasury Depart- 
ment had authorized the collectors of ports net ta collect from 
sutiers, 

Mr. LOUD. How long a period did this cover? 


Mr. MAHON. About fifteen months. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to ask the gentleman if this sutler 
did not, in the regular order of business, contemplate that this 
was the law, pay the duty without protest, and sell his goods 
for and in consideration of the fact that he had paid this tax, 
and collectit from the soldiers in the army as a partof the one, 
two, three, or five hundred per cent on his goods which sutlers 
usually charged? 

Mr. MAHON. I do not know anything about that. The 
sutler connected with my brigade did not wrong the soldiers. 
There may have been men who did; but the truth is this man 
went into service as a sutler, well to do, and by this raid in Vir- 
ginia he lost $75,000 worth of property, and most of the property 
on which he paid these duties was destroyed. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is it not a fact now, that when he came to 
sell these goods or to mark the _— on them, that he added to 
the price this 5 per cent tax which they made him pay, and sold 
the goods for that additional price and got the money back in 
that way? 

Mr. MAHON. I have just stated thaf the larger part of the 
goods were destroyed. 

Mr, KILGORE. That is the risk that everybody takes in 
war. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. He had already marked up the 
price, had he not? 

Mr. MAHON. I do not know. 

Mr. RAY. I should like toask whether or not this claim was 
ever presented to Congress before? 

Mr. MAHON. I can not tell. 

Mr. RAY. Whether it has ever beon presented, since the 
close of the war, until now? 

Mr. MAHON. Ican not answer that? 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, will the gentleman allow me toask him 
one further question? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. KILGORE. This was a tariff tax, collected at the cus- 
tom-house, was it not? 

Mr. MAHON. Well, yes. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand your theory is that the for- 
srs tax, and therefore the old man would not pay any- 

ng. Et ughter.] 

Mr. UD. We had not adopted that theory at that time. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order 
and inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I respectf submit, if it is not too late, 
the a and to make the point of order, if it is not too late, 
how is it that this claim went to the Committee on War Claims? 
It is not a war claim in any sense. 

Mr. MAHON, I donot know. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that it is too 
late to raise the point of order, consideration having been en- 
tered upon. 

Mr. MAHON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not pro to take 
any more time with this bill. Ido not propose that the House 
shall have this bill before it all day, so far as I am concerned. 
I want to state again that I have no personal interest in thisold 
epottomen, except that Iam satisfied beyond all controversy that 

is Government has taken away from him six ocean and 
some odd hundred dollars without any authority of law. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Did this man pay this amount of money 
under protest? 

Mr. MAHON, TI can not tell; Iam not close enough in rela- 
tion to him to know. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I understand that this man is a Democrat, 
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and that therefore the point made by my friend from Texas; 
would not be good as to him. 

Mr. MAHON. I do not know whether he is a Democrat. 
do not. know what his polities are. I know that he is a very o! 
man, and from my intercourse with him I find him to be a very 
intelligent old gentleman. And I know further that this Goy- 
ernment owes him over $5,000. 

I know that he is in destitute circumstances. I want to pi 
sent these facts to this House and to state that if there has ever 
been a claim that has come from that committee which isa just 
one this is one; and if the United States Government propose 
to pay people what. they owe them, this is one of the claim 
which should be paid. If you propose todo what no honest citi 
zen would do, take money from people unlawfully and refuse t 
return it, then you can vote this bill down. 

I make my final appeal in this case, and I state that I have no 
interest whatever in it; but after a careful examination mad 
by the Committee on War Claims, I find that this Government 
has over $6,0000f money taken from this old man without the 
slightest authority of law whatever. If you want him paid, pass 
this bill; and if not, vote it down. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hi 
a question? 

r. MAHON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I understand as a matter of fact that 
in making these reports from the Committee on War Claims 
they never have examined the bill at all, except the gentleman 
in charge of the bill reports to the committee that he has ex- 
amined the bill and then upon his ipse dizxit it is reported to 
the House. Now,I would like to ask the gentleman if, as a 
matter of fact, in any examination made by the Committees on 
War Claims on the merits of this bill any evidence was before 
that committee, and now before the House, that these articles 
ought not to have been charged the very amount of duty which 
was paid. 

Mr. MAHON. Inanswer to the gentleman I will say this. 
That were the gentleman from Texas a member of thatcommit- 
tee, and any bill of this kind wassubmitted to him, and he stated 
that he had made a careful examination of the law and the facts 
and reported that bill back to the committee, I, as a member o! 
that committee, would have accepted his statement as a verity. 
This bill was referred to myself. As I said, I know nothing 
about the old gentleman or his goods. 

I examined the law carefully, and I found that the Treasury 
Department had directed the custom-house officers to goods 
through the custom-house without the collection of the 3 and 5 
per cent from every sutler who passed goods through the other 
custom-houses of the country, and they were exempt from this 
duty. But this old gentleman, owing, as I think, to the fact 
that he lived down in that part of the country dealing in Balti- 
more, and shipping his goods from there, was required to pay 
the duty. The great majority of goods imported were through 
Boston, New York, and the Eastern cities in the North which 
were in sympathy with the Union Army. This old gentleman, 
being [a resident of Maryland, or somewhere down there, pur- 
chased the goodsin a Southern State, and through that faet th» 
duties were collected from them. 

I have —— examined the case, and I have found that 
the duties were collected without any authority of law, and in 
direct violation of the direction of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. The Secretary of the Treasury of the United States has 
furnished reports from which it is found, after a careful exam- 
ination, that this man paid $6,318 and some odd cents. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. He made no protest abousit. It was a 
voluntary ent? 

Mr. MAHO The facts were all submitted to the full com- 
mittee, who unanimously reported this bill. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. As Iunderstand the facts there was 10 
protest made at all. 

Mr. MAHON. The man did not know anything about it. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. There was a voluntary payment. 

Mr.MAHON. He paid because he did not know any better 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman,I think it would be 
stating the case within the bounds of moderation to say tha‘ 
there could be trumped = in the United States—or if that term 
be offensive to anybody, there could be gotten upin the United 
States—any where from five billions to ten billions of dollars 0’ 
claims equlaet the United States Treasury which would be more 
legitimate than this one. 

r. MAHON. If the gentleman will go to the Treasury 
De nt, or the custom-houses and make examination, | 
be risk the fate of my bill upon his finding a similar case (0 


Mr. COOMBS. Ican find a hundred of them among mer- 
chants in New York. 
Mr. MAHON. Oh, no. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to state my position about 


Ne 
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war claims.and the course I intend to pursue so long as I am in 
Congress, resolutely and persistently. Ido not intend to pay a 

rticle of attention to the question whether aclaim comesfrom 
the North or from the South, or whether it is presented by a 
Union manor one who is nota Union man. L intend to pass on 
each one of these-claims on its merits.aceording te my best judg- 
ment. 

In these matters-we occupy. the position of petit jurors or of 
trial judges, sitting without a jury. And we should not con- 
sider politics or sections of the country. Wo should honestly 
and. impartially pass.on the law and the facts. I want to repeat 
the statement I made a moment ago that. by ordinary diligence 
and research, there can be found claims to the amount of five tao 
ten billion dollars, more legitimate as claims against the United 
States Treasury than thisone. I knowsomethingaboutclaims, 
and will give you a sample or two. One of. my, constituents 
wrote-me about this sort.of case. He is. a man worth.$15,000 to 
$20,000. He and his two brotherswere drafted.during the war. 

Mr: KILGORE. On which side? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Of course they were draftedon the 
Union side.or they wauld not be here asking to be reimbursed. 

Mr. KILGORE. LIdonot know about that, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They paid:$500 apiece: to. get sub- 
stitutes. This:man wrote-to me (and. he is afriend and client of 
mine) that-he wanted me to intreduee. a, bill. to, refund to him 
and his brothers the money, that they paid out for substitutes. 

I wrote to him and told him that he was of military age dur- 
ing the war; that if:he was.a Union map it-was:his.duty, to be in 
the Union Army, onif he was.a.rebel-it washisduty to be in the 
rebel army, and that undereither view of the.case he had. no 
claim on the United States Treasury for anything. 

The men who serve on the Committees on.Claims find out a 
great deal. Ib has been said that the. best,way,te.make a, thor- 
oughbredioutiof a sorub horse. is.to gets him killed by, a.railroad 
train. [Laughter.] Now, if you. will go. down and examine the 
docket of the Commitiee on Claims the philosophy of that say- 
ing will b2 fully verified. Nothing swells a claim so much as 
the fact. thatitis against the General Government. 

Outin New Mexicothere was an old woman whose-husband was 
the post carpenter: The commandant gave her permission to 
sell milk to the soldiers. She gradually accumulated’a herd of 
cattle numbering fouror five hundred; Theyate up the Govern- 
ment hay which was intended for the horses and mules. The 
commandant ordered her and her cattle off the Government 
reservation. Instead of leaving the-reservation, she went up on 
one corner of it, built herself an adobe house that would cost | 
$40 or $50, and her cattle still roved around over: the Govern: | 
ment reservation. 

They again ordered her to get off the reservation, but she | 
would not go. Then the major, or captain, or- whoever he was, | 
sent.a squad of soldiers up there to put her off ima military suit | 
of ejectment. [Laughter.] When the soldiers arrived’ at her | 

lace if was a rainy, inclement day; and'theofficer in command, | 

ing a tenderhearted fellow, would not put the family and the 
furniture outin the rain. Tho nextday when he went back the | 
sun was shining sohe put them outascarefully as he could, tore | 
down. the shanty, and went off. Now she-comes in asking the 
United States Governmentto give her $25,000 on the theory that 
the destruction of that house scattered her herdof cattle to the | 
four winds, and she had never been able to get them together | 
again. [Langhter:}] With just such monstrous claims as this | 
the docket of the Committee on Claims is rammed and jammed. | 

Now, I want to say this about the way the Government runs | 
its business: it will not payan honest claim if it can help it; and 
the man who has a bogus claim, if he will hang around thecom- 
mittees and “bedevil” them sufficiently, is just as apt to get a | 
favorable report finally as the man who has a good claim. 

Now, asta the present claim, I do not know whether this man 
was a Union man or not; I do: not care; I do not care whether 
he votes the Demoeratie ticket or the Republican: ticket; I do 
not care except that if he votes the Demoeratic ticket it would 
show that he has a good deal more sense than if he voted the 
Republican ticket. [Laughter.] 

But let us see what kind of a fix heisin. My friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MAHON] I donot think has stated the matter 
correctly: The-general law was that he should pay, like all 
other persons, this tariff tax at the custom-house. 

Mr. MAHON. Weil, he had no tariff'tax to pay. Mow, the 
gentleman {from Missouri asserts that to be the law. I ask him 
to prove it, and if he will furnish the proof ofthat fact I will 
undertake-to withdraw the bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missour!. Well, the general law is that 
every American citizen who imports goods from abroad must 
pay his customs duties at the custom-house. 

Mr. MAHON. These were not imported by him, 

Mr, CLARKof Missouri. Now, as lL understand it, by virtue of 
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and in consideration of the fact 
their goods to the troops in 
the Secretary of War 

Mr. SNODGRASS. 
ment, not the law. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri (continuing). By a regulation of 
the Treasury Department and not by any general law, they were 
allowed to sell them with.a certain rebat 

Mr. MAHON. But the gentleman from Mi 
state the.case correctly. The fact of the matter 
party was-notanimporter. He had been dulyr 
sutler, and:the party from whom he purehased the g 
undoubtedly compiled with all the regulations and the rey 
ments of. the law as to tho tariff This man had com 
with all of the regulations of the Department 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If my friend will let me proceed, | 
was going on: to say, that he had, as the gentleman states, thi 
privilege. under a regulation.of the Department. Now, in the 
second place, this mau paid that tariff tax without protest. 

Mr. KILGORE. Under the regulations. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Under the regulations of the De 
partment;. Itis the law of the land, declared, I believe, by the 
supreme court of every State of the Union—I know it is by the 
Missouri.supremecourt, for I am familiar with that—that where 
& man pays, & licanse fee or a tax without protest, it is held to 
be a voluntary. payment. on his part, and he can not get it bac 
He can not plead ignorance of the law. Nobody can dc that. 

I will tell you-how-far the supreme court of Missouri has car 
ried this-principle:in a test case. Some man up at Kansas City 
that owned, lots Land 2, for instance, in block A., went tothecol- 
lector and paid tho tax on lots.1 and 2 in block B, supposing that 
they were. his; and:afterwards found that he had made a mistake. 
He went. tothe collector and demanded the money back. The 
eollestor refused to refund it. He sued the collector, and the 
supreme: court. held that he could not get the money back; that 
it was none of the collector’s business to inquire who it was paid 
the tax on lots land 2 in block B; that it was his duty to collect 
the tax; that it. had been callected, the money had been paid 
over to him, and.that was.the end of it.so far as he was concerned. 

Mr: KILGORE. He paid it voluntarily. 

Mr.. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; that was the holding of the 
court, and, that.is a principle you can not getawayfrom. Every 
man must exercise ordinary good sense and ordinary caution in 
all dealings of this character. 

Let us see still another thing aboutthis. The sutler pays his 
tariff duties—my honest opinionis that every man who pays them 
ought to protest before: he pays the tariff tax—but at all event 
this sutler paid the duties required by law. 

Mr. MAHON, If the gentleman will permit me a mome! 
If ithe goods had been imported into this country from other 
countries, the ‘payment.of the tax would have been right and 
proper;: but the Government did not collect taxes on coastwise 
trade, that.is, on goods going from.one State into another. [f 
the goods had:come from othercountries, and had been imported 
under our tariff laws, they would have been required to li: 
paid the tax; but the gentleman must know that there is no taril 
duty or tax on goods which are transported in our coastwi 
trade from:one part.of the country to another. That is exact! 
the case: here, and there was no authority on the ‘t 
Government to collect this tax. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, let me ask the g 
question while he is up. Is there anything before your 
mittee, or in the report of the committee, or in the archis 
the Committee on War Claims, to show that thes¢ 


that.these sutlers were 
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| brought in in the coastwise trade, and that they \ rer 


eign importations? 

Mr. HAHON. Iwill answer this, that this gentleman wa 
not amimporter. If he had purchased these goods from abroad 
and imported them, the duty would have to be paid by hi 
But as-a matter of fact he did not. import the goods, and the inf 
ence is natural and proper thatthe duty had been paid bef 
they came into his handsatall. He was simply a citi 
United States engaged in business, purchased alot o! 
one part of the country and took them to another 
same country under our coastwise laws, and the collee 
toms demanded from him that he should pay a tariff tax 
the goods, which was unjust. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How do you know that the 
simply goodstransferred from one partof the country toan 
Mr. MAHON. Because I know that he is not an imp 

Mr.. CLARK of Missouri. How do you know that 

Mr. MAHON,. Why. the report of the collect 
more shows that they did not come from forei 
his hands. 

Now, Mr..Chairman, I do not object to the gentleman from 
Missouri. opposing this bill, but I do object to his measuring 


or 
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this man’s oats in somebody’s else half bushel. I have stated 
before that I have examined claims on that committee that I 
absolutely refused to report because I did not believe they were 


ust. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I have no doubt of that. 

Mr. MAHON. ButlI report this case, after a full investiga- 
tion of it, because I am satisfied that this was an unwarrantable 
act on the part of the collector. The Government had no right 
to this money, and the party has a legal and equitable claim 
against the Government for it. I do not believe that we havea 
Government so poor that it is necessary to maintain itself by 
robbing the honest citizen, whether the statute of limitations 
runs or not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. In regard to the statute of limita- 
tions, to which reference has been made here, that, let me say, 
is the rogue’s defense, and has been so considered from time im- 
memorial by all honest men. I would not refuse to pay a claim 
against myself because the statute of limitations ran against it, 
and [ am not in favor of the Government's right to do so on the 
same ground. But the fact that the claim is not presented 
within the time that the statute prescribes is a suspicious cir- 
cumstance against it, and makes the defense of the claim very 
much easier. 

I want to state the remainder of this man’scase. He is charged 
with the customs duties. Of course the foreigner never paysany 
a Nobody ever did believe that proposition except McKin- 
ey. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. And he has taken it back. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. This man paid that tax. Well, 
now, people in this country do not pay taxes for their health, or 
for the fun of it. He charged it up as so much added to the 
cost price of the goods, and charged the soldiers the additional 
price. If it had not been for the raiding rebels down in Vir- 
ginia, the soldiers would have paid to that sutler the customs 
tax that was collected at the port of Baltimore, and we should 
never have heard of it. 

Now, all that there is to tell aboutit is that, unfortunately for 
the sutler, Jubal Early or somebody else ia gray consumed his 
supplies, and he lost his profitson them. He took the ordinary 
fortunes of war and he lost, and I insist that the United States 
Government and this Congress are under no sort of obligation 
to come in at this late day and make a profit for him on what 
turned out at the time to be a losing game. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understood you to say that Gen. Early or 
somebody in the Confederate army got these goods. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. KILGORE. Were they not marked so high that the 
Confederates would not use them? 

Mr. CLARK of Missourl. They did not pay much attention 
to prices, Mr. Chairman. They were hungry, and they ate. 
Thatis all. They did not care what it cost this sutler. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that this whole business of 
home with the army by the sutlers was under regulations pre- 
scribed by the Treasury Department? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. KILGORE, They had to have authority for it? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes, they had to have a license. 

Mr. KILGORE. It was a special privilege? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, did not the Treasury Department have 
authority to prescribe the conditions, and might not this tax 
have been imposed as one of the conditions? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It does not make any difference. 
The Treasury Department relieved him from a part of his load, 
in order to induce him to sell his goods to the soldiers cheaper. 
He did notdoit. He marked the price up on them, and if the 
rebels had not got his goods, he would have made $10,000 or 
$20,000 profit. He happened to meet with a loss, and T insist 
that he should bear it. There is no merit in this claim. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I recognize that it may be 
some hardship on this claimant, under the peculiar circum- 
stances as stated by the _—— from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MAHON], to refuse to pay this claim, and yet, Mr. Chairman, it 
would be establishing a very dangerous precedent. I have no 
doubt, as the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. CLARK] has said, 
that there would be fhillions of claims presented of equal merit. 
Now, the policy of the Goverament in the collection of illegal 
fees, and especially in the collection of illegal duties under the 
customs laws, is that an importer must protest at the time of 
5 pom and take his appeal within the specified time. 

have myself had presented to me claims from my constitu- 


ents, who have paid excessive duties, sometimes 100 per cent 


more than the law fixed, but without protest; and I have never 
been able to get favorably reported a single one of those claims. 


I think that is the only safe rule that the Government can act 
upon. The Government does not stand in the same position as 
an individual. It is well known that the Government officers, 
faithful and honest as they are, do not guard the interests of the 
United States as carefully as an individual guards his own in- 
terests and protects his own rights, and therefore we should 
strictly enforce every principle of law and of equity in favor of 
the Government and againstevery claimant that comes in claim- 
ing to have been injured. 

As stated by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] this 
is clearly a voluntary payment. I do not believe there is a su- 
preme court'in any State in the Union but what has held to 
the principle enunciated that a payment of an illegal license or 
tax —— protest is a voluntary payment and can not be re- 
covered. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. I should like to ask the gentleman whether 
that doctrine of estoppel applies where payment has been made 
pursuant toa pure mistake of fact and not of law—whether or 
not the payment must not be made in ignorance of the law rather 
than in ignorance of the fact? 

Mr.BYNUM. Iwould not undertake to state exactly whether 
there is that distinction in cases of this kind. I do not remem- 
ber that such a distinction was drawn in the decisions I have 
in mind. There are cases, of course, where there is a dis- 
tinction between a mistake of fact and a mistake of law, but 
here there could be no mistake of fact, because it is purely a 
mistake of rights under the law. 

Now, the gentleman will recollect that in Indiana the towns 
of the State at one time, without any authority, passed an ordi- 
nance collecting a license from retail liquor-dealers, and the re- 
tail liquor-dealers paid that license. They paid it without pro- 
test. One, however, protested and went to the supreme court, 
and the supreme court held that there was no law authorizing 
the town to collect this license, but those who had paid without 
protest were without any remedy. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments bills of 
the —e titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

bill (H. R. 6373) making ceureareves for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other 
urposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6080) granting a certain military reservation to 
Oklahoma City, Okla., to aid the public free schools thereof, and 
and for other pur 8; and 

A bill (H. R. 4858) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
bill (S. 320) granting the Purcell Bridge and Transfer Company 
the consent of the United States to construct and maintain a 
bridge over the South Canadian River, at or within 1 mile of 
the town of Lexington, county of Cleveland, Territory of Okla- 
homa; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 51) to change the boundaries of 
the judicial district of the State of Florida. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed joint 
resolution (S. R. 67) for the erection of a statue of Francis EF. 
= at the Treasury Department building, Washington; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeizg 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 5482) making appropriations for the payment of in- 
valid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 

= SPEAKER pro tempore. The committee will resume its 
session. 

hair’) committee resumed its session (Mr. DOCKERY in the 
chair. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
rise, for the purpose of moving to nonconcur in the Senate amend- 
ments to the fortification appropriation bill. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr, RICHARDSON o! 
Tennessee having resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. 
DocKERY, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
2717)-and had come to no resolution thereon. 

FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimousconsent to non- 

concur in the Senate amendmeuts to the fortification bill, and 
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that the House ask for a conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses. I also ask for the appoint- 
ment of conferees, and that the bill, with Senate amendments, 
be printed. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4858) making appropriations for fortifications and other works 
of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ord- 
nance, for trial and service, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. 
wnanimous consent to nonconcur in the Senate amendments, with- 
out reading them, to this bill. Is there objection? [After a 


The Clerk will report the title 


use.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. The | 


amendments will be printed, a conference will be asked, and the 
following conferees are announced on the part of the House: Mr. 
WASHINGTON, Mr. SAYERS, and Mr. BINGHAM. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to nonconcur in the Senate amendments to the army appropri- 
ation bill; and I also ask for a conference and the appointment 
of conferees, and that the bill be printed with Senate amend- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6373) making appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the 
House will nonconcur in the Senate amendments without read- 
ing them, and the Chair will announce the ene of the 
Slowing conferees: Mr. OUTHWA(TE, Mr. LAPHAM, and Mr. 
HILu. 

The bill with Senate amendments will be printed. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I desire to pre- 
sent a conference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5482) making a 
tions for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes,” having met, 
after full and free conference, have eed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses, as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1 and 2. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same. 

JOSEPH H. O’NEIL, 


J.R. WILLIAMS, 
HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
CALVIN S. BRICE, 
S. M. CULLOM 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
ne ves of the two Houses on the pension — bill, H. R. 5482, 
submit the following writtea statement in explanation of the effect of the 
action recommended by the committee of conference on each of the amend- 
ments of the Senate in the accompanying report, namely: 

On amendment numbered 1: Strikes from the bill the provision proposed 
by the Senate amending the act of December 21, 1893, providing that omy 

msion heretofore, or that may hereafter be granted to any applicant shall 

deemed and held by all officers of the United States to be a vested right 
in the grantee to the extent that payment thereof shall not be withheld or 
suspended until after due notice to the grantee of not lessthan thirty days. 

On amendment numbered 2: Restores to the bill the provision proposed to 
be stricken out by the Senate, requiring that the report of the examining 
surgeons, when filed in the Pension Office, shall be open to the examination 
and inspection of claimants or their attorneys, under such reasonable rules 
and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may provide. 

On amendment numbered 3: Inserts the provision proposed by the Senate 
vesting the appointment of clerks to sign official checks in the pension 
agents, and fixing the compensation of such clerks at the rates paid during 
the fiscal year 1804. 

The bill as finally agreed upon appropriates €151,581,570, being the same 
smount as passed by the House. 

JOS. H. O’NEIL, 


J. R. WILLIAMS, 
HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. I move the adoption of the 
conference report. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I hope the chairman of the 
committee of conference on the part of the House will make an 
explanation to the House of the eifect of the agreement of the 
conferees. I did not gather from the reading of the report what 
the effect of the agreement is. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. 
December, last year, passed an act declaring a pension to be a 
vested right. The Senate, in the pension appropriation bill, 
offered an amendment to that act. They have receded from 


their amendment, which leaves the law as it was passed in De- 
cember, 1893. 


Mr. Speaker, the House in 


The gentleman from Texas asks | 


The Clerk will report the title | 


Mr. ENLOE. The conferees have agreed to recede. 

| Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. The conferees agreed to re- 
| Cede. 

| The second Senate amendment to the bill was to an amend- 
| ment offered by the gentlemanfrom South Dakota in the House, 
| allowing applicants for pension to get a copy of the report of 
the examinimg surgeon in their cases. The House provision re- 
quired that report to be gotten from the Pension Bureau. 

The Senate amended that, requiring the medical examiner at 
the time he made his examination to give to the applicant a 
copy of that report at the time of his examination. The Senate 
| receded from their action in that respect and adopted the House 
| amendment. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. So that the applicant can now, on re- 


quest, get a copy of the medical examination. 


Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. 
| ment. 
The third Senate amendment, to which the House conferees 


From the Pension Depart- 


| agreed, was an amendment which allows the pension agent to 


select without letor hindrance a particular personal clerk whom 
he desires to sign checks for him. The conferees thought that 
was a proper amendment. And the conferees were unanimous 
in their report. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
tion of the report. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts, a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the report of the committee of con- 
ference was agreed to was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments to 
the bill (H. R. 6373) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other 
purposes, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on 
the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. BLACKBURN, 
Mr. COCKRELL, and Mr. TELLER as the conferees on the partof 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amenements to the bill (H.R. 4858) making appropriations 
for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and 
service, and for other purposes, had agreed to the conferenco 
asked by the House on the bill and amendments, and had ap- 

ointed Mr. CALL, Mr. BLACKBURN, and Mr. HALE as the con- 
erees on the part of the Senate. 
GEORGE M’ALPIN. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session (Mr. Dock- 
ERY in the chair) and resumed the consideration of the bil! (H. 
R. 2717) for the relief of George McAlpin, to repay to him 
moneys unlawfully collected from him by the United States. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, 1 think the rule of law for 
which we are contending obtains in every State of the Union. 
While under ordinary circumstances I would not insist that the 
rule should be applied, because I think that in some cases pay- 
ments should be made which, though not recoverable at law, 
ought to be repaid in equity, yet taking into consideration the 
lapse of time that has occurred since this case arose, and of the 
business in which this claimant was engaged, with its incentive 
to speculation, and in view of the fact that he nodoubt added the 
amount of the tax to the price of the goods, and that the sole 
loss arose by reason of the incidents of the war, these circum- 
stances, I tsllove, should exclude this case from favorable con- 
sideration at the hands of this committee. 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say 
that my colleague [Mr. MAHON], who has charge of this bill, 
was obliged to leave the hall, being called out of the city, and 
he asked me to make a single statement in reference to the bill. 

Now, let there be no misapprehension. There is no question 
here of import duties; there is no question of customs invo! ved 
in this case at all. The simple fact was that this man prida 
percentage on goods shipped by himself to himself through the 
port of Baltimore to other coastwise ports; and that this fee, at 
first 5 per cent, was imposed by a regulation of the Treasury 
Department simply on goods that were shipped through the lines 
into the army; that that 5 per cent was afterward reduced to 3 
per cent; that this man paid this imposition of 3 per cent on 
goods shipped into the lines of the army, amounting to $6,000; 
that under the law, he being a sutler regularly commissioned, 
was exempt from that duty. He paid this percentage (which 
he was not by law required to pay), not on goods imported but 
simply on goods passing through the custom-house at Baltimore 
to Aquia Creek, Fortress Monroe, and other points. 

There is no question about the facts. But it is alleged that 
because he made this payment voluntarily, which he was nos 


I have no objection, then, to the adop- 
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required by law to male, it should not be refundedto him. The 
fact that the p eee was voluntary and that it was:made with- 
ovt protest might possibly bar him from any legai right to en- 
force recovery; but it does.not bar the United States. from vol- 
untarily refunding thissmoney which the Government improp- 
erly and unjustly received; and it is the purport.of. this bill. to 
give such relief. 

There is no possible dispute that this man paid. this: money 
illegally, without any requirement of law that. he should pay it. 
There is, no evidence that he knew at the time the wrong to 
which he was subjected, or that-he protested. But. the fact that 
he did not protest. does not alter the illegality or injustice of 
ss Baas aust and does not preclude the United States-from d- 

im justice and voluntarily refunding to him this.money 10 
which it had noclaim. To make such repayment is.the whole 
rpose of this. bill. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I ask that general debate now 


close, 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr, O’Neru of Massachusetts). The- gen- 
tleman from California asks that. general debate be now:closed 
on this bill. Is there objection?’ The Chair. hears:none, 

The bill was then read. 

Mr. LOUD. I move that this bill be laid aside:to be reported 
to. oe Honse. with, a. recommendation that it bo: laid: on. the 
table 

The question ne taken, there. were.on a.division (called 
for by Mr. CHARLES. W. SvTOmME)—ayes 51, noes 12, 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE, Mr. Chairman, I was:requested 
by my colleague | Mr, Mason] to ask for. tellers, 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, tellers will 
be ordered; and the Chair appoints the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia {Mr. Loup] and the. gentleman from Pennsylvania{Mr. 
GHARLES W. STONE}. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Ténnessee. Mr. Chairman, [inake the 
point that tellers have-not: been ordéred. 

Mr. CHARLES 'W. STONE? Thore was no quorum, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Ténnessee, But that point: was: not 
made, and the question was- not put to the-Committee of the 
Whole on ordering tellers. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman ffom Pennsylvanial[ Mt, MAHON] 
stated before he left: the House, as-I understood’ lim, that he 
would not fight this:case u = the ——— of a quorum, 

Mr, CHARLES W: STO My colleague stated that he de- 
— tellers; that is: all; — Lam y amaois carrying out his: re- 


que 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But'thedemandfortellers 
must be seconded by sufficient number. 

Mr. CHARLES W.STONB. For: the purpose of securing a 
count.by tellers, I make the point of no quorum. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. of Ténnessee and others. Todo late. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. As a. quorum. did not. vote, I 
submit that Dam entitled to tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. As. the Chair undérstands, it is.too late 
now to make the point of no quorum. The. ayes. have it, and 
the motionof the gentleman from California[Mr, Loupb]is freed 
to. The bill is laid aside to. be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it lie.on the table. 


W, B. MORROW. 


The next business-on the Private Calendar was:the:bill (Hi. R. 
1809) for the relief of W. B. Morrow. 
The bill was read ‘as-follows: 
Ba it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treas = and he is hereby, 
uired to pay to Wi B, Morrow the sum of 8 


84,078. or Quartermaster’ 
Subsistence stores taken from him and used by be troops ofthe United 
States during the war of the rebellion. 


Mr. PENDLETON of Téxas. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tlie 
reading of the report accompanying this bill. 
The report (by, Mr. CooPpER.of Téxas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Olaims, to whom was reteured. the bill (HL..R.1309) 
SS of W. B. eres seam rts as follow . 
ha ©. Fifty-secon< Congress, and was favor- 

stip seuomeehnuen: 0s the Committee on War:Claims:of | the House of 
ves, to whom it was referred. After a careful iny ‘of the 
facts involved, your committee adopt the —— of the committee of the 
aaetanteien ,& copy. thereof being: hereto attached and made a 

re 


This claim was never oe epg r adjudi- 
cation under ees ofthe act of Jnily 4, 1864, for the reason that om 
cee a eg oe wack ot Juuy 4 . of his 
perty, and was ignorant eeeme © act o ainieg 
i to file their claims in th: General Omice." 

Your committee report back the t _acaneaesheemenmene ieee, 





(House Report No. 232, yunry-eqecnds Thnqgews: first session: ] 
‘The Commaittee on War Claims, to whomowas referred the petition of Wil- 
liam B. Merrow, submit the follo report: 
This measure: was considered by ccommittee-d the first sessionof 
J Milty-first Congress, penne upon favorably; which report is 
ees as.a part of this report. 
conmmittee concurin the conclusions stated inthat report, andreport 
hepewith a bill and recommend ita passage: 
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[House Report No, 893, Fifty-first Congress, first session. ] 

The Committes.on War Claims, to whom was.referred the bill (H.R 
for the relief of W. B. Morrow, report as follows: 

Your committee adopt the report hereto annexed, made by the Comm 
on War Claims of the Fiftieth Congress, and report back the billand: 
mend its passage. 

[Fiftieth Congress, second session. House Report No. 2824. 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H.! 
for the relief of William B. Morrow, respectfully report: 

That the claim is for stores and suppl es taken from the claimant 
Army of the United States during the late-war, Claim stated at 34,0) 

It appears from the proofsubmitted thatin September, 1862, United S 
troops took. from = claimant's plantation, in Hardeman County, ' 
for the use of the Army, quartermaster’s. stores and commissary) 
plies of the valueot 84,078.55; that the claimant was throughout that wai 
to the Government of the United States, 

Your committe are of opinion that the account is correct and ju 
that the stores and supplies were taken as charged; that he has not re 
pay or compensation therefor from any source, either in whole or. in 1 

thas ines same is still due.and owing to him from the United States 
report back the bill and recommend its passage. 

Mr. COOMBS. LIwould like to ask. the. gentleman who 
charge of this bill why it has. never come before the Court 
Claims? 

Mr: PENDLETON of’Teéxas: I would like to be permitte: 
make a brief explanation of ‘this bill; and think I can satisfy 1! 
gentleman as to the inquiry he has made. 

This bill was introduced by myself in behalf of W. B. Morrow 
now a citizen of’ Robertson County, Tox:, but at the time t! 
claim accrued he was a citizen of West Tennessee. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that there are three questi 
to be considered in connection with the mattor: F irst, the: lo: 
alty of the claimant; second, the justice of the claim itself: 
third, whether: the claimant has. been guilty of such neglect 
enforcing his rizhitsas to justify Congress-in refusing to pay | 
claim. 

Now; im regard to: the: first’ question, that: of loyalty. [lis 
loyalty during the war at all times, from the beginning to 
end of the war; was attested by the officers of all/ the Uni 
troops in that section ofthe country and by all of his neighbors 
and friends. 

The committee has on file, written at.the time, certificates o! 
loyalty from Maj. Gen. Hurlbut, from. W. Hi Graves, colon: 
commanding the Twelfth Michigan Infantry; from J. L. Ga 
ton, captain of the Sixty-second Illinois Infantry; from the pri 
vost-marshais:and: from: fifteen or twenty other Union officers 
who .were commanding’ in Ténnessee from time to time, and 
who certify to the facts in. connection. with this claimant, 
There are: also. certificates: from: the postmasters,; from +) 
county and district’ clerks; and’ the oaths: of his neighbors 
well as.those.of his former slaves. No man’s loyalty atall ti: 
could be better.attested:than was his. 

The:committes liad before it also his oath of allegiance taken 
when the Union. troops*»entered Tennessee; and in addition to 
that his oath,taken atthe close of the war. Allof the evide: 
convinced the committee thoroughly without misgiving that | 
was-at. all times loyal. to the United States. That is.as to t 
first question. 

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman permit me. to asichim a ques 
tion! 

Mr. PENDLETON of 'Téxas, 

Mr; RAY... Now, if thismanwasso undeniably loyal.all of ti: 
time; how did it happen that he had to havea bushel basketf ll 

of’certificates to that effeet? Whatwas the occasion for a 
the certification on that subject? 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. [ will explain to the gentlen 
so that think he will understand it. It was in this: way: The 
were Union troops in a numberof placesin West Tennessee. 11 
order to avoid being arrested in going from one place to 2n- 
other, he had certificates of loyalty from the offfcers in com 
raand., Heé-had permission from Gen: Hurlbut, forinstance. ‘ 
trade in Memphis. 

Mr. RAY.. He was.a trader, was he? 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. No, not exactly; he purchase: 
articles for his-family and neighbors. He lived some 50 mile: 
from Memphis—— 

Mr, RAY. What:was his business? 

Mr, PENDLETON of Texas. He went. there—to Memphi: 
to get coffee and sugar and other supplies for himself and | 
neighbors. 

Mr: RAY. But what:was his business? 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. He was a doctor. 

Mr. RAY. And.also a trader ora farmer? 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. He wasadoctor and afar mer. 

Mr. RAY. Andwent back and forth to get supplies for ) 
self and neighbors? 

Mr. PENDLETON. of Texas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY. Howmany different certificates.of loyalty had 2 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. He had certificates-of loyal! y 
from the various provost-marshals who were stationed there 


Certainly. 
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from time totime. In the first place, it must be remembere 
that there were a number of different provost-marshals in his 
town. The certificates that he had from these officials permit- 
ted him to go where he pleased and return without difficulty. 
He had also the certificate from Gen. Hurlbut which permitted 
him to go to trade in Memphis. 

Mr. RAY. Have you Gen. Huribut’s certificate? 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. I have not the certificate at 
hand; I will send for it, however, if ‘the gentleman desires to sce 
it. If the Clerk will call for the papers in connection with 


House bill 1309, on file in the Clerk's office, this certificate will | 


be found on file amongst them. 

Mr. LOUD. What was tl 
plies furnished? 

Mr. PENDLETONof Texas. Iwill mention thatas I praceed. 

Mr. LOUD. It ought to have been inthe evidence in the case 
submitted with the report. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. 
was going on to say— 

Mr. LOUD. But it ought to have been published in the re- 

ort. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. It was in evidence, butI donot 
understand that thess things are necessarily published in the 
reports. They are all in the papers, however, which accompany 
the claim. 

I was going on to tell the gentleman that these supplies con- 
sisted of corn, fodder, oats, bacon, and in fact all things raised 
onafarm. He received for them vouchers signed by the Fed- 
eral officers for almost all that he furnished them. 

Mr. LOUD. He never entered the Union Army? 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. No, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. Then was not this afair contribution, to sub- 
stantiate his unquestioned loyalty to the cause? 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. I do not know about that, be- 
cause I suppose if, as the Government has done in other cases 
where loyal men iost property, they wereallowed compensation 
for it, the same rule should apply here. It would seem to be 
only a matter of justice to him to treat him as others have been 
treated under like circumstances. 

Now, as to the propriety of paying any of these claims origi- 
nally, I do not propose to discuss that. I simply say that these 
claims are being paid, that this man was thoroughly loyal, that 
this claim is just if there ever has been a just claim of that char- 
acter before this House. 

Mr. COOMBS. I understand there are other biils here? 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. Aa Isay, these vouchers are on 
file in almostevery instance. There are perhaps some two or 
three instances where the troops were in sucha hurry, pursuing 
the Confederates or being pursued by the Confederates, that 
they could not give vouchers. In those cases the facts are at- 
tested by the oath of his neighbors. The account is filed and 
attested in that way. 

Mr.COOMBS. Is this claimsimply for the amount that he did 
not have vouchers for? 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. This is for the amount that he 
did have vouchers for, and the othersas well. It amounts to 
about $4,078, including everything. 

Now, in regard to the length of time that has elapsed, this 
gentleman moved to Roberts County, Tex., after the war, his 
moveable property having been largely contributed to the Union 
cause, his fences burned, his house destroyed, and nothing left 
but hisland. He went out and settled in the post oaks of Rob- 
erts County. Our mails were few and far between. He knew 
nothing of the laws of the United States. The people there 
knew nothing of this law. 

Perhaps not one lawyer ina hundred in the State of Texas 
knew that there was any law upon thestatute books under which 
he could file hisclaim and get his money from the Quartermas- 
ter-General. But, Mr. Chairman, as soon as he had an oppor- 
tunity, as soon as Texas had been reconstructed, he filed his 
claim with Congress. He put in his petition in 1873. It has 
been here ever since. It has never been changed in the slight- 
est degree. 

Mr. RAY. How many times has it been reported upon? 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. It has been reported upon, I 
think, by hts | ey gee from the Forty-ninth. It was passed 
through this House the Fifty-second Congress. It went to 
the Senate and was passed there, and returned here with an 
amendment on the 3d day of March, 1893, too late to be con- 
curred in, 

That, Mr. Chairman, is the condition of the claim. It passed 
both the House and the Senate, but came back here with an 
amendment, and there was not time to appoint conferees or to 
a igup forconcurrence. Now, Mr.Chairman, I think this man 

entitled to ask consideration from this House, in a Congress 
that claims to love the American Union and claims to appreciate 
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have fair treatment from this House, and } 
House ought to and will do him 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, if this class 
y, if we are to enter upon 
of this class of war claims, I do not know but we m 
vy other claim 
state a few facts in this connection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If this House} 

dent by paying this class 
can furnish at least three or 
as this. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And I think they wor furnishe 
gentlemen who were so loyal that they staid in Missouri, : 
had a great deal to do with Missouristaying in the Union ! 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. This gentleman staid 
State of Tennessee until the close of the war. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, the report does not As 
recollect it—and I have some recollection about it—the war 
elosed in 1865. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. 


roposes to establish 
L will state Mi 


four millions of just as good clair 


laims, that 


of ec 


This gentleman moved to Texa 


| in 1866, 


Mr. GROSVENOR,. The statement here is that the claim 
was never presented to the Quartermaster-General, under the 
act of July 4, 1364, for the reason that the claimant removed to 
the State of Texas shortly after the taking of his property 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. It ought to be shortly after 
the close of the war. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have gotthe bill. I can not re 
this bill tosuit the emergency. [Continuing] and was ignorant 
of the passage of the act of July 4, 1864; and the gentleman from 
Texas tells us that the reason why he did not know of the passage 
of the act of 1864 was because he settled in a wild part of Texas, 
where the mails only came occasionally. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Llinois. What i want to know is if going 
to Texas would deprive people of all intelligence of what is go- 
ing on in the whole of the United States. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My observation is that the peopl 
Texas were pretty tolerably wide-awake as to what was 
on about that time. 

But let us see what there is in this. The gentleman from 
Texas |[Mr. SAyurRs] said that he could count on the fingers of 
one hand the loyal men in any community throughout the Sout! 
during the war. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Will the gentleman allow me to make a 
statement? He must have hada great many fingers if he could 
have counted all the loyal men in the section where I live, which 
furnished 35,000 soldiers to the Federal Army. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They came from avery peculiar portion 
of Tennessee. I know all about that, and they were loyal men, 
and no doubt the statementof Governor SAYERS was alittle 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Itshowswhatthis kind ofstatementabout 
being able to count on the fingers of one hand is worth 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think it is an exaggeration my 
but it appears that this gentleman, according to the gentlem 
own statement, was loyal. Whatwashe doing? The mere ; 
that he was allowed to go to Memphis and allowed to buy sugar 
and coffee is not proof of loyalty. 

There were thousands of men as totally disloyal as any othe: 
men in the South, who, when our armies came there, were al- 
lowed to go within the lines to buy and trade upon their honor 
that they would be governed by the principles of war; and | 
never knew one of them to violate their parole in that behalf. 
The fact that the provost guard was allowed to pass this gentle 
man doesnot prove anything. The question of loyalty is here. 
What did he do? What was his action? What was his declara- 
tion? What was his conduct during the war? It was a very sus- 
picious circumstance, and I hope that the gentleman from Texas 
will not cavil at the statementI am now going to make—that 
he should have lived in the most disloyal part of Tennessee (1 
do not use that term in the offensive sense), the western portion 
of Tennessee, where substantially all white men were involved 
in opposition to the Government. Then, during the war and 
long before Appomattox, he moved away to Texas. Texas was 
absolutely 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. I want to:correct the gentle- 
man. Whatever the report may say, he did not move to Texas 
until after the war. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman knows more about it 


than I. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. I say that he did not move to 
Texas until after the war. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What I am speaking from is the bill 
itself and report. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. The gentleman would not make 
an argument on a statement which is incorrect. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman has not sought to amend 
his bill in ee Ser 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. I considered that unnecessary; 
that it was pot a substantial matter. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will take the gentleman’s statement as 
conclusive, and that is certainly all he can ask. What was this 
man doing? 

But I have come to another branch of this Lame Mr. 
Chairman, and I hope the House will act very intelligently now 
upon that. 

The bar of the statute of limitation began against this claim- 
ant. The answer toit is ignorance of the law. Now, then, if 
that defense is to be admitted here, why you might as well re- 
peal that oe principle of law. I think I can give it to youin 
plain English and possibly can give itin something else. Ig- 
norantia legis non excusat is a principle of law that has never yet 
been varied from and never ought to be varied from. 

Now, just see what we have got here. We have got simply 
the statement of the claimant himself, and I call my friend’s at- 
tention to the fact that you could never have any other proof, 
the mere statement of the claimant himself that he did not know 
of the statute of 1864. 

Why, sir, you can not prove in anycase that the person knows 
of the existenceof a statute. The statute is passed and put upon 
the statute book; and the loyal people of the country are charged 
with notice of it. 

This man comes here and says that he did not know of this 
law. To allow such a plea would repeal every statute of limita- 
tions—would repeal the bar to the influx of all claims of this 
character upon Congress. I close where I began, by saying 
that if this House of Representatives wants to enter upon this 
broad field, here is a precedent that can readily be set that will 
come home to plague us to the extent of a great many million 
dollars. 

Mr.COOMBS. Mr.Chairman, I dislike very much to oppose 
this claim, after the very eloquent address of the gentleman 
from Texas, but it strikes me that we can not consistently vote 
in favor of it for several reasons. In the first place, this man is 
said to be a very intelligent man. He is not an ignorant, illiter- 
ate man, unacquainted with the status of matters in this country. 
Now, he allows this claim to drift on for twenty-five years be- 
fore presenting it to the Government. He does not take ad- 
vantage of the facilities that the Government has given him 
for the establishment of his claim in the Court of Claims. Now, 
at this late day we are asked to put him ina better position 
than men who submitted their claims in due time to that court. 
It is well known that the Court of Claims investigates in these 
cases not only the quantity, but the value of the property in 
question. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. Will the gentieman allow me 
a moment? 

Mr. COOMBS. Certainly. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. The gentleman says that this 
man waited for twenty-five years before presenting his claim. 

Mr. COOMBS. Well, he waited for a long time. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. He waited until 1873, just eight 
years after the war, when he presented his claim to Songvesn, 
and it has been here ever since. 

Mr. COOMBS. At all events, he did not put in his claim 
either under the original law or under the act extending the 
time. It strikes me that to permit him now to come in and 
establish his claim before a committee of Congress, where wit- 
nesses are not examined, would put him above claimants who 
a submitted their claims to the consideration of the Court of 

aims. 

— SNODGRASS. There are vouchers for most of these 
claims. 

Mr. COOMBS. I understand that; but I have been familiar 
with matters of this kind; and I know that the Court of Claims 
in such cases frequently cuts down the amounts appearing in 
the vouchers. I should have no objection to a reference of this 
matter tothe Court of Claims for investigation. But I think it 
ought not to be put on a higher plane than the claims of men 
who complied with the law and submitted their cases to the 
examination of the court. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Now, let us have a vote. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. I will occupy only a few min- 
wtes. I want to direct attention to some of the papers in this 
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=_ Here is a paper dated La Grange, Tenn., September 8, 

Mr.SNODGRASS. I suggest tothe gentleman that the Com. 
mittee of the Whole are satisfied in regard to the facts. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. This is, in regard to the ques. 
tion of loyaity. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Everybody is satisfied with your stats. 
ment about that. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. Then I will say no more. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. I move that the bill be Injq 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation tha; 
it do pass. 

The question being taken, there were--ayes 33, noes 20. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. GROSVENOR and Mr. PENDL«. 
TON of Texas were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 


noes 2. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being insisted upon, 
as the Chair understands, the Clerk under the rule will call the 


55 


roll. 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, but was interrupted 


" ENLOE. Lask unanimous consent that the further cal! 
of the roll be dispensed with. I understand that the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] is willing to withdraw the point of 
no quorum, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. PENDLETON] is 
willing to agree that this bill be passed over, retaining its place 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. COOMBS. But let it be understood that the bill is stil! 
open to discussion. 

Mr. ENLOE. This arrangement will leave it entirely open. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request that the 
further call of the roll be dispensed with, that the point of no 
quorum be withdrawn, and the bill be passed over, retaining its 
place on the Calendar? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lllinois. I object. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the call of the roll. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I ranew my request that tho 
order for the call of the roll be vacated, with the understanding 
that the point of no quorum is to be withdrawn by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, and the bill of the gentleman from Texas be 
withdrawn from consideration, retaining its place on the Cal: 


endar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again submit the request 
to the House. 

Is there objection? 

There was no objection; consequently the roll call was va 
cated, the point of no quorum withdrawn, and the bill passed 
over informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. 


CATHERINE CAINE. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 952) for 
the relief of Catherine Caine. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the proper account officers of the Treasury be 
and they are re autho and directed to pay, out of any Money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Mrs. Catherine Caine, Widow o! 
the late Rev. Charles Caine, the pay and allowances of a chaplajnp in the vo! 
unteer service, from the 10th day of nets 1861, to M: " ibe, he sajd 
Charles Caine having served as such chaplain ip the organizatjon known 4s 
Yates’s Sharpshooters, Illinois Volunteers, during the timé mentioned, 
under a commission issued by Richard Yates, governor of the State of [11: 
nois, without pay. 

The committee recommend that the bill be amended by s#riking out o! 
line 8 the words ‘‘tenth’’ and “‘ December,” and inserting ** first’ and ‘‘ Jax 
wer: ” and in line 9, strike out the words “sixty-one.” “March,” and “ siz 
ty-three,” and insert “sixty-two,” “‘August,” and “sixty-two,” so as 
allow pay from January 1, 1862, to August 1, 1862; and when so amended, 
the committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. WILSON of Ohio) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on War Claims of the Fifty-first and Fifty-second Co 


gresses reported favorably bills substantially like the present bill. T»: 
governor of Illinois commissioned Rev. Charles Caine to be chaplain 0! 5 
military organization designated as “Yates’s Sharpshooters,”’ which a!'+r 
wards became the Sixty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry. [+ 
Charles Caine served as chaplain of said organization from January 1, 15, 
to July 31, 1862. Buthe received no pay because there were only six com 
panies of “‘ Yates’s Sharpshooters,” and the paymaster declined to pay bi 
= ground that such number of companies were not entitled to a ch2! 


Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I will make a brief exp!ao% 
tion of the facts in this case. 

During the war there was organized in the State of Illinois 4 
body of men—a military organization—known as the “ Yates 
Sharpshooters,” composed of six companies. This gentleman. 
whose widow is the beneficiary of this bill, was a preacher 19 
the county in which I reside, and was appointed and commis 
sioned by the governor of Illinois as the cuaniein of this organl 
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gation of soldiers and went into the service and served for the 
time stated in the bill and report. 

Mr. COOMBS. In actual service? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. In actual service. It seems, 
however, that under the law there was nota sufficient number 
of mon in the command to entitle it to the services of a chap- 
Jain. This man, though, having received a commission from 
the governor of the State, left his charge, gave up his salar 
and his home, furnished himself with a proper outfit and uni- 
form of an officer of the Army, went into the service, and actu- 
ally served at his own expense for the number of months speci- 


fied. 
This bill simply provides that the widow shall be paid for the 


time he actually served. 

Mr. COOMBS. What is the amount? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. About $700, I think. 

This bill was passed by unanimous consent in the last Congress 
and went to the Senate; but was not acted upon there, I suppose, 
for want of time. He was a good man, and his aged widow, the 
beneficiary of the bill, is left without means of support in her 


old age. 

Imove that the bill be laid aside with the recommendation that 
it do pass. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to, and the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM JOHNSON, ADMINISTRATOR. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H.R. 722) for 
the relief of William Johnson, administrator of Thomas I. John- 
son, deceased, of Fayette County, Tenn., as found due by the 
Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 1883. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heishereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of —_ money in the Treasury of the 
United States not otherwise appropriat to William Johnson, adminis- 
trator of Thomas I. Johnson, deceased, of Fa ette County, Tenn., the sum 
ot $13,378 for stores and supplies taken by the United States Army, as found 
due by the Court of Claims under the act of Congress “ to afford assistance 
and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments in the investigation 
of claims and demands against the Government,’’ approved March 3, 1883. 


The report (by Mr. ENLOE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 722) 
for the relief of William Johnson, administrator of Thomas I. Johnson, de- 
ceased, of Fayette County, Tenn.,as found due by the Court of Claims under 
the act of March 3, 1883, reports as follows; 

That this claim was referred to the Court of Claims for a finding of facts 
under og? rovisions of the act known as the “ Bowman act,” approved 
March 5, 1883. 

Said claim has been returned with a report and findings, which are as fol- 
lows: 


{[CourtofClaims. Congressional—Factsand loyalty. No. 3614. William John- 
son, administrator of Thomas I. Johnson, deceased, vs. United States. ] 


STATEMENT OF CASE. 


The claim in the above-entitled case for supplies or stores alleged to have 
been taken by or furnished to the military forces of the United States for 
their use d the late war for the suppression of the rebellion was trans- 
mitted to the court by the Committee on War Claims of the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the 10th day of April, 1888. 

Gilbert Moyers, esq., appeared for claimant, and the Attorney-General, 
by J. H. Nixon, esq., his assistant, and under his direction, appeared for the 
defense and protection of the interests of the United States. 

On a preliminary inquiry the court, on the 23d day of May, 1892, found that 
the person alleged to have furnished the supplies or stores, or from whom 
they were alleged to have been taken, was loyal to the Government of the 
United States throughout said war. 

The case was brought to a hearing on its merits on the 13th day of Octo- 
ber, 1892. The claimant in his petition makes the following allegations: 

That he is a citizen of the United States, residin, Fayette County, State 
of Tennessee, where decedent resided during the late war of the rebellion; 
that at different times during said period the United States forces, by proper 
authority, took from the decedent quartermaster stores and commissary 
supplies of the value of $22.387.75, and appropriated the same to the use of 
the United States Army, as follows: 


17 mules and 4 horses, in all 21 head of stock, at $150 per head 
900 cords of wood 
Esspounds of fodder, receipted for, at 2 per hundred 
| eae 

July, 1862: 

1 set blacksmith tools and shop, complete ; 

30 bushels oats, at $1_...................---. Madea tpuabienninsnainl 

2,540 bushels corn, at $1_......_. ‘ 

1 heavy iron-axle wagon 

16,500 pounds fresh pork, at 10 cents. .......- 

7,000 pounds of beef, at 7 cents 

200 bushels of potatoes, at $1 

3 barrels of flour, at $12 per barrel__...._........-- 

5 barrels of molasses, 210 gallons, at $1 

eeponnts sugar, at 20 cen 
5,120 pounds cured meat, at 20 cents 
100 pounds of sa e meat, at 25 cents 
100 pounds mackerel, at 10 cents 
200 pounds dried beef, at 25 cents 
Steahelsesa at 
a 
3 bushels 
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The court, upon the evidence and after considering the briefs and 
ments of counsel on both sides, makes the following. 


argu 


FINDINGS OF FACTS: 


I. That during the war of the rebellion there was taken from theclaimant, 
now deceased, ‘Thomas I. Johnson, by proper military authority, for the use 
of the United States Army, stores an1 supplies amounting in value to the 
sum of $13,378. 

If. That no payment appears to have been made for sald stores and sup- 
plies. 

BY THE COURT. 

Filed October 10, 1892. 

A true copy. 

Test, this 6th day of December, A. D. 1892. 


[SEAL. } JOHN RANDOLPH 


Assistant Clerk, Court of Claims 

Your committee, therefore, report the accompanying bill for th 
mentof the amount found due by the Court of Claims, and recommen: 
passage. 

Mr. ENLOE. I move that this bill be 
able recommendation. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I move, 
motion is in order—— 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. O NEIL of Massachusetts). 
recognizes the gentleman to move a substitute. 

Mr. RAY. I move that the biil be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that the enacting clause 
be stricken out. 

Mr. ENLOE, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from New York why he makes that motion? 

Mr. RAY. I makeit because in the first place I do not be- 
lieve this is a just or proper claim to be allowed’or paid; and 
again, it is one of that class of claims that we omuabiares the 
other day and discussed in the House, a class of claims I do not 
think were properly looked after in the interest of the Govern- 
ment by the Attorney-General when they were pending. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to ask if the gentleman from New 
York means to impeach ex-Attorney-General Miller by that 
declaration, who was a member of his own political party, and 
a very distinguished lawyer? Does the gentleman mean to say 
or insinuate that he did not properly attend to his official duties? 

Mr. RAY. I make no such charge, and however that may be 
he was charged with a duty and gentlemen on the other side of 
the House said a few days since—and voted deliberately—that a 
certain number of claims of this character, or I think they were 
Indian depredation claims, had not been taken care of as far as the 
interests of the Government were concerned. That having been 
declared by your side of the House, I think | am bound to be- 
lieve that statement to be true as to these claims which to me 
appear wrong and illegal. 

But [ am opposed to the claim, and make the motion for that 
reason. 

Mr. ENLOE. I understand the gentleman is opposed to the 
claim; but what I am trying to find out is on what ground he 
opposes it, why he makes the motion he does, or if in fact he 
knows anything about it. 

Mr. RAY. Well,I heard the report read, the report and the 
findings of the Court of Claims. Now, I heard here a few min- 
utes ago a gentleman on that side of the House, speaking in 
regard to this class of claims, make the statement that millions 
of dollars of such claims could be found in his State alone, if the 
Government was to enter upon the policy of paying them. You 
would bankruptthe Treasury of the United States within the 
next three months if you ent«r upon this system of legislatson 
and pay all the claims of this class that will be brought forward.¢ 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not understand the gentleman yet, Mr. 
Chairman. If the gentleman means to say that he is opposed to 
the payment of any of these claims, when the Court of Claims has 
made an investigation and has ascertained the loyalty of the 
claimant, and has ascertained the value of the property taken, 
and that it was used by the United States Government, I want 
him to so declare. If he is attacking this claim because he 
knows of some reason why this particular claim should not pass, 
then I want to know what his objection is. 

If I am to understand that he takes the broad ground that 
Congress ought not to appropriate any money to pay these 
claims after the Court of Claims has found the claimant loyal, 
and found that the Government took the property, and that this 
is a proper valuation of the articles taken, then [ shal! under- 
stand his position distinctly. But at present I donot under- 
stand his objection. 

Mr. RAY. Ihave told the gentleman that my objection is 
that I do not believe this to be a just and proper claim. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Why do you not? That is the question. 

Mr. RAY. Because I have seen no evidence that satisfies me 
that it is just or proper, or that it isaclaim that ought to be 
paid. I think, in the first instance.the fact that these claims 
have been dormant and unacted upon for a period of thirty years 
ought to settle the question of their justice and validity. 
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Mr. SNODGRASS. 
Court of Claims? 

Mr. RAY. Ihave had no opportunity. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. The case has been here for months and 
months. If you propose to constitute yourself a tribunal of re- 
view, you ought to read the proceedings. 

Mr. RAY. This is the first time I have heard of this case. If 
the Congress of the United States is to pay any attention to the 
action of the Court of Claims, then it ought to enact a law pro- 
viding that these matters shall be referred to the Court of 
Claims for investigation—— 

Mr. ENLOE. Thatis what it has done. 

Mr. RAY. That court to make findings of facts and conclu- 
sions of law 

Mr. ENLOE. Thatis what it has done as to the facts. 
conclusions of law are inevitable. 

Mr. RAY. Thatcourt to pronounce a judgment; and then it 
ought to be made obligatory upon the Treasury of the United 
States to pay those judgments without any further action on the 
part of Congress. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, why is it that the law is in the condition 
itis to-day on thissubject? Simply because the Congressof the 
United States dare not, and does not trust to the adjudications 
of the Court of Claims. They are all reported here, and then 
Cengress either appropriates the money to pay them or does 
not, according as it thinks each claim is just and deserving or 
unjust and undeserving. Therefore, that being the condition of 
the law on the subject, the right is reserved to this Congress, 
and to each member of this House to act in these matters as he 
thinks _— and right. 

Mr. ENLOE. I should like to ask the gentleman a question 
there. 

Mr. RAY. Yes. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to know, if a bill were proposed here to 
authorize the Court of Claims torender final judgments in cases 
of this character, if the gentleman would vote for it? 

Mr. RAY. Establishing in tho first place a proper court, or- 
ganized in the proper way? 

Mr. ENLOE, Iam talking about this court, and so are you. 
You are discussing this court, and saying what this court ought 
todo. Would you vote for a proposition to authorize this court 
to render final judgment in these cases, with the right of appeal 
to the Supreme Court? 

Mr. RAY. Lam not prepared at this moment to say that I 
would vote for a bill giving to this court, as now organized, the 
power to pronounce a final judgment; but I do desire to state 
that I would vote for a bill organizing a court of claims having 
jurisdiction of all claims against the United States, and giving 
to that court the power to hear, try, determine, and pronounce 
final judgment, omen, however, to the right of appeal to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, accompanied with a pro- 
vision that those judgments should be final and conclusive, and 
providing that they should be paid out of the money in the 

Treasury of the United States without further action on the 
part of Congress. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to ask the gentleman from New 
York, would he not be governed somewhat in hisanswer to the 
question propounded by the gentleman from Tennessee, by the 
aggregate amount of these claims and the question of the ability 
of the Government, within a reasonable hope of the future, to 
pay the amount? Would not that cut some figure? 

Mr. RAY. Oh, mostcertainly, Mr. Chairman. 

— ENLOE. I would like to ask the gentleman right 
ere—— 

Mr. RAY (continuing). It should affect the mind and judg- 
ment of every man in this House in passing upon these matters. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to ask the gentleman a question, and I 
would like the gentleman from Ohio to give me his attention 
also. I would like to know if the gentleman from New York 
and the gentleman from Ohio propose to establish the princi- 
ple here that the payment of a cl shall not depend upon its 

ustness and the obligation of the Government to , but shall 

Seeemeek by the amount of the claim ageless 4 Govern- 
ment 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In the abstract the putin of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee is right; butfollowing a great war, we 
all know that the action of nations have got to be affected ma 
ply by the magnitude of the amounts involved in this sort 

claim. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
if he thinks, in the first place, that the pa) t of an aggre- 
gate sum of not more than $2,500,000 would endanger the per- 
petuity of the Government ——— bring itinto bankruptey? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No, Mr. C , not if that couid be 
done. If the gentleman could get into one place, into one court 
and one suit for damage of $2,500,000, I would be glad to do any- 
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thing to get out of the constant claims upon the Governmen; 
that we have here, 

Mr. ENLOE. I want the gentleman from New York and 
want the gentleman from Ohio to tell the House and the 
try if they believe that the Government is not able to pay e\ 
dollar that it owes to loyal citizens for the property whic 
took from them for the purpose of carrying on the war wh: 
aggregate amount pending in tho Court of Claims is only &. 
000,000, and only 8 per cent is the average allowed of 1 
claims, which would make it less than $2,500,000. 

I want to know if the gentleman from Ohio thinks that j 
would be right to refuse payment to loyal citizens whofurnish 
supplies to carry on the war, and if he is going to put the ( 
ernment in the attitude of being bankrupt and not able to | 
its just liabilities of this character when it is able topay the i 
mense amount of money it ispaying annually to pension soldi: 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman will allow me, I will 
say that is one thing and the ravages of war is another. Tha 
which takes the form of a debt of the Government, no matte 
whether in the payment of a contract or liability which results 
ultimately in an indebtedness, the Government ought to pay r 
gardless of the amount; but when you come to allowing claim: 
for damages to colleges and churches 

Mr. ENLOE. This is not colleges and churches. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They are all intimately counected | 
gether; and I am discussing the whole subject. 

Mr. ENLOE. But you are not discussing this bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam not speaking on this bill, but it 
the system governing the paymentof this entire class of cl:i 

Mr. ENLOE. I will ask the gentleman from Ohio this ques 
tion: If some institution of learning has a claim against th: 
Government for use of its property, or some church for use ani 
occupation, would he make that a reason why he should refus: 
to pay acitizen, who has proven hisloyalty, for the taking and t 
use by the Governmentof his property, by proper authority, ani 
its value? Would you make thata reason for refusing payment’ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I was only discussing the general prin- 
ciple of payment in connection with the statement of the gen- 
tleman from New York with reference to all claims of this 
character, which are largely found, when you come to exami: 
them, to be in the nature of depredations and ravages of war 

Mr. ENLOE. But that is not this claim. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam not discussing this claim. 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman isdiscussing the whole sub ect 
in croeing ee bill; and lamtrying to get the House to un. 
derstand what there isin this bill. This man presented this 
claim for something over $22,000. The Government investi 
gated it through its attorney, who went upon the ground, « 
amined the witnesses, took the proof, and examined the vouch- 
ers for these supplies; and now, after it has made a thoroug! 
investigation, the court cuts the amountdown $9,000 and re} 
that there is something over $13,000 due him, 

Now, does the gentleman from New York insist that beca 
there are a numberof other war claims against the Governm>”: 
this man should be denied what is due him? 

Mr. RAY. The fact that this claim was cut down shows 
— element of injustice, and, I might perhaps not inappro): 
ately say, rottenness in connection with the claim. 

Now, I desire to yield a moment to the gentleman from Tex. 
[Mr. KruGore}, who, as I understand, wishes to ask a quest! 
of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ifthe gentleman from Tennessee will perm: 

Mr. ENLOE. I suppose I shall have to accommodate ' 
gentleman. 

Mr. KILGORE. The whole of the argument of my fricni 
from Tennessee is based upon the theory that this claimant wa: 
loyal during the entire war. 

r. ENLOE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, is there not considerable doubi 
that subject? Although the Court of Claims determined th: 
this claimant was loyal, that is not conclusive on this House. 

Mr. ENLOE. No. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, is it not true that all through 1) 
country those people were loyal to the particular army whic) *: 
the time = the country? That was myexperience. | 

Mr. ENLOE. I have no doubt the gentleman from Texas) 
a very extensive experience—— 

Mr. KILGORE. I was in the war along through that section 

Mr.ENLOE. Isupposed that you served probably in Tex: 

Mr. KILGORE. I served in essee. 

Mr. ENLOE. Did you not find loyal citizens there? 

Mr. KILGORE. Powerful few! 

Mr. ENLOE. Tennessee furnished thirty-seven regiments 
the Federal Army. 

ov KILGORE. I understand that; there is no question abe" 
that. 
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Mr. ENLOB. Then there must have been some loyal citizens 
<=. BOATNER. Oh, no; they all went into the army, so that 
no loyal citizens were left at home! 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman from Texas,as I understand, is 
suffering from some peculiar mental distortion growing out of 
tho fact that he was in the war and that he comes from a State 
that had very few loyal citizens during the war. I have no 
doubt he thinks it was a crime for a man living in that section 
to be loyal to the United States Government. 

Mr. KILGORE. There were more loyal eitizens in Texas 
than in Tennessee. 

Mr. ENLOE. I understand the gontleman from Texas applies 
his view to Texas, Tannessee, and every other part of the 
country that went into the secession movernent. 

Mr. KILGORE. I say that with scarcely an exception, if the 
people in those seetions had been disloyal to the Confederacy 
when the Confederate army was there, they could not have 
stayed there; they must have been loyal to whichever army oc- 
cupied the country. That was my experience there. 

Mr. ENLOE. Then the gentleman from Texas believes that 
if there was an army in his section of the country which repre- 
sented different opinions from his, he would change his convic- 
tions in order to be in sympathy with the “‘ powers that be.” 

Mr. KILGORE. No, sir; I do not believe any such thing. 

Mr. ENLOE. Why, the gentleman, aceording to his own ar- 
gument, ought to be a Republican under a Republican Admin- 
istration so as to ‘‘stand in” with the authorities. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not think I can well afford to be argued 
into the Republican party by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir; I do not intend to put you there. 

Mr. KILGORE. I can not permit that. 

Mr. ENLOE. I know the Republican party would object to 
that. Iam not going to infliet anything of that sort upon them. 
[Laughter. ] > ; 

Mr. KILGORE. I was a loyal citizen up to the time that 
Texas seceded. I was opposed to secession and opposed to the 
war. But after my State seceded, I went in and did my duty on 
our side; and I did not lose any reputation as a soldier, either. 

Mr. ENLOE. [ have nodoubt the gentleman made a good 
soldier, but his argument now is untenable; his position is un- 
fair; his statements are unjust. 

Mr. KILGORE. But the proof ought to be conclusive before 
this House consents to concede — 

Mr. ENLOE. I refer you to my colleague on the right, who 
says your statements are untrue so far as Tennessee is con- 
cerned. 

Mr. KILGORE. Who is your colleague? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
can you afford to say that? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I knowsomething about the facts you 
are talking about. 

Mr. KILGORE. I know how if was in my experience. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Well, I happened to be a soldier on the 
same side that you did; and I know there were thousands of fam- 
ilies there who would not have given you or me a piece of corn 
bread; who had no hesitation in saying they were Union people 
and loyal to the Government. 

Mr. KILGORE. I found such in the mountains of Tennessee 
and Kentucky, but never in the sectionof country you are speak- 
ing of. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Iam speaking of one of the best sections 
of the State, East Tennessee, and every soldier who went through 
that part of the country knows that there were thousands of 
loyal —— there, as loyal as the people of Massachusetts or 
New York. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to know what part of Tennessee 
the gentleman from Texas has been speaking of. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I was over pretty nearly all the State. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to locate your particular spot. 

Mr. KILGORE. I was at Knoxsviile, Cumberland Gap, Mur- 
freeshor'o, Chattanooga, Tullahoma, Shelbyville, Nashville, and 
all over that country. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, you were not in the section of the State 
where this man resided. 

Mr. KILGORE. Thisman lived downon the Alabama border? 
_Mr. ENLOE. No, sir, he did not; he lived in a different por- 
tion of the State. He lived in West Tennessee. 

Mr. RAY. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. BOATNER. I understood the gentleman to yield to the 
gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. RAY. To put a question to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see {Mr. ENLOE]. 

Mr. BOATNER. I understood it was for a 

Mr. KILGORE. 
gentleman. 
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Mr. BOATNEK. Now, will the gentleman fr 
} yield to me for a question? 
| Mr. RAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOATNER. L-want to ask the gentleman if he 
SWOrn as a juror in a ease where a man had sued for $20,00 
proved only $9,000, if he would nonsuit him for the whol 

| amount because he had not succeeded in establishing the entire 
| claim? 

Mr. RAY. Oh, no. 

Mr. BOATNER. Well, that is exactly what you o 
under the prineiples laid down in the argument y: ist 
made. In answer to the gentleman from ‘lennessee, y y that 
beeause he made a claim for $20,000 and proved only $v,000, 
it was a sufficient ground to warrant the rejection of t 
claim. 

Mr. ENLOE. 
actly. 

Mr. RAY. I did not make any such statement. The gx 
man from /.ouisiana is begging the question when he undertake 
to put the matter in that shape. 

Mr. BOATNER. I beg the gentleman's pardon, I was onl 
quoting his argument against himself. 

Mr. RAY. Every man here knows that this claim and al 
claims of the same nature, to have consideration by the Court o! 
Claims, must have theconsent of Congress, and isabsolutely with 
out foundation in law. Thatisthe pointl wasmaking. Ltcould 
have no standing for a moment in any court. The claimant had 
his day; he failed to avail himself of it, and now the time for the 
presentation and enforcement of the elaim has gone by, except 
by consent of Congress. 

Mr. ENLOE. You are mistaken about that. 

Mr. RAY. Except by the special permission of this House. 

Mr. ENLOE. By Congress. 

Mr. RAY. ByCongress. Thatis right. Now, the question 
of loyality and disloyalty has come up here for discussion, and 
I want to say a few words on that question. In the State of 
Tennessee during the war, or in Western Tennessee, there were 
three classes of persons. The large majority of the people 
sympathized with the rebellion; they believed that the Con 

federacy was right, and they had the courage of their convic- 
tions, and came up manfully and boldly and announced it. 
Those who were able to do so joined the Confederate army. 
For that class of men I have the highest regard, and the high 
| estrespect. I believe they, in the main, were just as honest in 
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their convictions as I was when I joined the Union Army, and] 
respect them accordingly for having the courage of their con- 
victions. 

There was another class of men who believed in the Union, 
| and those who were able to do so came out manfully and joined 
the Union Army, and fought for the integrity of the nation 
for those men [ have undying gratitudeand respect. There was 
still another elass, however, who were neither fish nor flesh 

A MEMBER. Were they fowl? 

Mr. RAY. And they did not mean to be the devil; 
were all thesame. When the Union Army had possession of the 
territory in West Tennessee professedly they were Union men 
they would play into the handsof the Union Army and would 
fill their pockets full of certificates that they were loyal men. 

They always posed under suchcircumstances as true and loyal 
men. But whenever the Confederate army was in control of the 
same section they would lay away their papers certifying t 
their Union proclivities and their unquestioned loyalty, and 
bring forth their certificates of adherence to the Confederacy, 
and would present them on every occasion when demanded, or 
when necessity made itexpedient for them to do so. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentieman yield for a question? 

Mr. RAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOATNER. Is there any evidence of that char 
this case? 

Mr. RAY. Ihave not seen the evidence of that character i 
this case yet, but I have no doubt it exists. 

._Mr. BOATNER. Has the Court of Claims found anything of 
that sort in the evidence submitted with the claim? 

Mr. RAY. Why, only a few minutes ago we had under con- 
sideration here a claim of almost this precise character, in be- 
half of a gentleman now residing in the State of Texas, an in- 
telligent man,a physician, and it has been said that he produced 
evidence on that behalf—that all during the war he was a loyal 
man in Tennesses, and at the close of the war he did not go 
farther north; he did not remain in Tennessee, where there was 
a percentage of Union men, but he pulled up stakes and dug for 
Texas, where confessedly there were no Union men, and has lived 
there ever since. , 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 
Mr. RAY. Let me finish a little explanation that I was un- 
dei to give in connecticn with this Texas case, and then 
I will yield to the gentleman with the greatest pleasure. 
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Now, the gentleman advocating that bill that I have just men- 
tioned said that he had abundance of evidence that the man was 
loyal, absolutely, throughout the entire war. I sent for the pa- 
pers, by the courtesy of the gentleman having the bill incharge, 
and looked over them and found that every Union colonel, cap- 
tain, or general who got into that region gave him a certificate 
that he had given favors tothe Union Army; that they believed 
him to be loyal, and therefore desired that his person and prop- 
erty should be respected. 

Now, he had so many of these certificates from so many dif- 
ferent sources that it struck me asalittle peculiar, and I hunted 
them all over because I believed if I had lived in Western Ten- 
nessee during that four years of civil strife that everybody would 
have known, without inquiry or certificates, whether I was loyal 
or disloyal. 

I should not have needed a peck basketful of certificates from 
this colonel and that general to show my loyalty. But I ran 
down through the papers and I found that in April or May, 1865, 
this very man took the general oath of amnesty, promising un- 
der oath and in writing that in the future he would be a loyal 
man, confessing thereby that during the rebellion he had not 
been loyal. And still a committee of this House have reported, 
in ignorance of the facts undoubtedly, that that man was loyal 
during the war and ought now be treated as a loyal man. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, [ ask the gentleman from New York if 
he does not know that under the order of a military governor 
of a every citizen, loyal and disloyal, had to take that 
oath. 

Mr. RAY. Had to take that particular oath? 

Mr. ENLOE. That particular oath. 

Mr. BOATNER. Or on out of the State or go to jail. 

Mr. ENLOE. You did not know that, did you? 

Mr. RAY. If that is true it is news to me. 

Mr. ENLOE. I think a great many things tenes to this 
matter,which the gentleman is discussing would be news to him, 
if the facts were communicated to him. 

Mr. RAY. Thatis undoubtedly true. I make nopretense to 
knowing everything. I know very little, but, Mr. Chairman, 
there is one thing that I do know, andI know it beyond all ques- 
tion or dispute, and I desire to impress that fact upon the mind 
of the gentleman from Tennessee. I am opposed to this bill. 

Mr. ENLOE. I have no doubt about that. 

Mr. RAY. And I am opposed to every bill similar in char- 
acter. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman for 
defining his position. 

Mr. RAY. I may not beable to give, to the gentleman's satis- 
faction, the reasons why I am opposed, but they are sufficient to 
satisfy me. They satisfy my mind, and I believe that the Con- 
gress of the United States can do no more foolish thing than to 
enter upon a career of extravagance in appropriating money to 
pay claims of this class and nature. The gentleman asks me if 

would vote against a measure which proposed to do justice to 
any citizen of the United States. 

say, Mr. Chairman, that there are many measures that I can 
think of that would do justice to citizens of the United States, 
that I would vote against. When the war broke out of which 
we are now speaking, the men of the North were called upon to 
enlist. They did enlist and went into the Union Army under 
the solemn promise of the Government of the United States that 
they should have at first $12 a month, and later on $14, and 
then $16 per month. The Government of the United States, in 
its necessities, instead of paying in money worth twelve, four- 
teen, or sixteen dollars, paid in paper money depreciated in 
value, a currency not worth at some periods during the war 50 
cents on the dollar. 

We promised to give the soldiers $16, and we only gave them 
$8. The war has closed. The Government of the United States 
has grown rich and prosperous. We could make our promise 
goes to these old soldiers and to their widows and children. 

e have the ability to do it. Weare rich enough to doit. It 
would be a piece of magnificent justice if we should do it. But 
if that proposition should be brought before this House to-day, 
in justice to my country, in justice to all our people, I should be 
compelled to vote against the measure, not because it would be 
unjust to the claimants, but because it would be inexpedient and 
improper, and unjust to the great mass of the citizens of this 
country under the present condition of things. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think I have said all I care to say on 
this subject. 

Mr. LOE. Mr. Chairman, I have been very much inter- 
ested in the aveeeh of the gentleman from New York[Mr. Ray]. 
In the first plage found out at once that he was opposed 
bill, and I there is where he started. He was cious 
of the bill on — principles, and he determined to oppose it. 
But it never occurred to him to hunt up any reasons why 
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he should oppose it; so after he got on his feet and commenced 
to make his speech he had to invent the reasons as he went along 
to justify his position, and he has furnished us with evidence o} 
the fact that while he knows some things very well, yet he thinks 
—— a great many things that he does not know about this 


I would have supposed from the way he started out to discus; 
it that he had been in Tennessee during the war and that he was 
going to tell us what he knew about it from some personal expe. 
rience, or that he had found something in the record in this cas» 
to justify his position. But he can not find anything in this case 
to justify his position. He does not know anything about what 
he was talking about as to the condition of things during the 
war, 

He, like many another man has done who wanted to oppose a 
measure, had to inventas he went his reasons for opposition 
He drew upon his imagination for a state of facts and applied 
it to this particular bill. In the attempt to justify himself he 
went into the case which was just now before the House, of a 
citizen who lived in Tennessee and who moved to Texas and 
subsequently filed a claim against the Government. Then he 
proceeds as logically in that as in his whole speech to immeii- 
ately impeach the loyalty of that man because he left Tennes- 
see and went to Texas. 

I did not know before that a man lost his reputation for loy- 
alty on account of the State he happened to settle in after the 
war. Butif a man served in the Army from the State of New 
York, and he went and settled in Texas, according to the gen- 
tleman’s argument he has proven that he was a traitor to th 
Government at heart all the while he wore its uniform and 
fought its battles. Every man from the North, according to the 
gentleman’s logic, who has settled in the State of Texas since 
the war has furnished overwhelming proof that he was disloya! 
to the Government during the war because he seeks association 
with gentlemen like my friend from Texas [Mr. KILGORE]. 

Mr.RAY. The gentleman will pardon me justa minute there 
I do not desire to be understood that way. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well. 

Mr. RAY. In those days, and at that time, my observation 
led me to the conclusion that Union men sought the society o! 
Union men, and disloyal men (and I do not speak offensively 
sought the society and company of disloyal men; and it struck 
me as a little funny that a Union man in Tennessee should, i! 
he was loyal all through the war, rush away to Texas imme- 
diately after the close of the war, where you could not finda 
Union man any more than you could find a needle in a haystack. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, if the gentleman will allow me to proceed, 
I think he has not bettered his case by his explanation. The 
gentleman then puts it upon the ground of association, and he 
thinks loyal men would not willingly associate with ex-Confed- 
erates and their friends. 

Mr. RAY. I did not say that. 

Mr. ENLOE. © But that is the logical conclusion of your ar- 
gument. Now, Iam taking your argument not as you perhaps 
intended it, because it seems the gentleman does not understand 
logic. [Laughter.] 

But, neenling to your logic, loyal men should not associate 
with a man who was disloyal to the United States Governmen: 
during the war, drawing his conclusions, I suppose, from his 
inner consciousness. I have no doubt the gentleman gets the 
most of his information and opinions by consulting himself and 
thinks he is correct. 

Mr. RAY. I should certainly geta ga deal more informa- 
tion by consulting myself than by consulting the gentleman from 
Tennessee; and, therefore, I shall get the information that way 
in preference to seeking it from the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. ENLOE. That is only another evidence of the fact tha: 
the gentleman pursues that policy; because if he really under- 
stood the facts he would know that the “‘ gentleman from Tex- 
nessee ” could give him a great deal of valuable information. 

Now, I want to say to the gentleman when he has made an 1: 
— the logic of which is that gentlemen on that side of the 

ouse should not associate with gentlemen on this side, and tha: 
is the logic of the gentleman’s argument, he ought to follow 1 
out and say that no man living ina Northern State should settle 
in a Southern State. 

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman yield to me for just a mo 


ment? Ts 

Mr. ENLOE. Wait until I get through, and then I will 
you have a chance. 

Mr. RAY. All right. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to give youa little more time, becau 
you will want to interrupt me in a couple of minutes, and I wa 
to save you that trouble. = 

Mr. RAY. I gave you two-thirds of the time when I occupied 
the floor. 
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Mr. ENLOE. All right, then; but you will have to interrupt 
me again in two or three minutes. 

Mr. RAY. I did not say anything about the loyalty of your 
side of the House. I donot believe that your side is disloyal. 

Mr. ENLOE. I thank you for that statement. 

Mr. RAY. You had no right toconclude that they are dis- 
loyal. 

fr. ENLOE. I did not. 

Mr. RAY. You have no right to judge other gentlemen on 
your side. ‘“‘ Judge not, that ye be not judged.” 

Mr. EN 2E. Iam glad that the gentleman has read a little 
of the Scriptures. That is the first evidence we have had that 
he has read the Bible. I want to say to the gentleman that he 
should ‘*condemn not, lest he be condemned.” And if the gen- 
tleman means to say whai he does say, the meaning of his ar- 
gument is that if a man living ina Northern State, a Union 
soldier perhaps, shall happen to fall in love with a lady living 
in the South, whose sympathies were all on the other side, and 
they were to get married, in order for the ex-soldier to come 
up tothe gentleman's loyal standard, he ought to get a divorce, 
on the ground that he can not stand the association with any- 
body who sympathized with the South during the war. 

IT am afraid the gentleman is an enemy to emigration from the 
State of New York tothe Southern States. I think he is afraid 
that some enterprising Yankee, living in New York, might see 
anopportunity to invest hiscapital in the South and make money, 
and he wants to stop it; and he does not know of any better way 
than to tell him he will loose his standing a3 a loyal citizen if 
he goes to a Southern community to live. 

Mr. CARUTH. Will the gentleman give way to a sugges- 
tion? 

Mr. ENLOE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARUTH. Did you ever see a decent man come down 
from the North who did not forthwith become a Democrat? 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. ENLOE. 
is true. 


Well, I do not know but what on the whole that 
I never saw a sensible man, in my judgment, who came 
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As the gentleman from New York would— 
where underthe same circumstances we would pay a man living in the North 
for his property taken by the Government, is revolting to the plainest prin 
ciples of justice, I cannot subscribe to any such doctrine. 

But then. I suppose the gentlemin from New York is not ac- 
quainted with the principles of justice. Does this House intend 
to do this act revolting to the plainest principles of justice? 
Does it propose to refuso payment of claims established by un- 
doubted testimony and at great expense incurred because of tie 
actionof Congressin referring the cases? Does this House pro- 
pose to put the Government in the attitude of adishonest debtor, 
who having clothed a tribunal with authority to arbitrate re- 
fuses to abide the decision though abundantly able to pay the 
award? 

I here give you the views of the distinguished ex-governor of 
Indiana, then a Senator of the United States—a man who was a 
great leader of the Republican party—a prominent candidate 
before his death for the Presidential nomination at the hands of 
that party. I take this authority,and I set it up against thatof 
the gentleman from New York. I quote from a man who knew 
the law, who had sound ideas of justice and right, who had re- 
spect for the courts of the country, and regard for the rights of 
individuals. 

When you have established a court of this kind and have said 
that claimants against the Government must go to that tribunal 
to test the justice of their claims—must submit their cases 
to investigation; when the Government is represented by its 
counsel, when its agent goes to the territory where the claims 
originated and inquire into the evidence to be found among the 
people there as to the loyalty or disloyalty of the claimant, 
when this expense has been incurred by claimants, do you mean 
to say that you will go back of this court and will not submit to 
the decision of your own tribunal. I say it would be absolutely 
dishonest, after the justice of the claim has been established by 
a proceeding of this kind, for Congress to refuse to pay the 


| claimant. 


there to live as a good citizen who did not soon associate him- | 
self with the Democratic party; but I would not expect anything | 
of that kind from the gentleman from New York if he should | 


come among us. 

Mr. CARUTH. “Ephraim is joined to his idols, let him 
alone.” [Laughter]. 

Mr. PAYNE. Do you think he would make amistake in com- 
ing down there? 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir: [donot. I donot think there is any 
spot on this globe to which an enterprising citizen of the State 
of New York, who has the characteristics of the average Ameri- 
can citizen, would not immediately emigrate if he saw that he 
could do so with profit to himself. The South offers great op- 
portunities for honest and enterprising citizens who seek to 
make homes for themselves and families, but we have no use 
for office seeking carpetbaggers who scruple at nothing. The 
motive that induces people to move is the hope of bettering 
their condition. I have no doubt this gentleman left Tennessee 
and went to Texas because he thought Texas would afford him 
a better field, a better opportunity to advance himself in life. 

Mr. CARUTH. Do notsome people ‘‘leave their country for 
their country’s good?” 

Mr. ENLOE. Sometimes a man has to leave his part of the 
country, because if he does not they would put him in jail. 
we do not want people to leave other States and come to ours 
for any such reason as that. There are many citizens living in 
ali the Southern States who were in the Union Army, men who 
served through that struggle, who have come into the Southern 
States and settled, and who are making good citizens. Most of 
them are good Democrats. 

But I want to quote another authority. Iwanttoquotea man 
who was perhaps not quite as great in his day as the gentleman 
from New York, but who had some reputation as a loyal citizon 
during the war. He was aman who had convictions on this sub- 
ject, and he expressed his convictions on the floor of Congress; 
and for the sake of giving the gentleman from New York some 
information which will perhaps be of benefit to him in the future, 
I want to quote an extract from aspeech of that gentleman. I 
refer to the late Senator Morton of Indiana. 
which I refer will be found in volume 71, page 303, of the Con- 
peesicest Globe. It was delivered in the third session of the 

ortieth Congress on the 12th of January, 1869, in the case of 
Miss Sue Murphy. Senator Morton said: 


Let me take the case of a Union man in the South who has borne the 
heat and burden of the civil war, who has been persecuted, and who has sus- 
tained all those hardships that we know were incident to the condition of a 
Union man in the South during the war. To say that we will treat him as 
& public enemy and that we will refuse to pay him for his property deliber- 
ately taken by the Government— 
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| that bill through the Committee on War Claims. 


But | 


More than that,I will cite other authorities for the benefit of 
the gentleman from New York. I think he was in this House 
in the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. RAY. No, sir; I was in the Forty-eighth Congress first. 

Mr. ENLOE. Then you have not been here as long as | 
thought. If you had been here longer, perhaps you would know 
more of these matters. I say ifthe gentleman had beon herein 
the Fifty-first Congress, if he had served here at that time under 
the leadership of the distinguished gentleman from Maine, who 
was then known throughout the country as the ‘‘dictator” and 
the ‘‘czar” oflegislation, he would have known that that gentle- 
man permitted to pass through this House a bill carrying over 
$500,000 of these claims. 

There were more than 285 separate and distinct claims in 
that bill; and the gentleman from Maine permitted it to pass 
this House because he said he was satisfied of the f 
those claims and that they ought to be paid. [fought to carry 

carried 
by a majority in a Republican committee, over the oppositi 
of the chairman, Mr. Thomas, of Wisconsin, who at that ti 
played the role that the gentleman from New York is 
ing to-day. He thought that by attacking these claim 
misrepresenting these people to his constituents, he would 
enabled to retain his seat in Congress; but when he went 
to his constituents, his distinguished services in attempt 
repudiate the judgment of the Court of Claims, and to imp 
the character of loyal citizens of the South, met with no 
sponse; and he sustained an overwhelming defeat at the poll 

Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. In the matter of the omnibus 
Southern claims bill which my friend says he succeeded in getting 
passed through the Fifty-first Congress, is it nota fact, known 
to the gentleman from Tennessee, that he succeeded in passing 
said bill by reason of his action in preventing for months t} 
passage of any pension bills, and that he was permitted to 
that measure only because it seemed to be the only way tha! 
sion legislation could be accomplished? 

Mr. ENLOE. In answer to the gentlemanfrom Pennsyl 


ustic ) 
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ania 


| who has asked me whether the passage of that bill was not due 


he speech to | 


to the fact that I obstructed legislation in that Congress, | will 
say that the gentleman pays me such a compliment as | have 
not received before. It is certainly a great compliment to 


| and a great reflection upon the Fifty-first Congress,to assume 


that one man should be able to come into this House of pre 
sentatives, composed of 332 members, and bulldoze through the 
House a bill carrying a half million dollars, and that the great 
body of that House, tnder the leadership of 1 tinguished 
gentleman from Maine, should have permitted weak, thin 
Democrat like myself {laughter} from the State of Tennessee ta 
come here and bulldoze through a that character. 


One 
fs 
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I say, Mr. Chairman, I think it ig an unjust reflection on that 
Congress. I said the bill was passed because Congress was con- 
vinced of the justice of the claims, and that, too, after an in- 
vestigation; and having done s0, that it set an example of hon- 
esty to this country that I hope will be followed in the future. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand the gentleman from Tennesseo 
to contend that when the House of Representatives refuses to 
make appropriations in these cases which have been before the 
Court of Claims that itis a reflection on the judgment of the 
court. Now, do I understand the gentleman to contend that 
the Court of Claims has authority to render judgment in such 
cases? 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman from Texas is quibbling now. 

Mr. KILGORE, Not atall; thatis yourownlanguage. You 
insist, as I understand you, that the appropriation must be made, 
because otherwise it is a reflection on or a repudiation, if you 
choose to call it so, of the judgment of the court. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, the gentleman from Texas knows that it 
is the pe of the court on a state of facts presented. 

Mr. KILGORE. No; it is a finding of the court on the facts. 

Mr. ENLOE. And that is the only thing that goes to the 
court. It isa judgment on the facts presented; and it is just as 
much a judgment on the facts as is the judgment of the court 
on the facts in any other case that comes before it, where its 
a are final. 

r. KILGORE. But it is not a conclusive judgment on this 
ouse, 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentlemanfrom Texas knows, just as every 
other member of the House knows, that it is not. 

Mr. KILGORE. But 1 understand you to treat it as though 
it were a final and conclusive judgment. 

Mr. ENLOE. Itisa ——- on the facts, anda finding as 
to the justice of the claim and the loyalty of the claimant. 
Why, the ‘gentleman knows that if it were a judgment, a final 
settlement of the matter, that it would not be here for an ap- 
propriation; it would be paid by the Secretary of the Treasuty 
as other judgments of the court.are paid. 

Mr. KILGORE. Idonotsounderstand. Because in the cares 
to which the ——— now refers they are judgments both as 
to the law and the facts, and judgments from which an a 
can be taken. But that is not the ngs 
of the court sent back jo Congress. 

Mr. ENLOE. We all understand that. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I t the gentleman to understand 
it. From your sta mett a few moments ago it would seem 
that you did not understand it. 

Mr. ENLOE. Notwithstanding thegentleman’s criticism the 
fact remains that tag created this tribunal; that it a 
pointed the judges; that they are daily passing on claims from 
different parts of the country itvolving many millions of dol- 
lars, and Congress accepts the findings of the court on every 
other —* except this. Now, let me ask why is this excep- 
tion made 

It makes the exception for no otper reason than because of the 
fact that gentlemen come here and make a football of these find- 
ings of fact for political purposes, and play the part of the dem- 
agogue before their constituents and the country, to make votes 
for themselves to secure their retlection. That is the reason. 
They have never, in a — instance, investigated the claims, 
so far as I know, and found that the court had made an erroneous 





in regard to the fin 


ruling in passing upon the claims, or that its judgment not 
worthy of credence a it had not considered the evidence, 
When the omnibus bill was sometime ago, some gentle- 


man, who offered to be overscrupulous, prepared and secured 
the adoption of an amendment providing that the Amerner 
General should reéxamine all of the cases before payments, if in 
his judgment it was proper to do so. 

Under that authority the Attorney-General went into the 
court and made a motion for a rehea: on a number of these 
claims; and after overhauling the Confederate archives and re- 
investigating the claims and ransacking every character of evi- 
dence which could be obtained for or t them, and search- 
ing in every quarter where they could find evidence, I do not 
know of a single, solitary instance where the original findings of 
the court were d to be erroneous. Not a single case. 

If the argumen ° the gentleman frdm New Yous ‘at Ray] 

oes to the in aulty of the Court of Claims, if it impeaches 

e honesty of that tribunal or its members, then it should be 
the duty of the member to rise in his place here in the face of 
such evidence of dishonesty and move a resolution that would 
bring about an inves on, and through that medium secure 
their impeachment and removal from office. 

Butthe eianen epeeteatty that the court shall stand; 
that its judgments shall be final and conclusive in. all other 
cases, involy ng ar millions gf dollars st the Govern- 
ment, but that it shall be re ed as not binding in cases of 
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this character; and only in these cases, where the question at 
issue is the right of some loyal man in the South to receive pay- 
ment for his property, does he doubt the integrity, the honesty, 
or the efficiency of the court. 

I understand from his argument to-day and from his answer to 
the questions I propounded to him that he would be unwilling to 
authorize this tribunal to render a final judgment in claims of 
this character. 

Mr. RAY. Tho gentleman will allow me a question? 

Mr. ENLOE. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY. Have you on any occasion, when the question has 
been up before Congress of appropriating money to pay men 
whose claims had been adjudicated by this court, examined for 

ourself the}findings of the court, or voted against such claims 
cause you had not investigated them? 

Mr. ENLOE. I have no recollection of having so voted. 

Mr. RAY. Of course you would not vote to pay in any caso 
unless you were satisfied that the judgment was correct? 

Mr. ENLOE. My action would depend on what I knew of the 
case. If I knew no more of any case than the gentleman from 
New York does about this case, then I do not think I would vote 
against it. I would not condemn a man on mere suspicion, or 
deny a claimant any right on a mere suspicion. FE 

Mr. RAY. Will you answer my question? 4 

Mr.ENLOE. [have answered it. Fe 

Mr. RAY. Do you regard the decision, or the finding, I had 
better say, of the Court of Claims so sacred and so perfect, and 
and so conclusive in all of these matters submitted to it, that you 
would vote to appropriate the money to pay the amount in each 
case without question; or would you reserve to yourself the 
right, on examination of the case and evidence, to exercise your 
own judgment? 

Mr. ENLOE. I regard the findings of the Court of Claims as 
furnishing to this House such prima facie evidence of the jus- 
tice of the claim that T would not vote against its payment un- 
less oae was evidence furnished me to show that the court had 
erred. 

Mr. RAY. Would you vote to pay the money in each ani 
every case, and would you feel bound to do it in equity, law, and 
good conscience, unless you could find some good, satisfactory F 
reason in the facts of the case which led you to think it was just ss 
and proper? 4 

Mr. ENLOE. I would say unless I could find some evidence, ; 
I would not undertake to find reasons against it, as the gentle- fy 
man from New York [Mr. Ray] does. I would not draw upon Bi 
my imagination for reasons. I would not manufacture reasons, 
I would accept nothing as sufficient to impeach the justice of 
these findings except evidence to the contrary. 

Mr. RAY. If you were not satisfied that a claim was just and 
proper to be - you would not vote to pay it, would you? 

r. ENLOE. I would be satisfied whenever the court pre- 
sented its findings here after an investigation. That would be 
evidence to my mind that the claim was just, and that it ough‘ 
to be paid, and it ought to be such evidence that no honest man 
would attempt to overturn itexcept by evidence to the contrary. 

Mr. RAY. You say you would be satisfied under certain con- 
ditions. You would not vote to pay a claim unless you were it 
satisfied, would you? s 

Mr. ENLOE. I would vote to vest that court with jurisdic- 
tion to render a final judgment in every one of these claims, 
— the right of the Government to appeal to the Supreme 

ourt. 

Mr. RAY. You still dodge my question. 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not dodge it. 

Mr. RAY. My —— is this: Would you vote to pay a sin- 
gle one of these judgments, as you call them, of the Court of 
ae you were satisfied that it was just and ought to 

aid? 

r. ENLOE. Why, the gentleman must have a very pecu- 
liar comprehension. 

Mr. RAY. Now, do not dodge the question. Answer my 
question. 

Mr. ENLOE. I donot know whether I can answer it to the 
intelligence of the gentleman. It is perhaps my fault that ! 
am not able to use language that is pointed enough. 

Mr. RAY. Well, then, please come down out of the skies 
and deal with a plain, common man who only has ordinary in- 
telligence and ordinary language by which to express his ideas, 
and answer mein plain, common English, honestly, not dodg- 
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‘ingly, or by any subterfuge, whether or not you would vote 10 
pay a judgment of the Court of Claims before you were satisfied 
that it was a just claim and ought to be paid? Can you unde! 
stand that? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes; and I have told you several times that | 
would not. Can you understand that? 

Mr. RAY. That is the position I take exactly. 
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Mr. ENLOE. Iamgladyou have got your comprehension toa 

int where I canreach it. I say that l would not vote to pay | 
BR vthing that I believed to be unjust. 

Mr. RAY. That is just the position that I occupy, and it is | 
because I am not satisfied that this is proper and just to be paid | 
that I oppose it, and in doing that I exercise the right of an 
American citizen and a member of this House, and I shall con- | 
tinue to exercise it, and all the little twistings in and twistings | 
éut of the gentleman from Tennessee seeking to be sarcastic, in 
which he utterly fails, will not drive me from that position. 

Mr. ENLOE. Ido not think there is any danger of the gen- 
tleman losing his position. He evidently took it without any | 
regard to the facts, or any knowledge of the case, and I would 
not have him change it. I think it would be a disadvantage to | 
the measure if a gentleman were to get up here and give such | 
reasons for favoring it as he gives for opposing it. If I had no} 
better reason to give why this claim should be paid than the gen- | 
tleman has why it should not be paid, then I would not open my 
mouth, for I would be sure that I would accomplish its defeat 
instead of its passage. 


I do not want to waste any more timeon thegentleman. [say 


that the Congress of the United States ought to consider the 
findings of fact in these cases by the Court of Claims as consti- 
tuting a prima facie case that justifies it in making an appropri- 
ation, unless some one comes here and furnishes evidence in a | 
peculiar case that the court erred in making its findings of fact. 

I want to ask the gentleman if it is nota 


Mr. KILGORE. 
fact that the Court of Claims does not determine any question | 
of law at all; that it does not determine any question of the lia- 
bility of the Govornment, and if it does not leave that question | 
for the House to determine, whether the Government is liable 
or not? 

Mr. ENLOE. Qh, yes; that is only a question of common | 
honesty, and that is left to Congress. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is a question of law, which the House | 
must settle. 

Mr. ENLOE. Thatisa plain principle of common honesty, 
and the Congress of the United States I supposo is capable of 

sing on a question of that sort. 

Mr. KILGORE. I agree to that. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now,I want to know how much time [ have | 
left? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
time remaining. | 

Mr. ENLOE. [yield that time to the gentleman from Louis- 
jiana[Mr. BOATNER]. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to answer the ques- | 
tion propounded just now by the gentleman from Texas|Mr. | 
KILGORE] by asking another, and thatis, if his idea of the ob- 
ject and purpose to be served in sending a case to the Court of 
Claims iscorrect, what is the sense of ever sending a case there? 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I suppose you want me to answer? 

Mr. BOATNER. In one moment. I do not want you to take | 
up my time. The rules of the House and the law which sent | 
these cases to the Court of Claims sent them there for acertain | 

cific purpose. First, to have the Court of Claims report to 
this House whether this claimant was a loyal citizen; second, 
whether his property was taken for military purposes, fér the 
use of the Army; third, the value of the property at that time; 
and right there the judgment of the Court of Claimsstops. The 
Court of Claims, in order to reach a conclusion upon these 
points, must hear testimony on all the points involved. 

The witnesses must be sworn. They are examined by the 
party in whose behalf they are put upon the stand. They are 
cross-examined by lawyers representing the Government. 
Every means by which their veracity can tested and every 
ers and every [oe to determine the real facts of 

e case is afforded. e court makes its report to Congress. 
It says in this particular case, pursuant to resolution of Con- 
gress. we find that Mr. A B was a loyal citizen of the United 

tates at such a time and had never given any aid or comfort to 

ose engaged in the rebellion; that such and such an officer of 

e United States took such and such property at such andsuch 
& time, and we find the value of that property is so much. 

e find the factsalleged true. Such aman making such proof 
is entitled as a matter of absolute constitutional right to be paid 
for his property. This Government has no authority either in 
war or in peace to confiscate the property of a loyal citizen. It 
has not the right to take the private property of any man for 
~~ purposes except upon making adequate compensation for 

e same. 

Then when the facts upon which such a claim is based are 
found to be true, and the man comes here to ask payment of 
the judgment, he is merely demanding his rights as an Amer- 
ican citizen. But the gentleman from Texas says, “ I have no 
confidence in these judges; none at all. Ido not believe the 


The gentleman has twenty minutes of his | 
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| they know nothing to the discredit of the court; 
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facts they have reported are true and I am unvwilli 
amount they find is due.” 

Mr. KILGORE. Do not do me that injustice. 

Mr. BOATNER. I will not apply that to the gentleman from 
Texas particularly, but to all gentlemen who occupy his position 


| on that subject who have no confidence in the judges, no confi 


dence in the lawyers who represented the Government, and no 
confidence in the witnesses by whom the claims are proved. 
They do not know the witnesses; they do not know the lawyers; 
know 
nst the 


tes, 


they 
nothing about the facts; but they set their suspicion agai 
solemn findings of five judicial officers of the Unit 
based upon sworn testimony of witnesses taken before 1) 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I say, with all due respect to g . 
men who occupy that position, and with all due respect to their 
right to exercise their judgment upon any public questionf that 
in my opinion when they take that position, they assume the p 


| sition of ajuror who by reason of prejudice or refusal to conform 


to the law and the evidence willfully renders a verdict contrary 
to both the law and the facts. 

Now take the argument adduced by the gentleman from Ne 
York [Mr. Ray]; which shows the utter hollowness, the flimsi- 
ness, the worthlessness, the fallaciousness of the position they are 
driven to take in order to maintain their attitude. He gives the 
case of a citizen of Tennessee who adduced evidenee, furaished 
by impartial officers of the Federal Government, who were in 
the Federal Army during the war, showing that he was a loyal 
and a Union man. 

Now, the gentleman discovers by examining the papers that 
the man was disloyal and bases the opinion, which in his mind 
amounts to a conviction, upon these two deductions: One was, 
that this man moved to Texas after the war was over; theother 
was, that he found in the papers that this man had actually 
taken the oath of allegiance to the United States! 

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman let me correct him? 

Mr. BOATNER. Now, from those two circumstances the 
gentleman became fortified, impregnably intrenched in the po 
sition that this man was a rebel and that the committee was 
wrong in ever reporting favorably upon hisclaim. The testi 
mony of the officers of the Federal Army, the testimony of other 
witnesses, the testimony of the man himself, the concurrent 
testimony of his neighbors—all these are tobe ignored, forsooth, 
because the man went to Texas after the war was over, and be- 
cause, pursuant to military order, he took the oath of alleriance 
to the United States Government. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is the most conspicuous illustration 
I can give of the utter fallacy of the position oceupied by gen 
tlemen who oppose the payment of this claim. 

Mr. RAY. { said that he took the amnesty oath. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. And every other man in Tennessee did. 
Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman had reached the conelusio 
of absolute conviction, a conclusion which he declares is immov- 
able, that under no circumstances could he vote to pay these 
claims—in ignorance of the fact which is of public record and 

which, if he had looked into the case with an impartial mind, an 

ious to reach a correct result, he would speedily have discovered 
that when the war was over the military commanders and the 
military governors required that all good citizens, including 
the soldiers who had come back from the Confederate army, 
should take the annesty oath, the oath of allegiance to the Gov- 


| ernment of the United States. 


Mr. RAY. There is a great difference between the two oaths. 

Mr. BOATNER. And see the inconsistency of the gentle 
man’s position. If this man had refused to take that oath he 
would have said: ‘* Here is conclusive evidence that this man 
was disloyal.” Hewould have said: ‘‘ Notwithstanding the fact 
that this man is certified by all the officers of the Federal Army 
to have been a loyal citizen, yet when the test comes and he is 
asked to take the oath of allegiance to the United States Gov- 
ernment, he says, ‘I can not do it;’ and therefore he is dis 
loyal.” 

- Mr. Chairman, it appears to me that unless the findings of the 
Court of Claims are to be treated with ordinary respect—unless 
they are to carry the prima facie presumption that they are 
justly and properly rendered—then it is idle to send any more 
cases to the court. If the gentleman from Texas and other gen 
tlemen on this floor are going to say: ‘‘We will not recognize 
the findings of that court—not that we know anything about 
the matter ourselves, but we have a suspicion that the court is 
unfair; we have a suspicion that the lawyers representing the 
Government have not done their duty; we have a suspicion that 
the witnesses have committed perjury; and, therefore, we will 
refuse to vote an appropriation, though we have no evidence to 
sustain our position except mere suspicion” —then it might as 
well be understood and settled now that the Congress of the 
United States proposes to repudiate the obligations of the Gov- 
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ernment to loyal citizens of théSouth whose property was taken 
during the war by the Army for military purposes. 

One word more with respect to this question of loyalty. I 
know that the gentleman from Texas believes (for he has fre- 

uently told me so) that there were no loyal citizens in the 
South uringthewar. Yetthefactis well known toagreat many 
of us that there were quite a number of such citizens. In the 
county where I was brought up the delegate elected to the con- 
vention to pass upon the question of secession was elected as a 
Union man. He refused to sign the ordinance of secession. He 
was arrested during the war and was kept for a long time in 
confinement. His two sons left the country and went into the 
Federal Army. In that parish there were enough men who left 
and went across the lines to form a military company. I know 
that shoes ped le were loyal. 

O 





Mr. KI tE. Have they ever come before Congress with 
ony claims? 
fr. BOATNER. No, sir; because the Federal Army did not 


go through that country. And if the Federal Army had gone 
through there and taken the property of such men, the gentle- 
man from Texas would have been equally ready to say, ‘*I will 
disregard the testimony of every man who swears on the sub- 
ject, and I will set my opinion, my judgment, my suspicion 
against any amount of sworn evidence, and in this way I will 
excuss myself from performing what otherwise would be my 
duty under the Constitution and laws of the country—to vote an 
appropriation to pay those men for their property.” 

n the face of the fact that there were large numbers of men 
who went into the Federal Army from Missouri, Tennessee, 
Kentucky, and other border States, can the genéisiman doubt 
that there were loyal people there? Is it possitle thut there 
were no men in Texas who were opposed to the war und con- 
tinued to remain opposed to it? 

Mr. KILGORE. Plenty of them. 

Mr. BOATNER. Is it possible there were no men in Texas 
who were loyal to the Union during the war and refused to give 
their aid and assistance to the Confederacy? 

Mr. KILGORE. Plenty of them; but such gentlemen went 
into the Federal pre. 

Mr, BOATNER. The Federal Army, if it had gone through 
Texas, would have been likely to take the property of some of 
these people; and if it had done so, and if the evidence were sat- 
isfactory as to the amount taken and the value of it, I would 
hold it to be my bounden duty to vote an SS gn to pa 
for such property, because I know of no principle under whic 
the United States Government has a right to confiscate the prop- 
erty of its citizens in war or in peace. 

It has no right to take the property of a private citizen and 
pore riate it to public uses without paying for it. Of course, 
that does not apply to og, badd taken from those who are en- 

aged in arms against the Government. But those who remain 
oyal to the Government have an absolute, unquestionable right 
to demand at the hands of Congress that they shall be compen- 
sated for property taken from them for the use of the Govern- 
ment, 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana{Mr. BOATNER] and I do not disagree as to the jurisdiction 
of the Court of Claims, except where he misrepresents my posi- 
tion. Of course, when he undertakes to state my position, and 

oes far beyond what I ever contended for, he and I naturally 
Siengres. But that disagreement is on his statement, and not 
upon the principle involved in the matter. 

Now, the only thing about which we do disagree is the bind- 
ing force and effect of the findings of the Court of Claims in such 
a case as this. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman be kind enough to state 
just what effect he thinks it would have,and what weight such 
a finding or judgment is entitled to? 

Mr. LGOR . Well, now wait. The conclusiveness of the 
findings of the court in this case is the question atissue. The 
gentleman states exactly what the jurisdiction given to the 
court by the law is, and was intended to be; that is, that the 
court must first determine whether the claimant was a loyal 
citizen during the entire war. 

Thatis a jurisdictional fact. That ig a facton which the court 
takes jurisdiction of the matter at ali, and if the proof is not 
sufficient to establish the loyalty of the claimant, that is the end 
of the case. If the loyalty is established, the court goes on and 
inquires as to whether the preperty was taken by the Army or 
furnished to it by this loyal citizen; and if it was furnished or 
taken, then to ascertain the value of the property; and the court 
must necessarily hear proof of these facts. 

Now, the gentleman says when the court makes a findin 
under such circumstances it is conclusive on the House, an 
that is the position I-understand the gentlemanfrom Tennessee 
also takes in to this matter, and there we separate; 


there our paths diverge and we take different roads. 
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Mr. SNODGRASS. The gentleman from Tennessee is not 
present just at this moment, but he only took the position that 
the finding of the court was prima facie, and that you’ought not 
to override it without evidence sufficient to set aside the find. 
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ing. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, just wait a moment now; do not in- 
terrupt me at this point. 

They contend that it is a reflection on the Court of Claims for 
men to stand up and antagonize a claim when presented to the 
House, and that we are to rely upon the judgment of the court 
in such cases, and not upon the judgment of the House itsc!;; 
that when we do not do so, when we refuse to accept their judg. 
ment, we are impeaching the integrity of the court and the 
lawyers who conducted the case in the court, for and against th 
judgment, as well as impeaching the testimony of the witnesses 
who swore in behalf of the case. And they make it their spec- 
ial duty to come forward to-day and undertake to defend the 
Court of Claims from these alleged impeachments, when in fac! 
no such suggestions have been made. 

I say the law itself—if there is any reflection on the court- 
casts it when it limits its authority to the mere passing on the 
uestion of fact, as I have suggested. The law does that. | 
limits their authority, not to determine the right of the party 
or the liability of the Government, butsimply to state the find- 
ings of the court on the evidence presented and the determina- 
tion of any questions—collateral questions—that may arise in 
the taking of the testimony. But they have no authority to 

render a judgment. 

Now, if the Edmunds and Tucker act had been willing to give 
them the same authority that other courts have to try and de- 
termine a case on the law and the facts and render judgment 
from which an appeal or writ of error could have been pros- 
ecuted, why then the House might be concluded, perhaps, and 
compelled to act blindly and vote the appropriation in accord- 
ance with the judgment. For it is the universal practice, so far 
as I know, that when a court having authority to determine on 
these questions has done so, and rendered judgment on the law 
and the facts, and a final judgment against the Government—! 
think it has been the universal practice of the House, I repeat 
so far as I know, to have Congress make an appropriation with- 
out much inquiry behind it—to meet the judgment. But that is 
by no means the case presented here. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas 
if he knows of any character of judgment that is rendered by the 
Court of Claims that Congress does not vote to appropriate the 
money to pay? 

Mr. KILGORE. That depends. 

They always have to make the appropriation after a court hiv- 
ing such jurisdiction renders a final judgment; and Congress 
does not make any inquiry, as a rule, behind the judgment. 

That has been my experience. Butin these cases before the 
House the question presented is different. The House acts; it 
takes cognizance of the case itself, makes an investigation of it 
on the oo. I presume, that it does not regard this asa judg- 
ment of the court, but a simple finding of fact. The purpose o! 
the law was to take that work out of the hands of the commit: 
tees gnd bring it down within the rules of evidence by having 
it acted upon and considered by a court of law. 

Mr. REED. That is to say, it is only anascertainment of the 
facts, and it is afterward the duty of Congress to pass judgmen: 
on the finding so rendered. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is it exactly. 

Mr. REED. And that finishes the whole question, does it 
not? 

It is simply a substitution of the Court of Claims for the re- 
port of the committee of the House as to the facts. 

Mr. KILGORE. That I understand to be correct. 

Mr. REED. If on the facts the members present do not be 
lieve that the claim should be paid, they are entirely at liber‘) 
to refuse the a ore 

Mr. KILGORE. Undoubtedly. Itis the businessof the Hou: 
to render its judgment on the finding of fact. That is, to de 
termine the question of law that may be involved; and that au- 
thority is taken from the Court of Claims by theact which give: 
it jurisdiction. 

Mr. REED. But a judgment of the Court of Claims stind: 
upon a different footing from the finding of a committee, be- 
cause it is a declaration by law of a debt due by the United 
States, while the other is only a preliminary statement of facts 
on which Congress is to determine whether the United States 
is indebted or not. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is about as I suggested. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, will the gentleman from Texas answe! 
this question? 

Mr. KILGORE. I will if I can. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like also to have the attention of the 
gentleman from Maine. 
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The gentleman states this is only an ascertainment of facts in 
‘the case, and it leaves the question still to be determined 
whether the Government owes it or not. 
f Mr. ILGORE. Whether it is liable or not. 

Mr. ENLOE. Whether the Government owes it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Whether the Government is legally liable 


or not. 

Mr. ENLOE. Whether the Government owes it; whether it 
is an obligation of the Government. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, that is the same thing. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now,I will ask the gentleman from Maine—— 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not want to be taken from the floor by 
a three-cornered colloquy. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will ask you, and the gentieman from Maine, 
as he has come into the fight, to answer this question: If the 
court finds that the citizen was loyal, and that the United States 


Army, acting under proper authority, took the property and | 
converted it to the use of the Government, and the amount and | 


value of that property is determined and correctly ascertained, 
then is it not an obligation upon the Government to pay it? 
Mr. REED. Not until Congress has so determined. 
Mr. ENLOE. I understand it is not a claim that you can go 


and enforce in the courts; but is it not as much an obligation | 


upon the conscience of the Government, or as much an obliga- 


gation upon the justice of the Government, as a claim for a pen- | 


sion is? 
Mr. REED. 


upon. 

Mr. PATTERSON. To determine how? 

Mr. KILGORE. I hope the gentleman from Tennessee will 
not interfere further with my a 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should 
the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
dress inquiries to the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Well, I will address you, then. 

Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 
the facts, is a member of Congress justified, on that finding, in 
voting against the claim, where he himself has made no inves- 
tigation, where he knows nothing about the case himself, ex- 


cept what appears in the report of the Court of Claims—— 
Mr. KILGORE. That is generally a stump speech in favor of 
the claim. 
Mr. PATTERSON. 
Mr. KILGORE. Do not ask so many at once. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Do you know anything about this case? 


I wiil put the further question to you—— 


Have you ever investigated this case? Do you know anything 
about it except what appears here on the face of the report? 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] answered the first question propounded by the 

entleman from Tennessee, whether a man was justified in vot- 
ng against a claim after the Court of Claims had submitted its 
finding offacts, when he said that that was going into the domain 
of conscience and undertaking to affect the discretion of a mem- 
ber of this House, and that is a complete answer to the first 
branch of the inquiry. 


The second branch of the gentleman’s inquiry I will answer | 
I do not know | 


by saying that I am not talking about the facts. 
anything about the facts, but I say that a member of Congress 
is justified in pursuing his own course, in following his own 
judgment. He ma wrong—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will my friend allow me to make an- 
other suggestion? 

Mr. KILGORE. Wait untill getthrough answering this. If 
the Congress of the United States, which enacted the Bowman 


act and Tucker act, had intended to bind this House conclu- | 


sively by those findings, it would have authorized the Court of 
Claims to render a final judgment, which would have been bind- 
ing and conclusive upon this House. 
r. PATTERSON. Just one moment, my friend—— 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, sir—— 

Mr.PATTERSON. You are a lawyer. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, a chunk of a lawyer. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Suppose a courtof chancery refers acase 


to a master to ascertain and report the facts; when that report | 
comes in, if it is unexcepted to, the court invariably confirms it. | 


Mr. KILGORE. Rendersa judgment. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Now, I understand this Court of Claims 
to occupy about the same relation to Congress which a master 
chancery occupies toward a court of equity. 
Mr. RAY. Oh, no. 
on KILGORE. I donot want you to make a speech in my 
me. 


Mr. PATTERSON. That isto say, the Court of Claims ascer- 


When you get into the domain of conscience | 
that becomes something for the individual member to determine | 


ike to propound a question to | 


I am not yielding for the gentleman to ad- | 


I can notafford to be ignored in this matter. | 
When the Court of Claims has reported | 
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| tains the tacts and reports them. Now, you are in the attitude 
here ofa courtof justice. Youare a member of this House, and 
you are passing upon this claim, not upon exceptions to the re- 
| port, not upon a knowledge of facts contrary to the report, but 
youare arbitrarily, without investigation, ignorant of the facts, 
without information on the subject, deliberately repudiating the 
report of the Court of Claims. You are repudiating that very 
agency which Congress has appointed to ascertain the facts. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I must protest against 
yielding to gentlemen to have them lecture me as to my atti- 
tude as a member of this House, and to tell me how ignorant I 
am. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh,I«ém not doing that. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not mind being lectured, and I am 
ignorant, it is true—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Lask myfriend’s pardon. 
intention on my part to lecture him. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I said I was entirely ignorant of the 
| facts. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Did not the gentleman say to the House 
| that he knew nothing of the case? 

Mr. KILGORE. No, sir; I did not say that. 

Mr. PATTERSON. You say you have never investigated 
the case. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
| interruption. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
interrupted. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
| case. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Why, that is what I said. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, there is more involved in this than 
the mere question of facts. 

Mr. ENLOE. What is it? 

Mr. KILGORE. The questionof the liability of this Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. ENLOE. What sort of liability? 

Mr. KILGORE. Legal liability. No claim ought to be pre- 
| sented for payment by the Government for which there is nota 
| legal liability. The Court of Claims is not authorized to adju- 
| dicate that question. This House must determine that. This 
| House must adjudicate whether or not the facts areas presented. 
| Take the illustration suggested by the gentleman from Tennes- 
| see, your colleague, that the Court of Claims was acting in the 

nature of a master in chancery; why, then, it was simply to 
ascertain the facts and report them to the court, and the court, 
if there was no objection, would render a decree on the master's 
report. Butthere seems to be some exception in this matter. 
Mr. ENLOE. What sort? 
Mr. KILGORE. Iam not willing to say that tho action 
| the committee or the Court of Claims is conclusive to me. If 
was, there would be nothing to be done except to say, * 
| Speaker, the Court of Claims has determined this question. 
| has found the valueof the property this man hasoffered or given 
| to the Government or furnished during the war. The Court of 
| Claims has determined the question of his loyalty; and I ask 
| that the appropriation be made.” That would be all that would 
be necessary if we are to pursue the course indicated by the 
three gentlemen from Tennessee and the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana. 

Mr. ENLOE. Willthe gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want toask the gentleman if h 
when Congress passed the act known as the Bowiman act it in- 
tended to invite a claimant to come into a court which it had 
constituted and established and then intending to repudiate the 
judgments of that court? 

After the claimant has established his claim, after he has 
tablished his loyalty, and proved the taking of the property and 
proved its value, was it the intention of Congress to stop there? 

Mr. KILGORE. Congress intended to do just what it said. 
It gave these claimants the right to go before the Court of 


There was no 


Mr. Chairman, I must protest against this 
The gentleman from Texas declines to be 


I said I knew nothing about the facts in this 
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believes that 


of 
| Claims to have these three facts determined—the loyalty, the 
question whether the property was furnished or taken, and the 
value of the property. : 

That is exactly what Congress said they were authorized to 
do; and when they did that they must take their chance of hav- 
ing this House determine whether the Government was legally 
liable to that claimant, and whether it would make the 2; 
priation. If there was no discretion there would be nothing to 
| do but to enter the judgment as you gentlemen desire; butif 
| there is any discretion, there is unlimited discretion. Every- 
| body in the House knows that there is discretion in these mat- 
| ters. Everybody knows that except three or four gentlemen 
| from Tennessee and one from Louisiana. 

} Mr. ENLOE. I will ask the gentleman this further question. 


pro- 
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He talks about iegal liability. Isuppose, as the gentleman has 
pleaded guilty to the charge that he is a lawyer—— 

Mr. KILGORE. Lama friendly Indian now. [Laughter.| 

Mr. ENLOE (continuing). I suppose he knows something 
about the law. That being the case, I suppose the gentleman 
knows that in the Constitution af the United States it is pro- 
vided that private property shall not be taken for public use 
without compensation to the owner. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ENLOE (continuing). And when the fact is proven that 
the Government did take private property and did convert it to 
itsuse, does not that constitute a liability of the Government 
to pay for it? 

Mr. KiLGORE. That is the question. 

Mr. ENLOE. Do you believe that constitutes a legal lia- 
bility? 

Mr. KILGORE. I say I have a right to exercise my own 
judgment. 

Mr. ENLOE. That is not the question.. [ask your opinion 
asalawyer. You say by your action that that does not consti- 
tute a legal liability. 

Mr. KILGORE. The case you cite would make a case of legal 
liability; but understand, I am not accepting your statement of 
a hypothetical case as absolutely applicable to this case. Now, 
I do not believe this House is bound hand and foot in this mat- 
ter. 





ADMISSION OF UTAH. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. ByNuM having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PLAT?, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
passed the following resolutions, in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Committees on Enrolled Bills of the Senate and House of Representatives be 
authorized to strike out the word “ Fifty-third’’ where it occurs in sections 
5 and 19 of the enrolled bill (H. R. 352) “to enable the people of Utah to form 
a constitution and State government, and to be admitted into the Union on 
an equal footing with the original States,” and insert.in lieu thereof the 
word “ Fifty-fourth.” 

The Committee of the Whole having resumed its session— 

Mr. RAWLINS. I move that the committee rise for the pur- 
pose of concurring in the resolution just received from the Sen- 
ate, which has for its object the correction of a verbal error in 
the bill for the admission of Utah. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. ByNuM having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DOCKERY reported 
that the Committee of the ole on thestate of the Union, hav- 
ing had under consideration bills on the Private Calendar, had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
seoeeiane of the concurrent resolution just received from the 

nate. 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was read. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I move that the House concur in this reso- 
ution. 

Mr. REED. What is the effect of the resolution? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Itsimply proposes tochange the word “ fifty- 
third” where it ocours in two sections of the bill, to the word 
ae s0 as to conform to the other provisions of the 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
resolution will be concurred in. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr, COBB, by unanimous consent, reported back with amend- 
ments, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, the bill 
(H. R. 4590) to amend section 553 of the Revised Statutes relat- 
ing to the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
House Calender, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

he Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 


WILLIAM JOHNSON, ADMINISTRATOR. 


The House again resolved itself into Gommittee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H.R. 22) for the relief of William Johnson, administrator 
of Thomas I. Johnson, deceased, of Fayette County, Tenn., as 
a due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 


Mr. KILGORE. Now, Mr. Chairman, to summarize the sit- 
uation, I do not very much disagree with the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] and the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BOATNER] as to the facts which went before the court. We do 
disagree as to the conclusiveness of the action of the court upon 
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these claims. I dissent from the idea that those of us who 
choose to oppose these claims reflect upon the Court of Claims 
when we do so. 

The Court of Claims, I apprehend, when a certain amount . 
proof is presented to it establishing the loyalty of a claimant, j 
bound to make a finding to the effect that the claimant is lo: 
and when acertain amount of proof is presented to the cou 
upon the question whether or not property was furnished . 
taken for the Army and a certain amountof proof is present: 
as to the value of that property, the court must make a findin 
on those facts. 

No man can reflect upon the court for doing that. All cour 
do that. That is the ordinary procedure in a court of justice. 
And it is no reflection on the court to say that I have the rig) 
to discredit the facts upon which the court has made the find- 
ings submitted to this House. It is no reflection upon the cour 
if I should say that from my knowledge of the situation in Tex 
the proof as to the loyalty of a particular citizen in that section 
of the country is not in my judgment sufficient, or that perjur 


has prevailed. Itis no reflection upon the court for me to di:- 


sent from the action of the court in reaching its judgment upc 
any particular character of testimony. Itismy right as a mem 
ber of this House to determine the facts from my knowledge « 
the situation. Iam not expected to accept the finding of th 


court as conclusive, or the report of a committee as conclusive. 


If that were so, this House would not be called upon to investi 
gate any finding coming from that court upon a case submitt: 
under the Bowman act or the Tucker act. 

I say it is unreasonable to undertake to put those of us wh 
oppose these claims in the attitude of reflecting on the Cou: 
of Claims. We regard that court and its action exactly as th 
law regards them. The law does not give the court authorit: 


to render a judgment. If Congress had intended that the ac- 


tion of the court should be final and binding upon this body, i 


would have said that the court should have the right to rende: 
final judgment. But itdid not say that; and in the absence o! 
such a declaration in the statute, we must conclude that Con- 
gress did not intend to give the court authority to determine 


finally and conclusively the liability of the Government in thes 
cases, 

Buteven if the judgments were final, and although it ma 
have been the custom of Congress to pay a final judgment: 


against the Government without much inquiry—if a final judg- 


ment were rendered by a court of competent jurisdiction, a: 


were carried to the Supreme Court on a writ of error and con- 


firmed by that court, any member of this House would still hav. 
the right to refuse to vote for an appropriation to pay that judy 
ment, would still have authority to exercise his own judgm: 
and discretion. 

Such action of the courts can not be conclusive and bindin 
upon any member of this House. It is unreasonable to say th 


because I have not had the opportunity to investigate the fac‘- 
no discretion or judgment as t) 


in this case I ought to exerc 
m duty in voting upon abill which proposes to make paymen'. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Chairman, this claim is from th 
district I represent, and I wish tostate to the House very brie!) 
what I think is the correct principle which ought to control ; 
member of Congress in voting on such a question as this. 
Congress has already established what is known as the Cour 


of Claims, an instrumentality for the ascertainment of the facts 
insuch cases. Now, Congress, through the agency of thiscour‘, 


employs counsel who go out through the various counties i. 
which these claims arise, and take proofs in regard to them 


The claimants have counsel also, and the cases are submitted t» 
the Court of Claims; they are argued there, and the Court of 


Claims, on the case thus made up, enters its findings. Th: 
are embodied in the reports of the committees of this Hou 
and they come before the House in that manner. 

It is perfectly competent for any member of Congress toasce:- 
tain the facts to be otherwise than as reported if he can. He 
can go and take the record on which the court has acted, and 
come before Congress with it and show, if possible, that the 
Court of Claims was in error in its findings, But I do submit 
that no member of Congress has the right, in entire and utter iz- 
norance of the facts, without investigation and without a denial 
of the facts established by the court, without any pretense of in- 
formation in respect to the facts, to get up here on the floor 0! 
the House and arbitrarily condemn the findings of the cour’. 
Such arbitrary conduct on the part of a court would justify tho 
impeachment of the judge. 

hy, Mr. Chairman, in a courtof equity,afteraclerkand mas- 
ter has ascertained the facts and they are unexcepted to, they ar° 
undisputed, no controversy about them—of course the court 
could enter a decree refusing to confirm the decision of the m:s- 
ter—but did any court ever do it? 

Now, what is the pending case? Here is an instrumentality 
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appointed by Congress to asceriain a state of facts. In. the dis- 
charge of its functions it has found that, under a law of Congress, 
a certain amount is due to an individual for supplies or stores, 
and the facts are reported to this House, and they are undis- 
puted, un lenied. 

Now, for Congress, the creator of that tribunal, the author of 
its very existence, to go back on its own instrumentality, and 
without rhyme or reason to say it will not make the appropri- 
ation to pay the claim which has been found, seems to me to be 
an act that is entirely unwarranted. Of courseCongress can do 
it. but when it does it discredits itself and its own laws, andalso 
discredits the tribunal which it has established for the ascer- 
tainment of the facts. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? Do you understand that the question of the liability 
of the United States is remitted to the Court of Claims at all? 
Do you think the judgment of the court is final and binding, or 
do you think the court can do anything more than simply de- 
termine the three facts—the loyalty of the claimant, the owner 
of the property, and the fact of its taking? 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is all. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Do they determine the liability of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States in the premises? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I think not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is not that a question for Congress, and for 
sach individual member? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I think so. 

But I will answer my friend, too, that it is the judgment of 
the court of equity on the report of its clerk and master which 
determines the rights of parties; but who ever heard of a court 
of equity arbitrarily repudiating the report without reason? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The whole question of law is to be deter- 
mined by each individual member for himself. You do not 
thereby attack the court. We may admit that every fact re- 
ferred to in the report of the court has been correctly found, 
and yet each member of the House may beliéve that there is no 
liability existing on the part of the Government to make the 

ayment. 

Mr. WISE. And the court may so believe—— 

Mr. ENLOE. Iask unanimous consent that the general de- 
bate be now concluded. 

Mr. REED. I desire to say a word in this connection. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine objects. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
to this discussion, and desire to congratulate the gentlemen 
from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE and Mr. PATTERSON], as well as 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER], that at last they 
have come t) the defense of the Court of Claims. I wish to re- 
mind them that there is a vast difference between the original 
jurisdiction of that court and its jurisdiction under the so-called 
Bowman and Tucker acts. 
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Before gentlemen come hore and de 
that we should pass upon a bill where there sim] 
finding of facts, let them make themselves clear and clean i 
yard to the Court of Claims by making appropriations for i 

mpleted judgments, and we will meet them more than half 
way in a spirit of justice, and even in a spirit of equity, although 
equity jurisdiction is never conferred upon that court in any 
case where a judgmentcan be rendered, or in those claims which 
we have had under consideration this afternoon. 

Mr. REED. I think there is just a sin 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PATTER ‘| has fallen, and 
I think if he will notice the bearing of one thing he] id upon 
his own remarks he will see the error himsalf, and its w 
reaching consequences. He says that if upon the findi 
master of certain facts the court should refuse a decr: 
be subject to impeachment. Thatisso. Now, why is Oo 
is because, a certain state of facts existing both in law and 
equity, a judgment follows. That is because both 
equity, in the technical sense, are necessary conclusions fro 


» error into which 


ide- 


| facts. 


| Court of Claims may = upon a matter, 


I wish to add a single word | 
| of his goods is proven, and the nonpayment on 


| that it should say—that the matter should have been end: 


| failed to do it. 


In that connection I wish also to say to the gentleman from | 


Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON], who spoke last, that the Court of 
Claims has no equity jurisdiction at all, either under its general 
jurisdiction or under the authority conferred by the Bowman 
and Tucker acts; and hence all his eloguent talk in regard to 
the “equities of the case” has nothing whatever to do with 
the findings of the court in this case or, in fact, with any other 


case that comes from thatcourt before the House of Representa- | 


tives. 


It is known to all familiar with the practice before that court | 


or familiar with its treatment of these cases when it is called 
upon simply to find certain facts, that those findings do not in 


the least determine the liability of the Government, but that | 
they are returned to this House for its action as de novo so faras | 


payment is concerned. But the gentlemen on the other side 
have not by any means been always so enthusiastic in behalf of 
the Court of Claims. 

They have not been so enthusiastic in support of the judg- 
ments which have been rendered in dollars and cents under the 
general end original jurisdiction of thecourt. This very House 
has witnessed a partial repudiation of them, and a repudiation 
of over $400,000 worth of its judgments in the Indian depreda- 
tion claims, and the $100,000 which was appropriated in payment 
of certain of those judgments of the court was wrung from the 
committee after nearly a half day's discussion. 


Still more—and gentlemen on the other side should remem- | 
ber it, for they had control of the appropriations in the last | 


Congress, so far as the House of Representatives at least is con- 
cerned, and of all a 
now awaiting the action of this House, the judgments of the 
Court of Claims in the so-called ‘“‘ spoliation claims,” amounting 


| facts. 
priations in this Congress—there are | 


| 


to nearly $2,000,000, for which they have not attempted to ap- | 


te in this Congress, or in the last session of the last | sumed the Chair as Speaker pro tempore, 


ngress, a single dollar. _ 


But suppose the gentleman's court of equity was something 
like the Congress of the United States, a court bound entir 
by its own discretion; not even by its own example, but sole 
by its discretion at the momentof its action. The gentleman 
will see at once that all the conclusions that he draws from th 
example of a court are necessarily fallacious. Now, 
has the power which exists in the individual of saying to v 
extent he will be bound. That power is complete, and h 
exercise it in any way that he sees fit. 

Suppose a man is bound by a contract that he is i 
law to keep. Suppose the other man says, “‘ Here is anaccid 
which has happened, and I want you to do something outsice of 
this contract.” That is entirely at the option of the man who 
is called upon. Hecan refuse or he can do it, just as he please: 
That is the condition of Congress with regard to all these mat- 
ters. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 

Mr. REED. 


Coneress 


Will my friend— 
Wherever Congress hassquarely stated tha 
and give a judgment, 
why that ends the whole business. But the Court of Claims 
was denied the right to give a judgment in this case, and wa: 
only called upon to give a statement of facts,and Congress then 
can exercise its own sweet will on the subject. 
Suppose the loyalty of the man is proven. Su; 


Lt " 


ypose the taking 
the part of the 
Governmentisshown. Nevertheless, after a lapse of twenty-five 
years the Congress of the United States may say—I do not say 
Liong 
ago. It maysay: ‘‘We have given these claimants an opp 
tunity to appear before two sets of commissions. They 
Therefore we will not grant the claim. 

You see the matter is wholly for Congress to act 
attempt to coerce it on the ground that the judgmen 
Court of Claims is Anal, is not a fair coercion 
to say that the Court of Claims has stated such facts; 
facts do you not believe that this result ought to foll 
that is the full extent of the power of the case stated 
Court of Claims. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 


© + ‘ 1* 
I want to p 


the point j 


| Congress created this Court of Claims for the purp 


+ 


taining the facts. Now, when Congress through i 
mentality has ascertained the facts, I say it is trill W 
people, it is trifling with these claims, it is trifling with 

to arbitrarily repudiate the claim, without rhyme or reaso 

Mr. REED. Iam obliged to the gentleman from Tennes 
for addressing the committee as to tha 
want to make anobservation. Congress did notcreate the 
of Claims for the purpose of adjusting theseclaims. The 
of Claims was in existence long before the Bowman act 
before any other act that has been described. Congre: 
cially the House of Representatives, found that in di 
these questions it began to dispute about facts. 

Therefore, it is said to the claimant by the Bown 
do not want to have any more discussion in regard to the facts, 
and if you choose to come before us, you must pr the facts of 

. ; sit 
your case before the Court of Claims, and thereupon we will 
listen to you on that state of the facts. We do not say we will 
agree to pay your claim because the Court of Claims finds th: 
We simply agree to listen to you. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hourof 5 o’clock having arrived, the 
gentleman from Maine will suspend, and the committee will 
rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BYNUM 


Mr. DOCK! 


t point, and on 


having a& 
LY, Chair- 
manof the Committee of the Whole, reported that that Commit- 
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tee had had under consideration various bills and had directed 
him to report the same to the House with sundry recommenda- 





ons. 
The SPEAKER pro pet, By direction of the Speaker 
pro tempore the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROOKSHIRE] will 
rform the duties of the Chair at the évening session. The 
our of 5’clock having arrived, the House will stand in recess 
until 8 o'clock p. m. 





EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 
8 o'clock p. m. by Mr. BROOKSHIRE, as Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is in session pur- 
suant to clause 3, thule XXVI, for the purpose of considering 
bills on the Private Calendar. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the con- 
sideration of bills on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

: The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the unfinished bus- 
ness. 
DRUZILLA J. RIGG. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4290) for the relief of Druzilla J. Rigg, of Macomb, Il. 

The bill was read. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee was last in session 
the point of no quorum was made on this bill on the motion to 
lay it aside with a favorable recommendation. 

r. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, this bill has been 
considered, the report has been read, and the disposition of the 
bill was delayed on account of the point of no quorum being 
made, 

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers were ordered, and tellers will 
please take their places on the motion to lay aside the bill with 
a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. Can not further proceedings 
under that call be dispensed with by unanimous consent? 

The CHAIRMAN. They can. 

Mr. POST. Then I ask unanimous consent to dispense with 
further proceedings under that call. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is on the appointment of tellers? 

Mr. POST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, we are supposed to have a 
uorum oe and the question before the committee was 

that this bill be laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was the question, and the vote was 
being taken 7 tellers. 

Mr. PICKLER. But we aresupposed to have a quorum now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers were ordered by the committee 
on that motion; but that can be dispensed with by unanimous 
consent, Without objection, that order will be made. 

Mr. JONES. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made, and tellers will take 
their places. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is there no way to get rid of that 
thing? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Irise to make the motion that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is notin order in Committee 
of the Whole. The House is now in the Committee of the Whole, 
and the committee is sarang, Tellers will take their places. 
The gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Post, and the gentleman from 
Virginia, Mr. JONES, will take their places as tellers. 

Mr. POST. Mr. Chairman, have we to commence this where 
we left off? Can not we take a vote? 

The CHAIRMAN. That can be done by unanimous consent; 
but that was objected to, and tellers will take their places. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to make a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 

Mr. PICKLER. Regular order. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is there no way to leave this blil 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Post] on the Calendar with- 
out prejudive and go on and consider some other bill? 

TheCHAIRMAN,. Thatcould bedone by unanimous consent. 
Does the gentleman prefer that request? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the 
entlemanfrom Missouri that this bill be passed over, retaining 
ts place on the Calendar? 

r. HOOKER of New York. I object. 

Tellers took their places, and pending the count, 
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Mr. MARTIN of Indiana said: I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill be passed over without prejudice. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Bills of the following titles were, by unanimous consent, 

sed over, retaining their places on the Calendar: 

A bill (H. R.3156) for a pees to Cornelia de Peyster Black, 
widow of Henry M. Black, late colonel of the United States 
Army, deceased. 

A bill (H. R. 811) for the relief of Harriet Woodbury. 

A bill ae 3693) for the relief of Louisa B. Hull. 

A bill (H. R. 5112) for the relief of Mary E. Cole. 

A bill (H. R.5616) granting a pension to Mary E. Tuttle. 

A bill (H. R. 4290) for the relief of Druzilla J. Rigg, of Ma- 
comb, Ill. 

A bill (H. R. 4962 


widow. 

A bill (H. R. 5260 
Carigan. 
A bill (G. R. 3354) for the relief of Mrs. Mary B. Hulings. 


PATRICK KELLEHER. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6405) 
to remove the charge of desertion standing against Patrick 
Kelleher, late private Company C, Thirty-eighth Illinois Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to correct the military record of Patrick Kelleher, late a pri 
vate of Company C, ee lllinois ey, by removing the charge 
of desertion standing against his name and granting him an honorable dis 
charge from said service. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs was read, as follows: 

At the end of the bill add the following: 

“‘ Provided, That no pay, tounty, or emolument of any kind shall become 
due or payable by virtue of the passage of this act.” 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. This report comes from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. I am not conversant with the facts 
of the case; and unless there be a request that it be considered, 
I shall ask that it be passed over. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to have it considered. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Very well. 

The report (by Mr. BowrErs of California) was read, as fol- 
lows: 

The committee to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6405) to remove the 
charge of desertion standing against Patrick Kelleher, have considered the 
same and report the same back with an amendment, as follows: ‘‘Provid- 


That no pay, bounty, or emolument of any kind shall become due or pay 
able by virtue of the passage of this act,’ and that so amended the bill d 
Ss 


) to restore to the pension roll Sarah Beck, 
) 


granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


pass. 

The military record furnished ths committee and made a part of this 1 
port shows that the soldier served faithfully for two and a half years, then 
reénlisted, and in 1864 received a furlough of thirty days and went to his 
home in Massachusetts, and remained there sick, under treatment, unab! 
to return to his regiment until it was mustered out. The soldier was s: 
verely wounded, at the battle of Murfreesboro, in his right arm, shoulder 
and leg; is now badly crippled, and unable to labor for his support. 





Case of Patrick Kelleher, late private Company C, Thirty-eighth Illinois 1) 
Santry. 


RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, War Department, April 4, 1391. 


The records show that Patrick Kelleher, aged 28 years, was enrolled Au- 
gust 4, 1861, for three years, and mustered into service as a private in Con 
om , Thirty-eighth Illinois Infantry, September 7, 1861. He appears to 

ave served faithfully until December 31, 1862, when he was captured a: 
Murfreesboro, Tenn. @ was confined at Richmond, Va., January 15, 186: 

aroled at City Point, Va., January 20, 1863; reported at Camp Parole, Md 

anuary 21, 1863, and was sent to Benton Barracks, Mo. @ rejoinei his 
company May 6, 1853; enlisted as a veteran volunteer February 29, 1864, an! 
= — as having deserted May 12, 1864, at Mattoon, Ill., while on veteran 

urlough. 

In an application for removal of the charge of desertion the soldier tes 
fled September 20, 1886, that in December, 1862, at the battle of Murfrees 
boro, Tenn., he was severely wounded In the right arm, shoulder, and righ‘ 
leg; that about April, 1864, he obtained a furlough for thirty days, being 
unfit for duty, and went home; that he became much worse and was under 
the medical treatment of one Dr. Page; that he remained under Dr. Paze’s 
treatment until his regiment was mustered out of service, and that he never 
received a certificate of discharge. 

In another affidavit of the same date the applicant made a similar state 
ment, adding that he had no intention of deserting, but was prevented from 
rejoining his command by physical disabilities. 

Under date September 20, 1836, William G. Anderson testified that he had 
known the soldier for six years; that he (afflant) had been through the wir 
as a member of Light Battery B, Fourth United States Artillery, and kne" 
fromconversations with the applicant that his statements are true, althouz: 
he did not meet him on the battl@field. (Battery B, Fourth United Stat:s 
Artillery, was not present at the battle of Murfreesboro, Tenn.) - 

John J.Chapman testified in this same affidavit (dated September 20, 188¢ 
ane ea oo known the applicant since 1890, and identified him as the soldier 

n question, ¥ 
he application for relief was denied February 21, 1887, and renewing the 
application in 1893 the soldier testified that he served faithfully until about 
April 12, 1864, when he received a thirty-day’s furlough and went home ‘0 
assachusetts, and that while there he was taken sick, was treated by Dr 
Page, was not able to leave his bed when his furlough expired, and was fics 
for about a year, and could then get about only on crutches. 
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1894. 


On November 15, 1893, the evidence on file in the Bureau of Pensions was 
xamined and found to contain nothing additional to that already cited, ex- 
ept the testimony of Dr. Nomus Page, the family physician, who declared 

that he had treated the soldier in April and at other times in 1864 and in 
1965 for chronic rheumatism and malarial poisoning, and in another affida- 
vit that he had treated him in aay. 1864, during the remainder of 1864, and 
also in 1865, for debility and malaria. 

n November 18, 1893, the application for relief was again denied, the ev- 
idence submitted not being deemed sufficient to establish that the soldier 
was prevented from completing his term of enlistment by disability con- 
tracted in theservice and line of duty. 

The status of the case has not since been changed, either by the introduc- 

tion of new testimony or by legislation. 
Respectfully submitted, 
F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Colonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension Office. 


The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I have naturally very little sym- 

athy with men who deserted their colors during the late re- 
Pellion. But this is a case that has probably as much merit as 
any case that has been presented to this House at any time. I 
know this gentleman; I know persons who served with him. 
The service was for two years and some months—long enough 
to entitle the regiment to reénlist. His service was of the best. 
During it he was twice wounded. While this is not shown by 
our hospital records, the fact of his having been taken prisoner 
at Murfreesboro and treated in some of the Southern hospitals 
is the reason there is no evidence bearing on this point in our hos- 
pital records. My colleague [Mr. BOWERs] and myself carefully 
examined this man here in Washington notlong ago. He bears 
the evidences of the wounds that the report states he received. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. If it will not interrupt the gentleman, I 
would like to ask, what is this man’s standing in the neighbor- 
hood where he lives? Is it fair? 

Mr. LOUD. It is first class. He is not a merchant, not a 
wealthy citizen of high social standing; but his character for 
honesty and integrity is of the best. 

When he re2nlisted he was entitled under the law to a thirty 
days’ furlough, in pursuance of which hewenttohishome. He 
states that he was not well at the time he took his furlough, but 
that he was particularly urged to reénlist in order to make up 
the requisite numberto form acompany. He went to his home; 
and was attended almost constantly from that time until after 
the close of the war by a reputable physician of his town, whose 
evidence is a part of thecase. Theseareall the facts. If there 
is merit in any case, this is a meritorious case, as the soldier 
rendered gallant service for over two years and a half. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is it the object of this 
bill merely to remove the charge of desertion or to obtain for 
him a pension? 

Mr. LOUD. - I can not tell what the object is. I suppose, if 
the charge of desertion be removed, the man will come in for a 
pension the same as anybody else would. He ought to have a 
pension by reason of the wounds he received. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Why is it that he has not 
had this charge removed before? 

Mr. LOUD. The reason is that he could not get it removed 
under the law. He was at one time on the pension roll. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Drawing a pension? 

Mr. LOUD. He was drawing a pension for his wounds. 

Mr. McNAGNY. Will the gentleman pardon a question? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. Is it regarded otherwise than legitimate 
and proper for a man whois a soldier, or a citizen either, to de- 
sire to clear off his record? 

Mr. LOUD. Ido not know thatI understand the gentleman's 
question. 

Mr. McNAGNY. The inquiry has been made as to why this 
party did not take some action before. Now, does not the gen- 
tleman regard it as right and proper and commendable for a 
soldier to desire to clear off any cloud or blot that may be upon 
his record? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. That, I understahd to be what this soldier 
is endeavoring to do. 

Mr. oof bis og been for some years trying to do that to 

a 


ty. 

Mr. Hee R of a York. Through the War Department. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iwould like toask the gentleman in charge 
of this bill a question. I find that Col. Ainsworth refused to re- 
move this disability, he says, for the reason ‘‘ that the evidence 
submitted was not deemed sufficieht to establish the fact that 
the soldier was prevented from completing his term of enlist- 
ment from disability contracted in the service and in the line of 


an: As I understand, he was on a furlough at home at this 


Mr. LOUD. He was. 
Mr. HEPBURN. And while there was taken sick, and by 
that illness was prevented from returning to his command be- 


fore the war closed. Now, is it true or not that in the office, 
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as stated by Col. Ainsworth, his disabilities could not be re- 
moved? 

Mr. LOUD. That seems to be the case. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, let me ask if there is any law requir- 
ing that the disability which prevents a soldier from returning 
when absent with leave must be contracted in the line of duty? 
While on leave, unless that be considered in the line of duty, it 
would seem to be an absurdity. 

That construction, I think, can not betrue, for when a man is 
absent from his regiment with leave he has no duty to perform, 
and it is impossible, therefore, for him to comply with that pro- 
vision of the lawsaying that the disability shall be ‘‘ contracted 
in the line of duty,” if as a matter of fact, as in this case, it 
was contracted while he was at home on leave of absence. I do 
not believe that there ought to be any such law, or that this 
officer refused to clear the soldier from the charge for such a 
reason as that. It is an absurdity on its face, it strikes me. 

Here is a soldier who was permitted to return to hishome after 
his raénlistment. He was entitled to thirty days’ leave of ab 
sence under the law, and while enjoying that furlough he was 
taken sick from a disease which rendered him incapacitated for 
service and prevented him from returning to his regiment until 
it was mustered out. 

Mr. LACEY. [If the gentleman will permit me, that is the 
real reason why the bill has come here for consideration. If 
the disability had been contracted in the service, Col. Ainsworth 
could have removed the cloud himself. But that is the law. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I was trying to find out if there is such a 
law which permits such a ridiculous state of affairs as that. 

Mr. BRETZ. That is the law now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendments 
recommended by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 8 insert: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or emoluments of any 
kind shall become dus or payable by virtue of the passage of this act.”’ 

Mr. JONES. I do not understand exactly from this report 
who it was that refused this pension. 

The statement of the service of this soldier—and the record 
so far as it appears in the Department here in Washington 
seems to have been signed by Col. F.C. Ainsworth. Now,from 
that statement or official record it seems to me that this is not 
a case that Congress ought to be called upon to remove the dis- 
ability. 

Mr. Chairman, the only testimony here, the testimony on 
which the gentleman who has just saben his seat founded and 
based his remarks, is entirely the testimony of the applicant 
himself. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, there is the 
testimony of Dr. Page, and two affidavits to the effect that he 
treated him during his illness. 

Mr. JONES. 1 will read the testimony of Dr. Page. I sub- 
mit that the only testimony presented here is the testimony of 
the applicant himself on this point. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, read it. 

Mr. JONES. He testifies as to the wounds received, and as to 
his being confined in a Confederate prison, and here is the testi- 
mony of the two men on whom he relies to substantiate that 
statement. Under date of September 20, 1886, William G. An- 
derson testified that ‘‘he had known the soldier for six years; 
that he had been through the war as a memberof Light Battery 
B, Fourth United States Artillery, and he knows from conver- 
sation with the applicant that his statement was true, although 
he had not met him on the battlefield.” And the command to 
which he belonged was not even engaged in that battle. He 
based his whole statementon a conversation which he afterwards 
had with the applicant himself, 

Now, there is not a gentleman here who would not be obliged 
to base his conclusions on exactly such statements as this if he 
voted to pass this bill. It is evident from the statement pre- 
sented in support of the bill that it is one which should not bs 
permitted to pass this House. The Pension Bureau had this 
testimony before it. 

Mr. AITKEN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. JONES. Certainly. 

Mr. AITKEN. Would not that be a proper question when 
asking forapension? The question now is whether he was sick 
when he was on that furlough. 

Mr. JONES. I propose to read a part of the testimony ad- 
duced here by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to show that 
this man is entitled to the pension he asks for. 

Mr. AITKEN. This is not fromthe Invalid Pension Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. JONES. The Military Committee, then, or the commit- 
tee from which it comes. One of the gentlemen who has ad- 
dressed the committee upon this subject alluded especially to 
to the fact of the man’s having been severely wounded in that 
engagement. 
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Mr. AITKEN. I know; but would that have any bearing? 

Mr. JONES. I am simply saying in reply to what the gen- 
tleman from California said upon the subject, that however he 
may be persuaded from the conversation which he and his col- 
league Mr, Bowers of California] had with this man, that the 
man was wounded in the way he describes, there is nothing in 
the record toshow it. I think the affidavit of the man who un- 
dertakes to support the claimant is not worthy of consideration 
at all, from the fact thathe was not in tho battle, and all the in- 
formation he had on the subject he derived from convervation 
with the soldier. 

Mr. AITKEN. Does it make any difference whether he was 
wounded or not so far as this bill is concerned? 

Mr. JONES. Iam mare to that Pa. But the gen- 
tleman who I understand is in charge of the bill, and who has 
addressed the committee on the subject, based hisremarks chiefly 
upon the ground that the man had been severely wounded when 
there is no real testimony to bear out that statement. 

Mr. LOUD. If the gentleman will allow me right there, I 
simply recited the facts from the beginning to the close of the 
case. That wasmerely an incident. The fact does remain that 
this soldier served two years and some months, long enough to 
entitle the regiment to be a veteran regiment, and to be re- 
enlisted ae a veteran regiment, and that he then went to his 
home. He received an honorable discharge after more than 
two years’ honorable service. 

Tam perfectly willing to waive the fact that he was in a Con- 
federate prison or that he was wounded. I do not insist upon 
taking that into consideration at all. The fact yet remains be- 
yond contradiction that he did serve honorably for two years 
and a half, and more, and received an honorable discharge. He 
then went to his home, and itisin evidence that he wasattended 
by a physician during the balance of 1864 and the whole of the 
year 1865, and was thus prevented from returning again to his 
regiment. That isthe main oon 

fr. JONES. Ihave permitted the gentleman to interrupt 
me, and to inject a long speech into my remarks; but I submit, 
Mr. Chairman, that this statement is a material part of this 
record, and the gentleman may well say that he is willing to 
forego any statement upon that point; he merely pro s to 
leave out that part of the report that is not substantiated by 
propor testimony, and to base this claim entirely upon the fact 
that this man was sick and unable to return to his command. 

Mr. LOUD. I did not leave it out, but I said I was perfectly 
willing to waive it. 

Mr. JONES. Of course, the ue is willing to waive a 
statement that is only supported by the man’s own testimony. 
The two men brought forward by him to substantiate h 
statement know nothing whatever about the matter, and say 
frankly that their testimony is entirely hearsay, and that they 
— their statement from conversations with the man him- 
self. 
Mr. PICKLER. Why not take the statement of the soldier? 

Is not a soldier's testimony ; 

Mr. JONES. Amanwho is a deserter, aman who stands with 
the charge of desertion against his record-—— 

Mr. PICKLER. He never deserted. 

Mr. JONES (continuing). 
moved on his own testimony. 

Mr. PICKLER. In other words, your proposition is that the 
word of a Union soldier is a lic to begin with. 

Mr. JONES. Myproposition is that if a man deserts from his 
command in time of war—— 

Mr. PICKLER. He did not desert. 

Mr. JONES. He did desert, as the record shows. 

Mr. PICKLER. No, he did not desert; he went home sick. 

Mr. JONES. The very languageI am employing is employed 
in the record. 

Mr. PICKLER. Technically. 

Mr. JONES. The word desertion is employed in the report, 
and I ay that as long as ho has the charge of desertion nal 
against his name upon the records of the War Department, and 
he comes here to ask that the charge be removed, he ought to 
bring some testimony to substantiate his bare and unsupported 
statement. 

When you wens a precedent of that sort, can not any man, 
any single one of the 200,000 who deserted from the Union Army 
during the war, come here, without any testimony to support 
his own testimony, and ask that the record be corrected and the 
charge of desertion standing against him be removed? I object 
to the testimony of this character of men, and I insist it should 
not be accepted here. 

Why, sir, to-day, in this very Hall, when we were considering 
private claims that had been reported by the Court of Claims, 
where the facts were judicially ascertained, where witnesses 
were cross-examined by representatives of the United States 
Government, I heard a gentleman on the other side of this Cham- 


Ought never to have the charge re- 


ber state, a gentleman I see before me now, that he would not 
accept any finding of that court unless he personally was satis. 
fied from facts outside ofthe record that the claim was a just an) 
an equitable one and ought to be paid; and yet we aro told to. 
night, and are constantly told when private pension claims 
the subject of legislation, that we ought not to ask for furthe 
testimony when the committee having jurisdiction of the claim 
has reported it favorably, even when we know that the exami. 
nation was entirely ex parte, and the testimony untrustwor(hy 
and illegal. 

Any testimony or no testimony is sufficient for the majority 
of those whoattend these night sessions. Ifa justclaim agains: 
the Government, which has been adjudicated by the Court 
Claims, where witnesses on both sides were closely examine(, 
and where the Government as well as the claimant was repre. 
sented by able counsel, can not pass this House because 1 
testimony is not sufficient for the purpose of satisfying gentle. 
men that the claim is a just one, then how can gentlemen con. 
sent to pass a claim of this sort, when they have not examined 
the testimony at all, and when the only information they have 
is such as is before us. 

I submit that no gentleman who takes the position I have re. 
ferred to as to the findings of the Courtof Claims could possibly 
vote to pass a claim of this sort, which he had not paid th 
= attention to, and had not examined,and knew nothins 
about. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, as amembero! 
the Committee on Military Affairs that made this report, I desiro 
to state the considerations which have governed me in investi- 
gating measures of this character. 

Desertion is one of the most heinous crimes that can be charged 
against a soldier. The punishment in time of war, in all no- 
tions, during all times, has been death. 

The Articles of War provide that— 

All officers and soldiers who have received pay, or have been duly enlistei 
in the service of the United States, and shall be convicted of having deserte( 
the same, shall suffer death, or such other punishment as, by a sentence o! 
a court-martial, shall be inflicted. 

And it was not until May 29, 1830, that Congress provided 
that— 

No officer or soldier in the Army of the United States shall be subject to 
the punishment of death for desertion in time of peace. 

Section 1996 of the Revised Statutes, however, provided that— 

All poreeee who deserted the military ornaval service of the United States 
and did not return thereto or report themselves to a provost marshal within 
sixty days after the issuance of the proclamation by the President, dated 
the lith day of March, 1865, are deemed to have voluntarily relinquished ani 
forfeited their rights ofcitizenship as well as their right to become citizens 
and such deserters shall be forever incapable of holding any office of tru: 
= sage under the United States or of exercising any rights of citizens 

During the war of 1861 to 1865, and in all previous wars, 
ders were issued directing that soldiers should be marked on 
the roll as deserters under certain circumstances; and, as my 
distinguished friend from Virginia has stated, some 200,000 so! 
diers find on the rolls of their companies a charge of desertion 
against them. Now, many of these men having risen to hizh 
positions, many of them seeking to join societies which requir 
an honorable discharge, finding this record against them, na‘: 
urally seek in theonly way possible to have the charge remov: 
especially when they know or feelit is unjustly recorded agai 
them; and therefore they come to this tribunal—and I desire 
say that this tribunal does not wipe out the charge of desertion 
in a single case where desertion has really taken place. 

The only purpose of this bill is to correct the record, so t 
it will state the truth according to the law as it exists and 1) 
facts in the case; and the law is laid down that desertion i: 
‘leaving one’s command without the intention of returnin:: 
and therefore it becomes the duty of the committees of Cong: 
that have this question in charge to ascertain from the evid: 
whether the soldier who left his command left it with the inte 
tion of not returning, or whether he left, as in this case, un 
leave of absence and was prevented from returning thro 
sickness or some other cause. 

Now, some criticism is made about taking the evidence o! ‘! 
man himself. In all judicial tribunals the evidence of the ce 
fendant or the accused is now admitted and weighed with 
other evidence to determine the guilt or innocence of the pa: 

Mr. JONES. Not in all cases. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. In nearly all. As civiliza! 
advances, I will say substantially in all. 

Now, the question are up that the effect of our action 
in this case will be to give the soldier aright toa pension. 11: 
is a matter we have no right to consider. We have no mor 
right to consider it than a jury would have a right to consider, 
when trying a man for his life, whether his acquittal or his co 
viction would entail more or less expense upon the county. 
What would we think of a jury br in a verdict of murder 
in the first degree when the evidence showed it to be ™40- 
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and giveas an excuse that it would cost the county | 





slaughter, 
less money 


your. BRETZ. That is a good point, General. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Now, Mr. Chairman, when I 
was first appointed upon the Military Committee, seeing tho 
reat number of cases of this character, and appreciating that 
the general laws were not adequate to giving proper relief, I 
suggested that general laws be enacted to cover the cases then 
before us; and during the years I have served on that commit- 
tee we have from time to time reported to the House and had 
lawsenacted, not for the purpose of relieving any deserter from 
the charge of desertion, but for the purpose of authorizing the 


| pensions for the Federal soldiers as was appropria 
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to hang a man than to keep him in jail for several | and the 


| Side of the House as not friendly to the Federal soldi 


War Department to investigate the cases and determine from | 


the evidence whether the men were really deserters, as under- 
stood in military law, or whether the charge against them was 
unjust and ought to be removed. Thedates of approval of these 
laws were August 7, 1882, July 5, 1884, May 17, 1886, August 14, 
1888, and March 2, 1889. 

These laws specially limited relief to those cases where the 
soldier ‘did not intend to desert.” 

These laws also placed restrictions upon granting pay, bounty, 
or allowance to applicants or their heirs, and all these laws pro- 
hibited the giving of— 
any pay or allowance for any period of time he was absent without leave 
and notin the performance of military duty. 

The House will therefore see that these various enactments 
only provided for changing the charges against a soldier from 
the charge of ‘‘ desertion” to the charge of ‘‘absence without 
leave;” and these laws specially provided that the penalties for 
“absence without leave” should continue to stand against the 
soldier. 


by special bill, and it is the duty of Congress to give them all 


the most careful investigation and endeavor to do absolute ju- | 


dicial justice. ; ark : ea 
Now, I applaud my friends whojinsist on an investigation of 
these cases, because it is essential that such investigation shall 
be had to prevent injustice to the real soldier. 
It would be very unjust to allow: the charge of desertion to 


stand against a good soldier who is not a deserter, and it would | 


also be unjust to good soldiers to wipe out the charge of deser- 
iion where the stigma was just and deserved. 
Ali unjust charges are wrong, and the charge which is fre- 


quently made by Republicans that Democrats have not been | 


liberal in appropriating money for pensions for Federal soldiers 
is untrue, unjust, and absolutely without foundation. 
unjust and as untrue as some of the records of desertion stand- 
ing against soldiers, which we are called upon to remove. [Ap- 
olause. | 
: Now, the record shows that since 1861 there have been ten 
Congresses in which the House was Republican—twenty years; 
and the statement which I will place with my remarks shows 
that during this period these ten Republican Congresses have 
appropriated $800,776,651 for pensions—an average of $40,038,- 
832.55 per year. 

Mr. AITKEN. Where do your figures commence? 

Mr.WHEELERofAlabama. I commence with the appropri- 


ation for 1861, an appropriation made by a Republican House of | 


Representatives. 

Mr. AITKEN. We were not paying any pensions in 1361. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
& Republican House of Representatives, and I suppose they 
paid what they thought was right. The gentleman is mistaken, 
however, we were paying pensions at that time. 

Mr, AITKEN. But the Democrats were in charge before the 
war. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes: the Democrats were in 
charge before the war, and I inviteattention to the record of that 
glorious Democratic party in all the period that they controlled 
the Government before the war. I shall make some allusion to 
that record, and I thank my friend for calling my attention to 
it. Iwill give the full record, and gentlemen can examine to 
see whether I do not do full justice. 

Now, there have been fifteen years in which the Democrats 
have controlied the lower House of Congress, the Forty-fourth, 
the Forty-fifth, the Forty-sixth, the Forty-eighth, the Forty- 
ninth, the Fiftieth, and the Fifty-second Congress, and, thank 
God, they control Congress at the present time. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. They will not do it any more. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The gentleman from Kansas 
hopes that such will be the casc, but he will find himself very 
much mistaken. The temporary depression caused by Repub- 
lican profligacy and class legislation will pass away under just 
laws which we willenact,and returning prosperity will, I trust, 
give increased power to the Democratic party in 1896. 

Tn these fifteen years, with | believe one exception, the ma- 


Relief under the latest act became barred March 2, | 
1892, and therefore cases now must be brought before Congress | 


{t is as | 


Weil, the bill was prepared by | 
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jority of these Democrats have been from the Southern States: 
majority from those Southern States have been Con- 


< 

federate soldiers. And these men who are assailed on the other 
: l have 
in these fifteen years appropriated for pensions to soldiers 
$1,139,502,950—an average of $75,966,863.33. In other words, 
the Democrats, a majority of them being Southern men 
and a majority of these Southern being ex-Confed- 
erates, have annually appropriated almost twice as much for 
ted by Repub: 
licans when they controlled Congress. .I have carefully tabu- 
lated the following figures, to which I invite attention, and Iam 
confident that gentlemen will see I am absolutely accurate. 

PENSION APPROPRIATIONS BY REPUBLICANS. 

[t will be observed that the appropriations and expenditures 
for pensions in recent years have run up to very nearly half the 
total expenditures of the Government, including interest; and 

| in utter refutation of campaign charges made by Republicans 
| that the Democratic party has not been liberal in paying pen- 
| sions to the soldiers of our country, I have only to point to 
| the official figures contained in these tables. Tho Thirty-fifth 
Congress was the last Congress prior to the Forty-fourth which 
| had a majority of Democrats in the House of Representatives 
The Republicans had full control of the House of Representa- 
| tives and the Government in the Forty-seventh and lifty-first 
Congresses. The appropriations by Republicans during the 
twenty years in which the tenCongresses existed were as follows 
| TABLE No. 1.—Appropriations for pensions by Republicans during the twent 
years of the existence of ten Republican Congresses. 


Amount ap 
propriated 























Congress Session. Year. for pen 
sions 
an 4 grt 
CS ae. can 1861, | #849, 000 
tH A SE aN TR 1, 08, G00 
| Thirty-seventh “ } 1853 1, 450, 600 
BE tine asics ist4 7, G85, 300 
| EAE 1865 3, 200. 000 
Ne orci Second ....| 1866 14,795, 000 
PU a First ate 1 17, 940, 000 
Do eR eI de Second ....| 1868 | 33, 280, 000 
Fortieth ........ neeet SS “_ = Ge Ff 30, 350, 000 
indi cbteadecnndinas dhcedaeeewwndan | Third 1870 | 19, 250, & 
I a Second.....| 1871 80, 000, 000 
} a: Saisie within tieahipieaivente sash anincal dei ici 1872 29, 050, 000 
ace clinches Second 1873 | 30, 480, 009 
Do Third .._....| 1874 29. 480. 000 
Forty-third.............. First..... 1875 | 29, 920, 000 
| FE acme ntiiaitbanlinsieanielgabing | Second. .... 1876 ) 
Forty-seventh. _... on —;. sy FF 
ds picketed Sealing ack .-| Second.....| 1884 | 
i iilnk brie danke twine cutibinnecnemeeia | First......./ 1801 ) 
i we nw . -.-.1 Secomd ... 1892 ) 
Totalappropriations for twenty years 
for pensions. 
Average annual appropriations for |...... ; .. 840, 08 
pensions 
We therefore see that during a period when Republic 
dominated and controlled the House of Representativ 
average annual appropriations for pensions was $40,038,5 
LIBERAL PENSION APPROPRIATIONS BY DEMO 
The Democratic party had control of the House of Re 
| atives during the Forty-fourth, Forty-fifth, lorty-sixt 
| eighth, Forty-ninth, Fiftieth, and lifty-second Con 
they also control the present Congress. [I give bel 
| propriations for pensions during the fifteen years of D 
| Congresses. It is as follows: 
TABLE No. 2.—Appropriations for pensions by Democrals 
years of Lhe existence of Democratic Congre 
G 1 
Forty-fourth 
> De 
I rty-fifth ini’ ‘7 
DO. «, ) “W) 
r-sixth. 





1, 000 


erat 
Perte-cight? ..........-.... 





re - CA 
Forty-ninth 1887 ¢ 

Do 1888 
Fittieth sae BD oa 

oO my ; 

Piftty-second ........ aise cilia 189: 14 

a 1894 ] 350 
I a ca cen tlastanetaseenllencdnetis --|---.d0. s 1895 1, 570 


1, 139, 502,950 


.| 735, 966, 863. 33 
} 


Total appropriations for pensions 
for fifteen years. 

4 annual pension appropria- 
tions. 
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.. We therefore soe that during a period when Democrats pre- 
dominated and controlled the House of Representatives, the 
majority of said dominant party being almost always from the 
Southern States, and very large y composed of ex-Confederates, 
the average annual appropriations for pensions was $75,966,- 
863.33. In other words, we see that Democrats and ex-Confed- 
erates have been mye twice as liberal as Republicans in pen- 
sion ay ey ills for soldiers. The Federal soldier has 
begun to realize that Southern men and ex-Confederates are 
really his best friends; he recognizes that the ex-Confederates 
always vote for proper pensions to real soldiers and honestly 
and intelligently seek to protect the real soldier in his pension 
by insisting that the pension roll shall not be encumbered and 
broken down by the addition of names of unworthy men who 
have no right to pensions. : ; 

Now, my friend from Michigan [Mr. AITKEN] said something 
about the period before the war. 

Mr. AITKEN. I me the gentleman will not feel semen’ 
to go ped ey ‘the period before the war” on account of any- 
thing I said. 

Mr WHEELER of Alabama. I know the gentleman does not 
like to have us go back to the period before the war and point 
to that glorious career of the Democratic party which, during 
seventy-two years of Democratic rule, changed this country from 
a wilderness to the happiest, most prosperous, and powerful Gov- 
ernment on earth [applause on the Democratic si ef; a Govern- 
ment under Democratic and equal laws, with bounties and bur- 
dens extending alike over the rich and the poor—a period during 
which we heard nothing of monopolies and trusts, things which 
have been created under the centralizing laws of the Repub- 
lican party. ie on the Democratic side]. 

Mr. ALEK N. The su trust included. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The sugar trust included—a 
creature of the Republican party,a monopoly which could never 
have come into existence but for the unjust peony ny ae 
legislation of the Republican party. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

Mr. AITKEN. And still alive under a Democratic Adminis- 
tration. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Still alive, but which will 
cease to live if my vote and the votes of those who agree with me 
can prevail. 

Mr. LACEY. Why not give us the history of the last year 
of those seventy-two years of Democratic rule, letting the other 
seventy-one soir 

Mr. WHE R of Alabama. I will gladly give the gentle- 
man all the information possible regarding the record of the 
Democratic party at that time. 

Mr. AITKEN. If my friend will excuse mea moment, I hope 
he will ve ree to the gentleman from Virginia what consider- 
ation the Committee on Military Affairs gave to the testimony 
of this doctor in regard to this soldier being sick when he was 


home. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I rose for the purpose of ex- 
pressing my views as to the general principles that should gov- 
ern this question; and then aeons to apply them to this case. 

I regret that explanations demanded of me by gentlemen on 
the Republican side of the House have forced me into discus- 
sions which have no real connection with the matter before the 
House, and which I would prefer to avoid at this time. 

Now, as to 1860, the last year of Democratic rule before the 
war—— 

Mr. PICKLER. This is the last year of Democratic rule. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will notdiscuss that question 
now; I am anxious to hurry through my speech. 

During the year ending June 30, 1861, the Democratic pew 
spent for the support of this Government $66,650,213; and the 
year ending June 30, 1860, they spent $63,200,875. 


——. 


DEMOCRATIC ECONOMY. 


They spent during seventy-two and one-third years, from ¢),, 
beginning of the Government up to that time, $2,793,100,432, +), 
average being $38,625,351 a year. : 

In his speech of June 5, 1894, in the Senate of the Unite, 
States, Senator ALLEN of Nebraska very correctly informe 
the country that through vicious legislation during Preside), 
Harrison’s Administration the Treasury.was rendered bankr,): 
on the 4th day of March, 1893. 

The Senator was explaining why he was willing to vote for, 
tax on sugar. 

His exact language was: 

If the $100,000,000 that were foundin the Treasury when Mr. Harrison cay 
into the Presidential office had been judiciously used there would be: 
cessity to-day for the levying of a tax upon sugar. 

Over 826,000,000 of that surplus was taken out of the Treasury and paid a: 
a premium upon bonds, and through that and other means equally Vicioy: 
the Treasury was rendered arr on the 4th day of March, 1893. Ty. 
country wasbankrupt. The $100,000,009 had disappeared; the national dey: 
increased; the expenses of the Government were pressing upon us. 

Those intrusted with the duty of making laws have few greate 
responsibilities than the most careful scrutiny of every appro. 
priation of money. 

Every dollar in the Treasury must in some way come from th: 
people. It is money earned by them, and under laws enacted by 
the Republican party the money which is collected as tax is ver; 
largely paid by the men and women who earn their daily bread 
Could there be a higher duty than to guard this sacred fund? 

As a guide for the future, let us give some'investigation of th 
action of our Government in the past in this matter of appro- 
priation and expenditures. 

In order to more clearly present this matter to Congress | 
have prepared Tables No. 1 and No. 2, which I have alread; 
read, showing the appropriation for pensions by Republican ani 
Democratic Congresses. 

I have also prepared Table No. 3, showiag the expenditures o! 
the Government for the seventy-two years from 1789 to 18' 
during substantially all of which time we were under Demo- 
cratic administration. 

This table comprises all expenditures of every character, iv- 
cluding the cost of all wars—the war of 1812, all Indian war: 
the war with Mexico, and the preparation for a war with 
Tripoli. ‘ 

I have also prepared Table No. 4, showing the total expenii: 
tures during the years of war, from June 30, 1861, to June 3, 
1865 


Also Table No. 5, showing total expenditures from June 3 
1865, to June 30, 1894. 

Also Table No. 6, showing expenditures before the war, dur 
ing the war, and since the war. 

Also Table No. 7, showing the aggregate appropriations mad: 
by each session of Congress from 1866 to the present time. Th 
appropriation for the present session only gives the variow 
amounts as the bills passed the House. 

It will be observed that appropriations always exceed 1: 
penditures. This should of necessity be so, because it oft: 
occurs that appropriations are only partly expended, and som: 
times all is returned to the Treasury; and we are compelled 
appropriate for the full expenditures of the Post-Office Deir: 
ment, notwithstanding that most of this vast sum, and som: 
times all, is earned, and therefore balances off appropriatio: 

Table No. 8 gives asummary of expenditures of State, county 
city and other local governments. 

able No. 9 shows Federal, State, and local receipts and e:- 
penditures, arranged in order of amount. 

Table No. 10 shows receipts and expenditures of Post-O# 
Department. 

able No. 3 is as follows: 


TABLE No. 3.—Total expenditures of the United States under Democratic government from March 4, 1789, to June 30, 1861. 


Navy Indians. Pensions. 
8682, 804.03 |......... ile 827,000.00} 8175, 813.88 

1, 100, 702.00 |.........°...-.- 13, 648. 85 109, 243. 
7 MEL ..-.-onccec neces 27, 282. 83 80, 087. 81 
2) 639, 097. 59 61, 408.97 13, 042. 46 81, 399. 24 
2) 480; 910. 13 410; 562.03 23, 475.68 68, 673. 22 
1, 260, 263. 84 274, 784. 04 113, 563. 98 100, 843. 71 
1, 089, 402. 46 382) 631. 89 62, 396. 58 92, 256. 97 
2; 009,522.30 | 1, 381,347.76 16, 470.09 104, 845. 83 
| 466,946.98 | 2/858, 081. 84 20, 302. 19 95, 444. 03 
2) 560,878.77 | 8,448,716. 03 21.22 64, 130. 73 
1, 672, 944.08 | 2,111, 424. 00 9, 000. 00 73,533. 37 
1, 179; 148. 25 915, 561. 87 94, 000. 00 85, 440. 39 
822, 055.85} 1, 215,230.53 60, 000. 00 62, 902. 10 
875, 423.93 | 1, 189, 882.75 116, 500. 00 80, 092. 80 
712,781.28 | 1,897,500. 00 196, 500. 00 81, 854. 59 








| cael 
Miscellane- | Net ordinary | promi Total expen 
um. Interest. tures, in 
ous. expenditures. ing premis” 

$1, 083, 971. 61 $1, 919, 589. 52 177, 863. 03 
4, 672, 664. 28 5, 896, 258. $73, 611. 28 
511, 451. 01 1,749, 070. 097, 859. 17 
750, 350. 74 3, 545, 299. ‘752, 523. 04 
1, 378, 920. 66 4, 362, 541. 947, 059. 06 
801, 847.58 2, 551, 303. 239, 347. 68 
1, 259, 422. 62 2, 836, 110. 172, 516.73 
1, 139, 524. 94 4, 651, 710. 955, 875. 90 
1, 039, 391. 68 6, 480, 166. 815, 651. 41 
1, 337, 613. 22 7, 411, 369. 402, 601. 04 
1, 114, 768. 45 4, 981, 669. 411, 830. 06 
1, 462, 929. 40 8, 737, 079. 239, 172. 16 
1, 842, 635. 76 4, 002, 824. 949, 462. 36 
2, 191, 002. 43 4, 452, 858. 185, 048. 74 
3, 768, 598. 75 6, 357, 234. 657, 114. 22 
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TABLE NO. 3.— Total expenditures of the United States under Democratic government from March 4, 1739, to June 30, 1861—Continued. 
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It is well to remember that with such a record of Democratic 


economy the Republican convention which nominated Abraham 


Lincolnfor Presidentdenounced the expenditure which averaged | 
$38,625,351, as reckless extravagance; and yet the same Repub- | 
lican party immediately launched out into an expenditure which | 


during the first few years of Republican administration aver- 
aged annually $835,595,102.61, more than twenty-one times as 
great as the average expenditure by Democrats. 

REPUBLICAN PLATFORM 1860. 


The language of the Republican platform of 1860 was in these 
words: 

That the people justly view with alarm the reckless extravagance which 
pervades every department of the Federal Government; that a return to 
rigid economy and accountability is indispensable to arrest the systematic 
plunder of the public Treasury by favored partisans. 

I call attention to the fact that the year immediately preced- 
ing the meeting of this Republican convention the total ex- 
penditure of the Government under Democratic appropriations 
was $63,200,875; the convention denounced this as reckless ex- 
travagance, and yet Curing the first four years of their control 
of the Government they expended the enormous annual average 
of $825 ,595,102.61. 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. What four years? 
























































ei”. | eee a lTotal expendl- 
War. Navy. Indians. Pensions. aincelinm aoe | Premium. Interest. | tures, includ- 
| ing premium. 
$1, 224, 355.38 | $1, 649, 641. 44 234, 200. 00 #81, 875.53 | @2, 890, 137. 01 96, O00, 200. 36 }...............-.. 3, 368,968.26 | 89, 449, 177. 62 
1, 288, 685. 91 1, 722, 064. 47 205, 425. 00 70, 500. 00 1, 697, 897. 51 4, 984, 572. 89 [nececencnseneee ee : 3 | 8, 354, 151. 87 
2,900, 834.40 | 1,884, 067. 80 213, 575. 00 82, 576. 04 1, 423, 285. 61 6, 504, 338. 85 Spee heca 2, 9, 061, 413. 08 
3, 345, 772. 17 2, 427, 758. 89 337, 503. 84 87, 833. 54 1, 215, 803. 79 7, 414, 672. 14 fe sascececccens | 2 | 10, 280, 747. 04 
2, 204, 323.94 | 1, 654, 244. 20 177, 625. 00 83, 744. 16 1, 101, 144. 98 5, 311, 082. 28 | a 3, & 474. 753. 87 
2, 032,828.19 | 1,96 56. 39 151, 875. 00 75, 043. 88 1, 367, 291. 40 5, 592, 604.86 |......._.. ..| 2,58 &, 178, 040. 43 
11,817, 798.24 | 3,959, 365.15 277, 845. 00 91, 402. 10 1, 683, 088. 21 17, 829, 498. 70 | oC | 20,280. 771. 27 
19, 652, 013. 02 6, 446, 600. 10 167, 358. 2% £6, 989. 91 1, 729, 435. 61 28, 082, 396. 92 ‘ a wae |} $1,681,852.14 
20, 350,806.86 | 7, 311,290.60 167, 394. 86 90, 164, 36 2, 208, 029. 70 30, 127, 686. 38 |... Veer Le | 4! 34, 720, 925. 42 
14, 794, 294, 22 8, 660, 000, 25 530, 750. 00 69, 656. 06 2, 898, 870. 47 26, 953, 571, 00 5 32, 943, 661. 2 
16, 012, 096. 80 3, 908, 278. 30 274, 512. 16 188, 804. 15 2, 989, 741.17 23, 373, 452. 58 A 31, 196, 35 
8, 004, 236. 53 8, 314, 598. 49 319, 463. 7 297, 374. 43 3,518, 936.76 | 15, 454, 609.92 weal } 4,8 5 | 19,990, 
5, 622, 715. 10 2, 953, 695. 00 505, 704. 27 890, 719. 90 3, 835, 839. 51 13, 808, 673. 78 2 3} 20,018 
6, 506, 300.37 | 3, 847, 640, 42 463, 181. 39 2, 415, 939. 85 3, 067, 211. 41 16, 300, 273. 44 5, 5 21, 512, 
2, 630,392.31 | 4,387,990. 00 315,750.01 | 3,208, 376. 31 2, 592, 021. 94 15, 134, 530. 57 5, 151, 32 19, 285, 
4,461,291.78 | 3,319, 243. 06 477, 005. 44 242, 817. 25 2, 223, 121. 54 } 10, 723, 479. 07 5, 126, 073. 79 15, 849, 
8,111,981.48 | 2, 224, 458. 9: | 575, 007. 41 1, 948,199.40 | 1,967,995. 24 9, 827, 643. 51 5, 172, 788. 79 15, 000, 
3, 096, 924. 43 2, 503, 765. 83 380,781.82 | 1,780,588. 52 2, 022, 093. 99 9, 734, 154. 59 | |} 4,92 5. 40 14, 706, 
8, 340, 939. 85 2, 904, 581. 56 429, 987. 90 1, 499, 326. 59 7, 155, 308. 81 15, 330, 144. 71 | 4,94 } 20, °73, 
3, 659, 914. 18 3, 049, 083. 86 724, 106. 44 1, 308, 810. 57 2, 748, 544. 89 11, 400, 450. 04 |............ 4, O| 15,857,2 
8, 943, 194. 37 4, 218, 902. 45 | 743,447.83 | 1,556,593. 83 2, 600, 177. 79 13, 062, 316. 27 |...._. 3. 5 | 17, 037, 859. 25 
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Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The four years of the war. | 
will be perfectly frank with you. I will goon and explain. I 
intend to do no injustice. 

REPUBLICAN EXTRAVAGANCE 
They spent thirteen times as much as the Democratic party 
spent in 1860, and twenty-one times as much as the average an- 
nual expenditure of that party up to 1861, during a period in 
| which the Democratic party carried on the Indian wars, the war 
of 1812, the Mexican war, and made all the preparations incident 
to the Tripoli war; they also purchased in that time as a part of 
the same expenditure what now constitutes the States of Louis- 
iana and Florida, as well as the Gadsden purchase, all of which 
| cost the people only thirty-eight millions a year, while the Re- 
| publican party, that charged them in their platform with reck- 

less extravagance, expended in each of the four years of war 
| eight hundred and thirty-five millions. 

t will now give the table showing the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment under Republican administration during the four years 

|ofwar. During these four years the total expenditure of the 
Government was $3,352,380,410.46; the average eich year was 


$335,595,102.61; the average population during that period was 
| 33,611,964. Therefore the average annual expenditure p ipita 


was $24.93. 








TABLE No. 4.—Total expenditures of the United States under Republican government during the war period, from June 30, 1961, to June 30, 1 









































Yearending June | Lies : 7. , - ; Sed Ba sj | intalewn 
ng June | War. Navy. Indians. | Pensions. ene | Taeeatinent Premiums Interest. — ines 
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Mr. CURTIS of New York. I desire, with the gentleman's 
consent, to ask him a question. How was it that, in view of the 
splendid prosperity thatexisted for seventy-two years under Dem- 
ocratic administration, a party—a new party—coming into 
power at that time was compelled to expend, as the gentleman 
says, thirty-two times as much as the former Administrations 
expended; and I hope the gentleman will tell us why it was 
that these expenditures were required so much in excess of the 
former expenses of the Government? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will doso; but I do not wish 
to be drawn into questions of this character. ; 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. For Iam sure there is no man in 
this House, or in the United States perhaps, that can givea 
better or a more correct statement from personal knowledge of 
the reasons which required this great expenditure than my 
— cavalry friend who stands here now on my left. [Ap- 
plause. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to suggest to the gentleman, as he 
referred to the Indian wars, that my friend from Arkansas has 
a case of an Indian war survivor-—— 

Mr. WHEEER of Alabama. Well, I hope we will pass it. 

Mr. LOUD. [hope the gentleman will allow us to consider 
these cases. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I did not intend or desire to 
enter into any discussion about the war, but in reply to the 

uestion of the distinguished gentleman from New York, Gen. 

rT1s, I will say that these expenditures were ca 

events which I deplored. The armies causing these immense 
expenditures were raised for reasons with which I was not in 
sympathy, and I regretted very much that they were raised. 
{Laughter and applause.] Inever thought them , be- 
cause I believed then, as I believe now, that our ee uld 
have been heeded when we went on our knees at the peace con- 
— in Philadelphia to beg for arbitration and peace, and to 

g that some pag should be given that the Constitution 
of the country should be regarded. 

CHIEF JUSTICE CHASE IN THE PEACE CONVENTION. 

Chief Justice Chase told our Southern people in his great 
speech of Ie 6, 1861, that neither he nor any of the lead- 
ers of the Republican party could guarantee to the South that 
the party coming into power would obey the clause of the Con- 
stitution which pledged protection to the property of the people 
of the South. 

Mr. Chase said: 


The result of the national canvass which recently terminated in the elec- 
tion of Mr. Lincoln has been em of by someas the effect of a sudden im- 
pulse or of some irregular excitement of the mind; it has been 


somewhat confidently asserted that, upon reflection and consideration, the | 


hastily formed opinions which brought about the election will be changed. 
= wy ae * wt & r 

Ican not take this view of the result of the Presidential election. I be- 

lieve, and the belief amounts to absolute conviction that the electlon must 


be regarded as a triumph of principles cherished in the hearts of the people 
of the free States. 
& e & e 2 @ e 

We have elected him (Mr. a. After many years of earnest advo- 
cacy and of severe trial we have ved the triumphof that principle. By 
a fair and unquestioned majority we have secured that triumph. Do you 
think we, who re t this majority, will throw it away? Do you think 
the people will sustain us if we undertake to throw it away? I must speak 
to you plainly, gentlemen of the South. it is not in my heart to deceive 
you. I therefore tell you explicitly that if we of the North and West would 


consent to throw away all that has been gained in the recent triumph of our 


wine oo the people would not sustaia us, and so the consent would avail 
you no 2. 

Mr. Chase in that ch, with great force, gave the South to 
understand that the Northern States would not and ought not to 
comply with the obligations of the Federal Constitution. 

He said if the leaders attempted an enforcement of that part 
of the Constitution which the South demanded the people of 
the North could not sustain them, and they:would be powerless. 

But he said we may do this: We admit the contract, we admit 
the constitutional contract, and we may regard it similar to 
cases in chancery where circumstances have arisen that make a 
party unable to comply with his contract, and therefore tho 
court deerees pecuniary compensation. 

CAUSES OF THE WAR 

There were many reasons which brought on the conditions 
which culminated in the war, which necessitated the vast expen- 
diture of money which is exhibited in the table. 

The doctrine of State rights, protective tariff, internal im- 
provements, and in fact all the questions upon which the Demo- 
cratic differed with their political opponents, entered into 
the question; but as history seems to contend that the exist- 
ence of slavery was the main cause, I will comply with my 


friends’ request and from a Southern standpoint give some rea- 
sons which come to my mind, and in doing so I 
one present will believe me when I disclaim any 
disposition to censure any one or any section. 


¢ that every 
or any 


.it till about the year 1 


I know ali, and especially I know the soldiers, will accept py 
statements in the same good feeling in which they are uttero. 
and will appreciate the propriety of a Southern man calling a: 
tention to historical facts, which refute allegations made 
this floor, that the responsibility of the war rested altoge: 
upon the Southern people. 

When the people of the South settled on the shores of Mary 
land, Virginia, the Carolinas, and Georgia, they had no inte. 
tion of enco ing or even tolerating the institution of slavery. 

The thrifty New England seamen, in their voyages to the In. 
dies and other countries, saw its practical operation, and solely 
with the view of profit in the transportation and sale of th: 
African, they, with characteristic energy, urged upon all t 
colonies the greatadvantages which would result from utilizin: 
this character of labor. Their friends in the North readil; 
acceded to their importunities, but notso with those of the Sout!, 

SOUTHERN COLONIES OPPOSED SLAVERY. 

Oglethorpe and his colonists were possibly the most deter. 
mined in resisting the importation, sale,and useof African slaves: 
and for twenty years they were successful in the enforcement o' 
the law which prohibited the landing of slaves in Georgis, 
Finally, together with the other Southern States, they suc. 
cumbed, and the New England shipowners amassed fortunes ); 
plying the business of buying negroes in Africa, transportin: 
them to the United States, and selling them for the most par 
to Southern le. 

The evil of this traffic soon became apparent to the people o 
the South, and when the Constitution was framed in 1787, the 
South demanded that the fundamental law of our land should 
inhibit this traffic of im ing human beingsfrom Africa. The 
South was resisted by the New England slave-traders, and as 4 
compromise it was agreed that the trade should be restricted 
and after the year 1500 entirely prohibited, but by the persist 
ency a ngland the provision was finally oateadel to the 

ear . 

_ Ithas been charged that the opposition of Southern slaveholder 
which was manifested in the convention to the continued im- 
portation of slaves was attributable to their desire to maintain 
the valucoftheslave ae they already possessed, butconten- 
poraneous writing clearly shows that the mass of these peoy): 
were actuated by no such selfish motives. 

Very soon the people of the North found that their climate 
was not adapted to slave labor, and as the Constitution prohib- 
ited the continuance of the profitable business of catching or 
buying negroes in Africa and selling them to the people of the 
South, they ceased to have any interest in this class of proporty. 
I do not say that the lack of pecuniary interest actuated any 
one, but about this time there commenced what history wi! 
record as a war upon the institution of slavery. 

NORTHERN STATES NULLIFY THE CONSTITUTION. 


Instead of upholding and enforcing the constitutional guar- 
antee which I have read, many States of the North enacted laws 
making it a criminal offense for any official to comply with his 
oath of office and comply with the terms of the Constitution, s0 
far as it affected this question. This was done against the pre- 
test of such great men as Edward Everett and Daniel Webster 

This precise question was discussed by that great statesman 
Daniel Webster, in his Buffalo speech of May 22, 1851. He said: 

Then there was the other matter, and that was the tive-slave lav. 
Let me say a word about that. Under the provisions of the Constitution, 
during Washington's Administration, in the year 1793, there was passed by 
general consent a law for the restoration of fugitive slaves. Hardly anyon: 
4 gee it at that period; it was thought to be necessary in order to carry 
the Constitution into effect; the great men of New England and New York 
all concurred init. It and answered all the purposes ae. from 

or 1842, when the States interfered to Be enact 
ments in opposition to it. 

We see here that Mr. Webster states that these laws, enacted 
by Northern States nullifying this constitutional provision 
commenced as far back as 1841 to 1842. He continued: 


Now I undertake, as a lawyer and on my ofessional character, to say to 
you and to all, that the law of 1850 is decidedly more favorable to the fugitive 
than Gen. Washington's law of 1793. * * * Such is the present 1av, 
and, much 0 und maligned as it is, it is more favorable tothe fugitivs 
slave than the law enacted during Washington's Administration in 1793, whici 
was sanctioned by the North as well as by the South. The present violet! 
opposition has penne up in modern times. From whom does this clam! 
come? * * * Look at the a of the anti-slavery conventions 2 
Ohio, Massachusetts, and at Syracuse, in the State of New York. What 0 
they say? That, so help them God, no colored man shall be sent from th? 
State of New York back to his master in Virginia. Do not they say ths: 
And to the fulfillment of thatthey pledge their lives, their fortunes, and the! 
sacred honor. Theirsacred honor! They pledge their sacred honor to vi” 
late the Constitution; they pledge their sacred honor to commit treasou 
against the laws of their country. 


We sce here that Daniel Webster charged that the agitato'* 

t sla were guilty of pledging their honor to viola 

Constitution. He said they pled their sacred honor 

to commit treason against the laws of their country. If poss! 

ble, Mr. Webster was even more emphatic in his great speech 
at Capon Springs. This devoted patriot said: 

The leading sentiment in the toast from the chair is the Union of the State 
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States. What mind can comprehend the consequences of 
rae alee Ook present, and to come? The Union of these States is the 
oT absorbing topic of the day; on it all men write, speak, think, and dilate 
from the rising of the sun to the going down thereof. And yet, gentilsmen, 
T fear its importance has been insufficiently appreciated. 


Again, speaking as a constitutional lawyer, Mr. Webster said: 


How absurd it is to suppose that when different parties enter into a com- 
act for certain purposes either can disregard any one provision, and ex- 
ect, nevertheless, the other to observe the rest! LI intend, for one, to re- 
Pera and maintain and carry out to the fullest extent the Constitution of 
the Tnited States, Which I have sworn to support in all its parts and all its 
rovisions. Itis written in the Constitution— . 

“No person held to service or labor in one State under the laws thereof, 
escaping into another, shall, in consequence of any law or regulation 
therein, bedischarged from such service or labor, but shall be delivered 
up on claim of the party to whom such service or labor may be due.’’ 

That is as much a part of the Constitution as any other, and as equally 
pinding and obligatoryas any other on all men, ny or private. And who 
denies this? None but the abolitionists of the North. And pray what is it 
they willnot deny? They have but the one idea; and it would seem that 
theso fanatics at the North and the secessionists at the South are putting 
their beads together to devise means to defeat the good designs of honest, 

triotie men. They act tothe same end and the same object, and the Con- 
stitutign has to take the fire from both sides. 

Mr. Webster then told his hearers thatif the Northern States 
persisted in their refusal to comply with the Constitution the 
South would no longer be bound to observe the constitutional 
compact. He said: 

Ihave not hesitated to say, andl repeat, that if the Northern Statesrefuse 
willfully and deliberately to carry into effect that part of the Constitution 
which respects the restoration of fugitive slaves, and Congress provide no 
remedy, the South would no longer be bound to observe the compact. A 
bargain can not be broken on one side and still bind the otherside. I say 
to you gentlemen in Virginia, as I said on theshores of Lake Erie and in the 
city of Boston, as I may say again in that city or elsewhere in the North, 
that youof the South have as muchright to recover your fugitive slaves as 
the North has to any of its rights and privileges of navigation and com- 


merce. 

Mr. Webster also said: 

Tam as ready to fight and to fall for the constitutional rights of Virginia 
as 1 am for those of Massachusetts. 

Then followed the election of Abraham Lincoln upona platform 
which clearly informed the Southern people that the guaran- 
ties of the Constitution which they revered, and the doctrines 
of State rights and other principles of government which they 
cherished, were to be ignored and that they were to be deprived 
of the greater part of their property and all possibility of con- 
tinued prosperity. 

The South was of necessity alarmed. They were seized with 
the fear that the extreme leaders of the Republican party would 
not stop at any excess, that they would not be satisfied with de- 
priving them of their property, but that so far as possible they 
would place the ignorant slave not only upon equality with but 
even above his former master. 

It was but natural that such an impending fate horrified the 
people, and that measures to avert it were contemplated and 
discussed. 

SOUTHERN PEOPLE DEVOTED TO THE UNION. 

The Southern people loved the Union with a devotion which 
had no precedent in the history of the world. It was a work 
very largely of their creation. Their blood and treasures were 
freely given tosecure itsindependence. The South gave to that 
sacred cause the voice and eloquence of Patrick Henry to arouse 
the people to action; the pen of Jefferson to write the Declara- 
tion that we were a free and independent people; the sword of 
Washington to win the battles which made us one of the nations 
of the earth; and it alsofurnished Chief Justice Marshall to pro- 
claim the principles upon which American jurisprudence and 
civil liberty are founded. 

They were Southern men with Washington who crossed the 
Alleghanies one hundred and forty-one years ago to defend the 
— who were braving the dangers of the Western forest. 

hey were Southern men who, under Capt. Morgan, hastened 


to the defense of Massachusetts at the first sound of battle at 
Concord and Lexington. In the war of 1812the South gave her 
undivided support to the flag, and largely contributed to the 


success of ourarms. The last battle of that war was fought by 
a Southern general, with Southern men on Southern soil. 

In the Indian wars the South always furnished her full share 
of soldiers, and in the Mexican war the killed and wounded from 
the Southern States in proportion to population was about three 
times that of the States of the North. In the war of 1861-65 
the South furnished 640,000 to the Federal Army, a larger num- 
ber than it furnished to the Conferate army. is was the only 
period during which there was any division of sentiment on this 
point among the Southern people, for since 1865 they have been 
= a to the flag and the Union as the people of any part of 

The people of the South did not wish to give ee benefits 
of a government tothe establishment of whic they solargely 
scusetbuted. They were loyal and law-abiding, and refused to 
— the exampie of the participants in the Shay rebellion in 

ew York, the rebellion in Pennsylvania, the Dorr re- 
bellion in Rhode Island, and the Hartford convention rebellion 
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in Connecticut; butthey reluctantiy succumbed to the convictior 
that the party about to take control would have no respect for 
their rights. For more than half a century they had been taught 
by their Northern brethren that when the people of a State 
found that it was not to their advantage to remain inthe Union 
it was not only their privilege but their duty to peacefully with- 
draw from it. 
SECESSION ADVOCATED BY MASSACHUSETYsS 

Ninety yearsago the people of Massachusetts expressed them- 
selves in favor of the principle of secession by the enactment of 
the following resolution in the Massachusetts Legislat 

That the annexation of Louisiana to the Union transcends the cor 
tional power of the Government of the United States. It formed a n« 
federacy to which the States united by the former compact are 1 
to adhere. 

It is clearly shown by the history of the times that the pe 
of New England were very pronounced in their expressions | 
the Constitution recognized the unquestioned right of a Stat: 
secede from the Union. 

At the celebration of the fiftieth anniversary of the inauzura- 
tion of Washington, April 30, 1839, ex-President John Quine: 
Adams delivered an address which was received with great ap- 
proval by the people. In thatspeech Mr. Adams said: 

But the indissoluble union between theseveral States of this confede: 
nation is, after all, not in the right, but inthe heart. If the day shou 
come (may Heaven avert it!) when the affections of the people of 
States shall be alienated from each other; when the fraternal spirit sna 
give way to cold indifference, or collisionof interest shall fester into hatred 
the bands of political asseveration will not long hold together parti 
longer attracted by the magnetism of conciliated interests and kindly 
pathies; and far better will it be for the people of the disunited Stat 
yart in friendship from each other than to be held together by constrai 
Then wiil be the time for reverting to the precedents which occurred at the 
formation and adoption of the Constitution to form again a more perfect 
Union by dissolving that which could no longer bind, and to leave the sepa 
rated parts to be reunited by the law of political gravitation to the cen 

It is very evident that Mr. Adams and the people of New 
England generally regarded these views as the correct inter- 
pretation of the original compact which bound the people to 
gether. I will call attention to the fact that three years later, 
January 24, 1842, he presented a petition to Congress from citi- 
zens of Haverhill, Mass. I read from Congressional Globe, vol- 
ume 11, page 977: 

Monday, January 24.—In the House, Mr. Adams presented the petition o 
sundry citizens of Haverhill, in the State of Massachusetts, praying that 
Congress will immediately adopt measures peaceably to dissolve the Union 


of these States. 


First, because no union can be agreeable and permanent wht 
present prospects of reciprocal benefit; second, because a vast 
of the revenues of one section of the Union is annually drains 
the views and course of another section, without any a \ 
third, because, judging from the history of past nations, that Union, i 
sisted in in the present state of things, will certainly overwhe 
nation in destruction. 

There was a strong manifestation against receiving the peti- 
tion, and by some it was denounced as treason and perjury. 

On page 980, Mr. Adams spoke in his own defense and in favor 
of the petition. He said: 

[hold that itis no perjury, that it is no high treason, but the exerci 
a sacred right to offer such a petition, and that it is as false in morals a 
is inhuman to fasten that charge on men who, under the countenan 
such deelarations as I have here quoted, come and ask of this Hous: 
dress of grievances. And if they do mistake their remedy, this Gove: 
should not turn them away and charge them with high treason an 
nation of perjury; but ought to take it up, to weigh the considerations 
which can be urged in their favor; andif there be none but those which 
are so eloquently set forth in the pamphlet I have quoted, these shou 
canetnennin If they have mistaken their remedy, the House should « 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Marshall] told us he was ready tod 
admit the facts. 


Mr. Gilmer, page 983, introduced the following resolution 

Resolved, That in presenting to the consideration of this House a petition 
for the dissolution of the Union the member from Massachusetts |Mr 
Adams] has justly incurred the censure of this House. 

The following resolution was also introduced by Mr. Marshail 
of Kentucky: 

Resolved, therefore, That Hon. John Q. Adams, a member from Massachu- 
setts, in presenting for the consideration of the House of Representatives 
of the United States a petition praying the dissolution of the Union, has 
offered the deepest indignity to the House of which he is amember; an in 
sult to the people of the United States, of which that House is the legisla 
tive organ; and will, if this outrage is permitted to pass unrebuked and 
unpunished, have disgraced his country, through their Representatives, in 
the eyes of the whole world. 

Two weeks were exclusively devoted to Mr. Adams's trial, at 
the end of which the entire proceedings were laid on the table. 
I find the following note on page 236 of the Globe: 

The trial of Mr. Adams, to the exclusion of all other business, commenced 
on the 25th of January, and terminated on the 7th of February, when tho 
whole proceedings were laid on the table without deciding a single point 
The expenses of the House during that time thus wasted exceeded #26, 0 

The failure on the part of the House to even censure Mr. 
Adams was construed by many as an admission that Mr. Adams’s 
construction was correct. : . 

Thissentimentin favor of secession continually gainedstrength, 
and five years later the Legislature of Massachusetts d 
another secession resolution. Iread from “‘Acts and resolutions 
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passed by the Legislature of Massachusetts in the year 1844,” 


page 319: 

1, Resolved, That the power to unite an independent sopclen State with the 
United States is not among the powers delegated to the General Govern- 
ment by the Constitution of the United States. 

2. Resolved, * * * That the project of the annexation of Texas, unless 
eeapeses on the threshold, may drive these States into a dissolution of the 

nion. 

8. Resolved, That his excellency the governor be requested to transmit a 
copy of the foregoing resolves to each of the Senators and Members of the 
House of Representatives of this Commonwealth in the Congress of the 
United States. 

4. Resolved, That his excellency the governorjbe requested to transmit a 
copy of the same resolves to the Executive of the United States and of the 
several States. 

Approved by the governor March 15, 1844. 


A year later, February 22, 1845, the Legislature of Massachu- 
setts celebrated Washington’s birthday by passing still another 
secession resolution. 

I read from the same volume, pages 598 and 599: 


Kesolved, That Massachusetts has never delegated the power to admitinto 
the Union States or Territories without or beyond the original territory of 
the States and Territories belonging to the Union at the adoption of the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Resolved, * * * and as the powers of legislation granted in the Consti- 
tution of the United States to Congress do not embrace the case of the ad- 
mission of a foreign state or foreign territory by legislation intothe Union 
such an act of admission would have no binding force whatever on the peo- 
ple of Massachusetts, 

Resolved, That his excellency the governor be requested to transmit copies 
of the preceding report and resolves to the President of the United States, 
the several Senators and Representatives in Congress from this Common- 
wealth, and the governors of the several States. 

Approved by the governor February 22, 1845. 


I beg to call special attention to the second resolution, and 
also to that part of the third resolution which directed the gov- 
ernor to transmit copies of the resolution, ete. All this was a 

art of the history of our country when Mr. Lincoln was elected 
by the solid vote of the States of the North, opposed by the solid 
vote of the States of the South. 

A large part of the Northern press contended that the States 
of the South had a full right to secede if the people desired to 
withdraw from the Union, and it was common to see in the 
Northern press the words: 

Erring sisters go in peace. 

THE NORTHERN PRESS ADVOCATES SECESSION, 


Mr. Lincoln’s election was fully known on the evening of No- 
vember 8, 1860, and the next morning, November 9, Mr. Gree- 
ley’s New York Tribune contained the following: 

GOING TO GO. 


If the cotton States shall become satisfied that they can do better out of 
the Union than in it, we insist on letting them goin peace. The right to 
secede may »e a revolutionary one, but it exists nevertheless. 


And again, in the same issue of his widely circulated and in- 
fluential paper, Mr. Greeley said: 


We must everresist the asserted right of any State to remain in the Union 
and nullify or defy the laws thereof. To withdraw from the Union is quite 
another matter; and whenever a considerable section of our Union shall de- 
liberately resoive to go out we shall resist all coercive measures designed to 
keep it in. We hope never to live in a republic whereof one section is 

inned to the residue by bayonets. Let them have both sides of the ques- 

ion fully presented; let them reflect, deliberate, then vote; and let the ac- 
tion of secession be the echo of an unmistakable popular fiat. A judgment 
thus rendered, a demand for aoporentes so backed, would either be acqui- 
esced in without the effusion of biood, or those who rushed upon carnage to 
defy and defeat it would place themselves clearly in the wrong. 


The New York Tribune of November 16, 1860, again announced 
their views to the Southern people in an article headed ‘‘ Seces- 
sion in practice.” in which the paper used the following words: 


Still we say in all earnestness and good faith, whenever a whole section of 
this Republic, whether a half, athird, or onlya fourth, shall truly desire and 
demand a separation from the residue, we shall earnestly favor such sepa- 
ration. If the fifteen slave States, or even the eight cotton States alone, 
shall quietly, decisively say to the rest, ‘‘ We prefer to be henceforth sepa- 
rated from you,” we shall insist that they be permitted to go in peace. ar 
is a hideous necessity at best, anda civil conflict, a war of estr: and em- 
bittered fellow-coun en, is the most hideous of all wars. Whenever the 

ople of the cotton States shall have definitively and er made up 

heir minds to separate from the rest of us we shall urge that the proper 
steps be taken to give full effect to their decision. 

Three days afterwards, on the 19th, the same paper uses these 
words: 

Now, wo believe and maintain that the Union is to be preserved only so 
1 as it is beneficial and satisfactory to all concerned. 

e do not believe that ony man, any neighborhood, town, county, or even 
State may break up the Union in any a tof passion; we full 
comprehend that secession is an extreme, ultimate resort—not a consti- 
tutional but a revolutionary remedy. But we insist that this Union shall 
not be held together by force whenever it shall have ceased to cohere by the 
mutual attraction of its parts; and whenever the slave States or the cotton 
States only shall unitedly and coolly say to the rest, “‘ We want to get out of 
the Union,” we shall urge that their request be acceded to. 


The New York Herald of Friday, November 23, 1860, said: 

THE DISUNION QUESTION—A CONSERVATIVE REACTION IN THE SOUTH. 

We publish this morning a cant letter from Governor Letcher, of 
Virginia, on the subject of the nt disunion excitement in the South, 


Southern constitutional rights, Northern State acts of nullificatic a, and the 
ition of in thiscrisis. * * * this end would it not be well 





or the conservative Union men of the city of New York to make a demon- 
conciliation, concession, and harmony? 


stration—a Northern movement 
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Coercion in any event is out of the question. A union held together », 
the bayonet would be nothing better than a military despotism. Cone); 
tion and harmony, through mutual concessions, in a reconstruction of +}, 
fundamental law, between the North and the South, will restore ang per. 

tuate the Union contemplated by the fathers. So, now that the conseryy. 

ive men of the South are moving, let the Union men of the North seco, 
their endeavors, and let New York, as in the compromises of 1850, leaq the 


way. 
And on the following day, November 24, the Tribune says: 


FEDERAL COERCION. 

Some of the Washington correspondents telegraph that Mr. Buchanap 
attempting to map out a middle course in which to steer his bark during 
the tempest which now howls about him. He is to condemn the a 
right of secession, but to assert in the same breath that he is oppose, :, 
keeping a State inthe Union by what he calls Federal coercion. Now, y 
have no desire to prevent secession by coercion, but we hold this position 
to be utterly unsupported by law or reason. : 

I will also quote an article from the New York Daily Tribune, 
Friday, November 30, 1860: 

ARE WE GOING TO FIGHT? 

But if the cotton States generally unite with her in seceding, We insist th; 
they can not be oes and that the attempt must not be made. Fiy, 
millions of people, more than half ef them of the dominant race, of whom: 
least half a millionare able and willing to shoulder muskets, can never hj 
subdued while fighting around and over their own hearthstones. If they 








could be they would no longer be equal members of the Union, but coy 
quered dependencies. * * * We mys ae to wrest this potent engine from 
the disunionists by saying frankly to the slave States: 


“Tf you choose toleave the Union, leave it, but let us have no quarrel abou 
it. If you think it a curse to you and an unfair advantage to us, repudiar: 
it and see if you are not mistaken. If you are better by yourselves, co ay 
God speed you. For our part we have done very well with you and 
quite willing to keep along with you, but if the association is irks 

ou, we have too much self-respect to insist on its continuance. We hayes 
ived by our industry thus far and hope to do so still, eventhough you leaye 
us.” 

We repeat, that only the sheen of Northern bayonets can bind the Sout) 
wholly to the evils of secession, but that may do it. Letus be patient 
neither speaking daggers nor using them, standing to our principles bu 
not to our arms, and all will yet be well. 







of December 3, 1860: 


By common consent, moreover, the most prominent and tangible point o; 
offense seems to be the legislation growing out of the fugitive-slave lay 
Several of the Northern States have passed personal-liberty bills, with th: 
alleged intent to prevent the return of fugitive slaves to their masters. 

From Union men in every quarter of the South come up the most carnest 
appeals to the Northern States to repeal these laws. Such an act, ¥ 
assured, would have a powerful effect in disarming the disunion clamor {n 
nearly all the Southern States and in promoting the prospects of a peacefu! 
adjustment of all pending differences. 

The next day, December 4, the New York Times publishes 
another article, in which it says: 

Mr. Weed has stated his opinion of the crisis thus: 

1, There is imminent danger of a dissolution of the Union. 

2. The Sane originated in the ambition and cupidity of men who desir 
a Southern despotism, and in the fanatic zeal of the Northern Abolitionists 
who seek the emancipation of sla>~s regardless of consequences. 

3. The danger can only be averted by such moderation and forbearance as 
will a out, strengthen, and combine the Union sentiment of the wh 
country. 

Each of these statements will command general assent. 

The only question likely to arise relates to the practical measures | 
which the ‘‘ moderation and forbearance” can be displayed. 

And while the South Carolina convention was in session ani 
before any State had seceded and when it was doubted by many 
whether such action would be taken, Mr. Greeley said: 

If it (the Declaration of Independence) justifies the secession from tl 
British empire of three millions of colonists in 1776, we do not see why !! 
would not justify the secession of five millions of Southrons from the Fed: 
eral Union in 1861. If we are mistaken on this point, why does not som 
one attempt to show wherein and why? For our own part, while we deny 
the right of slaveholders to hold slaves azainst the will of the latter, we cau 
not see how twenty millions of people can rightfully hold ten, or even fir: 
in a detested Union with them by military force. 

In the same issue of Mr. Greeley’s paper we read the following 

If seven or eight contiguous States shall present themselves authentically 
at Washington, saying: ‘‘We hate the Federal Union; we have withd 
from it; we will give you the choice between acquiescing in our secession 
and arranging amicably all incidental questions on the one hand and 
tempting to subdue us on the other,”’ we could not stand up for coercion, {or 
subjugation, for we do not think it would be just. We hold the right of sel! 
gene even when invoked in behalf of those who deny it to others 

© much for the question of principle. 

This conservative view of the question which Mr. Greeley gav 
to the world with such emphasis and in which he expressed 1s 
opinion of the principle involved was reiterated for days, wees: 
and months with the characteristic persistence of that abl 
leader. 

Mr. Greeley also said: 


Any attempt to oe them by force to remain would be contrary to ‘b° 
principles enunciated the immortal Declaration of Independence, “= 
trary to the fundamental ideas on which human liberty is based. 


These articles continued to appear in the Northern press 0! 
months after the election of Mr. Lincoln and until after most o 
the Southern States had seceded. They continued until «ftet 
the people of the South had adopted a constitution and ors 
ized their new Confederate government; after they had r.isc¢ 
and equipped an army, appointed ambassadors to foreign cour's, 
and convened a congress; after they had taken possession o 
three-fourths of the arsenals and forts within their territory, 
enrolled her as one of the nations of the earth. 
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After all this, Mr. Greeley's paper continued to indorse the ac- | 


tion of the Southern people as fully as it was possible for lan- 
guage toenable it todoso. Mr. Greeley said: 


We have repeatedly said, and we once more insist, that the great principle | 
embodied by Jefferson in the Declaration of American Independence, that | 
governments derive their just powers fromconsent of the governedis sound | 


and just; and that if the slave States, the cotton States, or the Gulf States 
only choose to form an independent nation they have a clear, moral right 
todoso. Wheneyerit shall be clear that the great body of Southern people 


have become conclusively alienated from the Union and anxious to escape | 


from it, we Will do our best to forward their views. 

Mr. Greeley was earnestly and ably supported in his views by 
the most prominent men and able editors of Republican papers 
all over the North. 

I cite the following from the Commercial, which was certainly 
the leading Republican paper of Ohio. 
inaugurated the Commercial said: 


Weare not in favor of blockading the Southern coast. 
favor of retaking by force the property of the United States now in posses- 
sion of the seceders. 


lations with it. 
In addition to all this, the commander of the Federal Army, 


Gen. Winfield Scott, was very emphatic in indorsing the views | 


of the New York Tribune and other papers, to the effect that se- 
cession was the proper course for the Southern people to pursue, 
and his oft-repeated expression, 


<r, 


Wayward sisters depart in peace, 

seemed to meet the full approval of the great body of the pso- 
ple of the North. In obedience to all this advice, the Southern 
States did secede, and almost immediately the vast Federal 
armies were raised, battles were fought, money expended, and 


this, let me tell my friend from New York, was the cause of the | 


vast appropriations regarding which he asked an explanation. 
These appropriations were made to carry on the most stupen- 
dous war recorded in modern history. From April 15, 1861, to 
the close of the war there was called into the service of the 
United States 2,865,028 soldiers. Besides this, we have had 
evidence placed before Congress of numerous organizations 


called into service by the governors or other officials of border | 


States which would probably number 500,000 men. 

That these men were brave is proven by the terrible casual- 
ties of the battles which they fought. 

The struggle from May 5 to May 12, 1864, at the Wilderness 
and Spottsylvania, which should really be called one battle, was 
a seal index of the sanguinary character of the conflict. 

The losses of Grant's army in that conflict, as reported in 
Scribner’s statistical record, was 9,774 killed, 41,150 wounded, 
and 13,254 missing. 

It gives an idea of the magnitude of this conflict to recall that 
Gen. Grant’s loss in killed and wounded in this battle was greater 
than the loss in killed and wounded in all the battles of all the 
wars in this country prior to 1861. 

The loss in all the battles of the seven years of the Revolution 
was 2,200 killed and 6,500 wounded. 

The loss in the army of 1812 was 1,877 killed and 3,737 wounded. 





TABLE No. 5.—Total expenditures of the United States, mostly under R 


War. Navy. Indian. 


| 9284, 449, 701. 81 | 
95, 224, 415. 63 | 
123, 246, 648. 62 | 
78, 501,990. 61 
57, 655, 675. 40 


813, 324, 118. 52 
31, 034; 011. 04 
25, 775, 502. 72 
20; 000; 757. 97 
21,780, 229. 87 
19, 431, 027. 21 
21, 249; 809. 99 
23, 523, 256. 79 
30, 932) 587. 42 
21, 497, 626. 27 
18, 963, 309. 82 
14, 959, 935. ¢ 


$3, 247, 064. 56 
4,642, 531.77 
4, 100, 682. 32 
7, 042, 923. 06 
3, 407, 988. 15 
7, 423, 997. 44 
7, 061, 728. 82 
7, 951, 704. 

6, 692’ 462. 0: 


$15, 605, 352. 35 
20, 935, 551. 71 
23, 782, 386. 78 
28, 476, 621. 78 
25, 340, 202. 17 
34, 443, 894, 88 
28, 533, 402. 76 
20, 359, 426. 86 
29, 038, 414. 66 
29, 456, 216. 22 
28, 257, 395. 69 


After Mr. Lincoln was | 


We are notin | 


We would recognize the existence of a government 
formed of all the slaveholding States and attempt tocultivate amicable re- 


Pensions. as, 
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The loss in the war with Mexico was 1,049 killed ana 7,929 
| wounded; in all, only 19,227 men. 

Now, if we add all the losses of the Indian wars, including the 
French and Indian war, the entire loss would be less than half 
the killed and wounded in this great battle. 

As another evidence of the gallantry of the officers and sol- 
| diers, I will mention that during that war forty-six generals of 
the United States Army and seventy-six generals of the Con- 
| federatearmy were killed at the head of their commands in battle. 

{ have given an explanation of this matter to the best of my 
ability and from the standpoint of one whose feelings were and 

| are in entiresympathy with the Southern people, but who since 
the close of that war hes been as devoted to the Union of the 
States and the prosperity, welfare, and glory of our country as 
the most distinguished soldier who fought in the Federal army 
from 1861 to 1865. 

Mr. MARTIN. 
moment. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr. MARTIN. I desire to ask the gentleman this question: 
With forty or fifty bills on the Private Calendar do not you 
think now it would ba better to not to go into these general re- 


I hope the gentleman will yield to me for a 


|} marks—— 


Mr. WHEELER or Aiabama. I shall occupy the floor but a 
few minutes longer. I did not intend to occupy so much of the 
time of the committee. 

It seemed very clear to me from the discussion in the House 
that the purposes of the bill was not understood. I know all 
will concur with me that, where a man enlists as a soldier and 
serves in battle after battle for two and a half years, it would 
be a gross injustice to place upon him and his children the 
stigma of desertion, when in fact he was absent under circum- 
stances which by no means justified that charge. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. For I beg'to say to the gentleman— 
and he knows that I do not say this in unkindness, as I have the 
very highest respect for him—that if our sessions are to be 
taken up with general discussions, there will be no possible 
chance of securing action on any of these bills. What, then, 





| will become of them? 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
three or four minutes. 

The House had commenced a general discussion before I 
took the floor, and my friend knows that when a discussion of 
this kind commences it continues until the time for adjournment. 

My distinguished friend from Indiana, I know, will admit that 
Iam notatall responsible for the length of the discussion. He 
will admit that my speech was directly in line with the busi- 
ness before the House to-night, and that it would have been 
very brief had not the gentleman insisted on my explaining the 
cause for the enormous appropriations during the period from 
1861 to 1865. I was going on, Mr. Chairman, to state the ex- 
penditures from 1865 down to the present time, but I will print 
the figures with my remarks. These expenditures are as fol- 
lows: 


\ 
I shall not Occupy more than 


pelican qooernanint, Srom Jungs 3), 1935, to June 30, 1994. 


Total 
expenditures. 


Net ordinary 


> i terest 
expenditures. | Premium. Interest. 


| 


79 | $58, 476.51 | $133, 067,741. 
202, 947,733.87 | 10,813,349.33 | 143, 781,591. 91 
229,915, 088.11 | 7,001,151. 04 | 140, 424, 045. 71 | 
190, 496, 354. | 1, 674, 680. 05 130, 694, 242. 80 
« oe 5. 
| 


69 


809, 416. 99 

, 542, 675. 16 

, 340, 284. 86 

2, 855, 277. 80 

309, 653, 560. 75 

2, 177, 188. 25 

517, 962. 67 

, 345, 245. 33 
873. 
623, 392. 

9, 797. 3% 


54 | 


mo | 
72 


$41, 056, 961. 
51, 110, 223. 
53, 099, 867. 
56, 474, 061. 
53, 237, 461. 
60, 481, 916. 
60, 984, 
73, 328, 110. 
69, 641, 593. 
71, 070, 702. 
66, 958, 373. 


$387, 683, 198. 


67 | 
53 | 
56 


164, 421,507.15 | 15,996, 555. 60 | 498. 00 | 
23 7 5 


157, 583, 827. ! 9, O16, 794. 74 | 93 | 
153, 201, 856 6, 958, 266. 76 357, 839. 72 
180, 488, 636. 5, 105,919.99 | 104, 750, 688. 44 
179, 619, 985. 1, 395,073.55 | 107, 119, 815. 21 
171, 520, 848. : 103, 093, 544. 57 | 
158, 216, 5 100, 243, 2 


amr at | 
757.42 


} 
| 
! 
} 
} 
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06 
02 | 
98 
78 
oO 


23 | 
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Ss 
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37 
. 84 
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5, 945, 457. 


27, 963, 752, 27 
27, 137, 019. 08 
35, 121, 482. 39 
56, 777, 174. 44 


56, 252, 056. 
53, 177, 703. 
65, 741, 555. 
54, 713, 529, 


57 


49 | 


76 | 


141, 5: 


134, 463, 452. 15 | 


161, 619, 933. 53 | 


69, 090, O62. 22 


97, 124, 5 
102, 500, 


58 


. 5 | 


oO | 
.11 


, 008. 92 
54, 326. 


66} 6,514,161. 

26] 9,736, 747. 

17| 7, 362,590. 34 
17, 292, 601.44 | 6, 475, 999. 

16, 021, 079. 67 
13, 907, 887. 74 
15, 141, 126. 80 
16, 926, 437. 65 
21, 378, 809. 31 
22, 006, 206. 24 
26, 113, 896. 46 
174, 138. 98 
136, 084. 43 
527, 195. 15 


130, 204. 89 


15, €86, 671. 
15, 032, 046. 
15, 283, 437. 


50, 059, 279. 62 | 
61, 345, 193. i 
65, 012, 573. 

55, 429, 228. 

56, 102, 267. 

63, 404, 834. 

75, 929, 101. 

8), 288, 508. 

87, 624, 779. 11 
103, 936, 855. 07 
124, 415, 951. 40 
1 . 134, 583, 052. 79 
13, 345, 347. 27 159, 357, 557. 87 
10, 286, 416. 64 141, 177, 234. 96 101, 403, 455. 


199, 078, 148.27 | 1,704, 995, 792. 57 | 2,046, 261, 174.90 | 6, 215, 598, 349. 56 | 118, 145, 485. 6 
| | 


1.18 
6.79 
2 


48 


64, 416, 324 


a7 9 > 
» 
2 
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71 
». $8 | 
2. 28 | 
3. 70 | 
38 
#5 | 
59 | 
&O 
26 
49 | 
49 | 
61 
7 | 
8&5 


177, 142, 897. 6 
186, 994, 232. 78 | 
205, 248, 006. 25 
189, 547, 865 

208, 810, 678. 6 6.47 
191, 902, 932. 5 - diziee E 145. 97 | 
20, 199, 602.72 |... , 577. 2 | 
214, 938, 951. £ ; 
240, 995, 131. ¢ 17, 292, 362. 65 | 41, OO1, 484, 2 
261, 637, 202. 5: 20, 394, 224. 36, O09, 284 
317, 825, 549. ¢ . 6 37, 547, 135. 3 
321, 645, 214. ¢ 23, 378, 116. 2% 345, 023 
356, 213, 562. ¢ » 24, SE 383, 477 
338, 751, 953. 44 1, 405. 6 366, 593, 


2, 399, 935, 018. 17 |4 


31,439. § 
137. 5 
5, 244. 3: 
225, 935. 
3, 138.! 
179. 
2 4, 801.1: 
299 978. 2 
318, 710 
3, 905. X 
330. 5s 
SA. 
359. 08 


854. 33 
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B88 
SB238 


57, 219, 7 
638, 678, 0 
70, 920, 4 
87, 494, 254 
74, 166, 929. 
85, 264, 825. 
72, 952, 260. 
80, 664, O64. 
$1, 403, 255. 
110, 048, 167. 
99, 841, 988, 
103, 732, 799. 
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alIncludes Military Academy, Rivers and Harbors, Fortificatioas, ete. 
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Mr. CURTIS of New York. They were raised under compul- | three periods I have mentioned, namely, the period before th 
sion: we were not answerable for them. war, the period during the war, and the period since the war. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I cannot admit that. Theex- | This shows that the total expenditures of ourGovernment from 
penditures during these years averaged annually $300,850.97. | March 4, 1789, to June 30, 1894, have amounted to the enormo 
I will now present a table which I have prepared, giving the | sum of $14,870,959,696.85. The table is as follows: 
expenses of every branch of our Government for each of the 


TABLE No. 6.—Showing expenditures of the United States Government for period before the war, during the war, and since the war. 


‘ YT i) See SER SCRE ces el OE Pace ease, oo Be | 


ee Lowes = 
War. Navy. Indian. Pensions. |Miscellaneous Interest. is: expel 


Fated con Me 
Not ordinary | Premiums. 




















expenditures, | tures. 
Expenditures from 
arch 4, 1789, to _ 
June 30, 1961; 72} ae 
BRT. peecrceocenunea 8562, 914, 213. 39) 6360, 042, 168. 18/986, 904, 164. 35} $80, '738, 827.06) $487, 845, 595. 23/82, 587, 444, 468.21) 85, 834, 626. 4) $200, 621, 386. 91/€2, 793. 900, 43 
Expencitures from | Fa 
June 30, 1861, to | | vo 
7 June 30, 1865; 4 | Sal 
SI ne6bscoveceodse 2,715, 782, 211.95} 814, 229, 180. 13, 174, 276. 43 23, 254, 822.53! 115, 218.'714. 02) 3, 181,759, 205.60) 1,717,900.11) 169,003, 304. 75) 3, 352, 380, 410. 4 = 
Expenditures from | 
June, 1865, to June | i 
1894; 29 years......./1, 640, 947, 780. 624, 130, 204. 89}199, 078, 148. 27)1, 704, 995, 792. 57/2, 046, 261, 174. 90) 6, 215, 598, 349. 56 118, 145, 485. 60/2, 390, 935, 018. 17 8, 724, 678, 854. 33 
; Total expendi- | 
tures from 1789 } 
to 1894; 105} | | 
ee 4, 919, 644, 206. 03)1, 208, 401, 553. a 156, 589. a 16/2, 649, 325, 484. 15 amnenates tit 603, 013. os 559, 659. Aan, 959, 696. § a 








a of Alabama. I will also print the appropriations of all Congresses for thirty years, with the consent of the 4 
committee. g 
TABLE No. 7.—Appropriations, fiscal year ending June 30, 1867, to year ending June 30, 1894, inclusive. ..2 





















































— NS aS 
For | | | a 
Diplomatic | | Bom 
year . District of | Fortifica- Legislative, | Military | ° is 
ending Congress. Agriculture. Army. oaieeiieas Columbia.a} tions. Indian. ete. Academy. | Navy. Bg 
June 30— . + 
ay 
1866...... es ee: 9508, 079, 527.'70 ($1, 384, 250.00 |.............. 87, 953, 000. 00 /2, 590, 415. 41 815, 057,866. 16 |8257, 404. 00 111, 587, 528.95 a 
Se pL SES Teas 38, 004, 241.83 | 1,405, 494.00 |.............. 1,540, 000.00 | 3,810,772. 82 | 25,488, 371.89 | 146,617.00 | 18, 904, 667.5 a 
1868 ...... TL Ms sss_ocsunsdibehaet cmmores ee 6 Dn. cee ncedinnteee sseenecs 8, 042, 003. 86 | 23,400, 191.89 | 368,913.00 | 16, 288, 244. (| Fa 
1869...... PD. deuceqnectiddibicouh ebidisood 33, 088, 098.00 | 1,212, 434.00 |..............]..............- | 8, 847, 528. 45 | 17, 906,317.00 | 276,512.00 | 17,356, 350.0) a 
— 40th, 84 gens. .... ..-...-<}...20---22----| 93, 950,893.20 | 1, 110,784.00 |..............]........--..--|-- 0. --------| 20, 354,'774. 76 | 274,488.88 | 15,822, 246. 0) ; 
1870...... a ceedings seed intaccnctn le c ti errant ocean eaten Ff i sa «Sie a 
RE EEN, RA: 29, $21, 867. 22 | 1,041, 347.00 f.............. 1, 311, 500. 00 | 6, 324, 164.16 | 18,949, 258.40 | 314,869.20 | 19, 250, 290.2) 
: i ee EE ae eee hl. aaa 1, 627, 500. 00 | 5, 443, 540.96 | 19, 518, 229.24 | 316,269.50 | 19,832,317 
| is dnc SONS siescanndctinthe yansccnt gues 28, 683, 615.32 | 1,219, 650.00 }.............. 2, 087, 000. 60 | 6,349, 462.04 | 18,671, 785.74 | 326, 101. 32 8, 296, 733 
1874...... St Hid ddenecusmalsiaieinddae miee 31, 796, 008. 81 | 1, 311,359.00 j.............. 1, 899, 000. 00 | 5,541, 418.90 | 17,120, 496.60 | 344,317.56 | 22, 276, 257. 
BE wsived Mis BED MEnn on coccsenstlcenaasones sess 27,788, 500, 00 | 3, 404,804.00 }.............. 904, 000. 00 | 5, 680, 651.96 | 20,783, 900. 80 | 339, 835.00 | 20, 813, 946.2 
So nndll Ss SN bas chen vecedtlccisete ses Senna 27, 933, 880, 00 | 1, 374,985.00 j.............. 850, 000. 00 | 5, 360, 554.55 | 18, 902,236.99 | 364,740.09 | 17,001,006 40 
eC wiiewiith Ry BO6 BRIE, cnttecccenatinscnsesonscase 27, 621,867.90 | 1,187,197.50 }..............] 815,000.00 ) 4,572, 762.01 | 15,417, 933.33 | 290,065.00) 12,742, 155. 40 
1878...... Sg ngcstnemeennnnell snide naman #25. 812,500.00 | 1, 138, 374.50 }.............. 275, 000. 00 | 4,829, 865.69 | 15, 450, 345.30 | 286,604.00 | 13,541, 024.4 
Tasca 45th, Ist sess ............ phhnecteibdidieed 25, 593, 486.01 | 1,077, 635.00 |.............. 275, 000.00 | 4,746,275. 70 | 15, 271,251.30 | 292,805.00 | 14, 152, 603.7 
7080... ... dtc oceans cundiensebbiiwednnil +26, 797, 300. 00 | 1, 087,835.00 |.............. 275, 000. 00 | 4,713, 478.58 | 16,287, 457.73 | 319,547.33 | 14, 029, 96%. 05 
2881...... 46th, Ist sess ............ 63253. 300.00 | 26, 425, 800.00 | 1, 180, 335. 00 |$3, 425, 997. 35 550, 000. 00 | 4, 657, 262.72 | 16, 274,023.59 | 316,234.28 | 14, 405, 797. | 
; 2882__..__| 46th, 2d sess.............] 335,500.00 | 26, 687,800.00 | 1,192, 425.00 | 3,378,617.44 | 575,000.00 | 4,587, 866. 80 | 17, 678, 508.99 | 322,435.87] 14, 566, 037.5 
Ss 1883__....] 47th, Ist sess. ......... --| 427,280.00 | 27,258, 000.00 | 1,255, 655.00 | 3, 496,060.47 | 375,000.00 | 5,229, 374.01 | 20,038, 000.65 | 335, 557,04 | 14,819, 976.5 
‘ 1684......| 47th, 2€ sesa............. 405, 640.00 | 24, 681, 250,00 | 1,296, 755. 00 | 3,507, 247. 96 670, 000. 00 | 5, 358, 655.91 | 20, 454, 216.22 | 318,657.50 | 15, 894, 43: 
__ ie 48th, ist sess ............) 480,190.00} 24, 454,450.00 | 1,219, 390.00 | 3, 559, 835. 54 700, 000. 00 ; 5, 859, 402. 91 » 21,393, 141.85 | 314,563.50 | 14, 980, 47 
1886...... 48th, 20 sess ............. 585,790.00 | 24,014, 052.50 | 1,242, 925.00 | 8,622, 683. 20 725, 000. 00 | 5,'762,512,70 | 21,376, 708.70 | 810, 021. 64 15, 070, 8: 
1887......| 49th, Ist sess............ 654,715.00 | 23,753, 057.21 | 1, 364,065.00 | 3,721, 050.99 |.............. 5, 546, 262. 84 | 20, 654, 346.37 | 297, 805. 00 16, 489, 907, 2 a 
: 1888...... ih, 20 Bees............. 1,028, 730.00 | 23, 724,718.69 | 1,429,042. 44 | 4, 284,590.66 ;__............| 5,226, 897.6 | 20,745, 023. 67 | 419,936.93 | 25,767, 348. | ee 
: 1980_.....| 50th, Ist sess............/ 1,716,010.00 | 24, 471,300.00 | 1, 428, 465. 00 | 5,046, 410. 82 | 3,972,000. 00 | 8,263,700. 79 | 20,758, 178.07 | 315,043.81 | 19,942, 835 B 
1800_.....; 50th, 2d sess............. 1, 669, 770.00 | 24,316, 615.73 | 1, 980,025.00 | 5, 682,409.91 | 1,233, 594.00 | 8, 077, 453.39 | 20,843, 615.81 | 902,766.69 | 21,692,510.: 
1891..... .| 5ist, Ist sess ............ 1,799, 100.00 | 24, 206, 471.79 | 1,710, 815. 00 | 5, 769,544.15 | 4,232,935. 00 | 7, 262,016. 02 | 21,030, 752.75 | 435,296.11 | 24,136,035 
1892......} Bist, 294 sess... .......... 3, 028, 153.50 | 24, 613,529.19 | 1,656,925. 00 | 5, 597, 125.17 | 3,774, 803. 00 |16, 386, 284. 86 | 22, 027, 674.75 | 402,064.64 | 31,541, 654.7 
., 62d, lst sess............. 8, 232, 995.50 | 24, 308, 499.82 | 1, 604,045. 00 | 5, 317,973.27 | 2,734, 276.00 | 7,664, 047.84 | 21,900, 132.97 | 428,917.33 | 23,543, 385 
j BODE. cccccl SOU: MOOD cccccesccncras 8, 823, 600.00 | 24, 225, 639. 78 | 1,557, 445.00 | 6, 413, 223.91 | 2,210, 055.00 | 7,854, 240. 38 | 21, 865, 802.81 | 432,556.12 | 22, 104, 06: 
} yt, RS 8, 215, 643.06 | 23,586, 924.68 | 1,509, 738.76 | 5,206, 473.59 | 2,274, 654.00 | 6,735, 518.90 | 21, 105,787.29 | 401,283.08 | 25, 339, 580. 
} | | 
Year Total regular; Permanent 
River and Miscella- = Total ap 
endin Congress. Pension. Post-Office.c Sundry civil. | Deficiencies. annual ap- | annual appro- i 
June 20- s harbor. ry neous. | propriations. |” priations. propriation 
1868...... 88th, 24 sos...| $11,230, 000.00 | 814, 098, 500. 00 }........-..... $4, 094,987.61 | 83, 964,277.70 |81, 333, 834. 15 |$681, 631, 691. 63 |$154, 487, 577. G4 |$836, 119, 063. 7: 
1867 ......} 80th, Ist ses..| 15,440,000.00 | 20, 166, 025. 00 698, 047. 91 7, 119,985.16 | 11,579,214. 62 | 8,578, 877.15 | 155, 882,314.83 | 180, 010, 198. 84 338, 342, 513. 7 
1868._....] 30th, 24 ses...) 33, 280,000.00 | 19,133, 000.00 |.............. 5, 307,191.88 | 11, 629, 392. 67 | 9, 339, 697.08 | 147, 088,541.89 | 170, 906, 603.69 | 317,995, 145. 5 
| 1860...... 40th, 24 ses...) 30, 350,000.00 | 21,069,000. 00 |.............. 8, 174,979.66 | 17, 002, 222.85 |10, 274,448.80 | 160, 551, 885.85 | 170, 224, 120.46 | 330,776, 006 
9870_.....} 40th, 3d ses...) 19, 250,000.00 | 30,279, 158.00 |.......... dasid , 976, 228, 81 , 763, 270. 98 527, 988. 31 | 151,719, 777.94 | 180, 082, 214.72 | 331,801, 992. ( 
Sei cone Pe RESIDE: aE UE, COUT nc osnudiineeetene 2, 913, 738. 62 $1,200.00 | 11,065, MOET diane: tidrenitinmmbictnaity 11, 065, 94: 
1871...... 41st, 24 ses...) 30,000,000.00 | 26, 288, 993. 00 945,900.00 | 13, 447,721.70 6, 421, 766. 46 | 4,916, 645.72 | 161, 533,823.15 | 166, 684,318.52 | 328, 218, 141 
1872... .... 41st, 3d ses...) 29,050,000.00 | 26,0382, 898.00 |.............. 24, 161,773.86 | 14, 023,131.04 | 1,261, 208.80 | 174, 865, 082.65 | 148, 370, 481.56 | 323, 235, 50! 
SE cudéd 42d, 2d ses....| 30,480,000.00 | 28,519, $41.84 588, 000.00 | 20, 148, 413.90 6, 045, 259. 96 | 7, 129,642.48 | 173, 495,015.55 | 142, 882, 105.22 | 816, 377, 120 
1874...... 42d, 34 ses....| 80,480,000.00 | 32, 529, 167.00 102, 900.00 | 32, 186,129.00 | 12,978, 418.60 | 2,565,'740.31 | 197, 297.38 | 129, 230, 207.82 | 827, 150, 505 
i tin .| 43d, Ist ses_..| 29,980,000.00 } 35, 756,091. 00 218,000.00 | 27,009,744. 81 4, 083, 914.26 | 1,921, 614.13 | 183, 685,002.16 | 141, 981,789.73 | 325, 666,791 
1876...... 480,2d ses....| 30,000,000.00 | 37, 624, 361.00 643, 517.50.) 26, 644, 850.09 4, 708, 699.18 | 1,862, 929. 19 , 166, 209. 90 | 148, 961,989.42 | 328, 128, 199 
EE indie .| 44th, Ist ses..| 29,533,500.00 | 34,585,701. 00 015,000.00 | 16, 351, 474. 58 2, 908, 177.09 | 4, 012, 805.84 | 154,553, 689.65 | 145, 037, 498.42 | 299,591, 138 
} 1878...... 44th, 2d ses...| 28,533,000.00 | 33,584, 148.00 |.............. 17, 133, 750. 06 2,745, 480. 97 | 1, 262,061.31 | 144, 592, 149.23 | 151, 414, 544.98 | 296, 006, 694. ° 3 
1870......] 45th, Ist ses../ 29, 371,574.00 | 83, 256,373. 00 201,700.00 | 26,004,409.26 | 14, 198,742.29 | 2,049, 638.61 | 174,431, 493.87 | 157, 976, 282.81 | 832, 407,775. 
1880...... 45th, 2d ses.. | @56, 233,200.00 | 36, 121, 400. 00 846, 600.00 | 21, 656, 340.06 3, 163, 297.15 | 1,926, 020.26 | 190, 457,445.06 | 181, 662,184.24 | 872,019, 629.: 
} BE ccnnad 46th, 1st ses...) ¢ 41,644, 000.00 | 39, 093, 420. 00 951,500.00 | 22, 515, 428. 91 4, 207, 226. 44 | 5, 618, 865. 22 | 189, 519, 191. 21 053, 013.18 | 861, 672, 2 
H 1888...... 46th, 2d ses...| 68, 282,306.68 | 40,957, 432. 00 441,300.00 | 21,984, 194. 12 5, 092, 138. 92 | 1, 072, 933. 64 | 218, 154, 506.51 | 147, 810, 973. 82 | 365, 965, 479. 3 
1988...... 47th, Ist ses..| 116,000,000.00 | 44, 643, 900. 00 738,875.00 | 25,589, 358.06 | 12, 025. 16 | 6, 111,540.10 | 207,311, 602.29 | 124, 826, 471.02 | 422, 137, 073.0! 
1084...... 47th, 2d ses...! 86, 575, 000. 00 TOE Soa ceteenccuecd 23, 679, 575. 44 2, 749, 941.49 | 1,912,723. 88 | 231, 993, 647. 63 304, 854, 297, 875. 2 





*The A papeegetation act ~ 1878 was passed during the special session of this Congress, but forthe purposes of comparison is included under 


en y rty-fourth Congress. 
TheArmy and ative aggre tion acts for 1880 were passed during the special session of this Congress, but for purposes of comparison are 
included under appro: ons by the fifth Co: 

@ cent of the amounts appropriated for the District of Columbia are paid ~ | the United States, except the amount for the water depart: 
, ment, outof the revenues of that Se and was first included in the bill for 1883. 
{ 6 Prior to for the Agricultural Department were provided for in the lative acts. 
i aie fing a — for the postal service are paid outof the postal revenues, and any deficiency in the revenue is provided for out of the Treas 

of the 
ad Includes $26,867,200 for pension arrears, approp riated by act. 
eIncludes $9,240,000 for arrears and pension deficiencies for 1880, appropriated by svectal act. 
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TABLE No. 7.—Appropriations, fiscal year ending Juns 30, 1387 to year ending June 30, 1994, inclusivne—Continued. 


‘ot > eee 
Year River and |. Ses i 7 , Miscella. | POtalregular; Permanent — 
ending | Congress. Pension. Post-Oflice.@ | “harbor. Sundry civil. | Deficiencies ’ ——— annual ap- | annual appro at nriatt 
June 30—| | | a propriations priations ora 


om 48th, Ist ses..| $20, 810, 000. 
1886 | 48th, 2d ses...| 60, 
__a---| 49th, Ist ses... 
a 49th, 2d ses... 
¥ 50th, Ist ses.+) 85, 
_.....| Oth, 2d ses...|/ 89,7 
| ist, Ist ses_.15123, 75 
| Stst, 2d ses_._'cl6 
| 68d, Ist ses...| 146, 7: 
| 82d, 2d ses_...) 166, 7% 


| 


53d, 2d ses a 151, 58 


| | 
| 849, 040, 400. 00 $13,949,200.00 | $22, 299, 434. 30 $7, 057, 509. 00 |89, 502, Fos, 4: 2195, 710, 588.09 8123. 11 901.0 8318, 820. 489. 13 
| 53, 700,990.00 |..............| 26,079, 257.49 | 4,926/855. 80 | 2, 177, 648. : 319. 595. ¢ I ; “9 3 4: : 
54, 365, 863. 25 |14, 473,900.00 | 22,662,310.58 | 7,866,719. 62 

55, 694, 650. 15 | 22, 386, 540. 96 | Se 

60, 860, 283. 74 26, 320,804.84 | 16, 063, 383. 26 

66, 605, 344. 28 25, 207,341.65 | 8,330,518. 30 |10, 255, 29 | 286, 

72, 226, 608. 99 f | 29, 738, 282. 3 13, 295, 541. 6 , 010, 905. 27 | 361, 7 

77, 907, 222. b 9, 364, 148. 62 , 271,531.10 | 402, 5: 

80, 331, 276.73 27, 665, 076.93 | 15, 905,191.50 | 3,208, 922.82 | 885, 736, 308.7 

84, 004, 4 41,716,311.15 | 22, 277, 086. 36 520, 499.18 | 404, 036, 085. 2 

87, 240, 599. 55 | 9,511, 689.56 | 32, 523,383.80 | 9, 463, 702. 10 160, 908. 62 | 380, 107, 455. 24 


Seseses | 


ote 
Com or 


S 


aThe ap ro riations for the postal service are paid out of the postal revenues, and any deficiency in the revenue is 
ury of the United States. 

i Includes $25,321 ,907.35, pension deficiencies for 1890. 

¢ Includes $29,335,598.34, pension deficiencies for 1891. 


I desire to call especial attention tothe fact developed bythis | A reduction below the appropriations of the 
table, that when the Democratic party came into control of the *“*Reed Congress” of Ste Tas _ $2. 043. 
Forty-fourth Congress they reduced the regular annual appro- | In these calculations | have contined the figures 

riations $32,000,000 below the average appropriations by Repub- to the annual appropriations by Congress, r 
icans during the five preceding years. And again, that when garding that as the most just method of com- 
Republicans fell into control of the Pifty-first Congress they in- parison. If we should include permanent appro- 
creased appropriations $160,000 a yearabove the average appro- priations, the comparison of the present Con- 
priations by the sevon preceding Democratic Congresses. gress with the ‘‘ Reed” Congress will be as fol- 
During the five yearsimmediately preceding the lows: . 

Forty-fourth Congress, the average regular “3 Reed Congress, first session ae ; 163, 398, £ 

annual appropriations by Republicans were .- $181, 826, 321.52 | Reed Congress, second session e 525, O18, 
The Democrats then came into control of the Present Congress, second session 181. 182. 

House of Representatives and immediately re- ; The appropriations this year would be much less, 

duced the regular annual appropriations to.- 149, 572, 894. 44 but the appropriations for pensions exceed 
Thus making an annual saving of _---- 82,253,427. 08 thatofthe firstsession of the Reed ( fongress bj 97. 829 9 
The Republicans again came into control of all And the appropriation for thePost-Office by the 

branches of the Government in the Forty-sev- present Congress exceeds that of the Reed 

enth Congress and they immediately increased : | _ Congress for the same purpose by 

the annual average appropriations to_....... 264, 652, 624. 96 ees which latter sum will be returned to th 

is was an annual average increase by Republi- + roasury- 
a inexcessof Democratic apeveputations of 86, 034, 554. 04 The tigures given in the above table show t! 
In the Forty-eighth Congress the Democrats as the bills passed the Hous » of Repres ntatives. 

again had control of the House and they im- The present status of these bills is as follows: 

mediately reduced the annual average appro- oe As reported to the Senate: 

priations to 2, 652, 935. 63 | *™ suesisen 
Thus making an annualsaving to the people of. 51, 999, 689. 33 eee the Senate: 

During the six years of Democratic rule in the Army Spiced 

House of Representatives, following the Forty- Diplomatic 

seventh Congress, the average annual appro- one rer can az | District of Columbia 

priations were 253, 587, 560.05 | Portifications 
The Republicans then obtained control in the | Legislative 

Fifty-first, commonly called ‘‘ the Reed Con- | Navy 

gress,” and immediately increased the average | Pensions 

annual appropriations to..-.....------------- 382,150, 961.17 | River and Harbor 
Which was an increase above the average an- As enacted into law: 

nual appropriations during the‘ preceding six Military Academy ---_--- 

years, when the House was controlled by Dem- Post-Office ______ ys 3 

ocrats, of 128, 563, 401. 12 EXPENDITURES BY STATES 
For the first time in a third of a century the I will now give an interesting table showing the total am 

Democrats now have control of all branches of | of money expended by State, county, city, and town zovernn 

the Government, and notwithstanding Repub- as reported for the census year 1300. It will be seen tha . 

lican laws, which compel them to appropriate | total expenditure of this character by all the States amounted 

$151,581,570 for pensions, and notwithstanding that year to $569,252,634, which when added to the $318,040,7 
many other expenses made necessary by Re- | expended that year by the General Government makes the grand 
publican laws, they have succeeded in reducing | total of expenses of the Federal, State, and local governments 
appropriations, as they passed the House, to. 380, 107, 455. 24 | $887,293,344. The table is as follows: 

TABLE NO. 8.—Summary of expenditures of the State and local governments by Statés and Territories, 189 


j 
j 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
' 
| 
} 
| 
| 


Expenditures of 
Municipali- 
| Municipali- ties having 
| ties havin less than : ‘ . 
50,000 or : 50,000 but - —¥ Addi rh 
’ a aa - tricts or Additiona! nditurea, 
States and Territories. Counties | M0repopu- 4,000 ormore) otner divi- | estimated | State 
lation and | population | 08#er Givi- | estimated ay 
reported in | ‘ , sions in for place ounty, city, 


re } ‘ 2 
detail. | in Retail, | portedin | ©harge of jnot reported) town, ete. 
, I rf publi in detail. 


exceptfor detail, ex- ae 
public cept for —— 
schools public 
schools. 
- ‘ f $1, 114, $02 ‘ $5, 780, 108 
sd Hampshire . 445, 366 ’ enced 57, O57 | 814, 304 . 3, 582, 704 
ermont 2 ; 639,917 | 7 2, 152, 317 
8, 286, 062 | 46,486, 602 
917, 990 5, 699, 999 
2, 123, 839 = 488, 362 
Sette abin~adawntiiinsocnonine cman: y2 17, 392, 274 1, 232, 042 
New Jersey 5 3, 457, 525 15, 244, 
ee Ome OO ORO ee mew emer n ee , ’ 244, 
Pennsylvania care ot 


ehlbinin ponies ccipacenneiiitibaeemaemanenieamninsgmadth - 12, 828, 645 %5, 


@Has no county financial system. 
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TABLE No, 8—Summary of expenditures of the State and local governments, by States and Territories, 1890—Continued. 
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apanietoe® ties having | 
ties having| lessthan | School dis- Total ex 
.. ee eebee a. | triets or | Additional | penditures, 
States and Territories. Counties Intion and aaoeloal other divi-| estimated State, 
States. | reported in | “hon an I a —" sionsin | for placés |county, city, 
detail. yah charge of Inpt reported| town, etc 
in detail, ported in ublic in detail 
oer for detail ex- ccnools _ 
public cept for . 
schools. public 
schools. 
et. oa delet ellin add ek tenawesea bie eyainadeee cual $112, 025 #46, 494 $39 8, 581 #4, 034 8329, 008 $174, 521 81, 064, 663 
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es A 6 eh ann ecébbooh siden unil 1,531, 690 399, 475 894, 788 1,720,717 967, 590 1,517, 000 7,031, 260 
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te OU | eek non bens euaehethes anette eee’ ebeohens 3, 427, 709 6, 799, 574 10, 686, 065 3, 352, 016 10, 755, 246 5, 305, 000 40, 325, 610 
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NS eedbedbamib edna cediibnb ede 2, 664, 452 1, 876, 363 12, 945, 391 1, 915, 343 11, 288, 529 3, 025, 000 $3, 715, 078 
rea aa he ee a sieipiighienaiin heamind 2, 269, 262 1, 858, 450 3, 622, 298 1, 969, 028 5, 446, 416 2, 250, 000 17, 415, 454 
Wisconsin .. ae -..-| 1,769, 662 1, 416, 967 2, 301, 697 1, 902, 478 3, 711, 286 3, 785, 000 14, 887; 09 
Minnesota ...... me 2, 237, 219 2, 202, 245 7, 779, 250 1, 277, 799 4, 033, 516 1, 029, 121 18, 559, 15) 
i cee aca ae in ieuiionaieste aula ata 1, 420, 608 2, 534, 245 364, 631 1, 828, 565 6, 477, 256 3, 660, 000 16, 285, 305 
ND ie. oc ona 1, 969, 302 2, 966, 919 7, 099, 302 437, 477 5, 128, 260 3, 410, 000 21,011, 26 
I ha a a etc adeatnis-eciomanacebeannal tall 485, 627 |.. 82, 083 626, 946 1, 497, 590 2, 692, 246 
ee a ck imenbeasibneueaadne ssdeuk tabs 257, 452 Eo so berinnie bias 116, 513 1, 173, 757 1, 155, 000 3, 240, 70 
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Ne eel btn wtaniedinnaen 1, 376, 961 482, 529 1, 350, 795 353, 775 1, 300, 351 3, 500, 000 6, 394, 411 
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i nanins Gidslintnap cticnes uthnee tet TeSSeESdennsehw reaver 506, 156 BGS aan nkeeswec 204, 605 1,097, 916 1, 271, 227 3, 362, 56 
aie ian nnd lens db eee Rebbe es SeSnen benhensesceons 1, 872, 446 250, 585 1,910, 345 96, 460 704, 586 578, 343 5, 412, 7¢ 
WET pshdarecknabdatbebhootishdline déededebkeovbbabeereceseseos othe 2, 485, 303 Di REEET Eedicentvcehecs 2, 169, 468 3, 173, 104 2,597, 034 12, 536, 788 
IND cn cine n pehideles wedded dae bebadensabeene enescctecbhaketn 349, 464 AE Tob asus boon scene 180, 40 1, 019, 060 1, 104, 067 2, 916, 84 
ed Oe os ouiblenhdedaaeinsawenues cosendanGbeny 355, 500 REY Es wdece acsusnne 193, 036 364, 083 753, 000 2, 724, 0 
et in ia od ice gues bee heneenheiasckb bees seenmn nent iee c95, 630 PE. icnecesdaken 17, 000 152, 918 277,000 797, 92 
oe iain Out Sei oe tn edunseaesetuae ceeucnend ames 937, 932 icin socu damine 276, 904 1, 681, 379 2, 138, 000 6, 349, 02 
I on. a ws mse abe bebpndinseenneueoosanaibebin 143, 750 a lel alae aati 79, 186 2, 939 576 
I 6 och en onnd vvunapshesos oneginge sabeusboseceeon>eneveesegponbeetenneicin ai 155, 993 |... una 17, 098 177, 484 647, 000 7, 57 
Pee en Sn oo ink eae eheobepeEteaeiaitonepethons 332, 065 ag iad 1, 044, 336 394, 677 191, 500 2, 254, 128 
I TN es Seeuiieeinbanabaaminen 366, 538 I a Neale 162, 597 136, 000 1, 047, 3¢s 
Ss si aah nie be RE aod ena eee ihebbinmmbebdaens eistmibenial 99, 424 a leah 168, 318 245, 000 690, 3¢ 
NINE eo on ca este nhe smaesthne Gelb eile enhunn counceuderenonmeit 504, 609 SpE EEE be dnwecsdcsiuvas 2, 093, 034 944, 190 1, 110, 000 5, 954, 84 
ee aie i, an cehciinedebiheneace beneuainesniinahih 407, 076 —g eer 473, 433 880, 369 1, 320, 000 3, 475, 705 
Ss tok es eo ee een aca bis pndetaies cosenpnsendenius 3, 991, 768 j 2, 929, 584 5, 523, 870 1, 920, 927 5, 119, 097 | 4, 194, 412 23, 679, 658 
———— —— - — —  —-  ' 
Total alt Bentes OWA Territories ... 2... ciccccncccccccccesscce | 77,105,911 68, 479, 22 155, 356, 212 57, 442, 844 | 139, 065, 537 71, 802, 910 569, 252, 634 
° | 


a Has no county financial system. b Pensa from State auditor’s report for 1891. 
es, normal schools, and other educational purposes not included. 


c Amount expended for colleges, academ 


Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman please print also the 
proportion of vetoes of pension bills by different administrations. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I thank the gentleman for the 
suggestion. Ihadforgottenit. I desire to state as a matter of 
fact that Mr. Cleveland signed more bills for pensions to Federal 
soldiers than any President who preceded him. 

I will now present a table showing the receipts and expendi- 
tures of the Federal, State, and local governments, including the 
deficiency in postal service. In order to get these facts I have 
corrected some errors made by the Census Office; for instance, 
they put down $66,259,547 as expended for the postal service 
that year when it should have been only $6,100,000, that being 
the total sum paid by the Treasury to make up deficiencies in the 


postal revenues. 
RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES. 
TABLE No. 9.—Showing character of receipts and expenditures of the Federal, 
State, and local governments combined, schools included, arranged in order of 
amount, 1890. 







RECEIPTS. 
Ad valorem taxes on real and personal property ............. .... $443, 096, 574 
I a oe Tien cemuddn Gite evnee dre uewbontube baie 229, 668, 
RPA DONO ccc caicenicecoce swncsvesasaateissoscncsecesc ences cose 142, 606, 706 
SE SEIND a snonnvncguthEnceddneqguctebewbbeese wsoncncecnhesccecne 24, 786, 496 
Income from funds and investments............................-.. 14, 546, 352 
5 a assessment for streets and bridges........................ 13, 196, 991 
eee nee 
Tax on railroads separately reported .........................-...- 9, 926, 547 
Profit on coinage of silver dollars....................-.......---.<- 9, 385, 417 
Tax on corporations except railroads separately reported....... 8, 758, 184 
— I ds cacti ocankGeccbe dbase sccqntsaus 8, 254, 978 
iscellaneous, fees, fines, and penalties...... St sibsikietnan ladieiin winamndeiie 8, 253, 370 
Se Ee Bish alidenad tia ids chan caveawavoaccckucnceoor 6, 358, 272 
Process. sales of government and other property................ 3, 263, 855 
Penal and reformatory institutions ..........................-..- 3, 154, 520 
Tax on banks and bankers separately reported ...............-..- 3, 153, 135 
ee 2 ann 1, 842, 565 
Ne ee nase enhudsecasniemesée 1, 769, O71 
Fees on letters patent.......... ceititaeint shin Mie atnlon hemmed pekicileeee 1, 247, 621 
Tax on circula’ I NI 65s nin cumbecbocmedneencs 1, 301, : 
Customs fees, penalties, and forfeitures................... 1, 299, 
Interest on deposits.............. ice wii ead 986, 


Profit on coinage other than silver dollars. 
Repayment of interest on Pacific railways. 


BE 
SESSE2E4 





a re epee 262, 

Waterworks and other en RD Sctadaecak a= 118, 

Miscellaneous, including reimbursements to counties. ...... --- §8=—- "4, 
OTA «. capccacicneteciinnecnspalebinkthedbstbbdnapebencevdineae - 982,390,315 


EXPENDITURES. 


ee Oe ee SI ios os once + sew ncecentetegcocccs 
Educational purposes and public schools.-................--..... 
ee laid bed dne bapa denthnusee onilssewhinest aun © a 
Roads, sewers, ditches, and bridges-.._........................... 
Public buildings and sites, construction and purchase sepa- 

re cia h canine aaind sodhoede rer kebkenbecnasce 


Salaries separately reported, fees and commissions... ......... 
ae ap aidiniininncpnes bet biinen GhKEbddecegsiteseseds 
ING Kt cadlichkas cngecnsccecs mink a odie Sip aiaseie'g tines ined a wtineet se 


Judiciary, including county courts, inquests, and inquiries. ._. 
ei ta a cishdinead seen heeeegnandietdanhdnned 
Public buildings and sites, care and maintenance, including 


construction, not separately reported....................-..... 
et SNE ia ad biann nn cabu dens ccivlbuneuvtednoumiebeses 
ieee Pee on oie tek h ned Mabe hiia akin onien anes eitepeikic tine 
Naval establishment, except for new vessels................-... 
Penal and reformatory institutions .......................--.-... 
DURPLOVING MAFDOES GG PIVEFS... .. .. 2.025 ne cee n cence conn se scewe 
J” a ae gut edetmabthitinis Ciddknnp kins owes 
EI Ea 
Seen EE WHEE WONINOIIN, «oven ccmebcccvececes cosncacseccucse 
Ga ok Cin natbduedawbecwen cncbseksdensaise 
Postal service, excess Over revenue. ................-..---.200--0- 
Ee lin atin inne oucedu bhke satheeee snub twengasandstee 
oa animes wnmcabalinaineminedaithe on csiine 
ad ci nc ca ahe cui pana xcee had Guddebouys cakonne 
Miscellaneous ...... GkGhivnnnpbhintirsegnmel pup eapatbtiinbhadetoemes 
RI Rite o1. seneicnten vances Hamelaibaaoe outa Redes a i 





$146, 895, 671 
145, 583, 115 
82, 748, 423 


ro 989 14 
ia, «02, UL 


38, 890, 97 
$7, 552, 655 
35, 537, 611 
23, 934, 37 
23, 071, 07 
20, 304, 22: 


17, 950, 177 
16, 770, 80! 
16, 423, 8 
15, 174, 4 

12, 381, 425 
11, 737, 438 
11, 363, 78 
10, 485, &2 
6, 831, & 

6, 708, 047 


887, 293, 344 


I will now collate these Somes, so as to show the receipts and 
’ 


expenditures of the Federa 
ing thecensus year 1890, distributed by divisions. 
were as follows: 

United States Government, excluding postal revenues ......._. 
States, Territories, and District of Columbia_......... 


Counties, partly estimated............................ * 
Municipalities, partly estimated .................0..cccc ene ccccce 


The expenditures were as follows: 
United States Government, including postal service deficiencies 
—  ecpammers and District of Columbia, except for public 

Re nidiidihsaiind co mediicinnbuietantirwn ot omnia Rilet weiléin euieitsthi 
Counties, except for public schools, partly estimated__.......... 
Municipalities, except for public schools, partly estimated _... 
oe ines cnn sw haehaibeeninainaesiienediesabdeee 
i hanteiabineteccouncuishinedaniimpeinbegiincndos 








State, and local governments dur- 
Thereceipts 


$403, 00, 02 
116, 157, 63 
133, 525, 4 
329, 635, 20 


$318, 040, 
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1894. 
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I desire to call attention to the fact that the very largestitem 
of expenditure is for pensioning soldiers. I also desire to call 
the attention of my single-tax friends to the great amount of 
money that is now collected from real estate. The amount of 
taxes on real estate and eesoneny property was not separately 
reported to the Census Office, but the real estate was assessed at 
$18,956,556,675, and the personal property at $6,516,616 ,743; the 
total value would therefore be $25,473,173,418, showing that 
$329,742,400 is derived from a direct tax upon lands, etc. 


I will now present a very interesting table showing the re- | 
ceipts and expenditures of the Post-Office Department from 


June 30, 1865, to June 30, 1894. 


THE POSTAL SERVICE. 


It will be observed in the above table of Government ex- 
nditures that there is no column showing the expenditures 
or the postal service. This is accounted for from the fact that 
the receipts in that Department have very nearly met the ex- 
nditures, and the sma!l deficiency is included in the column 
eaded “miscellaneous.” For instance, theappropriation for the 
year ending June 30, 1894, was $84,004,314.22, and the revenues 
of the Department so nearly paid the expenses that they were 
only compelled to take from the Treasury $8,250,000. In order 


| along with this case very quickly. 





mittee which reported this bill; and I wish to say to the gentle- 
man that we examinej all these questions thoroughly; and that 
we report against possibly nine out of ten that come before us. 
We takea judicial view of them. There isnopartisanship in that 
committee, and when we report a case it is because we believe it 
to be proper to report. Weare satisfied with the evidence on 
which it is based, and for that reason feel that we can recom- 
mend it to the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Are you for this bill? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes; 1 certainly favor the 
charge of desertion being removed from this man’s record. 

Mr. HEPBURN. All of uson this side of the House are with 
the gentleman from Alabama on this question, and if he will 
attend to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JONES] we will get 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will say in reply to the gen- 
tleman that the gentleman from Virginia and our friends of the 
South, as I have shown, are better friends of the Federal sol- 
dier than gentlemen on the other side of the House. [Laughter.] 
They seek to give a pension to every soldier who deserves it; 
and in order to do this they sometimes feel it their duty to ob- 


| ject to pensions that it seems to them are simply proposed to 


to illustrate the wonderful growth of the postal service, I have | 
Ss a table showing the revenue and the expenditures for | 


year since the war, and also the amount which was taken | 


eac 
from the Treasury each year to meet the deficiency in the reve- 
nues. 

The first column of the table shows the total receipts or rev- 
enue of the Post-Ofiice Department from the year ending June 
30, 1865, to June 30, 1894. The second column gives the ex- 


penditures for those years, and the third column the amount | 


drawn from the Treasury to make upthedeficiency. The reason 
wh 
deficiency is that sometimes at the end of the year the money 
on hand exceeds unpaid liabilities, and sometimes the condition 
is the reverse. 

The table is as follows: . 


TABLE NO. 10.—eceipis and expenditures of the Post-Office Department from | 


June 30, 1865, to June 30, 1894. 


| 


Receipts froM fF x penditures. 


Year ending June 30— business. | 
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I desire to call attention to the marvelous and gratifying 
growth of the postal service. It is pleasing to observe that, 
notwithstanding the reduction in the postal charges, the con- 
stantly increasing facilities, the rapid and frequent mails, the 
free delivery and other conveniences, involving immense ex- 
pendltures, increasing as they have from $15,332,079 in 1866 to 
the cnormous sum of $84,212,057 in 1894, the receipts have kept 
peee with the disbursements, and the percentage of deficiency 

much less now than it was a quarter of a century ago. 

Now, with the permission of the House to print these tables, 
I will yield the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
to print the tables and documents to which he has referred as 
an addition to his remarks. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman have any objection to 
say now, since he has made his speech, which side of this ques- 
tion he ison? [Laughter.] 


Mr. WHE Roof Alabama. Iama member of that com- 


pay for political partisanship. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does the gentleman mean to intimate that 
this is one of those cases? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I do not intimate it at all, sir. 
I certainly have made no such intimation in my speech. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Do you think it is? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I cannot say what the purpose 
was in introducing this bill, but I do know that the evidence in 
this case shows that the beneficiary is not a deserter. 

Mr. BRYAN. [hope our friends on the other side will not 


| delay action on this bill. 


this third column differs in some instances from the actual | 





The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Alabama to ask unanimous consent to extend his remarks 
in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to 
occupy much of the time of the committee, yet I desire to offer 
a few general observations in reply to some of the statements 


| made by myfriend from Virginia [Mr. JONES], as well as some 
| of those of my friend from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 


Iam amember of the committee that reported this bill, as 
well as my friend from Alabama |[Mr. WHEELER], who has just 
delivered a carefully prepared set speech. I want to call at- 


| tention to this broad fact: That of all the reports made to this 
| House from the standing committees there is hardly one thatis 


questioned, its conclusions opposed, or a contest made over the 
evidence presented, except the reports from the Committee on 
Pensions, the Committee on Invalid Pensions, or those from the 
Committee on Military Affairs in favor of the removal of the 
charge of desertion. 

These committees are composed of as creditable and as well- 
informed men as those who compose the other standing commit- 
tees of the House. The object of the opposition of my friend 
from Virginia [Mr. JONES] and others is too evident to require 
further reference. 

Now, my friend from Alabama comes here with a carefully 
prepared speech for the purpose of informing the House and the 
country as to the action of the two great parties in appropri- 


| ating moneys for the payment of pensions, with the express pur- 


pose of extolling the generosity and fidelity of the Democratic 
party to the old soldiers. 

I have no doubt that my friend, competent as he is to judge, 
aware, as he doubtless is, of the bad effect upon the country of 
these fruitless efforts in every Friday night session to pass bills 
granting pensions to those who are deserving, has thought it 
necessary for him or some other conspicuous leader of the 
Democratic party to come before this House and explain why 

nsions are not granted in deserving cases, and to substitute 
instead of a frank explanation an ingeniously constructed speech 
to extol the record of the party with which he affiliates in 
making appropriations in the past. My friend commences his 
statement with the annual appropriations for pensions following 
the close of the war and continues them to the present year, a 
most valuable contribution, I admit. 

There were during the first decade after the war comparatively 
few pensionsgranted. They were increased in the second decade 
and quadrupled inthe thirddecade. Thepension list has stead- 
ily grown in the progress of yearssince the war: and the in- 
juries these men received in the prosecution of that war have 
aveened in arithmetical proportion. That party which my 
friend calls the party of extravagance is the party that placed 
on the statute books the laws under which were granted the 
pensions which have been paid, and it does seem to be a piece 
of extravagant generosity fora member of the Democratic party 
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to come into the House and claim special consideration for that 
party because it did not neglect the duty imposed upon it to ap- 
propriate the moneys to pay the pensions which had been granted 
uader laws enacted by the Republican party. 

The laws that the Republican party ——— upon the statute 
books granting to those who had suffered in defending the Union 
required large appropriations, and my friend, Gen. WHEELER, 
claims special credit for his party for appropriating money to 
defray the legitimate expenditures of the Government. 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, all appropriations for this purpose will 
be carefully considered and duly estimated for in the future. 
Whether we should go into a discussion of the war and the rea- 
sons which impelled those who inaugurated it to do so, [ will not 
stop to consider. 

I am sure there is no desire on my part to enter upon that dis- 
cussion although the necessity for the granting of these pen- 
sions is the direct outgrowth of that war. I will gladly come 
here and listen to him while he states the policy of his party in 
regard to the granting of pensions, and I will be glad to hear 
from him or other prominent leader of that party any ex- 
piaration they have to make for refusing to grant those meri- 
torious cases which do not come under the general law. 

Mr. Chairman, we have been in session nearly a year, and I 
qgoubt if we have sent to the Senate more than one sion case 
a week during all of that time. Who are responsidle for the 
failure to pass these bills? These committees have been ap- 
pointed by a Democratic Speaker. A majority of the members 
of the Invalid Pensious Committee, of the Pension Committee, 
and of the Committee on Mili Affairs, belong to the domi- 
nant y, yet when these c ttees favorably report bills to 
the House, men rise here on every Friday night to contest the 
judgment of the committee, dispute the evidence on which these 
reports are made and forget ae the day sessions of the week 
to call in question a single rom any other of the com- 
mittees that come before the for its action. 

The attention of the House has been called to this subject by 
the explanation of myfriend from Alabama. I wish to call your 
attention to the fact that an explanation has been made. There 
are — reasons why anexplanation should be given the coun- 
bath and I think we ought to give an ample opportunity to my 
friend from Alabama |Mr. WHEELER], or any other gentleman 
who comes here for that purpose. It will be useful to that party, 
and may possibly contribute to its success, to explain why it is 
that one or two gentlemen, members in good standing the 
Democratic party, are permitted to block the consideration of 
all pension tion in this House. 

y friend from Alabama, Iam glad to say, does not take that 
jon, and I am glad to say also that few of his associates 
o. It defeats all legislation, when a quorum is not- nt, 
for a single man to stand up in o tion to the co tion 
ef a bill. I acquit almost all who come here from any such 
purpose, but if we have one or two or three who assume the 
responsibility of defeating bills by calling a quorum to save the 
Government the trifling expenditure nocessary to meet the pay- 
ment of ea pensions, they, and they who are a for 
their action, are the men who ought to be allo an oppor- 
tunity to explain. 

It isfor that reason and that reason only that I have thought 
fit in this manner, without preparation, to call the attention of 
the House to the underlying reason why my friend has brought 
into the House a mantle to cover their neglect to do the 
duty which the rules of the House have prescribed, and which 
each Congress has done without exception for thirty years; that 
is, to give in these Friday nightsessions consideration of pension 
cases not covered by any general law, and to remove charges of 
desertion which are not necessarily true cases of desertion, but 
to correct records by competent testimony to enable claimants 
to have their claims considered on their merits with a full 
knowledge of the facts. 

Mr. MONAGH Y. Will the gentleman allow me toask him a 


question! 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Certainly. 

Mr.McNAGNY. Do you think it good faith to charge agreat 
party with obstructive tactics set on foot by two or at most 
three individuals, when the bulk of the party is ready and will- 
ing to act in accordance with the sugestions the gentleman has 
made and with your sid 
measures? I say, do 
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Mr.McNAGNY. Will you pardon a further observation: 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Certainly, sir. 

Mr.McNAGNY. I think it will be found, Mr. Chairman, th»; 
the Democratic party, the great patriotic party which it is, ro. 
pudiates and condemns the obstructive tactics which havo } 
brought forward here night after night for almost a year upoy 
the subject of pensions [applause]; that that party is not in sym. 
pathy with them; that that party isin favor of granting jon 
sions to every Union soldier who needs them, and to his wii 
and to his orphaned children; that that party is in accord wit) 
the patriotic sentiment of the country which demands that tho 
es policy shall be carried forward until every soldier a: 
1is widow and his orphan children shall be dealt with by 
Government in a spirit of exact justice and right. 

And you will pardon me for saying that the Democratic par 
does not approve of these obstructive tactics; that the Demo 
cratic party repudiates them, and that it is wrong and unjust to 
charge that y with such tactics which are set onfoot by two 
or three individuals who in this connection do not speak for the 
Democratic party, who have no right to speak for it, who do 
not bind itand can not bind it, either in the great forum of 
public opinion, or on the floor of this House; and I for one de- 
nounce the charge as untrue that the Democratic party is in 
the attitude of opposing the granting of pensions in any just 


| and worthy case. Pardon me for having interrupted so long. 


[Applause. ] 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. In answer to my friend’s last in- 
terruption, I call attention to the fact that this night, for tho 
first time in a year, has a leading Democrat, a man of conspicu- 
ous ability and high character—who has shown it not only in 
this House, but elsewhere—come forward to make an explana- 
tion and tell the country that the Democratic party has excelled 
all others in the discharge of its duty to the sohaiecs. I simply, 
in further reply to my friend, call attention to the fact that one, 
two, or three persons in that party have been able to stand up 
session after session and thwart all its noble purposes, which 
my friend would hgve us understand exist, and which we grate- 
fully acknowledge. 

tofore party leaders have been silent, and now for the 
first time has an excuse been brought forward in the nature o! 
a shield and a cover for these obstructive acts which have con- 
tinued uncondemned until the closing days of the session. In 
view of these facts I do not feel it improper to say that I we! 
come the opportunity which my friend from bama [Mr 
WHEELER] has had of disclaiming his approval of the objectiy 
tactics and of offering the excuse which he has offered for the 
neglect of this Congress for a whole year to discharge the re- 
a which have been thrown upon it under the rule: 
the House and upon the committee which its Speaker has ap- 
me: It is well known where the responsibility rests for th 
ure of this House to consider pension bills. 

Mr. JONES. I desire to ask the gentleman from Alabama: 
question. So far as I know, the gentleman from Alabama is the 
only gentleman present who represents the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. He is the only one whom I have heard mention 
the fact of being a member of that committee. Now, do I un- 
derstand the gentleman to say, in speaking of this claim, tha‘ 
his committee eee examined these cases carefully, or do 
I understand to go further and to say he has personal!) 
examined this case carefully? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will state that every bill is 
bronght before a subcommittee, and then before the full com- 
mittee, and is read and examined by the full committee: and | 
regard the oe there made as being as careful as the 
investigation which chancellors devote to the cases that com: 
before them. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman has not answered my questi 
My question is whether he has made any personal examination 
of this case; not what the committee usually does, but whet! 
the gentleman himself has personally examined the testimony 
bearing this case? 

Mr. W LER of Alabama. I cannot say that! recall no: 
in the numerous cases that have been before the committe, 
hearing this case read, but I have read the report since, and | 
feel confident that every paper was critically examined. 

Mr. JONES. LI understood the gentleman to say that of tl: 
numerous bills introduced in this House and referred to his com: 
mittee, the committee reject nine out of ten of the billsas beinz 
without merit. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I think that isafairstatemc:'. 

Mr. JONES. I want to say to the gentleman that this repor! 
shows that this man, who claims to have been sick during the 
year that he was with being home asa deserter, did 10! 
make. tion to the Pension en which had juri> 
diction of this matter, until the of ber, 1886, over 
— years after the charge of desertion was made agails: 
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Mr. BRYAN. Is there any evidence that he knew that the 
charge was standing against him? 

Mr. JONES. There is this evidence. that he considered him- 
self a wounded and maimed soldier, and there is a statement 
made by @ gentleman on this floor that he is and has been, as the 


result of these wounds then received, absolutely in need of a pen- | 


gion. And I take it for granted that if he was absolutely in need 
of a pension; that if he was wounded at the battle of Murfreesboro, 
and suffered from these wounds all the time, and was unable to 
support himself, he would not have deferred for twenty-two 
years putting himself in a position to receive a pension. 


testify had disappeared or died and until he could only produce 
two witnesses who had barely heard him declare he had been 
wounded in battle. 

Mr. RAY. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman may. 

Mr. RAY. 
have been hundreds, and a I may truthfully say thou- 
sands, of Union soldiers who did not know that they were re- 
ported as deserters until ten, fifteen, or twenty years after the 
war closed. 

I have a case in mind which, if the gentleman will pardon me, 
I should like to call his attention to. A widow in my county 
applied for a pension on account of the death of her husband. 

She was married to him and he went into the Army a young 
man. She never heard of him after the second battle of Ma- 
nassas, and she sup d he was dead. She made an applica- 
tion for pension, and it was finally reported to her that she could 
not have it for the reason that her husband was a deserter. It 
appeared that he was so entered upon the roll. Now, on look- 
ing that caso up, evidence was produced, and there was no con- 
tradiction, that the soldier was left under a tree in the night at 
the close of the battle with a bullet through his body. That is 

the last that was ever heardof him. Thesoldier was borne upon 
the roll as a deserter. 

Now, what would you say about that, assuming all these facts 
to be true? You would say, of course, that it was an unjust 
charge; and I might go on with a dozen and even a score of 
cases of that kind. I simply speak of this to call your attention 
to the fact that this chargeof desertion was an easy one to make, 
where the sergeant, or the captain, or the colonel did not know 
that the soldier had been killed; and when he did not answer 
the roll call they would very probably enter him as a deserter, 
when, in pointof fact, he mightbe wounded or be sick somewhere 
in hospital. 

Mr. JONES. I would say in reply to what the gentleman 
from New York has said that the case he has cited is an ex- 
ceedingly exceptional one,in my opinion. I will say further 
in substantiation of that position, that there have been a num- 
ber of bills of this sort before the Committee of the Whole; 
anumber of reports have been read; and in nearly every one of 
those cases it has been urged in behalf of the applicant that 
when he deserted it was after the war had actually closed and 
there was no command to which he could report; and that if he 
deserted it was not until after the war was practically over; or 
that he did not know the charge was against him. 

Most of the cases that we have had under consideration were 
cases of that sort. This man deserted in the very flood tide of 
the war. He deserted when the war was at its very height. 
He deserted in April, 1864, and went back to the State of Massa- 
chusetts, and according to his own testimony he had recovered 
before the close of the war. The war had notended. The war 
had not ended on the 12th of May, 1865; and according to his 
own testimony he was not sick over twelve months. He did 
not, therefore, return to his command, if we can take his own 
statement, when he was able to do so. 

The affidavits are given twenty-two years after the desertion, 
one of them given nearly thirty years after the desertion. If 
this man was suffering from rheumatism or malaria, he could 
easily have furnished his commander or the War Department 
with an affidavit orcertificateof the fact. 1+ does notappear. 

The gentleman says that he never offered any excuse for his 
conduct, because he may not have known that this charge of de- 
sertion was against him. Upon that point I wish to say that 
every report that has been before us, where the facts justified 
such a statement, contained that statement. It is strange that 
it is omitted in this one if there was any testimony to justify it. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to-call the gentleman's attention 
to the statute. 

Mr. JONES. This report contains a little over twelve lines, 
and five and one-half of those lines are taken up with the state- 
ment of the bill and amendment, which prov that no pay, 
bounty, or emolument shall become due. There are y 
only six and one-half lines of this re ; and it is upon the 
statement contained in six and on lines that we are asked, 
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upon the testimony of this man—the deserter himself—t 
move the charge of desertion. I takeitthatif he had not known 
the charge of desertion was resting against him, in some amon; 
the many aflidavits he filed he would have stated that fact as 
some extenuation of hisdelinquency in making this application 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman urged the fact that this appli 
cation was not filed until September, 1886, as a circumstance 
against the claim. Now, is not that all explained away by the 
fact that the act under which this man made the application 
was not passed until May 17, 1886? Up to that date there was 
tary 
of War for the removal of the charge of desertion in these cases: 
and this soldier made his application within a few month 
the passage of the act. 

Mr. JONES. Does the gentleman refer to the application { 
the removal of the chargeof desertion, or to the application fo 


| a pension? 
Perhaps you are not aware of the fact that there | 


Mr. LACEY. The removal of the charge of desertion. 

Mr. JONES. Whatwas in the way of his making to Congress 
such an application as he now makes? Why has he neglected 
to make this application for nearly thirty years? 

Mr. LACEY. I donot know as to that; but he did matce his 
application to the War Department within a very few months 
after the act was passed. 

Now, let me call attention to a further fact. 
not rest on this man’s testimony alone. Dr. Paige swears that 
he treated him in April and May, 1864, and from that time until 
the close of the war, and that he was suffering from debility and 
malaria and malarial poisoning during all that time. So that in 
fact he never deserted at all. 

Mr. JONES. In reply to that, I will say that this doctor 
made two affidavits. The first affidavit covered only April and 
May of 1864; and the man’s furlough did not expire until May 
12, 1864, so that the whole of the treatment as set forth in the 
first affidavit may have been during the thirty days that he was 
on furlough. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
him again? 

Mr. JONES. Waita moment. Subsequently this doctor filed 
a supplemental or additional affidavit—nearly thirty years after 
the service was rendered—in which he says that he treated the 
man during the remainder of 1864 and 1865 for debility and 
malaria. But he nowhere states in his affidavit that the appli- 
cant was unable to return to his command on account of the dis- 
ease from which he was suffering. I infer from this omission 
that he went just as far as a regard for the truth would permit 
him to go. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman, in his anxiety to discredit 
the testimony of Dr. Paige, misquotes it. It is nowhere re- 
ported here that Dr. Paige said in his first affidavit that he 
treated this man in April and May; and the statement is that 
he treated the soldier in May and-at other times in 1854; and 
then in his second affidavit the doctor says that the soldi 
“was not able to leave his bed when his furlough expired, ani 
was sick for about a year, and could then get about only on 
crutches.” ‘This is the doctor's testimony. 

Let me correct the gentleman further with reference to his 
statement that this man had said that his diseased condition 
existed only until May 12, 1865. There is nothing of that kind 
in the affidavit. The gentleman misquotesit. Onthecontrary, 
he says that— 

About April, 1864, he obtaimed a furlough for thirty days, being u 
duty, and went home; that he became much worse and was under th 
ical treatment of one Dr. Paige; that he remained under Dr. Paige 
ment until his regiment was mustered out of service. 

Mr. JONES. Will the gentleman tell me where the language 
‘*he became much worse” is found in this report? 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is in this man’s testimony. 
quoted it. 

Mr. JONES. 


doe 5 


This case 


Will the gentleman allow me to correct 


[have just 


Will the gentleman show it to me? I do not 


see it. 
_ Mr. HEPBURN. I read it again: 


That he became much worse, and was under the medical treatment of one 
Dr. Paige. 

I do not wonder that the gentleman misquotes, if he is unable 
to read the printed language of the report. 

Mr. JONES. This is what the report says: 

That while there— 

At his home— 


he was taken sick, was treated by Dr. Paige, was not able to leave his bed 
when his furlough expired, and was sick about a year, and « then get 
about only on crutches. 

That is the man’s own testimony. 

Mr. LOUD. I ask that general debate be now closed. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Californiaasks unan- 
imousconsent that general debate be clossd. Is there objection? 
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Mr. JONES. I object. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I had not 
intended to say one single word in regard to the question at 
issue to-night. I did not come here with the intention of mak- 
ing a speech; but I can not sit down here quietly under the in- 
nuendoes and insinuations that have been thrown out by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. CURTIS] against possibly two or 
three members of the Democratic party, who he says have come 
here Friday night after Friday night and thrown themselves as 
obstructionists across the path of giving pensions, as he says, 
to deserving Union soldiers. 

Mr. Chairman, I deny it. I say, sir, that no member of the 
Democratic party, nor two, nor three, nor four, have done any 
such thing. I — that any member of the Democratic party 
has come here and opposed a single deserving pension that 
ought to have been uiven to a Union soldier. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, I do say that several of us—and I have helped to do it— 
have come here and interposed our objections against robbing 
the United States Treasury under the pretended head of pen- 
sioning deserters, coffee-coolers, bounty-jumpers, and men who 
really ought to have been shot before or since the war ended. 

I say I will not sit down here and be quiet under any such im- 
utations or any such insinuations. It is not true, and they 
ave not done it. And I want to say that I have not one single 

word to take back that I have uttered on this floor against pen- 
sioning any deserter, or any person who I thought was not en- 
titled toa pension. I stand by every word. And, Mr. Chair- 
man, I still say as long as God shall let me live and I can come 
here on Friday night, I shall not allow, if I can help it by fair 
and honorable means, a single pension to be granted to a man 
whom I believe was a deserter, and who skulked off like a cow- 
ard instead of facing the enemy like an honest, brave, patriotic 
soldier. 

| eay that it is unjust to try to cast this odium upon the Dem- 
ocratic party here or any portion of it. Over $150,000,000 
have been my voted by the Democratic Congress to pension 
Union soldiers for next the year; a more liberal appropriation 
= ever been granted by any nation upon the face of the 
earth. 

Ihave been here, Mr. ees single Friday nightsince 
I have been a member of this honorable body; and on every oc- 
casion, while I have not the figures at hand, there were nearly 
twice as many Democrats present as Republicans. Now, then, 
who is staying away to prevent a meee when we have twice 
as many Democrats here as Republicans onevery Friday night. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. You ought to have, when you 
have about 100 majority. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Where are the Repub- 
licans? Where is the gallant Mr. REED? Where isthe gallant 
Mr. BuRROWS? Where are they? Where are the Democrats? 
Where are all of the membersof this body, Democrats, Republi- 
cans, and Populists, whose duty itis to come here not only in the 
day but in the night to furnish a quorum; not only to pass pen- 
sion bills but other legislation. I say they will have to give up 
their suchre parties and entertainments and give up their claw- 
hammer coats and come here and give the Union soldiers their 
pensions, if oo just. 

I feel that it is sheer hypocrisy to stand up here and charge 
upon the Democratic party the onus of having denied pensions. 
Itisnotso. ltisnottrue. Where to-day are a number of Re- 
publicans and Democrats, and Populists, too. Numbersof them 
are in their districts building fences, when it is their sworn 
duty to be here in their seats. Numbers of them, when the 
have unfulfilled pledges, are at home making more pledges, an 
piling them up, instead of being here fulfilling pledges already 
made to their constituents by the score. 

The charge is right there, and not against those who come 
here every night and are willing to make a quorum. I have 
voted on every question since I have been a member, and I stand 
ready to make a quorum on either one side or the other; and if 
— emen on the Democratic side and gentlemen on the Repub- 

ican side will quit their hypocritical cant and nonsensical stuff 
and show their devotion to the soldier by coming here in suffi- 
cient numbers they can pass pension bills, for = can pension 
even the dog's if they wish, because a majority will always vote 
for pensions. But they do notcome. Let them come here and 
do their duty, and either “ put up or shut up.” 

Now, we are in a tremendous condition in this House, which 
reminds me of what I once heard a preacher say of one of his 
congregation. He said: ‘‘ Now, I want to preach to all good 
Christians a little while; and I want all of those who are not 

Christians to get out; and I will pause for them to get out.” 
otasingle man stirred. ‘‘Well,” he says, ‘‘I want to preach 
toall sinners; and all those who are good Christians and not sin- 
ners will please get up and go out.” Not a single soul moved. 
‘“*Well,” he says, ‘‘I want to preach to all those who are neither 
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sinners nor good Christians, but those who are lukewarm; al] 

those who pagers Christians and sinners will get out.” Nota 

soulstirred. The preacher was nonplussed. Then hegotupand 

said: ‘‘You are in a hell of a fix.” [Laughier.} 

. So it is with a number of us. Dozens of members are at 
ome—— 

A MEMBER. “Ina hell ofa fix.” [Greatlaughter onthe Re- 
publican side. } 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina (continuing), Making 
more promises. A number of my Republican friends are doing 
the same thing, and a number of wy Democratic friends and my 
Populist friends are doing the same thing. Here we are with- 
out a quorum on account of membersat home ‘‘fencing.” AndI 
think the people and our constituencies are like that preacher 
found his congregation, they are ‘‘in a hell of a fix.” [Re- 
newed laughter.] So, Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to have 
a call of the House and send out at once to the saloons all over 
the city and to the euchre parties and bring the soldier-lovers 
here and let us pension the soldiers or stop this hypocritical 
cant on these Friday night sessions or give up these meetings 
“a: [Applause. ] 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say one word in re- 
ny 

Mr. PICKLER. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think the rule says that a member shall 
not speak more than once. Now, the gentleman has spoken 
several times on this bill; and I make the point that he is out 
of order. He has spoken three, four, or five times. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I want to say in reply to what 
the gentleman from South Dakota has said, that only to-day a 
certain gentleman addressed the House a dozen times on the 
same proposition and that he is given to breaking daily the very 
rule he now would invoke against me. 

I understood the Chair to rule a few nights ago, when this 
rule was invoked, thatit never had been put in practice in the 
Committee of the Whole, and that the Chairman did not desire 
to do it, and would not do it on that occasion; and I hope the 
Chair will not now undertake to enforce a rule of that sort. I{ 
the Chair does, I for one will see that it is enforced on al! 
future occasions; I for one will see to it that the gentleman 
who has raised this pointagainst me does not address the House 
as many times in the future as he has in the past. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not make the same speech every time, 
as youdo. I say something different. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JONES. That isso, nodoubt, in the gentleman's own esti- 
mation. I presume there are some people on this floor, how- 
ever, who would not bear him out in this statement. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to speak for a few minutes on the 
——— before the House [cries of ‘* Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”], and I ask 
the Chair to rule upon the point raised. 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw the point. I hope the gentle- 
man will be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point is withdrawn. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, in reply to what my friend from 
New York [Mr. CURTIS] has said as to the attitude of some gen- 
tlemen on this side of the House who have seen proper to object 
to the passage of some of these bills, I want to say that I am one 
of those gentlemen who have indulged in the practice which the 
gentleman thinks the Democratic party would not like to be re- 
sponsible for, and on that point I wish to assure him that I do 
not ask the Democratic party or the Republican pe or any 
other party to be responsible for my action in the House o! 
Representatives. 

I shall always exercise my constitutional right to oupeee bad 
legislation, whether it comes in the shape of pension bills or in 
any other shape. A vicious pension bill has no more right to 
consideration than any other vicious measure, although some 
people draw a distinction. 

I want to say another thing: I have observed that the major- 
ity of the gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber, who 
come here and urge the passage of these claims, are gentlemen 
who have private bills on the Calendar that they are personally 
interested in getting through; and thatit is not because the bil! 
is specially meritorious—it is not because they are inspired by 
patriotic sentiments or motives that they come here. I have 
observed over and over again that when a gentleman on the 
other side of the Chamber who has been very diligent in his 
attendance has succeeded at last in getting his bill through, we 
do not see that gentleman very often afterward at night sessions. 

Now, I lave said more than once that there were twoor three 
classes of pension bills that [ was —— to; and this is one 0! 
them. The gentleman from New York seems to think that al! 
of these are meritorious claims. I call his attention to the fact 
that a claim came before this body witha unanimous report from 
the counmittee which sent it here; and when it was discussed ¢2 
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this floor there were only five men who were willing to walk 
through the tellers and say that they were in favor of the pas- 
sage of thatclaim. I want to say another thing, that the gen- 
tlemen who oppose these bills are not the only ‘‘ obstructionists ” 
on this floor. Ona Friday night two or three weeks ago there 
was a bill before this House, the patron of which stated that he 
desired only a fair and square vote, and if he got that he would 
never raise the question of the absence of a quorum and that 
nobody on his side had ever doneso. Here is his very language: 


Mr. Huu. And there is business on this Calendar that Iam anxious to get 
through; and 1 do not believe I am doing justice to my constituents in allow- 
ing it to be passed over night after night. The bill which I particularly 
refer to, I allowed to be passed over last Friday night because the point of 
“no quorum” was raised; but Iam tired of permitting one or two men to 
determine what bills shall go through and what shall not. 

Almost the language of my friend from New York. Then the 
gentleman from lowa goes on further to say: 


This Committee of the Whole ought to be able to determine what it will 
pass. If my bill were voted down in the Committee of the Whole, I would 
not raise the point of no quorum tosaveit. But it seems to me it is not 
fair toward those who have been attending practically every night session 
to have their bills passed overnight after night because the gentleman from 
Virginia or some gentleman from some other State happens to object. 

Again the same gentleman said in the course of that debate: 


It has kept its place on the Calendar now for several nights, and I am un- 
willing to consent to any further delay. 1 do not think that we ought to 
consent to let bills which have merit in them be laid aside night after night 
eimply because of the objection of one or two gentlemen. e have never 
raised the point of no quorum on this side, and it seems to me only justice 
to let the sense of the committee be taken upon the bill. 

Within half an hour after the gentleman from Iowa had given 
utterance to those sentiments, declaring that he would not raise 
the question of no quorum if his bill was defeated, and had said 
that the point had never been made by his side, there was a 
vote by tellers, and his bill was squarely defeated by a majority 
of 6, whereupon he immediately rose in his seat and said that he 
would not allow his bill to be defeated at so slimly attended a 
session. When the bill obtained a majority vote a week before, 
and the question of no quorum was raised by myself or some 
one else, and the gentleman thought our conduct reprehensible, 
there were only about 52 members present and voting. But 
when the bill was beaten upon a square vote, he raised the ques- 
tion of no quorum, although there were 70 present! 

And still gentlemen on this side are called ‘‘ obstructionists.” 
So long as you can railroad through a bill without a particle of 
merit, not supported by any legal testimony, it is all right even 
if there are only a dozen present; but the moment one of these 
bills is declared by this body to be without merit and is de- 
feated, the very gentleman who has said that he would not raise 
the point of no quorum raises it. 

Mr. WAUGH. Will the gentieman allow me a word of ex- 
planation? The point of no quorum as raised by the gentleman 
from lowa [Mr. HULL] was for the purpose of preventing a pen- 
sion bill from being defeated, not for the purpose of preventing 
the consideration of a pension bill. 

Mr. JONES. Yes, sir; exactly that. 

Mr. WAUGH. Had Mr. HULL not raised the question of a 
quorum the bill would have been defeated. That action saved 
the bill for further consideration. 

Mr. JONES. Of course 

Mr. WAUGH (continuing). 
legislation, but saved it. 

Mr. JONES. I understand exactly; that is the point I make. 
You seek to promote pension legislation by raising the point of 
noquorum. As long as you can add to the burdens of the tax- 
payers with only forty or fifty persons present and participating 
in pension legislation it is all right, but when those few can not 
be persuaded to favor a bill because of its utter lack of merit; 
because it is simply outrageous and indefensible, you think it all 
right to raise the quorum question. That is the gentleman’s 
idea of promoting pension legislation. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Let me ask the geutleman if he 
has thought of the fact that perhaps not one-tenth of the bills 
that pass Congress receive the majority vote of a quorum of the 
House in a regular session? 

Mr. JONES. I suppose that to be true if the gentleman in- 
cludes those bills which are taken up in the morning hour by 
unanimous consent. The mostof those, however, have probably 
been acted upon in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EVERETT. Oh, no; the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Not one-tenth of the bills passed 
se a majority of the votes of the House, counting a quorum 
present. 

Mr. JONES. In reply to that, I wish to say that whena gen- 
tleman secures recognition on the floor toask unanimous con- 
sent to pass a bill that has been favorably reported by a com- 
mittee or otherwise he has to go to the Speaker of the House 
and get his consent to receive recognition, and the Speaker 
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must know the character of the bill before he will recognize the 
gentleman to ask such consent. 

But here there is nothing of thatsort. We call the Calendar 
right along, and when there is a bill which it is supposed will 
elicit discussion and opposition, it is asked to be passed by, re- 
taining its place on the Calendar: and even this bill would have 
been passed over if the request of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions had not been objected to by the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill, who desired that it should be brought 
before the House, and in consequence of his action that we have 
been placed in this predicament. 

Mr.LOUD. Iam perfectly willing and have been all the time 
to have a vote on the bill on its merits, without all of this talk. 

Mr. JONES. I was simply desirous of replying to the g 
man from New York and the strictures he has made on certain 
members on this side of the House. I wish to say that |, for 
one, if I am one of those persons alluded to by him, am perfectly 
willing to take my full share of the responsibility for the defeat 
of these bills. Moreover, I have never opposed a bill without 
carefully examining it, so far as the report would allow me to 
do so, and I am willing that my action shall be judged by the 
country. The reports will show in every case I have opposed 
that it had no merit. I am willing that my conduct shall be 
judged by those ex parte reports. 

L want to say further, that afew nights ago, when I opposed 
the removal of the charge of desertion from a man who in my 
judgment was not entitled to such consideration, I was called 
out into the corridor after concluding my remarks, and « num- 
ber of wounded Union soldiers, men wkom I had never seen 
before, said to me that they merely sent for me to thank me for 
the stand I had taken against that class of pension legislation. 
One of them said that my course was approved by nine-tenths 
of the honest Union soldiers. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
@ question? 

Mr. JONES. I will. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. You have taken consider- 
able time in telling the House that there has been one objection 
on the other side by a gentleman who is now absent, and who 
can not reply, to the consideration of a bill by insisting upon a 
quorum. Have you also looked up the record of how many 
objections have been raised on that side to defeat all such levis- 
lation? 

Mr. JONES. I have not; buta great many more than one, | 
will say to the gentleman. 

I read from the RECORD simply because the gentleman from 
Iowa, in stating that he would not raise the question of a 
quorum, referred to the fact that I had done so repeated|ly, and 
that he did not propose to act as I had done. Yet when his 
bill was defeated he turned right around and raised that ques- 
tion, and said that he would not allow his bill to be defeated by 
such a slim House. I gave you his exact language. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And I presume the gentle- 
man from Iowa will make a proper answer when he returns to 
the city. But the point I wish to emphasize to the gentleman 
from Virginia is simply this: That where he found in a year's 
session one Republican who had made the point of no quorum 
for the purpose of preventing the defeat of what he believed to 
be proper legislation, the gentleman from Virginia and those 
who have been acting with him did make the point of no 
quorum, either by himself or his associates, not in one single 
case Only, but in many cases, showing that the purpose was one 
of obstruction. 

Mr. JONES. I will tell the gentleman why we so often raise 
the point of no quorum. Because usually the majority of those 
present at these night sessions are interested in clainis of inis 
character, and they vote for the claim of everybody else, no 
matter how unmeritorious, in order to secure votes for their 
own. Thatis why we are obliged to insist upon the presence of a 
quorum. Thatis why we have toresort to these proceedings. The 
gentlemen whocome here are generally interested in bills. [say 
to the gentlemen, moreover, that I have heard dozens of gen- 
tlemen upon this floor say that the only reason they did not ob- 
ject to bad bills was because the objection would be made to 
their bills, and I have had numbers of gentlemen come to me 
and ask me to object to the passage of a bill which they believed 
was without merit, simply because they could not afford to do 
it, since they had bills upon the Private Calendar, and they 
could not afford to incite opposition to themselves. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Iam very glad the gentle- 
man has made that statement, because by making thestatement 
he has contradicted the statement which he made a little while 
before, that he did not stand here to represent other men and 
the members of the Democratic party: but now he has proved 
conclusively by his own language, and by the assertions he has 
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made in regard to the requests that he said were made to him, 
that he does stand for the Democratic party. 

Mr. JONES. I deny that statement. I said that had been 
repeatedly requested to oppose bad bills. I have never yet said 
that I made an objection ht the suggestion of any human being, 
and I deny the gentleman's statement. I act on my individual 
judgment in every case. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Who are the men who have 
come to you and asked you to make objection? 

Mr. JONES. Union soldiershave come to me, men who shed 
their blood on the battlefield have come to me and asked me to 
oppose bills that they regarded as bad. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I wish to ask the Chair if this bill 
has not been discussed for two hours and if that is not the end 
of it, except to vote on it? 

The CHATRMAN, It does not seem to be the end of it, but 
the gentleman is correct in the statement that it has been dis- 
cussed for two hours. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I insist on the regular order, then. 

Mr. PICKLER. I should like toask the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia a question. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. [ask unanimous consent that de- 
bate be now closed. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MarR- 
TIN| aske unanimous consent that debate on this bill be now 
closed. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendment offered 
by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. I move that the bill be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

Mr. LOUD. I move that the bill be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question first recurs on the motion 
of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JONES] that the bill be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it lie on 
the table. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 4, noes 40. 

Accordingly, the motion of Mr. JONES was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the motion 
of the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] to lay aside the 
bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. ! 

Mr. JONES, Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 4. 

Mr. TALBERT ofSouthCarolina. Noquorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. TALBERT of South 
Carolinaand Mr. Loup. 
<a —— again divided, and the tellers reported—ayes 

9, noes 1. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the point of no quorum insisted upon? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. LOUD. Out of deference to gentlemen who have bills to 
pass, I will ask unanimous consent to withdraw the bill and that 
it retain its place upon the Calendar. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Iask unanimous consent that the 
call of None roll be dispensed with, and that the committee do 
now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MarR- 
TIN] asks unanimous consent that the call of the roll be dis- 
pensed with, and that the committee do now rise. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I object 
to that. I raise the point of order that that motion is out of 
order. I have made the nt of no quorum, and have not 
withdrawn it, and I insist that that is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. But this is a request for unanimous con- 
sent that the call of the roll be dis with, and that the 
committee rise. It can bedone by unanimousconsent. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. [ object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina ob- 
jects. The Clerk will call the roll. 


The roll was called, when the following-named members fai|e 


to respond: 


Abbott, 
Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Allien, 
Apsley, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Bailey, 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartlett, 


Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N. C. 
Bowers, Cal. 
Branch, 


Dinsmore, 
Dolliver, 
Donovan, 
poe, 
Iraper, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Oregon 
English, Cal. 
English, N. J. 
Enloe, 

pes, 
Erdman, 
Fielder, 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Forman, 
Funk, 
Funston, 


an, 
‘Gardner, 

ear, 
Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gillet, N. Y. 


Breckinridge, Ark. Gillett, Mass. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Goldzier, 


Brickner, 
Brown, 
Bundy, 
Buna, 


Chi Nortng. 
ckering, 
‘Childs, 
Olancy, 
Clarke, Ala. 


Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 


Cockran, 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen Hy 
Cogswell, 
Conn, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Tex. 


| Cooper” Wis 
Cornish F 


Covert, 
Crain, 
Crawford, 
Culberson, 
Cumunings, 
Dailzell, 


Denson, 
Dingley, 


Goodnight, 
Grady, 
Graham, 
Gresham, 
Grin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
a 

ager, 
olen: 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Harmer, 
Harris, 
Harier, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Ill. 
Henderson, Iowa 
Henderson, N. C. 
Hendrix, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 
Hines, 
Hitt, 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hopkins, fl. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 


Izlar, 
Johnson, Ind. 


Johnson, Ohio 
Kilgore, 
Lapham, 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Layton, 
Lefever, 
Lester, 
Linton, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Loudenslager, 
Lynch, 
oe, 
aguire, 
Maken, 
Mallory, 
Marsh, 
Marshall. 
Marvin, N. Y. 


McCreary, Ky. ; 


McDannold, 
McDearmon, 
McDowell, 
McGann, 
McLaurin, 
McMillin, 
Mercer, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Milliken, 
Money, 
Montgomery, 
Moon, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Neill, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Oates, 
Ogden, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 


Page, 

Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Payne, 
Paynter, 

Pence, 
Pendleton, Tex. 


Pendleton, W. Va. 


Rey burn, 


Richardson, Mich. 
Johnson, N. Dak. Richardson, Tenn. 


Ritchie, 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La 
Robinson, Pa 
Rusk, : 
Russell, Con: 
Russell, Ga 
Sayers, 
Schermerh< 
Scranton, 
Settle, 
Shaw, 

Shell, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 

Si 


pe, 
Smith, 
Snodgrass 
Somers, 
Sorg, 
Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, W. A. 
Stone, Ky. 
Storer, 
Strait, 
Straus, 


= 


et, 
Talbott, Md. 


Tawney, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Tayler, Tenn 
Thomas, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 
Updegraff, 
Van Voorhis, N.\ 
Van Voorhis, 0) 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Warner, 
Washington 
Weadock, 
Wells, 

Wever, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wheeler, Il. 
White, 
Whiting. 
Williams, Ill 
Williams, Miss 
‘Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash 
Wilson, W. Va 
Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Woodard, 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass 
Wright, Pa. 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise. 


The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BROOKSHIRE v- 


sumed the chair as ——— pro tempore. 


Mr. DOCKERY. 


sentees, to be entered upon the Journal. 


The SPEAKER 
Chairman of the 


ro tempore. 


The gentleman from Missour! 
mimittee of the Whole, reports that tha 


Speaker, the Committee of the Who! 
finding itself without a quorum, as required by the rule I caused 
the roll to be called, and herewith report the names of the a): 


committee finding itself without a quorum, he caused the roll 


be called, and now reports the names of the absentees to tle 
e names of the absentees will be entered upon t): 
Journal, Sixty-eight gentlemen have answered present—n0! ' 


House. 


quorum. 


Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, I offer theresolution which I send 10 


the desk. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I askthat the gentleman from Indiana |\!r 


Ho.LMAN] be excused, on account of sickness. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tem; 


cu if there be no objection. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 1 move that the House do now 2 


journ 


The motion was agreed to 


And accordingly (at 10 o'clock and 4 minutes p.m.) the House 


adjourned. 


pore. The Chair would alsostate ths 
the leman from Indiana [Mr. Conn] is sick, and will be ex 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 

laims: 

° A bill (H. R. 5972) for the relief of Cyrus Gault. 
239. 

A bill (S. 61) for the relief of Pearson C. Montgomery, of 
Memphis, Tenn. (Report No. 1240.) 

A resolution to refer to the Court of Claims the bill (H.R. 
2465) for the relief of Septimus Brown. (Report No.1241.) 

A resolution to refer to the Court of Claims the bills (H.R. 
748, 1343, 473, and 1611) for the relief of Nelson Delap, surviving 

artner of A. & N. Delap; W. A. Franklin, executor of J. B. 
‘ranklin; Abner D. Lewis; and T. S. Galloway, administrator 
of Martha A. Jones. (Report No. 1242.) 

A bill (H. R. 1201) for the relief of the Atlantic Works of Bos- 

ton, Mass. (Report No. 1245.) 


(Report No. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. MCLAURIN: A bill (H. R. 7707) to provide for a pub- 
lic building at Florence, S. C.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A resolution to appoint a select commit- 
tee of thirteen members, to whom shall be referred all proposed 
legislation in relation to differences between employers and em- 
ployés—to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOEN: A bill (H. R. 7708) granting a pension to Jacob 
Neibels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 7709) for the relief of the estate 
of Dr. J. M. Walker, deceased, late of Madison County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7710) for the reiief of B. J. Young, Hender- 
son County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois: A bill (H.R. 7711) for the 
relief of the heirs of Clifford Arrick, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H.R.7712) for the relief of Isaac 
Rowland, of Cookeville, Putnam County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Alsoa bill(H. R. 7713) for the reliefof Samuel Feagius, of Smith 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7714) forthe relief of John Smith, of New 
ao Smith County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7715) for the relief of George W. Smith, of | 


New Middleton, Smith County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7716) for the relief of John Bridges, New 


Middleton, Smith County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7717) for the relief of Mariah Dowell, widow 


of Ollie Dowell, deceased, of Smith County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 7718) to relieve Arthur Snyder 
aa the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 7719) for the relief of the 
estate of Mrs. C. M. Lock, deceased, late of Shelby County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 7720) to relieve Jonathan Con- 
Tc the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military 

rs. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 7721) to pension Synthia Ann 
Mason, widow of Austin Mason—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7722) to pension Martha Ann Mason, widow 
of Charles Mason—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 7723) forthe re- 
lief of David E. Haller, Company D, Third Regiment Guard 
Mount Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of West Virginia: A bill (H.R. 7724) for the 
relief of Hannah Watson, administratrix of James Watson, de- 
ceased, late of Jefferson County, W. Va.—to the Committee on 
War Ciaims. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of the president and 
faculty of Beloit College, Beloit, Wis., praying for enactment of 
legislation prohibiting introduction of lottery matter within 
national territory—to the’ Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of 200 citizens of Em- 
poria, Kans., in favor of the Kyle resolution-—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition to Congress of Joseph S. Howard, 
administrator of Samuel Howard, for stores and supplies and 
quartermaster claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of miners of Lordsburg, N. Mex., 
praying Congress that the law requiring $100 in labor to be per- 
formed annually on each mining claim be and remain inful! force 
and effect in the Territory of New Mexico—to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. MADDOX: Petition of 24 citizens of Walker and Ca- 
toosa Counties. Ga., praying that the boundaries of the Chicka- 
mauga National Park be determined—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of citizens of Philadelphia, 
against the taxing of beneficiary societies—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of 35 citizens of 
Youngsville, Warren County, Pa., in favor of admitting the 
publications of beneficiary and fraternal associations to the mail 
as second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 


SENATE, 
SATURDAY, July 14, 1892. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on motion of Mr. QUAY, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Attorney-General, inclosing an estimate of $255,000 for 
defraying the expenses incurred by marshalsin executing orders, 
warrants, and processes of United States courts, for the protec- 
tion of property in the hands of receivers of such courts, 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred. to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the lirst 
Auditor, submitting estimates for anappropriation for additional 
force in his office for the fiscal year 1895, amounting to $20,000, 
to dispose of the additional work which will be required of the 
office if that part of House bill No. 4864 providing for the col- 
lection of tax on incomes becomes a law; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills and joint resolution, received yesterda: 
from the House of Representatives, were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Rels- 


etc., 


"aay 


| tions: 


A bill (H. securities of John S. 
Bradford; 

A bill (H. R. 4734) to authorize the Secretary of State to ac- 
cept for the United States of America a painting by G. I’. 
Watts, Royal Academy, entitled ‘‘ Love and Life;” 

A bill(H. R. 5525) authorizing John E. Johnson and others to 
accept medals of honor and diplomas from the Government of 
Spain; 

A bill (H. R. 6424) to authorize Rear-Admiral Johr G. Walker 
and Surg. Gen. J. Rufus Tryon, of the United States Navy, to 
accept the decoration of the *‘ Busto del Libertador” of the third 
class from the President of Venezuela; 

A bill (H. R. 6468) to amend section 1674 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, relative to consular officers; 

A bill (H. R. 7475) authorizing Commander C. H. Davis, United 
States Navy, to accept a decoration from the King of Spain; 
and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 126) authorizing the President to 
appoint delegates to attend the meetings of the International 
Geodetic Association. 


Rt. 4209) for the relief of the 





a 
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YUMA INDIAN LANDS, 


‘The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1919) to 
ratify and confirm an agreement with the Yuma Indians in Cali- 
fornia, for the cession of their surplus lands, and for other pur- 

oses, 
. The amendmentsof the;House of Representatives were, on page 
3, to strike out section 5 and insert in lieu thereof: 


Seo. 5. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed 
to dispose, within a reasonable time, of the tract of land provided for in 
article 7 of the agreement, including the buildings thereon, being the tract 
of land known as Fort Yuma, together with sufficient land lying to the east- 
ward of said tract, to make one-half section of land, or $20 acres, to be used 
asa school farm and for educational, religious, and hospital purposes for said 
Yuma Indians, upon such terms as to him shall seem best for the care, edu- 
cation, and train of said Indians. 

In section 7 to strike out from the word “tribe,” in line 4, to the word 
“shall,” in line 5, and from the word ‘granted,’ in line 5, to the word 
“water,” in line 6, and add at the end of the section, “during the period of 
ten years, to be computed from the date when said irrigation company be- 
gins the delivery of water on said reservation;’’ so as to make the section 
read: 

‘Seo. 7. That the Secretary of the Interior shall have authority to, from 
time to time, fix the rate of water rents to be paid vy, the said Indians, and 
that each male adult Indian of the Yuma tribe shall be granted water for 1 
acre of the land which shall be allotted to him, if he utilizes the same in 
growing crops, free of ail rent charges during the period of ten years, to be 
computed from the date when said irrigation company begins the delivery 
of water on said reservation.” 

And at the end of the bill to add the following proviso: 

** Provided, That any Indians of the United States to whom land has been 
allotted shall be authorized to lease their lands for a period not exceeding 
five years, when deemed to their interest by the Secretary of the Interior, 
and under such rules and regulations as the Secretary shall prescribe.” 

Mr. ROACH, I movethatthe Senate nonconcur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives and ask for a conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
een the conferees on the ty of the;Senate; and Mr. JONES 
oO 


Arkansas, Mr. RoAcuH, and Mr. PLATT were appointed. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1590) to validate outstanding soldiers’ 
additional homestead certificates, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it with an amendment and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am directed by the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry to report an amendment intended to 
be proposed to the agricultural appropriation bill. The amend- 
ment proposes to are $1,000,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, for the extermination of the Russian cactus. 
I move that the amendment be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. QUAY. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2208) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Monongahela River at the foot of 
Main street, in the borough of Bellevernon, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, to report it with an amendment, and I ask unan- 
imous consent for its immediate consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, at the 
end of section 4, to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That the channel span of said bridge shall be in length not less 
than 350 feet in the clear, and shall be eleva at least 54 feet above the 
surface of the river at poolful!. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for athird reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2223) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Ocala, Fla., which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. CALL. Ocala is growing to bs a very important place. 
I ask the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to con- 
sider the bill immediately, as the necessities of the public serv- 
ice are very urgent there. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred e the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PASCO submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
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by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re. 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to bg 
rinted. 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment intended to be pro. 


posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered tg 
be printed. 


JUDGMENTS OF CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to report to the Senate 
under section 11, of the act of March 3, 1887, entitled, ‘‘An act to provide for 
the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States,” a) 
judgments rendered in the circuit and district courts of the’ United States 
against the United States not heretofore reported, which reduire an appro: 
priation for their payment. 


JUDGMENTS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution: which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to 
the Senate a list of all claims allowed by the several accounting officers of 
the Treasury Department under appropriations, the balances of which haye 
been exhausted or carried to the surplus fund under the provisions of se 
tion 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, since the allowance of those already trans. 
mitted to Congress during the present session; and also a list of judgments 
of the Court of Claims requiring an appropriation at the present session 
not already transmitted. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, yesterday morning I returned 
to this city from a three days’ absence to the seacoast, where | 
had been in company with my colleague in the House, the Hon. 
W. A. MCKEIGHAN, and my secretary, for a few hours of neces. 
sary rest from hard work, and discovered that during my ab- 
sence a report had been sent out in the papers that on Tuesda 
I was under the influence of intoxicating liquors and indecorous 
in my conduct. 

I did not read the report, nor did Iknow of its existence unti! 
I discovered it on my return to this city. I went to the seacoast 
for the purpose of taking a few hours of necessary rest, and to 
recuperate from the effects of the protracted summer session. | 
did not leave the city at a time when my presence was needed, 
nor have I been absent an hour for seven months, and my usually 
vigorous constitution was becoming somewhat impaired by close 
confinement to labor. I did not announce my intended absence, 
because I desired to be free from annoyances that would be apt 
to follow a public departure into a section of the country I had 
never before visited, and wherea Populist might be looked upon 
with some degree of curiosity. 

This report was put out in so many different forms that I will 
not encumber the RECORD by reading it. Personally I am in- 
different to it, for my short experience in public life has led me 
to believe that it is the policy of a portion of the press to mis- 
represent Senatorsand Representatives in Congress whose views 
they donot approve. It is due, however, to the Commonwealth 
which I have the honor to represent in part in this Chamber, 
and whose interests and honor are very sacred to me, that | 
should make this statement. If it concerned me alone and did 
not involve the interests and feelings of others, I should say 
nothing. 

The great political pre of which Iam a member will no! 
suffer in consequence of this assault on me, nor will I suffer from 
it; for its falsity will be understood by my friends, and as for my 
enemies, [am not concerned. I have not the power to chase 
down every idle rumor or false statement that can be set alloat 
and that travels with the rapidity of thought, to be followed by 
the truth at a snail’s pace. 

This is the first, and it is altogether likely to be the last, per- 
sonal statement I will ever make in this Chamber, not becaus 
false reports may not be set afloat about me in the future, but 
because my friends will understand their falsity without an) 
contradiction by me. It has not been concealed from me [or 
many months that certain representatives of the press intende: 
to misrepresent me and my position, and in one instance I have 
been given to understand very frankly that the reporter was 
carrying out strictly the wishes of his paper. 

If any man has the curiosity to know what I have been doing 
during my term of service in this body, he may turn to the Co»- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD for the past year and examine the bi!!s 
and resolutions I have introduced, some of which I have suc 
ceeded in having become laws. If he desires to know whether 
Iam attending to my business as a representative of a great 
State ought to do, he will find me either in the Senate during 
its sessions or at some committee room engaged in necessary 
labor. I devote my time, with slight interruptions, to hard wort. 

At the precise time this charge is said to have existed I was 
in my committee room in consultation with my colleague in the 
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House, Mr. MCKEIGHAN, and my secretary, Mr. Memminger, 
reparing a letter to be addressed to the Populist party in 
ebraska by my Populist colleagues of the House and myself. 
Mr. President, between legitimate journalism, which I re- 

gard as a very exalted occupation and with which I have some 
ractical acquaintance, and that kind of jackal journalism that 

Foals in falsehoods and fallacious stories for the purpose of in- 

juring men and measures and for the edification of idle and 

careless readers and scandal mongers, I recognize a very great 
and marked distinction. 

Among the young men in these galleries who report the dis- 
cussions of this body from day to day there is not one for whom 
Ido not entertain a kindly feeling, although their ideas and 
mine differ very widely on different questions; and they send 
out mpqmeesy t the world reports that are inexact, due in some 
measure, perhaps, to the hurry incident to the business, and 
that are positively injurious and misleading. 

No man 500 miles from Washington can, in my judgment, by 
reading the newspapers, obtain a strictly accurate account of 
what transpires in Congress. The only place where such a re- 
port can be found is in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

This report would have it understood by the public that there 
is personal ill-will existing between the senior Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] and myself, and I desire to stamp 
that statement as false so far as I am concerned, and add that 
while that Senator and myself, as well as other Senators, have 
had some very spirited and animated discussions over matters 

nding in this Chamber where we did not agree, such debates 

ave never left rankling in my breast the slightest personal ill- 
feeling for that gentleman or any other. And,expressing my 
views once for all with respect to this matter, I desire to say 
that no controversy or debate, however plain it may be, ever 
leaves in my breast feelings of ill-will toward the man who may 
antagonize my position. 

I am given myself to plain talking. My language is not 
courtly or indirect. I call things by their right names as nearly 


as I understand them, and I like to see others pursue the same 
course; but I have never at any time attempted touse any polit- 
ical maneuvering or to finesse or place anyone ina false light or 
cg notwithstanding I have on more than one occasion 


n the intended victim of such attempts. 

Mr. President, I wish to emphasize as strongly as it is possi- 
ble for me to do, that reports that there isanything like ill feel- 
ing on my part toward any individual Senator are absolutely 
without foundation, and in the interest of truth they ought not 
to bemade. I desire to emphasize the fact that while I do not 
court abuse, either a or political, I believe there is an or- 
ganized attempt to have misleading and untruthful reports sent 
out to the country about Senators and Representatives who are 
known as Populists, in the hope that under the lash of the press 
they can be restrained from doing their duty toward the coun- 
try as they understand it. I prefer abuse and misrepresenta- 
tion under such circumstances to desertion of duty. I believe, 
Mr. President, in that kindof warfare that is good natured, gen- 
tlemanly, and courteous, and which emanates from the brain 
and not from vicious motives. 

Mr. President, I shall discharge my duties in this Chamber to 
the best of my ability as longas | remain here. I will notsuffer 
any false reports or the fear of such reports to drive me from 
the plain path of duty. While I appreciate as highly as any 
man can that it is pleasing to have the friendship of all persons, 
yetif I am ever put to the test of choosing between my own 
self-respect and the respect of the public I shall not hesitate to 
choose the former. 

I do not speak with any ill-feeling toward the particular au- 
thor or authors of this report, and would not do them any in- 
justice by word or deed. 

I do not speak in anger, but I can not resist the temptation of 
saying that the individual, human only in semblance, who will 
assail and blacken character, reeking in slander and mendacity 
as a bug reeks in filth, and who hides himself in obscurity behind 
the strong protection of a powerful public press, is, in my judg- 
ment, a most deadly enemy to society. As compared to such a 
creature, if they could walk erect, the hyena and the graveyard 
ghoul would be gentlemen. He is only surpassed in natural de- 
ee, sharpened and quickened by practice, by that other 

icable creature who may inspire ng and who, like the 
Indian strangler, following the natural instincts of total cow- 
ardice, crouches and crawls in the grass, and, taking no risk 
of danger to himself, throws his well-aimed and deadly cord 
around his victim’s neck and destroys a precious human life. 


INVESTIGATIONS BY COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yesterday the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] offered a resolution rela to the 
Lower e Indians. I move to strike out all after the word 
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“Resolved.” in that resolution, and insert as a substitute what I 
send to the desk; and [ ask that the resolution lie over until 
both the Senator from South Dakota and I can be in the Sen- 
ate. I understand the Senator from South Dakota will not be 
here to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas to the resolution of the Senator from 
South Dakota will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed tostrike outall after the word 
** Resolved,” and insert: 

That the Committee on Indian Affairs be instructed, either by full com- 
mittee or such subcommittee or committees as may be appointed by the 
chairman thereof, with the full power of such committee to continue dur- 
ing the recess of Congress the investigations authorized by the resolutions 
of May 13, 1890, and February 27, 1891, with the authority and in the manner 
and to the extent provided in said resolutions, and in pursuance of such in- 
vestigations to visit the several Indian reservations, Indian schools sup- 

rted in whole orin part by the Government, and the five nations in the 
ndian Territory, or any reservation where, in the opinion of said commit 
tee, it may be necessary to extend their investigations. 

Second. That said committee or subcommittee shall have power to send 
for persons and papers, to administer oaths, and to examine witnesses un- 
der oath touching the matters which they are hereby empowered to investt- 
gate, and may hold their sessions during the recess of the Senate at such 
place or places as they may determine; and the necessary and proper ex- 
pense incurred in the execution of this order shall be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved by the chairman of said 
conimittee. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6080) 
granting a certain military reservation to Oklahoma City, 
Okla., to aid the public free schools thereof, and for other pur- 
poses; asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Mc- 
RAE, Mr. HARE, and Mr. MOON, managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the concurrent resolution of the Senate authorizing the Com- 
mittees on Enrolled Bills of the Senate and House of Represen- 
tatives to make a correction in the enrollment of the bill (H. R. 
352) to enable the people of Utah to form a constitution and 
State government, and to be admitted into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States. 


GRANT OF MILITARY RESERVATION TO OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6080) granting acertain military 
reservation to Oklahoma City, Okla., to aid the public free 
schools thereof, and for other purposes, and asking fora confer- 
ence thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments and agree to theconference ‘asked by the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. MAR- 
TIN, Mr. MCLAURIN, and Mr. PETTIGREW were appointed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF HENRY H. SIBLEY. 


Mr. DANIEL. Iask the Senate to consider at this time the 
bill (S. 914) for the relief of the legal representatives of Henry 
H. Sibley, deceased. 

Mr. PLATT. That bill will take hours in its discussion. 

Mr. DANIEL. Thenitmight aswell take them nowas at any 
other time, if we can get the bill up. It has passed the Senate 
once before, and probably the Senator may have voted for it. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not know whether I did or not. 

Mr. DANIEL. It lies in avery brief compass. 

Mr.COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from Virginia will yield 
until I can have the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill taken up and passed. As soon as we get the appro- 
priation bills in conference there will be ample time to take up 
other bills, whether they lead to discussion or not, and ample 
time to dis of them when taken up. 

Mr. DANIEL. I see, with the brief time remaining of the 
morning hour, I could hardly expect the attention to this bill 
which it deserves if there is any controversy about it. This is 
the second time this session I have tried to get the bill up. 

I will yield to the request of the Senator from Missouri, the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, as I think the 
bill he has in charge should be disposed of. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. bed 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask the Senator from Missouri if he will give 
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way to allow a bill of only one page which I have in charge to 
be considered and passed? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That may be doneafterawhile. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] gave notice yesterday that he 
intended to submitsome remarks this morning on the legislative 


bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. Very well. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whoie, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7097) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of ths Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There was a question ame | evening 
about the clerks of courts provided for on page 122. I[ call the 
attention of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], and Iask the 
Secretary to read the amendment adopted on e 122, line 23. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SmcreETARY. After the word “hire,” in line 23, on page 

22, insert: 

And their com 





on as provided by law under sections 2 and 9 of the 
act of March 3, 1891, establishing the circuit courts of appeal, and not ex- 
ceeding $600. 

Mr. ALLISON. The word “law” should be stricken out. It 
— read, “as provided by section 9 of the act of March 3, 
1891,” ete. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the word “law” be stricken out and 
also the word ‘‘two” after the word section. Now, let the 
amendment be read as it is proposed to be amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as proposed to be 
amended will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 122, line 23, after the word “hire,” 
it is proposed to insert: 

And their pensation as vided by section 9 of the act of March 
or establishing the circuit cone of appeals, and not exceeding $500. * 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask the consentof the chairman of the com- 
mittee to offerwhat I send to the desk, to come in as an amend- 
ment on 123, after line 11. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Illinois will be stated. 

; The SECRETARY. On page 123, after line 11, it is proposed to 
nsert: 

Provided, That the judge of the district court for the northern district of 
oo shall be authorized to appoint a clerk of such court at a salary of 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first amendment which was 
reserved yesterday, beginning at line 12, on page 25, and ex- 
tending to line 23, on page 26, will be stated. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Migsouri, in 
order to save time, whether the question had not better be first 
taken on striking out the last sections of the bill, because, if 
they are stricken out, the amendments in the earlier portions of 
the bill fall. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let them all be considered at once. 

Mr, SHERMAN. I intend to address a entirely to the 
eight or ten sections at the end of the bill. If those sections 
are retained in the bill,as amatter of course, the other amend- 
ments provided for in the earlier parts should be retained. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. Then let the sections in the 
latter part of the bill be taken up. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the Secre read, beginning 
with section 8, on page 126, to the end of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at section 3, on page 126. 

The nextamendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 126, line 25, after the word “Auditors,” to insert: 


And each deputy auditor, in addition to the duties now required to be per- 
formed by him, shall in the name of the Auditor, such letters and pa- 
pers as the Auditor may t. 

So as to make the clause read: 

Sro, 8. The Auditors of the Treasury shall hereafter be designated as fol- 
lows: The First Auditor as Auditor for the Treasury Department; the Sec- 
ond Auditor as Auditor for the W: ent; the Third Auditor as 
Auditor for the Interior 
the Navy Department; the 


rrespon ‘ 
addition to the duties now required to be rmed shall in 
the name of the Auditor, ouch letters and —— as the Auditor ay 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to the end of suction 21, 


on —— 141, 
r. COCKRELL. On 141, line 18, I move to strike out 
“July” and insert ‘‘ October.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the was resumed. The next amendment 
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of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 142, lino 1 
after the words “day of,” tostrikeout “July” and insert “Octo. 
ber;” so as to make the section read: 

Sxo. 24. The provisions of sections 3 to 23 inclusive of this act shall be ;, 
force on and r the Ist day of October, 1894. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 142, line 23, before tho 
word ‘‘ persons,” to insert “two,” and on page 143, line 3, afte, 
the word ‘‘Congress,” to insert, ‘‘notwithstanding section 176; 
of the Revised Statutes, or section 3 of the act of June 29, 1874. 
chapter 328, or of any other provisions of this act;’’ so as to 
make the section read: 

Sxo. 26. The joint commission of Congress, appointed under the act ap. 
proved March 3, 1898, is authorized to pay to the two persons designated by 
and on the joint approval of, the chairman of said commission, for cleric) 
services not ex: $2,500 per annum from March 3, 1893, until the con. 
clusion of the Fifty-third Congress, notwithstanding section 1765 of the ke 
vised Statutes, or section 3 of the act of June 20, 1874, chapter 328, or of any 
other provisions of this act. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to strike out all of the sections re. 
lating to this matter, commencing with section 3, on page 12", 
to the end of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Ohio will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all of the bill, commencing witl 
section 3, on page 126, to the end of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, it is asad commentary upou 
American legislation that a proposition which thoroughly 

and revolutionizes the accounting of the Treasury De- 
partment, and therefore the accounting of the whole Govern. 
ment of the United States, is now to be suddenly enacted into 
law, not by the act of either House, but by the attachment to 
the pending bill of provisions which could not have been, and 
are not now, well understood ineither House. These provisions, 
as I say, create an entire revolution in our financial system, ani 
et probably not twenty Senators will know that this question 
potas or care what disposition is made of it. 
he proposition is here in violation of the rules of both the 
House and the Senate. If this proposition were offered to-day 
as an amendment in the Senate it would be ruled out at onc 
by our rules as containing legislation, and the same would 
true in the House of Representatives, if objection were made 
there to the introduction of this subject-matter. 

Yet I consider it my duty, without much hope of success how- 
ever, to place upon the record of the Senate what, in my judg: 
ment, will be the consequences of this change in our financia. 
system. I wish first to call attention to the elemental princ- 
ples of our financial management. I find that all the laws I will 
need to read are old and well-established, commencing with the 
very foundation of the Government. 

Section 233 of the Revised Statutes provides that— 

There shall be at the seat of Government an Executive Department to \« 
known asthe Department of the Treasury, and a Secretary of the Treasury 
who shall be the head thereof. 

Section 236 provides that— 


Ali claims and demands whatever by the United States or against the: 
and all accounts whatever in which the United States are concerned, eit! 
= ee or as creditors, shall be settled and adjusted in the Departm: 
of the 


I find also this provision, which is in the act of the 2d of Se»: 
tember, 1789, the famous act framed by Hamilton: 

There shall be in the Department of the Treasury a First Comptroller ani 
a Second Comptvoller, each of whom shall be appointed by the President 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and shali be entitled tos 
salary of $5,000 a year. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Did I understand the Senator from Ohio 
to say that that is the act of September 2, 1789? 
Mr. SHERMAN. It is so stated here in the marginal note: 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is oa a mistake. When the Tr 
ury Department was or, there was an Auditor, o Com)- 
troller, a Treasurer, and a Register only. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Theofficeof First Comptroller was undo.) 

ly provided for in the act of the 2d of September, 1789. 
ow, the next section specifies the duties of the Comptroiic’. 
There was but one Comptroller in the beginning. Now there 


are three. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Two. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Icalilthe Commissioner of Customs a Comp: 
troller. He has always been regarded as a Comptroller, ani is 


one. 
I wish to read now the dutiesof theComptrolleras established 
in these early times: 


It shall be the duty of the First Comptroller: 
First. To examine all accounts settled by the First Auditor, excapt thos? 
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In the original act, as a matter of course, these duties were 
confined to one Comptroller and the other Comptrollers were 
added toitatalater period. I may mention that hereafter. 

d. To superintend the adjustment and preservation of the public ac- 
counts subject to his revision. 

Third. To countersign all warrants drawn by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, Which shall be warranted by law. 


fourth. To superintend the recovery of all debts certified by him to bedue | 


to the United States, and for that purpose to direct all such suits and legal 
roceedings, and to take such measures as may be authorized by law, and 
ae adapted to enforce prompt payment thereof. 

Those are the broad, comprehensive duties of the Comptroller, 
and they stand and have stood as the law since the 2d of Sep- 
tember, 1789, although in that period of time, by the acts of 1817 
and 1849, two Comptrollers were added to the number. Their 
powers were not changed, however. 

In defining the duties of the Second Comptroller, the act of 
the 3d of March, 1817, provides that— 

It shall be the duty of the Second Comptroller: 

Tirst. ‘To examine all accounts settled by the Second, Third, and Fourth 
Auditors, and certify the balances arising thereon to the Secretary of the 
Department in which the expenditure has been incurred. 

Second. To countersign all warrants drawn by the Secretaries of War and 
of the Navy, which shall be warranted by law. [See § 3673. 

Third. “he report to the Secretaries of War and of the Navy the official 
forms to be issned in the different offices for disbursing the public money in 
those Departments, and the manner and form of keeping and stating the 
accounts of the persons —— therein. 

Fourth. To superintend the preservation of the public accounts subject 
to his revision. 

Similar powers were conferred upon an officer called the Com- 
missioner of Customs, and which related only to the collection 
of revenue and the disbursement of the expenses of the collec- 
tion of the revenue. The Auditors were provided for at the 
same time and by the same law. I think there was but one in 
the beginning, and there are now six. Section 276 provides 
that— 

There shall be connected with the Department of the Treasury six auditors 
of accounts, who shall be appointed by the President, — With the advice 
and consent of the Senate, and shall be known as the Iirst, Second, Third, 
Fourth, Fifth, and Sixth Auditors, respectively. * * * 

Suc. 277. The duties of the Auditors shall be as follows: 

First. The First Auditor shall receive and examine all accounts accruing 
in the Treasury Department, all accounts relating to the receipts from cus- 
toms, including accounts of collectors and other officers of the customs, all 
accounts accruing on account of salaries in the Patent Office— 

Then it defines a great number of accounts— 
and, after examination— 

Here is the point I want to come to— 


and, after examination of such accounts relating to the receipts from cus- 
toms, including the accounts of collectors and other officers of the customs, 
he shall certify the balances and transmit the same, with the vouchers and 
certificates, to the Commissioner of Customs for his decision thereon, and 
he shall certify the balances of all other accounts, and transmit the same, 
in like manner, to the First Comptroller for his decision thereon. 


These are the fundamental laws which provide for the mode 
of accounting in the Treasury Department. There are two sets 
of officers. very account or claim made against the Govern- 
ment of the United States until this hour has to pass under the 
supervision of one Auditor and one Comptroller, the Comptroller 
being the judge not only as to the legality of the claim against 
the United States, butas tothe amount due. That has been the 
law ever since the foundation of the Government and in the 
Revolutionary period for ten years before the Government was 
founded. 

Now, it is proposed by this bill to abolish all the Comptrol- 
lers in the Treasury except one. I will read the first clause of 
section 4, of the bill: 

The offices of Commissioner of Customs, Deputy Commissioner of Cus- 
toms, Second Comptroller, Deputy Second Comptroller, and Deputy First 
Comptroller of the Treasury are abolished, and the First Comptroller of the 
Treasury shall hereafter be known as Comptroller of the Treasury. 

It goes on and provides for his duties, excluding him from any 

rticipation in accounting, except in case of an ap Then 

t transfers to the Auditors, who are dividedamong the differ- 
ent Departments, as I shall show, all the powers of the Comp- 
troller in addition to the powers they now exercise by the law. 

Heretofore all claims and as weil the accounts of disbursing 
officers go to the Auditor. He examines the amount, the state- 
ment of the case, and presents it. According tothe natural idea 
of an auditor, an examiner, he is a man who states the case or 
makes out the figure. It is then sent to the Comptroller, and is 
there sed m finally. But this pr d act takes away 
entirely from the Comptroller all poe in the case except in the 
case of a limited appeal, which I shall refer to hereafter, and 
confines the examination of the accounts to a single officer; and 
that is a revolutionary proceeding in my judgment. 

Now, let us reflect on this p d for a moment. 
— kind of aclaim may be made to the Auditor. It may be 
well or illfounded. It may be fraudulent or fair. It goes into 
the hands first of the Auditor, then to some clerk, and finally 
Probably reaches down to a second or third class clerk. The 
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| gravest claims against the Government and claims for the Gov- 


ernment are proposed to be referred to these officers, without 


| any supervision whatever, except that supervision or possible 


supervision which I shall mention hereafter; and if the account 
is certified by the Auditor, without the aid of the Comptroller, 
it is then certified—where? 

First, The Auditor for the Treasury Departmont shall receive and ox- 
amine all accounts of salaries and incidental expenses of the office of tho 
Secretary of the Treasury and all bureaus and ollices under his direction, 
all accounts relating to the customs service, public debt, internal revenue, 
Treasurer and assistant treasurers, mints and assay cfiices, Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing— 


And naming some others— 


and to all other business within the jurisdiction of the Department of the 
Treasury, and certify the balances arising thereon to the division of book 
keeping and warrants. 

Now, what is that division? It is under one of the clerks of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, appointed by him, controlled by 
him, and removable at his pleasure. He is an oflicer at the head 
of a division. Itis called a division in the Secretary's office. 
His functions heretofore have been to make out statements, es- 
timates for appropriations, expenses, and the like. It is a very 
important position, it is true, but a position having no responsi- 
bility in connection with the collection of debts or the payment 
of ciaims. 

The balances are certified to him for what? Fora warrant 
upon the Treasury. The Secretary of the Treasury has no more 

wer over this matter than you, sir, as President of the Senate. 

e has no power whatever. It was intended by our financial 
law that while the Secretary is the head of the Department and 
may control the movements of others and direct their conduct 
so far as he lawfully can, yet he has neither the power to receive 
money nor to paymoney. The Secretary of the Treasury would 
be the last man to get any money out of the Treasury of the 
United States. He could not by any possibility touch or handle 
money, because it is left entirely to the accounting officers, and 
those accounting officers are independent men. They are lead- 
ing men in the country. 

The Comptrollers who have filled that great office since the 
foundation of the Government have been equal in ability and 
power to and better lawyers than the great body of the Secre- 
taries of the Treasury who have held office there. I refer to 
such men as Whittlesey, who is known to you, sir, by reputation; 
such men as Mr. Lawrence and Mr. Tayler, men of the highest 
ability, who have held that ition. 

Mr.CULLOM. And Mr. Matthews. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Matthews was a very good officer, but 
not equal to some others. Mr. Whittlesey was understood to be 
the one of chief merit, and Mr. Whittlesey upheld his position 
openly, I think, if I am not mistaken, to Mr. Jefferson Davis, at 
any rate to some prominent Cabinet officer. He overruled the 
requisition of the Secretary of War. Complaint was made, and 
Mr. Whittlesey said that was within his function, and it was 
beyond the oo of the Secretary of War or anybody else. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, [ hardly feel 
satisfied with the remark he made to the effect that the gentle 
man to whom I referred was not equal to some of the others. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know him so well. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ithoughtso. That gentleman wasfor along 
time a circuit judge in our State. He is averyable lawyer, and 
he would probably have been a candidate for supreme judge 
this year if he had consented to accept the nomination. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave no doubt the gentleman deserves 
all the Senator says ofhim. I happen to know the others from 
the olden times, especially Mr. Whittlesey, who was one of the 
greatest men this country produced. He was a long time a 
member of the House of Representatives, and was then trans- 
ferred to this position, which he held through several Adminis- 
trations under different parties. 

Now, as to the question of transferring the whole accounta- 
bility of the Treasury Department from two men who are con- 
stantly looking out for each other to a single division or toa 
clerk in a division in the Secretary's office, it seems to me it is 
one of those things that when proposed should be rejected from 
the beginning. Themerequestionof aslightsaving of expense 
(although I do not think there will be any)or the mere question 
of convenience ought not to be considered for a moment. 

There have been some objections urged, I feel bound to state, 
that the position taken by the Commission appointed by Con- 
gress to examine into this matter has been well sustained by 
able arguments from the members of the Commission, and es- 
pecially from their experts, but it seems to me that every one of 
the points made by those gentlemen could be easily answered. 
In the first place, the experts upon whom our friends have re- 
lied are, I understand, railroad men, accustomed no doubt to 
large transactions in dealing with railroad accounts. They are 
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not men familiar with the Treasury of the United States. They 
are not men who have ever held positions there. They are not 
men familiar with the peculiar organization of that most com- 
plicated machinery, the Treasury Department. They look at 
it simply as they would look upon the accounts of a corpora- 
tion, but it is far beyond that. 

Therefore, when it is said that a single individual might be 
trusted to pass upon the accounts of a corporation it does not 
follow that greater care should not be taken when we are deal- 
fy Ay ny the great affairs of the Government, with a revenue of 
$400,000,000. Sir, the vast machinery that we have under con- 
trol, the collection and disbursement of more than $400,000,000, 
is one of those huge things that require all the care, all the 
guards that can surround it. To compareitwith a railroad cor- 
poration, however great may be its transactions, or to suppose 
that the same machinery necessary to protecta lot of stockhold- 
ers should be applied to the machinery of the United States is 
very faulty. 

The idea, therefore, of breaking down asingle one of the bar- 
riers which guard and protect the property of the United States 
ought to be considered with the gravest care. So happy and so 
successful have been the financial operations of the Government 
of the United States that from the beginning until this time 
there has been very little loss. So far as I know now, no loss 
worth naming has been caused by the neglect of the officers of 
the Government, either Auditors or Comptrollers. This is ow- 
ing to the very fact that these duties are divided and one is un- 
der the watch and eye of the other, and that aay error or mis- 
take made in the Auditor’s Office when sent to the Comptroller 
would be therecorrected by a different set of clerks, with whom 
they have no communication and of whose acts they could have 
no knowledge. 

Therefore it is that scarcely any losseshaveoccurred. Hardly 
one mill in a million has been lost through any want of honesty 
among the officers of the Government or any defects in the ma- 
chinery of the Government. So when it is proposed to change 
all this, having been compelled at one time to assume important 
duties in that Department, I feel that any change whatever pro- 
posed to be made in existing conditions except to strengthen 
them ought to be met with prompt and determined resistance. 

I can conceive the force, I admit, of some of the points made 
by Senators who have had this matterin charge. I believe that 
there ought to be but one Comptroller, and that he ought to 
have under him three or four very able men who are assistants 
with a large and liberal pay—men of high character, great law- 
yers. These Comptrollers have to pass upon questions of law, 
sometimes extremely difficult. [ can say that the duties of a 
Comptroller if properly performed are equally as important as 
the duties of the Chief Justice of the United States. 

Mr. PLATT. Or the Attorney-General. 

Mr.SHERMAN. They are more important. We could get 
along very well with a comparatively weak Attorney-General, 
but we could not get along well with an imcompetent Comp- 
troller of the Treasury. Butif you take from him all the essen- 
tial powers of his office and the power to supervise the Auditor, 
80 that the statements of the Auditors are to be taken as true 
and valid without further examination, there is the end. All 
that the Comptroller could then do would be to pass upon such 
legal questions as are brought before him, butnow he not only 
passes upon legal questions but he supervises through his agents 
and employés all the matters of account. Every addition is 
made in that office, and it is a check upon the other office. 

Mr. President, the nature and character of the questions 
which are brought before this officer I think make him far more 
important than the Secretary of the Treasury. The office of 
Secretary of the Treasury will almost run itself, because there 
is an experienced body of men in the clerical force around him. 
His signature is all that is wanted ae in the great variety 
of business there, but the Comptroller has mental work to per- 
formevery day. He has the combined duty of an arithmetician 
and a judge. He passes upon legal principles and upon sums of 
arithmetic. 

Therefore, I say it isa grave mistake for the Government of 
the United States to change the system without fuller delibera- 
tion than has been had. Think of itnow. This proposition 
here has never been readin the Senate until to-day. It was 
never read in the Senate until it was offered and put on the bill 
nem. con. in order to get rid of it. It is here in violation of our 
rules. I will state what I think our friends ought to do on both 
sides of the Chamber, because there has been no party feeling 
in this matter, as is shown by the debate that has taken place 
in the other House and the various speeches made there. I 
have read myself, among the rest, one from a member from 
Missouri, another froma member from Maine. Then there were 





others on the other side of the question. All have been tem- 
perate and kindly. There is no necessity to hurry this matter. 
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Besides, if the law is enacted it can not go into effect immo. 
diately. I have a letter here from a leading officer of th, 
Treasury Department saying that it would require at least , 
year to make the necessary preparations and set the system jp 
motionexactly. New sets of forms and new modes of accounts 
will be necessary. 

There is another feature of the provision that I dislike yep, 
much, and that is that they have designated the Auditors ac. 
cording to the Department whose accounts they are to act upon, 
That is, the accounts from the War Department go to tho Ay. 
ditor for the War Department; and for every other Departmen: 
there is an Auditor, except the State Department. A numbe; 
of other divisions and employments are grouped together, }y; 
as arule thereis an Auditor for the War Department, an Auditoy 
for the Interior Department, and so on. 

It was the intention of the framework of the Departments 
that the heads of Departments should have no power or contro] 
over the Treasury Department. The Treasury Department a: 
least was to be absolutely independent. I think it is a very 
faulty division of the powers and distributions of the various 
Auditors to say that one is for the Army and one is for the Navy, 
How long willit be bafore the Army Auditor will feel that le 
belongs to the Army and feel disposed to be generous anid lib. 
eral to the men of the Army? The Auditors then, instead of 
being servants of the Treasury Department, will become tho 
servants of the heads of the different Departments after which 
they are named. That was the trouble with theSixth Auditor 
He was attached to the Post-Office Department, and he camet 
believe that he was independent of the Treasury Departmen: 
Finally he was curtly informed that he was still an officer of the: 
Treasury Department. Even now the tendency is to transfer 
the whole accounting of the Post-Office Department, amounting 
to seventy odd million dollars a year, to the Postmaster-Genera! 

These Departments naturally try to build themselves up on 
upon the ground of another. ‘Therefore nearly all of them hay: 
established around the head of the Department what is callei 
an administrative cabinet. That is the tendency, and that 
tendency ought to be broken up. The old practice was by lay 
to distribute the various kinds of accounts among the differen: 
officers, and the Third, Fourth, and Fifth Auditors had to pas: 
upon accounts that belong to different Departments, so tha: 
there could be no favoritism, no power to influence the Auditor 
but if you place an auditor in charge of a particular class 0! 
accounts, say naval accounts, he will soon become attached | 
the Navy. The natural effect of association in passing upon 
such accounts would have its influence with him, especially 
when his accounts are not to be passed upon by any other ofticer, 
A double examination in the accounts of the Treasury Depa": 
ment is essential, and without it no provision ought to be mad: 

As I said, I would bein favor of having only one Comptroller 
but [ would give him strong assistance, so that he might pas 
the second time upon all the accounts that go through the di!: 
ferent Auditors. I would so divide up these accounts that n 
ane could tell exactly what account would come to him. I sup: 
pose it would be within the re of the Secretary of the Trea: 
ury todo that. But now it is proposed to be defined by laws 
that it can not be changed. 

Ihave here now some impartial reports that were made }) 
men not in office or not seeking office. I have three or fou 
letters or statements made by gentlemen who in the past we: 
leading officers of the Treasury Department. Some of then 
live here now, but they have not been in the Treasury Depart 
ment for some years. I have no doubt most of the Senator: 
have had their attention called to the statement of Mr. J. R. Gar 
rison, late Deputy First Comptroller of the Treasury. He was 
a very worthy, excellent officer, as I have always understoo:. 
He was for a long time in office in the Treasury Department, 
and went gradually up until he became one of the leading o!!- 
cers there. He says: 

The bills above referred to— 

Speaking of the bills which were then pending— 
provide for abolishing the office of Second Comptroller of the Treasury, 
taking away from the First Comptroller his power and authority to mai’ 
detailed examination and final settlement of accounts and claims in h 
fice. Six auditors provided for are invested with exclusive power an 
thority to finally examine and certify all accounts and claims in which th 
Uni States are concerned, subject to appeal, under conditions speciti¢ 
to the First Comptroller, who is to be known asthe Comptroller of th 
Treasury. Accounts are no longer to be certified to the Register of th? 


Treasury, but to a division in the office of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
be known as the division of bookkeeping and warrants. 


Another feature of this proposition is, that when the accoun’s 
are passed by the ‘Asditer ‘oo still retains possession of them ane 
they are in his custody, while under existing law they are tran® 
ferred to the Register; the idea being that the Auditor should 
examine and pass the accounts, and they would go to the Comp 
troller, and then in due course they would come back to the 
Register, where they would be registered and account kept! 









Nel Oe SaaS 


ey 


5 ia sc AMMAR es a 





\ 





Pa 
F 
ES 
> 
EZ 


sa veetne tem 62 


1894. 


«hem, and they would be cared for. But all that it is proposed 
to change. The Register’s office is to be practically abolished, 
except so far as certain matters named in the bill. 


The files of accounts are no longer to be kept by the Register (who has 
peen the custodian of the accounts of civil expenditures since the founda- 
tion of the Government), but the respective Auditors are to keep the files of 
theaccounts subject to their jurisdiction. 

The respective jurisdiction of the six Auditors of the Treasury (except- 
ing that of the Auditor for the Post-Office Department) is very materially 

ified. 

ae oraer to clearly comprehend the effect and scope of the proposed legis- 
lation the two bills referred to must be considered in connection with Sen- 
ate bill No. 1738 and House bill No. 5759, which are identical, both introduced 
March 6, 1894, and provide for abolishing the office of Commissioner of Cus- 
toms and concentrating in the First Auditor the sole and final authority as 
to examining and certifying customs accounts and all other accounts sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction of the Commissioner of Customs, with the right of 
appeal to the First Comptroller under specified conditions. 

ight here it must be observed that this last-named bill, in section 3, pro- 
vides that the First Auditor shall certify to the Register of the Treasury the 
accounts now subject, under existing law, to the jurisdiction of the Com- 
missioner of Customs, and this bill (H. R.5750) was passed by the House 
March 8, 1894. hoe 

But by the bill introduced March 29, 1894— 


A few days afterwards— 


above referred to (Senate No. 1831, identical with H. R. No. 6478), in section 
5, it is provided that the First Auditor shall have sole and final jurisdiction 
with respect to the same class of accounts—those now subject to the juris- 
diction of the Commissioner of Customs—but shall certify said accounts to 
the division of bookkeeping and warrants. 

That isan office in the Secretary’s office proper. He discusses 
one or twoother points. It has been said that this will expedite 
business; that it will especially hasten forward action upon the 
cases of disbursing officers. Here is his reply to that: 

How far will the proposed changes expedite the public business? The 
question has been considered as if the delays so much complained of occur 
only in the offices of the Comptrollers and the Commissioner of Customs, 
and it is assumed that if these offices are abolished all the public business 
will be keptup todate. Facts do not sustain any such line of argument. 
The delay in the Auditors’ offices have been quite as much as those in 
the offices of the Comptrollers and Commissioner, in all probability 
more, except in isolated cases where the Comptrollers and the Commis- 
sioner of Customs have necessarily held up accounts and claims pending in- 
vestigation of frauds or the production of necessary evidence. A full and 
fair investigation, not confined to a single Auditor or to any special class of 
accounts, will demonstrate the correctness of this statement. 

Here is another point, the truth of which I know from my own 
personal observation and experience: 

Again, nearly all accounts pass ore some Executive Department for 
administrative action or approval, and itis just here that most delays oc- 
cur. Well-authenticated cases might be cited in which the head of some 
Department has complained to the First Comptroller of the supposed delay 
of his office in passing some account or claim, when investigation has de- 
veloped the fact that the very account was lying unacted upon in the De- 
partment from which complaint emanated. 

That — out of the practice I mentioned a while ago, that 
nearly all the heads of Departments gathered around themselves 
a little coterie, a little administrative cabinet. No doubt in all 
the Departments there are clerks of various kinds who form 
such a cabinet, and these accounts are especially those of dis- 
bursing officers of the Navy and the Army. They would be re- 
tained,and would receive a kind of a superficial examination. 
There is no legal authority for such an examination, and there 
is no legal authority for any examination of public claims or ac- 
counts, except those in the Treasury Department, to which I 
have referred. 

Ican not see any objection, however, to the head of the De- 
partment looking through the papers of any officer of his de- 
partment, to ascertain whether the office is properly conducted. 

I do not complain of it. I know myself when I was Secretary 
of the Treasury complaints were made about the settlement of 
the accounts of disbursing officers, and it was finally found the 
accounts were left to the War or the Navy Department at the 
time, though the blame all fell upon the Treasury Department. 

The paper I have here, which was prepared by Mr. Garrison, 
is a very interesting document. I shall not stop to read it, as 
I do not care to weary the Senate with reading, but I shall ask 
leave to print it in the RECORD in connection with my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Ohio? The Chair hears none, and the re- 
quest is granted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I invite Senators who wish to look into 
this matter to read this paper, because it is certainly a very 
able one, and goes over the whole ground, giving the history 
of these offices; and Mr. Garrison is certainly a very well-in- 
formed man. I will read one paragraph from his paper: 

Doubtless a bonded disbursing officer will, if honest, seek torender correct 
accounts and avoid errors for which he and his sureties must be held ac- 
countable. This may be said of any officer who renders accounts to the 
Government. If all disbursing officers were beyond the reach of temptation 
and strictly honest there might be some force in what is said regarding their 
primary examination to see that their own accounts are correct. But it 
must be remembered that some of the heaviest losses to the Government 
have been through the defalcations of some of its disbursing officers. A 
dishonest disbursing officer may succeed in corrupting a dishonest Auditor, 
in whom is concentrated the sole and exclusive authority as to settlement 
of accounts, as is given in the proposed modification and reform of the ac- 
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counting system. But under the existing system, wherein every account 
settled by an Auditor must receive a detailed examination and revision by 
a Comptroller, such corruption or collusion is impossible, unless both 
officers can be corrupted. One operates as a check upon the other 

I have another paper here written by a gentleman who was a 
high officer in the office of the Second Comptroller, but who is 
not now connected with the office, and does not care to have his 
name drawn into the controversy. His statementin regard to 
this bill is brief, and I shall ask the liberty of inserting that 
also in the RECORD, so that the Senate may have full informa- 
tion on the subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Ohio? 
is granted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the Senator want those papers in- 
serted in the body of his remarks or appended to them? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They will be inserted in the body of my 
remarks in small type. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shall ask that the report of the Joint 
Commission of Congress to Inquire into the Status of Laws Reor- 
ganizing the Executive Departments, and also the report of the 
experts, may be inserted. I should prefer, if papers presented 
by the Senator are published at the end of his remarks that 
these documents should follow that, as the reply of the experts 
is arefutation of the statements submitted by the Senator. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I have no objection to the papers being ap- 
pended to my remarks. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then I ask that the reports to which I 
have referred may be inserted after the papers submitted by the 
Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will beso ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have here a communication from W. I. 
Lewis, who was formerly aclerk in the Treasury Department. 
Itso happens that of the gentlemen who have sent me communica- 
tions, one was in the office of the Commissioner of Customs. one 
in the office of the First Comptroller, and one in the ollice of 
the Second Comptroller. As the letter of Mr. Lewis, who was 
formerly a clerk in the Treasury Department, but is now a busi- 
ness man in the city of Washington, is very brief, I shall ap- 
pend it to my remarks. 

I have alsoa letter from Mr. Lawrence, which I shall read. 
Mr. Lawrence was certainly one of the most industrious Comp- 
trollers we ever had in the Treasury Department. He wrote 
more opinions and made more decisions than I suppose any judge 
upon the bench ever did in the same lengthof time. His letter 
is as follows: 


Is there objection to the request of 
The Chair hears none, and the request 


WASHINGTON, D. C., April 20, 1894. 

My DEAR Sir: Referring to our conversation last evening, I respectfully 
call your attention to volume 1 of the Decisions of the First Comptroller in 
the Department of the Treasury, in the appendix to which you will find the 
organization and duties of the accounting officers (pages 411-700) as they stood 
in 1880. Claims generally against the United States, except those paid by 
disbursing officers, are first presented by the claimant, or in some cases 
transmitted by the officers in the Departments to the proper Auditor, who 
states an account, either allowing or disallowing the claim, when it is 
passed to the proper Comptroller, who either rejects it or certifies a balance 
due the claimant. 

If the case is a civil matter, the First Comptroller certifies it to the Reg- 
ister, who certifies a copy of the Comptroller's settlement to the Secretary 
of the Treasury for warrant. Ifit isa War, Navy, or Indian claim, the Sec- 
ond Comptroller certifies it to the head of the proper Department. who draws 
his requisition on the Secretary of the Treasury for payment, the requisi- 
tion being countersigned by the Second Comptroller and registered by the 
Second, Third, or Fourth Auditor, according to the nature of the claim 

The Secretary issues a warrant on the Treasurer, which is countersigned 
by the First Comptroller, and is registered by the Register. The warrantis 
then transmitted to the Treasurer, who issues a draft on himself or either 
of the assistant treasurers, or a United States depositary. Warrants for 
the advance of money to disbursing officers must besigned by the Secretary 
himself, and countersigned by the First Comptroller. Other warrants are 
signed by an Assistant Secretary, and countersigned in the name of th 
First Comptroller by his ee Neither the Second Comptroller nor 
Commissioner of Customs, who is also a Comptroller, has any duty in con 
nection with warrants. The accounts of disbursing officers are settled t 
the proper Auditors and Comptrollers. 

The Sixth Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department, who 
is his own comptroller, countersigns warrants issued by the Postmaster 
General on accounts settled by him. 

I am of opinion thatin order tosecure uniformity of decisions there should 
be but one Comptroller, with an increased salary, removable only by the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. The auditors 
should be retained by all means. A double scrutiny of claims is essential 
to secure accuracy and honesty. 

Respectfully, yours, 
WILLIAM LAWRENCE. 

Hon. JOHN SHERMAN. 


That is the opinion of Mr. Lawrence, who is entirely dis- 
interested. 

I shall also ask leave to print a short statement in regard to the 
organization of the Treasury Department and mode of dealing 
with accounts from the beginning of the Government, which is 
very brief. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paper referred to by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio will be appended to his remurks, in the absence of 
objection. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I have another paper here, which I shall 
not print but shall nand to the Senator from Missouri. It is 
upon the transfer of the files and records of the Treasury De- 

artmer.t, and I think it will be interesting to the Senator, as it 
s connnected somewhat with this subject, but I do not think it 
necessary to printit. 

Mr. President, [ have said about all I desire tosay. I have 
no feeling and no interest about this matter more than any other 
Senator. There is no officer in the Treasury in whose case Tam 
at all interested. All I desire to do is to preserve intact all the 
securities which have been given to the Government of the 
United States to protect its Treasury from defalcation and fraud. 

| think it is unquestionable that if we should take away the 
guards which are now around the Treasury Department, the 
power of the Comptroller to reéxamine the acts of the auditors 
in all their parts and details, a iste blow will be given to our 
financial solvency and frauds will undoubtedly occur. 

lt is sometimes said, and has been said with a good deai of in- 
genuity by the gentlemen who support this proposition, that an 
appeal may be taken from the auditors to the comptrollers, but 
that is very fully answered in one of the statements I have sub- 
mitted. Who makes the appeal? The claimant can make the 
appeal and the Secretary of the Treasury can make the appeal. 
But how canthe Secretary of the Treasury know anything about 
what is going on in the accounting offices? 

It would not be possible for the Secretary of the Treasury to 
know anything of one out of a thousand of the claims which are 
daily being acted upon in the Department. Who is to inform 
him?’ Whois toactfor the Government? If there is any fraud 
committed by any officer of the Government, that officer is in- 
terested in concealing the fraud, and there would be no chance 
for the Secretary to know of it. 

Besides, one year is allowed within which to make an appeal. 
Would you suspend all the payments of the Government for one 
year in order to allow somebody to make an appeal? 

The whole provision, it seems to me, is not carefully drawn. 
The bill is of no account whatever; and it is merely put in for 
buneombe. I do not intimate that the Senators who have been 
engaged in this investigation would try to deceive anyone, for I 
know they do not sodesire, and have no wish to conceal any- 
thing; but evidently this appeal to the Comptroller as to particu- 
larclaimsis entirely unfounded. Itis true that there is not taken 
from him the power to pass yon legal questions. Where new 
laws have been enacted which have to be construed, the Auditor 
is bound to consult the Comptroller as to the proper construc- 
tion of those laws, but when a legal question shall arise in the 
examination of a claim as a matter of course nobody would know 
anything about it except the clerk who has the management and 
the care of the account. So thera is no guard whatever. The 
Comptroller may be ever so able a man, but he may have no op- 
portunity to act in such a case. 

So far as the Secretary of the Treasury is concerned, it is 
impossible for him to know what is going on in that great De- 
partment. He never looks after claims, and the law expressly 
excludes him from having anything to do with claims. A Sec- 
retary of the Treasury would not dare, consistently with his 
public duty, even to mention the subject of a claim to an Audi- 
tor or a Comptroller. If he should do so he would show 
his utter unfitness for the office. No man who ever held that 
office would ever doa thing of that kind. It would be in the 
nature of a criminal act for him to attempt to influence his sub- 
ordinates. The accounting officers are absolutely independent 
of him, and he can not interfere with them. 

So that in every way I can look at it, [regard this measure as 
a bad measure, although no doubt it is regarded in a different 
light by the commission who were ordered to examine into the 
matter, and who prepared it. 

But it seems to me now—and I make this criticism with 
some reluctance—that this commission ought to have reported 
their proceedings to each House, and that report should have 
been sent either to the Committee onthe Judic or the Com- 
mittee on Finance, where it should have been taken up and a 
proper inquiry and examination made. A joint commission has 
no right to report in this way. All it can do is to inform Con- 
gress, and then its report should be sent to one of the regular 
committees. 

I say to my honorable friend from Missouri—and no man re- 
pects him more than I do, not only asa faithful, honest, ana in- 

ustrious public servant, but asa man who would not doanything 
whatever that was wrong, if he knew it—that the proper thing 
to do is to refer the provisions of this bill relating to the re- 
organization of the Treasury Department to one of the regular 
committees, so as to afford an opportunity for the question to be 
fully examined, and to be h when there will be more than 
ten or fifteen Senators present, and when all Senatorsshall have 
an opportunity to know whatis pending. Afteran examination 
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by such a committee, it should then be reported to the Senate. 

Ido not care what committee considers the subject, though | 

suppose the proper committee would be the Committee on [’- 

nance or the Committee on the Judiciary. 

I could make many suggestions of changes whichI think would 
tend to increase the guards thrown around the Treasury for it 
protection, and no doubt others could do the same. But to le 
the bars down in this wholesale way, it seems to me, Mr. Pr: 
ident, is improvident and wrong, andI think its results will work 
evil to our country. Every kind of claim in any part of the 
country may be presented to the Auditors at will, and the Audi- 
tors must keep open doors to every demand made against tho 
Government of the United States. 

A claim may be antiquated; 1f may be as old as the war of t 
Revolution; it may be entirely groundless, and founded upon 
forgery or perjury, and yet it may be presented, and if there 
no bar between the Treasury of the United States and a false 
and unfounded claim except one man, and he perhaps trusting 
eran to his subordinates, [ fear that evil results will fol- 
ow. 

It is not wise to break down any of the guards or checks whic) 
surround the Treasury. The money of the people of the United 
States should be sacredly and safely reserved in the future as it 
has been in the past. 

That is all I desire to say, Mr. President. 

The papers ordered to be appended to Mr. SHERMAN’S re- 
marks are as follows: 

[Senate Miscellaneous Document a. - Fifty-third Congress, second se 

sion. 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 

April 12, 1894.—Referred to the Committee on Organization, Conduct, an | 
expenditures of the Executive Departments, and ordered to be printed 
Mr. CHANDLER presented the following: 

STATEMENT OF J. R. GARRISON, LATE DEPUTY FIRST COMPTROLLER OF THE 
TREASURY, IN OPPOSITION TO THE PROPOSED LEGISLATION TO IMPROVE 
THE MBXHODS OF ACCOUNTING IN THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT BY ABO! 
ISHING THE OFFICES OF SECOND COMPTROLLER AND COMMISSIONER 0! 
THE CUSTOMS AND GIVING THE SIX AUDITORS THE POWER TO FINALLY 
EXAMINE AND CERTIFY ALL CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES, SUN 


JECT ONLY TO AN APPEAL UNDER LIMITED CONDITIONS TO ONE COM! 

TROLLER OF THE TREASURY. 

Senate bill No. 1831, and House bill No. 6178, “To improve the methods 
accounting in the Department of the Treasury, and for other purposes 

[Bills identical, both introduced March 29, 1894, and each referred to tho 
** Joint Commission of Congress to Inquire into the Status of the Lav 
Organizing the Executive Departments.’’} 

OBJECTIONS TO THE PROPOSED LEGISLATION—REASONS SHOWING IT TO iD 
UNWISE, AND THAT IT WILL NOT IMPROVE THE METHODS OF ACCOUN! 
ING IN THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. BY J. R. GARRISON, LATE DEPUTY 
FIRST COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY. 

The bills above referred to provide for abolishing the office of Second 

mptroller of the Treasury, for taking away from the First Comptroller 
his power and authority to make detailed examination and final settlement 
of accounts and claims in his office. Six Auditors provided for are invest 

with exclusive power and authority to finally examine and certify all a 

counts and claims in which the United States are concerned, subject to a; 

peal, under conditions specified, to the First Comptroller, whoisto be kno\ 

as the Comptroller of the Treasury. 

Accounts are no longer to be certified to the Register of the Treasury, bu! 
to a division in the office of the Secretary of the Treasury, to be known 
the division of bookkeeping and warrants. The files of accounts are no 
longer to be kept by the Register (who has been the custodian of the a 
counts of civil expenditures since the foundation of the Government), but 


the respective Auditors are to keep the files of the accounts subject to their 


urisdiction. 
; The respective jurisdiction of thesix Auditors of the Treasury (excepting 
= of the Auditor for the Post-Office Department) is very materially moi 
ed. 

In order to clearly comprehend the effect and scope of the proposed legi: 
lation the two bills referred to must be considered in connection with Sen- 
ate bill No. 1738 and House bill No, 5750, which are identical, both iutrd- 
duced March 6, 1894, and provide for abolishing the office of Commissioner 
of Customs and concentrating in the First Auditor the sole and final au- 
thority as to examining and certifying customs accounts and all other 2 
counts subject to the jurisdiction of the Commissioner of Customs, with tho 
nthe of appeal to the t Comptroller under specified conditions. 

ht here it must be observed that this last-named bill, in section 3, p 
vides that the First Auditor shall certify to the Register of the Treasury tle 
aceounts now subject, under existing law, to the jurisdiction of the Com- 
eas = Customs, and this bill (8. R. 5750) was passed by the House 

arc 

But by the bill introduced March 29, 1894, above referred to (Senate No. 1831, 
identical with H. R. No. 6478), in section 5, itis provided that the First Audi- 
tor shall have sole and final oer ogg ne with respect to the same class of 
accounts—those now subject to the jurisdiction of the Commissioner 0! 
Customs—but shall certify said accounts to the division of bookkeeping ani 
warrants. 

So that by the bills introduced March 6 the Auditor is required to certify 
a certain class of accounts to the Register of the Treasury, and by the bills 
introduced March 29 he is directed to certify the same class of accounts to 
the division of bookkeeping and warrants. This instance illustrates tho 
mistakes, incon: ties, and perplexities that must of necessity arise if thé 
attempt to break up the system of accounting which has prevailed w!'!! 
signal success for more thana century, and to engraft upon what remains 4 
— and untried system, should be successful and become enacted into 
aw. 

REASONS FOR THE PROPOSED CHANGE UNWARRANTED. 

The reasons samen for the proposed 1 lation to abolish the final revi- 
sion and certification of accounts and claims by the Comptrollers and the 
Commissioner of Customs are two: 2 

1. That the change will expedite the public business and do away with 
the a delays in the settlement of accounts inthe Treasury De- 
partment. 
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®. That it will be economical and save to the Government the salaries of 
the officials whose offices are abolished and the salaries of such clerks as 
may be dispensed with. Mae ae 

(1) How will the proposed changes expedite the public business? The 
question has been considered asif the delays so much complained of occur 


only in the offices of the Comptrollers and the Commissioner of Customs, | 


and it is assumed jthat if these offices‘are abolished all the public business 
will be kept up to date. Facts do not sustain any such line of argument. 
The delay in the Auditors’ offices have been quite as much as those in the 
offices of the Comptrollers and the Commissioner, in all probability more, 
except in isolated cases where the Comptrollers and the Commissioner of 
Customs have necessarily held up accounts and claims pending invest! 
tion of frauds or the production of necessary evidence. A full and fair 
vestigation, not confiied to a single Auditor or to any special class of a 
counts, will demonstrate the correctness of this statement. 

Again, nearly all accounts pass through some Wxecutive Department for 
administrative action or approval, and it is just here that most delays oc 
cur. Well-authenticated cases might be cited in which the head of some De- 
partment has complained to the First Comptroller of the supposed delay of 
Bis office in passing some account or claim when investigation has developed 
the fact that the very account was lying unacted upon in the Department 
from which complaint emanated. 

The commission, and particularly their experts, lay great stress upon the 
value and importance of the so-called administrative action by the Depart- 


ments on accounts and claims, supposing that such action may take the | 
place of the detailed examination by the Comptroller of the Treasury De- | 


partment, but the delays caused by such administrative action seem to 
have altogether escaped their attention. ; — 

The proposed change materially modifies the jurisdiction of each of the 
six Auditors (except that of the Auditor for the Post-Office Department) ; 
divests the Register of the Treasury of his authority as official bookkeeper 
of the Department and custodian of its files; provides that accounts shall be 


certified to a new division, and that each of the Anditors shall keep his own | 
files of accounts. To illustrate how radical the change will be, internal- | 
revenue accounts which have gone to the Fifth Auditor under provisions of | 


law since the present internal-revenue system was inaugurated will, under 
the proposed change, go to the First Auditor, while judiciary accounts and 
other accounts relating to the Department of Justice, which have always 
been under the jurisdiction of the First Auditor, will, if the proposed bills 
are enacted, go to the Fifth Auditor. s 

It does not require argument to show that to prepare the proper books an i 
blanks necessary to inaugurate the proposed change in the system, to trans- 
fer the files and prepare places or rooms for them, to familiarize the officials 
and clerks with their new duties, and to do all things necessary to change 
the well-established order of things which has existed fora century, and to 
adapt it to the new conditions, must taketime. Tho changing of the files 
will not only be productive of confusion, perplexity, and delay in the dis- 
patch of business, but will necessarily require considerable labor by compe- 
tent clerks to assort and prome’y distribute the vast accumulation of ac- 
counts and records, and will be attended with heavy expense. 

While the new order of thingg is being established the regular routine 
work of adjusting accounts will fall behind. Itis not an extravagant esti- 


mate to say that if the present clerical force is left intact it will be some | 


years, at least, before the system is in thorough running order and the work 
brought and kept uptodate. But with the large reduction in the clerical 
force recommended by the commission and their experts it is inevitable 


that the pubiie business will soon fall greatly in arrears, much more so | 


than at present. The claim that the proposed changes will expedite the 
public business and obviate delays is not well founded. 


(2) How far will the proposed changes prove to be measures of economy? | 


There will be a saving of the salaries of the officials who are dispensed with, 
to wit: the Commissioner of Customs anu deputy, Second Comptroller and 
deputy, and Deputy First Comptroller. But against this it should be borne 
in mind that the First Comptroller is to be continued as Comptroller of the 
Treasury at a salary of $5,500 per annum, in Lieu of his present salary of 
%,000, with an assistant comptroller at 35,000 per annum, and a chief clerk at 
$2,500 per annum. The experts recommend that the salaries of the 6 Audi- 
tors shall be $4,000 instead of $3,600, and that there be 10 principal clerks in 
the Comptroiler’s office at #2,000, in the place of 4 chiefs of division at $2,100. 


The bills referred to do not provide for the changes in the clerical forces. | 


The experts in their report estimate the number of clerks to be dispensed 
with, but this is entirely problematic. 
elal force is reduced to the extent recommended by the experts, the public 
business must fall behind for several years until the new system has been 
inaugurated and put in satisfactory operation. The cost of the necessary 
books, blank forms, printing, arrang 


to the change must be taken into consideration. 
cents, ifany, will by no means be as great as that estimated by the experts, 
for they have ignored the fact that the proposed change must be attended 


with heavy expenses and much extra work, for which they have made no | 


estimate. 
PROTECTION AND SAFETY IN A DIVIDED RESPONSIBILITY. 
It is claimed by the experts, and assumed by the Commission, that a di- 


vided responsibility in the accounting system is no protection to the Gov- | 


ernment. The best possible answer to this proposition is the record of the 


accounting system of the Treasury for more than a century. No one can | 


examine the facts without being forced to acknowledge that the Govern- 
ment has been protected against fraud, collusion, and consequent loss, in a 
most remarkable degree. Can it be safely asserted that this is owing solely 
to the honesty and integrity of the officials and clerks, and that the account- 
ing system instituted by the act. of September 2, 1789, which established the 
Treasury, inaugurated under the supervision and special approval of Alex- 
ander Hamiiton, has in no way contributed to the result? 

During the many years of Republican administration after the late war 
it was continually asserted by the party in opposition that a change was es- 
sential in order that the books of the Treasury might be examined, and the 
frands, which a long lease of power is sure to beget, might be brought to 
light. This claim was even nade by Gen. Hancock, when a candidate for 
the Presidency. But when the change did come, and the Democratic party 
came into power, the books were examined, and the most r‘gorous scrutiny 
was given to the accoun system, but no frauds were discovered. The 
system is a sure check and spy upon fraud, and none can go long undiscov- 
oe so long as the in ity of system is preserved. No falsification of 

© books and records of the Treasury Department has been discovered, no 
aud the collusion between the accounting officers has been brought to light, 
an losses arising within the Department from fraudulent transactions 
are few in number and trifling in amount. 

These are mainly, if not entirely, cases of skillful forgery on the part of 
dishonest clerks, of such a character as would not o y be detected in 

bank or b house, and which escaped the scrutiny of both account- 
te officers for the time being. They were, however, soon discovered, and 

guilty parties arrested, tried, and punished. These cases were adverted 
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For the reasons stated, if the cleri- | 


g files, cases, and lockers for the | 
files of the several Auditors, moving and arranging the vast number of ac- | 
counts now in the several file rooms, and other necessary expenses incident | 
The saving in dollars and | 
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to and urged upon the attention of the House in the de ‘ 
R. No. 5750) for abolishing the office of Commissioner of ¢ 
favoring the measure, as argument to show that the office of c 
in the Treasury is not a safeguard because these frauds were not disecx 
by that officer or in his office. And it may be here noted, parentheti 
that some of the cases brought up for the purpose of arraigning the 
of ¢ rm ptrolier were those for which the Comptroller was in no } 
sponsible—notably the Burnside defalcation for sales of waste paper, an 
account pertaining to postal revenues settled exclusively by the Sixth 
Auditor, aud never coming before the Comptroller the Ewing defaica- 
tion, which was really brought to light by a letter of the First Cor 
to the Attorney-General, complaining of Ewing's 1 t in rend Li 
accounts, and stating that the Comptroller wou ’ ) the Seere 
tary of the Treasury that no further requisitio: renera! 
unless his accoun re; romptly 
and satisfactorily rendered. (See CONGRESSIONAL RE 
volume 26, No. 71, pages 3358 to 3370.) 

The record of the accounting system of the Treasury fo 
tury, When compared with that of the fiscal departmer 
of public and private corporations throughout the cou 
and speaks volomes in favor of the “divide on ility 
the opinions of the experts to the contrary notwithstanding 
to the Government arising within the Treasury Department 
vast amounts involved as receipts and expenditure 
nificant, and the result is astonishing when the compari 
the stupendous and frequent defalcations, reach 
which have occurred and are still occurring in tl 
States, and of city governments, in the offices of State d ci 
, and comptrollers, as well as in public and private cor 
and individual concerns. These frauds are accomplished 
one-man power—single responsibility, under which system: 
of books and records has been made possible, and ‘ 
for years without detection. Is it to open the Treas 
States to such possibilities 

The commission, in their report of March 29, 1804 (House R 
page 2), quote from a report made to Congress in 1842. by a ele ‘ 
tee on retrenchment,” arguing against the system of divided respo! 
claiming that it does not prevent wrongdoing, but often promotes ne 
and fraud, and that “‘the complex system of expenditure anc unt ’ 
of the greatest practicable obstructions to economy and responsibility in 
the Government.” It is sufficient answer to this remarkable statemen 
now invoked to arraign the accounting system inaugurated under Ham 
ton, that it had no influence on Congress atthe time; that body inits w 
did not see fit to adept the views of the ‘‘select committee’ in 1842, ar 
looks as if valid reasons for breaking down the accounting system are V 
ing when this back number is resurrected from the dust of the past 
commission say (on the same page of said report): “It is clear tha 
present mode of settling accounts does not answer the demands of pu 
justice or economy; and it is also clear that the divided responsibility 
not protect the Government.’’ The views orarguments adduced by the com 
mission in en of this strong assertion are those of the exper hic 
will presently be adverted to. 

The above statement of the commission must have been made h 
lying on the views of the experts, for it is in direct contradiction ot 
views of some of the ablest men of our country, who have emphatically 
favored a divided responsibility in the accounting system—the independen 
action of a Comptroller and an Auditor. At the first session of Congre 
(May, i789), in the debate on the question whether there should be a board 
or a single head to manage the finances of the United States, Mr. Madison 
objected to the former, as follows: ‘If a board is established, the independ- 
ent offices of Comptroller and Auditor are unknown; you give the cre 
gate of these powers to the board, the members of which are equal 
fore you give more power to each individual than is proposed to be intr 
to the Secretary.” (Debates in Congress, volume 1, O. S., pages 384-4 

Mr. Baldwin, who subsequently brought in the bill to establish the Trea 
ury Department, said he hoped “‘to see proper checks provided—a Com} 
troller, Auditors, Register, and Treasurer.’’ He “‘ would not suffer the S¢ 
tary to touch a farthing .of the public money beyond his salary. ‘T! 
settling of the accounts should bein the Auditors and Comptroller, the regi 
tering them to be in another officer, and the cash in the hands 
unconnected with either.’’ (Jd., 408.) 

After Mr. Hamilton had been succeeded as Secretary of the Treasury » 
Oliver Wolcott, who was promoted from the office of Comptroller, he (Mr 
Hamiiton) advised the President as to the proper officer to whom should? 

i the temporary execution of the Comptroller’s Office, made vacnat 
W olcott’s appointment as Secretary. In this letter Mr. Hamilton 
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treats in extenso of the complicated system and divided responsibility of the 
Treasury Department, emphasizing the importance of theseparate, indepen 


dentaction ofeachofiicer asa check upon the other,even referring to the Regis- 
ter as exercising animportant check, “first upon the Secretary and Comp- 
troller, whose warrants he must register and sign before they can take ef 
fect; and secondly, upon the settlements of the Comptroller and Auditor by 
recording their acts and entering them on the books to the proper a 
In referring to the Comptroller, Mr. Hamilton says his “ offi 


as ‘the coadjutor of the Comptroller in settlements.”’ 

Attorney-General Crittenden, in 1852, addressed to the President an elab 
orate and exhaustive opinion respecting the duties and powers of the a 
counting officers of the Treasury, growing out of a question of conflicting 
jurisdiction between the Commissioner of Customs and the Secretary of the 
Treasury. The learned Attorney-General traces minutely each step in the 
accounting system established by the organic act of September 2, 1789, and 
dwells upon the high importance of each process, the separate and independ 
ent action of the officers of the Treasury upon whom rest the duty of ex 
amining and certifying accounts and claims; that of the Auditor inexam 
ing and settling accounts and claims and reporting his balances thereon to 
the Comptroller (or to the Commissioner of Customs, as the case may be) 
for his decision thereon; of the Comptroller (or the Commissioner of Cus- 
toms) in reéxamining and certifying the balances to the Register of the 
Treasury, and of the Registerin recording the samo, and (where payment 
is to be made) certifying to the Secretary of the Treasury ‘‘a copy of the 
balance of the account as audited and adjusted (by the Auditor), and certi 
fled to the Register by the Comptroller.”’ 

In the opinion of Mr. Crittenden, each of the separate steps, by the inde 
pendent, separate action and divided respon,tbility of the officer named, 1 
essential as a “safeguard against improper expenditures of the pubiic 
money,” and as the necessary legal process upon which the Secretary of 
the Treas may issue a warrant for payment “which shall be warranted 
by law.” ~ (15 Ops. Atty. Gen., 630-658.) See also Opinion of Attorney-Gen- 
eral Taft, February 7, 1877 (15 Ops. Atty. Gen., 192), as to the effect of settle- 
ments by the accounting officers. 

In 12 United States Court of Claims Reports, page 53, 0« 
ing statement as to the divided responsibility 
and the necessity therefor: ‘‘ But for the settlemen 
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United States there is established by law a peculiar and well-appointed sys- 
tem, which requires in each case careful examination and consideration 
and the judgment and decision of high officers, oa by the President, 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, called ‘accounting officers,’ of 
two distinct classes, acting separately, the Comptrollers reviewing and 
finally passing upon the action of the Auditors.” 

The same principle as to the propriety, nevessity, and safeguard, in the 
separate, independent action of the two distinct classes of accounting offi- 
cers (Auditors and Comptrollers) is recognized in McKnight vs. The United 
States (13 C, Cls., 202-313), which gives an elaborate and instructive review 
of the accounting system; and also in numerous decisions of the United 
States Supreme Court, among which reference may be made to— 

Smith vos, The United States (5 Peters, 291). 

Watkins vs. The United States (9 Wallace, 759). 

United States vs. Gaussen (19 Wallace, 198). 

United States vs. Stone (106 U. S., 525). 

United States vs. Johnston (124 U. S., 236). 

United States vs. Waters (133 U. S., 215). 

Having shown what weight of authority may be cited (and my statement 
is by no means all that might be referred to) in favor of the system of di- 
vided responsibility and its importance as a safeguard and protection to the 
Government, we come now to consider the views of the experts, adopted by 
the Commission, in support of the claim that a divided responsibility in the 
accounting system ‘‘does not protect the Government.” 

it is claimed that 90 per cent of the expeniitures of the Government are 
now paid through disbursing officers ** who are under bond and take especial 
care to pay out money only for purposes clearly authorized by law, who, 
indeed, are authorized to obtain the decisions of the Comptroller as to the 
construction of statutes before making payments,’’ and that as such dis- 
bursing officers *‘ primarily satisfy themselves of the correctness of their 
acc Dunts,”’ and that ‘‘as the administrative officers also examine and ap- 
prove these accouuts coming under their control before they go to the Au- 
citor,” the final revision or detailed examination by the Comptroller may 
be safely dispensed with, and the whole matter left to the sole discretion and 
conclusive action of the Auditor. 

As a legal proposition it may be said that section 2 of the act of March 3. 
1817, now section 236 of the United States Revised Statutes, which requires 
that ‘all claims and demands whatever, by the United States or against 
them, and all accounts whatever in which the United States are concerned, 
either as debtors or as creditors, shall be settled and adjusted in the De- 
partment of the Treasury,’’ never contemplated that the primary examina- 
tion by a disbursing officer of his own accounts, or the administrative 
action of any Executive Department in approving them, could take the 
place of one of the examinations and audits required to be performed in 
the Treasury Department. Andas a business proposition it appears un- 
reasonable and fallacious to claim that such examination and administra- 
tive action can be safely taken as a substitute for the critical and detailed 
examination such accounts now receive in the Comptroller’s Office. 

Furthermore, the commission and their experts seem to have looked at 
the question with the view of accounting for expenditures alone, not con- 
sidering the importance of a proper and rigorous examination of the ac- 
counts of the officers who receive and collect the revenues of the Govern- 
ment amounting to $500,000,000 annually. 

Vouptiess a bonded disbursing officer will, if honest, seek to render correct 
accounts and avoid errors for which he and his sureties must be held ac- 
countable. This may be said of any officer who rendersaccounts to the Gov- 
ernment. Ifall ae officers were beyond the reach of temptationand 
strictly honest, there might be some force in what is said regarding their 
primary examination to see that their own accounts are correct. ut it 
must be remembered that some of the heaviest losses to the Government 
have been aeoren the defalcations of some of its disbursing officers. 

A dishonest disbursing officer may succeed in corrupting a dishonest audi- 
tor, in whom is concentrated the sole and exclusive authority as to settle- 
ment of accounts, as is given in the proposed modification and reform of 
the accounting system. But under the existing system, wherein every ac- 
countsettled Oy. an auditor must receive a detailed examination and revision 
by a comptrolier, such corruption or collusion is impossible, unless both 
officers can be corrupted. One operates as a check upon the other. Right 
here it may be observed that the provision for an appeal to the Comptroller 
in the proposed legislation will not correct any such abuse or fraud as the 
one above ——— Dissatisfied claimants may appeal to the Comptrol- 
ler—and doubtless the Comptroller will have bis hands full of such appealed 
cases—where the Auditor is vigilant and active in seeking to protect the in- 
terests of the Government. 

But what protection is there tothe Government against the action of a 
dishonest auditor, who for bribe, or favor, prejudice, bias, or any improper 
motive, rules against the interest of the Government, or suffers extravagant 
and dishonest expenditures to pass? Neither the Secretary nor the Comp- 
troller can be advised of any such action, unless it be accidentally discov- 
ered, and therefore there can be no reason or motive why either of them 
shall order an appeal to the Comptroller in such cases. Neither will the 
routine duty required of the auditors in the bills before named, of reporting 
to the Comptroller their decisions upon the construction of statutes, serve 
to prevent, or check, or disclose collusive or dishonest practices, or the cor- 
rupt and dishonest allowance of accounts or claims by them. The proposed 
legislation breaks down the oe enpertens safeguard that the divided re- 
sponsibility imposes—one office acting as a check upon the other. In this 
connection itis proper to advert to this remarkable assertion, to be found 
in the report of the experts (page 34, H. R. Report No. 637): 

“The present system of accounting is practically but one check, as the 
audit of the Comptroller is final and independent of any examinations or 
audits previously made, and the Government is protected by the account- 
ing branch oy 80 far as the audit of the Comptroller is efficient.” 

his is stated as an axiomatic truth, no argument or reason whatever be- 
ing assigned in its =e. Can it be supposed that because the Comp- 
troller's action is final and conclusive that for this reason the Auditor is no 
checkupon him? Sucha view is without foundationinfact. A comptroller 
who might be inclined to reverse the Auditor’s action, and make an illegal 
allowance or certify a false balance, would hesitate to do so, because his 
illegal action would, in the ordinary course of business, soon become known 
to the Auditor, and thus brought to light. 

An honest auditor would not hesitate to report to the Secretary, to the 
President, or to Congress, if necessary, the dishonest and illegal action of a 
comptroller. The same principle applies to the clerks in the Comptroller's 
Office. They might be tempted to corrupt or dishonest action in the settile- 
ment of an account or claim, but the knowledge that their wrongdoing 
would shortly come to the knowledge of the clerk in the Auditor’s Office, 
who handles the same line of work or class of accounts, would prevent 
them. The strong probability of s y detection operates as one of the 
most tent and effective preventives of wrongdoing. The divided re- 
sponsibility affords this salutary check. But remove it, and concentrate in 
one officer, as the proposed legislation concentrates in the Auditor, the sole 





authority and undivided responsibility in the settlement of accounts and 
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claims, and the temptation to corrupt action and disnonest practice is ey. 
hanced as the probability of detection is made remote. 

The experts give much weight to the administrative action respecting a 
counts in the Departments or offices in which they are approved. Such a 
tion is in no sense an audit, but merely perfunctory examination of ap 
account for the pepe of ascertaining whether the officer whosé account 
is to be approved has obeyed instructions or kept within prescribed limits 
Itis not a critical examination of each voucher to test its correctness ang 
pass upon the legality of the expenditure involved. Therefore it can not 
take the place of the detailed examination made by the Comptrollers. The 
proposed legislation in no way provides that this so-called administrative 
action or examination shall be more critical or exact than it has been in the 
past, 

It is well known to all familiar with these matters that thousands of 
vouchers and accounts annually pass through the accounting offices of the 
Treasury, bearing the approval of the head of some Vepartment, after the 
so-called administrative action therein, in which are found gross errors in 
computation, and many of the charges so approved by the head of the I; 
partment are held to be illegal by the Comptroller. The experts, in refer 
ring to the proposed change which takes away from the Comptroller the 
detailed examination of accounts in his office and vests the final authority 
to pass upon and certify the same in the Auditor, say: 

“This will do much toward removing the irritation and friction that is 
known to exist between the officers connected with the administrative D; 
partments of the Government and the Government’s accounting officers. 

The experts in making this somewhat naive statement were evidently un 
miadful of the protracted struggle that existed on the part of the Com; 
trollers from the foundation of the Government down to 1868 against the 
undue pressure exercised by heads of Departments in seeking to enforce 
the allowance of accounts and claims which the Comptrollers held to be ex 
travagant or unwarranted by law. Various opinions by distinguished At 
torneys-General of the United States were rendered, some supporting the 
view that the approval of the head of an Executive Department should con 
trol, others in favor of the conclusive authority of the Comptrollers. But 
Congress settled the vexed question authoritatively and decisively in favor 
of the Comptroliers by the act of March 30, 1868 (15 Stat., 54), mow section 
191 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which provides that— 

“The balances which may from time to time be stated by the Auditor and 
certified to the heads of Departments by the Commissioner of Customs 
the Comptrollers of the Treasury upon the settlement of public account 
shall not be subject to be changed or modified by the heads of Departments 
but shall be conclusive upon the executive branch of the Government and 
be subject to revision only by Congress or the proper courts.” 

Here is a legislative sanction and approval of the divided responsibility 
the separate and independent action of the Auditor and the Comptroller in 
the settlement of public accounts, and a recognition of the high and impor 
tant duties and powers of the office of Comptroller, which is stronger than 
all else that has been or can be adduced in favor of the present accounting 
system, and ought to be sufficient reason and authority for its retention. 


OBJECTIONABLE FEATURES IN THE PR§SENT SYSTEM OF ACCOUNTING. 


An objectionable feature in the present system of accounting is that stat 
utes sometimes receive contradictory constructions by the two Comptr 
lers and the Commissioner of Customs, each being independent of the others 
and their rulings in other matters pertaining to the settlement of account 
are occasionally at variance. This is an objection which can not be ove! 
looked, but it has never occasioned any serious difficulty or loss to the Go. 
ernment. There has been harmony in the construction of the great ani 
important principles, and the difference has related mainly to minor mat 
ters in accounting. 

Had the original system as inaugurated under Hamilton been preservei 
intact this difficulty could nothavearisen. Instead of creating separate and 
independent Comptrollers, as the business of the Government increased the 
one Comptroller might have been granted'assistant comptrollers to perform 
the duties now assigned to the two ree and the Commissioner of 
Customs, and thus many of the difficulties and perplexities in the account 
ing system would have been avoided. The proposed legislation is not a return 
to the original system, but a wider departure from it. It vests in the five 
Auditors the final authority to decide upon matters of account now vested 
in the Comptrollers and the Commissioner of Customs. (The Sixth Auditor 
fame “ay creation of that office in 1836, has, so to speak, been his own comp): 
roller. 

Under the proposed reform there will be six Auditors, each of whom may 
make decisions, and these decisions will not always be harmonious. !! 
specially appealed to the Comptroller the contradictory decisions will 
harmonized; but, as already shown, the process provided will not bring «!! 
of such cases before the Comptroller. he remedy proposed for the objec: 
a feature of contradictory decisions will aggravate rather than cure 
the evil. 

The delay in the transaction of the ‘public business is urged as an objec: 
tionable feature in the present accounting system. But the delays that ex. 
ist are not the fault of the system, but arise from lack of administrative 
force and proper dispatch of business in Executive Departments and in th 
accounting offices. As already shown, these delays can not be attributed 
solely to the Comptrollers and the Commissioner of Customs. The facts 
will not warrant any such conclusion. 

For example: Postal accounts settled by the Sixth Auditor, which do not 
go to the Comptroller for revision or detailed examination, have been as 
much in arrears as the accounts in any bureau in the Treasury Depart 
ment. 

Furthermore, for reasons already stated, the proposed legislation, in 
overturning a well-established system and radically changing the existing 
order of things and jurisdiction of offices, will, in all probability, bring abou! 
greater delays and cause the public business to fall still further behind 


CRITICISM OF SPECIAL SECTIONS OF a BILL NO. 1831 AND HOUSE BILL 
NO. b 

Séction 1.—The reasons assigned for the change in the nomenclatur 
the several Auditors, designating them as Auditor for the Treasury Depa! 
ment, Auditor for the War Department, etc., are fanciful rather than rea! 
‘The title designates the jurisdiction of the particular Auditor only super 
ficially. ‘True, the Auditor for the Treasury Department will have jurisdic: 
tion of all accounts and business coming under the Treasury Departme' 
but it will still be a question to be determined (and sometimes not withou' 
difficulty) to say just what accounts and business do come under the Treas 
ury Department, and in like manner with respect to each of the other /x 
ecutive Departments. 

For this fanciful change in title the existing jurisdiction of the Auditors 
is to be radically overturned, which will be prot on A attended with grea! 
confusion, and render it extremely difficult after the lapse of years to trace 
the payments of accounts and claims. This is no slight evil, as there is 10 
statute of limitations against the Government, and it is a matter of frequent 
oseurrence in the Departments to have old claims, long since paid, broug)' 
before the accounting officers and other officials, and their payment urced. 
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The present division of jurisdiction between the several Auditors is broader 
and more philosophic than that givenin the proposed change. Under the 
existing system all military and naval accounts go to the three Auditors 
(the Second, Third, and lourth), and all civilaccounts goto the First, Fifth, 
and Sixth Auditors, and to the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
(as Auditor of public-land accounts). The division between the several au- 
ditors is very simple; military accounts are assigned to the Second and 
Third Auditors, the jurisdiction of each being clearly defined; naval account 
tothe Fourth Auditor; post-office and postal-revenue accounts to the Sixth 
Auditor; public-land accounts to the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office; the Fifth Auditor has accounts accruing in the Department of State, 
jnternal-revenue accounts, and a few others specially assigned to him by 
statute; and the First Auditor, as the original Auditor, has jurisdiction of 
all civil accounts not assigned by law to another Auditor. No dificulty can 
arise as to jurisdiction under the foregoing plain and simple provisions. 

This well-defined jurisdiction it is proposed to break down; to divide up 
the files of accounts between the Auditors for the several Departments, and 
to combine in one Auditor jurisdiction both of military and civil accounts, 
in another jurisdiction of naval and civil accounts, and to radically change 
the jurisdiction of each (except that of the Auditor for the Post-Office De- 
partment, whose jurisdiction is not invaded). 

Another very grave objection to an Auditor for an Executive Department 
is that he is liable to be unduly influenced by the will of the head of that 
Department, with whom he is brought in immediatelcontact. A Cabinet 
officeris a powerful factorin the administration of the General Government, 
and it is not overstating the case to say that an Auditor of a particular Ex- 
ecutive Department will become a subordinate of the head of that Depart- 
ment, and in a great measure subservient to his will. 

Section 2.—The provision in the latter part of this section as to the impor- 
tant duty of bringing suit against delinquent officers and their sureties is 
very vague and unsatisfactory. It is that ‘‘the Auditors, under the direc- 
tion of the Comptroller of the Treasury, shall superintend the recovery of 
all debts finally certified by them, respectively, to be due to the United 
States.’ Bearing in mind that the Comptroller of the Treasury, as pro- 
vided for in this bill, has —— jurisdiction only of accounts, whose duty 
will it be, if the bill should become a law, to certify transcripts of accounts 
to the Solicitor of the Treasury for suit? The specific provisions of sections 
$624, 3625, and 3633 of the Revised Statutes, imposing this duty on the Comp- 
trollar and the Commissioner of Customs, seems to have been overlooked in 
drafting this bill, and the general language employed leaves the matter in 
doubt. 

The above-named sections are not specifically repealed, and as the First 
Comptroller is continued under the title of Comptroller of the Treasury, 
would the duty of certifying transcripts of accounts to the Solicitor still re- 
main as one of his duties? The perplexity is augumented by the fact that 
the bill for abolishing the office of Commissioner of.Customs, which passed 
the House of Representatives March 8, 1894 (House bill 5750, and House 
bill 1738), in section 2 provides for amending section 3625 by inserting 
therein the words ‘‘ First Auditor of the Treasury,” instead of the words 
“Commissioner of Customs.” 

Section 3.—The provision in this section that ‘‘The returns of fees men- 
tioned in section 1725 of the Revised Statutes shall be made as prescribed 
by the Comptroller of the Treasury,” conflicts directly with the authority 
conferred by law upon the President, and takes from the President and 
vests in the Comptroller a duty specifically assigned by the statute to the 
President. 

The fees referred to in section 1725, Revised Statutes, are consular fees, and 
the form of rendering these fees is invariably contained in the consular reg- 
ulations prescribed by the President through the Secretary of State, as the 
law provides. Section 1725 must be construed in connection with sections 
1745 and 1752, Revised Statutes. Section 1745 authorizes the President to 
prescribe “the rates of tariff of fees to be charged for official services’ by 
consular officers of the United States, and section 1752 authorizes the Presi- 
dent to prescribe the regulations and issue the orders governing all diplo- 
matic and consular officers of the United States, in relation to their duties, 
“The transaction of their business, the rendering of their accounts and re- 
turns.” etc. 

These regulations are always prepared by the Secretary of State and of- 
ficially prescribed by the President, and in them are always included the 
tariff of fees which the President is specifically authorized to prescribe (sec- 
tion 1745), and the form of rendering the ‘“‘return”’ thereof (section 1725). 
The authority to prescribe the forms of accounting and returns for diplo- 
matic and consular officers of the United States is vested by law in the Pres- 
ident who acts through the Secretary of State. 

SECTION. 5.—The objections to changing the jurisdiction of the Auditors, as 
now fixed by law, have already been full 
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stated. The proposed change of cer- | 


tifying balances to the division of bookkeeping and warrants instead of to | 


the Register is ill-advised. The records of all civil accounts and the files 
thereof have been with the Register since the Treasury Department was es - 
tablished. The Register, in the opinion of Hamilton, Crittenden, and other 
ablejstatesmen, who were thoroughly familiar with the accountingsystem, is 
one of the checks upon which the Secretary must rely in granting warrants 
upon settlements. If any improvement or reform is to bemade all the files 
and all the recordsshould be kept in the Register’s office, as is provided in 
the! organic act creating the Treasury Department. The proposed change 
will produce great confusion and can be precmotve of no good. 
. Section 6.—In this section, beginning at line 26, the following clause occurs: 
Any person accepting payment under a settlement by an Auditor shall be 
precluded from obtaining a revision of such settlement.”’ This is very ob- 
Scure as to thereal meaning, and the rest of the section does not throw light 
upon it. Does it mean thatif any officer’s or claimant’s accounts are set- 
tled in the ordinary course of business, and a Treasury draft sent to him, 
which he accepts, negotiates, and receives the money thereon, that he has 
accepted payment” in the sense of the proposed statute, and is therefore 
precluded from obtaining a revision of the settlement, even for good and 
Thee ae causeshown? The intent of the statute should be made plain. 
— objections to the provision in this section authorizing the Auditors to 
— own files ofaccounts have already been fully stated. 
; ectton 8. The advantages of certifying accounts to the Register instead of 
0 a division in the office of the Secretary of the Treasury have already been 
povertes to. Itis inconsistent with the general theory of the duties of the 
ecretary, as fixed by law, to require his office to perform duties which ap- 
— to the Register so long as the office of Register remains. 
: ections 9 and 10.—The duties uired of the Auditors in these sections as 
a passing upon requisitions for advance of public money to disbursing of- 
cant are substantially those which are now performed by the Comptroliers, 
aa © not provide any better protection for the Government. And the pro- 
or ons as to the rendition of accounts do not materially differ from the ex- 
: ng law touching this matter (section 3622, Revised Statutes), as modified 
subsequent acts, which authorize quarterly rendition of accounts, but 
Sive the Secretary of the Treasury authority to require their rendition 
more frequently. 


This claim, set up as to the great improvement in the system and the bet- 


| are checks upon the heads of Departments. 


ter protection to the ( 
¥ and 10) if enacted, is not well founded 

sectton 12. The provision in this section that 
tor which have not had administrative examin 
two of his subordinates in ndently of each 
very inadequate and unsatisfactory Substitut 
ent, detailed examination of such claims i 
which this provision is intended as a substit 

Itis respectfully submitted that a candid 
objections, in connection with the manif \ 
tem of accounting, will demonstrate that the prop 
and unwise, and ought not to be adopted 

It appears strange that the experis in theire 
Department have passed by many feat 
millar with its workings are rewarded as 1 
aimed their first and only blow at the distin 
turein the accounting system, the office of Com] 
ton as the ‘‘second trust in the Department 
of the Treasury," and which none of the ere 
Hamilton to the present time have consid 
tial. 

In the report of Levi Woodbury 
Senate in 1834, from which the commission 
the office of Comptroller might be safely dispensed with 
responsibility of the Auditor and the Comptrolleris no 
feature in the accounting system. The report recomme! 
of methods, and the present commission say, after ql 
Secretary Woodbury’s report: “Itisevident that some simplit 
present methods is necessary.’’ Itis not shown in what way the! 
proposed will simplify existing methods; on the contrary, it 
stating the case to say that the radical changes introduce! 
greater confusion. The honorable members of the cx ri 
with their own duties as legislators, and not familiar wit! 
accounting system and offices, have necessarily relied upon thet 

The experts employed as salaried agent r defects int 
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ing system of accounting and to correct them, could hardly be exp 
prove the system as satisfactory. Naturally they arrayed 
against existing methods and greatly magnified the defects and ¢ 
appeared to exist. A perusal of their report clearly 
raignment of the present accounting system, and not a judi 
tial consideration of its merits and defects. In their em 
they have recommended the striking down of its most impo 
and the destruction of one of the essential safeguards of the 
ury. 
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No. 1320 F STREET NW., 

Sir: Having been for thirty years employed in various position 
office of First Comptroller of the Treasury, and filled the office of 
First Comptroller for eight years and left the Department with an 
able record, I naturally feel much interest in the proposed legislatior 
practically abolishes the office of Comptroller in the accounting t 
the Department (Senate bill No. 1738 and House bill No 0, intro 
March 6, 1894, also Senate bill No. 1831 and House bill No. 6478, i 
March 29, 1894). 

I have therefore prepared the inclosed argument against 
changes, but without any personal or pecuniary interest what 
matter. 

I trust you may have the time and inclination to read 

Very respectfully, yours, 


Washinglon, D 


( {pril 


it 


J. R. 
Hon. WM. E. CHANDLER, _ 
United States Senate. 


THE SYSTEM OF ACCOUNTING IN THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT—ITS < 
AND GROWTH—THE OFFICE OF SECOND COMPTROLLER A PUBLI 
GUARD, 


The general scope of the Treasury Department, and the functi 
several bureaus, can be clearly understood only by means of th: 
tion obtained from a close observation of the system of publi 
which has worked so satisfactorily, with few interruptions, for 
three-quarters of a century. 

The presentsystem of settling publica 
the year 1817. 

By the act of March 3, 1817, the offices of accountants in the 
Departments were abolished, and the appointment of an addition 
troller (the Second Comptroller of the Treasury) and four Auditors y 
vided for. 

It was evidently the intent of the framers of the act of 1817 toe 
tribunal for the settlement and adjustment of accounts against th 
ernment that should be wholly independent of control or revisior 
Departments or offices by whom the public expenditures and Liabilit 
incurred. 

The Comptrollers were, by the act of 1817, stationed over the sey 
partments as checks upon their expenditures. They are not cler rf 
They are the depositarie 


counts has been in operati 
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special powers. Their functions are so far judicial that President M: 
at one time urged that their tenure of office should be independent o 
Executive. Itis evident that only through an intimate acquaintance 
departmental history can the jurisdiction of the Comptrollers be kn 
the embarrassment and loss that would result from the want of su 
guards be fully estimated. 

If, owing tothe great growth of the public business, conse¢ 
expansion and development of the country, errors have crept into 
tem of public accounting and injured the general symmetry of the 
projected by Hamilton, simplicity and order may readily be r¢ 
prudent and wise legislation. lestroy the system to 
get at the error. 

The best evidence as to the value of the present system lies in the fact th 
it has stood the test of time, having met all the requirements and demaz 
of the Government fromits very foundation down to the present pe 
By looking back at the ordinance of the old Congress, ‘for regulatir 
Treasury and adjusting the public accounts,’’ adopted September /!, 175 
(3 Journals Congress, 666), it will be found that this early ordinance pr 
vided for precisely the same officers that were constituted by the act of 1789 
The duties of the several officers were also similar. 

In fact the act of 1789 only continued in operation the old s that had 
been in existence under the early ordinance from 17#!. The same system 
was preserved by the act of 1817, but it was enlarged and extended to meet 
the consitions growing out of a great increase of the public business. That 
is substantially the system which exists to-day. So that it may be said 
that the present system of accounting has continued, with but few interrup- 
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tions, and only such changes as were made necessary by the growth of the 
country, from 1781 to the présent time, or one hundred and thirteen years. 
It would seem, therefore, that a system that has worked satisfactorily for 
that long period oughtnot to be disturbed without good and Valid reasons. 
It is not believed that such reasons exist. 

The practical effect of the contemplated changes, if made, will be to do 
away With all revision of the accounts and claims, after their settlement by 
the several Auditors of the Treasury, except in those few cases where ap- 

eal shall be taken to the Comptroller of the Treasury, as provided in the 

ill “ Lo improve the methods of accounting in the Department of the Treas- 
ury, and for other p s.’’ Tosome extent this right of appeal may be 
satisfactory to the individual who may generally be relied upon to see that 
his own interests are protected, but who is to guard with equal care the in- 
terests of the Government? It may beanswered that provision is also made 
that the Secretary of the Treasury may. within a stated time, obtain a re- 
vision of any account. To the superficial observer this may look like ade- 

uate protection, but to the experienced accountant it would seem to be 
throwing away the substance and retaining only the shadow. 

If the Comptroller of the Treasury is to have action on only those few 
cases appealed to him from the Auditors, he is not likely to have in his office 
the subordinate experts through whom every head of a bureau must work, 
and on whom he must rely for his information and for the performance of 
the detailed work. Without these experts the accounts could not be prop 
erly examined, and the head of the bureau must work at great van- 
tage. 

Again, as the work of the Auditor is not to be uniformly revised by any- 
body, only the employés in his office will see the accounts, or know what 
they contain, what source of information will the Secretary of the Treasury 
have in regard to them, and how will he determine what particular accounts 
contain errors prejudicial to the interests oftheGovernment? Isitexpected 
that the Auditor’s clerk will call attention to his own errors, even if he be- 
comes aware of them? No; and hence owing to the want of information as 
to what accounts are improperly adjusted there will be no intelligent re- 
vision of accounts, and the interests of the Government will be without ade- 
quato protection. 

Auditors and their employ és are but human, and until the liability to mis- 
takes is eliminated from meen action it will be unsafe and unwise to en- 
trust greatinterests to theexclusive care of oneperson. An Auditor operates 
through his clerks, and unless errors are discovered by the clerk, and atten- 
tion called to the same, the Auditor himself remains in ignorance of the error. 
If the clerk has a moral or mental defect the error will pass unheeded. His 
= that the revision of his work is highly improbable will engender 
careless babits and loose rules of construction. 

It should not be forgotten that the famous star route scandal waslocated 
in a Department whose accounts are settled by an Auditor without revision 
by a Comptroller, and that the great swindle and consequent loss to the 
Government would have \defrayed the cost of revision of all Post-Office ac- 
counts for half acentury orjmore. Since that time the Sixth Auditor has 
established within his own office a ‘‘ Division of Review’’ of accounts, thus 
recognizing the necessity of bringing more than one mind to bear upon im- 
portant questions. The same necessity has been ized by the commit- 
tee in framing the ——_ bill, for in section 12 of the bill itis provided that, 
“In the case of cla’ pees to an Auditor which have not had an ad- 
ministrative examina , the Auditor shall cause them to be examined by 
two of his subordinates independently of each other.’”’ It is afact thata 
large percentage of all claims settled by the Second Comptroller do not re- 
ceive administrative action, but are filed directly with the accounting offi- 


cers. 

It will be admitted that a rigid sqreting of official acts tends to keep many 
in honorable paths who might otherwise be treading devious ways. An 
ounce of experjence is worth many pounds of theory. Search therecords of 
the Comptrollers’ offices and you will find innumerable cases wherereversal 
of the Auditor's action has saved the Government large sums, while the 
amount of wrong prevented is of course incalculable. 

Some time during the year 1878 an official claimed to have ex 
$30,000 of his private funds forthe benefit of the Government. e presented 
fair vouchers as evidence of the claim. Congress was induced to make an 
appropriation to reimburse him. The Auditor allowed the claim but the 
Second Comptroller demurred to the evidence. Investigation proved the 
claim fictitious, and the next Congress repealed the act cf appropriation. 
Thus this large sum was saved to the Government. 

At another time Vongress passed an act granting extra pay to certain per- 
sons in the service. Ten days after the act became a law a claimant made 
application for what might be due him thereunder, and he was After 
the lapse of a number of years the same party again claimed the gratuity. 
The claim was again certified by the Auditor for allowance, but upon exam- 
ination by the Second Comptroller it was disallowed upon the ground that 
the claimant had once been paid in full. 

Many other cases could be cited wherein the amount saved by the revision 
of accounts, after they have been passed by the Auditors, have been large, 
but it is believed that the two mentioned will suffice to illustrate the value 
of the double-check system of accounting now practiced. 

No one mindis capable of grasping all the different points of themany com- 
os uestions which daily arise in the accounting offices. One man will 

md mind to the discovery of noncompliance with prescribed forms. 
Another will look carefully into the legal status of the transactions; while 
still another will readily discover ali the errors in computation. These 
different human characteristics are recognized in all the business affairs of 
life. In our jury s ™ twelve different minds are brought to the deter- 
ymination of questions in order that the facts may be viewed from twelve 
different standpoints. 

The ancient practice of some dignitary ‘sitting within the gates,” hear- 
ing and decidin, nee instanter, may have been suited to those primi- 
tive ome ae t will not satisfy the people of the present day. The com- 
plicated rs of life nowreq some system ——_ to meet the present 
needs. The system of public accounting establ by Hamilton has been 
reasonably satisfactory for more than one hundred years. Tom that 
system and remove the checks upon dishonesty and fligacy and it 
Within the power of one man to decide what is lawful and proper (be he ever 
So honest), isan experiment fraught with untold danger and the possible 
set 1 ane Se money, compared to which the saving in clerk hire 

The work necessarily involved in the examination and settlementof claims 
and accounts coming before the Second Comptrolier’s OfMficecan not be full 

‘expressed in i=. Even if it were practicable to convey by tabulated 
Statements a te idea of the work, such statements could not be clearly 
understood nat by those who have given long and close personal atten- 


tion to the wi 
t by the fact that 


nded over 


The necessity for the work of revision is made apparen 
‘In 1,160 claims examined in the office of Second Comptroller during the pres- 
ent fiscal ro, errors ting $34,809.68 were discovered and corrected, 
being $23,370.38 repertet bythe Auditor for allowance, to which claimants 
were not entitled, and $11,439.30, notreported by the Auditor, but found due 
claimants under the laws and decisions applicable to the cases and allowed 
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by she Second Comptroller; also by the further fact that in 387 accounts o: 
a perees officers errors aggregating $453,288.65 were discovered and cor. 
rected. 

In connection with this subject attention is invited to the “joint repo 
from the Secretaries of the different Departments pa ting the annual se: 
tlement of the public accounts,” hereinafter set forth, which wa8 made ¢ 
the Senate at the second session of the Fourteenth Congress. This report 


dated December 6, 1816. 
It is an ano y to be noted that the reasons which a) ar to have infly 
enced the co: ttee in 1816 in recommending the establishment of the of) 


of Second Comptroller are pees the reasons now urged for the aboli 
ment of the same office. If the condition of the publit business at that ear), 
date waranted the appointment of an additional Comptroller, how can i 
present condition be considered to justify the abolishment of that office? 

Attention is also invited to the accompanying tabulated statement show. 
ing the number of claims and accounts revised by the Second Comptro) 
during the a fiscal year; also the number of corrections made there 
and the amount disallowed by the Comptroller in said revision. 

The bill lately introduced into the Senate and House of Representativ: 
entitled ‘A bill to improve the methods of accounting in the Departme: 
of the Treasury, and for other purposes,’’ ought properly be entitled 
bill to open the doors to frauds upon the Treasury, and for the benefit 
claim agents, and for other purposes.”’ 

The biil is vicious and dangerous, and bears upon its face evidence of ha 
ing been drafted by men without practical experience in Treasury accoun 
ing, and without knowledge of the methods t. oy poegene to remedy. It is 
= to be a bill to simplify the system which has been in success!u! 
existence for almost a century, Whereas it is in truth and in fact a bill t 
confuse and confound, 

The reéxamination of accounts, and review of the action of the sever 
Auditors is removed, and a feeble attempt to preserve the checking system 
by a review established within the several bureaus, thus abolishing t) 
Comptrollers’ offices. 

Time will not permit an exhaustive brief on this unsafe innovation, but a 
few salient points can be presented which will show the wrongful tende: 
cies of the proposed legislation. 

If enac into a law it will radically change the system of checks ani 
balances which have so long given satisfaction to both officers and the 


people. 

The bureaus of the First and Second Comptroller, as Comptrollers, a: 
abolished, and in their stead a judge of a court of appeals and an assista: 
judge are to be substituted, under the name of “The Comptroller of the 

reasury and Assistant Comptroller.” They will have practically little t 
do with questions of law, because, as will be seen by an examination of tlic 
= under the system proposed very few appeals will be taken, as will | 

own. 

Section 4 amends section 271, Revised Statutes, as follows: 

‘*Suo, 271. The Comptroller of the Treasury, in any case where, in his opi: 
ion, the inter. xts of the Government require it, shall direct any of the Aud 
tors forthwith to audit and settle'any particular account which such Audi 
tor is authorized to audit and settle.”’ 

Now it does not appear how the Comptroiler of the Treasury is to knov 
when the interests of the Government demand the settlement of any 2 
count unless it be shown in very few cases which are brought to him on a; 

al; and it is not for a moment to be presumed that Auditors will appea! 

wet gd own rulings, and claimants will scarcely venture to invoke su 
remedy. 

The , and assistant judge, it is true, will have certain duties and pow 
ers, the first named having full control; the assistant such duties as his 
chief may assign him, being chiefly clerical. The revision of the accountin 
of the several Auditors is entirely removed fromthe Comptroller, and ex- 
cept upon questions of law (and as has been shown few will arise under t! 
proposed bill) he and his assistant will have plenty of time for recreation. 

To —- more plainly, the Comptrollers are shorn of all power, and t! 
several Auditors ome the most important officers in the Treasury, ran 
ing in powers for mischief the higher officials. Theiraction inalmostever 
case Will be final, and no matter how great the fraud, there will be no re- 
dress either upon the part of the Government or the citizens. The Gove! 
ment will stand powerless intheir presence. 

To illustrate, attention is called to lines 26 to 28, page 8 of the bill, wher 


itsays: “Any person accepting payment under a settlement by an Auditor 
8 be precluded from obtaining a review of such settlement.” Can any 


legislative enactment be more unjust, more arbitrary? A citizen having 


claim pending before the Auditor of the Treasury Department is allowe: 


$1,000. He believes he ought to have more, but not having access to thio 
books and may-be for money, accepts it asthe best thing that can | 
done. After a time it is made known to him that the Government owed him 
$2,000 instead of $1,000, and he modestly asks a revision. He files his petition 
and is confronted with the above enactment, being practically informe: 
that “mistakes are not corrected in the office of the Auditor of the Trea 
ury.” The unfortunate claimant has but one remedy left, and that Is an 4) 
pealto or the Court of Claims; and sensible men know that is 
very doubtful remedy. 

Can any jaw of Congress be more inequitable; nay, more unjust? 

But the Government is no better off. Its checking system is gone 2L 
is left to the tender mercies of the accounting officers. 

Section 12, recognizing the necessity for the checking system by Co! 
trollers, in an infirm endeavor tries to preserve it, but it does not. | 
what it says: 

“So. 12. In the case of claims presented to an Auditor, which have : 
had an administrative examination, the Auditor shall cause them to be 
amined by two of his subordinates independently of each other.” 

Mark the words, “tbe Auditor shall cause them to be examined by tw 
his subordinates independentiy of each other.”” But will they be indep 
ent of the Auditor? That is a pertinent question. 

Vo again illustrate. The Auditor of the Treasury, being a Man, perh® 
of some yanity,of inordinate ambition, and some cupidity (this ig merely‘ 
supposable case), has a claim pending in his Bureau which is somew!i*' 
=. The claimant, anewens his man, “sees” the Auditor and dep3! 
The , amounting to 850,000, is taken from the files; the Auditor « 
upon his subordinates; gives them his opinion regarding it. However '! 
dependent they may be of each other, they will not be independent of 
and after an accounting and revision the claim is audited and allowed. 
fortunate claimant, of course, will ask for no review; will ask no appc.!: 
the Auditor will certainly not appeal from his own ruling; and the luck! 
man egpeete, draws his warrant, and walks out of the Treasury Depart’ 
ment With his $50,000—minus the sum it has cost him to “flix” things. This 
is by no means an extreme case. ; 

a poe ago a claim for some $30,000 ran the gantlet of all the guar:3 
ae ud until it reached a division of the Second Comptroller's Offic’ 

clerk whose duty it was to review it made a careful examination, an' 
after such examination pronounced the evidence insufficient and stood by 
his conviction, notwithstanding there was a good deal of cursing about rev 
tape. Acarefulinvestigation was had, resulting in finding theclaim fictitious 
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and withoutfoundation. The Auditor's action was reversed, the claim dis 
allowed, and 830,000 was saved to the taxpayers. 

of such instances, and will it be safe to tear down such a system and substi. 
tute a weakling like said section 12in ita stead? Better cling to the Comp 
troller’s offices as organized in 1817. ; . 

There is a report filed with said billwhich purports to have been prepar 
by the three experts who have, itis said, given much time to the exami! 
tion of departmental methods. If they did prepare the report it reflects n 
credit upon them, for they display a lamentable ignorance of the sub 
they pretend to treat. It really needs no answer, because an examinati: 
of itin connection with the bill bearsits own refutation. To one familiar 
with the workings of the Second Comptrolier’s Office it is apparent that 
these gentlemen named or either of them have never given a day’s study to 
its books. Indeed, itisa rt 
halfday inthe Bureau. T 1ave never been seen there butonce or tw! 
and then did not remain in any one room as much as twenty minutes, al 
some of the rooms they did not visit at Their examination and inf« 
mation came from other source little heed to what tl 
were attempting to undo. 

Butto the report, and a perusal of it 
know of what they are talking ut, a2 
ing culled from it: 

“Sections9 and 10of thisact willdo more for the 
ment than a dozen reéxaminations of accounts. 

It will not do to accept this dicta but go to the act itself, and that will 
show that said sections 9 ; 10 have nothing af all to do with an examina- 
tion of accounts that willprotect the Treasury. Section 9 simply provides 
for the signing and countersigning of warrants and is no check atall. Asa 
matter of fact, every officer of the Government knows that the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and the officers under him, are guided by the initials of the 
different subordinates through whose hands the warrants and accounts 
must pass, and onthem they mustrely. They have no timeto turn them- 
selves into law professors and bookkeepers, but they must heed the initials, 
and it is the same to them whether coming from one or a dozen bureaus. 
The Secretary of the Treasury and the Comptroller can not know under 
section 9whether an account be corrector not. Such a statement in a re- 
port can have but one object, and that to deceive. iz 

A part of said section 9 repeals section 269 and so much of section 365 of 
the Revised Statutes as requires the Register of the Treasury to record war 
rants. This of itself is a removal of a check, and gives the Register less to 
do, while in the report the experts advise that ho be given three more divi- 
sions and moreclorks with less todo. Why,itis not easy to determine. It 
isan enigma that is not easy of solution. 

It will thus be seen (and this may be a repetition) that there is absolutely 
nothing in section 9 to protect the Government in lieu of a reéxamination 
of accounts by a different set of officers removed from the influence of the 
2st accounting bureau; and it is amazing that men should make such an 
assertion and expect people who can read to believe it. 

Section 10 does no better. On the contrary, itis confusing and gives no re- 
lief. In all candor, where can the experts point to a clause in said section 
which is a check or balance? It is faulty in the extreme and attempts to 
provide against possibilities by requiring animpossibility. The entire sec- 
tionis toolong toincorporate in this paper, and but one more brief reference 
will be made to it. . : 

To give the nondescript dignity it_is presumed, the services of the Presi- 
dent are brought into requisition. It is sufficient to say that he, too, like 
the Secretary of the Treasury and the Comptroller, must rely upon the in- 
itials of his subordinates and sign what is placed before him, else he would 
haveno time to give to other public business. He in this instance is at the 
mercy of the Auditors, and the men who drafted the bill, if they knew a1 
thing, must have known it. Itis sly a blind and practically meaning- 
less. 

Section 11 is no improvement on the present system, but the reverse 
gives no check upon the Attorney-General in the examination of accounts 
It is atortuous provision, and only removes checks upon the officers who 
act under him. 

Section 13is merely directory and is already the law. 

It is not necessary to analyze the remaining portions of the bill, as t 
are perhaps necessary should the change asked be unfortunately made 

The fourth section of the bill, however, deserves especial mention. 

The Auditor for the Navy Department must certify all his balances to the 
bookkeeping division, but he has no control oversaid division, 

onsible, but has no control of the books to which he must certify his 
He is at the mercy of a division beyond his jurisdiction. 
experts in framing their report, the men who drafted the bill, gave little 
heed to this lax method to be substituted for the old and satisfactory way 
of doing business, and the looseness of the proposed act shows they h 
given no real study to their subject. 

The bill, if it should ever become a law, Vv 
into an endless muddle. In less than a year Congress willbe called upon to 
reverse its action and restore the system which prevails and gives sol 
cause forcomplaint. Every protection is provided now, and appropriat 
and accounts arising thereunder move like clockwork. To overthrow 

mM as proposed by the railroad gentlemen will so pile up the difficulties 
he officers will encounter that a Second Comptroller, with all his 
as they at present exist, must be again created. 

50 much for a hasty reviow of this bill of abominations. 

Attention is now called to another peculiar phases of the monstrosity 

An attempt is made to preserve all the high class of officials. 
fearing a resistance on the part of some of t ith a desire to preser 
some special interests, something like a logr ‘ process is apparent. 

The Chief Comptroller has an increase in the bi lof 8500 added yearly to 
his salary. The experts recommended an increase of a thousand. 
(the experts) also recommend that each Auditor bo allowed 8400 per an- 
num more thanis now paid them. This feature has a dubious aspect. If 
economy is one reason why the bill must become a law, why lessen the 
duties of the Comptrolier and give him a higher salary? Why increase the 
salaries of the Auditors? This increase is made at the expense of the clerks 
in the classified service, who must be turned loose with nothing, and chiefs 
of divisions, who will be turned out of office. This of itself would be asmall 
matter if'a great and lasting reform would be accomplished. 
reform is had, it has a strange and confessedly dark appearance. Its ear- 
mat KS are not creditable to the authors of the scheme. his shady view is 
noticed because some one has thought enough of the officers who expect to 
be retained to increase their emoluments and dignities and at the expense 
of the Treasury. 
nae te the estimated saving; $179,000 per annum the raflroad men say will 

ssaved. This looks wellin print. Will the change save such an amount? 
With all due deference to men who so declare, it will not! It willsave noth- 
ing. _ Already some of the officers who are most interested are declaring that 

H view of increased labors their allotment of clerks by the experts is too 
mel and they must have more. Where will the end be? 
br fore important, however, is the great safeguard the Commission want to 
eak down. Common rumor saysthat in the Second Comptroller's Bureau 
alone there have been errors discovered and a saving to the Government of 
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A statement was made this morning tl 
tors together one day this week am 
uponthem. This does not c 
the Auditors called together 
Comptroller, showing the dif 
by him. The ‘‘experts’’ are tryin 
this officer is making an attac 
the Comptroller, in order tl 
scheme 
[Senate cument No. 16 

session 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNI 

April 27,.1804.—-Referred to the Committee on 
Expenditures of the Executive Departmen 
Mr. SHERMAN presented the following: 

STATEMENT OF W. I. LEWIS, FORMERLY A CLERK IN THE TR 
MENT, IN OPPOSITION TO THE PROPOSED LEGISLATION 
METHODS OF ACCOUNTING IN THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT! 
THE OFFICE OF COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS AND G 
FINALLY EXAMINE AND CERTIFY ACCOUNTS AND CI 
UNITED STATES TO THE FIRST AUDITOR, SUBJECT ONLY TO 
DER LIMITED CONDITIONS TO THE FIRST COMPTROLLER O] 

[House bill No. 5750, “to improve the methods of ac« 

ment of the Treasury, and for othe 

OBJECTIONS TO THE PROPOSED LEGISLATION 
UNWISE, AND THAT IT WILL NOT IMPROVE 
IN THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
The office of Commissioner of Cu 
hen overburdened Comptroller. 

In a letter dated December 9, 1848, transmitt 
gress,Hon. Robert J. Walker, then Secre 
ablest Secretaries we have ever had, said 

“The office of the Comptroller of the Treasury should 
greatand augmenting portion of his duties relating 
customs and the accounts of collectors and other oifl 
should be devolved upon the head of a new bureau, to 
missioner of Customs.’ Combined, as noware under the 
the duties appertaining iboth to receipts and expendi 
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The clerks of that office have been there a long number of years, and ha 
become expert accountants in their special accounts and understand the 
law relating to such accounts, and to place all this work in the First Audi- 
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tor’s office and put new clerks on it would require a much larger force than 
the experts have mentioned in their report, and under the proposed change 
with new clerks, mistakes would be easily made; andif the mistake is against 
the Government the claimant will not app2al to the Comptroller and the ac- 
count settled as stated by the clerk will go into the files and the mistake will 
never be discovered. Bear in mind that the Auditor himself does not ex- 
amine the account, nor make the computations; the clerks do that and the 
Auditor approves the sum totals. In the final settlement and collection of 
balances due when officers retire, especially when there are controverted 
questions of law and fact, then the system for the settlement of accounts by 
one officer will be found to be very weak, as is the case in the settlements of 
accounts by the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-OMice Department, 
which is exceptionally weak, as will appear by the following: 

In January, 1886, the House of Representatives passed a resolution calling 
on the Sixth Auditor for a report of ‘all balances due to and from the 
United States, as shown by the books of the offices of the Register and Sixth 
Auditor of the Treasury Department, from 1789 to June 30, 1885,"" and in re- 

ly, dated March 10, 1886, Hon. D. McConville, the then Auditor, said in his 

etter: 

*T have the honor to inform you that it will probably require the entire 
services of twenty-five clerks four years to prepare the statement required 
by the terms of the resolution from this office."’ 

The Commissioner of Customs office is a comptrolling office and a proper 
function of a comptrolling office is to exhaust all legal means for the collec- 
tion of moneys due the Government as much as to examine and settle an 
account, and under the present system it would not take but a few clerks 
four days, in the Commissioner of Customs office, to prepare a statement of 
balances if called for by Congress. 

If the past experience has any weight in this matter, surely the establish- 
ment of this Bureau has been a wise and economical measure. 

Take the figures from the books of the Treasury (see Finance Report of 
the Secretary, 1893) as to the receipts and disbursements incustoms matters 
for a number of years, say thirteen years immediately before the establish- 
ment of this office, from 1837 to 1849, inclusive, the receipts were $267,963,513.09, 
the loss $1,737,758, or about $6,500 to each million of dollars collected. The 
expenditures for same period were about $18,000,000, and the loss about 
£25,000, or about $1,400 on each million of dollars disbursed. 

Now, take the receipts from 1881 to 1893, inclusive, thirteen years, 82,713,- 
778,187.54 (see Annual Report Commissioner of Customs, 1893), the loss 8870.17, 
or about 82 cents on each million collected. The expenditures for the same 
period were €280,824,420.12, and the outstanding balances $111,469.54, or $3.97 
on #ach 81,000,000 disbursed. 

These figures speak louder than any clamor for change in the system which 
has worked so admirably. 

The Commissioner of Customs, in his annual report for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1893, says: 

“The amount of unadjusted indebtedness standing on the books of the 
Treasury arising from accounts, the settlement of which pertains to this 
office, is verysmall * * * in transactions aggregating more than 83,000,- 
000,000, a record of which any government may wel! be ra 

In tho light of the past, is it wise to make the contemplated radical change 
not yet sanctioned by experience? 

Heretofore duties on imports have been the largest single source of reve- 
nue to the Government, and will probably continue to be when the com- 
merce and the business of the country are again adjusted on a firm basis; 
and as the loss has been so small (32 cents on a million) in collecting this 
large revenue, would it Ve wise to make radical changes for the sake of 
change? It may be claimed that some large corporations of the country 
have had the necessary experience to make such change. But in the light 
of the financial disasters to railroads all over the country, the comparison 
of losses between their systems of accounting and financial methods and the 
system of accounting and financial methods of the Government, judging 
from resuits, are very largely in favor of the present safe system of ac- 
counting by the Government. 

A careful and intelligent examination of the existing system of account- 
ing in all its bearings will show that no person, however expert an account- 
ant, without previous practical experience in the office of the Commissioner 
of Customs can go into the Treas and ina few days, or even months, 
make an examination of the methods of accounting and understand the 
scope and appreciate the value of the different parts, and arrive at a cor- 
rect and safe conclusion. 

The law now provides for two sets of accounting officers, an auditing 
and revising office; both are required to examine and certify all accounts 
under their jurisdiction. 

In theory each makes an independent examination; the revising office ex- 
amining the accounts after they have been certified by the Auditor, just as 
it would if no previous examination had been made. 

But it will be shown that in practice there is an important distinction. 
If that were not true then the system would apparently provide for a dupli- 
cation of the work. 

The examination of accounts as to the character of the work may be di- 
vided into two classes, one clerical, and the other judicial. 

The clerical consists in making computations, and seeing that the vouch- 
ers are properly receipted, certified, and dated; this requires care and fidel- 
ity; therefore a second examination of that character must be to insure 
such care and fidelity, and to detect and correct errors overlooked. 

The principal object of asecond examination, however, is to seo that all 
laws and regulations restricting expenditures, and the acts of agents, oM- 
cers, and other persons having accounts with the Government, have been 
complied with; ascertaining if the articles purchased and labor employed 
have been applied to the object provided for by the appropriation from 
which the expenditures have been made, and whether such were for the serv- 
ice of the fiscal year for which the appropriation was made, or come within 
a provision of law excepting them fromsuch requirement; and, if furnished 
by contract, whether there has been strict compliance with the terms of the 
contract. 

This requires a knowledge of the special statutes pertaining to such cases 
and of the general laws and also the decisions relative to the subject-matter, 
aclear comprebension of the meaning of words and an experienced judgment 
inapplying the statutes. 

In order to operate as an efficient check upon extravagant and illegal ex- 
penditures, this work must be done by experienced men of knowledge and 
ability, and with scrupulous care and fidelity. 

This workis now being ey by men of ability and long experience in 
the office of the Commissioner of Customs, experts in customs accounts. 

Under the present system the object of a second examination or revision 
of the accounts examined by the Auditor is fourfold; to maintain the effi- 
ciency of the examinations made in the Auditor's Office; to prevent fraudu- 
lent allowances, and to provide additional means for detecting and prevent- 
ing illegal expenditures; and to enforce a compliance with the law. 

f this bill No. 5750 becomes a law and the revision of the examination 
made in the Auditor’s Office is done away with, then the accounts when cer- 
tifed by the Auditor will pass into the filles and into obscurity, no matter 
how many illegal expenditures were passed over without question; there 


would hardly be the remotest chance for discovery; and mistakes, fraud 
collusion will never be detected, unless under very extraordinary « 
stances, and even if discovered, the person render.ng the account 
clerk auditing the same would naturally claim it to be only a mista 
criminality would not lie 

If a disbursing officer makes an illegal expenditure or intentionally 
aimistake against the Government, and the account is passed by th: 
intentionally, or by making the same mistake unintentionally (as i 
the case in footing columns, as every experienced accountant know 
when a claimant is paid the amount of his claim, be it illegal or the 1 
of a mistake, he will let the matter go and remain silent, and the cler 
passes the account will not call attention to it and thereby disclose his 
in the transaction, and it will never be found. 

A collector or other customs officer, or a clatmant having accounts 
the Government, would naturally make the acquainvance of the clerk 
has charge of his accounts, as they have in the past, with no thou 
fraud or collusion. As the system now stands, there are two officers 
two clerks to collude with; but with only one clerk between him and | 
Government, with no means of detecting carelessness, negligence, or frau 
collusion to a dishonestly inclined person would naturally be suggested 

The provision of the bill seems to be admirably arranged for claima 
and delinquents, but directly adverse to the interests of the Governmen 
The Auditor's decisions are to be final in all cases not appealed. An appeal 
to the First Comptroller is provided for in the bill, but no decision in fayo: 
of a claimant or delinquent would ever be appealed, and the Auditor wou 
not appeal from his own decision, and no one else would know anything 
about it, and there would be no protection for the Government. 

The certificate of the Auditor would disclose noquestion of law or fact, ani 
the Secretary of the Treasury and the First Comptroller would have no 
knowledge of the questions passed upon in the examination of aclaim ora 
count thus passed by the Auditor, whatever might be allowed. But eve: 
decision against a claimant could be appealed to the First Comptroller an 
tried over again. 

But under some extraordinary circumstances, if the Comptroller shoul 
discover that an illegal allowance had been made by the Auditor and shoul; 
take an appeal and decide against the claimant, such action would be « 
doubtful avail. Whenthe allowance was made the claimant would prompt); 
secure payment, and it would be very doubtful if the money could be reco 
ered back upon asubsequent disallowance by the Comptroller. Asuit woul! 
have to be instituted against the claimant, and even if a judgment shou 
be obtained in many cases it would be impossible to collect the money. 

It does not seem to be a very wise policy to pay the claimant first an. 
then try to get the money back afterward. 

Where such multiplex and enormous personal interests are at stak: 
would it be wise to abolish this safeguard of the Treasury? The value of a 
second examination for the purpose of preventing fraud and collusion ca: 
not be doubted. In said Report No. 409, page 5, the experts state that of 5 
accounts revised by the Commissioner of Customs’ Office, covering a perio 
of two months, and aggregating a total amount involved of 848,022,523.33, 
was found that the results of these accounts were not changed, with but o1 
error found, etc. Now, does this not prove the efficiency and preventive: 
ture of the system and the fidelity of the clerks and those rendering the a 
counts, as well as the efficiency of the clerks? Ina healthy condition oft) 

present system, would not this result be precisely what should be expect« 

cause there has been no attempt for a long time to burglarize the Unite 
States Treasury, would it be wise to abolish the watchmen, the safeguards 
of the building, and thereby economize the money paid to them for salaries 
It would undoubtedly simplify matters, but would it be safe? 

Following the line of argument of the Joint Commission, it might be sug 
ested that there is no necessity for the revision of the bills passed by t! 
{iousé of Representatives, and hence the Senate is unnecessary And extra\ 

agant; in fact, there are not wanting advocates of a single legislative bod 
in this country and in Europe. 

Is there safety in ill-conSidered haste to change an accounting syst 
which our fathers in their wisdom established, and which has had thea 
proval of wise Secretaries of the Treasury? 

Experience has shown that there is wisdom in revision. 

The greater portion of all questions of law which are raised and decid 
in the statement of accounts is the work of the revising offices. Emphat 
cally so as to the office of Commissioner of Customs; and while the amour 
of money may sometimes be small, the decision of the question of law i 
the case may prevent future payments of magnitude or prevent the misa 
a of appropriations and erroneous interprétation of laws. The us: 

ulness of these decisions can hot be measured in terms of money; the! 
must be measured by right and justice and good government. They p: 
vent unauthorized violations of law which would otherwise demoralize th; 
public service. 

This revising office has established a long list of admirable decisions, co 
pared to which the auditing office can show little in value. The attenti 
of the clerks in the Auditor’s office is directed mer to the collection 
evidence and to a formal statement of the accounts, while the Commission 
of Customs is concerned in the question whether the facts presénted by t! 
Auditor are in accordance with the law, hence the tevising offices have ( 
veloped a more highly trained judgment in the construction and appii 
tion of statutes, which is the highest functidn of the present accounti! 
system. It is proposed that collectors should forward all original pa.) 
pertaining to entries, including original invoicéS with appraisers’ retur 
noted thereon, and the returns of the weigher and gauger to the Au 
In the report of the joint Committee it is stated that— 

“The purpose of the bill is not only to reduce expenditures, but is to « 
an efficient audit and active supervision of the customs accounts by the | 
Auditor of the Treasury, to prevent unnecessary duplication of work 
to expedite public business.” 

As to the first purpose of the bill to reduce expenditures, it will be | 
that to examine the original invoices from the collectors would requi 
employment of experts and translators in the Auditor’s office. Frequ 
the goods imported have to be examined at the ports of entry, thus ne 
tating a continuance of experts and translators there also. This, with 
additional labor involved upon the First Auditor's office, consisting of 
work now performed by the Commissioner of Custom's office, and with © 
the Auditor has now no connection, would cost the Government more m 
than the presentsystem. Therefore a reduction of expenditures would ! 
be accomplished. 

As to the second purpose of this bill, viz: “To effect an efficient aud 
active supervision of the customs accounts.” 

I wish to call special attention to the statement contained in the rep 
the Joint Commission, page 1, viz.: 

‘* * * About 90 per cent of the customs receipts come from 0”. 
where there are naval officers, and the Auditor has so original p®))’'> 
wherewith to check the transcript of the accounts which is forwarde | ' 
him by the collector and certified as correct by the naval officer. [or th 
other ports, where there are no naval offic: rs, the accounts of the collectors 
are accompanied by a copy of the merchant’s entries. 

Now, these naval officers represent the Treasury Department, and it )§ 
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their duty to make original investigation of manifests, invoices, and entries 
of goods imported, and to estimate the duties, indepen lently of the collector 
and before the duties are paid; an lafter duties are paid it is their further 
duty to examine the collector's ) 
their correctness. (Cust yds Regulations, 1592, articles 1040-1042.) 

The report of the Joint Committee further says, on page 1: 

“Itis proposed that for all ports, except New York, the collectors shall 
forward to the Auditor, with their statement of accounts, original consular 
invoices With the appraisers’ returns noted thereon, and the returns of the 
weigher and gauger,if any. ‘his will give the Auditor the facilities for 
making acomplete and satisfactory audit of the customs ofiicers accounts.”’ 

Over 76 per cent of the 90 percent of customs receipts at the ports referred 
to are now collected at the excepted port of New York, and according to the 
above propositions the accounts covering less than 24 per cent of those r 
ceipts will go to the Auditor, on which a complete and satisfactory audit 
can be made. 

The examination of these papers by the Auditor would be a duplication of 
work, which can not be done so efficiently by the Auditor as by the naval 
officers; and it would not be wise to abolish the naval officers, as the investi 
gations made by these officers, who are agents of the Treasury Department, 
are made before the duties are paid, and errors made by the collectors in 
estimating the duties and liquidating the entries can be corrected in time to 
secure the proper duties. Thenayval oficer isthere where all the transaction 
takes place, and can investigate and adjust every step of the proceeding 
which may be unsatistactory. The First Auditor could not make such in 
vestigat®n and adjustment; he could only review the papers after the du 
ties were collected and the transaction closed. If, after liquidation and ac- 
counts rendered, the Auditor should discover that anerror in the rate of 
duty had been made he would be helpless to correct it. (Heyl’s Digest, 1891, 
Customs Administration; act of 1890, section 14, page 115; 26 Statutes at 
Large, section 14, page 131.) 

To supplant the simultaneous investigation of transactions before they 
are completed by an oMicer of the Treasury Department who is present and 
can see what is being done by an examination at a distance of papers repre- 
senting these transactions hardly seems to bs an improvement of methods 

Collectors of customs are chargeable only with the amount of duties col- 
lected, and any additional charge by the Auditor founded on the examina- 
tion of those papers would be illegal. 

Notwithstanding these facts it is proposed to adopt the above method, so 
valueless. The report of the Joint Commission, No. 409, on page 1, says: 

“It is proposed to give the First Auditor in Washington more facilities 
for obtaining an accurate check upon accounts of collectors, and this will pro 
tect the Government to a much greater degree than it is now protected by 
the office of the Commissioner of Customs.” * * * 

Suppose those papers would be of some value to the accounting officers, 
why not require them to be furnished under the existing system, without 
destroying much more valuable safeguards. Tho Secretary of the Treasury 
has now, and always has had, authority to require thatall necessary papers 
be furnished with accounts to the Treasury apenas. The Treasury 
regulations of 1892, section 887, require that the liquidated duties shall be 
certified on the entry by the proper officer. 

If the work of the oMce of Commissioner of Customs is an unnecessary 
duplication, what a commentary it is on the auditing system of the Govern- 
ment which has prevailed since the days of Hamilton, and what a commen 
tary on the wisdom of the great Secretary of the Treasury, Robert J. 
Walker, who recommended the establishment of this office, and what a com- 
mentary on the Congress which created it. 

It is respectfully suggested that the United States Senate should stand 
true to its traditions and dignity, and whatever action is taken should be 
done with thoughtful and careful consideration, and with a full knowledge 
of all the facts in the matter. 


ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION ON ACCOUNTS. 

On July 17, 1862, Congress provided, in ‘An act to provide for the more 
prompt settlement of the accounts of disbursing ofMicers” (12 Stat., 593), 
that from and after that date any ofMicer or agent of the United States who 
should receive public money which he was not authorized toretain as salary, 
pay, or emolument, should render his accounts monthly, instead of quar- 
terly, as theretofore, and that such accounts, with the vouchers necessary 
to the correct and prompt settlement thereof, should be rendered direct to 
the proper accounting officer of the Treasury, and be mailed or otherwise 
forwarded to their proper address within ten days after the expiration of 
each successive month. 

At thesame time Congress also provided that in case of the nonreceipt at 
the Treasury of any accounts within a reasonable and proper time there 
after, the officer whose accounts were in default should be required to fur- 
nish satisfactory evidence of having complied with the above provision, and 
that for any default on his part the delinquent officer should be deemed a 
defaulter, and be subject to all the penalties prescribed by the sixteenth 
section of the act of August 6, 1846 (¥ Stat.,63), ‘‘to provide for the better 
organization of the Treasury, and for the collection, safe-keeping, trans- 
fer, and disbursement of the public revenues,” that is to say, the penaltie 
prescribed by section 5491 of the Revised Statutes, which are a fine equal to 
the amount of the money involved or embezzled, and imprisonment for a 
period not less than six months nor more than ten years. . 

It thus appears that in July, 1862, early in the war of the rebellion, Con 
gress dispensed with such administrative action or examination as was 
then had upon the accounts of disbursing officers an4 provided that ther 
accounts should be rendered direct tothe proper Auditor of the Treasury. 
The object of this legislation, as expressed in the title of the act, was “io 
provide for the more prompt settlement of the accounts of disbursing 
officers.” So far as the accounts of disbursing officers of the War and 
Navy Departments were concerned, who were disbursing vast amounts of 
money appropriated by Congress for the suppression of the rebellion, and 
who were for the most part inexperienced in their duties as disbursing ofmi- 
cers, there would seem to have been the greatest necessity, thus early in 
the history of the war, for administrative action or examination by the War 
and Navy Departments. 

But Congress thought otherwise. Desiring to secure a more prompt set- 
tlement of these and other accounts of disbursing officers, it enacted such 
measures as in its wisdom were necessary to secure that object. Ali ac- 
counts were to be rendered monthly instead of quarterly, were to be for- 
warded to the Treasury within ten days of the expiration of each successive 
month or the delinquent disbursing officer to be deemed a defaulter and to 
be peteetto the severe penalties prescribed by statute for embezzlement of 
the public funds, and all administrative action or examination upon the ac- 
counts was to be dispensed with and the accounts, with the vouchers neces 
sary to the correct and prompt settlement thereof, to be forwarded direct 
to the proper Auditor for the action of the accounting officers of the Treas 


In the aforesaid act Congress provided, however, that the Secretary of the 


might, if in his opinion the circumstances of the case justified and 
req it, extend the time therein before prescribed for the rendition of 
accounts, and also that nothing contained in the act should be construed to 
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On March 2, 1867, nearly tive years af | the act dispensing 
with administrative action or examina ipon the accounts of disbursing 
officers, and after most of the large ac ts of disbursements for the sup- 
pression of the rebellion had been rendered t per auditors of 
the Treasury,the passa ‘3 Was secured, 
whereby so muchof thea f July 17, 1862, provided that “such 
accounts With the vouch i ‘ttlement 

hereof, shall be rendere omMicer of the 
asury ** was repealed, and it was pro tat all such accounts and 
chers should thereafter be sent t * burea ich they pertained, 
and, after examination there, shou! passed to the proper act 
officer of the Treasury for settlement lution No. 48, ap] 
March 2, 1867, 14 Stat., 571,572, and section 3622 of the Revised Statut 

It thus appears that nearly two years after the close of the war of the 
bellion, when apparently there was least need for administrative a 
upon the accounts of disbursing officers, provision was again made 
such action or examination by the bureaus to which the accounts respe 
ively pertain. 

On July 15, 1870, Congress provided that the joint resolution of March 2, 
i867, should not be construed to apply to disbursing ofMicers of the Navy, 
but that such officers should render their accounts as the same were ren 
dered before the passage of said joint resolution; that is to say, direct to 
the Fourth Auditor for his action and the action of the Second Comptroller, 
without administrative action or examination, which provision of law is 
still in force. (See section 15 of the act of July 1d, 1870, 16 Stat., 334, and 
section 3622 of the Revised Statutes.) 

It thus appears that the accounts of disbursing officers of the Navy, 
after being exempt from administrative action or examination by the 
bureaus of the Navy Department for a period of nearly five years, were 
made subject to such action or examination after the war of the rebellion 
for a period of little more than three years, whereupon they were again 
made exempt therefrom, and have continued so for nearly a quarter of a 
century. 

If administrative action or examination by the bureaus of the War De- 
partment is necessary upon the accounts of disbursing officers of the Army, 
itis not apparent why such action or examination by the bureaus of the 
Navy Department is not necessary upon the accounts of disbursing officers 
ofthe Navy. Nor is it apparent if such action or examination is unneces- 
sary upon the accounts of disbursing officers of the Navy, why it is neces- 
sary upon the accounts of officers of the Army , ; 

If it was unnecessary in time of a great war, when there were thousands 
of inexperienced disbursing officers with inexperienced clerks in the serv 
ice, it would certainly seem to be unnecessary in time of peace. Ifa more 
prompt settlement of the accounts of disbursing officers is desired than that 
which now obtains, a return to the remedy prescribed in the act of July 17, 
1862, might and doubtless would be found sufficiently effective. That rem 
edy, as has been shown, was the requirement that administrative action or 
examination should be dispensed with and accounts forwarded direct tothe 
proper Auditor of the Treasury for the action of the accounting officers. 
rhe statute then required, as the act of August 30, 1890 (26 Stat., 413), does 
now, the quarterly rendition of accounts of disbursing officers 

Something in the direction of a more prompt settlement of accounts 
might be gained by providing for their monthly rendition in all cases, as 
was done in the act of July 17, 1862. But still more would be gained in that 
direction by dispensing with administrative action or examination upon 
the accounts of disbursing officers by the bureaus of the Executive Depart 
ments in which the accounts respectively accrue, as was done in the act of 
July 17, 1862, so far as all accounts were concerned, and as was done again 
in the act of July 15, 1870, so far as all naval accounts are concerned 

If these suggestions should be carried into effect, all accounts of disburs 
ing officers of the Army would still be subjectto the examination prescribed 
by the act of April 20, 1874 (18 Stat., 33). That act makes it the duty of the 
Secretary of War to cause frequentinquiries to be made as to the necessity 
economy, and propriety of all disbursements made by disbursing officers of 
the Army, and as to their strict conformity to the law appropriating the 
money. It also makes it his duty to ascertain whether the disbursing oM 
cers of the Army comply with the lawin keeping their accounts and making 
their deposits. It directs that all these inquiries shall be made by officersof 
the inspection department of the Army or others detalled for that purpose 

By that designation is meant the Inspector-General's Department of the 
Army. It provides, however, that no oficer detailed for the purpose of mak 
ing the inquiries contemplated by the actshall be inany way connected with 
the department or corps making the disbursement that 
the reports of such inspections Shall be made out and f« ; 
with the annual report of the Secretary of War. 

It would seem that these examinations or inspections, if promy 
faithfully made, should be sufficient as preliminary examinations 
War Department, that is, as examinations preliminary tothe passir 
accounts to the proper accounting officers of the Treasury for a ful 
tailed examination by them. 
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S pple mental statement in relati 
bill No. 6478, introduced March 29, 
uty First Comptroller of the Treasury. 

TRANSFER OF FILES AND RECORDS IN THE TREASURY 

THE PROPOSED CHANGE WILL 

Section 6 of the bill, lines 35-37, 
the direction of the Comptroller of the Treas 

ers and certificates all accounts which have bee! 

In order to carry outthe proposed change it v 
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provides that 


ferred tothe Auditors to whom the accounts relate,’’ to “ transfer 
respective Auditors jurisdiction of the files now u sr the Register 
Report No. 637, Fifty-third Congress, second session, pages 21 and 29 

To fully comprehend the magnitude of the work that such transfe1 the 
files will require, some particularity of statement is necessary 

The Register of the Treasury is now the official bookkeeper of a vil ac- 
counts, and the custodian of the files and records of such accounts. Down 
to 1817, he was the bookkeeper of all accounts settled by the accounting off}- 
cers and the custodian of all the files. By section 5 of the act of March 8, 
1817 (3 Stat., 366), the Second, Third, and Fourth Auditors (whose offices 
were created by said act) were authorized to record and register the ac 
counts made subject to their jurisdiction respectively, and to keep the files 
and records thereof. 

This departure from the Hamiltonian system of accounting is the prime 
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cause of the confusion and perplexity upon which so much stress is laid by 
the experts and the honorable commission. 

Had the Kegister’s jurisdiction been poaperves intact, in his office would 
have been the registers and records of ali accounts and the files thereof. 
So that there would have been one central office in which the recorded bal- 
ances of all accounts might be found, and the tracing of the payment of any 
account or claim, or the indebtedness of an officer onany and all accounts, 
would have been easy and simple. 

The necessity of having the Register of the Treasury keep the balances of 
all accounts and the files thereof has been adverted to in annual reports by 
some of the First Comptrollers. The proposed change takes from the Reg- 
ister his duties as official bookkeeper and custodian of the files of civil ac- 
counts, transfers the bookkee ping to a division in the office of the Secretar 
of the Treasury, and divides the files of accounts between the several Audi- 
tors. Should the proposed legislation become a law the result will be that 
for information as to all receipts, and respecting civil expenditures (other 
than receipts and expenditures of the postal service), the ter’s records 
and files must be resorted to from theestablishment of the Department down 
to the time the proposed legislation is to go into effect, but after that time it 
will be necessary to have recourse to the bookkeeping division of the Sec- 
retary’s office and the files kept by each of the six Auditors. 

With respect to military and naval expenditures the search for informa- 
tion will be more complex still. From the organization of the Department 
down to 1817 we would look to the I ter’s records and files; after 1817 to 
the records and files of the Second, Third, and Fourth Auditors, but after 
the proposed legislation goes into effect (if enacted into a law) we must 
turn to the boo oetag vision of the Secretary’s Office and the files kept 
by each of the six Auditors. The records and files of postal receipts and 
ae have been kept in the Sixth Auditor's Office since its establish- 
ment in ; 

In addition to the foregoing we must also take into consideration that the 
jurisdiction of each of the six Auditors (excepting the Auditor for the Post- 
Office Department) will be very materially changed, ca changes in the 
serial numbers of many classes of accounts, which will pass from the juris- 
diction of one Auditor to that of another, ¢. g., internal-revenue accounts 
which have been under the Fifth Auditor since the internal-revenue system 
Was inau: ted will F. to the First Auditor; judiciary accounts and ac- 
counts relating to the Department of Agriculture, which have always been 
under the First Auditor, will go to the Fifth Auditor; civil expenditures of 
the War and Navy Departments, which have heretofore been under the First 
Auditor, will be transferred to the Second and Fourth Auditors; all expen- 
ditures of the Interior;/Department heretofore audited by the First Auditor, 
will pass to the Third Auditor, who will also take jurisdiction of the public 
cone accounts now audited by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
and soon. 

To state the foregoing facts is to demonstrate that the changes ae. 
if carried out, will multipiy confusion and perplexity, instead of simplifying 
the existing methods; so that, after the la of a number of years, when 
the officials and clerks now on the scene of action shall have passed away. 
it will be a matter of the greatest difficulty to trace payments and hunt u 
the information that is so frequently uired respecting accounts an 
claims. There being no statute of limitation, the liability of paying old 
claims a second time will be increased because of the difficulty of tracing 
out former payments. 

The necess transfers to be made in the files, to place them under the 
changed jurisdiction of the several Anditors, as above partially indicated, 
will require much time and patient labor by skilled clerks. 

In the Register’s Office there are now three large files}rooms, occupying 
much ce, two located in the basement of the Treasury Department and 
one in the attic story, in which story is also located the files.rooms of the 
Third and Fourth Auditors. The files of the Second Auditor are in the 
Winder Building, corner of Seventeenth and F streets northwest. 

There 1s little more available space for files in the Treasury building, 
Which has been burdened with the vast accumulation for a number of years. 
During President Cleveland's first Administration, Secretary Fairchild 
forcibly brought the matter to the attention of Congress, and urged that a 
hall of records for the uncurrent files and records of the Treasury Depart- 
ment and other Executive Departments be provided. In the near future it 
will become absolutely necessary to provide a building for the uncurrent 
files and records of the Treasury Department. 

The honorable Commission and the e ts seemed to have overlooked 
this necessity altogether, and es. they did not ‘fully investigate and 
consider the actual condition of things and contemplate what a heavy un- 
dertaking it will be, attended with great expense and much labor, besides 
the inevitable confusion and perplexity already adverted to, to transfer the 
files and records of the Register’s offiice—the accumulation of more than a 
century—to the jurisdiction of the several Auditors. If the simplifying of 
methods is sought for it would seem the proper course to restore all the files 
to the custody of the Register and to make him the official bookkeeper of 
all classes of accounts. The Register is an independent officer of the De- 

artment, ap ted by the President with the advice and consent of the 

senate, and the propriety of certifying accounts to him, to be registered 
and recorded, rather than to a chief of division appointed by the Secretary, 
is manifest. 

Hamilton spoke of the Register as exercising an imporiant check upon 
the Secretary and the Comptroller with respect to Warrants, and upon the Au- 
ditor and Comptroller in recording and registering the accounts passed by 
them. (Works of Hamilton, volume 5, page 77.) The Register also exer- 
cises an important check in keeping the files of accounts, and should there- 
fore be the custodian instead of the Auditors. When an account is with- 
drawn from the Register’s files a receipt therefor is taken, so that the party 
withdrawing it is known, and could always be detected should hedestroy or 
lose an account so withdrawn, or any part thereof. But where an Auditor 
is given the sole power of passing upon an account or claim, as is proposed 
in the bills referred to, and is also made the custodian of the files of the ac- 
counts passed by him, the check against the allowance of an illegal or fraud- 
ulent account or claim is not only removed, but the custody of such account 
being under the Auditor and not under a arate officer, it is made much 
easier to make away With an account or claim which furnishes evidence 
of guilty action by a clerk or an official of the Auditor's office. 


ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION OR APPROVAL OF AN ACCOUNT OR CLAIM NOT AN 
AUDIT. 


So much weight is re, by the honorable Commission and the experts 
of the so-called administrative action or sogcoral by the Executive Depart- 
ments and other offices, that more particularity seems to be required to 
show that this view is erroneous. 

The Coz uote extensively from the report of Hon, Levi Wood- 
bury, Secretary of the Treasury, made in 1834, as omueet> of their views 
res the accounting om of the Department; but they have over- 
looked or intentionally omitted this very significant statement, taken from 





port: 
“It is manifest that no effectual check can ever exist in any case where the 
Same Officer authorizes the expenditure and audits or controls the audit of 


-OONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





JULY 14, 





accounts.”” (Senate Document No. 16, page 5, second session Twenty 
Congress.) 

Of what value is the administrative action or approval by the head of 
De —_—— who authorizes the expenditure, in the lightof Mr. Woodbur 
opinion? 

To illustrate how perfunctory is the approval of the heads of Departmer 
it may be stated asa fact that some of the Secretaries of War, and perh P 
the heads of other Departments, when it was decided that the afiixi b 
their signatures by a stamp to the accounts or vouchers to be approy, 
would not be accepted, caused schedules of the vouchers to be m: 
which their signature could be appended. And yet the experts, evid 
without correct information as to the facts, say: 

“The safeguards or checks upon the disbursing officers rest almost 
tirely with the heads of the Executive Departments under which tho 
bursements aremade.”’ ‘The double detailed examinations in the Trea 
Department are unnecessary, as the administrative officers keep as c) 
supervision over, and make as careful examination of, their expendit 
as was originally done by the Auditor at the foundation of the Government 

This statement is not borne out by the facts;and even if it were stri 
correct, the examination by the administrative officers who authorize | 
expenditures is, in the words of Mr. Woodbury, ‘no effectual check.” ; 

Itis a suggested that the so-called administrative action in Bd 
number of bureaus connected with the Treasury and other Departmen e 
might be more safely dispensed with and a greater saving and prom) 
dispatch of the public business effected thereby than to strike down ¢ 
office of Comptroller in the accounting system of the Treasury. This a 
ministrative action is of no value to the accounting officers, and is p: 
ductive of much of the delay in the settlement of accounts, so justly « 

lained of. A half dozen or more bureaus, offices, or divisions under t) 

reasury Department might be named in which are so-called accountin 
offices or divisions devoted to the administrative action of accounts befo: 
they come before the Auditors and the FirstComptroller. The same con:i 
tion of things exists in most of the other Executive Departments, and wi 
—— to accounts under the jurisdiction of the Second Comptroller : 
well as the First Comptroller 
PRACTICAL ILLUSTRATION OF THE IMPORTANCE OF A DOUBLE AUDIT 

DIVIDED RESPONSIBILITY IN THE SETTLEMENT OF PUBLIC ACCOUNTS. 

In the report accompanying the bills introduced on March 29 no attentio 
is paid to the great importance of a rigorous and thorough audit of reven 
accounts, the argument being devoted solely to expenditures, it bei: 
claimed that the eee examination by disbursing officers of thei: 
own accounts, and the administrative action in the Executive Department 
afford a sufficient check to warrant dispensing with the detailed exami: 
tion by theComptroller. Butitis justin revenue accounts where the cha: 
for collusion and fraud is the best. Under the proposed change such 
counts will be examined only in the Auditor's Office. 

If an officer who receives and collects revenues is dishonest, and he ca 
find a dishonest clerk in the Auditor’s Office who examines his accounts, 
collusion can be effected between them, with no check upon it in the Depar'- 
ment. The officer may arrange to render his returns short, say, by syste: 
aticerrors in addition, adroitly scattered over the many pages of the return 
the dishonest clerk for a corrupt motive may agree to pass the shortages 
noticed. The Auditor,can not examine into all these details; no one but | 
clerk who handles the accounts does. And soa false account might be au 
dited from year to year without detection. 

Much is said in the report of the experts to show that it is unnecessary [ 
the Comptroller’s Office to review or revise figures, or mathematical co! 
— but the foregoing illustration will show that it is just here wh 
urking frauds are most likely to occur. E 5 

In the report on the bill introduced March 6,and passed by the Ho oa 
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March 8, to abolish the office of Commissioner of Customs (Senate bill N 
1738, House bill No. 5750), it is suggested that as 90 per cent of the custo 
revenues are collected at ports where there are naval officers, the preli 
nary examination by the naval officers may be taken as sufficient to dispen Bs 
with the examination in the office of Commissioner of Customs. Great 5 
portance is attached to the fact that section 5 of the Popes bill provide g 
that it shall be the duty of collectors of customs, under direction of the Se ? 
retary of the Treasury, to furnish with their accounts the original pap 

— which the abstracts of the duties collected are made up by the na 4 
officers. 

This was one of the inducements set out for posing this bill, dispensi 
With the office of Commissioner of Customs, it being alleged that the orig x a 
nal papers alluded to will greatly strengthen the audit of the Auditor. a 
was strangely overlooked by the honorable Commission and the exper a 
that existing law, sections 248 and 251, Revised Statutes, gives to the Sec 4 
tary of the Treasury the most ample and complete power to require 
regulation that such original papers shall be forwarded with the accoun 
of collectors. 

The preliminary work of naval officers can not safelytake the place of t 
detailed examination in the Comptroller's office (or that of the Comm! 
sioner of Customs). It was never intended forthat purpose. For the: 
ties of naval officers see sections 2626, 2869, and 2889, United States Revis¢ 
Statutes; sections 1040 and 1042 of the Customs Regulations of 1892. S 
also customs administrative act of June 10, 1890, 26 United States Statu 
at Large, pages 131-137, which makes the decision of collectors of cust 
as to the rate and amount chargeable upon imported merchandise ! 
and conclusive against parties in interest, subject to appeal, under the 
ditions prescribed, to the board of United States general appraisers 2: 
thence to the United States circuit courts. 

After the star-route frauds had been perpetrated, Hon. Jacob H. E 
New Hampshire, for many years a member of Congress from that State, 3! 
afterwards Fifth Auditor of the Treasury for a number of years, was sel 
for his special fitness and tried integrity to be Sixth Auditor of the ‘Tr 
ury, to which position he was transferred and - ointed from that of ! 
Auditor. In aletter addressed by him to Hon. WilliamLawrence, then 
Comptroller of the Treasury, under date of May 8, 1884, he says: 

“In answer to your inquiry as to ‘whether it is advisable to apply 
Treasury system of adjusting accounts to the account of the Post-Office | 
partment,’ I have the honor to inform you that I favor the policy of hav: 
all accounts reviewed by a Comptroller after passing ah Auditor, when 
they shall be reduced to the lowest practicable number. At the present (! 
four-fifths of the accounts of postmasters are such that they could be co 
pensed with, by causing the money-order offices to disburse such payn : 
as become necessary, and furnish such stamps as may %e required at | 
smaller offices.’’ 

From Mr. Ela’s long experience in public life, and the fact that he! 
served as an Auditor subject to review by the Comptroller, and afterwa 
as Sixth Auditor, who exercises the functions both of Auditor and Com} 
troller, and the great interest in the proper settlement of public accou. 
which existed at the time because of Star Route frauds, great weight show 
be given to his opinion in favor of the final review of all accounts by 
Comptroller, 

Public men of ability have entertained the opinion that the Star Rou'e 
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frauds could not have been successfully perpetrated had these accounts bee" 
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a a detailed examination in the Comptroller's office, since theques- 

Fae to the legality of said accounts would have been developed there 


and presented for final decision by the Comptroller. 


DUTIES OF THE COMPTROLLER UNDER THE PROPOSED LAW. 
Under the proposed legislation it would seem that there is no duty ap} 
taining to the office of Comptroller of the Treasury, as therein provi 
syhich may not at any time be devolved upon his assistant or chief 
although the Comptroller is present. : 
“The Assistant Comptroller of the Treasury shall p 
may be prescribed by the Comptroller of the Tr 


form such 
1 t sury, and § l 
power, under the direction of the Comptroller of th sury, to cou 

sign all warrants and sign allother papers.’’ (Section 2, lines 19 to 23.) 

Thus the Assistant Comptroller may atany time countersignaccounta 
warrants, under direction of the Comptroller, a class of warrants whi 
under the law, must be signed by the Secretary himself, when preseni 
in discharge of his official duties, and which can only be signed by an A 
sistant Secretary as Acting Secretary when the Secretary is absent, and in 
like manner must be countersigned bp the First Comptroller when present 
and by the Acting Comptroller in his absence. 

“The chief clerk shali perform such duties as may be assigned to him b; 
the Comptroller, and thall have the power, in the name of the Comptroller 
of the Treasury, to countersign all warrarts except accountable warrant 
(Setcion 2, lines 24 to 27. ; : ; ; 

This broad authority as to the assizgumentof duties to the Assistant Com) 
troller and the chief clerk makes it possible for the office of Comptroller of 
the Treasury to become a sinecure. 

TREASURY SYSTEM UNDSR THE CONFEDERATION. 

An interesting review of the Treasury system under the Confederation 
may be found in volume 6 of the Pecisions of Comptroller Lawrence, pages 
263 to 266. 

Although the plan of «.ccounting under the Confederation was several 
times changed, yet as ear!y as September 25, 1778, the following ordinance 
was passed (Journals of Congress, volume 3, page 70 et seqg.; Laws United 
States, edition 1815, volume |. page 663): 

“Resolved, That a house be provided, at the city or place where Congress 
hall sit, wherein shall be held the several offices of the Treasury; 

That there be the following offices, to wit, the Comptroller’s, Auditor's, 

Treasurer's, and two chambers of accounts; 

“hat each chamber of accounts consists of three commissioners and two 
clerks to be appointed by Congress; : 

“That in the Auditor's office there be an Auditor annually appointed by 
Congress, and two clerks appointed by the Auditor; 

“That in the Comptroller’s office there be a Comptroller annually ap 
pointed by Congress and two clerks appointed by the Comptroller, 
“That the Auditor, Comptroller, and Treasurer shall not be appointed un- 
less by the votes of nine States, and they be accountable for the conduct of 
their clerks respectively.” 

The succeeding sections of the ordinance directed the Auditor to recieve 
all claims against the United States, and refer them to one of the chambers 
of accounts, the Commissioner of which was to turn them over to his clerks 
for acareful examination. ‘The accounts were then to be transmitted to 
the Auditor, with the findings of the Commissioner indorsed upon them. 
The ordnance required that— 

“The Auditor shall receive the vouchers and accounts from the Commis- 
sioners to whom he referred them, and cause them to be examined by his 
clerk * * * andafter carefnl examination of the accounts as aforesaid, 
he * * * gshalltransmit the accounts and vouchers to the Comptroller ”— 
who had the final action thereon. 

ix this early stage, when the business of the Government under the Con 
federation was so limited that twoclerks inthe Auditor’s office and twointhe 
Comptroller's office were sufficient to pass upon all of the accounts, the di- 
vided responsibility in the accounting system was recognized, and the ac- 

is practically received three examinations; first by the clerks in the 

Commissioner's office; next by those in the Auditor’s office, and finally by 
those in the Comptroller’s office. 

This scheme of accounting, under the ordinance of September 26, 1778, 

ponds in very many respects with the Treasury system of to-day, as 

tablished by the organic act of September 2, 1789. 

The reports ordered to be inserted in the RECORD at the re- 
quest of Mr. COCKRELL are as follows: 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Joint Commission of Congress to Inquire intot 
Status of Laws Organizing the Executive Departments, submitted th 
following report (to accompa >. 1831): 

The Joint Commission of C« 3 to Inquire into the Status of Laws Or- 
ganizing the Executive Departments, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1821) 
to improve the methods of accounting in the Treasury Department, and for 
other purposes, having considered the same, report it back herewith and 
recommend its passage. 

The billin general provides for areorganization of the pre 

em ofthe Treasury Department. 
by the Secretary of the Treasury in a letter submitted herewith. 

_The system was originally devised and projected on the organization of 
the Government, with special reference to the adjudication of claims, whi 
then constituted the ‘_preponderating part of accounts, and for the busin: 
of the Government as it then existed, When there was nopreliminary exan 
ination ofaccounts by administrative or disbursing officers. It appear: 
have been well adapted for the purpose for wh it was designed. 

, the Treasury Department then contained a Secretary, Comptroller, Audi- 

tor, Treasurer, and Register. Of these, the only officers to which were a 


purty 


ent accounting 


| 


| 
| 
| 


It has been examined and is approved | 


signed accounting were the Comptroller and the Auditor. The Secretary | 


superintended the business of the Department, including the collection of 


revenue, and granted warrants countersigned by the Comptroller for the | 


payment of money, but no authority was given him to adjust or decide upon 
accounts. The Treasurer was himself an accountable officer, and had no 
authority to pass on the accounts of others. 
over either pa 
and registere 
ecutive Dep 
= system of disbursing by disbursing officers as now. 

ee = plan seemed well enough adapted to the transaction of the compara- 
4vely small business of the Government as then conducted. There was but 
@ Single revision of the accounts instead of practically two as now, and no 

ers delay was occasioned in the dispatch of the public business. 
Pe he advisability of having a Register to simply keep the books and pre- 
too Te accounts may be doubted, as that function could have been per- 
a a as well either by the Secretary or theComptroller, The value of the 
the tion of the Register seems to have been doubted, when, in establishing 
Second, Third, and Fourth Auditors in 1817, they were authorized to 

7 their own books and preserve their accounts, 

f, under the immense business that now takes place in the Government, 
€ same simplicity of details could be followed as was originally intended, 
no reorganization of the Department might be necessary. If all demands 


ments or settlements, but simply kept the books of account, 
the settlements and payments made. The heads of the Ex- 


The Register had no authority | set 


artments did not first’‘pass upon accounts, and there was no gen- | 
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d direct to the Auditors, 
for payment and be re 
for all keptin one Depar 
the pr nt business; but 
ractica le, ade it } ‘ 
it has been found m« 
I S ive De] 
> such bi 
) 
i 


nt hat 


to, have 
}such a Vast machine tha 
y Congress. The appr 
y remains to e tha 
partments is paid out ac 
18 accounts now, in most 
; that of the disburs 
f the E: utive De 
Comptroller—the examinatior j ; 
existed when the present system Was 
i ursing agents to a comparatively smal b t 
1y cases quadruple examination—two more examinations t 
—causes great delay, and it is questionable whether 
tior >not more loosely conducted t if there Was more 
placed upon one of the examinations. he object of having the tw 
inations by the Auditorand the Comptroller is to detect and prever 
but in studying the matter carefully it is questionable whether 
xaminations have fulfilled the expectations of their authors, a 
whether they subserved any good purpose al 
trative examination was added. 
in this connection the following paragraphs from a report 
gress in 1842, by a “select committee on retrenchment,”’ are pert 
“Responsibility is rarely increased by multiplying agents t 
! *. Instead of acting as checks to prevent wronguU r 
e negligence and fraud by cistributing the respons 


k 


rromot 
done. 
‘The innovations which have been made in the accounting t 
embarrassed the system by making it more complicated without in 
either its efficiency or responsibility. The complex system of expendiiu 
and account is one of the greatest practicable obstructions to economy an 
responsibility in the Government. The Departments at the seat of the Go 
ernment, instead of being accessible and intelligible to the people who 
from all quarters of the Union with business, are butlabyrinths, whi 
perplex those most experienced in their mazes.’ 

The changes which have been made inthe accounting system as origina 
established show that this system has proved inadequate as the busi 
the country has increased, and that experience has demonstrated so 1 
examinations unnecessary. First, in the establishment of the G 
Land Office in 1812 (which was done under the direction and control « 
bert Gallatin, one of the greatest Secretaries of the Treasury this count: 
has ever had) and in the establishment of the Interior Department in 15! 
the accounts of the General Land Office were by law authorized to |! 
audited and settledin the administrative office, and to pass from there 
rectly to the Comptroller for his decision. Secondly, in the establishme: 
of the Auditor for the Post-Oifice Department in 1836, his audit was 
final and conclusive, and not subject to revision except upon an ap} 
the Comptroller. 

These cases are in line with the system provided for by this bi 
the necessity of giving greater facility and expedition in the: 
accounts, in order to protect the Government. The report to t! 

1842, quoted above, says further: 

“A great deal may be done by honest and vigilant officers, ever 
worst system, to secure fidelity and economy in disbursements 
wise, as well as unsafe, to continues a defective system of accor 
which exposes the public interests to constant danger under the | 
agement. 

“The responsibility for disbursements is now distributed among 
and heads of three several classes of offices, all of whom ex 
of whom decide, claims; or, in other words, there are thre 
offices allemployed, in fact, on thesameduties. The expense incurr 
this multiplication of officers and salaries would constitute no suf 
jection to the present organization, if the guardsof the Treasury wv 
tiplied to the same or any extent.”’ 

It is clear that the present mode of settling acc 
mand f public justice or economy; and i ! 

sibility does not protect the Government. 
im of the present bill is to place greater r 

1d "s who are now engaged in auditing accounts; toh 

le not only for the settlement of accounts and claims tha 

it also make them responsible for the advancing of 
ing officers, their responsibility in the latter case being t 

prove such requisitions for said officers if they hay 

law in the rendering of their accounts. 
is the intention of this bill to lessen the numt 
ro the responsibility for the auditing of account 
e it will be felt and where abuses can be at once 
n view of the fact that 90 per cent of the expenditi 
ss through disbursing officers who are under bon 
y out money only for purposes clearly authoriz 
uthorized to obtain the decisions of the Comptrol!l 
tion of statutes before making payments—and who, t 
isfy themselves of the correctness of the accounts 
the fact that the administrative officers also examlh 
accounts coming under their control before they gotot 
examination was unknown when the original system ofs 
comnts by an Auditor and revision by a Comptroller 
would seem to be entirely unnecessary to have these acco 

ny further revision as to mere .thematical comput 

ed laws after the proper Auditor has examined t 
l ited the balances. 

This bill, therefore, makes this audit final, except as todecisions involvi: 
new constructions of statutes, subject to appeal by the claimant, or b 
Comptroller, head of a department, or the Secretary of the Treasury on b 
half of the Government. Thusall the time now required in the Comptr 
ler’s Office to repeat the useless revision of mere mathematical compu 
tions is saved. 

To guard against the possibility of collusion in the settlement of t ow 
classes of claims which have not had a previous examination and approval 
by an administrative officer, the Auditor is required to submit such Claims 
to two clerks to examine independently, and a favorable report 1s required 
from both to settle the same. J 

Above the six Auditors is placed ons Comptroller, with 
revise the few settlements appealed from the Auditor, but 
mine finally the construction of statutes either by revision 
report of decisions, or on appeal. 

The advantage of having one Comptroiler t 
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his assistant, to 
mainly to deter- 
on the Auditor's 


stand in the same relation to 
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the Auditors as an appellate court to inferior courts, instead of two or (with 





the Commissioner of Customs) three, as now, to make final decisions as to 
construction of statutes, is so clear that it requires no argument. As it is 
now statutes sometimes receive contradictory constructions by the differ- 
ent Comptrolliers. Under the system proposed there will be uniform con- 
structions of statutes in the accounting branch of the Government, and the 
fact that one officer is charged with this judicial duty, and relieved from 
mel . mathematical computations, will be likely to lead to more Satisfactory 
Tres ts. 


W hen it is borne in mind that all the material changes in revising accounts 
by the Comptroller arise from the fact that sometimes the latter officer mod- 
ifies the Auditor's decisions as to the construction of statutes, it will be seen 
that the system of accounting poe by this bill secures revision at the 
only point where it can possibly subservethe public interests, and dispenses 
with it in the great body of accounts where nothing but mathematical com- 
putations are concerned, and where revision is useless for security and the 


cause of great delay in the settlement of accounts. 

‘yo still further promote expedition in the transaction of public business 
and lucrease the security of the Government through a more speedy settle- 
Inent of the accounts of officials, disbursing and other officers charged with 
th: custody of public money are required to make prompt returns under 


such provisions as are likely to make the requirement effective. 

in addition to simplifying, unifying, and expediting the settlement of 
public accounts, it is estimated that the bill will effect a reduction of the 
iorce in the accounting branches of the Government, and result in an an- 
nual saving of about $200,000, and at the same time better protect the public 
interests, 

The following synopsis of the several sections of the bill will more fully 
explain the proposed plan of accounting: 

Section | of the bill provides a new nomenclature for the Auditors. The 
present numbers indicate nothing; and the names as given them in section 
1 willindicate the accounts which they audit, and should be a great advan- 
tage to anyone having any business with accounts or claims. 

Section 2 of the act abolishes the offices of Second Comptroller, Deputy 
Second omasnaes and Deputy First Comptroller of the Treasury, and 
constitutes the First we cape as Comptroller of the Treasury, with all 
the duties and responsibilities and powers that are nowappertaining to the 
First and Second Comptrollers of the Treasury. This will concentrate in 
one head all the legal direction in the settlement of accounts, and will pre- 
vent the conflict and confusion which arises from the fact of having two 
Comptrollers with the same powers. Much advantage will be gained by 
having one head to the accounting branch. 

This section also provides for an Assistant Comptrolier and a chief clerk, 
whoshall perform such duties as may be prescribed by the Comptroller of 
the Treasury. 

Section 8 of the bill provides that the Comptroller of the Treasury shall, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, prescribe the forms of 
keeping and rendering accounts.’ The present law gives this power to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and in some cases to the Comptroller. This sec- 
tion makes all such orders uniform. The same section also provides for 
the supervision of the Comptroller of the Treasury over the making of re- 
turns for fees from consuls and consular agents. These returns are now 
made under the Secretary of State, and, being accounting, the returns 
should be made as prescribed by the Comptroller. 

Section 4 amends section 271 of the Revised Statutes so as to bring it into 
conformity with the proposed system without changing theauthority vested 
in the Comptroller. 

Section 5 defines the accounts which the various Auditors of the Treasury 
shall receive andexamine. This section is intended to cover all accounts 
which are now rendered, or any which shall hereafter arise, it being in- 
tended that the accounts from the various Executive Departments shall go 
to the Auditor designated for that Department. 

live of these Auditors have each of them a department over whose ac- 
counts they shall have supervision. The remaining Auditor is called the 
Auditor for the State and other Departments, whose duty is to receive and 
examine all accounts of salaries and incidental expenses of the offices of the 
Secretary of State, the Attorney-General, and the Secretary of Agriculture, 
and all accounts relating to independent commissions and boards not under 
an Executive a. The jurisdiction of the Auditor for the Post- 
Office Department is not changed, except that he shall hereafter audit, in 
addition to what he now audits, the accounts of salaries and incidental ex- 
yenses Of the office of Postmaster-General, which are now audited by the 
a Auditor through an accidental omission in the law establishing this 
omece. 

When the Auditor for the Post-OfMfice Department was established, in 1836, 
the accounts of the Post-Office aerenne were then audited by the Fifth 
Auditor; and in giving the jurisdiction of the Sixth Auditor over the post- 
office accounts they omit to give him jurisdiction over the accounts for 
salaries and incidental expenses of the Post-Office Department, leaving such 
accounts with the Fifth Auditor. The same power of the Comptroller is 
extended over the Sixth Auditor as he will have over the others; that is, he 
can call up any account at any time for revision. 

Section 6 provides that the settlement of accounts shall be final and con- 
clusive upon the Executive branch of the Government, except upon an ap- 

eal, which appeal can be taken by the person whose account Is being settled, 
»y the head of the Executive Department or independent establishment to 
which the account belongs, or oe Comptroller of the Treasury, within a 
year. Upon such an a — being taken, the Comptroller is to audit and 
settle such account, and his decision shall be final and conclusive upon the 
executive branch of the Government. It also provides that the Secretary 
of the Treasury may, in his judgment, suspend payment and direct the re- 
examination of any account, which reéxamination may be had of anaccount 
examined by an Auditor when it has not been appealed, or after its examina- 
— by the Gom oa ~ ——. — been sty etna — is > ~ 
vide against any possible accidents of passing an account improperly by 
reason of not ha knowledge of seovaie facts which might become known 
after an account had been passed. 

This section also provides that an eee in passing an account, having 
occasion to pass upon a construction of a statute which has not already been 
construed, or in changing the construction of a statute which has already 
been passed upon, shall send his decision upon such original construction or 
ch: of construction to the Comptroller of the Treasury. This clause is 
intended to provide the copetey of presenting to the Comptroller, for 
his decision, all matters of a legal nature or matters of importance, it being 
the intention of this statute that the audit of the Comptroller, which is now 
practically the only audit which is had, shal] be moved back to the Auditors, 
a to be clothed with responsibility; and that over them there shall be this 
J ction of the Comptroller and vision for an appeal. 

The same section also provides that disbursing officers or heads of the 
Executive on be ey may obtain the decision of the Comproller upon 
any question involving a payment to be made by them, which will bigd the 
Audi and the troller in passing 


upon the account con such 
disbursement. This isintended asa measure of relief for disbursing officers, 


and also to allow the Executive Departments to know what the action of 
the Comptroller will be before an on is incurred by them. 
Section 7 provides that any laws o 


the Revised Statutes in force relating 
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$onm eens of the Treasury may apply tothe Auditors as constituie, 
this bill. 

Section 8 provides that all the books of the Government shall be | 
one office, and that office under the direction of the Secretary of the { 
ury. The division which is given direction of these books is now t ) 
ion of Warrants, Estimates,and Appropriations. They have now thie |, . 
accounts of all appropriations, and also the accounts of the public cc 
bonded railroad companies. 

This section provides that the books of account, or personal ledge: 
kept in the Register’s OMice, and those kept in the offices of the S 
Third, and Fourth Auditors, shall be removed to this division. T) 
give uniformity in the direction of these personal and general ac: 
and will allow the rendering of statements under one head, and that 
the Secretary of the Treasury. This should prevent the confusion ani 
flict inthe statements which now exists. 

Section 9 provides that every requisition for the advance of money 
being acted upon by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be sent | 
proper Auditor for his action, as required by section 10. 

Section 10 provides that the Auditor shall withhold his approval unles; 
accounts are forwarded to the Department at Washington within thet 
specified, and shall be forwarded by the administrative department 
Auditor within another specified time. It is impossible to make any 
lations or rules which will compel the prompt rendering of accounts. | 
necessary to make a stringent law. Section 3622 of the Revised Sta 
prescribes that accounts shall be rendered within a certain time, but it is 
complied with. 

Sections 9 and 10 of this act will do more for the protection of the Gover 
ment than a dozenreéxaminations ofaccounts. Section9alsoprovidest 
warrants signed by the Secretary of the Treasury shall be countersim 
the Comptroller of the Treasury, and that they shall be accompanied 
by the Auditor's certificate of the settlement of an account or by a requ 
tion asking for an advance of money; and provides further that this cert 
cate or requisition shall go to the Treasurer, and from him be sent to th 
proper Auditor, with the date and amount of the draft issued indo: 
thereon. 

This completes the circle. The Auditor auditsthe account. It then pass 
from the hands of the eens division to the Secretary of the 'l'reas 
ury, and through the Comptroller’s Office tothe Treasurer, and then co! 
back to the Auditor with the amount and date of the payment noted. 
evidence to him that the _— amount has been paid as audited, in : 
case of a settlement; or that an advance has been made in accordance wi; 
the requisition. In the settlement of accounts, the Auditor will get from 
the bookkeeper a statement of the officer's account. He will then have oz 
hand in his own office the requisition asking for the advance, which wil! 
a check upon the bookkeeper. 

Section 11 provides that the accounts of all district attorneys. marshals 
etc., shall be sent to the Department of Justice before going to the Audi 
These are very unsatisfactory accounts, and it seems wise to have the A: 
torney-General or his assistants to supervise them before they reach 
Auditor. Section 368 of the Revised Statutes now provides that the Attor 
ney-General shall supervise them, but as he doesnot have the accounts, n 
in fact, ever see them, as by the present law they are sent direct to th: 
ditor, itis very questionable as to what extent his supervision can go. 

Section 11 will give him the power of having proper supervision ov: 
these accounts as the law now contemplates. he same section also pr 
vides that the judges shall be paid monthly by the disbursing officer of the 
Department of Justice. It is proposed that this shall be done with a pa 
roll properly certified. This will save a great many separate statem:: 
going through the accounting officer to the Treasury, and will be a mor 
prompt means of paying the Tatgos. 

Section 12 provides that claims which come direct to the Auditors fro 
the claimants shall be examined by two divisions in the Auditor's oft 
which they go. This will provide against any possible opportunity for 
lusion or carelessness. These claims are not very numerous in class 
this provision can be very readily carried out. 

Section 13 provides that the Secretary of the Treasury shall render 
Congress on the first day of the regular session each year an annual 
bined statement of the receipts and expenditures of all public money, toi 
clude those of the Post-Office Department. There is astatement similar 
this rendered informally by a division of the Secretary’s Office. This stat 
ment is of more use to Congress than any other which is rendered, and i: 
proposed to make this a regular report and include the Post-Office Depa 
ment. 

Section 14 relates to the payment of an outstanding liability, and sim; 
amends the statutes so as to provide that the certificate in such case s! 
be signed by the Secretary of the Treasury instead of the Register of ' 
Treasury, for the reason that this act transfers the records to the divi 
of pons and warrants. 

Section 15 provides for the certification of books and proceedings w! 
may be required in any suit at law. 

Section 16 provides that all contracts relating to the payment or aid) 
of money shall be deposited promptly in the offices of the Auditors 
Treasury. Such contracts are now filed with the Comptrollers. ‘1 
ditors have now to borrowcontracts from the Comptrollers when they | 
occasion to use theminsettling accounts. Itis proposea by t.issection! 
they shall be filed where they are needed. 

Section 17 provides for the settlement of accounts which may be int 
offices of the Comptrollers on the first day of July, 1894, when this law 
tended to go into effect. 

The bill (H. R. 5750) reported by this commission and passed by the 
abolishes the Commissioner of Customs, and provides a proper c! 
audit on the customs receipts. This bill provides proper protection ! 
Government in all other of its accounts. 

So much inconvenience and delay have arisen from the existing a 
ing system thai various attempts have been made to simplify and : 
more efficient the accounting department of the Government, and 
end reports have been made to Congress showing the necessity whi 
appeared for such improvements. @ quote as follows: 

* Report of Levi Woodbury, Secretary of the Treasury, made to the 
December 8, 1834, in obedience to a resolution of the Senate of the 8th of 31) 
1832, which resolution was as follows: 

*** Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to ©a 5 
to be prepared and laid before the Senate, at the commencement 0! ‘** 
next session of Congress, a plan for the reorganization of the Treasury /~ 
partment, with a view to simplitying the forms of settling and keepin< °° 
counts, and of rendering them more intelligible; of a more equal dis’)! 
tion of the labor and duties, and abolishing some of the subordina.’ 
branches, and reducing the number of clerks in the Executive Depar(m** 


*** AUDITORS. 


“«The present five Auditors are’ probably numerous enough for all fis: 

jurposes; but their respective titles by numbers and the manner Of ass't 
Ing duties to them are not calculated in all cases to make those duties W°" 
understood by the public or to be free fromcomplexity, and an appropr)’** 
mixture in one bureau of subjects totally unlike. The term “ Auditors," 4 
showing to the public that they are the officers to first hear or to examine 
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the evidence and state the results on the accounts or claims of all individ 
uals against the Government for settlement, is sufficiently significant. 

“*But the designation of the different Auditors merely by their number 
conveys no information as to the particular Department with which each is 
associated or the particular subjects for hearing and examination Which are 
devolved oneach. itis therefore recommended that their designation by 
numbers be changed, and the duties assigned to each be more simplified and 
rendered more intelligible, by a new division of them, in part, and by at 
taching one of these officers, and one only, to each Department.’ 

“Document No. 71, which is a report made by P.G. Washington to the 
Twenty-fourth Congress, second session, January 6, 1837, eutitled ‘An inquiry 
into the practicability of simplifying the system of public accounts,’ con 
tains the following: ; 

“The complexity of the public accounts isa matter of general remark, and 
all who examine the subject must concur in the President’s opinion that 
the system requiresa generalreform. There is undoubtedly more machinery 
than is requisite for the safe disbursement of the public funds or the correct 
liquidation of the public accounts; and if any part operate uselessly (to say 
nothing of the needless expense involved) it must operate injuriously, by 
retarding the ae action of the Departments and by subjecting the claiin- 
ants upon them to inconvenient and vexatious delays. 

“Tf we examine the different parts of the machinery, and look at its means 
of giving information of the operations of the Departments, we shall find 
that the system is not less imperfect. The duties are not distributed and 
arranged among the different offices in the most appropriate and suitable 
way, their limits of authority are not clearly laid down, and there wants a 
single office for general deposit and access after the accounts have gone 
through their course of settlement. To obtain information, in a system so 
deficient in order, is by no means easy even to the executive officers, whilst 
to Congress it must often prove exceedingly embarrassing. 

“ ‘Tf it is frequently a matter of perplexity to Congress, to a committee, or 
to an individual to determine where he ought to apply, so, on the other 
hand, itis sometimes a matter of no less difficulty with the officers to de- 
cide which can or ought to furnish the required information. 

“To devise a system of accounts for the principal departments, which 
shall be more efficient for all the purposes for which it is designated, in the 
hands of the heads of those departments, and, through them, of the great 
head of the whole; and which shall be more prompt in the payment of 
money, in the settlement of accounts, the exhibition of results, and, withal, 
less expensive to the nation, is the object of the present inquiry.’ 

Itis evident that some simplification 6f the present methods is necessary. 
The business of the Government has become so vast that already the pub- 
lic business is greatly delayed, and unless the system is simplified at an 
early date congestion is bound to occur. The system proposed by this bill 

seems to meet the requirements of the situation better than any plan which 
has heretofore been proposed, and can be more readily put into operation. 

The report of the experts, showing the details necessary to carry out the 
proposed arrangement, is attached hereto as an appendix. 

‘TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
* Washington, D. C., March 27,1894. 

“Srr: I have carefully examined the draft of bill entitled ‘A bill to im- 

rove the methods of accounting in the Department of the Treasury, and 

or other purposes,’ and I have the honor to state that in my judgment the 
changes from existing law, as contained in said bill will simplify the ac- 
counting system of the Department and expedite the settlement of public 
business, while at the same time securing accuracy and economy in the con- 
duct of the service. 

“I therefore a to state that I approve of the bill. 

* Respectfully, yours, 
“J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 

‘*Hon. A. M. DOCKERY, 

** Chairman Joint Comission of Congress.” 
F. M. COCKRELL. 
JAMES K. JONES. 
S. M. CULLOM. 
Members on the part of the Senate. 
ALEX. M. DOCKERY. 
JAMES D. RICHARDSON 
NELSON DINGLEY, JR. 
Membcrs on the part of the House of Representatives. 


APPENDIX. 

[Report No. 5.] 

OFFICE OF THE EXPERTS UNDER THE 

COMMISSION TO EXAMINE THE EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS, 
Washington, D. C., February 24, 1994. 
Hon. A. M. DocKERY, 
Chairman Joint Commission, ete., 
Washington, D.C. 


DEAR Sir: Your experts, in an examination of the accounting system of 
the Government in the Treasury Department, beg to make the following re- 
port and recommendations thereon: 

_ The present system is an outgrowth of that established by the act of 
September 2, 1789, which created an Auditor, a Comptroller, a Treasurer, 
and a Register within the Treasury Department. In the beginning of the 
os of the Government, the business of the accounting branch con- 
sisted of the examination and settlement of claims. These claims were pre- 
sented in person or forwarded to the Auditor, who considered all the evidence 
and facts in the case, drew up a settlement, and forwarded it to the Comp- 
troller for his decision. 

This system was not found adequate for the settlement of the business of 
theWar and Navy Departments. The act of May 8 1792, created an account- 
ant for the War Department, and the act of July 16, 1798, created an ac 
countant for the Navy Department. The accounts of expenditures on ac 
count of these Departments were settled by them. 

The act of April 29, 1816, supplementary to the act of May 8, 1792, created 
an additional accountant for the War Department. 

On the occasions of the said acts of 1792 and 1798 the disbursements of the 
Treasurer for the appropriations of the War and Navy Departments were 
re to be made, not by warrants of the Secretary of the Treasury coun 

ersigned by the Comptroller of the Treasury, as previously} done in pursu- 
faee of the requisitions of those Departments, according to the act of 17%, 

ut by warrants of the Secretaries of War and Navy, countersigned by the 
eve accountants, who were, nevertheless, partially held in chéck, by 
“ ng req uired to report their settlements, from time to time, for the revi- 
8 2 and approval of the officers of the Treasury. 

4 he act of March 3, 1817, restored all settlements of accounts to the Treas 
a Department, and abolished the offices of accountants of the War and 
= countant of the Navy Departments, and created the Second, Third, 
roa and Fifth Auditors, and the Second Comptroller; the Second and 
i rd Au itors ‘o audit the accounts of the War Department, and the 

ourth Auditor to andit the accounts of the Navy Department; the ac- 
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counts of these three Auditors to be reviewed or revised by the Second 
Comptroller; the Fifth Auditor to have the accounts of the State Depart 
ment, Post-Office Department, and Indian Affairs, to be revised by the First 
Comptroller 

The act of April 25, 1812, created the General Land Office ip the Depart- 
ment of the Treasury, the head of said office to be styled ‘‘Cofiamissioner of 
the General Land Office.” Section 9 of said act provides— 

‘That all returns relative to public lands, heretofore directed to be made 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, shall hereafter be made to the said Com- 
missioner, who shall have power to audit and settle all public accounts rel- 
ative to the public lands: Provided, That it shall be the duty of the said 
Commissioner, upon the settlement of any such account, to certify the bal- 
ance and transmit the account with the vouchers and certificate to the 
Comptroller of the Treasury for his examination and decision thereon 

The act of March 3, 1849, provides 

“That the Secretary of the Interiorshall perform all the duties in relation 
to the General Land Office, of supervision and appeal, now discharged by the 
Secretary of the Treasury; and the said Secretary of the Interior shall sign 
all requisitions for the advance or payment of money out of the Treasury on 
estimates or accounts approved orcertified by the Commissioner of the Gen 
eral Land Office, subject to the same control now exercised by the First 
Comptroller of the Treasury.” 

The act of July 2, 1836, created the ‘‘Auditor of the Treasury for the Post- 
Office Department” (commonly calied the Sixth Auditor), whose duty itis 
to audit and settle all accounts arising in the Post-Ofice Department, or 
relative thereto, and certify the balances arising thereon to the Postmaster- 
General, With the provision of an appeal to the First Comptroller 

Thus we have a system consisting of six Auditors, and (after the abolition 
of the office of Commissioner of Customs, as recommended by report No. 2 
of the experts) of two Comptrollers and a Register. The settlements ofthe 
First and Fifth Auditors are reéxamined and reviewed by the First Comp- 
troller; the settlements of the Second, Third. and Fourth Auditor are re- 
examined and reviewed by the Second Coyptroller. The settlements of the 
Sixth Auditor are not reviewed by any Comptroller, except upon an appeal, 
when they are reviewed by the First Comptroller. The Cgmmissione 
the General Land Office acts as the Auditor for the land accounts, an 
tlements are reéxamined and revised by the First Comptroller, 

The present system is one of confusion, delay, and vexation, and we have 
failed to find anyone who has ever had any transactions with the Govern 
ment, either as a claimant, as an officer of the Government, or on behalf of 
either, who has not just cause for complaint from the manner in which the 
Government audits accounts. It is the result of additions to the original 
system, patchwork, as it were, and 15 incongrtious and complicated. 

The creation, in 1812, of the General Land Office, an administrative bureau 
in the Treasury Department, with poWer to audit and settle accounts of 
land transactions, subject only to the examination and revision of the Comp. 
troller, and the requirement that only éne examination of these accounts 
should be made in the Treasury Department after the removal of the ad 
ministrative jurisdiction to the Interior Department in 1849, ahd the crea- 
tion of the Auditor for the Post-Office Departmentin 1836, making his settle- 
ment of anaccount finalexcept upon an appeal, are the only changes in the 
accounting system which are progressive in their character. 

The accounting department was established, as previoysly stated, to cov 
ern the audit of claims. The system of expenditures sifice that time has 
undergone a complete change. 

The act of January 31, 1823 (section 3648 Revised Statutes), entitled ‘‘An act 
concerning the disbursement of public money,” after making a general pro- 
hibition of advances of public money to contractors, agents, etc., provided— 

That it shall be lawful, under the special direction of the President of the 
United States, to make such advances to thé disbursing officers of the Gov- 
ernment as may be necessary to the faithful and prompt discharge of their 
respective duties, ete. 

The system of disbursing money by the Government at present is that, 
after the appropriation for the expenditure is made, the money, for the 
most part, advanced to the disbursing agent of the various Executive De 
partments, to be expended according to law; and the disbursing agent 
exercises aS much care and as-mucb effort to keep within the law as was 
probably exercised originally by the Aliditor; the disbursing agent makes 
up his account covering his expenditures, and this account in most cases 
is revised in a Bureau in the Executive Department under which the dis- 
bursing agent acts. 

The account is then sent to the proper Auditor forsettlement under the 
Treasury Department accounting system, which system is so inoperative 
that itis found necessary to make advances to disbursing agents alt hougk 
there may be very large balances against them onthe books of the Auditort 
or the Register of the Treasury. 

For example, figures were taken from the ledgersin the office of th 
Third Auditor in November, 1893, showing forty-eight accounts at randoz! 
(those of pension agents being all of such), as folloWs: 


i nied j 
Number|Aggregate bal- 
Class. | of | ance due 


Average Avera 
accounts| United States. , 
| 


balance 


| 
Pension agents (includes 
two late agents) -.......-.-. 20 | $63, 955,802.93 | 83, 197, 794. 07 
Commissary Vepartment.| 11 | 1,483, 410. 22 138. 855. 48 
Quartermaster’s Depart- | 
ment 9 525, 028 58, 336. 47 
Engineers 8 4, 215, 131.8 526, 891. 48 


6112, 500. 00 
15, 636. 36 


~~ “ey oy 
wy bb ae 


No bonds 
sataiadlae 

The same state of affairs exists in the offices of the Second and Fourth 
Auditors and the Register of the Treasury. The balances against the off! 
cers on the books of the Second and Fourth Auditors and the Register ag- 
gregate many millions, as they are accounts of paymasters and Indiap 
agents and others, representing large advances. The settlements of the 
larger of these accounts are very much in arrears 

Advances are continually made to these officers, irrespective of the large 
balances charged against them. Thus the safeguards or checks upon the 
disbursing officers rest almost entirely with the heads of the Executive De 
partments under which the disbursements are made, and the work of the 
Auditors has therefore become only a technical examination of accounts 
long after payments have taken place, and the Auditors are nota factor in 
the active business of the Government. 

The Auditors and Comptrollers have a large force of clerks to go 
these accounts, in some cases years after the disbursements have been 
made, and an immense amount of time and labor is n in establishing 
small differences, due for the most part to technical errors. The Auditors 
can not, on account of the unwieldly system that prevails and the time re- 
quired to handle these accounts by the double detailed examination, be a 
proper check upon the disbursing officers. 
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The time elapsing from the date of rendering until the final settlement of 
the accounts passin sheonee the several Auditors’ offices is as follows: 


First Auditor’s Office, ffom two to six months. 

Second Auditor's Office, from six months to two years. 

Third Auditor’s Office, from nine to seventeen months. 

Fourth Auditor’s Office, from five months to one year. 

Fifth Auditor’s Office, from threo to six months. 

Commigsioner of the General Land Office, from three to four months. 

These figuresjrepresent an average of the various classes of accounts, and 

ny, of course, are delayed a much longer period. There are scarcely any 
pn tome | finally settled within a reasonable period, while for some of the 
officérs Who have gone out of service, as, for instance, Indian agents, it is 

much as five years before the accounts are settled, and during all this 
time the vouchers and papers lie in one or another of the offices of the 
Treasury or administrative departments. 

In order to determine the condition of a disbursing officer’s account, as- 
suming that the Auditorexamined it promptly, it would then have to go to 
one of the Comptroliers, and the Auditor would lose all control ofit; the Comp- 
troller would then have jurisdiction of the account and could takeitup when 
he saw fit. The clerk in his department would ignore all the decisions or 
work of the Auditor, making his ownfindings, which, being confirmed by the 
Comptroller wouyi make the decisions thereon final and conclusive, and the 
fosult or settlement would then be entered upon the disbursing officer's ac- 
count; thus the resultof the audit is the fin of the Comptroller alone, 
and is in no way dependent upon any work done in the Auditor's Office. 

It would seem to be consistent with good business principles and a means 
of protection to the interests of the Government, if the Auditors were some 
check upon the disbursing officers who are expending vast sums of the pub- 
lic money; and if it were uired that the accounts of disbursing officers 
should reach the Auditor within a specified time after the close of the pe- 
tiod covered by the accounts, and that they should be audited within another 
specified period; and that the result of this examination or accounting 
shoud be known before further advances are made to the said disbursing 
Officer, it would take less time and less labor to audit the accounts promptly 
than it takes now under the present cumbrous and antiquated system. 

In order to be able to audit these accounts eemetiy. thereby securing a 
close and efficient check over the disbursing 0: r, the second and unneces- 
sary examination by the Comptroller must be Sy and the audit of the 
Auditor should be flnal and conclusive the i:xecutive branch of the 
Government, except in case of an appeal when & revision of the account 
should be made by San 

Under es conditions, with the vast expenditures by the Government, 
it would ssible to construct an active and efficient accounting de- 
poremens in which the accounts would have to be revised by two different 

uditors or Comptrollers. The double detailed examination in the Treas- 
ury Department is unnecessary, as the administrative officers keep as close 
a supervision over, and make as careful an examination of, their expendi- 
tures as was originally done by the Auditor at the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I regret very much to differ 
with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], but considerable 
attention given by me to this matter impels mc wo do so. 

To a person going into one of the Departments here from an 
active business offige, the difference in methods is certainly very 
striking. While the methods of business in our great estab- 
lishments, railroads, banks, and factories have been progressing 
so that they are substantially revolutionized from what they 
were forty or fifty years ago, those of the Government have not 
only not progressed, but have doubtless actually retrograded. 

I do not contend that the Government should model its 
methods entirely upon the methods of business houses; the 
methods of the Government should be of the most conservative 
and safe character; but there isno reason in the world, while busi- 
ness methods have made such great progress, that the Govern- 
ment methods should not be improved somewhat. A bank in 
these times which does not know at the closeofevery day’s busi- 
ness its standing with every customer, would be behind the times; 
® manufacturing or mercantile concern which did not answer 
its correspondence within at least twenty-four hours and have 
the business to which the correspondence related under way, 
would also be losing in the game of competition. 

Look, for instance, at the reasons which have led to these 
business methods of mercantile a. which have pro- 
gressed on account of the active spirit of the age. Railroads, 
telegraphs, and sharp competition have compelled it to do so; 
while, on the other hand, the methods of the Government, es- 
tablished more than one hundred years ago, have been in the 
hands of officials serving for a long time, and the natural effect 
of that service is to render them hair-splitters and mechanical 
in their operations, and their natural tendency is to increase 
the machinery rather than to simplify it. 

I admit that the Government methods are ancient; they have 
in fact the moss and fungus of antiquity hanging thickly about 
them. Started a hundred years ago, with a population of four 
or five millions, it would be very strange that they should be 
adapted to our present wants. In fact, they were found ina very 
short time to be insufficient. 

The Senator from Ohio calls attention jo the proposed change 
of designation of the Auditors. That was recommended more 
than sixty yearsago by the then Secretary of the Treasury, Levi 
Woodbury. He said: 

It istherefore recommended that their on by num be changed, 
the duties assigned po aeah ie Sena rend more intel- 


ble, by a new division of them. in part, and by attaching one of these of- 
ficers, and one only, toeach Department. 


— report made more than fifty years ago to Congress 
Btates: 


The complexity of the public accounts is a So remark, and 
all who examine the subject must concur in the dent’s opinion that 
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the system requires ageneralreform. * * * The duties are not distr;). 
uted and ae among the different offices in the most appropriate 
suitable way; their limits of authority are not clearly laid down. 


oF * at me * * ~ 

To devise a system of accounts for the principal departments, Which sia 
be more efficient for all the purposes for which it is designated, in the hana. 
of the heads of those departments, and,through them, of the great hej 
the whole; and which shall be more prompt in the payment of mou 
thesettlement of accountg, the exhibition of results, and, withal, | 
pensive to the nation, is the object of the present inquiry. 

Mr. President, it is true that there should be ample guard, 
for the safety of the Government, but it is not, in my opinion 
true that a needless multiplication of machinery in the exanj.- 
nation of accounts is for the safety of the Government. In 
the rogue will take advantage of this very machinery. ! 
starts his account, as he goes around through the different pro. 
cesses, his claim is reinforced oftentimes, rather than its fraud. 
ulent character detected, by this machinery. The delays, t 
which such a system necessarily involves tend to help the 
honest claimant and to injure the honest one. 

I should be very glad to submit this question to anyone who 
has business with the Departments and th 
behind him to secure expedition. 

The report of the commission and the recommendations the, 
have made I have examined carefully, and I believe to be ex- 
tremely conservative. They do not aim to adopt all the promp: 
methods which an ordinary business house would adopt; but on 
the contrary, to preserve to the Government all necessary pre. 
cautions, and to secure not so much economy in the transaction 
of business, as directness and simplicity and promptness. 

This measure has received the examination and unanimous 
spqrove: of the commission and of two committees of this body. 
It has also received the full approval of the present Secretary 
of the Treasury and of his predecessor. I will read, as it is 
onlya sentence, what Mr. Foster, the last Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, said of it. He said: 

I havo very carefully examined the provisions of the bill, H. R. 6948, impro' 
ing the methods of accounting in the Treasury. I believe the bill wil! s: 
cure the speedy and reliable audit of the expenditures of the Governmen 
infinitely superior to the present system. 

In regard to the experts who were employed by the commis 
sion, [ have seen much of them, and spent a good deal of tim 
with them in going over the details of their reeommendatio 
I have the very highest opinion of their ability. I think the 
commission was peculiarly fortunate in their selection. I con- 
fess my only surprise was that they were so very fortunate. 
These experts are men thoroughly competent, experienced, an 
skillful, and have been extremely careful and conservative i 
their methods. 

It is true, as the Senator from Ohio remarked, that with all 
the complaints, no important changes have been made in th 
past methods of accounting in the Treasury Department. T 
is notatall strange. Itis a very difficult matter to over 
customs and traditions and usages, and the opposition of 
sonal attachment to present system, and the opposition of. 
cials to any change in the Departments is to be expected, 
everyone knows they are the most conservative possible b 
I believe these changes have been very carefully prepared 
that they are entirely safe. I feel sure thatif there is any 
tail which is not perfect, it isso nearly so that no harm can com 
to the interest of the Government. No progress can be made 
without a beginning. 

Iam heartily in favor of these provisions of the bill, andI should 
consider it very unfortunate, shen the very great labor which 
has been expended upon it, that the results should now be lost 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I am perfectly satisfied 
notwithstanding the criticisms of the Senator from Ohio [\lr. 
SHERMAN], that if that Senator had given to the matter of th 
entire reorganization of the system of accounting in the Treas 
ury Department the same care, attention, and labor whi 
others have given to it, he would heartily indorse it as a bett 
system to accomplish what he has so strongly advocated th 

e existing Treasury — We all want the Treasury per 
fectly vuetet. I say, in my judgment, this bill guards the in- 
terests of the Treasury more sacredly and more closely and m0: 
stringently than the existing system. 

There is nothing particularly sacred about the present syste. 
It is not the system of Alexander Hamilton; it is not the system 
of any one man; it is a mere patch-quilt; it is made up of enc! 
ments at differenttimes. We started out with the Treasury Ve 
partment under the actof September 2, 1789, having an Auditor, 
a Comptroller, a Treasurer, and a Register. Their princip®’ 
business was to examine the individual accounts of employs © 
the Government. The machinery was very simple, and there 
was very little business to be done. We did not then have (is 
bursing officers, receiving in advance of any expenditure hun- 

dreds of millions of dollars, whose applicationsfor advances )1a¢ 
to be considered. There was nothing of that kind. It was 4 
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yery simple process. This system has grown up, as I have 
stated, by enactments at different times. 

By the act of May 8, 1792, a short time after the organiza- 
tion of that system, there was created an accountant for the 
War Department, and then the act of July 16, 1798, created an 
gecountant for the Navy Department, and the accounts of ex- 
penditures in those Departments were settled by them. 

The act of April 29, 1816, supplementary to the act of May 8, 
1792, created an additional accountant for the War Department. 

Onthe oceasions of the said acts of 1792 and 1798, the disburse- 
ments of the Treasurer for the appropriations of the War and 
Navy Departments were required to be made, not by warrants 
of the Secretary of the Treasury countersigned by the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, as previously done in pursuance of the 
requisitions of those Departments, according to the act of 1789, 
put by warrants of the Secretaries of War and Navy, counter- 
signed by their respective accountants, who were, nevertheless, 
partially held in check by being required to report their settle- 
ments from time to time for the revision and approval of the 
officers of the Treasury. 

Then various changes were made. The Land Office was cre- 
ated by the act of 1812, and it was given jurisdiction of its own 
accounts. Theactof July 2, 1836, created an Auditor for the 
Post-Office Department. So thesystem has finally grown up of 
having the six different Auditors. 

The Senator from Ohio complains that we have an Auditor 

for aspecial department. In other words, any man looking at 
this reorganized system, and looking at the names of the Audi- 
tors can tell where to inquire to find the status of an account. 
No man living can do it to-day. Iventure to say that I can sug- 
gest an account of which the Senator from Ohio, with his long 
Congressional experience, could not tell what Department has 
jurisdiction. The namesof the Auditors give no idea of the sub- 
jects-matter over which they have jurisdiction. 
" The Senator speaks about an Auditor growing up under each 
Department. The State Department has a separate Auditor 
now. One Auditor audits all the accounts of the State Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the people of the United States 
understand that matter very well. When they want to file a 
claim they send it to the Secretary of the Treasury anyway. 
The great mass of the correspondence goes direct to him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Nota particle of change is made in that 
respect. 

The idea that a claim can come up and be presented to the See- 
ond Auditor, and that his decision is final, is simply absurd, I 
beg to say totheSenator. Claims mustoriginate insome branch 
of the public service. That is a proposition which the Senator 
from Ohio can not deny. Now, in whotever branch of the pub- 
lic service they originate, they are either under the Department 
or the head of a bureau, and that Department or head of a 
bureau has toexamine and audit every solitary one of them be- 
fore they can reach the Auditor. Theyare to be audited, under 
the new system, by the Department in which they originate, or 
ifitisa separate bureau, like the Geological Survey, etc., they 
are audited by the head of the jbureau, as it is not under any 
Department, and they go to the Second Auditor. 

The Senator complains that these Auditors will grow up and 
become a part of the Department. To-day the accounts of all 
the Departments are distributed among the Auditors. Wesim- 
ply redistribute them, and the Auditors will audit the same ac- 
counts, some of them the identical accounts, which they are 
auditing now. So there is no confusion, there is no necessity 
for any new books or anything of the kind. The system can 
be inaugurated at once. 

The Senator from Ohio tells us this is a new matter and has 
not received any consideration. Mr. President, no matter has 
ever been presented to the Senate during the long term of the 
Senator from Ohio which has received more careful consider- 
ation than this question. When, for example, the question of 
creating the Congressional commission came up, the late Sec- 
retary Foster came before the committee and insisted upon ex- 
perts in order to readjust and bring the system up to current 
work. It was largely at his suggestion that the change was 
made from the method provided for in the other House. Now, 
what was done? Here are three experts, able men, disinter- 
ested, inno mannerconnected with the Government. They come 
here and go through the Treasury Department. They consult 
every head of a bureau: they consult the Assistant Secretary; 
they consult the subordinates. They go to the desks where the 
work is performed; they ascertain the entire method and system 
anc the responsibility. When they have done that, they confer 
with the Secretary of the Treasury, they confer with the Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Treasury, anc they discuss their plans. 


Now, these experts are under a commission of members of 
Representative from Maine, 
Representative DoCKERY of 


Congress. Ex-Governor DINGLEY, 
is one of the active members, and 
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Missourianother. Theexperts conferred withthem. TheSenato 
commission, composed of the Senator from Illinois[Mr. CULLON], 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr JONES], and myself, consulted 
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with them. They made to us a report recommending 
change. 

Upon that report we drew bills for this reorganized system. 
Such a bill was reported to the other House, a similar bill 
was introduced in the Senate and referred to the Committee on 
Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures of the F i De- 
partments. 

The Senator from Ohio pretends that the bill ha 
before any committee of the Senate. It was referred to 
propriate committee, the Committee on Organization, Cond 
and Expenditures of the Executive Departments. Notonly th 


but such a bill passed the House of Representatives and came to 
the Senate, and was then referred to the Committee on Orga: 


zation, Conduct, andExpenditures of the Executive Departn 
It has been reported favorably to the Senate, and is upon its ¢ 
endar. 

Here we have u proposition to bring the business in the 7 
ury Department down to current work, to simplify th ethe 


of doing business, and to guard the Treasury in every avy 
which approaches to it as well as, if not better than, l 
present system. It has been considered by the experts, 
have conferred with the Secretary of the Treasury, the Assi 
ant Secretary, the commission on the pa the other 
ex-Gov. DINGLEY and Mr. DocKERY, and the members on 
part of the Senate whom [I have named. They have : 
proved it. 

It has been reported by the commission to both Houses; 
has been passed by the House of Representatives; twice 
ported favorably by the proper committee of the Senate, 
Committee on Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures of the 
Executive Departments. It was then properly placed as a ] 


4 fe 
b Ol 


thea 


i¢ 


vision in the legislative bill, providing money for the conduct 
of business in the Treasury Department and specifying the 
chinery by which the money shall be expended. It has been 
favorably reported from the Committee on Appropriations, an: 
I say that no measure ever received fuller or more careful con 
sideration. It is wise, it is just, and it is perfectly safe to t 
Government. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question i 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio |} 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to record my vot | 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. QUAY. I suggest that there is not a quo L ¢ 
Senate present. If the yeas and nays are called for, t] 
not be a voting quorum present. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope we shall not be prevented, by a « 
of the yeas and nays, from going through with the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All I want is one vote. [ am pe 
willing to take the vote Monday morning, if 
Missouri prefers, and we can proceed with somethi: 
it be understood that with the exception of thi 
the bill is disposed of. I do not think there wil 
aboutit. ButI believe there is a quorum here. 


onagreeing t 


e 
. 


Mr. CULLOM. There isa quorum present, but n 
quorum. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has been suggested that th 3 no 
quorum present. I do not see how we can proceed aft 
suggestion has been made. 

Mr. CULLOM. Wecan not doit very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Since it has been suggested, | do not 
how we can avoid having the roll called under the rul f 
Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have asked for the yeas and n on 


agreeing to theamendment, and that will develop wh 
is a quorum present or not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 


Mr. GLBSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. PATTON [ withhold 


vote in his absence. 


my 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). Lam paired 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. 

Mr, MCPHERSON (when his called was called). I am paired 


with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 
Mr. POWER (when his name was called). I am paired 
the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY 
Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I amp 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [| Mr. HOAR}. 
right to vote to make a quorum, however. 


vith 


tired with the 
I reserved the 








i 


am 


ee 


nasi iinet cn eicdesiahicsh 
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Mr. CULLOM. Iam satisfied the Senator from Massacnu- 
setts would vote “nay.” 

Mr. PUGH. Itis suggested that the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts would mynee with meonthisquestion. SolI vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘ yea,” 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was calied). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE). I therefore 
withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PLATT. Has the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
HUNTON] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. PLATT. [am paired with the junior Senator from Vir- 

inia. I do not know how he would vote, and therefore I with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. BRICE, Iam paired with the junior Senator from Colo- 
rado[Mr. WoLcort]. Not knowing how he would vote, I with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. GORDON. By an arrangement with the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], I transfer my pair with the junior 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. HUNTON], and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PLATT. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired with the senior Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], who, I am informed, is not 

resent and has not voted. I therefore withhold my vote, un- 
ess it shall be necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. CULLOM. I havea general pair with the senior Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. I am advised, and am perfectly 
sure, that if he were present he would vote “nay.” I will 
therefore vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam paired with the Senator from Loui- 
siana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. I transfer my pair to the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. At the suggestion of the junior Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. JARvis], I transfer my pair with the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] to the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CoKE], and vote. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. BRICE. I vote ‘nay ” to make a quorum. 

Mr. VILAS. Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL], but as my vote is necessary to make a quorum I 
shall vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. SHOUP. Iam informed that if the senior Senator from 
California [Mr. WHITE] were present he would vote ‘‘nay.” I 
will therefore vote. I vote ‘ nay.” 

Mr. QUAY. Iwill take the liberty of voting to make a quorum. 
I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. RANSOM. I am paired with the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HAs], but I will vote to make a quorum. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will vote to make aquorum. I vote 
‘* nay.” 

Mr. COKE (after having voted in the negative). Iam told 
that I have been paired with the senior Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON]. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. POWER. I will vote to make a quorum. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I feel at liberty to vote to make a 
quorum. I vote ‘ nay.” 

Mr. COKE. In order to make a quorum I will vote. I vote 
‘nay.” 

Mr. GIBSON. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 4, nays 40; as follows: 


YEAS—4. 
Call, Plait, Quay, Sherman. 
NAYS—40. 
Allen, Dolph, Kyle, Pugh, 
Allison, Dubois, Lindsay, Ransom, 
Bate, George, McMillan, Roach, 
Blackburn, Gibson, McPherson, Shou 
Brice, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Smith, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Pasco, Squire, 
Cockrell, Harris, Peffer, Stewart, 
Coke, Jarvis, Perkins, Vest, 
Cullom, Jones, Ark. Power, Vilas, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Procto?, Walsh. 
NOT VOTING—4l. 

Aldrich, Frye, Lodge, Pettigrew, 

rry, Gallinger, McLaurin, Teller, 
Blanchard, Gorman, Manderson, Turpie, 
Butler, Gray, Martin, Voorhees, 
Caffery, Hale, Mills, Washburn, 
Camden, Hawley, Mitchell, Oregon ‘ 
Cameron, H iggins, Morgan, Wilson, 
Chandler, Hiil, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Davis, Hoar, Murphy, 
Dixon, Hunton, Palmer, 
Faulkner, Irby, Patton, 


So the amendment was rejected. 








JULY 14, 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not propose to detain ; 
Senate by a speech upon this provision of the bill, but I « sire 
to say that the proposition comes to us from a body not ree, 
nized by the Constitution of the country. It comesfrom a jo;,; 
legislative commission, whereas the provision of the Const);,. 
tion requires that each House shall appoint its committees qyj 
establish its rules of procedure. 

It is a commission appointed not by the living Senate an, 
House. It is a selection of members of this body by an expiraj 
Congress, vested with power to sit upon its own motion, ;, 
draw its own warrants upon the Treasury for any amount th: 
it may decide to be its legitimate expense. That may be cure) 
by such a plan being brought to this body and referred to ths 
proper committee of the body which has reported upon it. 

Here it is proposing to change the entire methods of business 
of this great Government and its thousands of millions of ex. 
penditures. Here it is, proposing on an appropriation bil! to 
change the personnel of the entire administration of the (oy. 
ernment. Uponwhat? Thereportsof experts provided by t 
commission, and upon a report of a single committee of this 
body, without consideration. Let its merits be what they my 
that, in my judgment, is not a proper method of proceeding {0 
on body, charged with the most important functions of legis 

ation. 

The plan, if it be meritorious, would have come to this boi 
and met with ample discussion. The methods of business ani 
the personnel through which the business is transacted are 
matters of great consideration and importance in the adminis 
tration of this Government, and upon this body more than al 
others is imposed the duty of a careful scrutiny and full know! 
edge and information on the part of each member before a rai: 
ical change is made in the methods of administration. 

As Iam the only Democrat who voted in the affirmative on 
the amendment of the Senator from Ohio and one Senator among 
four who have voted that this body should take the time an 
that every member should consider and understand the merits 
of an important change in the administration of the Gover: 
ment, I make thissuggestion. 

Ihaveahigh opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Car- 
lisle. Lam willing to vote for anything in his Department he may 
recommend, whether it be this bill or any other, but the methods 
by which the Senate shall act on it are not included in his rec- 
ommendation. The Secretary is a great man and a patriot! 
man, and in voting against this bill I do not disregard his rec: 
ommendations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to add at the end of line 7, pag 
141, the following proviso: 

Provided, Thatthis section shall not apply to the existing laws in rezari 
to the contingent funds of Congress. 

That is to leave the contingent funds of the Senate and Hou: 
just as they are now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, let the next amendment which wa: 
passed over be acted upon 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
which had been passed over was, on page 25, after line 11, t 
strike out: 


Division of bookkeeping and warrants: For chief of division, $3,5(0; 45 
sistant chief of division, $2,400; estimate and digest clerk, $2,250; two prix 
cipal bookkeepers, at $2,100 each; ten bookkeepers, at82,000 each; ten clerks 
of class 4; five clerks of class 3; three clerks ofclass 1; one messenger: on! 
assistant messenger; and one laborer; in all, #64,170. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 20, to insert 


Division of warrants, estimates, and appropriations: For the followin; 
for three months, beginning July 1, 1894, namely: For chief of division. 
the rate of $3,500 per annum; assistant chief of division, at the rate of $4) 
per annum; estimate and digest clerk, at the rate of $2,000 per annum: si 
clerks of class 4; three clerks of class 3; one clerk of class 2; four clerks ° 
class 1: two clerks, at the rate of $1,000 per annum each; one clerk, a' '! 
rate of $900 per annum; one assistant messenger; and one laborer; in 
$8,495. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 26, after line 9, to inser’. 


Division of bookkeeping and warrants: For the following for nine months 
beginning October 1, 1894, namely: For chief of division, at the rate of § 






per annum; assistant chief of division, at the rate of $2,400 per annum 
mate and digest clerk, at the rate of $2,250 per annum; two principal boo: 
keepers, at the rate of $2,100 per annum each; ten bookkeepers, at the ra'e 
of $2,000 per annum each; ten clerks of class 4; five clerks of class 3; three 
clerks of class 1; one messenger; one assistant messenger; and one labore! 
in all, $48,127.50. 


The amendment was agreed to. a 
The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 4, to strixe 
out the next paragraph: : 


Office of Comptroller of the Treasury: For Comptroller of the Treasury, 
%5,500; Assistant Comptroller of the Treasury, 85,000; chief clerk, #2,500; 0° 
chief law clerk, #2,500; seven law clerks, revising accounts and briefing 0p” 
ions, two at 62,100 each, and five at #2,000 each; two confidential clerks 
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class 4, including one for the Assistant Comptroller; three clerks of class 3; 
three clerks of class 1; two messengers; and one assistant messenger; in 
all, $44,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 15, to insert: 


First Comptroller of the Treasury: For the following for three months, 
peginning July 1, 1894, namely: For First Comptroller of the Treasury, at 
the rate of %,000 per annum; Deputy Comptroller, at the rate of $2,700 per 
annum; four chiefs of division, at the rate of 82,100 per annum each; seven 
clerks of class 4; twelve clerks of class 3; twelve clerks of class 2; eleven 
clerks of class 1; three clerks, at the rate of 31,000 per annum each; eight 
elerks, at the rate of $900 per annum each; one skilled laborer, at the rate of 
$840 per annum, One messenger; one assistant messenger; and three labor- 
ers; in all, $23,120. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, On page 32, after line 5, to insert: 

Second Comptroller of the Treasury: For the following for three months, 
peginning July 1, 1894, namely: For Second Comptroller of the Treasury, at 
the rate of $% per annum; Deputy Comptroller, at the rate of 2,700 per an- 
num; seven chiefs of division, at the rate of $2,100 per annum each; eleven 
clerks of class 4; ten clerks of class 3; ten clerks of class 2; ten clerks of 
class 1; three clerks, at the rate of $1,000 each per annum; five clerks, at the 
rate of $900 per annum each; five clerks, at the rate of $660 per annum each; 
one messenger, and three laborers; in all, $24,455. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Imove toamend the amendmentof the com- 
mittee by inserting on page 32, line 9, after the word ‘‘five” the 
word ‘‘ thousand,” so as to read “‘ at the rate of $5,600 per annum.” 
It is an omission in the print. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, 
which had been passed over, was, on page 32, after line 19, to in- 
sert;: 

Commissioner of Customs: For the following for three months, beginning 
July 1, 1894, namely: For Commissioner of Customs, at the rate of #4,009 per 
annum; Deputy Commissioner, at the rate of %2,250 per annum; two chiefs 
of division, at the rate of 22,100 per annum each; two clerks of class 4; five 
clerks of class 3; eleven clerks of class 2; eight clerksofclass1; oneclerk, at 
the rate of $1,000 per annum; one assistant Messenger; and one laborer; in 
all, $12,357.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 6, to insert: 

Office of Comptroller of the Treasury: For the following nine for months, 
beginning October 1, 1894, namely: For Comptroller of the Treasury, at the 
rate of $5,500 per annum; Assistant Comptroller of the Treasury, at the rate 
of $5,000 per annum; chief clerk, at the rate of 82,500 per annum; one chief 
law clerk, at the rate of $2,750 per annum; seven law clerks, revising ac- 
counts and brieting opinions, two at the rate of #2,100 per annum each, and 
five at the rate of 32,000 per annum each; two confidential clerks of class 4, 
including one for the Assistant Comptroller; three clerks of class 3; three 
clerks of class 1; two messengers; and one assistant messenger; in all, 
$33,262.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, line 1, after the word 
‘*hand,” to strike out ‘“‘July 1, 1894,” and insert ‘‘at the date of 
the approval of this act;” and in line 2, before the word ‘‘thou- 
sand,” to strike out ‘“‘twenty” and insert ‘‘thirty;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For the temporary employment of clerks within the classified service to 
complete the accounts in the offices of First and Second Comptrollers and 
Commissioner of Customs, on hand at the date of the approval of this act, 
$30,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. COCKRELL. At the top of page 34, after the words ‘‘on 
hand,” I move to insert ‘October 1, 1894,” and to strike out in 
line 2 ‘‘at the date of the approval of this act;” so as to read: 

For the temporary employment of clerks within the classified service to 
complete the accounts in the offices of First and Second Comptrollers and 
Commissioner of Customs, on hand October i, 1894, $30,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, to strike out from line 
9 to line 18 inclusive, in the following words: 

Office of Auditor for veers Department: For Auditor, 83,600; Deputy 
Auditor, $2,250; one law clerk, #2,000; four chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; 
seventeen clerks of class 4; thirteen clerks of class 3; ten clerks of class 2; 
twenty clerks of class 1; three clerks, at $1,000 each; three clerks, at #900 
each; three assistant messengers, and four laborers, in all, $115,750. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 18, to insert: | 


First Auditor: For the following for three months, beginning July 1, 1894, 
namely: For First Auditor of the Treasury, at the rate of #4,000 per annum; 
Deputy Auditor, at the rate of $2,500 per annum; four chiefs of division, at 
the rate of $2,000 per annum each; seven clerks of class 4; ten clerks of class 
3; eleven clerks of class 2; eighteen clerks of class 1; three clerks, at the 
rate of 21,000 per annum each; four copyists and counters, at the rate of 


ae annum each; two assistant messengers; and two laborers; in all, 
tee, 000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 6, to insert: 

Offive of Auditor for Treasury Department: For the following for nine 
#4,000 per annum; Deputy Auditor, at the rate of #2,500 per annum: one law 


clerk, at the rate of £2,000 per annum; four chiefs of division, at the rate of 
2,000 per annum each; seventeen clerks of class 4: thirteen clerks of class 


2. 


©; ten clerks of class 2; twenty clerks of class 1; three clerks, at the rate of 
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| fifty-four clerks of class'2 
months, beginning October 1, i894, namely: For Auditor, at the rate ot | 2{\¥ four clerks o clans 


7489 


, at the rate of $900 per annum eact 
borers; in all, $87,300 


21,000 per annum each; three clerk: 
assistant messengers; and four la 

rr > + 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, to strike out from 
20 to line 6 on page 36, the following words: 

Office of Auditor for War Department: For 
tor, $2,250; one lawclerk, 82,000; six chi 
clerks of class 4; additional to clerk as disbursing 
three clerks of class 3; sixty-six clerks of class 2; fifty 
1; elevenclerks, at $1,000 each; tive clerks, at 
three clerks, at $840 each; one messenger; 
eight laborers; in all, $300,850. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 6, to ins 

Second Auditor: For the following for three months, beginnin 
1894, namely: For Second Auditor, at the rate of $4,000 per anpum; | 
Auditor, at the rate of $2,500 per annum division, at the 
$2,000 per annum each; thirteen clerks of class 4; additional to one cle! 
disbursing clerk, atthe rate of #200 per annum; forty-three clerks 
3; fifty-five clerks of class 2; forty-four clerks of class 1; eleven cle1 
the rate of $1,000 per annum each; five clerks, at the rate of #900 per an: 
each; one skilled laborer, at the rate of 3900 per annum: six clerks 
rate of $840 per annum each; one clerk, at the rate of $720 per annum 
messenger: three assistant messengers; eight laborers; in all, 47,78 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 24, 
For twenty additional clerks of class 1 in the Second Au 
rendered necessary by increase of work relating to pensions 

months beginning August 1, 1804, 86,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 37, after line 3, 


Oftice of Auditor for War Department: For the following in i 
bezinning October 1, 18)4, namely: For Auditor, at the rate of 4.000 per an 
num; Deputy Auditor, at the rate of $2,500 per annum; one law clerk, at the 
rate of $2,000 per annum; six chiefs of division, at the rate of &, per 
num each; sixteen clerks of class four; additional to oneclerk as di 
clerk, at the rate of $200 per annum; forty-three clerks of class 3 i 
clerks of class 2; fifty-three clerks of class 1; eleven clerks, at the ra 
$1,000 per annum each; five clerks, at the rate of 8900 per annum ea 
skilled laborer, at the rate of 8900 per annum; three clerks, at th 
#840 per annum each; one messenger; three assistant messengers 
laborers; in all, $224,125. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 
out the following paragraph: 

Office of Auditor 


three 


Auditor, $3,600; Deputy Audi 
livision, at #2,000ea sixteen 

clerk, #200; forty 
three clerks of class 
$900 each; one skillel laborer: 


three ngers, and 


f ‘ 
is of ¢ 


one 


assistant 


six chiefs of 


to ins 


37, after line 24 


) 


for Navy Department: For Auditor, $3,600; 
Auditor, 8,250; one law clerk, #2,000; three chiefs of division, at #2 
one clerk of class 4; ten clerks of class 3; seven clerks of class 2; e! 
clerks of class 1; six clerks, at #1,000 each; five clerks, at 8000 each: on 
clerk, at 8800; one messenger; one assistant messenger; and two laborers 
in all, $68,830. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 9, to in- 

Fourth Auditor: For the following, for three months beginnin 
1894, namely: For Fourth Auditor, at the rate of $4,000 per annum 
Auditor, at the rate of 82,500 per annum; three chiefs of division 
rate of $2,000 per annum each; two clerks of class 4; thirteen clerks 
3; six clerks of class 2; eleven clerks of class 1; four clerks, at the 
$1,000 per annum each; five clerks, at the rate of 6900 per annum e 
clerk, at the rate of 8800 per annum; one messenger; one assistant 1 
ger; and two laborers; in all, $18,370. 

rr 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 22, to insert: 

’ aS 

Office of Auditor for Navy Department: For the following. for 
months beginning* October 1, 1894, namely: For Auditor, at the 
#4,000 per annum; Deputy Auditor, at the rate of $2,500 per annum; onelaw 
clerk, at the rate of 2,000 per annum; three chiefs of division, at the rate 
of $2,000 per annum each; one clerk of class 4; ten clerks of class3 ix 
clerks of class 2; eleven clerks of class 1: six clerks, at the rate of $1,000 
per annum each; five clerks, at the rate of 8900 per annum each; one clei 
at the rate of #800 per annum; one messenger; one assistant nm r. al 
two laborers; in all, #51 ,060. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 11, to 
out the following paragraph: 

Office of Auditor for Interior Department: For Auditor, %3,600; Deputy 
Auditor, $2,250; one law clerk, $2,000; three chiefs of division, at $2,000 each 
four clerks of class 4, seventeen clerks of class 3, thirty-three clerks of cla 
2, thirty clerks of class 1, eleven clerks, at $1,000 each; six clerks, at #60) 
each; two clerks, at 3340 each; one assistant mes labore: ! 
one female laborer, $180; in all, $156,330. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 23, to 

ut the following paragraph: 

To bring up the work transferred from office of Sec« 
division of office of Auditor for Interior Departm 
class 3, and six clerks of class 2; in all, $18,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 2, to insert: 

Third Auditor: For the following, : 
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The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 15, to insert: 


Ofice of Auditor for Interior Department: For the following, for nine 
months beginning October 1, 1894, namely: For Auditor, at the rate of $4,000 
per annum; Deputy Auditor, at the rate of $2,500per annum; one law clerk 
at the rate of #2,000 per annum; three chiefs of division, at the rate of $2,000 
per annum each; four clerks of class 4; seventeen clerks of class3; thirty- 
three clerks of class 2; thirty clerks of class 1; eleven clerks, at the rate of 
#1,000 per annum each; six clerks, at the rate of $900 per annum each: two 
clerks, at the rate of $340 per annum each; one assistant messenger; ten la- 
borers; and one female laborer, atthe rate of $480 per annum; in all, $117,735. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 7, to insert: 


For the following, for nine months beginning October 1, 1894, namely, to 
bring up the work transferred from the office of Second Auditor to Indian 
division of office of Auditor for Interior - cn, namely, six clerks of 
class 3 and six clerks of class 2; in all, $13,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. : : 

The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 13, to strike 
out the following paragraph: 

Ofiice of Auditor for State and other Departments: For Auditor, $3,600; 
Deputy Auditor, $2,250; one law clerk, $2,000; three chiefs of division, at $2,000 
each; nine clerks of class 4; eleven clerks of class 3; ten clerks of class 2; six 
clerks of class 1; five clerks, at $1,000 each; four clerks, at 8900 each; two 
copyists; one messenger, and three laborers; in a)l, $82,070. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 22, to insert: 


Fifth Auditor: For the following, for three months beginning July 1, 
1804, namely: For Fifth Auditor, atthe rate of $4,000 per annum; Deputy 
Auditor, at the rateof $2,500 per annum; three chiefs of division, at the 
rate of #2,000 per annum each; four clerks of class 4; fiveclerks of class3; 
four clerks of class2; six clerks of class 1; two clerks, at the rate of 
#1,000 per annum each: four clerks, at the rate of $900 per annum each; one 
messenger; aud two laborers; in all, $12,065. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 9, to insert: 


Office of Auditor for State and other Departments: For the following, for 
nine months beginning October 1, 1894, namely: For Auditor, at the rate of 
64,000 per annum; Deputy Auditor, at the rate of €2,500 per annum; one law 
clerk, atthe rate of #2,000 per annum; three chiefs of division, at the rate of 
$2,000 per annum each; nine clerks of class 4; eleven clerks of class 3; ten 
clerks of class 2; six clerks of class 1; five clerks, at the rate of $1,000 per 
annum each; four clerks, at the rate of #900 per annum each; two copyists; 
one messenger; and three laborers; in all, 040. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, after line 14, to strike 
out the following paragraph: 

Office of the Register of the Treasury: For Register, $4,000; Deputy Regis- 
ter, &,250; two chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; four clerks of class 4; seven 
clerks of class 8; seven clerks of class 2; four clerks of class1; one clerk, 
$1,000; twenty-four clerks, at 8900 each; one messenger; two assistant mes- 
sengers; and four laborers; in all, $70,770. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 45, after line 23, to insert: 


Register of the Treasury: For the following, for three months beginning 
July 1,184, namely: For ister of the Treasury, at the rate of $1000 per 
annum: Assistant Register of the Treasury, at the rate of $2,250 per annum; 
four chiefs of division, at the rate of 82,000 per annum each; seventeen clerks 
of class 4; »ixteen clerks of class 3; eleven clerks of class 2; fourteen clerks 
of class 1; two clerks at the rate of $1,000 perannumeach; twenty-nine copy 
= H one messenger; four assistant messengers; and eight laborers; in all, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 11, to insert: 


Office of the Register of the Treasury: For the following, for nine months, 
beginning October 1, 1894, namely: For Register, at the rate of #4,000 an- 
num; Deputy Register. at the rate of $2,250 per annum; two chiefs of di- 
vision, at the rate of $2,000 per annum each; four clerks of class 4; seven 
clerks of class 8: seven clerks of class 2; four clerks of class 1; one clerk at 
the rate of 61,000 per annum; twenty-four clerks at the rate of $900 an- 
eee ae one messenger; two assistant messengers, and four laborers; 

n all, 077.50, 


Mr. COCKRELL. In line 15 1 move to strike out ‘‘deputy,” 
before “‘register,” and insert ‘‘assistani,” so as to read, ‘‘As- 
sistant Register.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. OOCKRELL. All the reserved amendments have been 
agreed to. 

Now, on page 64, in lines 13 and 14, in regard to the mint at 
Denver, I move to strike out ‘$13,750 ’and insert ‘* $17 ,500;” and 
then, for incidental and contingent — in lines 15 and 16, 
to strike out $2,750” and insert ‘*$4,000.” 

I hold in my hand the following telegram from the Director 
of the Mint: 


Hon. F. M. CockrREt1, 
Committee on Appropriations: 


The business of the Denver mint has increased to such a volume that the 
amount provided for ape of workmen and contingent expenses in the 
—_— bill now pending will not be sufficient for the fiscal year 1895. 

amount of the business for first six months of 1894, as co: d with 
the first six months of 1893, has increased about 139 per cent. think the 
appropriation for wages of workmen at Denver should be increased to $17,500, 
for contingent expenses to $4,000, as it is plain that the appropriation 
provided for in the bill will not be sufficient. 
R. E. PRESTON, Director Mint. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, July 14, 1894. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. On page 5, after line 8, after the word 
** dollars,” I-move to insert: 


Yor clerk of Committee on Woman Suffrage and clerk of Committee o: 
Mines and Mining, at $2,100 each (for the fiscal year ending June 30, 18)5 
only), #4,200. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. After consultation with the chairman of th, 
Committee on Appropriations, I move, on page 109, line 2, be. 
fore the word “dollars” in the items for office of surveyor-gen- 
eral of the State of Washington, to strike out the words ‘ ono 
en two hundred” and insert two thousand;” so as to 
read: . 

For rent of office for the surveyor-general, fuel, books, stationery, p: 
of messenger, and other incidental expenses, $2,000. 

I will state that this is for the incidental expenses for rent o! 
office of the surveyor-general of Washington. The chairman 
stated yesterday that he had already then provided an appro- 
priation of only $1,200 when $2,000 was estimated for; and I un- 
derstand that he is now willing that this amount for incidental 
expenses shall be made to accord with the estimate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I have another amendment to offer. I havo 
not had an opportunity to speak with the chairman aboutit, bu: 
I have no doubt he will consent to it. 

Yesterday the Senator from Montana [Mr. PowmER] proposed 
- an amendment the insertion of the following proviso on page 

29: 


Provided, That the marshal and district attorney of the districts of Wash- 
ington, Montana, North Dakota, and South Dakota shall, for the services 
they mayperform during the fiscal year herein provided for, receive the fees 
allowed by law to like officers performing similar duties in the districts of 
Oregon and Idaho. 

That amendment was agreed to, but in it there was an acci- 
dental omission. I donot think it was theintention at the time. 
The word “‘clerk” should be inserted in the amendment just 
after the word ‘‘marshal,” so as to read: 

‘hat the marshal, clerk, and district attorney of the districts, etc. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment that was made yesterday 
did not affect the clerks. This is a new proposition entirely. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I beg to state for the information of the chair- 
man of the committee that it is very important that the amend- 
ment shall be allowed to cover the case of clerk. I have in 
my hand a communication addressed to me by the United States 
district judge for the district of the State of Washington, and 
another from the United States district attorney for the State, 
in which they very strongly urge that this provision shall be 
made. I will read, if the Senate will hear me, the following: 


The clerks of the United States circuit and district courts in this State 
are required by law to have offices in four different places, and considerable 
mse to them for assistants is absolutely necessary, which is repaid to 
them only from earnings of their offices. hey have during the past two 
years, by a proviso in the annual appropriation laws, been put on an equal 
footing as to fees with the clerks of California, Oregon, Nevada, and Idaho 
Double rates allowed elsewhere. But in the appropriation for fiscal year 
of 1804, while the district attorney and marshal are so provided for, the 
clerks get left. (See 27th Statutes, page 7i4.) This is certainly an unrea- 
sonable discrimination, and it bears especially hard upon the clerk at 
Seattle and the deputy clerk at Spokane. 

I would not ask you to attempt anything which you may regard as impos- 
sible at this speciai session. ut if mo unreasonable opposition is to be 
expected I should think that a bill or joint resolution amending the proviso 
so as to make it include clerks might be passed. 

The compensation of the cierks, district attorneys, and marshals of this 
State, Montana,and the two Dakotas ought to be fixed permanently at arate 
uniform with the allowance to such officers in Oregon and the other States 
west of the Rocky Mountains. 

This is from Mr. C. H. Hanford, district judge of the United 
States court. I have here acommunication addressed by the 
United States attorney, Mr. William H. Brinker, to Represen- 
tative DOOLITTLE, going over the same ground, insisting upon 
the same provision. I think, considering the fact that the 
United States district court in the State of Washington has had 
and islikely to have avery great amount of business to perform 
in comparison with the courts of these other States, it is only 
right that this allowance shall be made. , 

I recollect hearing a statement, well authenticated, a few days 
ago to the effect that the business recently performed in con- 
nection with the arrest and trial of something like two hundred 
train-stealing people in the West has caused a great deal of work 
to be thrown upon the courts of my State. ile that particu- 
lar incident has passed by, we are not yet out of the woods in 
respect to the action necessary on the part of the United States 
courts, as several railroads, including the Northern Pacific 
Railroad, are in the hands of United States receivers, as is wel! 
known. Similar conditions may affect the other States named. 

There is very much to be done in these courts, and I think it 
would be bap Too omit the clerks from the provision in rela- 
tion to . ere is no good reason for discrimination agains‘ 
any of States mamed in this connection. Therefore | offer 
the amendment that the word “clerk” be inserted after the 
word ‘‘marshal” in the place I have designated. 





1894. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
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The SECRETARY. On page 129, in the first line of the amend- 
ment adopted yesterday, after the word ‘‘ marshal” insert the 
word “‘clerk;” so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That the marshal, clerk, and district attorney of the districts of 
Washington, Montana, North Dakota, and South Dakota shall for the serv- 
ice they may perform during the fiscal year herein provided for, receive the 
fees allowed by law to like offic yerforming similar duties in the districts 
of Oregon and Idaho. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 72, I want to make a change in 
inereasing the appropriation for contingent expenses of the Ter- 
ritory of Utah, to be expended by the governor, from $500 to 
$750. In line 7, I move to strike out ‘‘ $500” and insert ‘* $750,” 
and in line 9, to strike out ‘‘ $1,500” and insert ‘'$2,000,” in- 


rs } 


| ate will let the amendment 


| it. 


creasing the appropriation for contingent expenses of the sec- | 


retary of the Territory from $1,500 to $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.GORMAN. On page 1), line 1, I move to strike out 
“twenty-four” and insert ‘* thirty-six; ” and inline 3, page 10, I 
move to strike out ‘‘ thirty-eight thousand eight hundred ” and 
insert “‘ fifty-two thousand;” so as to make the clause read: 

CAPITOL POLICE. 


Foronecaptain, 31,600; three lieutenants, at 31,200each; thirty-six privates, 
at$!,100 each: and eight watchmen, at 8900 each; in all, $52,000, one-half to be 


disbursed by the Secretary of the Senate and the other half to be disbursed | 


by the Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JARVIS. On page 5, line 5, after the word “ Rules,’ I 
nove to insertthe words *‘and Civil Service and Retrenchment.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itisexceedingly unpleasant for me to have 
to object to that amendment. That would add another annual 
committee clerk tothe rolls. I had hoped that after the con- 
troversy we have had in regard to clerks to Senatorsand clerks 
to committees, and after the adjustment which was mutually 
agreed upon in the last Congress, we would not bedisturbed with 
that question again. I sympathize with the Senator offering 
this amendment, and with his clerk, but I do hope that the Sen- 
ate will not agree to the amendment. 

Mr. CALL. 
be agreedto. The clerk of this committee was serving as clerk 
of our lamented colleague, Senator Vance, and as clerk of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. He was serving and 
appointed at that salary. While that furnishes no direct ar 
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or this compensation to the cl 
Mr. JARVIS. Mr. Presid do not desire to disturb any 
of the harmony between the two Houses, and if I thought offer 
ing this amendment would have that effect I would withdraw it 
but I believe under the circumstancesit i rr amendment, 
and I trust it will be adopted. it 200 to the amount 
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tVIS}. 
The amendment was agreed ¢ 
Mr. POWER. I wish to offer an amendment. 
line 10, after the word ‘‘ each,” = move to insert tho f 
And further, That the thre lerks to the Senator . 
Washington, Wyoming, and Montana, resp 
same compensation until the said States shall e! 
tion as clerks to committees heretofore provided for 
And further, in line 11, on the same } 
the total ‘* $41,760” and insert in lieu ther 
Mr. COCKRELL. The amedment is not 
were to be agreed to. I suggest the following 
That each of the clerks to the Senat« rvin; 
the States of Washington, Wyoming, and Montana, s 
pensation until the existing vacancies in the Senate 
be filled. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
from the desk. 
Mr. COCKRELL. When the amendm ed, I 
like to hear some reason why this increase is wanted. 


Oo. 


rs now s¢ 


The amendment 
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| increase from $1,200 to $1,440. 


Mr. President, I think this amendment ought to | 


ment or reason for increasing his salary he has been transferred | 
to 2 committees whose duties ought to be considered as of the | 


highest importance, the Committee on Civil Service and Re- 
trenchment. 

That is the committee which should have been charged with 
the investigation of the work of the commission, and it still has 
a vast field of work to do, which itis impossible for it to per- 
form without the services of an efficient clerk. If thereisany 
duty which the Senate ought to perform itis that of equipping 
itself andits committees with the means of intelligently per- 
forming the duties imposed upon it. 


The House of Representatives has no right to say to the Sen- | 


ate that it shall not have theinstrumentalities which you decide 
are proper and necessary for the conduct of the public business. 
If we have difficulty with them in their endeavor to encroach 
upon the prerogative and the functions and duties of this body, 
it is an antagonism which we ought cheerfully to meet. There 


is n0 committee of this body that is charged with higher and | 
more important duties than the Committee on Civil Service and | 


Retrenchment. 

This body to-day has acted upon a report of a commission un- 
known to the Constitution and to the rules of this body and to 
its organization, which work should have been confided to the 
careful examination of this important Committee on Civil Ser- 
vice and Retrenchment. Now, the clerk of this committee was 
the clerk of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and had 
accepted the appointment as such. He was transferred by the 
death of his father to an equally important committee, but with 
a salary entirely inadequate to the duties required of him. 


I think the Senate ought to have no hesitation in increasing | 


the appropriation. 

[ wish to say that two-thirds of the Senators on both sides of 
this Chamber have signed a request that this provision should 
be reported favorably by the Committee on Contingent Ex- 
penses, and the only reason why it was not done was because it 


was believed that a Statute of the United States prevented the 
use of the contingent fund of this 


Senate upon the general appropriation bill. 


That is the reason why this clerk is not now in the receipt of | 


thiscompensation. Isay two-thirds of the Senators of this body, 
& majority on both sides of this Chamber, have signed a letter 
which is in the possession of the chairman of this committee, 


Mr. POWER. Mr. President, the work of the cl 
Senators representing the States of Washington, Wyomi 
Montana has been greatly increased, owing to the fact o 
being but one Senator from each of those States. Since t] 
ginning of the extra session I have had to employ an extracle 
to assist my secretary in attending to the business re 1 
the State. Twelve hundred dollarsa ye 
cient compensation for the work required 
total addition for the three clerks covered 
will be only $720 a year. 

I suppose it is not necessary to add anything ft 
has been said explains why the amendment has | 

Mr. SQUIRE. I will merely add a word, and 
up the time of the Senate at any great length. 

My own experience is that the work devolving 
the single Senators now representing in this 
States named has been very largely augmented: 
den upon the single Senators has been lar 
what it was when each of these States w 
Senators in this body. Of course, a great deal of 
involves the service of clerks and ext: 
paid out over $1,000 for extra services of cler! 
ning of this Congress, and the clerks are very hat 

Let me state as ane of the reasons why this incre: 
made, that the books and documents which 
distribution by the Government reg crent 
tion. There is a great call for such documents. My cl 
assisted me to send out since the Ist of 
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5,000 volumes of books, to say nothing about sper 
ordinary current documents—I mean the regul: 
which are put at the disposal of different Senxtors. 
The reason why I was enabled to ship this vast : 
printed matter to my constituents was because all the v 
publications, that had hitherto been accorded to the other 
ator from my State, when the State was represented by 
ators, were transferred to my credit, so that actually the 
tribution of books was made by me for both the Senators that 
the State is entitled to be represented by in this body. It 
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| so happened that in many other respects, owing to the increased 


| tive, professional, scientific, or 
body without the action of the | 


labors devolving upon the Senatorsfrom those States, that much 
additional labor has been performed. 

In many instances the books and other publications called fo 
by my constituents are of an unusual character, being desc 

statistical; and the pro 

and sending such publications involves extra correspond 

My constituents are of the live, wide-awake kind 
They want to knoweverything knowable about the la 
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year from $1,200 to $1,400 can make them do any more work, or 
dispense with the necessity of employing additional clerks? 

Mr. SQUIRE. On that point I willsay that the clerks have 
been overworked. My clerk has been at work from 9 o’clock in 
the morning sometimes until 9 and 10 at night, and right along 
day after day. Too much work has been imposed on these 
clerks for the compensation paid them. 

Mr. COCKREL Then the appropriation ought not to be 
made for these clerks, but it ought to be made to be expended 
under the direction of the Senators from the States named, so 
that they may hire additional help. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I will be satisfied to pay the amount for an 
extra clerk if the clerk I now have can have this additional 
compensation, and I think he is entitled to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. After the word ‘‘ each,” in line 10, page5, 
it is proposed to insert: 

That each of the clerks to the Senators now serving, respectively, from 
the States of Washington, Wyoming, and Montana shall receive like com- 


penneiee until the existing vacancies in the Senate from such State shall 
e filled, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. On page 108, line 2, after the word “dollars,” I 
move to insert what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Florida will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “dollars,” in line 2, on 
page 108, it is proposed to insert: 


For librarian of the 1 ory Court, who shall have charge of the Law 
Library of Congress, #2,500; for two assistants, one at $1,600 and one at $1,490, 
and one messenger at $600. These four men, now inthe Law Library, shall 
hereafter be under the direction of the Chief Justice. » 


Mr. CALL. Ifthatamendment be adopted, Ishall move some 
additional amendments. 

Mr. HALE. That is subject to a point of order, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and I make the pees of order upon it. 

Mr. CALL. Whatis the point of order? 

Mr. HALE. That the amendment proposes to change the ex- 
isting law, which gives the whole matter to the charge of the 
Congressional Librarian. It proposes to create an additional 
officer, a new librarian. 

Mr. CALL. The amendment has been recommended by two 
committees of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. That may be, but the mere recommendation of 
a committee of the Senate Only makes an additional item of an 
appropriation or an increase of appropriation in order, but does 
not make any change of the law in order. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator please read the law? ‘Will he 
point out the law which this amendment proposes to change? 
There is no law upon the subject. A librarian is provided for 
in the annual appropriation bill, and an assistant to the libra- 
rian. These are provided for in the pending bill, and this isa 
new bill, a new appropriation, and there is noexisting law upon 
the subject. I havethe law here, which I propose to read. 

Mr. HALE. The amendment proposes to create a new office 
which is not authorized by the present law. There is no such 
officer as the librarian of the Supreme Court, and there is no 
law which makes him an officer. When the Senator seeks to 
make a new Officer, he thereby proposes to change existing law 
by ae? new law. | 

Mr.CALL. The last appropriation bill has expired; it is no 
longer in force; and there is no law but that contained in that 
appropriation bill. This appropriation bill we are now consid- 
ering creates whatever office there will be. 

Mr. HALE. That is the very thingI contend that an appro- 
priation bill cannotdo. It can not create a new office. 

Mr. CALL. I beg the Senator's pardon. There is no such 
rule for appropriation bills. When such a bill provides for the 
employment of a person it creates an office in some shape or 
form, either as an employé or otherwise. 

Mr. HALE. Notifapointoforderis made against it. There 
is no authority to create a new office, because that is general 
Te which makes it, so far as it goes, a new law. 

{r. CALL. There is no force in that proposition, and no logic 
in it. It is repeated here time and time a without any 
meaning whatever. Every appropriation bill creates in some 
measure an employment. If you choose to call that an office, 
then it has that characteristic. An office is a permanent func- 
tion. This bill provides that these shall be employés under 
the direction of the Chief Justice. That is all. It does not 
create an office any more than do other provisions of the bill. 

This subject has been before Congress on a former occasion, 
and it is easy to change the amendment so as to meet the views 
of the Senator. 

It will be seen by the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD that this sub- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








ject was considered and discussed in the last Congress. \). 
awes being in chargeof the legislative ——— bill, the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT] said: 


I hope the member of the committee having this subject in charge wi!) «: 
least let the Senate vote as to whether the judgesof the Supreme Court shaq) 
name the librarian in charge of its library as well as to attend through its 
marshal to the distribution of the money appropriated for the purpose ; 
keeping the library supplied with books. . 


The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] said: 


I should like to inquire of my colleague if he understands that these per 
sons are to be public officers when appointed? 


The Senator from Massachusetts is amember of the Judiciary 
Committee and is a member of the Committee on the Library, 
and in reference to this same appropriation which the Senate 
passed, in like manner as this amendment, he said: 


I suggest that he make his amendment so as to require the appointment 
to be made by the Supreme Court, because if they are to be public officers 
the Chief Justice is notacourt. Of course, if they are to be mere clerica! 
assistants, the Chief Justice may select them. 
Mr. Vest. There is no objection to that. 7 
Mr. DAWES. I will modify my suggestion in order to meet the wishes of the 
Judiciary Committee. 


The Senator from Maine raises this point of order against the 
authority of the Judiciary Committee, against the authority of 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR], against the author- 
ity of the Senator from Missouri |Mr. VEST], against the author- 
ity of a nrajority of the Committee on the Library, and agains: 
the action of the Senate at that time. The then Senator from 
Massachusetts, Mr. Dawes, said further: 


I move, on page 17, in line 15, to strike out the word “ two,”’ where it firs: 
occurs, and insert the word ‘“‘three;’’ and to insert after the word ‘each 
in the sixteenth line; 
‘One of whom shall be appointed by the Supreme Court and have charve 
of the Law Library.”’ 
So as to read: 
“For compensation of Librarian, $4,000; and for twenty-eight assistant 
librarians, three at $2,500 each, one of whom shall be appointed by the S 
preme Court, and have charge of the Law Library; two at $1,800 each, etc.’ f 
Mr. HoAR. After this question is put, if there is no debate on it, I will say 
what I wish to say. . 


So that the amendment did pass the Senate, and it was recom- 
mended by the Judiciary Committee of the House of Represeut- 
atives; but it went into conference and was stricken off by a 
Representative from Indiana[Mr. HOLMAN]. Thatis the whole 
story about it. 

The Senate has twice adopted this amendment and twic: 
acted upon this question and two committzes of the Senate and 
a majority of the Committee on the Library here to-day are on 
record upon it. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcoT’] iy bi 
on record for it, the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] hs 4 
recommended it and is here upon record in a speech; the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] was a member of the Com- 
mittee on the Library at that time, indorsed it, and the Com- 
mittee on the Library of the House recommended it. 

Here is the record. There is no question about it. 

What are the facts in this case? I undertake to say there is 
no legislation not affecting the important and vital functions of 
the Government which is more clearly demanded by the factso! 
the case than this is at thistime. I shallreada statement from 
a distinguished lawyer, who uses the Law Library, and who has F 
given the statement tome. He says: i 


The Law Library was organi by act of Congress J ae 14, 1882, when the 
whole number ot books in the Library of Congress, including the law books 
did not number 40,000 volumes. Congress properly then put one man atthe 
head of the two libraries—two generations ago one man could well direct 
the duties of these libraries. The Supreme Court had but seven judges; its 
docket was not crowded then asit isnow; there were but 112 Representatives 
in Congress, and 48 Senators; the country was in its infancy; Missouri was 
a State but eleven years; Arkansas (1836), Michigan (1832), Florida (184° 
Iowa (1846), Texas (1845), Wisconsin (1848), were not yet States, while the 
visions of the Golden Gate had not yet startled the world. The copyright 
business was then done by the Uni States circuit courts. The total num 
ber of employés in the Library could be counted upon the fingers of one 
mend i a one man then could well be at the head of the two departments of 
the rary. 

Twenty-two years ago the entire oar business of the nation was 
transferred to the Library of Congress. Fifty thousand ahd more copy 
rights are being now issued yearly, more copyrights in one year than the 
whole number of books in the Library of Congress when the Law Libr. was 
created. The Law Library has increased to over 85,000 books, and the Library 
of Congress claims about 700,000 volumes. While all these chafges havé 
taken place the States of the Union doubled in number, the buSiness of the 
nation increased a hundredfold, and consequently the litigatjon of thé 
country increased; still the old statute creating the Law Library remains 
upon our statute books, continuing the management of the Law Librafy 
under the same regulations as were only sui to itsome tWo generations 
ago. 

The common law of England in the days of Littleton or Coke would be 43 
applicable to-day in corporation law as the administration of thé Law Lf 
brary in the days of President Jackson would be to-day. 

For over a quarter of a century the Law Library has been without a sub- 
ject catalogue. In a word, the Law Library, instead of being abreast of the 
times, is a quarter of a century behind them. For over a quafter of 4 cén- 
tury there has been no subject catalogue, and to-day when I go to the Li 
brary to find a work on a given subject,I am met with a big, bulky, 02: 
wieldy, incomplete, and imperfect blank-book filled with scraps of printed 
matter, with mai notes; and even this makeshift of a catalogue 1s 
thumbworn, soiled, dirty, worn out, and falling to pieces, in keeping with the 
; Library itself until a few years ago, when the present assistant in charg®, 
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after repeatedly failing to get authority and money to replace broken fur- 
niture and make the Library presentable for the use of Congress and the 
court, went to a furniture dealer and ordered the Library put in proper con- 
dition, the reading tables re-covered and cleaned, etc., and bound himself to 
pay the bill in case it was not paid. 

This same assistant has, through his own endeavor, secured electric lights | 
to be used in the dark alcoves during the day, and to light the library dur- 
ing night sessions, replacing coal oil lamps, the Law Library being required 
by law to remain open as long as either House is in session, while the gen- 
eral Library of Congress closes at dusk. New book cases, absolutely neces- 
sary to eer the books from the floor and to make shelf room for the tons | 
of books piled up and left unarranged by his predecessor, were obtained 
through his own exertions, by repeated applications to the Architect of the 
Capitol. All the improvements now in the Law Library had to be fought for, | 
and were obtained through the exertions of Mr. Curtis; and, had not Mr 
HOLMAN objected, the Law Library would now havea subject catalogue not 
inferior to any library in the United States. | 

The House Judiciary Committee, last session, through Mr OATES, re- 
pou favorably a bill in the interest of good government for the Law Li- 

rary— 


The same as this amendment— 


the Library Committee and Judiciary Committee of the Senate, last ses- | 


sion, reperces favorably a similar bill, which passed the Senate, and was 
defeated by Mr. HOLMAN in conference. This present session the Judiciary 
Committee again reports the bill favorably, and two Senators of the three 
constituting the Library Committee favor the measure, Mr. WOLCOTT hav- | 
ing expressed his views and those of the Chief Justice on the subject on the 
25th of February, last year, and Mr. VOORHEES also, in the same debate. 

The salary of 82,500, which was paid the Law Librarian for eighteen years, 
and appropriated 7, the committee with the understanding that it was to | 
bepaid the Law Librarian, was taken, four years ago, from the Law Li- 
brary and paid to a man in the general Library of Congress. The salary of 
the librarian of the Association of the Bar of the City of New York is $4,000 
a year, and this library is a smaller library than the Law Library of Con- | 

ess. The Librarian of the House Library and Librarian of the Senate | 

ibrary each receive $2,500 a year, while the librarians of the small Depart- 
ment libraries are paid about the sameamount. The Medical Library, Sur- | 
geon General’s Office, a sister professional library, has an army cfficer at 
its head, at a salary of about 84,000, with a force of about thirty men, | 
with salaries amounting to about 644,000 a year, besides an annual appro- 
priation of $10,000 a year for binding and printing the subject catalogue, 
which has now reached the thirteenth volume. | 


In striking contrast with this, the assistant librarian, who has | 
done all this work and whose predecessor for eighteen years re- 
ceived $2,500 a year, which has been taken away and appropri- 
ated to a man inthe Congressional Library. The Law Library, 
with its 85,000 volumes, increasing at the rate of 3,000 volumes | 
a year, in charge of a lawyer who is a member of the bar of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, an accomplished gentle- 
man, and one who has made all these improvements, is given 
what? Twelve hundred dollars a year under the present ad- 
ministration. 

The library itself until he became responsible for it had broken 
chairs, was without clean carpets; with books dusty and with 
these increasing volumes piled up every year in the corners of 
the library; and yet with this state of facts objection seems to 
be made and the point of order is raised upon a proposition 


which passed the Senate twice, having been reported by two | 


committees of the Senate and also reported by the Judiciary | 
Committee of the House of Representatives. This eminent 
lawyer says further: 


of Congress (and the present Law Librarian is a member of the bar of the 
United States Supreme Court), if he is worth anything, he is worth #2,500. He 


is of great service to Senators and Representatives in questions of law, | 
ee eee and cases on all subjects which come before Congress. | 
Tt 


y his services, it is submitted, are above those of a messenger, and 
yet, under the present management, or rather mismanagement, he is paid 
the magnificent sum of twelve hundred dollars per year. 


The judges of the Supreme Court are unanimously of the opinion that the 


Law Library should be transferred to the court. 


That is the statement. 

Mr.GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire to make one remark 
about the Law Library and the Law Librarian, Mr. Curtis. I have 
occasion frequently to examine books in that library, and I find 
that the arrangement is such that I can make no progress with- 
out the aid of the Librarian. 
given promptly, intelligently, and efficiently. 

I wish to state further, that in the large number of thousands 
of volumes which constitute that law library I find, without a 
great waste of time, that it is impossible to get atcertain points 
which are under investigation, and I find that the Librarian is 
of great service to me, and I believe to all of us, in giving aid in 
such investigations. 


I think the servicesof the man at the head of the Law Library | 


are of that intelligent, efficient, and necessary kind which at 
least demand a salary of $2,500 a year. 
Mr. CALL. 


tomake. I desire to say that that is not true. 


insisted that he should do so, and it was demanded by members 


of the bar who were practicing in that court, who, as the dis- | 
tinguished Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] hassaid, had | 


use for the books and for the services of the Librarian. 
if anybody is to blame for coming here and moving an amend- 
ment which has been twice put upon the legislative appropria- 
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; Mr. Curtis, who objected to it and declined 


| provision was put on for the benefit of this Library, and yet 


| the point of order which has been made is ruled upon. | 


| him a question? 
| to have general charge, but who is to have the appointment of 


| Committeeon Appropriations and was rejected by them. ; 
| rejected by the committee partly on the ground that itisachanye 


| of existing law and that we had no right to do it. 
Alawyer who is capable of attending to the duties of the Law Library | 


I find further that thisaid isalways | 


Ithas been said in my hearing that Mr. Curtis | 
has had something to do with the change that I am endeavoring | 
a I induced Mr. | 
Curtis to make the statement to Senatorswhich he has made. I | 
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ion bill upon the recommendation of the Judiciary Committee 
und passed by the Senate bya large majority, and for having the 
facts brought tothe attention of the Senate, it is me, and not 
l in- 
of the Judiciary 


to do it, unti 
sisted that he should go before the members 
Committee and state the facts as they were. 

Here is the provision by which the Congress of the United 
States gave to the Library these two assistants at $2,500 a year, 
and yet they have been taken away and the law disregarded. It 
appears in this very debate from Mr. Dawes’s remarks that the 
it 
never had the benefit of it. 

Mr HALE. The Senator from Florida is arguing this ques- 
tion upon the merits, which strictly he has no right to do until 
did 
not make the point of order unadvisedly. The third section of 
Rule XVI of the Senate provides that legislation of this kind or 
any general legislation shall not be incorporated upon an ap- 
propriation bill. It makes no difference what committee has 
reported it. Their report does not make a change of law allow- 
able or permissible on an appropriation bill. 

It is only to increase an item, but thereis a special rule about 
legislation. When I made the point I had before me the stat- 
ute, and if the Chair has any doubt about it, all he needs to do 
is to examine Chapter 6of the Revised Statutes, where sections, 
one after another, are devoted to the Library of Congress. The 
statute provides that the President shall appoint a Librarian of 
Congress, and it goes onand declares what the Library shall be, 
who the officers shall be, and says in terms in section 31: 

The Library of Congress shall be arranged in two departments, a gen 
library and a law library. 

Then it provides that the whole matter shall be under 


ral 


1 
the 


| Librarian of Congress. 


Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to ask 


Is not the question in controversy not who is 


an employé? 

Mr. HALE. The law is exhaustive. It gives the Librarian 
the charge, declares what the Library shall be, declares who his 
officers shall be, declares to whom he shall report, declares that 
he shall give bond, and in terms declares that the whole s tb/ect 
shall be in his charge. 

Now, the Senator from Florida proposes an amendment which 
radically changes the law. Congress can do that by a bil! duly 
reported and passed by the two Houses of Congress. But itcan 
notdoit on an appropriation bill. The fact that heretofore such 


| legislation has gone on appropriation bills because nobody chose 


to make the point of order does not bear in the case. 
I make the point of order because this scheme was before the 
It w 


As to the merits of the amendment, while I do not need 
go into that matter, I may say that nobody is claiming this o1 
is clamoring for it exceptithe man who wants to get the place, 
I tell the Senator, when he says that the man has not engi- 
neered this matter, that he has lobbied in season and out of sea- 
son. There are very few Senators here whom he has not fol- 
lowed up and besought to give him this new place and take it 


| away from the Librariano f Congress. 


We are on the point of building one of the most magnilicent 


| structures in Washington for the general Library of Congres 
| and it would be an impertinence now for us to come in and take 


away from the Librarian an important part of the work he has 
been engaged in and an important part of the books and give 
them to one of his subordinates because that man wants 
power and more money. It is not a fitting thing to do. 

I shall not say another thing about the merits. If the poin' 
of order is not good,then I never submitted a point of ord: 
which was good. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Maine is right. 

Mr. CALL. The fallacy of the proposition of the Senator 
from Maine is that the law provided for a certain number of 
persons to be appointed. Every year since that time additional 
appointments have been made. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Floridadoes not getmy point 

Mr. CALL. Yes, I do. 

Mr. HALE. The whole library, including the Law Library, is 
by the terms of the law put under the Librarian of Congress, and 
then it is declared whatsubordinateshe may have. The amend- 
ment takes the appointment away from him and creates a new 
Librarian 

Mr. DOLPH. 

Mr. HALE. 
suggests. 

Mr. CALL. 


more 


And a new library. 
And anew library, as the Senator from Oregon 


Does the act of 1832 say that all subseqent ap- 
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pointees shall be appointed and the salaries fixed by the Libra- 
rian? It provided for a law library under the general charge of 
Congress, and made provision for a certain number of employés. 
Even assuming, which is not true, that as a logical — 
the same employés have been continued in office, I ask what 
about the new employés that have been created ty annual ap- 
oe acts? Can not an appropriation bill provide who 
shall employ those people? 

Mr. HALE, “No, sir; it can not. 

Mr. CALL. Did the act of 1832 intend to say that the Li- 
brarian shall appoint for all time everybody whom Congress 
sees fit to provide for? te et is by its terms limited to its 
contents, and to the employés page vi og eee ele and that is all. 

Mr. HALE. But the statute which I have invoked is not an 
appropriation act. It is the fundamental law; it is the statute. 
It is a section devoted to this subject-matter, which makes it 

rfectly clear. You might just as well take a bureau from the 

avy Department and put it in the Treasury Department, or 
another from the State sapeenens and put itin the Interior 
Department, on an appropriation bill as to do this. 

Mr. CALL. Lask the Senator to point out the language of 
the law which says that all subsequent employés shall be in 
charge of the Librarian of Congress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate 
the question, Is the proposed amendment in order? [Putting 
the question.] The noes appear to have it. The noes have it, 
and the amendment is not received. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will modify the amendment so as to make 
it in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tho amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Mississippi will be statod. 

The SecreTarRy. After line 22, on page 18, insert: 

For librarian having charge of the law library of Congress, 82, 500; for two 
assistants, one at $1,600, one at $1,400, and one messenger at 600. 

Mr. MILLS. I make the point of order that the amendment 
creates a new office, which can not be done on an appropria- 
tion bill. There is no such officer as “librarian having charge 
of the law library.” It is the Librarian of Congress. 

Mr. HALE. Practically the same point which was decided 
before. 

Mr. GEORGE. We will call him a clerk or employé. 

Mr. MILLS. That is simply an evasion, and is equally liable 
to the point of order. 

Mr. GEORGE. By every one act the number of 
employés, clerks, messengers, etc., in every Department of the 
Government is added to. There is nota ss appropriation 
bill which ever passed the Senate that did not have such an in- 
crease. If the Senator objects to the word “librarian,” I will 
call him ‘‘ messenger” or ‘‘ the person in charge of the books.” 
Librarian is not an cffice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate 
the question, Is the proposed amendment in order? [Putting 
the question.] The noes appear to have it. The noes have it. 
The amendment is not received. 

Mr. CALL. I suggestanother amendment. On page 18, line 
13, I move to insert: 

For compensation of Librarian, $4,000— 

That is in the bill. 

and for thirty-one assistants— 

Tho word ‘assistants ” is in the bill. 

And for thirty-one assistants, three at $2,500 each, one of whom shall be 
employed by the Supreme Court as a messenger. 

Mr. HALE. That amendment is subject to the same point of 
order. The law declares that— 

The Librarian of Congress is hereby authorized to employ from time to 
time the following assistants. 

It does not authorize the Supreme Court to employ anybody. 
The Senator does not escape the point of order by that proposi- 


tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Florida will be stated. 

Mr. CALL, Let me read it first: 

For compensation of Librarian, 84,000. 
uk o point of order would lie aginst that, because it is in the 

now. 

Mr. DOLPH. Then why repeat it? 

Mr. CALL. Does not the Senator from Oregon understand 
that I wish to amend the paragraph by ad djing something to it? 
That is a very plain proposition. 

Now, what we ask is— 

Thirty-one clerks. 

You call them assistants. I call them clerks. No point of 
order can be made on that. 

Mr. HALE. There certainly can be. The chart that the 
Committee on Appropriations has to pursue under the law is the 
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chart which is laid down in chapter 6. That statute provides 
just what the offices shall be, what the clerks shall be called. 
and who shall employ them. Wherever there is a variation 
from the statute, either that one of them shall be employed by 
the Supreme Court or that he shall be a different officer, yo. 
transcend the law. The Senate has already passed upon this 
matter twice. There ought not to be any question about th 
point of order. 

After declaring what the duties of the Librarian of Congr 
shall be, the law says: 

The Librarian of Congress is authorized to employ from time to time t) 
following assistants. 

Then it gives the assistants, their positions, their pay, an 
runs clear through the whole thing. It does not eall any | 
them clerks. It calls them all assistants. 

Mr. CALL. Then I understand the point of order is that i; 
is not competent for Congress on an appropriation bill to i 
quire some clerks to be employed there. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly it is not. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the Senator from Florida will send u 
the amendment. i wish to make the point of order on tho 
amendment as soon as he sends it to the desk. I can not make 
the point of order while the amendment isin his hands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by tle 
Senator from Florida will be stated. 

The Seeretary read as follows: 

For compensation of Librarian, $4,000; and for thirty-one clerks, three at 
— one of whom shall be employed by the Supreme Court as a mes 

Mr. MILLS. I make the point of order—— 

Mr.CALL. Will the Senator from Texas allow me for one 
moment before he makes the point of order? Idesire todefend Mr. 
Curtis against the statements made by the Senator from Mainc. 

Mr. MILLS. That is not in order on a point of order. 

Mr. CALL. I ask consent to speak before the Senator from 
Texas makes the point of order. 

I desire to say that Mr. Curtis has not been before this body, 
and that if he has buttenholed Senators, I have requested him 
to go and talk to particular Senators, who I thought were libera! 
enough to care for the proper condition of the Law Library and 
the dignity of the Supreme Court and its functions. He isa 
diffident man, and one not disposed to come here and lobby. 
But I do not know by what rule a citizen of the United States, 
a member of the bar of the Supreme Court, a gentleman of con- 
sideration and character, has not a right to talk to a Senator 
without having it said that he is buttonholing him. 

A Senator is not so far above and beyond the people of his 
country that he can not be approached and the truth stated to 
him in regard to the public service. Is it true that the Senate 
can not hear statements as to the needs of the Law Library of the 
supreme tribunal of the United States from an accomplishe! 
gentleman, the value of whose services are testified to by lavw- 
yers of ability and character? His compensation is but $1,20, 
while the Senate wastes thousands of dollars in needless expen: 
upon others. In theSenate thousands of dollars have been addeil 
to the appropriation bill, as to which nobody knows anything «: 
all. 


Yet here, in a meritorious case, with the precedent of the Sen- 
ate in two Congresses having passed upon this provision, with 
the other House having passed upon it, with the Committee on 
the Judiciary having recommended it, the point of order 's 
made for its exclusion. Why? What reasons do Senators give 
for continuing this administration, which has proved to be 
entirely adverse to the interests of the Government and the 
public service? 

Mr. MILLS. I mako tho further point of order that the Sen- 
ate has twice declared the amendment out of order, 

Mr. CALL. That is no point of order atall. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And itis not reported by the committee. 

Mr. CALL. I beg pardon; it is reported by the Judiciary 
Committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits the question to 
the Senate, Is theamendmentinorder? [Putting the question. | 
The noes appear to have it. The noes have it, and the amend- 
ment is not received. 

Mr. CALL, I have another amendment to eon. 

Mr. HALE. While the Senator from Florida is preparing his 
amendment, let the bill be reported tothe Senate. TheSenator 
can offer the amendment in the Senate. We will thus improve 
the time. 

Mr. CALL. I have no objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and theameni- 
ments were concurred in. 

Mr. PROCTOR. On behalf of the junior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetis [Mr. LOpGB] I offer an amendment reported from the 
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Committee on Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures of the 
Executive Departments, to be added at the end of section 26. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of section 26, insert the follow- 
ing proviso: 

Provided, That the duties devolved by the act making 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, upona Joint Commission to Inquire into and 


Examine the Status of the Laws Organizing the Executive Departments, 
etc., shall, after the passage of this act, be performed on the part of the 


Senate by the Committees on Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures of 
the Executive Departments. 

Mr.HALE. Iam constrained to raiso the pointof order which 
the amendment itself carries. All those duties were by law, as 
recited in the amendment, devolved upon a joint commission 
selected by the two Houses. They have completed or partially 
completed their work, and with the benefit they have had from 
experience, if anybody should go further it should be the com- 
mission, under the law. The amendment provides in terms 
that the duties provided for in the act shall be taken from the 
commission and conferred upon a new committee. I raise the 
point of order that it is changing the existing law. 

Mr. PROCTOR rose. 

Mr. HALE. I waive the point of order so that the Senator 
from Vermont may discuss the question. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I suppose the point of order of the 
from Maine is made under the third clause of Rule XV 
amendments to appropriation bills, which reads: 

Noamendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to 
any general appropriation bill. 

There is nothing said about existing law. The change of 
any word would perhaps be a change of existing law. I sub- 
mit that the amendment is not in any essential general leg- 
islation. In the last Congress, in an appropriation aci, pro- 
vision was made for a commission, to consist on the part of the 
Senate of three Senators, to do certain work limited to the 
present Congress. It expires with the expiration of this Con- 
gress. Its duties were those which would properly come under 
the jurisdiction of a standing committee of the Senate. 

The whole work properly pertains to the business of the Com- 
mittee on Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures of the Ex- 
ecutive Departments. The amendment does not provide for 
any new duties or create any new offices, and does not affect 
anything or anybody outside of thisChamber. It merely trans- 
fers to another body the duties which were performed by what 
is really in essence a committee of the body, and should be held 
as a committee. 

So far as concerns the skill, experience, and acquaintance of 
the commission, I may say that all the legislation has been be- 
fore the committee. It has been a duplication of work, and 
really a drawback and hindrance to legislation. Tl 


Senator 
'T, as to 


he business 
would go where the rules of the Senate contemplated it should 
go, to a properly organized standing committee. Thatisall the 
amendment provides for. 

Mr. HALE. [ do not suppose there is any necessity of my 
arguing the point that thisis general legislation. 
general legislation that is not found in the volumes of the stat- 
utes, and is not applicable to private persons and private cases. 

The appropriation bills are general legislation. Although 


they are made up in detail of provisions about the Departments | 
and about the different offices of the Government, they are gen- | 


eral legislation. If we should Monday pass a bill providing 
that the President's salary shall be cut down to $25,000, while it 
would apply only to the President, it would be general legisla- 
tion and it would go into the volume of general laws and not 
into the volume of privaie acts. 

The clause from the rules which the Senator from Vermont 
has read means to apply to all such cases. Anyenactment that 


is general, any enactment that makes up the law, no matter | 
how limited in scope, is general legislation. It is not private | 
1 General leg- | 
islation is found in the statutes and is all embodied, just as this | 


legislation. Private legislation is another thing. 
act of last winter is, in the statutes. What Congress ought to 
have done or ought not to have done, I donot know. What it 
did was to provide in terms that the duties should be performed 
for the entire Congress and by the Joint Commission. Theframe 


of the amendment offered itself shows that it is a change of ex- | 


isting law. 


Mr. PLATT. I think the Senator from Maine is carrying a 
good way his proposition that the amendment is out of order 


because it is general legislation. It simply proposes to transfer | 
duties from one body of men to another body of men. That is 


not according to my idea of what is general legislation. 
Mr.HALE. Will the Senator allow me? Suppose the amend- 


ment proposed to transfer the duties of the Coast eee to a | 
e 


gis- 


branch in another Department, would not that be general 
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‘e is anything in the force of 1 
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to change the la ind in the bo 
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of certain other acts; but if 

objection to an amendment on the ground of general legis! 
it is that it propos t 
islation. 

Mr. PLATT. The legislation 
tion bills does not seem to me, ¢ 3} 

in its character, to come up to th 
tion. This is a matter which, as th nat 
says, expires with the present Congress. It is 

which was to be incorporated as a continuing 

statutes. It is a provision for the time being, \ 

certain duties upon a joint commission. We can 

away; there is not any question about that; but the « 

whether we can take them away by an amendment t 

priation bill. I doubt very much whether tho ame 

open to the point of order which has been made. 

Mr. MILLS. May I be permitted to say a word? y idea of 
an appropriation bill is that it carries the necessary ann 
appropriations to administer the Government under existing 
law, and everything outside of appropriations of money is gen 
eral legislation. I think that is what itis intended to mean 
in the rule. Therule of the House of Representatives uses t! 
term “existinglaw.” It saysthatno amendment which chan 
existing lawshall bein order onanappropriation bill. It m 
to confine the power in the Government to appropriate m 
to carry it on according to the lawsestablished for the a 
tration of the Government, and to exclude everything e! 

Mr. CALL. The point of order has been made, but [ ask 
unanimous consent to call attention to the fact that the propo 
sition of the Senator from Texas can not be true upon its face 
Does he mean to say that there must be a statute for everything 
for which the Senate and the House can appropriate money 

Mr. MILLS. Yes; unless you make the law as you go. Y 
can not do it on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. HALE. Wherever there is law we are confined, as t 
Senator from Texas says, to carrying out the law. 

Mr. CALL. But, then, the Constitution of the United States 
says that each House shall do what? Manage its own affair 
and establish rulesof procedure. Whatdoesthat mean? On! 
where there is no money provided to carry it into execution? 

Is that it? Then, again, is the increase of the number of e 
ployés to carry out existing law to be provided by some previous 
statute? Is there no subject that the Congress of the United 
States, sitting as a legislative body, can apprepriate for 

there is some precedent law, some authority or con 

expired Congress? 

Mr. MILLS. It can make the law. 

Mr. CALL. An appropriation bill is just as much 
mate method of making a law as any other measure 
any rule of the Senate which says that no amendment 
made in pursuance of the legislative power vested in this bi 
unless some previous Congress, according to the Senat« 

| Texas, has authorized it? No action of any precedent Co1 

by the Constitution binds this body, and when the major 

the two bodies concur, by the Constitution of the United States 
and me law of the land, whatever they do becomes 
law, and no existing law can affect their action. 

Mr.GEORGE. lIask unanimous consent to make one remark. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi 

Mr.GEORGE. If the position taken by the Senat 
| Texas is true, that anychange of existing lawis general lL 

tion, then it is impossible for the Senate to make any am 
ment on an appropriation bill, because as soon ag the a 
ment is made it becomes a law, and is therefore a chang 
existing law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to t Senate 
the question, Is the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Vermont[Mr. PrRocTorjinorder? [Putting thequestion.] The 
noes appear to have it. The noes have it, and the amendment 
is not received. 

Mr. CALL. I move an amendment to come in at 
place as the former one. On page 18, line 24, I mov 

One clerk, at $2,500, for the service of the judges of the Supreme Court, to 
be employed by the Chief Justice of the Su me Court for the service 

he court in connection with the Law Library 


+ 
At 


| lation? I do not mean to say that 


or 


* 
V1 
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he supr 


from 


LLC 


the same 
> to insert: 


And then, in line 14,I move to reduce the number of assistant 
librarians from thirty to twenty-nine. 

Mr. MILLS. I make the point of order that that is 
legislation on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. HALE. Thatis the same point the Senate has already 
decided three times. The amendment proposes that the clerk 
shall be employed by the Chief Justice. The law read declares 
that he shall be employed by the Librarian. 

Mr. CALL. The amendment does not say anything about the 
[It has not any connection with it. 1t provides 


al 


| 
i 


| Law Library. 
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that a clerk may be appointed at $2,500 a year for the service of 
the Supreme Court in connection with the Law Library. Does 
the Senator from Maine say that any official of the Supreme 
Court who has any connection with the Law Library must be 
appointed by the Librarian? 

Joes he say that the marshal has connection with the Law 
Library, or any one who is sent by the Supreme Court to get the 
books of the Law Library? The Senator from Maineraises the 
point.of order that the Judges of the Supreme Court can not 
send a man to the Law Library unless he is employed by the 
Librarian. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a decision. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate 
the question: Is the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
eon in order? [Putting the question.] The noes appear to 

ave it. 

Mr. CALL. I think we ought to have a yea-and-nay vote on 
this proposition. [‘‘ No!” ‘“ No!”] Letus have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. CALL. What is the status of the amendment? 

Mr. MILLS. It was decided to be out of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submitted the question 
to the Senate as to whether the proposed amendment isin order. 
He submitted it under the rules governing the body, and the 
Senate decides that the amendment is notin order. The billis 
in the Senate, and still open to amendment. 

Mr. CALL. I have another amendment tooffer. On page 8, 
I move to strike out lines 19, 20, and 21, and insert: 

lor the care and maintenance of horses and vehicles used for carrying 
the mails and transportation required for the uses of the Senate, 83,500: 
Provided, That the offer of a responsible person shall be accepted, who shall 
give satisfactory bond and security to perform the service required by the 
Senate with the present outfit of horses and vehicles and with the use of 


the stables belonging to the Senate for one-third less than the cost in the 
fiscal year ending on the Ist of July, 1894. 


I suppose this amendment is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. GEORGE, Mr. Srostdent, f believe I am bound, out of 
respect to the Constitution of the United States, to suggest that 
there is no quorum present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi 
makes the point that there is no quorum present. The Secre- 
tary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 





Aldrich, Davis, Kyle, Proctor, 
Allison, Dolph, dsay, Pugh, 
Bate, George, McLaurin, gua, 
Caffery, Gibson, McMillan, som, 
Call, Gorman, Martin, Roach, 
Carey, Hale, Mills. Sherman, 
Cockrell, Harris, Pasco, Shoup, 
Coke, Hill, Peffer, Vest, 
Cullom, Jarvis, Platt, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Power, Walsh. 


oe _ I call for announcement of the result of the 
roll call. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair), 
Forty Senators have answered to their names. There is no 
guorum present. 

Mr. BRICE entered the Chamber and answered to his name. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is too late. I object to the Senator from 
Ohio answering after the announcement of the result. 

Mr. PLATT. It is always in order to get a quorum. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, certainly; it isin order for a Senator who 
enters the Chamber to answer to his name. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know from the Senator 
from Mississippi what he wishes to have done. I turn the busi- 
ness over to him. I should like to know what we are to do the 
rest of the day. 


Mr. GEORGE. I have simply discharged my duty. The | 


Senator need not turn any business over to me. However, I ob- 
ject tothe name of the Senator from Ohio being called after the 
announcement of the result. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no quorum here. What would 
the Senator from Mississippi have the Senate do? 

Mr. GEORGE. I donotcare what the Senate does. 

Mr. HALE. Unless the Senator from ‘Missouri has another 
programme in mind I think at this hour, with the lack of a 
quorum 

Mr. COCKRELL. I had hoped to pass the pending bili and 
one other appropriation bill this evening, but as a matter of 
course we can not do it without a quorum; and now the Senate 
can do whatever it chooses. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I move thit the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

Nr. GEORGE, On that I call for a division. 
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The motion was agreed to; there being on adivision—ayes 23. 
neos 2. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Arms js di- 
rected to carry out the order of the Senate. 

Mr. SMITH entered the Chamber. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire whether the name o 
the Senator from Ohio[Mr. BRICE] is recorded? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is recorded. Forty-on 
Senators have answered to their names. 

Mr. MARTIN. Hasthename of the junior Senatorfrom New 
Jersey [Mr. SMITH] been called, and has he answered? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not sought the revov- 
nition of the Chair. He will be recognized if he desires. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Much as I may regret the necessity, i 
seems manifest that we shall not be able to finish the pending 
appropriation bill or to take up any other bill this evening. |: 
would only be a punishment to ourselves to remain in session 
longer. Therefore I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 15 minutes p. 
J the Senate adjourned until Monday, July 16, 1894, at 12 
o'clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, July 14, 1894. 


The House was called to order at 120’clock m. by Hon. JAMES 
KERR, Clerk. 

The CLERK. I have received the following communication 
from the Speaker pro tempore: 


SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., July 14, 1894. 


Str: I hereby name the Hon. A. M. DocKERY, a Representative from the 

State of Missouri, to perform the duties of the Chair for this day. 
JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
Speaker pro tempore. 
Hon. JAMES KERR, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Missouri will please come 
forward and take the chair. 

Mr. DOCKERY assumed the chair amid applause. 

Prayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

B. F. NORRIS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a copy of 
the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of B. F. Norris, 
deceased, against the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE AT LEXINGTON, OKLA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (Ss. 
320) authorizing the Purcell Bridge and Transfer Company to 
construct and maintain a bridge over the South Canadian River, 
at or within 1 mile of the town of Lexington, county of Cleve: 
land, Territory of Oklahoma. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that that bill for the pres 
ent be allowed to remain on the Speaker's table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, that order 
will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

STATUE OF FRANCIS E. SPINNER. 


The SPE.AKER ae tempore laid before the House the Senate 
Joint Resolution No. 67 for the erection of a statue of Francis F. 

| Spinner at the Treasury Department building in Washiugton: 

| which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

FREE SCHOOLS AT OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the 
bill (H. R. 6080) granting certain military reservations to Okla- 
homa City, Okla., to aid the public free schools thereof, and for 

other purposes. 
| Mr.McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Senate amend- 
ments be reported. 

The Senate amendments were reported. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to non- 
concur in the Senate amendments, and ask a conference with 
the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER ve tempore announced as conferees on the par 
of the House, Mr. MCRAE, Mr. HARE, and Mr. Moon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
, By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol 
ows: 

To Mr. Picort, for two days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 





1894. 


To Mr. BARTLETT, until Saturday, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. CoBB of Alabama, indefinitely, after to-day. 

To Mr. CLARKE of Alabams, indefinitely, on account of im- 
portant business. ri 

To Mr. CABANISS, indefinitely. 

To Mr. LACEY, for four days, on account of 
ness. 7 bo ; 

To Mr. MURRAY, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

NATHANIEL G. SANFORD. 

Mr. MEREDITH, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House without leaving copies 
papers in the case of Nathaniel G. Sanford, Fifty-first Congress, 
no adverse report having been made thereon. 

MARY E. HAMILTON. 

Mr.COX. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent for the pres- 
entconsideration of the bill which I send up to the Clerk’s desk, 
and if necessary will make a little statement in regard to it. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6417) to pension Mary E. Hamilton, widow of David Hamilton, 
soldier in Indian war of 1818. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to 
lace on the pension rolls and pay a pension of $12 per month to Mrs. Mary 
p, Hamilton, of Williamson County, Tenn., she being the widow of David 
Hamilton, who served in the Indian war of I818. 

The SPEAKER pvro tempore. 
ent consideration of this bill? 
Mr. RAY. One moment. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, if I may be permitted I would like 
to make a little statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the gentle- 
man from Tennessee will be permitted tomakea brief statement. 

Mr. COX. This old lady lives in my town, the town of Frank- 
lin. She is about 70 years of age.a most excellent old lady, and 
the widow of a soldier who served in the war of 1818. 

Mr. KILGORE. When did she marry this soldier? 
time after that war. 

Mr. COX. I do not know when she married, they were so old. 
Idonot know anything aboutthat. Sheis justagood old woman, 
the widow of this soldier, and all the other soldiers in all the 
other Indian wars have been pensioned except that one. 
act passed by Congress those soldiers and their widows were 
not included: butall the rest of the survivors of the Indian wars 
and their widows have been pensioned. 

Mr. KILGORE. I have not heard of that war of 1818. 

Mr. COX. That is not my fault. {Laughter.] There was a 
war in 1818. 

Mr. KILGORE. It is the fault of the historian in not making 
any record of that war. 

Mr. COX. Iam not here todefend thehistorian. There was 
a war in 1818; and all the records in this case came from the 
War Office. This is a most excellent old lady, pretty nearly in 
the grave. She is the widow of a soldier of that war, and all the 
other soldiers in those wars are now getting a pension at $12 a 
month. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Has this been considered 
in the Committee of the Whole at a Friday night session? 

Mr.COX. Oh,no. The trouble about the Friday night ses- 
sions is that you can not get ata bill. Ihave been here every 
night, with one exception, since this Congress met trying to get 
a pension for this old lady, but have never been able to reach 
the bili on the Calendar. The committee in their report give 
all the facts in reference to the matter. «I think she will die if 
we wait to get this pension through the Committee of the 
Whole at a Friday night session. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is quite sure if she is over 25 years of 
age. 

Mr. KILGORE. Have you been here every night looking 
after this matter? 

Mr.COX. With a single exception, I have been here every 
night. Have you been here? [Laughter.] 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, most of the time. 

Mr.COX. I hope the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do object. 

Mr. COX. What, you object to this poor old woman? 

Mr. KILGORE. I ob‘ect to taking it up out of its order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Some time subsequently: 

Mr.COX. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas, who 
raised the objection a few moments ago to the bill I presented, 
has consented to withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas, the 
Chair is informed, withdraws his objection. 
Mr. KILGORE. I did agree to abandon my objection in the 


matter, but I wish to make a brief statement if I can get con- 
sent to do so. 


important busi- 


Is there objection to the pres- 


A long 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





In the | 


4497 


The complaint is made that these meritorious bills are 
considered at the Friday night sessions. That is a very proper 
complaint, and the reason is thatthere is always thrust forward 
at these sessions some bill to relieve a man from the charge of 
desertion or a proposition that has no merit in it, according to 
the opinion of some gentlemen present, who are therefore dis- 
posed to antagonize the bill, and as a consequence block the 
whole business. When a bill of that character is insisted upon 
the result is naturally that the wl ole business is blocked by bills 
having no merit, while meritorious bills , 

Mr. LOUD. Lobject, Mr. Speaker, to this mode of ex; 
tion. 

Mr. KILGORE. Very well; I withdraw the objection to the 
request of the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER pro t mpore. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I object. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 


not 


tna- 


[s there further objection? 


| announced that the Senate had passed with amendments bills of 


the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 


| was requested: 


A bill (H. R. 3458) extending the time for final proof and pay- 
ment on lands claimed under the public land laws of the United 
States; and 

A bill (H. R. 2015) granting to the Columbia Irrigation Com- 
pany a right of way through the Yakima Indian Reservation in 
Washington. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 


| of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 


was requested: 

A bill (S. 2055) authorizing the construction of a bridge over 
the Duck River, in Humphreys County, Tenn.; and 

A bill (S. 2139) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River, from a point within the limits of the city 
of Dubuque, in the State of Iowa, known as Eagle Point, to the 
opposite bank of said river, in the county of Grant and Siate of 
Wisconsin 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
i919) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Yuma Indians 
in California, for the cession of their surplus lands, and for other 
purposes; and asked a cenference with the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
JONES Of Arkansas, Mr. ROACH, and Mr. PLATT, as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT DUBUQUE, IOWA. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, [ ask unanimous 
consent to have considered the bill I send to the desk, being for 
the construction of a high bridge in my own city. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill to authorize the constru 
from a point within the limits of the city of Dubuque 
known as Eagle Point, to the opposite bank of said rive 
Grant and State of Wisconsin 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The Committee on Interstate 
Commerce recommend certain amendments to the bill. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The amendments will be read, 
after which the Chair will askif there be objection to its pres- 
ent consideration. 

The amendments were read at length. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amend- 
ments agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 

ADALINE J. PROPS. 

Mr. TERRY. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of bill the (H. R. 6228) granting a pension to Adaline 
J. Props. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The bill will be 
which the Chair will ask if there be objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. HOPKINS of lilinois. I object. 

MILITARY ROAD, EL PASO, TEX. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7419) for the construction of a military road from the city of 
El Paso to Fort Bliss, Texas. 


tion of a bridge across the Mississippi River 


in the State of Iowa, 
r,in the county of 


was ac- 


read, after 
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Mr. MALLORY. I would like to inquire if that bill has been 
reported from the Committee of the Whole? " 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is arequest for unanimous 
consent for the consideration of the bill. 

Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think there ought to be an explanation be- 
fore that is given. 

Mr. COC LL. I will make an explanation. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made, 

CATHERINE CAINE. 

Mr, HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday the 
Conynittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union con- 
sidered the bill (H. R. 952) for the relief of Catherine Caine, and 
reported it back to the House with au amendment and witha 
favorable recommendation. I now ask unanimous consent that 
that bill may be acted upon by the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to 
the right of objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore proceeded to call the committees 
for reports. 





PAVING STREETS, CHICAGO, ILL. 

On motion of Mr. BLACK of Illinois, the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds was discharged from the further con- 
sideration ot the bill (H. R. 5943) to pave the streets abutting on 
the Government property in Chicago to the middle line of said 
streets; and the same was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

BREVET COMMISSIONS IN THE ARMY. 

Mr. BLACK of Llinois, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, reported back as a substitute for House bill No. 4767 a bill 
(B. R. 7725) to repeal section 16 of the act making appropria- 
tions for the Army, approved July 15, 1870, and for other pur- 
ao which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

ouse Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


r. OUTHWAITE. Lask that the minority of the commit-. 


tee have leave to file their views on this bill. 
Thero being no objection, leave was granted. 
BRIDGE BETWEEN MINNESOTA AND WISCONSIN. 

Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, reported back with amendments the bil! (H. R. 
7518) to amend an act to authorize the construction o? a steel 
bridge over the St. Louis River between the States of Minne- 
sota and Wisconsin; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. BRETZ. Iask that my colleague, Mr. CONN, be excused 
indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER protempore. In the absence of objection, this 
request will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

REVENUE CUTTER SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DocKERY). The morning 
hour begins at twenty-eight minutes before 1 o’clock p. m.; and 
the call rests with the Committee on Interstate ond Foreign 
Commerce. 

Mr. WISE. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the pending bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. Barry in the chair), and resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 6723) to promote the efficiency of the Rev- 
enue Cutter Service. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I believe I am en- 
titled to the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk informs the Chair that when 
the morning hour expired on Thursday last the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. CLARK] had the floor. He is now entitled to re- 
sume the floor, and has forty minutes of his hour remaining. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that 
I do not care to consume the time of the House. I have no de- 
sire in the world to make another speech about this bill; but I 
give warn to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce that T am g¢ to consume this forty minutes re this 
bill shall pass ow, if they want to withdraw it and take up 
another, it is all right. 

Mr. WISE. I will say to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 


~ 
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CLARK] that we have not the privilege without unanimou 
sent of withdrawing this bill. 

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. Well, ask unanimous consent, 

Mr. WISE. And if we withdraw it, we have not the priyj. 
lege under the rules of offering another bill without unanimoy; 
consent. Ifthe House will give unanimous consent I will wit). 
draw the bill; for if the gentleman from Missouri proposes {, 
consume the time, it is useless to continue the consideration 
the bill. 

I am sorry, however, that the gentleman from Missouri has 
himself in such a position. This is abill recommended not on|y 
by the present Secretary of the Treasury but by many of hj 
predecessors. They have informed this House that they belicys 
a@ measure of this kind is necessary in order to promote the ei. 
ciency of the Revenue Cutter Service. I believe thatit is. 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce have examin 
this subject carefully, and report to this House, as the result 
their investigation, the recommendation that this bill pass. 

Under such circumstances it seems to mo that the gentleman 
from Missouri places himself certainly in an unenviable position 
when he announces that he will not permit a measure thus in. 
dorsed to be submitted to a vote of the representatives of + 
people. Under the circumstances, as the gentleman announce; 
that he will not permit us to vote on this question, I will ask 
unanimous consent that I may be permitted to withdraw th’ 
bill so as to present some others. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I object to the withdrawal o/ 
the bill. 

Mr. WISE. Then we will consume the hour. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. All right. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. And we will consume this hour 
for the rest of the session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [\Mvr. 
CLARK] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, as I stated a fow. 
moments ago, I have no sort of desire to make another specc!i 
on this subject. The truth is Iam not looking for opportuni- 
ties to make speeches, especially when the mercury is rangin: 
in the neighborhood of 100. 

A MEMBER. And, besides, you have already got your noni 
nation. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes, I have got my nominatio: 
and I will be elected, too. I am not uneasy about that. 

Mr friend from Virginia [Mr. WISE], for whom I have a very 
high regard, seems to think that Iam putting myself in an un- 
enviable attitude by saying that the House shall not vote on this 
bill. I hope he has no feeling in the matter. I have not, I am 
sure. 

Mr. WISE. None whatever, sir. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I care nothing about seeming 
other gentlemen to occupy an unenviable position. The so! 
question with me is this: ‘‘Is the position right?” If so,I take 
itand hold it. 

I would be perfectly willing for the House to vote on this bi! 
if I were ‘cock sure ” the House would beat the bill. [Laugh- 
ter.] There is nothing like being frank. I regard this as on 
of the worst bills ever introduced into this House, or that ever 
will be, the gentleman from ae BOWERS] to the co: 
trary notwithstanding. It will be cited in all the days to come 
as a precedent for wrongdoing. 

I want to say this, Mr. Chairman, and Isay it deliberately an 
after considering this matter since it was up here before, io 
if I have made any mistake about it—— 

Mr. PENCE. With malice aforethought. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, you may say with m 
aforethought, if you please. I say it deliberately, premodi' 
edly, willfully, that the American people are not ready to es’ 
lish a pension system in this country from the civil servic 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. This is not the civil sery 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is a matter about which 
differ. I have no animosity against any man in the Reven 
Cutter Service. I do not know any man in it. Isupposo' 
they are excollent gentlemen. Since this bill was up here ( 
before yesterday some of my friends that belong to the third 
house have waited on me to instruct me as to the necessity 2” 
justice of this bill. They did not convince me. Letus see 10 
the case stands, not only with reference to these men, but w! 
reference to everybody else in the appointive departments © 
the Government. They are anxious to get these places. 

There is no member of Congress here who does not spe”: 
hours of his time in undertaking to secure appointive places | 
his constituents. I do it,and everybody else doesit. They: 
anxious to get the places. They receive good pay. They 5‘) 
in them here for ten, fifteen, twenty, or thirty years, and tho. 
oe are bounced out they think that a crime has been com: 
mitted. 
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I want to express another opinion while Iamat it, and that is, 
that the civil-service system is the greatest and most monu 
mental fraud ever adopted or proposed in a civilized country. | 
[Applause.] The Commissioners are learned men and good cit- | 
izens. They do the best they can to execute the law honestly. 
It is the system which is wrong. The best business men in the | 
country would fail to pass. There are not ten men on the floor 
of this House who can stand a civil-service examination for a 
$900 clerkship. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
the system. [Laughter.} sy. ; 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No, it is not the fault of the men, 
either. We could have stood these examinations once. 

A MEMBER. I doubt it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. WhenI was l4or 15 years old I 
would have been willing to run the risk of grading 9 on any 


examination they can get up over there, but Ican not do it now, | 


pecause I have forgotten the things on which they examine 
people. a ce , 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
them. [Laughter. | 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
of us did when we were younger. I will give you a sample of 
those examinations over there. At one examination it is said 
that they propounded this astonishing question: 

How many British soldiers came over to America during the Revolution- 
ary war? 

One man answered that he did not know how many came over, 
but that a damned sight more came over than went home. 
[Laughter. | 

A MEMBER. They appointed him, did they not? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Llinois. 


The most of us never knew 


answer? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I amnotstanding an examination, 
and that question is not pertinent to this discussion. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The point I make, Mr. Chairman, 
is this: I contend, for one, that the civil-service law of this 
country has come here to stay, and that it has improved the 
service of all the great departments of this Government. I 
take no stock in the statement that the gentleman makes about 
these examinations, and what I desire is, thatif he makes such 
charges as these against this Commission, let him specify, so 
that we can go to the Civil Service Commission and there verify 
or refute the charges. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They do ask such 
not care who it was or where he came from. 
ment in a newspaper, and believe it to be true. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I believe I am entitled to the 
floor. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The getleman declines to yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Another question that was said to 
have been propounded was, how far it was from the earth to 
thesun. Oneman answered that he did not know how far it 
was, butthat it was not far enough to keep him from drawing 
his salary if he got that place. 

Mr. WISE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask hima ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. WISE. Will you tell this House how far you have got 
from the question before the House? [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will tell you directly. 
not be uneasy about the question. 

Mr. WISE. I am not uneasy. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 1 want to give you another sample 
of it. About two weeks ago a man from my district whom I 
had never seen before, or heard of, and his wife came to my 
room to see me. They were in great perturbation of spirit. 
He said that he had been over here in one of the Departments 
for twenty-nine years as a clerk, having been appointed before I 
moved to Missouri, and that he had been notified that he had 
ae or would be, onthe Istof July. LIexamined him 
as to his politiesfirst. [Laughter.] Hesaid he wasagood Demo- 
crat. I asked him what pay he had been receiving. He had 
been getting from $1,000 up through the various grades for 
twenty-nine years. : ] 

Tasked him how much money he had saved in the twenty-nine 
years. He said he had not saved acent. I asked him when 
was the last time he went to Missouri to vote in that Congres- 
sional district. He said he had not set foot in that State for 
twenty-nine years. [Laughter]. I asked him his reasons for 
not going out in the world and getting another place. He 
said he did not know how to do anything else. That is the 
kind of citizens you are breeding under the civil-service system 


— 
saw the state- 


| to save a dollar for a rainy day. 


Maybe you never did, but tho most | 


Has the gentleman any objection | 
to stating what examination that was, and who the applicant | 
was that had that question propounded to him, and made that | 





[do} 


You need } 


inthiscountry. You take away from him the instincts of Ameri 


| can citizenship. 


Mr. BRETZ. And the individuality. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And the individuality. 
A MEMBER. And self-reliance. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And self-reliance, and a disposition 
hey would not care to-mor- 
row what became of republican institutionsif the change raised 


| their salaries. 
Perhaps that is the fault of the men, not of | 


Mr. PENCE. And saved their job. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I like to see Democrats in these 


| offices, and if not Democrats, good fighting Republicans, or ran- 
| cankerous Populists. 
ican who says he has nopolitical opinions. 


I have no use for an Amer- 
He has no manhood. 
I like men who have principles and are ready to fight for them 

men who entertain opinions and are not afraid to express them. 
Now, what do youdo? You give them alife position. They do 
not undertake to save a dollar; and when they get too old for 
service they say the Government ought to support them. Such 


[ Laughter. } 


| a theory runs counter to common sense and eternal right. 


Now, I will come back to my real text. I am opposed to thi: 
bill. Not because it amounts to much per se, but the way this 
billis rigged up, adishonest man executing it might increase the 
waiting list of the Revenue Cutter Service ad infinitum. The 
men do not have to be 62 yearsold to be retired. They do not 
have to serve any length of time to be retired. The President 


| can order a board toexamine them tosee if they are fit for service, 
| and that board can retire a man, under this bill, at full pay at 
| at 25 years of age, with three days’ service, just as well as he can 
| @man who is 62 years of age and who had served forty-five 


years. 

Mr. MALLORY. 
him? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. Hecan not be retired at full pay. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How much? 

Mr. MALLORY. At the same as on waiting orders, cl 
is much less than full pay. It isthe same ratio as in the Arm) 


Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 


} and Navy. 


Several MEMBERS. Three-fourths pay. 

Mr.CLARK of Missouri. Three-fourths pay. That is better 
than the mzjority of the American people in long service get. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. A pretty good life insurance. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. <A pretty fair life insurance, as the 
gentleman suggests. Irepeat that it is not because thi 
amounts to so much within itself, because there are comp: 
tively few men in that service, and I take it that any Presiden 
and any board of examiners will execute it honestly, but becau 
it is the beginning of an indefensible system. Some committ 
came forward with a bill here not long ago to pension the police 
of this town. Well, now, if there is a soft job on the face of the 
earth I think it is belonging to the police system of this cit 
And somebody else suggested the pensioning of the clerks 
the Departments. 

If had my way, a clerk would be appointed over there 
four years, and then let him go back into the body of the people 
and imbibe some of their spirit of patriotism, economy, and 
self-reliance. It would do him a world of good to commune 

while with the taxpayers instead of the tax-eaters. And when 
one of them failed to go home to vote at two elections in suc 
cession, he should never be allowed to hold another office in 
this Government so long as he lived. [Laughter and applause. 

The judges of the United States courts holding by life tenure 
now retire on full pay after so many years of service on the 
bench, oron reaching the age of 70 years. Itisasoftsnapforthe 
judges, but rather tough on the people who are not judges. 

That is done, as allsuch thingsare done, on the pretext that 
they can not save anything out of their salaries, and unless so 
provided for they will hang on to their positions after they are 
disqualified by age or disease—all of which is a curious c¢ 
mentary on their sense of honor and justice. 

Now, gentlemen, I want to warn you that in this b 1683, as 
in many others, experience tells us, ‘‘ Give them an inch and 
they will take an ell.” You can not pass this bill and then come 
in thenext time and say, ‘‘ We did that, but we will not do this.” 
Take this step and you must go the whole distance. The only 
safety lies in refusing to take the first step. 

But it is said this Revenue Cutter Service is not a part 
the civil service. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
there? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
for as h. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Does not the gentleman recognize 
the fact that our large cities like Chicago, New York, and Bos- 
ton pension their firemen and policemen? 
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Will the gentleman: 


I will yield for a question, but not 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not care Sia ia ileal nN ial aia catinc ta dh taigee vind, “Thine ot about that; 
Iam not speaking for those cities. Because Chicago or New 
York does a thing, it is no reason why we should follow their 
example. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The point I am making is this: 
That where the people have a voice in this matter and they find 
that a faithful employé reaches a point where he can not take 
care of himself, they take care of him 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, now, in the first place the 
poor do not have any astonishing amount of voice about what 
1appens in New York or Chicago, where the city council is 
running affairs. oer. -) In the next place, how much 
more faithful service do these people render than the bulk of 
people render? How does it happen that a man is entitled to 
an extra ‘‘soft snap” in his old age because he has been in the 
Government employ during the prime of his life, and at better 
wages than he could get anywhere else? 

Mr. WISE. I hope my friend will allow me to call his at- 
tention to some of the facts of this case, because he ought to 
know the facts when he is talking about this thing. He speaks 
of our creating a waiting order list. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WISE. Now, is the gentleman aware of the fact that 
there is such a list now? 

A MEMBER. There ought not to be. 

Mr. WISE. Waita moment. Let us take the facts as they 
are. Gentlemen are trying to create the impression in this 
House that this bill is to. accomplish something that does not 
now exist. I ask the gentleman from Missouri to look at the 
report, and he will find that there are now thirty-four officers in 
this service on waiting orders. So that we already have a wait- 
ing-order list. The only effect of this bill is to enable the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to give promotion to younger and more 
active men, who can render better service to the Government in 
whose emplo - they are now engaged. That is the whole bill. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman point out the law 
that allows the Secretary of the Treasury to put these men on 
~~ waiting-order list and thereby virtually retire them? 

Mr. WISE. There is no law—— 
Mr. WASHINGTON rose. 
Mr. WISE. Waita minute. Thesemencan not now perform 


dut 

r. . BRETZ. Why pay them, then? 

Mr. WISE. They are disabled by age or disease. There is 
one man in this service who is now 94 years of age. Nothing 

can be done with such a man except to retire him or leave him 

on waiting orders. He can not perform active duty. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. One other question. Is not this civil 
* loyment? 

Mr. WISE. No, sir. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Why not? 

Mr. WISE. For the reasons that have already been explained. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. These officers are under the Treasury 
os artment. 

Mr. WISE. They are under the Treasury Department only 
for convenience, because their duties relate to the collection of 
the revenue, of which subject the ee Department has 
control. But these officers are subject to military duty in war; 
and I will say to the gentleman that one of these officers who is 
to be put on this waiting order list is a man who served on the 
Monitor in the contest down here in Hampton Roads during the 
late war. These men now on waiting orders are there because 
the - can not be anywhere else. 

r. CLARK of Missouri. Now, Mr. Chairman, one of two 
thinks is true: Either those men are on waiting orders under 
the law or they are on waiting orders without any law. If they 
are on waiting orders without law, they ought to be taken off; 
- they _ waiting orders under the law, the law ought to 

re 
If these men are in a quasi naval position, what is the reason | 
the <y do not go into the Navy? 

r. MILLIKEN. If they Should go into the Navy they could 
not render this revenue marine service; they could not serve 
in both capacities at once. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will tell you the reason. They do 
not want to go into the Navy, because they have a softer job 
ona an easier time where they are than they would have in the | 


avy. 
a BOWERS of California and Mr. MILLIKEN. Thatisa 


m e. 

Mr. MALLORY. I have here alist of officers who have been | 
appointed from the Navy to this service. There are twelve offi- | 
cers in the Revenue Cutter Service who were appointed as such | 
after graduation at the United States Naval Academy, having | 
completed the six-years course. Six officers now in the Revenue 
Marine Service were cadetsat the Naval Academy prior to their 
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appointment as cadetsin this service. These officers graduaje, 
from the school-ship of the Revenue Cutter Service after s ce 
ing the probationary term and successfully passing all examina. 
tions, six in number. 

There is aschool- -ship on which they have toserve before th, 
are admitted to this service at all, and before they gr: ad nat 
from the Naval Academy they must pass an additional 
ination on thatschool-ship. The Government does not pe 
them to go into the Navy directly. Every member presen; 
knows that ofeach graduating class at Annapolis a certain ny 
ber do not enter the Navy at all, but have leave, if they so « 
sire, to quit the service and enter some other profession. Bi; 
those who do enter the service must pass this additional ec 
ination. 

Mr.STOCKDALE. That wwouldapply also to those who wish 
to enter the profession of teachers, or anything of that ki 
they would have to submit to an examination. 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes; but Iam merely calling the attention 
of the gentleman from Missouri, in answer to an inquiry, 
why these men do not go into the Navy, for the purpose of shon 
ing him that there is no room for them in the Navy. Every 
time a class graduates from the Naval Academy a large num) 
of the graduating cadets are not permitted to enter the N: 
although they are entirely qualified for it, because there is no 
room forihem. Itis not because the Navy is a harder be. 
than this Revenue Cutter Service. I claim toknow somethin, 
it myself, and I believe it to be true that the men render ver 
much more arduous service in the Revenue Cutter Service in 
time of peace than the Naval officers render under similar c 
ditions. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, Mr. Chairman, that 0). 
up avery wide field that might be discussed at consider: 
length. It seems, from the drift of the gentleman’s statement, 
that one of the objects of the Revenue Cutter Service is to | 
vide places for the overflow from the Naval Academy— —the sur- 
plus after six years of free education at the expense of the Go 
ernment. 

I want to makeone remark about that. The Government does 
not educate young men at Annapolis and West Point especia! 
for the benefit of the young men themselves. It educates thei 
for the benefit of the people. Certainly after it has given » 
young man a free education of six years at Annapolis and five 
think it is, at West Point the Government of the United Stat 
is under nosortof obligation to do anything more for him exce, 

for its own good; and if a young man is not fit to go out intot he 

world after six years’ education at Annapolis and fight his w: 

with our children in this country, why the best thing you co) ld 

do with him is to take him out and drown him after he gets his 
graduation papers. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY. After the Government has educated a young m 
under these circumstances, has given him a proper education 
and fitted him for the naval service or for service in the Army, 
is it not to the interest of the Government to keep him in - 
service, and in the line of duty for which he has been educat 
improving him all the time, so that he is ready for duty ane 
the Government in any emergency and can render the country 
efficient service? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is that your question? 

Mr.RAY. Thatisa part ofit. I say is it not to the benelit 
of the Goverment to keep that young man where the serv - he 
can render to the Government may be accessibleand useful aft: 
he has received this education at the expense of the Gor ern- 
ment 

Mr. * CLARK of Missouri. No, sir; it is not. 

| I will give you an illustration that will prove my pastiion bi be- 
| yond all controversy. You take the roll call of the great ¢ 

erals of the last war on both sides, the West-Pointers, and s 
where they were when the war began. With a single excep 
tion, that of Gen. Lee on the Confederate side, and Thomas and 
Hancock on the Federal side, they were in civil life. 

Mr. MORGAN. And Sheridan. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And not a single, solitary great 
commander on either side, as I believe or remember, was in tle 
service of the Government when the war began, with those ex- 
ceptions. 

Ir. MALLORY. Sidney Johnston was. 
| Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And Hardee. 

A MEMBER. How about McClellan? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, all these men are not all great 
| generals, let me give — the pointer. 

Gen. Grant was in the mercantile business in the town of (& 
lena, Ill. 

| Mr. RAY. Buitall of theses men did become great gene" 
after their graduation. 








1894. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Just wait until I answer your first 
stion. 
ar. RAY (continuing). After their graduation they served in 
the Army or Navy in the service of the Government for a long 
term of years. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, just wait a moment. 
of them got out of it just as soon as they could. 

Albert Sidney Johnston, who, excepting Stonewall Jackson, 
was probably the greatest man, after Lee, in the Confederate 
service—because I believe thatStonewall Jackson was the great- 
est soldier that ever set foot on this continent—Albert Sidney 
Johnston was a great commander. He had been out of the serv- 
ice of the Government and down on the frontier in the army of 
the Republic of Texas 

A MEMBER. And made a good one. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
only got back into the United States service a little while before 
the war began. So, take them all up one side and down the 
other, and the statement that I have made is practically true. 
Gen. Sherman, who ranks next in history with Grant, although 
not in merit, was teaching school somewhere down in Louls- 
jana when the war began, and before that he had been trying to 
practice law in Kansas and failed. 

Mr. MALLORY. What kind of a school was he teaching? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, a so-called military school. 
I do not know exactly what else was taught. 


Some 


ning a Sunday school in Lexington, and when the war began he 
was made a colonel, and the people who knew him said he did 
not have sense enough to command a regiment. 
But they changed their opinion after Bull Run, Front Royal, 
and the second Manassas. Now, going back a little in the dis- 


cussion, I do not see how going back into the civil walks of life | 
would deprive a cadet graduated from Annapolis or from West | 


Point of the training that makes him a soldier. 

Mr. RAY. Now, may I interrupt you there? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Just let mecomplete one more sen- 
tence. Although Ido not pretend to know much about naval 
affairs, I believe that a graduate of Annapolis would see mere 
of seaservice and learn more about seamanship in the commer- 
cial navy of the world than he would in this Revenue Cutter 
Service. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 
to that conclusion? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I conclude thataman commanding 
one of these great ocean steamers would certainly cross the At- 


Will the gentleman tell me why he comes 


Yes, he was a good soldier, and | 


Stonewall Jackson | 
had been teaching in the Military Institute of Virginia and run- | 


[Laughter.] | 
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Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman evidently wants to take up 
the time, and I will help him a little. The gentlemansays he 
did not catch the point, because the point was very plain and 


| easy to be caught. But this is true, and I am speaking seriously 


| 


now, for I know something about it—I have lived on the sea all 
my life, and I know something about the Revenue Marine Serv- 
ice—I know that on the coast of New England the hardships 
of the men engaged in this service are perhaps as greatas those 
of anysailors who sail the sea except the fishermen who go out 
in the winter to catch fish on the Banks. Of course they 
the most hardships of any sailors, but in the wintertime these 
men in the Revenue Cutter Service are engaged all the time in 
getting ice outof harbors andinrendering all sortsof assistance, 


3 ffar 
sullet 


| and they are in more continuous useful service in time of peac 





lantic once in a while and become familiar with its geography; | 
| against infractions of the revenue laws of the country; and if it 


but if he is in the revenue service, while he may get pretty tol- 
erably familiar with the coast and the inlets and the mouths of 
rivers, he will never learn very much about the great oceanand 
its geography. Andif his Annapolis training fits him for sea 
life, he can always secure remunerative employment in the mer- 
chant marine. 


than the men in the Navy are. 

Mr. WISE. I see my friend from Missouri |[Mr. CLARK} has 
taken hisseat. If he has yielded the floor, [should like to take it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri|Mr.CLark] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Thequestion to bedecided here is whether 
these men who are upon waiting orders shall be retired and so 
get out of the way, or whether they shall stay in their positions 
and keep youngand active menfrom promotion, or whether you 
shall discharge them. 

Why should they not stand in the same position as officers in 
the Navy? They perform substantially all the service. <A cap- 
tain in the Navy gets about $4,000 a year, while a captain in the 
Revenue Marine Service gets $2,500, and it will be afairer thing 
to discharge a captain in the Navy when he gets to that age 
where he is unfitted for active service than it would be to dis- 
charge a man in the Revenue Marine Service. I say there is 
no ocean service as useful as that of the Revenue Marine. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. CLARK] has expired. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to consume 
any more time than is absolutely necessary with reference to 
some few of the points that were made by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. CLARK]. It seems to me that the gentleman 
from Missouri misconceives the object and purpose of this 
measure. He seems to think its purpose is to benefit especially 
the individuals composing the Revenue Cutter Service. In real- 
ity, the object of the measure is to promote the efficiency of 
the service. 

We havea service which even the gentleman from Missouri 
will not deny is necessary to the proper conduct of this Govern- 
ment. Itisabsolutely essential that our coast should be guarded 
by vessels and men qualified and properly equipped to guard 


is necessary that such a service should exist, it is certainly 
equally necessary that the service should be kept efficient. 
Now, the condition of this service at the present day is this: 
These officers are appointed on the recommendation of the I’ res- 
ident and are confirmed by the Senate. They are appointed for 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Now, will my friend allow me to interrupt | life. They receive commissions which authorize them to act in 


him right there? | the capacities to which they are appointed; and it is not in the 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. power of the Secretary of the Treasury nor in the power of the 
Mr. MILLIKEN. President of the United States, or of anyone else, to remove them 
from their positions. Now, in the course of time, by reason of 


When a seaman has become acquainted | 
with the coast of the Atlantic Ocean he is acquainted with all 


he wants to know practicaliy, because there is no danger of his 


running ashore out in the middle of the ocean. Now, my friend 
stated the other day that one of the reasons why the o 
the revenue marine were not in any danger was because they 
never got a thousand miles from end. 

Now, I do not think it would ever occur to anyone who had 
learned his seamanship anywhere except upon the broad prairies 
of the West, that aman could notdrown anywhere excepta thou- 
sand milesout in the ocean. If the gentleman is acquainted at all 
with the sea, as he evidently is from his remarks and his dis- 


cers in | 


cussion of the question—I have no doubt he is an old sailor from | 


the way he talks—ifhe is acquainted with the sea, he knows that 


the greatest danger is not in the middle of the ocean, but that 


it is near the shore, for two reasons. 
In the first place, when you get upon soundings, the sea is 


very much worse than it is in the middle of the ocean, because | 
that is where you get the short chops; and then again youknow, | 


and so does everycne who has taken pains to become informed 


about the matter, that where one ship is foundered at sea there | 


area hundred that are wrecked on the rocks and the reefs on the 
shore, so that the — which my friend takes, that a man 
does not learn anything about seamanship, and that he is in no 
danger until he gets a thousand miles away from land, is an in- 
correct position, and if the gentleman will consult his experi- 
ence upon the ocean he will find it to be untrue, and will change 
his mind. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, Mr. Chairman, I did not ex- 
actly catch the point of the gentleman's question. [Laughter.] 


| 


the hardship and exposure to which they are subjected, these 
men, earlier in life, perhaps, than ordinary men, become inca- 
pacitated to bear the hardships. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. What is the death rate? 

Mr. MALLORY. Ido not know what the death rate ie. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. They could resign. 

Mr. MALLORY. So might the officers of the Navy. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Do they ever die or resign’ 

Mr. MALLORY. That brings me to the point which the 
gentleman from Missouri seems to have entirely ignored. The 
gentleman seems to think that you can pick up a man anywhere 
in the United States and put himinthe command ofavessel. [le 
says that there are hundreds and thousands looking around for 
such a job, who would jump inand fill any one of these vacancies. 
That is not so. 

It is just as essential that the gentlemen who are appointed to 
these positions should be qualified to take charge of a ship as it 
is that a naval officer should be able todoso. You recognize 
that by requiring a naval officer to go through a long novitiate 
before he receives a commission of the Government, and the 
same thing is required of these officers. They are required to 
pass an examination in seamanship; and it is necessary for them 
to devote all the best years of their lives to studying the phe- 
nomenaof the ocean and meeting the obstructions and difficulties 
that they may encounter in their calling. They are thoroughly 
skilled navigators, a thing which I am free to say that three- 
fifths of the masters of merchant vessels outside of the mercan- 
tile fleet of the United States are not. 
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They have to be competent navigators and devote their whole 
time to the study of this peculiar pursuit; and I am sure that 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr, CLARK] is too kind hearted 
& man, and has too much common sense, and I am sure he ap- 
preciates what is necessary under such circumstances too 
strongly to contend that after these men have devoted all their 
time and all their lives, you may say, to equip themselves ade- 
quately for the performance of their duties, the Government of 

e United States, at the moment that they become ineapaci- 
tated, at the moment that they are unable to take care of them- 
selves, should turn them out on the cold charities of the world. 

Surely thatis why we havea retired listfor the Army and for the 
Navy. Thatisthe only reason for it; and Isayif thereisa reason 
for our establishing a retired list for the Army and for the Navy, 
then it is certainly just as strong in the case of the revenue serv- 
ice. Asli undertook to show the other day, the only difference 
there is between this service and the Navy is the fact that this 
Revenue Cutter Service is under the control of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. Inaddition to that, while this bill will not.pass to- 
day probably, but inasmuch as I purpose to endeavor to get it 
through this Congress, notwithstanding theopposition that has 
manifested itself, { will avail — of the mae of call- 
ing attention to the language of the Secretaries of the Treasury 
upon this subject. 

As I said the other day in my remarks, the Secretaries of the 
Treasury have most warmly indorsed this measure. Mr. Bout- 
well in 1872 indorsed it; Mr. Richardson subsequently to him, 
and Mr. Folger again made a strong and striking appeal for 
some such measure; and the present Secretary of the Treasury, 
in addressing the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, in response to a request for his views on the subject, 
used this language: 

The necessities of the service are constantly incre » While its effective 
force is constantly decreasing, and unless some remedy is provided by Con- 
gress the time can not be on far distant when the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury will be co to ously consider the propri of dischar, a 
number of superannuated and infirm officers in order to fill their places with 
others who are competent to discharge the duties of the positions which they 
now hold. Two of officers now on the “ waiting orders ’’ list have been 
connected with the service more than sixty years, and several of them have 
served more than th years. They were appointed for life, and it would 
be a great hardship to drop them out of the service after they have become 
old and infirm without making some provision forthem. They are now re- 
ceiving the same pay from the Government that they would receive if the 

oposed bill sho’ become a law, and we have in fact, therefore, a retired 
ist, or “‘ wait orders ”’ list, but without authority of law to fill the places 
of the officers who compose it. 

They stand there really on the active list, onawaiting orders. 
The result is that the sooner officers, below them, can not be 
promoted tothe positions held by these elderly, superannuated, 
and incapacitated ; and therefore the efficiency of the 
service is deteriorated thereby. 

No such condition exists or can exist im any other branch of the public 
service, and in my opinion the pro; bill, orsome measure of a similar 
character, should be passed by ae order to place this very useful 
part of the customs force upon an 6 t basis. 

I have the honor to be, very 5 
J.G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 

Now, there are in thisservice two hundred and eleven officers, 
Of those two hundred and eleven, thirty-four are on waiting or- 
ders. The bill does notauthorize an increase of the active force 
atall. It — proposes to take these thirty-four incapacitated 
men and put them on the wai -order list, giving them wait- 
ing-orders pay and thereby enabling vacancies to be created in 
the positions which they hold, authorizing the promotion of 
younger officers who are now filling subordinate positions. It 
does not increase the foree of the revenue service in any par- 
ticular, and simply is a common-sense measure when you come 
to understand it, which providesfor the promotion of men, 
wio are now in the me of life, to the command of vessels 
which are now in their command but held by them in a subor- 
dinate — 

In other words, a first lieutenant is practically and actually 
commanding a vessel, and the captain, who ought to be in com- 
mand, is superannuated now, andnotdoing any duty. In addi- 
tion to this, I will ae the officers are competentmen. They 
are subjected to rigid examinations before they enter the serv- 
ice, suc eteiatinns as the cadets of Annapolis are subjected 
to. They are required to be on a school ship for two — and 
even if they have been at Annapolis, thgy are compelled to go 
through thatcourse. They have tostudy navigation; they have 
to study steam engineering; they have to become thoroughly 
familiar with duties aboard ship, with methods of navigating 
vessels under unfavorable circumstances. 

It seems to me no intelligible reason can be urged against this 
measure. If it is the intention af ress to allow this serv- 


ice to deteriorate and become inefficient, the method which has 
been pursued in the years gone by will undoubtedly accomplish 
that result: but if it is the purpose of to 

ice toa level of efficiency comparable to the efficiency of our 
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Navy, then a measure of this kind ought to be adopted. If ti, 
Cutter Service is unnecessary, abolish it;ifit is necessary, maka 
it efficient. 

This service isnot a sanctuary for incompetent young moy 
who have failed to obtain offive by reason of their attendance at 
Annapolis. The examination for this service is just as rigid as 
the examination at Annapolis. Equally thorough knowledge 
and equally difficult and responsible dutiesare required of these 
officers as are required of officers of the Navy. 

It will not do for the gentleman from Missouri to undertake 
to point to the fact that there were many officers of the Army, 
distinguished for their service in the late war, who at the out- 
break of the war had been pursuing the ordinary peaceful ayo. 
cations of life, for that is not a parallel case. I would like the 
gentleman to point out any individual who rose to prominence 
in the Navy during the war who had not gone through a lone 
training to prepare him for the duties of that service, and who 
was not actually in the Navy at the outbreak of the war. |i 
there were any such they haveescaped my memory. The duties 
of these revenue officers are analogous to those of naval officers, 
not to those of army officers. 

Now, in this service oon. there are among the captains sey- 
enteen who served in the Navy during the late war. Among 
the first lieutenants there are twenty-six who served in the Navy 
during the late war. Of second lieutenants (these being a 
younger setof men), there are two; and there is one third lLieu- 
tenant. Among the twenty-six chief engineersin the service 
there are fourteen who served in the Suey during the war. 
There are ten first assistant engineers who served in the war, 
and two second assistant engineers. Out of two hundred and 
eleven officers in this service there are to-day seventy-two who 
served in the Navy during the war. In addition to these, 
there are twelve who are graduates at Annapolis, and six who, 
though they did not graduate at Annapolis, nevertheless 
attended the Naval Academy for a number of years, passed the 
examinations required for the revenue service, and upon such 
examinations were admitted as officers in that service. 

Mr. COX. Iwould be glad if my friend would yield for a 


uestion. Iwish to find out whether I understand this propo- 
tion correctly. When these men enter this service they have 


to undergo an examination? 
a MALLORY. They have to spend two years on a school 
ship. 

Mr. COX. But they have to go through an examination, and 
when they go into the service they go in for life? 

Mr. M RY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. Now, your proposition is that when they reach a 
certain age—— 

Mr.MALLORY. When they become superannuated or in- 
capacitated. 

r.COX. Yes; when they become incompetent, that then 
they be retired on pay, and others put in their places in the sery- 
ice. Is that the gentleman's position? 

Mr. MALLORY. Not that othersshall be appointed in their 
places, but that junior officers shall be promoted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is the same thing, as 
others have to take the place of the junior officers. 

Mr.MALLORY. Not necessarily; there is a superabundance 
of junior officers. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then there are more men 
in this service than there ought to be. 

Mr. MALLORY. It is expressly provided in the bill that the 
number shall not be increased. 

Mr. COX. Now, when these men, on account of age or for 
any other reason, prove incompetent to discharge their dutics, 
they having entered the service for life, the Government has no 
way of dismissing them? 

Mr. MALLORY. No, sir. 

Mr. COX. And you propose to put them on what you call tlic 
waiting-order list? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir; the same as now, except that we 
open the door for promotion. 

Mr. COX. Then it means that they shall be put upon a re- 
tired list on full pay? 

Mr. MALLORY. No; on reduced pay. 

Mr. COX. But it is a retired list at last? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir. 

Mr.COX. And the only other way the Government could be 
relieved of them is by a law authorizing their dismissal? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir; that is the only way. 

Mr. COX. Thenit looks like a mere proposition to substitute 
a retired list: for a waiting-orders list. 

Mr. MALLORY. Practically that is all. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I moye that the committee rise and re- 
portthis bill to the House with the recommendation that it pass. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. MALLORY, there 
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were, on a division (called for by Mr. CLARK of Missouri)—ayes 


44, noes 32. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No quorum. 


Tellers were ordered; and Mr. MALLORY and Mr. CLARK of | 


Missouri were appointed. 

Before the count by tellers was concluded, the morning hour 
expired, when the committee rose; and Mr. DocKERY having 
resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BAILEY reported 


at r > : 
= had under consideration the bill (H. R. 6723) to promote the 


efticiency of the Revenue Cutter Service, had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 
LAND TITLES, OREGON AND WASHINGTON. 
Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a conference 
report on the bill H. R. 69. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read. 


The report was read at length. 
Let us have the statement accompanying this 


Mr. PAYNE. 
report read. ; 4 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, the title of this 
pill has not been read. We do not understand what it is. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk wil! report the title 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill prescribing limitations of time for completion of title to certain | County, Pa, September 25, 1825. 


lands disposed of under the act of Congress approved September 27, 1850, 
and the acts amendatory and supplemental thereto, and commonly known 
as the “donation act,” and for the protection of purchasers and cccupants 
of said lands. 


Mr. PAYNE. Let the statement be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
there is no written statement accompanying the report. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, the conferees. by an oversight, 
failed to submit a written statement; but thereis no substantial 
change between the bill as it passed the House and the amend- 
ments made by the Senate, and if permitted to do so I can make 
a brief statement explanatory of the report. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think the report had better be withheld un- 
til the statement is prepared. 


for the present. ; 

Mr. PAYNE. I make the point of order on the report. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Isthis the land-grant forfeiture 
bill? 

Mr. MCRAE. Oh, no; it is a bil reJating only tocertain land 
titles in Oregon and Washington, under what is known as the 
‘donation act.” 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. Is there objection to the gentle- 
written statement? 
Mr. TRACEY. 

complied with. 

Mr. MCRAE. Then I withdraw the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report is withdrawn. 

IMMIGRATION AND CONTRACT LABOR LAWS. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, laid 
before the House on Monday last, transmitting, pursuant to 
House resolution of June 7, 1894, information relative to the rules 
and regulations established in connection with the administra- 
tion of the immigration and contract labor laws. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman desire to 
have this printed in the form of a document? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes, sir; in document form. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection the 
= to print this communication in document form will be 
made, 

There was no objection. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE GEORGE W. HOUK. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE (at 1 o’clock and 35 minutes p.m). Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the special order, fixed 
for to-day at 2 o’clock, begin now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection that 
order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

_The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the spe- 
cial order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Saturday, the 14th day of July next, beginning at 2 o'clock 
DP. m., be set apart for eulogies on the late George W. Houk. 


wa OUTHWAITE. I offer the resolutions I send to the 


— Clerk read as follows: 

*s0lved, That the business of the House be now sus 

oly may be given for tributes to the mem 
ouk, lately a Representative from the State of 


I think the rules of the House had better be 


mded, that oppor- 
c the Hon. George W. 
0. 
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Resolved, That as a particular mark of respect to the memory of the de 
ceased, and in recognition of his eminent abilitios asa distinguished public 
servant, the House, at the conclusion of these memorial proceedings, shail 
stand adjourned. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these proceedings to the Senate 

Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to send a copy of these resolu 


| to the family of the deceased. 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, hav- | 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the resolutions. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I now yield to my colleagu 


Thegq iestion j 


Mr. SORG. Mr. Speaker, as I arise to add tributes of 1 
to the memory of the departed Mr. Houk, my mind rey 


| the evening when the people who loved him for his worth 
| given the sad message that he had passed into the shadows. 


| very mantle of death hung darkly over us. 


Could I now give utterance to the thoughts welled up | 
dened hearts on that fateful night, the memory of the deceas 
would be dressed in thechoicestgarlands. The tenderest sent 
ments expressed now in the choicest of rhetorical ge 
adequate toconvey the sorrow felt at that moment, 


ns a 
when t 
in the anguis} 


| sincere grief those who had felt the influence of his symp 





and friendship sent up a prayer for the soul of the dead and 


| comfort of his loved ones. 


George W. Houk was born in the mountains of Cumberland 
His mother was a iady of in 

tellectual rather than romantic inclinations, and was ambiti 
for a more inspiring location in which to rear her child 
When the youngest child, George, was but 2 years « 
family crossed the mountains and came to Ohio, locatin 
Dayton, where Mr. Houk always lived. Hisalertness of i: 
lect gave him preéminence in school life. An academic tr 
ing and the study of law enabled him toequip himself with 
a fund of legal knowledge that he was admitted to the 
his county when he was but 21 years old. 

Early in life he waselected a member of the Ohio Legislature. 
and though associated with many leading political figures, hi 


| intellect shone with an effulgence that was not dimmed by bhi 


Mr. MoRAE. If that be insisted upon, I withdraw the report | ouxroundines, 


Despite his youth he was made chairman of the 
judiciary committee, which position he filled with honor to hi 
self and credit to his county. With the expiration of his legi: 
lative term he retired from public life and its attendant cares. 

In 1856 he married happily, his wife being Miss Eliza Thr 
ton, and in the congenial duties of his chosen profession and 
the quiet pleasures of his country home he looked back to his 
public life with no thought of regret that he had severed fro 
it. In 1860 Mr. Houk was sent as a delegate to the Charlest 


: ; | Baltimore convention, remaining throughout its deliberation 
man from Arkansas making a verbal statement in place of a | é : ° S 19 


a strong adherent of Stephen A. Douglas. In 1876 he 
delegate to the national Democratic convention held at St. 
Louis. In 1884 he was chosen a district elector. In 1880 he 
againentered public life by his election to Congress, and in 1) 
he was returned by an abnormal majority. 

Prior to his Congressional life, in his profession he ranked 
one of theleading practitioners of his State. For nineteen years 
he was associated with the Hon. John A. McMahon, that cifte: 
oratorof the Miami. His life in Congress, though brief, ascom- 

ared to the extended services of some of my distinguished col- 
eagues, wasnot without feature. The bold, incisive fight made 
by him for the soldiers during the life of the Fifty-second Con- 
gress has endeared him to their hearts forever. The attempt 
to have the pension of every inmate of a soldiers’ home reduced 
to $5 a month will be easily recalled by those familiar with Con 
gressional matters. 

Soon after the measure was reported to the House, Mr. Houk 
secureda record of the disabilities of the veterans atthe homenear 
Dayton, Ohio, and so vigorously did he combat the bill that it 
was defeated. For years the Government had shown grateful 
appreciation, and it would have been cruel and unjust in the 
very evening of life to cloud their lastdays with such evidences 
of ingratitude. Grateful wives and children of helpless soldiers 
looked upon him as their protector, and thanked Heaven for a 
life such as his. With the soldiers of Ohio to-day the me 
of George W. Houk stands as a monument erected by his grat 
ful beneficiaries. 

[t was my pleasure to form the acquaintance of Mr. Houks dur- 
ing the fall of 1890, and though the affiliation grew out of 
litical combat the character of the man commanded my pro- 
found admiration at once. Always manly, with a pronounced 
contempt for chieanery and sinister methods, he won the esteem 
of even those whom he opposed in political warfare. During all 
of his public career, in the heat of contests when the character 
of man is often seared before the fires of partisan animosity, 
never was there a chapter of his life unfolded which drew outa 
blush from the man who had molded it. : : 

In personal appearance Mr. Houk was commanding and dis- 
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tinguished, blessed with a tall, massive form within which were 
those characteristics which displayed a nature as warm as 
Heaven’s own sun rays. His cordiality of address, his warm 
greeting, his sympathetic and cheerful companionship made him 
a favorite among all. He loved his friends, and none was fonder 
of his home and its social environments than was he. His hos- 
itable hearth was a favorite rendezvous for those he loved. 
ith an inexhaustive fund of anecdote and illustration and the 
graceand suavity of a —- gentleman he entertained on these 
occasions as few could. Underlying every thought and expres- 
sion was a vein of humor, and without him social gatherings at 
his home city were lacking one of their most pleasant features. 
He was a vital adjunct to the very life of his native place. The 
bar regarded him as one of its patriarchs and pillars. His party 
looked to him as the nucleus of their organization, and the city 
honored him for his worth and integrity as a citizen. 

As ascholar Mr. Houk took rank with the foremost, and had 
his love for books been less greater preéminence would have 
been attained. In later years, when the fires of youthful am- 
bition had grown low, he buried himself in his library, and with 
his books he wandered back through blissful channels with his 
seeming friends—the authors and historians of other days. 

There in his home, towering sublimely above the busy city, he 
feasted on the beauties of nature as presented by the panorami< 
scenes of the famous Miami Valley and enjoyed the fond com- 
panionship of his books. 

Indeed, it has often been said that he sat in his library as con- 
tented as a civic or military hero, and viewed the remorseless, 
selfish struggles of mankind with the contemptuousness of a 
philosopher. He hada passionate fondness for poetry, philoso- 
phy and history, and the heroic figuresassociated with the life 
of the world foundjhim almost their worshiper. The memory 
of Lincoln he regarded as one of the tenderest of America’s 
treasures, and his lecture on the life of the first martyred Presi- 
dent was a stalwart effort. As aspeaker he was commanding, 
but his genius shone greater as a writer. With a capacious 
mind replete with beautiful thoughts, and with a skillful com- 
mand of language, he rounded up his sentences with fascinating 
beauty and euphony. 

When but a mere boy heattacked the leading actors of political 
life; not with the diffidence of an untrained = but with 
the skill of a young premier; not with the trepidation of a boy 
but with the incisiveness of a trained statesman. He diagnosed 
the questions a few years prior and subsequent to the Mexican 
war, and criticised some of the Whig leaders with such effect that 
old Governor Anderson of Ohio said: 

To think a boy just out of his teens detecting the animus of that contro- 
versy and seeing the points upon which Bob Schenck and I spli', 

Mr. Houk’s state papers are held as the efforts of one familiar 
with every epoch of American history. All contemporaneous 
questions elicited from him opinions and criticisms which did 
much to mold public sentiment in his district and in other parts 
of the country. Asa private citizen he did much for the pro- 
motion and advancementof his State. He was a member of the 
constitutional convention to frame for it a new constitution, 
and was one of the incorporators of the public library at Day- 
ton. 

When at last his party was brought from a helpless minority 
in his district and he was sent to this body, he came with ma- 
ture thought and experience, and conservatism rather than 
ostentation attended his career in Congress. His high charac- 
ter as a man you all knew, and his integrity of purpose is seen 
from his attitudes on absorbing questions. 

Mr. Houk had no premonition of death. 

During the morning of his last day on earth he sent to West- 
ern friends messages of that felicitation ever characteristic of 
him. The last week when he was treadingin the very shadows 
of another world he was laboring with a tariff speech which had 
been well-nigh completed. On the afternoon of February 9, 
1894, he left his desk with the remark that excessive labor was 
—— on his vitality and that he would grant himself a respite. 
A half hour later and the death angel had brought that decree 
from heaven, and he had passed the breakers of another shore. 

Died in the service of his country, rich in triumphs and good 
deeds, beloved by his friends, admired by his enemies; and 
though dead, his memory will remain a strange, sweet perfume, 
ever to be cherished by those to whom he was endeared. 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, I rise to support 
the resolution of my friend from Ohio, and to pay tribute to the 
memory of Judge G. W. Houk, whose acquaintance I made in 
the early days of the Fifty-second Congress. 

In the progress of legislation I had frequent occasion to ap- 
pear before the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
of which Judge Houk was a member in the Fifty-second Con- 
gress,and, in presenting arguments for and against bills consid- 








Y 14, 
ered by that committee, I soon learned to regard him 4g ,, 
whose opinions carried great weight. He gave to the mom pa 
appearing before the committee patient attention, and by inta)); 
gent inquiry sought to bring out important facts, thereby ..° 
ing them that the merits of their bills should be fully conside,,) 

In his appearance before committees on which | serve}: 
clear and concise statement of the bills he came to advocate \,. 
the respectful consideration as well as the entire approy.) ,; 
their members. I found him an industrious and painsta;,, 
member in performing the work of the committee on which y. 
both served. It was, however, in the House, in the Comyyjt;,, 
of the Whole, that he best appeared. 

In running debate, or in the set speech, he disclosed a stp), 
understanding, comprehensive knowledge, and careful rese,yo) 
so that he enlightened the House by his arguments, alw,,: 
clothed in words expressive, clear, and strong. He interes;;, 
the House by his rich storeof information, and won its attentjo, 
by his easy and graceful style, unaffected by studied ornamey:s 
of oratorical art, and was never wanting in that unfailing eo, 
tesy which characterized his intercourse with others. He ya, 
a master of correct, concise expression. His sentences wey 
clear, his arguments direct, and all his speeches furnished co). 
vincing proof of his great learning, as shown in his remarks yy 
all the important measures before the House. 

There was no member in his first term who spoke on mo, 
of the leading measures before the House, or discussed they 
with greater vigor and intelligence than Judge Houk, whetie, 
it was the adoption of the rules, the silver question, the Navy, 
Army, Post-Office, or sundry civil appropriation bills; the rij 
ers and harbors; the Soldiers’ Home; the Columbian Ey)i):. 
tion; public printing; street railroads in the District; the veg. 
ulation of the sale of tobacco by the producers; the statistic: 
of the colored race and its upward progress in acquiring cul: 
tivation and wealth, or the tariff. In all his efforts he illus 
trated the advantages of a thorough knowledge of law. 
every public effort he gave convincing proof of his intimay 
acquaintance with ‘‘ that science which,” it has been said “ (oes 
more to quicken and invigorate the understanding than al! th: 
other kinds of learning put together.” He practiced lav a 
the bar of his own State for nearly fifty years, rising to the {ro 
rank. Here he quickly came to be recognized as one o! th 
ablest lawyers of the House. 

It was not my good fortune to have known Judge Houk in 
other relations than those pertaining to membership in this 
body, and I knew him only as I met him in committees and on 
the floor, Upon all the great political questions we ditlere 
but outside of those questions upon which parties divide, | 
counted myself fortunate in agreeing with him, for I know lu 
had brought to their consideration large experience, sound 
judgment, and great legal acumen. He had a marked ani in 
teresting personality, a thorough acquaintance with public a 
fairs, and a happy combination of those qualities of head av! 
heart which made him a safe adviser, an agreeable companion 
and a valued friend. 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, thousands of yearsg0 
the manof Uz said, ‘I know that my Redeemer liveth, and tha 
He shall stand at the latter day upon the earth; and though ater 
my skin worms destroy this body, yet in my flesh shall I see (ol. 

It was the declaration of humanity’s longing for immortality. 
And the wisest and best of the race have never departed fru 
the belief that this was a probationary state, and that im 
mortality awaited those whose career here was wellrun. 

If any other view pertained, if there was conviction that wi 
the end of what we cail life came absolute cessation of all iute- 
lectuality and of spiritual existence, if we believed that a'l thes 
was of Cesar was in the ashes shut up in his urn, that all there 
was of Bonaparte was under the dome of the Invalides in Pars, 
if all there was of the Man of Sorrows and acquainted with gre: 
was that which had been laid away in the sepulcher, if all tha 
is of those we have known and loved is a clod in the valley, 
handful of unrecognizable dust, such ceremonies as these wei! 
now indulging in would be the idlest and most mocking o! pe" 
formances. 

Butassurely as theinfluencesof men go abroad and dwell ai'e" 
them, sosurely itseems tome that we who areindulging in these 
mournful rites do so in the presence of an assemblage whic) 
marched over the stage of human action, and which from '% 
proper abode is observing that which we say and do here: °% 
with that belief, what we say here of our departed comp:!? 
and friend should be truthful and wise and kind. 

I hardly know why I should have been designated from amo® 
the many who have served with him longer than I have, to spe“ 
of him, unless it is because of the fact that our lives have De" 
together outside of this Hall to a certain extent, and that + %" 
able to bear some testimony of the quieter life of the man. 
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I met him in the busy scenes of his own city, and after that in 
the lovely home which has been adverted to by the gentleman 
who succeeded him. Occupying as it did a commanding place 
upon the bluffs of the Miami, from its windows and doors the 
city of Dayton stretches beneath, with its hundreds of industries 
and its teeming thousands of population, with its smoke, and its 
roar, and its ceaseless activities; and yet, although a great fig- 
ure in that community, within the doors of his home it seemed 
as if everything was shut out except the life of the family and 
the mua. 

It seemed as though one had stepped into the sylvan abodes 
of tho past, and that there was no envy, no contention, and no 
bitterness possible where he sought his retreat. A wife who 
loved and adored him, and children who followed him into his 
quiet, were there, perpetually making the music and the sun- 
shine of happy life within his abode. And through and over it 
all, in its shadows and its sunshines, there was the undoubted 
evidence that the spirit of amity, of affection, and of mutual re- 
gard inspired the domestic life. There could be no more beau- 
tiful scene than that exhibited in the abode of the deceased. 

Following him to Washington, his wife—and they were both 

stricken in years—dwelt with him in all of the trials and labors 
and triumphs of his honored service in his Congressional career. 
I was walking through Judiciary Square one day, and turning 
one of the bends, caught sight of the lengthening vista of a 
path just being shadowed from the sun by the budding foliage. 
Ata distance that did not enable me to recognize the figures | 
saw & man and a woman, in lover fashion, sitting on one of the 
benches, too much engaged with each other to notice my ap- 
proach, 
. AsI came nearer I recognized Judge Houk and his wife, and 
jesting with them about their engagement, they told me that 
they had been reviving the associations, the memories, and the 
happiness of their youth, and were courting agein as they had 
done before cares came, and the triumphs of a public career had 
intervened. I went away from that placefeeling that I had seen 
a good man and a good woman and the heads of a happy house- 
hold. 

Almost the last time that he spoke to me, in this House, was 
when we were discussing something ofa public nature that had 
occurred, where the service of the Episcopal Church had been 
recited in part, and he said to me—and afterwards it seemed 
like a prophecy; we do not know why these things come into 
the mindsof men—he said to me: ‘‘ [havefor twenty years omit- 
ted from my prayers that part which says, ‘ Deliver us from sud- 
den death.’ When my Master wants me [ hope he will take me 
quickly.” I had a little talk with him as towhy. He told me 
he thought that it was well, when a man’s work was done, that 
he should be called without the intervening troubles that hang 
about the sick bed. And yetthe incident had almost passed from 
my mind, until we received the sudden and shocking intelli- 
gence of the fact that in the presence of the friends of his wife 
and himself he had instantly fallen to rest. 


What he has done, Mr. Speaker, belongs to the world. Ihave 
seen a star shoot from the firmament, ‘* pass away to darkle in 
the trackless void,” and yet philosophy teaches, and it is true, 
that the radiance enkindled by that meteor is added to the stores 
of beauty and luminousness of the world, and never will pass 
away. The influence of a life that is spent in the service of the 
country, in the cause of good politics, or in the practice of true 
law, can no more die out of existence than the enkindled radi- 
ance can pass the confines of the universe. 

Some one sent me the other day a little bit of poetry, one of 
those gems called ‘‘ Pearls of the Faith,” which Edwin Arnold, 
in studying the literature of the Oriental nations, has written 
into the enduring form of our poetry and given to the world. 
It has the formulation of some of the best thoughts of that great 
and dusky race whose myriad millions pass as grains of sands | 
with scarce a permanent figure in all the years, and yet which | 
grains of sand are making up the continents of humanity upon 
which beat the long, rolling, ceaseless waves of time; and it 
seems to me in the study of the quiet, loving life of George W. | 
Houk, and in his quick departure to other spheres, you find this 
consolation, the consolation of the far-away seer, and of all the | 
loving and hoping world: 


One morning in Medinah walked our Lord 
Among the tombs: glad was the dawn, and broad 
On headstones and on footstones sunshine lay; 
Earth seemed so fair ‘twas hard to be away. 
“O people of the grave!’’ Mohammed said, 
‘Peace be with you!’ Your caravan of dead 
Hath passed the defile, and we living ones 
Forget what man ye were, of whom the sons, 
And what your merchandise and where ye went; 
But Allah knows these things! Be ye content 
Since Allah is “aware.” Ah! God forgive 
Those that are dead and us who briefly live. 
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Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, George W. Houk was my friend, 
and while no words of mine can add peace to his ashes or sweet- 
ness to his sleep, I beg to place on record my tribute of affec- 
tion and esteem. He was one of the first members of the 
Fifty-second Congress whom I met after my own election, and 
the acquaintance which we formed while crossing Lake Superior 
together in the summer of 1891 ripened into an attachment 
which Ienjoyed during his life, and which I cherish in memory 
now. j 

He was a well-rounded man—one of the most complete men I 
ever knew. Some are specialists and excel in a particular line 
of work, or become famous because of some faculty abuormally 
developed. Not so with Mr. Houk. He was not a one-sided 
man, nor a man with but one idea or one virtue. eso blended 
graces and good qualities, socombined the traits and charact: 
istics which distinguish men as to be worthy of Antony's com- 
pliment to Brutus: 


His life was gentle, and the elements 
So mixed in him, thsi Neture might stand up 
And say to aii ine world This was aman 

He found his inspiration at his fireside, and approached the 
ideal in his domestic life. He and his faithful wife, who u 
both his helpmeet and companion, inhabited as tenants in com- 
mon that sacred spot called home, and needed nocourt tode tine 
their relative rights and duties. The invisible h 
shut in that home and shut out all else had their foundatio 
upon the earth and their battlements in the skies. No 
could break them down, no poisoned arrows could cross th: 
top, and at the gates thereof love and confidence stood cver 
upon guard. 

In such a home the devoted parents reared a loving and duti- 
ful family, and lived to see each son and daughter settled in life. 
And fortune had so smiled upon the children that the fathe 
as far removed from anxious care concerning them as his } eau- 
tiful estate, Runnymede, overlooking the Miami Valley, was re- 
moved from the noise and turmoil of the busy city with who 
history his achievements were entwined. He did not leave to 
his children that doubtful blessing, a large fortune, but he !eft 
that priceless heritage which money can not buy—a name with- 
out a stain, a reputation without a blemish. 

He was &@ man of surpassing geniality, and his cheerful f 
shed its radiance on all around him. Itwas my good fortune to 
sit by him during both terms of Congress, and I learned to | 
for the friendly salutation with which he greeted me every 
morning. He was a boon companion, and allowed no humor to 
escape him. He abounded in wise proverbs, in stories and in 
fables, and in all the affairs of life mingled with an artist's si ill 
the lively colors with the grave. 

He was, perhaps, not a greut lawyer, in the sense of winning 
national reputation at the bar, and yet he had a legal mind and 
the habits of apractitioner. He clearly comprehended the prin- 
ciples involved in a case, weighed evidence, and balanced with 
more than ordinary skill the arguments on either side. He 
knew not only the law but the reason thereof, and if he did not 
outstrip his competitors in forensic contests he possessed the 
sturdy virtues which won and retained the confidence of the 
community and a prominent place at the bar. 

He was a scholar, and a writer of rare ability; in fact many, 
charmed with his graceful sentences and ornate style, have be- 
lieved that this was his special gift. He was an omnivorous 
reader, and possessed the bee’s instinct of finding the honey in 
the flower. One is amazed at the amount of writing and public 
speaking which he did, and at the facility with which he grasped 
every subject and analyzed every question. His mind, like the 
refiner’s fire, separated the pure metal from thedross. Iti 


is 


walls wh 


is 


was 


ice 


ooK 


»nné 
S nov 


| strange that such a man should be in frequent demang@, for his 
| active interest in all public questions, the high esteem in 
| he was held, his methods of thought and felicity of expression, 
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all combined to fit him for a prominent place in his community. 

With himcitizenship was a sacred trust as well asa privileg 
and in the discharge of its responsibilities he exercised the 
most conscientious care. He was a politician in the sense that 
he was a student of the science of government, and a successful 
legislator in that he wrought into effective law the principles 
He possessed all the characteristics of 
the statesman. He reasoned out each proposition that came 
before him with a singleness of purpose and a desire to know 
the right. 

He was industrious. Not only did he study all public ques- 
tions, but he responded to every call made by individual constit- 
uents, and did it gladly, for he was himself one of the common 
people, and his sympathy went out to all who were need. 
Ever in his place, ever ready for work, he gave to the public 
service the full measure of his devotion. 

He was honest, both with himself and with others. 
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was he incorruptible so far as pecuniary influences go, but he 
was true to his own convictions. His fidelity to others was in- 
sured by strict adherence to the injunction— 

To thine ownself be true; 


And it must follow, as the night the day, 
Thou canst not then be false to any man. 


He was a brave man, and dared to follow his own judgment, 
even when it led him into disagreement with his party associ- 
ates. His moral courage was developed to a high degree, and 
he was willing to assume responsibility for his every act, con- 
scious of the rectitude of his purpose. His ability was recog- 
nized by his associates in Congress, and his opinions, based upon 
extensive research and wide experience, illuminated and orna- 
mented by quotations from history, fiction, and poetry, were 
sought after more and more as men knew him better. 

His life was one long journey upward, without a halt or back- 
ward step. His success was not meteoric; he won his way step 
by step, and pitched his tent on higher ground at the end of 
each day’s travel. For more than sixty-five years his home was 
at Dayton, Ohio. There he attended school, taught school, 
read law, and practiced at the bar. There he spent the days of 
his boyhood and manhood, and there, after he had almost com- 

leted his three-score years and ten, he rests from his labors. 
he sorrowing multitudes who attended his funeral testified, as 
no language can,to the character of the man. Their expres- 
sions of tenderness and affection, and their gentle ministrations 
fitly crowned the career which they had watched with pride 
and love. Truly, “The path of the justis as the shining light, 
that shineth more and more unto the perfect day.” 

I shall not believe that even now his light is extinguished. 
If the Father deigns to touch with divine power the cold and 
pulseless heart of the buried acorn, and make it to burst forth 
from its prison walls, will He leave neglected in the earth the 
soul of man, who was made in the image of his Creator? If He 
stoops to give to the rosebush, whose withered blossoms float 
upon the breeze, the sweetassurance of another springtime, will 
He withhold the words of hope from the sons of men when the 
frosts of winter come? If Matter, mute and inanimate, though 
changed by the forces of Nature into a multitude of forms, can 
never die, will the imperial — of man suffer annihilation 
after it has paid a brief visit, like a royal guest, to this tene- 
ment of clay? . 

Rather let us believe that He who, in His apparent prodigal- 
ity, wastes not the raindrop, the blade of grass, or the evening's 
sighing zephyr, but makes them all to carry out His eternal 

lans, has given immortality to the mortal, and gathered to 
dimself the generous spirit of our friend. 

Instead of mourning, let us look up and address him in the 
words of the poet: 

Thy day has come, not gone; 
Thy sun has risen, not set; 
Thy life is now beyond 

The reach of death or change, 


Not ended—but begun. 
O, noble soul! O, gentle heart! Hail, and farewell. 


Mr.STORER. Mr. Speaker,in the death of Mr. Houk the 
State that you and Iso much honor and so much love has lost 
as its representative here one of those men in whose hands its 
prosperity was sure and its reputation always safe. It has lost 
a good lawyer, a man who had a reputation equal to that of the 
ablest on the bench; it has lost a wise, conservative, and cour- 
ageous representative; and it has lost an honest, Christian gen- 
tleman as its citizen. Judge Houk was one of the few of my col- 
leagues, when I came here in the Fifty-second Congress, that I 
had known before. 

When I was but a boy at the bar in Hamilton County, he and 
his firm were towers of strength at the bar of that part of the 
State, which, without conceit, we consider to be the garden 
= both for soil and in intellectand jurisprudence inthe State 
of Ohio. The firm of Houk & McMahon, twice honored by seats 
in this House of Representatives, was the leading practicing firm 
in the whole Miami Valley. It was confined in its practice not 
to one county or to one Congressional district. have seen 
them both, even looked at them with wonder and delight, prac- 
ticing before my own home courts; and it was with the feeling 
that | was at home in Congressand in the committee where I was 
assigned when I found Judge Houk was there too. 

I sat with him in committee, knowing him as fellow commit 
teemen in Congress do know their associates; and I say, in my 
judgment he was as wise, as judicious, as conservative, as cour- 
teous, and as courageous a man as ever sat in that committee, 
whose history is second to none in this House. The estimation 
in which he was held in that committee I think everyone I see 
will unite in. I trust I remember aright, in saying that heand I 
never differed on any question of any moment ever came 
up there, and many times have we conferred, being two men 
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from the same State,on matters outside of the committee r 
The estimation in which he is held by his comrades on {),,; 
committee may best be shown, Mr. Chairman, by the resol utiny. 
which were unanimously adopted by that committee, copied yo, 
its minutes, and which I am requested to offer to this Housa ; 
have read at the desk, so that they may be made a part of m 
remarks andbecome a part of the permanent record of thi 
proceedings. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Your committee appointed to prepare a suitable memorial in honor 


memory of the late George W. Houk, of Ohio, late a member of the | 
mittee on Interstate and I’oreign Commerce, respectfully report tho { 


ing: 

“We, the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce of the Hi: 
Representatives of the Fifty-third Congress, have heard with deep re; 
oan announcement of the death of our associate, Hon. George W. Hou 

10, 

Pursuant to action of this committee heretofore taken, it is hereby 

Resolved, That this memorial be entered on the minutes as a mark n 
during respect to the memory of a courteous associate, whose charac: 
abilities, and devotion to his duties on the committee haye earned for 
the respect of his associates, while his kindness of manner ana of hear 
have inspired them with personal regard and affection, and as a tribute 
distinguished and laborious Representative, an upright and God-fearing 
gentleman whose death has been a lasting loss to his fellow-member 
this committee and the House, to his constituents whom he served ju 
and faithfully, and to his country. 

And further resolved, That this memorial and resolutions be reported from 
this committee by its chairman, to the House on the day set apart by spe 
order for eulogies on Hon. George W. Houk, in order that they may form 
part of the permanent record o fthe proceedings on that occasion. 

Mr. STORER. Mr. Speaker, the career of Judge Hout: is 
not one that has struck this House with its wonderful eloquence 
and its control of the floor and with its command in the business 
of the House. Butnone of us who remember the few oceasions 
upon which he addressed this House or the Committee of | 

ole, I hope none of us at least but remember the dignity o! 
his thou ght, the precision and elegance of his language, and th: 
courage of hisopinions. We all know at times he differed from 
the majority of his own party. [ also know that no man be- 
lieved more thoroughly in the principles of his party or was 
more convinced they were the ones that should control this Go\ 
ernment than he. 

Though I have felt that I could not agree with him, feelin, 
that the principles of the party to which I belong are thos 
which should fitly govern this country, nevertheless I can not 
let this occasion pass without bearing my testimony to the hon- 
esty and courage with which he always supported the convic- 
tions of his heart, the principles of his party, and the course o/ 
that party whenever he thought it coincident with those prin- 
ciples. 

His district lay close to mine. We were neighborsin the real 
sense of the term. That district, sir, as you know as well as J, 
is one that has marked caaracteristics. It isoneof the individ- 
ual districts of our State. It has been represented here wit! 
almost unequaled strength during the last twenty-five or thirty 
years. It has had as its representative Gen. Schenck; it has had 
Judge Houk’s own law partner, the peer of any man at the Ohio q 
bar, John McMahon; it has had James E. Campbell; and it ! 
had Judge Houk. And [ say that in conservative thought, in 
integrity of purpose, in solidity of character, in fidelity to con- 
victions of truth, that district has never been better or more 
strongly represented on this floor than it was in the person 0! 
him whose death we are now deploring. 


Mr. McKAIG. Mr. Speaker, to the members of the House 
the intelligence of the death of the late distinguished gentleman 
from Ohio came like a flash of lightning out of a clear sly, as i' 
occurred but a few hours after he left hisseat apparently in good 
health and spirits. I met him at the east door as he was leay- 
ing the House, and received a kindly nod and a pleasant smilc 
in response to my salutation, and in a very brief period of time 
the news of his sudden demise came asa striking commentar) 
upon the unstableness of human life. | 

An eloquent Senator, who died with equal suddenness, in 
memorial address upon a deceased colleague, said: 

When those of us who have been here for a series of years bring to our 
minds the many occasions when we have been called upon to pay the last 
tribute of esteem and affection to brethren who have fallen by the wayside 
Wwe may well pause and consider whether the ends which we pursue here or 
in other fields of activity are worth the toil, energy, and anxiety which we 
contribute to them, especially when even the largest successes bring trau- 
sient satisfaction, and the joy of triumph and eagerness of struggling cou- 
troversy are alike ended with sudden extinguishment. 

Although I feel that I can not add to the wealth of eulozy 
paid to our deceased associate, yet my long acquaintance wit! 
and warm friendship for him urges me to pay a brief tribute to 
his memory. 

I first met him during the winter of 1865, when visiting my 
relations in Dayton, Ohio, where he was a member of the law 
firm of Houk & McMahon, and even then a prominent figure 12 
the legal and political circles of the county and State. My 5 
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sociation with him at that time enabled me to discern and ap- | #! 


preciate not only his genial social qualities and generous, a ifee- 
tionate nature, but also the strong mental powers that enabled 
him to occupy 2 commanding position in his Congressional dis- 
trict, which could boast of such men as Valiandigham, Gunckle, 
Schenck, McMahon, and Campbell. 

The salient features of his personality were his clear sense of 
right, his hatred of all shams, his simplicity and candor, fidelity | 
to every obligation, and his strong commonsense. A marked 
characteristic was his kind thoughtfulness to the younger men 
of the legal profession and a ready appreciation of the many 
difficulties they hud to overcome in struggling up the ladder of 
life, and they could always rely upon his ready and efficient aid 
when difficulty overtook them. 

Combined with marked legal ability were scholarly interests 
and attainments that led him toindulge as a pastime in the | 
broad fields of literature and journalism. 

Mr. Houk was born in Cumberland County, Pa., September 
25, 1825, but his father moved to Dayton, Ohio, in 1827, so his 
life from early youth was closely identified with the social, com- 
mercial, and political interests of his adopted city and State. 
From the time he taught school, studied law, and formed a part- 
nership with his preceptor, Hon. Peter P. Lowe, in 1846, until 
he entered the Fifty-second Congress, his life was full of activ- 
ity. In 1852-53 he was elected to the State Legislature from 
Montgomery County, and as a testimonial to his legal ability he 
was selected as chairman of the judiciary committee, although 
a young member serving his first term. 

His party, in recognition of his unswerving Democracy, sent 
him as a delegate to the celebrated Charleston- Baltimore Dem- 
ocratic national convention, where he was an ardent supporter 
of Mr. Douglas for the Presidency. He was unanimously nom- 
inated for the circuit judgeship for the second district, but was 
defeated. His love for the beautiful city in which he spent his 
life and won legal and political honors was strong and abiding, 
and he always had its welfare at heart. Prominent in the coun- 
cils of his party, he never neglected an opportunity to advance 
the material interests of his State and county through legisla- 
tive avenues, and was never such a partisan that he was willing 
to aid or abet political action that might result in party advan- 
tage and yet work a detriment to the State. 

Mr. Chairman, I feel that I could not better discharge my duty 
to our dead colleague in this behalf than to incorporate in my 
remarks the eioquent and beautiful memorial address of the 
members of the bar of Montgomery County, of which he was an 


honored member: 
IN MEMORIAM. 

The members of the bar of Montgomery County, assembled to do honor to 
the memory of their deceased brother, Hon. Geo. W. Houk, with melancholy 
pleasure place upon record this brief summary of his life with their sincere 
testimony to his talents as a lawyer, his integrity in public life, his exalted 
character as a citizen, and his genial qualities as a man and companion. 

Itis unfortunate that on this occasion we shall sadly miss the ready and 
glowing pen that has recorded, on so many similar occasions for so many 
others, the story of their lives and the sympathy of their fellow-members of 
the bar, 
but pleasing task must be committed. 


It is pleasant to be able to say with truth that from his early youth to his | 


latest manhood Mr. Houk was inevery way amodel for youngmen. Hewas 
always moral, upright, temperate, and honorable in his conduct, so much | 
so thatin along and active life slander never temporarily perched upon his | 
name, nordid partisan rancorever breathe a suspicion upon his honesty or 
his motives, or the purity of his life. 

Blessed by nature with a commanding form and a most striking presence, 
he looked, as he was in fact, one of nature’s noblemen. In this outward 
garb of manly beauty there was inclosed a strong intellect, a genial heart, 
andan unbounded love of beauty, culture, and knowledge that would have 
made him one of the foremost men of our country had his ambition been as 
restless and as eager as his capacity was great. But ambition seemed to have 
fewcharms. He loved above all other things his lovely and hospitable home 
upon the hilltop, and the wife and children and grandchildren by whom he 
Was there surrounded, and to whom he was & most devoted, indulgent, and 
affectionate husband and father, and the numerous friends in whose society 
he always delighted; and his rugged physical and intellectual vigor never 
sought that field for display in his earlier days that would have given him 
his proper stand among his fellow-men. 

No doubt his life was happier. But much may have been lost to his coun- 
try. There were few men better read in the history of the world, better 
versed in the Constitution of our nation, or fuller of the knowledge of its 

litical events, or more studious of their philosophical bearing. And still 

ewer men possessed the rare gift of expression upon paper that would have 
advanced him at once to the front rank of literary eminence had hechosen 
that field. He did not love his profession as some men do, although for 
many years he was a steady worker in it, and he had a wide, varied, success- 
ful, and honorable practice. He was not fond of the narrow rules and ap- 
parent technicalities of a jurisprudence largely built upon established and 
sometimes contradictory precedents and sometimes at variance with our 
instincts of natural justice. He often felt fettered in his search for what was 
right and just by the arbitrary decision of a system instead of the resolution 
of what was just in the case before him. And the most loyal among us can 
not but admit that we sometimes share in his feeling. 

The law was only a secondary mistress with our friend. It is true she 
kept his house. But literature adorned, embellished, and inhabited it as 
his prime favorite. He loved hilosophy, history, literature, and poetry 
with a fervent love, as his well-selected and well-thumbed library plainly 
Shows, and his wonderful talent and passion for developing his own ideas 
— a = that was remarkable for its attractive and gorgeous style found 

ut little vent in the preparation of petitions, answers, or stately and for- 
mal briefs. Yet he possessed the qualities that would haye made him a 


| touch with the great world that 


But our accomplished friend is dead, and to inferior hands thesad | 
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Stricken at his post of duty by an enemy which never yet was 
conquered, our late associate surrendered in obedience to the 
dictates ofan inscrutable Providence, and his spirit passec across 
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toved so much, and the last solemn burial rites were performed 
’mid thousands of sorrowing friends. 
As an ominent Senator said of a deceased associate: 


He has departed. His term has not expired, but his name has been stricken 
from the rolls of the House; his credentials remain in its archives, but an 
honored successor sits unchallenged in his place. He has no vote nor voice, 
but the consideration of great measures affecting the interest of every 
citizen of the Republic is interrupted with the concurrence and nig of 
all, that the representatives of forty-four Commonwealths may rehearse the 
virtues and commemorate the career of an associate who is beyond the 
reach of praise or censure—in the kingdom of the dead. 

Can we not rest in the belief that after a life well spent, with 
its duties faithfully performed, the soul of our deceased asso- 
ciate has at last found eternal rest, amid the scenes of its crea- 
tion, in the presence of its God, for hath He not said, ‘* He that 
believeth in Me, though he were dead, yet shall he live, and 
whosoever liveth and believeth in Me shall never die.” 


Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Speaker, ‘‘In the midst of life we are in 
death.” Never was the truth of these solemn and oft-repeated 
words more sadly exemplified and impressed upon my mind than 
whenon the morning of February 9 last the startling informa- 
tion was communicated to ine that my beloved colleague and 
old friend, the Hon. George W. Houk, late a member of this 
House from the Third Ohio Congressional district, had been sud- 
denly stricken down by that grim destroyer death, from whose 
embrace there is no escape. lor it was but about three hours, 
something less perhaps, before this most sudden and unexpected 
blow that took him from among us forever that I saw him pass 
out of this Hall smiling and nodding pleasantly to me as he 
passed by as was his wont whenever and wherever he chanced 
to meet me. He appeared to be in his usual good health and 
spirits, and hence little did I dream that in less than three short 
hours this world should know him no more forever. 

[had the pleasure of knowing Mr. Houk, not intimately but 
fairly well, for several years. He was indeed aman among men. 
Always dignified, yet always affable and pleasant. He was a 
true and sincere Democrat in politics from principle. 

But it was not so much my purpose to-day, . Speaker, to 
occupy the time of the House in endeavoring to pay a feeble 
personal tribute to the memory of our departed friend as it was 
to place upon record and call your attention to just how he was 
regarded at home by those who had known him long and well 
during his whole life, as neighbor, lawyer, and statesman, know- 
ing full well that their opinions, spontaneously expressed, will 
much more fully impress your minds than anything I could or 
might say. 

And to this end I will first call your attention to an article 
published in one of the leading newspapers (of opposite politics) 
of his beloved city of Dayton, under date of February 10, last, 
being the next morning after the news of his untimely death 
had reached the city: 

THE STARTLING NEWS. 

Last evening Ye citizens were startled and shocked at the report that the 
Hon. George W. Houk, representing the Third district in Congress, had died 
suddenly in Washington while on his way from the Capitol to his home on 
Connecticut avenue. At first the news was received with doubt, but about 
half-past 7 the Journal confirmed the news by communicating with Wash- 
ington. The rumor, which a, turned out _to be too true, had spread 
through the city, and a number of the deceased's friends congregated at the 
ea to have the report confirmed and to learn the details of the 
“ja the hotels and at the Dayton Club groups of gentlemen stood about 
a — news and recalling the splendid qualities of the deceased 

The large family connection were informed later in the evening directly, 
the wife telegraphing the sad news of her sudden bereavement. His loss 
will cast a gloom over these that will not easily be expelled. 

The portly, erect figure, genial face, and graceful, gallant manner of Mr. 


Houk were familiar to every Daytonian, and there were none but who en- 
joyed his presence and associations. At the time of his decease he was 


serving his second term in Congress, sent from the Third district. He has 
lived in this city, or Just without its limits, since 1827. 
has long been the synonym for hospital- 


His delightful home, Runnymede. 
ity, and for all that is beautiful and delightful. 

jere he used to hasten as soon as he could close his law office on Third 
street, where he found the secluded, restful place where he spent the hap- 
piest hours of his life, sreapeetag, Senne: and digesting the various 
thoughts that occupied his mind continually. 

His home commanded the most superb view of the city, and onan immense 
veranda he was accustomed to sit or lie in his hammock watching the sun 
sink down into the Miami in the western distance, the smoke of the busy 
furnaces partially clouding the ~ give way to the gloaming. The lights 
begin to sparkle and the stars to e—a restful, happy period in which any 
troubles of the day which had annoyed him gave way to his innate love for 
mankind. In those hours his natural nature carefully weighed both sides 
of all questions, and the next day he could return to the busy scenes of city 
life with that genial urbanity and universal courtesy which were so char- 
acteristic of him. 

He loved to read, to study history, and follow pastoral pursuits. Nothing 
delighted him so much as a tramp over the farm, watching the development 
of his crops and the increasing of his herds. Amid such pleasant home 
scenes as these be reared the splendid family which he now leaves to sor- 
row. 

In politics the deceased was allied heart and soul with the principles of the 
Democratic party, though he put aside his love of party if he saw his duty 
clear to oppose its movements. This he demonstrated in a signal manner 
when he repudiated the late Hon. Samuel J. Tilden. 

The Hon. George W. Houk was born in 1825, in Cumberland County, Pa., 
of wh‘vh his father, Adam Houk was a native, and his grandfather, Adam 
Houk, sr., became a resident about the middle of the last century. 
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In 1827 Mr. Adam Houk moved to Dayton with his family and George was 
educated in the schools here, finishing his school education at the Dayton 
Academy under the instruction of the late E. E. Barney. He selected the 
profession of law, of which he became such a distinguished member. 

He studied in the office of Peter P. Lowe, esq., and when admitted to the 
bar in 1847 went into partnership with his instructor. A year or so after he 
dissolved this partnership he entered into partnership with the Hon. George 
B. Holt. Later, in 1860, he formed a ae on the Hon. John A. Me- 
Mahon, which lasted twenty years, ceasing in 1880, since which time he has 
conducted his practice by himself. 

In 1852 Mr. Houk was sent to the Legislature, though only 27 years old 
He was distinguished by being made chairmanof the judiciary committee 
through which passed all the important legislation necessary to contirm 
the laws of the State in the new constitution. 

He was sent in 186) to the Democratic convention, which was held at 
Charleston, at which Stephen A, Douglas was nominated. In 1876 he was 
sent to the St. Louis convention, at which Samuel J. Tilden was nominated, 
and whose nomination hs could not sustain. 

On December 25, 1856, Mr. Houk married Eliza P. Thurston, the daughter 
of Robert A. Thurston. and granddaughter of Horatio G. Phillips. She is 
also the sister of Gen. Gates P. Thurston, of Nashville, Tenn. The lives o; 
these two people have been particularly beautiful, and the deep sympathy 
of every one goes out spontaneously to the stricken wife from whom he has 
so suddenly been called. 

He leaves three children—Mrs. Harry E. Mead, Mrs. Harry Talbot, and 
Mr. Thurston Houk—and nine grandchildren. Mr. David Houk, of South 
Ludlow street, is his brother. Mrs. Mary Ramsey was his sister. Mrs 
John G. Lowe, of South Maine street, the widow of the late John G. Lowe 
is the mother of his wife. 

LITERARY PURSUITS. 


In literary attainments the deceased was a writer of fine, forcible, elegant 
English, and in this had fewsuperiors. Through much and careful reading 
he had stored in his mind a fund of information upon which he could call at 
all times to the benefit of his hearers and readers. He contributed much to 
the press, and his articles were read with more than general interest. He 
was for a time the editor of the Morning Times of this city, but,his genial 
nature rather rebelled against the rough contact that this duty often com. 

lled to come with the world. The hours, also, which the editor of a morn- 
ng newspaper must spend at his office were those which Mr. Houk most 
loved at his Runnymede; so he gave up this pursuit. However, since his 
busy life in politics, he has often contributed articles on the questions of the 
day that clearly expressed his convictions and those of his party. He con. 
— to the magazines occasionally, and wrote the history of the Day 
ton bar. 

He was a forcible speaker and eloquent. He preferred at all times to talk 
on topics of vital interest to his hearers, and avoided speechmaking for the 
sake of making a speech. 

At all times he was a graceful, agreeable gentleman, genial and gallant. 

In the history of the city of Dayton the following paragraph says: 

“The Hon. George W. Houk has attained distinction through hisliterary 
labors and acquirements as well as in his professionof thelaw. His literary 
labors, however, have been performed mainly for the sake of diversion and 
of pleasure derived therefrom rather than for the sake of gain or fame, and 
what he has achieved in this kind of labor has not been done at the expense 
of the legal profession.”’ 

POLITICAL HONORS. 


Within the last few years Mr. Houk conceived the ambition for political 
honors, and expressed the desire to be sent to Congress from this district. 
The first nomination resulted in defeat, Mr. E. L. Morey, of Hamilton, being 
sent in his stead by the Republican party. 

Two years later at Franklin Mr. Houk was renominated in a most en 
thusiastic manner, a great many of his personal friends who had never 
taken any interest in politics going in a body to that convention to give pe 
sonal testimony to their confidence in and respect for the candidate. It was 
a spirited convention, but Mr. Houk was handsomely nominated, and at the 
election which followed received a big majority. Two years subsequent 
Mr. Houk was again a candidate and was nominated without opposition, 
the Hon. John A. McMahon presenting his name in the strongest terms at 
Hamilton. 

At the election in the fall of 1892 he went through with a sweeping ma- 
jority, and was one of the members of Congress whose complexion is 
overwhelmingly in accord with his own convictions. 

The many questions of so great interest to the country, which have come 
up during his connection with Congress, were all carefully investigated hy 
him, and he was thoroughly informed on every side of each. 

Those opposed to him politically may have objected strongly to his vote 
on different questions, but none have ever thought that he ever voted for 
any but at the dictate of his conscience and the absolute belief that his con 
victions were based on that which was right and proper. 


And of a more impressive character still I will next invite 
your attention to an eloquent and just tribute to his worth and 
character, written and published on the same day in the same 
journal by his old friend and neighbor, Maj. W. D. Bickham, 
who, by the way, was himself suddenly stricken down by the 
cold hand of death within a few days thereafter, much in the 
same manner as his friend, Mr. Houk, prefacing it by stating, 
as indicated in the article, that Mr. Bickham was of opposite 
polities. 


DEATH OF HON. GEORGE W. HOUK. 


The startling intelligence came to this office yesterday afternoon of the 
sudden death at Washington of Hon. George W. Houk, Representative in 
Congress from this Congressional district. 

Itis needless to say that the woeful news caused widespread and sincere 
sorrow among all the acquaintances of Mr. Houk, of whatever age, sect, or 
political party they might be. 

Mr. Houk was a man among men, a gentleman of the old school, of splen- 
did character, fine personal presence, dignified bearing, noble sentiments, 
and warm affections. He wasthe very soul of honor; and during his long 
professional and political life in this city and vicinity, and as our Repre- 
sentative in the Legislature and in Congress he was never charged with or 
even suspected of any unmanly or dishonorable conduct. He thoroughly 
hated and despised falsehood and pretense, and regardless of political or per- 
sonal consequences never hesitated to so declare himself upon all occasions 
that seemed to demand it. s 

This paper has had occasion many times to criticise Mr. Houk’s political 
expressions and votes, but never his personal conduct. Indeed, during a!! 
the years of our political differences, which sometimes were very warmly 
discussed in public, Mr. Houk and the editor of the Journal have been upou 
the best personal relations. : 

He was a man to tie to under all circumstances; solicitous of the public 
welfare as he understood its needs, ready with his pen and voice. both of 
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whicn were able and far above the average, for every good word and work 
a public-spirited citizen in the fullest and best sense of that term. 

tis mind, like his face and forehead, was broad and high, rather than 
sharp and cunning. ; 

Though an able lawyer and a pleasing and eloquent public speaker, his 
forte was probably with his pen. He wrote with great readiness and ease 
and had a natural instinct for euphony and harmony in his use of words 

There was always « lofty character about his language that commanded 
attention and admiration, and he had a way of rounding out his sentences 
with a majestic sweep, like the assays of Macaulay. 

If he had devoted his life to literature instead of the law, Mr. Houk would 
have undoubtedly been upon the lists of prominent American writers 

No man in Dayton was more versatile and adaptable. He could make a 
speech, try @ case, write an essay, relate an anecdote, or enter into the 
lighter pleasures of a social circle with zeal and success. 

By the oar he was universally respected. On all memorial occasions he 
was an active and sincere participant,and by common consent was selected 
as the proper _ to draft resolutions and make an address. Insuch du- 
ties he seemed to take a melancholy pleasure, and his zeal and interest were 
not measured by the social or professional prominence of the subject of his 

en. 

, In fact his legal brethren declare that the most carefully prepared and 
peautiful tribute that he ever wrote was upon the occasion of the death of 
one of the humblest members of the bar; a man of indifferent success in 
life, so far as the world views success, but greatly beloved among his fel- 
lows for his modesty and sincerity of life. 

To some Mr. Houk appeared haughty and unapproachable. 
was more affable or genuinely democratic in his feelings. 

He was always raady to listen to the story ofa pensioner, or to lend a help 
ing hand to any worthy man of his acquaintance. He was a man of large 
heart, cultivated mind, generous spirit, and noble impulses, and he willlong 
be missed and sincerely mourned in this community. 


Mr. Speaker, from the time Mr. Houk arrived at years of man- 
hood until he entered Congress he was an able, active, honora- 
ble lawyer, enjoying a large and lucrative practice, and held the 
respect and confidence of all the members of the bar with whom 
he was thrown in contact. But let them speak for themselves. 
I now read to you the proceedings of the Montgomery County 
Bar Association, of which he was an old and honored member, 
at a meeting held on the morning of February 17 last: 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED BY THE MONTGOMERY COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION IN 
RESPECT TO THE MEMORY OF LION. GEORGE W. HOUK. 


But no man 


A largely attended meeting of the Montgomery County Bar Association 
was heldin Judge Elliot's room yesterday morning, at which final action 
was taken relative to the death of Hon. George W. Houk. Judge Elliott 
presided and Charles W. Dustin, esq., acted as secretary. 

The committee appointed to draft memorial resolutions submitted its re- 
port, pending adoption of which touching and eloquent remarks eulogistic 
of the life and character of the deceased were made by a number of the 
members. ‘hese were Hon. L. B. Gunckel, Cyrus H. Baldwin, Elihu Thomp- 
son, O. M. Gottschall, John M. Sprigg, Hon. Wickliffe Belville, George R. 
Young, E, P. Matthews, Hon. John A. McMahon, Judge Dennis Dwyer, and 
Henderson Elliott. Following is the memorial: 

The members of the bar of Montgomery County, assembled to do honor 
to the memory of their deceased brother, Hon. George W. Houk, with mel- 
ancholy pleasure place upon record this brief summary of his life, with 
their sincere testimony to his talents asa lawyer, hisintegrity in public life, 
his exalted character as a citizen, and his genial qualities asa man and 
compunion. 

It is unfortunate that on this occasion we shall sadly miss the ready and 
glowing pen that has recorded on so many similar occasions for so many 
others the story of their lives and the sympathy of their fellow-members of 
the bar. But our accomplished friend is dead, and to inferior hands the sad 
but pleasing task must be committed. 

Mr. Houk was born in Cumberland County, Pa., on the 25th of September, 
1825. His family removed to Dayton in 1827, where his home has always 
been. He was educated at the academy at Dayton, taught school, studied 
law, and was admitted to the bar of this county when he was but 21 years of 
age. He then entered into partnership with Hon. Peter P. Lowe in the 
practice of law. After afew years of successful practice he was elected to 
the Legislature in 1851, and though a very young man, was made chairman 
of the judiciary committee of the house. In 1860 he was a delegate to the 
Charleston- Baltimore convention, adhering most loyally to the cause of Hon. 
Stephen A. Douglas, and in 1876 he was a delegate to the national Demo- 
cratic convention held in St. Louis. In 188t he was chosen district elector, 
and in 1890 he was elected to Congress, and reélected in 1892. 

He was a candidate upon many other occasions for high honors, when he 
failed of success only because his party was in a hopeless minority. 

During all the time preceding his election to Congress he was actively 
cuanges in the practice of the profession, and fornineteen years was a mem- 
ber of the firm of Houk & McMahon. 

It is pleasant to be able to say with truth that from his early youth to his 
latest manhood, Mr. Houk was in every way a model for young men. He 
was always moral, upright, temperate, and honorable in his conduct—so 
much so that, in a long and active life, slander never temporarily perched 
upon his name. nor did partisan rancor ever breathe a suspicion upon his 
honesty or his motives or the purity of his life. 

Blessed by nature with a commanding form and a moststriking presence, 
he looked, as he was in fact, one of nature’s noblemen. Inthisoutward garb 
of manly beauty there was inclosed a strong intellect, a genial heart, and an 
unbounded love of beauty, culture, and knowledge that would have made 
him one of the foremost men of our country had his ambition been as rest 
less and as eager as his capacity was great. But ambition seemed to have 
few charms. He loved above all other things hislovely and hospitable home 
upon the hilltop, and the wife and children and grandchildren, by whom he 
was there surrounded, and to whom he was a most devoted, indulgent, andaf- 
fectionate husband and father, and the numerous friends in whose society 
he always delighted; and his rugged physical and intellectual vigor never 
sought that field for display in his earlier days that would have given him 
his proper stand among his fellow-men. No doubt his life was happier. 
But much may have been lost to his country. 

There were few men better read in the history of the world, better versed 
in the Constitution of our nation, or fuller of the knowledge of its political 
events, or more studious of their philosophical bearing. And still fewer 
men possessed the rare gift of expression upon paper that would have ad- 
vanced him at once tothe front rank of literary eminence had he chosen 
that field. He did not love his profession as some men do, although for 
many years he was a steady worker in it, and had a wide, varied, successful, 
and honorable practice. He was not fond of the narrow rules and apparent 
technicalities of a jurisprudence largely built upon established and some- 
times contradictory precedents, and sometimes at variance with our in- 

@tincts of natural justice. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


7509 


He often felt fettered in his search for what was right and just, by the 
arbitrary decision of a system, instead of the resolution of what was just 
in the case before him. And the most loyal among us can not but admit 
that we sometimes share in his feeling he law was only a secondary mis- 
tress with our friend. itis trueshe kepthishouse. But literature adorned, 
embellished, and inhabited it as his prime favorite. He loved philosophy, 
history, literature, and poetry with fervent love, as his well-selected and 
well-thumbed library plainly shows, and his wonderful talent and passion 
for develeping his own ideas with a pent hat was remarkable for its attract- 
ive and gorgeous style, found but little vent in the preparation of petitions, 
answers, or stately and formal briefs. Yet he possessed the qualities that 
would have made him a great lawyer, if that had been the ithclination of his 
mind, 

He was logical, he was just, and he was of 
sessed of a well-balanced mind. 

His judgment was always good. He knew by intuition what was rig 
But with all these qualifications, we all know that if the pursuit of ¢ 
is only a duty and nota pleasure, the brightest intellect will 
the highest culture. 

Mr. Houk’s great delight was in his home. Few men in active life have 
spent so many years in the bosom of their family. He loved to spend his 
hours in his library, surrounded by his loving and gifted wife and children, 
and in the midst of those dumb yet speaking companions of all ages and na 
tions who rested upon the shelves of his bookcase, inviting him to constant 
communion with their lofty souls, and never tiring of his congenial society, 
he would look down upon our smoky and restless city and its tireless schemes 
of vanity and ambition with the dignity and almost the contempt of a phi 
losopher. 

Such a life, with such surroundings, could not but leave a stamp upon his 
character. It emphasized the qualities that he already possessed. it made 
him contemplative and strengthened the balance of his mind. It gave him 
time for self-inspection and room for thought before action. In his partial 
retirement he cultivated all the good qualities with which he entered upon 
life. He was incapable of a mean, dishonest, or doubtful action. And he 
equally despised such conduct in all others. He became independent in 
thought and action, go much so as to dissent in a marked manner upons 
eral notable occasions from the majority of his political friends. He was 
always outspoken, and when meanness or trickery or dishonesty crossed his 
path. whether at the bar or in politics or in private life, his tongue was 
ready to expose or denounce it. 

But it is as a brother at the bar and a daily companion and friend that we 
who knew him best love mostto remember him. He did not seek popularity 
with the methods of the handshaker, or ‘‘ mixer,”’ as he is styled by his ad 
mirers; and to those who think this insincere outgrowth of modern poli- 
tics the ideal of 2 warm-hearted man he might seem cold or haughty. But 
with those who were congenial, or with whom he was thrown by business 
or pleasure, he was a most genial and entertaining companion. His fund 
of anecdote, whether of the higher character of biography or the ordinary, 
now so popular, was unlimited and ever ready, and he was scarcely equaled 
iu the narration of what was witty and humorous. His own pleasure was 
as great as that of the listener, and while many of us may best recall him 
in the different scenes of life, all of us can see him now with his hale, hearty 
manner and his joyous laugh,'fullof lifeand of his life’s enjoyment, asifcare 
had never laid her heavy hand upon his head, and existence was in itself 
the sum of happiness. 

When the time and opportunity came for him to be promoted to the halls 
of the national counefis—too tardily, it is true—it is no wonder that his 
friends, without regard to politics, rejoiced that in his declining years he 
should be honored in a manner so pleasing to himself and so satisfactory to 
his friends and constituents. He appreciated and enjoyed the honor 
heartily. 

The most striking feature in his service in Washington was his devotion 
to the interest of the pensioners at the bome at a time when his care for 
them could not but be disinterested. There grew up among the inmates of 
that institution an affection for him that was touching; and it is a lasting 
monument to perpetuate, as an element of his character, that his sympathy 
Was with the poor and the needy or the unfortunate, and that his regard for 
the brave defenders of the nation was not actuated by interest, but by the 
goodness of his heart. 

‘The committee submit the following resolutions 

“Resolved, Thatin thedeathof Hon. George W. Houk the bar has lost an 
able, upright, and cultured member; the State a conscientious and faithful 
legislator; our people an honorable, high-toned, and valuable member of 
community; his associates a warm-hearted, genial friend, and his family a 
devoted, indulgent, and affectionate husband and father, to whom we tender 
our profoundest sympathy. 

Resolved, That the judges of the court be requested to place this memorial 
upon the minutes of the court, and that a copy be transmitted to his 
family.” 

Respectfully submitted, 
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JOHN A. MCMAHON, 
WARREN MUNGER, 
KE. THOMPSON, 
THOMAS CORWIN, 
JAMES H. BAGGOTT, 


Committee 
The resolutions were unanimously adopted, when the meeting adjourned, 


Mr. Houk was the ever-faithful and devoted friend of the Union 
soldier, and the news of his death was received at the Soldiers’ 
Home (located near Dayton, in his district) with a genuine and 
widespread feeling of sorrow and regret. And here I will let 
the old soldiers speak for themselves also: 


nion, of 


William Lowell Putnam Commandery, No. 24, Union Veterans’ I 
the Soldiers’ Home, held a meeting in the Grand Army of the Republic Hall, 
and took action relative to the death of their friend, comrade, and benefac 


tor, the Hon. George W. Houk. The following resolutions were adopted: 

‘*Resolved, That William Lowell Putnam Command, Union Veterans’ 
Union, has heard with profound sorrow of the death of their honored 
comrade, George W. Houk, who was stricken down in the midst of a use 
ful life, and as a mark of respect to his memory. 

“Resolved, That it extends to his afflicted family its sincere sympathy in 
their bereavement, and that the adjutant of the command be instructed to 
transmit to the family of the deceased acertified copy of the foregoing reso- 
lution; and be it further 

“Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect members of the commana 
and all other veterans be requested to pay the last sad tribute to his mem- 
ory by following the remains to their last earthly resting place 

“Resolved, That in the death of the honorable George W. Houk the veterans 
of the Soldiers’ Home have lost their warmest friend, and one who has 
always advocated their cause wisely and persistently, and with a modera 
tion thatalways carried with it a conviction of the justness of their claims.” 


As afurther evidence of the high esteem in which he was held 
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by those who knew him best I may mention the fact that the city 
council, which was in session at the time the news of his sudden 
death reached the city, immediately appointed a committee of 
their number to draft appropriate resolutions of regret, which 
were unanimously adopted, followed by the adjournment of the 
council out of respect to his memory. 

But what more need be said, Mr. Speaker, in addition to all 
this of the life and character of our departed colleague? Surely 
nothing, save perhaps that we, his fellow-members, those of us 
at least who knew him best, do most sincerely unite with his 
neighbors and constituents in bearing like testimony to his good- 
ness and worth. 

We aiso bear witness with them to his generous qualities and 
genial character, which made him popular here as well as at 
home. For nearly three years he wasa useful and distinguished 
member of this body, serving with painstaking careand prompt- 
itude as a member of the Committee on Interstaterand Foreign 
Commerce and of the Committee on Pensions. He was always 
found at his post, prompt, careful, and conscientious in the dis- 
charge of his official duties. With them, his friends, his neigh- 
bors and constituents, we bear witness that in his death this 
House and the country sustained the loss of a most valuable and 
useful member. And with them, we most sincerely mourn his 
loss, with the earnest hope and belief that our late colleague is 
now at rest in that better land. Amen. 





Mr. RITCHIE. Mr.Speaker, in Ohio, where the 
tion of his life was spent, our late colleague, the Hon. George 
W. Houk, stood high in the esteem of his fellows. He possessed 
the reputation of being an honorable, amiable, and affable man. 
By this reputation I knew him well for years, but it was not 
until the closing day of the Fifty-second Congress, of which he 
was a worthy member, that I formed with him a personal ac- 
quaintance, which soon ripened into a friendly intimacy, that 
was as instructive as it was pleasant and as lasting as it was 
strong. At the commencement of the present Congress, new 
member as I was and wholly untutored as to the practice and 
rules of its procedure, the necessity oft arose to seek informa- 
tion from others who were older and more experienced than I. 

In all the membership of this House, upon such matters, no 
one possessed a richer mine of knowledge, nor imparted it to 
others with more | neageney: accuracy than did the gentleman to 
whose memory to-day we gladly, though sadly, pay our unwor- 
thy tribute of reverence and of love. In this body there are 
two classes of members. Thereare those, first, who deemit not 
only proper, but necessary, to address the House upon every 
—o that comes before Congress for its consideration, and, 
with them, the more trivial the matter under discussion the 
greater the necessity for talk. 

There is still another class who prefer to listen to others rather 
than totalk themselves, and who, by silent devotion to duty and by 
indefatigable labor upon committees, shape and fashion pend- 
ing legislation intolaw. To the first class belong the so-called 
**record-makers,” but the other class embraces the real law- 
makers of the land. While the former too often talk without 
thinking, the latter generally think without talking. To this 
latter class belonged our late colleague from Ohio. 

While the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD may not shine resplen- 
dent with brilliant orations delivered by him, his constant at- 
tendance upon the House, his arduous labors upon committees, 
his fidelity to his people, and the correctness of his votes, as 
cast, speak more eloquently far in his behalf than any mere 
empty words he might have uttered possibly could. 

Mr. Houk was an excellent lawyer, and before he became a 
member of this House practiced his chosen profession at Day- 
ton, Ohio, with an ability and zeal that ranked him high at his 
local bar. He practiced law wpon the plane of honor. He used 
none of the law’s quiddits nor its tricks. He cared not for the 
withered branches of technicality but ae rather at the ver 
root of a legal proposition that in his judgment was unsound. 
If I were asked what traits of character most predominated in 
him it would be difficult toanswer. He was generousand kind, 
yet steadfast and firm. While he had respect and toleration for 
the opinion of others, he still possessed those of his own. These 
he formed himself, by his own methods of reasoning, and having 
done so these opinions became convictions which he dared ex- 
press with the fearlessness of a knight. 

In all my intercourse with him, I mever heard him speak of a 
fellow-memberasingle unkind word, for “ his tongue was chained 
except in praise.” Hypocrisy, insincerity, and she were for- 
eign to his nature. Simplicity of manners and naturalness of 
character d him, for he followed no pattern. He was 
himself alone. In his social life he wasa prince. That he was 
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dust to the silent tomb. Let his epitaph, in golden, glittering 
characters, proclaim of him that he was a loving husband, an in. 
dulgent father, a wise legislator, a faithful friend, a good lawye; 
and an honest man. 

Hail and farewell ! 


Mr. BAKER of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, it is said that som 
men are born great, that some have greatness thrust upon them 
while others by their individual efforts carve out their own ( 
tiny. 

The latter seems to have been true of Judge Houk. 

I have been assigned the privilege of bringing my garlan 
and placing it upon the tablet to his memory. 

We entered upon our duties on the floor of this House at ih 
same time, and as we took the oath of office we realized that w 
were entering upon new duties, duties which carried with them 
grave responsibilities. 

Both born in the same State, of a hardy and earnest pione 
stock, while surrounded and reared under different influences 
from myself, I could see in his outgrowth and development the 
sturdy and the inflexible will of the early pioneer of Pennsy)- 
vania. With such a character the call of duty was one to be 
implicitly obeyed. 

As our acquaintance began with the commencement of th 
Fifty-second Congress, I shall speak of him as I knew him i: 
our committee room, and as he revealed his character to me 
a member of this House. 

I found on many questions that there was a great diversity 0/ 
opinion between us; those differences I soon learned were ditle: 
ences of convictions; it became evident to my mind that he was 
a man of very strong charact2r, possessing a philosophical mind. 
and seeking to establish every truth by a course of logical 
reasoning. 

As in life through our social intercourse we learn to respec 
our friends, so in death let us cherish their memory and kee) 
ever in mind their good deeds. 

Weare like the waves upon the seashore, we come and go, we 
are here to-day, we may be on the other shore to-morrow. 

The presentonly is ours. How s00n we may be called to re- 
alize the mystery of the life beyond, no one can tell. 

Before the sun of life sets for us let us strive to do some deci 
that will make the world the wiser and the better for our hay 2 
ing lived in it. 

The mystery of life is not yet unfolded to any of us, but weave 
turning over leaf by leaf the book of life from day to day, and 
sooner or later the end will come, and we will be consigned to 
our narrow home; but ere the volume of life closes to us let us 
strive to live so that we may have a brighter awakening in the 
world beyond. 

Like the giant.oak, man has a small beginning, but unlike th: 
oak he has a great mission to perform in the battle of life. His 
mission is as broad as humanity itself; it is to lift up, and no! 
tear down. Wesow that others may reap. If truc,as has been 
said, that every thought and act reveals the character of an in- 
dividual, it is ours to know the motives that actuate the man 
His nobility of character is seen in his endeavor to elevate so- 
ciety, in broadening the sphere of human action, in teaching } 
precept and example our duties to the state and to humanity. 

Mr. Speaker, in Judge Houk’s death the nation has lost 
loyal public servant, one who possessed rugged honesty of pur- 
pose, modest and unostentatious, broad-minded and yet nev 
posing for display or effect. To me he seemed while quict | 
demeanor straightforward in action. I regarded him as a man 
who would submit to no dictation, one who would acknowledg 
no master. 

As I see him now in my mind, plowing his way up the rug- 
ged hill of science in his academic course we see him possesse(! 
of those higher ambitions which lead to great attainments in 
life. 

Scarcely had he completed his academic course until we {'u 
him engaged in the profession of teaching; buthis mind seem! 
to grasp far broader fields of thought. He turned his attention 
to law, entering upon that profession at the age of 21. 

At the age of 27 he entered upon his duties as a legislator i: 
the State of Ohio, and, although so young, we find he was mai 
chairman of the judiciary committee of the house. 

When we examine his history as an individual, whether 1s ° 
schoolboy, a student at law, as a legislator, or as a member 0! 
this House, we see the same inflexible purpose. 

His history shows that with age he grew in the confidence 0: 
his constituents. : 

He may not have been a polished scholar, but I regarded hin 
as a deep thinker. 

In the rugged school of pos life, his mind seemed to ex- 

} pand with age, which well fitted him for his new sphere of ac- 
| tion in the political arena. He seemed to possess an unusual 
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degree o1 strong Common sense. 


5S 
found a 
of positive conviction. 
His patriotism was not bounded by State lines. He possessed 
the courage of his convictions under all circumstances. 
He seemed to possess in a preéminent degree faith in his own 
arty, and yet at times we see him rise above all party consider- 


In my intercourse with him [ 
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him a strong partisan, but it was with him the outgrowth is 


| grave a near and dear friend. 


ations and act in a way that he conceived to be for the good of | 


all the people regardless of party. ; 

Perhaps no member of this House drank deeper at the fountain 
of Democracy in his early youth than did Judge Houk. 

He was not a dreamer, but an actor in the drama of life, and 
owing to his age and full manly development he was one of the 
moststriking links between the mighty past and the living pres- 
ent. 

His loyalty to his party and friends was not momentary, but 
enduring. 

The people love a man whom they can trust, such a man was 
Judge Houk. A conviction to him was a living truth. 

While I could not always agree with him, I did admire his sin- 
cerity and honesty of purpose. 

In his death Ohio has lost an able and a faithful servant. 


Mr.SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker,I will not attempt a biograph- 
ical sketch of the Jife and character of George W. Houk. 
Others better qualified by long personal acquaintance will point 
out the special incidents and acts in his life. My acquaintance 
with him began with his election to the Fifty-second Congress, 
On one occasion [ had the pleasure of enjoying the hospitality 
of hishome. It is one’s home life that most marks and illus- 
trates personal characteristics. Mr. Houk’s residence was 2 or 
3 miles from the business center of the city of Dayton, which is 
the most beautiful city in the Miami Valley. At this point the 
upper plateau spreads out for 2 or 3 miles on either side of the 
river. The plains are level, and the soil is rich; and highly 
cultivated farms and gardens are spread out on every hand. 

Skirting this fertile plain are the high hills which form the 
outer banks of the river and separate the valley from the up- 
lands. Mr. Houk selected one of these hills, overlooking the 


city, as the place of his homestead. Many of the original forest 
trees are still preserved. Beautiful walks and drives have been 
laid out, and a plain but substantial building has been erected 


as the family residence. A large covered porch was built upon 
the side of the house overlooking the city. The view from this 
orch was one of rare beauty, and presented a landscape full of 
terest and fascination. Below lay the busy city. The tall 
chimneys, rising like monuments, pointed out the location of 
the great manufacturing institutions which have contributed 
so much to the wealth of the State and which furnish employ- 
ment to so many peopie. 
The tall spires of the churches indicate a high state of Chris- 
tian civilization, and the broad and fertile plains, covered with 


farms and gardens, gave assurance that ample food supplies were | 


near at hand. On a distant elevation was located the National 
Home for Disabled Soldiers, erected and supported by the 
National Government. The buildings accommodate with all 
home comforts from three to four thousand veterans of the late 
war, and the grounds are ornamented and kept in a manner 
which reflects credit upon the Government, and rival in mag- 
nificence the historical parks of the Old World. 

It was this city, this valley and scene, which were spread out 
to the view of those who visited Mr. Houk’s residence. He was 
accustomed, at the close of each day’s work, to repair to his 
home, take his seat on this porch, and enjoy this beautiful pano- 
rama. His family vied with each other to contribute to his 
comfortand happiness. His was indeed a happy home, com- 
prising within it all the rest, quiet, and comfort of the coun- 
try and allthe luxury and elegance of thecity. This charming 
home life contributed greatly to the molding of his character, 
and especially fitted him for the career of usefulness and honor 
for w he was distinguished. 

As a lawyer he was painstaking, studious, and faithful to the. 
interests of his clients. He was not brilliant, but he was force- 
ful in manner and strong in argument. Asa legislator he was 
constantly at his post, fearless in the discharge of every duty, 
and always able and conscientious. As a member of the Com- 
mittee on the World’s Columbian Exposition in the last Con- 
— he contributed greatly to the legislation which rendered 

t great enterprise a success, and the le of Illinois and of 
the whole country will forever hold — Tn grateful remem- 
brance for his valuable services in this matter. As a citizen he 
was ever awake to the interestsof the people, and in all respects 
acquitted himself as an able defender of the rights of the co 
ble, and as an ardent advocate of the supremacy of the law. 

As a friend he was ever true, faithful, and honorable. When 
his purpose was formed he adhered to it with tenacity, and never 


oll 


falteredin fealty. Hewas oneof nature’s noblemen, and his loss 
deplored by all who knew him. 

_ I was one of those appointed to accompany his remains to h 
home, and performed this sad duty as one who follows to the 
The services at the grave were 
the most impressive that I have ever witnessed. When the 
funeral dirge was chanted one of his daughters, the wife of a 
prominent citizen, joined in the singing. Her voice 
far above the voices of all others, and her face was 
with such a halo of light that it seemed as 
to the voice of an angel coming from above. 

Before the last sad rite was performed his faithful and 
wife addressed a few words to those assembled at the 
She did not appear as one stricken with grief, leaning on 
arm of a relative, and convulsed with anguish: but she 
erect, with face upturned to Heaven, and assured those present 
that to her there was no such thing as death. That whic! 
seemed to many a dreaded monster was to her a welcome mes 
senger to summon to a higher and better state of perpetual ex 
istence. Her faith took hold on immortality. She believed im- 
plicitly, and carried that belief into practical operation, that 
what we call death was but a summons from earthly cares to 
heavenly bliss. i 
eyo of faith, pierce the veil that separates us from the world to 
come, and see the spirits of the departed enjoying the felicities 
of a home in Heaven. 

The members of this House have in his death 
useful coworker, his State has lost one of her best and’ most d 
tinguished citizens, and his wife had lost a faithful husba 
and his children a kind and indulgent father. 


Mr. HARE. Mr.Speaker,George W.Houk was a man v 
to know was to admire and esteem. Although he had p 
the sixty-eighth milestone in the journey of life, yet time had 
dealt so kindly with him that he did not evon in appesran 
seem old, and the exuberance of his health and the keenness o 
his enjoyment of the companionship of his fellow-men made him 
always a welcome associate in every circle he chose to join. 

His naturally genial disposition had not been soured by the 
experiences of a long and active career in a profession which 
perhaps more than any other affords opportunity for frequent 
insight into the meaner phases of human character and brings 
its members into frequent contact with the baser motives th 
too often constitute the springs of human conduct. 

With all these exhibitions of character, motive, und conduct, 
he was undoubtedly familiar, asevery lawyer must become wh 
practice has extended over a period of more than forty year 
but instead of making him at all misanthropic, or distrustful o 
mankind, these very experiences seemed to render him mo 
charitable in his judgments, more ready to palliate the offens 
of others, more careful to see that he did not himself offend 

Accustomed as he was to deal with serious problems, and to 
consider questions of grave importance, these were not per 
mitted to engross his thoughts to such an extent as to render 
him unobservant of or oblivious to the lighter and brighter in 
cidents which go so far to rvolieve the professional life of the 
lawyer from what would otherwise be an exceedingly somber 
and unattractive coloring. On the contrary, these were the in- 
cidents and features of his experience which he treasured most, 
and from a seemingly inexhaustible fund of anecdote and remi- 
niscence he was able to draw at will for the embellishment of an 
argument or the entertainment and pleasure of his friends. 

He was a man of serene disposition and temperament. alway 
taking the most cheerful view of a perplexing or discouragiug 
situation, and capable of imparting to his associates the in 
fluence of the philosophy which so thoroughly dominated and 
controlled his own actions. Hence he was seldom confused as to 
the policy to be pursued in an emergency; his impulses were 
under the constant restraint of his judgment, and even the edicts 
of the caucus had but little effect in controlling his course when 
he had once determined for himself what his duty required him 
to do. 

He was not, in the ordinary sense of the word, a politician; 
but in the broader, better, and truer sense of the term his tithe 
to that distinction was beyond question. He believed that ‘* He 
serves his party best who serves his country best,” and that 
party organization, discipline, and methods are only valuable as 
agencies for the recognition and establishment of certain prin- 
ciples of government through certain policies of legislation and 
administration. 

The Democratic party, more nearly than any other, repre- 
sented the essential political principles in which he believed, 
and so, always reserving to himself the exercise of the rightof 
individual judgment, he became and remained « faithful adher- 
ent of that party, and in the councils of this body during his 
comparatively brief membership here he was one of its wisest, 
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mostintelligent,and prudentcounselors, a thoughtful, sagacious, 
and trusted champion of the interests committed to his charge. 

At the age of 26 years he became a member of the General 
Assembly of Ohio, and by reason of his recognized ability, learn- 
ing, and fitness, was made chairman of the judiciary committee 
of that body, which position he held during the period immedi- 
ately following the adoption of the present constitution of Ohio, 
and while that instrument was receiving its original interpreta- 
tion and construction in the hands of a supreme court of which 
Allen G. Thurman and Rufus P. Ranney were members, one of 
the ablest courts that ever adorned the bench of any State. 

That so distinguished an honor should have been conferred 
upon so young a man must be accepted as evidence not only of 
his high character and sterling worth, but of the recognition by 
those who knew him of the exceptional talents and sound learn- 
ing afterward exhibited by him during his long career at a bar 
as eminent as any in the United States. 

He was not merely a successful, but a scholarly lawyer; not 
simply the trained advocate and inquisitor familiar with the 
methods of the courts and the details of judicial procedure, but 
a diligent student, not alone’of books but of men, finding in 
the one not oy an unfailing source of recreation and en- 
tertainment, but the means of pursuing with added zest the ab- 
sorbing study of the other, and both contributed to make him 
what he was, the broad-minded, conscientious, painstaking 
legislator and lawyer, the patriotic, public-spirited citizen, the 
capable man of affairs, the wise statesman, the entertaining and 
—s companion, the loyal, unselfish, and unfaltering 

riend. 

Naturallysuch a man would become the idol of his own house- 
hold, and his beautiful home overlooking the city of Dayton, and 
surrounded by the — attractive homes of his children, bore 
evidence of his love for those to whom he represented so much 
of all they were accustomed to love and revere. 

To that home and the idols that were templed there his 
thoughts were almost constantly recurring. It had been pre- 
pared, with all the care he could bestow, to become the retreat 
of his old age, as it had been the scene of his labors aud enjoy- 
ments during the later years of his active business life; and to 
that end he had not only embellished it with whatever could 
add to its attractiveness and comfort in a physical sense, but had 
assembled in its library, as his permanent guests, the kindred 
spirits with whom he had been accustomed to commune and 
whose companionship had been to him a solace and an inspira- 
tion from his youth. He loved to talk of his home, he longed to 
return to it, and it is exceedingly doubtful whether he could 
have been persuaded again to leave it, unless in response to a 
most imperative call of public duty. 

During his service here he was never obtrusive. He seldom 
occupied the time of the House, and never did so unless the oc- 
casion was such as to — an expression of his views upon a 
matter of pending legislation. But he was at all times keenly 
alert to whatever was transpiring upon the floor or in the com- 
mittee rooms, and no man could have been more attentive tothe 
interests of his constituents. 

The largest soldiers’ home in the United States is located in 
his district, and his attention to;the welfare and interests of the 
inmates of that great institution was incessant and unfailing. 
No comrade could have been more solicitous in behalf of his 
comrades than he was in guarding the rights of this class of his 
constituents, the groat majority of whom were his political op- 

onents, but allof whom, I believe, were his personal friends. 

f they were not so the fault was not his, for no proposition that 
he believed might even remotely prejudice their interests was 
ever suffered by him to pass unchallenged. 

He was a man of commanding presence and apparently in the 
enjoyment of robust health, destined to many years of useful- 
ness. I parted from him on this floor only a few hours before 
his death, the news of which came to all of us as a surprise and 
was received with expressions of incredulity and amazement, 
but proved, alas, too true. The strong man had fallen, the firm 

rasp which he had seemed to have upon life had been suddenly 
oosened, and without other preparation than every man should 
at all times have he had been summoned to stand in the pres- 
ence of the King of all Kingdoms. 

On the following day, upon the anneuncement of his death, 
this House took such action as is customary and appropriate. 
Every token of sorrow for his death and of respect for bis mem- 
ory was manifested by his late associates, an unusual number of 
whom accompanied his body to its place of sepulture near the 
home where he would doubtless have preferred to die; and then 
the stream resumed its course, members again became intent 
upon the problems that daily challenge attention here, and all 
that remained of our brother was the impress he had made and 
left upon all who knew him. 

When the circumstances of his own death are recalled Iam 
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reminded strongly of the brier but beautiful address delivered 
by him in this Hall on the day when tributes were being paid to 
the late Governor Warwick, in the course of which, speaking of 
the changes so frequently wrought in the membership of this 
House by death, he said: 

How forcibly are we reminded, by this ever-shifting scene, of the sublime 
apothegm of Burke, uttered by that great orator when, during a speech on 
the hustings, he was informed of the sudden death of his competitor. He at 
once cut short his speech, gathered up his papers, and exclaimed with touch. 
ing pathos: ‘ What shadows we are, and what shadows we pursue.” 

The address delivered by Judge Houk on that occasion was ey- 
idently unwritten and extemporaneous, and that this illustra- 
tion, so singularly appropriate to be recalled to-day, should have 
occurred to him, may serve to prove that he was not wholly 
without warning of the peril in which he was even then stand- 
ingand which he was not long toescape. But whether so or not 
is of small moment when we reflect how impotent must be every 
device of man to guard himself against the fate reserved for al! 
the living. He has paid the debt so many are struggling to 
»ostpone, and whatever may have been his frailties or his faults, 
Se has left behind him the record of a life filled with good deeds; 
to his surviving associates the recollections of an intercourse al- 
ways agreeable and instructive; to his family the memory ofa 
loving and indulgent husband and father; to his country the 
lasting benefit of the devotion of a faithful public servant. 

May he rest in peace! 


Mr. RICHARDS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, that eloquent and 

athetic sentence, ‘‘In the midst of life we are in death,” has 
toon abundantly illustrated in this House during the last year. 
One of my first duties was as a member of a committee to go to 
a neighboring State and assist in paying the last sad tribute of 
of respect to a fellow-member, and from time to time our ranks 
have been thinned, two falling from my own State. 

Statistics prove that the average length of human life is in- 
creasing, but not the average life of a member of Congress, 
This is not merely because many advanced in years or in feeble 
health are elected, for during the past year we have buried some 
who were men of vigorous constitution and robust health at the 
beginning of their term of service, and only a few days ago was 
buried one of the youngest members of the House. 

We have had no epidemic among us, nor has contagion de- 
pleted our number. Our duties and requirements are not con- 
ducive to longevity. The faithful member, whether in his tem- 
porary home in the city or in his real home in his own State, 
finds his work a constant grind. 

George W. Houk, to whose memory we to-day pay tribute, 
was a man of the people. He carried with him no traditions of 
superior ancestry, boasted no descent from some important per- 
sonage, but was content that he wasan American citizen from the 
rank and file; proud that he lived in a land where opportunity 
is afforded to even the humblest to carve his way to exalted 
station. 

As school-teacher, lawyer, statesman, he ever sustained him- 
self with credit, bearing evidence of a well-balanced mind that 
weighed well, and having considered, had capacity to act. 

No egotism marked his intercourse with his fellow-men, but 
he was as modest as he was learned, as considerate as he was 
earnest. 

He was not beset by vanity, and there was nothing dreamy or 
extravagant about him. He did not spring to his feet to speak 
upon every occasion, but carefully and calmly went about his 
work. Hestudied every question and voted upon itintelligently: 
and when he rose to speak there were no fanatical outpourings, 
no effort to convince by loud declamation, but his logical argu- 
ments showed that he had mastered his subject. 

To him the chief office of a member was not how often his 
name might appear in the RECORD or be printed in some news- 
paper, but how he could best serve his constituents and his coun- 
try by a careful performance of duty according to convictions 
born of earnest study. 

With such representatives as he in Congress legislation can 
never be prostrated by the arts and influences of demagogues, 
but will be guided by that cardinal principle, ‘‘The greatest 
good to the greatest number.” 

We are facing a peculiar epoch in our history; a feeling of 
discontent is creeping over our hills and along our valleys, 
breeding in some instances lawlessness and crime. 

The worshippers of Mammon are increasing, and too often the 
man of millions takes precedence over the patriot of brains. 
The arrogance of men who live in luxury sometimes drives the 
poor to almost desperate measures, and while the law must be 
respected and enforced, and the rights of property protected, it 
is our duty to ever keep in view the cardinal principle of the 
great declaration, ‘‘ We hold these'truths to be self-evident, that 
all men are created free and equal.” This is the keystone which 
supports the very fabric of our Government, which itself is sup- 
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rted by constitutional liberty, and which will be protected by 

presentatives whose hearts beat for the great masses of our 
people, and such a one was he to whose memory we to-day pay 
tribute. 


Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker, when the sable and unwel- 
come messenger of death served the summons of Heaven’s High 
Chancellor on George W. Houk, he made no plea to the juris- 
diction. No pretense or excuse of mortal avails to alter the 
decree of Him who speaks worlds into existence and to whom 
a thousand years are as a day. In the exalted plan of crea- 
tion it is as necessary that men die as that they be born, but 
it is only the apathetic disciple of Zeno who does not feel the 
pangs of poignant sorrow when an associate and friend unex- 
pectedly departs from a life of usefulness and honor. 

It was my good fortune to be personally well acquainted with 
our deceased colleague, although I did not know him prior to 
his coming here as a member of this House, which was con- 
temporaneous with mine. 

Mr. Houk was born in Cumberland County, Pa., September 
25, 1825. He moved to Ohio while very young and settled with 
his father at Dayton, which city was his home at the time of his 
death. He encountered the obstacles and surmounted the diffi- 
cultiesthat beset the pedagogue, the law student, and the young 
attorney. Hewasadmitted to the barat the age of 21, and made 
the practice of the law the work of his life. He was a profi- 
cient, earnest, and successful lawyer, and took such an active 
interest in public affairs that he was elected as a member of the 
Ohio Legislature in 1852, in which body his ability was fittingly 
recognized, as evidenced by his appointment as chairman of the 
judiciary committee of the house. 

By his sincerity, courage, and ability he won and retained the 
confidence and esteem of his party associates, who proved their 
appreciation of his high qualities of mind and heart by select- 
ing him to fill many important places of trust and honor. I 
served with him on one of the committees of this House, and at 
a meeting of that committee held two days prior to his death 
he seemed to be in excellent health and spirits, and although 
his years were nearly three score and ten, yet none of us who 
met and conversed with him at that meeting thought that he, 
with his majestic bearing and magnificent physique, would be 
called so soon to pay his tribute to the King of Terrors. 

The victories of William the Conqueror and all the other 
sovereigns of the English dynasties from Egbert to the present 
are mere bagatelles compared with the ravaging conquests of 
this arch — of life; butas man is not omniscient who can 
say that death isnot a disguised aes which we are trans- 
lated to the regions of the immortal, where paradisaical pleas- 
ures are omniprevalent, and sorrow is unknown. 

The progress and invention of this age are marvelous, but 
with all our astonishing discoveries and all our phenomenal 
progress, our efforts to make human life perpetual are as futile 
and as evanescent in their results as were the efforts of Ponce 
de Leon in his search for the Fountain of Youth. 

We can whisper across the sea and converse with the inhabi- 
tants of other continents, but we have no telephone communica- 
tion with the grave. Wecan measure correctly the distances 
of the planets and describe minutely their every motion, but we 
can not trace the flight of the departing soul. 

In coming years long after they shall have passed from earth 
we can reproduce the voice of our friends and the sermons and 
speeches of our preachers and statesmen, but nature will ex- 
haust herself in vain to produce a mortal with genius to discover 
media by which communication could be established with those 
beyond the tomb. 

@ may illuminate the world with are lights and incandes- 
cent lamps, but we can not make a searchlight to penetrate the 
least perceptible distance into the darkness of the mystery of 
death. In spite of the futility of human effort and the inconse- 
quence of any mortal, yet George W. Houk did not live in vain. 
He carved out of hard conditions a monument to his memory of 
which his family and his friends may well be proud. and set an 
example which the youth of this favored land may well afford to 
emulate. 

He is dead, but his good works and their beneficent influence 
will never die, but will be appreciated and remembered by the 
beneficiaries of his kind acts and good example, who will ever 
bear witness that the world is better for his having lived. 


Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, the late George 
W. Houk and myself entered Congress at the same time, and 
were assigned to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. Our daily official intercourse on that committee soon 
ane into personal friendship. I have met no man in public 
life who has impressed me as possessing more sterling qualities 
tf head and heart. Leaving it to others who knew him longer 
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than I did to speak of his personal history and the felicity of his 
social and domestic life, I desire to call attention to one or two 
characteristics of his public career which reflected honor on him 
while living, and which are worthy of emulation by those who 
live after him. Hewas in the fullest acceptation of the term an 
honest man. 

I do not mean that he was merely honest in the sense that he 
avoided wrong doing. I mean that he had an honest mind, and 
courageously did his duty on all occasions according to the lights 
before him. He had none of the instincts of a demagogue or a 
time-server. If he believed a measure to be right and that it 
would result beneficially to the country, he had the courage to 
advocate and support it, without regard to its effect on his per- 
sonal fortunes; and if he believed it to be wrong and hurtful in 
its results to the country, he would oppose it, notwithstanding 
in doing so he might run counter to a misguided public senti- 
ment in its favor. 

A man of education, a student of books, and an observer of 
current events, he possessed varied information and was thor- 
ovghly trained for the public service. Thus equipped and en- 
dowed he necessarily took high rank among his associates. 
Modest and unobtrusive, it required time and opportunity to 
know him at his worth. It was in the committee room where 
legislation is considered and perfected that he appeared to the 
greatest advantage. The highest meed of praise that can be 
bestowed on the memory of any man is to say that when living 
he was most respected and loved by those who knew him best, 
and this can truthfully be said of our lamented friend. 

He possessed another quality in a preéminent degree. He was 
a patriot. He loved his country and his wholecountry. Its his- 
tory, its traditions, and its achievements were all familiar to him 
and swelled his bosom with pride. He contemplated its future 
growth anddevelopment with enthusiam. I do not recall that 
heever addressed the House when his country was not his theme. 
He was arobust American. No ‘pent up Utica contracted ” his 

atrioticaspirations. Neither faction nor section had attractions 
orhim. It required his country and every part of his country 
to fill the measure of his patriotism. He loved American insti- 
tutions as an inestimable heritage from a patriotic ancestry, and 
guarded the Constitution which vouchsafed them to posterity as 
the Israelites guarded the ark of the covenant. 

The stalwart patriotism of such a man is worthy of comment 
and emulation in these latter days when Americanism isdimmed 
and discredited by the propagation of ideas which have been 
transplanted from foreign countries to our shores. Itis the ex- 
ample of such men as George W. Houk which gives assurance 
of a broader, a deeper, and a more enduring national life; and 
justifies the belief that we are approaching a period of national 
glory when sectional pride and differences will no longer exist, 
when the enemies of social order and good government will no- 
where be tolerated, and the Republic, its flag, and its institu- 
tions, will everywhere be cherished by the American people as 
the title to happiness and prosperity. 


Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, my limited acquaintance 
with the Hon. George W. Houk does not qualify me tospeak of 
him except in relation to his professional and public life. Ever 
since [ have been a practicing lawyer I have had some knowledge 
of Mr. Houk, who was an attorney residing in the city of Day- 
ton, in Montgomery County, Ohio. His reputation as a lawyer 
and a citizen was not limited to his immediate locality. There 
were few men more highly esteemed than he for devotion to 
truth. He was free from the cunning and trickery which are 
sometimes the principal weapons of successful lawyers. 

The fact that Mr. Houk was able to achieve a very high stand- 
ing at the bar of Montgomery County is proof of his ability and 

erseverance. He was a member of the General Assembly from 

fontgomery County in 1853, and was three times the Democratic 
candidate for Congress in the Third district, and was twice 
elected. 

The city of Dayton is located in the beautiful and fertile val- 
ley of the Great Miami River. Long before the organization of 
the State of Ohio the Indians had settled in the Miami Valley, 
and because of the superior advantages of that locality they re- 
sisted all efforts of the white race to invade their territory. 
But eventually the superior civilization of the white race in its 
westward course overcame the obstacles interposed by the In- 
dians, and the rich valley became the abode of a very intelligent 
and enterprising people. Some of the most talented representa- 
tive men of this country resided in the city of Dayton. 

It was here that Hon. Clement L. Vallandigham lived, and 
from which place he was senttoCongress. It isscarcely neces- 
sary to mention the characteristics of this great Democratic 
leader, especially during the exciting war period. He was the 
champion of that faction of Ohio Democrats who were opposed 
to a vigorous prosecution of the war for the suppression 
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of the rebellion. He was arrested, tried, and convicted by 
court-martial, and sentenced to imprisonment during the war. 
But Mr. Lincoln commuted the sentence to banishment into 
the enemy’s lines. But notwithstanding his opposition dur- 
ing the war, Mr. Vallandigham was one of the first to declare 
in favor of accepting the validity of allthe amendments to the 
Constitution. Having made a determined fight against the 
policy of Mr. Lincoln during the war, he had that independence 
of character which made it easy for him toacknowledge defeat 
and frankly recognize the duty of all people to accept the re- 
sults as conclusive of the issues involved in the war. 

From the city of Dayton also came to Congress another one of 
Ohio's greatest public men, Hon. Robert C, Schenck. I think 
I shall not transcend the truth when I say that it is doubtful if 
any district was ever represented in Congress by an abler man 
than Gen. Schenck. He was a Republican, and took partin the 
debates during the reconstruction period, displaying great 
thought and statesmanship. 

In the county of Montgomery, near the city of Dayton, is lo- 
cated the Central Branch of the National Home for Disabled Voi- 
unteer Soldiers. Itis the largestof its kindin the world. Here 
the disabled and helpless veterans of the wars of the Union are 
a with food, clothing, and shelter. Theinmates of that 

stitution are a part of the constituency of the district repre- 
sented by the Hon. George W. Houk. 

Mr. Speaker, I have referred to the foregoing facts for the 
purpose of affording some information concerning the people 
whom Mr. Houk had the honor to represent; and I think I may 
safely say that Mr. Houk was well qualified to represent that 
district, and fully sustained himself as one of the most efficient 
and useful members of Congress. He was always conservative 
and safe. He seldom took part in debate, but when he spoke 
his remarks were clear and candid. He was a careful listener, 
and a good judge of the merits of all measures. He was notdis- 
posed to follow extremists of his own party beyond the bounds 
of reason and justice; and when party victation compelled him 
to yield support to doubtful measures he did it reluctantly and 
with regret. 

In my personal relations with Mr. Houk I found him to be pos- 
sessed of the qualities and demeanor of a gentleman. He was 
inclined to be quiet and unobtrusive in his intercourse with his 
fellow-members, but was never disagreeable or unsocial when 
approached by anyone. The success which he attained as a 
lawyer, the excellent character which he bore among his peo- 
= at home, and his high standing as a member of this and the 

ast Congress, are sufficient tributes to his worth and character. 

Mr. SORG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that any 
member who may wish to print in the RecoRp remarks upon 
the subject of these resolutions may have permission to do so. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

And then, in accordance with the resolutions aiready adopted, 
the House (at 3 o'clock and 35 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private billsand resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. LOUD, from the Committeeon Claims: A bill (S. 557) 
for the relief of George F. Roberts, administrator of the estate 
of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving partner of Thayer 
Brothers, and others. (Report No. 1250.) 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A resolution to refer to the Court of Claims the bill 
a 6070) for the relief of Cornelius Phetznig. (Report No. 

51.) 

By Mr. RICHARDS, from the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (1. R. 6735) for the relief of the owner of the tug Wil- 
liam Alexander. (Report No. 1252.) 

A bill (S. 1058) for the relief of Chester B. Sweet, of Califor- 
nia. (Report No. 1253.) 

A bill (8. 470) for the relief of George H. Jewett, of Arling- 

ton, Washington County, Nebr. (Report No. 1254.) 





ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were adversely re- 
ported and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. RICHARDS, from the Committee on Claims: 
Bag HH. R, 5124) for the relief of Nelson Dalbeck. (Report 

0. . 

A bill (H. R. 7435) for the relief of Elizabeth B. Russell. (Re- 
port No, 1256.) 

A bill (H. R. 4418) for the relief ofSamuel N. Pook, constructor, 
United States Navy. (Report No. 1257.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committee was discharged {po 


the consideration of the following bill; which was referred a, 


follows: 
A bill (H. R. 7635) to remove the charge of desertion sta: 


ing against the name of Philo Newman—the Commitiee on \\)j). 


itary Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on N 
Affairs, 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H.R. 7726) to ratify an act of 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory of New Mexico-—to t 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H.R. 7727) to create a nati 
board forthe arbitration of controversies between employé: 
employers—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 7731) for t 
relief of certain Winnebago Indians in Minnesota—to the ( 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the followin, 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HALL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7728) for the relic 
Mary J. Bealmear—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: A bill (H.R. 7729) for th 
relief of Mary Ann Hendricks, Hinds County, Miss.—to th 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R.7730) for the relief of the estate of L. D 
McNair, deceased, late of Hinds County, Miss.—to the Commit 
tee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause lof Rule XXTII, the following petitions and paper 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


By Mr. HOUK: Petition of Rachel E. Mitchell, administratri: 


. the estate of H.C. Fain, deceased—to the Committee on Wa 
Claims. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Resolution of Leasee Union Association 
Tecumseh, Okla., against a bill selling Indian lands in reserya 
tions open to settlement—to the Committee on Indian Affai: 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial of J.S. Cowden, asking fo 
the printing of certain statements in reference to the Distric: 
of Columbia—to the Committee on Printing. 


SENATE. 
MonpDaAy, July 16, 1894, 
Prayer by Rev. Isaac W. CANTER, of the city of Washington 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceci- 


ings of Saturday last; when, on motion of Mr. MARTIN, and | 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an esti: 
mate of $1,500 for completing the range lights above Gras: 
Island, Detroit River, Michigan, and recommending that it b: 
inserted in the sundry civil appropriation bill for the fiscal ye 
1894-95; which was referred to the Committee on Appropris- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the S 
retary of War, returning, in response toa resolution of the Sen- 
ate of the 13th instant, a resolution passed by the Senate J 
6, 1894, calling fora detailed statement of all engagements ) 
tween the United States Army and hostile Indians from Ja: 
ary 1, 1850,to June 30, 1894, etc.; which, with the accompany: 
ing paper, was ordered to lie on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. T.0 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passe 
a bill (H. R. 6111) for the disposal of the accretions of the \1i" 
ginius indemnity fund; in which it requested the concurren 
of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H.R.352) to enable the people o! 
Utah to form a constitution and State government and to be ad- 
mitted into the Union on an equal footing with the origins 
States; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 
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VIRGINIUS INDEMNITY FUND. 


Tho bill (H. R. 6111) for the disposal of the accretions of the 
Virginius indemnity fund was read twice by its title. ; 

Mr. GRAY. Iask unanimous consent that the bill may lie on 
the table, in order that I may at some future time ask leave to 
substitute it for a bill reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations of the Senate. = 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It ought to be printed. 

Mr. GRAY. Let the bill be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Nashville, Tenn., praying for the early completion of 
the Nicaragua Canal, and placing the construction of the same 
under the control of the United States Government; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. Sa 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of | 
West Bay City, Mich., praying that fraternal beneficial socie- 
ties, orders, or associations be exempted from the proposed in- 
come tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. : 

Mr. COKE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Fort 
Worth, Tex., remonstrating against the present system of 
sectarian Indian education receiving Government support, etc.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the memorial of Rev. G. H. Croker 
and sundry other citizens of Whiting, lowa, remonstrating 
against the present system of sectarian Indian education receiv- 
ing Government support, etc.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

He also presented the petition of O. G. Anderson and sundry 
other citizens of Fort Dodge, Iowa, praying that fraternal bene- 
ficial societies, orders, or associations be exempted from the 
proposed income tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce,” 
of Astoria, Oregon, praying that an appropriation be made for 


The Chair 


Columbia River (Oregon) and its tributaries; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a pétition of the Ohio State Board 
of Commerce, praying for a survey for a canal from Lake Erie 
to the Ohio River; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. are 

He also presented a petition of 22 citizens of Elyria, Ohio, 
praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associa- 
tions, be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision of 
the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the paper of Lu B. Cake, of Omaha, 
Nebr., in relation to a settlement of the recent railroad strike; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R. 3130) to repeal in part and to limit 
section 3480 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. ALLISON on the 
19th ultimo, intended to be pro d to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon and moved thatit be 
printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. i879) to amend ‘‘An act to regulate the 
sittings of the courts of the United States within the district of 
South Carolina,” reported it without amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6720) providing for the resurvey of 
Grant and Hooker Counties, in the State of Nebraska, reported 
it with an amendment. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred an amendment submitted by 
himself May 23, 1894, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
a ora ap bill, reported Sunauatig thereon, and moved that 
it be printed, and, with theaccom ing papers, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations; w ich was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4209) for the relief of the se- 
curities of John S. Bradford, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MCMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6777) to amend an 


the establishment and maintenance of salmon hatcheries on the 


act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Washington and Great 
Falls Electric Railway,” reported it with amendments. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R. 1463) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Lucinda C. Wheeler, widow of John H. Wheeler, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am directed by the Committee on the 
Library to report back favorably the amendment intended to be 
proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill submitted by the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYL&] on the 13th instant— 
The amendment to purchase a copy of R. Peal’s original por- 
trait of George Washington, by Miss Eugenia Shankland. I 
move that the amendment be printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 2224) granting an increase 
of pension to C. W. Converse, of Glasco, Cloud County, Kans. ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2225) for the relief of Robert 
Henderson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2226) for the relief of Louis O. 
Faringhy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2227) for the relief of Martin Mul- * 
lins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2228) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Michael McCann; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2229) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Aseneth J. Burnett; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2230) granting a pension to 
Susan A. Jenkins; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
S1LODS. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 96) to ex- 
tend the charter of the Washington and Maryland Railroad 
Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. ROACH submitted an amendment intended to be 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. DOLPH submitted anamendment intended to be proposed 
by him tothe sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAREY submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which wer 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SQUIRE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GRAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committeeon Appropriations, and ordered to be print 

CONFERENCE COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iask unanimous consent that the Sen: 
tor from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who is absent, be exc i from 
service upon the conference on the Army appropriation bi 
that the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] be substituted in his 
place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The ¢ 
‘hears none, and it is so ordered. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the legislative, ex-cutive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the co: 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7097) making appropriations 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other 


pro- 


] 
1, an 


purposes. ar gl 
The Vick-PRESIDENT. The pending question is o mend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Florida | Mr. CAuu.| The 


amendment will be stated. 
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The SECRETARY. On page 8, strike out lines 19, 20, and 21 
and insert: 

For the care and maintenance of horses and vehicles used for carrying the 
mails and other transportation required for the uses of the Senate, $3,500: 
Provided, That the offer of aresponsible person shall be accepted who shall 
give satisfactory bond and security to perform the service —_ by the 
Senate with the present outfit of horses and vehicles and with the use of 
the stables belonging to the Senate for one-third less than the cost in the 
fiscal year ending on the Ist of July, 1894. 


Mr. CALL. When the Senate concurred in the amendments 
adopted as in Committee of the Whole it was agreed that the 
amendments which I had to offer might be submitted in the 
Senate. I was engaged at the time in looking over the amend- 
ments that I had prepared. That being the understanding, as 
I have some other amendments to offer in connection with the 
library and the Supreme Court, [ ask that the pending amend- 
ment be withdrawn for the present, until I can present and take 
the sense of the Senate upon the amendments in connection with 
the library. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr.CALL. On page 122, after line 4, I move to insert: 

One clerk for the Supreme Court, to be employed by the Chief Justice, at 
#2,500, for the service of the courtin obtaining books and making notes of 
reference, and such other duties as may be required; and one messenger for 
the court, at $750, to be employed by the Chief Justice for the convenience 
of the court and the removal of books. 

Mr. MILLS. I raise the point of order that the amendment 
oe the general law and is legislation on an appropriation 

i 





Mr. HALE. The Senate has decided this case already. I 
hope the Chair will not have any hesitation about settling the 
matter. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to have the decision of the Chair, 
and I should like to be heard on the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the Senator 
from Florida. The Chair was unable to hear the suggestion of 
the Senator from Texas as to his point of order. 

Mr. MILLS. I make the point of order that the amendment 
is “orp ps legislation on an appropriation bill. itis the same 
point of order that was made and sustained by the Senate four 
times on Saturday. 

Mr.CALL. The point of order was sustained without a yea- 
and-nay vote by half a dozen Senators. 

Now, Mr. President, 1 ask unanimous consent to be heard on 
this subject. The proposition is too unreasonable for any body 
of men to maintain and defend. Let us examine it. The rule 
says ‘‘ general legislation.” It is manifest, therefore, that gen- 
eral legislation is not legislation alone, but that there must be 
some other kind of legislation. If there be general legislation, 
there must be legislation which is not general. No one will 
deny that _ sition. What legislation is there that is not 

eneral and what legislation is there that is general? What 

ves the term mean? Every time two or three membersof this 
body desire to make an objection to the passage of any provision 
on an appropriation bill the senseless cry of general legislation 
ismade, Let us see. 

Let us not have positive affirmations of opinion, but let us be 
a body capable of reasoning and of argument. Now, what is 
general legislation? What does the term mean? Is it general 
in respect to what? Is it unlimited and general in respect to 
time, as that the amendment shall not be permanent, indefinite, 
continuous? Is it general when it is limited? Or is it partic- 
ular and not general and as opposed to that which is general? 
Is it general in respect that it shall embrace the whole country 
ora part of the country? What does the term mean? If it 
means anything at all, it means that legislation which concerns 
the great body of the people. 

Now, is it said that an act of Congress providing that money 
shall be paid to an individual upon conditions, being a change in 
the conditions upon an appropriation for a private bill affecting 
a particular person only, is general legislation? In one sense of 
the word, rer penny that comes out of the Treasury is general 
legislation. That is the sense of the proposition of the Senator 
from Maine, and he might as well say here that every act and 
amendment that takes a penny out of the Treasury is general 
legislation and can not be put — an appropriation bill; for 
‘*general’’ means either the whole 
of it, or some particular quality, asin reference to time—that it 
shall be unlimited, permanent, and continuous. 


meaning, and that meaning is that it is that which does notcon- 
cern a particular tribunal, a particular — a particular class 
or set of men, but that it embraces the y politic in its essen- 


tial qualities and character. That is the only sensible meaning 
which you can give to general legislation in the sense of this 
rule. If you mean to say that it changes existing law, the Sen- 
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ator from Mississippi [Mr. GEorGE], with logic apparent ang 
conclusive on its face, showed that every appropriation is 4 
change of existing law, and every provision of the bill, when j; 
comes annually under the command of the Constitution to tho 
two Houses for an appropriation, is a change of existing law. 
It makes law where there was none before and where it had ex. 
pired. 

But outside of that, what is there in this bill that these objec. 
tions should be made, when every judge of the Supreme Cour; 
desires, if we are to believe the statements of Senators Hoar. 
VEsT, WOLcorT, and DAWEs in the last Congress, this change: 
when every committee of the Senate to which it has ever beep 
referred desiresit; when the two colleagues of the Senator from 
Texas, the majority of his Committee on the Library, favor this 
change? Hestandsalone in defiance of hiscommittee in making 
these points of order here. 

Mr. MILLS. I will state that the matter has not been inves. 
= by the Library Committee 

Mr. CALL. I think that the Senator from Colorado [Mr, 
WoLcoTT] is a member of that committee, and here in the 
RECORD is his speech in the last session of Congress, which 
have read, openly affirming hissupportof it. The speech of the 
Senator from Indiana {[Mr. VOORHEES], the other associate on 
the committee of the Senator from Texas, is also in th 
RECORD, and I read it Saturday, affirming the recommendation 
and support of this proposition. So, long before the Senator 
from Texas came upon that committee, the majority of the 
committee had expressed and affirmed their support of these 
propositions. 

But what is this? I introduce an amendment providing that 
the Supreme Court shall appoint a clerk. Senators get up and 
say that that concerns the Library. What possible connection 
isthere between giving the Supreme Court this facility for the 
purposes of their convenient use of the Library and the organ- 
ization of the Library? 

The Senator from Maine |Mr. HALE] the other day made a 
point that this amendment proposed to change the existing law. 
I have examined the statutes, and the statutes in express terms 
contradict hisstatement. Thestatute uses the phrase that “ th 
following assistants,” naming them, ‘shall be appointed by the 
Librarian;” and those assistants have passed away years ani 
years ago. 

As I stated in my first observations, there is no law which to- 
Gay affects the assistants named in the law of 1836. To avoid 
that, however, I have introduced a provision here that a clerk 
of the Supreme Court shall be appointed, to serve the conven- 
iences of the court in respect to the use of the Law Library for 
obtaining the necessary books desired by them for the points 
and notes of reference, which the Senator from Mississippi | Mr. 
GEORGE], a member of the Judiciary Committee, for years a jus- 
tice of the supreme court of the State of Mississippi, and a law- 
yer who has no superior in this body or out of it, has testified 
that he has made use of the library, and found the services o/ 
the present assistant law librarian in that capacity of necessity 
and of great service to him. 

When [ introduced this amendment upon that authority, su: 
tained by the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, sustained }; 
a majority of the Committee on the Library, sustained by th 
passage of a bill containing a similar provision at the last ses- 
sion of the Senate, sustained by the request, as I have it, from 
the statement of the Senator from Missouri[Mr. VEST] given 
to me by others, and no doubtcorrect—because this record here 
shows it to be correct—sustained by the wishes of every judg: 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, this point is con- 
tinuously made. 

Mr. President, I undertake to say that there is no more prv- 
priety in asserting that an amendment which affects one person 
is general legislation than there is in saying that it is no legis: 
lation. ‘‘General” must have some meaning. What is it’ 
Does it mean one person? Is that the meaning of genera!’ 
Does it mean two persons or three persons orasmall part? Does 
it not mean the greater part? How much more than the greater 
part might be a question. It means that which affects the 
people of the United States in general, all of them, aad not t):: 
which chiefly affects individuals or a small part of the people 0! 
the United States. 

There are such things as private bills, private interests, class 
legislation, which do not concern the body politic, do not con- 


| cern the whole people of the United States; and there are bills 
But, Mr. President, the term ‘general legislation” has a 


and subjects which concern the greater part of the people o! 
the United States, andit is that character of legislation, refc'- 
ring to the continuous and permanent laws affecting the body 
politic, the economies of legislation, and not special interests, 
that we have a rule of the Senate which says you shall not oer 
on an aa bill an amendment for a private claim, 
unless under particular conditions and circumstances. 
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Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I make the point of order that 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida was in 
conflict with the third paragraph of Rule XVI, which says that: 

No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received toany 
general appropriation bill. 

I make the further point of order that the amendment violates 
the first paragraph of Rule XV1, which reads: 

j. All general appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, except bills making appropriations for rivers and harbors, 
whlch shall be referred to the Committee on Commerce; and no amend- 
ments shall be received to any general appropriation bill, the effect of which 
will be to increase an appropriation already contained in the bill, or to add 
a new item of appropriation, unless it be made to carry out the provisions 
of some existing law, or treaty stipulation, or act, or resolution previously 

assed by the Senate during that session; or unless the same be moved by 

irection of a standing or select committee of the Senate, or proposed in 
pursuance of an estimate of the head of some one of the Departments. 

The first proposition is that the amendment proposes general 
legislation on an appropriation bill; and it is only necessary for 
me to state what I stated on Saturday, when there were not so 
many Senators present as there are now, that the object of the 
rule was to confine the appropriations of the Government to the 
Appropriations Committee, and to confine the Appropriations 
Committee to appropriations made under existing law to carry 
on the administration of the Government. That is their special 
duty; that is their function, under the rules of the Senate, to 
make the appropriations required by the mandates of the law, 
and anes else. Everything outside of that is general legis- 
lation—legislation affecting various subjects. 

The reason for that provision, Mr. President, as we all know, 
is that the Committees on Appropriations of the two Houses are 
the two busiest committees of the two bodies. They have their 
hands full; they are constantly investigating items of appropri- 
ation in the numerous bills,each of which is as large as an ordi- 
nary volume. They do not have the time to investigate general 
legislation that is proposed to be ingrafted upon the bills, and 
therefore that proposed legislation must be sent to a committee 
to be investigated before it shall be incorporated in an appro- 
priation bill. ah a : 

The other provision of the rule proves the position which I 
take to be unassailable, and that is, that no amendment shall be 
incorporated in an appropriation bill until it shall havereceived 
the investigation and sanction of some committee of the body; 
and here is an amendment which has received the sanction of 
no committee. 

This body is known all over the country for its courtesy; it 
stands upon its courtesy among its own members; and here is 
the Senator from Florida insisting on running over the Com- 
mittee on the Library, to whom the Senate under its rules com- 
mits this question. e have not had an opportunity to investi- 
gate and report upon it. So far from it having been reported 
by the Committee on the Library, it has not even been reported 
by the committee of which the Senator is a member, the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and that committee is opposing it 
here upon the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. IfI understand the Senator, he is bringing out 
a point that is entirely new to me in this matter. Does the Sen- 
ator say that this amendment has not been reported by any com- 
mittee? I got the impression from what the Senator from Flor- 
ida stated that the amendment had the support of the Commit- 
tee on the Library. I do not know that the Senator did say ex- 
actly that, 

Mr. MILLS. The amendment has never been reported or ex- 
amined by the Committee on the Library since I have been a 
member of it, and I am chairman of that committee. 

Mr. HALE. Then the Senator from Florida has nothing 
whatever to goon. I thought the Senator from Florida had the 
report of a committee to sustain him. 

r. MILLS. No. TheSenator from Florida reported the ut- 
terances of two gentlemen who are now on the Committee on the 
Library, but who at the time the utterances were made were not 
members of the Committee on the Library, as I understand. 

Mr. CALL. I beg pardon, they were. 

_Mr. MILLS. One was, and one was not. 
Colorado [Mr. Wotcort]I think was not. 

Mr. CA L. I beg pardon, 

Mr. MiLLS. He took the place of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. HOAk}, as T understand. 

Mr. HALE. If the Commiites on the Library, which has this 
whole matter in charge, has not reported in favor of the amend- 
ment, what little strength it ever had is gone. 

Mr. MILLS. It has not been reported by the Committee on 
the Library. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I rise toa — of order. This precise 
question, as I understand, was decided four times on Saturday, 
and I do not know why the time of the Senate should be taken 
up in listening to a discussion between Senators on this ques- 
tion of order. Of course, I understand this matter is within the 


The Senator from 
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discretion of the Presiding Officer: but it seems to me this dis- 
cussion ought not to be allowed to go on indefinitely, when the 
Senate itself has acted upon it so recently and so emphatically, 

Mr. MILLS. I willconclude what I was going tosay by simply 
adding that I have sought to have an opportunity to investigate 
this thing. I want to confer with the judges of the Supreme 
Court about it. I have not heard one word from them on the 
subject. I have conferred, however, with the Librarian, a most 
excellent gentleman and a most competent officer, as everyone 


will testify. I have known him for twenty-one years, and I 
have never known a morecompetent, a more affable, polite, and 
courteous gentleman. He is opposed to this amendment. 

In common with other Senators, I have been so busy with the 
tariff question that I have not had anopportunity to investigate 
this thing as I desire to do, and I want to have during the re- 


cess of Congress an opportunity to look into it. This isa very 
big question, proposing to rend this great Library in twain. 
The law part of this Library belongs to the Congressional Li- 
brary, held by these two bodies in their own hands, and they do 
not give the control of it away to anybody; and now here comes 
a proposition, supported by one Senator, who is proposing to 
break down the jurisdiction of the two Houses of Congress as to 
the law part of this great Library of the country. I at leastask 
that the Senate will give the Committee on the Library an op- 
portunity to investigate and report upon that question. 

Mr. CALL. Iask unanimous consent to say a word. It is 
always proper that a matter should be stated fairly, and should 
not be decided upon statements that are entirely incorrect. 
That is due to every question. There is no argumentin stating 
propositions which do not rest upon facts nor in a body decid- 
ing a case which does not rest upon the facts of the case, not 
meaning to impeach anybody's intention. 

Mr. MILLS. What I have stated are facts. 

Mr. CALL. Ido not undertake to dispute what the Senator 
says; but I dispute this part of it. I say substantially it is true 
that while the Library Committee may not have had a meeting 
since the Senator from Texas has been a member of the com- 
mittee, the record shows that the Library Committee, consti- 
tuted in its membership as it is now—— 

Mr. MILLS. Not the committee, but a member of it. 

Mr. CALL. That committee, with the exception of the Sen- 
ator from Texas, in an open and exhaustive debate in this body 
at the last session, affirmed their approval and recommenda- 
tion. 

Mr. MILLS. Not at the last session. 

Mr.CALL. It is not material whether it was to-day or yes- 
terday or the day before or this session or the last session. The 
substantial question is not as to time, but as to the facts, 
whether the Library Committee, whether the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the Senate, whether the Senate itself, whether the 
Judiciary Committee of the House of Representatives, and 
whether all the judges of the Supreme Court have not affirmed 
and approved this amendment. That is the question to which 
the Senator from Texas should have addressed himself, and 
not as to the merits of the Librarian or the rending of the great 
library in two. How? This amendment has never been de- 
cided out of order, nor any amendment cognate to it, nor has any 
amendment resembling itwhich hasever been before this body. 

This amendment proposes to reduce the appropriation con- 
tained in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill, and, therefore, itis not subject to the objection. “Any Sena- 
tor can move an amendment to an appropriation bill which does 
not increase the amount, and which is not general legislation. 
This amendment reduces the number, and substitutes, in place 
of it,a clerk ofthe Supreme Court, who may be employed by the 
Chief Justice for what? To enable the court to use the books 
required by them to make notes of reference; a man of the skill 
i ability, such as this gentleman who has been spokenof here, 
who has the confidence of the Supreme Court, to be employed 
as the clerk. The Senator from Mississippi, in his investiga- 
tions of law questions, has availed himself of the services of this 
gentleman to make notes of reference from the law books and 
decisions of the courts. 

This lawyer in charge of the Law Library has had the appro- 
priation taken away from him which was provided by law, as 
appears in this debate, and the Senator from Texas is here 
justifying it. He is given $1,200 a year, which is less than is 
paid to the experienced, capable, and intelligent colored em- 
ployé who attends to the books in the Law Library; this man 

used by the court in gathering and making notes of the books 
required in great and important cases, which are being consid- 
ered there and decided by that tribunal, is receiving but $1,200 
a year, and the valuable and capable colored man receives 
$1,400, and the committee has no time toinvestigate the subject. 

We decide points of order here. The Senator from Texas did 
not and can not tell usin any sensible proposition what ‘ general 
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legislation” is except by contrasting it with particular and spe- 
cial legislation. He ean notdcit. Thereis otherwise nomean- 
ing to theterm. This amendment does not increase the appro- 
priation; it reduces it. It reduces the number of assistants in 
the Library; it relieves them from the work which they are re- 
quired to do for the Supreme Court, and it gives tothe Supreme 
Court a clerk at $2,500 a year to enable it to facilitate its use of 
the law books and for making points of reference in the court. 

It relates to the judiciary, and it is offered tothe clause of tho 
bill relating not to the Library, but to the judicial department 
of the Government. There is where the amendment belongs 
and the subject to which it relates. 

It is true it serves the same end as the other; but I venture to 
say that no amendment like this, no amendment in terms resem- 
bling this, no amendment which has any connection with this, 
except that it should have the same use, has been decided by 
the Senate to be out of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate 
the question, Is the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Fierida in order? 

Mr. CALL. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name wascalled). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. 

Mr. QUAY (when hismame wascalled). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama {[Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITs], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

The roll eall was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the senior Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. If he were present I should 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE. Tam paired with the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. DoLpH}. If he were present I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CAREY. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. MITCHELL], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. McMILLAN (aftec having voted in the negative). I am 

aired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], but 
fn order to make a quorum I have the privilege of voting, and 
I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. QUAY. Lam advised a Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
PuGH] that his colleague [Mr, MorGAN], with whom I am paired, 
would vote the same way as Ido on this question, and I there- 
fore vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have the right to vote to make a quo- 
rum. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I have the right to vote to make a 

uorum, and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr.CAREY. In order to make a quorum, I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. SHOUP. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. WHITE] to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
Dixon}, and will vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CAREY (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire 
to withdraw my vote. I understand there is a quorum without 





my vote. I brokemy pair and voted inorder to make a quorum. 
The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 29; as follows: 
YEAS--15. 
Allen, Ge . Power, Shoup, 
Bate, Hans h, Proctor, uire, 
Call, Hunton, Roach, Waist, 
Dubois, Perkins, Sherman, 
NAYS—29. 
Aldrich, Gorman, McLaurin, Pugh, 
Allison, Gray, MeMillan, gues, 
Blackburn, Hale, Martin, om, 
Brice, Harris, Mills, Vilas, 
y Hawley, Pasco, Washburn. 
Uoke, . Patton, 
Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Pefter, 
G ‘ indsay, Platt, 
NOT VOTING—iL 

Berry, Dixon, Lodge, Stewart, 
Blanchard, iph, M erson, Teller, 
Butter, Frye, Manderson, : 
Oaffery, Gibson, 
Camden, Gordon, Mi Wis. Voorhees, 
Cameron Higgins, White, 
Onastler cas’ Murphy Walcott, 
Se em. «= Seay 

ev. e Ww, 
Davis, Kyle, Smith 


So the amendment was not reesived. 
Mr. CALL, On page 18, line 13, the compensation of the Li- 
4, , librari- 


brarian is fixed at and there are thirty assistant 
ans provided for, all the chief . It reads 
“for thirty assistant two at $2,500 each.” After the 
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word ‘‘each ”I propose to insert ‘‘ one of whom shall have chap 
of the Law Library and be employed on the recommendati 
the Chief Justice.” 


Mr, HALE. That is the same thing. 
Mr. M{LLS. I make the same point of order on the am: 
ment. Itis thesame case in different form. This is th 


time it has been presented, and five times the Senate has y 
that it is not in order. 

Mr. HALE. Icallfortheregularorder. Certainlyit is hig 
time. LIask for the decision of the Chair on the point of orde 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by {! 
Senator from Florida will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, After the word ‘“‘each,” inline 15, pag 
insert: 


One of whom shall havecharge of the Law Library and be employed | 
Chief Justice. 


Mr.CALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. I object to debate. I call for the regular ord 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator from Maine to allow mé tos 
a single word. 

Mr. HALE. No, sir; I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena. 
tor from Florida, thatthe pointof order being made, he can p: 
ceed only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CALL. I understand that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the Senat 
from Florida proceeding? 

Mr. HALE. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. HALE. I ask for the ruling of the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order having bc 
made, the Chair is compelled, the Senate having repeated|y de- 
termined this question, to sustain the point of order. Th 
amendment age by the Senator from Florida is not inorder 

Mr.CALL. I makea further motion to amend the bill. In 
line 14, page 18, I move tostrike out “‘ thirty ’and insert *‘ twenty- 
six.” 

Mr. President, I wish to say a word about the amendment 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the amendment be stated. 

Mr. CALL. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Florida will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 14, page 18, strike out the wo 
‘*thirty” and insert ‘‘ twenty-six; ’’ so as to read: 

For twenty-six assistant librarians. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine gain: 
nothing by the metion excluding me from saying a few words on 
this q . Here is a library of 85,000 volumes, increasing 
atthe rate of twoorthree thousand a year,certified by every judg 
of the supreme judicial tribunal to require special care and atten- 
tion, certified to be in charge of a man capable of giving that car 
and the request is made that the court shall have some kind | 
a over thespecial officer charged with the duty of pro 
viding conveniences for the court. 

Substantially this amendment and this request of the judge 
of the Su e Court, certified to by the Senator from Massa 
chusetts . Voorl by Senator Dawes, by the Senator frou 
Missouri [Mr. Vust] in the record which I have read to ‘ 
Senate, by the Senate of the United States, recommen 
by the Judiciary Committee, struck off the billin general con‘ 
ence,isdenied. Theabsolute power of appointment of the thi: 
assistants, without knowledge or recommendation from any |) 
partment of this Government, is confided to one single man, « 
the court’s wishes are treated with disrespect and the manda‘ 
of the Senate in its former session is treated with disrespec' 
We stand in this position, and we can not escape it before th 
country. Here is a bill full of general legislation. Here is 
rule which, if the construction that Senators put upon it is «o" 
rect, is as binding upon the Committee on Appropriations a: 
any Senator or the members of any other committee of the S 

te 


ate. 

Members of the Senate derive no additional functions frou 
being upon the Committee on Appropriations. They have | 
additional rights. They are not superior to any other Senator: 
If it be out ef order to put upon an a bill gener 
legislation, it isas much so when proposed by members 0! t 
Committee on Appropriations as when suggested by other me 
bers, That is a tion which can not be controvertcd 
They have no more right to change the laws and put legislati' 
prov. upon an appropriation bill than has any other Sena‘0’ 
nor have they the right to exclude such propositions from the 
consideration of this body. The rule of the Senate does not 5\/ 
that the Committee on A iations can put — legislation 


oe peer bill, opens prohibitory upon the. 
What. the pending bill do? It aeuames the entire admin- 
istrative methods of the Treasury Department of the United 
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States. It revolutionizes them. Itdismisses hundreds of em- | 
ployés and creates new offices without limit and without the | 
sanction of existing law, thus changing the law and abolishing it. | 

Yet we stand here, by what strange magic I know not, to re- | 
sist a little request of the Supreme Court and the judges of it, | 
made substantially, if not in terms, as proved in the RECORD by | 
the testimony of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] | 
at the last Congress: by Mr. Dawes, then in charge of the legis- | 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; by the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. VEST], as quoted in the debate, speaking of 

rsonal conferences with the judges, and by the Senator from | 
Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr}, of the Library Committee, and sus- | 
tained by the whole Senate. 

Yet the bill can, at the request of two orthres members, have 
in it legislation changing the entire method of doing business 
in, and the entire character of, the Treasury Department in its 
different bureaus and affecting the whole body politic of the 
country in its most important Department. 

We stand before the country professing to reason and toargue, | 
and we say that an amendment which requires one assistant li- 
brarian to be appointed by the Librarian, with the approval of 
the Supreme Court, is out of order because it is general lezis- | 
lation in a bill of general legislation, changing the whole exist- 
ing law. If the Senate can stand it, I can. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr.COCKRELL. [hold in my hand a ietterfrom Hon. M. A. | 
SMITH, the Delegate from the Territory of Arizona, dated July | 
16, 1894, calling attention tothe absolute necessity of an increase 
in the amount provided for the office of the surveyor-general of 
the Territory of Arizona and for clerk hire in his office. The 
amount is estimated at $8,000. On page 106, line 13, [ move to 
strike out the word ‘“‘ seven ” and insert “‘eight,” so as to read | 
$8,000,” to correspond with the estimates. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Inline 13, page 106, before the word ‘' thou- 
sand,” strike out the word ‘“‘seven” and insert ‘‘eight;” so as to 
read: ‘* $8,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.CALL. In the items for office of Sergeant-at-Arms and | 
Doorkeeper of the Senate, on page 6, line 8, I move, after the 
word “each,” to stri'xe out the word “laborer” and insert the 
words ‘‘ two laborers,” so as to read: **‘ Two laborers in charge of 
the private passage;” and to strike out in the 12th line the words 
“twenty-five” and insert ‘‘ twenty-four;” so as to read: 

Twenty-four laborers, at #720 each. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing tothe 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to say that this amendment does not in- 
crease the appropriation in the bill. It is moved for the pur- 
pose of restoring to the rolls of the Senate an aged man who has 
been in the service of the Senate for thirty years, a crippled 
man who has no other means of earning a livelihood, who has 
served the Senate until he is unable to doanything else, and who 
has a family dependent upon him for support. 

A large majority of the members of the Senate on both sides 
have signed a request that a provision should be made for this 
man,and such an amendment was referred to the Committee on 
Contintingent Expenses, but owing tochanges and other matters 
it has not Sion reported to this body. A majorityof the Sena- 
tors and allthe employés here are interested in thisamendment. 
The man is capable of rendering efficient service. 

As I said, for thirty years he has been in the faithful service 
of this body. He is a cripple. I understand he is an intelli- | 
gent, faithful, efficient, capable man for the duty which he has 
— I have no interest init. Iknowhim only asothers 

now him; he is not from the State which I represent in part, 
and I only feel that it is becoming to the dignity of this y 
that they should not turn out upon the highways to starve a | 
man with a dependent family who has become disabled in the }- 
service of the Senate for any other business than that which he 
may perform here; and heis as capable of performing this busi- 
Mir. COCKRELL. t hope th agre 

Mr. . ope the amendment will not be zed 
a a -_ — em = ae States will not set the ex- | 

ng a civ an him u msion roll 
of Senate officers, ee Soon penaion 

Mr. CALL. I do not expect the support of the Senator from 
Missouri, but I wish to antagonize the sentiment which he ex- 
presses, and I hold that in any body benevolence and humanity 
and consideration for the poor should form a part of the publie 
policy of the Government, and that a contrary policy is Sucte 
rous, uncivilized, and unworthy of this enlightened age. 

The amendment was rejeates. 


} fiscal year ending on the Ist 


| Here is a provision of $5,000 for what? 


| efficiently. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. (O19 


e 








Mr. CALL. I have another amendment to offer. On page 8, 

beginning in line 19, I move to strike out the following clause: 
For expenses of maintaining and equipping horses and mail wagons for 

carrying the mails, $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

And to insert the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment 


will be stated 





The SECRETARY. Strike out lines 19, 20, and 21 on page 8. 
and insert: : 

For the care and maintenance of horses and vehicles f irrying 
the mails and other transportation required for the uses of , #3 : 
Provided, That the offer of a responsible person shall be a ) ull 
give satisfactory bond ands irity to perform tho service requi he 
Senate with the present outfit of horses and vehicles and with 

| the stables belonging to the Senate for one-third less than the co 


of July, 1894 


Mr. CALL. The clause I move to strike out is perhaps the 
most extravagant provision of the extravagences of this bill. 
To take care of eleven 
horses. It would cost at the outside about $110 a month to fe: 
these horses and provide for their proper care and maintenance. 
while for them with three or four mail wagons for the use of the 
Senate, a stable being provided, $5,000 is appropriated. 

There are hundreds of people in this city who will agree to 
perform that service for one-half that amount. and perform it 
No one knows anything at all about the cost of this 


work, but it is quite evident that it is preposterous. The idea 


| of appropriating $5,000 for eleven horses, stable being provide: 


rent free for three or four wagons! I wish to say it is an ex 
travagant appropriation, and I propose the amendment. I ask 
for a vote upon it. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move to insert, at the end of the 26th see- 
tion, page 143, the following proviso: 

Provided, That the duties, devolved by the act making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, upon a Joint Commission to Inquire into and 


| Examine the Status of Laws Organizing the Executive Departments, ete., 


shall, after the passage of this act, and until the 4th day of March, 1895, be 
performed on the part of the Senate by the Committee on Organization, 
Conduct, and Expenditures of the Executive Departments. 

This merely trausfers from one committee of the Senate to 
another certain duties which legitimately belong toa standing 
committee of the Senate. It is not important. It expires on 
the ith day of March next. I think it will not be objected to. 

Mr. CALL. I can not permit that to pass, although I am 
heartily in accord with the Senator from Vermont, without 
showing to the country the character of the proceedings here. 
Here is an amendment to a bill which contains general levisla- 


| tion in the most important particulars, which changes an entire 


Department of this Government, put upon it by Senators calling 
themselves a joint commission. They are no more than indi- 
vidual Senaters, for the commission gives them no other func 
tion. 

Under a rule which they claim prohibits all general legisla 
tion, five or six times they have affirmed that anything is gen- 
eral legislation which changes existing law bya deliberate vote 
of this body, and now the Senator from Vermont proposes to do. 
what? To abrogate and repeal what they claim to be astatute. 

It is true, I say, that it was in contravention of the C 
tion of the United States most palpable that this so-called joint 
commission was created, alegislative body appointed by the dead 
officers of an expired Congress and charged with the living func- 
tion of representing a new and live Congress, expending larg 
sums of public money, employing experts, changing the entire 
character of one of the Departments without the authority o 
this body as expressed in the form and requirements of the Con- 
stitution. 

But yet Senators claim it to be a statute, and thisamendment 
of my friend the Senator from Vermont is predicated upon the 
idea that the Senate of the United States has not the constitu 
tional power of providing its own rules of procedure implied i 
the term ‘‘ Each House may determine the rules of its procee 


Yn +i 4, 
mMStivtu- 


ings,” and yet that a proceeding of the Senate created by a stat- 
ute of the United States commanding it to pursue a particular 


method has to be abrogated by a provision upon an appropria- 
tion bill, which theSenate has decided can not contain any gen- 
eral legislation, but is to be abrogated by an amendment to the 


| Statutes. 


Mr. President, this is all I have to say. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionis on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I hardly understood whether the Senator 
from Florida opposes or favors the amendment. 

Mr. CALL. I do not oppose it. I only wanted to call atten- 
tion to the fact that what is accorded to the Senator from Ver- 
mont was denied to the Supreme Court, and is denied to other 
Senators upon this floor. No point of order is raised by me. 
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Mr. PROCTOR. 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TTOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2015) grant- 
ing to the Columbia Irrigation Company a right of way through 
the Yakima Indian Reservation in Washington. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6748) making 
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1895, and for other purposes; asked a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. GEISSENHAINER, and 
Mr. DOLLIVER managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 

The message further announced that the House insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (S.1919) to ratify and confirm an 
agreement with the Yuma Indians in California, for the cession 
of their surplus lands, and for other purposes; agreed to the con- 
ference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and hadappointed Mr. HUNTER, Mr. LYNCH, 
= Mr. PICKLER managers at the conference on the part of the 

ouse. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R.7498) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River from a point within the limits of the city of 
Dubuque, in the State of Iowa, known as Eagle Point, to the 
a bank of said river, in the county of Grant and State of 

consin; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BRICE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5994) ‘‘making appro- 
priations for the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, 
and for other purposes,”’ having met, after full and free conference have 
ag to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 

Ows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 16, 24, and 27. 

That the House.recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 17, 19, 20, 21, 23, 25, 26, anc 29, and 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘#20; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*8500;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ #2,400;"’ and the Senate agree tothe same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the 
Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'$1,500;" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with amendments, as follows: 
Strike out in line6 of said amendments the words “made available,” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word ‘“ reappropriated,’’ and strike out in line 
7, page 19, of the bill the following: ‘‘to be immediately available;’’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 22, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$1,460; ”’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert ‘'$4,000;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

CALVIN M. BRICE, 


WILKINSON CALL 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JOSEPH WHEELER, 
JOSEPH H. OUTHWAITE, 
W. W. BOWERS, 

Managers on the part of the House. 





I trust the Senate will adopt the amend- 


The report was concurred in. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6748) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for 
other purposes, and requesting a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr.GORMAN. I move that the Senate insist u 
ments and agree to the conference asked by the 
resentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on ae of the Senate, and Mr. GorR- 
MAN, Mr. BLACKBURN, and Mr. HALE were appointed. 


n its amend- 
ouse of Rep- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





JULY 





16, 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr.GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the cop. 
sideration of House bill 5481, being the District of Columbia 
oo bill. 

he motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5481) making 
appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government o/ 
the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895 
and for other purposes, which had been reported from the Com. 
mittee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask that the formal reading of the bill be 
dispensed with and that the amendments of the Committee oy 
Appropriations be considered as they are reached. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection that course wi| 
be pursued. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amend. 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was on page 2, line §, 
after the word ‘' dollars,” to strike out ‘‘one messenger, $180," 
and insert ‘‘one stenographer and typewriter, $720;” in line 
24, before the word ‘ dollars,” to strike ovt ‘clerk, nine hun- 
dred,” and insert ‘‘ deputy property clerk, one thousand;” on 
page 3, line 5, after the word " thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ one 
hundred and forty-one,” and insert ‘‘ four hundred and eighty- 
one;”’ so as to read: 

For executive office: For two Commissioners, at £5,000 each; one Engineer 
Commissioner, $1,768 (to make salary $5,000); one secretary, 82,160; one clerk 
$1,500; one clerk, $1.400; three clerks, one of whom shall be a stenographer 
and tppewriter, at $1,200 each; one messenger, $600; one stenographer and 
typewriter, #720; one driver, $480; one inspector of buildings, $2,400; one as 
sistant inspector of buildings, $1,200; two assistant inspectors of buildings 
at$1,000each; and one of the assistant inspectors of buildings shall hereafter 
also perform the duties of inspector of elevators and fire escapes, without 
additional compensation; one clerk, $1,600; one clerk, $900; one messenger 
$480; one janitor, 8700; one laborer at $1 per day, $313; two laborers, at #30 
each; one steam engineer, $900; one property clerk, 81,600; one deputy prop- 
ory clerk, $1,000; one clerk, $720; one messenger clerk, 3600; one messenger 
$180; three watchmen, at $480 each; one chief inspector of plumbing, #2,(00 
four assistant sageowete of plumbing, at €1,000 each: one harbor master, 
$1,200; in all, $46,481. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 3, to insert the following 
proviso after line 6: 

Provided, That the accounting officers of the Treasury, in the settlement 
of the accounts of Josiah Dent, Thomas P. Morgan, and William J. Twin- 
ing, late Commissioners of the District of Columbia, are hereby authorized 
and directed to credit and allow audit No. 1577, made in favor of John F 
Cook, collector of the District of Columbia, October 17, 1881, for $4,079.70, on 
account of the redemption of special tax scrip certificates numbered, re- 
or 819, 914, 936 and 928: And provided further, That in crediting and 

lowing said audit 1577, as aforesaid, no money on account thereof shall be 
~_ out of the Treasury of the United States, and the Treasurer of the 


nited States is hereby authorized and directed to deliver the said special 
tax scrip certificates to Isaac S. Lyon, the owner thereof. 


Mr. GORMAN. In line 22, page 3, I move to strike out 
“Treasurer of the United States” and insert ‘‘Secretary of the 
Treasury.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 4, line 1), 
after the word “dollars,” to insert ‘‘one deputy collector, 
$1,800; and in line 19, before the word “ dollars,” to strike ou' 
‘fourteen thousand two hundred” and insert ‘‘sixteen thou- 
sand;” so as to make the clause read: 

For collector’s office: For one collector, 4,000; one deputy collector 
$1,800; one cashier, $1,800; one bookkeeper, $1,600; two clerks, at $1,400 each, 
two clerks, at $1,200 each; one clerk and messenger, $1.000; one messenger 
$600; in all, $16,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 5, line 1, after the word 
‘*each,” to insert ‘‘ one clerk, $1,000;” in line 3, before the word 
dollars,” to strike out ‘five hundred” and insert ‘six hun- 
dred and twenty-five,” and in line 5, before the word ‘‘ dollars, 
to strike out ‘sixteen thousand seven hundred” and _ insert 
‘‘seventeen thousand eight hundred and twenty-five;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For auditor's office: For one auditor, $3,000; one chief clerk, $1,800; one 
bookkeeper, $1,800; one clerk, $1,600; two clerks, at $1,400 each; three clerks 
at $1,200 each; one clerk, $1,000; one messenger, #600; one disbursing clerk 
$1,625; in all, $17,825. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 11, page 5. 

Mr. GORMAN. In line 8 after the word ‘‘ thousand,” I move 
to strike out ‘‘two” and insert ’ eight,” and in line 10, after the 
word “‘all,” I move to strike out ‘*$8,600” and insert ‘ ‘$9,200: 
so as to make the clause read: 

For attorney's office: For one attorney, #4,000; one assistant attorney, © 
000; one special assistant attorney, $1,800; one law clerk , $1,200; one messe” 
ger, #200; in all $9,200. 

The'amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
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of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 7, line 14, after: Ad to insert: 
the word ‘‘dollavs,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the last clause of section 5 of ‘An act providing a perma 
nent form of government for the District of Columbia,” approved June !1. 
1878, is hereby amended s0 as to read as follows: The President ofthe United 
States may detail from the Engineer Corps of the Army not more than three 
officers, junior to the engineer officer belonging to the Board of Commission- 
ers of said District, to act as assistants to said Engineer Commissioner in 
the discharge of the special duties imposed upon him by the provisions of 

this act. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The aext amendmend was, on page 8, after line 4, to insert: 
Plumbing board: For compensation of not exceeding five members of the 
yiumbing board, at $200 each, $1,000, to be paid to said members in addition 
= to any salaries paid them for other services. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 21, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert ‘clerk to the superintendent, $900; in all, 
$3,900;” so as to make the clause read: 

Superintendent of charities: For superintendent of charities, %3,00); 
clerk to the superintendent, $900; in all, $3,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 13, to increase the 
appropriation for contingent expenses of the government of the 
Distriet of Columbia from $22,500 to $24,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 





ASSESSMENT AND PERMIT WORK, 








For assessment ani permit work, $20,000: Provided, That hereatter 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are authorized and em 
powered, whenever in their judgment the public health, safety, or comfort 
require it,or whenever application shill be made therefor, accompanied by 
a deposit equal to one-half the estimated cost of the work, to improve and 
repair alleys ani sidewalks, and to construct sewers and ciaewelns in the 
District of Columbia of such form and materials as they may determine, 
and to pay the total cost of such work from appropriations for assessment 
and permit work 

Said Commissioners shall give notice by advertisement, twice a week for 
two weeks in some newspaper published in the city of Washington, of any 
assesstauent Work peogeee’ to be done by them under this act, designating 
the location and the kindof work to be done, specifying the kind of materials 
to be used, the estimated cost of the improvement, and fixing a time and 
place wken and where property-owners to be assessed can appear and pre 
sent objections thereto, and for hearing thereof. One-half of the total cost 
of the assessment work herein provided for, including the expenses of the 
assessment, shall be charged against and become a lien upon abutting prop- 
erty, and an assessment therefor shall be levied pro rata according to the 
linear frontageof saidproperty. One-half of thecost of the assessment work 
done under the provisions of this act shall be paid to the collector of taxes 
of the District of Columbia, as follows: One-third of the amount within sixty 
days after service of notice of such assessment, without interest; one-third 
Within one year, and the remainder within two years from the date of such 
service of notice, and interest shall be charged at the rate of 8 per cent per 
annum from the date of service of such notice on a!l amounts which shall 
remain unpaid at the expiration of sixty days after service of notice of such 
assessment, which in all cases shall be served upon each lot owner, if he or 
she be a resident of the District, and his or her residence known, and 




























y " i 9 i t , | if he or she be a nonresident of the District, or his or her residence 
i The next amendment oo yess 9, a a to aan the unknown, such notice shall be served on his or her tenant or agent, xs the 
% appropriation for contingent expenses of stables of the engineer | case may be, and if there be no tenant or agent known to the Commission 
department from $5,500 to $6,000. ers, then they shall give notice of such assessment by advertisement twice 


& week for two weeks in some newspaper published in said [ istrict. 
The service of such notice, where the owner or his tenant or agent resides 
in the District of Columbia, shall be either personal or by leaving the same 
with some person of suitable age at the residence or place of business of such 
owner, agent, or tenant; and return of such service, stating the manner 





The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 10, line 11, before the word 
“cases,” to strike out ‘‘ witness” and insert ‘ District;” so as to 
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make the clause read: thereof, shall be made in writing and filed in the office of said Commissioners: 
i Yor judicial expenses, including procurement of chains of title, the print- | Provided, That the cost of publication of the notice herein provided for and 
’ ing of briefs and witness fees in District cases before the court of appeals | the service of such notices shall be paid out of the appropriations for assess- 
of the District of Columbia, #1,000 ment and permit work. Any property upon which such assessment and ac 






crued interest thereon, or any part thereof, shall remain unpaid at the ex- 
The amendment was agreed to. 10. li ". before the word piration of two years from the date of service of notice of such assessment 
The next amendment was, On page 1V, ine 17, ore t © wor shall be subject to sale therefor under the same conditions and penalties 

‘‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘eight hundred and fifty” and insert | which are imposed by existing laws for the nonpayment of general taxe: 


“ i No < ° and if any property assessed as herein provided forshal! become liable to sale 
one thousand;” so as to make the clause read: for any other assessment or tax whatever, then the assessments levied under 


For livery of horse or horse hire for coroner's office, jurors’ fees, removal | this act shall become immediately dueand payable, and the property against 









. of deceased persons, making autopsies, ice, disinfectants, and other neces- | which they are levied may be sold therefor, together with the accrued inter- 
sary supplies for the morgue, and holding inquests, and photographing un- | est thereon, and the cost of advertising, to the date of such sale. Property 
identified bodies, $1,000. owners who request improvements uncer the permit system shall deposit in 

nn r q advance With the collector of taxes of the District of Columbia an amount 
The amendment was ag! eed to equal to one-half the estimated cost of such improvements, and in such 





The next amendment was,on page 10, line 20, before the word cases it shall not be necessary to give the notice hereinbefore provided for 
dollars,” to strike out ‘‘one thousand nine hundred” and in- | Allmoneys received by the collector of taxes of the District of Columbia for 


we Ot \ 23? . work done upon the request of property-owners, as herein provided for 
sert ‘‘ three thousand; so as to make the clause read: shall be deposited by him in the United States Treasury to the credit of the 


For general advertising, authorized and required by law, and for tax and | permit fund. Upon the completion of work doneas aforesaid at the request 
schcol notices and notices of changes in regulations, 33,000. of property-owners. the Commissioners shall repay to the then current ap 

r a WT. o ‘ propriation for assessment and permit work, out of the permit fund, a sum 

The ie paresis . oie reed to 10, line 24. bef h .q | equivalent to one-half of the cost ot the work, and shall return to tho ce 
The next amendment was, on page 10, line 24, before the word | positors, from the same fund, as application may be made therefor, any 


‘* thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ ten ’ and insert ‘' twelve;” so as to | surplus that may remain over and above one-half the cost of the work. All 












1 . . sums received by the collector under the provisions of this act on account 
make the clause read: 7 of assessment work, and in payment of assessments heretofore made for 
For advertising notice of taxes in arrear July 1, 1894, as required to be | compulsory permit work, shail be credited to the appropriation for assess 
given by act of March 19, 1890, $12,000, to be reimbursed by a charge of #1.20 | ment and permit work for the fiscal year in which they are collected: Pro- 
tor each lot or piece of property advertised. vided further, That the cost of service connections with water mains and 





ny 7 sewers shall be assessed against the lots for which said connections are 
! i he oe was agreed to. js ° FE ls made, and shall ba collected in the same manner and upon the same con 
r The next amendment was, on page 11, line 5, before the word | ditions as to notice as herein provided for assessment work: And pro 


‘* thousand,” to strike out ‘‘one” and insert ‘‘ two; soas to make vided further, That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act be, 
| 







the clause read: and the same are hereby, repealed. 
Tio enable the assessor to continue account of arrears of taxes on real 





The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 16, line 6, before the word 


3 





. property due the District of Columbia, including the payment of necessary 
RY clerical force, $2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GORMAN. On page 11, line 7, after the word ‘‘ house,” | 
y trike out * be i 299 For work on streets and avenues named in Appendix * Z,” Book of Esti 
‘oot eo titan immediately available;” 60 as to mates, 1895, $200,000, to be expended in the discretion of the Commissioners 
cae: upon streets and avenues specified in the schedules named in said appen:ix 
For additions and repairs toGeorgetown market house, §6,500. and in the aggregate for each schedule as stated herein, etc 
The amendment was agreed to r 
: , : . The amendment was agreed to. 
Bs ae gem is ple a line 8, to insert: The next amendment was, on page 16, line 11, before the word 
or repairs to the Western market house, 83,170. **dollars,” to strike out ‘‘eight thousand and five hundred ”’ 
The amendment was agreed to. aa and insert ‘ seventeen thousand; ” so as to make the clause read: 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 25, on page 11. 
Mr. MCMILLAN. I move an amendment to come in at the a 
end of the twenty-fifth line. The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Michigan that The next amendment was, on page 16, line 13, before the word 
by the unanimous agreement the Senate is to act on the com- | ‘*#ousand,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty-eight ” and insert ‘‘ seventy- 
mittee amendments first. I would be very glad to take up his | Six:” 80 98 to make the clause read: 





and insert ‘‘ two;” soasto make 





“hundred,” to strike out ‘‘one ’ 
the clause read : 











Georgetown schedule, $17,000. 












amendment later if the Senator will postpone it. Northwest section schedule, 876,009. 
Mr.McMILLAN. Very well. The amendment was agreed to. 





uae reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment The next amendment was, on page 16, line 15, before the word 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 12, to strike | “thousand,” to strike out “thirteen” and insert ‘twenty-six;” 
out lines 1 to 5 inclusive, in the following words: so as to make the clause read: 7 


PERMIT WORK. Southwest section schedule, $26,000. 


For the improvement and re of alleys and sidewalks, t - 
struction of sewers and sidewalks of such form and materials as the Com. The amendment was agreed to. 
missioners may determine, under the permit system, €165,000. The next amendment was, on page 16, line 17, before the word 
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“thousand,” tostrike out ‘‘ nineteen ” and insert ‘ thirty-eight;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

Southeast section schedule, $38,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 19, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out ‘ Twenty-one thousand five hundred” 
and insert “ Forty-two thousand;” soas to make the clause read: 

Northeast section schedule: Forty-two thousand dollars. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 21, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ forty,” and insert ‘‘ seventy-five;” 
80 as to make the clause read: 

For relief sewers and replacing obstructed sewers, $75,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 17, line 23, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘seventy-five,” and insert ‘‘one hun- 
dred and twenty;” so as to make the clause read: 

For main and pipe sewers, $120,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 1, before the word 
“Pifteenth,” to insert ‘‘near the intersection of;” so as to make 
the clause read: 


For completing main intercepting sewer from Basbys Point, Potomac 
River, to near the intersection of Fifteenth and E streets northwest $160,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 3, to insert: 

For oogehentag the construction of the Rock Creek intercepting sewer, 
$20,000: Prov , That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
authorized to enter into contract for said work at a cost not to exceed $30,- 
000, to be paid for from time to time as appropriations may bc made by law; 
and the said Commissioners are:anthorized to construct said sewer, where 
necessary, acrosslands belonging tothe United States: Provided, That after 
the construction of said sewer the excavated portions of said lands shall be 


wun to their original condition from the appropriation herein provided 
‘or. 


The amendment was agreed to. : : 

The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 7, to strike 
out: 

Provided, Vhat hereafter no cobblestones shall be used in paving the spaco 
between the rails and tracks of street. railways upon paved streets, and 
whenever a street is paved or resurfaced, or the tr velaid, the cobble- 


stones shall be removed and replaced with such form of pavement as the 
Commissioners may deemadvisable. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Repairs, streets, avenues, and .alleys: For current work of repairs of 
sirects, avenues, and alleys, including the repair of cuts made by the sewer 
department, $35,000. And this appropriation shall be available ~repelcing 
the pavements of street railways when necessary; the amounts 3 ex- 

ed shall be collected from said railway company as provided by section 

of “An act provid a permanent form of government for the District of 

Columbia,” approved June 11, 1878, and shall be deposited to the credit of the 
appropriation for the fiscal yearin which they are collected. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 13, to insert: 


That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are 
hereby, authorized and empowered to make-and to enforce all reasonable 
regulations in respect to nn street cars nyt by other means 
than horse power in the et of Columbia to vided with ome 
fenders for the protection of the lives and limbs of all persons wit the 
District of Columbia. Such power and authority shall extend to the adop- 
tion by the said Commissioners of any fender or fenders deemed them to 
be superior to the fencers now in use as the fender or fenders which shall 
be used on cars operated within the said District: Provided, That nothing 
contained in this act shall operate to relleve any street railway company 
from liability for accidents on its lines. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 12, to strike 
out: 

That hereafter when sidewalks or curbing are laid on streets, alleys, and 
roads being improved or repaired, one-half the total cost shall be assessed 


against the abutting property, in like manner and under the laws govern- 
ing in the case of compulsory permit work. 


And insert: 


That when new sidewalks or curbing are hereafter required to be laid on 
streets being improved, one-half the total cost shall be assessed against 
abutting property, in like manner and under the law governing in the case 
of assessment and permit work. 


And, in line 24, before the word ‘‘ permit,” to insert ‘‘assess- 
ment and;” so as to make the clause read: 

That when new sidewalks or curbing are hereafter required to be laid on 
streets being improved, one-half the total cost shall be assessed 
abutting property, in like manner and under the law governing in the case 
of assessment and permit work: Provided, That abut oe shall not 
be liable to such assessment when sidewalk and curbing have been laid by 
the District authorities in front of the same under the assessment and per- 
mit system within two years prior to such assessment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, line 4, after ‘the word 
‘*determine,” to strike out ‘‘ and to be immediately available;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

Construction of some roads: For construction of county roads and 


suburban streets, the f sums to be expended by contract or other- 
wise, as the Commissioners of the District may determine, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Thenext amendment was, on page 21, line 11, after the words 
‘University Heights to,” to strike out “‘Austin street,” and in. 
sert ‘‘ Rhode Island avenue;” so as to make the clause read: 

Por grading and graveling Twelfth street extended from Univer 
Heights to Rhode Island avenue, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 16, to in 

For purchasing land for widening Fourteenth street extended, bet 
Kenyon street and Whitney avenue, to the established width, and for | 
ing the roadway of the portion widened, $6,090; one-half the cost of 
widening and paving shall be borne by the Washington and Georget 
Railroad Company, and shall be collected in the same manner as the co 
laying pavements between the rails and tracks of street railways, as | 
vided for in section 5 of “An act providing a permanent form of governn 
for the District of Columbia,’’ approved Jane 11, 1878. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 2, toinser 

For grading and graveling Roanoke and Irving streets from Brighty 
avenue to Thirteenth street, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 5, to insert 4 
ene First street extended northward from S street to W stree: Fg 

The amendment was agreed to. 4 

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 7, to insert 

For paving Harrison street, Anacostia, from Monroe street to Fillmor» ae 
street, $8,000. Co 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 9, to insert 


For paving R street northwest, extended, from Florida avenue to Twenty. Xo 
second street, $3,000. 


rt 


is eee as ne! Tone ge ee) 


The amendment was agreed to. z 
The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 11, to in- 4 
sert: ie 
For grading and graveling Albemarle street from Grant road to Connec- rem 
ticut avenue extended, 39,000: Provided, That this amount shall not be ex- Bo 


pete until said street shall have been dedicated to the District of Colum. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 15, to in- 
sert: 

Por macadamizing the road now extending from the Broad Branch road 
to ST Chase Circle, $5,000, to be available when the right of way, not less 
than 60 feet in width, shall have been dedicated to public use, under the laws 
and regulations applicable to suburban roads in the District of Columbia 

Mr. GORMAN. .On page 22, after line 21, I offer the amend- 
ment which [ send ‘to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HALE in the chair). Tho 
amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 21, on page 22, it is proposed to 
insert: 

Regus entrance into the ‘Zodlogical Park from Woodley Lane road 
and opening driveway into Zoological Park from said entrance along tle 
west bank of Rock Creelx, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I offer an amendment, which I send to the 
desk, to come in after the amendment which has just been 
adopted. i 

Thd PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the amendment just adopted it i 
proposed to insert: 

For improving Highteenth street extended, from Florida avenue to Co- 
lumbia road, by widening the roadway to 50 feet, paving same with strec! 
asphalt, and changing the grade where deemed necessary by the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia,'$12,000, one-half of the cost of such widen 
ing, paving, and changes of grade, outside of a strip 2 feet exterior to th 
outer rails of railroad tracks, shall be assessed against and collected from 
the abutting property in the same manner 48 assessments and collections 
are made under law governing assessments 2nd permit work. 

The amendment was agreed to. cs 

Mr:.GORMAN. I move toinsert the amendment which I se: . 
to the desk, to come in on page 22, after line 15. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will bestated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 22, after line 15, itis proposed to 
insert: 

For extending Clayton street from Thirteenth street northwest, from 
Eleventh streetextended to Sherman avenue, one-half of the cost of which 
shall be paid by the District of Columbia and one-half to be assessed upou 
the adjacent proprietors, and for grading Clifton street, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 22, line 24, be- 
fore the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘‘forty-three thousand 
and insert ‘‘ninety-two thousand and ninety;” soas to make tle 
clause read: 


For grading and macadamizing M street extended, between Twelfth 
street and Trinidad avenue, $5,000; in all, $92,090 


Mr. GORMAN. I withdraw the committee amendment, and 
move to insert ‘‘ $111,590” as the total. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The reading of the bill was resumed. Tho next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, ut the top of page 23, 
to insert: 

That the supreme court of the District of Columbia is hereby directed to 
yacate its order confirming the report of the commissioners appointed to 
appraise the value of the lands of the Prospect Hill Cemetery and Annie E. 

arbour, proposed to be taken for the extension of North Capitol street 
under the act approved December 21, 1893, entitled “An act to extend North 
Capitol street to the Soldiers’ Home," and the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia are hereby directed to proceed to carry into effect said 
act, and to acquire the title by condemnation in the future for all lands 
authorized to be taken, according to chapter 11 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relating to the District of Columbia. 


Mr. GORMAN. I move toamend the amendment by strik- 
ing out in line 11, after the word ‘‘condemnation,” to the end of 
that line. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “condemnation,” in line 
11 of the amendment, on page 23, itis proposed to strike out 
‘‘in the future for alllands authorized to be taken.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. At the end of line 13 of the amendment, I 
move to insert what [ send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will bestated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 23, after line 13, it is proposed to 
amend the amendment by inserting: 

That section 3 of the act approved August 30, 1890, entitied‘* An act mak- 
ing appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes,’’ shall not be construed to 
apply to the condemnation of land for public highways, nor to repeal chap- 
ter 1! of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the District of 
Columbia in regard to public highways, roads, and bridges. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should likes to better understand this pro- 
vision, and I have no doubt the Senator inchargeof the bill can 
satisfy me. 

It is proposed to extend North Capitol street to the grounds of 
the Soldiers’ Home. I suppose itisan accepted propo ition, and 
all the citizens interested understand, that that is to be done in 
anyevent. In doing that, an opening is to be msde in the Prvs- 
pect Hill Cemetery. A street 130 feet wide passes through the 
cemetery, in a general way parallel to the westein side of the 
cemetery, adistance from the south 172 feet to the west line of the 
cemetery, and on the north side perhaps 200 feat, leaving a 
rather irregular piece of the cemetery on the west side, and in 
a seuse destroying the whole cemetery, for it leaves 10 acres on 
the east side, which is not very likely to be used hereafter for a 
cemetery, whereas the original inclosure comprised 17 acres. 

By the act approved December 21, 1893, Congress authorized 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to condemn the 
lands of Prospect Hill Cemetery and Annie KE. Barbour for the 
extension of North Capitol street from T street to the Soldiers’ 
Home. AsI have said, the act provided under what law the 
condemnation should be made, appropriated the amount neces- 
sary to pay the judgment of condemnation, and provided that 
the appropriation should be immediately available. The Com- 
missioners of the District instituted proceedings in court to 
have the land condemned, and the court appointed three real 
estate experts, Albert F. Fox, William B. Gurley, and Occola 
C, Green. 

The last two of those gentlemen I know, and from my own 
knowledge can state that no better men could be found for such 
a@ purpose; and I have no doubt that is true of all three of them. 
These men were appointed commissioners to ascertain and report 
the value of the land proposed to be taken and the amount of 
benefits and damages. hese commissioners were in session 
many days, heard many witnesses on both sides, and finally re- 
ported that the value of the land ‘proposed tobe taken from the 
cemetery, 2.893 acres, was $45,725, and that the damage to the 
remaining land of the cemetery was $5,962. 

The commissioners had been instructed that they were to 
value the Iand according to its value as cemetery land. This 
instruction was in conformity with the decision of the Supreme 
Court. They allowed to the oe company about 36 cents 
per square foot for the land taken. The cemetery company’s 
price for the land is 55 cents per square foot. 

The et Commissioners objected to this report. I do not 
know why in the ease of thecemetery. The court overruled the 
exceptions, affirmed the report as to values, and denied both 
benefits.and damages. The District Commissioners appealed to 
the court of appeals, and the case is now pending there. 

This paragraph which it is now d to insert in the bill 
poems aces —— of the Dis ef Columbia to vacate 

order confirming the rt of the commissioners appointed 
to determine the value of the land. 

It strikes a lay man—I call myself a layman though I studied 
law once—asrather a singular proceeding as a legal proposition 
to order a court to vacate one of its orders. I submit that the 
Owners are entitled to whatever the law gives them. There is 
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no charge of fraud; there is no expression of dissatisfaction on 
the part of the cemetery company particularly, though of course 
they are very sorry to have their cemetery nearly ruined by this 
operation, and there fs nothing to be said, [ suppose, except that 
the District Commissioners think thatthe price is too large, and 
perhaps that there is no assessment for damages. That is per- 
haps a question. 

In the case of the Amnie E. Barbuvr property these same Com- 
missioners say the damages were $21,000—I give round num- 
bers—and the benefits $18,000, and that was aflirmed by 
court. Now,Iam told in explanation that the act proy 
for obtaining the site for a new city post-oflice omitted any 
provision for charging benefits; but in that case the Govern 
ment took a whole square, and it did not consider there were 
any benefits to be assessed. {[t merely paid forthe whole squar 
of ground, and omitted to provide for the benefits. It is said 
that that law tool the place of the old law upon the subject, and 
that thereafter no benefits should be charged. Nevertheless, 
the proceeding under which this cemetery ground was con- 
demned was perfectly lawful, and is perfectly lawful to-day, and 
whatever dispute there is about it is in court, where it is lik 
to be settled equitably. 

I became accidentally quite familiar with this question through 
some German friends. I should say for myself that there are 
no benefits in this case. The road cuts down about 16 feet, and 
the Commissioners allowed a sum of money for the revetment 
that will be necessary along that steep bani, and I doubt very 
much whether the strip of land on the west side will ever be 
worth very much for building land. Nobody likes to have a 
cemetery at a distance of 120 feet from his dwelling, and there 
will be no desirable building lots there. Nobody will give a 
full price and nobody will give the price at which the land is 
held for cemetery purposes, that is to say. £5 contsa square foot. 
Even if this provision is passed and is accepted the matter 
thewrgh the process of condemnation is again sent to the Com- 
missioners. 

It does sot follow, in my judgment, that the finding will bx 
any different. The Commissioners found no benefits in this 
case, but they did find benefits in the Annie KE. Barbour cas 
notwithstanding the city post-office act. It appears to me evi- 
dent that they did not intend to charge any benefits on account 
of the strip of land. The cutting of the road through does no! 
benefit that piece of land for cemetery purposes, and it turns 
the cemetery company into a building association. 

Therefore, I io not see why there should be any objection toa 
proviso sanctiuning, if you choose, subject to the decision of the 
court where the matter now is, the finding in the case of the 
cemetery. That is the question I should like to submit to the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] who, | under- 
stand, has paid some attention to this matter. Why should that 
exception be made, and what is the matter with the finding of 
those commissioners? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator from Connecti- 
cut that the amendment submitted here by the Committee on 
Appropriations is an amendment which was sent to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia by the District Commissioners, 
and after consideration in that committee, was reported by mo 
to the Senate with instructions to ask its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. It went before that committee and 
was there considered, and put as an amendmenton the pending 
bill. 

The cause and necessity of that amendment will strike the 
mind at once when Senators understand the facts. Always here 
in this District we have had a law which authcrized a jury of 


the 


ding 


condemnation in condemning property for public use, as a set-off 
in determining the value of the property taken, toconsider any 
benefits resulting to the remainder of the property owned by the 


particular person whose property was taken. That has always 
been the case here, asitis, I suppose, in every State of the Union. 

In thé sundry civil appropriation act of August 30, 1890, re- 
ferring expressly to the condemnation of a square here, it re- 
quired the taking by condemnation of the property at its fair 
and full value, without making any provision whatever as to 
benefits being received as set-off against the value. 

When the act to extend North Capitol street was passed, 
the persons interested went into court before the condemnation, 
and two questions came before the court, whether or not these 
properties should have the value ascertained without regard to 
any benefit resulting to the remainder of the property not taken, 
or whether the assessment of damagesshould be under the usual 
condemnation laws of the District of Columbia. 

The court held that by virtue of the third section of the sun- 
dry civil appropriation act, to which I have referred, the entire 
provisions of law touching the set-off of benefits against the 
value of the property taken were repealed by Congress, and in- 
structed the commissioners that they should not allow any ben- 
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efits resulting from the property by reason of the public im- 
provement made. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May Iask how came those commissioners, 
then, to charge $18,000 for benefits to the Annie E. Barbour 
ag ag 

r. FAULKNER. Formally and officially I understand that 
they did not do it, but they expressed the opinion that if they 
had been allowed to set off the benefits against the value of the 
property taken in the case of Annie E. Barbour, those benefits 
would have amounted to $18,000; whereas they had to render a 
verdict for $21,000 as the value of the property taken, regardless 
of any benefits. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Butthey made nosuch reference in the other 


case, 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have not heard of any such reference as 
to the proceeding concerning the other property. Still these 
two cases stand upon the same basis. They are the only two 
exceptions in the entire process of condemnation for thirty or 
forty years in the District of Columbia, and the commissioners 
thought that fairness, equity, and justness to both parties re- 
ape that if those orders were vacated and a new condemna- 
tion proceeding instituted both parties ought to stand upon the 
same basis and the same footing; and I think that view will ap- 
peal to the sense of fairness and justice of the Senator from Con- 
necticut. 

Of course, Mr. President, there is no constitutional difficulty 
in this matter. The Supreme Court, in two cases, have sus- 
tained exactly a similar order, one taken up from the State of 
Maryland, and the other from the State of New York, in which 
they held that there being no contract in the condemnation 
proceedings, in the first place, and, in the second place, no 
vested interest in either party until after pogess of the dam- 
ages ascertained by the jury of inquest, and no title vested until 
after that period, consequently there is no vested interest, and 
that even after confirmation, and in the case in 10th Howard as 
long after confirmation as seven pore, the Legislature passed a 
law vacating the confirmation for reasons satisfactory to the 
Legislature, and ordering a new inquest. That question came 
before the court in Maryland, and subsequently to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and the order was fully ratified and 
confirmed. 

So it simply rests upon the question of the fairness and jus- 
tice of this matter to the public in this District. If we do not 
amend this law and correct this evil, hundreds and hundreds, 
aye millions, of dollars will have to be paid out unjustly to land- 
owners whose ee is benefited by the taking and opening 
of streets for the public use, enhancing enormously their pri- 
vate holdings. Certainly we ought to apply the rule which has 
been given us in the experience of every State in the Union, it 
strikes me, and allow the benefits, if there are any, to be set olf 
against the value of the property taken for public use. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Of course there must assessments for 
benefits, but my only point in this connection is that there are 
no benefits because the commissioners practically found upon 
this question no benefit. They found benefits in the case of the 
Barbour property and found none in this case. 

Mr.FAULKNER,. They didnotfindanything. They simply 
expressed an outside opinion. I do not know whether they ex- 
pressed any opinion as to the Prospect Cemetery, but whether 
they did or not, we ought to ~ them both on the same footing, 
and not make flesh of one and fowl of another. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If thecommittee have agreed upon this pro- 
vision, I shall make no further controversy or argument about 
the matter. It would be impossible for me to secure a correc- 
tion, and I do not know that there ought to be achange. It is 
a little aggravating, however, to have property taken away and 
an order approving it, and then receive an order vacating the 
previous order. 

Mr.SHERMAN. My attention hasbeen called to this matter 
by persons largely interested in the opening of North Capitol 
street, which is one of the finest avenues in the city, probably 
altogether the finest in this part of the city. There was a mis- 
take made in making the provision for the opening of North Cap- 
itol street, which was adopted unanimously by both Houses. 
The mistake was in referring to a statute which did not apply 
tothe particular circumstances. It referred to a statute where 
we purchased a whole square, and consequently there were no 
benefits to be assessed. Therefore it would not be just to apply 
that provision to this particular case. 

[happen to know about this matter. North Capitol street 
extends through two pieces of ground. It is very finely im- 
proved, paved and graded, both north and south of these pieces 
of land, and it is necessary to introduce condémnation proceed- 
ings, because the corporation owning the cemetery ground has 
no right to transfer the property, nor has the Barbour estate, 
which is in litigation, any power. So, instead of referring to 


OONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








JULY 16, 


the general laws of the District of Columbia, which authoriz, 
benefits to be offset against damages, it referred to a law which 
had no application to the subject-matter. This is for the pur. 
pose of correcting it. I know it would be a great act of injus. 
tice for the District of Columbia to be called upon to pay forty 
or fifty thousand dollars for going through the cemetery ang 
the Annie Barbour estate. 

The Barbour estate, I understand, does not contend for it. 
Still it will avail itself of the privilege given by law to tako g 
large sum of money, some $18,000, which would naturally be 
awarded in the nature of damages, and the Government would 
be bound to pay that sum unjustly. 

In regard to the cemetery, I know, also, that the road ocou. 
= ground notemployed for cemetery purposes. Thecemetory 

irectors as well aseveryono else have known for some time that 
North Capitol street would at some period have to go through 
there, and there were no burials upon this land and the land 
west of it. 

I have no doubt that a street 200 feet wide, running the wholo 
length of the cemetery, would vastly benefit the cemetery p:op- 
erty, and that any commissidners who would go there would say 
so. They have not done it because they could not assess bene. 
fits under the law. I know that the District Commissioners ani 
the court itself are anxious that the matter should be corrected. 
All that will be done by the appraisers when they go there is to 
say whether or not on the whole the cemetery will not be bene. 
fited by the increased value of the land cut off on the west side. 
As a matter of course, the Commissioners will assess a fair 
amount for benefits conferred upon the value of the land. 

The cemetery directors, I think, only desire to get as much as 
they can from the Government. Thatis very natural. But it 
seems to me thatthe provision now made is just and fair, to make 
the appraisment depend upon the value of the land first, and to 
deduct from that what they deem to be benefits conferred by the 
opening of the streetthrough the land. Itso happens that north 
and south of this land the land for all the streets has been given 
without cost, as a matter of common benefit to all the property. 
I hope that the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. HAWLEY. So far as the Senator’s argument is based 
upon the consideration that the order of the court may be arbi- 
trarily vacated, so that the District may make a better bargain. 
I do not agree to it. But itis a fair proposition that there 
should always be a possibility of charging benefits as well 1s 
awarding damages. When, however, the Senator says that it 
is too much, and that he thinks we can get the land a little 
cheaper if we vacate the order of the court, I do not think that 
is a fair consideration at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 23, line 16, be- 
fore the word “thousand,” tostrike out ‘* twenty-five ” and in- 
sert ‘‘fifty;” so as to make the clause read: 

Sprinkling, sweeping, and cleaning: For ee, sweeping, and cleau- 
ing streets, avenues, alleys, and suburban streets, $150,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 5, before the worl 
‘*thousand,” to strike out “ ninety ” and insert ‘‘ forty-six,” and 
in the same line, after the word ‘‘ Provided,” to strike out: 

That not more than $18 per annum for each street lamp shall be paid for 

as, gasoline, or oil, inclu ing lighting, extinguishing, ——s and clean: 

ng, and that not more than 35 cents per a shall be paid for any electric 
arc light, and that each arc light shall be of not less than 1,000 actual candle 
power as shown through a clear glass globe; and said gas and electric lamps 
shall burn not less than three thousand hours per annum and gas furnished 
shall not be less than 20 candle power, according to the method of testing now 
authorized by law: Provided further, That the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia shail invite proposals forstreet lighting at reduced rates, which 
shall not exceed 80 per cent of the present rates, and are authorized to enter 
into contract for such service for a period of three years or less. 

And insert: 


That no more than 821.50 per annum for each street lamp shall be paid for 
gas or oil, lighting, extinguishing, repairing, and cleaning, under any ¢x- 
penditure provided for in this act; and said lamps shall burn not less than 
three thousand hours per annum: Provided, That before any expenditurés 
are made from the agpropeteions herein provided for the contracting £45 
companies shall equip each street lamp with a self-regulating burner an 
tip, so combined and adjusted as to secure, under all ordinary variations 0! 
pressure and density, a consumption of 6 cubic feet of gas per hour. 


So as to make the clause read: 


For the parking commission: For contingent expenses, including labor- 
ers, cart hire, trees, tree boxes, tree stakes, tree straps, planting and care 0! 
trees on city and suburban streets, whitewashing, care of parks, and miscc!- 
laneous items, $15,000. 

Lighting: For illuminating material, lighting, extinguishing, repairing, 
and clean public lamps on avenues, streets, roads, and alleys, for pul 
chasing and expense of erecting new lamp-posts, street designations, 140 
terns, and fixtures; moving lamp-posts, painting lamp-posts and lanterns; 
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nd repairing lamp-posts and lanterns damaged or unfit for serv- 
M4 vor storage ‘and cartage of material, $146,000: Provided, That no more 
than #21.50 per annum for each street lamp, etc. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 5, to insert: 


For electric lighting, including necessary expenses of inspection, on one 
or more of the principal streets in the cities of Washington and George- 
town, maintaining existing service and necessary extensions, $59,500: Pro- 
vided, That not more than 50 cents per night shall be paid for any electric 
arc light burning every night from sunset to sunrise, and operated wholly 
by means of underground wires; and each arc light shall be of not less than 
1,000 actual candle power, and no part of this appropriation shall be used 
for eleciric lighting by means of wires that may exist on or over any of the 
streets or avenues of the cities of Washington and Georgetown. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 22, to insert: 

Bathing beach: For the care, repair, and extension of the _— bathing 
beach on the Potomac ®ix<<r, in the District of Columbia, $1,000. 

The amendmert was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 10, before the word 
‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ ten” and insert ‘‘fourteen;” in the 
same line before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘ fifteen ” 
and insert ‘‘ nineteen,” and in line 12, after the word ‘‘ bridge,” 
to insert ‘‘across Rock Creek;” so as to make the clause read: 

CARE OF BRIDGES: For ordinary care of bridges, including keepers, oil, 
lamps, and matches, $5,000; for construction and repairs of bridges, $14,000; in 
all, tis 000. And hereafter one-half the costof the maintenance and repair of 
bridge across Rock Creek occupied by the tracks of a street railway or 
railways shall be borne by the said railway ee or companies, and shall 
be collected in the same manner as the cost of laying pavements between 
the rails and tracks of street railways as provided for in section 5 of ‘‘An 
act providing a permanent form of government for the District of Colum- 

a 


bia,” approved June 11, 1878. The amounts thus collected shall be deposited 
to the credit of the appropriation for the fiscal year in which they are col- 


lected, 

Mr. GORMAN. Inline 8, page 26, after the word ‘‘matches” 
I move to amend the amendment of the committee by striking 
out ‘‘five” and inserting ‘‘four,” so as to read ‘‘$4,000.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Maryland to the com- 
mittee amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 26, after line 
21, to insert: 

For the — of the Aqueduct bridge, $51,070, said sum to be expended by 
and the work to be done under the direction of, the Chief of Engineers of 
the Sear. by contract or otherwise, and by the purchase of material in open 
market in order to prevent delay in prosecution of the work. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 3, after the words 
‘*Rock Creek Park,” to insert ‘‘ For care of park, $1,000;” so 
as to make the clause read: 

Rock Creek Park: Forcare of park, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 23, before the word 
‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ forty-five ” and insert ‘ ‘ninety;” and 
in the same line, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert ‘‘ the work 
to be sommes within the fiscal year 1895;” so as to make the 
clause read: 


Towards the improvement of the receiving (or Dalecarlia) reservoir by | 


the works Lag an pe for cutting off the drainage into it of polluted water and 
sewage from the surrounding country; for the purchase or condemnation of 
the small amount of land required for the purpose, and the excavation nec- 
essary at the head of the reservoir, $90,000, the work to be completed within 
the fiscal year 1895. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 28, to insert: 

oe protecting the conduit at wasteweir numbered 1, near Great Falls, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
oe porting of the bill was continued to the end of line 22, on 
page ol. 

Mr. GORMAN. In line 21, page 31, after the word ‘ shop,” 
I move to strike out ‘‘nine” and insert ‘‘ten;” so as to read 
**$10,000.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Maryland. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed... The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 31, line 24, be- 
fore the word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out “twenty-six” and in- 
sert ‘‘thirty;” so as to make the clause read: 

For repairs and improvements to school buildings and grounds, $30,000. 

ane meen was agreed to. 

€ next amendment was, on page 32, line 15, after the word 
“provided,” to strike out: : : , 
That hereafter no school supplies or text-books in which any school official, 


teacher, or trustee may have io 
the use of the public schools in the District of ‘Columbia— —— 
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And insert: 


That hereafter no school efficial, teacher, or trustee shall receive any pe- 
cuniary benefit on account of school supplies or text-books purchased for 
the use of the public schools in the District of Columbia. 


So as to make the clause read: 


For text-books an school supplies for use of pupils of the first eight 
grades, who at the time are not supplied with the same, to be distributed by 
the superintendent of public schools under regulations to be made by the 
Com ioners of the District of Columbia, and for the necessary expenses 
of the purchase, distribution, and preservation of said text-books and sup- 
plies, $30,000: Provided, That hereafter no school official, teacher, or trustee 
Shall receive any pecuniary benefit on account of school supplies or text- 
books purchased for the use of the public schoolsin the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 
out: 

That hereafter pupils shall not be admitted to or taught free of charge in 
the public schools of the District of Columbia who do not residein said Dis- 


trict, or whose parents do not reside or are not engaged in business or pub 
lic duties therein: Provided, Thatsuch pupils may be admitted to and taught 


oo 


to strike 


in said public schools on payment of such amount, to be fixed by the board 
of school trustees, with the approval of the Commissioners of the District, 
as will cover the expense of their tuition and cost of text-books and school 
supplies used by them; and all payments hereunder shall be paid into the 
Treasury, one-half to the credit of the United States and one-half to the 


credit of the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 9, to insert: 
aoa eight-room building in the sixth school division, Mount Pleasant, 
me, le 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 18, to insert: 

For two new steam-heating boilers for the Sumner school building, #2,500, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 20, to insert: 

For paageoes stairways for the Curtis, Seaton, and Abbott school build- 
ings, $9,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation for the Metro- 
politan police, on page 34, line 20, before the word “ privates,” 
to strike out ‘‘ thirty” and insert ‘‘forty;” in line 22, before the 
word ‘‘privates,” to strike out “seventy-five” and insert 
‘“eighty;” on page 35, line 9, before the word ‘‘ drivers,” to strike 
out ‘‘fourteen” and insert ‘‘ fifteen,” and in ‘ine 13, before the 
word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out “four hundred and ninety-nine 
thousand seven hundred and sixty’ and insert “five hundred 
and fourteen thousand five hundred and twenty;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

Two hundred and forty privates, class one, at $900 each; one hundred and 
eighty privates, class two, at $1,080 each; twenty station-keepers, at #720 
each; eight iaborers, at®480each; one laborer in charge of the morgue, 980; 
one messenger, #700; one messenger, 00; one major and superintend- 
ent, mounted, #240; one captain, mounted, 8240; forty-three lieutenants, 
sergeants, and privates, mounted, at 6240 each; one van driver, 8360; one 
ambulance driver, 8480; two assistant ambulance drivers, at 8300 each; fif- 
teen drivers of patrol wagons, at #360 each; and three police matrons, at 
#600 each; in all, @514,520. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, line 17, before the word 
‘« dollars,” to strike out ‘‘one thousand nine hundred” and in- 
sert ‘‘ two thousand; ” so as to make the clause read: 


For fuel, $2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, iine 3, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out ‘‘sixteen thousand five hundred” and 
insert ‘‘ twenty thousand;” so as to make the clause read: 


For miscellaneous and contingent expenses, including stationery, books, 
telegraphing, photographs, printing, binding, gas, ice, washing, meals for 
prisoners, furniture and repairs thereto, beds and bedclothing, insignia of 
office, purchase and care of horses, police equipments and repairs of same, 
harness, forage, repairs to vehicles, van, ambulances, and patrol wagons, 
and expenses incurred in prevention and detection of crime, and other nec- 


essary items, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 7, before the word 
‘*hundred,” to strike out ‘‘twenty-two thousand six,” and in- 
sert ‘‘twenty-six thousand two;” so as to make the clause read: 

In all, $26,230. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 20, to insert: 


For additional force for new steam fire engine company for six months: 
One foreman, #500; one engineer, #500; one fireman, 420; one hostler, #420; 
six privates, at $400 each; in all, 4,240. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 15, before the word 
‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘six ” and insert ‘“‘cight;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For forage, #8.000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 37, after line 19, to strike 
out: 

For one new engine houss for No. 2 company, to be located on reservation 
at intersection of Ohio avenue, Thirteenth, and © streets northwest, $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 37, after line 22, to insert: 

For one new engine house, lot, and furniture for same, in northeastern 
section of Washington, 823,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 38, to insert: 

For one new steam fire engine, 84,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. . 
The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 2, to insert: 


Yor one new hose carriage, 8900. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 10, before the word 
‘‘hundred,” to strike out “ fifty-nine thousand five” and insert 
‘“‘seventy-eight thousand one;” so as to make the clause read: 

In all, $78,100, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 25, before the word 
dollars,” to insert ‘‘ five hundred and fifty;” soas to make the 
clause read: 


For general supplies, repairs, new batteries and battery supplies, tele- 
phone rental, wire extension of the telegraph and telephone service, repairs 
of lines, purchase of ae tools, insulators, brackets, pins, hardware, cross 
arms, ice, record books, stationery, printing, purchase of harness, washing, 
eee. forage, extra labor, new boxes, and other nocessary items, 

, 550, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 39, to insert: 


And the Commissioners of the said District are hereby empowered to au- 
thorize the erection and use of telephone es in the public alleys of tho 
city of Washington: Provided, however, That all telephone poles so erected 
shall be subject to use by the said District for the stringing of wires thereon 
to be used for fire-alarm and police purposes without any charge therefor 
to the sald District, such privileges as may be granted hereunder to be re- 
vokable at the will of Congress without compensation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation for the health 
office, on page 39, line 24, after the word “dollars,” to insert 
* one assistant chemist, $900,” and on page 40, line 5, before the 
word ‘‘hundred,” to strike out ‘twenty-nine thousand four” 
and insert “thirty thousand three;” so as to read: 


One clerk, $1,000; one assistant chemist, 8900; one messenger and janitor, 
#600; one poundmaster, $1,200; laborers, at not exceeding $40 per month, 
$1,990; one ambulance driver, $480; in ali, $30,300. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 7, to insert: 
For chemicals for the laboratory, $250. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on © 40, in line 22, after the 
word ‘‘ purpose,” to insert the following additional proviso: 


Provided Surther, Thatsaid Commissioners may enterinto contract, under 
such regulations and specifications as they may establish, for acollection of 
all garbage and dead animals in the cities of nand Georgetown, 
and their suburbs, ay og Bee May 1 to November 1, and twice a week from 
November 1 to May 1,in each year, fora period not exceeding five years, 
and for incinerating or otherwise disposing of the same within the limits 
of the District of Columbia for a gross sum of not canes $60,000 per year 
for such collection and incineration. And the sum of ,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby a progeioes for such p se for 
the current fiscal year, and the sums of .400 and $5,000, appropriated in 
this paragraph, or so much thereof as may be necessary, may be used for 
the same purpose. 


So as to make the clause read: 


For collection and removal of garbage and dead animals, $24,400: Provided, 
That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may, in their discre- 
tion, in case the safety and health of the District in their judgment uire 
it, allow for the daily collection of garbage during the months of May, June, 
duly, A ~ and September of the — 1894, an additional sum, not ex- 
ceoding ai, per month, d the time when such daily collection is made 
to the satisfaction of the Commissioners, and the sum of $%,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated for such purpose: Pro- 
vided urther, That said Commissioners may enter into contract, under such 
regulations and specifications as they may establish, ete. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 17, to insert: 

That the ordinances of the late board of health of the District of Columbia, 
as legalized by joint resolution of Congress, approved April %4, 1880, be, and 
the same are hereby, declared to have the same force and effect within the 
District of Columbia as if enacted by Congress én the first instance, and that 
the powers and duties im upon the late board of health, in and by the 
said ordinances, are here OY conferred upon the health officer of said Dis- 
trict, and that all prosecutions for violations of said ordinances and regu- 
lations shall be in the police court of the District of Columbia in the name 
of the said District: Provided, That said regulations shall not be enforced 
agaiust established industries and the carry on of any business therein 
mentioned, which is not a nuisance in fact. 


Mr. GORMAN. In line 5, page 42, after the word “ indus- 
tries,” I move to amend the amendment of the committee by 
striking out ‘‘and the carrying on of any business therein men- 
tioned,” and in line 6, after the word ‘‘ which,” I move tostrike 
out ‘‘is” and insert ‘‘are.” 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Sena. 
tor from Maryland to the amendment of the committee will he 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 42, line 5, after the word “ indus- 
tries,” strike out ‘‘ and the carrying on of any business therein 
mentioned,” and after the word ‘‘ which,” in line 6, strike out 
‘‘is” and insert ‘‘are;” so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That.said regulations shall not be enforced against establi 
industries, which are not a nuisance in fact. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Maryland to theamend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendmen 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 42, line 24, 
after the word ‘‘ building,” to insert ‘‘ and for ventilation o 
cells,” and in line 25, before the word “‘ hundred,” to strike out 
six” and insert ‘‘ nine;” so as to make the clause read: 

Por repairs of police-court building, and for ventilation of cells, #900. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 12, to insert: 
Compilation of District laws: To pay William Stone Abert for services ii, 
| preparing annotations, judicial citations, and appendix to the compiled 
( statutes in force in the District of Columbia such sum, not exceeding $6, (\)) 
as the supreme court of the District of Columbia shall deem reasonable 
which sum shall be paid upon the order of the said court, and said amount 
shut] be added to the cost of said compilation and the price for which th 
Same shall be sold. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 44, line 5, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘ five” and insert “ twenty-five;” so 
as to make the clause read: 


EMERGENCY FUND. 


To be expended only in case of emergency, such as riot, tilence, public 
insanitary conditions, calamity by fiood or fire, and of like character, an 
in all other cases of emerzency not otherwise sufficiently provided for, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 14, before the 
word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out “twenty-five” and insert ‘‘thirty;’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

Support of convicts: For support, maintenance, and transportation of 
convicts transferred from the District of Columbia, to be expended under 
the direction of the Attorney-General, 830,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 18, before the word 
**dollars,” to strike out ‘‘three thousand five hundred ” and in- 
sert ‘four thousand;” so as to make the clause read: 

Transportation of paupers and prisoners: For transportation of paupers 
and conveying prisoners to the workhouse, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in the appropriation‘for the Reform 
School, on page 46, line 10, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike 
out “for two teachers, onc watchman, and one matron of 
family, for new family building, $1,710;” in line 13, before the 
word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 15,962” and insert, ‘14,252;” and 
in the same line after the word *‘ dollars” to insert: 
and after the 13th day of September next the sole management and control, 
and appointment of officers and employés of the Reform School of the Dis 
trict of Columbia shall be under the Commissioners of the District, and the 
authority and duties of the board of trustees of said institution and of the 
Attorney-General in respect thereto shal! be transferred to and be exercise’ 
by the said Commissioners of the District, and all laws inconsistent with 
this provision are hereby repealed, to take effect after the 13th day of Sep- 
tember. 

So as to make the clause read: 


In all $14, 252, and after the 30th day of September next the sole manage- 
ment and control, and a of officers and employés of the Reform 
School of the District of Columbia shall be under the Commissioners of tho 
District, and the authority and duties of the board of trustees of said in- 
stitution and of the Attorney-General in respect thereto shall be transferre: 
to and be exercised by the said Commissioners of the District, and all laws 
inconsistent with this provision are hereby repealed, to take effect after tho 
30th day of September. 


Mr. PLATT. In line 22, after the word ‘‘September,” the 
word ‘next ” should be inserted. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move to amend the committee amendment 
by inserting, after the word ‘‘ September,” in line 22, the word 
‘next; ” so as to read: 

To take effect after the 30th day of September next. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill wasresumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on pxge 48, line 5, before 
the word ‘‘temporary ,” to insert “ the;” so az to make the clause 
read: 

For the temporary home for ex-Union soldiers and sailors, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 48, line 9, before the word 
Central,” to insert “the,” and in line 10, before the word 
‘‘thousand,” to strike out “ ten” and insert ‘ twelve;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For the Central Dispensary and Emergency Hospital, maintenance, | 
$12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 12, after the word | 
dollars,” to insert ‘‘for an addition, $10,000; in all $30,000;” so 
as to make the clause read: 

For the Columbia Hospital for Women and Lying-in Asylum, main- 
tenance, $20,000; for an addition, $10,000; in all, $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 48, line 18, before the word 
‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘seven’”’ and insert ‘‘ nine;’” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For the National Homeopathic Hospital Association of Washington, D. 
C., for maintenance, ¥9,000; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 19, after the word 
‘* Hospital,” to strike out ‘and Asylum;” so as te make the 
clause read: 

Yor the Freedmen’s Hospital, as follows: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, line 8, after the word 
‘‘dollars,” to insert: 

And hereafter the management amd control of the Freedmen’s Hospital 
shall be under the board of incorporators of said imstitution. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For reading matter for patients, $25; in all, 953,025; and hereafter the 
management. and control of the Preedmen's Hospital shall be under the 
board of incorporators of said institution. 

Mr. GORMAN. At the request of the institution, I offer an 
amendment to the amendment of the committee. At the end of 
line 11, on page 49, I move to insert: 

And hereafter the expenditures for the Freedmen’s Hospital shall be 
under iH supervision and contro! of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 49, line 13, 
before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “ two hundred;” in line 
14, before the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘‘six hundred” and 
insert “four hundred and eighty;” in the same line, to strike 
out ‘‘two teachers, at four hundred and eighty dollars each” 
and insert ‘‘one teacher, four hundred and eighty dollars: in 
line 16, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ one overseer, 
seven hundred and twenty dollars;” in line 17, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert “‘one day watchman and driver, four hun- 
dred and eighty dollars;” in line 18, after the word “dollars,” 
to strike out ‘‘ two night watchmen, at three hundred and sixty- 
five dollars each;” and in line 21, before the word “ dollars,” to 
strike out ‘five thousand one hundred and ten” and insert 
“three thousand three hundred and forty;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

Reform School forGirls: Superintendent, $1,000; matron, #480; one teacher, 
$480; one engineer. 00; one day watchman and driver, #30; one laborer, 
$300; in all, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 3, before the word 
‘‘dollars,” to strike out “and services, ten thousand five hun- 
dred” and insert ‘‘ five thousand;’ so as to make the clause read: 


For groceries, visions, fuel, soap, oil, lamps, candles, clothing, shoes, 
forage, horseshoeing, medicine, medical attendance, hack hire, freight, fur- 
niture, beds, bedding, sewing machines, fixtures, books, horses, stationery, 
vehicles, harness, cows, stables and sheds, fences, repairs, and other neces- 
Sary items, 95,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

a The next amendment was, on page 50, line 8, before the word 
dollars,” to strike out “one hundred and eighty-one ” and in- 
sert “eight hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 


oun iy aa Orphanage Association of St. John’s Parish: Mainte- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
. The nextamendment was, on page 50, line 10, before the word 
; dollars, to strike out “one hundred and eighty-one” and in- 
sert ‘‘eight hundred; so as to make the clause read: 
For the German Orphan Asylum: Maintenance, $1,900: 
The amendment was agreed to. 
« _he next amendment was, on page 50, lino 14, before the word 
dollars,” to strike out “seven thousand six hundred and 
eighty ” and insert “‘ nine thousand nine hundred;” soas to make 
the clause read: 
For the National Ass 1 
and Children: Silemenanne: teabeiing tie teens emt, Colaneds W. $9,900. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 50, line 16, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “three thousand eight hundred and 
forty” and insert ‘five thousand four hundred;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For St. Ann's Infant Asylum: Maintenanee, % 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 19, befora the 
word “ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘one hundred and eichty-one” 
and insert ‘‘ eight hundred,” so as to make the cl vad: 

For St. Joseph’s Asylum: Maintenance, $1,899. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 21, before the w 
“dollars,” to strike out “‘one hundred and eighty-one 
sert ‘‘eight hundred;” so as to make the clause read 

For the Association for Works of Mercy: Maintenance, $1,800 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 25, before the word 
‘‘dollars,” tostrike out ‘‘one thousand seven hundred and seventy- 
three” and insert ‘‘ two thousand seven hundred;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For House of Good Shepherd, maintenance, $2,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, line 3, before the word 
‘‘dollars,” tostrike out ‘seven thousand six hundred and eighty 
and insert ‘‘nine thousand nine hundred;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

for the Industrial Home School, maintenance, $0,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, line 6, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “two thousand nine hundred and fifty- 
three” and insert “four thousand five hundred;” so as to make 
the clause read; 

For Saint Rose's Industrial School, maintenance, $4,500 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, line 10, after the word 
“including,” to strike out ‘‘ salaries of agents” and insert ‘‘ sul- 
ary of agent not to exceed $1,000;” andin line 13, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ five thousand ” and insert “‘ three thou 
sand five hundred;” on page 51, line 19, before the word “ do! 
lars,” tostrike out “nineteen thousand one hundred ” and insert 
“nine thousand six hundred and fifty;” cso as to malre the clause 
read: 

Board of Children’s Guardians: For the Board of Children's Guardians 
ereated under the act approved July 26, 1892, namely: For administrative 
expenses, including salary of — not toexceed $1,000, expenses in placin 
and visiting children, and all office and sundry expenses, $3,500. 

lor care of feeble-minded children; care of children under 3 yearsof a 
white and colored; board and care of ail children over 3 years of age, and 
for the tenrporary care of children pending investigation or while being 
transferred from place to place, 30,650. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ithink there must be some mistake about 
thisitem. The other House allowed the Board of Children’s 
Guardians $5,000 for administration, and I see here that the Sen 
ate committee propose to cut the amount down to $3,500. They 
have also made achange in the salary of the agent, who is 
very competent man. Itis to be reduced from $1,800, which | 
believe he is getting, to $1,000. This simply means that he 
continue as the agent of the board. I ask the Senator from 
Maryland if he will consent to put the whole sum back to $5,000, 
the amount fixed by the other House. 

Mr. GORMAN. The committee examined into the expendi- 
tures of this organization very thoroughly, and with a view of 
doing justice and without impairing the elficiency of the board, 
we reported the amendment. We were under the impression 
that the amountis amply sufficient. There is this, however, to 
be said in reply to the Senator’s criticism as to salary of the 
agent, that possibly the cut there is too severe. ‘The matter of 
all the charities of the District will necessarily be gone over in 
conference, but I will agree to modify the first amendment and 
to make the salary of the agent $1,500, and the total amount 
$4,000. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ido not think thatis right. It seems to 
me that the board is a very important part of our machinery 
for looking after the children of the District. It is a pity, after 
the board has been at work for nearly one year and has accom- 
plished as much as it has, to go and destroy it without any re- 
gard for its usefulness. It seems to me it is all wrong. 

Ishould prefer to have the committee allow the amount of 
$5,000, as it came from the other House, and also change the 
amount in line 18 to $5,000, allowing the board $20,000 in all. If 
the committee can make such changes I have nothing more to 
say; but if the committee is bound to destroy this most worthy 
organization, withholding the money absolutely necessary to the 
work laid upon it, thenI would like tosay something more about 
it, and some other Senators will have to siy something. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Is the Senator through? 
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Mr. MCMILLAN. No; I am not through. I ask the chair- 
man of the committee whether he will allow the amount to be 
raised to $5,000? 

Mr.GORMAN. I stated to the Senate very frankly a mo- 
ment since that this whole matter of appropriation for the char- 
ities of this District is the subject of a great deal of controversy. 
The Senate Committee on Appropriations has taken the propo- 
sition as it came from the other House and amended it all 
through, knowing perfectly well that the matter must be ad- 
justed in the conference between the two Houses. A final ad- 
justment can not take place now. I can not agree in regard to 
any one of these items, when that has been the rule all through, 
to permit the amounts to stand as they came from the other 
House. Isay this to the Senator frankly. Therefore, I do not 
accept the amendment he now suggests. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I must insist that the amendment, in line 
13, page 51, reducing the amount from $5,000 to $3,500, shall not 
be agreed to. 

Mr. President, 1 should like to say a few words in regard to 
the work done by this board. The board, which was created by 
the act of —_ 26, 1892, was for the purpose of taking care of 
dependent children in the District of Columbia committed to its 
keeping by the courts. It works without any regard to church 
or sect, following out a similar law which is now in force in the 
State of Michigan, in Minnesota, and other States, where the 
one object is to get children out of institutions and put them 
into homes. 

I do not object at all to have money voted for the aid of the 
different worthy institutions of the District of Columbia, but 
this board should not in my judgment be entirely destroyed, as 
is the evident purpose of this amendment. It is — for 
the most part by men and women in the District of Columbia 
who give their time and attention to it without pay, and have 
txken a great deal of interest in finding homes for the children. 

I will state that during the year 1894 the board has had com- 
mitted to its care by courts of the District designated for such 
purpose by the act creating the board, 203 dependent, neglected, 
abused, or morally exposedchildren. These children have been 
cared for. Ninety have been placed in private homes where the 
expense of their maintenance has ceased; 49 are in institutions 
where board is being paid, and 36 are boarded now in private 
homes. The expenses of the board in doing this work for admin- 
istrative purposes were $4,348.42; and for general purposes, in- 
cluding the care of feeble-minded children, boarda nd care of 
children both white and colored, both in institutions and pri- 
vate homes, clothing, medical attendance and all other expenses 
pertaining to the maintenance of children, $17,474.69. This is 
the first year. Of course they expect to take care of more chil- 
dren as the city and District grow, and therefore they should be 
allowed more money for the coming year. 

The board is not hostile to the charitable institutions of the 
District. On the contrary ituses them to care for children until 
homes can be found. But the object of the board is to find such 
homes and place the children in them, instead of leaving these 
waifs to the continued influences of institutional life and to be 
turned adrift on the world. This is true charity, and it is com- 
mon sense. 

The board has paid over tothe institutions of the District the 
following amounts for the temporary board and care of children 
who became its wards during the present year: 


OS on conn rnemaccnsnactcusnctnhese secenesnes $2, 127.50 
Sree POOREED SID SIND So nnn cud veus Seeseesssduc cocceccceseccnese 1, 537. 93 
The Newsboys and Childrens’ Aid Society ........................-.. 664. 57 
Be ty ee Is nnd duiwenc ce cconeednse woccensascowsécten 115. 69 
The Association for Works Of Mercy ..............--..ccceccsecnce noes 117. 61 
The House of the Good Shepherd .......-...... 2.2... cee. cnee ne enee 66. 54 
The Home for Colored Foundlings....................-.........---.-- 72.05 


The board calls attention to the fact and represents to Con- 
gress that its work for the past year has caused ninety children 
who had been declared by competent authority to be in the con- 
dition of dependence and neglect re oe relief to 
become self-supporting and absorbed into the best population of 
the District and surrounding States. Had those ninety children 
remained in institutions they would have called for an 5 hl 

riation, over and above that now necessary, of $10,000. Deduct 
rom this the whole amount of the board’s appropriation for ad- 
ministrative expenses, $5,009, which was not all spent, and the 
board can fairly claim a net saving of $5,000 for the ensuing year. 

The purpose of the board is to place children in homes and 
make them self-dependent. That is a great deal better than 
putting the children into institutions where they grow up and 
are cared for during many years and become a great expense to 
the District. Itseems to me that instead of discouraging the 
people who are cee ie amy board which Congress has created 
we ought to encourage them all we can, and ‘shat is the $2,000 
that the committee proposes to save in a maiiter of a great and 


intelligent work of charity such as this board has just starte) 
upon? 

I hope that we may be able to fix upon the amount given by 
the other House. ; 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I sincerely trust that the 
Senator in charge of the bill will not yield to the suggestions of 
the Senator from Michigan. If this matter is to be debated | 
want an opportunity to convince the Senate, as I think I can do 
by the record, that there never was as useless or as costly a lux. 
ury established within the limits of the District of Columbia no, 
a system as worthless as proved by its own work as this Board 
of Children’s Guardians. In its very nature it is an anomily; jt 
is an incongruity. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I suggest the lack of a quorum. I think 
if Senators are going into this question we had better have a 
Senate here so that we can understand it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not want my friend to feel called 
upon to furnish an audience for me. I am entirely willing to 
talk to empty chairs for the two or three minutes I shall ask the 
attention of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The lack of a quorum having 
been suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Aldrich, Faulkner, McLaurin, guey, 
Allison, Gallinger, McMillan, om, 
Bate, George, Martin, Roach 
Blackburn, Gibson, Mills, Shoup, 
Brice, Gorman, Pasco, Squire, 
Call, Hale, Patton, Stewart, 
Carey, Harris, Peffer, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Perkins, Vilas, 
Coke, Hunton, Platt, Walsh, 
Davis, Jarvis, Power, Washburn. 
Dolph, Jones, Ark. Proctor, 

Dubois, Lindsay, Pugh, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-six Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. The Senato: 
from Kentucky will proceed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Now, as my friend from Michigan his 
managed to secure a quoram, I ask the attention of the Senate 
for only two or three minutes. I say that the creation of this 
Board of Children’s Guardians constitutes an anomaly. The 
District of Columbia had but recently passed under the opera- 
tion of a law which provided for the creation and appointment 
of a Superintendent of Charities; the gentleman selected for 
that purpose had bare. entered upon the discharge of the du- 
ties of his office when Congress (I am sure without the attention 
of the Senate ever being called to it; I can not speak for the 
other House) incorporated in the appropriation act a provision 
creating a Board of Children’s Guardians, which, if it did or 
ever attempted to do anything in the world, was to usurp the 
function of the Superintendent of Charities, who had scarcely 
started upon the work which had devolved upon him under the 
law. 

For the last ten months that friction which was inevitable, 
which could not have been avoided and must of necessity have 
been foreseen if the attention of reflecting men had been calle: 
to the latter act, hasbeen prevalent. If the Board of Children’s 
Guardians is to be continued the office of superintendent 0! 
charities should be obolished. They have each other by th: 
ears to-day, and have had since last fall. 

The very words stricken out in this bill by the action of the 
Senate committee, beginning atline 22, page 51, and down toan( 
including line 11, page 52, show conclusively the absolute im- 

ibility of the two laws operating at the same time in the 

istrict of Columbia and the superintendent of charities (is- 

charging his duties with the Board of Children’s Guardians 
infringing upon his prerogatives at every step. 

I undertake to say (and I will submit the record eviden 
here to prove it) that there never was in this District or any- 
where else upon this continent or on this earth a system 0! 
charities established that has proven as expensive per ca))i'' 
and as worthless in its character and results as this Board 0 
Children’s Guardians. It has cost five times as much unde: 
their supervision to support or care for a child as it cost under 
any other system of charities ever known in this District. |« 
sides, they do not take care of the children. 

The Senator from Michigan has just read from the report ‘° 
show that the idea which the Board of Children’s Guardians "= 
of taking care of the unfortunate youths and girls of this city ' 
to take them and put them out in private families in the differ 
ent States all over the country. What chance there for educ- 
tion, pray tell me? What opportunity, what possibility of 01 
opportunity is offered to a single one of the children taken by 

Board of Children’s Guardians and put out after an appren- 
ticeship fashion to some farmer living in Pennsylvania, Miss 
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sippi, or Texas? Besides, it isa matter of empiricism yet; it has 
not been in existence long enough to be fairly condemned nor 
to be approved. We can only speak of the results which have 
attended its efforts up to this time. 
lundertake tosay that the Board of Children’s Guardians has 
never had a child in its possession unless it was a child brought 
to it by a certain member and the same one member of the po- 
lice force of this District. Every child that has ever come un- 
der its supervision or into its custody has been brought toit and 
turned over by one man, and he a private in the police force of 
this District. 
This is no Board of Children’s Guardians, nor any other sort 
of board. It is a corporation, if it may be so termed, consisting 
of one man. Its agent,I believe,is a man by the name of Lewis. 
He does what he pleases with the funds. He expends at hisown 
pleasure, without restriction of law, the appropriations that you 
make. Todenominate him a crank, in the face of the record 
which he has made, would be to treat him very mildly and very 
kindly. 
The president of this board is a lady, a most accomplished and 
a most estimablelady,too. Her heart is wrapped up in charita- 
ble endeavor of every description. I say upon her authority, 
not filtered to me through another, but as given to me by her- 
self—I speak from the message I received from her own lips 
when I say that the board has no practical power on earth over 
the appropriations made by Congress, but that this agent, this 
Mr. Lewis, is the only one who claims or exercises an atom 0 
authority either over your appropriations or over the conduct 
of the business intrusted to this board. 
1 have authority from the same high and unquestionable 
source for the statement that its record so far is a failure; that 
ithas not met the expectations of Congress, which made the 
appropriation, and that it has not proven itself a power potent 
for any good. I have her authority for saying further that she 
was ready and more than willing to come before the Appropria- 
tions Committees of both Houses and make the same statement. 
I think the Committee on Appropriations has made one error, 
and I speak it deliberatelyin the face of the record. Theerror, 
in my judgment, that that committee has made is in not abolish- 
ing the Board of Children’s Guardians altogether. There should 
not be one penny of an appropriation carried by this bill to the 
credit of that board. If it is to be done in the amount proposed 
by the committee or even in the larger amount as proposed by 
the Senator from Michigan let us at least be fair and make the 
appropriation of whatever money it is not subject to the control 
of the Board of Children’s Guardians, but subject to the control 
and disbursement of Mr. Lewis, the agent, if anybody knows 
him well enough to furnish his initials. 
As the Senator from Maryland in charge of the bill has 
said, the whole system of charities in this District by the re- 
port of the committee has been put in controversy, and every- 
one of the charitable institutions of this city to which an appro- 
priation has been made will be sent to conference. 
Mr. President, I have given this matter no little considera- 
tion. I have endeavored to get to the bottom of it. I have 
waded through volumes of testimony in order to reach the 
truth. I know nothing of this board personally except its pres- 
ident, of whom I have spoken so frankly and so favorably. ! 
know nothing of its agent, except as I know him through the 
record he has made. 
Ican not cherish a more profound conviction than the one I 
express when I insist thatneither the pending bill norany other 
bill should carry a penny of an appropriation to any such pur- 
pose as we are told this is to be devoted to. But if the other 
House has seen fit to make appropriations in excess, and largely 
in excess of any amount this agent, Mr. Lewis, has ever been 
able to expend—and Heaven knows the record shows he has not 
been stingy with it—if the House has seen fit to make appropri- 
ations largely in excess of his ability as proven in the past to 
waste and sjuander money, it seems to me that it is as little as 
the Senate can do to reduce those appropriations so as to send 
the matter to conference. 
I undertake to say that there is not a charitable institution 
named in the bill that does not raise and furnish more than 75 
per cent, leaving the appropriations of Congress every year less 
than 25 per cent of the amount actually expended by them in 
theircharitablework. Theproposition here is tostrip every one 
of these voluntary charitable institutions and take away from 
them every penny of an appropriation when they are raising 
75 per cent to the 25 per cent contributed by the Government, 
and let the Government undertake to furnish the whole 100 per 
cent for the maintenance and support of all the = r children 
here, and leave it absolutely in the discretion o this ent,who 
seems to dominate without dispute what is known as the Board 
of Children’s Guardians. I trust that the Senator in charge 
of the bill will decline to add one penny to a single appropria- 
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tion recommended by the committee for this Board of Children’s 
Guardians in any of its items. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. President, in looking over the ap- 
propriations for charities in this bill the remarkable fact is de- 
veloped that every appropriation for the care of children is 
increased by the Senate with the single exception of the appro- 
priation for the Board of Children’s Guardians, and that is very 
largely reduced. Every benevolent association connected with 
religious societies, it makes no difference what church it is, 
seems to have been looked after witha good deal of care, while 
this organization, which is independent of all the churches, 
which is being conducted, as I believe, by a class of men and 
women who do not deserve the excoriation the Senator from 
Kentucky has seen fit to bsstow upon them, have their appro- 
priation reduced from $5,000 to $3,500. 

The Senator from Kentucky says that the money has been 
wasted by the Board of Children’s Guardians; that the work 
they have done has been absolutely worthless. I do not know 
what estimate is put upon a child by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, but my judgmentis that ifthe Board of Children’s Guard- 
ians have found five children living lives of vagrancy or of 
shame, and have put them in good homes where they are cared 
for and to a reasonable extent are educated, and are taught the 
elements of manhood and womanhood, it is idle to say that the 
few thousand dollars Congress has appropriated for this charity 
has been thrown away or has been worthlessly used. 

Mr. McMILLAN. lIcall the attention of the Senator from 
New Hampshire to the fact that the board say they have found 
good, comfortable homes for over ninety of these dependent 
children. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam very much obliged to the Senator 
from Michigan. He is better informed on the subject than I 
am. I had intended to look the facts up carefully, but have not 
had time. So it appears that the record shows that the Board 
of Children’s Guardians in the last year have taken ninety chil- 
dren who presumably have been living lives of vagrancy, per- 
haps lives of crime, and have given them homes. They found 
families willing to take them, I presume in some instances to 
adopt them, and to instruct them at least in the rudiments of 
what goes to make up manhood and womanhood in this world. 

It is aremarkable thing, it strikes me, for a Senator of the 
United States in the face of that fact to stand here and say that 
the few thousand dollars that Congress has appropriated for this 
charity has been thrown away and has been uselessly disbursed. 
For my part this charity appeals very strongly to every senti- 
ment of my heart. I believe it isin the right cirection. | be- 
lieve it is in better taste for Congress to appropriate money to 
a nonsectarian institution presided over by men and women who 
have the welfare of children at heart and who are interested 
not only to save them for a day or a month or for a year, but to 
put them under influences that very likely will mold them into 
good men and good women. 

I do not complain that the Senate has increased the appro- 
priations for these other institutions. My impression is that 
Congress is very stingy with all these appropriations, because 
it is a matter demonstrated over and over again that true econ- 
omy so far as dealing with poor, destitute, and outcast children 
is concerned, is in the line of the utmost liberality. Weshould 
not measure our appropriations by technicalities. We ought to 
make these appropriations broad enough and large enough to 
enable these various institutions to give their time and their 
efforts to reclaiming these children from lives of degradation 
and of shame. 

I do not know that I care to say a single word further. The 
Senator from Kentucky has quoted the lady who, I believe, is 
at the head of this institution as giving testimony to its dis- 
credit. I think I have met that same woman. I believeshe has 
called upon me, and she made no such statement. On the con- 
trary, she made an earnest appeal for a liberal appropriation 
for the Board of Children’s Guardians. 

If she has made the statement attributed to her by the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, I submit that she has no right to remain 
in the position which she occupies to-day, for a woman who is 
at the head of a great moral or educational or benevolent in- 
stitution, who makes a statement that the funds are not prop- 
erly used, and that the work of the organization is not being 
well conducted, ought to resign from the position, instead of 
making complaints such as have been attributed to her. 

I do not know Mr. Lewis, the agent of the Board of Children's 
Guardians. I have been told that he is a very reputable man, 
a very benevolent man, and that he is a man having at heart the 
interests of the poor children of this District; and I am bound 
to believe that such is the fact. Hemay be acrank. Mostmen 


who do good in this world develop crankiness sooner or later in 
some direction. He may be a crank in this particular direction 
of looking after the poor destitute children of the District of 





ope eee 


ap 


cea iE a ocala a 


71530 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





JULY 16, 





Columbia—and the Lord knows there is a superabundance of 
them on every hand—trying to find for them well-managed and 
Christian homes, and putting them under well-managed and 
Christian influences. 

I presume this appropriation is to be reduced by the Senate. 
I regret exceedingly that it is to be done, because I feel that 
this one institution, divorced from the church, nonsectarian in 
its work, ought to receive the approbation and the generous 
support of the Senate of the United States. 

t hope the amendment of the Senator from Michigan will be 
adopted; but in expressing that hope, in view of the fact that 
the Senator from Maryland and the Senator from Kentucky are 
so strongly opposed to it, the latter Senator apparently being in 
favor of utterly abolishing the Board of Children’s Guardians, I 
confess that my hope is not very strong that the amendment will 
be adopted. I trust, however, that the distinguished Senator 
from Maryland, before he concludes to strike down this appro- 
priation and to practically make it impossible for this organiza- 
tion of benevolent men and women to carry on their work suc- 
cessfully, will give it very careful consideration, and endeavor, 
if possible, to bring his mind to the conclusion reached by the 
Senator from Michigan, who has given very close attention to 
this matter and who is influenced, as I understand, by the great 
work which is being done in his own State by an organization 
similar to this. 

This is all I care to we the subject. 

Mr. GORMAN: Mr. President, I do not care to continue the 
discussion of this matter further than to say to the Senator from 
New Hampshire and the Senator from Michigan, that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations have no disposition to impair the 
work which is being done by the Board of Children’s Guardians; 
but after the act of 1892 passed, creating this board, which was 
reported, I think, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, the appropriations for all these various charitable institu- 
tions were cut down 40 per cent; and the 40 per cent taken from 
them was practically put under the control of tae Board of 
Children’s Guardians. ; 

It was reve the whole system of charities in this District, 
and there naturally and necessarily came a very sharp conflict. 
We had reduced our pepengnestatee to such institutions to a 
point where they could not live. It is proposed now to try to 
adjust the differences without impairing the efficiency of any 
of these boards or any of these institutions. 

I will state frankly to the Senator from Michigan that, in 
view of the complications and in view of the fact that the 
matter can not possibly be settled in this body alone, we thought 
it was best to take these amendments, and when they into 
conference to adjust the matter with aview to the best efliciency 
of these charities. 

It was with no hostility that I approached the question. Iam 
perfectly satisfied, because the figures show that fact, that the 
amount of money given to the Board of Guardians last year was 
too large. They could not expendit. It was taken from the 
other charities and deprived them of their ability to take care 
of hundreds of children. Some adjustment must be made, and 
the Committee on Appropriations have gone in the direction of 
making the adjustment here. As I stated, however, very 
frankly, it mustbe made finally when we come into the commit- 
tee conference. Therefore, I trust the Senator from Michigan 
will accept the suggestion I make to him. It is in the line of 
what he desires. 

The salary of the agent is cut down alittle below that of other 
agents. We have cut it down to a thousand dollars. I will 
agree, and I will offer the amendment, if it is satisfactory to 
Senators on the other side, to make bis salary $1,500 and to in- 
erease the total amount of the appropriation in that clause to 
$4,000, That will give us the opportunity to do what is abso- 
lutely necessary and what {s right and just in the committee of 
conference. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. [inquire of the Senator what he is will- 
ing to allow on page 51, lines 18 and 19, for the care of feeble- 

ed children, etc.? 

Mr. GORMAN. During the past year I am certain from the 
estimates and the statements made that the whole expenditure 
of this board could not have exceeded fromsixteen to seventeen 
thousand dollars. With a very much’ larger amount at their 
disposal they were not able to nd more, and they are not in 
any better condition to do it now. There is no objection to 
making the increase to $0,000. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Isuggestto make it$14,000, and then it can 
be in conference. 

Mr. GORMAN, That would make the total amount ater 
than the expenditures during the last year. If itis sa tory 
to Senators on the other side, with a view to expedi the mat- 
ter, I will move to add, in line 11, after the word “ ” 


the words “five hundred;” so as to make the salary $1,500; to 
* 


increase the appropriation to $4,000, in line 13; and to increas, 
the appropriation, $9,650, in line 18, to $13,000. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iwill accept that, sofarasI am concerne) 
hoping that in conference we may get more. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 11, on page 51, after the word 
thousand,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ five hundred;” in line | 
before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ three thousand fiyo 
hundred ” and insert “‘ four thousand;” and in line 18, after th 
word ‘‘ place,” to strike out ‘‘nine thousand six hundred a: 
fifty ” and insert ‘‘ thirteon thousand;” so as to read: 

Board of Children’s Guardians: For the Board of Children’s Guardian 
created under the act approved July 26, 1893,namely: For administratiy, 
expenses, including salary of agent not to exceed $1,500, expenses in placing 
and visiting children, and all office and sundry expenses, $4,000. 

For care of feeble-minded children; care of children under 3 years of age 
white and colored; board and care of all children over 3 years of age, a: 


for the temporary care of nee peaking investigation or while being 
transferred from place to place, $13,000. 


Mr. GALLINGER. [simply desire to say that it is extremely 
gratifying to me personally that the Senator from Maryland has 
made these changes in the bill, increasing the appropriations 
somewhat, and I trust that when they get into conference the 
Senate conferees may be disposed to yield a little further in the 
matter, and that all these charities may be taken care of ver) 
generously by the conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maryland to 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. In line 20, on page 51,so asto make the total 
amount of the appropriation correct, I move tostrike out ‘'$15,- 
150” and insert ‘ $17,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 51, after lino 
21, to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That the institutions for children, including industrial and re 
formatory, namely, the Church Orphanage of St. John’s Parish, the Ger- 
man Orphan Asylum, the National Association for the Relief of Destitute 
Colored Women and Children, including its care of colored foundlings 
the St. Ann’s Infant Asylum, the St. Joseph’s Asylum, the House of tho 
Good Shepherd, the Industrial Home School, and St. Rose’s Industriai 
School, heretofore receiving aid specific appropriation, are hereby re 
mitted, except as herein specifically ap ropriated for, to the appropria 
tion herein made and to the said act oftJuly 26, 1892,‘‘to provide for the care 
of dependent children in the District of Columbia and to create a Board of 
Children’s Guardians,” for all rights and benefits which they may have un- 
der the provisions of the said act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, line 6, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out ‘“scven” and insert “ eight;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For expenses of rifle practice and matches, $1,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, after line 6, to inseri: 

For expenses of camp of instruction, $7,009. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 53, line 25, after the word 
‘*dollars,” to insert ‘‘one civil engineer, one thousand five 
hundred dollars;” and on page 54, line 18, before the word ‘‘hun- 
dred,” to strike out “thirty-six thousand eight,” and insert 
‘thirty-eight thousand three;” so as to make the clause read: 

For distribution branch: For one superintendent, #1,600: one civil eng 
neer, $1,500; one draftsman, $1,500; one foreman, $1,200; two clerks, at $1,000 
each; one timekeeper, $800; one assistant foreman, $900; one tapper and 
machinist, $900; one assistant tapper, $600; three steam engineers, at 81,1) 
each; one blacksmith, ; two plumbers, at 8750 each; two assistant 
machinists, at $864 each; one property keeper, $600; three firemen, at $72) 
each; two finshers, at $540 each; one driver, at 3480; two watchmen, at Sis) 
each; one hostler, at $480; one calker, at $730; inall, $38,334. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. GORMAN. In lines 24 and 25, on page 54,I move to 
strike out the words ‘‘ to be immediately available.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 54, line 24, after the word ‘‘cn- 
suing,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ to be immediately avail 
able;” so as to make the clause read: 

For extra clerical services in transcribing water-rent books to serve for 
the three fiscal years next ensuing, $875. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Co ttee on Appropriations was, on page 55, line 12, 
after the word ‘‘cents,” to insert ‘‘ and such additional amount 
as may be necessary to pay said interest in full for the fiscal year 
1895;” so as to make the clause read: 

terest on account of increasing the water supp!y, as provided in the 


For in 
act of July 16, 1882, $11,529.21, and such additional amount as may be neces: 
sary to pay said interest in full for the fiscal year 1895. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 55, line 18, after the word 


“eents,” to insert: 
And such additional amount as may be necessary to pay said interest in 
full for the fiscal year 1895: Provided, That not exceeding $300,000 of the sur- 
jus general revenues of the District of Columbia remaining on the Ist day 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


Be July, 1894, shall be transferred to the water fund to be be applied in pay- | 


ment of the principal of the debt incurred for increasing the water supply 
as provided In the act of July 15, 1882. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For sinking fund on account of increase of water supply, under act of July 
15, 1882, $24,026.69 cents and such additional amount as may be necessary to 
ay $300,000 of the surplus general revenues of the District of Columbia re- 
maining on the Ist day of July, 1894, shall be transferred to the water fund 
to be applied in payment of the principal of the debt incurred for increasing 
the water supply as provided in the act of July 15, 1882. 

Mr.GORMAN. There isa clericalerror in that amendment. 
In line 19, after the word “said,” I move to strike out the word 
“interest,” and insert ‘‘ sinking fund.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. GORMAN. On page 12, in line 8, after the word ‘ dol- 
lars,” I move to insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 12, inline 8, after the word “ dol- 
Jars,” it is proposed to insert: 

And a sufficient amount of this appropriation shall be applied to and ex- 
pended for the immediate removal of the parking and trees and paving the 
space in the center of New York avenue between Ninth and Tenth streets. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. GORMAN. On page 16, after line 22, I move to insert 
what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 22, on page 16, it is proposed to 
insert: 

For paving streets on north side of Lincoln Square, between Eleventh and 
Fourteenth streets, $8,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If in order now,I wish to move an amend- 
ment on page 11, after line 25, I send the amendment to the 
desi. 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER, Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 11, after line 25, it is proposed to 
insert: 

Provided, That of the above-named sum, 95,000, or so much thereof as may 
benecessary, shall be expended by the Commissioners of the District of 


Columbia for the preparation of sketch pians and report. by Frederick Law 
Olmstead’ on the extension of the streets and avenues of the District of 


Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. On page 28, after the word “ dollars,” in 
line 17, | move toinsert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 23, line 17, after the word “ dol- 
lars,” it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That $5,000. of saidsum shall be used for sprinkling driveways 
outside of the cities of Washington and Georgetown. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTON. In the appropriations for the water depart- 
ment, on page 54, line 4, there is a provision for ‘‘ one time- 
keeper, #800.” I move to strike out the word ‘eight ” and in- 
sert ‘‘nine.” Iunderstand this amendment will not be antag- 
onized by the Senator in charge of the bill. Itis recommended 
by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 54, line 4, before the word ‘ hun- 
dred,” it is proposed to strike out “eight” and insert ‘nine; ” 
80 as to read: 

One timekeeper, #900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

i Mr. GORMAN. On page 54, line 18, I move to strike out 
‘three,” and insert ‘‘four,” so as to make the total appropria- 
tion ‘* $38,494,” to conform to the amendment just made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFPER. I wish to call the attention of the Senator in 
charge of the bill to page 35. I have been informed personally 
by the parties interested that the wages allowed for drivers and 
other persons mentioned in the upper part of the paragraph on 
page J4is entirely inadequate. for example, their wages run 
from $25 a month to $35 month. I read in line 6 “‘one van 
driver, $360” a yexr, which amounts to just $30 a month, and 
continuing, “‘one ambulance driver, $480,” which is$40 amon th; 

two assistant ambulance drivers, at $300 each,” whichtis $25 a 
mouth; and “fourteen drivers of patrol wagons, at $360 each,” 
which is $30 a month. ‘ 

The amendment I wish to offer is in line 6, to strike out “$360,” 
and insert “$480;” in line 8, to strike out ‘'$300,” and insert 
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id interest in full for the fiscal year 1895: Provided, That not exceed- | 








153I 


**$480;” in line 9, to strike ont ‘‘ $360,” and insert “$480.” I 
believe that is all except, if these amendments are agreed to, it 
will be necessary to change the total, in line 12, from $514,520 to 
$516,800. I appeal to the Senator from Maryland that this is a 
very reasonable request, and I do hope that he will accept the 
amendment without further urging. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 35, line 6, it is proposed to strike 
out ‘‘ three hundred and sixty” and insert ‘* four hundred and 
in line 8, to strike out “three hundred” and insert 
“four hundred and eighty;” in line 9, to strike out ‘* three hun- 
dred and sixty” and insert ‘“‘four hundred and eighty;” and in 
line 12, to strike out ‘‘five hundred and fourteen thousand five 
hundred and twenty,” and insert “ five hundred and 
thousand eight hundred;”’ so as to read: 

One van driver, 8480; one ambulan« }; two as 
drivers, #80 each; fifteen drivers of patrol wagons, at S480 
Police matrons, at $600 each; in all, $526,800, 

Mr. GORMAN. This amendment was suggested by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. These men, of course, get 


sixteen 


348 ambulance 


and three 


sistant 
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edriver 





verysmall compensation; theyare inadequately paid; but soare 
many others provided for in the bill. 
We must limitthe totalamount of theseappropriations. The 


committee, while in full sympathy with the views which the 
Senator has presented, and which were also presented to us by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, thought, in view of 
the limited appropriations which we were compelled to muke 
at this session, we had better expend them in giving addition 
employment to others who have now no employment, and spend 
it upon the streets, so that there might be work for a great mass 
of people in improving the roads in the country around the city 
of Washington. I trust the Senator will not press the amend- 
ment at this time. Next year we can take up this subject. In 
the meantime we think we have gone beyond where we shall 
be permitted to go in providing generally employment a! 
this city to a very large number of people. 

Mr. PEFFER. If tae Senator will permit me,i do not be 
lieve that it is good policy to begin retrenchment and reform 
with this class of cases. I find that of the men who are working 
at the wages which I have read, here is one ambulance driver, 
and there are two assistantambulance drivers, thereare eightor 
ten patrol drivers, and a van driver. Iam informed, and have 
no doubt that it is entirely true, that the drivers of ambulances 
are required to work twelve hours per day, including Sundays 
andholidays; thatthey are subject to call at all hours of the day 
and night, and are further required to take care of their t& 
at all times. 

The patrol drivers are required to work from twelve to four- 
teen hours per day, and are also subject to call at all times. 
Many of them bring their meals with them and remain the full 
number of hours. They also take care of their teams, and work 
Sundays and holidays. The van driver works fifteen hours a 
day, and takes care of his team aad works on Sundays and holi- 
days. 

The majority of these men have families to support, and on 
account of the small amount of wages paid them they barely 
manage to exist. They are required to remain away from their 
families a great part of the time. It is a fact, further, that 
these men, who are required to work longer and bo on duty 
more hours and to be always subject to call, are the worst paid 
of any class of men in the District of Columbia. 

I submit again to the Senator from Maryland and to his 
friends in charge of the bill that if they do not feel at liberty to 
accept this amendment now, they will at least feel the force of 
the suggestion and urge it upon the conference committee; bu 
I think it would be eminently proper that the amendment be 
submitted now. 

There is one further thought. These men are situated alto- 
gether differently from the ordinary laborer who, in tho hours 
when his day’s work is completed or before it begins in the 
morning, can do a chore here and there and make a dime or 
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quarter. These men are subject to call continually and contin- 
uously, They are required regularly to work twelve hours a 


day, and, in addition, when they are off duty they are subject to 
call at any time. Some of them work fourteen hours a day for 
$25a month. I hope that the Senator from Maryland will think 
about $25 a month for a man and his family, and that he will 
put himself in the other man’s place and then think— 
A man’s a man for a’ that. 
I ask that the amendment be adopted. 
from Maryland will not object. 
Mr CALL. Mr. President, I wish to state thatit has been my 
purpose to introduce an amendment similar to the one offered 
by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Perrer]. I regard it asa 


L hope the Senator 


measure of great public policy that the people should be taken 
care of and that in our legislation due regard should be paid to 
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their comfort and convenience. I think with the Senator from 





Kansas that it is an outrage which should not be permitted in. 


the District of Columbia that men should slave out their lives 
for any corporation without some provison of law requiring that 
their work shall be limited to reasonable hours of iabor. I go 
further than that. I believe that the law, where the legislative 
power exists to make it so, should require them to have such 
compensation as will enable them to live and not be starved, and 
that their families should be taken into consideration in that 
compensation. 

t law of economy, what law of propriety exists that a 
great corporation shall be unlimited in its power over the lives, 
the comforts, and the happiness of the people? 

I wish for myself to say that I believe the protection of yee 
vate property and personal rights demands that there should be 
legislation in this direction. 

‘he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onagreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not wish to call for a separate vote on 
concurring in the amendment on page 46, as to the Reform 
School, but I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Maryland to it and to express the hope that when the bill goes 
into conference the matter will be looked into further, with the 
hope, also, that the committee may not insist upon the amend- 
ment. The trustees of the Reform School of the District of 
Columbia are, I think, gentlemen of undoubted ability and have 
great interest in their work and they do not like to have any 
change made in their control. I do not wish to go into the 
question or to discuss it at this time. I have no desire to em- 
barrass the passage of the bill, and I shall not. I simply ask 
of the Senator from Maryland that when the matter goes into 
conference it may be further considered. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwill state in reply to the Senator from Con- 
necticut that we will as a matter of course do that. There are 
certain facts which have been brought to the attention of Sen- 
ators and the committee during the day and since the bill was 
reported which require careful consideration. The committee 
do not desire to impair the control of the institution or to take 
it away entirely from the board, but what the committee sought 
to do and what is right is that over all these expenditures there 
should be some supervision, as there is in every other case. I 
will state to the Senator from Connecticut without the slightest 
hesitation that the most careful consideration will be given to 
these suggestions. 

Mr. PLATT. That is all I ask. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to offer an amendment, notice of 
which I gave some time ago. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insert after line 20, on page 33: 


For providing instantaneous fire alarm apparatus for the public school 
buildings of the District, 8,500. » 


Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to say a single word on the amend- 
ment, and then I shall be content to have the Senate dispose of 
it as they see best. 

The amendment was first referred to the Committee on the 
Districtof Columbia. Itreceived the unanimous indorsement of 
that committee. Presumably the membersof the Committee on 
the District of Columbia have quite as accurate knowledge re- 

ing the wants of the District as any other equal number of 
nators ibly can have. The amendment simply provides 
for a modern appliance, such as almost every public institution 
in every greatc = has at the present day, an instantaneous fire 
alarm, whereby the public property may be saved, if not the lives 
of the children better conserved. 

It requires an appropriation of only $2,500 to provide this ap- 
liance for more than the one hundred school buildings in the 
istrict. I notice that the committee of the Senate have made 

an appropriation of $9,000 for fireproof stairways for three of 
the great school buildings in Washington. That is a very wise 
appropriation. [nthe same line a much greater degree of lib- 
erality of appropriation ht be indulged in, and I feel sure 
it would receive the approbation of all who have the interest 
of children at heart. My amendment goes a little further than 
the committee have gone. 

It looks to the preservation not only of the lives of the chil- 
dren, but of the school property. Inasmuch as we have found 
it wise to introduce those instantaneous fire alarms into other 
buildings in the city, and I think into almost all the public 
buildings, and inasmuch as the amendment received the ap- 
proval of the Committee on the District of Columbia and, I un- 
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derstand, the Commissioners of the District, I think it ought tp 
go into the bill, and I trust the Senator from Maryland wil] so 
conclude. 

Mr.GORMAN. The amendment offered by the Senator fro, 
New Hampshire was very carefully considered by the Commit. 
tee on ee I confess that I was personally impresseq 
with it when it was first suggested, but upon examination we 
found that it would require a very much larger appropriation 
for proper connection with the wires and would cost some thou. 
sands of dollurs. Noprovision hasbeen made for that, and nong 
is made in the amendment, and therefore the appropriation a; 
this time would be useless. After careful consideration, in cop. 
nection with the authorities of the District and those in charge 
of the schools, the committee concluded that the only practica- 
ble thing we can do at this tim is to give them in three build. 
ings fire-proof stairways and let the matter go over until the 
next session, when the whole scheme can be developed, and then 
we can consider it. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I wish to make asingle inquiry of the Sen- 
ator from Maryland. I had supposed from certain inquiries 
which I have made that the appropriation proposed in the 
amendment would be ample. ill the Senator from Maryland 
kindly state to me about what amount would probably be re 
quired for this purpose? 

Mr. GORMAN. That is the difficulty. It could be only a 
rough estimate ora guess. Therefore provision could not be 
made for such appliances in the closing hours of the session, ani 
necessarily the matter would have to go over. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Under the circumstances, receiving the 
assurance of the distinguished Senator from Maryland that the 
committee are thinking kindly of this proposition and will likely 
make the necessary provision next year, I withdraw the amend- 


ment. 
‘ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is with- 
rawn. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish torenew my amendment in the Senate, 
as I desire to test the sense of the Senate. I think it wil! per- 
haps be of some assistance to the conference committee to have 
the judgment of the Senate upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 35, line 6, it is proposed to strike 
out ‘‘three hundred and sixty” and insert ‘‘four hundred and 


eighty:” in line 8, to strike out ‘‘three hundred” and insert 


‘four hundred and eighty;” in line 9, to strike out ‘‘ three hun- 
dred and sixty” and insert ‘‘four hundred and eighty,” and in 
line 12, to strike out ‘‘five hundred and fourteen thousand five 
hundred and twenty” and insert “five hundred and sixteen 
thousand eight hundred;” so as to read: 

One van driver, #480; one ambulance driver, 8480; two assistant ambulance 
drivers, at $480 each; fifteen drivers of pexe wagons, at 8490 each, and three 
police matrons, at $600 each; in all, $516,800. 

Mr. GORMAN. InasmuchasI explained to the Senator from 
Kansas and the Senate the reason why the amendment can not 
be accepted, I am compelled to raise the point of order on the 
amendment. There is no estimate for it, and it proposes to in- 
crease the appropriation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair asks the Senator 
from Kansas whether the increase of appropriation is recom: 
mended by any standing committee of the Senate? 

Mr. PEFFER. _It is not. 

ao PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is well 
taken. 

Mr. PEFFER. I offered the amendment as in Committee 0! 
the Whole, and no objection was made toit. LIinsist that I have 
a right to offer it in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas hai 
a right to offer the amendment in the Senate, but the point of 
order having been made the Chair sustains it. L 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


DEALING IN OPTIONS AND FUTURES. 


Mr. WASHBURN. The so-called antioption bill came from 
the other House to the Senate two or three weeks ago and still 
remains on the table, for the reason that when I made the mo- 
tion to refer it to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] made some ob)e 
tion, as he desired to make some remarks upon it. I am sorry 
that the Senator from Massachusetts is not present, butit scems 
to me that the bill has lain on the table as long as it should. | 
understand my colleague on the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], has give" 
notice that he would request action on the motion. I should 
like to have the question of reference settled at this time. 


eater: seas 


Ps 











1894. 





moves that the bill (H. R. 7007) regulating the sale of certain 

ricultural products, defining ‘ options” and ‘* futures,” and 
imposing taxes thereon and upon dealers therein, be referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill making appropriations for the Agricultural 
Department. . 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as inCommittee 
of the Whole, proceede to consider the bill(H. R. 6937) making 
appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1895, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. CALL. I ask that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with and that the committee amendments be acted upon 
as they are reached in the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 

uest of the Senator from Florida? The Chair hears none, and 
that course will be pursued. 

Mr. CALL. Before the reading proceeds, I will state that 
the estimates for the Agriculturs: Department for the year 1895 
are $2,233,843.06; the amount appropriated by the billasitcame 
to the Senate was $3,215,643.06; the reduction recommended by 
the committee is $7,460; the bill as reported to the Senate ap- 
propriates $3,208,133.06; the amount appropriated for the last 
fiscal year was $3,323,500. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill, and read to line 8, 
on page 2. 

Mr. GEORGE. Therearea greatmany amendments reported 
by the committee to the paragraph which is being read, relating 
to salaries and contingent expenses of the Executive office. 

There are some amendments which I shall offer in case the 
lump sum, in line 2 on page 3, is not allowed to stand as it was 
when the bill came to us from the other House. I therefore 
suggest that the reading of the bill be continued down to line 
4, page 3, without any vote upon any of the intermediate amend- 
ments, as the vote on the amendments will depend very largely 
upon the vote which will be taken on the amendment just pre- 
ceding the close of the paragraph. 

Mr.CALL. I understand the Senator's proposition to be that, 
after having read the paragraph, we shall pass over the proposed 
committee amendments until we get to the line the Senator has 
just referred to? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir; until we get to line 4 on page 3. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under that agreement the 
Secretary will read the text of the bill asitcame from the House 
of Representatives, not reading the Senate committee amend- 
ments,and the amendments of the Committee on Appropriations 
to this paragraph will be reserved until after action is taken 
upon the amendment in lines 2 and 3. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the bill, without having been 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and it 
could not be so referred under the rules of the Senate, has been 
under consideration by that committee, and they have reached a 
conclusion with reference to the bill which I propose now to state 
to the Senate. After a very full and free examination of all the 
various amendments and after consultation with the Assistant 
Secretary of Agriculture, we are satisfied that none of the 
amendments proposed by the Committee on Appropriations to 
a areerey under consideration ought to be adopted. 

é think especially that the lump sum of $49,520 should be 
allowed to stand, and that all the amendments made by the com- 
mittee, which undertake tosupply officers who are to be paid for 
out of this lump sum, ought to be disagreed to. Up to within 
the last eee act, I believe, or before that, such a lump 
sum y owed. The Committee or Appropriations, as I learn 
from the Senator from Maryland, disapproves the idea of mak- 
ing an appropriation so large as $49,520 ina lumpsum. They 
have therefore reduced it to $20,000, and have undertaken to 
com — for that reduction by inereasing the number of 

r. * 

I call the attention of the Senate to some of the amendments 
which the Committee on Appropriations suggest in order to 
compensate for the lumpsum which is reduced. They propose 
four clerks in one place for two clerks; seven clerks for four in 
another; seven clerks for four in another; six clerks for four in 
another. I desire to call attention e ially to this point. In 
line 11 the Committee on Appropriations recommend three 


clerks of class 3, $4,800. That is not in the bill as it came from 
pews other House. 
WO; 


* 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota | The contest seems to be whether the Committee on Appropria- 


tions isa better judge of the number of employés and the amount 
to be paid to a very considerable number of them than the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture. 

I wish to read to the Senate a memorandum which I have 
he:e from the Assistant Secretary of Agriculture: 

In order toenable the agentes to secure a larger number of clerks at 
lower salaries, and to enable the Secretary to adapt the compensation tothe 
work actually done, the House bill provides a lump sum for clerks, messen- 
gers, mechanics, watchmen, firemen, and charwomen of 849,520. It is de- 
sirable to have the appropriation in thisform. The Senate committee have, 
however, restored the statutory roll as in last year’s appropriation bill. If 
this stands a few additional clerks must be provided. 


It is pretty well known that the present Secretary of Agricul- 
ture has exhibited some considerable economy in the manage- 
ment of his office. I do not see the reason why the lump sum of 
$49,520, which the other House allowed, should bo taken away 
from him and $20,000 in a lump sum allowed, and why at the 
same time Congress should undertake to specify to him an addi- 
tional number of clerks at a specified salary, when, as he claims, 
and as the Department claims, if he is allowed alump sum, they 
ean regulate the compensation of each of the clerks, graduated 
according to his work, and in that way operate a very consider- 
able economy. 

I well know that it is very difficult to resist any proposition 
made by the Committee on Appropriations, but I wish to call 
the attention of the Senate, if they will give any attention at 
all to this matter, to the fact that the House Committee on Ag- 
riculture has framed the bill in this respect as we desire, and 
that the Senate Committee on Agriculture and Forestry desire 
to have the bill passed as it passed the other House. 

So in order to test this questionand settled it I ask for the vote 
to be taken on the amendment in lines 2 and 3, whereby forty- 
nine thousand five hundred and twenty was stricken out by the 
commi‘tee and $20,000 inserted. Letthe Senate understand now 
that if this amendment is rejected all the increase in clerks, 
amounting to a very considerable sum, made by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will be disagreed to. So in fact there 
will be litile difference in the appropriations, as the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry and the other House think they 
ought to be. . ; 

Mr. WHITE. If sue Senator from Mississippi will permit 
me, I should like to inquire whether he represents the Com 
mittee on Agricultiire and Forestry in this matter. 

Mr. GEORGE. I do. I represent the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry of the Senate who considered the whole 
subject and directed me to make this statement to the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to make an inquiry of the chair- 
man of the committee, or of the Senator who has this bill in 
charge. Tor any of the other Departments of the Government 
is a lump sum of $50,000, or any other lumpsum appropriated to 
be spent by the head of the Department in the employment of 
clerks, messengers, etc., or is thisitem singularin that respect? 

Mr.CALL. [ understand that the rule which has governed 
the Senate in these appropriations is to make specific appropri- 
ations and to diminish the authority of the Secretary as largely 
as possible by providing for each specific item of appropriation. 
Except in the case of a contingent fund for some special purpose 
I think the answer to the Senator from Connecticut is that 
there is not for any of the Departments a lump provided to pay 
the clerks and other persons employed in the Department. 

Mr.PLATT. Then I may be permitted to say that I fear we 
shall be making a very bad departure here from our usual prac- 
tice, and one which ina few years would be extended into all 
the other Departments, and we shall have pretty much all the 
clerks and lesser employés paid by a lump sum under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the particular Department. I should 
think we ought to hesitate about doing that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is exactly the question that is raised 
by the Senator from Mississippi. It is whether we shall give to 
the Secretary of Agriculture a gross sum of money to employ 
clerical force at whatever rate he selects and whomsoever he 
may select to perform the service, regardless of any examin:tion 
or anything of the kind. 

Mr. DOLPH. It takes them out from under the civil-service 


rules. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; it takes them out from under the 
civil-service law and it gives him the right to employ whomso- 
ever he chooses at whatever compensation hechooses. It takes 
out of the bill those that have been appropriated for specifically 
by different classes for years. It has been a universal rule of 


the Senate, immemorial so far as I know, that for all the classi- 
fied service we shall appropriate specifically so much for so 
many clerks of class 4, so much for so many clerks of class 3, for 
so many clerks of class 2 and class 1, and for so many at $1,000 
Then four clerks are provided instead of | and$900. That has been the universal rule. 
seven clerks instead of four, and six clerks instead of four. 


No other Depart- 
ment is given this authority. 
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Mr. DOLPH. Is any other Department allowed even $20 000 
in a lump sum to be expended for this purpose? 

Mr. COCKRELL. ot for clerical force, unless it be purel 
for a temporary purpose to bring up an accumulation of wor 
and transact it so that it-can be done in the calendar year. 

Mr. DOLPH. So this appropriation’of $20,000 isan exception 
so far as the other Departments are concerned. 

Mr, COCKRELL. 0, the $20,000 is for minor places that do 
not come ‘under ‘the civil-service law, like messengers, char- 
women, etc., and there may be more of them at one time of the 

ear thanmanother. The Committee on Appropriations in strik- 
ng out this lump sum and inserting the number of clerks and 
the different classes which may be required have followed the 
universal rule which has been adopted in the Seunte for years 
aud years. 

We submitted to the Secretary, or the Assistant Secretary, a 
request fora statement of the very lowest number of clerks he 
could get along with and their classes, or salaries, and we 
amended the bill to correspond with that statement. After re- 
porting the bill, the Secretary making the suggestion, we made 
some changes. On page 2, inline 13, the word ‘‘ seven,” which 
the committee had allowed, was'stricken ont and “ ten ” was in- 
serted, so as to read “ ten clerks of class 1,” that is, at $1,200. 
Then in line 15 we struck out the words ‘ four clerks, ‘at $1,000 
each,’ and inserted ‘‘ ten.” Weoegave to the Secretary precisel 
what he said would be necessary under the classifications an 
the universal rule of the Senate. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] was for many years 
chairman of the committee; the Senator in the chair [Mr. HaLE 
in the chair] has long been a member of that committee; and 
they will bear testimony that it has been‘a universal rule, and 
it has always been sustained in the Senate, to make specific ap- 
propriations wherever anae corns be made. I hope the amend- 
ment.of the Senator from sissippi will not prevail. 

Mr. GEORGE. I am not offering any ment. In behalf 
of the House of Representatives and the Committee on Agri- 
culture of the House of Representatives, and the Committee-on 
Agriculture and Forestry of the Senate, Iam meroly resisting 
an improper amendment which I think has been offered by the 
Committee-on Appropriations. That is the way the thing 
stands. Iam offering no amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
Senator from Mississippi to ask that the question befirst taken 
upon the committee's amendment at the top of page 3, propos- 


ing to appropriate an aggregate sum. 

Nr. GRORGE. Yes, the ac sum. That willdisposereally 
of the other amendments. 

It is well for me to make the remark here (and it is a very 
obvious one as soon as suggested, to which I desire to.call the at- 
tention of the Senate especially), that the iy, nna of Agri- 
culture is not.a department to carry on the ernment of the 
United States. It is no part ofthe machinery provided in the 
Constitution for carrying on the Government of the United 
States. It is something which Congress provides for simply to 
aid agriculture. 

There is no law which can regulate all the duties of the De- 
partment of ns It isa scheme or a Department in- 
augurated by the Government forthe purpose of making certain 
investigations, all of ascientificcharacter; the purchase of seeds 
and the distribution of seeds among the farmers of the country; 
getting certain information through the statistician in which 
the farmers of the country and the people of the country gen- 
erally are interested, and distributing that information. It ex- 
ercises no constitutional functions. It is neither a part of the 
Navy, nor of the Army, nor of any civil department of the Gov- 
ernment. 

It has nothing to do with those functions. The management 
of this Department assimilates very much to the m ment 
of a farm,and mustdepend very y upon the discre and 
good sense of the head of the Department. Especially do I want 
the Senate to understand that these clerks and employés are not 
simply like the clerks and oyés of other Departments of 
the Government. They are assigned to duties, very largeiy by 
the Secretary of Agrioulture himself. He selects a man who is 
bestadapted to perform that particular duty, not connected with 
Gonemnanae of the United States. “2 

ome of the duties-are ve tant, requiring men of skill, 
and some of them are very iasigaid iouitioant Ho ieee or ought 
to seeege the Department — much like a farmer would man- 
age his farm. He gives to each man the compensation which is 
suitable for his labor, and that is the way it ought to be done, 
os in the subordinate offices. 

wish to call the attention of the Senate again toe what the 
Department say. The Department claim that if this homp sum 
is granted they can better adjust the compensation to the merits 
of itsemployé. I see no reason why every clerk should be paid 
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the same:‘compensation when they perform diversified dutjo. 
some requiring great skill, some requiring ordinary skill, som. 
requiring very little skill. I want to-call the attention of {),. 
Senate to another point. Itis well known that the pres 
head of that Department has exercised discretion so far as jt j, 
vested in him in reducing expenditures. 

The Department come and tell you now that if the Sena, 
amendments are adopted as against the protests of the Depar: 
ment, as against the voice of the Agricultural Committee o! +} 
other House, as against the judgment of the other House, as 
against the judgment of the Agricultural Committeeof the Se 
ate, it will increase the expenditures of the Department. 

I do not see any reason why we should be governed by a cast. 
iron rule on that subject, nor do I see any reason, allow me to 
say, with the greatest deference to the gentlemen who com)o:; 
the Committee on Appropriations, why their judgment in thes, 
matters should prevail over the judgment of the committ 
specially selected in the House of Representatives to discharge 
this duty, and over the judgmentof the House of Representa. 
tives themselves, and over the judgment of that committec o' 
the Senate which also is specially selected for the purpose o 
determining as far as may be how that Department should |x 
carried on. 

I popes therefore, that the Senate will agree to the judgment 
of the House of Representatives; that it will agree to the judg. 
ment of the Committee on Agriculture of the House of Repre- 
sentatives; that it will agree to the judgment of the Committes 
on Agricultureand Forestry of the Senate, and disagree to th 
amendments proposed by the general ~Appropriation Commit 


tee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WHITE inthe chair). The 
question ison the amendment of the committee, in lines 2, } 
and 4 on page 3, the Chair understands. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I wish to say a few words | 
fore the vote is taken. 

I do not understand that the new departure proposed in the 
bill as respects the clerical force in the Departments is one th 
will materially advance the interests of the Department. This 
is the only time I know of in my experience in this body where 
it has been proposed to allowa lump sum. I wish to call iho 
attention of the Senator from Mississippi to the fact that this is 
the first time a lump sum has ever been proposed to a Secretary 
for the purposes of clerk hire. 

As a matter of course the Senate and the House defer to the 
judgmentof a headof a Department respecting his clerical for 

ut we have always insisted (and I know of no exception to that 
rule since [have been in the Senate) thatthe head of a Depart- 
ment shall give us a list of his clerical force. If he wants two 
clerks of class 4 rather than four clerks of class 4and then wan: 
to increase the clerks of a lower grade, those changes have :| 
ways been made for the convenience of the Department. 

ut it seems to me it will create great confusion if we go )e- 

ond that.and provide that a Secretary, whether it be of th 

reasury,or of Agriculture, or of the Interior, shall have $50,()\) 
or $100,000 to dispose of as he may choose, employing aclerix to 
day, another to-morrow, and another the next day, and th 
bring the clerical force in the Departments into confusion. 

If this be true in regard to the Secretary of Agriculture, | 
will be true in regard to the Secretary of the T and ever) 
other Department in the Government. If the Senator from \is- 
sissippi will note the bill passed early this morning, known a: 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, h: 
will observe that it is nothing buta salary bill, covering prac 
tically clerk hire in all the Departments, and covering clerk 
hire in all the great offices of the country, the subtreasury an( 
the public offices in New York City, icago, St. Louis, and 
New Orleans. We require the heads of Departments to make 
an estimate of the clerical force they need, the number, and th: 
compensation, and when that is done, then as nearly as we cor 
we appropriate for them. ; 

As the chairman of the committee has truly said, the Commit 
tee on Appropriations or our chairman stated to the Secret") 
of Agric re, or rather to the Assistant Secretary, that we di’ 
not think it wise to depart from the long established custom 0 
having clerks provided for specifically, and asked him to mak 
a revision of the necessary clerical force in the Department, 104 
that we could recommend an appropriation for that force. 

I understand that was done and the committee proposed 10 
make that provision in the bill. When we have appropriate¢ 
for all the clerical force desired by the Secretary of Agric. 
ture and y in such way as will enable him to conduct 


the clerical business of the Department, why should it be it 
sisted now that a lump sum shall be thrown into his lap to b?@ 
disposed of as he may choose for that purpose? 

It seems to me that it opens a door which will grow wider and 
wider until the several heads of Departments will want all the 
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money they can get appropriated in a general sum, in order 
that they may distribute it according to their will and not 
according to the supervision of Congress. 

That is all there is in this question. It is not a question of 
committees or preference of committees. Every Senator under- 
stands ‘this subject, I suppose one Senator as well as another. 
It was because we did not wish to make this great departure 
from the uniform practice of the Government that the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations has proposed to make these appropria- 
tions specific. ; 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course I know I am rowing upstream 
when Iam ‘rowing against the Committes on Avpropriations, 
but still I am right, and I propose to take such time asis neces- 
sary to demonstrate the correctness of my position to the 
Senate. Ifthe appropriation of a lump sum is wrong in princi- 
ple I should like to know why the sum of $20,000 ina lump is 
allowed by this amendment? If you must specify everything 
that is to be expended by the een | of Agriculture, why 
give him the $20,000? The committees allow $20,000 instead of 
$19,000, andthe great wrongnow doneto the principle which they 
think is so clear, is that $20,000 is added to lump sum which 
the Gommitteeon Appropriations themselves think ought to be 
allowed,.and which would result in a large saving to the Gov- 
ernment, 

The Senator from Iowa totally failed to:notice the very im- 
portant consideration which I presented to the Senate, showing 
the distinction between the work done by the employés.of this 
Department and the employés of other Departments:of the Gov- 
ernment. Ordinarily a clerk in one of the Departments has to 
do two'things, and that is about all he has todo. He ought to 
write a good hand, and he ought probably to have some little 
knowledge of the four principal parts of arithmetic, addition, 
subtraction, multiplication, and division, and that is about all. 

But.an employé of the Agricultural Department is frequently 
called upon ‘to decide something or to do something which de- 
pends upon his good judgment.as to how he shall doit. He is 
called upon to make some investigation in reference to the 
growing of crops, or in reference to the diseases of cattle, and 
soon, allof which is outside of any duty of that kind that is 
ever devolved upon any ordinary clerk of the Government. So 
with the multifarious duties which must be assigned by the 
Seeretary himself to each one of these employés there ought to 
be allowed to him the discretion of paying to each one the value 
of his services at least out of $3,000,060 of appropriation to the 
extent of the small sum of $49,000, when the committee itself 
has said that he ought to have $20,000. 

I-see the Senator from Iowa present, and I should like to have 
him explain why it is sucha crime, sucha violation of principle, 
such a dangerous precedent to allow subordinate clerks ‘to be 
employed by the Secretary of Agriculture at a rate of compen- 
sation to be fixed by him, and at the same time it is perfectly 
right te employ messengersat a rate of compensation to be fixed 
by him, laborers ata rate of compensation to be fixed by him, 
mechanics ata rate of compensation to be fixed by him, and 
charwomen at a rate of compensation ‘to be fixed by him. 

Why is it thatall these employments are perfectly regular and 
right, but when you come to aman who is called aclerk then you 
must have a specific sum mentioned in the statute or else the 
Constitution is violated and the country is ruined? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will answer the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. GEORGE. Just one word more and I will be done. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to answer the Senator right now, if 
he will allow me. 

Mr.GEORGE. All right; you may do it. 

Mr. ALLISON. As to laborers, mechanics, and charwomen, 
the Secretary can select the number, but he can not-select the 
compensation. There is a law which provides that the messen- 
gers in the Departments shall receive so much, that all labor- 
ers shall receive so much, that all mechanics employed shall re- 
celve'so much, and that all charwomen shall receive so much. 
Their compensation is defined in the statute, so that the only 
thing the Secretary can do under the clause to which the Sena- 
tor is now alluding is to fix the number of messengers, of labor- 
ers, Of mechanics, and of charwomen. He can employ five or 
four of either or all, or he can employ two at one time and 
three or five at another. He may need more mechanics at a 
particular time than another, and so of the others. But hecan 
— this provision fix the compensation of any one of 

Mr. GEORGE. What difference does that make? 

Mr. ALLISON. It makes a great difference. 


Mr. GEORGE. The people of the United States are certain! 
: y 
atemated only in the amount of money that goes out of the 
reasury and not as to whether John Smith, or William Jones, 
or some other man shall receive $1,000 and another $900. We 
ought to go upon the idea that a man who is at the head of a 
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Department like this knows something about his business. His 
name came before us. He could not take his place without our 
consent. He is nominated by the President and must be con- 
firmed by our advice and consent before he can take his place. 
If we think the person so nominated is incompetent to reculate 
this matter between his clerks, we ought to reject him. 

Mr. President, I wish to callthe attention of the Senator from 
Iowa to a point which I regard as a very important one, and 
which he failed to make any reference to. Tho duties of these 

ersons are not of the character defined by law, but they are 
argely of the kind defined by the discretion of the Secretary. 
He can select and impose important duties upon one and less im- 
portant duties upon another. If that be the case, the salary of 
the more important employé ought to be larger, and the salary 
of the less important employé ought to be less. 

Mr.COCKRELL. The Senatorfrom Mississippi puts particu- 
lar emphasis upon the importance of the work of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. Hesays a great portionof it mustdepend 
upon the intelligence and fitness of the employé. He referred 
incidentally to the examinations that are made. A great dea! 
must depend upon the discretion of the Secretary, not in the 
employment of a mere clerk todo a little writing; that is wholly 
immaterial. It is clerical work we have provided for; but tho 
Senatorsays that the important work depends upon the character 
and fitness of the employ4, and the Secretary must have discre- 
tion in the selection of his force. 

I suppose the Senator approves of the organization of the De- 
artu.cetof Agriculture as found in the remainder of the bill as 
t came from the other House. Let us look at that a minute. 

We find here the division of botany. Ought notagood botanist 
be selected for that postion, one selected by the Secretary be- 
cause of his fitness for the position, and ought he not to be al- 
lowed, under the idea of the Senator from Mississippi, to fix the 
salary of that botanist? Yet here is a provision of the House 
bill, and there is no disagreement about it, which fixes the sal- 
ary of the botanist and curator of the herbarium at $2,500: on 
assistant botanist, $1,600; one assistant botanist, $1,400: and so 
it goes through. 

Then we have a division of entomology; one entomologist, at 
$2,500, and assistants. Then we have a division of economic or- 
nithology and mammalogy. We provide for one ornithologist 
who shall be chief of division, at 82,500, and then for various 
assistants. So with the division of pomology; so with the di- 
vision of microscopy, the division of vegetable pathology, the 
division of chemistry, the division of forestry, the division 
seeds; and in every one of these divisions we fix the salaries o 
the assistants in the Department, and the Secretary does not 
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ask to have authority to name the amount that is to be paid to 
them. 

But when itcomes down to the employment of twenty or thirty 
clerks to do some clerical work, then it is insisted that every 
rule of the Senate must be departed from, and that the Secretary 


must be given authority to exercise his own discretion in the 
selection of clerks and the amount to be paid them. 

L hope the amendment of the committee will be agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HALE in thechair). Wit! 
out objection, the question will be taken on the amendment on 

page 8, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 2, on page 3,it is proposed to strike 
out ** $49,520” and insert ‘'$20,000;” and in line 3, the 
word “all,” to strike out ‘‘ 396,980” and insert ‘‘ $87,540.’ 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, this bill is in my charge, and }« 
haps it is proper that I should have something to say upon the 
pending question. The committee's view of the case has been 

resented by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 

Mr. COCKRELL] and by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON 
It is proper that I shouldipresent to the Senate both sides of this 
question. 

The Secretary of Agriculture gives as a reason for this prop- 
osition in jthe bill as it came from the House, which the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations by a majority of that committee hav: 
amended by classifying the additional assistance he requi 
that the classification under which these clerks have been ap- 
pointed is not adapted to the character of work required of 
them, that in some places a clerk receiving a salary of $1,800 is 
performing the duty properly belonging to a seven hundred and 
fifty dollar clerk or a nine-hundred-dollar clerk, and that if the 
Secretary has the discretion conferred upon him by this lump 
appropriation, to that extent he can arrange that the clerk re- 
ceiving $900, performing the work of aneighteen-hundred-do!lar 
clerk, can be assigned to a corresponding position, and the 
eighteen-hundred-dollar clerk reduced to the character of work 
and the degree of compensation which he should properly re- 
ceive. 

The question is whether the Senate or the Committee on Ap- 
propriations can with absolute accuracy determine ths particu- 
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lar character of the work in a classification and affix to it the 
compensation, leaving no discretion whatever to the Secretary 
of Agriculture, whether acast-iron rule shall be provided, down to 
each pin or the number of pins to be used, and be provided by 
Congress, or whether a general limitation and direction, leav- 
ing a considerable discretion to the officer at the head of the 
Department, shall be given tohim. 

I may speak personally for myself asa member of the commit- 
tee, that always in regard to all Departments, I believe, that if a 
Cabinet officer is worthy of his position—and we must act upon 
the hypothesis that,as we confirmed him, he is honest and capa- 
ble, and adapted to the position and the work—he should be 
trusted to some extent, and that a margin of discretion should 
be allowed to him. 

But the committee entertained—and that has been the rule in 
the Senate, with which I do‘not agree—the idea, until the Civil 
Service Commission was established, that Congress should as- 
certain how many pins each member of the Cabinet was required 
to use in his Department; and the question is as tothe extent of 
that discretion, whether any should be allowed to him in the 
disbursement of the public money, and, if so, how much. Since 
the Civil Service Commission has been established the Cabinet 
officer is deprived of all authority in that respect, and that 

wer is relegated to three officers distinct from all other 

ranches of the Government, so that he is not permitted to have 
any discretion in regard to the selection, the aptitude, or the 
capacity of particular men for particular work. 

As to this provision the Secretary of Agriculture desired—and 
the House have sustained him in it—that to the extent of $49,000 
he should be allowed this latitude of judgment and this use of 
his own idea of the capacity of men in their selection, and that 
this money might be used by him for that purpose. The com- 
mittee, however, have adhered to the rule of a specific ap- 
propriation for each specific item, leaving no discretion what- 
ever to the Secretary of Agriculture, except as to the $20,000 
referred to. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, if in the Agricultural Depart- 
ment a clerk receiving » compensation of $1,800 a year is doing 
the work of a nine-hundred-dollar clerk, and the nine-hundred- 
dollar clerk is doing the work of an eighteen-hundred-dollar 
clerk, it shows that the Secretary of Agriculture is not the man 
for the place, because while Congress provides the clerks and 
provides their compensation, I suppese it is the duty of the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture to settle the particular business for which 
their competency and their salary fit them, and their salary 
pays them. 

If this proposition would be a good thing for the Secretary of 


Agriculture, it would bea good thing for the heads of all the | 


Departments, and if we are to adopt this ene, if the argu- 
ment is good, I think this Government might save a very large 
amountof money by letting out to the lowest bidder the conduct 
of every Department, allowing some man to bid a lump sum to 
transact the business, and then toemploy the necessary employés 
on the best terms he could get them, to exact the most labor pos- 
sible from them. and to determine the number of hours they 
should serve. No doubt, with proper supervision, the public 
business might be transacted, and there would be a saving of 
one-haif of the appropriation we make annually for the conduct 
of the public business. 

Mr. CALL. [should like the Senator from Oregon to trace 
the connection he would make between letting out the Depart- 
ment work under contract to the lowest bidder and giving to 
the Secretary of Agriculture discretion in the use of $49,000 out 
of $3,000,000. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Florida allow me to 
ask him what he means by the expression in respect to $49,000? 

Mr. CALL. I mean tosay that the Secretary of Agriculture 
asks to be allowed to use $19,000 as his own judgment may dic- 
tate in the selection and compensation of certain employés, 
clerks, and others provided for in this bill, and that $20,000 of 
that amount is allowed him, and the other 829,000 is taken away. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Florida will allow me to sa, 
also that there can be no reason, in my opinion, why any suc 
discretion should be given to that Secretary which is not given 
to every other Secretary. 

I think one of the wisest things that could be done would be 
to allow the heads of Departments to select their subordinates. 
The wisest thing that can be done, in my opinion, is to abolish 
what is called civil-service reform and the Civil Service Com- 
mission. There can be found no reason, in my opinion, why that 
particular Secretary should be given privileges which do not 
extend to every other Secretary of every other Department. 

Mr. CALL. I do not know but that I with the Senator 
from Tennessee entirely, but Ido not k his argument fur- 
nishes ar reason why this particular Secretary should not be 
allowed this sum of money. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








JULY 16, 
Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, as long as jt is 


denied to others, I shall be in favor of denying it to him. I 
— to deal with the heads of all Departments alike yj 
y. 


fair 

Mr.CALL. That is a matter of justice; but we are now look. 
ing into the question of what is the particular advantage » 
this particular Department in respect to this bill. I think ty, 
Senator is right, that areasonable discretion should be given ‘) 
all Departments in respect to their employment of clerks, ay) 
that the functions of the Civil Service Commission, if contiy. 
ued, shouid be limited, so that they would not confine, circy,. 
scribe, and destroy the power of administration conferred up, 
the heads of Departments. 

But that is the proposition which is contained in this }j) 
that according to present classification and appointment 9; 
clerks, although the Secretary of Agriculture may dismiss q, 
$1,800 clerk, he can not select a $900 clerk and put him in the pos). 
tion of receiving compensation for the work which he is actually 
performing. e reports now as to his Department and its aj. 
ministration that there are appointments to the extent of $4). 
000 which a reasonable discretion conferred upon him would en. 
able him so to classify and so to adjust that he could put in the 
higher paid places men of adequate ability to perform the wor; 
and reduce those not‘having it to lower ones. That is the propo. 
— which he makes, and which J desire the Senate to stand 
‘ihe PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the ameni 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will now stato 
the amendments reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
on e 2, commencing with line 9. 

he SECRETARY. In line 9, after the word ‘‘ telephone,” itis 
proposed to strike out “oleri,” and insert “ operator;” in line 
ji, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert ‘‘ three clerks of class 
$4,800;” in line 12, before the word ‘‘ clerks,” to strike out ‘“‘two 
and insert ‘‘four;” in the same line, after the words ‘‘ class 2, 
to strike out ‘‘ two thousand eight,” and insert ‘‘ five thousand 
six,” and in line 13, before the word ‘‘clerks,” to strike out 
‘*four” and insert ‘‘ seven;’ so as to read: 

One telegraph and telephone operator, $1,200; two clerks of class 4, 83,60 
ane eae of class 3, $4,800; four clerks of class 2, 5,600; seven clerks o! 

Mr. GEORGE. That should be ten. 

Mr. CALL. I move toamend the amendment in line 13 by 
striking out ‘‘four ” and inserting ‘ ten.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment tothe ameni- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 13, before the word ‘‘clerks,” it is 
proposed to strike out ‘‘four” and insert ‘‘ ten;” so as to read: 

Ten clerks of class 1. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment of the 
Committees on appenecaen will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In the same clause, on page 2, line 14, alter 
the words ‘‘class one,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ four tho: 
sand eight” and insert ‘‘eight thousand four.” 

Mr. CALL. Imove to amend the amendment by striking ou 
‘‘eieht thousand four” and inserting ‘‘ twelve thousand;” sv «3 
to read: 

Ten clerks of class 1, $12,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

Thenextamendment of the Committee on Appropriations wa 
in the same clause, line 15, before the word ‘‘clerks,” to strix¢ 
out “four” and insert ‘‘s2ven;” in the same line, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘four” and insert ‘‘seven;” in line 
16, before the word “clerks,” to strike out ‘‘ four” and inse’ 
‘‘six;” and in line 17, after the word ‘‘each,” to strike out 
‘three thousand three hundred and sixty ” and insert ‘‘five thou 
sand and forty;” so as to read: 

Seven clerks, at $1,000 each, $7,000; six clerks, at $840 each, 85,040. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, after the word ‘<0! 
lars,” at the end of line 20, to insert: 

One assistant fireman, #720; one assistant fireman, 8600; two night watc.: 
men, and two night watchmen who shall also be watchmen for the seed 
buildings, at $720 each, $2,830. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 25, before the word 
“messenger,” to strike out ‘‘clerks;” and on page 3, line 1, after 
the word ‘‘ mechanics,” to strike out ‘‘ watchmen, firemen; 5 
as to read: 

Messengers, laborers, mechanics, and charwomen. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. GEORGE. The total sum named in line 4, on page 3, at The SECRETARY. On page 3, line 17, it is proposed to strike 

the end of the clause which has been amended, is a smaller ag- | out the words ‘‘ two clerks ” and insert ‘‘one clerk;” and in the 

gregate than the increases will make it. same line to strike out ‘ $3,600” and insert ‘*$1,800;” so as to 
Mr. COCKRELL. In line 4, on page 3, $87,540 should be | read: 

stricken out and the total corrected according to the changes | One clerk of class 4, $1,800. 

which have just been made. ee The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CALL. In place of ‘* $87,540,” in line 4,on page 3, I move The next amendment was, in line 18, before the word ‘‘ clerks,” 

to insert ''$91,140.’ to strike out ‘‘two” and insert ‘‘four:’ and in the same line, 
The amendment was agreed to. after the word ‘‘ three,” tostrike out ‘* $3,200” and insert ‘*$6,400;” 
The next amendment was, on page 3, line 8, after the word | so as to read: 

dollars,’ to eee . ty = of class 3, $3,200,” and in- Four clerks of class 3, $6,400. 

sert ‘one cleric of class 3, $1,600." ; ; The amendment was agreed to. 

— Oe cos ro” EP enact “wees.” word "clerks, The next amendment oan, in line 19, before the word “‘ clerks,” 
ove 8 . a dunk 6 % insert ** o2) ap : ‘ » line te 

‘the PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that | © Strike out" two” and insert “four; ” and in the same line to 

the nt ey from Florida proposes to amend the committee |... elise is aia a $5.00 : Lee eee oh 

ndment. mm s 

Mr. CALL. 1 desire to amend the committee amendment by Ege amendment was agreed to. | at eek 

striking out the word “two” in line 8, and inserting the word : a a sen in line 20, before the — d 2h oa 

‘three: so as to read “ three clerks of class 3.” r otrt e out four sand sneee t five; and in the same a 
Mr. COCKRELL. In licuof theamendment proposed by the | ® ter the w ord one,” tostrike out ‘* $4,800 and insert ‘‘ $6,000; 

committee to strike out ‘ twoclerks of class.3, $3,200,” the Sena- | 80 48 to re ud: : 

tor from Florida proposes to strike out “‘ two’ and insert ‘‘three,” | Five clerks of class 1, 85,00). 

and have the remainder of the language which the committee Mr. CALL. In line 21, before the word “clerks,” I move to 

proposes to strike out stand so as to read—— strike out ‘‘ five” and insert ‘ seven.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to abandon the committee | ‘The SECRETARY. On page}, line 21, before the word “clerks,” 
amendment in line 8, on page 3, and insert ‘‘three clerks of | it is proposed to strike out “ five” and insert ‘‘seven;” and in 
class 3, $4,800.” the same line, after the word ‘‘each,” to strike out “‘ five thou- 

The amendment was agreed to. sand” and insert ‘‘ seven thousand;” so as to read: 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment of the committee propos- | Seven clerks at $1,000 each, $7,000. 

ing to insert ‘‘ one clerk of class 3, $1,600,” is withdrawn. : The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The amendment in line 9 will Mr. CALL. I move to amend, in line 24, by changing the total 
be considered as withdrawn. AL |} amount proposed for the division of statistics from ‘‘ $27,760,” 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations to ** $35,160.” 

was, on page 3, line 12, after the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out The amendment was agreed to. 

“one clerk at $1,000.” 7 Mr. GEORGE. I ghould like to have it understood that if 
Mr. CALL. Lask that that amendment be disagreed to. these additions be incorrect, they may be corrected by the clerks. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The committee propose to withdraw that Mr.CALL. That is always the case. 

amendment, and let the bill stand in that respectas it came from Mr. GEORGE. That is all I care for. 

the House of Representatives. whe 5 Mr. COCKRELL. The footings will be changed by the clerks 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- | where it is necessary to correspond with amendments made by 

ment. the Senate. 

The amendment was rejected. The next amendment was, on page 4, line 17, before the word 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, | “chief,” to insert ‘‘ornithvlogist, who shall be;” soas to read: 
on page 3, line 33, after the word “all,” to strike out “fifteen | One ornithologist, who shail be whiet of division, $2,500. 

thousand seven ” and insert ‘‘ thirteen thousand one.” ' The amendment was agreed to. 

- Mr.CALL. I move to amend the amendment by strik ngout! ‘The next amendment was, on page 5, line 12, before the word 
thirteen thousand one” and inserting ‘‘seventeen thousand | «qojlars,” to strike out ‘‘ five hundred; ” so as to read: 


three hundred.” ; 5 
Division of Vegetable Pathol y: One pat ogist, 82,000. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. ee er ace tere ee 
Mr.GEORGE. Alithe other chiefs of division receive a salary 


The amendment as amended was agreed to. : F g ‘ion } 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 16, before the word | of $2,500 except this one and the one in the Division of Forestry. 
dollars,” to strike out “five hundred;” so as to read: It seems the Committee on Appropriations have seen proper to 
putthem on adifferentfooting from the other chiefs of divisions. 


Sr (ne ctatintioian, 65,600. Iam requested by the Agricultural Department to say that these 
Mr. GEORGE. Iam requested by the Agricultural Depart- | chiefs are just as valuable and just as meritorious, and in [act 
ment and by the Committee on Agriculture to ask the Senate | are entitled to as much salary,as the others. [ have heard no 
to disagree to that amendment, and to let the bill stand as it | reason why thes» men should be put down at $2,000, while the 
came from the House of Representatives. This office of statis- | others all have $2,500. I hope the committee will be able to ex- 
tician is said to be a very important one, and it is claimed that | plain that. 
$3,500 is only a fair compensation for the services. Mr. COCKRELL. The reason of it is that they were not es 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of | timated for. The head of the Department himself did not esti- 

the bill how much the salary of that officer is at present? mate for these increases. 
_ Mr. CALL. His salary is $2,500. The committee proposes to| Mr.GEORGE. They are reductions, 
increase it to $3,000. Mr. COCKRELL. I beg the Senator's pardon. The House 

Mr. DOLPH. The salary at present is $2,500, and that has | increased the aypropriation above the estimate, and we put it 
been the salary for years past? back at the sum estimated by the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. CALL. ° It has been. Mr. GEORGE. Iam requested by the Agricultural Depart- 

Mr. DOLPH. The House has increased it $1,000—from $2,500 | ment to say that there is no reason why these men should not 
to $3,500—and the Senate committee proposes to reduce it $500, | have the same compensation as the otler chiefs of divisions |: 
leaving an increase of $500 beyond what it has been heretofore. | the Department; and that is the opinion also of the Committe 

Mr. CALL. The House increased it to $3,500 and the Senate | on Agriculture, and I will say that unless there is some rcason 
committee struck off $500, leaving it $3,000. given why these men, the chief of the Division of Veget ble 

Mr. DOLPH. An increase of $500 over the present salary? Pathology, and the chief of the Division of lorestry, are sup- 

Mr. CALL. An increase of that sum over the present salary. | posed to be of less value than the other chiefs of divisions, they 

The amendment was d to. ought to have the same compensation as the others. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment Mr. COCKRELL. There are chiefs of divisions in other De- 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 3, in line 2!, | partments receiving only $2,000 per annum, and the Secretary 
before the word ‘‘ hundred,” to strike out “twenty-eight thou- | of \griculture, when he made out his estimate of what bi 
sand two,” and insert ‘twenty-seven thousand seven;’ so as to | wanied and the way he wanted the money distributed in his 
make the total ‘'$27,760.” ) fle», estimated these two chiefs of division at $2,000 each, and 

The amendment was agreed to. we left them precisely as he said he wanted them. 

Mr.CALL. On page 3, line 17,1 move to strike out ‘two Mr. ALLISON. And that is the present salary? 
clerks of class 4, $3,600.” and insert ‘ oneclerk of class 4, $1,800.” Mr. COCKRELL. It is the present law, end has been for 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. | years. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 5, in line 13, 
before the word, ‘‘hundred,” to strike out ‘‘six” and insert 
*‘four;” and in line 16, before the word ‘‘hundred,” to strike out 
“six thousand three,” and insert ‘‘five thousand six,” so as to 
read: 

One assistant pathologist, $1,400; one assistant pathologist, $1,200; one 
clerk, at $1,000; im all, $5,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, on page 5, line 25, before the word 
dollars,” to strike out ‘‘five hundred;” and on page 6, line 5, 
before the word ‘‘ hundred,” tostrike out “ eight thousand three” 
and insert ‘‘seven thousand eight;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

Division of Forestry: Chief of division, $2,000; one assistant chief ‘of divi- 
sion. $1,600; oneclerk, class 2, $1,400; one clerk, class 1, $1,200; oneclerk, at $900; 
one clerk, at $720; in all, $7,820. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 8, before the word 
**hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ eight” and insert ‘‘ six;” in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out “fone clerk, class 
3, one thousand six hundred dollars;” in line 10, after the 
word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘one clerk, class 1, one thousand 
two hundred dollars,” and insert ‘‘two clerks, class 1, two 
thousand four hundred dollars;” and in line 13, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out ‘‘eight thousand five,” and insert 
‘seven thousand nine;” so as to make the clause read: 

Division of Records and Editing: Chief of division, 62,500; one assistant 
chief of division, $1,600; one clerk, class 2, $1,400; two clerks, class 1, $2,400; 
in all, $7,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, one page 6, after line 13, to insert: 

Division of Illustration: Chief artist and draftsman, 82,000; two assistant 
drafismen, at $1,600 each, $3,200; three assistant artists, at $1,400 each, $4,200; 
oue wood engraver, $1,800; one assistant wood engraver, $1,800; one assist- 
ant wooed engraver, 81,200; in all; 614,200. 

Mr. PLATT. Does this provision establish a new division? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is just a change in arrangement. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry to resist the amendment. I read from the 
letter of Assistant Secretary Dabney: 

The salary roll of this division— 

Speaking of the one now under consideration— 


was provided for in the estimates prepared a yearago. Investigation of 
the work of the division made since taat time has shown the Secretary that 
the division does not make more than one-third to one-half of the illustra- 
tions used by the Department, and that the illustrations have cost us two or 
three times as much as they would have if prepared on the outside. 

There is no more need of the Division of Iliustrat in this Department 
than there is of a division of cosponsors or any other mechanical profes- 
sion. What the Department needs is a lump sum with which to purchase 
illustations, plates, and electrotypes de and with which to pay alimited 
number of artists in the various scientific divisions to make drawings of 
perishable fruits, insects, and natural history objects which can not be for- 
warded to artists on tho outside. The lithographs and engravings from 
these pictures can then be made ata distance. 

In a letter to the Committees of the House and Senate, the Secretary, 
therefore, asked that the salary roll of the Division of Illustrations be abol- 
ished, and that a lump sum be allowed in lieu thereof. This was done by 
the House committee. 

For that reason I hope the Senate will not agree to the amend- 
ment. It is utterly useless, and besides it is more extravagant 
than the provision which now exists by law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 14, under the head of Illustrations 
and engravings, will be found this provision: 

For the pay of artists, draftsmen, and e vers, the purchase of tools, in- 
Printing vidos uecesadry cravding expousce, Inbar and for aatriags, co 
vravine® lithographs, other illustrations, and electrotypes, $15,000. _— 

There has been constantly a division of illustrations, and a 
specific a has been made for it. The bill as it came 
from the House leaves out that provision and inserts the para- 
—— which I have read, giving a lump sum of $15,000 to be 
used at the discretion of the Secretary in employing people and 
purchasing material, and doing just as ie chooses. We strike 
all of that out of the bill, except a part leaving $2,000 for the 

urchase of materials, ete., and insert the paragraph which has 
en read, ‘‘ Division of illustration: Chief artist and draftsman, 
$2,000,” and so on, just as it is in respect to the other divisions, 
to make it correspond with them. The matter can go into con- 
ference and be adjusted there. 

Mr. GEORGE. I think it will be very well for the Senate to 
do right about it now instead of leaving it to the conference 
committee. I have read to the Senate a statement of the As- 
sistant Secretary that the amendment is wholly unnecessary 
and wasteful, and that the division does only a very small part 
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of the work anyway; that most of it has to be done outside. 
call the attention of the Senator from Missouri to that fact. 

The Assistant Secretary says: 

The salary roll of this division was provided for in the estimates prey, 
@ yearago. Investigation ot the work of the division made since that ;'. 
has shown the Secretary that the division does not make morse than op; 
third to one-half of the illustrations used by the Department. 

So, when you establish your division, you have to go ou! 
for about one-third or one-half of the work. The Secreta) 
therefore recommends that the whole paragraph be stricken o 
and that the appropriation be made as provided by the othe, 
House. Of course the judgment of the House of Repres 
tives, or the judgment of the House Committee on Agriculty 
or the judgment of the Senate Committee on Agriculture 
Forestry does not count for much, but still it does look to n 
though the reasons given here are perfectly competent. 

You have to go outside for one-third or one-half of the work 
way and pay forit. You establish a division, which does not 
the work, and the Secretary says that on full investigation: 
trial it has been found that this will not do. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I desire to say, touching 
oint under discussion, that the letter which has just been r 
rought to our attention before the Committee on Agricult 

of which I am a member, the fact that a portion of the work ho. 
to be let by. contracié necessarily, and that it is simply a quest 
of amount as to how much shall be allowed in order that 
Secretary may let the contracts. 

As that can not be prevented, and contracts have to be : 
tered into to consummate the work, I thought it proper to gi 
my consent to a lump sum, although I am, on principle, oppos 
to lump appropriations under which contracts can be mai 
But as it is shown in the letter that the work can be done mu 
cheaper in that way than it can possibly be done under the pr 
ent arrangement, | gave my assent in this particular instance 
for the reasons mentioned in the letter of the Assistant Secr 
tary of Agriculture. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreci 
to the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GEORGE. On thatI call for a division. 

The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 
noes 7, no guorum voting. 

"Sas PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call th 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an 
swered to their names: 


Allison, George, Jones of Ark. Proctor, 
Bate, Gibson, Kyle, Pugh, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Lindsay, Quay, 
Brice, Gray, McLaurin, Roach, 
Call, Hale, McMillan, Shoup, 
Cockrell, Hansvrough, Mills, Squire, 
Coke, Harris, Pasco, Stewart, 
Dolph, Hawley, Patton, Vest, 
Dubois, Hill, Peffer, Voorhees, 
Faulkner, Hunton, Perkins, Walsh, 
Gallinger, Jarvis, Platt, White. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-four Senators have 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is presc! 
The question recurs on agreeing to the amendment of the cor 
mittee, on which a division is called for. 

Mr. GEORGE. I withdraw the call for a division. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agrecin 
to the amendment of the Committee on Appropriatious. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendm 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 6, line 24, alte! 
the word ‘‘ dollars,” to rt ‘‘one superintendent of seed ro 
$1,600;” in line 25, after the word ‘“‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘'t 
experts, at $1,800 each, $3,600,” and insert ‘‘one expert, $1,‘ 
on page 7, line 4, after the word ‘‘dollars,” to imsert ‘cigh' 
employés, at $840 each, who shall in addition to other duties 
execute the requests of Senators, Representatives, and De 
gates in Congress for the distribution of seeds among the: 
constituents;” and in line 9, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to sirik 
out “nine thousand” and insert ‘‘thirteen thousand seven hun 
dred and twenty;” so as to make the clause read: 

Division of seeds; One chief of division, $2,000; one superintendent 
seed room, 81,600; one expert, $1,600; two clerks of class 1, $2,400; © 
skilled laborer, $1,000; eight employés, at $840 each, who shall in addition ‘° 
other duties execute the requests of Senators, Representatives, and De. 
gates in Congress for the distribution of seeds among their constituents: | 
all, $13,720. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on e 7, line 11, after the wor’ 
** dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ two chief folders, at $1,000each, $2,00', 
and insert ‘‘one chief folder, $1,000; eight folders, at $60 per 
month each, $5,760;” and in line 16, before the word ‘dollars, ‘° 
strike out ‘‘three thousand six hundred” and insert ‘eight 
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thousand three hundred and sixty,” so as to make the clauso 
read: 


Document and folding room: One superintendent, $1,600; one chief folder, 
$1,000; eight folders, at $60 per month each, $5,760; in all, $8,360. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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| Subjectfor distribution, and to enable him to assist the agricultural colleges 


eet ampattnens stations in disseminating Information on this subject 
19,000. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 


| theamendment of the Senator from Mississippi. 


The next amendment was, on page 7,line 24, to increase the | 


total appropriations for salaries from ‘'$238,220” to ‘‘ $247,560.” 

Mr. CALL. I move to amend the amendment of the commit- 
tee by striking out “ forty-seven thousand five hundred aud sixty ” 
and inserting “sixty-two thousand seven hundred and sixty;” 
so as to read ‘* $262,760.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed te. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. Tho next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 8, line 4, 
after the word ‘‘recovds,” to strike out “printing, maps, 
charts;” in line 9, after the word “ dollars,” to strike out: 

Provided, That $15,690 of this sum, or somuch thereof as may be necessary, 
shall be expended in the collection and tabulation of data showing, so far 
as possible, the annucl yield since the organization of this Government to 
the present time of all agricultural products, their annual cost of produc- 
tion, the cost of transportation each year from the place of production to 
the market or markets at which prices are quoted, and their annual market 
price or prices, and such data when collected and tabulated shall as oftenas 
practicable, and at least once in each year, be published and distributed the 
same as other farmers’ bulletins, and so far as practicable such tabulation 
shall be made and given by States and subdivisions of a State. 

Inline 21, after the word ‘‘ State,” to insert ‘‘Provided;” in 
the same line, after the word ‘“‘ Provided,” to strike out ‘ fur- 
ther;” and in line 23, after the word “embrace,” to strike out 
“only;” so as to make the clause read: 

Collecting agricultural statistics, division of statistics: Collecting do- 
mestic and foreign agricultural statistics, expenses of local investigations 
and compilations, and necessary traveling expenses; statistical publica- 
tions furnishing data for permanent comparative records; compiling, 
writing, and illustrating statistical matter for monthly, annual, and spe- 
cial reports, and the necessary expenses of the same, including paper, en 
velopes, postal cards, and postage stamps, $100,000: Provided, That the 
monthly crop'report issued on the 10th day of each month shall embrace a 
statement of the condition of the crops by States and in the United States, 
with such explanations and comparisons with other months and years as 
may be useful for illustrating the above matter, and that it shall be sub- 
micted to the Secretary of Agriculture, who shall officially approve the 
report before it is issued or published. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 12, after the word 
* making,” to strike out ‘‘for preparing, printing, and publish- 
ing bulletins and reports on this subject fordistribution;” soas 
to make the clause read: 

Inquiriesrelating to public roads: To euable the Secretary of Agriculture 
tomake inquiries in regard to the system of road management throughout 
the United States, to make investigations in regard to the best methods of 
road-making, and to enable him to assist the agricultural colleges and ex- 
periment stations in disseminating information on this subject, $10,000. 

Mr. GEORGE. I was requested by the Agricultural Depart- 
ment to move to amend the amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations by striking out merely the words “ printing and 
publishing” and restoring the words “‘for preparing bulletins 
and reports on this subject for distribution.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 

Mr. PASCO. [should like to ask how the bulletins can be 
prepared for distribution unless they are printed and published. 

seen me that is a strange ameadment. 
it us to that trange amendment 

Mr. COCKRELL. 

Mr. PASCO. How can they be prepared for distribution if 
they are not to be printed and published? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Congress will determine whether to print 
them and how many sball be printed, and so on. 

Mr. PASCO. Thisappropriation is for a specific purpose, and 
what is the use of preparing the reports for distribution when 
there is a restriction against printing and publishing them? 

Mr. CALL. I understand that they are published at the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office under tho general law. 

Mr. PASCO. They will not be if the amendment is adopted. 

Mr. CALL. The general appropriation act provides for 
printing these bulletins and reports. They will not be printed 
uncer the amendment, as my colleague says, but they will be 
see under the general appropriation for the Printing 

ce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

‘ E ‘ED : . 

Mr. GEORGE. I am also instructed to ask the Senator to in- 
sert after the word “making,” in line 14, page 9, the words 

for traveling and other necessary expenses and;” so that the 
Clause will read: 

To enadile the Secretary of Agriculture to make inquiries in regard to the 

tem of road management throughout the United States, to make inves- 


gations in regard to the best methods of road making, for traveling and 
other necessary expenses, and for preparing bulletins and reports on this 





and | 
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They are to be prepared for distribution. | 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 10, line 6, after 
the word “ horticulture,” to insert “by inspection and experi 
ments in nurseries and orchards when necessary: so as to make 
the clause read: ; 














Investigating the history and habits of insects: Pr é omic 
entomology, investigating the histor ts of ins t na 
beneficial to agriculture, arborict icultur vil i ! 
experiments in nurseries and orch sary, experi 
certaining the best means of destré us oO yabli 
ports thereon, and for illustrations, and other « t 
practical work in the division of entomology, 820,300 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Che next amendment was, on page 10, line 22, after the \ 
‘*animals,” to insert ‘‘ birds,” and in line 25, after the w 
‘*four,” to strike out “‘ printing and;” so as to make the clau 
read: 

Investigations in ornithology and mammalogy, division of ornith yar 
mammalogy: lor biological investigations, including the g i 
bution and migrations of animals, birds, and plants, and for tl motic 
economic ornithology and mammalogy, an investigation of the od ha 
of North American birds and mammals in relation to agriculture, horti 
ture, and forestry; for publishing reports thereon, and for illustrati 
field work, and traveling and other expenses in the pra Ll wo 
division, $17,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

he next amendment was, on page 12, line 17, after the wo 
**procured,” to insert ‘‘by purchase or otherwise;” in line 
after the word ‘‘samples,” to strike out ‘‘as offered,’ and on 
page 13, line 2, after the word ‘‘ where,” to insert ‘“ when:” so 


as to read: 

i'o enable the Secretary of Agriculture to extend and continue th 
tigation of the adulteration of food, drugs, and liquors, including sar 
offered by consumers and those procured by purchase or otherwise b 
Secretary of Agriculture from such sources and persons as he may e 
advisable and the investigation of which will be most conducive 
public good, traveling expenses, stationery, return postage, printin 
illustrations, analyzing, investigating, and examining such samples, %,! 
and for these purposes the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to emplo 
such assistants, clerks, and other persons as he may deem necessary: | 
vided, That the Secretary is hereby required to make a separate report to 
Congress as to where, when, and from whom the samples of food, liquor 
and drugs were obtained 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Tho next amendment was, on page 13, to strike out lines 21, 
22, 23, and 24, in the following words: 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to further experiment and 
the investigation of flax and hemp culture for fiber purposes in the St 
Washington, #80v, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 7, after the wor 
For,” to strike out ‘the pay of artists, draftsmen, and engrav- 
ers;” in line 10, after the word ‘‘ materials,’ to insert ‘‘ and,” 
and in line 10, after the word ‘* proofs,” to strike out ‘‘ necess: 
traveling expenses, labor, and for drawings, engravings, lith 
graphs, other illustrations, and electrotypes, fifteen, and inser! 
so as to make the clause read: 





+ wo: ? 
llustrations and engravings: For the purchase of tools, instrumen 
per, ink, pencils. paints, and other necessary materials, and for printin 
yroofs, #2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 20, before the word 
“seeds,” to insert *‘ valuable,” and in line 25, after the word 
‘* dollars,” to strike out the proviso in the following words: 

Provided, That this purchase and distribution of seeds shall be confine ) 
such seeds aS are rare and uncommon to the country, or such as can pe 
made more profitable by frequent changes from one part of our country t 
another. 

So as to make the clause read: 

Por the purchase, propagation, and distribution, as required by law, of 
valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, and expense 
of labor, transportation, paper, twine, gum, printing, postal cards, and all 
necessary material and repairs for putting up and distributing the same, 
and to be distributed in localities adapted to their culture, $160,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 10, after the word 
‘* constituents,” to insert ‘‘ or be directed and mailed by the De- 
partment upon their request,” and on page 19, after the word 
“same,” to insert: 

And the amount herein appropriated shall not be diverted or used for 
any other purpose but for the purchase, propogation, and distribution of 
improved and valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and 
plants: Provided, however 

So as to make the clause read: 

An equal proportion of two-thirds of all seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines 

cuttings, and plants shall, upon their request, after due notification by the 


tary of Agriculture that the allotment to their respective districts | 
ready for distribution, be supplied to Senators, Representatives, and Dele 
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gates in Congress for distribution among their constituents or be directed 
and mailed by the Department upon their request; and the person receiving 
such seeds shall be requested to inform the Department of results of the 
experiments therewith: Provided, That all seeds, bulbs, plants, and cut- 
tings herein allotted to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Con- 
ess for distribution remaining uncalled for on the Ist of May shall be 
distributed by the Secretary of Agrees, giving preference to those = 
sons whose names and addresses have been furnished by Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress and who have not before during the same season 
been supplied by the Department: And provided also, That the Secretary 
shall report, as provided in this act, the piace, quantity, and price of 
seeds purchased, and the date of purchase, but potas in this paragraph 
shall be construed to prevent the Secretary of Agriculture from sendin 
seeds to those who apply for the same, And the amount herein appropri- 
ated shall not be diverted or used for any other purpose but for the pur- 
chase, propagation, and distribution of improved and valuable seeds, 
bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants: Provided, however, etc. 


Mr. GEORGE. Iam instructed by the sagen Depart- 
ment to say that the proposed provision at the end of the para- 
graph is unnecessary, as such a declaration is already in the 
general law on that subject. I will say on my own account that 
the repetition of this injunction in the bill seems to be to cast 
censure upon the Department, at least to the extent thatit seems 
to require an additional provision to prevent them from doing 
wrongly with money appropriated from the Treasury. 

Mr. CALL. A similar provision is contained in the current 
] 





aw. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A like provision is in the current law, but 
it is not in the permanentlaw. Such a provision is in last year’s 
appropriation act, and itis put in here in precisely the same 
shape. There is no more reflection by the provision to-day than 
there was a year ago. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam informed that such a provision is in the 
general law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, only in the appropriation act. 

Mr.PLATT. Ishould like to say that I wish the Secretary 
of Agriculture would obey the lawa little more literally than 
he does. The law now a that he shall spend this money 
for improved seeds and buibs, ete. The fact is that he buys 
seeds which are common in the market, and does not get hold of 
any improved seeds for distribution until two or three years 
after they are on sale everywhere. 

Mr.CALL. This provision is not in the permanent law. It 
is in the appropriation act, and expired with the fiscal year; 
and it should be put in the bil! as it was in the last appropria- 
tion act and in the preceding one. It is not in the permanent 


law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 19, line 17, 
after the word “amount,” to strike out ‘“‘here’’ and insert 
herein,” and in line 21, after the word “shall,” to strike out 
‘upon their request; ” so as to make the clause read: 

And the Secretary of Agriculture may use not to exceed 830,000 of the 
amount herein appropriated for the preparation, printing, and publishing 
of farmers’ bulletins, which shall be adapted to the interests of the ple 
of different sections of the country, an equal proportion of two-thirds of 
which shall be supplied to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Con- 
gress for distribution among their constituents as seeds are distributed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 10, page 20. 

Mr. GEORGE. In line 9, e 20, my attention has been 
calied to the fact that the word “repairing” before “ printing” 
is an unnecessary repetition of the word. I move to strike out 
the word “ repairing,” where it occurs the second time in the 
line, so as to read: 

For printing and for repairing, and for printing presses, $5,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on e 20, line 13, 
after the word ‘‘ cane,” to strike out ‘‘and;” in line 14, after the 
word “ beets,” to insert ‘‘and sorghum,” and in the same line, 
after the word ‘‘culture,” to strike out ‘‘and;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

Experiments in the manufacture of sugar: To enable the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to make and continue experiments in the production of sugar from 
sugar cane, sugar beets, and sorgh um, inclu special culture experiments 
looking to the improvement of those sources of sugar, and for experiments 
for the more complete separation of the sugar from the molasses, including 
all necessary expenses in these investigations, hamely, traveling expenses, 
labor, purchase of samples, apparatus, and supplies, chemical services, in- 
cluding $250 additional temporary compensation to the chief chemist, and 
other expenses incidental to the experiments, $10,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 14, after the word 
“investigations,” to strike out: 

Division of i tion ez: Investigating the amount of water neces- 


sary to irrigate the various soils of arid regions of the United States, and 
the amount of evaporation from the same, the proper methods of water 
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measurements, special observations of the snowfall and rainfall in irrigateg 
regions and districts, the purchase of instruments and technical works and 
publications on said subjects, and for temporary local assistance and neces- 
sary traveling expenses, 88,000. 


And insert: 


To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to continue the collection of infor. 
mation as to the best modes of agriculture by irrigation, 8,000; 


So as to make the clause read: 


Ki Irrigation investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to con 
inue the collection of information as to the best modes of agriculture by 
irrigation, 86,000. . 

Mr. GEORGE. I am instructed to ask the Senate not to con- 
cur in thatamendment. There are two objections toit. Inthe 
first place, the appropriation is reduced ina very important mat- 
ter from $8,000 to $6,000; and, in the second place, the range of 
the Secretary of Agriculture in investigating that very im- 
portant subject is very much circumscribed. I ask the Secre- 
tary to read the matter in the bill as it came from the other 
House which is proposed to be stricken out, so that the Senate 
=e see that there is notanything in it that ought not to remain 
there. 

The Secretary read the paragraph proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. PEFFER. Before leaving the amendmentof the commit- 
tee at the bottom of page 22, I wish to call the attention of the 
Senator in charge of the bill to the peculiar wording of the 
amendment. It reads: 


To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to continue the collection of infor 
mation as to the best modes of agriculture by irrigation, $5,000. 


Information as to the best method of agriculture is not what 
the farmers desire the work of the Secretary to be. What the 
farmers are anxious to have from the Secretary of Agriculture 
is that he may assist them in ascertaining the sources of water 
and the best method of furnishing water to be applied ~ tificially 
to the land. Thatis what the farmers want, and I hope when 
the bill goes into conference the conferees will change the read- 
ing of the amendment so as to amount to what we really need. 
Mr. WHITE. I should like to inquire whether the reduction 
from $8,000 to $6,000 reduces the sum appropriated below the es- 
timate for the Agricultural Department. This is quite an im- 
portant subject, and it is a very small amount of money. 

yn" GEORGE. The Agricultural Department recommend 
,000. 

Mr. WHITE. I think if the Agricultural Departmentrecom- 
mended $8,000 they ought to have it for two reasons; in the first 
place, because it is an important matter, and secondly, because 
we know that Department of the Government is conducted most 
economically. It has become well known all over the country 
that the present Secretary of Agriculture is one of the most eco- 
nomical gentlemen connected with any Department of the Gov- 
ernment. I do not believe he would recommendanything in tho 
slightest degree excessive. 

Mr.CALL. I will inform the Senator from Calirornia that 
the estimate for the Secretary of Agriculture is $8,000. 

Mr. WHITE. I think it ought to remain. It isa very im- 
portant interest. A large portion of the United States is affected 
by thismatter. Ofcourse, it is not very extensively represented 
in Congress, but the sum of money recommended by the Depart- 
ment is small, and I think it ought to be appropriated. Light 
thonsand dollars is nota great deal. 

Mr. POWER. An appropriation has been made from year to 
year of from six to eight thousand dollars on the subject of ir- 
rigation, and the money has been used in paying the experses 
in jthe Agricultural Department, and for no other purpose. 
Consequently the appropriation is a failure. 

It should be larger or nothing at all should be appropriated. 
If it is in order, I will move that it be made $60,000 in place of 
$6,000. Otherwise I am in favor of striking out the whole item. 
I am advised that this small appropriation is of no practical use 
whatever. We appropriate annually $6,000 for this work which 
about pays for the running of the office here, the man in charge 
with cothing to do, I believe. That is the present situation. 
We should have $60,000 to begin with, soas to utilize this branch 
of the service. I offer that as an amendment. 

Mr.CALL. After the committee amendments are throug) 
the amendment of the Senator from Montana will be in order. 
I will state that an additional sum, if any should be required: 
can be provided hereafter. If the Senate should desire tc 
engage largely in experiments for irrigation, the appropriation 
can be made in the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Theclause which is proposed to be stricken 
out has not been in any appropriation bill. The proposed 
amendment has been in the law for the fiscal years 1892 and 1893 
at $6,000. We are now giving exactly the same amount, and I 
hope the amendment will be agreed to. If there is to be any 
further —- it will come in on the sundry civil appro 
priation bill. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
ofthe Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 23, line 6, 
after the word ‘‘hereby,” to strike out ‘‘ authorized,” ana in- 
sert ‘‘required;” so as to make the clause read: 


Nutrition: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to investigate and 
report upon the nutritive value of the various articles and commddities 
used for human food, with special su wears es full, who]lésome, and nie, 





rations less wasteful and more ecOnomi than thdse in common Ute, 
£10,000; and the agricultural experiment stations are hereby required oto- 
operate with the Secretary of Agriculture in carrying out said invéstiga- 
tions in such manner and to such extent as may be warranted by a due re- 
gard to the varying conditions and needs of the respective States or Terri- 
tories as may be mutually agreed upon; and the Secretary of Agriculture 
is hereby authorized to require said stations to report to him theresults of 
any such investigations which they may carry out, whether in codperation 
with said Secretary of Agriculture or otherwise. 

Mr. QUAY. Iunderstand the Senator from Florida in charge 
of the bill will agree to have the word ‘‘required” stricken out 
and the word “authorized” reinstated, as the bill passed the other 
House. 

Mr. CALL. I stated thatso far as Iwas concerned myself, as 
a member of the committee, I would make no objection to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What objection has the Senator from 
Pennsylvania to the amendment: 

Mr. QUAY. Iwill state the objection. The Senator from 
Missouri has the bill before him. From the word ‘‘ dollars,” in 
line 6, to the end of the first paragraph on page 23, the clause 
was drafted at the Agricultural College of Pennsylvania, and it 
represents, I think, the ideas of those institutions throughout 
the country. It was in the nature of a tender of services to the 
Secretary of Agriculture on the part of those institutions. 
While they desire authority to codperate with the Department 
it isnot their desire to be subjected to authority. They wish 
to commence and continue their investigations according to the 
conditions and laws of the States in which they are located. 

Mr.CALL. The Senator will allow me to state that there 
was serious objection made on the part of the superintendent of 
the experimental station of Pennsylvania to the word ‘‘re- 
quired,” on the ground that he thou ht it was better that the 
experiment stations should be left free to initiate these investi- 
gations for themselves. I do not see any great difference be- 
tween the words ‘‘authorized” and ‘‘required,” inasmuch as 
there is no method of requiring or compelling them to do any- 
thing. Therefore, so far as I am concerned, I am content to 
restore the word ‘‘authorized” if the other members of the 
committee are willing. 

Mr. QUAY. Then let the amendment of the committee be 
voted down. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is noobjection to that course. Let 
the amendment be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 23, line 16, 
after the word ‘“‘repairing,” to strike out “and improving;” 
so as to make the clause read: 


Furniture cases and ee: Repairing buildings, heating apparatus, 
furniture, c ting, matting, water and gas pipes, new furniture, and all 
necessary material and labor for the same, including lumber, hardware, 
glass, and paints, $10,000. 


Mr. GEORGE. I have a memorandum from the Assistant 
Secretary of Agriculture in reference to the pending amend- 
ment. He wants the words ‘‘and improving,” which are pro- 
posed to be stricken out, retained. @ says: 


Without these words the language is not sufficient to cover necessary 
changes in buildings. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Does he only say changes in buildings or 
does he mean new additions to buildings? 

Mr. GEORGE. He says ‘‘ changes.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. He said to our committee that he wanted 
authority to put up new buildings there, and it was for that 
very reason that we struck out the words ‘‘and improving,” 


because we thought best not to expend any more money in mere 


temporary, inflammable buildings there until we could put up 
a building that would be permanent. They have now a lot of 
plain buildings stuck around there that are liable to be fired at 
any time and consume the whole place. 

We do not want any more tem orary structures, frame build- 
ings, put up there, covering the whole ground. The time iscom- 
ing and is doubtless very near when some permanent additional 
buildings will be put up there. They ought to be of a perma- 
nent character, and we did not want any more money spent for 
temporary structures. 

Mr. GEORGE. I think the Senator from Missouri has mis- 
*pplied, unintentionally of course, the language of the Secretary 
of Agriculture. 
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_It was intended for the amendment to be found on the last 
line, line 25, page 29, and upon that point I have a memoran- 
dum. I think the language he used was applied to that amend- 
ment, not to this one. If I remember correctly, the Assistant 
Secretary told me that it becomes necessary sometimes in order 
to adjust certain rooms in the Department of Agriculture to 
certain purposes to make a partition. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That would all be covered by “ repair- 
ing.” 

Mr. GEORGE. No. 

Mr. COCKRELL. By “rearranging,” then. 

Mr. GEORGE. He said ‘‘ repairing” would not do it, and he 
wanted the word “improving ” inserted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us put in the word ‘‘ rearrangement.” 

Mr. GEORGE. ‘“ Repairing and improving,” are the words 
he niger I do not care what language zoe put in, so it 
gives him power to put up a partition if he needs it. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘ Repairing and rearranging.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let ‘‘ repairing and rearranging” 
stead of ‘* improving.” 

Mr. GEORGE. That is satisfactory to me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
of the committee will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 23, line 16, after the word ‘“ re- 
pairing,” strike out ‘‘and improving” and insert ‘‘and rear- 
ranging.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 24, line 13, be- 
fore the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘four thousand two hun- 
dred” and insert ‘“‘ five thousand:” so as to make the clause read: 

Fiber investigation: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to continue 
the investigations relating to textile fibers indigenous in or adapted to the 
United States, including their economic growth, cleansing, and decorticating 
preparatory to manufacture; the testing machines and processes for said 
oe and decorticating; for the purchase of material for said tests; for 
the purchase of fiber plants and seeds for distribution, propagation, and 
experiment; and for the labor and expenses incident thereto, and for trav 
eling expenses in connection with said duties, 85,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 6 on page 25. 

Mr. CALL. In the item for ‘‘ contingent expenses ” after the 

4 I 

word ‘‘stationery,” in line 20, page 24, I move to insert the 
words ‘‘ purchase of blank books.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 25, line 10, 
before the word ‘‘seal,” to strike out ‘‘ executive ” and insert 
** official;” so as to make the clause read: 

The Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized and directed to procure 
a proper seal, with such suitable inscriptions and devices as he may ap- 
prove, to be known as the official seal of the Department of Agriculture, 
and to be kept and used to verify official documents, under such rules and 
regulations as he may prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 3, before the word 
‘* clerks,” to strike out ‘‘ three” and insert ‘‘ two;” in line 4, 
before the word ‘‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ five thousand four”’ 
and insert ‘‘ three thousand six;” in line6, before the word “ sta- 
tionery,” to strike out ‘‘assistant;” and in line 18, before the 
word * hundred,” to strike out “ sixty-four thousand two” and 
insert ‘‘ sixty-two thousand four;” so as to make the clause read: 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to carry out the provisions of the 
act of October 1, 1890, transferring the Weather Bureau to the Department 
of Agriculture: One Chief of the Bureau, 84,500; one assistant chief, 3,000; 
two professors of meteorology, at $3,000 each, 66,000; three professors of me 
teorology, at $2,500 each, $7,500; three forecast officials, at $2,000 each, $6,000, 
for service in the city of Washington or elsewhere, as the exigencies of the 
Bureau may demand; one chief clerk, $2,250; three chiefs of divisions, $2,009 
each, #6,000; two clerks of class 4, $3,600; one bibliographer and librarian, 
$1,600; one stationery and pro rty clerk, $1,600; five clerks of class 3, $8,000; 
fourteen clerks of class 2, $19,600; twenty-eight clerks of class 1, 733,600; 
eighteen clerks, at $1,000 each, $18,000; two telegraph operators, at 91,000 
each, $2,000, for service in the city of Washington or elsewhere, as the ex! 
gencies of the Bureau may demand; seven clerks, at 8900 each, 26,300; four 
copyists or typewriters, at 8840 each, 83,360; one copyist or typewriter, 8720; 
one chief mechanician, $1,200; one captain of the watch, $1,000; one engineer, 
#840; one battery man, $840; four-skilled artisans, at $£40 each, $3,300; two 
skilled mechanicians, at $840 each, 81,680; three assistant messengers, at 8720 
each, $2,160; two firemen, at $720 each, $1,440; three watchmen, at $720 cach, 
£2,160; one carpenter, $720; five laborers, at $660 cach, 83,300; seven messen 
gers, or laborers, at 8600 each, $4,200; six messengers, or laborers, at $450 
cach, $2,700; five messengers, or laborers, at $300 each, $1,500; four char- 
women, #240 each, $60; for temporary employment of messengers and la 





go in- 





borers, a3 may be necessary in the office of the Chief of the Weather Bureau, 
#800; in all, $162,490; and the Secretary is hereby authorized to make such 
changes or assignment to duty in the personnel or detailed force of the 
Weather Bureau for limiting or reducing expenses as he may deem neces- 
sary. 


Mr. CALL. I move that the amendment of the committee be 


disagreed to. 





Ss 
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Mr. GEORGE. I rose to object to the amendment. 


The amendment 

The VICE-PRE 
the word “at,” inline 10, pege 33, before t 
will be agreed to in absence of objection. 

The reading of the bill was resurned. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 28, line 14, 
after the word ‘‘ inspectors,” to insert ‘‘ whose compensation in 
the aggregate shall not exceed $5,400; ” so as to read: 


en 
ENT. The com e report to insert 
ord “ft 


our,” which 


Salaries of three inspectors, whoge compensat, in the gate shall 
not exceed $5,400, thiruy 4 al areckst offinials, - a ant ohsefv- 
ers, operators, repairinen, meéssengers, and other n civil em- 
ployés, outside of thé city of W; , 347,195; and the Secretary is 

ereby alithorized to make ae the service without prejudice to 
those transferred frém the Signal Service of the War Saderenee 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 25, after the word 
for,” to strike out “providing ” and insert “ temporary rent 
of;” so as to read: 

For supplies for State weather service stations; for apparatus, assistance, 
supplies, labor, printing, books; for temporafy rent of a building or additi- 
onal apartments, etc. 

Mr. GEORGE. I was requested to resist that amendment. I 
will read a paragraph from a letter of the Assistant Secretary 
which explains the ground upon which the tesistance is made: 


Under Generalexpensesof the ‘‘ Weather Bureau,” 29, line 25, restore 
the words “providing a building,” as in Hotse bill. Eevestigation hes been 
e uilding 


made, and it has been t that no suitable b convenient to 
thé Department can be ren or rpose. Whatis proposed istoalter 
and improve ens at of ent so as to accommodate the 
the new Divisi cultural . this language is necessary in 


order to accomplish it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They want to put up a new building? 

Mr. GEORGE. No. oe 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then why do you wish the words ‘for 
providing a build or additional apartments?” If you want 
to rearrange the ding say so. I understood distinctly from 
the Assistant Secretary that they want to put up a temporary 
building there. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will read again what he says: 

Investigation has been made, and it has been ascertained that no suitable 
building convenient to thé Department can be rented for this purpose. 

So, therefore, the provision for renting is unnecessary. 

is proposed is, to al xisting : 

ment so as to necommoaate the new Division of Agrioultusel Sells. 

If the Senator from Missouri thinks “ providing” will author- 
oo the erection of a building suppose he inserts the words “for 
altering.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. And rearranging. 

Mr.GEORGE. ‘Altering and improving existing buildings.” 
Will that do? 


Mr. HARRIS. And to build additions. That is what you | 


want, 

Mr. GEORGE. “Altering and improving.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. For rearranging existing buildings, not to 
exceed $2,000. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator agree to that? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am willing. do not think, and I so 
stated to the Secretary, that we would be justified in permitting 
additional frame buildings to be attached to the existing frame 
structures that are around there. 

Mr. GEORGE. They do not want to erect them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If they want to rearrange them let them 
do it, but Ido not want to provide for additional buildings to 
add to the danger of fire, so that the whole place will be swept 
away. 

Mr. GEORGE. In order to accommodate the Senator from 
Missouri, I propose to insert two words, 80 as to read: “‘ For al- 
tering and improving a building or additional apartments,” etc. 

Mr. COCKRELL. “Additional apartments?” What does 
that mean? What the Senator suggests explains the whole 


thing. 

Mr.GEORGE. Strike out ‘‘ additional,” then, and say “ build- 
ings or apartments,” Will that do? 

r. KRELL. ‘Altering and rearranging.” Use the 
same words we inserted before. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will “altoring and rearranging” suit you? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; and then strike out “additional 
apartments.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the 
amendment of the committee is withdrawn. The amendment 
= by the Senator from Mississippi will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘'for,” in line 25, on page 


to insert ‘‘for altering and rearranging a 


29, it is pro 
building;” and after the word ‘‘ building,” in line 25, to strike 
out ‘or additional apartments.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 





wae, on page 30, line 1, after the word ‘‘ apartments,” to in 
‘ih the os of Washington, not to exceed $2,000.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that amendment be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriation; 
was, in line 9, after the word ‘‘ Washington,” to insért not to o, 
ceed $500; and in line 10, after the word “navigation,” tostril-, 
out ‘‘not to exceed $500.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 15, before the wo), 
‘“‘counterfeit,” to strike out ‘‘false or,” and in line 16, before t}, : 
word “representing,” to insert “falsely;” so as to thake tho B 
clause read: 

Any person who shall knowingly issue or publish any counterfeit wea) 
forecasts or warnings of weather conditions, falsely represehting such for 5 
casts or warniigs to have been issued or published by the Weather Bure, i 
United States Signal Service, or other branch of the Government sery J9 
shall be deemed guilty of amisdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, for 
offense be fined in a sum not exceeding , or imprisoned ndt to exce: 
ninety days, or be both fined and imprisoned in the discretioh of the : 

The amendment was agreed to. BS 

The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 22, to str: © 
out: 

That the Secretary of Agriculture, in codperation with the Postma i 
General, shall arrange a plan by which there shall be displayed on all cw a 
and other conveyances used for transporting United States mail, suita 
flags or other signalsto indicate weather forecasts, cold-wave warnints, fr bn 
warnings, etc., to be furnished by the Chief of the Weather Bureau. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 5, after the word wa 
“and,” to strike out “ seventy-six thousand eight hundred ” and a 
insert “‘ seventy-five thousand;” so as to make the clause read: 

Total Weather Bureau, $875,028.06. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That amendment should be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PASCO. I should like to ask the committee if there is 
any ee to making an amendment on page 10, in the pro- 
vision for investigating ‘‘the natural history of and remedies 
for the cotton boll-worm,” and adding at that point ‘‘and th 
leaf worm.” The leaf worm is as destructive to cotton as th 
boll-worm 








The PRESIDIN GOFFICER. Theamendment will be stated 5 
The SECRETARY. On page 10, line 1), after the word ‘ boll- y 
worm,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘and the leaf worm.” 


The amendment was agreed to. e 

Mr.CALL. I understand there are some amendments to be 4 
offered, one by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Hans- 
BROUGH], and | propose that weadjournand consider that ameni- 
ment to-morrow morning. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire to offer the amendment nov. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by tle 
Senator from North Dakota will be stated. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be stated subject to any point o 
order. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert: 

RUSSIAN CACTUS. 

For the destruction of the Russian cactus (technically salsoli kolitragu 
$1,000,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be apportiOned by 
Secretary of iculture among the several States infested by Russian ca 
tus, said apportionment to ».e made in accordance with the necessities o/ th 
case, to be ascertained by the Secretary, and to be paid to the governor co 
each of said States upon his execut an obligation on behalf of his Sta‘: 
that the sum so paid shal! be faithfully applied in connection with any su! 
which may be raised for that purpose in his State for the destruction of 59 
cactus. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I reserve all points of orderon that am 
ment. 

DEATH OF THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE HOUK. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T.. 
TowLgs, its Chief Clerk, communicated the resolutions o! 1)» 
House commemorative of the life, character, and public se:'- 
ices of Hon. George W. Houk, late a Representative from 2 
State of Ohio. t 

Mr. BRICE. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate t 
resolutions of the House of Representatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Sena 
the resolutions of the House of Representatives, which will > 
read: 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

In THE HovusE OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 14, 1 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended, that oppo” 
tunity may be — for tributes to the memory of the Hon. George }). 
Houk, lately a Representative from the State of Ohio. 

Resolved, That as a particular mark of respect to the memory of tho “~ 


ceased, and in recognition of his eminent abilitiesas a distinguished pu:'” 
servant,the House, at the conclusion of these memorial proceedings, 52°" 
stand 


Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these proceedings to the Senate 
Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed to send a copy of these resolution® 
to the family of the deceased. 
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Mr. BRICE. Mr. President, I wish to state that ata subse- 
uent time £ shall ask the Senate to set aside a day when appro- 
priate bute may be paid to the memory of my late colleague 
in the House of Representatives. ! move that the Senate ad- 





| 
journ. | 


e motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 5 minutes 
, m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, July 17, 
1894, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, July 16, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m.,and wascalled to order by Mr. 
RICHARDSON of Tennessee, as Speaker pro tempore. Prayer by 
the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


DAMAGE TO FOOD FISH IN WABASH RIVER. 


The SPEAKER pro temporelaid before the House a letter from 
the Fish Commissioner, transmitting, pursuant to House reso- 
lution, information as tothe damage done to food fish in Wabash 
River by reason of the discharge into said river of the overflow 
and waste products of the oil wells in the town of Terre Haute, 
Ind.; which was referred to the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House Senate 
bills of the following titles; which were read twice, and referred 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce: 

A bill (S. 2055) authorizing the construction of a bridge over 
the Duck River, in Humphreys County, Tenn.; and 

A bill (S. 2139) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River, from a point within the limits of the city 
of Dubuque, in the State of Iowa, known as Eagle Point, to the 
opposite bank of said river, in the county of Grant and State of 


Wisconsin. 
RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH YAKIMA INDIAN RESERVATION, WASH. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill 
(H. R. 2015) granting to the Columbia Irrigation Company a 
right of way through the Yakima Indian Reservation, in Wash- 
ington. 

Phe SPEAKER protempore. 
the Senate with amendments. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. These amendments of the Sen- 
ate are merely formal, and have been adopted in accordance with 
the recommendation of the Indian Department. I move that 
they be concurred in. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let the amendments be read. 

The amendments of the Senate were read. 


This bill has been returned from 


and the amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 


On motion of Mr. WILSON of Washington, a motion to recon- | 


sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


YUMA INDIANS IN CALIFORNIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1919) to 
ratify and confirm an agreement with the Yuma Indians in Cal- 
ifornia for the cession of their surplus lands, and for other pur- 


poses. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill was amended by the 


House; the Senate has disagreed to the House amendments, and | 


has asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
ments and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The motion of Mr. HUNTER was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of 
Mr. HuntTsErR, Mr. Lynceus, and Mr. PICKLER, as conferees on 
the part of the House. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. I ask unanimous consent that the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs may be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of Senate amendments to the bill H. R. 6748, making 
space riations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 

une 30, 1895, and for other purposes; that the House nonconcur 
in the amendments of the Senate, and ask a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I wish to inquire whether the 
amendment of the Senate, in which the gentleman moves to 
nonconcur, is the appropriation for the Vesuvius. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. There is with the other amendments one 
containing au appropriation for the Vesuvius. 


preface the request with a single statement. 


I move that the House insist on its amend- | 


I would like to kn 


Mr. HOPKINS of Lllinois. 


about the attitude of the committee on that matter. Gentk 1 


+ 


will remember that that was before the House in aseparat 
and was partly discussed. I understand the appropriation 
been put on this navalappropriation bill as anamendment of t! 
Senate. 

I would like to have in some form that amendment brought 
before the House so that we can havea vote directly on the ques- 
tion as to whether the parties interested shall | imbursed the 
sum of $50,000 that was taken from them by the Secretary of the 
Navy. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Thirty thousand, not fifty thousand. | 
can not speak, of course, for the conferees; they have 1 
been 7 on the part of the House. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But ofcourse you understand who 
they will be. 

Mr.SAYERS. I would suggest, if the gentleman from N 
York will permit me, that it is usual when there is a particula 
amendment placed by the Senate on a bill which has been as 
ject of discussion in the House, that the conferees shall bring in 
such proposition in ashape so thatit may receive the direct 
action of the House. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I wish to say to the gentleman that pall 
endeavor to carry out the usual method of procedure in such 
cases. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That is all I ask. I desire that 
the question shall be brought before the House, and an oppo: 
tunity given for discussion; and the conferees can then be gov 
erned by the action of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent to discharge the Committes on Naval 
Affairs from the further consideration of this appropriation bill, 
to nonconcur in the amendments of the Senate to the same, and 
ask a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses. Is there objection? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I demand the regular order. ~ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is equivalent to an objec 


ion. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Then I move to suspend the rules, dis 
charge the Committee on Naval Affiairs from the further con 
sideration of this bill, nonconcur in the Senate amendments 
and ask a conference with the Senate thereon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a second demanded? 
it will be regarded as ordered by unanimous consent. 

A second was ordered by consent. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Under the rules thirty minutes 
are allowed for debate, fifteen oneach side, if any gentleman de- 
sire to occupy the floor. [Cries of ‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”} 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor 


h 


T 


t. 


If not, 


thereof, the motion to suspend the rules was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of 


| Me. CUMMINGS, Mr. GEISSENHAINER, and Mr. DOLLIVER 
onferees on the part of the House. 
The motion of Mr. WILSON of Washington was agreed to, be iat ° 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker 
Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to take up Senate bill 
2139, being the bill to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River at Dubuque, Iowa, and desire to 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman from Wis- 
consin has demanded the regular order, and that, of course, is 
| equivalent to an objeetion to all requests for unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. GEAR. I ask the gentleman to withdraw 
| for the regular order. 
| Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman.from Kentuc! 
| is recognized. 
Mr. GEAR. I move to suspend the rules—— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kent ; 
| has been recognized. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
| A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
| announced that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill 
| (H. R. 6518) making appropriations for the construction, repair, 
| and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
| and for other purposes, asked a conference with the House on 
| the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. RANsom™, Mr. 
| GORMAN, and Mr. DoLPH as the conferees on the part of the 

Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted 
upon its amendments to the bill (H. Rh. 6090) granting a certain 
military reservation to Oklahoma City, Oklahoma Territory, 
to aid the public free schools thereof, and for other purposes, 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the 


th demand 
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conference asked by the Hoyse on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. MARTIN, Mr. Mc- 
LAURIN, and Mr. PETTIGREW as the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 


INTERFERENCE WITH UNITED STATES LAWS, TRANSPORTA- 
TION OF THE MAILS, AND INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the resolution which I now send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives indorses the prompt and vig- 
orous efforts of the President and his Administration to suppress lawless- 
ness, restore order, and prevent improper interference with the enforce- 
ment of the laws of the United States and with the transportation of the 
mails of the United States and with interstate commerce, and pledges the 
President hearty support, and deems the success that has already attended 
his efforts cause for public and general congratulation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a second demanded on the 
motion? 

Mr. PENCE. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint the gen- 
tleman from Colorado, Mr. PENCE, and the gentleman from 
Kentucky, Mr. MCCREARY, as tellers. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I ask the gentleman from 
Colorado to withdraw his call for a second, and let it be or- 
dered by unanimous consent, and then let the question come up 
on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. Is there objection to a second 
being ordered by consent: 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thirty minutes are allowed for 
debate under the rules, fifteen for and fifteen against the reso- 
lution. The gentleman from Kentucky will be recognized to 
control the time in favor of the resolution, and the gentleman 
from Colorado in opposition to it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I do not think 
that I shall desire to say anything on a resolution that is so 
easily understood and which I think is so appropriate. I will 
therefore reserve my time and use it hereafter if it shall become 
necessary. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” “ Vote!”] 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I do not know how many other 
members on the floor had notice that at this time there was to 
be an effort made to introduce a resolution of this character, in- 
dorsing the course of the Administration. I had no idea that 
anything of the kind would come up this morning. I did seein 
the newspapers afew days ago that the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr.STORER] had formulated a resolution ae in line with 
that which had been adopted by the Senate, but I had supposed 
thatas the time had run on three or four days, and the House had 
not taken any action on the matter, that that was the end of it. 

We have now this resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Kentucky: 

Resolved, That the House of Deacomnitions indorses the prompt and vig- 
orous efforts of the President and his Administration to {oe lawless- 
ness, restore order, and prevent eens inteference with the enforcement 
of the laws of the United States, an th the transportation of the mails of 
the United States and with interstate commerce; and pledges the President 
hearty support, and deems the success that has already attended his efforts 
as cause for public and general congratulation. 

Mr. Speaker, the citizen of this country, and certainly the 
member of this House, who would withhold from the Adminis- 
tration proper praise in a time of great emergency would be a 
— enemy. The member of this House or the member of the 

nate who would attempt to discuss party matters or make a 
party discussion over a resolution of this kind would be a public 
enemy. But this resolution, in my judgment, is broader than 
this House, if guided by its conscience and its better judgment, 
is willing to adopt. It goes certainly further than the old line 
State-rights Democrats of the House w:ll want to record them- 
selves. It certainly goes further tha: the Republican side of 
this House can want to go, because ihe framer of the resolution 
rests the indorsement not only me the orders made by the 
President himself, but in terms it is drawn so as to indorse the 
efforts of the President ‘‘ and his Administration.” 

Mr. Speaker, there may be proper times in this country, in 
case of dispute between striking laboring men and the corpora- 
tions which employ them, for calling out thestrongest arm of the 
Government. We all admit that. It may be proper to issue in- 
junctionsof the Federal courts. It may be proper to demand in- 

ictments by Federal grand juries. It may be proper tocall out 
the military; but, Mr. Speaker, in my humble judgment, the 
American people will never believe that the Attorney-General 
who orders the indictments, who orders the injunctions, who 
orders the military, should be either the attorney of oneof those 
corporations,a stockholder in any one of them, or a member of 
the board of directors of any one of them. It may be that emer- 
gencies may arise where all that the President has done in this 
ease would be proper and right. 


This is no time to discuss that matter, nor is this the place: 
but a resolution which asks this House to indorse the course of 
the President and his Administration implies that now and heye 
we stand ready to approve the action of every branch of the 
Administration, and above all that branch which has been mosi 
active in this matter, which is the legal department. Do the 
Democrats of this House stand ready to indorse the course of 
the Attorney-General? Is there a Democrat here who believes 
that it was the right, decent, meet, and proper thing, when the 
Attorney-General came to name and designate a special deputy 
to take charge in Chicago, that he should designate the attor. 
ney of railroad companies there? I think not. 

Is there a Democrat upon this floor who stands ready, of record 
to say that it was the meet and proper and decent thing, calling 
for our praise and our congratulation, that a gentleman who has 
been an attorney of trusts, who was one when he was appointed, 
who has continued so to be for a year, and is so to-day, accord- 
ing to the charges made in the New York World and other lead- 
ing Democratic papers, should be the leader in the Administra 
tion which they now seek to praise, in calling into force ti 
strong arm of the Federal judiciary, the strong arm of the mili- 
tary? 

Mr. Speaker, there are a few of us here, I amsure, whoare not 
ready to vote for any such resolution of praise. 

I reserve the balanceof mytime. ([Criesof ‘‘ Vote!” ‘Vote 

we BLAND and Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky addressed th 
chair. 

Mr. McCrREAky of Kentucky was recognized. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, in considering 
the resolution which has just been reported, we should not }: 

artisans but we should all be patriots. I believe that Repub- 
icans, Populists, and Democrats can consistently support the 
resolution. 

It is known to all that the issues which during the last two 
weeks confronted the President and the country were serious 
and dangerous. The questions involved were, Shall law and or- 
der prevail, or shall mobocracy triumph? Shall the Government 
provided for in the Constitution be maintained, or shall anarch: 
and defiance of law reign supreme? Shall prosperity and peac 
— in our country, or shall we have the horrors of civi! 
strife: 

The President of the United States and the members of his 
Administration met the crisis intelligently, courageously, 
promptly, and patriotically. Something more wasat stake thu: 
the rights of laboring men or the rights of capitalists or th 
rights of railroad corporations—questions which concerned tly 

peepeniay and freedom of 65,000,000 of people; and the perpet 
ftya so of national government in its power and inits purity were 
at stake; and it was soon made plain that those who were not fo1 
the Government were against it, and that those who were no 
in favor of upholding the law were in favor of the mob. 

Mr. oo: while I am in favor of recognizing fully and en- 
tirely the rights of labor, and while I am in favor of recogni:- 
ing the rights of capital, I believe that higher than both o! 
these is the preservation of the Republic and the enforcemeni 
of the law. 

The poorest man in this country as well as the richest man, 
the farmer, the mechanic, the laboring manand the professional 
man, and ail men, are interested in preserving peace and law 
and order; and I believe that to-day throughout our country 
65,000,000 of people are gratified because our ‘‘Government 0! 
the people, by the people, and for the people ” has triumphed 
over the proposed government of secret societies; and I believ 
the people are gratified everywhere that lawless men ani 
agitators have been compelled to submit to the power an 
authority of organizedgovernment. There wasample authority 
for the position taken by the President and the members of hs 
Administration. 

The Congress of the United States has the plain constit»- 
tional authority ‘‘to regulate commerce with foreign nations 
and among the several States, to establish post-offices and post- 
rouds, con to ordain and establish inferior courts;” and the 
judicial power extends to all cases in law and equity arising un- 
der the Constitution and laws of the United States. It is the 
duty of the President under the Constitution to ‘‘take care tha‘ 
the laws be faithfully executed;” and to this end it is provided 
that he shall be Commander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy 0! 
the United States as well as of the militia of the States when 
called into the active service of the United States. 

The statutes of the United States authorize the recent action 
taken by the President under section 5298, enacted July 29, 1851, 
and section 5299, enacted April 20, 1871, which I will embody in 
my remarks. 

The sections are as follows: 


Section 5298, enacted July 29, 1861: “‘ Whenever, by reason of unlawful ob- 
structions, combinations, or assemblages of persons, or rebellion against 
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the authority of the Government of the United States, it shall become im- 
racticable, in the judgment of the President, to enforce by the course of 
udicial proceedings the laws of the United States within any State or Ter- 

ritory, it shall be lawful for the President to call forth the militia of any or 

Til the States, and to employ such parts of the land and naval forces of the 

United States as he ma deem necessary to enforce the faithful execution 

of the laws of the United States, or to suppress such rebellion, in whatever 

State or Territory thereof the laws of the United States may be forcibly 

opposed, or the execution thereof forcibly obstructed.” 


Section 5299, enacted April 20, 1871: 

“Whenever insurrection, domestic violence, unlawful combinations, or 
conspiracies in any State so obstruct or hinder the execution of the laws 
thereof ana of the nited States as to deprive any portion or class of the 
people of such State of any of the rights, privileges, or immunities, or pro 
tection, named in the Constitution and secured by the laws for the protec: 
tion of such rights, privileges, or immunities and the constituted author- 
ities of such State are unable to protect or from any cause fail in or refuse 
protection of the people in such rights, such facts shall be deemed a denial 
by such State of the equal protection of the laws to which they are entitled 
under the Constitution of the United States; and in all such cases, or when- 
ever any such insurrection, violence, unlawful combination, or conspiracy 
opposes or obstructs the laws of the United States, or the due execution 
thereof, or im es or obstructs the due course of justice under the same, 
it shall be lawful for the President, and shall be his duty, to take such meas- 
ures, by the employment of the militia or the land and naval forces of the 
United States, or of either, or by other means, as he may deem necessary 
for the suppression of such insurrection, domestic violence, or combina- 


tions.” 

The commission to be selected by the President and the com- 
mission to be appointed by action of Congress will, I have no 
doubt, discharge their duties fairly and impartially, but at the 
present time it is proper and right that we should indorse and 
congratulate those who so courageously and ably and promptly 
performed their duties. I thereforeask the adoption of the res- 
olution. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky what disposition he has made of his time, as he prom- 
ised to yield some time to me? 

Mr. BLAND. I am to speak in the time given to me by the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. PENCE]. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I-will ask the Speaker how 
much time I have remaining” 

Mr. BLAND. I want the time of the gentleman from Colo- 


rado. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky 
has seven minutes of his time remaining. How much time does 
the gentleman from Colorado yield to the gentleman from Mis- 
sourl? 

Mr. PENCE. The gentleman asked for all I had. I suppose 
there is six minutes remaining. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr.PENCE. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PENCE. How much time is allotted to each side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Fifteen minutes to each side. 
The gentleman used nine minutes, and hassix remaining. 

Mr. BLAND. This, Mr. Speaker, is a very important ques- 
tion. It is not simply—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Missouri have fifteen minutes. [Cries of ‘‘ No!’’| 

Mr. BLAND. Six minutes is ail I desire. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Missouri have 
fifteen minutes. Is there objection? 

Several members objected. 

Mr. BLAND. I believe, Mr. Speaker—— 

ee WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa point of 
order. 


tleman rise? 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I can not hear the gentleman. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is well taken. 
Gentlemen will cease conversation or retire to the cloak-room. 
Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, it is to be regretted that a reso- 
lution of this character should be thrust in here under a fifteen- 
minute rule for debate, because it opens a wide field for discus- 
sion; not but that I believe any member of this House, no mat- 
ter to what political party he belongs, will indorse the State 
overnment and the Federal Government in all legitimate ef- 
orts to preserve our institutions, to put down riots, and preserve 
the majesty of the laws of this country. I have no sympathy, 
Mr. Speaker, with any man who raises his arm in violence to 








| 





the dignity of the people of the States. I believe in local State 
Covernment, and that the whole arm of the State authority 
should be used in suppressing violence before the Federal Gov- 
ernment should interfere, except to protect its own property 
and to protect its mails. 

I am aware, Mr. Speaker, that throughout this country, even 
in States where there was no violence, and where if violence 
occurred at ail, the State authorities were ready and able to 
deal with it without any instructions sent out by the Attorney- 
General. The whole country was flooded with deputy marshals; 
sheriffs were arrested, State authority was overthrown, and the 
strong arm of the Federal Government took possession of mat- 
ters properly belonging to the States. Against that, sir, I pro- 
test. I protest against these blanket Federal injunctions. | 
protest against the omnibus injunction. I object to sending 
deputy marshals all over the country to take the place of 
State authority; and that in a measure like that resolution, 
in the excitement of the times, we are asa party, as a Demo- 
cratic party, liable to do violence to every Democratic princi- 
ple and to surrender here, in these Halls, as representatives 
of the people of our States, the essential Democratic prin- 
ciple of local self-government. If this Union is to be main- 
tained, it isto be maintained by maintaining and respecting tho 
rights and the authority of the people of the States. 

If we are to have imperialism, let it not come with the assent 
of the representatives of the people in this House. Ihave not 
heard that resoultion read so as to know precisely what itis. I 
may vote for it when I understand its scope, butif so, Ishall do 
it with the distinct reservation that I protest against many of 
the acts that were committed under Federal authority in my 
State which were absolutely unnecessary. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I yield five minutes to the 
gentlemanfrom Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS]. 

Mr. PENCE. Iask the gentleman to yield to me for a mo- 
ment in order that I may ask unanimous consent that ten min- 
utes additional time be granted to each side. 

Mr. BRETZ and others objected. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I trust that that 
objection will be withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. 
Objection is made and the matter is not debatable. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make another request, 
namely, that five minutes additional time be granted to each 
side; and I will state that I desire the five minutes additional 
time on this side for the benefit of the gentleman from Nevada 
[Mr. NEWLANDS|. 

Mr. CATCHINGS, Mr. BRETZ, and others objected. 

The SPEAKER pyvo tempore. Objection is made. The gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGsS] is recognized. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, there is no question of State 
rights involved in the proposition embodied in this resolution. 
No man believes more sincerely than I do that it is necessary 
for the future prosperity and greatness of this country that due 
observance shall be given to those limitations in the Constitu- 
tion which define the rights of the States on the one hand and 
of the General Government on the other. But, Mr. Speaker, it 
must not be forgotten that it is written in the Constitution that 
it and the laws made in pursuance thereof constitute the su- 
preme law of this land; and when it comes to executing the Fed- 
eral authority, let it always be remembered that the shadow of 
the national flag obscures and obliteratesall Statelines. There 


% | isnot a nook or corner or crevice in all this broad land of ours 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- | 


where the power of the Federal Government may not lawfully 
go when proper occasion arises. 

Mr. Speaker, no man who his spoken here, and ‘no one who 
will speak, will undertake to point out a single thing that has 
been done by the President and those who have acted with him 
that has not been for the purpose of maintaining the Constitu- 
tion and the laws that have been enacted in pursuance thereof. 
So far as the matters are concerned which the gentleman from 
Colorado has commented upon as against the Attorney-General, 
I wish to say here, speaking not only as a Representative, butas 
a member of the legal profession, that in my judgment tho 
course of the Attorney-General has been such as to command 
the admiration and inspire the confidence of every good citizen. 
He is an able lawyer, a brilliant and distinguished member of 


destroy property to enforce what he may consider his rights of | his profession, and he could not have done less than he has done 


work, and try to prevent others from working. No principle of 
that kind can find indorsement on the part of anyone who has 
vA Pitoce conception of the rights of the people of this country 

But pe » in these great disturbing times, such as we have 
passed hrough, it often occurs that acts are done under an as- 
sumption of authority that we may be called upon to indorse by 
& sweeping resolution of this character. I am, as a Democrat, 
to-day where I have always been; and that is for the rights and 








| and at the same time have discharged his duty to the country. 
Mr. Speaker, it is not to be tolerated that any class of citizens 

in this country shall take the law into their own hands. It can 
not be permitted that commerce between the States shall be par- 
alyzed and that loss shall be inflicted by the millions of dollars 
upon the people of this country simply because a dispute has 
arisen between one class of our citizens and another. I say that 
the President has commended himself to the favorable judg- 
ment and the kindly and thoughtful consideration of the people 
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of this country by the lofty, the determined, the courageous atti- 
tude which he has assumed in this dreadful controversy, and I 
hope it will have taught a lesson to men like Debs and others 
who choose to organize within the body of our citizenship a 
special class which claims the right to lay its heavy hand upon 
the business of the country and disturb and paralyze it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has | 
expired. The time for debate has expired, and the question is 
on agreeing to the resolution. 

Several MEMBERS. Let it be read. | 

The resolution was again read as above. 

The question being taken on the —— of the resolution, 
a Speaker pro tempore declared that the ayes seemed to have 

t. 


Mr. HEPBURN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and 23 
members voted in the affirmativo—not a sufficient number. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Count the other side. 

The question was taken; and there were—23 ayes, 125 noes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I ask for tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Upon the question of ordering tellers, 18 members voted in 
the affirmative—not a sufficient number, so tellers were refused. 
The yeas and nays were refused. The resolution was then 
adopted, two-thirds, in the opinion of the Chair, having voted 
in favor thereof. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments to 
the bill (H. R. 6748) rene By mn ey for the naval serv- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other pur- 
poses, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed 
to the conference asked by the House on the disa ing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. GoRMAN, 
Mr. BLACKBURN, and Mr. HALE as the conferees on the part of 
the House. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
bill (S. 2208) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Monongahela River at the footof Main street, in the borough of 
Bellevernon, in the State of en in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That Mr. TELLER be excused as one of the conferees on the bill 
(H. 8. 6378) “‘making Se for the support of the Army for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes,’’and that Mr. ALLISON 
be appointed in his place. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of 
conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5894) making ap- 

ropriations for the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending 
5 une 30, 1895. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and a joint resolution of the following titles: when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 72) to permit Capt. T. O. Selfridge, 
jr., United States Navy, to receive a decoration conferred upon 

im by the President of the os of France; 

A bill(S. 1860) to authorize Prof. Asaph Hall, of the United 
States Navy, to accept a gold medal from the Academy of Sci- 
ence of France; 

A bill (EL. R. 51) to change the boundaries of the judicial dis- 
tricts of the State of Florida; 

A bill (Hl. R. 5482) making appropriations for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
year oe June 30, 1895, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6447)jto fix a term of the Federal district and cir- 
cuit courts of the southern judicial district of Mississippi to be 
held at Meridian, Miss., to include the counties named; and 

A bill (H.R. 6558) to amend section numbered 2324 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States relating to mining claims. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr, CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I present a report from the 
Committee on Rules. 
The report was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this resolution the House 
shall proceed to consider House bill 4609, “‘ a bill to establish a uniform sys- 
tem of bankruptcy,” inthe House asin Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. That after an hour of general debate there shall be two hours’ 
debate under the five-minute rule. ¢ previous question shall be consid- 
ered ordered on the amendments, if any, and, without interve motion, 
the vote shall then be taken on the bill and amendments to its . 

That the remainder of this day, and Tuesday the 17th instant, heer the 
morning hour, be —- to the consideration of business reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


That Wednesday the 18th instant, after the morning hour, be assi; 


the consideration of business reported by the Commpittes on Military Av irs 


This order not to interfere with general appropriation bills or 


ence reports. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. 


adoption of the report. 
The question being taken on ordering the previous . 


the Speaker pro tempore declared the ayes seemed to ha re it F 


Mr. REED. I ask for a division. 


I demand the previous question upon ¢}, 


The question being taken on ordering the previoys q 
there were—ayes 105, noes 2. 
Mr. REED. No quorum. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. 


The Chair will appoint te! 
I call for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair designates th: 
man from Missouri, Mr. Dockery, and the gentlemin 
Maine, Mr. REED, to actas tellers during the call of the y. 


nays. 


Mr. REED. 


souri. 


I ask to be excused. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlemanfrom New \ 
Mr. Ray, will please act as teller with the gentleman from 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 129, n 
answered ‘‘present” 1, not voting 170; as follows: 


Alderson, 


Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baldwin, 
Barnes, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bell, Tex. 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Black, Ga. 
Bland 


Boen, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Branch, 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Broderick, 
Bryan, 
Bundy, 
Caminetti, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Catchings, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cox, 


Brosius, 
Burrows, 
Childs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Daniels, 
Dolliver 
Ellis, Oregon 
Gear, 

Gillet, N. Y. 


Abbott, 
Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
aa 

ey, 
Baker, N. H. 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Belden, 
Bingham, 
Black, Ill. 
Blair, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N. CO. 


Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brookshire. 


’ 
Brown, 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 


YEAS—129. 
Curtis, Kans. Layton, 
Davey, Lester, 
Davis, Linton, 
DeArmond, Lockwood, 
De Forest, Lynch, 
Dinsmore, Maddox, 
Dockery, Maguire, 
Donovan, Mallory, 
Ellis, Ky. Marsh, 
Epes, Marshall, 
Everett, Martin, ind. 
Forman, McCreary, Ky. 
Fyan, McCulloch, 
Gorman, McDearmon, 
Grady, McEttrick, 
Graham, McKaig, 
Gresham, McLaurin, 
Hall, Mo. McNagny, 
Hammond, McRae, 
Harris, Meredith, 
Henderson,N.C. Meyer, 
Holman, Money, 
Hopkins, Il. Morgan, 
Hudson, Ogden, 
Hunter, O'Neill, Mo. 
Hutcheson, Outhwaite, 
Izlar, age, 
Jones, Patterson, 
Kem, Pearson, 
Kribbs, Pendleton, Tex. 
Kyle, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Lane, Price, 
Lapham, Reilly, 

NAYS—5l. 

Grow Lucas, 
Hager, Mahon, 
Hainer, Marvin, N. Y. 
Hatch, McCleary, Minn. 
Heiner, Meiklejohn, 
Hepburn, Morse, 
Hicks, Murray, 
Hull, Neill, 
Johnson, N. Dak. Northway, 
Kiefer, Payne, 
Kilgore, Perkins, 
Latimer, Pickler, 
Lefever, Post, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT "1. 


Stone, W. A. 
NOT VOTING—179. 


Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Conn, 
Cooper, Fila. 
Cooper, Ind, 
Cornish, 
Covert, 
Crain, 
Crawford, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dailzell, 
Denson, 
Dingley, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Dungh 
unphy, 
Durborow, 


Bdmunds. 
English, Cal. 
English,N. J. 
Enloe, 
Hrdman, 
Fielder, 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Fank, 
Funston, 
Gardner, 
Geary, 


Geissenhainer, 


Gillett, Mass. 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Haines, 
Hall, Minn. 
Hare, 
Harmer, 
Harter, 
Hartman, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 





Richards, 0 
Richards 
Bischie, 
Siobbin 
LuUssell, Ga 
ayers, 
Sheli, 
*s0rg, 
Sperry, 
Springer 
Stevens. 
Stockdale 
Talbott, Ma 
Tarsney, 
Tate, 
Terry, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Va 
Tyler, 
Warner 
Washington 
Waugh, 
Wells, 


Wheeler, Als 


Williams, 


Wilson, Ohio 


Wilson, Wa 
Wise, 
Woodar.! 


Hendrix 
Herman 
Hines, 
Hitt, 
Hooker, M 
Hooker, ? 
Hopkins 
Houk, 
Hulick, 
Tkirt 
Johnson, In 
Johnson, V 
Lacey, 
Lawson 
Livingsto 
Loud, 
Loudens!2g 
Magner, 
McAleer 
MecCali, 
McDannolid, 
McDowell, 
McGann, 
McKeighaan. 


JULY 16. 
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The SPEAKER protempore. Wasthe gentleman in the Hall 










unexempt property, and that after the passage of this act no creditor « 


Ta eee ees 
McMillin, Randall, Smith, Turpin, , | contain a statement of the liens or other incumbrances upon his pro} 
Mercer, Rayner, Somers, Van Voorhis, N. Y. { allot which shall be verified by the oath of the debtor to be correct. 
Milliken, Reyburn, Stallings, Van Voorhis, Ohio Sec, 3. That such assignment may contain all or any of the following pre‘ 
Montgomery, Richardson, Mich. Stephenson, Wadsworth, erences, namely: Debts dus the United States or any State in which any 
Moon, Robertson, La. Stone,C. W. Walker, the property of the debtor is situated, or to the servants or laborers of t! 
Moses. Robinson, Pa. Stone, Ky. Weadock, debtor. 
Mutehier, Rusk, Storer, Wever, Src. 4. That any such debtor, after the expiration of four months from 
Newlands, Ryan, Straus, Wheeler, Ill. the date of the execution of the 1 of assignment and the acceptance of 
Oates, Schermerhorn, Strong, White, the trust by the trustees, may file his petition in the district court of the 
O'Neil, Mass. Scranton, Swanson, Whiting, ss United States for the district In which he resides; or if he be a resident o 
Paschal, Settle, Sweet, Wilson, W. Va. the District of ¢ olumbi a, then in the supreme court of the said District; or 
Paynter, Sherman, Tawney, Wolverton, if he be a resident of a Territory, then in the districtcourt of such Territory 
Pence, Sibley, Taylor, Ind. Woomer, of the district in which be resides, asking for a discharge from said debts 
Phillips, Sickles, Taylor, Tenn. Wright, Pa. The petition shall contain a true copy of the deed of assignme: ind shall 
Pigott, Simpson Thomas, be verified by the oath of the petitioner. ; 
Quigg. Sipe, Turner, Ga. Sec.5. That thecreditors of thedebtor shail be made parties defendant an 
shall have thirty days’ notice of the filing of the same, notice to be ¢ 
So the previous question was ordered. insults in the courts of the United States, and shall have thirty day 
. ¢ a onba was . —_ after in which to answer said petition. pon hearing of the petition if i 
Before the result ot the vote w = announced shall appear that the debtor did make an assignment as authorized by th 
Mr. CRAWFORD said: I would like to vote. act, and that the same contained a full and complete conveyance of all hi 


when his name was called, and did he fail to hear it? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 
tered the Hall. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman can not vote. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. GROUT. 

Mr. CAPEHART with Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 

Mr. CABINISS with Mr. LACEY. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. ByNcuM with Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 

Mr. Coss of Alabama with Mr. McCALL. 

Mr. CORNISH with Mr. Hooker of New York. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. DENSON with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. MosEs with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WriGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. Houxk. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. GILLET of New York. 

Mr. OaTEs with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. LAWSON with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. BELDEN. 

for this day: 

Mr. Supe with Mr. SETTLE. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of | 
New York. 

Mr. O’Npit of Massachusetts with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. Hooker of Mississippi with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr, MCALEER with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. FuNK. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana with Mr. STEPHENSON. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I am paired with ths gentle- 
man from Alabama |Mr. CLARKE], and [ withdraw my vote. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The question recurring on agreeing to the resolution, it was 
agreed to. 


My name had just been passed as I en- | 


Under the circumstances the 


LLL LLL: CC OCC tLe 


BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. BAILEY. I suppose the Clerk has at his desk the bill 
which is now in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY] calls up the bill which the Clerk will read. 

The bill (H.R. 4609) to establish a uniform system of bankk- 
ruptcy was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted ivy the Senate and House of Repres i ’ the United St 
‘ ea Y presentatives of the United Slates 
of America in Congress assembled, That if a debtor owing #200 or more shall 
eeeewe an oees ent of his property, valid by the laws of the State, Ter- 
if cm he istrict of Columbia, in which he may reside or be domiciled, or 
e have perperty in any other jurisdiction, then as to such property, 
hme tape ye ing to the laws thereof, and also in accordance with the require- 

5 * this act, it shall have the effect hereinafter provided for. 

RO. 2. That such assignment shall be to a trustee named therein, and shall 
ow all of the estate of the debtor except such as is exempt by ihe law of 
omicile from execution and liability for his debts, and shall be for the 
= benefit of ail his creditors, subject to all valid liens, except with the 
= hereinafter allowed. It shall contain a list of the names and res- 
ces of all his creditors, and a schedule of his property exempt and un- 
exemps frpm execution, and the amount due to each creditor. It shall also 


such debtor had been preferred in any manner except as authorized by thi 
act, and during said time no other act was done or suffered to be done b 
such debtor respecting his business or estate to prevent an equal distribu 
tion of his estate among his creditors, or to give one creditor an advantag 


| over another, or to defraud his creditors, and that no attachment has beer 


levied upon the property of such debtor within three months before the pa 
sage of this bill: Provided, however, That if, within four months after the 
levy of an attachment, the debtor shall execute an assignment and file a p 
tion for discharge as herein provided for, the execution of such assignmen 
and the filing of such petition shall vacate the levy of such attachment 
such debtor shall be then entitled to the benefit of the provisions of thisact 
the court shallorder and adjudge that such debtor be forever discharg: 
from the payment of the debts mentioned and set forth in the petition; an 
such order and adjudication shall be a full, complete, and final dischar; 
suchdebtor from the payment of thesaid debts: Provided, That no persons 

be discharged from any debt or obligation which shall have been create 
consequence of a defalcation as a public officer, or as executor, admin 
trator, guardian, or trustee, or while acting in any other fiduciary capaci 

Sec. 6. That this act shall continue in force two years and no longer: Prov 
vided, That all actions commenced within that time shall not be affected ! 
its a but the same shall be conducted to a conclusion asif said act 
were in full force and effect. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on the Judiciary 
were read, as follow :: 

ae word ‘“‘assigniment,"’ in line 4, of section 1, add the words “or « 
sion.”’ 

After the word ‘‘be,”’ in line 1, section 2, strike out the words ‘‘to a trus 
named therein” and insert the words “made in accordance with the! 
of the State where the debtor resides.”’ 

After the word “correct,” in line 12, add “‘ the property so assigned or sur 
rendered shall be administered and distributed among creditors accordin 
to the laws of the State where the debtor resides, subject to the provision 
of this act.”’ 

In section 5, line 9, strike out the word ‘‘after’’ and insert in lleu ther 
“within three months before." 

In section 5, line 19, after the word “‘assignment,’’ add the word mr ¢ 


Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Mr. Speaker—— 
Mr. REED. Before we go any farther I want to raise 
question of consideration on this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House has decided th 
question. 

Mr. REED. But the ruling heretoiore has always been 
notwithstanding a special order, the question of consideratio 
can be raised on the matter of business which comes up wi 
such order. The House may choose ct to consider this bi 
notwithstanding the special order. Abundant authorities o: 
this subject will be found in the Digest. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Can thegentleman from Main 
cite any precedent where the question of consideration has been 








| entertained after the House has decided, by special rule und 
| circumstances like the present, to consider a particular bill? 
| Mr. REED. Numerous decisions will be found in the Digest. 


I recollect, for instance, a decision of Mr. Speaker Carlisle th 
| notwithstanding a special order had been adopted for the ec 


| sideration of a particular matter, the question of consideration 
| could be raised when the matter came up. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tho gentleman from Maine 


| however, will remember that during the occupancy of this seat 
| by Mr. Carlisle no such rule as this was in operation. 


| Mr. REED. Oh, I understand no such performances as hay 
| taken place in this Congress took place under Mr. Carlisle's a 
ministration. The Chair is quite right about that. But the 


analogous proposition—the same principle—was set down. By 
reference to the Digest it will be seen that— 

When a special order has been made settingapart a day for a certain class 
of business, on the day so set apart the question of consideration can not 
raised against the class of business mentioned in the special order. It may 
be raised, however, against each bill therein embraced as it comes up in | 





order. 3 
So when a day is set apart for the consideration of a single bill, the 
tion of consideration may on that day be demanded agains ! 
‘That would seem to cover the case exactly. Itd not mat- 


ter whether it is a day set apart for the consideration of the 
bill or some other bill. 


Mr. BAILEY. If the gentieman fr 


1 Maine will permita 
1:30 o’clock 


considered as 


| suggestion: the rule as adopted fixes the hour of 
for the time when the previous question shall be 
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ordered, and the question of consideration will consume consid- 
erable of the time if now raised. So far as I am concerned, if 
the gentleman desires to test the sense of the House in regard 
to the matter, I have no objectionto dispensing with the general 
debate and taking the sense of the House on the question of 
consideration. 

Mr. REED. Does the order fix the hour of 4:30, when the 
vote is to be taken? 

Mr. BAILEY. That is my understanding. 

Mr. REED. I think the gentleman is mistaken. My recol- 
lection of the reading of the order was that it provided one 
hour of general debate, two hours for debate under the five- 
minute rule, and at the expiration of that time, whenever it 
might be, there should be a vote on the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam informed that I was mistaken as to the 
hour being fixed. AsI had discussed the matter, or as it was 
indicated to me, the hour of 4:30 was fixed as the time when the 
debate should close and the vote bs taken; that one hour should 
be devoted to general debate, two hours for debate under the 
five-minute rule for amendments, and then, at the hour of 4:30 
o'clock, the vote was to be taken. I understand no time was 
fixed when the vote was to be taken. My attention was called 
away while the rule was being read, and I did not observe that 
fact. Iadmit that whatever time is taken up in deciding the 
question of consideration would not be, under the rule, taken 
from the time allowed for debate. 

Mr. REED. Iso understand. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Maine 
does not desire to be heard further. 

The Chair does not think the question of consideration can 
be raised against the bill, inasmuch as the House itself has de- 
termined that it shall be considered, and has fixed the method 
of its consideration. The rule provides that ‘‘ immediately after 
the adoption of the resolution the House shall proceed to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 4609) to establish a uniform system of bank- 
ruptey.” The Chair does not think, therefore, thatjthe question 
of consideration can be raised under the wording of this rule. 

The gentleman from Texas is recognized. 


[Mr. BAILEY withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix. |] 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. To whom does the gentleman 
from Texas yield? 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield to the gentleman from Louisiana[Mr. 
BOATNER]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. How much time? 

Mr. BAILEY. Ten minutes. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, while I expect to give my sup- 
port to the bill I can not permit it to pass without calling atten- 
tion to some very serious objections which suggest themselves 
to my mind, 

I think, sir, that the country not only demands the enactment 
of a uniform bankruptcy bill which will give unfortunate debtors 
an rey to obtain a release from their debts, but it also 
demands a bill which will provide a fair, equitable, and honest 
distribution of the assets of those who may become insolvent. 
In my judgment this bill does not conform to the latter require- 
ment in any respect whatever. 

I call the attention of the House particularly to the latter part 
of section 5 wherein it is provided: 

Upon hearing of the petition if it shall appear that the debtor did makean 
assignment, as authorized by this act, and that the same contained a full 
and complete conveyance of all his unexempt property, and that within 
three months before the passage of this act no creditor of such debtor had 
been eres in any manner except as authorized by this act, and during 
said time no other act was done or suffered to be done by such debtor re- 
speoeg his business or estate to prevent an equal distribution of his estate 
among his creditors, or to give one creditor an advantage over another, or 
to defraud his creditors, and that no attachment has been levied upon the 
property of such debtor within three months before the passage of this bill: 
Provided, however, That if, within four months after the levy of an attach- 
ment, the debtor shall execute an assignment or cession and file a petition 
for discharge, as herein provided for, the execution of such assignment and 
the filing of such petition shall vacate the levy of such attachment, and 
such debtor shall be then entitled to the benefit of the provisionsof this act, 
the court shall order and adjudge that such debtor be forever discharged 
from the payment of the debts mentioned and set forth in the |p pret and 


such order and adjudication shall be a full, complete, and final discharge of 
such debtor from the payment of the said debts. 


Now, I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from Texas 
to the abuses which I think tiis bill will immediately call into 
existence, or rather toexisting abuses which will ba perpetuated 
and intensified by its operation. The most usual method by 
which insolvent debtors defraud their creditors is by collusive 
court proceedings, the insolvent debtor finding himself unable 
to pay, having exhausted his credit in all the markets, and ob- 
tained all the goods he can, enters into a collusive arrangement 
with some of the creditors probibly, whose claims are in many 
instances stale or held by relatives or particular friends, to pro- 
ceed by attachment agefant him. 
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Under existing conditions it is almost a to success. 
fully oppose those collusive proceedings. The attachment js 
sustained, the oy is sold, the collusion between the debtor 
and his favored creditors is carried into effect: and the property 
having been disposed of in this way, the debtor makes an assign. 
ment under the laws of his State, and availing himself of the 
benefits of this act, if it should become a law, obtains a discharge 
from all his debts. 

Mr. BAILEY. The bill expressly provides that where an at- 
tachment is sustained he shall not be released. That has es. 
caped the gentleman’s attention. I had that difficulty in my 
mind, and expressly provided against it. If an attachment js 
sued out, the man is not entitled to the benefit of¢the law unless 
he files an assignment or vacates the attachment, so that if his 
favored creditors get his money he can never get his release. 

Mr. BOATNER. The clause of the bill to which I was «ad. 
dressing myself was the latter partof section 4, which mentions 
among the grounds upon which a discharge will be refused, the 
fact that any attuchment has been levied upon the property of 
such debtor within three months before the passage of this bill. 
I find in a proviso— 

Thatif, within four monthsafter the levy of an attachment, the debtor shail 
execute an assignment and file a petition for discharge as herein ce i 
for, the execution of such assignment and the filing of such petition shall 
vacate the levy of such attachment, and such debtor shall be then entitled 
to the benefit of the provisions of this act. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the debtor in the case of collusion stated 
by me would not file the assignment or the cession until after 
the attachment had been sustained and the property sold, and 
sixty days had elapsed; after which time he would make his 
cession and get his discharge. Of course he would do no act to 
defeat an attachment that he himself had provoked. 

Mr. BAILEY. The provision with reference to the three 
months was inserted there to prevent men from colluding with 
their favored creditors three months before the passage of the 
bill, so that they could not get ready for its passage; and if, 
within three months from the passage of the bill, up to the time 
he applies, there has been an attachment levied upon a debtor, 
he would not be entitled to the benefit of the act at all unless he 
then filed an assignment and vacated his attachment, so that 
that is entirely an imaginary difficulty. 

Mr. BOATNER. Notat all. Under the provisions of this 
act the debtor has no right to obtain a discharge from his debt, 
if an attachment has been levied upon his property within three 
months before the passage of this bill. Now, will that delay of 
three months continue so as to operate as a bar to a cession, if 
he has been attached at any time within three months prior to 
the cession? I think not, because the attachments that are re- 
ferred to here are attachments which have been taken out 
within three months preceding the day when this bill becomes 
a law. 

But the gentleman does not get my point. It is this: There 
is nothing in this bill which will preveutany debtor from app|y- 
ing for a discharge after attachment proceedings have been 
‘taken against him and sustained, if a delay of three monihs 
elapses between the attachment and the assignment. There is 
nothing in the act that denies the benefit of the act after this 
delay expires, and therefore I insist the door is thrown wide 
cpen for collusive proceedings, by which, under the form of law, 
property may be transferred to the hands of favored creditors, 
who may hold in trust for the debtor, who, after these proceed- 
ings have been consummated and the estate practically dispose: 
of, will make an assignment or cession. If he has no property 
he only needs to declare that fact under most of the laws, and 
after notice to his creditors, obtain a discharge from all his 
debts. Then he practically has got his property in the haniuso 
trustees, and obtained a discharge from his debts. 

I call attention, Mr. Speaker, to these difficulties which pre 
sent themselves to my mind. I think they are grave and sc 
rious. I think that when we are enacting a bankruptcy law we 
should make one which would not only put it in the power of the 
debtor to make a surrender of his property at any time and 
discharged from his debts, but which would put it in the power 
of the creditor, in cases of unquestioned or confessed insolvency 
to apply the same remedy, and that when property of a bank- 
rupt is surrendered it should be placed in the hands of trustees 
who will act in the interest of the creditors and fairly distribute 
it under general and uniform rules prescribed by the Federa! 
statutes. That is my opinion of the kind of a bankruptcy law 
we should have. As we cannot get that, this is the next best 
thing, and I am ready to support it. It will confer very great 
advantages upon the debtor class, and as by its terms it is only 
to run for two years, the objections to which I call attention are 
not insuperable. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. RAY. Mr. Speaker, it is to be ie eereg that, for the 
consideration of a bankruptcy bill, which directly and indirectly 
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ery citizen of the United States, and directly concerns 
am business man in every relation of life, only one hour should 
have been given for general debate. oy 
The members of this House will note the minority report our. 
sented to this House by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WOLVERTON], which presents the objections to this bill as re- 
ported by the Committee on the Judiciary. That report is able 
and exhaustive and presents ample and unanswerable aaeeente 
against this bill, and if there is no objection I shall print some 
rtions of that report as a part of my remarks. 


It says: 
rity of the Committee on the Judiciary respectfully dissent from 
oie the committee, and submit herewith their principal reasons 


therefor, as follows: 


DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE TORREY BANKRUPTCY BILL AND THE BAILEY 
BILL. 


The Bailey bill (H. R. 4609) is an incomplete measure which contains im- 
perfect rovisions for voluntary bankruptcy; the Torrey bankruptcy bill 
(H.R. 4017) is a complete measure which contains comprehensive provisions 
for voluntary as well as my tele | bankruptcy. 

The incomplete bill (the Bailey bill) may not be, but the complete bill (the 
Torrey ptcy bill) is, constitutional. 

The incomplete bill would be an experiment in bankruptcy legislation in 
this country; the complete bill embodies the wisdom and avoids the errors 
of past legislation in this and other countries. 

ithe incomplete bill mer not prove to be, but the complete bill is, unques- 
tionably, a bankruptcy bill. 

Theincomplete billmay not apply tothe whole country; it might be, in ef- 
fect, repealed, and reénacted from time to time by State and Territorial leg- 
islative acts or decisions by their courts: the completes bill applies to the 
whole country and can not be affected, except by an act of Congress. 

The incomplete bill does not grant any relief to debtors whoowe less than 
#00: the complete bill grants relief to debtors without invidious distinc- 
tions as to amounts owed. 

The incomplete bill leaves it discretionary with debtors to provide for the 
payment in full of the wages of servantsand laborers in the States where 
they are not provided for by the insolvent laws; the complete bill makes ab- 
solute provision for the payment of the wages of employés of every grade 
for areasonable time prior to bankruptcy, and for a liberal amount, and will 
apply alike in all of the States, Territories, and the District of Columbia. 

The incomplete bill requires an assignment to be made by the debtor ac- 
cor to the laws of the State where he lives, and also according to its 
provisions, althoughthey may be in conflict; it also requires that the trust 
shallbe accepted by bil trustee before an application fora discharge can be 
made; the complete dil permits the bankrupt to make his application to the 
Federal court for a discharge, irrespective of conflicts between State laws 
and the Federal law and without reference to the acts of the trustee. 

The incomplete bill,permits applications for discharges to be made with- 
out limit of timeor number, after the expiration of four months after the 
date of the assignment while it is in force; the ee bill permits the 
application to be made after the expiration of two, and within the next four 
months, or conditionally within the next six months, but not afterwards. 

The incomplete bill makes it possible for discharges to be improperly 
granted, or withheld without reason; the complete bill embodies such safe- 

ards as are calculated to enable all honest insolvent debtors to receive 
fischarges, and to tee all dishonest debtors receiving them. 

The incomplete bill permits corporations, including national banks, to be 
discharged; the complete bill does not seek to interfere with the rights of 
creditors topmene their remedies against the stockholders of corporations, 
and hence withholds the right of discharge. 

The incomplete bill will permit the discharge of dishonest debtors, except 
those who make an assignment within three months before its passage; the 
complete bill provides for the discharge of only such debtors as are honest 
and ought to receive this great consideration under the law without refer- 


ence to the time they become eee, 
ete bill forbids the discharge of a per- 


The incomplete as well as the com 

s0n from any debt created by a defalcation while acting as a public officer, 
an executor, guardian, or trustee, or in any fiduciary oer ; but the in- 
complete bill permits the discharge of a corporation, although it may have 
plundered the estate of which: ii ‘vas executor or administrator, robbed a 
child of which it was guardian, misappropriated the funds received as a 
trustee or in some other fiduciary — . 

The incomplete bill neither leaves the administration of the estates of un- 
fortunates to be wholly dealt with by the State insolvent laws in their di- 
verse wage, por to a national-bankrup law ina comprehensive way; the 
complete billis a national law and vests jurisdiction to administer it for the 
benefit of debtors and creditors in the Federal courts. 

The incomplete bill requires proceedings to be had, first, under a State 

and, second, under a Federal law; the complete bill provides for pro- 
only under a Federal law. 

The “yy > bill provides that pee shall be assigned and admin- 
istered by a State law, subject to the provisions of this Federal law; it also 
provides that where property in different States is assigned it shall be ac- 
cording to the laws of the State where the debtor resides; the complete bill 
leaves no room for unfortunate conflicts between State and Federal laws 
and the laws of different States, to be fought out at the expense of our citi- 
zens who may honestly endeavor to exercise a constitutional right. 

The incomplete bill requires that the costs of two courts shall beincurred; 
the complete bill vides for economical proceedings in only one court. 

The incomplete bill will expire in two years; the complete bill will protect 
the its of debtors and creditors without limit of time. 

The incomplete bill extends the benefits of voluntary bankruptcy, in the 
States and tories where it applies, to corporations, including national 
banks; the complete bill does not permit corporations to become voluntary 
fa ate but extends to them, except national banks, the benefits of in- 


voluntary x 

The incomplete bill is an imperfect reproduction of the law of the “ Poor 
English Gentieman;” the complete bill embodies all that is wise and con- 
servative in the English bankruptcy act of to-day. 

The incomplete bill is alleged to be in the interest of debtors; the complete 
bill recognizes the fact that all debtors are not poor, nor all creditors rich, 
and ae paize pectocts the interests of both classes alike, without reference 
a i ee 

6 c to des credit and thereby require a 
great majority of those who buy or borrow money, eapeumnily in 
& small way, to give security in ‘orm of collateral, indorsements, 
or for their indebtedness; the complete bill will extend credit 
by an equitable enforcement of the rights of both the debtors and 

have a tendency to enable would-be debtors to buy prop- 


creditors, and 
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erty and borrow money without security, since under it preferences will not 
be given and the — rights of creditors will be secured. 

é incomplete bill is not, but the complete bill is, demanded in the best 
interests of honest debtors. 

The incomplete bill might, but the complete bill would not, advance the 
interests of dishonest debtors. 

The incomplete bill is not, but the complete bill is, demanded in the best 
interests of both debtors and creditors. 

The incomplete bill, or a purely involuntary bankruptcy bill, would not, 
but the complete bill would, protect the best interests alike of poor and 
rich creditors. . 

The incomplete bill would not, but the complete bill would, protect and 
promote the interests of consumers. 

The incomplete bill is not demanded by any organization or by any man 
outside of Congress, so far as we know or have heard; its enactment is not 
advocated by any newspaper, so far as we have been advised; the complete 
bill has been demanded by,organizations of all sorts, petitioners of every 
class, and very generally by the press in all parts of the country. 

The incomplete bill is not, but the complete bill is, advocated in the best 
interests of all classes of people. 

The incomplete bill is not. but the complete bill is, supported by the mem- 
bers of Congress who are in favor of securing to all of the peopleevery right 
guaranteed by the Constitution, 

The incomplete bill was voted down in the Fifty-first Congress in the 
House; thecomplete bill was passed at the same time by a large nonpolitical, 
nonsectional majority. 

The incomplete bill was adversely reported by this committee in the Fifty- 
second Congress: the complete bill, at the same time, was reported by this 
committee as a comprehensive embodiment of the legislation anticipated 
by the Constitution. 

When the debate on the Torrey bankruptcy bill reported by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary began, the reading of the bill by the Clerk to the mem 
bers was postponed upon the suggestion of a member from Texas until it 


should be considered under the five-minute rule; before that time a member 
from Missouri, Mr, BLAND, moved to strike out the enacting clause, and the 
motion prevailed. In the debate upon that motion it was stated, and not 
contradicted, that two-thirds of the members had not read the bill. We 


therefore respectfully submit that this subject has not been considered by 
the members of the House. 

The complete bill is the one the enacting clause of which was stricken 
out, with a few amendments suggosted in the course of the general debate 
as calculated to improve it. 

The fact that the incomplete bill was reintroduced by the leader of the op- 
position, Mr. BAILEY, and its prompt report to the House secured by those 
who have heretofore been classed as opponents to bankruptcy legislation, 
immediately after Mr. BLAND’s motion was made and carried, at an unex- 

cted time to its friends, is an admission that bankruptcy legislation is 

emanded by the people. Since this demand is to be answered, the only 
question is, will Congress pass the incomplete or the complete bill? When 
the members of the House shall have considered the subject fully we have 
no doubt but that their conclusion will be a wise one, and that the complete 
bill will be adopted as a substitute and then passed. 


IS THE BAILEY BILL CONSTITUTIONAL? 


Out of deference to the views of the members of the committee who havo 
reported the Bailey bill to the House, we will not express an opinion as to 
whether it is oris not constitutional; we will, however, submit some ques- 
tions which each member may answer for himself; if the answer to any of 
these ——. or any one of others equally pertinent, shall be adverse to 
the bill, such answer will show it to be unconstitutional; the fact that these 
questions are pertinent certainly shows that the bill is impractical and 
ought not to be passed in preference to one which is free from these objec- 
tions. 

By the first section of the Bailey bill it is provided— 

“Thatif any debtor * * * shall execute an assignment or cession of 
his property, valid by the laws of the State, Territory, or District of Co- 
lumbia, in which he may reside or be domiciled, or if he have property in 
any other jurisdiction, then as to such property, valid aceording to the 
laws thereof, and also in accordance with the requirements of this act, it 
shall have the effect hereinafter provided for.”’ 

By the second section itis provided— 

‘That such assignment shall be made in accordance with the laws of the 
State where the debtor resides.” 

Does this bill, by its above provisions, undertake to say how assignments 
under State laws shall be made? If so, it provides for a condition of things 
which may be illustrated thus: Mr. BAILEY resides in Texas; if he has prop- 
erty there and also in ee and should wish to make an assignment 
under the first section of his bill, the one in Texas would have to conform to 
the laws of that State, and also“ with the requirements of this act;’’ the one 
in Mississippi would have to conform to the laws of that State, and also 
‘“with the requirements of this act.” 

If he should wish to make an assignment under the second section of his 
bill, the assignment in Mississippi would have to be ‘‘ made in accordance 
with the laws of the State where the debtor resides,’ é. ¢.,in accordance 
to the laws of Texas. Would a national law which required an assignment 
to be made of property in any given State, Territory, or District of Colum- 
bia, in accordance with State or Territorial laws other than its own, be con- 
stitutional? 

If it should be claimed that the above provisions are not for the purpose 
of overriding the State, Territorial, or District of Columbia laws, but that 
they simply state conditions which must be complied with by a debtor be- 
fore he can get a discharge, then our question is, can a debtor having prop- 
erty in more than one State, or Territory, or the District of Columbia and 
a State or Territory, get a discharge under this bill? If not, isit not un- 
constitutional for want of uniformity? 

By the second section it is also provided: 

“The property so assigned or surrendered shall be administered and dis- 
tributed among creditors according to the laws of the State where the debtor 
resides, subject to the provisions of this act.”’ 

Take again the example of Mr. BAILEY; let us waive the question, as itisa 
difficult one, as to how he is to assign his ere in Mississippi, and con- 
sider the question of its administration, both in that and his own State. 
Does this provision require the State of Texas to administer estates as- 
signed under its laws “subject to the provisions of this act?’ We have 
always thought that when a State Legislature, while in the exercise of its 
constituthonal authority, passed a law, that the courts of that State might 
enforce it without reference to the “provisions of an act’’ of any other 
legislative body on earth! 

3 the above provision require the assigned estate, in the example 
given. to be administered by the courts of Mississippi “according to the 
aws of the State” of Texas and ‘‘subject to the provisions of this act? 
The language used is, ‘‘shall beadministered,” etc. If such are its require- 
ments is it constitutional? It can not be said that it constitutes simply @ 
condition precedent to a discharge, because, upon a hearing under a peti- 
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fon for a discharge, it is not required that any showing should be made as 
to the administration of the estate. 

By the second section it is also provided: 

«That such assignment * * * shall convey all of the estate of the debtor, 
except,etc, * * * and shall be for the equal benefit of all his credi- 
tors, subject, etc., * * * It shall contain a list,ete., * * * aschedule, 
oe. Se = a statement ofliens, etc., * * * allofwhich shail be veri- 
fied,” etc. 

This bill does not purport to provide for any eae 5 Eee 
States court in which the question of rae nw gen shall be 
which the rights of creditors shall be adjudged, or by which{the assets sh: 
be marshalled and distributed. Can these visions, therefore, have any 
force which relates simply to the effect and provisions of the assignment 
under State laws? 

It would be competent for such a law to embrace a comprehensive bank- 
ow. system, t.¢., to provide, first, for the determination of the jurisdic- 
tional fact as to whether a given debtor was or was nota bi ; second, 
for the administration of the estates of bankrupts (not simply of debtors) ; 
third, the discharge of the bankrupt (not for the discharge of a debtor who 
might, or might not, be a bankru Di fourth, the adjudication of the ts 
of creditors; and, fifth, the penis ment of those who have committed 
frauds. 


In the event of such alaw, embracing sucha system, it might y 
vide for aninjunction against cseskings in theState courts wie ens 
conflict with it. But since it does not so provide, will any restrictions 
which it may apply, first, as to what the State courts shall éo, and, second, 
as to how they shall do it, have any binding force upon such courts? Is it 
nct, therefore, unconstitutional for this reason? 
Section 5 contains a provision with reference to what debtors the court 
may discharge, as follows: 
“ the debtor did make an ent * * * and that no attach- 
ment has been levied upon the ty of such debtor within three months 
before the this bill: ho 





execute an 

a@ petition for a discharge as herein provided for, 

the execution of such assignment and the filing of such petition shall vacate 

the levy of such attachment, and such debtor shall be entitled to the 
benefit of the provisions of this act.” 

The primary pw of this bill is to provide for the of dis- 

es, and yer it here provided how adebtor may “ vacate the levy of’ 

a State attachmeni, otherwise than by paying the demand or bond; 

would a State court which had issued an attachment, and a officer 

who kad executed it, pay any attention to such a provision in a United 


States 2 Se 

We will ¢ for a moment, for a2 moment, that this bill may 
properly vide that an attempt of the defendant to the title to the 
property which has been attached filing of an ap on for a dis- 
charge the United States court vacate the levy of a State attach- 


will 
ment. We take this view simply to enable us to consider an additional de- 
fect in this provision. Suppose that within the time P 
anes ne ae cession, but the property have already sold 
under an attachment prior to his 7 | such application, or prior to his 
making such assignment or cession, and the proceeds of such a sale have 
been paid over to satisfy the demands of the a’ creditors. 

The effect, in such an event, could not be to “ v; the levy of such at- 
tachment." Could the creditors who had not attached enforce this provi- 
sion? Would the debtor be entitied to file his application for a discharge? 
Suppose that his attempt to assign the property as herein provided should 
be [nord by the State court the attachment and its officer levying 
a, cous the debtor then file his tion fora discharge? Is there anyone 
who will claim that such a provision is constitutional? 

In brief, i? not this bill unconstitutional because of what it contains and 
what it does notcontain? 

As between a bill concerning which, if enacted, there would be at least a 
reasonable doubt as to its constitutionality and one concerning which no 
such doubt exists we are in favor of the latter 


IS THE BAILEY BILE A BANKRUPTCY BILL? 


Does the measure of Mr. BAILEY constitute more than an it to med- 
dle with the State courts in their endeavor, under imperfect lvency 
laws, to exercise the jurisdiction which was reserved to 3 the 
Constitution? Is it —s more than an endeavor to pay, the judg- 
ment of e ore the _— of debtors who never have been adjudged, and 
may not be, 

a there can not be any bankrupts bs said to bea 

w 

“Pocetablien, © te Galforis Inws on tao subject ot ankcraptcies through 

“To orm laws on 8 Ss thro - 
= ee Sed Up the Cons tituti Its language is as foll 
as pro y the Constitution. as follows: 

uA a a uniform s = °o 7 oe 

ven title conformed to anguage Constitution, it would 
not makeit a bankruptcy bill. You cannot makea signboard intoa house 
by SSS it, “ This is a house.” 

“Lawson the subject of ban! " had well defined characteristics 
when that provision was inserted in the Constitution. It follows that any 
bill which it is proposed to enact, under the power given to Congress by the 
Constitution, must have those characteristics or else there is no power to 
enact it. Thcss characteristics were that there should be an udication 
in bankruptcy; an identification of the creditors and an of 
their rights; the discharge of, or refusal to discharge the bankrupt if he 
filed 4 therefor; an administration of the estate; and the punish- 
mezat of those who had committed frauds. - 

The first step is to give the debtor a status which will vest the court with 

urisdiction of him and of his estate; suppose thatin an involuntary proceed- 
in bankruptcy, under a bankrupt law, it should be found that an act of 
bankrupicy had not been committed; the result would be that the court 
would not have jurisdiction and the case would be dismissed. If, upon a 
hearing for the harge of a voluntary bankrupt, under a bankrupt law. 
it should appear that he ha never filed a petition in » it would 
follow that he had never become a and therefore the court never 
a of him and his application*for a discharge would have to be 


In other words, a court can never have on of anyone 
except a bankrupt; when such jurisdiction is acq it extends to the 
rights of the itors, the rights of the bankrupt, administration of 


the 

the estate, and the protection of the creditors, the bankrupt, and the estate, 

oye punishment of those who have committed frauds. 
nder the Bailey bill the debtor is required only to make t, 
secure its acceptance by the. trustee rein n and for a dis- 
Bt is not that the assignmentshail have been or that 
us shall have been xed by the decreeof anycourt. Itcan not, there- 
fore, be said that he is a bankrupt. As the debtor does not become a bank- 


rupt the bill can not be a bankrupt bill. 
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My. BAILEY in his report makes an admission as to the characte, .. ,. 
bill as follows: ne 
“This bill not only differs from all vious enactments in being pyr). 
voluntary, but another and material erence is that under it the proper: 
is tered acco: to State laws.” oe 
Can a law which “differs from all previous enactments” bo estap);-,., 
under the Constitution? we 
We hasten en view of the failure of the bill reported to p,,, 
any of the characteristics of a bankruptcy law, that it was reported ip 1), 
absence of three members of the committee on the day after it was {n:-. 
duced, and that there was a feeling that the House would decide the ya. 
tion, and that it was desirable to get the subject up again for consiiera:;.. 
without delay. r 
In view of the characteristics of the bankruptcy law provided for jp +), 
Constitution, formulated and unanimously adopted by George Washino:,, 
and his associates, what is the bill by Mr. Baruey and his associates 
unknown to the Constitution; it has no parallel in past legislation: ;; 
stranger to us, and we can not, therefore, give it aname. We adyoc; 
bill which, when read to or by the members, will be found to contain eq) 
one of those characteristics, expressed in _— and simple language. w, 
therefore think that it ought to be adopted as a substitute and then pa 
WILL THB BAILEY BILL APPLY TO THE DEBTORS OF THE WHOLE Covnrpy 


The language of the Constitution which confers upon Congress the powe; 
to pass such a bill as the one in question is as follows: 7 
“To establish * * * uniform laws on the subject of bankrupt;; 

throughout the United States.” 

We are in favor of carrying into effect this provision of the Constitut\oy 
by the enactment of a perfectly fair and impartial law, as understood )y 
our constitutional fathers. 

The first section of the Bailey bill provides as follows: 

“Thatifanydebtor * * * shall execute an ment or cession o! 
his property, valid by the laws of the State, etc,, * * * itshall have tly 
effect hereinafter provided for.”’ 

The Legislature of Montana never has passed an assignment law. It hi: 
relied upon Congress to pass a bankruptcy law. Will the effect of the mas 
ure proposed be, if enacted, to deny any relief to the debtors of that Siats 
oe a such a law when we may as well one which is com 

re ive of the rights of both debtors and creditors ‘throughout th»: 

nited States,” as provided by the Constitution? 

We have not had © to examine the statutes of all of the States; ther 
may be others which have no laws upon the subject. If so, their citizep: 






















oS this law, be denied their constitutional rights. 
law will t where it applies, if enacted, in a diverse administra 
tion of the estates of bankrupts in the States and Territories and the Dis 


trictof Columbia. Can it, therefore, besaid to bs “ uniform throughout ths 
United States’’? 

The citizens of all of the States which now have such laws a be denied 
their constitutional rights, as citizens of the United States, by their supreme 
court d that such laws were for some reason void. or by the repea! 
ing of such laws by their Legislature. This law may be, in effect 
enacted or ed again and again by legislative action thereon and wit) 
out any action Congress. 

This proposed law does not of and within itself confer any right upon ; 
citizen; the right which it purports to confer is wholly dependent upon the 
action heretoforeor hereafterof a State or Territorial lature or by Con 
gress with reference to the District of Colnmbia. 

should our constitutional rights as citizens of the United States i» 

thus us, or be jeopardized by the possible action of our courts 0: 

ae since they act ih to our rights as citizens of the State 

‘ould the passage of this bill indicate that we were a national body, com 
posed of representatives from the whole country? We think not. 

The first section provides as follows: 

“Thatifany debtor * * * shall execute an assignment or ces jion of his 

, Valid by the laws of the State, etc., * * * in which he mayr 
side or domiciled, or if he have property in any other jurisdiction, then 
as to such property, valid according to the laws thereof, and also in accor 
ance with the requirements of this act... * * * 

The above provision is contradicted by one from the second section, 2 
follows: 

“That such assignment shall be made in accordance with the laws of the 
State where the debtor resides.”’ 

The second section also provides as follows: 

“The property so assigned or surrendered shall be administered and iis 
tributed amongcreditors according to the lawsof the State where the debtor 
resides, subject to the provisionsof this act.” 

The debtor having property in two States can never make an assignmen' 
according to both of the above provisions and therefore can not, as it seems 
to us, have the benefits of the act. ‘ 

The debtor having pee in two States can never secure the adminis 
tration of that part of it which is situated in a.“ ate other than that of bis 
domiciie a ing to any laws other than those of the States in which th 
property is situated; the provisionsof this act, therefore, can never be com 

with in thatres . In view of these provisions what must be said con 
cerning the uniformity of this bill “ throughout the United States?*' Possibly 
the explanation is to be found in the title to the bill; it is not, by its terms, 
establish uniform laws ‘ throughout the United States,” as required by \ 
Constitution, but only “‘to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy. 

Upon a consideration of the wholesubject it seems to us that we must res. 
the conclusion thatthe enactment of such a law would not be a full exercls* 
of the power conferred upon Congress by the Constitution to legislate upo" 
this subject. 

Such nas the provisions of the bill reported favorably, the next day af«: 
being introduced, by a committee of lawyers of which we are members 


SMALL DEBTORS MUST, BUT LARGE ONES NEED NOT, PAY. 


Section 1 of the Bailey bill provides that it shall apply only to perso. 
who owe 8200 or more. Why should this financial tation be put upo. 
vo eee The man who owes less than this sum may be * 
Siectualiy borne af ee esas Seeee Saas sae The prod 
abilities are that he will be less able to pay it than the man who has suc 
ceeded in owing a larger amount. Why should a rule beestablished that 4 
debtor who owes amounts up to 8200 must pay, or continue to owe the” 
but the debtor who owes a larger sum may secure a discharge without the 

—_ of anysum’ We-contend that citizens should be equal befor 
Ww. +s 

Can it be possible that the members of the Committee on the Judic4ty 
wish to recommend to the House that it shall draw this kind of a distincuo! 
between citizens who have large financial obligations and those who have 


passage of this bill indicate that we earnestly wish to legisis\¢ 

wisely for the equal benefit of all classes of the people? We think not a 
‘The complete bill extends the benefits of voluntary bankruptcy to all debs 
ors, — without invidiousdistine as to amounisowe ; 
It pro that creditors holding unsecured claims for $500 or over agains 
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a common debtor may commence proceedings for themselves and such other 
creditors as may wish to join them. This provision was made as to in- 
voluntary bankruptcy because it was thought that a substantial benefit 
would not-accrue to creditors by permitting them to proceed in cases where 
the indebtedness was less than thatsum. — 
We do not wantin this country any distinction between citizens under tho 
Jaws because of theiroccupation, or because they are rich or because they 
oor. We want if possible for an honest man, irrespective of the amount 
he owes, to make a voluntary surrender of his property, except his exemp- 
tions, and, if honest, secure a discharge; but wedonot want it to be possible 
for a rich man to hide away his property and then go into bankruptcy and 
secure & i from his debts which he could and ought to pay; we do 
not want it possible for poor men to becomerich by such means. 
Ifa debtor has become insolvent and cau not mest his obligations and 
tect his property we think his creditors ought to be entitled to proceed, 
under very careful restrictions, tosecure the payment of at least a percent- 
age of their claims, since it is the same to them in dollars and cents whether 
the loss they suffer grows out of dishonesty, incompetency, or the misfor- 
tune of their debtor. We want it to be possible for thecreditors of a debtor 
who has sevindled his creditors, or is preparing to swindle them, to be able 
to interfete by involuntary proceedings and secure their equitable rights. 
The bill we offer as asubstitute for the Bailey bill will apply, approxi- 
mately, to the affairs of only one in a hundred of those,who business or 
conduct agricultural, mineral, or other industries in whole or in part on 
credit; it will affect the affairs of those to whom it does apply with impar- 
tiality, and therefore ought to be passed. 
THE PROTECTION OF SERVANTS AND LABORERS INCOMPLOUTE. 


The third section of the Bailey bill provides that there may be prefer- 
neces for— 
“Debts due the United States or any State in which any of the property 
of the debtor is situated, or to the servants or laborers of the debtor.” 

This provision leaves it discretionary to the debtor as to whether he will 
or will not provide for his servants or laborers, unless there is such a pro- 
vision in the Statelaw. We think that any bill on this subject should pro- 
vide that servants and laborers should have a preferred claim for their 
wages. Hight of the States, as shown by a published table, do not make any 

ovision under their assignment laws for the protection of servants and 
aborers. Such States and Territories as have enacted such laws might re- 


ai them. 

Would the passage of this bill indicate what we know of the daily neces- 
sities of laborers and of the wise public policy which justifies the payment 
to them when their employer fails of their wages for a limited time before 
such failure and in a reasonable amount? We think not. 

The bill which we submit as a substitute makes provision for the payment 
of the wages of servants and laborers earned within a reasonable time, be- 
fore the date of the failure of the employer, and for a liberal amount, with- 
out reference to whether the States have or have not done so. It thereby 
not only secures the rights of those in the States where they would be neg- 
lected under the provisions of the Bailey bill, and in all of the other States 
where they might be so neglected the repeal of present laws, but it es- 
tablishes a uniform rule under which the rights of servants and laborers of 
the whole country will be protected. 

The wages of employés should be paid, because it will promote alike the 
best interests of debtors and other creditors. The great body of laborers 
live from day to day on their daily earnings. If they were compelled, in the 
event of the failure of their employer, to take a percentage of their wages 
in common with other creditors, as they might have to in eight of the States 
under the Bailey bill, it would result in untold hardships to them and their 
families. The possibilities of having such calamities befall them would re- 
sult in their having always to be on the alert with reference to the financial 
standing and moral worth of their employers. Whenever it happened that 
they knew that their employers were about to fail, or thought there was 
danger, or heard a rumor, or became frightened, with or without cause, 
they, or many of them at least, would be compelled in financial self-defense 
to quit their employment. 

Such a result might possibly be secured by the circulation of a malicious 
rumor as to the solvency or fraudulent acts of anemployer. The abandon- 
ment by employés of their employment at a critical time might ruin finan- 
cially a solvent, honest employer. Such an abandonment might result in 
irreparable damage to the property of an employer who had become insol- 
vr and thereby result in great injury to the property interests of the 
creditors. 

The bill we offer as a substitute is not liable to these objections, and hence 
ought to be passed in the best interest of employés, as well as other cred- 
itors, and of debtors. 

IMPERFECT AS TO DISCHARGES. 


The fourth section of the Bailey bill provides that— 

“Such debtor, after the expiration of four months from the date of the 
execution of the deed of assignment and the acceptance of the trust by the 
aes may file his petition * * * asking for a discharge from said 

ebts.”’ 

Suppose the trustee should not accept the trust. In thatevent the debtor 
might not be able to file his application for a discharge; at any rate he 
might be denied what ought to be his right, or ham and delayed in se- 
curing it, by the whim or caprice of a trustee. There is no pertinent re- 
lationship between the right to file an application for a discharge and the 
a by the trustee, and the bill ought not to make the one dependent 

© other. 

is bill provides how property shall be assigned, surrendered, and ad- 

istered. There are now in the country many hundreds of thousands of 
honest debtors who ought to be discharged under any law which may be 
passed, but who have no property to assign, surrender, or to have sdminis 
tered; will this bili apply to this army of men? If it will, why should they 
be = to the trouble of ma’ an assignment under a State law to go 
with a copy of it toa United States court and begin another proceeding? 

This provides that a debtor can not. apply for a discharge in a United 
States court until after Making an assignment under a Statelaw. Great 
numbers of unfortunate men have been compelled to make assignments 
under the imperfect State insolvency laws during the many years that 
Congress has refused to pass a wise bankruptcy law; their estates have 
been administered and they are now penniless. Many of the States have 
passed insolvency laws under which creditors may cause the estates of 
— debtors to be liquidated. Many, many men have seen their estates 
wai disposed of, and are now waiting for relief under a national law. 

ithis bill apply to these classes of unfortunate men? [If so, 
why should it not permit them to apply directly to a United States court? 
Miny coquize first the making of a Doothens assignment of nothing in a State 
one creditors of many dishonest debtors have sued them for their debts, 
5 igated with each other for preferences, and paid the costs and expenses. 
oe they have recovered some of their claims, sometimes they 
ave lost everything in addition to their costs and expenses, and frequently 


debtors have escaped with the goods and money. 


it is proposed by this bill that such creditors shall lose the residue of their 
claims against their debtors unless they go to the further expense of, first 
contending with the personal representative (the assignee) of the debtor in 
a State court; and, second, defending in a Federal court an application for 
a discharge, which must be granted even to dishonest applicants, unless i 
happens that their assignment was made within three months before W 
passage of the bill. 


Debtors and creditors have always found that diverse laws and compl 
cated proceedings aid rascals, cause needless and exorbitant costs, and 
hamper and disgust honest men. 

Would the passage of this biil indicate that we were familiar with pa 
legislation upon this subject? We think not 


The complete bill will be found, when it shall have been read t by the 
members, to contain plain and simple provisions by w 
bankrupt may, in an inexpensive way, secure a dis 
to contain also safeguards to prevent rascals extorti 
tice a certificate of discharge, which will constitute a fraud ags 
and largecreditors. We therefore recommend it as a substitute 


NWO LIMITATION OF TIMB AS TO APPLIK 


Section 4 of the Bailey bill provides: 

“That any such debtor, after the expiration of { 
of the execution of thedeed of assignment, « * 
the district court of the United States for the distr 
* * * asking for a discharge from said debits.” 

The fraudulent debtor—an individual orcorporation—who ought not to 
discharged by any law enacted by honest men for honest people may, und 
this bill, file his or its application at any time whiie the law is in fo 
sequent to the expiration of four months. 

Thus he or it may abide his orits time and then proceed with perjuz 
testimony to exact from a court ofjustice, in the absence of the dead and j 
different creditors, a certificate which will constitute a fraud upon his 
creditors and enable him or it thereafter to enjoy the same benefits as t! 
bankrupts who have become such through no fault of their own and who 
have been given a discharge upon the merits of their cases. 

It is not required that the application shall be made in the United St 
district court having the same territorial jurisdiction, or partly sg, a b 
court in which the assignment was made; the provision simply Is that 
— “in the district court of the United States in which he re 
s a.” 

if, for example, the assignment was madein Mr. BAILEY'S district, and 
the conduct of the debtor has been so reprehensible as to prevent the proba 
bility of his securing a discharge in the United States court of that district 
he may move to California or to any other district within the country and 
there in apply for a discharge; if the discharge should not be granted 
the pet n 1 be dismissed, and will, of course, not constitute any bar to 
a removal to Maine or some other district and the renewal of the petition, 
untilin the end a certificate of discharge shall have been exacted from 
court of justice. 

The bill we advocate provides that the application shall not be made wit! 
two months after the adjudication, that it may be madeto the court in whi 
the proceedings are pendiug within the next four months, or, if it can not 
be made within that time, the judge may it it to be made within the 
next six months, but it shall not be made thereafter. The purpose of thi 
provision is to have the matier disposed of within a reasonable time, to the 
end that all parties in interest shall have an opportunity to be heard an 
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that justice may be done. 

The discharge of honest insolvents who have failed, through no avoidable 
fault of their own, is justified by a wise public policy. They can not, while 
rest under the burden of their debits, either pay them, discharge thei: 


full obligations to their dependents, or fulfill the greatest possibilith 
citizens in the communities in which they live. It was intended by the 
founders of the Government that these men should be discharged. We ar 
ready to make good such intention, by the passage of a law pursua 
which they may be discharged under such careful restrictions as will } 
vent bad men slipping through at the same time; we therefore urge t 
passage of the complete bill. 


A DISCHARGE MAY BE IMPROPERLY GRANTED OR 


Section 5 of the Bailey bill provides, among a lot of other things, that 

‘Upon hearing of the petition if it shall appear that the debtor did ma 
an assignment as authorized by thisact.’’ * * * 

Thereis no limitation as to the number of assignments which he mu 
have made; if, therefore, the first assignment does not conform to the pro 
visions of the bill, it seems to us that he may subsequently, at his conven 
ience and under the circumstances which are thought to be entirely com 
patible with his interest, proceed to make another arsignment, and then 
force through his discharge. 

There are certain limitations as to acts which might prevent the granting 
of a discharge if consummated “ within three months before the passage of 
this act,” but there is no limitation or inhibition against the same class o 
fraudulent actsif they shall have beencommitted priortosuch three months 
or if they shall be committed after the act has gone into effect 

Itis provided by section 5, among other things which a petitio 
show upon a hearing for his discharge, as follows: 

“That no attachment has been levied upon the property of such deb 
within three months before the passage of this bill: Provided, however, Tha 
if, within four months after the levy of an attachment, the debtor shal! ex- 
ecute an assignment or cession and file a petition for discharge as herein 
provided for, the execution of such assignment and the filing of such pet 
tion shall vacate the levy of such attachment, and such debtor shall be then 
entitled to the benefit of the provisionsof thisact." * * * 

We do not comprehend = the stmple fact of anattachment having been 
levied against a debtor “‘within three months before the passage of t! 
bill’ should, of itself, bar him from the right of receiving a discharge; | 
language is that the attachment has been “levied.” 

any innocent men have their property vey levied upon, and in 
the end the attachment is quashed. hy should the men who have been 
thus unfortunately attached, within three months before the passage of 
this bill, have any different rights than the same class of men who may hap- 
pen to have been attached either before or subsequent to that period? The 
making of an assignment and applying for a discharge will not enable such 
debtor to receive a discharge. Tite reason that it will not do so is that 
“the execution of such assignment and the fil of such petition’ will not 
“vacate the levy of such attachment.’’ The © never will come, there- 
fore, when *‘such debtor shall be then entitled to the benefit of the provi- 
sions of this act.” ; ; 

This bill proposes to divide all time into three periods: First, the three 
months before its passage; second, the infinity of time before such three 
months; and third, the two years during which it is to be in force. It pro- 
vides that the rights of those who may appiy for a discharge shall be deter- 
mined, not with reference strictly and only to whether such acts as they 
have committed were t or wrong, but especially with reference to 
whether they were co: tted within a particular one of these three periods 


WITHHELD. 
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We do not know any reason why any such distinction as this should be made. 
The bill we advocate does not make any such distinction. 

The method proposed of making proof under an application of a bankrupt 
for a discharge is an unheard-of departure from the ordinary proceedings 
in courts of justice in this, that it not only uires the applicant to prove 
that he has done certain things, but that he has not done others, é. ¢., he 
must prove himself innocent. A bankruptcy bill should provide, in our 
judgment, with reference to a discharge so far as the applicant is con- 
cerned, that he has become a bankrupt by a decree of court, that he has 
filed his application within the time limited by the act, and conclude with 
a rove for his re. 

t should then be the right of those who are in interest to oppose the dis- 
charge to show, as an affirmative proposition, that he has done any one or 
more of the acts the doing of which, according to the terms of the bill, would 
news his receiving that great privilege. Such are the provisions of the 

ill we advocate as a substitute for this one. 


CERTAIN DEBTORS OUGHT NOT TO BE, BUT WILL BE, DISCHARGED. 


The fifth section of the Bailey bill provides that a discharge shall be 
granted if upon a hearing of the petition, it shall appear as follows: 

** That the debtor did make an assignmentas authorized bythisact, * * * 
and that within three months before the passage of this act no creditor of 
such debtor had been everest inany manner except as authorized by this 
act, and during said time no other act was done or suffered to be done by 
such debtor respecting his business or estate to prevent an equal distribu- 
tion of his estate among his creditors, or to give one creditor an advantage 
over another, or to defraud his creditors, and that no attachment has been 
levied. * * * Provided, Thatno person shall be discharged from any debt 
or oueafon which shall have been created * * * in any other fiduciary 
ca y.’ 

ersons Will not be discharged as to debts which may have been incurred 
in a fiduc capacity, but there is no limitation as to the discharge of cor- 
porations; they may deliberately prepare for and make an assignment in 
certain parts of the country, except within three months before the passage 
of this bill, and afterwards secure their discharge without let or hindrance. 
Do the members of this committee, not joining herein, wish to maintain 
that position in the House? 

There are now in the country large numbers of trust companies which be- 
come executors and ‘ators of the estates of the dead, guardians of 
the estates of children, and trustees of sacred funds of all sorts, and other- 
‘wise act in fiduciary capacities; there is no prohibition in this bill against 
their coouring © discharge from debts crea by their embezzl such 
funds; a ee ibits a person from securing a discharge under exactly the 
same conditions. Why this distinction between ompecencns and persons? 

There is now a national law for the government of national banks, which 
is more rigid and under which they can be better managed than under any 
benkeaneny law. Do the members of this committee, who join in recom- 
mending the Bailey bill to the House, wish to be understood as desiring to 
have national banks secure discharges in bankruptcy and go onin business? 

All debtors, except such as shall have made an assignment within three 
months before the of the bill, are to be discharged; not simply the 
honest debtors who have surrendered their property over and above their 
exemptions, but also the fraudulent debtors, of every degree of vileness and 
degradation; the insolvent railroads, the bursted banks, the rotten insur- 
ance companies, and everybody 1 are to be discharged; not only 
those who can not , but those who can but will not pay, are to have their 
debts, in effect, by the judgment of acourt of equity! There is an ex- 
ception to the above statement; it is that persons who become indebted as 
the result of misappro: ting money or property in a fiduciary capacity 
can not be discharged; but this prohibition does not apply to corporations; 
they —a estates in their tee aay children of whose estates they 
are curators, andembezzle funds received as trustees, and still bedischarged 
under the incomplete bill. 

The fact that honest men want a law established throughout the 
United States, which shall t relief to honest insolvent debtors and pro- 
tect honest creditors in th hts, is made a pretext for considering a bill 
under which all debtors, one those making an assignment within a par- 
ticular three months, may be harged and the rascals who t by fraud 
may go unwhipped of justice. Why encourage fraud and dishonesty by the 

— of this bill, when by the passage of a complete law we can dimin- 

sh it 

It may be all right in the estimation ef some persons, for parties resid 
in obscure places to secure disch from their debts, due to people 7 
are sup to be rich; we do not believe that the honest people of any 
part of the country want such an o unity. How will it be to have live 
stock and agricultural products sent to market, and have those who are in- 
trusted with their sale secure the proceeds and then make an ment, 
and subsequently secure a discharge as provided by this bill? Will the 
gentlemen who advocate this bill unde ¢ to maintain that it would be 
right to pass a@ measure under which such wrongs, or kindred ones, might 


be perpetrated? 
e are in favor of the discharge of voluntary and involun bankrupts 
ing advan- 


under ns SS restrictions as will prevent dishonest men 
tage of the law. 

ould the passage of the Bailey bill indicate an earnest endeavor on our 
part to protect the weak and the honestagainst the strong and the dishonest 
and enforce the rule of ‘‘do unto others as you would that others should do 
unto you”? We think not. 

The enactment of a voluntary law will subject the people to the greatest 
dangers incident to such legislation, and secure for them only the m um 
of good; the enactment of a voluntary and involuntary law would subject 
them only to the um of danger and secure for them the maximum 
of . Weare,therefore, in favor of defeating the incomplete and pass- 
ing the complete bill. 


JURISDICTION TO BE EXERCISED BY BOTH STATE AND FEDERAL COURTS, 


The Federal Constitution not only reserved to Congress the power to es- 
tablish “ uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United 
Statves,’’ but prohivited the States from impairing the obligations of con- 
tracts. The result is that Congress can, and the States can not, enact a 
comprehensive bankrupt law. 

The Constitution did not give the right to Congress to require the State 
courts to enforce its laws, but it did provide for Federal courts, and gave 
Congress the power to so fect them as to make ample provisions for the 
administration of the Federal laws. We could not if we would compel the 
State courts to administer our laws; we ought not te do so if we could. It 
is the right of the people to have a wise and complete law enacted upon the 
subject of bankruptcy. It is their right to have it enforced in the courts 
upon which we can confer jurisdiction, and from which appeals will lie to 
the Supreme Court, to the end that a uniformity of construction and prac- 
tice may be secured. 

It would not be right, even if it were possible, as it is not, for us to require 
the States to pay Ju and maintain courts to enforce national laws. 

Why require an ass tin a State court asa condition-precedent to 
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applying for a discharge in a United States court when the prospective 
bankrupt has no property to assign? 

Why require parties in interest to pay the expenses of proceedings in 
Saat when by a complete law we can provide for the costs of only ong 
of them t 

Congress has been pepatesing ever since it was first organized, buthas never 
yet passed a law making it necessary for a United States citizen, in order 
to secure his constitutional rights under a United States law in a United 
States court, to first begin proceedings under a State law; we do not pe. 
lieve Congress will make any such departure by passing this bill. 

Would the passage of this bill indicate that we know that the State goy. 
ernments are different from the Federal Government, and why is it so? 
That each has its own trial courts to administer,its own laws and pays the 
expenses of maintaining them, and why is it so? That each has a single 
appellate court to correct the errors of such trial courts, and why it is so 

é think not. 

We advocate two things: First, the passage of a law contemplated by the 
Constitution and founded upon precedent, rather than one which wil! con 
stitute an experiment—possibly a disastrous one; and, second, the post poue- 
ment of the Bailey bill until its friends submita constitutional amendment 
and secure its passage and ratification, if they can, giving a joint jurisdic. 
tion to State and Federal courts of laws passed by Congress, 80 that there 
= be no questiog as to our power to pass this kind of a State national 
aw. 

Can it be said that this proposed law will tend to “promote the general 
welfare and secure the blessings of liberty,’’ for which the Constitution was 
ordained and established? If not, let us pass one which will do so. 


A CONFLICT BETWEEN STATE AND FEDERAL LAWS AND LAWS OF Div: 
FERENT STATES. 


The second section of the Bailey bill provides as follows: 

“Such assignment shall be made in accordance with the laws of the State 
where the debtor resides. * * * The property so assigned or surrendere( 
shall be administered and distributed among creditors according to the 
awn the State where the debtor resides, subject to the provisions of this 
act. 

womens that the laws of the State where the debtor resides and the pr: 
po law shall be in conflict; which will prevail? It is reatly of no im 
portance to the debtor which will prevail, since the conflict will defeat the 
objects of the bill; é. ¢., such conflicts will, without his fault, prevent his 
securing a discharge. 

Suppose that a debtor has properi in several States—which is true of a 
large percentage of all of the debtors in the country—how can the assien 
ments in the different States all be in accord with the laws of the States 
where he resides, in view of the fact that the laws of all of the States an 
Territories are diverse? 

The report on the bill of Mr. BAILEY, in referring tothe administration of 
estates under present State insolvency laws, says: 

‘*The fraudulent practices so injurious and demoralizing in their effect 
upon all communities will in a measure cease, and many traders whose 
transactions are now a false pretense will resume their business in an open 
and honorable way.”’ 

There can not be any good reason, so far as we can see, for compelling 
debtors and creditors to continue to seek, as at present, their rights under 
such State laws as are here described. 

We think it a mighty poor compliment to Congress to suggest that it can 
not pass a wise and comprehensive law, under which the rights of both 
debtors and creditors will be secure. 

Would the pesenae of this bill indicate that we had ever read the Federal 
Constitution? We think not. 

If we were to join the author of this bill in formulating a new govern 
ment we might consider the advisability of giving a joint jurisdiction over 
this subject to State and Federal courts: we might also try to overcome the 

sibility of each one of such courts deciding a different way and thereby 
bringing about a serious conflict between the States and the Federal! (0\ 
ernment, to be —— out at the expense of the unfortunate bankrupts who 
might to exerc their constitutional rights ucder it. But since the 
State and Federal Governments have been organized on the basis of each 
being separate, and each having courts to interpret and enforce its laws, 
we feel cons ed to accept the situation as we find it and advocate a law 
to be administered in the Federal courts in a plain, simple, and economical 
way. 

There never has been such alaw enacted as is here proposed in this or any 
othercountry. Why should we make such a departure now, when we can 
instead enact a plain law which will be administered in the courts which a‘ 
minister our other laws, and thus avold a possibility of unfortunate con 
flicts between the State and Federal courts and between the courts of the 
several States. 

When the bill we submit shall have been read it will be found that it cin 
be promptly enforced for the impartial benefit of all parties whoattem) to 
conduct transactions on credit but meet with misfortune. 


NEEDLESS AND ENORMOUS COSTS. 


Section 5 of the Bailey bill provides— 

‘That the creditors of the debtor shall be made parties defendant, and shall 
have thirty days notice of the filing of the same, notice to be given as in 
suits in the courts of the United States, and shall have thirty days there 
after in which to answer said petition.” 

The cost of securing service on the creditors, which an ordinary debtor 
has, as above provided, would be enormous; it is very doubtful if the in- 
solvent with many creditors could raise the money with which to pay them 
In the case of a debtor not owing avery large amount in the aggregate, but 
owing small sums to a large number of creditors, the costs of securing ser 
vice on the creditors ht amount to more than the indebtedness. Clearly 
this bill will not be available for a vast army of painstaking, economicil, 
and worthy men, who have become debtors in a small way; it can be of ser- 
vice only to those who have operated on a scale of magnificent proportion: 
Under the bill we advocate the creditors would be notified at a trifling ex 


nse. 

mot the petition should be dismissed the costs of course would fall upon thi 

petitioner; if the prayer of the petition is granted in the proceedings in 

which they shall have been ‘‘made parties defendant,” and of which they 

have been given ‘thirty days notice,” and in which they shall have thirty 

days ho which to answer said petition,” would they not be mulcted in the 
ts 


cos 

Why should we require the parent of the costs of two courts by a poor 
debtor, whom we are professedly trying to assist in a financial way, when 
the costs of one would suffice? The costs of the ass: ent might be paid 
out of the estate, if there was one, but if not, the debtor would have to pay 
them. As the debtor is required to first make an assignment of al! o! 
his unexempt property before he can apply for a discharge, it follows that, 
if he has done so in good faith, he will have only his exempt property with 
which to meet this outlay, which, if his c tors are numerous, will be 
enormous. 
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There is a very large class of honest men now in the country to whom the 
benetits of a bankruptcy Jawshould be immediately available; they have no 
property either exempt or unexempt; they could not pay the enormous 
costs provided by this bill, and hence it would not be of any benefit to them. 
If adebtor shall file an affidavit with his petition, under the law we advocate, 
that he is without money and can not raise a sufficient sum to pay the costs 
in his case, he will be permitted to receive all of its benefits without the pay- 
ment of any sum. : 

The chief purpose of all laws is to prevent the strong imposing on the 
weak; to keep the dishonest from robbing the honest; and to enforce the 
Golden Rule in the affairs of life. We do not want a bankruptcy law which 
we may enact to be an exception to the rule. It therefore must be a meas- 
ure which can be cheaply administered so as to be available to all classes 

The complete bill requires strict economy on the part of all officers and 
others who assist in its administration. It will not apply to the affairs of 
honest, solvent people, but to the affairs of ——_ one in one hun- 
dred each year of those who do business or conduct enterprises, in whole or 
in part, oncredit, +. ¢«., one in one hundred is about the percentage of those 
who failin the course ofayear. Itis notin any sense alawwhich willserve 
as a guide for commencing or conducting business or enterprises, or as a 
guide in the affairs of everyday life, but is only for the compromise or set- 
tlement of the affairs of the unfortunate, or the administration of the es- 
tates of dishonest persons, and of unfortunates where a compromise can 
not be effected. 

The bill we advocate will protect the debtor from the avarice of a “ Shy- 
lock” creditor; it will give him an opportunity tosecurea fair compromise, 
notwithstanding it might be opposed by a minority of creditors who are 
moved by malice or greed, and who, under present laws, may pursue him to 
the final sale under the sheriff's red flag; it willsecure him his State exemp- 
tions, and will, if he is honest, give him a discharge. It will protect the 
creditor from the fraud of the debtor; it will secure him a pro rata share 
with other creditors of the same class of the debtor’s estate promptly and 
at small cost. 

In brief, in the event bankruptcy intervenes at any time from the incep- 
tion of the transaction by which one party voluntarily becomes a debtor 
and the other a voluntary creditor, and during the entire time until the 
debt is satisfied, the rights of both of the parties will be more perfectly = 
served and be more readily and cheaply enforced than under the Bailey bill, 
or pursuant to the present State insolvency laws. 

Ought we not to pass the bill which will in the best sense, and at the small- 
est cost, serve the interests of the whole people? 


IT OUGHT NOT BE LIMITED TO TWO YEARS. 


Section 6 of the Bailey bill provides that the— 

“Act shall continue in force two years and no longer.” * * * 

Debtors have failed from day to day since the repeal of the last bankruptcy 
law, but have been unable to securea discharge; this bill proposes to accom- 
modate some of them, but as soon as two years shall have expired, proposes 
shat thereafter none of those who fail shall be entitled to a like benefit under 

he law. 
7 We do not see any reason why a distinction should be made between the 
rights of the debtor who has failed, or who shall fail prior to the expiration 
of the proposed law, and the one who shall fail after it has ceased to be in 
force. 

The provision of the Constitution is not that we shall enact for a short 
time alaw for the benefit of those who may happen to be unfortunate dur- 
ing such period, but it is “ to establish” sucha law “ throughout the United 
States.” 

We maintain that it isthe right of every citizen to have the benefit of such 
a law, and that it ought to be permanently upon the statute books and at all 
times available, to both honest debtors and honest creditors. Such are the 
provisions of the bill we advocate. 

This bill should remain permanently upon the statute books, if it is the 
embodiment of what was contemplated by the Constitution; ifit isnot such 


a law, it ought not to be passed. 

Why not make a pengey ond law as pene as any other law? What 
would be thought of us as legislators if we provided = at intervals for the 
exercise of the other constitutional rights of the people 

Would the passage of this bill indicate that we know that to “establish” 
the Federal Constitution meant that we were to enjoy the rights secured by 
it for all time and not for a short period from time to time; or that we know 
that the word “establish,” as used inthe preamble, is the same word “estab- 
lish” which is used in conferring on Congress the power which it is here 
sought to exercise only for two years? We think not. 

Honest men do not fail in classes or only at given periods, nor are they 
proceeded against by their creditors only in certain years, but from day to 
day, yearin and year out. Rascals do not commit frauds to order, but have 
done so every night for past ages, and will continue to do soduring the ages 
to come. 

We ought, therefore, without further delay, first, to read, and then pa- 
= wisely, and without prejudice to consider the subject, pass the com- 
plete iu, and trust to our successors to amend it fromtime to time, if occa- 
sion shall require, so that honest debtors and honest creditors shall at all 
times find relief and protection under it. 


VOLUNTARY AND INVOLUNTARY BANERUPTCY. 


The terms voluntary and involuntary, as used in bankruptcy legislation, 
apply, or at least ought to apply, solely to the proceedings prior to the ren- 
dition of the judgment by which the debtor is declared a bankrupt, i. ¢., a 


eee ence near: 


volun bankrupt is one who has filed his own petition, and an involun- 
tary bankruptis one against whom — has been filed by his creditors; 
after the judgment is rendered, the rights and duties of the bankrupt or his 


creditors do not and should not differ in any respect. 

Debtors who may be paceteet bankrupts should be considered under four 
headings, as follows: First, insolvent honest voluntary bankrupts; second, 
fraudulent voluntary bankrupts; third, insolvent honest involuntary ban- 
krupts; and, fourth, fraudulent involuntary bankrupts. 

The first classembraces honest insolvents who have petitioned voluntarily 
for the benefits of the law. There is no disagreement, either in the com- 
mittee or the House, among the members who are willing to exercise the 
powers conferred —_ Congress by the Constitution, as to the wisdom of 
providing, without her delay, for the members of this class. 

Those who —— be placed in the second class, é. ¢., fraudulent voluntary 
bankrupts, are those who have obtained or retained property fraudulently, 
placed it beyond the reach of their creditors, and voluntarily petitioned for 
the benefits of the law. The only object which a member of this class would 
have in going into bankruptcy would be to get a discharge and be thereby 
the better enabled to enjoy his ill-gotten We do not believe that there 
is a disposition on the part of the members of this committee to favor this 
class of men, and yet we know that they, in large numbers at least, could 
obtain undesery ~~ — under the Bailey bill. 

The third class, i. ¢., insolvent honest involuntary bankrupts, is composed 
of persons who have become insolvent, are unable to pay their debts or pro- 
tect their property from being inequitably distributed among their creditors, 
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and have therefore, pursuant to proceedings by their creditors, had their 
property, over and above their State exemptions, turned over to a trustee 
to be ratably distributed; they will be entitled to a discharge. There isa 
disagreement among the members of the committee as to this class. 

Our opponents say, in effect, that no relief under the provisions of invol 
untary bankruptcy should be granted to debtors so situated or to their 
creditors; that a debtor should be left at the mercy of his individual credit- 
ors without an eee to deal with them as a class; that it is right and 
desirabie that his estate should be taken by those who seize it first, or be 
kept by those to whom the debtor may deliver it, and that creditors who 
have extended credit to a common debtor on equal terms shall not neces 
sarily share in his estate on equal terms, or grant him favors on the same 
basis, but that those who first bring a suit against him shall be paid in full, 
and those who are most considerate to him shall get nothing 

We contend that a debtor who is insolvent and can not pay his debts, or 
protect his estate from an unequal division, should have the protection of 
the complete bill, which will permit him to retain his exemptions, procure 
a discharge, and enable each of his creditors, of the same class, te receive 
their pro rata of his estate. Our opponents say that the possibility of there 
being such a class will give the cruel creditor an undue advantage over the 
honest debtor. We show that such is not the case; that the cruel creditor 
may now pursue, in the ordinary course, his debtor to a final sacrifice sale 
under the scarlet emblem of the executioner; that such a pursuit may not 
only be to the financial disadvantage of the debtor, but of the other creditors 
as well. 

We also show that under the bill we advocate the bankrupt will not be at 
the mercy of the individual creditor, as at present; that the favors which 
the bankrupt may receive in the form of an extension of time ora reduction 
of his indebtedness, or both, will be from his creditors as a class and by the 
decree of a court of equity; that these favors will not be extended or with- 
held according to the whim of the creditors and as a charity, as at present, 
but will be available for the benefit of the debtor and his creditors alike, 
and may be enforced as provided by the Constitution. 

The fact that debtors may have the protection as above will make men 
more Willing than at present to conduct and extend business, conceive en 
terprises, and borrow money to promote them, thereby becoming debtors 
The fact that creditors will thus be put upon an equal footing with 
creditors of the same class will make them more willing to sell property 
for which they have or have not paid, and to loan money which they have 
accumulated or borrowed. 

It follows, therefore, that the omission of this class, i. ¢., insolvent honest 
involuntary bankrupts, would render the system of bankruptcy legislation 
incomplete, and injure debtors and creditors by omitting these provisions 
for their protection. 

There ought not to be, as it seems to us, but there are, differences of opin- 
ion among the members about the fourth class, t. ¢., fraudulent involuntary 
bankrupts. Their property should be distributed to the extent of the pay- 
ment of their debts; they should be refused a discharge and punished for 
their wrongdoing. This should be done not only because deserved in the 
individual case, but as an example to deter those who are morally weak 
from anna same role. 

The Bailey bill does not make any provision for the protection of the 
people from the machinations of fraudulent involuntary bankrupts; they 
will be protected under the bill we advocate. This omission from the Bailey 
bill should be a sufficient reason, even if there were not numerous others, 
why the complete bill should be substituted for it. 

Those who say that there is a demand for any law which is short of a 
complete and just one, have never felt the pulses of the sturdy men whose 
predecessors framed the Constitution, and whose brains conceive, integrity 
plumbs, and industry carries on, from day to day, the industrial and com 
mercial transactions of the country. 


THE LAW OF THE “ POOR ENGLISH GENTLEMEN.” 


In England in very early times there was no such thing 4s a voluntary 
bankruptcy law, but all laws upon that subject were involuntary and ap 

lied only to traders. Later there was a voluntary scheme for “poor Eng- 
ish gentlemen,” and under it they might avoid imprisonment for debt; but 
if guilty of fraud they were subjected to onerous punishments. 

A purely voluntary system of bankruptcy, applicable to all classes, has 
never been in force in this or any other country. 

In the evolution of thought upon this subject it was discovered that vol 
untary bankruptcy might be extended to debtors who were traders, since, 
if they became insolvent and could not protect their property from an 
equitable division, or were guilty of fraud, the rights of their creditors 
could be protected under the provisions of the law of involuntary bank- 
ruptcy. Asa result the voluntary feature was added to theinvoluntary law 
in Great Britain by 6 George IV, chapter 16, and since then the two systems 
have been one. Prior to 1861 the involuutary system applied only to traders. 
In that year the complete system, i. ¢., voluntary and involuntary bank- 
ruptcy, Was extended in England so as to apply, and still applies, alike to 
all classes. 

It does not seem possible that the House of Representatives of the United 
States wants to go back to the abandoned law of the * poor English gentle- 
men” as a precedent for legislative action. 

The part of a awe yee igem | law most difficult to draft is its voluntary pro 
visions; they must not only provide relief for the honest bankrupt, but they 
must refuse relief or encouragement to the dishonest bankrupt. It would 
be quite easy to write a bill saying that the court should grant applications 
for discharges; the passage of such a law would result in good honest poor 
men getting discharges, and in so far it would be a good law, but it would 
also enable a lot of rascals to escape the payment of just debts, and in that 
respect it would be a bad law. 

The fact that all debtors might get a discharge, without the possibility of 
the interference of their creditors, would curtall credits and do untold harm 
to all of the members of that great class whoconduct their various transac- 
tions on credit, and in that respect also would be abadlaw. All of the scan- 
dals under the old law grew out of proceedings under its provisions for vol- 
untary bankruptcy. 

The only ways yet discovered to keep the frauds under a voluntary law 
down to the mf{nimum, are to make it possible for parties in interest to in- 
terfere, by commencing involuntary proceedings, before the fraudulent 
plans have been consummated and the property secreted or wasted, to pro- 
vide adequate punishment for fraudulent acts, and to refuse a discharge to 
dishonest bankrupts. 

The measure in question is an imperfect voluntary bill. It is not pro 
vided with effective safeguards, for the protection of the rights of honest 
debtors or honest creditors, but is calculated to encourage every wrong 
whichis known to rascals. : 

We think that a bankruptcy law ought to apply to all classes of our citl- 
zens, as Well as be uniform throughout the country. 

The “poor English gentleman” law answered a purpose in its time, but 
itis not adapted to a country where there is no imprisonment for debt; it 
does not meet the needs of the majority of Americau citizens, who are all 
rich—not always in money, but always in integrity, in energy, and in op- 
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tunities to promote their own . Weot the Unitea States want 
San and complete law, which shall comprehensive of the subject and 
under which the rights of all classes will be secure. 
ALD DEBTORS ARB NOT POOR NOR ALL CREDITORS RICH. 


Tt seems to us that the most tenable theory upon which a purely volun- 
tary law may be. advocated,in opposition to.a complete law, is’ that all 
debtors are poor,.and hence ought to be favored, and all creditors are rich, 
and for that reason ought not to. be protected by ane legislation. It 
goes Without sa; that this theory is not true. Most men engaging in 
either small or large transactions occupy the dual position of both debtor 
and creditor. One of tlie largest classes of creditors in the country is the 
day laborers. The largest class.of debtors in the country is the railroads; 
they owe more than. six timestlie amount of the national debt; the next larg- 
est class is the banks. 

Let us consider some of the conditions to which itis proposed by our oppo- 
nents toapply a voluntary law, and to which we propose to apply both the 
voluntary andinvoluntary or complete law. Suppose we t cotton and 
trace it tcomtheraw material on the plantation until it returns as a cloth 
to be used by the planter, and, for the yorpese of illustration, say that it is 
handled on the entire circuit.on credit and at the same price. Wher. the 
cotton is sold to the factor, the planter thereby becomes a creditor and the 
factor becomes adebtor. The manufacturer buys it. and becomes a debtor 
and transforms the factor into acreditor. The manufacturer makes it into 
cloth and then sells it to the wholesaler; he in turn changes from a debtor 
toa creditor, and the wholesaler becomes the debtor. The wholesaler be- 
comes a creditor by selling it to the retailer, whothereby becomes a debtor. 
The planter when he buys the cloth becomes adebtor and the retailer a cred- 
itor. Bach named has.in turn been & voluntary debtor anda. volun- 
tary creditor. The debit and credit side of every transaction has been 
exactly equal and the totals.are, of course, equal. 

Why should the planter, thefactor, the manufacturer, the wholesaler, and 
the re‘aller, who have all in turn become vol ; debtors, have: any. ad- 
Vanlayes as such debtors, pursuant to national ation, without at the 
same time haying reeiprocal advantages. as voluntary creditors with refer- 
ence to the same transactions and property? very. article of rawmaterial 
the product of which is used by the producer may be traced in. likemann 
Theexample holds.good and is unanswerable 
whether the contracts of exchange from the Ca through. emen. 
to the consumer relate to the same article in different stages or to differ- 
ent articles which may be voluntarily exchanged for tlie conve profit 


of the peonle. 
yspeaking, theplanter and farmer must pay for the products-of 


Ro 
the mills and looms with the products of the flelds; the laborermust pay for 
the comforts of life with theproductsof labor; the business man must pay his 
expenses with the profits on his. merchandise; and the man of. must. 
pay for nin ees eeecasenes from se yy » ottianee anes 
everyone of every class, & ¢:. everyone must pay for e' 
something produced oracquired. Why, therefore; should anyone b 
orsells on. credit. be favored by national legislatian. to the: detriment of the 
other party to the same transaction? © 

li therefore follows that there is no reasonable theory. enone 
ruptey law should be passed.in the interest.of any one c Suoh alaw, 
like all other laws, ought to be in. the bestinterests of the: whole people: 
Any class law ought not to be passed, 

THE BAILEY BIA, WOULD: DESTROY CREDIT. 


Business and.commerce have suffered a paralytic stro 
the industries have been seized with the . 
covor, they will bs liable to a.recurrence un: a diverse 
laws. ‘The votaries of each needa restoration of ence between. them- 
selves, and between them and the possessors of accumulated wealth, to 
enable them to seeure credit and money with which to pursuetheir callings 
for pons ag and Smale oe ean — tienen 

Can this resu acco! e mee a law, such as tho Baile 
bill, under which the ‘debtor and the rich debtor may alike apounpes 
discharge, except that individuals can not secure adischarge ft 


debts, irres veot whether they are honest or dishonest, if make an: 


assignment more than three monthe before the ae a or after 


its passage, and before it expires: b 
that such confidence can be rest 
bill we advoeate, since under it the rights of/both debtors and creditors will 
be-more secure than under the present State laws: 

The principle of thevoluntary bill has been condemned’ by tite-people: and 
the press; notonly the principle of voluntary and involuntary bankruptcy, 
but the terms of the bill we oecate have been: a ved throughout the: 
length and breadth of the country by’all classes of’ cae peopl. 

‘The fact that wrongs may be perpetrated in the industrial and commer 
cial world makes it‘neeessary to erect and maintain vo safeguards; 
just in proportion as the laws are complete and wise these expensive safe- 
guards arenotnecessary; justin proportion as the laws are imperfect and 
permissive of wrongdoing, these safeguards must. be fortified. These ex- 
penses are not paid by the rascals who occasion them, but by the honest 
consumers Who st rt the toilers ofthe industrial and commercial world. 

There has mally been before the House. a bill which,. if enacted; 
would ruin, in a financial sense, single class of men; buf there: never has 
been one beforeit, to our knowledge, sofar-reaching in its destructive qual 
ities. as this one, or so well calculated to destroy the credit ofall classes, by- 
preventing: honest men buy: goods and borro money, except upon 
= security or m ever before have we had before us-such a 

ill as this‘one, under which ail debtors; except persons who have become 
such ina fiduciary capacity, might be discharged: only to. find that they 
could not buy goods or borrow money, because it would be possible- under 


limitation? say’ no, ® do say 


the law-that they might, upon receiving such goods or money, make away 
with tiem and @ discharge, and — their beneficiaries 
and distrus all honest: 


and ‘repute 

Would passage of this Dil cate that we know that the affairs of 
everyday life, including business and en ses, can not be extensivety 
and successfully carried on without credit; that credit is founded upon 
confidence, and that-confidence can not in a@ general sense; except 


under good and im laws? We thinknot. 
Why curtail by the passage of this bill When we can, by the enact: 
ment of #completeone, extend it? 


By reading the bill we recommend it will be-seen thatit.is:comprehensive 
of the best interests of all parties. Itwill therefore beget confidence in both 


debtorsand tors and result in an extension of credit and the 
of tte industries and commerce. For these: reasons; as well as others; it 
ought to be-passed: 


HONEST DEBTORS DO NOT WANT, AND THB. DISHONBST SHOULD NOT HAVE, 
A PURBLY VOLUNTARY LAW, 


present helpless, honest, insolv- 

ent menin the coun while their chosen have 
naa tinett- PEEIRaURaT OW eeEEanEie legal Soenecmenein cneainen: 

This vast number of men are either out of employment or are serving in 


Thereare many 
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ke; agricnitureand 
Bven if’ they’stiail now: re- i 


from fiduciary’ 


, and such results achieved: under the- 
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menial places at. small compensation, unable to make headway against ; 
ever increasing interest upon their indebtedness or to accumulate property 
upon which to. pay taxes and with the income of which to support the; 
familiesand educate theirchildren. These men have not been able to secures 
discharges because the States can not grant them, since, under the ['ejer, 
Constitution, States can not impair the obligations of contracts; the St.) 
may give them relief from that part of their debts due to creditors of 1}, 
own State, but not from creditors living inanother State. So many 

class of men.as become insolvents without fraud ought to be relieved 

a wise bankruptcy. law. 

Honest debtors: not engaged in any enterprise or business do not w 
such. & law, because it. would destroy or greatly impair credit, and hey 
after obtaining a discharge under it they would not be able to buy prope 
on credit and borrow money with which to endeavor to repair their fortune 
The enactment of acomplete law would enable them to secure a dischar 
and would so strengthen credit as to. enable them to Cag poonenty and } 
row money and enter = and prosecute their chosen @s-for their oy 
Sucenenene and in the best interests of the communities in which 1) 

ves 

The leading characteristic of a bankruptcy law is.that it enables a deb. 
to secure.adiseliarge from his debts—to have his debts paid in effect by «) 
judgment of a court of equity, not a judgment that he has a defense to 1): 
claim of his creditor or has paid his debts, but that because of a wise pul li 

licy he is excused from paying them. Honest men would, if possible, pay 

heir debts.instead of asking for the protection of such a law. 

No dishonest man would pay a.debt if he could by fraud and perjury got 4 
discharge, and herein lies the one great danger to honest men—the poor an 
rich alike—of having a bankruptcy law passed. Theonly excuse for incur 
aa is the great benefitthat such a law will be to honest debto: 
and honest creditors. Thisdanger ought to be reduced tothe: minimum; i' 
can. not bedone under a purely voluntary law, not even a plain and simp!. 
one; itcam only be done by adding to the voluntary law the provisions 0: 
the involuntary law, é. ¢., by putting the debtor and his creditors upon tie 
same basis and givingthem reciprocal rights. 

Itwould be bad enough if a voluntary law simply gave to the rich rasca 
a the poorandrichcreditors who trusted him, but thatis no: 
the haifofthe wrongdone; thesuccessofonerich rascal would beget others 
the existence of aclass of rich rascals, created: and fostered by a national 
law, would so destroy confidence between men, who buy and sell property 
and borrow’and loan money, that their transactions would becurtailed, an: 
the price of commodities would be increased to consumers, and the interest 
on money would be advanced to borrowers. 

That class of unfortunates, the members of which arrived at their present 
state through fraud or dishonesty, ought not to be relieved by adischarge 
but ought to continue to be liable financially te their outraged creditors. © 
purely. voluntary law might enable them. to secure.an unmerited discharg: 
and hence ought not to beenacted. 

Itis-an axiominequity jurisprudence that those who invoke the rules of 
equitymust do equity; wemight with equal. reason establish a rule in bank 
ruptcy legislation that those who would be discharged from their honest ob 
ligations must be honest men. 


PERSONS WHO) ARE BOTH DEBTORS AND CREDITORS DO NOT WANT A PURELY 
VOLUNTARY LAW. 

There are very few men engaged in business, in tilling the fields, in work- 
ing the mines, in manufacturing, or in any of the other industries or enter 
prises but who are debtors to-a greater or less extent.and at the same time 
arecreditors: 

As a matter of fact very few of all the transactions had in conducting the 
entire business: and promoting all of the resources-of the country are for 
‘cash: The greater part of ail of them are conducted om credit. 

Ivisof the utmost importance that every one of these men who volun 
tarily becomes a debtor should have the proteetion of a law under which 
ivshall notbe possible for a single creditor to break him up in business, as 
is-possible-under the-present laws: that isto say, it is-usual for a debtor to 
‘have. many creditors; they are frequently residents of different States an 
'strangers to each other. Any one: of these creditors may hear a rumor 
either founded or unfounded, as to the: solvency of a common debtor, ani, 
if. so, he must in financial self-defense; under present conditions, act 

romptiyand in away to prevent other creditors: from obtaining a priority 
he result is that great. numbers of honest competent men, who, on a fair 
showing; are-solvent and with a littie time could’ pull through, are need- 
lessiy driven into liquidation: 

Persons who are both debtors and creditors; in so far as they are credi- 
tors, are interested in preventing the commission of fraud'and the giving 
of preferences by their debtors. They are themselves debtors, and as such, 
must pay theamounts which they owe in that capacity, andin order to do so 
they must beableto collectthe amounts which are due them in their capacity 
as creditors. They must avoid, if possible, suffering a total loss. of any 0! 
the claims which they have against other debtors, Since only about one in 
a hundred of those who owe them becomes a bankrupt in the course of « 
year, they would be practically out of danger if the law we advocate were 
in foree, so that they might be secured against total losses. 

The foregoing class of debtors ‘o not want a purely voluntary law, because 
it would destroy or impair the credit which now enabies them. to buy prop- 
erty and borrow money, and would hence prove-of untold injury to them; « 
complete voluntary and involuntary law would not harm them in any bu' 
would help them: in every way. The opportunities of this. class to enjoy 

ty ought not to be-sacrificed because a volun’ law might prove 
cial to dishonest debtors; who would use it to swindle alike their poor 


and their-rich creditors. 

Those who are thus always:members of both classes do not want, in their 
capacity as: debtors, any rights, without having at the same: time, in their 
capacity as creditors, reciproeal or correspond rights. The bill we ad- 


vocate conforms to their wants, and’ hence should be-passed in their best 
interests. 


CREDITORS DO NOT WANT AN INVOLUNTARY BAW ONLY, BUT A, COMPLETE 
ONB. 


Thelargsst class; of creditors. in this. country is composed! of those who 
are employed in various capacities and whose work is n to carry on 
the transactions. of the country, and who always have wages: them by 
their employers from day to-day, week .o week, or month to.month. They 
are Generally em ‘ed those who: are:debtors—not only for such sery- 
ices, for materials of all sorts. 

There is another classcomposed mip eteaatijorn, made up for the most 
partofmen.-who. ~ve accumulated: ae ther by their 
ean and who am li 4 reason of — 
earning: capaci such competency:. This: class are quite as anxious to 
make: .investments: as others: are to buy their property ©” 
borrow their money. Justin as: the laws:are secure they wil! 


proportion. 
sell their rty or loan their —- at distances from home. 
‘Asaniiustration of the effect: whic ry hayeupon the members of 
the creditor class, who have accumulated fortunes, levus suppose a different 
condition of the laws in two States; let them be Arkansas and Texas. The 
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mn with fF rad to Arkansas is that the laws for the collection of 
ote perfect that every creditor, so desiring, may proceed against his 
debtor and secure, within areasonable time, a hearing and a just determita- 
tion of his rights, at small cost; the supposition ts, also, that a wise bank- 
ruptcy law is in force, so that the affairs of the bankrupts may be promptly 
is by arbitration, compromise, or administration. 

e oo with regard to Texas is that an ae by a ereditor to 
collect a debt from a debtor is hedged about with paper ections in the laws, 
so that a just determination of the rights of ties litigant would always 
pe greatly prolonged and the satisfaction of a judgment well-nigh impos- 
sible; the supposition is also that there is no bankruptcy law in foree, and, 
as a result, pretty nearly every failure will, in the end, amount to a few 
creditors being paid in fuli and the rest getting nothing. In which of these 
two States, under the imaginary conditions as above, would the man of 
an accumulated fortune be most willing to sell property and loan money? 
It is a self-evident proposition that he would prefer in every instance, 
under like conditions, to deal with residents of Arkansas instead of Texas. 
It would be necessary, in order to induce him to refuse business in Arkansas 
and accept it in Texas, to increase the profit on property and the rate of in- 
terest in the latter State over that charged in the former. 

Justin proportion, therefore, as the diverse laws of the States, with refer- 
ence to asst ents, are superseded by one good uniform bankruptcy law, 
property will be sold on a smaller profit and money loaned at a smaller rate 
of interest than at present. 

Laborers and capitalists are both interested inthe enlargement of the 
debtor class; since the one personally wishes employment, and the other 
seeks an tunity tosell goods on credit, orloan morey. Any law, there- 
fore, W is designed to protect the interest of debtors will make men 
more Willing to become debtors by giving employment to laborers, buying 
goods, and borrowing money, and hence will promote the wellbeing of la- 
borers, capitalists, and other members of the creditor class. 


CONSUMERS WOULD BE INJURED BY A PURELY VOLUNTARY LAW. 


Consumers constitute the class for whose gratification the flelds are made 
to yield their harvests; for whose comfort the looms and milis are put in 
operation; for the delight of whose fancy chemicals are made to perform 
wonders ant the dextrous sof the artist touch the brush tocanvas, and 
for whose benefit the indus’ are pursued and commerce conducted. 

Whenever a series of transactions which result tn catering to consumers* 
wants can be conducted promptly and without fraud or mt: 6, the cost 
is very much less than if they areaccompanied the wrong doing or mis- 
fortune of the persons engaged in conducting such transactions. 

In this country the great bulk of all the products of the earth, both as raw 
material and as transformed by the deft haad of man, isconsumed ina State 
other than where produced or transformed. The laws of all of the States 

to dishonesty and misfortune are diverse. Generally speaking 
every one of the ae of the country, when handled by a dishonest man 
who happens at the tinte to be prosecuted, or by one who just then 
tohave reached the apox of his misfortune, must have added the éxpenses 
of such dishonesty or misfortune to its reasonable selling price, and the 
consumers must pay it. 

The Bailey biti does not substitute one good law for the many poor ones, 
and therefore does not grant any relief to consumers. The bill we advocate 
substitutes one equitable law for the many, some of which permit debtors 
to be needlessly ruined and some of which permzit creditors to be robbed. 

The consumors, therefore, are interested in the enactment of the bill we 
advocate, sitice itis a wise and conservative measure and under it fraud 
will be reduced to the minimum, the rigors of misfortune will be amelior- 
ated, and, as a consequence, the price of commodities will be redticed. 


DOES THE BILL, AND REPORT OF MR. BAILEY ADMIT THE NECESSITY FOR A 
COMPLETE BANKRUPT LAW. 


The iatroduction and reporting of the Bailey bill by those members who 
have heretofore been classed as opponents of the Torrey bankruptey bill, 
seems to us to be an admission that the State insolvency laws are not com- 
prehensive of the rights of parties to transactions oncredit, and hence ought 
to be superseded or supplemented by a national bankruptcy law. 

In referring to the subjéct of discharges Mr. Bailey tn his report says: 

“M men are to-day conducting their business under other names and 
conce their eee. * j.* + The fraudulent practices so in- 
jurions and demoralizing in their effect wpon all communities will, ina 
measure, cease, and many tfaders, Whose transactions aré now a false pre- 
tense, will resume their business in an open and honorable way.”’ 

The mt imperfect and diverse State laws are responsibie for the de- 

orable conditions admittedabove. Since it is necessary to pass anational 

aw to ameliorate these admitted conditions such State insolvent laws ought 
not to be continued in force but be superseded by it. 

It is provided by the second section of the Bailey bill as follows: 

“That such assignment stall be * * * forthe equal beneiit of allof his 
creditors, subject to all valid liens.” * * * 

The fifth section provides that a diseharge shall be given to a debtor if— 

“No creditor of sueh debtor had been preferred in any manner except as 
authorized by this act, and during said time no other act was done or suf- 
fered to be done oY. such debtor respecting his business or estate to prevent 
an equal distribution of his estate among his creditors, or to give one cred- 
itor an advantage over another, * * * and that no attachment has been 
levied upon the property of stich debtor, * * * Provided however, That 
if, within four months after the levy of any attachment, the debtor shall ex- 
ecute an assignment or cession and file a petition for discharge as herein 
provided for, the execution of stich assignment and tho filing of such peti- 
tion shall vacate the levy of such attachment.”” * * * 

Phe report of Mr, BAILEY on his bill says: 
sunset —— eetty which — committee have encountered in this 

ork was to prevent prefere 
5S ” pr Dp mces being given through coltusive 

An insolvent debtor, who has made ot — has no available finan- 
cial Interest in his estate, except hise . 

It is right, or itis wrong, that the estate of an insolvent debtor, who has 
made an ent, should be equitably distributed among his creditors; 
this bill that an equitable distribution is right. 

Since it is admitted that it ts not right that one creditor should swindle 
another of rights when they both have amottits due them from an 
insolvent debter who makes an assignment, it follows that it is not right to 
do so when their common debtor is insolvent, but isnot to make an 
assignment. As to thedebtor who is insolvent, the rights of creditors 
should be paramount to his except with reference to his exemptions. 

Since ft is admitted that itis not right that one creditor of a common 
debtor, who has made am assignment, should collect his entire debt and 

his co-creditor, with equal rights, from co! anything, 
that it is not todo so when it happens that common 
acted dis with reference to his 
acted dishonestly and thereby su 
f of their claims, their 


rtvy. Sincesuch a 
creditors to the dan 
rights ought to be para- 


; 
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It is also provided by the fifth section thata diseharge shali be giventoa 
debtor if— 

‘**No act was done or suffered tobe done by such debtor * . 
fraud his creditors."’ 

itis right or itis wrongfor an insolvent debtor, who has made an as- 
signment, to defraud his creditors; this bill admits that it is not right for 
such a debter to defraud his creditors. ; 

Sinceit is admitted that it is not right for an insolvent debtor, who has 
made an assignment, to defraud his creditors, it follows that it is not right 
for an insolvent debtor, who has not made an assignment, to defraud his 
creditors. For the same reasons it is not right for a debtor who has acted 
dishonestly with reference to his property to defraud his creditors 

Section 5 provides that a discharge shall be given to a debtor i! 

‘** Within three months before the passage of this act no creditor of such 
debtor had been preferred * * * and during said time no other 
Was done or suffered to bedomne * * * and that no attachment has been 
levied * * * ; Provided,” * * * 

It is right, or it is wrong, without reference to time, for an insolvent 
debtor to give a preference to one creditor, when there are others of equal 
rights, or to defraud his creditors; this bill admits that it is not right to do 
so within three months before its passage. 

Since it is admitted that it is not right foran insolvent debtor who has 
made an assignment to give a preference to one creditor, when there are 
others of equal rights, or to defraud his creditors, within three months 
before the bill is passed, it follows that it is not right that such preference 
Should be given or such frauds committed either before or subsequent to 
such three months. 

Right and wrong are not determined by the calendar; they are determined 
on principle—principie which is the same now that it has aiways been; prin- 
cipie which is the same now that it will be for all time to come. 

Vesubmit that the Bailey bill constitutes an admission of the necessity 
for the enactment of the complete bill, but that it isnot sufficient to protect 
the rights of even any one class of honest debtors, to say nothing of the 
rights of ereditors, and hence it ought not to be passed. 


THE KIND OF A BANKRUPTCY LAW THE PEOPLE WANT 


The last bankruptcy law was repealed fn 1878; ever since then there has 
been a continually increasing demand for legislation upon that subject by 
Congress. 

Many hundreds of business mon’s associations, mechanics’ exchanges, 
farmers’ alilance and industrial unions, chambers of commerce*lawyers’ 
clubs, boards of trade, tailors’ exchanges, builders’ organizations, retail as 
soeiations, wholesale and jobbers’ organizations, real-estate exchanges, 
travel Men's organizations, and other commercial, industrial, and pro 
fessional bodies, almost without limit as to their objects of organization, in 


to de- 


prt a of the country, have considered the subject and pissed resolutions 
addresses, and memorials, calling upon Congress to exercise its power under 
the C ution. Not one of sueh bodies, or any other, has ever demanded 


ggvoe voluntary law, or sticli a one as the State national measure of Mr 
AILEY. 

Many of the foregoing bodies have in explicit terms protested against a 
voluntary law; among them we mention the Tacoma (Wash.) Chamber of 
Commerce; Mechanics’ Exchange, St. Louis; National Association of Build 
ers; Philadelphia Board of 6; National Brick Manufacturers’ Associa 
tion; Portiand (Oregon) Chamber of Commerce; Merchatit Tailors’ Na- 
tional Exchange; The National Paint, Oil, and Varnish Association; St 
Louis Retail Grocers’ Association, and the National Conventionof the Rep 
resentatives of the Commercial Bodies of the United States. 

The St. Louis Butter and Cheese Dealers’ Association; the National 
Leagueof Commission Merchantsof the United States; the Tacoma ( Wash.) 
Commerciai Club; and the National Board of Trade have ali recently taker 
action opposing the incomplete and advocating the complete bill. 

The pee of the foregoing bodies, together with the proceedings of 
other bodies and documents, avpear in the appendix to this report, and wi!!! 
prove interesting and instructf{ve to members. 

Thousands of petitioners in every nook and corner of this broad land have 
ae for bankruptcy legisiation, but no one of them has ever asked 

or a good voluntary law, or for stich a State-national combination, or meas- 
ure of mixed jurtsdietions, as the Batley bill. 


The great mass of the psopie are honest and they want honest laws. Even 
the rogues want everybody else to be honest. Good laws promote honesty 
and make it easy to buy property and borrow money; bad laws encourage 
dishonesty and male it difficult to buy property and borrow money. ‘Tho 
people know this and can not be decetved with makeshift temporary law 


Trickery may win for a time in business and pretense may pose as enter 
prise, just as ‘ noise’’ may pass for oratory, and experfmental legislation 
seem to satisfy public opinion; but in this country, where every man is an 
elector and a freeman. it will be found sooner or later that trickery must 
give way to honest methods of business. that pretense will be followed by 
merit in enterprise, that ‘‘ notse’’ will besuperseded by sense and sentiment 
in oratory, and experimentai legislation be displaced in the bright light of 
reason by that which is wise, comprehensive, and just to the whole people. 

Why should we pass such a bill in preference to a complete one, since it 
does not accord with precedents, embodies an experiment, is of doubtful 
constitutionality, and is not demanded by any interest or individual ont- 
side of Congress? 

THE OPPONENTS AND PRIENDS OF BANKRUPTCY LEGISLATION. 


George Washington and his associates, of the Constitutional Convention 
in formulating the scheme of our National Government with reference to 
its relationship to the State governments, gave the power to establish uni 
form bankruptcy laws to Congress. When a@ plan was formulated for the 
establishment of the Confederacy, it, too, contained a similar provision; 
this was true of both the ——— and the permanent constitutions 

There are members of the House who think that they are wiser than were 
Washington and his associates, and those who proposed to establish tiic 
Confederate government. These memibders, so far as they have spoken, have 
criticised us and given vent to vituperative abuse of the bill, instead of pro- 

sing to amend the Constitution or endeavoring to point out defects in the 

ill. 

Possibly our constitutional forefathers were wrong In granting this powér 
to Congress, but we do not think so; even if we did it would not change the 
fact that since we have the power we ought to exercise it for the best inter- 
ests of the we represent. The miembers who thus disagree with our 
constitutional forefathers should fight it out with them and not with us or 
the bill we advocate. 

We are earnestly trying to perform, rather than shirk,a duty which was 
left for us to perform, and the bili we advocate is unquestionably the best 
measure which has ever been drafted as the embodiment of the power which 
we are called upon to exercise. 

The members of the House who wish a purely voluntary lawenacted may 
be said toconstitute two classes; first, those who entertain the mistaken be- 
lief thatthe debtors of the country would be benofited by such a law; and, 
second, those who think they are wiser than Washington and his associates 
and those who drafted the coustitution of the Confederacy, but, instead of 
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paying so frankly, assume the disguise of pretending to favor a purely vol- 
untary system of bankruptcy, which they realize would be impracticable if 
not unconstitutional. 

The two classes of members as last above, in so far as ar. have been 
heard from, have usually begun a consideration of the subject in one of two 
ways. They have either, first, tried to elbow us in part out of our position 
as the representatives of the honest poor debtor, the honest rich debtor, 
and the honest r creditor and the honest rich creditor, and then arrogate 
to themselves the exclusive right to ree the debtor class; or, second, 
they have improperly and without justification stated that the bankruptcy 
movement, which has beenin existence all over the country for many years, 
was organized by wicked people for improper purposes and that we are 
chosen as their misguided representatives. 

Neither of their allegations is correct; neither of them will deceive any- 
body who has the slightest inclination to know the truth. The facts are 
that we represent the cause of honest people of all classes in the truest and 
best sense. The advocates of the Bailey bill do not represent anybody out- 
side of Congress who has ever filed a paper upon the subject of bankruptcy 
legislation in either the House of Representatives or the Senate, so far as 
we know. Their utterances do not show a wish, on their part, to carry out 
the provisions of the Constitution in a comprehensive way. The terms of 
their bill contradict the assertion that they know the provisions of the Con- 
stitution and wish to comply with them. 

The principal opposition to the enactment of the Torrey bankruptcy bill, 
outside of Congress, arises from the selfish interest of a few great houses; 
ae have extensive and expensive legaldepartments for the protection of 
their interests, and find that in the present chaotic condition of the State 
laws they can take advantage of defaulting debtors and associate creditors 
with greater financial advantage than they could under a uniform equitable 
law. An additional element of opposition comes from people who are op- 
posed to laws of all kinds for the enforcement of personal and property 
rights, and wish to have a free latitude for the commission offraud. Itmay 
be said also that there is some opposition founded upon ignorance as to the 
history, purposes, and probable effects of the measure in question. It is a 
singular spectacle to thus see opulent selfishness using as a cat’s paw fraud- 
ulent desire and stupid ignorance in an endeavor to prevent honest legisla- 
tion as provaces by the Constitution. 

The bill we advocate is comprehensive of the rights of the whole people, 
80 far as it may affectthem. It contains a perfectly fair and impartial vol- 
untary bankruptcy law, for the benefit of those honest unfortunates whoare 
hopelessly insolvent to-day; for the benefit of those who are debtors and 
creditors to-day, but unfortunately may need relief under it to-morrow; 
and for the benefit of those who are creditors y to-day, but who may be 
poor debtors to-morrow. it contains a perfectly fair and impartial invol- 
untary bankruptcy law, which will protect those who are both debtors and 
creditors, and those who are only creditors, from the incompetency, insolv- 
ency, and fraud of their debtors; and it will also protect the c tors of a 
common debtor from the frauds of each other. It is, in brief, the shield of 
honest men, be they rich or poor, against the machinations of dishonest 
men, be they rich or poor. 

On our part there is no utterance by par of our friends, which has ap- 
peared in the press or been printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, which 
shows a disposition to legislate in a partial way, or for or against any class 
as against any other class, or on behalf of or in opposition to any part of the 
country. The bill we advocate, in every line and in every sentence, is fair 
and just to all parties. it will not, therefore, avail the opposition anything 
to cast reflections upon us or abuse the bill; our utterances contradict them 
and the bill by its terms shows that they are mistaken. 


THE BAILEY BILL WAS VOTED DOWN IN THE FIFTY-FIRST CONGRESS AND 
ADVERSELY REPORTED IN THE FIFTY-SECOND CONGRESS. 


Some years ago an amendment was submitted to a bankruptcy bill then 
pending in the Senate ombeay ae the chief characteristics of the incom. 
lete bill. Later and in the Fifty-first Congress a bill conta some of 
he principal features of that amendment was introduced in the House and 
referrec to the Committee on the Judiciary. Pending a consideration of H. 
R. 3316 of that Congress (the Torrey bankruptcy bill) in the committee, it 
was moved to substitute that measure for it, but the motion was lost. 
Later it was submitted as a substitute in the House, and was defeated by a 
large majority, consisting of members of all political beliefs and from all 
parts of thecountry. 

In the Fifty-second Congress Mr. BAILEy for the first time introduced sub- 
stantially this bill, and its number was H. R. 459. The majority of the Com- 
mittee on the Judi ,in their report (No. 1674, roe Congress, 
first session; see appendix to this report) on it, said that by its terms it pro- 
vided that a part of the Senerentey proceedings should occur in the State 
courts and a part in the Federal courts. They expressed the belief that it 
would bring about unfortunate complications between such courts, prove 
unduly expensive, leave undiminished the MS apd mere g for the commission 
of fraud, and not be satisfactory to th es affected by it. They further 
expressed the fear that under its provisions all debtors, the dishonest as 
well as the honest, would be discharged from their debts. 

They pointed out the fact that since the bill provided only for voluntary 
bankruptcy it left the dishonest debtor an opportunity to deliberately pre- 
pare for bankruptcy to the detriment of his creditors without gi them 
any right or opportunity to interfere i their interests, and stated 
that this fact would impair the credit of all honest debtors, and be of untold 
= “7 to them, and therefore recommended that it should be laid on the 

e 








A minortty consisting of four of the then fifteen members of the commit- 
tee filed their views, but did not defend this bill from the adverse report of 
the majority, nor advocate its enactment. 


FAVORABLY REPORTED IN THE FIFTY-THIRD CONGRESS. 


In the present Congress, substantially this bill was introduced for the 
second time by Mr. BAILEY as H. R. 391, but it was not reported by this com- 
mittee. On December 1], 1 Mr. BAILEY for the third time introduced this 
bill, as H. R. 4609, and on the day follo it was for the first time in its 
history favorably considered and reported by the committee. 

In reporting this bill its author says: 

“It proposes no ute for the honest dgbtor which was not accorded 
him * * under the bill recently defeated in the House.” 

This statement constitutes an admission that this bill is not superior, so 
far as the rights of the debtor are concerned, to the bill which we submit as 
asubstitute for it. If, therefore, it shall transpire that the bill we report 
embodies all of the rights of debtors which his bill does, and, in addition, 

tects the rights of all parties, then it will be perfectly clear that it ought 
be substituted for his bill and then passed. 

Mr. BAILEY, in his report, undertakes to create the impression that the 
repeal of bankruptcy laws in this country heretofore was because of their 
involuntary provisions. 

We submit that the discontent with the last law did not arise out of its in- 
voluntary features; there never was any complaint under it that ony debtor 
Was “coerced into bankruptcy;” that law was repealed because of the very 
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lax provisions of its voluntary system. Opposition to involuntary bank. 
= grows out of a theory of certain legislators; such opposition does not 
exist in the minds of the people. 

The best that the author of this bill can say in its behalf, in his summing 
up of the report, is as follows: 

** Your committee do not claim that the work which they have submitted 
to the House is by any means a perfect system. But appreciating the neeq 
for some measure of relief, and unwilling to recommend one which has been 
tried and repudiated, they have presented a measure which, even if it sié. 
ceeds no better than the similar laws which have gone before it, can do no 
very great harm, because its duration is limited to two years.”’ 

Ought a billto be passed when its greatest recommendation is that it can 
do no very great harm?’ We think not. 

OUR CONCLUSIONS. 

Our opinion of the Bailey bill, after not only reading but studying it very 
carefully, to state it as mildly as we possibly can, is that it is wrong iy 
ma em and incomplete in its provisions, and that its passage would re 
ard rather than promote the best interests of the people. 

In our judgment, the we bankruptcy bill includes the good, but not 
the bad, features of prior legislation upon this subject; it is such a uniform 
law as the Constitution provided should be established throughout the 
United States; its enactment is demanded by the people, and we herewith 
submit it as a substitute for the Bailey bill, with the recommendation that it 
be passed. 

Iam strongly in favor of a uniform system of bankruptcy in 
the United States. The Constitution provides that the Con- 
gress shall have the power to make such alaw, and in my judg- 
ment the interests of all our citizens demand that such a law be 
constantly upon the statute book. But such a law should be 
uniform, affecting all our citizens alike, whether they reside in 
one State or another, in one Territory or another. Such a liw 
should be independent of the statutory enactments of any State, 
else innumerable conflicts will arise between the courts of the 
several States and the courts of the United States. Such con- 
flicts are always to be deplored. The administration of a bank- 
ruptcy law should be as free from entanglements as possible and 
administered as inexpensively as it is possible to provide. 

Again,a bankruptcy law should be just to the creditor class 
as well as to the debtor class. It should provide for the one as 
wellasfor the other. Such a law should not be made simply 
for the purpose of discharging debtors from their just debts and 
obligation. Such a law would not be a bankruptcy law in any 
just or proper sense. However, such is the bill now before the 

ouse, and it simply provides that those persons who have made 
assignments for the benefit of their creditors within their re- 
spective States under the laws of the State where the assign- 
ment is made, may be discharged from all their debts and obli- 

gations, except such as arise from defalcations while acting as 
officers or in a fiduciary capacity, provided they have not been 
guilty of any fraudulent act or concealment. It makes no pro- 
vision, however, by which a creditor can force a dishonest or 
fraudulent creditor, however glaring the act of fraud, into bank- 
ruptcy, and hence the bill affords no sort of protection or rem- 
edy to the great creditor class. 

it enacted and put in operation it will encourage the idle, the 
shiftless, and the dishonest to plunge head over heels into debt, 
live a life of extravagance as long as credit holds out, then make 
an assignment under the law of some State to which they may 
at any time remove, and after four months procure a discharge 
from all their indebtedness. These classes will be safe in so 
doing, for extravagance and high living will not defeat their 
discharge, and they may act as indicated with perfect impunity 
because they will know that by surrendering up the remn:int: 
of property left to them they will be sure of a discharge from 
all obligations under the provisions of this act. 

Dishonest men will be safe in committing acts of rascality, for 
if they shall take time by the forelock and remove toa distance 
from their creditors their affairs will be administered under the 
laws of a State from one to three thousand miles distant from th 
residence of their creditors and they will be sure substantial!) 
that the persons to whom they are indebted will not follow them 
such a distance. 

In the interest of honest men, in the interest of hard-working 
men, in the interest of our manufacturing and commercial 
classes, I am opposed to this bill, because it has in it the cle- 
ments of socialism, of anarchy, of unthrift, and of dishonesty. 
It is a State-rights measure in every phase, and proposes that 
the Government of the United States shall step in and discharge 
debtors from their just obligations in all those cases where the 
States refuse. It has no other purpose or object, and works out 
nootherresult. If the estates are to be administered under the 
insolvent laws of the several States, then let the assignors '¢ 
discharged, if at all, under the laws of the same States. 

Gentlemen who are opposed to paternalism in the General 
Government should remember that this bill is paternal, in that 
it proposes to do what the several States have the power to do, 
but refusetodo. This bill proposes that the Government of the 
United States take care of the debtors, while the State takes 
care of the property. It says, Let the State do the disbursing, 
but let the United tates do the discharging. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, my purpose at this time is to direct the 
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attention of the members of this House to the glaring defects 
that appear in this bill. It is entitled a bill ‘‘to establish a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy.” It should be entitled, and more 
appropriately would be entitled, a bill to release debtors from 
the obligations of contracts without consideration and to enable 
dishonest debtors to defraud their creditors. It will have this 
effect and no other; and ina very few minutes I think i can 
make this clear to every lawyer, at least, on the floor of this 


House. f eee 
Now, look at section 1 of this bill; it provides: 


That ifany debtor owing #20) or more shail execute an assignment of his 
operty, valid by the laws of the State, Territory, or District of Columbia, 
which he may reside or be domiciled. 


Then later on, ‘‘After four months he may present his petition 
in the districtcourtof the United Statesfor the district in which 
he then resides,” and if he has not after the passage of this act 
committed any of the fraudulent acts specified in the bill, then 
he shall be discharged from all his debts. 

Now, let us see what the effect of these provisions will be. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. That is the rule of all bankrupt laws. 

Mr. RAY. Oh, certainly it is not the rule of any bankruptcy 
bill or bankruptcy court, as the gentleman well knows, or ought 
to know. Now, let us see. The debtor must first make an as- 
signment valid under the lawsof the State or Territory in which 
he resides, or, if he choose, in the State in which he may be 
domiciled. Soa citizen of the State of New York desiring to 
get the benefit of this act, and the assignment laws of the State 
of New York not being favorable enough to him, he leaves the 
State of New York and goes to the State of California or to the 
State of Texas, where the assignment laws are more favorable, 
and there he makes an assignment under the assignment laws 
of the State. 

He does not reside there. He does not need under this act 
to take his property with him; he can leave it in the State of 
New York, where all his creditors reside, and make his assign- 
ment under the laws of the State of California, or perchance of 
Texas, if that State suits him better. Then what is the next 
step? The trustee resides in Texas or California, as the case 
may be. This is alaw of the United States and protects the as- 
signee, remember. This assignee may go to the State of New 
York, take possession of all this property, transfer it to Cal- 
ifornia or to Texas, as the case may be, and this must be done 
because the trust is to be administered by this trustee or as- 
signee, appointed in the State of Texas or California, according 
to the laws of such State. 

So the property is removed 3,000 miles from the State of New 
York, where the cveditors reside, to be distributed in a foreign 
jurisdiction. Then what is the next step? As provided by sec- 
tion 4, the debtor, four months from the date of the execution 
of the deed of assignment and the acceptance of the trust by the 
trustee, may file his petition for a discharge from his debts in 
the district court of the United States in the district in which 
he then resides. 

Now, in the meantime he may have left his domicile or resi- 
dence in the State where he made his domicile or residence 
when he made his assignment, and have gone to another State— 
Mississippi, Florida, or Oregon—stil13,000 miles, or thereabouts, 
distant from the State in which his creditors reside and in 
which the property was originally situated. He may take up 
his residence a thousand miles distant, and in a State foreign to 
the one in which he made this assignment, and there is his resi- 
dence when he applies for his discHarge. He applies for his 
discharge in the State in which he resides when he makes the 
application for his discharge. 

en what is next? All the creditors are brought in—the 
creditors in the case I am presenting all reside in the State of 
New York. They are made parties to the suit in bankruptcy in 
the State of Texas, Oregon, or California, as the case may be, 
and if they have any opposition to the discharge of this assignor, 
this alleged bankrupt, they must go 3,000 miles across the con- 
tinent to defend this application for a discharge, and the trustee 
may becompelled to goa like distance. That is the bill as to 
these features of it. This is the natural logical and inevitable 
interpretation, and there is no escape from it. 

Now, the gentleman who interrupted me a few minutes ago 
Mr. STOCKDALE] well knows that in all the bankrupt laws we 
ave heretofore had, the jurisdiction, control, and management 

of the bankrupt estate was confined to the United States district 
court in whose jurisdiction the debtor resided at the time he 
made the assignment, in the locality usually where all the debt- 
ae 

r. Y. Mr. Speaker, in order to be perfectly fair 
with the gentleman from New York, I will +0 him that in 


sa: 
the substitute the words “‘ or be domiciled ” will not appear; and 
good, 


therefore the argument he is making is not 
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Mr. RAY. Well, Mr. Speaker, I very much regret that the 
gentleman from Texas has presented this measure to the House 
and until this moment has kept our side in complete ignorance 
of the bill ‘hat he really intends to ask us to vote upon. It 
simply indicates in my judgment that there must be a wood- 
chuck in the wood pile. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman is entirely too ready to sus- 
pect. I had the substitute prepared this morning after I ascer- 
tained that this day was to be devoted to the consideration of 
the bill, and I have just received it from the Printing Office. 

Mr. RAY. In all fairness I think it ought to have been in 
the hands of members before now. 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the gentleman mean to say that it is 
customary to have a substitute which it is proposed to present 
before the House when a bill is called up for consideration made 
known inadvance? It is not. 

Mr. RAY. Well, almostanything is getting to be customary 
here, but it doesfseem to me that, in a matter of this impor- 
tance, affecting all the commercial interests of this great coun- 
try, the great debtor and the great creditor classes in New 
York, Boston, and Chicago, in all the great cities and through- 
out the whole country—it does seem to me that such a measure 
ought to be before this body for sometime before we are called 
upon to debate it or to vote upon it. 

In such a matter this House certainly ought not to be called 
on to act hastily. Iam glad to find that the gentleman from 
Texas has discovered one of the many objectionable features of 
his bill, but even if that is eliminated he will have to go farther 
in order to remove insuperable objection, and provide that the 
petition for a discharge shall be filed, not in the district or 
State or Territory where the debtor happens to reside at the 
time of filing, but in the district court of the district where he 
resided at the time when he made his assignment. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention to the unconsti- 
tutional provisions contained in this bill. The bill is unconsti- 
tutional as it stands, and it seems to me that any good lawyer 
must recognize the correctness of that proposition. What is to 
guide and control? No assignments are to be recognized, no 
debtor claiming the benefits of this act is to be recognized, un- 
less he makes an assignment which is valid by the laws of the 
State or Territory in which he resides or of the District of 
Columbia if he resides in such District. Those are the only pe- 
titioners who are to be recognized under the law. 

Now, it would be possible for any State to defeat the operation 
of this bill in that State, and therefore the law would not estab- 
lish a uniform system of bankruptcy. We have no assurance 
even that the system which it would establish would be uniform 
now, for the reason that we do not know that there are assign- 
ment laws in all of the States and Territories. 

It may be that citizens will be compelled to move from one 
State to another in order to avail themselves of this law if en- 
acted. 

And how can a law be said tobe uniform when it does not apply 
to all citizens of a certain class—of the class upon whom it is to 
operate or for whose benefit it is made? A law available to the 
gertleman from Texas and not to me under the same conditions 
is not uniform. 

The assignment that the debtor makes must be valid by the 
laws of the State in which he lives, and also under this act. 
Suppose that State has no assignment law, then the debtor can 
not have the benefit of this act. Suppose this law is objec- 
tionable to the people or to the Legislature of some State where 
there is an assignment law, the Legislature may repeal that as- 
signment law, leaving the State without such a law, and then no 
citizen of that State can take the benefit of the act. 

Will any gentleman undertake to say that a goneral assign- 
ment for the benefit of creditors would be valid and binding 
whether there was an assignment law in the State or not? If 
any gentleman undertakes tosay that, let me tell him that he is 
mistaken. There is no such thing asa valid general assignment 
for the benefit of creditors except by some statutory provision 
of the State or Territory. 

It would be valid as between the assignor and the assignee, but 
the creditors of theassignor, the debtor, are not parties to such 
an assignment and are not bound by it, and they may go on and 
get their judgments and issue their executions and take the 
property away from the assignee in the absence of an assign- 
ment law, for the reason that they are not parties to the assign- 
ment and are not bound by it. 

Every lawyer in the House will readily see, therefore. that 
this bill is unconstitutional on the face of it, for the reason that 
it does not provide a uniform system of bankruptcy and also be- 
cause it may be made inoperative and unavailing in any State of 
this Union. No law of that character can justly be considered 
a uniform law. No bankruptcy law can be considered uniforrs 
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unless the United States has the power to enforce it in all the 
States of the Union at the will of the petitioning creditor. 

No one will assume for a moment that any other kind of alaw 
than that would be constitutional orought to be enacted. Again 
it may be impossible to have assignments valid under the State 
laws andalso under this act, and do we propose that property 
in a State having no general assignment law shall be disbursed 
under the laws of some other State. 

How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has thirteen 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. RAY. Iask unanimous consent toextend my remarks in 
the REOORD. 

Mr. RITCHIE. I object. 

The SPBRAKER pro tempore. Objeetion is made. 

Mr. RAY. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. PowErs]. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, of course it is quite impossible 
to discuss the question of a bankrupt law in the space of five 
minutes. i wish to say, however, that I am earnestly in favor 
of a proper system of bankruptcy being adopted by this Con- 
gress, such a system as is proposed in what is known as tho 
Torrey bill. The great objection to the pending bill is that it is 
entirely one-sided. It simply gives the debtor the right to ap- 
ply for a discharge from his obligations, while it utterly ignores 
the rights of the creditor. Now,sir, in England there has been, 
a bankruptey system in foree for more than 300 years. It has 
become a part of their commercial system, and under it the 
— of creditors and debtors are equally protected and pre- 
served. 

All the experience we have had in this country on this sub- 
ject has been under bankruptcy legislation which recognizes 
the right of the creditor as well as the debtor. The greatest 
objection urged in the deliberations of the committee on this 
subject on the part of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY], 
and those who agree with him in favor of this bill, has. been 
that the involuntary system of bankruptcy opened a great door 
for fraud. Now, under the act-of 1867, so far as my observation 
went, nine-tenths of all the frauds. that were perpetrated were 

»petrated on the part of thedebtor, who sought this discharge 

his own voluntary petition. 

The ereditors of a bankrupt are interested financially in hus- 
banding and preserving the assets of the debtor. There is little 
danger, therefore, that they will adopt a course of proceeding 
which will sacrifice those assets. On the other hand, in the 
ease of a petitioning debtor and under a system that ignores the 
rights of a creditor, the door of fraud is wideopen for the debtor 
to manage his assets in such a way that his creditors can realize 
nothing whatever from the proceeding. It will be noticed, sir, 
that this bill makes no absolute payment of a percentage neces- 
sary toa discharge. All that the debtor has to dois to proceed 
under a State law and make an assignment; and four months 
after that make application to a district court for his discharge, 
which must be granted, provided his assignment has been ac- 
cording to the provisions of the Statelaw. It seems to me, Mr. 
Speaker, we should go slowly in any Raepariinen that opens the 
door to such a system of fraud as this bill provides for. 

Mr. RAY. I yield six minutes to the gentleman fron Pennsyl- 
vania{Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE]. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. S ev, the report pre- 
sented by the committee refers truthfully to three periodsin the 
historyof this country during which we have had a bankrupt 
law; and it truthfully states that no legislation was ever on our 
saints books that became so unpopular and so unsatisfactory as 
did this. 

The first bankrupt law was passed in 1800, and it did not live 
two years, The second was in 1841, and so unpopular 
did it become that the same Congress which passed it re: 
it. The bankrupt act of 1867 was passed just after the close of 
the war, and yet Congress began at once to change it and amend 
it to meet the ar will, The House at one time a bill 
repealing it, which the Senate did not congurin. F y, upon 
the recommendation of President Grant, in one of his messages, 
the obnoxious legisiation was wiped from the statute books. 

A moment's reflection wili show that there is reason for the 
pew 1 ren of such legislation. I clajm that it is an utter im- 
possibility to give this country a uniform bankrupt law that will 
survive longerthanaveryfewyears. Wearese constituted that 
we have forty-four, and soon shall have forty-seven, different 
legislative bodies that are constantly passinglaws. Weare not 
in the same condition as England, where all the laws are made 
by a single legislative body. This , if it tries, can not 

ss asatisfactory bankrupt law. I defy it to pass a bankrupt 
aw that will be satisfactory to the country. Congress never 
has been able todo this, and in my judgment many, many years 
will be passed before it will be able to do it. 
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I am opposed to any bankrupt law. I believe it would be ; 
great mistake to pass any bankrupt law at this period. In 
first place, the condition of the country is not such as to demar 
a bankrupt law at this time. We are gradually getting out o 
the troubled waters of commercial disaster and misfortune. VW, 
are gradually getting into a better condition financially. Trade 
isimproving. A bankrupt law should never be passed in thi 
country except upon the heels of some great national distr: 
ranging over a period of years, like the late civil war. Th 
is no occasion which demands the passage of a bankrupt la 
this time. 

This bill in my judgment is less objectionable than the T 
rey bill; but any bill is objectionable. Take for instance one 
feature of the law. All over the country we have little m 
chants who have been nursing their credit, whose credit 
have been carrying them along during our late financial depr 
sion. Now if you pass this bill the people who will take ady 
tage of it will rush into court; their property will become the 
subject of sale at auction; and every little merchant in our 
towns and villages will have to compete with the marshal or 
with the trustee who exposes the property of bankrupts for sale 

Take a shoo store, or a dry goods store, or a grocery store. 
Suppose its proprietor makes an assignment under this bill. 
The goods could immediately be put on saleat auction. Peoplo 
will purchase then because they are sold without regard to cost 
ataforeed sale for whatever they will bring. A neighbor of 
the bankrupt who mageane to be engaged in the same _ busine:: 
can not compete in selling property atsuch prices. Thus you 
injure and depress trade; you embarrass people who might tide 
through. Instead of improving the condition of things you 
make more bankrupts. 

Then there is another very serious objection. Under this 
bill a man, we will suppose, makes an assignment under the laws 
of his State. Then he presents his petition tothe United States 
court. What does this courtdo? At the end of three months 
the man presents a petition for adischarge. Then the United 
States court sits and traverses the act of the State court to de- 
termine whether the assignment has been in accordance with 
the laws of the State, to determine whether the bankrupt 
has given up.all his property. Thus the United States court 
will sit in judgment and review the action of the State court to 
determine whether the bankrupt is entitled to his discharge. 

It will be remembered that under the act of 1867 there was a 
great diversity of ruling on the partofthe judges of the district 
courts after the law was passed. No two of them construed the 
law like. It took along time to get uniformity of decision. If 
this bill should pass our district judges will differ in their 
views of its construction. You will have a medley and con- 
fusion of tongues; and if the bill should be enforced for only 
the two years provided by its terms it will be absolutely im- 

ossible to get a uniform ruling or a uniform settlement of a 
debtor's assets under the bill. No earthly good can come of 
it. Nothing whatever except confusion and interference with 
trade, diverting the channels of trade and interfering with 
credit can come from such a bill as this. A bankruptcy bill, i! 
passed at all, should be one adopted after very serious conside: 
ation and careful preparation. The idea that:‘in three hours’ 
time of passing a general bankruptcy bill to apply to all this 
great country, in view of the history of the past legislation per- 
taining to bankruptcy is, in my judgment, a pieee of the highes' 
folly, and certainly I trust this House will not do it. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

vr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, has the other side exhausted all o 
the time to which it was entitled? 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas ha 
used only ten minutes of his time. 

Mr. RAY. Then I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlemanfrom New York 
has four minutes and the gentleman from Texas has twent: 
minutes remaining. 


(Mr. BAILEY withholds his remarirs for revision. 
pendix. ] 


Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Texas has 
any different bill from the one I have before me I should like to 
see it, and I should like to know by what sort of legerdemain it 
ever got into this House. 

Mr. BROSIUS. You will find it in his report. 

Mr. RAY. If there is any such bill before the House it should 
be printed and.in the hands of members. 

r. BROSIUS. You will find it on page 4 of the majority re- 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, in the four minutes that remain to 
me, or, indeed, in the one hour that has been allowed for the 
discussion of thie bill, it is of course absolutely impossible to 
point out all the defects of such a measure or to explain ade- 
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y its operation. It is sufficient for me to say now in op- 
posing this bill that I fully concur in the views of the minority 
presented by the able lawyer from Pennsylvania [Mr. WOLVER- 
TON], in which he argues not only against the advisability of 
this bill and its injustice, but asserts that it is unconstitutional, 
that it is not a bankruptey bill, asserts that it will not apply to 
the debtors of the whole country, asserts that small debtors 
must, but that large ones need not, apply for its benefits, asserts 
that the protection of servants and laborers is incomplete, as- 
serts that the bill is imperfect as to discharges, asserts that no 
limitation ef time as to applications for discharge is contained 
in it, asserts that a discharge may be improperly granted or 
withheld under this proposed law, asserts that certain debt- 
ors ought not to be, but will be, discharged under its opera- 
tions; asserts that under it jurisdiction is to be exercised 
by both State and Federal courts, which is inconsistent; 
asserts that under this proposed law there is and will be a 
conflict between the State and the Federal law and the laws of 
the different States; asserts that it will entail a needless and 
an enormous expense; asserts that the creditors of the debtor 
would not have the ability to traverse the distances necessary 
in order to present their objections to the discharge, as they 
might be dragged from one jurisdiction to another; asserts that 
the bill ought not to belimited to two years, and soon. I have 
not the time to specify all the objections presented by that able 
report. 

ew, Mr. Speaker, [ know perfectly well that it is absolutely 
futile for a Republican to talk to the Democratic side of this 
House. When you get your heads set, gentlemen, it does not 
make any difference where you areto be led, or into what kind 
of a pit you are to fall, you will ‘go it blind” when a Democrat 
is in the lead, regardless of consequences. But I want to call 
your attention, in protest against the passage of this bill, to the 
fact that Judge WOLVERTON, of Pennsylvania—and there is no 
better lawyer on your side of the House, in Congress, or, I may 
say, out of Congress—has presented the defects of this bill and 
the objections to it ina manner that —— to command atten- 
tion. I wish to say to you further, thatif you s this billhere 
it will never, in my judgment, be entertained for one minute by 
the Senate, but if the Senate does entertain it and does confirm 
your action by enacting this bill into a law, the bill will rise up 
to condemn you among the merchants and the business men of 
this country. Now, Mr. Speaker, I renew the request which I 
made a while ago that gentlemen who have spoken on this bill 
in general debate be permitted to extend their remarks in the 
RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 

uiry. 
: The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. POWERS. Is it in order to offer an amendment by way 
of a substitute to both the original bill and the substitute pro- 
posed for the original bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule the time for 
general debate has expired, and the bill will now have to be 
read by paragraphs. After it has been read by paragraphs it 
will be in order to offer a substitute, but it is not in order at 
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resent. 
‘ Mr. POWERS. I desire to offer a substitute not only for the 
bill, but also for the substitutefof the gentlemanfrom Texas; that 
is, I desire to have mine supplant both the originaland the sub- 
stitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That can only be offered at the 
close of |the amendments in the House as in Committees of the 
Whole, There are a number of committee amendments to the 
bill pending, and the Chair suggests to the gentleman from 
Texas that possibly it would be well to agree to them, in order 
that the text may bs perfected before the Clerk proceeds to read 
the bill by paragraphs. If there be no objection, therefore, the 
amendments offered by the committee, and which have been re- 
ported, will be voted upon in gross. 

Mr. RAY. I object. 

The SPEAKER pretempore. Objection is made, and the Clerk 
will read the bill by pasnaees hs. 

Mr. BAILEY. . 8 er, I wish to ask the gentleman 
from New York what possible objection he sees to the course 
suggested by the Chair? 

The SPEAKER pyro tempere, The gentleman from New York 
will see that these amendments will be ending as each para- 
graph is read, and will have to be wren upon before amend- 


ments that may be offered on the floor, thus consuming time and 
perhaps excluding the consideration of other amendments. 

Mr. RAY. Let me see if I understand the situation. As I 
understand it, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] presents 
here certain amendments which he claims to be amendments of 
the committee. 
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Mr. BAILEY. Well, Lobject to that form of statement. Tho 
report shows that they are the amendments of the committee 


Mr. RAY. Very good. 
Mr. BAILEY. I[ *claim”™ nothing—— 
Mr. RAY. Then there are certain amendments contained in 


the report? 


Mr. BAILEY. That is what they are 

Mr. RAY. In the second report? 

Mr. BAILEY. In the report which the commit iuthor- 
ized. 

Mr. RAY. Well, now, I do not understand the rentleman. 

Mr. BAILEY. There are a great many things you do not 
understand. 


Mr. RAY. Very good; but the gentleman will gain nothing 
by that form or manner of address. The ‘‘ gentleman from New 
York” is not to be intimidated. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam not seeking to do anything of the kind; 
but in common decency no member has any right to stand on this 
floor and talk about what another ‘“‘ claims” to be the fact when 
the report submitted to the House shows that these are the 
amendments which the committee agreed to. 

Mr. RAY. There was no offense intended to the very tender- 
hearted and tender-shinned gentleman from Texas. I simply 
had not had the honor of seeing any of the proposed amendments; 
and [ do not find any yet. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, here is a copy of the report. 

Mr. RAY. But I do find in the report entitled ‘‘ Part 2,” 
“supplemental report ” 

Mr. BAILEY. Here is acopy of the report which I send to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. RAY. Ido find in ‘ Report 206, part 2” this statement: 
The committee submit as an appendix to the foregoing report a copy of 
the bill in the form in which they shall ask its passage. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit that this being the second report 
the latest report from the committee—it is a substitute for all 
prior action of the committee—is to be regarded as the latest 
action of the committee and as embodying the bill which they 
submit for action. 

Now, I may be wrong in that. I submit to the ruling of the 
Speaker; and if necessary I will send to the desk—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has not examined 
the report, but supposes the reports were regularly made. 

Mr. RAY. There is the first report; and here is the second. 
There is no doubt they were regularly made. 

Mr. BAILEY. Idesire to make an explanation about that 
matter. I made in the first instance the report indicating 
simply the amendments which the committee had adopted. | 
was afterwards informed that the minority of the committee i 
tended to submit a report, and upon that information I submit 

ted a second or supplemental report myself. IfI had not been 
informed thatthe minority intended to submit a report, I should 
have been content with the report as at first submitted. 

Mr. RAY. Then, I submit, Mr. Speaker, that I was not out 
of order nor discourteous when I, as the gentleman supposed 


the 





intimated that there was something here before this Elouse that 
was not the action of the majority of the Committee on the Ju- 
diciar y—— 

Mr. BAILEY. I would like to know what it is? 

Mr. RAY. Because the gentleman now says that ‘“‘ Report 
No. 206” is the action of the majority of the commiitee and 


that the “supplemental report to bill H. R. 4609” 206, 

part 2”—is his own individual act. 

| Mr. BAILEY. That is not true, because I submitted it to 
the committee, every one of those who favored the bill; and 
they all read and approved it. 

Mr. RAY. Very good. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The Chair thinks that this 
matter is settled on the fase of the papers. The report which 
contains the amendments was made December 12, 1893. That 
report contains the amendments which are also contained in the 
salendee bill reported at the same time. Now, it seems that on 

January 4, 1894, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAtLey] sub- 
mitted a supplemental report. Butthe amendments of the com- 
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mittee are in the first report of the committee and also in the 
body of the bill. 
Mr. RAY. This second report—if it be the report of the 
committee, and the gentleman says it is—states that— 
The committee submit, asan appendix tothe foregoing report 
the bill in the form in which they shall ask its passage. 
Now what does that mean? Is that a substitute? 
The SPEAKER protempore, Thatis the bill reported with 
certain committee amendments which have been read by the 
Clerk. 
Mr. RAY. Then a parliamentary inquiry. Is this not a 
proposition on oe of the committee to submit a substitute 
s1}2 


a copy of 


for the original 
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The SPEAKER pro lempore. The Chair thinks not. This is 
the same bill, but there are a number of amendments recom- 
mended by the committee, which have been read by the Clerk. 
The Chair will submit the request whether the amendments 
shall be voted upon in gross or not. 

Mr. RAY. Before that let me ask, if these amendments are 
voted upon in gross and accepted, then, as I understand it, we 
take up the bill with the amendments in, and read it by sections, 
and the whole bill as amended is then open to amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unquestionably. 

Mr. RAY. Very good; I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then, if there be no further 
objection the amendments recommended by the Committee on 
the Judiciary will bs voted upon in gross. 

There being no objection, the amendments were considered 
and agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now read the 
first section of the bill as amended, and it will then be open to 
amendment and debate under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. BOATNER. Before that, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman in 
charge of the bill stated that he intended to offer a substitute 
for the bill. Lask unanimous consent that that substitute be 
now offered, and that it be read by sections for amendment in- 
stead of the original bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
inquiry before consent is given. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Is the bill now before the House, 
which has bust been amended by the amendments of the Com- 
—_ ” the Judiciary, to be considered in the nature of asub- 
stitute 

Mr. BAILEY. Notatail. The bill, let me say to the gentle- 
man, is precisely the bill which the committee ordered to be re- 

rted. The bill was introduced, went to the committee, and 

hey adopted certain amendments and ordered the bill to be re- 
ported with the amendments. 1 reported the bill in conformity 
with that order of the committee. 

Now, instead of asking the House to vote on that bill, which 
the committee reported, I find that there are certain verbal 
changes necessary, and this morning I redrafted the bill, pre- 
serving ali of the committee amendments and virtually making 
merely verbal changesin the billitself. That bill, which I have 
so redrafted, is what I call the substitute. It contains practi- 
cally and essentially the features of the pending bill, and all of 
the committee amendments. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then the bill you propose to 
offer is not that indicated in the latter a of this report? 

Mr. BAILEY. Not atall, although it does not differ from it 
in principle, There are, as I have said, some verbal changes 
that [ find necessary. 

Mr. BOATNER. My request was for unanimous consent that 
the substitute itself be offered now and be read by sections for 
amendment in lieu of the bill before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the re- 
quest of the gentleman that this substitute bill be now offered, 
to be considered by sections, and be open to amendment and de- 
bate under the rule. 

Mr. RAY. Before that request is submitted permit me a 
word. A few moments ago the question was up of adopting cer- 
tain amendments to the bill which was then before the House. 
These amendments were reported and adopted. That was done 
on motion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEy], and I 
inquired if the bill, with these amendments, would be before the 
Houso for consideration. In response to that the Chair stated 
that that would be the course pursued. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wants to state, how- 
ever, that he did not know at the time that the gentleman from 
Texas intended to offer a substitute. 

Mr. RAY. The inquiry I wish to make is this: As the gen- 
tleman from Texas has offered his amendments to the bill as it 
was before the House, and has procured their adoption, is it 
still in order now for him to move a substitute for the bill as 
amended on his own motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Louisiana 
asks unanimous consent that instead of going on and perfecting 
the bill now before the House, that the gentleman may offer his 
substitue, and let action be taken on that; that is, consider it by 
paragraphs for amendment. 

The Chair stated that it could not be done without unanimous 
consent. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to substitute 
that bill for the pending one. If that is done, it is a proposed 
substitute; it would be read by paragraphs, aad each paragraph 
would be open toamendment. Now the gentleman makes that 
request for unanimous consent to substitute that bill. 

Is there eats k. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. A parliamentary inquiry. 





I wish to make a parliamentary 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. If the substitute is considereg 
by unanmious consent, does that prevent my colleague, Judge 
POWERS, from offering his substitute? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would not. He could offer 
it at the close of the two bours’ debate as a substitute for the 
bill, provided the House has at that time concluded the consid- 
eration of the bill. The gentleman will remember that the 
special rule only allows two hours for the consideration of the 
bill under the five-minute rule; and if the House should exhawét 
all the time in the consideration of one or two amendments, and 
have not concluded the final reading of the bill, the Chair 
thinks there would be some doubt about the right to offer a sub. 
stitute. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. My difficulty was as to this ques- 
tion, whether a substitute could be offered for a substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It could only be by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. WhatIwantto know is, whether 
the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POWERs], will have to obtain 
unanimous consent to have his substitute considered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He would not have to do so as 
against this bill, because this, if substituted by unanimous con- 
sent, would become the original bill, the Chair thinks. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. It would not be regarded asa 
substitute, then? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. BOATNER. The substitute is the committee bill as 
amended, with verbal changes, as has been stated by the gentle- 
man from Texas? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair understands the gen- 
tleman to say it is substantially the same bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. I undertake to say that no gentleman will ob- 
ject to any change that has been made. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will now submit the 
request for unanimous consent to substitute the bill now offered 
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY]. 

Mr. RAY. Idesire to make a parliamentary inquiry in re- 
gard to the situation to see if I understand it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RAY. AsTI understand it, if this unanimous consent is 
given, then the substitute will take the place of the present 
bill, and will be before the House. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. It will be read by paragraphs. 

Mr. RAY. That bill will be read by paragraphs and be con- 
sidered? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes. 

Mr. RAY. Now, what I want tounderstand is, whether or 
not, at the close of the two hours debate, or of the time that we 
may have before voting on the proposition, the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. Powers] will have the floor, will have the right 
of way to offer his substitute as a substitute for this bill which 
is to come in by unanimous consent, if unanimous consent is 
given? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has already stated 
that if the House concludes the consideration of the pending bill 
within the two hours, the Chair thinks that a substitute might 
be offered; but the rule provides that at the end of two hours the 
previous question shall be considered asordered, and that would 
exclude the substitute, the bill not having been read through 
for amendment by paragraphs. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, allow me to make 
one more parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER rotempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAM . STONE. If the substitute which is offered 
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] is not allowed to 
come in by unanimous consent—if unanimous consent is with- 
held—then the substitute of the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
POWERS] would not be in order, would it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would only be in order in the 
event the House concludes the consideration of the pending bill 
within the two hours. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, I know; but suppose we 
refuse unanimous consent to the substitute offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas, then there would be one substitute in order, 
which may be adopted in the consideration of the bill. That 
being the case, another substitute could not be offered? 

The SPEAKER 7 tempore. It could not. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. NowlI wish to ask the gentle: 


man from Vermont [Mr. POWERS] a question, whether the sub- 
stitute he — to offer is the Torrey bill? 

Mr. POWE . Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then I object to the unanimous 
consent. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Objection is made, and the Clerk 
will proceed to read the bill as amended. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That if any debtor owing $200 or more shall execute an 
assignment or cession of his property, valid by the laws of the State, Terri- 
tory, or District of Columbia, in which he may reside or be domiciled, or if 
he have property in any other jurisdiction, then as to such property, valid 
according to the laws thereof, and also in accordance with the requirements 
of this act, it shall have the effect hereinafter provided for. 


Mr. BROSIUS. I move to strike out the words ‘‘or cession” 
in the fourth line of the first section. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the amend- 





ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 4, section 1, strike out the words “or cession’ 

Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
allow me, I will state to him that those two words are inserted 
in the bill in order to cover the laws of the State of Louisiana, 
which denominate insolvency dy roa in that State as aces- 
sion of property. It is a civil law term, which has exactly the 
game meaning as an assignment at the common law. Those 
words were inserted on my motion, so as to make the bill cover 
the insolvency laws of the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Do you not use the word ‘‘ assignment?” 

Mr. BOATNER. No, sir. 

Mr. BROSIUS. It is not used at all? 

Mr.BOATNER. The word ‘‘assignument” is used there when 
an individual assigns a right, or makes an assignment, in com- 
mon parlance, but the giving up of property in satisfaction of 
debts is denominated, in the laws of Louisiana, as a cession of 


nee. 

r. BROSIUS. If the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] 
will give me the honor of his attention for a moment, I will 
avail myself of an opportunity to ask a question in relation to 
the bill. I understood the gentleman from Texas to say that 
all existing rights of creditors remained unimpaired. I find in 
the bill that if an attachment is levied on a debtor’s property, 
and an assignment is subsequently made, that attachment is va- 
eated. Now, to that extent, therefore, it would seem that the 
existing right of the creditor is denied him. 

Mr. BAILEY. I stated that in response to the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER]. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Am I not correct? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly you are. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Then, an attachment levied by a creditor is 
vacated by an assignment by a debtor. 

Mr. BAILEY. It may be; yes. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Well,itis under the terms ofthe bill. Now, 
I want to inquire whether any other right of the creditor, now 
existing, snilee any of the laws of the States, in the nature of an 
executionary process, is interfered with by this bill, supposing 
it should become a law; that is to say,in Pennsylvania when we 
have obtained a judgment we issue an execution and levy upon 
the propeey, Does the bill interfere in any way with that? 

Mr. BAILEY. Notatall. In other words, the bill expressly 
provides that it shall be for the benefit of all creditors and sub- 
ject to all valid liens. 

Mr. BROSIUS. But itis not for the benefit of all creditors 
when it vacates a legal attachment which the creditor has al- 
ready levied upon the debtor's property. 

Mr. MALLORY. That is a valid lien. 

Mr. BROSIUS. But it vacates it, as I understand. 

Mr. BAILEY. That isa provision of the bill, and it is the 
oy way to affect it. Originally I said it did not affect any 
right the creditor enjoys; but that must be considered in con- 
nection with my statement in response to the gentleman from 

uisiana. Now, as to all other things, they stand ppoomey on 
the same ground in the bill as they did before the bill. 

Mr. BROSIUS. But that does not affect attachment liens. 

Mr. BAILEY. Under the attachment laws it does not. 

Mr. BROSIUS. But it seems to have been affected. 

Mr. BAILEY. It may be, if the debtor fails in his petition. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Caneitherof myfriendsfrom Texas or Louis- 

assign a reason for affecting an attachment—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Why certainly. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Divesting alien that has accrued to a cred- 
itor in the enjoyment of his legal right? 

Mr. BAI . This was to prevent collusive attachments. 
Tam free to say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that J had 
n conference with 


some doubts on the — myself, but u 
the gentleman from Louisiana, who has h large experience in 
commercial law practice, he insisted that the real ifficulty in 


ali these cases was collusive attachments—that the debtor, it the 
bill should pass without that provision, would suffer a favored 
ereditor, or one related to him, to attach the property of the 
creditor, which would absorb the estate and he would pay the 
others in a certificate of the court. 

Now, the committee sought to find a way outof that difficulty. 
It would not do to say if he was attached heshould not have the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1961 


benefitof the law, and stop there, for a vindictive creditor might 
attach him and prevent him from ever having the benefit of the 
law. Now, there was a way, and only one way, to let him have 
the benefit of it, if he was honestly attached, and defeat him if 
he was dishonestly attached, and that was that he would have 
to show that it was an honest attachment before he could get 
the benefit of the law. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Is there no way of making a distinction be- 
tween honest and collusive attachments? 

Mr. BAILEY. There isa difference in the opinion of many 
members; and if the gentieman will recollect, agreat many of the 
States of the Union have provided (I think that Illinois has pro- 
vided) that when a creditor attaches that bringsall the property 
in for pro rata distribution among all the creditors; and [ am 
told that in those States where it has been tried it has worked 
most excellent results. 

Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania wil\ 
permit me, I will state that the change of the law which he 
thinks is made by this provision of the bill is purely imaginary. 
The circuit court of the United States have heid and it is now 
stare decisis that an assignment for the benetit of the creditor 


made under the State laws dissolves all attachments. That is 
settled jurisprudence. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BOATNER. I move to strike out the last word. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time for debate on this 


amendment is exhausted. 
Mr. BROSIUS. I withdraw my amendment, as the explana- 
tion has been satisfactory. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the next 
paragraph. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentlom na 
question. He may have explained it before and I did not hear 


him. The question is, why is the operation of this bill confined 


to two years? 

Mr. BAILEY. I will be giad toanswer that when we re ich it. 

ro - a PICKLER. It may bear on some other sections of the 
ill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, in reply to that question I would 
simply say this, that all the bankruptcy laws which this country 
has ever had have been unsatisfactory. This the friends of the 
bill deem anexperiment. The experience under the last law 
was that it took six years to repeal it after the public became 
satisfied that it ought to be repealed. 

The House repealed it twice before the Senate consented; xnd 
finally, the last time, so overwhelming was the sentiment in favor 
of its repeal that the House voted it by a vote of 205 to 41 and 
the Senate voted it by 38 to about 16. 

Now, with the experience we have had with other bills, it was 
thought easier to renew it, if it was good, than to repeal it if it 
was bad; and it being an experiment, because we never before 
had a purely voluntary system, we thought we would frame it in 
such a way that if it did no good it certainly could not do very 
much harm, because of its limited existence. 

Mr. McCALL. I wish to ask the gentleman from Texas 
whether this bill abrogates existing State insolvency laws? 

Mr. BAILEY. It does not. 

Mr. MCCALL. Then in those States where they have invol- 
untary insolvency laws this bill would not prevent an applica- 
tion by the creditor under those laws? 

Mr. BAILEY. The bill provides that if a man has done cer- 
tain things he may go into the Federal courts and get his dis- 
charge. Now, if the State laws do not permit him to do those 
things, that is a matter between him and his State. 

Mr. McCALL. InStates where they have insolvent laws pro- 
viding for involuntary insolvency, as we have in Massachusetts, 
would those laws be operative while your bill was in force? 

Mr. BAILEY. I think undoubtedly they would, unless they 
conflicted, and the bill is so drawn that there could not possibly 
be any conflict, because whatever is done under it must be valid 


according to the law of the State and then according to the pro- 
visions of this bill. 
Mr. McCALL. Then, for instance, if the creditors of a debtor 


in Massachusetts were satisfied that he was defrauding them, 
they could make their application to our insolvency court under 
the State law, notwithstanding the existence of this Federal 
law? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly; andif they took him in under your 
State insolvency laws he would have to stay there. 

Mr. POWERS. I think the gentleman from Texas is falling 
intoan error in the answer he is making to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. It has been held by the Supreme Court, if [ am 
not greatly mistaken—it certainly has been held by several State 
courts—that where Congress fails to legislate on the subject of 
bankruptcy, State laws on that subject may be passed, but that 
if Congress undertakes to exercise its power, that suspends any 





F562 


such power on the part of the State. So that in this case, as 
Congress is now legislating on the subject, the State law of Mas- 
sachusetts, to which the gentleman [Mr. MCCALL] has referred, 
would be inoperative. 

Mr. BAILEY. But this law recognizes State legislation. 

Mr. POWERS. But the moment Congress legislates at all 
on the subject of bankruptcy its action een all State 
power to legislate on the subject, and therefore necessarily 
suspends the force of the involuntary insolvency laws of Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman from Vermont will recall the 
fact that in the very case where the Supreme Court said that 
the action of Congress vacated all State laws it yet sustained an 
assignment under the laws of Maryland. It said that it did, but 
it held that it did not vacate all State laws. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no amendment pend- 


ti r,. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last 
word of the preceding section. In answer to the criticisms made 
by gentlemen on the other side, I want vw say that the very object 
of this bill is to carry into effect and to give complete vitality 
to the insolvency laws of the several States. Under existing 
conditions the courts of no State can give a discharge from the 
payment of debts due to persons who reside outside of the juris- 
diction of the State, and therefore the insolvent laws of the 
several States are entirely ineffeetive. They have territorial 
effect within the borders of the several States, but it cam be of 
no benefit to the debtor to obtain a diseharge from creditors who 
reside in his own State if his property still remains. subject. to 
the claims of ereditors who reside outside of the State. 

Under the provisions of this bill the debtor who has made a 
surrender or an assignment of his property according to the law 
of the State where he resides, no unlawful preferences, 
doing nothing which contravenes the laws of the State, turning 
over his property less his legal exemptions to the officer pro- 
vided by the law of tho State, for distribution among his cred- 
itovs—the debtor who has, done this may go into. the Federal 
court and supplement the discharge which the State court is au- 
thorized to give him by st ne mar the Federal court which 
will be operative against all ¢ whatever. That,as I un- 
derstand, is the prineiple upon which the bill is founded, and it 
appears te me that it is not subject to the criticisms which gen- 
tlemen by their inquiries have seemed to. pass upon it. 

Now, as to whether or not the Supreme Court will hold that 
the bill establishes a uniform system of an, when it 
dees not provide for any liquidation or distribution of bankrupt 
estates by the 'ederal courts, that is a question upon which at 
this time Iam not prepared to express. an es but if the 
court does hold that the bill is constitutional in that respect, it 
seems to me that otherwise it is unobjectionable. If the insol- 
vent laws of the State do not do justice between the creditor 
and the debtor, that is.a matter for the State Legislature, and 
when Congress has supplemented the authority of the discharge 
which the State gives by a discharge from the Federal. court, 
all creditors will know that they must go into the Federal courts 
to protect their rights, and the bill will operate as a uniform 
bankruptcy law. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mer. aker, I wish to ask the gentle- 
mon from Texas.in charge of this bill a question, and as. the 
basis of it I will take his own State. In Texas I believe you 
have assignment laws, 

Mr. BAILBY. Y¥es, sir. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. And those laws provide that there shall 
be no preferenees? . 

Mr. BALLEY. The assignment law does so provide, but wo 
still hold that there. be a ference by a deed of trust. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Then, by a deed of trust you avoid that 
law with reference to ferences. In Texas, then, as [ under- 
stand, a debtor will getup deedsof trust.and dispose of his prop- 
ony by preferences, and he will gointe the State court and 
male a voluntary assignmentof what he has left. Then he can 
go into the State court and make a voluntary assignmentof what 
is left, can he not? 
ae — EY. If he does, he can not get.a discharge under 
this \ 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Wait a moment. That is not. certain. 
Suppose there has been under the Staté law a deed of trust eon- 
veying the property? Do you previde that the ereditors can 
come into the Federal court have that held invalid which 
by the State law was, valid? 

Me. BAILEY. The bill provides that if suck an aet be done 
ee — shall not be acquitted. Tf the gentleman will read 
t ea coupes 

Mr. NORTH WAY. I have done so; and what I want to find 
out is this: Take your own State; suppose. in the of any 
bill of this kind, a debtor, under a deed of trust, disposes of his 
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property and afterward makes an assignment; does that so: 
aside his deed of trust? 

Mr. BAILEY. Not atall. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The deed of trust is still valid, is it not? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Now, suppose the debtor under your 
State law, executes in the first place a deed of trust, and aft 
ward makes anassignment for the purpose of taking advant 
of this bill; does that set aside the deed of trust? 

Mr. BAILEY. No, sir; as a dishonest debtor, the man { 
to get a discharge. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Nota ‘“‘ dishonest debtor.” 
of his scent according to the laws of your State. 

Mr. BAILEY. But he undertakes to prefer one credito: 
another, which this bill provides shall not be done; or if 
done that there shall be no discharge. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But how can that. which has been ( 
lawfully under State law be unlawful under the Federal law 

Mr. BAILEY. If the gentleman will consider the matic: 
moment he will understand this distinction. This is a bill ex- 
tending benefactions; these are extended on certain conditions 
the main condition being that the creditors of the bankrip: 
shall participate fairly in the division of his estate. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But the question I want to ask is thi 
are you providing that the Federal court may hold that to 
unlawful which a State court holds to be lawful? 

Mr.. BAILEY. Itis not unlawful, but it is provided that 
that be done the debtor shail not have his discharge. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no amendment peni- 


g. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Imove to amend by striking out after the 
word “reside,” in line 6 of section 1, the words ‘‘ or be domi 
ciled;” so as to read: 
in which he may reside, or if he have property, etc. 


The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. BRostus. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, I understand that this ameni- 
ment meets the appreval of the gentleman in charge of this bil!; 
but before I take my seat I wish to ask him a question, and that 
is whether an assignment under this bill, if it should beeome 1 
law, would supersede an assignment under the State law? Su)- 
pose, for instance, under a Pennsylvania statute which does not 

rovide for any discharge, I makean assignment of my property 
or the benefit of my creditors, and subsequently [ make an «s- 
signment under the provisions of this act. What becomes of 
my first assi ent? 
ry. BAILEY. There is no assignment under the provisions 
of this act. The bill simply provides that theact of assignment 
must be: lawful under the laws of the State, and must also con- 
form to the requirements of this bill, which looks simply to an 
equal division of the property among the creditors. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Exactly. Now, two things must concur to 
make a valid assignment under this bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Not to make a valid assignment; but two 
things must concur in order to secure the diseharge of the 
de 


btor. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Certainly, that is what we are talking about; 
because an assignment without a diseharge will be of no earthly 
consequence to the debtor. But I say two things mustconcur 
First, it must be in conformity with the State statute; secondly 
it must eonform to the requirements of this act; otherwise a 
debtor ean not obtain hisdischarge. Suppose I make an assign- 
ment which conforms to the statute of my State, without in- 
tending to obtain a discharge; but I subsequently eonecive tho 
idea that I may gain something by proeeeding under this statuts 
of the United and [ make another assignment which con- 
forms te the law of my State and also to the requirements 0! 
the United States statute? What becomes of the first assign- 
ment? Isit superseded? 

Mr. BAILEY. If the first assignment violates the reguire- 
ments of this actin any way the debtor will have done somc- 
thing tending to defeat the equal distribution of hi. estate; an 
when he comes into the Federal court asking for a disehargo 
from his indebtedness he will be denied it, because his own act 
previously performed has defeated it. 

Mr. BROSIUS. That is a complete answer to my inquiry. 
Now, I ask a vote on my amendment, which, I believe, meets the 

robation of the gentleman in charge of the bill. 
“Pho amendment was agreed to. 

Section 2 was read, as follows: 

Sxo, 2. That such ent shall be made in accordance with the laws 
of the State where the tor resides, and shall convey all of the estate of 
the debtor exeept such as is exempt by the law of his domicile from exect- 
tion and Vanition for hindente, and shall. be for the equal benefit of all his 
creditors, subject to all valid liens, except with the preference hereinafter 
allowed. It shall contain alist of the names and mees of all his cred- 


ivors, and a eof his Oa and unexempt from execution, 
and the amount due to creditor. Itshall also contain a statement of 
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the liens or other incumbrances upon his property, all of which shall be 
verified by the oath of the debtor to be correct, the property so assigned or 
surrendered shall be administered and distributed among creditors accord- 
ing to the laws of the State where the debtor resides, subject to the pro- 
visions of this act. 
Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, I move tostrilke out—I have not the 
amended bill before me and can not get a copy, having been in- 
formed that there were none to be had—but I move to strike 
out the words that I suppose must be in lines 1 or 2 of the 
printed bill— 


tail be made in accordance with the laws of the State where the debtor | 
resices. 
And substitute in lieu of them the words: 
Ghall be made in accordance with the provisions of this act. 


Now. I desire the attention of every thoughtful and consid- 
erate man on this subject. 

What do you propose to do under the provisions of this bill 
asitstands’ Theassignmentis to be made “inaccordance with 
the lawsof the State where the debtor resides.” Now, take this 
case: The debtor who makesthe assignment. resides in the State 
of New York. He has property in the State of New York and 
also in the State of Illinois and in the State of Indiana. But 
you propose to have him convey that property in accordance 
with the laws of the State of New York. Then what is to hap- 
pen? Are you going to leave him there? 

This bill, as it now stands, leaves the assignor there. He 
chooses the trustee. This is a United States law; them, under 
this bill this man owning property in New York and residing 
there, having property in Illinois and in Indiama and creditors 
in each of these States, appoints an assignee im New York who 
goes into your State of Illinois and your State of Indiana and 
takes the property there situate, converts it into money and 
takes the proceeds to New York to be there administered under 
the assignment laws of New York, regardless of the rights of 
creditors living in the State of Illinois and regardless of the 
rights of creditors living in the State of Indiana or amy other 
State where such property may be, found. 

How are such creditors to be protected? Where and howare 
they togettheirrights? Whoisto protectthem? Whoistocon- 
trol the disposition of this property and where is it to be done? 
Under the laws of Indiana? Under the laws of Illinois? Inthe 
courts of those two States? No, but in the courts of the State 
of New York where the debtor lives and where he made his as- 
signment. 

Task you gentlemen from Indiana and you gentlemen from 
Illinois, you tlemen from the great commercial States and 
cities of the United States, whether you are prepared to give 
your assent to any such proposition as this that will unsettle 
and overturn the entire commercial systems prevailing in your 
States? What protection have you or what rights are guaran- 
teed to you by such a. bill as this? 

Mr. KILG RE. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. RAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is it not a fact that inall bankru 
and it was so provided in the Torrey bill, which I 
supported——— 

Mr. RAY. No, sir; I did not support it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, whether you did or not,is itnot afact 
that in all bankruptlaws it is provided that the bankrupt estate 
must be administered by the court having jurisdiction; that is 
tosay, that.court withinjwhose jurisdiction the bankrupt resides? 
ls not that the ease in all bankruptcy proceedings? 

Mr. RAY. Yes, my friend; but here is a case—— 

Mr. KILGORE (continuing). You can not have an adminis- 
tration of a bankrupt estate in every State where the bankrupt 
happens te have property. 

Mr. RAY. Let me answer your question first. Under the 
Torrey bill and@ all others that. have been presented heretofore, 
the bankrupt aet itself has attempted te provide the means and 
manner for the distribution af the estate of the bankrupt. It 
has made a ral law on the subject. 

Mr. K RE. Did it not provide the place where it should 
be administered, too? 

Mr. RAY. Certainly. 

Mr. KILGORE. And did it not provide for the discharge of 
the petitioner in a 
these acts provided the mode and manner of the distribution of 
the estate by a general law. But what do do in this act? 
“_ "syed bey oa 2 an and the — States courts 

n to adminis assignment laws of forty- 
four States. Heretofore, under eur ban oon on a 
auniform method of procedure, which to all States 
alike, but here you have ty taken from two or three dif- 
ferent States, carried into one State beeanse the assignor hap- 


laws— 
lieve you 
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pens to live there, and have it distributed and divided accord- 
ing to the laws of that particular State, without regard to what 
may be the rights of the ereditors in the other States under 
their State laws; so that the property of an insolvent debtor 
may be taken from New England, from New York, or Indiana. 
and carried away to Texas or Colorado to be administered under 
the lawsof those particular States. That is the injustice, in part, 
of the bill now before us that | complain of. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The timeof! the gentleman from 
New York has expired. 
Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman form New 


York is altogether at fault in his criticism of this section. It 
provides: 

2. That such assignment or cession shali be made in accordance with t! 
laws of the State where the debtor resides, and shall convey all of the estate 
of the debtor except such as is exempt by the law of his domicile from exe 
cution and liability for his debts, and shall be for the equal benefit of all his 
creditors, subject to all valid liens, except with the preference hereinaft 
allowed. 

That is to say that the person who seeks to avail himself of 
the provisions of this act must first have made an assignment 
or cession of the property for the benefit of his creditors; and 
it must be made according to the laws of the State wherein he 
resides, but inmaking it he must have conveyed to the assignee 
er person appointed to represent the creditors not only the 
property which he held there, but the property which he holds 
everywhere, in satisfaction of his obligations. The property 
which he may surrender in Illinois and the property in Indiana 
or elsowhere of course would be administered by the assignee or 
person appointed to represent the creditors in [ilinois or Indi 
ana, according to the laws of the particular State, or wherever 
the surrendered property happened to be—whether in Indiana 
or elsewhere. It would have to be administered exactly in ac- 
cordance with the laws. of the State where it is situate, provid- 
ing the effect of judgments, liens, etc. 

Mr. RAY. Now, under this law as it stands, if » man makes 
an assignment under the laws of the State of New York, and if 
he owns real estate and personal property in ten different States, 
the property will vest in the assignee. Now, do you claim tha! 
the property in each State would be administered according to 
the assignment laws of the State whore that property was sit- 
uated, or would it be administered under this bill aceording to 
the laws of the State where the assignee resided? Which? 

Mr. BOATNER. As to the mere form of proceeding of ad- 
ministration, of course that would be controlled by the laws of 
the State where the surrender was made. But the rights of 
parties in relation to the property would be determined by tiie 
laws of the States where the property was situated. No law o 
New York could be held to control a lien in the State of Illinois 
ana vice versa. 

Mr. RAY. Now let me ask you right there, would not the 
assignee in New York have a right to go into Illinois, or In- 
diana, or wherever he could find property, and convert if into 
money, and take the money proceeds of the property into the 
State of New York. 

Mr. BOATNER. Hecertainly would, unless, according tothe 
laws of Illinois or Indiana, there were liens upon the property, 
whieh had not been satisfied. 

Mr. RAY. Suppose there are noliens, but suppose the debtor 
has made fraudulent transfers, and people in the State of Indi- 
ana are seeking to set those aside. In comes the assignee from 
New York before the suit has been brought, before the man 
has an opportunity to assert his right, and converts the prop- 
erty into money and takes it away to the State of New York. 
What remedy has the man in Indiana? None whatever. 

Mr. BOATNER. The man in Indiana would have a perfect 
right to go in the State of Illinois, or New York, asthe case may 
be, and contest in those courts for the enforeement of his rights 
against the fundin the handsof the assignee, according to the 
laws of the State where the contract is made. 

Mr. RAY. That is true; and right there is the injustice and 
folly of this bill. because I, being an assignee in New York, go 
into Illinois and take the property and carry it away, in the 
form of money, to New York, and the creditorsin Illinois, seek- 
ing to enforce their rights, are compelled to follow me into the 
State of New York and see the property disposed of under the 
laws of New York. I donot believe anybody wants that done. 
Nocommercial man does. The property should be distributed 
according to a rule of law made by the United States, not by a 
single State of the forty-four. 

Mr. BOATNER. The very identieal condition of affairs 
which the gentleman now regards with so much horror was 
provided for by the Torrey bill. It was provided for by the 

kruptey bill of 1867, and, so far as I know, was provided for 
by every bankruptey bill the country has ever had. Why, you 


can not have a separate bankruptey administration im every 


State and locality where the property is situated. The gentle- 
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man from Vermont [Mr. POWERS] has suggested to me that the 
assignment is made under the law of the State where the as- 
signment is made. That law can have no extraterritorial ef- 
fect. The person appointed to represent the creditors has a 
certain representative capacity. 

He may go into another State, and in his official capacity may 
obtain the possession of property. He may provoke the sale of 
property, but he must do so subject to the laws of that State, 
and subject to the rights of creditors of that State. If they 
stand by and permit him to reduce the property to cash and to 
convey it into another State, why there is no more hardship in 
those creditors being obliged to go to that State for the purpose 
of obtaining the ascertainment of their rights than there is for 
the creditor in New York who now goes to Louisiana or Texas, 
nenY for the same purpose if his debtors happen to live 
there. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I move to strike out in line 4 

Mr. RAY. I have not withdrawn my amendment. 
a vote on my amendment. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore (Mr. DockERyY). The Chair will 
submit the question on the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from New York pe. Ray]. 

Mr. MALLORY. lIask that that amendment be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will again report the 
amendment. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think we might have some time if there is 
any disposition to discuss it. This is a committee amendment, 
and I did not feel at liberty to leave it out of the substitute that 
I prepared, but I think it is entirely covered by the first section 
of the bill, which iprovides that the assignment shall be valid 
according to the laws of the State. 

Mr. RAY. Where is that? 

Mr. BAILEY. In the first section of the bill— 


or if he have property in any other jurisdiction, then as to such property, 
valid according to the laws thereof. 








I call for 


Now, as to personal property in a different jurisdiction, it is 
conveyed by the law, conforming to the law of the assignor’s 
domicile or residence. 

Mr. RAY. Iask unanimous consent for five minutes on this 
subject here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. MALLORY. I object. 

Mr. RAY. Let us understand this before we go further. 

Mr.MALLORY. I donot careanything further about debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the 
chair does not know whether the committee amendments have 
ail been agreed to. 

Mr. BAILEY. The committee have amendments to offer. * 
asked unanimous consent that the amendments of the committee 
be agreed to in gross, and the gentleman from New York ob- 
jected. He desires now to submit some amendments. 

Mr. RAY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. ‘'The gentleman 
from New York” did not object. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, then, [renew my request. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WIL- 
LIAM A, STONE] objected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that the 
committee amendments were all agreed to. 

Mr. BOATNER. What was objected to was that the substi- 
tute be considered as pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. RAY. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 10, noes 39. 

Mr. RAY. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New York 
makes the point of no quorum. The Chair will appoint as tel- 
lers the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] and the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. BAILEY]. 

The House again divided; and there were—ayes 3, noes 69. 

Mr. BAILEY. Idemand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as tel- 
ters the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray! and the gentle- 
man from aa BAILEY]. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Can we have the amendment of the gen- 


tleman from New York reported again? There are members 
present who do not understand what it is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, and at the 
request of the gentleman from Kansas, the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York will again be reported. 

The amendment was again reported. 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 22, nays 13 
answered “ present” 9, not voting 185; as follows: 


Bartholdt, 
Brosius, 
Burrows, 
Covert, 
Daniels, 
Draper, 


Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Arvold, 
Babcock, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baldwin, 
Barnes, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bell, Tex. 
Berry, 
Black, Ga, 
Black, IL. 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Boen. 
Bower, N. C. 
Bretz, 
Broderick, 
Brookshire, 
Bryan, 
Bynum, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Carutk, 
Catchings, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. 


Childs, 
Everett, 
Gear, 


Abbott, 
Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aldrich, 
Apsley, 
Avery, 
Bailey, 
Baker, N. H. 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 


Bingham, 
Blair, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cai. 
Branch, 
Breckinridge, Ark 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 
Brown, 
Bundy, 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Ill. 
Capehart, 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 


Dingley, 


YEAS—22 
Fletcher, Marvin, N. ¥. 
Gillet, N. ¥. Northway, 
Harmer, Post, 
Hicks, Ray. 
Hull, Reilly, 
Kiefer, Somers, 
NAYS—125 


Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Cox, 
Crawford, 
Cummings. 
Curtis, Kans. 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
DeForest, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Donovan, 
Dunn, 

Bilis, Ky. 
English, N. J. 
Epes, 
Erdman, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Fyan, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Graham, 
Gresham, 
Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Harris, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Heard, 
Henderson, N.C. 
Holman, 
Hudson, 
Hunter, 


Hutcheson, 
Izlar, 
Johnson, N. Dak, 
Jones, 
Kilgore, 
Kribbs, 
Kyle, 

Lane, 
Lapham, 
Latimer, 
Layton, 
Lockwood, 
Lynch, 
Maddox, 
Maguire, 
Mallory, 
Marsh, 
Marshall, 
Martin, Ind. 
McCulloch, 
McDearmon, 
McEttrick, 
McKaig, 
McLaurin, 
McNagny, 
McRae 
Meyer, 
Money, 
Morgan, 
Neill, 
Newlands, 
Ogden, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
Outhwaite, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT "—9. 


Geissenhainer, 
Morse, 


Page, 
Powers, 


NOT VOTING—185. 


Dolliver, 
Doolittle, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Oregon 
English, Cal. 
Enloe 


Fielder, 
Funk, 
Funston, 
Gardner, 
Geary, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hager, 
Hainer, 
Haines, 
Hammond, 
Hare, 
Harter, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Ill. 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hendrix, 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hines, 
Hitt, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
op a. 
Houk, 
Haulick, 
Ikirt, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Kem, 
Lacey, 


Lawson, 
Lefever, 
Lester, 
Linton, 
Livingston, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 
M er, 
Mahon, 
McAleer, 
McCali, 
McCleary, Minn. 
McCreary, Ky. 
McDannold, 
McDowell, 
McGann, 
Sg ag 
McMillin, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meredith, 
Milliken, 
Montgomery, 
Moon, 
Moses, 
ere: 
Mutchler, 
Oates, 
O’ Neill, Mo. 
Patterson, 
Payne, 
Paynter, 
Phillips, 
ps, 

Pickler, 
Pigott, 

gg, 
Handa, 

yner, 
Reed 


Reyburn, 
Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Mich. 
Robinson, Pa. 


Rusk, 
Russell, Conn. 


Stone, W.A 
Thomas, 
Waneger, 
Wright, Mass 


Paschal, 
Pearson, 
Pence, 
Pendleton, T 
Pendleton, W.Va 
Price, 
Richardson, Tenp 
Ritchie, 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Sayers, 
Sheil, 
Snodgrass, 
Sorg, 
Springer, 
Stockdale, 
Strait, 
Strong, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Tarsney, 
Tate, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 
Tucker, 
Tyler, 

arner, 
Wells, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Williams, Ii! 
Williams, Miss 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wise, 
Woodard. 


Smith, 
Tracey. 


Russell, Ga. 
Ryan, 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 


Stallings, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, Ky. 
Storer, 
Straus, 
Swanson, 
Sweet, 
Talbott, Md. 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 
Updegraf, 
VanVoorhis, N. Y 
VanVoorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Washington, 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ill. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Wilson, Wash 
Wilson, W. Va 
Wolverton, 
Woomer, 
Wright, Pa. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HoPKINS of [/Ii- 


nois, until further notice. 


For the rest of the ~ 4 
Mr. RICHARDS with 


r. STORER. 


Mr. LESTER with Mr. GROSVENOR. 
Mr. BURNES with Mr. APSLEY. 

Mr. Geary with Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
Mr. SWANSON with Mr. WADSWORTH. 
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this question: ; 
Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland with Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa with Mr. Suaw. 

Mr.McCULLOCH. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New 
York, Mr. Coomss, was taken sick awhile ago and had to go 
home. I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my col- 
league, Mr. WRIGHT, be excused indefinitely, on account of sick- 
ness. 

"These was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will note the names 


of those who are present and not voting; and on this call gen- 


tlemen whose names are called by the Clerk can vote. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER, Mr. BRANCH, Mr. BUNDY, Mr. CURTIS 
of New York, Mr. Ik1trT, Mr. LESTER, Mr. MAHON, Mr. Mc- 
CLEARY of Minnesota, Mr. PATTERSON, Mr. RICHARDS, and Mr. 
CHARLES W. STONE. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, do I understand that the names 
of the persons just announced were those present and not voting? 

The SPEAKER protempore. They are. 

Mr, BROSIUS. I heard the name of my colleague, Mr. 
BELTZHOOVER, called. 

Mr. BAILEY. He is sitting right over here. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I was present and noi voting, 
because I was paired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon this question the tellers 
report—yeas 22, nays 134, answering present 7, and the tellers 
note the presence of 11, making in all 174 gentlemen. No quo- 
rum has voted. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded call the roll, when the following-named 
members failed to respond. 


Abbott, Dolliver, Lacey, Shaw, 

Adams, Ky. Doolittle, Lawson, Sherman, 
Aldrich, Dunphy, Livingston, Sibley, 

Alen, Durborow, Loud, Sickles, 
Apsley, Edmunds, Magner, Simpson, 
Babcock, Enloe, McAleer, Sipe, 
Bankhead, Fielder, McCreary, Ky. Stallings, 
Bartlett, Funk, McDannold, Stephenson, 
Belden, Funston, McDowell, Stone, Ky. 
Berry, Gardner, McGann, Storer, 
Bingham, Geary, McKeighan, Straus, 

Blair, Gillet, N. Y. MeMillin, Swanson, 
Boutelle, Gillett, Mass. Meredith, Talbott, Md. 
Bower, N. C. Goldzier, Milliken, Tawney, 
Breckinridge, Ark.Goodnight, Montgomery, Taylor, Tenn. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grosvenor, Moon, Turner, Ga. 
Bunn, Grout, Moses, Turner, Va. 
Burnes, Grow, Murray, Turpin, 
Burrows, Haines, Mutchler, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Cadmus, Hammond, Newlands, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Causey, Hare, Oates, Wadsworth, 
Chickering, Haugen, Paynter, Walker, 
Clancy, Hayes, Phillips, Waugh, 
Clarke, Ala. Heiner, Pigott, Weadock, 
Cobb, Ala. Henderson, Iowa Quigg, Wever, 
Cockran, Hendrix, Randall, Wheeler, IL. 
Cogswell, Hermann, Rayner, White, 

Conn, Hines, Reyburn, Whiting, 
Coombs, Hooker, Miss. Richardson, Mich, Wilson, Wash. 
Cornish, Hooker, N. Y. Robinson, Pa. Wilson, W. Va. 
Covert, Hopkins, Pa. Rusk, Wolverton, 
Crain. Houk, Russell, Ga. Woomer, 
Culberson, Hulick, Ryan, Wright, Pa. 
Davey, Johnson, Ind. Schermerhorn, 

Denson, Johnson, Ohio Scranton, 

Dingley, Kem, Settle, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The doors will now be closed 
and the Clerk will call the names of gentlemen who failed to re- 
spond on the first call. Upon this call excuses will be in order. 

Mr. BOWERS (when the name of Mr. Loup was called). Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that my colleague, Mr Loup, 
be excused as he has gone home sick. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PAYNE (when the name of Mr STORER was called), Mr. 
Speaker, I ask that the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. STORER be 
excused on account of illness in his family. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The call was completed. 

The. SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon this call 205 gentlemen 
have answered to their names, more than a quorum. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with all 
further proceedings under the call. 

a ae a ag to. 

r. ’. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the order by which the yeas and nays have beenordered on 
the amendment of the gentleman from New York be vacated. 

Mr. RAY. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a 
parliamentary inquiry. 
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The gentleman 





The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DOCKERY), 
will state it. 

Mr. RAY. I wish to inquire whether under the order adopted 
this morning we are not required to vote on this bill at half 
past 4 o’clock to-day? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the order. 

The Clerk read the order as above printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair isadvised that under 
the order the time expires at twenty minutesto 5. Thepresent 
occupant of the chair was notin the chair at the time of the 
adoption of the order, but that is the record at the desk. Is 
there objection to the request of the gentleman from Texas that 
the order by which the yeas and nays were ordered on the a 
ment of the gentleman from New York be vacated? 

Mr. RAY. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made to the request 
of the gentleman from Texas. The yeas and nays have beenor- 
dered upon the amendment of the gentleman from New York; 
the tellers will take their places at the desk, and the Clerk will 
call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll and completed the first 
call, 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that the hour 
for taking the vote has arrived, I again ask unanimous consent 
that the order for the yeas and pays be vacated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas, 

nding the second call, asks unanimous consent that the order 
or the yeas and nays be vacated. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The order is vacated, the amend- 
ment is rejected, and the previous question now operates on the 
bill and amendments to its passage. 

Mr. BAILEY. The amendment of the gentleman from New 
York was voted down, and the order for the yeasand nays being 
vacated, I assume that the amendment has failed and thut the 
gentleman withdraws the point of no quorum. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, the understanding to which I am 
willing to consent is this: That the substitute proposed by the 
gentleman from Texas or the majority of the committee shall 
be regarded as pending in lieu of the original bill, and that the 
gentleman from Vermont | Mr. POWERS] shall have the rigit by 
unanimous consent to offer his substitute for that bill; the vote 
to be taken on the substitute and then on the bill presented by 
the gentleman from Texas. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would be glad to 
have the gentleman from Texas state his proposition. 

Mr. BAILEY. Lask unanimous consent that the substitute 
which I shall offer shall be regarded and treated by the tou 
as the original bill with amendments, and that for that sub-t 
tute the gentleman from New York [Mr. RAy] or the ¢ 
man from Vermont [Mr. POWERS] shall have the privileze o 
offering the bill which they propose as a substitute. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tex:s asics 
unanimous consent to offer a bill as a substitute for the one now 
pending, the substitute to be treated as the original bill, and 


that the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POWERS] be authori 
to offer a substitute for that. 

Mr. REED. Is that coupled with any proposition as to time 
for discussion? 

Mr. BAILEY. This does not affect the discussion; there 
will be no discussion on either. 

Mr. REED. It seems to me if we are going to have a bank- 
ruptcy bill we ought to have some discussion, especially if tw 
new ones are to be brought in. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will say to the gentleman that there are ab- 
solutely no changes except verbal changes in the bill which | 
now propose to offer as a substitute, to be treated as the origi 
nal bill; and the bill which the gentleman from Vermont | Mr. 
POWERS] will offer as a substitute has been before the Hou 
heretofore, and was discussed for two weeks. 

The SPEAKER pvo tempore. Is there objection tothe requ 
of the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. BAILEY}? 

Mr. HATCH. I would like to hear that request stated again. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Thegentleman from Texasasks 
unanimous consent to offer a substitute for the bill now pending, 
the substitute to be treated as the original bill; and he alsoasks 
that the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POWERS] be permitted 
to offer a substitute. 

Mr. HATCH. I object to any vote on the Torrey bill. We 
rejected it once; and that ought to be satisfactory to every wen- 
tleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The questionis onordering this 
bill to be maneed and read the third time. 

The question being put, there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE)—ayes 91, noes 42. 

Mr. RAY. No quorum. 
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Mr. BAILEY. We may as weil have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. RAY. Before this question is put, I wish to make a par- 
liamentary inquiry. The agreement was made that if consent 
was given for the bill of the gentleman from Texas[Mr. BAILEY 
to come in the bill of the gentleman from Vermont[Mr. POWERS 
should be entertained as a substitute. Now, having been talk- 
ing amoment with gentlemen on this side, I find a vote is about 
to be taken on the original bill. 

Mr.BAILEY. Objection was made. 

Mr. RAY. Then the agreement was not carried out? 

Mr. BAILEY. It could not be by reason of objection. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The question is now on the en- 
grossment and third reading of the bill which has been under 
consideration during the day. 

Mr. RAY. Not the substitute? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No; because the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Harcu] objected to the request for unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. RAY. Now I understand the matter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to ask unanimous consent that the 
vote be taken now by yeas and nays on the final passage of the 
bill, instead of on the engrossment and third reading. 

Mr. REED. Oh, no; let us goon in accordance with the reg- 
ular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
by the gentleman from Maine. 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas{Mr. 
BAILEY] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] will act 
as tellers during the call of the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 123, nays 55, 
answered “present” 1, not voting 172; as follows: 





The regular order is demanded 
The question is on ordering the 
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YEAS—123. 
Aitken, Coffeen, Ikirt, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Alderson, Cooper, Fila. Tzlar, Perkins 
Alexander, Cooper, Ind. Johnson; N. Dak. Pickler; 
Allen, Cooper, Tex. Jones, Price, 
Arnold, Cox, - Kem, Richardson, Tenn. 
Bailey, Cu —— Ritchis, 
Baker, Kans. Cartis, Kans, Kyle, Robertson, La. 
Barnes, avis, Lapham, Sayers, 
Barwig, De Armond, Layton, Shell, 
Bell, Colo, Dinsmore, Lester, Somers, 
Bell, Tex. Doe 4 Lucas, Sorg, 
Black, Ga. Dolliver, Lynch, Sprir » 
Black, Il. Donovan, addox, Stook ale, 
Boatner, Dunn, He te Strait, 
Boen, BPnglish, Cal Mallory, Sweet, 
Bowers, Cal. we Marsh, Talbert, S: C, 
Branch, thian, Marshall, Tarsney, 
Brickner, Geissenhainer, Martin, Ind. Taylor, Ind. 
Broderick, Gorman, McDearmor, Terry, 
Brookshire, Hall, Mo Mc bBttrick, Tracey, 
Brvan, Harris, McKeighan, Tucker. 
Bunn, . Hartman, MeLqwurin, Turner, Va. 
Bynum, Hayos, MeNagny, Tyler, 
Campbell, Heard, Meyer, Updegraff, 
Cannon, Cal. Hentterson, N.C. Money, Washington, 
Cannon, DL Hitt, Morgan, Wheviter, Ala. 
Carath, Holman, Ogden, Williams, Miss. 
Catchings, Hudson, Paschal, Wilson, Ohio 
Clark, Mo. Hull, Pearson, Wise, 
Cobb, Mo. Hunter, Pence, Woodard. 
Cockrell, Hutcheson, Pendleton, Tex. 

NAYS—55. 
Avery, English, N. J. Kribbs, Ray, 
Bartholdt, Erdman, Lane, Richards, Ohio 
Belvzhoover, Kverett, Latimer, Russell, Conn. 
Bland, Borman, Lockwood, Smith, 
Bretz, Fyan, Mahon, Snodgrass, 
Brosius, Graham, Marvin, N. Y. Stevens, 
Cousins, Gresham, McCulloch, Stone, C. W. 
Crawford, Hall, Minn, MeKaig, Stone, W. A, 
Curtis, N. Y. Harmer, McRae, Tate, 
Dalzell, Harter, Morse, Warner, 
Daniels, Hatch, Neill, Wells, 
De Forest, Hepburn, O'Neil, Mass. Williams, Ill. 
Ellis, Ky. Hicks, Page, Wright, Mass. 
Ellis, Oregon Kiefer, Powers, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT’’—1. 
Outhwaite. 
NOT VOTING—1I72. 

Abbott, Breckinridge, Ark. Cockran, EHamunds, 
Adams, Ky. Breckinridge, Ky. Cogswell, Eniloe, 
Adams, Pa. Brown, Conn, Fielder, 
Aldrich, Bundy, Coombs, Fletcher, 
Apsley, Burnes, Cooper, Wis. Fank, 
Babcock, Burrows, Cornish, Funston, 
Baker, N, H. Gabaniss, Covert, Gardner, 
Baldwin, Cadmus, Crain, Gear, 
Bankhead, Caminetti, Culberson, Geary, 
Barilett, Capehart, Davey, Gillet, N. Y, 
Belden, usey, Denson, Gillett, Mass, 
Berry, Chickering, Dingley, Goldzier, 
Bingham, Childs, Doolittie, 
Blair, Clancy, Draper, Grady, 
Beutelle, Clarke, Ala. Dunphy, Griffin, ; 
Bower, N.C. Cobb, Ala. Durborow, Grosvenor, 


Grout, Loud, Phillips, Stone, Ky. 
Grow, Loudenslager, Pigott, Storer, 
Hager, Magner, Post, Straus, 
Hainer, McAleer, Quigg, Strong, 
Haines, McCall, Randall, Swanson, 
Hammond, McCleary, Minn. Rayner, Talbott, Ma 
Hare, McCreary, Ky. Reed, Tawney, 
Haugen, McDannold, Reilly, Taylor, ‘Tenn. 
Heiner, McDowell, Reyburn, Thomas, 
Henderson, Ill. MeGann, Richardson, Mich. Turner, Ga 
Henderson, lowa McMillin, Robbins, Turpin, 
Hendrix, Meiklejohn, Robinson, Pa. Van Voorhis, N. y 
Hermann, Mercer. Rusk, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Hines, Meredith, Russell, Ga. Wadsworth, 
Hooker, Miss. Milliken Ryan, Walker, 
Hooker, N. Y. Montgomery, Sehermerhorn, Wanger, 
Hopkins, I11. Moon, Scranton, Waugh, 
Hopkins, Pa. Moses, Settle, Weadock, 
Houk, Murray, Shavw, Wever, 
Hulick, Mutchiler, Sherman, Wheeler, Lil. 
Johnson, Ind. Newlands, Sibley, White, 
Johnson, Ohio Northway, Sickles, Whiting, 
Lacey, Oates, Simpson, Wilson, Wash 
Lawson, O'Neill, Mo. Sipe, Wilson, W. Va 
Lefever, Patterson, Sperry, Wolverton, 
Linton, Payne, Stallings, Woomer, 
Livingston, Paynter, Stephenson, Wright, Pa 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DockERy). The Clerk wil! 
report the names of those members who are reported by the 
tellers as present and not voting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia, Mr. GEAR, Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota 
CAMINETTI, and Mr. MOCALD. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a point of order in 
regard to the report just read by the Clerk. I desire to say 
that Mr. GEAR was not within the range of my vision; that is, | 
did notsee him. .‘fter the voting was all over and they were 
counting up the lis; I did see him, but not until after the c 
of the roll had been wompieted. 

I do not know of course how the rule will be construed by tho 
Chair; whether a member could only be noted as present when 
his name was-ealled or not. 

Mr. BAILBY. In reply to the gentleman from New York, 
want to say, Mr. Speaker, that there was nobody within th 
range of the gentleman's vision. If you look at the roll kept by 
the gentleman you will see that he has not marked anybody as 
** present.” 

fr. RAY. Oh, I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I did. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, give me the tally sheet and I will prov 
that the gentleman did not. I make the statement that the gen 
tleman did not mark any member as being present, and to pro\ 
it 1 hold in my hand the tally sheet, which does not show t! 
name of any member marked upon it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will ask the gentle 
man from New York if he objects to any other name upon th 
list? 

Mr. RAY. I do not; and I do not object to that. I on! 
wished to call attention to it, so that we may have some con- 
struction—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Inasmuch as the gentleman from New Yor! 
has challenged the fact of the presence of the gentleman from 
Iowa, permit me to say that the gentleman from lowais himsc! 
in the House, and I am sure hewill not undertake to say that h 
was not present, talking to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Bric 
while the roll was being called. 

Mr. RAY. Now, Mr. Speaker, Iam uot prepared to say th 
Mr. GEAR was not in this House during the roll call, but I « 
say, and I do say, and I think Ihave pretty fair eyes and [look 
very carefully, that I did not see him during the call. I did not 
see him until after the roll call was entirely completed, and wh: 
they were counting up the number voting. Then the gent: 
man from Texas said, ‘“There is the gentleman from Iowa { 1) 
GEAR}; put him down,” or “count him.” Isaid, ‘No; he v 
not here during the roll call.” 

Now, the fact that he was present im mediately after the rv 
was called may entitle him to be recorded. I do not know as ‘ 
that. But that is all I can say in regard to the matter. 

Mr. BAILEY. As a matter of fact, I did not put the nan 
of Mr. GEAR down until I saw him standing over there talkin 
to the Senator from Ohio— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will again ask th 
entleman from New York if there is any other name on t! 
ist to which he objects? 

Mr. RAY. Ido notobject toany other, and I only raised that 
objection because of the circumstances connected with it. I do 
not know how the Chair will regard it, but it seems to me tha! 
the member named can only be marked as present at the tim 
his name is reached on the roll. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


name of the gentleman from Iowa | Mr. GEAR}, who is recorded 
as present, will be omitted from the list. 


If there be no objection the 
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Mr. BAILEY. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
report of the tellers. “ey 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, during 
the latter part of the roll call Governor GEAR was talking- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not hearing evi- 
dence on the subject. If the gentleman will allow the Chair to 

ceed—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me say, Mr. Speaker, that I am entirely 
willing the name shall be taken from the list, as it is not neces- 
sary to make the quorum; but I adhere to the statement I have 
made that Mr. GEAR was present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no issue raised by the 
Chair upon that question. The only question is whether there 
is objection to omitting the name from those announced as pres- 
ent and not voting, it not being necessary to make a quorum. 

The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded. 

The bill was accordingly read the third time, the question be- 


ing upon its passage. 


There is a disagreement in the 





The question was taken; and on a division, demanded by Mr. 
PAYNE, there were—ayes 106, noes 36. 
Mr. WELLS. No quorum. 


The SPEAKER pyro tempore. 


The point of no quorum being 


made, the Chair will order tellers. 
Mr. WELLS and Mr. BAILEY were appointed tellers. 


Mr, BAILEY. 


point of no quorum. 
I will withdraw it so as to avoid detaining 
members here, but I doit with regret. 
The point of no quorum is with- 


' Mr. WELLS. 
The SPEAKER protempore. 


drawn. 


Mr. PAYNE. 
Mr. BAILEY. 
sage of the bill. 


I renew it. 
Then I demand the yeas and nays on the pas- 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of 
Mr. PAYNE and Mr. BAIL&y as tellers at the desk. 
Mr. Speaker, I have just received a dispatch 
from my colleague, Mr. CORNISH of New Jersey, who wishes to 
be excused on account of sickness. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. PICKLER. Pending the vote on the passage of the bill 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The Chair can not at this time 


Mr. DUNN. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
entertain that motion under the special rule. 


I hope the gentleman will not insist upon the 


€ 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 117, nays 37, 
answered ‘‘present” 3, not voting 194; as follows: 


Breckinridge, Ky. 


Brickner, 
Brown, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus, 
Capehart, 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Coun, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cornish, 
Covert, 
Crain, 
Culberson, 
Dalzell, 
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Geary, 
Gilet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Gorman, 
Graham, 
Griffin 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hager 
Hainer, 
Haines, 
Hall, Minn. 
Hammond, 
Hare, 
Harmer, 
Harter, 
Hartman, 
Haugen, 
Heiner, 


Henderson, Ill. 
Henderson, Lowa 


Lester, 
Linton, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
sucas 
Magner, 
Marvin, N.Y 
McAleer, 
McCall, 
McCreary, Ky. 
McDannold, 
McDowell, 
McGann, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meredith, 
Milliken, 
Montgomery, 
Moon, 

Moses, 
Murray, 
Mutchiler, 


1967 


Russell, Ga. 
Ryan, 


Schermerhorn, 


Scranton, 
Settle, 
Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 





Stalli , 
Stephenson, 
Stone, K 
Storer, 
Strau: 
Strong 
Swanson, 
Talbott. Md 
Tawney 
Taylor, Tenn 
Thoma 


Davey, Hendrix, Newlands, ‘Turpin 

De Forest, Hepburn, Northway, Updegrafi 
Denson, Hermann, Oates, Van Voorhis, N.Y 
Dingley, Hicks, O' Neill, Mo. Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Dolliver, Hines, Patterson, Wadsworth, 
Doolittle, Hooker, Miss. Paynter, Walker, 

Draper, Hooker, N. Y. Pence, Wanger, 

Dunphy, Hopkins, Il. Phillips, Waugk, 
Durborow, Hopkins, Pa. Pigott, Weadock, 
Edmunds, Houk, uigg, Wever, 

Elits, Ky. Hulick, andall, Wheeler, Ili 

Ellis, Oregon Hull, Ray. White, 

Enloe, Hutcheson, Rayner, Whiting, 
Fielder, Ikirt, Reed, Wilson, Was!) 
Fletcher, Johnson, Ind Reilly, Wilson, W. Va 
Forman, Johnson, Ohio Reyburn, Wolverton 

Funk, Lacey, Richardson, Mich Woomer, 
Funston, Lane Robbins, Wright, Pa 
Gardner, Lawson, Robinson, Pa 

Gear, Lefever, Rusk, 


No quorum voting. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pair: 

For this day: 

Mr. MAGNER with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam paired with my colleague | Mr. Hovk 
and hence have answered ‘‘ present” instead of voting. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, it is evident we can not obtain 
a quorum this evening, and I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 52 minutes p. m.) the Iouse ad 
journed. 





YEAS—117. 
a Aldevson, Gomes, Kem, Price, PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
i Alexander, Jooper, Ind. Kilgore, Richardson, Tenn. T : - i f ‘ ion of the fol 
™ lien. Cooper, Tex. Kyle, Ritchie, Under clause 3 of Rule XXIT, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
Arnold, Cooper, Wis. Lapham, Robertson, La. lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows 
ne 4 Se Latimer, Savers, By Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H.R. 7732) author- 
’ ’ ayton, eli, ivine ti na =| o Yai ACC Iptai imonial 
Barnes, Curtis, Kans. Tone Somers, izing the persons named therein to accept certain testimonia 
Barwig, Davis, Maddox, Sorg, from the Canadian Government—to the Committee on Foreign 
Bell, Colo, De Armond, Maguire, Springer, Affairs. 
aio a? Mealory; Stockdale, By Mr. CLARKE of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7733) to grant the 
Black, Il. Donovan, Marshall, Sweet. right of way through the public lands for tram roads, ditches, 
Boatner, Dunn, Martin, Ind. Talbert, S. C. and canals, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Boen, English, Cal. McDearmon, Tarsney, Public Lands 
Bowers, Cal. 7a McEttrick, Taylor, Ind. > Mr PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 7734) ‘ snd ar “4 
Branch, Fithian, McKeighan, Terry, ’ By LT. LEVIN: 2h Dab (Eh. du. 4 bok) to amend an act en- 
—— —— MeLauta, ae, titled ‘*An act authorizing the construction of a high wagon 
, esham, cNagny, ‘ucker, rics across , issouri River ¢ , ear ioux , 
Bryan, Hall, Mo. iepen eas On. br idge _ across A 4 Mumeerl & iver at = = ar Sioux Cit; 
Bundy, Harris, Money, Turner, Va. Towa,” approved March 2, 1889, as amended by acts of Ap) 
8 mares, come Tyler, 30, 1890, February 7, 1893, and March 24, 1894—to the Committee 
; ’ eard, eden, ashington, ‘ ; ‘oreis 7 erce 
Caminettt, Henderson, N.C. O'Neil, Mass. Wheeler, Ala. = J ee gmc H. Res. 204) for the relief 
Campbell, Hitt, Outhwaite, Williams, Miss. By Mr. FLYNN: A joint resolution ( . Les. U4) lor the reiiel 
Cannon, Cal Holman, Paschal, Wilson, Ohio of certain settlers in Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Pub- 
Caruth, Hudson, Pearson, ise, lic Lands 
Catchings, Hunter, Pendleton, Tex. Woodard. phy ype 
ou — oer, ani tee puatiovon, W. Va. 
2 ohnson, N, . Perkins, rAr awe 
Cockrell, Jones. Pickler. PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
NAYS—97. Under clause 1 of Ruie XXII, private bills of the following 
B ] 
aa Everett, Morse, Stone, C. W. titles were presented and referred as follows: 
Bretz, Hatch, i oem, WA. By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 7735) for the relief of 
Brosius, Kiefer, Payne, Warner, D. H. Dickason—to the Committee on Claims. 
—— ; —— Fost, Wells, ‘ Also, a (bill H, R. 7736) granting an increase of pension to 
ae , “leat Were, ams, Ill. Charles F. Holly—to the Committee on Pensi 
Curtis, N. Y. McCleary, Minn. Richards ight, M Jhariles PF. y aC ec on Pensions. 
Daniels, McCulloch, Russell, — es By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 7737) to pension Aseneth J. 
= N. J. — Seon Burnett, foster mother of Charles Henry Albright and George 
. Z ight—to t y i alid Pensi 
ian Senet Arthur Albright—to the Committee on [nvalid Pensions 
Cannon, Ill. Geissenhainer, MeMillin. ig 
om NOT VOTING—19. PETITIONS, ETC. 
tt, Apsley, Ban Bingh Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
Agams Key. Avery, Bartlett, Blair, were laid on the Clerk's desk:'and r werved an ‘iellows it 
Pa. Babcock, Belden, Boutelle. : . ee ia oar ; 
Aiken, Baker, N. H. Beltzhoover, Bower, N.C. By Mr. BOEN: Petition of citizens of Otter Tail and Grant 
rich, Baldwin, Berry, Breckinridge, Ark. | Counties, Minn., asking that Congress adjourn immediately, and 
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that the question of money, tariff,and an income tax be decided 
by a direct vote of the people—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Petition of Rev. B. F. Smith and 500 
other citizens of Kansas, for the enactment of a law to suppress 
lotteries—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Papers in the claim of Winniford Col- 
lier, of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARKE of Alabama: Petition of J. A. Freeman and 
others, members of the Southern Timber Association, asking for 
the passage of a law by Congress granting them and others the 
right of way over land belonging to the United States for timber 
er ditches, and canals—to the Committee on the Public 

ands. 

By Mr. COVERT: Petition of W. P. Field and others, citizens 
of Suffolk County, N. Y., against an income tax as applicable to 
fraternal beneficiary orders—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): Petition of sundry citizens of At- 
lanta, Ga., asking that a day be set apart for the consideration 
of House bill 56—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Resolution of Constancy Assembly, 
1045, Knights of Labor, in favor of the Kyle resolution—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. MCETTRICK: Resolution declaring it to be the sense 
of the House of Representatives that the Pullman Car Company 
should arbitrate its differences with its employés—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of Dr. A. M. Cross and 88 citi- 
zens of McCook County, S. Dak., protesting against any appro- 
priation to sectarian institutions—to the Committee on fadion 
Affairs. 


SENATE, 
TUESDAY, July 17, 1894. 
Prayer by Rev. Isaac W. CANTER, of the city of Washington. 
On motion of Mr. CALL, and by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed 


with. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a report 
by Capt. M. A. Healy, United States Revenue Cutter Service, 
eoncerning the rescue by the steamer Bear of nine men belong- 
ing to the crew of the wrecked bark James Allen, and recom- 
mending that an appropriation be made for the payment : ‘ the 
bills which were made necessary owing to the destitute and feeble 
condition of the rescued men; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the At- 
torney-General, in response to a resolution of the Senate of the 
13th instant calling for a report of the amount of the several 
judgments on file in the Court of Claims against the United 
States and in favor of letter carriers, etc., stating that such judg- 
ments are delivered to the Secretary of the Treasury,and under 
the law by him certified to Congress for appropriation, etc.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also ld¥@ before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the et: transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tien of the Senate of the 14th instant, a list of judgments of the 
Court of Claims requiring an appropriation at the present ses- 
sion of Congress, amounting to $232,268.66; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a Jetter from the Director 
of the Mint, presenting a deficiency estimate of $16,969.37 inthe 
appropriation for contingent expenses of the Mint of the United 
States at Philadelphia for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1894; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on aor riations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Director 
of the Mint, presenting a deficiency estimate of $5,503.85 in the 
apeceneiesicn for freight on bullion and coin between the mints 
and assay offices of the United States for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1894; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
va ard gg the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. T. O. 
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TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had js. 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 65): 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and pres. 
ervation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and {p, 
other purposes; agreed to the conference asked for by the Sep. 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, gp 
had appointed Mr. CATcHINGS, Mr. LESTER, and Mr. Henpry. 
SON of Illinois, managers at the conference on the part of th, 
House. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the Hous, 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; an) / 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: i 

A bill (S. 1860) to authorize Prof. Asaph Hall, of the Unite, 2 
States Navy, toacceptagold medal from the Academy of Scienc, F 
of France; 

A bill (H. R. 51) to change the boundaries of the judicial djs. 
tricts of the State of Florida; 

A bill (H. R. 5482) making appropriations for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fisc,| : 
year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes; i 

A bill (H. R. 6447) to fix a term of the Federal, district, a: 3 
circuit courts of the southern judicial district of Mississippi, : ; 
be held at Meridian, Miss., to include the counties named; 

A bill (H. R. 6558) to amend section 2324 of the Revised Sta: 
utes of the United States relating to mining claims; and 

A joint resolution (S. R.72) to permit Capt. T. O. Selfridy: 
jr., United States Navy, to receive a decoration conferred 

im by the President of the Republic of France. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of the Yearly Meeting o! 
Friends for New England, and a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Upland, Ind., remonstrating against the present system of s 
tarian Indian education receiving Government support, et 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented the memorial of William Beatty, of India 
apolis, Ind., representing many thousand retail liquor doale:s 
of the United States, remonstrating against an increase of th 
internal-revenue tax on whisky; which was referred to the Com 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of 98 citizens of Ci 
cinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the supportof the Govern- 
ment in maintaining the present system of sectarian Indi: 
education, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Appro 
tions. 

Mr. PEFFER. I present the petition of William K. Tubma: 
of the city of Baltimore. The petitioner presents a peculia 
case, and yet, after having examined it, I think it is a proper 
one to present to the Senate. 

The petitioner shows that suits have been brought by him i 
the courts of the United States in several instances, beginning 
some years ago, for the purpose of preventing an infringemen' 
upon a patent which he had secured, and when his suit w 
brought the association known as the Eastern Railroad Asso- 
ciation undertook to defend the suit he brought. He allege: 
that the Eastern Railroad Association had no interest whatever 
in the proceedings, but that there was connivance upon the par 
of certain railway companies to defeat action; that the Eastern 
Railroad Association is made up of railroad interests in differ: 
ent portions of the country, and that in repeated instances dw: 
ing half a dozen years, perhaps, when he brought suits at di! 
ferent times, the Eastern Railroad Association has fraudulertly 
defeated the purposes of his bill. 

Now the petitioner comes to Congress alleging that after 
series of years and a number of different efforts, he has been un- 
able to procure justice in the courts by reason of the fraudulent 
interference of the Eastern Railroad Association, and he makes 
the following prayer: 

That Congress, by joint resolution, shall direct the Attorney-General 0! i 
the United States to enforce section 4of the Sherman antitrust law in th be 
United States circuit courts for the district of Connecticut and the caste! 
district of Pennsylvania, and against the Eastern Railroad Associatio! 

Then the petitioner asks for various other methods of relici. | 
move that the petition be referred to the Committee on the /\- 
diciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce, 
of Nashville, Tenn., praying for the construction of the Nicara 








ae 


gua Canal under the control of the United States Government, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WHITE presented a petition of 2,500 citizens of Calilor- 

nia, praying for the enactment of legislation excluding all for- 

eign labor from this country for the next ten years; which was 

referred to the Committee on Immigration. : F 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the memorial of Enos Goodrich, i; 

; 

i] 
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of Tuscola County, Mich., remonstrating against the protection 
of manufactures of woolen goods while wool is on the free list; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of C. A. Johnson and sundry 
other citizens of Pinconning, Mich.; of C. F. Gibson and sundry 
other citizens of Detroit, Mich., and of F. D. Cogswell and 75 
other citizens of New York, remonstrating against the support 
of the Government in maintaining the present system of secta- 
rian Indian education, etc.; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (HR. 86) for the pro- 
tection of persons furnishing materials and labor for the con- 
struction of public works, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 366) providing for the sale of the old custom-house 
and lot connected therewith in the city of Louisville, Ky., re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H.R.1196) to pension Mary E. Trickey, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3033) granting a pension to Amanda J. Lane, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5620) granting a pension to Washington Hislop, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3065) to increase the pension of James Lane, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on the Districtof Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 7071) to exempt the 
property of the Young Men’s Christian Association of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia from taxation, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1459) to exempt the property of the Young Men’s Chris- 
tian Association of the District of Columbia from taxation, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2131) to secure uniformity in the names of minor streets 
of the cities of Washington and Georgetown, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iam authorized by the Select Committee 
on Additional Accommodations for the talon of Congress, to re- 
port an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. I ask that the amendment be read and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was read and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, as follows: 


Page 97, line 22, after the word “law,” insert: 

“And the officer in charge of said building is hereby authorized to con- 
struct a tunnel with suitable conveying apparatus for the rapid transmis- 
sion of books, papers, and messages at all times between the said building 
and the Capitol for the convenience of the Congress, the terminal of said ap- 
paratus in the Capitol to occupy the room in rear of that now oo by 
the House Committee on Enrolled Bills, and at an estimated cost of #35,000." 


Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. MARTIN July 13, 
1894, intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill, nh favorably thereon, and moved that it be re- 
ferred to the Committce on Appropriations, and be printed; 
which was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2231) for the relief of B. D. 
Greene; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 2232) to amend anact 
entitled ‘‘An act to simplify the laws in relation to the collec- 
tion of the revenues,” approved June 10, 1890; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GEORGE (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. 
R. 97) to amend the Constitution in relation to hours of labor; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him tothe sundry civilappropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on caer and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posped by him to the eee. appropriation bill; which was 
icin to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 

Mr. WHITE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
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posed by him to the sundry civilappropriation bill; which, with 
the accompanying statement, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

AWARDS OF QUADRO-CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 
Mr. VEST submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Whereas statements have been made by reputable persons that injustice 
has been done to many exhibitors at the late Quadro-Centennial Exposition 
in making the awards and that the action of the committee on awards ap- 
pointect by the commissioners of said Exposition from their own number has 
been characterized by undue favoritism, oppression, irregularity, and im- 
proper practices, and 

W hereas application has been made to Congress for such legislation as 
will give relief to exhibitors alleged to have been so injured, such legisla 
tion being also recommended by the president of the Quadro-Centennial 
Exposition: Therefore 

Resolved, That the Committee on Quadro-Centennial be instructed to in 
vestigate all the facts touching such charges and especially the conduct of 
the Quadro-Centennial Commission, or of any committee appointed by said 
commission, and of all officials, exhibitors, or other persons, in regard to 
— said awards, and as to any other matter connected with said Expo 
sition. 

That the said committee or any subcommittee appointed by it shall have 
power to sit during the vacation of Congress either in Chicago or Washing 
ton City, as may be deemed best, and may employ a stenographer and may 
send for persons and papers; the expenses of said committee to be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The committee shall report at the beginning of the next session of Con 
gress by bill or otherwise. 


RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. HIGGINS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate whether immigrants, who by law are excluded from 
entering the United States, are entering the country from either European 
or Chinese ports by way of Canada; whether the steamship lines between 
European and Canadian ports are subject to the same regulations as to 
landing immigrants destined for the United States as are steamship lines 
to the ports of the United States; whether the inspection of immigrants en 
tering the United States from Canada is efficient in enforcing the laws of 
the United States concerning immigration; and, if inefficient, whether it is 
the fault of administration, or whether further legislation on the subject is 
necessary or desirable. 


THE NATURALIZATION LAWS. 


Mr. GEORGE submitted the following resolutions; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to inquire— 

First. Whether that provision of the naturalization laws requiring that 
an applicant for naturalization should be “a man of good moral character, 
attached to the principles of the Constitution of the United States, and well 
disposed to the good order and happiness of the same,”’ is a condition of ad- 
mission to the same; and whether, after naturalization has been granted, 
the same may be recalled if it shall turn out that said naturalized person 
has so acted as to show that he is not a man of good moral character, or 
that he is not attached to the principles of the Constitution of the United 
States, or is not well disposed to the good order and happiness of the same 

Second. That if it shall be ascertained that no such recall of the grant of 
naturalization can be made as is mentioned in the first resolution, then 
they shall inauire into the expediency of so amending the law as to provide 
for such recall as to persons hereafter naturalized. 

Third. What new provisions, if any, are necessary to secure a compliance 
with the law in relation to proof of good character and attachment to the 

rinciples of the Constitution of the United States in applicants for natural- 

zation. 

Fourth. Whether it is expedient to require by law that ability to read the 
Constitution of the United States shall be a necessary qualification for nat 
uralization hereafter. 

Fifth. Whether it is expedient to require notice to be given of every ap- 
plication for naturalization, to the end that an officer representing the 
United States may appear and make due contest of the right of any appli- 
cant to be naturalized. 

2. Resolved, That said committee, after making said inquigy, shall report 
by bill if they deem any amendment to the naturalization laws to be expe 
dient. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT DUBUQUE, IOWA. 


The bill (H. R. 7498) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River from a point within the limits of 
the city of Dubuque, in the State of Lowa, knownas Eagle Point, 
to the opposite bank of said river, in the county of Grant and 
State of Wisconsin, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is the exact counterpartof a bill which 
passed the Senate last Friday,and which had been reported from 
the Committee on Commerce. I ask that the House bill may be 
now taken up and considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. The bill was read at length in the Senate be- 
fore, but perhaps it had better be read again. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

INDIAN ENGAGEMENTS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays beforo the Senate 


aresolution returned on the request of the Senate by the See- 
retary of War. The question is upon the motion of the Senator 
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from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY] to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. t the letter of the Secretary of War bo 
read, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The communicationfrom the Sec- 
retary of War will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., July 14, 1594. 


Sie: In response to a resolution of the Senate, dated July 13, 1894, I have 
the honor to return Senate resolution dated July 6, 1894, directing the fur- 
nishing to the Senate of a statement, in detailed form, of allengagements be- 
tween the United States Army and hostile Indians from January 1, 1850, to 
June 30, 1894, and from the foundation of theGovernment to January 1, 1850. 


Very respectfully, 
DANIEL 8S. LAMONT, Secretary of War. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not see the Senator from Kentucky pres- 
ent. Let the resolution lie over until he comes in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky has entered a motion to reconsider the res- 
olution, and the Chair supposed the Senator was in the Cham- 
ber. It will lie on the table for the present. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Kentucky explained the rea- 
sons for reconsideration at the time he entered the motion; 
that he had ascertained that the cost of executing the request 
of the Senate would greatly exceed the value of the information 
to be obtained, and that he thought it was better to withdraw 
the request. 

Mr. LINDSAY entered the Chamber. 

Mr. VILAS. I see the Senator from Kentucky is now pres- 
ent, and he can explain for himself. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask that the resolution be laid over. 
I have no further informationfrom the Department in regard to 
the matter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think there is no objection to disposing 
of the resolution. I understand it would take six months or a 
year: and probably would require the employment of fifty or one 

undred clerks, to get up the data the resolution calls for. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iam perfectly willing to have the vote by 
which the resolution was passed reconsidered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I refer to thatpart of the resolution which 
calls for the information from the foundation of the Government 
to 1850. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I wish to reconsider all of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the motion to 
reconsider the resolution will be regarded as agreed to, and the 
resolution will be indefinitely postponed. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had on the 13th instant approved and signed the following 
acts: 

An act (S. 1045) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
four obsolete gun carriages to the city of Marshalltown, Iowa; and 

An act (S. 2070) to provide for the restoration to the State of 
Michigan two flags carried by the Twenty-second Michigan In- 
fantry Volunteers, and now in the War Department. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 16th instant approved and signed the act 
(S. 1573)making appropriations for rewriting the Consular Reg- 
ulations. 

RESURVEY OF GRANT AND HOOKER COUNTIES, NEBR. 

Mr. ALLEN. lLask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6720) providing for 
the resurvey of Grant and Hooker Counties, in the State of Ne- 
braska. I think it will lead to no discussion. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded toconsider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands with an amendment, to add 
to the bill the following proviso: 


Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to im- 
pair the present bona fide claim of any actual occupant of any of said lands 
to the lands so occupied. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let the bill be read as it is proposed 
to be amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill 
as it is proposed to be amended. ‘* 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to cause to be made a resurvey of the lands in Grant and Hooker 

in the State of Nebraska; and all rules and tions of the In- 
terior Department requiring petitions from all settlers of said counties ask- 
ing for resurvey and agreement to abide by the resu It of the same are hereby 
abrogated: /rovided, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed 
as to ee the present bona fide claim of any actual occupant of any of 
said lands to the lands so occupied. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator who is in charge of the 
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bill whether the provision requiring settlers of the countioe, 
where a resurvey is made to join in a petition and agree to ah), 
by the resurvey is abrogated in toto by this bill, or only for ¢), 
purpose? ; r 

Mr. ALLEN, Only for this purpose. 

Mr. HALES. Let that part of the bill be read acain, 
thought it was v general abrogation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And all rules and regulations of the Interior Department requir 
tions from all settlers of said counties asking for resurvey and 
to abide by the result of the same are hereby abrogated. 

Mr. HALE. That is a general abrogation. I think 
should be inserted ‘‘ for the purposes of this act.” 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand that the rule of the Intcrio 

artment, so far as these lands are concerned, is abrogat: 
n no other respect. 

Mr. HALE. I move toinsert the words “so far as these |.) 2 
are concerned, are hereby abrogated.’’ Then it will only a 
= purposes of the bill and will not be a total abrogation o 
aw. 

Mr. ALLEN. I donot understand that there is any la\ 
the subject. Itisa mere rule of the Interior Department 
the purpose of this bill is simply to suspend the rule of th 
terior Department in so far as it applies to this resurvey. 

Mr. HALE. The abrogation should only apply to these lan 

Mr. ALLEN. Therule may be abrogated in so far as it 
plies to the resurvey of these lands. 

Mr. HALE. Let the words I suggest bo inserted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed }b 
Senator from Maine will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘same,” in line 8, it is | 
posed to insert ‘‘ so far as these land areconcerned, are her 
abrogated.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the necessity for this resurvey’ 

Mr. ALLEN. The necessity for the resurvey is simply th 
the survey of those counties has been very imperfect, and |! 
settlers have not been able to ascertain the proper boundaries | 
their lands. The former survey makes irregular pieces of |: 
The counties there are now very sparsely settled, there prob: | 
not being two hundred citizens resident in both counties. T 
settlers, with the exception of some thirteen or fourteen, are | 
sirous of having the resurvey before their lands are patent 
There are a few who will not join in an application for a res 
vey. The billis for the purpose of abrogating the rule of t 
Department in so far as it applies to these counties, so that 
a a | may have their land resurveyed. 

Mr. HALE. Iam not at odds with the Senator at all on | 
general purposes of the bill. The words I have suggested 1 
make it apply only to these counties. 

Mr. ALLEN. I was simply answering the Senator from © 
souri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ishould like the amendment sugges‘: 
by the Senator from Maine stated. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be read with the context. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes; let it be read with the context 
that we may understand it. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And allrules and regulations of the Interior Department requiring ) 
tions from all settlers of said counties asking for resurvey and agree 
to abide by the result of the same, so far as these lands are concerned, 4 
hereby abrogated. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand my colleague to hay 
cepted the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I accept the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There is no question of the fact that th 
rule of the Department—and it may be a rule of law as well as 
the Department—is one that is based in sound wisdom and g00 
judgment. As to this particular case, however, it certain! be 
should be abrogated. Both my colleague and I have bec! 
ceiving letters in large numbers, and, as far as I am concerned 
for several years my attention has been called to the ill condi 
tion of the public lands in Grant and Hooker Counties. 1! 
only thing I fear is—and I call the attention of my colleag 
this fact—that unless there is a specific appropriation in t 
bill for the purpose of this resurvey it may avail us nothin : 
Of course, the general survey appropriation that is in the gen 
eral appropriation bill is a lump sum, and is to be expende! 
der the direction and entire control of the Secretary of the I» 
terior, directing the General Land Office. What I fear is tha' 
if we do not have a specific appropriation in this bill, which 
one of value and importance, we shall not get what we desire 

Mr. ALLEN. If mycolleague will permit me, I will say that 
I have offered an amendment, which is now pending before ti 
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Committee on Appropriations, making an appropriation for the 
sifie: purpose of resurveying these lands, and [ feel confident 
the committee will report favorably upon it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. This, however, is a House bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. This isa House bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If my colleague would move to amend 
so as to place upon this bill an appropriation of any amount, not 
otherwise appropriated, sufficient for this purpose, then, if we 
should fail in the general appropriation bill in: conferenee, we 
still perhaps, in the conference on this bill, might get what we 
desire. 

Mr. ALLEN. ThenI suggestat the conclusion of the pro- 
viso there be inserted “‘and that the sum of $15,000 ”"-—— 

Mr. MANDERSC'N. Or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary—— 

Mr. ALLEN. 
is hereby appropriated to carry out the provision of this act. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Thatis right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment. proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska. will be stated. 

The SucreTaARyY. At the endof the bill it ispreposed to ada: 

And the sum of $15,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated outof any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 
tocarry out the provisions of this act. 

The amendment. was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PASCO. I move that the Senate ask for a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees om the part ef the Senate, and Mr. ALLEN, 
Mr. Pasco, and Mr. DuBots were appointed. 


GEORGE P. FURBER, 


Mr. GRAY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of a resolution, whieh was reported originally from 
the Committee on Privilegesand Elections, authorizing the pay- 
ment of $750 to George P. Furber for work in the preparation 
of the second edition of Senate Eleetion Cases. [t will take 
only a moment to dispose of the resolution. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
following resolution, which was reported by Mr. CAMDEN, from 


‘Or whatever part thereof may be sufticient, 


” 


the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of | 


the Senate, Duly 2, 1894: 


Resolved, That there. be allowed and paid to George P. FPurber, from the 
contingen® fund of the Senate, $750, as compensation for his services in the 


preparation of the second edition of Senate Election Cases.and the volume | 


entitled Privileges of the Senate. 

Mr.GRAY. I merely desire to say that the matter has been 
before the Committee on Privileges and Elections and was duly 
considered. The committee think that the sum stated is mod- 
erate. The work has been done, and the volume is an impor- 
tant one. 
ought to be paid. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PAY INSPECTOR JOHN H. 
Mr. VOORHEES. 


STEVENSON. 
Task unanimous consent for the present 


consideration of Senate bill 1211, for the relief of Pay Inspector | 


John H. Stevenson. 
but little time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, preceeded to consider the bill (S. 1211) for the relief of 
Pay Inspector John H. Stevenson, of the United States Navy. 
It proposes to transfer Pay Inspector John H. Stevenson, of the 
retired list of the United States Navy, from the half-pay list to 
the 75-per-cent pay list of retired officers, under seetion 1588 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States. 


The bill was reported to the Senate: without amendment, or- | sie : 7) 99 
dered ta be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, | ate consider and dispose of House bill 23 


and passed. 


MELBOURNE INDUSTRIAL EXHIBITION. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Task unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 2024) authorizing ad- 
ditional compensation to the assistamt.commissioners to the in- 
dustrial exhibition held at Melhourne, Australia. It is a short 
hili, and f'am satisfied that it w'll give rise te no discussion. 


By unanimous. consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, whieh had been re 

from the Committee on Foreign Relations with an amen 

to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, directed to allow, and, 
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We think the compensation stated in the resolution | 


It will excite no opposition and will take | . 
| Bradford, deceased, late United States consul at Antigua, West 


iol 


from the unexpended balance of the fund heretofore appropriated under the 
joint. resolntion approved Pebruary |, 1883; for the expenses incurred by the 
Government of the United States in accepting the invitation of the British 
Government to participate in the international exhibition held in Melbourne 
in August, 1988, to pay toeach of the following-named assistantcommission 
ers, to wit: Richard FP. Miller, of Lynchburg, Va.; Alexander Campbell, of 
Bethany, W. Va.; Francis B. Whesler, of New York City; and Thomas B 
Merry, of Portland, Oregon, who were appointed and represented the United 





States Government at said exhibition, the sum of #),500. in full for e ypenses 
to and from and of sojourn at Melbourne 

Seo. 2. 'That should the unexpended balance of the fund so appropriated 
under the joint resolution of February 1, 1888, have | 1 cavered into the 
Treasury of the United States, the sum of $4,000 is hereby appropriated out 
of any funds in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be paid in the 
several sums above provided to each of the individuals named upon the war 


rant of the Secretary of State 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and thi 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE LAW. 

Mr.GORMAN. Lask unanimous consent that the Senate pro 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill 1778, to amend the xet 
to regulate commerce. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1778) to amend an 
entitled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 
1887. It proposes to further amend section 1) of the aet to reg 
ulate commerce, as amended March 2, 1889, by adding the fol- 
lowing clauses thereto: 

Whenever any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act is 
corporation such corporation may be prosecuted as for & misdemeanor u 
der any of the foregoing provisions of thissection, and upon conviction 
shall besubject for each offense to a fine not exceeding 85,000. 

Whenever an indictment shall be found under the provisions of thi. 
act against acorporation the service of any writor other process thereupon 
or for the prosecution thereof, shall be sufficient if a copy of such writ or 
process be delivered to and left with any officer of such corporation resi 
dent in the judicial district wherein such indictment may be found 

Section 2 proposes to repeal so much of section 10 of the act 
to regulate commerce as provides for punishment by imprison- 
ment. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Interstate Com 
merce with an amendment in section 1, line 18, after the word 
‘** officer,” to insert ‘‘ or agent:” so as to read: 


Whenever an indictment shall be found under the provisions of this act 
against @ corporation the service of any writ or other process thereupon, or 
for the prosecution thereof, shall be sufficient if a copy of such writ or pre 
cess be delivered to and left with any officer or agent of such corporat 
resident in the judicial district wherein such indictment may be found 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amen 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
SECURITIES OF BRADFORD. 
Mr. DOLPH. I ask unanimous consent for the present « 
sideration of House bill 4209, for the relief of the 


JOHN 5S, 


securities of 


John S. Bradford. It is only ten lines long, and will not take 
any time. 

Mr. CALL. I reserve the right to object if the bill leads to 
debate. 

Mr. DOLPH. If there is any debate [ shall not press the 

| bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. It. 4209) for the relief 
of the securities of John S. Bradford. It propuses to release 
John Cassels and Rosalie M. Bradford, securities of John 5%. 


Indies, from the payment of $239.06, claimed to be due the Unit 
States on the official bond of John S. Bradford. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DOCUMENTS FOR SOLDIERS AND 

Mr. MARTIN. ishall be very much obliged te the Senator 
from Florida if he will yield to me long enough to have the Sen- 
}, reported from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, relating to public documents for 
soldiers and sailors’ homes. It ought to be disposed of. 

Mr. CALL. I yield to the Senator from Kansas for that pur- 
pose, provided the bill leads to no debate. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 236) to amend see 


SAILORS’ HOMES. 


tion 4837 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as to sol- 
diers’ homes. a i 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Atfairs 


with amendments in line 13, after the word ‘‘ California,” to 
strike out ‘‘ and the Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Widows and Orphans’ 

in Indiana;” 
** receiving aid 


Home at Knightstown Springs, near Knightstown, 
in line 17, after the word ‘‘ Territory,” to ir 
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from the United States under legislation of Congress;” in line 
19, after the word “ the,” to strike out ‘‘ journals of each House 
of Congress at each and every session; all,” and insert ‘ ses- 
gion;” in line 21, after the word ‘‘ documents” to insert ‘' in the 
abridgment thereof;” in line 22, after the word “ daily,” to 
strike out ‘‘(two);” and in line 22, after the word ‘‘ Record,” to 
strike out ‘‘and all other documents or books which may be 
printed and bound by either House of Congress;” so as to make 
the bill read: 

be it enacted, etc., That section 4837 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, as amended by the act of Congress approved February 8, 1881, be, 
and hereby is, repealed and reénacted to read as follows, to wit: 

“Sec. 4837. That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the Houso of 
Representatives shall cause to be sent to the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers at Dayton, Ohio, and tothe branches at Togus, in Maine; 
Milwaukee, in Wisconsin; Hampton, in Virginia; Marion, in Indiana; Leay- 
enworth, in Kansas; Santa Monica, in California; and all soldiers and sailors’ 
homes established by the authority of any State or Territory receiving aid 
from the United States under legislation of Congress, each, one copy each 
of the following documents: The session laws of Congress; the annual 
messages of the President, with accompanying documents in the abridg- 
ment thereof; the daily CONGRESSIONAL RECORD; and the Public Printer 
is hereby authorized and directed to furnish to the Secretary of the Senate 
and the Clerk of the House of Representatives the documents referred to in 
this section.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN. I propose an additional amendment to the 
bill. After the word ‘‘California,” in line 13, I move to insert: 

And to the homes for widows and orphans of soldiers and sailors, estab- 
lished and maintained by any State or Territory. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.COCKRELL. from what committee is the bill reported? 

Mr. MARTIN. From the Committee on Military Affairs. I 
will state to the Senator from Missouri that the amendment 
which I offer has been submitted to the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. MANDERSON], who reported the bill, and it meets 
with his approval. It ought to be adopted. There is no ques- 
tion about it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It seems to me that a proposition involv- 
ing as much printing as the bill does ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. MARTIN. [ hope it will not be so referred. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must ask that the bill be printed with 
the prepenes amendments, and ...en we can look at it. 

Mr. MARTIN. I hope the Senator from Missouri will not 
do that. I have hada provision of this kind before the com- 
mittee for about a year, and I have been unable to obtain a re- 





rt. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To-morrow or the next day there will be 
ample time to call up the bill, and it will not lose its place by 

imply going over and being printed as I suggest. 

Mr. MARTIN. If the Senator objects I can not help myself, 
but I hope he will withdraw his objection and let the bill be 
passed. The matter has been thoroughly examined by the com- 
mittee and reported unanimously. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objeetion. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Does the Senator from Missouri object 
to the further consideration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill is not on my file. It is on the 
Calendar, but it has just been reported. 

Mr. MARTIN. It was reported several days ago. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have not been able to look at it. I sug- 
gested that a bill involving so much printing ought to be con- 
sidered by the Committee on Printing. 1t certainly involves a 
good deal of additional printing. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Nota great deal. 

Mr. MARTIN. There cannot be any printing which is more 
useful or desirable. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will state for the benefit of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri that as the bill came from the House of Rep- 
resentatives it did involve a very great amount of printing, but 
as the bill has been reported by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs the extent of the printing is that to each one of these 
homes there shall be sent a copy of the session laws and a copy 
of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. So there is not any great 
amount of pipes: 

Mr. KRELL. Is that all the bill involves now? 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is all it involves by the amend- 
ments reported by the committee. 

Mr. COCKRE L. Merely a copy éf the CONGRESSIONAL 

RD 


Mr. MANDERSON. A copy of the current RECORD to each 
soldiers’ home, national and State, a copy of the session laws. 
and the annual message of the President, with the abridgment 
“oe documents. 

Mr. COC LL. I have no objection to the committee 
amendments. Let the bill be read as amended. 

ae The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4837 of the Revised Statutes of the Uniteq 
States, as amended by the act of Congress approved February 8, 1881, be. 
and peor» repealed and reénacted to read as follows, to wit: 

“SEc. . That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House ot 
Representatives shall cause to be sent to the National Home for Disableq 
Volunteer Soldiers at Dayton, Ohio, and to the branches at Togus in Maine, 
Milwaukeein Wisconsin, Hampton in Virginia, Marion in Indiana, Leaven- 
worth in Kansas, Santa Monica in California, and to the homes for widows 
and orphans of soldiers and sailors, established and maintained by any State 
or Territory, and all soldiersand sailors’ homes established by the authority 
of any State or Territory receiving aid from the United States under legis- 
lation of Congress, each, one copy each of the following documents: ‘I'he 
session laws of Congress; the annual messages of the President, with ac- 
companying documents in the abridgment thereof; the daily CONGRESSION AI, 
RECORD; and the Public Printer is hereby authorized and directed to furnish 
to the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
the documents referred to in this section.’’ 


Mr. MANDERSON. It will be noticed that the important 
change in the bill as it came from the other House is that wo 
strike out all documents published by order of Congress, which 
of course would involve an enormous amount of printing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why should these documents be furnished 
by the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives? Why should they not bs sent direct to the 
homes? 

Mr. MANDERSON. That seemed to be the most convenient 
form in which to send them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The REcorD ought to be sent by the Pub- 
lic Printer. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It could be sent by the Public Printer. 

Mr. MARTIN. The bill has already passed the other House, 
and there is no use to make any unnecessary changes. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and tho 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW] is confined to his room owing to illness. He re- 
quests me to ask the Senate to grant him an indefinite leave of 
absence. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and leave is granted. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk,announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 3458) ex- 
tending the time for final proof and payment on lands claimed 
under the public land laws of the United States. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: 

A bill (S. 1390) providing an additional circuit judge in the 
eighth judicial circuit; and 

A bill (S. 2208) authorizing the construction of a bridge over 
the Monongahela River atthe footof Main street in the borough 
of Bellevernon, in the State of Pennsylvania. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. 307) granting a pension to Earnest C. 
Emerson, and the bill (S. 920) to pension Mary Brown, of Ber- 
lin, Vt. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 69) prescribing limitations of time for completion of tit. 
to certain lands disposed of under the act of Congress aprroved 
September 27, 1850, and the acts amendatory and supplemental 
thereto, and commonly known asthe ‘‘ donation act,” and for the 
protection of purchasers and occupants on said lands. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5481) making 
appropriations for the government of the District of Columbia 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes; 
asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. DockERy, Mr. 
WILLIAMS of Illinois, and Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa managers 
at the conference on the part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H.R. 2015) granting to the Co- 
lumbia Irrigation Company a rightof way through the Yakima 
Indian Reservation in Washington; and it was thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President. 

DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
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the House of Representatives, disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H.R.5481) making appropriations to 

rovide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Polumbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other 
purposes, and requesting a conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments, and accede to the request of the House of Repre- 
sentatives for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Gor- 
MAN, Mr. COCKRELL, and Mr. ALLISON were appointed. 


EARNEST C. EMERSON. 
Mr. PALMER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 307) grant- 
ing a pension to Earnest C. Emerson, having met, after full and free confer- 
ence have agreed to recommend aud do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

The Senate recedes from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
of Representatives and agrees to said amendment amended by adding to the 
part proposed to be inserted the following. viz, “At the rate of $10 per moath,”’ 
so that said amendment shall read as follows: 

“Subject to the limitations and provisions of the act of June 27, 1890, at 
the rate of #10 per month.” 

And the House of Representatives agrees to the same. 

JOHN M. PALMER, 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
WILLIAM F. VILAS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
A. N. MARTIN, 
D. D. HARE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


MARY BROWN. 


Mr. PALMER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 920) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Brown, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the House of Representati\ es recedes from its amendments to said 
bill. 


JOHN M. PALMER, 

J. H. GALLINGER, 

WILLIAM F. VILAS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


A. N. MARTIN, 
D. D. HARE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
DONATION LAND CLAIMS. 
Mr. DOLPH submitteed the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 69) prescribing limitations 
of time for completion of title to certain lands disposed of under the act 
of Congress approved September 27, 1850, and the acts amendatory and sup- 
plemental thereto, and commonly known as the ‘‘donation act,’’ and for 
the protection of purchasers and occupants on said lands, after fullandfree | 
conference have agreed to recommend and dorecommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate and agree thereto, with the following amendments: 

After the word ‘“‘claimants,” in lines 15 and 16, page 2, insert the words 
“their heirs, devisees, and ntees.”’ 

Strike out the word “ their” where it first appears in line 18, page 2. 

Strike out all after the word “shall,” in line 26, page 2, down to and in- 
cluding the word “shall,”’ in line 30, page 2. 

Strike out the word “four,” in line 31, page 2, and insert in lieu thereof the 
word ‘‘six.”’ 

Strike out the words “at least three newspapers,” in line 32, page 2, and | 
insert in lieu thereof the words *‘ one newspaper.” 

After the word ‘‘district,” in line 33, page 2, insert the words “in a form 
to be prescribed by the Commissioner of the General Land Office.” | 

Strike out the words “describing such claims,” in line 35, page 2. 

After the word ‘‘abandoned,” in line 38, page ‘’, insert the words ‘“‘and the 
landsembraced therein.” 

3 ‘oloee oY the entire lines 1 and 2and the words “ before provided,” in line 
After the word “be,” in line 3, pase 3, insert the words “and are hereby.” 
After the word “provided,” in line 5, page 3, insert the word “further.” 
After the word “claimant,” in line 20, page 3, insert the words “or his 

= Seseee = grantees, as aforesaid.’ 

e a . Ce > € » 

“2” in iiew “au. 3,” in line 1, section 3, page 4, and insert the figurs 

ter the word “‘right,”’ rords * 
such Fight now exists." in line 4, section 3, page 4, insert the words “if 

Strike out the figure “4,” i t 
thereot the agure "3." 4,” in line 1, section 4, page 4, and insert in lieu 

After the word “Act,” in line 4, section 4, page 4, insert the words ‘‘Noth- 
ing in this act contained shall be construed to impair or affect any adverse 
claims arising under any law of the United States other than said donation 
act, to or in respect of the lands in this act referred to.” 

J. N. DOLPH, 
S. PASCO, 
WILLIAM V. ALLEN, 
Alanagers on the part of the Senate. 
THOMAS C. MCRAE, 
D. D. H i 
JOHN F. LACEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
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Mr. PLATT. It occurs to me, from hearing the report of the 
conference committee read, that the amendment to the amend- 
ment just agreed to on the part of the other House is pretty 
comprehensive. Of course I can not tell what is the amend- 
ment which was disagreed to on the part of the other House, 
but from hearing the report read it looks as if there has been a 
general amendment of the entire bill by the conferees in other 
respects than those where disagreements occurred between the 
Senate and the House of Representatives. I should like to have 
some explanation of the matter. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senate amendment was an entirely new 
bill. The phraseology of the bill as it came from the other 
House was not satisfactory to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and I reported from that committee a substitute drafted by my- 
self. The amendments which are agreed upon by the confer- 
ence committee are comparatively immaterial. They change 
the character of the notice required to be given before final ac- 
tion is taken in regard to donation claims under the bill. 

The bill is alocal one, and affects only donation claims in the 
States of Washington and Oregon taken under the act of Sep- 
tember 27,1850. Under that act donations were given, 320 acres 
to a single man and 640 toa married man. The settler was re- 

uired to notify upon the claim, to reside four years on it, and 
then make final proof. The law did not provide when the final 
proof should be made. Consequently, as the matter now stands, 
although there have been a good many claims notified upon, 
where residence was not continued and final proof was not made, 
and which were therefore abandoned, up to this time it has been 
necessary to institute a contest in every case where a settler 
wanted to go upon one of these abandoned claims and to have 
an adjudication in each case. 

The bill provides a limitation of time within which proof can 
be made, and requires a notice to be published in a newspaper 
in each land district requiring claimants to make proof, and at 
the end of a year, after notice, the claims are to be declared can- 
celed and the land restored to the public domain. 

The donation law was passed in 1850, and it has been a great 
many years since any claim could be takenup. This bill issim- 
ply intended to get rid in a lump of all these abandoned claims; 
that is, claims notified on in early days, where residence was 
not continued and proof has not been made of residence and cul- 
tivation, without requiring a contest in regard to each one. 

Mr. PLATT. I made no criticism in regard to the character 
of the bill. If, as the Senator from Oregor now says, the amend- 
ment of the Senate went to the whole bill, there is no criticism 
to be made upon the form of the conference report. 

Mr. DOLPH. It was in effect a new bill. 

The report was concurred in. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the agricultural appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole resumed the consideration of the bill (H. KR. 6937) 
making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
HANSBROUGH]. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 16, after line 14 insert: 

RUSSIAN CACTUS. 

For the destruction of the Russian cactus (technically salsoli koli tragu 
$1,000,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be apportioned by the 
Secretary of Agriculture among the several States infested by Russian cac- 
tus, said apportionment to be made in accordance with the necessities of the 
case, to be ascertained by the Secretary. and to be paid to the governor oi 
each of said States upon his executing an obligation on behalf of his State 
that the sum so paid shall be faithfully applied in connection with any sum 
which may be raised for that purpose in his State for the destruction of said 
cactus 

Mr. MCLAURIN. There was a point of order made yester- 
day evening by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. ! 
think the point of order is well taken, and it ought to be passed 
upon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. 
yield to me? 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Certainly. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I will state to the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi that the Senator from Missouri did not make a point of 
order against the amendment, but simply reserved all points of 
order against it. No point of order has yet been made. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I understood that the point of order had 
been made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Will the Senator from Mississippi 


The Chair will state to the Senator 


from Mississippi that he understands the case as stated by the 
Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
the point of order. 


I reserved last night the right « make 
We did not consider the amendment then. 
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So I make the point of order now that this isan amendment 
which proposes general legisiation. That is one point against 
it; that it is an amendment which proposes general legislation, 
and the report of a standing committee does not bring within 
the rule anamend ment proposing generallegislation. Noamend- 
ment that proposes general legislation, whether recommended 
by a committee or not, is in order. In addition to that, I will 
have another point of order made which has to be decided in a 
different way. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I beg leave todisagres with the Sena- 
tor from Missouri in claiming that there is any ground whatever 
for a point of order against the amendment. The amendment 
simply provides for a specific appropriation, and directs an off - 
cer of the Government as to the disposition of the money so ap- 
propriated, and that is all there is to the amendment. 

I will state further that, as the Senator from Missouri very 
well knows,the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry author- 
ized the reporting of the amendment, and that it was duly re- 
ported and sent to the Committee on Appropriations under the 
rule of the Senate, and it is now before us asan amendment to 
a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. BATE. I desire to say, as a member of the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry, that do not agree with the ma- 
jority as to the amendment. There is a minority of the com- 
mittee who do not approve of the amendment. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I will state as a matter of fact that a 
majority of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry author- 
ized me to report the amendment. 

Mr. BATE. That is correct. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I think the point of order 
is well taken. The purpose of the rule seems to be to confine 
legislation on the appropriation bills exclusively to matters of 
appropriation, and any legislation other than that which appro- 
e ates money to defray the expenses incurred under the exist- 

ng law is general appropriation and is obnoxious to the rule. 
The purpose of the rule is that in the consideration of legis- 
lative matters other than those specially appropriating money 
to pay what the Government already owes, there shall be given 
an opportunity to both branches of the Congress of the United 
States, and the Executive, to pass upon the question of the leg- 
islation, disentangled from any question of appropriation or from 
any appropriation bill. Such legislation ought not to be tied on 
an appropriation bill. 

The Executive ought not to be compelled to approve legisla- 
tion which he otherwise would not approve, or else veto an ap- 
propriation bill all the other items of which approves. I think 
the rule would exclude this proposed legislation. There is no 
law which makes the appropriation necessary; there is no law 
under which the appropriation could be made; and unless the 
law is made by the bill which is now before the Senate there 
can be no law for the appropriation. I therefore object to the 
ene on that ground. I think the point of order is well 
taken. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, this is a very interesting ques- 
tion, and I am sorry that the Senate is paying no attention to 
it. Except the Senators who attempt to address the Senate, the 
rest of the Senators seem to be engaged in conversation on other 
matters. The question whether the amendment is in order is 
more interesting to me than the question whether the appro- 
ane should be made. I think the amendment is strictly in 
order. 

There is one thing I want tosay preliminarily. According to 
the practice of the Senate at the present session and for a few 
sessions past, everything seems to be in order that the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations wants to put on a bill, and nothing is to 
be in order that anyone else wants to put on an appropriation 
bill. The same rule ought to be applied to comnts amend- 
ments as to amendments which are offered by Senators. 

We can notall of us be on the committee; we can not all of us 
get those provisions accepted by the committee which we think 
ought to be put on; and we can not have tworules in tie Senate. 
We can not have a rule for general legislation by committee 
amendments and one for no general legislation except by com- 
mittee amendments. 

But whether the amendments were reported by a committee 
or offered by a Senator, Ido not conceive that it comes at all 
within that provision of our rule that amendments shall not be 

roposed to appropriation bills which provide for general legis- 
iation. I suppo the question as to amendments of this kind 
were settled in the Senate when the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE]several years ago upon a Post-Office appropriation bill in- 
troduced an amendment appropriating $400,000 to be apportioned 
to American ships which should carry mails from this countr 
to foreign ports, and provided in detail how the lines whic 
might be organized to carry the mailsfrom our shores to foreign 
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ports should receive the money, in different proportions acc 
ing to the tonnage of the ships and all that sort of thing, 

It was decided then (and I have no doubt the clerks wil! 
able to find the decision) that that proposed amendment wag 
strictly inorder. We had no law which provided for paying 
subsidy to ships which should be organized to carry the mails, 
It was a feature entirely unknown to our laws. 


9 
a 


Yet the amend 
ment was held to be in order upon the ground that tho majp 
feature in the amendment proposed was the appropriation o; 
certain amount of money. It was not to carry out any lav; j; 
was to appropriate money for a new purpose; and all the res 
the amendment, stating how the money should be expended, 
bodied cond {tions attached to the.appropriation showing how it 
should be expended, I understand that ever since that timo | 
rule in the Senate has been, as it ought to be, that an amend 
ment does not propose general legislation which simply mak 
an appropriation and determines how the appropriation shal! 
expended, no matter how much detail may be involved in t 
conditions. 

The amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine to 
appropriation bill was as follows: 

On motion by Mr. F'ryz to further amend the bill by striking out lin 
174, 175, and 176, and in lieu thereof inserting the folloWing: 

‘‘For transportation of foreign mails, including railway transit a 
the Isthmus of Panama, $800,000. And the Postmaster-General is he: 
authorized toenter into contracts for the transportation of any parto 
foreign mails, after legal advertisement, with the lowest responsible b 


wa? 


der, at a rate not exceeding 50 cents a nautical imile on the trip, each way 
actually traveled between the terminal points: Provided, That the mails 
contracted shall be carried on American steamships, and thatthe aggrega 
ofsuch contracts shall not oxceed one-half of the sum hereby appropriat 


The pending amendment is not nearly so much open to th 
suggestion that it is general legislation as was that amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Connecticut permit me 
a moment? I should like to ask him whether there wasany dis 
cussion upon that proposition at the time. 

Mr. PLATT. There was a long discussion uponit. As I ve- 
member, it took nearlyawhole day to discuss that point of order 
Mr. Bayard raised a question of order, that the amendment proposed g 
eral legislation on an appropriation bill. 

The President pro tempore submitted the question to the Senate, Is t) 
amendment in order under the sixteenth rule? and it was determined int! 
affirmative—yeas 33, nays 20.—Senate Journal, Forty-eighth Congress 
ond session, February 23, 1885, page 352. 

Since that time the Senate has adhered to the decision th 
made, that where an amendment proposes an appropriation and 
simply provides the method in which the appropriation shall! 
disposed of, the conditions attached to its expenditure, it is no 
general legislation on an appropriation bill. 

Now, take the pending amendment, and it will be seen that 
there is nothing else in it. There isa proposition to appropri- 
ate $1,000,000 (whether it ought to be appropriated or not I do 
not say) for the destruction of the Russian cactus, and then i 
says: 

To be apportioned by the Secretary of Agriculture among the seve! 
States infested by Russian cactus, said apportionment to be made in ac 
ance With the necessities of the case, to be ascertained by the Secretary, 2! 
to be paid to the governor of each of said States upon his executing an 0 
ation on behalf of his State that the sum so paid shall be faithfully app 

n connection with any sum which may be raised for that purpose in 
State for the destruction of said cactus. 

There is nothing in the amendment but the proposition ‘ 
appropriate a million dollars except telling how the Secretar 
of Agriculture shall pay out the million dollars, and that is not 
general legislation. 

- With regard to the other propositions I do not care to discuss 
them, but I do not think that the amendment falls within t 
rule which See ee the reception of amendments which p 
ose general legislation. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Mr. President, the fundamental questi 
that will be presented to the Senate, and the House, and the !:x- 
ecutive, by the pending amendment is, will the Government 0! 
the United States undertake to destroy this thistle or cactus’ 
It is decided that there is no obligation at all on the part 0! 
the Congress of the United Statesfor an appropriation of moncy. 
and there is nothing in existing law under which the money 
could be appropriated. Itis a general question, and it ough' 
to be disassociated from any appropriation bill. It ought to | 
determined by itself; and when determined, then there will ! 
time enough to appropriate money for the purpose. An appro- 
priation bill is intended only to appropriate money for the pur- 
pose of paying expenses that are incurred under the law as 1! 
then exists. 

There is no law requiring the Government of the United States 
to appropriate a dollar for the destruction of the Russian cactus. 
Until there is a law of that kind, there is no obligation on the 
art of Congress to appropriate money, and it ought not to be 
Therefore it is extremely necessary that the first ques 


one. 
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tion to be determined shall be whether the Government of the 

United States will undertake the destruction of this cactus. 

That is the question of general legislation and it ought to be 
decided. 

fiehe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sebmits to the Senate 

the pending question oforder. Is the amendment proposed })) 

the Senator from North Dakota in order? 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, before the question is submitted 
to the Senate I desire to say a few words on the subject. 1am 
in charge of the pending bill, and I am not one of those who 
agree that it isproper to raise a pointof order against the amend- 
ment. The argument upon the subject should be a precise one. 

The rule says in words: 

No amendment ‘vhich proposes general legislation shall be received to 
any general appropriation bill. 

That is a rule which applies to the whole Senate, to its com- 
mittees, to the Committee on Appropriations, and to the Sena- 
tors on that committee as much as to any others. 

What did the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
do on Saturday last, and what construction did the Senate place 
upon the rule and the principle of this amendment? By a re- 


peated vote this body declared that the revolutionizing the | 
|and general law—shall not be placed. 
prescribing of asystem anda method, until it should be repealed, | 
he the conduct of the business in the Treasury Department, was | 
not general legislation and not within the terms of this rule. | 


entire Treasury Department, the creation of many offices, the 


With what propriety now do they say that what was done Sat- 
urday, there being no existing law for it and no pretense of an 
existing law, shall to-day by the Senate be held to be entirely 
wrong when applied to this amendment? Is it not true that the 


action taken Saturday in favor of a particular idea is to-day to | 


be reversed in its application to this amendment and to other 
Senators? 

Is it not absolutely true that on Saturday the Senate decided 
that to abolish the entire system and methods of business in the 
Treasury Department, to create a new system, to create ad- 


ditional officers, to invest them with new powers and with a dil- | 
ferent jurisdiction, was not general legislation; that to appro- 


priate money in large sums for these new officers with in- 
creased salaries was not general legislation? 
Mr. President, if there be any meaning in the word, if ‘‘gen- 


eral” does not mean particular, if ‘‘general” does not mean one | 


or two, or a part, but means the whole or the greater part of the 


whole, then general legislation is not legislation unqualified; it | 


is not particular legislation; it is not that which relates to one 
subject, to one person, to one State, but that which relates to the 
body politic at large and the economies of the nation, to consid- 
erations which affect the public at large. 

I beg the pardon of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Mc- 
LAURIN] when I say that there is no reason for the assertion 
that the term general legislation means that which affects ex- 
isting law, because there never was and there never will be an 
appropriation passed which does not affect existing law, either 
by making a new law or repealing old laws. 
crease of salary? What is every decrease of compensation in an 
appropriation bill? Is it nota change of existing law? 
decrease, every reduction is a change of existing law. 
then, can be found the distinction? 

Mr. PASCO. Will my colleague permit me to ask a question 
throughthe Chair? I desire to know whether the point of order 
was raised against the amendments he speaks of changing the 


Where, 


order and manner of business in the Treasury Department. I | 


was not in the Senate at the time, but I haveexamined the Rrc- 


ORD and no question of order appears to have been raised on | 


those amendments here or elsewhere. 
Mr. COCKRELL. It could not be raised because they were 


provisions of the House bill and were not subject to a point of | 
The Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] ought to remem- | 


order. 
ber that fact, and he does remember it. 

Mr.CALL. The rule is as absolute againsta House provision 
as any other. I hold with the Senator that there can be norule 
of the Senate which limits the prerogatives of the House. [ hold 
with him that this rule of the Senate is in itself, if it were valid, 
a violation of the proper proceedings of each House. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to ask the Senator from Florida, if he 
will allow me, whether I understand him to assert that we con 
make a point of order upon a provision in the bill that comes to 
the Senate from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CALL. No, sir; I do not assert that. 


Mr. HARRIS. I am glad to hear the Senator’s announcement. 
I did not assert any proposition so unreasonable. 


Mr. CALL. 
T also say that we can not makearule of the Senate which limits 
the sovereign constitutional prerogatives of the House, nor tho 
House of the Senate. 
intended to provide that that was general legislation which did 
not affect the whole body politic, but only a small part of it. 
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What is every in- | 


Every | 


I say that therefore this rule was never | 


— 


GD) 


a) 


- 
oD 
The rule is simply a rule for the progress of business in this 
body, so that the appropriation bills shall not be interfered with 
by radical changes in the general laws which affect the entir 
body politic. ‘hat is all, nothing more nor less 

As to the point of order being ra 


ised, it is as obligato: 


upon this body when a proposition comes from the other Hou 
to this body here and the Senate of the United States under- 
takes to modify and change that proposition of the House by 
the introduction of an amendment relating to the general law 
as it would beif it had not come from the other H The 
Senate may modify a proposition of the other House in any form 
it pleases, but when the Senate says that no amendment relat 
ing to general legislation shall be put upon an appropriation 
| bill, it is as obligatory in reference to the provisionof the « 
House, though it does not limit its sovereign power as a ru 


proceeding, as if that bill had not come from the House and! 
originated in the Senate. Why, because it comes from 
other House in no way affects the policy or the propriety of 
the question. 

[t is a question that upon an appropriation bill in view of 
Senate, whether it be a provision of the House or th 
general legislation—that which affects the existing fundamental 
As to the propriety o 
that rule, a hundred passages of a bill by the other 
not touch the question at all. If it be improper it is as m 
improper when the other House puts it there, and when the 
provisions of the bill come to the Senate it is as much obli 
tory, if we follow reason, as if the bill originated here. As a 
question of power, as a question of jurisdiction, as a question of 
constitutional right, no limitation can be put by any rule of this 
body upon the right of the other House to send any form of bill 
here they please, or to amend all the laws, or abolish ali the 


ELouse would 


| laws uponan appropriation bill. 


As a question of propriety of proceeding affirmed by the rules 
of the Senate, that the fundamental law shall not be altered: 
that the general law relating to the country at large shal! not 
be affected upon an appropriation bill, the rule is just as appli 


cable to a measure that comes from the other House as to any 

| Other. That is the distinction. 
Mr. President, I say again, whether the point of order was 
raised or was not raised, the Senate Saturday affirmed that it 


was not general legislation to change the entire Treasury D 
partment in itsmethods of business, in the number of its officers, 
to decrease some salaries and increase others, as a ceneral law 
relating to all time and to the country; and to-day we are asked 
to decide-—-what? That a provision for seven States in relation 
to one particular evil affecting those States alone is general li 
islation affecting the whole nation. 

I differ from my friend from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurr]}. |! 
think it is time for us to realize the fact that this is a count 
of 70,000,000 people, soon to be a hundred million, and questions 
that affect the subsistence, that affect the welfare of the whol 
people of the country other than mere matters of war, oth: 
than mere matters of personal protection, must have consid 
tion and be controlled by the national councils 

What difference is there between the destruction 
ple of the States of the West by an invasion of a military fou 
or by pestilence or by famine produced by noxious element 
there grown? Thesubstance of the matter is that they shoutd 
be protected against destruction, whether it comes by armsor by 
pestilence. Where a great national evil is being threate 
originating in those States, it ought to be suppressed, and | 


not knowing anything of the evidence in the case, that if it 
true that some dangerous growth threatens the destruction « 


the agricultural interests of two or more States of the Wes 
that fact be ascertained, and the people of that great and 


ing section of the country need the national arm and the n 
tional protection for the preservation of the great agricul 
interests, upon which all others depend, it is the plai: 
mand of wise counsels and of wise public policy that Co 


should give that protection to them. 
This view is confirmed and enforced by the tenth se 
mall ent 


the first article of the Constitution. No State s 

any alliance or confederation. It thereforefollowsthatif there 
shall be any great public evil which can only be remedied, pre- 
vented, or suppressed by the concerted actions of two or mo 
States, it must be by the national Government, or rema 
public evil unremedied. 

Mr. PLATT. A single word more, Mr. President. I t 
there is no question about the power of Congress to appropriate 
money in an appropriation bill by an amendment to an appro- 
priation bill where there is no law existing at the time for the 


expenditure of the money. That has been done over and over 
and over again. ButI rose for the purpose of calling attention 
to another instance, in which, by an amendment to an appro- 
priation bill, a large appropriation was made for the purpose of 
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transporting the mails in American-built vessels. I referred to 
one and said tbat that had been followed from that day to the 
present. That was in 1885. In 1886 the Committee on Appro- 
aoe reported this amendment to the Post-Office appropri- 
tion bill: 


For the transportation of foreign mails by American built and registered 
steamships, to secure the oes ee and regularity in dispatch, and 
a greater speed in the carriage of such mails to Brazil, the Republic of Mex- 
ico, Central and South America, the Sandwich, West India, and Windward 
Islands, New Caledonia, New Zealand, and the Australian colonies, China 
and Japan, #800,000; and the Postmaster-General is authorized to make, after 
due advertisement for proposals, such contract or contracts with such 
American steamships, for a term of not less than five years, and at a rate of 
compensation not exceeding for each outward trip $1 per nautical mile of 
the distance, in the most direct and feasible sailing course, between the 
terminal points as shall be found expedient and desirable to secure the ends 
above set forth. 

Pending debate, 

Mr. HARRIS raised a question of order that the amendment proposed gen- 
eral legislation to a general appropriation bill, and under clause 3, Rule 
XVI, it could not be received. 

The President pro tempore overruled the question of order, and decided 





that the amendment was not general legislation on an appropriation bill 
within the meaning of the rule. 

From the decision of the Chair, Mr. HARRIS appealed to the Senate; and 
geen, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of 

On motion by Mr. HOARthat the appeal lie on the table, it was determined 
in the affirmative—yeas 30, nays 17. 

If I had time, I could go through the Journal of the Senate 
from that day to this, and show that where an amendment pro- 
poses simply an appropriation and provides the method and 
means and conditions on which the appropriation shall be paid 
out from the Treasury, it has not been held to be a general ap- 
ea or legislation on an appropriation bill. 

r. COCKRELL. The Senator from Connecticut[Mr. PLATT] 
makes the point that an appropriation with simply the neces- 
sary restriction as to its expenditure is always in order on an 
appropriation bill. I make the point of order that this amend- 
ment is not in order, even though it be only a specific appro- 
priation with restrictions as to its disposition. It is not all ap- 
propriations that are in order, but simply appropriations. The 
rule says: 

And no amendments shall be received to any general appropriation bill, 
the effect of which will be to increase an appropriation already containedin 
the bill, or to add a new item of appropriation, unless it be made to carry 
out the provisions of some existing law, or treaty stipulation, or act, or res- 
olution previously sed by the Senate during that session; or unless the 
same be moved by direction of a standing or select committee of the Senate, 
or proposed in pursuance of an estimate of the head of some one of the De- 
partments. 

I understand that this amendment was reported yesterday 
from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It was reported on Saturday last. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Was “July 16” Saturday? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I will say to the Senator that I under- 
stand one of the clerks made a mistake in transcribing the 
amendment and sent it to the Printer leaving out something; 
so it was reprinted again this morning, and that is*the reason 
the Senator finds the date he mentions on the amendment. It 
was reported on Saturday last from the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hold the amendment is not in order, be- 
cause it proposes general legislation; and if it be an amendment 
i gern, general legislation, even though it be recommended 

y a standing committee of the Senate, it is not in order. 

I say the amendment is not in order, further, because it is not 
germane or relevant to the subject-matter contained in the bill. 

Let us see what the amendment is. It reads: 

For the destruction of the Russian cactus (technically Salsoli koli tragus), 
$1,000,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary— 

What is to be done with it? It is— 
to be apportioned by the Secretary of Agriculture among the several States 
infested by Russian cactus— 

There is a duty imposed upon the Secretary of Agriculture 
which is not imposed upon him by the existing law. Then the 
amendment continues — 
said apportionment to be made in accordance with the necessities of the 
case, to be ascertained by the Secretary — 

There is another requirement of the Secretary of Agriculture 
not imposed by existing law— 
and to be paid to the governor of each of said States upon his executing an 
obligation on behalf of his State that the sum so paid shall be faithfully 
applied in connection with any sum which may be raised for that purpose 
in his State for the destruction of said cactus. 

Here is express legal authority, a new enactment, imposing 
upon the Secretary of Agriculture authority to pay to the gov- 
ernors of the States a given sum of money, and giving to the gov- 
ernors of the States the right to execute an obligation on be- 
half of their States and to receive the money, they not having 
any such power now. If such an amendment is not within the 
prohibition of the rule, I certainly know of no amendment which 
could be so. 
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ieee the Senate will decide that the amendment is not jy 
order. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I wish to say to the Senator from js 
souri that the Secretary of Agriculture has been for the past 
two years engaged in making investigations concerning this 
very pest; that he has already spent a large sum of money jn 
that direction, and that the proposed legislation is predicate, 
upon reports made to Congress by the Secretary of Agriculture, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate 
the peading question of order. Is the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] in o: 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Icall for the yeas and nays on that | 
tion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proce 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called) Iam paired \ 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin[Mr. MITCHELL]. I tra: 
that pair to the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dix: 
and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired with th 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If he were prese 
should vote ‘‘nay.” I have, however, reserved the right to vo 
to make a quorum. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. VILAS. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. Mitcn- 
ELL of Wisconsin] is absent from the Senate on account of the 
sickness of his wife. As has been stated, he is paired with th 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 

Mr. DUBOIS (after having voted in the affirmative). . [ am 
paired with the junior Senator from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH), 
and as I see that he has not voted, I withdraw my vote unless i: 
be necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. DANIEL], and withhold my vote. If he were present | 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to announce my pair with the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. I shall not vote unless my vot 
be necessary to make a quorum. 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—26. 
Aldrich, George, Patton, Sherman, 
Allen, Hansbrough, Peffer. Shoup, 
Allison, Higgins, Perkins, Stewart, 
Call, Hill, Platt, Walsh, 
Geney, McMillan, Power, Washburn. 
poe " Manderson, Proctor, 
Gallinger, Mitchell,Oregon Roach, 

NAYS—22. 
Bate Coke, Jones, Ark. Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Lindsay, Vest, 
Blanchard, Gorman, McLaurin, Vilas, 
Brice, Harris, Mills, White. 
Caffery, Hunton, Palmer, 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Pasco, 

NOT VOTING—37. 

Berry, Faulkner, Lodge, Ransom, 
Butler, Frye, McPherson, Smith, 
Camden, Gordon, Martin, Squire, 
Cameron, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Chandler, Hale, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Hawley, Morrill, Wilson, 
Daniel, Hoar, Murphy, Wolcott. 
Davis, Irby, Pettigrew, 
Dixon, Jones, Nev Pugh, 
Dubois, Kyle, Quay, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate decides that the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from North Dakota is in order. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I had very much hoped tha‘ 
the Senate would have held otherwise. I have been accus- 
tomed to legislation under a constitution which provides th. 
the subject of every bill shall be expressed in its title, and al-o 
that bills appropriating money for general purposes shall 0! 
be connected with any other subject, or that no other subject 
shall be connected with them. 

I confess I have been surprised at the liberality with whici 
Rule XVI of the Senate has been interpreted in this body. | 
deprecated several amendments made by the Committee on \)- 
propriations to appropriation bills. I have thought that there 
were radical changes made in existing laws in appropriation 
bills, which ought not to have been found in that connection. 
It is the rule of the Senate, however, now, the rule having bx 
interpreted by the Senate that this amendment is in order. 

Mr. President, I rise for the purpose of stating my objection: 
to the amendment, to its purpose, its objects, and its methods. 
The destruction of noxious weeds and plants ordinarily belong 
to the States, and such communities as the States may autho'- 
ize to engage init. I do not agree that itis any partof the duty 
of the United States toengage in the suppression of the Russia 
cactus. I think that is an extension of the powers of the Fed: 
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eral Government to a limit that is without precedent, but prec- 
edents are not necessarily conclusive and do not necessarily 
control. : fal? a ren 

I object to this appropriation also on account of its ineffi- 
ciency. I regard it as an attempt to waste $1,000,000 without 
doing any good. The amendment provides for the appropria- 
tion of $1,000,000, and that that $1,000,000 is to be apportioned 
by the Secretary of Agriculture among the several States in- 
fested by the Russian cactus. 

Mr. President, who will undertake to find the exact bound- 
aries of that test, its exact limitations, and its extensions? I 
ean understand that there might be some authority given to 
the Secretary of Agriculture to make explorations and exami- 
nations, with a view of determining the limit, not necessarily 
State boundaries, that there might be some provision, if the 
money is to be so applied, that would enable the Secretary of 
Agriculture to discharge his duty intelligently; but the'rule 
that is to govern the Secretary of Agriculture is the necessity 
of the case—that is to say, he is to determine as to the several 
States which are infested by the cactus; he is to determine the 
relative importance or the relative extent to which States are 
infected; he is to determine the relative difficulties or conven- 
iences for the extirpation of the cactus. In fact, the amend- 
ment lacks to my mind but one essential condition at that point, 
and that is that this money should be employed by the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture under his own authority to effect this ob- 
ject. 

But that isnot all. It is further provided that these propor- 
tions, after having been determined by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, are — 
to be paid to the Governor of each of said States upon his executing an ob- 
ligation on behalf of his State thatthesum so paid shall be faithfully applied 
in connection with any sum which may be raised for that purpose in his 
State for the destruction of said cactus. 

It will hardly be claimed by the Senator from North Dakota 
that it is within the power of Congress to impose that particu- 
lar duty upon the governor of a State. It isan offer on the part 
of Congress of a sum of money which may be paid to the gov- 
ernor,and the governor may enter into an obligation on the part 
of his State, as this amendment reads, that his State will faith- 
fully apply its proportion of the appropriation to the object of 
this measure. 

Who will undertake to say that any governor of any State can 
be required to perform this duty? Who will say that any gov- 
ernor of any State has the power to engage his State in the dis- 
charge of any duty whatever? Asa matter of course, the gov- 
ernor could not employ this money by his own authority. If we 
had the power toimpose thatduty upon him, all that the governor 
could do would be to appeal to the proper department of the 
State government, and ask their coiperation with him in this 
enterprise. But who will say that the governor of a State has 
the power to bind his State todo anything as a condition of pay- 
ing over this money? How would it be in the State of Lllinois 
if that State was afflicted with this particular nuisance? Where 
would this authority be found for the governor of the State of 
Illinois to enter into an engagement—something like a bond, I 
take it, with conditions—to undertake to bind his State to the 
discharge of those duties? 

But there are still other difficulties about it. As I am in- 
formed as to the facts of this case, the United States owns very 
large bodies of land, and a very large quantity of land in the 
States which are supposed to be within the purview of this 
amendment. I understand that those lands are mountains, that 
they are plains, and that they are swamps, and that the Govern- 
ment has immense territories in those States. By what au- 
thority would the governor of a State enter upon the lands of 
the United States, and from what source would he derive his 
authority toinvade them? I use the term “ invade” in its legal, 
not in its military sense. 

The seeds of this plant, as I understand, fly upon the winds; they 
go everywhere, and the mere clearing of one tract of land, or 
one county or one State, would be entirely ineffectual, because I 
am told, so far as we know, this injurious plant was brought into 
the Northwest by Russian immigration. The mere seed came 
without the knowledge of the owners of the baggage; they came 
with their baggage; they came with whatever those immigrants 
imported, and the weed has grown from time to time until it 
has taken possession of several States, or threatens to do so. 
Those seeds are borne upon the winds. They are like the seeds 
of many other plants with which we are familiar. 

If under this appropriation there should be an apparent extir- 
pation, if there was left a single plant upon a single quarter 
— of land, that plant would, in its turn, spread again over 
: e whole country. Nothing but the most radical, thorough ef- 
ort will extirpate this noxious plant. 
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_ Who has any confidence that this money would effect the ob- 
ject? I venture to say that this million dollars, if appropriated, 
would be something like the appropriation made by the Illinois 
Legislature for the destruction of the English sparrow. Three 
ears ago the Legislature of Illinois provided a reward for the 
ead of each English sparrow, and the small boy was put to work, 
and many thousands of the sparrows were destroyed. As [ re- 
member, when I was at home last year I heard the boys had 
been shooting around my neighborhood for months; but I found 
the English sparrow was still there. I do not know that this 
destruction actually increased the number, but there was no ap- 
parent decrease in the number of English sparrows which were 
seen, The appropriation was money wasted. So this will be. 

If a scheme is to be adopted at ail, it must be a radical scheme: 
In order to make it successful there must be a power somewhere 
to enter upon the land of any person, and whether that person 
is willing or not—although 1 can understand very well that we 
may presume that every man will consent that his premises may 
be invaded, and that his barnyards may be searched, and that 
his haystacks may be overthrown, if need be; that all those 
things may be done—but there is no authority anywhere to do 
it. The result would be that there would be carelessness, and 
perhaps there might be some who would refuse.. We can not 
tell about that. Perhaps in some cliffs, where goats may go, 
and where no other animal can find a footing, these seed would 
fly in and take root and find a resting place, like the seed of the 
cottonwood, with which we are familiar, or the nettle; they 
might come flying along and fall on the mountain top or on the 
hillside in some out-of-the-way place and escape observation, 
and after awhile multiply and again spread. 

Nothing will extirpate this pest, if it admits of extirpation, 
except the most painstaking care on the part of the people in- 
terested, or there may be one other mode. As I understand it, 
the money we appropriate is appropriated to be expended by the 
governors of the States. Ihave already adverted to the propo- 
sition that Congress has no right to impose that duty upon the 
governor of a State. He may decline, and | have spoken of the 
difficulty of his binding the State. J shail say no more on that 
point. It is a rule, however, which I have been accustomed to 
regard as very well established, that the United States can only 
perform its duties, assuming this to be a public duty or national 
duty, through agents of its own appointment, and that the duty 
must be imposed upon some person who would be subject to pub- 
lic or national reprehension if he should fail to discharge it. 

Assuming that the governor gives his bond, assuming thathe 
is able to secure thecodperation of the Legislature, what redress 
would the United States have for the money which has been 
paid over to him? Canit besaid that the governor’s bond would 
insurethe returnof themoney? L[understand the governor does 
not bind himself by this proposition. He binds his State, an 
impossible thing. But suppose he should accept the money and 
should fail to perform the duty; what would be the redress of 
the United States Government? Therefore if the extirpation 
of the Russian cactus is a duty to be discharged by national 
agency, by the Federal Government, the only effective mode of 
doing it is to appoint agents for the discharge of that duty who 
are responsible to the Federal Government for their failure to 
discharge their duty. 

The provision, in my judgment, is lame and impotent. It is 
an appropriation of a million dollars for a purpose which will 
never be accomplished by its means. It is a waste of a million 
dollars. It is the exercise of a doubtful power; and if I had no 
doubts of the power I should insist upon some carefully consid- 
ered statute which would in some way look in the direction of 
accomplishing the purpose for which the appropriation is made. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I do not care to go into a gen- 
eral discussion of this subject, but I should like to suggest a 
thougbt or two. The Senator from Illinois |Mr. PALMER], who 
has just addressed the Senate, has called attention to the diffi- 
culty of on efficient use of the money which it is proposed to 
place in the hands of the Secretary of Agriculture, and he also 
refers to the large amount of labor, much of which may be more 
or less impracticable, entailed by the proposed legislation on 
the Department of Agriculture. 

I think it will be much better for the Secretary to undertake 
an examination at least of the work that is to be done. Wein 
Kansas have not yet been troubled any with the Russian thistle, 
so faras 1 amaware, but from gentlemeninthe States infested by 
it, my information is that it is peculiar in many respects. The 
seed is collected in small bulbs or receptacles at the ends of 
branches. They dry, and the shell becomes very brittle and is 
easily broken. The plant ‘spreads out, it branches widely, and 
with the swaying of the wind, which is constantly in operation 
more or less in that region, the plant as it dries breaks. Tie 
stalk becomes brittle, and will break off near the ground or 
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the roots will come outof the ground entirely, as in the caso of 
the weed which we call the tumble-weed in Kansas and Ne- 
braska. The latter is known in Lllinois, too. 

These branching plants are rolled across the prairies and the 
fields, and will bound as they go along, striking little nodules, if 
I may so call them, on the surface of the earth or a postora 
shrub or anything of that kind, and every time their progress 
is arrested suddenly, there is more or less seed settled upon the 
ground. In that way one of these plants, rolling across the 
country, will scatter seeds for miles and miles; and when there 
are & thousand or a million of them moving about the country 
it becomes a question of very great magnitude. 

The appropriation may seem large, and probably but a very 
small proportion will ever be used, but if it should be necessary 
te use every dollar of it for the purpose of getting rid of such a 
plant, it will be well expended. We have spent millions upon 
millions, aye hundreds of millions of dollars, to construct high- 
ways, to open rivers, to improve harbors, to enlarge and multi- 
ply the facilities for commerce in different parts of the country, 
and this is one of the means of enlarging the area out of which 
the supplies of commerce are made. 

I think that this particular subject and the irrigation of the 
semiarid lands or arid lands are just as much proper subjects 
of national legislation as the dredging of a river, the opening 
of a harbor, or the improvement of any other place or condi- 
tion for purposes of national defense. It will not be long un- 
til the people of the Northwest and the West, through all of 
that splendid region extending from about the Sane 
degree of longitude tothe coast-range mountains, will be a unit 
in usking assistance from the people of the United States, 
through the National Legislature to procure water which may 
be applied artificially to the lands for purposes of cultivation. 

This is a great national question which interests every citizen 
of the country, not so much when we consider them as individ- 
uals as it does the individual persons interested in that section 
of the country. It has become evident, however, that no one 
man, or two men, or a hundred men, in any portion of the coun- 
try can do anything effective by way of exterminating this plant, 
and that therefore it must be a large work, one which will com- 
prehend a large area and a very considerable expenditure of 
money. It is practically throwing a large portion of that coun- 
try open to the conquest of this weed, and the people, if they 
will help us, can relieve us fromthatcondition. That is all that 
is asked for here. I hope the amendment in one form or an- 
other will be adopted, so that we can at least make a beginning 
in this work. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I am very sorry that my 
friend from North Dakota|[Mr. HANSBROUGH] has insisted upon 
this amerdment going into an appropriation bill. I find by the 
Senate Calendar that the bill (S. 1545) to providefor the destruc- 
tion ard extermination of the noxious plant or weed known as 
Russian thistleor Russian cactus, technically Salsola kali tragus, 
was reported favorably from the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry bythe Senator from North Dakota, and is now pending 
here. 

The pending amendment proposes that a large sum of money 
shall be appropriated, to be expended with scarcely any limi- 
tations or restrictions, for the destruction of the Russian cactus. 
That isan annual plant. It comes from the seed every year. 
Cut before the seeds have matured destroys the particular plant 
for all time tocome. Itis nothing compared with the cockle- 
burr of Missouri and other States of the Mississippi Valley. I 
have no doubt the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] hassome 
of those weeds in his State. 

Mr. PALMER. A few. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It takes two years to killthemout. The 
seed germinates once in each of two years, one part of the seed 
in one year and the other part in another year. We certainly 
ought to provide for the destruction of such anoxiousplant. It 
is absolutely destructive to the wool of the sheep. It renders 
the wool comparatively worthless. It ought to be added to the 
amendment, it seems to me. 

Then we have the Canada thistle, which ought to be added to 
the amendment, too. It is said to be equally destructive to ag- 
riculture as the Russian thistle is. I believe there are a num- 
ber of States which have special laws compelling every owner 
of land and every road overseer to destroy the Canada thistle. 

I find that asimilar measure was pending elsewhere, and a 
similar bill, making a provision for this identical object, has 
been reported adversely elsewhere from another committee 
called a Committee on Agriculture. Theydo not take the same 
view of the question that the committee here take of the mat- 
ter. I wish to read from a document upon our desks here what 





some other committee elsewhere say in regard to this matter. 


The advocates of Congressional legislation, as proposed in these bills, not 
Only asserted that the weed is the worst known to agriculturists, but that 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








JULY 17. 
national aid and authority are necessary to secure its extermination 
presented statistics and evidence to show that it is rapid in grdwtn: ; 
each plant, through the almost unlimited quantity of seeds it matur; 
by the facility with which its ripened branches breaking from th; 
stem are driven by the wind, scattering its seeds over large areas of 
tory, is capable of reproducing itself with remarkable celerity, each ; 
plant in its turn becoming a fresh source of seed supply. Im this way ; 
claimed the thistle advances its frontiers of growth several miley e 
year, and it is generally believed that it is the most troublesome of a) 
weeds which infest the Western farms. 

n the other hand, there is no doubt that the Russian thistle is an an 
plant; that it dies each year and is propagated by seed only. It is« 
bn a that if it is destroyed before its seeds ripen it can not re; 

cseil, 

Its extermination is certain if each farmer on his own lands will 
sufficient care and attention to the destruction of these weeds before ; 
mature, and if the State and local authorities will combine to dest 
the same way on highways and lands not in privateownership. Sey 
the States have statutes providing for the destruction of the Canadian t); 
and other weeds, and if those statutes are amended so as to include 
Russian thistle, and if like statutes are enacted in other States, it i 
sumed no further legislation will be necessary. 

The service required will not be exceedingly burdensome, but prompt 
efficient work, and, possibly, a oe of the means adopted to dest; 
the thistle will be necessary to fully eradicate it. It may be dono eith 
turning it under with the plow or by mowing it as often as is needed t 
vent its seeds from ripening. 

The labor and expense necessary to rid farms of this thistle is mu 
than that required to clear land in many localities or to prepa. 
farms for successful cultivation in others or to exterminate the Ca: 
thistle where it has become firmly established. 

Your committee are of the opinion that State and local authorit 
fully able to eradicate this weed without national aid. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. From what does the Senator {) 
Missouri read? 

Mr. COCKRELL. [I read from a report of a commitice 
agriculture somewhere else, not in this body. 

In view of these facts, I hope the Senator from North Dakot, 
will accept an amendment to include the cockleburr and t 
Canadian thistle. I believe my friend from Texas on my | 
has another noxious plant in his State which he wishes to a 
to the amendment, and it also is perfectly ineradicable by th 
ordinary means. But I make this suggestion to the Senator 
from North Dakota and I hope he will accept it, and even 
such an amendment is accepted I hope the Senate will \ 
down the entire amendment. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I wish to enter my pro! 
against the amendment. It is a proposition to take out of th 
Treasury a million dollars for an experiment. This questio 
was before another committee of the Senate, and it was : 
that the Congress of the United States has no power to enact 
law to give this money to the individual farmers in the Sti 
which are infested with the thistle or cactus, and that, there- 
fore, it is necessary to give it to the States, to do indirect 
what could not be done directly. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Will the Senator from Mississippi 
low me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Certainly. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Do I understand the Senator f: 
Mississippi to say that any committecof the Senate has deci: 
that Congress has not the authority to make this appropri:- 
tion? 

Mr. MCLAURIN. No, sir; I did not say that. 
ing the argument which I heard. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Ibeg the Senator's pardon; I mi 
derstood him. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. The money which is to be appropriat 
notour money. It belongs to the people of the country. | 
taxed from them and put into the Treasury for purposes wh! 
are defined under the Constitution and the laws of the co 
try. It is improper, it is not right, it is unjust, itis not wi 
in the purview of the Constitution of the country to take un 
out of the pocket of one man and give it to another, and it: 
not matter whether it is for the purpose of improving his ! 
or what the purpose is. 

It has been said by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] 1! 
this appropriation is for the purpose of benefiting the farn 
who of all others should be benefited. I can say to the Se: 
that no man in the Senate Chamber more deeply sympat! 
with the farmers of the country than I do. I am one of |! 

I have been oneall my life, and my sympathy is with them. 
I do not believe that it is right to tax the farmers in one s: 
of the country in order to give money to another farmer for 
urpose of improving hisland. It is not right to tax the fa 
n the State of Mississippi, or the State of Ohio, or the Stat 
New Jersey, or the State of Alabama, or any other State i 
Union to improve the farm of the farmers in the State of No 
Dakota or any other State in the Union, and I object to it. |! 
true that if this noxious weed is destroyed the farms and ‘- 
farmers of the Northwest will be benefited, but it is not rig) 
to tax the farmers in my State or the State of Florida for t) 
purpose. It is not right to tax the farmer in any portion 0! t° 
country for that purpose. 
Now, when you come to talk about this noxious weed, there 3 
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in my section a grass equally injurious to the farm. It is the 
cocoa grass. We have the cockleburr there and we have cocoa 

rass. If such amendments are to be engrafted upon the bill, I 
wish to have the pending amendmentamended by providing that 
the money shall also be used for the purpose of exterminating 
the cocoa grass. It is just as right, it is just as proper, because 
when the cocoa grass once gets its footing upon the land of any 
farmer, the land is gone for all practical purposes and especially 
for all farming purposes, and it, too, ought to be eradicated and 

royed. 

a a Senators see where this thing leads? Itis not somuch 
the million of dollars to be thrown away in the experiment to 
which I object, although I do not know that we have a million 
dollars to throw away, but itis the dangerous precedent which 
is set, because if you set the precedent of improving a man’s 
farm which is infested with the Russian cactus, you ought to im- 
prove the other man’s farm by destreying the cocoa grass. You 
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ought to destroy the cockleburr; you ought to destroy the crab 
rass, and you ought to destroy every other grass which is hurt- | 


ful to the cultivation of the farm in any section of the country. 
The appropriation ought not to be made. 

I remember that yesterday there was a proposition to make a 
lump sum appropriation of $49,000. There was great objection 
to it because it wasalumpsum. To-day the verySenators who 
opposed that appropriation are willing to appropriate a lump 
sum of $1,000,000, more than twenty times as much. It seems, 
therefore, that it is not so much an objection toa lump sum, 
but to the size of it. If a Senator comes here and offers to ap- 
propriate a lump sum of $49,000, there is great objection to it 
and it is voted down by the Senate. But whenanother Senator 
comes into the Senate and proposes an amendment to appropriate 
a lump sum of $1,000,000, there is no objection raised to it at all 
by the very Senators who took part in voting down the other 
appropriation of alumpsum. On the contrary, they advocate 
it and vote for it. 

I for one enter my protest against this measure. [ enter my 
protest against it because I do not think it is proper to take out 
of the Treasury of the United States, for the purpose of making 
an experiment, money which is put there by the taxation of all 
the people of the country for the purpose of defraying the ex- 
penses of the Government. If this is a noxious weed, if it is 
disastrous to the people of those States, and I believe there are 
only four or five of them who claim so, let the States themselves 
destroy it. Let the owner's of the farms, who will be benefited 
by its destruction, destroy it, and not call for the taxation of 
other people in order to destroy it for them, and thus improve 
their farms. 

1 am in favor especially of State’s rights, and one of the rights 
Iam in favor of preserving to the States is that every State 
shall be allowed to destroy the Russian thistle within its own 
borders. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, the Senatorfrom Mis- 
souri, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, who 
strenuously objects to the amendment, has referred to the fact 
that the Committee on Agriculture and forestry has already 
reported a bill on this subject, and that the bill is now upon the 
Calendar. Thatis true. I found, however, and other members 
of the Committee on Agricultureand Forestry found, that there 
was serious objection on the other side of the Chamber to the 
bill, for the reason that it provided that the Secretary of Agri- 
culture should make contracts with the people in the States in- 
fested by the Russian cactus. It was said that it would be an 
interference with States rights. 

For that reason, on last Saturday, i submitted the question to 
the Committee on Agriculture as to whether it would not be best 
to meet upon a common ground and haveacompromise measure 
of some kind on this question. A majority of the committee 
agreed that it should be so, and the amendment reported by me 
is the result of that agreement. 

The Senator from Missouri says he proposes to introduce an 
amendment to my amendment providing for the destruction of 
that old-time enemy of the farmer, the cockleburr, and then 
another amendment for the destruction of the Canadian thistle. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not propose to introduce such amend- 
ments. I suggested them to the Senator, and expressed the 
hope that he would accept them and incorporate them in his 
amendment. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Then I misunderstood the Senator. 
Iwish to say to the Senator, however, that I can not accept 
amendments of that kind to this amendment, for the very rea- 
s0n that the pests he refers to are sim ly local inflictions, while 
the Russian thistle is a great national infliction. The seed of 
the Russian cactus was brought to this country by Russian 
immigrants who came here under laws enacted by the Ameri- 
canCongress. It isa national pest, and it should be dealt with 
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[ will state to the Senate that within the last five or six years, 
time, the time in which the thistle has becor"s obnoxious and 
troublesome, it has spread over the better part of seven of the 
great agricultural States west of the Mississippi River. It con- 
tinues to spread and is on its way to other States where the 
lands are chieily prairie lands, and it will be but a short time 


before every agricultural State in the United States will be in- 
fesied by it. 
The thistle is not only an affliction upon the grain fields of 


this country, but it is entirely ruinous to the wool industry 
wherever it is found. The spines and seeds of the thistle com- 
ing in contact with the fleeces of the sheep completely ruin them. 
I make this statement in reply to a statement made by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri tothe effect that the cocklebur is injuriou 
to wool. The Russian thistle is much more so, in my judgment. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. I offer an amendment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. V1LAS in the chair). The 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. Amend the amendment by inserting in 
line 3, before the word ‘‘ one,” the words ‘‘ and cocoa grass.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I had not intended to oc- 
cupy the attention of the Senate in the discussion of this very 
interesting topic, and I rise now only to make an observation or 
two in answer to the position taken by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. MCLAURIN] in his advocacy of what he is pleased to 
eall States rights. That is a subject whichis rather threadbare 
these days. It has been called upon to do service in so many 
different directions during the last thirty years in this country 
that I am not surprised to hear it urged against the amendment 
just proposed by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANs- 
BROUGH] to the pending bill. The Senator from Mississippi 
takes the broad ground that the farmers of his section of the 
country oughtnot to be asked to contribute any taxes or any 
portion of money which is to be used for the benefit of the farm- 
ers in other sections of the country. 

Mr. President, if it were not for the fact that our legislation 
is coustanly destroying that beautiful theory which our Southern 
friends always call to our attention when it answers their pur- 
pose, I do not know that I should say a single word. But lam 
reminded of the fact that a herd of cattle suffering from pleuro- 

neumonia in Mississippi is destroyed; it is destroyed under 
‘ederal laws; the Treasury of the United States is called upon 
to pay for the cattle, and the farmers of New Hampshire pay 
their proportion. Iam reminded of the fact that under the 
Federal statutes we appropriate money in vast sums, millions of 
dollars, for the purpose of exterminating yellow feverand cholera, 
which never infest the Northern States, to protect largely the 
people of the Gulf States from those pestilences which come and 
carry off their citizens in thousands and tens of thousands. 

Yet when we come to support the Marine Hospital Servic 
the people of my section of the State pay their share in ta 
without regard to the question whether they have derived any 
benefit from itor not. I might go on and enumerate statute 
after statute that is to-day the law of the land whereby the p: 
ple of one section of the country, not benefited a farthing, con- 
tribute their share to meet the obligations of the Government 
in destroying things that are obnoxious to the welfare of our 
people in entirely different sections of the country. 

But, Mr. President, the mere suggestion of the matter ought 
to be sufficient. I am somewhat surprised, I say again, that in 
the discussion of a question of this kind the ancient, thread 
worn, and somewhat unpopular doctrine of State rights is to-day 
invoked. I have had my doubts as to the propriety of this leg 
islation, but it has not been upon the ground that it invaded the 
rights of Mississippi or New Hampshire. I shall vote for the 
amendment believing that the Government las precisely th 
same constitutional right to appropriate money to protect the 
people of the great agricultural States of the Northwest from 
this noxious weed that the Government has to protect the inte) 
state commerce of the country, or to protect the cattle of o 
State from diseases that may possibly be communicated by inf 
tionin herds of cattle in some other State. 

If there is any well-settled principle in this matter it 
the legislation we have approved, covering a period of a great 
many years on questions that are on all fours with this proposed 
legislation, gives us the clear constitutional right to do what 
the amendment asks us to do. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. President, I do not think that Congr 
has ever failed to vote money for any necessary purpose for the 
people in the States where there is such an emergency that one 
State itself can not successfully overcome the difficulty. 

The Senator from New Hampshire has alluded to the matter 
of pleuro-pneumonia. In 1883 or 1884 the National Live Steck 
Growers’ Association sent a committee to Congress asking for 
an appropriation to crush out pleuro-pueumonia in several of the 
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States. The objection was then urged that Congress has no 
right to go into States and interfere with private property; 
that it was unconstitutional to vote money for this purpose. 
Congress did, however, appropriate, I think, the first year 
$500,000, and continued the appropriation for several years, un- 
til that disease was a stamped outin the United States. 
They accomplished in the United States in less than ten years 
what Great Britain had not been able to do in half a century. 
It greatly advanced the live-stock interests of this country, be- 
cause it removed certain restrictions in foreign countries against 
the meat products of the United States. 

It is too late in the day to present the constitutional question 
against the appropriation of money for this purpose. e vote 
money to buy seeds to distribute in the several States. All the 

ople of the country contribute the money to buy the seeds. 
We vote money to discover means to destroy the tobacco worm. 
We vote money to destroy thecotton worm. Cotton isa product 
that is grown in only one section of our country. 

Unfortunately, the weed or plant under consideration, which 
isnot indigenous to our soil, got intothe State of South Dakota. 
It is not worth while to question how itcame there. In a very 
few years it has spread, I will not say over seven States, but it 
has spread so as to get into seven States. It does not make 
much difference what South Dakota does by itself, it can not de- 
stroy this plant in the United States. There must be a codpera- 
tion of States. In other words, it has passed beyond the control 
of States, and the United States must take the matter up and 
legislate upon it or the weed is likely to spread over every 
State in the American Union. 

The amendment is certainly guarded inits terms. First, the 
use of the money is left entirely to the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture. He is to find out and determine certain 
things and then using his best judgment he may appropriate 
the money to the several States where the weed is found pro- 
vided the governor of the State gives sufficient bonds to the 
United States to guarantee the use of the money er and 
for the purpose for which it was appropriated. It is not likely 
that any State infested with the weed will fail to legislate on 
the subject and pass laws which will be directory, and the 
governor will be compelled to execute those laws as he is com- 
pelled to execute other laws in the State. 

Now, it is true itis but an experiment. If it suecesds the 
money is well expended. [f it is a failure there will be only 
this amount of money lost and Congress will not further ap- 
propriate money for this purpose. 

I recollect but afew years ago comparatively the grasshop- 

r plague came upon the plains. Grasshoppers swept down 

nto the Missouriand Mississippi Valleys and destroyed millions 

of dollars’ worth of growing crvps. Congress immediately ap- 
pointed commissions and appropriated money to determine if 
there was any mode of preveation or any way by which the 
eggs of the insect could be des iroyed. 

When there is an emergency in the country I believe it is 
right for Congress to appropriate money to overcome that emer- 
gency or to meet it. It does not make very much difference for 
what purpose, whether to stay the yellow fever or to stop a dis- 
ease which is destroying the herds and flocks of the country, it 
is right that Congress should appropriate money for it, making 
all the time the reservation that the money is not to be ex- 
pended if the State is able to do it itself,and in doing it is en- 
abled to prevent reinfection, I may say, or the renewal of the 
weed in the State, as in this case; but here more than one State 
must take hold of the matter or the remedy can not be effective. 

Mr.McLAURIN. Will the Senator from Wyoming allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. CARE Certainly. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. In how many States does the Russian cac- 
tus now exist? 

Mr. CAREY. Ihave not the map before me, but as I recol- 
lect the map which was prepared at the office of the Secretary 
of Agriculture it has spread through seven States from a few 
seed in South Dakota. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Which are the States? 

Mr. CAREY. South Dakota, North Dakota, Nebraska; I 
think there is a little of it in Kansas, some in Wyoming; I do 
not know whether it is in Montana or not—— 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I will state, in addition to that, it is 
now in the State of Minnesota and also in Wisconsin. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. With the Senator's permission, I will ask 
him one other question. Is there any State of those seven not 





able to cope with this infection or calamity, or whatever it is to 
be called 

Mr. CAREY. I believe each State would be able itself to 
suppress it as it now exists in the State; but suppose South Da- 
kota should go to work, it would do South Dakota no good, be- 
cause the windstorms would seed the State again. 


So it would 
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do North Dakota no good to spend the money unless South pa. 
kota and the surrounding States should join in the effort. | 
anything at all is to be done the weed must be absolutely epagi. 
cated in the United States. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Will the Senator allow me to ask hip 
another question? - 

Mr. CAREY. Certainly. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Is there one of those seven Stat 
would not codperate with the other six States? 

Mr. CAREY. Perhaps not; but I have never known any two 
States in the American Union to start out and codperate to jey- 
form a work which it is clearly the duty of the United States to 
do. You can not get seven States to act together. It mus: 
done under one head, and some well-devised plan must b 
ried out to make it a success. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. I understood the Senator to say that j: 
was first the duty of a State, and only the duty of the United 
oo when the States themselves could not cope with the dis! 
culty. 

Mr. CAREY. I say an individual State can not cope with i: 

Mr. McLAURIN. Is it not first the duty of the seven States 
themselves to destroy the weed before calling upon the Unit 
States to do it? 

Mr. CAREY. No; it is not the duty of the seven States. 

Mr. MCLAUKRIN. You think not? 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator-from Wyoming allow me to 
answer a little more fully upon that point? 

Mr. CAREY. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. It seems to me the strongest argument in {ayo 
of the Government appropriating money for this purpose has 
beenoverlooked. The States will toacertain extent cotperate. 
It is true, as the Senator from Wyoming has said, that if o 
county alone attempts to exterminate the weed it is absolutel) 
useless, because the weed is peculiar to itself. It is no move 
like any other weed than a tree is like an ordinary weed in the 
field. Itis a distinctive weed; it is sui generis. It grows by a 
small tap root and then branches out in bell-shape as large as 
an ordinary tub. As soon as it becomes ripe it loosens from the 
ground and goes traveling over the prairies for a distance 
of 20 miles, like the ordinary tumbleweed. It will roll from 
county to county, and it is rolling from State to State. During 
the period of fifteen years it has covered over seven States. 

Now, as to why the Government should interfere to hel) out 
the seven States which have been mentioned. In those Stites 
there are to-day 125,000,000 acres of public lands which the Goy- 
ernment of the United States owns, and is therefore res)on- 
sible to that extent for the extermination of that noxious weed. 
The public lands are scattered all through these States, not in 
any particular portion of any one State, but through them all. 
Were the States themselves to attempt the extermination « 
the noxious weed, it would nevertheless grow upon Govern- 
ment ground and would roll back again upon cultivated farms, 
and the whole work would have to be done over again. As fa 
as I can see, the appropriation of this lump sum of $1,000,(0), 
distributed among the States, will be no more than the just pro- 
portion, in consequence of the public lands that are in thes 
various States, that the Government itself should bear towar 
the total expense of exterminating the weed. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Will the Senator from South Dakota allow 
me to ask him a question? Has any one of those States appro- 
priated money and undertaken to exterminate this weed? 

Mr. KYLE. I will state that we have noxious-weed laws in 
all our Western States. I know that the noxious-weed !aw in 
South Dakota includes the Russian thistle, but it is next to im- 
gerne for the State to attempt to exterminate the weed. \V 
nave tried it in various portions of the State, but in a period o/ 
one year it will spread a distance of 60 or 80 miles. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Has there been an appropriation made | 
any of those States for the extermination of this weed, and | 
so, how much? 

Mr. KYLE. Wedo not make aspecific appropriation, ex: 
that we have a general law by which the road supervisors 4 
county commissioners are asked and required to look after the 
weeds. The appropriations, I believe, are ordinarily made {or 
this purpose out of the county treasury. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CAREY. I have onlyone more sentence to add, and tien 
I will yield the floor. I was going to speak further with refer: 
ence to pleuro-pneumonia. New York City had appropriated 
a great deal of money; New Jersey had appropriated a great (ca! 
of money; the Siate of Illinois and various other States of tie 
Union had appropriated money to try to get clear of this dis 
ease among neat cattle in the United States. They failed 
for the reason that when the disease was eradicated in 91° 
State it was immediately brought there from adjoining States. 
There was no uniform action by the States. As soon as tie 
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i s took hoid of the matter and adopted a uniform 
en the States joined with the Government, there was no 
urther controversy about entering States and interfering with 
rivate property. Where the Government was compelled to 
Festroy neat cattle in a State it appraised them and paid for 
them. The United States succeeded in that case where States 
had failed for years. In this case the condition is very similar 
so far as this noxious weed is concerned. This is all [ have to 


lh. GEORGE. Mr. President, I find myself compelled, after 
avery careful and patient examination of this question, to re- 
yerse the opinion which I originally held; and asa result of the 
yote this morning upon the point of order indicates very clearly 
that Iam with a very small minority of my party—only three or 
four, upon this question—I believe it my duty not only for my 
own visdication, but also for the elucidation of this question be- 
fore the Senate, to say something upon the merits of this very 
much minunderstood amendment. 

A bill was introduced sometime ago by the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] which [ deemed unconstitutional. 
It proposed to authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to enter 
upon private land and there go to work for the purpose of ex- 
terminating this thistle. I did not believe we had the power to 
make any such entry upon private property. I did think, and I 
so expressed myself at the time, that we have the power to make 
an appropriation in aid of any State action that might be 
taken on the subject. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KYLE] prepared an amendment which embodied the ideas which 
I entertain on this subject. The pending amendment substan- 
tially embodies the same ideas. 

The question now before the Senate is not, as has been sup- 
posed, whether we shall go into the State ani with Federal 
money and Federal power undertake to improve ine farms of the 
State. Nothing of that’sort is intended. On the contrary, as 
was well suggested by the Senator from South Dakota, there is 
alarger question, a question which does not appeal simply to 
the charitable sentiments of the American Congress on this sub- 
ject, but which raises the question as to what we ought to do, 
what we are bound todo, whatas honest and honorable men, rep- 
resenting the Government which owns property in the affected 


States, we are bound to do in aid of the local authorities in ex- | 


terminating a pest which equally affects the Government prop- 
erty as wallinn the property of the private citizen. 


As was stated by the Senator from South Dakota, in the six or | 


seven States in which this pest now is doing so much injury, 


ofland. The ownership of this land imposesupon us duties as 
well as confers upon us rights. 

It so happens that this peculiar pest—and I want the Senate 
and the couatry to understand this—is not of the character of 
the pest of cocoa grass, mentioned by my colleague, and which 
is a very serious pest in the State of Mississippi. It is of such 
a peculiar character that if you do not destroy it wholly in a 
very large district, it soon occupies by the aid of the winds 
all the uninfested territory within that neighborhood; a neigh- 
borhood, as well remarked by the Senator from South Dakota, 
extending in a circle the diameter of which is 120 miles, the 
radius 60 miles. So I want the Senate to understand that 
there is no sentimentality in this matter. It is a question of 
business; it is a question of honor; it is a question of honesty, 
whether we, the United States, owning 125,000,000 acres of land 
in the infested district, will sit down quietly and fold our arms 
and leave to a strugg ring and poor community, as new States 
always are, the great burden not ee exterminating this pest 
from their own land, but of keeping the public lands free from it. 
I assert as an undeniable proposition both in constitutional law 
and in moral law that we, as proprietors, are under as much ob- 
ligation to contribute our share to the protection of our property 
as private individuals are. 

Now, let us see whether the facts sustain my individual view. 
If the pest be exterminated on one quarter section with all the 
sedulous care of the most careful farmer, it is immediately re- 
seeded by the cactus growing on the next quarter section. So 
it is utter folly to waste the time and the money and the energy 
of the private owners unless some system can be inaugurated 
which not only embraces him, but also all other private owners; 
and not only all private owners, but all owners of all the land 
upon which this pest may get a foothold and from which it may 
spread over the surrounding country. 

DoSenatorsunderstand what sort of a pest the Russian cactus is? 
Do they suppose it is a noxious weed on y, choking up the growth 
: & crop, and when dug down and eradicated upon a particular 
arm it is destroyed so far as that farm is concerned? Do they 
understand, as wasintimated by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 

OCKRELL}, when he asked the Senator from North Dakota to 
“cept an amendment to this amendment to eradicate tumble 
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grass and cocklebur, that this is a mere excrescence produced 
by cultivation and infesting to some extent all the crops of the 
country? If they do, they are mistaken. 

Sir, I propose to go into the history of this pest, not only for 
the purpose of my own vindication in this matter, but that the 
Senate may see if they vote this appropriation of $1,000,000 they 
not only do a constitutional thing, but they do a just and right- 
eous thing. The weed is indigenous in the Russiau Empire, and 
I will state the history of the pest as shown in the papers which 
I have before me. It has become so far the master of the own- 
ers of the land in the section in which it grows as to have com- 
pelled the abandonment bv the farmer of large sections of the 
country. The people in Russia, where it started, used to toil, 
used to self-denial, used to labor without fair and just compen- 
sation, in the struggle with this pest were compelled to surren- 
der their homes and their farms and flee to other sections of the 
country. Thesame is true of our own country, for the papers 
before me show that in very many places the farmers have been 
compelled to surrender tothis enemy and abandon their homes. 

How did the pest get here? This is a point which the Sen- 
ate ought not to overlook. It was imported. That is the his- 
tory. About fifteen = ago it came through United States 
ports and found its lodgment near Yankton, in the State of 


South Dakota. Is the State of South Dakota responsible for 
the introduction of this pest through the imports into her bor- 
ders? 

Sir, if you read the Constitution of the United States the first 
thing you see is that the regulation of imports is wholly a mat- 


ter of national concern. So it was the fault of the United States 
in the administration of national laws that they allowed this 
pest to come within our borders and to afflict our fellow-citizens. 
Does that not impose a superadded moral obligation upon the 
same Government, which, through its negligence and the negli- 
gence of its citizens, introduced this pest to destroy, as I shall 
show before I get through, the farmers of the Northwest? Does 
not that increase an obligation of a moral character that the 
same Government should lend a helping hand to those who 
may have been thus afflicted? 

But more than that. It is here through our fault; it is here 
through imports, which were solely under the regulation of the 
National Government, and over which the States of North and 
South Dakota and their sister States in that community had no 
control. Whatclearer pointof constitutional law than that they 
not only had no power to keep this pest out of the borders of the 


3 5 | American Union, when imported from abroad, but they had no 
the Government of the United States owns over 125,000,000 acres | 


power, if they knew it, to prevent it coming from one State to 
another. 

Let us stop ‘and reflect upon the condition of affairs. Here 
fifteen years ago was a newcommunity,a Territory of the United 
States; its broad acres had been very lately taken or purchased 
from the Indian tribes, and for what purpose? For settlement 
and cultivation by the white man. 

The United States through their laws invited immigration, 
invited the hardy sons of cur land to leave the more settled por- 
tions of our Union, and to go into a bleak, hard climate, but 
upon a generous soil, to seek to rebuild theirfortunes. We sold 
them the land, and at the same time that we gave them this in- 
vitation to go to these broad prairies and build again their for- 
tunes, we, by our negligence, introduced this terrible pest. What 
was the result? It started in one place in South Dakota, and 
now, from the papers which are before me, it appears that over 
40,000 square miles of American territory are infested by this 

st, an area nearly as large as the State of Mississippi. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Ifthe Senator will permit me, I think 
it is more nearly 75,000 square miles. 

Mr. GEORGE. Itis spreading with such terrible and tre- 
mendous rapidity that a statement made a year ago as to the 
area occupied would beincorrectto-day. Thelast investigation 
I made upon the subject put it at 40,000 square miles; but how 
does it spread? Let us see how these hardy sons of toil, whom 
we had invited to go into these far Western States for the 
purpose of extending American civilization and American in- 
stitutions, were treated. They got there, they settled on the 
lands; we allowed the pest to get there, and what was the re- 
sult? In fifteen years it has traveled into seven States, and it is 
extending year by year, and I warn Senators from my ownsection 
of the country that, unless its progress is stopped, it will know 
no boundary to its progress except the Gulf of Mexico. It has 
already got to Kansas, then it will go to the plains south of 
that State, and then to the plains of Texas. It is going with, I 
might almost say, a terrific rapidity. 

What is the proposition of this amendment? It is said you 
are improving the farms of these people, and you have no right 
to do that. Sir, that man’s farm upon which the destruction of 
this cactus may take place adjoins the public domain; he de- 
stroys every vestige of the cactus, and in the next season, with 
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the wiods whicn prevail, it is reseeded,or in other words, with- 
out a destruction of this cactus the work of the farmer in those 
States in destroying it is but the rolling up of the ball of Sisy- 
phus, and as soon as it gets to the top it rolls down again; and 
are we, with 125,000,000 acres of land to be the nursery, the 
reservoir of this infernal—I think [ havea right tocall it by 
that name—pest of the American farmer, are we to say that, to 
save our 125,000,000 acres, we will put the whale burden upon 
the pioneer who, at our invitation, left the Eastern portion of 
our country for the purpose of subduing the wilderness of the 
Western country? Phat is the question. I haveshown thathe 
can not do it. 

Then, if we are not to be moved by the consideration which 
ought always to affect and move a statesman ina free country 
by the consideration of the hard destiny and lot of our fellow- 
dhinun, and especially if we are to steel our bosoms against 
any cry of help from the helpless, let that be so, and we will 
discuss it upon the simple proposition of preprietorship. 

One hundred and twenty-five million acreso? iand and $1,000,- 
000; and what is that? Less than 1 cent an acre does this bill 
propose to give for the protection of this immense domain of 
Government land? Cut out the consideration to the farmer, 
though he is engaged in subduing that wilderness of the West 
to civilization and to prosperity and advancement, say we c=rs 
nothing for him, I think we, as proprietors of this land, caght 
to care for the interests of the aggregate American people, 

Mr. President, this pest does not spread on land which is un- 
cultivated except in spots; I want ta be fair about it, but where- 
ever there is any disturbamee of :the soil, wherever there has 
been the feeding of cattle, by which the turf of the prairie is 
beaten down, there it comes. I have before me a statement, 
which is and ought to be conclusive that whilstthe seedsdo not 
germinate on the thick, untrodden, uncleared prairie soil, yet 
they nestle in the grass and at the very first. time the plow of 
the farmer is introduced for the purpose of upturning this sod, 
then the seed come up. Are we not interested as proprietors in 
exterminating a pest which thus afflictsour property? It seems 
so to me, 

What precedents have we for this action? What have we 
been doing from the very beginning of the Government down 
to the present time with reference to the poe domain, except 
making appropriations in land or money for the purpose of im- 
proving and advancing the publie domain? hat mean all 
these railroad grants? I take not the extravagant and wasteful 
genes made by the Republican party after they came into power, 

ut the grants made by the Democratic party to railr com- 
panies of each alternate section for 6 miles. What did that 
mean except to devote a part of the national property for the 
purpose of benefiting the remainder? 

But, Mr. President, as a Southern man I havea word to say 
about it in that aspect of the case. Ailusion has been made to 
the fact that we are taxing ple far distant from the deni- 
zens of the cold and bleak Northwest for the pur of im- 
proving their farms. I deny that. First, I deny that such is 
the main purpose of the amendment. That the farmers inthat 
section get an incidental benefit from an appropriation to pro- 
tect {he national property I rejoice. 

I am always happy when, in pursuing aline of policy for the 
protection of the general, universal good, without reference to 
section, whether North or South, East or West, when pursuing 
that plain, constitutional, just policy, if it results that incidental 
benefits come to the citizens of the United States in any part of 
this great country. Myown State has been the recipient of mil- 
lions of dollars from the National Treasury, is receiving it now, 
and has been for years, coming from the principle I have just 
advocated. We build levees on the Mississippi River. y 
and how? IfI were to get up here and ask an appropriation to 
build levees on the Mississippi River for the sole of pro- 
tecting the land of the owners in the Mississippi delta, I should 
be met with the argument that the Goverament can not tax the 
people of the whole country for the purpose of benefiting the 
private owners of property who happen to live in that delta. 

But see how the analogy is. The United States are the own- 
ers of the Mississippi River; it isa great public highway, and 
it is a part of the jurisdictionand the power of the United States 
to keep that river improved, and I am glad to say that, with all 
the conflict of sectional passion ahd sectional prejudice, I have 
not heard it suggested from the other side of the Chamber when 
an apeenaias, was asked for the improvement of the Mi 
sippi River and the building of levees on the Mississippi River, 
in order to make that improvement, that it should not be done 
because that appropriation resulted also in benefit tothe private 
owners of land. On the contrary, Mr. President, I thank God 
that I have lived to see the day alter the civil war when I have 
discovered that this incidental benefit to the owners of land in 
ee i, in Arkansas,and in Louisiana but added zest.to the 
actien of Northern men in voting appropriations to build levees. 
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Shall I proceed toread all the testimony I have here? 
at least to read some of it, for I differ with my party upon {j 
amendment. There are only about four of us who fayop « 
Right here I should remark—I do not know whether it js to +), 
honor of the American Senate or not—that I have discoyero, ; 
a service of about thirteen years in the Senate, that a vote o). 


lieve, exhibited exactly the feeling of the Senate as to the mea, 
ure involved. A vote taken on a point of order discloses } 
we stood on this amendment. 


though I thought if there was anything that according 


exaggerated in the statement whichI have made about this 3 
ject. 
North Dakota. He says: 


to eradicate the 
not expect to accomplish the t 


the cactus will take our country. 
this pest have had but two good crops in the 


and county aid. 


let me give yousome testimony as to the nature of this pest fron 
an offieial on 

Department of Agriculture, for it has been examining and in 
vestigatin 
botanist 


riculture shows conclusively that the progress of this we 
only by concerted action during the same season or seasons over the wh 


not soon checked. Itis a wee 
whe 


the Government. 
Prof. W. M. Hays, published in the Farm, Stock, and Home. 
wish Ecould read the entire letter, because every word 0! | 
ought to be listened to by the Senate and well weighed be! 
any Senator votes against this appropriation. 
of 


t 
8 
Secretary Rusk to investigate. He published a commendable bulletin 1 
the subject, — did not suggest as herote measures for its eradica 
as the present wr 


em common tumble weeds are carried across the country. In grain, 
radiating from the infested district. 
farand wide. A band 


as far as 300 miles from the great Dakota weed patch. 


sas; and, as I have before remarked, it is pressing with fe: 
—- upon the Southern section of this country. 


amendment. If I were to go into that I could cite statutes > 
the hundred showing the power of Congress to make appropr! 
tions of this kind. 
the fact that the appropriations made for the Agricultural De 
partment itself, from the Secretary of Agriculture down to *” 

very lowest employé, stand upon the same constitutiona! autho" 
ity as does this pr i 


of granted 
States in all the clauses of section Sof Article I, to levy tax°* 
to borrow money, to regulate commerce, to establish a unilor™ 
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uestion of order has always, without a single exception | }, 





I do not claim any exemption from the rule I have stato 





rules of the Senate was in order on an appropriation bil), i: \ 

the amendment under consideration; and for this reason, 

the rule of the Senate means—and [ state an argument poy 
which can not be answered—that you can not add an appropri, 
tion to an appropriation bill, then this amendment is in one; 
It is nothing more than an additional appropriation, with p, 
visions right and proper for its execution. 





I want to read a letter to the Senate to show that I have 
LI read an extract from a letter written by the governor 


Lean assure you that no effort will be spared on the part of North Dak 
pest, by township, county, and State assistance; but 
without Government aid, as our peo; 
ed, and unless kelp can be had fro, 





our farms are heavily mort 


he Gove bea 

he Government these farmers will ome discouraged and abandon ty 
land to Eastern mortga; 
years time will be requ 


bad condi 
infected 
progress of the 
damage 

in compar. 
ing 
tend 
weed 

way 

Missis- 
of 


ees. OurState debt limit has been reached. Thr 
ed tochange our constitution, and in the meantin 
he counties that are suffering most trop 
tfive years. They are i: 
c tion financially, but will do all they can by individual, towns 











There is the testimony of the governor of North Dakota. Now 





the United States. This is no new thing with th 
this subject for years. Here is the statement of th 
the Agricultural Department: 


A study of this question for the past two years by the Department of \y 


can be stopp 
area. The facts at present in hand show also that the progress 


the Russian thisti> is rapid, and that if any determined action is to be tak 
against it, it may be done far more economically in the immediate futur 
than after the expiration of a few 


ars. It is undoubtedly true that if: 


ss of the weed is not sto the damage caused by it in future yea 


will annually reach $25,000,000. 


There is another statement, made by the same gentleman, \Ir 


Coville, to which I desire to call the attention of the Senat 
He says: 


The already done by the Russian thistle is without 
ison with the dam which will be done by it if 
peculiarly adapted to the great wheat-rs 
of the United States, and its advent is ominous of an 


calamity to that region. 
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IT have also another witness, going outside of the officials 0 
I read now an extract from a letter fron 


Prof. Hays say 
ta rapid spread: 


vised, by years ago the Department of Agriculture at Washington ' 
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by the writer and others, of the desirability of its maliing a thorou: 
this weed, and in the fall of 1992 Mr. L. H. Dewey was sent ou! 


ter believes imperative. 
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Tt is now very rapidly intwoways. The great body of wees ° 
a by the wind blowing the ripe weedsin the same W3) 


in stock cars, andin other ways they are distributed along railway: 
These new centers serve to spread | 
of them may be seen along many railroads, ' 


It has got across the Missouri River; it has got into Kar 
have not argued the constitutional question involved in ‘|. 


& me call the attention of the Senate ' 
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government. Take the whole list which I have in my hand 
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rule of naturalization, and uniform laws on the subject of bank- 
ruptcies, to coin money, to provide for the punishment of coun- 
terfeiting the securities and current coin of the United States, 
to establish post-oflices and post-roa\s, to promote the progress 
of science by granting letters-patent, to constitute tribunals in- 
ferior to the Supreme Court, to define and punish piracies and fel- 
onies committed on the high seas, to declare war, to raise and 
support armies, to provide and maintain a Navy, to make rules for 
the government and regulation of the land and naval forces, to 
rovide for calling forth militia, to provide for organizing, arm- 
ing, and disciplining the militia, to exercise exclusive power 
over the District of Columbia. When you read them all you will 
have every governmental function conferred upon the National 
Government; and in them you donot find any power toestablish 
an Agricultural Department, to make inquiry as to the progress of 
the crops, to distribute seed among the American people, to 
suppress pleuro-pneumonia, and all that sortof thing. All these 
come outside of and under another authority in the Constitu- 
tion, and that is the power of appropriation, when you have no 
power of jurisdiction, provided only the appropriation is made 
to general subjects, and does not amount to a mere gift to pri- 
vate individuals. The first law upon that subject was passed 
under the Administration of Gen. Washington. The statute 
books are from that day to this [ull of appropriations made out- 
side of carrying out the specific powers granted to the Federal 
Government. : 

Mr. President, I believe I have given fully the reasons which 
influence me in casting the vote which I shall cast in this mat- 
ter; but, before I sit down, I suppose I might be indulged in mak- 
ing an additional remark not exactly pertinent to the amend- 
ment, but connected with the general duties of a Senator of the 
United States. In my youth, before I had a beard upon my face, 
it was my fortune to have assisted in planting the American 
standard upon the walls of Monterey. 

Afterwards it was also my fortune to bear arms against the 
flag which I helped to plant upon the walls of Monterey. It 
was also my fortune, sad as it was, after the war was over, toun- 
dergo, in common with the people of the section from which I 
come, four or five years of the most infernal rule with which a 
civilized le were ever cursed. I lived through that. I 
lived tosee civil disabilities removed from the Southern people. 
I have lived to see this side of the Chamber by a very large ma- 
jority filled by men who have also borne arms against the Gov- 
ernment. Ihave met, since I have been here, some instances 
of harsh, bitter, unjust sectional argumentation, crimination and 
recrimination, but I have lived tosee, and I am very glad to be 
able to say it, that where once I heard criminations and recrim- 
inations I do not hear them now. 

{ have lived to see the time when a question comes up in the 
Senate which affects the section from which I come that I not 
only find Northern Democrats, God bless them, affiliating with 
me, sympathizing with me, but I find also that Northern Re- 
publicans are exhibiting a forgetfulness of the bitter animosities 
of the past and are joining with us in upbuilding our common 
a and the Southern part of it, when that part alone is in 
question. 

It is a pleasure to me, and it is not, sir, the least of the pleas- 
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ure either which i have to-day in performing the duty which I 


have performed that as a Southern man I have been able to 


Dakota. 


stretchthe hand of friendship and sympathy to the suffering | 
farmers of the Northwest, who, with the other farmers of the | 


country, have led the way in breaking down sectional animosi- 
ties,and in restoring among our people the feeling of a common 
brotherhood. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, we are not without an experi- 
ence in the country of the character of this pest. 
that all the country is inflicted by what is known as the English 
or Canada thistle. 
section of the country, and every farmer there knows how inju- 
rious it is to his land and how nearly impossible it is to eradi- 
cate it. The agricultural papers tell you that the Canada this- 


I doubt not | 


It prevails to an unfortunate extent in my | 


tle, so called, can be destroyed by plowing the ground every | 


month orso, thereby preventing the plant from showing its head 
above the ground. I have never known that to kill it, possibly 


It is most easily extended. 
to-day, and because of 

on farm to-morrow; and when it is there it is there to stay. 
Tt is a small t. It is nowhere so easy of propagation and 
extension as the Russian thistle. Itdoes not growsotall. The 
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part of the United States which constitutes the western extrem- 
ity of our agricultural land east of the Rock Mountains, and that 
is the center of infection now for the country. As it was easy 
to be brought from Russia to the Dakotas, it can as easily be 
brought from the Dakotas to the East. We of the Hast need 
not felicitate ourselves that because it is so far it is not so near. 
I know that the farmers of my section to-day hesitate, if they 
do not refuse, to purchase bran and other feed for their cattle 
from the Minneapolis miils, because they are afraid that the 
seeds of the thistle might thereby be brought to this part of the 
country. It operates asa bar upon commerce, and a bar upon 
the sale of the products of the section of country which is in 
fected. It is a threat of the first magnitude, and will bri 
upon us a disaster incalculable if it cannot be stopped. 

Mr. President, the serious question is whether it is in the 
power of the United States Government, with all its resources 
put forth without stint and unremittingly, under the directio: 
of the Secretary of Agriculture, in codperation with the States, 
to stamp it out. Ifa single thistle is allowed to remain on any 
farm in any part of the country it remains a continuing threat 
That is the character of this weed, and in the light of such fact 
it is idle for Senators to hesitate a second as to what we should 
do. We not on!y should make the appropriation, but we should 
do it quickly and gladly. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I shall undertake to answe: 
the arguments which have been made by the Senators in the 
order in which they have spoken. 

As to the point made by the Senator from New Hampshi: 
[Mr. GALLINGER], that the General Government has appro 
priated money for the prevention of the spread of yellow fever 
and cholera, which are peculiarly diseases of the South, | de 
sire to state, first, that when I entered the Senate | felt tha 
while I was here to represent the interests of the State which 
sent me here, I should do it by legislating, so far as I took part 
in legislation, for the whole country. LIentered the Senate with 
a patriotism which extended to every section of the United 
States, and I am not here speaking for Mississippi alone; | am 
speaking for the American people and for their Government. 

But I can conceive that there is a vast difference between 
quarantining by the United States Government against the in 
troduction of infectious diseases into the country and the ap- 
propriation of money by the Government out of the Treasur 
for the benefit of individuals in any section of the country for 
the improvement of the private property of individuals. I Shal! 
insist, before I shall have concluded, that notwithstanding the 
learned and able effort made by my colleague, this is an appro- 
priation of public money for the improvement o! private prop 
erty. This disposes of the objection which was made by the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

The point made by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Carney 
as I understood it, is that it is not impossible for each indi- 
vidual State infested with this noxious weed to destroy it within 
its own borders, but that it is impossible to obtain the coMpera 
tion of the seven States which are so afflicted. Therefore, the 
argument is that there must be an appropriation by the Genera! 
Government in order that it may extend over all the territory 
of these seven States and destroy this thistle at once. But let 
us examine the amendment offered by the Senator from North 
It says: 

For the destruction of the Russian cactus, #1,000,000, or so much thereofa 
may be necessary, to ea by tne Secretary of Agriculture among 
the several States infested by Russian cactus, said apportionment to be 
made in accordance with the necessities of the case,to be ascertained ! 
the Secretary, and to be paid to the governor of each of said States upon 
his executing an obligation on behalf of his State that the sum so paidshba! 


be faithfully applied in connection with any sum which may be raised 1 
that purpose in his State for the destruction of said cactus 





Now, in order to make this pvovision effective it is just as 
necessary that there should be co'peration on the part of the 
seven States affected as if there were no appropriation made by 
the Congress of the United States. It depends first upon the 
governor of the State executing an obligation for his State. I! 
it is so that it may be put in the power of each governor to ob- 
ligate his State government in the manner indicated by the 


| amendment; and if one governor executes the obligation and the 
because of the difficulty of as the work regularly performed. | 
our 


lands may be free from it | 
the carelessness of a neighbor you find it | 





six others do not, or if six governors obligate their States to do 
so and one does not, it is equally ineffectual as if there were no 
appropriation made and the States were called upon to cojperate 
upon their own account by appropriations made by the States. 
So there is nothing in the point made by the Senator from Wy- 
oming that the appropriation will enable the States to coiiperate 


is large in its growth, and when it comes to ma- | whereas they can not codperate without it. 


Russian thistle 
ioe the wind takes it, and, rolling it over, it is spread rapidly | 


acontinually extending area. But its power of propagation 
stop the 


does not i 
As the Senator from Mississippi[Mr.GEORGE] pointed out, this 


was brought from Russia to the United States, and to that | ab 





But again, how is the governor going to obligate his State to 
apply the fund in the manner required by the proposed amend- 
ment to the appropriation bill? It is said by the Senator from 
Wyoming that the Legislature will give him the power and en- 
him in some way to do so; but [ am told by my colleague 
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that the thistle is spreading so rapidly that in one year it has 
increased the area of its prevalence from 40,000 square miles to 
75,000 square miles, nearly doubling in one year. Then how 
many years will it take before the Legislatures of the seven 
States infected by the Russian cactus can codperate and enable 
their governors to execute obligations to the United States or 
to somebody, because the amendment does not state to whom, 
to the effect that they will apply the money as intended by the 
amendment? By the next year the area affected will be 150,000 
or 140,000 square miles. So all this delay on the part of the 
States, allowing the thistle to spread, would be in contravention 
of the argument used by the Senator. 

I take it that there is nothing in the proposition of the Sena- 
tor from Wyoming that it is necessary that this appropriation 
should be made in order to enable the seven States infected with 
the Russian cactus to coJperate for its destruction. 

Mr. CAREY. I wish to ask the Senator from Mississippi a 
question, if he will permit me? 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Certainly. 

Mr. CAREY. Has the Senator confidence in the Secretary of 
Agriculture? 

r. MCLAURIN. I have. 

Mr. CAREY. If the Senator will read the bill he will see that 
if the Secretary finds that there is no necessity for the expendi- 
ture of this money it is not probable that any of it will ex- 
pended. Heisa peneene: agriculturist himself, and the bill is 
very guarded in that respect. If the Secretary finds that there 
is no necessity for it he will not use a cent of the money, and he 
will not pay it out, anyway, until he gets the requisite bond from 
the several States. 

Mr.GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Wyoming whether 
the Secretary of Agriculture has asked for this legislation, or 
approves of it? 

Mr. CAREY. I really do not know about that, but it is not 
likely that he will disburse any more of the money than is really 
necessary for the purpose. There is an emergency, and it must 
be met in some manneror other. I understand the amendment 
was put in this particular shape outof deference to the Senator 
from Mississippi, who raised objections to the form of the bill 
which had been pose and introduced. 

Mr. McLAURIN. To which Senator from Mississippi does 
the Senator from Wyoming refer? 

Mr. CAREY. I do not mean the Senator from Mississippi 
who now has the floor. I refer to the senior Senator from Mis- 
sissippi{Mr. GeorGe]. He is a good lawyer. No doubt the 
Senator from Mississippi who now has the floor is also a good 
lawyer. But the senior Senator from Mississippi objected to the 
form of the bill then prepared, and suggested this form to ob- 
viate the difficulty. It leaves the first distribution in the hands 
of the Secretary of Agriculture. He will not permit any of this 
money to be an A out of the Treasury until he has a guarantee 
from the governor on behalf of the State that it will be expended 
wae judiciously for the purpose for which it is appro- 
priated. 

I do not myself believe that this is the best way to do it. I 
think it would be a great deal better to leave it to the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture and let him appoint agents to go out and 
see whether the weed can not be eradicated. There are great 
objections to the other plan, however, and this has been de- 
vised to overcome the objections. It is really a compromise 
measure, and we all hoped that it would be passed without ob- 
jection even from the Democratic side. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. I have confidence in the Secretary of Ag- 
riculture. I do not haveconfidence enough in him to put in his 
poses $1,000,000 and to allow him to construe the inapt 
anguage of the amendment which says that the money is— 

To be paid to the governor of each of said States upon his executing an 
—_— on behalf of his State that the sum so paid shall be faithfully ap- 

The amendment does not state to what State the money is to 
be given. It leaves it to the Secretary of Agriculture to select 
the State. It leaves it to the Secretary of Agriculture to say 
when the obligation isentored into by the governor of the State, 
and then it leaves it to the Secretary of Agriculture to say how 
much he will give to each governor. I have no doubt of the in- 
tegrity of the Secretary; I have no doubt of his fidelity; | have 
no doubt of his patriotism; I have no doubt of his desire to exe- 
cute properly the office confided to him, but I do not propose 
and I do not desire to confide to him $1,000,000 to be given to 
the governors of those States upon their entering into an obliga- 
tion such as he will eve as being“an obligation which binds 
their States respectively. 

But suppose I had that amount of confidence in the Secretary 
of Agriculture; how would it ep the position of the Senator 
from Wyoming? The position of the Senator to which I object 
is that he contends that the Russian cactus can not be stamped 
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out by the States themseives for the reason that all the States 
must act conjointly; that they must operate in the destruciion 
of the thistle, and if they do not do so it will not be destroyeg 
because if one State destroys the thistle and another leaves j;' 
it will spread again to the State in which it had been destroyed 

How does the amendment help the matter in this respect’ 
Does it provide that the governors of the seven States shal] 
unite for the destruction of the thistle before they use the 
million dollars proposed to beappropriated? Notatall. Thore 
is nothing of the kind in the amendment. So that disposes, ac 
cording to my judgment, of the position taken by the Senat; 
from Wyoming, that the weed can not be destroyed by the 
States themselves unless the appropriation is made by the Con. 
gress of the United States. 

Now, Senators will remember that the Senator argued that 
when the States themselves can not grapple witha thing, whey 
it became too gigantic for them to contend with or to destroy, 
then it is that the United States ought to interpose and assis; 
the States. The question was propounded to him whether the 
States had undertaken to destroy the weed, and the answer was 
that they have not undertaken to do it, because unless it is done 
in all the States at the same time, it is not effective. Th 
amendment does not provide for the destruction of weed in al! 
the States at the same time. It does not provide for the de. 
struction of the weed in twoof the Statesat the same time, much 
less in all the States. So money might be given to one gover. 
nor, and he might proceed to the destruction of the thistle in 
his State and leave the weed in the other States as dangerous 
and as damaging as it was before. 

I desire to address myself to the question of protecting the 
property of the United States in those States. Weare told that 
there are 125,000,000 acres of public land in the States infested 
with the Russian cactus, and that it is a matter of honor and 
honesty that the Congress of the United States should appro- 
priate money for the protection of this land in order that the 
occupants of the adjoining land may be protected in their prop- 


erty. 

It is said by the same Senator who made that argument that 
this is not for the purpose of protecting private property; that 
itis not for the purpose of improving the farms of individuals, 
but that it is for a great public benefit, a great public work, and 
a great public purpose. Yet he tells us that this ought to be 
done because it is right, proper, and honorable for the United 
States Government to destroy the thistle in order that the ad- 
joining farms may be of merit and of value to their occupants 
and to their owners. 

He tells us that it would be dishonorable in us not to destroy 
it as an advantage to the owners of the adjoining lands and the 
adjoining farms. Yet inthe breath just before that we are told 
that we are not called upon here to appropriate money to im: 
prove private farms, answering, as I suppose, the argument | 
tried to make before the Senate that it is not right, just, fair, 
nor equal to tax the farmers in one section—and I do not care 
whether it be in Mississippi, Alabama, Texas, New Jersey, New 
York, or any other portion of the country—to raise money for 
the purpose of improving the farm of another man. 

What does the argument of the Senator mean when he says 
that our honor requires us to destroy the cactus on account of 
its being Aastrestive to the farms and to the lands of the people 
who live in the Western section of the country and when in the 
next breath he tells us that we are not appropriating money for 
the purpose of improving private farms and private property’ 
You see, Senators, thatwe are appropriating money for the 
purpose of improving the farms of one section of the country at 
the expense of the general public, and I do not care whether 
they be farmers or what class of people they be, they have put 
their money into the Treasury. 

Itis their money and notours. We are the guardians and 
the trustees of it, and we have no right toapply it in any way 
except as provided by the Constitution and the laws of the coun- 
try. Ido not propose toenter into any constitutional argument 
to show that we have no power todo that. There is a broad 
and distinguishable difference between the question of power 
and the question of right. Is it right, is the proposition? 

Now, let us see about our public domain and whether it ‘5 
proper for us to make the appropriation on that ground. It is 
admitted by the Senators that we ought not to make the appro- 
priation if it is for the purpose of improving the private farms 
of a portion of the citizens of the country at the expense of the 
farmers of other sections of the country, and at the expense 0! 
all classes, all vocations, and all professions in other portions 0! 
the country. At the same time it is said that we are in honor 
bound to destroy the thistle in order that the adjoining farms 
may be protected. But Senators contend that it is our duty to 
make this a in order to protect the public domain. 

We have 125,000,000 acres of public land in these States. T° 





















































Soe 


eS 
BS 
cr 


a 


Roper Rete ey 


es 


1894. 


"ce asec item 
protect 125,000,000 acres of public domain against the Russian 


cactus we must ar $1,000,000. Are you going to im- 
prove the public domain? If you are, we have in Mississippi a 
considerable amount of public domain which ditching would im- 
prove; and not only would the ditching of that public domain im- 

rove the public domain itself, but it would improve the adjacent 
ands; the adjacent property would be improved by it. Howare 
you going to start out and improve this public domain in one 
section of the country and not improve it in another? 

Mr. CAREY. Will the Senatecr allow me to ask him a ques- 

ion? 

‘ Mr. McLAURIN. Certainly. 

Mr. CAREY. Is it unconstitutional for the United States to 
make appropriations to prevent the overflow of the Mississippi 
River and the Missouri River, and thereby protect the lands? 

Mr, MCLAURIN. There has never been an appropriation 
made to protect the lands on the Mississippi River. The pro- 
tection of the lands is incidental. The Senator from Wyoming 
knows he would not vote for an appropriation to protect those 
lands. itis for the purpose of benefiting commerce that money 
is appropriated to improve the Mississippi River. 

r. CAREY. I will vote for money for any purpose that will 
do good in the United States. If Iam not interfering with the 
Senator, I wish he would take the agricultural appropriation 
bill, which is under consideration, and commence very early on 
its early pages and see what most of the purposes are in the bill 
for which money is appropriated. We are investigating the 
subject of chemistry; we are investigating the subject of for- 
estry; we are purchasing specimens of various kinds; we are in- 
vestigating ‘‘the nature of diseases injurious to fruits, fruit- 
trees, grain, cotton, vegetables, and other useful plants; ex- 
periments in the treatment of the same; chemicals and appa- 
ratus required in the field and laboratory,” and—— 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Idid not yield to the Senator to inject a 
speech into mine, but only for a question. When that question 
has been propounded to me the Senator does not allow me to 
answer it before he puts a speech into mine. 

Mr. CAREY. Lamverysorry. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The Senator from Mississippi is entitled to the floor. Does the 
Senator from Mississippi yield further to the Senator from 
Wyoming? ° 

Mr. McLAURIN. Certainly. 
in the body of my remarks. 

Mr. CAREY. We appropriate in this bill (and the appropri- 
ation was agreed to, * think, without objection) $800,000 for the 

revention of the spread of diseases among domestic animals. 
We authorize the Secretary of Agriculture ‘‘to use any part of 
thissum he may deem necessary or een and insuch man- 
ner as he may think best, to prevent the spread of pleuro-pneu- 
monis, tuberculosis, sheep scab, and other diseases of animals, 
and for this purpose to employ as many persons as he maydeem 
necessary, including $1,000 additional temporary compensation 

to the Chief of the Bureau of Animal Industry, and to expend 
any part of this sum in the purchas2 and destruction of dis- 
eased or exposed animals. 

I will state that under this provision the Secretary of Agri- 
culture employs men and stations them in the northern tier of 
counties in Texas to fix definite lines through the State, to fix 
definite lines in the State of Colorado, and all through that 
Southern country to prevent the spread of Texas fever. He is 
spending thousands of dollars each year to discover the causes 
of Texasfever. I want to say to the Senator from Mississippi 
it is toolatejin the day to claim that such appropriations as these 
are not constitutional. They are made in every appropriation 
bill; they have been made for a number of years; and they will 
probably continue to be made as long as the Government exists. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Now, Mr. President, if the Senator from 
Wyoming is through, I will say, as I stated before, that I donot 
intend to be led off into a constitutional argument. I merely 
state the proposition that the Constitution never intended that 
an appropriation of this kind should be made for the improve- 
ment of private property. I assert that if we have improperly 
made appropriations, as the Senator seems to think we have 
done, it would not make this a proper appropriation. If we 
have appropriated money for the purpose of investigating the 
causes of diseases of animals, and such an appropriation is 
wrong, it certainly would not justify us in committing another 
wrong to the extent of a million dollars to the Treasury of the 
United States. 

But I can see a difference between the appropriation of money 
out of the public Treasury for the protection of the public 
health and the appropriation of money out of the public Treas- 
ury for the improvement of private property. As to the ques- 
tion on the improvement of the Mississippi River, which the 
Senator did not allow me to answer before he had injected an- 
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I will let him put his speech 
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other speech into mine, I would say it has all the time been 
contended that there was no constitutional power to build levees 
for the purpose of protecting private property, and all the 
money that has been appropriated for the building of levees by 
the General Government has been for the purpose of benefiting 
commerce. 

I say that money has been well expended, and if ten times the 
amount which has been expended in the building of levees on 
the Mississippi River had been expended the Government of the 
United States would be benefited thereby; it would be an ad- 
vantage tothe country because of the great advantage to com- 
merce. Here is a river extending 4,100 miles, from the Lakes to 
the Guif. I[tisa river that drains more than twenty States of 
the Union. It drains nearly one-half the territory of the coun- 
try. Itisariver that carries the commerce of more than half 
of the territory of the country. 

The improvement of a great water way like that is far diller- 
ent from the appropriation of money for the purpose of improv- 
ing private property. That the people who live along the great 
Mississippi River, and own that alluvial land are benefited by it, 
certainly can be no objection to the appropriation of money for 
the benefit of commerce and of navigation. 1 say, therefore, 
that the two propositions are not parallel. 

I will say further to the Senator who argued this proposition 
that there has not been received by the State of Mississippi her 
share of the appropriations in proportion to the amounts re- 
ceived in other portions of the country so far as the advantages 
of navigation and commerce are concerned, so far as the improve- 
ment of her water ways are concerned, so faras the improvement 
of her navigation is concerned. I ask Senators to look at the 
river and harbor bill that passed the Senate last week, and com- 
pare the appropriations made in that bill for the State of Mis- 
sissippi with the appropriations made for the other sections of 
the country. 

Mr. President, I have an interest in all the sections of this 
country and I do not desire to be sectional, but take that appro 
priation bill and compare the items and you will see that Mis- 
sissippi has not only not received any advantage, but that Mis- 
sissippi has not received as much in proportion as the other 
States in the Union have received. Take the harbor of Vicks- 
burg, one of the most important along the line of that great 
water way, and there was $10,000 appropriated. Take some of 
the other harbors which are not near so important as the port 
of Vicksburg in Mississippi and compare them with that appro- 
priation and see that they get far more than twice as much ap- 
propriated for them. 

r. WASHBURN. Mr. President -—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Ifthe Senator wishes to ask a question | 
will yield, but if he wishes to lead me off the line of my argu- 
ment I do not yield. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I do not desire to enter into any argu- 
ment, but speaking of the appropriations in which the State of 
Mississippi is interested, I should like to inquire of the Senator 
whether he does not think the State of Mississippi is largely.in- 
terested in the general improvement of the Lower Mississippi 
River under the direction of the Mississippi River Commission? 
I live in a State that is on the Mississippi River-—— 

Mr. MCLAURIN. I did not yield for an argument. 
Senator wants to ask a question I will yield. 

Mr. WASHBURN. [ask the Senator whether he does not 
think the State of Mississippi is largely interested in the gen- 
eral improvement of the Mississippi River? 

Mr. McCLAURIN. I will answer the question. The State of 
ae is interested in the improvement of the Lower Mis- 
sippi River, but the improvements in the Upper romps 
River by the building of levees have so kept the water within 
the channel that owing to the failure to build levees in the State 
of Mississippi those improvements have been a detriment in- 
stead of an advantage to the State. 

Such complaint was made to me, and it was made to the Com- 
mittes on Commerce. A delegation came here from the State 
of Mississippi, and they came with facts and figures to show that 
their land and the crops on them had been damaged by improv- 
ing the higher Mississippi River and neglecting to make im- 
provements along the line of the Mississippi River in our State. 

Mr. WASHBURN. [ask the Senator from Mississippi if he 
thinks the State of Mississippi would be willing to have that 
improvement stopped at this time. 

Mr. McLAURIN. No,sir; the Mississippi River ought to be 
improved, but the Government ought to go on and do justice to 
the State of Mississippi. The Government of the United States 
has for the Upper Mississippi River built large levees that have 
confined the water within the channel of the river. It has no 
outlet there, but when it comes on down and gets to our State, 
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levees have not been built except those which have been con- 
structed by taxation of the farmers along the line of the Mis- 
sissippi bottoms. Levees have not been built there in the 
portion in which they have been built above the State of 
ississippi, and the water being confined within the channel 
above, when the water gets to us the channel is not sufficient to 
hold it, and it overflows the banks and not only destroys the 
crops then upon the land, but destroys the land itself for pur- 
poses of cultivation. 

Does the Senator say that is right? Senators taik about jus- 
tice; they talk about the honor of the American Congress com- 
pelling us to do an act; it is the duty of the American Congress 
to continue the improvement of the river by the building of 
levees until they make them come all the way down, so that 
the water which is confined in the channel of the Upper Missis- 
sippi may not overflow as soon asit reaches our borders, and we 
may not be made to suffer by the attempt to improve it above 
and neglecting to improve it proportionately in our State. 

There ought to be a very large appropriation made for the im- 

rovement of the river. It oughtto be made for the e of 
joing justice to the land owners in the Mississippi bottoms, 
whose lands are overflowed by the improvement of the Upper 
Mississippi owing to the neglect to improve the Mississippi pro- 
portionately along its banks in the State of a 

Mr. WASHBURN. AsTI understand the plan of the Missis- 
sippi River Commission, it can not be carried out except by 
building all the levees—— 

Mr. McLAURIN. I decline to yield for an argument. I am 
willing to answer _ uestion the Senator may wish to ask me. 

Mr. WASHBURN. simply desire to state, in answer to 
what the Senator from Mississippi said, that the plan of the 
Mississippi River Commission can not be carried out except by 
the building of levees—— 

Mr. McLAURIN. The Senator can make his statement after 
I get throwgh. I decline to vield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi 
declines to yield. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I should like to ask the Senator from Missis- 
sippi this question. 

r. MCLAURIN. I yield for a question but not for an argu- 
ment. If the Senator from Washington wishes to make an ar- 
gument he can make it after I conclude. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I do not wish to make an argument; I simply 
want to ask one question. Is it not true that there has been 

rovided a large amount of money for the improvement of the 

lississippi River that is not shown inthe river and harbor bill? 
Has it not been provided for in the legislation of previous years 
so that the actual appropriation will in another bill, for 
instance, in the sundry civil on bill? Is it mot true 
that an appropriation to the extent of $10,000,000 has been pro- 
vided for, to be expended in subsequent years, and that the an- 
nual appropriation will appear in another bill? 

Mr. MCLAURIN. That does not touch my ument at all. 
Mr. SQUIRE. What I mean to say is that it is har:ly fair to 
refer to the t river and harbor bill to show the propor- 
tion of a iations that the State of Mississippi enjoys, as 
the particular appropriation will a in another bill. 

Mr. McCLAURIN. The Senator from Washington is entirely 
mistaken. I was not referring to the present river and harbor 
bill to show that the State Mississippi did not receive its 
proportionate share of the ee 

I referred to the river and r bill to show that the State 
of Mississippi received a very small share of the appropriations 
made in that bill in com with the other States of the 
Union. I did that to answer the point which had been made by 
the Senator from Minnesota just before, who asked me if I am 
willing that the improvement of the rn River and the 
building of levees on the Lower ee ould stop. Iam 
not willing, as I was going on to say, that it shall cease after the 
damage which has been done to the farmers along the Missis- 
sippi River in the State of Mississippi. I am mot willing, then, 
that it shall cease until that damage is repaired by putting 
levees there that will protect them against the increased vol- 
ume of water that flows down the channel of the Mississippi by 
reason of the levees which have been builtalong the Upper Mis- 
sissippi River. And I say it is mot honorable to the Govern- 
ment of the United States that the appropriations shall cease 
until that justice is done. 

To return to the point made as to the necessity of the protec- 
tion of the public domain, from which I was thrown off by the 
irrelevant questions, as I think, which have been poun, to 
me. I say there isnoearthly use for the appropriation of this 





meney for the pu of protecting the public domain in the 
tloned in the amendment. There isno use for 


seven States men 
it, for several reasons. In the first place, if the statement of 
fect made by my colleague is correct, that if you destroy this 
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noxious weed upon all the farms the seed will lodge in the ty, 
in the prairies, and as soon as the plow is put to that turf the 
weed will spring up, I want to know how the thistle can eye, 
be destroyed at all? 

The plow is not going to be put to it until the land is settled. 
until some man goes and takes possession of it under the home. 
stead laws, which now give it virtually to settlers. So it 
only a question as to how long the land willremain a portion , 
the public domain. The seed will lie in the turf unfruitful, an, 
when in the coming years, or ages it may be, some sett, 
takes possession of the land under the preémption law and ; 
his plow to it, the seed will immediately spring up and the hy 
sian cactus is there again, and we have got to go a second ti 
a third time, or the huudredth time through the process o! 
destruction. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will my colleague yield to me? 

Mr. McCLAURIN. No, sir; not for an argument. 

Mr. GEORGE. For a statement? 

Mr. McLAURIN. My colleague has already made his state- 
ment. 

Mr. GEORGE. I think my colleague should permit me ww 
state the fact. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I took my colleague’s statement of fact 

Mr. GEORGE. No,I said the seed would lie there for a year 
and not perish. 

Mr. McLAURIN. If the seed would lie there for a year and 
then perish, it would not be a fact as alleged that as soon as the 
plow was put to the turf the seed would spring up, because it 
would not fructify, but would perish after that time. There is 
no necessity to bring in an argumentof that kind, beeause there 
is no foree in it. 

Mr. GEORGE. 
me 

Mr. MOLAURIN. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. The seed falling on the land every year and 
not being destroyed, theseed would never be destroyed, althouyh 
it could not fructify; but when it is destroyed on the plowed 
land, then it will perish with the other, and there will be no 
further trouble about it. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I must confess [ am notvery familiar with 
this matter, but as I understood the statement of fact made by 
my colleague it is that the seed will not take root; that it will 
not fructify in soil that is untilled; that it will not grow in th 
open woods or on the prairie; that there must be some dis- 
turbance of the soil. 

Mr. GEORGE. My colleague does not exactly state what | 
said. My statement was that the seed would notfructify on tlie 
prairie clod, but it would sprout wherever there was any dis- 
turbanee in the soil, or where the cattle had been fed so as to 
break the clods. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Iunderstand from my colleague that there 
is no danger that the seed falling in turf will take life unless i 
does 80 im a year. 

Mr. GEORGE. In about a year. It will perish in about a 


ear. 

- Mr. MCLAURIN. Then the Government must go into th 

improvement of 125,000,000 acres of public domain in order thit 
the seed shall not lie for a year on the turf or in any places 
whieh are not disturbed by the hoofs of animals or any other 
agency that would disturb the soil and make a bed for the seed 

The Government must take possession of this great question to 
protect its domain. Now, we have agreed that the Government 
ought not todo this for the purpose of improving the farms of 
anybody. 

Mr. GEORGE. For the sole purpose. 

Mr. McLAURIN. For the sole purpose. My colleague says 
that the Government is in honor bound toimprove this proper \y 
to the extent of destroying the cactus, because the Governme 1) 
is bound to protect the people who would be damaged by its 
growth and spread. I take it that that could be nothing in the 
world except the improvementof the land of those people. Dut 
what use is it for the Government to expend millions of dollars 
for the improvement of its domain? Does the Government sive 
anything by it? Does the Government get any return for it? 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me’ 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. I should like to remark that the States have 
complete municipal jurisdiction of the public lands. The United 
States is simply a land owner like others, and it is entirely 
within the power of the States to protect themselves nstany 
auisance which may spring up onthe publiclands. Those lands 
are subject to the po powers of the States, and there is 10 
oceasion for any interference by the United States. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I thank the Senator from Illinois for the 
suggestion. Before I proceed with the argument on which i 
was about to enter, I wish to say with reference to the argu- 
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I mean to say, if my colleague wiil allow 
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ment made by my colleague to the effect that we should not 





steel our hearts against these people, that Ido not steel my heart 
or my breast t any section of my country, but I owe some 
duty to the other portions of the country. 

I certainly owe a nm dre the rest of the people of the country 
that I should not legislate to tax them in order to improve the 
private property of any section of the country. Iam one of the 
trustees in charge of the public money. It does not belong to 
me. Lhave no right to take money by legislation from any citi- 
zen of this country except for the purpose of defraying the ex- 
penses of the Government for the protection of all alike and to 
the advantage of allalike. I have no right to legislate to take 
money from any one citizen of this country and give it to an- 
other. Lam not steeling my breast against any citizen of the 
country when I refuse to tax another citizen equally meritorious 
with him and give the money to him. 

I have always been opposed tothe doctrine of protection, which 
ought to be denominated extortion, because Ido not believe it 
is right to extort money from one man by process of law, by 

rocess of violence, or in any other way and give it to another. 
for that reason I have always opposed the doctrine. So I op- 
pose the proposition to give this money tothese people. It would 
be only giving the money to them to improve their property at 
the expense ofall the other people of the country. In my State, 
as the Senator very well knows, there is a grass that is as dam- 
aging to the land as the thistle can be to the people of the other 
part of the country, and that is the cocoa grass. 

When it once gets possession of a farm the man has to aban- 
don it. The Johnson grass is nearly as bad. When it once 
takes possession of the farm the man has toabandon it. I am 
notgoing on to state the manner of growth and spread or any- 
thing of that kind, but I will state asa fact (and an investiga- 
tion by any Senator who desires to investigate the question 
will show it to be a fact) that while its spread is not as rapid as 
that of the Russian cactus has been represented to be, it is as 
dangerous, itis as certain, as sure, as the spread of the Russian 
caetus. Itis far more destructive, because there is no use in 
talking about eradicating it from the land when it has once 
fastened itself upon the land. At least there has been no pro- 
cess so far discovered—there may be one hereafter—to eradicate 
itfrom the land. It is said to be so fast spreading that it 
threatens to take hold of every portion of the country. 

When the question is pro ded to Senators, how much has 
been appropriated by any of the seven States infested with the 
Russian cactus for the purpose of exterminating it, whoanswers? 
When that question is propounded it is answered by an echo. 
No Senator rises in his place and says that $100,000, or $10,000, 
or $1,000 has been appropriated by the States. When the ques- 
tion is pointedly put to a Senator, ‘‘ Has there been an appro- 
priation for the purpose of eradicating this thistlein your State, 
and if so, how much?” there never has been an answer to it by 
any Senator upon this floor. Here it is proposed to give a mil- 
lion dollars for the purpose of exterminating it in seven States. 
Will a million dollars eradicate it? 

Mr. CALL. Give two million if a million will not do it. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Of whose money? 

Mr.CALL. The people’s money. 

Mr. McLAURIN. That is what I thought. If a million dol- 
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lars will eradicate it in seven States that is less than $200,000 in | 
a State. I have not made any calculation about it, but I would | 
say it would be about $150,000 toa State. What State is there | 


in the Union so poor that it could not appropriate $150,000 for 
the protection its citizens, but would have to come to the 
General Government for protection? 

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] says it is the duty 
of the Government to do this; that if it can not be done by the 


S 


State then the General Government mustintervene, butno State 


has made the effort. If this thistle, which is so damaging, so 
destructive, so disastrous, and so ruinous to the people, more 
t any other grass or more than any other weed in the land, 
is making such rapid spread at the rate which is described by 
Senators who are advocating thisamendment,I say that it is are- 
markably strange fact that no State has made any appropriation 
for the purpose of destroying it, or has made any effort so to do 
so far as is shown here. 

But itis said by the Senator that this seed is indigenous to 
the soil of Russia, that it was imported here, and first ap 
in the State of Iowa, which was not responsible for it and could 
not prohibit its importation; that the United States Govern- 
ment had the power to prohibit its importation, that it did not 
do se, ns, therefore, the Government is in honor bound to de- 


Is it possible that the stringency of the case is such and that 
the amendment is such that it must be contended seriously here 
by a Senator upon this floor that if there accidentally creeps 
inte this country by importation from any other country any 
noxious weed, any infectious disease, any calamity, because it is 


ared | farm, toiling on it from ‘‘early morn ’till dewy eve.” 
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within the constitutional power of. the United States to control 
importations into the country, that it devolves as a moral obli- 
gation and an equitable obiigation upon the Government of the 
United States to exterminate it? If so, then if there is permit- 
ted to come into this country another great calamity from Rus- 
sia, such, for instance, as la grippe, it is the duty of the Ameri- 
can Government to make compensation to e’ erybody who suffers 
from it, to pay his doctor's bill and the expevses of his recovery. 


I beg pardon for having detained the Senate so long. I had 
hoped that some older Senator upon this floor would state the 


objections to this measure. 

I should be glad if the people whose lands are infested with 
this thistle could obtain the money to destroy it. I do notthink 
it is of that great danger to the country which has been depicted 
here by Senators; and I do not think that we need to give our- 
selves any great alarm about it. I think that the people who 
own farms which would be improved by the extermination of 
this thistle are the people who ought to destroy it. I believe, 
furthermore, that when you destroy cocoa grass, Johnson grass, 
Russian cactus, or anything else which deteriorates the price 
of a man’s land, you are improving his private property. 

I believe that, and I insist upon my original proposition that 
this is an amendment appropriating money for the improvement 
of private property. When you undertake to take money out 
of the Treasury of the United States to improve the private farm 
of one man in any section of this country, and thereby tax the 
other farmers, who are equally meritorious, who have as many 
claims upon the country to have their lands improved and pro- 
tected against overflow, to have cocoa grass eradicated, ber- 
muda grass eradicated, or Johnson grass taken out, I believe it 
is unjustand unfair, and not within the seope or the intention 
of the Constitution, however much coustitutional lawyers may 
contend that there is a constitutional powerand right te doso. 

I deprecate as much as any Senator upon this floor any feeling 
or any reference to any feeling of hostility or of animosity which 
ever existed between the sections of thiscountry. [am as loyal 
to the American flag as any citizen who is protected by it, I do 
not care whether he be North or South or Hast or West, and | 
should be as ready to defend against invasion, I should be as 
ready to defend against foreign violence the most Northern, the 
most Western, or the most Eastern portion of this country, as | 
should be to defend my own section of the country. 

I have no record to refer to of any service rendered to the 
country before the war. I mizht refer to an honorable ancestor 
away back in the eighteenth century, who took parton the side 
of the colonies in the first battle of the Revolutionary war at 
Lexington, then I might refer to the humble partI took in the 
‘late unpleasantness;’’ but I do not see that such references are 
pertinenttothisquestion. Thisis the American Senate,composed, 
as I understand, of men whose patriotism extends as completely 
over the whole country as [claim that mine does, where all ques- 
tions ought to be argued upon principles of justice, upon prin- 
ciples of right, upon principles of equality, and Senators ought 
to consider well to what point this precedent may lead in the 
legislation of this country. 

Senators talk about paternalism. Here is the variest type of 
paternalism. They talk about loaning money to the individual! 
citizen of the country. Here it is proposed to give it to him for 
the purpose of improving his private property; aye, you under- 
take to give it to the governor of a State, not to the citizen. I 
should far prefer to give the money directly to the owner of the 
farm, and let him take his own course and his own plan and his 
own mode of exterminating this noxious weed. He is better 
capacitated to do it; he better understands the mode of accom- 
lishing the object sought to be attained, and he can better do 
it. You do not give it to him; you offer it to the governor of 
the State; youofler to allow the Secretary of Agriculture to give 
it to such governors as he sees proper; you offer to allow him to 
give any such sumsas he sees proper upon the execution of such 
obligation for his State; whatever obligation a governor may 
make for a State for this purpose. 

I submit that this amendment ought not to be adopted. I 
have entered my solemn protest against it. I have no feeling 
in this matter againstany American citizen, and more especially 
I have no feeling against the farmers, among which class I was 
raised, and one of whom I have been all my life, working on the 
L know 
their necessities; I know their wants; I know their privations, 
and IL know their toil; but, Mr. President, I shall never be will- 
ing to tax one of them equally meritorious to give to another. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, very much time has been oc- 
cupied by the discussion of thisamendment. [I shall be very 
brief in what [ have to say. 1 have two objects in what I shall 


say. One of themis to show if Ican that this amendment ought 

not to be adopted. First, [ think it is beyond the constitutional 
of Congress. 

The present occupant of the chair [Mr. GALLINGER}) made 
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gome allusion to the doctrine of State righta in the remarks of 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLAURIN]. It is the mis- 
fortune of those who have never studied the relation of the 
States to the Union that they assert the doctrine of State’s rights 
at the wrong time. The senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] referred to the fact that he had lived in aState which, 
in the application of the doctrine of State rights, thought that 
doctrine authorized the dissolution of the Union. 

It has been said rather sarcastically of some of our Southern 
friends that some of them, after they discovered that there was 
nothing of secession in the Constitution, made up their minds 
that there was no Constitution left, that being all there was of 
it. I shall be no party to that aspersion, and do not indorse it. 

But the true doctrine of State rights, briefly stated, is this: 
That the rights of the States not reserved to them merely for 
the sake of the State, but for the sake of popular government, 
for the sake of local, home government, are theoretically, at 
least, accurately defined by the Constitution, or, rather, I ought 
to state that the Federal Government has its own powers dele- 
gated, and ail powers not granted to the Federal Government 
are reserved to the States respectively or to the people. That 
I understand is State rights. 

In no case within my knowledge have I found the principle of 
State rights so unnecessarily and foolishly conceded as in this 
case. hat is it? I restate that the doctrine of the States’ 
rights party is that the powers which are conferred upon the 
Government of the United States are complete powers, and that 
the United States has no occasion toconsult the different States 
in the exercise of those powers conferred upon it by the Consti- 
tution. 

States’ rights men have always been —— of these partner- 
ships between States. They are generally mistaken in policy and 
almost = fallacious in their results. ‘Take this case: It is 
— by the senior Senator from Mississippi with great force, 
and by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], 
that here exists an evil which can not be remedied by separate 
State action, and they say because it can not be remedied by 
separate State action it properly devolves upon the General 
Government. 

The powers of the State are one thing and the powers of the 
great Federal Governmentareanother. Whena power devolves 
upon the Federal Government it is a complete devolution. In 
this case anattempt has been made to devolve upon the States 
the very duty for which this amendment is intended to provide; 
and this appropriation is to be made, if it meansanything at all, 
upon conditions that the seven States that are supposed to be 
infected by this noxious plant wiil unite, will meet, will con- 
eur, and then this money is to be distributed to them in propor- 
tion to their necessities. If it be true that this can not be done 
by separate State action, what is the use of this amendment, be- 
cause it implies separate State action? The object sought can 
not be effected without separate State action or conjoint State 
action. It is said that these States, under the pressure of this 

at evil, can not be brought together, but that if the United 
tates will give a million dollars they will come together; that 
is, we conjecture they will. 

I insist that if it be true that these seven States can not con- 
cur in the eradication of this great evil, they will not concur 
even though we give them $1,000,000. It is a recognition of 
State rights at the wrong time. If the United States has power 
to extirpate the Russian cactus, then the United States has 
complete power to do so, and the United States ought to pro- 
eeed in that way and avert the very difficulty that Senators in- 
sist stands in the way of success by separate State action. 

AnotherthingI want tosay. The Senatorfrom Mississippi has 
spoken of 125,000,000 acres of public land in those States. He 
has spoken of those public lands as if they were under the sepa- 
rate jurisdiction of the United States. The true doctrine is that 
the United States is in those States as a mere landowner; it has 
no political jurisdiction over those public lands. Those lands 
are subject to the police authority of the States and of their 

neral jurisdiction, always recognizing the right of the United 

tates as the owner of the land, with paramount rights in re- 
spect to the disposition of those lande. But the idea that the 
State of South Dakota or the State of North Dakota must allow 
a nuisance on the lands of the United, States and that it has no 
power to enter upon the lands and abate it, would be the most 
complete subversion of State authority. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Illinois allow m<? 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator from Illinois is undertaking to 
state my position on that subject to the Senate, he has miscon- 
ceived it. I spoke of the 125,000,000 acres of public landand ths 
relation of the United States to it simplyin reference to the pro- 
prietorship on the part of the United States. I never asserted, 
and could not assert, and endeavored in my speech to establish 
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the fact, that it was not within the power of the States to go on 
the public land and exterminate this pest there. My idea was 
that, as we owned the land, there was an obligation on our part 
to protect it. That was all. 

Mr. PALMER. The United States owes no moral duty, 
That may sound like a paradox; but the United States has only 
certain political powers. It owns lands in Montana or in Idaho: 
it exempts those lands from taxation by virtue of its own lay, 
To that extent it is paramount. Butit is impossible to conceive 
of a moral duty in the relations between the United States anq 
the States. They are political entities, each having its appyo- 
— sphere, the two systems moving in their orbits, never to 

brought into collision when their powersare understood, but 
the United States, unless there is some public end to subserye 
which is within its express jurisdiction, unless in the discharge 
of some constitutional political duty, has no moral duty. 

The Senator from Mississippi, however, with great ingenuity 
deduces an argument in respect to this amendmentfrom the fact 
that the original seeds of this evil came intc the United States 
with immigrants, and ergo, the United States must root it out. 

Mr. President, I had occasion the other day, in amagazine, to 
read a very interesting history of rats. I understand that there 
were no rats in this country originally, but the rats came into 
the country, and escaped from shins, and havo increased until 
they reach their present immense numbers; they came in from 
abroad, and as the Senator would argue, it was the duty of the 
authorities of the United States to see that norats came into this 
country, as he said it was their duty to see that no seeds of the 
cactus came into the country—he says because the seeds of the 
cactus came into this country, therefore the United States 
should pursue the cactus and exterminate it—would not the 
same ———_ apply to rats? 

Mr. GEORGE. I think the Senator misapprehends my posi- 
tion on this subject. I deduced the power and the duty of the 
United States to interfere inthis matterfrom the proprietorship 
of the United States of the land. I mentioned the introduction of 
this pest through the custom-house as simply emphasizing our 
duty arising from the other source. I never meant to say, and 
I did not say, that for that reason only, because these seeds were 
introduced into the United States through the custom-houses of 
the United States, therefore the United States ought to exter- 
minate the Rusian thistle. The Senator will sze the difference, 
Ihope, without any further explanation. 

Mr.PALMER. ButI understand the Senator to argue that 
whatever may enter the United States through the custom-house, 
whether the officers are aware of it or not, the United States 
thereby incurs a duty to pursue and exterminate such noxious 


thing. 
Mr. GEORGE. I made no such statement as that. 
Mr. PALMER. I beg pardon, then. 
Mr. GEORGE. I deduce, I will state to the Senator in very 


plain language, both the power and the duty of the United States 
to interfere on accountof the proprictorshipof the United States 
of the land, and I mentioned the other as simply increasing or 
intensifying the duty. 

Mr. PALMER. Itsometimes happens that in the baggage o! 
immigrants there come in certain disagreeable vermin and 
they are diffused over the country in that way, and [ inferred 
that if the Senator were —. his argument would be open to 
the assumption that it would be the duty of the Government to 
pursue and extirpate them. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator intended me to hear the last 
remark he made, I confess I was so far off and there is so much 
noise in the Chamber, that I did not hearit. If ithad any refer- 
ence to my position, I should be glad to have the Senator repeat 
it, so that I may see whether he correctly states my position. 

Mr. PALMER. I was trying to analyze and endeavoring to 
ascertain if I could, the argument which the Senator predicated 
upon the fact that the seeds of this weed were imported into 
the country through the custom-house. I am insisting that no 
such duty can be inferred, because it is much more comprehen- 
sive, and because if there should come over with the baggage 
of immigrants vermin, fleas, for example, there could be no duty 
q n ee — States of pursuing and hunting them down. 

ughter.. 

Mr.GEORGE. I shall not correct the Senator any more. | 
have stated to him twice that I deduce the power and the duty 
of the United States to interfere in this matter from their pro- 
prietorship of the land. 

Mr. PALMER. Very well. 

Mr. GEORGE. I mentioned the other matters to which he 
referved vos as an inducement or as a reason why the United 
States should perform a duty already existing. 

Mr. PALMER. I hop: the Senator will pardon me for be- 
lieving that that which he thought proper to mention as an ar- 
gument, I might, without disrespect to him, answer that which 
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he himself dignifies by presenting, and that I was fairly justified 
ing 80. 

== GEORGE. I do not object to the Senator answering my 

argument, but I do object to the Senator putting in my mouth 

an argument which I never made, and which I repudiate. 

Mr. PALMER. Then, I take it for granted that the Senator 
in those respects meant merely to state nontraversible facts, 
those facts which are not to be disputed. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator is very ingenious, very witty, 
and all that, but this is a very plain proposition. I deduce the 
power and duty of the United States to interfere from their pro- 
prietorship of the land. Then, [ also added that which I had a 
right to do, and which was legitimate as an incentive to perform 
that duty, that the United States was in fault in another respect. 

Mr. PALMER. I then understand the Senator to reach the 
point that Congress has the power to adopt this amendment be- 
cause the United States owns certain lands within the States in- 
fected. If the Senator will bear with me, each argument must 
be tested by itself. There is no such thing in logic as a cumu- 
lative argumert. The proposition of the Senator—I wish todo 
him perfect justice—is that because the United States owns cer- 
tain land within these States Congress is authorized to appro- 
priate a million of money for the extirpation of the Russian 
cactus. It seems to me a very striking stretch of the Constitu- 
tion. 

Congress, as I understand, is in these States in every consti- 
tutional sense as a mere proprietor of land, and it has no other 

wers than such as Ph pi to a proprietor. A proprietor, a 
arge landholder, may ae of his substance in aid of 
the general effort to get rid of this pest, and the value of his 
land will be increased by such donation. I maintain that Con- 

ress has no such power. There the man has control over all 
is own property; here Congress has just such control over 
the public property as the Constitution confersuponit. There- 
fore I see nosoundness or force in the assumption of the Senator. 

Iregard this amendment as meaning one of twothings. It 
either means a useless appropriation of money offered to an end 
which can not be accomplished by the means proposed, or it is 
an appeal to State rights, which the present occupant of the 
chair seems to have thought was so obnoxious. We have been 
talking about noxious weeds and he was speaking of obnoxious 
doctrines. This is an offer to the governors of seven States of a 
million dollars to unite. It is understood that unless they do 
unite nothing can be done. The Senator from Kansas | Mr. 
PEFFER] spoke of a contribution, of doing something to that 
end. 

This thing must be ended; it can not be temporized with; you 
have to erelicate it. Recollect in the first instance these seeds 
were brought over by immigrants and they have spread, like 
the grain of mustard, which is the smallestof all seed, but which 

rew into a great tree. If a grain of the Russian cactus seed is 

eft over, there is the germ of future trouble. That which is 
done must be done thoroughly and radically. Itis expected that 
the seven governors under the influence of a million dollars will 
unite. Itis a.waste of money. Theend will not be accomplished 
by that means. 

I would propose, if the Secretary of Agriculture is to be in- 
trusted with this power to enter into these States in the dis- 
charge of a Federal duty, that he should have the right to 
enter into any man’s home, any man’s yard or barnyard, or 
enter on the public lands, and proceed with this war of extermi- 
nation. Nothing less than that, I suppose, will ever accom- 
plish the end desired. 

I will say to my friend, the Senator from North Dakota, that 
he need not entertain the belief for a moment that this million 
dollars will be of any value to his peopie other than that which 
a result from the approbation of his constituents for himself, 
which he so well deserves. 

Mr. VILAS. I desire to offer an amendment, and to adda 
word or two in reference to it. The amendment is to be added 
at the end of the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
North Dakota. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the amendment of Mr. HANS- 
BROUGH insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That no greater amount shall be paid over to the governor of any 
State out of the sum apportioned to such State hereunder than such State 
ed bevevateed and Sppropriated to the same purpose, which shall, before 

ment, certifi y the governor and secretary of the State to the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture to his satisfaction. 


Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, the scheme proposed in this 
measure, which is to be added, according to the desires of its 


aan to the appropriation bill, is that the United States 
shall pay $1,000,000 to the governors of seven States, or toso 


The amendment to the amend- 
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many as shall be found subject to the infliction of this noxious 
weed, as a contribution toward the removal of the difficulty. 
This proposition is supported upon the ground that the United 
States owes a duty to contribute to the removal of the noxious 
weed because the Government of the United States is itself a 








| landed proprietor in those several States and its lands are not 


taxed for the support of the governments of those States. 
There is a certain force in that reasoning. Iam not debating 
the question from the constitutional standpoint, but assuming 
that there exists the right in Congress to make such contribu- 
tion, there is a certain force in the United States sharing with 
the other landed proprietors of the State the burden and duty 


of eradicating a pest of this description. But it would be unrea- 
sonable that the United States should assume the entire burden 
because it happens to be a landed proprietor in the States, not 
owning at this time in any one State probably anything like a 


half of the territorial area of the State. It occurs to me, there- 
fore, that upon that ground alone it is but a just and proper 
thing that the contribution of the General Government should 
be limited and that the States in question ought atleast to raise 
an amount equal to that which the Federal Government con- 
tributes. 

There is another reason that grows out of what has been said on 
the floor to-day which I wish to urge for a moment. It is said by 
the propponents of this measure that if the Federal Government 
does not interfere, the States will not coiperate and that co- 
operation among the several States is a necessity to the effectual 
eradication of this noxious weed. I can see much probability in 
the latier statement. This measure does not propose any coip- 
erationatall. Itdoes not propose to substitute the unified action 
of the Federal Government in place of the separate action of the 
several States, and it proposes no means by which the several 
States shall cotperate. As it stands now it simply contributes 
to the governers of the several States a sum of money to be used 
as each governor may see fit or, perhaps, under the direction of 
be Legislature of the State, as each Legislature may see fit to 

irect. 

I believe that it will contribute essentially to the coSperation 
between the States which, according to the friends of this 
measure, is necessary to its being of any practicable value, to 
require the States themselves to provide by taxation a sum of 
money which shall be expended under the direction of the gov- 
ernor or a State board, or any instrumentality it may provide, 
and that it will be far more efficacious as a public measure if 
the contribution of the United States takes its place in con- 
nection with some effort at least on the part of the beneficiaries. 

If, therefore, this is to be treated as a public measure of suffi- 
cient value to enlist the codperation of the Federal Government, 
let us place it upon a substantial basis, in which the several 
States are not mere gratuitants or beneficiaries of a bounty, but 
whereby they themselves will exert their rightful powers to ef- 
fect their own deliverance from the evil which they seek aid 
from us to suppress. 

Mr. President, let me remark one thing further in respect to 
that matter. This is an idea which, in the State in which I have 
the honor to live, prevails most beneficially in reference to pub- 
lic education. The State of Wisconsin has a considerable school 
fund, from which is raised every year several hundred thousand 
dollars by way of interest. 

In addition to that, and because the State was generous in its 
disposition toward public education, there is raised everywhere 
in the State a tax of 1 mill on the dollar as a State tax, which 
amounts to between $300,000 and $700,000 a year. Thus a very 
large amount, some twelve or thirteen hundred thousand dol- 
lars, I think it now aggregates, is annually distributed by the 
State to the several school districts in the State, witha view to 
establishing and maintaining public schools in the several dis- 
tricts. Butitis provided in every case that the district itself 
shall, as a condition of receiving any aid whatever, raise an 
amount equal to that which is apportioned to it by the State. 

It isa helpful public contribution, but upon the best foundation 
for every such hine-the condition that the beneficiary shall do 
his best to help himself—a measureas useful in public as it isin 

rivate and personal affairs. I believe an amendment of this 
Kind would greatly contribute to the value of the object which 
the friends of this measure propose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the 
Senator from Wisconsin that when his amendment was offered 
the Chair was not aware of the fact that there were then two 
amendments pending. Under the ruleof the Senate the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin can not be now 
received. Itcan be offered, however, after the amendment to 
the amendment has been disposed of. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. What amendment to the amendment is 
pending? 
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The PRESIDINGOFPICER. Theamendmentof the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN] to the amendment of the 
Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Mississippi offered an amend- 
ment to the amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is as far as under the 
rule of the Senate amendments can be received. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I shall vote for the amendment 
of the Senator from Nerth Dakota, although i confess that I do 
not like its form. I am not a member of the Committee on 
Agriculture, and Ido not like to interfere with the Senators 
who have put the amendment in shape and who are advocating 
it. [should be much better pleased, however, if the money to 
be appropriated was to be expended by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture under Federal authority, or if the method in which it 
was to be expended by the States was more carefully guarded. 

So far as concerns the constitutional power to ees 
money for this purpose, I will state that I have not a particle of 
doubt about the power. If the General Government did notown 
an acre of land in any one of those States, the appropriation, if 
made, would be quite as defensible as nine out of every ten dollars 
appropriated in the agriculturalappropriation bill, and quite as 
defensible as millions of dollars appropriated by Congress. I 
shall not stop to recapitulatesuch appropriations. Some of the 
cases in which money have been appropriated for similar pur- 
poses have been enumerated by 

‘ight be added. 

ut when wecome toconsider that the United States is alar 
owner of land in these States, that fact raises an equitable o 
ligation on the part of the Governmentto help exterminate this 
pest. I think I am not mistaken in supposing that in some 
States of the Union the owners of land are not only required to 
exterminate and certain noxious weeds upon their own 
farms and their own land, but upon the highways adjoining 
their land to the center of the highway. Such a provision 
might, of course, be ad in the *>tes where the cactus is 
growing and spreading. Butevury State when admitted into 
the Union is bound to agree,and doeesagree, that the State shall 
not interfere with the control er disposal of the public lands in 
the State by the General Government, and that it will never tax 
the lands of the General Government. 

Therefore, if amy one of those States should assume to deal 
alone with this question, it would either have to raise a tax for 
the of oe the thistle the lands of its citi- 
2e€n8 oa upon the public highways, or by legislation require its 
own citizens to destroy this noxious weed upon their own land 
and upon the highways, and would. have toraise a tax to destroy 
the thistle upen the lands of the United States. I[t would have 
ne power to tax the landsef the United States and to require 
the United States as a landowner in the State to destroy the 
thistle upon its own land. For that reason it appears to me 
that not only does the constitutional right on the part of Con- 
gress exist to appropriate money for this purpose, but that 
there is an ——— ch requires the United States to bear its 
share of the of exterminating this weed. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, there is one suggestion 
which I omitted to make that I beg the patience of the Senate 
tohear. [tis im reference to d ing the thistle because the 
land is the property of the United States. If Congress proposes 
to. invest this money for that reason, that is a business trans- 
action, and the Government ought to get some return for the 
money that is invested. [f the land will bring any more to the 
United States than it would if the cactus was not destroyed, 
then there might be some reason for making the investment, 
but if the land wiil not return any more to the United States 
after the thistle is destroyed by the Government, I ean not see 
as a business transaction where there is any benefit to the coun- 
try in the investment. 

As to the inability of the States to tax the land and make the 
Government bear its proportionate part of the expenses of de- 
stroying this weed, I wish to say that the Government gives the 
land toactualsettlers, who thereafter become citizens or there 
become citizens or therefore are citizens of the State in whic 
the land is. located, so that the citizens of the State where the 
land is loeated get the land and the Government receives noth- 
ing for it. The Government would mot receive a dollar more 
for the lands after the thistle wasdestroyed init thatthey would 
before itsdestruction. Therefore it is not a investment on 
account of the proprietorship of the United States Government. 

The PRESIDING OF PIC The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senatorfrom a me Mr. McLAUREN] 
to the amendment of the Senator from North ota[Mr. HANns- 
BROUGH]. 


Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment to the amendment be 
stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 





nators to-day, and others. 


The SECRETARY. Amend the amendment by inserting in line 
3, before the word ‘‘ one,” the words ‘‘ and cocoa grass;” so as { 
read: 

For the destruction of the Russian cactus and cocoa grass, $1,000,000 

The question being put, there were, ona division—ayes 3, noes 
24; no quorum voting. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let ushave the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proce: 
to eall the roll. 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). I am paired \ 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. With th 
permission of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN|, | 
transfer my pair to the junior Senator from Rhode Island | \\r 
DLxONn] and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was ealled). I have agen 
pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], which | 
transfer to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jongs], who is b. 
sent without a pair, leaving him to stand paired with the Se: 
ator from Alabama, and I will vote. I vote ‘* yea.” 

The roll eall was concluded. 

Mr. GORDON. I am paired with the Senator from Iowa Mr 
WIzLson]. 

Mr. PUGH. I havea 


eneral pair with the senior Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. 


OAR], with the right to vote to make 
aquorum. I understand that a quorum has voted and I with- 
hold my vote. I will state that if the Senator from Massachi- 
setts were: present I should vote ‘' nay.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER, after having 
voted im the negative). The present occupant of the chair an 
nounces his pair with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. 
MILLS}, and will withdraw his vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 42; as follows: 


YEAS—13. 
Blackburn, Daniel, Lindsay, Turpie. 
Blanchard, Harris, McLaurin, 
Brice, Hunten, Quay, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Smith, 

NAYS—42. 
Aldrieh, Faulkner, Manderson, Roach, 
Allen, George, Martin, Shoup, 
Allison, Gibson, Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
Bate, 4 r, Stewart, 
Caffery, Hale, ’ est, 
Call, Hansbrough, Patton, Vilas, 
Carey, Hawley, Peffer, Waish, 
Coke, Higgins, Perkins, Washburn 
Davis, Jarvis, Platt, White. 
Dolph, Kyle, Power, 
Dubois, McMillan, ” Proctor, 

NOT VOTING—30. 
Berry, Gallinger, McPherson, Ransom, 
Butler, Gordon, Miiis, Sherman, 
Camden, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Cameron, Hill, Morgana, Voorhees, 
andier, Hoar, Morrill, Wiison, 

Cullom, Irby, M q Wolcott. 
Dixon, Jones, Nev. Pett w. 
Prye, Lodge, Pugh, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VILAS. I nowsubmit my amendment to theamendment 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment tothe amen - 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the 
amendment the following proviso: 


Provided, That no greater amount shall be paid over to the governor o 
any State out of the sum apportioned to such State hereafter than such 
State shall have raised and appropriated to the same purpose, which shal! 
before payment be certified by the governor and secretary of the State to the 
Secretary of Agriculture to his satisfaction. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I desire to say just a 
word in regard to the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Wisconsin tomyamendment. The people of the Western States 
infested with the Russian cactus would gladly join the Federa! 
Government in suppressing it, but asa matter of fact several 0! 
those States are now bonded clear up to the constitutional limi: 
and t are financially unable to do so. I know the Senaior 
from Wisconsin will not ask the people of any of those new 
States to levy a direct tax for the purpose of suppressing a nox- 
ious weed in order to keep it out of their State and the adjoin- 
ing States when most of the weed is on public land, as has bee: 
stated here during the day. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, there seems on the face of the 
amendment to the amendment to be an equity in its favor, but 
I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Wisconsin, who 
I know is a fair man, aswell as the attention of the Senate, 104 
consideration which he has wholly overlooked in the amend- 
ment which he has offered. 

Ita by the reports of the Agricultural Department in 
relation to this thistle thata good way, and probably the best 
way, to itso far as that particular land is concerned is 
by plowing the land at a particular season of the year. My un- 
derstanding is (and I have given a good dealof attention to this 
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matter) that so far as the arable land is concerned. the farmers 
themselves will extirpate the weed by plowing, and plowing at 
a particular season. a 

Each farmer will have the assurance now that the cactus will 
be destroyed on the adjoining land, and he will go to work and 
plow his land at the proper season and thereby destroy it for 
that season. 
tribute his labor in destroying the pest that he should be taxed, 
and that tax be put into a public treasury, and semebody else 
hired to do the work. 

It isshown by the reports thaione of the best methods to destroy 
itisto plow the land. Another is the scraper used in road work- 
ing. lt appears to me but fair and just that men who have the 
opportunity of doing thiswork either with the plow or with the 
scraper should be allowed to do it and not pay taxes in money. 
Those farmers have not a great deal of money any way. If the 
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township regulate this matter. I beg in this connection 1d 
that is the purpose for which I rose—to read from the statutes 
ol one of the States so infeeted. I read from a late statute ol 


South Dakota, passed in 1896, upon this very question. Chapter 
116, page 271 provides that— 

Every person and every corporation shall destroy on all la which heor 

: wh as Ru . thistle, Ca- 

nada thistle, and cockle burr, at such time as the township board of sue 

pervisors, or the board of county commissioners, in count i have 

not been organized into townships, may direct; and notice shall be pub 

| lished in one or more county papers for a time not less “eo Weeks 


| before the time fixed upon for the destruction of said nox 
| vided, That if there be no newspaper published in the « 


than t 


sounty, then the s:ia 


| notice iu lieu of such publication shall be posted the same as elect no 


amendment to the amendment could be soframed that the farm- | 
ers would be allowed a credit for the work which they do in ex- | 


tirpating the pest I think it would be fair to dose, but to require 


Government that an equivalent sum of money shail be raised | same time and in like manner, destroy all such noxious weeds 


tices are posted. 

It shall be the duty of the township supervisors, or the board of coun 
commissioners. to fix the time for the destruction of all noxious we: 
and to provide for their destruction in such manner as to prevent t 
bearing seed. 

Every overseer of highways— 


Tis is pertinent tothe point which was just made by the Sen- 
pe I J 4 


| ator from Wisconsin 
as 2 condition precedent to the payment of this money by the | oF 


and then it shall be paid back to the farmers seems to me to be | 


a little unjust. 

Whilst. support this amendment, and have done so allalong, 
upon the idea contained in one phrase of the amendment, that 
the amount ‘‘ shall be faithfully applied in conreetion with any 
sum which may be raised for that purpose in the State for the 
destruction of said cactus,” I have always thought that with the 
contribution made by the United States as a ietor and 
then the certain taxation of persons who do not have farms, 
there would bea stimulus given to the work te destroy the pest 
by the labor of the farmers on their farms. For that reason I 
think the amendment to the amendment, though apparently just 
and fair, when properly understeed would be unjust and unfair 
and burdensome to the people. 

Mr. VILAS. The suggestion of the Senator from Mississippi 
it appears to me adds foree to the reasons why the amendment 
I offer should be adopted. This subject will be left by the gen- 


eral amendment to the action of the several States themselves. | 
ropriate a | 
tates, and | 


All that is proposed on the part of Congress is to a 
million dollars to pe a oned among the severa 


the expenditure of it will be left to the several States, while it 

is suggested, and only suggested in the proposed measure, that 

the sum so paid by the United States shall be faithfully applied 

in connection with any sum which may be raised for that pur- 
ose in the States. I propose to add a requirement that the 
tate shall raise a sum. 

I apprehend that it wiil be perfectly easy for the State Legis- 
lature in making provision for a tax to exterminate the eactus, 
to provide that an amount not exceeding, if yow please, or ex- 
eeeding, if they choose, but, as I would suppose, not exceeding 
the tax whieh should be laid upon a particular farm, might ba 
paid to the farmer himself if he expends it under the direction 
of the proper officers in exterminating the thistles upon his 
own farm. 

But let me say to the Senator from Mississippi and to the Sen- 
ate that besides the lands of the United States in each one of 
these States and besides the farms which are actually worked 


by farmers in each of the States there are many other lands to | 





which it will be necessary that the same measure of extermina- | 


tion shall be applied as shall be applied to the public lands of 
the United States and to the individual farms. 


Every overseer of highways of every township or county shall also, at the 
either on the 
highways of his road district or on any unoccupied land therein upon whi ; 

the owner or lessee thereof shall neglect or refuse so to do; and for whic! 

service such overseer of highways shall receive as compensation a sum to 
be fixed by the board of county commissioners to be paid out of the genera 

county fund: Provided, however, That the compensation for the sail! sery 

ices shall not be less than 82 per day. 

Then the act goes on to show how that money shall be raised 

The county commissioners shall state an account in each county. 
They shall ascertain where this work was done and the par- 
ticular township or district. The overseer is paid; and then 
they tax the land where the thistle was exterminated. That 
is the true system by which this noxious weed can be extermi- 
nated, and I believe it is the only practical way by which it can 
be done. 
The PRES(IDING OFFICER. The question is on agreving 
to the amendment submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. VILAS] to the amendment of the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH]. 

Mr. VILAS and Mr. HANSBROUGH asked for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Seeretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). Lam paired with 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MIrcHE..)|, With 
the consent of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLAuURIN}, | 
will transfer my pair to the junior Senator from Rhode Island 
{Mr. Drxon], and vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was calied’. 
the junior Senator from Iowa |Mr. WiLSON j. 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts |[Mr. LopGE}. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senater from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Lagain announce the 
transfer of my general pair with the Senator from Alabama| Mr. 
MorGAN] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES], and I vote 
‘‘nay.” This arrangement will continue during the voting on 
the amendment and the amendments to the amendment. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS (after having voted in the negative). 


[ am paired with 


Is the 


,en 


| ator from Indiana /|Mr. TuRPre] recorded? 


There are the highways of the State along which it has been | 


depicted that the globules of cactus roll with such fearful effect, 
distributing and scattering seed. I believe we ought to require 
the State to do something in addition to merely suggesting that 


whatever money we give them shall be used in connection with | 


the sum they may raise. There is nota particle of difficulty in 
the legislation of the Statemaking provision for the application 
of any necessary amount to whatever labor the farmer expends, 
= bs purpose of destroying the thistle or cactus upon hisown 


Mr. BATE. Mr. President, not wishing to prolong the dis- 
cussion at all, but being a member of the Agricultural Com- 
mittee, I wish to state that I oppose this proposition as I did in 
that committee. I do not propose to adduce an argument or 
make a im addition to what has been already offered. 
I shall not in the Senate for that purpose. I wish simply to 
show what some of the States which are troubled with this nox- 
ious weed have done in the way of destroying it. I think that 

a a argument in itself than any I have yet heard in the 

The course here marked out is that which ought to be pur- 
sued. Itistheonly true remedy. The thistle can be better de- 
stroyed by municipal regulation. Let the State, county, and 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana has 
not voted. 

Mr. DAVIS. I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDING OF FICER(Mr. GALLINGER). The present 
occupant of the chair is paired with the junior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. MILus]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (after having voted in the negative). I 


withdraw my vote, being paired with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], who is absent. 
The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 30; as follow 

YEAS—2 

Bate, Coke, Harris, McLaurin, 

Blanchard, Daniel, Hunton, Palmer, 

Brice, Faulkner, Jarvis, Ransom, 

Caffery, Gibson, Jones, Ark. Smith, 

Cockrell, Gray, Lindsay, Vilas. 
NAYS—2. 

Aldrich, Hansbrough, Peffer, Squire, 

Allen, Higgins, Perkins, Stewart 

Call, Kyle, Platt, Vest, 

Oarey, MeMillan, Power, Waish, 

Dolph, Martin, Proctor, Washburn. 

Dubois, Mitchell, Oregon Quay. White 

. E asco, oach, 
Hale. Patton, Shoup, 











ee 


NOT VOTING—35. 


Allison, Dixon, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, 
Berry. ner Lodge, h, 
Biackburn, Gallinger, McPherson, Sherman, 
Butler, Gordon, Manderson, Teller, 
Camden, Gorman, ills, Turpie, 
Cameron, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. Voorhees, 
Chandler, Hill, Morgan, Wilson, 
Cullom, Hoar, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Davis Irby, Murphy, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. I move to amend the amendment by in- 
serting before the word ‘‘one,” in line 3, the words “‘and John- 
son grass and cocklebur.” 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The quesiion is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANs- 
ey 

Mr. COCKRELL. On that let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Indiana toe TURPIE]}. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. GALLINGER’S name 
was called). The present occupant of the chair is paired with 
the junior Senator from Texas ior. MILLS]. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). By an agree- 
ment with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREyY]I transfer 
my pair with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] to the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL], and vote “nay.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. WALSH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I havea general pair with the Senator from 
Ohio[Mr. SHERMAN], but I transfer that pair to the Senator 
from South Carolina (Mr. IRBY], who is absent, and will record 
my vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

r. DUBOIS (after having voted in the affirmative). I in- 
uire of the Chair if the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
MITH] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I withdraw my vote. I am paired with that 
Senator. 

Mr. PUGH. I will transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
VOORHEES] and vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 24; as follows: 


I am paired with 


I am paired with 


YEAS—27. 
Aldrich, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon a 
Allen, Hansbrough, Patton, 7 ats, 
lison, 8, Peffer, Shoup, 
Call, Kyle. Perixins, Squire, 
Y: McMillan, Platt, Stewart, 
Dolph, Manderson, Pover, Washburn. 
George, Martin, Proctor, 
NAYS—2i. 
te, Coke, Hunton, Pasco, 
Biackburn, Daniel, Jar Pugh, 
Blanchard, Fa er, Jonos, Ark. Ransom, 
Brice, Gibson, Lindsay, est, 
Caffery Gray, McLaurin, Vilas, 
Cockrell, Harris, Palmer, White. 
NOT VOTING—34. 
: Pre 5 Smith, 
Butler, Gallinger, McPherson, Teller, 
den, Gordon, Mills, ie, 
eron, Gorm Mitchell, Wis. Voorhees, 
andler, Hawley, Morgan, alsh, 
m, Hill, Morrill, Wiilson, 
Davis, Hoar, Murphy, Wolcott. 
Dixon, Irby, Pet Ww, 
Dubois, Jones, Nev. Sherman, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the amendments made as in Comntittee of the Whole. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wish to ask, before the bill is finally disposed 
of, whether the provision was stricken out of the bill as it came 
from the House of Representatives, on page 13, line 21, which 
is as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to further experiment and con- 
tinue the investigation of fiax and hemp culture for fiber purposes in the 
State of Washington, #800. 

I wish to know whether that was stricken out because of the 
increase of the amount of the appropriation, as shown on Page 
24, for fiber investigation from the sum of $4,200 to $5,000. - 
ing an addition of $800, which is exactly the amount that is 
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stricken out in the paragraph to which I have referred on page 


13. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that 
the a has been agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I desire to ask the chairman of the committeg 
to please answer the question whether the amendment on pai 
13 was agreed to? . 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendments to which the Senator 
has referred are the same. The Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole struck out the paragraph from line 21 to line 24, inclij- 
sive, on page 13, as a separate appropriation, and increased thie 
appropriation for fiber investigation, on page 24, which includes 
the same thing. 

Mr. SQUIRE. For the same purposes? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It includes the same thing. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wish to have the people of my State under- 
stand that. The explanation is satisfactory. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask that all the amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole, except the amendment in relation to 
the Russian cactus which was offered by the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. HANSBROU! il, be concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from North Dakota will be reserved for a separate 
vote, on the request of the Seyator from Missouri. The que?- 
tion is on concurring in the remaining amendments made as if 
Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the reserved amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not call for the yeas and nays on con- 
curring in the amendment, because the vote upon it has just 
been taken; and as a matter of course if the yeas and nays wef 
called there would be simply a repetition of the same vote. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to read a third time. 

he bill was read the third time, and passed. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 6913) making appropriations fot curregt 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfi lide 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal Péar 
ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. BRICE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After eighteen minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 
o’clock and 25 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-m6i- 
row, Wednesday, July 18, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate July 17, 1894. 
BREVET APPOINTMENTS IN UNITED STATES ARMY. 
“  _To be brigadier-general by brevet. 


Capt. Reuben F. Bernard, First Cavalry, brevet colonel United 
States Army (now lieutenant-colonel Ninth Cavalry), for gallant 
service in action against Indians at Chiricahua Pass, Arizona, 
October 20, 1869, and in the actions against Indians near the + 
ver River, Oregon, June 23, 1878, and at Birch Creek, Oregoh, 
July 8, 1878. 

To be colonel by brevet. 

Maj. Charles T. Alexander, surgeon, brevet lieutenant-colone! 
United States Army (now colonel, assistant surgeon-genera)), 
for gallant service in action against Indians at the Clearwater, 
Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877. 

First Lieut. William R. Parnell, First Cavalry, brevet licu- 
tenant-colonel, United States Army (now captain, retired), for 
gallant service in action against Indians at ite Bird Canyon, 
Idaho, June 17, 1877. 

To be major by brevet. 


Capt. Lawrence S. Babbitt, Ordnance Department (now licu- 
tenant-colonel, Ordnance nr anieee for gallant service in 
— against Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, July 11 and 12, 
1877. 

Capt. Francis S. Dodge, Ninth Cavalry (now major, paymas- 
ter), for gallant service inaction against Indians at Milk Creek, 
Colorado, September 29 and 30, and October 1, 1879. 

Capt. J. Scott Payne, Fifth Cavalry (now captain, retired), 
for gallant service in action against Indians at Milk Creek, 
Colorado, September 29 and 30, and October 1, 1879, where he 
was wounded. 
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Ce 
To be captain by brevet. 


First Lieut. Matthias W. Day, Ninth Cavalry (now captain 
Ninth Cavalry), for gallant service in actions against Indians 
during the attack on Geronimo’s stronghold in the Sierra Madre 
Mountains, Mexico, August 7, 1885, and in the Terres Moun- 
tains, Mexico, September 22, 1885. 

First Lieut. James A. Haughey, Twenty-first Infantry (since 
deceased), for gallant service in action against Indians at the 
Clearwater, Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877. 

To be first lieutenant by brevet. 


Second Lieut. Joseph W. Duncan, Twenty-first Infantry (now 
captain, Twenty-first Infantry), for gallant service in action 
against Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877. 

Second Lieut. Patrick Hasson, Fourteenth Infantry (now cap- 
tain, retired), for gallant service in action against Indians near 
Willows, Ariz., November 8, 1867, where he was wounded. 

Second Lieut. Harry L. Bailey, Twenty-first Infantry (now 
first lieutenant, Twenty-first Infantry), for gallant service inac- 
tion against Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, July 11 and 12, 
1877. 

Second Lieut. Robert D. Walsh, Fourth Cavalry (now first 
lieutenant, Fourth Cavalry), for gallant service in action against 
Indians in the Patagonia Mountains, Mexico, June 6, 1886. 

Second Lieut. Thomas Cruse, Sixth Cavalry (now first lieu- 
tenant, Sixth Cavalry), for gallant service in action against In- 
dians at Big Dry Wash, Arizona, July 17, 1882. 

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 

William H. Brodhead, of Ketchum, Idaho, to be register of 
the land office at Hailey, Idaho, vice William T. Riley, term 
expired. 

iiorkes Himrod, of Boise City, Idaho, to be register of the 
land office at Boise City, ldaho, vice Charles S. Kingsley, term 
expired. 

ohn F. Hinman, of North Platte, Nebr., to be register of the 
land office at North Platte, Nebr., vice Anson S. Baldwin, to be 
removed. 

William A. Lowery, of Marysville, Cal., to be register of the 
land office at Marysville, Cal., vice Charles Hapgood, term ex- 

ired. 

August Muntzing, of Yuma, Colo., to be register of the land 
office at Akron, Colo., vice Adam J. Johnson, termexpired. 

Jacob B. Philippi, of Red Cliff, Colo., to be register of the land 
office at Gianwesll Springs, Colo., vice George D. Thayer, term 
expired. 

. RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

William F. Horne, of Hailey, Idaho, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Hailey, Idaho, vice Thomas A. Starrh, to be removed. 

Alfred W. Kroutinger, of Lewiston, Idaho, to be receiver of 
public moneys ar Lewiston, Idaho, vice Richard Monroe, whose 
term of office will expire August 28, 1894. 

William H. McDonald, of North Platte, Nebr., to be receiver 
of public moneys at North Platte, Nebr., vice William H. C. 
Woodhurst, jr., to be removed. 

Albert G. Neal, of Sprague, Wash., to be receiver of public 
oe at Waterville, Wash., vice Frank M. Dallam, term ex- 
pired. 

William A. Reiniger, of Coeur d’Alene, Idaho, to be receiver 
of public moneys at Coeur d’Alene, Idaho, vice Jay R. Sanburn, 
term expired. 

PASSED ASSISTANT SURGEON, MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Elihu R. Houghton, of New York, to be passed assistant sur- 

geon in the Marine Hospital Service of the United States. 
POSTMASTERS. 

C. Martin Walter, to be postmaster at Niantic, in the county 
of New London and State of Connecticut, in the place of Asa E. 
5. Bush, whose commission expired July 9, 1894. 

Cc. P. Fopejoy to be postmaster at Lexington, in the county 
of McLean and State of Illinois, in the place of Enos F. Blake, 
whose commission expired July 12, 1894. 

Andrew Currie, to be tmaster at Shreveport, in the county 
of Oaddo and State of Louisiana, in the place of Pinckney B. 
Weaks, removed. 

Joseph B. Boyle, to be postmaster at Westminster, in the 
county of Carroll and State of Maryland, in the place of George 
E, Sharrer, whose commission expired March 4, 1894. 

William Buttrick, to be postmaster at Concord, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, whose commission will 
expire July 17, 1894, 

ill Harkins, to be postmaster at Ladonia, in the county of 
Fannin and State of Texas, in the place of Leonard H. Harral, 
resigned. 

PROMOTIONS IN NAVY. 


Commodore Joseph Fyffe, to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, 
from July 10, 1894, vice -Admiral J. S. Skerrett, retired. 
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Capt. |Montgomery Sicard, to be a commodore in the Navy, 
from July 10, 1894, vice Commodore Joseph Fyffe, promoted. 

Commander George H. Wadleigh, to be a captain in the Navy, 
from July 10, 1894, vice Capt. M. Sicard, promoted. 

Lieut-Commander Frank Courtis, to be a commander in the 
Navy, from July 10, 1894, vice Commander G. H. Wadleigh, 
promoted. 

SECRETARY OE LEGATION. 

David A. Wells, junior, of Connecticut, to be second secretary 
of the legation of the United States at London, England, vice 
Lars Anderson, resigned. 

UNITED STATES CONSUL. 


James R. Jackson, of New Hampshire, to be consul of the 
United States at Sherbrooke, Quebec, vice Benjamin Lenthier, 
who was appointed during the recess of the Senate, but not con- 
firmed. 

SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF OREGON. 

John C. Arnold, of Pendleton, Oregon, to be surveyor-general 
of Oregon, vice W. Henry Byars, whose term of office expired 
July 16, 1894. 

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 

John T. Joyce, of Leadville, Colo., to be register of the land 
office at Leadville, Colo., vice George M. Bowen, to be removed. 

George H. Stevenson, of Cascades, Wash., to be register of the 
land office at Vancouver, Wash., vice John D. Geoghegan, to be 
removed. 

POSTMASTERS. 


Mark E. Hughes, to be postmaster at Sonora, in the county 
of Tuolumne and State of California, in the place of John S. 
Cady, whose commission expired March 20, 184. 

Frederick E. Pierce, to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
Anson Withey, whose commission expired July 11, 1894. 

Alfred A. Guck, to be postmaster at Lake Linden, in the county 
of Houghton and State of Michigan, in the place of John Amesse, 
removed. 

Ward H. Tilton, to be postmaster at Floral Park, in the county 
cf Queens and State of New York, in the place of J. R. Fuller, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 





WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn from the Senate July 17, 1894. 


James Parker, to be attorney of the United States for the dis- 
trict of New Jersey. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 17, 1894. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Wallace Macfarlane, of New York, to be attorney of the United 

States for the southern district of New York. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

William C. Murphy, of Missoula, Mont., to be receiver of pub- 

lic moneys at Missoula, Mont. 
PENSION AGENT. 

Patrick F. Walsh, of San Francisco, Cal., to be pension agent 

at San Francisco, Cal. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

John M. Evans, of Missoula, Mont., to be register of the land 
office at Missoula, Mont. 

Theodore Bruener, of St. Cloud, Minn., to be register of the 
land office at St. Cloud. Minn. 

MARSHALS. 

Charles H. Evans, of Maryland, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Maryland. 

John H. McCarty, of New York, to be marshal of the United 
States for the southern district of New York. 

Fletcher C. Peck, of New York, to be marshal of the United 
States for the northern district of New York. 

PROMOTIONS IN NAVY. 

Commodore Joseph Fyffe, to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, 
from July 10, 1894. 

Capt. Montgomery Sicard, to be a commodore in the Navy, 
from July 10, 1894. 

Commander George H. Wadleigh, to be a captain in the Navy 
from July 10, 1894. ? 

Lieut. Commander Frank Courtis, to be a commander in the 
Navy, from July 10, 1894. 

POSTMASTER. 

John S. Mitchell, to be postmaster at Newcastle, in the county 

of Placer and State of California. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TuESDAY, July 17, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and was called to order by 
the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee). 

Prayer by the Rev. J. H. McCarty, D. D., of Washington, 
D. C 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, cor- 
rected, and approved. 
ENTRIES UNDER THE PREEMPTION ACT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the follow- 
ing House bill with a Senate amendment: 

A bill (H.R. 3458) extending the time for final proof and pay- 
ment on land claims under the public land laws of the United 
States. 

The following amendment of the Senate was read: 


After line 8 insert the following: 

‘*Suo. 2. That the time of making final payments on entries under the pre- 
emption act is hereby extended for one year from the date when the same 
becomes duc in all cases where preémption entrymen are unable to make 
final payments from causes which they can not control, evidenceof such in- 
ability to be subject tothe regulations of the Secretary of the Interior.” 


Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in 
the Senate amendment? 

Mr. McRAE. I am not prepared to say that the House should 
concur in this amendment. I had supposed that all preémption 
claims had expired. I had just risen to make a motion to non- 
concur and ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to concur will take 

recedence over the motion to nonconcur. 

Mr. MCRAE. I shouldlike to know what the gentioman from 
Idaho (Mr. SWEHET] has tosay as to the necessity for any such 


legislation. Eean not understand the necessity for an amend- 
ment of this sort. ; 
Mr. SWEET. Mr. 8S r, I will ask to have read certain 


correspondence from Department relative to this amend- 


ment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Idaho[Mr. 
SWEET] asks to have certain letters read, which the Clerk will 


report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTHERTOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., May 24, 1894. 
Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt, for report in duplicate of 
Senate bill No, 1022, oe + Ay second sess ‘A to 
extend the time for making final payments on entries under the preémptiou 


ct. 

This bill provides for an extension of one year from the date when pay- 
nient shal) become due, in all cases where | sage pen entry-men are un- 
able to make final payments from causes which a can not control, and I 
see no objection to the bill alaw. The bill is herewith returned. 


Very respectfully, 
S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 
The honorable the SRORBTARY OF TB INTERIOR. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, May 26, 1994. 


Sire: I transmit herewith report from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office on Senate bill No. 1822, entitie@ “A bill to extend the time for 
making final ments on entries under the preémption act.”’ 
I know of no ection to urge against the passage of the bill. 
Very respectfully, 


HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 
How, J. H. Berry, 
Chairman Committee on Public Lands, United States Senate. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Idaho how it happens that, after the repeal in 1891 
of the pre’ on act, we are to take these claims up again? 

Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker, the preémptioner had thirty- 
three months in which to prove up. Now, during the last year 
of that thirty-three months it was almost impossible for settlers 
in the West to make the paymentreqr'red under the law. We 
have extended the benefits of this act, as it originally passed 
the House, to all settlers on the public lands except preémp- 
tioners. When that bill went to the Senate they noticed that 
we had not included in the beneficiaries of the act the preémp 
tion settlers. Notwithstanding, therefore, that the law has 
been repealed, and that settlers can no longer tale lands under 
the preimption act, it was thought to be but just and fair to give 
those whose time had not expired the benefit of this act. 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Idaho 
whether the House bill with the Senate amendment becomes 
pensions ¥ ith the Senate bill to which the Commissioner refers 

n his letter. 


Mr. SWEET. 1 think thatis an error. There is no Senate 
bill. This is one an amendment to the House bill. 

Mr. MORAE. . Speaker, as I stated a while ,» the pre- 
emption act was repealed in March, 1891, and only t three 


months could beallowed for making proof underthatact. Since 
it is perfectly clear that no new entry would have been made 
sinee March 3, 1891, it is also equally clear that there can be no 


subsisting preémption entry at this time. They all expinog 
either in December, 1893, or January, 1894. F 

The effect of this legislation will be, as I understand it, to; 
vive the preSmption law as to many claims that are now barre, 
by the laws. hat is, it extends for another year those claims 
that have been abandoned. Now, with that understanding th,» 
House can do what it sees fit. I had supposed there was no 
necessity for any legisiation of this character; and I desire 15 
make the motion to nonconeur and ask for a conference. 

Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker, the statement that these la 
have been abandoned is unfair. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Letit go to a conference. 

Mr.SWEET. These claims have not been abandoned, and jt 
is hardly fair to make that statement. The preémptioner «| 
dcned the preémption location simply because owing tothe strin 
gont times, he was unable to prove up. Now, even if it be truo 
that under this law no entry can be made, and that is the fact, 
yet there is no reason why the preémptioner who was so unfor- 
tunate as to have his time expire at such a time and under such 
conditions, should be deprived of the benefits of this act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Idaho, to concur in the Senate amend- 
ment, 

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
neanael that the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr.McRAE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 76, noes 68. 

So the Senate amendment was concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. SWEET, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
— the Senate amendment was concurred in was laid on tho 
table. 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bil! (H. 
R. 6518) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
meer egw of certain public works on rivers and harbors, ani 

or other “sii with Senate amendments. 

Mr. CATC NGS. Mr.Speaker,I move that the House non- 
concur in the Senate amendments, that the conference asked be 
granted, the conferees appointed, and the Senate amendment: 
to the bill be printed. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentlemanfrom Mississippi 
moves to nonconcur in the Senate amendments to the bill, tho 
title of which has just been read, and agree to the conferenc 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
that the conferees be appointed, and that the bill, with Senate 
amendments, be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
conferees shortly. 


The Chair will announce ¢! 


CHANGE OF CONFEREE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the follow- 
ing Senate resolution: 


Resolved, That Mr. TALLER be excused as one of the conferees on the bi 
of the House, 6373, making appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes, and that Mr 
ALLISON be appointed in his place. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
table. 


The resolution will lie on the 


BRIDGE OVER THE MONONGAHELA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a bill 
S. 2208) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 

onongahela River at the foot of Maine street in the borough 
of Bellevernon, in the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, this bill is identical in terms 
with one that has already been passed by the House and by the 
Senate; but, subsequent to the passage of that bill it was dis. 
covered that there was a defect in the charter of the Penn- 
sylvania corporation and therefore it was deemed necessary ‘0 
— the bill. I ask unanimous consent for the present col- 
sideration of the Senate bill. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord: 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

CONTEREES ON THE RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment °: 
House conferees on the resing votes of the two Houses 0D 
the river and harbor bill, Mr. Carcuinas, Mr. LESTER, 20d 
Mr. HENDERSON of Llinois. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr.S r, in view of the fact that to-day 
has been assigned to a committee, I feel it my duty to demand 
the regular order. 
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THE DONATION ACT. 
Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference 


report. 
he conference report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill = R.59) “ prescribing limita- 
tions of time for completion of titles to certain lands disposed of under the 
act of Congress approved September 27, 1850, and the acts amendatory and 
supplemental thereto and commonly known as the ‘ Donation Act’ and for 
the protection ofpurchasers and occupants on said lands,” having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend, and do recommend, 
to their respective Houses-as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate and agree thereto with the following amendments: 

‘After the word ‘claimant,’ in lines 15 and 16, page 2, insert the words 
“their heirs, devisees and grantees,” 

Strike out the word ‘ their’* where it first occurs in line 18, page 2. 

Strike out all after the word “shall,” in line 26, page 2, down to and in- 
cluding the word “shall,” in line 30, page 2. 

Strike out the word ‘“‘four,”’ in line 31, page 2, and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “six.” 

Strike out the words ‘‘at least three newspapers,"’ in line 32, page 2, and 
insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘one newspaper.” 

After the word “district,’’ in line 33, page 2, insert the words “in q form 
to be prescribed by the Commissioner of the General Land Office.” 

Strike out the words ‘describing such claims,’’in line 35, page 2. 

After the word ‘‘abandoned,” in line 38, page 2, insert the words “andthe 
lands embraced Sg 

Strike out the entire lines l and 2 and the words “before provided” in 
line 3 of page 3. 

After the word ‘‘be,”’ in line 3, pase 3, insert the words “and are hereby.” 

After the word “ provided,” in line 5, page 3, insert the word ‘‘further.” 

After the word ‘“claimant,’’ in line 20, page 3, insert the words “or his 
heirs, devisees, or grantees, as aforesaid.” 

Strike out the figure 3, in line 1, section 3, page 4, and insert the figure 2 
in lien thereof. 

After the word “right,” in line 4, section 3, page 4, insert the words “if 
such right now exists.”’ 

Strike = the figure 4in line 1, section 4, page 4, and insert in lieu thereof 
the figure 

After the word “‘act”’ in line 4, section 4 page 4, insert the words “noth- 
ing in this act contained shall be construed to impair or affect any adverse 
claims arising under any law of the United States other than said donation 
act to or im respect of the lands in this act referred to.” 

THOMAS C. McRAE, 

D. D. HARE, 

JOHN FPF. LACEY, 
Conferces on the part of the House. 

J. N. DOLPH, 

S. PASCO, 

WILLIAM V. ALLEN, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The several changes in seology pr in the Senate amendment 
are found to be well conceived, and the adoption thereof is deemed advis- 
able, except the proviso proposed to be added to the first section, embraced 
= a 2% to 38.0f the accompanying printed copy, and reading as fol- 

ws, Viz: 
¢' Provided, That as soon as practicable after the passage of this act notices 
shall be mailed to all such donation claimants, their heirs, devisees, and 
grantees, Where their names and residences are known or by reasonable dili- 
gence can be ascertained by the register and receiver of the land office for 
the district inwhich the donation claims are situated, and shall be published 
at least once a week for four successive weeks in at least three newspapers 
of general circulation published in theland district, requiring such donation 
claimants, their heirs, devisees. and grantees, and ali persons making claim 
to such donation claims, describing such claims, to appear and make final 
proof for such claims within the time herein Poms, and that in default 
= — final proof such donation claims will be heid to have been aban- 

The claims in question. are estimated by the Interior Department as sev- 
eral thousands in number, the exact number not having m ascertained. 
They originated a long time ago, somethirty or forty years. The claimants 
have failed upto this time to take any action for perfecting their claims by 
the proper ny They have neglected to put on record in the local land 
offices, or the General Land Office, any sufficient data by which their resi- 
dences, or those of their proper legal representatives, may be ascertained. 
They have apparently abandoned their claims and disappeared from the 
Vicinity of the land, The land itself is imperfectly descri in the notices, 
filed at a time when for the greater part the land was unsurveyed, and 


only indicated by metes and bounds, not connected with the linesof the pub- 
lie su or easily ascertainable landmarks. 

of the claimants have died. It would seem to be altogether 
impracticable, with any possible diligence, for the registers and receivers 


of the distriet land offices to determine the proper description of the tracts, 
with reference to. the lines of survey or otherwise, ascertain the residences 
of the their heirs, devisees and grantees, in the individual cases, 
and send notices to them, by mail and by publication, as contemplated by 
the proposed change in the Senate amendment to the bill. The attempt to 
doso would require a long time, much laborious investigation on the part 
of the Gistrict land officers, and considerable e , calling for a liberal 
Sppropriation of the public money. The duty properly devolved on the 
aimants to take the tiative in the necessary steps for perfecting their 

— have already had ampie time in which to do so. 
this stait bem of the pnssens bill is to prescribe a time certain within which 
. ll be done the rights of the parties finaliy determined, It is a 
— y how far the Government is bound to go in the way of giving no- 
wns eo that tf notice is to be given, it should not extend beyond 
— publication of the provisions of the proposed law within the dis- 
tone’ 12 the newspapers, and for the period named in the proposed amend- 
—— And so the amendment as ified will only the publi- 
- of a general notice, at least once a week for six weeks, in a newsp2- 
wae @ ral published in the land district, in a form to be pre- 
Office. The new paragraph 
law of adverse claims arising under any 
of the United States other than said “donation act” im respect to the 


THO. C. MCRAE. 
D. D. HARE 


J. P. LACEY. 
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Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question 
on the adoption of the cenference report. 

Mr. CANNON of Ellinois. Before thatis done I would like to 
ask a question forinformation. These Senateamendments seem 
to preseribe certain limitations as to making proof, ete., under 
what is known as the donation act, passed, I believe, in 1850. I 
am not familiar with that act, and I wish that the gentleman, 
without going too much into detail, would tell us what it is al’ 
about. 

Mr. MCRAE. An old law passed in 1850, applyin 
and Washington, and afterward extended, I believe, to Idaho— 
an act supposed at that time to be necessary for the development 
of that new country—and in some respects was loosely drawn. It 
fixed no limitation of time for making final proof of what wa 
required. It was intended as in lieu of the old preémption law 
of 1841, and the homestead law which was passed afterward. 
The act fixed no time within which settlers towhom these dona- 
tions were made should be required to file their final proof of 
settlement. Entries were made forty years ago which are now 
unecanceled and yet so far as the Department knows, there are 
no actual claimants to them. This bill is intended to fix a time 
within which final proof in all such cases must be filed. It pro- 
videsfor contests so that other settlers may take the lands unless 
those who heretofore entered shall comply with the old law 
within a given time. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The original act required sottle- 
ment? 

Mr. MCRAE. Iam not very familiar with the requirements 
of that act; but I feel pretty sure itdid. The gentleman from 
Oregon [Mr. ELLIs], or the Representatives from Washington 
[Mr. DOOLITTLE and Mr. WILSON], ought to be able to state what 
was required. But whatever may have been required to be done, 
if done at all, there is no proof of it. There are settlers who 
will be glad to enter these lands; and the Department wants to 
get the records cleared of them. There is now no way of get- 
ting them off the records, there being no provison for initiating 
contests. The courts have held that there is no limitation in 
the original act as to when proof shall be filed. We now pro- 
pose to fix a limitation by this act. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
made thirty or forty years ago. 

Mr. McRAE. Yes, the act was passed in 1850. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then the object of this bill is to 
dispose of entries made under the act of 1850—to fix a time when 
they shall be perfected—to dispose of them and wind them up? 

Mr. McRAE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON ofIllinois. The bill gives no new right? 

Mr. MCRAE. No new right at all. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Its object is only to ascertain what 
the rights of settlers are under that act—rights which have ac- 
crued by virtue of settlement. 

Mr. MCRAE. Thatisit. The bill provides for publishing 
at the land office of the district within which the lands may lie 
a general notice of the time when proof must be presented, the 
purpose being that if parties do not appear within that time 
and make proof the land shall then be open to settlers, and in 
any event to enable the Department to decide who should have 
the land. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The question is on ordering the 
previous question on agreeing to this report. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thaveat the report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ERNEST C. EMERSON. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana submitted aconference report, which 
was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 307) grant 
ing a pension to Ernest C. Emerson, having met, after full and free con 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

The Senate recedes from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
of Representatives and agrees tosaid amendment amended by adding tothe 
part proposed to be inserted the following, viz: ‘‘at the rate of 310 per 
month,’ so that said amendment shall read as follows: 

‘Subject to the limitations and provisions of the act of June 27, 1890, at 
the rate of 310 per month.” 

And the House of Representatives agrees to the same. 

A. N. MARTIN 
D. D. HARE, 
Managers on the part of the House 
JOHN M. PALMER, 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
WM. FP. VILAS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


By the amendment of the House to the Dill (S.307) to pension Ernest 
Emerson, the amount of the beneficiary's pension was practically reduced 
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from $12 per month to $10 per monn, under the provisions and limitations 
of the act of June 27, 1890. 

The amendment to the amendment, recommended by the conferees, sim- 
ply puts into words the monthly amount of the pension fixed by the House 
amendment by construction. 

A. N. MARTIN, 


D. D. H : 
Managers for the House of Representatives. 
The report was agreed to, ; , 
On motion of Mr. MARTTI. 0: fadiana, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the : ibie. 


MAu BROWN. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indianasubmitted a conference report, which 
was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Houseof Representatives to the bill (S. 920) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Brown, of Vermont, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respec- 
tive Houses as follows: 

That the House of Representatives recedes from its amendment to said 
bill and the House agrees to the same. 

A. N. MARTIN, 


. D. HARE, 
Managers on the nart of the House. 


JOHN M. PALMER, 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
WM. F. VILAS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


Concerning the facts in the bill (S. 920) to pension Mary Brown, the effect 
of the Senate bill was to accept the proofs on file as evidence that the death 
of the soldier was the result of his army service, and the effect of the House 
amendment would have been to compel the beneficiary to prove, after the 

assage of the bill, to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Interior, that 

he soldier's death was the result of his army service. By receding from 
the House amendment the passage of tke bill will result in accepting the 
soldier's death as due to the military service. 
A. N. MARTIN, 


D. D. HARE, 
Managers for ihe House of Representatives. 
The report was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 4209) for the relief of the securities of John S, 
Bradford; and 

A bill (H. R. 7498) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River from a point within the limits of 
the city of Dubuque, in the State of lowa, known as Eagle Point, 
to the oes bank of said river, in the county of Grant and 
State of Wisconsin. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 7097) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 39, 1895, and for other purposes; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced thatthe Senate had passed with amendments 
the bill (H. R. 5481) making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, *om the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the 
same: 

A bill he R. 2015) granting to the Columbia Irrigation Com- 
eg ke right of way through the Yakima Indian Reservation, 

n Washington. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia, indefinitely, on account of sick- 
ness. 
To Mr. CoRNISH, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. Rossins, indefinitely. 


CONSIDERATION OF BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


Mr. BAILEY. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the further 
continuation of the special order,-the bill H. R. 4609, the bank- 
ruptey bill, which comes over from yesterday, the previous 

estion having been ordered, and the yeas and nays ordered on 

ep e of the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. I rise to a question of order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman wiil state it. 


Mr. BURROWS. Is not the regular order the call of com- 
mittees for reports? 
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The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair thinks not. Whe,, 
the previous question has been ordered on a measure which wa. 
up for consideration and not concluded at the time of adjourp. 
ment, the Chair thinks the further consideration of that matto» 
is the first question in order. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to call the attention of the Chaj, 
and the gentleman from Texas also to the terms of the specj,) 
order, and suggest that the previous question has not been oy. 
dered upon the passage of the bill, and therefore the rule whic) 
the Chair cites—and which is the general rule—is not applica. 
ble in the present instance. The order provides: 

Thatimmediately upon the adoption of this resolution the House sha), 
proceed to consider House bill 4609, ‘‘a bill to establish a uniform system of 
bankruptcy,” in the House, as in Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. That after an hour of general debate there shall be two hours 
debate under the five-minute rule. The previous question shall be consiq 
ered as ordered on the amendments, if any, and, without intervening )) 
tion, the vote shall then be taken, etc. 

I have examined the original order, and there is nothing jy 
the order which authorizes the previous question on the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the gentleman from Michigan—— 

Mr. BURROWS. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 
may be permitted to finish my sentence. 

The order simply provides that the previous question shall } 
ordered on the amendments, if any, and nothing else. Ther 
no provision for ordering it on the bill. So the previous que, 
tion was not ordered on yesterday except on the amendments, 
Therefore the bill does not come up to-day under the proposi- 
tion stated by the Chair that a measure on which the previ: 
question has been ordered comes over and is the first business 
in order on the next day. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, the rule expressly provides that 
‘the vote shall then be taken.” That fixes absolutely the order 
which shall be pursued by the House, even if the rule does not 
provide for ordering the previous question on the bill as well 
as the amendments. The provision that ‘‘the vote shall then 
be taken” is tantamount to ordering the previous question. 

Besides that, the yeas and nays have been ordered, and tha 
of itself would make it in order the first thing on the assembling 
of the House to-day. 

Mr. BURROWS. In the first portion of the reply, My. 
Speaker, the gentleman suggests—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is unable to hear th 
gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. BURROWS. I have been trying for sometime to make 
myself heard. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. 
statement of the gentleman. 
statement. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
ment, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman wil! proceed. 

Mr. BURROWS. Thestatement of the gentleman from Texas 
that because this order provides that ‘* the vote shall then be 
taken” on the bill is equivalent to ordering the previous ques: 
tion on the passage of the bill seems to me needs no argument 
to refute; for if that be true, if the order was entirely silent as 
to the previous question, but simply provided that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole should consider the bill and at a certain time 
vote upon it, and that the vote would necessarily be then taken 
under such an order, or if an adjournment took place it would 
be before the House until disposed of, is a proposition in which 
Iconcur. Certainly there could not be such a construction of 
the rule as would give it such an interpretation as the gentle- 
man suggests. 

Now, upon the other point, that the yeas and nays have been 
ordered—for I take it the Chair will not hold that the previous 

uestion had been ordered—on the final passage of the bill, and 
that brings the matter up to-day as unfinished business, I do not 
believe to be correct, but I contend this bill will come up whe 
the House shall give to the consideration of this bankruptcy bil! 
another day. At that timo the question before the House would 
be that upon which the yeasand nays have already been ordered 

Itis true, as stated by the gentleman from Texas—the general 
proposition—that where the yeas and nays have been ordered 
and the House adjourns for wantof aquorum, the pending ques 
tion comes up the first thing thenextday. But if the Chair wii 
turn to the Digest he will find that after a statement of that 
principle, on page 567, another statement is made: 

But if the proposition on which the yeas and nays were ordered was beiDs 
considered on a day assigned the committee— 

And this day was assigned for the consideration of this pa! 
ticular matter from the Committee on the Judiciary— 
it would go over as unfinishei business and be first in order ,when such 
committee again had a day. 

And it cites, for instance, the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. Suppose on Monday, when that committee has a day 
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ideration of its bills under the rules, the previous 

ioe, coneparaunet on any proposition while that commnlttes has 

the floor, and before concluding its consideration the House ad- 

urns for want of a quorum or for any other reason. Then the 

order for the yeas and nays will remain—but the matter does 

not come up on the Tuesday following, but only when that com- 
mittee has the floor again under the rule. 

Now, the House made a special rule that this particular bill 
should be assigned a particular aay for its consideration, to-wit, 
yesterday. The House adjourned after the yeas and nays were 
ordered on the passage of the bill, for want ofa quorum. The 
principle involved is precisely the same whether a day is as- 
signed by the settled rules of the House or a special rule. 

Under that rule, about which there can be no controversy, I 
hold that this bill is not before the House as the regular order 
until the House shall again assign a day for the consideration of 
the bill, notwithstanding the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
Should the House appoint another day for the consideration of 
this bill, the first question would be the execution of the order of 
the House for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

That is all I desired to say. 

Mr. REED. It ought to be added, Mr. Speaker—I do not 
know but that it was stated by the gentleman from Michigan 
before I came in—that this order expressly confines the bank- 
ruptey bill to a single day, expressly so, for it says ‘‘ the rest of 
the day shall go to the Committee on the Judiciary,” together 
with Tuesday. Thatis, this day goes to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee for the consideration of its business, and can not be trenched 


upon. 

Mr. BAILEY. The answer to that suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Maine is obvious, that there was no “ rest of the day,” 
and therefore the order must be construed as if there was no 
rest of the day, because there was none. 

Mr. REED. That ends that, but it shows plainly that the or- 
der only contemplated yesterday for the areas bill, be- 
cause it says the rest of the day and Tuesday shall be given to 
the Judiciary Committee. Of course, if there wasno rest of the 
day, why, then the Judiciary Committee did not get that; but 
lam not citing that upon that point. I am citing it to show 
what the intention of the rulewas. Therule contemplated noth- 
ing but that particular day, and the ruling by Mr. Carlisle in 
the Forty-ninth Congress is very distinct on the subject, that 
where a day is given to a measure—although it says ‘‘ toa com- 
mittee,” but there is no distinction in principle between the 
two--and that measure is not finished on that day, that ends the 
control of the House upon it without a new order. If the pre- 
vious question had been ordered, then, under other rulings, the 
question would come over, upon familiar principles of parlia- 
mentary law; but in this case the previous question was only or- 
dered on the amendments. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the language of this rule 
when strictly interpreted means precisely the same as the pre- 
vious question. The previous question is a motion to bring the 
House to a direct vote upon the pending question, and that is 
the only object of the previous Laney to cutoff alldebate and 
all amendments and bring the House to that direct vote. This 
rule a ae for that very thing, by saying that the previous 
question is ordered on the amendments, which cuts off debate 
upon them, and amendments of those amendments, or further 
amendments, and then it provides that the vote shall then be 
taken on the bill and the amendments to the final passage of the 
bill. You could not have made it more specific, so far as the 
order was concerned, as to what the House should do. 

_ But, following that up, Mr. Speaker, it is unnecessary to de- 
cideit upon that point. The next day, which is to-day, having 
been set apart for business reported from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, it is now in order, even if that bill had passed from 
the Calendar. It isin order for the gentleman from Texas /Mr. 
BAILEY] to call the bill up now as a bill reported from the Ju- 
diciary Committee, and when called up it stands before the 
House with the previous question on the amendments, and the 
direction that the vote be taken upon its passage and the yeas 
and — ordered upon that question. 

Mr. TERRY. I will suggest to the gentleman from Illinois 
that in the Judiciary Committee it has been determined in 
oe eee bills should be called up, and this bill is not in- 

uded. 

Mr. BAILEY. This bill is not called up by the Judiciary 
Committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is a bill reported by that committee, 
and it is now before the House. This second part of the order 
is theconsideration of business reported from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, so that this being reported from the Committee 
on the Judiciary would be in order, even if the other order 
had expired, but having come over, it is the remainder of the 
unfinished order. and the yeas and nays have been ordered upon 
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the final passage of the bill. It had been engrossed and read a 
third time,and the rule provided that a vote should be taken 
upon its passage. Upon that there was a yea-and-ray vote 
ordered, and a quorum failed to appear, so that we are now pre- 
cisely in the place where we were when the House adjourned 
last night, namely, the vote to be taken by yeas and nays upon 
the passage of the bill. A quorum failing to appear last night, 
the House adjourned, and we have resumed precisely at the 
point where we were then. ’ 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman from Lllinois lay that down 
as a general proposition? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do, and as a special one in this case. 

Mr. REED. I supposed it was a general proposition as a mat- 
ter of parliamentary law, but it has been so repeatedly overruled 
in this House, before the adoption of the quorum counting by 
means of tellers, that I supposed it was banished from the pres- 
ent House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But that does not hold where the previous 
question has been ordered, and I hold that by this rule the pre- 
vious question is ordered on the passage of this bill. 

Mr. REED. That is, on account of the resolution not holding 


it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, the resolution says the vote shall then 
be taken. That is the effect of the previous question. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will my friend allow me toask him a ques- 
tion? Suppose this order had not provided that the previous 
question should be ordered on the amendment, and had been 
entirely silent about that, but had simply said that the vote 
should be taken at 4o’clock. If the House adjourned for the 
want of a quorum, does the gentleman hold that the matter 
would now comeup to-day? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It would have the same effect as if the pre- 
vious question had been ordered. 


Mr. BURROWS. Does the gentleman hold it as coming up 
to-day? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido. 

Mr. REED. It does not matter whether the previous ques- 


tion is ordered. Itis the previous question when left out just 
the same as when put in. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If you put in language equivalent to the 
previous question. The declaration that the vote shall then be 
taken has always been considered to have the same effect as the 
previous question. 

Mr. REED. What opportunities have you had to construe it 
except in the Fifty-first Congress and in this? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The language of the rule, that the vote 
shall then be taken is much more specific than the previous 
question. 

Mr. REED. Then it is not the provious question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is more th that. Itis the previous 
question plus the direction of the @use that nothing else shall 
be done, 

Mr. REED. It is the previous “juestion plus the previous 
question left out. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House wiil be in order. 
Gentlemen will cease conversatio gor retire to the cloak room. 
The Chair can not hear this debai< ‘on tne question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I assume the Chair desires to 
hear no further discussion; and if I am correct in that, I will 
refrain from saying anything further. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to decide; 
but the Chair will hear any gentleman who wishes to be heard. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have nodesire to detain the House or the 
Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the spe- 
cial order is equivalent to or has the same effect as the order 
for the previous question. The Chair will read the rule: 

Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this resolution the House 
shall proceed to consider House bill 4609, *‘ a bill to establish a uniform sys- 
tem of bankruptcy,’’in the House as in Committee of the Whole on the state 


ofthe Union. That afteran hour of general debate there shall be two hours’ 
debate under the five-minute rule. 


Now, leaving out the words relating to ‘‘ previous question.” 
Leaving that language out entirely, the rule provides that after 
‘*¢wo hours of debate under the five-minute rule, without inter- 
vening motion, the vote shall be taken on the amendments and 
the bill to its final passage.” A rule of the House can not be 
made more emphatic. After two hoursof debate under the five- 
minute rule, the vote shall be taken on the amendments and on 
the bill to its final passage. The Chair thinks that is certainly 
equivalent to the previous question. And in addition to that, 
the House treated ‘‘ the previous question” as ordered on yes- 
terday. 

On yesterday the Speaker pro tempore [Mr. DocKERY], who 
was then occupying the Chair, after the two hours’ debate, an- 
nounced after the amendment of the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. Ray] had been voted down, that that amendment was re- 
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jected and that “the previous question now operates on the bill 
and on all amendments to its passage.’’ See page 8940 of the 
Recorp. The Speaker pro tempore announced then that the 
previous question was ordered on the bill to its passage and on 
the amendments, and so treated the bill at the time, and there 
was no question made about it. 

Under the facts, the Chair holds that this is the regular or- 
der. The yeas and nays had been ordered on the passage of the 
bill, and tellers had been appointed. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, from that decision of the Chair I 
desire most respectfully to take an appeal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair declines to entertain 
the appeal, as we are proceeding under the resolution from the 
.Committee on Rules. Gentlemen will please take their places 
as tellers, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask to be excused from acting as teller, as 
I have received notice of a meeting of a committee of confer- 
ence that was appointed several weeks ago. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr,. RAY] will act as teller. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 129, nays 81, 
answered ‘ present” 5, not voting 136; as follows: 


YEAS—129. 


Kem, 
Eiipore, 
Kyle, 
Latimer, 
Layton, 
Davis, Lester, 
De armond, Lucas, 
Dinsmore, nck. 
Dockery, addox, 
sell, Tex. Dunn, Magner, 
aap Durborow, Maliory, 
Black, Ga. English, Cal. Marsh, 
Black, DL gE Marshal, 


Alderson, 
Alexander, 


Cooper, Wis. 
Cox, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Davey, 


Richardson, Mich. 
Richardson, Tenp. 
Ritchie, 
Robertson, La. 


Shaw, 
Shell, 
ers, 


Strait, 


en, 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Barnes, 


Rarwig 
Bell, Colo. 
E 
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Boatner, 
Boen, 
Bowers, Cal. 


Fi} thian, 
Goldzier, 
Gorman, 


Martin, Ina. 
McDearmon, 
McEttrick, 


Sw 
Talbert, 8. 0, 
Talbott, Md. 


McKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
i MeNagny, 

Hammond, Meredith, 
Harris, Meyer, 
Hartman, Money, 
Hayes, Ogden, 
Hend Iowa O'Neil, Mass. 
Henderson, N.C. O'’Neili, Mo. 
Hitt. Patterson, 

Pearson, 


Pence, 

Pendteton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
, Perkine, 

Izlar, Pickler, 

Jones, Reilly, 


NAYS-81L. 


Lockwood, 
Mahon, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McCreary, Ky. 
Seo 


Taylor, Ind. 
Terry 


Hutcheson, 
Tkirt 


Coffeen, 
Cooper, Tex. 


Avery, Bilis, Ore 
Baker, N. H. English, N. J. 
Bartholdt, £rdman, 
Beltzhoover, Everett, 
Fielder, 
Forman. 


Russell, Conn. 
Smith, 


Pyan, 
Geary, 
Graham, 
Griffin, 
row, 
ainer, 
Harner, 
Harter, 


Brickner, 
Brosius, 
Burrows, 
Cadmus, 
Childs, 
Clancy, 


Me 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Mutchler, 


8, 
Williams, Lil. 
Wolverton, 
Wright, Mass. 


Heiner, 

Kiefer, 

Kribbs, 

Lane, 

La ™m, 

Lefever, Robbins, 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT"'—5. 


Henderson, Ill. Outhwaite, 


wiord, 
Dalzell, 
any 
raper, 

Ellie, Ky. 


Bynum, 
Guissenhainer, 


NOT VOTING—136, 
Abbott, 


ee 
Goodnigh 
Grosvenor, 
Groat, 
. H * 
Boutelle, Haines, 
Breckinridge,Ark. Denson, Hall, Minn. 
kinridge, Ky. Hare. 
Brown, Do 


Heard 
Bepbar, 


Cabaniss, 
Cannon, Ill. 


JULY 17, 


McAleer, 
McCali, 
McCleary, Minn, 
MeDannola, 
McDowell, 
MeGann, 

M4 Mili in 


Milliken, 
Monigomery, 
Moon, 
Moses, 
Murray, 
Neiil, Russell, Ga. 
Newlands, Ryan, 

So the bill was passed. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois, 

Mr. CULBERSON of Texas with Mr. GROUT, 

Mr. CAPEHART with Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 

Mr. CABANISS with Mr. LACEY. 

Mr. ByNnuM with Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 

Mr. Coss of Alabama with Mr. MCCALL. 

Mr. CORNISH with Mr. HooKER of New York. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. Moses with Mr. CoGSWELL. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. MULLIKEN. 

Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia with Mr. WADSWORTH, 

Mr. Burnes with Mr, Apams of Kentucky. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. DENSON with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. ALDRIOg. 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. Houx. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr, TURPIN with Mr, PHILLIPS. 

Mr, MONTGOMERY with Mr, TAWNEY. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. GILLETT of New York. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. LAWSON with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. RoBINSON of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SOBERMERHORN with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HopxKIns of Illi- 
nois. 

The following for this day: 

Mr. ORAIN with Mr. FuNK. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky with Mr. VAN VOORHIS 0! 
Wew York. 

Mr. SIPE with Mr. SETTLE. 

Mr, HOOKER of elostocigans with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. PASCHAL with Mr. BABCOOK. 

Mr. CAUSEY with Mr. PAYN&. 

Mr. MCALEER with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. BARTLETT with Mr. STEPHENSON, 

Mr. STALLINGS with Mr. CHICKERING. 

The following on this vote: 

Mr, Cooper of Indiana with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland with Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas ar 
128, the nays are 81, answering present 4. The ayes have it 
and the bill is passed. 

On motion of Mr. BAILEY, a motion to reconsider the vot 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I have voted, but I find tha 
am paired with my colleague from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSON], so | 
desire to withdraw my vote and to be recorded as present. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the commit 
tees for reports. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, does not the special ord 
displace the call of committees? 
he SPEAKER pro tempore. 
order. 


Oates, 
Paschal, 
Payne, 
Paynter, 
Phiiiips, 
ost, 
Price, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 
Reed, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 


Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Sho rman, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 


Taylor, Tenn 
Turner, Ga 
Turpin, 

Van Voorhis, N.\ 
Van V oorhis, Ohio 
Walter, 
Weadock, 
Wever, 

Wheeler, Ala 
‘Wheeler, I!) 
White, 

Whiting, 
Woomer, 
Wright, Pa 


, 
Stallings, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, Ky 
Storer, 
Swanson, 
Tawney, 


No; the call of committees is in 


LEGAL TENDER. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with an amendment a bill (H.R. 5217) to regulate and dis- 
charge the payment of contracts in any money made a lega! 
tender by law for the payment of debts; which was referred to 
the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

LIGHTS ON FISHING VESSELS. 


Mr. ROBBINS, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, reported back with a favorable recommendation 2 
bill (H. R. 7383) relating to lights on fishing vessels; which was 








ee ae 
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referred to the House Calendar, and,with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 
SECTION 4136, REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, reported back with a favorable recommendation a 
bill (H. RB. 7045) to amend section 4136 of the Revised Statutes; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with theaccom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


MEDALS OF HONOR, ETC. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, from the Committee on Military 
Afiairs, reported in lieu of House joint resolution a joint resoli- 
tion (H. Res. 205) to provide for the presentation of medals of 
honor to the militia and volunteer troops of the several States 
who volunteered their services for the defense of the States of 
Maryland and Pennsylvania in the year 1863, prior to. and after 
the battle of Gettysburg, Pa.; which was read a first and second 
time and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, NEWARK, N. J. 

Mr. CADMUS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with a favorable recommendation a bill 
(H.R.4796) supplemental to an act entitled ‘An act toauthorize 
the purchase of additional ground in Newark, WN. J., adjoining 
the custom-house and post-office building, and for improvements 
thereon and the erection of additions thereto,” approved March 
1, 1888; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, orered to be pridnted. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WOONSOCKET, R. 1. 


Mr. CADMUS also, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, reported back with a favorable recommendation a 
bill (9. R. 219) for the erection of a publie building in the city 
of Woonsocket, R. I.; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, FITOHBURG, MASS, 


Mr, CADMUS also, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, reported back with an amendment a bill (H. R. 8) 
to erect a public building at Fitchburg, in the State of Massa- 
chusetts; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


On motion of Mr, MELKLEJOHN, the Committee on Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic was discha:-zed from further consideration 
of the bill (B. R. 6657) to prohibit the sale of intoxicants to In- 
dians, and it was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The Clerk completed the call of committees. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER protempore. Thiscompletesthe call. Under 
the special order the remainder of this day is assigned to the 
——ee of business presented by the Committee on the 

udiclary. 

Mr. STOOKDALE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill 
(S. 1690) providing an additional circuit judge in the eighht 
judicial district. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, before that is done, I desire to raise 
a point of order. I have no desire at all to interfere with the 
consideration of the bills that the committee have agreed to 
call up, but I desire to present this point and have it settled. 
House bill 3290 was called up by the Committee on the Judiciar. 
for consideration on the 30th and 3ist davs.of October, 1893. It 
is a bill to amend the naturalization laws of the United States. 
It was considered for two days and was not disposed of, and is 
pending as unfinished business. Now, my question is, whether 
that bill does not take precedence of all other matters, unless 
some action tothe contrary be taken by the House? 

Mr. STOCKDALE, Mr. Speaker, my recollection of the spe- 
cial order under which we are operating is that it provides that 
this day shall be devoted to the consideration of such bills as the 
— ttee on the Judiciary may call ep. The committee has 

ecignaied @ number of bills that it es to have taken up, 
= t occurs to me that even if there was anything otherwise in 

© gentleman’s point, the decision of the committee to call up 
certain bills would overrule it. 

Mr. RAY. The question L raise is this. Can the Committee 
= the Judiciary, of itself and without any action of the House, 
change the order of business as it is presented on the Calendar? 


Must we not take up these bills in th 
pear on the Calen dae? bills in the order in whieh they ap- 
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The special order adopted by the House is in 


Mr. TERRY. 


itself a change in the order of business, 


Mr. RAY. Well, I donot want tohave my position misunder- 
stood. Ido not desire to get in the way of the bills that the 
Committee on the Judiciary have agreed to call up, but I bring 
this point up now so that if we should get intoa tangle here over 
any bill, we might have this question out of the way. 

Mr. TERRY. The bill to which the gentleman refers was 
called up, I think, by the gentleman from Alabama {Mr, OATES] 
on a suspension day. 

Mr. RAY. No, sir; my recollection is that there was a special 
order reported from the Committee on Rules assigning two days 
for the consideration of the bill, and it was considered, as will 
be seen by reference to the Calendar, on October 30 and 31, 1893. 

Mr. TERRY. What stage did it reach? 

Mr. RAY. It was considered under a special order, accord- 
ing to my recollection. Nothing was done with the bill except 
to debate it. 

The SPEAKER pyo tempore. The Chair is ready to rule on 
the question. There is no claim that the previous question was 
ordered upon that bill, or that any step was taken which would 
bring it up on the next day when business from the Committce 
on the Judiciary was in order. 

Now, where a day has been assigned to a committee and the 
committee allowed to present business, it has always been the 
custom to leave it optional with the committee to call up such 
measures as it might see fit to designate. The language of the 
special rule in the present case is that ‘‘the remainder of this 
day (yesterday)and Tuesday the 17th instant, after the morning 
hour, be assigned to the consideration of business reported by 
the Committee on the Judiciary.” The Chair is clearly of the 
opinion that any measure reported by the committee may be 
called up by the committee. 

Mr. RAY. But here is one point that the Chair has not de- 
cided, Ithink. Suppose some member of the committee should 
desire to interpose an objection to the consideration of a par- 
ticular bill, and should make the point that these bills must be 
taken up in the order in which they appear on the Calendar. 
Would that be a good point? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TineChairasat present advised 
would overrule the point of order, and would permit the com- 
mittee to call up such bills as it might see fit. 

Mr. RAY. y object is to get a clear field. 


ADDITIONAL JUDGE EIGHTH CIRCUIT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The committee may designate 
the measures which it desires to have considered. ‘The gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] has called up the bill 
(S. 1390) providing an additional circuit judge in the eighth ju- 
dicial circuit. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore’ The Chair is informed that this 
bill is on the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the bill had better be considered in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tleman from Indiana? 

Mr.HOLMAN,. Thatthe bill involves an expenditure of pub- 
lic money. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Iwas about to ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be considered in the House as in Committce of the 
Whole. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it had better be considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I move, then, that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. DockERy in the chair), and proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1390) providing an additional circuit 
judge in the eighth judicial circuit. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc,, That there shall be in the eighth judicial circuit an ad- 
ditional circuit*judge, who shall be appointed by the President, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, and shall possess the same qualifica- 


tions and shall have the same powers and jurisdiction now prescribed by 
law in respect to the present circuit judges. 


Mr. STOCKDALE. Idesire to yield the floor to my colleague 
on the committee, the gentleman from Arxansas [Mr. TERRY], 
for such time as he may want. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, this bill has been unanimously 
reported by the Committee on the Judiciary, and I do not sup- 
pose there will be any considerable opposition toit. Itisa bill 
that is urgently demanded in the eighth judicial circuit. That 


What is the point of the gen- 
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is the largest circuit in the United States. It has more busi- 
ness, more cases, than any other circuit in the country. Each 
of the judicial circuits of the United States has two circuit 
judges, except the second, which has three; that is the great 
eastern circuit. The eighth is the great western circuit. 

The eastern circuit (the second) embraces the States of New 
York, Vermont, and Connecticut. It had last year in its court 
of appeals 196 cases. The cighth judicial circuit contains within 
its boundaries the States and Territories of Minnesota, Iowa, 
Missouri, Arkansas, North Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, 
Kansas, Oklahoma, Wyoming, Colorado, New Mexico, and Utah, 
embracing a population of 10,894,843. The population of the 
great eastern circuit, the second, is 7,076,553. And against 196 
cases in the second circuit there were 207 in the eighth. Con- 
sidering the amount of revenue turned into the Treasury of the 
Government, the second circuit in 1892, from its court of appeals, 
turned in $1,456.75; the eighth, $6,668.51. 

Now, the urgent necessity for this bill arises from the fact 
that where you have only two circuit judges the circuit court of 
appeals has to be held by the two circuit judges and one district 
judge, unless the circuit justice from the Supreme bench hap- 
pens to be there. Judge Brewer is the circuit justico for the 
eighth circuit; and it is almost impossible for him to be there. 
The result is that the district judge in St. Louis has to sit with 
the circuit judges to hold a court of appeals, in consequence of 
which much of the business in the district and circuit court has 
to go unattended to, largely increasing the expense to the Gov- 
ernment for jurors and witness fees and being a practical denial 
of justice to the litigants. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that this bill should pass without any 
considerable opposition. I understand my friend from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN], when this bill was called up before, made the ob- 
jection that we are having toomuch Federal jurisdiction. That 
may be true, sir, but if you want to remedy that difficulty bring 
in a bill to limit the jurisdiction. But whatever jurisdiction 
the United States courts have, by all means give them sufficient 
force to carry out that jurisdiction and enforce the laws of the 
United States. 

Mr. TARSNEY. If the gentleman will allow me to suggest, 
in addition to the difficulty he has already stated, on account of 
Judge Thayer’s time being entirely occupied with the court of 
appeals, it may be said that the whole State of Kansas, com- 
prising one district, has no judge at all on account of the illness 
and incompetency of the present judge. 

Mr. TERRY. Undoubtedly that is true. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection this bill will be 
laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to yield a few minutes first to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CoBs], who introduced the House 
bill on this subject. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Mr, Chairman, in regard to this bill, 
its passage is not only desirable as a matter of public necessity, 
but as a matter of economy, for the reason thatit costs the Gov- 
ernment more now by the detail of judges to the court of ap- 
+ than this additional salary would amount to. At present 

t is the custom to detail judges from other districts to fill 
vacancies on the court of appeals that necessarily occur by 
reason of the limited number of judges or from other causes. 

I have at hand a letter from the district attorney of St. Louis, 
and also one from Judge Thayer, of that district, showing that 
the Government loses absolutely, by reason of these details, from 
two to three thousand dollars a year; because when judges are 
detailed they have a per diem of $10 per day, and the Govern- 
ment would save from two to three thousand dollars a year by 
having this additional "eee. I have these letters in my hand 
from Judge Thayer and the district attorney, and these show 
conclusively the absobute necessity for this increase in the judi- 
ciary, and Iam confident that if the members present under- 
stood the necessity there would be no objection to the action 
proposed here. 

St. Louis, by reason of the detail of Judge Thayer on the 
court of appeals, has not had a judge for two years, and he has 
been recently detailed for another year, so that necessarily dur- 
ing that length of time the court business there will be obstructed, 
and litigants will be compelled to wait and suffer all the incon- 
veniences of — 

[ trust there will be no further opposition to the bill. 

Mr. TERRY. I now yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HENDERSON]. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, 
that as a resident of this circuit anda practicing lawyer, I have 
some familiarity with the necessities which exist in that district 
for this additional judge. We can hardly realize the rapid 
growth of that region of country. 

The territory embraced in this judicial circuit isa vast empire 
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in itself, and there has been a wonderful growth of business ;. 
terests of all kinds. I want to bear testimony as to the abso), 
necessity of the passage of this bill. 

That is all I rose to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on laying the bill a; 
to be reported to the House, with a favorable recommendatj,, 

Mr.HOLMAN,. Mr. Chairman, judging from past experienc. 
I take it for granted that this pill will pass the House, and o/ 
course will become a law, so that whatI say here will be si, 
to enter my protest against this increase of the Federal 
oy. 

We are gradually, and at nearly every session of Congress, jn. 
creasing the scope of the Paderal courte, their powers, and tho 
number of the Federal judges, and to that extent we are dwar! 
ing the States of the Federal Union. 

There has been until recently in my own State an attempt { 
enlarge the Federal judiciary by dividing the State into ty 
districts 

The fact is that at no time has there been an excuse or justitica. 
tion for the increase of the Federal judicial authority in Indiana, 

We have a State covering a large area and with very diversi. 
fied interests. We have a great harbor on Lake Michigan: ; 
vast boundary on the Ohio River, and border on an extended 
— of the navigable waters of the Wabash River in the 

tate, which produce avery large amount comparatively of mari- 
time business, that is thrown into the Federal courts by reason 
of our geographical situation. 

The State has within its limits four Federal courts—at lor: 
Wayne, Evansville, New Albany, and at Indianapolis—with on 
district judge; and for twenty years past, until recently, ther 
has been a persistent effort to divide that State into two dis. 
tricts; ond yet, sir, the members of Congress from Indiana ha 
during the whole period in the main protested against it, and an 
honest, upright, and eolngetnen judge, such as Judge Gresham, 
when he was the judge of that district, gave aid to the oppos 
tion which sought to divide the State into two districts, on th 
ground that one district judge could attend to the Federal ju- 
dicial business of the district. The measure up to this time has 
been defeated. 

Iam expecting, though, almost every day, to see such a bill 
coming in proposing to create a new Federal judge in the dis- 
trict of Indiana, because the case is a plausible one, more plausi- 
ble, indeed, than the case now presented for a new Iederal judg: 
in the St. Louis circuit. 

Mr.HALLof Missouri. Willthe gentleman allow a question’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. eee 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. The gentleman from Indiana, as! 
understand him, tries toimpress upon the House the conviction 
that the action proposed by the pending bill is one which gives 
additional jurisdiction and power to the Federal courts and 
judges. Now, I would like to ask the gentleman if it is nots 
tact that the simple question presented here is whether th 
courts of the country shall have an opportunity to attend to their 
business, in the order in which cases arise in them, or whethe: 
Congress will permit them to lag behind year after year, kccp 
ing litigants and men of business tied up before the courts with- 
out any hope of relief because Congress refuses to pass a bill o! 
this character, which alone can afford the remedy? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend will listen to what I have 
to say on that point, ant then I hope he will be satisfied. [an 
not insisting that this legislation is to increase the jurisdiction 
of Federal courts, but the effect is to prevent a reduction in the 
jurisdiction of the Federal courts. 

This is the vitalissue. Ihave mentioned my experience in re- 
gard to my own State for a single purpose, and that is to justily 
myself in saying that I have never opposed in other sections o! the 
Union the increase in the Federal judiciary without bearing ‘1 
mind at the same time that I have through many years steadily 
resisted the various attempts to increase the lederal jucicia! 
system in my own State for which, as in the pending bill, there 
is no excuse. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the a is a very clear one, and n0 
persons know it better, or so well, perhaps, as the members 0! 
the Judiciary Committee of the House. The remedy is tore 
duce the jurisdiction of the Federal courts. But you will neve! 
do that, gentlemen, while you continue to increase the number 
of the judges. No member of Congresscan deny this. As you 
increase the Federal judges you increase the Federal power. | 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me to asx 
him what is the number of his district? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The district of Indiana. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. But the number. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I was speaking of the district of Indiana, 
not the circuit court. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. I mean the judicial district—is it 10% 
the fourth? 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I have been speaking of the United States 


ict court for the district of Indiana. 
dir COBB of Missouri. Well, that is the fourth, I think. 
According to the report of the Attorney-General you have 


thirty-eight cases before the judge there on appeal, while in | 


- 


the eighth district the same report shows two hundred and | 


seven. That is the difference. 


courts. I had referred only to the United States district court 
of my State, not to the circuit courts of the United States. The 
remedy is aneasy one. It is simply to passa bill reducing the 
jurisdiction of the Federal courts and incidentally increasing 
the jurisdiction of the State courts. Gentlemen, we are inflict- 
ing a great wrong year after year upon our people in permititng 
foreign corporations, having all the benefits of the legislation 
of our several States, to drag our citizens into the Federal courts, 
remote from their counties and homes; und you will keep that 
up, gentlemen, until you reduce rather than increase the num- 
ber of Federal judges. Noonecan deny this. 

Mr. TERRY. This bill does not provide for any increase in 
the jurisdiction of the lederal courts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know it does not. My argument is the 
jurisdiction of the Federal courts ought to be decreased, and no 
one understands it so well as the members of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the House. The jurisdiction of the Federal courts 
should be reduced rather than to increase the number of Fed- 
eral judges. ’ 

Why, gentlemen, it requires no statesmanship at all, looking 
out from the point which we have now reached in our history, 
to see that the real centralizing power that is being developed 
in the current progress of our country is the Federal judiciary; 
and statesmen will stand here on this floor within the next forty 
years, perhaps within the next twenty-five years, and denounce 
the licy of this period by which acentralization of the power 
of this Government has been brought about by the desire to 
create patronage and to increase the number of Iederal judges. 

The peril of the future is in your Federal judiciary, and I am 
not uttering an original sentiment. Of the aristocratic tenden- 
cies in our Government the Federal judiciary is the most to be 
apprehended, next the Army and Navy. The old Democratic 
doctrine was that more was to be apprehended from the exten- 
sion of the jurisdiction of the Federal judiciary than from any 
other cause; and no class of men stood up so manfully in former 
years against the enlargement of the Federal judicial system 
as gentlemen from the South; but of late years members from 
the Southern States have led off in the legislation that proposes 
to enlarge the number of Federal judges, and to perpetuate the 
indefensible extentof the jurisdiction of the Federal court which 
the Republican policy had created. The remedy is very easy 
and simple for the impending evil. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. BOATNER. Is not the gentleman aware that we have 
largely reduced the jurisdiction of the Federal courts? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, some, I admit, and the effect has been in 
adegree beneficial, but why not confine the Federal courts to the 
class of cases of which they have fair and legitimate jurisdic- 
tion? Why allow foreign corporations doing business in other 
States to monopolize our Federal courts and drag our citizens 
from every section of our States into the remote Federal 
tribunals? 

Mr. BOATNER. I will call the attention of the gentleman 
to the fact that in large commercial centers like St. Louis 
there is an immense mass of business which, under the intend- 
ment of the Constitution, ought to come within the jurisdiction 
of the Federal courts, and if the jurisdiction is confined to the 
proper limits there will necessarily always be a very large vol- 
ume of business in those centers which ought to go into the 
Federal courts; and that is the case in St. Louis. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, certainly; but you underestimate the 
State courts, if youconfine the jurisdiction of the Federal courts 
to the extent that was contemplated by the Federal Constitution, 
you will still have a large jurisdiction. But our fathers never 
could have contemplated that corporate power mightenter your 
State and enjoy all the benefits of the local laws of the States 
and yet have it in their power to drag the citizen into a remote 
Federal tribunal. Why, Sea Gemen, you are simply dwarfing 
your State courts and steadily enlarging the Federal judiciary. 
thing TERRY. We have bills here to remedy that sort of 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know, and when you pass them you will 
not want to pass this bill. Why doyou put this bill in front? 
The other = when [ heard that this bill was coming up, I 
spoke to the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. COLBERSON], and a very able and accoii- 
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| cial power. 
Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman is speaking of the circuit | 


| Salaries of your State judges. 


| are behind this movement also. 
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plished lawyer, on this subject, and he promptly said, ‘If the 
Senate will pass the bill regulating the jurisdiction of Federal 
courts, there will be no excuse or justification whatever of in- 
creasing the number of Federal judges.”’ 

As a citizen of the State of Indiana I protest against this legis- 
lation, this remorseless and steady enlargement of Federal judi- 
You are steadily increasing the Federal power and 
dwarfing the States. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
CULBERSON] was present in the committee when this bil! was 
considered, and he voted for it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. He may have voted for it upon the ground 
that he could not get his bill through the Senate reducing the 
jurisdiction of the Federal courts, but only on that ground. 
Just as long as the House and Senate refuse to limit the juris- 
diction of the Federal courts as it should be limited, this ever 
lasting increase of patronage, in the number of judges with 


| great salaries, will go on, dwarfing your States and our State 
| judiciary as I have already said. 


Another fact, gentlemen. See how readily the House Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary comes forward to increase the salaries 
of your Federal judges. The Committee on the Judiciary isa 
very able committee, and always has been, so far as my experi- 
ence has extended in the House; and yet see how readily it has 
favored the increasing of the salariesof Federal judges. What 
effect does that have? 

Their salaries are generally more than twice as large as the 
Am I wrong, gentlemen, then, in 
saying that this procedure is steadily dwarfing your State courts 
and dwarfing your States, and enlarging the sentiment of the 
Federal power as against the States, creating in the public mind 
the sentiment that the State judges are an inferior class of judges 
when as a matter of fact there is no State of the Union whose 
supreme court and circuit court judges do not rank well with 


| the judges on the Federal bench, from the Supreme Court down 


to the district judges. 

I say this with all respect to the Federal judges. 
able men, and so are the State judges. 

I am aware, Mr. Chairman, that nothing that can be said can 
arrest this progress. The motives here are strong. Party mo- 
tives for enlarging the number of judges, and influence is always 
at work for additional judges and officers to be appointed under 
every Administration. There are other bills behind this of the 


They are 


| same class. 


The great corporate interests of this country, Mr. Chairman, 
It is beneficial tothem. They 
know very well if Congress should set its face against increas- 
ing the number of Federal judges the jurisdiction of the !ed- 
eral courts would be reduced, and that is not what your corpo- 
rate interests require anddemand. These foreign corporations 
do in each State largely employ our Federal courts. I do not 
know of any moment more unfortunate than this to enlarge the 
Federal jurisdiction, for that is what this bill means. ‘There is 
no public sentiment in favor of enlarging the Federal judiciary. 

The tendency to exercise arbitrary power has already made its 
appearance to the very verge of the possible powers of the led- 
eral judges. Itis the most aristocratic feature in your system, not 
excepting Army aud Navy officers, officersfor life with ample sal- 
aries. Everysession of Congress increases the number of judges, 
with salaries twice as large as your State judges receive. But 
all ] am doing and hoping to do is simply to enter my protestas 
one member of this House against this policy of enlarging the 
Federal judiciary beyond the limits contemplated by our fathers. 

The day will come, and it wiil not be a remote day either, 
when the injurious policy of enlarging the lederal judiciary to 
the institutions of our country will be apparent to all men, and 
this policy will be denounced as having brought upon this coun- 
try incalculable evils, both in the enlargement of the | ederal 
power and the dwarfing of our States, sapping the foundation 
of free institutions. I simply make my protest against the meas 
ure, not hoping that any word can be uttered that will defeat 
this bill. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 
tion? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does not my friend conclude, from the use 
which the Administration has recently been making of the Fed- 
eral courts to put down lawlessness and in the course adopted 
by the courts in enforcing process by the aid of the Federal troops 
of the country, that there has been a little changeof bise in 
the Democratic party upon the question of the danger 
tending the power of the Federal courts? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not think there has been any change 
of opinion among the people of the country. I think the sonti- 
ment is that State rights, as contemplated by the Constitution, 
ought to be somewhat considered and maintained. 


Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 


ol ex- 
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My. friend will exeuse me, until I say that the jurisdiction of | cuit actually demands the services of another judge. My frien) 
is entirely mistaken in his viewof this matter. The policy 9 
our law for the last fifty years has: been in the direction of po. 
ducing the jurisdiction of the Federal courts, by requiring t) 
cause of action to be larger, so thatit is more difficult now fo, 
a plaintiff to get into the Federal courts than it was formerly. 
{In the early history of the Government a party could get into 
the Federal courts where the amount involved was quite | imi; 
but as population and the business of the country increased 
standard has been raised, until now itis.quite difficult for a p 
son to get into the Federal courts. at all, and the whole polic 
our legislation has been in the direction of making it so. 
My friend from Indiana is unfortunate in one respect. | 
ought to have lived in the early days of this Republic, w! 
things.were done on a more economical scale than now, whey 
He forgets th: 
this country has.grown from 3,000,000 of people to 70,009,000, 
that the business of the country has grown from a small fracti 
of its present volume toa great mass. of business which in 
near future will require not only an increase of the judicial f 
but a subdivision of judicial administration such as has tuk 
place in England. They have had the same experience ih 


the Federal courts should be maintained and that the Federal 
tribunal should have all the jurisdiction which our fathers con- 
templated when the Federal Constitution was formed. But the 
condition of things that now exist is entirely differentfrom what 
our fathers: could have expected. 
This extraordinary power of foreign corporations, carrying 
our citizens into Federal courts from remote tribunals, remote 
sections of the States where the supposed foreign corporation is 
in fact a local corporation instead of foreign, for all practical 
purposes, doing business in the State asa citizen, such a case as 
that could not have been anticipated by our fathers, I have 
nothing to say in censure of the exereise by Federal tribunals of 
all power that was intended to be conferred on them by the Fed- 
eral Constitution; and in very rare instances, I am glad to say, 
has the Pederal courts gone beyond the jurisdiction which was 
intended to be conferred. But Congress invites the Federal 
courts to an aggressive policy. 
Mr. MILLIKEN, If my friend will allow me—— 
Mr: HOLMAN. Justamoment, for I have promised my time. 
The country, however, would scarcely consent, on the spur of 
the moment, that a line of policy should be adopted, in even a 
moment of peril, to such an enlargement of the number of Fed- 
eral judges as to create a bad precedent for the future. 
There is always. plausible argument for creating new offices, 
but no gentleman seems to be willing, I regret, to recognize the 
fact that under the Federal Constitution and in the spirit of the 
instrument. the jurisdiction of the Federal courts ought. to be 
reduced instead of the number of judges being increased. Every 
session of Congress we are enlarging the multitude of people 
who are commissioned by Congress to live off of the labor of 
other men, 
Mr. TERRY. IL yield: five. minutes to the gentleman from 
Vermont |Mr. POWERS. } 
Mr. POWERS. Mr, Chairman, if I understand the ar- 
capes of my friend from Indiana, his. objection to this 
ill proceeds-upon the ground that it. is dangerous. to increase 
the Federal! jurisdiction. Now, I think my. friend has been too 
long in Congress and too long in logie to reason that because you 
have ten or any othernumbor of judgesina particular territory, 
you thereby touch the question of the jurisdiction of the Federal 
courts. The question of the jurisdiction ofthosecourtsasvends 
not upon the number of judges, but rather upon the law that is 
in force fixing that jurisdiction; so that if you had a hundred 
circuit judges the jurisdiction of the courts would be precisely 
the same. as-if you had only five, the law being the same. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
was referring to. 
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I am not.afraid of extending 
the jurisdiction of the Federal courts. It islimitedby the laws 
that we pass here, and so long as-Congress keeps its finger upon 
the subject of the Federal jurisdiction there is ne. danger that 
the number of Vederal. judges can affeet it in. the least. Now, 
here is a case where the business.of the territory concerned 
actually demands the appointment of an. additional. judge, It 
has been shown by the statistics. furnished by my friend from 
Arkansas|Mr. TERRY] that the population of the districtislarger. 
than that of the eastern district embracing the great State of 
New York, as well as the smaller States.of Vermont.and Con- 
necticut, and that the number of cases pending in the circuit is 
larger than in the eastern circuit. 
Such being the case, the very mischief which my friend from 
Indiana.complains of, namely, the taking of people for long dis- 
tances to try their causes is enhanced by the fact that.we have 
an insufficient judicial force in this vast territory. todispose of 
the business that arises there. If it. was a. compact. territory 
like the State of New York, then. it —— reasonably be con- 
tended that a less number of judges could.do the business, but 
when you compel your judges. to travel almost over an. entire 
continent it is obvious that much of their time will necessarily 
be lost in passing from point to peint. 
Mr. HOLMAN. In the gentleman’s State I presume, as in 
most of the States of the Union, the citizen is entitled to an- 
swer in a civil suit in the county in which he lives, and can not 
be taken to another county except by.achange of: venue. That 
is the law of the Western States generally, and it has been the 
law of my State for forty or fifty years. Now, is it not a fact 
that a reduction of the jurisdiction of the Federal courts, treat- 
ing corporations like other citizens of the State, would do much 
to remedy the evil of having citizens dragged to remote points 
to answer in civil cases? 
Mc. POWERS. In reply to the gentieman’s suggestion, I will 
say that it is true, no doubt, in his State, as it is in mine, that 
a plaintiff living in one county in the State may compel the de- 
fendant to go to that county whether it is near or remote, and 
in the circuit the same rule prevails. But, inmy apprehension, 
that point does not reach this case at all. The work of thiscir- 


It is the law fixing. the jurisdiction that I 





prices were lower, when litigation was smaller. 


that we are 


aving. 


In the early days-in England they had but few courts to tra 
act their business, but.the growth of that nation in populatio 
and commerce has been such as to compel them to subdivide 
their judicial business by the creation of special courts 
special kinds of work. That day is coming in this country, b 
it has not yet come, and it.will be time enough to meet | 


emergency when it arises, 


Here, however, is a.case where | 


Judiciary Committee have. investigated the question with 

utmost.care, and have unanimously agreed that the demand ! 
an additional judge in the eighth cireuit is one that can 
longer be reasonably resisted. 


Mr. STOCKDALKE, 


port the bill favorably to the House. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


I move that the committee rige and 


I had'some time left, I believe, which [ r 


served. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND 


Mr. BLAND. 


Committee of the Whole on this question. 
formed, there are bills behind this looking to a curtailmen' 
the jurisdiction of the Federal courts, and I hope this bill ina, 
be laid aside until those other bills looking in a different dire 
tion shall be considered. 
We are all aware of the growth of the country and its nec 
sities, and that.there must be ample provision made for litig 


tion and adjudication. 


Mr. Chairman, [ am not disposed to detain t) 
If Lam correctly in- 


But in my opinion we shal! never hay 


a\reduction.of the jurisdiction of the Federal courts until \ 


cease to increase the number of the Federal judges. 


We at 


constantly reminded that the Senate of the United States is o 
posed to a.reduction of Federal jurisdiction, and that for thi 
reason it is difficult to pass legislation looking in that directio: 
But the House, in order to enforce its opinions, if it has su 

in favor of reducing the jurisdiction of the Federal courts, ¢ 

not do better than by a counter refusal on its part. to increas 
the number of judges, thus bringing the question between th 


two Houses. to an issue. 


lovated within the different States. 


Mr. STOCKDALE, 


The crying evil in this country. so fa 
asthe federal judiciary is coneerned, is the conferring of 
risdiction upon the Federal courts:-with reference to corporati 


I would remind the gentleman that in 


some parts of the country there is not a sufficient judicial for 
to transact the business coming before the Federal courts. 
if we adopt the policy of depriving certain localities of suflicic 

facilities for the transaction of their business, do we not iniiict 
an injury and injustice upon them? 


Mr. BL 


AND. 


No\ 


Mr. Chairman, we are inflicting an injury vu) 


the whole people of this country by increasing the numb: 


these judges. L 
or any particular State, but uponall. 


This injury falls. not upon.any particular secti 
In thecontention betw: 


the House and the Senate on this proposition, I think the |: 
ean. wellafford to say, ‘‘We will no longer increase the Iedc 
judiciary until the demand for a reduction of jurisdiction |) 
en recognized.” In that way we may meet the difficulty. 
ially is it true that corporations doing business witl0 
the different States ought to be compelled to abide by the law 
of those States and the judicature of those States as do other: 
It ought to be provided that every corporation do: 
business. within a State shall be considered a citizen of th' 
State so far asthe jurisdiction of a State court is concerned; 20" 
we should not allow suits in which these corporations are par- 
ties to be transferred to the Federal courts. This would be )\'' 
to the corporations as well as to the citizens; and if this were 


izens, 


done it. would very much reduce the juris 


cour 
crease 


and would open the way for a reduction instead of an 1! 


the number of Federal judges, 


diction of the Federal 


in- 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Will my friend from Missouri be kind 
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enough to state why that should be done—what good would 
come from it? ; s ; ; 

Mr. BLAND. In the first place a corporation doing business 
within a State ought to be compelled to abide by the laws of 
that State like any other citizen—should be allowed the rights 
of an ordinary citizen but no mere. It ought not to have the 

ivilege of dragging the citizen of the State away from his 

ome judicature into a foreign one. The corporation ought to 
be compelled to submit its controversies to the judicatureof the 
State in whieh it does business. [I repeat that if such unamend- 


ment of our statutes were made, it would largely reduce juris- 


diction of the Federal courts and would promote justice to liti- 
gants who are citizens of various States. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The gentleman will allow me to 
remind him that. our committee has agreed upon a bill provid- 
ing that corporations shall be regardad as citizens of the State 
in which they do business. That bill will come up presently, if 
we do not consume too much time on this. 

Mr. BLAND. As Lhave stated, | would be glad if we could 
have that bill first —— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Wecan not. 

Mr. BLAND. And then we will consider afterward whether 
this bill is necessary. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, [ am not criticising the terms 
of thisbill. I do not know that there is any particular objection 
to the measure, exceptas to the principle involved. My point is 
that the Judiciary Committee should first give us a bill looking 
to the reduction of the jurisdiction of the Federal courts instead 
of a bill providing ways.and means for increasing that jurisdic- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. STocKDALE], that the bill be laid 
aside, to be reported favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. RICHARDSON of 
Tennessee having resumed the chairas Speaker pro tempore, Mr. 
DocKERY reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (S. 
1390) providing an additional cireuit judge in the eighth ju- 
dicial circuit, had directed him to report the same back with 
a recommendation that it pass. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
reading of the Senate bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
HouLMAN) there were—ayes 116, noes 23. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I think that there ought to be a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I do not think the point of no quorum 
was made. The gentleman expressed the opinion that there 
ought to be aquorum. I think so, too. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed Mr. SrockDALH and 
Mr. HOLMAN as tellers. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. [ ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. pro tempore announced the appointment of 
Mr. Ter®y and Mr. BRYAN as tellers at the desk. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 177, nays 25, 
answered “ present,” 3, not voting 146; as follows: 


The question is on the third 


The question is on the motion of the gen- | 


. YEAS—177. 

Aitken, Cooper, Ind. Grahan, Marsh. 
Alderson, Cooper, Tex. Gresham, Marshall, 
Alexander, ‘ooper, Wis. Grow, Martin, Ind. 
Allen, Cousins, Hager, Marvin, N. Y. 
Arnold, Cox, Hainer, McCleary, Minn. 
Avery, Crawford, Hall, Mo. McCreary, Ky. 
Bailey, Curtis, Kans. Harmer, McCulloch, 
Baker, Kans. Curtis, N. Y. Harter, MeDearmon, 
Baker, N. H. Dalzell, Hartman, MeDowell, 
Baldwin. Daniels, Hatch, Mebttrielr, 
Barthoidt, Davey, Heard,, McKaig, 
Barwig, De Heiner, McLaurin, 
Bell, Tex. De Forest, Henderson, Iowa McRae, 

Berry, Dinsmore, Henderson, N.C. Metklejohn, 
Black, El. Draper; Ricks, Mercer, 
Boatner, Dunn, Hitt, Meredith, 
Bower, N.C, Dusberow, Hopkins, Pa Meyer, 
Bewers, Cal. Ellis, Ky. al, Money. 

Bretz, Bulis, ae Hutcheson, Morgan, 
Briekner, English, Cal lar, Morse, 
Broderick, English, N. J. Johnson, N. Dak. Mutchler; 
Brosius, Epes, Jones, Neil), 

Cadmus, Erdman, Kiefer, Newlands, 
Canainetti, Everett, Kribbs, Northway, 
Campbell, fielder, Lane, Ogden, 
Cannon, Cal. Fletcher, Layton, O'Neil, Mass. 
Capebart, Forman, Lefever, O'Neill, Mo. 
Caruth, Fyan, Lester, Page, 
Catchings, Geary, Linton, Patterson, 
Chi 43, Geissenhainer, Loudenslager, Pendleton, Tex. 
Clavit. Mo. Goktzier, Ly neh, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Cab», Mo. Gorman, Mahon, Perkins, 

Coon vs. Grady, Mallory, Pickler, 
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| Pigott, Shaw, Tarsney, Weadock, 
Post, Ss 235, Taylor, tnd. Wheeler, Ala. 
Powers, Somers, Taylor, Tenn, Wiliams, ll! 
Ray, Sorg, Terry, Wilson, Ohio 
tellly, Sperry, Tracey, Wilson, Wash. 
Reyburn, Stockdale, Tucker Wise, 








Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Tenn. 


Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 


Turner, Va. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio, 


So the bill was ordered to a third reading. 
The following additional pair was announced for this day 
Mr. BRANCH with Mr. BINGHAM. 


Mr. BALDWIN. 





Wolverton, 
Woodard, 





Ritchie, Straus, Wadsworth, Wright, Mass 
Robbms, Strong, Waneer, 
Robertson, La. Sweet, Warner, 
Russell, Conn. Talbott, Md Washington, 

NAYS—%. 
Black, Ga. Davis, Kem, Shei 
Bland, Dockery, Kyle, Strai 
Boe, Fithian, Latimer, Talbert, S.C, 
Brown, Harris, Lockwood, Tat 
Bryan, Holman, Maddox, 
Cockrell, Hudson, McKeighan, 
Cooper, Fla, Hunter, Pence, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT"''—3. 
Bynum, Henderson, 11. Loud 
NOT VOTING —1l46. 
Abbott, Culberson, Johnsen, Ohio Sa) 
Adanis, Ky. Cummings, Kilgore, Sei or 
Adams, Pa. Denson, Lacey, Se 
Aldrich, Dingley, Lapham, Settle 
Apsley, Dolliver, Lawson, herman 
Babcock, Donovan, Livingston. Sidley 
Bankhead, Doolittle, Lueas, Siekles 
Barnes, Dunphy, Magner, Simpson, 
Bartlett, Edmunds, Maguire, Sipe. 
Belden, Enloe, McAleer, Smith, 
| Bell, Colo. Funk, McCall, Springer 

Beltzhoover, Funston, MeDamaold, Stallings, 
Bingham. Gardner, McGann, Stephenson, 
Blair, Gear, Me Millin, Stevens. 
Boutelle, Gillet, N. Y. Me Nagny, Stone, Ky. 
Branch, Gillett, Mass. Milliken, Storer, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Goodnight, Montgomery, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Griffin, Moon, 
Brookshire, Grosvenor, Moses, 
Bundy, Grout, Murray, 
Bunn, Haines, Oates, 
Burnes, Hall, Minn. Outhwaite, 
Burrews, Hanunond, Paschal, 
Cabaniss, Hare, Payne, N. ¥ 
Cannon, ll. Haugen, Paynter, 
Causey, Hayes, Pearson, 
Chickering, Hendrix, Phillips, 
Clancy, Hepburn, Price, 
Clarire, Ala. Hermann, Quigg, 
Cobb, Ala. Hines, Kandall, 
Cockran., Hooker, Miss Rayner, 
Coffeen, Hooker, N. Y. Reed, 
Cogswell Hopkins, Ill Richardson, Mich. i 
Conn, Houk, Robinson, Pa. W oomer. 
Cornish. Hulick, Rusk, Wright, Pa 
Covert. Lkirt, Russell, Ga. 
Crain, Johnson, Ind. Ryan, 


Mr. Speaker, on account of the illness of 


| my colleague, Mr. HALL, I ask that he be excused for to-day 


‘There was no 


Mr. BYNUM. 
| and withdraw my vote. 


Mr. KYLE. 


The result of the vote was then announced as abov 


objection. 


Lam paired with my colleague, Mr. J 
I desire to be marked “ present.” 


HN-s 


Lask that my colleague, Mr. WILLIAMS, be ex- 
cused on aceount of illness, indefinitely. 
There was no objection. 


s recorded. 


The bill was accordingly read the third time: the question re 
gly i 


curring on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr 
HoLMAN) there were—ayes 182, noes i2. 

So the bill was passed. [Applause. |] 

On motion of Mr. TERRY, a motion to reconsider the last-vote 
was laid on the table. 

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker," ask unanimous consent that 
the legislative bill with the Senate amendments be ordered 
printed, that the amendments of the Senate may be numbered, 
and the bill and amendments referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

TheSPEAKER jo tempore. 
order will be made. 

There was no objection, and. it was so ordered. 

UNITED STATES RAILROAD CORPORATIONS. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I desire tocall up the bill (H. R. 1959) to 
provide that United States railroad corporations shal!, for pur- 

ses of jurisdiction, bedeemed citizens of the respective States 

nto which their line of railway may extend. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


In the absence of objection, that 


Be it enacted, etc., That all United States railroad corporations, ox railroad 
corporations or companies organized or incorporated under or by virtue of 
any law or lacs of the United States, shall, for all purposes of Jurisdiction, 
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be held and deemed to be citizens and corporations of the respective States 
into which their line of ee: or any branch or spur thereof, may extend, 
or in which any such corporation may conduct or carry on any business; 
and service of process upon such corporations may be made according to 
the laws of the respective States in which suits shall be brought. 

Src. 2. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its 
passage, and all acts or parts thereof in conflict with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed. 


Mr.STOCKDALE. This bill makes no appropriation, and I 
ask a vote upon its passage. 

Mr. RAY. I desire to offer an amendment to this bill. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Very well; send it up. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 8 and 9 strike out the words: 

“Or in which any such corporation may conduct or ¢arry on any busi- 
ness."’ 

Mr. RAY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Arkonens, and the chairman of the com- 
mittee, to this proposition. Jt seems to me that this is going a 
little farther than we should to provide that these corporations 
and companies shall be deemed, for the purpose of jurisdiction, 
citizens of any State in which they may happen to carry on any 
business whatever. If you restrict it to the principal business 
office, or something of that kind, it would be better; but when 
you make it as broad as this it is objectionable. 

If the company should nanpee to do businessin a State where 
their line does not run at all, where they have no spur extend- 
ing and still have an agent representing them who goes there 
to do any business, however slight or for however short a time, 
you make them, for the purposes of jurisdiction, acitizen of that 
State, and take away the jurisdiction of the United States courts. 
My objection, therefore, is that it is much broader than it ought 
to be. If the jurisdiction extends to a State where they do busi- 
ness, or where they have a principal office, a regular or perma- 
nent place of business or a business office, it would be less objec- 
tionable. With that limitation I would be content. It seems 
to me that it is too broad and goes too far when you say: 

Or carry on any business. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. As I understand your amend- 
ment it still leaves in the bill the language: 

a" which their line of railway, or any branch or spur thereof, may ex- 
end. 





Mr. RAY. Yes. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And then you strike out the 
words: 


Or in which any such corporation may conduct or carry on any business. 

Mr. RAY. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That would still leave the rail- 
road which enters a State with its tracks, a citizen ofthe State, 
but it would not be a citizen of the State unless some particular 
part of its line of road extended into the State. 

Mr. TERRY. I suggest to the gentleman that a railroad 
ought not to be doing any business in a State unless it is rail- 
road business. 

Mr. RAY. That is true. 

Mr. TERRY. The reason for inserting this clause which you 
wish to strike out is this, that, for instance, in the great North- 
west there is a road which runs up to a lake or other large body 
of water and does not go beyond that, but the transportation is 
taken up there by a steamboat company. Now, if we do not 
provide for that here, the very thing that we are trying to cor- 
rect, the very evil which we would seek to remedy, would still 
exist with regard to that particular ano 

Mr. RAY. I am willing to provide for that; but my objec- 
tion goes to the words: 

Or in which any such corporation may conduct or carry on any business. 

Now, take this instance, if the gentleman will permit me: A 
railroad does not extend its tracks into the State of Virginia at 
all. There is no spur of its road extending into that State. It 
does no business in that State, except that it has a ticket agent 
somewhere in that State who sells tickets. Now, under this bill, 
with this language left in, it would be a citizen of that State. 

Mr. TERRY. Take the case the gentleman supposes. Sup- 
pose a railroad corporation, in another State, sells a ticket there 
or takes freight there, and suppose that freight is damaged or 
lost. There is no reason why a suit brought on account of that 
damage or loss should not go into the State courts. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It would make railroad compa- 
nies keep lawyers in every county in every State in the Union. 

Mr. TERRY. If they are going to carry their cases into the 
United States courts they ought to. If they will insist on in- 
flicting unnacessary hardships upon the people they ought not 
to complal« if they are burdened a little themselves. 

Mr. RAY. Take almost any large railroad company, and it 
undoubtedly has a ticket office in almost every State in the 
Union, a mere subagent who does not look out for the interest 
of the road at all, or represent the road at allexcept in the mere 
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item of selling tickets. Now you make the railroad company 
citizen of that State for the purposes of jurisdiction. r 

Mr. TERRY. Yes. For the purposes of jurisdiction only. 

Mr. RAY. Now, that being true, it seems to me that if] 
should sustain any damage by reason of a railroad accident, op 
something of that kind, I could sue that company in a State 
court a thousand miles, perhaps, from the point where the acci- 
dent occurred, a thousand miles from a place where they had 
any track, or did any real business, simply upon the ground 
that they had a little ticket office where they sold tickets in 
that State. Now, that does not seem to be just or right or 
proper. 

Mr. TERRY. The veryargumentthe gentleman makes shows 
the necessity of accomplishing what we are after in this bill, 
That is this: that when these national corporations, so to speak, 
go into any State and transact any business with any citizen 
thereof, and injure him in his personor property, or his rights, 
he ought to be ab!e to try that question where he had his con- 
tract with them, where the wrong was done, and not leave it iy 
the power of the railroad company to drag the citizen a thou- 
sand miles away to a [ederal court. 

Mr. RAY. Permit me to ask you right there, would you 
really contend, as a lawyer, that if I buy a ticket in the city of 
New Orleans of a subticket agent representing the Pennsy]- 
vania Railroad Company, the agent having authority simply to 
sell that ticket and nothing else, and I come up in the State of 
Pennsylvania and am injured while in Pennsylvania while rid- 
ing on the road, through the negligence of the company, that 
negligence occurring in the State of Pennsyivania, I ought to 
be permitted to sue the Pennsylvania Railroad Company in the 
Stato courts of Louisiana and try that question of negligence 
there, simply because I bought a ticket there? 

Mr. TERRY. No; and the Louisiana courts would not have 
jurisdiction, because the right of action accrued in Pennsy!- 
vania, and not where the ticket was bought. 

Mr. RAY. There I disagree with the gentleman, because you 
say here that this Pennsylvania Railroad Company shall, for the 
purposes of jurisdiction, be regarded as a citizen of any State in 
which it may conduct or carry on any business. 

Now, it has carried on a little business, the selling of tickets, 
in Louisiana 

Mr. TERRY. I know; but that does not affect the question 
of jurisdiction, [ will say to the gentleman, 

Mr. RAY. And it seems to me that it is very dangerous; 
I think this goes too far. 

Mr. TERRY. This bill only applies to a certain class of cor- 
porations, in which the Pennsylvania Railroad is not included. 

Mr. RAY. I used that as an illustration, supposing the Penn- 
sylvania Company to ba incorporated by the United States. 

Mr. TERRY. ‘This simply applies to those railroads that have 
received their charters from Congress. 

Mr. RAY. I know it does. 

Mr. TERRY. And this bill in its present form was submitted 
to one of the ablest United States circuit judges in the country, 
and I will say that the first suggestion in regard to legislation 
of this kind came from that gentleman. He is a member of 
your party, and a very distinguished one. He called my atten- 
tion to the evil that he had observed growing out of this thing, 
and in order to show how carefully the bill hag been guarded 
in connection with the judicial opinions that have already }):cn 
rendered on this question, I submitted the bill to him, and he 
thought it was in proper shape. Now, if the gentleman had 
wished to offer an amendment, I think he ought to have su) 
mitted it to the committee of which he is a member and where 
it could have been carefully considered. 

Mr. RAY. I admit that. 

Mr. TERRY. But inasmuchas he offers it now,I shall object 
to the amendment. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. RAY. I have the floor, and will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DALZELL. Dol understand the gentleman to say that 
this bill applies to corporations created by Federal legislation. 

Mr. . Itdoes. 

Mr.DALZELL. Now, by this bill railroad corporations cr 
ated by Federal legislation will be confined to State courts while 
corporations created by State legislation will go into the Fed- 
eral courts. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I would like to suggest to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that he is mistaken, and that this bill does 
not discriminate in the direction that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania seems to believe. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
porations, 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Very well. A corporation created by 
Congress; by virtue of that fact all suits heretofore had by it or 
against it go into the United States courts. 
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It says all United States cor- 
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Mr. DALZELL. What is that? 

Mr. STOCKDALE, [say when a corporation is created by 
the United States you can not sue it in the State courts at all. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Why not? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Because itis a United States corporation. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That does not deprive the State 
courts of jurisdiction in the matter. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I never saw a suit brought in a State 
against a railroad corporation created by Congress, but I have 
not practiced where such a corporation exists. 

Mr. DALZELL. Why, the books are full of such cases. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. What I meanis, the railroad corporation 
can remove a suit from a State court tothe United States court 
for that reason alone, simply alleging that it isa United States 
corporation, so that the State courts are practically without ju- 
risdiction, except by caveat. 

Mr.DALZELL. If that bill passes a corporation created by 
the Federal Government can not be heard except in a State 
court, whereas a corporation created by a State may be heard 

,in the Federal courts. 

* Mr. STOCKDALE. I think the gentleman misapprehends 
the bill. This bill simply — to railroads or other corpora- 
tions which are erented or chartered by the Government of the 
United States, and puts them in the same attitude with other 
roads that are chartered by State legislation. It makes no dif- 
ference save that they may be sued in a State court. They are 
made citizens of a State in which they do business, and nothing 
more; and, of course, if a railroad company in any State can 
remove its cage to the United States courts, why, then they can 
still do so. 

Mr. DALZELL. Thatis the very right you take away from 
them. 

yt ” (tales aaa I think the gentleman misapprehends 
the bill. 

Mr. DALZELL. You draw a distinction between a Federal 
corporation and a State corporation of the same kind in favor 
of the State corporation. 

Mr.STOCKDALE. The Statecorporation is already a citizen 
of the State; and now we want to make the Federal corporation 
a citizen of the State. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is putting them under two jurisdic- 
tions, State and Federal jurisdiction. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. It would have thesame right to bring its 
cases ina Federal court as any other corporation. 

Mr. BOATNER. I desire to offer an amendment, to come in 
after the word “business,” in line 10, ‘‘and in which the cause 
of action may have arisen.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
has an amendment pending. 

Mr. RAY. Perhaps I will agree to the substitute. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Line 10, page 1, after the word ‘‘ business,” insert, ‘‘ and in which the cause 
of action may have arisen.” 

Mr. TERRY. I will accept that amendment, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana to offer thatasasubstitute for the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
the amendment read again. 

The amendment was again read as above. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That does not help the matter at 
all. That is simply an additional clause added to the bill with- 
out meeting the objection raised by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania[Mr. DALZELL]. The first part of the bill clearly takes 
away the jurisdiction of the Federal courts and makes the rail- 
road company a citizen of the State. 

Mr. DALZELL. It may be in half a dozen States. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes. The bill absolutely wipes 
out the Federal jurisdiction, and the amendment suggested by 
the gentleman from Lousiana does not help the matter at all. 

The SPEAKER pro oo The question is on the amend- 
meut offered by the gentleman from Lousiana. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, on reflection I do not think 
that the amendment I have offered exactly covers the point 
which the gentleman from New York made and which I agree 
with him ought to be covered, and I therefore withdraw the 
eet and offer in lieu of it the one which I send to the 
won amendment offered by Mr. BOATNER was read, as fol- 

Line 10, after the word “ busin "7 “ 
arise in said States and Suectsucion tetlaes edd ctr ance rn a 

Mr. BOATNER. The object of this amendment is to limit 
the jurisdiction of the State courts to suits which may arise in 

tates and Territories where the railroad may run, and in 


The gentleman from New York 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear 
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order to avoid the contingency which the gentleman from New 
York thinks might arise of a suit being instituted in one State 
against a corporation for a cause of action originating in an- 
other State. As, for instance, in the case of an accident or 
damage occurring in the State of Pennsylvania, a suit might be 
brought against the company in another and distant State if its 
line extended into that State. This amendment isintended to 
limit the State jurisdiction to the extent indicated, and I think 
it fully meets the objection of the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
has moved to strike out certain words. The gentleman from 
Louisiana now proposes an amendment which, as the Chair un- 
derstands, he desires to offer as a substitute for the motion of 
the gentleman from New York, but the difficulty is in offering 
additional words as a substitute for a motion to strike out. If 
the gentleman from New York withdraws his amendment—— 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, as far as that point is concerned, I 
think that the amendment of the gentleman from Louisiana 
would meet the objection I had in mind, and, therefore, for the 
purpose of permitting him to offer it, I will withdraw my motion 
to strike out. 

The amendment of Mr. BOATNER was adopted. 

Mr. RAY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer another 
amendment to come in at the end of the bill. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add at the end of the bill: 


“Provided that nothing herein contained shall affect the jurisdiction of 
the courts of the United States.’’ 


Mr, HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I came into the Hall 
only a few moments ago, and if there has been any general de- 
bate on this bill I did not hear it; but I am informed by my col- 
league from Illinois on the Judiciary Committee that there has 
not been general debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the House, not in committee. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Well, Mr. Speaker, what I insist 
is that no more radical measure than this has ever been pre- 
sented to this House as affecting these railroad corporations, and 
it seems to me that before we attempt to make any amendments 
at all the mover of the bill ought to state the reasons that have 

rompted him to propose this marvellous innovation upon the 
egislative procedure which has heretofore prevailed with re- 
gard to corporations of this character. If any reasons exist why 
such a chanye should be made it appears to me that the House 
should be put in possession of those reasons. So far as the sec- 
tion of country is concerned from which I hail there is no clash- 
ing whatever between the State and the Federal judiciary, and 
if there is in other sections I think the facts should be brought 
out, and the whole subject should be calmly and dispassionately 
considered, and such legislation as this should not be rushed 
through here without full discussion and consideration. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr.Speaker, I think the proposition embodied 
in this bill is very simple, and I did not want to insult the in- 
telligence of the House by entering into a lengthy discussion of 
the reasons why legisiation of this kind was desirable. It 
applies only to such railroads as have received charters from 
Congress. This legislation is not so necessary in my section of 
the country. Where it is most needed, where the evils which 
itis intended to remedy are found existing to the greatest extent, 
is the great Northwest. In that part of the country, when a 
man has a cow or a hog killed by the railroad, or some damage 
done to his property, he may be dragged hundreds of miles 
from his home by these corporations which have received their 
charters from the Federal Congress, and this bill is intended to 
remedy that evil. 

The other roads are generally treated as citizens of the States 
in which they operate; it is only this class of corporations, doing 
business especially in the great Northwest, who are inflicting 
this great hardship upon citizens. The evil has no special ex- 
istence in my own State, but in that Northwest section of coun- 
try it exists and ought to be corrected. 

Mr. WEADOCK. The actof March 3, 1893, prevents the re- 
moval of any case where the amount in dispute is less than 

2,000; so that the “‘ horse cases” and the ‘“‘ cow cases,” of which 

the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] has spoken, 
could not go to the United States courts. 

Mr. BOATNER. That act does not apply to these Federal 
corporations; the law the gentleman speaks of has no applica- 
tion whatever to a corporation chartered by the United States. 

Mr. WEADOCK. But, asI understand, that act fixes a limi- 
tation as to the amount in controversy. 

Mr. BOATNER. But it does not apply where the corpora- 





The bill is being considered in 


tion is a Federal corporation. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 

ment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray}. 

uestion being taken—— 

PEAKER pro tempore. 


The 
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Mr. RAY. Icallfor a division; and pending that, as some 
gentlemen do not aaeene to understand the amendment, I ask 
that it be again read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

At the end of line 12, page 1, insert: 

Provided, That nothing hereiu contained shall affect the jurisdiction of 
the courts of the United States. 

Mr. TERRY. That proviso simply nullifies the bill; if it be 
inserted there is no use in passing the bill, 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Before the vote is taken I would 
like to occupy a couple of minutes, The gentleman from Ar- 
kansas {Mr. 'TERRY] represents one extreme on this question, 
and the gentleman from New York [Mr, Ray] another. This 
bill is defective so far as the jurisdiction of Federal courts is 
concerned, as is the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
New York; and it seems to me that if the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas had in view the object that he suggests, he could have 
found clearer and more felicitous language in which to embody 
the provision than we have in the bill before us—a bill which 
absolutely wipes out the jurisdiction of the Federal courts. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman allow mé a question? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Dlinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOATNER. Is the gentleman able to give this House 
any reason why a railroad company incorporated by the Federal 
Government, and therefore having no particular State citi- 
zenship, should not be subjected to the jurisdiction of the courts 
of the several States through which itslines run? Why should 
such a corporation have the privilege of removing every suit 
from the State courts to the Federal courts? To meet that evil 
is all this bill does. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. My — is that you have here a 
bill that goes to the full extreme of depriving the Federal courts 
of all jurisdiction. 

Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman is totally mistaken. The 
object and purpose of the bill—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I have heard the statement of the 
gentleman from Arkansas as to the object of the bill; but he has 
presented here the most marvelous bill for carrying out that 
object that was ever presented to Congress. 

Mr. BOATNER. The Dill simply provides that a railroad 
company shall, for jurisdictional purposes, be considered a citi- 
zen of the States through which its lines run. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. And that wipes out the Federal 
judiciary. 

Mr. BOATNER. No; it does not. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If the corporation for all juris- 
dictional purposes is a citizen of a State, then it is limited to 
the State courts in its litigation, instead of being allowed to re- 
sort to the Federal courts. 

Mr. BOATNER. Notatall. Why should not the compan 
be limited to the State courts so far as the limitation of this bill 
extends? Is not the gentleman himself limited in the same way 
to the State courts? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman from Mississippi 
says that while I am a citizen of the State [ can sue ina Federal 
court. But if the cause of action arises between myself and a 
citizen of the same State I can not sue in a Federal court; I 
must go into the State courts. The point lam making is that 
this bill reported by the Committee on the Judiciary, if it goes 
through, deprives these corporations of the right of going into 
the Federal courts. If the corporation is a citizen of the State 
it can not go into the Federal court, whatever the subject of 
litigation may be. 

ow, ifthe gentleman desires that in the settlement of small 
claims of the character which he speaks of these corporations 
shall be limited to the jurisdiction of the State courts, that can 
be provided for without striking a deadly blow at the Federal 
courts of this nar 

Mr. NORTHWAY. [I should like to put a ae to the 
entleman in charge of this bill. Suppose an individual travel- 
ng on the Northern Pacific Railroad—a corporation chartered 

vy Congress, as I understand—should be injured in the State of 

ashington, must he, under this bill, bring his action for dam- 
ages in the State of Washington, or can he sue, for instance, in 
the United States court at Chicago? 

Mr. TERRY. Under the amendment that was offered by the 
entleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOaTNER], which was adopted, 
e would sue in the State where the cause of action originated. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. Can he suo in any United States court 

just as anybody else would sue? 

Mr. TERRY. Ofcourse; that does not interfere with the right 
of the citizen. His right is not hampered in any way by the 
bill. This simply says that these corporations, for purposes of 
jurisdiction, shall be deemed citizens of the State in which they 
are transacting business. 

Now, if your man, in the case you suppose, lived in Pennsyl- 
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vania and was injured in the State of Washington, he could 
in the State courts of Washington or the United States ; 
sitting in the State of Washington, because being a citi, 
Pennsylvania and the railroad corporation being a citiz, 
Washington, he could sue there and the court would haya ; 
diction, 

Mr. NORTHWAY. On the other hand, if he was to sy 
the State of Washington, under this bill can the railroad , 
ration transfer its cause to the United States court, as o; 
roads have the right to do? 

Mr. TERRY. it could not. 

Mr. BOATNER. Not if this bill passes, 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Should it not be within the powe 
corporation to exercise the same rights that the law al 
others? If not, why? 

Mr. TERRY. Because, I will answer the gentleman 
not like to have our citizens dragged around to out-of-t 
places at the will of these corporations, some of which « 
many hundreds of miles in length and pass through di 
States. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE, I wish to ask the gentlema 
New York if the addition of the word ‘‘ concurrent,” befor 
risdiction,” would not answer the purpose that he indica‘ 
had in view? 

Mr. RAY. In answer to the gentleman from Pennsy]|\ 
would say this: I have offered this amendment, Mr. Speak 
because I have understood the gentleman from Louisiana | 
and I think I so understood the gentleman from Arkansas 
TERRY], if I am correct in my understanding, that they did 
purpose, by this bill, to interfere at all with the jurisdict 
the courts of the United States. 

Now, if they do not intend to interfere with the jurisdictio, 
of thecourts, if that is the purpose of gentlemen having the 
in charge, this proposed amendment of mine should be as 
to by them at once, because the amendment is in exact ac 
with what I understand both gentlemen to say is the purpo 
the bill. 

Ido not see, I will say in answer to the gentlemanfrom |’ 
sylvania that the amendment would be made either strong: 
weaker by the addition of the word ‘‘concurrent” before 
risdiction.” Ido not know, however, that I would have any 
jection tothe word beingadded; though it seems to me it \ 
be entirely unnecessary. 

But 1 want to say right here, if the gentleman from Px 
vania will yield long enough—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY. With the assent of the gentlemen from Pen 
vania, want to say that I am opposed to the citizens o! 
State being compelled to travel hundreds of miles to enfo 
their claims against railroads incorporated by laws of the U: 
States, where the demand is fora cow ora pig killed, or s 
trifling loss of thi, kind. I would be perfectly willin 
have a law passed to enable that class of claimants to sue in | 
State courts to enforce their rights against these compan 
But in doing that—trying to provide for justice to the 
claimants in these matters—I desire to be particularly ca 
lest we do a very great injustice to the railroad corpor: 
themselves. 

I am not a defender of any of the wrongs of these cor 
tions, wherever they commit them. [ am not a champi 
corporations or of railroads; but I do desire that they sha! 
their rights of property protected, and their rights i 
courts the same as individuals or citizens. I want them 
in a position tosecure their just rights, and to have fair p!|: 
justice in thecourts of the United States, both State and led 
But I do not desire that they shall be put at a disadvan' 
gaining or protecting their rights. Neither do I desire 
act of mine or any assent of mine to interfere in these m 
with the jurisdiction that properly or constitutionally | 
to the courts of the United States. I amopposed to any | 
tion which will strike out or strike down or interfere wit 
necessary and pene jurisdiction of the United States cou 

Mr. TERRY. Right on that point, will the gentleman 
mit me? 

Mr. RAY. Certainly. 

Mr. TERRY. Suppose you are living in the State of * 
York and go to live in Pennsylvania, you do not lose t! 
any rights you possessed as a citizen of the United States 
if you become a citizen of Pennsylvania, then you sue in 
State courts of that State, and areliable to be suedin said c 
by a citizen of that State, or in the Federal courts by a ©: 
of some other State. If you area citizen of Pennsylvania t! 
is nothing to prevent your bringing a suit in the courts of 4" 
York or the United States court there to enforce aclaimag.i">’ 
a citizen of that State. 

This bill does notin any way interfere with the rights 0 
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citizens. Itsimply provides that this particular class of rail- 
roads shall, for purposes of jurisdiction, be deemed citizens of 
the States. Outside of that the argument of the gentleman has 
no possible force. 

r. RAY. Do you contend, and [ ask the question in all fair- 
ness, that this bill, as now framed, does not deprive the United 
States courts of the jurisdiction which they now possess under 
the law? ; J 

Mr. TERRY. It does not, sir, except in this respect, that if 
any of these railroads that come within the purview of this bill 
inflict damage on any citizen of any one of the sovereign States 
of this Union, then under this bill that citizen would have the 
right to sue them in the State where they inflict the damage, 
to sue them in the State courts, and they would have no right 
to transfer that case to the Federal courts. 

Mr. RAY. Let me ask you fairly, is it your purpose to com- 
pel the citizen to sue in the State courts and the company to be 
sued there? 

Mr. TERRY. No, sir; not at all. 

Mr: RAY. Very good. ThenI can not see that you should 
have any objection whatever to this amendment. Under your 
theory,and under your claim, this amendment of mine would be 
simply declaratory of the situation as it would be without the 
amendment. Then the amendmentdoes no harm, because I sim- 
ply provide by the proposed amendment-——— 

Mr. TERRY. Right there, if the gentleman will permit me, 
he says this doesno harm. Yet if, according to the language of 
the act as it now stands, a case should arise of the kind the gen- 
tleman thinks is covered without this proviso, then when this 
language is added, the court will say, you could not have meant 
what would naurally be implied by the law, and therefore you 
meant something else; and the proviso would virtually destroy 
the bill. 

Mr. RAY. No, because the provisio simply makes: it clear 
that the purpose of the bill is what you declare to be your pur- 
pose, to grant concurrent jurisdiction in these matters to the 
State courts. Now, if that be your purpose, itisall right to say 
so after you have conferred the jurisdiction on the State courts, 
in order that there may be no misunderstanding, to say ‘‘pro- 
vided that nothing herein contained shall be construed to de- 
prive the courts of the United States of their jurisdiction.” Or 
have it read ‘‘concurrent. jurisdiction.” Then you have it as 
you say you ‘purpose to have it, and confer concurrent jurisdic- 
tion in these matters upon the State courts, but you leave con- 
current jurisdiction in all these matters in the United States 
courts. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. RAY. Certainly. 

Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman says he is not a champion of 
the railroads:or of corporations. And yet, I want to remind the 
gentleman, he is asking that these corporations which were 
chartered by the Federal Government be allowed to retain a 
privilege that is not possessed by any citizen of the United 
States, namely, the right of not being the citizens of any State, 
and thereforeof removing any suit that may be brought against 
them anywhere into the l’ederal courts, andof bringing any suit 
they desire to bring in the Federal courts, they being the only 
persons, real or intellectual; within the United States who pos- 
sess any such privilege; and the gentleman opposes a measure 
which simply reduces them tothe levei of other citizens, that is, 
of being citizens of the several States in which their business is 
conducted, for jurisdictional purposes. That is what this bill 
proposes to do, nothing more and nothing less. 

Mr. RAY. Now, the gentleman from Louisiana is a good law- 
yer, and a fair man, and [ respect him. 

Mr. BOATNER. I am much obliged to the gentleman. 

Mr. RAY. If you will permit me I will put the question di- 
rectly to you. Do you believe in a policy which will first grant 
life and property rights to a corporation organized under the 
laws of the United States and then turn around and deprive it 
of the rights and privileges which it takes under the Constitu- 
tion and laws of the United States, or by the very act of Con- 
gress which brings it into life? 

Mr. BOATNER. Why, Mr. Speaker, certainly I would not, 
nor does this bill propose to do it. 

Mr. BRYAN. Youcould not takeaway aconstitutional right. 

Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman knows that if any right or 
immunity yr awe any of these corporations under any stat- 
ute or law of the United States should come in question ina 
State court, and the decision of the State courtshould be adverse 
to the company oa ihat question, it may take its writ of error to 
the court of appeals, or tc the Supreme Court of the United 
States, as the case may be. The gentlemam knows perfectly 
well that the sole object of this biil is to give to the State courts 
jurisdiction in ordinary controve”sies which arise between rail- 
Way corporatiens by the United States and citizens, 
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just the same as railroad corporations incorporated by the 
States. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman says “ 
Would it not cover all controversies? 
Mr. BOATNER. For tho determination of any controversi 
which may arise between them, of course if it isa mere question 

of debt or » mere question of damage, or if it is a mere questi 

of business, the decision of the State court would } if 
any right or privilege which the company claimed to hold on 
account of an act of Congress is brought into question, the gen- 


_ 


ordinary controve: 


» final, but if 


tleman certainly must know that we could not take away from 
the Federal court the right to determine such a question. 
Why that jurisdiction is constitutional. It does not arise from 


the act of Congress; and so, if the gentloman is notaspecial ax 
voeate and champion of corporations, if he is willing that these 
corporations shall remain upon the same level as other ec é 
tions and other citizens, why certainly he will not object to an 
act which merely declares them for purposes of jurisdiction to 
be citizens of the several States in which they operate and con- 
duct their roads. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, let me say to the gentleman [ am 
perfectly willing to make these corporations: organized under 
the laws of the United States for certain purposes and to a co! 
tain extent citizens of the States in which and through which 
their roads run, and in which they have a principal office wh: 
they do business; but in doing that [I do not wish to depriy 
them.of the rightsand privileges which were conferred upon 
them by the laws of the United Stateswhen brought into o 
ence. 

[ do not believe it is. the right of a man to bring a child into 
existence and then cut off its ears, pluck out its eyes, cut olf its 
hands, and take off its feet, and render it absolutely imbecile 
and helpless asa human being. I am perfectly willing to give 
concurrent jurisdiction to the State courts, to enable these cor- 
porations to be sued and prosecuted in the State courts in which 
and through which they run their roads; but [ am not willing 
to go to the extent of depriving the United States courts of « 
current jurisdiction in these matters 

Now, the gentleman from Arkansas | Mr. TERRY] and the gen 
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] say that itis not their 
purpose at all, and that this bill does not deprive the United 


States courts of the jurisdiction that they now have. If that 
be true, my proposed amendment will do no harm whatever. It 
seems to me that the bill must go a great deal further and have 
a broader sweep and accomplish more than [ had suspected was 
init. [ think this secause the gentlemen who advocate it are 


adhering with great tenacity and determination to the pro - 
tion that the amendment shall not go into the bill. I suspect 
they desire to deprive the United States courts of all jurisdic- 
tion in these cases. 

Mr. TERRY. I demand the previous question on the bill and 
pending amendments. 

Mr. RAY. Idesire to reserve the balance of my time 

Mr. TERRY. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The gentieman from New York got the 
floor by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. 
STONB| yielding to him. 

Mr. RAY. Then [I yield the floor tothe gentleman fr 
sylvania. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Havel the floor, Mr. Sp er? 
How much time does the gentleman from Vermont want? 

Mr. POWERS. [Five minutes. 

Mr. TERRY. I have demanded the previous question, and 
object to gentlemen swopping time after I have dema 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from P 
vania now yields five minutes of his time to the gentle 
Vermont. 

Mr. TERRY. The gentleman is giving away his ti 
it is all consumed. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, suppose a railroad ru m 
Washington to New York through the States of Mary 
aware, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania. Ifa train of that rail- 
road happens to run over 2 man’s horse upin Maryland, it is 
within the power of that company to take that man into the 


ym Penn- 


Federal court, increasing the expense of that litigation four- 
fold: and the object of this bill is to say to that railroad com- 


pany you shall answer in the court of Maryland for that 
dent. [Cries of ‘* That is right!”’} 

If, Mr. Speaker, any question arises in that suit which draws 
any question of Federal law, under the Constitution of the 


United States the jurisdiction of the Federal c is not dis 
turbed. 

Mr. COX and others. Thatiis all right. 

Mr. POWERS. If no such law or no provision of the Consti- 


tution is drawn in question, then the jurisdiction of the State 
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court is complete and final in this case. That being so, the Hermaan, mcOall, . Quigg, | Stone, Ky. 
amendment of the gentleman from New York takes the bowels en Miss. McDowell, ’ Sivas’ Serene, 
out of the bill. There is no such thing as retaining the juris- | Hooker. N. Y. McGann, Reilly, Swanson, 
diction of the Federal court and at the same time giving the | Hopkins, IL MeMillin, Richardson, Mich. Tareney, 
State court full and plenary qerieereton. oe Pa. 1 poe ee » Thomas. 
Mr. RAY. Does the gentleman hold that it is impossible to | Hulici, Milliken, Russell, Ga. Turner, Ga. 
provide for a concurrent jurisdiction? Hull, Money, 2 Ryan, Turpin, Tie 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas | BOT a So womery, —re eee ‘Ono 
demands the previous question on the bill and amendments. Johnson, Ohio Morgan, Settle, Walker, 
The previous oe was ordered. Paes Moses, pal "4 Se eenetan, 
The SP cr . 07 The reti j " es sacey, urray, sherman, . 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Th > question is on the amend ree A Mutehier, Sibley, Wheeler, Ill. 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York, which the Clerk | Lawson, Neill. Sickles. White, 
will read. Lefever, Newlands, Simpeon. Whiting. im 
The : > ain renor Linton, Oates, Sipe, ams, Miss. 
‘The amendment was again reported. oh Can : Livingston, Outhwaite, Sperry, Wilson, Wash. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on this amend- | Loua, Paschal, Springer, Woomer, 
ment. Magner, Payne, sralings, ween 7. 
The ‘ » < - . . | Maguire, -aynter, Stephenson, Vright, Pa 
The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an- | \irS veer’ Prien Stevens. 


nounced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. RAY. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 22, noes 105. 

Mr. RAY. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
makes the point that no quorum has voted. The Chair will ap- 
point tellers. 

Mr. SNODGRASS and Mr. TERRY. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will appoint the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr, TeRRyY] and the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. RAy] to act as tellers. 

Tne question was taken; and there were—yeas 44, nays 136, 
answered ‘‘ present” 4, not voting 171; as follows: 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The question was taken on the engrossment and third reading 
of the bill, and the Speaker pro tempore declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. RAY. I ask for a division. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 119, noes 19. 

Mr. RAY. No quorum. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HOPKINS, the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I ask for a division. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 17, noes 92. 





Yeas and nays. 












































: i TRAS—O. Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I demand tellers. 
exer H. ee Mie —. Ww Tellers were refused; only 22 members voting in favor thereof. 
Bowers, Cal. Hager, Morse, Stone. W. A. The yeas and nays were ordered on the engrossment and 
Lrosius, Hartman, Northway, Sweet, third reading of the bill. 
Sede eran eee Phillips oe The question was taken; and there were—yeas 158, nays 12, an- 
Curtis, N. Y. Hicks, ° Post, Wadsworth, swered “present” 7, reported by tellers 3, not voting 171; as 
Palzell, Hitt, Ray, Wanger, follows: 
Daniels, Loudenslager, Reed, Warner, YEAS—1538. 
Ellis, Oregon a. — poy bare, Waugh, iia Our Renin Robbins 
Everett, arvin, N. Y. ussell, Conn. Wilson, Ohio. prover ol a a, fon” chestecn Ea. 
NAYS—136. Allen, partis, a Kiefer, Russell, Conn. 
‘ Arnold, urtis, N. Y. Kilgore, Sayers, 
Alderson, Coffeen, Kem, Pendleton, W. Va. ; . > 
Alexander, Cooper, Fla. Kiefer, Pickler, iain irene Pavey: a ae 
Allen, Cooper, Tex. Kribbs, Pigott, B aoe oy i yie, os RCTS, 
Arnold, Cooper, Wis. Kyle, Powers, Bartholdt De Forest,” ao oe o 
Bailey, Cox, Lane, Richards, Ohio oan? oo caste” Soeins a 
Baker, Kans. Crawford, Latimer, Richardson, Tenn. | fel) tox cohen” Tener” Stocked: 
Barnes, Davey, Layton, Ritchie, 2 oe Ys , . e, 
Barthoildt, Davis. Lester, Robbins, Beltzhoover, Dunn, Lucas, Stone, W. A. 
Barwig. De Armond, Lockwood, Robertson, La. aro a a yl _. S.C 
Bell, Colo. De Forest, Lucas, Sayers, —_S> Bis, EY. accor, albert, S.C, 
Bell. Tex Dinsmore Lynch Shell Black, IL English, Cal. Marsh, Tarsney, 
Berry, Dockery, Maddox Snode as Bland, English, N. J. Martin, Ind. Tate, 
Black’ Ga. coches Mallory, aanone S, Boatner, Epes, Marshall, Taylor, Ind. 
Black IIL Ellis, Ky. 7 Marsh,’ Sorg. : Boen, Erdman, McCreary, Ky. Taylor, Tenn. 
Bland. English, Cal. Marshall, Stockdale, Bowers, Cal. Everett, McCulloch, Terry, 
Boatner Epes. ° Martin, Ind Strait. Bretz, Fielder, McDearmon, Thomas, 
Boen. Erdman McCreary Ky Straus Brickner, Fithian, McEttrick, Tracey, 
Bretz, Fithian, McCulloch, Talbert, S.C Becceeh ine, —— aaa an ca on 
Brickner, Forman, McDearmon, Talbott, Md. B , Py ’ MeLawin”” Deena Vo. 
Broderick, Fyan, McEttrick. Tate, Bondy Goldaier. Shehtaame — 
Brookshire, Goldzier, McKaig, Taylor, Ind. ee me il Gorman, McRae vy Updes aff 
Bryan, Gorman, McKeighan, Terry, . cist gr his, Ohi 
Bunn Grad McLaurin Tucker Cannon, Cal. Grady, Money, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Cadmus Gresham McNagny, Turner, Va. Cannon Til Gresham, Ogden, Wanger, 
Caminetti, Hall, Mo. McRae, Tyler, ; a wag a ae Neil, Mass. bine 
Campbell, Hatch, Meyer, Updegraf,, Senate ‘ —_ Delitence Woatock 
Cannon, Cal. Henderson, N.C. Ogden, eadock, Clancy gs, cm Ket gg Wells.” 
a oan, eae a Clark, Mo. Henderson, N. C. Pendleton, Tex. Wheeler, Ala. 
Cavath Hunter, Page — Williams i Cobb, Mo. Hitt, Pendleton, W. Va. Williams, Ill. 
Catchings, Hutcheson, Patterson, Wilson, W. Va. ——_ oanan, Pigote”’ —— Ohto 
Clark, Mo. Izlar, Pearson, Wise, Cooper, Fla. Hunter, Powers Wolverton 
Cobb, Mo. Johnson, N. Dak. Pence, Wolverton, Goober, Ind. Hutcheson, Price, on Woodard, , 
Seeniren, somes, Pendleton, Tex. Woodard, Cooper, Tex. Ikirt, Richards, Ohio Wright, Mass. 
NS “PRESE * aah, Cooper, Wis. Izlar, chardson, Tenn. 
rm Ca Sema oy Cousins, Johnson, N. Dak. Ritchie, 
p er NAYS—12. 
Abbott, Bundy, Cummings, Gillet, N. Y. 
Adams, Ky. Burnes, Denson, Gillett, Mass. Biagham, Dalzell, Hainer, Quigg, 
Adams, Pa. Burrows, Dingley, Goodnight, Brosius, Grosvenor, Harmer, Ray, 
Aitken, Bynum, Dolliver, =. Childs, Grow, Heiner, Reyburn. 
Aldrich, Cabaniss, Donovan, Griffin, ée . soawe 
Apsley, Causey, Doolittle, Grout, ANSWERED “ PRESENT'—7. 
Byery aaa eee, ' Seer , Burrows, Daniels, Henderson, Il. — Montgomery. 
. ancy, . é es, 
Baldwin, Clarke, Ala. Dunphy, Hall, Minn. Syaum, meee, ocatiitn, 
Bankhead, Cobb, Ala. Edmunds, J Renan. REPORTED BY TELLERS—3. 
a a — | | ee Baker, N. H. Milliken, Post. 
Beltzhoover Conn, Fielder, Harris, 2 > 79 
Blair, f Coombs, Fietcher, Harter, NOP VOTING—171. 
Boutelle. Cooper, Ind. Funk, Haugen, Abbott, Avery, Bell, Colo. Breckinridge, Ky 
Bower, N. C. Cornish, Funston, Hayes, Adams, Ky. Babcock, Blair, Brown, 
Branch, Cousins, Gardner, Heard, Adams, Pa. Baldwin, Boutelle, Bunn, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Covert, Gear, Henderson, Il. Aitken, Bankhead, Bower, N. C. Burnes, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Crain, Geary, Henderson, Iowa Aldrich, Bartlett, Branch, Cabaniss, 
Brown, Culberson, Geissenhainer, Hendrix, Apsley, Belden, Breckinridge,Ark. Caminetti, 
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Campbell Hammond, McCall, Scranton, 
Causey, Hare, McCleary, Minn. Settle, 
Chickering, Harris, McDannold, Shaw, 

Clarke, Ala. Harter, McDowell, Sherman, 
Cobb, Ala. Hartman, McGann, Sibley, 
Cockran, Haugen, Meiklejohn, Sickles, 
Cogswell, Hayes, Mercer, Simpson, 
Conn. Henderson, Iowa Meredith, Sipe, 

Coombs, Hendrix, Meyer, Smith, 
Cornish, Hepburn, Moon, Snodgrass, 
Covert, Hermann, Morgan, Stallings, 
Crain, Hicks, Morse, Stephenson, 
Culberson, Hines, Moses, Stevens, 
Cumniings, Hooker, Miss. Murray, Stone, C. W. 
Denson, Hooker, N. Y. Mutchler, Stone, Ky. 
Dingley, Hopkins, tl. Neill, Storer, 
Dolliver, Hopkins, Pa. Newlands, Straus, 
Donovan, Houk, Northway, Strong, 
Doolittle, Hulick, Oates, Swanson, 
Draper, Hull, O’ Neill, Mo. Sweet, 
Dunphy, Johnson, Ind. Outhwaite, Talbott, Md. 
Kdmunds, Johnson, Ohio Paschal, Tawney, 

Eliis, Oregon Lacey, Payne, Turpin, 

Funk, Lapham, Paynter, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Funston, Lawson, Pence, Wadsworth, 
Gardner, Lefever, Perkins, Walker, 

Gear, Linton, Phillips, Washington, 
Geary, Livingston, Randall, Wever, 
Geissenhainer, Lockwood, Rayner, Wheeler, Ill. 
Gillet, N. ¥. Loud, Reed, White, 

Gillett, Mass. Loudenslager, Reilly. Whiting, 
Goodnight, Magner, Richardson, Mich. Williams, Miss. 
Graham, Maguire, Robinson, Pa Wilson, Wash. 
Grout, Mahon, Rusk, Wilson, W. Va. 
Hager, Mallory, Russell, Ga. Woomer, 
Haines, Marvin, N. Y. Ryan, Wright, Pa. 
Hall, Minn. MeAleer, Schermerhorn, 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DOCKERY (pending the second call). Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the House nonconcur in the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 5481) making appropria- 
tions to provide for the expenses of the government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and 
for other purposes, and ask for a conference, and also that the 
pill and amendments be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro teripore appointed as the conferees on the 
yart of the House, Mr. DOCKERY, Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois, and 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 


UNITED STATES RAILWAY CORPORATIONS. 


The Clerk resumed and completed the roll call, as above. 

The following additional pairs were announced for the rest of 
the day: 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. DUNPHY with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. Smits of Illinois. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Mr.Speaker,I have voted in the affirmative, 
but being paired with my colleague, Mr. Houk, I desire to with- 
draw my vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will inform the gen- 
tleman that a quorum has not voted. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Still, Mr. Speaker, I must withdraw my 
vote, because my colleague has been very kind in pairing with 
me for ten days past, when I have been compelled to be out of 
the House on public business, and I do not wish to take advan- 
tage of his absence on this occasion, for I suppose he is absent 
under the impression that I could not be here, and that there- 
fore he could not vote even if he were present. I ask to be re- 
corded as ss 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the names 
of gentlemen who have been noted as present but have not re- 
sponded. 

The names were called. 

_The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas are 
157 and the nays 12, answering present 7, and noted as present, 
but declining to answer, 3. The ayes have it, and the bill is 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. TERRY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTs IN KENTUCKY. 


Mr. STOCKDALE. TI call up the bill (H. R. 5598) to divide 
Kentucky into two judicial districts and fix the times and places 
of holding court therein. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order that 
this bill must first be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

ron SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent that 
a a be considered in the House as in Committee of the 

ole. 


Mr. CARUTH. I object. 
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Mr. STOCKDALE. I move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of this bill. 

Mr. CARUTH. Pending that motion, I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 
45 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 4867) for the relief of David C, Dane. 
No. 1259.) 

A bill (H, R. 4874) for the relief of Susan Baker. 
1260. ) 

By Mr. MCETTRICK, from the same committee: A bill (H. 
R. 1229) granting a pension to Bridget Devine. (Report No. 
1261.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the same committee: 

A bill (H. R. 6974) to pension Mrs. John H. Clark. 
No. 1262.) 

A bill (S. 1490) to pension Mollie Crandall. 
1263.) 

By Mr. STRONG, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
5336) granting a penson to Ellen Day, stepmother of Albert L. 
Day. (Report No. 1264.) 

By Mr. MCNAGNY, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A resolution to refer to the Court of Claims the bill (H. R. 7427) 
for the relief of J. R. Wasson. (Report No. 1265.) 

A bill (H. R. 6696) for the relief of Frank S. Sowers. 
No. 1266.) 

A bill (H. R.950) for the relief of Sarah A. Clapp. 
No. 1267.) 

By Mr. BOWERS of California, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs: A bill (H. R. 6921) for the relief of George B. 
Crosby. (Report No. 1268.) 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, from the same committee: 
A bill (H. R. 4941) for the relief of Don Carlos Buell. (Report 
No. 1269.) 


(Report 


(Report No. 


(Report 


(Report No. 


(Report 


(Report 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. COX, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported adversely the bill (H.R. 3280) for the relief of 
the German Bank of Memphis, 'enn., and the Chemical *Na- 
tional Bank of New York City; which, with the accompanying 
report (No. 1258), was ordered to be printed and laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. SOMERS: A bill (FL. R. 7738) to apprepriate a certain 
sum for the purchase of 8 acres for the benefit of Portage Lake 
harbor of refuge, Manistee County, Mich.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: A bill (H. R.7739) to declare letters 
patent null and void when used, operated, or controlled by any 
trust, monopoly, corporation, combination, or other conspir- 
acy in restraint of trade and commerce among the several States 
or with foreign nations —to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. STRAUS: A bill (H. R. 7740) to regulate railroad com- 
paniesengaged in interstate commerce —to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXI{, private bills of 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUNDY (by request): A bill (H. R. 7741) for the relief 
of James Forgey, of Lawrence, Ohio—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7742) for the relief of Henry &. 
Saunders, administrator of Edwin E. Saunders, of Proctorvilla, 
Lawrence County, Ohio—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7743) for the relief of Deitreck 
Glander—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7744) for the relief of Theodore 
J. Gillett, Lawrence County, Ohio—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7745) for the relief of the heirs 
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of Nathan C. and Hezekiah J. Winslow, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7746) for the relief of W. T. Sco- 
ville and John Kouns, surviving partners of George L. Kouns, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also(by request), a bill (H. R. 7747) for relief of heirs of Henry 
A. Shadel, of Ohio and Louisiana—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7748) for the relief of Ammon 
McLaughlin, of Sciotoville, Ohio—to the Committee on War 
Claims. . 

By Mr. COVERT: A bill (H. R. 7749) for the relief of Alexan- 
der Stoddart, of New York—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 7750) grant- 
ing a pension to Eliza F. Tucker—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H. R. 7751) for the relief of John 
A. MeClernand—te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7752) for the 
relief of John C. Thomas, Madison County, Ala.—to the Com- 
mities on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause lt of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
wore laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DALZELL:; Petition of sundry citizens of Pittsbur,z, 
Pa., against an income tax as affecting fraternal beneficial so- 
cieties—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DURBORO'W: Petition of James Muntan and others, 
employés of the Chicago Tire and Spring Cor , against the 

assage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans, 

Also, petition of Clifford J. Ellis and others, of Chicago, Lil., 
against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of John M. Mott and others, of Chicago, I1l., 
for a national alphabet—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Remonstrance of the Knights of Labor of 
Philadelphia, Pa., against the interference of the Federal Gov- 
ernment between the employés of railroad corporations and those 
corporations—to the Committe on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
meres, 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolution of the council of the city of 
Greenville, Ohio, praying Congress to make an appropriation 
for « monument in honor of Gen, Anthony Wayne—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. RICHARDS: Petition of C. H. Mathews and others, 
citizens of New Philadelphia, Ohio, against an income tax on 
nee and beneficial orders—to the Committeeon Ways and 

eans. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, July 18, 1894. 


Prayer by Rev. Isaac W. CANTHR, of the city of Washing- 
ton. 

The Vice-President being absent, tho President pro tempore 
took the chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings; when, on motion of Mr. TURPIE, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in com- 
pliance with the provisions of the act of Congress of February 
16, 1889, information that there is in the War Department an 
accumulation of files of papers which are not needed or useful 
in the transaction of the current business of the Department 
and have no permanent value or historical interest; which, on 
motion of Mr. COCKRELL, was ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of appropria- 
tions required by the several Departments of the Government 
to complete the service of the fiscal year ended June 30, 1894, 
and for prior years, amounting to $10,706.31, and for the Postal 
Serviee, payable from the postal revenues, 857,985.54; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and coded to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND. MEMORIALS, 


Mr. CULLOM. I present a memorial of citizens of Chicago 
and Cook County, Lil., remonstrating “ against the violation of 
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the American principle of separation of church and State 

is involved in making appropriations for or contracts 
agents of sectarian institutionsfor Indian education,” ete, 
memorial is extensively signed. As the appropriation pil] 
ferred to is now before the Senate, I ask that the memori 
laid on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I presenta petition of the Miami 
Canal Association, of Dayton, Ohio, praying that an appro», 
tion be made for a canal from Lake Erie to the Ohio River. 

As the petition relates to an item of appropriation int 
and harbor bill, and that bill is now in conference, I ask ¢! 
petition be referred to the committes of conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [also present a petition of Typo; 
Union No. 97, of Peru, Indiana, praying for the enact 
legislatation providing for arbitration of the labor troub 
do not know which committee has charge of the question | 
bitration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on 
tionamd Labor, the Chair is inelined to think. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think a joint resolution on the 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and that : 
is the. proper committee to have charge of the matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What committee 
Senator from Ohio suggest? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of L. C. Butler 
sundry other citizens of Bay City, Mich., praying that frat 
beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be exempted ! 
the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tar 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of Rev.W.D.Cole and ; 
other citizens of Popple; of H.M. Post and sundry other 
zens of Owosso; of Rev. H. H. Andrews and sundry oth 
zens of Deekerviiie; of W. E. Holt and sundry other citi 
Bellevue, and of Jchn Brett and sundry other citizens of \i 
ington, all in the S.ate of Michigan, remonstrating agains: th : 
support of the Government in maintaining the present sys: PS 
of sectarian Indian education, etc.; which were ordered 
on the table. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a memorial of sundry citizens o! ° 
folk, Va., remonstrating against the supportof the Governmen 
in maintaining the presentsystem of sectarian Indian ed 
etc., which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Territoric: 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5293) concerning leases in tle 
Yellowstone National Park, reported it without amend 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
referred the bill (S. 1262) for the relief of Paul MeCormi 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report ther 

Mr. PEFFER. Iam instructed by the Committee on ( 
to whom were referred the bill (8.1718) for the relief of |! 
dore Teed, his heirs, legal representatives, or assigns, : 
bill (S. 700) for the relief of Theodore Teed, his heirs, 
representatives, or assigns, to report them adversely. It 
that the last-named bill was introduced during the first s 
of the present Congress, in August last, and Senate bi 
being the same bill substantially, was introduced duri: 
present session. Both bills are reported adversely, and |: 
that they be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
referred the bill (S. 1069) for the relief of the estate of 
Sherwin, deceased, reported it without amendment a: 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Publie Buildings 
Grounds, to whom was referred the amendment submit 
Mr. ALLISON on the 9th instant, intended to be propos 
sundry civil appropriation bill, reported favorably there: 
moved that it printed, and, with the accompanying } 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was az! 
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Mr. BRICE, from the Committee on Public Building 
Grounds, to whom was referred the amendment submitt. | 
Mr. ALLISON on the 9th instant, intended to be proposed to ‘4 
—— civil —_————— bill, reported favorably thereon. ® 

that it be printed, and, with the accompanying p42)": 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which wasagre°¢ 
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He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 1313) to increase the pension of John Scott, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to whom was referred the amendment submitted 
by Mr. ALLISON on the 9th instant, intended to be proposed to 
the sundry eivil appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, 
and moved thatit be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed 
a VEST, from the Committze on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
adversely thereon, and they were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 2003) to provide for the erection of a United States 
bonded warehouse in the city of Atlanta, State of Georgia; and 


A bill (S.2033) to provide for the erection of a United States | 


bonded warehouse in the town of Bonners Ferry, State of Idaho. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds, reported an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on the Judieiary, towhom 
was referred the joint resolution (S.R.91) to provide for the 
printing of a digest of the laws and decisions relating to the ap- 
pointment, salary, and compensation of officials of the United 
States courts, reported it without amendment, and moved that 
it be referred to the Committee on Printing: which was agreed 
to. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 17th in- 
stant, intended to be proposed tothe deficiency appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and be printed; which was 
agreed to. 

“Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself March 
12, #894, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and be printed; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr.HUNTON. I am directed by the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was recommitted the biil (S. 
886) for the relief of the legal representatives of John Wight- 
man, deceased, to report it with amendments, and submit a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. VILAS. On behalf of the minority of the committee, I 
beg leave to submit the views of the minority on the bill just 
reported by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Hunron}. I ask 
that the views of the minority may be printed, to accompany 
the report. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. 
and the views of the minority will be received and printed, and 
the bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2214 
the purchase of sites for public buildings in the eity of Spokane, 
Wash.; in thecity of Cheyenne, Wyo.; in BoiseCity, Idaho, and 
in the city of Helena, Mont., reported it with amendments, 


Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was | 


referred the bill (S. 2203) for the relief of Arthur Connell, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


MEDALS OF HONOR, DECORATIONS, ETC. 


Mr. TURPIE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom were referred the bill (H. R. 5525) authoriz- 
ing John &. Johnson and others to accept medals of honor and 
diplomas from the Government of Spain; the bill (H. R. 6424) to 
authorize Rear-Admiral John G. Walker and Surg. Gen. J. 
Rufus Tryon, of the United States Navy, to aceept the decora- 


tions of the ‘ Busto Gel Libertador” of the third class from the | 


President of Veneauela, and the bill (H. R. 7475) authorizing 


Commander C. H. Davis, United States Navy, to accept a deco- | 


ration from the King of Spain, to report them favorably without 
amendment. 

I ask for the present consideration of the House bills just re- 
ported. The Senate has already passed bills which are identi- 
cally the same. ‘Those bills have gone to the other Hose, and 
it is not likely that they will be reached im that body for action. 
I therefore ask for the present consideration of these bills. 


There is no legisiation in them. They simply give corsent to 
members of the Life Saving Service to sani cade of honor 
and officers of the Navy to accept the decorations named. It 
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will take but three minutes to dispose of allof them. 
| the bills may be considered collectively. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The three separate bills? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read by 
title the first bill reported by the Senator from Indiana. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 5525) authorizing John FE. 
Johason anc others to accept medals of honorand diplomas from 
the Government of Spain. 


lL ask that 


, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. [s thereo jection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 
Thre being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 

| dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Indiana also 
| asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bil! 
| the title of which will be read. 
| The SECRETARY. A bill (H.R.6424) to authorize Rear-Ad 
miral John G. Walker and Surg. Gen. J. Rufus Tryon, of the 
United States Navy,to accept the decorations of the‘: Busto 
del Libertador ” of the third class from the President of Vene 
zuela, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Co: 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bitl. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indi 
also asks unanimous consent for the present consideration o 
bill the title of which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H.R. 7475) authorizing Commande 
C. H. Davis, United States Navy, to accept a decoration from t! 
King of Spain, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of th 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, o 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

INTERNATIONAL GEODETIC ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Foreig 
Relations, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Ri 
| 126) authorizing .he President to appoint delegates to attend 
the meetings of the International Geodetic Association, to re- 
port it without amendment, and I ask for its immediate consid 
eration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The jointresolution was reported to the Senate without amend 
ment, ordered toathird reading, read the third time, and passe 

The preamble was agreed to. 

WATTS’S PAINTING OF 
Mr. GRAY. I am instructed by the Committee on lorei 
telations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4734) to author 
ize the Secretary of State to accept for the United Stat 
America a painting by G. I’. Watts, Royal Academician, 
titled ‘‘ Love and Life,” to report it without amendment, a 





umittee of 


ee 


‘*LOVE AND LIFE.” 





. ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. . 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The preamble was agreed to. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
| Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill {S. 2233) to authorize t 
construction of certain dams across the St. Louis and Cloque 
Rivers, in the State of Minnesota, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
Commerce. 

Mr. VILAS introduced a bill (S.2234) to further az 
| tion 2399 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
| was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commiitee o 
| Public Lands. 


| He also introduced a bill (S. 2235) preseribing conditions 
| under which cases at law or in equity which have been before 
the Supreme Court and are afterwards proceeding in a circuit 
| court may be again appealed to the Supreme Court; which was 
| read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on th« 
Judiciary. 
Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S, 2236) for the relief of fuli 
A. Lewis, executrix of James Lewis, deceased, late of I: rick 
 Gonety, Va.; which was rend twice by its title, and, with the 
| accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
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by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN gubmitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

sed by him to. the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
relorre to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr, PEFFER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, ar.d or- 
dered to be printed. 





J. E. JOHNSON. 
Mr. KYLE submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That Mr. J. E. Johnson be paid from the contingent fund of the 
Senate the sum of 837.50 for services rendered as stenographer during the 
special proceedings of the Senate Committee on Education and Labor. 


ALBERT E. REDSTONE. 


Mr. PASCO submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

Be tt resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 
the President be requested to return to the Senate the bill (S. 1105) for the 
relief of Albert E. Redstone. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
O. L. Pruden, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had on the 18th instant approved and signed the following 


acts: 

An act (S. 1860) to authorize Prof. Asaph Hall, of the United 
States Navy, to accept a gold medal from the Academy of 
Science of France. 

An act (S. R. 72) to permit Capt. T. O. Selfridge, jr., United 
States Navy, to receive a decoration conferred upon him by the 
President of the Republic of France. 

INVESTIGATIONS BY COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. PLATT. On the 13th instant the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] submitted a resolution providing that 
the Committee on Indian Affairs might visit the Lower Brule 
Agency in the recess, and on the 14th instant the chairman of 
the committee [Mr. JONES of Arkansas]submitted an amendment 
in the nature of a substitute for the resolution as proposed by 
the Senator from South Dakota. I ask that both be laid before 
the Senate, that they may be disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further reso- 
lutions, concurrent or otherwise, the Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a former day, which will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution directing the Committee on 
Indian Affairs to investigate the removal of the Lower Brule 
Indians. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask that the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas, the chairman of the committee, may be 


read, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all of the reso- 
lution after the word ‘‘ Resolved” and insert: 

That the Committee on Indian Affairs be instructed, either by full com- 
mittee or such subcommittee or committees as may be appointed by the 
chairman thereof, with the full power of such committee to continue dur- 
ing the recess of Congress the investigations authorized by the resolutions 
of May 13, 1890, and February 27, 1891, with the authority and in the manner 
and to the extent provided in sald resolutions, and in pursuance of such in- 
vestigations to visit the several Indian reservations, Indian schools sup- 
—— in whole or in part by the Government, and the five nations in the 

ndian Territory, or any reservation where, in the opinion of said commit- 
tee, it may be necessary to extend their investigations. 

Second. That said committee or subcommittee shall have power to send 
for persons and papers, to administer oaths, and to examine witnesses un- 
der oath touc the matters which they are hereby empowered to investi- 
gate, and may hold their sessions during the recess of the Senate at such 
place or places as they may determine; and the necessary and proper ex- 
pense incurred in the execution of this order shall be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved by the chairman of said 
committee. 

Mr. PLATT. Iask, in behalf of the chairman of the commit- 
tee, that the amendment be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment to the resolution. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

Mr. PLATT. I now move that the resolution as amended be 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. j 


STATE RESERVATION OF ARID LANDS. / 


Mr. CAREY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is con- 
cluded. The Calender under Rule VIII being in order, the Chair 
recognizes the Senator from Wyoming. 
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Mr. CAREY. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate fop 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 1591) to provide for the 
reservation, sale, and settlement of certain lands in several of 
the States and Territories. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 9, before the word 
‘‘vears,” to strike out ‘‘ three,” and insert ‘‘ ten;” so as to read: 

That to encourage the reclamation of arid Irnds, and the cultivation ang 
sale thereof .in small tracts to actual settlers, there is hereby reserved, 
for the purposes and upon the conditions provided in this act, in each of the 
States to which the desert-land law of the United States is applicable, 1,000.- 
000 acres of the surveyed public arid lands in said States, respectively, to be 
selected by each of said States within ten years after the passage of this act 
and from the date of such selection to be thereafter withheld from other dis 
posal, except as hereinafter provided. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iwish toask the Senator in charge o! the 
bill as to the propriety of now reserving 1,000,000 acres of land in 
each of these States for ten years, without the lands being desig- 
nated or selected, or anything of the kind, without their being 
known, and giving the State ten years within which to select 


them. 

Mr. CAREY. For the simple reason that the lands are not 
reserved for ten years. It is simply to enable the State, if the 
State sees there is an opportunity to cause a piece of land to be 
reclaimed, for instance, by acolony, thatitcan then go and make 
the selection of the land; but the minute the land is selected 
the time runs against the State, and then there is only five years 
for their reclamation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that; but here is the point: 
A man wants to go and locate upon such lands as arid lands 
There are a million acres already reserved. 

Mr. DOLPH. He can do that at anytime. The lands are not 
reserved until selected by the State. The bill does not prevent 
anybody from going and taking the lands until selected by the 
State, and then five years are given. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The first section reads: 

That to encourage the reclamation of arid lands, and the cultivation ani 
sale thereof in small tracts to actual settlers, there is hereby reserved 

Mr. CAREY. At what point does the Senator propose to 
amend the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to call the Senator's attention to 
the language, because I know he does not want it the way it i 
now, for it would work a wrong. It continues: 

There is hereby reserved for the purpose and upon the conditions pro 
vided in this act, in each of the States to which the desert-land law of the 
United States is applicable, 1,000,000 acres of the surveyed public arid land: 
in said States, respectively. 

I suggest that there should be inserted there ‘said reserya- 
tion to take effect when such lands are selected by said States.” 

Mr. CAREY. There is no objection whatever to that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Some such provision as I have suggested 
should be inserted at that point. 

Mr. DOLPH. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If that be the intention, then let that pro- 
vision be inserted in the bill. 

Mr. CAREY. The lands will not be tied up until the Stite 
does select them; so that the amendment may be put in at that 


point. 7 : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Mis- 
souri indicate the exact point where he desires the amendment 
to be inserted? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shall doso later when the amendments 
of the committee have been acted upon, 

The next amendment of the Committee on Public Lands was, 
in section 1, line 13, before the word ‘‘ years,” to strike out 
‘*three” and insert ‘‘ five;” so as to read: 

Provided, That any lands so reserved which shall not be reclaimed within 
five years from the date of their selection, as aforesaid, or as to which the 
State has not ane or caused to be expended the sum of 83 per acre in 
works intended for the reclamation of such lands, as now required by the 
United States desert-land law from claimants thereunder, shall be released 
from such reservation and become subject to disposal as other public lands 
of the United States, after proclamation by the President so declaring. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 7, after the word 
** provided,” to insert: 


And where there is no adverse claimant the decision of the register and 
receiver as to what are arid lands shall be final. 


So as to read: 


Sec. 3. That all lands, exclusive of timber lands and mineral lands, which 
will not, without irrigation, produce some agricultural crop, shall be deem¢d 
arid lands within the oes of this act, which fact shall be ascertained by 
affidavit of two or more credible witnesses, filed in the land office of the dis- 
trict in which such land may be situated at the time of the selection thereof, 
as herein provided, and where there is no adverse claimant the decision of 
the register and receiver as to what are arid lands shall be final. 


Mr. COCKRELL. As to that amendment, I will suggest that 
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it would hardly be proper to let the register and receiver ap- 
prove the selection, without communicating with the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. I think the selection ought 
to be approved by the Commissioner of the General Land Otfice 
or the Secretary of the Interior, for the purpose of keeping the 
records straight in the Department. Asa matter of course, if 
there be no contest about the matter, it ought to be subject to 
the final approval of the Department. 

Mr. CAREY. The trouble about it is that the committee con- 
sidered the fact that the five years commences to run against 
the State that undertakes this work immediately on the selec- 
tion of the land. The difficulty is to get anything approved in 
the General Land Office. For instance, in the selection of State 
lands it takes from one to five years. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that difficulty will be obviated in 
the near future and the work will be brought up to current 
date. I do not think there will be any trouble about that. 

Mr. CAREY. Very well, then; let the amendment go out, 
though I think it isa l right as it stands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator propose to 
withdraw the amendment? 

Mr. CAREY. It isa committee amendment, and I think it is 
a good amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itis reversing the general policy of hav- 
ing everything in relation to the public lands approved in the 
General Land Office. 

Mr. CAREY. If it were not for the two or three States that 
have arid lands it would be all right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think there will be found no trouble 
about it. If there should be found to be any difficulty, we can 
remedy it by immediate legislation. 

Mr.CAREY. Very well; let the amendment be disagreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thequestionison the amend- 
ment reported by the committee, which has been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COCKRELL. After the words ‘‘ act, and,” in line 10 of 
section 1, I move to insert the words ‘‘such reservation.” 

Mr. CAREY. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. DOLPH. I suggest to the Senator that he also insert the | 
words ** and approval.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; so as toread: ‘from the dateof such | 
selection and approval.” 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEecRETARY. In line 10, before the word ‘‘from,” it is | 
proposed to insert ‘‘such reservation to take effect;” and after 
the word ‘‘solection,” in line 11, to insert ‘‘ and approval;” so as 
to read: 

To be selected by each of said States within ten years after the passage of 
this act, and such reservation to take effect from the date of such selection 
and approval, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr, CAREY subsequently said: I move that the votes by 
which the bill (S. 1591) to provide for the reservation, sale, and 
settlement of certain lands in several of the States and Terri- 
tories, was ordered to a third reading and passed, be recon- 
sidered simply for the purpose of correcting a clerical error in 
the print of the bill. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. CAREY. I move to amend the bill in section 4, line 2, 
before the words ‘‘and Kansas,” by striking out ‘‘ Montana,” 
and inserting ‘‘ Nebraska,” so as to read: 


That this act shall also apply to the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and 
to the States that may be formed out of the Territories of Arizona, New 
Mexico, Oklahoma, and Utah, when admitted, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


METROPOLITAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. MeMILLAN, Task unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 6171) to authorize the Metropol- 
itan Railroad Company to change its motive power for the pro- 
pulsion of the cars of said company. 

I will state that this is a very important bill for the District 
of Columbia. The Metropolitan Railway Company has great 
difficulty, owing to the failure on their part to comply with the 
em ofthelaw. The House of Representatives has already 
avorably acted upon this bill, and it seems to be very necessary 
that the question which has arisen in regard to the charter and 
ta the propulsion of the cars should be settled immediately. 

Therefore, I ask that the bill may be read; and as the read- 
ing proceeds, I will answer any questions that may be asked in 
regard to it. It is a short bill, merely amending their charter 


auvinieeiieitniremenen SS 
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and arranging for the company to use underground power and 
put on new cars. 

YY ‘ _ 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with amend- 
ments. The first amendment was, in section 1, line 6, after the 
word ‘‘hereby,” to insert: 

Required to cease to use on its lines running east and west each and every 
closed car that has been in use on any of its lines for three years or more, 
and shall substitute therefor new cars of the most approved pattern. [lail- 
ure t2 comply with the provisions of this section within ninety days from 
the approval of this act shall subject the said congas to a fine of #25 for 
each andevery day during which the company neglects or refuses to make 
the substitution of new cars as herein specified, which fine may be recov- 
ered by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia in any court of com- 
petent jurisdiction. 

So as to make the section read: 

That the Metropolitan Railroad Company, incorporated under the act of 
Congress approved the Ist day of July, anno Domini 18%, be, and the same 
is hereby, required to cease to use on its lines running east and west each 
and every closed car that has been in use on any of its lines for three years 
or more, and shall substitute therefor new cars of the most approved pat- 
tern. Failure tocomply with the provisions of this section within ninety 
days from the approval of this act shall subject the said company to a fine 
of 25 for each aud every day during which the company neglects or refuses 
to make the substitution of new cars as herein specified, which fine inay be 
recovered by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia in any court of 
competent jurisdiction. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of section 1, to insert: 

Sec. 2, That the said Metropolitan Railroad Company be and the same is 
hereby. 

In line 3 of thesame section, before the word “ cars,” to strike 
out “their” and insert “its;” and in line 6, before the word 
**road,” to strike out “their” and insert ‘‘ its;’ so as toread: 

Sec, 2. That the said Metropolitan Railroad Company be, and the same is 
hereby, authorized, empowered, and required to equip and operate the 
lines of its cars upon and along all the streets and avenues of the cities of 
Washington and Georgetown, within the District of Columbia, where the 
lines of its road or any part thereof are now laid and operated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 8, before the words 
‘fan underground,” to insert ‘‘a pneumatic or with;” soas to read: 

Sec. 2. That the said Metropolitan Railroad Company be, and the same is 
hereby, authorized, empowered, and required to equip and operate the lines 
of its cars upon and along all the streets and avenues of the cities of Wash- 
ington and Georgetown, Within the District of Columbia, where the lines of 
its road or any part thereof are now laid and operated, and as herein«fter 
provided, with a pneumatic or with an underground electric system for pro- 
pulsion of such cars. 


Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Michigan whether there are any cars being run in this country 
by pneumatic power? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. There have been attempts to run cirs by 


Is there objection to the pres- 


| pneumatic power, and there are experiments occasionally in the 


| use of that system. 
| pany shall apply 


But the bill does not provide that the com- 
pneumatic power. It simply gives them au- 
thority to use the pneumatic system. 

Mr. STEWART. I understand that, but is it not a fact that 
all the experiments in the use of that power, so far as this coun- 
try is concerned, have been failures? Is it worth while to des- 
ignate in an act a system which is a failure? 

Mr.McMILLAN. Iam not strenuous about the amendment. 
The bill only gives the railway company authority to use that 

ower. 

- Mr. STEWART. It seems to me thatit would be subject to 
criticism in that connection to require the road to adopt the 
pneumatic system, when there is no such power in use. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have no objection to striking ovt the 
provision in regard to pneumatic power. I think it is covered 
by the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. The insertion of those words can not do 
any good. It is not a power which is used in the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mich- 
igan consent that the amendment may be disagreed to? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I consent. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Withoutobjection, the amend- 
ment is rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia was, in section 2, line 8, before the word ‘‘system,” to 
strike out “electric;” so as to read: 


Sec. 2. That the said Metropolitan Railroad Company be, and the same is 
hereby, authorized, empowered, and required tuequip and operate the lines 
of its cars upon and along all the streets and avenues of the cities of Wash- 
ington and Georgetown, within the Districtof Columbia, where the lines of 
its road or any part thereof are now laid and operated, and as hereinafter 
provided, with an underground system for propulsion of such cars 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 10, after the word 
**completed,” to insert ‘‘ upon its north and south line;” in line 
11, after the word “ year,” to insert ‘‘and upon its east and west 








TOkA 


line within two years,” and in line 12, before the word ‘‘ ap- 
proval,” to strike out the words ‘‘ date of the;” so. as to, make 
the proviso read; 

Provided, That the change to an underground system shall be com 


upon its north and south line within one year, and upon.its east and west 
line within two years after the approval of this act, 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The nextamendment was, in section 2, line 15, after the word 
Square,” to insert: 


And also an extension from_Ninth street.west northwesterly on Florida 
avenue to Tenth street west: Provided, That on the completion of the ex- 
tension from Ninth street to Tenth street on Florida avenue, as herein pro- 
vided for, the said company shall cease to operate that portion of its present 
lines whichextendsfrom Ninth street west to Sevenths t west on Plorida 
avenue, and also thatportion on Seventh street west north of Floridaavenue. 


And in line 23, after the word “ such,” tostrike out ‘ comple- 
tion ” and insert ‘‘completions;” so as to make the additional 
proviso read: 

Provided, There shall be completed an extension thereof on East Capitol 
street from Ninth street east to Fitteenth street east, around both sides of 
Lincoln Square, and also an extension from Ninth street west northwest- 
erly on Florida avenue to Tenth street west: Provided, Thaton the comple- 
tion of the extension from Ninth street to Tenth street on Florida avenue, 
as herein provided for, the said company shall cease to operate that portion 
of its present lines which expends from Ninth street west to Seventh street 
west on Florida avenue, and also that portion on Seventh street west north 
of Miorida avenue, And in default of such completions all acts or parts of 
acts chartering or extending the said road are hereby repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section (4) 5, line 2, after the 
word ‘‘ power,” to insert: 

In all cases where the lines of one or more companies coincide under 
routes authorized by Congress, with the route of the Metropolitan Railway 


Company, and where the nature of the mechanical power used by said. com- 
pany will allow; 


So as.to. read: . 


That the District Commissioners shall haye the power in all cases. where 
the lines of one or more es coincide er routes authorized by 





mit the erie tracks of the Metro an Railroad Company © other 
railroad companies in the said District upon such terms and conditions as 
said Commissioners shall deem just. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to insert asa new section the fol- 
lowing: 

Sxo. 6, That on and after one year from the a val of this act the Motro- 
politan Railway Company shail pay to the D t of Columbia, in addition 
to all other taxes now required to be,paid by said company, an annual tax 
of $09 for each and every car ope by horses on that portion c fits lines 
known as the Ninth Street line; and on and after two years from. the ap 
proval of this act the said retoeee company shall pay, in addition to all 
other taxes now required to be by said company, an annual tax of $500 
for each and every car ope’ by horses on any line owned or controlled 
by the said company. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was to insert asa new section the fol- 
ng: 

aoe 7. That Congress reserves the power to alter; amend, or repeal this 
act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mv. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to inquire of the 
Senator from Michigan, in charge of the bill, as to the nature 
of the case pending in the supreme court of the District.of Co- 
lumbia which the bill proposes to transfer to the courtof appeals. 
What is the case and what is it about? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. It is an old claim for paving, running back 
a great many years, which hag already been settled by the courts 
in favor of the company because of the statute of limitations. 
Now the com has given way on that, and has agreed to what 
is virtually an ar itration of the whole matter. That is to say, 
the District Commissioners and the company got together on 
the proposition to refer the case to the court of a peal for the 
District of Columbia, the decision of which court should be final. 
No appeal is to be taken by either side. 

This is the provision in the bill as it comes from the House; 
and the Senate committee has made no change in it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The judgment was: rendered for 
a very large amount. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. About $160,000. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Hi was a judgment rendered 
against the argon 

Mr. MCMILLAN. It wasajudgnient rendered in. favor of the 
District against. the co in the. Distriet courts, but on ap- 
peal to the Supreme Court of the United States, judgment was 
rendered in favor the company, by reason of the statute of limi- 
tations. This provision opens up the whole case again, and the 
railwa camgnes is willing to give way and: allow the court of 
appeals fin to settle the controversy. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Was there any, ? 


peal 
Mr. MCMILLAN. There was, and it was d in favor of 
the company by the Supreme Court of the United States. 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, 
limitations? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. What is the purpose of ; 
ferring the case now by law from one court to another? 

Mr. COCKRELL, ill the Senator from Michigan per), 
me for one moment? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The statute of limitations was pleaded g,,; 
sustained. Then, in a subsequent act, we put in a provision fp». 
feiting the charter if the company did not pay the judgmen:, 

Mr. PAULKNER. That is it. 

Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon. Why do we not stand by :\,; 
action and compel the company to pay the judgment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Waitamoment. The company clain th; 
if the case had been tried upon the facts at issue the ainoyy; 
claimed would not have been given against them. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. That is a correct.statement. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is the situation. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think the rights of the District, | w; 
say to the Senator from Oregon, are fully protected by : 
amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I wish to ask another questi 
in relation to the bill. I desire to ask the Senator in charge 
the bill whether it is usualin chartering a company to givet 
authority to issue bonds without any limit? 

Mr. McMILLAN. There is.a limit here. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, It is very indefinite, [i is , 
limit fixed: by the cost of the work, thatis all. There is no limi: 
to the bonds either in the aggregate or per mile. There is 
nothing of the kind. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I will read the language of the section. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have it here in section '. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. It says: 


That the said company is hereby autk wized and empowered to issue | 
bonds, secured by a mortgage on its franchises and other property, to su 
amount as may be necessary to pay the cost of the work to be done and 
the materials required, and: the expenses incident to the change to be m 
as provided in this act— 

This.is-done as to almost all these charters— 
but not in excessof such cost. 

That is the usual form. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
of these bills? 

Mr. MoOMILLAN. There sometimesisa rough estimate. \ 
can not tell the amount in this case. You can not tell whicthe 
the road will cost $20,000 a mile, or $60,000 a mile, or $100,(i))4 
mile. It is utterly impossible to tell, because it all depends 0 
the character of the power used, and the expense of the condui 
and of the changes to water pipes, etc. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Itis all left to the company. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It has to belefttothe stockholders. This 
is the same clause which is putin all suchacts. Thestockho! 
ers are not likely to issue any more bonds than they are com: 
pelled to issue. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Now, another question. I \ 
to understand the amendment of the Senate committee to sev- 
tion 5 on page 5. The section as the other House passe | 
bill read as follows: 

That the District Commissioners shall haye the power to permit the uw 
of the tracks of the Metropolitan Railroad Company by other railroad com: 
panies in the said District upon such terms and conditionsas said Comm 
sioners shali deem just, ete, 

Now, theamendment reported by the Senate committee 
adopted by the Senate, n:ales it read as follows: 


That the District Commissioners shall have the power in all cases \\ 
the lines of one or more companies coincide under routes authori: 

a, with the route of the Metropolitan Railway Company, and w) 
the nature of the mechanical ae used. by said. company will allow, to): 
mit the use of the tracks of the Metropolitan Railroad Company b) 
railroad companies in the said District upon such terms and conditions 4 
said Commissioners shall deem just. 


What is a man to understand by that language? What lines 
does the word ‘‘coincide” comprehend? 
Mr. MCMILLAN. It is.intended. to.apply to the roads whic) 
be authorized by Congress to me the same points that 
ave now reached by. the Metropolitan Company’stracks. ‘flere 
are several roads which might be brought in over the Meir 
litam Company’s. tracks, roads which connect with it. The: 
Bonate committee has repeatedly reported in favor of allowing 
one torrun over the tracks. already laid by another compaty. 
There are three other roads which are run partially over ‘2 
Metropolitan. tracks at the present time, and the object of pub 
ting in the last clause—— a 
r. MITCHELL of Oregon. Why notleave it as provided oY 
the.other House? The House provision gives the Commissio" 
ers: the power to permitthe use of the tracksof the Metropo! ian 
Company by other railroad companies of the District on svc4 


On the ground of the statuty o 


is there no amount fixed in any 
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terms and conditions as they deem just. Why is not that suf- 

; 2 
ficient IcMILLAN. his isa new provision. Such provisions 
are generally objected to by railroad companies. They do not 
thinks it desirable to have other co nies running cars over 
their tracks. The power to make such requirements should re- 
main in Congress and be exercised with due discretion to the 
interests involved. . ‘ ae 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. This amendment is to limit the 
power of the Commissioners, and yet it does not limit it after 
all. The word employed may be susceptible of one construction 

yy another. 

“— McMILLAN. I will say to the Senator from Oregon that 
this covers all the cases that will be applicable to the Metro- 
politan Company. We intended to protect this company, while 
opening the way for other companies to use streets already used 
for street railways. {[ think the provision is just and ample. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Is it intended to give authority 
to permit the use of the tracks of the Metropolitan Company by 
the ears of other roads which connect with it? 

Mr. McMILLAN. This matter has been gone over very 
earefully in the interest of the District, and [ do not quite 
see the point the Senator is trying to make. The intention 
is to allow railroads which can not now enter into the heart 
of the city to use the tracks of the Metropolitan Company to 
a certain extent under proper restrictions to be imposed by 
Congress as need arises. It is to prevent the use of other 
streets that are being demanded by different new companies 
here which eventually, unless we do something of this kind, 
will gridiron all the principal streets and avenues of the city 
of Washington. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Is it not a fact that the bill as it 
eame from the other House gave the Commissioners full power 
tecompel the company to permit the use of its tracks by any 
other railway company in the District? Is not that the effect of 
the House provision? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think that is nota fair thing to do te the 
company. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Why not? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Because, for instance, the Metropolitan 
Company may adopt a certain kind of mechanical power, and 
they would not then want horses to be run over their line. If 
we want rapid transit we can not have it with horses and elec- 
tricity applied tothesameline. Therefore we put in the amend- 
ment “ where the nature of the mechanical power used by said 
company will allow,” which I think is a very proper amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It occurs to me that the word 
‘‘eoincide” will not serve the purpose sought to be aceom- 

ished. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Whatwould the Senator suggest ‘“* to con- 
nect?” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should strike out the whole 
provision, if I had my way about it, and give the Commissioners 
the precise power that the other House gave them, and no more 
and no less. 

Mr. McMILLAN. This is drawn with a great deal of care, 
and I think it is in the real interest of the public. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I fail to see the exact purpose 
of the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have a vote. 

The bill was eee to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on concurring 
in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. STEWART. I suggest to the Senator from Michigan 
that “district court” is wrong in line 15 of section 5. It is the 
supreme court of the District that has jurisdiction. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I have no objection to the change, if it is 
a mistake. 

Mr. STEWART. We should have a better court. 

Mr. McMILLAN. There is no objection to that change. 

Mr. HUNTON. 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ihave no objection to that amendment. It 
ought to be changed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
stated. - 

The SrcketaRy. In section 5, line 15, after the word “ the,” 
strike out ‘‘ District ” and insert “supreme,” and after the word 
“court in the same line strike out ‘of the United States for 
the District of Columbia” and insert “of the District of Co- 
lumbia;” so as to read: 

If either party is dissatisfied with the co such use so fixed 

by 


mapensation for 
by the Commissioners, the com tion may be determi t rem: 
court of the Bitrict ct Cstemha _ one . 


The amendment was agreed te. 





The amendment will be 
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The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the concurrent resolution of the Senate requesting the Presi- 
dent to return the bill (S. 1105) for the relief of Albert FE. Red- 
stone. 
The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: 
A bill (S. 104) for the relief of Gen. Napoleon J. T. Dana: 
A. bill (S. 322) to place Dunbar R. Ransom on the retired list 
of the Army; and 
A bill (S. 1513) for the relief of Maj. Gen. George S, Greene. 
| ‘The message further announced that the House had passed a 
bill (HL. R. 4609) to. establish a uniform system of bankruptcy; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
| The message also announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution requesting the Secretary of War to fur- 
nish the House with an estimate of the probable cost of com- 
pleting the improvement of Saugatuck Harbor, Michigan: in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. GORMAN submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Llouses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6748) making approp 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 18®, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 18, 27, 28, 29, 36, and 


37. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amemlmenis of the 
»> ~~ 


Senate numbered 3, 5, 6, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 17, 21, 28, 23, 24, 25, BO, Bd. Bz, Bu, 
and 35, and a to the same. 
That the reeedo from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lien of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following 
‘“That all officers who have been appointed to any corps of the Navy after 
service in a different branch of the Navy, shall have all the benefits of their 
revious service in the same manner as if said appointments were a reéntry 
o the Nayy;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. : 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of th 
Senate numbered 2, and @ to the same with an amendment as follows 
Strike owt lines 1, 2, 3, 4, and down to and including the word ‘trent 
ment,’ ty line 5 of said amendment; and the Senate agree to the sam». 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In line 1 ofsaid amendment, after the word “ Navy.’ insert the words 
his discretion; *’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment « he 
Senate numbered 7. and agree to the same with an amendmentt, 26 follow 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following 

“Bor paying Justin McCarthy, contractor for building the dry dock 
Port Royal, S. C., In full for loss and damage caused by the cyclone of Au 
gust 27 and 23, 1893, as ascertained by the Navy Department, #18,521.42."' 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following 

‘Dry dock at Algiers, La,: For the purpose of completing the purehasc o 
additional lands necessary for the establishment of a dry dock at Algiers 
La,, cost of ene ans and specifications for said dry dock, and e 

nses of judicial proceedings instituted for the condemnation of such a 
ditional lands, $23,025.03."’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Sen- 
ate numbered 15, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: Inline 
3 of said amendment, after the word ‘‘namely,”’ insert the following or 
sealing all the walis to remove existing disease germs and for antiseptically 
finishing and painting them, removing rotten wooden floors and replacing 
them by tile with slate sidings impervious to moisture, scraping and pain 
ing all doors and woodwork, refitting windows so as to be utilized in ventt 
lation, remodelling cased wooden stairways and renewing them with tron 
or other suitable material, 315,000; for construction of one ward of modern 
design of sufficient size and cubic air space to accommodate at least fifty 
sick and wounded men, to be one story high with snitable elevation and to 
be constructed of the same maaterial used for present hospital, 825,000; and 
in line 14 ofsaid amendment strike out’ forty-four ’’ and insert ‘‘sixty-nine:’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In bine 8, page 24 of the bill, after the word “laboratory,” insert the word 
“and department of instruction;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 20, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lines | and 2 of said amendment strike out the word *temporarily;"’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 26, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following 
as a separate paragraph: 

‘* Thatevery Member or Delegate of Congress whose district or Territory is 
now unrepresented at the NavalAcademy by a cadet who is not an actual 
resident of the districtshall be permitted on or before the ist day of Sep- 
tember, 1894, to recommend 2 candidate for appointment as a cadet at tho 
Naval Academy, and the Seere of the Navy shall nominate such candi- 
date for appointment to the Academy, subject to qualifications now pre- 
scribed by law. Such cadets, when appointed, to be in addition to the num- 
ber of cadets now allowed, and the sum of %,500, or so much thereof as is 
necessary, is hereby appropriated for the additional number of cadets 
herein authorized. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of tho 
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Senate numbered 34, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the amended paragraph insert the following: 

**Construction and steam macinery: On accountof the hulls and outfits of 
vessels and steam machinery of vessels heretofore or herein authorized, 
$5,055,025 and from this amount there shall be paid all speed J gm re upon 
new naval vessels earned previous to January 1,1 and which remain 
unpaid at this date, the amount of such speed premium in each case being 
according to the official report in the trial of each vessel approved by the 
Secretary of the Navy.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

A. P, GORMAN, 
JOSEPH ©. 8S. BLACKBURN, 
EUGENE HALE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
AMOS J. CUMMINGS, 
J. A. GEISSENHAINER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. MANDERSON. There were a gcohmany points of disa- 

reement between the two Houses on the nav 

ill. That is evident not only from the RecorD but from the 
conference report. Under the custom which obtains with refer- 
ence to conference reports, they might as well be written in 
Sanscrit as in the form which they assume when they come to 
the twq Houses of Congress. It is utterly impossible to ascer- 
tain from the reading of a conference report, or even from its 
examination after it has been printed, what have been the agree- 
ments or the disagreements between the two Houses. 

[ hope the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], who of 


appropriation | 
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course is entirely familiar with the bill, will explain to the | 
Senate what has been given away of the Senate’s action in con- | 


ference and what has been held to, and the main points of the 
conference report, so that they may be understood, I know 
rticularly a matter that one of my colleagues in the House of 
tepresentatives was particularly interested in, who came to me 


about it this morning, that is in reference to the appointment | 


of cadets to the Naval Academy where there has been a failure 
to appoint from the Congressional district or someone has 
been appointed from outside of the district. Iam unable to 
ascertain from hearing that report read what has been done in 
that behalf. There are other matters of interest which I think 
ought to be explained, and I hope the Senator from Maryland 
will give us an explanation. 

Mr. GORMAN. Icean go over all the amendments in the bill 
if the Senator desires; but I will answer the Senator in the mat- 
ter to which he has just alluded as to the appointment of cadets 
to the Naval Academy. The provision stands substantially as 
the bill came from the House in that respect, the Senate reced- 
ing from the amendment offered by the Senator’s colleague [Mr. 
ALLEN] requiring actual residence of two years in the district. 
Otherwise the provision stands substantially as it came from the 
House. 

As to the remainder of the disagreements, the first amend- 
ment was on page 2, which provided for the appointment of offi- 
cers who had been appointed to any corps of the Navy after 
serving in a different branch of the Navy, should have the ben- 
efits of their previous service in the same manner asif they had 
re'ntered the Navy. That provision the conferees of the Senate 
receded from, as it only embraced eighteen officers. 

The remainder of the bill is substantially as it passed the 
Senate. 

The report was concurred in. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 4609) to establish a uniform system of bank- 
ruptey was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

IMPROVEMENT OF SAUGATUCK HARBOR, MICHIGAN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing concurrent resolution from the House of Representa- 
tives; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be requested to furnish the House with an estimate of the 
probable cost of completing the improvement of Saugatuck Harbor, Michi- 
gan, under the project of 1867, as modified in 1869, 1870, 1875, 1882, and the im- 
peeveeate recommended in the report of the Chief of Engineers for the 
year 1893. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disa- 
greed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6937) 
making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for 
the fiscal year ending June 30,1895, asked a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Hatcu, Mr. FORMAN, and Mr. WAUGH man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 

action of the House of Representatives on the amendments of 


the Senate to the agricultural Oy rer bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair) 
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laid befere the Senate the action of the House of Represent, 
tives disagreeing to the amendments of the Senate to the }j)) 
(H. R. 6937) making appropriations for the Department of \.. 
riculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and asking ¢, 

a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of th, 
two Houses thereon. 

Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate insist upon its an, 
ments, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, »nd ae. 
cede to the request of the House for a conference on the dis 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authori/oq 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and \r 
CALL, Mr. Brice, and Mr. CULLOM were appointed. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr.CALL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera. 
ion of House bill 6913, being the Indian appropriation bill, 

t The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committes 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6913) making 
appropriations for current and contingent expenses of the In. 
dian Department, and fulfilling treaty stipulations with vari 
Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and { 
other purposes, which had been reported from the Committe 
on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with th 
formal reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection the forma 
reading will be dispensed with and the bill will be read for ac. 
tion upon the amendments reported by the Committee on <p. 
propriations as they may be reached in the reading. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriation 
wa3, on page |, line 9, before the word ‘‘agents,” to strik« 
‘fifty-six’ and insert ‘‘ fifty-seven;” so as to make the c! 
read: 

For pay of fifty-seven agents of Indian affairs at the following-n 
agencies, at the rate respectively indicated 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 7, after the w 
‘‘agents,” to strike out: 

And also provided, That the Pueblo and Jicarilla Agency, New Mex 
hereby abolished and consolidated with the Southern Ute Agency, Col: 

And in line 11, after the word “ dollars,” to strike out: 


And all provisions of law fixing compensation for Indian agents in ex 
of that herein provided are hereby repealed, and all offices in the Iniian 
service not herein provided for are hereby abolished. 

So as to make the clause read: 


Provided, That the foregoing appropriations shall not take effect n 
come available in any case for or during the time in which any officer of the 
Army of the United States shall be engaged in performance of the duti: 
Indian agent at any of the agencies above named: Provided, further, Tha 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, with the rere of the Secretar: 
the Interior, may devolve the duties of any Indian agency upon the sup: 
intendent of the Indian training school located at such agency, wheneve 
his judgment such superintendent can properly perform the duties of s 
agency. And thesuperintendent upon whom such duties devolve shal! ¢ 
bond as other Indian agents. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next ameadment was, on page 7, line 17, after the w 
dollars,” to insert ‘‘ but no person ar by the Unit 
States and paid for any other service shall be paid for inte: 
preting;” so as to make the clause read: 


For the payment of necessary interpreters, to be distributed in the dis 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior, $10,000; but no person ees by 
United States and paid for any other service shall be paid for interpre’! 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 8, to insert: 

For pay of one superintendent of Indian schools, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 2, to inser' 


For necessary traveling expenses of one superintendent of Indian scho 
including telegraphing and incidental expenses of inspection and inves! 
gation, $1,500: Provided, That he shall be allowed $3 per day for tra\ 
expenses when actually on duty in the fleld, exclusive of cost of transpo! 
tion and sleeping-car fare: And provided, That he shall perform such 
duties as may be imposed upon him by the Commissioner of Indian A! 
subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 24, to ince 

For the aepeonee of the commission of citizens, serving without com) 
sation, appointed by the President under the provisions of the fourths 
tion of the act of April 10, 1869, 95,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 15, after the wers 
“for purposes of,” to strike out ‘‘erection” and insert ‘edict 
tion;” so as to make the clause read: 

For 5 per cent interest on 200,000, for purposes of education, per °'*‘4 
article of treaty of August 7, 1856, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 19, line 23, after the word 
“authorize,” to strike out ‘‘in his discretion;” so as to make the 
proviso read: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to pay per 
capita in cash to the Lowa Indians in Oklahoma the silin of #24,000, appropri- 
ated by she act of February 13, 1891, asa partial payment to them for certain 
jJands in Oklahoma ceded to the United States, in lieu of expending the 
same for their benefit. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 17, after the word 
“ninety-three,” to strike out ‘‘and:” in line 18, after the word 
‘‘ninety-four,” to insert ‘“‘and June thirtieth, 1895;" and on 
page 26, line 3, before the word “cents,” to strike out “ four 


thousand one hundred and sixty-two dollars and sixty” and in- | 


sert ‘‘six thousand two hundred and forty-three dollars and 
ninety; ” so as to make the clause read: 


POTTAWATOMIES OF INDIANA AND MICHIGAN, 


For this amount due certain Pottawatomie Indians of Indiana and Mich- 
igan, being their proportion ($2,081.30) of the perpetual annuities (#22.30)) 
due the Pottawatomie Nation under various treaties, for the years ending 
June 30, 1893, June 30, 1834, and June 30, 1895,as ascertained by the judgment 
of the Supreme Court of the United States pronounced in the case of the 
Pottawatomie Indians of rn and Indiana against the United States, 
on the 17th day of April, 1893, and which annuities were not embraced in the 
judgment aforesaid, $6,243.90. 

The amendment was agreed to. y 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 13, after the word 
‘'ninety-one,” to strike out tne following proviso: 

Provided, That the restrictions in patents issued to the Citizens’ Band of 
Pottawatomies and Absentee Shawnee Indians over 21 years of age, are 
hereby waived subject tosuch rules and regulations as may be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Interior, with the approval of the President of the 

nited States, as to lands owned by them in severalty in Oklahoma, it be- 
ing understood that they shall only dispose of lands which they hold in ex- 
cess of 80 acres each; except where said Indians are nonresidents of Okla- 
homa, they shall have the power to sell all of said lands. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to have some explanation as to 
why the provision inserted by the other House isto be stricken 
out. I understand that it has the recommendation of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does not have the recommendation of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. I will send to the desk, 
however, a substitute which the committee proposes in lieu of 
the words striken out, which is inthe exact language of the rec- 
ommendation of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. If the 
Senator from Connecticut will turn to the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, with the substitute as it is read, he will 
see that it is an exact covy of it. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The amendment will be stated. ; 

The SECRETARY. In lieu of the part proposed to be stricken 
out, insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That any member of the Citizen Band of Pottawatomie Indians 


and of the Absentee Shawnee Indians of Oklahoma, to whom a trust patent 
has been issued under the provisions of the act approved February &, 1887 


(24 Stats., 388), and being over 21 years of age, may sell and convey any por- | 


tion of the land covered by such patent in excess of 80 acres, the deed of con- 
veyance to besubject to ——_ by the Secretary of the Interior under such 

es and regulations as he may prescribe, and that any Citizen Pottawato- 
mie not residing upon his allotment, but being a legal resident of another 
State or Territory, may in like manner sell and convey all the land covered 
by said patent, and that upon the approval of such deed by the Secretary of 
the Interior the title to the land thereby conveyed shall vest in the grantee 
therein named, and the land sold and conveyed under the provisions of this 
act shall upon proper recording of the deeds therefor, be subject to taxation 
as other lands in said Territory, but neither the lands covered by such pat- 
ents not sold and conveyed under the provisions of this act, or any improve- 
ments made thereon, shall be subject to taxation in any manner by the Ter- 
ritorial or local authorities during the period in which said lands shall be 
held in trust by the United States. 


Mr. PLATT. Since the Senator from Missouri answered me, | 


as I thought, somewhat curtly-——— 
Mr. COCKRELL. Notatall. If 1 said anything that was not 


in the most kindly manner I beg pardon, for I certainly meant | 


nothing curt. 

Mr. PLATT. The proposition of the committee as it stood 
in the bill was to strike out theentire provision and allowing the 
lands to be sold, and I knew that the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs had recommended a sale of the lands. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We struck it out because we did not have 
the substitute. We wanted to get the recommendation of the 


Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and we also desired to report | 


the bill at once. 
Mr.PLATT. This is entirely satisfactory to me. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to | 


the amendment striking out and inserting. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Is the Senate entertaining 
amendments, or are we togothrough with the committee amend- 
ments first? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate is acting upon the 
amendments of the committee as they are reached in the reading. 
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The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 30, after line 
15, to strike out: 

lor permanent annuity, for educational purposes, per fourth article of 
treaty of August 3, 1795, and third article of treaty of May 10, 1854, $1,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, aftor line 19, to strike out: 

For permanent annuity, in specie, for elucational purposes, per fourth 
articie of treaty of September 2), 1817, and third article of treaty of May 10, 
1854, #2,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextumendmentwas on page 3), after line 24, to strike out: 

lor interest, at 5 per cent, on 7.0,000, for educational purposes, per third 
article of last named treaty, $2,000; in all, $5,009. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 2, to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to 
place on the books of the Treasury Department, to the credit of the Chero- 
kee Nation of Indians. the sum of $100,000, being the va.ue of aunuities of the 
Shawnee Indians arising under their treaties of August 3, 17895, an) May 
10, 1854, transferred to the Cherokees by an agreement between the said 
tribes, dated June 7, 1869, under the provisions of article 16 of the treaty of 
July 19, 1866, with the Cherokees, the said sum to be apportioned as follows, 


namely: Cherokee national fund, $50,000: Cherokee school fund, $35,000; 
Cherokee orphan fund, $15,000; interest on these several sums at the rate of 
5 per cent per annum from July 1, 1894, to be paid under the provisions of 
the act of April 1, 1889. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, line 5, after the word 
“that,” to strike out ‘this sum” and insert ‘‘the foregoing sum 
of $1,000,000;” so as to make the clause read: 


For subsistence of the Sioux and for purposes of their civilization, as per 
agreementratified by act of Congress approved February 28. 1877, $1,000,000: 
Provided, That a sum not to exceed $5,0" may be used in completing three 
artesian wells at Pine Ridge, Rosebud, and Standing Rock Agencies, this 
amount in addition tothe sum appropriated for that purpose by «act of 
March 3, 1893: Provided, That the foregoing sum of $1,000,000 shall 
include transportation of supplies from the termination of railroad or 
steamboat transportation; and in this service Indians shall be employed 
whenever practicable: And provided further, That the numberof ritions 
issued shall not exceed the number of Indians on each reservation, and any 
excess in the number of rations issued shall be disallowed in the setttle- 
ment of the agent’s account. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 35, line 25, after the word 
‘* dollars,” to strike out the following proviso: 


Provided, That wien in pursuance of any treaty an appropriation has been 
heretofore made to erect schoolhouses for the accommodation of tke chil- 
dren of any tribe of Sioux Indians out of any fund belonging tosaid Indians 
which appropriation is still in force, the Secretary of the [Interior shall pro- 
ceed as early as practicable to erect such school buildings, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
| The next amendment was, on page 37, line 4, before the word 


ee 





‘* machines,” to strike out ‘‘ thrashing ” and insert “ threshing;” 
in line 12, before the word ‘‘appropriated,” to strike out ‘to 
be;” in line 14, after the word ‘‘extended,” to insert ‘‘ to:” and 
in the same line, after the word ‘‘ expended,” to strike out ‘‘to” 
and insert ‘for; so as to make the clause read: 


For third of ten installments, to be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior, in the removal of the Spokane Indians to the Cwur 
d’Alene Keservation, in erecting suitable houses, in assisting them in break- 
ing lands,in furnishing them with cattle, seeds, agricultural implements, 
saw and grist mills, threshing machines, mowers, clothing, and provisions; 
in taking care of the old, sick, and infirm; in affording educational facili- 
ties, and in any other manner tending to their civilization and self-support, 
as per article 5 of agreement with said Indians, dated March 18, 1887, ratified 
by act of Congress approved July 13, 1892, 88,000: Provided, That any moneys 
heretofore or hereafter appropriated for the removal of said Spokane [n- 
dians to the Coeur d’Alene Reservation shall be extended to, or expended 
for, such members of the tribe who have removed or shal! remove to the 
Colville, Spokane, or Jocko Reservations. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 17, to strike 
out: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, authorized and di 
| rected to negotiate and effect, if practicable, an agreement with the Ogden 
| Land Company, its successors or assigns, for the surrender and relinquish- 
ment to the United States of all such right, title, and interest as it may be 
found to have in and to any and all of the lands occupied by the Seneca Na 
tion of Indians in the State of New York, if any right is found to exist. Any 
agreement made hereunder to be subject to ratification by Congress 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.CALL. After line 2, page 40, I move to insert what i 
send to the desk. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


! That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, authorized to make a 
thorough investigation of the facts touching the so-called Ogden Land Com- 
pany, its organization, when and by whom formed, its continued existence 
or organization to this date, its capital stock, number of shares, amount or 
face value, where and by whom held, its liabilities and assets, and the orig 

inal history of the —_——_ claim of said company to any of the lands of the 
Seneca Nation of Indians in the State of New York, and any and all ev!l- 
dences of title. and also the condition of said Indians, their progress in civi- 
lization, and fitness for citizenship, their number, and system of govern- 
men., and the propriety of allotting their lands in severalty, and to make to 
Congress a full report of such suggestions and recommendations as ke may 
deem proper in view of all the facts ascertained. 
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Mr. PLATT. 


It was impossible to catch the meaning of the 
amendment from the reading of it. Will the Senator in charge 
of the bill please explain what is Pe et by the amendment. 


Mr. COCKRELL. There was 
by the House of Representatives: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, authorized and di- 
rected to negotiate and effect, if practicable, an agreement with the Ogden 
Land Company, its successors or assigns, for the surrender and relinquish- 
mont to the United States of all such right, title, and interest as it may be 
found to have in and to any and all of the lands occupied by the Seneca Na- 
tion of Indians in the State of New York. 

Mr. PLATT, Iam familiar with that matter. : , 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Ogden Land Company dates its exist- 
ence back prior to the Revolutionary war, or about that time. 

Mr. PLATT. [I understand all about the Ogden Land Com- 
pany; but what is it that the amendment proposes to do? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment directs the Secretary of 
the interior to investigate the whole question as to the origin 
and the continued existence of the Ogden Land Company, its 
membership, its capital in bonds and instock, and its contracts 
and rights, if any, to this land, and then whether the land 
should be allotted to the Indians in severalty, and to report the 
facts with such recommendations as ho may make, doing noth- 
ing that binds Congress. 

Mr. PLATT. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 40, line 7, be- 
fore the word ‘‘ thousand,” to insert ‘‘and ten;” so asto make the 
clause read: 

Por sup and civilization of the Apaches, Kiowas, Comanches, Wichi- 
tas, and liated bands who have been collected wpon the reservations set 
apart for their use and occupation, $110,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 8, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to purchase land and subsistence 
and other necessaries for the support of the Digger Indiaas, Central Cali- 
fornia, and for such other as may be deemed necessary for the civ- 
ilization of said Indians, $10,000.. A primary day school may be established 
and maintained out of this appropriation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 42, line 6, alter the word 
‘* dollars,” to strike out: 


e following provision inserted 


ON Se ee Dae > a as, ae 
such rules and regulations as he may deem and necessary to protect 
the interests Of the Indians and of the Unived tes, to sell or otherwise 


dispose of a quantity of timber from time to time on the Jicarilla A e 
Indian Reservation, the proceeds to be used by him in the purchase of such 
stock or other articles for the benefit of the Indians belonging thereto as 
will best tend to promote their welfare and advance them in civilization. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Fors rt and civilization of the Apache and other Indians in Arizona 
and New Mexico who have been or may be collected on reservations in New 
Mexico and Arizona, $185,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 15, after the word 
‘‘employés,” to insert ‘‘ and purchaseof farming implements and 
geed;” so as to make the clause read: 

a end civilization of the Navajo Indians, New Mexico Terri- 
tory, =e pay of employés and purchase Of farming implements and 
seed, 4, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on e 44, lime 15, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert ‘‘one-half of which sum shall be expended 
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in procuring permanent 
homes for said Indians;” so as to make the clause read: 

For support, civilization, and instruction of the Seminoles in Florida, 
$6,000, one-half of which sum shall be expended by the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs in procuring permanent homes for said Indians. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, after line 19, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to remove and rebuild the bridge 


across the Big Wind River on the Shoshone Indian Reservation, fn the State 
of Wyoming, $2,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 6, before the word 
‘*thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ five” and imsert ‘‘three;” im line 7, 
before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘three’ and insert 
‘* five,” and in the same [ after the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “‘at least one-half of this amount shall be expended for In- 
dian employés;” so as to make the clause read: 


traveling expenses of agents in Vtah, support and clviliation of Indians at 
ve expenses of agents ee see Indians at 
tntah Vality and Gusny Agencies, and pay of employés at said agen- 


cles, $5,000, in all, $8,000. 
The amendment was agreed te. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 








JULY 18 


5 


The next amendment was, on page 48, line 20, after th 
‘* Arizona,” to strike out ‘‘one thousand two hundred” , 
sert ‘‘two thousand four hundred and twenty;” so as tx 


the clause read: 





For operating and repairing the four mill at Pima Agency, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 49, to in 

For the erection of a flour and saw mill at Shoshone Agency, \\ 
and to purchase machinery therefor, $6,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, after lino 14, t 

That all persons who are in whole or in part of Indian blood o1 


who are entitied to an allotment of land upon any Indian reservati 
any law of Congress, or who claim to be so entitled to land under 


ment act or under any grant made by Congress, or who ciaim to} 
unlawfully dented or excluded from any allotment or any parcel o 
which he, she, or they claim to be lawfully entitled by virtue ofa 


Congress, may commence and prosecute or defend any action, suit 
ceeding In relation to their right thereto in the same manner as may 
by citizens of the United States. 

Mr. CALL. I move to insert as a substitute for the amend 
ment which has just been read, the clause which [ send to {| 
desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be sta: 
The SroreTarRy. It is proposed to strike out the commit: 
amendment from line 15 to lime 25, inclusive, on page 49, and in 

lieu thereof to insert: 

That all persous who are in whole or in part of Indian blood or descen 
who are eutitied to an allotment of land under any law of Congress, or w» 
claim to be soentitied to land under any allotment act or under any gran 
made by Congress, or who claim to have been unlawfully denied or exc! 1) 
trom allotment or any parcel of land to which they claim to be law/. 
entitied by virtue of any act of Congress, may commence and proseciite o; 
defend any action, suit, or proceeding in relation to thetr right thereto. i: 
ener district courts of the United States; amd said district couris ar 

by given jurisdiction to try and determine any action, suit, or pr: 
anise within therr respective jurisdictions, involving the rights 
SS in whole or in part of Indian blood or descent, to any allotment 
and under any law or treaty, and the judgment or decrees of any suc) cour 
in faver of any claimant to an allotment of land shall have the same ! 
when certified to the Secretary of the Interior, asif such allotm 
had been allowed and approved by him. 

Mr. PLATT. It is very difficult to get at the exact meaning 
of the amendment as it was read at the desk, owing to the con 
fusion in the Chamber; but I am afraid that, unless an exce; 
tion be made, the Cherokee Indians will think that in some wa 
or other it affects or may affect the question of what is called 
the intruders in the Indian country. they should think that 
this provision in any way relates to the lands there upon which 
the intruders have settled in the past or maysettle in the futur: 
it would utterly prevent any negotiations on their part wi 
what is called the Dawes Commission. I suggest that there 
added to the amendment these words: 

But this provision shall not apply to any lands now held by either « 
five civilized tribes. 

Mr. CALL. There is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amen. 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the amendmen 

But this provision shall not apply to any lands now held by either 
five civilized tribes. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. This is an amendment to the amendment 0! 
ferred by the Senator from Florida, and I should like to have 
that amendment again stated at the desk. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment offered by the Senator 
from Florida is just the same as theamendment reported by the 
committee, which is printed in the bill, except that it provides 
for the proceeding in the proper district court of the Unite: 
States. 


Mr. DOLPH. I think there is an omission before the w 
“district court.” Let the amendment be again stated 4 
amended. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated 
as amended. 
‘The Secretary read as follows: 


That all persons who are in whole or in part of Indian blood or descc 
who are entitled to an allotment of land under any law of Congress, or W"° 
claim to be so entitled to land under any allotment act, or under any £T4! 
made by . or who ciaim to have been unlawfully denied or exciucr! 
from any allotment, or any parcel of land to which they claim to be +3" 
fully entitled by virtue of any act of Congress, may commence and pros® 
cute or defend any action, suit, or mg in relation to their rg4 
thereto in proper district courts of the United States. 


Mr. DOLPH. There is an omission there. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The word “the” should be inserted before 
the word “proper.” 











1894. 


—< 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That correction will be made, 
in the absence of objection. The reading of the amendment 
will be continued. . 

The Secretary continued the reading, as follows: 

In the proper district courts of the United States, and safd district courts 
are hereby given jurisdiction to try and determine any action, suit, or pro 
ceeding arising within their respective jurisdictions, involving the rights of 
any person, in whole or in partof Indian blood or descent, to any allotment 
of land under any law or treaty; and the judgment or decree of any such 
court in favor of any claimant to an allotment of land shall have the same 
effect, when y certified to the Secretary of the Interior, as if such al- 
lotment had allowed and approved by him; but this provision shall not 
apply to.any lands now held by either of the five civilized tribes. 


Mr. DOLPH. I wish to suggest that except in bankruptcy 
cases and in some other exceptional cases, the district courts 
are not given civil jurisdiction. Suits of this character are 
usually brought in the circuit court. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It would be more appropriate to bring the 
suits in the district court in the beginning. This amendment 





poses to give express jurisdiction, and it was prepared by the | 


manissioner of Indian Affairs, so that there might be no ques- 
tion as to the place where the suits should be brought. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think I am quite as familiar with the practice 
dn the United States courts as the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs. By this provision a question might be raised when there 
is an _— in a civil case about where it is to go, and all that 
sort of e. The district judges serve as circuit judges, and 
try all the cases in the circuit court; but I think, as a rule, it 
would be better to make these cases triable in the circuit court 
as similar cases are. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well, let that go in. 

Mr. DOLPH. [Ifthere benoobjection, let the word “district,” 
where it oceurs in the amendment, be changed to “circuit.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. [It is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘dis- 
trict” where it cccurs amd insert the word ‘“‘circnit;” so as to 
reed “‘cireuit courts of the United States.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to, 


Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I have a number of memorials | 


bearing upon this bill, which I have received in my mail te-day, 
and I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to present them 
at this time. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. CALL. No objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the memorials will be received. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I will state that these memo- 
rials, I understand, origimated with the Patriotic Order of Sons 
of America and affiliated organizations. The one I have in my 
hand is from citizens of Clinton County, Pa. The first signers 
I notice are the superintendent of the public schools of that 
county and the ex-superintendent. 

The memorialists state that they remonstrate against the vio- 
lation of the American principle of ‘‘separation of church and 
state,” which is involved in making appropriations for or con- 
— with agents of sectarian institutions for Indian educa- 

on. 

They emphatically protest against the passage in its present 
form of the pending Indian appropriation bill, as that bill specifi- 


cally appropriates Government moneys for various sectarian | 


schools or undertakings, and permits the Indian Department to 
contract with others. Therefore, upon the bill itself, and par- 
ticularly upon the provisions referred to, they ask that a yea- 
and-nay vote may be taken, believing that the citizens of the 
country have the right to know what Senators favor this class 
of education for the nation’s wards. 

They call the attention of the Senate very particularly to the 
resolutions of various church societies in opposition to the bill, 
and petition us to change the pending bill by adopting an 
amendment similar to the one offered by Representative GEAR, 
which, in substanee, provides for a system of Government 
schools for advancing education among 
of the American free-school system, and the memorialists ask 


the influence and votes of the Senate for ‘“‘the Government 
schools only.” 


In addition to this memorial of L. M. Patterson and 60others, | 


of Clinton County, Pa., I also mt the memorials of E. C. 
Miller and 51 others, afHoutadele, Pa: of W. F. Werley and 25 
others, of Lehigh County, Pa.; of E. F. Becker and 58 others. of 
Lancaster, Pa., and of Fev. J. M. Spangler and 52 others, of 
Cambria County, Pa., all remonstrating against the present 
—— of sectarian Indian education receiving governmental 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The amendment will be | 


men at nonration agencies, #140,000. 
| 


Indians on the basis | 
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| The petitions will be received 
and laid on the table, the bill having been reported. 

Mr. QUAY. In pursuance of the suggestion from the Patri 

otic Order of Sons of America their councils, as well 





ln one ol 


as of the memorials I have presented, | move that the further 
consideration of this bill bo postponed until two weeks from to- 
day, in order that the patriotic orders of the country may bo 


| heard from. 
Mr. COCKRELL, 
President. 
Mr. PLATT. It was my intention when we should reach 
| portion of the bill, which we shall come to pretty soon, provid 
ing for denominational schools, to make some inquiries with 
reference to the policy of the Government in that respect and 
some observations on the subject 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania, to postpone the 
consideration of the bill for two weeks from to-day. 
Mr. QUAY. In order that the Patriotic Order of the S 
America may be heard from. That is part of the motion, and 
| on that I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 
The motion was not agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriation 
was, On page 51, line 2, before the word “ thousand,” to strii 


[ hope the motion will not prevail, Mr. 


out “twenty-five ’ and insert ‘‘forty;’ so as to make the cluuse 
read: 

For the service of not exceeding eight hundred and fifty privates, at $0 
per month each, and not exceeding seventy-five officers, at #15 per month 
each, of Indian police, to be employed in maintaining order and prohibi: 
ing illegal traffic im Hquors on the several Indian reservations and within 


the Territory of Alaska, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior 
for the purchase of equipments, and for the purchase of rations for police 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 6, to insert: 
Telegraphing and purchase of Indian supplies: To pay the expense of pur 
chasing goods and supplies for the Indian service and pay of necessary em 

| ployés; advertising, at rates not exceeding regular commercial rates, in 


| Spection. and ali other expenses connected therewith, including telegra; 
| img, $45,000. 
| The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 51, line 17, befove the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ fifty-seven” and insert “ seventy- 
| five;” so as to make the clause read: 
For this amount, for necessary expenses of transportation of such goods 
provisions, and other articles for the various tribes of Indians provided { 


by this act, including pay and expenses of transportation agents and ren! 
of warehouses, $275,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, line 22, before the word 
| * thousand,” to strike out “‘twenty ” and insert ‘ sixty; ” and in 
| the same line, after the word “dollars,” to insert “of which 
; amount $35,000 shall be expended in South Dakota:” so as to 
| make the clause read: 

For survey and subdivision of Indian reservations,and of lands to be al 
lotted to Indians, and to make allotments in severalty, to be expended by 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs under the direction of the Secretary of 
| _ Interior, $60,000, of which amount 895,000 shall be expended in South Da 
| kota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 23, to ins 

For surveying lands in the Indian Territory, known as those of the! 
Civilized Tribes, in conformity to the laws applicable to the public doma 
| $5,000; and any unexpended balance of the sum of 225,000 approy 
| section15 of the Indian ae act approved March 3, 1893 
made available and may be applied to the same purpose 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, 
sert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior, in his discretion, to negotiate 
through Indian inspectors of his Department with any Indians for the sur- 
render of portions of their respective reservations, any agreement thus ne 
gotiated being subject to subsequent ratification by Congress, ®5,000. 
| The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 11, to in- 
sert: 

For the purpose of conducting negotiations with the Shoshone and Arap- 
| ako Indians for the sale and relinquishment of certain portions of their 
reservation in the State of Wyoming to the United States. $2,000; and the 
Secretary of the Interior shall detail immediately one or more of the five 
| Indian inspectors to make an agreement with said Indians: /rovided, That 

any agreement entered into for said lands shall be ratified by Congress be- 

fore tt shall become binding. 








after line 6, to in- 


i 
| 


The amendment was agreed to. 

















































7620 


The next amendment was, on page 54, line 5, after the word 
* ninety,” to insert: 


And an additional sum of 83,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
to reimburse such of the fifteen other settlers whose claims are held for 
further proof, in such amounts as may be found justly due them by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. 


So as to make the clause read: 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to corey owt the provisions of an 
act of Congress approved October 1, 1890, providing for the assessment of 
damages resulting to nine hundred and forty-four settlers who went upon 
the Crow Creek and Winnebago Indian Reservation, in the now State of South 
Dakota, between the 27th day of February, 1885, and the 17th day of April, 
1885, and who were afterwards removed therefrom by the Government, the 
sum of $116,119.19, said sum being thefamount found due after careful exami- 
nation by the Secretary of the Interior and recommended by him for pay- 
ment in pursuance of said act of October 1, 1890, and an additional sum ot 
$3,000. or so much thereof as may be necessary, to reimburse such of the ff- 
teen other settlers whose claims are held for,further proof, in such amounis 
as may be found justly due them by the Secretary of the Interior. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 55, line 5, after the word 
dollars,” to strike out ‘‘the same to be immediately avail- 
able;” so as to make the clause read: 


For the purpose of continuing and completing the appraisal of improve- 
ments of intruders in the Cherokee Nation under the provisions of the act 
of March 8, 1893, 84,996. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 56, after line 15, to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, authorized to al- 
low to Eugene E. White, of Prescott, Ark., late a special United States In- 
dian agent, a credit of $165 on his two cash accounts, one for the quarter 
ending December 31, 1887, and the other for the quarter ending March 31, 
1888, and out of said amount to pay him the sum of 869.49, which is hereby 
appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 56, after line 24, to insert: 


To provide for the expenses of the five commissioners appointed to take 
a census of the Old Settlers Cherokees, $5,000, the same to be deducted from 
the amount awarded to said Indians by judgment of the Court of Claims, 
dated June 6, 1893, and reimbursed to the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 6, to strike 
out: 


For pappert of Indian day and industrial schools and the erection and re- 
pair of school buildings on Indian reservations, and for other educational 
purposes not hereinafter provided for, including the pay of the superintend- 
ent of Indian schools the salary of $2,500 with traveling expenses as pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Interlor, and pay of draftsman to be employed 
in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, $1,070,000, 820,000 of which 
may be used for the purchase of horses, cattle, sheep, goats, and swine, and 

mery, — oo and #20,000 for the transportation of pupils to and from 

ndian schools, 


And insert: 


For support of Indian day and industrial schools and for other educa- 
tional purposes not hereinafter —— for, including pay of draftsman 
to be employed in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, $1,000,000, 
of which amount the Secretary of the Interior may in his discretion use 
#5,000 for the education of Indians in Alaska; for the erection and repair of 
school buildings on Indian reservations, $40,000; for the purchase of horses, 
cattle, sheep, goats, swine, and poultry, for schools, 000; for collecting 
and transporting — to and from Indian schools, and also for the trans- 
portation of Indian pupils from all the Indian schools, except Carlisle, 
and placing of them, with the consent of their = under the care and 
control of such suitable white families as may in all respects be qualified, 
to give such pupils moral, industrial, and educational training under ar 
ranugements in which their proper care, su rt, and education shall be in 
exchange for their labor, $35,000; in all, 81,095,000. 


Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire whether the lump sum 
of $1,095,000is for the support of Government schools, or whether 














1887. | 





Na lies ocadcsnephokhasios sheennivesyesengeane? $194, 635 
hed oc es Shad bhenkenwheceabenen bespib 37,910 
Ne ek a un uekweninte bub 26, 696 
ee. er a ere ale ON wees enn netacasesisn eeaneceine 10, 410 
Alaska Training School....... dial cee eit eed on cadibis aie 4,175 
dite nih idndins ince cnbbanth Mikenennnsneetsessbeasatens 1, 890 | 
PR ces ane inn chek teh enn cnbbin dp ionane de enane bike | 27, 845 | 
RN SS RES CR ie SERIO REMIT ty Se EE OI ER 3, 340 | 
I a ae 1, 523 | 
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Appropriation for Lincoln Institution......................-...-..- 33, 400 | 
Appropriation for Hampton Institute ....................-.--...- 20, 040 
NN ink Ae Ma an an inches Ns wash b kiailin cekste cstidligesn shakes 363, 214 | 
* Discontinued. 
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some portion of it isto be used for the support of what are known 
as contract schools? 

Mr.CALL. The amendment, I understand, includes what are 
known as contract schools also. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] a 
few moments ago presented a memorial from citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, the object of which is to remonstrate against the ap- 
propriation of money by the Government for denominationa] 
schools for Indian pupils. 

1 have asimilar memorial from citizens of Middletown, Conn., 
numerously signed, protesting against appropriations to secta- 
rian schools for the education of Indians, which [ present at this 
time and ask that it lie on the table. 

a PRESIDING OFFICER. The memorial will lie on the 
table. 

Mr. PLATT. In reference to this matter, I desire to say that 
Iam, and have been for a number of years, entirely opposed to 
appropriating money for the support of denominational Indian 
schools. 1 had hoped that the policy of having all our Indian 
schools Government schools was to prevail, and that the nun- 
ber of Indian pupils in attendance upon denominational schools 
would bs reduced as rapidly as possible. It is practically im- 
possible in an appropriation bill to reduce the appropriation for 
the purpose of carrying on these schools. To refuse to appro- 

riate money in the pending bill for the denominational schools 
is to have the education of about one-third, more or less, of the 
Indian pupils of the United States stopped at once, without any 
provision being made by the Government for their educa- 
tion. 

There has been some reduction in the appropriations for de- 
nominational schools. Iam unable to ascertain from the bill, 
and I think none of the appropriation acts afford that informa- 
tion exactly, how much money is to be expended by the Govern- 
ment in any one year for the denominational schools, because 
there is a lump sum of $1,000,000 for the support of the Govern- 
ment schools, and a portion of that amount is used to support 
the denominational schools. Certain denominational schools 
are provided for specifically in the bill, and I understand other 
denominational schools are provided for from the appropriation 
of a million dollars, as the Commissioner of Indian Affairs may 
make contracts. 

The amount paid for denominational schools reached its high- 
est point in 1892, when it was $611,570. In 1893 it fell to $533,- 
241, and in the fiscal year which expired on the 30th of June 
last it was $512,435. Whether a further reduction is contem- 
plated for the present fiscal year I am unable to discover from 
the appropriations in the pending bill. There isa table in the 
report of the Commissioner of Indian Afiairs showing the ex- 
penditure for this purpose from 1887 to 1894, inclusive, which I 
will ask may be inserted in the RECORD as a part of my re- 
marks. 

The Methodists, Presbyterians, Episcopalians, and Congrega- 
tionalists have heretofore taken some official action declaring 
that they will cease to take aid from the Government in con- 
ducting the Indian schools carried on under their supervision. 
This has partially gone into effect. The Methodist denomin:- 
tion drew out, if I may use that expression, in 1892, and the 
Episcopal Church reduced the amount received from Govern- 
ment from $29,910 in 1891 to $7,020 in 1894, gradually withdraw- 
ing from the work. The attendance of pupils at Government 
schools and at contract schools is shown in table 1 of the report 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and I ask that it may be 
inserted in my remarks. 


























1aee | 1889 1890. | 1891 | 1892 | 1893 | 1894 
$221,169 | $347,672 | $956,957 | $363,349 | $394,7 $975,845 | $378, 4 
36, 500 41, 825 47, 650 44, 850 44, 310 30, 090 30. 
26, 080 29 310 28) 459 27, 271 29, 146 2%, 735 | 6 

7,500 (*) dees bewbna inden tncwalecdenvatsedanatrese<cclcoe 
a ek a Sp hl a ; 

3, 690 18, 700 24, 876 29,910 |” "23,230 4, 860 7,03 
14, 460 23, 383 23, 383 24, 743 24. 743 10, 020 10,02 
2) 500 3, 125 4, 375 4, 375 4, 875 3,75 3.75 
5, 400 5, 400 5, 400 5, 400 - 400 5, 400 5, 400 
1, 250 4,050 7, 560 9; 180 16, 200 15, 120 15, 120 
ainstaal 2,725 9, 940 6, 700 A Senna OB 

RE ee eB a +6,480 |... 

Sibel cl 275 600 1, 000 2, 000 2, 500 3, 000 
33,400} 38, 400 33, 400 83, 400 33, 400 83, 400 33, 400 
20, O40 20, 040 20; 040 20, 040 20, 040 20, 040 20, 040 
376, 264 | 512, 435 

| 


529, 905 | 502,600 | 870,218 | 611,570 | 533, 241 | 


+This contract was made in 1892 with the Board of Home Missions of the Methodist Episcopal Church. As that organization did 


not wish to make any contracts for 1893, the contract was renewed with Mrs. Daggett. 
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Enroliment and average attendance at Indian schools, 1897 to 1893. 
PNROLLED. 
| 
Kind of school. 









































| | | 
1887. 1888. | 1889. | 1890. | 1891. | 1892. | 1893. 
eat Bete al 

pa : ent schools: 

overnm : : Dic, By sel Batt a si 
P and boarding --.| 6,847 | 6,998 | 6,797 | 7,236 | 8,572 | 9,634 | 11, 126 
ae ae eee ree eereses- |} 3,115 | 3,175 | 2,863 | 2,963 2,877 | 3,481 3. 589 
Total .....-----«+----- 9, 962 |10, 173 | 9, 660 |10, 199 |11,449 13, 115 | 14,715 

act schools: Berean oe . ‘ 

One Fe cela talons | 2,763 | 3,234 | 4,038 | 4,186 | 4,282 | 4,202 | 4, 182 
FE iat ceieinenees- | 1,044 | 1,293 1, 807 | 1,004} ‘886| 839} 615 
joarding, specially ap- | | 
; vroprinted for west 564, 512] 679 | 983 | 1,309 | 1,344 | 1, 327 

ae 4,371 | 5,039 | 6,124 | 6,178 | 6,477 | 6,445 | 6,125 

Public day schools...........|......-|....... an ee ey eae [190 | 202 

Mission schools not assisted | 
by Government; board- 
ing and day pupils-......|..-----) 

Aggregate............-./14, 333 | 
EE ee aknncn cotncclnccsncolcesdsaclaswess | 





AVERAGE ATTENDANCE, 


Government schools: 














Training and boarding. .| 5,276 | 5,583 | 5,212 | 5,644 | 6,749 | 7,622 | 9, 068 
Sides 505 bacneea anes | 1,896 | 1,929 | 1,744 | 1,780 | 1,661 | 2,084 | 2, 165 
SSR ee 7,172 | 7,462 | 6,956 | 7,424 | 8,410 | 9,709 | 11,233 
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I 2,258 | 2,604 | 3,213 | 3,384 | 3,504 | 3,585 | 3,449 
een hag 604 | 786 2| 887; 502| 473| 342 
Boarding, specially ap- | | 
propriated for.......... | 486} 478) 72t| 837 | 1,172 1,208) 1,113 
Total..........-...---.| 3,348 | 3,958 | 4,596 | 4,808 | 5,178 | 5,262 | 4,904 
Public day schools. .......-.- ie Se eel eiineia a 123 
Mission schools not assisted | 
by Government -.....--..-.-.|..----- |----2+-|-----2-)-------)------- 93 | 43 
Aggregate .........--. '10, 520 |11, 420 |11, 552 [12,232 [13,588 15, 167 | 16, 303 


ee nnn Ein ih ae peal sa sdnasles sneky | 1,356 1,579 | 1,136 


This table shows that the highest number enrolled in contract 
schools was, in 1891, 6,477, while in 1893 it had fallen off about 
350, to 6,125. In the meantime the enrollment in the Govern- 
ment schools was rapidly increasing, having increased from 
11,449 in 1891 to 14,715 in 1593. 

I fully sympathize not only with the sentiment which seems 
to be extending in the country that the Government should not 
aid denominational Indiun schools, but in the wider sentiment 
that the Government ouzht not to appropriate money for any 
institutions which are carried on by sects or denominations, 
especially with regard to the teaching of Indians. I do not 
think there ought to be two systems. 

I believe that the Government system is the right system, and 
that all the Indian schoo!s ought to be Government schools. I 
do not believe that the contract schools by the different de- 
nominations have been of the service in the education of Indian 
children that the Government schools have been. It raises 
jealousy between the denominations, and more or less the dif- 
ferent religious denominations seek to inculcate religious truths 
according to their idea of what religious truth is. 

Now, in Alaska, for instance, where we are carrying on edu- 
cation, I think the education is conducted among and by eight 
different denominations, and there is continual jealousy and 
bickering among them. All this must have its effect upon the 
practicability and the efficiency of the education of the Indian 
children. I know of no reason why the Government should not 
educate ail the children, if it educates any, and I hope and have 
hoped that the policy of denominational schools might cease. 

he matter has been discussed in the Senate before. I think 
we have had assurances here, and indeed from the Indian Com- 
missioners, that the denominational schoolsshould as rapidly as 
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possible be done away with and Government schools substituted | 


in their place. Practically, it is impossible to do away with the 
contract schools all atonce without serious injury to the children 
who are being educated in them, but the policy of doing away 


with them ought to be adopted by Congress, and they should | 


gradually be abandoned. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Perhaps the remark made by the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut a moment ago answers the question I rose 
to propound. [ wish to ask the Senator from Connecticut if 
there is any substantial reason why we might not provide that 
no part of the appropriation of $1,000,000 should be used for de- 
nominational schools. Would s:ch a proviso attached to the 


en work hardship or conflict with contracts now 
made? 


am 
we 


2] 


Mr. PLATT. The difficulty about it is that all these schools 
are in operation, the childrenare attending them, and the build- 
ings in many instances are owned by the denominations. The 
Government has no buildings at the places where the schools 
are conducted, and to cut off the appropriations suddenly would 
simply prevent the education of the children whoare now being 
educated in the contract schools. It will break up the schools 
until such a time as the Government can establish schools to 
take charge of the children who are now being educated in the 
contract schools. 

That is the difficulty. if it were not for that I should be in 
favor of a provision that from this moment the contract-school 
system should be abolished, and the entire education of Indian 
children carried on by the Government. But in thinking about 
this matier and considering it,as we have considered it, it does 
not seem practicable to discontinue the practice by a provision 
upon an appropriation bill when the system is in operation, and 
when it must either be appropriated for or the education of the 
children cease. 

It depends largely upon the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
whetherthe policy shall be restricted. He has a certain sumof 
money to expend for the education of children, not specially pro- 
vided for in the act, and a portion of thatsum goes to support 
contract schools which are not specifically provided for in the 
act. The Commissioner can gradually withdraw these con- 
tracts,and I believe the sentimentof the country, the sentiment 
of all denominations of Christians, is against continuing the sys- 
tem of schools carried on by the denominations. I think itisa 
great mistake that they were ever instituted at all. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, in connection with the general 
subject I send to the desk and ask to have read a communica- 
tion to me from the officers of the Women’s National Indian 
Association and the Universal Peace Union. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as 
requested, if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

1823 ARCH ST., PHILADELPHIA, Juné 7, 1894, 

DEAR Sik: The Universal Peace Union having examined the Indian ap- 
propriations bill reported in the House of Representatives April 30, earn 
estly requests that you will present in the United States Senate the urgent 
protest of this Union against the proposed reduction, by #70,000, of the 
amount for day and industrial schools named as necessary by the honor 
able Secretary of the Interior, and also against the reduction by, $150,000, of 
the appropriation needed for the current fiscal year, as well as against the 
clauses hampering the use of educational funds when appropriated. 

We also protest against the reduction, by $16,000, of the appropriation for 
the Carlisle Indian School, and against the diminution of the total sum for 
all Indian schools, by over $315,900, or more than €23! ,00) less than the amount 
named as necessary by the Secretary of the Interior. 

All these reductions would, we know from long observation of the needs 
of the Indian service, be disastrous to Indian education and civilization, and 
therefore this society, with its wide membership and world-wide influence, 
as Well as the raany societies included in your own constituency, will be 
grateful to you for your influence, efforts, and vote against these proposed 
reductions. 

Second. Permit us, sir. on the other hand, to ask you to present an ex 
pression of our profound gratitude that our Government seven years ago by 
legislation pledged itself to the policy of Indian education and civilization, 
and this in order to fitour In lian tribes for the radical and permanent econ- 
omy of self-support and United States citizenship, and to say that it is be- 
cause such a policy is the only economical one that we should regard the 
above proposed reductions, if granted, as in effect a criminal extravagance. 

Third. We beg you, sir, to say for us, in view of the true national econ- 
omy of Indian industrial education and its resulting self-support, that, in- 
stead of a diminution of Indian appropriations, we would urge the small 
increase needed to provide schools for all Indians of school age. and that we 
emphatically urge adequate provision for the retention of all the inspectors, 
superintendents, and field matrons, and for the continuance of all the facil- 
ities now employed for Indiar civilization and education, not one of which 
is yet more than alequate; and, lastly, that there may be the usual appro 
priation for the expenses of the Board of Indian Commissioners, whose 
vigilance and uncompensated services have saved to our Government many 
hundreds of thousands of dollars, many antagonisms, and been so import- 
ant and inexpensive a factor in Indian progress. 

We are, sir, for the Universal Peace Union, 

Yours, respectfully, 
y AMELIA S. QUINTON, 
President Women's National Indian Association. 
THOMAS J. WHITNEY 
Vice-President Universal Peace Union 
FRANK E. CARSON, 
Secretary Universal Peace Union, Committee 

Hon. M. 8S. QuAY, United States Senator. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of 
the bill whether it is true, as stated in the communication which 
has just been read, that there has been a serious reduction in the 
amount of money to be appropriated for Indian education. 

Mr. CALL. There has been a reduction, but L am not pre- 
pared to state the total amount of the reduction. There has 
been a reduction in special cases where it is believed, according 
to the statements of the Commissioner and the other evidence 
before the committee, that the schools are not well attended, 
and that the expenditure is not required to the full extent of 
former appropriations. There are speciil reasons in each case 
which would have tobe investigated beforeany conclusion would 
be arrived at with regard to the correcin s3 0 that statement. 
There have been reductions all along the line, but as to the 
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echools, it has generally been in cases where there has been a 
nonattendance of pupils and the establishment of other schools, 
which, in the opinion of the Commissioner and the committee, 
render larger appropriations unnecessary. 

Mr. PLATT. The communication from the president of the 
Women’s National Indian Association and the vice-president 
and the secretary of the Universal Peace Union makes the state- 
ment that the diminution of the total sum for all Indian schools 
is $315,000, or more than $231,000 less than the amount named as 
necessary by the* Secretary of the Interior. It would hardly 
seem that a reduction of $315,000 less than the amount appro- 
priated last year for Indian education could be accounted for by 
diminution of appropriations in cases of schools where there 
has been a nonattendance of scholars. < 

The pupils in Government schools increased in 1891, 1,549; in 
in 1892 over 1891, 1,981; in 1893 over 1892, 1,210. We have not 
the figures for 1894. But these figures show that there has been 
a gradual increaseof Indian scholars, and 1 do not think there 
ought to be such a reduction. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is the appropriation of $1,095,000 made in 
the bill $231,000 less than was given last year? 

Mr.PLATT. No; less than the amount recommended by the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is $231,000 less than theamount named by 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. President, speaking frankly, I do not believe that such 
a reduction is necessary. I do not believe it is justified by 
the circumstances. With the report of an increase in attend- 
ance and the general protest of the people who make a special 
study of the matter of Indian education and Indian progress 
against it, I think we ought to have some fair ex ation as to 
why the Secretary of the Interior is cut down $231,000. He is 
not to be charged with any undue sentimentality. It is not a 
mere fancy on his that he recommends this sum of money. 
It is to be supposed that this Administration selects a specially 
capable man. 

Mr. PLATT. 
amount $75,000. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs is a ca- 
pable man, and knows what he is about. As my colleague sug- 
gests to me, after the Secretary has cut down the appropriation 
$75,000, then the committee cuts it down $231,000. 

Now, one of their reductions is in the appropriation for the 
Carlisle school. That is one of the schools which are a credit 
to American civilization. Capt. Prattis like the late Gen. Arm- 
strong, of Hampton, a man marvelously fitted for that kind of 
work. While he is full of what you may choose to call a senti- 
mental enthusiasm upon this matter as Armstrong was, yet, like 
Armstrong, he isemphatically a man of*what in common par- 
lance is called horse sense. He is not wasting any money. He 
is making a profound impression upon a large body of Indian 
vouths, who go back to their homes, and if 10 per cent of them 
zm = devil after they go home the money is still well in- 
vsted. 

{ think it is a shame for the American people to go backward 
openly by a legislative decree in this splendid work. These 

ple are our wards. We have done a great deal of foolish 
work in endeavoring to take care of them; but we happen to 
have been on the right track in this matter, and I am sure that 
the Democratic party will make nothing in the estimation of the 
morality and Christian civilization of this country by cutting 
down the Carlisle school, or by refusing to give the Secretary 
of the Interior by $231,000 as much as he wants after he has re- 
duced his recommendation $75,000. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, it is obviously impossible toform 
any intelligent judgment of the correctness of the action of the 
committee in this he without examining each individual 
case. Whether a specific sum of money should be appropriated 
toa particuiar school depends upon the Seeeny of that school, 
upon the number of pupils now and prospectively in the imme- 
diate future to be there, and it dependsupon otherschools. The 
various circumstances connected with each school will vary the 
appropriation from year to year. So in the large number of 
schools for which this a eee is made it is impossi*"= to 
judge of the reasons which actuated a majority of thecomi .ce 
without going to each particular school and considering the cir- 
cumstances attending it. 

The committee, however, acted upon the idea that the smallest 
amount of money which was capable of being used efficiently 
was the proper sum to appropriate in each case. It is obvious 
that unless we choose to go through the whole of the items, 
whether the aggregate amount shall be ascertained to be the 
correct amount or whether the estimate was the correct amount, 
that was the judgment of the committee as to each particular 
school making up the aggregate amount, which was reduced. 


The Secretary of the Interior cut down the 
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With regard to the appropriation for the Carlisle scho 
is a proper subject of inquiry here. The chairman of the 
mittee on Appropriations will explain the reasons why the 
mittee acted as it did in this particular instance. I wish ty 
a word in reference to the sectarian schools, as they 
inated. 

Mr. PLATT. May I inquire a little 
lisleschool? Ican not understand that. 
the Carlisle school has been cut down. 
an increase of $5,000. The item in last 
is as follows: 

For support of Indian industrial school at Carlisle, Pa., at 1 
ing $167 for each pupil, for transportation of pupils to and f: 
school, and for the repair of buildings, $105,000; with additional pa 
tary officer acting as superintendent, $1,000: Provided, That not1 
$5,000 of this amount shall be used in ees buildings: <A) 
Jurther, That no more Indian children shall enter and be educate 
ported at said school who have not attended some other school fo 
of at least three years; in all, $106,000. 

The item on page 60 of the bill reads as follows: 


For support of Indian industrial school at Carlisle, Pa., at not e 
$167 for each pupil, for transportation of pupils to and from Carli 
and for the repair of buildings, $105,000; for additional pay of mi! 
cer acting as superintendent, #1,000; in all, $106,000, 


So I donot see why the appropriation is not precisely t! 


further about t) 
The appropri: 

The committe 

year’s appropri: 


| as it was last year. 


Mr. CALL. Itis. There was no reduction for the ( 
school. 
Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from Florida in charg: 


bill state what was the estimate for the present year {: 
Carlisle school? What was the amount recommended 
Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian 
fairs? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will read the estimate: 

Support of Indian schools, #1,000,000; transportation, $10,000; suyx 
dent, 31,000; repairs, $5,000; $116,000. 

Mr. PLATT. It was then cut down $10,000 from the 


Some question was made here in regard tothe appropriat 
in the bill, as there always is, for what is termed denomina 
schools, The committee had before it the protests of dit 
denominations and associations from various portions o 


country against any appropriations for what the memoriu:lis' 


term denominational or sectarian schools. The present ( 
missioner of Indian Affairs, aswell as the former Commissio: 
have endeavored to prevent any increase in appropriations { 
what are termed denominational schools. The policy o! 1 
Government does not recognize different religious sects, and 1 
policy of the administration of the Indian Department has 
to make no recommendation of appropriations for differen! 
nominations. 

These appropriations are not to sectarian or denominati 
schools, but according to the estimate and the report of the ( 
missioner there have been schools throughout the count) 
tablished by citizens of the United States out of their own m: 
in different portions of the Indian Territory. They are « 
table associations, and in the absence of an adequate pro\ 
on the part of the Government and for the purpose, I su; 
of avoiding the very greatly increased expense of assumin: 
entire burden of education, and to encourage by the po! 
the Government these charitable efforts, contracts have 
made not with denominations, not with any particular fo 
religious belief, but with citizens of the United States, m: 
former Administrations and continued down from one A 
tration to another. 

No adequate provision being made for the education of | 
tire body of the Indians,I presume it was found best 
stated by the Senator from Connecticut, not to disconti: 
ruptly the appropriations where charitable institutions | 
kind undertake to take care of the Indian children but ‘ 
vide an education for them without any knowledge, or 10) 

uiry, or any reference to whether it was an Episcopalian 
Methodist, or a Baptist, or aCatholic institution. Dealin 
itas an agency Offering to educate these children as citi: 
the United States associated for these charitable purpos: 
not looking into the question whether they are of one ! 
religious belief or of any form of religious belief, the ! 
thorizes the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissi: 
make contracts for the education of these children. 

Under this theory the schools were established; the p' 
Administration finds they are in operation just asthey 
fore; and in the absence of any other provision andin the | 
est of economy it has been thought proper that these cont 
shall be made to do what? To earry out the existing con 
— rest upon the pledged faith of the Government mo! 
ess. 
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This I understand to be the justification of these appropria- 


tions. , trib i 
schools not in money but by appropriating certain sums of mone) 
to pay for the education of these children. They are in exist- 
ence and there is no adequate provision, and can not be, until 
some system shall be adopted looking intothe future and taking 
effect in the future by which if itis possible to do so you can pro- 
hibit these denominational institutions from their voluntary use 
of their own money going into those sections of the country and 
educating the Indian children. 

I find in the report of the Superintendent of Indian Schools 
the following: 

Im a previous annual report I said it was my opinion that as a w hole the 
Government schools were the best, in respect to real scholarship. There 
are some very excellent contract schools, conducted by Presbyterians 
Episcopalians, Roman Catholics, and Congregationalists; but none of them 
are quite equal to the best Government schools, though a few are not much 
behind. It is safe to say that the general average of the Government 
schools is above the general average of the contract schools. : 

IT have little sympathy with the complaint that “religious exercises take 
too much time in the contract schools,” and that inthe RomanCatholic 
schools “about all the children learnare prayers, the catechism, aud a little 
fancy work.” Ihave heard this charged ad nauseam. In a few cases the 
charge has been justified by the facts; but in almostail cases. if Imay ac- 
cept the statements made to me, but little time in school hours is occupied 
with such exercises, particularly with the catechism. In a few instances, I 
have found occasion to object to the amount of time devoted to the cate- 
chism, and in no instance have my objections’ been discourteously 
treated. I donot think it the purpose of the Government, solong as it ac- 
cepts the contract schools as they are conducted, to severely disparage the 
caligiows exercises. The prayers, scripture passages, and religious songs 
are helpful, not only in teaching the English words, but also elevated senti- 
ments. 


That I understand to be the policy in regard to this bill as in 
all former appropriation bills for the Indian Department. 


* ae 3 x eS Ca * 


Bishop Whipple, a Protestant, whose life has been devoted to 
the Indians, a minister of the gospel distinguished for his learn- 
ing, his piety, and his eminent ability, opposed to sectarian or 
denominational schools, in a speech which is appended to the 
report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Mr. Browning—a 
valuable and interesting report—says: 

T have tried to make it the rule of my life that never, under any possible 
circumstances, would I be a party to presenting a divided Christianity to 
heathen folk. There was at this time a noble mission among the Sioux in 
the care of the Presbyterian Church, under the charge of two men, uncan- 
onized saints. I allude to the venerable Dr. Williamson and the Rev. Dr. 
Riggs. They hadanoble mission among the upper Sioux, but there were 
2,500 Indians among the lower Sioux, where there was no mission: and when 
three of their chiefs came to me and said, ““We have sold the Government 
800,000 acres of our reservations, and we have waited for four years, and 
have not received one single penny, and we are entitled to $8,000 a year for 
schools, and that money has been expended for six years, and yet there is 
not among our people a single child who has ever learned to read,’’ I said 
that I would plant a mission there. 

For two years, twice each year, I visited the Indiancountry. In the Ojib- 
way country I traveled from 500to 1,000 miles each year on foot or in a birch- 
bark camoe. Lsawvery little fruit. We gathered a little Christian com- 

any, and there were some gleamsof light. Then there came thatawful In- 

ian massacre. Eight hundred white peopie slept in nameless graves. I sup- 
one that our missionaries were murdered, and I never can forget the anx- 
ety of heart as I sat in my study, with the tears running down my cheeks; 
and, when she who was more than my right arm, who is waiting for me now 
in Paradise, came and put her arms around my neck, and said, “Henry, you 
have ee something.” I said, ‘‘ What, my dear?” ‘“ You have forgot- 
ten that it is your business to do the work, and God will take care of the 
harvest.”” And sol began again. When we heard from the Indian country, 
so far as 1 know, there was not a single Christian Indian of the Presbyterian 
orot our own mission who was not as true as steel to his profession. 

I know one man who comes to visit me still, an old man, who was a Chris- 
tian. When Little Crow said he was going to join the English, and they 
would wipe out the people of Minnesota, this man said: “Tell them the 
truth. Tell them these English are ruled by a squaw who would nottouch 
her little finger to his bloody hand.”” And they cried out,‘‘Shoothim!” He 
= his coat, and said, “Shoot!” But they saved 200 white women and 
children from death, and a fate worse than death. When we heard of their 
fidelity, we were overpaid a thousandfold. 

But it was in that case as it has always been, that the hostile element were 
given rations, and were removed and eared for. And these men who had 
shown their bravery at the risk of their lives were left to the charge of the 
cold world or to starve. 

Inever shall forget the time when the Government re in my care the 
Sisseton Indians, who belong largely to the mission of the Presbyverian 
Church. There was a conflict between the two Houses of Congress. ‘Shere 
Was no confidence in the Indian agent. Money had been squandered. One 
day someone said: “Bishop Whipple has been living near those Indians. 

us - the money in his care; he will not steal it.” And, to my sur- 
os ound myself in charge of a large body of Indians outside of my 
I telegra, that I could not take the responsibility. I went to 
Washington, but had adjourned; and the Secretary said, ‘If you 
do not take this money and help the Indians, they will starve to death.” 
When I reached the squeee tho old Indian, Simon mani, rose, trem- 
bling in every limb, and tears running down his ¢ 9, said: ‘‘For 
days and days the earth haa been iron, and the sky is as if it were iron, and 
we have cried, and God did not hoar or answer, we have reached out our 
hands, and we could not take hold of g. We have looked into the 
— of the Christian men at last, and I believe the Great Spirit has saved 
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There is another matter that I hardly know what to sa 
sometimes afraid that we have made a eaten mistake; cnlthen aie 
is al safe to stand nm principle. I believe that every Christian man in 
the U: States should avoid anything that looks like an alliance between 
state and church. Almost all of the religious bodies have voluntarily re- 
uished the aid which the Government gives totheir schools. Theschool 
at Santee Agency is not there to teach Pres’! theology; it is to teach 


° * * 


The Government has contributed to establish these | the position of Government patronage. 
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Indians the same things that they are taughtat Carlisle. But, because it is 
supported by the American Missionary Association, itseemed to be sharing 


So far as I know, I may be wron 









fam afraid that to one body of this country quite as much money ud 

perhaps more, is being given as at any period of the history of the Govern 
ment. If thatisso, it ought not soto be. { know not what there i a 
the future, but I do know this, thatif we know how to work and \ ] 

| we know hovy to sow the seed and believe God will give the harvest, there 
is no quescion about the future. And, when you get over to that country 
where you are going to meet those loved ones and see your} yved Master 
there will be no comfort greater than to meet me o7 1 have! 
heavenward, homeward. Happy is the man or the wom t uld ha 
written over her grave theepitaph which I once read in the Basque Provin 
of France: “ Here lies Estelle, who, having spent her fo in work 
charity and love, which she sent before her to Heaven, h 


to enjoy them.” 


That, I think, istheexplanationofthisappropriation. Schoo 
have been contracted for under an established policy of t! 
Government, having no kind of reference to any form of r 
ligious belief, not contracts with Episcopalians, nor with P 
byterians, nor with Congregationalists, nor Catholies, b 
tracts with any kind of associat 
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ion of character, and conducted 
by mencapable of educating these people, to educate sue 
number of these people as from year to year they may unde 


take to take care of; but in no case where there was adequate 
education, and in no case now where there are adequate opp 
tunities for education in Government schools do I 
that there has: been any appropriation whatever. [am fally in 
accord with the sentiment of the religious denominations o 
the subject, that church and state should be entirely sep iraie. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I do not want to be un- 
necessarily technical about this matter. I presume that the 
policy laid down in the bill is to be continued at least for anothe” 
year. But I wish to express my conviction that it is high time 
that the Congress of the United States shall return to the doc 
trines which were laid down by the fathers of the Republic when 
they demanded that there should be a separation of church and 
state in this country. It is a doctrine which I hold myself, and 
which I think if submitted to the American people would recei 
their indorsement. 

Yet in the matter of educating the Indians, notwithstanding 
the Senator from Florida disclaims that we are encouraging 
sectarian education, the facts are that we are doing that ver: 
thing, and the remarkable fact is shown by an examination o 
the statistics that one church in this country during the past 
eight years has received appropriations aggregating $2,366,411 
while tifteen other religious denominations have received on!y 
alittle more than one-half of that amount. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senatorfrom New Hampshire allow | 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. Itwasno part of my purpose to disclaim that ¢ 
influence of these appropriations is unequal and to the advan 
tage of some churches over others. I spoke of the policy of the 
Government as it had come down to the present Administ 
tion, and whatever might be the effect of it, I said that although 
the committee might concur altogether with the opinion of th 
Senator from New Hampshire, and probably do, as to the pri 
priety and necessity of a separation between church and state 
in all matters, they had no discretion in regard to this matter 
except to continue the appropriations or diseontinue entire]; 
the education of the Indians now going on in these charitabl 
institutions; and the committee believed that the contracts 
which had been made before and came down to the present Ad- 
ministration were binding upon the Government, if not as a 
matter of law as a matter of good faith. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam disposed to believe that the stute- 
ment made by the Senator from Florida is absolutely correct. 
The Senator from Connecticut |[Mr. PLATT], who is interested 
in this matter, and whowith myself is opposed to appropriatiny 
money for sectarian schools either in the Indian ‘Territory or 
elsewhere in the United States, has made a very lucid state- 
ment covering that point, saying that in his opinion we can 
with justice or propriety abandon the contract system at the 
present time. Mr. President, I shall make no attack upon any 
religious denomination. Those who know me best know tha 
can not bring myself todo that. But [feel bound to say that 
the Catholic Church in this country has reeeived during the last 
eight years in appropriations from Congress for the education 
of Indians $2,366,416, while fifteen other religious denominations 
have received $1,400,009, or a little more than one-half t 
amount received by that one great religious organization. 

In view of that fact it is not to be wondered at that ot! 


underst 


ne? 
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great religious denominations of this country have come to the 
eonclusion that it is time to return, as I said, to the doctrinesoi 


the fathers, and no longer be parties toa reversal of the doctrine 
which was then laid down, that church and State in this country 
ought to be divorced and forever kept apart. The great Meth- 


odist. Episcopal Church of the country, at Omalia, in their Gen- 
eral Conference, in May, 1892, passed the following resolution 


Whereas the appropriation of public funds for sectarian purposes by the 
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National Government is not only wrong in principle, but in violation of both 
the letter and spirit of the Constitution of the United States: Therefore, 

Resolved, That this General Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church 

uests the missionary societies working under its sanction or control to 
decline either to petition for or to receive from the National Government 
any moneys for educational work among the Indians. 

Following thataction, the Woman's Home Missionary Society 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church, in its annual session at 
Grand Rapids, Mich., in Setober, 1892, passed a similar declara- 
tion. The General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church of the 
United States, at Portland, Oregon, in May, 1892, passed simi- 
lar resolutions. Following that, the United Presbyterian 
Church of North America, at the meeting of their General As- 
sembly in Aliegheny, Pa., May 31, 1892, resolved— 

That we protest against all Government appropriations for the denom- 
inational Indian schools and for other sectarian purposes as unconstitu- 
a and petition Congress to refuse all applications for such appropria- 

ons. 

I will state that this denomination is not receiving Govern- 
ment wea 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from 
me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. According to the table which I have put in 
my remarks the highest sums paid tho schools established under 
Roman Catholic auspices was in 1892, $394,756. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is correct. 

Mr. PLATT. The amountin 1893 was $375,845, and in 1894 it 
was $378,345. It seems to have increased a little in 1894. The 
Presbyterian denomination had its highest appropriation for 
schools in 1890, which was $47,650. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And in 1893, $29,000. 

Mr. PLATT. And in 1894, $30,090. The Congregational de- 
nomination had its highest appropriation in 1889, which was 
$79,310, falling off in 1894 to $6,250. 

The amount received by the Episcopal Church I gave when I 
was on my feet before, +29,310, falling off in 1894 to $7,020. 
The Quakers had the highest amount in 1887, $27,845, falling off 
in 1894 to $10,020. The Methodists discontinued the work en- 
tively. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And they never had very much. 

Mr. PLATT. They had $13,980 in 1892 and have had nothing 
since. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is correct. 

Mr. PLATT. That is the statement of facts from the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The entire appropriations received by 
the great Methodist Church in this country amounted to only 
about $30,000. Thatis all the money that they have ever drawn, 
while the one otherchurch to which I have alluded drew in the 
single year, 1892, $394,756, and a still larger amount, I under- 
stand, is appropriated to them for the present year. 

But in addition tothe religious denominations to which I have 
alluded, the General Convention of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church, sitting as the Board of Missions, Baltimore, Ma -» Octo- 
ber 19, 1892, has put itself on record against this system. The 
Board of Managers of the Domestic and Foreign Missionary So- 
ciety of the Protestant Episcopal Church December 13, 1892, 
declared st it. 

The American Missionary Association of the Congregational 
Church in the annual session at Hartford, Conn., October 27, 
1892, made a very strong declaration against the continuance of 
these ee for sectarian parece. They close their 
declaration by quoting a form of amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States which they think — to be adopted, and 
which I think ought to be adopted. I will read it: 

No state shall pass any law respecting an establishment of religion, or 
prohibiting the free exercise thereof, or use its prementy or credit, or any 
—— by taxation, or authorize either to be used, for the purpose of 
founding, maintaining or aiding, by appropriation, payment for services, 
expenses, or otherwise, any church, religious denomination or religious so- 
ciety, or any institution, society, or undertaking, which is wholly, or in part, 
under sectarian or ecclesiastical control. 

So it appears that four of the great religious denominations 
of this country have put themselves plainly and unqualifiedly 
cn record against the system which we are continuing to perpet- 
uate in our annual appropriation bills. 

I wish to call attention to the fact that while our great politi- 
cal parties have made many declarations, which have been repu- 
diated in Congress first and last, they have not forgotten the very 
question that is now under discussion. The Republican party 
in 1876 made a very strong declaration in these words: 


The public school system of the United States is the bulwark of the Amer- 
ican Republic, and with a view to its security and permanence, we recom- 
mend an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, forbidding 
the application of any public funds ‘or peepee for the benefit of any schools 
or institutions under sectarian control. 


The Democratic party met in national convention in 1876, thir- 
teen days after the Republican party, and not to be outdone by 
theirrivals they made a declaration in the following words: 


We do here reaffirm * * * our faith in the total separation of church 
and state, for the sake alike of civil and religious freedom— 


New Hampshire allow 
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And they refer to the public schools— 


* * * which the Democratic party has cherished from their foundation. 
and is resolved to maintain, without prejudice or preference for any class. 
sect, or creed, and without largesses from the Treasury to any. 


I wish that we might live up to those declarations of the two 
great political parties in the country in thismatter. They were 
right when they made those declarations, and the Congress of 
the United States is doing violence to a principle which was 
enunciated at the very beginning of the Government, when they 
take money from the Treasury of the United States and appro- 

riate it for sectarian purposes, I care not what church or re- 

igious society is benefited by it. 

I wish to call attention to one of the most remarkable docu 
ments in the form of a petition that has ever been presented to 
the Congress of the United States. It is from the National 
League for the Protection of American Institutions. They pe- 
titioned, I understand, the Fifty-first, Fifty-second, and F'ifty- 
third Congresses concerning the matter of appropriating money 
for sectarian purposes in connection with our Indian system. * 

It is signed by hundreds of men from different parts of the 
country. Iam almost tempted to read the names, but will not 
doso. I will call attention, however, to the officers: 

William H. Parsons, president; William Strong, vice-presi- 
dent; James M. King, general secretary; William Fellowes 
Morgan, treasurer. 

Board of managers: George S. Baker, George T. Balch, Henry 
K. Carroll, Churchill H. Cutting, Peter Donald, Dorman Bb. 
Eaton, W. W. Hoppin, John Jay, James M. King, James Mc- 
Keen, George D. Mackay, Thomas J. Morgan, William Fellowes 
Morgan, William H. Parsons, John Sinclair, John D. Slayback, 
Josiah Strong, Peter A. Welch. 

Law committee: William Allen Butler, Dorman B. Eaton, 
Cephas Brainard, Henry E. Howland, Wheeler H. Peckham, 

Among the honorary officers I will name only a few: Charles 
Kendall Adams, LL.D., Madison, Wis.: Hon. Sherman W. 
Adams, Hartford, Conn.; Rev. Bishop E.G. Andrews, D. D. 
LL.D., New York City, N. Y.; Hon. Hubert H. Bancroft, San 
Francisco, Cal.; Rev. William A. Bartlett, D. D., Washington, 
D. C.; Gen. Henry V. Boynton, Washington, D.C.; Rev. Bishop 
Thomas Bowman, D. D., LL.D., St. Louis, Mo.; Hon. Addison 
Brown, New York City, N. Y., and so on through the list. | 
will ask permission to insert the petition and the names thereto 
attached as part of my remarks. 

A petition concerning sectarian appropriations for Indian education. 

[A careful perusal is respectfully requested.] 
To the Congress of the United States; 


The National Leaguc for the Protection of American Institutions peti- 
tioned both sessions of the Fifty-first and Fifty-second Congresses concern- 
ing sectarian appropriations by the National Government for Indian educa 
tion. 

The league now addresses the following petition to the Fifty-third Con- 
gress concerning Indian appropriation bills. 

The league petitions against the violation of the American princinle of the 
separation of church and state which is involved in making any sectarian 
a for Indian education. 

he highest official bodies of the Congregational, the Methodist Episcopal, 
the Presbyterian, and the Protestant Episcopal Churches have determined 
to withdraw their applications for funds from the United States Treasury, 
because of the principle which they now see is involved in this dangerous 
Pe nenene and they propose henceforth to support their own schools without 
overnmentaid. 

The league petitions that the General Government now adopt a definite, 

rmanent, and uniform principle, in accord with the spirit of the United 
States Constitution, for advancing education among the Indians on the 
basis of the American free common school system, in order that the dangers 
involved in departure from the American principle of keeping separate and 
distinct the functions of church and state be no more fostered by any ac- 
tions of the General Government. 

Officers: William H. Parsons, president; William Strong, vice-president ; 
James M. King, general secretary; William Fellowes Morgan, treasurer. 

Board of Managers: George S. Baker, George T. Balch, Henry K. Carroll, 
Churchill H. Cut: , Peter Donald, Dorman B. Eaton, W. W. Hoppin, John 
or James M. King, James McKeen, George D. Mackay, Thomas J. Morgan, 
William Fellowes Morgan, William H. Parsons, John Sinclair, John D. 
Slayback, Josiah Strong, Peter A. Welch. 

Law Committee: William Allen Butler, Dorman B. Eaton, Cephas Brain- 
erd, Henry E. Howland, Wheeler H. Peckham. 

Hono vice-presidents: President Charles Kendall Adams, LL. D., 
Madison, Wis.; Hon. Sherman W. Adams, Hartford, Conn.; Rev. Bishop E. 
G. Andrews, D. D., LL. D., New York City, N. Y.; Hon. Hubert H. Bancroft, 
San Francisco, Cal.; Rev. William A. Bartlett, D. D., Washington, D. C.; 
Gen. Henry V. 4 ay Washington, D. C.; Rev. Bishop Thomas Bowman, 
D. D., LL. D., St. Louis, Mo.; Hon. Addison Brown, New York City, N. Y.; 
Hon. H. W. Bruce, Louisville, Ky.; Rev. J. G. Butler, D. D., Washington, 
D. C.; President Horace Bumstead, D. D., Atlanta, Ga.; Hon. George W. 
Cheyney, Tombstone, Ariz.; Hon. J.B.Chrisman, Brookhaven, Miss.; James 
Fe ore Cooper, ~ Albany, N. Y.; Rt. Rev. Bishop Arthur C. Coxe, D 
D., LL. D., Buffalo, N. Y.; Henry A. Cram, esq., New York City, N. Y.; Presi 
dent E. M. vath, D. D., Nashville, Tenn.; Hon. J. L. M. 
Was ton, D. C.; Hon. Charles P. Deiy, New York City, N. Y.; Hon. Noah 
poe’ ew York City, N. Y.; Rt. Rev. Bishop William Crosswell Doane, D. 
D., LL. D., Albany, N. Y.; William E. Dodge, esq., New York City, N. Y.; 
Rev. George William Douglas, D. D., Washington, D. C.; Hon. Neal Dow, 
Portland, Me.; Hon. A.S. Draper, Albany. N. Y.; President Edward Dwight 
Eaton, D. D., LL. D., Beloit, Wis.; Hon. John Eaton, Washington, D. C.; Hon. 
SamuelN. Elliot, Bentonville, Ark.; Hon. Joseph Estabrook. Olivet, Mich.; 
President L. R. Fiske, D. D., Albion, Mich.; Rev. Bishop James N. Fitz- 

rald, D. D., New Orleans, La.; Rey. Bishop Charles H. Fowler, D. D., LL. 

., Minneapolis, Minn.; Rt. Rev. Bishop George D. Gillespie, D. D.,Grand 
Rapids, Mich.; Presiaent Daniel C. Gilman, LL. D., Baitimore, Md.; Nev 
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Dr. Gustav Gottheil, New York City, N. Y.) Gen. A. W. Greely, Washing- 





ton, D. C.; Hon. A B. Hagner, Washington, D. C.; Hon. George S. Hale, 
Boston Mass.; Rev. Teunis S. Hamlin, D. D., Washington, D. C.; Hon. 
Henry Hitchcock, St. Louis, Mo.; Hon. Gardner G. Hubbard, Washington, 
D. C.; Rey. W. R. Huntington, D. D., New York City, N. Y.; Rev. Bishop 
John F. Hurst, D. D., LL. D., Washington, D.C.; Hon. Thomas P. Jacobs, New 

artinsville, W. Va.; Morris K. Jesup, esq., New York City, N. Y.; Rt. Rev. 

ishop James S. Johnston, D. D., San Antonia, Tex.; President David Starr 
Jordan, LL. D., Palo Alto, Cal.; Rev. Bishop Isaac W. Joyce. D. D., Chatta- 
nooga, ‘Tenn. ; Hon. Horatio King, Washington, D.C.; Victor F. Lawson, esq., 
Chicago, Ill.; President S. D. Lee, Agricultural College, Mississippi; Hon. 
Charles Lyman, Washington, D. C.; President Richard Mcliwaine, D. D., 
Hampden Sidney College, Va.; Henry G. Marquand, esq., New York City, N. 
Y.: Hon. Joseph Medill, Chicago, [il.; Hon. George Roszelle Milburn, Miles 
City, Mont.; sident Edward C. Mitchell, D. D., New Orleans, La.; Presi- 
dent James D. Moffat, D. D., Washington, Pa.; Rev. Bishop John P. New- 
man, D. D., LL. D., Omaha, Nebr.; Rev. Bishop William X. Ninde, D. 
D. Detroit, Mich.; President Cyrus Northrop, LL. D., Minneapolis, Minn. ; 
Rt. Rey. Bishop William Paret, D. D., LL. D., Baltimore, Md.; Norman 
Paul, esq., Woodstock, Vt.; Rt. Rev. Bishop Henry C. Potter, D. D., LL. D., 
New York City, N. Y.; John Harsen Rhoades, os New York City, N. Y.; 
Edward Richardson, M. D., Louisville, Ky.; Hon. Orvis Ring, Carson City, 
Nev.; Gen. William B. Rochester, Washington, D. C.; D. B. St. John Roosa, 
M. D., New York City, N. Y.; Gen. Rufus Saxton, Washington, D.C.; Rt. 
Rey. Bishop John Scarborough, D. D., Trenton, N. J.; President William 
Henry Scott, LL. D., Columbus, Ohio; J. Edward Simmons, esq., New York 
City, N. Y.; Hon. Charles R. Skinner, Albany, N. Y.; Hon. James M. Smith, 
Buralo, N. Y.; Hon. John P. Smith, Jonesboro, Tenn.; Chancellor Charles 
N. Sims, D. D., Syracuse, N. Y.; President Homer B. Sprague, LL. D., San 
Francisco, Cal.; President Augustus H. Strong, D. D., Rochester, N.Y.; Rev. 
Josiah Strong, D. D., New York City, N. Y.; Hon. Joseph W. Symonds, 
Portland, Me.; President James M. Taylor, D. D., Poughkeepsie, N. Y.; 
Hon. Jesse B. Thayer, Superior, Wis.; Rt. Rev. Bishop Hugh Miller Thomp- 
son, D. D., Jackson, Miss.; Jonathan Trumbull, esq., Norwich, Conn.; Presi- 
dent EB. M. Turner, LL. D.. Mor antown, W.Va.; Rev. Bishop John H. Vincent, 
D. D., LL. D., Buffalo, N. Y.; J. L. Waite, esq., Burlington, lowa; Rev. Bishop 
John M. Walden, D. D., Cincinnati, Ohio; Rev. eo enry W. Warren, D. D., 
University Park, Colo.; Hon. Herbert Welsh, Philadelphia, Pa.; Rt. Rev. 
Bishop Henr ee Faribault, Minn.; Hon. William G. Whipple, Little 
Rock, Ark.; Rt. Rev. Bishop O. W. Whittaker, D D., Philadelphia, Pa.; Gen. BE. 
aa Washington, D. C.; President George T. Winston, LL. D.. 
Chapel Hill, N. C.; President James Woodrow, D. D., LL. D., Columbia, S.C. ; 
Rey. Theodore S. Wynkoop, D. D., Washington, D.C.; Rt. Rev. Bishop Daniel 
S. Tuttle, D. D., St. Louis, Mo. 

Some representative names of citizens who are members or adherents of 
the National League: Robert Abbe, M. D., New York City, N. Y.; D. R. An- 
thony, esq., Leavenworth, Kans.; D. F. Appleton, a ew York City, N. 
¥.; Hon. illiam H. Arnoux, New York City, N. Y.; Hon. J. M. Ashley, 
Toledo, Ohio; President ehouge W. Atherton, LL. D., State College, Pa.; 
Darius Baker, esq., Newport, R. I.; President W.G. Ballentine, D. D., Ober- 
lin, Ohio; President J. W. Bashford, D. D., Delaware, Ohio; Hon. R. C. Bas- 
sett, Seneca, Kans.; Mon. Newton Bateman, LL. D., Galesburg, Ill.; H. M. 
Beardsley, ., Kansas City, Mo,; Birdseye Blakeman, esq., New York City, 
N. Y.; Hon. Cornelius N. Bliss, New York boy N. Y.; Rev. Robert Russell 
Booth, D. D., New York Ci, WN. Y.; Cephas Brainerd, jr., ome. New York 
City, N. Y.; President Ezra Brainerd, A. M., Middlebury, Vt.: Rev. Edward 
Bright, D. D., New York City, N. Y,; Martin Brimmer, LL. D., Beverly Farms, 
Mass. ; Isaac V. Brokaw, esqg., New York City, N. Y.; Rev. Arthur Brooks, D. 
D., New York City, N. Y.; President W. Leroy Brown, D. D., Auburn, Ala.; 
Rev. James M. Buckley, D. D., Morristown, N. J.; Hon. Charles Butler, New 
York City, N. ¥.; President Horatio Butterfield, D. D., Olivet, Mich.; R. A. 


Caldwell, esq., Fort Smith, Ark.; President James H. Carlisle, LL. D., Spar- 
tanburg, S. C.; President Franklin Carter, LL. D., Williamstown, Mass.; 
Prof. Charles F. Chandler, New York City, N. Y.; L. E. Chittenden, esq., 


New York City, N. Y.; Edward F’. Choate, esq., New York City, N. Y.; Pear- 
son Church, esq., Meadville, Pa.; John Claflin, esq., Brooklyn, N. Y.; Hon. 
A. T. Clearwater, Kingston, N. Y.; President David H. Cochran, LL. D., 
Brooklyn, N. Y.; ey S. Cohn, esq., Louisville, Ky.; M. A. Cohn, esq., 
Little k, Ark.; Charles L. Colby, esq., New York City, N. Y.; Prof. James 
F. Colby Hanover, N. H.; James B. Colgate, -+, New York City, N. Y.; 
Rev. H. ice Collier, D. D.. Brooklyn, N. Y.; Rev. Robert Colyer, D. D., 
New York City, N. Y.; Washington E. Connor, esq., New York City, N. Y.; 
James M. Constable, esq., New York City, N. Y.; Joseph Cook, LL. D., Bos- 
ton, Mass.; Hon. Oscar H. Cooper, Austin, Tex.; Hon. Austin Corbin, New 
YorkCity, N. Y.; Rear Admiral Pierce Crosby, Washington, D.C.; R. fulton 
Cutting, esq., New YorkCity,N. Y.; E. Kieth Dargan, esq., Darlington, S.C.; 
G. F. Darrow, esq., Ogdensburg, N. Y.; Hon. J. C. Bancroft Davis, Wash- 
ington, D. C.; Hon. B. H. Davis, Olympia, Wash.; Hon. R. C. Davis, Louis- 

e, Ky.; Amos B. Denison, esq., Keene, N. H.; Richard H. Derby, M.D., 
New York City, N. Y.; Theo. L. De Vinne, esq., New York City, N. Y.; Rev. 
Daniel Dorchester, D. D., Boston, Mass.; F. Wayland Douglas, esq., In- 
dianapolis, Ind.; Hon. W. ©. Dovey, Carson City, Nev.; Prof. Henry Drisler, 
New York City, N. Y.; James B. Dudley, esq., Wilmington, N. C.; Rev. 
James B. Dunn, D. D., Boston, Mass.; Rt. Rev. Bishop T. U. Dudley, D. D., 
Louisville, Ky.; Rev. Arthur Edwards, D. D., Chicago, Ill.; President E. 
©. Eldridge, LL. D., Troy, Ala.; Rev. Joachim Elmendorf, D. D., New York 
City, N. Y.; Hon. Heman Ely, Elyria, Ohio; President Simpson Ely, D. D., 
Canton, Ohio; President Calvin Esterly, Los Angeles, Cal.; Julius Estey, 
esq., Brattleboro, Vt.; Sherman Evarts, ry New York City, N. Y.; Hon. 
Enoch L. Fancher, New York City, N. Y.; Prof. Henry W. Farnham, New 
Haven, Conn.; Edgar H. Farrar, esq., New Orleans, La.; Prof. W. Wayland 
Fellowes, New Haven, Conn.; Hon. A. I. Felt, Seneca, Kans.; President A. 
H. Fetterolf, A. M., Ph. D., Philadelphia, Pa.; President John H. Finley, 
LL. D., pons, fll.; James G. Flanders, esq., Milwaukee, Wis.; Hon. Da- 
vid L. Follett, Norwich, N. Y.; Prof. Wm. Watts Folwell, Minneapolis, 
Minn.; President Edward S. Frisbee, D. D., Aurora, N. Y.; Prof. John R. 
prench, LL D., Syracuse, N. Y.; Rev. E. M. Gallaudet, D. D., Washington, 
D. C. enry Wise Garnett, esq., Was mn, D. C.; Hon, James Gayler, 
New York City, N. Y.: R. Swain Gifford esq., New York City, N. Y.; Ar- 
thur Gilman, LL. D., Cambridge, Mass.; Rev. Bishop Daniel A. Goodsell, D. 
D., San Francisco, Cal.; Rey. Dr. Gustav Gottheil, New York City, N. Y.; 
Hon. Frederick D.Grant, New York City, N. Y.; Kev. David H. Greer, D.D., 
New York City, N. Y.; President W.M. Grier, D.D., Due West, S. C.; W. 
N. Haldeman, esq., Louisville, Ky.; Hon. Matthew Hale, Albany, N. Y.; 
Rev. John Hall, D.D., LL.D., New York City, N. Y.; J. Hooker Hamersley, 
esq., New York City, N. Y.; B. D. Harris, esq., Brattleboro, Vt.; Hon. wit: 
liam T. Harris, Washingion, D. C.; Rev. Thomas S. Hastings, D.D.. LL. D., 
New York City. N. Y.; President Hiram C. Haydn, D.D., Cleveland, Ohio: 
Hon. Rowland Hazard, Peace Dale, R. L; James M. Head, -, Nashville, 
Tenn.; Frederick 8. Hebard, esq., Cheyenne, Wyo.; President David J. Hill, 
LL. D., Rochester, N. Y.; Robert H. ay: ond» Philadelphia, Pa.; Wel- 
come G. Hitchcock, esq., New York City, N. Y.; He Holt, esq., New York 
oy: N. Y.; Prof. E. N. Horsford, Cambridge, Mass.; Rt. Rey. Bishop Howe 
D.D., Charleston, S.C.; Hon. Mark Tt wom N.Y.; Rev. ayland 
Hoyt, D.D., Minneapolis, Minn.; Prof. J. L.N. Hunt, LL. D, ‘New York City, 
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N. Y.; Richard M. Hunt. esq., New York City, N. Y.; Preside it FP. VY. Ingalls, 
D.D., Springfield, Mo.; Anthony Ittner, esq., St. Louis, Mo.; Charlies P. 
Jacobs, esq., Indianapolis, Inc.; Rear-Admiral T. A. Jenkins, Washington, 
D.C.; Eastman Johnson, esq., New York City, N. Y.; Rev. Herrick Johnson, 
D. D., Chicago, I1.; Rossiter Johnson, esq.. New York City, N. Y.; Gen. R. W. 
Johnson, United States Army. St. Paul, Minn.: Hon. J. B. Julian. Indianapo- 
lis, Ind.; Linden Kent, esq.. Washington. D.C.; Hon. John A. King, Great 
Neck, N. Y.; Hon. T. H. Wirk, St. Paul, Minn.; Charles Lanier, esq... New 
York City, N. Y.; J. B. Larimer, esq., Topeka, Kans.; Hon. Henry (. Lea, 
Philadelphia, Pa.; Hon. J. M. Longyear, Marquette, Mich.; Daniel Lord, 
jr., esq., New York City, N. Y.; Rev. George C. Lorimer, D. D., Boston, 
Mass.; R. R. McBurney, esq., New York City, N. Y.; Rev. C. C. MeCabs, D. 
D., New York City, N. Y.; John J. McCook, esq., New York City, N. Y.; 
Chancellor William I’. McDowell, Ph. D., Denver, Colo.; Hon. EB. B. MeEl- 
roy, Salem, Oregon; Rey. R. S. MacArthur, D. D., New York City. N. Y.: 
Chancellor Edward Mayes, LL.D., University, Miss.; Rev. H. Pereira Men- 
des, D. D., New York City, N. Y.; Frank D. Millet, esq.. New York City, N 
Y.; Ezra P. Mills, esq., New York City, N. Y.; Hon. Bankson T. Morgan, 
New York City, N. Y.; J. Pierpont Morgan, esq., New York City, N. Y.; Hon. 
Levi P. Morton, New York City, N. Y.; Hon. C. C. Nott, Washington, D. C.; 
Prof. J. Edward Oliver, Ithaca, N. Y.; Frederick Law Olmstead, esq., 
Brookline, Mass.; Hon. Alanson S. Page, Oswego, N. Y.: Hon. Isaac C. 
Parker, Fort Smith, Ark.; John E Parsons, esq., New York City, N. Y.; 
Hon. Charles A. Peabody, New York City, N. Y.; Rt. Rey. Bishop George 
W. Peterkin, D. D., Parkersburg, W. Va.; Henry E. Pierrepont, esq., 
Brooklyn, N. Y; S. S. Prentiss,esq., New Orleans, La.; George L. Putnam, 
esq., New York City, N. Y.; James Pyle, ~ New York City, N. Y.; John 
D. Rockefeller, esq., New York City, N. Y.; President Henry Wade Rogers, 
LL. D., Evanston, Ill.; V. Henry Rothschild, esq., New York City, N. Y.; 
Hon. Russell Sage, New York City, N. Y.: Charles Scribner, esq., New York 
City, N. Y.; President L. Clark Seelye, D. D., Northampton, Mass.; Hon. C. M. 
Sessions, Mount Vernon, Iowa; Albert Shaw, LL. D., New York City, N. Y.; 
Hon. James Shearer, Bay City, Mich.; Hon. Charles C. Smith, Rutledge, 
Tenn.; S. Fleet Spier, M. D., Brooklyn, N. Y.; EdmundC. Steadman, esq., New 
York City, N. Y.; Hon. Lispenard Stewart, New York City, N.Y.; Hon. Ma- 
son S. Stone, Montpelier, Vt.; Rev. Richard S. Storrs, D.D., LL. D., Brook- 
lyn, N. Y.; President William M. Thornton, LL. D., Charlottesville, Va.; Hon. 

rederick Townsend, Albany, N. Y.; Prof. Moses Coit Tyler, Ithaca, N. Y.; 
Cornelius Vanderbilt, esq., New York City, N. Y.; Kiliaen Van Rensselaer, 
esq., New York es N. Y.; Richard M. Venable, esq., Baltimore, Md.; 
Henry Villard, esq., New York City, N. Y.; Rev. Samuel H. Virgin, D. D., 
New York City, N. Y.; President Leslie Waggener, LL. D., Austin, Tex.; 
Hon. Francis A. Walker, Boston, Mass.; Prof. Francis Wayland, New Ha- 
ven, Conn.; Hon. S. V. White, New York City, N. Y.; George G. Wheelock, 
M. D., New York City, N. Y.; Hon. Pardon C. Williams, Watertown, N. Y.; 
E. B. Willis, esq., Sacramento, Cal.;: Skipworth Wilmer, esq., Baltimore, 
Md.; Rev. John M. Worrall, D. D., Danville, Ky.; Henry E. Young, esq., 
Charleston, S. C.; President W.C. Young, D. D., Danville, Ky.; O. F. Zolli 
koffer, New York City, N. Y. 


Now, this is a very serious matter. It concerns the rights of 
the American people so far as the appropriation of their money 
isconcerned. Notwithstanding the Senator from Florida has 
disclaimed that these appropriations are made for sectarian 
purposes, I believe it is in contravention of the spirit at least of 
the Constitution of the United States; and were it not that wrong 
would come to established schools which have been encouraged 
and perpetuated by this false system I should certainly move a 
proviso to the effect that this money shall be used exclusively for 
other than sectarian purposes. I do not believe the Congressof 
the United States can long stand upon the ground we occupy to- 
day. Thereisalready a gathering storm in this country against 
this matter of appropriating money for sectarian purposes. 
That storm may break before a great while upon the Congress 
and the people of the United States. The principle is wrong. 
That principle will have to be reversed sooner or later, and in 
my opinion the sooner it isdone the better it will be for the 
rights and the liberties of the American people. 

r. President, I have a single additional remark, and that is, 
that if I can find time to formulate 2 motion to recommit this 
bill with prcuee instructions to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, with a view to getting rid of this abnormal and unjust 
condition of things in the near future, without doing detriment 
to contracts already made, I shall, when the bill comes into the 
Senate, submit that motion. If I dothat,as I hope todo, | trust 
that Senators will lay aside all prejudice, all prepossession, and 
come to a conclusion that it is time at least that we made a start- 
ing point in remedying an evil which has grown upon our sys- 
tem and which, as I before stated, is in contravention of the 
spirit, if not of the letter, of the Constitution of our country. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, there is not a member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations who does not agree with the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER!, that whenever it is 
possible to do so, in deference to the growing public sentiment 
of this country,it would be better that all Indian schools should 
be under the direct control of the Government. He does not 
differ from the committee in that respect, nor the committee 
from him. The public opinion of this country, of the great 
masses of the religious people of all churches, is opposed, I be- 
lieve, to the policy of sectarian schools. 

The question, however, is, What can the Committee on Ap- 
propriationsdo? These contracts have been made; these schools 
are established. Suppose you did establish aGovernment school 
to-day right alongside of one of these denominational insti tu- 
tions, as they are termed, would the children be taken away un- 
less you used force? Would they not have adiscretion to attend 
them? Would it be proper for the Committee on Appropria- 
tions or for the Senate suddenly to adopt a system in this coun- 
try to do away with all the schools which are to be fuund there 
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or leave them entirely to the spasmodic influences of private | tions, made in this bill for the payment of agents, as shall no 
charity? seed ose, is hereby made one for educational ; 
; : nas : : » | tob ed to the $1,070,000 already iated and used for the sa; 
To show the condition the Committee on Appropriations is pone, Stvequived. Se ee 
in, and the Senate is in, I desire to read upon this subject the | Tho amendment was agreed to. 
statement of a man whose life has been devoted to the interests 7. a att 59. Hine 24. before +} 
. ; : he next amendment was, on page 59, line 24, before the 
of the Indians and to Indian education, a man who favors the | « dred.” ik “ four” and i ‘“ 3 
: ; ’ hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ four” and insert ‘ two;” in th. 
idea that there should be no sectarian schools, but who states | }; h -d “dollars.” ; “ for constru 
didly the difficulties in the way of 1] 2 nl ine, after the word ‘‘dollars,” to insert ‘for constrix 
the won | ve iticult be in t ne se < , th subject, ~~ y - school buildings, $3,000;” and on page 60, line 1, before 

ii oe ; suioe he rm i “ ~ a rend ae anes ad ‘*hundred,” tostrike out ‘‘fourteen thousand seven” a) 
religious associations themselves. Ina history of the proceed: | «.oventeen thousand five;” so as to make the clause re 
ings of the convention of the board of Indian Commissioners is eames tial elbtmbibin 26 ditiae Sette et ten Chntokee 
held at Lake Mohonk, attached to the Report of the Commis- | 50,01, at Cherokee, N. C., at $167 per annum each, 813,380; for pay 
sioner of Indian Affairs for the year 1893,0n page 1035, I find | intendent, 81,200; for construction of school buildings, 83,000; {in ; 
the following in the address of Bishop Whipple: The amendment was agreed to. 

There is another matter that I hardly know what to 6a pent. : - The next amendment was, on page 60, line 70, before | 
sometimes afraid that we have made a ter © mistake; an m, again, “ usa ” i sé 4 fiva:” i + or ine.: 
is always safe to stand on principle. I believe that every Christian man in tho 6 = to insert = = flv ag and = the sane line = 
the United States shouldavoid anything that looks Hike an alliance between | Word “dollars,” to insert ‘‘for additional pay of militar) 
State and church. Almost all of the religions bodies have voluntarily re- | acting as superintendent, $1,000; in all, $106,000; so as | 

uished the aid which theGovernment gives to their schools. Theschool | the se read: 
at Santee Agency is not there to teach Presbyterian theology; it is toteach : ; i 
indians the same things that they are taught at Carlisle. ut, because it is For support of Indian industrial school at Carlisle, Pa., at not « 


8 rted the American Missionary Association, it seemed to be shari #167 for each pupil, for transportation of pupils to and from Carlis: 
the. pesitiem et Government patronage. - and for the repair of buildings, $105,000; for additional pay of milit 


Soter as ramow, I may be wens. Iam afraid as to ome body “ this | cer acting as superintendent, $1,000; in all, $106,000. 

country quite as much money, and perhaps more, is being given asatany | Mr.QUAY. Mr. President, on that amendment I ask : 

cid of sho Siniory of tho Goveramsent if thst inea, it ought Rett2'° | comator in charge of tho bill, if wo oun not have tho 810.0 a 

rw mnew ys to wos = am, as = —— how to aor she sved ant be ditional estimated for by the Secretary of the Interior, to con. 
z “ te om js no question a e future. : | sent to give at least half of it for the Carlisle industrial schoo 

Ones aadese your beloved Master, there Will be ne comfort greater than to | 50.46 t0 appropriate $110,000 instead of $105,000? I trust ther 

Inet someone you have helped heavenward, homeward. Happy is the man | will be no objection to that increase on the part of the om 

Sad inthe acy Peovans ef Svounes “Hrs iss Hench, Was hestag | Mittee 

re’ ; 5 : . : — 

gpens ber fortune in works of charity and love which she sent before her to Mr. CALL. I shall not object if the other members o! th 

, has now gone there to enjoy them.”’ committee do not. 

He proceeds further on another page of the report to say. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands {! 

i never shall forget the time when the Government + in my care the Senator from Pennsylvania to move to amend the amendmen 
Sisseton Indians, who belong largely to the mission of the Presbyterian | Of the committee in line 7, by striking out the word “‘ five 
susan costisnrr’ tes tation Squat. Meany Sadivecs ogummtocsa Gs | SESTERE 120” 

e . . e r y ove ; by th 
cay come one said: “Bishop Whipple has been living net those Indians. Mr. QUAY . Yes, and the amendment is accepted by th 
privet Found mayeelt ma charge of a large body of Indians outside otmy aio. | "Tho PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The amend h 

. oO 0- mi tt . 3 amend 
Caso.’ I tolographed that I could not ‘ake the responsibility. ‘Twent to i phe, vangar ana eamcaiment to the 2 
hington, JOR gTeSs 3 ourned; an e Secre '“ : $ . 
do mot tale this money and help the Indians they will starve to death.” : The vey geen a 7, before the word “ thousand 
n I reache e n old Indian, on agmani, rose, trem- r c “five” inse 279 mik 
bling in every limb, ona with tears runo down his Cheeks’ said: “For the ee allo 008. os an Se aes t0 
days and days the earth has been iron, and sky is as if it were iron, and fe : b : ee 
we have cried, and Gow did not hear or answer, and we have reached out | The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
our hands, and we conld not take hold of anything. We have looked into Mr. QUAY. I move to increase the total from ‘* $106,000" 1 
the ae of the Christian men at last, and I believe the Great Spirit has | 9474 000, 80 as to conform to the amendment which has just ) 
saved us.” ’ . Si | 
é made. 
I suppose that neither the Senator from New Hampshire nor | ‘The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
any religious denomination in this country would say that this The amendmentas amended was agreed to. 
action of Bishop a a Protestant, opposed to the continu- | The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amend: 
ance of sectarian schoo soa not exactly what ought to have | of the Committee on Appropriations was, on pago 61, lin 
been done, and that the schools established and the care of the | after the words “ per annum,” to insert “and said superinieni 
Indians, which he carries with him, ought not to be suddenly | ent shall give bond with approved security and act as agen’ 
— by the Government. __ i ; the Santee Indians located at Flandreau, and while so acti: 
e contracts made were certainly obligatory, and the exist- | shall bo allowed aclerk at the yearly rate of $500, which amo 
ing contracts are now obligatory. They are not made by the | j, hereby appropriated.” F 
Committee on nN ge they are not made by the Senate; | Mr. COCKRELL. The committee desire that amendm 
they are not by the House of Representatives; they have | po disagreed to. 
been made by the Exeeutive, the administrative department of | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the an 
the Government. Bishop a was seut there, and being | ment. 
there a missionary to the Indians, he found that the interests | The amendment was rejected 
oan jected. 
of honest administration could best be conserved by a citizen of | ‘The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendmen! 
the United States of character, and probably because of his re- | of the Committee on Appropriations was, in line 16, on pa 
ligious character and associations. after the word “dollars,” to insert ‘‘to procure a permancu 
So the committee have no responsibility whatever for these | water supply for the school, $1,000, or as much thereof as m2 
provisions in the bill, and I believe every member of the com- | pe necessary,” and before the word ‘‘hundred,” in line 1". ‘ 
mittee is favorable to the idea of an entire separation of these | strijie out “twenty-nine thousand one,” and insert “th 
schoolsfrom all sectarian or religious connections, but they have | thousand six:” so as to make the clause read: 
no authority in this matter unless they encroach upon the ad- i 
ministration of the Government in its executive functions and 
arbitrarily set aside the contracts which have been made. 
For myself, I am entirely of the opinion that these schools 
ht not to be sectarian, just as Bishop Whipple was of that 
Opintaai: but we find ourselves in this condition, and the commit- 


Feorsupport and education of 150 Indian pupils at Flandreau, S. D 
$167 per annum each, $25,050; for pay of superintendent of said scho 
per annum; for pay of one assistant matron, 8600 per annum; ge: 
pairs and erection of outhonses, $2,000; to procure a permanent wa‘ 
gis the school, $1,009, or as much thereof as may be necessary 

659. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


tee disclaim any responsibility whatever for these appropria- : ‘ - ee = 
tions. They are aed purs of laws which are lige S ne eee i = os m 0 
? s choc poses 
a eee ae ae re Pager J nv “ese for San Kavier Reservation, in the Territory ee Avinone, 81,00... 
The PRESIDING OFF CER. The question ison agrecing to Mr. PLATT. Isbould like some explanation of this pre 


amendment. That isnot a Government school, is it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That amendment applies to an old 
ehurch, which is said to be the oldest church in America. |'} 
& question as to whether it is not as old or older than the | 
ing at Sauta Fe. It is used in connection with the schools. 
isa building of rare architecture, and it needs some rep:'': 
The roof is covered with tiles, and repairs are needed tlicre, 
and owing to the length of time which has elapsed since itsc”” 


the amendment. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 58, line 23, af- 
ter the word ‘‘fund,” to strike out— 


And also provided, That 3,000 of the amount hereby appropriated shall be 
— in the construction of school buildings for the Cherokee 
School at Cherokee, N. C.: Provided, That so much of the appropria- 
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struction, the stone near the foundation is disappearing, and 
some additional repairs are needed there. The building is said 
to be a work of rare architectural skill. The Senator from Col- 
orado {Mr. TLLLER], who vis:ted it in person, insisted that this 
amendment should be made, even if the building were not used 
school purposes. 

Our. PLATT. The real object of the appropriation, then, is 
topreservea building which is one of our antiquities at the pres- 
ent time? hc 

Mr. CALL. That is it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator from Florida to line 19, on page 61. The Senate 
having disagreed to the amendment from line 10 to line 14, the 
Chair suggests that the word “six,” before the word ‘‘ hundred,” 
should be changed to ‘‘one;” so as to read $30,100.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let “six” be stricken out and ‘‘one” in- 


serted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
vote by which the amendment in line 19, on page 61, was agreed 
towill be regarded as reconsidered, and the word “six "stricken 
out and “‘one” inserted. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is so ordered. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 63, line 1, after 
the word ‘‘fencing,” to strike out “‘in entire building plant;” 
so a8 to make the clause read: 


eet and education of 150 Indian pupils, at 8167 per annum each, 
at unction, Coio., $25,050; for pay of superintendent at the Indian 
school, $1,500 per annum; for general _—, 3900; fencing, painting, 9685; 
cisterns, cesspools, and sewerage, $500; in all, $28,235. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

The next amendment was, on page 63, line 23, after the words 
“ per annum,” to strike out “ general repairs, $1,000; construc- 
tion of laundry, $500; construction of storage building, $2,000,” 
and insert *‘construction of buildings and general repairs, 
$3,500;” so as to make the clause read: 

For support andeducation of one hundred and fifty Indian pupils at Mount 
Pleasant, h., at $150 per annum each, $22,500; for pay of superintendent, 
$1,500 per annum; construction of buildings and general repairs, $3,500; in 
all, $27,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 66, line 7, before the word 
‘* dollars,” to insert ‘‘ five hundred;” and in line 8, before the 
words ‘and fifty,” to strike out “twenty-eight thousand five 
hundred,” and insert *‘ twenty-nine thousand;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

For support and education of one hundred and fifty Indian pupils at Santa 
Fe, N. Mex., at $167 per annum each, $25,050; for pay of superintendent of 
said school, #1,500 per annum; for general repairs, $1,000; water supply for 
irrigation and fire protection, $1,500; tm all, , 050. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 66, after line 17, to strike 
out: 

For the purpose of conducting negotiations with the Shoshone and Arapaho 
Indians for the sale and relinquishment of certain portions of their reser- 
vation in the State of Wyoming to the United States, under charge of a 
commissioner to be appointed by the Secretary of ,the Interior, there shall 
be ee the sum of 82,009, to become tmmediately available: Pro- 
vided, That the pay of said commissioner shall not exceed % per day and 
necessary tra expenses: And provided further, That any agreement 
entered into for said lands shall be ratified by Congress before it becomes 
binding: L’rovided, That the Secretary of the Interior shall detail immedi- 
ately one or more of the five Indian inspectors to make said treaty. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 67, after line 19, to insert: 

That in the expenditure of money appropriated for any of the purposes of 
education of Indian children, those children of Indians who have taken 


lands in severalty under any existing law shall not, by reason thereof, be ex- | 


cluded from the benefits of such appropriation. 

Mr. PLATT. I suggest that in line 22 of the amendment, on 
page 6], after the word “ taken,” to insert ‘“‘or who may here- 
after take.” 

Mr.CALL. That amendment to the amendment is accepted. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by | 


the Senator from Connecticut will be stated. 


_ The SkoreTary. It is proposed to amend the amendment by | 
inserting after the word ‘‘taken,” in line 22, on page 67, the | 


words ‘‘or may hereafter take.” 

Tho amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on e 68, line 3, 
after the words ‘‘directionof the,” to strike out “Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs’ and insert “‘ Seeretary of the Interior,” and 
in line 7, after the word “‘him,”to strike out “subject to the 
=— " — Secretary of the Interior;” so as to make the 

use read: 


That the expenditure of the money a pria' purposes 
this act shall be at all times ‘mder the supervision aud diroien er tan 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





Secretary of the Interior, and in all respects in conformity with such con- 
ditions, rules, and regulations as to the conduct and methods of instruction 
and expenditure of money as may from time to time be prescribed by hisn 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 68, line 9, after the words 
‘Sec. 2,” to insert: 

That tho Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
piace upon the books of the Treasury to the c1 
tribes iuterested therein, the face vatue of certain non 


LuLhorized and directed to 
of the several Indian 
Ly te bonds or 


' Gr 











stocks, including certain abstracted bonds described on pages 153 and 154 of 
Annual Estimates for the tiscal ending June ), 1825 » Executive 
Document No. 5, Fifty: third Cor $s, second session), to Ww rest a 





the rate of 5 per cent per annum, as provided by the act of Ay 1, 1880 
thereupon said State bondsor stocks shall become the property o 
States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, on page 69, line 17, 
after the words ‘‘construction of,” to insert ‘‘ artesian wells: 
and on page 70, in line 4, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike 
out ** fifty ’ and insert “ ten;” so as to read: 


and 
United 


Sec. 3. That no purchase of suppiies for waich appropriations are herei 
mace, exceeding in the aggregate 9500 in value, at any one time, shall be 
made without tirst giving ai least threo weaks’ public notice by aliver 
ment, except in case of exigency. When, in the disc ion of the Secretary « 
ibe Interior, who shall make official record of the facts tuting the e 


igency and shali report the same to Congress at its n ‘Xt session, he may d 
rect that purchases may be made in open market in amount noi exceed) 
$3,000 at any one purchase: Provided, Tiat funds herein and heretofere ay 
ropriated for construction of artesian wells, ditches, and other works for 
gating may, in the discretion of the Secretary of tho Interior, be « 
pended in open market 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4,0n page 70, line 6, after 
the word ‘‘ That,” to strike out ‘‘so much of the apprepriations 
herein made as may be required to pay for goods and supplies, 
for expenses incident to their purchase, and for transportation 
of the same, for the year ending June 30, 1895, shall be immedi 
ately available; but no such goods or supplies shall be distrib 
uted or delivered to any of said Indians prior to July 1, 184. 
And;” and in line 18, after the word ‘‘ male,” to strike out 
“Provided, That these contracts” and insert “and the contracts 
so made shall be on the basis of the appropriations for the pre- 
ceding fiscal year and;” so as to read: 

Sec. 4. That hereafter the Commissioner of In@ian Affairs is authorized 
to advertise in the spring of cach year for bids, and enter into contracts, sut- 
ject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, for goods and supplies 
for the Indian service required fcr the ensuing fiscal year, notwithstanding 
the fact that the appropriations for suchfiscal year have not been made, and 
the contracts s0 made shall be on the basis of the appropriations for the pre 
eeding fiscal year, and shall contain a clause that no deliveries shall be mado 
under the same and no liability attach to the United States in consequen 


of such execution if Congress fails to make an appropriation for such 
tract for the fiscal year for which those supplies are req wired. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 74, after line 8, to striixe out 
section 11, as follows: 


Sec. 11. That no Indian child shall be sent from any Indian reservation to 
a school beyond the State or Territory in which said reservation is situated 
without the voluntary consentof the father orm other of such child if either of 
themare living, and if neither of them are living without the voluntary cor 
sentof the next of kin of such child. Such consent shall be made before the 
agent of the reservation, and he shail send to the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs his certificate that such consent has been voluntarily given before such 
child shall be removed from such reservation. Nor shail any Indian child 
be sent to a school more than 40 miles beyond the reservation of the tribe 
to which he or she belongs until after said child shall have attended school 
on some Indian reservation for at least four years 
| The amendment was agreed to. 
| ‘The next amendment was, on page 74, after line 22, to insert 

as a subheading: 

AGREEMENT WITH THE YANKTON SIOUX Om DAKOTA 
DAKOTA. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 74, line 25, after the word 
“Section,” to strike out ‘‘12” and insert “11; and on page 7! 
line 14, after the word ‘‘confirmed,” to strike out ‘‘with the 
modifications, changes, and conditions hereinafter set forth;” 
so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 11. The following agreement, made by J.C. Adams and John J. Cole, 
commissioners on the part of the U: i States, with the chiefs, headmen 
and other male aduits of the Yanton tribe of Sioux or Dakota Indians upon 
the Yankton Reservation, inthe State of South Dakota, on the 4ist day 
of December, 1892, and now on file in the Department of the Interior, and 
signed by said commissioners on behalf of the United States, and by Charles 
Martin, Edgar Lee, Charles Jones, Isaac Hepikigan, Stephen Cloud Elk 
Edward Yellow Bird, bron Lingthing, Eli Brockway, Alex Brunot, Franx 
Willard, Louis Shunk, Joseph Caje, Albion Hitika, John Selwyn, Charles 
Ree, Joseph Cook, Brigham Young, William Highrock, Frank Felix, an 
Philip Ree, on behalf of the said Yankton tribe of Siowx Indians, is her: 
accepted, ratified, and confirmed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the pill was continued to the end of 


INDIANS, LY UTE 


















line 24 on 


page 86. ee 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator in charge oj the bill give me 
his attention fora moment? The matter beginning with line 
24 on page 86, and going to the end of line 3 on page 87, ought 
to be stricken out. I do not want to have an enacting clause 
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put in the middle of a bill. The ratification of the agreement 
with the Yankton Sioux is already contained on e 75. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Connecticut is not cor- 
rect in that respect. Itis very proper that those words should 
go in on page 86, where they are. The first clause is a ratifica- 
tion, and then we enact provisions specifically in regard to it. 
We put the enacting words in there to show that what follows 
is not a part of the agreement which is copied there. It is the 
rule which has been pursued in all the other Indian appropria- 
tion acts. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not believe the Senator will find an enact- 
ing clause in the middle of an appropriation act anywhere. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We thought we did find it in all of them. 

Mr. CALL. It can be corrected afterwards if the Senator 


from Connecticut desires, 
Mr. PLATT. Very well. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 


of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 87, line 3, 
after the word ‘‘ confirmed,” to strike out: 


As modified as follows: 

First. That the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary to 
be paid to the adult members of said tribe as provided in article 7 of said 

eement, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 

otherwise appro riated, andthe same shall be immediately available, and 
shall be applied in carrying out the provisions of the said seventh section of 
said agreement. And the sum of $11,475 shall be appropriated, as provided 
in article 15 of said agreement, upon the ratification of the changes of 
said articles of agreement, as provided in this act by said Yankton tribe of 
Sioux Indians. 

That of the first proceeds of the lands ceded by said tribe tothe United 
States $100,000 shall be set apart, not to be covered into the Treasury, and 
shall be placed by the Secretary of the Treasury in charge of the Secretary 
of the Interior, on his requisition, to carry into effect the provisions of the 
third article of said agreement; and the Secretary of the Interior shall cause 
the said sum to be divided among the members of said tribe per capita, as 
contemplated by the said article, and such distribution shall be made within 
thirty days from the opening of said lands to settlement; and if the whole 
of said sum shall not have been received as proceeds of said lands, the re- 
mainder shall be immediately distributed, when, with the sum before dis- 
tributed, it amounts to $100,000. And the sum of 500,000, the residue of the 
proceeds of said land, shall be placed to the credit of said tribe of Indians, 
and shall bear interest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum, said interest to 
be paid and distributed to said tribe as provided in articles 5 and 6 of said 
agreement: Provided, That none of the moneyto be paid to said Indians 
under the terms of said agreement, nor any of the interest thereon, shall be 
subject to the payment of any claims, judgments, or demands against said 
Indians for damages or depredations claimed to have been committed prior 
to the signing of said agreement. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


That for the pu of mas the provisions of this act into effect there 
is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
aperees ated, the sum of $600,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
of which amount the sum of $500,000 shall be placed to the credit of said tribe 
in the Treasury of the United States, and shall bear interest at the rate of 5 
per cent per annum from the Ist day of January, 1893, said interest to be paid 
and distributed to said tribe as provided in articles 5 and.6 of said agree- 
ment. Of the amount herein ‘appropriated $100,000 shall be immediately 
available, to be paid to said tribe as provided in section 1 of Article 3of said 
agreement. There is also hereby appropriated the further sum of $10,000, or 
so much thereof asmay be necessary, which sum shall be immediately avail- 
able, to be paid to the adult male members of said tribe, as provided in ar- 
ticle 7 of said agreement. There is also hereby appropriated the furt.er 
sum of $11,475, which sum shall be immediately avallable, to be paid as pro- 
vided in article 15 of said agreement: Provided, That none of the money to 
be paid to said Indians under the terms of said eement, nor any of the 
interest thereon, shall be subject to thy payment of any claims, sesements, 
or demands against said Indians for Camages or depredations claimed to 
have been committed prior to the signing of said agreement. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 89, line 18, before the word 
That,” to strike out ‘‘Second;” in line 22, after the ‘‘ words 
United States,” to strike out ‘(except section 2301 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, which shall not apply);” on page 90, line 4, after 
the wotd ‘‘shall,” to strike out— 


before making final proof and wocatvin'g a certificate of entry, pay to the 
United States for the land so taken by him, in addition to the fees provided 
by law, the sum of 83.75 per acre, one-half of which shall be paid within 
three years from the date of this original entry. 


And insert 
“in addition to the fees provided by law, pay to the United States for the 
land so taken by him the sum of 83.75 per acre, of which sum he shall pay 
60 cents at the time of making his original entry and the balance beforemak- 
ing final proof and receiving a certificate of final entry. 


And in line 18, after the word “ aforesaid,” to strike out: 


Provided however, That each settler shall be limited to 80 acres in amount, 
but after the expiration of six months from the opening of said lands to set- 
tlement, may take an additional 80 acres from any of the lands of said tract 
then subject toentry: And provided further, That after three years’ actual 
and continuous residence upon said land froni date of settlement, the settler 
shall, upon full payment of %3.75 per acre, receive patent for the tract 
entered: Provided, That settlement shall be made under this act within 
thirty daysfrom date on filing on land. That the right of commutation is 
extended to all bona fide homestead settlers on the lands in Oklahoma Ter- 
ritory opened to settlement under the provisions of the act of Congress, en- 
titled ‘An act making appropriations for current and contingent expenses 
and fulfilling treaty stipulations with Indian tribes for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1894,"" approved March 3, 1893, and the President's proclama- 
tion in pursuance thereof, after fourteen months from date of settlement, 
upon the payment for the lands as provided in said act. 


So as to make the clause read: 


That the lands by said agreement ceded to the United States shall, uron 
proclamation by the President, be opened to settlement, and shall be sub- 
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ect to disposal only under the homestead and town-site laws of the Unite 

tates, excepting the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections in each Congres 
sional township, which shall be reserved for common-school purposes anq 
be subject to the laws of the State of South Dakota: Provided, Yhat each 
settler on said lands shall, in addition to the fees provided by law, pay to 
the United States for the land so taken by him the sum of $3.75 per acre, of 
which sum he shall pay 50 cents at the time of making his original entry 
and the balance before making final proof and receiving acertificate of Ang) 
entry; but the rights of honorably discharged Union soldiers and sailors 
as defined and described in sections 2304 and 2305 of the Revised Statutes of 
- oy States, shall not be abridged, except as to the sum to be paid ag 
aforesaid. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 91, after line 13, to strike 
out: 


Third. That any person who was not the owner of land in any State or 
Territory of the United States at date of passage of this act may make an 
entry of the lands opened to settlement under the provisions of this act, a) 
though said person may have heretofore made an entry under the prov is 
“ ” homestead law: Provided, That said person is not otherwise disyuali 

ed. 

That the changes of said agreement provided for in this section shall be 
deemed ratified and agreed to by said Yankton tribe of Sioux Indians when 
three-fourths of those who signed said agreement shall individually sign an 
agreement assenting to said changes and accept and receive the payment 
each, as provided to be paid in article 7 of said agreement. 

Fourth. That immediately after the passage of this act the Secretary of 
the Interior shall prescribe rules and regulations to procure the ratifica 
tion by said Yankton tribe of Sioux Indians to the changes in said agree 
ment, as provided for in section 1 of this act, and shall without delay, upon 
the agreement of said Indians to said changes, under such regulations as 
he may ee open said lands to settlement, provided the settlers upon 
said land shall be required to pay 75 cents per acre at the time of filing upon 
same: Provided, That the proclamation of the President onenne said lands 
to settlement, as provided in section 3 of this act, shall issued within 
thirty days after the ratification of the changes in said agreement by said 
Indians, as provided in section 1 of this act, and that said proclamation 
shall be issued giving at least sixty days notice of the date said lands will 
be open to settlement. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The provisions proposed to be stricken out 
relate to an entirely different matter from the treaty. They 
have no connection with the treaty, directly or indirectly, al- 
though injected into the midst of this matter. We therefore 
propose to strike them out, and the part which ought to be re- 
tained we put in as an additional section at the end of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onagreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
was, on page 92, line 19, before the word ‘‘that,” to strike out 
‘* fifth: ” so as to make the clause read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior, upon proper plats and description bing 
furnished, is hereby authorized to issue patents to Charles Picotte and Felix 
Brunot, United States interpreters, for not to exceed 1 acre of land each, so 
as to embrace their houses near the agency buildings upon said reserva 
tion, but not to embrace any buildings owned by the Government, upon the 
payment by each of said persons of the sum of $3.75. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend the amendmen‘ by in- 
serting in line 21, after the name ‘‘ Brunot,” the words ‘‘and W. 
T. Selwyn.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
was, on page 93, after line 2, to strike out: 


Sixth. That every person who shall sell or give away any intoxicating 
liquors or other intoxicants upon any of the lands allotted under the pro 
visions of this act shall be punishable by imprisonment for not more than 
two years and by a fine of not more than And Article XVII of the 
agreement is modified by this section. 


And to insert: 

That every person who shall sell or give away any intoxicating liquors o1 
other intoxicants upon -y of the lands by said agreement ceded, or upo: 
any of the lands included in the Yankton Sioux Indian Reservation as cre 
ated by the treaty of April 19, 1858, shall be punishable a erement for 
not more than twoyears and by a fine of not more than , 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 93, after line 46, to insert 

That any person who was not the owner of over 40 acres of land in any 
State or Territory of the United States on the Ist day of January, 1894, may 
make an entry of the lands opened to settlement under the provisions of this 
act, although said person may have heretofore made an entry under the pro 
visions of the homestead law: Provided, That said person is not otherwise 
disqualified. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the committee desire to insist upon this 
amendment? : 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was in the original proposition I think. 
It was proposed by the other House, and we had to strike it out 
where it was because it was not inthe proper place. We simply 
propose to reinsert it here. 

r. PLATT. Where does itappear in the bill asit came from 
the other House? 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 9i, as the third provision. It 
ought not to have gone in as a part of this matter, but as a reg- 
ulation. If the Senator from Connecticut objects to it we shall 
not insist upon the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT, I doubt whether we ought to make a different 
provision in the opening of one of these reservations from what 
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js contained in the general land laws of the United States. There 
has been a great deal of controversy over the question as to 
whether the entire land laws ought not to be changed in that 


t. 
role, GALL. I accept the Senator’s suggestion. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be disagreed to. 


The amendment was rejected. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 


was at the top of page 9, to insert the following heading: 
AGREEMENT WITH THE YAKIMA NATION OF INDIANS IN WASHINGTON. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 109, line 24, after the word 


“confirmed,” to strike out: 

First. The sum of #10,000 to be paid said Indians as provided in Article II 
of said agreement, as herein modified, is hereby appro riated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and the same be im- 
mediately available and shall be applied in carrying out the provisions of 
said article, and the sum of $100,000 shall be hereaiter appropriated, when 
said Indians shall ap rove and ratify the amendments made by this act in 
said agreement, which sum of money shall be deposited in the Treasury of 
the United States to the credit of the Indians of the Siletz Reservation as 
provided in Article II of said agreement. That of the proceeds of the lands 
ceded by said Indians $32,600 shall be set apart not to be covered into the 
Treasury, and shall be placed by the Secretary of the Treasury in charge of 
the Secretary of the Interior, on his requisition, to carry into effect the pro- 
visions of Article II of said agreement and the moneys shall be divided per 
capita among the members of the tribe as provided in said article. 


And to insert: 

That for the purpose of carrying the provisions of this act into effect there 
is hereby appropriated, out of = money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 

opriated, the sum of $142,600, which sum of money shall be paid to the In- 

jans in the manner and form prescribed by articles 2 and 3 of the agree- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 111, line 8, after the word 
“depredations,” to strike out: 
tr And provided further, That sections 16 and 36 of the lands ceded and 
relinquished by said agreement are 7 confirmed to the State of 
Oregon for the support of the common schools of said State under the limi- 


tations prescribed by law. 
And in line 12, before the word ‘‘ mineral,” to insert ‘‘ the.’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 112, line 3, before the words 
“per cent,” to strike out “four” and insert “five; in the 
same line, after the words ‘‘after the,” to strike out ‘‘ ratifica- 
tion” and insert “‘ passage;” and in line 4, after the word “' act,” 
to strike out ‘‘ by said Indians;” soas to make the clause read: 

That all of the money so he'd by the United States to pay the delayed 
payments shall draw interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum after the 
passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 12, 
on page 112. 

r. COCKRELL. On page 112, after the word “shall,” in 
line 6, I move to strike out down to and including the word 
“changes” in line 10; and in line 11, before the word ‘‘ sixty,” 
to insert “proclamation by the President and.” 

The SECRETARY. On page 112, line 6, after the word “shall,” 
it is proposed to strike out: 

Prescribe rules and regulations to procure the ratification by said Indians 
of the Siletz Reservation to the changes in said agreement, as provided for 


in this act, and shall without delay, upon the agreement of said Indians to 
said changes. 


_And in line 11, before the word “sixty,” to insert ‘ proclama- 
tion by the President and;” so as to make the clause read: 


That immediately after the passage of this act the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior shall, under such regulations as he may prescribe, open said lands to 
settlement after proclamation by the President and sixty days’ notice. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 112, after 
line 12, to insert: 


AGREEMENT WITH THE NEZ PERCE INDIANS IN IDAHO. 


Sec. 15. Whereas Robert Schleicher, James F. Allen, and Cyrus Beede 
duly appointed commissioners on the part of the United States, did on the 
lst day of May, 1893, conclude an eement with the principal men and 
other male adults of the Nez Perce tribe of Indians, upon the Lapwai Reser- 
vation, in the State of Idaho, which said pPseeen* is as follows: 

Whereas the President, under date of October 31, 1892, and under the pro- 
visions of the act of Congress entitled “An act to provide for the allotment 
of lands in severalty to Indians on the various reservations, and te extend 
the protection of the laws of the United States and the Territories over the 
Indians, and for other purposes,” approved aot 8, 1887, authorized ne- 
fees — the Nez Perce Indians in Idaho for the cession of their sur- 

; an 
Whereas the Nez Perce Indians are willing to dis of aportion of th 
pose e 
tract A A ) pie ~~ = a paws 4 a home for their use and oc- 
cupa' second article o 6 treat; tween said 
United States, concluded June 9, 1863: . ee 
Now, therefore, this agreement made and entered into in 


the provisions of said act of Congress approved February 8, 1 ry 


+ at the Nez 
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Perce Agency, by Robert Sleicher, James F. Ajlen, and Cyrus Beede, on the 
art of the United States, and the principal men and male adults of the Nez 
erce tribe of Indians located an said Nez Perce Reservation, witnesseth: 


ARTICLI I. 


The said Nez Perce Indians hereby cede, sell, relinquish, and convey to 
the United States all their claim, right, title, and interest in and to all the 
unallotted lands within the limits of said reservation, saving and excepting 
the following described tracts of lands, which are hereby retained by the 
said Indians, viz: 

In township 34, range 4 west: Northeast quarter, north half and southeast 
of northwest quarter, northeast quarter of southwest quarter, north half 
and east half of southwest quarter, and the southeast quarter of southeast 
quarter, section 13, 440 acres. 

In township 34, range 3 west: Sections 10, 15, 36, 1,920 acres. 

In township 33, range 3 west: Section 1; northwest quarter of northeast 
quarter, north half of northwest quarter section 12,760 acres. 

In township 35, range 2 west: South half of northeast quarter, northwest 
quarter, north half and southeast quarter of southwest quarter, southeast 
quarter section 3; east half, east half of northwest quarter, southwest quar- 
ter section 10; section 11; north half,north half of south half, section 21; east 
half of northeast quarter, section 20; sections 22, 27, 35, 4,200 acres. 

In township M, range 2 west: North half, southwest quarter, north half 
and southwest quarter and west half of southeast quarter of southeast 
quarter, section 15; section 14; north half section 23, west half of east half 
and west half of northeast quarter, northwest quarter, north half of south- 
west quarter, west half of east half and northwest quarter and east half of 
southwest quarter of southeast quarter, section 24; section 29, 2,700 acres 

In township 33, range 2 west: West half and southeast quarter section 6; 
sections 16, 22, 27; north half and north half of south half section 34, 2,880 


acres. 
In township 34, range l west: West half section 2; sections 3,4; north half 





and southwest quarter section 8; north half section 9; north haif and north 
half of southwest quarter section 18; northwest quarter section 17, 2,960 
acres. 

In township 37, range least: Section 20; .cction 21, less south half of south 
half of southwest quarter of southeast quarter (10 acres), 1,270 acres. 

In township 36, range | east: South half of sections 3, 4; sections !1, 12, 


1,920 acres. 

In township 35, range 2 east: Sections 16, 17, 18, 20; all of section 25 west of 
boundary line of reservation; sections 26, 27, 4,240 acres. 

In township 35, range 2 east: North half of sections 16, 17, section 27; 
half of section 34, 1,600 acres. 

In township 34, range 2 east: East half and east half of west half of south 
east quarter section 24, 100 acres. 

In township #4, range 3east: South half of sections 19,20; northhalf: north 
haif of south half; southwest quarter and north half of southeast quarter 
of southwest quarter; north half of south half of southeast quarter section 
23; north half; north half and north half of southwest quarter and southeast 
quarter of southwest quarter; southeast quarter section 24; north half and 
southeast quarter of northeast quarter; north half of northwest quarter 
section 25; south half of northeast quarter of northeast quarter section 20: 
section 29; northeast quarter of northeast quarter and south half section 30: 
northwest quarterand north half of southwest quarter section 31; northeast 
quarter; north half and southeast quarter of northwest quarter section 32; 
northwest quarter; north half of southwest quarter, section 33, 3,700 acres. 

in township 33, pes 4east: South half of southeast quarter section 18; 
northeast quarter and fraction northeast of river in east half of northwest 
quarter section 1%; fraction west of boundary line of reservation, in section 
22: west half and southeast quarter of section 35, 1,440 acres. 

In township 32, range 4 west: Fraction in west half of northeast quarter 
of southwest —, fraction in northwest quarter,of southeast quarter 
section 1; section 2; south half of section 6; west half and southeast quarter 
of northeast quarter of section 9, 1,410 acres. 

In township 31, range 4 west: South half of northeast quarter; southeast 
quarter of northwest quarter; +northeast quarter of southwest quarter; 
southeast quarter section 17; northwest quarter section 21,480 acres. Total, 
32,020 acres. 


north 


ARTICLE ITI. 


It is also stipulated and agreed that the place known as ‘the boom” on 
the Clearwater River, near the mouth of Lapwai Creek, shall be excepted 
from this cession and reserved for the common use of the tribe, with full 
right of access thereto, and that the tract of land adjoining said boom, now 
occupied by James Moses, shall be allotted to him in such manner as not to 
interfere With such right. Also that there shall be reserved from said ces- 
sion the land described as follows: ‘Commencing at a point at the margin 
of Clearwater River, on the south side thereof, which is 300 yards below 
where the middle thread of Lapwai Creek empties into said river: run 
thence up the margin of said Clearwater River at low-water mark, 900 yards 
to a point; run thence south 250 yards to a point; thence southwesterly, in 
a line to the southeast corner of astone building, partly finished as a church: 
thence west 300 — to a point; thence from said point northerly in a 
straight line to the point of beginning; and also the adjoining tract of land 
lying southerly of said tract, on the south end thtreof: commencing at the 
said corner of said church, and at the point 300 yards west thereof, and run 
a line from each of said points. One of said lines running on the east side 
and the other on the west of said Lapwai Creek; along the foothills of each 
side of said creek; up the same sufficiently far so that a line being drawn east 
and west to intersect the aforesaid lines shall embrace within its bounda 
ries, together with the first-above described tract of land, a sufficient quan 
tity of land as to includeand comprise 640acres;’’ for which described tracts 
of land the United States stipulates and agrees to pay to William G. Lang 
ford, his heirs or assigns, the sum of 820,000, —_ the execution by said 
Langford, his heirs or assigns, of a release and relinquishment tothe United 
States of all right, title, interest, or claim, either legal or equitable, in and to 
said tracts of land, derived by virtue of a quit-claim deed of February 4, 
1868, to the said William G. Langford, from Langdon S. Ward, treasurer of the 
American Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions, which release and 
relinquishment shall be satisfactory to the Secretary of the Interior, and it 
is stipulated and agreed by said Nez Perce Indians that upon the execution 
and approval of such release and relinquishment the right of occupancy of 
said Indians in said described tracts shall terminate and cease and the com 
plete title thereto immediately vest in the United States: Provided, That 
any member of the said Nez Perce tribe of Indians entitled to an allotment 
now occupying and having valuable improvements upon any of said lands 
not already occupied or improved by the United States may have the same 
allotted to him in such subdivisions as shall be prescribed and approved by 
the Secretary of the Interior, in lieu of an equal quantity of agricultural 
land allotted to him elsewhere; and for this purpose shall relinquish any 
patent that may have been issued to him before the title to said ‘‘ Langford ’ 
tracts of land shall vest in the United States, and shall have a new patent 
issued to him of the form and legal effect prescribed by the fifth section of 
the act of February 8, 1887 (24 Statutes, 388), covering the new allotmentand 
that portion of the former allotment not surrendered. It is further agreed 
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that 5 acres of said tract, om Which the Indian Presbyterian Ohurch is lo- 
cated, as long as same remain a church, shall be ted to the trus- 
tees of said church; that the said 5 acres shall not include improvements 
made by the United States; the said 5 acres to be selected under the direc- 
tion of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 


ARTICLE IT. 


In consideration for the lands ceded, sold, relinquished, and conveyed as 
aforesaid, the United States oye and agrees to pay to the da Nez 
Perce Indians the sum of’$i,9%,222, of which amount thesum of'$626,222 shall 
be to said Indians per capita as soon aspracticable after the ratification 
ofthis agreement. The remainder of said sum of $1,626,222 shall be depos- 
ited in the Tre: of the Umitetl States to the credit of the ‘Nez Perces 
Indians, of Tduho,” and shall bear interest at the rate of 5 = eent per an- 
num, which principal and interest shall be paid to said Indians per capita, 
as follows, to wit: At the expiration of one year from the date of the ratifi- 
cation of tits agreement the sim of $50,000, and semiannually thereafter the 
sum of $150,000 with the interest on the unexpended portion of the fund of 
$1,000,000 until the entire amount shall have been paid, and’no part of the 
fands to be derived from the cession of lands by this ment made shall 
bo diverted or withheld from the disposition made = articleon account 
of any depredation or other act committed by any Nez Perce Indian, prior 
to the execution of this “greement, but the same shall bo actual d to 
the Indiansin cash, in the manner and at the times as herein stipulated. 


ARTICLE IV. 


; It » partne, stipulated and agreed that the United States will purchase 
or the use Gd 

cost not exceeding $10,000,and will provide for said Indians, for a period not 
exceeding two years, and ot a cost not & $2,400, a competent sur- 
veyor, for the purpose of fully informing said Indians as to the correct loca- 
tions of their allotments and the corners and lines thereof. 


ARTICLE ‘V. 


It is further.stipulated and agreed that the lands by this agreement ceded 
shall not be opened for public settlement until trust patents for the allotted 
lands shall have been duly issued and recorded, and the first payment shall 
have been made ‘to said Indians. 

ARTIGLE VI. 

Itis further stipulated and thatany religious society or cther or- 
ganization now occ a authority, for ous or educa- 
tional work among the. vany of the lands ceded, have the right 
for two years from the date of the ratification of this agreement, within 
which to purchase the land so eccupied, atthe rate of 33 acre, the same 
to be conveyed to such society or organization by patent, in theusual form. 

ARTICL® Vil. 


Tt ts further vedand agreed that all allotments made to members 
of the tribe who | died sinee the same were made, or-may die vefore the 
ratification of , shall be confirmed, and trust patents issued 


in the names of sacnatomeen, respectively. 
ARTICOS VIII. 


It is furthers and agreed thatthe first capita payment, pro- 
vided tor in A: VII of this agreement, shall Seeuninbedinmmmeniess 
of the Nez Perce tribe whose names appear .on the schedule of allotments 
t Pletcher, and tosuch as be born to them before 


may 
the ra , That should it befound that 
schedule, 


Arpionn IX, 

Itis further agreed that thelands by this ent ceded, those retained, 
and those allotted to the said Nez Perce ‘Tydians shail be subject, for a pe- 
riod of twenty-five years, to all the laws of the United States prohibiting 
the introduction of intoxicants into the Indian country, and that the Nez 
Perce Indian allottees, whether under the care of an Indian agent or not, 
shall, for a like period, be subject to all the laws of the United States pro- 
hibiting the sale or other disposition of intoxicants to Indians. 


ARTICLE X. 


Representation having been made by the Indians in council that several 
menibers of the Nez.Perce tribe, to the number of about fifty, as 
hereto attached, served the United States under Gen. O. 0. Howa: 
late war with — band of said tribe,.as scouts, co 
gers, and thatthey have received no pay therefor; itis a 
States, through its properly constituted authority, earefull 
each of the cases herewith presented, and make such rem’ 
of said claimants as shall, upon such examination, be found to be due, not 
exceeding thesum of $2.50 per day each, for the time actually engaged in 
such service; it being understood and agreed that the timeofservice of said 
claimants in no case exceeded sixty days. And it alsohaving been made to 
appear that Abraham Brooks, amem ber of the Nez Perce tribe of Indians, was 
engaged in the service of the United States in the late war with Joseph’s 
band of Nez Perces, and it also appearing that the said Abraham Brooks 
was wounded in said service, and that by reason thereof, he is now in failing 
health,and has been for several years; that he isnow nearl ne 
; ‘ case 


ARTICLE XI. 


mys aaveaenaeeh atta taaeeeyicnone Gaieumomen tare hereb neuen 

c are 

in full force anda effect. . _ 
Anrrone XT. 


This agreement shall not take effect and be in force until ratified by the 
Congress of the United States. 
In witness whereof the said Robert Schleicher, James &.Alen,and 
Beetle, on the part-of ‘the United States, and the 
taale adults of the Nez Perce tribe of Indians have 
Conchaded at the Nez Perce cgeny, ae A, D. 1893, 
BOHLEICHER, 
oYEUS BERBER 
A.B. LAWYER, and others. 3 
Therefore 


Hie it enacted by the Senate nnd House of Representatives. United States | 
O/ America in Congress eipdieenliteneonaian amas 


hereby ts, accepted, ratified, confirmed. 
‘That for the purpose of carrying the provisions of this act into effect there 


d Nez Perce Indians two portable steam sawmills, ata | 


amen and other | 
‘their hands, | 


| the er such rules and regulations as the 5°"! 

days after such ‘may trom time to time prescribe, and within ©" 
sald appear upon said reservation ant “1 

{ notice to the Indians that he is ready to make such allotments; 20 ! 








ce 


is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other, : 
Se he sum of $1,068,622. of which amount the sum of $1,000 00) «2. 
placed to the credit of “the Nez Perce Indians of Idaho " in the ‘jy s 
of the United States, and:shall bear interest at the rate of 5 per cent per ay 
num. Said sum of $1,668,622, together with the interest on said sumo: - 
000,000, shall be ye to said Indians, or expemded for their benefit ag 
vided in Articles IH, IIT, IV, and VilLof said agreement; ‘out of which'sum 
Secretary of the Interior shall pay to the heirs, administrator, or lega) poy, 
sentatives of William G. Langford, deceased, the sum of $20,000, upon 
lease and relinquishment to the United States by said heirs, administr.; 
or leyal representatives of all right, title, interest, or claim, eithor 
equitable, in and to the tract of land deseribed in article 2 of Said agre 
as therein provided: Provided, That none of the money agreed to 
said Indians, nor any of the interest thereon, shall be, or become, }j 
the payment of any judgment or claim for depredations committed | 
tribe or any member thereof before the date of said agreement. 

That immediately after the issuance and receipt by the Indian ty 
patents for the allotted Jands, as provided for in said agreement, the 
80 ceded, sold, relinquished, and conveyed to the United States , 
opened to settlement by proclamation of the President, and shall | 
to disposalonly under the homestead, town-site, stone and tim) 
mining laws of the United States, excepting the sixteenth and thirty-s), 
sections in each Congressional tor: , Which shall be reserved for 
Tmon-school purposes and be subject to the laws of Idaho: Provide, tp ., 
each settler on said lunds shall, before making final proof and receiyin,; 
certificate of entry, pay to the United States for the lands so taken by }), 
inaddition to the fees ded by laav; the sum of $3.75 per acre for acrioy 
tural lands, one-half of which shall. be paid within three years from t\. 
of originalentry; and the sum of 8 peracre for stone, timber, and mi: 
lands, subject tothe regulations prescribed by existing laws; but the rig) 
of Se Union soldiers and sailors, asdefined and (escrit; 
in sections and of the Revised Statutes of the United States, shy 
not be abridged except as to the sum to be paid as aforesaid. 

That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs be, and he hereby ts, authori: 
to employ a'competent wire for a period not exceeding two years, a 
compensation not exceeding $1,200 per annum, for the pur 8 stip 
in Article IV of said agreement, and he is also authorized to purcha 
portable sawmills, as provided in Article IV. 

That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to examine tix 
claim of those Indians who served the United States under Gen. O. 0. How 
ard.in the late war with Joseph’s band of said tribe as scouts, couricrs, 1: 
messengers, referred to in Article X of said agreement, and also as to th 
claim of Abraham Brooks, mentioned in'said article, and report his tindin 
and recommendations to Congress. 


The amendment was agreed ‘to. 
The next amendment was,.on page 128, after line 3, to inser 
AGREEMENT ‘WITH THE YUMA INDIANS IN CALIFORNIA. 


Src. 16. Whereas Washington J. Houston, John A. Gorman, end Peter! 
Brady, duly appointed commissioners on the part of the United States, di 
on the4th day of December, 1893, conclude an agreement with the prin 
men aid other male adults of the Yuma Indians in the State of Cali 
which said agreement is as follows: 

Articles of eoment made and -entered into this 4th day of Deceim) 
A. D. 1893, at Port Yuma, on what is known as the Yuma Indian Resery: 
tion,im the county of San Diego, State of California, by Washington | 
Houston, John A. Gorman, and Peter R. Brady, commissioners on the pv 
of the United States appoiimted for the purpose, and the Yuma Indians 


ARTICLE I. 


The said Yuma Indians, upon the conditions hereinafter expressei, 
shoreby surrender and relinquish to the United States all their right, tit 
claim, and interest in and to and over the following-described tract of coun 
try in San Diego County, Cal., established by executive order of January 
9, 1834, which describes its boundaries as follows: 

ning ata point in the middie of the channel of the Colorado Riv: 
dus east of the meander corner to sections 19 and 30, township 15 sou 
r e 24 east, San Bernardino meridian; thence west on the line betwee 
sections 19 and 30 to the range line, between townships 23 and 24 ea 
thence continuing west on the section line to a point which, when surve) 
Will be the corner to sections 22, 23, 26, and 27, in township 15 south, rang 
21 east; thence south on the Hine between sections 25 and 27, in townshi) 
south, range 21 east, and continuing south on the section lines to the inter 
section of international boun@ary, being the corner to fractional s 
tions 34 and 35, in township 16 south, range 21 east; thence easterly on 
international boundary to the middle of the channel of the Colorado Rive: 
thence said river, in the middle of the channel thereof, tothe place 0! 

, be, and the same is hereby, withdrawn from settlement anid si 
and setapart as the reservation forthe Yuma and such other Indians as' 
Secretary of the Interior may see fit to settle thereon: Provided, ho 
That any tract or tracts included within the foregoing-described b 
ries to which valid: rights have attached under the laws of the United Sia 
are hereby excluded out of the reservation hereby made. 

“Itis. also hereby ordered thatthe Fort Yuma military reservation | 
the same is hereby, transferred to the control of the Department of t! 
terior, to be used for ae in connection with the Indian res 
vation established by this order, said military reservation having be: 
@oned by the War Department for military purposes.”’ 


ARTICLE II. 


Each and every member of said Yuma Indians shall be entitled to 

and locate said reservation and in adjo Sections 5 acres 
which 1 be.allotted to such Indian in severaity. Bach m< 

said dof Indians over the age of 18 years shall be entitled to selec! 
or her land, and the father, or, if he be dead, the mother, shall se! 
land herein provided for for each of his or her children who may | 
the age of 18 years; and if both father and motherof the child uncer | 
of 18 years 1 be dead, then the nearest of kin over the age of |5 yes" 
Shall select and locate his or her land; or if such persons shall be wi! 10" 
ikindred, as aforesaid, then the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, or some ot 













| by him authorized, shallselect and locate the land of such child. 


ARTICLE III. 


That theallotments provided for in this agreement shall be made. *! \)" 
cost of the United States, by a l.agent appointed by the Secre\a'y | 





to an allotment hereunder shall fail to make bis or her “~ 

of days, then such special agent shall PT: 

for such person or persons, which 54" 

have the same effect as if made by the so entitied; and when 3! = 

said allotments are made and then allof the residue of said r a 
‘vation which may be subject to irrigation, exeept as hereinafter s‘4 
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shail be of as follows: The Secretary of the Interior snall cause 
the said to be re: ly surveyed and to be subdivided into tracts of 
10 acres each, and shall cause the said lands to be appraised by a board of 
three appraisers, composed of an Indian imspector, a special Indian agent, 
and the agent in charge of the Yuma Indians, who shall appraisesaid lands, 
tracts or ons, and each of them, andreport their proceedings to the 
Secretary of the Interior for his action thereon; and when the appraisement 
has been approved ihe Secretary of the Interior shall cause the said lands 
to be sold at publi: sale to the highest bidder for cash, at not less than the 
value thereof, first having given at least si:caiy days’ public notice 
the and terms of sale, immediately prior to such sale, by pub 
Yication in at least two newspapers of general circulation; and any lands or 
subdivisions remaining unsold may be reoffered for sale at any subsequent 
time in the same manner, at the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, 
and if not seldatsuch second offering for wantof bidders, then (he Secretary 
of the Interior may sell the same at private sale at not leas tham the ap- 
valne. 

pane ARTICLE IV. 

That the money realized by the sale of the aforesaid lands shall be placed 
in the Treasury of the United States, to the creditofthe said Yuma Indians, 
and thesame, with mterest thereof at 5 per cent per annum, sizall be at all 
times subject to ———— by Congress, or to application, by order of 
the President, for the payment of water rents, building of levees, irrigating 
ditches, laterals, the erection and repair of buildings, purchase of tools, 
farming implements and seeds, and for the education and civilization of 

Yuma Indians. 
ARTICLE V. 

Uv the approval of the allotments provided for herein by the Secretary 
ot Interior he shall cause patents to issue therefor in the name of the 
allottees, which patents shall be of the legal effect, and deciare that the 
Onited States dees and will hold the land thus allotted fer the period of 
twenty-five years in trust for the sole use and benefit of. the Indian to whom 
such allottments shall have been made, or in cese of his or her decease, to 
his or her heirs or devisees, according to the laws of California, and that at 
the expiration of said iod the United States will convey the same by pat- 
ent to said Indian or his heirs or devisees, as aforesaid in fee, discharged of 
said trust and free of all incumbrance whatsoever. 

And if any conveyanceshall be made of the lands set apart and allotted as 
herein provided, or any contract made touching the same before the expira- 
tion of the time above mentioned, such conveyance or contract Shall be ab- 

solutely mulland void. And during saia od of twenty-five years these 
allotments and a: —— shall not be = to oie 
nor subject to be seiz any execution or er leg 
sees. all the law of descent and partion: in force in California shall ap- 
ply thereto. 
ARTTICia VI. 

All lands upon said reservation that can not be irrigated are to be open to 

settlement under the general land laws of the United States. 


ARTICLE VII. 


There shall be excepted from the operation of this ment 2 tract of 
land, the buildings, situate on the hill en the north side of the 
Colorado River, formerly Fort Yuma, now used as an Indian school, so long 
as the same shall be used for religious. educational, and hospital purposes 
for said Indians, and a further grant of land adjacent to the hill is hereby 
set aside as a farm forsaifi school; the grant for the school site and the 
school farm not to exeeed in aii one-half section, or 320 acres. 


ARTICLE VIII. 
This a shall be in force from and after its approval by the Con- 
gress of the United States. 
In witness whereof we have hereunto set our hands and seal the day and 


year first above written. 
WASHINGTON J. HOUSTON, [smat. 
JOHN A. GORMAN, SEAL. 
PETER R. BRADY, SEAL. 
Commiesioncrs on the part of the United Siates. 
Bru. Mosave, and others. 
Therefore, 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatines ef the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the said agreement be, and the same 
hereby is, accepted, ratified, and confirmed. 


ment, the payment and expenses of the necessary special agent 
eieeieeaeasegataned Seta hesenary of ae eee for 

necessary resurveys, there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appronriated, the sum of $2,000, or so 
much thereof as may be n 


That for the purpose of making the allotments provided for tn said agree- | 
the 


ecessary. 
That for the a of defraying the expenses of the survey and sale of 


the lands by it relinquished and to be appraised and sold for 
Seana -_ ~~ ~~ 4-4 $8,000, —— mu ee as may be 
necessary, and same here , &ppropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the same to be reimbursed to the 
United States out of the proceeds of the sale of said lands. 

That the right of way through the said Yuma Indian Reservation is hereby 
granted to the Southern Pacific Railroad Company for fts line of railroad 
as at present constructed, of the same width, with the same rights and 
privileges, and subject to the limitations, restrictions, and conditions as 
‘Were granted to the said company by the twenty-third section of the act 
path March 3, 1871, enti ‘An act toincorporate the Texas and Pa- 

Railroad and to aid in the construction o? its read, and for 
no 0 That said company shail, within ninety days 
trom passage of this act, file with the Secretary of the Interior a map 
of said right of way, together with a relinquishment by said company of its 
te 


right of way through said reservati shown P 
= a — as 31, 1878. ae ee one 

© Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to cause 
all the lands ceded by said agreement Which may be susceptible of irriga- 
tion, after said allotments have been made and and said tans 


have been surveyed and appraised, and the to besold at 
Public sale, by the officers of , 
ure irae te the highest AA office in et Wherein said lands 


for cash, than praised 
value thereof, after first having given at least sixty Gaye’ puniie Bacio of 


the time, place, and terms of sale to such sale, by pub- 

lication in at least two news aaa 

cual in ene general and any lands or 
ie same manner, at the of the 

and if not sold at such second offering pee Se 


may cause the same to be sold at private sale at notless 


than 
valine. The money realized from the sale of said lands, after deduct- 
the expenses of the sale of said lands, and n 


the 
on is made for the reimbursement of the United : shail 
in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of anid Xares > 
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dians, and shall draw interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum, and said 
principal and interest shall be subject to appropriation by Congress, or to 
application by the President of the United States for the payment of water 
rents, the building of levees, irrigating ditches and laterals, the purchase of 
tools, farming implements, and seeds, and for the education and civilization 
of said Indians: Vrovided, however, That none of said money realized from 
the sale of said lands, or any of the interest thereon, shall be applied to the 
payment of any judgment that has been or may hereafter be rendered on 
claims for <\amages because of depredations committed by said Indians 
prior to the date of the agreement herein ratified. 

That all of the lands ceded by said agreement which are not susceptible 
of irrigation shall become a part of the public demain, and shall be opened 
tosettlement and sale by proclamation of the President of the United States, 
and be subject to disposal under the provisions of the general land laws 

That the Colorado River irrigating Company, which was granted a right 
of way for an irrigating canal through the said Yuma Indian Reservation 
by the act of Congress approved February 15, 1893, shall be required to be 
gin the construction of said canal through said reservation within thre 
years from the date of the passage of this act, otherwise the rights grante 
by the act aforesaid shall be forfeited. 

That the Secretary of the Interior shall have authority from time toth 
to fix the rate of water rents to be paid by the said Indians for all domestic 
agricultural, and irrigation purposes, and in addition thereto each maie 
adult Indian of the Yuma tribe shall be granted water for 1 acre of the land 
which shall be allotted to him, it he utilizes the same in growing crops 
free of all rent charges during the period of ten years, to be computed 
from the date when said irrigation company begins the delivery of 
said reservation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 138, after line 12, to strike 
out: 

Suc. 16. That topay the ex 30 of purchasing goods and supplies for 
the Indian Service and pay of necessary employés; advertising, at rates 
not exceeding regular commercial rates, inspection, and all other expenses 
connected therewith, including telegraphing, $35,000. © 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 138, after lino 17, to insert 


as 2 new section at the end of the bill: 


Suc f7. That the val of Congress is hereby given to “An act to adopt 
the negroes of the aw Nation,” etc., passed by the Legislature of 
the Chickasaw Nation, and approved by the Governor thereof January 10 
1873, particularly set forth in a letter from the Secretary of the Interlor 
transmitting to Congress a of the aforesaid act, contained in House 
Executive Document No. 207, Forty-second Congress, third session 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I offer an amendment as an additional section to 
come inat the end of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Add as an additional section: 

Suc. 18. That the right of commutation is hereby extended to all bona fide 
homestead settlers on the lands in Oklahoma Territory openei to settle. 
ment under the provisions of the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act making 
appropriations for current and contingent expenses and fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1594," ap 
proved March 3, 1893, and the President's proclamation in pursuance thereo! 
atter fourteen months from the date of settlement upon the full paymen! 
for the lands at the prices provided in said act. 

And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to issue to the 
Cherokee Nation or toits assigns evidences of indebtedness of the Unitea 
States of America, bearing interest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum, pay 
able annually on the 4th day of March of each year, in amount of one thou 
sand and ten thousand dollars, respectively, for the respective amounts 0! 
the second, third, fourth, and fifth installments, maturing respectively on 
the 4th day of March, 1896, the 4th day of March, 1897, the 4thday of Mar: 
1898, and the 4th day of March, 1899, and amounting im the aggregate to 
26,640,000, as specified insaid act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate reconsider the 
vote by which, as in Committee of the Whole, we agreed to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations on page 54, line 
5, beginning with the word ‘‘and ” and going to the words *‘ Sec- 
retary of the Interior,” in line 9. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Tho PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question recurs on agrec- 
ing to the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions on page 54, line 5, to insert what will be read: 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And an additional sum of #3,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary 
to reimburse such of the fifteen other settlers whose claims are held for fn 
ther proof, in such amounts as may be found justly due them by the Se 
tary of the Interior. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend the amendment by strik- 
ing out what has been read and inserting in lieu thereof the 
matter which I send to the desk, furnished us by the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the committee 
amendment and insert in lieu thereof: 

And the further sum of $3,009, or so much thereof as may be necessary, | 
hereby ropriated for the purpose of reimbursing, if found upon further 
examination to be entitled, such claimants in the list examined by the 
retary of the Interior as were held for further proof, or which were erro 
neously disallowed because of incorrect descriptions of the lands settled 
upon, thus making it appear that they were not upon lands atected by the 
executive order of February 27, 1885. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I move to reconsider the vote by which the Sen- 
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ate as in Committee of the Whole agreed to the amendment of 

the Committee on Appropriations to strike out the proviso be- 

nates in line 25, on page 35, and going to the end of line 6, on 
e3 


The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agree- 
ing to the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 
The amendment will be stated. 

The SzcreTaRyY. Strike out on page 35, line 25, the follow- 
ing proviso: 

Provided, That when in pursuance of any treaty an appropriation has been 
heretofore made to erect schoolhouses for the accommodation of the chil- 
dren of any tribe of Sioux Indians out of any fund belonging to said Indians 
which appropriation is still in force, the Secretary of the Interior shall pro- 
ceed as early as practical to erect such school buildings. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to offer an amendment to be inserted 
on page 50, after the word “ dollars ” in line 4. 

The SEcRETARY. After the word ‘ dollars,” in line 4, page 
50, it is proposed to insert: 

The Secretary of the Interior is directed to contract with responsible par- 
ties for the construction of irrigating canals and purchase or securing of 
water supply on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation, in the State of Idaho, for 
the purpose of irrigating the lands of said reservation: Provided, That the 
expense of constructing said canals and purchase or securing of water sup- 
ply shall be paid out of ener’ belonging to the said Fort Hall Indians now 

n the Treasury of the United States and subject to the disposal of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior for the benefit of said Indians. 

Mr. PLATT. Before the amendment of the Senator from 
Idaho is considered I wish to ask whether all the committee 
amendments have been offered. I will state very frankly, if I 
can get the attention of the committee, that I supposed the 
committee were to offer an amendment on page 69, striking out 
the proviso at the top of the page and inserting another pro- 
vision directing the Secretary of the Treasury or the Secretary 
of the Interior to examine the claim of Mr. Munson referred to 
there. Does not the committee intend to offer an amendment 
of that character? 

Mr.COCKRELL. That wasa very peculiar case. The senior 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who is now absent from 
the Chamber, took up the matter, and looked into it very care- 
fully. There were grave doubts as to whether the provision 
ought not to remain upon the bill, and there were grave doubts 
as to whether it ought toremain. It was unders that he and 
I would make an investigation of it, if we could, :nd submit the 
result to the full committee. We never had an opportunity of 
completing the examination. 

We reported the bill subject to that modification. Unfortu- 
nately he was called away before we had time to confer with 
him, and I prepared a proposed substitute for it, directing the 
Secretary of the Interior. The Senator from Colorado thought 
it ought not to be allowed now without some restrictions upon 
it. That substitute was never submitted to the full committee 
and when there was such controversy over it, I did not feel 
that I had a right to offer it as a committee amendment. I 
have furnished the proposed amendment that I drew to the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut. He hasit in his possession. I thought, 
after reviewing the whole matter, thatit was better to do that 
under all the circumstances. We still kept control of it, and 
there was still controversy as to what the facts were. In fact 
we did not have all the facts before us; we never had them, and 
I do know to thisday wkat all the facts are in the case. Ihave 
been told that there are facts on both sides, and I have never 
seen them in writing or in any other way. 

Mr. PLATT. I supposed it had been agreed upon as a com- 
mittee amendment, but if that is not the case I will offer it at 
the proper time. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will state to the committee and also to the 
Senate, that when I sent up my amendment I presumed that all 
the committee amendments which were going to be offered had 
been presented. Inregard to the amendment which I have sub- 
mitted, I will state that it has the indorsement of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs and also of the Secretary of the Interior. 
It takes no money out of the Treasury. I understand the com- 
mittee are willing to accept it. I say to the Senator who has 
the bill in charge that I understand the committee are willing 
to accept the amendment. 

Mr. CALL. I make no objection to the amendment, Mr. 
President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senater from Idaho ]Mr. DuBoIs]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I move to strike out the proviso on page 69, 
commencing in line 1, and ending in line 6, and to insert inliev 
thereof what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the following 
proviso at the top of page 69: ~~ 

Provided, That the sum of $9,500 shall be subtracted from the amount to 
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be paid to the Chickasaw tribe of Indians on account of the interest herejy 

Bios for and the Secretary of the Treasury shall pay the said sum ot 
500 to W. B. Munson of Denison, Tex. , 
And in lieu thereof to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to make a thoroug! 
examination of the claim of W. B. Munson, of Denison, Tex., against the 
Chickasaw tribe of Indians for the amounts named in certain orders or drafts 
drawn by R. H. Sanders in favor of the First National Bank at Denison 
Tex., dated December 10, 1880, and directed to Hon. Robert L. Boyd, auditor’ 
Chickasaw Nation, Indian Territory, and by him accepted June 6, 1881, an; 
ee a full report of the finding of the facts to Congress in December 

Mr. PLATT. The point thatI make with reference to the pro- 
vision in the bill which I propose to strike out is that Congress 
has no power or right to take anything from the interest of the 
Chickasaw trust fund for any purpose whatever; that it is under 
treaty obligation and statute obligation to pay the interest of 
that trust fund to the Indians, and it can not divert any portion 
of it for the purpose of paying any supposed debt which the 
Chickasaw Nation or any person in the Chickasaw Nation may 
owe or be supposed to owe. 

I shall not go into what is claimed with reference to this debt. 
The provision of the bill seems to count upon the fact that the 
Chickasaw Nation owes W. B. Munson, of Denison, Tex., $9,500, 
That is disputed by the nation. For the purposes of this amend- 
ment I do not care very much whether the nation owes the debt 
or not. The United States has no right to take the money out 
of this trust fund. 

We have had a little experience with this trust fund. We 
went a good many years ago upon a supposed right, and paii 
out a part of the principal. After the lapse of thirty or forty 
years they went into the Court of Claims and obtained the de- 
cision of the Court of Claims that we had no right to do it, and 
we had to refund $240,000, and there is now a bill pending here 
to pay them $560,000 as interest. The Chickasaw trust fund is 
derived from some land which they ceded to the United States 
and for which the United States agreed to pay them. In the 
treaty of 1832 there was the following clause: 

ARTICLE II, 


The Chickasaw Nation have determined to create a perpetual fund for th 
use of the nation forever, out of the proceeds of the country now ceded awa) 
And for that purpose they propose to invest a large proportion of the money 
arising from the sale of the land in some safe and valuable stocks, which 
will bring them in an annual interest or dividend, to be used for all nationa 
purposes, leaving the principal untouched, intending to use the interes! 
alone. It is therefore proposed by the Chickasaws, and agreed to, that the 
sum to be laid out in stocks, as above mentioned, shall be left with the (oy 
ernment of the United States until it can be laid out under the direction of 
the President of the United States, by and with the advice and consent o! 
the Senate, in such cafe and valuable stock as he may approve of, for the 
use and benefit of the Chickasaw Nation. 

Then, in 1834, there was the following clause in the treaty: 


The funds thence resulting, after the necessary expenses of surveying an 
selling, and other advances which may be made, are repaid to the United 
States, shall, from time to time be invested in some secure stocks, redeem 
able within a period of not more than twenty years; and the United States 
will cause the interest arising therefrom annually to be paid to the Chicka 
saws. 

Then we had the statute of January 9, 1837. 
2096 of the Revised Statutes: 


The Secretary of the Interior shall invest, ina manner which shall te iu 
his ju ent most safe and beneficial for the fund, all moneys that may be 
received under the treaties containing stipulations for the payment, to tho 
Indians annually, of interest upon the proceeds of the lands ceded by them 
and he shall make no investment of such moneys, or of any portion, ata 
lower rate of interest than 5 per cent per annum. 

Then in the treaty of 1852 there is the following clause: 


The Chickasaws are desirous that the whole amount of their national! fund 
shall remain with the United States in trust for the benefit of their people 
and that the same shall on no account be diminished. It is therefore agreed 
that the United States shall continue to hold said fund in trust, as aforesaid 
and shall constantly keep the same invested in safe and profitable stock: 
the interest upon which shall be annually paid to the Chickasaw Nation 
(10 Stat., 975.) 

In three treaties and by one statute we are bound to pay this 
interest to the Chickasaw Nation, and by the decision of our 
Supreme Court we are justas much bound to keep our obliga- 
tions with the Indians as we would be to keep our obligations 
with Great Britain. 

Mr. HIGGINS. We ought to do it without the decision of 
the court. 

Mr. PLATT. We ought to do it without the decision of the 
court. We might just as well attempt to divert a portion of a 
fund which we held for the benefit of Great Britain or a portion 
of its interest and pay it to somebody who said he had a jus' 
claim against Great Britain as to take it away from this trust 
fund or the interest of the trust fund and pay it out to some one 
who claims that he has a debt against the Chickasaw Nation. 
man deals with the Chickasaw Nation as he deals with the United 
States. We are simply trustees of the United States to hold 

| that property and to pay the interest arising from the invested 
fund to the Chickasaw Nation. 

If, according to the terms of the bill, we were to pay this 
money to Mr. Munson (even if he had a judgment against the 
Chickasaw Nation), without the consent of the Chickasaw Na- 
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tion, if the Chickasaw Nation could get into the Court of 
Claims it could bring suit for and recover it against the United 


we said by the Senator from Missouri, the facts here are 
in dispute. If they were not in dispute, if they were conceded, 
we would have no right against the protest of the Chickasaw 
Nation to pay out its interest money upon the trust fund 
which we od to cancel a debt which a man has against the 
Chickasaw Nation. But the facts are in dispute, and therefore 
I have proposed, in lieu of the proviso which I propose to strike 
out, a provision directing the Secretary of the Interior to ex- 
amine this claim and report a finding of the facts to Congress. 

I doubt very much whether the United States ought to inter- 
fere even to that extent. If we pay this claim it is an admis- 
sion of the fact that whenever any person has a claim against 
any one of the Indian nations which the Indian Nation refuses 
to pay and we have any funds belonging to it in our hands, he 
may come to Congress and get payment out of the funds which 
we have. 

Mr. President, I do not think that I need say any more about 
thisclaim., [have a large number of papers, affidavits, and pro- 
tests from the Chickasaw Nation declaring that they do not owe 
it, that the debt of Mr. Munson is against an individual and not 
against the Chickasaw Nation, if he has any debt atall. ButI 
donot wish to detain the Senate by going into the disputed facts 
with reference to whether this isa just claim against the Chicka- 
saw Nation. What I say is that the United States has no right 
under the treaty and under the law to divert any portion of the 
interest of this trust fund for any such purpose, and if it does it 
will have to restore it out of its own Treasury to the Chickasaw 
Nation. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the House of Representatives, 
after an elaborate investigation of this matter, passed an appro- 
priation in behalf of Mr. Munson, in these words: 


Provided, That the sum of 89,500 shall be subtracted from the amount to 
be paid to the Chickasaw tribe of Indians on account of the interest herein 
rovided for and the Secretary of the Treasury shall pay the said sum of 

$5,500 to W. B. Munson, of Denison, Tex. 
The Chicka- 


Now, who received the benefit of this money? 
saw Indians. They received every dollar of it. They received 
it from a bank with which they were accustomed to transact 
the business of the nation. They received it on a draft drawn 
on their auditor and accepted by him. They received it on pa- 
rs approved at the time by the governor of the Chickasaw 
ation, William B. Overton. I propose that the Senate shall 
hear a plain, lucid statement of the transaction given by Mr. 
Perry, who was at one time president of the Denison bank. I 
ask that the Secretary read it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. The Chair hears none. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


THE STATE OF TEXAS, Grayson County: 


Personally appeared before the undersigned authority, Edward Perry, 
who, after being by me sworn in conformity to law, on his oath says: That 
he was, from 1873 to 1888, the executive officer of the First National Bank of 
Denison, Tex. That during a part of said time the officials of the Chickasaw 
Nation of Indians transacted the greater part of their financial business 
through the said bank. That R. H. Sanders, a citizen of the United States, 
had a contract from the said Chickasaw Nation to supply and conduct a 
large school in the said nation, known as the Lebanon oar’ that this 
contract run for five years, the said Sanders being paid by said nation un- 
der said contract about $12,000 per annum as the contract price for supply- 
ing and conducting saidacademy. That about one year before the expira- 
tion of this contract the said academy was destroy by fire, at which time 
er nation was indebted on said contract to said Sanders in the sum 


of 85,500. 
The said Sanders, be: 


anxious to have the said academy rebuilt, and to 
obtain a new contract 


th the said nation for another term of five years, 
proposed to the authorities of the said nation that if the said authorities 
would rebuild the said academy and give him a new contract to supply and 
conduct same for another term of five years, at or about the same considera- 
tion as the old contract, that he, Sanders, would contribute to the construc- 
tion of the new building the said sum of 8,500. This proposition was accepted 
by the said authorities as made; the said building was erected, the contract 
made with said Sanders as stipulated, and to the personal knowledge of af- 
fiant the said Sanders did contribute and pay to the said Chickasaw author- 
ities the said sum of 85,500, and the said fund was used by the said authori- 
“the eaia Teathee ouacadens aise had to furnish and equi 
ers en 7 new contract; to furnish and equip 

the said academy, and in so and to conduct and maintain same had to 
use  . sums of money, he in part obtained by loans from said 
bank. at the usual course of business in the transactions of the said 
bank and the said Chickasaw authorities, so far as the same related to the 
said Sanders, was for the said Sanders to draw through the said bank on 
the auditor of the said Chickasaw Nation against the sums due the said 
Sanders by the Chickasaw Nation under said contract; then when such 
drafts were accepted by the said auditor the said bank would make aivances 
on such acceptances to the said Sanders on account. That on the 10th day 
of December, 1880, the said Sanders drew three certain drafts on Robert L. 
Boyd, the then auditor of the said Chickasaw Nation, for the sum of $3,640; 
two of these drafts were for #2,000 each, and one for which said drafts 
were regularly and in due course of business accepted by the said Boyd as 
auditor of the said nation, and was then by the said Sanders turned over to 
the said bank on account. That these transactions were in conformity to a 
non +~ - 4 oe said bank = - a nn Poe a — ad- 
vice edge and consent o e@ governor and offic thereof. 
Transactions involving large sums of money had for some time previous! y 
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been handled in this way, and heretofore all such drafts had been regularly 
paid. That upon demand for the payment of said three drafts, the officials 
of the said nation requested time, saying they were not ready to pay them 
then. The sum of 8240 was however paid on the six hundred and forty dol- 
lar draft, leaving a balance due on this one of 8400, at the same time this 
draft was retained by the said Boyd, he saying that he would need it for a 
voucher for the amount he paid on same. That subsequently, and about 
eighteen months after the making of the new contract between the said 
Sanders and the said Chickasaw Nation, as aforesaid, and after the payment 
of the $240 also, as aforesaid, on the said draft for 8640, divers personal dis- 
putes, quarrels, differences, controversies, and difficulties, grew up between 
the said Sanders and B. F. Overton, the then governor of the Chickasaw 
Nation, who was a high-handed, violent, and arbitrary man; in consequence 
of these various disputes and difficulties between the said Overton and the 
said Sanders, the said Sanders being in great bodily danger, and to pre- 
serve his life fled from the said Chickasaw Nation; that his life was threat- 
ened, and his residence in the said Chickasaw Nation, where his wife and 
children then were was fired into in the night time by a body of armed men, 
the furniture in said house being riddled with bullets from gun and pistol 
shots. 

That as a further consequence of these disputes and differences, the said 
Overton, by his high-handed and arbitrary threats and action, at and against 
the said Sanders, made the life of the said Sanders in the said Chickasaw 
Nation so unsafe that he dared not return thereto, and that he was com 
pelled to remain away, having every reason to believe, and this afflant does 
believe, that his life would have been taken if he had remained in the said 
nation; thus making it impossible for the said Sanders to complete his said 
contract, the effect of which was to deprive him of the benefits and profits 
arising out of his said contract. That the said authorities of the said na 
tion then refused to pay the said sum of #4,400, the balance due on the said 
drafts, and have failed and refused to pay the sameor any part thereof ever 
since, and yet sorefuse. That afflant, as the executive officer of said bank, 
endeavored in every way to secure the payment thereof, and failing in this, 
then requested and urged the said authorities of the said nation to refund 
and pay to the said bank for the said Sanders, to secure the payment of the 
said drafts, the 85,500 contributed by the said Sanders to the said authorities 
to aid in the construction of the said academy, claiming and charging to 
the said authorities that the said Sanders had been ruined financially by his 
expulsion from the said nation, as aforesaid, and their refusal to allow him 
to fulfill and complete his said contract. 

Affiant charges that the said Sanders was so made absolutely insolvent 
and has ever since remained so, and that in consequence thereof it has been 











impossible for the said bank to recover from him the money due on said 
drafts. 

Afflant further says that the said three drafts, excepting the 84) paid, as 
aforesaid, are now due and payable to W. B. Munson, of Denison, Tex., who 
is the ex-president of the said First National Bank, and became so in the 


following manner: When some years ago the said Munson, desiring to re 
tire from the banking business, and having arranged for a sale of the said 
bank, these drafts having become a suspended debt, the purchasers refused 
to accept them as assets, Whereupon the same were written off to tho sald 
Munson. That copies of the two of the said drafts, for $2,000 each. are 
hereto appended, marked Exhibits A and B, and together wiih tire in 
dorsements thereon are made a —_ hereof. That the said draft for 640 is 
not in the possession of the said Munson, but was, and afiant supposes is 

et, in possession of the Chickasaw Nation, and therefore a copy can no! 
be furnished, the said authorities of the said nation refusing to either pay 
or return the said draft to the said bank. 


EDWARD PERRY. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 28th day of June, A. D, 1822 
[SEAL.] J. R. HANDY, 


Notary Public, Grayson County, Ter. 


Mr. COKE. Ihold in my hand the original drafts upon the 
auditor of the Chickasaw Nation, duly indorsed and accepted by 
him. I will state that the evidence shows that the money which 
was thus drawn for had been already earned by Sandersin teach- 
ing the Indian children and carrying on the Lebanon school. 

This is a statement of the facts of this case. The amount 
called for in this bill is the amount of these drafts with the in- 
terest at 8 per cent according to the laws of Texas when drawn. 

This is a statementof the condition of the transaction. Sine 
1880, which I believe was the date of the transaction, Mr. Mun- 
son has tried in every possible way to get some sort of settle- 
ment. He has been endeavoring to get a settlement there 
and a settlement here in Washington. He has utterly failed to 
get any settlement whatever with those people. Then this state 
of case is presented. Here is a man who was contracted with 
by the Chickasaw authorities, by the governor and the other 
authorities. Here aredrafts drawn in accordance with that con- 
tract and accepted by those authorities; and they are unpaid, 
and refusal is absolutely made to pay them. 

It is said that the fund out of which payment is sought isa 
trust ftnd. Of course any fund is a trust fund in the hands of 
any party belonging to another. The interest on the securities 
that belong to the Chickasaw Indians was to be paid to the In- 
dians themselves. We can not sue the Indian tribe. There is 
no legal remedy against them. The only remedy that exists at 
all is toapply to the Government of the United States, who are 
the trustees of these Indians, and who hold money to be paid 
into the hands of the Indians whose government contracted with 
Sanders, the payee of the drafts, and whose children have been 
benefited by the contract. That is all there is about the case. 

Mr. President, it does seem to me that the Government ought 
to compel these Indians to do the honest thing in their dealings 
with the white people of this country. The Government is the 
guardian of the Indians. The Indians are permitted tocontract 
in a certain mode. They did contract with Sanders, the as- 
signor of Munson. Sanders did comply with his contract until 
his life was endangered, and he was run out of the Territory. 
The officers of the Chickasaw government admitted that the 
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drafts were properly drawn by g them as drafts which 
must be paid as soon as they get money into the treasury. This 
is all I have to say at this time about it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, this claim is dis- 
puted bythe Chickasaws. The claimant is a man, I understand, 
ef fine character, a business man, and the president. of a bank. 
He claims that. this a has been due him for a number of 
years. It is positively denied by the Chickasaw Nation that it is 
due, and [ think it. would be an improper thing for the Senate 
of the United States to undertake to settle a litigated question 
in this way between a claimant and an Indian nation. 

Mr. COKE. I have here in my hand the drafts drawn on and 
accepted by the auditor of the Chickasaw Nation. Are there 
any receipts Leet these drafts? 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. nly. 

Mr. PLATT. This claim is thirteem years old. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Fourteen years. 

Mr. PLATT. The Chickasaw Nation have had money in that 
bank during all that period, and the bank has not attempted 
to take this debt out, and Mr. Munson is the president.of the 
banik. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is stated in the affidavits of the 
officers of the Chickasaw Nation that this claim has never been 

»sented tothe nation. It has been presented again and again 
by attorneys about the time the Indian appropriation bill was to 


I 

i have personally inspeeted the elaim, which was placed in 
my hands by the attorney representing the claimant, and after 
looking oa, it a stated —— — d Pt ang om in 
underta to put in an app a its 
payment. There is no bill pending here and never has been any 

tition or bill presented asking Congress to pass a law author- 

zing this man to bring suitanywhere. He simply waits until 
an appropriation bill isabout to be passed, and comes in and un- 
dertakes to have the item put. on an a —— bill in. spite 
of the positive denial of the debt by theo of the Chicka- 
saw Nation, sworn to by the whole of them. 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator will allow me, I wish. to ask him 
how long has this claim been in Washington? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think it has been here two or 
three years according to reeollection. It has been brought 
te my attertion a number of times. 

Mr. COKE. Several years? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Perhapsithasbeen. Iknow it has 
been presented to me several times by the attorney esent- 
ing the claim, and 1 was satisfied that it was not proper for Con- 
gress to undertake to pay it. It may be that the claim isdue to 
this man; it may be that it is a just debt of the Chickasaw Na- 
tion; but, if se, it eught to be ascertained and determined 
some court, and not determined by the Senate of the Uni 
States _— an appropriation bill. That is net fair: it is not 
reasonable. 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator state to what court the ques- 
tion ean be taken? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. FE do not care what court. IF am 
perfectly willing for it to go to the United States court in the 
oe oe ? ~ I ae sae tap willing oumahd Seeretary of 
the Interiors nvestigate the case, as p by the amend- 
ment of the Senater from Connecticut. 

Mr.COKE. I will ask the Senator whether there isany court 
that could take jurisdiction of this questiom, whether he is 
willing to have it determined by a court cr net: 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam y willing to vote for 
a bill, as soon as this bill is ‘ ag sane that the elaim 
shall be ne as proposed by the Senator from Connee- 
ticut. Iam willing to have any fair, careful, thorough investi-~ 
gation of this claim that ean be suggested; but the te has 
not the time to investigate it now. 7 

I have here eopies of the papers involved im the case. Here 
are upen pages of vits, which I have not had time 
to and which ether Senators kwve not had time to read. 

I understand the fact to be that t®#is money was loaned to a 
man by the name of Sanders under cirewmtances which have 
been stated to me ee ee understand the 
truth of the ease, there ever wat a ev.se which would ji 
the establishment of a court to investigate and determine it this 
is the sort of case that ought to be determined by a court, and 


not determined anywhereelse. . 
by arguine as to the impropriety 





TF shall notdetain the Senate 
of diverting o trust fund in the custedy 0? the United States to 
the — of this claim, hewever just it may be. We have 
no sueh autherity, we have no such right: and just at this par- 
tieular time ft would be @ mest unfortunate thing for us to treat 
the Chicimsaw Netion in this way. We have a commission 
down in the Indian Territory undertaking to make arrange- 
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ments with these people by which their lands may be sett)og 
and by which they may become citizens of the United Stato. 
and it seems to me it is not a very wise step, and it is not a yep: 
wise thing for us to inflame the Chickasaws against the Go, 
ernment. of the United States, and against the commission w 

have there now by this high-handed and outrageous proceediy 

in taking a part of their money and diverting it to the paymoy 
of even a just debt. 

If thisis a just debt to Mr. Munson, the president of a nation 
bank, he is a man of high character, a man of high intelli. 
whounderstands how to take care of hisrights, and if the cou; 
are open let him sue. [If there are no courts in which suit cg 
be brought, I am willing to vote for the passage of a bill w) 
will allow him to sue in a United States. court anywhere, |) 
am. not willing to have the claim settled here in this offhany 
way without examination, and I enter my protest against i 

Mr. HIGGINS. Even if the money sought to be divert 
the payment of this alleged debt were not a trust fund, | think 
it simply an extraordinary proceeding to attempt in this mann 
to garnishee the United States for the payment of this clain 

As every lawyer knows the Government is not subject to bo- 
ing sued in that way, is not, subject to garnishment. You cu 
not stop the pay of any officer of the Government, even thou 
he may be inlebted to some individual; and if you could not . 
it in that case, surely you should not in this, even if it were a 
absolutely just debt which had been reduced toa judgment. 

But the proposition is not less extraordinary that the Secu 
is asked to resolve itself into « court, and asa court and ji: 
to determine whether or not the Chickasaw Nation owes }) 
Munson $9,500. We are to leave the vast.and exacting busines 
of the United States to determine this issue. That is an ex! 
ordinary proposition. But if we were to go on and vote on | 
elaim we should absolutely pass.a verdict upon thecase and h 
the money paid without hearing the evidence. 

Affidavits have: been introduced, something is put in here 
one side, and allegations are made on the other; but is that : 
way for a court or a tribunal to. determine the right betw 
Yet we are asked todo that. But beyond a 
above all, is the fact that we are asked to divert funds on whic 
there is created a solemn trust for the payment of the wards 0’ 
this nation. [ hope that they do not stand in this august ' 
bunal any weaker Tesames of their weakness, that their stren:' 
would be any greater if, as cestué gue trusts, we had here the most 

werful nation onearth. Weare asked, holding this mone 
in our hands for their use, to pay it to some one else. [It is! 
for this Senate or this Congress to turn itself into a court 
the determination of private suits between individuals bec 
one of the parties happens to have trust money owing to it fr 
the United States. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I desire it understood that th 
is not an amendment of the committee. This bill was reporte 
to the Senate unchallenged with this provision in it for payi 
this man. The statement of the Senator from Missouri | \! 
CocKRELL] has been made that he had certain reservations in 
his mind in regard to it; but. the bill was reported here fa 
ably without any impeachment of this provision, which \ 
sol in the bill by the House of Representati\ 
providing for the payment of this money. 

This. question was investigated in the House of Represent 
tives, amd it comes here with the indorsement of that body. | 
stand here and show to the Senate a written acceptance of th~ 
drafts by the officers of the Chickasaw Nation, and the intere:' 
at 4% per cent makes up the amount of the proposed paymen! 
There has been no impeachment.of if;; no man has said that the 
debt has. been paid. 

Mr. PLATT. There has been no impeachment of it excc) 
that. there was no authority to make any sueh acceptance. 


| think that was enough 


Mr. COKE. We had before us the evidence that this ban 
at Denison advauced money as. high as $50,000 at. a time to the 
Chickasaw Nationand that these drafts were given in the sii: 
and ordinary course of business. It was am honest transiction 


on the part.of Mr. Munson and the bank. The Chickasaw \:- 


tion have his money. It went to the edueation of the Chicka- 
They ha or pal hand the House of ean aa = 
ey have never ti, use of tatives have 
sent us a i in this: bill iding for its. yment. We 
are without the adoption of on. 
The Senator from Arkansas talks about-hel us to pass 4 


bill toe the claim imto court. We know that amounts 
to. e 


are withoutaremedy. There is no court to which the 
The claimant dealt with the Chicksaw 20\- 
ernment. [t is true that this Government is the trustee of t!c 
Chickasews. for the money that is propased to be disposed 0! 
here, but it is te be paid to the individual Indians or to tho 
nation. not tobe invested im stocks, and no direction is give” 
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its disposition, except that it is to be paid to the Indians. 
~~ proceeding is ’n the nature of & garnishment against the 
Nation. 





Ww 
Mr. PLATT. Is this a payment of interest te the Indians? 

Mr. COKE. The interest is to be paid to the Indians. 

Mr. PLATT. “The imterest upon which shall be paid annu- 
ally: to the Chiekasaw Nation.” 

Mr. COKE. It is to the Chickasaw Nation, then: 

Mr. PLATT. Is this payment to the Chickasaw Nation? 

Mr. COKE, That puts it stillcloser. Here isa debt of the 
Chickasaw Nation, a debt which we have no court to go into to 
collect, and a debt for which they have stood the claimant off 
for about thirteen years. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to ask 
him a single question? 

Mr. COKE. Certainiy. 

Mr. PALMER. Lasik the Senator upon what pretext does the 
Chickasaw Natiom refuse to pay it? 

Mr. COKE. They just simply do not pay it. 

Mr. JONHS of Arkansas, They say absolutely that they do 
no owe it. 

Mr. COKE. Where does the Senator get that? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. From the atfidavits of the officers 
of the Chickasaw Nation. 

Mr. COKE. Hereis their draft for money advanced on the 
faith of what the governor and. the auditor of the Chickasaw 
Nation said to the bank in the due course of business. Besides 
there had been a part payment made upon the drafts. 

Mr. JONES of Arisansas. Will the Senater let me see that 
draft? 

Mr. COKE. Yes; here it ig(handing @ r to Mr. JONES 
of Arkansas). Two hundred and forty d was paid on the 
drafts. They seem to have been short of money, and the Den- 
ison bank has had to advanee them a greatdeal of money; and 
yet we are teld that the bank is without any remedy. 

The question is whether or not these Indian nations are amen- 
able to any law, whether they are to be permitted to obtain 
money from citizens of the United States without any remedy, 
when the United States holds money in ite hands which is due 
to them? I have known repeated instances since I have been a 
member of the Senate when the Government of the United 
States has paid claims against Endians out of moneys due them— 
trust funds—perhaps notagainst these Indians, but against some 
Indian tribes. It has been avery common thimg todo. The at- 
tempt to put this provisiom upen this appropriation bill has been 
suggested by the practice of the Government leretofore. 

Mr. President, the transaction was anhonestone. Thereisno 
man in the State of Texas who stands higher than W.B. Munson. 
I have his affidavit: here, in which he makes a plain statement 
of the transuction. He says the ae due and unpaid. He 
was the. president of that bank once. 
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eeased to be its presi- | 


dent for « time, but is now again its president; and he comes | 


here and asks, when he is without remedy elsewhere, that when 
the United States Government. is about to pay over a large 
amount of money to the Chickasaw Nation, they pay this sum to 
him in liquidation and adjustment of an honest debt 


which the Senator from Texas talks about,and It should like to 
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Senator from Texas, it. was stated that they were written off to 
Munson. afterwards. He simply stands here, therefore, as tho 
holder of paper dishonored as a security, and has no higher 
equity than. the payee himself. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let me call attention to one other 
fact im connection with this case, that Saunders failed to perform 
his contracts with the Chickasaw Nation. He was held to have 
violated: every claim he had on the Chickasaw Nation, and he 
was dishonorably dismissed from the service, and among the 
papers isa statement from Saunders himself that every dollar 
the Chickasaw Nation owed him had been paid. This money 
was to be paid out of the money due Saunders after a certain 
date inthefuture. Saunders was discharged, and the Chickasaw 
Nation owed him nothing. There is no obligstion in the spirit 
or letter of the contract that this money should be paid, but if 
there were, this auditor had no right by his act to undertake 
to bind the Chickasaw Nation, and the Senate can not undertake 
to establish any such precedent as that an officer can do any 
such unauthorized amd unwarranted thing. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If the Senator will allow me, in his re- 
marks preceeding those just delivered, he stated that the courts 
— open to Mr. Munson to establish his claim in an action at 

Ww 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. [do not know that I said that. 

Mr. BLANCHARD.. I understood the Senator to say that. 
I was going to say that the Senator from Texas [Mr. Coke] de- 
nies that there is any remedy in court; and upon that point | 
should like to hear the Senator. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I said a while ago if the courts 
were open, my impression was that Mr. Munson would have the 
right to: bring the: suit. He certainly has availed himself, as | 
understand, of his right to sue Saunders, but hehas got nothing 
out of it. Whether he has the right to sue the Chickasaw Na 
tion is: another thing... 

Lam perfectly willing tosupport the amendment suggested by 
the Senator from Connecticut |Mr. PLATT), that, this question 
shall be investigated by the Secretary of the Interior and ths 
facts reported by him to Congress; I am perfectly willing te in- 
corporate in this bill a provision giving jurisdiction to the 
United States courts anywhere down in that country, where it 
would be proper and regular to have a suit brought. But what 
Econutend is that in a litigated case like this, one which I sub- 

. so faar as it has been investigated, seems to be in favor of 
the Chickasaw Nation and against the validity or legality of this 
claim, against its justice and against its fairness, that it is not 
right for us to settle it here without any investigation and with- 
out knowing all the facts. 

Mr. COKE.. I have just one more word to say, and that is 
that so far as the offer of the Senator from Arkansas to create a 
court is concerned, in which this claim can be tried, the Senator 
is not able to deliver the goods, not able to fulfill his promise. 
The claimant is without. any remedy in the worid, the bank is 
out of this money,and must get it this way or never get it a! 
all. That is all there is about it. 

I callattention again to the fact that this isa transaetion with 


| av officer of the Chickasaw Government, made with the consent 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Lwish torendtotheSenate the paper | 


have the Senate consider just what itisand whatitsays. [treads: | . ; : 
| cept the auditor's statement. There is »othing about the gov- 
| ernor. 


First NATIONAL BANK, Denison, Tex., December 10, 1850. 
Please deliver tothe First National Banix of Denison, or order, out of my 
pay due me-after Ist February, 1891, a split warrant for 2.000. 
R. HZ SAUNDERS. 
To Hon. Rosrrr L. Born, 
Auditor of the Chickasaw Nation, Ind. T. 
On the back of that is written: 


Accepted January 6,, 198T. 
ROST: L. BOYD, Audiior. 


It is a plain matter of fact, well known to everybody, that this 
auditor had no right to ‘any draft of this kind on money 
that was:not due, and to bind the Chickasaw Nation. If he un- 
dertook to-do. so he-could: not bind it. He could only discharge 


ae a in ake aeasae law. sateen 

papers are in ¢: rthe same c ion. This is 
an order from a mam by the-name of Saunders. [ vr — 
this + but 


it is due f the Chi ee N: mind, 
ue from the c w Nation is, to m exceeding! 
dowbtful, and the Senate ik deh tteouuee thet ¢ he lod 


says mousy 
have no doubt that ie true; but that 


had the money he had the to  itfor this pur- | 
pose. It ought not teassume te a doabeios dete of thiskind | 
without the Chickasaws having a a 

Mr. HIGGINS. I call the attention of the Senator to the fact 
that Munson was not the payee of these drafts. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Not at all. 


Mr. HIGGINS. The drafts were dishonored,.and in the af- 
fidavit that was read at the desk, which was presented by the 


| sentatives. 


of the governor of the Nation. It is a draft drawn upon him 
and accepted by him. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is nothing in that paper ex- 


Mr.COKE.. Sofaras thatis concerned, does amy man imagines 
that a good, honest, sensible man like Mr. Munson, the presi- 
dent of a bank, was going to put out this much money on a draft 
of an auditor without the consent of the governor, especially 
when he swears that itwas in the course of a very large business 
that he was doing with the Chickasaw Nation? 

I think the Chickasaw Natien can bind themselves as well as 
any other government; [| think the Chickasaw Nation can be 
estopped as well as any other government: I think the Chicica- 
saw Nation can be made liable on its promises as well as other 
governments, if you can get it into a place where the nation has 
money that can be reached; and here is the only piace that [ 
know of. 

Mr. ALLISON. Only aword on this question. It is true 
that the Committee on Appropriations reported this bill and 
without changing the text as it eame from the House of Repre- 
The Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] states 
truly that it was to be further investigated by those having the 
bill speeially in charge. Itso happened that. I looked into it in 
connection with the Senator from Missouri after the bill was 
reported, and I made up my mind that, to say the least, there is 
a dispute as to whether this is a debt of the Chickasaw Nation. 


| Mr. Munson and the bank which he represents advanced this 


money fourteen years ago, and this is the first we have heard 


| about this claim im this Chamber. 








7636 








sas to the fact, and he admitted it to have been herein Washing- 
ton for several years. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very likely; but that does not change the 

oint I make respecting it. The amendment proposed by the 
Redulor from Connecticut submits this question to an investiga- 
tion by the Secretary of the Interior, one of our own officers, and 
the chief officer having in charge the great questions relating 
to Indian tribes. 

It seems to me that where a dispute of this kind is to be settled, 
and where there is a doubt as to whether this claim is due or is 
not due, Mr. Munson ought to be willing to allow the claim to 
be fully investigated. 

If I remember the amendment as I heard it read at the desk, 
it is proposed that the Secretary of the Interior shall make re- 

rt at the next session of Congress. So, if Mr. Munson has a 
ost claim that we are bound to take care of, it is a difference of 
three or four or five months. After the statement made by the 
Senator from Arkansas, and after the investigation I made, 
reading every paper that [ could find in connection with this 
case, 1 must say that I made up my mind that it is a doubtful 
claim, and therefore I assented—because the Senator from Mis- 
souri showed his amendment to me at the time of its prepara- 
tion—for myself to agree that this claim should be investigated 
by the Secretary of the Interior, who is a responsible officer of 
this Government, and who is at the head of the Department 
having the care of the Indian tribes. 

Why should we take this money from the Chickasaw Nation 
now, without investigation, when we have by this amendment 
proposed an investigation and report within four or five months? 

r. COKE. I simply desire to say, in reply to the Senator 
from Iowa, that Mr. Munson has been pursuing this claim since 
1880; and now the proposition is to put it before the Secretary 
of the Interior; and nobody knows when the report will ever be 
made and how much additional delay will be involved. The 
debt has already doubled by interest at 8 per cent, and nobod 
knows when a report will be had, and whether the report will 
amount to anything when it is had. I suppose the claimant 
would then have to go to the Court of Claims the same as if no 
report had been made, and sibly by that time the money of 
the Chickasaw Indians would have been paid out, and the claim- 
ant would be left where he is new, without money and without 
any recourse upon anyone. The proposition is to postpone indef- 
initely the collection of an honest debt already delayed twelve 


years, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. COKE. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. ; 
Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Nr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am usually 
paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], buta while 
ago I agreed to pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
MAN] on thisquestion. If he were present I should votein favor 
of the amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. HARRIS (wben his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. Not knowing 
how he would vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANsSBROUGH]. I 
ace not know how he would vote, and I therefore withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. POWER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY], and with- 
hold my vete. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR}. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I have a general 
ee with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], I trans- 
er-my pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES}, and vote 
ay na ” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. [announce my pair with the junior Sen- 
ator from Texas[Mr. MiLus]. If I were at liberty to vote, I 
shou!d vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD wafter having voted in the negative). I 


Iam paired with 


Iam paired with 
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LAN]. In his absence I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GORDON, I am paired with the junior Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. MANDERSON], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. GORDON. I will vote to make a quorum. I vote “ yea.” 
b Mr. DAVIS. In order to make a quorum I will vote. I vote 

nay.’ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator 
from Texas ({Mr. MILLS] to the Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. 
ALDRICH], and I will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS. Notwithstanding my pair with the Senato, 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], in order to make a quorum I ask 
that my vote be recorded. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CAREY. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. MITCHELL). I transfer my pair to the senior Sen- 
ator from Nevada [Mr. JONES] and vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. SMITH. Has the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dv- 
BOIS] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Idaho has 
not voted. 


Mr. SMITH. I withhold my vote, being paired with that 
Senator. 
The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 15; as follows: 
YEAS—28. 
Alien, Gibson, Jones, Ark. Proctor, 
Allison, Gordon, Lindsay, Roach, 
Brice, Gray, Mitchell,Oregon Shoup, 
Carey, Hawley, Patton, Turpie, 
Cockreil, Higgins, Peffer, Vilas, 
Faulkner, Hunton, Perkins, Walsh, 
Gallinger, Jarvis, Platt, White. 
NAYS—15. 
Bate, Davis, Kyle, Stewart, 
Call, George, Pasco, Vest, 
Coke, Harris, Quay, Washburn, 
Daniel, Hill, Ransom, 
NOT VOTING—42. 
Aldrich, Dolph, McMillan, Power, 
Berry, Dubois, McPherson, Pugh, 
Blackburn, Frye, Manderson, Sherman, 
Blancharé, Gorman, Martin, Smith, 
Butler, Hale, Mills, Squire, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Camden, Hoar, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Irby, Morrill, Wilson, 
Chandler, Jones, Nev. Murphy, Wolcott. 
Cullom, ge, Palmer, 
Dixon, McLaurin, Pettigrew, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. POWER. I wish to offer an amendment. On page 8, 
line 3,1 move to strike out “twenty-five” and insert ‘‘forty- 
four,” and in line 14, after ‘“‘dollars,” to insert ‘$19,000 to be 
used for Fort Shaw Reservation and Indian Industrial School, 
Montana.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Montana will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 8, line 13, strike out ‘“‘twenty- 
five” and insert ‘‘forty-four,” and in line 14, after “dollars,” in- 
sert ‘'$19,000 to be used for Fort Shaw Reservation and Indian 
Industrial School, Montana.” 

So as to make the clause read: 


For buildings and repair of buildings at agencies, $44,000, $19,000 to be used 
for Fort Shaw Reservation and Indian Industrial School, Montana. 


Mr. POWER. The amount asked for in the amendment is 
estimated for by the Department. I wish to have read a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs requesting that the 
amount be added to the sppeegt ae bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 


quested. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, July 12, 1591 
Sir: Referring to the letter dated March 31, 1894, from the honorable act 
ing Secretary of the Treasury to the Speaker of the House of Representa 
tives, transmitiing for the consideration of Congress an estimate of appro- 
riation submitted by the Department of the Interior for the support of the 
dian school at Fort Shaw, Montana, for the current fiscal year, and a¢- 
gregatin in amount 862,500 (see Ex. Doc. 176, Fifty-third Congress, secon 
session), I have the honor to invite your especial attention, and to ask favor: 
able consideration of the following items which are embraced in the est!- 
mate referred to, viz: 
Nee i os Somuilbdiee cece $12, 000 
Fences, farm implements, seed, etc. ...................--.--.....--.---- 2,00 
IE, PII, Us ooo in cance cdc ccc ecccoccscscsenncace 2 9,000 
The improvements contemplated being made with these sums are very 
material and eer necessary for the proper conduct and maintenance of 
this school, and I strongly recommend that they be incorporated in the !n 
dian appropriation bill now under consideration by your committee. 


ery respectfully, 
D. M. BROWNING, 
Commissione” 
Hon. FRANCIS M. COCKRELL, 
United States Senate. 
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Mr. POWER. The chairman of the committee, I believe, is 
satisfied that the amendment shall be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Montana [Mr. 


POWER]. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VILAS. I wish to offer an amendment to be inserted on 


page 66, after line 17. F 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
The SECRETARY. 
insert: 
For education and mane’ of one hundred and fifty Indian pupils at St. 


Joseph's Indian Industrial School, Keshena, Wis., at #125 each per annum, 
#18,7E0. 


Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, the amendment I submit has 
been favorably reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
It has been approved and is recommended by the Secretary of 
the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and I be- 
lieve it will have no opposition from the Committee on Appro- 

riations. I shall, therefore, content 7 by simply remark- 
ing in respect to it that this school has been established a long 
time, and has been conducted in a manner very satisfactory to 
the Department. It has been supported largely by contribu- 
tions. The price at which pupils are to be maintained is much 
less than the average current price paid. The school has fora 
long time maintained a considerable number of Indian pupils in 
addition to the number which it is now proposed by the amend- 
ment to award to it. 

I ask leave to insert in the RECORD a letter of the superin- 
tendent of the school, a letter of the Secretary of the Interior, 
and a letter of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in respect to 
the amendment, and with these, unless there be more reason for 
discussing it, I shall submit the question for the determination 


of the Senate: 
KESHENA, WIs., March 20, 1894. 


Sir: Inclosed please find copy of an amendment to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill, which l respectfully submit, together with the following: 

Ten years ago we started at this place and have uninterruptedly carried 
on till the present day an Industrial Boarding School for the training of 
Indian children. Our labors have been hard and tiresome, frequently in 
very discouraging circumstances, but they have been crowned with success, 
and I do not hesitate to pronounce our school one of the best in the Indian 
service. This can be proven by the ——— of inspectors, special agents, 
supervisors, and other officials, all on file in the Interior Department. At 
the Indian educational exhibit at the World’s Fair at Chicago we received 
an award and diploma of honor for our exhibit, testimony for which will be 
kindly presente 7, Mr. J. A. Gorman, of Washington. 

Our build all of which have been erected at our own expense and for 
the sole use of the Indians, have ——_ accommodation for 170 pupils; our 
average attendance has been and is upwards of 160, and the enrollment 
about 190 pupils. Notwithstanding this number our school receives con- 
tract compensation for only 130 pupils at $108 per capita. 

Of course, ever since the establishment of this school we have been 
obliged to add to what we received from the Government large contributions 
of our own in order to maintain the school and make it what it is now, and 
even if we succeed in ae what we now ask for, viz, an increase of funds 
from the Department, we will be obliged yet to supplement it with our own 
fands. What we request is much less than is paid for nearly all the other 
penne 4 aan appropriated for, as will be seen by referring to the ap- 
propriation bill. 

Every cent received by us is spent for the benefit of the Indians. 
sure you that a much higher ao than mere money-makin, 
in our work for the Indian’s welfare. The seeking of personal profits was 
barred off beforehand by our solemn promises rendered ere our foot was set 
upon the field given in our charge. ow that our people here have advanced 
so far on the road to civilization and Christianity we will not abandon it. 
but strive to secure every means for its further and better development and 
final perfection. 

Iam confident that the Department, if asked, will substantiate all I have 
said in regard to the school, and I pee request that when the Indian 
appropriation bill comes before the Senate you may aid us in placing the 
Ha ment for our school where it belongs among the other portions of the 


Very respe2tfully, yours, 
Rev. ODORIC DERENTHAL. 
Hon. W. F. Vins 


United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


The amendment will be stated. 
On page 66, after line 17, it is proposed to 


I can as- 
actuates us 





DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, March 30, 1894. 


Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 26th 
t, and accompanying letter from Rev. Odoric Derenthal, in regard to 
an appropriation to maintain the Indian industrial school at Keshena, Wis. 


(Green Bay ). 
In response thereto, you are respectfully advised that this school is now 
conducted under a contract ay ved by the Department for 130 pupils at 


$108 per annum per pupil, and is paid from thegeneral appropriation for sup- 


Degt of schools. 

6 accompan report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, dated 

29th instant, to whom the matter was referred, contains the statement that 

the St. Joseph school is a most excellent school, and that the number of Indian 
upils cared for and educated is greatly in excess of the number provided 

ae ate ers = akae = of all A aid the Department can 

regard creas r capita allowance 
WISP Se fs eecomumena nat tn eppemetonn ve ee 
oO ‘ac’ ve torecommend that an a) 
to maintain this school as requested. ee 


The pon accom ing your communication are herewith returned. 
‘ ery respectfully,” 


Hon. WILLIAM F. ViLAs, United States Senators et Secretary. 


eee 


ee 
——$<$<$ $< 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, March 29, 1894. 


Sik: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt, by your reference, of the 
letter of Rev. Odoric Derenthal, superintendent of St. Joseph's Industrial 
Boarding School, Keshena, Wis., addressed to Hon. WILLIAM F. VILAs, 
Jnited States Senate, dated March 20, 1894, submitting an amendment to the 
Indiah appropriation bill, with a history of the school, requesting my re- 
port thereon. 

In reply, I have the honor to state that from reports of inspectors, special 
agents, and supervisors, recorded in this office, the St. Joseph's school is a 
most excellent Indian school. 

The quarterly attendance reports show that the number of Indian pupils 
cared for and educuted at this school is greatly in excess of the number 
provided for by the Government. 

In my opinion, St. Joseph's school is doing very good work for the In- 
dians, and it is worthy of all the aid the Department can give it in regard 
to increasing its per capita allowance and granting the number of pupils 
asked for. 

I concur in the statement set forth in the letter of Superintendent Deren 
thal, and respectfully request your favorable consideration of his request 

The letter of Rev. Odoric Derenthal and its inclosures are herewith re 
turned. 

Very respectfully, 
D. M. BROWNING, Conwnissioner. 

The honorable the SoECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Appropriations made 
no recommendation as to this matter because it determined not 
to add any new schools to the list of schools. The price in the 
other schools provided for in the bill is $167, and the price fixed 
in the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin is $125. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin | Mr. 
VILAS]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. On page 53, line 14, I move to strike out 
‘*five hundred” and insert ‘‘nine hundred and ninety-five;” so 
as to read: 


One thousand nine hundred and ninety-five dollars. 


I have called the attention of those in charge of the bill to the 
proposed change. A bill appropriating $1,995 to pay John Pal- 
mier for buildings and improvements at Pine Ridge Agency 
passed the Senate early in the session. There is no question of 
the right of Mr. Palmier to recover from the Government the 
value of the buildings and improvements. The only question 
is one of amount. There must have been a blunder made else- 
where as to the amount. The amount that was certified to by 
the Indian agent, Capt. Brown, was $1,995. I refer to Report 
No. 56, made from the Committee on Indian Affairs in this Con- 
gress, ee fully the amendment Ihave proposed. There 
certainly should be no opposition to it, andI hope the Senator 
in charge of the bill will not object to the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask the Senator from Nebraska to read 
the items which make up the $1,995. 

Mr. MANDERSON. ‘The items are as follows: 

Frame dwelling house, 1} stories high, 18 by 26 feet; with addition 14 ’ 


DY 18 1606 . 0.0222. cee. cccewcccececces- cee SeSeemneacccecscocesccce 
Log dwelling house, 18 by 36 feet -.................-..-.-.-.---- 100 


ante RINE DO I avin sts <n sedan cccccsnbhedcckucnte ds saserseccncscccese 75 
ee CN He Oe et Oe Birnie in dita dena gedagusedscecundennes Ces 50 
Forty acres of land under cultivation, inclosed with pole and wire fence 160 
ee ns ee a wunancizeenenng sn ascued scsauenaeesesaus 40 
Breaking 40 acres of land at $3 per acre.................-..---.....- : 120 
Digging one well, labor and material... -.......... ........---2---.----0- 50 
Personal labor on farm and buildings ........................-...-..--.- 200 





ae a camnabinds husks idtunddete acuténenesnedned 


Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator again read the last item? 

Mr. MANDERSON. The last item is for ‘‘ personal labor on 
farm and buildings, $200.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. I thought it was $400. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is $200, making a total of $1,995. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We left this just as itcame from the other 
House. I have seen the papers the Senator has, but I am under 
the impression that there are some other reasons why the full 
amount was not putin. However, theamendmentof the Senator 
from Nebraska may be agreed to and the matter reserved for 
action in conference. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I wish to say simply that Mr. Palmier 
was upon these premises for twelve years. He is a very ex- 
emplary citizen. Capt. Brown, an army officer, who was the 
Indian agent at Pine Ridge Agency, says: 

Returning to Mr. Palmier’s claim for #1,995, [have to say that i consider 
it areasonableclaim. He has a very good house, barn, corrals, and other 


improvements which, of course, cost him some money and much iabor to 
erect at this point. 


1, 995 


There was no question in the minds of the Committce on I[n- 
dian Affairs but that this is a very low appraisement of the 
improvements which were lost by reason of the action of the In- 
dian Department under the law referred to. 
mittee can retain the amendment in the Dill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


I hope the com- 


The question is on agrecing 
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to the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MAN- 
DERSON]. 

The amendment. was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I offer au amendment to be inserted after the 
word ae in line 25, on page 49. 





| PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The SfecreTary. After the word “dollars,” in line 25, page 
49, insert: 


That all iands heretofore constituting a part of the Puyallup Indian Res- 
ervation situated near the city of Tacoma. in the counties of Pierce and King, 
State of Washington, now held in severailty by the Puyallup Indians, patents 
to which have heretofore been issued by the United States to said Indians, 
said patents containing certain restrictions upon the sale and conveyance of 
said lands, are hereby declared to be the property and che estate of each of 
said allottees or their heirs in fee simple, free and clear of each and every 

ction as to the saie, conveyance, or other d the same here- 
tofore imposed by the Government of the United States: . AGwerer’, 
That no sale of said lands shall be valid until the partiesshall appear before 
the United States district judge in the district in which said lands are sit- 
uated, and thereupon submit to him all the terms and conditions of such 
proposed sale for his approval, and if approved by such judge, he shall in- 
dorse his approval on the contract or other instrument e cing such 
sale; thereupon such sale may be executed and completed in accordance 
with the termsand conditions so approved ae judge: Provided further, 
at price azveed upon, and as nee area by 
said , Shall be secured and paid as follows, namely, one- of the 
shall be at the date of the final executJon of said sale to 

said allottee, and the two-thirds shall be secured by t promissory 
notes of equal amount, each bearing interest a). the rate of 4 per cent per 
annum, and payable, respectively, in one, two, three, four, five, six, seven, 
and eight — from the date thereof. Said promissory notes and each of 
them shali be sectred by a first mortgage and lien upon the lands sold, and 


ge shal) be assignable or transferable to 

lremain the sole pro’ oe cos 

heirs until the indebtedness of said purchaser is tully discharged in 
accordance with all of the terms and conditions heretr:. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, the question as to what ough 
to be done with what is known as the Puyallup Indian Reserva- 
tion is not a new one to the Senate of the United States. It is 
a question which has engaged the attention of Congress and of 


neither said notes nor said mort, 
any person whomsoever, but sh 
and 


the Executive Department of the Government for some years. 
The people of the State of Washington feel that they ought to 
be again on this subject and now. 


It seems to be a simple matter, a‘though it may appear to be 
complicated when one first looks over the documents which have 
been submitted upon the subject. Sut is in fact a very simple 
question eat = t right down to the bottom of it. There 
was a treaty with the Puyallap Indian tribe, which provided 
that the Territory of Washington, which was afterwards cre- 
ated to bea State, could by law remove the resirictions placed 
upon the disposal of property held by the Indians in severalty, 
but such a law to be of full force and effect must have the ap- 

val of the Congress of the United States. This wasprovided 
n the —. 

Now, the islaturse of the State of Was + at its first 
session, held 1890, did remove those restrictions. There- 
fore it was simply left for the approval of Congress to be exer- 
cised, and then the Indians would have had just as much right 
to dispose of their land held in severalty as any person holding 
land haa a right to dispose of his vo ane Thereupon certain 
individuals eded to make negotiations with the Indians for 
their lands or a portionof their lands. Those negotiations went 
on, and cer agreements were entered into. 

There was a feeling, however, that there might be in this con- 
nection some advantage taken of the Indians. There are in the 
States of the East people who are busying themselves very hon- 
oe and charitably in looking after the interests of the In- 

ns. 

Some of these people thought that there was a danger that the 
Indians might be cheated and defrauded out of the value of their 
pro or a large part of the value, and remonstrances began 
topourin. There was a cessation of the negotiation, and efforts 
were made to prevent the Congress of the United States from 
approving the act of the State. Thus the matterstands. That 
condition of affairs has been maintained and exists at this day. 

Now, what are the essential facts about the situation? Here 
is the city of Tacoma, of 40,000 people. The boundaries of the 
city are weet fi one to the Indian reservation. The 
In reservation sah aga of 18,050 acres, of which 
585 oe 598.81, af retlidoed on account of the 
overlapping of some claim which was allowed) belong to andare 
kept in a separate unaliotted portion for cemetery, school, and 
agency purposes. The remainder, 17,463 acres, was allotted to 
the Indians. How many allottees were there? Only 166 indi- 
= Indians altogether were the patentees. scat 

e total population, counting men, women, and c n, 
numbered about 600. 

When this matter came up in the Fifty-first Congress in 1890 
there was a great deal of discussion about it, and at that time a 
commission was sent there. On that was a ver 


commission 
eminent jurist by the name of Judge Drake, now d 
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Many of the Senators knew him. The commission went tho». 
and made an examination of the property and local condition, 
and all the circumstances. Theirreport is here before me, ciy. 
ing a statement in detaii of all the facts ascertained, the name 
of the Indians, and the amount of property held by them in gay 
eralty, and every other feature affecting the question. T) 
eee being an able one, its suggestions and report a 
value. 

Up to the present time the Indians have been unable to mal, 
a disposition of their lands, and in consequence they are {| 
sufferers. Of course, you make an appropriation of $16,0 
the pending bill for the Puyallup and other Indian agenci 
that State. You make provision for them on page 48 o! 
bill, as follows: 

For general incidental expenses of the Indian service, including tra 
expenses of agents at seven agencies and the support and civilization 
dians at Collvilie and Puyallup agencies, and pay of employés, $16,000 

But if the Indians had been able to sell their land they \ 
have raised the sum of $700,000 for only a portion of the 
only about one-half, for the sale of which they had made 
tracts. That would have given to the adults, of whom ther 
less than a hundred and fifty, the sum of $5,000 each. Forty. 
twool the original patentees had died in 1891. Thisvast amow 
of money could have been realized and the United States cou 
have been relieved of expense. 

The property would have oe into the hands of white nm: 
who wo have improved it, and it would have been taxab|: 
property in the State of Washington and in the county 
which it is situated. The pen which the Indians | 
of ing the sale has gone by for the present. The averag 
valueof the land as then arranged tobe sold by them was abo. 
$76 am acre, which is a very good price for property encun. 
bered b ey heavy forests. 

Mr. GRA Seventy-six dollars an acre? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Seventy-six dollarsan acre. Thatisthe av 
age price. Mind you, some of itis low land and unfit for occ. 
pancy for residence or homes purposes. Some of it is good, vic 


valley land, which, whencleared, will support people well. Ot: 
land included in the reservation is hill land and is suita)! 
mainly for agricultural purposes when improved. Now, whe 


pro 
this land is cleared, particularly the valley land, it is hich! 
productive. It has been stated, and I believe it to be true, that 
or 7 acres of it, if it is well cleared, will supporta family. }B.: 
it costs a great deal of money to clear it. It costs from $7) : 
$150 an acre to clear it for purposesof agriculture. I take the: 
figures from the repert of the commi " 

Now,see whata position we are in. The Indians can do not! 
ing with this land, cally. There is another commissi: 
out there under the law énacted by the Fifty-second Cong 
in 1893, and while I do not say that the Indiams are quarre|in- 
with the commission, they do not like the situation. The |: 
commission, to which I now refer, isinvested with certain power: 
and functions as to the selection and sale of the land. But ¢ 
Indian owners decline to sell under present conditions. Thes 
are not sa Indians. They are intelligent people. T) 
have their schools. More than half of the men, women, :! 
children can read and write. They appear in the same gar!) - 
we do; they go to political conventions, and vote for Repres:r 
ative in Congress. These people understand the method- 
doing business. They serve on juries, and perform all the o 
duties of American citizenship. 

Ihave been amongst them year after year. I have visit:- 
them. I know some of them personally, and that they are so! 
of them highly intelligent people. They have had the ben 
of schools for many years. They have one of the best condu 
agencies now under the Government. The agent, Mr. Eel: 
an exceptionally excellent one, who has been there for a ; 
many years. 

I will state what we wish to havedone. We desire to 
these Indians empowered to sell their lands under some suit 
and adequate provision for their protection, for they are ‘)° 
wardsof the nation still. We think the best plan to be adopt 
is to allow the judge of the United States district court to p:-> 
upon the q onof the equity of the contract—the reason’. 
ness of it. We think that he, beingon the ground and know!" - 
these men personally, having been brought up in a city on!) 
or 40 miles distant from them, having known maay of the™ | 
— and knowing all the conditions, is better able to (“¢- 

body else. 

We wish to have Congress allow the Indians to have the 0«" 
by, and they are gettine 


efit of their property. Time is rolling 5 
no usufruct from the vast body of lands uncultivated. They ® 
npg A altogether about 1,800 or 1,900 acres out of t 
18,000. The Indians are not hard workers, and they can 00! ©? 
the clearing without financial assistance. Theycannotimpro ° 
their own property unless they have the money with which ‘° 
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do it, and they can not raise the money because they can not sell tee to stand in opposition to a somewhat similar proposal by tho 
land, and they can not even lease it. | former colleague of the Senator from Washington | Mr. Allen]. 


= now to the other feature of the question. The Congress 
of £ United States by law permits the Indians to dispose of 
their lands after a certain period, eight years of which yet re- 
main. Eight years from now they can dispose of their lands 
without any act of authorization by the Congress, and without 
any restrictions. 
now as they will be then. 


i do not myself feel at liberty to permit this amendment to bo 
considered without briefly advising the Senate whatI under- 
stand to be the situation in respect to the Puyallup Reservation 

The Senator from Washington has correctly stated the fact, 
that itisarich and valuable tract of land, hugging closely to 


They are probably as well fitted for business | the city of Tacoma, so nearly adjacent to it as that the city itself 


is now almost uponit. Some of that land is worth a thousand 


Now, why keep them waiting all this time? This is im their | dollars an acre, I suppose. 


behalf. This bill is for their benefit. But aside from that it 
seems to me the white people of that State have some rights 
in the premises, I mean without injustice tothe Indians. Here 
is this very important city for the Pacific coast, one of our 
largest cities of that region, that is bounded on one side by this 
Indian reservation,which contains the very best land in that 
vicinity. The land in the valley of the Puyallup is very rich 
and fertile,and it is most injurious to the interests of the city 
and county that this grappling hand be held on their throats. 
- It is not fair to those people, and it is in their 


Itis not pet 
interest in large part that I plead before the Senate to-day. 
Mr. GRAY. hat can they get for their land now? 


Mr. SQUIRE. I suppose the original contracts can not be en- 
foreed under the law. The Representative in Congress from 
that distriet, Mr. DooLITTLE, informs me that the Indian own- 
ers can probably get from $125 to$150.an aere for land uncleared. 
It may seem strange that we can get such prices for land. It is 
because—— . 

Mr.GRAY. Because of the timber on the land? . 

Mr. SQUIRE. Not because of the timber, but because of its 
contiguity to the city of Tacoma and its fertility. 

Mr.GRAY. What is the matter with the farmers outin that 

+ of the country if they can get $150 an acre for land? 

Mr. SQUIRE. The trouble in this case is that the Indians 
are not free to sell the lands they desire tosell. These Indians 
have exceptionally good lands. I may say to the Senator from 
Delaware that itis very fertile. I mean, of course, the best of 
the valley land. . 

Mr. GRAY. Iam very glad to hear it. 

Mr. SQUIRE. They can notsell theirland. It happens that 
owing to its contiguity to the city of Tacoma there is a double 
value: first, its fertility, and, secondly, its proximity to the city 
and all the inducements that go toward the sale of suburban 


ty. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the Senator from Washington 
permit me to ask him a question? 
Mr. SQUIRE. Certainly. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. Do these Indians ask for this to be 
done? 
Mr. SQUIRE. They do. Mr. DOooLITTLE, the Representa- 


tive in Congress who lives in Tacoma, assures me positively that | 


oy 
r. BLANCHARD. How did they take action signifying 
their desire? 


Mr. SQUIRE. They heid public meetings, and they have | 


communicated their wishes from time to time to those who rep- 


resent them here. I submit that there is no necessity for any | 
entanglement about this matter. It is simply a question of al- | 


lowing a nee competent tribunal located there, the United 
States district bench, now occupied by a judge who has excep- 
tional qualities of intellect, heart, fairness, and candor, a man 
who has the confidence of the Indians, to supervise and approve 
contracts of sale, and this is what they want done. 


Now, why should we keep them back? Why not allow those 


Indians to dispose of their lands under the supervision of the 
United States judge, who deals with all great questions of ad- 
miralty and all other eae interests there in that State. Is 
there any good reason for objection? Is it necessary that there 
should be t hovering over them a commission consisting of 
persons sent from some distant States of the Union and paid at 
the ex of the ie of the United States, a sort of perma- 
nent fixture over Indians, a surveillance that is distaste- 


ful to them? 

I believe, Mr. President, that 
will manifest itself in the , - eee oe Lhe oe 
Kept there, and those | en ee Sie bans ~ 


ndage. 
r. VILAS. Mr. President, I regret exceedingly to feel 


to say a few words in respect to the amend 
ment. The Senator from Washington is a © ore pn we 


net only all respect but very much admire and regard, and itis 
unpleasant for me $s interphne © ened af Objection to anything 
whatever which he desires. Butit ee se a duty, in 


ee ene Cypeiten sn jakien in the to 
make a care q' the facts touching the P In- 
Maden tater e ie tokens, 


Mr. SQUIRE. May I correct the Senator from Wisconsin? 
I do so with great reluctance, as I respect him very high! 

Mr. VILAS. I would be very glad to be corrected. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I think there was such an estimate made as t 
one particular tract, and that is the tract now under consider 
tion in theamendment. The tract that is reserved for schoo 
purposes was valued at a thousand dollars anacre. That is the 
only tract, I believe, that was considered of such value, and tha 
was at a time when all property, especially real estate in that 
vicinity, and in fact all over the country, was at a higher figure 
than it is to-day. 

Mr. VILAS. Whether that estimate is correct or not it cer- 
tainly is land of very high value. It istruealsothat it has been 
allotted so that nearly all of it stands in the name of Indian «! 
lottees, some one hundred and sixty odd in number. [| suppo» 
there is hardly one of those allottees whose name is not atlixe:! 
to a contract obtained from him some years ago by some sprwu- 
lator or trader in lands who hoped to acquire the ownership o! 
his allotment so soon as Congress shall remove its protective 
guardianship over his right of sale. 

There lies the rich prize. There are the active speculators 
ready to seize upon it. It is not strange that the fact is as was 
stated by the distinguished Senator, that the very first Legisla- 
ture of the State of W ashing ton which assembled gave its unqual- 
ified consent to the unlimited power of alienation by the [n- 
dians, and had it not been for the wise and prudent restriction 
which had been preserved for the benefit of the Indians in the 
treaty with them that the consentof the Legislature should not 
be effectual to the end without the consent also of Congress 
those contracts would long since have taken away from the In- 
dians their rich and valuable possessions. 

Mr. SQUIRE. May linterrupt the Senator one moment? 

Mr. VILAS. With pleasure. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wish tostate that the land which was con- 
tracted for at that time did not amount to more than about half 
of the allotted land. I should also state that it is not now be- 
lieved that those contracts are valid under the conditions « 
law existing. It is not proposed to enforce those contracts. 

The proposition is that new contracts may be made, not that th: 
others shall be enforced. 

Mr. VEILAS. Have not thecontracts been made either befvr 

| the date of the consent of the Legislature or since for substan- 

tially all the rich land? 

Mr. SQUIRE. I understand, and it is shown in the report 
which [ hold in my hand from the commission, that the con- 
| tracts cover something over 9,000 acres out of the 18,000 aeres. 

Mr. VILAS. What is the date of that report? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Eighteen hundred and ninety-one is the dat 

Mr. VILAS. That is the old contract. 

Mr. SQUIRE. There have been no contracts made since that 
I am aware of, I should say—— 

Mr. VILAS. I was about to add, after thatgeneral stateme: 
of the situation, not caring to go with great particularity into 
| details (nor indeed am I able to do so, for it is some time since |! 
| have reviewed the facts with care), that when the last appro- 
| priation bill was before Congress, in view of all these circum- 
| stances Congress took what seems to me to be very wise ani 
| proper action. In the act of March 3, 1493, it was provided— 


That the President of the United States is hereby authorized immedia' 
after the passage of this act to appoint a commission of three persons 
not more than one of whom shail be a resident of any one State, and 
Shall be the duty of said commission to select and appraise such port 
the allotted lands as are not required for homes for the Indian allotee 


and 
also that part of the agency tract, exclusive of the burying ground, not 


Se 


needed for school purposes, in the Payallup Reservation, in the State of 
Washington. Andif theSecretary of the Interior shall approve the selec- 


tions and appraisements made by said commission, the allotted lands so ze- 
lected shall be sold for the benefit of the allottees, and the agency tract for 
the benefit of all the Indians, after due notice, at public auction, at not le 
than the appraised value, for cash, or one-third cash and the remainder 
such time as the Secretary of the Interior may determine, to be secured 
vendor's lien on the property sold. 


And it was declared to be the duty of that commission, or a 
majority of them, to superintend the sale of those lands; to as- 
certain who are the true owners of the allotted eae te 
guardians duly appointed for the minor heirs of any decease: 

; to make deeds of the lands to the purchasers thereof, 
subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, which 


nigga 








deeds should operate as a complete conveyance of the land upon 
the full payment of the purchase money, etc. 

Other provisions, which I shall not delay the Senate to listen 
to, for further care over this matter, were introduced in that 
act. 

Now, Mr. President, that commission was appointed, as I am 
informed, Tht commission is in service, discharging the 
functions. There is the authority which, if exercised as Con- 
gress has provided, will clear up in a just and proper man- 
ner this difficulty of a dead tract of land lying near the city of 
Tacoma. It will provide fair terms for the Indians. And, sir, 
while that provision of law is in process of execution, and 
while it is apparently abundantly sufficient to secure the great 
end of the sale of this property with justice to the Indians, it 
does not seem to me quite right that on this appropriation bill, 
without any especial care or exanination, we should suddenly 
introduce a new law which removes at once all restriction upon 
the sale of the property except that it submits it to a judicial 
officer upon whom Congress has no right to impose the duty 
and who ean only perform it in case he voluntarily accepts an | 
extrajudicial function without compensation. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. VILAS. With pleasure. 

Mr. PLATT. Does not the proposed amendment provide for 
the sale of all the land of the Indians? 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Connecticut is correct. The 
amendment provides—— 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator will permit me further. I will 
state that any bill which has been introduced before, until the 
action of Congress at the last session in appointing a commis- 
sion, has always reserved from sale what is within these black 
lines on the map [indicating], which is about half of the prem- 
ises. The provision last year was that the lands which the al- 
lotters did not need for homes were to be sold. Now, the pend- 
ing amendment provides for selling everything, as I understand 
it. 

Mr. VILAS. I was about to call attention to the faet—— 

Mr.PLATT. In this report we have a full account of tie al- 
lotment of every Indian, stating what might be sold and what 
is homestead and what might not be sold. It seems that matter 
is entirely disregarded by the pending amendment. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I would like to make a statement, with the in- 
dulgence of the Senator on the floor. 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I learn that the Department of the Interior is 
very well satisfied to remove all restrictions so far as relates to 
sale of the quantity of land. I think the Department would be 
quite willing to remove restrictions altogether with one excep- 
tion possibly. I do not know that it would object to this amend- 
ment, but I think it may be true that the Department would 
prefer to retain the supervision fitself. But I suggested in my 
remarks that a judge of such a character as we have there, a 
judge living there, familiar with the Indians, understanding 
them, and a man of their choice, they admiring him, they ap- 
proving him, desiring that he shall be the one to pass upon the 
conditions which may be fair toward them, would be preferable 
to any officer of the Interior Department. 

We all know how busy the Departments are here and the Bu- 
reaus under them; how difficult it is to pay special attention to 
such subjects as this, of which the conditions are in distant re- 
gions of our country and depending almost altogether upon rep- 
resentations made by agents of the Department, upon which the 
Dopartment may act. Therefore it is believed that the Indians 
desire that this United States district judge shall be the one to 
pass upon the propriety of these contracts as to their interests. 
They desire this man to be substituted for a commission or even 
the head of the Department in deciding whether these con- 
tracts are conscionable or not. 

I beg pardon for speaking just one word more simply to say 
that I learn it isa fact to-day that the commission there has 
accomplished nothing in the direction of selecting land which 
may be sold with the approval of the Indians. 

Mr. PLATT. Why not? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Because the Indians do not desire to have 
people act for them in selecting land. They say they know 
their business. They know what they want to sell just as well 
as the white man does, and they probably do. They know 
whether they want to part with apiece of property or not; they 
know what itis worth; and you can depend upon them to secure 
all they can get for it. 

It seems to me now that it is understood the Department has 
shown its willingness to have all other restrictions removed, 
that is, so far as relates to the quantity of land to be sold—to 
be merely a question who shall supervise and approve the sales, 
and we consult the Indians themselves when they ask that 
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this notable man, this correct, upright judge, who has done so 
well for the bench there, shall be their father—if I may use that 
term in this connection—to approve or disapprove of the trans- 
action, and they ask-that their will be granted in this respect. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I am not disposed at all to ques- 
tion the statement of the distinguished Senator from Washing- 
ton, but we have no other evidence than the general statement 
that these Indians are so desirous of having this judge perform 
the duty. We have no evidence that the judge is willing to as- 
sume that duty. If we impose that duty upon him we have no 
sort of control over him. It would be an entire extrajudicial 
duty, which he could assume only voluntarily. Congress can 
not impose upon a judge of the Federal court the duty of super- 
vising contracts of sale with Indians. 

Mr. President, I only wish to observe (and I wish to do so as 
gently and with as little urgency as the facts will permit) that 
this amendment coming in now seems extraordinary after the 
provision made last year which is in process of execution. It 
almost leads one to suspect, what Iam sure has never entered 
the mind of the Senator from Washington, that some of those 
people out there interested in securing these lands have found 
the commission to be executing its duties with toomuch advan- 
tage to the Indians, with too much care in their supervision. 

Let me observe further, as was suggested by the Senator from 
Connecticut, that the amendment proposes not only to obliterate 
the cautionary guardianship of the United States, save and ex- 
cept as it imposes that duty upon a judge when there is no right 
to put it there and when he may repudiate it, but it also pro- 
poses to seliall of these allotted lands, notwithstanding the very 
act now under execution, in care for the Indians, directed the 
commission first to save for them what was necessary for their 
homes, and notwithstanding every proposal heretofore made, 
the one which we successfully resisted in the last Congress, 
when urged by the distinguished colleague of the Senator from 
Washington, has limited and set apart a certain portion of this 
— as not to be sold, while this sweeps in the whole 
thing. 

Mr. SQUIRE. The Senator does not mean that it sweeps in 
the whole thing. He does not mean that it sweeps in anything 
beyond the allotted land. 

Mr. VILAS. I was just about to add, if the Senator will per- 
mit me, that with the act of last year it takes every acre and 
makes every acre subject to sale. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Five hundred and eighty-five acres are re- 
served, unallotted. 

Mr. VILAS. | must withdraw that general expression. It 
reserves the burying ground, and so much as shall be held neces- 
sary for schcol purposes. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Five hundred and eighty-five acres, which is 
probably the most valuable. That is, I believe, according to 
the appraisement under the supervision of the commissioners. 
It is valued at a thousand dollars an acre, because this can be 
made town property and be divided into lots. It is perhaps all, 
or nearly all, cleared. Itis adjoining the village of Puyallup, 
as I remember, and is convenient to churches, schoolhouses, 
residences, and streets. 

Mr. VILAS. The act provides that it shall be the duty of the 
commission to select not only such parts of the allotted land as 
are not required for homes for the Indian allottees, but also that 
part of the agency tract, exclusive of the burying ground, not 
needed for school purposes, and expose it all for sale. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin allow me? Does the Senator understand that under the pro- 
vision of law of last year the allotted lands can be sold without 
the consent of the Indians? 

Mr. VILAS. Perhaps not, but I will not undertake to affirm 
absolutely that I am correct in that statement. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The truth of the matter is, 1 
think, that the whole business is a dead letter on the statute 
book. I suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin thatif the act 
contemplates selling the allotted lands on which those Indians 
hold patents from the United States without their consent, then 
I take it the Senator wili agree with me that that is something 
Congress can not do. If upon the other hand, it contemplates 
securing their consent, then I suggest that the Indians never 
have consented and never will consent to the disposal of their 
lands in that way. Consequently in any event the statute isa 
dead letter. There is nothing being done, and nothing has 
been done except the surveying of land There has not been a 
sale. 

Mr. VILAS. It may be that nothing has yet been done in 
the way of effecting sales, and perhaps a reason for it may be 
discovered in this amendment, which seeks to put the entire 
disposition of the lands in the Indians themselves, subject only 
to an approval of their contract by a judge. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Wisconsin is 
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familiar with Indian Affairs. Does he not believe that the in- 
terests of the Indians would be protected under the provisions 
of this amendment if it became a law? Are their interests not 
safe, when every contract that they make for the sale of the 
lands, that they have made in the past or may make in the 
future, must be submitted to the judge of the United States dis- 
trict court, a man residing there in the State, a man of integrity, 
a man holding a high judicial position? When the contracts, 
with all their terms as to amount per acre and everything of 
that kind, must be submitted to him, does not the Senator be- 
lieve that their interests are to be protected? 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, lam nothere toaffirm anything 
against the integrity, high character, the great ability, the 
power and the benevolence of the judge of that court, but I am 
entirely satisfied with the commission which has been created 
for the purposeof giving their personal and careful attention to 


the disposition of these lands, and with the approval of the Sec- | 
retary of the Interior thrown overas a further safeguard I very | 


much prefer it, lam bound to say, to the scheme proposed in 
the amendment. I suspect this amendment. 

Mr. President, I think I have said all that is necessary to 
bring the situation concerning this matter to the attention of 
the Senate. I have already said that it is with the very great- 
est reluctance, as apersonal matter, that I have said what I felt 
it my duty to say both as respects the genial, affable, and lova- 
ble Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE] and the Represent- 
ative in another place of the same State, who was formerly ¢ 
citizen of myown State, and for whom I have a personal re- 
gard. Ishould like to ask whether this amendment has been 
considered by the Committee on Indian Affairs and whether it 
has been reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. SQUIRE. In answer to the Senator, I will say that I 
thank him for his kind words. I appreciate them coming from 
him, and I appreciate his careful consideration of this question. 

The Senator asks, has this amendment been reported from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs? I would state to the Senator that 
the condition of business in the Senate has been such that the 
committees, as he well knows, have not ordinarily been holding 
their customary sessions as committees, and there has been no 
lack of desire on my part or on the part of the Representatives 
in the House from the State of Washington to present this mat- 
ter to the Committee on Indian Affairs. We have endeavored 
to do so over and over again, but have not been able to secure 
the necessary attention. Therefore it is not our fault. The 
amendment was duly referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs long since,and they have had an opportunity to consider it. 

Mr. VILAS. Is the amendment acceptable to the Committee 
on Appropriations? 

Mr. SQUIRE. We hope so. 
favorably of it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
what the Committee on Appropriations think of the amendment. 
We are profoundly astonished that this matter is pressed upon 
the Senate. The distinguished Senator from lowa [Mr. ALLI- 
SON|jand I gave the subject the most elaborate, careful, and 
painstaking consideration for the express purpose of reporting 
it favorably, if it was within the bounds of decency and self-re- 
spect for the committee to do it; and we notified the friends of 
the measure that it could not be done, that we could not sustain 
it: and Iam sorry that it has been pressed upon us, for I did 
not want to say what I have felt compe!led to say here on the 
subject. 

I sympathize with the representatives of the State of Wash- 
ington in regard to this matter. I appreciate the condition 
they are in, and so do the Committee on Appropriations; but I 
called upon the distinguished Senator from Iowa, in the ab- 
sence of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to confer 
with me in regard to certain matters which might come up on 
this bill; and we gave the subject the utmost care and atten- 
tion. 

How could we come in here and report favorably upon this 
amendment when it is the purest kind of legislation? How 
could we come in here and report the amendment in the face of 
the opposition of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 2nd of the 
Secretary of the Interior? How could we come in and report it 
in the face of the fact that only about March, 1893, we passed 
a bill providing for the sale of all these lands, appointed a com- 
mission, and that commission is there now negotiating with the 
Indians for the sale of the lands, and the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs tells us that the commission is making progress. The 
Committee on Appropriations could not maintain their self-re- 
spect and come in and report favorably upon this amendment. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I would ask the Senator if it is not the cor- 
rect statement that this commission is making progress with 
the school or agency lands, and that it is not making progress 
with reference to anything else? 


We hope the committee thinks 


I have been trying for sometime to say | 


| 


| and that the [Indians are not satisfied to come under the t 








| Mr. COCKRELL. Ido notknow thatthey have. They have 


not had time to complete their work, but they report that they 
are making progress in allotting the lands which have not been 
allotted in severalty, in getting possession of them, and in dis- 
posing of them to individuals. — 

Mr. SQUIRE. Is it not true that the commission has not 
been successful in its endeavors to conciliate the Indians in re- 
spect to the allottedlands? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Commissioner does not so report. 

Mr. SQUIRE. And thatthe Indians do not act inaceord with 
the commission? 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
us. 

Mr. SQUIRE. 


The Commissioner has not so reported to 


Iam informed that no sales have been mac: 
rms 
of the law creating the commission. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is very evident that the bill, which 
affects very great interests, can not be closed to-night. I ap- 
peal to the Senator from Missouri to allow it to go over until! 
to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 


Thad hoped that wecould dispose of a faw 


more amendments this evening; but under the circumstances I 


| consideration of executive business. 





will move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of exec- 
utive business. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Missouri. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
After 12 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened and (at 6o'elock and 
22 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned unti! to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, July 19, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 


The question is on the motion 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate July 18, 1894. 





COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

George L. Baltzell, of Florida, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Fernandina, in the State of Florida, to sueceed 
James A. Pine, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 

First Assistant Engineer Alfred Hoyt, of New York, to 
be chief engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service, in place of 
John J. Roberts, deceased. 

Second Assistant Engineer William Robinson, of Pennsyl- 
vania, to-be first assistant engineerin the Revenue-Cutter Serv- 
ice, to succeed Alfred Hoyt, promoted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Passed Assistant Engineer Albert I. Dixon. to be a chief engi- 
neer in the Navy, from July 13, 1894, vice Chief Engineer Alex- 
ander Henderson, retired. 

Assistant Engineer Albert Moritz, to be a passed assistant engi- 
neer in the Navy, from July 13, 1891, vice Passed Assistant Engi- 
neer A. I’, Dixon, promoted. 

(Subject to the examination required by law.) 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senet July 18, 1894. 
TERRITORIAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 

Napoleon B. Loughlin, of New Mexico Territory, to be asso- 
ciate justice of the supreme court of the Territory of New Mex- 
ico. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Sherwood Dixon, of Illinois, to be attorney of the United 

States for the northern district of Illinois. 
MARSHAL. 

Clark Campbell, of New Hampshire, to be marshal of the 

United States for the District of New Hampshire. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Jesse W. Ellis, of Blountsville, Alabama, to be register of the 

land office at Huntsville, Alabama. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Cornelius R. Sleight, of New York, to be collector of customs 

for the district of Sag Harbor, in the State of New York. 
SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 

John C. McGuire, of New York, to be surveyor of customs in 

the district of New York, in the State of New York. 


G. Frank Bayles, of New York, to be surveyor of customs for 
the port of Port Jefferson, in the State of New York. 
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APPOINTMENT IN THE MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Elihu R. Houghton, of New York, to be passed assistant sur 
geon in the Marine Hospital Service of the United S tates. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 

Charles Poor Kindleberger to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Navy. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Naval cadets (line division) to be ensigns. 

Joseph R. Campbell, George C. Day, Holden A. Evans, Luke 
McNamee, Frederick L. Sawyer, Charles L. Hussey, John R. 
Y. Blakely, Charies T. Jewell, Gregory C. Davison, Leon 5S. 
Thompson, Frederick A. Traut, John F. Hines, Fred. R. Payne, 
Powers Symington, Yates Stirling, jr.,George Mallison, Joel R. 
Poinsett Pringle, and Benjamin B. McCormick. 

Naval cadets (engineer division) to be assistant engineers. 

John S. Porter, Robert K. Crank, Stanford E. Moses, and 
Raymond D. Hasbrouck. 

Naval cadets (line division) to be second lieutenants in the Marine 
Corps. 

William C. Dawson, Theodore H. Low, Walter Ball, Austin 
R. Davis, Tohn H. Russell, jr.,Charles F. Macklin, and Thomas 
S. Borden. 

PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

Second Lieut. Dion Williams, to be a first lieutenant in the 

United States Marine Corps. 
POSTMASTERS. 

J. 7. Sherman, to be postmaster at Newton, inthe county of 
Jasper and State of Lowa. . 

li. L. Getz, to be postmaster at Marshalltown, in the county 
of Marshall and State of Iowa. 

l’arley Davey, to be postmaster at Mason City, in the county 
of Cerro Gordo and State of Lowa. ; 

Charles M. Furlow, jr., to be postmaster at Madison, in the 
county of Morgan and State of Georgia. 

James Carey, to be postmaster at Berlin, in the county of 
Green Lake and State of Wisconsin. 

John Winchester, to be postmaster at Pecatonica, in the 
county of Winnebago and State of Illinois. 

\ndrew Currie, to be postmaster at Shreveport, in the county 
of Caddo and State of Louisiana. 

Reuben W. Wood, to be postmaster at Tottenville, in the 
county of Richmond and State of New York. 

N. Holmes Odell, to be postmaster at Tarrytown, in the county 
of Westchester and State of New York. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, July 18, 1894. 


The House metat 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Rev. J. H. Mc- 
Carty, D. D., of Washington, D. C. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

USELESS PAPERS, WAR DEPARTMENT, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of War, transmitting, in accordance with the act 
of Congress approved February 16, 1889, a list of useless papers 
on file in the War Department; which was referred to the Spe- 
cial Committee to Consider the Question of the Disposition of 
Useless Papers. 

REFERENCE OF A SENATE BILL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 320) to | 
authorize the Purcell Bridge and Transfer Company to construct 
and maintain a bridge over the South Canadian River, ete.: | 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
ADAMS of Kentucky, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his | 
family. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURL. 
Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent toil 
consider the bill (S. 1930) authorizing the construetion of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city of Lexing- 
ton, Mo. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. TARSNEY. There is an amendment reported from the 
Committee on Interstate and l’oreign Commerce. 

The amendment was considered and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading: and be- 
ing read the third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. TARSNEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


IMPROVEMENT OF SAUGATUCK HARBOR, MICHIGAN. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of a concurrent resolution which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 
the Secretary of War be requested to furnish the House with an estimate 
of the probable cost of completing the improvement of Saugatuck Harbor, 
Michigan, under the project of 1867, as modified im 1869, 1870, 1875, and 1882, 
and the improvements recommended in the report of the Chief of Engineers 
for the year 1893, Appendix MM. 

Mr. SAYERS. Before consent is given I would like the gen- 
tleman to make some explanation of this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the House passed 
a House resolution on this subject, but the Secretary of War 
reported that under the last river and harbor bill no supple- 
mental estimate could be sent in excepton action taken by Con- 
gress. 
~ Mr. REED. Should not thisinformation be furnished to Con- 
gress, if a concurrent resolution is required? This resolution 
provides that the information shall be furnished to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks perhaps it should be so 
worded. 

Mr. REED. Lonly make the suggestion. 
furnished to both Houses? 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Michigan please 
send the letter from the Secretary of War to the desk? 

Mr. REED. Probably it makes no differenee. Butif it re- 
quires the action of Congress it would seem that the informa- 
tion should be furnished to Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read that portion of the let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers bearing upon this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In returning the resolution of the House of Representatives, I beg to say 
that section 8 of the river and harbor act, approved July 13, 1892, provides 
“that, after the regular or formal report on any examination, survey, proj- 
ect, or work, under way or proposed, is submitted, no supplemental or ad- 
ditional report or estimate for the same fiscal year shall be made, unless or- 
dered by a resolution of Congress.” 

The SPEAKER. Thisis a concurrent resolution for the pur- 
pose indicated, and the question is on its passage. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. I think it is allright in its present form. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. THOMAS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


CUSTOMS DISTRICT, HARTFORD} CONN. 


Mr. SPERRY. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of bill (H. R. 4452) for adding the towns of Manches- 
ter and Vernon, in the State of Connecticut, to the customs dis- 
trict of Hartford, Conn., and making the city of Rockville, 
Conn., a port of delivery. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act of March 3, 1887, ‘creating the customs dis 
trict of Hartford, be amended by adding the towns of Manchester and Ver 
non, in the State of Connecticut, to the towns already named as compris- 
ing said district, and that the town of Vernon, city of Rockville, in. said 
State of Connecticut, within said district of Hartford, is hereby constituted 
a port of delivery within the meaning of said act of March 3, 1887, and the 
act of which said act of March 3, 1887, is an amendment. 


The SPEAKER. Is thare objection to the present conside r- 
ation of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. I-would like to ask if this is unanimously re- 
ported from any committee? 

Mr.SPERRY. Iso understand it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask to have tho report read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. PRICE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the biil (H.R. 4452) adding the towns of Manchester and Vernon, in 
the State of Connecticut, to the customs district of Hartford, Conn., and 
making the city of Rockville, Conn.,a port of delivery, report the same back 
without amendment and with the recommendation that the bill do pass. 

The purpose of the bill is to add the towns of Manchester and Vernon to 
the customs district of Hartford, Conn., to make the city of Rockville, Conn., 
a port of delivery, and to extend to it the privileges of the seventh section 
of an act entitled ““Anact to amend the statutes In relation to immediate 
= aetna of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” approved June 

The accom) 


Are the estimates 


The report is at the desk. 


ying letter from the Treasury Department, of December 2. 


1898, which Is made a part of this report, says there is no objection to 
the passage of the bill. 
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TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., December 20, 1893. 

Sir: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a communication 
from your committee, dated the 6th instant, with which was inclosed for an 
expression of my views thereon copy of House bill No, 4452, providing for 
the addition of Manchester, Vernon, and Rockville, in the State of Connect- 
cut, to the ports of delivery embraced within the customs collection district 
of Hartford, Conn., and extending the privileges of the seventh section 0! 
the act approved June 10, 1880, entitled ‘An act to amend the statutes In 
relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods and for other pur- 





poses,’ to Rockville, Conn., and in reply to say that Isee no objection to the 

passage of said bill. | 

Respectfully, yours 

C. S. HAMLIN, Acting Seca 

Hon. GEORGE D. WISE, | 
Chairman Commiltee on Iaterstale and Foreign Commerce, 

Nouse of Repre tatives. 


The SPEAKER, 
ation of the bill? 
Mr. COCKRELL. 


Is there objection to the present consider- 


I object. 
CORRECTION. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask 
acorrection. I[findIlam recorded, on page 8973 of the daily RErc- 
ORD, by the tellers as present and not voting when the vote was 
taken on the final passage of the bill then under consideration. | 

[ was not in the House at that time, and was probably at least 
a mile distant: for as soon as I had voted on the amendment of | 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray], as recorded on page 
8972, I got my hat and immediately afterwards took the cars to | 
my office on I* street. Therefore 1 wish to have it understood 
that I was not in the House at that time and was probably that | 
distance away from it when the vote was taken. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been unable to hear the | 
statement of the gentleman from New Hampshire. | 

Mr. REED. The gentleman desires a correction onthe ground | 
that the tellers reported him as present yesterday when he was 
amile away. It seems unfortunate— 

The SPEAKER. Will tho gentleman from New Hampshire 
repeut his statement? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. My statement was this: 
That 1 am recorded on page 8973 of the RECORD, as reported by | 
the tellers, ‘‘ present,” when I was not present in the House, | 
and was probably at least 1 mile away. As soonas | had an- 
swered to my name on the first roll call, recorded on page 8972, 
on the amendment of the gentleman from New York[Mr. Ray], 
I took my hat and left the House and went to the cable cars and 
immediately proceeded westward to my office. I was absent 
during the whole of that roll call on the passage of the bill, and 
for probably nine-tenths of the time included in the roll call on 
the amendment as recorded on the preceding page. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers were the gentleman from New 
York—— 

Mr. REED (interrupting). I should like to inquire who the 
bad men were who were acting as tellers at that time. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers were the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Ray] and the gentleman from Arkansas |Mr. TERRY]. 

Mr. REED. I hope the Committee on Rules will give atten- 
tion to the proposition that we should have four tellers, and let 
us see if we can not have accuracy. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BAKER] doos not seem to be very certain that he was not here. | 
The tellers can make any statement about it they please. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. What is the statement of 
the Speaker? 

Mr. TERRY. I willstate that we noted the gentleman from | 
New Hampshire |[Mr. BAKER] as present; we believed he was 
present. Weagreed upon that. 1 called the attention of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] to him, and the gentle- 
man from New York noticed him and took down his name. it | 
is possible we might have been mistaken, but we do not think 
we were. At least I do not think we were. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr.Speaker,I presume the | 
gentleman from Arkansas |Mr. TERRY], as well as the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. RAY], would agree that I am perfectly 
conscious of my own existence, and know where I was at the 
time specified, and I say that as soon as I had answered on the | 





preceding rolicall I left the House, and was not in it afterward, 
yesterday. | 

Mr. TERRY. What time did the gentleman leave the House? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I can not give you the pre- 
cise moment, but it was as soon as I answered to my name on 
the previous vote taken on the amendment. 

Mr. TERRY. Yes; but it so happened that when it came to 
the last vote we saw a number of gentlemen leaving, and I 
thought that I recognized you as one of the gentlemen, and I 
called the attention of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] 
to it at the time and told him to make a note of it, and then he 
took a note. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Idid not leave at that time, | 


| 
| 
} 


| ter than we did whether he was present. 
| mistaken in that, and we might possibly be, but the gentleman 
| might be mistaken as to the time,and he does not seem to | 


| satisfied, but I know I was not in the House ata 
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because | had left the House at least half an hour before that 
tim: 

Mr. TERRY. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] took 
the note with the understanding thatif you did not answer when 
your name was called then it would be so reported. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I am not responsible jor 
the obscure vision of the tellers: but I repeat that I had left the 
House of Representatives at least one-half hour before, because 
IT answered to my name on the vote on the amendment, and im- 
mediately left the House. I answered on the first roll eall. 
There must have been a second roll call, and the intervenin 
business, and then the roll call on the passage of the bi nd 
that certainly must have occupied at least one-half hour. 

Mr. TERRY. I cailed attention to you, as I thought it 
you, when you were right there. [Indicating.] I spoke to 
gentleman from New York [Mvr. Ray] and told him he ought 
to know you better than I did; and we agreed on it and took 


your name down. Of course the gentleman ought to know b 


| > la } “1 
He could hardl 


very certain as to the time when he did leave the House in poi 
of fact. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I amabsolutely and une 
ditionally certain that I was not present in this House duri 
any portion of that roll call, and I have so stated at least for 
five times, and for the gentleman who acted as tell ( 
any one else, to undertake to dispute my statement upe 
point seems to me entirely superfiuous. 

Mr. TERRY. AllI can state, Mr. Speaker, in reply to the 
gentleman is that I was satisfied in my own mind that it was the 
gentleman, and then I called on the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. RAy] on his side, ealled his attention to him, and we agree 
en the matter and took his name down, and when he did not 
spond to his name we reported him as * present.” 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I am not on 
ny time aurin 






that roll eall, 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker,I desire to call the attention o! t 
House and the gentleman from Arkansas to the statement mad 
by the gentleman from New Hampshire[Mr. BAKER]. Hisnam 
occurs carly on the rell,among the Bs. He states, without havy- 
ing looked at the clock, or knowing at what hour he left. t 
on the previous roll call, as soon as his name was “alled and } 
had answered toit, he leftand took thecable cars and went 
Now, if that does not conclusively prove that half an hour at 
he left the Hall he was recorded by the tellers as present, | 
not know what can prove it, supposing the gentleman from N 
Hampshire [Mr. BAKER] to be stating the truth. 

Now, the only point about it is this: Nobody charges that th 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY], or any other gentlem 
willfully recorded anybody as present who was not present. That 
is not the charge. Nobody makes any charges aboutit. [t 
only a correction of fact, and, incidentally, it is interesting to 
some of us here,as showing the fallibility of human instrume: 
talities, even when those instrumentalities consist of membe: 
of the House. 

In other words, that members appointed to do a certain duty 
are as likely to make a mistake as the Speaker pro tempore, or 
as a cierk: and the sole emphasis to be put upon this transaction 
is its relation to past events. A good deal of abuse has been 
wasted on a Speaker pro tempore who made a mistake of t 
sort, and upon a clerk who made a mistake; but inasmuch a 
this was made by two members, one on each side, it goes to show 
that some portion of that abuse was unnecessary. That is 
the significance of the fact. 

Mr. TERRY. In regard to that, Mr. Speaker, I simply 
that when we have tellers, one of them from the Democratic si 
and one from the Republican side, there is less danger of mis- 
takes occurring of the kind the gentleman speaks of, when 1 
count was confined to one side. 

Mr. REED. - Now, let us put that to a practical test. The 
other system ran for two years and only two mistakes were 
made, supposing them to have been mistakes. This system has 
been running only afew months and we run against a mistake. 
Chis is really the first day that it has ever been practically put 
in practice, where a member was recorded as present who did 
not vote. There were only two mistakes, without any member 
as teller, and here is one mistake with two members as teli 

Mr. TERRY. [tis an alleged mistake. 

Mr. REED. So you will see there is no infallibility of tellers. 
The rays come through prismatically distorted, notwithstand- 
ing the attempted correction by putting crown glass and flint 
glass tovether. 

Mr. BLAND. It shows there is no infallibi 

The SPEAKER. Of course there 
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system that is absolutely infallible. All that is claimed for the 
present system is that it removes it from any suspicion of inten- 
tional unfairness or injustice, because the tellers are composed 
of members, one from each side, or one from each political 
party represented in the House. That they may make mis- 
takes, of course every man knows. No one contends otherwise. 
But what is claimed for the rule, and for the superiority of that 
rule over any rule that has gone before, is that it removes any 
question of intentional error. 

Mr. REED. If the Speaker will permit me just one word, I 
desire to say further, that the question is not a test as to the 
system, but as to whether two members selected from the House, 
necessarily not very well acquainted with all the members as 
the Speaker or the Clerk is, are more liable to make a mistake 
than these two sworn Officials of the House. And I want to 
demonstrate that the experience of mankind, which has more 
significance than all these theories, thus far is to the contrary. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I only want to make one 
remark. On the day before yesterday, when a question was 
made as to the accuracy of the count by tellers, one of the tel- 
lers disputed that a certain gentleman, Mr. GEAR, was present 
who had been noted as present by the other teller. 1 think that 
this goes to show that the present plan or mode of ascertaining 
the fact is superior to thearbitrary method of the Speaker mak- 
ing a count, because in this case the tellers, one coming from 
each side of the controverted question, not agreeing that the 
member who wasin issue or in controversy was present, hisname 
was stricken from the roll. 

Mr. REED. And that was wrong, for he was here. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee (continuing). Itshows that 
with a system of two tellers, one from one side and the other 
from the other, and when they must agree in the count, there is 
less liability of error. 

Mr. REED. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And it confirms the state- 
ment made by the Speaker, that there can be no partisanship. 
Errors may occur, but they are less likely to occur, and there is 
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less likely to be suspicion in connection with it, if a mistake is | 


made in that way by tellers where two tellers are required and 
they must agree. 

Mr. REED. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman from 
Tennessee for stating this fact, because that shows another 
error on the part of the tellers, for the gentleman from Iow: 
Mr. GEAR] came here next day and stated that he was present 
when one of the two contended that he was not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I beg the gentleman's 
pardon. The gentleman from Maine is altogether mistaken. 

Mr. REED. Governor GEAR was here. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. He made nostatementat 
the time. 

Mr. REED. He made a statement thenext morning: and you 
will find it in the RECORD. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
that time. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] made a 
statement, and that shows another mistake on the part of the 
tellers, and I thank the gentleman from Tennessee very much 
for bringing that out. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
ing that he was present. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. REED. And the tellers disagreed, so that there was an- 
other error. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. The 
tellers disagreed, so that there was no report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. None at all. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. And therefore the statement of the gentle- 
man from lowa does not controvert the statement of the tellers, 
because there was no statement of the tellers. 

Mr. REED. But the gentleman from Iowa being present. 
when the tellers did not report him, although present, shows an 
error caused by the system. 

The SPEAKER. The rule does not require the tellers to re- 
port all gentlemen present, but only a sufficient number to con- 
stitute a quorum. 

Mr. REED. But at that time the name of the gentleman from 
lowa [Mr GEAR] was necessary. 

Mr RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It was not necessary. 

Mr. REED. It turned out afterwards not to be necessary, but 
at that moment of dispute it was necessary. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that case illustrates the 
many of this rule. Wherever the tellers disagree no report is 
made, 


He made no statement at 


He stated the next morn- 





E. DOUGLASS. 
Mr FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
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the present consideration of the bill (S. 1319) for the relief of FE. 
Douglass, late Indian agent at White Earth Indian Agency. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 

Mr.COCKRELL. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The Chairunderstands 
that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. COCKRELL] has withdrawn 
his objection to the request made by the gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. SPERRY] a while ago for the consideration of a 
bill, and the Clerk will again report the title of that bill. 

CUSTOMS DISTRICT, HARTFORD, CONN. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 4452) adding the towns of Manchester and Vernon, in the 


State of Connecticnt, to the customs district of Hartford, Conn., and making 
the city of Rockville, Conn., a port of delivery. 


The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the request for 
the present consideration of this bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed. it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SPERRY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 

The committees were called, but no reports were presented. 

The SPEAKER. Under the special order this day is devoted 
to the consideration of measures called up by the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

ENLISTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. [call up the bill (S. 1209) to regulate en- 
listments in the Army of the United States. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That so much of the act of Congress entitled ‘An act 
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1834, and for other purposes,’’ approved February 27, 1893, as pro- 
vides that ‘no private shall be reenlisted who has served ten years or more 
or who is over 35 yearsof age, except such as have already served as enlisted 
men for twenty years or upwards,”’ be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Sec. 2, That hereafter all enlistments in the Army shall be for the term 
of three years, and no soldier shall be again enlisted in the Army whose 
service during his last preceding term of enlistment has not been honest and 
faithful; and in time of peace no person who is nota citizen of the United 
States, or who can not speak, read, and write the English language, shall bé 
enlisted in the Army forthe firsttime: Provided, That the foregoing require 
ments as to enlistments in time of peace shall not apply to the enlistment 
of Indians. 

Src. 3. That the period within which soldiers may reénlist with the bene- 
fits conferred by sections 1282 and 1284 of the Revised Statutes, be, and tho 
same is hereby, extended tothree months; and hereafter every enlisted man 
in the Army, excepting general service clerks and general service messen- 
gers, shall be entitled to all the benefits conferred by sections 1281 and 128! 
of the Revised Statutes: Provided, Thatto entitle them tothe additional pay 
authorized by section 1281, for men serving in the third, fourth, and fifth 
ag the service must have been continuous within the meaning of this 
section. ; 


An amendment recommended by the Committee on Military 
Affairs was read, as follows: 


Page 2, lines 4 to 9 inclusive, strike out the words ‘‘and in time of peacu 
no person who is not a citizen of the United States, or who can not speak, 
read, and write the English language, shall be enlisted in the Army for tho 
first time: Provided, That the foregoing requirements as to enlistments in 
time of peace shall not apply to the enlistment of Indians,” and insert the 
following: ‘‘And tn time of peace no person (except an Indian) who is nota 
citizen of the United States, or who has not made legal declaration of his 
intention to become a citizen of the United States, or who can not speak, 
read, and write the English language, or who is 30 years of age, shall be en- 
listed for the first enlistment in the Army: Provided, That any soldier dis- 
charged since Jannary 27, 1893, who has been prevented from reénlisting by 
the operations of the act of Congress approved Februrary 27, 1893, and who 
may hereafter enlist within three months from the date of the approval o! 
this act, shall be considered to have reénlisted, and shall be entitled to re- 
ceive while serving subsequent to such enlistment the same pay, service 
pay, and alluwances as if he had reénlisted within thirty days from his lat- 
est discharge.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. SICKLES, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
MEDICAL APPOINTMENTS SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 
5898) to amend section 4829 of the United States Revised Statutes. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4829 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be amended by the addition of the following words: “ Provided, That 
surgeons, assistant surgeons, and other medical officers of the National 


Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, andthe several branches thereof. 
may be appointed from others than those who have been disabled in the 
military service of the United States.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment reo 


ommended by the committee. 
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The Clerk read as follows: was Offered then and discussed, and was leftpending. Itisnota 
Line 8, strike out the word “others,” and insert the words ‘‘other sol- | committee amendment, as the Chair is now informed. 

diers.”’ Mr. PICKLER. It was not offered as « committee amend- 
The amendment was agreed to. ment. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I would like tounderstand the The SPEAKER. The Chair put the question in that way, 
object of this bill. I would like to know what reason there is | supposing that it wasa committeeamendment. Without objec- 
for going outgide of disabled soldiers for these appointments. | tion, the vote by which this was adopted as a committee amend- 
What reason is there for changing the rule which has hitherto | ment will be reconsidered. 


prevailed? Mr. PICKLER. I desire to ask the chairman of the commit- 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I refer that question to the gentleman | tee whether we shall have the opportunity to offer the amend- 
from Illinois [Mr. BLACK]. ment again? 


5 
Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, prima fucie,every man Mr. OUTHWAITE. ‘The amendment was adopted in the 
in these homes is a disabled man and is in hospital, and in fact | confusion and under a clear misapprehension. The statement 
a great many of them are actually in hospital. So great a pe- | was made by the Chair that it was a committee amendment 
riod of time has elapsed since the close of the war that the night | when in fact it was not. 
service of the hospital,and some of the day service, ought now Mr. PICKLER. Now, my question is whether we shall have 
to be performed by younger men than those that can be employed | an opportunity to submit that amendment—whether the com- 


under the existing rule. mittee will allow the amendment to be offered? 

In a hospital camp of four thousand men, with perhaps five The SPEAKER. The gentleman can offer the amendment 
hundred actual invalids on an average, it is impossible to get | without leave of the committee. 
proper service for so large a number of disabled soldiers if you Mr. HULL. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry: If when this 


can only call upon men whowere disabled or who served during | bill was heretofore considered this amendment was pending, 
the war. Hence, after a good deal of experience and consider- | was considered by the House, and went over with the bill. would 
ation of the matter, the board of managers reached the conclu- | it not come up of itself when the bill comes up? 
sion that the time had come when they ought to be allowed to| The SPEAKER. The trouble is that the Chair thought it 
employ younger men for this work. That is the reason for this | wasa committee amendment, and submitted it as such to the 
bill. If the gentleman will remember that most of the men who | House. 
were in military service during the war must be now verging Mr. HULL. I understand that. 
towards 60 years of age,and that the men in these homes are The SPEAKER. Asthegentleman understands, it very often 
disxzbled men, I think he will see that there ought to be an in- | happens that the House agrees to committee amendments as a 
fusion of new blood into the service. matter of course. 
Another point is that a man who was a surgeon in theservice, Mr. SICKLES. This is a mere informality. 
or who was in the service and is now a surgeon, and who wo.:ld | The SPEAKER. But the technical point is made. The gen- 
| 
| 





leave his home to accept the little salary and the confined work | tleman from Ohio then moves to reconsider the vote by which 

that the boardof managers can give him, is not aman who would | the amendment was adopted. 

have very much practice toabandonathome. In other words, Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw my objection, as the Chair mis- 

we would not be able to get the highest class of medical talent | understood the matter. 

for the salaries we are able to pay. The bill, therefore, from Mr. SICKLES. If it isa good amendment, let it stand. 

every aspect, judging by the experience we have had. is a bill Mr. GROSVENOR. It is not a good amendment. Itis an 

in the interest of members of the homes. It is not, I willsay | amendment which I wish to oppose if it should become pending 

to the gentleman, and it was not designed to be, ‘for the benefit | again. 

of any particular class of surgeons or any particular class of of- Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ihave no objection to the amendment 

ficials. It was intended to be and it is for the benefit of the | being offered and considered for a limited time. 

patients. The SPEAKER. Then without objection the vote by which 
Mr. BROSIUS. What is the salary paid now? | the amendment, was agreed to will be reconsidered. The Chair 
Mr. BLACK of Illinois. The salaries range from $1,200 up- | will recognize some gentleman to offer the amendment. 

ward. Ofcourse such salaries do not go very far toward secur- Mr. MARSH. Iotfer the amendment. 

ing veteran physicians. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois offers the 
Mr. MARSH. Will my colleague [Mr. BLACK of Illinois] al- | amendment which will be read. 

low me to ask hima question? I wish to know whether this bill, The Clerk read as follows: 

with the amendment 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. There is no amendment reported by the | 

committee. That is a mistake. who have been disabled in the military service of the United States.” 
Mr. HULL. Was not that amendment pending atthe time| Mr. GROSVENOR. My suggestion is that the word “ sol- 

the bill was up before? diers * probably ought not to be there. If the purpose of the 

| 








In line 8, after the word ‘‘from,” strike out “others” and insert ‘‘ other 
soldiers;’’ so as to read, *‘may be appointed from other soldiers than those 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. But unless offered again at this time, it | committee is to enable the managers of these homes to secure 
is not before the House. the services of medical gentlemen other than disabled soldiers, 
Mr. MARSH. I[risetoaparliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. | I am in favor of the proposition. 
Has there been an amendment adopted? Mr. OUTHWAITE. The purpose is to enabie them to secure 
The SPEAKER. The Chair put to the House the question | the services of men of ability, capable of taking care of the sol- 
on agreeing to the amendment reported by the committee: and | diers. 
it was agreed to. Mr. GROSVENOR. But why say “other soldiers?" Why 
Mr. MARSH. Thatis my understanding—that the am-=nd- | not say “others,” omitting the word ‘‘soldiers?” 
ment has been adopted. Mr. OUTHWAITE. The bill reads ‘‘cthers.” 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. That occured in the confusion, when it Mr. GROSVENOR. But it makes a limitation. 
it was impossible to know what was going on. The committee Mr. MARSH. I will say to the gentleman from Ohio that 
reported no amendment. As soon asI could get to the desk, I | the language which he desires to have in the bill would allow 
saw that somebody had penciled on the biil an amendment | the employmentof anybody, whether he had been in the service 
which had misled the Clerk. or not. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the vote by which the Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well, lam perfectly willing. The 
amendment was adopted, will bereconsidered. The Chair hears | time is coming very rapidly when we can not limit the medical 


no objection. service of these soldiers’ homes to men who have served in the 
Mr. PICKLER. I object, unless wecan have the privilege of |} Army. Of the surgeons now living who served in the Army, 

offering that amendment. most of them have either become wealthy by their practice or 
Mr. BROSIUS. Iask unanimous consent that the amendment | else they are entirely incapacitated for active professional duty. 

be reported. We do not know anything about it. Why not leave this matter to the discretion of the managers of 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. the homes, that they may employ whomsoever they please, re- 
The Clerk read as follows: gardless of whether the person employed was a soldier or not. 
In lines, after the word “from,” strike out “others” and insert ‘other Mr. MARSH. That is exactly what I want to prevent them 

soldiers;’’ so as to read, “may be appointed from other soldiers than those | from doing. 

who have been disabled in the military service of the,United States. Mr. GROSVENOR. Then we differ on that. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that this bill has Mr. MARSH. Exactly. 
been before the House heretofore—perhaps during the morning Mr. PICKLER. I wish to say that whenever it becomes nec- 


hour-—— essary to go outside of the men who served in the Army in order 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. By unanimous consent, perhaps. It | to obtain physicians for the soldiers’ homes I am willing it shall 
bever was in the morning hour. be done, but I am not willing to do so until it is necessary. 


The SPEAKER. The amendment, as the Chair understands, Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman allow mea ques- 
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tion? Who is the best judge as to whether it is necessary—the 
board of managers, who have: charge of thesemen, whosee their 
condition day after day, or the representative from South Da- 
kota? 

Mr. PICKLER. I have been trying for ten minutes to have 
some member of the committee give us some reason why this 
change of the law should be made. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois, as I understood him, has said there is:no particular reason. 
{ want to know whether the time has come when we can no 
longer find men who were in the Army to act as surgeons at 
these homes. If that time has come Iam willing to vote for 
this bill, but IL want to be satisfied that the time has come. 

During this Congress there have been several bills before the 
Committee on Civil Service Reform proposing that. in appoint- 
menis to oflice preference be given to soldiers who have been 
discharged from the Army, whether they were discharged on 
account of disability ineurred in the service or not. But we 
have beon unable to obtain consideration of such a measure, 
which would enlarge the discretion ef appointing officers in the 
selection of soldiers for offices which they are competent to fill. 
This bill as now proposed seems to impose a further restric- 
tion. 

[ say again, if the time has come when we can not obtain sur- 
geons for our soldiers’ homes from men who have served in the 
Army, we will go outside of that service; but if the time has 
not come, | am oppesed: to this bill. I object to this measure 
until some good reason is shown for its passage. 

{ do not agree with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr: GRros- 
venor}.. [ am not willing that.we shall go: outside te make 
these selections from any person who may offer, if we can find 
men whowere the army comrades of these old soldiers, and who 
are competent to act as their physicians. 

My. GROSVENOR. Neither‘am I. 

Vir. PICK LER: L[so understood the gentleman. Ido not see 


why we should not have some showiug.as to the necessity of this 
levislation. As-I have said before, ex-soldiers’ are preferred 
under our statutes for offices which they ave competent to fill, 


if they were discharged from the service on account of disabili- 
ties which were incurred in it. 

| repeat that we have had during this Congress several bills 
before the Committee on Civil Service Reform, providing that 
ex-soldiers:shall be preferred for offices they are competent to 
till whether they have been discharged from the military service 
on account of disability or not. But we have thus far been un- 
able to get any report oer consideration upon that bill from that 
committee which looks to enlarging the preference for ex-sol- 
diers in oflicialappointments. Now IL amopposed to introducing 
further restrictions, unless some good reason can be shown. I 
would like to hear from the committee on this subject, and to 
know what are the facts upon which they. base their report. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE.. Lyield five. minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. CurRTIs], 

Mr. CURTIS. of New York. Mr. Speaker, the House fully 
recognizes the great solicitude of my. friend from South Dakota 
| Mr. PtcKLER] for the Union soldier; but. I hope it will not be 
understood thatnobody besides my distinguished friend is giving 
attention to the soldier. 


The members of the Committee on: Military Affairs have as | 
strong reasons to be interested in the welfare of the soldiers | 


aus have those gentlemen who are not members-of that commit- 
tec; and they have made this recommendation to the House in 


the interest of the welfare, comfort, and health of the soldiers | 


in the national homes after a full and careful examination of the 
subject. 
possible—to obtain the medical attendance required in these 
homes for the soldiers because of the requirements of the present 
law. We simply authorize the managers of the homes to em- 
ploy other physicians than those who have been in the military 
service. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Certainly: 

Mr: GROSVENOR. Doesnot the term“ other soldiers ” limit 
the discretion of the management of those homes-.to some kind 
of soldier? 

Myr. CURTIS of New. York. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. Then would notsuchaconstruction lead 
pessibly te the exclusion of the loyal son of a Union soldier for 
uppointment to a position as medical officer in one of these 
Homes, while at the same time itmight permit theson of a rebel 
soldier to fill such position? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York: Mr. Speaker, the inquiry of the 
gentleman from Ohio requires two answers, First, the amend- 


ment to which he objects'is not a part-of the bill as reported by 
the committee, but is: an amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Tlinois: [Mr. MARSH]. 

The further question, as to whether this would admit a man 





It is not easy—in some cases; indeed, it does not seem | 
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to practice in a soldiers’ home who served in the war on tho 
Southern side, I do not think could have any force, because they 
have never been recognized by Congress as soldiers in the sense 
in which the word is used in this bill, and officially those who 
also served in the Southern army were not recognized asentitled 
to recognition as soldiers. That term refers alone to the 
soldiers who served in the Union Army; and the rebel soldiers 
can not be embraced under the provisions of the present law. 
Those, however, who served in the regular or volunteer Army 
only are included. 

Mr. PICKLER. If your bill passes is it not true that you 
may select a soldier from the rebel army? If that is the pur- 
pose of the bill, if you mean to go entirely outside of the Union 
Army, I do not know that I would have any special objection to 
that feature; but—— 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. Oh, well, thatisan alarmed state 
of feeling that has no justification in the present instance. 

Mr. PICKLER. There is no feeling of alarm about it, but I 
am unwilling to concede away the rights of the Union soldiers, 
as I have seen the gentleman from New York ready to do here. 
Tam not willing to be so accommodating as you are. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is 
entitled to his opinion. The whole question here presented has 
been fairly stated and the objections made known, and I think it 
quite time that we should have a vote on the amendment. and 
on the bill. The amendment I do not deem necessary to accom- 
plish the object desired, and the bill may well be: passed with- 
out it. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman from New York has a little 
time remaining, I believe, and I would like to ask him a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. 
tion. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the evidence the committee have 
that the time has come when we should go outside of the sol- 
diers for this service? 

Mr. CURTIS-of New York. Itis-in evidence from the boards 
of managers-of the homes themselves. 

Mr. PICKLER. What homes? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The soldiers’ homes. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The National Home for Disabled Volun- 
teers. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The managers of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteers have so stated. 

Mr. O’NEILof Massachusetts. It wasstated in the hearing 
— the Committee on Appropriations on the sundry civil 
bill. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. There is-noquestion of the fact. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The managers: of the national homes 
have so reported to the committee. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. And we acted upon their report 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to have that communication 
read if it is in evidence before the committee. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I do not know whether it was 
printed or not. We used it in the consideration of this meas- 
ure before the committee. You must take something on the 
| credibility of the committee itself. They have givenia thorough 
consideration to the matter. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. [f yield a few minutes to the gentiemun 
from Tlinois [Mr. Mars}. 

Mr. MARSH. Mr: Speaker, I have a few remarks that I de- 
| sire to submit in favor of the amendment I have offered, but 
first I desire the Clerk to read sections 4829 and 4830 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, to which sections this bill 
is a proposed amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Suc. 4829. The officers of the National Home sliail consist of a governor, 
deputy governor, a secretary, and a treasurer, and such other o TS as the 
managers may deem necessary. They shall be appointed from. disabled 
officers who served.as mentioned in the following section; and. they may 
be appointed and removed from time to time; as the interests of the institu- 
tion may require, by the board of managers. 

Sec. 4830. The board of managers shall have authority to prosure from 
time to time, at suitable places, sites. for military, homes for all. person 
serving in the Army ofthe United States at any time in’ the-war of the re 
bellion, not otherwise provided for, who have been: or. may be disqualified 
for proeuring their own support by reason of wounds received or sickness 
| contracted while in the line of their duty during the rebellion; and to have 
the necessary buildings erected, haying due regard to the health of location 
| facility of access, and capacity to accommodate the persons entitled to the 
benefits thereof. 

Mr. MARSH. Mr..Speaker, the object and purpose of the 
law just read was: to: provide the officers of the National Home 
for Disabled Volunter Soldiers from those who were in the war 
ofthe rebellion. The design is to surround them with old sol- 
| diers—with their old comrades: Now, it is claimed thatthe sol- 
| diers have become so aged and decrepit that it is very difficult, 

if noatimpossi bia, tosecure medicalatitendance—medical officers — 
‘in these homes from the ranks of the volunteer army. I wish 
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I will hear the gentleman’s ques- 























to say that that assumption is in my judgment entirely un- 
founded. I think that my friend and colleague, both on the 
committee and from my State, is entirely mistaken when he as- 
sumes that gentlemen of the medical profession who served in 
thearmy are too old and decrepit for this service at the national 
homes. I can count in every county in my district from a half 
dozen up to a dozen active practicing physicians whoserved dur- 
ing the war. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Do you know of one who would give up 
his practice 
~ Mr. MARSH (continuing). Men all over this country, who 
would be very glad of an opportunity to serve their country as 
surgeonsin these institutions. Take the soldiers’ home at Quincy, 
lil.,in my district. There islarge competition among the physi- 
cians who were in the services for positions there in that home. 
The most successful _— in the region of country where 
Llive are gentlemen who performed service in the volunteer 
army. Why, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman says that the most of 
them are 60 years of age. When my friend, Gen. BLACK, shall 
have arrived at that period, he will but be in the prime of life, 
in the vigor of his manhood. 

There are very few men in this country who break down at 60, 
and especially is that the case in the learned professions, one of 
which is the medical profession. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I hope that is all true, 
but at the same time neither my friend nor I would want to turn 
out at all hours of the night to attend sick calls in hospitals of 
five hundred men at the age of 60 years. That is the situation. 
Now, my friend will pardon me for one suggestion, and then I 
will take my seat. That is, that the Board and the committee 
had no earthly idea of doing anything exceptto furnish themen 
themselves, in the barracks, with young, strong, and good at- 
tendants. We did not think that this bill ought to be drawn in 
the interest of surgeons alone, but that it ought to be drawn in 
the interest of the soldiers and patients. 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Speaker, I think the existing law is in 
the interest of the soldier; I think it is in the interest of the 
soldier and consults his interest, of all others, when it provides 
officers from the ranks of the army in which he served, men 
who can sympathize with him as no man outside can sympa- 
thize. And when my friend [Mr. BLack] charges that medical 
gentlemen who have arrived at the age of 60 are thereby inca- 
pacitated to perform the duties required of them, I think he is 
greatly mistaken. I have no charge to make against the object 
. and purpose that this National Board had in making this recom- 
mendation, if they made it. If the National Board have made 
such a recommendation I have never seen it, and Lask my col- 
league now if that Board, in its official capaeity, has made any 
such recommendation? 

Mr. BLACK of [linois. 
the board 

Mr. MARSH. Then Mr. Speaker, I want this House to un- 
derstand 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Wait until I finish my answer. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Wait until the answer is given. 

Mr. MARSH (continuing). That that board has not in its 
official capacity made any such recommendation. I know that 
one distinguished gentleman on this board, my colleague, ree- 






























No, it was the general judgment of 





















board recommended it. And I want to say, gentlemen, in the 
absence of that recommendation, in the absence of that official 
action on the part of that board, this House, inmy humbleopinion, 
would not be justified in holding that the volunteer medical men 
who have arrived at theage of 55 or 60 are incapable of perform- 
ing their duties here. 

Now, I want to say one word more in the interest of the sol- 
dier. I want to say that if I wasan inmate of oneof those homes, 
I would rather see my friend and comrade, Gen. BLACK, aun of- 
ficer there than some gentleman who had notserved inthe Army. 
I would rather see that institution ofiicered, from the head of 

q it to the foot of it, by comrades of mine in the Army, because, 

¢ Mr. Speaker, there is a community of feeling that permeates 
from one soldier to another that is not to be found elsewhere; 
and they will feel better, they will feel happier, they will feel 
that they are surrounded by their friends. 

I want to say here that the pretext that these gentlemen have 
become so old that they are incapable of performing the duties 
of surgeonsand physicians in those institutions is not well taken. 
I hope that my amendment will prevail, because while the pres- 
entlaw compels them toselect from disabled soldiers, this amend- 
ment of mine will enable them to select from soldiers who are 
not disabled, and the object that my colleague from Hlinois[{Mr. 
BLACK] has in view will be accomplished. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. [ yield four minutes to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Hutt]. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, the showing before the Military 
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Committee was to the extent only that it was impossible now to 











ommended it, but there is no official information here that the | 





get good medical attendants from those who were disabled in 
the service, and that showing, Mr. Speaker, was confined, | 
think, almost exclusively to the statement of our colleague on 
the committee [Mr. BLACK]. I have never felt like challenging 
his statement, but Iam not willing to let the statement of my 
colieague from New York [Mr. CURTIS] pass unchallenged that 


the members of the committee who served in the Union Army 
are practically unanimous in favor of this bill as originally re- 
ported from the committee. I believe the time has come when 
we should extend the field of selection, and I believe that the 


on the 


amendment of the gentleman from Hlinois, my colleague 
Committee on Military Affairs |Mr. MARSH], makes the ext 
sion sufficient to meet the present necessities of these soldiers 
homes. 

We have all over this country many gentlemen who served in 
the Union Army who were mere boys when they came out at 
the close of the war. 

Mr. PICKLER. Hospital stewards. 

Mr. HULL. Some of them got their first lessons in medicine 
on the medical corps, serving as hospital stewards of their revi 
ments. Coming out of the Army before attaining their ms- 
jority, they finished their study of medicine and became active 
practitioners, and are now in the prime of life and as ecompotent 
to discharge the duties of surgeons of these homes as any men 
in the United States, whether they were in the Army or not. 

Iam anxious to see this amendment adopted, so as to extend 
the selection in such a manner as to include that class of men. 
I have in my district, and I have nodoubt the same is true as to 
the majority of the districts in the country, especially in the 
North, men who were assistant surgeons whe are not any older 
to-day than I am, and [ still feel able for duty. They are com- 
petent, able, and willing. They would be glad to accept these 
places; and if you can not get good medical attendance at the sx!- 
aries now provided—and | understand that one of the eonten- 
tions is that good physicians will not go there at present sal 
aries—the Board of Managers is not doing its duty if it dees no! 
increase the salaries of these surgeons so as to get these old vo! 
unteers the very best of medical attendance. 

I do not see why my friends on the committee, and especially 
the gentleman from [linois [Mr. BLACK], oppose this amend- 
ment. It extends it to thousands of additional surgeons, men 
who are not too old, who are in the prime of life, men who have 
a community of feeling and interest with these old soldiers in 
the homes, and I hope thatin thissession we will not break dow: 
the bars entirely. Let us at this session at least preserve some 
of theoriginal features of the bill. When the time comes whe 
these surgeons that I refer toare too old to give these men goo 
attention it will be time enough to throw the matter open to 
the competition of the medical profession of the United Sta 

But, Mr. Speaker, not one word of evidenea has been s 
mitted to the committee, not one word of evidence has been sub 
mitted to this House, that if this amendment of my colleague 
from Illinois were adopted the Board of Managerscould not get 
all the service they need from competent physicians of this 
country to-day. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
question? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman, or some member of the 
committee, let us know how many of these surgeonsare employed 
in the homes of the United States. 

Mr. HULL. I can not give the gentleman that information. 
The gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. BLACK] ought to be able to 
answer that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I vield five minutes to the gentle 
from Llinois [Mr. CANNON}, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, it is with some de- 
gree of diffidence that I disagree with the recommendation of 
the Committees on Military Affairs touching the proposed 

legislation, and for the following reasons: The law founding 
the volunteer homes provided that the officials of the homes, 
in section 4829 and subsequent sections, should be appointed 
from officers who had served in the Army. Yes, from disabled 
officers, not all the officers, but disabled officers. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield for a correc- 
tion? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. During the last Congress I introduced 
and had passed a bill which provides that these salaries may be 
offered to soldiers and enlisted men. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly; I am coming to that in 
a minute. I was speaking of the law as it originally passed— 
that these appointments for officering this great work should be 
from the disabied officers of the Army. The years have rolled 
around, and in apt time, under the lead of the gentleman from 


Will the gentleman allow me toask hima 
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Ohio, that law was amended soas to make the appointment from 
officers and enlisted men in the late war whether they were dis- 
abled or not. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not only officers, but all honorably dis- 
charged soldiers. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. I am saying, if the 
gentleman will allow me, it was broadened so as to include all 
officers. Aye, more, it was broadened so as to include all eol- 
diers, and I believe that includes all military men. Now, then, 
I will say at once in the administration of this great work the 
preference ought to be given to these military men if they can 
be found who are competent to hold these places. 

Right in that connection I will say that this Board in control 
of the soldiers’ homes is not infallible. I think it is a very good 
Board. Ithink the men composing itare men of high char- 
acter, but they do not knowall the men who were in the service, 
and all of them do not know all the law that pertains to this 
subject. The president of that Board stated during an investi- 
gation at this session of Congress that he had in substance per- 
mitied for along time an incompetent treasurer to remain in 
service at the Togus branch because he could not find a compe- 
tent man who was an officer and disabled in the service, not 
knowing that the law had been amended so that he was free to 
draw on this whole million of men for one to fill that lucrative 
position. Now, when the Committee on Military Affairs comes 
here and proposes to amend the law so as to allow the Board to 
draw upon surgeons everywhere in the United States for this 
service, Ido not believe it is apt, and J do not believe it is nec- 
essary, because the amendment of my colleague from Illinois, if 
adopted, permits them to call upon any surgeon who served in 
the Army, in fact the law now allows it. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I should like alittle more time. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. I yield the gentleman two minutes more. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The law in that form would and 
does enable the board to call upon any man out of this million 
who isasurgeon. Many whoserved in the Army acquired their 
profession after they were mustered out, but many of them were 
surgeons in the Army and many were assistant surgeons, and, 
from my own knowledge in my own section, I believe that there 
are hundreds if not thousands of surgeons now in practice who 
are perfectly competent to fill these positions, men who saw 
service in the late war, and I think they ought to have the 
preference. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. My colleague is proceeding in his 
argument upon this bill, as I understand, upon the idea that the 
surgeons who were in the service, or the soldiers now surgeons 
who were in the service during the late war, are entitled to a 
preference? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Now, the committee proceeded upon 
the idea that this vast army of invalid men had a right to the 
freshest, ablest, brightest medical service that could be obtained, 
and it was for that reason, and not from any desire to sacrifice 
any of the rights of the veteran soldiers, that the bill was 
brought in. One thing further—the passage of this bill will 
simply enable the board to make its selection from all surgeons, 
but will not destroy, remove, or affect the preference to which 
the veteran soldier is entitled under the law as it stands. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have not ee in any criti- 
cisms upon the motives of this committee or of any member of 
it in recommending this legislation, and do not now: but I do say 
again that I believe this recommendation is ill conceived. 

My colleague says that the inmates of these homes are entitled 
to the freshest and best talent that can be secured for this serv- 
ice. I grant him that. They ought to have the best service of 
the best talent that can be secured for the money. But it is per- 
fectly evident that you can not get Dr. Ford Thompson of this 
city, or any other great specialist whose practice is worth ten 
thousand, twenty thousand, or thirty thousand dollars a year, 
to accept one of these places, which pays about $2,000a year and 
quarters. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. From $1,200 up. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, on an average, about $2,000 
a@ year and quarters, as I understand. Now, I repeat, it is evi- 
dent that you can not get great specialists to servé for that com- 

onsation, but you may take men that my colleague and I both 

now, men like Dr. M. S. Brown, like Dr. Moore, of my own 
town, like Dr. Pierce, like Dr. Leavitt, like our mutual friend, 
Dr. Barton, or Dr. Jones, the best medical talent—I will not say 
the best, but equal to any medici talent in my country—men 
who saw service in the late war—and many of them would jump 
at the chance of taking one of these positions at $2,000 a year 
and quarters. 

I undertake to say that those men with their practical expe- 
rience, are worth a regiment of callow youth graduated every 


year from the medical colleges; and in my opinion the young 
man who is without experience would be the one who, being ac- 
quainted with the president or the executive committee of the 
Board of Managers, would receive this employment, which ought 
to be given to the veteran surgeons who are their superiors 
from their a professional work for thisservice. There- 
fore I would keep the law as it is and as it was amended and 
broadened in the last Congress under the leadership of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, so as to permit the managers to call upon any 
surgeon in the United States who saw service in the late war, 
and my word for it, those men would seek these places and there 
would be a score of competent applicants for every place to be 
filled, because it is true that in the present condition of the 
country, as it has been for ten years past and as it will be for ten 
years to come, these are places greatly to be desired, and which 
would be better filled by this class of talent than by newly- 
graduated medical students. 


ALBERT E. REDSTONE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr.GARRETT, oneof its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolution; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President be reauested to return to the Senate the bill (S. 1105) for the relief 
of Albert E. Redstone. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands it is necessary that 
action be taken on this resolution now, because the ten days 
during which the bill has been in the hands of the President 
are about to expire. The Senate desires to recall this bill; and 
if there be no objection the resolution will be considered. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 
adopted. 


MEDICAL APPOINTMENTS, NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 


Mr. BLACK of Lllinois. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman last on 
the floor [Mr. CANNON of Illinois] has certainly introduced into 
this discussion an element of injustice by the insinuation which 
he has made that this bill is being presented and urged in order 
to allow the president of the Board of Managers or some mem- 
ber of the Board to appoint favorites—‘‘ callow youths” instead 
of veterans. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I repel the insinuation, There is 
not a scintilla of proof, not a word in the history of the Board, 
not an intimation in all that it has ever done that justifies such 
an insinuation. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I deny absolutely that such a pur- 
pose underlies this bill. 

Now, as for the gentleman’s talk about the surgeons to be 
found in the neighborhood where he and I reside, that may be 
all true. But the point with this committee is, not that a cer- 
tain class of surgeons shall continue to be favored, but that the 
veteran soldiers in the homes shall have the best possible at- 
tendance at any and all times. 

In response to the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PIck- 
LER] I will say that in the judgment of the Board the time has 
come when it is desirable that the list from whom the boards 
may choose medical attendants to wait upon the sick veterans 
should be widened. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. One moment, please. That time 
has come and has passed for years. We have absolutely been 
hampered by the provisions of the law which we seek to have 
changed, in the choice that we believe we ought to be allowed 
to make for the benefit of the veterans themselves. I will not 
deny that there are in the United States scores and perhaps 
thousands of men who were my comrades and the gentleman's 
comrades who are abundantly able to fill these offices, but to 
the honor of the soldier I say that the men who were comrades 
of ours and who are fit to exercise the duties of this position are 
most of them enjoying such practice they can not, on account of 
financial considerations, turn away from their homes and seek 
this new employment. 

The opposition to this bill is bottomed upon the idea that we 
ought to prefer and favor a particular class of surgeons. The 
support of the bill restson the ground that the veteran soldiers 
of the Republic should have the best medical attendance that 
can begiven them in their declining days. Gentlemen, the com- 
mittee on this point are strenuous. A few words of explanation 
i think will be sufficient to establish in the mind of every man 
the wisdom of the proposed change. In the first place it has 
been thirty-three years since the outbreak of the war. The 
men who were surgeons in the war, or who having been in the 
war have since become surgeons, are men older by far on the 
average than the majority of this House. ; 

To expect those men to turn out as they would have to do if 
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the law is entorced at present—to expect that men who on the 
average are older than youand I shall be compelled to attend 
to the wants and necessities of the hospitals and the camp at all | 
hours from noon untilnoonagain, isnot reasonable. The Board | 
has found that in order to give the best service the law should 
be ameliorated; and to put it in a fashion which will meet the | 
statements made on the other side, the sons of these old men 
should now be permitted to become their attendants, and the | 
generation that furnishes the support should also furnish the 
surgeons to attend upon these veterans. I understand the gen- | 
tleman from Minnesota and the gentleman from South Dakcta | 
to agree that if the time has come when this change ought to | 
be made they will agree to it. 

I beg to assure those gentlemen that in the judgment of the | 
board, who earnestly support this bill, who have no personal in- | 
terest in it but desire only the best results, the time has come 
when with the limited salaries which our appropriation allows 
not more than $1,200 in some cases, $1,500 in others, and as 
high as $2,000 in others—must pass beyond the preferred class 
designated in the statutes—must have the whole of the medical 
knowledge and surgical skill of America to draw from, preserv- 
ing the preference given by the law to those who were actually 
in the service. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. 
him a question? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. As I understand it, there is nothing 
in this bill contrary to the idea that the board of managers of 
the homes if they can inot first find suitable medical assistants 
among those who served in the Army may then have the privi- 
lege of going outside? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Nothing whatever. 
is always given to the soldier. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let me ask the gentleman how many sol- 
diers who are assistant surgeons are employed now or required 
for these homes? 

Mr. BLACK of Lllinois. About twenty noware required, who 
are absolutely necessary, and the necessities of the service are 
steadily increasing. In addition to that let me say to the gen- 
tleman that there are the nurses, hospital stewards, and others, 
and the demand is steadily increasing. The average in the hos- 
pitals now is about two hundred and fifty men in each of the 
seven branches. 

Let me assure the gentleman that the experience of the past 
proves conclusively that the time has come when we must take 
in new employés—that we must have another field to select 
from—and I[ take the caze, as an illustration, of the surgeon of 
the gentleman's [Mr. PICKLER’S] own regiment. He was aman 
of mature years. If he was worth anything at all after he left 
the Army he acquired a practice, and would probably be un- 
willing to go into a soldiers’ home at the present compensation, 
unless he was a man who was superannuated in his profession 
and entirely incompetent to perform the duties which would be 
required of him there. 

Mr. PICKLER. He has gone over the river. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. He has gone over the river. Very 
well. Then take the assistant surgeon; is he still in the land 
of the living? 

Mr. PICKLER. 
him he was. 

Mr. BLACK of IVinois. Where is he located? 

Mr. PICKLER. At Keokuk, Iowa. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. What was his name? 

Mr. PICKLER. Maxwell. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Do you know whether he is a suc- 
cessful physician? 

Mr. PICKLER. Not personally, but I have always heard so. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Do you know the extent of his prac- 
tice’ 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir; Idonot. I understand it is good. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Do you know if he could be induced —— 

Mr. PICKLER. Let me say to the gentleman that I know he 
was a fine surgeon, and rendered active and efficient service in 
the regiment. He filled the position with honor to himself and 
satisfaction to the men. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Let me ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion: Do you know if he could be induced to accept one of these 
positions in the homes? 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir; Ido not. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments to 
the bill (H. R. 5481) making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 


XX VI——479 


1894. 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask 


The preference 


Yes, sir: I think he is. The last I heard of 
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fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes, dis 
ag. eed to by the House of Represeatatives, and had agreed to 
the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. GORMAN, Mr. 
CocKRELL, and Mr. ALLISON as the conferees on the part of 
he Senate. 

The message also aanounce | 
the reports of the conference on 
on the amendments 0° the 
lowing ti 


that the Senate had agreed to 
the disagreeing votes of the two 
» to the bills of the fol- 


Senat 


) 
ties: 


A bill (H. R. 6748) making appropriations for the naval serv- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other pur- 
poses: and 


A bill (H.R. 69) preseribing limitations of time for completion 
of title to certain lands disposed of under the act of Congress ap- 
proved September 27, 1850,and the acts amendatory and supple- 
mental thereto, and commonly known as the ‘‘ Donation act,” 
and for the protection of purchasers and occupants on said lands. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R.6720) providing for the resurvey 
of Grant and Hooker Counties, in the State of Nebraska,, asked 
a conference with the Houses on the bill and amendments, and 
had appointed Mr. ALLEN, Mr. PAsco, and Mr. DUBOIS as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 6937) making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 

A bill (H. R. 236) to amend section 4837 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States as to soldiers’ homes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
outamendments bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 7475) authorizing Commander C. H. Davis, United 
States Navy, to accept a decoration from the King of Spain: 

A bill (H. R. 6424) to authorize Rear-Admiral John G. Walker 
and Surgeon-General J. Rufus Tryon, of the United States Navy, 
to accept the decorations of the ‘* Busto del Libertador” of the 
third class from the President of Venezuela; 

A bill (H. R. 5525) authorizing John E. Johnson and others to 
accept medals of honor and diplomas from the Government of 
Spain; 

A bill (H. .4734) to authorize the Secretary of State to ac- 
cept for the United States of America a painting by G. F. 
Watts, Royal Academician, entitled *‘ Love and Life;” and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 126) authorizing the President to ap- 
point delegates to attend the meetings of the International 
Geodetic Association. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles: in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

A bill (S. 2024) authorizing additional compensation to the 
assistant commissioners of the industrial exhibition held at 
Melbourne, Australia; 

A bill (S. 1778) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate 
commerce,’ approved February 4, 1887; and 

A bill (S. 1211) for the relief of Pay Inspector John H. Steven- 
son, of the United States Navy. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houseson the amendments of the House of Represent- 

A bill (S. 920) to pension Mary Brown, of Berlin, Vt.; and 

A bill (S. 307) granting a pension to Earnest C. Emerson. 

MEDICAL APPOINTMENTS, NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, believing that this bill would be con- 
ducive to the good of the inmates of the soldiers’ homes through- 
out the country, instead of placing them under the medical 
charge of a number of old and disabled heroes who would be un- 

able to perform the duties necessarily required of them, I was 
in favor of the bill. ButIsee that there is such a difference 
of opinion on the floor, especially among the particular friends 


| of the soldiers, that I think perhaps the bill may as well be 


withdrawn; but before doing so I wish to yield two minutes to 
the gentleman from [llinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, in that two minutes 
I want to say that if my colleague from Illinois [Mr. BLAcK], it 
seems to me, had been as courteous as [I should have been to him 
under similar circumstances, he would have yielded to me for a 
correction when he misstated what I had said in reference to the 
personnel of the trustees of the soldiers’ homes. 

I proceed now to restate, and in restating deny that I imputed 
to the personnel of the governors of the homes selfish motives 
in the administration of this law as it is now, or as it will be 
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amended if this actshould pass. I have said, and I repeat, that 
men are apt in performing their official duties to prefer those 
who are about them; and to show that even the governors of the 
homes, were not infallible, I called the attention of the House 
to the fact, which the records of the House will show, namely, 
that the governor of the Board, or the president of the Board, Gen. 
Franklin, had stated during this Congress that an incompetent 
treasurer was continued at Togus because of the provision of 
the law that disabled officers alone could hold the places, while 
in fact the law permitted any one of the million men, survivors 
of the late war, to receive the appointment. 
TheSPEAKER,. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 





Mr. CANNONOf Illinois. [would like to have a minute more. 
A MEMBER. Let us have a vote. We have had talking 
enough. 


Mr.CANNON of [ilinois. Oh, well,ithe gentleman from Ohio 
will be more generous than the suggestion that is made by my 
colleague. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Icannotresist the gentleman and yield 
to him an additional minute. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, then, that is his statement, 
and presumably the statement of the Board, because he acts for 
the Board—that they did not know the law; so it is not infal- 
lible. 

i state again my belief, Mr. Chairman, to be that from the 
thousands of men who had army service these places that offer 
$2,00) a year or more can be filled, and better from that class of 
men than from the newly-graduated students. ‘' Great medical 
ability!’ you say. Well, you could not get it for $2,000 a year. 
Your Thompsons, and other experts, are not going to take these 
places. So you will be forced to take the newly-graduated 
siudents, or men who incivillife have demonstrated their ability 
to make a failure or have demonstrated the fact that they can 
not make a success. You had better at this time stick to the 
law with the amendment suggested by my colleague. 

Mr. MARSH. Which ifadopted will leave the law as it now is. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I had thought of with- 
drawing the bill, but I will ask a vote on the amendment first. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DOCKERY). The question 
ison the amendmentoffered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MARSH}. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I should like to have the amend- 
ment again reported. 

Theamendment was again read. 

‘The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. Marsu, 
and the Speaker pro tempore announced that the ‘‘ noes” seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. MAHON. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 71. 

Mr. MAHON. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania {Mr. MAHON] makes the point of no quorum, and the 
Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{[Mr. MAHON| and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE]. 

Mr. SICKLES. I hope the gentleman will not press the point 
= no quorum. I have an amendment which I hope will be sat- 
istactory. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I withdraw the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the bill will 
be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 


SECTION 4833, REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to call up the bill (H. R. 050) to amend 
section 4833, Revised Statutes, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc. That section 4833 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same hereby is, amended to read as follows: 

‘Sec. 4833. The Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers are authorized to aid persons who are entitled to its benefits by 
outdoor relief, in such manner and to such extent as they may deem proper, 
but such relief shall not exceed the average cost of maintaining an inmate 
of the Home: Provided, That in the event that buildings at any branch of 
the Home shall be destroyed by fire or rendered unfit for habitation because 
of pestilence or by the elements, then and in that event the Board of Mana- 
gers shall have authority to remove the members of said branch s0 afflicted 
or destroyed to any other branch not so affected, and to do this, they may 
use any funds appropriated for the home, notwithstanding they may have 
been specifically appropriated for other purposes, to the extent that such 
funds shall be necessary to effect such a transfer and the maintenance and 
support thereafter of said members so transferred, and shall report their 
doings therein to the Congress and their expenditures as in other cases of 
expenditures: Provided further, That the appropriations for any fiscal year 
shall not be exceeded.” 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE., I ask for the reading of the report. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read in the 
time of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE]. 
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The report (by Mr. BLACK of Illinois) was read, as follows: 


. The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
6060) to amend section 4833, Revised Statutes, and for other purposes, sub- 
mit the following report: 

The billsubmitted herewith provides that in the event of the buildings at 
any branch (of which there are seven, located at various points in the United 
States) being rendered unusable by fire, the elements, or pestilence, that 
then the Board of Managers for the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers may change the members of said branch, so rendered unusable, to 
other branches and may use any moneys appropriated for the use of the 
He me for the transportation and support of said members. 

Existing law would not allow this use of the appropriations. 

The bill does not increase expenditures; it only makes available for an 
emergency funds already appropriated. 

Within the past winter two fires have occurred, onein the branchat Santa 
Monica, Cal., one at the branch at Warsaw, Ind., and each, fortunately, of 
limited damage. But they accentuate the necessity for the act proposed. 
The Board of Managers would be without power under existing law to 
transport the members rendered homeless by such a calamity to another 
branch or to support them when transferred. Therefore the Committee on 
Military Affairs reports the bill and ask that it may pass. 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois. In the second line of the fourth par- 
agraph of the report occur the words ‘‘at the branchat Warsaw, 
Ind.” That should be ‘‘ Marion, Ind.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman offer an 
amendment? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. No, it is a correction in the report. 

The bill was ordered to' be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read a third time. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand exactly 
what is the object of this bill? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The object isto authorize the managers, 
in case of fire, to use certain funds to take care of the people who 
are turned out of doors. 

The bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

MAJ. GEN. GEORGE 8S. GREENF. . 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by theCom- 
mittee on Military Affairs to call up the bill (S. 1513) for the re- 
lief of Maj. Gen. George S.Greene. There isa House bill iden- 
tical in terms, which has been favorably reported. Iask to 
take up the Senate bill, which is on the Speaker's table, and 
that the corresponding House bill be ordered to lie on the table. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The gentlemanasks tosubstitute 
the Senate bill for the corresponding House bill. In the ab- 
sence of objection, this will be ordered, and the House bill will 
be ordered to lie on the table. 

There was no objection. 

The bill S. 1513 was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint 
George S. Greene, late brigadier and brevet major-general United States 
Volunteers, to the rank of first lieutenant of artillery in the Army of the 
United States, and to place him on the retired list of the Army as of that 
grade, the retired list being thereby increased in number to that extent; 
and all laws and parts of laws in conflict herewith are suspended for this 
purpose only: Provided, That from and after the passage of this act no pen- 
sion shall be paid to the said George S. Greene, but this proviso shall be no 
bar to any claims for pension that the widow or children or other heirs of 
said George S. Greene may have after his decease. ' 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


SCHOONER HENRY R. TILTON. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to call up the bill (S. 901) for the re- 
lief of the owners of the schooner Henry R. Tilton, and of per- 
sonal effects thereon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to ascertain as soon as practicable what was the reason- 
able value of the schooner Henry R. Tilton and the proportion thereof be- 
longing toeach of her several owners at the time she was sunk by a de- 
fiected projectile from a gun on the United States proving grounds at Sandy 
Hook on or about the 9th day of July, 1892; and he shall, in like manner, «s- 
certain what was the reasonable value of the personal effects of each ef the 
several officers and sailors on the said schooner at the time of her sinking 
as aforesaid; and he shall report to the Secretary of the Treasmry the sey- 
eral amounts so ascertained; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to the owners of the said schooner the value thereof 
so ascertained and reported as herein prescribed: Provided, That the aggre- 
gate amount so reported as the value of said schooner does not exceed $10,- 
009, less the amount of the net proceeds of the sale of the schooner: and he 
shall b esd to the officers and crew of said schooner the several sums So ascer- 
tained to have been the value of their personal effects lost: Provided. That 
the aggregate of the said several sums shall not exceed $1,000: Provided 
Jurther, That all and each of said several amounts shali be received by the 

ersons herein described in full satisfaction of all their claims against the 

Jnited States on account of the loss of the said schooner Henry RK. Tilton. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, that bill is in Committee 
of the Whole. 
a LOUD. I raise the question of consideration against this 
ill. 





Pe Sse 


SL a ccie are an Cant 





AeA gant 


eR A iain: 





1864. 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is inCommittee of the 
Whole. ; 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iask unanimous consent to consider it 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

Mr. LOUD. I desire to raise the question of consideration 


against this bill, and make the point of order thatitis a bill | 


that should have come from the Committee on Claims. It has 
no business to be reported from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
Speal 


© Ker. 


[ desire to be heard on that point, Mr. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman from California? ; 
Mr. LOUD. That this bill should have come from the Com- 
mittee on Claims. It is really a private claim. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, this claim results from a 
transaction of the Army ata very recent date, and therefore it 
is quite as proper that it should be reported by the Committee 
on Military Affairs as by the Committee on Claims. Itis nota 
war claim. It is not a claim that is disconnected from the 
actual transactions of the Army. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of Rule XXI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

4. No bill forthe payment or adjudication of any private claim against 
the Government shall be referred, except by unanimous consent, to any 
other than the following-named committees, viz: To the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, to the Committee on Pensions, to the Committee on Claims, 
to the Committee on War Claims, to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
and to the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Speaker ruled upon this 
question at the beginning of the present session. Under that 
ruling, and in harmony with it, the Chair sustains the point of 
order raised by the gentleman from California. 


EUGENE WELLS. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, the next bill that the com- 
mittee directs me to call up is the bill (H. R. 2637) for the relief 
of Eugene Wells. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. KILGORE. I make the point of order that the bill should 
be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is in the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Iask unanimous consent to consider the 
bill as in Committee of the Whole. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. KILGORE. [I object. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. [move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering this 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committees of the 

Vhole, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee in the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
to consider the bill the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The title of the bill was again read. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think the bill ought to be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair was informed that the bill had 
just been read in the House. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that, but it ought to be read in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let the bill be read again. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2637) for the relief of Eugene Wells, late captain Twelfth In- 
fantry and second lieutenant First Artillery, United States Army. 

Be it enacted etc., That the President of the United States be, and hereby 
is, authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, appoint Eugene Wells, late captain Twelfth Infantry and second 
lieutenant First Artillery, a second lieutenant of artillery in the Army of 
the United States; and when so appointed he shall be placed upon the list of 
retired officers of the Army, unlimited, on account of disabilities incurred in 
service during the war ofthe rebellion, asshown by the reports of the boards 
of medical examiners, United States Pension Bureau, and which disabilities 


would have entitled him to retirement had he remained in the Army, his 
rank and pay to date from his appointment and retirement under this act. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I yield such time to the 
gentleman from Missouri as he needs. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make this request 
of the members present—that they listen to the report in this 
case. I know that there exists on some sides opposition to bills 
restoring officers to the Army who for any cause have quit the 
service; but this is a case not founded upon any sentimentality 
or any sympathy or any gush. It is not intended to do anyone 
afavor. It is to do an act of simple justice; and I venture the 
assertion that not a single member of this House can read this 
case as I have read it, and know this case as I have known it for 


The Clerk will report clause 4 
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the last twenty years without making up his mind atonce in re- 
gard to its ibsolute justice and merit. 

There have been six favorable reports made by the Commit- 
tee on Military Alfairs of the Senate and House. There have 
been twofavorable reports made in this case by the Senate: one 

y Senator COCKRELL, a distinguished, able, careful, painstak- 
ing Senator, who always examines these cases from the stand- 
point of the Government, 2 man whos d in the Co derate 
army with great bravery and distinction, and is familiar with 
military service and with the requisites of a good soldier. The 
other report was made in the Senate by Senator M ‘SON, 


a Republican, who served with equal distinction and honor in 
the t'ederal Army. 

A report has been made by my distinguished coileague | Mr. 
Huu}, a Republican serving upon the Committee on Military 
Affairs, himself asoldier: and in the Porty-eighth Congress 
a member of the Committee on Military Affairs, 1 examined this 
case carefully and made a report upon it. AllI ask in the world 
is that the members of this House shall listen to the 
tentively and decide the case upon its merits. If they will do 
this, I feel assured that there will not be a single vote against it. 
I ask that the report be read. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion before the reading of the report commences? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. How long is it since this man has been out 
of the army? 

Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. KILGORE. Was he discharged from the service? 

Mr. MORGAN. He was tried by court-martial on charges. 
I wish to be perfectly frank with the gentleman. He wascharged 
with various offenses against military law and tried upon them. 
He was acquitted upon every charge except the single one oi 
intoxication. Upon that charge every enlisted man and some 
of the officers who served with the command at the time d 
the riots testified that he was not intoxicated, while oth 
cers testified that they thought he was. 

Now, let me go a little further. The court-martial found him 
guilty upon that, and they unanimously recommended him to 
executive clemency. The proceedings and findings were taken 
to President Hayes for his approval, but this unanimous ree- 
ommendation of the court-martial was entirely overlooked by 
the President. He was not aware of its existence. There is no 
question about that, for Senator COCKRELL so states in his offi- 
cial report to the Senate in the Forty-seventh Congress. Presi- 
dent Hayes made thestatementto Senator Armstrong and others, 
that he had never seen this recommendation to executive clem- 
ency when he approved the sentence, and it was the first cos: 
where the full sentence was executed where there wis such a 
recommendation to clemency. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that the judgment of the 
court was that this man be cashiered and dismissed from the 
service. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. And I understand alsothat President Hayes 
refused to restore him. 

Mr. MORGAN. The President 
without the authority of Congress. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, I can not understand how the papers 
relating to the court-martial and the judgment of the court 
failed to reach the President when it was necessary for him to 
pass upon them. 

Mr. MORGAN. He did pass upon the papers, but he over- 
looked the recommendation to clemency. 

Mr. KILGORE. Did not that recommendation go with the 
papers? 

Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. SICKLES. 

Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. SICKLES. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
statement? 

Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
believes so? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; he saysitisso. It often happens that 
a brief of such cases is submitted to the President instead of the 
full record. 

Mr. KILGORE. Was there 
made against this man? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir; and he wasacquitted on that charge. 

Mr. KILGORE. Where do those facts appear? 

Mr. MORGAN. Wehad them before the Committee on Mili- 


report at- 


Since 1877. 


ring 


- offi- 


eould not reappoint him 


Yes, sir: I presume so. 
But the President stated that he never saw it. 
What is the authority for that statement? 
Senator COCKRELL. 

Did the President put on record any such 


Senator COCKRELL states the fact. 
He states, I suppose, that he is informed and 


not a charge of insubordination 


tary Affairs. I have gone over the entire testimony in the trial 
of the case by court-martial. 
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Mr. KILGORE. Well, they ought to be before the House 
when we are asked to reverse the action of this court. 

Mr. MORGAN. You do not have to take the word of the 

resent Military Committee; you have the word of six other 

ilitary Committees of the House and the Senate for that fact. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is set forth in the report. 

Mr. SICKLES. Let me read the gentleman the statement of 
the report on that point, which is very brief. 

Mr. KILGORE. Very well. 

Mr. SICKLES (reading): 

In a report made by Senator COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs of the Senate in the Forty-seventh Congress, he presents the superior 
merits of this case in afew words. He said: 

“The President did not know of the recommendation for clemency when 
he approved the sentence. This is about the only case Where such a unani- 
mous recommendation by all the meinbers of the court-martial was totally 
overlooked, and was, therefore, Wholly disregarded.” 

And in a speech made in support of the billof Mr. Wells, Senator Cock- 
RELL made use of the following emphatic language: 

“The unanimous recommendation of the court-martial, had it been known 
to the President, would have received his favorable sanction, and the sen- 
= not have been approved. There is conclusive evidence of 

The evidence is not set forth in detail in the report; but when 
Senator COCKRELL says there is conclusive evidence of a fact, I 
think that is a very good ground to go upon. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that, and I would be very much 
inclined to accept any statement made by Senator COCKRELL as 
almost conclusive if he made it of his own knowledge, because 
he is mighty straight goods [laughter]; but I am not inclined to 
accept anybody’s statement as to the policy of enlarging this 
list of retired officers. 

You puta man on that list a while ago, and I made no objec- 
tion, because it was stated here that he was 130 or 140 years old. 
| Laughter. | 

Mr. SICKLES. Ninety-four—a century plant, born with the 
century. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I was not very far wrong about his 
age. 

Mr. MORGAN. We do not propose by this bill to extend 
the retired list. We simply propose to do an act of justice to 
this man, to allow him to be reappointed to the Army, and if, 
in view of his present age and condition, he goes upon the re- 
tired list, that fact ought not to be used to prejudice his case 
where he asks for simple justice. 

Mr. KILGORE. Where does he live? 

Mr. MORGAN. He lives in Missouri. He is a son of the old 
Federal judge, Robert W. Wells, who was appointed by Andrew 
Jackson, and was the best judge we ever had in Missouri. 

Mr. KILGORE. What is his vocation? 

Mr. MORGAN. He was employed in the civil service of the 
Government for many years, I think, and is now engaged, as far 
as health will permit, in private vocation. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is he a graduate of West Point? 

Mr. MORGAN. No,sir. He was appointed from civil life or 
the volunteer service. He is a soldier who was recommended 
for gallantry in the field by such men as Slocum, Hancock, But- 
terfield, and Stannard. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Does this bill authorize 
his appointment as captain? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; it simply authorizes the President 
to appoint him a second lieutenant. It does not propose at ali 
to retire him as captain; it simply proposes to authorize his ap- 
pointment to the position that he lost through inadvertence or 
mistake of President Hayes. Senator COCKRELL stated this in 
a report to the United States Senate in the lifetime of President 
Hayes, in the Forty-seventh Congress. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to make a further inauiry of the 
gentleman from Missouri. I understand that the purpose of this 
bill is to remove this charge against this man, to set aside this 
judgment, and to authorize the President to — him to the 
same position in the Army that he held when be was cashiered. 
Is that the purpose? 

Mr. MORGAN. That is it. 

Mr. KILGORE. How old a man is he? 

Mr. MORGAN. Over 50 years of age. 

Mr. KILGORE. What effect will this bill have on men who 
have been in the service continuously and doing duty? 

Mr. MORGAN. It wiil not affect them at all. 


Mr. KILGORE. Will it not affect their rank and their right 
to promotion? 


Mr. MORGAN. Not at all. 
me REAOBE. Will not the bill give him precedence over 
them: 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir, because he is placed on the limited 
retired list; and there is no promotica upon that. I wish to 
state further that this bill was examined by the Secretary of 
War, who has recommended its passage. 


Mr. KILGORE. That is not conclusive. 
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Mr. MORGAN. But it shows this whole matter has been 
carefully investigated. 

Mr. HEARD. There has never been any unfavorable report 
from any source. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, itis very curious if everybody was in 
favor of it that this action has been postponed for fifteen or 
twenty years. 

Mr. MORGAN. That was simply because the bill, while it 
frequently passed one House or the other, has never passed both 
Houses at the same Congress. 

Mr. KILGORE. When was he cashiered? 

Mr. MORGAN. In 1877, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the committee rise and re- 
port the bill tothe House with the recommendation that it pass. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DOCKERY having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. RICHARDSON of 
Tennessee reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 2637) for the relief of Eugene Wells, late captain Twelfth 
infantry and second lieutenant First Artillery, United States 
Army, had directed him to report the same back with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MORGAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


GEN. NAPOLEON J. T. DANA. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iam directed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs to call up the bill (S. 104) for the relief of Gen. Na- 
poleon J. T. Dana. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Task unanimous consent that it be con- 
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SAYERS. I think it had better be considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee in the chair), and pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill (S. 104) for the relief of 
Gen. Napoleon J. T. Dana. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Sennte, to appoint Gen. Napoleon J. T. Dana, late assistant quarter- 
master of the United States Army, to the position of assistant quartermas- 
ter, with the rank of captain of cavalry, and to place him on the retired 
list of the Army with that rank and pay, the retired list being thereby in- 
creased in number to that extent; an all laws and parts of laws in conflict 
herewith are suspended for this purpose only: Provided, That from and 
— the passage of this act no pension shall be paid to the said Napo'eon 
J. T. Dana, 


Mr. SAYERS. I wish to inquire of the gentleman in charge 
of this bill whether, in addition to putting this man on the re- 
tired list, it does not promote him from first lieutenant and as- 
sistant quartermaster to the rank of a captain of cavalry? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is my understanding that the bill re- 
tires him with the same rank that he had when he left the Army, 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. SICKLES] is more familiar 
with the case than I am. 
A MEMBER. Let us hear the report. : 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. The report may be read in my time. 
The report (by Mr. SICKLES) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 104; 
for the relief of Gen. Napoleon J. T. Dana, have had the same under consid- 
eration, and report the same to the House with a recommendation that the 
bill Ge pass he House bill on the same subject has been favorably re- 
ported, and this is identical with it. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Is this a bill to still further increase the re- 
tired list? 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. It increases the retired list by one. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What will be the additional charge im- 
posed on the Treasury by reason of the bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. Ninety-six dollars a month. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Nearly $1,200a year. What is the amount 
of the pension that this man now receives? 


Mr. GORMAN. Fourteen doliars a month. 


Mr. SAYERS, How old is he? 

Mr. HULL. Between 73 and 74 years; but he is more infirm 
than his age would imply, on account of severe injuries which 
he received during the war. At the close of the war, when he 
held a major-general’s commission, he resigned because the 
war was over, and he desired to resume his private business, 


which had suffered because of his absence in the Army, But on 
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account of his disabilities he was never able to reinstate himself 
in business; the war had made him a bankrupt. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, this officer resigned from the | 
service 

Mr. SICKLES. Hedid. But the gentleman should remem- 
ber that he went back into the service again, and went back at 
a time when his services were needed. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand that. 
Government expense? 

Mr. SICKLES. And he gave the Government the benefit of 
his military education. He left, let me say to the gentleman, a 
most lucrative business in the West, the business of banking in 
which he was engaged, and entered the military service of the | 
Government during the war. His business was entirely broken 
up during his absence, and when he resumed it again after the | 
war he was so disabled by wounds that he was unsuccessful, and | 
is now wholly impoverished and unable to earn a dollar, simply 
living on the insignificant pension of a few dollars a month 
which the Government grants him. 

This is one of the most meritorious cases, I think, that was 
before the committee. I examined it personally and with great 
care. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman will permit me, it seems to 
me the action that should have been taken by the committee in 
this matter would have been to have increased the pension in- 
stead of putting him in the regular Army and on the retired 
list. 

Mr. SICKLES. Well, it is more soldierlike and agreeable to 
aman who reached this high rank in the Army, and won such 
distinctiou in the service, to be able to be on a footing upon the 
retired list with other officers who held a similar rank. 

But I would say to the gentleman that the Military Commit- 
tee naturally sympathize with the desire of the House to look 
carefully into all of these bills. 
chairman has been instructed to report to-day to the House were 
selected from more than three hundred bills pending before that 
committee of a similar character. We selected these, and this 
one particularly, because we regarded themas of singular merit. 
The rest of these bills are in the pigeonholes of the committee, 
and we did not wish or think it proper under the circumstances 














He was educated at the 
























very considerable merit. ; 

But what I wish to assure the gentleman of is the fact that 
the Military Committee looks carefully and critically at each 
application. I have myself denied the appeals from more than 
a hundred officers, who came personally to me and who brought 
the strongest letters, asking my support for similar bills. but 
this order to be presented to-day is one which embraces only 








jection that was tenable in this case. 

Mr. SAYERS. The objection, if the gentleman will permit 
me, to the bill, is that this officer resigned in 1855. 

Mr. SICKLES. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. He had been educated, I understand, by the 
Government, at West Point? 

Mr. SICKLES. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. And he resigned from the Army and went 
into civil life? 

Mr. HULL. But that was not unusual at that time. 

Mr. SAYERS. Still he resigned from the service. 

Mr. SICKLES. Just as many others did. 














their services were not needed by the Government; but the gen- 





war commenced they came back and served the country with 
fidelity and honor. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Lei me say to the gentleman that at 
that time there was not such a demand for officers as required 
them to remain in the Army, and it wasaiding the service when 
they resigned and entered the persuits of civil life. 

Mr. SAYERS. But when the officer resigned was he not paid 
asum of money that would be equal to a commutation of the 
amount that would be paid him by the Government for the prob- 
able length of time he would be in the service? 

Mr. SICKLES. Not atall. 

Mr. HULL. That is entirely a mistake; there was no such 
payment. 


Mr.SAYERS. Were these officers not paid commutation at 








ja nee 08a 6 













: the time of their resignation, under the general law? 
é Mr. HULL. Not at all. 
i Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Atthat time there wasno such 






law. 
Mr. SICKLES. That was passed after the war. 
Mr. SAYERS. When was it passed? 
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| the Regular Army upon the plea that he had made an able and 
These half-dozen bills that the | 


to report them, although as a matter of fact many of them have | 


} posed now. 
| Congress in its wisdom has not yet done so, and probably will 


cases that have absolute merit, and I could not find a single ob- | 


Grant did; Mc- | 
Clellan did, and a host of others did also, because at that time | 


tleman should remember that in each of these cases when the | 
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I suppose the gentleman re- 


Mr. WEEELER of Alabama. 
fers to the act of 1870? 
Mr. SAYERS. But was there not a law passed prior to the 


| War, permitting an officer to resign and receive commutation 


for the pay which he would be 
probable length of service? 

Mr. HULL. There was no such law. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. An officer who resigned before 
sage of the act of 1870 could not receive commutation. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understood that that was the law. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No; thatdid not become the law 
until 1870. 

Mr. HULL. After the war had ended. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is the gentleman not mistaken in that? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No. 

Mr.SAYERS. Then there was nocommutation, in the shape 
of a cash payment of what would bedue the oflicer forthe length 
of time he would probably serve the Government on his resig- 
nation? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Not at all. 

Mr. SICKLES. No officer who resigned before 
that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And it should be remembered that 
officer reéntered the service when it was necessary. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iadmit that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And he was in the Mexican war, 
gallant soldier. 

Mr. SAYERS. i admit that also. 

Mr. CONN. In connection with what the chairman of the 
committee has said, if the gentleman will permit me— 

Mr. SAYERS. One moment. Let me state my objection to 
If this officer is taken from civil life and restored to 


entitled to reeeive during the 


} 
the pas- 


the war got 


this 


Lmost 


gallant soldier, which I admit, does not that circumstance ap- 
ply to a good many thousands of other gallant soldiers during 
the war who were aiso in the Federal Army? 

Mr. SICKLES. I will say to the gentleman from Texas | Mr. 
SAYERS] that precisely what is proposed to be done in this bill 
has been done in fifty bills previously. 

Mr. SAYERS. I admit that. 

Mr. SICKLES. The principle has never been recognized by 
| Congress, so far as | know, that officers or soldiers whcse serv- 

ice was strictly limited to the volunteer service should be placed 
| on the retired list. That has never been done, and it is not pro- 
We do not propose to establish any such precedent. 


| not do so, but this bill does not interfere at all with that princi- 
} ple. There are fifty precedents for this bill. 
| Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the committee rise and re- 
} port the bill to the House with the recommendation that it do 
IaASS. 
| The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, general debate 
On the bill will be closed. 
‘There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio |Mr. OuTH- 
WAITE}] moves that the committee rise and report the bill to the 


House with a favorable recommendation. 
The motion was agreed to. 
| The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DOCKERY having 


| resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. RICHARDSON of 
‘Tennessee, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, reported 
that that Committee had had under consideration the bill (S. 101 
for the relief of Gen. Napoleon J.T’. Dana, and had directed him to 
report the same to the House with the recommendation that it 
do pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, 
last vote was laid on the table. 

DUNBAR R. RANSOM. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 522 
to place Dunbar R. Ransom on the retired list of the Army. 

‘The bill was read. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This bill is in Committee of the Whole, 
and I move that the House resolve itself into the Committee of 
the Whole for the purpose of considering it. 

The moticn was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 

| the Whole, with Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 

| for the purpose of considering a bill which the Clerk will re- 
port. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and be is 
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hereby, authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of 





the ate, to int Dunbar R. Ransom, late captain in the Third Artil- 


lery of the Army, a captain in the Army, and to place him on the unlimited 
retired list 

Mr. OUTHWAITE., yield to the gentleman from Iowa[Mr. 
Huuwl, 

Mr. WULL. Mr. Chairman, the bill to place Dunbar R. Ran- 
som on the retired list was first taken up in the Pifty-second 
Congress, when Senator PrRocror, having left the position of 
Secretary of War. took hisseat in theSenate. While Secretary 
mecrotary Ol yvar, took his seat 1n the Senate. V hie Secret aly 


of \War he took an active interest in this case and made a thor- 
ough investigation of it, and as soon as he went to the Senate 
he had the bill passed in the l'ifty-second Congress, butit failed 
to pass the [louse in that Congress on account of lack of time. 
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this bill isadangerousone. Iam usually aman whose smpathies 


| are with, always have been with, and always will be with that 
| Side; but, at the same time, if we lay down a precedent here 


Briclly the e issimply this: Dunbar R. Ransom was a gradu- 
ate of West i’oint, entering that institution in 1847, and leaving | 
ft in 1850. He served all through the war, coming out of it a 


colonel at the close of the war. Dvopping back in the reorgani- | 
He is a | 


zation of the Army he became a captain of artillery. 


son of Col. Ransom, who fell at the head of his regiment at | 
Chupultepec, anda brother of Gen. Ransom, who died in Georgia | 


from wounds received in Sherman’s campaign. 
There never was a word against his character asan ollicer un- 
2 in being moved from post to post he failed 





til he borrowed $275. 
to pay it when it was due. He had only paid seventy-three dol- 
lars and some cents. He borrowed it fromaprivate. Henever 
denied the debt, but acknowledged its justice. Charges were 
preferred, and he was cashiered for borrowing from a private 
soldier. tle was a man of large family, with no means except 
his pay, and had been in the Army all his life,being moved from 
post to post, us the war records show; he was unable to pay the 
expenses of his family without borrowing the money. He has 
from that time to this lived an upright life and has paid the 
debt from his earnings in private life. The testimony of all the 
officers and men with whom he has been associated is that he is 
one of the most gallant and upright men this country has pro- 
duced. 

Mr. BARNES. When did he pay the debt? 

Mr. HULL. Sinee he was cashiered; all but $73, which he 
had paid befere. 

Mv. BARNES. How long after that did he pay it? 

Mr. HULL. <Assoon as he could. There is no evidence to 
show how long it took, but he paid it long before this matter 
came up. 

| will say to my friend that Col. Ransom was brought before 
Congress more by his friends than by his own action. He is 
broken down and so old that he is not able to do anything in ac- 
tive business. Gen. G. M. Dodge and other officers have taken 
an interest in his case,and Senator PROCTOR took an interest in 
it when it was brought to his attention as Secretary of War, and 
they have brought this measure before the Congress of the 
United States, and I believe that it is an act of justice to a man 
who has fought in the great number of battles that the War De- 
partment certifies he fought in. They are set out in full in the 
‘eport, now before this House, which I had the honorto submit. 

Mr. BARNES. I would like to ask my friend whether he 
acted honorably about this debt before he was discharged? 

Mr. HULL. Absolutely. There is absolutely no doubtabout 
that, His letters set forth in the report show that he never de- 
nied the debt; and the man himself who made the charge, when 
he found the serious results of the charge, would have with- 
drawn it if he could have done so. So that it is simply a ques- 
tion of whether you will continue to punish a man whodid such 
magnificent service for his country by leaving him to die with 
this stigma upon him, or whether you will now reinstate him in 
the Army. He is too old for active service in the Army now, 
and there is no chance of promotion; and I believe that it is 
one of the most meritorious cases that I have ever known to 
come before the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Will the gentleman yield to me for 
a question? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I would like to know how many of- 
ficors are situated like this officer? 

' Mr. HULL. I never heard of any other situated the same as 
ie. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. A great many are cashiered and 
leave the Army and afterwards they want to get reinstated. 
OMr. HULL. I never before knew of an officer being cashiered 
because he could not pay a debt when it was due. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. They are cashiered for a great many 
causes, and as soon as the witnesses are dead and the facts for- 
gotten they come here and ask for reinstatement. 

Mr. HULL. A majority of tae members of this House and 
officers of the Army or in business could be cashiered for not 
paying debts due at sometime in their lives. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I believe that the precedent set by 


| 


that as soon as the witnesses have died and the facts have been 
forgotten an officer can come to the Congress of the United 
States and have himself reinstated on such a proposition as this, 
it simply opens a flood gate for others to come in. 

Mr. HULL. There is nothing toshow that there is any other 
charge against him. There is no other controversy. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. But you do not ask simply a re- 
moval of the stigma: you ask that he be put upon the retired 
list, and that he may draw his pay as a retired oflicer of the 
Army, and that does not seem to me entirely right. 

Mr. HULL. Iwill ask the gentleman to read the record of 
this gallant officer, and [ am sure you will think it is not wron 
to put him on the retired List. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I think the bill sets a dangerous 
precedent. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If the gentleman will permit me to call 
his attention to the fact he will see the fact of the absence of 
witnesses in this particular case cuts no figure, becatise the re- 
port is based upon written documentary evidence on file in the 
War Department: 

Itappears from the testimony of the principal prosecuting witness, San 
born, that when he loaned the money to Ransom he stated that he would 
not require its return until the following October. (Page 15 of transcript 

We have not printed all the papers here, but all the papers 
have been before the committee. 

He also testifies, on page 18, that he did not write the captain on the sul- 
ject of the loan until after the receipt by him of the $75 remittance son 
time in March, 1868. So it will be seen that this payment was made by Ran 
som without any demand by Sanborn. 

What I want to impress upon the committee is that there is 
nowhere in this testimony any evidence tending to show fraud 
or deception, or taking advantage atall. It is simply a record 
of poverty and inability to pay money borrowed, because the 
officer was ordered to one or two places and had to take his 
family, and as soon as he could he began to pay the debt. Then 
thisman, growing impatient after he had received one payment, 
made a complaint, and the pay of the officer was stopped, and 
the stoppage of the pay preventing him from making payment 
to the claimant. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I will not object further. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say 
just a word about this bill, as [ know so many men who hay 
felt an interest in Capt. Ransom. Gen. Logan, when alive, had 
this bill before his committee and examined the entire record 
of the court-martial, and the report of that committee contains 
this statement: 


The committee are of opinion, after carefully examining all the eviden: 
adduced, that the court erred in its findings as well as in the law of the cas 


Icall the attention of my friend from Missouri [Mr. HAL! 
to that statement, and to the fact that this man, after having 
participated in twenty-four battles, witb his body full of lead, 
having been three times promoted for gallantry on the field o 
battle, was, on an error of law and of fact, dropped from his po- 
sition in the regular Army. 
Mr. HALL of Missouri. I will say to the gentleman from 
Iowa that after hearing the statement of the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs I withdraw all objection. 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Iam glad to hear that. [ kn 
that the just and generous-hearted gentleman from Missouri 
would not persist in opposing this bill. I will not occupy fur- 4 
ther time, Mr. Chairman, but will ask favorable action. E 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iask unanimous consent that debate on j 
the bill be now closed. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the committee rise and re- 
port the bill to the House with the recommendation that it do ' 
ass. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose, and Mr. DOCKERY having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. RICHARDSON 0 : 
Tennessee, from the Committee of the Whole, reported that they 
had had under consideration a bill (S. 322) and had directed 
him to repart the same to the House withsthe recommendation 
that it do pass. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CHARLES B. STIVERS. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker,I call up the bill (H.R 
868) for the relief of Charles B. Stivers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas Charles B. Stivers, late captain in the Seventh United States In- 
fantry, was summarily and erroneously dismissed the service on the 15th 














































































1894. CON GRE SSIONAL 























day of July, 1863, by Special Orders, No. 313, by order of the then Sec Ary 
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the Senate, to appoint sai s B. Stivers, late a captain in the Seventh 
United States Infantry Regiment, to the same grade and rank of captain in 
the Army of the United States in the infantry service, and to place him on 
the retired listo? the A y as of the dateof Decem = 1864, the retired list 
being thereby increased in number to that extel nt, h the pay of his grade 





and rank from said date the sameas if he had never > bean considered out of 
the service since his original entrance therein; such retired pay, however, 
having been heretofore duly and continuously received by said Charles B 
Stivers up to the Ist day of June. 1890, the same shall only be due and pay- 
able tohim hereafter from said date last named. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Ww hole for the consideration 
of this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of th 

Vhole, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering the bill (H. R. 868) for the relief 
of C harles B. Stivers. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I ask the attention of 
the centleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] to the language of the 
report on this bill. 

Let it be understood that this officer was erroneously dis- 
missed from the Army in 1863, and that within thirty days there- 
after the Secretary of War admitted that he had made a mis- 
take, admitted it publicly by an order of the President restoring 
the officer. 

Mr. SAYERS. But I understood the gentleman to say that 
this man had been erroneously dismissed from the Army? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. How was he erroneously dismissed? 

Mr. SORG. He was sick. He was reported absent without 
lea ve, but it was afterwards discovered that he was sick. 

Mr. OUTHW AITE. That was admitted, and upon that ad- 
mission action restoring him wastaken. Thesame Secretary of 
War and the same President by whom he had been dismissed 
restored him, and he continued in the serv ice until the 30th of 
December, 1864. Then, by virtue of the law and of his long and 
faithful service, he was placed on the retired list. He was then 
in the Army properly, or was supposed to be in it properly, and 
he continued on the retired list until it was decided recently by 
the Court of Claims that while the President had the power to 
dismiss an officer summarily, he had no power to revoke such 
order of dismissal even when improvidently or unjustly made. 

Mr.SAYERS. Then, from 1864 until 1890 this officer was il- 
legally drawing pay? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, according to the decision of the 
Court of Claims—illegally, but not unjustly or inequitably, be- 
cause he had been restored by the same authorities that had 
dismissed him, they having discovered that he had been tried 
for an offense for which he was not guilty and dismissed because 
of the judgment of the court-martial. 

Mr. SAYERS. Do I understand the —- to say that 
when this officer was court-martialed he had no notice? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. He was tried in his absence. 

Mr. SAYERS. And had no notice? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. He hadno notice, as Ire 
ord. 

A MEMBER. How did the court get jurisdiction? 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. This was a courtof inquiry. 
jurisdiction in a number of such cases. 
Court of Claims was made quite recently 

Mr. CANNON of Ci alifornia. Did this man draw pay as a re: 
tired officer until that decision? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. CA AN YON of Calif 
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The said Charles B. Stivers wascontinued upon said retired list from the 
Said date of bis retirement until Junel, 1890, w ‘hen he was dropped from the 
samein pursuance of an order of the War Department made by reason of 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As I understand it, if th 3 
not passed, he may be called upon to refund the pay he has re- 
ceive ad? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes. sir. 

Mr. CANNON of California. Then I think 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This bill has been raported fav ly 
two or three times. It was introduced by my : co 8, 
Mr. Houk,and I am not as familiar with all the facts of th: 0 
as I ought to be. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, it occurs to mo that this of 
ficer, if placed upon the retired list at all, ought not to 
pay except from the time when he shall have been 
the retired lis It is notcont nde 1 here that he was: = 
erly dismissed for disobedience of orders and witho , 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I will say to the gentleman 1 t that 
was altogethera mistake. He was absent on ‘ountof sickness 
and he was tried for being absent without leave. 

Mr. SAYERS. But he was tried also for disobedi ‘. 
ders. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. That would mean the same th 
this case. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If the ge nileman from ‘I as L SAY- 
ERS] insists uponit I think this would be a fair provisic t 
the same shall only be due and payable to him é ) 
the date of the } SSE re of this bill.”” That would reli > him 
from the possibility of a claim for the money received by hi 
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Ih m1 mitt accordingly rose; and Mr. DocKERY having 
| take : fhe chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. RICHARDSON of 
Tennessee reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, having had under consid ration the bill (H. 
Rt. 868) for the relief of Charles B. Stivers, had directed him to 
| report the s ‘me back with an amendment, and with the recom- 
mendation that it be passed as amended. 
The question being taken, the amendment was a 
The bill as: ental was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
pass l. 
On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 


last vote was laid on the table. 
WILLIAM A. WINDER. 
Mr. OUTHW AITE. [ ca aT up the bill (H. R. 4 to restore 
William A. Winder tothe United States Army, an 1 to place him 
| on the retired list with the rank of captain of artiller 
» SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill 
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is in Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union. 

| Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

into Committee of the Whole for 
The motion was agreed to. 


I move that the —— resolve itself 
the consideration of the bill. 
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The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. CLARK of Missouri in 
the chair. [Loud applause.] 

The committee proceeded to the consideration of the bill 
(H. RR. 450) to restore William A. Winder to the United States 
Army, and to place him on the retired list with the rank of 
captain of artillery. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, ete., That the President is hereby authorized to appoint and 
restore to his proper rank inthe Army, as captain of artillery, and to place 
him on the retired ist, William A. Winder, of San Diego, Cal. 

Several MEMBERS. Let us hear thereport. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will yield to the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia (Mr. BowkRs) to explain this bill. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, Capt. Winder 
entered the United States Army and served all through the 
Mexican war. He was promoted for gallantry in that war and 
made a lieutenant; he served continuously from that time until 
1s66—through both wars. There isno charge against him in 
connection with his whole service except in connection with his 
service at Alcatraz Island, where he was in command for three 
years during the war. Some fanatical patriots who were care- 
ful to stay at home during the war charged that while he was 
in command at that post he “fed the rebel prisoners on the fat 
of the land, served on silver platters.” 

That is substantially the charge, and practically the only 
charge against him. Because he was a Democrat then and is 
now, and because all of his family, the Winders of the South, 
including his father and others, were in the Confederate army, 
a great many of those patriots thought he could not be a Union 
man; and therefore they set to work to undermine him and pre}- 
udice Secretary Stanton against him. In consequence of these 
charges Gen. Wright at one time sent a company of men to re- 
enforce the place, with an officer to rank Capt. Winder. But 
upon an investigation which was made soon after, Capt. Win- 
der was reinstated in the command and highly complimented 
for his judgment and efficiency. 

This man served,as I have stated, until 1866, and he served 
under very adverse circumstances. He was true to the country 
that he served solong. In 1866, after the war was over, he ten- 
dered his resignation, the reason assigned by him being that the 
Secretary of War wasunfriendly tohim, Within three months 
afterward he made application to be restored to his position in 
the Army. But the President, in the meantime, had filled the 
vacancy, and he could not be reappointed. 

Now, during the time he was in command on the Pacific coast 
he was paid in greenbacks, which were worth there 35 cents on 
the dollar. He entertained the commanders of all the various 
foreign war vessels that came there; so that when he resigned 
he was in debt $4,000, which it had cost him for the entertain- 
ment of these people. 

There is no charge against him whatever. He is now nearly 
70 years of age, broken down in health. He served the country 
long and faithfully. The President of the United States, Mr. 
Cleveland, recently gave him a verysmall billet to let him allot 
some Indian lands in California; but the service does not amount 
to anything, as he will only be engaged for three or four months. 
] ask this House in justice to an old and gallant soldier to put 
him on the retired list. The bill carries no back pay or any 
on amount of money; he simply wants to die under the 
flag. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, we may as well draw the line on 
this bill. If it had merit I should be the last to oppose it. I 
will briefly call the attention of the committee to the facts that 
are set forth in the report as forming the basis of merit on which 
it rests. 

Now, in this case the party can not fall back on the proposi- 
tion that he rendered great or important military services dur- 
ing the late war. Herendered no service during that time that 
involved any danger. He was stationed in California, and left 
the service directly after the war was over, on the ground that 
the Secretary of War was bostile to him. 

Mr. ALLEN. Dol understand you to say that he rendered 
no service during the war which involved danger, personal 
danger? 

Mr. SAYERS. No service of a dangerous character. 

Mr. ALLEN. LIeanscarcely forgive himforthat. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SAYERS. It does seem to me that ths facts as stated by 
the committee in their report can not possibly justify this com- 
mittee in placing him on the retired list at an expense of from 
$100 to $125 per month to the Government. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Let me say to my friend from 
Texas that he repeatedly made application to the authorities 
during the war to be sent East into active service. Command- 
ing as he did that most important point on the Pacific coast, his 
services were deemed necessary there and he was not sent East. 
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Tt wasthat stronghold on the Pacificcoast that did much to save 
the coast tothe Union. The man that commanded it isthe mar 
this bill seeks to place upon the retired list. 

Mr. SAYERS. Oh, well, I suppose there were a good many 
loyal men on the Pacific coast at that time. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. So there were; but the record 
of this man is all straight. There is no crime alleged against 
him, no charge against him at all, only that he was kind and 
considerate to the Confederate prisoners. 

He is now old and ie and for the two or three years he has 
got to live he would like to be an officer of the United States, 
in whose service he was for such a long time. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, let us see what his military record is. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I have hismilitary record here, 
too. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will read from it. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Well, read from it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well, let us see where he was during the 
war: 

Awaiting orders to February 21, 1861; en route to March 22, 1861; with 
company at Presidio, Cal., to May 30, 1861; at Alcatraz Island, California, 
to October 21, 1851; at Washington, D. C., to January, 1862; at Alcatraz Js- 
land, California, to August 2, 1864; at Point San José, California, to August, 
1865; at San Diego, Cal., to October 6, 1865; en route to the East to November 
21, 1865; on recruiting service in New York to January 18, 1866, and on leave 
until he resigned, October i8, 1866. 

Now, there is the record of this officer; and it does occur to 
me that the case is absolutely without merit, and that this com- 
mittee will not be doing right to restore him after he had vol- 
untarily resigned from the service and retired to private life at 
the expense which this bill will necessarily involve. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Now, let me read a little more 
fromthe record. The gentleman has not read it all. 

Mr.SAYERS. Very well; I am reading from his military 
record. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Well, I am reading from the 
record, and let us see what it says: 

Resolved by the General Assembly of Maryland, That the thanksof this State 
be, and they are hereby, tendered to Capt. Creighton, of the bark Three 
Bells, Capt. Lowe, of the Kilby, and Capt. Stouffer, of the Antarctic, for their 
noble and humane conduct in rescuing so many valuables lives from the 
wreck of the ill-fated steamer San Francisco. 

Resolved, 'That the thanks of their native State are also tendered to Capt. 
James T. Watkins, the noble and heroic commander of the unfortunate 
steamship San Francisco, and to Maj. Wyse, Lieuts. W. A. Winder ahd 


Charles S. Winder, and Lieut. Frank Key Murray, for their courageous and 
gallant bearing during those trying scenes. 


Here was a service for which this man was complimented in 
this manner. Nearly two hundred men and officers were drowned 
on that steamer. Thatis another part of the record, when he 
was in charge, and shows that this was a time at least when he 
was in personal danger. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is there notsome suspicion that he sympathized 
with the rebel prisoners during the war? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That was a charge against him 
at the time, that he sympathized with them, and on the ground 
that his family were all on that side, he himself being the only 
member of the family who was true to the flag. 

Mr. BRYAN. What has be been doing ever since that time? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Trying to pay the debts contracted in 
the service. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. And he was compelled to ex- 
pend that by reason of the position he occupied there. The 
Government never paid it, but paid him his salary at the same 
time in currency that was only worth 30 or 35 cents on the dol- 
lar. If he lived twenty years on the retired list you could ndt 
repay him the money he took from his own pocket to sustain 
the honor of the country at the time he occupied the position to 
which I have referred, and for the services he rendered. 

Mr. GROVESNOR. What was the matter at San Francisco 
at that time? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. And I want to call the atten- 
tion of the Chairman, and the committee, to the fact that he 
went as a boy into the Mexican war, fought all through that war 
and was brevetted a lieutenant for gallantry in the battles of 
that war. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. lask unanimous consent to close general 
debate. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. CLARK of Missouri). The gentleman 
from Ohio |Mr. OUTHWAITE] asks unanimous consent to close 
general debate. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the committee rise and re- 
port the bill to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move as a substitute that the 
committee rise, and report the bill tothe House with the recom- 
mendation that it do lie upon the table. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr.Speaker, would it be in order now to move 
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that this bill be referred back to the Committee on Military Af- | Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman 
fairs, with instructions to bring in some different report? | from New York [Mr. CooMBs]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis notin order inthe committee. The! Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, during the invasion of the 
question is first on the motion of the gentleman from Texas | States of Pennsylvania and Maryland, previous to the battle of 
[Mr. SAYERS] that the bill be reported back to the House with | Gettysburg, a call was made for 100,000 troops, and at the same 
the recommendation that it lie on the table. time, immediately upon their starting for the scene of conflict, 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the Adjutant-General issued the order which has been read by 
the noes seemed to have it. the Clerk. 


Mr. SAYERS. Division. _ It has always been considered an obligation on the part of the 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 20, noes 47. | Government which ought te have been redeemed longago. And 
Mr. SAYERS. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. | the Assistint Secretary cf War in his communication says ‘It 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas makes the | would seem as though no possible objection could be made to 


point of no quorum. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gen- | carrying out General Order 195, quoted in the resolution, but 
tleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] and the gentleman from Cali- | that it should be greatly regretted that the carrying out of such 
fornia[Mr. BOWERS]. an order should have been so long delayed.” This order was in 
Mr. BOWERS of California, Mr.Chairman, I ask permission | the nature of a contract; and it certainly ought to be fulfilled on 
that the bill be withdrawn. the part of the Government. When the call was made the mer- 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the bill will be with- | chant left his counting-house, the banker left his bank, the clerk 


drawn. left his counter. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the committee rise. Mr. SICKLES. And the farmer left his plow. 
The motion was agreed to. Mr. COOMBS. The farmer left his plow, and within twenty- 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- | four hours they marched tothe scene of the contlict. ‘The order 
sumed the chair, Mr. CLARK of Missouri, Chairman of the Com- | was read to the troops on the field of battle, and that they did 
mittee of the Whole, reported that that committee had had un- | efficient service has never been doubted. It is an obligation 
der consideration the bill (H. R. 450) and had directed him to | of the Government which I am sure this Congress will be ready 
report that, by unanimous consent, it had been withdrawn with- | toredeem. ; ; ; 
out recommendation. I have had estimates made at the mint by the Director of the 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. Mint and he states that the silver medals will cost about 40 cen ts 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the agricul- apiece. I have letters from forty or fifty colonels of regiments, 

- 1: es ‘ih cer, £ GOGire tO Call Up SHO ag! generals and men prominent in the service, who have asked me 
— ia amet — lanl AT) rennet ti ‘tle of the bill to claim this at the handsof Congress. I wish toask, Mr. Chair- 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. | man, permission to change the title of the bill so that it shall 

"he Clerk read as follows: read, ‘‘Service in the defense of the United States in the States 

A bill (H. R. 6937) making appropriations for the Department of Agricul- | of Maryland and Pennsylvania.” 
ture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. M . - : : ss 

— . : Mr. ALLEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
Mr. HATCH, I move tononconcur in the Senateamendments, | question? 
and request a conference. ~ Mr. COOMBS. Certainly 

- vi TERS . ak P 5 1 i pe , : = a : n J: . : ° 
cen es ee Mr. ne ly _— — gp _ — Mr. ALLEN. Does the gentleman think it exactly the fair 
—_— er ti sage yy ‘lldon dolls = scan aia bill b nen | thing to these bankers who left their banks, and these clerks 
a ae? ce aoe oe vn ee Ras. ian thistl y I Rooke who left their counters, and these merchants who left their stores, 
S06 IOF WHO PUFPOSE OF MOStrOyINE She SwussiAn Snissc. esire | and these farmers who left their plows to put off on them a silver 
to know of the gentleman if he will not, before he agrees to that | medal made of a debased metal. {Laughter | 
item, bring it back to the House for the purpose of taking the . SICKTL RS Tt; Se 
same, t es thease se eaaaaeiaae . 8 Mr. SICKLES. Itis good for medals, though not good for 
- Mr a TCE upon ¢ iy a im cm money. That it just what it is fit for. 

Tho SPEAKER gary ye obi sti sian ett -_— Mr. KILGORE. I want to make an inquiry of the gentleman 

Ce SPEAKER. Without objection, an order wil) be made | from New York, and then, perhaps. to base some observations 

that the House nonconcur in the Senate amendments, and re- | oy his reply. 
— * — with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of | “wr, COOMBS. If the gentleman will allow me to make one 

"There aes objection other statement before making his inquiry. 

oe ene Mr. KILGORE. I want to make an inquiry or two for infor- 

The SPEAKE ‘ ferees : ] 4 us a juiry or two for info 
H t ae oh aes ——— = ee part of the | mation. How manyof these soldiers were there enlisted at first? 

ouse Mr. HATCH, Mr. N, and MP. WAUGH. Mr. COOMBS. Twenty-six thousand five hundred. They 

MEDALS OF HONOR. went down inside of eight days. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the joint resolu- Mr. KILGORE. Were they calied out by the State or by the 
tion (H. Res. 205) to provide for the presentation of medals of | Federal Government? 
honor to the militia and volunteer troops of the several States Mr. SICKLES. They were called out by the President. 
who volunteered their services for the defense of the States of Mr. COOMBS. He called out 100,000 men. He knew he was 
Maryland and Pennsylvania in the year 1863, prior to and after | going to havea hard time with you men down there, and he 
the battle of Gettysburg, Pa. called for abundant force. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTH- Mr. KILGORE. How long were they in the service? 
WAITE], from the Committee on'Military Affairs, calls up a joint| Mr.COOMBS. They were not discharged until all danger 
resolution, which the Clerk will report. from you people was over. 

The joint resolution was read. Mr. KILGORE. How long was that: for how long a time 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, this is in Committee of the | were they called into service? 

Whole. I move that the House resolve itself into the Commit- Mr. SICKLES. They were called in June, 1863, and they re- 

tee of the Whole for the purpose of considering the joint reso- | mained in the Army until the exigency was over,and this order 
a I L 4 J ‘ - y > . 

lution. was issued as an inducement to them to serve. 

The motion was agreed to. Mr. KILGORE. How long did the exigency exist? 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of } Mr. SICKLES. for about three months. 
the Whole for the consideration of the joint resolution H. Res. Mr. KILGORE. About three months. Why are you trying 
205, with Mr. TRACEY in the chair. to make any discrimination in favor of these picnic soldiers as 

The CHAIRMAN. The I is in C i gainst—— 
as : ca AIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole —_ 8 cee’ 6 oe it i 

or the purpose of considering a resolution which the Clerk will . ie I S. Simply because the Government itself made 
report. that discrimination. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: Mr. KILGORE (continuing): Andagainst soldiers who served 

throughall tl I believe in doing justice all along the li 

Resolved, ete., That the sum of $5,000, or so much th fas 2 cas- rougnoha ne war. be 1leve In doling justice allaiong the line. 
sary, be, and the same 1s hereby, 8 propriated, out of any money in the Mr. SiCKLES. Undoubtedly. This was the action of the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of carrying out the | Government itself—— 


provisions of General Orders, No. 195, Adjutant-General’s Office, War De- ' a : f rontlemar rom Ney 
partment, Washington, D. C., June 29, 1863, and which reads as follows: The CHAIRM AN. The time of the = leman from New 
York has expired. 


eo mys Orders, No. 195. 

‘The Adjutant General will provide appropriate medals of honor for the Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let this debate run on 

troops who, after the expiration of their term, have offered their services to Mr. GROSVENOR : I “ l i lik om k 7 5 what terms 

the Government in the present emergency, and also for the volunteer troops aa oe : Phere ought to be an opportunity a 
arrangement is made. There ought to be an opportunity at 

least for discussion of both sides of the auestion. 


from other States that have volunteered their services in the States of 
Maryland and Pennsylvania. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. The gentleman will have an opportunity 
afforded him, 





“By order of the Secretary of War: 
“E. D. TOWNSEND, 
“Assisiant Adjutant- General.” 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, upon what principle is this debate 
being conducted? Does the gentleman undertake to control all 
the time on both sides? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ido not undertake to take any time ex- 
cept such as is given me under the general rule, which gives 
me the floor for an hour. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is taking the floor and 
alloting the time himself upon this subject. Something may 
be said on both sides of the question; and I desire to say some- 
thing, unless the gentleman has got a patent in the matter. 

Mr. OUTHWAILTE. Ido not claim any patent, but Iam en- 
titled to the first hour, and [am giving the time to those who 
desire it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to have some time myself. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If the gentleman desires to have any 
time, I will yield it to him. 

Mr. COOMBS, I would like the privilege of answering the 
gentleman from Texas. I wish to say to him that these men 
who went v9 the front in this special emergency were not carpet 

‘hey had done previous service. Their time had ex- 
pired and they went to the front in this emergency as skilled 
soldiers. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
the trouble. 

Mr. SICKLES. 

Mr. COOMBS. 
discharged. 

Mr. SICKLES. And this was an inducement offered to them 
by the Government. 

Mr. KILGORE. But why did notthey continue in the service? 

Mr. SICKLES. Their services were not required. 

Mr. KILGORE. I suppose they were bankers and other peo- 
ple of that class, and that you had to promise them silver medals 
inorder to get them to goat all. [Laughter.] But I understand 
the gentleman from New York to say that this is a contract en- 
tered into by the Government. 

Mr. SICKLES. Yes. 

Mr. KILGORE, In that case I want to set up the plea of limi- 
tations right here and now, because;this claim has been running 
thirty-one years, and the statute of limitation bars it. 

Mr. SICKLES. Oh, thatstatute applies to money obligations, 
not to obligations of honor. There is no statute of limitations 
against the recognition of patriotic service in this country, thank 
God! [Applause. ] 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that; but there were many 
other people who were engaged in serving their country ina 
patriotic way and whose claims are equal or greatly superior to 
these. Beside, sir, we have not got the money for this purpose. 

Mr. SICKLES. We are going to tax sugar in afewdays, and 
that will bring us all the money that we want. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. KILGORE. But we do not want to do that. Besides, as 
my friend from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] has suggested, Ido not 
think it is fair to these people to compel them to accept medals 
made out of a metal of so little value as silver in this country. 
Therefore I am inclined to antagonize this bill. 

Mr. SICKLES. Substitute gold, then. 

Mr. KILGORE. We have not got the gold to spare. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman,I yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, there seems to have been some 
misapprehension on the part of members of the Committee on 
Military Affairs as to the resolution that was considered when 
this question was before us. At least there was a misapprehen- 
sion on my part, for | supposed that we were considering a reso- 
lution more general in its terms than this, but lam informed by 
the Chairman that this is the one that was adopted by the com- 
mittee. Atthe time this resolution was before the Military 
Committee first the question came up as to broadening the scope 
of the resolution so as to honor other men who had performed 
distinguished service upon the field of battle after the expira- 
tion of their regular term of service, and I was in favor of that. 

I refer particularly to one regiment, the First Iowa, which 
was among the earliest to volunteer when the civil war was in- 
augurated. The term of service of that regiment had expired, 
but the battle of Wilson’s Creek was impending and they unan- 
imously resolved that they would stay with the command until 
that battle was fought. They did so, and they were led in per- 
son by Gen. Lyon, who gave his life in leading a charge against 
the enemy's lines. 

Now, I regard that battle as one of very great importance in 
many ways, because it fixed irrevocably the status of Missouri 
in the Union, and awakened the North to work before us; and I 

desire to offer here an amendment which I offered in the com- 
mittee, and which received the support of my distinguished col- 
league from New York [Mr. SICKLEsS], who suggested that the 





soldiers. 


But they did not stay very long, and that is 


They had already served their time. 
They had served their time and had been 
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resolution should be recommitted to the subcommittee with in- 
structions toincorporate my amendmentinit. Thatsuggestion 
was adopted by the committee. The resolution was reported 
back, however, in its present form because the committee thought 
it best to report a resolution simply covering the cases that had 
been mentioned in the general orders. 

Mr. SICKLES. To give what had been promised. 

Mr. HULL. Yes; but in this matter of honoring the Union 
soldiers who stayed in the service after their time had expired, 
I do not believe we should limit it to Maryland and Pennsylva- 
nia, whose soldiers are named in the general orders simply be- 
cause they were near the national capital. I do not believe the 
militia of those two States should receive an honor denied to 
regular volunteers. This is the amendment I desire to offer: 

Resolved further, That the Secretary of War be instructed to prepare like 
medals of honor for such other volunteer troops as performed service on 
the field of battle in defense of the Union after tbe expiration of their term 
of service. 

That will let in the First Iowa, but it will not confine this rec- 
ognition to that regiment, but will include every regiment that 
stayed and fought after its term of service had expired. I can 
see no reason why the troops of Maryland and Pennsylvania 
should have medals of honor for certain services that does not 
apply equally to every other regiment of Union troops that per- 
formed similar service with or without promise of special rec- 
ognition. They all stayed and performed the service simply 
because they were defending the flag of the Union and were 
willing to sacrifice their lives for their country. 

I want to say further, in reply to a suggestion which has been 
made here, that nineteen-twentieths of the members of the First 
Iowa Regiment went home and immediately enlisted and served 
in other regiments through the war. I want this recognition 
to go not only to the surviving veterans, but to their families. 

A distinguished colonel of the First lowa Regiment, a Demo- 
crat from Dubuque, died in my town recently. I do not want to 
deprive his family of this evidence of the loyalty of their father. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield five minutes to my colleague 
[Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I concur very heartily 
with the suggestions which have just been made by the gen 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Hutu]. I was seeking the ear of the 
distinguished Chairman of the committee in order to offer just 
somesuch suggestions. I amheartily inaccord with the purpose 
of this bill: but I ean see no possible reason why at this late day 
the men who volunteered to save Gettysburg (and God knows 
there were a good many outsiders needed there) should be se- 
lected out and placed in apparent competition and discrimina- 
tion with men who did the same sort of acts on many another 
field. 

{ have in my mind two regiments—one from Ohio, with which 
I was not connected, and one from Illinois, the Twenty-fourth 
Illinois—both of which regiments had been ordered to the rear 
to be mustered out of service, but both of which remained on 
their own motion, went into battle, and lost heavily of their 
men. And there were many other cases of the same kind. 

I can see no reason why medals should be given to the men 
who served at Gettysburg, while these men of whom I speak are 
discriminated against. 

Again, there were other emergencies than that at Gettysburg: 
Other cities than Philadelphia, and Baltimore, and Washine- 
ton were threatened. I remember the time when Kirby Smith 
with a great army threatened the destruction of Cincinnati, and 
the communication with the Army of the Cumberland and of 
Tennessee. I remember when, upon the request of the Presi- 
dent and the proclamation of the governor, thousands of men in 
Ohio and Indiana went to Cincinnati, were organized into pro- 
visional regiments, brigades, and divisions under Lew Wallace, 
and stood in the trenches. Judge Storer, the father of my dis- 
tinguished friend who usually sits before me when he is iu the 
House, was one of them. 

Men of that class were organized into what were called in 
Ohio the ‘‘squirrel hunters.” They have received legal recog- 
nition; they were all organized troops that did valiant service, 
protecting a great flank of the Union with the same valor and 
the same patriotism that was exhibitedin Pennsylvania: There- 
fore, while I am in favor of this bill and will vote for it without 
amendment, I think it ought to be more comprehensive, so as to 
express the opinion of the Government as to their patriotism 
and valor. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I now yield to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. WHEELER}. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. We admit all that the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] has said. But here is a posi- 
tive promise given by the Government to certain soldiers. ‘The 
Committee on Military Affairs. and I believe Congress, feel that 
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debate be closed. 
Chere was no objection. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I now ask a vote on the amendment of- 
} 4 - a +1} , . T + oa . [Tr ] 
fered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL]. 
The amendment of Mr. HULL was read, as follows: 
Ii lve ? That the Secretary of War is instructed to prepare 
lar medals of honor, and present the same to such other volunteer trooy 
performed service on the 1 of battle in defense of the Union after the ex 
rl n? vilim + er « 7 + 
lhe amendment was adopted. 
Mr. COOMBS. The title ought to be amended in two par- 


ticulars. 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment to the title will be in or- 
der in the House after the passage of the bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the committee rise and re- 
port the bill with the amendment to the House, with a recom- 
mendation that it pass. 


The question being taken: there were, on adivision (called for | 


by Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina)—ayes 42, noes 9. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. No quorum. 


Mr. SICK LES. Does it require a quorum for the committee 
to rise? A quorum is evidently present, but whether 
voted or not I think the motion that the committee rise does not 
require a quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the motion is that the committee 
rise and report the bill to the House, and the point of noquorum 
is in order on that motion. 

The Chair will appoint tel 

Mr. CooMBS and Mr. T. 
pointed tellers. 

The committee proceeded 
f the vot 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I withdraw the bill, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The bill,in the absence of objection, will 


be ( msid red as with 





South Carolina were ap- 





Before the announce- 











* OUTHWAITE. I move that the committee rise. 
> motion was agreed to. 

h sordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. TRACEY reported that the Committee of 
] "hole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration House joint resolution 205, by unanimous consent 
the same was withdrawn. 

WILLIAM R. STEINMETZ. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I now eall up for consi 
(S. 812) for the relief of William R. Steinmet 

Tho SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent to consider the 
bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. KILGORE. To that I object. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the bill the 
title of which has been stated. 

The motion was acreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. TRACEY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of the bill S. 812, the title of 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 812) for the relief of William R. Steinmetz 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield to my colleague, the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. KILGORE. This bill ought to be read first. 

k will report the bill. 





oe 

















The CHAIRMAN. The Cler 
mr 1: . 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and is hereby, 








the law at the time of 
-LLGORE. 
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r. GORMAN. 
KILGORE. 
os that you do not care to discuss. I apprehend, therefore, 
f something in this case that has n een developed, 
| and I should be inclined to insist that it go over until we can 
about it. I should be ineli "esi 

: of this bill this evening. under the circumstances 
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Mr. GORMAN. I hope in view of the fact that he was retired 
under the old examination, when as a matter of fact he was en- 
titled to an examination in 1891, and demanded that examina- 
tion, in view of the fact that no opportunity was given him to 
take the examination and to get the rank to which he was en- 
titled, that the gentleman will not object to the passage of this 
bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
law passed since he was examined, you say? 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘That is what we ask for, and that is whathe 
seemingly did not have an opportunity to take advantage of, be- 
cause they undertook to retire him under the old law. 

Mr. KILGORE. I should be perfectly willing to allow the 
gentleman to withdraw the bill. I should not make any objec- 
tion to that. 

Mr. GORMAN, If itwas not 2 truly meritorious bill, I should 
ask the chairman to withdraw it - 

Mr. KILGORE. Ihave looked into the report, and I am not 
satisfied, and | have talked with some of the friends of this gen- 
tleman; but the report itself leaves the impression that there 
ure quite a number of things in this case which have not been 
developed. 

Mr. GORMAN, 
bill twice. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is against it. 

Mr. GORMAN. The report made by Senator DAVIS is elab- 
orate, and I think if the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] 
will refer to it he will see reasons which I have not had time 
to state in this brief explanation, and which I ao not care to 
state on the floor. 

Mr. KILGORE. TI have not read the report made by Senator 
DAvis, and I should like to have an opportunity to do so. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no desire tocriticise the action of the 
Surgeon-General’s Office. 

Mr. KILGORE. I should be willing, as I say, to agree that 
the bill might be withdrawn. ‘That is as far as I could go this 
evening. 

Mr. GORMAN, Will you agree that it may come up by unan- 
imous consent after you have sufficiently investigated it? 

Mr. KILGORE. That isa matter that [ could not well con- 
trol, and I do not want to make any promise now. I should be 
very glad to accommodate my friend, but this is a matter in 
which I feel that there should be further investigation. 

Mr. GORMAN. If we yield to your wishes in the matter you 
ought to be willing to yield something in return. 

Mr. KILGORE. I may, after I have looked into it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does the gentleman from Texas insist 
that this bill shall be withdrawn? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes; I shall have to insist upon it. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is a truly meritorious measure. 
is legally entitled to be retired as a major. 

Mr. KILGORE. The report of the committee which I have 
read does not impress me in that way. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman,I ask unanimous consent 
to withdraw the bill. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the Chair, Mr. TRACEyY, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole, reported that that committee had had under consid- 
eration the bill (S. 812), and by unanimous consent the bill had 
been withdrawn from consideration. 

HENRY W. FREEDLEY. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the com- 
mittee, I call up the bill (H.R.1578) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Henry W. Freedley, late major in the United 
States Army. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the House resolve itself 
— Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering this 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. TRACEY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to the legal representa- 
tives of Henry W. Freedley, late major in the Army of the United States, out 
of any money in theTreasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $11,000, 
being the difference between the pay of a major retired, which he actually 
received, and the pay of a colonel, which he should have received, from 
March 3, 1875, to November 3, 1889, the date of his Geath, to which he was in 
his lifetime entitled by reason of a wound in the leg, received at the battle 


of Gettysburg while acting as colonel, and subsequently underwent the ope- 
ration of resection, by which the leg was permanently disabled. 


I will say that the Senate has passed this 


Thisman 
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He is entitled to an examination under the | 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to raise the point of 
order that the Committee on Military Affairs has no jurisdic- 
ar over the bill. It should have gone to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. TALBOTTof Maryland. Mr. Chairman, this bill, I think, 
was properly referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, be- 
cause it fixes the rank of the officer. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that that bill 
has been introduced two or three times, and has always been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LAPHAM. The bill relates to the retirement of an offi- 
cer of the regular Army. 

Mr.SAYERS. Itisa direction to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay the legal representatives of this officer the sum of 
$11,000. That is the substance of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read the section of the 
rule relating to the reference of bills. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rule XXI, clause 4: No bill for the payment or adjudication of any private 
claim against the Government shall be referred, except by unanimous con- 
sent, to any other than the following-named committees, viz: To the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, to the Committee on Pensions, to the Committee 
on Claims, to the Committee on War Claims, to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, and to the Committee on Accounts. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that under the rule this 
bill should have gone to the Committee on Claims, and there- 
fore sustains the point of order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then I move that the committee rise 
and report its action to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. TRACEY, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, reported that that committee 
had had under consideration the bill H. R. 1572, and the point 
of order being made that the bill was not properly within the 
jurisdiction of the Committee on Military Affairs, the point 
of order was sustained by the Chair, and the committee had di- 
rected him to report that fact to the House. 


JAMES WILLIAM ABERT. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I now call up the bill (H. R. 2582) to au- 
thorize the appointment of James William Abert to the retired 
list of the Army. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. I move thatthe House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. TRACEY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill which the Clerk will now re- 
ort. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint James William 
Abert to the Army of the United} States, and to place said Abert on the re- 
tired list thereof with the rank of major of engineers. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan 
|Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. Chairman, I sincerely hope that there 
will be no opposition to the passage of this bill, for if there has 
been any meritorious bill for placing an army officer, or ex-army 
officer, upon the retired list, this is one of the most meritorious 
that has been offered to this committee to-day. James W. 
Abert was in the military service of this country about twenty- 
six years. He isaheroof three wars. He was chief of the top- 
ographical engineer department in the latter part of 1864. 

On the 26th day of May, 1864, under circumstances that were 
trying and particularly excusable, as he was being transferred 
from the North Carolina and South Carolina department to New 
Orleans, while in transit from New York, he asked leave of ab- 
sence, which was seemingly denied at first, but finally, through 
the influence and assistance of friends, he was allowed a few 
days leave to visit his wife, who was then at the point of death 
at Newport, Ky. He was advised by the attending physician 
that it was absolutely necessary to the lifeand health of his wife 
that he should remain with her. He asked for an extension of 
leave of absence for ten days. 

Secretary Stanton did not reel inclined to grant it. Abert 
then telegraphed that if it was not agreeable to the War De- 
partment to extend his leave at least ten days he would be 
forced to tender his resignation. Not hearing anything further 
from the War Department, he at once returned to New York 
and took his transit with hiscommand for New Orleans. While 


waiting orders to leave New York, he received by wire from the 





Rts - 
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War Depurtment notice of the acceptance of his resignation. 
He immediately returned to Newport, Ky., to the bedside of his 
wife, and after a few days was advised by the attending physi- 
cian that it would be safe for him to leave. He immediately 
came to Washington and asked the War Department to rein- 
state him in hiscommand. He brought such influence as it was 
possible for him to bring to bear to that effect. ; 

Mr. Stanton did not reinstate him. He hasbeen clamoring at 
the doors of the War Department for reinstatement from that 
time to this. I believe that in view of the fact that he spent 
the major part and the best years of his life in the service of his 
country, that he is now 74 years of age, practically blind, and 
without a dollar to render him aid or comfort in his last days, it 
is the duty of a philanthropic country to reinstate a man of this 
kind. I therefore ask my friends who have thought proper to 
object to some measures here to take into consideration the 
specially meritorious character of this bill and allow it to pass 
unanimously. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tee rise and report the bill to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee of the 
Whole, reported that they had had under consideration a bill 
(H. R. 2582) and had instructed him to report the same to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous 
question on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to make a typographical correction. In line 6 of the bill, ‘'Al- 
bert’ should be ‘*Abert.” 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that correction will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

DAMAGES FROM MUSCLE SHOALS CANAL. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H.R. 
5930) to appoint a commission to report and determine upon cer- 
tain damages done to citizens of Lauderdale County, Ala., by 
the building of the Muscle Shoals Canal. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the subject-matter of that bill is not within the jurisdiction of 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Thisisnotaclaim, Mr.Speaker. Itdoes 
not make any charge upon the Treasury. It simply requires 
the War Department to make an examinationas to the injurious 
results to certain citizens from a work which was done under 
the War Department. The subject belongs properly, either to 
the Committee on Military Affairs or to the Committee on Riv- 
ersand Harbors. It is nota claim, and it seems to me quite 


clear that the subject belongs to some committee having juris- | 


diction of the War Department, and not to the Committee on 
Claims, so that the point of the gentleman from Texas is not 
well taken. 

The SPEAKER. 
its effect, if adopted, would be to put in the possession of the 
War Department a report by its own officers as to the damage 


As the Chair understands the resolution, | 


alleged to have been occasioned by the works at the Muscle | 


Shoals. 

On the question of the reference of the bill, under our rules 
private bills are referred by the member introducing them. 
None of the officers or clerks under the Speaker has anything 
to do with that. The member himself marks the bill with the 
name of the committee to which he wishes it referred, but if a 
member refers a bill erroneously, the committee to which it is 
referred does not thereby acquire jurisdiction of it. 

There is a provision in our rules that only certain committees 
shall have jurisdictionof claims. Paragraph 4 of Rule XXI pro- 
vides that— 


_No bill for the payment or adjudication of any private claim against the 
Government shall be referred, except by unanimous consent, to any other 


than the following-named committees, viz: To the Committee on Invalid | ©™ : S : , 2 : 7 
|} Would you not have givenall theland in Northern Alalx 


Pensions, to the Committee on Pensions, to the Committee on Claims, to 
the C ommittee on War Claims, to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
and to the Committee on Accounts. 


There is no way of giving any other committee than one of 
those here named jurisdiction of a claim against the Govern- 
ment, except by unanimous consent. Now, ifthis bill is aclaim 
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within the meaning of the rule, then it is not properly reported | 


from the Committee on Military Affairs. 


| willnot contend that people are compelled tog 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. But, Mr. Speaker, the bill does not pro- 
vide for either the payment or the adjudication of anything. 

The SPEAKER. It did not occur to the Chair that this was 
a claim. The bill provides that oflicers of the Government 
shall make an investigation us to damage alleged to have re- 
sulted from certain work conducted under the direction of the 
War Department. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. A great 


many such bills have 
been referred to the Committee on Military Affairs during the 
last ten or twelve years. I recall the bill providing for the 
appointment of such a board to investigate and report uponthe 
damages sustained by owners of oyster beds, caused by public 
work carried on under the direction of the War Department. 

i also recall the bill for appointing such a board to report upon 
the Reed claim for the invention of projectiles; also the Wood- 
bridge claim, of asimilar character. No question of jurisdiction 
was ever raised on these cases, and this is the first time that ob- 
jection has been made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overr 

Mr. OUTHWAITE., Lyi 
from Alabama. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, this bill should be 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Yes. The 
the committee provides for an appropriation. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the pur- 
pose of considering this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. TRACEY in the Chair). 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Lyield to the gentleman from Alabama 
{[Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, this is simply 
a proposition to authorize the War Department toappoint three 
persons to examine and report how much should be paid to cer- 


les the point of order. 
ld five minutes to the gentleman 





considered 


amendment recommended by 


I 
I 


tain citizens by reason of their land having been used by the 
Government for the buildingof acanal. It can not possibly in- 


volve any great sum; but in order that the matter may be fairly 
and justly adjudicated this bill was introduced. 

It seems to me unnecessary to make any remarks, because no 
appropriation is proposed. These officers will simply examine 
and report what ought to be done: and ifa small payment should 


| ultimately be recommended, certainly no one will object to pay- 


ing for land at the price 
say ought to be paid. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Does not this bill contemplate 
ment eventually of what are supposed to be damages? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Simply compensation for. th 
use of the land, that isall. The Government has the matter 
entirely in its own hands; it is to say what it will pay; thex 
people have nothing to say about it 

The canal was begun years ago, but was abandoned before its 
completion, and therefore no effectual steps were ever taken to 
acyuire a title, and the parties have been in possession of the land 
and canal bed until a few years ago, when the Government took 
possession, completed the work, and turned water in the canal, 
and the owners of the tand then applied for payment. I think 
water was run in the canal in the spring of 1889, about five years 
ago. 

Before that was done the ditch was no very serious damage to 
the land, and the owners had it in possession and control, but 
since 1889 the land has been in possession of the Government. 

It is not an old claim. The parties applied for paymentas 
soon as the Government took it in charge five yearsago. Many 
persons, under such circumstances, would be very unreasonable 
in their demands, but the people in their extreme liberalily ask 
by the bill that the Government have itsown officers fix and re- 
port upon the value of the land, and even then the bill does not 
require that even this small sum shali be paid. 

I appeal to every member of this body to vote for 
is the most just and moderate request which has been made this 
Congress. The amount of land involved is only a few acres, but 
small sums are importantto these good people, and to neglect to 
give them a hearing would be a great wrong. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Did not you and your 
canal at the time an appropriation was made for 


which the agents of the Government 


the 





this bill. It 


pe ople want the 
building i 

} tm fo 
the purpose of having that canal constructed? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I do not think such view 
should be taken. The Government built the canal 
itneast. 
It isa great Government project for the bencfit of } ’ one- 
third of the United States. Certainly my friend fr ennessee 


and 
auUu 





away. 
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Mr. WASHINGTON. But we are not compelled to pay for it, 
either. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes, sir; it would be a terrible 
doc trine to announce in C that the Government may 
take priv ate property in this and then not pay for it. 

A Y | RS. I want st two amendments—first, to 
strike ou e words ‘three is’ and insert ‘‘three officers 
of the Army”; and also to s ut the clause in italies at the 
end of the bill. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I think itisonly fair to let the 





Government select the persons who are io serve on this com- | 


mission. 

Mr. SAYERS. But let the Government send its own oflicers 
to make tl id ex:umination. 

Mr. OUTITLWAITE. | 
debate bee LOS« d. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now move to amend by striking out in line 
4 the word ‘‘persons” and inserting ‘‘ officers of the Engineer 
Corps,” sous to read ‘‘a commission of three officers of the En- 
gineer Corps.’ 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I have no objection to the pur- 
pose of the amendment; but I think it would be better not to 
say ‘‘oflicers of the Kngineer Corps,” because the Government 
might not be able readily to spare three such officers for this 
service. I suggest to the gentleman from Texas that he simply 
say ‘‘officers,” and then let the Government send such officers 
as it may see fit. 

Mr. SAYERS. All right; I modify my amendment so as to 
say ‘‘officers of the Army.” 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move to strike out in line 6 the word ‘‘sus- 
tained’ and insert the word ‘‘claimed.” 

‘The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 1 withdraw the amendment reported by 
the committee to add at the end of the bill the words: 

That in case any person other than an officer of the United States Army 
is appointed on the board he shall be paid $3 per day for the time actually 
and necessarily employed in said work. 

There being no objection, the amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the committee rise and re- 
port the bill to the House with the recommendation that it pass 
us w»mended. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this bill 
as now amended can not accomplish any necessary or good pur- 
pose. As amended it is a bill providing for the appointment of 
a commission to report the amount of damages ‘‘ claimed by the 
following citizens of Lauderdale County, Ala.” Now, I suppose 
there is no question as tothe amount‘ claimed.” Itakeit these 
claims have already been filed, or they may be filed at any time. 
What is the use of going to the trouble and expense of sending 
army officers down into Lauderdale County, Ala., for the purpose 
of ascertaining the amount of damages that aman ‘claims’ when 
he can at any time by a letter or petition give Congress that in- 
formation? 

Ir. WHEELER of Alabama. The committee did notdo this. 
[t was done by the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. ¢ UTHWAITE. a the pith of the bill is all stricke n 
out when we read ‘‘report upon the amount of damages claimed.’ 
Of course they are to re port upon the amount of damage sus- 
tained, because the amount claimed could be ascertained with- 
out this commission at all. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It seems to me that this commission can 
comply with the duties that are imposed on thom by this bill as 
it now reads, when thoy return here a list of the claims that 
these gentlemen are asserting. Thatis all there is in it: and in 
my judgme nt we ou wht 1 not to encumber the statutes with enact- 
ments of this kind. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that there is another 
committee amendment which has not been acted upon. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What is that? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ask unanimous consent that general 


A fter the word ‘‘report,”’ in line 5, insert the words ‘‘to the Secretary of 
yar. 

The amendment was ge to. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Now,I withdraw the motion that I made 
afew moments ago that the committee rise and report the bill 
ae because I think the phraseology of the bill had bet- 

er be char igo 1 a little, since an amendment has been adopted 
in line 6. 1 ask to reconsider the vote by which the word “sus- 
tained ” was stricken out of this line and the word “claimed ” 
inserted. 

Mr. SAYERS. I want to be heard on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to reconsidering the 
vote 


| 
| 
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Mr. WASHINGTON, Lobject. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then, how does the amended bill read? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of War be, and he ishereby, authorized anda directed to 
appoint a commission of three p srsons to examine ant d report to the Secre- 
tary of War upon the amount of damages claimed by the following citizens 
of 


of Lauderdale, ete. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I desire to amend the bill by inserting 
{ter the word “claimed,” in the sixth line, the words ‘‘ to have 
ioe n sustained;” so that it will rend: ‘‘ damages claimed to have 
been sustained.” [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MALLORY. That will not help it any. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, this amend- 





| ment will be agreed to. The Chair hears none. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman on my left suggests that 
I in _ the word ‘‘and”’ in place of ‘to have been;”’ so as to 
rei ad: : “cla imed and sustained.” 

e CHAIRMAN. Inthe absence of objection, the amend- 
ment t will be considered as agreed to. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Wait a moment; there is objection. 

Mr. MALLORY. Let it be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will read the proposed amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out from the amendment just adopted the words ‘to have been”’ 


and insert ‘‘and;’’ so that it will read: ‘‘damages claimed and sustained by 
the following citizens,”’ etc. 


Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman could not insert the word 
‘¢sustained,” for it would be subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. That word has been inserted already by 
the committee, by consent. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think not, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been already inserted, on motion 
of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. MALLORY. But the word ‘sustained’ is not in there, 
Mr. Chairman. It was struck out by the amendment adopted. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But it was put in by another amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. [ think not. 

Mr. MALLORY. It was not voted upon. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The Chair stated when the amendment 
was offered that without objection it would be considered as 
agreed to, and there was no objection. The Chair then stated 
that the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. MALLORY. It was not put to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio, was stated by the Chair, and was adopted without objec- 
tion. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio moves that 
the committee rise and report the bill to the House as amended 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee ac ‘cordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. TRACEY reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration bill H. R. 5930, had directed hir n to report the: same 
to the House favorably, with certain amendments. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I demand the previous question on th 
amendments and the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and was accordingly read the third time, the question being on 
its passage. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
MAHON) there were—ayes 43, noes 18, 

Mr. MAHON. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. MAHON and Mr. WHEELER of Alabama were appointed 
tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 81, noes 15. 

Mr. MAHON. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum is made—— 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Pennsylvania made the 
point when the tellers were ordered. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I withdraw the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been amended 

Mr. REED. The previous question having been ordered on 
a bill, can it be withdrawn? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, without unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then I think we will have to take the 
yeas and nays. I ask the yeas and nays. 


[ askx that my motion be now put, Mr. 





The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Tw 
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No quorum voting. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: ” ws 
Until further notice: ‘ ILLS, ET 
Mr. OATES with Mr. SHERMAN. Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills 
Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi with Mr. CHICKERING. | titles were presented and referred as follows 
._ — r ee = » | m . ADT ny 1°77 r D =---¢@ . ‘ . 
Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. GEAR. | By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H.1 gran ension 
Mr. MOSES with Mr. VAN VOORHIS, N, Y. | to Henrietta Gottweis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Mr. TURPIN with Mr. Grout. | By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: A bill (H.R. 7758) granting an 
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increase of pension to Joseph Rouse, of Wilbur, Nebr.—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 7759) aes pension 
to Arlington W. Harrington—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7760) for the relief Nathan- 
iel G. Sanford—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7761) for the relief of Elizabeth R. Strother— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 7762) for the relief of John 
Carney—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition from citizens of Harrison 
County, Mo., asking a pension for William J. Prater—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Memorial from the Chamber of 
Commerce, of Astoria, Oregon, asking an appropriation to es- 
tablish fish hatcheries on the Columbia River, in the State of 
Oregon—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of Newton Boughn, to accompany 
H. R. 7589--Committee on War Claims relieved, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs—to the Committee on Mili- 
wz Affairs. 

y Mr. PENCE: Petition of sundry citizens of Park County, 
Colo., asking the opening of South Platte forest reservation— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the Silver State Council, No. 3, and of Wash- 
ington Camp, No. 1, asking the passage of House bill 5246—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition in the interest of the fraternal society and col- 
lege journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of the Women’s Equal Suffrage Association, 
asking the passage of a bill to increase the pension of H. L. 
Dent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of eT citizens of Logan County, Colo., ask- 
ing the passage of the bill to change the preamble of the Con- 
stitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of citizens of the city of Binghamton, 
N. Y., against certain provisions of the income tax—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition from citizens of 
Noank, Conn., against the application of the income tax to fra- 
ternal benevolent societies—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SORG: Petition of citizens of the Miami and Erie 
Canal Association, of Dayton, Ohio, relative to an appropriation 
to be added to the river and harbor bill—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of M. B. Doolittle and 200 
other citizens of Howard County, Iowa, for a law subjecting ex- 

ress companies to the provisions of the interstate-commerco 
iaw—to the Committee on Intersiate and Foreign Commerce. 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, July 19, 1894, 


Prayer by Rev. Isaac W. CANTER, of the city of Washing- 
ton. 

On motion of Mr. MANDERSON, and by unanimous consent, 
the reading of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dis- 
pensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the Senate of the 2d instant, informa- 
tion concerning the failure of due and promptdelivery of Senate 
mail; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, submitting estimates for an eS of 
$28,560 for a new copper roof for the Rension Office building; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the printing of the communica- 
tion be made special, so that we may get it back by to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate a 
eommunication from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in re- 
—— to a resolution of the Senate of the 14th instant, a list of 
all judgments against the United States by circuit or district 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JULY 18, 


courts of the United States under section 11 of the actof Mure)» 
1887, providing for the bringing of suits against the Gover, 
ment of the United States which have not heretofore been - 
ported to Congress; which was read. ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask thata special order may be maj; 
for the printing of that document speedily. Let the commun 
cation and accompanying papers be referred to the Committ, 
on Appropriations. I want it printed as quickly as possible. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, in th, 
absence of objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T, 0. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passe, 
each with an amendment, the following bills: 

A bill (S.1209) to regulate enlistments in the Army of the 
United States; and 

A bill (S. 1930) toauthorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Lexington, Mo. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 868) for the relief of Charles B. Stivers; 

A bill (H.R. 2582) to authorize the appointment of James \y’j}. 
liam Abert to the retired list of the Army; 

A bill (H. R. 2637) for the relief of Eugene Wells, late captain 
Twelfth Infantry and second lieutenant First Artillery, United 


tes Army: 
a bill (H. R. 4452) adding the towns of Manchester and Ve. 
non, in the State of Connecticut, to the customs district of Hart. 
ford, Conn., and making the city of Rockville, Conn., a port « 
delivery; and 

A Dill (H. R. 6060) to amend section 4853 of the Revised Stut. 
utes, and for other purposes. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SHERN.AN presented a memorial of 28 citizens of Find. 
lay, Ohio, and a memorialof sundry citizens of the State of Ohio, 
remonstrating against the support of the Government in main- 
taining the present system of sectarian Indian education, etc.; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PEREINS presented a petition of Stockton Grange, Pat- 
rons of Husbandry. of Stockton, Cal., praying for the construc- 
— of the Nicaragua Canal; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present three separate memorials, one 
signed by a large number of citizens of Fulton County, in the vi- 
cinity of Farmington; another fr6m the town of Sheridan, anda 
third from Watseka, all extensively signed by citizens of Illi- 
nois, remonstrating against the violation of the American prin- 
ciple of separation of church and state, which is involved in 
muking appropriations for or contracts with agents of sectarian 
institutions for Indian education, ete. As the bill to which this 
matter refers is now under consideration, I move that the me- 
morials lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM subsequently presented a memorial of sundry 
citizens of Savanna, I1l., remonstratiag against the violation of 
the American principle of separation of church and state, which 
is involved in making appropriations for orcontracts with agents 
of sectarian institutions for Indian education, ete.; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 5478) to authorize the Biloxi and Back 
Bay Ridge ee to construct and maintain a bridge over 
that portion of the bay of Biloxi, in the State of Mississippi 
known as Back Bay, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill(H. R. 1686) granting a pension to Margaret 
English, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon, 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4322) granting the use of certait 
land to the town of Castine, Me., for a public park, reported |t 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred tl 
bill (S. 636) granting the use of certain lands in Wallawalla 
County, State of Washington, to the city of Wallawalla for 
the purposes of a public park, reported it with an amendmen', 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1688) for the relief of Enoch Davis, re 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereo". 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 528) for the relief of A. W. Wills, administrator, re 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereo.. 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (H. R. 2586) granting certain property to the city of New- 
port, Ky., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ireport from the Select Committee on 
Ford Theater Disaster an amendment intended to be proposed 
to the sundry civil appropriatfon bill, and I call the attention of 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to the fact 
that this is to reach another case of those who were killed at the 
Ford's Theater disaster, the proof having just been made. We 
propose to add his name to the list of those who have been pro- 
vided forin the amendment heretofore reported. I move that 
the amendment be printed and referred to the Committee on 
Ap ropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2151) to amend an act to author- 
ize the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River 
between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota, approved April 
24, 1894, reported it with amendments. 

PACIFIC RAILWAY INVESTIGATION, 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. Iam directed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to 
whom was referred a resolution proposing an investigation by 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads, to report it withoutamend- 
ment, and to ask for its present consideration. 

The SECRETARY read the resolution (reported by Mr. BRICE 


on the 13th instant from the Committee on Pacific Railroads), | 


as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Railroads be, and they are hereby, 
authorized and directed, during any recess of Congress preceding the reg- 
ular meeting thereof in December next, to make a personal examination of 
the roads and other properties of the bond-aided Pacific railway companies 
and their branches and the country through which they pass, or which is 
immediately contributory to their income, with a view to ascertaining their 


present status and their ability to pay their indebtedness to the United | 


States, and how that indebtedness can be adjusted and paid. In i 
their investigation said committee are hereby further authorized, by sub- 
committee or otherwise, to sit during the recess or sessions of the Senate, 
at such times and places as they may deem advisable; and they shall have 
power to send for persons and papers,to administer the necessary oaths, 
and to employ astenographer and such clerical and expert assistance as they 
may deem necessary. Said committee shall have authority to cause its pro- 
ceedings and testimony taken to be printed from time to time as they may 
see fit; and suchexpense as may result from said investigation shall be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate, upon vouchers to be approved by 
the chairman of said committee and by the Committee to Audit and Con- 
vrol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 
by the committee shall have all the powers of the full committee. 

Mr. CULLOM. Where does the resolution come from? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. From the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads. 
Mr. FAULKNER. 
tingent Expenses. 
Mr. CULLOM. 
lutions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
tingent Expenses. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
mittee on Railroads. 

Mr.CULLOM. It seems to me we are laying outa pretty big 
field for expenditure here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be printed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theresolution will be printed 
and lie on the table. 

TARIFF STATEMENT. 


Mr. VOORHEES. 1am instructed by the Committee on Fi- 
nance to report a comparison of the tariff act of 1890 and the 
bill H. R. 4864, as it passed the Senate, with the rates of said bill 
as it passed the House of Representatives, and of the Mills bill 
in 1888; which I ask may be received and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received 
and ordered to be printed, if there be no objection. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
_ Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2237) requiring a patent to be 
issued to Edmond A. Lorbeer of certain land in Florida; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
“Public Lands. 

lie also introduced a bill (S. 2238) for the relief of Edward M. 
Agee; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S, 2239) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa 
Indians in the State of Minnesota; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 

by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 


ns carhle sy to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 


And indorsed by the Committee on Con- 
I thoughtwe had passed one or two such reso- 
It was referred to that committee—on Con- 


After having been reported from the Com- 


XX VI——430 


Any subcommittee appointed | 
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Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referrea to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GIBSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed, 

SPECIAL AGENTS OF TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution: which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to commu? 
to the Senate the names of all persons acting in the capacity of special 
agents of the Treasury Department, designating the nature of the employ 
ment and the compensation of each such special agent 

BUREAU OF INFORMATION FOR IMMIGRANTS. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution: which was 

referred to the Committee on immigration: 


ate 


‘esolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, directed to in- 
form the Senate if a station or bureau has been established on Ellis Island, 
in New York Harbor, or elsewhere on territory belonging to the United 
States or islands adjacent thereto, by the Italian, or any other Foreign Gov- 
ernment, for the purpose of furnishing information to intended immigrants 
to this country on the subject of employment in the United States, if so, by 
what authority, and if the Government of the United States is bearing the 
expenses thereof, in whole or in part; also, that he be, and is hereby, di 


rected to furnish the Senate copies of ali letters, communications, ani docu- 
ments bearing thereon in any manner 
FISH HATCHERY IN FAIRMOUNT PARK. 

Mr. QUAY submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries be, and is hereby, 
directed to report to the Senate the desirability of establishing a fish 
hatchery in the Zoological Gardens, Fairmount Park, Philadelphia, Penn. 

PROPOSED INCOME TAX. 

Mr. HILL. Some time since I requested Mr. Worthington 
C. Ford, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Depart- 
ment, to make an estimate in regard to the anticipated revenue 
that might be derived from the proposed income tax. He has 
completed that estimate, and his statement contains much val- 
uable information. It has been only partially published. I 
now present it, and move that it be printed as a document. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is complete now? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANDERSON. We had better have it printed in the 
RECORD, unless it will take too much space. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed as a document. 
better. 

Mr. MANDERSON. All right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
statement will be printed as a document, in the absence of objec- 
tion. It is so ordered. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had on the iotnh insiant approved and signed the following 
acts: 

An act (S. 73) for the relief of William J. Cornell and Joseph 
M. Cornell. 

An act (S. 1694) granting to the St. Paul, Minneapolis and 
Manitabo Railway Company the rightof way through the White 
Earth, Leech Lake, Chippewa, and Fond du Lac Indian Res- 
ervations, in the State of Minnesota. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BLACKBURN submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6108) ‘‘making appropria 
tion for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes,” having met, after full 


recommend to their 


That is 


rspective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4, 5,7, 9, 14, 17, 19,2 
21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 32, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 48, and 52. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 8, 11, 12, 13, 16, 28, 29, 30, 31, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 50, 
51, 53, 54, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, and 67, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment as foll 
Omit the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment; and the Sen 
ate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 6, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'$365,500;"' and the Senate agree 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


the 


ws 


to the 


Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘#541,275;" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $10,500;"" and t enate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to t 
Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an arn: 


smendment of tho 
ndment as follows: 
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In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ #25,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'$304,500;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
* Belize (British Honduras) ;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 56, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out the matter inserted by said amendment, and in lines 16 and 17, 
page 20 of the bill, strike out the words ‘‘eight hundred;’’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 66, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $94,730;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 68, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the amended paragraph insert the following: 

“Commercial Bureau of American Republics, $10,000: Provided, That any 
moneys received from sale of the Bureau publications, from rents or other 
sources, may be paid into the Treasury as a credit in addition to the appro- 
priation, and may be drawn therefrom upon requisitions of the Secretary 
of State for the purpose of meeting the expenses of the Bureau.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

JO. C. 8. BLACKBURN, 
CALVIN 58. BRIOE, 
EUGENE HALE, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


JAMES B. McCREARY, 
ROBERT R. HITT, 
Managers on the part of the Howse. 


The report was concurred in. 
JOHN M. RICE. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. lIask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration at this time of the bill (H. R. 3978) for the relief of John 
M. Rice. 1am sure it will not occasion a moment’s debate, and 
there can be no difference of opinion about it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection tu the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the bill be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of $1,800 to John M. Rice, to bein full of expenses 
incurred by him as contestee in the Forty-first Congress. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will say, Mr. President, that this bill 
has passed the House of Representatives unanimously and has 
been unanimously reported by the Committee on Claims of the 
Senste. It simply allows $1,800 for expenses incurred in this 
contest. The party in whose interest the bill is to be passed 
had a contest for his seat in the House of Representatives, and 
it was decided in his favor. The contestant was paid $2,000 for 
his expenses, and the contestee has never been paid anything. 
The committee of the Senate has agreed to the bill as passed by 
the House of Representatives, allowing the contestant $1,800 for 
his expenses. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severely read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (4. R. 868) for the relief of Charles B. Stivers; 

A bili (H.R. 2582) to authorize the appointment of James 

Villiam Abert to the retired list of the Army; 

A bill (H. R. 2637) for the relief of Eugene Wells, late captain 
Twelfth Infantry and second lieutenant First Artillery, United 
States Army; and 

A bill (H. R. 6060) to amend section 4833 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, and fer other purposes, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 4452) adding the towns of Manchester and Ver- 
non, in the State of Connecticut, te the customs district of Hart- 
ford, Conn., and making the city of Rockville, Conn., a port of 
delivery, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conferente on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on theamendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 6748) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 3), 1895, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and jointresolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the President pre tempore: 

A bill (S. 104) for the relief of Gen. Napoleon J. T. Dana; 

A bill S. 337) granting a pension to Earnest C. Emerson; 
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A bill S. 322) to place Dunbar R. Ransom on the retired 
of the Army; 

A bill (S. 920) to pension Mary Brown, of Berlin, Vt.; 

A bill (S. 1390) providing an additional circuit judge jn 
eighth judicial circuit; 

A bill (S. 1513) for the relief of Maj. Gen. George S. Greene 

A bill (S. 2208) authorizing the construction of a bridge o; 
the Monougahela River at the footof Mainstreetin the boi, 
of Bellevernon, in the State of Pennsylvania; 

A bill (H. Rt. 69) prescribing limitations of time for comp! 
of title to certain lands disposed of under the act of Con 
approved September 27, 1850, and the acts amendatory and 
plemental thereto and commonly known as the ‘‘ Donation 
and for the protection of purchasers and occupants 0: 
lands; 

A bill (H. R.3458) extending the time for final proof and 
ment on lands claimed under the public land laws of the [ 
States; 

A bill (H. R. 4208) for the relief of the securities of Jo 
Bradford; 

A bill (H. R. 4724) to authorize the Secretary of State 1 
cept for the United States of America a painting by G. T. \\ 
royal academician, entitled ‘‘ Love and Life;” 

A bill (H. R. 5525) authorizing John E. Johnson and oth 
accept medals of honor and diplomas from the Governme 
Spain; 

A bill (H. R. 6424) to authorize Rear-Admiral John G. W: 
and Surg. Gen. J. Rufus Tryon, of the United States Na 
accept the decorations of the ‘‘ Busto del Libertador,” o 
third class, from the President of Venezuela; 

A bill (A. R. 7475) authorizing Commander C. H. D 
United States Navy, to accept a decoration from the Kin 
Spain; 

A bill (H. R. 7498) to authorize the construction of a bri 
across the Mississippi River, from a point within the limi: 
the city of Dubuque, in the State of Iowa, known as Eagle !’o 
to the opposite k of said river, in the county of Grant a 
State of Wisconsin; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 126) authorizing the President : 
appoint delegates to attend the meetings of the Internati 
Geodetic Association. 


ALBERT E. REDSTONE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate th 
lowing message from the President of the United States: 
was read, and ordered to lie on the table: 

To the Senate of the United States: 


In compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 18th instan 
House of Representatives concurring), I return herewith the bill S. 1! 
titled ‘‘ An act for the relief of Albert E. Redstone.” 

GROVER CLEVELA 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 19, 1894. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent o! 
Senate for the present consideration of the bill (S. 1191) ma 
an appropriation for the completion of the light-house at ‘ 
Arago, in the State of Oregon. It is a local measure, whic 
think will occasion no debate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must insist that we take up the I 
appropriation bill, and finish it. It is the only appropriati 
bill we have before us, and there will be no appropriatio: 
ready for the action of the Senate for two or three days, so th 
we shall have that time for the consideration of bills on t 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
souri object to the request of the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. COCKRELL. [hope the Senator will withdraw his 1 
quest until we can get the appropriation bill passed. I do! 
want to object to it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I withdraw the request. 

Mr. CALL. [move that the Senate proceed to the consid: 
tion of the Indian appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committ 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6:/1:) 
making appropriations for current and contingent expenses 0! 
the Indian Department, and fulfilling treaty stipulations wit! 
various Indian tribes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1%)», 
and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is 
agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Was) 
ington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I trust that those of the Sen- 
ate who were not present during the concluding hours of the 
session yesterday will have an opportunity to understand what 
the question is, and I ask thatthe amendment be again reporte/. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated 
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The SECRETARY. After the word “ dollars,” line 25, on page 
49, it is proposed to insert: 

That all lands heretofore constituting a part of the Puyallup Indian Res- 
ervation situated near the city of Tacoma, in the counties of Pierce an 
King, State of Washington, now held in severalty by the Puyallup Indians 

atents to which have heretofore been issued by the United States to said | 

ndians, said patents containing certain restrictions upon the sale and con 
yeyance of said lands, are hereby declared to be the property and the estate | 
of each of said allottees or their heirs in fee simple, free and clear of each | 
and every restriction as to the sale, conveyance, or other disposition of the | 
same heretofore imposed by the Government of the United States: Pro- | 
vided, however, That no sale of said lands shall be valid until the parties 
shall appear before the United States district judge in the district in wh 
said lands are situated, and thereupon submit to him all the terms and 
conditions of such proposed sale for his approval, and if approved by such 
judge, he shall indorse his approval on the contract or other instrut 
evidencing such sale; thereupon such sale may be executed and compl 
in accordance with the terms and conditions so approved by said jud 
Provided further, That the purchase price agreed upon, and as before men 
tioned, approved by said judge, shall be secured ani paid as follows, name! 
one-third of the purchase price shail be paid at the date of the final execu 
tion of said sale to said allottee, and the other two-thirds shall be secured | 
by eight promissory notes of equal amount, each bearing interest at the rate | 
of 4 per cent per annum, and payable, respectively, in one, two, three, four 
five, six, seven, and eight years from the date thereof. Said aw 
notes and each of them shall be secured by a first mortgage an 

the land sold, and neither said notes nor said mortgage shali tc assignable 
or transferable to any person whomsoever, but shali remain tbh® sole prop- 
erty of said allottee and his heirs until the indebtedness of said purchaser is 
fully discharged in accordance with all of the terms and ccnditions herein 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, Ido not desire to tax the pa- 
tience of the Senate at any length this morning, but I wish to 
call attention briefly to one point, which was not referred to in 
my remarks yesterday, and that is the language of the proposed 
amendment in reference tothe times of payment. The impres- 
sion conveyed by some of those who spoke yesterday might not 
have been quite in accordance with the terms of the amend- 
ment. Let me state them as found in the amendment itself: 

One-third of the purchase price shall be paid at the date of the final ex« 
tion of said sale to said allottee, and the other two-thirds shall be secured 
by eight promissory notes of equal amount, each bearing interest at the rat« 
of 4 per cent per annum, and payable, respectively, in one, two, three, four 
five, six, seven, and eight years from the date thereof. Said promissory 
notes and each of them shall be secured by a first mortgage and lieu upon 
the lands sold, and neither said notes nor said mortgage shall be assign 
able or transferable to any person whomsoever, but shall remain the sole 
property of said allottee and his heirs until theindebtness of said purchas 
is fully discharged. 

That provision in the amendment is in accordance with the 
suggestion and recommendation made by the Drake commission, 
which made a thorough examination of the Puyallup Indian 
Reservation and all the circumstanees and conditions connected 
therewith. I beg to read a sentence from their report on page 
24, as follows: 

Our judgment is, that it would be promotive of their welfare (referring 
to the Indians) if Congress would, as a condition of the removal of the re 
striction in any case of a sale, require that the purchase money payable to 
an allottee should be deposited somewhere at interest, and be paid to him 
in annual instaliments, with interest, through such series of years.as Con 
gress should prescribe—we would suggest at least ten 

Two or three of those years have passed away since then, 
leaving about eight years now remaining, and certainly unde: 
the provision proposed there is no chance for the Indians to b 
defrauded, nor that. they shall be left impoverished after a short 
time, as has been erroneously suggested, because they can not 
get the last of this money until after eight years. Theycan get 
only one-third of it when the sale is made, and one-eighth of the 
remainder thereafter for eachof the eight years. They can not 
dispose of those promissory notes secured by mortgage. Thes 
Indians are absolutely protected in that way. After the eig 
years have expired, under the present law the Indians car 
alienate their property without any restriction whatever. 

Is it not the best plan to permit them, under the supervision 

of the United States district judge, who is well acquainted with 
those Indians and with the reservation, who knows the whole 
history of it, a man who is persona grata to them, a man whom 
they admire, whom they choose, whom they desire—is it not 
best that this judge shall have the supervision, and that the 
other restrictions shall be made in the manner provided in the 
amendment? Would not the Indians in this way be amply pro- 
tected, and is uot thatall that we want? 
_ All we'desire toaccomplish by means of suitable restrictions 
is that these Indians.shall be carefully guarded from wrong, 
from deceit, from fraud, from injustice, and this Drake commis 
sion over and over again in their report has testified to the char- 
acter of those Indians, their intelligence, their cultivation, their 
schooling, their ability to read and-write and to converse. A\l 
those things are stated over and over again in the report and 
collateral documents. I could read them for the edification of the 
Senate if it were necessary, but I think it is not necessary —— 

: 2 74 s ‘ 
Mr.COCKRELL. Will the Senator let me read one sentence? 
Mr.SQUIRE. Iknow the Senator might select some sentence, 

and in one place it is:stated that these Indians are inclined to 
spend their money freely, which is probably true; but that is 
not truer of them than it is of many whites in that section of 
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lien upon | 
: | taxes. 


| tothe people of those counties. 
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the country, and in other sections for the country. 
| Stated in the report that these Indians know how to make 


| them in the line of their 
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it ilso 
: good 
bargains. 

lf you do not give responsibility to people, you do not educate 
care for property. Intrust them with 








responsibility, intrust them with property, and they will learn 
to take care of it. That is true of Indians as it is of white men. 
Mr. President, there are only two or three points of view to 
be noted carefully. The first, and the main one, is the suitable 
protection of the Indian afforded, as [| have stated, by the terms 
| of thisamendment. First, the supervision of the Un i States 
| district j udge; secondly, the provision relating to their i ability 
to alienate their land until after the laps that 
is tosay, they can part with the title tothe] y r 
with the consideration therefor only gradually, and not ent 
until the entire eight years shall have passed; and, thirdly 
question what ought to be done relative to the interests fo t 


city of Takomaand the counties of Pi 


of Washington. 

The bulk of the property is unproductive; it is paying no 
Therefore the present situation is seriously detrimental 

The valley of the Puvallup i 

the most preductive land in the county. Perhaps there i ) 
more productive land anywhere when it is cleared and cult 
vated. 

Mr. HUNTON. 
a moment? 

Mr. SQUIRE. 

Mr. HUNTON. 


srce and King, in the St 


Will the Senator allow me to interr ipt hi 
Yes, sir. 
[ understand from what I have heard of this 


debate, that the Government wants these lands sold, that the 


especially in 


Indians want them sold, that the people there, 


| the city of Tacoma, want these lands sold, that a plan was de- 


that 
L am for adoptin y 
endment of 


vised by the committee a year ago to sell these lands, and 
that plan has been a failure. [If that be true, 
some other plan, and shall vote for the an 
tor from Washington. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I thanktheSenatorfrom Virginia for his good, 
hard sense and the decision to which he has come. I hope 
the Senate generally wili understand the matter in the same light 
as does the Senator from Virginia. 

It isa fact—and I was coming to that—that the commission 
now there on the ground, going there in accordance with th 
terms of the act of Congress from three different States of the 
Union, far distant, far remote, thousands of miles awa: 


the Sena 


+} + 


voing 
there entire strangers, undertake to know all about these In- 
dians, to pick out the lands they shall sell, and say ‘‘ You shall 
sell that, or you shall keep it,” etc. 

The law was passed, and it was the best we could do at 


time. There is no reason for its continuance if it has not 
our full expectations in the operations attempted under it 
Since the commissioners have gone there, as I unde 
stand, there has been absolutely no sale made and nothing do 


visions. 


with respect to the allotted lands, except perhaps some sury . 

The Senater from Missouri |Mr. CockR&LL| yesterday said 
something indicating that he thinks the commission attended to 
the granting of patents of the lands to those Indians. I do not 
understand that they have anything of that kind to do. hat 
business has all been disposed o nless so ljustments as to 
the descent. of the property of deceased Indians has required at 


4 oy +7 
vention. 


The patents wereallotted in 1885. They 


3; there were 166 patenteesat that time; and wh “t 
of the Drake commission was made in 1891, 42 of those pat 
had died, and probably to-day there are not 100 adult Indians 


g patentees. True, there are alto 
rether something like 600 men, women, and children constit 


i 
g 
ing the entire population of that tribe of Indians 


rewaining of those original 


lhe fact exists that this commission is not agreeable to the 
Indians. They state in their letters and dispatches, and th 
ask their representatives to protect their interests. T! 
‘We know the lands we want to sell, and we are able to: 
fair terms about them. If there is anybody going to su 


sales, let us take Judge Hanford, who is a man we respect and a 
judge whom we know all about; he will be fair.’ 

If this commission had gone on and accomplished something 
in the way of sales of the allotted lands, if it were satisfactory 
to the Indians, I say a word. In that case, there 
would have been no effort to bring this question before t! 
Senate of the United State at this session, but for the fact 
progress is stopped because of the lack of co‘peration an 3 
faction on the part of the Indians in respect to this cor ssion 

“hat is the truth about it. 

The commission has gone on, and, as I understand, has made 
some progress; but, as [am informed, that progress has been 
limited to its investigation, and, perhaps, to the arrangements 
that have been made by the commission in respect to the lands 
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not allotted. The land not allotted is a very valuable tract of 
land, worth $585,000, which is reserved for agency, school, and 
cemetery purposes. The cemetery proper contains only 15 
acres, being only a small portion of the largeand beautiful agency 
tract of 585 acres, which was once appraised, as was stated here 
yesterday, at $1,000 an acre. The average value of the remain- 
der of the land was appraised at a time when land of that char- 
acter was held very high, on account of its suburban character, 
at $273. 50 an acre. 

Now, aside from the mere question of not having gone through 
the modus operandi of having the bill referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs and having had their favorable report, there 
is nothing in the way. It isa mere question of technicality. It 
seems to me we all have sense broad enough to do the right 
thing. Why, afterall, should Congress insist upon such acourse 
as is detrimental not only to the Indians but to the white people 
of that country? 

If the Indians will not sell their land to the commission, if 
they will not cotiperate with the commission, why not make an 
arrangement whereby they will cojperate and under which they 
will go on and make the sale of the land and thus secure it for 
somebody who will cultivate it? The Indians can not even lease 
itnow. It costs from $75 to $150 an acre, according to the re- 
port of the commission, to clear the land for agricultural pur- 
poses, and the Indians have not the means to do it. 

When we send an ambassador to a foreign court we try tosend 
a person who is pleasing to that court, in the technical language. 
Now, when we are talking about the Indians and are treating 
with them, why should we not send someone pleasing to them? 
If youare going to have anyone supervise their affairs, why not 
have some competent authority, who is pleasing to them, in- 
stead of a commission which is displeasing and with which and 
under which they will not act to carry out the purposes of the 
law? 

The people ofthe city of Tacoma and the people of the county 
of Pierce wish that the land shall bear its share of taxation. 
There is no land in the vicinity of Tacoma equal to it for agri- 
cultural purposes except as you go further on in the valley. If 
you goin the other direction you have hill land, whereas this 
is very rich'valley land, suitable for the cultivation of fruitsand 
hops and all kinds of vegetables and market supplies and for 
truckfarming. It seems to me that itis time that this millstone 
about the neck of that people and that city should be removed. 
Of course, we wish to act ina manner satisfactory to the Indians, 

It seems to me that any objection which may be made here 
to day can be only a technical objection, a mere question as to 
whether the Congress of the United States is going to maintain 
for an indefinite length of time this commission composed of 
three citizens from three different States, whom the people of 
the United States are paying to stay there, and whom the In- 
dians do not want. Is it for the purpose of keeping men in 
office? Is that what you want todo? Is that why you decline 
to act upon this matter? Is it because the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs or the Department of the Interior have condemned the 
proposition? 

I think not. I do not think they have condemned itatall. I 
think the Interior Department and the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
prefer to keep the control, perhaps. That is natural. What 
bureau officer did you ever hear of who voluntarily declined to 
maintain an existing state of things when his power of appoint- 
ment would be interfered with by achangeof the law? I have 
no doubt that the Department is interested in it. I have no 
fault to find with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. I merely 
say that the people of the State and the Indians are primarily 
interested. What would a Senator from one of the States of 
the East think of me, for example, if he had an Indian reserva- 
tion in his State of the importance of this one and a similar 
state of affairs, and I, on the ground of public policy or through 
some sentimental notion, should object, should say, ‘‘ No, you do 
not know what you want; your people do not know what they 
want?’ 

I should defer to that Senator if he had an Indian reservation 
in his State inder such circumstances. I should say ‘‘ Probably 
you know what your people require; you know what is right 
about it; you ought to know. You have studied the affairs of 
your State, and the interests of all your people. At least the 
presumption is strong that way.” : 

There is only one voice from the people there so far as I have 
heard fromthem. All thecommunications I have received have 
been in the line of seeking the accomplishment of this needful 
legislation. I hope that the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propre will not object totheamendment. I know his heart 
s not against us. [ believe from the remarks he has made in 
my hearing that, while perhaps I ought not to say he is in full 
sympathy with this movement, he sees the Po of our posi- 
tion. The objection is based on a question of technicality. 
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Now that he has administered the castigation which he did 
yesterday, and has vindicated the dignity of the committee so 
far as relates to their action in failing to indorsea matter which 
has not gone through the mill of the Indian Bureau and the In- 
dian Department, and has cleared the skirts of the committee 
it seems to me he can acquiesce in what seems to be the general 
desire on the part of Senators, irrespective of party, to allow 
the amendment. I know that asa general rule of courtesy tho 
members of the committee stand by theaction of the committee, 
and we have an uphill road as relates not only to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, but perhaps also as to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Senators have heard what has been said by the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. HUNTON], and I have heard statements made to 
me by several others. [am sure the good sense of the Senate 
is in favor of the adoption of the amendment, if its members 
free themselves from unnecessary technicalities. The object to 
be accomplished is the substantial good of the people of th 
State of Washington, including the Indians of the Puyallup 
Reservation. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, I simply desire 
to say a few words in favor of the pending amendment. I am 
quite sure an impression has gotten abroad in the Senate that 
the purpose of the amendment is to enable a lot of speculators 
to get some advantage of the Indians, and perhaps the impres- 
sion still further obtains that if this amendment should be 
adopted it would have the effect of enabling men who are dis- 
posed to take advantage of the Indians to take advantage of 
these Indians. I am quite sure that if those impressions can 
be dissipated every member of the Senate, including the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, wil! 
see the justice and propriety of the proposed legislation. 

For one I do not believe there is any purpose on the part of 
the promoters of the amendment to get any advantage of these 
Indians. In the second place, if any such purpose exists in the 
mind of any person favoring theamendment, then it occurs to me 
that the proposed legislation on its face shows conclusively that 
no person would be able under it to getany undue advantage of 
these Indians, or any of them. 

Mr. President, these are not a roaming band of Indians, or 
Indians of the plains. They are civilized Indians. We treated 
with these Indians forty years ago exactly. In 1854 the Gov- 
ernment of the United States made a treaty with them, andthe 
treaty on its face shows that the Government then supposed 
they were dealing not with wild savages, but with men who are 
civilized. They have been brought in contact with the whites 
for overseventy-five vears. They and their ancestors first came 
in contact with the Northwestern Trading Company and sub- 
sequently with the people of the Hudson Bay Company. 
when in 1854 the United States came to treat with them, there 
were provisions put in the treaty, as Senators will find by 
looking at it, similar to provisions which we put in treaties with 
civilized nations. For instance, one clause in the tre ty pro- 
vided that these Indians should not go farther north than i''( 
miles across the waters of Puget Sound and the Straits of Fuca, 
for the purpose of trading with the Hudson Bay Company and 
other white tradersin the British possessions. They were thu: 
restricted by the provisions of the treaty. They had been in 
the habit of carrying on. an immense trade there just as the 
whites subsequently carriedon trade with the Hudson Bay Com- 

ny and with the people of the great Northwest and the Brit 
ish territory. . 

Therefore I say provisions were put in the treaty not ordi- 
narily put in treaties with Indians, because the Government {elt 
and knew that they were dealing with civilized men. Under 
that treaty the Indians were to be paid a certain amount 0 
money, $34,000, I think, in installments. The last installment 
fell due and was paid in 1875, and from that day to this the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has never paid a dollar for the 
subsistence of these Indians. The Government has appropriated 
for their schools. 

It is a notable fact in connection with this matter that thes« 
people have had schools on their reservation continuously fo: 
over thirty-odd years. When the children of the white settlers. 
the pioneers in that country, could not get three months’ schoo! 
ing, the children of the Indians had schooling ten months ou' 
of the year every year. That has been the case for over thirty- 
four years. Consequently they have grown up an intelligent, 
civilized people. As long ago as 1871 the agent in charge of the 
agency reported to the Department here that the Indians had 
acquired the habits of the whites, that they had the customs of 
the whites, and wore the costumes of civilized people, and even 
as long as thirtv-one years ago they conducted schools there. 

In 1875 the agent in charge reported that about three-fourths 
of the marriageable people belonging to that tribe were married 
according to the laws and the usages of the country, and there was 
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a record made of their marriages. In all respects they had then 
conformed to civilized customs and civilized usages, and were 
virtually a civilized, intelligent, bright people. In 1885 the 
agent in charge made a report that these Indians were, in his 
judgment, better educated and infinitely better qualified to as- 
sume the duties of citizenship than one-half of the foreigners 
who came-to this country and become citizens. That is the 
character of his report. 


This, then, is the kind of Indians we are talking about. Now, | 


is it likely, is it at all probable, that Indians who have had all 


these advantages, who have been in contact with the whites | 


from their infancy, as these Indians have, and who have as- 
sumed all the habits of the whites, wearing the dress and con- 
forming to the laws and usages of the whites, are going to be 
taken advantage of by a set of white men in any trade they may 
make with them? ButI will come to that again. When the 
treaty of 1854 was made it was simply applying the provision of 
the treaty then existing with the Omahas, in which there was 
a provision that there should be a restriction in the deeds issued 
to the Indians to the effect that they should not sell their land 
for a certain length of time. 

But there was this other provision, that the State at any time 
might, with the consent of Congress, remove the restriction. 
Why was that put in the treaty? It was done for some purpose, 
and the purpose evidently was to cover an exceptional case which 
might arise; justsuchacase asthisis. Ithadsome purpose. It 
was put in there forsome purpose. It was evidently thought 
that a case might arise where the State in its good judgment, 
by presenting the matter to Congress, and getting the consent 
of Congress, would think the proper thing to do was to remove 
the restriction. Now,I undertake to say that this is such a case 
as was contemplated by the framers of the treaty when they in- 
serted the provision, to the effect that the State might, with 
the consent of Congress, remove the restriction. 

Here is a great city of between forty and fifty thousand inhab- 
itants. This agency includes land which within the nexttwenty 
years will undoubtedly be covered by a portion of that city. lt 
comes up to the very boundary of the city. According to one 
report it is within 1} miles of the city now, but I understand 
certain portions of the reservation come right up to the bound- 
ary or about that of thecity. Itisright thereinsight. Those 
who are familiar with that country know the location of the 
reservation. 

The State of Washington, I understand, by unanimous vote of 
the Legislature, on the 22d day of March, 1890, passed this act: 


Whereas all the conditions now exist which said treaties contain and 
which make it desirable and proper to remove the restrictions in respect to 
the alienation and disposition of said lands by the Indians, who now hold 
them in severalty: Now, therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., 

All deeds, conveyances, incumbrances, or transfers of any nature and 
kind executed by any Indian, or in any manner disposing of any land or in- 
terest therein shall be by deed executed in the same manner as prescribed 
for the execution of deeds conveying real estate, or any interest therein, ex- 
cept that the same shall in all cases be acknowledged before a judge of a 
court of record. In taking said acknowledgment, the said judge shall ex- 
plain to the grantor the contents of said deed or instrument, and the effect 
of the signing or execution thereof, and so certify the same in the acknowl- 
eigment, and before the same shall be admitted to record shall duly exam- 
ine and approve the said deed or other instrument. 

That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after the consent 
to such removal of the restrictions shall have been given by the Congress of 
the United States. 


There is the voice of the State removing these restrictions so 
far as it was in the power of the State to do it and calling upon 
Congress to give its consent. Here is the Senator from that 
State, who was governor of the Territory while it was in a ter- 
ritorial condition, and is perfectly familiar with all the condi- 
tions. He is here earnestly advocating and maintaining this 
proposed legislation. 

Now, what is the objection to it? I presume it will be said 
thatit would enable somebody to get some advantage of these 
Indians. Linsist not. This proposed legislation is to the effect 
that no Indian upon that reservation shall be permitted to sell 
® foot of his land until the provisions of the contracts of sale, 
the terms, the amounts, everything connected with them, are 


submitted to the United States district judge of that State for | 


his examination and approval. 
Is there a Senator on this floor who believes that a man occu- 


pying a position like that will permit any advantage to be taken | 


of these Indians by any speculative man, by any person desiring 
to obtain some undue advantage of the Indians? Certainly not. 
Then what is the objection to the amendment? In view of the 
fact that these lands lie right in the shadow of the great and 
growing city of Tacoma, is it not advisable that there should be 
some provision by which the Indians may be permitted to sell 
their lands? js 

_ Mr. HILL. The question has been raised as to the power to 
impose that duty upon the district judge. I should like to hear 
what the Senator has to say upon that point. 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have no doubt from the uni- 
versality of the feeling on the subject that the district judge of 
Washington is perfectly willing to assume this obligation. He 
mightnot regard itas aduty that Congress had the absolute right 
to impose, but there can be no doubt that he would assume the 
duties. He has already indicated, I understand, that he is per- 
fectly willing to assume the duties. 

Mr. HILL. Can Congress impose any other than strictly 
judicial duties upon such an officer? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have already answered that 
question by indicating perhaps not; but other than judicial 
functions have frequently been conferred by Congress on the 
judiciary. 

Mr. HILL. 
that point. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There may be some question 
about that so far as that is concerned; but, as I have said, I un- 
derstand the judge is perfectly willing to perform the duty re- 
quired. It isa matter that will not take any great deal of time. 

Mr. DOLPH. If my colleague will allow me, I will state that 
it has often been done. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It has been frequently done. 

Mr. DOLPH. For instance, in the appointment of inspec tors 
of hulls and boilers a district judge of the United States acts in 
connection with the collector of the district and the supervising 
inspector. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I donot understand that there 
is a single solitary objection from any citizen of that great State 
to this proposed legislation. The only objection, if there is ob- 
jection at all, is perhaps some suggestion from the Department. 

I submit that the judge of the United States district court 
living in the State of Washington, performing his official func- 
tions in that State, perfectly and thoroughly familiar with these 
Indians, with their rights, with the value of the land and every- 
thing acquainted with it, without casting any reflection at all 
upon the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or the Secretary of the 
Interior, is infinitely better qualified to judge as to what is the 
proper thing todo in reference to these matters than either the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs or the Secretary of the Interior, 
as faras that isconcerned. There is adisposition, I suppose, on 
the part of the Department to hold on to everything connected 
with these Indian matters, especially the few offices connected 
with them, some commissioners to send out, etc., making some 
pap for somebody. That can all be dispensed with. 

The legislation of the last Congress is a failure. It isa dead 
letter on the statute book. I understand that the Indians will 
never consent to the provisions of that law, and their consent is 
expressly required, as I found, after the remark I made yester- 
day, by an examination of the statutes providing for a limited 
sale of the lands. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PAscoin the chair). Does 
the Senatorfrom Oregon yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 


I only desire to hear the Senator’s suggestion on 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 
Mr. PLATT. Lasked the question yesterday why the Indians 
would not consent. I did not get any very definite answer to 


the question. If the Senator from Oregon can inform me why 
it is that the Indians will not consent to sell their lands under 
the supervision of the commission that has gone out there 1 
wish he would do so. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There may be several reasons. 
In the first place, I understand under that statute the money is 
to be brought to Washington and deposited; thatitis taken away 
from that part of the country. And there may be other consid- 
erations. 

Another reason why the amendment should be adopted is be- 
cause these valuable lands are there in that new State and not 
a foot of them is taxable to-day. The State receives not a dol- 
lar of revenue from these lands. They are not taxable as long 
as they remain tied up in the hands of the Indians. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to take time, but I say, in view 
of all the facts, in view of the character of these Indians as to 
intelligence, and as to being able to take care of themselves, in 
view of the fact that these lands lie immediately adjacent to a 
growing city, in view of the fact that they are valuable lands 
and are not taxable at this time, in view of the action of the 
Legislature of the State, which is unanimous in favor of this 
proposed legislation, and in view of the earnest appeal of the 
Senator from that State, who understands thoroughly the whole 
situation, it seems to me that the amendment ought to be 
adopted. I am quite sure for one that if the distinguished chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations could be fully satisfied 
that no advantage can be taken of these Indians, or would be 
taken of them under this proposed legislation, he would have 
no objection to the amendment: at least, I do not think he would, 
because I believe that is what is operating in his mind. He wants 
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to do what is right, and he wants to protect the Indians. If I 
thought any advantage was to be taken of the Indians, or any 
of them, I would not support the amendment for one moment. 
I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I will vote for the pend- 
ing amendment for reasons which I shall attempt to give in 
brief fashion. 

Some years ago in pursuance of an order of the Senate cer- 
tain members of the Committee on Indian Affairs visited the 
Puyallup Reservation. They did so atthe requestof the Indians 
themselves. The members of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
at that time who were in the town of Tacoma were its very effi- 
cient and much beloved chairman of that day, Senator Dawes 
of Massachusetts, Senator Stockbridge of Miehigan who has 
lately left us, Senator Jones of Arkansas, and myself. 

The first communication we had with those men was in a room 
in the town of Tacoma to which we were invited. 1 remember 
how strongly we were all impressed with the fact that we were 
meeting men wellabletocareforthemselves. They were dressed 
in the usual garb of the American citizen. They were intelli- 
gent men, evidently with business experience. I would no more 
hesitate to see them traffic and trade and have due regard for 
their own interests than I would hesitate to see the most intel- 
ligent white men do the same thing. They desired full citizen- 
ship. They urged upon us that they should be taken out of the 
strait-jacket the Government had imposed — them; that 
the swaddling clothes should be taken from them; that they 
were no longer infants, but that they were able to stand up for 
their own rights and protect them. 

They urged then upon us the acticn that is proposed in gen- 
eral terms by this amendment; that is, that they should be per- 
mitted to step outside of reservation limits as to their right to 
traffic; that they should be allowed to deal with those who 
wished to purchase their lands; that such of them as desired to 
sell might be permitted to sell without impediment and use the 
proceeds for the bettering of their condition. I for one saw 
no reason why that should not be done, and I think the unani- 
mous feeling of those who were present, not only the members 
of the committe, but many white men who had gathered in to 
hear us, was that those Indians were able to stand upon their 
own feet and protect their own a 

As the pending amendment is in that direction I shall vote 
for it. 

Abundant reasons have been given by the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. SQUIRE], supplemented most ably by the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], why this action should be taken. 

Mr. President, how long is it to take in the natural order of 
things before an Indian is to be civilized? The object of our 
appropriations for the care of Indians, the purpose of all treaties 
which we make with them, is for their advancement in civiliza- 
tion, that they may become self-reliant, fairly educated, able 
to protect themselves. 

The Indian in his natural state is no mean trader. Any man 
who has seen the Indians of the plains particularly and observed 
the traffic that they have between the members of the tribe and 
between different tribes is forced to the conciusion that the In- 
dian is a good natural trader. 

No commission goes out to treat with Indian tribes and gath- 
ers with their headmen in council chamber which does not find 
that they usually drive with the Government of the United 
States an extremely hard bargain. They stick persistently to 
that which they believe is proper to demand. Aye, they even 
go further; their demands will excead that which they believe 
is proper; and they reach for all they can get. 

[ think that in this process of civilization we have thrown 
about the Indians too many safeguards. We have kept them 
too long in leading strings. We give them the rights of citi- 
zenship; we give them the right to vote, and they vote, too, in 
very large number in the State I have the honor in part to rep- 
resent; and yet we throw around them none of the duties of citi- 
zenship. 

There came to me within five minutes in my mail a petition 
of the board of supervisors of Knox County, Nebr., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to provide for the taxation of land 
held by Indians in severalty. e allow Indians to take their 
lands in severalty; and we have said to the Indians who have 
thus taken the lands allotted to them ‘‘ You shall not be per- 
mitted to alien these lands for twenty-five years; you shall not 
make contracts for sale.” In many instances we do not permit 
them to make contracts for the leasing of their lands; and we 
do not permit them to pay their fair proportion of the local taxes 
they do so much to increase. 

Mr. President, I will read a part of this petition before askin 
to refer it to the Committee on Indian Affairs. At a session 
the care board of a heldin Niobrara, Knox County, 
July 13, they passed the follewing resolutions unanimously, ad- 
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dressed to the honorable the Senate and House of Represen}; 
tives in Congress assembled: 

Whereas a large portion of Knox County, Nebr., covering about 120,009) 
acres of its most valuable land on what are known as the Santee and Pone 
Indian Reservations, is held in severalty by Indians, and is therefore ex- 
empt from taxation; and . 

hereas the fact thatsaid Indian land so exempt works a great hards) 
to the taxpayers of said Knox County, as an expense of more than $4,000 
been incurred on said Indian reservation in the last three years for road 
bridges, and lawsuits caused by the Indian settlers residing on said res 
vation. One case alone, known as the State of Nebraska vs. Benjamin . 
seph Young. incurring an expense to Knox County of $2,135.64, said y 
being an Indian; and 

Whereas, there is now a bill pending in Congress making such | 
lands subject to taxation: Therefore 

Rresolved, That. we, the undersigned members of the board of 
visors of Knox County, Nebr., in regular session assembled, asi 
rey, that said bill or such other measure as may accomplish a simi 

ect be enacted into law for the relief of said Knox County, Nebr. 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be sent to the honorable + 
tors and Representatives of the State of Nebraska. 

Signed by the members of the board. 

isaac Davidson, Geo. M. Bly, A. W. Crandall, J. S. Patton, J 
BE. Miles, Chas. Cleveland, Julius Schindler, Danl. Gra 
John Bruce, J. H. Ulrich, Oliver La Croix, Wm. Wies 
dorff, T. M. Clark, John Dolphin, T. J. Buckmaster, Os 
Faith, J.T. Foley, James Metteer, A. lL. Jones, Nels Ne 
Edward West, A. B. Yuntis, W. H. Needham, Robt. Lynn 
F. Minarck, S. L. Whitmore, chairman. 

And: the county officials S. Draper, county attorney; J. T. Lir 
say, jr,, clerk of court; Chas. Crockett, sheriff; B. F. Cha 
bers, county judge; Aug, C. Filter, county treasurer: 
Van Camp, county clerk. 

STATE OF NEBRASKA, Know County, ss: 

1, Charles Van Camp, county clerk, and clerk of the board of supervi 
hereby certify that the above and hereto attached copy is a copy of 
original resolution as it appears of record in my office. 

Dated this 14th day of July,1894. 


[SEAL.] CHAS. VAN CAMP, County Clerk 


By P. B. CLARK, Deputy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The petition will be refer 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON. IntheState of Nebraska there is anot 
county, Thurston County, having withinit 250,000 acres of lan 
240,000 acres are occupied by Indians. Partof it has been tak 
by them in severalty. They are citizens. They vote at ever 
election. The vote of every individual Indian counts just «a: 
much as the vote of any white man within the State. Th 
white settlers in that county occupy the remaining 20,000 acr 
ofland. Roadsare maintained, schools are established, bridze: 
are built, courts are run, and yet this handful of white men liy- 
ing on the 20,000 acres foots all the bills incident to such : 

nditure, and the Indians who receive the benefit of that ciy- 
ilization pay no part of it. The expense of the county org: 
zation, I see by a report I have in hand, is between ten an 
twelve thousand dollars a year, and between eight and nin 
thousand dollars of it annually is caused by the needs of the 
dians themselves and the needs of the land upon which t! 
live. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that it is time for us to‘ 
steps in the other direction. With the rights and immuni 
of citizenship there should come some of the obligation and 
ties of citizenship. I think the best way to civilize Indians : 
idly is to make them assume some of these obligations and ; 
out from that condition of wardship and vassalage which } 
them as children. 

For forty years, we are told, these Indians have been in « 
tact with civilization in a greater or less degree. The good: 
sults of their residence near a thriving, growing Western to 
was readily seen when I visited them a few yearsago. T 
is no reason, it seems tome, under the heavens why they shou 
not be permitted to do that which they insist they ought to 
permitted to do—trafiic with their own, just as white men trafi 
with their own. 

While I regret that this amendment has not had the consi 
eration directly of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and whi 
I regret that the legislation which has been had heretofore on 
the sugg«stion of that committee has not worked out its wor 
I shall vote for the amendment, believing it to be a move in the 
right direction, and I shall vote for it in the interest of the In- 
dian himself as taking him rapidly yet safely out from under 
this condition of wardship to stand erectas an American citizen 
exercising all the privileges of citizenship and at the same time 
paying his tribute and assuming his part of its duties and obli- 
gations. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, the arguments urged in sup- 

rt of the pending amendment prove too much or too little 

t is said that these Indians are intelligent, and that they are 
entirely capable of managing their own affairs. If thai fact 
is established, why the remaining portion of the amendment’ 
If it is established by logic, which I suppose ought to be re- 
garded as irresistible, for it comes from a number of sources, 
that the Indians are entirely able to take care of their own al- 
fairs and manage their own property, and that the burdens o! 
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citizenship based upon property and intelligence, for those are 
implied, ought to be imposed upon them, why is it not don 
The provision of the amendment which proposes to place tl 
interests of these Indians under the extrajudicial authority « 
the judge of the district court concedes that they are not c: 

ble of managing their own affairs. Now, which horn of th 
dilemma will those who advocate the amendment take: 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
and I only speak for myself, that it issimply a concession to the 
sentimentalism which exists on this side 
tains to a very great extent, I am sorry to say, and I think i 
exists owing to the fact that the people on this side of tho moun- 
tains know very littleabout the Indians, their habits or c 1S 
or anything else, which causes a great many men on this side 
and some Senators, perhaps, to think that the Government mu 
in some way or other have a supervisory control over.anything 
and everything that the Indians do, no matter how capabie they 
may be to manage their own affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are as many Indians on this side of 
the Rocky Mountains as on the other side. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator from Oregon concedes entirely 
too much to us wholive on this side of the mountains. In con- 
ceding so much to our sentimentality he belittlesour judgment. 
An intelligent man on this side of the mountains is very much 
like an intelligent man on the other side of the mountains. We 
are not more humane than they. 
liberality toward the unfortunate. But the fatal fact I have 
pointed out is conceded in the amendment, 


; : | 
I should hesitate very much before voting for the amendment, | 


in view of the facts. . There is a large and valuable tract of land 
almost adjoining the city of Tacoma, in Washington. I knowit 
has been an object of very great interest. I know that gentle- 
men who speculate in lots and lands are exceedingly anxious to 
put their hands upon it. 

I suspect very much that this is one of the schemes dictated 
much more by the cupidity of men who want to buy the lands 
than upon any theory of benefiting the Indians. 
liberate conclusion. 

I realize the difficulty of watching the Indians in their trausi- 
tion from barbarism to civilization. In almost every instance, 


[think, as far aslam concerned, | 


of the Rocky Moun- | 


I do not think we have more | 














telligent, educated persons, [ take it for granted, upon the in- 
lorsement which has been given to them by the S or from 
Oregon and the Senator from Washington. I und tand y 
have had schools, and that they have d udvantages not en 

ed even by the whites around them. Is i ot remarkable 
ta t those pe ple LhUS € i i - I a- 
1 of themselves formulati e or the d ion 
of these lands, or some scheme for the « ) ! } own 
right BS 

Is it supposed that i: sof W ould 
undertake to act upo on | ter of 
mere partition. The ire th > 
in such a case shall file some formal 
rights and asking judicial action in aid of th riits ol 1e 
parties. Buitthe Senate is asked upon mere \ itany 
authentic information from the only persons who 
lands, to formulate a scheme for them. Not a sing 
here of one of these proprietors who approves this formu n 

Mr. SQUIRE. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him 
for one moment? 

Mr. PALMER. With the greatest pleasure. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Of course itis impossible to arrang 
with reference to the action of Indians as we might do the: 
had the organizationof white men sitting like cham f 

| commerceand boardsof trade. But these do hold their 1 
ings; they do confer: they do speak to their friends: t! 
write letters to their representatives in Congress 
| telegraph tothem. We have all of that evidence, an i 
tion I remind the Senator that the Senator from Nebr L 
[Mr. MANDERSON]a few moments ago stated that when the 
Committee on Indian Affairs visited Tacoma and met thes 


That is my de- | 
| formal presentation of a case by the Indians. 


whatever may be said of Indian intelligence (and i was delighted | 
| disposition of their several or their common property. 


with the views expressed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
MANDERSON], who has found the Indians to be so shrewd), I 
know as a matter of history that they have been the victims of 


white cupidity from the day that the Pilgrim fathers landed | 


upon the rock until the present moment. 


[ know that pretexts | 


have often been urged to justify the habitual, constant, ever | 


continuing, and never ceasing plunder of the Indians. 

l insist that if the Indians areas intelligentasisclaimed, that 
they themselves are capable of devising some system by whicl 
their lands may be disposed of for their separate and their 
common benefit. I distrust schemes which have been devised 
by benevolent white men, good men whose hearts bleed for the 
Indians, and who are longing to see them in the enjoyment of 
their rights. If these Indians are as intelligent as 
claim them to be, why do not the Indians themselv 
some scheme for the sale of this land? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. They have done so, I can ss 
all candor to the Senator from Illinois. Iifve not very faraway 
from Tacoma, and I understand from many sources that this 

proposition comes from the Indians. 

Mr. PALMER. Then why is not this proposition comin 
from the Indians put in some authentic form? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I fear the Senator from Illinois did not 
do me the honor to listen to the statement I made, that this 
suggestion, practically (not as to the detail of it, that the judge 
of the court should intervene by any process, but the proposi- 
tion that they should be permitted to se’' ‘eir lands) came 
from the Indians to the members of the ‘ ittee on Indian 
Affairs several years ago when a subcui.u.itee of that com- 
mittee visited them on their reservation at their request. 
There was no complaint from them which prompted the com- 
mittee to visit them. The committee being in the town of 
Tacoma received an invitation from the Indians to go out and 
visit their reservation, and after that there was a talk in which 
they suggested substantially what is in the amendment, that 
they may be permitted to trade their land and act just the same 
as white men act with reference to their ptoperty. 

_Mr. PALMER. I listened to the remarksof the Senator from 
Nebraska to-day with that attention which I always give to 
whatever he may choose to utter on the floor of the Senate; but 
afterall the Senator from Nebraska is not able to make that 
definite and clear which is in itself indefinite and uncertain. 
The Senator has not relieved the difficulty I have suggested. 
It is said that here are lands which belong to a number of in- 


s devise 






menators | 


Indians for the purpose of listening to their statement it was 
g 


exactly in the line of the proposition now submitted to the 
Senate. 
Mr. PALMER. I understand the difference between « town 


meeting, either of Indians or white men, where individua : 
press their wishes in regard to the common property and the 
The senator fron 
Nebraska has not yet gone to the extent of asserting that the 
tribe, or the Indians, or the persons who were interested in this 
property, submitted to the committee any formal plan for the 











This largeinterest—worth amillion or more, I am told—has not 
been made a subject of deliberate thought by anyone, so far ; 
we have authentic information, or by any number of the parties 
who are interested; but Senators mature a plan satisfactory to 
themselves by which these lands are to be referred to th ( 
discretion of the judge of a district court, who is, I suppose, to 
devise a scheme for the sale of these lands or for re 
the sales already made; and the time of payment is to 
tended over the period of eight years, without interest or with 
interest, as the case may | [t isa juggling schen 
viously one that will admit of infinite injusti 

Senators are committed as to the intelligence of t I 
and I submit in all seriousn 3, when it comes to ! if 
of this question as to their property, that itis r 

| that intelligence has never been consulted. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. T! is not the first time this 
matter has been up. During the t Congress the P ilup 
ndians selected three of their most intelligent men, : in 
structed them to come to Washington to do what the to 
secure some such legislation as thi id they did com 

| and were here for a considerable ti - called on 1 
sonally and urged legislation providing for the ren l of 1 
restrictions. 

Mr. CAFFERY. These Indians? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. These Puyallup 

Mr.PALMER. There were a number of Puyallup Ind 
here during the last session« met on t i 
learned something of their g Lk I f 
of their representative charac no sch \- 
tured, according to my recollect ( i to 
me nor disclosed to the Senate. 

The point I want to make is that these people »h ut- 
tained this state of intelligence ought to be consulted, and that 


the Senate, before it practically breaks up the reservation and 
turns it over to the tender mercies of spectlators, should 
before it some authentic information as t@ the wishes 
parties interested. I would nomore trifle with the rights of an 
Indian than with those of a white man. 
Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator nlease 
were the restrictions for the alienation of the 
Indians in severalty by the terms of the treaty betwee 
the United States? 
Mr. COCKRELL. 


what 

ld by the 

:n them and 
Twenty-five years. words of the 
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statute saow upon their face that they were prohibited from 
alienation for twenty-five years. Itwas changed bya subsequent 
act to ten years, and two years of that time have elapsed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes; two years have elapsed, 
and there are about eight years to run. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator from Louisiana, I trust, is an- 
swered, 

L say I would treat the rights of these Indians with the same 
respectful care that I would the rights of every man or woman, 
white or black, and I would not do so importanta thing as prac- 
tically to remove the power of alienation, subject to this cum- 
brous machinery, which does not by any means, to my mind, in- 
sure a careful regard for their rights. I would not consent to 
do it, because it may be and probably will be abused in its ad- 
ministration. 

Therefore I complain, as I have done before, of the loading 
down of appropriation bills with these special provisions. This 
amendment is not germane to anything contained in the bill. 
It is simply thrust in here because of the occasion. 

I suppose it is an occasion which grows out of the loose inter- 
pretation of the rules of the Senate. It is thrust in here, be- 
cause if it were presented singly and separately, certainly some- 
thing more would be required from those who advocate it than 
these loose declarations by means of which the rights of the 
Indians are to be affected in a most important degree. I would 
not submit to it in the case of white or black men, and I see no 
justice in the application of it to these red men. Consult them; 
let them make their own schemes for the disposition of their 
property, and after the matter has been deliberately settled and 
decided by them, it will be time enough for Congress to act. It 
is said they are intelligent. Then let Congress express its ap- 
proval of what they have themselves determined upon after a 
full consideration of their rights and the value of the interests 
affected. 

Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President, one of the main objections 
made to the amendment consists in the fact that by its terms 
the ratification or approval of the contract is left to the judge 
of the district court, which is a mere descriptio persona, and 
makes it a duty imposed on an individual, which he may or ma 
not accept. To avoid that criticism upon the amendment, 
have prepared an amendment which I submit for the considera- 
tion of the friendsof the measure, by striking out and interlin- 
ing the amendment, so that it will read: 

That no sale of said lands shall be valid until the parties shall ag by 
petition before the United States district court of the district in which said 
ands are situated, in term time or vacation, and thereupon submit to said 

court all the terms and conditions of such proposed sale for approval, and, 
if approved by suck court, the approval thereof shall be indorsed on the con- 
tract or other instrument evidencing such sale; thereupon such sale may be 
executed and completed in accordance with the terms and conditions so ap- 
proved by said court: Provided further, That the purchase price agreed upon 
-_ as before mentioned, approved by said court, shall be secured and paid, 
etc. 

The Senator from Niinois criticises this amendment because 
he says there is no evidence that the Indians want this mode of 
selling their lands, and by implication he agrees that if the 
Indians were here ratifying and consenting to this mode of sell- 
ing the lands, he would not object to it. If this amendment be 
adopted, there can be no sale of the land belonging to any given 
Indian without the approval of this plan by the Indian, because 
the first step to be taken must be a contract between the pur- 
chaser and the owner of the land, and when that contract is made, 
which goes before the district court, it is an approval of the plan 
set out by this amendment; and I make it necessary to go into 
court, because that imposes an additional judicial function upon 
that court which the court is obliged to discharge. I believe 
my amendment is satisfactory to the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I will modify my amendment in the way sug- 
gested by the Senator from Virginia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendmentof the Senator 
from Washington will be so modified. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I do not know that it is neces- 
sary for me to add anything to the full presentation of this case 
by the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE] and by my col- 
league [Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon], but I do not like to let a 
statement made by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], 
which I can not repeat verbatim, but which was substantially 
that the Indians have been the victims of, the cupidity of the 
white people of this country from the time this continent was 
discovered up to to-day, go without some answer. 

When this continent was discovered, it was occupied by strag- 
gling Indian bands, who did not cultivate the soil, who lived by 
fishing and hunting, who were engaged in perpetual warfare, 
and if they had been permitted to occupy this continent undis- 
turbed until this time, all the then great undeveloped resources 
of this continent would have remained undeveloped, and the 
continent would have been still as unfit for the habitation of 
civilized man to day as it then was. 
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Whoever aszerts that the Indian tribes had the same equitable 
and just rights to the soil of this vast continent that civilized 
nations have to the territory they occupy, is governed by senti- 
mentality, and not by reason. 

The causes which brought about the settlement of this conti- 
nent by civilized man, and which have impelled the wave of 
civilization which has swept from the Atlantic to the Pacitic, 
were as imperative as the causes which impel the planets in 
their orbits. The principle which was early established in this 
country by this Government, and upheld by the courts, that the 
lands of thiscountry belonged to the discoverer, that the United 
States would not permit individuals to purchase title to lands 
from the Indians, but would itself extinguish the Indian title 
and sell the lands, was a just, a proper, a reasonable, and the 
only practical solution of this question. 

Whatever may have been the character of the dealings of the 
colonies with the Indians, or whatever may have been the chav- 
acter of early treaties between this Governmentand the Indians, 
since I have been old enough to know anything about the trans- 
actions of the Government with the Indian tribes, those tribes 
have been gone whenever we have purchased their lands, not 
only the full value, but in many cases double or even treble the 
value of the land, and to-day and ever since I have been in this 
body, whenever Congress authorizes a railroad company or a 
ditch company to acquire aright of way over an Indian reserva- 
tion, instead of allowing a jury to determine the value, the com- 
a are compelled to treat with the Indians, and that treaty 

as to be approved by the Secretary of the Interior. So far as 
my observation and knowledge go, the result is that the Indians 
receive two or three times the value of the rights acquired. 

Besides that, we have been annually for many years appropri- 
ating large sums of money for the education and support of the 
Indians, largely for sentimental reasons. I do not kuow how 
much the sundlog bill carries, but six or seven million dollars, | 
believe, for an Indian population of 250,000in the United States, 
many of whom are self-supporting. 

These Indians upon the Puyallup Indian Reservation are to- 
day worth individually and collectively many times what the 
same number of white American citizens would be worth if all 
the wealth of this country should be divided and distributed per 
capita. 

ou may take all the Indians upon all the reservations in the 
United States and they have more property and they are worth 
more meney to-day than the white citizens of the United States 
would be if the property of this country were to be divided per 
capita among them. 

Mr. President, I think we are making a mistake. I believe 
that the Indian Bureau—I do not speak particularly of its con- 
duct here in Washington, but including the agencies and 
schools—has become topheavy. I believe there are too many 
employés for the services to be performed. I believe that th: 
enthusiasm and the sentimentality of the people who are advo- 
cating Indian education have caused us to enter upon too elab- 
orate a system of Indian education. 

The education the Indian needs is a practical education; h4 
needs an industrial education; he needs to be taught how to work. 
how to utilize his means, how to cultivate his land. He needs to 
be instructed in the duties of citizenship, and his book educa- 
tion ought to be that which will tend to fit him for these prac: 
tical duties. I have always, however, voted for the largest sums 
for Indian education. If there have been wrongs in the past 
against the Indians I am willing to help make amends now to 
the present generation, and this Government is dealing with the 
Indians with a liberality unparalleled in the history of any coun- 
try. 

x few years ago this Government, after failure to civilize In- 
dians by the course which was being pursued, after the expendi- 
ture of large sums of money, and when it became apparent that 
the reservations must be cut down, that they must be opened to 
the settlement of white men; that they must give away before 
the advance of civilization, determined to adopt a new policy, a 
policy of allotting lands to the Indians in severalty and making 
them citizens, giving them, when the lands were allotted, the 
right to citizenship, but absolving them from many of the du- 
ties of citizenship, giving them a right to vote, but exempting 
their lands from taxation and exempting them from the neces- 
sity of educating their chilcren, proposing to still continue to 
appropriate money out of the “cderal Treasury for their educa- 
tion, and passing no sufficier.: laws for the purpose of compell- 
ing them to cultivate their lands. : 

For fear that they would not be able to take care of their lands 
when they were taken in severalty, and might be defrauded out 
of them, a general rule was proposed in the law for the allotment 
of lands in severalty that the lands should not be alienable for 
twenty-five years. As a general rule that was a necessary pre- 
caution, but that prohibition can not be continued indefinitely. 
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The sooner the indians are absorbed in the body politic the | 
better; the sooner the duties of citizenship are imposed upon | 
them the better; the sooner their children are sent to the dis- | 
trict schools with the children of white citizens the better; and 

we shall never be able to solve the Indian problem until that is | 

1e. 

as President, the limitation of twenty-five years was a rea- 
sonable limitation probably, as a general rule, for all the Indian 
reservations in the country, but here is an exceptional case. 
Here are Indians who have been educated at the expense of the 
Government for a generation; here are Indians who have been 
in close contact with the whites for half a century; here are In- 
dians, according to all the testimony, who are civilized and en- 


lightened and intelligent; and their case was so exceptional that | 


a few years ago Congress passed an act that their lands might 
be alienable at the end of ten years more. They were allotted 
in severalty about eight years ago. That would make about 





sixteen years that they would be required to hold their lands in | 


this condition. — ; aan ee 
As has been said, this reservation is valuable. 


It lies right | 


abutting one of the great growing cities of the West, and there | 


is not a Senator upon this floor, if this was a case of a city in his 
own State, who would not see the justice of removing this bar 
to the settlement of these lands and expansion of that city; who 
would not see the justice of doing something which would se- 
cure the cultivation of the lands and the addition to the wealth 
of the State which would be caused by their cultivation and pro- 
ductiveness, and who would not see the justice of subjecting 
them to taxation. 

This is a good case to make an experiment with. 
case of a tribe of Indians far more advanced in civilization than 
many of the other tribes in the United States will be at the ex- 
piration of the twenty-five years after they have got their pat- 
ents to their lands. This isacase in which the rule that the 
land shall not be subject toalienation for twenty-five years might 
be relaxed, and we can see what the effect will be of allowing 


these Indians to sell their lands, of allowing white men to go | 


upon the lands within this reservation and build homes and cul- 
tivate the lands and establish schools, and of allowing the chil- 


dren of the Indians to go to the public schools with the children | 


of their white neighbors. Let us experiment with this case, 
and then we shall know better what to do with the other tribes 


ation has expired. 

The Indians want it. They have come here to present their 
case to Congress. Like my colleague I met them and I heard 
their story; like my colleague I have been interviewed by the 
authorities of Washington and of the city of Tacoma. Iknowthe 
situation well. I have beenfor many years personally acquainted 
with the most excellent agent formerly on that reservation, 


and I know that all that has been said about the intelligence of | 
these Indians, about the propriety of placing upon them some | 


of the duties of citizenship when we have given them the privi- 
leges of citizenship, is true. 

The Senator from Illinois complains about the eight years de- 
ferred payments. I hope Senators will observe that the eight 
years of the deferred payment make up the eight years that are 
to yet run under the existing law before these lands will be 
alienable. That provision is placed there for the benefit of the 
Indians. It is provided that neither the notes nor the mortgage 
shall be negotiable, but that this money shall be paid to the In- 
dians. It is a proper provision to prevent the money being 
squandered and these Indians being left penniless; I think it is 
a very wise provision. 

_ [hope the amendment proposed by the Senator from Wash- 
ington will be adopted. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, it seems to me this 
amendmehtis absolutely indefensible under all the circumstances 
that exist. Some three or four years ago there was a contract 
made with these Indians by certain parties who wanted to buy 
certain parts of this land, and as I remember the contract—I do 
not undertake to state it accurately—but as I remember, it was 
a contract to lease the lands, and they had the authority to lease 
it for one or two years, and the leases were to be renewed indefi- 
nitely at the expiration of each lease, and by the operation of 
the paper that was given at the time, it was to revive itself and 
carry on the leases indefinitely until such time as the Indians 
should be allowed to dispose of their land absolutely, when the 
conveyance was to become absolute, and convey the property 
without further action on the part of the Indians. 

It seems to me that if there is any effect whatever in this 
amendment, itis to make the approval of this contract, made be- 
— our people — teneindians three or four years ago—— 

Mr. e shou ike to ask t 
with ils porminaion? he Senator a question, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 


This is a | 
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Mr. SQUIRE. Does the Senator believe that those contracts 
could be enforced under the law by any court of competent juris- 
diction? Does he believe that contracts of that kind would be 
in accordance with public policy? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have heard some of the best law- 
yers of my acquaintance say that those contracts could be en- 
forced. Those contracts | believe would be void. I do not be- 
lieve they could be enforced; but why do you now propose to 
make an amendment here that would start this controversy? 
Why do you want to begin this sort of thing’ There are peo- 
ple who, as I said awhile ago, are much better lawyers than I, 
who believe that these contracts can be enforced whenever the 
time shall come that the Indians have the right to convey abso- 
lutely; but if I should be wrong, and these better lawyers than 
Iam should be right, it would be then too late to undertake to 
protect the Indians from their own indiscretion. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Will the Senator allow me to interpose a word 
there? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I believe it is generally admitted now that 
there is no intention to try toenforce those contracts. It is so 
understood, at least, by those who have communicated with the 
Representatives in Congress here, who are getting communica- 
tions from the people of Tacoma, and who tell me, privately of 
course, that it is not proposed to endeavor to enforce these con- 
tracts. The legislation | now propose is to cover the proposi- 
tion of new contracts. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let me ask the Senator, in that 
connection, have those contracts made with these Indians been 
returned by the parties? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Iam not informed as to the details. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Until the contracts have been re- 
turned, we can not get rid of the assumption that this thing is be- 
ing done for the benefit of those parties. Itseems to meit would 
be easy enough for them to put the infcrmation in the hands of 
their friends that these contracts had been given up and can- 
celed, for if they remain in existence it would be an exceedingly 
improper thing, in my opinion, for Congress to do anything 
which would make it possible that there should be any contro- 
versy about their ratification. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Letmeask the Senator from Arkansas whether 


eho beatae p L | under existing law, relating to the action of the commission 
when the twenty-five years’ limitation upon their power of alien- | 


which is now inexistence and is there incommunication with the 


| Indians, whether the suggestion as to the legal status of these 


contracts would not be equally applicable in case of contracts 
made under the supervision of that commission exactly asit would 
be in the case of the United States district court? Would there 
be any difference in regard to that feature of the matter? Not 
a particle. Then, again, let me say to the Senator that I donot 
believe any very great injustice would have been done the In- 
dians if those contracts had been carried out. ! have not gone 
into the details of that, but the Drake commission state in their 
report that for 9,000 acres or thereabouts the sum of $700,000 
was to be paid practically in cash or nearly cash. 

That sum of money distributed among 140 or 150 of these pat- 
entees (and there was not that number at the time the commis- 
sion was there; there were then 166 less 42, leaving 124 pat- 
entees) would give each one of them an average of between five 
and six thousand dollars. Even then they would have had a 
great part of the allotted lands, nearly half, still left, besides the 
agency land, 585 acres of which were ascertained to be of the 
value of $1,000 anacre. Under such circumstances how is it 
possible to bring up this matter as an objection to the amend- 
ment? I can not see how it can be done with any snow of rea 
son. The Senator impuies a motive for the proposed legisla- 
tion that, I am satic&ea, does not exist. It is not right to as- 
sume for one moruent that the beneficiaries of the proposed 
legislation would be the persons who made those contracts with 
the Indians several years ago, which he himself now believes 
are of no force or effect. It is quite doubtful if the Indians 
could make at the present time so large a sale of lands on such 
favorable terms. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator from Washington 
will allow me to interrupt him long enough, I will suggest that 
there certainly is a difference between him and the people who 
undertook to negotiate this arrangement, because they have 
made most extraordinary efforts to have a ratification or to put 
this matter in such shape that it should be ratified. These ex- 
traordinary efforts would not have been made if there had not 
been some result to come to somebody in connection with it. I 
have very little doubt that those men are more familiar with 
the facts and know the value of this property better than does 
the Senator himself from his own personal inspection. 

But I wish to state, in connection with some other statements 
which have been made here, that this question has been before 
Congress in oneshape or another for years. Contractsafter con- 
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tracts with the Puyallup Indians have been brought here for 
ratification. They have been brought here to be examined. 
Committee after committee has been sent to the Puyallup Res- 
ervation to investigate the facts. I myself on two occasions 
have gone to the reservation for the purpose of examining the 
statements on the one side of the alleged greatest fairness and 
of the friends of the Indians on the other of the greatest unfair- 
ness. 

I was with the Senator from Nebraska |[Mr. MANDERSON] at 
the time of which he has spoken, when we were at Tacoma 
some years ago with Senator Dawes and Senator Stockbridge. 
There was one striking circumstance in connection with the meet- 
ing we had there then. We did not meet the Indians over on 
the reservation. The proposition was that we should meet 
them. We met them in a hall in the city. There were in the 
hall more of the real estate people who live in Tacoma than 
there were Indians. There were perhaps a dozen Indians, well 
dressed and intelligent, who were there to speak for their peo- 
ple, and they were all exceedingly anxious that they should be 
empowered with the absolute disposal of their property and 
should be allowed to do what they pleased with it. 

I have never seen a man, I do not care how weak-minded he 
is, who would believe he was incapable of taking care of himself 
and defending himself; but I was satisfied by what I saw that 
night that those people would be absolutely helpless if they 
could alienate their property, and they would soon find that 
they did not know half so much as they supposed they did. 
They were surrounded by —— who knew a great deal more. 
T left the room that night with the firm conviction that if we 
did not intend that the re" ws Indians should become pau- 
pers, while they have one of the most valuable reservations on 
this continent, we ought to be exceedingly careful about allow- 
ing them to have the absolute disposal of their property while 
their surroundings were such as they were then. I have not 
changed my opinion on that point. 

There are some other things in connection with this matter. 
The statement has been made ‘here that these Indians are men 
of high character, that even as far back as 1854 thev were evi- 
dently men of great intelligence. Now, there are a good many 
circumstances connected with this matter, and I sonal just now 
one in particular, which prove very clearly how thoroughly 
these peopic understand the force of a moral obligation; and I 
mf to their credit, that they have shown the highest sense of 
obligation. 

On one particular occasion a good man went down there and 
made a contract with them by which he got certain valuable 
rights. He had succeeded, I believe, in getting a bill passed 
through Congress for its ratification, provided the Indians ap- 

roved it by a majority of their male adults. When that was 

one the present Assistant Commissioner of Indian Affairs, who 
was then an Indian inspector, was sent on the reservation for 
the mapeee of holding the election. After he had talked to 
the Indians for some time, one of them stated that he was in- 
clined to vote against the proposition, but that he supposed he 
could not. The inspector asked him why he could not so vote. 

He said because the gentleman (calling his name) had given 
him two dollars and a half to vote the other way. When the 
election was held the next day, with the party in interest at 
one end of the table and the Indian inspector at the other, 
more than half of these people went in there and put down on 
the table their money, from $2 to $6,as I remember, return- 
ing it to the man who gave it to them, and voted the other 
way. Thatis a pretty high degree of morals. I have heard 

of cases of that sort, where such things have been done in this 
country. 

— SQUIRE. It shows the Indians had good sense and good 
morals, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It shows that these people are in- 
fluenced by considerations which ought not to influence them. 
It shows that they have no conception of the value of what they 

s8,and that they ought not to be trusted with the absolute 
control of it. 

The truth is that this reservation and the city of Tacoma lie 
side by side. A straight line divides the city of Tacoma from 
ime reservation. The Indians have the water front on that 
oot bay, which is invaluable, Nobody can estimate its true 
value. 

T am willing for all of that property to be disposed of and to 
have it go into the hands of citizens of the United States to be 
used for the purpose of building up cities andso on; but I think 
it ought to be done with care and circumspection. It ht to 
be kept under the control of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
and the Seeretary of the Interior and the Government of the 
United States until they know that justice has been done and 
that such nts have been made with regard to these 


Indians as will prevent them from becoming paupers; and money 
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enough should be kept in their hands to support the Indians )y, 
educate their children and their children’s children after they, 

I hope the Senate will not agree to the amendment. [ thin}; 
it is utterly wrong in every respect. 

Mr. COCKRELL.. Mr. President, I am very sorry that th 
necessity exists which compels me to talk on this case, and {) 
talk plainly and frankly. ‘The question before the Senate is no; 
whether a distinguished gentleman shall be renominated /, 
Congress. It is not a question whether Senators’ importuniiios 
shall prevent other Senators from speaking and voting tho; 
honest sentiments and convictions. It is a question as to {} 
present status of these Indian matters, and why shall th 
changed? : 

In the first place, the Puyallup Indians had their lands allotie 
to them in severalty, except a certian reservation, and the; 
was a clause in the deed prohibiting the alienation for twenty. 
five years. That was before the town of Tacoma was built 1), 
Then the city was located there. It has extended its bord 
right up against the reservation, against the part held joint 
and the allotments. Now, the people of Tacoma are , 
anxious to getit. They want the town to extend in that direc. 
tion, and for years efforts have been made to get the disposition 
of the lands into the handsof the individualIndians. The proyo- 
sition indifferent forms has been here before Congress for year: 
By the law of August 19, 1890, a commission was appointed. | 
will read from that law, as I wish Senators to understand ex. 
actly the situation. By the act of August 19, 1890, Presiden 
Harrison was authorized— 

To appoint a commission to consist of three persons, not. more tian ty 
of whom shall be of the same political party, and not more than 01.0 
whom shal) be a resident of any one State, whose duty it shall be to yis; 
the Puyallup Reservation, in the State of Washington, and to make fu! in 
quiry and investigation regarding such reservation; the nature of the ti 
to and value of the lands allotted in severalty; whether there are any 
mon lands w have not been allotted, and if so, the value of the same 
and of the interest of the Indians therein; whether such reservation e 
braces the landon Puget Sound, between high and low water mark; wheth 
any restrictions now existing upon the power of alienation by Indians 
their allotted lands should be wholly or in part removed; as to the manne 
in which lands shall be disposed of when the Indian allottees shall 
vested with power to dispose of their individual tracts; in what manner. | 
at all, individual Indians shal! be indemnified for damage to their in 
vidual holdings, if railroads shall be granted aright of way throush th 
reservation; in what manner the tribe shall be compensated forthe damag 
consequent upon the granting of such right of way through any tri! 
common lands belonging to said reservation; in what manner 1) 
whom the legitimate heirs of deceased allottees shall be determined 
what circumstances and upon what conditions contracts have been 
tained from Indians for the sale of their allotted lands; and regarding 
other questions and matters bearing upon the welfare of said Indians 
the wisdom or necessity of the disposal by the Indians of their interest 
whole or in part, in any individual or tribal lands belonging to said rx 
tion. 

There is the law. A commission was selected by Presiden: 
Harrison, composed of whom? [I will read the names of th 
members of the commission. The members were Charles )) 
Drake, once a Senator from the State of Missouri, and for man 
years chief justice of the Court of Claims; George B. Kincnid 
and B. F. Harness. They made a full and elaborate r 
What do they say as to the condition of these Indians, and so on’ 
I suggested the reading of their report on this point, but ' 
Senatorfrom Washington did not want to hear if at that time. 

With every kind feeling toward the Puyallups, we can not disrega: 
testimony of many who know them well, that they have no just a) 
tion of the value of money, are prone to squander it, and many of them 1 
easily duped, and many are prone to strong drink. 

Mr. SQUIRE. From what page does tho Senator read 

Mr. COCKRELL. From page 23. 

Such being the case our judgment is, that it would be promotive 
welfare if Congress would, as a condition of the removal of the restr 
in any case of asale, require that the purchase money payable to an 2 
should be deposited somewhere at interest, and be paid to him in ann 
stallments. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Is that notexactly what I ask the Senate to 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; but the Senator wants it left in the 
hands of the Indians, and notin the hands of the Governmcn' 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Miss 
allow me? Iam glad tho Senator read the extract from tho 
port, but I wish to ask the chairman of the committee wh: 
at any place in the report the commission report against rc: 
ing the restrictions? 

r. COCKRELL. They do not report against removing th 
restrictions, but they suggest a modification to ten years. [i ' 
Senator will wait I will cover the whole ground, so that ‘! 
will be no necessity for any questions to be asked. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. All right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the finding of the commiss 

The first question, and in our opinion the highest in immediate i™| 
tance, is connected wit~ ‘vir disposal of theirlands. We have show!) 


the total amount agreed to be them for the lands which they have co" 
tracted 000, all of which is to be paid them within nin”: 


to about 
days, or other short period, after the restriction is removed. 
For how much land? If the Senator from Connecticut is co’ 








—————— ss 
rect, and according to my recollection, itis estimated tobe worth 
about $4,000, . 


000 

Mr.PLATT. Four million seven hundred thousand dollars in 
all, and more than half of this land was contracted to be sold. 

Mr. COCKRELL. More than half of the land was contracted 
to be sold. I wish to read from pages 82, 83, and 84 of the report 
of the commission. Let us find what the commission recom- 
mend. They give a table showing the number of acres which 
each Indian ought to keep, the number of acres he ought to be 
allowed to sell, the value of the land, and the value of the land 
to be sold. ah ge at 

The aggregate number of acres which the commission recom- 
mend the Indians should keep is 4,684.27, and its value is $1,419,- 
994.70. Much of the land was appraised, some at $350, some at 
$425, some at $500, some at $200, and some at $250 per acre. 

Now, what did they say could be sold? They stated that the 
quantity is 12,778.45 acres. What did they appraise it at? 
They appraised it at $3,322,184.50. Some of that land was ap- 
praised at $500 per acre, some at $1,000 per acre, some at$700 per 
acre, some at $400. Scarcely any of it was appraised below 350 
an acre. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Will the Senator from Missouri kindly state 
how the appraised values were arrived at? vz 

Mr. COCKRELL. They were arrived at by the. three disin- 
terested commissioners selected by President Harrison, men of 
the highest character and standing. 

Mr. SQUIRE. How did they arrive at the values? 

Mr. COCKRELL. They arrived at them from information 
derived from the people there. wa 

Mr. SQUIRE. ‘They took thirty people in that vicinity, per- 
haps some of them land-owners or speculators, who valued land 
highly and took their estimates. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. As a matter of course the 
commissioners went to the honest, good citizens there and 
asked them to tell the commission how much the land was 
worth; and this is their report of the result. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Is it not true that at that time the prices of 
real estate were very high, abnormally so? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will they not be so again? 

Mr. SQUIRE. I hope so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the justice of compelling a sale 
now at depreciated prices? 

Mr. SQUIRE. There is no compulsion to sell. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the question. 

Mr. SQUIRE. The Indians have never had an opportunity to 
sell the land at that appraisement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Here is the list of the tracts contracted to 
be sold and the amount contracted to be paid foreach. Here is 
tract No.3. It contains 120 acres and was appraised at $60,- 
000. Eighty acres of it were contracted to be sold for$8,000. A 
tract of land appraised at $40,000 and under contract to be sold 
for $8,000! Senators may run through the list. Hero it is. 
Each tract is given and the price, and the difference between 
the appraised value and the price at which each tract was con- 
tracted to be sold corresponds in about the same proportion. 

This was the condition at that time. Here is a commission 
appointed by President Harrison, reporting back to Congress a 
fuil statement of their repert. Their report is given in full in 
Senate Executive Document No. 34, Fifty-second Congress, first 
session. All the facts are there set out. : 

Now, what did Congress do? An effort was made to permit 
the Indians to sell their lands. Whatwas the result? I will 
tell you. Ishall not take time to read the law, but in the act 
passed in the last Congress, when the Senator from Washington 
was @ member of this body with his colleague, provision was 
made for the appointment of a commission of three persons, al- 
most in the same language as the other act. 

_ That commission was to go there and to divide the lands ad- 
J0ining the city of Tacoma into town lots, to lay off streets and 
to sell the lots. Itwas to ascertain how much land each allottee 
could part with, to appraise it, and then tosellit. It was to put 
into the hands of the Indians such part of the money as would 
be necessary and to deposit the rest in the Treasury, so that in- 
terest upon it could be paid to the Indians. There was the con- 
dition; that was the result. 

_ We have been remarkably friendly to the good people Tacoma 
in these provisions, in granting extensions. In that law we 
limited the period in which the Indians should not alienate the 
land to ten years instead of twenty-five. We struck off fifteen 
years from the time specified in their patents during which the 
ands should not be sold and reduced it toten years. Nearlyeight 
years of that time has yet to run. 

The commission was authorized to investigate the whole ques- 
ne from beginning to end, to settle the inatter, and to lay this 
and off into town lots and sell them: that is, the land held incom- 
Mon. It was then to determine how much each allottee should 
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sell, th 


» price at which the land should be sold, and to sell it 
ibject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. So it 
us an open transaction, and everybody could know it and un- 
rstand it. There could be no very great delay, and no delay 
which would be deleterious to the Indians in the depressed con- 
dition of real estate there and elsewhere. 

Why was the commission appointed? It was in consequence 
of the recommendation of Secretary John W. Noble, a mancer- 
tainly not inimical to the people of Tacoma and cortainly dis- 
posed to do justice to the Indians. He saysin his lett trans- 
mittal of the report of the Drake Commission: 


In view ofall the facts set forth in the report of the Commission and the ot 
communications herewith transmitted, I have the honor to recommend 
Congress be advised to authorize the appointment by the President of 
commission of three, no more than two of Whom should bo of any one polit- 
ical party, to appraise, in appropriate parcels, the lands determined best to 
sell, and to superintend the sale, at not less than the appraisement, at pub 
lic auction, on due notice; the appraisement and sale to be subject to ap 
proval of the Secretary of the Interior: to attend to the matter of ascer 
taining, through the proper courts of Washington, who are the heirs of 
deceased allottees, and have guardians appointed for minors: to make 
deeds of the lands to the purchasers thereof, which, When approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior, shall operate as a full conveyance of the land 
subject tosuch terms of payment as may be authorized by Congress: to 
obtain the full value of this land the trustees should be authorized to sell 
either for cash, or, in case the purchaser desires it, for one-third cash and 
the balance in one and two years, with notes secured on the land sold, bear- 
ing interest at 5 per cent per annum: the whole amount, as collected, to b 
placed to the credit of the individual Indian entitled, and to be paid to him 
in such sums and at such times as the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, upo 
the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, may determine best. 

That is what that commission was appointed for. The com- 
mission was appointed by President Cleveland in Septem 
ber last and is now upon the ground discharging the duties im 
posed upon it. 

{ wish to read something about the commission. I hold in 
my hand a report from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to 
the Secretary of the Interior, dated May 5, 1894. The Commis- 
sioner says: 

On October 30, 1893, a commission consisting of three individuals was ap 
pee by the President to select and appraise certain portions of the lands 
n the Puyallup Indian Reservation, in said State, under the provisions o 
an act of Congress approved March 3, 1893 (27 Stats., 612). ; 
sioners were instructed on November 6, 1893, the instructions being approved 
by the Department, to select and appraisesuch portions of the allotted land 
as are not required for homes for the Indian allottees; and also that part of 
the agency tract, exclusive of the burying ground, not needed for schoo 
purposes in the Puyallup Indian Reservation, and when the agency tract 
shall have been selected to plat or cause the same to be platted under their 
direction and supervision into streets and lots as an addition to the city of 
Tacoma, and appraised at a certain value per lot, to obtain the written con 
sent of the Indians in a certain manner to the sale of the same at a sum not 
less than the appraised value thereof, which written consent should cons! i 

tute the said commission, or a majority ‘thereof, trustees to sell said lan 
and make deeds therefor. 

The commissioners were given full and explicit instructions in the pren 
ises and furnished with all the information in the possession of this offi 
pertaining tothe matter under consideration with a view to carrying out 
the provisions of the act last mentiond, to which I also specially invite 
your attention. The mission of those commissioners is one of great i 
portance, notonly to the Indians themselves, but to the city of Tacoma and 
State of Washington, and in fact to the whole Western country; and it i 
confidently believed that they will bring to the consideration and adju 
ment of the matter the most careful, intelligent, and conscientious jud 
ment and from recent reports as to their labors it is thought that they 
in all probability, meet with success in their mission. 

I read from another part of the same report: 

It appears frominformation in possession of this office that certain par 
ties at Tacoma, Wash., and in the vicinity thereof, are using their influence 
and putting forth certain efforts to prevent the Indians from giving 
consent to the sale of the allotted lands, and‘to retard, in various ways, the 
progress of the work of the Puyallup commissioners among the Indian a! 
lottees. 

Do the good people of Tacoma want this land sold at public 
auction to the highest bidder? Do they want these reserved 
lands laid out into town lots, with streets and alleys, and the 
lots sold to every man with a fairchance? If they do, then they 
want the commission to continue. If they want to get some ad- 
vantage of the Indians, the only way they can do it is to destroy 
the commission and place the matter in other hands. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I should like to ask the Senatorfrom Missouri 
a.question, if he will permit me. Does he think the best way 
would be toadvertise and have a publicsale of lots tothe highest 
bidder in the manner he hasdescribed, or would the more prudent 
and thrifty way be for individual owners of land to make sale- 
in the best way they can? Why make a difference in this re- 
spect between the white man and the Indian? Why sell the In- 
dian’s property for him when he does not want to sell it, and not 
let him sell that which he wants to sell? b 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no doubt but there are from fifiy to 
one hundred town sites in the State of Washington that have 
been sold at public auction after flaming advertisements all over 
the States, and asa rule they bring higher prices in that way 
than any other. sie 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wish to state most emphatically that the 
Senator is in great error. I have never heard of such a sale in 
the State of Washington, and I do not believe the Senator cver 
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did. He is certainly drawing on his imagination very largely 
for this class of facts. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then if Iam mistaken, that it is not best 
to sell it at public sale, the commissioners were right to sell it 
at private sale. How ¢an you get around that point? 

Mr. SQUIRE. I ask the Senator if he has heard of a single 
instance where they have perfected a sale? 

Mr. COCKRELL. They have not done it, because influences 
at work here and there have prevented them from agreeing to 
anything the commissioners might do. 

r. SQUIRE. That statement is not well founded. There 
are no influences here against it, and I have heard of none there, 
except what the Senator read from the record in his hand. I 
do not know the authority for that statement. I have no doubt 
that many citizens of Tacoma are of the opinion that there is 
not justice being done either to the Indians or to the people of 
their city in the manner the business is now being carried 


n. 

[ have no doubt the people feel uneasy. Of course they do, or 
they would not send their representatives to us to endeavor to 
geta modification of the plan of conducting the business for the 
Indians. The Indians are not satisfied under it. They are not 
acting under existing law. They will not have it. 

Thoresuit is that you are retarding the sale; you are retarding 
the development of the country, and you are keeping the city of 
Tacoma ‘‘cribbed, cabined, and confined ” there with this great 
Indian reservation occupying the most fertile land in its vicinity, 
and with no means of getting help, because they can not compel 
Indians. Yet Senators talk about trying to protect the In- 
dians! 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must ask the Senator not to repeat his 
speech, which he has already made three times. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I beg most respectfully to resent both the 
impatience and the dictatorial manner of the Senator from 
Missouri. I amin the pursuance of a duty to the people of my 
State. He has no right to press me unfairly. It is true I have 
repeated some things, because Senators have come in who had 
not been present to listen to points presented by me heretofore 
in this debate. I desire only a minute longer: I do not think 
that the disposition of the eae of Tacoma is at all as intimated 
by the Senator from Missouri. Ido not so understand it. I 
understand the people of Tacoma to be very glad to have the 
Indians accept terms and make sales of the land. 

Mr. COCKRELL. [ read ar-ain: 


It appears from information in possession of this office that certain parties 
at Tacoma, Wash., and in the vicinity thereof, are using their influence and 
putting forth certain efforts to prevent the Indians from giving their con- 
sent to the sale of the ailotted lands, and to retard in various ways the prog- 
ress of the work of the Puyallup commissioners among the Indian allottees. 

In view of this fact, and all other circumstances in the case, I think that 
the commissioners should be encouraged in every proper way sible in the 
prosecution of their work, and that further legislation embracing the recom- 
mendation of the commission and embodying the desires and wishes of the 
Indian allottees as to the poyenees of the purchase money ee from the 
sale of their allotted lands should be had to facilitate their work, lessen the 
difficulties which seem to surround them, and make their mission a success 
and satisfy the Indians. 


Mr. President, there is the whole case. The act was deliber- 
ately passed by the last Congress. A commission was consti- 
tuted, and it is the second commission which has been sent there. 
The plan was sanctioned by Secretary Noble, and the proposed 
innovation upon it is ccomes by the present Secretary of the 
Interior. e are simply carrying out the recommendations of 
Secretary Noble and the preceding Administration. These 
commissioners have been appointed. They are upon the ground. 
bly. & have authority to adjust every solitary question, to sell 
all the lands held jointly, and the allotted lands, and then pay 
the Indians whatever amount is necessary for them and keep 
the balance in the Treasury. Now, can anything more be done 
for the Indians? 

[admit that the good people of Tacoma want these lands. 
They look with longing eyes to them, and justly and properly 
so. Do they want this legislation to enhance the happiness and 
the wealth of these Indians? Certainly a white man will take 
care of himself. Is it anything more than their interest pecuni- 
arily that this shall be done? There itis in anutshell. It isto 
their pecuniary interest, and if it be to their pecuniary interest 
it is to the pecuniary loss of the Indiang. 

Why should we sell those lands now in this depressed market? 

Iam no sentimentalist about the Indian. If I had my way I 
would have the Indians agree to this matter, and agree to it 
promptly, and I would have the lands sold, as they should be 
sold, to the best advantage. 

But, Mr, President, this matter is here in a peculiar shape. 
It is first | gr gene to the Committee on Appropriations. Ithas 
never had the sanction of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
The distinguished chairman of that committee will tell you so. 
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The distinguished member of that committee from Connect} 
[Mr. PLATT], one of the oldest members, will tell you so. | 
comes to our Appropriation Committee without the recommen. 
dation of anyheadofaDepartment. It comes without the reco». 
mendation of any committee. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why does not the Senator from Miss: 
make a point of order against the amendment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I intend to do it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is all right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment comes to us in that way. 
It is not inorder. It is legislation, pure and simple. It is |, 
islation modifying and cutting in twain the work of an existin» 
commission before its labors are completed. It is putting a ga: 
upon the commission authorized by the law of 1893, signed } 
President Harrison. 

Now, Mr. President, why did not the Committee on A ppro. 
— reportthe amendment? Could we, withall these facts 

fore us, dare to he ong it as an amendment to the appropria. 
tion bili—pure, simple, and unadulterated legislation, opposed 
oe Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of In. 
dian Affairs; legislation not recommended by any standing com- 
mittee of the Senate, and legislation which we believe wil! be 
to the detriment of the Indians as it may be to the pecuniary 
advantage of the whites? 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and myself, he having 
been taken as a member of the subcommittee in the absence o/ 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], gave this matter the 
fullest consideration. We heard the Representative from Wash. 
ington longer than we heard all the Senators put together wpon 
the pending bill. We both wanted to do something to reliey, 
him and his nae. if it could be done decently, and honestly, 
and properly. fter we had gone into the matter with that 
disposition and had heard everything he had to say time and 
again, we told him frankly that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions could not report it as an amendment to this bill; that 1: 
was legislation; that it was legislation which had not received 
the consideration of the Committee on Indian Affairs; that 
could not sanction it in the form it was in. 

Now, notwithstanding all that, it is pressed here upon the Se: 
ate. We have had it discussed now for nearly a whole day. 
Mr. President, I make the point of order that the amendment 
proposes legislation pure and simple, and that it is not in ac- 
cordance with the rules of the Senate, not being recommended 
by any standing committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SQUIRE. I ask the Senator from Missouri to withhold 
the point of order for just one moment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If there is not to be an hour’s discussic1 
I have been very patient. 

Mr. HARRIS. I rose for the pepe of asking the Senat 
from Missouri to withdraw, for the present at least, his point o! 
order, and allow me to move to lay the amendment on the tab 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will do that. 

Mr. HARRIS. But I will yield for a moment to the Sensto 
from Washington. I shall seek the floor immediately upon ' 
conclusion of his remarks. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I thank the Senator for his courtesy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is wit 
drawn, and the Senator from Washington will proceed. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I feel it my duty to protest 
against the imputation expressed here against the citizens 
Tacoma. Itseemstomethatitis very unfounded and very unfair. 
The people of that city are as clean and loyal and honorable as 
citizens of any other cityin the United States. They are apro- 
gressive, active people. They find themselves ina condition now 
where their growth is interfered with. The Drake commission, 
of which much has been said by the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, has testified in its report, and has spoken 0: 
the disadvantages to the city of Tacoma. 

If the Senator thinks it will be proper I would like to read 4 
paragraph of that report. I shall not takeup much time. 1) 
report says: 

That it is a serious detriment to the city of Tacoma to have such a body 0! 


unoccupied land blocking its growth and hindering its commercial, man 
facturing, and social development seems to us incontrovertible. 


I read on page 16: 


Ought this state of thingsto be permanent? Our judgment is that it ough! 
not. We can not see ony gn reason why, for a community of only er 
Indians, there should be held a great body of land that stays the growth ‘ 
a city of 40,000 people, if a way can be devised, without injustice to tb 
Indians— 


If a way can be devised, without injustice to the Indians— 


to open it to the acquisition and occupancy of all who may be able and will- 
ing - pay a fair price for it, particularly when the Indians are very desirous 
to sell. 


cut 
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[ omit one passage and come to another, which isas follows: 


And now the grave question is presented, whether the state of things we 
nave described ought, for the sake of either the Indians or the surrounding 
white population, to be allowed to continue. That it is injurious to the In- 
dians seems tous clear, for they have on their hands agreat quantity of wild 
jand which they can neither make available for cultivation norconvert into 
money. If they could by the sale or mortgage of the wild land obtain 
money to apply to the improvement of their homesteads and the purchase 
of personal comforts and conveniences, they would have the means of bet- 
tering their condition, and the sale and improvement of that land would 

eatly enhance the value of the rest; but the terms of their patents bar 
sale or mortgage. They are therefore owners of a large territory which in 
the hands of white men could and would be made productive and valuable, 
put which in the ownership of the Indians, under the terms of their hold- 

may be said to be practically almost worthless, and which they are 


resdy and desirous but unable to sell. 


I ask the Senate if there is not enough reason for the people 
of the city of Tacoma to desire through the representatives of 


their State that additional legislation shall be enacted to relieve | 


them from this condition of things without imputing motives 
which are discreditable to that people? 

Is itright to impute motives thatare unworthy of them when 
such great motives as these are apparent in the report of the 
commission, the great commission headed by Judge Drake that 
made such a painstaking and thorough examination? Itseems 
to me thatis reason enough. That is the reason why I have 
put forth my voice here inadvocacy of this amendment. Ihave 
endeavored to find out what that people want. I have done my 
best. I have no motive in the world except to serve the people 
of my State and every part of it. 
who make these reports to me are actuated by selfish motives. 
I believe they are actuated by motives that should actuate 
American citizens in promoting the interests of their State, of 
their county, of their city, in every honorable and proper way. 

The state of things is admitted to be bad. The commission 
say sO. Weall understand it. There is no need of multiplying 
illustrations in regard to it. 
to get out of it, the difficulty? As the Senator from Missouri 
has stated, there is a commission there which has been engaged 
in its function only abouta year, and during that time it has 
been ascertained that itis a failure. It is a failure so far as re- 
lates to the land that has been allotted. 

It has not been a failure inregard to the immensely valuable 
agency tract of 585 acres worth about $600,000. 


The question is how are you going | 
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Nobody objects | 


to anything it has done about that; but so far as relates to in- | 


ducing the Indians to part with their allotted lands upon terms 


that are mutually satisfactory and agreeable to the commission- | 


ers and Indians the commission has not succeeded. 

Now, it having been shown that it is a failure, why continue 
this state of things? That is the position we have to confront. 
The question simply is, what are we going to do about it? 
you going to leave a useless appendage of the Government there, 
an agency that is not working out successfully the plan which 
was conceived by Congress? Are you going to leave the com- 
mission there doing nothing, comparatively idle? The Indians 
dissatisfied. That is all there is of it. 

If the Indians are willing to sell their lands upon such terms 
as are provided in this amendment, taking eight years for the 


payment, one-eighth each year (and at the end of the eight | 


years they would have the land without any kind of restriction 
under the present law), they would simply have one-eighth 
from year to year until the expiration of the eight years. 

If they are satisfied with such a provision as that,and then 
with the supervision of an eminent jurist, a man who has juris- 
diction over the most important interests of that State, a man 
high in the esteem of everyone, whose decisions are notable for 
their power and accepted value among great lawyers—if such a 
man as this, a man raised there from a boy, who has known these 
Indians and who has been known by them, is the man accepta- 
ble tc them to supervise their interests—what is the reason why 
we can not accept their wish and carry it out? 

That is all there is of it. If we were trying to do it against 
the wishes of the Indians it would be a different thing. 


solution of the question. That is the main point. The present 
commission is not a success in its work. The Indians are not 


Are | 


It is | 


what the Indian wants, and it seems to be the only practicable | : 
| hold my vote. 





working in harmony with it. They are not selling their lands | 


under the scheme now inaugurated and existing, but they would 
be willing to work in harmony under such an arrangement as 
is proposed in the amendment. 


Now, for the sake of the people of Tacoma, for the sake of the | 


people of the county and State who want this land improved, 
who want the opportunity that the city may expand, who want 


the land to be improved and to pay its fair share of taxes, and | 


for the sake of 


land, so that with the’ means thereby derived they may improve 
the rest of their property that is now lying idle and unproduc- 
tive—I say, a 


the Indians who want to dispose of a part of their | 


ll these things considered, it seems to me these | 


| donot blame them for it. 
I do not believe the people | 


merely technical objections are of small account, and I hope the 
Senators will not press them. 

[t is no matter if they have not had the opportunity to try our 
case fully in committee. There were reasons for that. We al] 
know that the committees of the Senate have not been doing 
their customary work owing to the time which has been occu- 
pied in considering the tariff and other proposed legislation. 
With the Senate sitting for eight or nine hours a day commit- 
tees did not convene in the morning; there was not the time to 
bring these matters up and have them properly discussed in 
committee; but the Senate of the United States is considering 
this question in committee. 

It is considering the bill as in Committee of the Whole, and 
Senators have had information enough on the subject, just as 
much as would be needful to impress any committee with the 
value and importance of this proposed legislation. I submit 
from the facts here presented and the arguments and appeals 


| made by distinguished Senators, there has been enough said to 
| satisfy reasonable men that this legislation ought to be enacted. 


Mr. HARRIS. I yield fora moment to the Senator from Mis- 


| souri. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Noone has casta particle of reflection upon 
the people of Tacoma. They are just like any other good white 
people anywhere. They want to develop and expand their town, 
and they want to get this land. That is ail there is about it. | 
I am not censuring them forit. The 
best way for them to get the lands is through the commission 
which is upon the ground with authority to lay the lands out 
this day; and whenever the people of Tacoma ascertain that 
they can not get the provisions proposed here, then the Indians 
will very quickly consent to the other plan. I move to lay the 
amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
moves to lay the amendment of the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. SQUIRE] on the table. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont |Mr. PRocTror]. I donot know how 
he would vote if he were present, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr.CAMERON (whenhis name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Iagreed with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] that I would pair 
with him upon this question. I should vote ‘yea’ if the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island were present. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Has the junior Senator from New Jersey 
SMITH] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I withhold my vote, being paired with that 
Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the negative). | 
inquire if the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Je has not yoted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
Texas, and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask whether the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am paired with that Senator, and with- 


[Mr. 


Mr. HARRIS. In order to make a quorum, notwithstanding 
my pair with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpDRicH], | 
will record my vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. With a view to make a quorum I shall 
vote. I vote nay.” 

Mr. McLAURIN. Linquire if a quorum has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi. 


Mr. McLAURIN. [Iwill vote in order to make aquorum. I 
vote “yea.” 
Mr. DUBOIS. I have the privilege of voting in order to make 


aquorum. I vote “nay.” 
Mr. MANDERSON. I feel privileged to vote to make a quo- 
rum, notwithstanding my pair. I vote ‘nay. 
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Mr. MCPHERSON. Lam paired with the senior Senator from The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reauest of the So, 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. from Indiana is that the matter lie on the table until to-m,), 
The result was announced—yeas 26, nays ‘19; as follows: morning, when the message from the House of Represeni,;), 
YEAS—26. is to be taken up. That will be the order of the Senate. 
Allison, George, Kyle, Turpie, Mr. VOORHEES. I give notice, it being a privileged 
Bate, Gibson, McLaurin, st, tion, that immediately after the reading of the Journal to. 


Blanchard, Gorman, Martin, as, —— vw ; oti 
Cockrell, oemin Mills. row I shall call up the matter for consideration. 


Coke, f Pasco, White. INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
eaten. ' ai a Now, let the appropriation bill 
2 ceeded with. 
NAYS—19. : a ‘oi i 
Allen. Gallinger, Manderson, Power, . The Senate, a“ a Committee of the Whole, resum« ai 
Caffery, Gray, Mitchell, Oregon Pugh. re ae oy (H.R. ep er appr opriation 
vis, ’ atton, Squire, rent and contingrent expenses of the indian Department 
Boiph, Hanten, aes Sra RER. filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 
amie. at serncs a fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purp 
rOT "A. P J oU, 1590, r P poses 
Alaric Daniel, aan ag ty uay Mr. KYLE. I wish to offer a few minor amendmen 
eee ooo som, page 35, line 1, after the word ‘‘ exceed,” I move to st 
McPherson, ’ ** $5,000” and insert ‘‘ $12,000, or so much thereof as 
— Wis. ’ necessary.” 
Morell, Stewart, The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will host 
Hawley, Murphy, The SECRETARY. On page 35, line 1, after the wor 
Cameron, Hoar, Palmer, als ceed,” it is proposed to strike out ‘'$5,000” and insert ‘'s) 


I. Jones, ° Pettigrew, 9 
a Sonam. ag Prostar, Wolcott. or so much thereof as may be necessary;” so as to read: 


_ 7 ‘ “ For subsistence of the Sioux and for purposes of their civilizat 
So the amendment was laid on the table. agreement ratified by act of Congress approved February 28, 1877, ? 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. Provided, That a —- to a $12,000, or ee ree sn 
. necessary, may be used in completing three artesian wells at Pine | 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. | Rosebud, and Standing Rock Fosatien: this amount in addition t 


Towns, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House insisted | appropriated for that purpose by act of March 3, 1895. 
upon its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate to the Mr. KYLE. The reason for this amendment is very pla 
bill (H. R. 4864), to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the | have been out through that region recently, and found that: 
Government, and for other purposes; asked a further conference | appropriation which was made for digging artesian wells is; 
with the Senate on the ae votes of the two Houses sufticient for ‘the purpose. A year ago an appropriat 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, Mr. | $15,000 was made for the purpose of putting down three artes 
McMILuIN, Mr. TURNER of Georgia, Mr. MONTGOMERY, Mr. | wells. I believe the lowest bid which was received for this) 
Resp, Mr. BuRROwsS, and Mr. PAYNE managers at the further | pose was $5 per foot. It was given out bythe Geological Sur 
conference on tha part of the House. that in thatregion it would be necessary to go down 1,80 
MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. aud therefore $9,000 will be required for each well, and the thr 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate theamend- | ¥°!l8, one at Pino Ridge, one at Rosebud, and one at Sta 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1930) to au- — ne wat — of ae. tn in 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River | 4, we ‘her : ut ae - th 95.000 a adit: c aes) he 
at or near the city of Laxington, Mo. ouse 0 presentatives that $5, additional would b 


The « : cient, but on further consideration it is found that it wil 
ane Amendment of tho House of Hepresentatives was, in sec- | auire $7,000-more. Therefore I take it there will be no | 
’ > ° 
ThePRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is a mere ver- tion ‘to the amendment. 


: = , The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestion is on the am 
tie eit as concurred in if there be no ment submitted by the Senator from South Dakota. 


Theamendment was agreed to. 
THE REVENUE BILL. Mr. KYLE. On page 36, at’the end of line 6, after the \ 
Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I rise to a privileged ques- | ‘‘ buildings,” I move the amendment which I send to tho 
tion. Iask that the communication received from the House The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will bes 
of Representatives a few minutes ago in regard to a further con- The SECRETARY. On page 36, at the end of line 6, aft 
ference on House bill 4864be laid before the Senate. word “ buildings,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ at such points a: ! 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairlays before the Sen- | may think best for the Indians interested.” 
ate the action.of the House of Representatives, which will be Mr. KYLE. This amendment refers to the location of 
read: riary schools around the reservation, and allows the Secretar 
The Secretary read as follows: of tho Interior to proceed to erect such school buildings os 


In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 19, 1994. | May think best'for the Indians. oes 
Resolved, That the House insists upon its disagreement to the amendment The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the : 
of the Senate to H.R. 4864, entitled “Anact to reduce taxation, to provide | ment submitted by the Senator from South Dakota. 


revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,’’ and asks a further ° 

conterenes with the Senate on ‘the disagreeing votes of the two Houses a RYLE On peed line 20 after the word ‘* m: 
1ereon, . ue v; 20, arke 
nae. mt ee nee oh eee Seine. eee TURNER | move to strike out ‘‘may” and insert ‘shall, as far as pract 

of Georgia, Mr. MontGo , Mr. r. OWS, and Mr. PAYNE be ” : 

managers of the conferenee on the part of the House. ble;” so that the sentence will read: 


Mr. VOORHDES. Iam instructed by the committee of con- | cable be mate trom Indias under the direction of tine Secretary 0! 
ference between the two Eouses to sixtethatee have had House — a ss ee 
bill 4864 under consideration in full, free conference; that we I offer this amendment because I think it is right that ' 
have not agreed ‘in regard tothe amendments adopted in the | Government should purchase the stock which is raised by ‘ 
Senate; and that the Senate conferees insist upon the amend- | [ndians in preference to letting contracts to white peop 
ments of the Senate. Having made this announcement, and | other words, to encourage stock-raising and the raising 0! 
after consulting somewhat with Senators who expect to take nary agricultural products by the Indians. 
part in this matter in the way of discussion, I ask that the com- Mr. CAREY. Let the amendment be stated from the des 
munication from the House of Representatives lie on the table, The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendmentwill be sta! 
in morning immediately after the read- | The SECRETARY. On page 69, line 20, after the word ‘mar 
neo 1e. pe 9-4 ‘e ” ; ’ - 6 ahall, 3 
Mr. HILL. Idesire to give notice that at that time I-shall Eucscumamlie? ee ee — = 
move to instruct the conferees on the part of the Senate to place The amendment was agreed to. 
coal and iron en the free list, and that I shall submit some re-| Mr. KYLE. On page 70, at the end of line 5,1 offer the 
marks upon the question. ; | amendment which I send to the desk. 
een a connection with = oe re- | The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be statec 
ort, let me inquire if there is any message from the President , 70. ¢ ine}. it is proposed t 
of the United States which should be published in connection eo ee 
with it? ; + e ange for th 
Mr. VOORHEES. None .that I have. Mennamey a badlonn upenthe ricerrutenorenpes, clothing YeatbeT 
Mr. MANDERSON. Perhaps the Senator from New York | harness, and wagons. ' 
can answer. Mr. KYLE. The manufacture of shoes, wagons, harness, 80° 
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1894. 





such things, is already carried on on the reservation to some 


xtent. : 
*"The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 


ment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. KYLE. I offer another amendment, which I send to the 


sk. 
eeThe PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will bestated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 50, at the end of line 13, itis pro- 
posed to insert: 

Provided, That Indians to whom lands have been allotted in severalty 
shall be permitted to lease their lands for a period of five years when thought 
pest by the Secretary of the Interior, and under such regulations as he may 
prescribe. 

Mr. KYLE. [think thatisa proper safeguard to throw around 
such a lease. There are lands which are not specially fit for 
cultivation, which are taken up in severalty by the Indians, and 
which might be leased for stock purposes and some of them 
might be leased, pereen: for agricultural purposes. 

Mr. PLATT. I believe that amendment is liable to a point 
of order, and I make the point of order that itis general legis- 
lation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
raises the point of order against the amendment. The Chair 
will submit the point of order to the Senate. The question is: 
Is the amendment submitted by the Senator from South Dakota 
in order? 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the practice and custom is, I 
believe, to allow the point of order to be stated by the Senator 
who makes it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
is recognized for that purpose. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that is done, if the Senator will allow 
me, I should be glad to hear the amendment read in connection 
with the text so that we may understand what it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so 


The Senator from Connecticut 


read. 
The SECRETARY. The clause beginning at line 5, on page 50, 
reads: 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to employ practical farmers and 
practical stockmen in addition to the agency farmers now employed, at 
wages not exceeding #75 each per month, to superintend and direct farming 
and stock-raising among such Indians as are making effort for self-support, 
$70,000; and no person shall be, employed as such farmer or stockman who 
has not been at least five years immediately previous to such employment 
practically engaged in the occupation of farming. 

To which the following is proposed as an amendment. 


Provided, That In@ians to whom lands have been allotted in severalty shall 
be permitted to lease their lands for a perion of five years when thought best 
by the Secretary of the Interior, and under such regulations as he may pre- 
scribe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
makes the point of order that the amendment is not in order. 
That question th- Chair submits to the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, this is a proposition to put on 
an indian appropriation bill legislation which entirely changes 
the allotment law as it stands upon the statute book, known as 
the Dawes allotment act. That law provided that Indian lands 
should be inalienable for twenty-five years. This amendment 
provides that any Indian to whom land has been allotted—— 

Mr. KYLE. If the Senator will allow me,I do not wish to 
violate the rule of the Senate, and I will withdraw the amend- 
ment. I thought it had passsed as part of the Yuma bill 

Mr. PLATT. It did. 

Mr. KYLE. And on the strength of that 1 supposed it might 
be admitted in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment to be withdrawn. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish simply to say another word about it. 

_ This is a matter which, if it could receive the full considera- 
tion of the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate and have 
proper restrictions put around it, might possibly be not so 
very objectionable; but we have a law now which allows the lands 
of minor Indian allottees and of female Indian allottees to be 
leased, and this amendment proposes to provide that all lands 
allotted to Indians may be leased under regulations prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Interior. It is, therefore, clearly gen- 
eral legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment to be withdrawn. 

Mr. KYLE. I withdraw it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I send to the desk an amendment to 
the pending bill to come in after the words “ per capita,” in line 
13, on ge 55. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

— SECRETARY. After line 13, on page 55, it is proposed to 


For payment in full to the treasurer of the Chapter of Calvary Cathedral, 


The Chair understands the 


The Chair understands the 
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I think there will be no objection to the amendment. 
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Sioux Falls, S. Dak., for amount due for two quarters ending, respectiv: 
December 30, 1891, and March 30, 1892, for board and tuition for Indian pupils 
at the Hope Indian boarding school at Springfield. S. Dak., as per contra 
ay © xecuted by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs dated July | 891 
R243 


Mr. CALL. 


We make no objection to that amendment. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The question would be necessarily as to 
whether this is a private claim or not. The rule of the Senate 
reads: 

No amendment, the object of which is to provide for a priva vil 
be received to any general appropriation bill, unless it be t 
provisions of an existing law or a treaty stipulation, which sha ‘ } 
the face of the amendment 


hoo! at that 


As I understand this case, there was an Indian sc] 
place, and the agent of the Indian school appointed by 1 


claimant was guilty of misconduct and was removed. He 
the agent, but made the contract in his own name, and 
trustee. The bishop claims that he notified the Departm 


that this man had been removed and that another man had 
been appointed as trustee, and that the Department after tha 

sent this $2,430. The Treasury Department deny that they had 
anything to do with any other person, and in the committe i 

port, which was submitted here, there is nothing to show that 
any notice was ever received by the Treasury Department. 
There are letters there addressed by the bishop to the Com 
missioner of Indian Affairs. 

I do not wish to be captiousabout these matters. This amend 
ment has been reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs. | 
do not hold, however, that that makes it inorder. it may no! 
be in the nature of a private claim in the full sense of the word 
but if it is, as my colleague on the committee in charge of the 
bill has accepted it, I shall not make the point of order. I do 
not, however, want it understood that I waive any point of order 


about private claims going on appropriation bills,for they have 
no place there. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I understand the Senator from Florid: 
[Mr. CALL], in charge of the pending bill, accepts the amend- 
ment, and lunderstand that my friend from Missouri| Mr. Cock 
RELL| makes no objection to the amendment other than he has 
stated. In-view of that Ishall notdetain the Senate by respond- 
ing to the argument submitted by tie Senator from Missou 
further than to say that he is mistaken as to the facts in thi 
case. 


Mr. COCKRELL. 


I drew my facts from the report which 
ve 


made and which is on file here, and I believe it was made by th 
Senator himself. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I hold the report in my hand, an 
state that my friend from Missouri is mistaken as to his state 


ment of the case. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLEN. I offer the amendment which | 
desk, tocome inas aseparate paragraph after line 13, on pag 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be st 


send to tt 


The SECRETARY. After line 13, on page 22, it is proposed to 

insert: 
OMAHAS 

That so much of an act entitled “An act making apppropriations for cu 
rent and contingent expenses and fulfilling treaty stipulations with Indian 
tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894," approved March 2, 1894, as 
amends an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the sale of a part of the res 
ervation of the Omaha tribe of Indians in the State of Nebra nd f 





other purposes,” approved August 7, 1882, authorizing the Secretary oi tne 
Interior. with the consent of the Indians of that tribe. tc aliot nm severalty 
through an allotting agent of the Interior Department, to each Indian 
woman and child of said tribe born since allotment of the lanfis were ma 
in severalty to the members thereof under the provisions of said Ll 
now living, one-eighth of a section of the residue lands held by said tribe ij 
common, instead of one-sixteenth of a section, and to allot in severalty to 
each allottee under said act now living who received one-sixteenth of a se 
tion thereunder, an additional one-sixteenth of a section of s i id 
lands, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire briefly to call the a 
tention of the Senate to the necessity for the adoption of this 
amendment. On the 7th of August, 1882, Congress passed an act 


authorizing the allotment of the land belonging to the On 
Indians in the State of Nebraska. The fifth section of that act 
is to be found on page 342 of volume 22 of the Statutesat Large. 


It provides that: 


To each head of a family, one-quarter of a section; to each single person 
over 18 years of age, one-eighth of a section; to each orphan child under 14 
years of age, one-eighth of a section; andto each other person under 14 
years of age, one-sixteenth of a section; which allotments shall be deemed 
and held to be in lieu of the allotments or assignments provided for in t 
fourth article of the treaty with the Omahas, concluded March 6, 1965, and 
for which, for the most part, certificates in the names of individua! Indian 
to whom tracts have been assigned have been issued by the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, as in said article provided 


The sixth section pertains to the issuance of patent 
lottees. The eighth section, which is important, ! 
read. It is as follows: 

That the residue of lands lying east of the 


s to the al- 
desire to 


said right of way of the Sioux 
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fifth section of this act provided, shall be 
of Indians, which patent shall be of the legal effect and declare that the 
United States does and will hold the land ths patented for the period of 
twenty-five years in trust for the sole use ard benefit of the said Omaha 
tribe of Indians, and that at the expiration of said period the United States 
will convey the same by patent to said Omaha tribe of Indians, in fee dis- 
charged of said trust and free of all charge or incumbrance whatsoever: 
Provided, That from the residue of lands thus patented to the tribe in com- 
mon, allotments shall be made and patented to each Omaha child who may 
be born prior to the expiration of the time during which it is provided that 
said lands shail be held in trust by the United States, in quantity and upon 
the same conditions, restrictions, and limitations as are provided in section 
6 of this act, touching patents to allottees therein mentioned. 

That is perhaps all that is necessary to be read to show the 
condition of the law in 1882. 

In 1893, on March 3, the following law was enacted and made 
a part of the Indian appropriation bill: 

That the act of Congress approved August 7, 1882— 

The act from which I have just read— 


entitied ‘An act to poe for the sale of a part of the reservation of the 
Omaha tribe of Indians in the State of Nebraska, and for other purposes,”’ 
be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior, with the consent of the Indians of that tribe, to allot in severalty, 
through an allotting agentof the Interior Department, to each Indian woman 
and child of said tribe born since allotments of land were made in severalty 
to the members thereof under the provisions of said act, and now living, 
one-eighth of a section of the residue lands held by that tribe in common, in- 
stead of one-sixteenth of a section, as therein provided, and to allotin sever- 
alty to each allottee under said act, now living, who received only one-six- 
teenth of a section thereunder, an additional one-sixteenth of a section of 
such residue lands: Provided, That the allotments so made shall be subject 
to the same conditions, restrictions, and limitations provided for in sections 
6, 7,and 8 of said act, touching allotments and patents to allottees therein 
mentioned: And provided, That the expenses incurred in making the allot- 
ments hereby authorized shall be defrayed out of the funds appropriated for 
surveying and allotting Indian reservations. 

The necessity for this law is made apparent when it isremem- 
bered that by the act of 1882, 25,000 acres of these lands were set 
apart in a body and were to be held as sacred property for Indian 
children who were born after the year 1882. They were to be 
held in trust by the Government. The titie to such land was 
to pass immediately to the Indian tripes. By the actof 1893 an 
attempt is made todivest the Omaha Indiins of their land by an 
act of Congress, and to grant to each previous allottee one-six- 
teenth of a section more than he took under the act of 1882. 

It will be observed that this is an attempt by legislation to 
take the title out of the tribe of Omaha Indians as placed there 
by the act of 1882, and give to certain individuals of that tribe 
additional property. In addition to that, it creates the office of 
an allotting agent, and authorizes that allotting agent to take 
of the residue land 25,000 acres, I think, lying in a body there, 
some of the finest land in the State, and allot it to these little 
children and the widows of annuitants of certain Indians, and 
by that means, under the act of 1882, passing the title of these 
lands outof the tribe of Indians and out of the Government into 
the names of the allottees, thereby placing these lands entirely 
beyond the control of the National Government. Under the act 
of 1882 these lands were allotted and set apart for the allottees, 
and from that moment they become the private property of the 
Indians. 

It is for the purpose of preserving the interest of the minor 
Indians who have been born since 1882, or may be born before the 
period of twenty-five years from that time, that the provision 
in section 8 of the act of 1882 was adopted. The act of 1893, 
which I seek to repeal by my amendment, destroys the safe- 
guard that those Indian children had under the previous law. 

I have on more than one occasion talked to the officers of the 
Indian Bureau as to the propriety of repealing that act, and no 
later than last night I addressed the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs a letter, to which he responded this morning in a memo- 
randum as follows: 


Memorandum by Indian Ofice in reply to letter from Senator Allen, dated July 
894, 


and Nebraska Railroad, after all allotments have been made, as in the 
atented to the said Omaha tribe 


Senator ALLEN’S communication is as follows: 

“Calling your attention to the Omaha Reservation in Nebraska, I desire 
to state that in 1893 an amendment was attached to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill by which the law of 1882 was amended to the extent of authorizing 
areallotment of the Indian lands among the Omaha Indians, and provide 
for an ae agent. [understand that such an aaeee has not yet been 
appointed, and hope that no supeiatnens will be made. 

‘Much compliant has reached me from the Indians that this amendatory 
act is entirely unsatisfactory, and if executed will work practical injustice 
to the Indians, I wish you would furnish me, by bearer, your opinion as to 
the propriety of repealing this amended act."’ 

The law to which Senator ALLEN’s inquiries relate may be found in the 
27th Statutes at Large, at the bottom of page 630 and the top of e 631. 

This item of legislation, excepting the words “‘ Indian women and,” in the 
seventh line of the paragraph, was prepared in this office at the earnest so- 
leitation of asmall delegation of Omaha Indians then in this city, having 
one Mr. Peebles as spokesman. This was during the last Administration. 
The delegation, as I understand, represented that it was the earnest desire 
of the Omahas that such legislation should be enacted. This Office did not 
heartily indorse the measure, but in view of the fact that the consent of the 
Indians was eeres., it did not believe that any harm could come by the 
enactment of the law. Moreover, it was looked upon with favor by some 
members of Congress with whom the delegation had conferred. 

No steps have been taken to make thé allotments and readjustment of al- 
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lotments as provided in this law, although a year and four months jh», 
elapsed since its passage. aa 
Statements have repeatedly been made to this Office to the effect— 
Icall the attention of the Senate more particularly to this 
language— 
that there are big schemes underlying this whole plan, one of which js ; 
have allotments made to minor children and married women, when the 
would be subject to lease under existing law for agricultural purposes: ty; 
main object being to secure voters in the interest of county improvemen; 
plans. Senator ALLEN himself will perhaps be better able than I to exp|ajy 
these things. ee 
My own idea is that the law referred to (relating to additional allotmey;. 
to the Omahas) might be repealed without damage to the interests t) 
Indians. 
Under the act of August 7, 1882 (22 Stats., 341), the Omahas hold their 
lus lands in common, and there is a provision authorizing allotmen: 
ands (40 acres each) to children born during the trust period, Which runs 
twenty-five years after the date of said act. No allotments have as yet 
made tochildren born since the original allotments were made, but this 
done atanytime. If theclause inthe last Indian appropriation act t 
Senator ALLEN refersshould be repealed, the whole subject could rece he 
most thorough and painstaking investigation and consideration and new 
legislation devised to carry out any further beneficent plans that may 
proper in regard to the Omaha allotments, Therefore, I say that I 
think that any harm could come from the repeal of the existing pr 
and it might be altogether desirable that it should be repealed in view 
confusion and complications growing out of the illegal leasing both of 


lotted and unallotted lands. 
D. M. BROWNING, Commissi 
The Commissioner says here that statements have repeated|; 
been made to his office to the effect that there are big schemes 
underlying this whole = That statement is not entirely 
without foundation. There is organized in Thurston Count 


in the State of Nebraska, a company composed of two or three 


persons who are financially irresponsible, backed, perhaps, b 
some who are financially responsible, but who are not in sight 
which has leases of thousands of acres of these allotted 
and which has leases as well of the unallotted lands. But it re 
quires the approval of the Interior Department to make th 
leases of any validity as to the unallotted lands. 

I am safe in saying that there is an organized attempt u; 
the part of some persons, whom I shall not undertake to nam 
to have all of these unallotted lands of the Indian children 
women allotted under the act of 1893, and after that is don 
enforce their leases against them and turn over the lands t 
white settlers at $1.50, or possibly $2.00, per acre, because the) 
are very valuable lands. They will then seek to settle upon tl 
county of Thurston a greatindebtedness. The Indian vote si: 
the organization of that county has prevented certain persons 
from settling upon the people of that county immense deb‘ 
Repeatedly there has been an attempt to vote bonds to the am 
of hundreds or thousands of dollars upon the settlers in and th 
property of Thurston County, where this reservation is, and in 
each instance it has been the vote of the voting Indians whi 
has saved the settlers from that great debt. 

Now, if these men who scheme to put the county in debt! 
the purpose of themselves making money out of it can have th 
great body of 25,000 acres of land allotted under the act of |> 
they having leased it of the Indians for 10 cents an acre, and if 
they can enforce their leases against the lands, as they are t 
ing to do in the courts to-day, they can people this great body 
of land with irresponsible white settlers. Then, through th 
votes they can put upon the people of the county and the [ndian: 
of the county a debt which it will take them years to pay. Not 
only that, but if under the act of 1893 the 25,000 acres which a 
held under the act of 1882 for twenty-five years as a sacred trust 
fund, can be cut up and partitioned out to the children born si: 
1882 and the widows of the tribe, and that is all the act covers, 
any One can readily see that it will require guardians to hand): 
the estates of these children and the women. 

There is an opportunity for the guardian, to use the pat !an- 
guage of the day, to stand in with the man who wants to lease 
the land and approve the Jeases which have been made at |! 
cents anacre. There is no more valuable land in the State of 
Nebraska than the Omaha reserved lands, and yet thousands 
and thousands of acres of that land are held under leases 
these persons professing to be a corporation, on a rental of | 
cents an acre. The moment the lands are allotted and pass 01! 
of the hands of the General Government to the allottees 
come under the law of the State, these persons expect to enforce 
their leases. 

I might at this point, without consuming much time, ca!l at 
tention to another fact. 

There is now pending in the circuit court for the district o! 
Nebraska an action against this company or these irresponsi):e 
»ersons who hold the leases to the Indian lands. The Interior 

partment having repudiated the leases and having refused 
to ratify them, these men have gone into court and have en- 
joined Capt. Beck, the agent, who has undertaken to enforce 
the regulations of the Interior Department, from exercising b's 
authority in keeping off the lands white settlers who were put 
there as sublessees. 
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Notwithstanding that the Interior Department refused to ap- 
prove the leases, notwithstanding the fact that they are void 
upon their face, yet the people holding the leases have taken 
into that county and put on the land irresponsible white settlers, 
exacting from them a large rental. When Capt. Beck under- 
took to eject them from the land, in accordance with the in- 
structions of the Interior Department, the lessees went into the 
Federal court and enjoined him from executing that authority, 
and the injunction is pendente lite to-day. Something must be 
done in reference to these lands. Something should be done to 
save the interest of the little children born since 1882. The act 
of 1882, I understand from the substantial men of the Omaha 
tribe, is entirely satisfactory. | 

I might refer in this connection to another matter which has 
been stated. I can not vouch for it, but I think there are wit- 
nesses in this city who know that one of the persons who was 
interested in having these leases ratified or in getting the land 
out of the control of the Government, so that the Government 
could no longer exercise its control and wardship over these lit- 
tle children, was instrumental in bringing a few of the younger 
and wilder spirits of the Omahas to the city athis own expense. 
He took them before the Indian Department with representa- 
tions that they were desirous of having the act of 1893 passed. 
He brought them from the State of Nebraska; paid their rail- 
road fare and their hotel bills here, and took them home. 

If Iam informed correctly he paid them for coming here. It 
is perhaps that to which the Commissioner refers when he says 
a delegation came here and it seemed to be their desire to have 
the act of 1893 passed. But the old men, the substantial men of 
the tribe, and the women are protesting and protesting daily in 
the interest of the little children who are involved under the 
act of 1%82 against the enforcement of the act of 1893; and it is 
the provision in that act which my amendment seeks to repeal. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I might upon full in- 
quiry into the question find myself in entire accord with my col- 
league in his desire to repeal the section of the act of 1893. It 
isa matter, however, with which I have very little acquaint- 
ance, and 1 am lacking in that knowledge which would teach 
me to vote intelligently upon his proposition. It is an effort to 
repeal a piece of legislation which had its origin outside of an 
appropriation act, but finally had its duecourse in the appropri- 
ation law of last year. I wish I had that complete knowledge 
of the matter which my colleague seems to have; but unfortu- 
nately Ihave not. It isamatter which concernsa very large num- 
ber of the constituents represented by my colleague and myself. 

It is certainly, however, an unusual course of procedure that 
on an appropriation bill there should be an attempt to repeal 
such an enactment. The matter of the proposed repeal should 
go to the Committee on Indian Affairs, of which committee my 
colleague and I are both members, and there should be that full, 
calm deliberation and consideration which is given to matters 
of proposed legislation in that committee. 

I always hesitate, unless I have exceptional knowledge in re- 
gard to a subject, to vote for that which is in the nature of gen- 
eral legislation upon appropriation bills. This is general legis- 
lation beyond a peradventure. It proposes a repeal of existing 
law, and itisnot only subject to the point of order that it is 
general legislation on an appropriation bill, but itis also subject 
to the point of order that it is an amendment which has not re- 
ceived the sanction of one of the committees of this body. Al- 
though I feel loth to combat my colleague on a matter of this 
kind, my combat is because of my lack of knowledge and infor- 
mation upon the subject, and I feel it my duty to be informedin 
the regular methods and by the regular process. I therefore 
make the point of order upon the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope my colleague will withdraw the point 
of order. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
be heard. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think that when my colleague thinks the 
matter over he will realize the importance of the amendment 
becoming a law. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is what I wish to do—to examine 
into the matter. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know that I hav> had an opportunity 
for knowing what has transpired on the reservation superior to 
that of my colleague. We both live about an equal distance 
from it. I do know, however, from talking with the attorneys 
on both sides of the case I mentioned, in which Capt. Beck, the 
agent, has been enjoined from ejecting these interlopers, that it 
is admitted that leases were obtained at 10 centsan acre. That 
is not disputed in the case, as I understand from counsel upon 
both sides. 


It is maintained on the part of the claimant who brought the 


I withdraw it, so that my colleague may 


bill for the injunction that the leases are valid notwithstanding | Therefore I renew it, and ask the decision of t} 
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the Interior Department refuses to approve them, and especially 
30 faras they apply to the allotted lands. I am inclined toti 
that that contention on the part of the plaintiff is true, because 
when thelands are allotted the title passes to the allottee as com- 
pletely and isasfree fromall restrictions asthe title of agrantee 
under a warranty deed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doves the Senator fi 
braska yield to his colleague? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 


Ink 


Ne- 


Mr. MANDERSON. Is the injunction proce d- 
ing in court? 

Mr. ALLEN. It was pending when last I 1 d from 

Mr. MANDERSON. Does it not strike my © 
abundant reason why there should be no disturbance of 


isting condition by legislation that the 
portunity to decide the pending case: 

Mr. ALLEN. Not at all, because it does not involve the pre- 
cise point reached by the amendment. The injunction reaches 
the cases where allotments have already been made. 

Under the act of 1893 there is an attempt by legislation to take 
a 40-acre tract of the residue lands, the title of which by the 
act of 1882 was vested in the tribe at large asa legal entity, and 
give it to the former allottees under the actof i882. Certainly 
no man will claim that the Legislature has the power to take 
the legal title of property out of one man and transfer it to an- 


court shall hay op 


other, especially when the act of Congress provides that the 
legal title shall rest in the tribe. 

But, as I say, by the act of 1893 there is an attempt to take 
40 acres of that land and transfer it by legislative enact- 


ment to the former allottees of other portions of the reserva- 


tion. What does that mean? It means that of the allofments 
made under the act of 1893 by the new allotting agent the lessees 
of the fraudulent leases, or the leases which at least are void, 


get under the leases 40 acres more of the Indians who had taken 
their allotment under the former act. But that is not the 
ticular point. The point! contend for, which is not involved 
in the lawsuit of which I speak, is that Congress ought to ex- 
ercise some precaution as to control over the lands which 
were set apart for twenty-five years, to rest in the Government 
as a trust fund for these children and the widows of that tribe. 
There it was specified that the title to 25,000 acres,a great body 
of valuable land, should rest in the tribe for the benefit of the 
women and children. The Indians were content with it; they 
were satisfied with it. 

In 1893, without the Indians knowing a thing about it, with- 
out their knowledge or consent, if their chief men are to be be- 
lieved, this provision was placed in the Indian appropriation act. 
By that means this great body of land, reserved to the children 


and the widows for twenty-five years, where the Government 
should be responsible for it, where the Government should stand 
sponsor to the child and responsible to the tribe for it, is to be 
reallotted among the children and the widows and guardians 
appointed over them. I suppose that land also would be leased 


for 10 cents an acre to these fortune hunters. 

Let me callattention toanother matter. The unallotted lands 
can not be leased for agricultural purposes. They can be leased 
only for grazing purposes. But if these lands can be reallotted 
to these little children and the widows, these wards of the nation, 
and title pass out of the Government, the trusteeship of the Gov- 
ernment cease and guardians be appointed by the State courts, 
how easy itis to avoid the law and to take the lands, rented for 
10 cents an acre, and through the instrumentality of the private 
guardian lease them to some person for a dollar and a half or $2 
an acre or more for agricultural purposes; and land in that coun- 
try is worth that much for agricultural purposes. Notonly that, 
but the entire fortune of these women and children is turned 
over to the tender mercies of the sharks who are among them 
and are endeavoring to get their land from them as rapidly as 
possible. 

lL appeal to my colleague to withdraw his point of order. If 
the Senator from Alabama {[Mr. MORGAN] had been here he 


would have attended to the matter. He is a member of the In- 
| dian Committee and has looked into this question. But un- 
fortunately he is not here now. I offer the amendment, and I 


hope my colleagne will withdraw the } 


Senate may vote upon the amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, if anything were needed 
to emphasizs the valueof my pointof order upon the amendment 
it has been afforded in the forcible and emphatic speech made 


oint of order so that the 


by my colleague. Itis so very evident that there are two sides 
to this controversy, it is so very evident that it is a matter need- 
|ing deliberate exploration and calm deliberation feel 
constrained to insist upon the point of order | made. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The point of order I make is, that this 
is in .ae nature of general legislation upon an appropriation 
bill; and further, that it has not the sanction or the favorable 
report of one of the committees of the body. 

Mr. ALLEN. Before the Chair rules upon the point of order 
I wish to say a few words. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will hear the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not see how it can be claimed that this is 
general legislation. My understanding is, and I thinkall agree 
upon it, that general legislation is that which applies generally 
as distinguished from particular or special legislation, which 
pertains to a special individual or a special subject and which 
is merely tentative in its character. I do not know whether the 
distinction that is ordinarily observed in courts of law is to be 
observed in the construction of the rule, or whether the rule is 
to be taken as a mere matter of convenience, like a special ap- 
pearance to enable a man to stay out of court when he does not 
want to go into court and meet the merits of his case. 

There is nothing in the very nature of the amendment that 
is legislation in the sense of creating a now law. It does not 
create anew law. It is germane to the subject-matter of the 
bill. The bill pertains to Indian affairs, to the making of ap- 

sropriations for the manifold Indian necessities recognized by 
foe The amendment, instead of being general legislation, as 
it is called—and I do not know exactly what that means—is the 
undoing of an act that was passed in 1893, and it is not the crea- 
tion of law at all. It is the reverse of the creation of law. 

It proposes to undo that which has been done before. It pro- 
poses to destroy, not tocreate, not to make law. As it pertains 
not to a general subject, not to all Indians under like circum- 
stances, but pertains to the specific subject of repealing an al- 
lotment with reference to these particular Indians and a par- 
ticular portion of them, it is not a general law. There is no 
rule known to our jurisprudence by which anyone can deter- 
mine that it is general legislation. Certainly it is germane to 
the bill and certainly the merits of it require its passage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The purpose of the present 
amendment isto repeal a part of a general law, ‘‘ An act making 
appropriations for current and contingent expenses and fulfill- 
ing treaty stipulations with Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1894.” The point of order raised by the Senator 
from Nebraska is under Rule XVI, section 3, which provides 
that 

No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to 
any general appropriation bill. 

The Chair thinks that legislation is as active in repeal as in 
enacting a law, and is of opinion that the amendment is subject 
to the point of order raised by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
MANDERSON]. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to offer an amendment. I move to 
insert between sections 16 and 17 what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from California will be stated. 

The SporeTary. After section 16 insert: 

To pay the amounts found due by the Court of Claims, as hereinafter set 
forth, for supplies furnished the Indian service in 1878 and 1874, and reported 
to Congress by Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 165, Fifty-first Con- 
gress, first session, to wit: 

To Edward N. Fish & Co., $1,800. 

To Bdward N. Fish & Co., assignees of W. B. Hugus, 82,400.20. 

To Bowers & Richards, assignees of James M. Burney, $3,534.76. 

To Sutro & Co., assignees of Williata B. Hooper & Co., $3,479.32. 

The payments to the assignees in each case being at the request of the 
original claimants as found by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. PERKINS. These amounts are for rations furnished the 
Indians in Arizona at the request of a Governmentofficer. The 
claim has been passed upon by the Court of Claims. The 
amendment was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and 
favorably reported. A bill to pay the claim was passed by the 
Senate in 1890, I think, but failed to become a law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the Senator a print of the proposed 
amendment? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. [I wish he would send me a copy. On 
what page of the bill does the amendment come in? 

Mr. PERKINS. Between sections j6 and 17, page 138. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the name of the first claimant to be 
paid by the amendment? 

Mr. PERKINS. Edward N. Fisk & Co. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. One moment, Mr. President. I make a 
point of order on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will hear the point 
of order stated. 
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Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will recognize ; 
Senator from California as soon as the point of order is s{ 

Mr. COCKRELL. The point of order is that the amendn 
proposed by the Senator from California does not belone to + 
bill. It is a private claim which was taken to the Cour: 
Claims, and there determined in favor of the claimants. | 
no business on this bill. Itisadeficiency. Such things ; 
ways considered on the deficiency appropriation bill. C| 
of Rule XVI provides that— 


No amendment, the object of which is to provide a claim 
be received to any general appropriation bill, unless it be to carry « 
provisions of an existing law or a troaty stipulation, which shall be 

the face of the amendment. 

Ihope the Senator from California will not press the a: 
ment on this bill when it properly belongs to another bill w 
has not yet been considered in the Committee on Appr 
tions. 

Mr. PERKINS. I had reason to believe that the commi 
would aecept the amendment at this time without raising 
point of order. I think I could convince my friend from 
souri that perhaps his point of order is not well taken in 
instance, but I will withdraw the amendment for the pr< 
and offer it on the deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will withdraw the point of order 
the Senator may make an explanation of the amendment. 
not want to do him any injustice. If it properly belongs on 
bill, if it is connected with Indian affairs, [ have no obje 
to its going in; but I should like to see the document. W)! 
is the executive document recommending the payment o! th 
claims? 

Mr. PERKINS. So much time has been occupied in the di 
cussion of the various amendments offered to the bill, and as 
there are half a dozen other amendments yet to be submitted 
my amendment is te elicit any discussion I will withdraw ita 
let it go over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let me see the document. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands 
amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam not quite sure whether it is withd: 
or not. I remember about this claim in the Committee on | 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from California has with- 
drawn his amendment for the present. Let us go on with | 
bill. 

Mr.PLATT. Very well. _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the S 
tor from California is withdrawn for the present. 

Mr. SHOUP. Iam directed by the Committee on Indian 4 
fairs to offer an amendment as an additional section to the bi 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stat 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add the following : 
additional section: 

Sxc. 19. That the President of the United States is hereby authoriz 
directed to appoint a commission of three persons to allot in severa 
the Uncompahgre Indians within their reservation, in the Territ 
— agricultural and grazing lands according to the treaty of 1880, as 

OWB: 

**Allotmentsin severalty of said lands shall be made as follows: To « 
head of a family one-quarter of a section, with an additional quanti 
grazing land not exceeding one-quarter of asection; to each single p 
over 18 years of age, one-eighth of a section, with an additional quanti\y 
grazing land not exceeding one-eighth of a section; to each orphan child u 
der 18 years of age, one-eighth of a section, with an additional quantit; 
grazing land not exceeding one-eighth of a section; to each other person 
der 18 — of age, born prior to such allotment, one-eighth of a sectio 
with a like quantity of grazing land: Provided, That with the consent of sai 
commission, any adult Indian may select a less quantity of land, if more 
sirable on account of location: And provided, Thatthe said Indians 5} 
pay $1.25 per acre for said lands from the fund nowin the United States Tr: 
ury realized from the sale of their lands in Colorado as provided by | 
contract with the Government. All necessary surveys, if any, to ena 
said commission to complete the allotmonts shall be made under the di! 
tion of the General Land Office. Said commissioners shall, as soon as pr: 
cable after their appointment, report to the Secretary of the Interior w! 
portions of said reservation are unsuited or will not be required for a 
ments, and thereupon such portions so reported shall, by proclamatio 
en to the public domain and made subject to entry as hereinafter 
vided, 

Sxo. 20. That the remainder of the lands on said reservation, except 12nd 
containing asphaltum, gilsonite, or other like substances, shall, upon the 2) 
proval of the allotments by the Secretary of the Interior, be immediat 
open to entry under the homestead and mineral laws of the United Stat 
Provided, That after three years actual and continuous residence upon 
cultural lands from date of settlement the settler may, upon full paymen' 
of $1.50 per acre, receive patent for the tract entered. If not commuted 
eoone of three years the settler ¢hall pay at the time of making final p! 

1.50 per acre. f 
Sxc. 21. That said commission shall also negotiate and treat with ' 
Indians perly residing upon the Uintah Indian Reservation, in the Jc" 

ritory of Utah, for the relinguishment to the United States of the inter 
of said Indians in all lands within said reservation not needed for allotmen 
in severalty to said Iudians, and if possible, procure the consent of suc! 
Indians to such relinquishment, and for the acceptance by said Indians ©. 
allotments in severalty of lands within said reservation, and said coms 
sioners shall report any agreement made by them with said Indians, whic4 
agreement shall become operative only when ratified by act of Congress, 
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Sgo.22. That said commissioners shall receive %6 per day each, and their 
actual and necessary traveling and incidental expenses while on duty, an 
to be allowed a clerk, to be selected by them, whose compensation sh e 
fixed by said commissioners, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the 
Interior: Provided, That the cost of executing the provisions of this act 
shallnot exceed the sum of $16,000, which sum is hereby appropriated for 
that purpose out of any moneys inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriat 

Mr. PLATT. 
amendment. It provides that certain lands forming part of an 
Tndian reservation shall be sold. It reserves the mineral lands 
for sale under the general law. The asphaltum lands are re- 
served, | understand, to be disposed of under the general min- 
eral laws of the United States. I should like to know if there 
is any provision as to the price which is to be paid for mineral 
lands. I ask the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH], who is fa- 
miliar with the mineral-land laws of the United States, how the 
mineral lands are disposed of? Is there a specific price which 
has to be paid for them? 

Mr. DOLPH. Oh, yes; there is a minerai-land law. 
not be quite certain, however, whether the law refers to as- 
phaltum. 

Mr. PLATT. 
$5 an acre? 

Mr. DOLPH. I think from $5 to $10 an acre, I do not recol- 
lect the exact amount; I think it is $5. 

Mr. PLATT. I have animpression that Government mineral 
lands can be obtained by individuals for $5 an acre. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are different prices fixed, I think. 
Por coal lands, lands containing precious metals, and other min- 
eral lands, there are different prices. 

Mr. DOLPH. Coal lands which are not within ten miles or 
twenty miles of a railroad are sold at $10 an acre, and if within 
ten miles of a railroad $20 an acre; but I think gold and silver 
placer lands are sold for $5 an acre. 

Mr. PLATT. Whether asphaltum and gilsonite deposits 
would make these mineral lands I do not know. 






How much has to be paid for mineral lands— 





Mr. ALLISON. I think they are excepted in the amend- 
ment. _ oe : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Left me read section 19 of the proposed 
amendment— 


That the President of the United States is hereby authorized and directed 
toappoint a commission of three persons to allotin severalty to the Uncom- 
paghre Indians within their reservation, in the Territory of Utah, agricul- 
tural and grazing lands according to the treaty of 1880, as follows: 

It then describes the land. * 

Said commissioners shall, as soon as practicable after their appointment, 
report to the Secretary of the Interior what portions of said reservation are 
unsuited or will not be required forallotments, and thereupon such portions 
so reported shall, by prociamation, be restored to the public domain and 
made subject to entry as hereinafter provided. 

Then section 20 of the amendment, proposed by the Senator 
from Idaho, provides— 

That the remainder of the lands on said reservation, except lands contain- 
ing asphaltum, gilsonite, or other like substances, shall, upon the approval 
of the allotments by the Secretary of the Interior, be immediately open to 
entry under the homestsad and mineral laws of the United States. 

So these lands are absolutely excepted, the way I read the 
amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. All thatIask about the matter is that if the 
amendment passes the committee will pay careful attention to 
it in conference so that no one is going to get this valuable 
asphaltum and gilsonite land for a song. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Would this language include it? 

D> => 

Mr. PLATT. I can not tell. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator can add to it and make it cer- 
tain by inserting ‘‘except those lands which are reserved from 
sale,” 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
reads— 

That the remainder of the lands on said reservation, except 
taining asphaltum, gilsonite, or other like substances— 

I will insert the words: 

Which are hereby reserved from sale. 

Mr, PLATT. That is right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That makes clear the point the Senator 
from Connecticut makes. I was not sure but that the amend- 
ment did read that way. 

rn 7a “4 : ~y r 4 ‘ 4 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendmentof the Senator 
from Missouri to the amendment of the Senator from Idaho will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 
ment so as to read: 

SEc. 20. Tat the remainder of the lands on said reservation, except lands 
containing asphaitum, gilsonite, or other like substances, which are hereby 


reserved from sale, shall, upon the approval of the allotments by the Secre- 


tary of the Interior, b. immediately open toentry under the homestead and 
mineral laws of the United States, - ’ : 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
that the amendment to the 
tor from Idaho? 


‘ 


I will put inthat clause. The amendment 


lands con- 


Amend the second section of the amend- 


Does the Chair understand 
amendment is accepted by the Sena- 


[ would | 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendm nd- 
ment is accepted. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. I offer an amendment to be inserted on pags 
28, immediately after line 2, as a part of the lating to 
the Sacs and Foxes of Missouri. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendmen be stated. 

| The SECRETARY. Add after line 2, page 2 
That the Secretary of the t rd i 
| rected to cause to be allotted, under the prov I Ss 
approved February 8, 1887, entitled ‘An act to prov vf 
| lands in severalty to Indians on var ery or 1 , 
| protection of the laws of the United Sta nd the Ter 
dians, and for other purpos toeach and every child b 
} member of the Sac and Fox of Missouri tribe of Ind 
tion of allotments to said tribe, 80 acres of | r Le I ! 
said tribe in the States of Kansas and Nebra n 
thereof to offer for sale the remaining lan 
proper land office, upon such tern mdition nd 
retary of the Interior may deter : Provided, Th 
Interior shall inquire into the correctness of the ay 
authority of an act of Congress approved August 15 
southeast quarter of section 19, township 1 north,range 17 ea 
| Reservation lands in the State of Nebraska; and if he sha 
|} Said lot was appraised at more than its actual value, he may 
| to be sold upon the same terms as the other lands are so 
| further, That before any sale shall be made of sa! 
| majority of the male adults of said Indians shall fir ’ 
| _ SEC, 2. That the net proceeds arising from the sales of land 
in section 1 of this act, shall be used for the benelit of saidt 
| paid to said Indians per capita, as the Secretary of the Int 
| mine. The cost of the advertisement and sale of said lar ' 
frayed from thefirst proceeds arising therefrom. 
Mr. PEFFER. In explanation of the amendment, I will state 
| that some two years ago an allotment w nade of the Sa l 
Fox landslying on the northeastern portion of Nebraska and t] 
northeastern portion of Kansas. Since that time some fifteen 
chi'dren have been born tothetribe. There are something less 
than 2,000 acres yet remaining of the reservation to be disposed 
of. The amendment proposes that to the children who hav 
been born since the last allotment, there shall be an allot nt 


I — 


the same as was made to their ancestors, and that what is left 

which is estimated at the Indian Bureau to be about 600 

shall be disposed of as the rest of the lands have been disposed of 
The Committee on Indian Affairs have all the correspon 

with the Department of the Interior and the Commissioner of 

Indian Affairs in relation to this matter. My information is 

that both the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner 


of Indian Affairs favor this proposition; and they state that 
after an allotment of 80 acres each is made to fifteen 1, 
amounting in all to 1,200 acres, there will be about (00 acres 
left, as I understand, but the Senator from Connecticut thinks 
it will be a very small number of acres. 

Mr. PLATT. [ think 33 acres. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from Connecti 
there will be a small quantity left. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How much? 

Mr. PLATT. Thirty-three acres will be left. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, there are about 1,600 acres 1 : i 
when these allotments are made there will be ab 3 
left. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then my information was corr 
about 600 acres. This is all I have to say at 
concerning the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. I believe [£ consented that thi nt 
should be reported pro forma by the Committee on I: 
fairs, but I think [ told the Senator from Kansas I « 
that I should agree to the amendment. I[t raises 
portant question in dealing with Indian lands. It 
cisely such a provision as was put upon the I ul 
tion bill last year in regard to the Omaha India1 hi 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] has just att 
have repealed this year by an amendment to the 
and which was ruled out of order. 

[ will state the question presented by the amendment 
a tribe of Indians concludes to availitself of the provi 
act called the Dawes allotment act, and takes lands lty 
for all the members of the tribe, leaying a portion ¢ nds 
undistributed and still held in common by the Indian id the 
land thus remains for a series of years until the Indians think 
they would like to dispose of the whole of it, or until they thinlr 
they would like to have a new allotment of a part of it 
there be a newallotment to children whoare born after st 
allotment takes place? There is no occasion for it in t 
ticular case, probably, except what would exist in wd to 
every Indian reservation where allotments ha made 
under the Dawes act. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And surplus lands have been left. 


Mr. PLATT. And surpluslands have been left undistributed. 
It will be observed that where lands have been allotted under 
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the Dawes nct there are surplus lands left in all cases, unless 
there has been some special provision made by Congress for the 
sale of the lands. Where allotments are made under treaties 
with the Indians there is usually included an agreement with 
the Indians that the land shall be purchased by the Government 
and opened to settlement: but upon the lands of almostall tribes 
where allotments have been made there are still undivided lands 
held incommon. The amendment raises the question, What is 
to be done with those lands? 
There is no provision in the Dawes allotment act which deter- 
mines what shall be done with the lands which are left undis- 
tributed when an allotment takes place. Theamendment seems 
to proceed upon the principle that so long as there are «ny lands 
left in common there are to be successive divisions or allot- 
ments mado as children shall be born to the tribe. Of course 
this particular amendment provides for selling the lands which 
are not now to be alloted to the children who have been born 
since the first allotment, but that probably would not be done 
in all cases. So, under this principle we should have successive 
allotments at intervals of a few years, alloting to the children 
who should be born from time to time specific portions of the 
land. Whether that is what should be done in such cases, or 
whether one allotment having been made, it should be consid- 
ered that the right of allotment and the power of allotment 
have been exhausted, and the rest of the land sold for the ben- 
efit of the whole tribe, is the question. 
I do not like to dispose of this question on an appropriation 
bill. It is quite a large question, as Senators who are listening 
to me will see. When this allotment to the Sacs and Fox took 
lace all the living Indians got an allotment, and there were 
loft 1,600 acres of land. That land belonged to ‘the whole tribe, 
including those who had recelved allotments. Now,it is pro- 
posed to take the greater part of it and give it to thirteen or 
fourteen or fifteen children, who have been born since. Itseems 
to me that that is scarcely fair to the remaining members of the 
tribe who do not happen to have had children born to them 
since the first allotments were made. 
I do not wish to decide that question now. That is my diffi- 
culty about it. I have not thought of it sufficiently to be fully 
determined in my mind which policy should be pursued, whether 
one allotment having been made, if the Indians want to dis - 
of the remainder of their lands, they should be sold for the 
efit of the whole tribe, or whether allotments should be made a 
children shall be born until such time as the lands are fully dis- 
posed of. These allotments, of course, will go to the children 
of persons who received allotments originally, but there will be 
other persons who received allotments originally who will get 
no benefit of these lands. 
As I say, my mind is not made up as to which policy should 
be adopted. My only reason for speaking at all is to say that I 
do not like to decide such a question upon an Indian appropria- 
tion bill without full consideration. 
Mr. PEFFER. Just aword or two, Mr. President, in addition. 
[ have not personally given the point raised by the Senatcr 
from Connecticut very careful consideration. I have proposed 
the amendment because my information is, and I understand it 
to be entirely reliable, that the Secretary of the Interior recom- 
mends this disposition of the remaining land, recommends the 
course proposed in the amendment, and that the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs approves itand recommends it; and, what would 
seem ordinarily to be better than both, the Indians themselves, 
who are personally interested in the matter, have recommended 
it. 
In addition to that, the amendment itself provides that noth- 
ing shall be done along the lines laid down in the proposed 
ee except with the consent of the Sac and Fox In- 
ians 
Mr. PLATT. All of them? 
Mr. PEFFER. All of them, as I understand, It is so pro- 
vided. That being true, I do not see how there could be any 


mistake made. It might be that if there was a very large pro- 
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portion of the reservation yet remaining undisposed of, there | 


would be an opening for fraud. 

Mr. PLAT 
with regard to what requirement is made for the agreement of 
the Indians, it is the consent of the Indian male adults. With- 
out question the consent will be obtained of persons who have 
had children born, but it only requires the consent of a majority 
of the males. 

Mr. PEFFER. I suppose that is the usual way. I have sev- 
eral times since my membership in this body proposed that the 
word ‘‘ male ” be stricken from bills and resolutions, but the mo- 
tion has always been voted down. 

Mr. PLATT. But it is a majority only that is required: it is 
not all of them. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I regret exceedingly that such questions 
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If the Senator will permit me to correct him | 
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as these have to be decided upon appropriation bills; but in 
view of the fact that the Committee on Appropriations did not 
propose the amendment, I regret that the Committee on Indi 
Affairs have referred this amendment to ys, unless they w; unt a. 
it to pass. Weare in this predicament: We found the amend. 
ment referred to the Committee on Appropriations by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and found it recommended by the De- 
partment, and we left the Committee on Indian Affairs to ; 
sent it. 

Mr. PEFFER. It occurs to me, Mr. President, that in vi 
of all this, the proceeding is not ‘only regular, but eminent 
proper. Perhaps my excellent neighbor from Nebraska 
MANDERSON], who is quite as familiar with the subject 
of us, will be able to enlighten us about it. 

Mr.MANDERSON. Mr. President, it seems to me the g 
difficulty about the consideration of this amendment is that n 
of us have that familiarity with the subject which we ought t 
have to legislate understandingly upon it. The lands proposed 
to be alloted here, as I understand, are in the States of Kansas 
and Nebraska, and we have as yet no information as to t 
amount of land involved. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Sixteen hundred and fourteen acres to be 
allotted to twelveor thirteen children, allowing 80 acres toe 
will leave remaining 574 acres. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I thank the Senator from Misso 
The Sac and Fox Indians are not living in either Kansas o 
braska. Whether some remnantof the tribe has remained 
these old lands in Kansas and Nebraska and these children io 
whom lands have not been allotted are to be found there, 
whether they are with the tribe, which hs 13 an agency in th 
State of Iowa, [confess donotknow. The Sac and Fox agency, 
for which I see there is an appropriation in this bill for the pry 
of an agent at $1,000 per annum, is in the State of Iowa 

Can the Senator in charge of this bill inform the Senate 
whether the children, to whom these lands are to be allot 
are in the State of Kansas or in the State of Nebraska, or wheth 
they are with the tribe which seems to have its habitat in th: 
State of Iowa? 

Mr. PEFFER. Iam notable toinform the Senator upon tl 
point. I presume, however, it is safe to rely upon the knov 
edge and information of the Secretary of the Interior and t! 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. In addition tothatI will st 
to the Senator that I do not see how that can affect this p 
ceeding one way or the other. There is nothing in the law: 
quiring an Indian to live upon land which has been allotted 
him. He may choose to live there, or he may choose to |i 
somewhere else. So it may be with the children. If the pa- 
rents are in Iowa, I have no doubt the children are sthere. Th 
probability is that if they were bor nw ithin the last three yea 
they are not yet able to take care of themselves. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That may be so. I do not take iss 
with my friend from Kansas on that proposition, and I do not 
antagonize hisamendment. WhatlI rose to say, however, and 
as I have proposed to say it sometime during the deliberati: 
upon this bill—this is perhaps as opportune. a time as any 
though it is not strictly germane to this amendment—is tl 
here is another instance of a very flagrant abuse pervading our 
Indian policy. I refer to the Sac and ‘Fox Indians in the State « 
Iowa. At their agency there is an agent who is continued un 
der the terms of the pending bill at a thousand dollars per an- 
num, and there is about as much, I perhaps might say there i: 
not as much, reason why they should have an agent as there is 
reason for a ‘guardian for the person and proper ty of the Sena- 
tor from Kansas or for myself. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have a petition from the Indians at this 
agency dated: 

SAC AND FOX OF MISSOURI INDIAN RESERVATION, 
June 24, m4 

We, your potitioners, members of the Sac and Fox of Missouri trib 
Indians, assembled in open council on our reservation in Kansas and N 
braska, being included in the Pottawatomie and Great Nemaha Indians 

The Nemaha Agency, I believe, is just on the border extend 
ing into both Kansas and Nebraska. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam speaking now of the Sac and Fi 

agency in Iowa mentioned in this ; appropriation bill,and making 
their case an instance only of many others like them. Th 
is abundant reason why this Sac and Fox agency in the Stute 
of Iowa should be abolished. I simply give this agency as an 
example of numerous other Indian agencies that might well bh: 
abolished, and the best way to abolish them will be to abolish in 
the Indian appropriation bill the compensation to the agents. 
Shut off their supplies and they will cease to be. 

I turn to a very valuable publication of the Census Bu 
not yet generally issued, and perhaps not to be given full lig ht! 
that Bureau, prepared by Mr. Donaldson, expert specia' age’ 
and I see as to these particular [Indians this fact stated: 

The Sac and Fox Agency, Iowa, should beat once abolished, as the Indians 
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under charge of the agency are not reservation Indians in fact. The so- 
called reservation is owned by the Indians in fee, and no one has a right to 
invade or molest it. All requirements of law can be attended to by the 
United States district attorney for the district in which the Sac and Fox 
lands are located, or by an inspector of the Indian Office, and like matters 
at most of the other agencies when abolished could be so attended to. 


dred—397 in all—living upon lands which they ownin fee, deriv- 
ing no rations from the Government. What possible use is there 
for the continuation of that agent? 

We had in 1890 139 Indian reservations, and there were 5! 
actual agents under salary, with numerous dependents. I be- 
lieve it to be a fact that from one-half to two-thirds of these 
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superstitious, and helpless subjects; the keeping of thousands of them on 
reservations practically as prisoners, isolated from civilized life and domi 
nated by fear and force; the ‘ssue of rations and annuities which inevitably 
tends to breed pauperism; the disbursement of millions of dollars’ worth of 
supplies by contract, which invites fraud; the maintenance of a system of 


| licensed trade, which stimulates cupidity and extortion, ete. 
Here is a small tribe of Indians, comprising but a few hun: | 


| 


agents could be abolished with advantage, not only to the Gov- | 


ernment in the way of saving theexpenditures incident to their 
maintenance, but to the very great advantage and material good 
of the Indians themselves. 

I know that a most convenient place to locate some super- 


annuated, played-out, exolete politician is to send him to an | 


Indian agency as an agent. He must, of course, be a man of 
very small caliber and light capacity who will thus exile him- 
self for the paltry thousand or twelveor fifteen hundred dollars 
a year which he receives, and that is the class of men who are 
usually selected. There is nocivilservice examination. Those 
agents are not appointed upon their merits, but usually upon 
their demerits. If a small-bore politician is Objectionable in 


the community in which he lives, and the desire is to get rid of | 


him, the political Botany Bay for him is to send him to some 


Indian agency where there is nothing to do, and pay him the | 


paltry compensation incident to the place. 

Mr. President, one of the crying ills and greatevils of our In- 
dian system is that we are thus maintaining these so-called 
guardians but properly termed leeches of the Indians. 
should wipe some of them out with a liberal hand; we should 


expunge from the appropriation bills the compensation which | 
some of them are to receive, and that would result in their com- | 
Cut off from | 
| citizenship. 


plete and perfect eradication and annihilation. 
them that upon which they feed and they would soon expire. 
Mr. President, there is abundant authority for the eradication 


of manyof theseagencies, Early in this session of Congress | in- | 


troduced a resolution calling upon the Secretary of the Interior 
to transmit to Congress a list of all Indian agencies, and to sug- 
gest to Congress what agencies might, in his opinion, with 
safety be abolished. The list came, and there was very cavalier 
disposition of the question by the statement from the Secretary 
of the Interior that at this particular time he saw no reason why 
any of these agencies should be abolished. 


We | 





I now quote from much better authority, which I hold in my | 


hand, and I propose before I get through to ask leave to insert 
it as a part of my remarks, for it is a very valuable contribution 
to our fiteraturs upon the Indians. It has not yet received pub- 
lication except in very limited number. L[haveanadvancecopy, 
approved by Superintendent Porter, of this very valuable report, 
made to the Census Bureau by its re agent, and [ask 
leave to attach it as part of my remarks. It is a part of the 
Report on Indians, Eleventh Census, 1890. 

By so doing, I shall save much of the time of the Senate, for 
Iam so filled with well-grounded antagonism and with right- 
eous indignation at the way this subject has been treated, that I 
should feel warranted and tempted toexpend much of the val- 
uable time of the Senate in expressing that indignation. Ishall 
not, however, dothat, but shall ask leave to append this docu- 
ment to my remarks, reading just now, as pertinent to the mat- 
terin hand, one or two extracts from it. 

Representative HOLMAN, in his report on the pending bill, 
says Of this paper: 

The very exhaustive, able, and interesting reportof Hon. Thomas Donald- 
son, of Philadelphia, Pa., as expert special agent to take the census of the 


Indian tribes, furnishes a vast amount of valuable information in relation | 


to the Indian service and the condition of all the tribes. He recommends 
the abolition of a number of the Indian agencies. While these recommen- 
dations have not yet been fully considered, it is beléeved thatthe report will 
greatly facilitate in the early future valuable improvements and positive re- 
forms in the Indian service. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PAsco in the chair). Is 
there objection to the request of the Senator from Nebraska? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Hon. Thomas J. Morgan, Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, in his annual report for 1890, speaks of the 
present system of conducting Indian affairs under existing laws. 
Gen. Morgan continued as Commissioner of Indian Affairs for a 
time after he made this report, and I greatly fear that because 
of his contact with these officials and with those who had a deep 
and valuable interest in the maintenance of the present Indian 
policy of the Government, he never again used language so em- 
Co forcible, and so truthful as this that I sha’! now read. 

The entire system of dealing with them (the Indians) is vicious, involving 
as it does the installing of agents, with semidespotic power over ignorant, 


| 
| 


| lands, furnished the 


Mr. PEFFER. That is strong. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Itisstrong, Mr. President, as suggested 
by the Senator from Kansas, but it is as true as it is strong. 

I know our sentimental brethren in the East, who know little 
of the Indian except as they read of him in Leather Stocking 
Tales, who do not come in contact with him and do not know 
him as he is, who do not know his weaknesses and do not know 
his strength—for he has both weaknesses and strength—I know 
that these sentimentalists believe in the maintenance of 
present system; they think there must be safeguards thrown 
about the Indians; they think you must protect him from the 
rapacious hand of his white neighbor. 

Mr. President, there is no greater friend of the Indian, no 
man who desires his advancement more than the white man 
who lives by his side. The Senator from Kansas, the Senator 
from South Dakota, my colleague, and I, who have seen much 
of the plains Indians, know them for what they are worth: we 
know they have the capacity to make most excellent citizens if 
you let go the leading strings with which we hold him. We 
would teach him to swim and yet keep him out of the water. 

Mr. President, you could take the best white men and put 
them under this sort of tutelage, this objectionable vassalage 
and weakening bondage, and you would degenerate them to such 
an extent that they would be hardly worthy the name of men, 
and yet as to the Indian we goon vear after year in these ap- 
propriation bills appropriating money to maintain worse than 
useless agents. It isabout time there was a turn in the wheel. 

As | suggested in the early part of the day, we have given to 
the Indians who have dissolved the tribal relation, who have 
taken lands in severalty in their allotment, the right of citizen- 
ship. Let us impose upon them the corresponding duties of 


the 


The contrast that is afforded in my own State and adjoining 
States, where the white man goes and takes 160 acres of land, 
and with wife and children settles upon it, and struggles for 
years and years for a bare subsistence, with the Indian, who 
right across the line of an Indian reservation. is allotted his 
materials with which he shall build his 
house, furnished the implements with which he shall plow the 
soil, with the seed that he shall plant, the implements and tools 
with which he shall reap the harvest, aye, and even the horses 
and wagons receiving pay, as they do at Pine Ridge and at 
Rosebud, for hauling with them the rations to be consumed 
the contrast, I say, between the Indian thus pampered and thus 
sustained, and the white man, who on the very next farm 
struggles for life is most marked and most significant, and we 
of the West are growing tired of it. We want no abuse of the 
indian, we would protect him with our lives if necessary, but 
we want to give him the chance for self-sustaining manhood, a 
chance to struggle for his own advancement and to aid in his 
own progress. 

Mr. President, I read further: 

rhe remey of Kit Carson— 

A pretty good frontiersman— 
one of the bravest and most humane of Indian fighters, for the Indian 
question was to stop the Indian from running at large, place him on reser 
vations 0) good land, and let him fight the problem out himself 

The only true remedy * * * is to compel the savages to form settle 
ments by themselves, then and there assist and teach them to cultivate the 
soil; intime they will be able to gain a maintenance independent of the 
General Government. 


That is the object to be attained, a maintenance independent 


| of the General Government, to stop being wards, to come to the 


time when reaching their majority they will take upon them- 
selves the full responsibity of nenbooa. 

And to a certain extent they will become responsible for their acts. 

This is, as has been noted, the present Canadian Indian policy. 

We afford a most marked and dreadful spectacle as compared 
with the course that has been pursued by our wiser Canadian 
neighbor. They owe no more duty to the Indian of Canada 
than we owe to the Indian oj the United States, but they pursue 
the other policy. They said, ‘‘Work and youshali receive pay; 
take care of yourselves, and if necessity compels we will help 
you.” That wasthe motto. As suggested by a friend near me, 


it was ‘*‘ Root hog, or die;’ and it isa pretty good motto for 


either the animal or the man creature. I quote: 
The Indians of Canada are placed upon reservations of land wh will 
maintain them, of course with a small area for each, and they are aided to 


The Canadian 
the American 
2 not to be his, or 
tion it may be a 
ms On reserva- 
work in other fields 


a start in life. They are now practically self-sustaining 
Indian knows when he goes on the land that it is to be his 
Indian knows, if experience is worth anything, that it 
the chances are largely that it will not de, and in 
sand bank. Ninety per cent of the present Anu i 
tions are not agriculturists, but the most of them will 
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when paid for it. The Indian is too much of a child of nature to wait for 
slow-growing crops. He wants to see an immediate result from his labor. 
He will work as a laborer provided you board him and pay him cash besides. 

This has been tested. Money is an actual visible result tohim. (See the 
reports of the special agents as to this.) The Navajoes did much of the 
work of grading the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad in Arizona and New 


or brass, and but few if any carvings or inscriptions, he left a vari 
terity whose descendants are now pregnant with stories, and co 
of the grandeur of alleged past Indian nations. 

“One of the safest conclusions reached in the study of North Am 
archeology is that graphic art on bark, bone, shell, or stone n 
a higher stage than simple picture-making, in which no attemp 


| 


Mexico. | to delineate form in three dimensions. and in which hieroglyphs 1 


A strange fact in connection withthe administration of the Indian Office is, | pear.”—J. W. Powell, 1890. 
tas the Indians decrease in number and the civilized Indians become | The Indian legendist, while not having the faculty or facility of ex» 
s numerous, according to the reports sent out, the number of employés | of the otherwise cultured white man, excels him in most cases in in 
and dependents and the expenditures for Indians increase. abilities, and the amusing thing in this connection is, that this sam 
. a ‘ . | man frequently believes more of these improbabilities than the In n 

[ have a report here made by Mr. HOLMAN from the Commit- | sometimes enlarges on them and furnishes probabilities whero th: 

tee on Indian Affairs of the House of Representatives, showing | fails to connect — sesiie-tiecin Siadtae inti nich is of 
. . : . . : “Nothing is more sieading ar nak radition, , cn is { 

the amount of the Indian appropriation bills. Here itis. The | ,o.sipievalue as evidence "Francis Parkman, 1 A Halt Conary of | 
appropriations for the Indian service in the year 1891 were | fiict, 1892, 
$7 262,016.02: in 1892, $16,386,284.86. That very large increase in sens of . —_ is now writte L — the pre Columbian peri : is 
4h celal iia ain, ie adele . gree : . | repetition of old fancies, legends, and traditions; as a rule nothing 1 
that year was because of the payment under certain treaties for stlaply a cunning rehabilitation of these old legends and theories, a dr: 
certain lands. I think it involved, perhaps, the payment of the | of them in stately and harmonious periods, and in some cases the ap} 
lands that were in the Indian Territory that constitute Oklahoma. tion of rec ans rules to old facts. nate are a fow mud mounds, oF. er 

>, . aia siadti : 26)" Nias aan » nan with their contents, some inscriptions (when or where made or their 1 

But the next appropr lation in 1893, when there was no such ing no one knows), and some aoltaey resembling present tools and in 
exceptional increase, but simply the natural increase referred | ments common tothe world; excepting these and his descendants and t 
to by the writer from whom I have read, the appropriation was legenas the Se ae ea ae ——.. men history | 
Dy (3  QAs ¢ : QO4 27 QA 94H 22a ; ite with the memory of the oldest native first found by the whites. 
$7,064,047,.84; and 1D 1894, oi 854,240.38 by the bill as it came **Man has dwelt in the United States, so far as we vet know, only dt 
from the House, which is to be increased, I presume, by the bill | tne iatter naif of pleistocene time. There are no evidences of races ot 
as it will pass the Senate. ple occupying jhe country anterior to the Indian tribes. Pre-Colun 

a er mae _— . rarerecairrine incresse. | Culture was indigenous; it began at the lowest stage of savagery ar 

M a President, there is this constant om“ = ER SNenNS, veloped to the highest, and was in many places passing into barbarisin \ 
and it is an unnecessary and useless increase. ‘Ve could bring | the good Queen sold her jewels.” —/. W. Powell, 1890. 
it down very materially if we would abolish seme of these valuc- ; Modern authors have searched the earth, Gragged Stivers, climbed n 

ea |: ry . : . srecests ains, contracted wasting fevers, and martyred themselves on sea and 
less agents. Mr. Donaldson goes on to sux Zest: to learn something of the American pre-Columbian period. The most 

In some cases the consolidation of Indian agencies, reduction of reserva- | ough research finds only the things first known when the European arri\ 
tions, and the Indians’ removal would be of service to the Indians and profit | or which have been discovered from tims to time as the country has | 
to the United States. This would better the Indians’ moral and physical | openedup. The aborigines could tell nothing of these things; but in vi 
condition. For illustration: The Jicarilla Apaches of Northwestern New | of the Indians’ well-known secretiveness and love of mystery, it had best 
Mexico could be removed to the Mescalero Agency in the southwestern | said that they would not tell of them. : 
portion of the Territory. These are ration agencies and both reservations For several hundred years learned pundits have continued to threaten t 
ure wretchedly poor in agricultural resources, and are without irrigation. | astonish the world with revelations as to races of men who peopled the p 
if combined the expense of one agency would be saved and civilization | tion of the New World now known as the United States anterior to 
aided. The Jicarillas number 808 and the Mesealeros 513, which would bea | presentIndians. Mystery, myth, and superstition have been employed 
total of 1,321 Indians for a combined agency. impress the public with expectant discoveries in thisline. Thus far the 

> . discoveries have not materialized, and each year adds to their uncertaint 
Yet each one of this aggregate handful of Indians, the Jicar- | If one fact is now more apparent than another in relation to the Nort 
illas on one reservation and the Mescalero Apaches upon an- Amerioas indians it is that those found by - eae oe - leg 
a Maienals ‘ $4 29 : mate descendants of anancestry which Dr. Danie . Brinton has cal! 
other ’ have an Indian agent with but 1,321 Indians on both of **the American race,’’ the original inhabitants of the American contine: 
them; two Indian agents, with the farmers who do not farm, The mounds or earthworks of the Indians found by the Europeans in N 
the blacksmiths who do not forge, the matrons, and all the at- a Bastern Tennessee, and contaeics bave — eee et 
alte 2 : nologists military structures. 6 mounds of the river valleys of the Ohi 
tendants and employ és incident to an Indian agency, that swell and Mississippi basins were for defense, residence, or burial places. Bei! 
so enormously the amount of the appropriation in these bills. along streams, they were frequently in the vicinity of cornfields. The cay 
and cliff dwellings of the rivers, streams, and canyons of Utah, Colora 
New Mexico, and Arizona and the ruins of towns or pueblos on the plai 
in the same regions were also for defense and residence. Some ofthe 
cient ruins, which have been restored on paper from the foundation lin 
are stated as having once been communal houses. These three grades 
kinds of structures, each conforming to the demands of climate, were fou 
by the Europeans on their entering the United States. Theageor antiqui 
of any of these three classes of pre-Columbian structures was not det 
mined by the first Huropeans. The probabilities are decidedly agains 
age now being fixed. 

The mounds in the central portion of the United States have frequen 
been cited as evidence of another (but an extinct) race on this contine: 
Much has been predicted, but nothing substantial has been discovered 
prove that these mounds were built by a people other than the ancestors 
Now, mark this language, Mr. President. These special the present Indians. Extinct nations usually leave something behind 


: eat Ps 7 : a : cia ae memory at least, if not language, traditions, buildings, excavations, ru 
Agents were sent out to view the land; have explored it, and it is | or monuments. |The alleged races of men anterior to or distinct from 


upon their recommendation and conclusions, and personal obser- ancestors of the resent Indians lett nothing visible. " ait 

ration ¢ x rledgve ‘ i iter ’ hese agencie r. Warren K. Moorehead, in Primitive Man in Ohio, 1892, says t 
ne a eewieeee, that this writer says these agencies ‘some writers have misrepresented and distorted field testimony to uph 
should be abalished— theories previously formed.” 

The Six Nations of New York; Eastern Cherokees of North Carolina; The rocks lie not, neither do the mounds and burial places when ope! 
Lapwai, Idaho; Pueblo, New Mexico; Round Valley, California; Hoopa | One of the mostexhaustive researches thus far for testimony of a race 
Valloy, California; Siletz,Oregon; Umatilla, Oregon; all agenciesin Wash- | people prior to and not ancestors of the present Indians of the United St 
ington, viz, Colville, Neah Bay, Puyallup, Tulalip, and Yakima; Quapaw, | W488 made of the mounds in the Ohio Valley in 1890-1891 by Warren K. Mo 
Indian Territory; Osage, Oklahoma, and Sac and Fox, Iowa; all agen- | head. The result of these researches, given in Primitive Man in ( 
cles in Minnesota; all agencies in Wisconsin. Some of the agencies named | 1892, was that the persons buried in the mounds, presumably their bui! 
wore recommended for abolishment by officials ten or fifteen years ago. were of the American race, and necessarily the ancestors of the pr 

. x . ms . North American Indians. 

And yet, notwithstanding the fact that the Secretary of the Mr. Moorehead, in the work cited, states the purposes of his book and ¢ 

Interior recommended the abolishment of many of them years | bis conclusions, as follows: 


ar > Staten . wr “ “1 “Wor many years the great majority of readers upon American archa 
ago, we maintain these useless places, these houses of re- ogy and ethnology have believed in the existence throughout the Mississij 


fuge for those it is desirable to get rid of in other localities. Valley of a nation called, for want of a better name,t “the mound buil 
Mr. President, I have ventured to take the time of the Senate | &Ts.” a explorations of tumuli and inclosures in various parts of t 
Si 


‘ ic > to . ‘ : oie Ohio and Mississippi Valleys have been made by those desiring to furth 
that I might emphasize these things, and that I might g1VC | the popular belieh Books and numerous articles have been published 


them additional emphasis by publishing in the RucorD, that it | which the imagination was permitted to range unchecked. Statemen' 
may be seen of all men, this valuable contribution to Indian lit- | were made without proper authority, speculations freely indulged in, : 


si . ¢ "ar ° hon ip hypotheses were built upon foundations as unstable as those of sand. A 
erature, and the abundant reasons that are here given for im- natural result many persons were led to attribute a high degree of civil! 


provement in the direction of the bettering of the Indian him- | tion to the mound-building tribes of the Mississi ppt Valley. Fine relics « 
self, which I have advocated. carved images taken from the mounds, the signification of which the « 


The Report referred to by Mr. MANDERSON, and ordered | !*¢teF could not satisfactorily explain, were accepted as evidence in su 


to be printed in the Recorp, is as follows: y “ — See ee ee ee ee re 
ae al ai ' ‘ én ; *Indian: One of the aboriginal inhabitants of America. In gen: 
NORTH AMERICAN INDIANS IN THS UNITED STATES. Indians have no petitions rights in the United States; they can not vote 
(ALASKA EXCEPTED.) the general election of officers nor hold office. In New York they are con 
oubidi sein : . eons ty , aia sidered as citizens and not as aliens, owing allegiance to the Governme! 
By Thomas Donaldson, expert special agent, Eleventh Census.] and entitled to its protection (20 Johns., 188, 633); but it was ruled that the 
The history of the American Indians prior to European occupation of this | Cherokee Nation in Georgia was a distinct community (6 Pet., 515; 8 Cow 
continent is veiled in obseurity, and the theorist now finds abundant ma- | 189; 9 Wheat., 673; 14 Johns., 181, 332; 18 éd., 505). The title of the Indiat 
terial for his speculations. This obscurity would be in fact total oblivion | toland was that of occupation merely, but could be divested only by pur 
but for the remnants of nations or tribes found by the whites, and these | Chase or conquest (2 Humphr., 19; 1 Dougl., 546; 2 McLean, 412; 8 Wheat 
were, by their own stories, the survivors of once great nations. While the | 571; 2 Washb. R. P., 521; 3 Kent. 378).—Bouwvier's Law Dictionary, edition 1500 
pre-Columbian North American Indian* left no monuments of iron, stone, +We are in favor of Dr. D. G. Brinton’s term, “the American race.” 


"" 


The Rosebud and Pine Ridge Sioux Agencies in South Dakota, and the 
Brule Stoux Agency and the Cheyenne Kiver and Standing Rock Agencies 
are unfit for agriculture by reason of lack of water; and hot winds and 
drought also make them dreadful for living purposes. The Fort Berthold 
Reservation is also a miserable one for agriculture. * * * 

Many agencies should be abolished, some reservations abandoned, and 
tribes consolidated and removed to localities where it is possible to make a 
living. Congress should at once take this in hand, as proper action in this 
will save millions of dollars, and tend to the bettering of the condition of 
the Indians. When agencies are ordered abolished the inspectors of the In- 
dian Office can take charge and close them up. 

The following agencies at different points, as shown by the reports of the 
special agents, should be abolished as useless— 
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. status of these peop {In spite of investigation and publica 
ome “— cme part of learned institutious and pris ate indivi iuals, tending 
to dispel such deceptions, many intelligent people still retain false impr: 
sions while reading works that treat of primitive man. ' 

“It is the purpose of our book to do away with certain of these illusion 
in attempting this we are aware that a herculean task has been undertaken 
But the time has arrived when men prefer facts to flights of fancy. Weare 
therefore quite confident that our material, so carefully coliected a1 
thoughtfully weighed, will not be cast aside and its place usurped by t 
rash statements of hasty and incompetent investigat rs. Why there should 
pe so much speculation an i uncerta y concerning the life of our abori 
nes is inexplicable to us. No question of equal importance could have 
more easily determined had the early writers given as much car 
tience to mound exploration 3s is given at the present time 

“Conclusions: The skeletons of the bri ) c people in the colle 
examined from the Great and iami Vaileys and those of the S 
and Ohiosuggest that they were strong and w | built, and in stature sigh 
superior to the dolichocephali. s 

“No skeletons of gigantic size were discovered, and there is but 
doubt that the progenitors of the American race were in height subje ) 
the same aie in stature which are to be remarked among our re I 
tribes. 

“In anatomical peculiarities the people of the Scioto, Ohio, and Great 
Little Miami Valleys closely resemble those of the stone-grave people of 
Tennessee, and are in all probability but a prolongation of that shot 
headed stock northward in the localities name 

“Tn some of the large mounds, especially those of Hopewell’s earthw: 
in the Scioto Valley and mounds of the Little Miami Valley, the crania are 
remarkable for their great thickness and low, retreating, narrow foreheads 
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with heavy superciliary ridges, these at times being meee by a flat plane 
* * * punning backward somewhat horizontally, and then losing itself in 


the rest of the frontal bone as it mounts toward the parietals. * * 

‘We can not overlook the fact that the crania and skeletons examined by 
us, many of them excavated by our own hands, approached somewhat the 
negro in their anatomical characteristics. They are those of an inferior 
race, With strong mesocephalie and brachycephalic affinities. None of the 
characteristics of the Mongolian or of Mongoloid types are present in any 
of the Ohio crania which we have examined. They are evidently those of a 
people whose racial type was created and fixed on the American continent; 
in other words, the American race."’ 

The ruins, cave towns, and cliff dwellings on the piains, in the cliffs, or 
along streams in Colorado, Utah, New Mexico, and Arizona, and in some 
cases adjacent to the present Moqui Pusblos and Pueblos, have long been 
peopled byromance with legends of a race anterior to the ancestors of the 
yresent Indians. Much mystery has therefore attached to these ruins or 
awellings. They have been mapped, platted, described, painted, and photo- 
praphed until nothing new can now be given about them. Investigation 
shows that the pueblos were built of adobe, or sun-dried bricks, or stone 
blocks broken from the sandstone adjacent, or rubble or bowilders taken 
from the rivers or streams, and never of dressed stones as known to the 
whites; that they were the homes of the ancestry of the present Indians 
the towns of the vicinity, a part of the American race. 

The great area of the country covered by these ruins or dwellings is no 
evidence that it contained a vast population, for the country itself, its rr 
sources and features, prevented a large population, anda small populat 
abandoning easily built houses from time to time foreconomical or n 
reasons, or flying to cave or cliff dwellings for protection against a foe « 
toescape sudden inroads of water, will account for the great number of 
ruins or dwellings. The present Moqui Pueblo Indians of Arizona and 
Puebio Indians of New Mexico, living in the region of these ruins, are nota 
mysterious people nor a more ancient people than other portions of the 
North American Indians. Six of the Moqui towns are inhabited by Sho- 
shone Indians. The people of the seventh town (Tewa), originally fromthe 
valley of the Rio Grande, are probably also Shoshone, as well as the nine- 
teen pueblos of New Mexico. They are all probably a portion of the down 
drift of the Shoshone movement of centuries ago, which came from the 
north and went south down the valleys on the east and west of the Rocky 
Mountains to the Rio Grande, thence to the Gila, and thence to the Pacifi 
Ocean. 

The uncertainty surrounding the origin of the North American Indian 
raises several questions of interest: Are the American Indians within t 
present area of the United States and the cognate tribes adjoining, now in 


ura 


the Dominion of Canada, an original people? If so, when and how and 
where did they originate? If created on this continent, where was their 
Garden of Eden? If spontaneous in origin, why on this portion of the 


vhere? Is the Turanian 





American continent and not elsewhere and every 
theory of origincorrect? Is the North American Indian of the brotherhood 
and unity of man? If so, be is an anomaly, and his origin, considered 
broadly, must be recent, as his thought, progress, and the results ther 
from were in the first. stages of savagery when discovered; andif he is of 
the brotherhood, why generally a nomad? isesides, his color and habits 
indicate an entirely different class of aboriginal man from any yet known 
for he is the highest type of the wild man. Js hea proof that man first 
gan about the north polo by reason of that portion of the earth cooling tirs 
and beco: tropical and inhabitable, and that from that point m 
spread over the world. 

The great variety of life among the various tribes or peoples on the Amer- 
ican continent when first noted by the whites is confusing on review, and 
furnishes but little ground for comparison. The varying degrees of pro- 
gress or of detail of daily tribal life are perplexing; still, the climate of the 
several sections in which the aborigines were found in these varying condi- 
tions will account for much of the difference in customs, forms, and modes 
of life. Was the continent populated at different points by a different an- 
cestry? Theruins of buildings in Central America are puzzling when com- 
Di with the tepees, or wigwams, of the aboriginal population to the 
north. The Mexican condition of life presents a problem not easily solved 
by comparison with theruinsof Central America. The life and government 
ps and Chile present another phase. and so on until Cape Horn is 

From the Arctic regions to Patagonia on the American continent human 
= — viewed beneath the surface, defies dates as to its origin, dura 
oon ote any pamcsve knowledge from whence it sprang in its great variety 
oo pe aoe investigation, and the acquirement of and deductions 
~— possible knowledge, the safest conclusion as to the North American 

: an is that at the advent of the whites he was and in 1890 he is. 
is in evidence that many Indian nations nave become extinct from va- 

us Causes, especially war, famine, and disease, since the European has 

pa _ continent; others were described by the Indians, as having be- 
cu hin met long prior to the white man’s arrival, and since the white oc- 
cone —_ one Indian tribe has been made, save where tribes or bands 
a. m consolidated; so that by observation and tradition, as well as 
- Saaees statements, the thought is forced that the Indian nations or tribes 
Son aaa on the decline at the date of the arrival of the whites under 
mbus. Still, with all this presumably large aboriginal population in 
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skins and furs, and food fairly well supplied. In fact, they were in nowise 
in need of the white man’s care, nor did they desire it. They were wild men 
and women, to whom the restraints of a foreign control became bonds of 
stee) 

RANK AND GRADES OF MEN IN INDIAN TRIBES, 


In 1832 George Catlin, the eminent ethnologist, from observation, gave the 
rank and grades of men in the various Indian tribes, which, with some slight 
modifications for local forms and necessities, were general. The United 
States, since establishing the reservation system, has done much toward 
doing away with these grades. The United States Indian agents now 44 
prove or reject the selection of chiefs, if any be selected, and when there is 
a chief his power is nominal, no matter who selects or approves him. The 
constant hunt for the near necessities of life by the Indians has somewhat 
removed the old sense of dependence on the chief, because they find that in- 
stead ot pens and executing raids on game preserves or other tribes for 
food and plunder, he is now as busy as they in hunting his daily bread. 
Indians are very much like other people; they know when their bread is 
buttered. The following are the grades given by Mr. Catlin: 

“1, War chief: The first man of the nation; the first to whom the pipe is 
handed on all occasions, even in councils or treaties; the man who leads in 
battle, is first in war, speaks first in council of war and second in peace 
councils or treaties. 

‘2. Civil chief: The head man of the nation, except in times of war; 
opeohe first and smokes second in peace councils; is chief orator of the 
nation. 

‘8. Warrior: A man who is nota chief, but has been on war parties and 
holds himself ready at all times for war excursions. 

‘4. Braves: Young men not distinguished as warriors, but known and ad- 
mitted to be courageous, who stand ready at home to protect their houses 
and firesides.”’ 

As our Anglo-Saxon ancestor moved across the continent from the east to 
the west he met several types of the Indian; Indians living upon cultivated 
corn, grain, and vegetables, wild grains, fr~ ‘ts, and roots; flesh eaters, root 
diggers, and fish eaters. Everywhere he ound the Indian conforming 
through necessity to his surroundings, taking advantage of the situation, 
and ingenious with the elements around him. 

The highest intelligence was found among the Indians of the Atlantic 
coast and east of the Ohio River, this intelligence aay decreasing, un- 
til the most squalid Indian was found beyond the Rocky Mountains and to 
the Pacific coast and northward, and in regions where the natural resources 
were limited. 

Civilizations start to die, and to die where they are the oldest. So our 
Indian civilization, judged by this rule, began on the Pacific coast of the 
United States (being found virtually effete there 300 years ago), and pro- 
ceeded across the continent to the Atlantic coast, where our ancestors 
found itfresb and vigorous, as indicated by the Indians they met. 

Albert Gallatin, in 1836, wrote as follows of the North American Indians 
as agriculturists, hunters, fishers, and nomads: 

“All the Indians of North America, north of the civilized districts of the 
Mexican Empire, may be arranged in two classes: those who cultivated the 
soil and those who derived their subsistence exclusively from the natural 
products of the earth and the sea. The territory over which cultivation had 
extended is that which is bounded on the east by the Atlantic, on the south 
by the Gulf of Mexico, on the west py by the Mississippi, or perhaps 
more properly by the prairies; on the north, it may be said, by the nature of 
the climate. The northern boundary of cultivation was, near the Atlantic, 
that which divided the Abenakis from the Etchemins,including certainly 
the river Kennebec, and probably the Penobscot. With the exception of the 
Hivrons and other kindred tribes on the northern shores of Lake Erie, there 
was no cultivation north of the Great Lakes; nor does there appear to have 
been any among the Chippeways, who occupied the country along the south- 
ern banks of LakeSuperior. They and the Menomonies depended for vege- 
— eSepenty, if not altogether, onthe wild rice or wild oats, as the 

lant is ca . 

: “The few tribes west of the Mississippi which attend at all to agriculture 
have already been designated, as well as those which, extending thence to 
the Pacific, derive their principal means of subsistence either from the buf- 
falo or from roots and fish. or were the inhospitable regions of the north 
destitute of those means. Innumerable lakes cover perhaps one-third of 
the inland country, and would afford an abundant supply of food to an in- 
dustrious and provident population. The musk ox and the American rein- 
deer are found under those latitudes where the buffalo and the common 
deer can not exist. Even along the shores of the Arctic Ocean and of its 
numerous bays, the Eskimaux appear to be as well provided as the more 
Southern Indians. Immense quantities of salmon are caught in the sum- 
mer, and are easily preserved till the ensuing year. The seal, which is taken 
even during the winter, supplies the Eskimaux with food, fuel, light, and 
clothing; and even where there are neither trees nor driftwood, and where 
subterraneous abodes are not resorted to, or can not be excavated, the ice 
itself affords materials for winter dwellings as comfortable and as quickly 
constructed as the leather lodges or the bark huts of the erratic tribes. 

“Itis obvious that the population of nations which for their subsistence 
depend exclusively on natural products is necessarily limited by the quan- 
tity naturally produced. A nation of hunters, living exclusively on game, 
can not increase the quantity which a given extent of territory can sustain. 
All they can at most effect for that purpose is the destruction of carnivor- 
ous animals. If atany time their ogee should be so increased as to 
require a greater consumption of food than is afforded by the natural pro- 
duction of game, this would be checked, and the populaticn would soon be 
diminished till the So ene was again restored. In order to keep up 
their numbers the Indians must resist any encroachment on their hunting 
grounds. They must fight in their defense against invaders as for exist- 
ence. On the other hand, the great extent of ground Seay to sustain 
game sufficient for the subsistence of a very moderate population compels 
them to separate and to form a number of smal! independent communities. 
It may easily be perceived that the perpetual state of warfare in which 
neighboring tribes are e had its or in the same cause which has 
produced the great diversity of American languages or dialects. We may 
also understand how the affections of the Indian became so exclusively con- 
centrated in his own tribe, the intensity of that natural feeling, how it de- 
generated into deadly hatred of hostile nations, and the excesses of more 
than savage ferocity in which he indulged under the influence of his unre- 
strained vindictive passions. 

“It is worthy of remark that the population of those hunting nations does 
not appear to have ever reached the maximum of which it was susceptible. 
We have the proof of this in the undiminished numbers of the buffalo in the 
prairies, and even of the deer in the north, and in the facility with which 
the numerous servants of the ne and American trading companies 
derive their means of subsistence in those districts from the natural re- 
sources of the country, from the chase, or from the product of the lakes. 
The only species of animals which have decreased are those which supply 
furs and skins, for which commerce has created an extraordinary deman 
The intestine wars of the Indians may have checked the increase of popula- 
tion. but this is not the only cause, and we may find another in their invet- 
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erate indolence, united, as it is, with that habitual improvidepce, occasion. 
ally attended with the greatest privations, and even with tart ; 

‘*War and the chase are the only pursuits which the men 4 
neath their dignity. This is the uniform characteristic of all dur Indian na- 
tions. When not thus engaged they sink into a state of mental apathy and 
physical indolence, from which strong stimulents alone can arouse them 
and to this cause may be traced their excessive passion for gambling and 
for ardent spirits. Women are everywhere slaves and beasts of burden 
Independent of that portion which naturally falls to their share, > cares 
of maternity and of the household, every other species of labor falls upon 
them; and this alone has prevented the beneficial effects which would other. 
wise have flowed from the introduction of agriculture. 


WORTH AMERICAN INDIANS IN THE UNITED STATES. 


“It has already been seen that cultivation is exclusively confined to tha: 
portion of the country clothed with forests, which, between the Lakes ang 
the Gulf of Mexico, extends from the Atlantic tothe Mississippi, and harid|y 
beyondit. This territory and Chile, in South America, might in some re 
— be considered as centers of anincipient civilization. Butthe Arauca 
nians appear to have ceased to be hunters, and to have derived their sy 
sistence eres fromagriculture. Their longand successful resistance 
against the Spanish invaders proves them to have been a numerous and 
united poses they were not, like the Peruvians and Mexicans, unde 
yoke of a civil or religious despotism, and although they had not made th 
same progress in arts or knowledge, they may perhaps be considered as the 
most favorable specimen of the American race. Thesocial state of the » 
agricultural nations of North America presents avery different pict 
Cultivation among them appears to have been confined to the maize ne 
species of beans (phaseolus), and pumpkins (cucurbita), and in some quar 
ters the sweet potato (convolvulus), the watermelon, and tobacco, all \ 

lants were also cultivatedtin Peru. Maize, which constituted the 

mportant article, is decidedly of Southern origin, but whether the . 
vation first took place on the continent or in the West India Islands ca: 
not be ascertained. It would seem more probable that it originated in the 
favored elevated plains of the torrid zone, and that in its gradual! pi 
it was introduced from the neighborng islands of the Gulf of Mexico 
the country which lies along its northernshores. Its extension northwa: 
would be a natural process, and may have been favored by the greater d 
culty of obtaining food where there is no fish, and the game, consist 
principally of deer, is comparatively less abundant and obtained 
eater labor than in the prairies. But the introduction of agriculture | 
uced little alteration in the habits or manners of the men. ‘They still co: 
tinued to be hunters, and being too indolent to attend to the daily a: 
tame labors of agriculture these were again thrown upon the women.” 

This last social condition continues, notwithstanding the efforts of t 
United States Government and philanthropists tochange it. The Nor 
American reservation Indian is not a farmer. 


THE NORTH AMERICAN INDIANS AT THE ADVENT OF THE WHITE 


Peaceful and genial at first, then murderous (on the Atlantic coast 
advent of the whites, the Indians became more murderous, wild, and sa 
as our ancestors proceeded westward, this flerceness increasing and bei: 
aggravated by the advancing lines of Anglo-Saxon civilization. 

he aboriginal American Indian furnishes a theme for poet and autho 
Most of the Indians of the present day furnish no theme save doubt 
neglect. Cooper’s novels, delightful jand heroic, along with other. In 
romance, have producedin the American mind a belief in a higrer type of 
Indian than ever existed, or is even possible. So with all romance of 
dian life. The high type demanded by false types in literature and poetry 
has worked gross injustice to the present North American Indian. It has 
created in the popular mind, in sections where he is not actually known 
false impression of his capacity, his manhood, and his fitness for the de 
mands of Anglo-Saxon life. In fact, by reason of this false teaching, we 
expect too much of him. He has been placed upon a high'pedestal in liter 
ature, story, and song, and at a distance. like the great statue, he shows 
neither defect nor lact of symmetry. On close inspection the present Ir 
dian clearly indicates a great decadence from his reputed ancestors, and 
convicts many of the writers contemporaneous with his forefathers of ex- 
aggeration. ost of the present North American reservation Indians are 
no credit to their ancestors of romance. If these ancestors were as pictured 
these modern descendants are certainly a most degenerate offspring. 

As a rule, the present reservation Indian does not change unless com 
pelled by necessity or force. Outside surroundings do not weigh upon! 
affect him as they do other poome, He welcomes death, but resists the ten 
dered civilization. Indian life and civilization from his point of view a: 
perfect,and have always been so. The continent was his, and he, an uncon 
trolled child of nature, the perfection of a wild man. What a life was his 
He roamed without restraint. In early days he received cordially the fev 
whites who visited him, and cheerfully divided his food with them. 

Along streams in the interior prior to the advent of the Europeans the 
dugout canoe was the Indian’s conveyance. He moved in his canoe, and the 
mounds of the Western and Southern States were his places of rest, (e- 
fense, and burial. These mounds, generally along streams, are in the vicin 
ity of rich alluvial soil, where corn or other crops were easily raised; besides, 
the streams gave fish and mussels for food. 

The Spaniards brought the modern horse toAmerica. Someof the horses 
esca in the Southwest and ran wild in bands. The Indians soon cap 
tured and adopted them, and so after a time the canoe was partially aban: 
doned, and as aresult the roaming plains Indian followed. The new means 
of locomotion, the horse, became the Indian’s inseparable companion. The 
interior of the country was thus easily explored, and tribes became migr- 
tory. The plains where the horse was found running wild became of value 
as horse-producing grounds, and almost incessant war was the result. In 
fact, if tradition was to be believed, war seems to have been the normal con- 
dition of the Indian tribes of North America. The horse, enabling him to 
follow the buffalo (used for food and clothes), and the claiming of the lands 
= the tribes encouraged his nomadic habits, and paved the way for his con- 
tinued unsettled life. The buffalo grounds were also battlefields where the 
southern Comanche fought the northern Sioux and the Pawnee and tLe 
Cheyenne met in deadly conflict. 

The wandering habits of many tribes and their varied manners and cus- 
toms may account for the great number of tribal languages. Permanent 
and isolated tribal settlements also aided the growth of distinct speech. 
Then the ideal Indian life existed, for there wasin fact no labor. The battle 
for the necessities of life was not a otenaeie as now, because game was 
abundant and people not so numerous. Skins and furs for clothing and {9 
making lodges, tents, or tepees were plentiful; and the flesh of the fur ani- 
mal was good forfood. The streams abounded in fish, andtheseasons brough t 
the unfailing crops of roots and nuts. War, theft, and laziness in the males 
were virtues, and labor by the femalesa duty. The workers in the tribes 
were few, and the breadwinners were the decoy, spear, and bow and arrow. 

Individuals, as a rule, knew no law of personal property. The patient 
squaw was then, as now, the stay of the family, being in fact a beast of bur- 
den and both camp guard and keeper, while the males loafed, hunted, stole 
horses, fished, or made war, Nature was supreme. Wants were compara 
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tively few and easily supplied. Waste of flesh food was then the rule; still, 
with all his carelessness, the Indian had some idea of economy in the killing 
of beasts for food, as the buffalo herd or game preserves were invaded only 
in sefiustration of Indian life, consider the conditions and surroundings of 
jake and river Indians of the middle United States. The Pottawatomie, 
Chippewa, Ottawa, Huron, Wyandotte, Miami, Shawnee, and Kickapoo 
roame¢ along the lakes, rivers, and streams of what is now Ohio, Indiana, 
Northeastern Illinois, and Michigan. This was to them anidealhome. The 
water yielded fish, the trees shelter and fuel, the plains food and clothes. 
Why should man work in such a beautiful region? What use for labor 
where nature planted, reaped, and harvested? Why strive for more or for 
another life when abundance came with the seasons? The environments of 
civilization did not prevent the following of inclination. The Detroit River 
was then the favorite passageway and rallying int for the northwestern 
Indians. Onit the canoes came and went, and it was an artery in the sys- 
tem of aboriginal life. Game was abundant, including bear, elk, moose, 
wolves, beaver, otters, muskrats, andrabbits. Wild berries were indigenous. 
The sugar maple contributed tothe luxury of the savage taste. 

The wild rose, honeysuckle, and clematis made the forest air fragrant, 
and along the waterways and lakes the lily waved its welcome of beauty in 
myriad blossoms. Night came as a time of rest, and while nature worked 
the Indian slept, and on the morrow, as the sun’s rays kissed the longing 
earth, he arose to a bountiful repast not created by man. The incoming of 
the white man changed all this. The first sentence of the Latin tongue 
spoken in the Northwest ordained the death of the Indian. He felt it, and 
neither honeyed speech, tuneful song, nor gilded vestment and protecting 
church could reconcile him to the foreign invasion and control. The green 
wood soon echoed to the ax of the settler, and the stalwart son of the forest 
who had walked through his own possessions, alert and erect as the tower- 
ing pine, became of necessity a stealthy or hiding outcast in the land of his 
fathers, and crawled by night amidst the groves where, prior to the advent 
of the whites, he had boldly walked by day as aman. Of thisregion Cadillac, 
who settled Detroit in 1701 (and was afterwards, in 1710, made governor of 
Louisiana), wrote: 

“Its borders are so many vast prairies, and the freshness of the water 
keeps the banks always green. The prairies are bordered by long and broad 
rows of fruit trees which have never felt the careful hand of the vigilant 
gardener, Here, also, orchards, young and old, soften and bend their 
branches under the weight and quantity of their fruit toward the mother 
earth which has produced them. It is in this land, so fertile, that the am- 
bitious vine, which has never wept under the knife of the vinedresser, builds 
a thick roof with its large leaves and heavy clusters,weighing down the top 
of the tree which receives it, and often stifling it in its embrace. 

“Under these broad walks one sees assembled by hundrcds the timid deer 
and fawn; also the squirrel bounding in his eagerness to collect the apples 
and plums With which the earth is covered. Here the cautious turkey calls 
and conducts her numerous brood to gather the grapes, and here also their 
mates come to fill their large and gluttonous crops. Golden pheasants, the 
quail, the partridge, woodcock, and numerous doves swarm in the woods and 
cover the country, which is dotted and broken with thickets and high for- 
ests of full-grown trees, forming a charming perspective which sweetens the 
sad lonesomeness of the solitude. The hand of the pitiless reaper has never 
mownthe luxuriant grass upon which fatten woolly buffaloes of magnificent 
size and proportion. 

“The fish are here nourished and bathed by living waters of crystal clear- 
ness, and their great abundance renders them none the less delicious. 
Swans are so numerous that one would take for lilies the reeds in which 
they are crowded together. The gabbling goose, the duck, the widgeon, and 
the bustard are so abundant that to give an idea of their numbers I must 
use the expression of a savage, whom I asked, before arriving, if there was 
much game there: ‘So much,’ he said. ‘that they drew up in lines to let the 
boats ee through.’”’ 

The North American Indians, in their aboriginal condition, had no slaves, 
and, in fact, no tribe had until about 1800. This fact largely accounts for 
their continued aboriginal condition and nonprogressive methods. Slaves 
from without their tribes, doing servile labor within them, and in sufficient 
numbers to be factors, would unquestionably have materially changed their 
—- Of this and the possibilities suggested Albert Gallatin wrote in 
1836: 

“The annals of every nation of which we have any ancient and authentic 
records exhibit to us a state of society of which slavery constituted a com- 

nent and important part. Such was the case with the Romans, with the 

reeks, and with the Eastern nations, without excepting the Jews. It 
seems as if, after man had departed from the first ordinance given to him, 
conquest and slavery had become necessary ingredients in order to bring 
him within the pale of civilization. 

“Had the Five Nations, or any other conquering Indian tribe, instead of 
murdering or adopting prisoners of war, reduced them to a state of slav- 
ery and made them their helots, they might have attained a Spartan civili- 
zation. That of Peru and Mexico was avowedly the result of conquest, and 
in both cases had for its foundation the abject servitude or submission of 
the many, the military power of the conquerors, and the yoke imposed by 
a false religion. 

“The only weil-ascertained instance among our own Indians of their hav- 
ing, at least in part, become an agricultural nation, meaning thereby that 
State of society in which the men themselves do actually perform agricultu- 
ral labor, is that of the Cherokees [and Creeks], and it is in proof that in 
this case also cultivation was at first introduced through the means of 
slavery. In their predatory incursions they carried away slaves from Car- 
olina. These were used to work, and continued to be thus employed by their 
hew masters. The advantages derived by the owners were immediatel 
perceived, Either in war or in commercial intercourse, slaves of the Af- 
rican race became objects of desire; and, gradually assisted by the efforts 
of the Government and the beneficial influence of the missionaries, some 
among those Indians who could not obtain slaves were induced to work for 
themselves.” 

That the North American Indian was a seafaring man prior to the advent 
of Europeans there is no evidence. He was not met with at sea or at a dis- 
mnee from the coast by the Europeans; he did not, as a rule, sail on the 
a and his sailing on the rivers was in dugouts or rudely made craft. It 

6 oO a ae by water across the sea his descendants early lost the 
trade of their fathers. Capt. Howard Stansbury mentions the launching of 
@ boat in 1849 on Great Salt Lake, and the surprise it awakened among the 
the f dwelling along its borders, and ventures the suggestion that it was 
; © first boat they had ever seen. The North American Indian was a land 

over. He held totheearth. The forest and plains had more charms for 
to = an the roar of breakers and the crushof waves. Heconsidered lands 
fitted tribal, not individual property. He used lands he found vacant and 
tri to his wants, but the individual use was merely possessory. The 
bal lands, or claim for them, were held to most tenaciously, and the in- 
Pa wea of hunting grounds by other tribes was resisted, and frequently war 
at Owed. These national or tribal Indian land claims present a curious 
uly of the beginning and protection of natural land rights. 
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‘The lands of Indians, however, are owned, so far as owned at all, by the 
whole community, and in the case of the Algonquin tribes the chiefs had no 
real authority to alienate them without the consent of the tribesmen.’’— 
Francis Parkman, in A Half Century of Conflict, 1892, volume I, 214. 

Investigation shows that the Indians prior to the coming of the whites had 
portioned out the surface of the country fairly well, ana that by consent or 
tacit agreement separate sections of the country were occupied by tribes of 
the several stocks. In illustration: the Sioux, in a broad swath down the 
valley of the Mississippi, reached the far southeast; the Catawbas, of Siouan 
stock, were in North and South Carolina; the Biloxis in Louisiana, while 
the Tutelos, of the same stock, lived in Eastern Virginia. The Shoshonean 
stock roamed down through the middle basin between the Rocky and Sierra 
Nevada Mountains, in [daho, Utah, Colorado, New Mexico, and Arizona, to 
the Pacific Ocean, the Incians of the San Luis Rey Mission, in California, 
being of this stock. 

Lands thus claimed were respected by the other tribes. The leagnes of 
the Iroquois and the Dakotas seem to have been the comprehensive leagues, 
while in other instances adjoining tribes leagued asemergency required for 
attack or assault. Tribes were sometimes found in perpetual league, as for 
instance the Hurons and Shawnees. 

Indian nomadic life prevented large families. The various Indian tribes 
were generally nomadic within the areas claimed by or conceded to them by 
other tribes. They moved with the seasons, following the game or going to 
corn-growing grounds, and large numbers of children would have been an 
incumbrance. Those who depended most upon agriculture were the most 
permanent, because the climate of the agricultural sections was unusually 
good, and the country, generally limestone, abounded in root crops and 
birds, and the streams contained fish. 

These natural resources made this class of Indiansless nomadic than those 
who were mere flesh eaters, depending on game. Indians were good judges 
ofnatural resources and possibilities, and they never of their own choice se- 
lected a desert on which to live. The Jesuits in North America never made 
a settlement which died out, except —_ one, and that on the Missouri 
River. In fact, they almost all became cities. The prefix St. to acity inthe 
present United States is pretty sure to designate an original Catholic loca- 
tion. These fortunate locations were due to the fact that the priests sougbt 
the Indian settlements or towns and always found them favorably located 
for fish, flesh, and water, and grain and root crops. If the Indian had not 
been so careful in his selection of the best lands he would not have so soon 
become an object of attack by “‘land-hungry” people. It remained for the 
white man to discover that the Indian was fitted for deserts and mountain 
tops, as is shown in many of the reservations upon which he is sojourning 
at present as a ward of the nation (leaning heavily upon the Treasury mean- 
while) in some of the Western States and Territories. It may be asserted, 
as a rule, that the Indian has thrived fairly well upon lands where a white 
man could make a decent living. 


INDIAN LANDS AND THEIR PURCHASE. 


The early European doctrine was, that although the Indian was placed 
on the land by the Almighty it was only his to use until the white man 
should come over and claim it. This curious doctrine the Indian did not 
seem to understand, and does not understand to this day. The Supreme 
Court of the United States solemnly declared that the Indian had the pos 
sessory or occupancy title merely (though he was born on the land), and 
so he only held the fee in keeping for his white brother beyond seas. 

After the reservations were established by executive order or by law they 
were and are stiil being diminished, by an actual decrease of reservation 
lines, either by the demans of settlers, forcing reduction, or by the modern 
method of allotment, the Indians, by the latter method, being paid for the 
excess of the reservation they occupy. When reservations are diminished 
in gross the Indians are paid for the area of the reservation which the Gov- 
ernment takes possession of and disposes of under the various laws. The 
Indian does not, as a rule, get paid for the areas claimed originally by him, 
but for the area fixed for him as a reservation by the nation. There have 
been some limitations to this, however, prior to the days of reservations, 
when grants of money (divided pro rata) were made to small bands of In- 
dians for civilization and support by reason of cession of lands, etc., and 
removal to other lands belonging to the Government; these removals were 
generally called “ perpetual and permanent.’’ Many of the tribes have had 
several such removals upon the same fiction of permanent homes. 

The land that the nation now buys is not the lands embraced in the orl- 
ginal claim of the Indians, but reservations, upon some of which the In- 
dians have been arbitrarily placed. Some tribes, notably those in Califor- 
nia, did not receive one dollar for their lands. Of course the Indian had to 
assimilate orremove. He could not assimilate, so he removed, and is now 
being allotted. 

The Indian nations were divided into clans or gentes. 
Gallatin wrote in 1836: 

“The Indians, as individuals, have preserved a much greater degree of in- 
dependence than is compatible with a more advanced state of civilization. 
They will hardly submit to any restraints, and it is well known that the 
nominal title of chief confers but little power, either in war or peace, on 
their leaders, whose precarious authority depends almost entirely on ‘ineir 
personal talents and energy. Yet we find that nominal dignity of chief, sa- 
chem, mingo, or king to have been, with but few exceptions, among all the 
Indians, not only for life but hereditary. Butanother institution beionging 
to all the southern, and of which traces may be found among the northern, 
nations deserves a consideration. 

“Independentof political or geographical divisions, the division into faml- 
lies or clans has been established from time immemorial. At what time 
and in what manner the division was first made is not known. At present, 
or till very lately, every nation was divided into a number of clans, varying 
in the several nations from three to eight or ten, the members of which, re- 
spectively, were dispersed indiscriminately throughout the whole nation. 
It has been fully ascertained that the inviolable regulations by which those 
clans were perpetuated among the southern nations were, first, that no man 
could marry in his own clan; secondly, thatevery child belongs to his or her 
mother’sclan. Amongthe Choctaws there are two great divisions, each of 
which is subdivided into four clans, and no man can marry in any of the 
four clans belonging to his division. The restriction among the Cherokees, 
the Creeks, and the Natches does not extend beyond the clan to which the 
man belongs. 

“There are sufficient proofs that the same division into clans, commonly 
called tribes, exists among almost all the other Indian nations; but it is not 
clear thatthey are subject to the same regulationswhich prevail among the 
southern Indians. According to Charlevoix most nations are divided into 
three families or tribes. Oneof them is considered as the first and has a kind 
of preéminence. Those tribes are mixed without being confounded. Each 
tribe has the name of an animal. Among the Hurons the first tribe is that 
of the Bear, the two others of the Wolf and the Turtle. The Iroquois Nation 
has the same division, only the Turtle family is divided into two, the Great 
and the Little. 

“The accounts are not so explicit with respect to the Lenape tribes. Mr. 
Heckewelder, indeed, says that the Delawares were divided into three 
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tribes, but one of them, the Wolf or Minsi, had altogether separated from 
the others and was a distinct nation or tribe, and not aclan in the sense 
new under consideration.”’ 

Much study has been given this subject since Mr. Gallatin's time and most 
satisfactory results have been reached. 

Wild anc free lite made the Indian improvident. It gave him no care for 
the future. Even now a week’s rations is consumed in two days, for he eats 
prodigious!y, and besides he is not certain there may be any on the morrow. 
Nature has also conspired to make the Indian thriftiess and unstable. In 
his free condition he was the ideal wild man, pure and simple, and to this 
day many of them are but litthe changed in their wild instincts. Then the 
restraint upon his appetite, physical or otherwise, was satiety, and death 
was met with nerve and as a condition of life. Cunning and ingenious, and 
with some mechanival skill, he placed nature under tribute for arms, wea- 
ons, decoys, and game traps. As a hunter he was more adroit than the 
ee gaat more fleet of foot than the elk or deer, and morestealthy than 
the wolf. 

The Indian camp life was then ideal,or almost so; butnow the ideality has 
fle and only dirtremains. Peace reigned amid trees, which bore acorns or 
pine nuts for food and furnished shade and rest; in the mountain fastnesses 
or along the sides of —— fern and flower joined hand in never-ending 
sleep; down moss-covered rocks trickled gleeful streams to join the music 
ot children's laughter, and warriors planned murder, theft, and attack on 
rich and distantfoes. The nights were lurid with the light of camp fires 
and the air shook with the shouts of men, as, in the dance, they invoked 
all powers to aid their designs. 

The Indian village is the unit of organization in almost all the tribes. 
The individual isamerged in the village. All classes of North American In- 
diaus had a village life. With the agricultural Indians the villages were of 

a permanent character. With the nomadic Indians lodges or tents, with 
their live stock and property, composed the village. 

In peace the nomadic village was placed in a favored retreat, and here the 
Indians remained until war or the seasons forced them to remove. By 
marks or si¢ns a band conld tell what Indians had preceded it. Asa rule, 
the bands of a tribe had their well-detined camping grounds, which were 
sacredtothem. A tribe seldom, if ever, camped or lived in a com t mass. 
The villages were frequently remote, and in war were signaled with fires or 
alarmed by runners. In war old men and women cared for the camp and 
protected it. When a war party returned, one of their number was selected 
to bear a pole upon which were suspended the scalps taken from the enemy. 
Victorious Indians do not bring banners back to camp, because tribes have 
none; they bring scalps. 

The Indian village or camp (town it was called by the Creeks) was and is 
bow the seat of education, culture, comfort, and power with the Indian 
tribes. The individual who led a band was the head of the village, and his 
pores in the council of his tribe depended upon the number of warriors in 

iis village, just as civilized nations have their influence in the world by 
reason of their armies or navies. This Indian village life, the growth of 
centuries, is now partially perpetuated on large reservations, and the love 
of it is one of the chief causes of the Indian’s resistance to the white man’s 
customs. The Indian does not like to live isolated. 

Dances preceded and followed all their movements, good or bad. There 
was then no right, by the Saxon rule, with the Indians. Necessity and in- 
clination made laws for them, and with s ome of them it is the rule to this 
day. Irom the camps or villages the warriors sets out to acquire new hon- 
ors or to meet death (killing and steal then made honors). To themhe 
returned alive, or his story came with survivors. This was the life of 
the ancestors of the present North American Indians, and with some tribes 
it still continues. . 

The Latin and Anglo-Saxon life which poured in upon the Indian has been 
to him invasion, The pale face to him was a robber, who despoiled him of 
his lands and game, and so became forall time his enemy. From the Indian 
standpoint, Sitting Bull’s bleached and upturned face, dead on the plains of 
Dakota, was the face ofa hero, a patriot, whodied for hisrace. The Indian's 
first impression of the white man was not very favorable, and-to him the 
white man has not changed, except to be looked upon as more grasping. He 
found in the first white man the same instincts of trade and des to op- 
press the lower orcers of men that he finds now, together with much asser- 
tion of personal goodness. 

How hard to make some white men understand the necessities of the age 
and to consent to changes essential to the march of progress, progress 
meanings in the case of the Indian, as in the case of other people, the en- 
grafting of ideas, habits, and manners of one people upon another. Such a 
thing can not be done ina day. 

The Indian of romance and story is an ideal Indian; the Indian of to-day 
is real, a serious problem, and a decided matter of fact. While not a pro- 
ducer in the economic sense, he is intensely alive in producing disorder at 
times, keeping the frontier in terror and the army in motion. 

While the Indians in past ages had all the benefits arisiug from contact 
with beautiful scenery, all that bounteous nature could give to please, en- 
noble, or entrance, in an area so great that all climates were within his do- 
main, and all altitudes, from the towering mountain sublime inits upreach- 
ing to the low and peetic ranges of hills where verdure lay the year round 
and the wild flower blossomed with each succeeding rain,no Indian was 
ever inspired to great deeds or excited to the softer ways of life by these 
grand effects of lavish nature. None of these beauties seem to have raised 
an Indian to ways of refined peace by the unrolling before him of nature's 
goiden stores. Always the materialist, he seems to be ever content with 
material things. 

It may be asserted that Indian eloquence has been aided by the beauties 
of nature, and his love of his country, as depicted in his interpreted speeches, 
shows the influence of scenery. Interpreters are usually ignorant men, and 
their interpretations — be correct or not; still there is the curious fact 
that this wild man hasa love for thespoton which he was born, even though 
it be but arock, and he sticks to it most tenaciously. 

The Navajo women in 1867-1868 saved their tribe from being deported to a 
distant country by reason of their iove of country and appeals to Gen. W. 
'T. Sherman and the famous —™ commission of 1868. The ine identis given 

armon, 


in the report of Special A page 376. 

Experience shows that Indian’s so ed eloquence lies chiefly in his 
gestures. Words are usually put into his mouth: by interpreters, and his 
Speeches are carefully edited before being put in print. The Indian vocabu 
lary does not admit of much true oratory in speech, but his tones and 
po net are always eloquent. Except an Indian be educated out of the In- 

ian tongue, his periods are not musical and his ideas do not come forth in 
the compact Saxon method. An Indian is frequently Segue’ with his 
eyes and hands, but seldom in his ideas, as expressed in the Indian tongue. 
Sul, metaphors are much usedin the speeches and conversation of Indians, 
particulary the [roquois in New York. 

When the weather is very cold the Iroquoian says ‘it is a nose-cutting 
morning;'’ of an emaciated person, “he has dried bones.” A steamboat is 
“the ship impelled by fire.” A horseis ‘‘alog-carrier.’’ A cow is “a cud- 
chewer.”’ In old times these Indians kept warm by covering themselves with 
boughs of hemlock; and now if an Indiamis about to repair his cabin he says 
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“T will surrousd it with hemlock boughs,’’ meaning that he will ma) 
warm and comfwvrtable. When a chief has made a speech he finishes + 
saying “the doors are now open, you can proceed.”’ ‘Ihe Lroquois call th, 
selves ‘‘ the older people ’’ and the white man ‘“‘our younger brother.’ _ 

{indian graphic art shows the meagerness of his constructive pow 
idea, and his lack of mathematics accounts for his want of power of e 
tration. 

As individuals the Indians sometimes show virtues which th 
could imitate with profit. Scores of incidents can be related of their fai; 
ful friendship to the whites during the present century, and many of t)), 
are capable of becoming good and industrious citizens with proper 
agement and aid, provided usually that the Indian father and mot 
of different tribes. 

Angeline Seattle in 1890 (supposed to be more than 100 years of agx 
in a cabin at Seattle, Wash. She is a type of the Puget Sound | 
The illustrations of the Puyallup Indians show the irregular fea 
these Indians. Angeline is the daughter of Chief Seattle, whom G 
I. I. Stevens made achief, and after whom the present city is nam« 
is known as the friend of the whites and as being the person wh 
the early settlers of Seattle, along in the fifties, from massacre. 1 
dians of the region had confederated for an attack on the town. 
line pushed her way into the settlement and informed the peop 
man-of-war Decatur, lying in the harbor, shelled the woods about t! 
and drove the concealed warriors away. This old Indian woman ha 
been the favorite of Seattle, and is called the ‘‘ Princess Angeline.’’ \ 
look upon her with awe and wonder, both in respect to her person and 
garments. She roams about at will, a general and welcome town « 
“Old Betz,” a famous squaw inthe Minnesota Sioux massacre of 185: 
scores of whites from murder, and is gratefully remembered by the | 
of Minnesota. Shedied in 1873. 


VARIOUS OPINIONS AS TO THE INDIANS. 


A great variety of opinions, curious, quaint, and vague, can be fo 
historical travels and ethnological works upon almost all the Indian 
It is almost impossible to form a correct judgment from published o} 
as to the Indians of the whole country, especially of those west of the \ 
souri River. The following as to the Shoshones is the opinion of Hu 
H. Bancroft. (Native Races— Wild Tribes, 1886, volume 1, pages 440, 441.) 
grass-eating Shoshones, whom he mentions, would be singular kind of 
and their exact location would be of value to ethnology at this time: 

“The character of the better Shoshone tribes is not much worse than 
of the surrounding nations; they are thieving, treacherous, cunning, 
erately brave after their fashion, fierce when herceness will avail anythi 
and exceedingly cruel. Of the miserable root and grass eating Shosho: 
however, even this much can not be said. Those who have seen them una 
imously agree that they, of all men, are lowest. Lying in a state of 
torpor in holes in the ground during the winter, and in spring cra 
ing forth and eating grass on their hands and knees until able to regai 
feet; having no clothes, scarcely any cooked food, in many instar 
weapons, with merely a few vague imaginings for religion, living in ‘ 
most squalor and filth, putting no bridle on their passions, there is 
room for no missing link between them and brutes.” 

Mr. Bancroft then, in the work named, gives the following author 
the Shoshones: 

“he Shoshones of Carson Valley ‘are very rigid in their morals.’ 
and Brenchley’s Journal, volume 1, page 8. At Haw’s ranch, ‘hone 
trustworthy, but lazy and dirty.’—Jdem, page 123. These Kusi-Utahs 
very inoffensive, and seemed perfectly guileless.’—/dem, volume 2, pac 
The Pai-uches ‘are considered as mere dogs, the refuse of the lowest 
of humanity.’—Farnham's Life and Adventures, page 376. The Timpa) 
Yutas ‘are a noble race, * * * brave and hospitable.’—/dem, pag 
The Pi-utes are ‘the most degraded and least intellectual Indians known ' 
the trappers.’—F'arnham’'s Travels, page 58. ‘The Snakes are avery in 
gent race.’—Jdem, page 62. The Bannacks are ‘atreacherous and dang: 
race.’—Jdem, page 76. The Pi-Edes are ‘timidand dejected;’ the Snak: 
*‘flerce and warlike;’ the Tosawitches ‘very treacherous;’ the Ban 
‘treacherous;’ the Washoes ‘peaceable, but indolent.’—Simpson’s Roi 
California. pages 45-49. The Utahs ‘are brave, impudent, and warlike, * 
of a revengeful disposition.’—~Graves, in Indian Affairs Report, 1854, | 
178. ‘Industrious.’—Armstrong, in idem, 1856, page 233. ‘A race of 
whose cruelty is scarcely a stride removed from that of cannibalis: 
Hurt, in idem, page 231. ‘The Pah-utes are undoubtedly the most inte! 
ing and docile Indians on the continent.’—Dodge, in idem, 1859, page 
The Utahs are ‘fox-like, crafty, and cunning.’—Archuleta, in idem, 
page 167. The Pi-Utes are ‘teachable, kind, and industrious, * 
s—ynees chaste in all their intercourse.’—Parker, in idem, 1866, pa 
The Weber-Utes ‘are the most worthless and indolent of any in the 1 
tory.’—Head, in idem, page 123. The Bannacks ‘seem to be imbued wit 
spirit of dash and bravery quite unusual.’—Campbell, inidem, page 120. 

annacks ‘ are energetic and industrious.’—Danilson, in idem, 1869, page 
The Washoes are ‘docile and tractable.’—Douglas, in idem, 1870, pag: 
The Pi-Utes are ‘not warlike, rather cowardly, but pilfering and *h 
ous.’—Powell, in idem, 1871, page 562. The Shoshokoes ‘are extre 
lent, but a mild, inoffensive race.’—Irving’s Bonneville’s Adventures, pag 
257. The Snakes ‘are a thoroughly savage and lazy tribe.’—Francher 
Narrative, page 150. TheShoshones ‘ arefrank and communicative.’—L 
and Clarke’s Travels, page 306. The Snakes are ‘pacific, hospitable, : 
honest.’—Dunn’s Oregon, page 325. ‘The Snakes are a very intelligentrac: 
White's Oregon, page 379. *The Pi-Utes are as degraded a class of hu 
ity as can be found upon the earth. The male is proud, sullen, intens 
solent; * * * they will not steal; the women are chaste, at least t 
their white brothren.’—Farley, in San Francisco Medical Press, voli 
page 154. The Snakes have been considered ‘as rather a dull and deg 
— * * * weak in intellect and wantingin courage; and this op 

very probable to a casual observer at first sight, or when seen in 
numbers, for their apparent timidity, grave and reserved habits give 
an air of stupidity. An intimate knowledge of the Snake character 
however, place them onan equal footing with that of other kindred natio! 
either east or westof the mountains, both in respect to their mental facul' 
and moral attributes.’—Ross’s Pur Hunters, volume 2, page 151. ‘Les: 
pectohes, les Pagoutsetles Ampayoutssont * * * unpeupleplus misera) 

jus degrade, et plus pauvre. Les Francais les appellant communémen l 

ignes-de-pitié, eucenom leur convient &merveille.’—De Smet, Voyages, pa 
28. The Utahs ‘paraissent doux ot affables, trés-polis et hospitaliers | 
les étrangers, et charitables entre eux.’—/d#em, page 30. ‘The Indians 
Utah are the most miserablo if not the most degraded beings of all the va 
American wilderness.’—Domenech’s Deserts, volume 2, page64. The Uta 
‘ possess a capacity for improvement whenever circumstances favor them. ~ 
Scenes in the Rocky Mountains, page 180. The Snakes are ‘la plus 
vaise des races des Peaux-Rouges qui j’ai fréquentées. Llssont aussi pa! 
seux quepeu prévoyants.’—Saint-Amant, Voyages, page325. The Shoshon 
of Idaho are ‘highly intelligent and lively * * * the most virtuous 4 
unsophisticated of all the Indians of the United States."—Taylor, in Cal! 
fornia Farmer, April 27, 1860. Theo Washoes have ‘superior intelligence aus 
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aptitude for learning.’—Jdem, June 14, 1881; see , 
the Nevada Shoshones ‘are the most pure and uncorrupted aborigines 
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idem, June 26, 1863. 
; * * * they are scrupulously clean in their persons 
yn this continent; , Vey LousIY Clean 1D pers 

oP chaste in their habits; * * * though whole families live together, of 
all ages and both sexes, in the same tent, immorality and crime are of rare 
pecurrence.’—Prince, in idem, October 18, 1861. The Bannacks ‘arecowardly, 
filthy, and indolent.’—Schooleraft's, volume 4, page 223. ‘The 








treacherous, ¢ 1 
Utahs are predatory, voracious, and perfidious; plunderers and murderers 
py habit; * * * when their ferocity is not excited their suspicions are so 





ple, if they do not remain altogether 
’—Jidlem, volume es 197, 198. The Pa-Vants ‘ are as 
as their neighbors are mean and vile.’—Burton’s City 
of the Saints, page 577. ‘The Yuta is less servile, and consequently has a 
higher ethnic status than the African negro. He will not toil, and he turns 
at a kick or a blow.’—/dem, page 581. The Shosholes ‘are harmless, and ex- 
ceedingly timid and shy.’—bBrownell’s Indian Races, page 538." 

‘The real North American Indian sometimes dresses in highly colored 
blankets, when he can buy them, or in the Government blue blankets some- 
times furnished him, but when in the vicinity of towns or settlements he 
wears the rags cast off by the whites. Bs [ 

Delegations of Indians visiting Eastern cities and the Indians usually 
seen in the East are well dressed and present a fautastic appearance. They 
impress With their picturesque garb. What a magnificent sight! we ex- 
claim. To see a tribe, in their native condition on the plains, thus dressed 
would be a sight indeed. The truth is,the dress is borrowed, and the entire 
wardrobe of a tribe is drawn upon to fit out the visiting statesmen, the 
several owners of the traveling wardrobe remaining at home tightly rolled 
up in blankets. Photographs of Indians kept on sale are those of Indians 
fixed up for artistic effect and tocatchthe populareye. When at home, rags 
and feathers ornature are the usual dress and decoration of the reservation 
Indians, except where the Government provides. A visiting Indian is a 
yery different person in appearance from an Indian at home. 

The squaws in winter roll their lower limbs in gunny sacks, presenting a 
most curious side and front view; they capture all the cast-off female cloth- 
ing of towns in their vicinity on the frontier. Puckskins and furs are now 
almost gone. In fact, anything will do for body covering. 

On the bank of a river stood an Indian (in the land of the Piutes) some 
years ago in the bracing air of an early May morning, dressed in an aban- 
doned society coat, buttoned backward, a pair of eyeglasses, and a high, 
white hat with a black crepe band. This costume was really startling. He 
was an Indian dude, the envy of his tribe. “he possession of so much per- 
sonal wealth caused his death. In the night tims he was murdered by a fel- 
low Indian, his body thrown in the river, and the next day the murderer 
appeared in the dress coat. 

The real reservation Indian is usually filthy in his person, habits, and 
methods. He eats uncooked food (food unfit for swine) and vermin, and 
changes his clothes when they drop off from decay or lack of buttons or 
straps. He is offensive in odor and thriftless in all things pertaining to the 
economy oflife. He is the constant and agreeable companion of every kind 
ofvermin. Virtue is lost with some of the Indians, if it ever existed. 

When a squad of Indian youths arrive at an industrial or training school, 
fresh from a reservation, the hose and water cans are madeready. In one 
case the coachman who drove the wagon from the depot to an Indian school 
(not hisfirst experience with a load of red children from a Western reserva- 
tion) insisted upon leaving the wagon seat and riding one of the horses 
while on the way to the schoo! with a load of children, and the gentleman 
who was sent to receive them insisted upon walking behind the wagon to 
the house. It was not hospitable, but it was personal safety. 

Upon the arrival of the wagon the boys were taken back of a building, 
hosed down, and given new clothes, which they put on, and their recent 
coverings were burned. Dirt and the average reservation Indian seem to 
have formed a partnership at birth, and thus far no means have been dis- 
covered to divorce the combination. With all their filth and dirt, however, 
they are not the only dirty people in the world. They live no worse than 
the very poor class of the great cities of E ——- and America. See the an- 
nua! reports of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for a description of the 
persousl habits of the members of the several reservation tribes. 

“The most powerful Southern nations appear to have been, upon the 
whole, less exterminating than the Northern Indians. It is also probable 
that the hupenetrable swamps and the multiplied channels or bayous by 
which the delta of the Mississippi and the Red River country are intersected 

have afforde: placesof refuge to the remnants of conquered tribes.’’—Albert 
Gallatin, 1836. 

The American colonists had a severe experience with the Indians, and Mr. 
Jefferson, in writing the Declaration of Independence, expressed the pre- 
vailing opinion of them when he wrote in that instrument of the ‘merciless 
Indian savages, whose known rule of warfare isan undistinguished destruc- 
tion of all ages, sexes, and conditions.” 

The European did not teach the Indian the brutalities of war. From the 
statements made to the first (and as for that to the last) white men with 
whom he came in contact, the normal condition of the North American In- 
dians prior to the advent of Europeans was war, crueland bloody. The sev- 
eral tribes, when they fought. fought toexterminate. They had no firearms 
or swords of steel, but they used with cunning brutality the club, spear with 
—_ xm. bow and arrow, and the stone brainer; rude but effective weap- 
Serves or territory. 

The Europeans taught the Indians the use of firearms. They also taught 
them the value of cunning and diplomacy in transactions with men; and so 
after a time under this tutelage the Indian laid aside his cluband spear and 
depended more upon deceit, words with double meaning; as he gg it, 

‘speaking with a forked tongue.’’ The Caucasian also initiated him into 
the inystery of drunkenness, for it is not noted that the Indian had an intox- 
icant prior to the time the Europeans first methim. Sma)]pox and venereal 
iseases Were also the white man’s contributions to his red brother’s ills. 

At the advent of the Europeans, and especially in Virginia, the Indians, 
aod tak to their own statements, were exterminating themselves. They 
told fabulous stories of great tribes of Indians once in existence, but now 
extinct; of vast hordes of large-sized men and women in the west of the 
continent, who were overcome and destroyed. Their imaginations from 
time to time increased these exterminated tribes and their numbers. 


Atter thewhite mencameto the ble 
continent thoy put a stop, where possible, 
wenden tribes fighting one another, and the Indian became so busy in 
with hi @ the white man and his movements that he had no time to battle 
waa 8 fellow Indians; and so for the first one hundred years after the 
~ man came the Indians soeaniy increased. 
may be safe to say, kee @ well in mind the Indians’ stories and le- 
gends of theirwars and results, that had the white man delayed his a pear- 
po a hundred or more years, many tribes of Indians would by their own 
Te Policy have ceased to exist. 
on ere is a disposition to assume that events like that just recounted 
In ain & consequence of the contact of white men with red; but the primitive 
40 Was quite able to enact such tragedies without the help of Europeans. 
Before French or English infiuence had been felt in the interior of the con- 
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ese.Wars were generally for encroachments on fish or game pre- | 
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nt a great part of North America was tl juent Witness of sce stil 
e lurid in coloring and larger sci ff horror. In the first half of 
the seventeenth century the whole country, from Lake Superior to the Tez 
nessee, and from the AHeghanies to the Mississippi, was ravaged by wars 
extermination, in which tribes, 
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large and powerful by Indian standards, 





per l, dwindled into feeblejremnants, or were absorbed by other tribes, 
snd vanished from sight. French pioneers were sometimes involved in the 
trnage, but neither they nor other Europeans were ausw e for it.’ 
Francis Parkman, in A Half Century of Conflict 
Still, along the Indian trail to oblivion, the white man vy cases, bas 
been as brutal and flendish asthe Indian, and with e@X srone 


tured and the other wild and untutored. There ha mn upto wi n afew 
years past butlittle humanity, charity, or justicein much te man’ 
treatment of the American Indian. Noapology can be offered 
cuse, save the domination for a time of the brute in « 
and the attempttoout-Herod Herod, for at times In 
murdered or usedlike beasts. TheIndian isaco : 
fights behind rocks and bushes, and usually begins his wars w 
der of white women and children. Heis at all timestreache 

like a wild animal, stealthily creeping and crawling up to his pre 
cornered he fights like a devilincarnate. Indians whoare brutal); 
battle are at other times arrant cowards 

The fierce and warlike Apache of Arizona, cruel and brutal in hi 
fare, hides like a@ coward at night, and traveler or soldier is 
from attack from him after nightfall. The darkness to the Indian p 
pled with evil spirits and dreaded and dangerous forms, se he hid LW 
until daylight. The once cruel and dreaded Brule Sioux on the B ek 
ervation, South Dakota, willnot venture abroad at night, and, when 
to do so, will keep up an incessant hallooing, and will not go far 
swered by a friendly shout. 

As an interesting and curious fact, almost all the superstitions and cu 
toms recorded of the Indians during the past four hundred years still exist 
or traces of them can be found among both the wild and so-called civilize 
tribes, and frequently with Indians taxed not in tribal relation o eir 
descendants. Of course, this embraces reliable and authentic superst! 
tions and customs, and not the idle fancies of imaginative Indians 

In illustration of Indian tenacity in holding to old customs, an India: 
and his moccasins are yet almost inseparable companions. He seems born 
in them; he walks and sleeps in them, and he is buriedinthem. An Ind 
may be habited in a dress suit, but the chances are that his feet are covered 
with moccasins. In the Army he dresses in uniform, but almost always in 
sists on the moccasins. At the training and industrial schools it is wita 
difficulty that he can be induced to discard them. Even after Indians a: 
known as civilized they will be seen with moccasins 

Most of the American Indians are pigeon-toed, growing out of i 
probably, that having no heels on their moccasins and walking on the 
of the foot, the foot turns inward; the male Indians also havea hab 
crossing their feet when they sit. 
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INDIAN KNOWLEDGE OF MEDICINE AND INDIAN MEDICINE MEN 
rican Indian | 


lor a long time it was believed that the North Am¢ possess 
positive and useful knowledge of the medicinal properties of plants, roo 
and herbs, and certain portions of animals or birds indigenous to thei: 
country. Marvelous stories have been told of this knowledge and the curs 
made through it. Many white men have become rich from the sal 
posed Indian remedies, which, of course, the Indians never saw o 
knew of. Investigation shows thatif they poss« “l any such knowledge 
it was exceedingly limited. Their surgery was and still is of t 
character, and in some cases almost brutal. Superstitions, app« 
charms, incantations, and trickery were and now are the chief rem 
used by the Indian medicine man, or shaman, as will be seen by the report 
of the special agent Childbirth is attended to by women. T! I 
Special Agent Reuben Sears, page 454, inferentially shows what has been 
known to avery few Indian querists, that the polygamy of most Indian 
men is largely in the nature of lechery. The Indian medicine men ar 
simply the vilest of quacks, working upon the credulity of the peopk 
Through their acts and advice many deaths and some murders have re- 
rently been committed. They should be abolished wherever it is pos 
16 United States authorities to reach them 

N. B. Meacham, in “Wi-ne-ma,”’ writes of the medicine man as follows 

“The medicine man of the Indianis not selected In the same manner as are 
the medicine men of the white race, He does not choose the profession as 
an easy way to make a living; he knows too well the fearful responsibili 
of his position. He has seen the medicine man too often slain on account of 
his failure tocure. Hence the position is one not sought, but, as they be 
lieve, is forced upon them by the GreatSpirit. The indications of the selec 
tion appear at various ages: sometimes in childhood, sometimes in middle 
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life, and again in old age. The first intimation of being tow-ed is by bleed 
ing at the mouth or by becoming crazed with jerkingsand twitchings of the 


muscles. When these manifestations appear the tribe or band is notified 
and a council is. called, on which occasions the older doct iat It 
one of great importance to all the people, inasmuch as the medicine 
has so much power. 

“The candidate is very solicitous be : 
voived in assuming the office. He dare not resist the spirit, as doing 
would imperil his life forever, present and future. Hence he comes to th 
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examining council with trepidation, sometimes like the man in civil life 
ealled of God to preach the gospel comes, when he hears those words which 
have driven thousands of men into the ministry, ‘ Woe is me if I preach no 
the gospel.’ Such a conviction hasthe indian medicine man; and though he 
may not hearthosesame ominous words he feels them with as much reality 
and obeys with as much faith as ever candidate for ministerial orders w 
before a board of deacons and elders 

‘“*When the council is convened the preparations are complete we 
older doctors making prayers and offering sacrifices, killing white-hal 
dogs and hanging the skins upon a pole Which is raised above the 
On the top of the P ple are placed the tail feathers of the great m ine 
hawk, whieh is cal er all other 


ed the ‘ king hawk’ because of his mastery ov 

birds. The skins of the white weasel, the otter, the mink, and black fox 
ot which are said to be ‘sacred,’ are also hung upon the pole. These 
skins are supplied by the older doctors, or the friends of the candidate, ar 
they are his after the ceremony is over if he shall be found to be a doctor of 
the right kind; for with these people some of them are called of the good 
spirit and some of the bad spirit. The authority under which they act is 
matter of great concern to all parties and more especially to the candida 





himself; for should he prove to be called of the evil spirit his ministry f 
short duration, ending his life as soon as the authority is clearly recogn 
unless he escapes. It may be easily understood why ‘the bringing 4 
medicine man is a great event.” 
In November, 1892, “‘ Runs With,” a famous medicine man of the ee — 
. OU 


Rosebud Agency, South Dakota, in testifying before a grand jury at 
Falls, S. Dak., in the case of Ghost Hawk for the murder of his wife, thus 
detailed how he became a medicine man. He was one of the medicine mea 
called in to see the woman: 
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‘My heart told me thatI should be a medicine man, andI went upon a 
mountain and fasted and prayed for two days awaiting a sign from the 
Great Spirit. At the end of the second day as the sun was going to sleep, I 
saw a great light which blinded my eyes and heard a noise as of a rushing 
of many waters. I looked again and around me were four animals; a black- 
tailed deer, a white-tailed deer, a wolf, and a buffalo. They all spoke the 
speech of men. They said the Great Spirit had heard my prayer and had 
sent them to me. The animals faen took me over the prairie and told me 
what plants were hurtful and what were good for my people. They toldme 
what diseases of men the good herbs would cure, and then they vanished as 
suddenly as they hadcome. [returned to my people and told the chiefs 
what I had seen, was made and have since been a medicine man.”’ 

The medicine man’s theory of the death of Ghost Hawk’s wife was that 
the arteries in the arm were broken by the twisting of the arm, and that the 
arteries kept on breaking until the patient's heart broke. 

Experience has shown that the deportation of warlike Indian tribes is the 
most effectual way to make them peaceable. The Sioux were removed from 
Minnesota to various States and Territories after 1863; the Modocs, from 
Colifornia to Indian Territory in 1874; the Nez Perces (Joseph’s band), frou 
Idaho to Indian Territory in 1877, and Geronimo’s Apaches, from Arizona to 
Mount Vernon barracks, Alabama, in 1887. Removing Indians from their 
ancient haunts deprives them of natural methods, and knowing nothing of 
the topography ofa new country by experience or maps, ‘and surrounded 
by whites, it takes them years to learn hiding places and food and water 
resources. On his native heath the Indian — for the graves of his an- 
cestors, and hisroaming ground, in fact, hishome. Removed, he sits and 
mopes, a a in a strange land. Deportation, however, is a costly 
thing, for after deportation the Indians must be fed. 

The use of force with Indians is frequently the effective method; in some 
events, the only method. One fight with the whites won by Indians awakes 
their vanity, arouses their pride, and means death to unwary travelers. 
Runners are sent out after such events and neighboring tribes or warriors 
invited to join the victors. When once whipped soundly after an outbreak, 
Indians send out runners to advise their friends of their defeat, just as they 
do in case of victory. When whipped an Indian's first demand is for a “ big 
talk,” a council. By these councils the Indians usually get a temporary re- 
lief from control, get some presents, and then go back to their old ways. 
Of course, a treaty is made, or some kind of an agreement. The Indian, 
however, when he has the power, hears no cry but the groans of the ve 
He hears no appeal until the last soldier isdead. Scores of instances of his 
barbarous methods in battle, when he has power, can be found during the 
last hundred years. The Dade massacre, the Fort Fetterman massacre, and 
the Custer massacre are striking illustrations. In these three affairs only 
one White man got away alive, and he in the Dade massacre. Sentiment is 
wasted on an Indian when his blood is uP the bullet only can then obtain 
his attention; starvation will also cause him to stop. 

The Indian is the embodiment of cruelty. Boy or man, he enjoys tortur- 
ing all living things, and the women in this respect farexcel the men. Cru- 
elty is born in them in many cases. The prolonging of human suffering 
wane torturing a white captive the Indian can accomplish with rare dex- 
terity. 

The Indian squaw is the tenderest possible mother, affectionate, loving, 
and even going hungry for her child; at the same time she isa fiend in war 
with the whites, and is the embodiment of cruelty in her methods of tortur- 
ing the captives, men, women, and children. The American Indian squaw 
is the inventor of more kinds of torture for women and children than one 
can well enumerate. 

The ancestors of the present Comanches at Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita 
Agency, Oklahoma, were noted for their cruelty to prisoners. The Comanches 
in the olden times, or in early Texan days, were known as Comanches ofthe 
wees ‘ those who lived in the timber) and Comanches of the Prairies (horse 
Indians). 

Senator Sam Houston, in the Senate of the United States, December 31, 
1°54, in speaking of them, said: 

“There are not less than 2,000 prisoners (whites) in the hands of the 
Comanches, 400 in one band in my own State. * * * They take no prison- 
ers but women and boys (killing the men). The boys they treat with a de- 
gree of barbarity unprecedented, and their cruelties toward the females are 
nameless and atrocious.”’ 

Many illustrations of the habits of the Sioux and other tribes in mutilat- 
ing the dead whites after battle or massacre may be found in official reports 
of Government officers. 

Squaws and children actually engage in war when Soseemaay. In a fight 
which the Mojaves had with the soldiers near Fort Mojave, Arizona, in 1866, 
their chief got up into a cottonwood tree so that he could direct their move- 
ments. The soldiersran out of ammunition and fixed their bayonets. The 
old chief called out to his men: ‘The soldiers are squaws; they are sto 
ping up their guns; they won’t fightany more.”’ Just then another detach- 
ment came and opened across fire. A private shot the old chief out of the 
tree, and the soldiers were victorious. During the fight the old women 
formed a line in the rear of the warriors and held them up to the work, seiz- 
ing and throwing them back when they triedtorun. Thesquaws frequently 
fight in the line along with the men, and children of 10 years of age have 
been found with rifle in hand. 

The North American Indian, unlike other races, posesses no affection, love 
or gratitude for his fellow-man. The Indian has an insatiable greed for 
money, and change in his condition can be aided by giving him a chance to 
acquire it. The conclusion at which close students have arrived is that he 
is a wild man (not a brute), and intermarriage with whites or negroes, or 
force, large quantities of beef, work, or death can alone disperse him. The 
sree ORS of civilization has long since called him, but he refuses to be gar- 
nered, 

The average Indian, while low in his instincts, has the basis for much in- 
tellectual development. He is at all events the beginning ofa man. Con- 
sidering him from the Anglo-Saxon standpoint, he is in his native condition 
most dangerous and unlovable. 

Indians as aclass are egotists. Their egotism asserts itself intheir tribal 
as well as personal matters. Each tribe asserts itself to be ‘‘ the oe on 
the other tribes being mere ‘‘raise ups” or “drop offs.” The medicine men 
are unusually ents egotists. One of the special agents of the Elev- 
enth Census while at a Sioux reservation was importuned by a medicine 
man not only to attend his medicine lodge and see the ceremonies, where, 
said he, ‘you will see the greatest Indian medicine man in all the world, 
myself,’ but was asked by him to attend a special dinner at his tepee. His 
inducement was that he had obtained a delicacy of great gastronomic value 
which he alone could properly cook and serve. This was on beef or issue 
day; he had the delicacy in a gunny sack on his pony. He further informed 
the special agent that he had asked seven chiefs and headmen to dine with 
him at the same time. 

The agent accepted the invitation and expected not only to enjoy a true 
Tndian dinner, but to see much of Indian society, as the guests were noted 
Sioux of the Missouri. Curious as to the dinner, the special agent men- 
tioned it to the reservation butcher. The latter informed him, in a note of 
warning, that the medicine man had secured from him that day, as a rarity 
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for his guests’ dinner the next day, and was carrying it home in the ennny 
sack, a tumor of 30 pounds’ weight cut from acow. It is hardly necesca,> 
to add that the special agent did not dine with the greatest malicine m1, 
in the world. man 
With all his lack of reasoning powers, the Indian has rare perceptive fa; 
ulties in the matter of the retention of his own property, and he discover, 
dangers to it at the proper moment. These faculties are inborn. [t is th, 
—s common to all men and animals, that of protecting life and prop 
erty. I 
In one of Raleigh’s expeditions, the first to New Albion, one of his ea, 
tains (Amidas or Barlow) upon landing met a band of Indians who lived {py 
houses built of wood. The chief wore upon his head a platter-shapeq o 
bowl-like helmetof shining metal. The captain, thinking it gold, wanted; ) 
inspect it, and tried to take it off the red man’s head. TheIndian, with pays 
judgment (born with him) promptly declined and retired in haste. fo 
probably desired to retain the helmet He knew the white man at sign 
This lord of the forest and plains, strange to say, has become under | 
ent influences, on most of the reservations, a persistent, constant, ani 
ceasing beggar. No matter what his rank or station, when you visit } 
reservation, he meets you with a begging, proposition, and he estee; 
in proportion to - giving qualities. our yield is his measure 
tion for you, and he never questions about the object given. He will: e 
anything. He possesses the faculty of looking the expectant donor sq ware}; 
in theface. By the Homeric rule that ‘‘shamefacedness is a bad qua 
a beggar,” the North American reservation Indian is well qualified for j 


ng. 

The noninvestigating humane people of the East look upon the W 
citizen as the hereditary enemy of the Indian. In looking at this p: 
tion now, it is well to remember that times change and that railroads 
telegraphs have united all places, and that around almost all of the | 
reservations (save, say, twelve) can be found the same civilization ani 
same moral forces as in any city in the East. The pioneer is a man 
past. The mountain men are few in number, and the white cutthroats a 
murderers are seldom seen. Men with love of greed are plenty, but wha 
point is free from them? 

The Indians occupying large reservations are frequently allowed to ; 
towns and cities, but usually have a pass or permit to do so fromthe: 
giving the time they are to be absent. An Indian, when off the reser\ 
or on the plains, on approaching travelers, at once produces his “ pap 

rmit to leave the reservation, or a letter from a white man certifyin 

is character. At times these papers are very necessary, as white men ! 
frequently begun shooting when the Indian could not produce a leave « 
sence from an Indian agent or a certificate from a white man. 

The expert special agent in 1868 met a Shoshone Indian named Tay tol. 
(and whose son he found on the Bannock Reservation twenty-two years af 
erward in Idaho) near the Boise River who carried ‘‘a paper.”’ He y 
splendid type of man, eloquent in gesture and honest in purpose. Th 
lowing isthe paper: 


“ ROSE Fork, IDAHO, July 4, 1905 


“This Indian’s name is Taytober. Heis a thoroughbred. He goes wit 
out the bell tapping. He is also a gentleman, and you can bet your life he 
will do what he agrees todo. Make him your friend, for he is a good on 
Do the square thing by him and he is a honey-cooler. Doanything meaut 
him, and he is a johan, and he will get even. Brace him up with food when 
he hands you this, as heisalways hungry; no rum, but beef, and plenty of it 

“WILLIAM TROTTER AND UNCLE 
(‘GEORGE SMITH.’’) 


The following are other Indian “ papers:”’ 
* JUNE 30, 1871 

“To whom it may concern: The bearer of this note is a Sho-sho-ne. kk 
has no name; he has few of the necessaries of life, and tries hard in an hon 
est way to procure more. He always appears to be satisfied with his lot 
and has nothing in his appearance to recommend him to your attention 
but he has traits in his character that are worthy of imitation. Study him 
and you may see them. 

“J. P. GIBSON 


‘* BRIDGER, UTAH, June 1, 1867 
“This will be presented by Moss Rose, or ‘Dirty Pete,’ a Washakie Sho 
shone. Keep him away about 5 feet when he presents it; also lock your 
valuables up in your fireproof when you see him coming, for he isa great 
beggar. In the meantime, if you have any jerked meat turn him loose at it 
He don’t care whether it’s cooked or not. Ten to 12 pounds of good meat 
bear, elk, deer, or buffalo, lunches him. He don’t want any trimmings with 
the meat, and you needn’t hand him a napkin, either. He is nota bad In 
dian, but heis so dirty. He counts in dirt for two Indians when the agent 
rounds up the band for issue. Treat him well; his faults are few, and vices 

small ones. His word’s good. 
“JAMES BRIDGER 


Indians can by law abjure their tribes and become citizens when they like. 
When once off the reservation they work, beg, or go about as they please 
but the whites usually do not like to pay an Indian as much for his work as 
they do other men. 

The Western people, bei the party most directly interested, want the 
Indian question settled. Be ee the Indian to be a savage, and that thus 
far the Government has not civilized him, they want to be relieved of the 
oe of being murdered and having their wives and children also butch- 
ered and slaughtered. These people can not understand why alaw is passed 


to prohibit them from carrying a pistol, while the Indian can roam at large 


with a repeating rifle in his hand. 

Many people in looking at the Indians see only the men, women, and chil- 
dren, and not the surroundings, their habits, and vices. These people have 
the theory, but not the experience. a 

Since 1776 the North American Indian has cost the people of the United 
States about#1,100,000,000, and he has killed more than 19,000 persons, of whom 
over 2,000 were women and children. 

Indian history shows heroism, endurance, treachery, murder, tribal pa- 
triotism, great war leadership, and adroit political management. No man 
ever had the hold on a people that the medicine man has upon the Indian. 
What a league this Indian tribal resistance is to the white man’s civiliza- 
tion! Still, has the white man’s policy assisted the Indian to love him or 
make him his friend? Sitting Bull some years 0 said to the commanding 
officer at Fort Buford: “The Indian that says he likes a white man isa liar, 
and the white man that thinks an Indian likes him is a fool.” 


INDIAN NAMES. 


Indians frequently have several names. George Catlin in 1832 wrote this: 

** Nothing is more embarrassing for the traveler through the Indian couu 
tries, both of North and South America, than the difficulty of obtaining the 
real names of Indians, owing chiefly to the singular fact that no Indian 10 
either country will tell his name, but leaves it for occasions or for other In- 
dians to reveal. 4 

“The Indians have generally their family names in the idiom of their 
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a 
tribe, and having no Christian names, they often attach to them significa- 





re wrongly supposed to be their interpretations. A great pro- 
tons wt indian names (like Jones, Bailey, Roberts, etc.,in English) admit 
of no translation. In these cases the interpreters give their family names, 
joining to them the qualifications for which the individuals are celebrated, 
. Oon-disch-ta (the salmon spearer), Oon-disch-ta (the tiger killer), as we 
would say, Jones (the shoemaker), Jones (the butcher), etc.; and yet another 
dificulty still more embarrassing, that most Indians of celebrity have a 
dozenor more names, which they use according to caprice or circumstances. 

“T recollect that when 1 was painting the portrait of a Comanche chief I 
inquired his name, which another chief, sitting by, gave me as Ish-a-ro-yeh 
(he who carries a wolf). I expressed my surprise at his getting such a name 
and inquired if he had ever carried a wolf, to which he replied: ‘ Yes, [al- 
ways carry a wolf,’ lifting up his medicine bag, made of the skin of a white 
wolf and lying by the side of him as he was sitting on the ground. 

‘How curious (Indians) names and how pleasing. Among the Mandans, 
the reputed belles when I was there, were Mi-neek-e-sunk-te-ca (the mink) 
and Sha-ko-ka (mint), daughters of two of the subordinate chiefs; among the 
Riccarrees, Pshan-shaw (the sweet-seented grass) ; among the Minatarrees, a 
few miles above the Mandans, Seet-see-be-a (the midday sun); * * * 
among the Assinnaboines, Chin-cha-pee (the ont that creeps); among 
the Shawanos, Kay-te-qua (the female eagle); of the loways, Ru-ton-ye-wee- 
nee(the strutting pigeon); and among the Puncahs, Hee-la-dee (the pure 
fountain), and Mong-shong-shaw (the bending willow); among the Pawnee 
Picts Shee-de-a (wild sage), and among the Kiowas Wum-pan-to-me (the 
white weasel).” 

Mr. Catlin in the same work also calls attention to the variety and sin- 
gularity of the names of Indian men, as shown in his catalogue, such as 
“The very sweet man,” and ‘‘ The grass, bush, and blossom,” 

This duplication of names of Indians continuesto this day. In fact,many 
Indians have merely nicknames given them by the whites or for reservation 
use. Some go by numbers, as Jim No.1, No.2,No.3,etc. Indians have no 
family names which white menunderstand. For the past twoar three years 
theagents on the reservations have been giving them names. The census 
rolls of 1890 show the continuance of curious Indian names. 

There is much romance in ideal Indian names. Minnehaha, abbreviated 
in the West to Minnehaw; Hiawatha, Toyaba (pure white spirit), Eufaula 
(falling water), Weewoka, are soft and euphonious. The names of some of 
the real Indians of the present time are: Among the Creeks and Cherokees, 
Man-Afraid-of-his-Horse, Tom Potato, Hog Shooter, Pig Mike, Samuel 
Walking Stick, Samuel Poor Boy, Adam Dirt Seller, David Bull Frog, 
James Tin Cup, Archie Big Foot, Thomas Rooster, Robin Dirt Pot, Walter 
House Fly, Liar, Samuel Squirrel, Two Strikes, Hump, One-Eyed Sam, Old 
Bolly, Mouse, and Little Horse Nos. 1,2,3, 4, and 5. 

The following are Indian and white names of Bannock Indians taken from 
the ration list of the Bannock tribe at Fort Hall Agency, Idaho, in Novem- 
ber, 1890: Weed-ze-we, Teton Bill; Coppe-que-tan, Coffee Grounds; We-he- 
din, ron Mouth; Se-tso Po-ku-wak-i, Chinaman’s Family; Ca-nave, Johnny 
Stevens; Egi, Little John; Pah-a-give-ta, Big Mack; Saw-a-hun, Little Old 
Man; Pi-ze, Pit Piper. 

The following are Indian and white names from the ration list of the Sho- 
shone Indians at the same ageney: Pe-ah-go-un-dimmue, Andy Johnson; 
Joe Hooker; To-gum-bot-se, John Hair; Pe-ah-toon-yip, Big Man; Noisy 
Sam; Lazy Joe; To-sa-man, Slim Jim; Na-ho-ne, Big Jimmy; Quar-ree- 
sho-van-go-nip, Pompey Jack; Charley Summer. 

The names of Indians at Red Cloud Agency entitled to receive rations is 
given in Executive Document No. 145, House of Representatives, Forty- 
fourth Congress, first session, March 1876. Among them, of the Sioux, there 
were American Horse, Big Weeds, Biting Dog, Black Bull, Takes Things, 
Washerwoman, Frog, Big Belly Wolf, Sand, Bald Face Bull, Captain Long 
Dog, Cherry Seed, Chicken Packer, Hole in the Ground, Lightning Strikes, 
Serew or Little Moon, Turkey Legs, Thunder Hawk, Died in Lodge, Mule 
Head, Man-Afraid-of-his-Horses 1 and 2, Pumpkin Seed, Louse, Spotted 
Cow, Old Beads; of the Cheyennes, Timber, Red Neck, Bull:A, Slow Horse, 
Split Nose, Crow, Poor Bull, Itching, Dull Knife, One-Eyed White Man, No 
Account, Never Full, Old Slab, and Wild Hog; of the Arapahos, Feather on 
Head, Sharp Nose, Died Old, Short Shoulder Blade, Road of the Sun, Dog 
Chief, Kill, Curly Hair, Friday. 

The following names are found at Pine Ridge, S. Dak.: Of Sioux, Onsiya- 
yanka, Sits Pitiful; Waseocin, Begs for Paint; Winkle Onaso, Pacing Mor- 
phadite; Wakan, Holy Imahewicoli, Village in the Mouth: Wakankliwin, 
Comes Holy; Lecawakan, Just Holy; Woptura, Jefferson Ly + Woptura, 
Geoffrey Chips; Mirci Wanica, No Water; ——_ Wanica, No Fat; Tacupa, 
Marrow Bone; Newton Cancatanka, Newton Big Road; Lye Psa, His Sneeze; 
Sam Wikan Yuspaka, Samuel Broken Rope; Scili, Pawnee Leggings; Asa 
Wagmu Su, Asa Pumpkin Seed; Clarence Wicarpi, Yamni, Clarence Three 
Stars; Levi Sunk Hinto, Levi Blue Horse. Northern Cheyennes, Hohkot, 
Grasshopper; Tahouosaso, Bites; Wolnsceya, No Brains; Wokaus, Crooked 
moan octke, Loves his Knife; Mochtayoesin, Black Whetstone; Awsir, 

ail. 

The names of some of the Lower Brule Sioux are: Hind Dog, Grinder, 
Bobtail Crow, Small Forked Tail, Thin Belly, From Above, John Logan, 
Pretty Voice Hawk, Tom Red Leaf, Come Out of the Woods, Bucket Bail, 
Quick Jealousy, Joshua Good Eagle, Rude Dog, and Gunny Sack Lodge. 

The Indian will be remembered in the coming centuries from the fact that 
he has impressed himself upon the laws of the Republic, and given names to 
many of its States and Territories, cities, towns, rivers, and mountains. 

The following are Indian words, with their meanings, used for names of 
some of the States and Territories: 

‘Alabama, here we rest; Alaska Territory, greatcountry; Arkansas, arc, 
a bow, prefix to Kansas; Connecticut, up thelong river; Idaho, gem of the 
mountains; Illinois, Franco-Indian, tribe of men; Indiana; Iowa, Franco- 
Indian, drowsy; Kansas, smoky water; Kentucky, at the head of river; 
Massachusetts, about the great hills; Michigan, a weir for fish; Minnesota, 

cloudy water; Mississippi, great long river; Missouri, muddy; Nebraska, 
water valley; North Dakota, leagued; Ohio, beautiful; Oklahoma Territory, 
beautiful land; eet great river of the West; South Dakota, leagued; 
Tennessee, river of big bend; Texas, friends; Utah Territory, named after a 
tribe of Indians; Wisconsin, wild rushing channel; Wyoming, the large 
plains. On coats of arms of States: Alabama, here we rest; Washington, 
Al-Ki (bye-bye).”’ 

It has been quite the mode recently to drop Indian names for places and 
natural objects and adopt names of modern persons or designations from 
the ancients. American names, however, have special im ort, and should 
be retained. Centuries ago the continent was fairly well explored, and 
while the several nationalities stamped their sufferings, glories. or prowess 
upon the topography of the corey with the names of sovereign leaders, 
they in many cases adopted the Indian names. 

“The American people wrong their own country by obliterating the In- 
dian names which made rivers, mountains, and valleys expressive of their 
beauty, their location, and their power. Hebrew history alone, throughout 
the ages, has so dignified human qualities and the works of nature, as has 
the history, unwritten though it be, of the native American. The attempt 
to obliterate Indian names and to silence Indian tradition, is to obliterate 
landmarks which the American people should be more disposed to rescue 
and perpetuate. This feature of American civilization is neither enlight- 
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ened nor Christian, but essentially pagan. The unity of history is despoiled 
of its royal prerogative, that which identified nature in all its forms and 
man in all his capacities with one superintending Great Spirit over all."— 
Special Agent H. B. Carrington, 18% 

Thatthe North American Indian (undoubtedly all of one original stock) has 
any Well-defined religious views or beliefs as we understand them remains 
yet to be ascertained. The ideal Indian has a religion, but the real Indian 
has none. “God,” a word he first heard from Europeans, has to him in fact 
no special significance. It means anything around and above him. His 
mythology is crude’ and embraces the natural features about him: Fire, 
water, the air, earth, the sun, moon, and stars, and all animated nature. 
The real Indian hangs to his mythology, which is ingenious for its elements 
but unsatisfactory as a theory, with desperate tenacity, and herein lies the 
nut of the Indian question, which is hard to crack. 

“No attention is paid as yet to the fact that the religious creeds of the In- 
dians over the whole American Continent were moulded on the same pattern 
that their social organization was fundamentally the same among the Cher 
okees, the Pueblos of New Mexico, the Mexicans, and the Peruvians; that 
the system of government of the Iroquois differed from that of the Mexicans 
but very little, and that the same principles pervaded aboriginal architect 
ure from one arctic circle to the other, varying only in degree and not in 
kind. It is constantly overlooked that the fact of a certain class of build- 
ings being of stone and another group of wood does not necessarily imply 
a superiority of the builders of the former over the builders of the latter, 
and that the long house of the Iroquois shows as much mechanical skill, if 
not more, as the honey-combs in which the New Mexican Indians still live 
in part; that the carved dwellings of the Northwest coast denote anadvance 
in art not behind that of aboriginal Yucatan.’’—WH. 0. Ladd, in History of 
New Mexico, 1891. 

itis curious that while the North American Indians, according to some 
authors, have a complete system of religion and forms most ingenious and 
mathematical in its sequences, these same Indians are incapable of invent- 
ing, constructing, or building anything that requires the mental power of 
combination. They can not smelt iron or copper, or carve stone or wood 
(except in imitation and in a feeble way, save the Alaska Indians, who are 
probably of Tartar origin), or do other mechanical things. In fact, they 
have no mathematics in their methods, and many of these alleged singular 
and complex religious and other systems would not be known save for 
their exhumation, development, or invention by white men. The indians 
could invent a religion, but not a language to preserve it, nor a method to 
mark it! They could invent and develop myths, but could not build a 
house for their devotees, nor perpetuate their doctrines by signs or marks! 
With all other races the faculty of preservation is found with invention. It 
remained, in many instances, for white men to tell the Indian what his 
methodsand systems were. 

The Indian has the faculty of being led in conversation. In fact, he likes 
to be so led, provided he sees any food or largess at the end, and any inge- 
nious ethnologist or investigator wedded to a theory can, if he has a vivid 
imagination and a stock of money and food, obtain ample proof of that the- 
ory from an Indian. Left to himself the Indian has no theories to propose 
to white men; and while the most garrulous people among themselves, they 
become silent at the approach of the white man, their naturalenemy. Ap- 
proach an Indian camp quietly and unobserved, and you hear the clatter of 
tongues and the laughter of children. The women chatter like white gos 
sips and the children bubble over with fun. Indian children seldom if ever 
cry, and a brutal Indian father or mother is most unusual. 

it is amusing to see an Indian mother unstring the cradle from her back, 
take the child out, fill her mouth with water, eject it in a spray, and wash 
the vermin or dust from the child, which never even whimpers, carefully re- 
> it, string it to her back, and trot along to catch up with the moving 

and. Again, she will take the child out when hot and cool it by blowing 
over it, and when cold in the winter she will also warm it by blowing her 
hot breath over it. Indian children seem to have the same secretive in 
stincts as young mice and rats; they do not make any noise and give no 
sign of their presence. This is common to mostwildanimals. Young cats, 
puppies, colts, and calves, being domesticated animals, and white infants, 
make much noise from their birth. The silent Indian will, however, on the 
production of money, food, or clothing, forget his animosity to the whites 
until after the ownership of the visible object is settled, when he will be- 
come talkative; during this time almost any theory can be proven. 

There is a theory or a legend that the Pueblo Indians of New Mexico and 
Arizona are daily waiting and watching for the coming of Montezuma. 
Rose-colored descriptions have been given of how the Indian rises from his 
couch, just before the orient blazes forth, and hies him up a ladder to the 
roof of his house, and there, in kneeling posture, with a longing look to the 
East, and with weary body awaits the rising of the sun and the coming of the 
expected Montezuma. Pictures have been painted of this scene, and much 
beautiful language used complimentary to the red man for this example of 
devotion and faith. The fact is, that this Pueblo red man rises from his 
couch (usually a — skin) and scrambles to the roof of his house, made 
of mud, because he is hungry and wants his breakfast. From the top of his 
castle, as the sun rises, he searches for his herd of goats and cows, which 
furnishes him with milk. After he discovers their location he returns to 
earth, rounds up his live stock, and gets his food; and another reason is 
that these pueblos or houses have no ventilators or windows, and the red 
men, women, and children rise and escape early inthe morning to geta 
breath of fresh air, or are called by the town crier, under assignment to labor 

Like many Indian legends made by white men, this Montezuma waiting 
story is pretty, but itis not true. These same self-supporting Pueblo In- 
dians of Arizona and New Mexico, citizens of the United States and pro- 
gressive, while nominally Catholics, are at heart self-reliant wild men and 
women, and hold to their ancient forms and beliefs. In some of the New 
Mexico pueblos there are Catholic churches with priests, but at the same 
time there are estufas for old Indian religious ceremonies, which are care- 
fully looked after by the people. 

The priest in some cases marries them by the ceremonies of his church, 
charges for it, and frequently immediately afterward they are remarriedin 
the old Indian way. Sometimes prior to the dance and estufa ceremonies, 
lasting several days, the priest is removed to a safe distance, placed under 
guard, and held a ag ep until the affair has ended, occasionally he is 
picketed on a hillside like a donkey. 

The Indian is superstitious, but superstition is not by any means common 
to savage races. Infact, many are lead to believe from observation that 
culture frequently breeds superstition. The Messiah craze of 1890 among 
the Indians was no worse than some of the isms among the whites. 

The Indian Is tenacious of his beliefand customs. In past years toomany 
attempts have been made to correct Indian forms and observances, not 
heeding the fact that many of these are the results of long established and 
serious beliefs. ? 

In an account of the state of the missions newly settled by the Jesuits in 
Colifornia, by I'ather Francis M. Picolo, made to the royal council atGanud- 
alaxa, in Mexico, February 10, 1702, is this reference to the religion of the 
Indians of California in 1697: 

“The Californians [Indians] are a very lively people, and fond of joking. 
This we found when we first began toinstruct them. They, whenever we 
committed any error in speaking their language, laughed at and jeered us; 
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but now, that we are better acquainted, they correct us, Whenever we com- 
mit a fault, in the civilest manner, and whenever we explain some mystery 
or article in morality which interfered with their prejudices or ancient 
errors, they wait till the preacher has ended his discourse and then will dis- 
sute with him in a forcible and sensible manner. If cogent reasons are of- 

ered they listen to them with great docility, and when convinced they sub- 
mit and perform whatever is enjoined on them. They did not seem to have 
any form of government, nor scarce anything like religion or aregular wor- 
ship. They adore the moon, and cut their hair (to the bestof my remem- 
brance) when that planet is in the wane, in honor of their deity. The hair 
which is thus cut off they give to their priests, who employ it in several su- 
perstitious uses. Every family enacts its own laws at pleasure, and this 
possibly may be the cause of the frequent contests and wars in which they 
are engaged with one another.” : 

Some of the surroundings of the attempts at christianizing the American 
Indians in later days were not calculated toinspire particular confidence in 
the promised “peace on earth and good will to men” to come from the 
adoption of the creed preferred by the white man. The nonprogressive, 
those who believed in holding on to the old Indian ways, frequently had 
strong arguments to use with their people against change and conforming 
to the ways of the whites. Willing ears listened to the recital of these in- 
cidents and willing hearts carried them over the plains or in the groves to 
roaming Indians from the Gulf to the Lakes. The story of the massacre 
of the Christian Indians at Gnadenhutten, in what is now Ohio, March 8, 
1782, was a treasured morsel by the old Indians, and was repeated to admir- 
ing listeners along the norther frontier from 1782 until 1810, and greatly 
aided Tecumseh and his Winnebagos in inciting the northern frontier In- 
dians to revolt. The story of the murder of the ninety men, women, and 
children at Gnadenhutten threw the cause of Indian christianization back 
fifty years. Of this massacre Charlies McKnight, in Our Western Border 
One Hundred Years Ago, says: 

“The whole massacre leaves a stain of deepest dye on the page of Amer- 
ican history. It was simply atrocious and execrable, a blistering disgrace 
to all concerned, utterly without excuse, and incapable of defense. It 
damns the memory of each participator to the last syllable of recorded 
ae down the ages the massacre of the innocents will be its only 
parallel.” 

The North American Indian, a child of nature, seems to possess a peculiar 
logic, and it seems to have been born in him. 

“On a visit to the Dacotah mission, in 1859, a scalp dance was held near 
the mission house. I was indignant. I went to Wabasha, the head chief, 
and said: ‘Wabasha, you asked me for a missionary and teacher. I gave 
them to you. I visit you, and the first sight is this brutal scalp dance. I 
knew the meg whom your young men have murdered; he had a wife 
and children; his wife is crying for her husband; his children are askizig 
for their father. Wabasha, the Great Spirit hears his childrencry. He is 
angry. Some day He will ask Wabasha, ‘Where is yourred brother?’ The 
old chief smiled, drew his pipe from mouth, blew a cloud of smoke up- 
ward, and said: ‘White man go to war with his own brother in the same 
country; kill more men than Wabasha can count in all his life. Great 
Spirit smiles; says, “Good white man; he has my book; I love him very 
much; I have a good place for him by and by.” 6 Indian is a wild man; 
he haa no Great Spirit book; he kills one man; has a scalp dance; Great 
Spirit is mad, and says, ‘Bad Indian; I — him in a bad place by and 
by.”’ Wabasha don't believe it.’'’—Sishop H. B. Whipple, Minnesota, April, 
1890, 

The Indian usually soon perceives the attempt to convert him to the 
white man’s creeds and resists it with vigor. 

On the reservations the Indian is cunning enough to see that he may 
reap some personal advantage by getti the agent and missionary at 
logeerheads, and to this end he frequently works. Ali the reservation 
Indian's alms and means are directed toward the acquisition of material 
things, things brought to him by others. A church on a reservation which 
clothes its Indian school children and has other material aids gets a full 
attendance. Komo, a Ute Indian, while explaining that he and Y g~ le 
were nominally Christians, unwittingly gave the reason when he said, ‘‘Oh, 
we go down to Salt Lake City once a year, get baptized, and get blankets!’’ 
At the present time church-attending Indians on the reservations are 
called by the whites “pork and flour Indians,’’ as these commodities are 
sometimes distributed to them. 

In connection with the ghost or messiah dance during 1890-1891, an Indian 
wrote to the editor of the Chicago Tribune as follows: 


“QUAPAW MISSION, IND. T., December 2, 1890. 


“You say, ‘If the United States Army would kill a thousand or soof the 
dancing Indians there would be no more trouble.’ I judge by the above 
language that you are a Christian and do all in your power to advance the 
cause of Christ. You are doubtless a worshiper of the white man’s Sav- 
iour, but are unwilling that the Indians should have a messiah of their own. 
‘The Indians havenever taken kindly to the Christian religion as preached and 
practiced by the whites. Doyouknow why this is thecase? Because the Good 
Mather of all has given us a better religion, a religion that is all goodand no 
bad, areligion that is adapted toourwants. Yousay,if we are good, obey the 
‘Tren Commendments,and neversin any more, we may be permitted eventually 
to sit upon a white rock and sing to God forevermore, and look down 
upon our heathen fathers, mothers, brothers, and sisters who are howling 
inhell. It won'tdo, The codeof morais as practiced by the white race will 
not compare with the morals of the Indians. We pay no lawyers or preach- 
ers, but we have not the one-tenth part of crime that you do. 

“Tf our messiah does come we shall not try to force you into our belief. We 
will never burn innocent women at the stake or pull men to pleces with 
horses because they refuse to joininour ghostdances. You white people had 
a messiah, and, if history is to be believed, nearly every nation has had one. 
You had twelve apostles; we have eleven, and some of those are already in 
the military guardhouse. We also have a Virgin Mary, and she is in the 
=o. You are anxious to get hold of our messiah so you can put him 

trons. This you maydo, In fact, you may crucify him as you did that 
other one, but you can not convert the Indiansto the istian on until 
you contaminate them with the blood of the white man. The white man’s 
eaven is repulsive to the Indian nature, and if the white man’s hell suits 
you, why, you keepit. Ithink there will be white rogues enough to fill it. 

* Hoping that our messiah will come soon, and prove all that prophets 
have proclaimed him, I remain your most obedient, 

S SE HADJO on JOHN DAYLIGHT.” 


An Indian headman in 1891, when visited by an official, who mentioned 
that dancing among the Indians was not looked upon with favor by the 
authorities, said: 

“White men dance when they please; why shouldn't an Indian? When I 
was down in W. ton, some years ago,I called at the council house and 
saw the President. It was at httime, and a lot of women were walking 
around. They were about half the top of their bodies being ex- 
= in such a way that an Indian woman would be ashamed to do; yet I 

ound that these haif-dressed women were the wives of bigchiefs, and called 
themselves good women and went tochurch. I expect thev were the wives, 


JULY 16, 
too, of some of the church men who want to stop Indians from da) 
White man takes mighty good care of himself and his own people: he ly 
let other people alone with their harmless amusements. ¢ 

It will be noted that the North American Indian is a person of my 
tellectual power, undeveloped or uncultivated as we understand it; he 
cunning as the wild beast or reptile; he holds tenaciously to what he 
lieves to be his religious duty, and resists the white man's civiliza 
Christianity with all his power. He seems to have had no stages of } rr 
as other recorded peoples have had; he appears not to have had the a; 
tion or incentive to invent or construct beyond the merest minimum ]/j 
of wants and needs. If heis nota wild man, how is it that after y 
education there zre s0 many instances showing that he at the first « 
tunity returns to his old habits and traditions? Asa rule, he is emin 
destructionist, not a constructionist, in the economic sense. 

In considering the present reservation Indians, it is well to recal! 
is several hundred years since Massasoit, Philip, or Powhatan 1{ 
shorter period since Brandt, Red Jacket, Tecumseh, Black Hawk, a 
ceola were ruling chiefs; while Little Crow, Rain in the Face, Red « 
—— Faced Charley, Joseph, Bannock Jim, and Sitting Bull are near 

ors. 

There is no doubt or mystery about most of the North American r 
tion Indians in 1890. TheIndian one now meets is a plain, every day, 
present fact, and he is found to be eminently open and plain in one pu: 
and that to get a living with as little effort as possible, in which purp 
present system of affairs aids him. The Indian is never so ‘uch ine 
as when at the national trencher. He begins when the fovou is before 
and ends when it is all consumed; still, when compelled, Indians 
upon as little food as any people upon the earth. 

A hundred or more years ago, in a report to the French academy, w: 
by a competent and famous investigator, it was stated that ‘the N 
American Indian is an enigma,’’ and this canin truth be written t 
While an enigma he is of a magnificent race, and if civilized would | 
ancestor of a mighty people. When we consider the ravages of disea 
termarriage, exposure, starvation, and the white man, and then « 
the number of Indians now here, as againstthenumber at the advent of t 
European on this continent, the Indian would seem to be a startling « 
ple of the survival of the fittest. War fits his nature, is his occupati 
selection, and apparently by design, and gives him fame. His hero: 
warriors, and so tradition and fact encourage him to follow war as ar 
tion or profession. 

The key to the American Indian’s resistance to the white man occu! 
his country and utilizing its resources, and then attempting to contro! | 
lies in the fact that being the original occupant and owner of the lands 
can not see why he should gives way, go to the wall, or move to parts un 
known. Hecan not understand the profit to come to him and his b 
being despoiled first and absorbed afterwards. With his limited experi: 
he can not understand why so much should be exacted of him, and s0 |i: 
be done of a practical nature by those receiving most of the benefits. | 
turies of living by roaming, war, and the consuming of the wild produ 
nature have not especially fitted him for readily accepting Anglo-S 
civilization. What is offered himin placeof hisoldlife? Whatother: 
of support are given him? What chance is he to have inthe battle « 

t the culture of the white man? 

he Indian's battle has been for the control of the heart of a conti: 
As the white man presses him and certain death or absorption stares | 
in the face, his tribal history, his past life and methods rise before him 
could not, would not, and does not, with few exceptions, realize the 1 
sity forchange. It was bred in his bone that labor is dishonorable. 
——_ demands, and requiremerts of civilized life foretold to him 
end of the old Indian life, and the curling smoke from the settler’s hut | 
doom of his unrestrained liberty. Upto this time the Indian had becn 
= man, there being no Anglo-Saxon standard of good or bad for compa 

m, for sin comes with the Jaw and definition. Moral training such : 
know he never knew, and he does not know tothis day. His method of 
fare, fierce and brutal, was born in him. Then he met force with for 
reason with the knife, and logic with his club or gun, and he uses the 
methodsnow. Then he was a good man until something he did not |i 
understand met him, and then, as now, the good man became a h 
savage. The first tender of our advaticing civilization hemet with su: 
and then resistance, and so for almost three hundred years unceasin 
has followed. If quietin one place, he is growlingor in revolt in anot 

In almost all of the pioneer movements to the West the crack of th 
was heard while the —— of the hoe was seen. As the Indian { 
presence and weight of this new civilization all of his past history and | 
ent life crowded upon him and he revolted, because he could see t! 
race Was about to be covered with a cloud that would eventually en; 
The white man’s clutch was on his throat; the ideal Indian life was a 
to become practical. With the advancing lines of white men itt 
prophet to proclaim the Indian’s doom. With clenched teeth, and « 
gun in hand, he places his back to the rock and dies in resistanc: 
such a death! 

As has been stated, ii, isnot probable that the present area of the U 
States since the white man came has contained at one time more than ‘ 
0v0 Indians. High estimates were made in early days, but the average e' 
then was about 1,000,000. In 1890 we have about 248,000 civilized and un 
ized Indians. 

Through almost four centuries warlike bands resisted, and many of 
Indians are still resisting progress. How defiantly they met death! 
died silently, without a groan, amid the shouts of murdered white m: 
women, the groans of butchered children, the roar of the cannon, a1 
crack of the rifle. 

Over the old hunting ground, across the silvery streams which thr: 
brown barrens and plains, up the tall mountains among the towerin 
to the A ey and sun-touched summits, in the land once the h 
his people, the Indian of to-day can cast only a longing eye, and r 
The plains are silent to the tread of the old Indian host; no monume 
structures tell their story, no footprints in the rocks, no piles of car 
sculptured stone speak cf their patience, ingenuity, or their presence 
streams run as of yore, but, while softly creeping to the sea, sing no 
and speak no word of the olden times. The nodding pine and ash 
the mountain side bend and bow a welcome to the newcomer, 
silent as to the past. The canyon and mountain recess shelter as of « 
speak not. 

For the remaining Indian the painter, the museum, and the art pr 
tive alone can tell the story. Even nature, the Indian’s god, is silent 
him, and speaks not. Such has been his life, such the results, that if theen': 
remaining Indians were instantly and completely wi from the fac 
the earth they would leave no monuments, no buil , no written |! 
guage (save one), noliterature, no inventions, nothing in the arts or scien 
and absolutely nothing for the benefit of mankind. A fewsmall graves4 d 
unimportant structural ruins and enigmas met the gaze ofthe white m4" 
four hundred years ago. The past of the Indian was sealed even then, 2! 
apparently to the Indian as well as to the white man; and this condition re- 
mains tothistime. Thus far the North American Indians have been (jucz 
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ing hones and results) the God and man forsaken race of the earth, 
t 


rough circumstances useless beings in the economy of nature. ‘ 

‘All of the Indian past is now largely reflection and retrospection, an epic 
preserved by legend and story. Crooning squaws and tottering old men on 
reservations, in most cases in squalor, rags, and hunger, retell the fierce 
pattles of their people, each tale exaggerated with age, every person men- | 
tioned being a hero; allnowlegendandmyth. These past Indian splendors 
and giories can never come again; but the Indian does not realize it, and so 
he invokes their return with his ghost or messiah dance. 


and 
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Events, incidents, and great war feats may be mentioned, but the absorb- | 


ing and destroying Anglo-Saxon has his deadly grip upon the North Amer!- 
can Indian, and time alone is wanted to set his eyes in death; and for the 
Indian, even while living, the glory of Egypt hath departed. 

There are not ten tribes of any of the two hundred or more now in the 
United States but what have been in revolt, and those existing 1s tribes are 
now remnants, with a few exceptions, too poor or too few to fight, or they 
consider it too dangerous. 

Governmental Indian policy, although intended otherwise, has gone 
in arm with war, murder, and failure, and the Government is at present e1 
gaged in trying to civilize and control the remnants of these once power! 
tribes on reservations. Its hardest struggle is with the original Indian 
“nomads,” the Indians of the plains or “ fiesh eaters.” 

The Atlantic coast Indians (except a handful of Seminoles in Florida, 
semicivilized), the Cherokees in North Carolina, and some Indians on the 
Northern lakes, and the tribes of the Six Nations remaining in New York 
have long since ceased to be troublesome. Death, removal West, whisky, 
restraints of civilized Jife, and smallpox and other diseases have destroyed 
the great mass of the North American Indians from the Atlantic Ocean to 
the Mississippi River. 

The Pacific coast fish-eaters and root-diggers are now peaceable, having 
been thoroughly whipped, and are progressive and almost entirely sel{f-sup- 

rting. 
Phe Five Civilized Tribes (the Creeks, Cherokees, Choctaws, Chickasaws, 
and Seminoles in Indian Territory), once warlike and flerce, furnish no guide 
for comparison |n the question of reservation Indian civilization. Because 
of being left to control themselves, intermarriage with whites and negroes, 
and the adoption of others into the tribes, the pure Indians are few, and the 
people are progressive. The Sioux, Kiowas, Comanches, Apaches, Navajos, 
and the Bannocks are on reservations, and doing as well as the poor coun- 
try they occupy will permit. 

The other reservation Indian tribes, even if disposed to war, are so sur- 
rounded by white settlements that a war would be of short duration. 

The question of the moral and physical condition of the reservation In- 
dians will not here be considered or presented in detail. This question 
would take volumes, especially if considered from the Anglo-Saxon view as 
to what moral conditionis. In time there may be some relief; meanwhile 
death will remove many ofthe victims of fearful affliction. In our anxiety 
to keep the Indian quiet, having failed to civilize him, the moral and phys- 
ical condition of these people has been considered secondary. Allotment, 
keeping him quiet, and educationseem to be the methods now most popular. 

The eee or removal of some tribes of Atlantic coast and Mis- 
sissippi Valley Indians is given under ‘Tribes and Stocks,” “‘Removal of 
tribes west of the Mississippi River,” and ‘‘ Reservation Indians."’ ‘The sec- 
tion on “‘ Citizen Indians” also gives data on the same and in a measure de- 
taiis as to the present condition of tribal remnants on the Atlantic coast. 

The Indian service of the United States up to 1869 was the weakest branch 
of the civil service, morally and otherwise. Before that time, to get an In- 
dian agency was considered by some as leading to wealth and comfort in 
oldage. During the war of the rebellion the nation had but little time to 
see to the civil side of the Indian service. A few earnest men and women, 
however, held on to the subject. Bishop Whipple, of Minnesota, in April, 
1890, thus wrote of his efforts for the Indian in 1861-1865: 

“In those early days my visits to Washington were oft-repeated stories of 
blighted hopes. Ifound President Lincoin a willing listener. I told him 
the story of the massacre of 1862, when 300 miles of our border was one track 
of blood. As I repeated tho story of specific acts of dishonesty, the Presi- 
dent said: ‘Did you ever hear of the Southern man who bought monkeys 
to pick cotton? They were quick; their long, slim fingers would pull out 
the cotton faster than the negroes; but he found it took two overseers to 
watch one monkey. This Indian business needs ten honest men to watch 
one Indian agent.” 

“From the martyred President I received the highest compliment ever 
paid tome. He said toa friend: *As I listened to Bishop Whipple's story of 
robbery and shame, I felt it to my boots;’ and, rising to his full height, he 
oon at I live, this accursed system shall be reformed.’ He would have 

one it. 

“Secretary Stanton said to Gen, Halleck: ‘What does Bishop Whipple 
want? Ifhe came here to tell us that our Indian system is a sink of in- 
iquity, tell him we all know it. Tell him the United States Government 
never redresses a wrong until the people demand it. When he reaches the 
heart of the people the Indians will be saved.’”’ 

When President Grant, in 1869-1870, placed his hand upon the Indian sys- 
tem it was about at its worst. It was a makeshift and an emergency re- 
sult. Nomadic tribes were recognized and solemn treaties were made with 
wild men, of which, through imperfect interpreting, they knew but little, 
and these same treaties were frequently the lever to open the public treas- 
ury to the white man’s plunder. The advisory power of chiefs had been 
putaway. The system was powerless to punish crimes against Indians, 
and it gave no Peotection to Indian property, person or life, and by the 
practical operation of the reservation system the Indians were made pau- 
pers and continued so up to 1859. 

What the United States Indian service was prior to 1869 can be imagined 
tponreading the following statement by oe = P. Whipple, who, in his 
Appeal for the Red Man, thus spoke of the Ind service and policy of the 
United States prior to 1869: 
aa oan is not a man in America, who ever gave an hours’ calm reflection 
areal omen, who does not know that our Indian system is an organized 
ott cana robbery and has been for years a disgrace to the nation. It has 

age men without Mogg pe — a it a —s on uncon- 

© law of God and man; it has fostered sav- 

= by wasting thousands of dollars in the purchase of paint, beads, 

ping knives, and tomahawks; it has fostered a system of trade which 

Te has squandeced Tne faruuous to Pay the debts of the indolent and vicious; 

there, squandered the funds for ci ion and schools; it has connived at 
t; it has winked at murder; and at af’ the sav a 

toa brutishn. last, after drag; © savage down 

oo hess unknown to his fathers, it has brought a harvest of blood 

The last sentence referred to the Sio ge 
bishop’s view of that dreadful event. vane wae the goed 






of the most absurd and senseless cries that has recently 
gone u 
about ie cy is the present one of the ‘‘ dishonest Indian ent. 
agen responsible for all wrongs and failures; he is led a 


thief, a robber, and a maltreater of the 
’ poorred man. There are 133,417 In- 
Gians living on reservations; to these thereare about fifty-four active agents; 
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they are administrative officers only; they donotu 
food for the Indians, except inemergencies, andt 
sioner; they have no money belonging 
officers. If they steal they can not s: 
old-time Indian ag times had an ope 
agents and their opportunities has entirely changed within twenty year 
The cry of “ dishonest Indian agent" is an old one, and comes from condi 
tions changed many yearsago. The present Indian acent is clo y watched 
by missionaries, by agents of the Indian Ri Association, | chool 
teachers, by 4 special corps of inspectors, by army officers (when on the re 
ervations), and by the Indians themselves. The suggest 1 is here made 
that these agents are as honest as any other fifty-four Ln he United 
States. 

It is unjust to lay the shortage of rations or clothing « 
Indians on the men who never receive them; who never ha 
and who only issue what is sent them, provided by Congre 
it unjust to charge the failure of an inefficient or slow system 
have only to execute it. Congress alone can change the pi I 
and in view of the facts it is cowardly and unworthy to denounce a 
worthy men who stand with their lives in their hands in their daik i 
course with and control of the North American reservation I in. “To 
personal knowledge, the present system (excepting one fea 
and efficient as it can be made under existing law. 

In 1890-1891 there was much discussion as to the employés of th 
service, and it was asserted that they were dishonest and inefiicient a 
really earnest people believed this. The Cambridge (Mass.) Civil Ser 
Reform Association, becoming alarmed, on January 31, 1891, s« ] 
to President Harrison on the subject. The President replied as f 

‘EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, February 4,1 

“GENTLEMEN: I have received by the hand of Senator HOARthe 
cation addressed to me by the officers of the Cambridge Civil Service r 
Association, aud in reply beg to say that your suggestions will have m 
respectful attention. Your reference to the recent outbreak among 
Sioux as affording convincing evidence of a necessity of a char n 
manner of appointing the officials of the Indian Bureau, leads me to ti 
have not found, ina very full examination of all the facts from al 
evidence of any deterioration in the Indian service. On the other ha 
Board of Indian Commissioners, through Merrill E. Gates, their chairm 
have, as a result of close observation, declared to me, under date of Januar 
10, last, “ that upon the whole the Indian service is now in better conditi 
than ever before.” 

“The object of theircommunication was to urge the extension of ¢ 
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ice rules to the Indian service, but they were careful to recognize 
argument was not to be found in any special or recent inciden it in tl 
broader fact that the work among the Indians is educational! tL phil 


thropic, and should therefore be separated from party politics 

**I may add that before any special appeal had boon made to me fri an 
source the subject of including Indian agency clerks and employés in t 
classified service had been under consideration. 

“Very respectfully yours, 
“BENJAMIN HARRISON 

The following rule was made in relation to certain of the Indian 
employés, October 1, 1891: 

‘The classified Indian service shall include all the physician 
perintendents, assistant superintendents, school teach 
that service, classified under the provisions of the act t 
prove the civil service of the United States, approved January 16, 1 






THE COLONIAL AND NATIONAL INDIAN POLICY To 18 


The Europeans who first met the Indians had no policy in their treatm 
ofthem. Some came to convert heathen, others for gold and silver, oth 
for religious liberty, and others for the glory of their sovereigns, and toa 
new domains to home areas. The Indian wondered at these variety of i 
terests and at the many and curious kinds of white men. His wonder gr 
when he became better acquainted with the whites, and during the pa 
four hundred years bis amazement has not decreased. When the c j 
were organized, tho Indians within them were managed by the separa 
colonial authorities. There was but little difficulty then in managing th 
indians, considering the large area of unoccupied lands and the small num 
ber of whites. After 1789 the United States Government assumed charg: 
the Indians. 

All nations in control of this continent and north of Florida, exceptin 
what is now California, New Mexico, and Arizona, recognized the Indiana 
primarily the owner of the soll, and considered that his title to the land 
must be extinguished before any disposition could be made of it, which wa 
usually done by atreaty between chiefs and headmen of tribes and repre 
sentatives (generally soldiers) of the contracting nation 

The United States hag never considered public domain public! 
extended the land disposition or settlement laws over them u 
dian title was extinguished. The United States only permits India: i 
to sell their own lands to itself. No citizen can purchase land of an Indian 
without authority from Congress. Therightand supremacy of the Gover 
ment todo this has been sustained by the Supreme Court of the Unit 
States, and is now an accepted fact. 

Up to 1890 the United States has made about 450 treaties and a semen 
with 157 tribes of those once or now within its borders. How many of thes 
have been kept? Have any been kept? The policy, begun in 1789 and con 
tinuing up to 1869, of recognizing the Indian tribes as separate nations wa 
bad for the Indian. Treaties between nations generally depend for theh 
proper execution on the fact that they have about the same sized armies an 
navies. The Indian haé neither. In 1869 President Grant, at the suggest! 
of Gen. P. H. Sheridan, put an end to treaty making with the Indian natior 
which action was confirmed by Congress in 1871, and they became wards 
the nation. Since 1789 the Indian has had eight distinct kinds of po 
tried upon him by the United States Government: 

First. They were treated as separate and independent nati 
ties were made with them by the War Department. 

Second. The frontier was so extensive, and the area of land so large back 
of it, that early in the century the Government saw but little of the Indians, 
except when they came into the forts and posts. It then presented them 
with swords, guns, knives, pistols, and tomahawks, and red paint to dec 
themselves for war. probably in the hope that they would kill one another 
A line of houses, posts, or warehouses were built on the frontier and o 
pied by Government agents called factors, and the Government was al: 

rmitted to trade with the Indian and receive the profit of the trade w 

im. This was abandoned in 1822. A general superintendent of I: 
affairs, authorized by law in 1822, resided at St. Louis, Mo 

Third. His control in an indefinite way by the War Departm imtil 
1849,and being under the generals commanding depart 
visions, or portions of the country, and being usel sometime 
wars as an ally, the War Department also supplying him with arms and 
ammunition. A civic commissioner was over him War Department 
after 1832. 
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Fourth. The creation of the home or Interior Department in 1849 necessi- 
tated the transfer of bureaus from several departments to make this new 
one. The Indian Bureau was among those transferred, and the Indiancame 
under civil rule, where he still continues. Commissioners appointed from 
civil life now made treaties with the Indians. 

Fifth. The organizing the Indians within a State or Territory under asu- 
perintendency. In Territories the territorial governor was sometimes the 
superintendent, but in the States the superintendent was appointed by the 
President. The agencies and reservations were under an agent who re- 
porees directly to the superintendent, he reporting to the Indian Office at 

ashington. Under such a system there was a fine opportunity for gath- 
ering much plunder. In 1869 President Grant took —— Indian question, 
and soon abolished the superintendencies and made the agents directly re- 
eponeee to the Indian Office at.Washington. The ——— was tried in 
1869-1870 of assigning the several reservations to denominations. The 
churches selected the agents and PresidentGrant appointed them. It proved 
a failure in two years and was abandoned. 

Sixth. The reservation system: Insisting by treaty and otherwise, begin- 
ning extensively in 1868, that the Indians stop roaming, omens them res- 
ervations of landupon which they moved, and agreeing solemnly, in most 
cases With the Indian, that suchreservations should be permanent. Public 
necessity, constant demand of the settlers, encroachment of the whites, the 
objection to a large number of wild Indians living as tribes within the cen- 
ter of population, caused the Government in 1887 to pass the allotment act, 
forcing the Indians to take lands in severalty, and paying them a compen- 
sation for the remainder of the reservation, thus destro ng their reserva- 
tion and tribal condition, the amount to be paid bein xed by the United 
States, also agreeing to many other things for the Indian, and still retain- 
ing the agent on the reservation. 

Seventh. The nee of Indians by Congressional enactment: 
Since 1849 issuing food and clothes and agricultural implements and some 
cattle to the Indians, the payment of annuities and the establishment of 
schools and a number of experimental efforts (such as trying to make In- 
dians farmers and mechanics, whether fitted or not), now discovered to be 
mainly in the wrong direction, has been the Indian policy. Inthisthere has 
been a shifting from point to point and drifting with the Indian, and only 
when running up against his gun or knife was there a halt to look the field 
over, andtake an account of stock. 

Eighth. The educational and allotment policy now in full operation and 
the enlistment of Indians in the United States Army. The educational pol- 
icy began in 1819 with an appropriation for 810,000, which was increased in 
1876 to $20,000. In 1891 the cost was about $2,000,000 per year. It embraces 
several features, the education of children of citizen Indians, reservation 
Indians, in fact all Indian children; this policy contemplates the education 
of about 18,000children. No one can now estimate its future cost (not less 
than $3,000,000 per year for ten years) or its practicalresults. There are In- 
dian schools on the several reservations conducted by teachers paid by the 
nation, and Indian schools on the reservations or near them conducted by 
denominations, who receive 8150 per year or more for each Indian pupil. 
There are also a number of industrial schools, like Carlisle, Pa.; Genoa, 
in Nebraska, and the one near Salem, Oregon, where the pupils cost $167 or 
#180 each per year. These are solely under the charge of the Bureau of In- 
dian Affairs. Some private schools throughout the country.are also paidan 
annual sum for the care of Indian pupils, as are local school boards in some 
of the States and Territories. 

Seven of the above policies have been emphatic failures, one succeeding 
the other asa necessity. Will the re or present one prove a failure also? 
Will the education of 12,000 or 18, Indian school children civilize more 
than 110,000 adult Indians? 

'The educational policy also contemplates the building, or, when built, the 
extension, of industrial or Indian schools at all of the present agencies, the 
superintendent of the schools to be bonded, and to receive asmall additional 
annual compensation, thus taking the place of the Indian agent. This has 
been done at the Hoopa Valley, Eastern Cherokee, and Moqui Agencies. It 
is a change of name merely and not of the system in the matter of the In- 
dian agent. 

As te allotment and its origin, the principle isan old one with the Indians. 
Cadillac put it in active operation in Detroit in 1701-1710. In 1880-1883 the 
expert special agent, in the Public Domain, guages the following: 

“The settlement of the question as to whether lands are to be given to the 
Indians in severalty for settlement. It is immaterial for this purpose 
whether they are to be allotted to the individual or the tribe. The area is 
the question. It is probable that almost two-thirds of the area at present 
embraced in Indian reservations will be thrown into the public domain for 
settlement or disposition. The remainder, above the wants of the Indians 
should be taken by the nation, say, at $1.25 per acre, and a trust fund created 
with the proceeds. The interest, payable four times a year, will be ample, 
coupled with the results of their own labor, to maintain the Indians. An 
——, officer could disburse it, and the Indians be at once removed from the 
n of annual legislation.”’ 

The enlistment of Indians as soldiers in the United States Army has 
proved a success. In 1892 more than 800 Indians were enlisted. 

A great difficulty, and probably the greatest, in Indian progress or at- 
tempts at their civilization, is the fact that practically all such efforts come 
from outside sources, either from the sovernment or from white people, 
which are met usually by the serious opposition of the Indians. These 
tenders, coming from those the Indian considers his natural enemies, 
arouse his suspicion. No aid to any extent fora long time past in this 
struggle has come from the Indians eae the Indian police, paid by the 
nation, who have for ten years past aided a little. Revolutions do not begin 
from the outside. To be effective they must arise and be led and carried 
into effect from within a people, government, or nation. The govern- 
mental educated reservation Indian has not as yet appeared as the Moses to 
lead his people in uew ways of peace and progress. 

ADVANCE OF RESERVATION INDIANS, 1890, 

Ability to support themselves alone is not proof of advance of Indians to- 
ward civilization, because they mighi support themselves by the chase or 
hunting and fishing. The best tests of Indian advance toward civilization 
are their adoption of the white man’s dress and habits, of their engaging in 
agriculture or the mechanical arts, and in consenting to the education of 
their children. Judged by two of these three standards, the reservation 
Indiaus of the United States to June 30, 1890, nave made but little progress 
toward Anglo-Saxon civilization. Of the about 60,000 who wear citizens’ 
dress, about 10,000 have adopted the white man’s best habits. Only a nomi- 
nal number of the unallotted 133,417 reservation Indians are put down as 
agriculturists, and these are included in the 98,632 who earn their own living 
on the reservations by hunting, fishing, and root-digging. Four-fifths of 
these are of the last three classes. 

As to the schools, the reservation Indians are not partial to them, and, un- 
der the authority of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in = years ra- 
tions have been withheld from the adults to force them to send the children 
toschool. Several wars growing out of these school matters have been 
averted by President Harrison, Secretary Noble, and Gen. A. McD. McCook 
during the past two years. Itis not easy to tell how much the majority of 
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the present reservation Indians have advanced up to 1890. It is to be hoped 
that the Indian census of 1890 will be a starting point from which many 
things may be determined as to the progress or retrogression of the rese:. 
vation Indians. At present many of them are in a most dependent and 
wretched condition, viewed from an Anglo-Saxon standpoint. 

One of the best evidences that some of the reservation Indians are ay 
proaching the lines of civilization is that they are beginning to place a value 
on their time. In 1889 or 1890 Chief John Gall said to Hon. Charles Foster 
ex-governor of Ohio, Who was a member of a commission to treat with the 
Sioux, that his time was valuable, and if he must talk with the commission 
it would cost 810 per day. : 

Indian Commissioner T. J. Morgan, at the Yuma Reservation, California 
was informed in October, 1890, by Chief Magill (Miguel or Spakoter) of thé 
Yumas that it would cost $ to converse with him. 

The actual progress of reservation tribes can only be ascertained by reaq 
ing the xr of Indian agents for twenty or thirty years back and then 
visiting the reservations. From year to year rosy and expectant views 
were found in these reports. The reforms promised are lovely. Each su 
ceeding agent makes many promises of change and reform, and tells how 
he intends to improve things. From thesereports one necessarily expect; 
much, and imagines that an Arcadian condition of life exists on reserva 
tions. Visit one of these modern Arcadian resorts, and you will usually 
find the same old Indian described by our fathers. The truth fs, the adu!t 
Indian who has advanced the most is the one whom the Government ha 
had least to do with. The education of 12,000 to 18,000 reservation Indian 
school children alone will not feed and civilize 60,000 or 70,000 adult depen 
ent reservation Indians; neither will sand banks or deserts furnizh ther 
with homes on which to make a living. The tables of statistics and th, 
special agents’ reports will answer as to the reservation Indian’s actua! 
condition in 1890. 

Has the Government of the United States done anything for the Indians 
The nation has done a great deal for the Indian; but no nation has ever be 
fore had such a man to civilize. His intellectual capacity, of a high order 
coupled with the instincts and brutalities of an unrestrained wild man, has 
made him the most savage of men. The Indian has hated the nation in- 
tensely, and the white people of it he has made his victims. The Army alone 
range any respect from him, and this because it is the embodiment o: 

orce. 

“The Indians do not and can not love us; and seeing the little regard paid 
to engagements which they at least had considered as binding on both par- 
ties, they look on all the acts of Government with a jealous eye.’’—Ale, 
Gallatin, 1836. 

To illustrate the Indian's resistance to the civilization of the white ma: 
and his indisposition to even go “noe a reservation, the following extract 
from an article by Gen. Nelson A. Miles, published in the North American 
Review for January, 1891, is of value: 

“The first time the writer met Sitting Bull was under a flag of truce 
tween the lines, when he had a thousand warriors behind him; and durin; 
the conversation I think he expressed in a few words the true sentimen 
ofthe Indian. He was what might be considered a devotional man, fre 
quently offering a little peat and saluting the Great a One remark 
of his is certainly significant. Raising his eyes toward Heaven, he said 
‘God Almighty made me an Indian, and he did not make me an agency In 
dian, and I donot intend to be one.’ That remark was indorsed by hug 
grunts of the stalwart savages within hearing, and it is the sentiment 
the nontreaty, Gis.iected Indians of every tribe inevery section of the gr 
West. They prefer to be Indians in their wild and independent life rather 
than to be confined to the limits of any agency.”’ 

During the past century, considering all the Indian’s shortcomings froin 
an Anglo-Saxon standpoint, and reviewing his life, no author of charact 
or speaker of note has been found bold enough to even attempt to excuse 
vindicate the Indian policy of the colonists or of the nation. 

The language of some of the Indian treaties, considered with the subs 

uent facts, are humorous, A reader would suppose from the language o! 
these treaties that the Indian was in the hands of a just and equitable |» 
ple. The facts are exactly the reverse. For confirmation of this, see t! 
report of the Indian peace commission of 1868. 


THE RESERVATION INDIANS, 1890. 


The North American Indian was the finest type of the wild man the whit 
man hadever met. He differed fromthe African wild maninthis: The Afr! 
can in many cases looked up to and imitated the white man; the Indian 
looked down upon the white man with the utmost contempt, and does tot! 


day. 

The Government of the United States, in war, legislation, or peace, has 
been in mortal combat with aman and not achildin this Indian question. « 

cially in trying by act of Congress to make him forget, and to change bhi 
ife, his habits, and characteristics. 

In the final settlement of the Indian question there need be no mistak 
made, and the idea of reparation can be lost sightof. Instilling such a 
idea in the Indian’s mind in the past has worked great injury to his prog 
ress. In illustration, an official circular of instructions to Indian agents iu 
regard to inculcation of patriotism, of December 10, 1889, after directing tha’ 
Indian school children be instructed in the elements of American history 
and as to worthy historic characters, says: 

“While in such study the wrongs of their (the Indians’) ancestors can no! 
be squese’, the injustice which the race has suffered (from the Americans 
can be contrasted with the larger future open to them, and their duties and 
— rather than their wrongs, will most profitably engage their 
attention.” 

The constant repetition to the Ind‘ans of their people’s wrongs, or a! 
leged wrongs, was hardly ever the best way to inculcate in them feelings « 
kindness toward a dominant ruling class. The American Indian of | 
present day, however, is not caring as much about the wrongs of his ances 
tors as he is about his daily bread. As long as the nation will feed, cloth 
and care for him he does not care much about what or how his grandfatl 
suffered. Still, such reminders to a people accustomed to running amuc! 
with gun and pistol would not seem to be judicious; and besides, the 
dian is quick enough to perceive theerror in thisand to take advantage 0! i 

There is no sentiment involved in the closing up of the Indian questiv! 
It isnot necessary to recall Indian wrongs nor to tell lisping children of ' 
wickedness of their ancestors. Itisnowa question of right and justic 
and of the commonest kind. The equity of the case lies beneath a load 
useless treaties, laws, and obsolete customs, This nation needs no sen! 
mental ap al to do its duty. Congress simply needs hammering at Dy 
nightand by day by earnest men who have a complete and satisfactory p'a! 
of settlement of this question, a plan which will close up the entire matter 
and cause the disappearanceof the word Indian from our statutes; admin 
istration will then follow. 7 

The word American should be large enough to inclose the man, woman, 0! 
child whose ancestors once owned the lands of the continent. We welcome 
foreigners to citizenship, why not native Americans? The best friend noW 
to the Indian is the man or woman who desires that he be removed from the 
control of the nation and away from official contact. Knowledge of the 
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Indians is not now confined to a few, but his control is in the hands of afew. 
The railroad, telegraph, and printing press are in the vicinity of every res- 
ervation in the United States, and (but 15 or 16 of all the reservations are 
more than a day’s travel from a railroad) these modern agents of civiliza- 
tion are affecting the Indian as they do the white man. 

In the West the railroad and the telegraph now precede the immigrant, 
and the demand for lands for settlement forces the curtailment of the areas 
of Indian reservations and the allotment of the Indians to small holdings. 
All the conditions affecting the white people in the country about the reser- 
vations affect the Indian, and so a final policy should now be adopted, both 
as an act of justice and as a matter ofright. — 

One of the absurdities in Indian administration is the constant recurrence 
in addressesof expressions of this kind: “The Great Father loves his Indian 
children.” “The Great Father expects his Indian children to do this and 
that.” ‘The Great Father chides his erring Indian children reluctantly 

Such expressions are puerile when addressed to these most cunning of 
men, many of whom have murdered in cold blood white women and children, 
the stains of the blood of their victims being still on their garments and 
the echo of their dying groans stillintheear. These same innocents, great, 
stalwart, able, thoughtful men, thus treated and lovingly addressed, at in- 
tervals take the United States Army and double it up in a scroll of fire, 
and have had the ability, for the last century, to outtalk and sometimes to 
outwit the ablest white men sent to them ascommissioners. An evidence 
of the intellectual capacity of the Indian can be seen in the treaty the Chero- 
kees made with a national commission in 1891. . 

Every Indian on a reservation above 10 years of age knows that the Presi- 
dent is the President,’ and that he resides at Washington, and is to the In- 
dian, in consequence of the mistaken policy of the past making the Indian 
a dependent, a deity who gives out things, and also pardons the red man 
after outbreaks, and who, answering and acting on the maudlin sentiment 
of mistaken sentimentality, frequently does great wrong to the Indian by 
not severely punishing some of them. This ‘Great Father’ expression 
dwarfs men intochildren. Another feature of the present time is that the 
Indians on reservationsread morning papers, discuss the news of the world, 
watch the acts of Congress, and in caseof an outbreak, get the movements 
of the troops. 

One visitor to areservation in the fall of 1890, and justafier the Congres- 
sional election, was taken aback at seeing an Indian wearing eyeglasses, 
sitting with his feet upon a table, reading a city journal of the same day, 
and he was partially paralyzed when this Indian, evidently with an cye to his 
food supply for the future, asked the visitor: ‘‘Do you think Mr. HOLMAN 
will be the next chairman of the House Committee on Appropriations?”’ 

Many reservation Indians keep an eye open to the condition of the several 
reservations in their vicinity. When food is in abundance at a reservation 
there is at once a movement toward it by Indians of other tribes. The agent 
of the invaded reservation repels the invaders, aided by the Indian police. 
Unless this were done a well-supplied agency would be overrun. 

The efforts of the United States toward a proper ending of Indian affairs 
should be directed entirely to the reservation Indians. The reservation In- 
dians, other than those taxed (including the Six Nations of New York, the 
Eastern Band of Cherokees, the Five Civilized Tribes, the Moquis of Ari- 
zona, and the Pueblos of New Mexico), numbering 133,417, including allot- 
tees under charge of the Indian Office, are in twenty States and Territories, 
the administrative office being in Washington. 

The reservation Lndian’s condition does not now require the shedding of 
tears for the past or promises for the future. Let us now do the just thing 
with these Indian remnants on reservations. There are less than 95,000 of 
them, not including the civilized and allotted Indians. We have tried al- 
most every idea suggested to civilize and control them. Let us now make 
a general plan of right and justice and work t» it rapidly. 

We can learn much of values from the metho.s of the Dominion of Canada 
in handling its reservation Indians, 122,000in number. (See elsewhere for 
the Indian policy of Canada.) There are within 11,000 of as many reserva- 
tion Indians in the Dominion of Canada as there are in the United States. 
The total annual expense of this large number is but $1,057,561.50. Thereason 

for thisis: (1) The indiansareconsicdered and treated as men; (2) all treaties 
are kept with them, and (3) they are on good lands and are practically self- 
supporting. Inthe United States the reservation Indians in many cases 
are on sand banks and deserts, and in consequence of their many removals 
to make way for land hunters they have become almost natural tramps. 

A proper Indian policy embraces both humaneand business propositions, 
even if force has to be employed at times, which is frequently mosteffective. 
In the seventies Gen. George Crook, called Gray Fox by the Indians, the 
greatest Indian fighter the country has produced, had occasion to reprimand 
an Apache Indian named Manuel for inciting the young men to revolt onan 
Arizona reservation. Manuel, a smart Indian, but idle, worthless, and dan- 
gerous, bobcame impudent. Crook knocked him down, called an officer and 
a squad of men, and placed him in the guardhouse. A week afterward 
Manuel was in a casement at Alcatraz, in San Francisco Harbor. There he 
remained two years. Gen. Crook after this wrote to Gen. John M. Schofield 
to send Manuel back to Arizona. Manuel, thinking he was to be executed 
on his return to Crook, when brought out of prison, said he preferred to be 
shot at Alcatraz. He was taken to Arizona and to Crook’s headquarters. 
Crook said, “Ah, Manuel, you are back; come along, I want you.” 

Taking him to the river bank he said, ‘‘Here are arms, two horses, a 
bunch of cattle, and food enough for a few months. That house is yours, 
and also the land staked out around it. Now,go to work and take care 
of your property.” Surprised and astonished, the Indian went to work 
and became a man of means, and was afterward a great aid to Gen. 
Crookin settling Apache Indian truubies. A year or so after this event an- 
other Apache, one Tonti, became troublesome, and one day was engaged in 
a row in the presence of Manuel. “Oh,” said Manuel, “I know what you 
are after; you want Crook to knock you down, send you to Alcatraz, Keep 
you two years, bring you back, and give you a ranch and a bunch of cattle. 
Oh, you want to be civilized by Crook.”’ 

The mental, physical, and moral condition of all reservation Indians does 
| roth Anes to the exact demands of laws made for cultivated Anglo- 
“se le 
: There are serious obstructions in the way of changing our Indian policy, 
and it is most dificult to make any essential changes in the Indian system 
of the United States. Interested parties prevent changes: besides, Indian 
agencies and reservations are a source of much profit and revenue to per- 
oa cee: The patronageis large. In 1876 Zachariah Chandler, 
106, Grat nen i ores of the Interivr (see House Executive Document No. 
oan bill fohth ane Congress), sent to the House of Representa- 
Carolina. Michi e eeeeee ofthe Indians in the States of New York, North 
the United Statin a consin, Minnesota, and Iowa from the control of 
eame ieee - es - the control of the several States named, within which 

he an ; ere located. His reasons for the transfer were: ° 

y opinion the Indians referred to have made such progress in the 

en of education and industrial skill as to enable them to support 

emselves and to render it wise and proper to separate them from the 

guardianship and control of the Federal Government, that they may be 

made subject to the restraints and be endowed with the rights and privi- 
granted by State laws and regulations.” 

¢ scheme of transfer is set out in full in the bill. The United States 
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| still hangs on to the unfortunate Indians in all of the above States except 
| Michigan, where they are now caring for themselves, although not as well 
fitted to do so as the Indians of the other States named 

There is a mistaken idea in the inexperienced mind as to what an acre is 
west of the Missouri River. When orators and writers state the great num 
| ber of acres contained in the 135 reservations of the 5iagencies at which live 
the 133,417 Indians in the (20 States and Territories, to wit, about 76,000,000 
acres, the area seems simply enormous. Usually a reservation acre is not 
an arable acre as an acre East. Acres on most of these reservations mean 
huge sand banks, deserts or barrens, not one of which can be cultivated 
without irrigation. The great size of these reservations is due to the fact 
that it requires an immense area of such iand to sustain life. and on some 
of the largest reservations (some of them 60 and 80 m square) there are 
only 1 or2 small streams and a few sprir 











The condition of much of the reservation land is the cause of the Indian 
continuing aroamer. To get a livelihood he moves about on these reserva- 
tions from point to point for water, grass, and fuel, living the mean ein 
tents or a brush (when of canvas it is furnished by the Gover: nt). 
Only by this nomadic life can the Indian live upon most of these reserva- 


tions. In Eastern minds acres are associated with productiveness. An 
Eastern agricultural acre will usually sustain fivecattle; in Utah, Arizona, 
Idaho, New Mexico, Montana, and other arid regions 1,000 acres frequently 
will not sustain more than one head of stock. Thereis no growth without 
irrigation, except some native grasses, which are short lived when in sea- 
son. The allotment of land to Indians on most of these reservations means 
giving them a desert or a piece of desert or a sand bank to starve on; land 
from which a coyote runs in howling terror and birds which are said to live 
on air hardly dare fly over. 

Before lands are allotted to Indians it should be known and made a fact 
that they are arable. Build ditches, bore wells, and make them fit to live 
upon before you place the Indian onthem. If the whites get control of the 
ditches make them deed a perpetual water right for the Indian lands. A 
large source of revenue to the Indian on many reservations is now derived 
from the sale of wild hay. This hay grows on marshes or lands close to 
river or stream banks which are subject to overflow. Under the allotment 
system the Indian could not live on the hay lands, and will be allotted on 
higher ground, so that unless irrigating ditches are built and the land made 
fit for cultivation the white man will secure the hay land and the money 
therefrom and the red man get the sand bank. Lands are not made to bear 
and blossom like the rose by act of Congress; and to make them fit for cul- 
tivation where there are no showers of rain it takes showers of gold. The 
irrigation of land is costly. 

In 1886 the total number of Indian reservations was given as 144, contain- 
ing 135,478,345 acres. Of this it was estimated by the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs that 15,266,836 were tillable. In the 144 reservations were in- 
cluded the Pueblo grants, the Six Nations lands, and the holdings of the 
Five Civilized Tribes. The area of bad or arid land within the lines of these 
reservations was simply enormous. 

As a curious fact, in this desert country of the West, or arid belt, one is 
constantly met with the cooing of doves. There are great numbers of these 
birds, no part of the American desert being free from them. They fly very 
rapidlyin pairs, and their peculiar coo sounds like mourning notes. The 
Indians are superstitious as to these doves and their cooing. 

The present system of allotment will abolish the reservations, and the 
sooner the better; still, the reservations are of service, as on them are gath- 
ered the nomadic Indians. The reservations were originated by John C. 
Calhoun while Secretary of War. 

The reservation Indians are now governed by laws made by Congress and 
by rules laid down by the Indian Office. The Indians are punished or con- 
trolled by the agents, sometimes after the manner of school boys. The res- 
ervations on which the Indians live, although mostly within States, are not 
subject to all the State laws. They arealmost ‘empires within an empire,” 
and the Indian agent is supreme over them. Felonies committed on them 
are tried in State or United States courts. The Indian not being considered 
a citizen of the United States, but a ward of the nation, he can not even 
leave the reservation without permission. 

In the past, at intervals of three, four, or five years, this civic control has 
proved ineffectual. When civil authority fails the soldiers are called in, and 
murder of settlersand war follow. When theIndians are whipped, they are 
again placed onthe reservations under the control of the civicadministration 
The Indians rest, get tired of control, and after they fatten their horses, get 
good arms, and a suppiy of ammunition, another outbreak follows. Wehave 
had nine Indian wars in sixteen years. In ten years, up to March 4, 1882, In- 
dian wars alone cost the Government of the United States #202,994,506. In 
most of these wars the fault was not always with the Indian, but sometimes 
the result of two controlling powers in one government. The Indian should 
be controlled either by war or peace. In this enlightened age, and with all 
our past experience, we ought to be able to invent a pian of control for our 
Indians which should be as peaceful as that which controls other Ameri- 
cans. The last outbreak at Pine Ridge, in December, 1890, was not caused 
by the encroachments of settlers, but by the neglect of the Government to 
keep its treaties and its word. 

The Indian has always been cunning enough to see the weak spots in the 
armor of our Indian policy and to take advantage of them. He has whetted 
his appetite for blood on Government rations, and at stated times satisfied 
iton settlers first and soldiers second, because our system permitted him to 
so do. In an outbreak he goes off the reservation to kill; when he gets 
through he returns to it and looks over the boundary and laughs at the set 
tler, who can notcome over afterjhim. The soldiers are to keep the settlers 
off the reservations and the Indians on them. 

The Indians on the reservations retain some old-time customs. Of the 
133,417 reservation Indians, 1.584 men are given as polygamists, with 3,458 
women living with them. With the male Indian polygamy is largely a 
means of gratifying a bestial appetite. Notwithstanding the rule with 
polygamists is 2 wives, with the Navajoes there are reported 492 men living 
in polygamy with 1,080 wives, 413 of whom have 2 wives, 70 have 3 4,1 
has 6,and1 has8. In2of the Navajo districts the polygamists were not 
reported, but they can be safely estimated as 108. There are probably with 
the Navajoes 600 polygamists with at least 1,188 wives 

Let all the past in Indian matters be considered ancient history; the pres- 
ent and the future are enough. To force a closing up of this question there 

|} must be Indian aid societies of all creeds and opinions organized in the 
| States and Territories where the Indians are as well as where they are not 
but in this work do not let the Indian know much about them, or he w 








lean on them and live on them, for heis both a boarder and lodger when 
boarding and lodging are free. Congress while paying expenses will never 
consent to give citizens or associations of citizens control of Indian affairs, 
but citizens can demand of Congress justice for the Indian and do much in 
aiding officers to discharge their duties, but not by condemning them with- 


out a hearing and casting stones at them on mere sug¢gestions 

The idea must be gotten out of the head of the Indian that because he 
lives on a reservation he is entitled to more consideration than the people 
of the surrounding States and Territories. Let the allotted wardship con- 
tinue for a term in the United States courts after the nation is through, and 
let the local Indian rights associations keep the courts and oficers up to 
their work. With this in view at least a third of the members of the con- 
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trolling boards of these several associations should be women. They usually 
keepthings moving. Let the allotment of land go on; but see to it before 
the land is allotted that itis arable, and that it will sustain life in a grass- 
hopper or a crow. 

See to it that irrigating ditches are built or artesian wells are sunk in 
cases Where the lands are arid, and that white speculators and thieves or 
corporations do not get control of the water rights. Pay the Indian for the 
rest of the land above the allotment embraced in the reservation. Do not 

veall the money to him, but use a portion for farm implements, seeds, a 

ouse, cattle, horses, and a fair start in fe, or move him entire where the 
land will not cost too much to improve. Most treaties have agreed to do 
this. Considering the allotted lands, and deducting them from the total 
area embraced in the present reservations, the remaining land would be 
worth about 850,000,000, at $1.25 per acre. This would be ample to put 
the Ludians on their feet. Consider the bulk of the male Indians as mixed 
farmers, that is, with a house and some arable lands, and a herd of cattle, 
sheep, or horses to run on grazing land. Stop the children learning the [n- 


dian —aaEnGe. 

Experience has demonstrated that not 1 in 10 of the present male reserva- 
tion Indians want to be orcan be farmers. Many can and will be laborers, 
say 1 in 30 mechanics, and 1 in 100 professional men. Not one Indian, it is 

, Shows even a disposition to become alawyer. Alongstreams or on the 
ocean front Indians become fishermen, but the white man usually drives 
them off. Let the tendencies and habits of these people be considered and 
taken advantage of, and success must follow. Pay the Indian to build his 
own house; let him understand that the house, stock, agricultural imple- 
ments, and land are his. Let the Indian know that he must work with head 
or hands; aid him to work, and, if necessary, foree him to work. Depend 
upon the squaw as a great aid in this reform. Teach her to keep house, to 
cook, tosew and mend. Spend much of the time and money on her; make 
her the head of the house. 

Millions have been wastedonthemen. Try someonthe women. Give them 
astart on a plece of land as wellas the men. Remove the bad-natured 
those indisposed to work, and entirely lazy Indians from reservations ; send 
them far away to other Government reservations or distant States, and put 
them to work on fortifications, ditches, or roads. Care for the very young, 
the cr aged, and feeble in hospitals, or contract for the care of the 
same with the authorities in States and Territories; but above all these 
things, for the redemption and salvation of the Indians and the preserva- 
tion of national honor and the public peace, as soon as possible, place the 
Indian beyond the necessity of control or aaans by Vongress. l move- 
ments, efforts, and actions should be directed to end. 

Work, which to other people means money and its benefits, Indians 
utterly re ate. M of them, ‘by nature, by training, by cul- 
tivation om the o-Saxon standpoint) are ideal vagabonds. The 
Indian in attempt at ease and elegance is the savage parallel of the 
Saxon, ex: in wealth. The vagabond Indian's idea of work was well 
given by Chief Jack to Maj. Steele of the Army in 1879, a few days before the 

tes of Colorado murdered one of their Ss, N.G. Meeker. Meeker had 
thecour to ask the Utes to work; he was the agent in charge of them. 
Chief J. in this matter of work for most of his Indians: “ Meeker 
say ‘Ute must work.’ Utesay ‘ plow ne more.’ Utenowork. Ute 
nolikework. Utenoschool. Utehateschool. Utefight. Uteheapfight.” 
Ene Yass didfight. Mr. Meeker was murdered and some scores of soldiers 

= - me class ei a the fem ~—_e is expected to make core, mf 
own living by man abor and by far: CA ge ey x 
labor be , White men even fail. Why should not an Indian fail 
when tied to uncongenial ts? If he is not a farmer, and he ts not. 
make him a laborer ora herder. Let the squaw attend to the home, and 
teach her and the children to tend the garden and raise food Ss the 
family, while the male Indian tends the herds; but turning the In loose 
without horses, cattle, sheep, or land will jnot }help him to work; by provid- 
ing him with these things he is shown the n ty for work; to save and 
care for his own properwy. Give him some responsibility in a money sense, 
guarding it ae y fora time after youdoso. If this be not done nts to 
him wiil only be gifts to whites in his neighborhood. 

One of the current errors is that the United States Army lies awake de- 
vising means to kill theIndians. The fact is that the Indian would have 
long since been a thing of the past but for the Army. The Army on the 
frontier has kept the settlers from destroying him; the Army has nthe 
Indian's best friend. What honor is there to the officers or men of the 
United States Army in an Indian war? What honor in fighting wild men, 
who use every artifice known to the savage? It is a mistaken idea that the 
Army Wants to kill or murder the Indians. Nobrave man seeksa fight. It 
is about the last thing he desires. A soldier knows his fate if he gets into 
the clutches of the Indian, and so in war he tries to prevent torture andsuf- 
fering by exterminating him root and branch. 

When the jane So Indians its best po! iis to clean up all in front of 
it. The Indian not respect the Army if it does not do this. ° 
dian kills all, from the strong man to the unborn infant. In Indian wars, 
the Unitea States Army, both officers and men, to be successful must come 
down to the exact level of the and use his methods. In this connec- 
tion the qu arises, What do we anarmy for? Why, mostly to 
govern and kill the Indians. A nation w em tee aieniee 
poly Wpctie ent. camnen would seem to ben © out of joint in this of 

world. Settlethe Indian question perly,and a large portion of the 
Army can be dispensed with. Each soldies costs ‘$1,000 a yoar. oe 
dian costs about $28 a year; so that under the present methods we hire a 
$1,000 soldier to watch a 828 Indian. 
idleness is the condition of two-thirds of the North American reservation 
male Indians. Their stomachs are rm ge and their head and hands are 
idle. If these two conditions would not ruin an Anglo-Saxon and make a 
bad citizen of him history and example are entirely false. The ess 
and salvation of any le depend — the head and hands being usy 
and their stomachs " the intellect is of no service uniess the 
stomach be filled at the same time. 

One of the greatest difficulties in executing Indian policy on behalf of 
the Government is the fact that the executive officers charged with the duty 
of control have not enough authority, and they are far re- 
moved from the seat of war. The annual ener law names 


the tribes, the service, the number of agents, the amounts to be ex- 
pended for each tribe; it ixes the entire system; is very tenacious 
astothis. In many cases of emergency neither the President nor the Sec- 
retary of the Interior has sufficient discretionary power to act. The Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, so far as real power goes, is frequently no more 
than a chief clerk. The position is supposed to be important, and the occu- 
pant is frequen a with neglect and lack of duty when he simply 
stands in the tion of am officer with a large title and small 

Congress should give these officers full authority to act in emergencies. 
A just Secretary of the Interior in Indian matters must do his duty both to 
the and the Indiaa. He must recognize the fact, which is frequently 
lost sight of, that there are two sides to the Indian question, and that while 
much equity and justice lies with the Indian, the white ‘men, women, and 


children on the frontier, and the and th blic ha mig etd 
titled to a day in court. A great d ty that administrative o at 
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the head of Indian affairs have to contend with is the neglect of Congress ¢,, 
act promptly on the recommendations sent to them in matters connecte) 
with the Indians; cases of urgent necessity are pigeonholed when receive 

and not acted upon for months and sometimes years. : 

Tribal relation is almost a myth in all but three or four tribes. The United 
States Indian agent is now the virtual chief of the tribes under him. [f 4 
tribe selects a man as chief his selection must be affirmed by the agen; 
President Grant, in 1869-'70, in refusing to make further treaties with (ripe: 
as tribes or nations, or to recognize them as such, gave the death blow to th 
chiei’s authority, and the subsequent order making the selection of chief de 
pend upon the approval of the agent virtually aided andincreased the chie 
power with his ple, who could see the material benefits tocome from 
agent. The Indian medicine man, or shaman, controls many India 
through superstitition, and will continue to do so for years, but tribal re) 
tions, as known in the past, are not now in practice. The fact that Indian 
reside; together inj a bunch does not make “ tribal relations,’’ which im 
the controlling power of a chief. The most potent influence now with res 
vation Indians is the old men and women, who control and advise the « 
drenand young people. They train the Indian youth. 

The Indians became tired of the domination of chiefsand headmen. TT) 
found that these dignitaries who made treaties for them frequently so! 
them out to the whites, making profit andannuities in some cases for th 
selves. The Sioux in 1867-68 petitioned the peace commission to aboli 
their chiefs and have but one chief for all the Sioux Nation, and that n 
treaty be of force unless signed by two-thirds of atribe. The commissio: 
acted favorably on these suggestions. 


INDIAN TRAINING OF YOUTH, 


The Indian reservations are now ideal homes for Indian youth. Many 
them absolutely do nothing in the way of labor or work until 12 or 14 year 
of age. They roll about in the dirt, play games, ride ponies, and co) 
the manners and ways of the older Indians. Indian mothers, who, as stated 
are most affectionate, have control of their children. The Indlan fat! 
never strikes nor attempts to control his children. The Indian boy, w 
ready to become a Warrior, passes underthe control of his father. 

In tribal or reservation life the young are taught the glories and lk id 
of Indian life. The boys are taught to hunt and trap, the splendor and hor 
rors of war, to scorn manual labor, and to consider women as beasts of b 
den. The = are taught to labor for man, and the value and beauty 
obedieace toman. Cunning old men fill the minds of the youth with hatr 
ofthe white man and his methods. The Indian youth educated at nations 
institutions, away from tribes or reservations, upon theirreturn are hounde: 
threatened, ridiculed, and in many cases forced into a return to the bree 
clout and blanket, and to again take up the Indian language. From all his 
surroundings and education with his tribe the Indian boy when he reaches 
manhood is usually unfit to cope with the youth of like age among the 
whites. The sooner the Indian youth is thrown among the whites the b 
ter his chance for makihg a livelihood when aman. The Indian is esse: 
tially imitative, and will soon learn the white man’s ways when forced { 
besides the Indian likes money, and many of them will work when they are 
paid for it. 

THE EDUCATED INDIAN ON THE RESERVATIONS. 


Unfortunately, so far, the returned educated Indian has not led the m 
of reservation Indians in any movement toward Anglo-Saxon civilizati: 
The reports of the special agents show this in detail. The following da 
by Mary McHenry Cox, of Philadelphia, Pa., one of the most noted a 
earnest friends of the Indian youth in this country, is of value. In additi 
to zeal she has good sense and business capacity of a high order. Her | 
dian school work at Philadelphia has been noted for results. In Septem) 
1890, she visited Pine Ridge and Rosebud Reservations, in South Dakota, 1: 
made the results known in the Philadelphia Ledger of September 30, | 
Her suggestions as to returned Indian school children are practical. 
shows how difficult it is for educated Indians to apply their knowledg: ! 
their position on Pine Ridge and Rosebud Reservations can be taken a 
type of the condition of those on a score or more reservations: 

“PINE RIDGE RESERVATION. 

“As there were fifty-two pupils to return from the Lincoln Institut 
and the Educational Home to their reservations, and sixty to be brou 
back to fill the vacancies in the school, and desiring to see for myself wa: 
homes they had and how they were to be employed on their return, besi 
being told that the Indians would give their girls toa lady sooner than t 
superintendent, I decided to accompany Mr. Lewis and Miss Knotwell, « 
superintendent and teacher, who were taking the pupils back. So \ 
started on August 26 from Philadelphia and arrived at Pine Ridge Agen 
on August 30. The weather was fair and the railroad accommodatio! 
ean the meals served on the train and at the station are exc: 

ent. 

“There is a small hotel at Pine Ridge none by Mrs. J. A. Findly, clean an 
well kept; nothing was left undone to make us comfortable. We were fo 
tunate in meeting there Mr. A. T. Lea (special Indian agent appointed t 
take the Indian census) and his wife; the latter aided me much by her kind 
wneeky and by writing my official letters tothe Commissioner on her type- 
writer. I visited all our returned pupils I could and found all dressedin 
citizens’ dress, and most of them attending the church services. I invited 
all to meet me at the hotel in the evening; about thirty came; they were 
nicely dressed; we had cake and ice cream and all seemed to enjoy the re 
union very much. 

“The Indian’s home. 


“Butabouttheirhomes. These girls that we found so gentle, so refined 
so modest, and so neat in their persons while with us, were living with r: 
lations, some in tents, some in log cabins, sometimes only one room, some: 
times two rooms, ten or more sleeping in a room. The mother in m 
cases had had four or five different husbands, the father also having had 4 
number of wives; their food consisting of fat bacon, Rio coffee full of ground: 
no butter; heavy and oftener sour bread; dried wild cherries, black and un 
savory lookin most cases; no table to eat off, no dishes but tin one 
beef killed while running, cut up in thin slices and dried. 

“This is the kind of home that awaits these children that we have taug! 
to be good cooks, good washers and ironers, good sewers; about whose [00 
we have been so careful, watching that their meat was fresh, their bread 
sweet. They are forced in many cases to marry against their will some 
man who may have other wives, but who can give their parents a pony 0 
twofor them. One of the returned pupils, a poy of 17, told me that sin« 
his return a year ago several Indians had tried to make him take thei 
daughters and give them a pony for them. Many of our girls wanted to re- 
turn with us to the school, but their parents would not allowthem, and 
no le that Lever heard of have such influence, or rather authority, over 
their children as the Indians under similar circumstances. ; 

“A white boy ous in their teens would defy their parents and run of 
These children will simply say, I want to go back. I have coaxed hard, but 
my father or grandmother says I can not go; and one reason they are so de 
termined that they shall remain is because the family is benefited by the 
rations they draw. I often heard it charged about returned students that 
they went back at once to their idle habits. What else can they do? I ob 
tained positions for several of our best girls at the agency, but after a few 
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days their relatives insisted upon their returning home, and gave them no 
‘ace until they did. Then there are not six places on the whole agency 

that require the service of girls; there are no dressmaking or millinery es- 

tablishments, no work at all for more than a few, even at the Government 

buildings; no private families to employ them. 

“ What have they to do then but go to ruin, as we would term it; but it is 


not so looked upon here. 


strange to say, there is little quarreling among them. Children of the 
same mother, but all with different fathers, will live and love each other 
even better than many of one family with the same parents. No scolding 


or jealousies that we could see, even between the several wives living with | 
thesame man. Several of our girls, I was glad to see, had married white | 


men, and seemed, so far, to be kindly treated; but what their future jwill 
be itis hard tosay. bata th ; 
“Distributing rations. 

“The great curse of the Indian system is this ration business; itis a most 
demoralizing sight to see a string of hundreds of women standing in line 
with their children around them waiting for their rations, and coming to 
their wagons with a bag of flour on their back, a piece of fat unsavory look- 
ing bacon in their hands, sugar, rice, etc.,in bags, scrambling into high 
wagons and driving to their homes, some5, some 10, and oftentimes 70 to 150 
miles distant. These rations are given out by the agent once a week to 
those near, and every two weeks or a month to those at a distance. Some 
Indians spend most of their time coming forand driving back with their ra- 
tions; then once every two weeks they have a beef issue, and no Spanish’ bull- 
fight is more brutal than this method of killing thecattle. You see wagons 
of women and children around the corral where the bullocksare kept. The 
men, ‘young and old, on horseback with rifles in their hands, form two 
lines. 

“Ata given signal a bullockjis driven out of the corral and through this 
line, and the names of the families to whom it is given called; immediately 
the men representing them gallop off after the unfortunate brute and run 
him about half a mile, then shoot him down; the women of the family watch 
anxiously until the poor beast is down; then they whip up their horses and 
drive furiously after them, to assist the men to butcher the animal. The 
hide is taken off at once; the meat, still warm with life, cut up; the liver 
and all the entrails eaten in their heated state. Imagine such a scene in 
our Christian country, and think what a demoralizing effect it has upon the 
rising generation, who, to the youngest, take part in this most brutalizing 
affair. It was a sickening sight, and I realized how these people are so 

sickly, so scrofulous, so consumptive; and my great amazementis how, 
trained up among such surroundings, they can be as gentle, as kind, as 
affectionate as they are. 
“Taking the census. 

“a ta day with Mr. Lea when he went to take the census, and camped 
out with the party. I never saw anything dore more thoroughly than he is 
doing this work. Not one member of the family is allowed to slip; he will 
not enumerate anyone who is in the least painted; they must wash it all 
off before he will take their name. We tried to get some children from the 
cam, Such a scene! As we oo the camps we could see lots of 
children running wild over the plains like wild deer, and with scarcely any 
clothing on. On our approach they would run and hide behind their tents, 
and, do all that we could, their parentscould not be induced to send them to 
school. The rations they draw for them is more to their mind than all edu- 
cation. Bythe census now being taken there are hundreds of these children 
running in this wild way over the plains. 


“No chance for school. 
‘The law is that all children of a proper age should be sent to school some 
lace, but how can the agent enforce this on areservation covering some 
3,000,000 or 4,000,000 acres, with only an allowable police force of fifty Indian 
men. 


A woman may have a dozen husbands and the | 
man as many wives, and they are treated the same as the others; and, | 
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“The agent does the best he can, but even the reservation board and day 
schools are not full, because the children are so near home they are con- | 


stantly staying away. The only hold the agent has on them is to refuse the 
parents rations if they do not send them to school, and yet, as he says, he 
has not the heart to enforce this, as he knows how they would suffer with- 
outthem. Heis not allowed to give us any children that have been enrolled 
into the reservation school for the past year. We have noauthority to take 
these wild ones of the plains, so we are hindered very much in collecting 
pupils, while, if allowed to take those who are entered in the schools here, 
and whose parents are really anxious for them to go to the East, the agent 
could fillup his vacancies from the camps, and there would not be room 
enough in all the agency contract schools East and West for half the chil- 
dren of age to be educated. 
* Some former pupils. 

‘*Pour of our returned male students are employed at the ageney; one at 
a trader's store; one girl as a servant in a minister’s family. Agood many 
of the girls are married. We spent one night with one of these, Alice Pou- 
sin, married to a half-breed, JoeBrown. We drove 80 miles along the prairie 


. hoping to find children, and when we reached her home, nearly dark, where 


We were not expected, her face fairly beamed with joy at seeing us. She 
gave us her room, which was a large one, with a board floor, a melodeon in 
one corner, sewing machine, bedstead, chairs, etc. She at once proceeded 
to prepare supper for us, at which she told us she would christen soine of 
her wedding mts. The table was spread with a clean white cloth, clean 
white linen napkins, nicely plated spoons, forks, and knives, We had tea, 

read, meat, bacon, potatoes, and plum jelly. There was a very 
nice hanging lamp into our room, basin, pecker, soap, etc. The bed was 
soft and clean, and we slept very comfortably. 

‘In the we as good a breakfast and served as nicely as the 
Supper. We had to leave early for our 30 miles return drive, an’ I am sure 
our visit gave all the family much pleasure. As for ourselves, we were de- 
lighted with our hospitable reception and to find Alice so comfortably 
fixed. Her husband seems a good, ustrious man, and capable of support- 
ing her well. He has not the education she has, and regrets he did not go 
—_ school some yearssinee. This visit repaid us for a good deal of our 
_ r. Another of our girls, Jennie Palardy, is married to Robert Pugh, a 
Sh ~ Tnan, who is rewiens spens at Pine Ridge. Shealso lives comfortably. 
~ ome t her 3-mon child in a baby coach (there is only one other 
child b ®) to seo us, and it was as nicely and cleanly dressed as any 

ast. She was constantly with us while we stayed at the agency, and 
expressed her appreciation and love for our school very strongly. 
ask of our pupils, Julia Sanders, is married to one of our students, 
arles Clifford. Julia met us on our arrival at the depot in Rushville, the 
station 25 miles from Pine Ridge. She had ridden over with the 
of the children who were returning to meet us. Her husband and 
= came to see us often. seem happy in each other, and he is trying 
get an appointment for teacher at one of the schools on the reservation. 
on “Tdleness and poverty. 

“We not see the husbands of the other girls, but they are all r, be- 
cause there is no place for them to work. No tin shops, no tailor chops. no 

ith (except the Government one, a small affair, which reauires no 


} tine, 39 miles from 


eS  — 


1699 


help The only work for boys is herding and breaking horses; the « 
stand around all day idle. If there were flour mills, sawmills, etc., 
would be plenty of work for them, but no one can start any such indu 
on reservations without consent of the Indian Department. We ha: 
ofour boys taught farming, but the land is a barren desert. ‘ 
scarcely been a good shower of rain for a year. What corn, potatoes, and 
other things were planted has all dried up and is useless. The Government 
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supplies all kinds of farming utensils, but they are us 3. Tho vholeres 
ervation that [ saw is a desolate plain, incapable of cultivation on account 
of the drought. 

‘* Miss Drexel’s school. 

“The only flourishing kitchen garden we saw was at » Roman Catholic 
school built by Miss Catherine Drexel, and the only way they have sne 
ceeded has been byirrigation. They have gone to much expense, and have 
the water now running all through their vegetable garden. There is no in 

| vestment that has been made of Miss Drexel’s fortune that is payin rood 


solid interest as this. Here are gathered one hundred and ilifty « 
norant, neglected, but intelligent boys and girls, who are clothed, fed 
educated under the care of a good, kind father and an earnest Chri 
mother. The contrast between them and their Arab brothers and 
indescribable. Father Jutz and the mother superior are doing a er 
good work well; their hearts are in it, and itis blessing many with Chris 
tianity and civilization. 

‘Difficulty in collecting children, 

“We had the promise of many scholars. ted Shirt, who was so courted 
in Europe by crowned heads, etc., came to see us at once. He was mo 
anxious for his children to go to our school, which he had visited, but the 
had in his absence been enrolled into the boarding school, and neither 
nor the agent had any control over them. Many others wero similar! 
situated. The orders from the Commissioner prevent any being transferred 
from areservation school to any other. Another cause for the dificult 
that all tbe schools have had this season in collecting children is this unfo 
tunate fanaticism that has seized upon the Indians that Christis about to 
come in person. A party of Mormons have been sending their emissaries 
among the Indians, telling them that Christ is about to come on earth to 
destroy the white people and give them back their lands, buffaloes, and a 
the possessions they formerly had, and they have started all over the reser- 
vation a dance called the Messiah dance. 

‘‘On Friday, when we crossed the plains on our return from our thirty 
mile drive, there was scarcely an Indian man, woman, or child to be seen 
where on the day before hundreds were roving around. They had all cone 
to the messiah dance, where they were to remain rhaps a week, dancing 
and cutting themselves and refraining from all food until they fell pros 
trated. Then they thought they saw voions. In connection with this the 
chiefs held a council lately and decided that no children should be sent East 
to school for the present. They could not say they should go to no school 
at all, for they know the rule of the Government, but they also know that 
there is not room for half in the reservation schools, and this resolve of 
theirs prevents them attending any school. The agent is doing his best to 
break up these dances. When he went out to them to stop it, about a wee 
since, they drew their revolvers, and had he not put on a bold front there 
might have been serious trouble. Every Indian nearly has a rifie or rm 
volver. Very many of the bucks have a femme revolver «nd belt filled wit 
cartridges, which they wear at all times. No man East is allowed to carry 
openly loaded weapons. These Indians, old and young, carry them openly 

‘*For these reasons we were obliged to leave Pine Ridge with but two 
girls. There were plenty of boys of 16, 17,18,and 20 who wished to come 
but our experience is that after 15 years of age we can do only temporary 
good to these pupils. By that time they have been so accustomed and traine: 
in their parents’ ways that a five-years course at school can not change their 
tastes so as to enable them to resist the home influences on their retur: 
Although we found none of our children had gone back to the Indian dre 
because perhaps we never had many of the older ones, still we saw enor 
to convince us that we could do the greater good by taking both boys and 
girls under 12 years of age. 

“A hospital badly needed. 

‘There is one thing much needed on the reservation; that is a hospit 
The sick have no chance of recovery, havingnocare; their medicine man is 
sent for and he puts charms on them and says some chants, then demand 
a pony for payment of his services. In all our missionary efforts now the 
hospital is considered the strongest agency of civilization; there should | 
no delay in having them established. 

* We left Pine Ridge on the 7th for Rushville, to take the train for 
Rosebud Reservation, and arrived there on the &t! 

“ROSEBUD RESERVATION. 

* On our arrival at Rosebud we called at the agency, and were most kind] 
received by Miss Wricht, the sister of Maj. Wright, the agent, az recom 
fortably quartered at their house, which is quite commodious and nicely fur 
nished. Rosebud Agency is In a valley, surrounded by hills; the roads around 
are steep and very sandy; no trees of any account to be seen and vegetation 
alldried up. Norain except a fewshowers has fallen hereallsummer. The 
streams, few in number, are mostly dry. It took us from 9a. m. to 4 p,1 
to drive from Valentine to Rosebud. The country we rode through was not 
as barren as about Pine Ridge, but for miles we did not see a habitation or 
a living thing. 

“We started out the day after wearrived to visit the camps, and met three 
of our returned scholars, all in citizens’ dress; but the same old story of no 
employment met us, and, of course, idleness brings in its train all kinds of 
evils. The agency proper is surrounded with a stockade, into which none 
can pass without an order or for some good reason. This is to keep the Lr 
} me from loitering around and preventing the employés attending to the 

uties. 

**Duringour whole journey so far, with the exception of one or two days, 
the heat has been most oppressive, but it does not cause perspiration a3 
with us; while very warm your clothes are dry and comfortable 
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‘Looking Jor pupils. 

Ve started the next morning among the log houses and tents to try 
and induce the parents to send some of their children home with us, There 
is no boarding school on this reservation, and as there are buta few I 
dians residing near the agency, only a limited number can attend the day 
school, which is under the efficient charge of Miss Wright, assisted by 
Luther Standing Bear, a returned Carlisle student. Thevarious camps are 
at some distance from the agency and we had to ride miles before reaching 
them. Wefound here, as at Pine Ridge, the Indians unwilling to part with 
their children, indeed many were so sickly that we did not want them. 

“We met one of our old pupils, Prairie Chicken; he was the first of our 
schol ars whom we have met that wore the Indiandress; he was not painted, 
but bis hair was long and his costume In He was with us at school 
only about six months, when we first commen > Was transs 
ferred to Hampton, where h mained 2.5 years iving with hid 
wife, a full Indian squaw, but recognized ed his horse an- 

rushed over to shake hands; he has not He after 
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wards came to see us at the house to ask us to take his wife’s brother to our 
school. 

We visited St. Mary’s school, established by Bishop Hare, under the 
charge of Miss Ives, and found forty-nine bright, intelligent children, with 
kind, efficient teachers. The infiuence of this schoo) is telling upon the peo- 
ple and too much can not be said in its favor. 


“The white man’s bad faith. 


“One of our difficulties in procuring children has been,1 think, caused by 
the Indians feeling sore with the white peopleon account of the Government 
not carrying out the esas made to them by the Sioux commission, and on 
which pledges they signed the late treaty. Gen. Crook, Governor Foster, of 
Ohio, and Gen. Warner, the acting commissioners, gave not only verbal 
promises, but written ones, that if they would sell their lands and sign the 
treaty founded on the Dawes bill, that their rations should not be reduced 
and that nothing which they now received should be taken from them; not 
more than a month after the treaty was signed at Pine Ridge the beef issue 
was reduced 1,000,000 pounds for the year, and at Rosebud 2,000,000 pounds; 
their annuities were also reduced. It is said that Gen. Crook felt so badly 
about this that, it is thought, it hastened his death, as he had always kept 
his word in his dealings with the Indians, and it was their confidence in his 
integrity that made them sell their lands and sign the treaty. All who de- 
sired to benefit these people are now looked upon with renewed distrust; and 
who can blame them for this? 

“Maj. Wright vindicated. 

‘*We read in the papers before coming here severe comments on Maj, 
Wright, the agent, on account of the number of rations having been issued 
for 7,500 people, while, when the census was taken this year there were found 
to be only 5,500 Indians on this reservation. Maj. Wrieut received his ap- 
_ocotmens on September 14, 1889, and he acted on the census taken by Mr. 
Spencer, his predecessor; he could not, of course, take any other basis for 
his estimate of rations; he received orders from the Department to take a 
new census immediately after June 30, 1890, the end of the fiscal year; he 
pressed all his employés into the service, and having stationed his assist- 
ants at differents points, took the count on the 7th and 8th days of July and 
had it all completed by the 15th of that month. Acting under orders from 
the Interior partment, his count was made without regard to that of 
Special Agent Lea, whose returns were not made wntil August 5. The two 
reports do not materially differ. Agent Wright shows on the reservation 
about 150 more Indians than Mr. Lea; both reports prove 2,000 less than the 
number reported as receiving rations. 

“The Indians are diseased here; many die of consumption; last year la 
grippe and measies were fatal among them. With no hospital, theircamps 
miles from the physician, there is scarcely any hope for the sick Indian, 
man, Woman, o7 child, to recover. Unless those who take the census know 
these poosse’s ways they will likely number the dead inthe count, forif you 
ask an Indlan how many children he has, he will tell you he has ten; when 
asked tosee them he will show you five; the others, he will tell you, are upon 
the hill, meaning that they are buried there. Thedoctor reports that dur- 
ing the last year only nineteen died; that means only those he had attended. 

“The number who died in the far-off camps he can not — know 
about. + * Wright naturally feels annoyed at the misunderstanding in 
regard to his position in this matter, but a simple explanation is all that is 
needed to set him right before the community. Even if a man desired to be 
dishonest in regard to these rations, situated as the Rosebud Agency is, it 
would be almost impossible for him to do so. Think, 5miles from any town 
or railway station, with no means of seenepartesee to or from the place 
except in open wagons, up and down sand hills difficult for a light carriage 
even to go; besides, all goods from the storehouses would be seen and recog- 
nized by every Indian and employé on the road. 

* We remained at Rosebud until Tuesday, September 15, securing only six 
children, Whom wé6 senton to school. The agent said he was surprised that 
we got any, as he had, under orders from the Indian Commissioner, tried to 
get a class for Carlisle and could not get one.”’ 


‘MRS. COX'S IMPRESSIONS. 


** | would sum up the impression made on me by my visit to these two 
Sioux reservations and the opinion I have formed from my experience there 
in regard to the best method of civilizing these people ina few words. They 
are not to be censured for their mode of living, as that is incident to all 
nations and pe of the same class. I have seen in Great Britian, on the 
continent, in Philadelphia itself, families living in one room and in as 
squalid a condition, hat I do think should be insisted upon in the first 
plice is that they should be made to obey the general law of our land in 
rocard to marriage; that they should be made to contract lawful marriage, 
and plurality of husbands and wives should be punishable; that educa- 
tion of all children of over 5 years should be compulsory; that hospitals 
shonid be established on all reservations, and all the sick obliged to report 
there, and, if possible, treated there, and so todispose of the medicine man; 
that the men should be obliged to cut their hair and wear the citizens’ 
clo. hes which the Government provides forall; that no manshould go about 
enveloped in white sheets, covering, as they do, their hands and faces, which 
is. common sight among them, looking exactly like a statue. This they 
cousider a proper costume for courting, as they termit. In this disguise 
they follow the young girls, and throwing the sheet over them, force them 
to go withthem. We saw, Isuppose, hundreds of young bucks in this dress. 
Then, if the children were sentaway to school, the younger the better, where 
they could not see or feel the influence of the older ones, there would be a 
greater chance of their never returning to the old ways. 


“District schools better than reservation schools. 

“Of course, the reservation schools do much good, but in every school we 
visited there Were one or two police constantly on hand to hunt up children 
who had run off to their homes; and also a great drawback to these schools 
is: that the friends of the children come and tent near them, and expect the 
school to provide provisions for them. The superintendent of one school 
near a reservation told me that they did not want children from the neigh- 
borhood, they were so annoyed by the visits of their friends and relatives. 
It would be a wise sane. in my opinion, if the Government, instead of giv- 
ing them rations, clothing, stores, implements, etc., would allow them each 
3 mnuch money per week, so that they would learn to take care of them- 
secives. : 

“The Government, of course, in giving them what it does is only payin 
them for the land purchased from them, but let it be money and they wil 
soon learn the value of dollars and cents, which now they know nothing 
about. It seems hard to say, ‘Take the young children from their parents,’ 
but is it wise to allow generation after generation to be trained as the young 
Indian is? Issuch training ever going to fit them for citizens? Is it not 
better for one man or Woman to suffer than a whole nation to be demoral- 
ized? As soon as the parents see that they must act differently or lose their 
children for a time, they would soon yield to the inevitable, and this great 
problem would solve itself. 

‘Amusements for the Indians. 


“Another suggestion I would make is to have a large room orballoncvery 
reservation for the purpose of concerts, tableaux, and other ¢*yilized amuse- 
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ments. Human nature is the same in men and women of every color; you; 
middle-aged, old, all need recreation and entertainment. Nothing ‘of th 
kind is provided for the Indians, and they naturally cling to their wii 
dances, theonly amusement they know of. At their homes they sing thoiy 
weird songs. And yet they arecapable of attaining a high standard of \ 
cal and instrumental music, as anyone can ascertain if they will cal! at ou; 
school and hear the sweet chanting of the Episcopal service. That mos: 
difficult of pieces, ‘I know that my Redesmer liveth,’ and other musi- j 
me our pupils. 

“Why it never occurs to those undertaking the training of any peop 
Christian and civilized ways to provide proper amusements has always 
a surprise to me, and when I found these people rushing to see the Messiq 
the Omaha, and other dances, I was reminded of the thousands of our | 
educated people, even royalty itself, who flocked to such entertainments 
Buffalo Bill and other similar shows. ‘T'ake from our people their 
amusements, and in a short time they would institute the same wild ent 
tainments as the Indians have. 


‘*Bmployment and farming for the men. 


“In an experience of thirty-two years of work for poor children | 1 
hardly say that in the seven years of that time that has been devoted to the 
Indian children { have felt more has been accomplished in spiritual, inte 
lectual, and industrial education than in any other seven years of th 
eriod, thus showing the great capability of these people for civilizat 

would also suggest that employment be found on the reservation for 
ableto work. Itcan be done. The wagons, the tins, and many other go 
now purchased by the Government could be manufacturered by the peo 
themselves and would be a great saving of expense. Put acompetent white 
mechanic at the head of each department or manufactory and he w 
soon have plenty of workers. 

‘Just one word about farming. The reservation lands that I have 
are unfit for agriculture. The drought of South Dakota would not allow 
of successful farming, even if the land was good. Two thousand bushels 
potatoes were distributed by one agent last year, all planted, and not any 
result; all dried up. Think of the waste. A fair chance is all the indian 
wants. Good land, workshops, good laws enforced, money, not supplies 
andin a short time the now uncivilized will become honest, industrious 
well-behaved citizens. We have found itso with our pupils here. Th 
would carry it out at home if we could give them surroundings that would 
encourage and strengthen them. 

“T returned home strengthened in my interest in these people and my fir 
belief of their capabilities under proper treatment.”’ 

The conclusion is inevitable, after thorough investigation of the conditi 
of the reservation Indian, after seeing and being with him, studying ani 
observing the lawsand their application and execution, with due regard fo 
the several experiments which have been tried upon him by the nation, and 
the failure of them allso far, that certain radical changesin the present |) 
dian pone must be made. With an eye to the present experiments o 
allotting him, and the gigantic educational scheme now being tried up 
him, insome cases preferring him to other worthy dependent children 
the Republic, the following suggestions are made: 

First. Let the Government keep its word with the Indian. In studyin 
the North American Indian let us abandon the imaginary and study him i: 
the light of facts. 

Second. That a white mancan much easier adopt Indian life thanan India 
can the white man’s customs. In illustration: the squaw men can becom 
virtually Indians in three months, while it takes an Indian ye2rs to get to 
the level of the white man. 

Third. Every change of policy by the United States in relation to its 
Indians, although the Indians decrease, results in an increase of annual 
pe2se, 

Fourth. Let the Indian understand that at a date quite near the Unite 
States will cease to be his ‘‘Good Father,” that he must look out for h 
self, and that allotment precedes his removal from Government charge 
total change of system in Indian affairs is needed, not a mere change o! 
ficers. Congress could hasten the final settlement of this Indian ques! 
by at once passing a law that after a given date all Indians born in 

nited States are ‘Indians taxed.’’ This would make them citizens \ 
out technicalities or legal machinery. The reservation Indians are not 
now citizens. The fear that being ‘‘ wards of the nation ’ they will be taker 
advantage of by the whites or that they will become independent of tl 
United States Pegmeterely has heretofore prevented this. If sucha law 
were passed and the Indians told that they were free and had equal rih 
with other citizens the inducement would cause thousands of them to s! 
to work forthemselves. Thejfact that they are not citizens and have the | 
ervations and the United States to fall back upon_makes them dependen! 
and stifles manhood and personal independence. Ifsuch alawwere passe 
there would soon be less Indian agency employés and fewer contractors ' 
furnish Indians with supplies. 

Fifth. That the Indian is now governed too much. 

Sixth. That he is more interested in his earthly future than he is in t 


il 


ology. 
Seventh. That he is now an asset on the wrong side of the national ledge 
Eighth. That his salvation, physical and otherwise, depends upon h 


getting from under Government control. 

Ninth. That allotting Indians on sand banks and saying by law “ Indians 
must be farmers” does not make them so; crops will not grow on barr 
lands for Indians by act of Congress where they will not grow for whit 
men. 

Tenth. That the sooner the Indian gets into the school and other syst 
of the States and Territories in which he now resides on reservations or 4 
lotments the better for him and the whole nation. 

The above suggestions must be considered with the limitations that )) 
fore any permanent settlement of the Indian question can take place th 
nation must by purchase or otherwise close out all Indian trust funds i: 
hands, amounting to $25,491, 430.17%, and certain liabilities of the United S' 
to Indian tribes under treaty stipulations, which on June 1, 1890, amount! 
to $7,441,666.64, in all $32,933,096.814. This large amount will have to be p 
by the nation to the Indians, or white men for them. The class of cla! 
known as Indian depredation claims, when liquidated, are paid from ' 
amounts due to tribes committ depredations on the property of th 
whites. They are now of an indefinite and enormous amount. Unless « 
is had they will eat up the entire amount heldas cashdue the Indians. ‘1 
necessity for the above changes is apparent to all who observe the con 
tion of the Indian. ; 

Hon. Thomas J. Morgan, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in his annu 
report for 1890, thus speaks of the present system of Indian Affairs under 
existing laws: a 

“The entire system of dealing with them [the Indians] is vicious, invols 
ing as it does the installing of agents, with semidespotic power, over igno- 
rant, superstitious, and helpless subjects; the keeping of thousands ©! 
them on reservations practically as prisoners, isolated from civilized |i'e 
and dominated by fear and force; the issue of rations and annuities, which 
inevitably tends to breed pauperism; the disbursement of millions of dol: 
lars’ worth of supplies by contract, which invites fraud; the maintenance ot 
a system of licensed trade, which stimulates cupidity and extortion, et 
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The condition that the reservation Indian now needs is a condition of 
rompt and rapid change in‘most of the incidents of the system now cur- 
rent, and the creation of new laws to meet changed conditions. The reser- 
vation Indian is governed in inany ways. Congress, the Department, the 





Indian Office, the State courts, the citizens, and men and women’s associa- | 


tions are constantly at him. There are only 133,417 reservation Indians, but 
they take up much valuable time. ; 

The method now of getting him out of control of the nation is to allot him 
Some of his best friends, however, fear that this is merely getting him deeper 
into the embrace of red tape. When you put an Indian into severalty you 

place him out of his reservation status at once, at least, inname. Thenyou 
say, ‘‘ You areallotted.”’ The Indian goes on the land ignorant of agricul- 
ture as an art or profession, uncultivated, not a worker; and then you pro 
vide that neither State or Territory shall tax his land for twenty-five years 
Can they tax his personal property? Certainly. 

The Indian does not like taxation; he hasto give something up; he has 

been areceiver for many years past; the habit of receiving has grown on 
him. Who is to teach the Indian tofarm? Isa costly establishment to be 
kept up, either under the school system or agency? Is not the agency, 
with all its employés, to be maintained as long as you keep this quasi 
control overthe Indian? Is healways to be adependent? Is he never to be 
alone? 
: Let Congress pass a law similar to the law of Canada that allotted Indian 
lauds, in cases where the allottee by reason ofillness or lack of means or 
experience can not utilize them, may be leased for the benefit of the 
allottee. The United States judge for the district in which the land lies 
should have this jurisdiction, and the land in such cases would afford the 
allottee a support. 

In allotting lands tothe Indians in arid regions the nation does not seem 
tohave considered the necessity or expense of a system of irrigation suffi- 
cientto make the allotted lands fit forcultivation or residence. Where the 
Indians have been permitted to remain on as good land as the whites oc- 
cupy, aS a rule, when in tribal relation, they have succeeded. In illustra- 
tion of this, see the present condition of the Six Nations of New York, the 
Eastern Cherokees, the Five Civilized Tribes, the Moquis of Arizona, and 
the Pueblos of New Mexico. 

No separate laws for Indians or Indian reservations are necessary. Alaw 
good enough fcr a white man is good enough for an Indian. Instead of pass- 
ing a separate code for Indians, pass a law placing them under the control 
of the laws of the several States and Territories. If the Indianis put upon 
his own resources, he will not want agents or other persons. What the 
reservation Indians want is the actual application of things good for them: 
Adopt useful things, not theories, and practical things will follow. 

The present North American reservation Indians, collectively and indi- 
vidually, and their special friends, such has been their tutelage and depen- 
dence, seem to be about the only portion of our people who have an exact 
idea of the possible capacity of the United States Treasury. At all times 
and in all places, like the white man, he wants money. The reservation In- 
dian will work if he is paid for it. He likes money, wants it, and will work 
forit. Pay him promptly and as much as any other man for like work and 


he will do it. 


Cadillac at Detroit, in the Northwest, from 1701 to 1710, attempted the only | 


successful method of civilizing Indians: showing them how and teaching 
them to work: giving them the proceeds of their labor and keeping faith 
with them. He considered them men and so treated them. He began 


a settlement for ‘‘ habitation and the growth of civic institutions.” He 
had a grant of land and upon this he began operations. He bought seed 
wheat from France, and gave the Indians each a little landto work. He 


was the father of allotment. In 1718, after he had left, the Indians about 
Detroit were reported as harvesting wheat and raising corn, beans, peas, 
squashes, and melons; but the almost constant war between England and 
France, in which the Indians were used as allies, prevented the growth of 
the Cadillac idea in the upper Northwest. 

Cadilllac’s idea was the reverse of the clerical; the latter founded missions 
to convert Indians, near which were trading posts to enrich the owners. 


The church sought to control the Indian by appealing to his heart and sym- | 


pathies, which were sup posed to be alike in men, and the traders frequently 
ihtermarried with the Indians, and thus obtained influence over them. 


These methods neither aided the Indian to better his actual condition nor | 


tended to the founding of permanent homes or communities. 

Cadillac showed the Indian a result from his labor, gave him the proceeds 
and stimulated his ambition with gain. He appealed tohis materia! side, 
which order of appeal has been potent with man inallages; besides, at that 
time the Indian pea not as yet become a dependent upon the public treas- 
ury. He had not been debauched by gifts of fire-arms or whisky. 
of the white man was not then on his throat, his tongue in his ear, nor his 
touch in his palm. 

The remedy of Kit Carson (one of the bravest and most humane of Indian 
fighters) for the Indian question was to stop the Indian from running at 


out himself; 

“The only true remedy * * 
ments by themselves, then and there assist and teach them to cultivate the 
soil; in time they will be able to gain a maintenance independent of the Gen- 
eral Government and to acertain extent they will become responsible for 
their acts.” 

This is, as has been noted, the present Canadian Indian policy. The 
Indians of Canada are placed upon reservations of land which will main- 
tain them, of course with a small area for each, and they are aided to a 
Startin life. They are now practically self-sustaining. The Canadian In- 
dian knows when he goes on the land that it is to be his; the American In- 
dian knows, if experience is worth anything, that it is not to be his, or the 
chances are largely that it will not be, and in addition it may be a sand 
bank. Ninety per cent of the present American Indians on reservations are 
not agriculturists, but the most of them will work in other fields when 
paid for it. The Indian is too much of a child of nature to wait for slow 
growing crops. He wants tosee animmediateresultfrom his labor. He will 
work as a la ee you board himand pay him cash besides. This 
has been tested. Money isanactual visibleresulttohim. (See the reportsof 
the special agents as to this.) The Navajos did much of the work of grad- 
ing the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad in Arizona and New Mexico. 

A strange fact in connection with the administration of the Indian Office 
is, that as the Indians decrease in number and the civilized Indians become 
more numerous, according to the reports sent out, the number of employ és 
and dependents and the expenditures for Indiansincrease. Each change of 
policy costs more money. 

The Indian Office now has, in fact, charge of 133,417 Indians, of whom but 
34,785 receive rations from the nation, and most of these are on barren lands, 
About 27,00 of the total are allotted Indians. If theSioux were removed to 
good lands they might become self-sustaining citizens, or self-reliant at 
least, and the ration Indians reduced to a nominal number. 

Tne efficiency of the Indian pees at the various agencies is due to the 
fact that they are paid for their work, are mounted and armed, and have 
authority. Indians like places of comand, as such positions increase their 
personal influence with the members of their tribe, who believe they have 
the ear of the agent. To be on terms with the Indian police is freauently 
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to be influential with the agent, as that oficial mainly obtains his knowl- 
edge of the condition of the Indians from the police. Gen. William S. Har- 
ney originated the Indian police in a treaty with the Sioux at Fort Pierre, 
Nebraska Territory, in March, 1856. 

The enlistment in the United States Army of about 5,000 able-bodied In- 
dians from among the competent men of the reservation Indians and then 
their removal as soldiers to distant parts of the Republic, away from the 
possibility of their marrying or coming in contact with Indian women, 
would utilize useless material and decrease tne reservation Indian popula- 
tion in the matter of births. There are 800 Indian soldiers, and fairly ef- 
cient ones, in the service now. , 


The red man's journey from east to west, poetically described as the “red 
man journeying toward the setting sun,’’ was in fact making way forthe 
white man to absorb and utilize the arable or productive lands, and has 
ended in many of the reservation Indians being anchored on sand sits 


and sagebrush forests, with coyotes and rattlesnakes for companions 

On many of the reservations the Indian is now a corraled ox, Waiting to 
see What the nation is going todo with him. He is, in fact, merely penned 
up, and until allotment was devised in 1887 his future was enveloped in a 
mantle of doubt and he was a most troublesome asset. 

There are now about 139 Indian reservations and 54 actual agencies. In 
some cases the consolidation of Indian agencies, reduction of reservations, 
and the Indians’ removal would be of service to the Indlans and profit to 
the United States. This would better the Indians’ moral and physical con 
dition. For illustration: The Jicarilla Apaches of Northwestern New Mex 
ico could be removed to the Mescalero Agency in the southwestern portion 
ofthe Territory. These are ration agencies,and both reservations are wretch- 


edly poor in agricultural resources, and are without irrigation. If com 
bined, thé expense of one agency would be saved and civilization aided. The 


Jicarillas number 808 and the Mescaleros 513, which would be a total of 1,321 
Indians for acombined agency. The Rosebud and Pine Ridge Sioux Agencies 
in South Dakota and the Brule Sioux Agency and the Cheyenne River and 
Standing Rock Agencies are untit for agriculture by reason of lack of water 
and hot winds and drought also make them dreadful for iiving purposes 
The Fort Berthold Reservation is also a miserable one for agriculture. The 
reports of special agents as to reservations, pages 350-717, give much data as 
to this. 

Many other Indian reservations are utterly unfit for occupation by In 
dians or anyone else. Congress is frequently called upon, through crop 
failures, to aid whites living adjacent to them, notably in Arizona and 
South Dakota. The lands of almost all the Indian reservations in North 
Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, Idaho, Eastern Oregon, Nevada, Utah, 
Wyoming, Colorado, Oklahoma, New Mexico, Arizona, and Southern Cali- 


| fornia lie ina region which requires artificial irrigation to produce crops. 


Hundreds of thousands of dollars have been or will have to be spent to con- 
struct irrigating canals and ditches on these reservations. The Crow Res 
ervation in Montana is an example of the expenditures to procure water 
forthe Indians. The United States has paid this expense, and an irrigating 
engineer has been employed. Who is to keep up this expense? Who will 
care for the ditch when the Indian is allotted: Even the lands capable of 
being irrigated, owing to the small supply of water, are limited in extent, 
as are those in small valleys adjacent to the streams. Almost all the tribes 
of Indians on reservations lying in the arid belt in the States and Terri 
What they are to do for food when 
present treaties expire is a question. 

As anevidence of the character of the land given to Indians in Arizona 
for reservations to live upon and become self-supporting, the following is 
taken from the report of Gen. A. McD. McCook, commanding the de- 
partment of Arizona, September, 1891. On the White Mountain Apache 
Reservation, San Carlos agency, there are 2,121 Apaches; in t isthe 


, 
fact, it 


| chief Apache reservation. 


‘*The location of the San Carlos Reservation (agency) isthe worst piece of 
land I know of where so many Indians are concentrated for an attempt at 
self-support and civilization. 

**San Carlos is situated on the north bank of the Gila River, at the Apache 
Indian agency. Itis 77 miles from Fort Grant, via Fort Thomas. This is 
an important post, being at and near the homes of the Apache Indians, and 
Will continue a military station as long as the present system of manage- 
ment of the Indians there is continued. Heretofore the troops have been in 


| camp, but temporary shelter is now being made for the officers and men 


San Carlos is the most uncomfortable station in the department, on account 
of the intense heat of summer and dust storms in the spring and autumn 
The usual tour of duty at this post is six months 

‘There is no grass in this country to make hay sufficient for the 
the public animals. Heretofore a coarse pine grass has been cut and deliv 
ered by the Indians. Itisnothay. The horses and mules will not eat it. 
When dry itis hard and rough and without a particle of nutriment. The 
consensus of opinion of all the officers is that it is not fit for food, injuring 


| the horses who try to eat it.” 
large, place him on reservations of good land, and let him fight the problem | 


Number of ration Indians in the several States and Territo) here 7 rva- 
tions are situated, June 1, 1890. 
| Total | 


Fe- Ration 

















tories. In- | Male.| mate. | aians. | en 
dians. os 
| shiteasiabian 
Total 133, 417 | 67, 842 | 34, 785 
Arizona ....... 28,452 | 14,066 14, 386 | 1,519 In desert country. 
California ....... 5,064 | 2,589 2,475 | 175 | To old and poor India1 
Colorado.......... | ‘985 | | 484 501 | 493 | In arid country 
Idaho .............| 4,062 | 1,997 | 2,065 | 409 | Do 
Indian Territory-| 1,224] 597 627 | 8 | To old and poor Indians. 
| On seared 307} 21 136 | 
fee 939 | 196 143 
Minnesota .....-. 8,208 | 3,884 4, 324 333 
a 10, 336 | 5,358 | 6,763 | Inaridand desert country. 
Nebraska 3, 536 1, 769 95 | To old and poor Indians 
Nevada eos| 1,558 758 404 | In desert country 
New Mexico......| 6,490 3, 258 735 Do 
North Dakota....| 7,980 4,077 3,514 | In arid country 
Oklahoma .... 13, 167 6,843 | 5.001 | Inarid and desert « ntry 
a 3, 708 1, 990 308 |} Kastern Oregon, arid coun 
urv. 
South Dakota....| 19,068 | 9,27 9,797 | 12,183 | Inaridand rt country. 
ites waste aiean 2,847 | 1,497 1,350; 1,149 | In desert try. 
Washington....-..) 7,516 | 3,812 3,704 152 | To old and poor Indians. 
Wisconsin .......-. 6,085 | 3,071 3,014 643 Do 
1, 801 884 917 901 Jesert country 


Wyoming .-... 





Rations to Indians, it will be noted, are in most cases issued to Indians 
living on reservations lying in arid desert sections where white men wit 
out irrigation could not make a living. 
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The Indian Office in its neRers for 1891 gave the following table of Indians 
receiving subsistence in 1 some a pound of beef a week, some a pound a 
day. The Census Office table for 1890 shows the amount of food equal toa 
day’s rations received - reservation Indians, while the Indian Office tabie 
shows the number of Indians to whom food is issued, not specifying quan- 
a large number of Indians not actually under charge of 
the Indian Office. his table shows worse for the continuance of the desert 
reservations than the census table. When the area of these reservations is 
decreased by allotment the Indian's hunting, fishing, and root grounds de- 
crease, and these sources being closed to him, he will become more depend- 
ent, unless the allotted land, at a large expense, be prepared for agriculture. 
Number of Indians who do not and number who do receive subsistence from the 
Government. 


tity, and embracin, 


Num- 
ber. 


Receive subsistence sup- 
yates. 


Ree eive no “subsistence sup- Num- 
plies. ber. 


ARIZONA. ARIZONA. 
Mohaves off reserve 
Chemehuevis and Hualapais - 
Pimas and Papagoes -. . 
Navajoes 


1, - Mohaves on reserve - 
San Carlos . 


CALIFORNIA. 


Mission and Tule River, and | 
NG once cnn cansbdcnpasccods : SaNe | Hoop: 
Not under agent 6. 995 Round Valley . 


CALIFORNIA. 


11, 051 ue 


COLORADO. COLORADO 
Utes and Apaches 
NORtH DAKOTA. NORTH DAKOTA. 


Sioux at Devils Lake.......... 
Chippewas, Turtle Mountain. 


Fort Berthold Indians...-.... 
Standing Rock Sioux... 


1, O41 
1, 439 


2, 480 | 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Sisseton and Wahpeton Sioux 
Poncas and Flandreau Sioux. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


1,509 || Cheyenne River Sioux_...... 
509 a and Lower Brule 
Pine Ridge Sioux ~eetiaiegnnl 
Rosebud Sioux...... nconnenes 

} Yankton Sioux ........0<-0- 


2,018 | 


pense bp 
ESE F 


as 
=I 
g 
wo 


IDAHO. IDAHO. 


~ 
oo 
wz 


1, 715 | 


Nez Perces 
600 || 


ee baie Shoshones and Bannacks.... 
Not under agent. 


Shoshones and Bannacks 
(Lemhi) ......... aneannagaes 


INDIAN TERRITORY. 


QuapaAws, ete.......... 
Five civilized tribes 


Sac and Fox 


Pottawatomies, Kickapoos 


MICHIGAN, 


Chi pps was and Pottawato- 


MINNNESOTA 
Chippewas 
MONTANA. 


Blackfeet... api 

REST 

Flathead 

Gros Ventres and Assina- 
boines, Fort Belknap 

Fort Peck Sioux and Assina- 
SD onneunnipiininiaks albeeon sel 

Nothern Cheyennes -. 


MONTANA. 


NEBRASKA. NEBRASKA 


Omahas and Winnebagoes....| 2,385 || Santee Sioux........- 


NEVADA. 


| Pah Utes (Pyramid Lake 
and Walker River) 
Shoshones and Pi Utes 


NEVADA. 


Indians wandering 


Number of Indians who do not and number who do receive subsistence fyoy 


Government—Continued. 


Ree eive no subsistence sup- 
p ites. 


| Num- “Receive subsist ence 
ber. plies. 


——_— —|- rane 


NEW MEXICO. NEW MEXICO. 


Mogqui Pueblo 
Pueblo ..... 


Mescalero Apache .... 
NEW YORK. 

Senecas, Oneidas, et 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

Eastern Cherokees 
OKLAHOMA. 

Osages and Kaws. 

POMCR ....... 


Otoes 
Pawnees ... 


OKLAHOMA. 


Cheyennes and Arapahoes 
Kiowas, Comanches, and 
I init anaMaadind cde. 


Shawnees, Sac and Fox, Pot- 
tawatomies, and Kicka- 


OREGON. 


TEXAS. a 
i 


All Indians in... 


All Indians in. 


UTAH. UTAH. 
Wandering - 

WASHINGTON. 
All Indians in 


WISCONSIN, 


en 


All indians in........ 


WYOMING. 
WYOMING. 
| Shoshones and Northern 
Arapahoes 
FLORIDA, 
MAINE. 


INDIANA, AND 


All Indians in 


Total receiving no subsistence supplies ‘ 
Total receiving subsistence supplies....................----.0-<-------- 
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It will be observed that the Census Office report on " yations ‘issued | to 
dians in 1890 relates to the 133,417 reservation Indians who are actually 
der charge of the Indian Office, but the Indian Office total of 243,534 embr 
all Indians in the United States carried on the books of that office, s¢ 
liant and independent as well as reservation Indians. The Census 0 
returns for 1890 made by sworn officers, and they the agents of the In 
Office, show that food equal to a ration for each ‘day for 34,785 Indians 
issued, while the Indian Office returns show that subsistence was issuc 
57,960 Indians, or that the actual food supply for 34,785 Indians for one 
Was given to 57,960 for the sametime, or abouthalf rations. 

The natural surroundi of some of the present reservations and thei 
sources unfit them for residence. Nature never smiles bountifully ona p: 
cious metal mining region. Gold and silver are usually found in barrenr 
gions and distant lands raise food for the miners. Arizona, rich in precio 
metais, is no exception to thisrule. The Indian reservations there are « 
erts, and the mountains upon and about them the depositories of rich « 
The Apaches on the several Arizona reservations should be removed t 
country where they can sustain themselves, and the mines upon the res: 
tions turned over to men who can develop them. 

The Sioux on the Standing Rock, Rosebud, and Pine Ridge Reserva‘ 
could be removed from the barren and aria lands they occupy and the | 
turned over for cattle ranging or to those who will irrigate by can 
artesian wells, provided sufficient water can be found. Irrigation is a 

system, both to establish and maintain. 

The 1,811 Piegans of Blackfeet Agency. Montana, are all ration Indian 
have been since 1855, a period of th: ty-filve years. Butlittle advance has 
made by them toward self-support; they are ey! stalled oxen, fu 
reservation by the United States. The area of this reservation permi 
roaming, and its physical features do not permit of agriculture to the ex 
of feed these people. Wise and prudentadministration would have 
since loo to the removal of this tribe to a location of such a chara 
that advancement toward self-support would be possible. The cost of 
tribe to the United States in the thirty-five years past has been si! 
enormous. : 

Many agencies should be abolished, some reservations abandoned 
tribes consolidated and removed to localities where it is possible to ma 
living. Congress should at once take this in hand, as proper action in tl 
will save millions of dollars and tend to the bettering of the condit 
the Indians. When usgencies are ordered abolished the inspectors 0! ' 
Indian Office ean take charge and close them up. 

The following agencies at different points, as shown by the reports 0! 

ial agents, should be abolished as useless: the Six Nations of New \ 

tern okees of North Carolina; Lapwai, Idaho; Pueblo, New Mex 
Round Valley. Caiifornia; Hoopa Valley, Califormia; Siletz, Oregca; 
atilla. Oregon; all agencies in Washington. viz, Colville, Neah Bay, Pu 
lup, Tulalip,and Yakima; Quapaw, Indian Territory; Osage, Okl ahoma,a ul 
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,lowa; ail agencies in Minnesota; all agencies in Wisconsin. 
Sac and the agencies named were recommended for abolishment by officials 

: m years ago. 

: wn oF Bac and Fox Agency, Lowa, should be ai once abolished, as the Indians 
under charge of the agency are not reservation Indians in fact. The so 

tion is owned by the Indians in fee, and no one has a right 
invade or molest it. All reqhirements of law can be attended to by the 
@uited States district attorney for the district in which the Sac and lox 
jandsare located, or by an inspector of the Indian Office, and like matters at 
qost of the other agencies when abolished could be so attended to. 

The 300 Chippewas at the Turtle Mountain Reservation should be.retmoved 
and allotted or made to work somewhere else, and the reservation promptly 
abolished. 

The Uiustrations in this volume, showing types of Indians of almost all the 
reservation tribes, should be convincing as to the propriety of aropping 
many of the present reservation Indians from wardship. Thousauds of 
American citizens are not half as well dressed or cared for as some of these 
wards, whostill hold on with a death grip to the nation’s purse. 

Reservation Indians in the following States and Territories, as shown by 
the illustrations, should be forced to take care of themselves, and, as sug- 
gested, for bettering the condition of the Indians the agencies therein should 
be abolished; in Washington, Oregon, California (except the Yumas), Idaho 
{except the Bannocks and Shoshones), Wisconsin, Minnesota, Nebraska 
lowa, Kansas, Quapaw Agency, Indian Territory, and some in Oklahoma 

Many of the tribes in North Dakota and Montana also show about the 
same and condition as the average Western whites. 

The Six Nations of New York, Eastern Cherokees of North Carolina, Mo- 
quis of Arizona, and Pueblos of New Mexico, and the Five Civilized Tribes of 
indian Territory have agents, but what for no one knows, except for nom- 
inal duties or as ornaments. Their dutiescould be performed by inspectors 
from the Indian office at stated times once or twice a year. ; 

Still, no general inflexible Indian system can properly settle the Indian 

nestion or change the condition of the reservations. There must be much 
discretion allowed in the execution of any system, as the conditions sur- 
rounding most of the tribes differ. 

In illustration of the difficulties ahead in the nationai Indian policy, the 
Navajoes of New Mexico, Utah, and Arizona may be cited. They occupy a 
reservation of 8,174,720 acres in the three Territories named. The most of it 
is desert or mountainons, and a system of irrigation to make it fit for agri- 
culture will cost a vast sum. s 

The Navajos now have large bands of horses and herds of sheep which 
they can only keep by having an enormous area to pasturethemon. If 
they are allotted under existing laws their herds must go, as the area 
allotted would not maintain them. The herds gone, then Government sup- 

;must follow. At the present time, and for years past, they have been 
entirely self-supporting. A new policy toward them will be an attempt to 
at once change a pastoral 17,204 in number, into an agricultural 
people by act of Congress. Such attempts have utterly failed in the past; 
the expense will be enormous, and the failure must be correspondingly 

eat. Im the matter of the Navajos Reservation, the probabilities are that 
fis betser employed now in sustaining 17,204 people by a pastoral life and 
their herds than it can be made to do in any other way, except at an enor- 
mous outlay. f e 

The reports of Dr. Washington Matthews and Special Agents Walter G. 
Marmon and Julian Scott. Ss 375-390, can be read with much profit. 

Bvt. Maj. Gen. A. McD. McCook, commanding the department of Arizona, 
in his re for 1892 devotes much space to the Navajos. Gen. McCook is 
a man of wide experience, and has given the subject thorough investigation. 
He was a member ofthe commission appointed by President Harrison in 
1891 to visit the Navajos, and joined in the report which showed that there 
were no = minerals in the Carrizo Mountains. In the following ex- 
tract he indicates the large expense which the Government must incur to 
make the Navajo lands fit for agriculture: ; 

“The conditionssurrounding the Navajo Indian Reservation area constant 
source of anxiety to the Indian Bureau, the Army, and the civil authorities 
of Arizona and New Mexico. There are 9,009 Navajo Indians living beyond 
the limits of the reservation set aside for them, where they have been living 
upon the unsurveyed lands for generations and claim these locations as 
theirhomes. They know nothing of the land laws and itis hard to make 
these people understand that they are trespassers outside of their reserva- 
tion. In addition, they claim their people were in full session of these 
lands before any white men were in this country; that they should have the 
samerights in the unsurveyed public landsas the white men. The white men 
deny this, ene that the unsurveyed public lands are inspirit and fact for 
their use only, and the Indian having large tracts of lands set aside for occu- 
ra aud use, he should be driven back upon them and compelled tostay 
there. 

“This last seepemiion seems reasonable and right to those who do not 
understand the situation and circumstances governing in this case. Those 
portionsof the Navajo Reservation with which I amfamiliar consist of tim- 
bered mountains known as the Navajo forest, high table-lands, sapdy val- 
leys, but with little living water upon the whole area. In the dry seasons 
thiscountry presents a desolate appearance. The Navajo Indian is anomad, 
and has for his reservation the northeastern portion of Arizona, north- 
western New Mexico, and the strip of the Territory of Utah lying south of 
the San Juan River, containing in all 8,205,440 acres of land or 12,821 square 
miles. They number 16.192, of whom 9.241 are living off the reservation, 
and together they own 9,188 head of cattle. 118,798 horses, and 1,533,754 sheep, 
making this large tribe self-supporting. There is not sufficient water upon 
the present reservation to support these people together with their large 
herds and flocks. 

“in order to assist this people, and make it possible for them to with- 
araw to the lands allotted them, I submitted to the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs a plan to divide this large reservation into districts of proper size 
amd numbers, having an officer of the Army, with proper escort, sent into 
each of these districts to make examination with a view to establishing and 
maintaining & system of irrigation and developing a stock-water supply suf- 
ficient for the Navajo Indians, together with suitable places for artesian 
wells, bore-wells to be worked by windmills, reservoir sites, or where springs, 
etc., may be devoioped. 

fhese places are known to be limited in number and extent, but for all 
penetiont purposes it will be sufficient to report in detail upon all such 

ocalities, giving maps, drawings, ete. Such localities can be carefully 
marked upon the existing maps of the geological survey, which have been 
=i with great care and labor, and which represent the topography faith- 
— ys This plan having met with the approv A of the President, it isrecom- 
ended that one party be charged with reporting upon all waters flowing 
into the Little Colorado on the Navajo Reservation, also Chiniee V. as 
ae pesth as the mouth of the Cafionde Chelly. A second should be 
assigned to that portion of the reservation east of the Cafion del Muerto, 
cas of the Tunitcha, Lukachukai, and Carrizo Mountains. 
third party should examine the northwestern portion of the reserva- 
tion, inciuding the remainder of the Chinlee V , the western slope of the 
Lukachukai and Carrizo Mountains, and as far west as the boundary of the 


to 
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reservation. The San Juan River should be divided between the s 
and third parties. The officers in charge of these parties will be instru 
to locate upon the map of the geologicalsurvey the points at which any 
recommended is to be done. This work will be made in detail, and a 
possible estimates be made of the amount of labor required for the 
case it is reported that sufficient water for irrigation can be obtained, it 
recommended that this plan be elaborated 
The above plan was suggested by me, first, in t! 
aconflict with Navajoes,who are greatin numbers 
be a serious business; second, for the welfare an 
interesting people; third, to eliminate from the civ i 
tration of the affairs of this tribe the constant anxiety existir 
large numbers of these people living off their reservatior 
made thereby with their white neigh bors.”’ 
The Navajos faver schools, but want them on their r rvation, as as 
sured by the treaty of 1866; while now a peaceful and quiet people 
to increase their herds and flocks, they watch closely any attempt ny 
their reservation by unauthorized persons, and are ready to resist s 
invasion. The wool grown by the Navajos has for almost a quarter 
century been dyed or marketed at Philadelphia, Pa., and the bright-colored 
blankets of this people are now principally made from Eastern dyed wo 
The Navajos are superior Indians, and their material condition now mak« 
them anxious for peace. War with them will be begun by the United States 
Several times during the past two years there has been danger of war with 
the Navajos, but not brought on by themselv: The ce 1590 was 
taken with some difficulty, as is shown below 
NAVAJO CENSUS OF 1890 
The census of the Navajos was taken in 1890-1891 under many embarra 
ments, the great difficulty being the attitude of these indians in the matt 
of the schoo! children. The following report of Special Agent John Do 
son, Who was in charge of the census, indicates aserious condition of affairs 
‘GALLUP, N. MEX 
“In January,i6#i, during our council with the Navajo chiefs at For 
ance, Arizona, in relation tothe census of their tribe, they had a great gricy 
ance about their school children. Indian Inspector Junirin, on the part of 
the Indian Office, heard the complaint of the indians. He promised to cal! 
the attention of the proper authorities at Washington to the matter. Some 
time ago Indian Inspector Lewis came to Fort Defiance, and, without the 
consent or knowledge of their parents, took a number of Navajo schoo! 
children from the Fort Defiance school to the Indian school at Grand Junc 
tion, Colo. 
“Some of these children ran away from the school at Grand Junctionand 
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returned to their parents on the reservation. They walked home over des 
erts and mountains, suffered severely from exposure and the hardships of 
the journey of several hundred miles, and of course they had a serious tale 
to tellof bad treatment and abuse while at the Grand Junction school 


whether true or not, they tell it. 

‘The Navajoe, already incensed atthe removal of the children from F 
Defiance to Grand Junction without their consent, were terribly ar: 
when the children returned with their long stories, and consider the who! 
Matter an outrage. They talked this to Mr. Junkin during the entire time 
of the council with him 

‘The last Congress, he said, had passed a compulsory educational law for 
the Indians, or rather gave the Commissioner of Indian Affairs authority to 
force compulsory Indian school attendance, and the indian children must 
attendschool. This law and its proposed execution is going to make trouble 
The Navajos are men of means and senge. It is useless to try to 
them by threats of using soldiers to take their children to distant schoots 
If the Government will keep its word with these people there need be m 
soldiers sent here. It is a funny thing to hear the agents of the Indian Of 
fice threatening war about so trivial a matter as the attendance of a few 
children at a boarding school when the Government is in default to th 
Indians on a contract made years ago to give them schools on their 1 
vation. 

“I question if Congress intended to give a bureau office the power to 
det out an army to fill men because they will not send their childrer 
school; besides, theGrand Junction school is along distance off, and isa fail 
ure as to its location, because there are no Indians around it to draw fr 
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for scholars; but I presume the school must be kept up to please loca! in 
terests. I venture that Gen. A. McD. McCook, who commands this depart 
ment, will not favor using the army with which to collect school childrer 
Such proceedings seem to me tu smack too much of an empire for our day 


and country 

“Personally, Mr. Parker is a good, square man, and officially he 
‘rustier.’ He gets about rapidly, has seen most of the big men among th 
Navajos, and is deadly in earnest to get these 
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g children for the school 
has raised much excitement among the Indians, and itis hurtiz 

‘‘T explained to the chiefs at the council in January that we were her 
get their names, and for no other purpose; that we did not mean to tax o 
remove them or in any manner interfere with their children. 
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“I have just returned from Fort Deflance, where Mr. Parker ha 
cil of the big men of the Navajo people, including Manuelito, last Monda 
The Navajos like Mr. Parker because he is a thoroughbred, but are do 


his Grand Junction school scheme. They are not opp 
of their children; on thecontrary, they area unit in favor of ed 
everything that will elevate their children, but they wantthem 
the reservation where they can see them occaslor y and 
dition. They want day schools at home 

“ A great many of the parents of the children ' 
Agent Lewis now believe their offspring dead, not 
since their departure. 

“The last treaty with the Navajos provides that th: ernment 
provide a school upon the reservation for every # Navajo famil 
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course none have been provided under the treaty. The Indians want thi 
carried out. They want education here, not in Colorado ns are 
excited over the matter, and are very suspicious of any o% 1 Wash- 
ington, believing that all are working against them 

“Mr. Parker, in his taik Monday, threatened to use the troops, if neces 
sary, to get school children. The Navajos did not like this. [If soldiers are 


sent to their reservation it wants to be 5,000 to 6,000 men, or the 
clean them out. They have recently held two or three pow 
themselves over this matter, and last Monday night I counted ove 
them in a room at Fort Defiance discussing it. The conference | 
mostall night. I was ordered from the room when I entered 
‘The presence of Mr. Parker upon the reservation for this 
ness is hurting our census work. The damage, however. ts 4 
not now be rectified. The Indians now suspect « 
“If Mr. Junkin made a report to his chief of th 
I can not conceive how the Department came | 
further excite the already aroused Navajos 4 
the Grand Junctionschool The Navajossaythatit 
threatens to use soldiers to obtain school child: 
“The Navajos support themselves, are independen: 
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no Government aid. What they receive they do not ask for, and will fight 
for their children. Troops moved to this reservation means war. The peo- 
ple are able and honest. Reason will reach them better than bullets. 

“One of our enumerators, George Sampson, informed me yesterday that 
a Navajo woman threatened tokill him with a knife when he called at her 
hogan for census information, supposing that he was there for the purpose 
of getting her children for a distant school. Col. W. G. Marmon, who is 
working district No. 9, told me yesterday that the day before he stopped at 
a hogan to enumerate, and got but two names, the Navajo and his squaw. 
They stated that they had no children. After he left the hogan he was 
joined by an Indian policeman, who was present at the hogan during the 
enumeration, and the policeman informed Col. Marmon that the family con- 
tained three children, who were concealed under a blanket in a corner of 
the hogan while the enumerator was present, the parents fearing to give 
their names for fear that the children would be taken from them and sent 
to the Indian school at Grand Junction. Some of the enumerators state 
that upon their approach the Navajo women conceal their children or hurry 
them off to the hills. 

“Owing to this excitement I fear that we will fall short of the estimate in 
the total returned. 

“If the Government wants a war with the Navajos it can get the accom- 
modation on sight; no days of grace are requisite in the matter. These In- 
cians are peaceable, industrious, earnest, and keeping faith with the nation 
under all treaties made. They kill no oneand mind theirown business. In 
case of war the Government must begin the killing. The Navajos are about 
the best armed and equipped Indians on the continent, and, including men, 
women, and children, can put 6,000 to 7,000 fighting people in the field. 
Their herds of cattle, horses, and sheep will be a good commissary for them 
in case of war. I hope sincerely that the Government will not send an army 
here to make a show of force or go to killing these people for a civic offense 
or for disobeying the Indian Office. By the way, was a compulsory Indian 
elucation law ever passed by Congress? What an extraordinary way of 
enforcing it! 

Indian children on reservations should be placed as soon as possible into 
the public school systems of the States and Territories in which they live 
and where English aloneis taught. There is no objection to their going to 
these public schools, for there is not the pryeatses existing against the In- 
dian that there is against the negro; still, the Indian is not usually a tax- 
payer; and this might be an objection. The nation could see to this. Pub- 
lic schools are not denominational schools, and creed is not taught in 
them, 8o this would be anadvantage. Indians should have a school system 
where necessary under their own authority or the authority of the States 
and Territories in which they live after they have ceased to be wards of the 
nation, and industrial education should only be given where the Indian 
children show mechanical taste. 

In the case of the allotted Indians, who are not taxpayers, local school 
privileges would probably be reluctantly given. The solution of this is the 
abolishment of the large reservations and the placing of the Indians some- 
where on lands on which they can make a living, and then allotting them, 
and the payment by the United States for, say, 10 years, to the States and 
‘Territories in which the Indians are, of amonthly allowance for each child 
equal to the cost of schools for white children in the several districts. 

the establishment of an Indian industral training school is an event ina 
community. Itadds immensely to the revenues of the adjacent city or 
town. It also increases ae and booms things generally. As long 
a» Congress gives liberally, the policy of increasing the number of such in- 
stitutions will be popaee with the people where they are located and aid 
some public men in retaining popular favor. 

No thorough investigation of the best method of educating Indian chil- 
dren resulting from the several attempts has yet been had. The Govern- 
ment has been experimenting for many years in Indian educational mat- 
ters, but no one plan has yet been settled upon as the best; still, the exist- 
ing system is a great advance on previous systems, and is the best we have 
had. This is largely due to the efforts of President Harrison, Secretary 
Noble, and Commissioner Morgan. Congress makes or unmakes plans in 
the annual appropriation laws. The denominational question is always at 
the front in Indian education. The truth is, that for the past half century 
or more the various churches have been the most interested of all organi- 
zations in the Indian question, and have largely framed the Government's 
several Indian policies. 

Their several boards and societies and the religious press have enabled 
them to reach and areuse the interest of the mass of the people, and being 
prominent and influential, they have exercised an enormous influence in 
this matter. They deserve credit and thanks for their efforts. Infact the 
Government has argely relied upon the churches in Indian matters, and 
while they deserve thanks and commendation, the result of the various de- 
nominations reaching out for the Indians’ spiritual welfare has been on 
many reservations discord and contests among themselves, which the In- 
dians have closely watched. 

The greatest and most dificult problem now of Indian education is what 
to do with the Indian boys and girls belonging to reservations after they 
bave been educated in Government boarding or industrial schools away 
from reservations. Shalithey be sent back to the reservations? Ifso, what 
will they do when they go back; and once back, will they resume their In- 
dian customs? 

The Indian boy fresh from Carlisle or some other Government Indian 
school goes back to his a and reservation. He has learned a trade, 
perhaps that of a slater, a tinsmith, or harness maker. Such trades are 
useless among his people. His clothes wear out; he sees no employment 
athand; hehasnomoney. Soona blanket takes the place of a coat, then 
leggings of blankets for trousers, and finally he is an Indian in appearance, 
The Indian boy educated at the United States Government boarding and in- 
dustrial schools should only be sent back to his people when the conditions 
warrant it, and unless these conditions are as faverabie to his remaining as 
they were at the school he left, he should be encouraged to live among the 
whites. The educated Indian girl is at a greater disadvantage than the ed- 
ucated boy, as she can only become the wife of a buck. 

As stated, the prejudice that exists among whites against the negro does 
not exist against the Indian, and this should be weighed at its full value in 
the question of the final disposition of the Indian. The Indian, left to him- 
self, should invoke sympathy and get a helping*hand from the whites, both 
on account of his being the original American and because he will help him- 
self when he knows he is to be paid for his work. The Indian likes money 
and will work to get it and the comforts which come from its possession. 

Ifa national system of Indian education is to continue in schools away 
from the reservations, then the Indian youth so educated should be encour- 
aged to remain with the whites until his people are allotted, when he can 
become anallottee. Indian school children are enrolled for allotment. 

The statements of the special agents, pages 351-710, show conclusively that 
many Indian boys and girls educated at Government industrial or boarding 
schools away from reservations, after returning to their people have not 
realized expectations, and have not assisted the mass of Indians on their 
several reservations in the march of progress, but that they are usually 
overpowered in sentiment by the old Indians, and are either forced to their 
old ways and habits or go back to them of their own motion. 

Employ Indian men and women as teachers, where competent, in Govern- 
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ment schools ana in every position 
reservations, while they exist, and w 
you do whites in like positions. 
ODaniel Dorchester, D. D., superintendent of Indian schools, in his annua! 
report for 1890, after an extended tour over the several Indian reservations 
arrived at the following conclusion in connection with the question of church 
schools for Indians under Government aid, the argument in which is that 
it is the correct thing in Indian administration to civilize Indians before 
Christianizing them by creed: 

* While the Government can not organicaily promote Christianity, it cay 
nevertheless, open the way for the churches, remove obstacles, and encoy, 
age them, irrespective of sects, in their work. This is important, because 
the Indians are thoroughly controlled in all their ideas and customs by their 
pagan notions. It is surprising to how many very common customs th« 
old beliefs apply and how firmly they are held by them. Their pagan be! 
therefore constitute the chief basis of life.”’ 

Let the Indian's harmless games, dances, and customs alone. He dances 
because he believes it is hisduty. He dances; we pray. Leave the Indian 
a little personality, a little independence, and teach him a little manhoo. 
while you are reconstructing him. The sun, scalp, and war dances, al! ex 
citing and brutal, have long since been abandoned; the remaining danc¢ 
are merely for pleasure or duty. 

On almost all of the reservations are some aged, crippled, deformed, ar 
otherwise dependent Indians. These should be cared for, and no permane) 
change in the present system should take place without this being seen 
Of course, these dependent Indians are allotted, and the United States cour 
of the district in which they are could lease their allotments for them, the 
proceeds going toward their support; or it might be best to make an appro 
priation direct for their care to the States and Territories in which they r 
side, or to gather them all in one locality and maintainthem. There are 
about 1,500 of them. 

The nation should at once consider the Six Nations of New York in t) 
matter of the Ogden Land Company’sclaim. The fee tothe landin qu 
tion, it is said, is claimed by the Ogden Land Company. The United States 
guaranteed a rightof occupancytotheIndians. At present aclear titled 
not rest in the Ogden Land Company, these Indians, or the United State 
The United States will have to initiate a movement toquietand perfect thi 
title, perhaps by purchase of the Ogden Land Company claim. othing in 
the way of a division of this land among the Indians can be done until th: 
nation so acts. To properly allot the remaining unallotted Indians and cash 
the trust and other funds, which are about 83,000,000, will cost in round 
numbers $10),000,000. 

In all future dealings with the reservation Indians let them understand 
that they must become self-sustaining; make them understand this by the 
law; show them the way; give them the means to become self-sustaining 
and they will succeed. Teach the Indian that it pays to be clean, to be in 
dustrious, to have one wife, to have property, to have but one family of 
children, and teach him to follow the best habits of white people. Sh: 
him that it is to his interest to be like other men. 

Whatever is to be done with the reservation Indians, do it atonce. Ter 
years can close this question up. Donotdolethis out through another fifty 
or one hundred years at a cost of #200,000,000 or 8300,000,000. 

In the final settlement of the Indian question an 7 lies with the citi 
zen Indians of California, who were never paid for their lands. Something 
should be done for them by the nation in the matter of homes and scho 
from public lands, or with money derived from sales of public lands. Per 
haps the nonreservation Indians of Nevada should also be included. 

Finally, the changes necessary in the Indian policy to improve the In 
dian’s condition are: Enforced education under authority of the nation or 
the States and Territories; enforced labor, by making the reservation In 
dians work for themselves, either as laborers, herders, or farmers; enforced 
allotment on proper land, with allowance for houses, cattle, and horses 
prior thereto from the proceeds (perhaps) of their surplus lands; in fact. a 
start in life, especially for the squaws and children, thus securing for th: 
settled homes. 

This is the culmination of the success and failure of the entire Indian a 
ministration for the past one hundred years, and the earthly salvation 
the remaining reservation Indians depends upon it. 


Mr. CALL. Mr.President, the Committee on Appropriations 
considered this bill very carefully in the light of the estimates 
and of the action of the Senate and of the House of Representa- 
tives. The proposition of thc Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
MANDERSON] that Congress should, upon the opinion of a sing | 
inspector, however intelligent he may be, change the whole 
policy of the Government, notwithstanding the reports of the 
heads of Departments and the action of the two Houses of Con- 
gress in respect to the administration of the Indian service, is 
certainly somewhat extraordinary. 

I shall not at this time undertake to go into any argument 
upon this subject, but I will say thatin respect to having agents 
for Indians who have allotments, and who are not upon reserva 
tions, I know by the experience of the Indians in Florida that 
they do require an agent as much if not more than those wh 
are upon reservations. 

i think the Government has a duty to perform to these hal!- 
civilized, and some uncivilized people, and that the policy o! 
the Government in respect to Indian agencies is one that ough: 
to be preserved, and not be ruthlessly abolished without consi( 
eration by a committee of this body, and without reference t 
the reports of the heads of the Departments. 

I hope the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] wilil withdraw 
the amendment, which certainly ought to have the considera- 
tion of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and have a bill re- 
ported and acted upon deliberately by the Senate in reference 
to the allotments of the reserved portion of the reservation. In 
view of the difference of opinion which exists here, I do no‘ 
think there can be any intelligent disposition of the subject. 1 
therefore hope that in order to avoid the further consumption 
of time we may act upon the remaining amendments and that 
the Senator from Kansas will not press his amendment. 

Mr. PEFFER. AsI said before, i think this is a very easy 
way of disposing of the matter, and I therefore insist upon my 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
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the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEF- 


FER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. At the end of line 7, on page 68, I move 
to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to discon 
tinue contract schools as rapidly as the same can be done without interfer- 
ing with the education of the Indian children, and that he submit to Con- 
gress, in his next estimates, peas for substituting Government schools 
for contract schools in all places where, in his judgment, the same can be 
substituted without detriment to the education of the Indian. 


Yesterday when the matter of contract schools was under dis- 


cussion every Senator who spoke on the subject put himself on | 
record as being in favor of accomplishing this purpose as speed- | 


ily as it is possible to accomplish it, the objection being urged 
that under existing law and the administration of the appropria- 
tions of Congress it could not be done suddenly without detri- 
ment to the education of the children. Theamendment simply 


provides that we shall make a beginning in that direction, and | 


at sometime in the future itis to be hoped the full result may 
be brought about, the matter, however, being largely left to 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior. 

I have no disposition to prolong this discussion, but I wish to 
read just a few words from the utterances of the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. CALL] yesterday touching this point. He said: 

Mr. President, there is not a member of the Committee on Appropriations 


who does not agree with the Senator from New Hampshire |Mr. GALLIN- 
GER], that whenever it is possible to do so,in deference to the growing 


public sentiment of this country, it would be better that all Indian schools | 


should be under the direct control of the Government. He ‘oes not differ— 


Alluding to myself— 
from the committee in that respect, nor the committee fromhim. The pub- 
lic opinion of this country, of the great masses of the religious people of all 
churches, is opposed, I believe, to the policy of sectarian schools. 

I could not have expressed my own convictions any more 
clearly, nor could I havestated them aswell as the Senator from 


Florida expressed them in the paragraph which I have read | 
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The amendment which I have offered looks to the beginning | 


of ascheme under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior 
which, if honestly carried out, will ultimately take the appro- 
priation entirely out of the hands of sectarian institutions and 
cause it to be spent wholly in schools controlled by the Govern- 
ment, in which sectarian teachings will presumably and prob- 
ably be excluded. 

This, asI view the matter, is something which ought to be done. 
It cannot bedoneabruptly. We were told yesterday that these 
schoolsshould not be discontinued arbitrarily, for the reason that 
contracts exist which can not and ought not to be summarily re- 
pudiated; but there seemed to be a concensus of opinion in the 
Senate yesterday that the suggestions made in the discussion 
were in the right direction, and that the ultimate purpose to 

ut the schools under the control of the Government is correct 
in principle and ought in some way in the future to be worked 
out. 


I never knew anything accomplished that was not begun. | 


Rhetoric does not amount to anything in dealing with a great 
publicquestion. Oratory never solved a great problem. If this 
is to be accomplished it must make a beginning. 
the Senate, and especially to the committee having the matter 
in charge, that the amendment I have offered is one which can 
not do any harm and that it properly, as I look at it, commits 
us to a policy which will result in great good. 
amendment will be accepted by the committee, and if it is not 
accepted I trust it will be adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senate can do as it chooses in regard 
to the matter. 


Mr. CALL. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire 


whether his purpose would not be better advanced by not inter- | 


fering with the matter in that shape. Would it not be better 
to adopt by legislation some practical method prescribing exactly 
what schools should be established by the Government, where 
they should be established, and the means provided for them? 
The amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire is an 
empty declaration. It simply deciares that the Secretary shall 
as rapidly as possible discontinue the use of contract schools 
it has always been the duty of the Secretary to provide Govern- 
ment schools wherever it could be done. 

The main question will occur tothe Senator just as much after 


his amendment is adopted, if that be the desire of the Senate, | 


as before. Here is a school established by private charity. 
What shall the Government do, establish another one immedi- 
ately alongside of it, and let the two schools bein competition? 
Will the Indians be withdrawn from one school and carried into 
the other? Shall we have no school there at all, or shall we 
leave it entirely to private charity? The whole subject is anim- 
= one, and in order to advance the idea of the Senator 
tom New Hampshire and others, looking to the establishment 
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I hope the | 
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| nonsectarian schools for the adequate education of Indian 
children, it seems to me there ought to be a system and a plan 
carefully considered and reported, and then acted upon by both 
Houses of Congress, with whom the responsibility lies. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have been somewhat impressed with 

| the suggestions of the Senator from Florida, and I will modify 

| my amendment so that I think it will be agreeable to the Sen- 

|ator from Florida as well as to myself, and, 1 trust 

i ate. 

| Mr.PLATT. Mr. President, I do not know that there has 

been any declaration of policy on the part of Congress, by any 

formal action, relating to this matter. I think it very proper 

that in some way and by some amendment to the pending bil! 

Congress should declare that it is its purpose to do away with 

all schools for Indians except Government schools. 

i think it isa very great mistake that Congress ever permit- 
| ted the Indians to be educated in schools outside of the Govern- 
ment schools. I suppose it grew out of the disposition of a great 
| many charitable, benevolent, and religious people to do mission- 

ary work among the Indians, supposing that missionary work 

| could best be done through the medium of educational schools, 
| However laudable that idea may have been, I think that asit has 
been carried out it has been greatly to the disadvantage of the 
Indians. Either the Government should leave the whole work 
to denominational associations or it should do the whole work 
itself. I can think of no reason why the Government should 
have schools for the education of the Indians and then allow a 
portion of the Indians to be educated in private schools. 

Ido not know why religious bodies should establish, main- 
tain, and carry on schools among the Indians any more than 
that private individuals should carry on schools among the In- 
dians. The Senator from Florida says this is the work of pri- 
vate individuals in some instances, and that in all cases con- 
tracts are made with individuals; but the fact nevertheless re- 
mains that these schools, conducted and carried on by the dif- 
ferent denominational associations of the United States, are 
really understood to be a part of the work of the churches among 
the Indians. The object of the persons and the denominations 
engaged in it is to Christianize the Indians according to their 
idea of Christianity. 

As I said, it may be a very laudable wish, but it seems to me 
sadly to interfere with the Government system of education of 
the Indians. The Government is not responsible for what is 


. to the Sen- 





done in these schools, and whatever may be the nominal super- 
vision which the Government exercises over them, they are not 
directly under the supervision and vare of the Government as 
| our Government schools are. 
My own idea about Indian education is that the Indians need 


very much more work in the line of special education and train- 
ing; manual and industrial education. Of course, that is toa 
certain extent foreign to the object of the private denomina- 
tional schools. I have been hoping thatthe Government Indian 
school might assume more and more the feature of being a 


training schoolor an industrial school, carried on with the idea 





| 
| and purpose of enabling the Indian child, whois educated in the 
| Government school, to earn a living and to learn how to work 
| in connection with learning the letters and the rudimentary 
| branches of education. I deemit very much more essential that 
that should be done than that the Indians should be educated 
along the lines of a common-school education simply and en- 
tirely. 
To do that the Government should controlall the schools. As 

| I said, that can not be to any extent the purpose of the d: 
nominational schools. These are established with a kind of 
missionary object and missionary enterprise, to convert the 
children rather than to educate them. Just as long as that 
goes on, the education of the children will not be that which is 
best adapted to make them citizens and to enable them to ta! 
part with other citizens in the race of life. 

Iam very glad to observe that very many of the 
tions of the country are adopting this idea with regard to In 
educition. I believe that the Government schools can b st 
adapted to teaching the Indians those things which it is neces- 
sary they should learn in order to become self-sustaining and 
useful members of society. It does very little good to educate 
| the indian child above and away from the surroundings to which 
he or she must be relegated when his or her school life closes. 

When the child thus educated goes back to his or her pla: 
among his or her associates, then he or she must adopt the cus- 

toms, manners, and, so far as such a word can be used in co 

nection with the Indian, the aspirations of the other [ndians, 
or life is to be made a burden to them. So, looking at it in 
whatever way you will, from whatever standpoint you will, the 
denominational schools are, in my judgment. a hindrance to the 
civilization of the Indian: and the first great object is civiliza- 
tion, and giving them such an education as will enable them to 


} ¥ iy 
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make their way in lite. This is not new talk; this is not a new 
doctrine. It has been repeatedly affirmed here, it has been re- 
peatedly affirmed by Indian Commissioners and by Secretaries 
of the Interior, and yet in some way the system of contract 
schools goes on, and the tendency all the while is to the en- 
largement of the system rather than to the diminution of it. 

Therefore I think it is ver: ae that we should express in 
some way on the pending bill the determination of Congress to 
reduce the contract school system as rapidly as it can be done 
without leaving the Indians without the means of education at 
all, and to substitute in place of the contract schools, as rapidly 
as itcan be done, Government schools under the direct care and 
supervision of Government officials. 

r.GALLINGER. Idesire to modify my amendment. I will 

state in connection with it that I havereceived valuable assist- 
ance from the distinguished chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations in formulating the amendment in its modified 
— I desire to modify the amendment so that it will read as 
follows: 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to inquire 
into antl investigate the propriety of discontinuing contract schools, and 
whether, in his judgment, the same can be done without detriment to the 
education of the Indian children; and that he submit to Congress at the 
next session the result of such investigation, inclnding an es te of the 
additional cost, if any, of —— ee Sennen schools for contract 
schools, together with such recomm tions as he may deem proper. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. GaL- 
LINGER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN. Ioffer an amendment, to come in after line 24 


on page 56. 
‘the SECRETARY. Add after line 24 on page 56: 


That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury Department be, and 
—- are hereby, a = > ey of ee A. pasess. 
8. agent 0 or peetmen: , upon ciples o t 
and justice, and allow him such its as he is Butitled to oak incurrel 4 
him under direct authority and orders of his su officer, the Secretary 
of the Interior, and give credit for the per d due him while detained 
here in Washington under orders of the Interior Department. 


Mr. MARTIN. In regard tothe amendment I desire to say 
that I have submitted it to the chairman of the Committee on 
Se as well as the Senator from Florida, having the 
bill in charge, and I think it meets with their approval. As the 
only explanation of the amendment which is at all necessary I 
submit a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, ex- 
piaining the whole situation. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Orrice oF INDIAN AFFAIRs, 
Washington, July 16, 1894. 
Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication 
of 14th instant, calling for a report as tothe work done by Special Indian 
nt James A. yn ge for the commission appointed by act of July 13, 
1892, to negotiate with the Yankton Indians in South Dakota. 
be cach comantetions p = ~y Ps pay _ A 
disbursing agent under bonds, so funds can be placed credit to 
meet the expenses of the commission. For this se Mr. W. L. Brown, 
one of the commissioners, was so designated, and the necessary funds were 
es ou credit from time to time; but under date of December 24, 1892, 
© resigned. 

Neither of the other members of the commission under bond, funds 
could not be remitted to them for the compensation an oo and as it 
was believed that they had nearly completed their duties, it was thought to 
Le better to detail a special agent already bonded to act for them until the 
end of the work. 

Therefore, under date of February 8, 1893, Soa, Indian Agent Cooper 
was directed by this office to proceed to Yankton Agency and assume the 
duties of disburs: agent for the Yankton Commission. 

He was specifically instructed to pay all legitimateclaims incurred by the 
commission if he was satisfied that they were nec and r for the 
speedy execution of the work, provided each claimant swore to his claim 
and the chairman of the commission indorsed his approval thereon. 

The commission having finished its duties in February, 1893, the Secret 
of the Interior a Agent Cooper toaccompany the members tothis 
city, which order he complied with, remaining here with them, assisting 
them in completing their work and settling their accounts until the 17th of 
oo May, when he was ordered to proceed to New Mexico on spe- 
cial duty. 

As it a rs that Agent C Tr acte entirely under Department author- 
ity, even the payment of the commis-ioners, Adams and Cole, in full 

thout deduction for absence from duty, and as he was detained here until 
ordered to another post of duty, I think that his accounts as presented in 
accordance with the regulations of the Department, and in compliance with 
the specific instructions above referred to, should be allowed, which would 
include the commissioner's compensation in full and his per diem while de- 
tained in this city as above explained. : 


Respectfully, 
D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 

Hon. JOHN MARTIN, United States Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. MARTIN]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN. I also offer an amendment, in relation to cer- 
tain homeless Wyandotte Indians, to follow line 2, on page 40. 
I will state that I have submitted this amendment also to the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and some of the 


ed as a 
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other members, as well as to the Senator having the pj 
charge, and I think they have no obiection toit. The amena. 
ment is recommended by the Acting Commissioner of Inq; 
Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed 
the Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The SecReTARY. After line 2, on page 40, insert: 


Whereas there is due the Wyandotte Indians from the Governme)| 
United States, as ascertained and reported by the Commissioner o | 
Affairs in his letter to the Secretary of the Interior of February 17, | 
balance of $15,686.80; and 

Whereas there are absentee Wyandotte Indians, who are poor ani 
less, numbering between 150 and 200 persons, and for whom no provis 
been made: 

Therefore, the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and dir; 
to purchase for said absentee Wyandotte Indians 80 acres of land per ¢a))j 
or 80 much thereof as said sum of $15,686.80 will purchase, at asum no: : 
exceed $1.50 per acre; such lands to be purchased from the Quay 
dians in the Indian Territory, or, if this be found impracticable, th 
lands shall be purchased of other Indians in the Indian Territory, where) 
land — be most conveniently amd advantageously obtained by the secr 
tary of the Interior; said lands to be taken in allotments, as provided int) 
severalty act of Congress of February, 1887, and amendments thereto. An 
the sum of $15,686.80, so due the said Wyandotte Indians, is hereby appro 


priated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriate, { 
~ purpose of making the purchase of the lands hereinand hereby provi 
or. 


Mr. MARTIN. I submit a letter from the Acting Commis. 
sioner of Indian Affairs in relation to the matter, which [| as 
= be printed in the REcoRD without being read. 

. he letter was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as {o)- 
OWS: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAILK 
Washington, February 17, 159; 


Sir: Ihave the honor to state that I am in receipt of a communica 
from Hon, W1ILL1AM S. HOLMAN, chairman of the Committee on Indian \: 
fairs, House of Representatives, dated February 9, 1894, in which he inclose; 
ad of a letter from this office to R. B. Armstrong, esq., dated January § 
1891, relative to the claims of certain Wyandotte Indians, and a propos: 
amendment to the Indian appropriation bill, and asks for my views in r; 
lation to the claim. 

With the papers submitted by Mr. HOLMAN is the draft ofswhat appear 
to be an item intended for insertion in the Indian appropriation bill, is 
lows: 

‘““Whereas there is due the Wyandotte Indians by the Governmen! 
the United States, as ascertained by a report of special commissioners a; 
pointed by Congress to investigate the claims of the Wyandottes, transmi 
ted to ess March 19, 1869, the sum of #24,811.50; and whereas there ar 
absentee Wyandotte, Indians who are poor and homeless numbering 
tween 150 and 200: 

“Therefore the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and direc':| 
to purchase for said absentee Wyandotte Indians 80 acres of land per capita 
such purchase to be made of the Indians omernnas the Ww Agency | 
the Indian ey or if found impracticable, of other Indians in the | 
dian Territory, said jands to be taken in allotments as provided in the <<: 
eralty act of February, 1887, and amendments thereto, and to be paid fora 
the maximum price of $1.50 per acre; and the sum of $25,000 is hereby appro: 
priated, out of the general fund not otherwise appropriated, for the pur; 
of carrying out this provision.” 

The thirteenth article of the treaty of February 23, 1867, known as th 
Omnibus treaty (15 Stats., 516), as or. ally agreed upon, provided ‘tha 
there shall be recognized as due and paid to the Wyandottes of all cla 
the sum of $83,814.40," as shown by a schedule attached to the treaty. 

The items in said schedule were as follows: 


1. Annuity due under the sixth article of the treaty of January 31, 
855 


2. 


1859 
. Interest on the above $15,187.03 from May 13, 1859, to February, 

1867, at 5 per cent 

4. Amount discounted on $53, 000 in State bonds, March 24, 1860 

6. Intereston above $11,130from March 24, 1860, to February 24, 1867. 

6. Moneys heretofore appropriated in fulfillment oftreaty stipula- 
tions, but transferred to surplus fund . 

7. Amount for depredations on Wyandotte property, claim ap- 
proved by Secretary of the Interior, March 21, 1862 ........---.. 34,3 


Total amount 


The schedule also contained the following statement: 
“The above-named total sum is designed to represent the full claim 
Wyandottes against the United States under former treaties. 
“The first, second, and fourth items, together with another named in ()° 
treaty, were examined and approved 
ffairs, and their ye owe recommen 
session, Thirty-eigh' 


fourteenth article of the = 
the House Committee on Indian 
rnd Congressional Globe, page 1037, part 2, secon 


ess. 

The third and fifth items constitute the interest on the moneys discoun 
onthe bondsmentioned in items2and4. Although the committee did 
recommend the payment of this interest they acknowledged its justice 
said that its allowance would possibly endanger the passage of the 4))/' 
priation, as the general feeling was averse to paying interest on claim 

In ratifying the treaty the Senate struck out the above provision of ' 
13th article and in the following in lieu thereof: , 

“ And the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and required \> 
appoint three persons whose duty it shall be to ascertain and report ') ‘ 
Department the amount of money, if any, due by the United States to 
Wyandotte Indians under existing treaty stipulations, and the items 
mentioned in Schedule A, appended to this treaty, and the report of (1 

80 ted, with the evidence taken, shall be submitte: 
for action at its next session.” 

This amendment was accepted by the Wyandottes, and Messrs. Jams =. 
Embry, “ulins A. Fay, and James P. Taylor were appointed commission«!> 
thereunder. March 2, 1869, these commissioners su tted their report, 4 


; 





Wie Se 


< 


as 


Be 
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1894. 


a 


which they found the following sums justly due the Wyandottes from the 
United States, to wit: Ea 

ed cw pend nnwnedes caw 811, 612. 09 

5 Loss on sale of bonds, May, 1859, with interest -.-.__-- 18, 547. 00 

* Loss on sale of bonds, March, 1860, with interest ..............-. 12,620. 

Cc. Money heretofore appropriated in fulfillment of treaty stipula- 
rj] tions, but transferred to the surplus fund..................- 

D. Taxes unjustly collected by the Territorial government of Kan- 

sas in 1859 and 1860, to be refunded with interest ..........--.- 

E. Grant of 85,000 for Wyandottes to establish themselves in their 

i hits ort na gnn omen sennendsente Kemennenns comsesconeennses 


3, 844. 69 


14, 582. 62 


5, 000. 30 





TN iii nk cnmiedegnavabiiadndondamhespainin wecinmmmienntdin 66, 206. 31 
This report was transmitted to the Senate by the Secretary of the Inte- | 
rior, March 17, 1869 (Senate Executive Document No. 6, Forty-first Con- 
gress, first session). 
In a supplemental report the commissioners allowed for ciaims 
of various parties for losses by depredations committed on their 9s, 208.1 
MPOMGEED 6-6 cwcescosc ccccce o- en necceee Na a a 6, 29% 50 
Making the total amount allowed by the commission ..........-.--- 72, 499. 81 
It will be observed that there are three items of interest included in the 
above amounts: ¥ 
First. A. Composed entirely of interest on deferred payments- .----. 
Second. In B. Interest on loss on bonds, which is found to amount 





LI, 612. 00 | 


ee ans ad noenehaeemehepenesensectanedesenee 11, 444. 50 
Third. In D. Interest on taxes illegally collected found to amount — 
ORD | i aoe ae fy OV. 





I is, |e es conten aewatinnadsnedtss 25, 935. 56 
It also appears from the records of this office that item Cimcluded 
the sum of $1,755. 18 for interest... .......-.-.-.-.---0.------sa00---0-- 1,750. 18 


27, 690. 74 

The draft submitted with Mr. Holman’s letter appears to be composed 
of these severalitems with the exception of No. 3, the correct amount of the 
other items being $24,811.68. 

By the act of May 29, 1872 (17 Stats., 165), the sum of $16,703.50 was appropri- | 
ated to refund the taxes unjustly collected, being item D of the commiis- 
sion’s report, less interest, $11,703.56, and for the payment of the $5,000 for 
removal, being item E. 

By the act of March 3, 1881 (21 Stats., 421), the sum of $28,109.51 was appro- | 
priated to be paid to members of the Wyandotte tribe of Indians, which | 
appears to include the following items: 
Losses on sale of bonds, May, 1859 .......-..- 
Losses on sale of bonds, March, 1860 (being 

omitted) soa drehenineeh nirvana satnhsttiindiaeneiimetiapeaeacith sibapinahas 
Money theretofore appropriated but transferred to surplus fund 

(being item C without interest) ............-.-.-.--.--------------- 
And depredation claims (being amount allowed by commission in : - 

supplemental Teport) ...-....n-.--nnneenensqnencnnecceere cesses eeee- 6, 203. 50 


28, 105. 51 

The commissioners allowed the sum of 844,809.07, exclusive of the items 
for interest, and Congress had up to 1891 appr. opriated the sum of $44,813.01 
in payment. 

It having been ascertained that, in the payment of the foregoing appro- | 
priations, the citizen Wyandottes had not received the amount to which they 
were entitled, Congress, on March 3, 1891 (2¢ Stats., 1009), appropriated the 
sum of $13,000, or so much thereof as might oe necessary, to pay balances 
due the citizen Wyandottes. 

There has, therefore, been paid to the Wyandottes of all classes, in carry- 
ing out the provisions of the amended thirteenth article of the treaty of 1867, | 
the sum of $57,813.01, leaving a balance, according to the report of the com- | 
mission, of $15,686.80. 

I see no reason to differ from the conclusion of the Committee on Indian 





SS ee ee 
item B with interest 
8, 130. 00 


2, 089. 51 
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Affairs, as referred to in Schedule A attached to the treaty of 1867, and ofthe 
commissioners appointed under the amended thirteenth article of that 
treaty, that the Wyandottes are justly entitled to the items of interest. 

I think, however, that the tribal Indians should be charged with the 
$13,000 paid to the citizen class, to equalize the payments to each, as full 
payment of their entire share of the amount found due by the commission, 
the balance to be paid the citizen class in full discharge of their share of 
said amount. This would reduce the proposed appropriation from #25,900 
to $15, 686.80. 

It is understood that the latter Indians will be satisfied with the proposed 
disposition of the money, but regarding this I have no other information 
than that conveyed by Mr. Armstrong. 

It is probable that such disposition would be for the best interests of the 
Indians referred to in the item submitted. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
FRANE C. ARMSTRONG. 
Acting Commissioner. 


The Honorable The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Mr. COCKRELL. [ask that the letter of the Acting Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs be also printed as a miscellaneous 
document. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. MARTIN]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. As Iam obliged to leave the Chamber, I wish 
to return toan amendment which was made on page 49, in lieu 
of the matter contained within line 15 to line 25, inclusive. 
The last clause of the amendment which was adopted reads: 
ae peunton shall not apply to any lands now held by either of the 

I wish to add at the end of the amendment ‘“‘nor to any of the 
lands within the Quawpaw Indian Agency.” 

That agency is in the Indian Territory, and the same reason 
— = it. 

Mr,CALL. We accept the amendment. 

es COCKRELL. Let the amendment be agreed to. 

- ¢ PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison agreeing to 
® amendment of the Senator from Connectieut {Mr. PLATT]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


which was intended to be the aggregate amount. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. Is it 
the wish of the Senate that the vote shall n On conecur- 
ring in the amendments in gross? 

Mr. JARVIS. I ask that the amendment made in line 24, 
page 59, reducing the appropriation for the Cherokee training 
school at Cherokee, N. C., from $1,400 to $1,200, may be reserved. 
I wish to speak about three minutes on that amendment, and 
ask the nonconcurrence of the Senate in if. 

Mr. CALL. Iask that all the restof the amendments be con- 
curred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isa separate vote desired on 
any other amendment? The amendment indicated by the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina will be reserved for a separate vote. 
The question is on concurring in the amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole with that exception. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the amendment reserved at the request of the Senator from 
North Carolina. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 50, line 24, before the word 


he tak 


“hun 


dred,” the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck out 
“four” and inserted ‘‘ two;” so as to read: 
For support and education of eighty pupils at the Cherokee training 


school at Cherokee, N. C., 
intendent, 81,200. 


Mr. JARVIS. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention 
of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to a fact 
which I presume has been overlooked. I would have done so 


at $167 per annum each, #13,360: for pay of super 


| before the amendment was made as in Committee of the Whole, 


but I happened not to be in my seat at the time. 

Prior to 1892 there was at the Indian training school at Chero- 
kee an agency. The agent received $800. The superintendent 
of the school received $1,200, making in all $2,000. The act of 
1892 abolished the agency and imposed the duty of the agent 
upon the superintendent of the school, increasing his compensa- 
tion from $1,200 to $1,400. It gave the superintendent of the 
school $200 for the discharge of his duties as agent, and require:| 
him to give a bond. The provision will be found in the Statutes 
at Large, page 122, of the acts of 1892. I will read it. 

The superintendent of the Indian training school at Cherokee, N. C., 
shall, in addition to his duties as superintendent, perform the duties hereto 


| fore required of the agent at said Cherokee Agency, and receive in addition 


to his salary as superintendent, #200 per annum, which sum is hereby ap 
propriated for the purpose, and shall give bond as other Indian agents, and 
that the office of agent be, and the same is hereby, abolished at that place 

The same act fixed his salary as superintendent at $1,200, in 
the very language which is now copied in this proposed act. 
The attention of the House of Representatives was called tothe 
dual duty he performs, and they put in his salary at $1,400. The 
committee of the Senate struck out $1,400 and made it $1,200, 
and the Senate as in Committee of the Whole agreed to the 
amendment. To reduce this salary,asthe officer is under bond, 
it seems to me would be doing him a manifest injustice for the 
sake of saving $200 a year. As I said, I presume the fact that 
the act of 1892 imposes these other duties upon him escaped the 
attention of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will state to the Senator frankly that he 
is exactly correct in some particulars. I will give a statement 
of the case showing the exact condition of the matter. 

In the appropriation laws for the fiscal years 1891, 1892, and 
1893 we findfor the Eastern Cherokee Agency $800. In the la 
for the fiscal year 1893, we find the following: 

The superintendent ofthe Indian training school at Cherokee, N. C.,sha 
in addition to his duties as superintendent, perform the duties heretofore 
required of the agent at said Cherokee Agency, and receive in addition to 
his salary as superintendent $200 per annum. 

The other House, in this bill, on page 2, 
It reads: 

Additional compensation to superintendent of said school for perfort 
ing the duties heretofore required of the agent at the Cherokee Agency, $200 

Then evidently by an oversight they put his salary at $1,400, 
The 
mittee of the Senate cut it down to 31,200, just what it has been 
all the time, leaving $200 to be paid to the superintendent act- 
ing as agent, as it was in the former law. 

I JARVIS. Then I learn from the chairman of the com- 
mittee that the appropriation for the duties of the superinten 


retained that clause. 


com- 


| dent as agent has been made. 


Mr. COCKRELL. 
pending bill. 


It will be found at the top of page 2 0 


At the Cherokee School, North Carolina: Additional com rt 
superintendent of said school for performing the dutis eretot juired 
of the agent at the Cherokee Agency, #200 

There was evidently a mistake made in the other House. I 
thought the Senator was right until I discovered | -ason why 


we reduced the appropriation from #1,400 to31.2.0. That is the 
reason why we struck itout. We wanted to leave it 
was. 


just as 1b 
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Mr. JARVIS. The explanation of the Senator from Missouri 
is entirely satisfactory. I withdraw the objection to concurring 
in the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
in the reserved amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the dill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third timo, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 

TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 


The question is on concurring 


to the reports of the committees of conference on thedisagreeing | ! ) I , ] 
| Office at Tucson, Ariz., vice Frank W. Walls, deceased. 


votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 5894) making appropriations for the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895; and 

A bill (H. R. 6108) making appropriations for the diplomatic 


ing June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 
STATUS OF APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. 
obliged to the Senator from Missouri, the chairman of the 
Committee on Agere riations, and I know the Senate generally 
would be very glad for information from him concerning the 
probabilities as to the remaining appropriation bills. I under- 
stand that all the appropriation bills are now disposed of, so far 
as original action in the Senate is concerned, except the sundry 
civil xe ghey bill and the deficiency appropriation bill. 
Can we have any intimationas to whether the bills I have named 
will be out of the committee before next week, and if not, about 
what time next week? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The subcommittee, consisting of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GORMAN], and myself, have been at work on the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, preparing it for the full committee at every 
leisure moment we have had for some days past. Unfortunately 
yesterday and to-day we had no time except a short while be- 
fore the Senate met at 12 o'clock. The subcommittee on the 
deficiency appropriation bill, consisting of the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE], the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brice}, and my- 
self, have not looked at that bill. We have not had time to get 
to it. We hope to get the sundry civil appropriation bill re- 
ported to the Senate on Saturday, but it is not a certainty. 

We can not tell how much of the time of the Senator from 
Iowa will be taken up to-morrow in the tariff discussion. That 
has been the trouble. We could not consider the sundry civil 
appropriation bill at any time as the other bills were considered, 
because the Senator from Iowa could not leave the floor of the 
Senate while the tariff bill was under discussion. Weshall have 
that bill before the Senate, and hope to get it through early in 
the coming week, but it will be impossible to name the exact 
day when it will be reported. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am aware of some of the difficulties 
which have attended the consideration of these bills, especially 
the sundry civil appropriation bill. It occurred to me that time 
might perhaps be gained if the subcommittees of the Committee 
on Appropriations having in charge these two particular bills 
might be disengaged entirely during to-morrow and Saturday, 
which could very easily be accomplished,and at the same time 
wo could give that prayerful and careful consideration which 
the action to-day elsewhere demands at the hands of the Senate 
by adjourning over until Monday. Of course, I simply make it 
as a suggestion for the consideration of the majority. 

Mr, COCKRELL. T wish we could do it as far as the labors 
of the Committee on Appropriations and our individual conven- 
ience are concerned, but it would not be just or proper under 
the circumstances to do it, as the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
VOORHEES], the chairman of the Committee on Finance, has 
gene notice that immediately after the reading of the Journal 
n the morning he will call up the message from the House of 
Representatives on the tariff bill. Otherwise I would be per- 
fectly willing to do it. 

I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. . 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After thirty minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock 
and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Friday, July 20, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate July 19, 1894. 
MINISTER TO RUSSIA. 
Clifton R. Breckinridge, of Arkansas, to be envoy extraordi- 
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| county of Lorain and State of Ohio, in the place of Elme: 
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nary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Rye. 
sia, vice Andrew D. White, resigned. r 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Walter I. Carter, of New York, to be surveyor of customs fo» 
the port of Patchogue, in the State of New York, to succeed 
Robert Mills, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

INDIAN AGENT. 

Horace M. Rebok, of Toledo, Iowa, to be agent for the Indians 
of the Sac and Fox Agency in Lowa, vice Wallace R. Lesser, ; 
expired. 

REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
Eugene J. Trippel, of Yuma, Ariz., to be register of the | 


POSTMASTERS. 


Charles L, Shipton, to be postmaster at Marengo, in the c 
of Iowa and State of Iowa, in the place of David M. Row! 


| whose commission expired April 22, 1894. 
and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year end- | “ef ee 


George E. Le Tourneau, to be postmaster at Windon, in : 
county of Cottonwood and State of Minnesota, in the p! 
Joseph MeMurtrey, deceased. 

Charles W. Arner, to be postmaster at Wellington, in | 


Husted, whose commission expired June 14, 1894. 

Frank Cooper, to be postmaster at Ravenswood, in the county 
of Jackson and State of West Virginia, in the place of James | 
Stone, removed. 

John Hoberg, to be postmaster at South Kaukauna, in 1 
county of Outagamie and State of Wisconsin, in the place 
Frank M. Charlesworth, whose commission expired July 1: 
1894. 

PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 


Second Lieut. Marcus D. Cronin, Twentieth Infantry, t 
first lieutenant, July 15, 1894, vice McMartin, Twenty-fifth In- 
fantry, dismissed. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 19, 189 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Medical Department. 
Lieut. Col. Francis L. Town, deputy surgeon-general, to 
assistant surgeon-general. 
Maj. Joseph R. Gibson, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-gen 
Capt. Marshal W. Wood, assistant surgeon, to be surgeo! 
Infantry arm. 
Second Lieut. Arthur B. Foster, Nineteenth Infantry, to! 


| lieutenant. 


POSTMASTERS, 

C. B. Popejoy to be postmaster at Lexington, in the count; 
McLean and State of Illinois. 

Joseph B. Boyle to be postmaster at Westminster, in 
county of Carroll and State of Maryland. 

Martin C. Walter, to be postmaster at Niantic, in the count 
of New London and State of Connecticut. 

Nun McCullick, to be postmaster at Montpelier, in the co 
of Blackford and State of Indiana. 

William H. Lightle, to be postmaster at Gas City,in t 
county of Grant and State of Indiana. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, July 19, 1894. 


The House met at 12o0’clock m. Prayer by the Rev. J. HU. } 
CARTY, D. D., of Washington, D. C. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and app: 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privile: 
If I am correctly informed, the statement of the gentleman fre" 
New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER], made yesterday, which like s 
ment is always accepted in the House, shows that there was °°: 
a quorum present at the time when action was taken on wh! 
think was the bankruptcy bill. If that be the case, and ¢ 
are no corrections to be made otherwise, it will show that t 
was not a quorum present; and it will become the duty o! ' 
House to commence where the error occurred. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the attention o: ‘5° 
gentleman from Maine to the fact that on yesterday the gen'. 
man from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN] corrected the RECORD and the 
Journal by having his name recorded as present and voting, >¢ 
having been present. 














1894. 


——_— ee l 





Mr. REED. He said he was present. I called the attention 
of the tellers to this omission yesterday, and was informed that | 
it only showed 179; and therefore I felt it my duty to call at- | 
tention to the matter. , 

The SPEAKER. That is correct; 
that he voted. : 

Mr. REED. He afterwards stated that he voted. That is all 


and he stated afterwards 


right then—— ; 
Mr. SPRINGER. And the gentleman from lowa said he was 
present. 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I present a report from 
the Committee on Rules, and ask for its immediate considera- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report from the 
Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That after the adoption of this resolution, it shall bein order 
when the House conferees on House bill 4864 make a report of disagreement, 
to move that the House insist upon its disagreement to the Senate amend- 
ments to said billin gross, and ask a further conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. Thattwo hours of debate 
shall be allowed upon said motion, and then, without delay or other motion 
a vote shall be taken thereon. Should such motion prevail, the Speaker 
shall at once appoint the House conferees, and the matter shall then for the 
time being pass from the consideration of the House. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iask for the previous question. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Before that is done,I ask if the | 
gentleman will allow me to offeran amendment, that the debate 
be four hours instead of two? Will youallow the House to vote 
on that? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have asked for the previous question. | 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. REED. I desire simply to say that I shall vote against 
this resolution, because it does notseem to me toallow adequate 
debate in the House upon the subject. Some gentlemen, upon | 
the other side especially, had indulged in the hope that under 
the new régime this would ve a deliberative body. Butthat hope 
has gradually grown less and less, until with what is now pro- 
posed and what is in the womb of the future, the last hope has 
disappeared. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. JOHNSON]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I am in entire accord 
with the Committee on Rules in their effort to pass a rule lim- 
iting debate on the report of disagreement of the conference 
committee to some reasonable time, say two orfour hours; forI be- | 
lieve that the amendments the Senate has proposed all tend, with 
a few trifling exceptions, in the wrong direction. But Idocom- 
plain of the rule coming in from the Committee on Rules, in that 
it purposely, as I think from hearing it read, cuts off a motion 
to instruct the conference committee. I do not know whether 
I interpret it right or not, but I have inquired of members of 
the committee, and they say that the rule has been purposely 
framed so that we can not instruct the conferees to bring in a 
separate report on the subject of sugar. 

Now, I believe it is the interest not only of the Democratic 
party, but of every member of this House, after the great scan- 
dal in connection with the sugar schedule, to have a separate 
and distinct report on sugar in order to allow this House to ex- | 
press itself on that subject separately, without any complica- | 
tion with other schedules. There is but one way to get this re- 
port, and that is by instructing your conferees to report sepa- 
rately on the sugar schédule, for if you allow them to report on 
the bill as a whole they are apt to do so. 

The only opportunity youare likely tohaveisrightnow. You 
will find that the conference report will come in with other ques- 
tions involved, and you will be face to face with the alternative 
of having to vote for a great many things that you do not want 
in order to get what you do want. The conference report has 
to be voted either up or down. You must vote for everything 
in it or against everything init. If there is free sugar in the 
bill—and this House wants free sugar—and there is a duty on 
coal, those who oppose one will find that the two propositions 
are put side by side, and they must vote for both or against both. | 

It is bad enough that in order to secure two votes in the 
Senate, a sugar schedule which makes concessions to the Lou- | 
isiana sugar-planters, has been proposed. I believe absolutely 
in free sugar, and that it is bad politics for the Democratic part} 
to put any duty on sugar; but the criminal part of the schedule | 
is the concession to the sugar trust. Now, we hear on every 
side the claim that unless concessions are made to the sugar | 
trust it will defeat the bill. If thatis true a greater question | 

i 





than that of mere schedulesarises. If it is true that there is 

power in this country which has grown so great under protec- 
tion that it can dictate, not only to Congress. but to the people 
of the United States, that it can dictate to both political pa-tie.. 
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that it can make schedules, whether the Democrats or the Re- 
publicans are in power, then Ll say, there is a greater question 
here than that of mere rates. 

Whether the Gorman bill or the McKinley bill is better, is a 
question which sinks into comparative insignificance. And if 


| it is true that this power exists, it is time that we should appeal 


to the people of the United States and let them decide whether 
the sugar trust or the other trusts are to legislate for them 
[Applause.] I, for one, welcome the issue, and have no doubt 
of the result. Their lobbies can only work under cover, andav 


small bodies of men. Iam fighting against the proposition of 


the Committee on Rules because it prevents this House from. in 
structing its conferees to bring in a separate reporton the: u 
schedule, although {am in hearty accord with the repor 


general disagreement. 
Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry to as- 


certain whether my interpretation of the rule is correct, that 
the opportunity to instruct is by this rule cut off. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that if the House 


{ should adopt this rule and then insist upon its disagreement to 


the Senate amendments, the Chair, under the rule, would at 
once appoint conferees and the matter would pass from the con- 
sideration of the House. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. The Chair would not recognize, as 
a privileged motion, just before the appointment of conferees, 


a proposition to instruct? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would not. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. That is my interpretation of th: 


and for that reason I believe we ought to send it back to th 
Committee on Rules, and let them report a rule that will give 
us an opportunity to instruct the conferees on so important a 
| question. I yield back the remainder of the tim to the gentle- 


man from Maine. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I yield back the remainder of th« 
time to the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. Perhaps the gentleman from Ohio in charye of 
the rule [Mr. OUTHWAITE] will yield to the gentleman fr 
New York. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I understand that the gentleman [ror 
New York rises to a parliamentary inquiry, and it is not 
sary that I should yield for that purpose 


Mr.REED. I will yield the floor to the gent! in from N 
York for a parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. WARNER. My inquiry is this: Whether an ins 


upon 4 disagreement under the circumstances will not 
tically *be an instruction in favor of free sugar? | Laughter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine is recogni 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does the gentleman from Main 
to occupy any more of his time? 

Mr. REED. Ido: butif the ge 
proceed now, I am content. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; I intend to spea 
minutes. 

Mr. REED. Then ! will follow you. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I prefer to close the debate, and i 
care to divide a five-minute speech into two parts. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, this House can 
marks made by the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. JOHNSON), j 
exactly what it willdo with itself if it passes thisrule. Ofc 
there are certain arguments for as well as certain arg 
against, and the gentleman from Ohio very well 
arguments against, namely, that the House has no opport 


ntleman from Ohio desires to 


yr 


see, after 1 


states o 


to specially indicate its determination upon a particular point 
which point is one of the great elements of dispute. The Hous 
for instance, instead of stating that it is irre 


all the other Senate amendments without any partir 
or any particular emphasis. 

This will be the result of the action of 
the direction of the adoption of this rule. On the o' 
gentlemen on the other side have to consider what wou! 
effect of opposite action. They have bject 


this subjec ind 
plete control. They can go tothe Senate with ag 


the rouse ll 


or they can go to the Senate with a specific denial. T g- 
tion is which course will strengthen the hands of their commit 


tee in the great game of—I hardly know what to call it 

A MEMBER. Bluff. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REED (continuing). In the great game of moral co 
to ve displayed on the one side and on the other. It is, | 





question for them to determine which will be the most s 

ening. If they adopt this rule, for instance—and h 

pating a partof the work of my colleague from Ohio 
WAITE)—if they adopt this rule they will contrive ‘ the 
expression of a great deal of Democratic nent, and the Sen 
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ate will not know how many friends they have in the House. 
They will not know how much support they have arising from 
the opinions of individual members here. 

As this House will eye itself to the Senate, it will seem to 
be solid, and that will be liable to be misleading [laughter]; but 
1 think aiso that your committee needs ali the factitious support 
that they can possibly get, and thatis another reason why you 
should adopt this rule, because it is in your power and you want 
to hold up the hands of the brethren—which are not very strong 
[laughter] —and make them vigorous, because they are contend- 
ing not with idealists, noi with individuals with a theory, but 
with individuals who have definite purposes, definite aims, defi- 
nite motives; gentlemen who know precisely on which side their 
provisions are buttered. [Laughter and applause.] And in or- 
der to make your committee strong, you ought to take every 
means of onppenaning what looks like undisciplined riot, such as 
is proposed by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JOHNSON], who 
has been specially singled out to be stricken down by this rule. 
So that you see your ition is one where you have got to care- 
fully balance these different reasons in the little arrangement 
into which you are about to enter. 

Allow me, however, to say to you that there is one gleam of 
hope for you in the future. This business isentirely—with the 
exception of a single Senator, and he not in the most robust of 
health—the whole business is in the hands of the Southern De- 
mocracy. The whole businessis where the controlof your party 
is. Thewhole matter will bedis of in connection with these 
interests; and if you can work them properly it is possible you 
may succeed in establishing a great coal company in Nova oe 
tia, that you may do some great service toward the iron mines 
of Cuba; and the ownership of those mines has been carefully 
attended to beforehand in hopes that this matter may come to 
some point. 

Now, I have no doubt I have rendered unnecessary the re- 
marks which the gentleman from Ohio is intending to make, 
by this careful charge to the jury who are to pass on this case. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the residue of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I might upon some other 
occasion be disposed to thank the gentleman from Maine for the 
very valuable assistance he has rendered me at this time. 

Mr. REED. No thanks, please; don’t mention it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No,I do not think thanks are needed. 

The Constitution of the United States commits to the House 
of Representatives the duty of preparing revenue bills. Itcom- 
mits to us that duty, because the members of this House are 
nearer to the people than those of the other legislative branch. 
The House of Representatives, after sufficient deliberation, after 
careful consideration, framed a revenue bill—framed it upon 
great party lines—framed' it upon the great principles that 
sent the great majority of these Representatives here, The 
present question simply presents to the House of Representa- 
tives the opportunity to say whether at this time it will adhere 
to the position it has taken heretofore upon this great question. 

The gentleman from Maine was extremely felicitous in his 
choice of language when he designated the proposition that we 
should take up the items of this bill by piecemeal and adopt in- 
structions upon those separate items, as ‘‘ undisciplined riot- 
ing” in the party. The American people are not disposed to 
countenance anywhere ‘‘ undisciplined rioting ”—— 

Mr. REED. I shall have to yield time to yourcolleague if you 
abuse him in that way. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And House is not at this time dis- 
posed to countenance it. The of the resolution will be 
an instruction covering the point upon which the gentleman 
from Ohio, a omens. desires a separate vote. fhe House 
of Representatives expressed its legislative determination upon 
the sugar schedule when it passed the bill, and we have no rea- 
son to think that this House is inclined at this time to recede 
ai position it then took. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

The gentieman from Maine says that it would be wise for the 
House of Representatives to stay the moral courage of its con- 
ferees. He does not mean that this should be taken in anywise 
as & personal expression, because he knows that the conferees 
of the House on this side of the Chamber have exhibited the 
noblest example of moral courage that any group of conferees 
ever exhibited in refusing to agree to amen nts and coming 
back to this House at this time with that disagreement. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

The gentleman from Maine could not close his remarks with- 
out the sneer based on the fact that the large bulk 
of the Demo party comes from the South, and that the 
long service of the members sent here from that region has en- 
titled them to a preference upon this conference committee by 
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virtue of the rules that obtain in this House and the othe, 
But we have those conferees sacrificing the interests—the p)j. 
vate interests they might be termed—of their own section, »; 
much as they require any sacrifice from us of the North. This 
bill, framed, if it may be said to have been framed, by a majority 
of gentlemen from the South, gives to the poor and shiveriy 
wretches of the North, with its long winters, free wool an, 
cheaper garments with which to clothe themselves. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. | 

The great leader in that movement, who at thetime he beray 
it was a Representative on this floor and is now a Senator i 
other end of the Capitol, was the representative at that tim 
a great woolgrowing region of the United States, and his Sta; 
is still one of the great producers of that staple. Yet ho saiq 
“Tf it will give cheaper garments to the deople of this countr; 
my people will not ask that yours be taxed a dollar for th: 
benefit.” I could give other equally noble instances—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Will my colleague allowa question: 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Why do you object to giving u 
opportunity to instruct the committee of conference on sugar’ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Why should we not commence to parce! 
out and piecemeal the action of this House on all the various 
questions involved? This rule virtually insists that the House 
conferees shall adhere to the position it has already taken on 
sugar. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Why should younot give the House 
an opportunity to say whether they will give instructions or 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. The House is going to say it when i: 
has the opportunity this afternoon. For the same reason, yo 
might ask, Why not give the House an opportunity to have 
separate report on the wool schedule? hy not give them 
opportunity to make a separate report on the iron schedule, 
on the wool schedule, on coal, on cotton goods, on glassware, 
on chemicals, and every other question of difference existiny 
between the two Houses? We regard it asa single questio 
involving a principle, and propose to treat it in that way. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Butifthe House wants separaic a 
tion on these various matters it ought to have it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. My answer to the gentleman is that, | 
to this time at least, so far as we are able to perceive, there i; 
no difference of sentiment on this side of the House on { 
great question. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Ohio has paid a touching 
tribute to the stern persistence of the conferees on the part o! 
the House on thisbill. They have persisted, sofaras my know!- 
edge is concerned and thatof the other Republican conferees on 
the part of the House, just two days, one day lasting one hou 
and the other lasting just ten minutes. If there has been an 
other persistence on the part of the conferees of this House than 
that, lam not aware of it. There have been but the two mect- 
ings, one lasting an hour, as I have said, and the otherabout ten 
minutes of the full conference. 

But we may suppose that they have been resisting in privaiv, 
and their heroism is dragged before the public for the first time 
by the gentleman from Ohio. I hope the gentleman from Olio 
in his reserved time, or in mine, will tell us just how long thi 
courage is to last. [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side.] Whatdoes ‘‘ courage ” mean, or what does it amount to 
when it backs down as soon as the time comes? [Laught-r 
What does courage that lasts only a week amount to, when it 1: 
the courage of two weeks that does the business? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There has been no backing down up to 
this time, as the gentleman knows. . 

Mr. REED. But how long is it tolast? When is thecourag: 


to fail? Can the gentleman from Ohio in his reserved time give 


us that information? Is it to be permanent? The gentleman 


from Ohio is silent. Into the future he does not desire to pen:- 
[Laughter on the Republican side.] His mind is not o! 


trate. 
a prophetic cast, and he is wise, absolutely wise; and he took 
the first opportunity, and perhaps the last he will ever have, 
therefore, to praise the courage of the conferees. [Applause on 
the Republican side. ] : | 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I do not think there is 
anything requiring a response from me in what the gentlem.n 
from Maine has said, and I ask a vote. 

The question was taken, and the resolution reported from tho 
Committee on Rules was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed 
by the majority of the conferees on the part of the House on the 
tariff bill to report to the House that they have not been able to 
agree with the Senate conferees upon the bill as to the propose’ 
Senate amendments. 

I move, therefore, that the House further insist — 
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_———— 


The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from West Virginia 
send to the desi the statement of the conference committee, 
and the papers accompanying the bill? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Isend to the desk the papers 
connected with the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
conference committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The conference committee on the bill H. R. 4864, after final, full, and free 


conference, failed to agree. The Senate conferees insist on their amend- 
ments to said bill, and the House conferees insist on their disagreement to 


the Senate amendments. 
W. L. WLLSON, 
BENTON McMILLIN, 
H. G. TURNER, 


A. B. MONTGOMERY, 
Conferees on the part of the House 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Isubmit the motion, there 
fore, Mr. Speaker, that the House further insist upon its dis- 
agreement to the Senate amendments, and ask fora further con- 
ference, and upon that motion I shall submit a few explanatory 
remarks to the House. 

It is true, as the gentleman from Maine {Mr. REED] has just 
said, that there have been but two meetings of the full confer- 
ence committee of the Senate and House. 

A tariff bill, of recent years at least, and perhaps almost 
always in the history of this country, has been a political 
measure—a measure proposed by one party and resisted by the 
other. The present tariff legislation does not differ from that 
historic character. It was fully recognized and cordially ex- 
pressed by the Republican conferees of the Senate that it was 
the duty of the dominant party in the two Fouses, ‘hrough their 
special conferees, first, to try if they cov!d reconciie their own 
differences before they brought to the attention of the full con- 
ference committee their proposed action. 

I say this was fully and cordially and handsomely recognized 
by the Republican conferees on the part of the Senate. While, 
therefore, there have been but these two meetings of the full 
eonferenee committee, there have been, since the first appoint- 
ment of the conference committees, daily, protracted, earnest, 
and laborious consultations on the part of the House conferees 
representing the majority party in this House, and the Senate 
conferees representing the majority party in that House, as to 
thesix hundred and thirty-four amendments, in the hope that we 
might reach some agreement that could be reported to the full 
corf.rinee committee when it should be ealled together. It is 
becouse no such agreement has been attained, it is because no 
such agreement seems at present in sight, that we have felt it 
our duty to bring the whole matter back to the House, and re- 
ceive afresh from this House its instruction as to our duty in the 
further proceedings. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to be perfectly frank and as complete as 
possible in any statement I may make to the House to-day, and 
yet I recognize that there are some limitations to completeness 
of statement which probably it would be best for me to observe 
at this stage in the controversy between the two Houses. But 
I think I may say with truth and frankness and courtesy that if 
the conferees of the Senate on the part of the majority party 
had met us of the same party in the House as free and untram- 
meled as we ourselves were, with nothing to control our action 
but our sense of duty to the people and to our party and to the 
House: if they could have come to us, I say, as free and untram- 
meled as we came to them, a tariff bill would have been agreed 
upon in one day’s session that would have been satisfactory to 
the Democratie party and that would have given hope and cour- 
age and enthusiasm to the American people. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

But, sir, w6 were not long in finding out, greatly to our dis- 
appointment, that whatever might be the personal opinions, the 
personal judgment, the strong personal wishes of the Democratic 
conferees of the Senate, they came to us somewhat fettered and 
somewhat limited as to any action that they might agree to 
upon this bill,either by the supposed moral obligationsof party 
Caucus, or the apprehension that there were forces in the Sen- 
ate, however small, yet powerful enough to resist successfully 
the passage of any bill which did not make concessions to great 
corporate and trust interests, that we, representing the House, 
did not feel free on our part to agree to. [Applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side. | 

Ldo not believe, Mr. Speaker, that there would be any great 
difficulty in coming to a compromise or an agreement upon the 
vast majority of the six hundred and thirty-four amendments 
proposed to this bill by the Senate; but there are important 
amendments proposed by the Senate which give to this bill in 
the main a different character from what it had when it went 
from the House, and on which amendments we seem, up to this 
time, to be irreconcilably divided. Itis because of these amend- 
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ments and because of the 
and courtesy, and [ might 


+ 
ou 
9 
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st say in sadness, that such was 


] 


the condition of affairs at the other end of this Capitol that un- 
less this House was willing to accept the Senate bill practically 
and substantially as it passed the Senate there was to be no 
tariff legislation at this session of Congr that we could not 
agree. 

We did not feel, Mr. Speaker, representing the House of 
Representatives, that we could without wcrifiea ofits dig 
nity and of its equality as a legislative chamber, respond to any 
such proposition as that. [Applause on the Democrati 
Least of all did we feel thatin the great question of tax ’ 
resting by the very theory of free institutions and by the lan 
guage of the Constitution as a peculiar and original trust on th 
representatives of the people, we could for one moment ent 


tain and agree to such a proposition. 
cratic side. | 

But aside from that question, Mr. Speaker, the differences b 
tween the bill as it passed the House and the bill as if comes 
back to us from the Senate are so marked, are in the main 
objectionable to tariff reformers in the country generally, that 
we could not, without the guidance and the instruction of thi 
House, agree to accept those differences and thus adopt a dif- 
ferent and modified scheme of tariff reform. 

Whatever imperfections may haveattached tothe House bill 
and those who framed that bill were perhaps more aware of its 
imperfections than anybody else could be—it did seem to be ac- 
cepted by the people of this country as a fair and substantial 
performance of the pledges by which the Democratic party came 
into power at the beginning of this Administration. I[t was 
framed upon Democratic linesinthemain. Itsoughtinlevying 
taxes to consider chiefly and primarily the wants of the public 
Treasury, andnot the profitsand schemes of great private inter- 
ests. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

The bill which comes back to us from the Senate has not m 
the approval of the great tariff-reform sentiment of this coun 
try. Ithas not been accepted by those who, through defeat 
and victory, have followed this standard with so much enthusi- 
asm for ten years past, as the fruition of their efforts, as the } 
formance of their pledge, and as the fulland substantial realiz 
tion of their great victory. 

[It remains for me simply to add, Mr. Speaker, that the chi 
points of controversy between the representatives of the domi 
nant party in the two Houses, and thus between the conference 
committees of the two Houses, was, first, the sugar 
which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JOHNSON] h 
hiniself; next the duty upon iron ore and upon coal and theduty 
upon silver-lead ores andsome of theduties inthe woolenschedule, 
and especially to some of the duties of the iron and steel schedule, 

rominently those upon pig iron, upon steel rails, and upon cut- 
ery and structural iron. 

But the great difficulty in the pathway of an agreem 
been a proper adjustment of the sugar schedule. This Ho 
voted for free sugar, raw and refined. |Loud applause on 
Democratic side.| It voted down the proposal of the Commit 
on Ways and Means for a gradual repeal of the bounty and : 
duction by more than one-half of the duty upon refined su 
The Senate has reintroduced into the proposed tariff billa 
schedule, which, whether truly or not, has been accepted by t 
country, by the pressof the country, by the people of the coun 
as unduly favorable to the great sugar trust. It proposesad 
of 40 per cent ad valorem on all grades of sugar, a differ: 
of one-eighth of a cent upon refined sugar, in addition to 
ferential of one-tenth of a centonsugar imported from coun 
that pay an export bounty upon their sugar. 

There is reasonable ground for difference of opinion among 
Democrats as to whether any duty upon sugar should be placed 
in our tariff billor not. It has always been contended by most 
of those who have been leaders in the great tariff-reform move- 
ment in this country that of all the articles yielding large rev- 
enue sugar was the one article upon which an ideal Democratic 
revenue tariff could be placed. 

There would be substantialagreement, I think, with that posi 
tion to-day in the Democratic party except for the fact that the 
framers of the McKinley bill, in their zeal to cutoff taxation 
the larger part of which went into the public Treasury, in order 
that they might increase taxes the larger part of which went 
into the pockets of their beneficiaries [loud applause on the 
Democratic side], placed raw sugar upon the free list, gave 
half cent protection or six-tenths of a cent in the case of sugar 
imported from bounty-paying countries on the refined sugar, 
and provided «. bounty to the producersof sugar in this count 


{Applause on the Demo 
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By this action the people have had a taste of untaxed sugar, and 
it is difficult for us to get back [laughter on the Republican side} 


to the position originally occupied by the Democratic party. 
It is our hope that we shall give them, if we succeed in pass- 
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ing any sort of a wise and proper tariff-reform bill, a taste of 
680 many other untaxed articles [loud applause on the Democratic 
side] that protection can never raise its head again in this coun- 
«7, [Renewed loud applauss on the Democratic side.] 

t is not possible, Mr. Speaker, for anyone tostate accurately, 
on the proposed sugar schedule of the Senate, what would be the 
amount of duty upon refined sugar which would inure as a pro- 
tection to the great refining company of this country. Although 
I had not fully reached that conclusion when the House bill was 
prepared, I have no doubt myself to-day that the business of 
~— refining can be carried on as cheaply in the United States 
as in any country in the world |loud applause on the Democratic 
side], and I have not the slightest doubt, although sincere tar- 
iff reformers differ with me on that point, that any differential 
duty whatever upon refined sugar is simply so much bounty pro- 
vided for the greatmonopoly of refining sugar in this country. 
[Loud applause on the Democratic side.f 

If, therefore, the House conferees were prepared to recede 
from the House position for free sugar and attempt to agree 
upon some revenue taxation for sugar, they could not, without 
the mandate of this House, accept sucha provision as that which 
is offered in the Senate bill. [Loud applause onthe Democratic 
side.] If it be true, as stated by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
JOHNSON], of which I have myself seen some affirmations in 
the press; if itbe true that the great American sugar trust has 
grown so strong and so powerful that it can say that no tariff bill 
can pass the American Congress in which its privileges are not 
adequately guarded; if, I say, that be true, I hope this House 
will never consent to adjournment. [Great cheering on the 
Democratic a I hope, whatever the fate of the general tariff 
bill is, that this House will not consent toan adjournment until it 
has passed a single bill ee refined sugar on the free list. 
[Renewed cheers on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I shall not detain the House with any argument 
upon the other pointof dispute between the two Houses. I have 
indicated the items. I have, perhaps almost beyond the limits 
of proper repetition, gone over from time to time the arguments 
in favor of a release of the great materials of industry from 
taxation under any bill that may be passed by Congress. I will 
simply therefore, in closing, call attention to the position in 
which we find ourselves to-day with reference to tariff taxation. 
This great question of tariff reform has been the dividing, the 
burning, question of American politics for the last three Presi- 
dential campaigns. 

The American people have three times voted for the present 
occupant of the White House on the great issue of tariff reform. 
When in 1888 we were defeated by a narrow margin before the 
pee le of this country there was not a Democrat in all this 

and who did not feel on the morning after the election as en- 
thusiastic and as determined to press forward in that fightashe 
did when the hope of victory was with him the day before. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] It was because of that deter- 
mination, it was because of that growing enthusiasm, it was be- 
cause we felt the spirit and the thrill of the spirit of American 
liberty inciting us, it was because we felt the incitement of a 
great moral purpose which multiples men by ten, that we took 
up this cause in 1888, fought for it in 1890, and prevailed in 1892, 
[ ——— on the Democratic side.] 

e American people have given u3 the responsibility. It 
remains to be seen’ whether we also have the power to fulfill 
their mandate. The bill which passed the House was not only 
approved, prepared, and voted for by those who are the imme- 
diately chosen servants of the taxpayers of this country, but it 
has been officially approved and indorsed by the President who 
was chosen by them to carry out this great reform of the tariff. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] Thus every part of the 
machinery of the United States Government to-day deriving its 
authority from the direct vote of the American ge Pa the 
electoral college now amounts to nothing, and the President is 
virtually chosen by a direct vote—every part of the lawmaking 
machinery deriving its authority from the direct vote and man- 
date of the people has indorsed the scheme of tariff reform pro- 
posed here and carried through this House. 

No man in this country, Mr. speaker, has been more inter- 
ested in the progress and successful termination of this great 
movement than the man whom the people selected to lead them 
in this great campaign. [Applause on, the Democratic side.] 
He has never — an uncertain word as to his position on 
this question. In his official message of last December he em- 


phatically and unqualifiedly indorsed the action of the House 
and the bill which had then been prepared for its consideration. 

While the proprieties of his position have compelled him, as 
a matter of courtesy to the two branches of Congress, to re- 
main in a large measure quiet during the pendency of these 
bills, yet he has felt it to be his duty to express in every suit- 
able manner exiuctly what his position is to-day, and, just as we 
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were entering on the great work of conferring between tho ty, u 
Houses I had the honor to receive from him a long person,) 
letter, which, with his consent obtained this morning, f will noy 
send to the Clerk’s desk to be given to the people of this coyp. i 
es [Great applause on the Democratic side.] : 


e Clerk read as follows: 
[Personal.] 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, July 2, 199; 


My DEAR Sir: The certainty that a conference will be ordered petwa, 
the two Houses of Congress for the purpose of adjusting differences oy +,- 
subject of tariff legislation makes it also certain that you will be , 
called on to do hard service in the cause of tariff reform. 

My public life has been so closely related to the subject, I have so longa, 
for its accomplishment, and I have so often promised its realizati : 
fellow-countrymen as aresult of their trust and confidence in 1! 7 
cratic party, that I hope no excuse is necessary for my earnest appea 
you that in this crisis you strenuously insist upon party honesty and 
faith and a sturdy adherence to Democratic principles. 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 


I believe these are absolutely necessary conditions to the continua; 
of Democratic existence. 

I cannot rid myself of the feeling that this conference will present tho | 
if not the only hope of true Democracy. Indications point to its action g 
the reliance of those who desire the genuine fruition of Democratic es 
the fulfillment of Democratic pledges, and the redemption of Democra;; 
promises to the people. To reconcile differences in the details compriseq 
within the fixed and well-defined lines of principle will not be the so}; 
of the conference; but as it seems to me its members will also ha 
charge the question whether Democratic principles themselves ar 
saved or abandoned. 

There is no excuse for mistaking or misapprehending the fecling 
temper of the rank and file of the Democracy. They are downcas' 
the assertion that their party fails in ability to manage the Gover 
and they are apprehensive thatefforts to bring about tariff reform may 
but they are much more downcast and apprehensive in their fear tiat | 
cratic principles may be surrendered. 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 


In these circumstances they can not do otherwise than to look with 
dence to you and those who with you have patriotically and sincerely 
nloned the cause of tariff! reform within Democratic lines and guided 

emocratic principles. This confidence is vastly augmented by the act 
under your leadership of the House of Representatives upon the bill 
pending. 

Every true Democrat and every sincere tariff reformer knows that 
bill in its present form and as it will be submitted to the conferen« 
far short of the consummation for which we have long labored, { 
we have suffered defeat without discouragement; which inits antici; 
gave us a rallying cry in our day of triumph, and which in its promis 
accomplishment is so interwoven with Democratic pledges and Dem 
success, that our abandonment of the cause or the principles upon w 
rests means party perfidy and party dishonor. 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 


One topic will be submitted to the conference which embodies Democrat 
——— so directly that it can not be compromised. We havein our pla 
orms and in every way possible declared in favor of the free importat 
raw materials. e have again and again promised that this should be : 
corded to our people and our manufacturers assoon asthe Democratic party 
was invested with the power to determine the tariff policy of the country 

The party now has that power. We are ascertain to-day as we have « 
been of the great benefit that would accrue to the country from the inaucu 
ration of this policy, and nothing has occurred to release us from our ob- 
ligation to secure this advantage to our people. It must be admitted that 
no tariff measure can accord with Democratic — and promises or 
bear a genmine Democratic badge that does not provide for free raw mat 
rials. In these circumstancesit may well excite our wonder that Democrat: 
are willing to depart from this the most Democratic of all tariff principles 
and that the inconsistent absurdity of such a proposed departure should 
emphasized by the suggestion that the wool of the farmer be put on the fr 
list and the protection of tariff taxation be placed around the iron ore ani 
coal of corporations and capitalists. 

{Applause. ] 

How can we face the people after indulging in such outrageous d 
inations and violations of principle? 

It is quite apparent that this question of free raw materiais does 1 
mit of adjustment on any middle ground, since their subjection | 
rate of tariff taxation, great or small, is alike violative of Democratic p! 
ciple and Democratic good faith. 

I hope you will not consider it intrusive if I say something in relati 
another subject which can hardly fail to be troublesome to the confer 
I refer to the adjustment of tariff taxation on sugar. 


{Laughter and applause. ] 


Under our party platform and in accordance with our declared par 
poses sugar is a legitimate and logical article of revenue taxation. 
tunately, however, incidents have accompanied certain stages of the |v 
lation which will be submitted to the conference that have aroused in 
nection with this subject a natural Democratic animosity tothe metho 
manipulations of trusts and combinations. 

I confess to sharing in this feeling; and yet it seems to me we oug! 
possible, to sufficiently free ourselves from prejudice to enable us coolly t 
weigh the considerations which, in formulating tariff legislation, ott 
guide our treatment of sugar as a taxable article. While no tenderness 
should be entertained for trusts, and whileI am decidedly opposed to zr 
ing them, under the guise of tarifftaxation, any opportunity tofurther the! 

culiar methods, Isuggest that we ought not to be driven away {from tue 

emocratic principle and policy which lead to the taxation of sugiur by (he 
fear, quite likely exaggerated, that in carrying out this principle and pol’) 
we may indirectly and inordinately encourage acombination of sugar '* 
inginterests. I know thatin present conditions this isa delicate su 


[Laughter on the Republican side]— 


and I appreciate the depth and strength of the feeling which its tre*| 
has aroused. 
I do not believe we should do evil that good may come, but it seems to 
that we should not forget that our aim is the completion of a tariff bil! 
that in taxing sugar for pre purposes and within reasonable bo » 
whatever else may be said of our action, we are in no danger of runti's 
counter to Democratic principle. With all there is at stake there must be 
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in the treatment of this article some ground upon which we are all willing 
to stand, where toleration and conciliation may be allowed to solve the 
problem without demanding the entire surrender of fixed and conscientious 


convictions. 

I ought not to prolong this letter. If what I have written is unwelcome, 
I beg you to believe in my good intentions. 

In the conclusions of the conference touching the numerous items which 
will be considered the people are not afraid that their interests will be =e 
lected. They know that the general result, so far as these are concerned, 
will be to place home necessaries and comforts easier within their reach, 
and to insure better and surer compensation to those who toil. 

We all know that a tariff covering all the varied interests and conditions 
of acountry as vast as ours must of necessity be largely the result of hon- 
orable adjustment and compromise, LIexpect very few of us can say when 
our measure is perfected that all the features are entirely as we would pre- 
fer. You know how muchI deprecated the ee in the proposed 
pill of the income-tax feature. In matters of this kind, however, which do 
not violate a fixed and recognized Democratic doctrine, we are willing to 
defer to the judgment of a majority of our Democratic brethren. I think 
there is a general agreement that this is party duty. 

This is more palpably apparent when we realize that the business of our 
country timidly stands and watches for the result of our efforts to perfect 
tariff legislation, that a quick and certain return of oe waits upon 
a wise adjustment, and that a confiding people still trust in our hands their 
prosperity and well-being. 

The Democracy of the land plead most earnestly for the speedy comple- 
tion of the tariff legislation which their representatives have undertaken, 
but they demand not less earnestly that no stress of necessity shall tempt 
those they trust to the abandonment.of Democratic principle. 


Yours, very truly, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Hon. WILLIAM L. WILSON. 


[Prolonged applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia has 
twenty-three minutes, which he reserves. The gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] is recogniz1. 

Mr. REED (who on rising te speak was greeted with loud ap- 
plause on the Republican side). I take it for granted, Mr. 
Speaker, that the gentleman to whom the letter was addressed 
to which we have just listened has observed all the proprieties 
which gentlemen ordinarily observe with regard to their cor- 
respondence, and that a letter which is marked “ personal ” 
having been addressed to him, he has not been guilty in any 
way of making it public in this fashion without the express con- 
sent of the author. Hence we have here to-day the somewhat 
remarkable spectacle of a message sent by the President of the 
United States —— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. 
mit me to correct an error of fact? 

Mr. REED. Surely. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. The gentleman from 
West Virginia stated that he made the letter public with the 
consent of the President given to him this morning. 

Mr. REED. I took that for granted, and was proceeding upon 
that assumption. 

We now understand, then, that the President has been pleased 
to address a communication to the House of Representatives 
through his faithful Committee of Waysand Means. This seems 
to be a just reciprocal action on his part; for the House will 
recollect that the Committee of Ways and Means communicated 
to this House its intention of having an income tax through the 
kindness of the President of the United States. [Applause on 
the Republican side. | 

Whether this relationship thus intimate between a committee 
of this House and the President of the United States was con- 
ee by the Constitution of the United States or not is 
hardly worth the trouble of inauiry in the shape in which the 
matter now stands before the House. Least of all would anybody 
on this side find fault with the severelanguage which the Presi- 
dent—the Democratic President—hasseen fit to use abouta Demo- 
cratic Senate. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. } 
Undoubtedly his personal intercourse with the members of that 
body and his official relations with them have enabled him to 
put vigorously all the strength of reproof which that letter 
contains. But the transaction as it stands to-day is between 
them and him. Far be it from us to interfere. If he ha® made 
a righteous charge, their characters are blackened; and if he 
has made a false charge, it isfor them to see that justice is done 
to the truth ofhistory. [Applauseon the Republican side.] 

_ We have no concern with it except as spectators. The pub- 
lie aspect of this affair, however, shows that the newspaper 
rumors have had all the truth that newspaper rumors ever have 
in regard to the relations between this committee of the House 
and the President of the United States; and it is shown very 
clearly that the committee has hisdirections to consent to a suf- 
ficient tax upon sugar in consideration of the fact that coal and 
iron ore shall be broughthere free. In other words, in the great 
contest between the trust which manufactures the sugar of this 
country and which is a home corporation, and the great corpo- 
ration which is to es the mines of Nova Scotiaand enrich by 
$10,000,000 the set of men who are engaged in that enterprise, 
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the President anda committee of this House take the sideof the 
~ 9 corporation. [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side. 

Which is best, let them decide. Which is most satisfactory 
to the people, let the country decide. It isa matter that does 
not concern us. 

The gentleman from West Virginia was kind enough to com- 
pliment the Republican conferees in the Senate, and by inference 
to refrain from complimenting us, instating the declaration that 
was made, he said, by the Republican conferees that the Demo- 


crats had better disagree. It is curious how two men, witness- 
ing the same scene, puta different interpretation upon it. 
‘Co my mind the scene which occurred was only partand parcel 


of the statement which was made, that inasmuch as these ge: 

tlemen had called us in, not for the purpose of consultation, al- 
though that was their avowal, but for the purpose of removing 
the reproach which had been cast upon them by the greatest 
Democratic newspaper, which is the representative of the Dem- 
ocratic ideas of the day—the New York World—they should act 
as they had determined, of course our Republican conferees saw 
that we went there as amere matter of form, and said: ** [f you 
have made up your minds to disagree, why not like men do so, 
and let us not waste our time upon immaterial matters.” But 
under the influence of that editorial they wasted another day 
before they brought before the people of this country their re- 
sistless determination to make the Senate yield to their wishes. 

But the gentleman from West Virginia, in the course of his 
remarks, has been pleased to observe that in their private meet 
ings with the members of the conference board on their side 
the three other Southern gentlemen and the Northern gentle- 
man in somewhat ill health—they treated them ina tone almost 
of sadness in regard to their willingness to agree, but were held 
back by their ‘‘ bad partners,” the Jorkinses of the Senate. ut, 
unfortunately, in this confessional mood, the gentleman from 
West Virginia did not permit himself to give particulars. He 
stated that the members of the Senate were ‘‘fettered,” but he 
did not state to what the ‘‘fetters” attached them. 

I hope when the conference committee next meet—the real 
conference committee, and not the Democratic politicians, seven 
Southern and one Northern—we shall have a diagram and 
printed aid to our memory,so that we may know exactly to what 
amendment each Senator is ‘‘fettered” and what the size of the 
‘*fetter” is. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. | 

The gentleman from West Virginia has pledged this House 
amid the uproarious applause of the other side—has pledged this 
House of Representatives to stand out against the Senate, to 
break the fetters which bind these gentlemen to their present 
positions. I have no doubt that what the gentleman says is 
probably true, that the Southern gentlemen in the Senate met 
their ‘Southern brethren with sadness. I have no doubt that 
sorrow filled their hearts, because there are many amendments 
of the Senate which it is fair to say are improvements on the 
House bill and in the direction of protection. The Senate bill 
is not what this country ought to have. It is not such a bill as 
would do justice to its industries; but the House bill was so bad, 
that almost any change in an upward direction was for the 
better. 

But what was the trouble with these Southern gentlemen? 
These Southern gentlemen met with the interests and the in- 
dustries of their Northern Democratic conferees—their fellow- 
Senators—and what is a tariff bill but one which relates to the 
interests and the industries of the country? When a distin- 
guished Senator held out for collars and cuffs and the Demo- 
cratic party in the Senate marched up to the full measure of 
protection on them, that Senator was acting not merely for his 
own interests, but for the interests of his constituency. And if 
it is, asstated, thathe himself was in any way interested in busi- 
ness in that town—not of that kind—and that that business 
would lose its vigor and life on account of the destruction of the 
collar-and-cuff industry, he was representing his people, be- 
cause this country and its prosperity are made upof its industries 
and its interests. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

The gentleman from Ohio,in that moment of truth which 
sometimes comes from exhaustion of the intellect [laughter and 
applause on the Republican side]—I meant weariness, for | do 
not mean to be disrespectful—said that the Southern gentlemen 
who are running this matter for the House sacrificed their own 
interests, and notably in one instance the interests of their con- 
stituents, and the Democrats on the other side applauded the 
sentiment, showing that in spite of all they say they do recog- 
nize the fact that the taking off of the tariff is the sacrifice of 
interests and of industries. 

No,JMr. Speaker; if they did sacrifice their own States, 1t was 
because they wanted to sacrifice us still worse. And they are 
engaged to-day in the process, so baleful to this nation, of en- 
deavoring to bring the prosperity of the rest of the country down 
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to their level instead of doing what we are trying to do, to bring 
their prosperity up to the great level of ours. (Prolonged ap- 
plause on the Republican side. | 

We believe, not in the success of the North, but in the suc- 
cess of the whole country [applause on the Republican side}, and 
we stand as ready to es the South the benefit of the laws of the 
land, which make higher wages for men and an inerease of 
wealth for all, as freely and as a we give it to our own 
people. [Prolonged applause on the Republican side.} 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the gentleman from West Virginia—— 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. Seventy million bread-earners— 
free American citizens, victims of vicious legislation—are to-day 
bowed on their knees to the American Congress, asking eman- 
eipation from the worst tax laws which ever disgraced the 
statute books of any country. 

The beneficent legislation which we seek to enact is opposed 
by the few, who for thirty years have been the recipients of 
bounties levied upon the sweat and toil of American freemen. 

{ desire to express myself in favor of a most thorough and 
complete reform in the tariff laws of our country. 

The gentleman from Maine, Mr. REED, has 
rifices imposed upon Southern ple by this bill. 

Let me say to him that they have never asked for bounties at 
the expense of the people of other sections, and I stand here to- 
day firm in the conviction that they are not, that they never 
were, and that they never will be actuated by selfish or personal 
considerations. T ey have shown willingness to submit toa 
full share of sacrifice in this grand and commendable movement 
to lift burdens from the great mass of the people of our land— 
an effort to give them cheap clothing, cheap food, and all other 
necessaries for the maintenance of themselves and families. 

A. MEMBER on the Republican side. Cheap labor? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama (continues). Any sacrifice nec- 
essary to add to the happiness of the people and the glory and 
prosperity of our country. 

But we must never adjourn this body until a tariff-reform bill 
has been enacted into law. If not full and complete reform, 
then by all means as full and complete as can be attained under 
the conditions with which we find ourselves confronted. We 
must, as far as lies in our power, redeem our pledges to the peo- 
pie, and I feel I can, in the name of every Representative from 
the State of Alabama, say that we all pledge our voices and our 
votes to carry out the promises made to the people in the 

latform upon which we won victory in the election of 1892. 

Applause. P 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from West Virginia to insist upon the disagreement to the 
Senate amendments and ask a further conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. REED. I believe I have some time left, Mr. Speaker; I 
do not know that any tleman desires to oceupy it. 

Mr. GROW. I would like to have a few minutes. 

Mr. REED. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania {Mr Grow}. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, in the entire history of the legis- 
lation of Congress up to this time all parties have been in favor 
of collecting the revenue necessary for the support of the Gov- 
ernment in time of peace from duties on foreign imports. This 
Congress proposes a departure from this uniform and unbroken 
practice of more than a century. For the first time it is now 
porn to raise only a part of the revenue necessary for the 

yvernment in time of peace from duties, and to seek for other 
sources of taxation from which to raise the deficiency. It isun- 
necessary to go outside of the imports in order to raise all the 
necessary revenue, for we have the proof under the operation 
of the McKinley tariff law itself that revenue enough can be 
raised for the Government in all of its peacee ditures with- 
out resorting to an income tax or any of the other taxes known 
and recognized as war taxes. For years sugar and mo- 
lasses have been on the free list, and the duties were so adjusted 
on foreign imports as to raise sufficient revenue for the Govern- 
ment. 

Yet the present majority in control of Congress propose to de- 
part from the old uniform practice, approved by all parties for 
more than a hundred years, and to so adjust duties in a tariff as 
to raise only a part of the revenue from duties on the 
productsof foreign labor and to resort to what is known as war 
taxes for the residue. 

I shall not discuss any of a ae. the bill or 
the differences between the two b 

I only wish to call the attention of the House to the fact that 
without disturbing reciprocity treaties, some fifteen or sixteen 


en of the sac- 


of which have been made with different nations to increase {)), 
markets for our agricultural and mechanical products, wit). 
out violating good faith by the Government in its legislatiy. 
promise of bounty to the sugar producers of this country, suf; 
cient revenue could be raised by an adjustment of duties o 
foreign imports, as it has been done for the last three years, an, 
has been done since the beginning of the Government except jy 
time of war, without resorting to these outside sources of to, 
ation in time of peace. With $850,000,000 in valuation at th 
point of shipment of foreign imports, this party has not shoy 
thus far the ability toso adjust duties upon this vast import: 

as aan the necessary revenue for the support of the Go, 
ment. 

Internal taxation pays the war debt and the pensions. VW); 
they are disposed of there will be no reason for resorting to 11 
thing but the duties on foreign imports to raise the necess;; 
revenue for the Government. Why arrange a scale of tari)! 
duties which will not raise within $75,000,000 or $80,000,000 of as 
much revenueon the same amount of importations as is ‘raised 
under the ae tariff, and then propose to put from $10, 
000,000 to $50,000,000 on sugar to make up the deficiency, and in 
addition thereto an income tax, selecting forty or fifty thousand 
people out of the seventy millions in this country from who 
you propose to collect this special tax? 

There is no necessity for the adoption of this class legislatio 
Under the system that has had the approval of all parties fo 
more than acentury of taxing the consumption of the country, 
greater prosperity has come to all its industries than in an 
other previous period of its eee Its industries have grow 
froma valuation of $16,000,000,000 in 1860 to over $65,000,000 ,00) 
in 1890. Railroads have increased from 30,000 miles in 186) 
176,000 miles in 1893. With this vast unprecedented expansio 
in national wealth, with all of its industries prosperous and siv- 
cessful, = disturb that state of things by resorting toa new 
method new sources of taxation, never approved before by 
“; political party except in time of war. 

wo years ago, when labor was finding ready employment 
everywhere at wages greater than ever before, except during 
war, with every manufactured article selling for less than atany 
time heretofore, with money abundant in circulation, whether 
gold, silver, or paper, interchangeable one into the other, at 
such a time of prosperity, with that inherent disposition of hu- 
man nature never to let well enough alone, the majority o! 
voters sowed the wind, and the business of the country since 
has been waiting to see what the harvest shall be. [Applause 
on the Republican side. | 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker,I desire to makea correction to the 
House. [inadvertently stated in my remarksan inference which 
I drew from hearing the President's letter read, which seems to 
me upon examination to be erroneous. The paper not being 
printed as usual as an executive document, I had no opportunit, 
to examine it and consequently was liable to fall into that error. 

It seems to me from a careful reading of the letter, so far as 
one can make a careful reading amid the confusion on the floo 
of this House, that the President has not taken the position 
which I supposed he had,‘of opposition to the sugar trust whic! 
his faithful friends had taken here, but he seems rather dis- 

sed to support both the trust and the Nova Scotia syndicate. 

give him credit for that situation. I do not know whether \ 
ought to parcel out that Executive communication to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means and other committees to which it is 
appropriate or not. The governing authorities of the Hous 
will probably attend to that. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON]. 

The motion was agreed to. a 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the 
House, Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, Mr. MOMILLIN, Mr. TUR- 
NER of Georgia, Mr. MONTGOMERY, Mr. REED, Mr. BURROWS. 
and Mr. PAYNE. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments ‘o 
the bill (H. R. 6937) making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the confer: 
ence asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CALL, Mr. Brice, and 
Mr. MCMILLAN as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeiny 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 6108) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1895. 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 6171) to authorize the Metropolitan 
Railroad Company to change its motive power for the propulsion 
of the cars of said company; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 


M 
avis 


out amendment the bill (H.R. 3978) for the relief of John 
Rice. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
pill (S. 1591) to provide for the reservation, sale, and settlement 
of certain lands in several of the States and Territories; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker 
sicned the same: 

A bill (H. R. 6424) to authorize Rear-Admiral John G. Walker 
and Surg. Gen. J. Rufus Tryon, of the United States Navy, to 
accept the decorations of the ‘‘ Busto del Libertador” of the 


third class from the President of Venezuela; 
A bill (H. R. 5525) authorizing John E. Johnson and others to 


accept medals of honor and diplomas from the Government of 
Spain; 

MA bill (H. R. 4734) to authorize the Secretary of State to accept 
for the United States of America a painting by G. I. Watts, 
Royal Academician, entitled “ Love and Life;” 

A bill (H. R. 3458) extending the time for final proof and pay- 
ment on lands claimed under the public land laws of the United 
States; 

A bill (H. R. 7498) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River from a point within the limits of 
the city of Dubuque, in the State of lowa, known as Eagle Point, 
to the opposite bank of said river, in the county of Grant and 
State of Wisconsin; 

A bill (H. R. 69) prescribing limitations of time for comple- 
tion of title ‘to certain lands disposed of under the act of Con- 
gress approved September 27, 1850, and the acts amendatory and 
supplemental thereto, and commonly known as the “ donation 
act,” and for the protection of purchasers and occupants on said 
land; 

A bill (H. R. 4209) for the relief of the securities of John S. 
Bradford; 

A bill (H. R. 7475) authorizing Commander C. H. Davis, United 

states Navy, to accept a decoration from the King of Spain; 

A bill (S. 104) for the relief of Gen. Napoleon J. T. Dana; 

A bill (S. 322) to place Dunbar R. Ransom on the retired list 
of the Army; ’ 

A bill (S. 1513) for the relief of Maj. Gen. George S. Greene; 

A bill (S. 2208) authorizing the construction of a bridge over 
the Monongahela River at the foot of Main street, in the bor- 
ough of Bellevernon, in the State of Pennsylvania; 

A bill (S. 920) to pension Mary Brown, of Berlin, Vt.; 

A bill (S. 1390) providing an additional circuit judge in 
the eighth judicial district; and 

A bill (S. 307) granting a pension to Earnest C. Emerson. 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 126) authorizing the President to ap- 
point delegates to attend the meetings of the International Geo- 
detic Association; 

MUSCLE SHOALS CANAL. 


The vote will now be taken on the bill 
The Clerk 


The SPEAKER. 
which was before the House on yesterday afternoon. 
will report the title of it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6930) to appoint a commission to report and determine upon 
certain damages done to citizens of Lauderdale County, Ala., by the build- 
ing of the Muscle Shoals Canal. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question was ordered on the 
final passage of this bill, which brings it over for consideration 
to-day. The yeas and nays were ordered, and the vote was 
taken, and no quorum appeared; so that the question_now is 
upon the final passage of the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Perhaps not more than 25 per cent of 
the members of this House were present when that bill was 
considered. I ask that it be read. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read The Clerk will re- 
port the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

; a it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
. and directed to appoint a commission of three officers of the Army to 
oss and report to the Secretary of War upon the amount of damages 

ones and sustained by the following citizens of Lauderdale County, 
a. , from the building of the Muscle Shoals Canal, to wit: Emmet O’Neal, 


Douglass, Dr. J. A. Douglass, William and Lee Butler, Felix Jack 
50n, Ben Davis, and J. M. Cantina 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered. 


again. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered 
on this bill may be reconsidered, so that the vote may be taken 
withoutthe yeas andnays, isthereobjection? [Aftera pause.] 
The Chair hears none. The question is, Shall this bill pass? 


The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 
| Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 34, noes 81, 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Tellers. 


Pending the count on the demand for tellers, 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will make the point 
quorum. 

The SPEAKER. That point the gentleman did not make. 
Twenty-four gentlemen have arisen in support of the demand 
for tellers; not a sufficient number. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. The other side, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. There is no other side on this question. It 
requires one-fifth of a quorum to order tellers. Twenty-four 
only have arisen, and it requires 36; so that tellers are not or- 
dered; the noes have it, and the bill is lost. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker,I desire to present the con- 
ference report on the naval appropriation bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Hou 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6748) making appropria 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agree:l to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 18, 27, 28, 29, 36, and 


10 


4. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 


Senate numbered 3, 5, 6, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 17, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 30, 31, 52, 33, and & 
and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 


In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following 
“That all officers who have been appointed to any corps of the Navy after 
service in « different branch of the Navy, shall have all the benefits of their 
revious service in the same manner as if said appointments were a remuitry 
nto the Navy;” and the Senate agree to the same. ; 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
Strike out lines 1, 2, 3, and 4, and down to and including the word “ treat 
ment,’’ in line 5 of said amendment; and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In line 1 of said amendment, after the word “ Navy,” insert the words ‘‘in 
his discretion;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following 

‘For paying Justin McCarthy, contractor for building the dry dock at 
Port Royal, S. C., in full for loss and damage caused by the cyclone of A 
gust 27 and 28, 1893, as ascertained by the Navy Department, $18,521.42." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of t! 
Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an amendment as f 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following 

“Dry dock at Algiers, La.: For the purpose of completing the purch rf 
additional lands necessary for the establishment of a dry dock at Algier 
La., cost of advertising, plans and specifications for sald dry dock, and ex- 
penses of judicial proceedings instituted for the condemnation of such ad 
ditional lands, $23,025.03."’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 15, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: Inline 
8 of said amendment, after the word *‘namely,’’ insert the following For 
sealing ali the walls to remove existing disease germs and for antiseptically 


finishing and painting them, removing rotten wooden floors and replacing 
them py tile With slate sidings impervious to moisture, scraping and paint- 
ing all doors and woodwork, refitting windows so as to be utilized in venti 
lation, remodeling cased wooden stairways and renewing them with iron 
or other suitable material, $15,000; for construction of one ward of modern 
design of sufficient size and cubic air space to accommodate at least fifty 
sick and wounded men, to be one story high with suitable elevation and to 
be constructed of the same material used for present hospital, $25,000;’’ and 
inline 14 ofsaid amendmentstrike out “ forty-four’’ and insert ‘sixty-nine 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In line 8, page 24 of the bill, after the word “laboratory,” insert the words 
“and department of instruction;” and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 20, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lines 1 and 2 of said amendment strike out the word “temporarily;”’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 26, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following 
as a separate paragraph: 

“That every Member or Delegate of Congress whose district or Territory 
is now unrepresented at the Naval Academy by a cadet who is not an actuai 
resident of the district shall be permitted on or before the 1st day of Sep- 
tember, 1894, to recommend a candidate for appointment as a cadet at the 
Naval Academy, and the Secretary of the Navy shall nominate such candl- 
date for a intment to the Academy, subject to qualifications now pre- 
scribed by law. Such cadets, when appointed, to be in addition to the num- 
ber of cadets now allowed, and the sum of %,500, or so much thereof as Is 
necessary, is hereby appropriated for the additional number of cadets 
herein authorized.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 34, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the amended paragraph insert the following: 
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“Construction and steam machinery: On account of the hulls and outfits 
of vessels and steam machinery of vessels heretofore or herein authorized, 
$5,955,025, and from this amount there shall be paid all speed premiums upon 
new naval vessels earned previous to January 1, 1804, and which remain 
unpaid at this date, the amount of such speed premium in each case being 
according to the official report in the trial of each vessel approved by the 
Secretary of the Navy.’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 





AMOS J. CUMMINGS, 
J. A. GEISSENHAINER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


A. P. GORMAN, 
JOSEPH C. S. BLACKBURN, 
EUGENE HALE 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. I now send up the statement of the House 
conferees. 
The statement is as follows: 


Statement to accompany H. R. 6748, meee appropriations for the naval 
service. 


The undersigned conferees on the tof the House on the naval appro- 
priation bill beg leave to state that the effect of the agreement reported, as 
the result of the conference as aforesaid, is as follows: 

Amendment numbered 1 of the House is agreed to by the Senate conferees, 
with an amendment limiting the benefits to officers already appointed to 
any corps of the Navy after service in a different branch of the Navy. 

%. House conferees agree to so much of Senate amendment numbered 2, 
which provides: 

“That in order to fill vacancies that may exist in the grade of ensign in 
the Navy and in the grade of assistant engineer in the Navy, the Secretary 
of the Navy shall, in case the number of vacancies in either of such grades 
exceeds the number of naval cadets in the line division or in the engineer 
division of the class of naval cadets finally graduated in the year 1894, or in 
any one year thereafter, select a number equal to such excess from the final 
graduates of said class in the engineer division or in the line division, as the 
case may require, who shall be reported as proficient and be recommended 
thereto by the Academic Board, and such final graduates shall be appointed 
to fill vacancies in the grade of ensign in the Navy or in the grade of assist- 
ant engineer in the Navy, respectively, and the naval cadets so appointed 
to fill vacancies in such grades shall take rank in those respective grades 
next after the naval cadets appointed from the line division or from the 
engineer division, as the case may be, to fill vacancies in those grades, but 
eg themselves according to merit as determined by the Academic 

oard,’ 

3. The following Senate amendments, agreed to by the House conferees, 
are merely formal and do not involve Re ons or any important 
change of law, viz, Nos. 3, 6, 9, 12, 13, 14, 17, 1, 32, and 33. 

4. House conferees agree to Senate amendment No. 4 by adding a pro- 
viso making the —— of ‘‘the Ousdan & Kolb letter engraving machines 
discretionary with the Secretary of the Navy.” 

5. The House conferees recede from disagreement to amendment No. 5, 
ye. appro riated $150,000 for modern battery for United States steam- 

p Hartford. 

6, Senate conferees recede from amendment No. 7, and House conferees 
agree in lieu therefor to the following: 

“For paying Justin McCarthy, contractor, for building the dry dock at 
Port Royal, S. C., in full for loss and damage caused by the cyclone of Au- 

, a and 28, 1893, as ascertained by the Navy Department, the sum of 

7. House conferees e to Senate amendment No. 8 with an amendment 
aprsepetating an additionai $1,000 for advertising and'plans for dry dock at 

giers, 

8. House conferees to amendment No. 10, appropriating 85,000 for 
BE D vn at Naval Academy; and also to amendment No. 11, appropriating 

3,000,to ogee certain streets at Annapolis, Md., contiguous to the Academy. 

9. Senate conferees recede from their amendment No. 15. providing for 
completion of hospital build at Brooklyn, N. Y., and agree that the ap- 
propriation under this head be increased to 869,000. House conferees agree 
to recede from their amendment No. 16. 

10. Senate conferees recede from amendment No. 19 with an amendment 
transposing the words “and department of instruction.” 

11. House conferees agree to amendment No. 20, with an amendment strik- 
ing out the word ‘‘temporarily.”’ The effect of the amendment as agreed 
upon provides for the detail of an officer of the Pay Corps as assistant to the 
Chief of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts. 

12. House conferees agree to amendments Nos. 21 and 22, which respect- 
tively provide a Sa of $8,000 and $150,000 for repair of the United 
States steamships stitution and Hartford. 

13, The House conferees recede from their amendment No. 23, thereby re- 
ducing the appropriation of $100,000 which it was ee to expend for 
new machinery, engines, and boilers for United States steamship Hartford. 

13, Senate amendment No. 24, under “ Pay of professors and others, Navai 
Academy,” corrects the total and reduces the appropriation thereunder by 
836; which is agreed to by the conferees of the House. 

14. House conferees agree to amendment No. 25, which provides “ that 
naval cadets shall have been at least two years immediately preced the 
date of their appointment actual and bona fide residents of the district in 
which vacancy exists." 

15. The Senate conferees recede from the amendment numbered 26 with an 
amendment striking out the word “August,” and substituting therefor the 
word ‘‘September;” and also by striking out so much of the amendment as 
peers or the appointment of but one naval cadet from the State of South 

akota, atlarge, as was provided for in the said amendment. 

16. Senate conferees recede from amendment No. 27, which is in words, as 
follows: ‘‘And for the expenses of clerks of the United States Marine Corps 
traveling under orders.” ’ 

17. The Senate recedes from amendment No. 28, relating to the pay of the 
drum-major of the Marine Corps. 

18, Senate conferees recede from their amendment No. 29, which struck 
out the words “or San Francisco, Cal.” 

19. The House conferees recede from amendment No. 34, with amend- 
ments, 50 as to make the pevegray= read as follows: 

“Construction and steam machinery: On account of the hulls and outfits 
of vessels and steam machinery of vessels heretofore and herein authorized, 
€5,955,025; and from this amount there shall be paid all speed premiums upon 
new naval vessels earned previous to January 1, 1894, and which remain un- 
paid at this date, the amount of such premium in each case sane oo 
cording to the official report in the trial of each vessel approved by the - 
LL the Navy.” 

20. The House conferees to the amendment of the Senate No. 35, | 
which remits the time penalties on the dynamite-cruiser Vesuvius. 
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21. The Senate conferees recede from their amendments Nos. 36 and 37 
which has the effect of reducing the appropriations $135,000. ’ 
In conclusion, your committee state that the total estimates for 1895 were 
$27,951,279.70; the amount in bill as it passed the House was 825,339,580.27, and 
the amount as it stands in the conference report is 825,192,090.72. This is a 
net reduction from the estimates of $2,759, 188.98. The bill as agreed upon by 
the conferees carries $147,489.55 less than the House bill. 
Respectfully submitted. 
AMOS J. CUMMINGS, 
J. A. GEISSENHAINER, 
JONATHAN P. DOLLIVER, 
Conferees on part of the House. 


Mr.CUMMINGS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the House 
assent to the agreement of the conferees, with the exception of 
the paragraph in relation to the Vesuvius, about which there 
appears to be some difference of opinion. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentle. 
man. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I ask assent to the agreement as reporte( 
by the conferees, with the exception of the paragraph relating 
to the Vesuvius. 

The SPEAKER. You can not do that. If this is a complete 
agreement, the House must vote it up or down as a whole. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, gentlemen aypoees to the 
paragraph concerning the Vesuvius have informed me that they 
wanted time for debate over that proposition. I would be glad 
to , ay them an hour if they desire it. 

r. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will allow me, 
when he was speaking about the Vesuvius, as I recollect it, the 
other day, the understanding was that there should be be no 
agreement in conference touching that amendment until the 
House had a chance to instruct or concur upon that amendment. 
Now, it comes in the report, and it must be adopted or voted 
down asa whole. If it is voted down as a whole then there can 
be ee agreement upon every other item except the Ve- 
suvius. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask a vote upon the 
report as a whole. 

r. CANNON of Illinois. I desire, in justice to my colleague 
[Mr. Hopkins], that his notice shall be called to this matter. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Upon that motion I demand the previous 
question. 
enn’ CANNON of Illinois. I hope the gentleman will not do 

at. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. You can try to vote it down. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am quite sure, when the gentle- 
man takes a second thought, with the conference report in this 
condition, that he will not cut off debate. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. He just asked for an hour. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I do this for the purpose of getting the 
matter before the House. I demand the previous question on 
my motion. 

r. CANNON of Illinois. I hope the gentleman will wait a 
minute until my colleague comes in. 

Mr.GEISSENHAINER. Thegentleman insists upon it being 
taken now. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does the gentleman want an imme 
diate vote upon this conference report: 

Mr. CUMMINGS. You can vote it down. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. You can reach it by voting down 
the report. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does my friend propose to ask that 
the conference report be rejected, and go back to conference. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I want the conference report adopted. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, with this Vesuvius and all. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does my friend think it is good 
faith to the House to have brought in a complete agreement’ 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The rules force me to this. I am willing 
to ere you all the time you want. 

r. CANNON of Illinois. Iam not trying to embarrass my 
friend in the adoption of the report. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Thank you. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But I want the gentleman to rec- 
ollect what he is doing, and see if I understand. When this 
bill came up on disagreement to the Senate amendments, if | 
recollect properly, my colleague, now absent [Mr. HOPKINS], 
asked the gentleman whether or not the House would have an 
opportunity to act upon the Vesuvius amendment later on. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. The chairman has said he desired 
to give you an eee: but the rules prevented it. 

Mir. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, no; I beg your pardon. The 
gentleman from New York, in charge of the bill, if I recollect 
aright, said this—— ; 

r. CUMMINGS. I said that I could not be responsible for 
the action of a conference committee which had not been ap- 
pointed, and the REcorn will bear me out in this statement. 

lam perfectly willing to give you time fordebate if there 154 
possibility of getting it. Itold your colleague [Mr. HOPKINS of 
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Illinois] before the vote was taken on the tariff bill that this re- 
port would be called up immediately afterwards. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, | want to say a word to the House. For 
the first time in forty years this bill comes from the conferees 
of both Houses with a reduction of $147,000 from the bill as it 
passed the House, and a reduction of $2,759,000 from the esti- 
mates as originally submitted. I amsorry that the rules do not 

ive me an opportunity to offer the gentleman from Illinois de- 
ee upon the paragraph relating to the Vesuvius amendment. 
Tam sorry that the rules compel me to the action which I have 
taken; but Ido now ask a vote upon the conference report, and 
on that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. KILGORE. How much did the bill carry when it left the 
House? . ; ; 

Mr.CUMMINGS. The bill carried when it left the House 
$25,339,580. 27. 

Mr. KILGORE. How much did the Senate add to it? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The increase in amounts made by con- 
ferees in Senate amendments was $237,546.45. The reductions 
made by the conferees in the amendments of the Senate amounted 
to $385,036. The total amount in the bill as agreed upon by the 
conferees is $25,192,090.72. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is a little less than the bill stood as it 
passed the House. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. One hundredand forty-seven thousand dol- 
lars less than when it passed the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. What wasthe agreement in reference to the 
cadets at Annapolis? Was the provision in the bill agreed to, 
and was the time extended? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The Senate receded from its amendment 
and the cadets stand in the bill as they stood in the House, with 
the time for their appointment extended to September Ist. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would be glad to have a moment, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Reserving my right to the floor and tothe 
previous question, I yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have in my hand the REcoRD of 
the 17th of June, from whichit appears that the gentleman from 
New York[Mr. CUMMINGS] asked nonconcurrence to the Senate 
amendments to the naval appropriation bill, when this took 
place: 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I wish to inquire whether the amendment of 
the Senate, in which the gentleman moves to nonconcur, is the appropria- 
tion for the Vesuvius? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. There is with the other amendments one containing an 
erase for the Vesuvius. 

r. HOPKINS of Illinois. I would like to know something about the atti- 
tude of the committee on that matter. Gentlemen will remember that that 
was before the House ina separate bill, and was partly discussed. I under- 
stand the appropriation has been put on this naval appropriation bill as an 
amendment of the Senate. 

Iwould like to have insome form that amendment brought before the 
House so that we can havea vote directly on the question as to whether the 
ee interested shall be reimbursed the sum of $50,000 that was taken 

rom them by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Thirty thousand, not fifty thousand. I can not speak, 
of course, for the conferees; they have not yet been appointed on the partof 
the House. 

Mr. HoPKINS of Illinois. But of course you understand who they will be. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would suggest, if the gentleman from New York will per- 
mit me, that it is usual when there is a particular amendment placed by the 
Senate on a bill which has been a subject of discussion in the House, that 
the conferees shall bringin such proposition in a shape so that it may re- 
ceive the direct action of the House. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I wish to say to the gentleman that I shall endeavor to 
carry out the usual method of procedure in such cases. 

Mr. Hopxins of Illinois. That is all I ask. I desire that the question 
shall be brought before the House and an opportunity given for discussion, 
and the conferees can then be governed by the action of the House. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, if I recollect about the Vesuvius amend- 
ment, it remits a penalty exacted from the contractor for not 
finishing in time a vessel that he had contracted to build. What 
its merits are I say frankly I do not know. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. But the naval committees of 
the Senate and of the House do understand the merits. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. One moment. 1 recollected what 
my colleague [Mr. HOPKINS] had said about it on the floor, and 
that is why I have called attention to what took place on that 
occasion. Now, in view of what was stated here and which I 
have just read from the RECORD, what would have been the 
proper course for this conference committee? If I had been 
upon it, or if the usual course as [ understand it had been pur- 
sued, in the event that the Senate and the House conferees 
agreed upon the bill generally, the proper course to have pur- 
Sued would have been to have agreed upon every item in the 
bill except the Vesuvius amendment. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. The gentleman has had more experience 
on conference committees than I have had. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The proper course, I say, would 
have been to have agreed to every item in the bill except the 
Vesuvius amendment, thus closing up the bill by that agree- 
ment, and then to have reported to the House a disagreement as 
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to that particular amendment. Then the House could have 
adopted the report of the conference committee and that amend- 
ment would have stoodalone uponits merits, and a motion could 
have been made that the House recede from its disagreement 
to the Vesuvius amendment, and if that motion were adopted 
it would pass the bill. 

But instead of pursuing that course, what have we here? 
Without any chance on the part of the House to pass on the 
merits of that Vesuvius amendment standing by itself, the com- 
mittee comes in with a report closing up every amendment, in- 
cluding the Vesuvius amendment, and we must adopt or reject 
this conference report as a whole. In my judgment, if my col- 
league [Mr. HOPKINS] insists upon it, the proper thing for the 
gentleman from New York to do (and I suggest it to him) is to 
ask that the House reject this conference report, insist further 
upon its amendments, and send the biil back to conference; or, 
closing the matter up, except as to this one item, let the House 
act upon it separately, receding or insisting, as it may choose, 
or adopting whatever instructions on the subject it may desire. 
Otherwise, the pledge which has been given—and it seems to 
me what I have read amounts to notice that the House should 
have a chance to pass upon this amendment separateiy from any 
other—is not fulfilled. 

My colleague from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] is now here; and I 
hope the gentleman from New York will yield to him. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois rose. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. 

The SPEAKER. 
York yield? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. 
[Laughter. | 

Mr. Speaker, I want to say that the ‘‘ gentleman from New 
York” has done all that he could do to carry out what the gentle- 
man from Illinois says was an implied contract with his colleague 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois]. The ‘‘ gentleman from New York” 

ad only one vote in the conference committee. This question 
of the Vesuvius has already been discussed four hours on this 
floor, and it ought to be thoroughly understood by members of 
the House. 

The proposition to make this payment in the case of the Ve- 
suvius was favorably and unanimously reported from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. But if it were in my power nowlI 
would yield to the gentleman an hour, if he desired it, to dis- 
cuss the question. The rules of the House, however, are im- 
perative. The committee of conference has done its duty. It 
has reduced the appropriation in this bill from what it was when 
it passed the House by $147,000; and I submit that for its action 
the committee deserves the approval of the House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on agreeing 
to the conference report. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield to me—— 

Mr. MALLORY. I have been waiting to ask a question. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. The gentleman from Florida wishes to ask 
me a question, and I yield to him. 

Mr. HOPKINS of illinois. Will not the gentlemanfrom New 
York give me a little time before he calls the previous ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. 
answered for you. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
yourself. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Ten minutes. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Mr. Speaker, I presume that this 
claim in reference to the Vesuvius is an honest claim. If it be 
so, the gentleman from New York can not afford in the light of 
this record to put it through in this way. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It was reported unanimously from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs and has been repeatedly reported 
from that committee. It is now reported from the conference 
committee. It is an honest claim, or I guarantee my word as a 
man it never would have come from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. HOPKINS of [llinois. 
ten minutes? 

Mr. MALLORY. With regard to this appropriation for the 
Algiers dry dock, I wish to ask the gentleman from New York 
if that matter has ever been before the House? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Itcame before the House on the last naval 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. MALLORY. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. 
fered in the Senate. 

Mr. MALLORY. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. 
House. 





Mr. Speaker 
To whom does the gentleman from New 


To the ‘‘gentleman from New York.” 


I gave time to your colleague, and he has 


You occupied considerable time 


Will the gentleman now give me 


And was stricken out? 
No, it was accepted in an amendment of- 


Accepted? 
Yes, sir; it was carried through the !ast 
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Mr. MALLORY. How is it, then, that it comes up here 
again? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. This is an increase in the appropriation 
to perfect the purchase of the land for the dock. 

Mr. MALLORY. I knowsomething about this dry dock busi- 
ness; and I think this is an absolute waste of money. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I think it due to the gentle- 
man from [Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] that I yield him ten minutes. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I trust I may have 
the attention of members of the House during the brief time 
that is allowed me to discuss this subject. I supposed I hada 
definite, clear,explicit agreement with the gentleman from New 
York that when the conference report should be made time 
would be given to debate this Senate amendment and an oppor- 
tunity allowed for a separate and distinet vote upon it. 

Now, I have confidence enough in the integrity of the gentle- 
man from New York to believe that if his individual views 
could have prevaled in the conference committee this agree- 
ment with me would have been carried out; and I accept in its 
fullest extent his remark that he was overruled, if that ex- 
pression may be used here, by his colleagues on that conference 
when this amendment was agreed to. 

Now, what I want to say to members of the House is this: 
if thisreport of the committee of conference be voted dewn, we 
shall then have an opportunity of having a reinvestigation of 
this Senate amendment, separate and distinct from all the other 
claims in the report of this committee. And I say from the in- 
vestigation that [ have given to the subject that if the report 
goes through in the manner it is now presented to the House, 
$39,000 of the money of the people of the United States will be 
filched from the Treasury and paid to parties who are not en- 
titled to a dollar of it. 

Iam amazed, Mr. Speaker—I repeat I am amazed that the con- 
ferees On the part of the House, under the conditions in which 
this amendment is here sented, should have acceded to it. 
And I judge that the gentleman from Maryland, who was such 
a zealous advocate this measure when it was pending ina 
separate bill, was one of the conferees on the part of the House. 

fr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I was not. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Well, the reason I made the state- 
ment was because of the zeal manifested by the oa to get 
action on this question without any opportunity to discuss it 
when the bill wasreported to the House. 

ButI repeat, the factsof this matter will not bear investigation 
on the theory that this 339,000shall be paid by the Government. 
This Pneumatic Dynamite Company was organized for the ex- 
press purpose of manufacturing a vessel of this character, and 
came and procured a special act. of Congress to authorize the 
construction. 

re was granted to them in that legislation, precisely 
as they asked. They represented to the Government that they 
had a gun that would exceedin efficiency anything known in 
naval warfare,and under these representations they obtained an 
appropriation of $350,000 from the Government of the United 
States, They wentonand constructed this vessel. What is the 
result? After the Government has paid out $350,000, minus the 
$39,000 withheld under the contract from them, this vessel and 
its guns have both proved perfect failures for the purposes for 
which they were originally constructed. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, when the first report. was made it was 
under conditions that looked as though it were corrupt. The 
vessel was to have a capacity of a certain number of knots an 
hour, and they simply tested it for six minutes and thirty-nine 
seconds in one direction in a calm sea, and seven minutes the 
other way and then reported to the Government of the United 
States that the contract has been complied with and obtained 
the money from the Treasury! From that day to this that ves- 
sel has never complied with the conditions of the contract. The 
pneumatic gun which was to work such wonders ia naval ord- 
nance is a perfect failure, and the Naval Committee of the 
House, cone ee session of Congress, has recommended that 
the Vesuvius taken out of the list of war vessels, for which it 
was designed, and placed in the Navy as a torpedo boat. 

A better torpedo boat can be constructed at from $90,000 to 
$100,000, and it seems to me that after losing the amount of 
money already paid, and after expending more than $100,000 in 
the way of experiment, the Government of the United States 
ought not now to pay back to these parties the $39,000 taken 
from -hem by a Republican Secretary of the Navy because they 
failed to comply with their contract. I say it looks as though 
there were something corrupt here. I can not understand how 
men can vote in favor of such a proposition. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Well,a Republican Secretary of the Navy, 
Mr, Tracey, said that the claim was a just one, but that he had 
no power under the contract to remit penalty. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. He had the right to do so, and 
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could have remitted it if he believed it to be just; but he ro. 
fused to do it because he did not regard the claim as a valid 








one. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The records do not bear oui 
the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Inplace of paying the money 0 
to these partieshe took that amount from the appropriation and 
put it into the Treasury. And it is left now for a Democrat 
House and a Democratic Senate to take that $39,000 from { 
Treasury of the United States and pay it over to these parties 
after their utter failure to comply with the conditions of their 
contract. I hope and trust, Mr. Speaker, that this report wi 
be voted down, and that the members of the House will have ay 
opportunity to investigate the matter, and decide after that fu! 
investigation whether my position is correct or whether th: 
views of these gentlemen who are seeking to filch from th 
Treasury this sum of money are correct. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I have said before that th 
question has been discussed for four hours in this House. The 
morning hour of the Committee on Naval Affairs was lostin th 
discussion. The facts in regard to the Vesuvius are just as 
true coming from my lips as they would be in coming from th: 
lips of the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Vesuvius, under her contract, was to make a required 
rate of speed. She was to carry a gun specified in the contract 
When the contractors came to build the vessel they thought 
that by making her a little longer and larger, and by increas- 
ing the size of the gun they would be enabled to furnish tic 
Government with a better vessel than they had contraeted fov. 

The reason why they were willing to do this at their own ex- 
pense was because they thought if she was such a grand success 
as they imagined she would be, that they would get the contract 
for another vessel, the appropriation for which was already mad» 
by Congress, and thereby would be selected to build the sister 
ship. At their own expense then, at an expense of $30,000 paid 
out of the pockets of the contractors, beyond the contract price 
for the vessel, they built such a vessel, with the assent—with 
the willing consent—of the Secretary of the Navy. But in in- 
creasing the size of the vessel, and in making her nearly a knot 
more speedy than the contract called for, they did not deliver 
her within the time specified in the original contract. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But they were allowed time— 

Mr. CUMMINGS (continuing). She would have been deliv- 
ered within the contract time if she had not been altered with 
the consent of the Navy Department. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. They asked for more time when 
they were going to increase the size of the vessel and the gui 
and all the time was granted, so that no claim can be made on 
that ground. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. No, sir; it was the extra qualities which 
they had given this ship which consumed the time not reckoned 
in the contract. 

Mr. KOPKINS of Illinois. It has no “extra qualities.” [ 
is a failure. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Oh, no; the ship is a good ship. More 
than this, Secretary Tracy has acknowledged the justice of this 
claim, and said that the money would have been remitted if he 
thought he had it within his power to remit the penalty under 
the contract. “ 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield for aquestiou’ 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Yes, with pleasure. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman has mentioned achange 
in the construction. Was that authorized or consented to? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It was willingly authorized and consented 
to by the Government. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. And the Secretary of the Navy 
admitted that the Government had sustained no damage by rea- 
son of the delay. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That change in the construction 
was asked for by the company for their own benefit, and was 
allowed at their request, and not at the request of the Govern 


ment. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr.Speaker,I have only used ten minutes 
in reply to what has been said by the gentleman from Illinois, 
and I now demand the previous question and await the action o! 
the House. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer- 
ence report. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 18. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, no quorum. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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re 


The Speaker appointed a 
Hopxins of Illinois. 
The question was taken; 


answered ° 


Adams, Pa. 
Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 
Ave rr) 
Baile y, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baldwin, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig. 
Bell, Tex. 
Berry, 
Bingham, 
Black, Ga. 
Black, Il. 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Broderick, 
Brookshire, 
Brosius, 
Bundy. 
Bynun, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Caruth, 
Causey, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
Cogswell, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Culberson, 





Boen, 
Branch, 
Cannon, Ill. 
Capehart, 
Chilas, 





Ellis, Oregon 

ithian, 
Grady, 
Hager 


Bryan, 


Abbott, 
Adams, Ky. 
Aitken, 
Aldric h, 
See 
Babe ~~ 
Baker, H. 
Ba aetend 
Barnes, 
Belden, 
Bell, Colo. 
Beltzhoover, 
Blair, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N.C. 


Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 


Brown, 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Cabanies, 
Catehings, 
Chickering, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockran, 
Conn, 
Cornish, 
Covert, 
Cox, 
Crain, 
Denson, 
Dingley, 


present” 4, not dd r 136; 


LAS —-169 


Cummings 
Curtis, Kans. 
3, N. Y. 





De Forest, 
Dockery, 
Doliiver, 





Ge isse nhainer, 
Gillet, N. 
Goldzier, 
Graham, 
Gresham, 
Grosvenor, 
Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Harmer 
Harris, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 


Heard, Phillips, 
Heiner, Pigott, 
Henderson, N.C. Post, 
Hendrix, Powers, 
Hicks, Price, 
Hopkins, Pa. Quigg, 
Rulick, Ray, 
Tkirt, Rayner, 
iziar, Reilly, 
Jones, Reyburn, 
NAYS—42. 
Hainer, Layton, 
Hepburn, Lefever, 
Hermann, Liicas, 

Titt, Mallory, 
Holman, Marshall, 
Hunter, Marvin, N. Y. 
Hutcheson, McCall, 
Johnson, N. Dak. McCleary, Minn. 
Kilgore, McRae, 
Lane, Meiklejohn, 
Latimer, Mercer, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT "—4. 


Cooper, Wis. 


tellers Mr. 
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and there were—yeas 169, 
s follows: 


Kem, 
Kribbs, 
Lockwood, 
Loud, 
Lynch, 
Maddox, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
McAleer, 


McCreary, Ky. 


McCulloch, 
Mc De armon, 
Mec Dow ell, 
McBttrick, 
McKaig, 
McKeighan, 
Meredith, 
Mey r, 
Money 
Mutc hier, 
Neill, 
Northway, 
Ogden, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
O’Nelll, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 
Page, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Payne, 
Pearson, 








Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W.Va. 


De Armond, 


NOT VOTING—136. 


Dinsmore, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 
Bdmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Enloe, 
Pletcher, 
Funk, 
Funston, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 
Geary, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goodnight, 
Gorman, 
Griffin, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Haines, 
Hare, 
Harter, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Henderson, Ll. 


on, lowa 


Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopking, I. 
i 


Hiuil, 
Johnson, Ind. 


Johnson, Ohio 
tiefer, 

Kyle, 

Lacey, 
Lapham, 
Lawson, 
Lester, 
Linton, 
Livingston, 
Loudenslager. 
Magner, 
Maguire, 
Martin, Ind. 
McDannold, 
McGann, 
McMillin, 
McNagny, 
Milliken, 
Montgomery, 
Moon, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Murray, 
Newlands, 


Pickler, 
Randall, 


Richards, Ohio 


CUMMIN 


s and Mr. 


4 


nays 42, 


Richardson, Tenn, 
Robertson, La. 
Russell, Conn. 
Sayers, 
Schermerhorn, 
Shell. 

Sickles, 
Smith, 
Somers, 

Sorg, 

Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W.A. 
Strait, 
Strong, 
Swanson, 
Sweet, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Talbott, Ma. 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, Ina 
Verry, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Va. 
Updegraff, 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Wright, Pa. 


Perkins, 

Reed, 

Ritchie, 

‘Taylor, Tenn. 

Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Williams, Ill. 
Wilson, Ohio. 
Woodard. 


McLaurin. 


Russell, Ga. 
Byan, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 
Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Simpson 
Sipe 
Snodgrass, 
Stallings, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, Ky. 
Storer, 
Straus, 

Tate, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, 

Turner, Ga. 
Turpin, 
Tyler. 

Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Walker, 
Washington, 
Wever, 

Wheeler, IL 
White, 

Whiting, 

Wiison, Wash. 
Wiison, W. Va. 
Woomer, 


Richardson, Mich. Wright, Mass. 


Robbins, 
Robinson, Pa. 


~* Rusk. 


So the conference report was agreed to. 


The Clerk announced the following pairs: 


Until further notice: 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HoPKINS of Illinois, 
Mr. OATES with Mr. Morse. 


Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. HAUGEN. 


Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. TAWNEY. 


nOyAT al at a* tah, Ew ‘ma Dp 
r. OTONE Of Kentu Ky With Mir. GEAR. 
Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WriGut of Pennsylvania. 


DINSMORE Ww ith Mr. D 


Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. Houk. — 


Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BouTeLLe. 
Mr. CoBE of \labam a wit 1 Mr. BABCO 
Mr. LAWSON with Mr. W ns 


Mr. WHITING with Mr. G!Lui of New Yor 
Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. ALDRICH. 


Mr. DENSON with Mr. RANDALL. 






Mr. LIVINGSTON with Mr. STORER. 
Mr. BURNES with Mr. ADA? r Ken 
Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. MILLikEN. 
Mr. CORNISH with Mr. Hoox) N York 
Mr. CABANISS with Mr. L 
Moon. 


Mr. ABBO' — Mr 
Mr. CLARKE of Al memen 
Mr. STAI aaah > with Mr. SCRANT 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. Grout. 

. HOOKER of Mississippi with Mr. CHICK ERING. 
. Moses with Mr. VAN Vooruis of New York. 
For this day: 

Mr. COVERT with Mr. \ VEVER 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. D1 
Mr. CRAIN with Mr. SETTLE. 

. TURNER of Georgia with Mr. Wa 
Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia with Mr. FuNK 

Mr. Sree with Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 

Mr. GEARY with Mr. WILson of Washington. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded 

On motion of Mr. CUMMINGS, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


MILITARY ACADEMY 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 3- 
sent a conference report on the bill (H.R. 5994) making appro 
priations for the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 

The § The Clerk will read the conference repo 


with \\ 








NGLEY. 


LEER. 


APPROPRIATION BILL 


SPEAKER. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The committee « 


of conference on the disagreeing vot of f the ty oO 





on the amendments.of the Senate Lo the bill H. R. 5004) ‘making app 
) Bris ations for the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 189 
and for other purposes,’ having met, after full and frec conference have 


agreed to reeommend 
lows 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 16, 24, and 
That the House rec ede from its disagreement to the amendment 
Senate numbered 1, 2,6,7,8,9, 10, 11, 12,13, 14, 17, 19, 20,21, 2 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement 
Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same 
In eu of the sum propose d 


and do recommend to their res] 


3, 26, 26, and 2 
to tae amendmen 

; with an anendment, a 
insert ‘* $20 and the Senate agr 






That the House reeede from its disagreement to the amendment of t 
Senate numbered 4, and agree to. tho same with an armendment, as follows 
In lieu of the sum proposed ins $560; and the Senate agree tothe same 

That the House recede from tts disagres ment to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered. 5, and agree to the same with an amendment, as [fol 


In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* #2,400;"’ and the Senate 
same. 


That the House recede from its disagi nt to the an 
Senate numbered 15, and agree to th Ln vith an an 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert $1 ) and th 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendme 


Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with amendments, a 
Strike out in line 6 of said amendments the words ‘‘ made availa! 
insert in lieu thereof the word “reappropriated,’’ and strike out in 
page 19, of the bill the follow “to be immediately available;”’ a 
Senate agree to the same 

That the House rev ‘ede sven its dis: sage 
Senate numbered 22, and :‘ stot 


rae nt to the 
ne with an 


amendmen 
endment, as follow 








In lieu of the sum "prop ed inser $1,460; and the Senate agree tothe 
same. 

That the House wocede from its disagreement to the ame 1 1ent of the 
Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follow 
In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 24, W00 wd the 


Senate agree to the same 
JOSEPH WHEELER, 
JOSHPH H. OUTHWAITE 
W. W. BOWERS, 
Managers on the part of ¢ 
CALVIN S. BRICI 
WILKINSON CALL 
Managers on the part of the Senate 
The report was pemcuree l in. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. |! 
company the conference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The managers on the part of 


end up the statement to ac- 


Touse on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendmentsof the Senate to the bill (EL R. 5804 making 
ypropriations for the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 
26, 1895,” submit the following written statement in explanationof the effect 
of the action of the c onfer ees a3 embodied in the conference report 
Amendment No. 1, as agreed to, proviiles that “hereafter no graduate of 
the Military Academy shall be as signed or det lto serve at said Acad- 
emy as a professor, instructor, or assistant to either withintwoyears after 
his graduation, and so much of the act of June 30, 1882, as requires a longer 
service than two years for said assignments or details is hereby repealed,”” 
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This amendment was recommended by the Secretary of War, and does not 
inc. case expenses. 

Sens No. 2, as agreed to, simply corrects an addition, increasing a 
total $12. 

Amendments Nos, 3, 4, and 5, as agreed to, increase the appropriation for 
pay of enlisted men from $280 to $560. 

mendment No, 6, as agreed to, provides “ that any of the foregoing sums 
for the department of chemistry, mineralogy, and geology not expended for 
the a named, poy be used in fittings of the laboratory of the new 
academic building.” This amendment does not increase expenses. 

Amendments Nos. 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 17}, 19, 20, 21, 23, 25, 26, and 29, as agreed 
to, strike out the words ‘to be immediately available.’’ Thess words be- 
came unnecessary, as after July 1 the whole appropriation becomes “ imme- 
diately available.” 

Amendment No, 14, as agreed to, also adds a total by incorporating these 
words, ‘in all, 8350." 

Amendment No. 15, as agreed to, appropriates $1,500 for water pipe, plumb- 
ing, re “ss, etc., which is $500 less than was recommended by the Secre- 
tary o ar. 

Amendment No. 16, as apres to, fixes the sppmcgsieten for contingencies 
for the Superintendent of the Academy at $1,000, the amount a 
by the House, the Senate having receded from its amendment. This is 8500 
less than was recommended by the Secretary of War. 

Amendment No. 17, as agreed to, strikes out the word ‘said,’ which does 
not affect the bill. 

Amendment No. 18, as agreed to, provides that ‘‘ the apgrverieticn of $2,000 
made by the act making appropriations for the support of the Military Acad- 
emy for the fiscal = ending June 30, 1894, for asphalt road and walk in 
front of and around the new gymnasi ts hereby reappropriated for the 
construction of said road and walk of asphalt or other suitable material.” 
This amendment does not increase the amount carried by the bill. The 
House agreed to the Senate amendment with an amendment. 

Amendment No. 22, as eed to, fixes the amount spereprieses for new 
mangers and general re s to interior of cavalry stables at $1,460. This is 
one thousand less than the Senate amendment, and one thousand less than 
the amount recommended by the Secretary of War. 

Amendment No. 24, as ed to, fixes the amount for “ building a breast- 
high masonry wall on each side of the road from north gate to entrance of 
postosmotery, "at8i1,000. Senaterecededfrom itsamendment. Theamount 
appropriate is $800 less than the Senate amendment, and $800 less than the 
amount recommended by the Secretary of War. 

Amendment No, 27, as eed to, fixes the amount appropriated for plac- 
ing gas ripe and gas fixtures throughout the barracks of Company E, Bat- 
talion of Engineers, at $300, the Senate having receded from its amendment. 
This is $100 less than the Senate amendment and 8100 less than the amount 
recommended by the Secre of War. 

Amendment No. 28, as ag to, appropriates 84,000 for one steam road 
roller. This is $500 less than the Senate amendment and §500 less than the 
amount recommended by the Secretary of War. 

The bill as it passed the House carried an appropriation of 

Which is less than any bill passed by Congress for the Military 
Academy since 1889, 

The Senate increased the bill 


Making the total amount 
The conference reduced the Senate amendments as follows: 
Pay of enlisted men cavalry detachment 
Water pipe, plumbing, and re 
Contingencies, Superintendent of Academy 
New mangers and repairs to stables 
Masonry wall from north gate to post cemetery 
Placing gas pipes in barracks 
Steam road roller 


Total reduction 


‘The net increase of the bill as agreed to in conference is 
Which added to the House bill 


Makes the total amount as agreed to and reported by the con- 
ferees 406, 523. 08 


JOSEPH WHEELER 
JOSEPH H. OUTHWAITE, 
W. W. BOWERS, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr.OUTHWAITE. Iask the previous question on the adop- 
tion of the report. 

Mr, MARSH. I want to take about a minute now. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let us have the previous question, and 
then I will yield to you as much time as you want, 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask my colleague on 
the committee—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I desire the previous question, and then 
I will yield to the gentleman. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Alabama, in charge of this bill, what the effect of the first 
amendment is there which has been agreed to in conference. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The law—— 

Mr. MARSH. I understand that under the existing law offi- 
cers may be detailed to take professorships in the colleges of the 
country, but that an officer is first required under the existing 
es Sere he can be detailed, to have rendered four years’ 
Service. ’ 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No, you are mistaken. The 
law a the officers can not be detailed for duty at the Academy 
until they have been in the Army four years. 

Mr. MARSH. That is the same thing. 

Mr. SICKLES. No. 

Mr. MARSH. puneeniy Gove it apply to West Point. I will 
— the correction, if it isa correction. Now, that question, 
Mr. Speaker, was carefully and very thoroughly considered in 
the committee. 


$401, 283. 08 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JULY 19, 


Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. Andadopted inthe committee. 

Mr. MARSH. And now you ask us—— 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And as I recall it was adopted 
unanimously. 

Mr. MARSH. If it was adopted it was not adopted unani- 
mously, for it was opposed by myself and the gentleman from 
Iowa|Mr. HULL] and others; and if it was adopted there, it was 
defeated in this House. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. No, it was not defeated; it went 
out on a point of order in this House. 

Mr. MARSH. Then it was defeated. 

Mr. SICKLES. It was ruled out. 

Mr. MARSH. Now, Mr. Speaker, in consideration of what | 
have said, and in consideration of the fact that I believe there 
is good ground for compelling these graduates of West Point to 
serve for four years in the open field before they are allowed to 
be detailed as teachers at West Point, I hope that the gentleman 
pie allow this House to have a separate vote upon that propo- 
sition. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It would be impossible to doso 
undertherules. LregretthatI could notcomply with my friend's 
request. 

Mr.MARSH. Itcan be done, Mr. Speaker, by unanimous con- 
sent. There is nothing that this House can not do by unanimous 
consent unless it be prohibited by the Constitution of the United 
States; and, in view of the fact that this legislation could not 
be adopted ey in this House upon an appropriation bill, 
and which could not be here to-day except by the action of the 
Senate in placing this amendment upon the Dill, in contraven- 
tion of the rules of this House, defying the rules of this House, 
1 ask unanimous consent that this House may have a vote upon 
that proposition. 

Mr. Speaker, I hold that a young gentleman just graduating 
from West Point is not the kind of man who should be placed 
in charge of the cadets who are there in that school. I hold 
that he ought to go out into the world, into active service; ho 
ought to come in contact with men of the world and with the 
soldiers and officers of the world. He ought to have four years 
of schooling outside of the walls of that Academy before he 
should be detailed to teach the young men of this country who 
are there being educated. 

Mr. SICKLES. Thatis right. I agree with you in that. 

Mr. MARSH. It is not only necessary that a teacher should 
have a good academic education, but he should know something 
of the world, especially when he is detailed to teach in the 
greatest military school of the world the young men of this 
country in military affairs. I hope that a separate vote will be 
taken and allow this House to vote upon this proposition, a 
proposition which is forced here against the rules of the House 
and which could not come into an appropriation bill under our 
rules, but is stuck on at the other end of the Capitol, in abso- 
lute disregard of the rules of this House, which is the body 
which represents most closely the people of this country. 

It is the body that furnishes the great mass of the scholars in 
that Military Academy. The members of this House are clothed, 
under the law, with the powerand right to nominate the great 
bulk of the young men who are in that Academy; and I think 
that this House ought to reserve to itself the right to have some 
voice in determining what shall be the character of the teachers 
who are placed over those yone men. ; 

I know it has been said in support of this proposition, if 
not here elsewhere, that when one of these young men gradu- 
ates and goes into the field and has four years of service there. 
he is thereby unfitted to teach the technical knowledge of that 
institution. Sir, I repudiate the idea that the graduates of 
West Point in four years of service in the field become unfitted 
for teaching. I think, on the contrary, that such service fits 
them to teach if they had the necessary academic knowledge b»- 
fore, for it enables them more intelligently to perform the du- 
ties of teachers. Now, all I ask is that this House, which has 
so great an interest in that school, shall have an opportunity tc 
vote separately on this proposition. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, it is because the 
House has such a great interest in this institution that we en- 
deavored to have this bill so framed as to meet the needs of the 
Academy in the best possible manner. The gentleman is mis- 
taken when he asserts that officers lose the ability to teach in 
the Academy by being out of it for four years. 

Mr. MARSH. The statement I made was made with due con- 
sideration. It was claimed in the room of the Committee on 
Military Affairs that one of the objections to men serving four 
years before they became teachers was that in that time they 
would have lost the technical knowledge which would fit them 
for teaching. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I think the gentleman is mis- 
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taken. I never heard that point made. The point made was NAYS—16. 
this, that at the end of four years of service the best officers have | Baker, N. H. Hull, Marshall, Stone, W. A. 
generally built up reputations which cause them to be assigned | Bundy, Kilgore, Meiklejohn, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
to other important duties, so that the best men can not be ob- eet m ne ad Wanger, 
tained as teachers in the Academy. The gentleman speaks of | °°” Ps re Wee, Cate. 
the necessity of having officers mix with the world forfour years ANSWERED “PRESENT "—12. 
before they are fitted to control cadets—— Bartholdt, Geissenhainer, Kyle, Outhwaite, 
Mr. MARSH. I said to teach. pesmery. connec, Ind. sue ‘ Pence, 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Or toteach. The gentleman, , rt cee ete — 
when he made that point, must have forgotten that the disci- NOT VOTING—166. 
pline at West Point is largely maintained by the cadets them- | Abbott, K Deepen, Kem, Russell, Ga, 
selves. They command the companies; they are the captains, | Ajj,en oe se. a. 
lieutenants, sergeants, and corporals; upon them depends al- | alien, ° Edmunds, Lefever, Settle, 
most entirely the discipline of the corps, and to say that those | Apsley, Elis, Ky. Linton, Shaw, 
gentlemen alter two years of service are not fitted to teach, is | yet % uc, | serge sl oe. mo 
certainly to contravene the experience of those who have had | Bankhead, Forman, Magner, | Simpson, 
charge of the Academy. To show my friend the difficulty that | Belden, Funk, Mallory, Sipe, 
has beenexperienced in getting proper officers for these duties, | f¢}} fol Re ty —a)> 
I will tell him that last year the superintendent had to apply | Beltzhoover, Gear, McAleer, Son. 
for thirteen different details before he was able to get a suita- | Blair, Gillet, N. Y. McDannold, Sorg, 
ble person to fill one of the positions at the Academy. coe Geman jcneun,” Stallings 
This bill only enlarges the field. It does not confine the de- | Boutelle, Gorman, ' McLaurin, Stephenson, 
tail to men of two years’ studies, but simply provides that men | Bower, N. C. Graham, MeMillin, Stevens, 
of two years’ studies shall not be excluded. I think thisis a very Breckinridee Ky a ae pea Sane, IY. 
important amendment. The House committee adopted it, but | Brown, "" Hager, Milliken, Strong, 
it went out on a point of order. Bunn, Hall, Minn. Montgomery, Talbott, Md. 
Mr. HULL. It was adopted by a very close vote and not, as ee — — Taylor ind. 
the gentleman stated a few minutes ago, almost unanimously. Cannon, IL Harmer, Moses, Thomas, 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I do not think the RECORD | Caruth, Harris, Murray, Turner, Ga. 
shows a close vote; I do not think it shows anything. But the | gjickerin® eee — aes VE. 
Senate committee adopted it, the Senate passed it unanimously, | Clarke. Ala. Haugen, Oates, Tylor, : 
the conferees agreed to it, and that, I think, ought to terminate | Cobb, Ala. Hayes, Ogden, Van Voorhis, N. ¥ 
the Stacussion of this question. I ask the adoption of the re- Cockran, Henderson, 1. Paynter, eeeworte, 
, Sogswell, enderson, lowa ost, Weadock, 
: Mr.MARSH. Mr. Speaker, I would like very much for this Cooper, Wis. Hendrix, Powers, Wells, P 
House to have a vote on that proposition, and inasmuch as unan- | ¢ eeae , lesan, con. aul, Wheeler, m 
imous consent can not be obtained, I know of no way by which | Grain, Holman, Rayner, White 
this House can take control of this amendment, placed upon the Cummings, Hooker, Miss. Reed, Whiting, 
bill by the Senate in defiance of the rules of this House—I know | Gurtis. } Hopkin Pa: Hey tern, Wines Weve 


of no way by which the House can reach that amendment and 
express its opinion upon it except by voting down the proposi- 
tionof the gentlemanfrom Alabama. I hope, therefore, that the 
House will vote it down and thereby take this matter into its 
own hands for consideration. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the conference re- 
port, the Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MARSH. [ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 100, noes 14. 

Mr. MARSH. No quorum. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Letus have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 157, nays 16, 
answered ‘‘ present” 12, not voting 166; as follows: 


YEAS—157. 
Adams, Pa, Cooper, Ind. Tkirt, Price, 
Alderson, Cooper, Tex. Izlar, Quigg, 
Aldrich, Cousins, Johnson, N. Dak. Richards, Ohio 
Alexander, Cox, Johnson, Ohio Richardson, Tenn. 
Arnold, Crawford, Jones, Ritchie, 
Bailey, Culberson, Kribbs, Robbins, 
Baker, Kans, Curtis, Kans. Lane, Robertson, La. 
Baldwin, Dailzell, Lapham, Russell, Conn. 
Barnes, Daniels, Latimer, Sayers, 
Bartlett, Davey, Layton, Schermerhorn, 
Barwig, Davis, Lester, Sherman, 
berry, De Armond, Lockwood, Sickles, 
Bingham, De Forest, Lynch, Stockdale, 
Black, Ga, Donovan, Maddox, Stone, C. W. 
Black, Ill, Doolittle, Maguire, Strait, 
Boen, Durborow, Mahon, Straus, 
Bowers, Cal. Ellis, Oregon McCall, Swanson, 
Branch, English, Cal. McCleary, Minn. Sweet, 
Bretz, English, N. J. McCreary, Ky. Talbert, S.C. 
Brickner, Epes, McCulloch, Tarsney, 
Broderick, Erdman, McDearmon, Tate, 
Brookshire, Everett, McEttrick, Taylor, Tenn. 
Broslus, Fielder, McKaig, Terry, 
Bryan, Fyan, McKeighan, Tracey, 
Burrows, Geary, McNagpny, Tucker, 
Bynum, Goldzier, McRae, Updegraf, 
Cadmus, Grady, Money, arner, 
cam etti, Gresham, sores \ Washington, 
Campbell, Griffin, Northway, Waugh, 
Cannon, Cal. Grosvenor, O'Neil, Mass. Wheeler, Ala. 
Ca) hart, Hainer, Page, Williams, Il. 
Catchings, Haines, Paschal, Williams, Miss. 
Causey, Hall, Mo. Patterson, Wise, 
Childs, Hatch, Payne, Wolverton, 
Clark, Mo, Heard, Pearson, Woodard, 
Cockrell, Henderson, N.C. Pendleton, Tex. Wright, Mass. 
Coffeen, Hines, Pendleton, W. Va. Wright, Pa. 
Conn, Hitt, Phillips, 
Coombs, Hulick, Pickler, 
Cooper, Fla. Hunter, Pigott, 


Dingley, Houk, Richardson, Mich. Woomer. 


Dinsmore, Hudson, Robinson, Pa. 
Dolliver, Hutcheson, Rusk, 

So the conference report was agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

For the rest of the day: 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland, with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Speaker, when my name was called I was 
absent in attendance upon a meeting of acommittee which was 
sitting by order of the House. I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the request. 

Mr. KYLE. Then I wish to be recorded as present, as I was 
in the House before the roll call was concluded. - 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be so recorded. 

Mr. BRICKNER. My colleague, Mr. SOMERS, was taken ill, 
and was obliged to go to his room. I ask that he be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. SOMERS was excused. 

Mr. PENCE. I believe I was not present when my name was 
called; but I was here during the roll call and I wish to be re- 
corded as present. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. When my name was called I was 
absent in attendance upon the meeting of the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. But I desire to be recorded as 
present. : 

Mr. DOCKERY. When myname was reached on the roll call 
I was absent on official business. I wish to be noted as present. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

On motion of Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6108) ‘‘ making appropria 
tion for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes,” having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4, 5,7, 9, 14, 17, 19, 20, 
21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 32, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 48, and 52. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2,8, 11, 12, 13, 16, 28, 29, 30, 31, 33, 34, 85, 36, 37, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 50, 
51, 53, 54, 55, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, and 67, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 3, and as<ree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Omit the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
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In lieu of the sum proposed insert *' 830,500;'"’ and the Senate agree to the 
ame 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 

Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same withan amendment as follows: 

In Heu of the sum proposed insert “$54,275;"’ and the Senate agree to the 

same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of tho 
Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$10,500;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the Honse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $25,000; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with an amendp;ent as follows: 
In liew of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $394,500;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
‘Belize (British Honduras) ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 56, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out the matter inserted by said amendment, and in lines 16 and 17, 
page 20 of the bill, strike out the words ‘‘eight hundred;”’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 66, andagree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In licu of the sum proposed insert “394,730;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 68, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the amended paragraph insert the folleming: 

“Commercial Bureau of American Republics, $10,000: Provided, That any 
moneys received from sale of the Bureau publications, from rents or other 
sources, may be paid into the Treasury as a credit in addition to the appro- 
priation, and may be drawn therefrom upon requisitions of the Secretary 
of State for the purpose of meeting the expenses of the Bureau.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

JAMES B. McCREARY, 


ROBERT R. HITT. 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JO, C. 8. BLACKBURN, 
CALVIN 8. BRICE, 
EUGENE HALE, 
, Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The report was concurred in. 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the diplo- 
matic and consular agprepmasicn. bill, submit the following written state- 
ment in explanation of the effect of the action recommended in the accom- 
panying conference report on the amendments of the Senate, namely: 

On amendments numbered 1, 2,3, 4,5, and 6: Fixes the salary of the minis- 
ter to Belgium at $10,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $7,500, as pro- 
posed by the House, and the salary of minister to Switzerland at $6,500, 
as proposed by the House, instead of $7,500, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment numbered 7: Provides for a ey legation and con- 
sul-general to Honolulu at 84,000, as by the House. 

On amendment numbered 8: Pro for asec of legation to Nicar- 
agua, Costa Rica, and Salvador, at $1,800, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendments numbered 9. and 10: Strikes out the Sen by 
the Senate for astenographer and typewriter for the rs at 
don, Paris, and Berlin at $1,500each. 

On amendments numbered 11, 12, 13, 14, and 15: Provides for interpreters 
to China and Turkey at $8,000 each, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 82,- 
000, as proposed by the House, and for an interpreter to Japan at £2,500, as 
proposed by the Senate, instead of $2,000, as pro by the House, and for 
an interpreter to Corea at 1600, as proposed by the Horse, instead of $1,000, as 
proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment numbered 16: Appropriates $105,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $100,000, as proposed by the House, for contingent expenses 
of foreign missions. 

On amendment numbered 17: Strikes out the vision appropriating 
95,000, peopeene by the Senate, to purchase of Mr. John H. Haswell certain 
manuscripts. 

On amendment numbered 18: Appropriates $25,000 instead of $20,000, as 
proposed by the House, and $30,000, as proposed by the Senate, for printing 
reports, maps, ete., of the prelimin survey of an intercontinental railway. 

in athendments numbered 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25,and 26: Makes provision for 
the salaries of the several consuis-general, as proposed by the House, in- 
stead of as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendments numbered 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 96, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 
44, 45, 40, 47,48, and 49, concerning the salaries of consuls, vice-consuls, and 
commercial agents: Appropriates $3,000 for the consul at Nuremberg, as 
proposed by the Senate, instead of 82,500, as oo by the House; $2,500 
for the consul at St. Thomas instead of $1,500, as proposed by the House; 
$2,000 for the.consul at Cologne, as pr sed by the House, instead of $2,500, 
Qs proposed by the Senate; 82,500 for the consul at Jerusalem, as proposed 
by the Senate, instead of $2,000, as proposed by the House; $2,000 each for the 
consuls at Bahia and Para, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $1,500, as 

yroposed by the House; #1,500 for the consul at Balize, British Honduras, 

nsteas of $2,000, as proposed by the Senate; $2,000 each for the consuls at 
Bermuda and Auckland, as proposed by the House, instead of $1,500, as pro- 
posed by the Sepate; and restores the appropriation of 8,000 by 
the House and stricken out by the Senate for the salary and expenses of a 
commercial agency at Boma, in the Lower K Basin. 

On amendments numbered 50, 51, 52, 58, 54, 7 57, 58, 50, 60, 61, 62, $8, 64, 65, 
and 6€: Appropriates in the aggregate 804,730, instead of 891,850, as proposed 
by the House, and $96,590 as proposed by the Senate, for allowance for clerk 

~ — —, ny 67 Appropriates $180,009, roposed by th 

On amendment number : as y the 
oe cement of $150,000, as proposed by the House, for cont nt expenses 

consulates. 

On amendment numbered 68: Appropriates $10,000, as proposed by the 
House, instead of 000, as proposed by the Senate, for the Commercial 
Bureau of American Republics. 

Tho bill as finally agreed upon apecceniaies $1,563,918.76, be $6,473.76 
more than the appropriations for the current fiscal year, $27,300 less than 
the bill as it passed the Senate, and $52,180 more than the bill as it passed 


the House. 
JAMES B. McCREARY, 
ROBERT R. HITT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the rep 
of the committee of conference. ; 

Mr. REED. I should like to inquire about some of thease jn- 
creases and the reasons that were given for them in conference, 
For instance, the salary of the minister to Belgium seems to hay 
been increased about $2, 500. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. As the country is somewhat poorer than it \ 
last year, Ishould like to know why the chairman of the H: 
committee consented to yield on this point. I hope he will sta; 
thereasons which seemed to him powerful enough to justify thi 
increase. 

Mr. MoCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the Sena 
amended the bill by increasing the salary of the minister ; 
Belgium from $7,500 to $10,000. The committee believed it \ 
proper to do this in order to put Belgium on an equality wit 
Peru, Chile, Turkey, and Colombia. Our ministers to th 
countries receive $10,000 each. At Brussels the expense o! 
ing is as high as it is atalmost any other place in Europe. 

If we are to have a minister at Brussels, it was believed by 
committee that he should be paid $10,000. The position i 
important one. All of the great nations of the world havo iin 
isters at Brussels, and it was deemed proper not to abolish ' 
Belgian mission. Our commercial relations with Belgium bh 
improved very much in the last few years, and a great interna. 
tional exposition is being held this year in Belgium, where cos\|y 
and important.exhibitsare being made by citizens of the Unit 
States. Our Government has been the recipient recent!) 
special courtesiesfrom Belgium. When our country was hur 
ing a place at which to hold the International Monetary Con/. 
ence an invitation was extended to the President of the Unite 
States by the Belgian Government to hold the conference 
Brussels, and there have been two other international confe 
ences held there. 

It was believed by the committee thatif we are to continue 
have a minister at Brussels, we should pay him a salary sui 
cient to enable him to live as comfortably there as at his ho: 
in the United States. Therefore the Belgian mission was rai: 
to the same rank with Peru, Chile, Turkey, and Colombia, th: 
being missions of the third class. 

Mr, REED. I presume the expediency of lowering the s 
aries paid to our ministers to ‘‘urkey, Peru, and those 0: 
nations was not suggested; nor was the poverty of our coun 
at the present time. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. No such proposition co 
have been considered, as the gentleman well knows, in a con- 
mittee of conference, because there was no disagreement a 
the salaries of ministers to the countries named. 

Mr. REED. Who is the gentleman who now occupies the 
sition as our minister at Brussels? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentueky. Mr. Ewing, of Illinois. 

Mr. REED. From what part of Illinois does he come? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Ido not know. 

Mr. REED. From Bloomington? 

Mr. MARSH. He comes from Bloomington, Ill. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. He is the cousin and the law p 
ner of the Vice-President. 

Mr. REED. I do not regard the fact that he is the law p 
ner of the Vice-President as one which should disqualify bh 
for receiving the increase which would naturally result fro 
the courteous treatment received by our representatives in th 
monetary conference at Brussels. [Laughter.] That isa pe 
fectly natural thing. I only want to get at the facts. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I would liketosay tothe ge 
tleman from Maine, in response to his suggession, that t 
amount appropriated in the diplomatic and consular appropr 
tion bill in the first session of the Fifty-first Congress, when 
was Speaker, was $1,710,815, and that the amount appropria 
by the pending bill is $1,563,000, or $147,000 less. Further, 
me state that the amount of the diplomatic and consular app 
priation bill passed at the first session of the Fifty-seco 
Congress was $1,684,500, and that the present appropriation b 
is $41,000 less than that. 

Mr, REED. Where is the gain? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. This bill appropriates le: 
t*in the appropriation bills of the years just named. 

Mr. RE D. But where do we make the gain on the busine 

A MEMBER. On a deficiency bill, perhaps. 

Mr. REED. Is it to be made on a deficiency bill that is to | 
introduced hereafter, as su — by a Democratic gentlem 
whom I will not mention? ° ughter.] 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
adoption of the report. 

Mr. REED. -I hope the gentleman is going to answer my 
question. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I thought I had answered it. 

Mr. REED. I wish to know where we make the gain of $4], 


Mr. Speaker, [ move the 
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000; whether it is for a deficiency bill in the future or whether 
it is in practical business a real, substantial gain? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. It is a real, substantial gain. 

Mr. REED. Then in what way do we gain it? 

Mr. McCCREARY of Kentucky. It will not be necessary, I 
think, to have any deficiency bill for the benefit of our foreign 


service. ao ; 
Mr. REED. But how about the gain of $41,000? How do we 
get that? 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Because certain appropria- 
tions made in the Congresses referred to are not made here. 

Mr. REED. For instance, what appropriations? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Well, there are quite anum- 
ber of items. 

Mr. REED. What are they, if the gentleman will kindly 
give the items? 

Mr. McCCREARY of Kentucky. 
all. 

Mr. REED. Well, the main body of them would be grateful 


Iam not able to give them 


to me. ‘ 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The amount appropriated for 
the prelimenary survey of the intercontinental railroad is one. 

Mr.REED. That is, we stop that job? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. That is not in this bill. 

Mr. REED. How much do we make on that? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I believe $65,000. 

Mr. REED. Well, that is a very good slice. 

Mr. MoCREARY of Kentueky. Wesave thatamount by not 
appropriating for that purpose. 

Mr. REED. In other words, we make $65,000, but do not get 
but $41,000. Is that the condition? 

Mr. MoCREARY of Kentucky. The amount of the bill is 
that much less than the amount earried in the preceding bill. 

Mr. REED. Then how abou! the minister to Switzerland? 
Is there an increase there? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentuc’;. The salary of the minister 
to Switzerland, under the Revised Statutes of the United Siates, 
is fixed at $7,500 a year. That salary was paid to him for a 
number of years, but it has been reduced, so that under the 

t bill he gets only $6,500. 

Mr. REED. ‘That is, you dock him $1,000. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. No, we do not do that; but 
the Senate allows the same amount that the House allowed in 
the appropriation bill, $6,500. 

Mr. REED. Did not the Senate demand a thousand more for 
him? 

Mr. MoCREARY of Keniucky. Yes, sir; but the House did 
not coneur. 

Mr. REED. Who is tho minister to Switzerland under this 
Administration? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentueky. 

Mr. REED, From St. Louis? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Yes; I believe from St. Louis. 

Mr. REED. Is that the gentleman who used to be a member 
of this body? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I think so. 

Mr. REED. It isa great pity he could not have received the 
sameconsideration that he would have received if he had gone to 
an Has there not been an increase in the cost of living 

re? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
Switzerland as in Brussels. 
teed” REED. And there wereno “‘conferences” there? [Laugh- 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. No. 

Mr. REED. Now, I must say it does seem to me the commit- 
tee on conference in this regard have failed to do their duty 
either one way or theother. I am quite certain that Mr. Broad- 

is as good a man as the Illinois man, the executive part- 
ner, and I do not think we ought to discriminate against one in 
favor of the other. Nor does it seem to me that we have really 
made any money out of the transaction. We have abandoned 
the international project, which was to take railroads down 
through the Central American States, and got $65,000 out of 
that, according to the statement of the gentleman from Ken- 
tmcky. That ought to be “a dead open-and-shut game.” But 
instead of that amount, $20,000 or more of it has been spent in 
the return of courtesies which were rendered by the Brussels 
people on the occasions mentioned by the gentleman from Ken- 

ucky. 

Now I can not quite understand the logical connection between 
the courteous action of the Brussels Government and our giv- 
ne. our minister more money. There does not, somehow or 
Other, seem to be any logi connection between those two 
things, and I was in hopes that the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. McCreary] would make that a little plainer. But per- 


Mr. Broadhead. 


Living is not so expensive in 





ee 





haps he has made it plain enough to enable his Democratic 
brethren to pass the bill. Only [ want to say here and now 
that it is perfectly evident that we are $24,000 more extravagant 
than the wicked persons who preceded us; and $24,000 with a 
ruined country is a good deal. We are $24,000 worse than the 
most extravagant Congress except one—the Congress which 
immediately followed it; $24,000 worse than that Congress, and 
Democrats are proposing to pass that bill and to do so without 
a single—I will not say without a single whimper, because I 
have noticed on the countenances of Democrats in f me a 
sort of approval of my idea, although they failed to approve of 
my action. 

Mr. COOMBS. 


[ should like toask the gentleman from Main 


| [Mr. REED] a question. 


Mr. REED. 


{[ was in hopes the gentleman from Brooklyn 
would appear, because I was quite sure that the Demoeratic de 
fense would not be complete without him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COOMBS. I shall not attempt to match the gentleman’ 
kind of wit, but [ want to ask him this question: Does he not 
think it is important that as American commerce extends it 
field abroad we should be better represented, and that we should 
spend more money in our representation? I ask that inall ean 
dor. 

Mr. REED. [am going to answer it in perfect courtesy. | 
can only say that this salary seems to be anticipatory of th: 
merce which is going to eccur. Perhaps on the gentleman's 
principle it might be well enough to wait until the commerce 
had happened. The Democratic party is hopeful always, on im 
possible subjects. It is always hopeful about the increase of our 
foreign commerce. It never seems to be quite hopeful of the 
increase of our internal commerce, but curiously enough the for 
eign commerce does not seem in the Democratic mind to bear 
any relation to the increase of internal commerce. 

Now, I can not see the slightest connection between the min- 
ister at Brussels and the commerce of the United States. Yet 
if the gentleman from New York [Mr. Coomss] does, I will say 
frankly to him that this increase does not trouble me. What 
I say about it is that logically it ought to trouble the Democratic 
brother, and I am awaiting some expression on his part, after 
this exposition of this increase has been made, at a time when 
we were bound to be the most economical. The only reason or 
suggestion yet offered is by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CoomsBs]|, who says that it ought to be done onaccount of a com- 
merce which has not yet occurred. 

Mr. COOMBS. I did not say that. 

Mr. REED. Well, I add that. 

Mr. COOMBS. Our remarks are addressed from different 
standpoints. The gentleman from Maine made the remark that 
the total of the bill had increased, after deducting that $65,000 
for an intercontinental railroad survey. I point out the fact 
that within the last two years our commerce to all South Amer 
ican and Central American ports has increased enormously. 

Several MEMBERS on the Republican side. Under reciprocity. 

Mr. REED. That seems to be the result of reciprocity, as 
gentlemen around me remark. 

Mr. COOMBS. Do you honesily believe that the consular 
service of the Government should be crippled by too much econ- 
omy? 

Mr. REED. The gentleman is a little superfluous in his 
tion when he asks me if I ‘“‘ honestly” believe. Whenever I be- 
lieve, I always do it honestly, and [ beg to say that I am in ae- 
cord with him in the increase of the consular service, and as he 
is a little outside of the Democratic party in that respect, my 
remarks were not at all addressed to him. But I was referring 
to some of the gentlemen whom I see in front of me, who are so 
strongly in favor of economy and do not pay any attention to 
the considerations so ably urged by the gentleman from New 


com 


}ues 


York, either upon this or any other commercial question 
[Laughter.] I was not addressing my remarks tohim. He and 
I are in accord on these points; but 1 am referring to those per- 


sons from the interior regions who do not fully understand t 


necessities of the case and-whose emotions are not world-wide. 
Mr. COOMBS. In answer to the remarks of the gentleman, 
fully understand the necessity of making all kinds of political 
capital out of this that you can, even although you have to pick 
up little shreds here and there; but I do not believe you want to 
record yourself as being in favor of too much economy in ex 
penditures for the consular service. 


Mr. REED. Did you ever know mo to record myself in favor 
f anything Democratic, speaking ina party sense? Why, you 


are revolting against your party! [Laughter. ee 
Iam only pointing out to your party how inconsistent 1t 1s to 
increase the salary of the minister to Brusse!s as compared with 
their pledgesofeconomy. Thatisall. [donot think, after the 
gentleman from New York has examined the matter, that he 
will desire to interfére. I simply want to see if this Demecrati: 
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House wants to vote this increasea expenditure without any 
good reason. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I move the previous question 
on the adoption of the report. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereo! the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the report of the committee of confer- 
ence was agreed to was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a report 
from the Committee on Rules. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this resolution the 
House shall proceed to the consideration of House Resolution No. 20; that 
on Friday, the 20th instant, after the second morning hour, the considera- 
tion of said resolution shall be resumed, and at the hour of 4 o’clock the 
previous question shall be considered as ordered on the amendments, if any, 
and pe sae passage of the bill, and the vote shall then be taken without 
at Saturday, the 2ist instant, after the second morning hour, it shall 
proceed to the consideration of House bill 3249; that at the hour of 4 p. m. 
the previous question shall be considered as ordered on the amendments, if 
any, and on the bill to its final passage; and the vote shall then be taken 
without Ccelay. 

This order not to interfere with conference reports, or revenue bills, or 
general appropriation bills. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
they are referred to only by number. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The bill which is to be considered to- 
morrow is one reported from the Committee on Elections of 
President and Vice-President and et ene yet in Congress, 
which looks to a constitutional amendment so as to have Sena- 
tors elected by the people. 

Now the next, for Saturday, is a bill reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, ee that all postal clerks who 
were dismissed from the Railway Mail Service between the 15th 
day of March and the Ist day of May, 1889, shall be eligible to 
appointment. 

r. PAYNE. Does not the gentleman think that is a great 
deal of time for the discussion of that amendment in connection 
with the election of Senators? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. This last bill, reported from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, is a bill that under the rules of the House should go 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. I would like 
to know if this resolution is adopted ifit prohibits the question 
of consideration being raised. I desire to make the point of 
order against this bill that the Committee on the Judiciary has 
no jurisdiction over it, and to state that thereis a bill now pend- 
ing before the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service em- 
bod ing the same question. 

The SPEAKER. It does not occur to the Chair that that 
question could arise now. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The reason why I ask that ques- 
tion now is the day is baing set for consideration; and if I do 
not raise the point now will I not be precluded from raising it 
hereafter? 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman will recollect that this isa 

ublic bill and nota a bill. A committee may get juris- 
Tiction of a public bill, if not a bill providing for a claim, by 
reference; and even if it be an erroneous reference, yet, when 
the committee acts upon it and makes a report, there is no way 
of undoing that work in the case of a public bill, and that is 
because a private bill is referred by the member and not by the 


Speaker. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If this resolution is adopted, will 
I have the parliamentary right to raise the question of consid- 
eration on that bill? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman mean as to the right 
of the committee to eee 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I mean if this resolution now re- 
ported from the Committee on Rules is o on Saturday 
when this bill is taken up, will I have the par en 
lege of raising the question of consideration, or anymember who 
seeks to raise that question? 

The SPEAKER. [If the bill is made a #pecial order the Chair 
does not think the gentleman would have that right. Without 
having looked up the precedents on the subject, it seems if the 
order be adopted it would provide that it should be considered 
at that time. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. REED. I desire to say a word about the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. But the matter has been debated before the 
previous question was ordered. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


I demand the previous question. 
[I desire to inquire what bills they are, as 


y r ( 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the joint resolution 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 
Jointresolution (H. Res. 20) proposing an amendment to the Constitution 

providing that Senators shall be elected by the people of the several States. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein} 
That in lieu of the first paragraph of section 3 of Article I of the Constity’ 
tion of the United States, and in lieu of so much of paragraph 2 of the sama 
section as relates to the filling of vacancies, and in lieu of all of paragraph 
1 of section 4 of said Article I, in so far as the same relates to any auth: rity 
in Congress to make or alter regulations as to the times or manner of hold 
ing elections for Senators, the following be proposed as an amendment to 
the Constitution, which shall be valid to all intents and purposes as part of 
— Constitution when ratified by the Legislatures of three-fourths of the 
States. 

‘The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators from 
each State, elected by the psople thereof, at large, for six years; and each 
Senator shall have one vote. The electors in each State shall have the 
qualifications requisite for electors of the most numerous branch of the 
State Legislature. y 

“The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators shal! }y 
as prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof. 

‘When vacancies happen in the representation of any State in the Senate 
the executive authority of such State shall issue writs of election to fill such 
vacancies: Provided, That the Legislature of any State may empower th¢ 
executive thereof to make temporary appointments until the people fil! th: 
vacancies by election, as the Legislature may direct. 

“This amendment shall not be so construed as to affect the election or 
a of any Senator chosen before it becomes valid as part of the Constity 

on. 

Mr. TUCKER. I do not desire to occupy the time of th 
House in any discussion of this measure. Two years ago [| dis. 
cussed it as fully as I know how. I have had the resolution 
read. [t is identically in the same words as the resolution 
which passed the House two years agowithout adivision. With 
this statement, and reserving my time, I yield the floor’ to the 
gentleman from Missouri, Mr. DE ARMOND. 

‘The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Virginia reserves 
his time, the Chair will now recognize some gentleman in op- 
position to the joint resolution, if any one desires recognition. 

Mr. TUCKER. I suggest, then, that the gentleman from 
Ohio, Mr. NORTHWAY, be now recognized. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Ishould prefer to be recognized later. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND]. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, as has already been stated 
to the House, the joint resolution now pending is a copy of one 
which was reported from the same committee in the last House 
and adopted by that body. That resolution, having passed the 
House, went to the Senate, since which time nothing has been 
heard from it. 

In the formation of the Constitution, Mr. Speaker, while the 
general design was to establish a government by the people, to 
recognize the fundamental principle that the people themselves 
are the source of all power, and that all just government ema- 
nates from them, the framers of our Constitution, with mon- 
archies all about them, naturally retained some features of a 
monarchical character, which we believe have been shown by 
the lapse of time and by experience to be unnecessary if not 
positively harmful. 

Among those features of arbitrary power are the veto power 
of the President as it exists, the life tenure of the United States 
judiciary, and the long term of office and the peculiar method of 
selection of United States Senators. Toone of these features, 
the election of Senators, public attention has for some time 
been directed, and we believe that a well-founded public senti- 
ment now exists in favor of changing the manner of electing 
these important legislators, and that it is the desire of the peo- 

le—a'natural desire, a desire the gratification of which wil! 

ure to the good of the country and the perpetuity of the Gov- 

ernment—that the Senators shall be elected more directly than 
now by the ple themselves. - 

In order that the people may have the opportunity to pass on 
this proposition and, if it meets with their approval, to make a 
change in the fundamental law of the land, this joint resolution has 
been introduced and has been reported back to this House, as 2 
resolution precisely the same was reported to the last House. 

I will not detain the House with any minute discussion of the 
supposed abuses which exist in the present method of electing 
United States Senators. It is enough for my purpose at present 
to say that it is the conviction, [ believe, of a very large pro- 

rtion of the people that if the Senators were elected by popu- 
ar vote, they would feel to a greater extent their responsibility 
to the people, and in the discharge of their legislative functions 
would more nearly and more surely meet the reasonable expec- 
tations of the people. 

It is a notorious fact that in nota few instances in the history 
of this country, particularly its more recent history, persons 
have been elected to membership in the United States Senate by 
the present method of selection by the Legislatures of the var! 
ous States, who certainly would not have been chosen had the 
choice been left with the people. It is further true that in some 
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instances at least the persons thus chosen were not, perhaps are 
not, average Senators in ability, in character, in usefulness, and 
have not, to the full extent to which they ought to have, if they 
were the proper sort of men, selected in the proper way, the 
confidence and support of those whom they were chosen to rep- 

sent. 
mt is true, I think, that in some instances men have been se- 
lected by the powerful agencies and influences of special inter- 
ests, corporations, or other aggregations of wealth and power; 
and, without dwelling upon recent history, I think that even 
now the transaction of business in the Senate would be more sat- 
isfactory to the country, and more nearly in accord with the de- 
cisions of the people at the polls, if some of the men who are 
members in that body were to give place to those who would be 
selected, or who would have been selected, had a different method 
beenemployed. Obscure, unknown men, men supported by pow- 
erful interests—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
tion? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. What does the gentleman say of 
the recent experience of the Democratic party in the State of 
Illinois in the selection of a candidate for the United States 
Senate? All over that State a distinguished member of this 
House was recognized as the favorite of his party. . Probably 
nine-tenths of the Democrats in the State of [llinois—— 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Does the gentleman desire to make a 
speech in my time, or, as he proposed, simply to ask a ques- 
tion’ 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois.“ I just want to ask the gentleman 
a question. 

r. DE ARMOND. Then please address yourself to the ques- 


tion. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Probably nine-tenths of the 
Democrats in the State of Illinois would have selected the gen- 
tleman to whom I have referred in preference to the man who 
was selected by the convention—— 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, Ican not yield for aspeech. 
If the gentleman desires to ask a question let him ask it. I 
yield for that. : 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Well, does the gentleman believe 
that the recent selection of a candidate for United States Sena- 
tor by the Democratic party in Illinois is an illustration of the 
benefits that would result from the adoption of the law which he 
now advocates? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. This gentleman believes, Mr. Speaker, 
that different men have very different ideas of propriety in de- 
bate. I was addressing myself to the general question of 
whether or not there should be a change in the method of se- 
lecting Senators of the United States. According to the idea 
of propriety which evidently obtains with the gentleman from 
Illinois it is appropriate, and may perhaps be thought smart, to 
Geert to inject a speech of his into the remarks of someone 
elise, 

Now, Iam by no means vain in my judgment of my own re- 
marks, but I do really believe that they would not be greatly 
improved, on an average, by the incorporation intothem of such 
suggestions as that which the gentleman from Illinois has just 
made. (Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I believe this: that the principles and platform on which the 
Democratic party in Illinois is at present acting and proceeding | 
are a vast improvement over any which its great adversary has 
adopted in that State, or, up to this time, elsewhere in this 
er 

Coming back now to the question of — 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
does not answer my question. 

Mr. DEARMOND. The “gentleman from Missouri” does 
not propose to be diverted from the line of his argument. 

Mr. HOPKINS of I[liinois. After what the gentleman has 
said, I submit that I am entitled to a reply. 

Mr. DEARMOND. I presume the gentleman will have the 
floor in due time in his own right. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. [ do not desire the floor— 

Mr. DE ARMOND. And I do not desire the gentleman to 
interpose his remarks in my time. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman allowed me to ask | 
a question, and instead of answering it he has made a state- 
ment—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
declines to be interrupted and is entitled to proceed unless he 
yields the floor by his own consent. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I do not yield to the gentleman. 

I fancy, Mr. Speaker, that it is not at all an entertaining per- | 
formance to this House,and certainly not an instructive one to 
the members present, to consume the time of the House in such | 


Will the gentleman permit aques- 


The gentleman from Missouri | 
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a colloquy as the gentleman from Illinois would like to indulge 
in as a partof these proceedings. In considering whether there 
should be a change in the fundamental law in regard to the elec- 
tion of the members of one of the branches of the National Leg- 
islature, how trivial it must seem to insist upon getting the opin- 
ion of a Representative from some other State, as to whether the 
Democracy of Illinois should have nominated for Senator Frank- 
lin MacVeagh or Gen. JOHN C. BLACK! 


As far as I know, each of these gentlemen isinfinitely superior 
in material for making a good, useful, and honest United States 
Senator to any man who is likely to be put up for that high 
ode). the party in opposition. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 


But, Mr. Speaker, I was saying when the gentleman from IIli- 
nois desired to have an expression of my opinion upon this sub- 
ject, as to the choice between Mr. BLACK and Mr. McVeagh, 
that I believe, without going into particulars, that if some per- 


sons now occupying seats in the United States Senate had been 
compelled when the time came for the selection of representa- 
tives from their several States to sit in that body, to submit 


their claims or their ambitions to the judgment of the great 
populace—the voting people of their States—the high place 
which knows them now would never have known them, and that 
there would be in their places men who would more nearly rep- 
resent those whom they ought to represent, but perhaps do not 
represent fully or fairly. 

Now,asI have said already,when this Government was formed 
those who formed it looked abroad into the world and saw every- 
where arbitrary governments—saw monarchical governments 
prevailing. Their experiment was a great and a grand but to 
some extent a most hazardous one. They determined to found 
here, on this continent, a government of the people. 

While some of them would have gone the full length, looking 
far enough into the future and realizing in advance the vast ca- 
pacity, the splendid ability,o! our American people for self- 
government; would have thrown away all of the shackles and 
forms of arbitrary government which were in part retained 
others, less hopeful, more cautious, less bold in their views, in- 
sisted on retaining in our form of government some of those 
hampering influences and agencies which were borrowed, in 
some degree at least, from the monarchical governments sur- 
rounding them. 

I believe the experience and the demonstrations which we 
have in this Goverment of ours, in its century of existence, are 
sufficient to convince us that the experiment is not a failure, is 
not destined to be a failure, if we follow it logically and as we 
should, and insure actual free government to all the people of 
the American Republic. 

Mr. Speaker, the dangers which menace us to-day do not arise 
from trust and reliance in the common people of the country. 
There is no serious danger from misguided influences or evil 
motives originating amongst the people themselves, because the 
judgment of the people in the mainis sound, and the motives of 
the vast body of American citizens are in the main pure, lofty, 
and conservative. 

But thedangers which threaten us,and the dangers which we 
must meet and conquer, unless we would lave our Government 
overthrown, and this experiment of a free Government by the 
people perish, are dangers from other directions, from the con- 
centration of power, from the neglect of the rights, wishes, and 
majesty of the people by the powers, influences, and traditions olf 
I believe the apprehensions felt in 
respect to the House of Representatives, its members coming 


| fresh from the people, liable to be influenced by popular excite- 
| ment and prejudices and the moving sentiments of the hour —I 


believe such apprehensions, based really upon distrust of the 
people, may well be dismissed. 

With ail its uncertainty, with all of its vagaries, here, in the 
membership of this House, is the great representative body of 
all of the American people; here after all is the place in this 
Government where, when necessary, can be heard the voice of 
the common people; and here, if necessary, is where the rights 
of the people will be asserted; and where, so far as the consti- 


| tutional power of this body goes, those rights will be protected 


and enforced. [Applause.] 

I believe to-day that instead of the other body, the so-called 
conservative body, the so-called ‘‘ balance wheel” in the ma- 
chinery of the Government—instead of that being a source of 
safety and of benefit to the country as contradistinguished from 
this body, the eyes of the people turn here in hope, and the eyes 


| and the thoughts of the people turnin the other direction, to the 


other end of this massive and splendid Capitol, in dread and ap- 
prehension. 

I believe that where the popular voice may be heard, where 
the popular feelings may be echoed, where the popular needs 
may be proclaimed, the rights of the people are far safer than 
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where tradition rules over roason, and where so-called ‘‘ cour- 
tesy ” has far the better of principle. 

I believe, sir, that that other body, the Senate, so far as all 
useful conservative features that inhere in it or can justly or 

oreperly inhere in it are concerned, will be a far better body if 
its members are selected directly by the people. 

I believe it is far more difficult to impose upon the people of 
a whole State than upon a few of them an unworthy man; un- 
worthy beeause he lacks sufficient intellectual ability or suffi- 
cient moral stamina; unworthy because he is under bad influ- 
enees, because he will look after special interests instead of 
great general public interests. I believe the chances of impos- 
ing such a man upon the people of a great State, in the full light 
of the discussion which takes place in campaigns when impor- 
tant officers are selected, will be less than the prospect of his 
imposing himself upon a Legislature, or of a Legislature inflict- 
ing him upon the people. 

There is comparative safety where a man may be judged in 
the open field, in the full light-of day, aecording to what he is 
and what he stands for, what he probably will be, scanning his 
future by his present and his past. Im view of all these things, 
may we not safely conclude that, upon the whole and on the aver- 
age, the people themselves, if given the power, will elect better, 
truer, more reliable men to the Senate, men of greater intelli- 
gence, men more completely in sympathy with the people, men 
better grounded in the principles of republican institutions, men 
freer from all influences adverse to the rights and interests and 
welfare of the great people of the Commonwealth represented. 

Believing these things, I believe that this House, and of course 
I believe that the Senate also should adopt this resolution and 
submit to the Legislatures of the several States the question of 
whether there shall be a change in the methodof electing Sen- 
ators. 

Now, one word as to what the change should be, if a change 
be made atall. It has been suggested and it-may be again—I do 
not knew whether it will be or not—that there should be a sortof 
optional feature about the election of Senators; that this is bet- 
ter, as a matter of reason and principle; is more likely to pre- 
vail, and therefore is better as a matter of y than some 
fixed method for choosing Senators. At first blush the sugges- 
tion is attractive and the argument in support of it specicus. 
At first blush, the reasons urged in favor of such a proposition 
may appear convincing, but upon analysis and reflection a dif- 
ferent conelusion, I think, will be reached. 

The preseat method of selecting Senators is or is not to be 
preferred to the method of selecting them more directly by the 
people. If the present method of selecting Senators is better 
than their selection by a direct vote of the people, then_no 
change should be made—not only no change all over the Union, 
but ne change in any State of the Union. 

If, on the other hand, it is better that Senators be elected by 
a direet vote of the people than by the several State Legisla- 
tures, then it is better, not in one State merely, it is better, not 
merely to get A instead of B into the Senate from one ticu- 
lar State, but it is better as a system; itis better upon eetadinte. 
it is better because it will give the American people a better 
lawmaking body at the other end of this Capitol. 

Now, while as a citizen of Missouri—whose present Senators 
would have been chosen by the sovereign people voting di- 
reetly—I may feel greatly interested in the determination of 
who shall be selected from that great State to membership in 
the United States Senate; yet the people of Missouri, in their 
interest in legislation, are as much affected by the vote for the 
right or the vote for the wrong if the vote be cast by a Senator 
from the distant State of New Hampshire as if it comes from a 
Missouri Senator. 

When a question of great publie interest—as, for instance, 
the tariff question—is pending in the Senate, to be disposed of — 
I say ‘to be disposed of,” although I speak also, at the same 
time, and in the same connection, of the United States Senate 
[laughter|—when a great question is pending in the United 
States Senate to be disposed of, it is important to the people all 
over this country what the action of the Senate sh be; not 
merely how a Senator from any particular State (unless his vote 
may determine the issue) shall vote, or whether he shall vote 
and fight for the right or shall vote and contend for the wrong, 
or by secret and dishonest devices, by dark and devious ways, 
conspire with the enemy to thwart the right while pretending 
to be its apostle. 

It is important to the people how the legislation shall result, 
and let me not forget to add, when the result shall be reached, 
as to what the actionshall be, as to whether the pending measure 
shall pass or shall be defeated; and if it pass, in what form and 
of what substance it shall be when it does pass. 

Now then the proposition embodied in this resolution toamend 
the Constitution is for a uniform amendment. If it be adopted, 
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Senators will not be elected anywhere in this Union except 
the direct votes of the people of an entire State. 

It has been suggested, as I have said, in behalf of the othe, 
theory, that if you propose a kind of automatic plan by which 
you can in one case elect by the people, then swing back and 
elect by the Legislature, or in the first instance elect by the Leg. 
islature and then by a change of the law or by a constitution: 
change elect by the people—electing in one State by the Ley 
lature and in another State by the people—the persons opposed 
to amending the Constitution will be less violent in their oppo. 
sition, will be likely to yield something of their opposition, jn. 
asmuch as their State will not be forced to adopt the new scheme 
and thence it is argued an amendment to the Constitution } 
which some States may elect Senators by a direct vote of | 
people and others by the present course will be more lik: 
pass House and Senate and be ratified by the Legislatur 
three-fourths of the States. 

The legislater who rests upon that hope is hugging a d 
sion. Tellme where is there a manin this House, or where ip 
the other body, who is opposed to the election of Senators 
direct vote of the people, but who is in favor of any amend me: 
which will permit such election anywhere? How does a man 
if he is opposed to the eleetion of Senators by the people, kn 
that the question will not soon be a burning one in his own Stat 

How does ne know that if an amendment be adopted by wh 
the people of a State may elect. Senators by their own votes in 
stead by vote of the Legislature, there may not be a party in th 
State, powerful and aggressive, demanding that Senators in tha: 
State be chosen by direct vote of the people? The fact is, it 
almost. certain that that condition of things would arise in ev: 
State in this Union. 

I do not believe there is in a single State such complete 
proval of and satisfaction with the present method of electing 
United States Senators thatavery considerable number of pe 
will not be found, if the opportunity be opened to them, favo: 
able to electing Senators by direct. vote of the people. Ineve: 
State it would be a source of ceaseless agitation. You change 
from election by the Legislature to election by popular vote 
—— making the change by a close vote. An effort will b 
made by those opposed to that change, and who favor the old 
method, toswing back. The question remains unsettled. [t i: 
a question that might overshadow and injuriously affect othe 
great questions. 

So { think upon principle, as well as for policy sake, forever, 
reason that can be urged, when you consider it fairly, we shoul! 
either adhere to the present method for all the Senators electe'! 
and to be elected in the United States, or should change t!: 
method for all. This amendment preserves to the Senators noy 
eleeted, or who may be in office at the time of its ratification | 
the States, if itbe ratified, the full right to their Senatorial sea‘ 
as though they had been chosen by popular election. 

This of course is necessary for reasons unnecessary to st.! 
and undoubtedly proper. But if we decide to make the chan; 
then let there be no question in Rhode Island, in Missouri, 
California, or anywhere, as to whether the election of Senators 
shall be by popular vote or by the Legislature. Let it be fi 
and settled eS the fundamental law of the land, if the Consti' 
tion is to be amended at all, that the selection there and e!): 
where in the Union shall be by direct vote of the people. 

No man here will vote, unless he does it merely as a matter | 
policy, with a view of killing the resolution, for an option«! 
proposition, who will not vote for one that has nothing option 
in it. Noman at the other end of the Capitol, unless actuate: 
by similar motives, will cast a like vote. No member of a Legis- 
lature will vote to ratify an amendment to the Constitution 
opposed to electing Senators by the method to be employed, 
thatamendmentshall become a part of the Constitution, becaus 
he, in great magnanimity,in Pickwickian generosity, is entire!) 
willing that somebody somewhere may have an opportunity to 
elect Senators in a particular way which he does not approv: 

We have tried for a century the present method of electin: 
Senators. It has hadafair trial. If it has justified itself i: 
ought not to be changed. It isa great and serious thing to 
change so magnificent and mighty an instrument as the Federa. 
Constitution. It ought not to be done lightly. If done, thos 
who do it ought not to say in the doing of it that a do not 
know whether they wish to do what they are doing or that they 
merely wish to experiment to give the people an opportunity to 
try this or that project. 

he man who votes for a change of the Constitution should > 
prepared to put something definite, fixed, uniform, settled, im 
movable, clearly understood, into the Constitution in addition 
to what is there or in place of that which he would eliminate. 

Mr. Speaker, having spoken briefly upon this question when 
it was up before, and not having any desire whatever to weary 
the House, and feeling that the question having been consid- 
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of the country, having been so frequently in the newspapers, 
there being such pronounced sentiments here and there in re- 
gard to it, feeling that every member of this House has his 
own mind made up as to how he should vote, and conceding to 
everybody what I claim for myself, the right and the duty to 
vote as his judgment shall lead him, I feel that { ought not 
longer todetain the House. Therefore,I yield the floor, reserv- 
ing the remainder of my time. 

ier. RAY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion as to the meaning of this resolution? 

Mr. DEARMOND. Yes. 

Mr. RAY. The resolution says: 


That in lieu of the first paragraph of section 3 of ArticleI of the Cousti- 
tution of the United States, and in lieu of so much of paragraph 2 of the 
same section as relates to the sang of vacancies, and in lieu of all of para- 
graph 1 of section 4 of said Article I, in so far as the same relates to any 
Snthority in Congress to make or alter regulations as to the times or man- 
ner of holding elections for Senators, the following be proposed as an 
amendment to the Constitution: 


each State, elected by the people thereof, at large, for six years; and each 
Senator shall have ono vote. The electors in each State shall have the 

nalifications requisite for electors of the most numerous branch of the 
State Legislatures. 


And then: 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators shall be 
as prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof. 

Now, it is the intention to leave out of this resolution so 
much of section 4of the Constitution that I find there now,which 
reads: 

But the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such regulations, 
except as to the places of choosing Senators. 

It is not intended to have any such language apply to the 
election of Senators, is it? 
what is your purpose? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I am very happy, Mr. Speaker, to be 
able to say that I think the gentleman from New York has a 
correct understanding of that proposition. The fact is, might 
further add, that I do not see how anybody could have an in- 
correct understanding of it, inasmuch as it proposes to take out 
I take it that is 


How do you understand that, or 


certain words and substitute certain others. 
what it means. 

Mr. RAY. Very good. Is it your purpose by this resolution 
or does the resolution in your judgment have the effect of tak- 
ing out of section 4 that part in which it says— 

Butthe Congress may at any time by law makcor alter such regulations— 


Insofar as that language applies to the election of Represent- 
atives in Congress? Does it leave that part of the Constitution 
in so that it will apply hereafter if achange is made in the mode 
of the election of Senators? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I hardly see that there is 
any question of judgment involved in the inquiry of the gentle- 
man from New York. It is simply a question of reading plain 
language and understanding plain language when one reads it. 

Now, then, for the benefit—for I want to be accommodating 
when I can be—of the gentleman from New York, and not for 
the benefit of any other gentleman upon the floor, because I be- 
lieve anybody who will examine it closely will understand that 
it does notneed any explanation, I will say that if he will give the 
resolution an attentive reading I am satisfied he will under- | 
stand that the purpose is, and that the effect would be, upon 
the adoption of this amendment to the Constitution, to leave 
the times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators 
to be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof. It 
would shut out and prevent Federal interference in the election | 
of Senators when the election takes place by the vote of the peo- 
ple at popular elections. Now, then, I have no time to discuss 
that proposition. 

Mr. RAY. It would not, in your judgment, and is not in- 
tended by you or the gentleman in charge, so far as you know, 
to change the Constitution insofar as it applies to the election | 
of Representatives. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I think, sir, that it has no reference to 
that and says nothing about it, but leaves it precisely as it is. 

Mr. RAY. Then as it is, there would be two rules; one for 
= election of Senators and one for the election of Representa- 

ves. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Having already concluded my remarks, 
{ will add, sofar as the gentleman from New York isconcerned. 
and I do not want to weary the House so near the adjournment | 
hour, if he will look over the resolution and if he 
Constitution, a night's careful reflection wil bring him to an ac- 
curate conclusion upon these things without any aid from me. 

Mr. RAY. I was going to ask the gentleman another ques- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ered so much in public gatherings and among the 


Then follows your proposition; which is: 
The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators from 
} 


| House accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 2 minutes p. m.) adjourne 


read the 
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tion. I desire to ask you this: Do you regard it as a wise thing 
to do, to have one rule of the Constitution as to the election of 
Senators by the people and another as to the election of Repre- 
sentatives in Congress? Ought you not to make the same rule 
while you are atit, and in proposing to make a change would it 
not be better to have the same rule apply t 
Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, unlike the gentleman from 
New York, the committee was not sufficiently wise to undertake 
the amendment of the entire Constitution. Now, I have no 
doubt that there are upon this floor some gentlemen who could 
recast that supposed immortal instrument and bring out some- 
thing which, in their own estimation, would be vastly superior 
toit. There are some;little changes in the Constitution that I 
might venture to make if I had the power, but which no one but 
the gentleman from New York would feel warranted in doing 
in disposing of a plain resolution carrying a simple single propo- 
sition to effect a change in the method of electing United States 
Senators. 

Now, I can hardly think it is pertinent to determine now, es- 
pecially when one feels that he is holding the floor simply for 
the accommodation of one member and at the expense of all 
others, what the other principles of the Constitution probably 
ought to be, and what fewscraps of that instrument ought to be 
left in order to meet the full approval and insure the 
tion of all or any of the gentlemen upon the floor. 

Mr. RAY. Thad no desire to take the gentleman’s time, but 
I did want tounderstand him; and now I want to say to him that 
Iam very much obliged for his very small and very ungentle- 
manly attempt at abuse, which does not affect me in the least 
degree. It is a very small way of answering a question which 
pertains to the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, at the expense of a mo- 
ment more of the time of the House I will say that I feel some- 
what flattered, and I presume the House feels somewhat re- 
lieved, if the result of what has happened has been, even for the 
time being, to suppress the gentleman from New York, who 
neither understands his own questions nor the answers of any- 
one else. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.| 
Who, with the alphabet before him, would ask people to explain 
whether they understood that it contains 26 or some other num- 
ber of letters; who with the alphabet before him would take 
five minutes to have somebody explain to him (if anybody would 
be complacent enough to do it) whether ‘‘A” begins the alpha- 
bet and “Z” ends it, and who would wind up with the com- 
forting assurance that all he had desired was to get an answer 
to his question and to understand the matter. 

Mr. EVERETT. I understood the gentleman from Missouri 
to speak of some alternative plan by which some States migh' 
adopt this measure and others adhere to the old method. Did 
{ understand him correctly tosay thet any such plan was in con- 
templation as an amendment to this resoiution? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. None such is before the House. Such 
plans have been talked about and considered. Resolutions of 
that kind have been introduced, but I merely touched upon the 
matter and discussed it incidentally. , 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Speaker, the usual hour for adjourn- 
ment having arrived, I should be glad ifthe gentleman in charge 
of this measure would move that the House adjourn, as I should 
be unable to conclude my remarks this evening. 

Mr. TUCKER. Weare pressed for time, butif the gentl 
desires it, I willdoso. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
now adjourn. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. GROSVENOR obtained leave to withdraw from the files 
of the House papers relating to the bill H.R. 5505, Fifty-second 
Congress, without leaving copies. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, ob- 


» both? 


satisfac- 


| tained leave of absence for ten days, on account of sickness. 


The motion of Mr. TUCKER was then agreed to, and the 
d. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. KIEFER, from the Commit- 
tee on Claims, reported the bili (H.R. 6384) for the relief of 


| Walter S. McLeod; which, with the accompanying report (No. 


1277), was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 7763) in aid of the exposition to 
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be held under auspices of the Baltimore Centennial Association, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHILDS: A bill (H. R. 7764) to enlarge the power of 
United States and district courts to extend the time for filing bills 
of exceptions in cases at common law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. IKIRT: A bill (H. R. 7765) toestablish a board of arbi- 
tration, and for the adjustment of difficulties between employers 
and employees—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7766) to appoint 
a commission to report and determine upon certain damages 
done citizens of Lauderdale County, Ala., by the building and 
operation of the Muscle Shoals Canal—to the Committee on 
ilitary Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A resolution to print 
Digest of Rules and Practice of the House for the second session 
Fifty-third Congress—to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause lof Rule XXII, pie bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 7767) for the relief of John J. 
James—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BALDWIN: A bill (H. R. 7768) granting payment of 
certain accrued pension to Mrs. Angeline Brumaghin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 7769) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of Christopher Murray— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R.7770) to correct the military record of 
James W. Dennen and to grant an honorable discharge—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 7771) to increase the pension of 
James Defibaugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7772) to relieve Robert McIntire from the 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCALEER: A bill (H. R. 7773) granting extension of 
letters patent to B. C. Lauth—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: A bill (H. R. 7774) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of John Wightman, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A bill (H. R. 7775) for the relief of 
William S. Laney—to the Committes on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAWLINS: A bill (H. R. 7776) restoring to the Church 
of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints the real estate now in the 
hands of the receiverof said church appointed by the supreme 
court of Utah—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TYLER (by request): A bill (H. R. 7777) granting an 
increase pension to Andrew T. Bovard—to the Committee on 
TInvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER of Virginia: A bill (H.R. 7778) for the re- 
lief of William Weaver, Shenandoah County, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.7779) for the relief of David Rudy, of Wood- 
—— Shenandoah County, Va.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7780) for the relief of David Sheetz, of She- 
nandoah County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Brief to accompany House bill 7762—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr.GRESHAM: Petition in the interest of fraternal soci- 
ety and college journals—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petition of R. McKinnell and 29 others, 
members of fraternal ry societies, for exemption of 
said societies from provisions of income tax—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

gt r. HICKS: Petition of Hon. Theo. Burchfield, Hon. John 
A. Rohrer, Theo. H. Wigton, Dr. W. S. Ross, Robert Johnson, 
J. 8. Leisenrig, W. S. Hammond, E. H. Amies, and 130 other 
= of Altoona, Pa., members of the Order of Heptasophs 

oranamendment to the tariff bill torelieye and exempt fraternal 
societies from the provisions of the income tax—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Memorial from the board of super- 
visors and officers of Knox County, Nebr., praying for the 
passage of House bill 262, a bill extending relief to Indian citi- 
zens, and for other cg ti the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of the board of supervisors of 
Knox County, Nebr., relative to taxing the lands of the Indians 
{a said county—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
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SENATE. 
FRIDAY, July 20, 1894. 


Prayer by Rev. Isaac W. CANTER, of the city of Washington, 
On motion of Mr. FAULKNER, and by unanimous consent, the 
we of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed 
with. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. 0. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agree 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 236) toameng 
section 4837 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as tg 
soldiers’ homes. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6171) to author. 
ize the Metropolitan Railroad Company to change its motiye 
power for the propulsion of the cars of said company; asked a 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HEARD, Mr. RICHARp. 
SON of Tennessee, and Mr. Post managers at the conference 
on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7097) mak. 
ing appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30), 
1895, and for other purposes; asked a conference witl the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. DockreRyY, Mr. CoomMBs, and Mr. BINGHAM man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.6720) providing 
for the resurvey of Grant and Hooker Counties, in the State o/ 
Nebraska; agreed to the conference asked for by the Senate on 
the rere votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. MCRAE, Mr. HALL of Minnesota, and Mr. MEIKLE: 
JOHN managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of tl: 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro oeees 

A bill (S. 1930) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River, at or near the city of Lexington, Mo; and 

A bill (H. R. 6748) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for othe: 


purposes. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a con- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
compliance with the act of Congress approved March 3, 1479, 
tabulated statement showing subsisting leases of unoccupied and 
unproductive property of the United States under control of the 
Treasury Department; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, recommending an appropriation for the 
continuance of the work of constructing the Federal building in 
course of erection at Worcester, Mass.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to resolutions 
of the Senate of July 6 and July 14, 1894, schedules of claims al- 
lowed by the accounting officers, not heretofore reported to Con- 
gress; which was read. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the communication be printed 
and that a special order may be made for expedition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication and ac- 
companying papers will be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and printed, and the special order suggested by 
the Senator from Missouri will be made. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will yield for routine morning business 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present memorials of sundry citizens o! 
Eureka, Peoria, and Auburn, all in the State of Illinois, remon- 
strating against the violation of the American principle of sep 
aration of church and state, which is involved in making appro- 
priations for or contracts with agents of sectarian institutions 
for Indian education, etc. The Indian — riation bill ha: 
gone out of the possession of the Senate, but it may come back 
again; and I move that the memorials lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. a 

Mr. PALMER. I present the petition of Marshall Field « 
Co., Armour & Co., Phelps, Dodge & Palmer, and many banker 
of Chicago, Ill., praying for the immediate disposition o! the 
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tariff bill. As the petition is only four lines long, I ask that it 
be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthere objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Secretary will read the petition. 

The petition was read and ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 


CHICAGO, ILL., July 18, 1894 
To the Senate and House of Representatives 
in Congress assembled, Washington, D. C.: 


The whole country demands that Congress terminate the pending tariff 
legislation immediately. Failure to dispose of the question quickly will 
work incalculable loss and irreparable injury to financial and industrial in- 
terests. 

Mr. PEFFER presented the petition of E. B. Bebee, of New 
York City, N. Y., praying for an issuance of $50,000,000 legal- 
tender Treasury notes; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Advance Labor Club, Lo- 
eal mani, No. 1562, Knights of Labor, of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to tax immigrants $50 
each; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of the board of super- 


visors and county officials of Knox County, Nebr., praying for | 


the enactment of legislation to provide for the taxation of lands 
held by Indians in severalty; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


Mr. PATTON presented the memorial of B.S. Holly and sun- | 


dry other citizens of Woodland, Mich., and the memorial of Rev. 
G. M. Gosling and sundry other citizens of Decatur, Mich., re- 
monstrating against the supportof the Governmentin maintain- 
ing the presentsystemof sectarian Indian education, etc.; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH. I present a memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Portland, Oregon, praying that an appropriation of 
$100,000 be made for building and maintaining salmon fish hatch- 
eries on tho Columbia River and its tributaries. I submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill, which is before the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and the petition may be referred to that committee if 
there is no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and that reference will made. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1157) to provide for 
the incorporation of street railway companies in the District of 
Columbia, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2018) to provide for making returns to clerk's office of 
marriage service in the District of Columbia, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1037) in relation to the separate property of married 


women in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, re- | 


ported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
biil(S. 2152) to amend sections 720, 721, 722, and 723 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States relating to the District of Colum- 
bia, in relation to marriages, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. MCMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2094) to amend the char- 
ter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2059) to authorize and require the Washington and 
Georgetown Railroad Company to make certain alterations in 
its lines, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2210) to provide for the repair of the piers of the Aque- 
duct Bridge and for its use by a street railway, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

_He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1574) providing for the reconstruction of the Aqueduct 
Bridge, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7335) to grant to the Arkansas, Texas 
and Mexican Central Railway Company a right of way through 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1229) to correct the military record of 
George Whittaker, late a private of Company C, Twelfth New 
‘ersey Volunteers, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
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| lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2066) to provide for 
| continuing the system of trunk sewers in the District of Colum- 
| bia, to provide for sewage disposal, to lay out highways, and 
for other purposes, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 
| He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
| bill (S. 2014) to incorporate the National Gas, Electric Light, 
Heat and Power Company, submitted an adverse report thereon, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2146) to incorporate the National Gas and Electric Light, 
Heat and Power Company of the District of Columbia, reported 
adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1461) to remove the charge 
of desertionfrom the record of Andrew L. Grugett as a former 
member of Company E, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry, in the war of 
the rebellion, and to grant him an honorable discharge there- 

| from, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
| thereon. 

Mr. HUNTON, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
| bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1702) to provide for im- 
| provement of the public bathing beach, on the Potomac River, 
|in the District of Columbia, reported adversely thereon, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
} bil. (S. 2118) authorizing the sale of title of United States to a 
| tract of land in Montgomery County, in thaState of Maryland, 
to William H. and George Bobinger, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2240) to repeal a part of an 
act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for current and con- 
tingent expenses, and fulfilling treaty obligations with Indian 
tribes for fiscal year ending June 30, 1894,” approved March 38, 
1893; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2241) requiring the Interstate 

| Commerce Commission to hold at least one session annually in 
the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2242) granting accrued 
yension to the surviving children of Shubal York, surgeon of 
Pifty-fourth Illinois Volunteers; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2243) in aid of the exposi- 
| tion to be held under the auspices of the Baltimore Centennial 
| Association, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 

its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2244) granting a pen- 
| sion to Mary L. Ellsworth, widow of Henry G. Ellsworth, late a 
| first lieutenant of the United States Marine Corps; which was 

read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
| Mr. BATE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 








ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. LINDSAY submitted two amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DEPORTATION OF CHINESE PERSONS. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. [ submit a resolution which I 
ask be read and lie on the table for the present. 

The resolution was read and ordered to lie on the table, as 
follows: 

* Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to advise the Senate as to what steps have been taken, if any, by the Treas 
ury Lepartment looking to the yee gen from the United States of all 


those Chinese persons who have fa 
law. 


led to register as required by existing 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore loid before the Senate the ac- 
tion of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7097) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for 
other purposes, and asking for a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate insist upon fts 
amendments disagreed to by the House of Nepresentatives, and 
agree to the conference asked by the House- 

The motion was agreed to. 
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By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
CockRELL, Mr. CALL, and Mr. ALLISON were appointed. 

METROPOLITAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the ac- 
tion of the House of Representatives, disagreeing to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H.R.6171) to authorize the 
Metropolitan Railroad Company to change its motive power for 
the propulsion of the carsof said company, andasking for acon- 
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and 
accede to the conference asked by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
McMILLAN, Mr. HArRts, and Mr. HANSBROUGH were ap- 
pointed. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. If there are no further con- 
current or other resolutions the morning business is closed and 
the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask that the communication from the 
House of Representatives now on our table upon the subject of 
the conference between the two Houses on House bill 4 be 
taken up for consideration. 

_ The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair Jays before the Sen- 
ate a message from the House of Representatives, which will be 
read, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

IN THES Hovss oF REPRESENTATIVES, July 19, 1894. 

Resolved, That the House insists upon itsdisagreement to the amendments 
of the Senate to H. R. 4864, entitled “An act to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,” and asks a further 
an with the Senate on the @ 

Ordered, That Mr. WriLson of West Virginia, Mr. MCMILIAN, Mr. TURNER 
of Georgia, Mr. MONTGOMERY, Mr. REED, Mr. BURROWS, and Mr. PAYNE be 
managers of the conference on the part of the House. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, the conferees on the part 
of the Senate now await the further action of this body. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I shall vote for a motion to in- 


sist on the Senate amendments in the hope that a tariff bill may 
yet be evolved which will be enacted into law by Democratic 


votes. 1 supposed when we took a final vote upon the measure 
before us two weeks ago that such a bill had been perfected. 
But the events of the past twenty-four hours have shown us our 
error, and it is folly to deny that we are now confronted by the 
danger of no tariff legislation at this session. If this shall be 
the result, the ee can be fixed only by the people. 
Whether it shall rest upon the House of Representatives, which 
has repudiated in a wholly unprecedented manner the outcome 
of the deliberations of this body; or upon the President, whose 
fears ef a departure from Democratic a ee: les induced him to 
Offer suggestions before the bill technically came before him 
for his consideration; or upon the Senate, which strove to har- 
monize wide differences of opinion by mutual concessions, is a 
question which can be determined only by the great mass of 
voters whose interests are at stake. 

Whatever may bs the attitude of my colleagues upon this point, 
Tean only say for myself that [ do not hesitate to accept the 
verdict of that tribunal as just and right. 

I have always believed, Mr. President, and I believe now, that 
of all peoples in the civilized world the American people are most 
abundantly endowed with the priceless heritage of common 
sense. 

Having that belief, and a in the face of the un- 
disguised threats uttered and applauded by our party colleagues 
in the House of Representatives, the necessity of plain speak- 
ing, | wish to direct the candid consideration of fair-minded 
men to a brief statement of facts. 

When the time came for the Democratic party to fulfillits 
pledges and reform the tariff, the House of Representatives con- 
tained a Democratic majority of 87. This fortunate condition 
alone made easy the task of securing the adoption of any party 
measure reg less of the local and State interests involved. 
But even this advan in securing a legislation was 
hardly greater than that afforded by the option of rules which 
enabled the os to close debate arbitrarily and prevent ob- 
struction or delay of any kind. Under these circumstances no 
difficulty was experienced in ing a tariff bill despite the fact 
that its provisions were so offensive to some that the party line 
was broken and no less than 17 Democrats voted against the bill. 

Still the majority was so Jarge and the rules so well adapted 
to action that their defection was hardly noticed. I submit, 
therefore, Mr. President, that, whatever may have been the 
quality of the statesmanship and management which character- 


votes of the two Houses 
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ized the conduct of the original bill in the House, surely the 
highest order of ability was not absolutely essential to that “ free 
and untrammeled action ” on the part of the House conferees to 
which they seem to attach so much importance. 

How different was the situation in the Senate. Here the Dem- 
ocratic majority was 3. The defectior. of only two would turn 
the Democratic majority into a Democratic minority. Pract 
cally every vote was needed to enact party legislation. Ind 
as a matter of fact, there has never been a time when 43 Sen 
tors would bind themselves to abide by the decree of a Den 
cratic caucus. I apprehend, Mr. President, without designins 
the slightest reflection upon his capacity as a party leader, t)::: 
the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee would h: 
found this situation far more trying than that which ena! 
him to dispense with 17 Democratic votes and still retai) 
clear majority of nearly 60 in the House. 

In any event, many times two Democratic Senators could : 
see their way clear, in justice to the interests of either their c 
stituents or the whole country, to vote for the Wilson bill. 
how many held this position I can not say. I know that I v 
one. I made no concealment of the fact and I make none no 

The Committee on Finance, in charge of the bill, did not 
tempt to disguise the truth. They knew the bill could not p 
in its original form. They recognized the situation as it \ 
and they met it, sir, to their everlasting honor as Democr 
charged with the performance of a most difficult duty, like m: 

I do not suppose there was or is a Senator in the Chamber, It 
publican or Democrat, to whom some provisions of that bill, es- 
pecially the income tax, seemed more offensive than myself. 

But nothing less than the most intense self-satisfaction an 
bigotry could withstand the unflagging efforts of the Finan 
Committee to bring order outofchaos. Whatever may be the fin 
outcome’‘of this struggle, I can not refrain from seizing this o 
portunity to pay a tribute to the untiring zeal, earnest endea\ 
ors, and genuine self-sacrifice evinced by the members of that 
committee in performing their duty as Democrats and patriots 
devoted to the best interests of their country and their party. 

Their efforts aroused the enthusiasm and won the hearty co- 
operation of others, and were crowned with success. A tarifi- 
reform bill was perfected and passed by the Democratic majority 
of this body. It was nota radical measure. It was adapted to 
the unforeseen change in the industrial conditions of the country 

Unlike the Wilson bill, it contained no menace to the great 
industries of the nation, was designed to hasten rather than re- 
tard the resumption of business prosperity, would not have re- 
sulted in the reduction of the wages of a single workingman 
but would have given employment to thousands now idle, and 
redounded to the credit and perpetuity of the Democratic party. 
Unlike the Wilson bill again, it was not drawn by a few repre- 
sentatives of sparsely settled districts with no great interests 
stake, but was made acceptable to those who represented that 
section of the country which is mostintimately concerned in an 
legislation affecting American industries and the interests of 
American workingmen. 

It has been charged that a small minority of Northern + 
ators insisted upon consideration for the welfare of their co 
stituents, and that in consequence of their demands the m 
jority of Democratic Senators were constrained to make conce:- 
sions. Thatisafact. But, sir, it must not be forgotten that 
that minority were not only speaking for a vast majority of th 
people numerically, but caring for and protecting ninety-nine 
one-hundredths of the industries which have made this nation 
what it is to-day. They had a right to speak, and they were 
heard. 

We are told that this is a protection bill, drawn at the dicta- 
tion of protection Senators, in defiance of tariff-reform senti- 
ment. Mr. President, I would not dignify so absurd a charge 
with a denial but for the fact that it has been advanced by our 
colleagues in the House of Representatives in support of the ex- 
traordinary position which some of them have seen fit to as- 
sume. Astranger unaccustomed to modern methods of making 
political capital might jump to the conclusion that Democratic 
Senators were of one mind as opposed to Democratic Repre- 
sentatives. 

But, sir, everybody familiar with political conditions in this 
country knows that a large proportion of the Democratic mem- 
bership of this body favors, not mere tariff reform, but absolut 
free trade, and this bill was as satisfactory to that element as to 
those of us who believe that the time has not yet come when 
moderate protection can be dispensed with without impairing 
our growth, progress, and prosperity. It did not contain room 
for further concessions to gratify radical tariff reformers. It 
contained the concessions themselves. 

But now, Mr. President, suddenly, without warning of any 
kind, without ever having received an intimation of the kind 
while the bill was being perfected, we are aceused of violating 
Democratic principles because we have not placed all raw ma- 
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terials upon the free list. The word “perfidy” is used, and, as 
an instance of our betrayal of Democracy, the fact that a duty 
still remains upon coal and iron ore is cited. I have only tosay 
on this point that personally I believe in the theory of free raw 
materials. ButI can not believe that now, when itis barely 
possible for miners to obtain living wages and when the news- 
pers have barely ceased to record the incidents of one of the 
greatest mining strikes the world has ever known, is the time 
to take the risk of striking down this great industry and robbing 
thousands upon thousands of miners of their means of livelihood. 
This, sir, is one reason—the practical, considerate reason— 
why we have not put these articles upon the free list. Another, 
I grant, lies in the fact that by doing so we would have alienated 
Democratic Senators. 
greater importance. 
There may be honest differences of opinion, Mr. President, as 


to what constitute Democratic principles when an income-tax | 


proposition is taken from a Populist platform and incorporated 
into a Democratic revenue bill. But, sir, there was no mis- 
understanding in the minds of the American. people regarding 
tariff reform when they voted in 1892. They accepted as cor- 
rect, without the possibility of question, the interpretation of the 
Democratic candidate for the Presidency. And he, sir, as you 
well remember, in his letter of acceptance, declared that prin- 
ciple and that purpose to be, not free raw materials, but freer 
raw materials. 

Now, sir, what has the Democratic Finance Committee done and 
what has the Democratic Senate done regarding the articles in 
question? It has reduced the dutyon chromic iron ore from 15 
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But, sir, there is yet another of even | 





per cent to 4.39 per cent ad valorem; it has reduced the duty on | 


- od 


all other ore from 42.70 per cent to 22.77 per cent ad valorem, 
and it has reduced the duty on coal from 75 to 40 cents per ton. 

In view, sir, of the instances of stubborn self-sacrifice noted 
so earnestly and carefully in the House of Representatives yes- 
terday, I may perhaps be permitted to say that neither of these 

roducts constitutes a material part of the industries of the 

tate which [ have the honor, in part, to represent. On the 
contrary, free coal and free iron ore would be a distinct advan- 
tage to all of my constituents. But, sir, these industries do 
figure very largely in the well-being at this time of thousands 
of our fellow-citizens in other States, and under the cireum- 
stances at this time, when every incentive is absolutely essen- 
tial to general revival of business, I forone do not feel at liberty 


to depart from the Democratic principle so clearly enunciated | ! 


by Mr. Cleveland. 
The same policy was adhered to strictly in regard to each 


| 
| 
| 


and every one of the schedules mentioned by the chairman of | 


the Ways and Means Committee as those upon which our action 
was unsatisfactory. We reduced the duty on silver-lead ore 
from 75.36 per cent to 37.6 per cent; we reduced the duty on 
metals 37.37 per cent, and on woolens more than 50 per cent. 
But we are informed that the great difficulty in the pathway 


of an agreement in conference was a proper adjustment of the | 


sugar schedule. This difference arose from the fact that a ma- 
jority of 87 enabled the House to ride roughshod over the pro- 


ate, even though there had been an inclination to perpetrate 
80 gross an injustice. In view of the importance attached to 
this difference by the chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee and of his threat, in the face of the President’s injunc- 
tion to the contrary and in flat defiance of his own doctrine of 
free raw materials to pass a single bill putting refined sugar 
only on the free list, it may be well to note the fact that the 
Senate made precisely the same disposition in regard to this 
article as of those already referred to. 

The people now pay in the form of bounties about 2 cents on 
every pound of raw sugar produced. Under the Senate bill the 
consumers would pay 40 per cent ad valorem—about 1 cent a 
pound—a reduction of 50 per cent. The — law gives re- 
fined meee a differential duty of one-half a cent per pound, 
which the Senate bill reduced to one-eighth. Under the rev- 
enue tax proposed, however, the refiner would receive in addi- 
tion the advantage of the ad valorem duty upon the difference 
between the prices abroad of raw and refined sugars. 

Taking the ave ee in Hamburg fromJanuary, 1893, to 
June, 1894, as a basis o 
additional, the total differential duty allowed the refiner is 14.90 


cents per hundred pounds against 50 cents upon the same amount | 


under the present law. The net result is a reduction of 70 per 

cent on the differential duty and additional revenue for the Gov- 

ernment, instead of the payment of millions of dollars annually 

in the form of bounties. 
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calculation, and adding the one-eighth | 


| our conferees have done their full duty, and, re 
| arduous labors during the past few months, I should consider it 
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Unlike the production of coal and iron, the refining of suga: 
is oneof the greatest industries of New Jersey, and I do no thesi- 
tate to say that, in my judgment, this reduction, one of 
greatest of all made, is as iarge as it should be 
bear under present conditions. 

I have dwelt briefly, Mr. President, upon each of the points 
I shall not tax the pa- 


the 
called upon to 


is notin dispute. I shall take the liberty, however, unless ob- 
jection be made, of inserting in the RECORD a table, prepared in 
the Treasury Department, which shows, in totals, that if the 
duties provided by the Senate bill had been levied instead of 
those which were imposed during the past five years upon the 
same importations, the actual saving to the people of the 
United States in that time would have exceeded the enormous 
sum of $174,000,006. 
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1889 ........-.-| $484, 856, 767.90 | $218, 701,773.76 | 8187, 542, 507.82 #31, 159, 175. 94 

1890 _..........| 507,571, 763.95 | 225, 317, 075. 6 196, 328, 758. 29 | 

1891 ...........| 406,455,172.06 | 215,790,686.05 | 180, 424,860.78 | 27 

1902 .......--.-| 356,526,741.56 | 173, 097,670.59 | 137,517, 743. 63 96 

i iiictiiacietiiienias 400, 069, 658.48 | 198,373,452.97 | 154,746,944, 10 | 7 
1, 754. 40 


Total _. -'2, 214, 480, 104. 55 1, 031, 280,680.08 | 856, 560,904.62 | 174,719,754. 





As I understand the motion to be offered, it practically gives 
to the conferees on the part of the Senate an assurance of con- 
fidence, and instructs them to continue firm in support of the 
Senate amendment. I shall vote forthe resolution, because that 
is the position which I wish to take. I believe, however, that 


membhearinge their 
memobdering tnelr 


unjust to them to put upon them this additional burden for any 
great length of time. 

So far as I am concerned—and I think I speak also for several 
of my colleagues—there has not been and will not be theslighest 
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change in my position. I[ accepted the income tax in its modi- 
fied form from a sense of duty to my party, but I did so with the 
greatest reluctance and with the distinct declaration, regardin 

other portions of the measure, that I would not vote for any bil 
or any amendment that would make it impossible fora single in- 
dustry to continue or resume operations. I believe, sir, that the 
Committee on Finance will bear me out in the assertion that I 
have done everything in my power to aid them in their work. 

It is true that I have urged the necessity of care and modera- 
tion in revising the schedules which directly concern the indus- 
tries of my State, but I believe they will concede a disposition 
on my part to be fair and reasonable, and I know that I have 
demanded far greater concessions from my constituents than I 
have sought from the Finunce Committee. 

Mr. President, it has been charged that we are not sincere in 
our advocacy of the Senate bill; that we have made it for trad- 
ing purposes, and that those of us whooppose the Wilson bill would 
rush into line at the first crack of the whip. I did not suppose, 
sir, that any person familiar with the character of this body 
would be misled by a notion so puerile. But it is evident from 
the attitude of our colleagues in the House that either they do 
not believe we meant what we said or they are willing to invite 
defeat of tariff legislation. 

If the former, I have only tosay that they have mistaken their 
men. If the latter, Oey must answer to the people for the de- 
feat of a bill which should, and I believe would, satisfy all reason- 
able expectations. 

I have tried, Mr. President, to define the position of my 
colleagues and myself with the candor and moderation befitting 
a member of this body. I have tried to speak dispassionately 
and in a spirit of friendliness rather than of hostility. I have 
tried to be frank,and have scrupulously avoided covert threats 
by inference or innuendo. I have not supposed cases of whose 
existence I know nothing. I have not said that if this or that 
be true, such and such must be done. 

But, in the circumstances and in view of what has been said, I 
should certainly fail in my duty if I failed to speak with the ut- 
most plainness. And so, sir, I say in conclusion, in all friendli- 
ness towards those who have aspersed our motives, that, so far 
as [am concerned, they need expect no further concessions. I 
have labored earnestly and honestly to bring about a satisfac- 
tory settlement of thie question. But, sir, I have reached the 
limit. 1 have done. 

It would be unbecoming in me, Mr. President, to suggest to 
our conferees what they shoulddo. They are older and wiser 
and know what is best. But it is certainly fitting that the 
should understand the wishes of their colleagues. And so t 
say, for myself I know, and for many others I believe that, 
it t were a member of that committee I should say to the con- 
ferees from the House in answer to the defiance which has been 
flung in our faces: ‘‘Gentlemen, thereisour bill. Itisthe result 
of great labor and infinite pains. It has met with the approval 
of both the free-trade and protection elements of our party. It 
is adapted to conditions, not theories. It is not perfect, but 
it is as nearly perfect as we can hope to make it at this session. 
In any event, such as it is, there it lies. You are at liberty to 
take it or to leave it.” 

That, sir, would be my position. I would not recede from it 
so much as a hair's breadth. 

That, sir, is all I have tosay. I trust that it will beconsidered 
sufficient. 

Mr. HILL and Mr. GRay addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I desire to move that the Senate 
recede from its amendments to the bill as it came from the other 
House by which duties were imposed upon bituminous coal and 
iron ore, and I will proceed to speak upon the points involved in 
that motion. 

Mr. President, a theory as well as a condition now confronts 
us. [Laughter on the floor and in the galleries.]} 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair admonishes the oc- 
cupants of the galleries, as well as those who accept the courtesy 
of the Senate upon its floor, that there must be no further dis- 
order. Any demonstration of approval or disapproval is in vio- 
lation of the rules of the Senate. The Senator from New York 
will proceed. 

Mr. HILL. The theory of the Democratic party is that in 
the enactment of tariff legislation free raw materials should 
always be an essential and conspicuous element. 

It ts our creed that those things on which the industrial pros- 
perity and ppogsen of our country so much depend—the ma- 
terials which enter into our manufactures—should be freed from 
the bunden of tariff taxation. The best interests of the manu- 
facturers as well as the consumers of the land demand the 
recognition of this wise discrimination. 

We are committed to this side of the question, and we can not 
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retreat and we can not retract. We are honorably bound to re- 
deem our professions and ourpromises. Justice, good faith, ang 
a decent regard for public sentiment all require this course. 

Until recently I had supposed that there was no dispute unon 
this question of principle, but that every Democrat worthy of 
the name was willing to concede that if there was one thing 
more than another to which the Democratic party was com- 
mitted, it was in favor of the doctrine of free raw materials; not 
simply freer raw materials assome now ingeniously contend, but 
absolutely free raw materials. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like the Senator from New York 
to state when the principle of free raw materials was ingrafted 
upon the doctrines of the Democratic party. In the Walker 
tariff law, the last attempt of the Democratic party to regulate 
our taxation, all raw materials were made dutiable, with very 
few exceptions. I should like to know when the Democratic 
party first announced the doctrine of free raw materials. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator from Ohio will be conteént to wait 
untilI am through he will see how I demonstrate my proposition, 
Ishallcalladistinguished!witness upon that point. Irepeat, that 
we can not escape our record upon this subject, even if we are 
disposed todoso, The true and honest construction of every 
Democratic national platform for twelve years past irrevocably 
commits us to this just and reasonable principle. 

What did our last national platform in 1892 say upon this point? 
Let me quote it: 

We indorse the efforts made by the Democrats of the present Congress to 
modify its [the McKinley law’s] most oppressive features in the direction of 
free raw materials and cheaper manufactured goods that enter into genera! 
consumption, and we promise its repeal as one of the beneficent results that 
—" the action of the people in intrusting power to the Democrati 

To repeal the McKinley law in form simply, to renact it in 
——- is keeping this promise to the letter, but breaking it in 
spirit. 

What were “the efforts made by the Democrats of the present 
Congress ” [1892] to which this platform points with pride and 
deliberately approves? They were measures for free iron ore, 
free lead ore, free coal, and free wool, which were then pending 
in Congress, advocated by Democrats and opposed by Repub- 
licans, and some of which had then already passed or were sub- 
sequently passed. 

Everybody knows to what the platform referred, and there 
was no necessity of any bill of particulars to inform the people. 
The Democratic position was so plain and is so clear that he 
who runs may read. The Democratic speechesin Congress were 
substantially all upon one side. 

If any Democratic orator in any part of the country, forget- 
ting the interests of the whole land and subserving the sup- 
posed interests of a locality, promised the people of any State 
or section that there would be any exception made to the en- 
forcement of the general principle of free raw materials when 
the Democrats should obtain power, he exceeded his authority 
and misinterpreted our position. 

It is said by some, in justification of or excuse for their pres- 
ent action, that the President’s letter of acceptance in 12 
modified the extreme demands of our platform. It is true that 
some portions of his letter may tend to bear that construction. 

It was not that bold, ringing,and explicit declaration in favor 
of the platform which his party had a right to expect, but was 
regarded by many as timid, cautious, and conservative; but 
whether this criticism is or is not well founded, the factremains 
that he had no power or authority to change or alter one line or 
sentence or provision of the national platform which had been 
deliberately adopted in national convention duly assembled. No 
President can beabove his party; no President can dictate to his 
party; no President can change his party’s platform. 

But no matter what idea it may be claimed was intended to be 
conveyed in his letter of acceptance in mitigation or modifica- 
tion of the platform, there can be no doubt as to the President's 
position at this time upon this essential principle of free raw 
materials. Let me read from that remarkable letter of th« 
President's which was yesterday submitted to the House of Rep- 
resentatives. Itexpresses better than I can hope to do the true, 
sound, and logical position of the Democratic party upon this 
question. 

Among other things he says: 


One topic will be submitted to the conference which embodies Democratic 
principle so directly that it can not be compromised. 

Mark the words! 

We have in our platforms and in every way possible declared in favor of 
the free importation of raw materials. We have again and again promise“ 
that this should be accorded to our people and manufacturers as soon as the 
Democratic party was invested with the power to determine the tarif 
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licy of the country. The party now has that power. We are certain to- 

ay, as we have ever been, of the great benefit that would accrue to the 
country from the inauguration of this policy, and nothing has occurred to 
release us from our obligations to secure this advantage to our people. It 
must be admitted that no tariff measure can accord with Democratic prin- 
ciples and promises, or bear a genuine Democratic badge that does not pro- 
vite for free raw material. 

In these circumstances it may well excite our wonder that Democrats are 
willing to depart from this, the most Democratic of all tariff principles, and 
that the inconsistent absurdity of such a proposed departure should be em- 

hasized by the a that the wool of the farmer be put on the free 

ist and the protection of tariff taxation be placed around the iron ore and 
coal of corporations and capitalists. How can we face the people after i’ 
duiging in such outrageous discriminations and violations of principle? 

It is quite apparent that this question of free raw material does not ad- 
mit of adjustment on any middle ground, since their subjection to any rate 
of tariff taxation, great or small, is alike violative of Democratic principle 
and Democratic good faith. 

Mr. President, I approve every word that I have here quoted. 
It is an honest and manly statement of the true attitude which 
the party should assume in this crisis. I am not required to de- 
fend the propriety or wisdom of the promulgation of this letter 
at this peculiar time. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator from New York allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator joins the President in expressing 
the opinion that the two Houses of Congress should be con- 
trolled in their legislation upon iron ore and coal by the fact of 
their ownership in this country. I should like the Senator to 
tell me, as I have no doubt he is able to do, who owns the coal 
and the iron ore that he and the President desire to have placed 
on the free list as a condition-precedent to the modification or 
repeal of the McKinley law? 

Mr. HILL. I will answer theSenator. Ido pot know and I 
do not care. It makes no difference. I know to what the Sen- 
ator undoubtedly refers. It may be brought out in this debate, 
and when it is I shall refer toit. I repeat, I do not know who 
owns a single coal or iron bed anywhere outside of this country 
and I do not care, and it makes no sort of difference in consider- 
ing the question involved here. 

rt may have been indiscreet, it may operate as a firebrand to 
spread the flames of discord already kindled among party friends, 
honestly differing, as I am disposed to concede, upon questions 
of public and party policy. It may widen the breach already 
existing in this Senate, and in that view it may be regarded as 
unfortunate and ill-advised. Itwas a time for diplomacy, states- 
manship, and conciliation, rather than recrimination, denuncia- 
tion, and arraignment. But aside from the question of its mere 
expediency, I am here to defend the President’s letter in so far 
an it demmaiie that the party shall not be led astray into the 
violation of Democratic pledges and principles. 

Upon the question of free raw materials the President is right 
and you knowit. Youcan not answer his arguments. You can- 
not successfully dispute his propositions. Youcan not doubt his 
sincerity and patriotism. You must yield in the end to his 
views. You can not stand up against the sentiment of the great 
Democratic masses of the country which will rally around the 
President in his contest with you upon this particular branch 
of the subject. 

The time to yield is now, before there is further humiliation, 
embarrassment, and discord. 

Mr. President, having demonstrated, as I think I have, that 
the true Democratic theory of revenue reform requires that free 
raw materials should be its distinguishing feature, let us next 
inquire what is the condition which now confronts us? 

The Senate bill which has been passed violates this Demo- 
cratic theory, and while it reduces the duty on iron, coal, lead, 
and some other raw materials from those imposed under the 
McKinley jaw, and in that respect is commendable, it neverthe- 
less imposes some duties thereon, and thereby fails to redeem 
our pledges. It is nota question of the amount of duties which 
may be imposed; a question of principle is involved, and asingle 
penny’s duty violates our promises and places us in a false posi- 
tion. As the President well says, there can be no compromise 
= = matter of this character, where a vital principle is at 
stake. 

The House of Representatives, fresh from the people, which 
represents more distinctly and peculiarly than we do the tax- 
ing power of the people, repudiates our bill, and a Democratic 
President has emphasized that repudiation, and the condition 
which confronts us is one of extreme embarrassment. Shall 
we retreat or advance? Shall we surrender to the House while 
wane do so honorably, or shall we wait until we are driven 

Mr. President, in the light of the letter of the President 
the United States the House can not honorably retreat. It < 
no other alternative except to insist upon its bill wherein it 
provides for free raw materials. The President can not approve 
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the Senate bill after what he has said in this remarkable letter, 
a portion of which I have read. 

He arraigns the Senate, and intimates that the enactment of 
the Senate bill means “party perfidy and party dishonor.” 
These are strong words, sir, which the President of the United 
States would not use toward a measure which he ever expected 
afterward to approve. 

This letter, unusual and unprecedented in its character and 
method of promulgation though it may be, nevertheless clearly 
foreshadows a veto of the Senate bill, even if the House should 
finally concur in our amendments. What person would expect 
the President to approve the Senate bill after its vigorous and 
scathing denunciation contained in hisletter. You would think 
less of him for his glaring inconsistency. 

No, this letter is significant; it is a bold, vigorous, even if im- 
prudent letter: it means war to the knife against the Senate bill; 
it justifies much that has been said against the Senate bill dur- 
ing all the last three months; it means that it can neverreceive 
Executive approval; it means that the Senate can not be per- 
mitted to abandon or surrender the great underlying principles 
for which we struggled and lost in 1888 and fought and won in 
1892. 

The President is right; there is no middle ground which we 
can occupy. 

No bill which does not provide for free raw materials can be 
permitted to become a law. 

It is unnecessary toenter into any argument to define or desig- 
nate what articles constitute raw materials. Every Democrat 
knows what they are. Any article may be considered raw ma- 
terial when it is in the lowest or crudest form into which it en- 
ters into commerce. That definition is ample and sufficient, 
and will redeem our pledges if it is honestly applied. 

Mr. President, I have thus far indorsed all that the President 
of the United States has so appropriately said upon the subject 
of the importance of securing free raw materials for the benefit 
of the manufacturers, the consumers, and the people of the 
country. Nothing more need be said by me upon that point. 

If the President iu his wisdom had seen fit, while the debate 
was progressing in the Senate, to have aided my efforts to se- 
cure adhesion to this principle by expressing his views in favor 
thereof in some proper and legitimate way, [ should have been 

ratified, and it unquestionably would have been of practical 

nefit to the cause. I rejoice that he has expressed them even 

now, although I am not required todefend the manner and form 
of their presentation. which [ do not assume. 

I respectfully differ from the President in his assumption that 
a tax upon sugar is necessary at this time, conceding for the 
purposes of the argument that an income tax is to be retained. 
Clearly both are not needed for any legitimate purposes of the 
Treasury. That fact has been demonstrated over and overagain 
during this debate. The President speaks of the ‘‘ Democratic 
principle and policy which lead to the taxation of sugar.” He 
asserts that in the taxation of sugar ‘‘we are in no danger of 
running counter to Democratic principle.” 

I am not now controverting that idea, but desire only to sug- 
gest that if it was desirable that sugar should be taxed ‘‘asa 
legitimate and logical article of revenue taxation,” as he now 
says, it seems strange that the President did not in his last an- 
nual message make some intimation, suggestion, or recom- 
mendation to that effect. Nota word of that kind appears. 

He indorsed the Wilsonybillexplicitly in his message, although 
it provided substantially for free raw sugar. He permitted the 
House to pass that measure without a word of protest, sugges- 
tion, or advice that there should be a tax upon sugar, which has 
come to be largely reg:rded as one of the necessaries of life. 

Secretary Carlisle, the trusted financial officer of his Cabinet, 
speaking unquestionably ex cathedra, outlined with great care the 
essential provisions of the proposed tariff reform bill, but made 
no recommendation whatever for a tax upon sugar. Whilefreo 
sugar was being carried through the House the Administration 
remained quiet and passive; but now, after the House has acted 
and the country has been led to expect free sugar, the Adminis- 
tration shows its hand and declares for a duty upon it. 

I am not new antagonizing its suggestion; lam simply stating 
the facts of recenthistory. Under the existing circumstances— 
with an income tax retained in this bill, I voted for free sugar 
before, and I shall do so again. 

In my judgment the House can not now honorably retreat 
from its position in favor of free sugar. The President’s sug- 
gestion came too late. The Senate must recede from its amend- 
ments. 

Mr. President, I said that the country had been led to expect 
free sugar. When the House passed the Wilson bill containing 
a provision for free sugar it met with universal approbation on 
the part of the Democracy of the country from one end of it tothe 
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other. Resolutions were passed distinctly 
clubs, by Democrats everywhere, favoring that 
I read from Evansville, Ind.: 
HILL, BRICE, AND GORMAN DENOUNCED. 
EVANSVILLE, InD., May 25. 

The First district Democrats, who last night renominated ArtHurR H. 
TAYLOR for Congress, adopted resolutions denouncing Senators HILL, 
Brice, and GORMAN as the Benedict Arnolds of the Democratic party, and 
demanding that sugar be put on the free list. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am authorized by my colleague, Mr. 
TAYLOR, who happens to be here, to say that that statement is 
absolutely false; that there was no such declaration in the reso- 
lutions. 

Mr. HILL. I read the Washington Post every morning with 
great care, and on the 26th—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. I do not care what you read. 


ter. | 

Mr. HiLL. That may be. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hopes he will not 
again have to admonish the occupants of the galleries and gen- 
tlemen on the floor of the Senate accepting the courtesies of the 
Senate to preserve order. The Senator from New York will 
proceed. 

Mr. HILL. This appears to bearegular Associated or United 
Press dispateh from kivansville,Ind. Thatis all, of course, that 
I know in regard to it. Those dispatches are usually correct; 
but of course I am willing to accept the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana that Mr. TAYLOR says that what I have read 
was not contained in the resolutions. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I wish simply to state that I know Mr. 
TAYLOR, I know his character, and I stake my own on his, and 
if the Senator from New York or anybody else males an issue 
of veracity with him, it will be met very promptly. 

Mr. BILL. Mr. President, does the Senator from Indiana 
think the Senator from New York is courting an issue of ve- 
racity? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ido not know what he is courting. His 
actions seem to be very strange to me. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President,is the Senator so afraid of that 
resolution that he thinks it would be unworthy of his constitu- 
ents to pass such a resolution? Does the Representative in Con- 
gress from Indiana, who was nominated upon some sort of plat- 
form, want to stand upon some other bill than that portion of the 
Wilson bill? I speak of this fact—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from New York need not as- 
sume that tone towards me. I wish to say to him that I fear 
nothing, absolutely, not even the Senator from New York in any 
form or in any shape, or in anything he can say or do. [Laugh- 


ter. 
[Laughter.] 


eonventions, by 
istinctprinciple. 


{Laugh- 


Mr. HILL. Iam glad to hear it, Mr. President. 
I felt a little concern over the fact, and now we thoroughly un- 
derstand one another. 

| was casting no reflection upon the Senator from Indiana, and 
he need not go out of his way to pick a quarrel with me; but he 
seems to be remarkably sensitive over the fact that somewhere, 
even though the information may not be strictly correct, Indiana 
was denouncing me for coalition with other gentlemen in voting 
against free sugar, when I had voted consistently from the start 
in favor of free sugar. 

I speak of this simply to show that the Democracy of the 
country upon the passage of the Wilson bill approved of it—per- 
haps not in all of its features, but approved at least distinctly 
of that provision of the Wilson bill which declared for free sugar. 
That is the point I desire to make; and it matters not whether 
this Associated and United Press dispatch is correct or not. 

Mr. President, the House of Representatives is right, in my 
humble judgment, and retiected the demands of the Democratic 
party of the country when, under the circumstances, it placed 
sugar upon the free listin this bill. Isay tothe Senatorsaround 
me, they misinterpret Democratic sentiment, and I think, the 
President himself misinterprets Democratic sentiment, when he 
asks, under the existing stances, that a duty shall be 
placed upon sugar. 

One further sug, on, Mf President. I welcome the Pres- 
ident of the United States to the platform of o ition to an in- 
come tax. In the letter which he wrote Mr. WILSON on some 
day in July—the precise figure is a little obscure—he says: 

You know how much I deprecated the incorporation in the proposed Dill 
of the income-tax feature. 

This is the first time that I have heard of that proposition. 
The President does not say that the country knows it, he does 
not say thatthe Democracy knows it, he says “you know it”— 
Mr. WiILson knows it—and Mr. WILSON has kept that infor- 
mation within his own breast from that day to this hour. 

I have before me the of the President of the United 
States, and, if I can read the English language, he substantially 
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recommended an income-tax feature, perhaps not the one con- 
tained in this bill; perhaps it may be said that his recommenda- 
tion was for a separate measure. In that respect the President 
is entirely right. If, however, he was speaking of this bill. 
then I think, if I can read the English languagecorrectly, there 
was a distinct recommendation—not itis true, of this particulary 
form of income tax, but of a modified income tax upon certai: 
corporate investments. The President now says: 

You know how much I deprecated the incorporation in the proposed 
of the income-tax feature. 

Iam glad tolearnit. The word ‘‘deprecate” means wh 
It means to ‘‘ pray against as an evil; to seek to avert by pra: 
[laughter]; to desire the removal of; to seek deliverance fr 
to express deep regret for; to disapprove of strongly.” Tha‘ 
what Webster says is meant by the word “ deprecate.” 

Mr. President, I simply cite thisat theclose of my remarks 
the purpose of showing that the President of the United Stat 
so often quoted in this debate here and in the House of Rep 
sentatives as favoring the income tax, now comes forward, e\ 
at this late hour, and says he deprecates the putting of anys 
income tax in this tariff-reform bill. I trust that those sent 
ments of the President, which usually have weight with Senat 
around this circle and with Representatives in the other Hou 
will have weight now. 

I have expressed my views upon the incorporation of the 
come tax in this bill, and I do not propose to inflict any furt 
argument _ the Senate in that regard. I simply say it h 
been from the start a disturbing feature of thismeasure. Elimi- 
nate it, and I stand ready tc join with you earnest, honest, sii 
cere tariff reformers around this circle to make a just a: 
honest revenue bill, a revenue bill which shall place raw mato- 
rials upon the free list, a revenue bill which, in my judgmen: 
will meet the demands of the country. 

The bill as it passed the Senate has been discredited by th 
Democracy of the country. Senators must be blind to the sign 
of the times if they can not see that it does not have the ap- 
proval of the Democratic masses. In my judgment, it is oi 
duty to recede from the two amendments to which I have calle 
ves ee of the Senate by the resolution which I have of- 

ered. 

Mr. President, I desire to perfect this bill. I know it will b 
said by Senators around me that my views ought not to be con 
sidered because I do not intend to support the bill. I wish 
be frank with zo. So long as the income-tax feature remai 
a partof the bill Ican notconscientiously support it; and [ ha 
before stated the reasons why I can not. 

I still insist upon that position. Ido not propose, however, 
to abdicate PY —s here as a Senator; butl desire to p: 
fect the bill? I desire to amend it; I desire to make it as def. 
sible a bill as possible before the people of the country and | 
fore the Democratic masses. In that view and in that line 
have offered the motion that the Senate shall recede. 

Mr. President, the House of Representatives is right u) 
the question; the Democratic masses are right upon it; 1! 
President is right uponit. The amendments which I have 
fered will perfect the bill. Let us take them now, rather +! 
wait until some other day. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is a subject of congratulati 
with every Democrat that the Senator from New York [1 
HILL] and the President of the United States are at last able + 
stand together upon any platform at all. [Laughter.] The 
are both now urgently pleading with members of this Congress 
for the enactment of a law which will give to us absolutely iree 
raw materials. 

But these distinguished statesmen have arrived at this uniii 
cation of opinion after much intellectual struggle, and are no 
subject to the chargeof much inconsistency. So faras harmo 
can be produced, even to a limited extent, within the Democrati 
party, I join in the congratulations which must come from ever 
portion of the country upon this union at last of these two di 
tinguished gentlemen. 

The political millennium seems to have come upon us, at lea 
in a modified degree. The lionand the lamb of New York ha 
lain down together, and the Ways and Means Committee of t! 
Housenow leadsthem. [Laughter.] Which isthe lion and whic 
the lamb I leave for futureadjustment, for I am not boldenough 
now to enter upon that discussion. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, the Senator from New York tells us, as do 
the President of the United States, that the cardinal princip|« 
of Democratic faith in regard to tariff reform is free raw mat 
rial. The President even goes, further than the distinguish 
Senator from New York, and says that it is perfidy to Demo 
eratic doctrine and principle to consider tariff ealeem unless 
free raw materials be embodied in that reform. First, let m 
ask the Senator from New York, when he arraigns the Finance 
Committee and the Democratic party of the Senate for placing 








1894. 


a 





d iron ore, why he declined to vote for free 


duty upon coal an 
ons Se and nays were called in this Chamber upon 


wool when the yeas 
—. HILL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
gouri yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. I have stated distinctly that in the Committee of 
the Whole on several occasions I did not vote upon some of 
the motions. In the Senate [ voted distinctly for free wool. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, if my soul were burning with en- 
thusiasm for free raw material, if 1 could not rest at night be- 
cause the Democratic party was going to its death by putting 
a duty upon raw material, [should stand on no parliamentary 
technicalities as to the Committee of the Whole or the open 
Senate; but I would rush here at the peril of my life to put my- 
self on record for this great, cardinal, elementary doctrine. The 
yeas and nays were called, and the Senator from New York ad- 
mits that he declined to vote for free wool; and yet the wool 
and woolen sehedule is the palladium of protection, the citadel 
of the protectionist in this tariff question. 

Mr. President, we are told by his excelleney the President 
of the United States, in language so emphatic that it can not 
be added to in that respect, and which has been read by the Sen- 
ator from. New York, that no modification of this doctrine shall 
be made in regard to free raw material; thatthe imposition of 
any duty, however small, upou raw material is an abandonment 
of the teachings and doctrines of the Democratic party; yet in 
1887 Mr. Cleveland sent a message to Congress in which he 
said: 

The radical reduction of the duties imposed on raw material used in 
manufactures, or its free importation, is of course an rtamt factor in 
any effort to reduce the price of these necessaries; it wo not only relieve 
them: from the increased cost caused by the tariff on such material, but the 
manufactured product being thus cheapened, that part of the tariff now laid 
upon such product, as a compensation to our manufacturers for the present 


price of raw material, could be accordingly modified. Such reduction, or 
free importation, would serve beside to largely reduce the revenue. 


It is apparent that the President at that time did not consider 
the modification of the duties upon raw material to be a crime 
against the principles of the Democratic party, as he now de- 
clares in the letter from which the Senator from New York has 
read. 

My colleague [Mr. COCKRELL] hands to me the letter of ac- 
ceptance of the President, in which he says: 

Reeognizing these truths, the national Democracy will seek by the appli- 
eation of just and sound principles to equalize to our people the blessings 
due them from the Government they support, to promote among our coun- 
trymen 3 closercommunity of interests cemented by patriotism and national 
pride, and to point outa fair field, where prosperous and diversified Amert- 
ean enterprise may grow and thrivein the wholesome atmosphere of Amert- 
can industry,ingenuity, and intelligence. 

Tariff reform is stili our purpose. Though we oppose the theory that 
tariff laws may be passed having for their object the granting of discrimi- 
nating and unfair governmental aid to private ventures, we wage no ex- 
terminating war against any American interests. We believe a readjust- 
ment can 
without disaster or demolition. We believe that the advantages of freer 
raw material should be accorded to our manufacturers, and we contemplate 
a fair and careful distribution of necessary tariff burdens rather than the 
precipitation of free trade. 

This was the letter of acceptance of 1892, yet we are told now 
by the President of the United States that the bare contempla- 
tion of a reduction in the duties imposed upon raw materials is 
perfidy to the Democratic party and an attack upon its funda- 
mental doctrines. 

Mr. President, the time has come for plain speaking in re- 
gard to the matter now pressing itself upon the people of the 
United States. I have been the consistent friend of the pres- 
ent occupant of the executive chair. I defended him in the 
Senate when his friends could be counted upon the fiagers of 
one hand. I shall continue to defend him so long as I believe 
that his aims and objects are in consonance with the suceess of 
the Democratic party, which I believe necessary to the glory 
and honor of this country. 

But the Democratic party is greater than any man. It sur- 
vived Jefferson, Madison, Jackson, and it will outlive Grover 
Cleveland. He does not embody all the Democracy and all the 
tariff reform of this country. He has no right to disregard the 
_ of the Constitution. He has no right to trample upon 
the sensibilities and obligations of other members of his party 
for any purpose whatever. When it reaches the limit of self- 
respect, I shall consider myself fettered by no other obligations 
than those of my conscience and my duty to the country. 

Where does the President of the United States find his right, 
b ivate letter or personal appeal, to influence the legislation 

foot The Constitution of the United States gives him 
the right and imposes upon him the duty to give Congress in- 
formation as to the condition of the Union, to suggest such 
measures of legislation as he may deem just and expellent. 
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|} When our fathers declarea that there should be three great 
| cojrdinate departmentsof thisGovernment, absolutely independ- 
ent of each other, did they mean that the President of the 
United States by the use of patronage, by the shadow of the 
great office, the greatest upon earth, which the people have 
given him, should, in the teeth of the Constitution, put into the 
hands of the conferees, instructed to have a full and free con- 
ference upon matters in dispute between the two Houses, a per 
sonal appeal to his party friends to stand by his views 


ipon any 
public question? 

Mrs. Adams, the wife of the second President of the United 
States, in some memoirs which can be obtained in the Congres- 
sional Library, gives a quaint reason why the Capitol was placed 


at one end of Pennsylvania avenue and the White House at the 
other. It was, said that good lady, to prevent the President 
from exercising undue influence upon the deliberations of Con 
gress. 

* But, Mr. President, in a conference committee, where the con- 
ferees are instructed to have a full and free conference, the 
President of the United States has deliberately injected his per- 
sonal appeal and his personal opinion in order in adv utlu- 
ence the vote upon a measure on which, under his oath and 


nee to lr 


the 
obligations of the Constitucion, he is at last to pass. He is a 
part of the lawmaking power of this Government, but his 


functions begin only after the Houses of Congress, unswerved 
and uninfluenced by the executive or the judiciary, have passed 
upon the question placed before them. 

The President of the United States, without waiting until! 
the Constitution places this duty upon him, in a private letter 
to the chairman of the conferees upon the part of the Louse of 
Representatives, throws his personal authority, the weight of 
his great office, his hold upon the American people, into the 
scales, and demands from the Senate that it shall aceede to his 
views in regard to tariff reform, or that we virtually shall be 
unable to enter into any canvass upon a bill such as we 
meets the demands and exigencies of the hour. 

Mr. President, that portion of the letter which has struck me 
with more alarm than anything I have heard during the course 
of my public life since the declarationof war between the States 
thirty years ago,is the statment by the President that it was 
impossible, without treason to the party to which we belong 
without perfidy to the principles which we profess, that a bill. 
adopted solemnly by one branch of the National Legislature, 
should become a law by the votes of his political associates. If 
that can be done by the President of the United States, what 
becomes of the theory of the Constitution that each department 
of the Government shall in its sphere be independent of all the 
others? 

What becomes of our boasted republican institutions, our free- 
dom from all except the limitations of the Constitution? If the 
President can do this, he can send his Cabinet ministe 
he can use his executive patronage over us, he 
done in regard to the silver question—punish 


™ 
Loink 


s tous 
can do as was 


‘ecalcitrant Dem 


ocratic Senaiors who did not aceept his views in regard to th 
free coinage of silver. 
But what mockery it is to talk of a full and free conference 


when one conferee has in his pocket at the time when he goes 
into conference the viewsif not the instructions of the President 
of the United States as to what shall be done? It has been said 
in another place, of which I can not speak with« lating the 
rules of this body, that the Senate conferees a red fettered 
hand and foot, and in sadness informed their 


x vi ) 
pe 
wothers of t! 
House that they were not at liberty to do as they pleased. 

Sir, my sadness would have been infinitely increased if | 
had known that at that time, inthe pocket of one of the con 
fereesof the other House, was aletter from the President of the 
United States informing us as to our duty in the face of t 
ruction that we should have a full and free conference 

gard to the matters in dispute between the two Houses. 

Now, Mr. President, a few plain words ina brief résum 
| the history of this tariff bill. I shall content myself by saying 
| that no one has made greater sacrifices of opinion than [ in sup- 


eoth 


ha i 
AAW ALA 
st in r 


aoe - the bill as it passed the Senate. The first bill reported 
| trom the Finance Committee, or the Democratic members of that 


committee, provided for free iron ore, fee lead, free lumber, free 
| wool, free zinc, and a duty of 40 cents a ton on coal. 

That bill came or was about to come to the full Finance Com- 
mittee of the Senate when a caucus of Democratic Senators was 
called, and after three days’ deliberation, as all the world knows, 
we were told to go out and prepare such a bill as would com- 
mand a majority of the Democratic votes in this Chamber. It 
is easy enough for those who are ata distance and without re- 
sponsibility resting upon them to assail Democrats in this Cham- 
ber and denounce them for making weak and cowardly com- 
promises and concessions. 

What was the situation with which we wereconfronted? We 
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knew that the overwhelming voice of the Democratic party in 
the United States was in favor of the repeal of the McKinley 
act and the lessening duties imposed by that legislation. We 
knew that the country had been carried on that issue. We re- 
alized that we were instructed above all things to relieve the 
country from the inordinate taxation imposed by the McKinley 
act. We were confronted with the alternative of going back to 
our people and saying to them that we were utterly incapable of 
carryin;* out the instructions of our party or of making an im- 
provement upon the McKinley act, and which lessened the du- 
ties imposed upon the people. 

What was our duty? That was the question presented to me. 
When the President of the United States says in his letter that 
we have now the power to pass any law we please, I beg most 
respectfully to take issue with him. All the world knows now, 
without elaboration of detail, that it was impossible to pass the 
Wilson bill as it came from the House of Representatives. 

All the world knows now, unless it chooses to believe a false- 
hood willfully, that the only possibility of enacting anything in 

lace of the McKinley act is to — the measure which, after 
our months of such toil, responsibility, and harassing service 
as I shall never endure again, has been sent to the House of 
Representatives. When the President, secure in the White 
House, reads to us a lecture about our cowardly surrender, does 
he realize the circumstances which surround us? Does he know 
that we were confronted with the alternative of taking this bill 
or of taking nothing? 

I, for one, determined that question for myself, and I stand 
here to-day fully responsible for my action. The bill does not 
meet my views. I am known to be an extreme tariff reformer; 
but when I was confronted with the necessity of taking this or 
of giving my acquiescence to the McKinley act remaining upon 
the statute devs, I did not hesitate for one instant. I should 
like to see free coal, free iron ore, free lead, free zinc, free lum- 
ber, free wool; but if I can not get all, I shall take what I can 
get, and trust that a time may come more propitious, when the 
people of the United States will go further in the direction of 
tariff reform. 

Mr. President, for us to be told now, after what we have en- 
dured and suffered, after libel, slander, calumny in all its black 
and tortuous details, that we, who were tariff reformers before 
the President commenced his phenomenal career are false to 
this great truth, is beyond the limit of human endurance, and 
for one I shall protest most vehemently against it. 

A traveler who toils up his weary course along the mountain 
side knows that he can not reach the summit in a single hour 
or day. He is confronted by some marble cliff, by some a= J 
glacier, and must by strategy make his way around, but if ani- 
mated by the certainty that he must succeed at last, he will 
eventually stand upon the highest peak and then look back 
upon the toil and danger as anxious memories. 

I hope that the time may come when the full fruition of my 
hopes in regard to tariff reform may be witnessed, but until I 
can get a better bill I shall take such a measure as can be en- 
acted by the Congress of the United States, and I shall not re- 
ceive my instructions from any other source in regard to my 
duties as a conferee than from the Senate. No President, no 
Administration, has the right to dictate to me what I shall con- 
sider to be my duty to the people of Missouri and of the United 
States. 

I do not care to go further into what is at best an unpleasant 
task. Ido not care to state more now than that the bill as it is 
before the Senate will, in my judgment, become a law, or the 
McKinley act will remain upon the statute book. I wish it were 
otherwise, but I shall not hesitate to go back to those who have 
intrusted me with the responsibility which I now bear and say 
to them, under all the circumstances, as a Democrat and a tariff 
reformer. I did the best I could. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the Senator from Missouri sits down 
I should like to ask him a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Missouri desire the 
Senate to understand that the Democratic managers of the con- 
ference on the part of the Senate were not aware of the exist- 
ence of the President's letter of instruction for the seventeen 
days which one from the 2d of J uly until the 19th? 

r. VEST. speak only for myself. I never heard of the 
letter until it was read yesterday in the House of Representa- 
tives. I had no more idea of its existence than I have now of 
what is being transacted in Asia Minor or Africa. I say, in ad- 
dition, and I neglected to state it, that I was under the impres- 
sion at the time those amendments were offered that the Presi- 
dent of the United States and the Secretary of the Treasury were 
fully cognizant of their nature. 

I know personally that the Secretary of the Treasury knew 
the difficulties which we were encountering, and that he urged 
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us to secure the passage of some bill in place of the McKinley 
act, and that he agreed with me that the greatest disaster pos- 
sible that could come to this country would be the failure of the 
Democratic party to enact a tariff bill inthisCongress. When. 
therefore, this letter, placing upon the Senate of the United 
States the odium of having framed this bill and departed from 
the cardinal principles of the Democratic party, was made pu). 
lic, I use but a mild expression when I say it struck me with in- 
finite amazement. 

Tam not here, Mr. President, to defend or to attack the Admin. 
istration, but Iam here to defend the rectitude of my motives 
and those of mycolleagues in what we have done. I shall not 
make the speech which was made by the Senator from New York 

Mr. Hitu] in defense of the President. It reminded me of a 
waperess murder case I tried in my early life, when I was com- 
pelled to plead the abnormal and natural moral depravity of my 
client to such an extent that he was incapable of committing 
crime. [Laughter.] After I cleared him he came to me and 
said, ‘‘I am obliged to you for having gotten me off, but I woul 
rather go to the penitentiary for life than to hear that speeci 
again.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I rose this morning as the Sena. 
tor from New York was recognized, after this matter had been 
called to the attention of the Senate, for the purpose of submit- 
ting a motion which I then supposed was in ovder. I donot know 
now whether, after the motion of the Senator from New York, 
the motion I then intended to submit would be inorder. Itwasa 
motion that the Senate insist upon its amendments and consent 
to the further conference asked for by the House of Represent- 
atives. If that motion is now in order I will offer it. If it is 
not, I will offer it when it shall be in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that it will 
be in order at this time to make the motion, but the motion of 
the Senator from New York will take precedence. The qucs- 
— first be taken on the motion of the Senatorfrom New 

ork. 

Mr. GRAY. I then make the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state th: 
motion of the Senator from Delaware. 

The SECRETARY. A motion that the Senate shall insist upon 
its amendments and consent to the further conference asked by 
the House of Representatives. 

Mr. GRAY. r. President, I do not think it necessary to de 
tain the Senate by saying anything in support of the motion 
that I have just submitted, or in regard to the motion now be 
fore the Senate offered by the Senator from New York. It 
suffices me to say that there is nothing in the situation, nothing 
that has occurred, so far as I am informed, in the conference 
between the Senate and the House upon the bill which lately 
passed the Senate with amendments, that makes any unusual 
course on the part of the Senate necessary or proper. 

Although I can not speak with absolute certainty, I do not 
believe there will be found a precedent in the recent history o! 
the Senate where it has, on the first report of a disagreement 
between the two Houses, and surrounded by conditions anything 
approximating those which now exist, determined to recede 
from the position it had taken after due deliberation, or to in- 
continently retreat in the face of the determined stand of the 
other House, or of threats from any quarter, be they what they 


may. 
Mr. President, the bill paces the Senate in its present shape 


with my vote. It probably could not have passed without my 
vote; it certainly looked so at one time. And so might every 
Senator say who voted for it. The conditions out of which the 
Senate bill came were unusual, and they need not be recited 
here. Difficulties presented themselves in the path of those 
who were earnest, loyal tariff reformers thatseemed at one tims 
insuperable. But with a degree of patience, forbearance, wis- 
dom, and practical statesmanship that I have not in my short 
service here seen equaled, those difficulties were so far over- 
come that a sufficient number of votes were obtained upon this 
side of the Chamber to pass a substantial measure of tariff re- 
form—a measure which was as objectionable to those who sup- 
ook yy the McKinley bill that it repealed as the Wilson bill 
tself. 

No enemy of tariff reform rejoiced in the eet of the Sen- 
ate bill. Every enemy of tariff reform did what he could, prop- 
erly and honestly enough, J. think, to throw obstructions in its 
path, to interfere with its progress in the Senate, to sow the 
seeds of discord and confusion among the friends of a measure 
that would in some degree take the burden off the bowed back 
of American labor and give some relief to the taf-ridden people 
ofthis country. That measure, therefore, had my free support, 
although it goes without saying, to those who know me, that 
it does not reach the standard of tariff reform which I would 
gladly live up to. 
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It does not mark the achievements in the direction of wise 
tariff legislation that I would rejoice to see completed; but as 
the Senator from Missouri said, it did record the best efforts of 
those who in the face of appalling difficulties succeeded at last 
indoing that thing. It seemed almost impossible at one time 
to succeed in bringing the consent of 30 Senators to a measure 
of substantial and real tariff reform and relief of tax burdens. 

Now, Mr. President, at every stage in the progress of the bill 
through the Senate the enemies of the Democratic party, the 
enemies of what we conceive and I conceive to be sound views 
in regard to tariff taxation, have attempted to thwart, to hinder, 
to interrupt, and to prevent if possible the passage of any meas- 
ure that would modify in any substantial degree what the Dem- 
ocratic platform declared to be the enormities of the McKinley 
tariff taxation. 

“When the bill first came into the Senate from the Finance 
Committee the other side of the Chamber, with its earnest, zeal- 
ous, and able opponents of tariff reform, made the air vocal 
with their taunts that there was no agreement on this side in 
regard to any bill, and challenging the Democratic party that 
helene they brought a bill here for discussion and for serious 
debate they should agree among themselves, believing, as I 
have no doubt they did believe, that such anagreement was im- 
possible. When at last it began to be evident that such an 
agreement was possible and had obtained, then the same ene- 
mies of tariff reform changed their base of attack, and jeered at 
and taunted the Democratic party because, forsooth, with what 
they called a departure from the principles of their own plat- 
form, that they were not in favor of absolute free trade; and 
that in this particular and in that particular the bill fell short 
of the demands of the Democratic voters who had placed the 
party in power. 

Iam not criticising my friends on the other side who took 
that course. It was natural. It wasskillful leadership. I only 
want to call the attention of my friends on this side and of 
Democratic reformers in the country to the attitude which the 
two sides of this Chamber occupied towards each other during 
the progress of the bill through the Senate. 

Mr. President, in the process of arriving at a measure that 
would command 43 votes in the Senate, it goes without saying 
(there are none so fond and foolish as not to know) that conces- 
sion was necessary on one side and the other. Of course views 
had to be compromised. Who ever heard of an agreement 
between two, much less than forty-three independent minds, in 
which there did not have to be concession on one side and the 
other? Yet we hear concession spoken of as if there were 
something unusual, abnormal, and unworthy in the suggestion; 
whereas it is usual and oe and most worthy where the 
end to be accomplished is a high and patriotic one, as in this 
instance it was. 

Mr. President, I had my views when we were in the process 
of arriving at this result. I urged them with such vehemence 
and such argument as I was able to command upon my fellows 
in the Senate. I was in favor of free ironand free coal when the 
Senator from New York was placing every obstacle that his ex- 
ae and ability could command in the pathway of obtaining 
either. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senatorfrom Delaware explain what he 
means by that? 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, I am not to be betrayed 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Dela- 
ware yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. All I can say is, that upon every occasion, and 
usually upon my own motion, when the question was presented 
for free raw material, for freedom from duty on iron ore and 
coal, I voted every time for that proposition. 

Mr.GRAY. There are thirty Senators within the sound of 
my voice who know that what I said is absolutely true. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the Senator in justice tome should 
explain what he means. 

Mr. GRAY. I have already in what I have said sufficiently 
explained; but I will repeat, that when we were in process of 
agreeing or endeavoring to agree to a measure that would com- 
mand a sufficient number of votes, the voice of the Senator from 
New York was not heard by me, and I will venture to say it was 
not heard by the majority of Senators on this side, in favor of 
either free coal or free iron that he advocates to-day. 





Mr. HILL. I donot know to what occasion the Senator re- 
fers. I will simply say—— 

Mr. GRAY. | say on no occasion. 

Mr. HILL. I do not understand the Senator. It must have 
been—— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Dela- 
ware yield to the Senator from New York? 
Mr. GRAY. Certainly, I yield. 
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The Senator from New York 


_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
is recognized. 

Mr. HILL. On every occasion in the Senate in which the 
question has been presented I have advocated the absence of 
om iron and coal. Does the Senator dispute that proposi- 
ion: 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not know, and I was not speaking of what 
is the Senator’s record in the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. To what other record does the Senator refer? 

Mr. GRAY. I was speaking of what my language clearly in- 
dicated, that in the effort on this side of the Chamber to come 
to an agreement on a tariff measure which would command 43 
votes the voice of the Senator from New York was not heard 
by me, andI will venture to say it was not heard by any other 
Senator here, advocating either free coal or free iron. 

Mr. HILL. Ifthe Senator wiil allow me, I will state that I 
know of no occasion, at any time or place, of which it can be 
said that I have not held the very views I have expressed here, 
and I expressed them on every proper occasion. 

Mr. GRAY. Has the Senator from New York any recolleec- 
tion of a conference of Democratic Senators where the attempt 
was made, and first made, and long continued, to obtain an 
agreement on this very bill? 

Mr. HILL. If veeutisel distinctly that conference, sir, and 
shall never forgetit. I recollect distinctly that upon that occa- 
sion [expressed my opposition to an income tax. [argued that. 
I refrained from interfering upon the details of the bill. Does 
the Senator mean to say that at that conference I expressed any 
opposition to the principle which I now lay down? If so, let 
him not confine himself to intimation or insinuation. Let him 
state what I said. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from New York shall not betray 
me into the impropriety of disclosing what occurred in a Demo- 
cratic caucus. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator is at liberty, so far as I am con- 
cerned. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. I repeat what I said, that I never 
heard the voice of the Senator from New York raised in advo- 
cacy of either free coal or free iron, and I venture to say there 
is not a Senator within the sound of my voice who heard it upon 
that occasion. 

Mr. HILL. I am not aware that 1 spoke on the subject. 
Others spoke upon the subject. I listened to what was said. I 
made some suggestion to those around me. The Senator will 
not say that simply because I did not choose to monopolize the 
time of the caucus I was bound by any other conclusion or that 
I was compelled to express my views upon any and all occa- 
sions? I did, sir, in those caucuses, express my views upon most 
of these questions, and the Senator is at liberty to state what I 
said. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, it is very far from my wish to 
get into a personal controversy with the Senator from New 
York. 

Mr. HILL. Then 

Mr. GRAY. But the Senator from New York has arraigned 
his fellows in the Senate here. He has voted against the meas- 
ure upon which they agreed and he defiantly tells them to-day, 
while lecturing those who have always advocated free raw ma- 
terial, that he will not vote for the bill if we put a duty on those 
articles. I decline to take instructions from such a source. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Dela- 
ware yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator mean to say in the heat of ar- 
gument that I am endeavoring to instruct him? 

Mr. GRAY. Is the Senator through? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator has delivered himself this morn- 
ing upon the subject, on his motion to put coal and iron upon 
the free list, and in so doing he has, as 1 conceive, endeavored 
to instruct his fellows, as he has a right todo where he occupies 
a position that permits it. ButI say that he has no right to 
instruct me as to the details of a measure which he declines to 
support. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I have not endeavored or intended 
to instruct the Senator. I have submitted and expressed the 
views which I hold why I am in favor of free raw material, and 
I have not intended to reflect upon any other Senator. If the 
expression of those views has reflected upon some other Sena- 
tors, then I can not help it. I have the same right which the 
Senator from Delaware has to express my views upon the de- 
tails of the bill. Whether I vote for the bill or whether I do 
not makes no sort of difference; Iam entitled to express my 
views. I have expressed them, and it is because the Senator 
does not like them that he is squirming now. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator from New York—- 
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The PRESIDENT pyro tempore. Does the Senator from Dela- 
ware yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. PUGH. Allew me to ask the Senator from New York a 
question. 

Mr. HILL. IL can-not—— 

Mr. PUGH. I thought I had your permission. 

My. HILL, Not until t have the floor and can answer the 
Senator. 

Mr. GRAY. Iwill yield to the Senater from Alabama, and 
of course the Senator from New York may answer the question. 

Mr. PUGH. [ understand I have the permission of the Sena- 
tor from Delaware to make—— 

Mr. HILL. I deeline now, during the speech of the Senator 
from: Delaware and after what he has:said, to. permit the ques- 
tion to be asked.. When I take the floor and. reply to him, if 
occasion permit, the Senator from Alabama can ask me. the 
question. 

Mr. PUGH. 
question. 

Mr. BILL. It. mightrenew it. 

My.. GRAY. Mr. President, I have ardently longed for a 
mensure of tariff reform.that would include free iron and free 
coal, I have done all that in me lay to bring about.aresult that 
would include free iron: and free coal; and lam willing to com- 
pawe my vecerd. with, that.of the Senator from: New Yorkin that 
regard. But, sir, [say I shall not yield to the temptation of 
sell-exploitation, of airing my own views on tariff reform, nor 
do, L desire to gain a little brief applause by declaring what 
dpastic measures I might be in favor of if I had the power and 
ithe right to frame a bill that would contain and embody my. 
own views. Those of my friends who take sufficient interest, in 
my record to:think on the subject.at all know what those views 
ave. They are-as.extreme as. the extremest of the intelligent 
defenders of tariff reform, 

The distinguished. gentleman who has.done so much for the 
great cause of tariff reform by his eloquent tongue and his.in- 
cisive pen, the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee of 
the, other House, will not go further, will not brave more opposi- 
tion, will not make greater sacrifices to obtaina.measure of prac- 
tical tariff reform than will I. LI will go where he dares lead 
and [ will lead where he dares follow if practical results. cam be 
obtained. 

But, Mr. President, if Lhave learned anything by my service 
in. this body and by my compavatively short career in public 
life, L have learned that practical results are notalwaysin strict 
accord with the theories. and with the ideals of those who con- 
spire to produce them. We are often obliged by circumstances 
te take the best that we can get, if it is movingin our direction. 
Tf we will turn our facetowards absolute free trade I will march 
with that army, be its pace more or less slow or more or less 
fast. I will move on.a double-quick if I can,and I will take the 
regulation step if I can not. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that the tariff reformer is. to 
be hounded down and brought into disrepute because he may 
differ with some of his colleagues as to the rate of progress that 
is possible toward the goal that we alldesire. The beautiful 
imagery with which the Senator from Missouri closed his speech 
typilies.our efforts, and aptly illustrates what. has. been done and 
what will be done in the future in order to reach the mountain 
top, where the sunlight of unrestricted commerce and unfet- 
tered trade shall at last shine upon the American people. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me 
a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Tho Senator has alluded to the attacks 
which have been made on this side of the Chamber upon the 
Senate bill as a violatiomof Democratic principles and as an 
abandonment of Democratic promises and platforms. Have-not 
those attacks been fully justified by the utterances of his per- 
sonal and political friend, the highest authority in the Demo- 
cratic party, the President of the United States? 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, Mr. President, I do not think so. I only 
answerthatin the negative. The Presidentof the United States 
is amply able to vindicate himself. He has the ear and the con- 


I thought I would close the controversy by a 


fidence of the American people, and he can always command 


their attention when he desires to speak tothem. They have 
not as yet. betrayed him, and I know he has never betrayed 


them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Delaware agree with 
the utterances and expressions of the semiofificial letter which 
has just been, alluded to? 

Mr. GRAY. Iam as. much in favor of free iron and free coal 


as the President oe be. Idonot know butthatI wasin 
favor of them before he ever formulated the proposition to 
himself for his own consent and approval. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But I understand, if the Senator will allow 


me, that the attitude of the President is that the imposition 
aduty, however small, upon either iron ore or coal is an ac 
perfidy and dishonor. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode [s- 
land is backat hisold practicesagain, trying todo the best he can 
to produce confusionand discordin. the Democraticranks. No 
that he sees the opportunity to aidthe Senator from New Yor 
who has made the defense of the President, in order to get y) 
a division between the President of the United States and {), 
Demoeratic party in.the Senate. I do not think he will bea 
to.do-it.. Idonot blame him for wanting to doit. It is 
natural that he should wish todoit. But let me prophes 
do not often indulge in prophecies—that his desires and wi 
in. that-respect are doomed to disappointment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I willsay to the Senator from Delawar 
evidently it does. not require any action either on the p 
the Senator from Rhode Island or the Senator from New 
to. produce that result. 

Mr; GRAY. That may be, but the Senator frum Rhode Is 
is. doing his little utmostin that direction. He undertak: 
dance a measure with the Senator from New York, and they 
waltz together down the aisle in support and in furtheran 
this family feud, 

Mr.. President, I was saying, when.I was interrupted, tha 
man’s. views as a, taviff reformer were entitled. to be gainsaic 
cause he might differ with some of his colleagues.as to the 
of progress that. was practicable or possible under existing vir- 
cumstances. Ifyou are out in the sea in an open boat and wa 
to get. to theshore and the tide isagainst you, all youhave got! 
do.is'to row, and if vour strength will last you after a whi 
you will reachjthere; but you will not adwance one step. by jump- 
ing overboard and trying to walk. 

Se, Mr. President, recognizing. the conditions. that surround 
uss recognizing the raging sea of partisan Republicanism thit 
casts up against the prow of the Demoeracy all the dead 
foul things that exist at the bottomof thatsea; recollecting t 
we have these difficulties. to. encounter, that we have these ob- 
stacles to overcome—it would be idle to ignore them-—-how can 
we arraign our brethrem who are. enlisted in. the same cause i 
they. shall think that.progress.and final achievement. require a 
slower gait.or demand concession on this side or that, so long as 
the- prow of the: boat is kept towards the shore of our promi 
and our hopes. 

These:are not new views of mine. In 1890, atthe close of ‘ 
discussion on. the McKinley bill, I had oc easion to say: 

Butit is onething to occupy that conservative attitude toward these 
tected industries, turning our faces all the while in what we consider 
right direction, towards greater freedom of trade, towards the loosening 
the bonds that bind the intercourse of men, towards fewer restrictions ar 
not towards an. increase of them, and another to support that policy w! 
keeps its face always turned towards a greater and greater restrict 
towards building higher and higher this tariff wall, and shutting our ¢) 
to:all that lies outside of it—a policy that must be founded upon the theor 
if there is anything in it, that the world is too large, and that we should 
better off if the oceans that wash the eastern and western shores of this 
tinent should bound all the world for us, and that all outside of it w: 


waste of waters and no civilized man found habitation elsewhere than wi! 
the confines of our own Republic. 


My. President, I always knew, or thought I knew, that | 
task that was before the Democratic party after the election 
1892 would prove amostdifficultanda mostappallingone. H:« 
was protection intrenched in power and place and wealth, sup- 
ported by the avarice and self-interest of the protected class 
by the-trained intelligence of the protected classes, all belie 
ing, and I admit honestly believing, most of them, that protec- 
tion had come to be an absolutely necessary condition to th 
continuance of the industries that supported them. I knew th 
obstacles that would confront.us here, I was hardly prepare 
however, for all that has occurred. I knew the outery and ‘ 
clamor that would pierce the skies and resound above the Dome 
of this Capitol the moment we placed our hands upon what |! 
come to be considered the sacred edifice of protection. 

Every privileged class in the country, every corporation or 
trust. that had been. growingrich or making its profits out of the 
unequal privileges given by the McKinley law and by high pro- 
teetion, thronged here through its representatives in Washin:- 
son, and with the best skill and the best intelligencethat wealt) 
could command assailed the ears of Senators with argumen', 
with entreaty, with expostulation. Itwould be vain to say that 
such efforts did not produce any result at all. They have re- 
tarded the: progress of tariff reform undoubtedly. They have 
given a road of sand through which to drag the car of our proy- 
ress. It is true many of them were honest in their appeals. 

Industries in a Senator’s own State, frightened by the speec°s 
and the representations of our Republican friends, came here, 
and necessarily gave pause to many a good tariff reformer, 20" 
made him willing to go slower than he otherwise would have 
done. The Republicans themselves, honestly believing in th° 
theory and cause of protection, have been here with their 2p- 
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eals and their arguments, and they do not think so poorly of 
their own abilities as to believe that they have not made some 
impression on this side. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH], with his greatand acknowledged skill in all tariff mat- 
ters, has n day in and day out with apparent, and I have no 
doubt real, sincerity urging upon his fellows on this side that 
this and that measure of the tariff bill would bring ruin and de- 
struction td the industries of the country; and of course his ar- 
guments have had some effect. 


And yet, in the face of all these difficulties, in the face of spe- | 
cious and plausible arguments, in the face of the obstructions of | 


false friends, in the face of the small majority on this side in 
favor of tariff reform, in face of the fact that the people have 
not given us what we could call a working majority of tariff re- 
formers on this side, they are demanding brick without straw 


We have neyertheless made our tale of brick, and we have | 


brought out a measure, which, while not coming up to Dem- 
oeratic ideals in completely fulfilling the hopes and aspirations 


that I have entertained all my political life, yet does present to | 
the American people a measure of substantial reform, a meas- | 


ure that will undo to a large degree the wrongs that have been 
entailed upon the people by the McKinley law; one which will 
give us free lumber for our homes, which will give us free wool 
for our clothing, which will give us reduced taxes on the manu- 


factured products, which jwill reduce the taxes on structural | 
iron and on railroad bars, and allthe multiplied uses to which | 


iron is put in civilized life and cuts in half the tax on coal and 
iron ore. 

Mr. President, I should be recreant to the high trust that has 
been reposed in me by the people who sent me here if I should 
have failed, by my vote, to support any measure because it did 
not come up to the full standard of what I believed to be tariff 
reform, or because I found attached to it by the House of Repre- 
sentatives what I consider an abhorrent provision, in nowise 
eonnected with true tariff reform—I mean the income tax—yet 
I voted for it despite all these things; and I shall vote for any 
measure that comes from the conference committee that gives a 
substantial and real abatement and relief from what I believe to 
be the unjust burdens of the McKinley tariff. 

There, Mr. President, I differ from the Senator from New 
York. Iam sincerely in favor of tariff reform, and shall vote 
for the best measure in that direction that I can obtain. Ishall 
vote for it whether there is free coal or free iron ore or only a 
duty of half the present duty on those two articles embraced 
in the bill; and so doing, I think I shall be discharging my 
highest duty to my constituents and to the whole American 
people. we 

Forty-three votes were necessary, and the conditions were 
anomalous. They were such that any political gambler could 
take us by the throatand say, ‘‘ By my not voting for this bill I put 
the bill in jeopardy or I defeat it.” That we have had to-con- 
front, and we did confront it, and we overcame it, and by God’s 
blessing we shall overcome the remaining obstacles that lie in 
the path of the achievement to which the Democratic party is 
pledged. We shall bring honesty, we shall bring high en- 
deavor, we shall bring all the patriotism that ought to exist in 
the breast of an American Senator, and we shall join hands to 
see that the hopes of the American people are not at last disay 
pointed, and the fruit offered them does not turn to ashes on 
their ce 

Mr. President, patriotic duty requires self-saorifice; it re- 
quires self-suppression; it requires resistance to the temptation 
to self-exploitation for a little popular and temporary applause. 
I have no doubt, in my imperfect way, I could gain from these 
thoughtless friends of tariff reform my measure of applause by 
standing here and reciting my creed in regard to unfettered 
commeree. I could, no doubt, receive the applause of many 
valued friends at home by telling them how ardenily and how 
heroically I was standing for the things that they stood for, and 
that I was so heroic and so firmthat I would not abate one jotor 
one tittle of my opinion, even though an adherence to itinflicted 
the McKinley law on the country for an indefinite number of 
years in the future. Iam not that kind of a Democrat. [Man- 
ifestations of applause in the galleries. ] 

Mr. President, I have said all I think it necessary to say on 
the motion. that I desire to offer at the proper time. I believe 
that the dignity, the patriotism, and the self-respect of this 
body require it to insist upon the amendments which they have 
solemnly and deliberately placed upon the bill as it came from 
the House of Representatives. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, [ desire to move—I suppose 
properly it will come as a substitute for the motion of the oan 
tor from New York {[Mr. H1it}]—that the Senate recede from so 
much of its amendment numbered 156 as is contained in the fol- 
lowing words: : 

And upon all sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color and upon all 
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} 
sugars Which have been discolored there shall be levied, collected, and paid 
| & duty of one-eighth of | per cant per pound in addition to the said duty of 
40 per cent ad valorem. 
And to amend the said amendment numbered 156 by striking 
the said words from it. 
{ offer that as a substitute for the 
from New York. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 
The Secretary read the amendment of Mr. V1ILas, as follows: 


amendment of the Senator 


9 


That the Senate recede from so much of its amendment, numbere 
page 41, as is contained in the following words, beginning with th 
“and,” in line 10, and ending with the words “ ad valorem,” in line 14 

‘And upon all sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color and upor 


; 


Loa, 
ru 


sugars which have been discolored there shall be levied, collected, and p 
a duty of one-eighth of I cent per pound in addition to the said duty 
per cent ad valorem.” i 

Mr. DOLPH. Lrise toa point of order. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. DOLPH. I donot think the proposition of the : itor 
| from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAs] can be received as a substitute fo 

the motion of the Senator from New York |Mr. Hii}. T 

motion of the Senator from New York goes entirely to another 
| portion of the bill and is in relation to another subject. [ sup- 
pose the proposition of the Senator from Wisconsin might be 
offered as an amendment to that of the Senator from New York, 
or the two oo might be connected. 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator from Wisconsin can offer it as an 
independent motion. 

Mr. VILAS. Letit be received, then, as an independent mo 
tion, if that isthe proper parliamentary course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair holds that it is in 
order for the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Viias] to move his 
amendment as an addition to or as a substitute for the motion 
of the Senator from New York | Mr. Hin], and that the amend- 
ment in either form would be in order. 

The Chair will also state, however, that, as the motion of the 
Senator from New York covers two independent and distinctive 
propositions, and that of the Senator from Wisconsin another 
independent and distinctive proposition, it would be competent 
for any Senator to demand a separate vote upon either one of 
those distinct propositions. The Senator from Wisconsin i 
recognized. ‘ 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, the circumstances in which we are 
placed have invited much diseussion, which is perhaps properly 
to be characterized as personal. There is apparently evoked 
much feeling which, it seems to me, is rather the expression 
individuals in their individual capacity than the judgment of 
Senators in their capacity as Senators. I desire scrupulously to 
avoid any such line of discussion. 

I share the sentiments with which the Senator from Delaware 
{Mr. GRAY] so eloquently and nobly concluded the remarks 
which he has just addressed to the Senate. I believe I can say, 
without the offense of egotism, that I have been a faithful ob- 
server of the principle of duty which he so eloquently and vig- 
orously enunciated; for, from the time when this bill was first 
under discussion until the last day of its consideration, | 
frained, often against a strong impulse, from occupying any of 
that precious time which was so fearfully wasted in the long 
protraction ofso-called debate. 

Sir, I wish now to add no word that shall be or tend to 
undue consumption of time. We havo heard read from 
desk to-day a petition, brief and to the point, from a large num- 
ber of the business men of this country, which expresses the as- 
piration, the eager hope,of the entire people of the country, 
that this legislative assembly, and its associate in legislation, 
shall bring to aspeedy and a profitable end thislong, wearisome, 
and exacting struggle. The business interests of this country 
lie waiting opportunity to take a leap forward, to relieve de- 
pression, to assuage suffering, to uplift the hope of our count 
and our people again. Let us then deal with this question so 
as to promote that end. 

What now is the immediate step which we are bound to 
We have passed through that stage of our deliberations which 
was necessary to the passage by the Senate of a tariff bill; we 
have sent that bill to the other House loaded down with amend- 
ments, expressing the various opinions entertained at this end 
of the Halls of Legislation. After long conference the confer- 
ees representing the two Houses have disagreed; the struggle 
between the two has failed to bring to us a single pointof yi 
ing on the one side or the other so far as the report of th 
mittee of conference indicates, and it is proposed now 
Senate shallinsist upon every oneof the six hundred a: 
four amendments which it made to the bill. a 

Mr. President, without a word of personal crimination, criti- 
cism, or reproach, what is the duty, not of an individual Senator, 
but of this Senate, this great American legislative Chamber in 
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dealing with this contingency? There are three considerations 
to which I wish to invite attention with reference to our relation 
to the House of Representatives in respect to this particular 
measure. 

First, the Constitution of the United States gave a4 certain su- 
periority of place and right in the consideration of revenue 
measures to the House of Representatives. It awarded to that 
House the sole privilege of nes proposal to tax the peo- 
ple. Thatdid not find its placein the Constitution of the United 
States as a mere prescription of a mode of business. The Con- 
stitution was not laying down a rule of order. It declared a 
principle, and we know whence that principle was derived. It 
came from the constitution of Great Britain, and it carried into 
our Constitution the expression of the doctrine, which has been 
maintained there through the centuries of their liberty, that it 
was in the Commons, the immediate representatives of the peo- 
ple, that the right of taxation primarily lay. 

Sir, another thing I desire to mention, a fact rather than a 
principle, in exact accordance with this to which I have drawn 
attention, is that in truth the members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, with whom we are now in contention, are the more 
immediate representatives of the people. They came to their 
seats by the choice of the electors in their several districts at 
the last election; and the great majority in that House in favor 
of tariff reform is the latest expression of the people of the 
United States, coming from them after many years of laborious 
agitation and education. 

This body contains within its numbers able, honorable, and 
venerable men, some of whom we might fairly say come down 
to us from a past generation; they have been here a great num- 
ber of years; and allof themare entitled to the highest considera- 
tion in every respect. Still the fact corresponds with the very 
idea in and upon which the Constitution predicated the proposi- 
tion that taxation should originate with the immediate repre- 
sentatives of the people. 

Sir, let me add another thing, which appeals, it seems to me, 
with great force to the Democratic Senators upon this side of 
the Chamber. We have to deal with a body composed in large 
majority of members of the party to which we belong, whose 

yrinciples we reverence as those which alone can preserve the 
iberties of our country and carry forward true measures of jus- 
tice to our people. -As a mere coirdinate branch of the Legis- 
lature, we Owe duty to deal with that body in the spirit of fra- 
ternity and conciliation, in the spirit of Democratic kindness, 
and with effort to agree in expression of Democratic principles 
in our tariff legislation. We owe that duty ouneedlls , indeed 
in every case. It is peculiarly a duty in respect to revenue leg- 
islation. 

Mr. President, having in view these three propositions, what 
is the situation in which we find ourselves at this time? 

That body which possesses the right to originate measures of 
taxation, after months of arduous labor, sent to us a measure of 
tariff taxation, not all that tariff reformers desired, but yet such in 
its completeness and general scheme that its passage through 
the House of Representatives was the scene of tumultuous joy 
there, responded to in the hearts of the American people through- 
out the land. 

That measure has now been almost six months in this Cham- 
ber, and this body, which possesses by the Constitution power 
only to suggest amendments, has been wrestling with it until it 
has metamorphosed it; and when at last our long and painful 
struggle was ended, and we sent it to the House of Representa- 
tives for their consideration of the amendments proposed, I 
grieve to say our enactment did not have the same cordial and 
cheerful response with which the original measure was received 
by the people of the United States. 

And, sir, this proposition is now that we shall insist upon 
every amendment sent to that body. For what purpose? To 
compel its submissign to the Senate, which has so changed the 
bill as that its friends would not recognize it. By what com- 
pulsion? Alas, only by public suffering. At what cost? The 
practical failure to pluck the fruits of victory, the result of the 
many years of struggle and contest through which the people 
of this country have passed. 

Mr. President, what can justify us in taking that extreme po- 
sition now? Have we found theconferees representing the other 
House so unreasonable, sounwilling to — anything, that there 
is no apoaieney for further hope? y no means. It may cer- 
tainly gathered, from what has appeared through various 
sources of information, that there has been a spirit of concilia- 
tion, a spirit of concession, manifested on the part of the House 
of Representatives. 

And upon what particulars do we most insist? Upon them 
which in nature most peculiarly offend the spirit of the Consti- 
tution itself. We have insisted on putting on that measure sub- 
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jects of taxation which the House of Representatives delipe,. 
ately declared to be free. We have sought to make thoco 
things dutiable which the House of Representatives declareg 
were improper to bear the burden of popular taxation. 

I feel that in the special feature to which my motion ig aq. 
dressed the attitude of the Senate is so especially un-Democrati, 
and unjust, that we ought, by receding from it, to tender to the 
House of Representatives an expression of our willingnoss to 
consider proper changes in the bill at the same time that wo 
again send to them conferees with the general instruction {) 
insist. 

Sir, Lam willing to vote for the motion to insist upon cyery 
other amendment proposed by the Senate, provided only we 
take from it this peculiarly odious and offensive tax which jg 
embraced in the article to which I have drawn attention by 
the motion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GRAyYinthe chair). Does 
the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from Missour}’ 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Would it interrupt or interfere with the 
Senator from Wisconsin if I were to read what the President 
says on this schedule? 

r. VILAS. I have read what he has said, and it would 
in this discussion no aid to me; I presume others have read it 
and it would be no aid to them to read it again now. I prefey 
to pursue to the end speedily the remarks I intend to make. 

Mr. President, I concede that it may bea proper thing for the 
Senate to insist generally on such subjects of taxation being 
considered in conference as the Senate has seen fit to propose, 
and that ina certain sense it isright that the conferees shall be 
supported by the expression of the Senate that the points which 
meet with opposition there shall be further debated. [or tha: 
reason, ardently desiring myself the greatest freedom in tarif 
taxation, the greatest deliverance of subjects of taxation from 
that form of oppression which is for the benefit of the [ov 
therefore wishing for free coal and free iron ore as well as \ 
have other artic'ss of similar general nature upon the free list, 
Se gam willing to vote fora general insistance covering thos 

tems. 

I might for that reason, if simply sugar were proposed as a 
subject of taxation, be willing to include it in the general in. 
sistance. Indeed, I believe sugar to be a proper subject for rey: 
enue duty, and therefore should desire it to be = again 
to the House. But,sir,here is a tax confessedly levied fora 
single purpose, a tax levied for the purpose of enriching stil! 
further the most gigantic, obnoxious, iniquitous, and offensive 
trust that I believe has yet been openly placed upon the people 
of this country. It is a trust raised into its hideous power by 
the McKinley act itself; for, although it had some existence be- 
fore, it was that act which, by making raw sugar free ani 
placing a higher discriminating duty on refined sugar than it 
ever before had borne, raised this monster of the sugar trus' 
into its position of domination over the interests of the peop! 
of the country and of tremenduous influence and power in th 
halls of legislation. 

Now, for what reason shall we adhere to a tax solely for the 
benefit of the sugar trust? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I shouldlike to inquire of the Senator from 
Wisconsin as to whether the tax of one-eighth of a cent addi: 
tional on refined sugar will not inure to the benefit of the pi 
ducer? I understand him to state that the tax is exclusive'y 
in the interest of the sugar trust. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senatorfrom Louisianacan tell better thas 
I can whether there is in any way some share of advantage ‘ 
the sugar producer in the additional one-eighth, but if ther 
be, certain it is that the people of this country understand thi' 
that tax was inserted, not for the benefit of the producer, bu! 
for the benefit of the refiner. They understand that it was in 
serted in the bill distinctively and peculiarly as a refiner's tax, 
and it has brought down upon the Democrats of the Senate thé 
animadversion of the people of this country, because it was pu’ 
in as a refiner’s tax, a peculiar expression and illustration of the 
principle of protection to the manufacturer. 

As such I deal with it. If more taxation be necessary to rais 
suitable revenue upon sugar, let it be laid. Put it on, if need 
be, but put it on in such a manner that nobody shall derive in 
cidental protection from it except the agriculturist, who in the 
fields of Louisiana or Nebraska makes sugar from cane or beets 
Let us discharge ourselves from this odium. Let us deliver thi 
Democratic party from this peculiar expression of subserviency 
to the — sugar trust of the United States. 

Mr. President, is there need of protection to that colossal com: 
bination? Sir, not to protract the discussion with details, havé 
we not been advised, by such modes of information as can leave 
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no moral doubt upon the mind, that the sugar trust has been 
able to divide among its stockholders in the compass of @ single 
year a total sum nearly equal to one-third of its enormous capi- 
tal of $75,000,000; that —— being itself inflated and swollen 
by excessive valuations of the properties in its hands? Does it 
need protection? As long ago as 1880 the present president of 
the trust testified before the Ways and Means Committee of the 
House of Representatives that with free trade in sugar they 
could beat the world in competition in refining. 

By the most caref ' proofs, collated from trustworthy sources, 
it is established that the labor cost and the general cost of re- 
fining sugar in this country is much less than in any of the great 
countries of Europe where sugar is refined. A protective duty 
can only be claimed as a fair measure when it is to exclude for- 
eign competition because that competition possesses factitious 
advantages which do not belong to our own country. Here the 
rule is reversed. By the machinery which is possessed by the 
great sugar trust sugar can be and is refined at amuch cheaper 
cost and a much cheaper labor cost than in England, France, or | 
Germany. 

Upon what basis, then, shall we give to the trust a continued 
right to levy taxes of the same kind and in the same manner 
that the United States levy upon the people of this country? 
The United States —— the merchant, the shopkeeper, the 
jobber everywhere to collect here a little and there a little from 
every customer, from every poor man's family that buys a few 
pounds of sugar, some few cents or some few mills in order that 
revenue shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States. 

Why should the United States make the sugar trust its part- 
ner in the division of the taxes so wrought upon the people of 
the United States? Why take the trust into this confederation 
to lay upon every poor family the duty of contributing some 
mills upon every pound of sugar until in the great aggregate 
the trickling streams of wealth which springin the sweatof the 
laborer’s forehead gather in one mighty pour of millions into | 
the coffers of the sugar trust? Sir, for one I can not support 
this measure without entering this effort to relieve the confer- 
ence between the two Houses of a proposed tax so obnoxious to 
the principles of Democracy, so abhorrent to every bg ar of 
justice, so oppressive to all the people of the United States, so | 
unfair, wicked, and unnecessary. 

Mr. President, I am glad to know thatupon the other side of 
the Chamber the same sentiments I utter, at least in respect to 
the result, areentertained. I am glad to know that there isone 
tax, levied in the name of protection, which has become so odi- 
ous, 80 anathematized by every thinking man in the United | 
States that even the men of a party which professes protection 
for a principle can no longer support it. Iam glad to know that | 
upon the other side of this Chamber we have had, and I hope 
will have again, concurrence in the effort to discharge the peo- 
ple of thiscountry from this oppressive and hateful burden. 

I trust that we may agree upon thissubject. I hope it may be 
possible that when these conferees are sent, bound by the gen- 
eral charge of the Senate, to again insist upon the six hundred 
and thirty-four amendments laid upon the bill, they may carry 
with them at any rate this tender of conciliation, this peace- 
offering of fraternity, by which they will signify that the Sen- | 
ate at least does not intend to maintain an autocratic rigidity of | 
purpose against that body in whom the Constitution wisely places 
the power to originate revenue legislation. 

I do not wish to detain the Senate. There are many things | 
which I had it in mind to touch upon when I came to the Cham- 
ber this morning, but which, for the very reason that so much 
has been said which is not calculated to promote conciliation, I 
wish to refrain from any allusion to. | prefer rather to carry to 
the Senate, if I can, my idea of its high constitutional duty in | 
dealing with that other body in the great American Con- | 
gress. 

I trust, sir, that out or this dealing, out of all the labor we | 
have undergone, out of all the suppressions, theself-effacements, 
I was about to add the self-abasements, to which we have sub- 
mitted in the effort to bring harmony to the majority of this 
body and harmony into the councils of that party which is in the 
majority in the country, there is yet to come a measure of eco- 
nomic liberty, not the complete fruition, not the surmounting 
of the mountain top in the beautiful figure of speech of the elo- | 
quent and winning Senator from Missouri r. VEST], but | 
at least a measure which shall mark to the people of this coun- | 
try the fact that at last a turn has been reached in the course 
of oppressive, burdensome, grinding taxation upon them to fill | 
the coffers of the few; that at last hope is to shine upon the peo- | 
ple of this country; that the day is to dawn not far distant when 
revenue will be raised by our customs taxation and not tributes 
for the increase of the wealth of any classes especially favored, 
but when with general liberty throughout the land in trade and 











commerce as well as in law and enlightment, the merchants of 
the United States, descending to their ships from ‘either shore 
of this vast continent, will bind up in great bands of peace and 
Christian kindness the trade of the whole world to fts center 
in the United States. 

Let us not mark this measure from which we hope so much 
with a badge of servitude, nor put upon the Democratic party, 
which alone can be the servant of that liberty in this land, the 
collar of a villien of the sugar trust. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I understand the motion of 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] to be an instruction to 
the Senate conferees to drop the differential of one-eighth upon 
refined sugar which has been adopted by the votes of the Sen- 
ate. During the course of the Senator's remarks I ventured to 
ask him a question, after a strong expression on his part, and 
which he referred back to me for a response. 

It is absolutely useless for me to say that, representing my 
State and its chief staple product, I have no concern with or 
interest in the sugar trust. I am here to advocate so far as I 
can the interest of my State in this particular. The one-eighth 
being taken off will strike a deadly blow at that interest. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. Ishould like to makea statement and to ask 
the Senator from Louisiana a question. I[ have never been able 
to comprehend how the producers of sugar are interested in re- 
taining the one-eighth for the refiners. I hope he will show 
how the producers are interested. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The explanation is very simple. The pro- 
ducer of cane in Louisiana is mostly a manufacturer of sugar. 
The Louisiana planter, by adopting the recent improved methods, 
turnsout a sugar which goes into consumption as refined sugar. 
It isa centrifugal sugar, quite equal to the German granulated 
sugar, which is the great competing sugar that the trust has to 
contend with. 

Mr. President, in the matter of tariff reform I am in strict 
line with the orthodox tenets of my party. I was born and 
reared in the midst of the sugar-planting district of my State. 
Ever since I have attained years of discretion I have beena 
Democrat and a tariff reformer on the strictest lines of the 
Democratic faith, theory, and policy. For many years I have 
been censured in my own part of the country for clinging too 
tenaciously to the Democratic theory. 

I have earnestly, in season and out of season, told my people 
that the anchor of safety for them was to grasp the Democratic 
theory and lay hold of the Democratic platform, which platform 


; announces the theory that the Democratic party is pledged to a 


tariff on imports for revenue, and that having the article which 
produces revenue more conspicuously and to a larger extent 
than any other article upon the dutiable list, they were in no 


| danger of destruction at the hands of the Democratic party. 


I am nota whit behind any of my associates upon this floor 
in the matter of tariff reform; but when the Democratic party 
breaks loose from its moorings, when I am told upon this floor 
that the very conference committee which has brought in this 
report would have broughtin a report for free sugarif they dared, 
I think it is time to call a halt, and to inquire into the reasons 
why we have departed from ancient Democratic doctrines. 

Mr. President, itis said the reason that there is a hesitation, 
the reason there is almost an absolute refusal to place sugar upon 
the dutiable list is that it is unpopular so to do, that the peo- 
ple of the United States have enjoyed the sweets of free sugar, 


| and that they owe the sweets of free sugar to the Republican 


irty. 
If, therefore, the Republican party were to adopt a principle 
or plan of putting on the free list every cherished subject and 


object of Democratic taxation, and that made it popular, then 


| the Democratic party is to recede from its principles and adopt 


the plan of the Republican party. I am not that sort of a Demo- 
crat. 

Mr. President, I will allude briefly to the sugar culture of 
Louisiana, and try to induce the Senate to believe that at this 
moment it would be absolute destruction to the people engaged 
in that industry to put sugar either upon the free list or give 
them such a restricted and diminished duty as that they could 
not live and prosper. The sugar industry existed in Louisiana 
before it was a State. 

The first experiment made in sugar was in 1794 by M. Etienne 
De Boré, a gentleman who had a plantation above the city of 
New Orleans. It was not supposed that the juice of the cane 
would granulate into crystals of sugar until the experimont was 
made by this gentleman. He succeeded. When Louisiana was 
admitted into the Union under the State constitution of | 12 it 
found the sugar industry just about springing well into exist- 
ence, " 
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From that period, and before that period, down to the pres- 
ent, there is nota single Democratic Congress that ever hesi- 
tated one moment as to whether or not a tariff upon sugar was 
within Democratic lines and Democratic policy. We never 
dreamed that because the Republican party put sugar upon the 
free list the Democratic party weuld depart from the precedent 
of a hundred years of im tion of duty uponsugar. From unin- 
terrupted custom, from the continuous imposition of a tariff upon 
sugar for more than a hundred years, the people of my State 
built up the industry, relying upon its continuance as an appli- 
cation of Democratic doctrine. 

{ have constantly heard upon this floor the declaration made 
that if the gentlemen framing this bill had their way there 
would be no tax upon sugar. It is about time to talk plainly, 
and I pro to do sonow. I make no threats, nocriminations. 
There is none of that sort of thing inme. When the testcomes 
here as to whether I will sit in my seat and see the industry 
destroyed upon which the pens of my State is founded, [ 
shail act promptly and decidedly. 

The sugar industry had culminated under the slave régime in 
1861 to the extent of supplying about one-half of the sugar of the 
United States. In afew more years it is my deliberate opinion 
that that State alone would have supplied all the sugar of the 
United States. I am warranted in that belief from the rapid 
strides the industry had made from about 1820 to 1861. After 
the war the sugar-planters were absolutely divested of all means 
to follow the pursuit. 

It required, under the conditions confronting them, very large 
capital. It required expensive machinery. It required vast 
outlays. The necessary capital to commence the business had 
consequently to be borrowed. Before the labor relations be- 
tween the owners of the soil and the emancipated blacks had 
been properly adjusted (as I am happy now to say they are), the 
history of the sugar _enaiey of Louisiana from the war up to 
about ten years ago is a history of disaster and bankrupicy. 
Since the improvement of the method both of extracting the 
juice from the cane and evaporating the juice after its extrac- 
tion, the industry has taken a new start. 

The start commenced under the tariff that existed prior to 
1890. It was accelerated after the gift or grant of a bounty by 
the McKinley act of October, 1890; and now the industry is in a 
flourishing and prosperous condition. 

I will direct the attention of the Senate to the fact that when 
the Republican party, out of its own exigencies, in 1890 took the 
tariff from sugar itreeognized the justice of giving anequivalent 
to the sugar producers, lest they should be wiped out of existence. 
They gave the equivalent in the shape of a bounty. There was 
a bounty of nearly 2 cents a pound, with an additional tariff of 
sixty one-hundredths of a cent on refined sugar. 

In answer to the question of the Senator from Illinois, I stated 
that we have made to a large extent what is called refined cen- 
trifugal or off-white na. The term off-white is used to sig- 
nify that the color is slightly off, not entirely white; and by 
adopting the centrifugal process, and by the establishment of 
large mills the planters of my State have been able to keep 
abreast with the times. They are not entirely so yet, but they 
are rapidly approaching to the use of scientific methods adopted 
in Germany for the manufacture of the beet into sugar. 

Under the promise held out by the Senate in the report of its 
Finance Committee of giving a inished bounty, the planters, 
in order to provide for a time when the tariff might be entirely 
taken off or considerably diminished, have incurred enormous 
expenses. I believe I am safe in saying that they have antici- 
pated both the 40 per cent tariff and the small modicumof bounty 
that was allowed, for at least three years in advance, in pur- 
cree more approved machinery and in erecting more suita- 
ble bu a ge. 

Mr. President, living in that part of the country, knowin 
somewhat about the business, if not atade an expert in it, 
am perfectly justified in saying, and I do say here, thateven with 
the proposed modified bounty which the Senate struck off, with 
the 40 per cent ad valorem and the eighth and tenth additional, 
a large number of the planters of Lo will go to the wall. 
They have censured mefor accepting the proposition of the Sen- 
ate l'inance Committee. They have represented to me—and I 
know their representations are not at all extravagant—that un- 
der this diminished protection they would be met with ruin and 
with versie we al 

Notwithstanding that, in the intense desire and eagerness [ 
had to see that a Democratic measure of tariff reform should be 

and the enormous burden of taxation entailed by the 
operation of the McKinley law relieved, I submitted to the 
proposition ef the Senate Finance Committee. I did so in good 
faith. Then came the vote on the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] in precise line with the 
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roposed action of the Finance Committee itself, and it was do. 
ted by an overwhelming vote. 

Now it is proposed to take off an eighth, and taking o# , 
eighth will cripple and destroy the planters of Louisiana. 
is not merely a handful of protected planters whose interests »,». 
at stake in this matter. There are nearly 300,000 laborers g 
rectly and indirecly engaged in the sugar business. There js, 
capital of about $100,000,000 invested init. The annual crop, o» 
the crop of last year rather, for the crop rises in progress‘) 
was worth at least $20,000,000. That crop has been excha 
agente nearly every — of the West and the machi 
of the North and the Hast. 

The area to which cane culture is devoted in my State is oy 
braced south of the thirty-second degree of north latitude, ¢.. 
nine from the Mississippi River westward near the Tex,; 
line. Itis bordered on the south by the Gulf. It is not fitto, 
for the culture of the cereals. A portion of the country can not 
make cotton at all; the atmosphere isso damp that the wory 
eats up the bolls as fast as they are formed. There is no othe; 
product in the extreme southern belt, composing about twelys 
parishes, in my State to which the agriculturist can devote }j: 
attention; and I say here for my State, if the bounty is denice, 
that was promised, if the duty is taken off which was agr< 
be imposed, that country will become a desert. 

Mr. President, this cry for relief coming from the sugar ))|ant 
ers of Louisiana does not come from overgrown and bounty-{ed 
corporations. It comes from the honest tillers of the soi!. |: 
comes from honest American citizens. They have been induced 
to go into this business by reason of the legislation of a hundrei 
years, and it isnot Democratic to strike them down. It is 10 
only notin accordance with pein economy and theories of 
the Democratic party, but it is not humane; it is not just; it is 
absolute, unadulterated cruelty. 

If those people have to be destroyed byeither one party or tle 
ether, humanity dictates that at least such amodicum of proicc- 
tion shall be given to them as will enable them to find some 
other pursuit or go to some other spot upon God’s green earth 
where they will not be tortured and punished by tariff legisla. 
tion. They ask this at the hands of a Democratic majority: 1 
Democratic State asks it which never yet has wavered in } 
allegiance to the Democratic party. Her citizensaskit. The; 
ask the withholding of the hand that would deai the dead 
blow. 

At every step in the progress of this sugar-tariff legislation 
schedules agreed on have been changed; promises made hay 
been violated. We are treated to this reduction, and then that 
reduction, until the people of my State know not where t 
stand. A fair revenue tariff, a fair, square, honest tariff upon 
sugar in the firstinstance would have been what the situation 
demanded and what the Democratic party could have acc: 
without violating a single one of its principles. 

What is the slight protection that we enjoy, Mr. Presiden 
Wemade 600,000,000 pounds, say, of sugar lastyear. The boun' 
on that at 2 cents is $12,000,000. What proportion does it bex: 
to other protected manufacturing interests in the country ©: 
under the operations of this bill? Under the Democratic theor 
of adding the tariff to the amount of the sales of the domesti 
product we find that the domestic product of cotton goods enjoys 
a protection of $63,897,360. 

The Senate bill proposes to put a rate of 38.45 per cent upos 
manufactured products of cotton. Subtracting from the amo 
of the gross product the amount of the McKinley tariff, the co! 
ton manufactures have a protection of $63,897,360 on an outp 
of $268,000,000. What about woolen products? The distin 
guished Senator who now occupies the chair [Mr. GRAY in th 
chair] I think stated that wool is the palladium of tariff reform 
Wool is placed on the free list, but the products of wool are n0' 

laced on the free list. The protection that woolen fabrics cn- 
joy after subtracting from the product of the domestic manw!.:- 
tures the amount of the McKinley tariff would be about $37,41')- 
000 


I have here a long list of industries protected by the bil!, db: 
I do not choose to read them all. I will only allude to iron ani 
steel and bituminous coal. The rate in the Senate bill upon 
iron and steel manufactures is 34.52 per cent. The amount © 
protection upon the amount of the domestic sales under 1): 
calculation would be $92,114,405. This is the way the tarif 
reaches. It reaches by indirection. 

Under the operation of the tariff prior to 1890, the tariff acto 
1883, and the last year of that tariff, out of $212,000,000 realizec 
from the duty on imports $68,000,000 of that amount was derived 
from sugar; the ideal subject of taxation filling up complete!y 
the Democratic scheme of tariff taxation. 

The amount of protection on bituminous coal allowed under 
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more sugar maae from beets in the United States than fromsugar 
cane. It a be that the proprietors in Louisiana will change 
their mode of producing sugar by taking the homely beetinstead 
of the sugar cane. Thegeneral tendency is that way. Inevery 
country of Europe where beets can be raised beet sugar has 
Buperseded sugar from cane. 

The proposition now to impose a duty, whether as a protec- 
tive duty or as a revenue duty, of 40 per cent ad valorem, it 
seems to me ought to satisfy our friends from Louisiana, es- 
pecially as they have contributed to reduce the rates of duty on 
almost every production of the North to less than 40 per cent, 
even on cotton goods, on which are imposed the highest rates 
in the bill. The rate is less than 40 per cent on almost every 
article produced in the North. Every article produced by the 
farmer has been reduced to 20 per cent or less. Certainly the 
gentleman from Louisiana ought not to complain whena higher 
rate of duty is now — upon sugar than upon any other ag- 
ricultural product of the United States. 

I ask my honorable friend from Indiana if he can state asingle 
agricultural product that is now to have a duty of 40 per cent, 
except sugar. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If the Senator from Ohio will permit 
me, I can name one. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is it? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Rice. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Well, that is a product of the South, and 
the Senators from the rice-producing States have had their own 
way aboutit. I think myself the duty on rice is too high, but 
we have made no complaint about it. I think it ought to have 
been reduced to a lower grade; but the Senators from Louisiana 
now come before us and complain of hardship or injustice and 
speak as if we desire to interfere with their industry or in any 
way to injure it. Certainly there is no desire of that kind. 
The Democratic Senators on the other side have shown rather 
a disposition to enlarge the duty on sugar. Itis true that while 
there was no duty on — under the McKinley act, the large 
amount given to the refiners was a mistake in that act. 

I have said that over and over again, and I have stated it here 
in the Senate. It seems to me to be now demonstrated that so 
far as the sugar trust is concerned the 40 per cent ad valorem 
upon sugar, which is a protection to the refineries as well as to 


the Louisiana planters, will more than pay the cost of refining. | 


—- will go with all their immense capital into all the marts 


of the world, including Germany and all the countries where 
sugar is made out of beets, and in the tropical countries; they 
will buy sugar at the lowest possible rate and bring it in here; 
and to the extent of 40 per cent ad valorem they are protected. 
Why should they have an additional posesteny hy should 
one-eighth of 1 cent per pound be given? I know from the 
usual temper of the House of Representatives, and I know from 
the way I felt when I was a member of that body, that a bounty 
of this kind, an absolute sum of money paid out to a single cor- 
poration whose watered capital of $75,000,000 represents only 
about $10,000,000 of actual property, on which they make an in- 
come every year equal to the original capital, will never be 
granted. 

The idea of voting one-eighth of a cent a pound in aid of the 
sugar trust, it seems to me, is entirely indefensible. That one- 
eighth will not ae for the benefit of the sugar-planters. 
They seem to think that it will be an additional protection to 
them, but I do not so regard it, for the difference between the 
value of the raw sugar and that of the refined sugar, measured 
at 40 per cent ad valorem, is their protection. There is the 
_ profit to the sugar trust. They will have a protection of 

cent, and that will be equivalent to 1 cent apound, which 
will more than pay all the expenses of refining; for it must be 
remembered that in the process of refining no sugar is wasted. 
All the refiners do in refining — is to take out the coloring 
matter to make it more palatable and more attractive in ap- 
pearance, so as to secure a higher price forit. There is no rea- 
_ in the world why that one-eighth of 1 cent should be given to 

em. 

What is one-eighth of 1 cent per pound on two or three or four 


million tons of sugar? I have forgotten the exact figures, but | ON 
| sion in it, because I have yielded my convictions very largely! 


on all the sugar imported into this country it amounts to an enor- 
mous sum, and the refiners get the whole benefit of it, while the 


entire cost of refining sugar, as shown by the documents before | 


us, is only about one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

It seems to me that tc grant a subsidy would be a scandal and 
ashame. I never look upon it in any other way, and I would 
not vote for it under any consideration. I do not think this bill 
should ever be with such a provision init. Therefore I 


think we ought to recede upon that amendment, which is one | 
, Democratic rule? 


of the most important features of the bill. 
I should vote for striking out that one-eighth and relieve the 


refiners and relieve the producers and all those who have the | 








benefit of 40 per cent ad valorem on sugar, which is more than 
the average rate, and more than the rate on any other agric,). 
tural production, except rice, and greater, I think, than can }, 
justified by the circumstances of the case. 

Mr.PALMER. Mr. President, I agree with the President; 
the United States that raw materialshould befree. Lrepres:y; 
a State that can derive no advantagefrom protection. Nothin, 
that we have can be benefited by protection, and Lam anxious, jj 
can, to avoid the oppressions which result from the attempt t) 
protect other interests. That is all that I can do. 

I am not willing to vote for this one-eighth of 1 cent a pouny 
in favor of the refiners. I do not think it ought to be asked 5, 
by the sugar-producers. They are keeping very bad compan, 

The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] says that th, 
sugar-growers of Louisiana do refine sugar to some extent. Th, 
amount of benefit that the sugar producers would derive [roy 
this one-eighth, under the pretense of refining sugar, is yep, 
small. The great bulk of the profit would go to thesugar trys 
It would be an addition to the cost of refined sugar. I sugyes; 
to the Senator from Louisiana that one of the best things tha: 
the sugar-producers can do is to dissolve that partnership wi; 
the sugar refiners. 

Mr. CAFFERY. If the Senator from Illinois will permit m 
I will inquire of him, first, as to the existence of a partnersh; 
and, if there is such partnership, what kind of a partners 
it is? 

Mr. PALMER. I understand that the Senator from Loui 
ana argues that, from the improved methods of production, ‘) 
sugar-producers furnish a class of refined sugar, and to the ex. 
tent they do that they would be benefited by this duty; but th 
sugar refiners would derive a hundred times as much bens 
from it as would the sugar plantersof Louisiana. Hence, |; 
although they may produce something of that sort, they 

produce a certain species of refined sugar, that the substanti:| 

enefits of this one-eighth would go to the organized sugar re- 
finers, who are usually characterized as the sugar trust. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I should like to ask the Senator from 
nois if an identity of interests consiitutes a partnership? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes; anidentity of interests and a divisio 
profits do, and that is the exact relation that the Louisiana su¢ 
ie proposes to occupy to the sugar trust, that they are : 

e one in interest and one in profit, and I suggest to the Senat 
from Louisiana that the small share of the profits which 1! 
sugar grower would derive from this duty would be but an i 
finitesimal proportion of the burden which would be impo: 
upon the country. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I should like to know of the Senator 
Illinois whether there is any chance or opportunity of getting 
out of what he is pleased to term a partnership, other than | 
abandoning the manufacture of refined sugar? 

Mr. PALMER. The simple method would be for the suga 
planters to accept an ad valorem duty that would protect them 
and leave the sugar refiners to take care of themselves, whether 
they be the sugar growers or whether they be the large inter- 
ests which are represented by what is called the sugar trust 
I maintain that 40 per cent is enough and all thatthe sugar pro- 
ducers ought to have. As the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHEX- 
MAN] has stated, no other agricultural interest receives so larg 
a protection. An exception has been made in favor of that i! 
terest. 

Mr. CAFFERY. If the Senator will permit me again to in 
ject another interruption injhis speech, I think Istated in abo. 
as clear language as I could that the sugar planter of Louisiav: 
is per force a manufacturer of sugar, and is therefore entitled | 
protection. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam perfectly willing to pay to the suga 
grower of Louisiana a fair ad valorem duty on his product, bu' 
Iam not willing to pay any duty to himas a refiner of sugar. 
That is another and a distinct employment. If it were pos:!! 
to limit it to the sugar producers of Louisiana it might be : 
durable, but the fact is that it operates for the benefit o! ' 


| persons who are engaged in perhaps the largest business in the 


world, and therefore I protest against it. do not say to t 
Senator that I would not votefor this bill even with that p 


the sake of agreeing with my political friends. 
I have regarded the doctrine of protection as essentially 40: 
radically vicious. The whole theory of protection is « [rau 
and, if not a fraud, it is worse than that. This theory that' 
Government can and will and ought to take care of the peop! 
by finding them employment at good wages is the nursery ‘! 
germ from which Coxeyism and all these isms are drawn. 
Mr. PEFFER. Why not apply protection according to te 


Mr. PALMER. What is the Democratic rule to which the 
Senator from Kansas refers? 
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Mr. PEFFER. I asked why not apply protection according 
to the Democratic rule? 

Mr. PALMER. The Democratic doctrine of protection is 
that men shal] not be burdened, but shall be left to work out 
their own salvation; and whenever we depart from that doc- 
trine we involve ourselves in strikes and mobs and riots. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from Illinois permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I ask the Senator whether, when he pro- | 

sed an amendment to place barbed wire upon the dutiable 
ist and to take it from the free list where it was, he was then 
of opinion that roe was a robbery and a fraud? 3 

Mr. PALMER. I answer that I was [laughter] and I still 


am. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Iillnois allow me to 
say that I suppose he made an exception as to barbed wire? 

Mr. PALMER. I did not; and if the material from which | 
barbed wire is manufactured had been made free I should never 
have intimated the propriety of taxing barbed wire. I believe 
in free raw material. It is the manufactured product which it 
was proposed to tax and to leave free the raw material from 
which the manufactured product is made. That, in brief, was 
the Democratic doctrine. 

I repeat, that this eighth of a cent allowed to the refiners is 
not required, I think, by any real interest of the country. I 
should not say, like the Senator from Louisiana, that I would 
not vote for the bill even with that abuse in it, because I am 
anxious to escape from the present conditions. One of the 
things from which I am anxious to escape is the bounty paid to 
the Louisiana sugar-planter, a most vicious arrangement, which 
stands in the way of all real tariff reform. The system of 
bounties is vicious and demoralizing. I am willing to pay 40 or 
even 45 per cent ad valorem to get rid of that system, if by 
that means we can escape from the vicious provisions which 
gave to the sugar-growers this bounty of 2 cents a pound on 
sugar. I know it is an expensive experiment, but we must 
accomplish it at whatever price. I shall submit to anything 
within fair reason to get rid of it. 

We have done the very best we can in the present tariff bill, 
and we shall have accomplished a very large amount of good if 
the bill becomes a law. I will state frankly that I am not disin- 
terested about this. The tariff on coal is to me a mere baga- 
telle. We have 35,000 acres of coal land in Illinois, and if our 
New England friends would even double the duty on coal—I be- 
lieve they ought to have free coal; I should be glad tosee them 
consent to accept free coal, but they will not—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. No, we will not. 

Mr. PALMER. Then, I am anxious that they shall not 
charge back to us the duty they payon coal. I believe the Sen- 
ator from New York |Mr. HILL] is a much truer and better 
friend of the industries of the seaboard than are those who in- 
sist upon having a duty on coal. I should be willing, if it were 
not a violation of sound principle, to see the manufacturing 
States double or quadruple the duty on coal, because I regard 
it as a protection accepted by themselves in favor of the indus- 
tries of Illinois, for I think the day is not distant when the Cen- 
tral States will manufacture their own products, and it will not 
be necessary to transport products to New England to be con- 
verted into fabrics. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Sentor from Illinois not know that 
the manufacturing center of the United States is now some- 
what southwest of Canton, Ohio? 

Mr. PALMER. I did not know it in that form. 

Mr. PLATT. That is the fact. 

Mr. PALMER. I know that in Illinois we have coal to a 
larger amount than in any other State. We are on the lakes 
and we can transport iron ore to Chicago through the water 
communication of Illinois cheaper thanit can be done anywhere 
else. Hence, ifI had my way and the manufacturers of the New 
England States insisted upon it, they might double the duty 
on iron if they wish todo so. What I insist upon is that it 
would operate to the benefit of the Middle or the Central States, 
and I believe it would. I believe that to-day. 

[ repeat, the Senator from New York, who favors free col 
and free iron ore, is a far better friend to the manufacturing in- 
terests of New England than those who officially represent those 
States, and so is the Senator from Texas [Mr. Mitzi, who vis- 
ited New England during the last Presidential canvass, and said 
to the manufacturers there, ‘‘ You shall have free coal in case 
of Democratic success.” I believe he was offering them a boon. 
which I do not think they accepted very readily, but still which 
ought to be given to them now. There is where free coal and 
free iron are needed. Iam glad to see they take upon them- | 
selves all the burdens possible, because the effect will be that | 
the manufacturing industries of the country will be driven to | 
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the point where the supplies are abundant and materials can be 
found on every hand. 

[ wish to make one other remark, and then T am thvough. 
This bill is not the very best, I hope, that we can get. It is bet- 
ter, however, than the McKinley law. The President of the 
United States in his letter—which has been made the subject of 
comment, and I may speak of it—with that independence which 
characterizes him, has expressed his own views and has given 
his own interpretation of the Democratic creed. Doctrinally he 
is right; I have no doubt but that he is right in doctrine. but 
the President does not know as much as some other people do. 
He does not seem to know that when you can not have the abso- 
lute pure milk of the word, you should come as nigh as you can, 
and that practical politics requires that we should pass this bill 
and go to the country upon it. 

| am prepared todo that, even if lam compeiled to take the one- 
eighth of acent on sugar. Although thatmuch sugar would be 
very unpleasant, I would take it precisely as I take any other 
disagreeable medicine. I would swallow it because it was better 
than to be sick. Iam entirely willing that the President shall 
entertain his own views. I am in favor of the present bill with 
such modifications as can be obtained in two or three particu- 
lars. I amin favor of laying it before the President. I am 
then in favor of the President doing his duty as he understands 
it. Then, we shall all have done our duty in accordance with 
our own convictions. If the President thinks the McKinley act 
is better than this bill, he is a wise and judicious statesman to 
take the McKinley act rather than the bill. If he thinks we 
have improved on the McKinley law, he will sign this bill. 

Mr. President, I favored the nomination of the President of 
the United States. I think I exerted some influence in securing 
it. There were a few foolish people in Illinois who talked about 
me as a candidate, and I told them it was far more important to 
nominate Mr. Cleveland for reasons which I do not care to give 
now. I voted for him. I rejoiced in his election; but, Mr. 
President, I want to say one thing, and then I am done. I was 
a Senator from Illinois before he became the President of the 
United States; and a word to the wise is sufficient. [Laughter 
and applause. } 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire to ask the Senator from Illinois a 
question. Conceding all that he has said to be correct about 
coal and iron and the one-eighth of a cent per pound on refined 
sugar, I ask the Senator is it not the true policy of the Demo- 
crats who desire to pass a tariff bill to refer this question back 
to the conferees without instructions, and more especially so as 
the House of Representatives has pursued that course? 

Mr. PALMER. I have the most profound confidence in the 
committee of conference, and should be entirely willing, and 
should vote cheerfully to recommit this bill to that committee 
after having expressed my own views upon the question. 

Mr. HUNTON. Without instructions? 

Mr. PALMER. Indeed, I should prefer that there should be 
no instructions. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, the great interest which 
the people of the State I have the honor to represent with my 
colleague on this floor have in the pending measure, justifies me 
in detaining the Senate while I submit some observations upon 
the sugar schedule. 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], in the speech de- 


| livered by him to-day, stated what is apparent to everyone, that 


it requires 43 Democratic votes to enact this measure into law. 
Recognizing that it required that many Democratic votes to re- 
vise the tariff, the Democratic Senators in conference in March 
last came to an understanding in respect of amendments that 
should be proposed to the Wilson bill, so as to compromise and 
adjust the difference between them, and reach acommon ground 
upon which 43 Democratic Senators could stand in support of 
the bill. Accordingly, amendments drawn upon the lines thus 
laid down were een by the Finance Committee, and, with 
one exception, to be noted hereafter, substantially adhered to 
in the consideration of the bill by the Senate. 

Mr. President, no tariff-revision bill could have passed the 
Senate which was not a measure in its nature a compromise of 


| conflicting opinions. There were interests represented by Sen- 


ators on this side whose reasonable demands it was necessary to 
meet. All important legislation is at best a compromise. We 
have acountry of widely extended boundaries; of greatdiversity 


| of industry: of many millions of people not entirely and not 


always homogeneous. It often happens that the interests of sec- 
tions clash. What is good in the way of legislation for the peo- 


_ple living in one geographical division of the country is or 


may be hurtful to those residing in another geographical divi- 


|sion. Each section has its representatives in the Senate and 


House, and to them is especially committed the interests and 
welfare of the people they immediately represent. ' 
lt is to be expected that Senators representing a State or a 
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section of the country should earnestly desire that legislation 
enacted by the body of which they are members should not be 
of a character harmful to the people whose trust they hold; and 
that they should seek to control, or at least to reasonably influ- 
ence, legislation affecting the interests of their people or States. 

Hence it was, Mr. President, that in order to reach a common 
ground whereon united action could be had by forty-three Dem- 
ocratic Senators, constituting a majority of the Senate, it was 
necessary to make concessions to different interests, different 
sections, different States. 

To accomplish this the conference of Democratic Senators 
heretofore referred to was held. 

Mr. President, I hadsome doubts whether a reference to this 
conference and what was said and done at it, was quite proper 
in open debate in theSenate; but to-day in the speech of the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY],in his colloquy with the 
Senator from New York Mr. HILu], the conference or caucus of 
Democrats to which I have alluded was referred to, and some 
of the things said and done there exploited before the Senate. 

Following this example set by two of the leaders on this side 
of the Chamber, I trust I will be pardoned for also referring to 
this conference and for recaliing to the recollection of Senators 
certain understandings and argreements there had. 

Mr. President,among other things discussed at the confer- 
ence, what the sugar schedule of the bill should be was distinctly 
stated by a leading member of the Finance Committee. This 
statement covered the following features: 

1. Duty on raw sugars: 40 per cent ad valorem, 

2. With one-eighth of a cent differential on refined sugars. 

3. One-tenth of a cent discriminating duty on sugars whereon 
an export bounty was paid by the country of production. 

4. Bounty under the provisions of the present law to be paid 
on all sugars manufactured during the current calendar year. 

This was proposed in lieu of the schedule previously agreed 
on proposing a scale of specific duties on sugars. 

The Louisiana Senators (myself and my colleague Mr. CArF- 
FERY) present at the conference accepted this modified sched- 
ule. It was not what we wanted, or what our peopledemanded, 
but we thought the sugar industry of our State could live under 
it, and in the interest of harmony in the party, in a spirit of 
concession and compromise, willing to do our part towards 
reaching a common ground of unity of action with our Demo- 
eratic colleagues from other States, we determined to give it 
the sanction of our acquiescence. We did so. 

One Senator only arose and attacked the schedule as outlined 
to the conference by the member of the Finance Committee. 
He objected tocertain features of it, but finally declared he would 
acquiesce. Hedidso, and has kept the faith throughout. He is 
not among those who have sought by their votes, or who now 
seek by their motions, to disregard and violate the understand- 
ing had in caucus. 

All the other Senators present at the conference acquiesced in 
the schedule as stated from the Finance Committee. Among 
them was the very Senator from Wisconsin who now makes this 
motion which looks to striking down the one-eighth differen- 
tial duty. He took a leading part in the deliberations of the 
caucus, made a strong speech counseling harmony, concession, 
compromise. 

The sugar schedule as stated to the caucus was part of the 
plan for harmony, for concession, for compromise. The one- 
eighth differential duty was a necessary part of thesugar sched- 
ule, to make it satisfactory as a compromise measure. 

The Louisiana Senators heeded the words of the Wisconsin 
Senator uttered in the conference, accepted the compromise, 
made the coneessions, agreed to accept the modified sugar sched- 
ule. In other words, they did their part toward enabling 43 
Senators to reach a common ground of unity of action. 

Shortly after the conference was held the Finance Committee 
reported its amendments to the Wilson bill, and among them 
was the modified sugar schedule, containing all the features 
hereinbefore stated by me. 

The Senate shortly afterward went into Committee of the 
Whole to consider the tariff bill. The Louisiana Senators, with 
a sugar schedule fairly acceptable, were in full and hearty ac- 
cord with their Democratic colleagues in the effort to push the 
bill through to final enactment into law. On their votes the 
bill was carted along over the rough road,of legislative action. 

With these votes in active opposition, the bill would never have 
gotten beyond the threshold of its consideration. We from 
Louisiana—with vital interests at stake, with four or five hun- 
dred thousand people in our State directly and indirectly inter- 
osted in the uction of sugar, and with $100,000,000 of —i 
~oaies in the industry by the people we represent—we kept 
t 8 . 

We voted with the Finance Committee, and only for the 
amendments offered bv the committee as had been agreed upon 
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in caucus. During the whole of the three or three and a hal; 
months the bill was under consideration as in Committee of th 
Whole of the Senate we steadfastly adhered to the caucus y: 
derstanding and agreement. We (my colleague and mysel/ 
voted against the proposition emanating from the Republican 
side to reénact in the pending bill the bounty provision of the 
McKinley act; we voted against the proposition to substitut, 
the bounty on a diminishing scale of one-tenth off each year, fo, 
the sugar schedule; and we voted against other amendmen: 
from that side of the Chamber which were more acceptab! 
the sugar producers of our State than the sugar schedule 
agreed on in caucus 

We kept the faith. We are Democrats,and stood with 
party. We desired a tariff-reform bill passed; we wanted | 
pledges of the party to the people for tax revision and reduc 
to be kept. 

Of all the Democratic Senators who attended the confere: 
to which I have alluded, only one, the Senator from New Y: 
[Mr. H1Lu], announced he would not be bound by the caucus 
tion, and he placed his opposition on one ground only—the 
come tax. He objected to nothing else. 

All the Senators who attended the conference (other than 
Senator from New York) adhered to the caucus understandi 
as to sugar throughout the long period that the bill was un: 
consideration by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. T) 
hostile amendments of the Republican Senators, to strike « 
the sugar schedule entirely, to strike off the one-eighth of 
cent differential duty on refined sugars; to strike out the bount 
for the present year by making the schedule go into effect : 
once instead of January 1, 1895, and other amendments of lik. 
hostile intent, were all voted down. They were voted down 
the votes of Senators carrying out the caucus agreement. 

But, Mr. President, when the bill, emerging from Commit 
of the Whole with the sugar schedule intact, came before t) 
Senate proper the Senator from New York [Mr. Hit] offer 
an amendment to change the date when the sugar schedu 
should go into effect from January 1, 1895, to the time of the 

e or approval of the bill. The effect of this amendment 
f adopted, would be to deprive the sugar producers of t! 
country.of any bounty whatever on the crop of the present yen: 

I have already shown that the bounty for this year was part o! 
the caucus agreement. With the Louisiana Senators it was 
sine qua non to the acceptance of the modified sugar schedu! 
Without it we would not have assented to the caucus arran 
ment as to sugar. 

We relied upon the assurance of our Democratic confrer 
They had voted straight along with us all through the peri 
of perfection of the bill in Committee of the Whole. 

But in the Senate, Mr. President—the open Senate, as « 
tradistinguished from the Senate asin Committee of the Whol 
we were abandoned by three Democratic Senators, who unit 
with the Senator from New York and the Republican Senat 
and by their votes enabled the date of the going into effect 
the sugar schedule to be changed so as to deprive thesugar p 
ducers of any part of the bounty for the present vear. 

The caucus understanding and agreement was broken by | 
action of the three Senatorsalluded to. Itwasa disastrous blo 
struck at the people of Louisiana in the house of their frien 
It was a throwing overboard, so to speak, of the Louisiana Seu 
tors after their votes had been used to carry the bill along | 
within sight of its goal. 

Mr. President, I speak of these things with sorrow and 1 
gret. I mean no offense to anyone. But it is time to spea! 
plainly. Nothing is to be gainedby mincing words. The party 
to which you and I, sir, belong is in peril—in peril of the fail- 
ure of the redemption of its pledges of tariff revision and reduc- 
tion. Plain speech should be used so as to indicate clear! 
where the responsibility belongs. The failure to redeem this 
its most important pledge to the people, means disaster, 
may mean ruin to the party. 

It is time to speak plainly. The greatest industry in my Stat: 
is threatened with destruction by this departure from the c 
cus understanding with the Louisiana Senators. The loss 
the bounty for the current year means the loss of $12,000,000 
more to the people of Louisiana. More than that, sir; it mea: 
ruin and bankruptcy to many. 

The sugar crop of the present year is predicated upon the co: 
tinuanee of the bounty for the year. Contracts have beep made 
by the sugar a epaaers based 7 the belief that the bounty for 
the year would surely be paid them. Anything short of thi 
ed them in en- 
ter this belief? Why,sir, theaction of the Senate Dem- 
ocratic caucus held in March last. Thereand then it was agree 
that they should be the bounty on the crop of 1894, 

Again, by the existing law they were guaranteed the bounty 
for the year. That law hasnot yet been repealed, It is still in 


would be rank injustice and wrong. What just 





ae a 
~ cs 


a 


oe 


oes 


dea Bs 





1894. 


existence and in force. The year—the calendar year—is now 





The bounty for the year is more than half 


more than half gone. ! 
Planting of crops in this country is regu- 


earned at this time. 
lated according to the calendar year and by the seasons. 
sugar cane erop was planted in the winter and the spring of the 
early part of the year, and the sugar beet cropin the spring and 
early summer of the year. . 
Beet sugar making in California began last Monday, and in 
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ate conferees representine them. to see to it that the caucus un- 
derstanding in reference to the bounty for this year be rein- 
stated in the conference. 

This is but just andfair to those of us on this side of the 
Chamber who in good faith accepted this caucus understand- 
ing and acted upon it; it is but just and fair of our 


o those 


| countrymen in Louisiana and elsewhere who are interested 


Nebraska and other parts of the Union will be commenced next | 


month. The cane crop of Louisiana is rapidly maturing, and 
sugar making from cane will begin carlyin October. The greater 
art of the expense of the sugar crops of the year has already 
en incurred. 
In this way and in this sense the greater part of the bounty 
for this year has been earned. If the bounty be cut off now by 


repeal of the existing law granting it, the fact would still re- | 


main that part of the bounty for the year had been actually 
earned before the repeal of the law; earned by the outl ay of 
funds to make the crop; earned by the fact that the crops of 
eane and beets out of which the sugar is manufactured have 
already been grown for the year; earned by the fact that more 
than half of the calendar yoar during which the crops are 
grown from which the sugar is manufactured has elapsed; 
earned by the fact that in the case of the beet sugar manufac- 
turers licenses for sugar-making for the year have already been 
issued, under the provisions of the bounty clauses of the McKinley 
act, and in the case of the cane-sugar manufacturers the licenses 
have long since been applied for and are nowready to be issued; 
earned by the fact that the promise of the bounty for the year 
is contained in existing law still im foree and by the promise 
of the dominant party in this Senate in eaueus assembled. 

Mr. President, somebody is not living wp to this promise and 
this understanding had im caucus. 

Not only has the bounty for the year been stricken out of the 
bill by the Republican vote of this body, plus the votes of the 
Senator from New York [Mr. H1L] and three other Demoeratic 
Senators, but now comes the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VI- 
LAS] and moves that the one-eighth differential duty on refined 
sugars be stricken out. 

Mr. President, not one word of objection to this one-cighth 
duty did the Senator from Wisconsin urge in the Democratic 
caucus; not one word of objection did he urge to it when the 
bill was under consideration in Committee of the Whole of the 
Senate. 

When the bill was in Committee of the Whole, a motion was 
made from the Republican side to strike off this one-eighth. 
How did the Senator from Wisconsinthen vote? He voted against 
it. He was then adhering to the caucus agreement. 

Why is he not doing sonow? What change has come over 
him now, that he should so suddenly about-face and change his 
position from one of adherence to the caucus understanding to 
one of violation of that understanding? 

Ah, Mr. President, the scarecrow used by the Senator from 
Wisconsin and by others to frighten the Senate away from this 
one-eighth duty is the sugar trust. 

Somebody is riding the sugar trust as a hobby. Somebody is 
seeking to make a good deal of capital out of its alleged connec- 
tion with legislation relating to thetariff. I speak plainly, Mr. 
President, but I speak without intention of offense. 

The sugar trust—or the sugar-refining company, more prop- 
erly—no doubt has a large interest in the retention of this one- 
eighth duty, but so have the sugar-producers of the country. It 
is a factthat all the beet sugars made in the country are refined 
sugars. Itisafurther fact that we manufactured in Louisiana 
last year 600,000,000 pounds of cane sugars, of which 74 per cent 
were refined sugars, in the sense that they tested at and above 
No. 16 Dutch standard in color (which is the dividing line be- 
tween raw and refined sugars); sugars ready for consumption 
on leaving the sugarhouse; marketable sugars in quality and 
color. Now, thesesugars enjoy the additional protection which 
Springs from the one-eighth differential duty just as the sugars 
refined py the trust do. Therefore, the duty of one-eighth is 
in the bill for the benefit of the sugar-producers as much as it 
~ a ats It ae part hae the —— of the caucus 

5 wan a a 
waived to-diek. by people for whom my voice is 

It can not be stricken out by Democratic votes without a viola- 
tion of the caucus unders . 

That caucus understanding, Mr. President, is as binding in 
good faith and morals to-day as it was: when the bill was under 
consideration in the Senate before going to the conference be- 
eo two Houses. 

ask Senators on this side of the Chamber to and con- 
sider well this matter before voting tofurther reduce the sugar 


e. 
It is already below the danger line. Iask them, and the Sen- 


vitally in the retention of the bounty for the year and who all 
these months have been relying upon this promise of the canu- 
cus. 
Mr. President, it will be remembered that when the p 
measure passed the Senate, it did so by a majority of 


nding 
1a ine 


votes; 


| but if the 2 votes of the Senators from Louisiana had been cast 
against it, there would have been a precarious majority of 1 
only. 
Notwithstanding the fact that the understanding had in Dem 
ocratic conference had been violated by striking out the bount 
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for the year in the Senate, the Leuisiana Senators, under pro 
test, cast their votes in favor of passing the bill through the 
Senate in order that it might go to the conference, hoping that 
in conference the bounty which had been agreed uponas stated 
would there be restored. 

But now, when the conferees on the part of the Senate 1 
port to this body a disagreement with the House confere: 
Senators on this side of the Chamber are not content with what 
has heretofore been done towards reduction of the sugar sched 
as agreed upon incaucus, but we find a Demoeratic Senator, \ 
was a member of that caucus, moving to still further reduce 
schedule by seeking to abolish the one-eighth differentia! duty 

Mr. President, I am not here for the purpose of making any 
threat, and I do not wish to be understood as doing so; but | do 
say that those of us whe represent upon this floor the sugar 
producers of the United States desire that our people be treated 
in good faith in this tariff bill. Takingfrom us the bounty im- 
perils the 43 votes which are needed to enact this measure into 
law. Taking from us now the one-eighth duty still further im 
perils this vote. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] took the position 
his remarks, following those submitted by my colleague, that 
the 40 per cent ad valorem is about as high a rate of duty as it 
has been usual to place upon sugar in past tariff enactment 


The Senator from Ohio, ifl understood him aright, was certainly 
mistaken in that statement. 

The last tariff enactment preceding the McKinley act of 1800 
was the tariff law of 1883; and surely the Senatorfrom Ohio ha 
not forgotten that the duty upon sugar, as levied by the act of 


1883, ran from 12 to 34 cents specific duty per pound. Fhe 40 
per cent ad valorem in the present bill will average only from 
1 to 1.1 eents per pound, calculated on a specific basis. 

The sugar producersof Louisiana and throughout the country 
were well content with the duties as fixed by the actof 1*53, and 
it was over their protest that those duties were stricken down by 
the McKinley act of 1880, when raw sugars were placed upon th 
free list andabountyinlieuthereof given. But theyacquiesced 
in the same and adjusted their business of sugar making «1 
sugar manufacturing to the new order of things. Thate 
ment of the bounty was to last fifteen years. 

Now, here is a tariff bill which proposes to repeal the law of 
1890 and in lieu of it togive a duty of 40 percent, with ane 
and a tenth upon refined sugars. This change from the bount; 
system back to the duty or tax system should not be too sudden. 
The sugar producers ought to be allowed to meet the unusua! 
expenses incurred by the purchase of newand enlarged machin- 
ery, predicated upon the continuance of the bounty, by being 
accorded the bounty for the eurrent year. 

Mr. President, while I concede, asa legal proposition, that the 
legislative power has a right to withdraw the bounty for the 
future, 1 deny that bounties earned can bo withdrawn by t! 
legislative power. The beet-sugar manufacturers commence: 
the manufacture of sugar from beets, asI have heretofore state: 
last Monday in California. Thecane cropoi Louisianais, as her 
tofore stated, approaching maturity, and it must be conceded b, 
all fair-minded people that a part at least of the bounty for the 
current year has been already earned. 

I hold that the sugar producers do not have actually to manu- 
facture the sugar, under the circumstances, before the bounty, 
at least in part, is earned. As stated, the greater parvof the 
expense of cultivating the sugar crop for this year in Louisiana 
has already been incurred, and it now remains only to grind 
the cane in the sugar mills and make it into sugar to earn the 
full bounty for the current year. 

Now, if part of the bounty for the year has been earned, and 
earned before the law granting the bounty had been repealed, 
it is not in the power of Congress to withdraw the bounties so 
earned. ; 

It is well settled that bounties earned can not be withdrawn 
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by legisiative action. When earned they acquire the character 

ol vested rights. (See Cooley’s Constitutional Legislation, 383, 

384; Meyer on Vested Rights, page 52, sec. 268; Calder vs. Hend- 

erson, Federal Reporter, vol. 54, page 802; 9 Mich. Reports, 

pare 327; 80 Mich. Reports, page 205; 19 Mich. Reports, page 
9.) 


Mr. President, it is to be hoped that when the bill goes back 
in the conference between the two Houses, the justice of the 
claim of the sugar producers of the United States for the bounty 
for the present year will be recognize. 

I trust it will be considered and that the point I make, that 
the bounty for the present year is already earaedin part will be 
recognized. I trust further that the Senate conferees will not 
forget the agreementand understanding upon that point had in 
Democratic conference. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Will the Senator from Louisiana permit 
me? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Certainly. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the Senator from Louisiana whether 
he is not mistaken in regard toany specific agreement being had 
as to sugar or any of the other matters at the time to which he 
refers? I think he will find that the whole matter was left ab- 
solutely and entirely to the Finance Committee, and that no de- 
tails were entered into in that caucus, so far as any caucus action 
or conference action was taken. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The Senator from West Virginia will 
recollect, when I recall it to his attention, that in a general 
way a member of the Finance Committee stated in the confer- 
ence what the sugar schedule would be, and that the 40 per cent, 
with the eighth and the tenth and the bounty for the present 
year, formed partofit. If theSenator from West Virginia does 
not recollect that, I do, and other Senators recollect it. There 
ean be no doubt that such was the case. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Will the Senator from Louisiana permit 
me? I myself do not propose to go into any of the details as to 
what occurred in a private conference of Democrats, more than 
to say that there was no action by the conference on any details 
in reference to the bill. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. There can be no doubt, I repeat, that 
the general outline of the sugar schedule was there given, and 
just as it was there given it was placed in the tariff bill as re- 

rted by the Finance Committee. My friend from New York 
Mr. HILL} nods in assent to the statement that what the sugar 
schedule should be was there stated. He now is in a position 
of antagonism to sugar, and yet in that conference, which he 
attended, he did not have one single objection to raise to any 
part of the sugar schedule as it was stated to the caucus. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me for 
one moment? Without going into the details of what took place 
at the Democratic caucus, I simply desire to say that, as the 
Senator from Louisiana knows, 7 dissented entirely from all the 
conclusions of that caucus opesiyand fairly. Everybody under- 
stood my position, that I was not bound and would not be bound 
by the caucus. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, I did not first inject into this discussion 
the reference to what was done in the Democratic caucus. The 
Senator from New York and the Senator from Delaware were 
the first to do that. The fact that they did so is sufficient jus- 
tification for me to still further allude to what took place there. 

The Senator from New York had there a "eo deal to say in 
— to the income provision of the bill, but not a word of 
objection did he, or the Senator from Wisconsin, who now makes 
the motion in opposition to the one-eighth differential duty, or 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], who supports the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Wisconsin, urge in opposition to the 
one-eighth or any other part of the sugar schedule as outlined 
in the conference. 

They urge their objections now; but having been silent then, 
they should be estopped from objecting now. I ask that there 
be carried out in good faith by the 41 mocratic votes on this 
side, needed with the 2 votes of the Senators from Louisiana to 

‘enact this measure into law, what was said, understood, and 
agreed on in the caucus, I repeat that I am not saying this in 
any spirit of menace. I am saying it because I believe it is my 
duty to say it, and to speak ews 

There is not a Democrat in the Senate or in the United States 
who is more anxious for the passage of » tariff-revision law, re- 
pealing the iniquities of the McKinley act, than I am; but while 
we are enacting a tariff-revision law, _— away with the 
iniquitous McKinley act, I wish good faith adhered to in deal- 
ing with that schedule which affects the people of my State. 

he letter of the President read yesterday in the coirdinate 
legislative branch of Congress declares in effect that a tax upon 
sugar is a proper tax, and that any bill designed to revise the 
tariff should impose this tax. He even goes further, and inti- 
mates that a duty upon refined sugars is a proper thing to con- 
cede also in the bill. 
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Yet the Senator from Wisconsin, ignoring that part of tho 
President’s recommendation in his letter, now moves to strike 
out the one-eighth differential duty upon refined sugars, which 
would leave the sugar schedule with only the 40 per cent and 
the tenth of 1 cent discriminating duty against the bounty-req 
sugars of Europe. ‘ 

No such sugar schedule would ever have had the votes of the 
Louisiana Senators on this floor. From the beginning of the 
consideration of the bill by the Senate three or four months 
ago it was necessary, in order to get the bill beyond the thresh. 
old of consideration, to have the votes of the Louisiana Sen- 
ators. 

In good faith the votes of the Louisiana Senators were cast 
with the Finance Committee, in support of their amendments 
and their recommendations, up to the time when-the Senator 
from New York (Mr. HILL] moved to change the date when the 
sugar schedule should go into effect from January 1 to the tiny 
when the bill shall have passed into a law. Then occurred the 
first violation of the caucus understanding, and it was not by 
either of the Senators from Louisiana. 

I trust, Mr. President, all these matters will be considered in 
the conference between the two Houses. I hope the bill wil! 
be such that my vote can be cast for it, for I repeat there is no 
man in this Chamber, or elsewhere in the Democratic fold, more 
a desirous at heart of having a tariff revision bill passed 
than I. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that when the Senate adjourn to- 
day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DuBOIS in the chair). The 
Senator from Missouri moves that when the Senate adjourn to 
day it be to meet on Monday next. The question is not debat- 
able. 

Mr. HILL. 
be pursued? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no special reason for it. 

Mr. HARRIS. The question is not a debatable one. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not debatable. 
The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from 
Missouri. 

Mr. HILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name wascalled). I am paired with th. 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. If he were present | 
should vote ‘‘ yea,” and I will vote to make a quorum if that is 
necessary. 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. MCLAURIN’S name wascalled). i wish 
to state that the Senator from Mississippi Ae. McLaurin] is 
paired with the Senator from Rhode Island |Mr. Drxon]. 

Mr. MURPHY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. |! 
he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roacu]. If ther 
is no objection I will transfer my pair to the senior Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. QUAY. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN]. 

Mr. GORDON. 
WILSON]. 

Mr. PUGH. I announce m = with the senior Senator from 
Massachusetts em Hoar]. i is seems to be a political ques- 
tion, and therefore I withhold my vote. 3 

Mr. CAFFERY (after having voted in the affirmative). [di 
not notice when I voted that the Senator from Montana[\r. 
POWER] is not in the Chamber. I withdraw my vote. I am 
paired with that Senator. 

Mr. BRICE (after having voted in the affirmative). I have 
voted upon this question, but it has assumed a political bearin: 
I understand. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire [\r 
GALLINGER] if this is a case where I should observe my pai: 
with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WotcoTt]? If it is, I will 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam not one to give an — on that 
point. The Senator from Ohio must decide for himself. 

Mr. BRICE. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoL- 
COTT] understands that he has a general pair with the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. BRICE]. 

Mr. PASCO. Ihave been requested to announce the pair o! 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] with the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. : 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the affirmative). I have 


Is there any special reason why that course should 


I am paired with the Senator from Iowa[Mr. 
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a general pair with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and 
1 voted inadvertently. Since that time the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. PERKINS] has transferred his pair with the Senator 
from North Dakota |Mr. Roacu] to the Senator from Ohio[Mr. 
SHERMAN], and therefore I let my vote stand. 

Mr. PALMER (after having voted intheaffirmative). Ihave 
a general pair with the Senatorfrom North Dakota [Mr. HANs- 
BROUGHI, and I am advised since | voted that he is not present. 
I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 23; 


YEAS—30. 


as follows: 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened and (at 5 o'clock 
and 25 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, July 
23, 1894, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


Allen, George, Kyle, Turpie, 
Bate, Gibson, Lindsay, Vest, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Martin, Vilas, 
Blanchard, Gray, Mills, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Walsh, 
Coke, Hunton, Pasco, White. 
Daniel, Jarvis, Ransom, 
Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Smith, 
NAYS—23. 
Aldrich, Dubois, Irby, Perkins, 
Allison, Gallinger, McMillan, Platt, 
Carey, Hale, Manderson, Shoup, 
Cullem, Hawley, Mitcheli,Oregon Squire, 
Davis, Higgins, Patton, Washburn. 
Dolph, Hill, Peffer, 
NOT VOTING—32. 
Berry, Dixon, McPherson, Pugk, 
Brice, Frye, Morgan, Quay, 
Butler, Gordon, Morrill, Roach, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Murphy, Sherman, 
Call, Hoar, Palmer, Stewart, 
Camden, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, Teller, 
Cameron, Lodge, Power, Wilson, 
Chandler, McLaurin, Proctor, Wolcott. 
So the motion was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. | 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 20, 1894. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
Clifton R. Breckinridge, of Arkansas, to be envoy extraordi- 
nary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Russia. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
To be brigadier-general by brevet. 
Capt. Reuben F’. Bernard, First Cavalry, brevet colonel United 
States Army (now lieutenant-colonel Ninth Cavalry). 
To be colonel by brevet. 
Maj. Charles T. Alexander, surgeon, brevet lieutenant-colonel | 
Dnited States Army (now colonel, assistant surgeon-general). 
First Lieut. William R. Parnell, First Cavairy, brevet lieu- 
tenant-colonel, United States Army (now captain, retired). 
To be major by brevet. 
Capt. Lawrence S. Babbitt, Ordnance Department (now lieu- | 
tenant-colonel, Ordnance Department). 

Capt. FrancisS. Dodge, Ninth Cavalry (now major, paymaster). 
Capt. J. Scott Payne, Fifth Cavalry (now captain, retired). 
To be captain by brevet. 

First Lieut. Matthias W. Day, Ninth Cavalry (now captain 
Ninth Cavalry). 


First Lieut. James A. Haughey, Twenty-first Infantry (since 
deceased), 


| 
so, | 
CONFIRMATIONS. 


To be first lieutenant by brevet. 
Second Lieut. Joseph W. Duncan, Twenty-first Infantry (now 
captain, Twenty-first Infantry). 
Second Lieut. Patrick Hasson, Fourteenth Infantry (now cap- 
tain, retired). 
_ Second Lieut. Harry L. Bailey, Twenty-first Infantry (now first 
lieutenant, Twenty-first et 
Second Lieut, Kobert D. Walsh, Fourth Cavalry (now first 
lieutenant, Fourth Cavalry). 
Second Lieut. Thomas Cruse, Sixth Cavalry (now first lieu- 
tenant, Sixth Cavalry). 
= 
PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE CUTTER SERVICE. 
Second Assistant Engineer William Robinson, of Pennsyl- 


vania, to be first assistantengineer in the Revenue Cutter Serv- 
ice 
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JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 

Samuel R. Church, of the District of Columbia, to be justice 
of the peace in the District of Columbia, to be assigned to the 
city of Washington. 

POSTMASTERS. 

William A. Grifiin, to be postmaster at Oakdale, in the county 
of Stanislaus and State of California. 

Mark FE. Hughes, to be postmaster at Sonora, in the county of 
Tuolumne and State of California. , 

Thomas J. Craig, to be postmaster at Eugene, in the county of 
Lane and State of Oregon. } 

M. Y. Rusk, to be postmaster at Brookfield, in the county of 
Linn and State of Missouri. 

William F. Barr, to be postmaster at Anderson, in the county 
of Anderson and State of South Carolina. 

George E. Le Tourneau, to be postmaster at Windom, in the 
county of Cottonwood and State of Minnesota. 

Bert Burns, to be postmaster at New Lisbon, in the county of 
Columbiana and State of Ohio. 

Frank Cooper, to be postmaster at Ravenswood, in the county 
of Jackson and State of West Virginia. 

J. F. McIntyre, to be postmaster at Odessa, in the county of 
Lafayette and State of Missouri. 

Will Harkins, to be postmaster at Ladonia, in the county of 
Fannin and State of Texas. 

Matthew J. McEniry, to be postmaster at Moline, in the county 
of Rock Island and State of Lllinois. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, July 20, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Carty, D. D., of Washington. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


Prayer by Rev. J. H. Mc- 


FISH HATCHERY, PHILADELPHIA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Fish 
Commissioners, submitting, in response to House resolution 
dated June 9, 1894, an opinion as to the desirability of the Gov- 
ernment establishing a fish hatchery in the grounds of the |’o '- 
logical Society of Philadelphia; which was referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 52H REVISED STATUTES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a draft of a bill tonmend 
section 5294 Revised Statutes, so as to make itapply to vessels, 
immigration, quarantine, and alien contract labor laws, us well 
as to the laws relating to steam vessels; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

G. W. GRIFFITH VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a copy of the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of G. W. Griffith against 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
UNOCCUPIED AND UNPRODUCTIVE PROPERTY 01 

STATES. 

The SPEAK ERalso laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting atabulated statement of un- 
occupied and unproductive property of the United States leased 
under the act of March 3, 1879; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RESURVEY OF GRANT AND HOOKER COUNTIES, NEBR. 

The SPEAKERalso laid before the Housea bill (S. 6720) ** pro- 
viding for the resurvey of Grant and Hooker counties, in the 
State of Nebraska,” with amendments of the Senate thereto. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

Line 8, after the word “ same,” insert ‘ so far as these lands are concerned.” 
Line 9, after “abrogated,” insert ‘Provided, That nothing herein con 
tained shall be so construed as to impair the present bona fide claims of any 
actual occupant of any of said lands to the lands so occupied; and that the 
sum of $15,000, or so much thereof as is necessary to carry into effect the pro- 


visions of this act, is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasu 
not otherwise appropriated.’ 


THE UNITED 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House noncon- 
cur in the amendments of the Senate and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the 


House, Mr. MCRAE, Mr. HALt of Minnesota, and Mr. MEIKLE 
JOHN. 








7750 


SOLDIERS HOMES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 236) en- 
titled ‘‘An act to amend section 4837 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States as to soldiers’ homes,” with amendments of 
the Senate thereto. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

Page 1, line 13, strike out all after ‘‘ California’ down to and including 
“Indiana,” line 15, and insert: “And to homes for the widows and orphans 
- soldiers and sailors established and maintained by any State or Ter- 
ritory.” 

Page 1, line 17, after ‘‘Territory” insert: “ Receiving aid from the United 
States under legislation of Congress.” 

Pages 1 and 2, strike ‘journals of each House of Congress at each and 
overy session, all’’ and insert * session.” 

Page 2, line 20, after ‘‘documents”’ insert, ‘in the abridgment thereof.”’ 

Page 2, line 20, strike out *‘ two.”’ 

Page 2, line 21, strike ont all after “Recorp,”’ 
“Congress,” line 22. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the amendments of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


METROPOLITAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House, with the amend- 
ments of the Senate, the bill (H. R. 6171) to authorize the Met- 
ropolitan Railroad Company to change its motive power for the 
propulsion of the cars of said company. 

The amendments were read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I move that the House 
nonconcur in the amendments to the Senate, and ask a confer- 
ence with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
quiry —— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield for an inquiry. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I wish toinquire the pur- 
pone of the discontinuance of that portion of the road of the 

etropolitan Railroad Company which now runs along Florida 
avenue to Seventh street and up Seventh street? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. As I understand it the 
situation there is about this: At the head of Ninth street the 
Metropolitan cars run along Boundary to Seventh street, and 
up Seventh street about 100 yards, over aline used by the Bright- 
wood Street Railroad, which uses the overhead trolley. The 
proposition is simply that this road shall not, by running round 
on Seventh street, encumber the operations of the other line, 
the Brightwood line, running outside the District, and using the 
overhead trolley. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Tho statement as to the 
portion of road proposed to be discontinued is undoubtedly cor- 
rect; but it seems to me the patrons of the Ninth street line 
ought to have the privilege of being carried to the terminus of 
the Brightwood road; that the connection should be continuous. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I quite agree with the 
gentleman as to that; and I think if the House should assent to 
that amendment we ought to accompany it with an amendment 
providing for continuing the connection. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. LI observe that the Senate 
has struck out the word ‘' electric.” Can the gentleman state 
what is the purpose of the Senate in that regard? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I can not, except by refer- 
ence to the debate published in the RECORD, by which it appears 
that the word ‘electric’ was stricken out upon the request of 
some Senator in order, as stated, that the company might have 
the right to use a pneumatic system, if it saw fit to do so, or any 
underground or surface motor. The company did not ask that 
privilege and do not desire it, as [ understand. So faras I have 
understood the expression of the members of the House Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, they favor reinserting the 
word “electric.” Certainly I do. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
point. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [ do not believe there is 
any pneumatic system by which the road can be operated. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I do hope that the House 
conferees will, in the interest of the people of the District, in- 
sist upon the continuance of the right of passengers on this line 
to connect with the suburban line that I have referred to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think that is right. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There is one amendment to which I wish 
to call the attention of tho gentleman from Tennessee. I refer 
to an amendment in the fifth section, on page 5. I think disa- 
greement to that amendment ought to be insisted on. Theamend- 
ment emasculates the section, making it of no value whatever. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. As I understand the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, he desires that the text of the House bill be 
adhered to. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is it exactly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [ have had no conference 


down to and including 


I would like to make in- 


I raise no objection on that 
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with my colleagues on the committee on that subject, and thera 
fore can not undertake to bind them by anything I may say 
have not examined the amendment carefully, but it strikes 
the gentleman’s proposition is a reasonable one. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would like to have it understood th 
nonconcurrence of the House in this amendment is somethin» 
more than formal; that the House really desires to insist 0) 
disagreement to this particular amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. So far as I und 
there is no intention to yield that point. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to ask the gentleman : 
tion. The effort on the part of the House was, amon 
things, to compel immediate obedience to the enactment 
tofore adopted in theattempt to control this road. And i 
suance of that purpose, a provision was adopted requiri 
company to complete all these improvements within on 
Under the Senate amendments, they are required to 
with reference to one part of their road; but inregard toa 
part they are graated two years, and no penalties are to 
for nonperformance with regard to that part of the roa 
the end of three years. 

Mr. HEARD. if the gentleman will allow me, I will sa 
Iam advised that the text of the bill that is now on th 
shows that the word ‘‘ two” has been substituted in p! 
‘*three” in the printed bill. There seems to be some mi 
in the text as printed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I was right in m) 
ment,made privately to the gent]eman from Iowa, thatthe ame: 
ment of the Senate reduced the time to two years. 

Mr. HEARD. They changed the text in the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. For myself I want to b 
the completion of this work down to the very shortest t 
possible; but I doubt, without expressing any opinion upo 
matter, or having had an opportunity to examine the proof 
respect to it, if the work can be done at an earlier period t 
the two years fixed in the amendment. However, Ishall insist 
as far as Iam able to insist, that the work shall be done a 
earlier period than that if it be demonstrated by the proof tha‘ 
such a thing is possible. The amendment of the Senate, as | 
understand it, however, cal!s for two years and not three, as th 
gentleman supposes. Herevare the amendments; the gentlemen 
can examine them. : 

Mr. HEPBURN. Again, Mr. Speaker, in regard to the : 
ter ij am about to mention now, I refer to it with a great de: 
delicacy. I have great respect for the gentlemen composi 
the Committee on the District of Columbia; but I would subm 
in the appointment of the conference committee—or I would lik 
to suggest to the Chair—whether it would be an improper thi: 
to place on the committee gentlemen who, on the floor, w: 
posed to every one of the amendments that the House eng 
on the bill and that the Senate eliminated? 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentieman allow a correction? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman is mistaken about one mat 
point, that is about the use of the word ‘‘electric.” That, 
committee accepted, and urged on the floor of the House. 
more than that, let me say to the gentleman, in conference \ 

a Senator having this bill in charge in the’Senate, he plai: 
intimated that there would be no material resistance to the ) 
toration of that word, which of course we will insist upon. 

Mr. HEPBURN. ‘That is one important matter. But, }! 
Speaker, the most important in all, in my judgment, is 
amendment with reference to the time of completion The gx 
tleman from Tennessee has already intimated that heis prepare 
to give away the propositions and commands of the House 
that regard. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman from | 
has no right to quote me that way, because I said I had not 
vestigated and was not prepared to express a decided opini 
upon the matter. I did take the position, when the matter 
pending in the House, that I did not think one year was 
enough, and I have not changed my mind since. [ did thi 
however, that three years was a reasonable time; but now 
almost prepared to say, although I have not, as I stated be! 
sufficiently investigated the subject or examined the proo 
say that the work can be done in two, though one year, I an 
istied, is too short a time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The Housethought one year was suffic! 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [hope the gentleman ¥ 
allow us to get on now with the report, as Iam being pres 
by gentlemen having jn charge the special order for to-day. 

Mr. HEPBURN. In a moment. 

I want to ask the gentleman, if it is proper to do so, his Vv! 
in regard to the amendment of the Senate in lines 2,3, 4,>, ' 
6 on page 5? The House provided that the District Com! 
sioners shall have power to permit the use of the tracks o! 
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Metropolitan Railway Company by other railroad companies in 
the District on such terms and conditions as the Commissioners 
shall deem just. 

The amendment of the Senate provides that the District Com- 
missioners shall have power, “in allcases where the linesof one 
or more companies coincide under routes authorized by Con- 
evess with the route of the Metropolitan Railway Company, and 
where the nature of the mechanical-power used by such com- 
pany will allow,” to permit the use of such tracks, and soon. 
That, I think, destroys the whole purpose of the House amend- 
ments. 

The purpose of the provision, as inserted by the House, was 
to secure the admission of suburban routes into the central parts 
of the city, on roads already established, so as not to insist on 
the duplication of tracks. Routes that have no authority to 
come within the limits of the city—companies that have no 
routes that coincide with the Metropolitan Railway tracks— 
upon the adoption of that amendment will be absolutely de- 
prived of the power of coming within the city limits. In other 


words, the amendment destroys the purpose of the House. [ | 


hope the gentleman appreciates that fact and understands the 
purpose of the House in connection with it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of ‘Tennessee. 
fully—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. It was to bring into thecentral parts of the 
city those cars belonging to roads whose companies did not have 
the power to come in at present, and who have no routes that 
coincide or are parallel to the route of the Metropolitan Rail- 
way. If this amendment of the Senate is aecepted it renders 
the purpose of the House entirely abortive. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
must bear in mind, however, that Congress must exercise dis- 
eretion and power in this matter. Congress would not author- 
ize the Commissioners to charter a railroad in the city or to 
make one coincide with the tracks of the Metropolitam road 
where it did not do so; but whereverCongress itself has author- 
ized such a thing to be done, of course there could be no objec- 
tion such as that urged by the gentleman. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But here is the point. Let us suppose the 
road reached from the suburbs to the terminus of this Metro- 
politan road, say on Connecticut avenue. 
thority to come any farther; and if this amendment is adopted 
its cars can not come into the central part of the city by using, 
on proper compensation, the tracks of the Metropolitan road. 
It was the purpose of the House to accomplish just that thing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand that. 

{ want to say only this in conclusion, Mr. Speaker, that so 
far as being appointed on the conference committee is con- 
cerned, I am not a candidate for the place, and do not desire it. 
I would rather, infact, be relieved ofthatduty. If theSpeaker, 


in his discretion, sees proper to put other gentlemen on that | 


committee it will be satisfactory to me, and, I suppose, to the 
other members of the committee. 
leave the matter to the Speaker. 

I now demand the previous question on the motion. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question was taken on the motion to nonconcur and ask 
a conference with the Senate, and the Speaker announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I call for a division. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 75, noes 2. 

Accordingly the motion was agreed to. 

Subsequently the Speaker appointed as conferees on the part 
of the House Mr. HEARD, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, and 
Mr. Post. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The Speaker laid before the House the following Senate bills, 
which were read a first and second time, ordered to be printed, 
aad referred to the committees named below: 

A bill (5S. 1778) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate 
commerce,” apunened February 4, i887—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1211) for the relief of pay inspector John H. Steven- 
son, of the United States Army—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2024) authorizing additional compensation to the 
assistant commissioners to the industrial exhibition held at 
Melbourne, Australia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

A bill (S.1591) to provide for the reservation, sale, and settle- 
ment of certain lands in several of the States and Territories— 
to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted — 
To Mr, Wiss, until Tuesday next, on account of business. 


I do appreciate it 


The gentleman from lowa | 


Now, it has no an- | 


I am perfectly content to | 


VID) 
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LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL 
BILL. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
nonconcur in the amendments of the Senate to th 
executive, and judicial appropriation bill, 

The SPEAKER. The clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7097) making appropriations for t ! ’ itive 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the f \ ling June 30 
1395, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri |} Doe 
ERY|asks unanimous consent to nonconcur in the Ser 
ments to this bill in gross, and to ask for a conferen: 

Mr. REED. What is the bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The legislative bill. 

Mr. REED. I should like to have some explanation 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of t 
again. 

The title of the bill was again read. 

Mr. REED. I should like to know the nature of the diller 
ences between the two Houses, if the gentleman can g 
outline of them. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The Senate have made comparati 
| amendments to the bill. One amendment increases by $100.0) 
| the fund for the payment of special pension examiners. TT! 
| is another proposition, to change somewhat the organizati: 
the Naval Observatory, and also a proposition to prohi 
| Officer of the United States who has a salary, or recei\ Le 
pensation of $2,500, from holding any other office, except when 
| expressly authorized by law. 
| Mr. REED. I should like to have that amendment relat 
| to the Naval Observatory read. 
| Mr. DOCKERY. Idonot think there will be any trouble 
| about it. 

Mr. REED. Iwanted to say a little something about it, 
| should like to have the amendment read. I wish to eal] | 
| tention of the House to it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate a 

ment relating to the Naval Observatory. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 76, after line 8, insert the following 
“That the President is hereby authorized to appoint, by and with th 
| vice and consent of the Senate, a person selected from civil life, learned 


consent t 
legislative, 


nd ask a conference. 


| the science of astronomy, who shall be styled director of astronomy, at 

| United States Naval Observatory, and who shall receive an annual sa 

| of $5,000, which is hereby appropriated. Such director shall have char f 

| all astronomical work at the United States Naval Observatory, not includin 
the Nautical Almanac, and of all astronomers, assistant astronomers. ar 

| computers now employed at said Observatory; and such as may be herea 


appointed shall be under the superintendence and control of said « 
and all astronomers, assistant astronomers, and computers shall hi 
be appointed by the Secretary of the Navy, upon the recommendation 


director of astronomy; the salaries of such astronomers, assistant ast? 
mers, and computers hereafter appointed to be fixed by the Presi 
all laws relating to astronomers, assistant astronomers, and con 


at the United States Naval Observatory are hereby repealed 

| herein contained shall affect the salaries or terms of office of | 

| holding positions as astronomers, assistant astronomers, or 
said Observatory.” 


Mr. REED. I simply want to call the attention of the Co 


mittee on Appropriations, and especially of those gentle who 
will have charge of this matter in the conference, to ct 
| that that amendment is in its nature somewhat misleading. | 
| is not a devotion of the Observatory to the cause of astronom 
It does not take it away from the Navy Department, but it on! 
makes a very feeble pretense in that direction, and is aname: 


ment most unfortunate in its charaeter, and one which the Ho 
conferees ought to resist with all the power that they hav: 
does not in any way dislodge the naval officers from complete con- 
trol. On the contrary, it puts them in more offensive contr 
than they ever were before, if there was anything offensiy 
about it at all, in regard to which I make no charges whatev 
and no suggestions. it simply provides that there shall | 
astronomer who shall have control of what will be found to 
only a very few people, when the matter is figured down, a 

| computers and a few assistants, leaving the Observatory entirely 

| under its present control. Now, on its face it to do 
something else. If itis proposed to devote that Observatory to 
science, under national auspices, free from the control of the 
Navy Department, why, then, it needsanamendmeatof a totally 
different character, and it needs most careful consideration. 

| The amendment which was proposed in the Senate by the Si 

| ator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] contains the element of 


pretends 


reformation in regard to the observatory. [ felt it my duty to 
call the attention of the conferees to this, because in t Iti 
plicity of matters before them they may not have noticed pre- 


cisely what that amendment means. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I think the gentleman from Maine has put 
a proper interpretation upon the Senate amendment. asl un- 
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derstand it; and speaking for myself only, I would say that an 
amendment proposing a reorganization of so important a branch 
of the Government service as this is should, in my judgment, 
have careful consideration by a committee before it is engrafted 
upon our statutes, 

Mr. REED. Has the gentleman looked at the amendment 
ron by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]? 

r. -OCKERY. 1 have not. 

Mr. REED. I would commend it to the gentleman's attention 
before the discussion comes up. I ventured to ask this question, 
because I do not see present any of our friends from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DOCKER The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BINGHAM], who will be one of the conferees, is before the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. REED. Inoticed that most of our friends were absent, 
and had gone, presumably, to hear the answer to the indictment 
read to the House on yesterday. 

Mr. DOCKERY. My colleague on the committee, the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, who represents the minority, is here. 

The SPEAKER. The question ison the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will appoint the following con- 
ferees, Mr. DOCKERY, Mr. COOMBS, and Mr. BINGHAM. 


TARGET PRACTICE ON SUNDAY. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of a resolution. 

Mr. TUCKER. I believe I will have to demand the regular 
order, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It will take but a moment; and I will 
raise the question upon you if you can not be a little courteous. 
It would save time not to stop the matter. 

Mr. TUCKER. If I were satisfied that it would only take a 
short time I would not demand the regular order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will withdraw it if it takes more than 
a few moments, 

Mr. TUCKER. Then, on your statement, I withdraw the de- 
mand. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the following statement is being widely published in the press 
of the country: 

*Cedarquist had scruples.’ ‘‘ Would not do target practice on Sunday 
and must go to prison.” Omaha, Nebr., July 14.—Charles O. Cedarquist, 
private, Company A, Second Infantry, has been court-martialed and sen- 
tenced to imprisonment at hard labor for six months with forfeiture of $10 
per month of his pay for the same period. 

* Cedarquist refused to go to target practice on Sunday, on the grounds 
that his religious scruples would not allow him to violate the Sabbath day 
by discharging firearms. The defense contended that the order was unlaw- 
ful, in that it enjoined a duty in violation of orders and regulations limiting 
Suniay labor in the Army to the measure of strict necessity, and that the 
uct required to be done would have been a violation of a law of Nebraska. 

Brig. Gen. Brooke affirmed the finding, but ordered, in view of the peculiar 
circumstances attending the offense, that the sentence be reduced to two 
months’ imprisonment: Therefore, 

Resolved, at the honorable Secretary of War be requested to inform the 
House of Representatives whether the said publication contains a truthful 
statement of the facts in the case described, and if so to report whether such 
a conviction and such punishment is authorized by any law of Congress, or 
practice, uvrders, or regulations of the War Department. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
this resolution. 

Mr. TRACEY. I think it ought to go to a committee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Lask the reference of the resolution to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. The regular order is the call of 
committees for reports. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TUCKER. I ask unanimous consent that the call of com- 
mittees be dispensed with, and that any committees having bills 
to report may have leave to file them with the Clerk. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at twenty-four 
minutes to 1 o'clock, and the call rests with the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr.CULBERSON. I think the call rests with the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. 
on the Judiciary was called and 
back. Under the order the gent 


do so. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I would like for the committee to be 
called now. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MCCREARY of aay. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a ques- 
of order. There was a day assigned to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and at the close of that day the then acting chairman 


The Chair understands that the Committee 
= over with leave to go 
eman will have the right to 
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of the Committee on the Judiciary called up the bill (H, p 
5598), and pending the motion togo intoCommittee of the Whole 
for its consideration the House adjourned. I should like to have 
the Speaker rule now as to when that bill comes up. 

The SPEAKER. It has no status butits place on the Calendar, 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. There was a day assigned to 
the consideration of business from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and—— 

The SPEAKER. Thatday was exhausted, and nothing would 
come over from that day unless the previous question was or- 
dered; and the bill the gentleman refers to not having reached 
that stage, would retain its place on the Calendar, just as it was 
before. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. It would retain its place on 
the Calendar, and it does not come up in the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 


COMPARISON OF HANDWRITING IN COURTS. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Icall up the bill (H. R. 7258) to author- 
ize the comparison of handwriting by courts and juries in cases 
where the genuineness of a signature or writing is in dispute. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be ut enacted, eic., Thatin all cases where the genuineness of any signature 
or writing is in dispute, comparison of such disputed signature or writing 
with any writings admitted or proved to —— shall be permitted to 
be made by witnesses, and such writings and evidence of witnesses respect 
ing the same may be submitted to the court and jury as evidence of the gen 
uineness or otherwise of the signature or writing in dispute. : 


Mr. CULBERSON. I now yield the floor to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, 


{[Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE withholds his remarks for revi- 
sion. See Appendix.} 


Mr. WOLVERTON. Mr. Speaker, this bill was reported by 
the Committee on the Judiciary in pursuance of correspondence 
addressed to the Speaker of the House on April 21, 1894; and I 
ask that those communications be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. U., April 18, 1894. 


Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith copies of letters of Anthony 
Comstock, post-office inspector of New York, and the Assissant Attorney- 
General for the Post-Office Department relating to a change in the rule of evi- 
dence in regard to the comparison of handwriting in the trial of cases inthe 
courts of the United States, and I respectfully request that the matter be 
laid before the House of Representatives for consideration. 


Very respectfully, FRANK H. JONES 
Acting Postmaster- Genzr al 


The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


OFFICE ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL 
FOR THE PoOST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., April 19, 1891 

Sir: I call your attention to a copy of a letter written by Inspector Com- 
stock, of New York, to the chief post-office inspector, and by the Fourth 
Assistant Postmaster-General referred to me for consideration. I have 
carefully examined the question presented by Mr. Comstock, and I fully 
concur With him as to the importance of a legislative declaration by Con 
gress of the rule of evidence recommended by him, which is as follows: 

‘Comparison of a eee writing with any writing proved to the satis- 
faction of the court to the genuine handwriting of any person, claimed 
on the trial to have been made or executed, the disputed instrument or 
writing shall be permitted and submitted to the court and jury in like 
manner. 

This rule, after along eee and many conflicting decisions, was 
adopted by statute in England in 1854. (17 and 18 Vic., ch. 125, s. 27.) It has 
also been adopted by statutes in Georgia, Iowa, Louisiana, New Jersey, New 
York, and Wisconsin, and in the rule under the common law of the States 
of California, Connecticut, Kansas, Maine, New Hampshire, Ohio, Vermont, 
and Virginia. The rule laid down by the Supreme Court of the United 
States is that “papers, not otherwise competent, can not be introduced in 
evidence for the mere purpose of enabling a jury to institute a comparison 
of handwriting.” 

“Strother vs. Lucas, 6 Pet. (U. S.), 763. 

**Moore vs. U. S., 91 U. S., 270. 

‘** Williams vs. Conger, 125 U. S., 397.” 

I suggest that you transmit to Congress copies of Mr. Comstock’s letter 
and this communication, with the recommendation that the rule of evidence 
ae by legislative enactment to conform to the views above ex- 

ressed. 

. Ihand you herewith letters addressed to the Speaker of the House and 
President of the Senate for you to sign, if you concur with me. 


Very respectfully, 
JOHN L. THOMAS, 
Assistant Attorney-General, Fost-Office Department 


The POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 


New YORK Clty, April 10, 1894 


My DEAR Srr: One of the most serious annoyances and embarrassmen'! 
in the prosecution of criminals for depositing nonmailable matter in the 
mail arises from the fact that some of the United States judges do not fol- 
low the practice prevailing in the State courts in the matter of comparison 
of handwriting. 

There are numerous cases brought to ~~ attention as a post-office in- 
spector where tal laws have been violated, and where we can secure the 
handwriting of the defendant, and where the examination of the writing 
used by the defendant in c ing on the unlawful business through thé 
mail shows it to be identical with the handwriting which we are enabled to 
prove absolutely to be the handwriting of the defendant. 
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aws of the State of New York, chapter 555, as approved by the gov- 
aun _— 9, 1888, read as follows: 


“Comparison of @ disputed handwriting with any writing proved to the | d : ' 
| is for the purpose of applying the same rule which prevails in 
claimed on the trial to have been made or executed, the disputed instrument | 


satisfaction of the court to be the genuine handwriting of any person, 


or writing shall be permitted and submitted to the court and jury in like 


mewould very respectfully ask that the attentionof the honorable the Post 
master-General and also the attention of the Assistant Attorney-General 
for the Post-Office Department be called to the difficulty and embarrassment 
under which the inspectors labor, and to this section of law, as enacted in 
New York (and other States), and, if possible, a similar law be enacted by 
Congress, 80 a8 to make the rule uniform in all the States. 

If this can not be done, then I respectfully urge that it may be sought so 
far as applying to the proof of offenses against postal laws. 

I need harély offer any argument before the chief inspector, as your ex- 
perience, I am sure, would enable you to support and favor the enactment 
ofsuchalaw. But in order that I may make myself clear to others who 
may consider this subject, I desire to present: 

First. ‘The department of mail —— and its eenene always 
move upon probable cause to believe that postal laws are being violated.” 

This ‘* probable cause "’ is found upon the face of the a advertise- 
ment, or the printed circular or letter, sent out by the fraud who is operat- 
ing an unlawful scheme or device through the mail. 

Scain, it comes from complaints of persons who have received unlawful 
matter sent tothem. Or, peichance, some parent or teacher who has found 
obscene and indecent matter sent to the children. 

Second. The moment this probable cause comes to an inspector, his duty 
is clear, to wit, to ascertain the facts and secure such evidence as shall bring 
the offending party to justice. 

In the case of a person sending obscene matter into a school or seminary, 
we have the handwriting upon the matter sent of the party thus operating 
unlawfully through the mails. 

Having found his customer he becomes bold. Then the handwriting of the 
fraud or criminal is easily obtained by means of correspondence, or a re- 
turned registered receipt. We can bring the carrier, who has seer defend- 
ant write receipts for his registered mail, into court and establish beyond 
any question the defendant's hardwriting. 

Under existing rules in this district such handwriting of the defendant 
would be exciuded if offered for comparison. 

The same is true of a person violating postal laws by sending lottery cir- 
culars or lottery tickets through the mail. 

It is especially true of persons who send obscene anonymous writings and 
papers into homes, and to boys and girls. 

hile we are obliged to resort to circumstantial evidence to prove all the 
offenses through the mail, yet one of the strongest circumstances in the 
transaction, to wit, handwriting, we are deprived of availing ourselves of 
by this adverse ruling of the courts. 

I have had many very flagrant cases which could have properly been 
brought into the United States court, where the evidence would have been 
clear and positive, but where we were debarred because of the rigid ruling 
of the judges, in failing to follow the practice of the State courts. 

I do not see any remedy for this embarrassment except legislation by Con- 

ress. 
etSneh an act, permitting a comparison of handwriting, would facilitate 
the enforcement of postal laws, and make available most conclusive and con- 
vineing evidence of guilt, and evidence that would be most easily applied 
by any ordinary mind (to say nothing of an expert), and would enable the 
inspectors to establish the guilt of many a man who now goes unwhipped 
of justice, notwithstanding the fact that he is guilty of sending the most 
shameful and degrading matters through the mail. 

I have the honor to be, with very great respect, sir, your obedient servant, 

ANTHONY COMSTOCK, 
Post- Office Inspector. 
M. D. WHEELER, ESQ., 
Chief Post-Ofiice Inspector, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. WOLVERTON. Mr. Speaker, this correspondence was 
referred by the Speaker of the House to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee on the 2ist of April, 1894, and the bill that is now brought 
before the House is the unanimous reportgf that committee. 
The rule of evidence as now adhered to by the Supreme Court of 
the United States is that where the genuineness of a paper is 
involved, papers can not be offered independently as standards 
by which either the court or the jury may determine the gen- 
ulneness of the paper in question. 

This rule has been modified by judicial decisions in several of 
the States, in most of them perhaps, so as to allow this to be 
done. This old rule of the common law was changed by act 
of Parliament in England in 1854. Section 27 of the common- 
law procedure act of 1854 in England is as follows: 

Sec. 27. Comparison of a disputed writing with any writing proved to the 
satisfaction of the judge to be genuine, shall be permitted to be made by 
witnesses, and such writing and evidence of witnesses respecting same may 
be submitted to the court and jury as evidence of the genuineness or other- 
wise of the writing in dispute. 

The law thus changed has been found to be a great improve- 
ment on the law as it prevailed in England prior to the passage 
of the act. 

To show that there is no reason for retaining the old common- 
law rule of evidence the Supreme Court holds that while papers 
can not be introduced in the case for the mere purpose of en- 
abling the jury to institute acomparison of handwriting, not be- 
ing competent for any other purpose, yet where other writ- 
ings admitted or proved to be genuine are properly in evidence 
for other purposes, the handwriting of such instruments may be 
compared by the jury with that of the instrument or signature 
in question and the genuineness thus inferred from such com- 
parison. _ The rule allows comparison as a proper method of 
determining the genuineness of writings, but denies parties the 
means for making the comparison. 

As stated, this rule was changed by an act passed in 1854 in 
England. In 1874 a similar statute was passed in New Jersey. 
Like statutes have been passed in Wisconsin, Iowa, New York, 
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California, and perhaps other States, and in most of the States 
the rule has been modified by decisions of the courts. This bill 


those States to trials of cases in the criminal courts of the 
United States. 

The letters from the Assistant Attorney-General of the Post- 
Office Department and the Post-Office Inspector show that itis 
important that the rule now prevailing in the United States 
courts should be changed by statute. The bill was unanimously 
reported from the Judiciary. The reportso fully sets forth the 
reasons for the passage of this act that I request that it be 
printed in the RECORD as part of my remarks. 

The report is as follows: 


Mr. WOLVERTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the fo) 
lowing report (to accompany H. R. 7258): 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the letter of Hon. 
F. H. Jones, Acting Postmaster-General, dated April 18, 1894 (Executive 
Document No. 196), addressed to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
and the accompanying letters of the Assistant Attorney-General of the Post- 
Office Department, to the Postmaster-General, and letter of the post-office 
inspector at New York City, addressed to the chief post-office inspector at 
Washington, D. C., have considered the question submitted in the said letter 
and report thereon as follows: 

The rule of evidence as laid down and adhered to by the Supreme Court of 
the United States is that papers can not be introduced in the cause for the 
mere purpose of enabling the jury to institute a comp2rison of handwrit- 
ing, unless such papers are competent for some other purposes in the cause, 
but where other writings admitted or proved to be genuine are properly in 
evidence for other purposes, the handwriting of such instruments may be 
pee 5 npn by the jury with that of the instrument or signature in question, 
and its genuineness inferred from such comparison. 

in England and in many of the States this rule has been modified by leis 


lative enactment. In many other States it has been changed by judicial de- 
cisions, so that in most of the States the rule is to allow the jury tocompire 
the handwriting of papers admitted to be genuine or proved beyond ques- 


tion to be in the handwriting of the party to be putin evidence to enable the 
court or jury to compare them with the disputed writing 

‘ Section 27 of the common-law procedure act of 1854 in England is as fol 
ows: 

“Sec. 27. Comparison of a disputed writing with any writing proved to 
the satisfaction of the judge to be genuine, shall be permitted to be made 
by witnesses, and such writing and evidence of witnesses respecting same 
may be submitted to the court and jury as evidence of the genuineness or 
otherwise of the writing in dispute.”’ 

In New Jersey, act of March 27, 1874, section 19, provides as follows 

‘In all cases where the genuineness of any signature or writing is in dis- 
pute, comparison of the disputed signature or writing with any writing 
proved to the satisfaction of the court to be genuine, shall be permitted to 
be made by witnesses, and such writing and the testimony of witnesses re- 
specting the same, may be submitted to the court or jury as evidence of the 
genuineness or otherwise of the signature or writing in dispute: Provided, 
nevertheless, That where the handwriting of any person is sought to be dis- 
proved by comparison with other writings made by him not admissible in 
evidence for any other purpose, such writings, before they can be compared 
with the signature or writing in dispute must, if sought to be used before 
the court orjury by the party in whose handwriting they are, be proved to 
have been written before any dispute arose as to the genuineness of the sig- 
nature or writing incontroversy.’’ (Revision of New Jersey, page 381, se: 
tion 19.) 

In Wisconsin, volume 2, Sanborn and Berryman Annotated Statutes, sex 
tion 4189, page 2157, is as follows: 

‘*Comparison of a disputed handwriting with any writing proved to the 
satisfaction of the court to be genuine shall be permitted to be made by 
witnesses in all trials of proceedings, and the evidence of witnesses respect 
ing the same may be submitted to the court and jury asevidence of the gen 
uineness or otherwise of the writing in disvute.”’ 

In the State of Iowa there is the following act: 

‘** Section 4905, of McClain’s Annotated Code of Iowa, volume 2, page 1446: 
Evidence respecting handwriting _ be given by comparison made by ex- 
perts or bythe jury with writings of the same person which are proved to be 
genuine.” 

State of New York Revised Statutes, Codes and Laws, Birdseye, volume 
1, page 1028, section 91: 

*Comparison of a disputed writing with any writing, proved to the satis 
faction of the court to be genuine, shall be permitted to be made by wit- 
nesses in all trials and proceedings; and such writing, and evidence of wit- 
nesses respecting the same, may be submitted to the court and jury as 
evidence of the genuineness of the writing in dispute.” . 

In California there is the following provision: 

** Evidence respecting handwriting may also be given by comparison made 
by the witness or the jury with writing admitted or treated as genuine by 
the party against whom the evidence is offered or proved to be genuine to 
the satisfaction of the judge.”’ 

Law of Evidence, Wharton, volume 1, section 711 

* By the Roman law the genuineness of a contested writing may be sus 
tained by witnesses comparing such writing with the other writing acknowl 
edged to be genuine. Some fluctuation of opinion, however, was exhibited 
as to the writing to be taken as a basis for such comparison. It was held 
that in order to put a greater check on forgery writings thus exhibited must 
be’ publicly registered or be testified by three witnesses. Subsequently it 
was declared that for the same purpose proof may be by writings deposited 
in public archives. The substantial result, however, finally reached, is that, 
to enable a writing to be adopted as a standard, it must be demonstrated to 
be genuine. 

‘It makes no matter what the writing is thus adopted. 
Gensler argues, a love letter, or it may be a testament. 
be received as astandard. By the English common lawit is said such acom- 
parison is inadmissible. The reasoning on which this conclusion rests is 
that handwriting, especially among those with whom writing is not a habit, 
often changes from period to period. A man notaccustomed to writing may 
write now very different from the way he did five yearsago. * * * 

“In the United States we have a series of authorities which rest on the old 
English rule, and hence following this reason exclude evidence of genuine 
ness based on comparison of hands when offered as independent proof. 
Under the act of Parliament of 28 and 29 Victoria, chapter 14, above recited, 
it has been held, first, that any writing the genuineness of which is proved 
to the satisfaction of the judge may be used for the purpose of comparison, 
although they may not be admissible in evidence for any other purpose. 


It may be, as 
If genuine, it may 
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(Eagen vs. Cowan, 30 Law Times, 223; Birch against. Ridgeway, 1 Fost. and 
Pin., 270; Cresswell ve, Jackson, 2 Fost. and Fin., 24.) 

“Next, that the comparison may be made either by witnesses or without 
the intervention of any witnesses at all by the jury themselves. (Cobbett 
ve. Kilminater, 4 Most. and Fin., 490.) Or,in the event of there being no 
jury, by thecourt. If, therefore,an action be brought by the indorsee of 
a bill of exchange against the acceptor, who by his plea has denied the in- 
dorsement of the drawer, it seems that the jury may, by simply comparing 
with an indorsement of the drawee which is admitted to be genuine, find 
for the plaintiff, even though witnesses be called to disprove the bill. (Tay- 
lar's Evidence, section 1667.) 

“This rule seems to have been adopted in many States by astatute and in 
others by decisions of courts. 

“In the United States courts the old common-law doctrine is adhered to. 
In Moors vs. The United States (91 U. S., 270) the question is thus discussed 
by Bradley, J.: 

“* The general rule of the common law, disallowing comparison of hand- 
writing as proof of signature, has exceptions equally as well settled as the 
rule itself. One of these exceptions is that if a = admitted to be in the 
handwriting of a party, or to have been subscribed by him, is in evidence 
for some other purpose in the causo, thosignature or paper in question may 
be compared with it by the jury. ’ 

* It is not distinctly stated in this case that the writing used asa basis of 
comparison was admitted te be in the claimant's hand, but it was conceded 
by counsel that it was, in fact, a pewer of attorney, given by him to his at- 
torney in fact, by virtue of which he appeared and presented the claim to the 
eourt, This.certainly amounted to a declaration on the part that it was not 
his hand, and to contend the contrary would be fraud upon the court.” 

Williams against Conger, 125 U. S., 307, Justice Bradley, in delivering the 
opinion of the court, says: 

“* It Is well.settled that the witness who only knows a person's handwrit- 
ing - seeing it in papers produced on the trial and proved, or admiited 
to be his, will not be allowed from such knowledge to testify to that person's 
handwriting uniess the witness be an expert and the writing in question is 
of such antiquity that witnesses acquainted with the person's handwriting 
can not behad. (Green on Evidence, paragraph 578.) 

“Tt is also the result of the weight of authority that papers can not be in- 
troduced in the case for the we ty of enabling the jury to institute 
a compariben of handwriting, said papers not be competent for any 
Other purpose. (Green on Evidence, hs 579, 581.) But where other 
writings, admitted or proved to be genuine, are properly in evidence for 
other purposes, the handwriting of such instrument.may be compared by the 
jury with thatof the instrument or signature in question and the genuine- 
ness inferred from such comparison, etc.’ 

“In many States it isa settled practice to admit as a basis of compari- 
son any papers, whether in themselves relevant to the issue or not, if they 
can be shown to the satisfaction of the court to be the writ of the party 
whose signature is disputed. In Pennsylvania, however, it is said that at 
common law, the proof from comparisonof hands must. be viewed as.sup- 

lementary and can not be relied upon exclusively, and comparison is to 

made by the jury and not by experts. To the admission of a contested 
paper it is essential that it shall be _—— to be genuine to the satisfaction 
ofthe court. Such standard must substantively proved. Itcan not be 
iperes by comparison.. (Wharton's Law of Evidence, volume 1, seetion 
+14.) 

“In Pennsylvania, the case of Travis against Brown (48 Pa. St., 9) is a 
leading case on thesubject.” 

There are several reasons, which will appear from the examination of the 
letters referred to your committee, why the rule of evidence in United States 
courts should be changed so as to allow any paper or writing admitted or 
proved to be in the handwriting of the —— is alleged to have executed 
the disputed instrumentto besubmitted to the court or jury for their inspec- 
tion to enable them to determine upon the genuineness of the instrument in 
question. In England and in the States where the rule of evidence has been 
changed by statute, it is claimed to have proved beneficial. It is difficult to 
see what substantial objection there could be to the change. 

Under the rule which now prevails in the United States courts, unless 
there happens to be in the evidence some paper admitted to be genuine and 
im evidence for other purposes than that of comparison of handwriting, the 
jury is deprived of this means of determining upon the genuineness of the 
disputed Instrument, which in many criminal cases where there is a con- 
flict of testimony, might necessarily result in the acquittal of the defendant 
who otherwise ovght to have been convicted: Your committee has pre- 
pared a bill, accompanying this report, viding that in all cases where 
the genuineness of any signature or writing is in dispute, comparison of 
the disputed signature or writing with any writing proved to the satisfac- 
tion of the court shall be permitted to be made by witnesses, and such 
writing, and the testimony of witnesses respecting the same, may be sub- 
mitted to the court or jury as to the genuineness or otherwise of the signa- 
tore or writing in dispute. 

Your committee recommmend the passage of this bill. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Let us have a vote on the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. WOLVERTON, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


FUNDING ACT OF ARIZONA. 


Mr.CULBERSON. Mr.Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 6754) 
to amend section 15 of an act approving, with amendments, the 
funding act of Arizona, apuroved June 25, 1890. 

The bill was read, as fol.ows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That an act entitled ‘An act approving, with amend- 
ments, the funding act of Arizona,” approved June ee 1890, and ph 
2052 (section 15) of said act, be, and the same is hereby, amended iy adding 
thereto as follows: 

“ Provided further, however, That the present outstanding warrants, cer- 
tificates, and other evidences of indebtedness issued subsequent to Decem- 
ber 31, 1890, fer the necessary and current expenses of carrying on the Terri- 
torial government only, together with such warrants as may be issued for 
such purpose for the years ending December 31, 1894, and December 31, 1895, 
may also be funded and bonds issued for the redemption thereof; and there- 
after ho warrants, certificates, or other evidences of indebtedness shall be 
allowed to issue or be legal where the same is in excess of the limit pre- 
seribed by the Harrisor. act.” 

Seo. 5 hat.all acts or parts of acts in conflict with this act are hereby 
repealed. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gentieman from Ari, 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, this is simply 
carrying to a further extent the funding act of Arizona. 
to prevent the payment of 10 per cent on outstanding warran 
for the current expensesof the Territory. It is desired to fy 
them under the funding act until the collection of the taxes. 
as to be able to start on a cash basis. This is purely a 
matter extending our funding act, and the bill is unan 
reported from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HUNTER. Isee that it provides for extending 
up to 1895. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona, 
of taxes. 

Mr. HUNTER. But if the Territory should become :; 
in the meantime would not that hawe some effect on th 
sions of this bill? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It would not have any effect, 
debt would be bonded as it arose, anf the limitation plac 
the Territorial Legislature, which does not meet until le} 
1895. The Legislature can provide then for everything { 
happens thereafter, and this is intended only tofix the time 
to the meeting of the Territorial Legislature. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third ti: 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third t 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CULBERSON, a motion to reconsi: 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


COLLECTION OF TAXES UPON CORPORATIONS. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H.R. 
6284) to prevent interference in the colleetion of State, county 
and municipal taxes assessed against corporations and corporate 
property, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That taxes heretofore or hereafter assessed by 4 
county, or municipal authority against any corporation or corporate prop 
erty shall not be classed as debts to be pome upon in the first instar y 
any court of the United States, but shail be collectible by the proper aut!or 
ties of such State, county, or municipality according to the assessment 
whether such corporation be in the hands of a receiver or not; and no judge 
or court of the United States shall have any other or greater authority 0 
power to enjoin, restrain, or in any way interfere with the collection of suct 
taxes against any corporation or corporate property in the hands or unde 
the management of areceiver than if no such receivership existed; and th 
seizure as well as the sale of any property for the collection of any 
taxes shall divest the receiver and the court of all control over the sa 
Provided, That any and all property taken out of the hands of the re 
and from underthe control of the court and not sold for such taxes s 
returned to the receiver, and shall again be under the control of the « 

And provided further, That a corporation or receiver of a corporation s! 
have the same right that a citizen ofsuch State, county, ormunicipality 1 
have, under the laws.of such State, to apply for the abatement of any 
or to sue or defend on account of any alleged overassessment or impr 
or illegal assessment in any court having jurisdiction. 

Src. 2. That all acts and parts of acts, in sofaras the same are rem 
to or inconsistent with the provisions of this act, are hereby repeale 


Mr. CULBERSON. I[yield to the gentleman from Miss 
[Mr. De ARMOND]}. 

Mr. DE ARMO Mr. Speaker, this bill is designed t 
able States, counties, and municipalities within the Stat 
collect taxes against corporations in the handsof receivers with 
as little trouble or hindrance as they envounter in collecti: 
them from individuals: or corporations not in the hands of 
ceivers. The occasion of the bill is thatinanumber of instances 
troubles havearisen becausesome of the Federal judges have! 
that where corporations are in the hands of receivers the taxes 
occupy the position merely of claims or debts, that the court 
to pass upon the matter, that there is no authority to collect th: 
taxes, and that the collection of them may be delayed as long 
may seem to the court fit or proper. 

Some difficulties arose in South Carolina and in other States 
over this matter. In mostof the States of the Union, I belicv 
provisions similar to those contained in this bill are made 
State law. The tax laws operate equally upon all persons. 
have the same opportunity to defend against claims for t 
all have the same recourse to the courts. That is the provision 
of this bill. 

Since the bill was reported, it has been decided in South 
olina (by Judge Simonton of the circuit court, 1 believe 
this is, in effect, the law now, but it has been thought desi 
in order to prevent conflicts between State and Federal autiior 
ities, and in order to facilitate the collection of taxes aud ' 
prevent any sort of troubleor delay, that this bill should pas: 
think this statement sufficiently explains the object and pur 
of the bill. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Howfar does it goin providing a rem 

Mr. DE ARMOND. It simply provides, in effect, that pro 
ceedings for the collection of taxes against a corporation in the 
hands of a receiver appointed by a Federal judge or court shu! 
be the same as in other cases, with precisely the same rights = 


Yes. That is, until the co! 
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the part of the corporation to defend or to institute proceedings 
in any court having jurisdiction, whether State of Federal. 

Mr. Speaker, in connection with these remarks and as a part 
of them I will have printed the report of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, which is as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred House bill 4927 
having duly considered the same, recommend that the accompanying sub 
stitute therefor be adopted. 


The measure reported by the committee is designed to put corporations 
in the hands of receivers appointed by judges and courts of the United | 


States in the same condition with respect to the collection of State, county, 
and municipal taxes as if no receivership existed. 

It often happens that corporations, by orders of United States courts, 

ass into the hands of receivers and remain there for a number of years; 
ae which time taxes assessed against such corporations aiid their prop- 
érty are paid, or not paid, according to the judgment and direction, and in 
some cases the caprice, of the Federal court. Your committee believe that 
the power to levy and collect taxes is one without which the State govern- 
ments can not be maintained or perpetuated. This power and authority, 
essential to the maintenance of State governments, is often interfered with 


and suspended by action of the courts in the cases of corporations managed | 


by receivers. ie 

These courts frequently assume authority to pass upon and classify de- 
mands for taxes as ifsuch demands were of no higher character than or- 
dinary money liabilities. 
ceivers are enabled to defer the payment of taxes levied against them 
almost indefinitely, to the greatinconvenience and prejudice of the States 
and of the municipalities within the States. 

Your committee are of opinion that corporations in the hands of receiy- 
ers should enjoy no greater immuntity with respect to the payment of taxes 
than that which is possessed by corporations carrying on. their business 
operations outside of court and without receivers, and that the tax laws 
should operate without interruption upon corporations as well as upon 
natural persons, whatever may be the financial condition of either. 

The attention of the committee was specially drawn to this subject by the 
bill introduced by Mr. LATIMER, of South Carolina, forwhich the accom- 
panying measure is a substitute, and the condition of affairsin that State 
Which ied to the introduction of that bill. Without going into the merits 
of the controversy between the State and local authorities on the one hand 
and the United States courts upon the other, it is evident that the laws of 
South Carolina for the assessment and collection of taxes can not be en- 
forced against certain railroad corporations of that State in the hands of 
receivers appointed by the United States courts, because those courts claim 
and exercise complete jurisdiction over all the property and affairs of the 
corporations and deny and prevent the seizure or sale of any property of 
such corporations for the payment of taxes. 

Now, the tax laws are different in the several States of the Union, but the 
jurisdiction and power of the Federal courts as at present claimed and ex- 
ercised are sufficient to stay and thwart the proceedings of the States under 
State laws for the collection of taxes in any case where a Federal court has 
appointed a receiver for a corporation and is exercising control over its 
business and property. 

The extensive jurisdiction and powers claimed and exercised by the United 
States courts over corporations and corporate property in the handsofreceiv- 
ersdono rest uponany statute. These courts assumed jurisdiction years ago, 
hesitatingly and to a limited extent, and for special purposes, growing out 
of the apparent necessity of the case, appointed receivers for corporations, 
especially raiiroad corporations. Gradually this jurisdiction has been ex- 
tended further and further, and every advance has served as justification or 
excuse for still greater advances, until the time has come when these courts, 
for the security of the States and the preservation of the fundamental rights 
of the people, as well as a due observance of constitutional restrictions, 
should be curbed. 

Although a corporation may, for sufficient or insufficient reasons, be inthe 
hands of a receiver, its property ought, nevertheless, to be subject to taxa- 
tion and liable for taxes, the same otherproperty. To insure this just and 
proper condition of affairs the committee have prepared and recommend 
the passage of the accompanying substitute. It is their belief that with 
this measure embodied in our statutes, United States courts would nolonger 
have any pretense of authority for passing upon taxesin the first instance, 
as they do upon all moneyed demands against corporationsin the hands of 
their receivers; corporations in the hands of receivers would no longer 


have any immunity from taxation, or any means of escaping the collection | 


of taxes except such as are open to all corporations and all individuals in 
any particular State; property of corporations in the hands of receivers 
could be seized and sold as if no receivership existed; Federal courts 


could not exercise any jurisdiction as againstthe State or any of its mu- | 


nicipalities seeking to collect taxes which it could not exercise in the case of 
an individual or of a corporation not in the hands of receiver; and that, at 
the same time, all corporations and receivers of corporations could have 
access to the courts upon the same footing as individual citizens. 

Your committee append hereto a copy of the measure, the passage of 
which we recommend, and which we believe really furnishes its own inter- 
pretation. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, I can not consent that this bill pass 
this House without interposing my protest against it. I do not 
think I shall carry my opposition to the extent of compelling the 
attendance of a quorum, or anything of that sort, if the principle 
of the bill meets the approval of this House, and I know it will 
appeal to the Democratic heart, for it strikes at the dignity and 

wer of the General Government. I regard the principle of 

his billas wrong. I am opposed to it for the reason that it ap- 
pears to me to be an interference with the laws, the power, and 
the authority of the Government of the United States in mat- 
= — railroads are under its control,or the contro! of its 
rts. 

When these roads have gone into the hands of a receiver and 
taxes of any description are unpaid, it does seem to me that the 
matter of the payment of those taxes or the ordering them to 
be paid ought to be left to the discretion and decision of the 
courts of the United States, and ought not to be subject to the 
= or wishes of a municipal corporation or the laws of the 

The effect of this measure in a great many cases, where com- 
panies have been chartered and organized under the laws of the 


By this practice corporations in the hands of re- | 
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United States, practically will be to put the laws and the author 
ity of a State above that of the Governmentof the United States 
That is the way I understand this bill. As I have said, it 


pears to me wrong im principle. I regard it as an attack—an 
indirect attack, it is true—upon the supremacy of the laws of 
the United States and of the General Government. ‘or that 
| reason I oppose the measu 
[, of course, recognize on the oth ar fact that the 
State and municipal corporations through whos , ry & rail- 
road runs ought to receive their taxes, when perly 


| assessed and levied. 
The great object and purpose of 





; railroad corporation is to protect and preserve t 

| property rights, and franchises of the company for the paym 
first, of the debts of such corporation, including of course 

| ful taxes thereon; and second, a dividend, if possible, to the 
| stockholders of the corporation. Such receive lps a t 


only safeguards against the wrecking of railroads and a wast 
or sacrifice of the interests of the creditors and 





| therein. Millions of dollars are invested in this kind of corno- 
rations, and probably one-half or more of the stock of theseco 


panies is held by widows, guardians, executors, etc., 0 
people who have their all here invested. 

[t is impossible to run a railroad without incurring indebted- 
ness, and the ability to pay such indebtedness depends on th 
earning capacity of the road. Dull times, railroad strikes, and 
many other occurrences frequently intervene 


to crippi 1d 


most destroy the earning capacity of the road for the time bein 
and then, if its obligations are not promptly met, judgments fo! 


low, the rolling stock of the company is levied upon, and a sale 
follows, and the operation of the road”is absolutely suspended 
unless some court can take possession, suspend these forced 
sales, and continue the operation of the road, waiting better 
times, a foreclosure of the mortgage, and an advantageous sale 
of the whole corporate property and franchises, and a di 
tion of the proceeds of sale among those entitled to it. 
In such a proceeding, and such a disposition of such matter 
notonly the creditors of the company, but the stockholders 
the company and the general public are deeply concerne 
The opening of this great country of ours, the growth and ex- 
tension of her industries, the increase of her people until nearly 
seventy millions of free independent American citizens claim 
the protection of our flag, have been made possible by the exist- 
ence of these great railroad systems that form a network over 


tribu 


this continent. Commerce, interstate and foreign, demands 
the preservation and encouragement of this means of transpor- 
tation and intercourse. ‘Yes, Mr. Speaker, the ve istenc 


and perpetuity of our Government depends upon it. Witho 
the great and magnificent systems of transcontinental railway 


now existing within these United States the great Vacitic 
Slope would be almost a stranger to the East and West and 
South, and estrangements would follow and possibly internecin 


| strife and a disruption of the Republic. 
| This bill attacks the power of the Government of the United 
States to protect and preserve these corporations. It seeks to 
| undermine Federal authority in such cases, and permits Sta 
| and municipal authorities to seize and sell the rolling stock of 
| these companies and thus defeat the very object of a re 
|ship. Under this bill the courts of the United States will be 
| powerless to protect and preserve the rights of creditors, of 
stockholders, or of the general public. The evils of the 
| posed legislation are manifest and manifold. 


elver- 


It isnot a blow at 
corporations or corporate encroachments or abuses, but at th 
private interests of the small stockholders who will be unab 
to protect themselves, and at the general public who utilize th: 


roads and who would be greatly discommoded by their non- 
existence or inability to operate. 
This bill puts it in the power of State, county, or municipal! 


authority to tax out of existence almost any railroad affected by 
it, to cripple it at any time, and especially in times like this, 
| when business is stagnated and strikes are the order of the day 
Mr. Speaker, there is a public feeling against railroads and 
great corporations. Some of it is just, but much of it is exag- 
gerated. But the correction is within the power of legislative 
bodies. It is neither necessary nor proper to crush them out of 
existence in order to defend ourselves against their encroach- 
ments. But above all, Mr. Speaker, it is not necessary to strike 
a blow at good government, at Federal authority and discretion. 
It is true that the bill as first presented has been deprived 
much of its original animus. The power to injure and wreck 


‘ailroads is given by the bill, while the effect of the acts that 
that may be done by State, county, and municipal authority are 
| only alleviated to avery small extent. It is true that the State 
and all its subdivisions should have their taxes, but it is far 
| better that they be compelled to await payment the same as 


| other creditors rather than that they be clothed with power 
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to cripple and ruin the roads essential to prosperity of millions 
of people and forty-five States. 

s I understand—I ask the chairman of the committee whether 
Iam correct—an amendment was suggested and adopted by the 
committee providing that the railroad company may pursue all 
legal remedies for the refunding of taxes which may be found 
to have been illegally or improperly assessed or collected. 
Is that true? 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is provided in the bill—that the 
9 aa shall have the same right as the citizen to sue or to 
cetend, 

Mr. RAY. Then, under the bill as it now stands, the validity 
of taxes imposed or any question regarding them may be liti- 
gated after they are paid-——— 

Mr. CULBERSON. Or before. 

Mr. RAY. And the taxes may be refunded. The bill pro- 
vides for a refunding, does it not? 

Mr. CULBERSON, Certainly. It gives a railroad corpora- 
tion the same right that a citizen has, to seek a remedy in any 
court having competent jurisdiction. 

Mr. RAY. I will not delay this matter; I simply desire it 
understood that I am opposed to the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DE ARMOND, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MANDAMUS AGAINST UNITED STATES OFFICERS. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I call up the bill (H. R. 4312) to provide 
for the removal of suits, by mandamus, against officers of the 
United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That in suits or proceedings by mandamus in the courts 
of the United States, against any officer of the United States, tocompel the 
serformance of an official duty alleged to be enjoined upon such officer by 
aw, if he dies, or his office becomes vacant during the pendency of such pro- 
ceeding, the same may be revived against his successor or successors in 
office, by scire facias, or on motion, in the court where the same is pending. 


Mr. WOLVERTON. Mr. Speaker, this bill merely provides 
that proceedings by mandamus in United States courts against 
any officer of the United States to compel the performance of an 
official pe shall survive in case of vacancy in the office by 
death or otherwise. 

As such proceedings would be against the defendant as an 
officer, and not as an individual, there is no reason why such 
prneeeee should abate by death of the officer, expiration of 

1is term, resignation, or the office become vacant in any other 
manner, 

Mr. RAY. There is no objection to the bill, so far as I know, 
on this side. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WOLVERTON, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


INSPECTION OF IMMIGRANTS. 


Mr. CULBERSON, I call up the bill (H. R.5246) providing 
for the inspection of immigrants by United States consuls. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That no alien immigrant shall be admitted within the 
United States unless he or she shall exhibit to the United States inspectors 
of arriving immigrants at the place of admission a certificate signed by the 
United States consul or other authorized representative of the United 
States at the place nearest where said immigrant last resided, setting forth 
that the said consul or other United States representative has made an in- 
vostigation concerning said immigrant and that said immigrant does not 
pees to the class or classes of alien immigrants excluded from admission 
into the United States under the provisions of the act of Congress approved 
March 3, 1891, entitled ‘‘An act in amendment to the various acts relative 
to immigration and the importation of aliens under contract or agreement 
to perform labor, its amendments or supplements,"’ or by any other law of 
the United States that now exists or may hereafter be passed. 

It shall be the duty of United States consuls and United States representa- 
tives in other countries to investigate and grant or withhold certificates, as 
shall be disclosed on investigation under the directions and instructions of 
the State Department. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


After the word * passed,”’ in nineteenth line, page 2, insert * said immi- 
grant shall, in addition, conform toall present requirements of law.” 

After the word “Department,’’ in twenty-fourth line, insert the words 
‘according to the laws of the United States as aforesaid.” 

Add as section 2 the following: ‘That this aqt shall take effect from and 
after the ist day of January, A. D. 1895.” 


Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsy)- 
pe WILLIAM A. STONE], who prepared the report on 
this . 


[Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE addressed the House. 
pendix.] 


The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


See Ap- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUBE. 


JULY 2). 


third time; and it was accordingly ».ad the third time, ang 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, a motion to recon. 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


PENALTY FOR EMBEZZLEMENT BY 
BANKS. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I now call up for present consideration 
the bill (H. R. 5863) to increase the penalty for embezzlement by 
directors, officers, or agents of national banks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 5209 of Title LXII of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States (1878) be amended by striking out ‘‘or’’ and addin 
after the words ‘every president, director, cashier, teller, clerk, or agent 0; 
any association who embezzles, abstracts, or willfully eee any of the 
moneys, funds, or credits of the association,’’ the words ‘‘ shall be guiity of 
a felony, and shall be imprisoned not less than five years nor more than 
fifteen years if the amount embezzled, abstracted, or misapplied is less than 
$100,000, or the value thereof; and not less than fifteen years if the amount 
embezzled, abstracted, or a is $100,000, or the value thereof, or 
more; and any person.”’ That said section shall be amended further by add 
ing at the end of the section the following words: “and persons arrested 
under this act shall receive no other or better treatment or greater priv! 
leges while in custody before conviction or after conviction than is accorded 
to persons in custody for violation of other laws of the United States 
that the section as amended will read as follows: 

‘*Every president, director, cashier, teller, clerk, oragent of any as 
ation who embezzles, abstracts, or willfully misapplies any of the mon 
funds, or credits of the associationshall be gaiity of a felony, and shal! be 
imprisoned not less than five years nor more than fifteen years if the 
amount embezzled, abstracted, or misapplied is less than #100,(), 
or the value thereof; and not less than fifteen yearsif the amount embez 
zled, abstracted, or misapplied is $100,000, or the value thereof, or more i 
any person who, without authority from the directors, issues or puts in cir 
culation any of the notes of the association, or who, without such authority 
issues or puts forth any certificate of deposit, draws any order or bill of ex 
change, makes any acceptance, assigns any note, bond, draft, bill of ex 
change, mortgage, judgment, or decree, or Who makes any false entry in 
any book, report, or statement of the association, with intent, in either 
case, to injure or defraud the association or any other company, body poli 
tic or corporate, or any individual person, or to deceive any officer of the 
association or any agent appointed to examine the affairs of any such as 
ciation, and every person who, with like intent, aids or abets any officer 
clerk, or agent in violation of this section shall be deemed guilty of a mis 
demeanor, and shall be imprisoned not less than five years nor more than 
ten; and persons arrested under this act shall receive no other or better 
treatment or greater privileges while in custody before conviction « 
after conviction than is accorded to persons in custody for violation of oth 
laws of the United States.”’ 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following 


amendments: 


Beginning after the word ‘‘ amended,” in line 5, strike out all the text down 
to the beginning of line 23, and insert ‘‘so as to read as follows;”’ also strike 
out the vord “fifteen,” in line 27, and insert the word ‘ten; also strike out 
the word “ fifteen,’ in line 30, and insert the word “ten,” and after the word 
“years,” in line 30, insert the words ‘nor more than twenty years.”’ 


Mr. CULBERSON. This bill was introduced by the gentle- 
man from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN], and I yield the floor to him. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, this bill, as l introduced it, made 
the penalty for embezzlement by national-bank officials more se- 
vere than the committee felt justified in favoring. The bill, a: 
amended by the committee, leaves the punishment as it now e 
ists where the amount embezzled is less than $100,000. The pen 
a'ty for embezzlement by national-bank officials is under exist- 
ing statutes not less than five years nor more than ten yeas 
imprisonment, without regard to the amount embezzled, and 
this bill, with the committee amendments makes the penalty 
not less than ten years’ imprisonment nor more than twent) 
years if theamount embezzled exceeds $100,000. 

The bill also provides that the following words shall be added 
at the end of section 5209, namely: 


And persons arrested under this act shall receive no other or better trea! 
ment or gréater privileges while in custody before conviction or after con 
viction than is accorded to persons in custody for violation of other laws of 
the Unived States. 


While I would be glad to have the penalty made more sever, 
and to have the increased penalty apply to a less sum than $1() 
000, I accept the bill as amended by the committee because it is 
a decided improvement over the present law. 

The circumstances surrounding the punishment of this class 
of crimes makes it necessary to raise the minimum limit for 
large embezzlements, because the criminal in such cases usu- 
ally stands high in business, social, and political circles, and 
the discretion left with the Federal judge is so exercised that 
the lowest penalty is too oftenimposed. To give alight punish- 
ment to a big embezzler and a heavy punishment to a petty o!- 
fender subjects the Government tojust criticism. This bill isa 
step in the right direction in that it to some extent fits the pen- 
alty to the crime, and prevents the imposition of a short sen- 
tence if the amount embezzled is large. 

The words added at the end of the section are intended to pre- 
vent courts and marshals from showing special favors to this 
class of offenders. To keep the poor thief ina dungeon and the 
rich thief ata first-class hotel is notin harmony with that Demo- 
cratic principle, ‘‘equality before the law.” There is no reason 
why money should purchase immunity from the hardships of 
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prison life any more than that it should defeat punishment en- | 





Sle merey should be shown at all, it should be shown to the 
unfortunate person whose surroundings are such as do not en- | 
courage virtuous conduct and a manly life, rather than to the | 
embezzler who adds to the crime of theft the betrayal of the 
confidence of those who trusted him. But, Mr. Speaker, I shall 
not add more unless some objection is made to the bill. There 
seems to be no oppositon, and I ask for a vote. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered tu be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BRYAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


APPOINTMENT AND JURISDICTION UNITED STATES COMMIS- 
SIONERS. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I now call up for present consideration 
the bill (H.R. 7384) to provide for the appointment of United 
States commissioners and to define their jurisdiction, powers, 
and duties. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the office of ‘‘commissioner of the circuit court” is 
nevelg abolished and all acts authorizing their appointment are hereby re- 

aled. 
PSEC. 2. That the Attorney-General shall divide the several States and Ter 
ritories into so many commissioners’ districts as may be required for the 
efficient and economical execution of the laws, and for this purpose is au- 
thorized to abolish, change the boundaries of such districts, or create new 
districts, when, in his opinion, the proper administration of justice requires 


it. 

SxEc. 3. That the President shall appoint, upon the nomination of the At- 
torney-General, so many commissioners in each commissioner's district 
and in the District of Columbia as may be deemed necessary by the Attor- 
ney-General to afford a speedy and convenient hearing and trial of persons 
charged with crimes and offenses against the laws of the United States, with 
the least expense to the Government. Such commissioners shall hold their 
office for the term of four years from the date of their respective commis- 
sions, unless sooner removed, and the Attorney-General is authorized to re- 
move any commissioner appointed under this act when, in his opinion, the 

roper administration of justice shall reauire such removal. Before enter- 
ng upon the discharge of the duties of their office, each commissioner shall 
make oath or affirmation before some officer qualified to administer oaths 
in the district wherein he resides, in such form as may be prescribed by the 
Attorney-General, that he will perform the duties of his office with fidelity, 
charge only the fees allowed by law, and make a true return to the Attor- 
ney-General of all fees and emoluments received by him, of every name, 
kind, and character, by virtue of such office. 

Sec. 4. That such commissioners shall have the same jurisdiction and 
powers within their respective districts as are now conferred upon commis- 
sioners of the United States circuit courts under existing laws, but their 
jurisdiction shall not extend to offenses committed outside their respective 
districts, except in cases where no qualified commissioner resides in the 
commissioner’s district where the offense was committed, in which case the 
commissioner residing nearest the place where the offense was committtd 
shall have jurisdiction, and except also offenses against the postal laws of 
the United States, in which jurisdiction shall remain as now provided by 
law. 

Src. 5. Thatcommissioners shall keep dockets in which shall be entered 
minutes of all business transacted before them, and for the purpose of es- 
tablishing eet Attorney-General shall furnish forms for dockets, 
books, and blanks to used by such commissioners. It shall be their duty 
to keep their dockets, books, and or in such form and manner as may 
be required by r ations prescribed by the Attorney-General, and to per- 
form such otherduties as may be required by suchregulations. All dockets, 
books, papers, and accounts relating in any way to their official business 
shall be open at all times to the inspection of any district attorney or other 
person authorized by the Attorney-General to inspect them, and shall at all 
times —_ to the inspection of any parties interested, and all dockets, 
books, and papers relating to the business of such commissioners shall be 
transferred to their successors in office. 

Sec. 6. That at the end ofeach quarter commissioners shall make outa 
statement, in such form as the Attorney-General shall prescribe, of all fees 
and emoluments of every kind, name, and character received by virtue of 
their office, whether specified in any fee bill or not, and submit the same to 
the United States district attorney for the district in which the commis- 
sioner resides, who shall carefully examine the same and cause the commis- 
sioner to subscribe an oath to the correctness of eachand every item in such 
statement, and that it contains a true and correct account of the fees and 
emoluments of every name, kind, and character received by virtue of his 
office for the time covered thereby; and if said district attorney shall - 
prove of such statement as correct, he shall indorse his approval thereon in 
wri and shall forward same to the Attorney-General, who shall cause 
same to be audited and allowed if found to be correct, and if found to be in- 
correct shall cause such corrections thereof to be made as will make such 
statement conform to the law; and the approval thereof by the said United 
States district we shall not prevent the Attorney-General from mak- 
ing such deductions therefrom as justice may require, under the law and 
regulations prescribed by the Attorney-General. Whenthe quarterly state- 
ment of @ commissioner shall have been audited and allowed, as herein 
provided, the amount found due to him shall thereupon become immedi- 

tely payable: Provided, however, That no commissioner shall be allowed to 
receive and retain of the fees and@moluments of his office any greater sum 
a $2,500 a year for his compensation, to be audited and allowed by the 

ttorney-General, nor exceeding that rate for any time less than a year 
audited and allowed in like manner; and the surplus over said sum shall be 
paid into the United States Treasury by the commissioners at such times 

such manner as may be prescribed by the Attorney-General. 

ote 7. That in all prosecutions under the internal-revenue laws commis- 

oners shall not be entitled to fees, unless they have been taxed against 
and collected from the defendant or unless the prosecution has been com- 
menced upon a sworn complaint by a United States district attorney, col- 
lector, or deputy collector of internal revenue or revenue agent, setting 
Orth the facts upon information and belief and approved either before or 
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after arrest by a district judge or the attorney of the United States for the 





| district where the offense is alleged to have been committed. 


SEc. 8. That in case any person against whom a warrant may be issued by 
a commissioner for any offense committed within said commissioner's dis- 
trict shall escape, go into, reside, or be in any other city or county out of 
the jurisdiction of the said commissioner who issued such warrant, it shall 
be lawful for, and it is hereby declared to be the duty of, any commissioner 
of any commissioner's district where such person shail escape, go into, re- 
side, or be, upon proof being made upon oath or affirmation of the hand- 
writing of the commissioner granting such warrant, to indorse his name on 
such warrant, which shall be sufMicient authority to the person or persons 
charged with the service of the same to execute the same in such other com 
missioner’s district out of the jurisdiction of the commissioner granting 
such warrant,and to apprehend and carry such offender before the commis- 
sioner of the district who indorsed said warrant; and in case the offense for 
which such offender shall be so apprehended shall be bailable in law by any 
commissioner, and such offender shall be willing and ready to enter into a 
recognizance with sufficient sureties, to be approved by said commissioner, 
for his appearance at the next United States district court having jurisdi 
tion of the offense, such commissioner shall and may take such bail for his 
appearance in the same manner as the commissioner of the proper district 
might have done, and the said commissioner so taking bail shall deliver 
or transmit such recognizance and other proceedings to the commis- 
sioner who issued the warrant, who shall return them to the clerk of 
the district court where such offender is required to appear by virtue 
of such recognizance, and such recognizance and other proceedings shall 
be as effectual in law as if the same had been entered into, taken, or ac 
knowledged in the proper commissioner's district where the offense was 
committed, and the same proceedings shall be had therein; and incase the 
offense for which such offender shall have been apprehended in any other 
commissioner's district shall not be bailable in law before a commissioner, 
or such offender shall not give bail for his appearance at the proper court 
having cognizance of his crime or offense to the satisfaction of the commis 
sioner before whom he shall be brought, then the marshal or other person 
so apprehending such offender shall carry and convey him before the com 
missioner who issued the warrant, there to be dealt with according to law. 

Sec. 9. That the following fees are fixed for commissioners: 

For administering an oath, 10 cents. 

lor taking an acknowledgment, 25 cents. 

For issuing a warrant, docketing the same, and all proceedings onacrim 
inal charge where no arrest is made, 81. 

For hearing and deciding on criminal charges, including docketing of the 
same, the commitment or recognizances of defendant, sureties, and wit- 
nesses, and oaths of witnesses as to travel, order to marshal to pay wit 
nesses und return to court, and all proceedings thereon, % in each case, and 
no more; but where two or more charges are preferred against the same 
person or persons at the same time only one fee of 85 shall be allowed 

For attending a reference of a litigated matter in a civil case at law in 
equity or admiralty, in pursuance of any order of court, 3 per day for th: 
time necessarily employed. 

For taking and certifying depositions to file, 10 cents for each folio 

For a copy of same furnished to a party on request, 10 cents for each folio, 
to be paid by the party requesting the same. 

For issuing a warrant under any treaty with any foreign government, #2. 

For hearing and deciding upon the case of any person charged with any 
crime or offense and arrested under the provisions of any such treaty, #5 for 
each case, and no more. 

For the examination and certificate in any case for application for dis- 
charge of poor convicts imprisoned for nonpayment of a fine or fines and 
costs, % for each examination and certificate and all services therein, and 
no more. 

Sec. 10. That no bill for witness fees for hearings before a commissioner 
shall be paid until the United States district attorney for the district shal! 
have certified thereon that the witnesses were regularly subpoenaed and in 
actual attendance by order of the United States attorney. There shall only 
be taxed fees for two witnesses unless, before the hearing, the United States 
attorney shall, after investigation, have directed in writing the commi 
sioner to summon more than two, and without such directions in writing 
the commissioner shall only examine that number, and no more witness 
fees shall be paid in any such case: Provided, VYhat when a witness has been 
subpeenaed and attends hearings in more than one case on the same day be 
fore the same commissioner, he shall be paid but one mileage fee; und where 
a witness is required to attend or testify in more than one case between the 
same parties on the same day, he shall be ~ but one per diem witness fe: 
and no witness fees or mileage shall be paid to an officer who is officiating 
as such before a commissioner. 

Src. 11. That every person who, having taken an oath before a commi 
sioner that he will testify, declare, depose, or certify truly, and contrary to 
such oath testifies to, states, or subscribes any material matter which he 
does not believe to be true, shall be guilty of perjury with like effect as if he 
had testified to, stated, or subscribed any such matter under oath in any 
legal proceeding in any court, and shall be punished in like manner 


Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gentleman fron 
vania [Mr. WOLVERTON]. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Mr. Speaker, the objects of this bill 
are apparent from the reading of the bill itself. The second 
section of the bill provides that the Attorney-General shall di- 
vide the States and Territories into as many districts as may be 
required for the efficient execution of the laws, and is author- 
ized to change the boundaries of such districts, or to abolish 
them, or create new districts when, in his opinion, the proper 
administration of justice requires it. United States circuit 
court commissioners are now appointed under section 627 of the 
Revised Statutes. The jurisdiction of these commissioners ex- 
tends over the entire State. It will be seen that this gives the 
Attorney-General power to limit the districts or change their 
boundaries so as to more efficiently promote the administration 
of justice in such districts and prevent the abuse of judicial pro- 
cess. The Department of Justice has annually for many years 
called the attention of Congress to the necessity of some legisla- 
tion limiting the jurisdiction of commissioners to certiin boun- 
daries. 

The principal purpose of this section is to prevent the practice 
which exists under the present law and which allows the arrest 
of a person charged with an offence against the | 


Pennsyl- 


laws of the 
United States, and the officer to drag him the whole length of a 
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State for a hearing before a commissioner in order to make fees 
for the marshal in charge of the exeeutior of the writ. 

Mr. HUNTER. Will the gestleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Certainly. 

Mr.HUNTER. Arethe boundso! any commissioner’s district 
fixed im the bill? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. No; that.is left to the discretion of 
the Attorney-General, who is required to fix them for the con- 
venience of the parties in such number, size, and shape as will 
insure proper a ministration of the law and as may best serve 
the ends of justice. 

Mr. HUNTER. And who is to determine the necessity for 
the districts so as to obtain this action on the pact of the At- 
torney-General? How, for instance, is the process to be initi- 
ated to secure a change in the districts? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. The Attorney-General is charged now 
by law with the duty of examining the business of the commis- 
sioners, and has supervision over them. He knows what busi- 
ness is done in Boston, Chicago, New York, Philadelphia, and 
other places, and therefore, under the bill, he can soarrange the 
districts as to adapt them in size and location to the business to 
be transacted and that is being transacted now, and can arrange 
them so as to relieve the defendant from great hardship and en- 
foree the laws. with least expense to the Government. 

Mr. HUNTER. Now, in mycountry—in [linois where Ilive— 
parties are arrested and taken from 100 to 150 miles before acom- 
missioner at Springfield or Cairo, and yet we have a commis- 
sioner already in the district before whom such. parties could be 
tried. But the marshal or deputy marshal, disregarding the 
local commissioner, travel this distance in order to make fees. 

Mr. I a ame . Thevery purpose of this: bill is to pre- 
vent that. 

Mr. CULBERSON. If yow pass this bill that will not be done 
any more, 

Mr. HUNTER. Well, I hope not. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Commissioners under the present law 
hold office during good behavior, which means for life, and 
there seems to be no power to remove them from office. By this 
bill their tenure is limited to four years, unless sooner removed 
by the Attorney-General, who is authorized to remove them 
for abuse of their office, whenever in his opinion the proper 
administration of justice requires such removal. 

The bill gives the Attorney-General full power to establish 
rules of practice before them, and to supervise their accounts. 

It limits the number of witnesses in hearings without special 
directions of the district attorney. 

Tt does away with private informers in internal-revenue cases 
and requires such cutions to be instituted by some revenue 
officer or the distr ne 

It establishes.a certain fee bill which limits charges for serv- 
ices and will prevent the —- practice in many places of 
continuing hearings from day to day at 35 each for the mere pur- 
pose of making fees against the Government. 

There is no office so capable of being abused as that of United 
States circuit court commissioner, and in many parts of the 
United States abuses of the office have disgraced the adminis- 
tration of justice. The Department.of Justice and the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury have for years been complaining of these 
abuses and have been powerless to prevent them because of pow- 
ers and latitude they have under existing laws. This bill has 
the approval of the Attorney-General, and it is believed that it 
will go far toward remedying existing abuses in the administra- 
tion of this office. 

The enormous increase in the expenses of the United States 
courts during the last few years is attributed largely to the in- 
stitution of frivolous prosecutions before United States commis- 
sionersand collusive prosecutions for the sole purpose of making 
fees against the Government. 

The expenses of these courts have grown from, $2,955,481.57 in 
1878 to $5,191,844.95 in 1893. Por 1890 they were $1,718,126.32 
higher than in 1880, and im 1893 they were $128,724.60 higher 
than in 1892. Im 1880 commissioners’ fees were $140,230.90; in 
1898 they were $265,000. In 1880 United States marshals’ fees 
were $630,000; in 1893, $1,450,000. 

The facts relating to this offlee are so fully set forth in the 
report accompanying this bill thafi Task that it be primted in 
the Raecorp. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. There is no objection whatever 
te the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was erdered to be and read a third time; 
and was acc ly read the time, and 

On motion of Mr. WOLVERTON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 
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| for a defendant and needless expense.to the Government. 


sioner to a distant point in the State for hearing before a 
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Mr. WOLVERTON. Iask that the teport accompanying ¢}; 
bill may be inserted in the RECORD. os 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, that order y 
be made. 


There was no objection. 
The report (by Mr. WOLVERTON) is as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (9 
7884) entitled ‘‘A bill to provide for the appointment of United Stat: 
missioners, and to define their jurisdiction, powers, and duties,” 
considered the same, respectfully make the following report: 

United States circuit court commissioners are now appointed by 
cuit courts of the United States under section 627 of the Revised Sta 
They hold their tenure during good behavior or for life, and there see 
exist no power anywhere for their removal from office. There ex 
provision of law subjecting their proceedings to the control or rx 
| court, and the office is in no legal sense inferior to the cireuit « 
self. 

A commissioner has no definite responsibility with any other offic 
seems to be subject to nocontro!. His jurisdiction is coextensive wi 
district or State, and there is no office which offers such opportuni 
the professional fee-maker as that of United States circuit court c: 
sioner, The office has been so much abused in different parts of the | 
States, so many complaints have been made by the Comptroler’s OM 
the Department of Justice in relation to the manner in which many 
missioners conduct their offices, that there is a universal demand for 
change in the lawregulating their appointment, limiting their jurisdic 
and providing for a limited tenure of office and their removal when 
terests of justice require it. 

The Department of Justice has called the attention of Congress aln 
annually for several years to the abuses which prevail in many parts 
United States and to the necessity of some legislation on the subject. \ 
their jurisdiction is unlimited, combinations are easiiy made between th 
anddeputy marshals for the arrest of persons living in distant parts 
district and bring them before a certain commissioner for the purpose 
making fees for the commissioner and amileage for the marshals. In p 
districts through such combinations, although commissioners have I 
ns and reside in the immediate neighborhood where the offense i 
alleged to have been committed, warrants have been issued by certain « 
missioners resid in a distant portion of the State, arrests made, ani the 
prisoners conveyed long distances for hearing before these commissiouvers 
not only making large fees.against the Government, but subjecting the d 
fendant to great hardships and expense. 

The Department of Justice has endeavored to break up this practice for. 
long time, and strongly and justly condemns it as an as hardship 

@ practice 
arresting persons for the alleged violation of astatutein one partof a Sta! 
and them away from. the residence of the United States commi 

articular cor 
missioner is in violation of the spirit of all statutes on the subject, 
there can be but one way to account for it, and that is that it is done to 
make fees for officers concerned in prosecutions. Attorney-General Gar- 
land, in his annual report of December 1, 1887, makes the following sugges 
tion in relation to this abuse: 

“Commissioners ofcircuit courts generally issue warrants that are return 
able to themselves alone, regardlessof the distance and cost consequent up. 
the order. They have theright todothis, yet experience shows thatthe ri: 
is —- reform. The-right to issue a warrant might be left unrestri 
in respects, leaving the commissioner discretion toact upon reasonable 
grounds of suspicion and belief on a charge made upon reasonable cause 
the comumission of a felony; but the commissioner before whom the war 
rant should be returned might be another, and perhaps ought to be anot! 
if the offense is committed without the country of his residence. 

‘Some of the United States judges have directed commissioners to m 
warrants returnable to the commissioner nearest the place of the otf 
This is practicable only to a limited extent, as it presupposes that th 
cer iss the warrant knows who is the commissioner ae neares' 
place of offense. Error in this particular would lead to confusion, and 
haps to a greater abuse than the one sought to be remedied. 

* The marshal (an executive officer only) does not appear to be the pro 
officer to decide to whom he shall return the writ. A district attorney m 
be the right one to advise, and perhaps is the only one. The Departmen! 
Justice ean not direct the commissioner hew to act as that officer is su) 
to the court alone, It is therefore a proper subject for legislation to d 
means to remedy the abuse. 

“Ttis suggested that a remedy may be found in limiting the terri' 
jurisdiction.of these officers on the hearings for commitment, and as m 
complaint has been made for the past several years that trivial and use! 
prosecutions have been originated before these commissioners, tt might 
well to. have legislation upon this subject, defining more particularly th« 
jurisdiction as well as the mode of procedure, especially as their jurisd 
tion now rests on old statutes that make these officers of the States whe: 
they are. what committing magistrates in these States are. I think th 
whole subject deserves the consideration of Congress.”’ 

In his report, December 1. 1888, the Attorney-General reiterates this 
commendation. 


Attorney-General Miller, in his report, December 22, 1888, says: 


“From a number of judges, as well as from other sources, comes the 1: 
formation that very great abuses arise out of the action of commissio 
of circuit courts in the amount of fees they make and charge for themse iv 
as Well as those whom they assist, the marshals, and in some cases distri’ 
attorneys, in making. Whether it is practicable to elminate entirely '\¢ 
excessive charges in the enormous bills of e mses in proceedings ha: | 
fore these commissioners is perhaps doubtful, but Co: ing a 
clear and definite fee bill for such proceedings, and pro that mo pros 
cutions shall be commenced, = in an em shown in an affid 
until the district attorney shall have appro of the commencemen' 
such and by prescribing severe punishment for any viola‘ 
of the laws so enacted, can do much to repress these abuses and relieve 
Treasury from illegal exactions.” 


ve 
Attorney-General Olney, in his annual report, Deeember 1, 1893, pax 


says: 

“Directly in line with the tenor and purpose of the last preceding pot" 

is the recommendation also made im the President's message o! |>>. 

hat United States commissioners should be clothed with power of try): 

and de eertain classes offenses within the grade of mis: 

kind referred to have of course ©" 

ion. and business of toe 

the is now greater than ever 

and should lead and favorable consideration. The langusc® 
of the message of 1885: comprises all that need be said upem the subject 
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‘* [Extract from message. ] 


“The multiplication of small and technical offenses especially under the 


provisions of our interna!-revenue laws, render some change in our present | 


system very desirable in the interests of humanity aswellas economy. The 
district courts are now crowded with petty prosecutions involving a pun 
ishment in eases of conviction of only a slight fine, while the parties accused 
are harrassed by an enforced attendanee upon courts held hundreds of miles 
from their homes. If poor and friendless they are obliged to remain in jail 
during months, perhaps, that elapse before the session of the court is held, 
and are finally brought to trial surrounded by strangers and with littie real 
opportunity for defense. In the meantime, frequently, the marshal has 
charged against the Government his fees for an arrest, the transportation 
of the accused, and expense for the same, and for examining witnesses be- 
ya commissioner, and grand jury and acourt. Witnesses have been 
yaid from the public funds large fees and traveling expenses and the com- 
missioner and district attorney have also made their charges against the 
Government.” i ge 

In pursuance of a resolution of the House of Representatives in 1890, dur- 
ing the Fitty-first Congress, a committee was appointed consisting of Hon 
A. ©. Thompson, Hon. H. C. McCormick, and Hon. W. C. Oares, to investi- 
gate abuses of judicial power or authority by officers of the judicial] depart- 
mentofthejfUnited States. This committeetook a largeamountof testimony 
showing that the abuses above referred to prevailed tn different States and 
rreommending legislation on the subject. The report is No. 3823, and the 
following is an extract from it (page 9): 

“he evidence shows that in some parts of the country men are induced 
by deputy marshals and United States commissioners to make complaints 
against each other for violations of the internal-revenue iaws and of the 
timber laws, are arrested by the deputy marshals and brought before the 
commissioners, where, after a hearing they are bound over to court, often 
becoming bail for each other, and appearing before the court as defendants, 
witnesses, and bail. They come up in batches At one time, in the State 
of Alabama, eighty-nine men from Marion County plead guilty at Hunts- 
ville, and at another time forty-one men from Lamar County plead guilty, 
at Birmingham, of violations of the internal-revenue laws, and in both in- 
stances sentences were suspended and defendants discharged without pun- 
ishment. United States District Attorney Parsons says: 

“*You start with a defendant in a neighborhood with two or three wit- 
nesses against him and you soon find around it has gathered a batch of cases 
in which every defendant had been a witness against somebody else, and 
every witness had been a defendant.’ 

“ As witnesses they receive 5 cents a mile going and coming as mileage, 
and an attendance fee of #1.50a day. Itispartof the scheme to transport 
them long distances, a few at a time, past nearer commissioners, for the 
purpose of increasing their mileage, and the mileage and fees of the deputy 
marshals Who arrest them. 

“fhe marshals charge for endeavoring to arrest, for serving warrant, for 
mileage, for transportation of prisoners, for guards, for subsistence, for 
making returns, for subpoenaing witnesses, for attendance before the com- 
missioners, for committing and discharging, etc., and their fees in each case 
will average from #15 to 220, and the fees of each witnsss and commissioner 
will average about as much. But the following extract frou the testimony 
shows how fees and costs may be increased indefinitely: 

“'On January 30, 1881, Deputy Hewlett charges for arrestinig George Doss, 
Daniel McCullas, and three others at Cross Plains, in Calhoun County, and 
jor their transportation, together with three guards, from that place to 
Bunteville, a distance of 247 miles, the Government witnesses being George 
Nobleand BE. Haldron, two prominent and wealthy citizens. Thedefendants 
employed James H. Savage as counsel, and he endeavored to secure a hear- 
ing before Commissioner Erwin at Cross Plains, the home of the defendants 
Deputy Marshal ewlett refused to allow this, and Mr. Savage telegraphed 
toCommissioner Bone at Huntsville to obtain his consent to a hearing in 
Cross Piains. Commissioner Bone refused, and telegraphed the deputy mar- 
shal to bring defendants and witnesses to Huntsville, which was done, de- 
fendants leaving Cross Plains on February 1. 

***Upon the conelusion of the trial, on February 4, the two United States 
witnesses, Noble and Haldron, were arrested by Deputy Hewlitt on writs 
sworn out by George Dossand Daniel McCullas before Commissioner Erwin 
at Cross Plains, on February 1. Both gentlemen (Noble and Haldron) im- 
mediately gave bonds before Commissioner Bone for their appearance at 
Cross Plains, and set out for that place in company with H. L. Jeffers, a 
United States commissioner, and G. B. Douthill, two very old gentlemen, 
Deputy Hewlitt remaining in Huntsville, and charging in his accounts for 
transporting prisoners Noble and Haldron and guards Jeffers and Douthitt 
from Huntsville to Cross Plains, 247 miles. The total expense to the Gov- 
ernment of this transaction in marshal’s fees alone was over £700.” 

“ Often defendants travel to the commissioner's office themselves,at their 
own expense, but thedeputy marshals charge for transportation and guards 
for prisoners and for subsistence, although neither transportation, guards, 
nor subsistence has been furnished. Shortly before the courtsits, although 
the accused are under bail to appear before the court, their sureties, whoare 
often defendants and witnesses in other cases, surrender them to some dep- 
uty marshal, who carries them to court at the expense of the Goverment, 
making fees for himself and saving defendants, who are bound by their 
bonds to appear before the court, the expense of traveling to the place where 
the court sits. They are then indicted,or informations are filed against 
them, when they often disappear and have to be brought in on capias, mak 
ing additional fees for the deputy marshals, marshals, and clerks. 

“When they are brought in witnesses are often absent and the defendants 
areagain put under bond for their appearance, and the case is continued 
until the next term of the court. At the next term of the court frequently 
they fail to appear and are brought in on alias capias, making more fees for 
the deputy marshals, marshals, and clerks. When they are finally brought 
before the court they plead guilty, are sentenced, and as a rule the sentence 
is suspended by the judge. Pending arrest and rearrest the bonds of 
the absent defendants are forfeited, suits are instituted thereon, and judg- 
ments nisi are rendered, and whe. upon arrest or rearrest, they are brought 
in these judgments nisi are nearly always set aside unconditionally. These 

< Atte largely increase the costs of clerks. 
aunt r suspension of sentence these defendants, now convicts, go to the 

erk's desk, get a certificate showing the number of days they have at- 
tended as witnesses and the amount of mileage they are entitled to, and this 
an be to themarshal, who pays them anywhere from 815 to 330 each for 
pmo oe and mileage. These amounts are paid without deducting the 
b costs assessed against them as defendants. They return to their 
cued and as soon as court is over they and the commissioners and deputy 
— (rewame these practices of fee-making and are on hand at the next 
in tein wr © court with a new batch of cases, and the Government is robbed 

Pe ay of thousands of dollars every year. 
been, shows that sentence fn the case of the same individuals has 
counten Ronded many times. The district attorneys in some of the 

try attend many of the hearings before co ers when there is 
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} absolutely no necessity for it, and in Massachusetts the district a 
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tends every hearing, for which he gets a per diem of & a day. 
Again, on the ist of February, 1892, the Fifty-second Congress passed 




























| Similar resolution instructing the Judiciary Committee to investigate all 
| the om] laints of illegal and disreputable practices indulged in by certain 
officia connected with the courts of the United States in certain localities 
incl illegal >making and jobbery di litable to the judi : 
ministration. The committee was appointed, consisting of Wol ro 
LAYT and BRODERICK, who made th 1 to the H of Repre 
sentatives, No, 1966, to which reference i B ; mmittee 
J. W. Nightingale, an ex: I in had 
} filled that p ion for twelve ye 
‘There were eighteen commi i st N 3 lo 
cated at different points thro ste, but Mr. | S 
missioner at Boston, transact L ising you 
trict. In other words, no matter » defendant might 
would be brought to Boston, ignoring th r commi ners Wh i 
cities outside of Boston. IL thoughtit an unnecessary expense. Com 
sicners had been located at other places to hear cases so t defen 
would not be taken too far from their bomes. It is also an unnecessary « 
pense to the Government for the transportation of these de 1dar ) 
n and also of the witnesses 
Am arrested, for instance, at Wor er could be taken before 
} mi ner there, and, as the witnesses lived tl if he was it 
| be taken to Boston and imprisoned, but if he was harged 
ment would not be put to the unn ry ex of trav 
travel of deputies and witnesses. There were commissione 
at Pittsfield, and New Bedford. Defen Ww arrested a 
and instead of being taken before the commissi ‘rs there for } 
hearing were carried to Boston and taken before Commissioner Ha 
never before any of the other commissioners residing in b n. hi 
words, he had a monopoly of the entire busin 
“Q. How did you account for that? 
oA ors I 
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. A great deal of that was done by the deputy m 
course, entire power to take a man where they wis 
have liked Mr. Hallett’s ways better than they liked those of any 
missioner. Of course the deputy marshals generally make arrar 
for their own benefit. 





*Q. Did you find that to be the fault tosome extent of parties n 
plaint coming before him instead of other commissioners 
A. Well, that in true to some measure. The com} \ 
were made to a great degree by deputy collectors of ir rev 
all reside in Boston, and they would go before Mr. Hallett Sx 





made before him by puty mars! He having issued the warra 
of course, would skip all the other commissioners and bring him ir 
Hallett. In the case of a preliminary hearing where defendants res 


Springfield, they could have been taken before a commissioner thers 
little expense, but by taking them to Boston the Government is p 
pense of traveling—tfor a deputy 100 miles, $10; travel for prisoner ‘ 
guard, $10. Taking the average number of witnesses, which are three 
would make the expense of traveling 100 miles $60, which if he was 
before a commissioner at Springfield there would hardly be any 
at all; anyway, it would be very small. 
Well, these marshals have the rightt 
even any officer to take bail? 
“A. Yes, sir; The Department has held that; they have tried in fact to have 
it done im all districts throughout the country thatthe d 
be taken to thecommissioner nearest the place of arr 


) go before any comm 


done in a large number of districts; it has been resisted 
2 o 2 
**Q@. [I suppose that these abuses that you have spoken of, th 


curred in Massachusetts, occur also in other States, and 
as great or greater where the Territory is larger? 

“A. Yes, sir. Lhave known in some districts thr« 
fendants have been transported by marshals 250 or 
course, been heid for courtand given bail; butinth 
to go so far the sureties came with them, and they wou : 
start, and give them afair start of some 50 or 100 miles, and the 
overtake them again and arrest the security for having« 
for swearing they were worth a certain sum of money, and 
them back to 4 place and put them through another exa 
charge them again 





300 miles 








ases whe 














**@. In such cases the fees would be enormous? 
.. Yes, sir. The worst case I know of that kind was in Souther 
at Macon, which was the worst I ever had anything to do with. 1 
in that case became soenormous it cause cal ation 
) see What had made them run up yf I 
there between the commissioners and the : ) 
They could have taken these men before oth : el 
seemed to have picked out one who lived the vay 
got more.” 

Attention is called to the report of Leigh Chalmers, examiner of 
partment of Justice, to the Attorney-General, date x ‘ 
shows conclusively that some legislation is neces ri 
lows 

* DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. ¢ I ry 


‘Sire: In order to a better understanding of the reports that I ha‘ 
and am to lay before you onthe accounts of the judicial offi 
ern district of Alabama, I think it best that I should snbmit the 
facts relative to the administration of justice in the district: 

“Upon examining the books and accounts of the court officers, I 
came convinced that the immense increase of expenses in the t 
not justified by the legitimate increase of the businessof the conrt 
vestigation of the vouchers against the witness fund appropria' r 
district revealed the facts that for the fiscal year 1801 witness fees amoun 
to 22,355.77; of this sum $16,412.95 was paid witnesses before the United 
States circuit and district courts, and 6,112.82 to witnesses before comm} 
sioners; total 22,555.77 

For the fiscal year 1892, amounts paid witnesses, circuit and districtcourt 
$24,244.93; commissioners’ courts, $12,218.16; total,296,403.09. For the fis 
year 1893, including t mths of July, August, September, and October 
the fiscal year 1894, circuit and districts courts, %54,95.52; commissione 
courts, $30,364.82; total. 885,270.34. 

“This shows an increase for the fiscal year 1893 (with the four mon' 
over 1892 of $48,907.25 and $26,251.48 over 1891 and 188 combined 

“In the $85,270.34 above stated I have included unpaid vouchers am ting 
to 817,758.10 yet on file in the marshal's ofice. 

By an examination of the records of the courts I found that 
penses incurred by the United States for the courts in this di 
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accounts approved by the court, from July 1, 1892, to November 1, 1893, to 
be: 





hs a ccc, rekibibubiennbnie nihebs one bapeabensuaale $85, 270. 34 
Ne ie ea ce anne sen nndedehivess upon 27, 332. 49 
Fees of United States attorneys... ............ 2-2... ---- ec ece ene enee 13, 695. 60 
ik a eS LL i ac diles pig bat ent i ndosivebinsae 14, 974. 10 
Tee Tn a ddidglh wbaans wane on Genes eed 1,723. 10 
a a iepan eebeinnbsncoensdehewas’ 8, 702. 28 
Fees and expenses of marshal...................-.-...--.----e0------ 62,643. 50 
Fees of clerk of United States court.................-.....-.-.------ 14, 093. 52 
Support of prisoners... ...........-cccecccs.- Rie fie Dep eee oe ge ae 14, 125. 00 

FE eee as 237, 559. 94 


In order to ascertain the cause of the enormous increase of expenses in 
this district I collected from the records of the marshal’s office the follow- 
ing table of expenses, by appropriations for the fiscal years 1891, 1892, and 
1893, the latter embracing the months of July, August, September, and Oc- 
tober of the fiscal year 1894, and also a list of United States circuit court 
commissioners, with amounts of accounts of each approved by the courts 
from July 1, 1892, to September 30, 1893: 











1891. 1892. 1893 

Riccndinces piknapetnsieeeevonkeasoxed $22, 555.77 | $36,465.09 | $885, 270. 34 
ED hn ahi Nandan ness scqnousnetessatve cone 7, 126. 85 8, 691. 90 14, 974. 10 
Ds. ceusudedhensdchvtes sb wenngeraeet eter 603, 25 1, 217. 30 1,723. 10 
Miscellaneous expenses .............--....- 1, 159. 89 1, 502. 22 3, 702. 29 
eT tf "DL 5, 072. 60 6, 345. 61 14, 125. 00 
ee eS ee 19, 134.85 | 82,118.22 62, 643. 50 

ORAL... cecenesand coevcgrp canessecesnces 55, 653.21 | 86,338.34 | 182, 438. 33 
Expenses 1891 and 1892 combined ..............----------.-00----200- 141, 991. 55 


Difference of expenses for fiscal year 1893 over 1891 and 
IN itt tien timedbsigbubssrennthadnnineudé amivnceanndd 40, 446.78 








Amounts of accounts of United States commissioners approved in time indicated. 


I  circikkeridtincnckdhnesds aenuné svnebebabhihn een $7, 093. 95 
Oe 5 A ES, ic ace cen ad nchntnne mecnccuasncacebeps duce weed 4, 329. 60 
5 onde dinates ones cospsevvessnnchdases cacd 3, 908. 95 
Neen De SL cai wadn ean ecdvesubninaeseepnnasel 3, 506. 65 
hs ce isb din ance cocweebhes baseecneso 2, 564. 14 
i is kn ine bh hind adeptnncinn chtmeinieeeniensse 1, 390. 5 
coda cunabbpndeedcobecscshuiesonnnhectece 1, 305. 25 
ED sent. Sa cenctseninigh vibe rcerscébsbcestiets ance 964. 05 
ee sD nn cnn sehenionviséiancdbcctabibbadeihectes 519. 60 
i ie bans snabocacicmheniel:, sebawenacne 447.95 
nin 5 cichirthndaegedcentrereetnecds nentstcesswheapadsceneen 312. 60 
J. W. Jaggers. Hartsells................ S Ubcinciknhiaede mbemabtaandadlta 306. 55 
ONO. ii. din bik eicawdinnes e+ 860 api nacenewodankeb aianinne 279.10 
i ki cee neibeeon bebe cuQdboawntne 274. 20 
a I a LG. et pancinduch bee Séausibnsekeeece 91. 80 
Fei Boy TE od vidoe hod cone cncndnce cecakats cadbvees cosces 47.60 
ON a i an i re i ete cates a ce i 


I found that the number of cases brought before United States commis- 
sioners in this district from July 1, 1892, to November 1, 1893, to be 1,479. Of 
this number 1,017 were ieid to bail by the commissioners and 462 discharged. 
Of the 1,017 cases held to bail the grand jury refused to indict 401, making 
863 cases not of sufficient importance to warrant an indictment. It is not 
reasonable to charge the grand juries with a failure to perform their duty 
when, out of the 1,017 cases submitted to them they found 616 indictments, 
and it is but reasonable to suppose that, upon sufficient testimony, they 
would have found indictments ainst the other 401 cases submitted. It is 
also reasonable to calculate that 25 per cent of the cases upon which indict- 
ments are based will fail of conviction on a final trial before a petit jury. By 
taking this estimate as a basis, and taking the entire expenses of the court 
in the district for the term covered by my examination (from July 1, 1892, to 
November 1, 1893), viz, $237,559.94, we find that it costs the Government $500 
for each man convicted, and a large majority of the cases are, by a strained 
construction of the law, for retailing liquor. 

Dissecting these facts and figures to arrive at the cause of this profligate 
increase of expenses, I find that the difference between the items of fees and 
oxpenest of marshals and amount paid witnesses for the fiscal year 1891 to 
be 86,420.92; for the fiscal year 1892 to be $4,344.87; for the fiscal year 1893, in- 
cluding the months of July, August, September, and October, to be $22,626.84. 

This points very clearly to the fact that a very large sum of the amount 
appropriated for the expenses of the courts is unnecessarily expended in 

yment of witnesses. When we take into consideration the fact that out 
of the i,479 cases tried by commissioners 462 were discharged, and the grand 
jury failed to indict 401 of those heid, making a total of frivolous cases, 
with an average of three witnesses to each case, and the further fact that in 
the 401 cases ignored by the grand jury the same witnesses (1,203) were re- 
subpoenaed to testify before the grand jury, we are forced to the conclusion 
that the greatest cause of this profligate increase is attributable, in a very 
great degree, to the trifling character of cases brought before commissioners. 

To satisfy myself fully as to the character of cases tried by commissioners 
and the manner of proceedings before them, and to fully test the legality of 
accounts of ———_ marshals, I took the testimony of sundry persons who 
had been and tried before commissioners, and of those who had 
attended as witnesses before them, aggregating 165 pages of typewritten 
matter, which lsubmit, marked Exhibit A and B. Many of these witnesses I 
found in jail serving sentence. I also put myself in communication with 
citizens in mony parts of the district, whose replies to my letters [ also sub- 
mit with the other testimony. 

This testimony, if true, reveals a startling state of affairs in the judica- 
ture of the district. 

It ge from this evidence that many of the deputy marshals had sub- 
deputies, appointed by themselves, whose business it was, by a well-regu- 
lated system of espionage, to work up cases for his principal and act as wit- 
ness in the trial of the cases before the commissioners, ae receiving 
his mile and diem in addition to the pay allowed him by his em- 
ployer. is subdeputy, or “ bootlick,” ashe iscalled by the mountaineers, 
would “spot” a cient number of violators of the law to make a trip to 
the commissioner profitable, no his principal to meet him ata given 
— S oe eres and together the accused they would go to the 
place o al. 
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It also appears that some of the commissioners had their profess), 
witnesses whose duty it was to scour the country for violators of the rev. 
nue laws, report, swear out warrants, and attend-as a witness in the a 
and draw his per diem for attendance and mileage from the place of arrest’ 
ing defendant, irrespective of the — of service of the subpoena. ‘i 

Again, the testimony shows that it was the practice of some of the deput; 
to visit the jails and offer inducements to prisoners to inform on citizens on 
violating the revenue laws, and when sucessful to take the informers trot, 
jail to the commissioner and have them swear out a warrant against his 
victim. On this warrant the citizen would be arrested, arraigned, ang the 
informing witness used as a witness in the commissioner's court, get his pay 
diem attendance, and frequently meee from his home to the place of or 
notwithstanding the fact that he actually traveled to testify only from thé 
jail to the commissioner's office, distant in Birmingham but a few blocks — 

It appears also to have been the practice of some of the deputies to yso 
every means to induce defendants to plead guilty regardless of the facts jy 
the case. These practices have been carried to such an extent as not onli 
to bring odium upon the Department of Justice, but to the very great hay. 
assment of and injustice to many innocent citizens. The very sharp com. 
petition to get business by such methods has caused the country and Cities 
to be scoured for victims, who are hunted downand brought in from the 
‘hedges and highways’’ until no ignorant man, however innocent, is safe 
in his liberty. Many cases not only frivolous, but criminally frivolous, wera 
developed by the testimony. 7 

Icali your attention especially to two of these cases, that of Anthony 
Gray and C. E. Wilborn. 

Anthony Gray is a poor old negro, 76 years of age, with frosted head, body 
bowed down with years of servitude, and too ignorant to know his rights, 
He was arrested on the information of a professional witness, taken before 
a United States commissioner as a retail liquor dealer, intimidated into 
eee = guilty, bound over to court, and in default of bond castinto prison 

nowing that no language at my command could give you an adequate idea 
of the criminal frivolity of this case and show to what extent the compet; 
tion to get business has been carried, I secured the services of a photog 
rapher and had him take a picture of the poor old negro in his nakednes 
and —-, which I attach to and submit with his testimony as an o} 
jectlesson. Linstructed the stenographer to take his testimony as given 
without let or hindrance or dictation, in his own dialect, which carries tha 
import of verity too strongly to be doubted. 

he facts in the case of Charles E. Willborn are that among the whitecap- 
pers who were put in jail at Birmingham last spring was a distiller, who, to 
amuse himself, improvised a toy still out of a spittoon for a furnace, half a 
gallon oil can for a boiler, and a piece of gas pipe for aworm. The materials 
used for the mash were bits of corn bread and molasses taken from their 
scanty = rations and mixed with water. On his way to the penitentiary 
this whitecapper toid the deputy in charge of the fact that he had been ex. 
pees with the still in jail and had left a portion of it in Willborn’s 
cell. 


On his return to Birmingham, the deputy informed one of thedeputy rey. 
enue collector of the facts, who swore out a warrant forthe arrest of Will- 
born (who was in jail), and with the deputy marshal and another as a posse, 
they proceeded to jail, arrested Willborn, seized the broken toy and carried 
prisoner and toy before a United States commissioner, who, with the depu- 
ties and posse as witnesses, tried the case, found ‘‘ probable cause ” against 
the defendant and bound him over in a bond of #200, in default of which he 
was committed. The papers in this case, een. the bill of cost, loom up 
in full proportions as a genuine raid against an illicit distiller. This little 
toy still, with a capecty. using the material at hand, for running a gilla day 
of a nondescript villainous decoction, will, at the estimate above made, cost 
the Government $500 provided the prosecution is carried to a finish. 

Recurr to the matter of witness fees, I will say that 1 examined several 
hundred witnesses’ pay rolls certified by commissioners for payment, and 
by questioning orally and corresponding with the witnesses whose names 
appeared on these rolls as to the fact of their attendance, how many days 
and what amount they received, and by conn geen the signatures of the 
same persons who had served as witnesses and afterwards testified before 
me, I became satisfied that they had been tampered with—names forged, fic- 
titious names added, and amounts for mileage and attendance raised. So 
thoroughly was I convinced of this fact that I filed a written protest with 
the marshal a the payment of their accounts still remaining on file in 
his office unpaid. 

In fact, [am certain that the greatest frauds are perpetrated in the dis- 
trict and the largest amount of money is wasted inthe matter of makin 
and eaying witness fees. If a commissioner should be disposed to defrauc 
the Government, this furnishes him with the safest method. Commission- 
ers doing the greatest amount of business in the district all have clerks and 
brokers in their offices ready to discount for cash all witnesses’ pay rolls in 
eases tried by the commissioners, and there is nothing easier for one dis- 
posed to do it than to get witnesses to sign rolls in blank, take their pay, 
and leave the roll with the commissioner or broker, who can add to the 
amount of -~ diems and mileage as much as the case will stand and collect 

To! 


the a m the marshal. In fact, you will find, in the evidence sub- 
mitted, abundant proof that this practice has been followed by some of the 
commissioners. 


1t is but just and fair to call your attention to the fact thatall of the testi 
mony submitted is entirely ex parte, and much of it of persons who have been 
convicted of violating the revenue laws and were at the time of testifying in 
ail serving sentences, and of others who had, upon a preliminary trial, 
m sent to jail in default of bond. It was a subject of harsh complaint, by 
some of those interested, that I went tothe jail for any testimony at all, but 
when it is remembered that the witnesses examined by me in jail were the 
same used by commissioners who had certified to theircredibility, and upon 
whose testimony reputable citizens had been ore of their liberty, I will 
be excused for not feeling humiliated by their objugatory criticism. _ 

While there are hundreds of frivolous cases brought and tried in this dis 
trict, there isno doubting the fact that violations of the internal-revenue laws 
are on the increase, and many offenders who ought to be arrested, tried, and 
convicted. Yet this does not palliate the wrongs done and immense cost of 
arresting and trying ignorant and innocentcitizens. To find out the source 
of and remedy for the evil was the end to which I worked. I have tried to 
be just and impartial in tracing the evil to its source, and have no hesita 
tion in saying that it is the commissioner’s court. With them the respon: 
sibility rests. The fact that some of the deputy marshals have worked up 
and brought before them complaining witnesses in frivolous cases is 10 
excuse for them in issuing warrants. The character and merits of the cases 
are before them, and upon them rests the responsibility of issuing or not 
issuing the warrant, without which no further wrong could be done. With 
the issuance of it commences the evil, and to prevent its issuance in trifiing 
cases and —_— innocent persons the remedy. z 
Thecom ning witnesses have been required to swear of their own know! 
edge that the offenses have been committed, and commissioners have been 
uired to certify of their own knowledge to the credibility of complain'ts 
witnesses before the United States attorney would approve the issuance ©! 
the writ. The present attorney, who 1s using all means at his command & 
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correct the evil, has, in a circular letter sent to each commissioner in the 
district, notified them that, in addition to the present safeguards thrown 
around the issuance of the writ, he will require, as necessary to his approval, 
the additional certificates of the commissioner that the complaining wit- 
nesees are of = character and not professional informers. But this 
amended remedy will prove as futile as the original, and the evil will go on 
prospering and to prosper. Some more radical remedy must be invoked to 
rid the Department of Justice of this disgraceful blot. 

If the United States attorney should pro:ecute vigorously all professional 
witnesses, commissioners, and deputy marshals who are or have been en- 

aged in working up and trying trifling cases for conspiracy to defraud the 

overnment, and all commissioners and brokers for certifying and present- 
false witness rolls for payment, a check would be put upon them in lo- 
ealities Where such practices obtain; but under the most scrutinizing vigi- 
lance and vigorous prosecutions I believe that many irregularities and 
frauds would creep in, and consequently this safeguard will not sufficiently 
supply the remedy. 

It seems to me from all the authorities I have been able to gather that 
United States commissioners, as now appointed, are entirely independent 
of any Officer or tribunal and amenable to none, and can not be removed ex- 
cept by impeachment or conviction of crime. In ex parte John Van Orden, 
3 Blateh. (S. Dist. N. Y., 1854), the court, Betts J., used this language: 

“A commissioner, in the execution of the duties of his office, under the 
act of September 18, 1850 (9 Stat. L., 462), is, in no legal sense, a magistrate 
inferior to the circuit court. No provision is made in that act, or in any 
other, subjecting his proceedings to the control or review of this court, nor 
are his functions declared to be subordinate to the authority of any other 
tribunal. The court, in making the appointment of commissioners fulfills 
an agency imposed upon it by Congress, and no more acquires thereby a 
supervisory authority over him, or his proceedings in his office, than the 
President or the Senate has over judges appointed by them. He isnot even 
an officer of the court.” 

In United States vs. Schumann (2 Abb. U.S. Rep. 523), tenth circuit dis- 
trict, California, 1866, Mr. Justice Field hela: 

‘*He [the commissioner] is thus made a magistrate of the Government, 
exercising functions of the highest importance to the administration of 
justice. e isan examining and committing justice, bound to hear allcom- 

laints of the commission of any offense against the laws of the United States 
fihis district, to cause the defendant to be arrested, to examine into the 
matters charged, to summon witnesses for the Government and the accused, 
and to commit for trial or to discharge from arrest, according as the evi- 
dence tends or fails to support theallegation. For the faithful discharge of 
his duties in these particulars he alone is accountable. He has no divided 
responsibility with any other officer of the Government, noris he subject to 
any other control.” * * * 
he language quoted in the two cases in the absence of any law to limitor 
supervise their acts is sufficient to indicate very clearly, if not establish the 
fact that commissioners are independent of any other officer of the Govern- 
ment, and within the sphere of the powers conferred on them by statute, are 
clothed with authority which seems to be practically unlimited, and that 
they can not be removed except as sug ested. From the language of Judge 
Betts, quoted above, it is easily deducible, if not positively expressed, that 
the power of the circuit court is limited to the appointment. 

If the court has no power to review the acts of a commissioner, and he is 
not even an Officer of the court, it is diMcult to find in the law the power in 
the court to remove a commissioner. ‘Taking this as the proper status of 
commissioners, it would be difficuit to suggest such amendments to the 
present laws as would provide the greatest possible benefits to the Govern- 
ment, and at the same time throw around the commissioners such safe- 
guards as would prevent an abuso of the powers given them. 

The office of commissioner, being a statutory office, a radical change, if 
not a remedy for the present evils, is easiiy suggested; that is to repeal all 
existing laws on the subject of appointment of commissioners, pass a law 
placing the appointing power in the hands of the President, with power to 
remove for cause, limiting the appointment to licensed lawyers of good stand- 
ing in the community to which they are appointed, prescribe his district, 
abolish thé fee system, and make the office a salaried one, adjusting the sal- 
ary to the probable amount of business to be transacted in the district. 

here is no gainsaying the disgraceful fact that under the present system, 
the modus operandi by commissioners, great frauds are being perpetrated, 
large sums of money are wasted, spies, common informers, and profes- 
sional witnesses are saa ee, great outrages are being committed, and 
vile injustice done reputable citizens and innocent persons, and the admin- 
istration of justice made a byword and reproach in some of the districts in 
the United States. To visit northern district of Alabama, examine the ac- 
counts of commissioners, learn the manner of proceeding in their courts, see 
thenumber of criminally frivolous cases brought and tried, attend the courts 
and see the crowds of witnesses, and defendants attending, see the witnesses 
and jury certificate broker plying his vocation in the very corridors of the 
court-house, visit the jails and see the squalid crowd of innocent and guilty 
huddled together in a common jail, as hogs in a pen, hear their tales of woe, 
that their wives and helpless children in their humble homes in some dis- 
tant mountain cove are depending for a bare subsistence upon the charity 
of some trusted neighbor who is poorly able to spare it from the scanty fare 
of his own family, while the defendant is languishing in a loathsome jail 
cell, a victim to the rapacity of some professional witnesses and judicial 
officers, is enough to enforce the conviction that it would be a godsend to 
qestios to have the doors of thecriminal courts inthe district closed. There 
$ no surer way to make a bad citizen out of a patriot than to deprive him 
of his rights, persecute him in the name of law, and turn a deaf ear to his 
cries for justice. 


I can not too strongly urge upon you the necessity of sending to this dis 
trict a sufficient corps of examiners to visit each commissioner doing any 
greatamount of business and thoroughly examine all the accounts, papers, 
and peoesss of his office, and to call before them defendants, witnesses, 
deputy marshals, and all others who may be able to testify to any fact con- 
nected with the trial of any particular case tried before them and bring out 
all facts connected with the administration of justice by them, and if fraud 
is developed to lay the facts connected with it before the United States at- 
torney, Who should be instructed to prosecute the perpetrators to the fullest 
extent of the law. 

From much experience in such matters I will say that, to a thorough ex- 
amination into these matters, it is necessary to clothe the examiners with 
full authority to compel the attendance and answers of witnesses, employ 
Stenographers, and, if necessary, employ the services of guides who know 
the country and people. Clothed with this authority, I will stake my com- 
— on being able to reduce the expenses of the district 50,000 per an- 

A thorough examination of the affairs of the district and punishment of 
the guilty is not only demanded by justice, but it 1s due to the good people 
of the district, who feel keenly the atimy which is being brought upon their 
community by the conduct of some of the officers, are ready, willing, 
nd anxious to render any assistance at their command to unearth the 
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fraud, punish the perpetrators, and purge the district of the pernicious 
practices. 

I respectfully recommend that this report andaccompanying evidence be 
referred to the United States attorney for the district, with instructions to 
spare neither pains nor expense in bringing the guilty to justice, 

Very respectfully, 


LEI 


GH CHALMERS 
ier j 


Dep [ ie? fo; J istice, 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL. A : 

Attention is called to the letter of Hon. W. E. Curtis. Acting Secretary of 
the Treasury, of February 16, to Hon. JosEPA D. SAYERS, chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, accompanied by a letter of Hon. Richard 
Olney, Attorney-General, to the Secretary of the Treasury, dated February 
8, 1894, and letter of Hon. G. W. Wilson, Acting Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, to the Secretary of the Treasury, dated January 23, 1894. They are 
as follows: ; 

‘TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
** Washington, D. C., February 16, 1894. 

‘Str: I have the honor to inclose herewith acopy of a letter of the Acting 
Commissioner of Interral Revenue, calling my attention to the unequal geo 
graphical distribution of commissioners of the United States circuit courts, 
which results in great expense to the Government, and often in great injus- 
tice to defendants and witnesses. 

“The letter of the Acting Commissioner was submitted to the Attorney- 
General for his views, and I have the honor to inclose herewith a copy of 
his reply, and call your attention to his statement that ‘the evil to which 
the Commissioner's report relates undoubtedly exists, and can be remedied 
only by proper iegislation.’ 

‘The Attorney-General refers to the recommendation contained in the 
President's annual message of 1885. Properly, the remedy for the evil should 
be considered by the Judiciary Committee, but the expenses of the United 
States courts are increasing so rapidly that it may be best to consider the 
suggestion of the Acting Commissioner of Internal Revenue and correct the 
evil in the appropriation bill. 

‘“‘T refer the letters with a recommendation that your committee consider 
an amendment to the law providing for the appointment of United States 
commissioners, having in view a curtailment of the largely increasing ex 
penditures in this branch of the public service. 

‘Respectfully. yours, 





“W. E. CURTIS, Acting Secretary.” 


‘* DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. C., February 8, 1894. 

“Sir: [have yours of the 7th instant, inclosing copy of letter to you from 
the Acting Commissioner of Internal Revenue respecting what he terms 
“the present unequal geographical distribution of commissioners of the 
United States circuit courts in some of the judicial districts.’ 

* The evil to which the Commissioner’s report relates undoubtedly exists 
and can be remedied only by proper logtalation. Of course, when the Com- 
missioner speaks of a ‘geographical’ distribution of commissioners he 
does not mean to overlook population as a factor to be regarded in the dis- 
tribution. 

“You will remember that the President, in his last annual message, re- 
peated a recommendation contained in his annual message of 1885 to the 
effect that United States commissioners should be clothed with power of 
trying and determining certain classes of petty offenses within the grade of 
misdemeanors—should in effect be a kind of Federal justice of the peace. 

“Please consider, if legislation is to be had upon the subject of United 
States commissioners at all, whether something may not properly be done 
in the line of the President’s suggestion. 

‘Respectfully, yours, 
‘RICHARD OLNEY, 
‘Attorney-General, 
“The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY.” 


“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
“OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
* Washington, D. C., January 23, 1894. 


‘*Srr: This office has had occasion heretofore to bring to your attention 
instances in which the present aa geographical distribution of com- 
missioners of the United States circuit court in some of the judicial 
districts, operates detrimentally to the interests of the Government as well 
as oppressively to persons charged with offenses under the internal-revenue 
laws. 

‘* For instance, in the southern judicial district ofAlabama there appears to 
be no United States commissioner except at Mobile and in Escambia County. 
Therefore accused persons arrested in the northern portion of the judicial 
district, upon warrants issued by one of the Mobile commissioners, are car- 
ried, with the witnesses, possibly 200 miles for a preliminary hearing to de- 
termine whether they shall be held under bail for court, or discharged—the 
fees and mileage often amounting to $150 to $200 in each case 

“In the northern judicial district of Florida, also, ins*ances have recently 
been reported where persons arrested in the vicinity of Chipley, Washing 
ton County, have been carried more than 200 miles to Jacksonville for such 
preliminary hearing. In such a recent case it was con)plained that the per 
sons arrested were not guilty of the charge, and that it was a great wrong 
and hardship that they should have been carried so far away from home, 
among strangers, so that they were unable to give bail 

“ Itcan hardly need argument in support of the propositionthat upon every 
ground of right and justice to persons accused, as well as of economy in ad 
ministration, there should be such geographical distribution of these om 
cers as Will afford speedy and convenient means for the preliminary exaual- 
nation of persons charged with offenses under the internal-revenue lawsand 
other Federal statutes. And itis proper also thatsuch examinations should 
9 before a United States commissioner rather than any State judicial 
officer. 

“ Itis the eens of this office that the honorable Attorney-General 
favors an equal geographical distribution of commissioners. But it is also 
understood that it is not by law made the duty of the United States courts 
to appoint commissioners in such localities as the convenience of all con- 
cerned requires. Some courts neglect and refuse to so appoint. 

‘“*T have the honor to suggest that the matter be brought tothe attention of 
the honorable chairman of the Appropriation Committee of the House of 
Representatives, with the view to some remedial legislation. 

“ Respectfully, yours, 
“G. W. WILSON, 
** Acting Commissioner, 

“Hon. JOHN G. CARLISLE, 

** Secretary of the Treasury. ” 


There has been a great increase in the expenses of United States courts 
for the last few years which is attributed largely to the ingtitution of friro- 
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lous prosecutions before United States commissioners and the needless ex- 
nses incurred by collusion between commissioners and deputy marshals 

for making fees and mileage againstthe Government. The following state- 

ment shows these expenses for the fiscal years 1878 to 1894, inclusive: 








; 893 
3, 248, 858. 13 | 1804, to date .............. 8, B45, 000. 00 
1886... 2. .--neeececene---- 8,470, 248,64 


It will be seen from this table that the expenses of United States courts for 
1893 were almost double the expenses for 1878—$2,236,363.38 in excess. These 
expenses for 1890 were $1,718,126.32 higher than for 1880, and in 1893 they were 
$125,724.60 higher than in 1892. 

The following statement will show the increase in commissioners’ fees for 


the last few years: 






IR 5 se Beas Sain ceeds SE a aconenicemcceemennen sae $122, 520. £5 
th Gide ce-ngudathiageimnens BED, AI 8 1 SE cane nacens- aan --- 123,569. 49 
EU. ccchesibecetilocesian eens 155, 780. 95 | 1889............... --- 135, 623. 71 
Bintan tig prior sdin-sdamepunaintii 150, 488.93 | 1890...-........... -- 188,115, 42 
Tp cess cenmeeniied + ATT Ti dnatdsdeneccunentasesane 207, 363. 15 
RARER Se |g RR SERRE SER 256, 196. 43 
WEPUk actcimieion ailtipaai  oentnins. ME OE a ineneciien sbeamnnisaibasdaaditninadak 265, 000. 60 


It will be seen that the fees of commissioners for 1893 were almost double 
the fees charged for 1880, or $121,769.10 in excess, more than double the fees 
for 1888, being $141,569.25 in excess, and being more in excess than the entire 
fees charged for ear pe the year 1890. They are $76,884.58 more 
than for the year I $57,586.85 more than in 1891. From 1889 until the pres- 
ent time there has been an enormons increase in the fees of United States 
commissioners. 

The Department of Justice has for several years made strenuous efforts 
to restrain these commissioners in their fee-making, but find the only rem- 
edy isin legislation. Not only has there been this enh ome ee fees 
of commissioners, but there has been naturally an in fees of mar- 
shals, as the following will show: 





‘ Prom, this it will be seen that within ten years these fees have about 
ou " 

This bill provides for a limited jurisdiction of commissioners within cer- 
tain districts. This will teem the most prevalent abuse of the office by 
en off the mileage deputy marshals, the greatest incentive to fee- 
making. 

It limits the tenure of office to four genes and gives the Attorney-General 
power to remove them for abuses in their office. 

It allows the Attorney-General full power to establish rules of process 
before them and to supervise their accounts. 

It limits the number of witnesses in hearings without special directions of 
the district attorney. 

Tt establishes a fee bill which limits the charges for services and will pre- 
vent the existing practice of contin hi from day to day, at % each. 

It vequires informations to be made in revenue cases by an officer, and 
premets the institution of prosecutions by private informers for fee- 
making. 

The committee believe that the bill will gees 4 lessen expenses before 
commissioners and mileage paid to marshals, and will diminish frivolous 
prosecutions, re recommend the passage of the bill. 


SALE OF LEAF TOBACCO. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, 1 call up the bill (H. R. 


6993) to remove certain restri on the sale of leaf tobacco. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bili. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That section 27, chapter 1244, volume 1 of Supplement to 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, be amended strildng out al 
after the word “repeal,” in line 5 of said on, as follows: “ a, 


however, ‘That it shall be the duty of every farmer or planter producing and 
,on demand of any internal-revenue o or other 

authorized agent of the Treasury Department, to furnish said officer or 
lete statement, verified by oath, ef all of his sales of leaf 
or the name and 

and the place to 


nish such inf or m false statements as to any 
ea — shall be lity of a misdemeanor and shall be lia- 

Sec. 2. That section 3361 of the Revised Statutes and all laws in conflict 
with this act are hereby repealed. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield to my colleague 
(Mr. BArLey}j. : 

Mr. B Y. Mr, Speaker, this isa bill relating purely to 
the administration of the Internal Revenue Department, and I 
inclosea the bill to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and 
requested his getnion. He replied that he saw no objection to 
its passage. is in possession of the gen from 
North Carolina [Mr. CRAWFORD], to whom I would yield the 
floor if there was to be any discussion, but as I think there is 
no objection to the bill, I ask for a vote on it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Asa matter of caution, I want 
to ask if there is any minority report. I do not think there is 


any. 

Me. BAILEY. There is no minority report. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I think there was no objection 
to the bill in the committee. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
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and being ehgrossed, was accordingly read the third time, any 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. BAILEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


DIRECT TAX, STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the joint resoly- 
tion (EH. Res. 119) to direct the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to the governor of the State of West Virginia the sum appro- 
priated by the act of Congress entitled, ‘‘An act to credit and 

y to the several States and Territories and the District of Co. 

umbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by th 
act of Congress approved August 5, 1861.” 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di 
rected to pay to the governor of the State of West Virginia, under the pro 
visions, conditions, and limitations of the act of Congress entitled “An « 
to credit and pay to the several States and Territories and the District o: 
Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the act of Con 
gress @ — August 5, 1861,” which act was approved March 2, 1891, the 
sum of $181,306.93, less the sum of $27,328.18, which was paid to the governor 
of the State of West Virginia on the 25th day of August, 1891, to be held in 
trust for the citizens and inhabitants of said State, notwithstanding any 
claim by the Government of the United States against the State of Vir 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consen' 
that the morning hour may be considered as having expired. 

The SPEAKER. This bili is in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. There are only two or three minute; 
of the morning hour remaining, and withoutobjection the morn 
ing hour will be considered as having expired and this bill wil! 
be pending inthe next morning hour, when the Committee on 
the Judiciary will be recognized. 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the report accompanying the bill 6284 may be printed in 
connection with the remarks I made this morning. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the gentleman's 
request will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, in order that I may give my reasons 
a little more fully on the bill which passed, to which [ said I 
had objection, I ask unanimous consent that I may extend my re- 
marks on that subject. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman wil! bo 
allowed to extend his remarks on the bill indicated by him. 

There was no objection. 


HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. 


Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent at 
this time to submit the views of the minority, prepared by m 
on the bill (H. R. 5160) relating to the Hot Springs Reservation 
The bill was ordered to be adversely reported by the committe: 
and the minority had leave to submit their views. The report 
has not yet been submitted, but I ask unanimous consent to sii) 
mit the views of the minority. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the views of the minor- 
ity will be printed. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I wish to make a parliamentary 


es 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it, 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. [If this minority report is sub- 
mitted, does that bring the bill before the House for action in 
the absence of the adverse report of the pee 

The SPEAKER. Itdoes not. The bill is not yet reported, 
but the views of the minority can be printed, in the absence of 
objection. 

here was no objection. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
CAMPBELL, until Tuesday next, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

The following reports were handed in at the Clerk’s desk, re- 
ferred to their appropriate Calendars, and otherwise disposed 
of as indicated below: 

CONDEMNED CANNON OF THE NAVY. 
Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, vv- 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7494) disposing of four con- 
jof the Navy; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
BRIDGE OVER BAYOU DES GLAISES AND ATCHAFALAYA RIVER, 
IN THE STATE OF LOUISIANA. 


Mr. BARTLETT, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 











1894. 





eign Commerce, reported back with an amendment the bill (H. | 


R.7668) to authorize the St. Louis, Avoyelles and Southwestern 
Railway Company to bridge Bayou Des Glaises and Atchafalaya 
River, in the State of Louisiana; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE OSAGE RIVER, IN THE STATE OF 
SOURI. 


Mr. BARTLETT also, from the Committes on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, reported back with an amendment the bill 
(H.R. 7571) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Osage River, in the State of Missouri; which was referred to 
the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


WAGON BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. BARTLETT also, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 
734) to amend an act entitled “‘An act authorizing the construc- 
tion of a high wagon bridgeacross the Missouri River ator near 
Sioux City, Iowa,” approved March 2, 1889, as amended by acts 
of April 30, 1890, February 7, 1893, and March 24, 1894; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


BOOKS OF THE BEAUFORT LIBRARY, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. BARTLETT also, from the Committee on the Library, re- 
ported back favorably joint resolution (S. Res. 12) for the resto- 
ration of the books of the Beaufort Library Society, of Beau- 
fort, S.C.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


SECTION 283, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. IKIRT, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 4204) to amend 
section 2335 of the Revised Statutes; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


GREENBACK CERTIFICATES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. CADMUS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6167) to provide for 
the payment of the 8 per cent greenback certificates of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments the 
bill (H. R. 6913) making appropriations for current and contin- 
gent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1895, and for other purposes;in which the coneurrence 
of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 7079) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other 
purposes, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had 
agreed to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Cock- 
RELL, Mr. CALL, and Mr. ALLISON as the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 6171) to authorize the Metro- 
politan Railroad Company to change its motive power for the 
propulsion of the cars of said company, disagreed to by the House 
of Kepresentatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. McMILLAN, Mr. Harris, and Mr. Hans- 
BROUGH as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous consent, the Indian 
Po a bill, as returned from the Senate, was taken up, 
and, with the amendments, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H.R. 6748) making appropriations for the naval serv- 
ice for the fisaal year ending dene 30, 1895, and for other pur- 
’ 
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A bill (S. 1930) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near the city of Lexington, Mo.; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 3978) for the relief of John M. Rice. 

REPRINT OF A BILL AND REPORT. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, [ ask unanimous consent fora 
reprint of the majority report on the bill H. R.3249, which fs 
made the special order for to-morrow; and as there is a sugges- 
tion that the print of the bill is nearly exhausted, I < fora 
reprint of that also. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks nimous 
consent to have reprinted the bill H. R. 3249, and also a , 
print of the report accompanying the same. In the absence of 
objection, the reprint will be ordered. 

There was no objection. 

ELECTION OF UNITED STATES SENATORS BY THE PEOPLE. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the special order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 20) proposing an amendment to the Constitut 
providing that Senators shall be elected by the people of the several Stat 

The SPEAKER. Thegentieman from Chio[Mr. NorrtHwa.‘ 
is recognized. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Speaker, it is a great misfortun 
that the consideration of the pending joint resolution sho 
have been delayed in this House until this late hour in the 
sion. It is also a great misfortune that so little time sho 
have been given to its consideration. Sol thought yeste: 

I think now probably the iength of time given to its considera 
tion is far too at. Evidently the House cares nothing about 
it one way or the other, or whether it is voted up or voted down. 
I had expected yesterday to give at some little length my 
views upon the pending measure; butI shall content mysel!f with 
a very brief statement and leave it to the consideration of the 
empty seats before me. To say that this is an important me: 
ure is to state what ought to be apparent to every person who 
hae read the joint resolution. It involves a change of the Con 
stitution of the United States intwo important particulars. And 
I want to say that we ought to venture very carefw!ly upon any 
amendment to the Federal Constitution. I had intended to giv 
my views somewhat at length upon the question of when we 
ought to consider a proposition to amend the Federal Constitu 
tion; and I shail only doso briefly, and very briefly at that. 

I do not believe that any political considerations whatever 


lon 


should enter into the question of the amendment of the lederal 
Constitution. No amendment should be proposed to Con 
or voted wpon in Congress through any spirit of party faction 


We should not amend the Constitution at the demand of an 
»Olitieal faction or political party. Every amendment to th 
‘ederal Constitution ought to be respousive to a demand of the 
people, founded in justice and in reason. Whenev 


r we shal 
respond toademand of a political party, whatever that part 
may be, in changing the Federal Constitution, we are venturing 
upon dangerousgrounds. It is an instrument which should evei 


be regarded as sacred, to be amended only when there is some 
overwhelming demand of the people, well founded, and when it 
is in the interest of justice. 

Now, the present jointresolution contemplates achange of the 
Constitution in two important particulars. First,it is a change 
in the mode of electing United States Senators; second, it pro 
poses to change the Constitution in relation to Federal control 
in the‘election of United States Senators. Sothat the joint reso 
lution embraces two distinct propositions. Whilo I might bo 
willing to yield my assent to one proposition, to change the 
mode of the election of United States Senators, I am unalter- 
ably opposed to a change in the Constitution relative to the con- 
tral of the Federal Government in such elections; and I had pre- 
pared, Mr.Speaker, an amendment which I propose toofferif tho 
time should come, and if it is proper to offer it now, I will offer 
it, or if not so, I will ask to have it read so that gentleman may 
understand that I shall offer it when the opportunity is afforded. 
I ask to have it read, because upon that amendment I desire to 
base some of my remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “ vacancies,” in line 7, down to and including 
the word ‘“*Senators” in line 10; and also strike out all of lines 21, 22, and 25 


Mr. NORTHWAY. It will be observed, Mr. Speaker and 
gentlemen, that this proposed amendment which I shall offer 
and ask members of the House to vote upon is to relieve the 
joint resolution of all that part which proposes to change the 
Constitution relative to the control of the election of Senators 
by the Federal Government, and to leave alone the one propo- 
sition—the mode of electing Senators. [ believe it to be unwise 


at this time to put these two amendments together in the same 
resolution. 
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The friends of the measure, in proposing a change in the 
mode of election of Senators, are anxious, I have no doubt, to see 
that prevail. It will be readily understood here that whatever 
we may do is but one wee in the change of the Censtitution. 
What we do must go to the Legislatures of the various States, 
and must be sanctioned by three-fourths of those Legislatures 
before our action shall become a part of the organic law of our 
land; and it is absolute folly for us to get up any proposition to 
amend the Constitution when we know that the proposition will 
not receive consideration at the hands of one-half of the Legis- 
latures of our States. 

And so I say to the friends of the measure, those who desire 
to see the Senators elected by the people, why not submit that 
proposition, and that alone, for the consideration of the States, 
so that the States can act freely upon that matter and not be 
burdened with something else which will cause them to vote 
against any such proposition as that. So I believe my amend- 
ment, which I shall propose, will be in the interest of that very 

roposition, and willaid in its adoption if it shall pass Congress 
S three-fourths of the States of our Union. I believe as firmly 
as I believeanything that if you leave the joint resolution as it 
now stands, you will not in my day, or in the day of any person 
who is present here, see it receive the affirmative vote of three- 
fourths of the States of the Union. 

So it is ——— to destroy forever the hope of changing 
the Constitutiun as to the mode of electing United States Sena- 
tors if it is coupled with the other proposition to amend the 
Federal Constitution in its control of those elections. I shal 
return to this point before I close. I would be very glad to vote 
for the proposition, pure and simple, to provide for the election 
of United States Senators directly by the people, and should 
this joint resolution be relieved from the objection which I 
sone against it I shall vote for it; otherwise I shall vote against 

t 


Tn saying that I shall vote for it, however, I want to express 
myself very briefly as to my reasons. I want to say, in the first 
place, that I disagree entirely with the report of the committee 
reporting this measure in some of the statements that it con- 

ps. I want to call attention to some of the statements in that 
report. Iam entirely apeeus to standing here in this bod 
and charging the other branch of the legislative t of th 
Government with corruption, with being purchasable or pur- 
chased. If there is any one thing that each branch of Congress 
ought to do it is to see to it that the dignity of the other branch 
is maintained. 

There are seems in the et of the majority reporting 
this bill to which [ can not subscribe. There is no minority 
report, but I should have submitted one had I been here when 
the matter was presented to the House,‘and soI take this occa- 
sion toexpress strongly my dissent from some of the matters con- 
tained in the report. To be specific, I shall call attention of the 
House directly to some of these — inthe report. First let 
ine call attention to a statement on page 2, which I read: 

The nana courtesy which has alw: distinguished the intercourse of 
Senators in the parliamentary battles of the past, and made the Senate of 
the United Statesin the eyes of mankind the most imposing, deliberative 
body in the world’s history, has been a werful mcy in elevating the 
public sentiment of our people and kindling afresh the d embers of 
peariotiens in thecountry. Yet it is gravely doubted in the public mind, if 

6 press of the country is to be considered its true exponent, whether such 
courtesy can be used, without popular indignation, as a cloak for enacting 
Senatorial falsehoods. 

Just what that language meansI can not distinctly understand, 
but I wish to express my entire dissent from this impiication 
of Senatorial subsidy or enacting ‘‘ Senatorial falsehoods.” 

I pass to page 4, from which I read this extract: 


Th bli recurring ming 
legislative cckmtaha te can chante vt Senators zoe Veieary aol anion 
are, we fear, in some localities, fast becoming recognized as a part of the 
legislative function, while the capacity of the pocketbook rather than that 
of the head is regarded in like places as the measure of Senatorial equip- 
ment. Committees of investigation and the grand in of the States have 
been unwilling or unable to detect the frauds, so skillful have the manipu- 
lators of it become, until at last an outraged public sentiment has become 
aroused and has found its just expression in the proposed amendment. 

I disbelieve that entire statement. I wish to express here 
my strong opposition to giving currency to any such statements. 

is proposed change will not do away with complaints about 
the election of Senators. A charge of corruption against a Sen- 
ator is nota charge against the mode of his election, and that 
is the question that we are dealing with. In this proposed 
change of the Federal Constitution we are dealing with the 
mode of electing Senators, and does this committee, or does any- 
body, say that the mode itself is necessarily subject to corrup- 
tion and to bribery? 

I am opposed to making any such charges. When such a 
charge goes from the House of Representatives against the Sen- 
ate of the United States, what have we a right to expect of the 
people in their opposition to a legislative body? I submit that 
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such statements and such charges are demoralizing. I am wel] 
aware that newspapers and individuals, for political purposes, 
have charged bribery in the election of United States Senators, 
but I am not aware that it is charged that such evils have re- 
sulted from the mode of electing Senators, and, I repeat, that is 
the question we are dealing with here, and not the question of 
charges of bribery against certain individual members of tho 
Senate. 

I am opposed to heaping or attempting to heap disrepute and 
dishonor on the Senate in connection with tho proposition to 
amend the Federal Constitution. The Senate must pass upon 
this question as well as this House, an@ is it believed that we 
can use as an inducement for that body to adopt this joint reso- 
lution the argument that the Senators are believed to be, and 
are not only believed to be but are, corrupt? Can we expect to 
influence the Senate of the United States to adopt this proposed 
change by any such argument as that? Again, on page 5 of this 
report | find this: 

The money which corrupts, by purchase, the member of the Legislature 
for Senatorial elections has debauched him as a servant of the people he is 
sworn to serve in local legislation. Thecorporation that can enter the halls 
ofa Legislature and lay its unholy hands upon the members, claiming them 
as its own in the selection of a Senator, has already destroyed the hope of a 
— administration of the local affairs of the people of that State by pollut- 

ng the source from which such administration is derived. Under the spe- 
cious guise of interest merely in the Senatorial election, Legislatures are de- 
bauched and the purchased member in ths Senatorial election can hardly 
poseas the unbought and the unpurchasable tribune of the people's local 
rights. If the charges of corruption in Senatorial elections are true, the re 
flex action on the legislation in the States, incident to such corruption, must 
be immeasurable in its destruction of the rights and liberties of the people 
of the States. 

Again: 

It is provided that such elections shall be held at the times, places, and in 
the manner as prescribed by the Legislatures of the States. 

1. Corporate interference in the election of Senators and the corrupt use 
of money, as openly charged in the public press of the country and believed 
by many, have finally crystallized public sentiment in favor of the election 
of Senators free from any outside influence, whether it be corporate, indi- 
vidual, or governmental. 

(2) This clause simply guarantees that the States shall elect their Sena- 
tors in their own way, as to them may seem proper, without Federal su- 
pervision, as they have been elected since the foundation of the Govern 
ment, for no attempt has ever been made in the history of the Government 
to P ly Federal supervision to the election of Senators. 

(3 a condition of things could be imagined when it would be both con- 
stitutional and proper to apply Federal authority to the election of Kepre- 
sentatives in Congress, we submit that its application to the election of rep- 
resentatives of oa States (penators), the units of constitutional 
organization, is a very different proposition. 


I have not time to pursue this thought, though I should like 
to do so; but I want to repeat that Iam utterly opposed to charg- 
ing upon the Senate of the United States that it is a purchasable 

y, that it has been purchased, or that it is a body which rep- 
resents fraud and perjury. I stand here to defend Senatori:! 
dignity. I believe that the Senate of the United States is one 
of the grandest, if not the grandest, of all the legislative bodice 
on the globe; and while it may be true that unworthy men o°ca- 
sionally find seats there, as they do in this House, it is not proper 
= . body like this to charge such abuses upon the Senate as 4 
Ww 0. e. 

Again the report states, on the first page: 

The necessity for the passage of such an amendment to the Constitution 
has increased rather than diminished since that time. Indeed. each year 
but adds to the strength of the argument thatthe Senate should, by achanze 
in the mode of its election, be made more sensibly responsive to the de 
mands and voice of the people than has heretofore existed. The present 
Congress has greatly intensified this ae and the change seems to be de- 
manded by every consideration of peone ty and justice. Originally or- 
dained as a breakwater against the fiery democracy, “fresh from the peo- 
ple,” it is now, in the popular mind, believed to be, under the guise of *‘Sen- 
atorial courtesy,” an open obstruction to the popular will. 

Again, on page 2, I find this: 

So radical in some sections of the country has the feeling of hostility to 
the Senate become that the sentiment is freely expressed that the Senate 
has outlived its career of usefulness in the Government under its present 
mode of organization and election. And members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives have not infrequently been solicited to follow the example of our 
English cousins and pass a resolution through the House to abolish the 
Senate as a codrdinate branch of the 1 lative department of the Govern 
ment, as has recently been done by Par ent in reference to the House of 
Lords in England. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am utterly opposed to such statement: 
as those to which I have called attention. I know that under 
party exigency, and, perhaps, in the excitement of the desire 
to have some partic measure d,men do charge upon 
the Senate that it is an obstruction to legislation, but let me 
tell you that when history shall be written it will be found that 
there has never yet been a time when it could be justly charged 
upon the Senate of the United that it had improperly obstructed 
the popular will. 

In our anxiety to have some particular measure passed, Wé 
may complain of the Senate and say that it is causing delay and 
injury tothecountry, but, Mr. Speaker, deliberation never ruins 
a nation. Deliberation in a legislative body never ruins a peo 
ple. It is not true, in my judgment, that the Senate Eas evel 
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in my day improperly obstructed legislation, and if the Senators 
represent States, I would bo glad to know whether each State 
has not a right to be heardin debate. Isit proper for one State 
to be heard and for other States not to be heard? I want to ex- 
press my strong dissent from the doctrine that the Senate is an 
obstruction to the popular will and that the popular mind has 
crystallized in opposition to the Senate. 

it that is true, if there is any crystallization of public opinion 
in opposition to the Senate because it is slow, then it is our busi- 
ness to stand here like a bulwark in defense of the Senate, in 
defense of its right tofull and free discussion. So much for that. 
If the mode.of the election of Senators be changed from what it 
now'is to direct election by the people, it will not, in my humble 
opinion, affect in the least any such question as that. 

But it is expected that we shall get abler men in the Senate 
under the proposed system of election than now. I should like 
to know how any improvement can be expected in that respect, 
because at present three-fourths of the Senators are graduated 
from this body, and were the election made by the people, the 
other portion of the Senators might be supplied by members of 
this House if they should have theirambitionsfulfilled. Ishould 
like to know why the Senate would be stronger in ability if Sen- 
ators were chosen directly by the people than it is to-day. 

I do not believe it possible, taking the Senate as a body, to 
have a stronger body. It represents the grandest thought, the 
best brain of our nation. It represents the conservative opin- 
ion of both political parties; and I stand here to say that in my 
humble opinion no change in the Federal Constitution will give 
us a stronger body of Senators than we have now. It is not for 
any such reasons that I would vote for the proposed change. I 
will tell you why I personally would support this proposition. 
Ido not believe that this change would in the least do away 
with the idea of money being used in the elections. 

Unless my memory misleads me, I have seen as many news- 

per charges in regard to members of Congress having bought 
their way into this body as I have seen of such charges affecting 
Senators—I mean as many in proportion to the greater number 
of members in the House. I do not believe that the proposed 
change would operate as a check upon the use of money, if 
money is improperly used. I do not believe that money is im- 
properly used in one-tenth of the cases where it has been charged 
that Senators have “ought their way to the Senate, whether 
those Senators be Democveis or Republicans. 

Do you suppose thatif they are Republicans they would be 
able to hold their seats by fraud with Democrats ready to at- 
tack them? Do you suppose that Senators guilty of this charge 
would, if Democrats, be permitted to hold their seats there with 
the Republicans ready to attack them? Such charges may be 
made for political purposes, but they are difficult to be proved; 
and a charge ought not to be made when it affects the members 
of a body like that, unless there is some foundation for it. 

Now, I do not believe that an election of Senators by the peo- 
ple will give us any better Senators or any purer Senxtors. I 
might say something as to popular elections, if I felt desirous to 
doso. I will merely throw out the suggestion that we can at 
the present time in our own country point out officers holding 
high positions, elected by the popular will, who would to-day 
receive not the commendation, but the condemnation of all po- 
litical parties and yet who have been elected directly from the 
people and by the people. That, then, is not a reason which 
would influence me to vote for achange. Why would I vote for 
achange’ I will tell you the only reason. 

The people now indirectly elect Senators; in other words, they 
elect the men who do elect the Senators; they vote directly 
for the men who elect the Senators. The election is in that 
sense in the hands of the people. Now, if the people desire 
to take out the one intermediate step so that they shall vote di- 
rectly on this question, I see noobjection to it; and I believe that 
alarge majority of the people are now anxious to take out this one 
step—to do away with the power conferred upon the Legisla- 
ture to vote for Senators. They wish to eliminate this inter- 
mediate machinery, and vote directly upon the question. 

isis an honorable desire on the part of the people. The 
power is One which they ought to be permitted to exercise if 
they demand todo so. They do demand to doso. But do not 
put this change on the ground that the people or their servants 
under the present system are bought. The people desire this 
change because they desire to get nearer their servants; and I 
believe they have aright todo so. For this reason I would vote 
= confer upon the people a right to vote directly for their Sen- 

ors. 

Ought I now to vote for this joint resolution as it stands, pro- 

gan amendment to the Constitutian taking from this body 
control in the election of Senators? I say no. The proposed 
amendment, if adopted, wiil leave Congress free to interpose in 
regard to the election of members of Congress just as it always 
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has been at liberty to do, but Congress will be prohibited from 
having anything to do with the manner or form of the election 
of United States Senators. Is there any reason for allowing the 
General Government to control in the election of a member of 
Congress, when through the same ballot box the people would 
be permitted to vote for United States Senators, and Congress 
have no control in that matter? Is there any sense in making 
this distinction? I will be glad to have some gentleman show 
some reason for it. 

Section 4, Article I, of the Constitution was written by our 
forefathers and accepted by all the States which became mem- 
bers of this Union, and it ought never to be changed. In my 
humble opinion it never will be changed in the lifetime of the 
youngest member on this floor. The report uccompanying this 
joint resolution tells us that in the election of Senators Con- 
gress has never intervened with any law. 

If they mean that, there is a mistake in the statement, for on 
the 25th day of July, 1866, Congress passed a very important 
law regulating the mode and manner of electing United States 
Senators, by providing that the Legislature chosen next pre- 
ceding the vacancy in the office of Senator should fill it. and 
providing that the Legislature should meet at noon on the 
second Tuesday after it comes together asa legislative body, and 
thereafter on every legislative day shall take one ballot at least 
to fill the vacancy in the office of Senator until such vacaney is 
filled. It also provides that a certificate shall be issued, and the 
effect to be given to it that by virtue of the law of Congress 
passed on the 25th day of July, 1866, as will be found by the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, sections 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, and 
19. So that the report in this respect, ifit means what it would 
seem to mean, is in error. 

Mr. Speaker, I am opposed, diametrically opposed, to taking 
from the Federal Government any power it may have now rela- 
tive to the election of officers of the Federal Government. 
United States Senators, as was said by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, Judge DE ARMOND, on yesterday, in opening this dise::s- 
sion, are not only for the State butforthe nation. That is true. 
Ohio has an interest in knowing who the Senator shall be from 
Virginia, and Virginia has an equal interest in knowing who 
the Senator from Ohio shall be. Why? Because the Ohio Sen- 
ators have as much power in forcing anything on Virginia as 
the Virginia Senators have in forcing a measure upon the State 
of Ohio. 

Mr. HUNTER. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is that not also true as to members of the 
House? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Yes; certainly itis. It is true of mem- 
bers of the House, but that power is left so that the Federal Gov- 
ernment can control in the election of members of this body. 
No proposition is made here to take away that power from the 
Federal Government. 

Mr. HUNTER. But does the gentleman claim, under the op 
eration of this joint resolution, that the Senate would have no 
power to judge of the elections, qualifications, and returns of 
its members? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Oh, no; not atall. 

Mr. HUNTER. Well, [did not understand the gentleman's 
position. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The joint resolution will prohibit the 
Congress from passing any law affecting the manner of electing 
Senators, the time of election, or anything else in connection 
with the subject, yet it leaves Congress full power to determine 
with reference to the elections, qualifications, and returns of 
members of the House; and so they divide this power, conferring 
power on the Federal Government to control in the election of 
members of the House and refusing the exercise of that power 
in the case of the election of Senators; and I say, and that is the 
claim I am making, that there should be no such division. 

The power that the General Government has in the premis: 
should be left untouched; and I contend and believe that thi 
division as proposed here should not be made. I do not believe 
that any respectable number of the States of this Union wiil 
adopt a joint resolution which will take from the General Gov- 
ernment the power to control under such circumstances. 

But, I repeat, it has been said here that the Congress never 
has intervened in the election of Senators. Now, the case to 


which I have referred—that is, the legislation passed on the 25th 
day of July, i866—was passed under exigencies which may arise 
again. There is no danger that Congress will interfere with 


the election of Senators unless some overwhelming public exi- 
gency shall arise; but if such aveeney should arise, | would be 
glad to know why we should not have the power to meet it. Sup- 


pose a State or a number of States propose to take no part in 
the affairs of the General Goverment. and they can get strength 
enough to repeal all their laws and the Senators and Members 
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resign, and yet there shall be found within the borders of such 
States a patriotic minority of the citizens who desire to maintain 
their allegiance and conform to the laws of the United States. 
Do yousay that Congress should not have power to confer on that 
minority the power to assert their rights under the Federal 
Constitution? Why would you deny it to them? You are ven- 
turing, it seems to me, on very dangerous ground to do so, and 
one that, if adopted, would subject the Federal Government to 
a very dangerous strain under exigencies thatmight arise. Let 
us not do anything of that kind for political purposes or party 
exigencies. Whatever is done should be done because of an 
ene demand on the part of the people themselves for 
a change. 

Has any one of the States demanded to have the Federal Con- 
stitution amended? If so, I have failed to observe it. I have 
heard the claim that the people should be permitted to elect the 
Senators, but no one claims that Congress should abdicate all 
power over the election of Senators and Representatives. So, 
why is it here? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have briefly covered this question by the 
suggestions I have made, and propose to leave it. Under other 
circumstanees I should desire to be more extensively heard on 
the subject, and it is a great misfortune, as I said before, that 
we have not more time to give full and more adequate consider- 
ation to so important a question. 

I stand here to-day with a profound reverence for the Federal 
Constitution. It has been the bulwark of our people; it exhibits 
the wisdom of our fathers; it exhibits the constancy of our peo- 
ple, and he who would ‘lay unholy hands on a single provision 
of that Constitution, and wrench it from its purposes, would do 
violence to his people and to his country. 

We should rather stand in defense of every provision of the 
grandest instrument that was ever written by mortal man, an 
instrument which has given us liberty, an instrument which has 
given us freedom and made us a grand and a progressive peo- 
ple. Let us rather stand < every provision of that Constitu- 
tion and say that not one line nor one word of it shall be re- 
meved from its place except in nse to the demands of jus- 
tice or the overwhelming voice of the people. It is too sacred 
an instrument to be tampered with. We ought not lightly to 
deal with it in this manner. We ought not to write a single 
new line or erase asolitary old one, unless it be in the interest 
of eternal justice and responsive to the demands of an ever 
progressive people. . 

Iam opposed to the joint resolution as it stands, for the rea- 
son that it is dealing unjustly and violently with a section of 
the Constitution which I believe is a safeguard, even if we do 
not operate under it very often. It stands to tell us what we 
have the power to do; and oftentimes the knowledge that we 
can exercise a power is sufficient, without any exercise of it. 
Let us retain in the Constitution all the power that was given 
to us by our forefathers, the grand men who wrote the Consti- 
tution, destroying not one word or line of that instrument ex- 
cept in the interest of everlasting justice. 

Som Mr. S er, [ do not know whether I can offer my 
amendment at thistime, but I will take the decision of the Chair 
on that point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. TRACEY). The amendment 
is in order at present. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Loffer the amendment which I send to 
the Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Tho Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word vacancies," in line 7,down to andincluding 
the word ‘‘ Senators,’ in line 10. Also strike out all of lines 21, 22, and 23. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to my friend to have 
the amendment considered as pending. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I do not care to take a vote on it at this 
time. Let it be ed as pending, and let the discussion 
proceed, and we will take a vote on it after we are through. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment will be con- 
sidered as Sn 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I want to suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] that there are only about 
forty members in the House, that the House and Senate have 
met in joint convention, and thatall of us want to gothere. I 
believe that by unanimous consent this matter may be fixed for 
M afternoon, and { believe there would be no objection to 
that. is st shee ner measure, and it seems to me it 
= Sobjeet > this bill, and I Seoaean eepenania calor 
whoo ts can s . m sugges- 
tion te the eee the committee. 

Mr. TUCKER. Ishould be giad toaecommodate the gen- 
tleman, but it would be I believe the gentleman 
could get unanimous consent to go to the Senate if he desires. 
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Mr. BOWERS of California. Oh,thatisnothing tome. | 
not care to do that. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. How much time have I consumed? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has occupic 
thirty-five minutes. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. By arrangement with the chairman , 
the committee I am to control the time on this side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mass. 
setts [Mr. MCETTRICK] is recognized for thirty minutes. 

Mr.McETTRICK. Mr. Speaker, agree with my honored Rep i:))) 
ean friend, the gentleman from Ohio (air, NorTHWAY], that this reso. 
lution should not be a matter of political diseussion. - I agree wi; 


iO 


him in much that he has said. I candidly admit my respect for |i, 


opinions and the manner in which he has expressed them. [ am ; 
sympathy with the principles advocated by the gentleman, but it |. 
my duty to sustain the committee report, which represents tho: 
principles, in my judgment, with greater force. If that report 
not adopted, I am then willing to join hands with him or my hon»: 
able friend from Nebraska [Mr. Bryan], and vote for his resoluti 
ae not for the same reasons assigned by the gentleman {1 
io. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the main reasons urged against amending 11: 
Constitution to provide that United States Senators shall be elect: 
by popular vote instead of by the legislatures of the several Stat« 
which is the present mode, is that it was so ordained by the framers 
of the Constitution. That they, being men of great wisdom, kne) 
at that time what would be better for us now than we ourselves 
know, though we have been fortified by more than one hundre| 
years of subsequent and enlarging experience. No man holds t!: 
— of this fundamental document in deeper veneration tha) 

0. 

The foundation which they constructedis an enduring testament 
to the ability and power of those remarkable men, and one which 
survive for all time. No stronger charter of government is know) 
in the history of either ancient or modern times. All this we ar 
pleased to confess and much more, were it necessary to make o 
ease clearer. The fact of the matter is, however, the mode adopte: 
of electing United States Senators was not the unanimous wish 0: 
the convention, as the opposition would have you believe. The: 
was a wide difference of opinion as to what was best and wises 
even at that time. 

Many propositions were made, ranging from that which was « 
cidedly aristocratic and monarchical in character to the democratic 
method of election by — vote, which is provided for in t) 

roposed amendment of election by the people. No less than four 

istinct methods were offered, some of which to-day must soun 
strangely in the ears of our American people, taught, as they hay 
been, to regard everything tending toward centralization as su! 
versive of liberty and popular rights. 

One of these methods was to empower the President to select 1 
Senators from a list of names furnished by the legislatures of 1) 
several States; another was to permit the members of the House 
Representatives to choose the members of the second branch; a tli 
is the present method of election by the State legislatures; and t 
fourth is the broad Democratic doctrine of election by the qualii 
electors of the State, who constitute the real sovereignty, in wh 
all power originally resides, from whom all power is derived, 
to whom all vested authority, whether it be lecidntive, execut 
or judicial, should be accountable. 

This is the proposition now before the House. The great majori 
of the members of the convention were men of aristocratic ideas a1 
lineage with but little faith in the capacity of the people for se! 

overnment. They had no previous opportunities for judgmen' 

‘hey were jealous of their own power and, mistrusting the people, 
were exceedingly cautious about letting this power slip from thei 
grasp. As an example of this class, Roger Sherman, of Connecti 
cut, in the course of debate gave expression to the following r 
markable utterance: 

The people immediately should have as little to do as may be about the Go: 
ment. 

Such doctrine as this would to-day relegate the public sery 
who presumed as much with double-quick celerity to the obliv: 
of private life. Some with aristocratic leanings, like Alexan:! 
Hamilton, favored the election of United States Senators by elector: 
chosen by the people of the several States for this purpose, w’ 
were possessed of a freehold. They argued that the office sli 
be for life tenure and upon behavior. In section 1, artic! 
of Hamilton’s Ideal Constitution, it was provided as follows: 

The Senate shall consist of persons to be chosen, except in the first instan: 
electors elected for that by the citizens and inhabitants of the sev 
States comprehended in nion, who shall have in their own right, or 


right of their wives, an estate in land for not less than life, ora term of years 
ww at the time of giving their votes there shall be at least fourteen y°''s 


unexpired. 

This plan even went se far as to 
ate, providing, however, that no i 
than two that were absent. It is not my to enter into an) 
extended statement of these proceedings, but to mention brieily « 
few necessary facts for the purpose of making clearer my argument 


it voting by proxy inthe * 
mator should be proxy for more 
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Debate in the convention was lengthy and heated. 
fierce did it become that dissolution even was threatened and it 
was only by the wise counsels of Franklin, Madison, Randolph, 
Gerry,and others that harmony was finally established and an agree- 
ment was reached. 

State representation was one of the chief causes of dissension. 
The struggle of the smaller States for equal representation in the 
Senate with the larger States was finally successful and the repre- 
sentation of the States as units of sovereignty was firmly estab- 
lished. The proposition to elect Senators by the people, made by 
Mr, Wilson, of Pennsylvania, who from first to last fought bravely 
for the cause of popular representation, was lost, but one State, 
Pennsylvania, voting yea. 
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Upon the final motion to elect Senators by the legislatures of the 


several States, nine States voted in the affirmative and but two, 
Pennsylvania and Virginia, in the negative. 
the present provision of the Constitution was not unanimous; that 
able champions of popular sovereignty and popular government 
were in the Federal convention, whose faith in the people was as 
supreme as the nation’s strength is to-day. These champions rep- 


Thus you will see that | 


resented the wisest and ablest statesmanship of that wonderful | 


body. Therefore the present mode of electing United States Sena- 
tors was adopted in the convention simply and purely in the nature 
of a compromise. It was later adopted and laid upon the forty- 
four great and populous States of to-day by the mistaken action, 
over one hundred years ago, of thirteen thinly-peopled colonies of 
small importance which had just assumed the title of sovereign 
States. 


; with free libraries, fi l res, | ] 
sory education spreading int 
have developed into 2 nation of thinkers. 


lake for example my own State, Massachusett 


1 
ce 


nce 


with her sy ti 


of annual elections, with her accompanying press platform instru: 
tion and debates and all her educational facilities—the people have 
| become well versed in the principles of sound government and 
politicale¢onomy. Mr. Speaker, one hundred years of such history 
| have cultivated independence of poli 1, better 
still, independence of political action. 

The people in the meantime have learned what the « ( citi 
zenship are. They know their rights. They know tha r the 
Constitution all are born free and equal. That the right to 
carries with it the consent of the governed; that the incontest 
inalienable, and indefeasible right to institute government is t 
alone; that the Government of this country was intended for the 
common good; that it was created for the protection, safet 

| perity, and happiness of all, and not for the profit, honor, or pt 

interest of any man, family, or classofmen. Yet with this knowl 

edge they have witnessed everything that the farmer, the mechanic, 8 
an the laborer have asked for refused by Congress, and everything 

asked for by capital granted. They see their conferred authority 

outrageously abused by irresponsible public serv Chey find 

themselves powerless either to punish or restrain. 

While the country for more than a year has been hangin 


Another factor of the debate, and one which had much to do with | 


its acceptance, was the plea for protection of the commercial and 
financial interests of the country upon the ground that they needed 
protection. it was said that the landed interests, which were then 
more powerful, would eventually become oppressive and overcome 
the commercial interests, which, it was claimed, needed nursing and 
encouragement. It was urged with strenuous force that the Legis- 
latures of the several States were even more conservative and relia- 
ble than the citizens themselves; that the legislators were possessed 
of more wisdom in matters of currency and finance. 

It was claimed that the legislatures could be more safely charged 
with the responsibility of electing Senators than could their 
creators, the people themselves, whose substitutes and agents they 
are, from whom they derive authority, and to whom they owe strict 
accountability. Whata change in the thought and sentiment of 
to-day? What a change in conditions also 
the money interests of this country now need to be protected from 
the farmers of this country? Where, if the system of the fathers 
was intended to last for all time, as some would have us believe, 
are the farmers and the landed interests now? 

It is an insult to the memory of the noble and patriotic fathers, 
who risked life and property in protest of taxation and robbery, to 
say that all this was done to create a government for ,the beneiit 
of unscrupulous monopoly and the enslavement of posterity one 
hundred yearslater. Admitting, for the sake of argument, that the 
mode of electing United States Senators adopted by the wise and 
able fathers, worked no hardship for a time, let us contrast the 


condition of society then with that of the nation to-day. The 
country had just passed through a severe and trying ordeal. The 


six years preceding the adoption of the Constitution were discourag- 
ing and disastrous oues. 

The Government itself was weak and its currency shaky. The 
outlook at times was cloudy, but out of if all came the light of the 
great charter, the Federal Constitution of the Union, which to-day 
shines as a beacon of brightness to the downtrodden and oppressed 
ot the world. The new experiment had not yet been tried. Any 
change that promised better things was cheering and hopeful and 
found ready approval and response, As a people they were indus- 
trious, brave, and self-reliant. They were the pioneers of the 
nation. They were inured to hardship and accustomed to self- 
denial and restraint; but they had no power to look into the great 
future and view the grandeur and mightiness which one hundred 
years of our nation’s life were to develop. 

Had they seen it they would have been transfixed with amaze- 
ment. From a little scattered agricultural nation of less than 
4,000,000 souls in 1789, when the new Government was established, 
we have in alittle more than one hundred years become a uation 
of almost seventy millions. We have become the most complete 
and best equipped nation in natural resources, commercial and 
manufacturing wealth of the nations of the earth. And yet the 
country is but in its infancy as compared with the life of other na- 
tions. 

From the days of the eld stage coach we have passed to the era 
of rapid transit, of steam and electricity; science and knowledge 
unknown to them have given us the telegraph, the telephone, and 
other wonderful inventions which have hastened the march of 
civilization and progress. The meager school training of that 
period has been substituted by the most costly school system on 


the earth. With yesterday’s 1appenings of the most distant por- 
tions of our own country and the doings of the great world outside, 
printed together in the morning dailies and read at every laborer’s 


the ‘ticklish balance of suspense,” and the angry 
labor has been heard throughout the land, seeking wor L tindi 
none, with the cutting down of wages, strikes, mob riots, )1 
ing, and disorders of every nature filling the land 
seen this irresponsible body heedless and indifferent to t) tion’s 
call while their prayers and petitionshave been disregar«e Whil 
charges of shameless bargaining and unconcealed corrupt 


vores 


| being publicly made, they have witnessed the Senate entrenching 


itself behind its courtesy (?) rules, and refusing to act upon measur 
which had already passed the House with a large majo1 
Whether these charges are true or not, the people hav 


| given right under the Constitution to hold their public s 
| strict accountability, and if found guilty to return them 


Who will say that | 


life. The spirit of unrest which is abroad is by 
been claimed, of recent birth. Fifteen States of the | 
already declared in favor of the election of 


Sen 


MAVULS 

They include Illinois, Louisiana, Oregon, Idaho, California, Wi 
consin, Kansas, Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, and New ‘ ido ! 
while in the platforms of several other States party 1 it 
the same effect have been passed. 

In several State legislatures, notably that of Ma 
Democratic party, through its representation, has reco 
by forwarding resolutions to Congress asking, in thy 
tection, of safety, and of popular rights, that the prop ! 
to election of Senators by the people be adopt« hi 
however, is not confined to any party; it embraces all, and 
emphasized from day to day with louder and eve 

Under the present method of electing United 
see a privileged money power, in whose name the f ( 
stitution adopted the present method, now grown p ri 
ing toitselfabsolute control of the Government i 
people and the Government, while dominatin 
islation for its own selfish interest. Searcely a 
tem that was intended for the common cd rei 
still exists, but there is sea: y a shadow of t 
history of ali legislation for more than thirty y I i 
islation here at the capital has been for the profi 
est of the money class and not for the pub! od 

How true to-day sound the prophetic wo1 t 
dent, Abraham Lincoln, when, warning the American peop 
‘*Beware of the money power, which sceks to perp 


until the wealth of the country has passed into the hands of 





and the nation is lost.” One-half the wealth of the coun 
already passed into the hands of a mere handful of speculat 
the nation is not yet lost. Nor will such a calamity be p 
to befall it, for—greater than party or selfish interé 
the American people for country and of fr a 


in the end prevail. [Applause. | 
But to-day two clements, opposin 


na } 
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g stile, represent 


‘metrically opposite ends and aims, are arrayed against eac! él 
One is the people, the other the plutocracy which Lin rr 
to, which has no pride of country nor of popul ernment ; 


whose sole end and aim is to control legislation, to do which it 


must control legislatures; to control which it must either elect o1 
buy, or both. With its natural scrdidness, it do == to do 
this oftener than it can help. 

The protection of the nation demands frequent elections 


‘ 
) 


s not ¢ 


stant watchfulness and supervision of the public conduct of public 
officers are necessary. ‘The power torecall representatives who have 
repudiated pledges and broken faith with the people is absolutely 
essential. e people must govern and govern ail the time to be 
safely protected, To prevent this is the safety e of monopoly 
and trust. 


Frequent elections with popular interference are 4 menace to the 














money power. Therefore, plutocracy while in power fights against 
such interference, It is a natural centralizer of power. It is des 
potic and tyrannical in tendency, believing that all elections 
should be as infrequent as possible. It sneers and frowns at every- 
thing that is American excepting American money. America 
appears to be a good country for it to make money in, but not good 
enough to spend itin. Itis Anglomaniac in taste, in strut, in dress, 
in drawl. 

To it nothing seems so vulgarly shocking as to be purely Ameri- 
can. It may be seen on our exclusive thoroughfares on any — 
ant forenoon during the society season, when the streets areas dry as 
a chip, with its trousers turned up, because in far-away London 
the sidewalks are moist and damp with fog and mist. [Applause 
and laughter.] It can be observed on Connecticut avenue during 
the society season on any pleasant arternoon between 3 and 5 o’clock, 
driving a stilted dog cart behind a bobtailed tandem, accompanied 
by a something sitting ao behind with folded arms and a 
dreamy, far away look, with apparently no use for anything on this 
earth, [Laughter and applause.] It can be seen on the other side 
of the water, knocking at the doors of third-rate London clubs, 
ae for admission and coming away with the black ball in its 
palm. 

. It may be seen, with its American millions purchasing titles of 
foreign nobility with the blood money of American labor wrung 
from the tears and toil of re humanity and helpless child- 
hood. In a land like ours it can be classed as neither fish, fowl 
or flesh, nor yet good red herring. It is thesturdy opponent of the 
roposed method of electing United States Senators by the people, 
or whose judgment it expresses absolute contempt. ‘Tosecure leg- 
islation favorable to its schemes it must have Senators favorable to 
its schemes. The money power knows that senatorial nominations 
can be more easily obtained from State legislative bodies at second 
hand than from the people themselves. Consequently they fight 
tooth and nail every effort made by the people to alter the existing 
method, 

In the popular branch, the House, which is elected by the people, 
the proposed amendment receives the necessary two-thirds vote. 
In the second branch, the Senate, which is not directly accountable 
to the people, it is pigeonholed. This is a very significant fact and 
tells the story ina nutshell. But says the eee, elections of 
Senators by State legislatures are more reliable and trustworthy 
than they would be by State conventions, whose nomination of 
United States Seuators, if their my controlled the State, would 
be equivalent to an election; while the proposed method would 
increase fraud and bribery. 

The fallacy of this argument can be readily proved. The average 
member of the State legislature is not more reliable and trustworthy 
or in any sense more capable than is the average member of a polit- 
ical State convention. Political conventions are chosen bodies con- 
sisting of the most promnent members of political parties represent- 
ing the localitiesin which they reside. They are either men who have 
filled elective offices in the past, desire to do so in the future, or are 
honorably mentioned in connection with party and political power. 

The dominating influence in the selection of these delegates would 
naturally be the dominating influence in the nomination of candi- 
dates for the States’ legislatures also. Many of these delegates 
have at some time in the past occupied, or aspire at some time in 
the future to occupy, a seat in the legislature of the State in which 
they are qualified electors. It may truthfully be said that men are 
no better than the company they keep, and that they strictly rep- 
resent the average sentiment, intelligence, and integrity of their 
political associates. 

The judgment, intelligence, and honesty of these delegates is not 
more pronounced while serving as members of a State legislature 
than it is while serving as delegates to a State convention, charged 
with the responsibility of nominating a capable and efficient candi- 
date for the office of chief magistrate of the State. Under the pres- 
ent method of electing United States Senators, the Federal Constitu- 
tion confers all the power and responsibility upon the home legis- 
latures, bodies that not were elected to look after anything but the 
local interests of the State. 

From their action there can be no appeal. Whereas under the 
proposed change in the Constitution the responsibility and power 
is transferred from the legislatures of the several States to the peo- 
ple of those States, who are the creators of the legislatures, where 
it rightfully belongs. As the custom is to-day, all responsibility of 
the Senator to any recognized authority ceases the moment he has 
been vested with the power to represent the sovereignty of his 
State. For six long years he enjoys liberty and freedom to do just 
what he pleases, owing responsibility for his acts to nobody. 

No matter how oppressive his conduct ma 
faithlessly his pledges may be broken, the Leoule have no power or 
authority to call him to account for his acts. Nor even at the end 
of his six years term is any accountability rendered before he again 
becomes a candidate for reelection. The members of the legislature 
by whom he was elected have long since been retired for good. In 
the new body, possibly not a dozen members can be found who 
were privileged to vote for him six years before. 

But, Mr, Speaker, in these days of political enlightenment and 


become nor how 
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political independence the nomination of a party convention by no 


means indicates an election by the people at the polls, even if the 
nominating party is in the majority. The nominee of the party 
must now submit his candidacy to the people whose representative 
he proposes to become before he can be vested with authority to act. 


If the convention in its preliminaries and methods has been fyiy 
and honest, and the nomination in all respects a commendable one 
it unquestionably will receive tho indorsement of its party at th, 
polls, 

If, on the contray, the methods resorted to in making the nomiua 
tion have been improper and reprehensible, and the candidate |, 
unfit, the qualified electors have it yet in their power to repudiaty 
the nomination of such questionable conventions and either refrain 
from voting or vote for whom they please. The Australian ballot 
system, though still somewhat defective in some States, permits this 


to bedone. In no other way can an honest expression of the popu- 
lar will be given, and the choice of the qualified electors be mace 
manifest. 


‘rom time to time charges of bribery and corruption 
have been openly made, both by the press and the people, in con- 
nection with the election of United States Senators, and such charges 
will from time to time be made while Senators are elected by the 
present mode. 

I freely admit that charges of fraud and corruption will also be 
made when the Constitution is amended according to the method 

roposed and senatorial nominations are made in conventions. 
Mankind must be regenerated when the political prize is so great 
and the temptation to wrong and injustice so strong before honest 
primaries and conventions can be counted on as the rule. 

But, Mr. Speaker, while the elections of Senators by State legis 
latures give the people no voice whatsoever in their selection in the 
interim between the holding of the conventions and elections, plenty 
of time will be afforded the qualified electors for considering the 
merits of the nominated candidates. The candidate of the legisla 
ture may have been but the candidate of an hour, nominated by a 
legislative ring, sprung on a legislative body and railroaded to the 
Capitol at Washington, and as I myself haye seen it done by the 
scheme of the moment. 

Unquestionably the candidate elected in the case referred to 
was not the approved candidate of his own party nor would he have 
been the choice of the opposing party, which furnished the bulk 
of votes in this instance necessary to elect him. A fusion of a dis- 
gruntled handful of members of his own party with all the mem- 
bers of the other was made for the purpose of defeating the candi- 
date of his party. With but two or three exceptions nobody ever 
clearly understood \hy this was done nor who other than the 
successful Senator was the most benefited by the arrangement. 

I deny that corruption, bribery, and fraud would be increased if 
popular elections were substituted for the present mode. That 
there is frand and rascality perpetrated at the polls even under the 
Australian ballot system is a well known and recognized iact. 
Evidence of this is not wanting. Where unscrupulous men handle 
the machinery there always will be more or less dishonesty; but 
the point made by those who oppose the election of Senators by the 
people is that this corruption, bribery, and fraud will be increased 
in the nominating conventions, made necessary under the new 
method. 

This is absurd, Mr. Speaker, on the face of it. Every man wh» 
has had any experience in political life knows that the same influ 
ence and power for good or evil which control and dominate th: 
election of delegates to a State convention are equally potent in 
influencing the nomination of representatives to State legislatures. 
The fraud and corruption exercised in electing delegates to conven- 
tions in the interest of certain candidates would be equally potent 
in nominating representatives to the State legislatures in the interest 
of the same candidates. 

But the election of United States Senators is never made an open 
issue in the election of State representatives. A candidate’s judg- 
ment in local matters alone is considered; but if in a secret under- 
hand way political wire pullers should nominate members for the 
State legislature for the sole object of electing some man to tlic 
United States Senate, then the people are deceived and injured, 
and local interests being disregarded must naturally suffer. In the 
interest of popular protection and public safety the legislatur 
should be divorced from this power and the responsibility placed 
in the possession of the people to whom it rightfully belongs. | 
realize that infamy, outrage, and wrong are sometimes practiced 
in caucuses, primaries, and conventions, which if known and under- 
stood by the great community of qualified electors would be oftene: 
met with their bitter condemnation. 

Corruption and wrong do not end there, however; the evil influ 
ence can reach into legislative halls and fasten corruption there as 
well. The politicians who nominate and elect tools can, if they 
desire, use the tools afterward for the benefit of the money power 
and the corporation and as a matter of private speculation. Cor- 

rations not seeking legislation can be frequently ordered wit) 

eats to stand and deliver, as honest citizens are sometimes stood 
up by highwaymen. Bargains can be made with capital which 
wants special legislation. ; 
By the aid of political wire pullers and their willing legislative 
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tools, laws can be enacted for the benefit of capital, which empower it 
to fatten and flourish for all time on the sweat and blood of the 
very people whose misdirected votes elected these corrupt legisla- 
tive tools to squeeze and rob them; while the bribed may pocket 
put thousands, the bribers can realize millions, and the honest, 
well-intentioned but deluded voters, who sometimes struggle and 
fight for hours in wrangling caucuses to elect these candidates, are 
now for all time saddled with the privilege of paying for it. 

In the mean time, the man with the “pull,” who has so success- 
fully “pulled” them, struts about with the air of a king; nay 
even greater than that, the air of a czar; for like a czar, docs he 
not hold the life and death of his victims in his hands? If his 
slightest wish be disregarded he can thrust the poor laborer from 
his employment in the city service (which is the citizen’s service) 
and leave him with hungry wife and weeping babes barefooted in 
the city streets. Oh, the power of these men with a “pull!” 

These men, who know the back entrance of every scheming cor- 
poration inthe Commonwealth! Who have snatched from the citi- 
zens of the city the control of the city service. Who have snatched 
from the voters of the city the city patronage and the city property 
to use for their own personal benefit. Who, if they do not occupy 
high elective offices, control the nominations of those who do. Who 
perhaps have managed to secure appointive political positions for 
themselves and members of their families with extraordinary powers 
and large salaries attached thereto, all paid for by the citizens of the 
city, who have in —_— cases converted the city halls of the 
country into city hospitals for the benefit of family and self. 

In some of the large cities of the country political rings, led and 
controlled by men of this stamp, have managed to get hold of polit- 
ical machines. By shameless bargaining and secret corruption, by 
selling their influence to corporations and capitalistic schemers, 
who buy the laws and makers of laws as a farmer buys cattle, they 
have fastened a vice-like grip upon the body politic. Their lien- 
tenants, understrappers, and tools are, by their influence, frequently 
made members of political committees, officials in city councils, and 
members of State legislatures, aye, even of higher elective offices 
at times, and must patronize and serve their masters or remain at 


home. 

These political czars are the Monte Cristos of public life, who do 
not waste any time on games formarbles. The world is ours is their 
motto, and at times it looksso. Immense political organizations are 
perfected by these men, embracing local district committees, with 
vast armies of oy oneperes who do their bidding only upon com- 
pulsion and by order of the heads of departments. 

These organizations are assisted by the beneficiaries of city con- 
tracts and by the employés of their political partners and allies, 
conspiring corporations who, with the touch of the Monte Cristo 
button, fairly swarm into caucuses and primaries with an organ- 
ized force which the unorganized voters find almost hopeless to 
overcome. Every trick and device known to the rat, weasel, and 
fox is resorted to by these autocrats of politics both before the — 
mariesand conventions and in them to gain the upperhand. Of their 
methods it can be truthfully said: “‘No king so strong can tie the 
gall up in the slanderous tongue.” From commencement to finish 
there is not a single stage of the battle that the contest is not theirs, 
for they can count in or out as they please. 

No man can become a member of a political committee or 
delegate to a convention who will not subordinate his will to 
the exactions of the ring. Every means to coerce and control is 
adopted. To strengthen their hold a city contract is given here, a 
city situation is tendered there; a delegate’s father, brother, or 
relative obtains employment in the city service whose backbone 
shows signsof weakening. Everything is done through the patron- 
age of the city and the help of the corporations to strengthen and 
perpetuate their power. Undercircumstances like these a dishonest 
and unscrupulous ring can continue its contro] from year to year. 

No caucus reform laws nor political rules ever made, even if hon- 
estly lived up to, which they never would be in a close call, could 
——- the qualified electors from the organized power the dis- 

onest machine practices and the unscrupulous methods of these 
political usurpers. 

The conscientious public servant, after years of toil devoted to 
the cause of humanity and the people who have honored him, who 
has fought inch by inch against every encroachment of cold-blooded 
monopoly and conspiring capital, finds his honorable service but 
an argument and a weapon raised against his election to higher 
office. Though honor is inscribed on every page of his spotless 
public record, without means for organization to prevent it, he sees 
these vampires of political life, who never knew what it was to 

raw an honest political breath, dictating his political destruc- 
tion in the name of party organization. 

The one whom neither money, self-interest, nor corporation 

bery could purchase, denied all city patronage by the ring, 
ded by the corporations, while either wholly unnoticed or 
willfully misrepresented by a subordinated press, is left out in the 
cold; while the other, protected and lauded by the same press, 
loaded with the boodle of corruption, with the patronage of the 
great city hall in his hands, walks off with the office besides. Their 
vaunted political ability and political power are corruption pure 
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and simple. Take their grasp from the city service, the city patron- 
age, and the corporation, sha striplings will at once become their 
masters. ‘While the honest men outnumber the rogues ten to one, 
yet the rogues have ten times as much to say in Government as the 
onest men. We seek deliverance from the iron heel of a political 
absolutism which is willing that the city and country should go to 
ruin so long as power, patronage, and pelf may be the heritage of 
its henchmen.” But, Mr. Speaker, there is a remedy for all this. 

Charles Sumner, in 1851, said: 

True politics are simply morals applied to public affairs 

The remedy is in the hands of the people. 
apply it. 
tors bythe people nominations under such conditions as these cit 
would often prove worthless. The most important factor in citi 
zenship to-day is education. With the progress of education the 
political enlightenment of the citizen has increased. 

Take my ownState of Massachusetts, for instance. There, edu- 
cation is compulsory. There the public-school system has existed 
for about two hundred and fifty years. There, where elections are 
annual, political independence of thought and action, which is the 
safety-valve of the citizen and the protection of the State, has become 
a growing feature. The same is true of many other States in the 
Union. Nominations forced by political ‘‘ bosses,” which subvert 
the people’s wishes, arecontinually rebuked. Evidence of the truth 
of thiscan be shown on the floor of this House this year and in 
recent years, and will in greater degree be seen in future years. 

Therefore the claim made that an amendment which provides for 
the election of United States Senators by popular vote will simply 
mean a transfer of elections from State legislatures to political con- 
ventions, can be shown to be misleading and erroneous on the face 
of it. The fact is, such elections will be transferred to the people, 
who are the source of all power, to whom the elections rightfully 
belong. 

There, with advancing thought and civilization, with develop- 
ing consciousness of responsibility and power, the path of these 
cheap politicians and their business partners, the artful corporations 
and money trusts of the nation, will not be as smooth as they are 
to-day. The present system of electing United States Senators is not 
a feature of Republicanism. It has no connection with Democracy. 
It is subversive of the citizens’ rights, who to-day have nothing 
whatsoever to say about who shall represent them in the Senate, 
while their enemies, political corporations and avaricious monopo- 
lies have. 

Further, the opponents of electing United States Senators say: 
“Tt will absolve the larger States from living up to the constitu- 
tional obligation which provides that no State shall be deprived of 
equal representation without its own consent.” It is impossible to 
conceive of an imagination that could be impressed by such an 
argument as this. Such aflimsy pretext will frighten nobody. The 
late conflict settled forever the right of a single State to secede. 
The compact of Union has been sealed for eternity. It is in truth a 
Union one and inseparable. This proposition is not to change the 
character of the Constitution. 

It is not to deny the sovereign entity of the State. It proposes 
to strengthen it in its coequal representation with the sister States 
by going to the fountain head and source of sovereignty, the people 
themselves. The sovereignty of a State is in the people of the 
State. When you say the State should have a voice in the election 
of United States Senators, you mean the people who are qualified 
electors of the State. What constitutes a State? 

Men, high-minded men, * * * 


It is for them to 
By the proposed method of electing United States Sena- 
ed 


Men who their duties know, 


But know their rights, and knowing dare maintain. 
. * ° * * . 


These constitute a State. * * 

All the world over, Mr. Speaker, the march of freedom and prog- 
ress is onward. The mechanic and laborer of to-day, unlike their 
antecedents of one hundred years ago, are sovereign rulers and 

olitical economists. The knowledge of government and economic 
aws is no longer confined to graduates of Harvard and Yale. Every- 
where the voice of the people is heard growing louder and louder. 
As education opens up, civilization and enlightenment follow, and 
a higher type of man is the result. 

Manhood is asserting itselfand manhood’srights must beregarded. 
But while under our Constitution, where all are born free and equal, 
the people have been guaranteed the broadest freedom from inter- 
ference in the pursuit of happiness and the right to govern carries 
with it the consent of the governed, it is an undeniable fact that, 
of the three departments of the National Government, the House of 
Representatives alone is directly elected by and owes strict acconnt- 
ability to the people. 

In the legislative department the Senate is as far removed from, 
and at times appears to owe as little direct responsibility to, the 
people whose agent and subject it is, as the Czar of the Russias. 
The Cabinet officers are appointed by the President, and as far as 
responsibility is concerned, are beyond the touch of the popular 

se. As to the Supreme Court Justices, they are appointed to 
Tite tenure by the President, owing no responsibility for their action 
and rendering none to anybody. 
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The wisdom of vesting power for a lifetime in this branch of our 
National Government has for a long time been a matter of serious 


ynblie consideration. When a Justice of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, whose function is to pass finally on questions affect- 
ing individual and public rights, so far forgets himself as to 
announce an opinion at a public banquet upon a matter whieh is 
liable to come before him for judgment at any time, it is high time 
to order a halt. : 

The following extract from an open letter to the Washington 
Post of January 31, 1894, addressed by me, is a universally indorsed 
opinion of Justice Brewer’s contemptuous remarks at Yale College 
last winter: 

That adustice of the Supreme Court of the United States, whose function is 
to pass finally upon questions affecting individual and public rights, should hold 
the view that the laborer should sacr his righite rather than incur the risk 
of coming to want is startling information, but that he should gravely announce 
that opinion in a public address as being be the range of controversy, is the 
danger signat which, as a nation, we shall do well to heed. 

Onr forefathers could have lived without destitution under the oggrecsions of 
the mother country, but they chose to risk life itself, and bore cheerfully the 
devastation of their properties and the famine of Forge and other camps, 
rather than saerifiee the rights and liberties of freemen. Themen who co 
the great army of ind are not. to be denied their rights and foreclosed 
the ae to which all free persons are entitled by false assumptions flip- 

antly expressed. 
- But wate a representative of that body, which all Americans have been taught 
to revere as the source of wisdom the fountain head. of justice, publicly 
imdulges in remarks which sneer at the nation’s honored dead and scot at the 
rights of those living who constitute the nation’s ongner and the nation’s pride, 
Ww 


it may well he as whether judicial life ten ich has been posed a 
safeguard, is net, en the othor hand, a dongumenmumne to our institations and 
an anomalous feature in a republican plan. of government. It could not be tho 
experience of the judge or the training of the publicist which induced the objec- 
tionable utterance above discussed. 

Was it, then, suggested and prompted by the associations and flatteries of 
wealth and station, and of pride, and pomp and power, and life-long place? What- 
ever induoed the ex ions, the man who referred to an.ex-P ‘tas the hus- 
band of Mrs. Hayes, and to the laborer as ono whose rights and privileges.are 
satisfied by a chance to earn his bread, will henceforth be remembered chie in 
comnection with the man who exclaimed, ‘‘ The public be d——d!"’ and thato 
who unintentionally said, “A dollar a day is enough for any laboring man.” 

With sueli object lessons before us; with dissatisfaction and dis- 
tress on every hand; with confidence shaken and the business 
interests of a great nation disturbed, is if not high time that we set 
about to regain the power which we have so carelessly permitted 
to pass from our hands? Everywhere despotism, whether of kings 
or rings, is meeting with popular resistance, while education and 
civilization are lighting the way to independence of thought and 

opular freedom, While in ‘America our own House of Lords’ 

as been reesntly receiving the close and undivided attention of our 
urgent and clamorous American People, Great Britain has its con- 
temporary in irresponsibility, the “English House of Lords,” upon 
the run. 

Thongh but the abolition of the veto power is asked for at this 
time, in the end nothing but the abolition of the House of Lords 
itself will satisfy. With the Australian ballot in Australia the Lib- 
eraland Couservative parties are continually held in leash by tle 
Independents in Parliament. Four years ago in New South Wales 
the independent members of Parliament, the majority of whom were 
members of labororganizations and trades unions, threw one branch 
of the goverament out of power, and followed it up in the follow- 
ing month by throwing the other out, also. 

Again in New Zealand last year the Independents, making one 
last offort, turned a great conservative majority into a great radi- 
eal majority. A member of the New Zealand u House had his 
commission thrust through a bolt hole te him while he was working 
on the inside of a boiler. Two other members had their commis- 
sions laid on their cases while they were setting type. Another, a 
porter in a warehouse, had his commission hin him while he 
was lifting heavy bales of goods, and when the governor of the 
colony was asked why heissued commissions to common workingmen 
as legislators, he pointed out tothem that they were among the lead- 
ing —— made so through the adoption of the Australian system 
o oting. 

Mr. Speaker, this Government was instituted forthe common good ; 
it was intended for a Government ofthe people, by the ple, and 
for the peeple; it was meant for their protection and their safety; 
it was created for their happiness and not for the profit and private 
interest of a class, whose indifference to and contempt for our insti- 


tutions are a menace and a disgrace. The people have grown tired 
of this arrogance of ae rightand usurpation of popular author- 
ity which theanarchy of wealth forced upon them. Piag demand 


that their Government be restored to them; that it become indeed 
what to-day it is but in name, the Government of the people. To- 
day the anarehy of wealth is on top, while patriotism and principle 
are underneath. The great American le love freedom—next 
to Heaven, they revere that holy and enned liberty which 
sanetifies and lights the path to the Great Eternal. It is their right 
they seek, their constitutional and god-given right, and a right 
which, - this time forth, they mean to maintain. [Lond ap- 

Mr. TUCKER. I ask unanimous. consent that all gentlemen 
who address the House on this subject may beallowed to extend 
their remarks in the Recorp. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is thero objection to the 
quest of the gentleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Speaker, if we can get unanim 
consent to extend the debate for twenty minutes, I should ba yo, 
glad, as it would relieve me of one or two promises for tim 
L have made. I ask unanimous consent to take the vote 
twenty minutes past 4 o’clock, instead of at 4. Would th 
agreeable to the gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. TUCKER. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Isthereobjection to the r 
of the gentleman from Ohio to extend the debate to twenty 
utes past 4 o’clock, instead of taking the vote at 4 o'clock 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I yield five minutes to the gen’ 
from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN}. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I shall not attempt, in 
limited time that I have, to discuss with the gentleman who } 
jest taken his seat [Mr. MCETTRICK] the question of plutocra: 

agree with him that the use of money in politics is | 

at anda dangerous evil, but I do not agree with him t! 
is.as extensive as. he seems to think, for if that were the 
certainly would never have been a member of Congress. 

T have never had the good fortune, financially, to. be a p! 
crat myself, and the.class of men who send me to Congress 
not of thatcharacter. I do not see any objection to the pa: 
of this bill, Mr. Speaker, unlessit be, perhaps, that it gives 
some of the rights and powers which the Federal Govern 
has over the election of its own officers. But what I[ desire 
do.in the few moments that I have is to refer to some of the: 
marks’ that. were made by my friend from Missouri[Mr. Di \»- 
MOND}. He says.it is a notorious fact that in nota few insta 
in the history of this country, particularly in its more r 
history, persons have been elected to membership in the Uni 
States Senate by the present method ofselection by the L 
latures of the various States who.certainly would not have 
chosen had the choice been left with the people. 

I do not refer to this statement with the intention ofatis 
ing to confute it. Ihavonodoubtofitscorrectness. But wh a 
did the gentleman mean? Did he referto any whowere consii 
ered particularly hardened and refractory Democratic sinners 
the President, when yesterday he took the Democratic Se 
across his knee and gaveitsuch a blistering spanking, in thes 
what remarkuble and very emphatic letter which hesent ' 
House through the medium of the chairman of the Comm 
on Ways and Means? That Democratic Senators deserved ' 

king, and indeed as a rule generally merit that ki: 
primitive and effective discipline, I am sure no one on this «! 
of the House will for a moment question. 

But whether the giving it to them, and at the same | 
strongly admonishing the Democratic House of what the | 
utive regards as its duty, justata time when a great m 
of great national importance is under consideration in 
gress, is not such an interference with the Legislative bran 
the Government, asshould not be made necessary by the 
pacity. and wickedness of Democratic members ofthe 5 
and House, isa question ofa very much more difficult ands 
eharacter. It looks tome to a great humiliation to 
country that its Congress should be controlled by a party : 
ing such severe discipline from such a source. Its patrio 
if it has any, and its sense of responsibility to the people, o 
to be sufficient to keep it in line with its pledges, and resi: 
its er desire to inflict immeasurable disaster upon the: 
earl 





Applause on the Repubicanside.]} 
Hef er says that. obscure and unknown men are supp: 
by powerful interests. 


e refers to the Senate. I do not intend to dispute | 
There is no question about the correctness of his statemen' 
have no doubt that he.refers to a recent contest in the 
and therefore he refers to members of his own party in ‘ 
body. Now, what I a of and the people resent, 
Speaker, is not so much that these Senators are suppor': 
werful combinations as that they support the combin: 
Ft is not that powerful combinations support them that w 
plore:so much as it is that they control them, and hence ° 
ceived from the Democratic Senate the other day a tar! i 
which, while it takes care of the trusts and protects the 2°"! 
combinations in this country, atthe same time leaves the / 
the stonecutter, the lumberman, the woolgrower, the mi!) 
factory hands, and the workingmen in our Northern towns un 
tected, with diminished profits and reduced wages, or driven b 
idleness, and hence into poverty and distress. 
Mr. DOCKERY rose. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. [ would like to yield to my friend, » 


the limited time allotted to me I can not de so. 
The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dz ARMOND], in the couse 
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of his. remarks yesterday, felt obliged to reiterate the stale | 


phrase which we so often hear, of the concentration of power in 
the Federal Government. And the gentleman from Indiana 


Mr. HOLMAN], while discussing the bill which provided for the | 


creation of another judge, took up the same theme and very 
earnestly contended against the extension of Federal authority, 
declaring for the old doctrine of State rights which gave to this 
country nullification, the rebellion with its four years of civil 
war, and was but the other day strenuously appealed to bya 
Democratic governor and mayor, to sustain lawlessness, rioting, 
and the wanton destruction of property. 

There: is something remarkable and suggestive in the time 
when these remonstrancesagainst Federal authority are made. 


The Demoerats in this.Congress have formulated a tariff bill | 


to destroy every great industry in the North. Its uniform dis- 
crimination: against Northern prosperity. is so marked, and. so 
boldly stands. out in all the schedules of that bill, that hardly a 
doubt can exist that its main purpese was a deliberate attack by 


the leaders and controllers of the Democratie party upon the | 


vital interests. of that section of the country which defeated 
them in their attempt toe destroy the Union. ' 
The very menace of this bill has paralyzed our business, and 


changed a condition of prosperity unprecedented in the world’s | 


history to desolation and almost universal distress. 


The gentleman who has taken his seat, in his vehement dis- | 


quisition upon plutoeracy, excitedly exclaims, ‘‘ Where are our 
farmersand our laborers?” I will inform him. They are im- 
peverished, many of them pinched with want, and suffering un- 


der the blasting influence of the threatened tariff legislation of | 
In the malignant. shadow of that proposed legislation | 
our mills and factories have been stopped, our mines have been | 


his party. 


abandoned, our furnace fires have been. put,out, our merchants 
have seen their sales contract, the wages of labor have been re- 
duced, every industry haa suffered, and our workingmen have 
been doomed to the low plane of living of the pauperized and 
wretched laborers of the Old World. 

This they resent. They not ee rebel against it. 
They justly and righteously feel that they deserve na such ter- 
rible doom at. the hands of the party which at present controls 
the legislation of the country. Why should laws so cruel in 
their effect be prepared for them? Great strikes result, and 
are attended: by lawlessness and violence at the hands of the 
vicious, some of whom are to be found among all classes of our 

eople. 

r The President. calls into use thastrong arm of the lederal 
power and represses riot. He does not wait for the governors 
of States:to- call forhelp. Even against the protest of the Dem- 
ocratic governor of Illinois, and in opposition to the wishes of 
the Demoeratie mayor of Chicago, he sends the Federal troops 
into the States where lawlessness exists to repress it, to pre- 
teet. the conveyance of the mails, secure the freedom of inter- 
state commerce, and enforce the processes of the I’ederal courts, 

Never before in the history of the Government, not even at 
the breaking out of the rebellion or in the nullification period, 
was the Federal authority in the States more sternly and abso- 
lutely asserted than by the present Executive in the case of the 
recent railroad strikes. And hisaction wasalmost unanimously 
indorsed. im this House amid vociferous applause, especially on 
the Demoeratic side, while it found a no less enthusiastic sup- 
port in the Democratic Senate. 

The President found among the statutes of his country a force 
bill much stronger than that which Demoerats have so often 
declared against, and which their party defeated in the Senate. 
I mean the bill to secure fair eleetions in the South and in cer- 


tain great Northern cities, where Democrats control the ballot | 


boxes and corrupt the elective franchise. He vigorously ap- 
plied that force bill and enforeed its execution at the muzzle of 
the revolver and point of the bayonet. 


This concentration of Federal power you indorsed with even | 


ostentatious a use. But, as if you realized that you had re- 
pudiated your old theory and come over onto the Republican 
eae n which we have always held and announced that the 

nited States constituted one nation, with ample power in its 
Constitution for self-preservation, you hasten ‘o begin again 
to sing your old songoef State ; ts and the danger of the 


a of national authority. plause on the Kepublican 
side. 


It is a significant fact and a glorious trium 


y of Republican 
| gy mang that when by the violation of one o 


those principles 


your legislation vou had reduced the t prosperit 
known in ry to disaster and ruin, and aicetkien. 


men into idleness, destitution, and despair, a Democratic Ad- 
ministration found itself obliged to enforce a law involving 
another Republican en e principle of national author- 
ity te quell a riat which the menace of its own vicious legisla- 


477] 


applause on the Republi- 
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tion had indireetly produced. [Grea 
can. side. | 

The gentleman said again: Yet the people of Missouri, in 
their interest in legislation, are as much atfected by the vote for 
| the right as the vote for the wrong, if the vote be cast by aSen- 
| ator from the distant State of New Hampshire asifitcamefrom 
a Missouri Senator. 

And here the gentleman is. getting upon Re 


publican g inu- 
ground which he repudiated when he voted against l’ederal su- 
| pervision of Federal elections. We declared that while we did 
| not propese that.Cengress should meddle with local elections in 


the States, yetin. the election of membersof Congress and electors 
of Presidentand Vice-President,a man in Maine is quite as muc! 

interested in the election in Missouri as in his own State, and 
has the same right to demand a fair election in the one State a 

the other; and also that it is not only the right but the duty of 
the Federal Government to seo that the polls are properly 
guarded, that the voters are not deprived of free and safe access 
to the ballot boxes, and that a fair count and an honest return 
of the votes are made. Yet you who vote to indorse the use of 
Federal troops. in the States, even against the protests of their 
| governors, deny the right of the federal Government to protect 
the election of its own officers. 

The recent.aetion of the President, while it shows in a glar- 
ing light your inconsistencies, is a triumph of Republican prin- 
ciples too complete and conspicuous to be overcome by any eraw- 
| fishing on the part of any Democratic Congressmen who have 
| enthusiastically indorsed it. 

Mr. TUCKER.. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. Ds ForREsT}. 

Mr. DE: FOREST. Mr. Speaker, I admit myself to be one of 
those whoyield with great reluctance to any proposed change 
in our Federal Constitution. It is not, [ think, simply the or- 
dinary, conservative: sentiment which shrinks from substituting 
the untried for the tried, and which prefers to endure greatilis 
that. we have rather than flee to others that we know not of 
not simply this that makes such innovations so questionable 
but the cireumstances-that surrounded the origin and construc 
tion of that great instrument were of a character to invest 
with a singular value, and a peculiar reverence, a value which 
we well may fear to mar while seeking to enhance, a reverence 
which selemnly forbids all rash approaches, all thoughtless 
trifling, allinconsideraie meddling. ‘Think of it for a moment. 
There. was. the occasion, perhaps the most momentous in all 
| political history, when the people of thirteen sovereign 


UU 


States 
| bordering upon.each other, each severally possessed of the in 
| comparably precious rightof local self-government, won by their 
| united aetion from the grasp of foreign domination, were 
ing by the dim and ghostly light of meager and disheartenin 

precedents, for some plan by which to preserve and perpetuat 
that boon for themselves and future generations against 
assaults of common foes, the outbreaks of mutual jealousy, an 
the 2buses. which ambition and corruption will ever generate ir 
a popular system of government. 

The despotism of the Old World was scowling at the experi 
ment, ardently desiring and confidently expecting its failure. 
The weary and discouraged heart of oppressed humanity on every 
shore was sending up fervent prayers for itssuccess. The testi- 
mony of dead heroes from new graves—the incense of patriotic 
blood fresh spilled—the still-echoing thunders of war, like 11 
| sanctus: bell, all conspired and combined to make the ho 

of surpassing significance,of veritable consecration. Amid 
| impressive auspices, and in such a crucible of fiery experien 
was the work of that memorial convention of 1787 purged of ev 
ery petty, partisan, and selfish ingredient, and reduced to th 
solid gold of purest patriotism and noblest statesmanship. And 
| then there were. the men engaged in that worlkk—men who hail 


grop 


+} 


AnD 1 


Ons 


pledges all that was precious to its faithful prosecution, and 
| who: had attested their fidelity to that pledge in deadly battle’s 
ordeal. 


Great men indeed, not because they were endowed with any 
essentially different or vastly higher natural qualities than po 
| sessed by others, but because they heard the voices and 
sponded to the call. This is what has constituted the great 
ones of the world. Not only Joan of Are, but every other soul 
that, listening, has caught the first sound of the herald of truth 
and duty and answered to the invocation. Such was the Abra- 
ham of Ur, the Moses of Midian, the David of the sheep cote, the 
Saul of Damaseus, and such were the heroes and sages, who 
laying down the sword, took up the penand framed and exe- 
cuted as:though with the very essence of their hearts thi Ww 
Testament of our liberties. oe 

In this age, when sham and subterfuge, when party intrigue, 
when c schemes of slavish paternalism, when projects 


for the absorption of patronage, when combinations and con- 
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spiracies to prostitute the powers of the State to the purposes 
of private and sectional greed and ambition play such conspic- 
uous part in the dramu of public affairs, it is refreshing and it 
excites our wondering admiration to look back and see how 
those men, differing as they did widely and zealously as to the 
best means for the attainment of the common object, yet with 
one voice and united hands applied to the settlement of every 
doubt and every question the great criterions of elementary 
justice. And beyond all this, sir, it indeed seems to me, and 
the more I reflect upon it the more I am impressed with the be- 
lief, that there was in the evolutions of that period something 
far transcending all mere human wisdom and strength. 

It seems as though the eternal spirit of cr that in all 
former dispensations of government had inhabited only the Di- 
vine breast, manifesting itself perhaps to the children of oppres- 
sion only in some awful Shekinah, some beckoning star, some 
burning bush, some thunder from Sinai, now descended in its 
supernatural force and plenitude and filled that chamber where 
those men were assembled and filled their hearts and minds witha 
truly Pentecostal inspiration. Well, then, may we hesitate and 
refuse, except upon the clearest evidence of the most urgent ne- 
cessity, to lay the finger of change upon a line or syllable of that 
venerable Constitution. And yet, sir, changes have been made, 
and in some instances at least have proved salutary. Andasa 
part of that very Constitution, and asa part of the wisdom and 
patriotism that pervades it, there is this provision for such 
amendment. : 

It was perceived that in the developments of time dangers to 
the body core might arise, the distinct character of which 
could not be foreseen, and for which nospecific remedy or safe- 
guard could then be devised. And I am convinced, sir, that 
such a danger we have now encountered in that mode of Sen- 
atorial election which it is the oo of the present amendment 
to rectify. Of the fundamental idea of the fathers, that the 
Senate should stand asthe bulwark of the sovereignty and equal 
rights of the State in the Federal Union, experience has abun- 
dantly demonstrated the wisdom. Abundantly bas it been 
demonstrated that our popular institutions, and that liberty 
which those institutions are designed to guard and perpetuate, 
are in no way so likely to be lost or imperiled as by any aban- 
donment or relaxation of that idea. 

The drift has been toward centralization, and every step in 
that direction is, in my tee a perilous departure from 
the safe vantage ground ofindividual freedom. Every safeguard 
which the Constitution affords against that tendency ought to 
be cherished, strengthened, and perfected. But in order that 
this supreme function should be properly discharged by the 
Senate it is, above all things, necessary that the men selected 
for that exalted duty should be of a character commensurate 
with its importance, and the mode of election should be such 
as in the highest — degree to secure men of that charac- 
ter. When the Constitution was adopted, the election of Sena- 
tors by the Legislatures of the several States was supposed to be 
the mode best calculated to attain that end. Perhaps at that 
period it was. 

The politicians of those days were statesmen. The man who 
was selected from all the rest by the people of his little com- 
munity to represent them in the councils of the State was so 
chosen because he was believed to be, and in fact was, the one 
of all best fitted to act in that capacity; and he accepted the 
mission as a duty, not asa privilege, as a solemn and sacred 
trust, to the faithful discharge of which the best energies of 
his heart and mind were to be devoted. 

He went to the Legislature as he had gone to the field, to 
carry out in civil life the same ideas for which he had drawn 
the sword; to save the necks of his countrymen from needless 
yokes; their limbs from unnecessary fetters; their enterprise, 
their activity, their natural energy from vexatious intermed- 
dling; to see that they were leftin the continued enjoymentof the 
largest possible measure of personal independence consistent with 
the bare preservation of public order. He stood there asa sen- 
tinel upon guard for that eae. The thought of pecuniary 
reward; of bettering his own financial condition; of special in- 
terests to serve; of jobs to carry through, was as eet to his 
mind as the thought oftreason had been when he faced the 
British cannon. 

To men in State Legislatures imbued with such a spirit, it 
seemed to the framers of our Constitution that it might safely 
be left to choose for their respective States the Senators who 
were to exhibit the same spirit and uphold the same principles 
in the greater councils of the nation. I suppose, sir, it was ut- 
terly inconceivable to the noble souls who stood among the 
still eee yen fires of that great Revolution, and considered 
the awful sacrifices which that emancipated people had freel 
made in the contest for self-government, that anv individu 


among them or their posterity could fall so lowas to barter away 
so rich a possession, gained at such a cost, for base ambition o) 
for filthy gold. 

eens however, such a state of affairs has come about. 
and venalty and corruption, in the exercise of those politica! 
functions which were so hardly won and so generously trans. 
mitted to us, have now become the chief bane in our republican 
system of government, a poison that is spreading in that sys. 
tem every hour, is even now approaching its vitals, and whic) 
unless repelled by seasonable antidotes, will ultimately, and a; 
no very distant day, bring stupor and death. 

The chief causes are threefold. First, an undervaluationy 
the individual citizen of the privileges and obligations of his 
citizenship. By long-continued and uninterrupted enjoyment 
of his liberty he has lost a sense of its value, and has forgo!te; 
that eternal vigilance is the price of its preservation. T 
lulled to a feeling of security, Se has slept at his post, or dal 
with the enemy, or has allowed inferior motives to govern his 
public action. The merchant has said, ‘‘I will not go to the 
polls lest I offend my customers.” The laboring man has said, 

‘I will not take the time to vote, for I shall lose a day’s wages. 
The manufacturer has said, ‘‘I will take no interest in polit 
except so far as necessary to secure govermental aid and protec: 
tion for my particular industry.” 

The man of no occupation and no principle has said, ‘*I wil 
only cast my ballot for the party that will pay me the highest 
price.” Seltish all, unpatriotic all, dishonest all, and yet non 
of them perhaps realizing that by such base conduct they have 
been boring holes in the bottom of the gallant ship in which ow 
common possessions, our freedom, our prosperity, our social and 
domestic happiness, and all that can make life worth living are 
embarked. second cause of this corruption and venality is 
found in the dangerous and wretched policy, which has ir 
recent years been so boldly announced and made such rapid 
strides, the policy of governmental control of and interference 
with the private business concerns of the p2ople. 

Every step in the direction of that policy is an additional in- 
ducement to bribery, holds out te the purchasable elector or 
a on the one hand, and to the corruptionist, on th: 
other, the temptation and the opportunity to make vile me:- 
chandise of the high and sacred officeof thefreeman. Of course 
if it isan admitted principle in the conduct of our affairs tha: 
enormous private interests can be legitimately concerned in th 
legislation of the Federal Government—thatthe sugar-growers 
the mine-owners, the steel-rail makers, the silver-producers. and 
other vast combinations of capital, can properly be entertain 
as parties in the councils of the nation—then it necessarily {ol- 
lows that they will endeavor to have their own chosen repre- 
sentative in the United States Senate, and that they will em. 
ploy such means as are best suited to that end; and that just in 
proportion as those great interests transcend all others in th 
amount of capital they represent and the sums at stake, so [2r 
will the rights and welfare of the common people be ignor 
and every great principle of justice be irammeled in the dust. 

And, again, the difficulty is aggravated ‘by the concentrati 
of wealth in single hands—the collosal fortunes of the few — th 
comparative poverty of the masses—creating in the minds 0! 
those who would be glad toresist such influences in the exercis 
of the electoral franchise, asense of helplessnessand discourace- 
ment, driving from the field of political action those of bette 
quality, and making Senatorial honors, in too many cases, t) 
easy and exclusive spoil of merely wealthy men. In 1787, wh 
could have pictured, by the utmost stretch of the imaginatio 
the inequalities of wealth—the prodigious growth of individ 
and corporate enterprises and accumulations, the insatiable 1a. 
pacity, the unblushing audacity, the irresistible coercive in ‘1 
ence of the money power in these United States to-day! 

By these causes, developing with most portentous rapidity 
recent years, it has become the first duty of all who believe 
and are attached to republican forms of government in their 
simplicity and purity, to resist these dangerous tendencies. 10! 
only by discouraging, and so far as possible uprooting thc 
causes themselves, but by imposing, within constitutional |imi- 
tations, all suitable and wholesome restraints upon their m \iz- 
nant effects. Such we believe will in some measure be the re- 
sult of an election of United States Senators directly by ' 
people. 

True, it will be only a partialremedy. True, evenin the po| 
ular election, venality and corruption will to some degree enter 
but with far less advantage and far inferior chances of succes: 
than in the election by the Legislature. In the election by the 
people, the opposing candidates are publicly named along enough 
time before the day of the ballot for a full examination and (> 
cussion of their comparative merits. It would not he deeme: 
feasible nor would it be conducing to victory for any varty to pul 
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{n nomination any candidate who had not the reauisite qualifi- 
cations {or the office, or who was not shown and believed to be 
free from all sinister employment or dictation. 

Therefore that class of candidates would not be apt to enter 
the lists, and their corrupting in‘luences would not therefore, in 
a popular election, be so apt tobe exercised. In the election by 
the Legislature of the State, on the other hand, no one knows 
in advance with any certainty between what candidates the 
choice lies. No opportunity is presented for that close scrutiny 
of their history, their affiliations, their business interests and 
connections, and their skill and experience in the duties of leg- 
islation, which a fair judgment and a just conclusion demand. 

Different candidates appear and disappear and perhaps re- 
appear in a long series of ballots, and Gently, the commonwealth 
may suddenly find itself in the proud possession of a Senator who 
had never before been thought of as a candidate except by some 
railroad corporation, or mining or other business trust, and who 
would never have been thought of by them even, except as he 
would, in exchange for their financial promotion of his candi- 
dacy, use his high office for their special benefit. Again, in the 
election by the people, the number of the electors is so great 
as to render any attempt at general bribery impracticable. 

With the safeguards that the several States of the Union have 
thrown about the ballot box in the way of registration, impar- 
tial inspection, and the secret ballot comparatively little can be 
accomplished by the unlawful use of money. And no one can 
know how decisive any particular degree of expenditure may 
be upon the result. The inducement, therefore, in such an elec- 
tion to corrupt methods is reduced toa minimum. In the elec- 
tion by the Legislature, on the other hand, the number of elect- 
ors is small. Every one of them can be seen. Every one can 
be tempted. The character, foibles, and availability for corrupt 
purposes of all can be thoroughly inspected and understood, and 
the relative strength of the several candidates can be estimated 
with substantial certainty. 

It therefore is known precisely how many votes can be counted 
upon, how many must be secured, what the expense will be; and 
it merely becomes a question who has the longest purse and who 
will make the most unscrupulous use of it. In the election by 
the people there is but one ballot, at stated places, on a stated 
day, and that is decisive. In the election by the Legislature it 
often happens, and can usually be so arranged by interested 
parties, that many ballots are taken, running through a number 
of days, in which, as the secret ballot and other like precautions 
can not be well adopted in such bodies, the preferences of each 
representative and the chances of each candidate can be can- 
vassed and speculated upon and the amount of effort required to 
produce any proposed result in later ballots readily determined. 

Obviously, therefore, we say, the election by the people is on 
every point better calculated to promote the honor of the Senate 
an welfare of the whole country. I therefore, sir, give my 
unqualified support to this measure. I feel that it has a claim 
upon our attentionsuperior to that of any other pending or con- 
templated legislation. It is idle to look for wholesome and re- 
freshing waters from fountains of defilement. It is worse than 
idle to expect that great popular reforms can be effected, the 
strongholds of hoary privilege broken down, the cries of the 
helpless and oppressed S heard, respected, and answered, so long 
as the agencies through which such relief is sougbt are freed 
from a sense of just responsibility by the pride of purchased 
power, or committed to the ignoble service of some private 
muster. 

This is the reform of reforms—the essential prerequisite to all 
safe progress, to ail sound conditions. 

_ We have stake 1 the hopes of our country on the sovereignty 
of the masses. In that direction lies our only prospect of na- 
tional immortality. The story of lost rights scattered all along 
the pathway of history admonishes us that the only sure guar- 
anty against such Josses is found in the actual, watchful, cease- 
less personal exercise of those rights by the freeman himself. 
That as the husbandman who would thrive must follow his own 
plow, or the merchant who would prosper must sit by his own 
counter, so in the higher pursuit of freedom— 

Let hearts who love her use their own tongues, 

Let every eye negotiate for itself, 

And trust no agent— 

for experience has shown that any other policy leads to disaster. 

Tyranny driven out by force returns by fraud. Confidence 
breeds imposition. Delegation of power is the prologue to 
usurpation. 

Let the intermediary be dispensed with. Let Senators be 
chosen by the direct vote of the people. | Applause. ] 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman | 
from New York {[Mr. BARTLETT]. 

Mr. BARTLE Mr. Speaker, I am told that the measure 
now under consideration is popular, and that it will be unponu- | 
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lar to oppose it. But I confess I can see no good reason for 
changing the organic structure of our Federal Constitution 
merely because of some irritation against the Senate owing to 
its counter action on the tariff, or because of some impatience 
at the delay caused by its protracted debates. 

It is proposed to amend the Constitution by providing that 
Senators hereafter shall be elected by the people of each State, 
instead of being chosen as now by the Legislature thereof. 

In the limited time assigned me, I shall endeavor to eall the 
attention of the House to the arguments urged in behalf of this 
resolution, and to demonstrate how essentially shallow and nar- 
row they are; and on the other hand, I shall call attention to 
the ideas which controlled the members of the Federal Consti- 
tution in 1787, and which led to the adoption of the existi: 
provision. 

If we examine the report of the committee, submitted by the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER], we find two reasons 
stated for this proposed change in our organic law. The first 
is that the Senate is not sufficiently responsive to the demands 
and the voice of the people; in other words, that it is too inde- 
pendent, that it is not dependent enough. He tells us that the 
present Senate is ‘‘an open obstruction to the popular will.” 
The other reason adduced by the gentleman has been found by 
him in certain magazine and newspaper statements, tending to 
show that the Senate is unpopular. 

It seems that he has read somewhere of a clamor for theaboli- 
tion of the Senate, similar to that which has been raised in 
Great Britain for the abolition of the House of Lords, and for 
that reason, in order to bring the Senate once more into popu- 
lar favor, we must change the mode of election of Senators: we 
must change in this respect the form of the Federa! Constitu- 
tion as it has existed ever since the 17th day of September, 1787. 

Looking further into this report we find cited a report sub- 
mitted by the same gentleman in the Fifty-second Congress; 
and there we findanother reason urged for this proposed change. 
This reason is the alleged venality of the State Legislatures: 
the change must be made because money can be used, because 
the money of corporations or the money of individuals of large 
wealth is used to corrupt the Legislatures. I think, gentlemen, 
this is an aspersion on the Legislatures of our various States. 

i can not speak for all of your States; but I know the gentle- 
man from Missouri yesterday said that in Missouri the same 
Senators would have been chosen by his Legislature; and I can 
say for the State of New York that [ am familiar with the illus- 
trious listof our Senators, embracing the names of Gouverneur 
Morris and De Witt Clinton, of Martin Van Buren, William L. 
Marcy, and Silas Wright, of John A. Dix, Hamilton Fish, and 
William H. Seward, of Roscoe Conkling, Francis Kernan, and 
William M. Evarts, and with the recordsof their election. and I 
do not believe the election of any United States Senator in the 
Empire State has ever been controlled by the use of a dollar. 

Mr. TUCKER. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 
Does not the gentleman know that the Legislature of the State 
of New York, which he so warmly commends to public favor, 
adopted a resolution indorsing this proposed amendment to the 
Constitution? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I was informed to that effect by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] about an hour and a half 
ago; and I presume his statement, like most of his statements of 
fact, is absolutely correct. But because the Legislature of New 
York made a mistake two years ago, that is no reason why the 
Federal Constitution should be changed. 

Let us for one moment look at this theory of pleasing the 
people. Let us consider the words of George Washington when 
the Convention of 1787 was about to assembie—while they were 
waiting for a quorum. What did he say about pleasing the 
people? ‘If, to please the people, we offer what we ourselves 
disapprove, how can we afterward defend our work?” 

These noble words show that to the mind of that great man 
there was something higher than merely placating the popu- 
lace. He believed that principle was higher than a mere at- 
tempt to please the people. 

As to subserviency, I call the attention of the gentleman to an 
essay on the Federal Constitution by Noah Webster, written 
shortly after the aduption of the Federal Constitution, wherein 
he says that the delegate should represent the interests of the 
whole people: that every member should act for ‘ theaggregate 
interest of the whole confederacy;” that he is not the legislator 
of asingle State alone, but the representative of the interests 
of the whole Union. 


And I say that we havea striking illustration lately of that 
fact in the conduct of one of our most distinguished Represent 
atives on this floor, the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. bcK- 
INKIDC#}, who lost his renomination for a seat in this v be- 
cause of his devotion to principle, and whose conduct his re- 
ceived the universal commendation of men on both s the 
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House; a gentleman who, rather than yield to the unreasoning 
and mad requests of his constituents, held out for a sound cur- 
rency and ‘aeredy lost his renomination. This instance shows 
that to some men principle is higher than the behestsof constitu- 
ents, when the constituents are in the wrong. 

I would say here in respect to this proposed change, that if you 
want any change made in the manner of the election of United 
States Senators it would be better to abolish the Senate alto- 
gether.- Rather than to gather up another little House of Rep- 
resentatives, springing from the same source of power as the 
present House of Representatives, it were better to wipe out or 
abolish the Senate altogether as now constituted. But if it re- 
main, as it must, do not take away the conservative principle 
on which it is based. Iwonder thatsome of you do not advocate 
returning to the single body of the Congress of the Confedera- 
tion, with each State enjoying but one vote. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND] yesterday, in 
his historical résumé, said that when the delegates from the 
several States met to frame the Federal Constitution they found 
certain elements of arbitrary government, and he specified 
‘*those features ” as he called them, one, the veto power of the 
President, the second the life tenure of the Federal nape 6 
another the long term of a Senator, and then the mode of the 
election of Senators. Sol presume that after we have passed 
this first revolutionary measure, we shall have all of these other 
conservative safeguards of the Constitution attacked, and at- 
tempts made to break asunder these “‘shackles” as the tle- 
man calls them, and to destroy and demolish the original fabric 
of our forefathers. 

Perhaps, Mr. ——— the views of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri as to desirable changes in the Constitution are affected by 
the ultimate fate of two legislative measures which have come 
from his State during the present session, ono the Bland seign- 
iorage bill, which fell under the Presidential veto, and the other 
the antioption bill, which will probably not receive much favor 
in the Senate. 

Now, let us consider for a moment oes le which we find 
adopted in the Constitution as it s 3. e have the au- 
thority of all the great men who took active part in the de- 
bates—of James Madison and George Mason, of Virginia; of 
John Dickinson, of Delaware; of Elbridge Gerry, of Massachu- 
setts, and Roger Sherman, of Connecticut—that the mode of 
electing the Senators was chosen for two reasons: First, be- 
cause it was a filtrated method of selection; and secondly, because 
it gave the State-—— 

Mr. TUCKER. Will the gentleman yield for a correction? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. TUCKER. Iw to make one correction. Mr. Mason 
was in favor of electing Senators by the people in that conven- 





tion. He did not favor the process of electing them by the State 
Legislatures. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mason, of Virginia, closed thede- 
bate when the present provision was adopted in Committee of the 


Whole, and these were his words: 


The State Legislatures also ought to have some means of defending them- 
Selves against encroachments of the National Government. Ine other 
department we have studiously ored to provide for its self-defense. 
Shall we leave the States alone with means for this purpose? 
And what better means can we se than the giving them some share in, 
or rather to make them a constituent part of the national establishmeht? 

In other words, the main argument in 1787 in favor of the elec- 
tion of Senators by the State islatures was that thereby the 
State government as an entity is given an active share or part 
in the forming of the National Government. 

That such was the fact is proven by No. 62 of the Federalist, 
where James Madison, in speaking of the appointment of Sena- 
tors by the State Legislatures, says: 

Iti mended by the double vantage of favoring a selec - 
mans ond Ghat to ine State Soeaemeal sach an agency in taelecme, 
tion of the Government as must secure the authority of the former, 
and may forma convenient link between the two 

And the words used by John Dickinson, of Delaware, in the 
debate in Committee of the Whole on June 7, 1787, are signifi- 


cant: 

The preservation of the States in a certain degree of agency is indispen- 
sable. pees iy ee ke tgp is like tbe ooter in which the 
the States are ey ye 


ought to be left to move freely in their 

orbits. If State governments are excluded from all agency in 

he national one and all power drawn from the —- at large the conse- 

uence will be that the National Government wiil move in the same direc- 

= pe Se eae governments now do, and will run into all the same 
schie(s. 

“A Stateexists asa political society; and it exists asa district of individual 
citizens, said William Samuel Johnson. one of the then Connecticut del- 
egates: “In one branch of the General Government the people ought to be 
represented; in the other, the Stutes.”’ 


And George Baneroft, in his History of the Constitution, tells 
us that in Committee of the Whole the choice of the second 
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branch, or Senate, was with one consent intrusted to tho ingj. 
vidual Legislatures, and he adds these conclusive words: 
a this way the States as States made their lodgment in the new Con 

n. 





It follows, therefore, that the framers of the Constitutioy 
were they present in this House to-day, would inevitably regard 
this resolution as a most direct blow at the doctrine of Stat. 
rights and at the integrity of the State sovereignties; for if yo, 
once deprive a State as a collective organism of all share int}, 
General Government, you annihilate its federative importano, 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MCETTRICK] js jy 
error when he says that the existing provision as tothe chojeo 
of Senators was a compromise. 

The plan he now favors—election by the people at large—se 
cured but 1 vote in the Federal convention, while the existing 
provision was adopted unanimously in Committee of the Whole: 
and in convention, with but 2 d tient votes out of clevey 
States; and the two States Virginia and Pennsylvania, which 
voted against the resolution, ‘‘ that the members of the second 
branch of the Legislature of the United States ought to be chosen 
by the individual Legislatures,” did so because they desired y 
representation in the Senate proportionate to population. 

The sound, wise, conservative plan then adopted was no com- 
promise. It was the only scheme which found any strong sup- 
port in the body of the convention. The gentleman from Massa. 
chusetts has inveighed at some length against plutocracy ani 
plutoerais, and has told us of the overweening danger of the 
money power. But he need not fear; for there is no danger in 
this country to-day from the aggregation of wealth in the hands 
of individuals. 

We can take care of the rich man, the would-be plutocrai 
against whom so much vehemence is displayed. The danger to 
our free institutions on the contrary is to looked for in an- 
other direction—from the socialist and from the anarchist who 
would destroy property and render life itself of but little value. 
And if it were safer and wiser in 1787 to guard against suc) in- 
fluences by a derivative mode of choosing Senators, such safe- 

ard is far more imperative to-day. At that time James Mad- 
n. said of the Senate thus to be chosen: 

It will seasonabiy interpose between impetuous counsels and will guar 
the pee who are placed aboveindigence, against the agrarian attempts 
of the ever-increasing class who labor under all the hardships of life and 
secretly sigh for a more equal distribution of its blessings. 

And in 1788, in his great pamphlet on the new Constitution 
James Iredell, of North Carolina, later a judge of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, wrote thus: 


Considering that in every popular government the danger of faction is 
often very serious and alarming, if such a danger could not be checked in 
its instant operation by some other power more independent of the imm 
diate passions of the people, and capable, therefore, of thinking with mor 
coolness, the government might be destroyed by a momentary impuls 

ion, which the very members who indulged it might forever afterwari: 
vaindeplore. Theinstitution of the Senate seems well calculated ' 
swer this salutary purpose 

Of course, the passage of this resolution by the House wi. 
come to naught, for it can never secure a two-thirds majority in 
the Senate, and if ever passed by the Senate it will never be rat: 
fied by the Legislatures of the requisite number of States, {0 
they will not be anxious to admit their suggested incompetence, 
or to confess their alleged venality. But the resolution show 
die here in this House. 

At the opening of the Federal Convention in May, 1787, Wash- 
ington clkat its projected work: 

Let us raise a stand ard to which the wise and the honest can repai 
event is in the hand of God. 

The Constitution, Heaven-born, and ushered into being unce! 
Divine auspices, has lasted unimpaired.in its majesty and bea. 
for more than a century. The standard then raised by Georg 
Washington and his fellow-patriots still floats above us. Le: 
it not be lowered; let the honest and the wise still repair to '', 
and leave the event in the hand of God. ‘ 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I yield fifteen minutes to tle 

ntleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN]; and while on my fect: 
eae to ask unanimous consent that all gentlemen who desire 
to do so may print remarks on this bill in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there any objection to ‘) 
request of the gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. PICKLER. That refers to all members? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes. Permission has bees 

anted already to gentlemen to extend their remarks in 12° 

ECORD. This embraces all members. 

Mr. BURROWS. I is usual, Mr. Speaker, and I believe ‘4° 
—- from Virginia will have no objection to modifying 

request accordingly, to fix some time to which this perm'* 
sion shall extend. 

Mr. TUCKER. Well, say ten days from this time. 
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Mr. BURROWS. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then, in the absence of objec- 
tion, gentlemen desiring to print remarks in the REcorD will 
have permission to do.so on this subject, provided such remarks 
are furnished within ten days. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I believe I am recognized for 
fifteen minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is recognized for 
fifteen minutes. 

Mr.BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call theattention of the 
House to what I consider a very important question involved in 
this joint resolution. Ishall notconsume time in discussing the 
general principle of electing Senators by the people. I believe 
we can take it for granted that not only in the country at large, 
put in this body, there is an overwhelming sentiment in favor 
of restoring to the people the right to elect their Senators 
by a direct vote. It matters not by what course of reasoning 
we reach: that conclusion. We may conclude that the Con- 
stitution was a‘compromises in the beginning: that this plan was 
inserted as a necessity, and that the necessity having passed 
away, we can and ought to change it; or we may conclude that 
itwas wise at that time, because then they had poor means of 
communication, and little meansof knowing the characterof the 
men for whom they voted, but that with our daily newspapers 
and our telegraph facilities we need notnow delegate our powers. 
Butwhatever may have beer the reason for adopting the present 
planin the beginning, we realize to-day that no man can stand 
upon the floor of this House and defend the election of United 
States Senators by State Legislatures and at the same time de- 
fend the election of governors and of State representatives by 
a vote of the people. No distinction can be made between this 
and other representative offices. 

if the people of a State have enough intelligence to choose 
their representatives in the State legislature; if they have 
enough intelligence to choose their executive officers; if they 
have enough intelligence to choose their judges and their 
officials in all the departments of the State and county, they 
have enough intelligence to choose the men who shall represent 
them in the United States Senate. To oppose the popular clec- 
tion of Senators is to question the wisdom of our form of Gov- 
ernment. 

We all recognize that there is a reason for the election of 
Senators by a direct vote to-day that did not exist at the time 
the Constitution was adopted. We know that to-day great cor- 
porations exist in our States, and that these great corporations, 
different from what they used to be one hundred years ago, are 
abie to compass the election of their tools and their agents 
through the instrumentality of Legislatures, as they could not 
if Senators were elected directly by the people. 

It is said that conventions will nominate. Yes, but behind 

conventions stand the voters, and the delegate to a convention 
dare not support a man whom the member of a Legislature might 
vote for with impunity. The candidate nominated by the con- 
vention must appeal to the voters, but the candidate chosen 
by a legislative caucus appeals to no one, and is responsible to 
noone. Men have been elected to the Senate whom no party 
convention would have dared to nominate. 
_ Weare told thatwe mustnot change the Constitution because 
it is a sacred instrument. Who is the best friend, he who fiat- 
ters and worships, or he who reproves and corrects? He who 
would make such alterations as changed conditions necessitate 
is a better friend to the Constitution and to good ernment 
than he who defends faults and is blind to defects. sides, the 
Federal Constitution has already been amended fifteen times. 
Amendment was contemplated and provision made for it in the 
instrument itself. 

Our State constitutions are frequently changed, and neces- 
sarily so, sincecircumstanceschange from year to year. Penn- 
sylvania has had four constitutions, Missouri four, Texas three, 
Virginia five, ete. Each generation is capable of self-govern- 
ment, andmust suit to its peculiar needs the machinery of gov- 
ernment and the laws. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not desire, however, to dwell upon this 
— of the question, but I want to call attention to what I 

lieve to be a very important paragraph in this bill. This 
bill makes the election by direct vote compulsory, and includes 
a protection against Federal interference. We might as well 
recognize conditions. There is no statesmanship in shutting 


our to the facts and for which h we 

desire them, yetwe cannotsecure. Iftwo-thirdsof both Houses 

and three-fourths of the States were De we might be 

able to secure a provision which would protect election of 

nine Senators and Representatives against Federal in- 
ce. 
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If two-thirds of both Houses and three-fourths of the States 
were Republican they might secure an amendment electing 
Senators by a direct vote and putting the control of such elec- 
tions under the supervision of the General Government. But 
there is not to-day, there has not been for years, and probably 
will not be for years to come, a time when two-thirds of both 
Houses, and three-fourthsof the States will be controlled byone 
political party. Therefore, it is worse than useless to attempt 
to engraft upon this measure a political principle which can 
never be adopted until three-fourths of the States are in the 
control of one party. 

Therefore the Democrat who insists that we shall n 
the election of Senators by the people unless we provide a 
Federal interference might just as well insist that we shall 
have it for years tocome. The Republican who insists that w 
shall not have it until we authorize Federal control might as 
well announce that he does not want to elect Senators by the 
people. Weas Democrats should recognize that we must go 
before Republicans and ask them to vote for this bill, and It 
publicans should recognize that they can not secure the ratilic 
tion of any amendment without the aid of Democratic momber 
and Democratic States. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If you will strike out that provision 
are talking about, I will vote for the bill. 

Mr. HUDSON. My friend states that the Democrats are in 
favor of electing United States Senators by direct voto of th 
people. I want toask him if he does not know that the Omah 

latform of the Populists declared in favor of the election 

nited States Senators by a direct vote of the people? Ani in 
order to call my friend’s attention to the doctrine declare: by 
that convention, I will read the eighth section of the plat- 
form: 

Resolved, That we favor a constitutional provision limiting the offl 
President and Vice-President to one term, and providing for the election o 
Senators of the United States by a direct vote of the people 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker,I understand that that is in the 
Populist platform, and [I do not think it makes the propositio 
any worse because it was embodied in that platform. ‘I'he plat 
form ory ee by my Congressional convention also declared i 
favor of the election of Senators bya direct vote. The proposition 
is good, it matters not who advocatesit. Itis good whether the 
Democrats advocate it, or whether the Republicansad vocate it 
or whether the Populists advocate it. Itis good because it i 
consistent with ‘‘a government of the people, by the people, 
and for the people;” and I welcome it whether it comes from th 
Populist platform or from any other source, or whether it co: 
without the indorsement of any convention. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I propose a substitute for this resolutio 
but I shall not have it read until later—which will simply leave 
it optional with the State whether it will elect Senators by 
direct vote or not. The justification for this substitute is sim 
ple and plain. If we leave it optional with the States, we a 
not compelled either to prohibit Federal interference or to pro 
vide for it. The optional plan gives to the Republican part 
all the protection which it now has. 

It gives to the Democrats who want to prohibit Federal i 
terference all the protection which they now have. I! 
adopt this substitute we leave it to the States to say whether 
they wish to elect Senators by the people under the Constitu- 
| tion as itis now. Ifthe Republicanssay that will give the right 
| of Federal interference, let them believe so and vote for it; but 
| it does alter the Constitution. If those who oppose Federal in- 
| terference fear the General Government will attempt to contro! 
| the election of Senators, I say to them this bill provides that 
| the State may go back and elect by the present plan, if it de 
| sires, and thus secure all the protection it has now. Therefore 
| it gives to the man who opposes Federal interference every safe- 

guard that is now provided. It gives to the man who favors 

Federal control every safeguard that he has to-day. My substi- 

tute neither adds to nor takes from the Constitution, so far as 

Federal control is concerned. 
| I beg you not to yield to party prejudice. I appeal to you who 
| favor popular elections, is it not wiser to take this course than 
to attempt to fasten this proposition to some political «uestion 

upon which the parties differ? We know that in the lifty-tirst 
| Congress the Republicans passed a bill through the House which 

was more stringent than the law we recently repealed inregard 
| to Federal elections. We know thatin this Congress the Demo- 
cratic party repealed certain Federal election laws, and on the 
e the Democrats voted for and that every Republican 

voted against that bill. i 
Need we any more evidence to prove that the Republican 
party stands by its advocacy of Federal control? Need we any 
more evidence to prove that the Democratic party opposes 

Federal interference? We realize that the two parties stand 
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face to face on this proposition, and are irreconcilably divided; 
and is it not wisdom to choose a plan of electing which passes 
between the lines and does not antagonize either side? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question there? 

Mr. BRYAN. I yield just a moment. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I would like to ask the gentleman if the 
present Executive has not found among the statutes and recently 
enforced a stronger force bill, at the point of the bayonet and at 
the muzzle of the musket, up in Illinois than the old force bill 
which you voted against and which your party voted against? 

Mr. TUCKER. Do you approve his action? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will answer, if I can get the time. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I will not be led aside from the 
discussion of this question by any such interrogatory as that; 
and it only shows that if you attempt to tie to this question any 
other question you will soon be in a field of discussion that is 
absolutely boundless. 

Why not, then, Mr. Speaker, accept a proposition which leaves 
this political question out, and which will bring the people face 
to face with the simple proposition: ‘‘ Do you wish to elect Sen- 
ators by a direct vote of the people or not?” 

Ah, sirs, we go forth to battle with all the allied power of 
wealth against us, and if we give to them a single excuse behind 
which they can intrench themselves we shall toil in vain for this 
reform. If we go forth from this Hall with a partisan principle 
or party tenet tied to the proposition to elect Senators by a popu- 
lar vote, every railroad corporation, every gigantic aggregation 
of wealth will be appealing to party prejudice, and they will not 
— in vain. If we attempt to prohibit Federal interference 

ey will ty to the Republicans and say, ‘‘ Are you going to give 

t 





up the ri of the Federal Government to control elections?” 
it Federal interference is authorized, they will go to the Dem- 
ocrats and Bay, ‘* Are you going to surrender the right of self- 
government?” 

But, sirs, if we climinate oe gerne! if we eliminate the 
question of Federal control,and bring it down to the naked 
question, ‘‘ Are you in favor of election of Senators by the peo- 
ple?” we can defeat any combinations formed against us. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dz ARMOND] said yester- 
day that men would not vote for the optional plan if opposed to 
as ee elections because they knew that it might soon be a 

urning question in the States. I believe, Mr. Speaker, under 
the optional plan it would at once become a burning question in 
the States. Give to the people of the States the right to ex- 
press themselves, and you can depend upon it they will secure 
this reform. 

But, sirs, we have not now that right and will not soon have 
it if the proposition is to be weighted down by a great political 
controversy. I have such confidence in the merits of this pro 
sition that if you leave it to the people of the States to decide I 
believe they will decide it right. I have such faith in the merit 
of the proposition, that I am even willing to leave them the 
power to go back, if they want to do so, because I do not believe 
that this revolution will turn backward. 

And now, sirs, if we want to secure the election of Senators by 
the people we must submit a proposition free from the Repub- 
lican idea of Federal interference, and free from the Democratic 
idea of noninterference. We may just as well cease the attempt 
to secure this reform if we are going to,tie it to Federal-election 
laws. I appeal to members on both sides ofthis House, members 
who in their hearts desire this reform, members who in their 
own judgment believe that the time has come to give the peo- 
ple a chance to vote for United States Senators, Democrats, Re- 
publicans, and Populists alike, to join in a proposition which 
will eliminate the political question and leave us simply the 
question of election by the poople or not. 

I shall vote for the election of Senators by the people in what- 
ever form it is presented. If I must choose between the com- 
pulsory election of Senators with Federal interference prohini- 
ted, and compulsory election with Federal interference author- 
ized, I shall vote to prohibit Federal interference. But if it is 
necessary to have Federal interference permitted, as in the case 
of the election of Representatives, in order to secure the elec- 
tion of Senators by a direct vote of the people, I will vote for it 
in that form; but I consider the optional plan very much stronger 
than either. “ 

Itis not original with me, although, so far as I know, I was 
the first to propose it in Congress. Judge Thomas, of Dead- 
wood, S. Dak., first surgested it tome, and Laccepted the sugges- 
tion as a good one, because the plan avoided the question of 
Federal control, acted in the line of the least resistance, and 

the Democratic principle of allowing the State to 
decide the manner of election for itself. Mr. Bushnell, of Wis- 


consin, presented a minority report in favor of itin the last Con- 
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sro having then introduced a bill embodying the option, 
eature. 

The substitute which I have presented is the only one that | 
have seen which avoids all otherquestions. If anybody has ay 
other proposition which will avoid both Seylla and Charyhdis | 
will willingly support it, but no such proposition has been oy. 
fered and i do not know of any that has been suggested any. 
where. This leaves the State to do as it pleases and avoids 4) 
side issues. No person can complain of this proposition on +), 
ground thatit takes away an existing right. No person oa, 
oppose it who does not want to engrafton the Constitution some 
new provision not there to-day, and I ask you are you going to 
load this question down with burdens that it ought not to carry? 

Are you going to make its fate depend on other propositions 
over which people are contending, or are you going to do the 
patriotic thing and say that because you believe in the election 
of Senators by the people you will submit that on sim- 

le and direct, for the people to decide upon? If you do the 

atter I believe that victory is ours. I believe that we can cal! 
upon the common people and summon them to the defense o 
their rights; but, sirs, if we ask them to accept this proposition 
connected with some party tenet we must go out and fight th 
prejudices of thirty years. Is it not the part of patriotism, is; 
not the part of wisdom, to strike from this everything but th 
one proposition and make the opponents of popular government 
come out in the open field and fight for the control of politics b; 
corporations, if they dare to make such a fight? [Applause.| © 

" ere the hammer fell.] 

r. NORTHWAY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. EVERETT]. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Speaker, in the ten minutes, which i; 
all that I can ask for, there is no time to give my views at length 
on this subject or todiscuss the question as it deserves to b- dis- 
cussed. There is no time to discuss it in what has been allotted 
to us by the Committee on Rules, and I earnestly protest agains 
the action of my honored friend from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER) 
who has insisted on settling in so short a time so vital a ques- 
tion as the amendment of our Constitution, and has insisted on 
discussing the constitution of the United States Senate at a tim: 
when this House of Representatives is much more interested in 
the actual Senate, and what it is saying and doing, than in its 
future constitution. [Laughter.] 

But, since it must be so, let me say a few words and touch a 
very few points to show that I am an old conservative, an 01) 
Tory, if you like sucha word as that, who wishes to stand by the 
Constitution which was made in 1787 more by an act of inspira- 
ton than by ordinary human wisdom. Gentlemen have dwelt 
here on the wonderful growth of the country. They have dwe!: 
on the progress of a hundred years, which our fathers at Phila- 
delphia never could have anticipated. 

hy, sir, that progress is owing to the Constitution. It is 
because our people were governed by that Constitution tha: 
they have spread over the wilderness. It is because we were 
under that Constitution that we have developed our natura! 'e- 
sources and increased our population. It is because we were 
under the bond of the Constitution that we have received ani 
assimilated the oppressed peoples of Europe. It is the Consti- 
tution that has carried us through ourwars. It is the Constitu: 
tion that has raised us from weakness to greatness. 

It is because we have had this element of stability, it is be 
cause we have had a noble system of government which cou’ 
not be changed without the greatest difficulty, it is because th: 
whim of the moment could not alter our methods of election 
of administration, of judgments, that we have risen to this 
colossal height. And Mr. Speaker, it is the whole Constitutio: 
that has done it. The President, the House of Represents 
tives, the Senate, the judiciary, all have been art and part 0! 
this great system. You can not put your finger on any of th 
great incidents in the advance of your country without findin: 
traces of the hand of every part oi our Government. 

It is not a question of bearing the ills we have rather th 
flying to others we know not of. Itis because I do not want 
change a thing that has proved so wonderfully good, for any 
iangteed gain that I oppose this change. And, sir, in this 
long history, aye, down to the present time the Senate of the 
United States, elected by the method appointed by our fathers 
has done a noble and glorious part. There is not a State repre 
sented on this floor, from Virginia, the old Dominion o! my 
honored friend [Mr. TUCKER], to the a of the States, 
that can not show Senators of whom it is proud, chosen under 
this old method. 

It is said that the Senators chosen by the Legislatures do 10! 
represent the people, but if you go to the people of any Sts‘ 
and ask them whether their Senatorial representation has not 25 
a whole and with few exceptionsdone them creditand given them 
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glory and honor, they will tell you that that is indeed the case. | at the moment, Lask the'gentleman from Ohio[Mr. NortTHwWAyY} 
There may be poor Senators; there may be poor Representatives; | to occupy ten minutes of his time. 


there may be poor Presidents; but, looking at the whole history | 


of the country with all its changes and advances, in its prosperity 
and in its adversity, in its day of small things and in its day of 
greatness, the record of the Senate, the record of the Senatorial 
representation of the States, has been grand and glorious, and 
has carried out what the people of the ditferentStates demanded. 

It is said that the Legislatures are subject to corruption; that 
they are open to bad influences. Who choose the Legislatures, 
Mr. Speaker? Where do those Legislatures come from? They 
come from the people; they come from the very ones to whom 
you wish to intrust the election of Senators. I believe in the 
people; but I believe that if there is corruption in the Legisla- 
tures it must be because there are weak spots somewhere in the 
people that lead to thiscorruption. If there iscorruptionshow- 
ing itself in the elections of the Legislatures which choose the 
Senators, that corruption will show itself sooner or later in the 
popular vote. 

Reforns your Legislatures. Think more of them. Think more 
of what a trust you are putting into their hands. Make your 
Legislatures right, as you ought to, and your Senatorial delega- 
tion will be right also. 

Oh, Mr. Speaker, it does not follow that because officers are 
chosen directly by the people, therefore they are the best rep- 
resentatives of the people. Let me present to you two cases by 
way of contrast. The judges in my State are appointed by the 

overnor for life. I would ask any lawyer here who knows the 

assachusetts reports whether the reports of the decisions of 
thoseappointed judges, with their life tenures, do not stand onan 
equality with the best reports of the best courts where the judges 
are chosen by popular election. Ican assure you that the judges 
of Massachusetts discharge their offices to the entire satisfac- 
tion of the people. 

Let me point to an opposite instance in France. 
an overwhelming popular vote of millions that gave away the 
liberties of France to the Emperor Napoleon III. The tyrant 
was at last overthrown. A republic has succeeded, which is 
proving one of the moststable as well as the mostliberal of gov- 
ernments, and which has the love and sympathy of those every- 
where in the world who love republican institutions. The 
President of that Republic is chosen, not directly by the people, 
but by machinery somewhat similar to that by which our Sen- 
ators are chosen; yet who shall say that the martyred Carnot 
and the noble Perier are not far better representatives of the 
Republic of France and its people than was the tyrant who was 
elected by so-called universal suffrage? 

Mr.BRYAN. Doyouthinkour President ought to be elected 
in the same way as the President is elected in France? 

Mr. EVERETT. No; because I believe every country should 
have its own way of choosing its own officers. The gentleman 
can notcatch me in that way. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRYAN. Do you not think your illustration, then, loses 
its force? 

Mr. EVERETT. No; ! do not. I say that very often an in- 
termediate way of election works better than a direct way, and 
represents the people more effectually. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it may be that what I say is unpopular; it 
may be considered undemocratic; it may be considered old-fogy- 
ish. But I want one word to be said in this House and on this 
side in favor of maintaining that Constitution, which has made us 
what we are—no, it is the people themselves that have made the 


It was a vast, 


country what it is; but the people have done so because they | 


have been guided, restrained, helped by a most wonderful ma- 
chinery working together, with all its parts fitly joined and 
compacted. Break one part of it and I believe you will breik 
all. The Constitution has been amended before. The first few 
amendments might almost be considered as belonging to the 
originalinstrument. Since then there were, before the war, cer- 
tain attempts to amend it. Several of those proposed amend- 
ments were voted down. They were declared at the time to be 
unnecessary. 

Congress sed them and called upon the States to adopt 
them, but they were rejected. Who remembers them now? 
Who can tell me what were the amendments that were passed 
upon and voted down? But theConstitution stays. It grows in 
spirit andforce. Year after year develops new resources in that 
amazing instrument. And if the country should grow to twice 
its size, if we should have a hundred States and two continents 
under the “Star rsp 2 Banner,” there would stiil be suffi- 
cient resources in the Constitution as it is for the vrosperity, 
the honor, and the glory of every State and every citizen of our 
vast domain. oe applause. } 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I was about to yield to the 
gentleman from Idaho [Mr. SWEET]; but as he is out of the Hall 
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Mr. NORTHWAY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], and then [ propose to yield to 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REeep]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. TRACEY). The geatleman 
from Ohio [Mr. NORTHWAY] has twenty minutes remaining. 


[Mr. GROSVENOR witholds his remarks for revision. 
Appendix. ] 


Mr. NORTHWAY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, for my part I am utterly unable to 
treat the pending proposition as a serious one. I quite agree 
with the gentleman from Masschusetts [Mr. EVERETT] as to 
the indecency—if I may enlarge his expression—of having a 
question of this magnitude come up for consideration in this 
fashion. Here is a proposition to change the method by which 
the coSrdinate branch of the Federal Legislature is to be chosen; 
& proposition to change a system which has existed for a great 
many years in our history. 

Instead of its being discussed in a manner suitable and pro- 
portionate to its dignity and importance, it is crowded into the 
space of a part of two days, and there is not that inclination on 
the part of the House to give it the consideration and attention 
which its importance deserves, but upon an examination of the 
most general character, participated in by a few members only, 
it is proposed to do this great act. 

In addition to this the gentlemen in charge of this bill have 
seen fit to incorporate into it a most offensive proposition to 
take away from the United States its right of control, which it 
has by the Constitution, as to its own legislative body. 

It seems to me that every circumstance attends the presenta 
tion of this thing which should make the House look upon it as 
a farce, and that no member can be regarded as disposing of the 
matter according to his mature opinion. It therefore becomes 
worthless as an expression of sentiment on the part of the House, 
It is in absolute defiance of every declaration of the Democrats 
of the House with regard to the deliberation which should at- 
| tend the transaction of important matters. 

[t is thrown into the wastebasket in the same collection and 

| in the same connection with bills for the relief of disabled offi- 
cers who have not got the promotion which they thought be- 
longed to them. To dispose of a great constitutional question 

like this in such a fashion is a farce and an absurdity, which I 

did not believe a Democratic Congress, even with an hundred 

majority, would attempt to perpetrate. [Applause on the Re- 

publican side. } 
Mr. NORTHWAY. Iwill yield time enough to the gentle- 
man from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] to have his substitute read. 
Mr.BRYAN. The chairman of the committee [Mr. Tucker] 
| states that he understands it is before the House as a substit ite, 
| as 1 understood it to be, and therefore it will not be necessary 
| to read it until we come to vote. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there 
substitute will be considered as pending. 
| There was no objection. 
| Mr. NORTHWAY. How much time have I? 
} 
| 


sea 


be no objection, the 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has ten minutes. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I have no hesitation in say- 
ing that I am in favor of changing the mode of electing United 
| States Senators, and the part of this proposition that would se 
| cure their election by a vote of the sasete I would favor; but I 
| do not believe that any one of the promoters of this measure ex- 

pects anything like success fromit. They have coupled with 
it a proposition that they knew would not meet with the approval 
| of the great mass of the people. If they had been content to 
allow the major proposition to stand by itself I think there are 
very many people in the section of country from which I come 
| who would have been glad to see it prevail; but I do not believe 
| the people of this country propose to allow the States to take 
| away from the Federal Government the power to have control 
of these elections. and allow the States alone to participate in 
them. 
We have had too many illustrations of the evil effects of that 
| kind of legisiation, or of that kind of action in the face of, and 
in the absence of legislation, and I do not believe that the peo- 
le propose to consent to give to the different localities abso- 
fute sway to determine for themselves just what procedure they 
will indulge in. Congress ought to have some in this 
matter, as is now provided in the Constitution. 

Allow me to suggesta want of good faith upon the partof the 

promoters of this proposition. If you had desired to secure an 
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amendment of this kind, knowing the difficulties that there are, 
knowing that you must secure the consent of the Senate, would 
you have burdened it by making a party question of it in this 
way? If you were nove animated by an honest desire to se- 
pure a change you would not have weighted it down in the man- 
ner that you have. You have so worded this that although 
there are many Republicans who desire the change, none will 
feel at liberty to vote for your rosolution, and it seems to me 
that you have not acted in good faith when you deelare here 
that you have an honest, earnest purpose to secure a needed 
change in the Constitution. I will vote for the measure, plain 
and simple, to bring about such achange. I will not vote for 
it handicapped and burdened as it is. 

You know that with the proposition as it is now, there is not 
the shadow of a possibility of orn through the Senate of 
the United States. You iknow that it isa mere pretense, and 
you are intreducing and proposing this now solely because you 
want to out-Hered the Populists of your localities in their de- 
mand for this change. You know itwill dono good here, inthe 
way of securing legislation, but you ex it to do something 
for yourselves on the hustings. You do not want the change 
yourselves, many of you, but you want to appear to favor the 
change, 

Mr. SUCKER. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois {Mr. WILLiA ms}. 


{[Mr. WILLIAMS of Tlinois withholds his remarks for revi- 
sion. See Appendix.| 


[Mr. TUCKER withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix. |] , 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Norruway}. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word *‘ vacancies,'’ in line 7, down to.and including 
the word **Senators,” in Hne 10. 

Also strike out all of lines 21, 22, and 23. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Speaker,1 believe I have three min- 
utes of my time remaining? 

The SPEAKER. ene has three minutes. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. tamendment, if adopted, will elimi- 
nate everything from the joint resolution except the one ques- 
tion of the election of Senators by the people. Adopt the resolu- 
tion as it iswithout the amendment, and you have this anomalous 
condition of affairs: thatCongress can control as fully as.now in 
the election of members of the House, ‘but can not say anything 
retative to the election of Senators. So we shall have the peo- 
ple voting at the ballot box for members of the House at 
the same ballot box for Senators, Congress having control so far 
as the election of members is concerned, but being without con- 
trol so far as the election of Senators is concerned. 

We shall then havea Constitution that will be like a goat with 
one horn. For that reason I haveoffered this amendment elim- 
inating all but the proposition for the election of Senators. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will > the language pro- 
posed to be stricken out by the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 7, page 1, strike out the following 1 : 

“And in lieu of all of paragraph 1 of section 4 of said Article I, in so far 
as the same relates to any authority in : ss to make or alter regula- 
tions as to the times or manner of holding elections for Senators.” 

Also, in lines 21,22, and 23, page 2, strike out the following: 

“The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators shall 
be as prescri! in each State by the Legislature thereof.” 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. NortH- 
WAY, there were—ayes 49, noes 119. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No quorum. 

Mr. TUCKER. Let us have the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Speaker appointed 
to act as tellers at the desk Mr. NORTHWAY and Mr. TUCKER. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 67, nays 137, 
answered ‘‘ present” 4, not voting 143; as follows: 


YEAS—67. 
Aldrich, Dalzell, Larcas, Russell, Conn. 
Avery, Daniels, Mahon, > 
Baker, N. BH. Dolliver, Marsh, Smith, 
Bartholdt, Doolittle, Marvin,'N. Y. Sperry, 
Bartlett, Eliis, Oregon MoCleary, Minn. »C. 
Bingham ‘Griffin, » s ) 
Boen, Grosvenor, Mercer, Sweet, 
Bowers, Cal H ; Northway Taylor, ‘Tenn. 
Broderick, Hainer, Page, 
Brosina, Hartman, Payne, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Bundy, Hepburn, Perkins, Wadswoerth, 
Burrows, Hermann, Phillips, Wanger, 
uae. oan Pickler, ee. 
Cags Post, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis Johnson, N. Dak. Powers, Wilson’ Wash. 
Cousins, Lefever, Ray, Wright, Mass. 
Curtis, Kans Loud, Reed, 
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NAYS—137. 
Alderson, Oubberson, Kem, ragnet 4 
Alexander, Davey, Kilgore, Reilly, 
Allen, Davis, Kribbs, Richards, Ohio 
Arnold, De Armond, Kyle, Richardson, Mich. 
Bailey, — De Lane, Richardson, Tenn 
Baker, Kans. Dockery, Latimer, Ritchie, 
Baldwin, Donovan, Layton, Robertson, La 
Bankhead, Ellis, Ky. Lester, Ryan, 
Barwig, y Livingston, Sayers, 
Bell, Colo. Erdman, Lynch, Schermerhorn, 
Bell, Tex. Everett, Maddox, Shell, 
Berry, Fithian, Maguire, Snodgrass, 
Black, Ga. Forman, M Stockdale, 
Bland, Fyan, Marshall Strait, 
Boatner, Goldzier, Martin, Ind Straus, 
Bretz, Gorman, McOreary, Ky Swanson, 
Brickner, Grady, McCulloch, Talbert, S. C. 
Brookshire, Graham, McDearmon, Tarsney, 
Bryan, Haines, McEttrick, Tate, 
Bunn, Hall, Minn. MeMilin, Taylor, Ind. 
Bynum, Hall, Mo. McRae, Terry, 
Caminetti., Hammond, Meyer, Tucker, 
Cannon, Cal. Harris, Money, Turner, Ga. 
Capehart, Hayes, Morgan, Turner, Va. 
Caruth, Heard, Mutchier, Tyler, 
Catchings, Henderson, N.C. Neill, Warner, 
Causey Hines, Ogien, Washington, 
Clark, Mo. Holman, O'Neil, Mass. Wheeler, Ala. 
Cockrell, Hudson, Outhwaite, Williams, I. 
Coffeen, iiunter, Paschal, Williaans, Miss. 
Cooper, Fila. Hutcheson, Patterson, Wolverton, 
Cooper, Ind. Tkirt, Pearson, Woodard. 
Cooper, Tex. Ienlar, Pence, 
Cox, Johnson, Ohio Pendleton, Tex. 
Crawford, Jones, Pendleton,W.Va 
ANSWERED ‘‘ PRESENT "—4. 
Black, TAL. Enloe, Kiefer, Springer. 
NOT VOTING—448, 

Abbott, Dinsmore, Houk, Robinson, Pa. 
Adams, Ky. Draper, Hulick, Rask, 
Adams, Pa. Dunn, Johnson, Ind. Russell, Ga 
Aitken, Dun . Lacey, anton, 

5 Durborow, Lapham, Settle. 
Babcock, Edmunds, Lwwson, Shaw, 
Barnes, English, Cal. Linton, Sibley, 
Belden, Bugiish, N. J. Leckwood, Sickles, 
Beltahoover, Fielder, Loudenslager, Simpson, 

lair, Fletcher, er, ipe, 
Boutelle, Funk, McAleer, Somers, 
Bower, N.C Funston, McCall, Sore, 
Branch, Gardner, MeDannold, ings, 
Breckinridge, Ark .Gear, McDowell, Stephenson, 

, Ky Geary, McG Stevens, 
Brown, Geissenhainer, McKai Stone, W. A 
Burnes, ‘Gillet, N. Y. McK an, Stone, Ky 
Cabaniss, q tt, Mass. McLaurin, Storer, 
CG y Maliagny Talbott, Md 
Campbell Gresham Me th, ‘Tawney, 
Cannon, ili. Grout Milliken, Thomas, 
Chicke: , A Montgomery, Tracey, 
Clancy, 2, » Turpin, 
Clarke, Ala. Harmer, Morse, Van Voorhis, N. Y 
Cobb, Ala. Harter, Moses, Walker, 

‘ Hatch, Murray, Weadoeck, 
Cockran, Haugen, Newlands, Wells, 
Conn, Heiner, ‘Oates. Wever, _ 
Coombs, Henderson, Il. O'Neill, Mo. Wheeler, Iil. 
Cornish, Henderson,Iowa Paynter, White, 
Covert, Hendrix, Price, Whiting, 

in, Hicks, Quigg, Wilson, W. Va 
, \ , Randall, Wise, 
Curtis, ¥ Hooker, N. Y. Rayner, Woomer, 
nson, Hopkins, Dl. le Wright, Pa. 
Dingley, Hopkins, Pa. Robbins, 


So the amendment of Mr. NORTHWAY was rejected. 
Mr. REED (during the roll call). I hope we shall have the 


unassisted judgment of the tellers. 
The SPEA (suspending thecall). The Chair did not un 
derstand the gentleman. 


Mr. REED. I was simply saying that I hoped we should have 
the unassisted judgment of the tellers. 

The SPEAKER. Thatis a matter for the tellersto determine. 

Mr. TUCKER (one of the tellers). This gentleman [referriny 
to one of the reading clerks who was near him at the Clerk » 


desk] is here at my request. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the call of the 
roll, 

The roll call having been concluded— 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. McMILLIN with Mr. Hour. 

Mr. HooKer of Mississippi with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. Moses with Mr. Van Voornis of New York. 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. Grout. 

Mr. STALLINGS with Mr, SoRawTON, 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. Hrnpmrson of Illinois. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. CORNISH with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. CABANISS with Mr. LACEY. 


Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. MILAAKEN. 
Mr. BURNES with Mr. ADAmMs of Kentucky. 
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Mr: Densonewith Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BowTrELLE. 

Mr. LAWSON with. Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. Coss of Alabama. with Mr. BAncock. 

Mr. DINSMORE with Mr. DRAPER. 

Mr.SToneE of Kentucky with Mr: GEAR. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with. Mr, TAWNEY. 

Mr. PAYNTER with Mr: HAUGEN. 

Mr. Haven with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. Wisp with Mr. LETCHER. 

Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 

Mr. STORER with Mr. MCCALL. 

Mr. WEADOCK with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. Quiac. 

Mr: Hare with Mr. WS8eHLER of Llinois. 

Mr. Cosa of Missouri with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. SETTLE. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. Morse. 

For this day: 

Mr. WELLS with Mr. Hicks. 

Mr: DuRBOROW with Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 

Mr, SICKLES with Mr: STORER. 

Mr. Covert with Mr. Pun«K. 

On this question: 

Mr. BRANCH with Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. 

On this vote: 

Mr. GHISSENHAINER with Mr. WRiGHT of Pennsylvania. 

On the bill: 

Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. Rowpinson of Pennsylvania, If pres- | 
ent, Mr. CAMPBELL would: vote for the bill; Mr. ROBINSON | 
against it. 

Mr. GEARY with Mr. McDownnu. If present, Mr: Gmary 
would vote for the bill, Mr. MCDOWELL against it. 
Mr: TALBOTT of Maryland with Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. If 
present; Mr. TALBOTT would vote for the bill, Mr. STONE 

against it. 

“Mr DINSMORE (having voted‘: no”). I withdraw my vote, 
as | am paired with the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
DRAPER]. 

Mr; CLARKE of Missouri. My colleague; Gen. HATCH, re- 
quested me-to-seeure for him two days’ leave of absence on ac- 
cowntof sickness; also to state that on this question he is paired 
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. HARMER], and if 
present would’ vote ‘“ aye’’ on the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, leave of absence 
will be granted to tho gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hatcs} 
for two days. 

There was no objection. 

Mr: CULBERSON. Mycolleaguefrom Texas, Mr. GRESHAM, 
is detained from the House on account of illness. 

Mr: HENDERSON of Illinois. [am paired with the gentle- 
manfrom Alabama, Mr.CLARKE, If he were present, I should 
vote in the afftirmative. 

Mr. BRICKNER. My colleague, Mr. SoMmERs, is detained 
from the House on account of sickness, and desires to he ex- 
cused. 

The result of the vote was announced as. above'stated. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the substitute of 
the gentleman from Nebraska[Mr:. BRYAN]; which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


‘ Strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill; and insert the follow- 
ng: 

That-the followingamendment be proposed to the Legislatures of the sev- 
eral States, which, when ratified by three-fourths of said latures, shall 
become and be a part of the Constitution, namely: That section 3 of Article 
I be amended as follows: 

Strike out of the third section of Article Ithefollowing words: ‘‘TheSen- 
ate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators:from each State, 
chosen by the Legislature thereof, for six years; and each Senator shall 
have one vote;’’ and insert in lieu thereof the following words: 

* The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators from 
each State, chosen ror six years; andeach Senator shall have one vote. The 
Senators shall be chosen the Legislatures of the several States unless 
the people of any State, ei through their Legislature or by the consti- 
tution of the State, shail provide for, the election of United States Senators 
by direct vote of the people, then, in. such case, during, the existence of such 
statutory or constitutional rae United States Senators skall be 
Siena nnd: the-eloctose shail Nufartee quniipmom mie heel 

; ie a electors 0 
themest numerous branch of the State Legislature.” 1" 


The-question being taken onagreeing to the substitute, there 
were, on a division (called for by Mr. BRYAN)—ayes:78, noes 66, 

Mr. TUCKER. [Icall for tellers, 

Tellers:were ordered. 

Mr. HEPBURN. [I eall for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. Pending that, I movethat the 
House adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. As I understand, there is a 
special order for this evening—the session for pension bills. 

The SPEAKER. There is. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TuCKERiand Mr. BRYAN were appointed as tellers toact 
during the call of yeas and nays. 74 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I desire to submit a pariia- 
mentary inquiry: Suppose the roll call is commenced, would it 
be continued: beyond 5 o'clock? 

The SPEAKER. It would have to be concluded. 

Mr. TUCKER. I rise to. parliamentary inquiry. The 


Veas 
and nays are ordered on this question. Now, is it in order to 
take a recess until to-morrow, and let the matter come up then? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. REED. [It is in order to ask unanimous consent to do 

The SPEAKER. Of course by unanimous consent it migh 
be done; but the yeas and: nays have been ordered. 

Mr. TUCKER; I ask unanimous consent that the House tak: 


a resess: now as of 5 o'clock. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. And then the ye: 


as and nays will be in 
order in the morning. 


Mr. REED. [ wish to submit a parliamentary inquiry. In 
case unanimous-consent is. not given, the House will take ar 
cess at. 5 o’eloels, or as soon: as the roll call is concluded, would 
it not? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to think that it was 


not the intention to take away the lriday night session. 


Mr. REED: Then I will make another parlinmentary in 
quiry. Is there anything to make this-a.continuing order to- 
morrow? 


The SPEAKER. The previous question is ordered. 

Mr. REED. Itis considered ordered by the resolution adopted? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; the previous question on the final 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, 
ished business? 

The SPEAKER, It will come up to-morrow. 

Mr, TUCKER, [ask unanimous consent that the House now 
take a reeess until 8 o%clock. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is right. 

Mr. BRYAN. Lobject. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made and the.Clerk will pro- 
ceed with the call of the roll. The gentleman from Virginia, 


Then it comes up to-morrow as. untin 


Mr. TUCKER, and the gentleman from Nebraska, 


will please take their places as tellers, 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 83, nays 10%, 
answered ‘‘ present.” 2, not. voting 153; as follows: 


Mr. BRYAN, 


YEAS—33%. 

Aldrieh, Cooper; Wis. Hunter, Pence, 
Avery, Cousins, Ikirt, Perkins, 
Baker, Kans. Curtis, Kans. Johnson, N. Dak. Pickler 
Barnes, Danieis, Kem, Post, 
Bell, Colo. Davis, Kiefer, Powers, 
Berry, Dolliver, Lefever, Russell, Conn. 
Bingham, Doolittie, Loud, Ryan 

Black, ll. English, N. J. Lucas, Schermerhorn, 
Boen, Fithian, Lyneh, She! 

sowers, Cal. Griffin, Mahon, Sherman 
Broderick, Grosvenor, Marsh, Smith 

Brosius, Hager, Martin, Ind. Springer 
Bryan, Hainer, Marvin, N. Y. Straus, 
Bundy, Haines, McCleary, Minn. Strong 
Burrows, Hall, Minn. MecCulloeh, Sweet. 
Cannon, Il. Harris, McKeighan, Tarsney, 
Capehart, Hartman, Meiklejohn, Taylor, Tenn 
Childs, Hepburn, Mercer, Updegrafi 
Cockrell, Hermann, Money, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Coffeen. Hitt, Northway, Wanger 
Cogswell, Hudson, O'Neill, Mo. Waugh 
Cooper, Tex. Hull, Page, Wilson, Ohio 

NAYS—ie®. 

Alderson, Cuiberson, Kyle, Reilly. 
Alexander, Davey, Lane, Richards, Ohio 
Allen, De Armond, Latimer, Richardson, Mich. 
Arnold, De Forest, Laytor, Richardson, Tenn. 
Bailey, Doekery, Lester, Ritchie, 
Baker, N. H. Donovan, Livingston, Robbins, 
Baldwin, Dunn, Maddox, Robertson, La 
Bartlett, Epes, Maguire, Sayers, 
Barwig, Erdman, Mallory, Snodgrass, 
Bell, Tex. Sverett, Marshall, Stockdale 
Black, Ga. Forman, McCreary, Ky. Strait, 

Bland, Fyan, Mc Dearmon, Swanson, 
Boatner, Goldzier McEttrick, Talbert, S. C 
Bretz, Gorman, McRae, Tate, 
Brickner, Grady, Meyer, Taylor, Ind. 
Brookshire, Graham, Morgan; Terry, 

Bunn, Hall, Mo. Mutchler, Tracey, 
Bynum, Hammond, Neill, Tucker, 
Caminetti, Hayes, Ogden, Turner, Ga 
Cannon, CaL Heard, O'Neil, Mass. Turner, Va 
Caruth, Henderson, N. C. Outhwaite, Tyle r. 
— Holman, Paschal. Washington, 
Clark, Mo. Hutcheson, Patterson, Wheeler, Ala 

r, Fla. Izlar, Pearson, Williams, Ill. 

Cooper, Ind. Johnson, Ohio Pendleton, Tex Wilson, Wash 
Cox, Jones, Pendleton, W. Va. Wolverton, 
Crawford, Kribbs, Pigott, Woodard. 
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ANSWERED “PRESENT”—2. 


Barthoidt, Enloe, 
NOT VOTING—153. 

Dunphy, Lacey, Settle, 

Durborow, Lapham, Sh 

Edmunds, Lawson, Sibley, 

Ellis, Ky. Linton, Sickles, 

Ellis, Oregon Lockwood, Simpson, 

English, Cal. Loudenslager, Sipe, 

Fielder, wager, Somers, 
Belden, Fletcher, McAleer, Sorg, 
Beitzhoover, Funk, McCall, are . 
Blair, Funston, McDannold, Stallings, 
Boutelle, Gardner, McDowell, Stephenson, 
Bower, N. C. Gear, McGann, Stevens, 
Branch, Geary, McKaig, Stone, C. W. 
Breckinridge, Ark.Geissenhainer, McLaurin, Stone, W. A. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gillet, N. Y. McMillin, Stone, Ky. 
Brown, Gillett, Mass. McNagny, Storer, 
Burnes, Goodnight, Mereditn, Talbott, Md 
Cabaniss, Gresham, Milliken, Tawney 
Cadmus, Grout, Montgomery, Thomas, 
Campbell, Grow, Moon, Turpin, 
Causey, Hare, Morse, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Chickering, Harmer, Moses, Wadsworth, 
Clancy, Harter, Murray, Walker, 
Clarke, Ala. Hatch, Newlands, Warner 
Cobb, Ala. Haugen, Oates, Weadock, 
Cobb, Mo. Heiner, Payne, Wells, 
Cockran, Henderson, Ill. oar ever, 
Conn, Henderson, lowa Phillips, Wheeler, Ill 
Coombs, Hendrix, Price, hite, 
Cornish, Hicks, . Whiting, 
Covert, Hines, all, Williams, Miss. 
Crain. Hooker, Miss. Ray, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cummings, Hooker, N. Y. Rayner, Wise, 
Curtis, N. Y. Hopkins, Il. ’ Woomer 
Dalzell, Hopkins, Pa. Reyburn, Wright, Mass. 
Denson, Houk, Robinson, Pa. Wright,Pa. 
Dingley, Hulick, Rusk, 
Dinsmore, Johnson, In Russell, Ga. 
Draper, Kilgore, Scranton, 


So the substitute was rejected. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, for 
this day. 

Mr. KILGORE with Mr. WALKER, until 8 o'clock p. m. 

Mr.. TATE. Mr. Speaker, on page 9067 of the REcorD I am 
— as not voting. I was present and voted ‘‘no” on that 
roll call. 

Mr. RAY. I desire to withdraw my vote,asIam paired with 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. He is necessarily absent and de- 
sired me to say that if he were present he would vote against 
this proposition. I would vote for it. 

Mr. DL 
Mr. DRAPER. I voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire to withdraw my vote. I voted to 
make a quorum. I am paired with my colleague Mr. Houk. 

The result of the vote was then announced asabove recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The House will now take a recess under 
the rule until 8 o’clock, the evening session to be devoted to 
business from the committees named in the rule. The gentle- 
man from Indiana |Mr. BROOKSHIRE] will preside at the even- 
ing session. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 17 minutes p. m.) the House took 
a recess until 8 o'clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 
8 o'clock p. m. b r. BROOKSHIRE, as Speaker pro tempore. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is in session pur- 
suant to clause 3, Rule XXVI, for the purpose of considering 
bills on the Private Calendar. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr MARTIN of Indiana. Mr.Speaker,I move thatthe House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration 
of bills on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, with Mr. EVERETT in the chair. 

PATRICK KELLEHER. 

eas 2:8 The Clerk will report the first bill on the 

endar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6405) to remove the hares of desertion standing against Pat- 
rick Kelleher, late private Company ©, Thirty-eighth Illinois Volunteers. 


The CHAIRMAN. This bill was pending last Friday night, 
when no quorum voted. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I hope 
that bill will be withdrawn, and that it will not be pressed, be- 
cause it will only obstruct business. If that bill can be 
over, I hope we may have an opportunity to consider some really 
meritorious bills. I move that that bill be laid aside for the 
present. 
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NSMORE. I withdraw my vote. I am paired with | 





JULY 20, 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that that bill be passed without prejudice. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, what bill is this? 

— The Clerk will again report the title of 
the bill. 

The title of the bill was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no a was made last 
Friday. The gentleman from California[Mr. Loup] is in charge 
of the bill. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN], chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, asks unanimous 
consent to pass this bill over without prejudice, for the present, 
Is there objection? 

Mr. LOUD. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to correct the military record of Patrick Kelleher, late a 
private of Company C, Thirty-eighth Illinois Infantry, by removing the 


charge of desertion standing against his name and granting him an honor- 
able discharge from said service. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I hope the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia will not object to my request. 

Mr. LOUD. Ihave done everything that was fair and rea- 
sonable in regard to this bill. I have offered to withdraw it on 
previous occasions, and my offer was noi accepted. 

The CHAIRMAN. There isan amendment to this bill which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ada to the bill the following: 

‘Provided, That no pay, bounty, or emolument of any kind shall become 
due or payable by virtue of the passage of this act.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I make the pointof order 
that the point of no quorum was pending and it is still pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Carolina 
make the point that no quorum is present? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Yes; I make the point. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. It is not in order to make that 
point until some vote is taken. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That point can not arise without 





| a vote. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 
| Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I think that the status of this 
bill isthis: When we adjourned on last Friday night for the want 
of aquorum tellers had been ordered, and that is the parlia- 
mentary statusof the billnow. The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I will call for a division, 
and shall make the point of no quorum, and insist upon it. My 
idea is just this: We have just begun the evening session, and 
we have ample time to send out and get the presence of mem- 
bers. If they are in carnest and mean that they want Union 
soldiers to have pensions they ought to be willing to come here 
and give them pensions by producing a constitutional quorum. 
I shall insist on the point of no quorum in order that a call of 
the House may be had, that we may send out and get these peo- 
ple who are playing the hypocrite from one Friday night to an- 
other here in Congress. 

Mr. LOUD. Regular order. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Let them come here and 
give up some of their pleasures. That is my ideaabout the mat- 


ter. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent to make 
a statement which will occupy only two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman 
will be allowed to make a statement. 

Mr. LOUD. IfI may have two minutes in which to reply, I 
shall not object. 

Mr. PICKLER. Debate is not in order, is it? 

Mr. LOUD. No, debate is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana wishes to 
make a statement. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, in view of the state- 
ment that has just been made by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. TALBERT]—and I know that he makes it in the utmost 
good faith—I want to say that we have two hours and a half, by 
limitation of the rule. In two hoursand a half wecan not get a 
quorum here, but we can expend from $250 up to $1,000 in trying 
to get a quorum here, and then we shall be compelled to adjourn. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Let me suggest right 
there that if we spend that time to-night, by next Friday night 
members will know that they have got to be here, and in that 
way we shall finally get a quorum. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, this matter has 
been tried frequently, not in this Congress, but in previous Con- 
gresses; and I am sure thatif a call of the House is ordered and 
the Sergeant-at-Arms is sent out to bring in absent members, it 
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will simply mean a waste of time and a waste of money and the 
passage of not a solitary bill. : 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I want to say, further, if I 
may be permitted, that bringing a quorum will not help this 
matter any. When any of these bills are called up a member 
who gets the floor can hold it for an hour, and we would not be 
able to pass more than two or three bills if we had a quorum. 
We were assured several weeks ago that if we would not call up 
those bills for pensioning widows, as we finally agreed to do, and 
did, gentlemen would not make the point of no quorum. 

Now, after we have put aside that class of bills and reached | 
another class, that agreement, it appears, was merely a rope of 
sand, and the point of no quorum isagain made. There is no 
good faith shown in carrying out that agreement. When we 
agreed to let those widows’ bills go back, it was understood by 
the House that these factious objections would not be made, but 
they are made to anotherclassof bills, inorder to defeat all this 
class legislation, in my opinion. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thequestion is onagreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES. I desire to make a few observations on the bill. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to make a statement before the 
een proceeds in respect to the real business before the 

ouse. The amendment to this bill had been adopted, and the 
House was dividing on the motion to lay the bill aside with a 
favorable recommendation. That is the status of the case. 
You can not go back to the amendment of this bill. This bill 
has passed the stage where that can be done, and we have got 
to dispose of it without any further debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is now informed that the 
amendment was agreed to, and the question as the Chair now 
understands it ison the motion that the bill be laid aside with 
a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. JONES. It is to that motion that I desire to address 
myself. 

r. LOUD. I believe that it is the universal rule of the 
House, where tellers have been appointed, that the procedure 
must revert back to that. Debate had closed. I donot think 
that there is any doubt as to the status of this case, and that it 
must go back to where it was last Friday night. 

Mr. POST. On last Friday night we had a case in exactly 
the same position, and the Chairman directed the tellers to take 
their places at once. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, Ido not desire to discuss that 
question. Ido not know that I am prepared to doso. I sup- 

from the remarks made by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions that the matter would be taken up just 
as if there had been no direction for tellers to take their places 
on the point of no quorum being made. My recollection is that 
on that question the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole 


tellers. 


noes 2. 


Abbott, 
Adams, Ky, 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, 
Babcock, 
Bailey, 
Baker, N. H. 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Belden. 
Bell, Colo. 
Bell, Tex. 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Bingham, 
Black, Il. 
Blair. 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Boen, 
Boutelle, 
Branch, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Bryan, 
Bundy, 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Cannon, Ill. 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Shilds, 


eet LLC LLL 
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has held both ways. Indeed Iam very sure that the matter has | Cj30°3" aig. 
been decided both ways this session. I do not want to raise | Cobb, Ala. 
that question; but apy desire to submit a few remarks in the | (ob). Mo. 
event that the Chair holds that this question can be debated at | Gocirei!’ 
this stage of the proceedings. Coffeen, 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentle- es 


man from Virginia as speaking on the point of order raised by 


the gentleman from California as to the stage of the bill? Sooper: Tan. 


Cooper, Ind. 


Mr. JONES. I was speaking to that just now, but I simply | ene wn 
say to the Chair that I have no desire to make the point on that | Gortisn. 
question. I simply want tosay thatin theeventthe Chair holds, | Cousins, 
as has been held in the Committee of the Whole, that the bill —" 
was in a position that it could be discussed, that I desired to | Grain. 
submit a few remarks on the bill. Crawford, 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Chairman, last Friday night when the | Culberson, 


House adjourned tellers had been ordered, and while we were 
proceeding under that order, it was disclosed that there was no 
—- present. The roll was called, and at the close of that 

6 House adjourned. Now, this bill comes upin the regular 
order at thismeeting, and it seems, under the rule, we should 
begin right where we left off and proceed with a vote by tel- 
lers. Debate has closed = this case, and surely nothing re- 
mains except se proeene with the vote by tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is raised by the gentleman 
from California as to the peesementery status of this bill. 
Tellers having been ordered before the committee rose, the 
question is whether the biil resumes the position in which it 
was left on the rising of the committee, and whether tellers 
should be ne. The Chair would state, with proper dif- 
fidence from his inexperience, that he believes that point has 
been ruled both ways. The bill has been thoroughly debated, 
and the Chair will rule that the bill stands as it did on the last 

Friday night session, and that tellers should take their places. 

The gentieman from California (Mr. Loup] and the gentleman 


Mr. HULL. 


rr 
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Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
makes the point of no quorum. 
| Chair, under the rule, must direct the roll to be called. 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following- 
named members failed to answer: 


Cummings, 
Dalzell, 
Davey, 
De Forest, 
Denson, 
Dingley, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Donovan, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Ellis, Oregon 
English, Cal. 
English, N, J. 
Enloe, 
Epes, 
Fielder, 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Forman, 
Funk, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 
Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Graham, 
Gresham, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Hager, 
Haines, 
Hail, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
are, 
Harmer, 
Harris, 
Harter, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Il. 
Henderson, Iowa 
Henderson, N. C. 
Hendrix, 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 
Hines, 
Hitt, 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, I). 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 
Hulick, 
Hutcheson, 





ikirt, 
Izlar. 
Juhnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Kilgore, 
Kyle, 
Lacey, 
Lapham, 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Lefever, 
Lester, 
Linton, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Loudenslager, 
Lynch, 
Maddox, 
Magner, 
Maguire, 
Marsh, 
Marshall, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McAleer, 
McCall, 
McCleary, Minn. 
McCreary, Ky. 
McCulloch, 
McDannoild, 
McDearmon, 
McDowell, 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
McKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
MeMillin, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Milliken, 
Money, 
Montgomery, 
Moon, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Neill, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Oates, 
Ogden, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 
Page, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Payne, 
Paynter, 
Pence, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendieton, W. Va 
Phillips, 
Powers, 
Price, 
Quigg, 
Randall, 
Ray, 
Rayner, 
Reed, 
Reilly, 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana (during the roll call). 
mous consent that the further call of the ro]l may be dispensed 
with, and that the committee may rise. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 

The roll call was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr.Chairman,I[ ask that 
who have failed to respond on the first call be excused. 


as 


‘4 


SI 


from South Carolina (Mr. TALBERT] will take their places as 
The committee divided: and the tellers reported—ayes 24, 
No quorum. 


The gentleman from South Caroliva 
l} that is insisted upon the 


Rey burn, 
Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Tenn, 
Ritchie 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La, 
Robinson, Pa, 
Rusk, 
Russell, Conn, 
Russell, Ga 
payers 
Schermerhorn 
Scranton, 
Settle, 
Shaw, 
Shell, 
Sherman, 
Sibley. 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 
Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Somers, 
Sorg, 
Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, W. A, 
Stone, Ky. 
Storer, 
Strait, 
Straus, 
Swanson, 
Sweet, 
Talbott, Md. 
Tarsney, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Terry, 
Thomas, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va 
Turpin, 
Tyler, 
U pdegraf. 
Van Voorhis, N. Y 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Washington, 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Il. 
White 
Whiting, 
Williams, Miss, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise 
Wolverton, 
Woodard, 
Woomer 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


I ask unani- 


I object. 


those 


If that is done, we shall have to adjourn. 
We must adjourn anyhow. 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is only one call of the roll in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. A motion is in order to excuse 
any individual who may be absent on the second roll call. 

The CHAIRMAN. After the Committee of the Whole rises, 
the gentleman may make his request that members be excused. 

The committee rose; and Mr. BROOKSHIRE having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. EVERETY reported that 
the Committee of the Wholecon the Private Calendar, having 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 6405) to remove the 
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charge of desertion pending against Patrick Kelleher, late pri- 
vate, Company C, Thirty-cighth Lllinois Volunteers, the com- 
mittee had found itself without a quorum, whereupon the Chair- 
man had directed the roll to be called, and now reported the 
names of the absentees to the House to be entered on the Jour- 
nal. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The roll call shows that 53 mem- 
bers, less than a quorum, have responded. The names of the 
absentees will be entered on the Journal. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 8 o’clock and 
25 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs: A bill (S. 1438) for the relief of Louis A. Yorke. (Re- 
port No.1278.) 

By Mr. MCALEER, from the same committee, a bill i. R. 
1221) to correct the naval record of and grant an honorable dis- 
charge to Thomas H. Holden, of Pawtucket, R.I. (Report No. 
1286. ) 

Also, a bill (H.R. 5180) to remove the charge of desertion 
against the record of William J. McFalls. (Report No. 1287.) 

By Mr. BOWERS of California, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs: A bill (S. 829) granting an honorable discharge to 
Cyrus Payne. (Report No. 1288.) 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. COCKRELL: A bill (H. R. 7781) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to establish a United States court in the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved March 1, 
188), and an act entitled “‘An act to provide a temporary gov- 
ernment for the Territory of Oklahoma, toenlarge the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States court in the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes,” approved May 2, 1890; to provide for the re- 
districting of the Indian Territory for judicial purposes, for an 
additional judge and more United States commissioners, and 
to prescribe the jurisdiction, duties, and authority of such 
judges and commissioners, and for other purposes—-to the Com- 
mittee on the J ene: 

By Mr. BRANCH: A bill (H. R. 7782) to provide for the es- 
tablishment of State banks—to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. CLARKE of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7783) to fix the 
terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States for 
the suuthern division of the northern district of Alabama—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: A bill (HB. R. 7784) for restriction 
ofimmigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE (by request): A bill (H. R. 7785) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States to 
issue silver-bullion certificates upon deposit of silver bullion— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 7795) to purchase a portrait of 
Daniel D. Tompkins, late Vice-President of the United States, 
painted by Jarvis, in 1812—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A resolution calling upon the Secre- 
tory of War for information regarding the court-martial and 
sentence of Charles O. Cedarquist, private Company A, Second 
Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and refe as follows: 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H.R. 7786) for the relief of James 
G. Barker—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 7787) toremove the charge 
of desertion from the record of Winfield S. Barnett and to grant 
a an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Af- 


rs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7788) for the relief of Josiah R. Allen—to 
the Committee on War ms. 

Also, a bill (H. R.'7789) —- an increase of pension to 
He 8, Alcorn—to the mittee on Invalid P’ ns. 

By Mr. HAINES: A bill (H. R. 7790) to authorize and direct 
the Secretary of the Interior to the name of Lucy H. Hop- 
kins on the pension roll—to the mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. NEILL (by request): A bill (H.R. 7791) for the relie 
of the estate of Naucy Whisenant, deceased, late of White 
County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mv. WELLS: A bill (H. R. 7792) authorizing and directing 
the accounting officers of the Government to audit the account 
of William Siegelberg, etc.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7793) authorizing and directing the Secre 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension rolls the namo 0 
Laurenz Hegel—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITING: A bill (H. R. 7794) to remove the charge 
of desertion against George A. Jeffers—to the Committee o 
Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD: Papers to accompany House bill 7767—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany House bill 7644, a bill 
for the relief of the estate of William Campbell, deceased—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petition of the Trades and Labor Council 
of Detroit and 25,000 citizens of Detroit, praying for the passage 
of the bill now before Congress, incorporating the telegraph 
with the pone service—t» the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post- 8. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial and evidence to support 
House bill 7769, to remove the charge of desertion from the 
—- of Christopher Murray—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, evidence and memorial to support House bill 7770—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Memorial from Chambers of Commerce 
of Portland and Astoria, Oregon, for an appropriation for fish 
hatcheries on the Columbia River in Oregon—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. » 

By Mr. MCRAE: Resolutions of the Agriculture Protective 
Association of Blue County, Choctaw Nation, Ind. T., to accom- 
pany House bill 7590—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, July 21, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimousconsent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. DURBOROW, for three days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. MorSE, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. SmrTH of Lllinois, for one week, on account of the sick- 
ness of his wife. 

ELECTION OF UNITED STATES SENATORS BY THE PEOPLE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. WoopARD]. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the vote upon the 
passage of the joint resolution (H. Res. 20) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution providing that Senators shall be elected 
by the people of the several States. This being a proposition 
to amend the Constitution, a two-thirds vote is necessary for its 
adoption. 

The question having been put— 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, two-thirds hav 
voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I call for a division. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I demand the yeas and 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Speaker eee Mr. TUCKER and Mr. NoRTHWAY to 
act as tellers during the call of the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 141, nays 50), 
answered “ present 2,” not voting 158; as follows: 


YEAS—i4i. 

Alderson, Bell, Colo. Brown, Coffeen, 
Alexander, Bell, Tex. Bryan, Cooper, Fla. 
Allen, Black, Ga. Bunn, Cooper, Ind. 
Arnold, » Bynum, Cooper, Tex. 
Bailey, Boatner, Camineitti, Cooper, Wis. 
Baker, Kans. Boen, Cannon, Cal. 
Baldwin, Bower, N. C. Capehart, Crawford, 
et Brevz, aa Culberson, 

t, Brickner, Clark, Mo. Davey, 
Barwig, Brookshire, Cockrell, Davis, 


ere 


sews 


yaaa eae: 
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De Armond, Henderson, N.C. McMillin, Snodgrass, 
De Forest, aig McNagny, Springer, 
Dinsmore, Hoiman, McRae, Strait, 
Dockery, Hunter, Meredith, Swanson, 
Donovan, Hutcheson, Meyer, Sweet. 
Doolittle, Izlar, Morgan, Talbert, S. C. 
Ellis, Ky. Johnson, N. Dak. Mutchler, Talbott, Md. 
English, Cal. Kem, Newlands, Tarsney, 
Epes, Kiefer, Ogden, Tate, 
Erdman, Krinbs, O'Neill, Mo, Taylor, Ind. 
Fithian, Kyle, Outhwaite, Tucker, 
Forman, Lane, Patierson, Turner, Ga. 
Goldzier, Latimer, Pearson, Turner, Va. 
Gorman, Layton, Pence, Tyler, 
Grady, Livingston, Pendleton, Tex. Warner, 
Graham, Lynch, Pendleton, W. Va. Washington, 
Gresham, Maddox, Pickler, Wells, 
Griffin, Maguire, Pigott. Wheeler, Ala. 
Haines Maliary, Reilly. Williams, Ill. 
Hall, Minn. Marsh, Richards, Ohio Williams, Miss. 
Hall, Mo. Marshal! Richardson, Tenn. Wilson, Wash. 
Hammond, Maztin, ‘ind. Robertson, La. Wolverton, 
Harris, McCreavy, Ky. Ryan, Woodard. 
Harter, McDearmon, Sayers, 
Heard, McEttrick, Schermerhorn, 
Henderson, lowa McKaig, Shell, 
NA YS—50. 
Aldrich, Daniels, Loud, Russell, Conn. 
Apsley, Doliiver, Lucas, Sherman, 
Avery, Ellis, Ore: Marvin, N. Y. Sperry. 
Baker, N. H. English, N. J. MeCall, Stone, W. A. 
Bartlett, Everett, Meiklejohn, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bingham, Grosvenor, Northway, Thomas, 
Bowers, Cal. Grout, Page, U pdegraff, 
Brosius, Hager, Payne, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Bundy, Hainer, Perkins, Wadsworth, 
Burrows, Hitt, Phillips, Wilson, Ohio 
Cannon, Ill. Hull, Powers, Wright, Mass. 
Curtis, Kans. Johnson, Ind. Ray. 
Dalzell, Lefever, Reed, 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT" —2. 
Draper, Money. 
NOT VOTING —168. 
Abbott, Dunn, Kilgors, Rusk, 
Adams, Ky. Dunphy, Lacey, Russell, Ga. 
Adams, Pa. Durborow, Lapham, Scranton, 
Aitken, Edmunds, Lawson, Settle, 
Babcock, Enloe, Lester, Shaw, 
Bankhead, Fielder, Linton, Sibley, 
Belden, Fletcher, Leckwood, Sickles, 
Beltzhoover, Funk, Loudensilager, Simpson, 
Berry, - Funston, Magner, Sipe, 
Black, TL. Fyan, , Smith, 
Biair, Gardner, McAleer, Semers, 
Boutelle, Gear, McCleary, Mipn. Sorg. 
Branch, Geury, McCuiloch, Stallings, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Geissenhainer, MecDannola, Stephenson, 
Breokinridge, Ky. Giilet, N. Y. McDowell, Stevens, 
BroJerick, Gillett, Mass. MeGann, Stockdale, 
Burnes, Goodnight, McKeighan, Stone, C. W. 
Cabaniss, Grow, McLaurin, Stone, Ky. 
Cadmus, Hare, Mercer, Storer, 
Campbell, Harmer, Milliken, Straus, 
Caruth, Hartiman, Montgomery, Strong. 
Causey, Gatch, Moon, Tawney, 
Chickering, Haugen, Morse, Terry, 
Childs Hayes, Moses, Tracey, 
Clancy, Heiner, Murray, Turpin, 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, Ill. Neill, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Cobb, Ala. Hendrix, Oates, Walker, 
Cobb, Mo. Hermann, O'Neil, Mass. Wanger. 
Cociran, Hicks, Paschal, Waugh, 
Coygewell, Hines, Paynter, Weadock, 
Conn, Hooker, Miss. Post, Wever, 
Cootnbs, Hooker, N. Y. Price, Wheeier, Ili. 
Cornish, Hopkins, IL Quigez. White. 
Jone Hopkins, Pa. Randall, Whiting, 
overt Houk, Rayner, Wilson, W. Va. 
rain, Hudson, Reyburn, Wise, 
una Hulick, Richardson, Mich. Woomer, 
urti Ikirt, Ritchie. Wright, Pa. 
n Johnson, Ohio Robbins. 
ingiey, Jones, Robinson, Pa. 
So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the joint resolution was | 
passed. 


Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr.GEAR. I wish to withdraw my vote. [Iam paired with 
the gentlemanfrom Kentucky[Mr.STonr]. If he were present, 
— would vote for this joint resolution andI should vote against 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I have been paired with my 
colleague [Mr. Houk]; but on this question I desired to vote; 
and he is now paired with the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
MONEY]. I have therefore voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. BRODERICK, Mr. 8S r, | wish to inquire whether 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. StockDALE| has voted? 

The SPEAKER. He has not. 

Mr. BRODERICK (who had voted *‘no”). I agreed yester- 
day to pair with him from to-day. As he has not voted on this 
question, I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DRAPER. Mr. Speaker, I should like to vote. I was 
resent, but understood t I was paired with the gentleman 

m Arkausas[Mr. DINSMORE]. I was not aware that he was 

mt. I find, however, that he has voted. I should there- 
ore be glad to have my vote recorded in the negative. 





T7783 


The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain that request 
The gentleman can bo recorded as present. 

Mr. BURROWS. I wish to inquire whether the names of the 
members noted as present ought not to be read? 


The SPEAKER. There has been no report of those names 
by the tellers, because there was a quorum voting. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. MONEY with Mr. Houk. Mr. MONey would vote for this 


joint resolution. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DINGLEY 

Mr. OATES with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. HooKeER of Mississippi with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. MoOsEs with Mr. VAN Vooruts of New York. 

Mr. STALLINGS with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Lllinois. 

Mr. CoRNISH with Mr. HooKER of New York. 

Mr. CABANISS with Mr. LAcEy. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. CapMus with Mr. ApaAms of Kentucky. 

Mr. DENSON with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. LAWSON with Mr. Writs. 

Mr. Coss of Alabama with Mr. BABCOCK. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. GrouT. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. HatTcH with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. Wisk with Mr. FLETCHER. 

Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HopKInsof Illinois. 

Mr. WEADOCK with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsv!vania. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. Quiaa. F 

Mr. HARE with Mr. WHEELER of Illinois. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. SETTLE. 

Mr. STRAUS with Mr. GILLET of New York. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Coss of Missouri with Mr. BARTHOLDT. i 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. BRODERICK (except on tariff). 

For this day: 

Mr. MCALEER with Mr. STEPHENSON. 

Mr. LESTER with Mr. SmiTH of [llinois. 

Mr. JoNES with Mr. Curtis of New York. 

Mr. BRANCH with Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PasScHAL with Mr. GARDNER. 

Mr. SICKLES with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. DURBOROW with Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 

Mr. BERRY with Mr. FUNK. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. TRACEY with Mr. MERCER. 

On this vote: 

Mr. CAusEY with Mr. Hicks. 

On this bill: 

Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. Kostnson of Pennsylvania. } 
ent Mr. CAMPBELL would vote for the bill, Mr. Ronrnso 
against it. 

Mr. GEARY with Mr. McDoweELu. If present i 
would vote for the bill, Mr. MCDOWELL would vote against i 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 5894) making appropriations for the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1595; and 

A bill (H. R. 6108) making appropriation for the diplomat 
and consular service of the hited States for the fiscal ye 
ending June 30, 1895. 


LEAVE OF 
By unanimous consent, indefinite leave of absence was granted 
to Mr. BERRY, on account of sickness in his family. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave toreport back from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs the bill making appropriations 
for the Indian service for the year 1895. [am instructed by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs to request unanimous consent that 
the amendments of the Senate, one hundred and twenty in num- 
ber, be nonconcurred in and aconference asked with the Senate 
thereon. 

The SPEAKER. 


Mr. Gt 


ABSENCE 


The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (i. R. 6913) making appropriations for current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipulations with va- 
rious Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana reports back 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs the Senate amendments 
to this bill, and by direction of the committee asks unanimous 
consent that the House nonconcur in the Senate amendments 
and requestaconference thereon. Without objection, that order 
will be made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. ALLEN, and Mr. WILSON of Washington 
were appointed conferees on the part of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 
ports. 

PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. REILLY, from the Committee on the Pacific Railroads, 
reported in lieu of House bills 305, 4411, 6947, and 6950 a bill (H. 
R. 7798) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the construc- 
tion of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to 
the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of 
the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” approved July 
1, 1862; also to amend an act 5g July 2, 1864, and also an 
act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first- 
mentioned act; and to provide for the settlement of claims 
growing out of the issue of bonds to aid in the construction of 
certain railroads, and to secure to the United States payment 
of all indebtedness of certain companies therein mentioned; 
which were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed, 

Mr. REILLY. This is a substitute, and I ask that it be 
printed and the original bills lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The bills in lieu of which the gentleman 
reports the bill, the title of which has just been read, will be 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. REILLY. Ialsoask leave of the House that members of 
the committee who desire to submit minority views will have 
that privilege. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the minority 
will be permitted to file their views, to be printed with the re- 
port of the committee. 

There was no objection. 


SECTION 533, REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. COOPER of Florida, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, reported back with a favorable recommendation 
the bill (H. R. 4950) to amend section 553 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, relating to the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of = ane and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
: DIRECT TAX, WEST VIRGINIA. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at ten minutes 
before | o'clock. The Clerk will read the title of the bill called 
up by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] on yester- 
day just before the expiration of the morning hour. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 119) to direct the Secretary of the Treas to 
pay to the governor of the State of West Vir a the sum appropria: by 
the act of Congress entitled “An act to credit and pay to the several States 


and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the 
direct tax levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861.”’ 


The SPEAKER. This bill isin the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state to the 
House that this resolution was reported from the Committee on 
the Judiciary by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY], 
who is unavoidably detained from the House this morning. Mr. 
WiLson of West Virginia, who introduced the bill, I think 
originally, feels a great interest in it, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the second morning hour may be dispensed with to- 
day in order to allow these gentlemen to be present when this 
bill is considered in the next morning hour to which the com- 
mittee is entitled. 

Mr. REED. Are we in the second morning hour now? 

Mr. CULBERSON, Yes. 

Mr. REED. Can not the committee take up some other bill? 

Mr. CULBERSON, Iam perfectly willing to take this bill 
up on Tuesday. I do not wish any advantage, I will state to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. REED, But suppose you lay it aside, and take up some 
other bill. 

The SPEAKER. This bill was pending in the morning hour. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I would say in response to the gentleman 
from Maine that we would not be authorized to do that under 
the rule; we have only one hour left. 
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Mr. REED. Very well: | nave no objection to the request of 
the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks for unani- 
mous consent that the morning hour be dispensed with for to. 


ay. 

Mr. BURROWS. DoT understand that the committee is to 
have the hour at some other time? 

The SPEAKER. The committee had an hour on yesterday, 
and under the rule they can use another hour if necessary. ~ 

Mr. BURROWS. And the committee would lose its right to 


day? 

The SPEAKER. It would lose its right—— 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that. 

The SPEAKER. What is the suggestion of the gentleman’ 

Mr. CULBERSON. That the committee would lose its righ: 
to call this up in the next morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated that when the committee 
finished this bill it would not be able to call up any other bill. 
That is to say, it would lose its right after the consideration o/ 
this bill, if its consideration occupied the hour. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is correct. 

Mr. BURROWS. When will this come up? 

The SPEAKER. The next day that we have amorning hor. 
This simply postpones its consideration for to-day. 

Without objection, the morning hour will be Vissensod wit 
for to-day. 

There was no objection. 


REINSTATEMENT OF CERTAIN RAILWAY MAIL CLERKS. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the special order for 


to-day. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That Saturday, the 2ist instant, after the second morning hour, the Hoise 
shall proceed to the consideration of House bill 3249; that at the hour of 4 
m. the previous question shall be considered as ordered on the amendments 
if any, and on the bill to its final passage; and the vote shall then be taken 
without delay. 

This order not to interfere with conference reports, or revenue bills, or 
general appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. 8. 3249) for the reinstatement of clerks dismissed from the Ra 

4 Mail Service between the 15th day of March and the Ist day of Ma 


Be it enacted, etc., That upon the rquisition ‘of the Postmaster-Genera! 
Civil Service Commissioners shall certify for reinstatement, whenever 
vacancy may occur, in a grade or class no higher than that in which he w.; 
formerly employed, any on who was dismissed from the Railway M. 
Service, through no delinquency or misconduct of his own, between |) 
15th day of March and the ist day of May, 1889, or whowas dismissed fr: 
said serviceafter said last-named date upon any order made prior there: 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr.Speaker, in view of the fact that the mor: 
ing hour has been dispensed with, I ask unanimous consent thi: 
the final vote on the bill and amendments be taken at 3 o'cloc 
instead of 4. I apprehend that two hours equally divided wi 
be ample time for the discussion of this question. 

Mr. BRODERICK. There is a minority report in this cas: 
and there are a number of gentlemen on our side of the House 
who will want to be heard, and I should not be willing to mak 
that agreement at this time. 

Mr. REED. What is the proposition? 

The SPEAKER. That the vote be taken at 3 o'clock inste: 


4, 
Mr. REED. I have no objection to its being taken at h: 
past 9. Postponement would be very satisfactory. 

Mr. BURROWS. Inasmuch as the rule fixed the time for 
taking the vote at 4 o'clock instead of 3, there might be man 
members who would not be here until the time fixed in the 
order for taking the vote, namely, at 4 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, the bill designated by the orde 
of the House is the bill introduced by myself and referred to the 
Committee on Civil Service Reform, upon which no report his 
yet been made. A similar bill, introduced by Judge Houk. 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and has becn 
reported and is upon the Calendar. The latter bill is No. 401’. 
I ask unanimous consent that that bill be substituted for the 
one oo, wane in the order, and that whatever amendments are 
proposed be offered to that bill instead of the one designated in 
the special order. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that can be done. 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. REED. What is the nature of the request? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ByNU™ 
states that the bill designated in the special order (H.R. 3249 
was referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, 
and has not been reported; but that an identical bill (H. R. 401!) 
was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary. The bills 
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are identical, and the gentleman asks that we substitute H. R. 
4017 for the bill (H. R. 3249). 

Mr. REED. I will ask, before consent is given, how does that 
help the matter? 

Mr. BYNUM. It does not make any material difference. 
We desire to take up the bill which is on the Calendar, instead 
of the one that has not been reported. 

Mr. REED. What is the difference? 

Mr. BYNUM. Avery slight difference. 

Mr. REED. Have we any rights against the bill as it stands 
pow which we should lose by the substitution? We do not 
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want to lose any chance of beating a partisan bill of this kind— | 


urely partisan. 
. Mr B YNUM. 
Mr. REED. 
man from Indiana to have his name attached to a partisan bill 


I do not understand the gentleman. 


i 


we have no objection, but if itin any way facilitates the passage | 


of it we do object. 

Mr. BYNUM. I am very sorry to disappoint the gentleman 
in the point he is attempting to make. Iam asking to dispense 
with the bill that I introduced, and to take up one that Judge 
Houk introduced, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciayy, and was reported by that committee, and which is 
upon the Calendar. 

Mr. REED. Then, if the gentleman desires to be generous, 


and to bestow the honor upon somebody else, that I have no ob- | | ) : 
incursions into the barnyard. 


jection to, on his assurance that it does not deprive us of any 
opportunity to beat such an utterly unsuitable bill. 

Mr. BYNUM. It is the bill of Judge Houk that I am asking 
to substitute. 

Mr. REED. 
it that way. 

The SPEAKER, 
the bill H. R. 4017. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, at no time in the history of the 
zountry was theclamor for office soinsatiate as upon the accession 
of the last Republican Administrationtopower. Theold-timers, 
who had spent mostof theirlives in office and had become imbued 
with the idea that the Government positions belonged to them, 
re‘nforced by the younger element, which had been almost 
entirely excluded from the public stalls, came rushing to the 
capital by the thousands, eager to receive a crumb from the 
table supposed to be so plentifully supplied. 

Rich and bountiful, however, as was the feast, it only served 
to sharpen the appetites of the hungry horde that swarmed 
throrgh the lobbies; invaded the White House, filled the De- 

rtments and drove the members of the Cabinet to seek refuge 
in their private rooms. The endeavors to appease this inordi- 
nate demand resulted in the most brutal assaults that wereever 
committed upon the civil service of the Government. Amongst 
the many open, flagrant, willful, and corrupt violations of the 
principles of the civil service during this period was the dis- 
missal from the Railway Mail Service of nearly 3,000 efficient 
Democratic clerks and the appointment in their stead of inex- 
perienced Republicans. 

The facts, briefly stated, were as follows: On the Ist day of 
December, 1888, President Cleveland issued anorder placing the 
Railway Mail Service under the classified service, to take effect 
on the 15th day of March, 1889. It has been openly charged and 
never denied that the order, as itleft the hands of the President, 
fixed the date on which the service should become classified the 
15th of February instead of the 15th day of March, as contained 
in the order when promulgated by the Civil Service Commis- 
sion. In view of what subsequently transpired, it does not seem 
improbable that such was the fact. 

I shall not, however, at this time question the genuineness of 
the order as it was finally issued, as the transaction was criminal 
enough without including the elements of forgery. Mr. Har- 
rison became President on the 4th day of March, 1889, and 
within one week after his inauguration issued an order extend- 
ing the time when the order of Mr. Cleveland was to take effect 
from the 15th day of March to the Ist day of May, i889. That 
this extension was made for the sole purpose of enabling the 
Administration to make a raid upon the service in the interest 
of its | gone is as clear as the noonday’s sun. From the 4th 
day of March, 1889, the day on which Mr. Harrison became 
President, to the 15th day of May, a period of less than two 
months, seventeen hundred Democratic clerks, with records for 
efficiency and integrity theretofore unequaled, were summarily 
dismissed, and their places filled with virulent Republican 
partisans without experience. 

A more outrageous partisan assault upon a class of Govern- 
ment clerks who had earned and scoured their positions by la- 
borious and efficient work can not be found, even in the history 
of the unparalleled greed of the Republican party. Whatexcuse 


I think it would look a little more decent to have 


Without objection, the House will consider 


| nal order had been issued. 
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was offered for this raid upon the most important.branch of the 
public service? The present Administration is ready to pro- 
tect this branch of the pubiic service from impairment by the 
strong arm of military power, but the last Republican Admin- 
istration was willing and eager to destroy its efficiency for the 
sake of rewarding partisan heelers. 

No rascal, however, was ever caught in the perpetration of a 
crimeso heinousas that he was unable to conjure up some excuse 
for its commission; and so it was in this case. it was claimeé 
that no lists had been secured, and therefore that it was neces- 
sary to extend the time, that examinations might be held and 
the same prepared. Even if it had been true that suflicient op- 
portunity had not been given to make all necessary arrange- 


| ments, the necessity for the retention of the experienced men 
If this isa mere desire on the part of the gentle- | 


until such were completed was only the greater. 
however, was but a shallow pretext. 

Three months and more had elapsed from the time the origi- 
Why had nothing been done during 
this long interval of time? For no other reason than that the 
Civil Service Commission, composed at the time of a single 
member, and he a bitter Republican partisan, not only failed to 


This excuse, 


| discharge its duty, but in every conceivable way obstructed the 


efforts of subordinates todo so. Strong as the factsand circum- 
stances are in support of this belief, we are not dependent upon 
them alone to prove this assertion. True, the hen’s tracks all 
lead to the fox’s hole, but we have an eyewitness to reynard’s 


On the 14th day of last February, there appeared in the Wash- 
ington Post an interview with Mr. Cumming, who, during the 
time this fraud was being practiced was a clerk under the Civil 
Service Commisssion, and was cognizant of how this pure and 
inmaculate branch of the public service was manipulated in the 
interest of the Republican party. 


“I see,” said Mr. Cumming, the promotion examiner of the Treasury De 
partment, ‘‘that Mr, Theodore Roosevelt, in a letter objecting to the Houk 
bill with reference to the reinstatement of the railway mail clerks, states 
that the classification of the Railway Mail Service was ordered by President 
Cleveland to take effect on March 15, 1889; that it was absolutely impossible 
for the CivilService Commission to complete the classification by that date, 
and that in consequence it was deferred until May!1. This statement is mis 
leading in what it contains and in what it omits, and presents a highly in 
— picture of the spoils system in active operation in the spring of 

‘The facts are somewhat as follows: On January 4, 1889, President Cleve 
land ordered the classification to take effect, as he supposed, on February 
15,1891. Bysome mistake the date was made March 15, 1889. The Civil Serv- 
ice Commission then consisted of only two members, Messrs. Edgerton 
and Lyman. Some time in aan through the instrumentality of Mr. 
Morgan, a Democratic clerk on the Commission's force, the President was 
informed that no steps were being taken to hold examinations and secure 
lists of eligibles by the prescribed time. Owing, it is said, to an unsatisfac- 
tory interview on this subject with Mr. Edgerton, who might naturally have 
been expected to be zealous in protecting Democratic employés in office, 
President Cleveland dismissed him. As the result of this proceeding, and 
of the Senate’s failure to confirm George Thompson's nomination, made im 
mediately thereafter, the Commission consisted solely and exclusively, until 
about the middle of May, of Mr. Lyman.” 

“On March 11, after more than two months of dillydallying, and four days 
before President Cleveland's order should have taken effect, President Har- 
rison was informed in writing by Mr. Lyman, the sole Commissioner, that 
it would not be possible to have the list of eligibles ready before May l!. 1 
was during that entire period, and for a year and a half thereafter, chair 
man of the central board of examiners of the Civil Service Commission. I 
was away on leave, and holding examinations from Virginia to Texas, in- 
clusive, between January 1 and about March 20. I had examined at least a 
dozen Texans and alut of Tennessee ans for the Railway Mail Service, and 
other examiners had held examinations in other States. On my return to 
Washington, sometime late in March, I found that no effort had been made 
to mark any of these papers, and that the marking of the regular depart- 
mental papers was way behindhand.”’ 

‘You got at them at once, of course?” 


MR. LYMAN’S BUSINESS METHODS 


“Not by a decided majority. The board was always subject to the orders 
of the chief examiner, W. H. Webster, so far as concerned the work to be 
done. Although—not to speak of the railway mail papers—the work on the 
waapene departmental papers was greatly in arrears, I found that he had 
ordered one of the most efficient members of the examining board to rear- 
range the old examination epee in the Commission's vault, and to make 
selections from them for publication in the next report of the Commission, 
which would come out late in the summer or fall. 

‘Two or three other members of the board were put at work getting upex 
amination questions for candidates for the position of post-office inspector— 
a business that could have kept without spoiling for two or three montas. 
Qne or two others were sent out on examination trips, and during most of 
this time we were ordered to mark the departmental papers, giving them 
the preference over the railway mail. I do not often indulge in herculean 
tasks, and never take a pride in work for its own sake; but if I had not got 
two or three members of the board switched off on these railway mail papers 
with me, and had not put in full time week days and Sundays, during the 
month of April, I believe Mr. Lyman would have been in a position to state 
to President Harrison that the classification could not go into effect until 
June 1.” 

“You saved your distance, however, didn't you” 

‘Yes. But by this time the deed had been pretty seonaity done. A few 
days after Mr. Lyman told us that, according to his information, out of 4,500 
clerks in the Railway Mail Service, the Democrats had, on retiring, left 1,500 
Republicans in office; that now, in May, the Republicans had left 1,500 Dem- 
ocrats in office; and that he thought that was about fair 


Mr. Speaker, the members of the Civil Service Commission 
assume to be paragons in the administration o! the law. a 
have arrogated to themselves a guardianship over all other of- 
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ficials, and loudly proclaim their superior virtue; and yet I ven- 
ture that there can not be found in all of the Departments of 
the Governmenta proceeding that disclosessuch moral turpitude. 

That it was the purpose of Mr. Lyman to delay and obstruct 
action until Mr. Wanamaker and his subordinates could dia- 
place all the Democrats that could be spared from the service is 
too patent for argument. The vigorous efforts of Mr. Cum- 
MINGS thwarted his purpose, and when the Ist of May arrived 
the conspirators had not completed their work. Nearlya thou- 
sand Democrats who had been marked for dismissal were still in 
the service, which had already been crippled. 

The fact, however, that the service became classified on May 
1, did not deter such reformers as Wanamaker and Lyman from 
completing the work they had begun. They kad gotten rid of 
2,000 Democratic clerks, the other 1,000 must go, and after this 
date, when the service became fully classified, 927 more clerks 
were dismissed and 1,212 were appointed by the disgraceful and 
fraudulent practice of antedating the no of removals and 
appointments, It was upon the consummation of this last act 
that Mr. Lyman congratulated himself that the job had been so 
successfully accom ed. As an evidence of the —— 
manner in which this conspiracy was pursued I append as an ex- 
hibit to my remarks the report of the Postmastei-General, giv- 
ing the number and dates of appointments, made after the Ist 
of May, regardless of the civil-service regulations. 

True, the legality of this proceeding was questioned; but that 
was only a slight impediment, as the Attorney-General came to 
the rescue with an opinion that such proceedings were strictly 
legal,and no doubt he felt like quoting the sentiment of his sub- 
ordinate in Indiana, who, in ing of the letter of Col. Dud- 
ley advising the division of voters into blocks of five in charge 
of trusted leaders with necessary funds, ‘‘ only indicated a pa- 
triotic interest” in public affairs. The President, the Attor- 
ney-General, the Postmaster-General, and the Civil Service 
Commissioner were all parties to this disgraceful transaction. 

In all the history of and spoilsmen there never has been 
such a merciless and -hearted raid made a class of Gov- 
ernment officials who were diligently striving to dise their 
duties, while their superiors were secretly tt r re- 
moval. The measure under consideration, al h introduced 
by the late Judge Houk, was drafted by myself, and is, in sub- 
stance, the same asa bill introduced by myself at an earlier date. 

At the time I first introduced the measure I had but a faint 
conception of the extent to which this abuse had been carried. 
As soon, however, as the contents of the bill became known, I 
began to receive letters from every part of the country, gi 
information as to the ruthless manner in which Democrats 
been discha and the indecent haste in which Republicans 
had been ed into their places. While I am not at liberty 
te give the names, I can not refrain from publishing extracts 
from a few of these letters, as ae eonvey more fo: than I 
ean express, the manner in w the work was accomplished: 

NEw YORK, Seplember 29, 1893. 

Desa ae doen et Be & ore ee er te ae Pee 
to heartily thank you for introducing Your bill providing for the reinstate 
ment, as fast as vacancies occur, of employés of the way Mail Service, 
dismissed by the Republicans for political 

ST a ee ee reinstated in the Railway 
Mail I have a good position in this bank and do not care to ex- 
change it for any political office. 

Your bill is a good, just one, and it should pass both Houses of Congeew 
without a dissenting Democratic vote. Hundreds of bright, keenwitted, 
ambitious young Democrats went out of the service on the above-men- 
tioned date, and they were mostly succeeded by a lot of old, at eaten nn 
broken-down slow coaches who were a disgrace to the Republican party— 
te which, of course, they all belonged. This was not the case in every in- 


stance, but was true. 

The y blood infused into the service by the advent of zealous Demo- 
erats Uke standard of the service more than 20 per cent. In 1884, and 
previously, 75 to.90 per cent was considered an excellent record in the exami- 
in 1889, 08 t considered ae amome amie" konmiecee 

per cent was a . 
wied and sputtered at the had to study. study, but the Demo- 
erats had set a hot and as fossils had to trot 4 had 
to do their level best to up or drop out entirely. 

I know of quite a number of good, capable men who have for re- 
imstatement, and they have received cool replies from -over 
licans now in office down there in Washington, stating that their 
Wons have been “ on file,” or “referred %o the proper oflicers.’ 

Yours, very > 
Hon. WikLsaM D. BYNUM, 
Washington, D. C. 


November 17, 1889, and in to witmessed the 
Most unjust and outrageous removals of th competent men for no 

than the poor = to be Democrats. 
And right here, let me say, some of competent men ever 
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disorganized the whole service of the country, and in a number of instance; 
put men in who had been bounced for incompetency = the Democratic 
party, notfor politics. The present Superintendent of Railway Mail Services 
8 by and saw these outrages committed, and by silence sanctioned th 
whole proceedings, and on general principles ought to have been bounced 
long ago. He is a stench in the nostrils of all Democrats who know about 
the affair. These removals were by all odds the most outrageous treatmen, 
= and competent Democrats in the entire history of our Government 
and [am very thankful that there is one Democrat with grit enough to try 
to right this fearful and outrageous wrong. 
Very respectfully, yours, 


Hon. WILLIAM D. Bynum, 
Washington, D. C. 
St, JouNs, Mrow., October 6, 139 

My DEAR Sir: Please accept my thanks and gratitude for the interest 
you have taken to champion the cause of the poor railway postal clerk by 
the introduction of a bill before the House for their reinstatement over 
civil service, without examination. I myself, being one of the number o 
2,000 or more competent and efiicient mocratic clerks, have positive 
knowledge that the method of J. Lowrie Bell, General Superintendent under 
the Harrison Administration, dated the red letters of removal back in 
order to obtain priority to May 1, 1889, thus many being decapitated at the 
rate of three a minute in violation of all law and decency; a great slauch- 
ter, indeed. This great wrong is hardly given a posses notice, while the 
SS of it hold high official positions. Such a renovating was never 

own before in the history of the Government. 

In nearly every instance young, vigorous, active, healthy, and ambitious 
clerks were decapitated to make room for the old, decrepit, and worn out 
clerks, Who were compelled from inecompetency to give way under Mr. 
Cleveland's former Administration. Whatis the result? To-day the Rail 
way Mail Service is 95 per cent Republican. J. Lowrie Bell, the man who 
did all this work, still holds the position of Second Assistant Postmaster 
General; all the division superintendents and their chief clerks are Re 
publicans, and not a Democrat clerk or appointee therein has got into tho 
service in six months in this Democratic Administration. Mr. BYNUM, to 
just scan your eye over the vr and manipulations of the Civil Service 
Commission, during the reign of Harrisonism, it discloses the fact to be that 
through the machinations and = zeal of the Republican majority of said 
Commission, the so-called eligible list contained on an average of nine Re 
publicans to one Democrat, among the successful applicants passing the per 
cent to make a record. 

Very respectfully, yours, 


Hon. W. D. ByNnuM, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


UTICA, N, Y., tember 23, 1893 

DEAR Str: I wish to thank you for the bill introduced by you providing 
for the reinstatement of railw: al clerks removed by the Republicans 
in 1862. Not for myself, but on fof many worthy men. 

I was in the Railway ee Service eae pees oe ay oat “6 study 
made good progress, as I was promo’ to the position of chief clerk at 
Ss e, wy with about 7,000 miles of route and 225 men to take charge o!. 

know what the service isand what it needs. In my own case I was given 
a certain number of days in which to hand in myresi tion. Others were 
not given even that consideration (?) and were brutal iy emoved. Inmany 
instances removals that were dated prior to May 1, 1889, were held and for 
warded in the fall, for they did not dare remove too many men atonce, 
as they had greatly demoralized theservice. Some of the best Dein- 
ocrats and best clerks inthis State—men of most excellent records and char- 
acters—-were thrown out, though they were in every way better fitted to fill 
the positions than the green hands and absolutely poor clerks appointed in 


ours, very truly, 


Hon. WILLIAM D. Brnum, 
Washington, D. C. 
NORWALK, OHIO, October 7, 1893 

DEAR SiR: As ent of the Democratic Ex-Postal Clerks’ Organiza. 
tion of Northern . 1t gives me pleasure to assure you of our hearty in- 
dorsement of the bill introduced by you, for the reinstatement of Demo- 
cratic clerks removed by the Harrison Administration between certain 
dates. Itis an act of justice, which will at least in part, the ravac- 
ing of this Department of the Government by John Wanamaker. We have 
cited this great wrong to the Civil Service Commission, and while they 
admit that in some instances it would be just to ae fear that 
some t+ men might be removed from the service by doing so. 

Let mesay to you, honored sir, that among these innocent men,in whom 
the Commissioners take so much interest, aremany of theconspirators who 
eer requiring eaten dean to w“nontar a aan 7 

a cler out their resignations. 
committing same to a committee which was authorized to forward said 
—aenen es in case of removal of any of said clerks in favor 
of Democrats, and thus block the railway mail system of the United States. 
A Republican —— who wees aware of a pare notified a, ~ 
partment at Washington, and eighteen o: mspirators er 
moved forthwith. Almost the first act of the Harrison Administration was 
to reinstate many of these men. 

I ara, most respectfully, yours, 


Hon. WILLIAM BYNUM, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 
TURKEY, N. C., October 2, 199° 

Dear Siz: Having seen in the New York World that you had introduce: 
a bill with reference to the restoration to service of ex-Democratic railway 
e. clerks, and being oneof the number myself for whose purpose your 

is intended to secure justice, [ herewith beg leave to thank as we!! 45 
a for the tion thus manifested in our behalf. 

During Mr. Cleveland's first Adminisiration 1 received an appointmen: 
railway postal clerk on one of the trunk lines of the country from W sh: 
tein a N.C., passed my examinations on all the post 

in Virginia, N: Carolina, and South Carolina, with a general aver: 
age about 95 per cent; was always prompt and attentive in the discharge 0! 
my duty; had my absolute appointment and was actually under the civi! 
service, but was removed May 21, 1889, > a Repubiican that wanted 
= Allthe Democrats on mine connecting roads were remove 
manner. 


lam, yours, 


Hon. Wx. D. Brxum, 
Washington, D. C. 
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The most striking illustration, however, of the haste to get 
rid of Democrats and restore Republicans comes from the State 
of Maine. I am conscious that the living of that State are al- 
ways Willing to sacrifice themselves in the public service, but I 
was not aware that in their eagerness to get rid of Democrats 
they were willing to make requisition upon the sextons of the 
cemeteries. Such, however, seems to be a fact. 

WATERVILLE, ME., October 16, 1803. 


DEAR Sir: I received a copy of the bill you introduced in the House a 
short time since, and I wish to say to you that the ex-postal clerks are very 
much pleased with your ucdertaking and trust the bill may pass. 

In their haste to remove us from the service they appointed one man who 
had been dead for more than one year, another who was nearly dead and 
who told the superintendent that he could not go back, he was. too sick; 
put they made him go on, as-they said, till they could straighten things out. 
He went on, and after a few months resigned, went home, and died. 

Yours, respectfully, 





Hon. Witrram D. BYNUM, 
Congressman, Washington, D. C. 

{Laughter and applause. | ; 

Mr. Speaker, in the palmiest days of Congressionai spoils, [ 
venture thata record more replete with a debauchery of the pub- 
lic service can not: be found. It has been said by way of excuse 
that during Mr. Cleveland’s Administration a large number of 
experienced and efficient clerks were dismissed from the service 
to make room for Democrats, and that the great number of 
changes made during that period had impaired the efficiency of 
the service, and that it was necessary to restore the old clerks to 
improve its standard. 

This. assertion is unqualifiedly false. [t is a well-known fact, 
and the official records support me in this statement, that the 
service had never before attained the standard of efficiency it 
did during the Administration. of Mr. Cieveland.. From the 
very beginning the service begam to improve.. From the annual 
report of the superintendent of the Railway Mail Service for 
the year 1803.1 take the following figures: 


Tableof pieces of mail distributed, etc., annually since July 1, 1883. 











Year end- | Number of Number 


l 
| Nimber Increase Decrease, 











im pieces: Increase. of of or |, Cenmecs 

Jane 30— distributed. | | errors: | errors. | errors. | = 
| Sieidenebdlliad Ln actncdliendiaad Rs aabiaitaditicamniinaiel S 

1884........ 4, 519, 661, 900 | 538, 145,620 | 1,167,223 | 203, 745 Es 3,872 
=o 4, 948, 059; 400 | 428, 307,500 | "887,704) | SO/5iF]} 57S 
BL 5, 329, 521, 475 | 381, 462,075 | 1,260,443 || 372,789 |_....__... | 4, 228 
1887... ~"| 5, 884, 690,875 | 505, 479, 398 | 1,734,617 | 474,174 |---| 3.384 
1888... 6,528, 772, 060 | 694,081,185 | 1,765,821 | 31,20%|... | 3 6o4 
: 8, 026, 887, 130° | 498,065,070.) 1,777, 205 1), 474 | | 3, 054 
tinned 7, SA, 728, 60 | 820, 886,470 | 2,768,245 | 991,950 2, 834 


Tt will be-seen from the foregoing table that in 1885, the first 
year of Mr. Cleveland’s Administration, there was an increase of 
nearly five hundred millions of pieces distributed, anda decrease 
in the number of errors of nearly three hundred thousand. In 
1884 there were 3,872 pieces correctly handled to each error, 
while in 1885 there were 5,575 pieces correctly handled to each 
error. During the year 1888, the last wholly under Democratic 
Administration, 7,026,837,130 pieces were handled, with a total 
of 1,777,295 errors. 

To each 3,954 pieces correctly handled there was one error, 
while during the first year, wholly under Republican Adminis- 
tration, from July 1, 1889, to July 1, 1890, 7,847,723,600 pieces 
were handled, with a total of 2,769,245 errors. The increase of 
errors was991,950. The firstyear under the reformsinaugurated 
by the Republicans, the number of pieces correctly handled to 
each error fell from 3,954 to 2,834. It thus appears. from the 
official records.that in the first year of Mr. Harrison’s Adminis- 
tration the standard of efficiency was reduced nearly 28 per cent. 

I know it to be a fact, as stated in some of the communications 
I have quoted, that at the time the Democratic party first came 
into power there was a large number of old men in the service 
that had to be removed for inefficiency. To show how lax the 
Administration prior to 1885 was, at the transfer station in In- 
dianopolis were four or five clerks, not one of whom had ever 
been required to take a case examination. 

At the end of Mr. Cleveland’s Administration every clerk had 
a record of examinations and could take a run on the Pittsburg, 
the most important line, in case.of an emergency, and yet all 
these competent and efficient clerks were removed and the old 
ones restored, and from that day to this the record of examina- 
tions opposite their names is a blank, no examination having 
been required, and not one of them could separate the mail on 
the most important line to the edge of Marion 

ao haste to restore these men will be easily compre- 
hended when it is known that they wereactive partisans, one of 
them at least having left his postof duty in 1884 toserve asa dep- 
uty marshal, on election day, in Cincinnati under Lot Wright. 
Iregret seriously that this bill hasencountered the opposition of 








| advantage of the necessary delay in classifying the Railway Mail Ser 
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Mr. Roosevelt. I believe it is a just and meritorious measure, 
but of course it would be high treason, if not sacrilegious, for 
this House to pass it after he nas communicated to this body 
his opposition. 

In his message he says that this bill is thesame as the one in- 
troduced by myself and referred to the Committee on Civil Serv- 
ice Reform, which was never reported. The reason that it was 


never reported by that committee was because a quorum could 
never be gotten together to report anything. Continuing, he 
says: 


The classification of the Railway Mai! Service was originally order: 
President Cleveland to take effect on March 15, 1889. [Lt was absolut 
possible for the Civil Service Commission to complete the classiticath 
that date, and in consequence the classification was deferred until May 1 
1889, at which date it actually took effect (nine days before I myself was ap 
pointed Civil ServiceCommissioner). Advantage was taken of the delay in 
theclassificationto turn out twenty-three hundred Democratic clerks, replac- 
ing them, withoutexamination, with Republicans. This was undoubtedly an 
outrage. Butin the first place it is all wrong to try to cure it by commit 
ting another wrong now, and in the next place it was an outrage pree y 
similar in character to what has occurred tu a number of the newly cl i 
fied post-offices within the last eight months 

In 1889 the Republican administration of the Post-Office Department too 
Vice to 
them by Repu 


lby 


isel 


makesweeping removals of Democratic clerks and replace 
licans, just before the law went into effect. 

The shallowest crossroads pettifogger could set up a plea mor 
consistent with truth and more convincing in logic. 

According to his version there was not sufficient time to make 
the classification: the extension of the order from March 15 to 
May 1 was for an entirely legitimate purpose. The most * child 
like and bland” statement, however, is that the classifieation 
actually took effect May I. Does he not know that after he 
came a member of the Board, on the 9th of May, that more than 
eight hundred dismissals and appointments were made in violu- 
tion of the very rules he says were in force? 

His endeavor to plaee the proceeding on a parity with the re- 
movalofletter-earriers by certain postmasters, under the present 
Administration,is demagogical. Thecases are notsimilar. Un- 
der Mr. Harrison there was a willful failure to ciassify the sery 
ice,a fraudulent extension of the time, and an open and flagrant 
violation of the rules of civil service after they were in full and 
complete operation; while under the present one, admitting all 
that. he charges, there were only dismissals and appointments 
before the service became classified. 

The most remarkable statement in Mr. Roosevelt's message 
is, that.of the 2,600 clerks appointed at the beginning of the 
last Administration but 900 are now in the service. According 
to his figures 1,700 have been dropped for incompetency. ‘This 
is much worse than I supposed. Why the haste toremovecom 


} 
ve 


| petent clerks and get in such a large number of incompetent 


ones? It can be explained upon no other theory than that it 
would be easier to get rid of an incompetent Republican than a 
competent Democrat, conscious that they would have no difli- 
culty in securing another Republican under the manipulatio: 
of the civil-service law. 

[ venture that if Mr. Roosevelt will furnish the names of the 
1,700.appointees from the classified lists, he will find that n 
than 9) per cent are Republicans. 

The Civil Service Commission commands neither the cont 
dence nor the respectof the people. Its principal endeavor h 
been to prevent incompetent Republicans from being discharged 
No Depart- 

than does 


men‘ of the Government needs a renovation 
this hypocritical body. 

The measure under consideration should and will receive t 
commendation of every sincere civil service reformer. 

t simply gives to.a set of efficient persons the right of rest 
tion to the service when vacancies occur, without further exam 
ination. Why compel those who have been in the service fo: 
two, three, or four years and demonstrated their qualification 
to go through an examination to prove their fitness? The Civil 
Service Commissioners no doubt are opposed to the measure. 
Under its provisions a Democrat may occasionally find employ- 
ment in the service instead of a Republican through their 
nipulations. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. I wish to ask the gentleman, for informa- 
tion, whether it is not true that hundreds of men were appointed 
in the Railway Mail Service afterwards? 

Mr. BYNUM. Hundreds of them were appointed afterwards. 
As I said, 1,212 were appointed after the Ist day of May, and 
between that and the Ist day of September, on fraudulent or- 
ders dated in April. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of [llinois. Can the gentleman from Indiana 
state the per cent of those who were Democrats and those who 
were Republicans in the Railway Mail Service at the time when 
that order actually went into effeet? 

Mr. BYNUM. I can not state that. 


were 


ihe 


can state is the 
3,000 after the. 


All [ 


number of Democrats removed, which was about 
inauguration of Mr. Harrison. 
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Mr. W1LLLAMS of Illinois. What was the total number in 
the Railway Mail Service under Mr. Harrison’s Administra- 
tion’ 

Mr. BYNUM. Between seven and eight thousand. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Can you state how many 
Democrats have been appointed since the present Administra- 
tion came in. 

Mr. BYNUM. I can not; but I am informed that it is less 
than 10 per cent. 

I reserve the balance of my time. [Loud applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 


APPENDIX. 
REPORT OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 


In reply to the fourth inquiry I have to state that the number of clerks 
appointed, reappointed, ur reinstated to said service and who commenced 
service subsequent to the Ist day of May, 1889, though appointed, reap- 

inted, or reinstated upon orders bearing date prior thereto, was 1,212, and 

he dates upon which said clerks entered upon their duties were as follows: 


No. of clerks. No. of clerks 


Dia. DURE, .canecounssioubighbse 1 | June 10, 1680.....................- 
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BE Ht BP paciesinse ress theswnes Se EE i nnnvce ck pecubansvcun 
May 4, 1889............ sii eden Pn EY SE xin tinea bund endcanects 
SE SD is nndeckecocaphhis tik } EE EEL Sis cope aseressncuns 
SE ME i iencbecnendeasoneeiee et ns ccc vneenisnkade® 
May 7, 1880..................---- 930 | June 17, 1889.._.. Nesdbakgcweeh hese 
SSSR PE Pca conc veiiccdns cosede 

EE acco naneesante dacdh 2 EE BE vi wnnidincdcvesiesnahenis 
SE ii pasa scespocsccc- tons 31 | June 20, 1880. ........ ee 





| at iat et het tt et BD et TO TO Tt COTO CO Ce CO COTS em COICO I 


29 
ST SEE ood nvbbven eves oneenden 1D PED WEE s iwuasitvodcccs écanes 
SD ai knceaih Coctebne cieiba Oi | Bop. Me, 1600... .cccs........ 
IL, vnc> wists biaeenile Ces 6 
June 3, 1889 7 | Total for the month of— 
TE HEED Cana savescaddecneuteus 8 MD, Chale ste atuinhiostwtnacns 1, 032 
June 5, 1889 ‘ ian ll Since slate apie aioan iid, 156 
I Sine ss catntveinawinessee 4 GN is sien ade palipneienabe oui 19 
I ahi a ite ne oetlne 2 PE nctchennakehsechennanes 4 
I onal nds ssc abies meee an 3 POE « onadnats jtiehinn nits 1 
June 9, 1889. - 6 


I have the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, 

W. S. BISSELL, 

Hon, CHARLES F. CRIsP, Postmaster- General, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, no arrangement has been 
made as to who is tocontrol the time on either side of the House. 
By the request of some membersof the committee, I will be rec- 
ognized for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MONEY). The gentleman 
from Kansas is recognized. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Iyield such time tothe gentleman from 
Maine as he desires, 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, since this bill presented by the 
gentleman from Indiana has met with the enthusiastic applause 
and approval of the Democratic party, it is perhaps well enough 
just to state what itis. The tyre, | President, in December, 
1888, proposed to bring into the civil service classification the 
clerks in the Railway Mail Service. 

But he realized the fact that he had utilized the four years of 
his Administration in packing that service with Democrats, hav- 
ing dismissed about { ee! cent of Republicans that were then 
there and filled their P aces with Democrats; therefore, in the 
midst of his zeal for civil service, he recognized the utter im- 
propriety of closing up the Railway Mail Service from the Re- 

ublican en by making an order which was to go immediately 

nto effect. He therefore gave 7 days after March 4 for the 
opportunity for removal. That did not —_ satisfactory in all 
its arrangements, and was only a sort of tribute to the decency 
of plunder. 

When Mr. Harrison came into office and became President of 
the United States, the Civil Service Cammission reported that 
they did not have time to make the arrangements necessary for 
the classification; and therefore the date of going into effect of 
that order was postponed to a period which might be equal to 
onemonth. Was there anything indecent or unsuitable in that? 
No man with any sense of fairness would for an instant say so. 
Immediately changes were made; and there never was a time 
when changes were more necessary. My district I know about. 





It was filled with a set of incompetent men; and the whole sery. 
ice throughout the country was filled with such a set of mey 
that the complaints of business men were loud, frequent, ang 
a i 

ow, of the men who were appointed a very large part of them 
I knowfrom a sample that I had in my own district, a very larg, 
— of them were old employés, men who had not been out so 
oug that their reinstatement was anything but an advantage to 
the service; and the service was instantly improved by that ae. 
tion. ' 

Then again, it is defensible from another point of view. Tho 
report of the Civil Service Commission left no doubt what oug); 
to be done, and the result is its abundant justification. nq 
here let me say a word in reply to the gentleman from Indiana 
with regard to the Civil Service Commission. That Commission, 
with a single exception, has been composed of men who had a 
real, honest zeal for the public service. Governor Thompson 
of South Carolina, I personally know, and I know that his action 
as a member of that Commission was creditable to him an 
honorable to the country. 

Mr. Roosevelt is thoroughly well known in this House, to a 
= many members of it individually, and any eulogium of him 

y me would be entirely unnecessary; butif there has ever been 
in the public service a more faithful, straightforward and hon- 
orable official I ask any man present to name him here and nov, 
He has been thoroughly just, upright, and righteous in his ad. 
ministration of his difficult office. No obstacle has prevented 
him from —- his duty. 

No partisan feeling has kept him from attacking his own sid. 
whenever there was occasion to do justice, and no fear of the 
other side has ever prevented him from attacking them when 
it was necessary to do it in order to do justice, and any assaults 
from the gentleman from Indiana or any other source will fal! 
entirely to the ground. Iam not sure that the public servic 
has got so much better men by reason of the adoption of the 
civil-service system. 

1 am not oneof those who believe that men who are interested 
in politics are not men of intelligence and capacity, and if there 
could have been a suitable division, so that not only every man 
would know what appointments he had to assist in, but also that 
the publie might know upon whom rested the responsibility fo: 
appointments, I am not entirely sure that the service would have 
been improved by any change. But there were many scandals 
arising from controversies between members of Congress, be- 
tween Senators and members of the House, and our lives were 
rendered a burden, and, for my part, I have been very glad to 
have my portionof the public administration taken away from me 
and bestowed upon anybody else, as amatter of personal comfort. 
And I am bound tosay further, having noticed the proceedings 
of the Civil Service Commission, that their action has been on 
the whole creditable to them. 

Now, what is proposed here? It is proposed to throw open 
this branch of the public service to the reappointment of a se! 
of men who went out of office amid the applause of the en- 
tire business interests of the country. Why? Simply to give 
an opportunity for gentlemen to force upon the Departments 
their personal favorites, their political friends. There is no 
other purpose in this bill. If there is among these men any 
good thoroughly ears man whose service the Govern- 
ment has wanted, somebody has got possession of him befo: 
this time, or had until the Democracy blasted all the industries 
of the country. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Was it the Democracy or was 
it the McKinley bill? 

Mr. REED. Was it the Democracy or was it the McKinle) 
bill! Well, now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maryland 
is, of course, not the flower of our intelligence, but he knows 
better than to ask such a question us that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TALBOTT ofMaryland. You have not answered the 
question, however. 

Mr. REED. Ithink I have, and to the evident satisfaction o! 
the House. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Ido not think you have. There 
is a difference of opinion there. 

Mr. REED. Well, the difference is only between you and a: 
the rest of us. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. That is sufficient. 

Mr. REED. Itis Athanasius contra mundum, and no Athana- 
sius in the case either! ros 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I was remarking when I was rudely in- 


terrupted, this isa mere partisan bill for the purpose of getting 
in a lot of Democrats who are not fit for anything, or else some 
of those Democrats that the party have turned out of employ- 
ment by destroying the industries of the country. Of course, | 
sympathize with that class of people, but I do not think the 
mocratic party is the one to do them justice. E 
The people of the United States are going to do them jastice, 
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robably, by leaving the McKinley bill alone, because the Lord to me a stump speech instead of a question; and I will auswer 
| confounded the Democratic party. (Laughter.] It reminds | whatever of interrogatory he has propounded. I answer in the 
one of some of the stories in Scripture history where the angel | first place, that I do not know; but if what he says is true, Pres- 
interfered specia:!y and set the wicked by the ears—cet them to | ident Harrison was only following in the footsteps of the civil- 
attacking each other and pounding each other's faces, the best | service reformer now in the White House, who managed in De- 
thing that any of them could pound on this earth. [Laughter.] | cember, 1888, to try to close up, to hermetically seal, the postal 

J am sorry that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BYNUM] did | service after he had dropped out 90 per centof Republicans and 
not frankly tell us what was the difference between this bill and | put in90 percentof Democrats. Being a Democratic President, 
the one for which he caused this to be substituted without stat- | he isof course a good man. And especially after the judgment 
ing what the object was. Iam sorry he did not tell us frankly | he has shown in his description of his party in this House and 
that this bill leaves the unprotected Postmaster-General oper | the Senate, to follow such a man as that is of course creditable. 
to the assaults of the Democratic politicians to an extent that | [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. | 
was not even contemplated in the imagination of the gentleman Mr. BRODERICK. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. 
from Indiana who framed the first bill. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. BYNUM. I beg the gentleman's pardon. This bill is Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I shall occupy only about 
not susceptible of that construction. The first bill, the one that | five minutes in stating some knowledge that I have in regard to 
I drafted, provided that the Civil Service Commission should | the main question involved here. At the time the Administra- 
certify in these cases, but upon reflection, this service never | tion changed on the 4th of March, 1889, and during the period 
having been in their control, of course the Commission never | covered by this bill, in the Congressional district in which I 
had the list. The Postmaster-General had a full list, had all | was residing at the time I requested and had put back into the 
the records, and when [ came to investigate the matter more | service six postal clerks who had been removed because they 
closely, I found that the duty which I had proposed to put upon | were Republicans, and for noother reason, during the Cleveland 
the Civil Service Commission could not be performed by them, | Administration. 
but could be performed by the Postmaster-General. Every one of those men is still in the postal service, and many 

Mr. REED. Why did not you tell us that when you asked to | of them—I may say most of them—have been promoted to the 





substitute the one bill for the other? ' highest grade of the service. During this same period of time, 
Mr. BYNUM. It would not make any difference. | upon my recommendation, five new men were appointed. Each 
Mr. REED. Oh, yes, it would. It is evident that this bill | one of these is now in the postal service; and one of them has 
means a practical plan of civil-service looting, while the other | taken the gold medal for completeness of knowledge and etfli- 
bill means nothing at all. ciency, and there is not one of them who has not been promoted 


Mr.BYNUM. Under the first bill, if the Postmaster-General | as rapidly as the rules of the Department would admit. 
should undertake to enforce the ruleas there provided, the Civil Of the men who were removed as incompetent, one of them 
Service Commission would have no discretion. They could do | had been overandover again reported prior to the 4thof March, 
nothing except certify the list, as they do now. 1889, and was finally reported as having ridden or been carried, 
Mr. REED. In other words, your bill for which you have } totally insensible with intoxication, from Cincinnati to Parkers- 
substituted this, would not have been effectual at all, would it? | burg in the mail car; yet he had been retained in the service 








Mr. BYNUM. Certainly it would. month after month in spite of repeated charges. To fill his 
Mr. REED. How would it have been effectual? | place one of these new appointments was made. 
Mr. BYNUM. I think it would have been effectual. | Mr. BYNUM. Does not the gentleman know that during the 


Mr. REED. I think that anybody who reads the two bills— | Administration of Mr. Cleveland the'Republican clerks formed 
which I did not do at the time—will perceive that the bill which | a conspiracy in the shape of an organization by virtue of which 
the gentleman from Indiana has caused to disappear would be | they placed their resignations in the hands of one person to be 
entirely ineffectual, while the present bill will yield the finest | delivered in case any one of them was discharged—thus organ- 
results of the system which has met with the disapprobation of | izing what might be termed a ‘“‘strike,” and that a great many 


the ee | Republican clerks were dismissed because they were members 
Mr. BYNUM. I am very free to admit that the last bill isa | of that conspiracy? 

“ perfected bill;” and we have brought up the other inorder| Mr. GROSVENOR. I know nothing whatever of that. [am 

that it should be perfected. talking only now of what I do know. 


Mr. REED. ‘The last billa perfected bill!” Then I have Mr. BYNUM. Well, it is a fact, at all events. 
correctly described the ‘‘perfected bill” which has met with | Mr. GROSVENOR. But ‘whether it be a fact or not, can not 
the approbation of the Democracy. That is all the argument | a man strike? 
it is necessary to make. | Mr. BYNUM. I do not understand the gentieman. 
Mr. BYNUM. [I want to ask the gentleman one question. Mr. GROSVENOR. Is ita crime to strike under a Demo- 
How can he say the service was greatly improved by the removal | cratic Administration? 
of Democrats and the appointment of Republicans, when the | Mr. BYNUM. Well, now, I apprehend the gentleman from 
records show that the efficiency fell 28 per cent? | Ohio will not enter into a defense of an arrangement by which 
Mr. REED. Simply because before the change came the com- | the whole service enters into a conspiracy to refuse to serve the 
plaints were universal all over this country that the postal serv- | Government if one of the members is discharged. 
ice was never in so bad a condition as it was when President! Mr.GROSVENOR. [only discredited thestory; that wasall- 
Harrison came into power, and because immediately thereupon | Because I never knew in all of my experience anyone who was 
the ~~ ceased. That is a practical test, and it is suffi- | willing to enter into a conspiracy with others to get out of the 
cient. Now, you propose to undertake the demoralization of the | service. [Laughter.] 
service, and it meets with the applause of the Democratic side.| Mr. BYNUM. If the gentleman applies that to the Republi- 
Iam awaiting here a protest from some gentleman on your side | cans he is doubtless correct. 


who did not applaud. | Mr. GROSVENOR. I have no doubt that conspiracies might 
Mr. HALL of Missouri and Mr. OUTHWAITE rose. | be formed to get into the service, but never, I think, to get out 
Mr. REED. I really feel bound in courtesy to yield to the | of it. 

gentleman from Ohio Mr. OUTHWAITE]. | Now, Mr. Speaker, 1 know of another thing, and I challenge 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. _I was not desirous to put a question to | the records of the country to contradict it. By whatever proc- 
the gentleman from Maine; I was seeking the floor in my own | ess it was brought ‘about, the postal service of the country was 
right. : in a most deplorable condition when Harrison's Administration 

Mr. REED. Then I will reply to the gentleman afterward. os I venture tosay now that if the gentleman from Indiana 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I unders the gentleman from | will propose an amendment to his bill so as to provide that no 
Maine to take the position that the manage side of this House, | man—no one of these men dismissed—shall be reappointed un- 
and Mr. Harrison when he was President, showed great zoal for | less he can pass a civil-service examination up to 50 per cent of 
civil-service reform. I want to ask him whether he is not cog- rfect, that there will not be one of those postal clerks who was 
nizant of the fact that Mr. Harrison, during his entire term, | discharged in my district who will ever get within a thousand 
never said a word about extending the civil-service system by | milestof halfway in the service again. [Laughter.} Now, why 
any order to the letter-carriers and others in the employ of the | do you not do that? The gentleman says they were competent 
free-delivery offices at cities or towns of less than 50,000 inhabi- | men, competent clerks—— 
tants until after he was defeated in November; and then on the| Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Will the gentleman 
15th of January following he extended the civil-service regula- | allow a question? 
tions to all free-delivery post-offices in cities of 50,000inhabitunts| Mr.GROSVENOR. Not now. When I have concluded my 
= more, for the sole and only purpose of keeping in office 14,- | sentence I will indulge the gentleman. 

or 15,000 Republican saben. I say if the gentleman will put into this bill a provision to the 
, oie REED. I waive the fact that the gentleman has addressed | effect that none but competent men, and found so by an exami- 
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nation, shall be reinstated, the good faith of the performance 
will be manifested absolutely and become a nt on the reec- 
ord, But without that the good faith is woefully lacking. 

Mr. BYNUM. If the gentleman is not willing to trust the 
Postmaster-General to restore none but those having the best 
records for efficiency, I donot think that the bill could be framed 
or drafted to carry out successfully that idea. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Your Administration has the power 


to—- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of thegentleman from 
Ohio has expired. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, I should like to have afew minutes more. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I yield four minutes additional to the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. I was going to say, Mr. Speaker, that 
the present Administration can take the postal service out of 
the civil eervice if it wants to. But as long as it is under the 
civil-service rules—and your Administration seems to be proud 
of it and holds on to the members of the Commission which the 
gentleman from Indiana has denounced so bitterly—it seems to 
me to be an unjust discrimination to permit men who can show 
nothing except a political recommendation to go back into the 
service, while other men who did not happen to be in the serv- 
ice ean not go in at all except through the process fixed by the 
Commission. 

Mr. BYNUM. I think the gentlemen from Ohio is not stat- 
ing the conditions of the bill absolutely fairly. Again, I say 
frankly, that in drafting the bill I thought I was carrying out 
the civil-serviee idea to the fullest extent. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, now, let me see whether you are 
or not. 

Mr. BYNUM. Let me eall the attentionof the gen —— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My attention has seep been called—— 

Mr. BYNUM (continuing), To the record of efficiency. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Indiana says that 
he has puta limitation upon the power of the Board; that these 

ties shall be reinstated uniess they went out of the service 

y reason of ‘ delinquency ” or “‘ misconduct.” Now, what is 

delinquency or misconduct? What doyou mean by that? Stu- 
pidity? Is that delinquency or uct? 

Mr. BYNUM. The civil service have used those terms in 
connection with the rules as to restoration, and I was simply 
quoting the lang of the Commission. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why not say, if you believe these men 
to be perfectly competent as you say, that they shall be eligible 
to be reinstated provided they can pass a moderately fair ex- 
amination? 

Mr. BYNUM. I will state this—— 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Will the gentleman 
now allow a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, yes, although I believe my time is 
revere eee but I have no doubt the gentleman has an impor- 
tant uiry. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman from Ohio 


yield? 

Mr.GROSVENOR. I yield to the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia for a question. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I wish to call the at- 
tention of the —,- 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But I thought you wanted to ask me a 
question. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I do, but I wanted to 
preface it, The gentleman from Ohio is a very distinguished 
member of the Con of the United States, and I would like 
to know from him wheter he thinks he could passa civil-service 
examination such as that red for a rail postal clerk? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, I think I could if the gentleman 
from West Virginia would put the questions. [Laughter and 


ee) 

r. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I have no doubt the 
gentleman could if I were to put questions, because I would 
ask him the right kind and not ask him about matters with 
which he is not familiar, and with which the postal clerks can 
not be expected to be familiar; questions which have no possible 
relevancy to the subject. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes, or 
such time as he may desire, to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. EVERETT). 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Speaker, I am surprised that anybody 
should undertake to defend the proceeding of the last Adminis- 
tration in hastening to make these removals du the short 
period of delay. I think the fact that Commissioner Roosevelt, 
who came into office immediately after the 1st of May ike of 
it as an outrage, is sufficient answer to all attempts to it. 
But I can not assent to the statement that it was the fault of the 
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Board, or rather of Mr. Lyman, who then constituted the Board, 
and not of greater men than he, who had the postal service jin 
charge. 

Mr, Lyman himself feels sore and indignant that he should 
be charged with an attempt to nullify President Cleveland’s ac- 
tion, when he was making exceptional exertions to carry it out, 
and [I have here a letter from Commissioner Lyman, which he 
has sent to me, which I desire to have read, and I hope sufficiont 
time will be allowed for the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

USITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C., July 20, 1894 

DEAR Sire: Referring to our conversation this morning, and in order that 

ou may have the facts then stated clearly before you, I beg to make the fo! 

owing statement in relation tothe classification of the Railway Mail Servics 
under the civil-service rules. 

The classification order, made by the direction of the President, was issued 
by the Postmaster-General on December 31,1888. In pursuance of that order 
rules for the government of the Sailway Mail Service were prepared by me, 
— a approved by the President January 4, 1889, to go into effect on March 


a -_— naa 


e work of preparation for placing the Railway Mail Service under tho 
rules thus approved was immediately begun, and was prosecuted with the 
utmost ‘or untilits completion. This work involved the consideration 
and sol of many new problems. it was a new branch of the service, 
differing in many respects, and requir different treatment, from any then 
classified. It was extremely important, in view of all the conditions then 
existing, that as fewmistakes should bemade as possible, and thatthe work 
should be so well and thoroughly done as to disarm criticism. 

Among other things it required the preparation of a large number 0 
blanks and circulars, their printing and distribution throughout the whole 
country to intending ap ts, an enormous correspondence with such 
applicanss, the receipt of requests for blank applications from thousands o/ 
persons in all of the country, the sending of blanks to such persons, 
the receipt back of such blanks executed, their proper examination and reg. 
istration in this office, the organization of boards of examiners in every 
State and Territory, the arrangements for holding examinations in every 
State and Territory, the fe neg bo notices to all pretense from whom ap- 

ications were accepted of the times and places of these examinations, the 

etermining the character of the examinations and the preparation and 
ss the examination questions, the actual holding of the examina 
tions, the marking of all the papers of these thousands of applicants at th: 
office of the Commiission, the sending notices of the results of such exami 
nations to the applicants, the ng up of the registers, and all the inci. 
dental work connected with these divers transactions. 

All this necessarily covered a period of time and embraced an amount o r 
work and a number of details which can only be appreciated those who 
are familiar with such matters. This, unders was additional to the 
ae work of the office, and had to be attended to without increase o! 

‘orce. 

After the ch of Administration, on the 1ith of March, 1889, four days 
before the time the rules to go er os when these a were 
going on as rapidly as 2, w ut rs completed or near 
completion, Pitceet sccenen to the President of the United 
States, stating the facts and recommending that the date when the rules 
should go into effect be changed from March 15 to May 1, believing that by 
that date it would be possible to have eligible registers established, and tha’ 
it would not be ible to have them established at an earlier date. 

The President a ved the recommendation, and made the necessary 
order. When the date arrived, May 1, registers were still lacking for some 

teen States and Territories, notwithstanding the utmost efforts put fort! 
in this office and the lengthening of the office hours from 4 to 5o’clock for 
weeks prior to that time. A verystrong pressure was brought to bear upon 
me, as the sole Co ssioner, to have the time furtherextended. This pres- 
sure I resisted, believing and ee stating that the time should not |): 
extended one single oo. beyond what was absolutely necessary for the es 
tablishment of the le registers. 

To this position 1 adhered, and was sustained in it by the Pres! 
dent. Every resource at the command of the Commission was used to hasten 
the establishment of eligible 5 any person who states to the 
contrary, or who states there was any unnecessary delay in putting the 
civil se rules into operation for the Railway Mail Service, or that | 
ielded to any pressure from any quarter in the matter, states what is 10! 


rue. 
If the extension of time that was absolutely necessary was taken advan- 


i a ede cae 5s 
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tage of to make partisan ——_ in the Railway Mail Service, the respon- 
sibility for those should be put where it belongs. No part of it be- 
longs to me or to the Civil Service Commission. 


Very respectfully, 


Dr. WILLIAM EVERETT, 

House of Representatives. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr.Speaker, [ believe that letter to state the 
facts as far as I have been able to inquire into them, and wit)- 
out — any imputation on the character of the gentleman 
whose evidence to the contrary was read, I would suggest tha 
he himself states that he was away from Washington a lary: 

rt of the time, in the service of the Commission, when he 
thinks that the work might have been expedited. 

Ishall not fight the whole civil-service reform battle ove 
ugain, here, Mr. Speaker, and I certainly shall not enter in'o 
any defense of the character of the Commission. Their work |- 
open toall. I think the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ByNU™ 
is mistaken in saying they have not the public confidence, »' 
he and I might diseuss that subject forever without changing 
each other's I believe it to be a fact, and I believe the 


CHAS. LYMAN, Commissione) ee 


final wing ar — and oeeeten the aon = appro: 

priat. the expressions of the publi¢ press show, th! 

the classified service is to be 

accepted by the e. I believe thata great wrong was done 

in the case of these clorks, but, as usually happens with a grea! 

wrong, it is a thing not easy to right. f 
The wrong lies atthe door of the spoils system, and it is one 


anent in this country, and i= 
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of the legacies that the dying spoils system is leaving us, that 
it has inflicted upon us wrongs which we can not right without 
equal wrongs in turn. I do not believe it is possible to go back 
and reinstate those who were turned out by a high-handed, ar- 
pitrary, and unjust exercise of power, and it is one of the things 
that makes me so keen against the spoils system, that it per- 
petrated an actof injustice under the cover of law which can not 
easily be rectified. I find it difficult to cast my vote either for 
or against this bill. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. EVERETT. Certainly. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. As I understand the 
pill, itonly provides for the reinstatement of these people when 
vacancies occur. It does not provide for turning anybody out 
of his present position. 

Mr. EVERETT. I am afraid that opportunities would be 
found for turning people out if the bill were passed. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Certainly not while 
Mr. Bissell is Posmaster-General. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Vacancies will be made. 

Mr. EVERETT. That is what I am seriously afraid of, 
although, as the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. PENDLE- 
TON] is well aware, I have unbounded confidence in Mr. Bissell, 
whom I believe to be one of the most intelligent, most honest, 
most fearless, and most patriotic officials that there ever was in 
control of a great Department of the Government. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I agree with the gen- 
tleman. If the gentleman thinks that, why noi trust Mr. Bissell? 

Mr. EVERETT. Because there will be a pressure put on him 
to make vacancies that an archangel would find it difficult to 
resist. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BYNUM. I should like toask the gentleman if he does 
not think that a clerk who has been in the service for two or 
three or four years, where a record is kept of work performed 
by him, where a check was kept on his work and reported every 
month, and he attains an efficiency of 98 or 99 per cent, is better 
qualified to go into the service than a man who may have never 
been in, but who passed an examination before the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. And stood well in lit- 
erature. 

Mr. EVERETT. I cannot sayIdo. 1 believe thatincertain 
cases that may be the fact, going back to the record of five years 
ago; but I believe that now the other system has been estab- 
lished, it should be stuck to in spite of such gross injustice as 
this; or, to take the words of my eloquent friend from Virginia 
[Mr. TUCKER] in his speech yesterday, the motto of the Demo- 
cratic arid should be vestigia nulla retrorsum. [Laughter and 
applause. 

MY r. BRODERICK. The time has not expired for debate. I 
would like to know how much time we have. 

Mr. BYNUM. Weare ready for a vote if the other side is. 
[Cries of ** Vote!” on the Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER pvo tempore. The opposition has consumed 
thirty-five minutes, as the Chair is informed by the Clerk. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I supposed we had an hour and a half. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
time fixed for the vote is 4 o'clock, and if there has been no 
other ment the Chair will so hold. 

Mr. BYNUM. There is no other agreement, but I supposed 
the House could vote when it wants to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. BYNUM. 
proceed to vote on the question. 

Mr. BRODERICK. We may be able to agree after a while, 
and before 4 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
asks unanimous consent that the vote be taken now. 

Mr. BRODERICK. LIobject. We may be able toagree here- 
after, but not at t. Inowyield five minutesto the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON]. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this bill is a pis- 
mire attack on the civil service. Instead of a good square blow 
to strike down the whole thing, they here commence a nibbling 
process; and [ think it is all wrong. 

discover another feature in this bill. It seems to me to bea 
retaliatory measure upon the President. [Laughter on the Re- 
blican side.] A day or two ago it was thought he attempted 
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Mr. Speaker, if these men are qualified, their experience in 
the postal service ought to give them an advantage against all 
competitors and comers, and they do not need this advantage. 
The presence of this bill in this House is a confeasion that their 
removal was timely when it was made. 

Now, something has been said about the action of President 
Harrison. I know something of that. When Mr. Cleveland, 
outgoing, put up the bars, he left no time for the incoming Ad- 
ministration to inform itself touching the condition of the serv- 
ice. It was impossible to appoint a chief of the Railway Mail 
Service and have himinform himself within the limited time he 
had. President Harrison wisely extended the time to the Ist 
of May; and what did Mr. Bell, the chief of that division, do” 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question or make a suggestion there? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Let me finish the statement. 
He laid down this rule—I remember it well—he put the Rail- 
way Mail Service into three classes, ‘‘ best,” ‘‘ fair,” and‘ poor;” 
and among the “ best” he did not allow the political knife to 
enter. In my district, and over the country I believe, those 
who ranked as ‘‘ best” were undisturbed. They were not dis- 
turbed in my district. 

Mr. GEAR. They were not in mine. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. They served all through the 
Harrison Administration, and are serving now. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to 
interrupt him there? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. [I desire to say that the extension 
of the order by President Harrison was made on the recommen- 
dation of the Civil Service Commission. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Very good. 
that statement made. 

But for those who were marked ‘‘ poor” he had no standing 
in the service to protect him. There is where changes were 
made. In my district | went and had restored a number of ‘‘ A 
No. 1” postal clerks, who had served in the Union Army: and 
they were put into the places of men who were marked ‘‘ poor:”’ 
and I approved of the position of the Administration. 

Now, gentlemen, let us not go in a cowardly way to attack the 
civil service, and attack it like a lot of pismires; but if you are 
against the civil service law come out and repeal it like men, 
but do not commence in a petty way to do so. 

Iam in favor of the law, for one; and I heartily indorse the 
statements of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. ReEep] in what 
he said in speaking in such commendatory terms of those gen- 
tlemen who had been engaged in conducting the business of that 
Commission; and I, for one, enter my protest against usurping 
the power of the President and trying to overthrow by the nib- 
bling process the civil service law. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. | 

Mr. BYNUM. 
Kansas. 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to hear myfriend, 
the gentleman from lowa|Mr. HENDERSON}, say he is in favor 
of the law. Itis a very proper thing, I know, that my Repub- 
lican friends should be in favor of the law at this time and op- 
posed to replacing any clerks, because as I understand at pres- 
ent they are about 99 per cent Republicans. 

Mr. GEAR. Not atall. 

Mr. HUDSON. I make the statement as I have it. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Would itnot beadvisable to have 
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Mr. HUDSON. I have examined the matter. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. You are away off. 

Mr. HUDSON. I was in favor of the law when it went into 
force, and I am heartily in favor of it now, if it is fairly admin- 
istered. 

But the manner of its administration by the former Post- 
master-General, Mr. Wanamaknr, was afarce,and every Ameri- 
can-who has average intelligence knows that it wasafarce. I 
was astonished to hear the distinguished leader of the Repub- 
lican side [Mr. REED] say thismorning that the dismissals that 
were made early in the Administration of Mr, Harrison were 
necessary. 

I haveexamined thatmatter. I have had occasion to examine 
it somewhat carefully because I was connected to some extent 
with post-office matters during the Administration of Mr. Cleve- 
land and during the early part of the Administration of Mr. 
Harrison, and I believe the fact to be generally, as I know it to 
be in the West, that more than half of the railway postal clerks 
in the service at the time Mr. Harrison was inaugurated were 
Republicans, and I think, as a friend on my left suggests, that 
that was truce all over the United States. As a matter that 
came within my own personal knowledge, | may state that 
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not a solitary postal clerk from the southern district of Kansas 
was removed, although every clerk in the postal service at the 
time Mr. Cleveland first came into office was Republican. But 
few of them were removed. 

In the State of Kansas, and in the Western States generally, 
a large mileage of railway was built during the first Admin- 

istration of Mr. Cleveland, and in every instance where new 
appointments were made there was an effort—I think a natural 
cne under the circumstances—to equalize the service and to 
have Democrats appointed. Now, to my own knowledge, nine 
Democrats were appointed in Southern Kansas, all young men, 
all competent; not one of them was discharged before the Ist of 
May,as I now remember; but by the Ist of September, after Mr. 
Harrison's Administration came in, every one of those nine men 
was discharged, though not one of them was charged with in- 
competency, 

The record shows that fact, and to-day there is not in the 
southern portion of the State of Kansas, nor anywhere within 
my knowledge in the West, or at least there was not when Mr. 
Cleveland was inaugurated the second time, a solitary Democrat 
in this service. Three men that were discharged sent to me 
(as I had been instrumental in securing their appointment) their 
last examination papers, which showed that their qualifications 
were largely above the average. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. 
tion? 

Mr. HUDSON. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Do not you know that there are 
Democrats in the Railway Mail Service in Kansas? 

Mr. HUDSON. I do not. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I call your attention to Mr. Black- 
burn, of the city of Topeka. 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, my colleague may know the 
fact, but I do not. Mr. Blackburn is perhaps the only one in 
the State. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. No; there are others. 

Mr. HUDSON. Does the gentleman deny that nineteen- 
twenticths of the men in that service are Republicans? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Nineteen-twentieths of them are 
not Republicans, and you know it. 

Mr. HUDSON. Lassert the fact to be that these Democrats 
of whom I have speken were turned out, as I have stated, and 
the records show it, and not one of them for incompetency, but 
wholly on political grounds. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker—— 

The ° epee: pro tempore. s the gentleman from Kan- 
sas yie 

Mr. HUDSON. I donot yield. Thegentleman is simply as- 
serting a proposition, and I do not propose to have him stand 
up here and make his statements in my time. He can make his 
own speech when he gets the floor. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I give you the names, but you do 
not name anybody. 

Mr. HUDSON. You give one name. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Well, that is more than you do. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I will give = another name, Mr. Nye, 
of Lebanon, and others appointed during Mr. Cleveland’s first 
Administration. 

Mr. HUDSON, Well, Mr. Speaker, they have found two. 
Now, I have stated, and the record will show, that these Demo- 
crats were turned out on partisan grounds. I want to say fur- 
ther that the pretense of Postmaster-General Wanamaker that 
the service required the turning outof those men is contradicted 
by every report that has ever been made on the postal service. 
When I was interrupted, I was about to say that in three in- 
stances men who had been discharged as late as July sent their 
examination papers to me, which showed that they got above 
90 per cent, and they were conceded by the superintendent of 
the service, whom I saw myself, to be much above the average. 
I asked him if there were any charges against them, and he said 
there were not. I sent these men’s cards to the Civil Service 
Commission with an inquiry as to why this had been done, but 
have never received a response. I want to make the charge 
here and now that there never was a greater piece of humbug 
than the attempt of Mr. Wanamaker and those working under 
him to oust these clerks and iy in new men, and as a result of 
that action the service fell off 20 per cent, as the reports show. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Does the gentleman say that the 
business of the post-office fell off 20 per cent? 

Mr. HUDSON. I say that the proportion of mistakes was 2) 
per cent greater —that the efficiency of the service fell off 20 per 
cent. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. What was the increased railway 
mail mil 

Mr. HUDSON. It was very little after Mr. Harrison came in. 
The railroads had been built prior to that. 


ill the gentleman permit a ques- 
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Mr. WILSON of Washington. May I ask the gentlew.) 1 
question? , 

Mr. HUDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Has the Democratic conyoy. 
tion in your district been held yet? [Laughter on the Republi. 
ean side}. 

Mr.HUDSON. The Democratic convention in my district }yq; 
not been held, but if it had I would say that the Democrats jy 
my district have been fairer than the Republicans. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It is clear that the gentlomay 
is working for an indorsement by that convention. 

Mr. HUDSON. Iam standing here to tell the truth, ana j; 
that brings a Democratic indorsement, it shows that the Deno. 
crats will appreciate the truth, which is more than the Repub. 
side. always do. [Laughter. Applause on the Democratic 
side}. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is the gentleman for this bill? 

Mr. HUDSON. I believe this bill is right because nine-tenths 
of the men turned out of office at that time were unfairly and 
unjustly turned out; and I believe this bill would operate as » 
fair measure, giving them simply a fair chance to be restore), 

Mr. PAYNE. Are you not afraid that in this onslaught now 
made on the mail service by putting in men who have not had 
experience in recent years, the record of the service for etii- 
ciency may go down 20 per cent again? 

Mr. HUDSON, No, sir. 

Mr. PAYNE. You have no fear of that? 

Mr. HUDSON. No, sir; because I believe that these mei 
when restored will render as good service as they did before: 
and they were rendering better service than is being rendered 
to-day, as is shown by the report of the Railway Mail Service. 

Mr. PAYNE. [f these men were competent and were young 
men, why can they not get in under the civil-service regula. 
tions? 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. HUDSON. Ishould be glad to answer the gentleman: 
question if [had time. They might getin under,the civil-sery- 
ice regulations; but why can they not get in under this bill? 

Mr. BRODERICK. I yield five minutes to the gentlem:n 
from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I think that the absurdity o! 
this bill can be very easily seen if we will reflect for a few mo- 
ments and see what would be the result of such a measure if log- 
ically carried out in all the Departments of the Government. 
There can be no reason, so far as I can conceive, why railway 
mail clerks who have been discharged should be restored—why 
the civil-service law should be repealed for their benefit in order 
to open the door for their restoration—any more than similar 
measures should be adopted in the case of clerks of the Depart- 
ments here, or in any branch of the Government now subject to 
the civil-service law. 

If this measure is to be adopted in the present case, why, then. 
if the Administration should change politically at the end of 
the present term, should we not come in and ask that the same 
thing be done for railway clerks who may have been turned o01't 
under the present Administration, and that a similar measu: 
be adopted for the benefit of clerks in every one of the Depart: 
ments? No gentleman has given any reason, there can be n0 
reason pret why the civil-service law should be repealed in 
order that these railway mail clerks may be put back into their 
places, unless the same reasoning applies in favor of clerks in 
the Treasury Department, the War Department, the Interior 
Department, and every other Department of the Government. 

I believe, as the gentleman from Massachusetts has said, th! 
civil service has come to stay. I believe it ought to stay. |t 
ought to stay for many reasons. It ought to stay in order to 
save the members of Congress from having two-thirds of their 
time taken up in attending to applications made to them for o!- 
ficial appointments, as was the case under the old ‘‘spoils sy: 
tem.” It ought to stay because it puts the business of the Gov- 
ernment upon business principles—upon the same principles on 
which the head of any great business acts when he keeps in his 
service employés who have filled their places well, who have 
rendered good service, without regard to their politics or their 
religion. acy 

So far asregards the facts which existed under the Administra- 
tion of Gen. Harrison and the Administration prior to that, I ca" 
speak only with reference to my own State. I know that when 
Mr. Cleveland went out of office at the end of his first Adminis: 
tration there was not in my district one railway mail clerk wh0 
was a Republican. Every Republican in my district and eve'y 
one in the State of Maine had been turned out; throughout the 
entire State there was not a Republican in the Railway Mail 
Service. , s ’ 

Now, hwat did Mr. Harrison’s Administration do? I saw my: 
self the superintendent of the Railway Mail Service for New 
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England; I saw him in the interest of retaining a Democrat in 
office after Mr. Harrison had been inaugurated. I asked the 
superintendent what his policy would be. He said he should 
restore the old clerks who were competent, putting them in the 
places of those in the service who were incompetent, but that 
competent railway mail clerks, though they were Democrats, 
would be retained. 

I can speak of one gentleman who was employed onthe trains 
coming into and going out of my own city. A Republican rail- 
way mail clerk there was discharged under the Cleveland Ad- 
ministration, although he was efficient, and in his place there 
was appointed a young man by the name of William B. Snow, a 
Democrat. He made a good clerk; he was in every way a re- 
spectable man; and when Mr. Harrison came into office I myself 
went down to the Post-Office Department and filed an applica- 
tion, leaving it there over my own signature, to have him re- 
tained. And under Mr. Harrison's Administration he was re- 
tained, until he himself resigned to go into a private business. 

The SPEAKER pro (empove (Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky). 
The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I would like to have a moment or two 
more. 

Mr.BYNUM. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, my time has expired, I believe. 

Mr. BYNUM. Iwill yield the gentleman a minute to answer 
me. 

Why did you feel it necessary to go down to ask the retention 
of aman if he wasa — clerk? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iwill say to my friend from Indiana that I 
generally look carefully after my affairs and myfriendsalso. I 
do not trust to anybody else; and if the gentleman from Indi- 
ana wanteda position anywhere thatI had influence to help 
him to secure, and desired to secure for him, I should take no 
chances, but attend to it at once and probably before he got 
ready toask me. [twas not because I felt it realy necessary 
that I immediately interfered for this worthy young man, but 
because it is my habit to take care of my constituency to the 
best of my ability; and I did it at that time for a Democrat, as I 
have done on many other occasions. And I will further say, if 
my minvte has not expired, that I have been at work for the 
last six months to get that same gentleman, who went out on 
his own motion to enter into private business, restored to the 
postal service, and simply because he was a very efficient clerk 
and I believed it to be a good thing for the public service, 
although he is a Democrat. 

The restoration of the few postal clerks whom this bill would 
let in is not a very serious matter in itself. But it is an enter- 
ing wedge to the overthrow of the civil service. It is an insid- 
ious, a covert attack upon the whole civil-service law, and for 
that reason more than for apy other I am radically and unqual- 
ifiedly opposed to it. I hope never to see that law repealed. I 
would rather see it extendedand made more complete than itis. 
The spoils system is contrary to good sense and good morals. 
It is incompatible with an efficient public service, and an injus- 
tice and*cruelty to those servants of the Government who have 
been efficient and faithful, and whose experience is too valuable 
to be thrown away simply to give their places to others who 
wantthem. No business concern in thecountry adopts that sys- 
tem, and none could succeed if it did. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRODERICK. LI yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. DERSON]. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I have been a 
Representative in this House for nearly twenty years—— 

r. DOCKERY. And a faithful and efficient one. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I thank my friend for his 
kind expression. But I remember well when I first came 
here that I had, as I presume members usually have, some 
applications for appointments in the Railway Mail Service; 
and on that subject, I speak only from memory now as to the ex- 
act time, but my impression is that it was more than two years 
before I could get a single appointment in the Railway Mail 
Service under a Republican Administration, for the reason that 


the service was regarded of so much importance to the country | 


generally that they would not make changes and put out com- 
petent and faithful men on any grounds excepting such as were 
sufficient to warrant a removal, and put an incompetent or an 
inexperienced man in his place. I believe that has been the 


policy of every Administration since I have been a member of | 


the House of Representatives, to appoint only capable men in 


the Railway Mail Service and not to make changes unless they | 


were made for good cause. And this is true policy. 

Now, gentleman say here that a large percentage of the rail- 
way mail clerks were Republicans kept in office under the Ad- 
ministration of Mr. Cleveland. 

I do not know how it was in other districts, but I do know that 
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in my district a very large percentage of the appointees in that 
service were Democrats, and that not more than two or three 
out of ten, at least, were Republicans on the day that President 
Harrison was inaugurated, onthe 4th of March, 1889. They 
had made nearly a clean sweep, I think entirely a clean sweep, 
in the county in which I live, and I found eight or nine Demo- 
crats in the Railway Mail Service who had been appointed to 
their positions under Mr. Cleveland's Administration to one Re- 
publican left in the service. 

I thought it unkind on the part of President Cleveland, after 
his Administration had extended over nearly the entire period 
of four years, and after he had been defeated by the of 
the country, then for the first time to turn his attention to this 
service and issue an order putting it under the civil service 
law. Atter the election, and when it was known that he was to 
cease to be President on the 4th of March following, he issued 
an order to put the Railway Mail Service under the civil service 
law and rules, not, however, to take effect immediately, as stated 
by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], but to take effect on 
the 15th day of March following, as I remember the date. 

Mr. TERRY. What do you think of the order of President 
Harrison, issued after his defeat, extending the civil service 
law to the free-delivery service? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 


neople 


I should not approve of any- 
‘OU 
mendation of the Civil Service Commission. 

Mr. HUNTER. Only Mr. Lyman. 

Mr. HENDERSON of [llinois. On what ground Mr. Cieve- 
land made the change I am not able to say. If I had been 
President of the United States for four years, without bringing 
this service under the civil service law, [ would have allowed it 
to remain there until my successor came in, and have left the 
matter to his judgment to determine what should be done in 
reference to it. 

But L am not discussing now the propriety or the impr opriety 
of the order. Iam only stating that about eight out of the ten 
employés in the Railway Mail Service in the district | repre- 
sent were Democrats when President Harrison was inaugurated, 
and they had been appointed in the place of competent Repub- 
licans who had been removed to make place for them. Some 
changes were afterwards made upon my own recommendation, 
but three or four Democrats were left in the service in my 
county, and are still inthe service because they were competent. 
Like the illustration given by my friend and namesake from Iowa 
[Gen. HENDERSON], in making removals they would only allow 
me to remove the more inefficient or poorer clerks. 

Mr. TERRY. The gentleman of course understands that 
President Harrison, after his defeat, extended the civil service 
to the free-delivery clerks. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I have already stated that I 
believe it was done on the recommendation of the Civil service 
Commission. Now, it may be that Mr. Cleveland extended the 
order to embrace the railway mail clerks under that recom- 
mendation. But I certainly thought it was an impropriety for a 
President who had served four years, or nearly the entire term 
| of his office, without interfering with such service, then, just at 
| the close of his Administration, to put the service under the civil- 

service law and rules. and still have the order to take effect after 

the expiration of his term, and thus make it possible to appoint 
| Democrats in placeof Republicans. It would have looked better, 
| it seems to me, to have let the matter stand until his successor 
| came into office, for such action as hs thought proper to take. 
| TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
| expired. 

Mr. BYNUM. Does the gentleman know that Mr. Arthur 

did the same thing before he went out of office in all the De- 
| partments in Washington here? 
| Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. No, I do not; and | want to 
| say that this country never had any better President of the 
| United States than Chester A. Arthur, all honor to his mem- 
ory. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. BRODERICK. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to my 
colleague [Mr. HENDERSON] that the statement that what was 
done by President Harrison just before he went out was upon 
the recommendation of the Civil Service Commission, I have 
no doubt is true; and that it meets with the approval of the 
present President I apprehend is also true, because he seems to 
continue substantially the Civil Service Commission—a good 
Commission no doubt. I do not know just what its politics is. 
| I suppose, perhaps, it is Republican, a majority ofit. I am not 

sure about that, but I think so. But that is not to be wondered 
at. Ido not know whether there could be any simon-pure Dem- 
ocrat found who would make a good Civil Service Commis- 
sioner. But that is not material. 
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In what little time I have 1 want to sav. about this Railway 
Mail Service, that I am not known in the House or anywhere 
élse as being a wonderfully zealous friend of civil-service re- 
form, so called, as we have it in this country. [ do not mean 
that I do not want a good civil service. I.:9; but I have said 
before, and I will say again, that it seems to me the service we 
have is not the American system, nor is it the English system, 
and it seems to me that it has the vices of both systems largely, 
and the virtues of neither. 

But as to this Railway Mail Service, I believe it is the one serv- 
ice in the Government, above all others, in which men should 
have a permanent tenure, dependent only upon efficiency, and 
without reference to politics. It does no good to say that Cleve- 
land in his first Administration turned out 90 per cent of this 
force of railway post-office clerks. He did, and filled their 

laces with Democrats. I am not here to abuse him forit. He 
id it at the request, no doaibt, of Democratic members of Con- 


ss. 
over PENDLETON of West Virginia. And he did right, and 
President Harrison did the same thing. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman says he did right. 
Tam not here todispute that, from the standpoint of the gentle- 
man from West Virginia, because all things that come his way 
are right. [Laughter.] Noram I hear to defend President Har- 
vison for turning out 40 per cent of these railway post-office 
clerks before these civil-service rulesfinally went into full force. 
He did not turn out half as many as Cleveland did. He turned 
out 40 per cent of them. 

Mr.ALLEN. That is, he did not turn out as many in a 
month as Cleveland did in four years. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I was in harmony withthe action 
of President Harrison then, and I see no reason to change my 
opinion now. I have no doubt that some of the men appointed 
by President Harrison were new men. But in the main the 
were tried, efficient men, who had been dropped during Presi- 
dent Cleveland’s Administration, and, in my judgment, the 
service was benefited by their reinstatement. 

Now I want to call the attention of gentlemen to the fact 
that to be a good railway post-office clerk requires peculiar qual- 
ities. A man must have great industry. He must have a pe- 
culiar mind. He must have what the phrenologists call location. 
When you take sixty or seventy thousand post-offices and put 
mail in great quantities intoa moving post-office on a railway 
ear, with the 175,000 miles of railway postal routes, there being 
nothing on the letters to indicate the routes which they are re- 
quired to take, and the clerk is required to throw that mail and 
giveit the proper direetion, so that it will go in the least sp=ce 
of time, itrequires peculiar qualities. There is not one mau in 
a dozen who will make a good,railway post-office clerk, although 
he might make a better something else than the man who would 
make a good railway clerk. 

{The time of Mr. CANNON of Illinois having expired, Mr. 
BRODERICK yielded to him two minutes more. | 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, this service has been built 
up through the years when Mr. Cleveland first came in. He 
turned out nine out of ten of these trained clerks, and filled 
their places with newmen. Someof those men were good men. 
Some of them made good clerks. Many of them are yet in the 
service; but in the main they were poor clerks. In my section 
of the country all men, of ail parties, protested about the de- 
fective service, and the service was benefited when half of 
Cleveland's appointees were turned out, and these old and tried 
clerks were reinstated. 

Now we have a good service. You gentlemen think the men 
now in the service ought to be turned out and the Democrats 
turned in. Very well; if you can pass this act and get Grover 
Cleveland to do it, well and good. From a political standpoint 
I have no objection, because it willonly add another weight that 

ou have tocarry. From the humane standpoint I do object, 
use, God knows, you are carrying all now that you can stag- 
ger under and walk. [Laughter. 

Mr. BARNES. That does not make you sorry. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
tit BINGHAM. M ker, th by th jority in 

r. r. Speaker, the report by the majority 
connection with this proposed legislation i 





n is somewhat mislead- 
ing as to dates as well as to other facts contained in the report. 
But as I proceed in my limited time I shall endeavor to invite 
attention to several most marked. The condition of the 
way Mail Service to-day, in its subordinate force, the clerks, 
consists of about seven thousand men. These men have been 
under the rules of the civil service for upwards on 
and at this time the railway mail clerks are well as 
a part of the classified service of the General Government. 
» proposition contained in the bill is that 2,800 or 2,900men 
whe were removed between the dates March 1, 1889, to the 30th 
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day of May of the same year may, “whenever a vacancy ma, 
occur in a grade or class no higher than that in which he wa, 
formerly employed, be reinstated by the Postmaster-Genera| 
without examination or certification by the Civil Service Com. 
mission.” These men were in the service under the old rule of 
personal selection by the Postmaster-General and the proba. 
tionary test of six months’ work and examination for regular 
appointment—a system well tried and productive of good resu|(.. 

This legislation proposes, after the Railway Mail Service h;s 
been established five years under the civil service rules, to )- 
low a large number of men to be considered qualifiea for th 
service without any examination, simply because it is alleged 
they were removed because of partisanship ata time when pc 
sonal or tisan selection was the rule. It is well for us to r 
member in that connection that the same Commissioner recom 
mended to President Cleveland the rule governing the transfer 
of the service, to take place on the 15th of March, who, when he 
found that he could not effect the transfer in the service at that 
time, also recommended to President Harrison that it shou! 
not take place until the firstday of May. Commissioner Lyman 
recommended March 15, 1889,as the date for the transfer; find 
ing it impossible, he asks the then President to fix the date M: 
Ist, and it is so fixed. 

The same sincerity and desire for good administration that 
prompted Lyman to fix the one date governed him in fixing t! 
second date. Throughout the entire transfer of the servic 
there is not asingle factor particle of evidence to show tha{ 
Commissioner Lyman in fixing the Ist day of May, in his officia! 
letter to the President, was governed by any other motive than 
that which governed in fixing the 15th of March. I believe 
that in the transfer of the service every effort as an official on 
his part was used to make the transfer in time, and in the mak 
ing of the transfer of these thousands of men and the examina 
tions which were required in the various States, it was physi- 
cally impossible for him to carry out the law. Therefore, up to 
the lst of May, the old rules ran. 

The same rules that these men were appointed under; the 
same rules ran that had prevailed ever since that service was 
organized. These men now have nospecial claim for considera- 
tion, for the reason that they were appointed under the old rules ri 
and wore dismissed under the same rules thatexisted when they 
were appointed. For five years your service has been estab 
lished under the civil service laws. You have 7,000 well-equipped 
men, and [ claim no adequate or good reason has been given 
why any rule should follow these old discharged employés other 
than the rule that would cover any men in the United States 
service appointed under the old rules discharged and clamorous 
for reinstatement. 

There is no evidence that partisanship formed any part of tho 
recommendations of the Commissioner. These men, duly dis 
charged under the system and rules governing appointments 
and discharges for many years, assert and claim removal because 
they wore Democrats. This bill, if enacted into law, directs 
their reappointment because they were appointed as Democrats: ¥ 
therefore, having been removed,as is claimed, five years ago, 
they should under an entirely new system and construction 0! 
rules be reinstated because they are now Democrats. The 
service is to-day operating most satisfactorily to the people— 
let it continue under the civil service, and let these men com- 
ply with existing law. 

Mr. BYNUM. I yield five minutes to the gentleman fro: 
West Virginia [Mr. PENDLETON]. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I havo 
no doubt that there is a good deal of hypocrisy on this subject. 
When Mr. Cleveland came to the White House in 1885, he foun: 
that for nearly thirty years the members of only one party hai 
filled the positions known as railway mail clerks. During tho 
course of his Administration he changed in all probability about 
one-half of the clerks holding positions in that service. At the 
end of his Administration, after he had been defeated at tho 
polis, he tried to place the Railway Mail Service under the 
civil service. I do not know what his motive was. I do not 
know what actuated him; but it is my opinion that Mr. Cleve- 
land was anxious to save 3,000 or 4,000 Democrats from the re- 
morseless hands of the Republican party. I have no doubt upon 
that subject whatever. 

Mr. Arthur had in his preceding Administration pursued t!i 
same policy in order to retain Republicans in as many places 4s 

Mr. Cleveland, however, was not successful, because 

r. Harrison came along after him and suspended this order; 

it for no other purpose—and there is no use in talk- 

ing hypocritically wpon the subject —than to turn out 3,000 Dem- 
ocrats and substitute 4,000 Republicans in their places. 

This talk about these Democrats being incompetent is all hum- 
bug, the sheerest humbug, united with a great deal of impu- 
dence. Their places were wanted for Republicans, and of coursé 
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excuses had to be trumped up for such an open and shameful 
violation of the civil-service principle to which the Adminis- 
tration of President Harrison professed to be devoted. Our Ke- 
publican friendssimply favor the civil-service theory as at present 
carried out, because itis so administered as to retain Republicans 
inoffice. In all the Departments of the Government where the 
clerical service comes under the civil-service law, nine-tenths of 
the employés are Republicans, who, under its working, expect 
to hold their positions for life. Hence this present love on the 
art of Republicans for civil service as it is administered. 

Mr. Harrison, following Mr. Cleveland’s example, on the 15th 
of Jenuary, 1893, after he had been defeated for reélection, is- 
sued his civil-service order with regard to the employés in the 
post-officesof the country, fourteen or fifteen thousand strong 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh,no. Does notthe gentleman know that 
in the entire service there are only alittle less than twelve thou- 
sand letter-carriers, and that that order applies only to second- 
class offices in towns of less than fifty thousand population? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. My understanding is 
that there are from twelve to fifteen thousand of theseemployés. 

Mr. BINGHAM. According to the last anhual report there 
were 11,711. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. 
riers both? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Letter-carriers. 
been under the civil service. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Tho clerks have not 
been under the civil service in the post-offices affected by this 
order. What was the object of thisorder? Mr. Harrison had 
been defeated at the polls, and the object of the order was not 
to manifest any love for civil-service reform, but to retain Re- 
publican employés in office. Why not be honest about it, and 
say that that was the object? I donot blame President Cleve- 
land for trying to keep Democrats in office. I do not blame 
President Harrison for trying to keep his own political friends 
in office; but I do blame the hypocrisy which undertakes to de- 
fend the course of President Harrison on the ground of pro- 
fessed enthusiasm for the purity, the glory, and the grandeur of 
civil-service reform. 

The whole talk is hypocritical. Gentlemen talk about turn- 
ing these men out for the good of the service, and about divid- 
ing the offices with the Democrats. Take the State of West 
Virginia. In Mr. Harrison’s Administration there was only one 
Democrat left in the service in the entire State, and he had ob- 
tained his position through the influence of Gen. Goff, the Re- 
publican leader in that State; and when Mr. Cleveland came in 
{ found that every position of this kind was filled by a Repub- 


Clerks and letter-car- 


The clerks: have always 
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lican, and so far as | know, down to the present moment not two | 


Democrats in the entire State of West Virginia have been ap- 
pointed to positions in the Railway Mail Service. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is not an unjust bill. It isa righteous 
bill. 16 does not undertake to turn out anybody. It does not 
undertake to turn outa single Republican. It simply provides 
that when vacancies occur these men who formerly filled the 
places shall have a right to a preference without going through 
a civil service examination. I think itis a very just and gen- 
erous bill to our Republican brethren; and, as to its administra- 
tion, if there be in all this land a man who is thoroughly devoted 
to civil service reform, that man is Postmaster-General Bissell, 
and if this bill becomes a law, I do not think there is a Demo- 


erat or a Republican here who believes for a moment that Mr. | 


Bissell will permit any pressure of any character to induce him 
to violate it, either in letter or in spirit. 

Mr. MARSH. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Ev- 
ERETT] does not think so. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I do not agree with the 

entleman from Massachusetts. He has not run against Mr. 

issell’s backbone as often as I have. [ have found that it is 
very nearly as strong as Grover Cleveland's, and he is thoroughly 
devoted to this absurd system of civil service reform, so called. 
Mr. Speaker, I would be in favor of civil service reform if it was 
administered with proper regard to the great parties that di- 
vide our people, but when I see it so administered that four- 
fifths of the employés are members of tho party that is driven 
from power, I think that is an injustice to the party voted into 
power by the people. 

Mr. Cleveland has not in any way interfered with the order 
made by Mr. Harrison, and the 15,000 clerks and letter-carriers 
protected by it still enjoy their positions, though the Democrats, 
as the result of the elections, expected to get them all. One- 
half of the Government employés under the civil service rules 
are Republican politicians who never were compelled to submit 
to any examination whatever. Whether the Democrats be in 
power or no, for many years to come the civil service of the 
country is to be administered by the party hostile to them. 

Mr. BRODERICK. LI yield ten minutesto the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Ray]. 
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Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, the brass of the gentleman from 
West Virginia is of that brightand shining quality which com- 
mands my admiration. He appeals to the generosity of the 
Republicans in this House and asks us to assist in the passage 
of this bill. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. 
pect you to vote for it. 

Mr. RAY. I beg pardon if I misunderstood the gentleman. 
I thought he appealed to our generosity to aid in the passage of 
this bill as a matter of justice to the Democrats, and it struck 
me as strange that he should do that at a time in our history 
when the Democrafic guillotine is rising and falling with a de- 
structive rapidity that defies computation. 

The gentleman claims, as I now understand him, that this is 
a generous bill. Yes, sir, it is a very generous bill! I 
of the many partisan measures that a Democratic House of Rep- 
resentatives has determined to force to a passage and to put 
upon the statute book under the whip and the spur of a special 
rule which limits and cuts off debate, forbids a fair presentation 
of the merits of the case, orders the previous question at a spec- 
ified hour, and forces the measure to a final vote to the 
sion of all other business. 

And, Mr. Speaker, all this is done ata time when there is no 
necessity whatever for it; because the House, under the lead of 
the distinguished chairman of the Ways and Means Committee 
has declared that weshall never, no never, adjourn until we can 
have free sugar, free coal, and free iron, and free wool, while 
the Senate at the other end of the Capitol, in an equally defiant 
attitude, has declared that there shall be a tax on sugar, 
and iron, and that the sugar trust must and shall be protected. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I asi you and gentlemen of this House what 
occasion there is for any particular haste in legislation at this 
time? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
theirs. 

Mr. RAY. Yes, under the declarations that have been made 
in both branches of Congress as to the tariff bill, the eter 
years of God are yours, gentlemen, since the Senate and the 
House will have to compromise on these questions or we sha!! 
remain in session until our terms of office expire: and compro- 
mise they never will, so they say! 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is simply an attempt by a Democratic 
Congress to legislate into office in defiance of the civil-service 
rules a lot of discharged Democrats, amounting to several h 
dred, or it may be several thousand, all of whom were dis- 
charged between March 5 and May 1, 1889, for cause. These 
men have been out of office since that time—about five years 
and if they aregood for anything in any department of life they 
have found business long since in some remunerative field 
which they will be loth to leave. If they have not found oth 
business they are not deserving of positions under this Govern 
ment. 

[t is not very strange that our Democratic friends are seeking 
to legislate hundreds of clerks into office under the whip and 
spur of a special rule—not so very strange; for their hatred of 
civil-service rules and of the law pertaining to civil service is 
so great that they are willing to strike down and trample under 
foot everything that looks to reform in the civil service of this 
Government. 

Again, this is about the only way that the Democratic party 
can get men into office. It has tried at the polls at the last two 
elections, and has met with a most miserable, humiliating, and 
dismal defeat. The elections for months and months past hav 
proven a succession of Waterloos to our Democratic friends 
Again they find it impossible to get Democratic aspirants into 
office through the regular channels of Presidential appointment; 
for the Senate assumes an independent attitude and refuses or 
neglects to confirm the appointments made by the President of 
the United States. 

The Democratic party is so thoroughly at war with itself tha 
the sky is fairly lurid with the glare of Democratic intern« 
strife. These Democratic combatants are now engaged in ! 
tional war, with their daggers drawn and their flashing scimi- 
tars gleaming in the bright sunlight of these July days; and 
these instruments of Democratic warfare are drinking deep of 
Democratic blood. 

Mr. Speaker, I rejoice at this situation and congratulate the 
country. Under existing conditions I can not say that [ real 
blame our Democratic friends for seeking to legislate men into 
office in defiance of the President, in defiance of civil ser 
laws and rules, through a special act of Congress. [t is their 
only hope. But it strikes me, gentlemen, that you may find the 
same opposition to this measure at the other end of the Capitol 
that you find to your free trade and sugar trust bill now pending 
there for action. 
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Service ‘ought not to be lightly interfered with. What justi- 
fication do you find for the enactment of a law which will set 
aside and put atdefiance the civil service laws and rules adopted 
after years of consideration, which have been improved and 
amended from time to time in the interest of this service, in the 
interest of the business men of this great country, and in the 
interest of good government? No excuse has been offered, no 
excuse can be offered by any Democrat for the passage of this 
bill, except simply that it will place in office ‘somewhere be- 
tween 3,000 and 8,000 hungry Democrats longing for places, and 
who can find occupation nowhere else. 

A MEMBER. You mean famished Democrats. 

Mr. RAY. Yes; famished Democrats. 

There isno principle on which the measure canrest. It would 
be just as wise to legislate out every clerk put in office under 
the Administration of President Harrison, and legislate into 
office every Democrat removed during the same period. I trust 
the good sense of the Democratic party, if it has any, will as- 
sume control of your actions and defeat a measure so opposed to 
common sense, justice, good government, and which is without 
precedent in our history. 


{Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. BYNUM. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. Speaker, I should not be willing to sup- 
port any measure which would in any way impair the efficiency 
of the postal service. I do not think that this bill, if carried 
out as designed, wiil endanger in any way the efficiency of that 
service; and it is hardly fair to impugn the firmness and official 
integrity of the Postmaster-General by supposing that he will 

ield to the importunities of his Democratic friends and put 

nto this service men not competent to discharge properly their 
duties. 

The object of this bill, as I understand, is to put back into the 
service men who were dismissed for purely political reasons and 
whose efficiency was unquestioned. 

In answer to the suggestion of the gentleman from Iowa[Mr. 
HENDERSON], who said that none but inefficient clerks were dis- 
missed, I wish to say that I am personally acquainted with eleven 
gentlemen in my district who were dismissed as postal clerks at 
the beginning of the Harrison Administration, and before the 
application of the civil-service law; and the dismissals in some 
cases were dated April 29, although the men were retained in 
the service until the latter part of May. 

Not one of those men in my district who were dismissed from 
their positionsof clerks was a Republican; every man dismissed 
was a Democrat. There was one, a Mr. Caldwell, of Monroe, 
whose standing was nearly 98 per cent. Not a single charge 
was made against him except that he wasa Democrat. That 
was the response he got from the Department; that he had 
spoken disrespectfully of his political opponents. 

This bill, as I understand, is designed to give to men of this 
class that just treatment which they are entitled to receive at 
the hands of this or any other Administration. It is not the de- 
sign to put into the service inefficient clerks, but to restore men 
who have been dismissed for political reasons—not because of 
any inefficiency as clerks. That Republican Adwinistration dis- 
missed every Democrat that had been os from my dis- 
trict except four; and two of those four have since been dis- 
missed; so that to-day there are only two Democrats in that 
service from my district. 

I want to show you and the House, Mr. Speaker, a statement 
giving the number of divisions of the routes, and the number of 
clerks employed in each; and in figuring up the total on the De- 
troit division there are 110 persons employed, of which number 
15 only are Democrats. In the Grand Rapids division 32 per- 
sons are employed, 5 only are Democrats, and the total number 
in the State employed in this ninth division of the Railway Mail 
Service is 660 persons, of which number 534 are Republicans and 
126 Democrats. 

I want to say one thing more before taking my seat. Since 
this Administration has come into power there has not been a 
single Democrat appointed from my district, although many and 
many of them have taken the civil service examination. 

The _ KER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent to insert in the 
REOORD as a part of my remarks the table which I have quoted 
in part, showing the number of clerks on each one of these 
routes in the ninth division and their political affiliations. 

The SPEAKER on oeopers. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Michigan? 

Mr. BRODERICK. [ask thatall gentlemen who have spoken 
on this question be permitted to extend their remarks in the 
RecORD. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit that re- 
quest afterward. The Chair hears no objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Michigan. 

The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous consent that all 
members who have spoken on this question may be permitted 
to extend their remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire toask whose statement it is that 
the gentleman from Michigan proposes to put into the RECORD? 
The Chair has not put that question, and I desire to know, bé- 
fore consent is a what the statement is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair had put the question 
and understood that no objection was made. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I beg the Chair’s pardon. Before the 
question was submitted the gentleman from Kansas submitted 
another request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asked if there was 
objection and heard none. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. The gentleman had not specified whose 
statement it was. 

Mr. GORMAN: Itisastatement prepared by five Democratic 
clerks in the Railway Mail Service, and vouched for to be abso- 
lutely correct. In any case where there was doubt as to the po- 
litical affiliation of a party, the doubt was given to the other 
side; and it is manifest that the statement is most likely to give 
a larger percentage to the Democrats than they are entitled to, 
for the reason that any man in the service if asked what his po- 
litical convictions are would be inclined to say that he was a 
Democrat under the present circumstances. 


Mr. LOUD. I would like to ask the gentleman from Michi- 
gan how he can ascertain the political affiliations of any person 
employed as a clerk in the Railway Mail Service? 

Mr. GORMAN. In this case the information was obtained 
“pore inquiry and contact. 

r. LOUD. I imagine that there is a great deal of guess- 
work about it. 

Mr.GORMAN. Well, these men are in the service and have 
been since Mr. Cleveland's first Administration. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to find a man who had any political 
proclivities at all in the service—especially a Republican. 

Mr. GORMAN. If you will go with me into the district I 
represent I will find you men in the service attending meet- 
ings, carrying torchlights in processions, hurrahing for mem- 
bers of Congress or for political candidates, and talking politics 
plainly and openly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Do theydo that while they are on the run? 

Mr. GORMAN. They are not all the time on the train. 

Mr, MILLIKEN. How do they manage? 

Mr.GORMAN. They have plenty of time when they are not 
on the trains to attend political meetings; and there is no doubt 
of their political affiliations, as I could easily demonstrate to the 
gentleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that 
there is no objection to the gentleman publishing the table to 
which he has referred. 

There was no objection. 

The table referred to by Mr. GORMAN is as follows: 
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ROUTES ASSIGNED TO CHIEF CLERKE’S OFFICE AT 
DETROIT, MICH. 


Alpena and Alger railway post-office.........-.------- 
Bad Axe and East Saginaw railway post-office -...... 
Bay City and Jackson railway post-office. ..-..-...---- 
Bay City, Plymouth and Detroit railway post-office. 
Big Rapids and Detroit railway post-office. .......-.-. 
Caseville and Pontiac railway post-office...........-.-. 
Fort Gratiot and Detroit railway post-office......... 
Detroit and Chicago railway post-office. ...........-.- 
Detroit, Mont. and Chicago ratlway post-office....... 
Detroit and Grand Haven railway post-office. ........ 
Detroit and Grand Rapids railway post-office ........ 
Detroit, —— Ledge and Grand Rapids railway 
DG cemcniehitibe dita dedeinte 65 geen enen coos ope 
petroit. ‘Three Rivers and Chicago railway post-office. 
East Saginaw and Port Huron railway post-office - -. 
Fort Gratiot and Chicago railway post-office ......... 
Howard City and Grand Ledge railway post-office. . i 
Lenox and Jackson railway post-office ......... ie 
Mackinaw City and Detroit railway post-office -..... 
Manistee, East Saginaw and Detroit railway post- 





office 
Montp. and Peru railway post-office..............-...- 
Port Austin and Port Huron railway post-office -_... 
Trenton and Adrian railway post-office............-.-. 
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ROUTES ASSIGNED TO CHIEF CLERK'S OFFICE AT | 
GRAND RAPIDS, MICH. } 
| | 
Battle Creek and Goshen railway post-office ._........ 1| D Diwichen we wnsia 
Bay View and Grand Rapids railway post-office .....| 4) 4/|......|....-- 
d Holland railway post-office....... ao | 3 Wicca S actcain 
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illac and Fort Wayne railway post-office_..._.... 4 
Durand and East Saginaw railway post-office... _ : | 1 











Grand merida ond Elkton railway post-office _....... ‘ 4}. oo 
Kalamazoo South Haven railway post-office .__- 1 1} 
Mackinaw City and Grand Rapids railway post | 
GIRGD. ccccedcqvce.cccccceee ec cerecesccse cass sesevece cess | 4 1 3 |.--.-- 
Muskegon and Allegan railway post-office......... a 1 1 ps 
Owosso and Muskegon oo post-office... ........ 2 1 Ss oo 
Pentwater and Muskegon railway post-office (op- | 
erated by Big Rapids and Holland railway post- | 
i Kins nee smtauhenahebihsdadeveacan Poet Daan ichinus ectaseous 
Toledo and Allegan railway post-office... _.......... 2 | Mibadseninsen 
Traverse City and Manistee railway post-office... .- 1 | ile ee 
Grand Rapids and Lacrosse railway post-office .....- 3] 2 | Bi Biccces 
East Saginaw and howard City railway post-office. .| 1 1 |-n----|-20--- 
2... .. Oke. 
ROUTES ASSIGNED TO THE SUPERINTENDENT'S | aed | 
OFFICE. 
Adrian and Fayette railway post-office. .............- i 1j Di iewians | ot 
Ashtabula and Youngstown railway post-office_._... | 1 De ai dca { 
Ashtabula and Oil City railway post-office .......... 2 1| S inoue 
Cleveland, Fort Wayne and Chicago railway post- | | 
EE Sas salen gcen die eeabiawiestes qaciesse | 4 3} 5. Cea 
Cleveland and Toledo railway post-office......... | 4} oa 
Detroit and Toledo railway post-office........ 1| em dois 
Frankfort and Toledo railway post-office ............. 6 | le eh neces 
Jackson and Adrian railway post-office.._..._........ 2 Pesce. Bisse 
Jackson and Fort Wayne railway post-office... __.- 2 | ci. kei 
Lansing and Hillsdale railway post-office............ 1 | ae Linehan 
Ludington and Monroe railway post-office... ........ 4 | 1} _, =e 
Port Huron and Chicago railway post-office ..........! 8} 7 | D Wane 
Toledo and Chicago railway post-office............... 4) es es ci 
Ypsilanti and Hillsdale railway post-office..........- 1 1 oa 
New York and Albany railway post-office --_.-. ales 12 7 |} Ra 
New York and Chicago railway post-office, east di- | } 
WIEN) BEMEIE B << 2000. cnn cece ecw ccccccccee-+scccccce 8 5 Sida 
New York and Chicago railway post-office, east di- | 
IE BE nnnwes> sedacosees<ccsccvceecsecvececcse DO); 40) 10 
New York and Chicago railway post-office, east di- 
ais as ane sd nndsedeosdsannetseageeeces 5 44 22 | 22 


New York and Chicago railway post-office, east di- i | 
ne tncnk bane sbeuee ss desu sn eddddobadeanes 12 9 3 
New York and Chicago railway post-office, east di- | 

vision, short ore io sel ste a nah Wilda Aies yt gimmie : 
New York and Chicago railway post-office, east di- | 
vision, rogisver Clerks ..:................- jecesenmmune 4; 3 1 
New York and Chicago railway post-office, middle | 
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ai nd dedi oe biden 3%} 38 4} 4) 


New York and Chicago railway post-office, middle 











| 
i 


EE , + denivesncganeattastaseennccredumeeh * Gn 41 7 7 
New York and Chicago railway post-office, middle 

ie nn cidainne tinea aw et oetianamelades 54 6 
New York and Chicago railway post-office, west di- 

ET GUN 6 caligeshincudanheconctdnacnashd ane 2 y 
New York and Chicago railway post-office, west dl- 

EE nid bane bcnn weadpkce dadeh niidlbminn atte 28 23 5 i 
New York and Chicago railway post-office, west di- | 

a a al oe ha diana oweell { 23 16 * 
New York and Chicago railway post-office, west di- 

DE BR. . op enb deepen oees «te bpieissiiddsinks sendin antes 44 32; 12 12 
New York and Chicago railway post-office, west di- 

ee eee 4 3 Bilatwaws 
Superintendent's office, Cleveland, Ohio ............. 10 Be Lnccsditions 
Chief clerk’s office, Syracuse, N. Y.................... 4 © ccebticalies 
Chief clerk's office, Detroit, Mich ..................... 3 an Bis Aasial bonne 
Chief clerk’s office, Grand —— ata ictainal ad laid 3 MPU cidieeles ecies 
Chief clerk’s office, Chicago, Ill -..............2....... 1 Diba hna: dant 
Teme Grane OF Utica, N.Y... 2... csccescesccndces 1 as in loneoledies 
Transfer clerks at Buffalo, N. Y............-.-c ces. 3 ON et Me a 
Transfer clerks at Cleveland, Ohio................... 3 2 DB Wigedle 
Transfer clerks at Toledo, Ohio.....-.. tats ankle 3 4g Se 
Transfer clerks at Jackson, Mich........... son¥usghoe © Raed Et Ee Rates 
Transfer clerks at Detroit, Mich....................- 4 BE a ita cnmaale 
Transfer clerks at Grand Rapids, Mich ............... 2 Se ticsnngbadees 
Transfer clerks at New York, N. Y................-.. OF Bh. concn dees 

Employés of the ninth division. a4 660 | 534 | 126 58 
PEP OUMOREO 05. cons cous cccccdee duccceccee 76.4 MO \cctcubltesss 
| 











This, the ninth division of the Railway Mail Service, has 660 employés; 
534 are Republicans and 126 are Democrats, or about76.4 per cent are Repub- 
licans and 23.6 per cent are Democrats. They are divided as follows: The 
New York and Chicago, which is the main route of the division, has 419 pos- 
tal clerks; 326 are Republicans and 93 are Democrats. Of the 93 Democrats, 
63 are assigned to night runs. There are 36 clerks in charge, of which 
26 are Republicans and 10 are Democrats. The 10 Democrats are al! on as- 
signed — runs. The remaining routes of the division have 195 postal 
clerks; 164 are Republicans and 31 are Democrats. The number of Official 
positions in the division are 21, all of which are held by Republicans. The 
number of clerks detailed for transfer duty at the large junctions in the di- 
vision are 25, of which 23 are Republicans and 2 are Democrats. 


Mr. BRODERICK. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois, Mr. MARSH. 
Mr. MARSH. I shall not require that much time. This bill 
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| l understand to be a bill providing for the restoration to office 
| of a lot of Democrats who were formerly in the postal service at 
the time Mr. Harrison became President of the United States. 
At the proper time I will offer an amendment to the bill pro- 
viding for a restoration of the post-offices to the Republicans 


who have been turned out by Grover Cleveland. {Laughter and 
applause. | 
Mr. BYNUM. How long a time does the gentleman from 


| Kansas desire to occupy? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Not more than ten minutes, perhaps. 

Mr. BYNUM. I ask unanimous consent, at the close of the 
gentleman's remarks, that we take a vote on the amendment 
and on the bill instead of waiting until 4 o'clock. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will you adjourn then? 

Mr.BYNUM. Yes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
asks unanimous consent, at the conclusion of the remarks of the 
gentleman from Kansas (the gentleman is entitled td fourteen 
minutes) that the vote shall then be taken under the special 
order, instead of waiting until 4 o'clock. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, it being late Saturday eve- 
ning andthe mercury at nearly 100° in the shade, [ appreciate 
the anxiety of members for an early vote on this question and 
anadjournment. Having recently taken part in a discussion of 
this question, and having stated my position fully upon the civil 
service law, I do not care to restate what was then said. The 
law speaks for itself. It is a wise and just provision, and there 
isnodemand from any source for its repeal or modification. Its 
provisions should be strengthened rather than weakened, and an 
honest execution should be demanded to the end that merit shall 
be the true test of ability to secure position under this law. 

In the consideration of this question the fact should not be 
overlooked that every political party in this country has un- 
qualifiedly indorsed the principle of the civil service law and 
there has been no dissent from this position until this bill was 
presented. I want the country to know that this proposition 
comes from the Democratic side of the House, and that it is in 
opposition to every public declaration of that party for the last 
ten years. The measure was conceived and is urged here to-day 
in the hope of securing a partisan advantage. This is not the 
worst feature of the bill. It is an attempt to do indirectly what 
no party would offer todo directly. It isa blow at the principle 
of civil service. 

I ask to have read from the Clerk’s desk as a part of my argu- 
ment the minority report on this bill. It clearly states the 
views of the Republican members of the committee, and if we 
can place any reliance upon what political parties say through 
their national conventions it states the views of the American 
people. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BRODERICK, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported the fo 
lowing as the views of Republican members: 

The undersigned, members of the Committee on the Judiciary, object to 
the passage of House bill No. 4017, and state the following reasons therefor 

After the Presidential election held in 1888, and before the expiration of 
President Cleveland's term, he issued an order placing the Ratlway Mail 
service under the regulations of the civil service, the rule to take effect on 
the 15th day of March, 1889. About the 11th of March, 1889, the Civil Service 
Commission, which is charged with the duty of classifying, having advised 
President Harrison that it was impossible to complete the classification by 
the 15th, and recommended an extension of time, President Harrison accord 
ingly issued an order extending the time to the Ist day of May, 1889, at which 
time the rule went into full force. 

This bill and report recommending its passage are based upon the assump 
tion that the order of President Harrison, issued for the extension of the 
| time, as above stated, “‘was to enable the new administration to make 
changes and appointments for political reasons alone.” 

That this isan erroneous assumption is clearly evidenced by the order of 
the President and by the statement of the Civil Service Commission made 
in an official letter dated February 8, 1894. Thestatement is as follows 





“The classification of the Railway Mail Service was originally ordered by 
President Cleveland to take effect on March 15, 1889. It was absolutely im- 
possible for the Civil Service Commission to complete the classification by 
that date, and in consequence the classification was deferred until May ! 
1889, at which date it actually took effect."’ 

That there weré dismissals between the 15th day of March and the Ist day 
of May, 1889, we do not dispute, but this was before the order took effect and 
while the old system was in force, and it will be remembered that during the 
Democratic Administration of 1885-1889 nearly 90 per cent of the Repfiblican 
railway mail clerks were turned out and supplanted by Democrats. 

The Democratic party should not complain because removals were made 
in 1889. It was precisely what was done in 1893 under the first six months of 
Mr. Cleveland’s Administration. Again we quote from the letter of the Civil 

| Service Commission of February 8 

**In 1893 the Democratic postmasters at Plattsburg, N. Y., at Topeka and 
Kansas City, Kans., at Galesburg, Bloomington, and Quincy, Ill., at Athen 
Ga.. and in several cther places took advantage of the necessary delay in th 
classification of the rey post-offices to make sweeping removals 


among the Republican clerks and carriers in their offices and to replace them 
by Democrats, just before the classification went into effect. The cases are 
precisely parallel and it is rank dishonesty to try to cure one and not cure 


the other.”’ 

If the majority hers is seeking to do justice to any class of Government 
employés who have been dismissed from the service, then they should amend 
the bill and include this latter class (the carriers), and restore them to the 
service. It is not likely that the :e.lly 1 itor.ous clerks who were dis 
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missed as long ago as 1889 are now out of emplo 
weaken a system which is sanctioned the better judgment of all classes 
for the few who have been idly wai ve years for reappointment? Will 
the public interest be subserved by efiort of the Democratic party to 
return to the obsolete and disreputable ils system? 

The way to uphold this law is tosustainit now. It should be strengthened 
and extended in its scope and effect rather than modified. It is our convic- 
tion that the proposition to take this backward step in civil service reform 
is unwise, and should the bill be passed without including the carriers and 
others dismissed under the present Administration, it will be an extreme 
partisan measure, which will meet with condemnation, and its effect will be 


most demoralizing and vicious. 
CASE BRODERICK. 
WM. A. STONE, 
THOS. UPDEGRAFT. 
GEO. W. RAY. 
H. HENRY POWERS. 
ROBERT A. CHILDS. 


Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, when the bill now under 
consideration was before the Committee on the Judiciary, I ad- 
dressed a letter tothe Civil Service Commission, asking infor- 
mation upon this subject, and received in replyaletter, a copy of 
which { hold in my hand and which I destre to have read as a 
part of my remarks. It is a full and complete answer to the 
attack made on the Commission by the gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr. BYNUM]. Itclearly shows that this bill ought not to pass. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





ent, and why should we 


FEBRUARY 8, 1894. 

DeAR Str: I was much surprised at the receipt of your letter containing 
the account of the favorable report of Mr. HouK’s bill. H. R. 4017, from the 
Committee on the Judi . I thank you for your courtesy in calling the 
matter to my attention. bill is similar to one ted b; 
Mr. By of Indiana and referred to the Civil Service Committee, by whic 
it has not been reported. Ta before the Civil Service Committee in 
opposition to it, and { shonld cer have a before the Judiciary 
Committee in opposition to this had I known there was intention of 
acting on such a measure, I should like to be heard before the committee 
about it, but as this may now be fmpossible I will take advantage of your 
counter and give the following reasons why the bill should not be made 

nto a law: 

The classification of the Railway Mail Service was originally ordered by 
President Cleveland to take effect on March 1, 1889. It was a’ utely im- 
possible for the Civil Service Commission to complete the classification b; 
that date, and in eonseq the classification was deferred until May 1, 
1889, at which date it act took effect (nine days before I myself was a 
pointed Civil Service Com er). Advant was taken of the delay in 
the classification to tarn out 2,300 Democratic replacing them with- 
out examination with blicams. This was undoubtedly an ou 8. 
But in the first place it is all wrong to try to cure it by come ae er 
wrong now, and in the next place it was an outrage precisely flar in 
character to what has in a number of the newly classified post- 
ofiices within the last eight months. 

In 1889 the Republican administration of the Post-Of_ice Department took 
advantage of the necessary delay in oe the Ratlway Mail Service 
to make sweeping removals of Democratic clerks and re them by Re- 
publicans just before the law went into effect. In 1893 the Democratic 

ostmasters at Plattsburg, N. Y., at ry and Kansas City, Kans., at 

alesburg, Bloomington. a Quincy, il., at Athens, Ga., and in several 
other places took advantage of the necessary delay in the classification of 
the free deliver, ces to make sweeping removals among the Repub- 
lican clerks ers in their offices and to replace them by Democrats 
just before the classification went into effect. The cases are precisely par- 
allel, and it is rank dishonesty to try to cure one and not cure the other. If 
the Democratic employés dismissed before the classification of the Rail- 
way Mail Service in 1889 are to be restored then the Republican employés 
dismissed before the classification in the offices above mentioned in 1893 
ought to be restored. 
truth is that nefther one set nor the other shouid be restored. The 
only safe rule to follow in dealing with the civil service law is to deal with 
office and branch of the Government from the moment it becames classified, 
and not take into account what went on before. If we do endeavor to take 
into account What went on before, weareentangled in an absolutely hopeless 
mesh of wrongs suffered and committed by both sides during the preceding 
years, and it is quite impossibie to remedy any of these wrongs without 
committing fresh in turn, ‘The proposed bill of Mr. Houk does not, 
it is true, that Post mustreinstate the old clerks, 
but only that he may reinstates them, but immediately upon its enactment 
into law the greatest pressure would be brought to bear to create vacancies 
in order that reinstatements might be made. Of the 2,300 clerks appointed 
to fill the ee of the Democrats but 900 now remain in theservice (astrong 
proof of the inferiority of the men obtained under the spoils system), so 
that the bulk of the places are not filled by people who came in through the 
civil service very of whom were themselves Democrats. 

Tn most therefore, the reinstatement would result in turning out 
not the origin: amy of Savres but. some innocent and honest out- 
rider. Moreover’, the persons who a be reinstated would be the very 
persons whoought not to be reinstated. The discharged railway mail clerks 
who were honest, capable men have now, five years after r discharge, 
undoubtedly gotten places where they are at work at good salaries. It 
is precisely those who are inc ble. and who originally got their places 
together tn political associations for selfish purposes, who would get rein. 

ons for purposes, w - 
stated under the law. It must be remembered that all of the 2,300 
clerks turnedout suffered under thesame s ——> 
which they had received appointments. the Democra 
Administration of 1885-80 nearly 90 per cent of the Republican railway mail 
clerks were turned out and were su by Democrats. During the two 
months before the classification of service under the succeeding Repub- 
lican Administration 46 per cent of the entire force or about half the Demo- 
crats in it were turned out by the Republicans. Then the office was classi- 
fled. Noa tments or dismissals for partisan reasons have been since 
made, and it would be mischievousin the extreme now to go back to the 
old system and allow the reinstatement of the men thus originally ap- 


pointed for Is reasons. 

The has found by actual experience that it is a detriment to 
the public service to allow the reinstatement of a man who has been out of 
that service for more than a With every change of Administration 


which returned to ae endeavor to secure the 
reinstatement of their y friends who have turned out. When Pres- 
ident Harrison's Ad tion came into power the Commission found 
that ey | the Democratic administration of the Baltimore ffice no 
bass than 96 per centof the Republicans had been turned out their places 


partisans of the 
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supplied by Democrats, ana great efforts were made to induce the Commis. 
sion to allow the reinstatement of all the Republicans who had thus bs 
dismissed for partyreasons. The Commission steadily opposed the propose | 
roceeding on the ground that while injustice might sometimes be reme 
ed the general result would be absolutely bad and the effect would be to 
introduce & system of sweeping removals andsweeping reinstatements with 
each change of Administration for political reasons. 

The proposed action to be taken with reference to Democratic railway, 
mail clerks 1s precisely the action that was proposed to be taken in rete: 
ence to the Baltimore post-office clerks and carriers four years ago. by 
there is in this instance an additional reason for oppos he bill beca\ 
during the present Administration in a number of post-offices precisely (}), 
same course has been followed as was followed four years ago in the Rail 
way Mail Service; and it is pitiable injustice to try to remedy ono set o 
cases and not remedy the other. The bill is simply a bill for the partial 
introduction of the spoils system and for the demoralization of the railway 
mail service; it is thoroughly mischievous, and I sincerely hope it will fa 
If there is any further information which you wish I shall be most happy « 
furnish it. I write this officially, by the direction and with the approval | 
the Commission. 

Very cordially, yours, 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT 

Hon. CASE BRODERICK, 

House of Representatives. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, after the reading of th: 
letter I do not think anything further need be said in opposition 
to this bill. The bill is wrong in proposing to reinstate in tl 
Railway Mail Service clerks who never passed an examination 
and who were relieved in order tosecurea more efficientservic:. 
The bill is unjust and wrong in proposing to reinstate those wh» 
were dismissed in 1889 and in not proposing to restore the car 
riers who were dismissed under the present Administration in 
1893, If the former should be restored, so should thelatter. A 
great number of purely partisan measures have been introduced 
during this Congress, but in my judgment none are more ob- 
jectionable than this, because it strikes at a system with which 
the whole people have expressed approval. It is unsafe to di 
turb questions 80 well settled, and for the good of the publics:r. 
ice I hope the proposition may never become law. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, we think that if this bi 
should pass there should be an amendment toit, and I send to the 
Clerk’s desk an amendment which I offer as a separate section. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Brop- 
ERICK] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the bill the following: 

“Suc, —. That all letter-carriers who have been discharged since the it): 
day of March, 1893 (except those whowere removed by the Postmaster-Ge: 
eral upon written charges and investigation, or when arrested for crim: 
shall be reinstated as fast as vacancies may occur.”’ 


Mr. BRODERICK. I wish that to come in at the end of the 
bill as a separate section. Mr. Speaker, I believe we are no\ 
ready for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is now closed. The previous ques 
tion is operating on the bill and the amendment. The question 
is upon agreeing to this amendment. . F 

The amendment of Mr. BRODERICK was rejected. E 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossmen' 
and third reading of the bill. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that t 
ayes seemed to have it. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 86, noes 22. 

Mr. BRODERICK made the point of no quorum, but sub 
quently withdrew it. 

Accordingly the bill was ordered to be engrossed and rea‘ 
third time; and being engrossed, it was read a third time. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is,Shall the bill pass? 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that th 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 87, noes 24. 

Mr. BRODERICK. No quorum. 

Mr. BYNUM. A parliamentary —-- 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BYNUM. If we should adjourn now, will this bill co: 
up on Monday’ 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is ordered, andit w: 
come up on Monday. 

Mr. BYNUM. ThenI move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. BURROWS. Under the special order is that in orde 

The SPEAKER. No quorum being present, it is in order. |' 
there was a quorum present it would not be in order, but whe! 
there is no quorum the House must adjourn or order a cal! 0 
the House. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the vote on the motion to adjourn, by unanimous cou- 
sent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. UPDEGRAFY, for ten days, on account of ill health. 

To Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania, for four days, on account o- 
sickness in his family. 

The motion of Mr. BYNUM was then agreed to. 
j a fat 3 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) the House a4 

ourned. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XITI, Mr. MCALEER, from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, reported the bill (H. R. 7683) to remove 
the charge of desertion against James Fay; which, with the 
aecompanying report (No. 1289), was ordered to be printed and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 30f Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 

llows: 

Oy Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (A. R. 7796) to enable the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to remit or mitigate fines, penalties, and 
forfeitures—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington (by request): A bill (H.R. 
7797) providing for a new system of revenue and for a national 
curreney, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A joint resolution (H. Res. 206) 
authorizing the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to 
allow the use of certain streets for temporary street railway 
tracks—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BUNDY: A memorial of the Legislature of Ohio, re- 
ating to pensions of soldiers of the Union Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause lef Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (&. R. 7799) for the relief of James 
W. Hill, of Gordon County, Ga.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 7800) for the relief of 
William C. Hale, administrator of Elijah M. Hale, late of Ham- 
ilton County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7801) for the relief of Julius C. Hoodenpyle, 
administrator of Robert Hoodenpyle, deceased , late of Sequatchie 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7802) for the relief of William Pickett, ad- 
ministrator of Jesse Pickett, late of Sequatchie County, Tenn., 
as found due by the Court of Claims under actof March 3, 1883— 
to the Committee on Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Underclause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of AnchorCouncil, Royal League, 
of South Chicago, Ill., for adoption of anamendment to the tariff 
bill, providing for exemption of fraternal beneficial societies from 
operation of the income tax—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BARNES: Petition from citizens of Green Bay, Wis., 
against the taxation of fraternal beneficial societies in any form— | 
to the Committee on Wavs and Means. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of James G. Barker, for his | 
claim against the Government—to the Committee on War | 
Claims, 

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Memorial from the Chamber of 
Commerce of Portland, Oregon, asking for an appropriation to 
protect the fishery industries.on the Columbia River in Oregon— 
to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition and a of S. N. Paston | 
and 21 others, citizens of Nelsonville, Ohio, for relief of Henry | 
H. Alcorn, pensioner, certificate No. 427,080--to the Committee | 
on Invalid Pensions. 


ee 


Also, petition of Winfield S. Barnett, for removal of the charge 
of desertion, tosupport his claim under House bill 7787—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Memorial of supervisors of 
Knox County, Nebr., praying for the taxation of lands held by 
Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of Andrew Engle and 60 others, citi- 
zens of Des Moines, Iowa, praying for the impeachment of Rich- 
ard Olney, Attorney-General of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LUCAS: Resolution of Black Hills Chautauqua, North 
Dakota, relative to laws governing immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Petition of 16 citizens of 
Ky ane, Wash., to exempt fraternal beneficial societies from 

the provisions of the tariff bill regarding taxation in any 
form—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 19 citizens of Everett, Wash., protesting 
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against the passage of House bill 5746—to the Committee 
Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Yakima County Bar, of Washington, fo 
the establishment of district and circuit court term for the 
courts of the United States at North ikima, to embrace the 
counties of Yakima, Kittitas, and Klickitat—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


On 


SENATE, 
MoNnDAY, July 23, 1894. 


Prayer by Rev. ISAac W. CANTER, of thecity of Washingt 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proce: 
ings of Friday last; when, on motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response toa 
resolution of the Senate of March 1, 1894, aletter from the Chie! 
of Engineers, submitting the report of a Board of Engin 
upon the feasibility and advisability of using the water pov 
the Great Falls of the Potomac or other water power in the 
neighborhood of Washington, D. C., for the purpose of lighting 
by electricity the public buildings, grounds, and streets of th: 
District of Columbia; which, with the accompanying 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
ordered to be printed. 

DEATH OF PRESIDENT CARNOT. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol 


und 


lowing communication; which was read, and ordered to b 
placed on the files: 
SAN FRANCISCO, J 
HONORED Sik: The French colony of San Francisco, deeply touch: ’ 
the heart-felt sentiments of sympathy and condolence express« y the 
United States Senate toward the French Republic and Madam Carnot, | 
this supreme hour of their great national sorrow and bereaveme ause 


by the eruel assassination of the President of their Republic, unanimously 
desire to testify to you and to the United States Senate, through you, th: 
—— of their grateful thanks and the sincere expression of thel 
kindest regards. 
For the French colony: 

P. H. BERGEROT 

The Hon. ADLAI E. STEVENSON, 
Vice-President of the United States and President of ti 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O 
TOWLKS, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. ' 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expens 
of the Indian Department, and fulfilling treaty stipulations wit 
various Indian tribes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, 
and for other purposes; asked a conference with the Senate o1 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon; and had a) 
pointed Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. ALLEN, and Mr. WILSON of Wash 


ington managers at the conferenee on the part of the House. 
The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence the 
Senate: 
A bill (H.R. 4312) to provide forthe revival of suits DY man- 
| damus, against officers of the United States; 
A. bill (H. R. 5246) providing for the inspection of immi 


by United States consuls; 
A bill (H. R. 5863) to increase the peyalty for embe 
by directors, officers, or agents of pational banks; 
A bill (H. R. 6284) to prevent interference in the collection o 


| State, county, and municipal taxes assessed against corporations 


and corporate property, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6754) to amend section 15 of an act approvin; 
ee, the funding act of Arizona, approved J 
25, 1890; 

A bill (H. R. 6993) to remove certain restrictions on the sale 
of leaf tobaeco; 

A bill (H. R. 7258) to authorize the comparison of handwrit- 
ing by courts and juries in cases where the genuineness of a sig- 
nature or writing is in dispute; and 

A bill (H. R. 7384) to provide for the appointment of United 
States commissioners and to define their jurisdiction, power, 
and duties. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further annotnced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the followingemnrolled bills: and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 3978) for the relief of John M. Nice: 

A bill (BH. R. 5894) making appropriations for the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895; and 

A bill (H. R. 6108) making appropriation for the diplomatic 
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and counsular service of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1895. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr.COCKRELL. I ask that the message from the House of 
Representatives on the [Indian appropriation bill be laid before 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6913) making appropriation for 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and 
fulfilling wae stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes, and re- 

uesting a conference on tie disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments and agree to the conference asked by the House of 
Representatives. 

he motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
CALL, Mr. COCKRELL, and Mr. TELLER were appointed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented petitions of 12 associate members 
of the Ohio State Board of Commerce, praying for a fast-mail 
service from Cincinnati tothe South; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of 250 citizens of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, and a memorial of 45 citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, remon- | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. JULY 23 


’ 











fornia, praying for the repeal of the act of October 1, 1890, con 
cerning the Yosemite National Park; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial ofsundry citizens of Homer, 
Nebr., remonstrating against the support of the Government in 
maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian education, 
etc.; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the board of supervisors and 
county officials of Knox County, Nebr., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to provide for the taxation of lands held b 
Indians in severalty; which was ordered to lie on the tab!e. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented the memorial of H. W. Ninoand 
20 other citizens of Hk Garden, W. Va., remonstrating against 
the passage in its present form of the Indian appropriation bil, 
or that portion which appropriates money for the support of sec- 
tarian schools; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VILAS presented memorials of William M. Ross and sun- 
dry other citizens of Footville; of F. W. Alexander and sundry 
other citizens of Viroqua; of J. N. Wood and sundry other citi- 
zens of Benoit; of W_ B. Stilwell and 29 other citizens of Plain- 
well and of sundry other citizens of Shawano, allin the State of 
Wisconsin, remonstrating against the support of the Govern- 
ment in maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian ed- 
ucation, etc.; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce, 
of Nashville, Tenn., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the construction of a lock and dam below the mouth of the Har- 
peth River, in that State; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PATTON presented memorials ot Harry Park and sun- 





strating against the support of the Government in maintaining | dry other citizens of McKinley; of E. Moore and sundry other 
the present system of sectarian Indian education, etc.; which | citizens of Kalamazoo County; of John L. Jackson and sundry 


Pi 

sj 
} 
b 
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were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. QUAY presented memorials of 109 citizens of Nuremburg; 
of 29 citizens of Derry; of 52 citizens of Herndon; of 361 citizens 
of Mercersburg; of 37 citizens of East Waterford; of 137 citizens 
of Malvern; of 41 citizens of West Point; of 344 citizens of Roths- 
ville; of 41 citizens of Le Roy; of 76 citizens of Woodward; of 
60 citizens of Allegheny; of 72 citizens of Fairchance; of 32 citi- 
zent of Hastings; of 55 citizens of Roaring Springs; of 133 citi- 
zens of Myerstown; of 118 citizens of Scranton; of 6 citizens of 
Summit Station; of 43 citizens of Topton; of 94 citizens of Penn- 
sylvania; of 102 citizens of Liberty; of 98 citizens of Mount Union; 
of 171 citizens of Sunbury; of 123 citizens of Watsontown; of 78 
citizens of Mount Jewett; of 103 citizens of Big Run; of 98 citizens 
of Pittsburg; of 49 citizens of Freedom; of 42 citizens of War- 
riors Mark; of 104 citizens of Middleburg; of 14 citizens of Drif- 
ton; of 51 citizens of Beloit; of 112 citizens of Ephrata; of 17 
citizens of Philadelphia; of 46 citizens of Lock Haven; of 48 citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania; of 43 citizens of Moscow; of 25 citizens of 
Philadelphia; of 78 citizens of Clearfield; of 56 citizens of Belle- 
fonte; of 106 citizens of Indiana; of 66 citizens of Pennsylvania; 
of 79 citizens of Morrisdale; of 54 citizens of Lewisburg; of 72 
citizens of Pennsylvania; of 57 citizens of Shamokin; of 51 citi- 
zens of Montoursville; of 94 citizens of Pennsylvania; of 25 citi- 
zens of St. Clairsville; of 63 citizens of Churchtown; and of 278 
citizens of Carlisle, all in the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrat- 
ing against the support of the Government in maintaining the 
present sectarian Indian education, etc.; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Prairie City, Riverton, Algonquin, and Woodson, all in the State 
of Illinois, anda memorial of sundry citizens of the United States, 
remonstrating against the violation of the American principle 


of church and state which isinvolved in making appropriations | 


for or contracts with agents of sectarian institutions for Indian 
education, etc.; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I desire to make a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. Is it inorder to move to refer the petitions which 


have just been presented by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. | 


QUAY] and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] to the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate upon the Indian appropriation 
bill? The petitions refer toa matter which is before the con- 
ferees. They were laid on the table because the bill has been 
passed by the Senate. I wish to inquire whether it will be in 
order to make a motion to refer those petitions to the conferees? 

The PRESIDENT Es tempore. Can the Senator from Con- 
necticut inform the Chair as to whether the petitions refer to 
any matter involved in the disagreements between the two 
Houses? 

Mr. PLATT. They do refer to a matter upon which the 
Senate made an amendment, which involves the subject-matter 
of the petitions. I do not care for an answer at this time. I 
am in doubt — upon the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will consider the 
matter, as the Chair is in doubt, and answer the Senator later. 

Mr. DOLPH presented petitions of sundry citizens of Cali- 


other citizens of Grand Rapids, and of John M. Chute and sun 

dry other citizens of North Branch, all in the State of Michi- 

gan, remonstrating against the violation of the American prin- 

ciple of separation of church and state which is involved in 

| making appropriations for or contracts with agents of sectarian 
institutions for Indian education, etc.; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented memorials of William K. Miles and 

| 355 other citizens of Haverhill, Mass.; of Chase Roys and 85 

| other citizens of Massachusetts; of Henry S. Hayden and 405 other 

| citizens of Massachusetts; of Rev. D. Augustine Newton and 111 

| other citizens of Winchester, Mass.; of William M. Folsom and 
88 other citizens of Boston; of C. L. Young aud 56 other citi- 
zens of Springfield; of Robert E. Galvin and 45 other citizen; 
of Haverhill; of Rev. D. F. Lamson and 81 other citizens of Man. 
chester; of W. L. Rockwell and 30 other citizens of Watertown: 
of Albert B. Hale and 44 other citizens of West Newbury; of 
David Young, jr. and 26 other citizens of Cambridge; of Fred 
erick U. Viall and 63 other citizens of Marlboro; of Nathan 
Bailey and 101 other citizens of Methuen; and of E. A. Brown- 
ville and 81 other citizens, all in the State of Massachusetts, re- 
monstrating against the support of the Government in main- 
taining the present system of sectarian Indian education, etc.: 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the memorial of H. S. Fiske and sun- 
dry other citizens of Rutland, Vt., and the memorial of Elmer J. 
Bullock and sundry other citizens of Readsboro, Vt., remon- 
strating against the support of the Government in maintaining 

| the present system of sectarian Indian education, ete., which 
| were ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
'lumbia, to whom the subject was referred, submitted a report, 
_accompanied by a bill (S. 2245),to prohibit the interment o/ 
, bodies in Graceland Cemetery, in the District of Columbia; 
| which was read twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred tho 
| bill (S.1766) to prohibit the interment of bodies in Graceland 
| Cemetery in the District of Columbia, reported adversely thereon, 

and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re: 
ferred the bill (H.R. 953) to increase the pension of Mary P. 
Broughton, reported it without amendment, and submitted « 
report thereon. 

r. GEORGE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
| was referred the bill (H. R. 4326) to subject to State taxation na- 
| tional-bank notes and United States Treasury notes, reported it 
_ with amendments. 
| Mv. POGH, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 

was recommitted the bill (H. R. 108) to fix the times and places 
for holding the Federal courts in the State and districts of Ne- 
braska, reported it with amendments. 
| Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
| bia, to whom were referred the following bills, submitted ad- 
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verse reports thereon; which were agreed to,and the bills were 
post ned indefinitely: ‘ 

A bill (S. 329) for the relief of the estate of William B. Todd, 
deceased; 

A bill (S. 852) to incorporate the National Light and Fuel 


Compare ‘ : 

A bill (S. 1129) to amend an act to punish false swearing be- 
fore trial boards of the Metropolitan police force and fire de- 
partment of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 


and 
s A bill (S. 1148) to provide a building site for the National 
Conservatory of Music of America. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. 
PEFFER on the 1*th instant, intended to be proposed to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, reported it favorably with 
amendments, and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2246) prescribing the quali- 
fications of soldiers and marines of the Pnitea States, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. POWER introduced a bill (S. 2247) authorizing and di- 
recting that the President detail army officers to act as col- 
lectors of customs in certain localities; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2248) to provide for surveying, 
and estimating the cost of canals and the location and cost of 
reservoirs for the reclamation of arid lands in certain States 
and Territories, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (s. 2249) for the erection of 
a monument at Greenville, Ohio, to commemorate the treaty 
of peace made on the 3d of August, A. D. 1795, at Fort Green- 
ville (built on the site of said Greenville, Ohio), by Gen. An- 
thony Wayne, on behalf of the United States. and various [n- 
dian tribes occupying territory northwest of the Ohio River, 
and to perpetuate the memory of Gen. Wayne and his gallant 
army: which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on the Library. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. MANDERSON, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the flies of the Senate accompanying a bill to 
grant a pension to Dr. GB. F. Lsmert be withdrawa from the files of the Sen- 


ate, and transmitted to the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House of 
Representatives. 


OFFICERS OF THE NAVY. 
Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution, which was 
read and ordered to lie on the table, and be printed: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, directed to in 
form the Senate what percentage, if any, of the enlisted men, noncommis- 
sioned and commissioned officers of the Navy of the United States are aliens, 


and what percentage are citizens of the United States by birth or naturali- 
zation, properly classifying the same respectively. 


OFFICERS OF THE ARMY, 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed to inform 
the Senate what percentage, if any, of the enlisted men, noncommissioned 
and commissioned officers of the regular Army of the United States are 
aliens, and what percentage are citizens of the United States by birth or 
naturalization, properly classifying the same respectively. 


AMERICAN PRISONERS IN CUBA, 


Mr. CALL. I submit a resolution, and ask that it be read. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and is hereby, re- 
ae to institute negotiations for the release of citizens of the United 

tates now held in confinement by the Government of Spain in the Island 
of Cuba upon charges of complicity with or aid to the rebellion in the Island 
of Cuba or resistance to the authorities in all cases where such persons are 
held upon suspicion merely; and in cases where there is evidence against 
them, that they be brought to a speedy trial, and also that the President be 
requested to instruct the consul-general of the United States to make ar- 
rangements for the defense of such citizens where they are unable to pro 
cure the means to employ counsel and procure witnesses. 


My. CALL. Before asking the reference of the resolution to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, I desire it to be accom- 
panied by the following statement from a respectable citizen of 


the United States, made to me in a letter which I have just re- 
ceived. He states: 


It is —onts that you introduce a resolution in the Senate in favor of 
the American citizens imprisoned here. One Mr. Williams, a native Ameri- 
can, is in jail in Santa Ulara without any cause. The poor man was im- 
for some offense connected with his profession as a lawyer. Mayo- 

and Mendez are not yet tried, and, if the Department does not ask it, 

> will be held in jail for many years. If they were Spates they would 
ave been released before this time; but being Americans, they are con- 


fined in jail upon s cion, and will h f 
teres fae eet ecsae 2, be held until the Government inter 
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It seems from this letter that the sub‘ects of foreign govern- 
ments receive protection and prompt interference in their be- 
half from their governments when arrested or charges of offenses 
are made against them and they are placed in confinement. 
These citizens of the United States have been long heid in close 
and harsh imprisonment, and prompt action should be taken in 
their behalf. 

I ask that the resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and that the committee will take prompt 
action in securing the release of these citizens of the United 
States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will ‘ 
ferred to the Committee on Foreigu Relations, in the absence of 
objection. 


be 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had, on the 23d instant, approved and signed the following 
acts: 

An act (S. 1390) providing an additional circuit judge in the 
eighth judicial circuit. 

An act (S. 2208) authorizing the construction of a bridge over 
the Monongahela River at the foot of Main street, in the borough 
of Bellevernon, in the State of Pennsylvania. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
And referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. 4312) to provide for the revival of suits, by man- 
damus, against officers of the United States: 

A bill (H. R. 5863) to increase the penalty for embezzlement 
by directors, officers, or agents of national banks: 

A bill (H. R. 6284) to prevent interference in the collection of 
State, county,and municipal taxes assessed against corporations 
and corporate property, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6754) to amend section 15 of an act approving, 
with amendments, the funding act of Arizona, approved June 
°5, 1894: 

A bill (H. R. 6993) to remove certain restrictions on the sale 
leaf tobacco: 

A bill (H. R. 7258) to authorize the comparison of handwriting 
by courts and juries in cases where the genuineness of a signa- 
ture or writing is in dispute; and 

A bill (H. R. 7384) to provide for the appointment of United 
States commissioners, and to define their jurisdiction, power, 
and duties. 

The bill (H.R. 5246) providing for the inspection of immi- 
grants by United States consuls was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there other resolutions, 
concurrent or otherwise? If not, the morning business is con- 
cluded, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iask,asa matter of privilege, to call up 
the subject of the conference between the two Houses on House 
bill 4864. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Indiana? The Chair hears none, and 
the Chair lays before the Senate a message from the House of 
Representatives, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 19, 1894. 

Resolved, That the House insists upon its disagreement to the amendments 
of the Senate to H. R. 4864, entitled “An act to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,”’ and asks a further 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 3wo Houses 
thereon. 

Ordered, That Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, Mr. MCMILLIN, Mr. TURNER 
of Georgia, Mr. Monrcomery, Mr. REED, Mr. BurRoOws, and Mr. PAYNE be 
managers of the conference on the part of the House 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President,I hope thatI fully realize the 
seriousness of the conditions under which we are about to act. 
The question which now confronts us would ordinarily be deter- 
mined without discussion. Whenever there is a disagreement 
between the two Houses of Congress upon any measure of legisla- 
tion, the orderly and ordinary mode of proceeding is to agree to 
a conference and attempt to adjust the differences. Thus only 
can legislation be perfected. 

The country, Mr. President, is anxiously waiting for a speedy 
determination of this question. The National Treasury is de- 
pleted. There is not sufficient money to pay the current 
penses of the Government. Factories are idle, workshops are 
closed, and honest mechanics and laborers are tramping through 
the country begging that they may be employed. further sus- 

nse is destructive to the best interests of ourcommon country. 

‘urther delay, further agitation, will be laid at the door of the 
Democratic party, which now controls every branch of this Gov- 
ernment that deals with legislation. That responsibility, Mr. 
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President, is greater than has ever devolved upon us in the his- 
tory of our country since 1860. I hope, I trust, I believe, that 
we shali meet this situation as becomes American Senators and 
as becomes patriotic American citizens. 

The conditions in this Chamber were so well described by my 
distinguished friend from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] on Friday 
last that it would be idle and futile for me to attempt to add any- 
thing to what he has said. In meeting this situation he truly 
said that in acodrdinate branch of the Government we have an 
overwhelming majority of Democrats able to pass any measure 
under their rules that they see proper, no matter how radical 
or how conservative; but that here we have only 44 Senators 
who were elected as Democrats, including the distinguished 
Senator from New York [Mr. H1Lu], who has openly and man- 
fully opposed this measure from the day it came before us for 
consideration until now. 

We have oniy 43 votes, a bare majority of the Senate, every 
one of which is necessary to any bill; 43 votes to be cast by 
ambassadors from the t States of the Union, who have been 
honored by their constituents with seats in the highest legisla- 
tive body in the world, and every one of whom had his distinct 
views and wes compelled tojrepresent fairly the interests of the 
great State waich he represents. To harmonize them, to bring 
them together upon some common ground upon a bill which was 
in direct line and thought with the promise of their party, to 
make sacrifices of individual opinions, sacrifices of great inter- 
ests, sacrifices almost of principle, was so great a that pos- 
sibly but once in the history of this body were the conditions such 
as we had te confrent. 

Behind those Senators were int t e urging them 
te extreme action in more than two-thirds of the States repre- 
sented on the Democratic side. On the ether were the great 
State of New York, the great State of New Jersey, the States 
of Ohio, Maryland, w said ‘‘ Weare in favor of the Demo- 
cratic platform and in favor of a bill carrying out to the letter 
every promise of the Democratic party; but the bill which 
came to us from another place is so radical and so destructive, 
as we believe, of the interests of these great industries, that we 
can not support it with this income tax attached to it.” 

When we went into conference, as is usual in both parties, 
the only method known by which parties can be brought to- 
gether—net a secret conclave to trade this interest or that, but 
a free and manly conference—a fair and straightforward state- 
ment of these neces was made; and, sir, I am glad to say 
that, while the Committee on Finance of this body had a ma- 
jority of Southern Democrats on it, there has been the greatest 
desire to do justice to every section of the Union, and an inti- 
mation, cow with the statement of the fact to any Southern 
man on that committee, that an industry was to be destroyed or 
impaired made the Southerner more anxious than our North- 
ern friends to preventa wrong and preserve the great industries 
of the Northern States. 

It is not necessary for me, and it would not be proper for me, 
to enter inte the details of these long hours of conference or to 
give the views of those who participated in it, but I will indorse 
a word the Senator from New Jersey has said to the effect 
that but for the patience, but for the wisdom, but for the earnest 
devotion to principle of the Senator from Indiana[Mr. Voor- 
HEES], the venerable Senator from Tennessee in frontofme[Mr. 
HARRIs], my distinguished friend from Missouri on my right 
{Mr. Vest], and the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs], these 
differences would not have been ore and we should have 
passed through the session with divisions as wide upon thisside 
as it is possible to conceive of within a party. But they accom- 
plished the feat which the timid thought was impossible. Itre- 
c—- earnest and self-sacrificing work to bring it about, but it 
was done. 

Right here, Mr. President, I think, in view of all the occur- 
rences which have taken , of all that has been said in the 
public press, of all the misrepresentations of this body, and of 
all the calumny which has been uttered and published and sent 
forth against members of this body, I have the right, or at least 
I feel it to be my duty te myself and to those who have e r 
ated with oe to the Senate and to the country a hein 
statement of events. 

I shall plainly, Mr, President, not in temper, with mal- 
ice toward none, with the hope, however, that, as these matters 
have been brought to the public attention by others, by looking 
my fellow party men here amd elsewhere s ht in the eye, 
by telling the truth, and by putting the résponsibility wherever 
it be we may yet come tagether as honorable and patriotic 
men to serve our common country should. 

T want to again, as I have said here often to every mem- 
ber of thia bowy on this side of the Chamber in private, that no 
smali matter, no wish. no desire to serve my State in 
opposttion to other States, no pride of opinion, will prevent me 


from meeting any Democrat and saying to him that the para. 
mount duty of us all is to serve our country and keep our » 
in power. 

Mr. President, the declarations of the chairman of the conf, 
ence committee on the part of acoirdinate branch, which I ha, 

a right to allude to as amatter which concerns both Hous: 
companied, as it was, by the most extraordinary, the mos 

called for, and the most unwise communication that was 

penned by a President of the United States, place this body | 

a position where itsmembers must see to it that the dignity ang 

honor of this Chamber shall be maintained. It places me, \ 
President, in a position where I must tell the stery of events 

actly as they occurred. Never in the course of my life, an 

have had connection with party management almost all my |i 

have I thought the provocation was sufficient, the abuse 
misrepresentation se enough, or the aspersion of charac! 
sufficient to induce me to talk of private matters in public: 

the limit of endurance has been reached. It is not my honor 

is the honorof many of my fellows which impels me to mak 
statement which I now make. a 

Mr. President, you know [Mr. FAULKNER in the chair], 
all the 43 Democrats here know that when we ascertained | 
fact that the Wilson bill as such could not pass, when we as: 
tained the fact that the first amended bill as reported by in ; 
distinguished friend from Indiana [Mr. VoORHEHS] could 7 
pass this body; that it could not receive 43 votes, we counse : 
again. The subcommittee in charge of the bill was compose 
of the distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] and th. 
distinguished Senator from Arkansas|Mr. JONES]. Every Dem 
ocratie Senator was seen and consulted. His views and sugye:s. 
tions were ascertained, and a memorandum was made of cy: 
amendment proposed. 

Then those of us, and I am one, responsible to a greater exten 
because of official connection with the party or,:xnization. s 
to them “‘ With the slim majority in the Senais, with the dive:- 
sity of views, with the excitement in the public mind, growi: 
out of the great industrial revolution, it will be impessible 
obtain 43 votes in the Senate to pass the bill unless we have th 
coéperation of the executive branch of the Government. i: 
hearty good will, and its earnest support of what we shall ¢ 
These two gentlemen not only conferred with the execu! 
branch, as they had a right to do, but they conferred with t): 
fellows. in the other House who were responsible and activ 
framing the original measure which came to this body. 

So, when we were informed, and there can be no mistake is 
theinformation, that this thorough coiperation, this hearty s 
port which we knew to be necessary to the passage of the m 
ure and the unification of our party was had, as we were assured 
we went on to secure the passageof the bill. On the 23d of Ma 
when we had reached thatconsummation,I stated to the Se 
in the remarks which I then made that the bill with the Jc 
amendments— 

Is a Democratic measure of tariff reform, which merits and I believ 
receiyeevery Democratic vote in this body, the indorsement of a Demo 
House, and the signature of a Democratic President. 

Mr. President, I believed then, and I believe now, that | 
the right to make that statement. 

While those amendments were being considered, before 1 
were offered to this body by the Senator from Arkansas, the: 
was intense anxiety, there was great feeling among I may 
a majority of the Democrats in both Houses of Congress +! 
the amendments were too radical, that the bill, if amended 
proposed, would not be agreeable to them, to say the least, a 
they hesitated about accepting the amendments because t}! 
were not radical enough in the direction of free trade. It 
came necessary to assure the hesitating, to soften the blow. : 
it was a blow, to the free trader, or the radical tariff reform 
to let them know and to let the country know that this 
promise not only had the approval of the 43 votes on this s 
ef the Chamber, but that it had the indorsement of the Exe 
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Mr. GRAY. [t was no compromise in principle. 

Mr. GORMAN. And that it was nocompromise in princ.) 

I wish to emphasize that fact. It was directly in the line o/ : 
Democratic promise. There was no principle compromised ‘ 
the beginning to the end. It was purely a revenue bill with : 
duties levied higher than the revenue standard, and no fav 
ism to any interest. 

Thea, as wasunderstood and will net now be denied, the 2 
Secretary of the Treasury, himselfa tariff reformer of the ‘ 
most, regarded by his party fellows in that particular line ©: 
without a peer within his party, who had seenevery amenim°"' 
which was to be and wasafterward » Who scanned eve’) ‘ 


amendment, who made suggestions, if badany to make, as D¢ 
did, looking itall over, knowing the condition which confron'*- 
the party. wanting to let the country know that the Admini" 
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tion was in favor of it, and that it wasa measure which the Demo- | Arkansas, and the distinguished chairman of the Committee on 


cratic party could with honor stand upon, published in the Wash- 
ington Post on April 30, 1894, the stat®ment which I will ask to 
have read. Hisstatement is not an interview given casually to 
a reporter, but as I am informed, and believe, was sent directly 
from the Treasury Department to the two associated press or- 
anizations that it might be published and be considered offi- 
cial. I ask my friend from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] to read it. 
Mr. COCKRELL read as follows: 
MR. CARIASLE ON THE TARIFF BILL—HE THINKS THE SUPPORT OF THE 
SENATE WILL BE SECURED WITHOUT RADICAL CHANGES. 


Secretary Carlisle, before his departure for a brief holiday trip to Port 
Monroe, was asked whether the report was true that he had been taking 
part in conferences in regard to amendments to the tariff bill. He replied 

“T have had no conference upon this subject with anybody, except the 
Democratic members of the Senate Committee on Finance. It is true that 
an effort is being made to agree upon such changes in the pending bill as will 
secure for it the united and active support of a ; 
ate. The indications now are that this support can and will be secured 
without making radical changes in the rates of duty or material alterations 
in the form or structure of the tariff schedules as they were passed by the 
House of Representatives. In fact, I regard most of the changes now under 
consideration as quite unimportant, while the remainder are not of such 
a character as substantially to affect the merits of the bill as a measure for 
the reformation of the worst features of existing legislation upon this sub- 
ect. 

‘ “T do not think we ought to permit differences of,opinion upon mere mat- 
ters of detail, or in regard to small increases or reductions of rates in the 
bill as it now stands, to prevent the redemption of our pledges to the peo- 
ple, and therefore I am in favor of securing, if possible, without any sur- 
render of principle and without abandoning any part of the Democratic 
policy of tariff reform, such mutual concessions upon these points as will 
consolidate our strength ee the measure at the earliest possible date. 
So far as the proposed amendments relate to duties on important articles 
of consumption now subject to duty, the rates suggested as a basis for ad- 
jastment are all much lower than in the present law, while there are only a 
few instances in which they are higher than in the bill reported by the Sen- 
ate committee. 


“By far the most important single article wpon which a change of duty ts 


now pro is sugar, raw and refined, and it is strenuously contended by 
ns interested in the production of this article that the s fic rates al- 
ready in the bill as reported by the Senate committee are her than the 


ad valorem rates which it is now proposed to insert. Whether this is cor- 
rector not depends upon the price of sugar in the foreign markets from time 
to time, and therefore it is not possible to make an exactly accurate state- 
ment apon the subject; but I am satisfied that the difference, if any, be- 
tweea the specific rates heretofore proposed and the ad valorem rate now 
under consideration is so smali as to be of no material consequence either 
way. Atany rate, I think that differences of opinion upon this question, 
which has aiways been troublesome and vexatious, shouid not be allowed to 
defeat the passage of the tariff bill, and I believe this is the opinion of all 
hitelligent aut Ineete advocates of revenue reform. 

“The repeal of tes McKinley act and the substitution of a more just and 
equitable measure in its place are of vital importance to the prosperity of 
the country, and the people have aright to expect that all really in favor of 
a yeduction of the tariff taxation will make such reasonable concessions in 
ea/ch other’s views as will certainly accomplish these results. If the coun 
try is to wait for tariff reform until a measure is devised which is entirely 
acceptable in all its parts to every Senator and Representative whose vote 
is necessary to pass it our promises will never be kept.” 

Replying to a question as to whether any changes were proposed in that 
part of the bill which relates to the income tax, Mr. Carlisle said: 

“Tt is well known that there has been from the beginning considerable 
opposition to the proposed income tax, even among those who have voted 
for and supported the bill with that feature init. Much of this opposition 
has been based upon the provisions of the bill which prescribe the methods 
of ascertaining and collecting the tax, some of which are alleged to be arbi 
trary and inquisitorial. In my opinion, many of those objectionable provi- 
sions ought to be and can be safely omitted from the bill, and otherchanges 
can bemade, which the advocates of an income tax can consistently accept, 
and which will at the same time remove the principal objections of its op- 
ponents and secure their support for the bill. This method of securing rev- 
enue has never before been resorted to {yy the Government of the United 
States except in time of war when it was absolutely necessary to utilize 
every means within its reach, and there are many patriotic citizens who are 
not satisfied that its adoption as a permanent part of our system is justifia- 
ble in time of peace when no great emergency exists. 

“This view of the subject could be fairly met, I think, by limiting the 
operation of the law to a reasonable period—say five years—so that its 
e u the country couid be thoroughly tested, leaving the people to 
decide fter, in the light of the experience thus acquired, whether it 
shall continue or expire by its own terms. The power to repeal always ex- 
ists, and the power to re@nact can be promptly exercised if the majority of 
the people approve the measure 

Mr. GORMAN. Such was the declaration of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. That statement from him had the desired effect. 
{t softened the hard places when we came to confer and to act. 
It was accepted as the utterance of the Administration. It did 
much to enable us to bring together forty-three Senators in this 
body. But for it I do not believe we ever should have succeeded 
in getting together. But thiswasnotall. It did not rest solely 
with the Seere of the Treasury to speak as he does necessa- 
rily for the P t in matters concerning his Department. 

The President was not ignorant of what we proposed to do. 
Nothing was concealed from him. The papersannounced on the 
day following the interview with Mr. Carlisle that the Presi- 
dent himself concurred with his great Secretary. So we under- 
stood, and, if it was not true, then forty-three tors on this 
side of the Chamber were misled. Every prominent amend- 
ment to the bill was as well known to him as to me. 
wt neither the President nor his Secretary was in love 

th all the provisions of these amendments—I may say in fair- 
ness that there were many of them to which they were ? 


a8 the Senator from Missouri on my right, and the Senator from 


Finance were opposed to many of them, and asit was acompromise 
measure it was not satisfactory to a single solitary human being 


on this side of the Chamber in all its details—yet I assert that 
as a whole the structure as presented, as scanned by these gwan- 
tlemen whom I have named, as looked into by us, was satisfac- 
tory, and was recognized as the best that was possible to pass 
through this body, and that from no quarter, high or low, from 


the President, through his Cabinet, or by any member of this 

body, was it ever suggested or intimated that there was any 

violation of Democratic principle in anything we did. 
Now, Mr. President, this is a very broad statement. [| ca 


| upon the two gentlemen who had the immediate control o 


the Democrats in the Sen- | 





bill, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and the Senator { 
Arkansas [Mr. JONES], and I ask them if [ have made a stat 
ment which varies a hair's breadth from the truth; and it i 


aue 


to the Senate, itis due to themselves, it is due to me, it is d 
to the country that the truth shall be known. Let the peop 
have the truth. I pause for a reply from my friend from Mi 


souri. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, when I addressed the Senate on 
Friday last I studiously avoided going into details which migh' 
add to the irritated feeling that was known to exist. As the 
Senator from Maryland has addressed himself to me particu 
larly as one of the two Senators who did most of the work i: 
preparing the bill on the Democratic side, | wish to say that | 
have never spoken to the President upon this subject, nor have 
[ seen him since he did me the honor to send for me during the 
pendency of what was known as the bill repealing the purchas- 


| ing clause of the Sherman act. 


The Secretary of the Treasury, while we were working upon 
the tariff bil], was frequently in our committee room, and dis 
tinctly gave us to understand that the greatest possible calam- 
ity which could come to the Democratic party and to the coun 
try would be the failure to pass a bill to take the place o 
McKinley act upon the statute book. He often consulted with 
us in regard to the details and distinctly impressed upon me and 
the other members of the committee his opinion that no differ- 
ence of opinion in regard to rates or duties should prevent the 
great consummation of passing a tariff bill during the' present ses 
sion of Congress. 

The Senator from Rhode Island, as the RecorD shows and as 
my brother Senators will remember, fairly and legitimately, 


the 


a matter of debate, asked me repeatedly while we were discuss 
ing the bill originally reported from the Finance Committee t 
the Senate if a large numberof amendments, amounting to more 
than three hundred, had not been prepared to the bill and 

they would not be offered in a very few days. [ told him the: 
honestly that I knew of no such amendments, and I stated th: 
truth. It is true that my colleague, the Senator from Arkansa 


| Mr. JONES], who had been working with me upon the bill had told 
me that he intended to consummate a compromise bill if pos 
sible, and that he would see the dissatisfied Senators upon thi 
side of the Chamber and ascertain what amendment yuld | 
necessary to secure their votes. 

[encouraged him in that direction, and told him, as [ hav: 
told everybody else, and as the Secretary of the Treasury had 
stated to us, that the greatest calamity which could come to th: 
Democratic party and to the country, in my judgment, would b 


the failure to passa tariff bill at the present session of Con 
gress. 

When [I answered the Senator trom Rhode Island as ] 
answered truthfully, because I knew then of no suc 
ments. Two or three days afterwards my colleague on the: 
mittee, the Senator from Arkansas, came to me with a num 
of amendments which were afterwards adopted and sent to 
conference committee. 

[ found many of them such that I was compelled to resist t 


adoption; conspicuously, as 1 now remember, the duti 

cotton yarns and cutlery, and the metal schedule generally. 
appealed to me to withdraw my objection, and inargument 
the question stated that the Secretary of the Treasury had 
upon every one of the amendments and agreed to them he 
had also seen the President of the United States, who had told 
him that the bill as proposed to be amended would be acceptable 
to him, and had concluded his conversation with him in thes 


words, as far as I remember: “ [am willing todoorsay anythi: 
that will pass this bill through Congress.” Then Isaid: * Thi 
to receive the supportof the Administration? Let us distir 
understand each other. If we go into this fight, it will b 
close one, and we must have the President and his Ad tra 


tion with us.” 

The Senator from Arkansas assured me that this would » 
fact. 
and have done my duty; and for the fir 
was read in the 


the 
I gave up my personal opinions: I went into the contest 
t time when his letter 
ouse of Representatives I ascertained that the 


7804 


President of the United States is against the bill as passed by 
the Senate. 

Mr.GORMAN. And now I ask the same question of the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas [ Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, it is proper that I 
should make some statement to the Senate of the facts con- 
nected with the amendments in the bill. It is well known to 
every member of the Senate on this side of the Chamber that 
after the Finance Committee of the Senate had reported an 
amended bill to the Senate we were convinced that it would be 
impossible to pass the bill. We were assured by a number of 
Democrats on this side of the Chamber that the proposed changes 
bearing upon industries located in their States were so rad- 
ical and so sweeping that they would feel themselves compelled 
to vote against the bill. We knew that to pass the bill in its 
form at that time was impossibie. 

With that fact staring us in the face and appreciating the 
necessity of passing some sort of tariff bill while we had power, 
the Senator from Tennessee, the Senator from Missouri, and I 
and other members of the committee and Senators not on the 
committee, discussed the situation frequently. I suggested to 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] that there was but 
one way out of the difficulties that surrounded us, and that was 
for us to ascertain what the difficulties were in the minds of 
Senators who would vote against the bill unless it was modified. 
Without telling any member of the Senate except him of my 
intention, I began conversations with individual Senators, one 
after another. I carefully noted down the objections and criti- 
cisms of each and each particular paragraph through the bill to 
which objection was made and the objection made to it. 

I went from the beginning to the end through the bill with 
man after man, on this side of the Chamber, spending days and 
days in the work. 

hile thus engaged I scarcely ever saw the Senator from 
Missouri, my colleague on the committee. I would not have 
hesitated for a moment to have explained the whole thing to 
him if ithad been clear that there would have been any out- 
come except failure from my efforts. I was apprehensive that 
I would strike something which would be insurmountable, that 
could not be gotten over, and in that event it was of no use to an- 
noy him or anybody else with the details of a futile effort ata 
settlement. 

After I had talked with each man who was opposing the bill 
and had noted on the margin of the bill I had every objection 
presented by each of them, and after I had gone over the mar- 
ginal notes and made up my miad about exactly what were the 
smallest modifications which would at all meet the difficulties 
which were in the way—the first step I took after reaching that 
point was to go to the Secretary of the Treasury. Before in- 
ning this attempt at a compromise bill, I had previously talked 
with him and the President about the idea I had of the possibil- 
ity of some sort of a compromise being accomplished. Both 
— it was wise to undertake exactly the course that I pur- 
sued. 

After finding out what these gentlemen on our side of the 
Chamber said and their objections, I went to the Secretary of 
the Treasury with my billin my hand. I wentclear through the 
bill from one end to the other. I gave him every solitary pro- 
posed amendment. He and I together went over the data; we 
went over the reports of the Treasury Department; we consid- 
ered the bearing and effect of each ig rete change, what the 
law was under the McKinley act, what it was to be under the 
Wilson bill, and what changes the oe Senate amend- 
ments would produce. After we had gone over each one of 
these items one by one, I asked him the question as to what he 
thought ought to be done; whether if we could bring forty- 
three Democrats to support the bill thus modified we could afford 
to make the concessions, which neither he nor I nor a large ma- 
jority on this sideof the Chamber wanted to make, but if it was 

tter under the circumstances for us todoit. He said there 
was no doubt about it in his mind for a single moment. 

Then, as the President would not perhaps have the time nec- 
essary to go through each of the items and to figure out its 
bearing and result, I asked the Secretary of the Treasury, as the 
head of the Treasury Department, the representative of that 
branch of the Government to let the President know just what 
these ve amendments meant, telling him at the same 
time that I had not pro the amendments to the Finance 
Committee; that they had not been shown to a single member 
of the Finance Committee and nobody know of their exact exist- 
ence; that not one of the Senators who were insisting on changes 
knew what the others had proposed; that I alone had all the facts 
and all the information as to the position of these different men 
bearing on the subject. 

Ina or two I called on the President, and asked him if 
the Secretary had made the statement to him and explained to 
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him the proposed changes of the bill. He said he had. I then 
said, ‘‘ Mr. President, I will not take one step further in thjs 
matter unless this proposed compromise meets the approval of 
the Administration. I[t must be indorsed by you and the Sev. 
retary of the Treasury or I will go no further.” He then sai 
to me (almost in the language the Senator from Missouri has 
just quoted, and which I reported to him) that he would do ang 
say anything he could to effect a compromise; that it wasa wise 
thing and a proper thing to do. 

Now, remember, this proposed compromise did not embrace 
just what the Senator from Missouri has stated. There wa, 
nothing said in it about cotton yarns and nothing about woolen 
yarns. There was nothing said about the cotton schedule or the 
woolen schedule. The gentlemen who objected to the Dil! as 
reported said they would be willing for the Finance Committes 
to make such changes in these schedules as they thought were 
necessary and proper. They had suggested that there should 
be changes, though they were not sufficiently familiar with 
these schedules to do it. 

But in the bill we had reported and which was then pending 
in the Senate and which had been practically rejected by « 
number of Democrats on this side, there was a proposition for a 
tax on coal and iron ore. 

It was then in the bill; it was a partof the bill, and it was the 
modification of that bill which I undertook to make with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary and the President, and which I supposed 
and believed until I heard the President’s letter had been read 
in the House of Representatives the other day had met his cor- 
dialapproval. Boththe President of the United States and the 
Secretary of the Treasury in all the conversations I had with 
them expressed my own feelings and expressed the feelings of a 
nnneeny of the Democrats on this side, that we preferred not to 
make any of these changes; that we would rather not make any 
of these concessions; but when we found it was impossible to 
pass the bill as reported by the Finance Committee, the question 
was whether we had better pass a modified bill or have no bili 
at all; and upon that point I understood the President to express 
himself as positively as Iever heard any man express himsel! 
on any question that he was in favor of such action, and the S»c- 
retary of the Treasury expressed himself the same way. 

This is a plain statement of the facts about the matter, and it 
is due to me and to the Senate that I should state it. 

Mr. VILAS. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me +t 
ask the Senator from Arkansas a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr.VILAS. [should like toask the Senator from Arkansas (|i 
has alluded to it, but I want the point specifically understood) i! 
there was anything in the amendments which he proposed, and 
which were the subject of conference with the Secretary of the 
Treasury, or anything which the President said, that related to 
the subject of the duty on coal or iron ore? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In every conversation I had with 
the President, coal and iron ore were mentioned—in every sin- 
gle one. In each one of those conversations the President said 

e earnestly desired and hoped that in the progress of the com 

romise free coal and free iron ore could be brought out of it: 

ut he nowhere ever uttered one solitary word against going 
forward with the amendments with coal and iron ore in thebil! 
- we had proposed it. [Laughter and applause in the galler 
es. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in te chair. 
The Chair will announce to the occupants of the galleries that 
under the rules of the Senate demonstrations of applause o: 
dissent are not permitted, and that if repeated the Chair wi! 
be under the necessity of ordering the galleries cleared. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Wisconsin will per- 
mit me to proceed. : 

Mr. VILAS, I wish to ask just one question at this point 
and it is in order to ascertain the fact. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well. 

Mr. VILAS. Was there asingle conversation which the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas had with the President in which the Presi- 
dent did not express his hope that the outcome of the arrange: 
ment and legislation would be free coal and free iron ore? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. He said on every occasion that lie 
hoped such would be the result, but there was no suggestion, | 
think I may be allowed to say, at any time, that there was in 
the mind of the President any abandonment of principle in «2 
agreement to im a tax on those articles. - 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I notice in this morning + 
Post, published in this city, a statement purporting to com 
from the distinguished senior Senator from Tennessee [\r. 
HARRIs], a Senator whom we have delighted to honor by giving 
him a place upon the great Finance Committee and making 
him President pro tempore of this body. I ask that Senator u 
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that interview is substantially correct, or rather, will he, in jus- 
tice to us all, state to the Senate and to the country whether the 
statements that I and the Senator from Missouri and the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas have made are substantially correct, for it 
will not do to do injustice to any high officer of the Government. 
I ask that Senator now if he will state to the Senate and the 
country exactly what he knows of this case? 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I have had very little to do 
in the makeup of the details of the Senate amendments to the 
tariff bill. Asa member of the Finance Committee I was con- 
tinuously in conference with the Democratic members of the 
committee when those amendments were being shaped and con- 
sidered. The amendments in the form of concessions to Sena- 
tors who were not willing to accept the bill as originally re- 
ported by the Finance Committee were considered by each and 
every Democratic member of the committee,and my distinct 
recollection is that however distasteful many of them, or J may 
say all of them, were to the Democratic members of the commit- 
tee, each and every one of us agreed to concede them as a com- 
promise of conflicting opinions in respect to the questions in- 
volved. 

After the Democratic members of the committee had agreed 
to them and the Democratic members of the Senate in confer- 


ence agreed that we should make these concessions and incor- | 


porate those amendments in the bill, and after the consideration 
of the bill had commenced in this body, I had as many as two 
conversations with the President upon the subject of the bill 
and its general management and the prospect of its passage. 
I will not undertake to reproduce the language of the President 
in any one of those interviews. I will, however, state that my 
distinct understanding as the result of each of those interviews 
was that the President was deeply and earnestly interested in 
passing the bill with the concessions that the committee of the 
Senate had consented to make as a compromise measure—not 
that it was satisfactory to him, any more than it was satisfac- 
tory to me, but because it was a great improvement upon the 
existing law imposing tariff taxation, and a compromise that he, 
as I, deemed it important to make rather than perpetuate the 
McKinley act. 


After the passage of the bill and after the Democratic mem- | 


bers of the conference of the two Houses were consulting as to 
what we would favor in respect to the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses, the Senator from Arkansas[Mr.JONES] and myself 
had an interview with the President, in which he was distinctly 
informed by both of us as to existing conditions and as to the 
probable impossibility of our being able to induce the House to 
agree to some of the concessions we had been compelled to make 
in the Senate. 

My distinct understanding in that interview was that the 
President desired that we should pass the bill as it had passed 
the Senate if we could make no better terms. He was decidedly 
in favor of its passage in that form if the Senate could not re- 
cede from its amendments. He expressed to the Senator from 
Arkansas and myself the hope that we could in some way ar- 
range to put coal and iron ore upon the free list, but I told him 
I feared it would be utterly impossible to do so. My under- 
standing as the resultof that interview is that the President was 
decidedly in favor of passing the bill as it had passed the Senate 


if no better terms could be made with those Senators to whom | 


the concessions had been made. 


Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, I wish to ask the venerable | 


Senator from Tennessee whether in any of these interviews or 
discussions, and particularly the one after the passage of the 
dill through the Senate and the appointment of the conferees, 
the suggestion was made to him from that or any other quarter 
that the tax placed upon coal and upon iron ore was a violation 


of Democratic principles, and that Senators would be guilty of | 


periidy if they insisted upon it? 
Mr. HARRIS. No such suggestion, Mr. President, has ever 
been made to me by the President or by any member of the Cab- 
human being. 


ey 
Mr.GORMAN. Now, Mr. President, my distinguished friend, 


the chairman of this committee, the Senator from Indiana, has 


had intimate connection, of course, with this measure through- | 


out. I happen to know that he is not feeling very well to-day, 
and expects himself to make his own statement before the close 
of this discussion. 
the country the be 
connection with this matter may go to the people. 

As I have said, sir, this is a most extraordinary proceeding, 
for a Democrat, elected to the highest place in the Government, 
and fellow-Democrats in another high place, where they have 
the oy to speak and legislate generally, to join with the com- 
mune in tradue the Senate of the United States, to blacken 
the characters of Senators who are as honorable as they are, who 


are as patriotic as they ever can be, who have done as much to 





Therefore I shall not ask him to-day to give | 
nefit of his statement, so that all the truth in | 


RE 
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serve their party as the men who are now the beneficiaries of 
your labor and mine, to taunt and jeer at us before the country as 
the advocates of trusts and as guilty of dishonor and perfidy. 
Mr. President, it is time to speak. The limit of endurance 
has been reached. The Senate owes it toitself. Every Senator 
here who is a part of this Democratic majority owes it to him- 
self. There is no power, no matter how great, in this country, 
even the President with his patronage, that would keep me si- 
lent longer under the charges, under the imputations so freely 
made from such distinguished quarters. I hurl back the accu- 
sation and say that this treatment of their fellows is discredit- 
able. It is destructive to the Government that men in high po- 
sition should attempt to lower this body, a conservative body, 
consisting, when full, of 88 worthy representatives of States. 
No man can reach here by devious ways and remain long. 
The Senate is composed of men who represent the best thought 
of the country, men who have stood and battled for tariff reform 
when those in higher places dared not show their heads; men 
who, when another place was overrun and those in it had not 
the courage to stand and fight a tyrant, stood here at the risk 
of health, at the risk of fortune, of all that is dear, and saved 
the liberties of the country. Then these traducers of the Sen- 
| ate could not be seen. We will not be traduced longer, Mr. 
President; the facts must come. 
| We have seen how this bill passed the Senate; how only it 





could pass the Senate. Noman, whether in this or in another 
place, no matter what his position may be, who styles himself a 
Democrat, who believes in his party, can change materially this 
measure without defeating it. Who dare take that responsi- 
bility? 
One hundred and seventy-four million dollars, as shown by 
the figures presented from the Treasury Department by the 
Senator from New Jersey, would be saved to the people of the 
country in five years by the passage of this bill. It is not all 
my friend from Missouri wants, or my friend from Indiana, or 
my friend from Arkansas, or my leek Gam Tennessee; it isnot 
| all that any of us want; itis not what I want; but it is all we 
can get. All the power we have will not drive it beyond that. 
He who takes the responsibility of keeping the McKinley law 
upon the statute books, instead of accepting this bill, has a ter- 
rible responsibility before his country. 

I can imagine no man who would de it unless he was consumed 
with vanity and desired to set his judgment above that of his 
fellows, or desired to keep an issue before the people upon 
which he might ride into power, rather than give content and 
peace and labor and prosperity to his fellow-countrymen. 

The Senator from New York has fought this bill openly and 
manfully, and fought it from the moment he could not get what 
he wanted—the elimination of the income tax. In every move 
he has made during the consideration of this bill we looked 
upon that distinguished Democrat as the most active and most 
dangerous opponent we had upon the floor. He said he was 
fighting for a principle, but he submitted to the vote being 

| taken, and the bill was passed by only the requisite number of 
| Democrats. What a godsend the letter of President Cleve- 
land has been to that distinguished Senator! [Laughter.]| It 
| is the only comfort he has had out of this Administration. 
[Laughter. } 
Mr. HILL. Will the Senator permit me? 
| Mr.GORMAN. Certainly. : 
Mr. HILL. The Senator is entirely right in that last propo- 
sition. [Laughter.] 
| Mr.GORMAN. The Senator rejoices in it, because he tells 
| the Senate, and he tells the country frankly, that he wants to de- 
| feat the bill if the income tax is contained init. IhopeI donot 
misrepresent the Senator if I do not use his exact language. 
Mr. President, the bass in the Potomac never went more 
| swiftly to the hook than the Senator from New York did to this 
letter of the President of the United States. He was almost pre- 
| pared at first to swallow it all, until he reached sugar and 
| the income tax. But immediately he offered a motion that the 
Senate recede from the amendments oncoal and iron ore. Why 
did he do it? He did it because he knew, or he thought he 
knew, that if he was successful in changing a line of the bill be- 
fore it went back to the conference, he would demoralize his 
Democratic friends on this side, and the bill would be defeated. 
Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. HILL. The Senator will do me the justice, I think, to 
| state that I made both those motions weeks before the letter of 
President Cleveland appeared. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, do. I said a moment ago 
that the Senator from New York had been consistent from the 
day the bill came up for consideration in his efforts to defeat 
the bill. Hehasmade every motion which it was possible for him 
to make to defeat it. He woulddefeat it now. Idonot say that 
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he does not believe in free coal and free a, but the main pur- 


pose of the Senator from New York has been from the beginning 
to thwart his party and to prevent the of the bill. He, 
with his present attitude, thinks he has discovered a great prin- 
ciple in the income tax. Another distinguished citizen of New 
York thinks he has discovered a great principle in the tax on 
coal and iron, und between the two, differing in everything else, 
if they adhere to their principle, the bill will be defeated, and 
the Senator knows it. He is playing his hand well. He is stir- 
ring up passions here. It is the réle of Iago, played by a man 
who is not suited to the part. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, such an interference comes for the first time 
in the history of our country. Never since the Declaration of 
Independence was such action taken by aPresidentof the United 
States. It is well right here at the beginning, to read a single 
clause of the Farewell Address of the Father of hisCountry, and 
I ask my friend from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] if he wiil 
favor me by reading the clause which I have marked from that 
immortal address. 

Mr. BLACKBURN read as follows: 

It is important, likewise, that the habits of thinking in a free country 
should ingptre caution in those intrusted with its administration to confine 
eir respective constitutional spheres; avoiding in the 
exercise of the powers of one department to encroach upon another. The 
spirit of encroachment tends to consolidate the powers of all the depart- 
ments in and thus to create, whatever the form of government, a real 
despotism. A — estimate of that love of power and proneness to abuse it 
which = te in the human heart, issulficient tosatisfy us of the truth 


of this position. 

The ——— of reci lchecks in the exercise of political .power, by 
dividing and distributing it into different de tories, and constituting 
each the guardian of the public weal against invasions of the other, has 
been evinced by experiments ancient and modern—some of them In our 
country, and under ourown eyes. To preserve them must be as necessary 
as to institute them. If, in the oo of the people, the distribution or 
modification of the constitution — be In any to wrong, let ft 
be corrected by an amendment in way in which Constitution desig- 


nates, But let there be no See by usurpation; for this in one in- 
stance may be the instrument of good, it is the customary we which 
free governments are destroyed. The nt must always ¥ over- 
balance in permanent evil any partial or transient benefit h the use 


can at any time yield. 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, this is an ee time 
to recall to our countrymen these declarations of that great man. 
The one encroachment has occurred. Let every self-respecting 
member of either branch of Congress, who believes in our form 
of Government, put his condemnation upon the first step, which 
would, if followed, lead to the control of your Government by 
oneman. Remember, fellow-countrymen, thatina time of great 
political excitement we on this side of the Chamber and Demo- 
crats throughout the United States looked with dread to the 
concentration of the Army in Washington, when at one timo it 
looked as if the great , who then was the head of the na- 
tion, would hold the power of Government himself. His superb 
patriotism and the compromise which was made, by which Hayes 
was counted in, saved us by the forms of law. 

Do not open the door for any man whocontrols three hundred 
thousand appointments to dictate to either House of Congress 
what they shall do. Keep r committees of conference free 
from any outside influence; let ussay that that isa matter which 
belongs to us, and that the liberty of the Senate shall not be in- 
vaded, though a thousand hirelings write :the Senate down and 
traduce its members. 

Mr. President, it is said in this communication, and in- 
dorsed very thoroughly and completely by the distinguished 
senior Senator from New York, that there isa Democratic prin- 
ciple involved in taxing raw materials, and that if we tax coal 
and iron ore we violate that principle. The Senator from New 
York asserted that every platform we have had for twelve years 
declared for that ple. The President says that it would 
be dishonorable to tax raw materials. Men who set upa high 
standard must themselves come to you with clean ‘ e 
House of Representatives, if free raw material 
as a principle, ought to have ied that rule throughout the 
bill. Did they do it? No; they did not do it. There are in- 
numerable instances in this bill as itcame here where the crudest 
sort of raw material is taxed. 

Statement of raw materials made dutiable by the bill H. R. 
4864, as reported from the Committee on Ways and Means De- 
cember 19, 1893: Alumina, ete.; chalk, etc.; extracts of logwood, 
ete.: glycerine, crude; whiting and Paris white, dry; sponges; 
sumac; china clay, or Kaolin; marble, rough or squared ; d 
ore and lead dross; barley; hops; castor beans ;; flaxseed ; 
waste; zinc lter. 

Now you ask us to strike coal and iron from a bill which ac- 
cording to your statement has no principle init. [Laughter.] 
The criticism is on what the Senate has done. 

Mr. President, ma at and good men have been elected to 
the Presidency of the United States; we have had a great many 
Democratic Houses of tatives, and the Senate was con- 
trolled prior to 1860 by some of the greatest men of the nation. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








It has, however, been left to the year 1894, on the 7th day o; 
June, for thediscovery to be made by any Democratic states.» 


that it was a violation of principle to tax either coal or iron 


The Senator from New York says that the Democratic plat. 
form has saidso. I deny it. The evidence which he produces 
in regard to the last platform was evidence which refutes 4), 


statement he made, as I shall try to show. 
In the first tariff bill which was ever passed, when we | 


statesmen who were near to the time of the formation of ;}) 
Constitution, who understood a principle when they saw it he; 
ter than some of us do, who are a hundred years distant {roy 
that period, levied a tax on coal of 56 cents aton of 2,240 pound: 
from 1792 to 1794 the tax was 84 cents a ton; from 1794 to 1812; 
was $1.40 a ton; from 1812 to 1816 it was $2.80 a ton; from 1824 ty 
1842, the great Democratic period, when the giants of the party 
controlled the Governmentand when we had undisputed contro! 
branch, what do you suppose was the tax levied on cos 

One dollar and sixty-eight cents a ton. In 1842 it was increase) 


in eve 


to $1.75 a ton. I insert the table: 


The changes from time to time in the duty on bituminons coal is: 
in the following compilation of the tariff laws, to-wit: 











Year. Rate. 








Duty per 
FED. cerpwevcvewes voor covcvves 2 cents per bushel, equals ._.. me 
icettbndbttesdowens uve 3 cents per bushel, equals .. .....| 
TRO RARE 4} cents per bushel, equals -_- ----| 
i cthinshnaititiernstere wine thie 5 cents per bushel, equals _......- 
1812-1816 ... ««ss-~-«~ee-| 10 Conts per bushel, equals... .... 
eee 5 cents per bushel, equals .......- 
 ettinwisianmectitetemante 6 cents per bushel, equals ....__.. 
ii rcindiitnedoc«ccecdieiaiwes saeeiemumiente oimndtbiabenens ease 
1846-1857 .... . teewcuwevsowcow 30 per cent ad valorem, equals ...| $0.65 to 
GE owenewccovrcvecvers 24 per cent ad valorem, equals __. 65 to .f 
aces itieain ‘vent iiadaiidinadninsiane ccink abet tanieberchdibigitinctintebiinen ets 
lal Mle inca d npc seniors cschates wo tieteteinepi eal inn oa shen antialer ti hel 
itn aint stode te dues sees ewerre downs wv wendtedevedeswearvewewed 
inn itatiin newton setulewitinttob wn nthe intisnraienn wutee wiithntinaeiuadl 





From 1856 to 1866, by a treaty, made it is true by Democrat: 
we had an arrangement with Canada that we would stop charg 
ing any duty cm her coal provided she would let ours in: 
Can uty. Thatran ten years, until 1866, and then |) 


ada free of 
the common consent of every patriotic Democrat in the count 


without dissent on either side of the Chamber, we abrogate 
that treaty and put coal back upon the taxable list, and the du 


remains now at 75 cents a ton. 


What did the Senate ao todo? To put a tax of 40 cents 
alf of what Robert J. Walker placed 

upon coal in his great Democratic tariff, and less than was pt 

upon it in the great tariff act of 1857, when R. M. T. Hunter 


a ton on coal, only one- 


rginia, managed that bill in the Senate as you[Mr. Vo 
HEES] manage 
lower than he fixed it. 


There, Mr. President, is the uniformaction of Democrats fro 
the foundation of the Government, taxing coal, and the s2ive i 
true of iron ore, the duty on which we have reduced lower 1! 
the Democrats ever did prior to the war; and yet you turn arou 


and tell us it is a violation of a Democratic principle. 

Mr. PUGH. And that is “perfidy.” 

Mr.GORMAN. Yes, “perfidy.” That will become a c 
non word now, | suppose, Mr. President. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me « 
mont: 


‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mar - 


lami yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. HILL. 
ferred, and which he asserts were Democratic tariffs, impos: 
duty upon wool and lumber, did they not? 

Mr. RMAN. Yes, Mr. President, they did. There! 


such duties were not imposed altogether as a matter of princ’- 
ple. It was done in the adjustment of the details of the sched- 


ules, 


The Senator from New York, and his distinguished fello' 


citizen of New York, want to have iron and coal free. 


think they have discovered a new principle, and that it is in 4 


Democratic platform. Idenyit. I[t never has been in a D: 


cratic platform. The Senator from New York cited the ac 
tion of the House of Representatives at the session preceding 
the Chicago convention of 1892,as an evidence that that conven 


tion indorsed free raw material. I deny it. 


Let us go back, however, Mr. President, to 1884, when Pres! 
dent Cleveland was first nominated, and then elected by ‘1° 
people whom '' 
at platform <c 


of God and a great deal of hard work 
not necessary to describe. ae) 
clared not for free raw materials, but for a fair revenue dut: 


Mr Cleveland came into poweron that platform. He sent !)'s 


JULY 23, 


this now. We have fixed the duty 10 per c nt 


The same tariffs to which the Senator has re 


ae 


SS 




















1894. 





ted message of December, 1887, to Congress recommend- 

ee renaenl the tariff. He talked of free wool; but show me 
a single sentence in that message in regard to coal or iron, or any 
general declaration as to free raw material all around. It was 
not in the message, and it was not even in the reportof the head 
of the Treasury suger and thedistinguished Senator from 
Texas on my ok r. MILLS], who is known to be as thorough 
and radical a tariff reformer as exists, who is manly and out- 
spoken about it, who framed the bill in response to the Presi- 
dent's message, put a tax on coal at 75 cents a ton, a tax on iron 
ore, and & tax on sugar. 

Mr. MILLS. Will the Senator from Maryland permit me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure. 
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| an extreme resolution, going beyond what the conservatin 


Mr. MILLS. I was in just precisely the same situation I am | 


to-day, and in which the majority on this side of the Chamber 


are to-day; [ was in the hands of half a dozen gentlemen who | 


controlled that measure. 
or coal on the free list, though the Senator charges me with 
making that bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Texas and 
Ihave not been very intimately associated upon these matters, 
but I think he knows me well enough to know that I do not in- 
tend todo him an injustice. [ would not do him, nor would [ 
do anybody, an injustice iff knew it. Iam only giving the his- 
tory of this case, and the Senator is a prominent figure in that 
history. [{Laughter.] I want to give his bill more credit than 
he has given the bill which he hascalled the Gorman-Brice bill. 
I should have preferred his bill; I did from the beginning; I so 
told the Senator, and I am glad he has stated the facis. 

That bill was framed with aview of passing the House of Rep- 
resentatives, not representing the views in half of its items of 
the now Senator from Texas and the then great leader of the 
other House, but he was framing abillfor hisparty. His effort 
was to frame a bill which could be passed, just as we have been 
endeavoring here to frame a bill which could be passed. Be- 
fore the passage of that bill, the convention at St. Louis was 
about to assemble and the President of the United States, Mr. 
Cleveland, was about to be renominated by acclamation. No 
Democrat from one end of the land to the other opposed his 
nomination. He wanted a a upon which he could stand 
and be elected, for his tariff message had created a great deal 
of excitement and feeling throughout the country. 

That platform was drawn and drawn with his approval, not 
saying a word about the Mills bill, but simply reaffirming the 
declaration made at Chicago in 1884. That was his own wish, 
wanting to stand, as he ought to have stood, indorsing the plat- 
form upon which he was elected, and his recommendations in the 
message of 1887 were of necessity in strict compliance with the 
platform upon which he was nominated, not one word of which 
referred to free raw materials. 

Mr. President, asit has been published by a very distinguished 
author, Mr. Henry Watterson, and as the facts are no longer 
private, { can afford to repeat what Mr. Watterson said after 
the convention, because every word of it was true. When I 
went to the convention at the express request of the man who 
was to be nominated, to present his conservative platform, the 
radicals at theconvention—I mean the free traders and the more 
advanced tariff reformers—were not content to stop with the 
simple reaffirming of the platform of 1884. They framed a res- 
olution indorsing the Mills bill as a whole, and there the Sena- 
tor from New York will find the resolution indorsing a bill which 
taxed coal 75 cents a ton and iron ore 75 cents aton. On that 
platform Mr. Cleveland ran and made his campaign. Where 
was the principle of the Senatorfrom New York and his friends 
who think as he does when this specific declaration was substi- 
tuted for the one proposed? 

Take the convention of 1892. Jt met after the House of Rep- 
resentatives—for we did not control this body or the executive 
branch—had passed numerous bills to put this and that article 
On the free list. They knew it was not possible to pass a tariff 
_ So they came not with a great constructive measure, but 
or the purpose of stirring up the other side and doing some- 
thing in the direction of tariff reform, the distinguished chair- 
man of the Committee on Waysand Means used the homeopathic 
remedy instead of the allopathic. The other House sent over 

ills, not to put coal on the free list, but to put a number of other 
articles on the free list. The convention met, and the wise 

of the Democratic party, and I assume the closest friends 
the President, with my distinguished friend from Wisconsin 

r. ViLas}, if I mistake not, and the distinguished Senator 

m Delaware [Mr. Gray], on the committee, prepared resolu- 
tions aoe the other House. Qh, no; we were too astute 
to do that. e commended the House of Re tatives for 
going in the direction of free raw materials. Then came the 


It was not my choice to put iron ore | 
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nomination of Mr. Cleveland, amid that scene which has never 
been equaled in any convention, with the thunder rolling and 
the lightning flashing, and every man in the convention feel- 
ing unsafe for his life in that temporary structure. The men 
who were opposed to Mr. Cleveland’s nomination, who in all 
probability wanted to strike a blow at his election, brought in 
es 
who were Mr. Cleveland's friends, wanted put 
They put in the addition which I will read: 

We denounce Republican protection as a fraud,a ro t 
jority of the American people for the benefit of the few. W 
be a fundamental principle of the Democratic party that the Fe 
ernment has no constitutional power te impose and collect tariff: 
except for the purposes of revenue only, and we demand that the co 
of such taxes shal! be limited tothe necessities of the Government wh« 
honestly and economically administered. 

The President scanned the platform asan able, conscientious, 
earnest man would. He had no reservations. He was ready to 
present to the country his best thought, and to tell frankly what 
he would do if he became President. He felt, as all his friends 
around him felt, that the extreme action at Chicago would put 
his election in jeopardy. He knew, justas the creat captain on 
the other side, Mr. Blaine, had expressed it in 1884, that th 
declarations of a great national convention, consisting of hun 
dreds of delegates, had no longer any weight with the American 
people. 

It was the declaration of the candidate himself to which the 
people looked. Platforms wereobsolete. It was the letter of the 
candidate accepting the nomination, and saying what he would 
do if elected, that the people accepted. Hence his careful con 
sideration of that letter. After conference with his friends, he 
deliberately and wisely said, in the line of all precedents, of al! 
the declarations he had made, of all the declarations that his 
ev had ever made, in the exact line of all legislation from 

efferson down to Grover Cleveland in 1887, we will not destroy 
any industry; we will remodel the tariff; we will give lower du 
ties; we will even the burdenson the people.and we will give freer 
raw materials—not free raw materials. There it stood. As | 
have once before said in the Senate, but for that declaration I do 
not believe Mr. Cleveland could have carried the country and 
been elected Presidentof the United States. 

Mr. President, is the proposed duty of 40 cents a ton on coal 1 
revenue duty? It is lower than any Democrat ever claimed to 


: . 
In th rm 
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put upon coal when we had the power heretofore. But is it 
revenue duty pure and simple? There were imported— 
| | Avera 
| Average ad va 
Year. Tons coal} Value. Duty. valu lore! 
per ton duty 
| per cen 
- pieeibinntede 
eck ees doled 1,031,560 | $3,558,982 | 8772, 670 $3. 45 21. 
1992... .......-...2..| 1,300,974 | 4,852) 180 | 982, 480 | 3.32 22.5; 
i icipscdalinigndnicagal 1,102,231 | 3,614,202} 826,673 8.23 22 





Now you have reduced the duty one-half, and if the import 
tions do not double,then every man who is familiar with the 
subject is mistaken. Itwill give to one company, a foreign syn 
dicate, in five years all the trade from Boston and the Hast. 
Being a revenue duty, we have a right to stand by it. Who 
wants free coal? This coal is not used except for manufactur 
ing purposes. It is not used for dothestic purposes. It is used 
for manufacturing purposes and by the railroads. There is no! 
a human being, man, woman or child, from the Ohio River to 
California who would be benefited one iota by free coal. You 
have coal in nearly every State west of the Ohio River. The 
cost of transportation prevents coal coming to you from any for 
eignshore. There is notaman, woman, child, or beast from the 
Potomac River to the Gulf of Mexico that would be benefited by 
it. Who would be benefited? New England with cheaper fue! 
would be benefited, if it amounted to anything to them. But 
they do not wantit. They do not vote forit. Nota New Eng- 
la asks for it. 

Noue of the New England Senators will vote for it. One other 
State has an interest—California. California imported and paid 
the duty on most of the coal to which I have referred. The 
Senator from California [Mr. WHITE], the Democrat who pre- 
sided over the St. Lovis convention in 1888, and his colleaguc, 
a Republican, both stand here and tell you that California does 
not demand free coal. They do not wantit. They prefer to see 
the American interest fairly protected under a revenue dut 
Then who does want it? Who demands it? Does it bene(it 
anybody here? The professional, the theoretical reformer says 
it will reduce the cost of manufacturing. 

The cost of what manufacturing? Massachusetts people and 
those of Rhode Island, as [I have the Senator from Khode Island 
{Mr. ALDRICH] in myeye, are as astute as any people on the face 
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of the earth. If there is a penny anywhere to be found or made 
they can find it or make it quicker than any other a in the 
world, They go into detail in all their expenses. hat do you 
suppose free coal would give them in the manufacture of woolen 
goods or cotton goods or anything else in the way of raiment for 
the a It would give them about three-fourths of 1 percent 
on thecost. It would be so small that you could notdeductitfrom 
a yard of calico or a ton of iron. It would be of no benefit. It 
might increase the profits of the manufacturers, but it is so 
small that they do not want it to the exclusion of the American 
interest : 

Whom would free coal benefit? There is but one concern in 
the world to which it would give any special benefit. As we 
have gone on with the revolution in commerce, the methods of 
transportation, the modes of operating lines, and the facility 
with which we dig from the bowels of the earth not only ores, 
but coal and the precious metals have changed all the condi- 
tions which existed twenty years ago. In Nova Scotia there is 
a deposit of coalas great as there is in any other one spot on 
the face of the earth. 

The Canadian Government own every ounce of it, and until 
five years ago no man could dig it without paying a royalty to 
that Government. The policy of the Canadian Government 
until five years ago was the same as that of Maryland a hun- 
dred yearsago. They thought the coal so valusble that they 
would not lease the land except in small lots of 30 or 40 acres, so 
small that no great pt could be put upon it. The coal could 
not be dug, although it is right at the sea and under the sea. 
Mined in this way it could not be worked successfully to compete 
with American coal. 

Five years ago, I think it was, or four years ago the Canadian 
government were induced to change their zoey. They wiped 
out or permitted to be wiped out all the small leases. They con- 
tracted with persons prominently connected with that great, 
mammoth corporation, the Canadian Pacific Railroad, which 
was built by the English Government as a great war measure, 
the most threatening piece of work that has ever been con- 
structed nst ‘Amettion interests, and they permitted them, 
with certain gentlemen within our own country associated with 
them, to lease as a whole all this vast coal field, with an agree- 
ment that for ninety-nine years they should pay to the Canadian 
government 12 cents a ton as royalty on all the coal which they 
removed. This oomeeny, with that privilege, constructed for 
the first time a road right around the border of the sea, only 
27 miles in length, to Lewiston, where there is a great harbor, 
_— all the year round, where ships canenter. They there for 
the first time got American machinery, so that they can dig the 
coal and carry it only 27 miles to the water. 

Now, the Canadian government want refenue. The men who 
have the mines want to make profits. Here are Boston and 
Providence and New England, which consume the soft coal of 
the two Virginias, Maryland, and Pennsylvania. ‘We are 
nearer to it,” the Canadians said; ‘‘we can deliver the coal there 
and drive the Americans out of their own territory. Give us 
free coal and we will sweep this American industry from New 
England.” If you do you will place in the Canadian treasury 
money which ought to go into the American ener You 
were thus asked rmit the greatest combination of its kind 
to enter the United States. Mr. President, we have trusts enough 
to deal with now. I shall never oan that a foreign trust shall 
enter our territory and take the substance from our own people. 

If when the bill came here there had been coupled with free 
coal a fair provision for reciprocity, you could have said, ‘‘We 
will give on free coal. Your coal shall come in; we will give 
you the New England market, provided you in Canada will ad- 
mit free of duty our coal from LIllinois, Ohio, Indiana, Western 
Pennsylvania, and the Virginias west of the mountains.” It 
d how a man who is in favor of 
free trade could advocate such a proposition. It was stated else- 
where by a responsible man that we would have this privilege 
from Canada, but it is not true. 

The very last act of the Canadian Parliament on this subject, 
which I have, although I have it not at hand, imposes, as Canada 
has done heretofore, on all coal which we send over the border 
of Canada from these great Western States, 67 cents a ton of 
= pounds, or 60 cents as they levy it on a ton of 2,000 pounds. 

hy should we give up the American interest? Who can find 
in ita principle? I know the Canadian interest is a great one, 
a. > I have said before, I prefer to take care of American in- 

rests. 

So with iron ore. I shall not weary the Senate with the de- 
tails in regard to it. 

Mr, President, I understand there is only one other serious 





pre tion involved in this controversy, and that is the ever- 
ng subject of sugar. Our Republican friends on the other 
side with great generalship saw from the beginning the weak 
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point in our line. In the construction of the McKinley bill they 
made free sugar the pivot, so that they might increase the q)). 
ties on their own wares and the output of their own factorjos 
They attempted to secure free sugar by fighting us when yw, 
eres to reverse their McKinley act and twitting us with 
going back and putting upon the dutiable list an arti¢le whic, 
they put upon the free list. They manageditwell. They kney 
how tostir up the animosities and the feelings which are nati, 
with us against increased duties on anything that has ever beey 
on the free list. 

They used the press of their party to charge, as they did, a) 
sorts of bad motives against the men who were in favor of py. 
ting sugar on the dutiable list. They twitted us upon the looy, 
You had scarcely gotten into the consideration of the bill befirs 
they wanted to investigate us and see whether we were not sel. 
ing out toa trust. The men who made the trust became s 
denly virtuous for the purpose of killing our bill. They man 
aged it so astutely as to really trouble a great many honest m 
inside and outside of this Chamber. 

I give you credit for your generalship. This is a war, « bat. 
tle between the two sides. You have conducted it, if not \po 
the highest plane, as well as a Modoc Indian ever conducted 
campaign, [Laughter.] That you demoralized some o! our 
forces and made them run to the bombprooffor fear they migh 
be shotis true. I have seen honorable men correcting in th; 
a the horrible statements which have been put forth + 

emoralize them, and it is not unnatural that they should hay, 
done so. But the majority of us, who are accustomed to sho: 
and shell, have never yet fiinched, because we knew that no mat. 
ter how distasteful our action was to us personally the votes o! 
the Louisiana Senaters were necessary. 

We knew further that a fair duty on sugar was the first con- 
sideration to the Treasury. Your legislation has left us bank. 
aoe until we have been compelled to sell bonds. As the distin. 
guished chairman of the Committee on Finance said, it was our 
purpose in framing the bill to give tothe Treasury a surplus ani 
to remove from the people any fear of the Government not carry. 
ing out its obligations. We do not intend, when we get our bil 
through, to increase the bonded debt. If we do not get our bil! 
——— that may and probably will happen. 

Mr. President, I s of the President of the United States 
with none but the kindest feelings. I have never in my lifehad : 
anything but the kindest feelings for him. I believe he is on 4 
of the most remarkable men in public life in the last fifty year: 
in any civilized country on the face of the globe. I gave m) 
constant, unremitting labor to elect him the first time he wasa 
candidate. I stood by him when we had but few who had th 

oral courage to uphold him. I supported his nomination for 
the second time, though not agreeing with the policy of bis 
declaration in the message of 1887, and from the beginning 0! 
the + — = to the end I stood by my friend, the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Brice], who gave to the candidacy of Mr. Cleveland 
his substance and his time and everything that a man can gi: 
to serve a great cause. 

I was notin favor of Mr. Cleveland’s nomination again in 1% 
as a matter of policy, but I, with the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio and the distinguished Senator from New York [Mr. Mur: 
PHY], who carried the battle flag in that State, and the Senator 
from North Carolina, never permitted’ anything to stop our e!- 
forts until we placed him in this high station. We did it with 
an admiration for the man, with a belief that he would serve hi: 
country well, but I did my part above all in order that we migh' 
have Democratic control in this Government. 

I have given the President fair and honest support, never 
subservient, never swayed by the want of patronage or by pat 
ronage, but everready to stand with him on whatever was right 
He has no cause of complaint against me. I am not his debtor. 
Let him answer for himself. Butin thecampaign of 1892, when 
men’s, cheeks were blanched with fear, my friend, the junior 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], active as was the Sen- 
ator from Ohio _— BRICE], and I and the distinguished Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. HILL], whol regret now a, the 
bill, went to the front to lead in thatcam nand ea Den- 
ocratic victory possible, starting the first great cheer which 
gave hope and comfort to the country. 

Louisiana through its two Senators, then the late distinguishe 
man who occupied a seat in this body, Randall Lee Gibson. anc 
Edward D. White, wanted to know before we entered upon the 
cam , With no threat, with no inquiry except that which a0 
honorable man has a right to make, what the policy of the par‘y 
was to be under the apparently free-trade resolutions adopted «! 
Chicago. After a great deal of talk, after the most careful con 
sideration, the candidate of our party told them, as he told the 
public through his letter, that the Democratic party was not ‘0 
destroy industries; that it should placea fair duty upon dutiable 
articles, a revenue duty; that the bill which had met approval 


ye 
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1894. 

a prerataseeee 
was the Mills bill, and on the line of the Mills bill the Demo- 
cratic party would act. ; 7 

The junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmMirH], the junior 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRIG£]}, and myself were then giving our 
time and our money, and everything that men can give for the 
success of the party. Weconferred with all those distinguished 

entlemen. We were not at the conference with the candidate, 
Eat had from both sides what had occurred. They wanted to 
know if the Democratic organization, of which we were a part, 
ut the same construction upon it, and would be in favor of that 
fine of procedure thereafter. They said to us frankly, we want 
to tell our pe the truth. Wedo not want to press you to 
ive a single fraction of a cent to Louisiana, but we only want to 

now the truth. At that solemn conclave we allsaid yes, itis a 
dutiable article; it is to be and must be the corner stone by which 
we will overthrow McKinleyism; you shall have it. 

Mr. President, I would have given anything in reason for the 
interest of my own people whom I represent if I could have had 
free sugar all along the line. I could not have it without vio- 
lating the rule that I have made for myself, not to-day, butfrom 
the beginning of my career, for a fair revenue duty on all du- 
tiable articles. 

But above all, sir, in all my public career, no man, no living 
being, hasever charged me with —, No soul can.say that 
lever made a promise about public or private matters that I 
did not carry out if I had the power to doit. These two Sena- 
tors and myself, carrying out our pledge, have stood here and 
been gibbeted as three men who were ina sugar trust. It is 
unnecessary to say no Senator on this floor with whom I am as- 
sociated would believe sucha thing, but it is due to the man who 
writes the history that he shall have the truth of the transac- 
tion. 

Now, Mr. President, for us on this side of the Chamber this is 
indeed a most serious matter. There is nothing that I have 
said, there is nothing in my breast now, or ever has been, that 
in the same open and straightforward way that I have conferred 
with my colleagues, will prevent me from going with them one 
and all, no matter how wide we may differ as to the details, in 
the hope that we shall come together, come together for the 
benefit of our common country, come together that Democratic 
thought may prevail, come together that a measure which will 
not be repealed for twenty years may be placed upon the statute 
book and hope and prosperity may go with our people. 

Mr. President, the conferees in this matter on the part of the 
Senate havea great duty to perform. There are almost, as it 
appears, irreconcilable differences. But, Mr. President, I want 
them to say to the conferees on the other side, ‘‘ Now, above all 
other times, gentlemen, the law must be observed. Harmony 
can only be had by standing by the letter of the law. You, who 
make laws with us, must notviolate them. There is in this case 
the writtenand the unwritten law, to which there is noexception, 
and that is that when one House proposes to change an existing 
statute and the other refuses togo as far, the House making the 
most radical demand shall give way. That isthe law. That 
is the custom. Whenever it is insisted upon, there is no escape 
from it, if you intend to have legislation.” 

You can say, Mr. Chairman [to Mr. VOORHEES], that while 
there has been unpleasant talk about people not coming out in 
the open, Senator after Senator upon this floor has announced 
what he is bound to do as a matter of conscience if radical 
change isdemanded. I do not mean that you shall not have a 

free and fair conference. i would have this time a free and 
fair conference., I would exclude everything except your own 
opinions. 








You can say that in this body now, where we have only | | 
majority among the Democrats, the great State of Ohio, the | 


State of New Jersey, the State of New York, the States of 


Louisiana and of Maryland step out to the front and tell frankly | 


the public what ought to have been told only in private, and say 
that within the borders of the States I have named, while they 
represented only five or six Democratic Senators, there is more 
manyfacturing industry than in all the States which demand 
this radical change. 

Say to them that at this time, when the whole world is ablaze 
with revolution in industrial affairs and want and distress are 
felt, these Senators, out of abundant caution, out of a super- 
abundant caution, if you please, have said to you they can not 
go further; they prefer to make a mistake for too high rates 


rather than to have them too low; that it is wise statesmanship, | 


true patriotism, to make the mistake and make the tax too high 
and let the laboring people go to work, rather than to make it 
too low and then try to keep them in order with deputy mar- 
shals and soldiers. 

Mr. President, with our rules, this bill stands as I think in the 
best shape in which it is possible to get it to represent our views. 
I appeal to my colleagues on this side to stand as we stood dur- 
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ing all this long struggle in the Senate, to stand together with 
the perfect knowledge that if we do not the billis defeated. If 
the senior Senator from New York |Mr. Hr] or the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] succeed (and any Democrat may 
succeed by uniting now with any other) in amending the bill, 
you have heard the declaration of enough Senators to know that 
you defeat it. 

Mr. President, the defeat of this bill would be a fearful re- 
sponsibility. As it passed the Senate it is a great reform 
measure, and upon examination it will be found that sixty-three 
paragraphs are placed on the free list upon which duties were 
collected for the fiscal year 1893, amounting to $11,436,264.48. 

On the following paragraphs the rates of duty were reduced 
more than 75 per cent: Bar iron, all other, and slabs, blooms, 
or loops; spikesof wroughtiron or steel; mules; yarns, woolens, 
etc., valuedat not more than 30 cents per pound; cloths, woolens, 
ete., valued at not more than 30 cents per pound; shawls, wool- 
ens, etc., valued at more than 30 cents per pound and not 
more than 40 cents per pound; common pipes of clay. 

On eighty-three paragraphs the duties were reduced between 
50 and 75 per cent. 

On two hundred and eiglity paragraphs the duties were rv 
duced between 25 and 50 per cent. 

On one hundred and twenty paragraphs the rates were re 
duced not exceeding 25 per cent. 

The total saving to the people through the reduction of cus- 
toms duties made by the Senate bill would be $63,083,636.70. 

And the average ad valorem rates of duty under the bill as 
compared with the act of 1883, the Mills bill, and the McKinley 
bill, are: 

Tariff of 1883 (imports, 1887) .......................-. a ao , 2 7 10 
Mills bill (imports, 1887)... ..............- ' . 
McKinley pill (imports, an tahis aac ectetesneet aout adit 
ee Ce PO, BI ncn. cc ccccecacccoccceccee ; 

Senate bill (1804: importa, 1863) .....................--2.------e 4.6 

Reduction of average ad valorem rates of duty by the Senate 
bill, 1894: 

i i roe en 
From the McKinley law...... ‘ i: 22) 


Mr. President, what is our duty? What did we agree to do? 
We placed in your hands, Mr. Chairman, and you Democrats 


the power to say what we ought to do, after careful and unfet- 
tered conference. No such confidence on the part of all our 
party has ever been given to men as we gave to you. Let this 


degree of confidence continue. Let the bill go bick toa con- 
ference on the part of the two Houses? These thunder clouds 
will roll by; these flashes of lightning, these ebullitions of 
temper, must clear the atmosphere and enable the conferees to 


give new hope and new life to the American people. [Applaus 
in the galleries. ] 
Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I desire at this excecdingly 


critical juncture to offer a few suggestions which seem to 
pertinent to the occasion. I know that it is difficult forone w 
considers that he has been unjustly attacked to abstain from 
taliation, and it is not surprising that emphatic language hs 
been used in this debate. ButI can truthfully assert, I trust, 
that I entertain no feeling which can interfere with the dis- 
charge of my duty. I appreciate the nature of the circum- 
stances under which Senators labor here—men of long experi- 
ence in this Chamber—who have given the best years of their 
lives tothe causeof their country and to theadvantage of their 
party. 

Myremarks shall be directed to what I shall call the intrinsic 
merits of the situation. Ido not deem it of essential impor- 
tance whether the President of the United States has or has not 
| sent a message in an indirect way to Congress, or to a portion of 
Congress, or to certain members of Congress. There may be a 
question of policy involved; and we have heard enough to know 
that there is a question of taste possible of consideration; but 
| a8 members of x party charged with the performance of a publi 
| duty, it seems to me that we must look beyond the statements 


me 


ho 


of Senators and Presidents, and solve this issue in th t of 
duty. 
The elements and influences resulting in the amendments 


made by the Senate to the tariff bill have been dwelt upon long 
and thoroughly. Not only did we find differences of view among 
Democrats, but we discovered upon the other side a unanimo 

Republican membership capable of resorting and ready to resor 
| to every legitimate parliamentary practice to defeat us. 5S 


+ 


senia- 


tors no doubt said they would not filibuster, but in the early 
hours of the morning, upon entering the Chamber, we would 
| sometimes note our distinguished friend the Senator from 
| Pennsylvania |Mr. Quay}, rising methodically and producing 
| something which we afterwards learned t history of sugar 


| from the day of Adam’s original apple tothe sugar beet, [Laugh- 
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ter.| Then, upon another day, the same able Senator would 
bring forth a treatise upon iron or lead or wool, etc., elaborate, 
instructive, thoroughly prepared, but most essentially time con- 
suming. 

While thus listening to these elaborate and of course interest- 
ing remarks to some, we would occasionally be reminded by our 
friend from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] that we were not 
saying anything in defense of our measure. We felt.as the days 
rolied by and as the people demanded action that the best thing 
to do was to remain quietly in our seats, waiting until some- 
thing developed adequate tosolve the issue. We were confronted 
by a situation from which we could not easily extricate our- 
selves—rules that may have been desirable at some time or at 
some period, but which do not now win or deserve admiration 
or applause. 

But whatever the situation, we were compelled to and did meet 
it. This long drawn out contest, coupled with the solemn as- 
surances that there were many volumes of unuttered speeches 
left, forced certain concessions to Republican Senators to the 
detriment of our purpose. Superadded, therefore, to the diffi- 
culties which might be called domestic were these essentially 
antagonistic demonstrations of our adversaries interfering no 
little with the proper framing of our measure. 

Mr. President, it is not fair, it is not right, it an to me, 
to charge those whose views differ perhaps m 





tors elected by constituencies whose views they understand, 
these gentlemen have sought to impress their sentiments upon 
us. Under these conditions we finally reached a point where 
we were satisfied that there had been evolved the best proposi- 
tion that could be passed by the Senate. 

Speaking for myself alone, uttering my individual sentiments 
as well as the sentiments of my State, I can truly say that free 
coal and free iron would bea t boon. Every prominentiron 
worker and manufacturer in rnia, whether Republican or 
Democrat, has asked for freeiron. All have solicited free coal, 
and, as stated by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN], 
the Siate of California pays almost the entire coal tax. When 
the Government collected $1,100,000 of revenue duty upon coal 
California paid $800,000. Manifestly, therefore, we are deeply 
interested. 

Yet, Mr. President, notwithstanding these facts, I represent- 
ing in part ae of California and knowing their senti- 
ments, have that the bill presented here being the best that 
can be had will be cheerfully accepted. Itaffords usa reduction 
= - per cent upon the duty as now existing. This is worth 

aving. 

I sake to this incidentally for the purpose of showing that in 
the respects referred to in the letter of the President of the 
United States y I can find no ground for objection, and 
that nevertheless I take the position that there is nothing for 
the Senate to do now except to vote for the motion offe by 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRay]and remit the matter 
wholly to the committee from whence it has just come to us. 

Mr. President, who are these committeemen? Who are the 
Senators whom we have intrusted with thismeasure? They are 
a known all over this Republic. The Senator from 

issouri [Mr, VEesT] is a man without whose voice no Demo- 
cratic national cam n would be deemed effectually or, ‘ 
The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]haslabored and labored 
honestly, faithfully, and continuously to accomplish a most radi- 
cal reform measure. The same may be said of their associates. 
They are the friends of tariff reform, not its enemies. We have 
instructed them to confer with the ers on the part of the 
House. We ge them to take charge of our , 

Tho House of Representatives, in pursuance of its constitu- 
tional power, refused to accept our amendments and insisted 
upon the original measure. e bill comes to us in that condi- 
tion. There is nothing left for us to do but to insist upon our 
amendments and intrust the controversy to our conference com- 
mittee, to the men who have done so much towards the solution 
of this difficult question, who have successfully labored to pro- 
duce a measure for which every one can conscientiously vote, 
and which will be an effective and a Democratic bill. 

In one of our great ne , the New York Herald, of Sat- 
urday morning, I find the ing: 

The Heraid demonstrated fully nape from the official statistics of the 
United States that the McKinley law now costs the American le about 
82,000,000,000 a , though the Treasury does not get one-ten' this sum 

: 6 Senate's tariff is certainly an improvement upon McKin- 
ley’s, but it will nevertheless force the PoP e50 00,000 e bounties and tribute 
reese” tmaonopolies at least ,000 every year,and possi- 

Here is an admission that the bill as —_ by the Senate, 
bad as we are told it is, will relieve the rican people from 
8750,000,000 of taxation. And yet we are informed that this is 


immaterial. If we must accept the ee a 
measure which will relieve us from $750,090,000 of taxation, I 
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shall unhesitatingly vote for the relief and not against it; no, 
can I conceive how any man who admits that taxation is 9}. 
den imposed upon the people, who inveighs against and (o. 
nounces it, can refuse to vote for a reduction of this magnitude. 
even if it be true that the public expected a much more radic, 
act. 

Mr. President, I am in sympathy with much that ha: 
uttered with reference to the sugar trust. I believe tha: ; 
institution has grown to be so powerful that it isa menace to { |), 
public interest. ButI have confidence enough in the commi 
of conference to believe that whatever ambiguity there may ) 
if there is any, in the sugar schedules passed by this bod, 
be ultimately cleared up, and that in this, as in other resp 
the eae will make.a report that will meet Democratic 
proval. 

I do not thivk that the floor of the Senate is the place to dis. 
cuss amendments now. I do not believe that it will forward +! 
interests of the Democratic party or render less improbable 1); 
rejection of the bill if we debate important subjects upon th 
floor of the Senate. Agreements in a large body are diiticul: of 
realization. One imprudent word leads to another. Ap « 
pression, ill-advised, provokes another more so, and the Senat 
will stand still further removed from adjustment and cettlemen: 

This is a time calling for the highest patriotic effort. This 
isa time when however much an individual may have been j)er- 
sonally attacked, however much one’s feelings may be involved 
ail, as I have already stated, should sink before the manifest 

ublic duty which confronts this side of the Chamber. © 

riendsupon the otherside are solicitous to defeat the bill. Thy 
are anxious to see McKinleyism perpetuated. They are hone:t 
in the faith that such an outcome wiil beto the advantage o! t); 
people of this country. But, Mr. President, we Democrats hy 
come here.obligated to doa specific thing. The people of |! 
United States declared the system of taxation called McKin\ 
ism to be wrong, and have ordained thatthe act shall be strick 
from the statute book. It is idle talk to say tome that that ver. 
dict has been set aside or reversed. Ifdisaster in localelection 
has overtaken the Democratic party in certain portions of tle 
country, it is mot because the people have feared the repeal o! 
the McKinley act, but for the reason that they have beco 
restive because we have not already repealed it. 

Now, Mr. President, it has been said that the Senate has been 
aay ee not only by individuals but by newspapers 1! 
by offic of our own party. But, sir, let me say that all this 
is irrelevant matter. e have not the time to enter into tho 
merits of our individual disputations. We must perform 0. 
duty to. our country here, and while stating the reasons govern- 
ing us we must trust to history, to the candid opinion of our {c!- 
low-citizens, for our future and final vindication. By our acts 
we shall be judged; andif after having come to this Capito! wit 
the solemn obligation upon us to repeal the McKinley act \ 
suffer it to go unrepealed, then we must return to our constit»- 
ents with the admission that we have not kept faith. 

But if we accomplish the repeal, even though we do uno! 
reach the point of full relief demanded by many of our fello.- 
citizens, we shall be able to truthfully assert that we have dom 
the best possible,and they will appreciate our surroundings an) 
situation and accord us our full due. Even if I can not proc 
the enactment of a bill giving California free coal and free i 
ore, yet when I can return to those who sent me here and sho 
that I have saved them $400,000 of annual taxation through tlie 
46% per cent reduction in the coal tariff I know that my cou: 
will be approved. 

The people outside of this Capitol are, as we all know, inte). - 
gent and rning. For the moment they may be misled, {or 
the instant they may do that which they should not do, an 
sometimes their words are harsh and their acts seemingly .- 
just; but time tempers their judgments, so that the represcn‘a 
tive whodoes the best he can upon this floor will receive th: 
same commendation from his constituents that he who «cis 
justly and to the full measure of his powers is entitled to r-- 
ceive here and hereafter. 

Mr. President, it will, I think, subserve no useful purpose to 
give any instructions whatever to this committee. If we con 
cede our parliamentary right to do so, and if we vote for the m 
tion of my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS], we open the (00° 
to amendments _ every conceivable subject; we will tl: 
have the entire bill before the Senate, every phase of it, eve"! 
feature of it, open to dispute and contention. - 

Nor will it be of the slightest avail to use words of critici-» 
towardsthe House of Representatives. Our rulesforbid it, 0: 
even if the rieties of thesituation are omitted, itis the man- 
ifest policy forevery Democratin Congress, to whichever bran! 
he may belong, to speak and think of his fellows as associat, 
endeavoring to accom something for the betterment oi the" 
country. In this spirit alone can we hope to prevail. Concii!s 
tion is not only important, but absolutely essential. 


BaP aah eae eee 
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Remember that there are around us gentlemen who are solici- 
tous for our destruction; gentlemen who, whenever they can 
invade our ranks, and woo with tender song some too fragile 
brother; gentlemen who, by argument and influence of every 
sort—proper, I mean, of course—are seeking to allure Senators 
upon this side and with promises of cojperation are endeavor- 
ing to persuade them to vote for some special amendment, which 
will render the passage of the bill less likely. Whodoubts that 
upon this very question of sugar, our friends upon the other side 
will rush frantically to the front, and denouncing the sugar 
trust, will vote in the most positive manner for the amendment 

roposed'by the Senator from Wisconsin; yet who questions that 
in doing that, in so voting, it will be the hope of each Senator upon 
the other side that his action, ostensibly against the sugar trust, 
will result in the defeat of this measureand the perpetuation of 
the McKinley schedule, which was admittedly dictated by the 
trust. 

Mr. President, our friends havenot denied that the McKinley 
aet contains undue protection to the sugar trust. No man has 
been found to produce anything that will show that the McKin- 
ley act is not far more favorable to the trust than the pending 
measure; and yetgentlemenwho are loud in their denunciation 
of this trust, who declare it to be the most outrageous of all 
American combinations, as I believe it to be, those very gentle- 
men, sir, are striving to keepalive and perpetuate the blessings, 
as the trust beneficiaries would call them, of the McKinley act. 
Are we to aid in this work? 

We are not laboring for tariff reform when we coéperate with 
its enemies, nor dol think, if my friend from New York [Mr. 
HI] shall succeed in his amendment, it can result, as matters 
now stand, in the improvement of the situation. Let us assume 
his success, and that free coal and free iron ore—more beneficial, 
as I have said, to my constituents—are voted on the free list, 
does the Senator from New York not know—I will change the 
form of the expression—the Senator from New York does know 
that by so voting he will imperil the whole measure. True, he 
will not shed any tears because of that circumstance. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BATE in the chair). Does 
the Senator from California yield to the Senator from New 





York? : ; 
Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 
Mr. HILL. Will the Senator explain how the carrying of 


my amendment will imperil the passage of this bill? Does he 
know of a single Senator so devoted to the cause of a tariff 
upon coal and iron ore that he will feel as though he must vote 
against this bill? I have heard nosuch expression from anyone. 

Mr. WHITE. !s the Senator through? 

Mr. HILL. For the present. 

Mr. WHITE. It has been otherwise stated to me, Mr. Presi- 
dent, by gentlemen who claim to know something of their own 
opinions. I do not think that my friend from New York would 
vote for anything that would insure or assist in the passage of 
a bill which would contain the income-tax provision, because he 
is solemnly pledged todo everything that he can to defeat sucha | 
provision. Not without a purpose has he thrust aside for the | 
time being the affiliations of a lifetime, not for an idle 
he sought by a combination with the distinguished leader of the 
Republican party to dictate tariff legislation. 

My friend from New York honestly believes that this bill 
should be defeated because of the income-tax provision, and, 
skillful soldier that he is, he places all his men, all his forces, 
upon a vantage ground from which he hopes they may be able 
to compass the rout of their foes. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Do I understand the Senator that he thinks it 
unwise now for the Senate either to recede from any of its amend- 
ments or to instruct the conferees? 

Mr. WHITE. Is that all of the Senator’s question? 

Mr. HILL. It is for the present. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator retained the floor, and I did not 
know whether he had concluded or not. 

Mr. HILL. I have. 

Mr. WHITE. I will say yes; my answer is in the affirmative. 
I stated, in my opinion—i may be wrong, most assuredly; but 
the Senator has asked for my opinion—that the friend of legis- 
tion, the man who wishes the enactment of a tariff bill, who de- 
sires the reduction of the McKinley rates,and even of the rates 
fixed in this measure, that man will vote to send this bill to the 
committee; but the man who desires the defeat of this bill, who 
wishes the McKinley law to stay upon the statute book, that 
qnan. if he has good judgment and possesses skill, will vote to 
amend this bill now in all possible respects. Understand me, 
Mr. President, [ do not charge that every Senator who offers an 
amendment has that end in view. 

I know that my friend from Wisconsin, who sits near me [Mr. 
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VILAS], is as solicitous as any man can be for the passage of 
this bill, and I know that my friend, the Senator from New 
York, is as solicitous as any man can bu. that this bill shall be 
defeated unless the income tax shall be exseinded, and then | 
suppose he would vote for it with coal free or taxed. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator please explain how he expects 


an agreement to be reached if the Senate does not recede at all? 


Mr. WHITE. My understanding is that the Senate, having 
confided to these conferees this delicate and onerous duty, will 
listen to their recommendations. [or one, I shall. Of course, 
if I had no confidence in any Senator upon my side, if I set up 


my little individual judgment against the solid phalanx of my 
party, [should vote against recommittal, and then [ would doas 
some other people do—pair myself. [Laughter. | 

[ have said these words, Mr. President, because I am anx 
to persuade the friends of this bill; because I am anxious to i 


press upon those who think that a vote should be taken upon the 
sugar matter now that there is great danger in such proce 

[ know that these gentlemen are anxious that a tariff me: 
shall be enacted. 1 know they hope with me that we will not 
leave this Capitol with our pledges unredeemed. My argument 
to them is an appeal to their judgment. I solicit their candid, 
careful, patient, and time-taking consideration of the suggestion 


sahall 
i bhal 


that I make, whether it will not be better that this affair 
be considered in the small council of conference than t 
shall be a subject of general controversy in this Chamber 


1 
\ ‘ 


But, Mr. President, gnxious as I am for the accomplishm o 
the purposes specified, solicitous as [am personally to see | 
views of the Senator from New York on coal and iron impressed 
upon this bill, desirous as I am to have it framed so that t! 


sugar trust shall realize only a reasonable profit; still I believe 
that it is my obligation to vote for the motion submitted by th 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], and that todo otherwise 
would be to ally myself with those who oppose all tariff reform 
As I said in the beginning, in doing this I have but one ob- 
jective point, the discharge of that solemn obligation which was 
imposed upon me when I accepted the burdens and honors of a 
Democratic Senator, an obligation alike imposed upon all of | 
and which I understand every one here is ready to discharge. 
My appeal does not involve the sincerity of anyone; but it is 
to some extent a criticism of that judgment which precipitates 
a bitter controversy upon this Chamber at this heated time: a 
controversy that necessarily arrays not only the two Houses o 
Congress, to some extent, against each other, but challenges 
the Executive, and brings us all into general and mutual hos- 
tility, from which concerted action, [ fear, will never be evolved. 
On the other hand, if this matter be relegated to the tried 
and trusted Democrats of the conference, to those whose part) 


fealty has never been doubted, and whose ability passes with 
comment, I believe that a means of extrication from this atti 
tude will be suggested. 

I wish to state before I resume my seat that, being tolerably 
familiar with the general facts concerning the framing of this 


bill, I am justified in saying that each and every Democratic 
Senator commenced this struggle with the desire to pass a good 


tariff bill. I do not sympathize with the attacks which h 
been made upon Senators. Many of these onslaughts are 
spired by people who are not friends of Democracy. Some o! 
| the accusations are fathered by newspapers and individuals re, 
| resenting the Republican party, and whose prayers are for the 
continuation of McKinleyism. Ourrankscan not b broken 
up. 
We can notafford, whatever may be the present trend of po] 
lar sentiment, to ignore the good which those who are attacked 
have done. We cannot charge the Senator from New Y: 


with a lack of sincerity because he has not agreed with us, f 
he has heretofore shown his fealty to his party and I&s ability 
as a Democratic leader, and the Democratic organization of t) 
United States knows his record and appreciates his ma 
services. 

Nor should anything but kindly criticism be direc 
Senator from Maryland|Mr. GORMAN]. Long before | 
Chamber, when I had but little idea indeed of entering it, al 
most in my boyhood, I knew of his worth and ability. but 
lately, when from one end of the United States te the other the 
entire Democratic organization was fearful of the disaster threat- 
ened by the force bill, when the question of a free ballot and the 
right of men to govern themselves waschallenged, Senator Gor- 
MAN was the leader of Democracy, and in this Chamber his clo 
quent and able championship won for us and for- his country 
safety from unwise legislationand subsequent party victory. In 
times when the skies are clouded, when criticism is on every 
lip, when motives are hourly questioned, let us not forget to do 
that justice which every man owes to his fellows; and, if eriti- 
cise we must, let us do so in considerate phrase, but let us not 
forget the past, whether it be because of great services or be- 
cause of great offenses. 














This is acontest between Democracy and Republicanism, as 
the latter is exemplified in the McKinley law; this is a contest in 
which the Democratic party in this Chamber is entitled to a 
majority vote. That majority it must obtain, or I fear the 
people will not forgive it. They abandoned their allegiance to 
the Republican organization after it had been tried for many 
years. A change was deemed necessary that disaster might be 
averted and they accepted other leadership that they might be 
led from the house of Sendens. Having been given this power, 
having iT, this trust, let us exercise it for the popular 
benefit, and let us meet the situation even though we may be 
compelled to do that which is personally distasteful, but which 
we can do without dishonor. We must not expect to be able to 
succeed without effort, consideration, or concession. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], that the Senate re- 
cede from its amendments as to coal and iron ore. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive bnsiness. After twenty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened; and (at3o’clock and 
40 minutes Pp. m.) the Senate adjourned until! to-morrow, Tues- 
day, July 24, 1894, at 12 o’clock m, 

NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate July 23, 1894. 
SECOND SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

David D. Wells, of Connecticut, to be second secretary of the 
legation of the United States at London, vice Larz Anderson, 
resigned. The nomination of ‘‘ David A. Wells, jr.,” delivered 
to the Senate on the 17th instant, is hereby withdrawn to cor- 
rect error in name. 


CONSULS. 
Hiram H. Lott, of Louisiana, to be consul of the United States 
at Managua, Nicaragua, to fill a vacancy. 

Archibald H. Grimke, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the 
United States at Santo Domingo, vice John R. Meade, deceased. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Richard T. Rundlett, of Maine, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Wiscasset, in the State of Maine, to succeed 
George B. Sawyer, whose term of office has expired by limita- 


tion. 
ASSISTANT COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

David B. Peterson, of New Jersey, to be assistant collector of 
customs for the port of Camden, N. J., in the district of Phila- 
delphia, in the State of Pennsylvania, to succeed J. Eugene 
Troth, removed. 

PENSION AGENT. 

Charles H. Robinson, of Knoxville, Iowa, to be pension agent 
at Des Moines, Iowa, vice Stephen A. Marine, term expired, 
Heury H. Trimble having declined. 

SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 

Clayton Belknap, of Virginia City, Nev., to be surveyor-gen- 

eral of Nevada, vice George F. Turrittin, term expired. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Michael J. Barrett, of Jamestown, N. Dak., to be register of the 
land — at Minot, N. Dak., vice Thomas E. Olsgard, to be re- 
moved, 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

John A. Ely, of Towner, N. Dak., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Minot, N. Dak., vice Warren C. Plummer, resigned. 
INDIAN AGENT. 

Louis F. Pearson, of Medicine Lodge, Kans., to be agent for 
the Indians of the Pottawatomie and Great Nemaha Agency in 

Kansas, vice Joseph A. Scott, resigned. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Rollin M. Rood, to be postmaster at South Manchester, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut, in the place of 
Walter B. Cheney, whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

John J. Oberlin, to be postmaster at Butler, in the county of 
Dekalb and State of Indiana. in the — of Adolphus G. Jones, 
whose commission expired May 17, 1894. ! 

Edward H. Hunter, to be tmaster at Des Moines, in the | 
— of Polk and aS owa, = We place of Isaac Brandt, | 
w O80 on ex une ~s . j 

Chement othe g to be postmaster at Easton, in the county 
of Talbot and State of Maryland, in the place of James C. Mul- 
likin, whose commission expired May 23, 1894. 

Michael J. Derick, to be tmaster at Duncannon, in the | 
county of Perry and State of ivanis, in the place of Wil- | 
liam H. Pennell, whose commission expired July 9, 184. 
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John H. Grady, to be postmaster at Kane, in the county of 
McKean and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of George Grif- 
fith, whose commission expired July 2, 1894 

John T. Ives, to be postmaster at Thurlow, in the county of 
Delaware and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John R. 
Nowland, whose commission expired January 21, 1894. 

J.J.McCrum, to be postmaster at Titusville, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Leander L. 
Shattuck, whose commission will expire July 24, 1894. 

John Nealon, to be postmaster at Carbondale, in the county of 
Lackawanna and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William 
L. Yarrington, whose commission expired May 10, 1894. 

Moses M. Shaw, to be postmaster at Braddock, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Chris- 
topher Sheets, whose commission expired June 10, 1894. 

‘rederick A. Seitz, to be postmaster at Freeport, in the county 
of Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Selina 
Gibson, whose commission expired June 18, 1894. 

John H. Ossenbeck, to be postmaster at Bradford, in the 
county of McKean and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of F. 
8S. Johnson, whose commission expired June 23, 1894. 

J. 5S. Sloan, to be postmaster at New Bethlehem, in the county 
of Clarion and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Edward A. 
Hamilton, removed. 

John Westerman, to be oats at Columbia, in the county 
of Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John L. 
Wright, whose commission expired June 6, 1894. 

Frederick E. Phillips, to be postmaster at Central Falls, in the 
county of Providence and State of Rhode Island, in the place of 
James E. Bowen, whose commission expired March 27, 1893. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commodore Oscar F’. Stanton, to be rear-admiral in the Navy, 
from ao 1894, vice Rear-Admiral Joseph Fyffe, retired. 

Capt. Edward O. Matthews, to be a commodore in the Navy, 
from July 21, 1894, vice Commodore O. F. Stanton, promoted. 

Commander Arent S. Crowninshield, to be a captain in the 
Navy, from July 21, 1894, vice Capt. E. O. Matthews, promoted. 

Paymaster Leonard A. Frailey, to be a pay inspector in the 
Navy, from May 24, 1894, vice Pay Inspector A. D. Bache, retired. 

Passed Assistant Paymaster Eustace B. Rogers, to be a pay- 
master in the Navy, from May 24, 1894, vice Paymaster L. A. 
Frailey, promoted. 

Assistant Paymaster Henry E. Jewett, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the «3 from May 24, 1894, vice Passed As- 
sistant Paymaster E. B. gers, promoted (subject to the ex- 
amination required by law). 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 23, 1894. 
CONSUL. 

James R. Jackson, of New Hampshire, to be consul of the 

United States at Sherbrooke, Quebec. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

David D. Wells, to be second secretary of the legation at 

London. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Samuel S. Bowne, to be postmaster at Cooperstown, in the 
county of Otsego and State of New York. 

William Redder, to be postmaster at El Reno, in the county of 
Canadian and Territory of Oklahoma. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDaAy, July 23, 1894, 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
lows: 
__ To Mr. MOSES, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his fam- 
1 


To Mr. MORGAN (on request of Mr. HEARD), indefinitely, on 
account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana (on request of Mr. BRETZ), indefi- 
nitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. CONN (on request of Mr. BRETZ), indefinitely, on ac- 
count of sickness. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 

announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments to 




















1894. 











the bill (H. R. 6913) making appropriations for current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1895, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of 
Representatives, had agreed to the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CALL, 
Mr. COCKRELL, and Mr. TELLER as the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 


yorted that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
H. R. 236) to amend section 4837 of the Revised Statutes of the 
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United States as to soldiers’ homes; when the Speaker signed | 


the same. 


CHANGE OF LINES BETWEEN EASTERN AND WESTERN JUDI- 
CIAL DISTRICTS OF NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. WOODWARD. Iask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R.6542) to change the lines be- 
tween the eastern and western judicial districts of North Caro- 
lina and fixing time for holding courts in said eastern district. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


he it enacted, etc., That the counties of Person, Durham, Chatham, Moore, 
and Richmond, now constituting a part of the western judicial district of 
North Carolina, shall be, and are hereby, transferred to and made part of 
the eastern judicial district of North Carolina; but all crimes and offenses 
heretofore committed in said western district, in which the defendants have 
been bound over, shall be prosecuted, tried, and determined in the same 
manner and with the same effect as if this act had not been passed. 


Sec. 2. That the sessions of the district courts of the United States for the 
eastern district cf North Carolina shall begin and be held at the city of Ra- 
leigh on the fourth Monday of May and first Monday of December of each 
year; at thecity of Wilmington onthe first Monday after the fourth Monday 
in April and October of each year; at the city of Newbern on the fourth 
Monday in April and October of each year; at the city of Elizabeth City on 
the third Monday in April and October of each year. 

Suc. 3. That the regular terms of the circuit court shall be held at Raleigh 
on the fourth Monday in May and first Monday in December of each year. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina? 

Mr. REED. Let us hear the amendments. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


Strike out ‘‘Richmond,”’ in the fourth line of the first section. 

Add at the end of the first section the following: 

Provided also, That all actions or proceedings now pending against par- 
ties residing in the counties of Chatham, Moore, Person, and Durham, in 
the courts of said western district, may, upon the application of either 

arty, be transferred to the court for the eastern district at Raleigh; and 
fn case of such transfer, all papers and files therein, with copies of all record 
entries, shall be transferred to the office of the clerk of such court, and pro- 
ceed in all respects as though originally commenced in said court at Ra- 
leigh.” 

Strike out all that part of the second section after the word ‘‘year,”’ in the 
fourth line. 

Add at the end of the third section the following: 

“And at Wilmington on the first Monday after the fourth Monday in April 
and October of each year.”’ 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Does the bill create any new 
offices? Who is in charge of that bill? 

Mr. WOODARD. It does not. It is purely a local bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It issimply arearrangement of 
the districts? 

Mr. WOODARD. Is it simply a rearrangement of the dis- 
tricts. It hasthe apvroval of the two judges and the district 
attorneys, and it is reported unanimously by the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. REED. One moment. If the amendments are adopted, 
what is the effect of the whole bill? 

Mr. WOODARD. I will state the effect of the bill. The bill 
as originally reported included the county of Richmond, and the 
committee, at my request, struck out the county of Richmond, 
as at that time there was a suggestion there might be some op- 
position to transferring Richmond to the eastern district. Since 
then, however, the members of the bar of that county and the 
— have stated that there would be no objection to putting 

chmond in the eastern district. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment, that Richmond may be transferred from the western to 
the eastern district. : 

Mr. REED. How many districts does this bill make? 

Mr. WOODARD. We have two districts in North Carolina, 
and by this bill we transfer some counties from the western to 
the eastern district. The counties are in the eastern part of 
the State. 

Mr. REED. In how many different places does the court sit? 

Mr. WOODARD. There are four places in the State where 
the court sits—at Elizabeth City, Newbern, Raleigh, and Wil- 
mington. These four counties are very near to Raleigh, where 
the court meets in the eastern district. They are probably a 
hundred miles from the nearest point in the western part of the 
State where the court meets, and only about 30 miles from Ral- 
e Bowe gy the circuit and district courts of the eastern dis- 

meet. 
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Mr. REED. 
well situated? 

Mr. WOODARD. It is very largely for the benefit of tho 
people of those counties. 

Mr. REED. Is the bill unanimously reported by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary? 

Mr. WOODARD. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
consideration of this billy [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. The question is on the committee amendments. 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to. 

Mr. WOODARD. Mr. Speaker, [ desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word ‘‘ Moore,” in line 3, the words ‘‘and Richmond;"’ and 
after the word * Durham,” in line 13, insert the words ‘and Richmond.”’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed,it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WOODARD, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

E. DOUGLASS. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, i ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1319) for the relief of E. Douglass, late Indian agent at White Earth 
Indian Agency. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Ebenezer Douglass, late Indiana gent at 
White Earth Indian Agency, in the State of Minnesota, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $565.66 for money 
paid out and services verformed by said Douglass, at the request of the Com 
missioner of Indian Affairs, in closing the accounts with said agency 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have some ex- 
planation of that bill before unanimous consent is given. 

Mr. FLETCHER. The bill has been considered and passed 
by the Senate. It has been considered and favorably reported 
by the Committee on Claims. It has been unanimously recom- 
mended, and it is a very small amount. 

Mr. SAYERS. But that is not a sufficient explanation, I 
would submit to the gentleman. [ would like to have the re- 
port read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report can be read. 

The report (by Mr. KIEFER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1319) for re 
lief of E. Douglass, after fully investigating the same, report it back to the 


House with the recommendation that it do pass, and adopt the report hereto 
attached made by the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. The Senate report is very voluminous. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I would say this bill has been—— 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee demands 
the regular order, which is equivalent to an objection. The 
regular order is the call of committees for reports. 

SURVEYS OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. HALL of Minnesota, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, reported the bill (H. R. 7803) to amend sections 2401 and 
2403 of the Revised Statutes as a substitute for the bills (H. R. 
619iand H. R.7559); which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. The 
bills H. R. 6194 and H. R. 7559 were ordered to lie on the table. 
INTERMENTS, GRACELAND CEMETERY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Mr. POST, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported favorably the bill (H. R. 6915) to prohibit the interment 
of bodies in Graceland Cemetery,in the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

REINSTATEMENT OF CERTAIN RAILWAY MAIL CLERKS. 

The SPEAKER. Thiscompletesthecall. The regular orde: 
is taking the vote on the bill on which the previous question 
was ordered on Saturday. The Clerk willreportthe title of the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (Hi. R. 4017) for the reinstatement of clerks dismissed from the Rail- 
way Mail Service between the 15th day of March and the Ist day of May, 
188). 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall this bill pass? 

Mr. REED. What is the proposition? 

The SPEAKER. 
bill. 

The title of the bill was again reported. 

The question was taken: and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Division. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 82, noes 5. 








So that the places of meeting are geographically 
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Mr. BRODERICK. No quorum has voted. 


Mr. BYNUM. 


The 


I demand the yeasand nays. 
eas and nays were ordered. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana fe BYNUM] 


and the gentleman from Kansas {[Mr. BRODERICK 


take their places as tellers. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 121, nays 24, 


will please 


answered ‘ present” 3, not voting 203; as follows: 
YEAS—121. 
Alderson, Crawtfora, Ikirt, O'Neill, Mo. 
Allen, Culberson, Izlar, Outhwaite, 
Arnola, Cummings, Kem, Page, 
Balley, vey, Kribbs, Pearson, 
Baker, Kans. Davis, Kyle, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Balawin De Armona, Lane, Pigott, 
Barnes Dinsmore, Lapham, Richards, Ohio 
w poemerz. Latimer. Richardson, Tenn. 
Bell. Colo. Ellis, By. Layton. Ritchie, 
Bell, Tex English, Cal. Livingston, Rusk, 
Black, Ga ws Lynch, Ryan, 
Biack, 0 thian, addox, Sayers, 
Biand, Forman, Maguire, Shell, 
Boatner, Geary. Mallory, Snodgrass, 
Bretz, Goldzier, Marshal, Springer. 
Brickner, Gorman, Martin, Ina. Strait, 
Brookshire, Grady, McOreary, Ky. Talbert, S. C. 
Bryan, Graham, McCulloch, Talbott, Md. 
Bunn, Gresham, MeDannold, Tarsney, 
Bynuin, Gritin, McDearmon, Tevty 
Caminetti, Hali, Minn. McEttrick, Terry, 
Cannon, Cal. Hali, Mo. McK eighan, Warner, 
bs hart, | rm 1 spare w——— 
toning, ’ cNagny, 
Clark, Mo. Harter, McRae, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cockrell, Heard, Meredith, Williams, Ill. 
Coombs, Henderson, N.C. Meyer, Wolverton, 
Cooper, Fla. Holman, Money, Woodard. 
Cooper, Ind. H Neill, 
Cooper, Tex. Hunter, . 
Cox, Hutcheson, O'Neil, Mass. 
NAYS—2. 
Baker, N. H. 1, Marsh, Ray. 
oen, Johnson, Ind McCall, Reed, 
. Meiklejohn, Russell, Conn. 
Cooper, Wis. Lacey, Mercer, . Taylor, Tenn. 
Daniels, Lefever, Perkins, Thomas, 
Hulick, Lucas, Pickler, Wright, Mass. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—3. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Everett, Kilgore. 
NOT VOTING —293. 
Abbott, Denson, Johnson, N. Dak, Settle, 
Adams, K aw: Johnson, Ohio w, 
Aaams, Pa ver, Jones, 
Aitken, Donovan, Lawson, Sibley, 
rich, Doolittle, Lester. ickles, 
Alexander, Draper Linton. Simpson, 
Apsley, Dunn, Lockwood, Sipe, 
az b Dunphy, Loud, Smith. 
a , 
Bankhead, Edmunds, a. 
Bartholdt, b Mahon, Sperry, 
Bartlott, ish, N. J Marvin, N. Y Sta 
Belden, 1. McAleer, tephenson, 
Beitz hoover, Erdman, a n. Stevens, 

r. Fielder, McDowe Stockdale, 
Bingham, Pletcher, cGann, Stone, C. 
Blair, Funk, caig, Stone, W. A. 
Boutelle, Funston, MeMillin, Stone, Ky 
Bower, N. C. Fyan, Storer, 
Bowers, Cal. Gardner, Montgomery, Straus, 

ch, Gear, Moon, Strong, 

. Ky. Geissenhainer, Morgan, Swanson, 
Brosius, anne N.Y. — ——, 
Brown, Mass. OSes, whey. 
Bundy. Goodnight, M . Taylor, Ind. 
Burnes, Grosvenor, M er, Tracey, 
Burrows, Grout, Newlands, Tucker, 
Cabaniss, Grow, Northway Turner, Ga. 
Cadmus, nage. Oates, Tarner, Va. 
Campbell, H » Paschal, Turpin, 
Caruth, Harmer, Payne, a a 
Causey. Harris, Paynter, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Chicke ; Hartman Pence, yan Voorhis, 
Childs, Hatch, Pendleton, Tex Wadsworth, 
Clancy, H Philips, Walker, 
Clarke, Ala. Hayes, Post, Wanger, 
Cobb, Re ‘ Powers, Washington, 
Cabb, Mo. Price, Waugh, 
Cockran, Henderson, Iowa quer. Wever, 
Cogswell, Hepburn, Rayner, White, 
Conn, Hermann, . Whiting. 
Cornish, Hicks, ee. Williams, Miss 
Cousins, Mich. Wilson, Ohio 
Covert Robbins, Wilson, W: 
Crain, Hooker, Miss. een Le Wilson, W. Va. 
Ourtis, Kans. er, N. ¥. ey ise, 
Curtis, N. Y Ho 8, Ill. Russell, Ga. Woomer. 
Dalzell, Hopkins. Pa. Schermerhorn. right, Pa. 
De Scranton, 


The following-named members were announced as paired until 


further notice: 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DiInGLEy. 


Mr. OATES with Mr. MORSE. 


Mr. TURNER of Virginia with Mr. HeINeR of Pennsylvania. 
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Mr. STEVENS with Mr. DRAPER. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. BRODERICK. 

-CoBB of Missouri with Mr. BARTHOLD?. 

*, HOOKER Of Mississippi with Mr. CHICKERING. 
. MOSES with Mr. VAN Vooruts of New York. 
. STALLINGS with Mr. SCRANTON. 

*, MCMILLIN with Mr. HouK. 

*, ABBOTT with Mr. Moon. 

*, CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois, 
r, CORNISH with Mr. HooxkerR of New York. 

. BANKHEAD with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

. CADMUS with Mr. ApAms of Kentucky. 

. DENSON with Mr. RANDALL. 

. ENLOE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

*, LAWSON with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. Coss of Alabama with Mr. BABCOCK. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. Hatou with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. FLETCHER. 

Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HOPKINS of Iiii- 
nois. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. SETTLE. 

Mr. STRAUSS with Mr. GILLEeT of New York. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvani. 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. MORGAN with Mr. Smjru of Illinois. 

Mr. Lockwoop with Mr. WHEELER of Illinois. 

The following were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr. DURBOROW with Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 

Mr. BERRY with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. Tracey with Mr. Hicks. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana with Mr. HopKINsS of Pennsylyania 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. STEPHENSON. 

Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. GARDNER. 

Mr. MCALEER with Mr. Uppeararr. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. CoGSWELL. 

Mr. RoBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. CARUTH with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa | 
announced as paired on this vote. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. W1:- 
LIAMS, be excused indefinitely on account of illness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Cos? 
has been sick for severa! days, and as he is not present I az 
satisfied that he is still unwell. I therefore ask that he be e:- 
e ; 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana, Mr. Con 
has been excused. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, my co! 
league, Mr. ALEXANDER, is detained from his seat by illness, ani 
T ask that he be excused on this vote and for the remainder 
the day. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

TheSPEAKER. Upon this question there are—yeas 121, nay: 
24, present and not voting 3; no quorum, 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to, andacallof the House was ordered 

The Clerk called the roll; when the following-named member: 
failed to respond: 


° 





Abbott, Cadmus, Durborow Houk, 
Adams, Ky. Caminetti, Edmunds. Johnson, Ind. 
Adams, Pa. Campbell, Enloe, Johnson, Ohio 
Aitken, Cannon, Il. Erdman Jones, 
Alexander Caruth, Fielder, Lawson, 
Avery, Causey, Forman, Lockwood, 
Babcock, Chickering. Funston, Loudenslager, 
Baldwin, Childs, Gardner, ae: 
Bank Clancy, Geissenhainer 
Bartlett. Clarke, Ala. Gillet, N. Y. Marvin, N. Y 
Belden, Cobb, Ala. Gillett, Mass. McAleer, 
Beltzhoover. Cobb, Mo. ~ t, McDannold. 
Berry, Cockran, Grosvenor, McDowell, 
Bland, Cogswell, Grout, McGann, 
Boatner, nn, Grow, McMillin, 
Boen, , r, Milliken, 
Boutelle. Cornish, Harmer, Montgomery 
Bower, N. C Covert, arenas. om 
Bowers, Crain, atch, organ. 
Branch, Haugen, Morse, 
Breciaridge, Ky. Curtin x. elmer 
Brickner, Daizell, Hendrix, M 
Seows. ba ley tress, x 7 

y; 
Bryan, Detfiver, Hooker, Miss. Northway, 
Burnes, Draper, Hooker, N. ¥ Oates, 
Burrows, Hopkins, Paschal, 
Cabaniss, Dunphy, Hopkins, Pa. Payne, 
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Settle, 
— ~ Shaw, 
Pendleton, Tex. Sherman, 
Phillips, Sibley, 
Powers, Sickles, 
Price, Simpson, 
Quicg, Sipe, 
Randail, Smith, 
Rayner, Somers, 
Reilly. Sorg. 
Rey burn, Stallings, 
Robbins, Stephenson, 


Robinson, Pa. 
Russell, Ga. 
Seranton, 


The SPEAKE 


will call the names of gentlemen who failed to respond 
Upon this call excuses will be in order. 

BYNUM (svhen the name of Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana was 
Speaker, my colleague, 


first call. 
Mr. 


called). Mr. 


from the House by sickness, and I 


Stevens, 

Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
The doors will now be closed, and the Clerk 


R. 
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Storer, 
Straus, 
Strong, 
Swanson, 
Sweet, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin. 
Tyler, 
Updegraf, 


Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Washington, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ill. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise, 
Woodard, 
Woomer 


Van Voorhis, N.Y. 


Mr. TAYLOR, 
ask that he be excused. 


to the 


is detained 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


Mr. BRODERICK 
called). Mr. 
colleague, Mr. Fons 


(when the name of Mr. 
Speaker, I have just received a letter from my 
TON, stating that his wife’s mother, 


FUNSTON was 


who 


was a member of his family, died this morning, and asking to be 


excused until ne 
The SPEAKE 


xt Monday. 
R. 


Upon a cail of the House the gentleman can 


be excused only for the remainder of this day, but the request 
for further leave of absence can be presented later. 


Mr. 
was called 


be excused. 


Mr. Speaker, 
tained from the House by sickness in his family. 


WILLIAM A. STONE (when the name of Mr. WoomMER 
my colleague, Mr. WOOMER, is de- 


T ask that he 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


Mr. WOLY 


TERTON (when the name of Mr. REILLY was ealled). 


Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. REILLY, is absent on account 
of sickness in his family, and I ask that he be excused. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


The SPEAKE 
to their names. 

Mr. BYNUM. 
send to the de 

Mr. REED. 


R. 


Upon this call 180 gentlemen have answered 


Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution whieh I 


sk. 
Mr. Speaker, 
the gentleman from [ndiana, if he will permit me. 


I desire to make a suggestion to 


[I under- 


stand that the accused is still pleading to the indictment and 
that a part of the plea is complicity om the part of the grand 


7 


Mr. BYNUM. 
Mr. REED. 





I call for the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 


to the Senate—— 


The SPEAKER 


ular order is dem 


2 mded. 


The gentleman will be in order. 
The Clerk will report the resolution. 


The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Ordered, That the 
bar of the Mouse such of its members 


House. 


Se 


Mr. Speaker, I think we had better all go over 


The reg- 


rgeant-at-Arms take ftnto custody and bring to the 


as are absent without the leave of the 


The question was taken on agreeing to the resolution, and the 


Speaker declared that the 
[ ask fora division. 
and there were—ayes 72, noes 9. 
for tellers. 


Mr. REED. 


The House divided: 
I e ull 


Mr. REED. 


ayes seemed to have it. 


Tellers were not ordered, only 22 voting therefor. 


Mr. REED. 
The yeas and 
The question 


answered “* present” 


Aicerson, 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans 
Baldwin, 
Barnes, 
Barwig, 
Bell. Tex. 
Black. Ga 
Boatner, 
m, 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 


Brown, 
Bryan, 
Bunn, 


Bynum. 


Catechin, 
Geek, 
Coffeen, 
Coombs. 
Cooper, Fla. 


Gooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Covert, 


Cox 
Crawford, 


nays 
was taken: 


2, not voting 


I call for the yeas and nays. 
were ordered. 

and there were—yeas 120, nays 20, 
209: as follows: 


YEAS—12. 

Culberson, Hutcheson, 
Daniels, Ikirt, 
Davey, Izlar, 
Davis Kem, 
De Armond Kribbs 
De Forest. Kyle, 
Dockery, Lane, 
Donovan, Latimer, 
English, Cal Layton, 
English. N. J Lefever, 
Epes, Lester, 
Fithian —— 
Forman ae. ch, 
Pyan, 
Gorman, Mallory; 
Grady. Marshall, 
Gresham. Martin, Ind. 
Griffin. , RY. 
Hall, Minn. MeCulloch, 
Hammond. Dannoid, 
Hare. McDearmon, 
Harris, MeEttricx, 
Hayes. McKaig, 
Heard, McKeighan, 
Henderson.Iowa McLaurin, 
Henderson, N.C. McRae, 
meen —— 

t, oney, 
Hoiman, Neil, 
Hunter, Ogden, 


O'Neil, Mass 
Outhwaite, 

Page, 

Patterson, 
Pearson, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
Perkins 

Price, 

Richarés, Ohio 
Richardson, Mich. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie. 
Robertson, La 
Ryan, 

Sayers, 

Shell. 

Snodgrass 

Strait. 

Talbert, S. C. 
Talbott, Md. 

Tate 


Terry, 
Turner, Ga. 
Warner, 
Weadock. 
Weilis. 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Williams, Tl 


Wolverton, 








han c. 





' Sterling. administrator of 





R 
tl + 


esr 


te of M ry C.§ 











NAYS 
Bartholdt, Doolittle, Lae Ray 
Bingham, Funk, Lint Reed, 
Bowers, Cal. Henderson, Ill. Lucas Russell, ( ’ 
Bro lerick, Hull, Phi Strong 
Curtis, Kans. Kiefer, Po Van \ 1is, Ohio 
ANSWERED “PR INT "—2 
Everett, tH 
NOT VOTING 
Abbott, Denson, Lap! sit 
Adams, Ky Dingley, Lawson, S 
Adams. Pa. Dinsmore, Lockwood, s 1 
Aitken, Dotliver, Loud, . 
Aldrich Draper, Loudenslager, s 
Alexander, Dunn, Magner Ss 
Allen, Dunphy, Maguire Sor 
Apsley, Durborow, Mahon, Spe 
Avery, Edmunds, Marsh Sprin 
Babcock, Ellis, Ky Marvin, N. ¥ Sta 4 
Baker, N. H. Ellis, Oregon McAleer, Stephe ym, 
Bankhead, Enloe, McCall, St I 
Bartiett, Erdman, McCleary, Minn. S kdale, 
Belden, M1 McDowell Stone,C. W 
Bell, Cola "lke MeG ann, Stone, W.A 
Beltzhoover, . Mill : Ky 
Berry, ia Mo? : 
Black, Il. i M i St 
Blair teary M Sw 
Bland, Geissenhainer, Meyer S 
Boutelle, Gillet, N. Y. Milliken T 
Bower, N.C. Gillett, Mass. em gomery, I ey 
Branch, Goldzier, Moon, Taylor, Ind 
Breckinridge, Ark. Goodnight, Morvan, Taslor, Tenn 
Breckinridge, Ky. Graham, Morse, T homas, 
Brostius. Grosvenor, Moses, > 
Bundy. Grout, Murray, , 
Burnes, Grow, Mutchier, T 
Burrows, Hager, Newlands, , 
Cabaniss, Hainer, Northway, } 
Cadmus, Haines, Oates U pdegraf, 
Caminetti, Hall, Mo. O'Neill, Mo. Van Voorhis, WY 
Campbell, Harmer, Paschal Wadsworth 
Cannon, Cal. Harter, Payne. 
Cannon, Mi. Hartmat, Paynter, 
Caruth, Hatch, Pen ton, 
Causey. Haugen, P 
Chickering, Heiner, P 
Chiids, Hendrix, Pow ry 
Clancy, Hepburn, Quiu= W hi 
Clarke, Ala Hicks, Ran all, Whiting, 
Cobb, Ala. Hines Rayner Williams, Miss 
Cobb, Mo Hooker, Miss Reilly W n, Ohio 
Cockran, Hooker, N. Y R urn Wilson, Wash 
Cogswell, Hopkir 13, tli Robbins. wi Ww 
Conn, Hopkins, Pa. Ro son, Pa wi 
Cooper, Wis Houk, Ru W 
Cornish, Hudson, Russ el Ga Ww 
Cousins, Johnson, Ind. Schermerhorn, W { 
Crain, Johnson, N. Dak. Scranton Wri P 
|} Cummings, Johnson, Ohio Setil e 
} Curtis. N. ¥. Jones, Shaw. 
Dalzell. Kilgore, Sherman, 
| Mr. BYNUM. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
} The motion was agreed to: and according it 1 o’elock and 
| 30 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
| *"UBLIC BILLS. 

Under clause 3of Rule XXII, a bill of the following titl: 
introduced, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H.R. 7804) to confer ejuitable juri 
diction in United States circuit co 3 in case of libel or slander 
of title of patents-—-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

aaa ate BILLS, ET 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the fo or 

titles were presented and refe srred as follows: 

| By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 7905) to amend the mil y 
record of Levi G. Fessenden, late leader of the band of tI 
Seventy-fourth Regiment Ohio Volun Infantry and of th 
First Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MALLORY: A bill (H. R.7 for the relief of 
ward N. Oldmixon, Sadie Bazzell, Minnie ed, and Wi m 
Oldmixon—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7307) for the relief of Mrs. 
S. a 2 the Committee on War Claim 

BOATNER: A bill (H. ‘the relief of St 


ling, late of the parish of West Felic (ana, in the State of Lousi 


ana. 
Also, a bill 


administrator of the estate 


Committee on 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, 


to the Committee on War Claims. 
fH. R. 7209 for the relief of 
e of Dr. J. D. Smi 
War Claims. 
1g ye ETC. 


following 


oe ee 


B. Smith 


leceased—to the 


petitions apd pa- 


pers were laid on the Clerk's a and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition signed by A. D. Smith and 
115 other members of Local Union, No. 138, Amer rican Railway 
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Union, of Brazil, Ind., complaining of the conduct of the Attor- 
ney-General of the United States and requesting an investigation 
of his official acts by Congress—to the Committee on the Judi- 


clary. 

Ales, resolutions of Local Union, No. 130, United Mine Workers 
of America, requesting an investigation of all matters and facts 
eam with late labor strikes, ete.—to the Committee on 


r. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of International Association of 
Machinists of Kalamazoo, Lodge No. 387, asking that the same 
leave of absence be granted to the —_ és of the naval gun 
Sonhers as are granted to all other employés—to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Petition of citizens of Newcastle, Pa., 
for the passage of House bill 5246, restricting immigration—to 
the Committee onthe Judiciary. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Rev. John A. Ingham, Irvington, 
N. Y., in favor of the speedy passag: of the antilottery bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





SENATE, 
TUESDAY, July 24, 1894, 


Prayer by Rev. Isaac W. CANTER, of the city of Washington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
roceedings, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unan- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate-a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, ae a 
letter from the Attorney-General, submitting a statement of de- 
ficiencies in the appropriation for contingent expenses Depart- 
ment of Justice, and requesting that the same included in 
the deficiency appropriation bill now pending; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT protempore presented the petition of L. Doo- 
little, of Ballston, Va., praying for the removal of the army of 
men now cam near the — uct Bridge on the Virginia’side; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PASCO presented a memorial of the State board of mis- 
sions of the Florida Baptist Convention, remonstrating against 
the supportof the Government in maintaining the presentsystem 
¢ ee Indian education, etc.; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. BATE. On behalf of my ectinngee [Mr. HARRIS] and 
myself (my colleague being in the chair as President pro tem- 
pore), I present a memorial of sundry citizens of Harriman and 
Roane Counties, Tenn., remonstrating against the violation of 
the American principle of separation of church and state, 
which is involved in making appropriations for or contracts 
with agents of sectarian institutions for Indian education, etc. 
Inasmuch as the question is now pending in conference on the 
Indian appropiation bill, which has passed the Senate, I move 
that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Knox- 
ville, Tenn., remonstrating against the support of the Govern- 
ment in maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian edu- 
cation, ete.; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented sundry memorials of citizens of Gil- 
man, Bellflower, Jacksonville, and Chi , all in the State 
of Illinois, ae t the violation of the American 
por of separation of church and state, which is involved 

n making appropriations for or contracts with agents of sec- 
tarianinstitutions for Indian education, ete.; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. PALMER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Normal, Iil., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Springfield, 
Ill., remonstrating against the support of the Government in 
maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian education, 
ete.; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial of the St. Paul (Minn.) Job- 
bers’ Union, remonstrating against the poowege of the so-called 
Chickering bill, authorizing the President by proclamation to 
close St. 8 Canal to Canadian vessels, and also to prohibit 
the shipping of goods ———— Canada in bond; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented memorials of sundry members of the United 
Norwegian Lutheran Church of the United States, of St. Paul; 
of M. ©. Elliott and 370 other citizens of Minneapolis; of H. A. 
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Cone and 320 other citizens of Windom, Moorhead, and Jordan; 
of 285 citizens of Minnesota; and of — Snyder and 147 other 
citizens of St. Paul, all in the State of Minnesota, remonstrat- 
ing against the support of the Government in maintaining the 
present system of sectarian Indian education, ete.; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented memorials of James F. Brodie and 700 
other citizens of Salem; of W. A. Brown and 73 other citizens 
of Haverhill; of Walter W. Clarke and 95 other citizens of Brad- 
ford; of A. P. Jaques and 315 other citizens of Haverhill; of 
George A. Hobbsand 60 other citizens of Woburn; of Rev. Nel- 
son S. Burbank, of Revere; of Rev. C. W. Reding and 60 other 
citizens of Beverly; and of Herbert E. Cheney and 66 other citi- 
zens of Boston, all in the State of Massachusetts, remonstrating 
against the support of the Government in maintaining the 
present system of sectarian Indian education, ete.; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented the memorial of G. W. Wisner 
and sundry other citizens of Edmore, Mich., remonstrating 
against the support of the Government in maintaining the pres- 
ent system of sectarian Indian education, etc.; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PATTON presented the memorial of J. M. Jamison and 
47 other citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., and the memorial of 
Charles Montague and 128 other citizens of Caro, Mich., remon- 
strating against the violation of the American principle of sép- 
aration of church and state which is involved in making appro- 
eee for contracts with agents of sectarian institutions for 

ndian schools, ete.; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the memorial of Rev. I. F. Stidham 
and 43 other citizens of New Britain, Conn., remonstrating 
against the support of the Government in maintaining the pres- 
ent system of sectarian Indian education, etc.; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented the memorial of R. F. Baird 
and sundry other citizens of Louisville, Ky., and the memorial 
of Rev. J. Howard Carpenter, of Paducah, Ky., remonstrating 
against the support of the Government in maintaining the pres- 
ent system of sectarian Indian education, etc.; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of the oe commissioners 
of Brule County,S. Dak., praying that Red Lake, in that State, 
be granted to Brule County, to be used asa reservoir for storing 
water and to assist in developing an artesian basin; which was 
referred to the Committee on Seerourpinene. 

Mr. GORDON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Geor- 
gia, praying that fraternal society and college journals be ad- 
mitted to the mails as second-class matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HARRIS (Mr. CocKRELL in the chair) presented a peti- 
tion of the Chamber of Commerce of Nashville, Tenn., praying 
for the immediate settlement of the tariff question; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Nashville, 
Tenn., remonstrating against the support of the Government in 
maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian education, 
etc.; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Union No. 1, Cigar Makers’ 
International Union, of Baltimore, Md., praying for the adop- 
tion of the four-dollar rate on imported cigars; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GEORGE. I presenta petition of the Board of Trade of 
Vicksburg, Miss., praying for the immediate settlement of the 
tariff question, asserting that such disposition is essential to the 
ve of the country. I move that the petition lie on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANSOM. present a petition signed by Charles L. 
Spencer, chairman, and A. W. Bowen, secretary, on behalf ol 
the several departments of labor in the Government Printing 
Office; praying for relief from the danger now so apparent by 
use of the H street wing of that structure. I ask that the peti- 
tion may be read, printed, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

he petition was read, and ordered to be printed, and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, as follows: 
To the honorable members of the United States Senate: 

GENTLEMEN: The undersigned, a committee appointed by the several de- 

monn or of labor in the Government Printing Office, petition to Congress 
or relief from the danger now so a t by use of the H street wing of 
the office struct respectfully submit: 

First. That said H street is @ menace to human life by reason of its 
oweneerel weakness, its ex ve overloading by material, machinery, and 
oe That said H street wing is a menace tc human life by reason of 


its tinder-like material, indicating that an accident by fire would cause de- 
struction, a holocaust of life and property. 

Third. That said H street wing is a menace to human life by reason of 
the constant jar and jolt of working machinery, the heavy pounding 


’ 
8 
] 
t 
‘ 
i 
{ 
‘ 
' 
' 














1894. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. TSI 

















yaciliation caused py the necessary work, thus slowly but surely fore | now on the Calendar. I ask for the present consideration of the 


disaster. : > A 7 

ouerr at said H street wing is a menace to human life, by reason of ee bill. I think it will lead to no debate. ~~ ® 

the age and decay of the structure, that it is permeated with dry rot in timber y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

and crack and fetrT to hold th spallation temeuhen braces, clamps, andother | Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Presi- 
c b : . . : 

a peeiice the undersigned committee, as enjoined by the employés of the | dent of the United States to nominate and, by and with the ad- 

Government Printing Office, supplemented by individual petition of said | vice and consent of the Senate, appoint Eugene Wells, late cap- 

employés, ee eee See danger; that same may | tain Twelfth Infantry and second lieutenant First Artillery, a 
eciately ma po y the appropriation of the necessary means | second lieutenant of artillery in the Army of the United States; 


secure a location and construction of a new Government Printing ' a : 
Omice, and the construction of an annex or addition to the present structure | and when so appointed he shall be placed upon the list of retired 
to relieve ete Seo son then Senet Seon. enon pea officers cf the Army, unlimited, on account of disabilities in- 
ra ya ve} i . i aa , 
a PrN be authorized in the present sundry civil bill, by amendment | CUrred in the service during the war of the rebellion, as shown 
thereto, should it be deemed impossible to meet the full desire of your peti- | by the reports of the boards of medical examiners, United States 


Pension Bureau, and which disabilities would have entitled him 


















tioners. : 
SOW BOWEN. Seerctane Chairman. | to retirement had he remained in the Army, his rank and pay 
S. H. BELL. to date from his appointment and retirement under this act. 
ae ai. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
E. BURKEHOLDER. ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES E. BERGIN. Mr. MANDERSON. | move that the bill (S. 33) to restore 





Mr. HUNTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Alex- | Eugene Wells to the Army, be postponed indefinitely. 
andria and Fairfax Counties, Va., praying for the passage of The motion was agreed to. 
House bill No. 7006, authorizing the Washington, Alexandria BILLS INTRODUCED. 
and Mount Vernon Railway Company to extend its line into the Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 2250) to compensate the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on | Baptist Church at Helena, Ark., for destruction of its building 
the District of Columbia. during the late war by the Federal Army; which was read twice 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. POWER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 2251) relating to lights on 

was referred the bill (H.R. 83) authorizing the State of Mon- | fishing vessels; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


tana to make selections from certain public lands, reported it | the Committee on Commerce. 
without amendment. AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were Mr. POWER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without | posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
















amendment, and submitted reports thereon: was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
A bill (H. R. 3309) to pension Ambrose Giseburt; and to be printed. 
A bill (H. R. 6206) granting a pension to A. F. Neely. He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 





Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- | him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
ferred the bill (S. 1908) for the benefit of Joshua Bishop, asked | to the Committee on Aaeetneladions. and ordered to be printed. 
to be discharged from its further consideration, and thatit bo} Mr, QUAY (for Mr. CAMERON) submitted an amendment in- 
=e to the Committee on Naval Affairs; which was agreed | tended tobe proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 

: : L bill; which referred to the C 1itte -iations, 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were ae Bn wrens pen, oe achetell ae eee 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without Mr. MARTIN. A few days ago I submitted an amendment 














amendment, and submitted reports thereon: relating to soldiers’ additional home certificates to the sundr 
A bill (S.1656) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. L. | civil eppropriation bill,and had it referre« to the Committee on 
Eastman; and , E . Appropriations. I ask unanimous consent that the amendment 
A bill (H. R. 3487) granting an increase of pension to Eliza K. | may be withdrawn from that committee and that it be referred 
Starr. to the Committee on Public Lands. 





Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of obiccti 
referred the bill (H. R. 1713) granting a pension to Marilla Ten-| that change of reference willbe made. 










ee ined ielemeaaeiee which was agreed to, IMPRISONMENT OF VICTOR H. M’CORD. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the Mr. QUAY (for Mr. CAMERON) submitted the following reso- 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, | lution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
and submitted reports thereon: to: 

> Sane een) to pension Joel A. Walters; and uslde tar Gig Gun ot the Eamaaa oumien a4 Bil pemeee, ocrvenbendenes diols 

o . s : 5. Se » e d 4 5, correspondence, ¢ 0 

A ee R. 5351) ag pend & pension to Celestia P. Hartt. matic or otherwise, on file in the State Department in caumeetion with Rne 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom | arrest and imprisonment at Arequipa, Peru, of Victor H. McCord, a citizen of 

Pa., in June, 1885, he being at that time consular 





was referred the bill (H. R. 5735) to remove the political disa- | Linesville, Crawford County, 
bilities of Caleb Huse, reported it without amendment. ee Ce Cae eee 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Irrigation and Reclama- PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 
tion of Avid Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2248) to A message from the President of the United States by Mr. O. 
aa for surveying and estimating the cost of canals and the | L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
ocation and cost of reservoirs for the reclamation of arid lands | dent had on the 23d instant approved and signed the following 


in certain States and Territories, and for other purposes, re- | acts: ; | 
ported it with an amendment. An act (S. 190) for the benefit of sundry persons residing in 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was | the vicinity of Jefferson Barracks, Mo.; _ : 
referred the bill (H. R. 2650) providing for the public printin An act (S. 307) granting a pension to Earnest C. Emerson: and 
and binding and the distribution of public documents, Sopertel An act (S. 920) to pension Mary Brown, of Berlin, Vt. 
it with amendments and submitted a report thereon. HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 

REPRINT OF DOCUMENTS. The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the ‘Senate the fol- 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
referred the resolution submitted by Mr. KYLE, June 22, 1894, | Was read, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 
reported it without amendment, and it was considered by unan- | 70 the Congress: 














imous consent and agreed to, as follows: I herewith transmit a communication from the Secretary of State, cover- 
Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Committee to Establish ing a despatch from the United States minister pee acrme niet 





the University of the United States 2,000 copies of Senator HUNTON’s Report ee a oc 

(No, 433) on Senate bill 1708, to establish a national university; also 2,000 EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, July 24, 1804. 

Probie, ‘ines or ee Document No. 9%, entitled A Solution of the Labor MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
ee ee oe enna eae Laer: A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 


EUGENE WELLS. TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 

Mr. MANDERSON. I amdirected by the Committee on Mil- | to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 

itary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2637) for the | votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the 

relief of Eugene Wells, late captain Twelfth Infantry and sec- | bill (H. R. 5860) to amend sections 4, 6, and 10 of the act of leb- 

ond lieutenant First Artillery, Enitea States Army, to report it | ruary 9, 1893, entitled ‘‘ An act to establish a court of appeals for 
without amendment. The bill is identical with a bill reported | the District of Columbia, and for other purposes.” 

from the Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate, which is 
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The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: 

A bill (S. 79) to authorize a corrected patent to be issued for 
the donation land claim of Wheelock Simmons and wife; and 

A bill (&. 1076) to release a certain limitation existing in an 
o- of Eenenees touching the Episcopal Church at St. Augus- 

e, . 
The message further announced that the House had passed a 
joint resolution (H. Res. 20) proposing an amendment to the 
Censtitution, providing that Senators shall be elected by the 
people of the several States; in which it requested the concur- 
ence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 236) to amend section 4837 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States as to soldiers’ homes, 
and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disa: ing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. 5860) to amend sections 
4, 6, and 10 of the act of Febr 9, ae entitled ‘‘An act to establish acourt 
of appeals for the District of Colum a, and for other purposes,” having 
met, after full and freeconference haveagreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House of Representatives recede from its disagreement to each 
and a!l of the Senate amendments, and agree % on same. 


. MITCHEL 
WILLIAM F, VILAS, 
RICHARD COKE 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


D. B. CULBERSON, 
GEORGE W. RAY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The joint resolution (H. Res. 20) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution providing that Senators shall be elected by the 
ple of the several States, was read twice by its title, and re- 
te to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


OFFICERS OF THE NAVY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CocKRELL in the chair), 
The Chair lays before the Senate a resolution coming over from 
a previous day; which will be read. 

he Seeretary read the following resolution, submitted yester- 
day by Mr. ALLEN: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, directed to in- 
form the Senate what percentage, if of the enlisted men, noncommis- 
sioned and commissioned officers of the Navy of the United States are aliens, 
and what percentage are citizens of the United States by birth or naturali- 
vation, properly classifying the same respectively. 

Mr. ALLEN. Lask that that resolution and the resolution in 
relation to the Army, which I also submitted yesterday, may be 
considered at this time. The resolutions simply ask for in- 
formation on the subject of the number of aliens in the Army 
and the Navy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution which has been read. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


OFFICERS OF THE ARMY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution submitted by the Senator from Nebraska, 
coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by 
Mr. ALLEN, as follows: 

Ztesolved, That the Recreate’ War be, and is hereby, directed to inform 
the Senate what percentage, if any, of the enlisted men, noncommissioned 
and commissioned officers of the of the United States are 
aliens, and what percentage are citizens of the United States by birth or 
naturalization, properly classifying the same respectively. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
GRANT OF “ FORT MADISON LOT” TO CASTINE, ME. 


Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. 
R, 4322) granting the use of certain land to the town of Castine, 
Me., for a public park. It will give rise to no debate. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY BARRACKS PROPERTY AT NEWPORT, KY. 


— pe eaage me a ‘ann consent for — present con- 
era 2586) granting cer property to 
the city of Newport, Ky. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That all the right, title, and interest of the United S:.,; 
in and to the lots and parts of lots and the appurtenances and appendage, 
thereunto belonging, comprising the old military post or barracks proper, 
situated at the confluence of the Ohio and Licking Rivers, in the city -; 
Ne rt, in the county of Campbell and State of Kentucky, be, ang), 
hereby, granted and conveyed to the said city of Newport, to have and ;, 
hold for a —— park forever. fe 

Sxo. 2. at Whenever said city shall cease to use the said property s» 
the purposes of a public park, or shall use the same orcany part therec? fo» 
any other than for a public park, all the right, title, and interest here, 

ted and conveyed to said city shall at once, and without any act wha. 
ever upon the part of the Uni States, revert to and become the property 
of tho United States. 3 

Sxc. 3, This act shall take effect on January 1, 1895. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pros 
ent consideration of the bill? ) 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of t), 
Whole, proceeded to consider the biil. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or. 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent that the messagy 
from the House of Representatives respecting House bil! 4%; 
be now laid before the Senate for consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFPICER. Is there objection to tho ro. 
quest of the Senator from Tennessee? The Chair hears none 
and the Chair lays before the Senate a message from the Hous. 
of Representatives, which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 19, 15) 


Resolved, That the House insists upon its disagreement to the amendmen; 
of the Senate to H. R. 4864, entitled “An act to reduce taxation, to provids 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,” and asks a further 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


thereon. 
Ordered, That Mr. WILSON of West V a, Mr. MCMILLIN, Mr. Turyer 


of Georgia, Mr. MoNTGOMERY, Mr. REED, Mr. Burrows, and Mr. Pays: }: 
managers of the conference on the part of the House. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I agree with the distinguishe) 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] in the statement tliat ws 
are now in the midst of a great crisis. It is a most peculiar and 
unusual situation of affairs. The Democratic party, after hay- 
ing been out of power for a long number of years, has been in- 
trusted with the control of governmental affairs, and in th: 
discharge of its duty to the country has framed a measure (or 
the revision of the tariff. The bill, as we all know, first passed 
the House of Representatives. There were some objections \) 
the measure, which were duly noted by Senators, by the press 
and by the people. 

Some of itsfeatures were especially approved by the American 

ple. It met the public expectation in so far as it proceede! 
upon the lines laid down in the Chicago platform; in so far as i! 
departed therefrom, it was not satisfactory to the Democracy: 
in so far as it attempted to adopt the platform of the Popuiis: 
party, it was condemned by Democratic citizens in many par's 0! 
the country. That bill asa whole seemed to meet, aside from 
its income provision, with general appreciation. It came to the 
Senate, a body which is divided politically almost evenly, ani 
was referred to the Committee on Finance, and given caref.! 
consideration by the members of that committee. 

I do not propose to be betrayed into any recital of the e for's 
which were made by Democrats in their various conferences 10 
agree upon a bili which should meet the approval of the Sena‘: 
It is sufficient to say that finally a bill was prepared; it was (is 
cussed for many long, w months. Finaliy it passed this body 
That bill, as I stated on the day of its ©, was not satisfac 
tory either to the Democratic party or to the people of the 
country. 

In my humble opinion it violated the position which t: 
Democratic party has assumed in recent years, and did not {u'- 
fill the ges which it was bound to perform. It was returned 
to the House of og among A conference committee ws 
appointed by both Houses. For ten days they struggied to 2: 
together, and finally were —— to report to their respec' 
ive Houses that they were unable to agree. Certainly this pr:- 
sented a great crisis in the history of our party and in the bi>- 
tory of the country. 

at were those differences which confronted our conferees’ 
What great obstacles presented themselves which it seems cou. 
not be overcome? In the first place, they were met with the 
objection that the Senate had made the bill inconsistent: they 
were met with the objection that the Senate had placed a <1‘! 
upon many raw materials which the —— expected and ‘ 
lieved be placed upon the fres list. oe 

Mr. President, the motion which I have made, and which § 
now before the Senate, contemplates that the Senate shall ' 
cede from some of the amendments which it made, and tow) 
the House of Representatives has refused to assent. My mot.o! 
contemplates that we recede from our amendments which place 4 
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duty uponcealandiron. The committee of conference have tried 
to get together upon the basis of a duty upon those articles, and 
they have failed. There is no hope held out anywhere that the 
House of Representatives will yield upon this point, which they 
consider an essential and vital point. If the Senate stilladheres 
to its amendments and still desires to keep these articles upon 
the dutiable list, what prospect of an agreement is held out to 
us and to the country? None whatever. 

My motion is in the line of an agreement. My motion con- 
templates something which is practical. My motion is in the 
line of perfecting this bill on Democratic theories and upon 
Democratic conditions. You have tried the other course by ad- 
hering to the amendments, and you have failed. I suggest that 
you try the course proposed by my motion, namely, that of re- 
ceding from these amendments, and you can at least be no worse 
off. itis worth atrial, It is worth a trial that you should ac- 
cept my amendment. 

What other course is suggested here? Simply that you shall 
recommit the bill to the conference without instructions, with- 
out suggestions, adhering blindly and obstinately, it seems to 
me, to the same position which you took in the final passage of 
the bill. You advance not one single step if you adopt the mo- 
tion of the distinguished Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] 
and omit to adopt the other motion. I,asa practical man, sug- 
gest to a practical Senate that we express our.opinion upon 
some of these disputed points. It does no good blindly and ob- 
stinately to adhere to the former position, which was taken 
when the bill was passed. 

What evidences are there that you will come to an agree- 
ment? Have you seen any weakening on the part of the House 
of Representatives? Do you think that the House, backed, as 
it is unquestionably, by the public press of the country, backed 
by the Democratic masses of the country, and backed by the 
President of the United States, expects to yield to us upon this 
vital point of free raw material? I can see no hope in that di- 
rection. The clouds are dark and forbidding. In my judg- 
ment, this Senate can afford to recede from these amendments. 

Aside from any question of abstract principle involved, as a 
question of policy, as a question of good judgment, with an ear- 
nest and sincere desire to perfect this bill and make it as accept- 
able as possible, it strikes me that the right and the honorable 
course for the Senate to pursue is to adopt the motion upon 
those two articles to which [ have called the attention of the 
Senate. I am not now speaking for the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS]; I am not asking a recession 
upon any other differences involved in the bill 

I have simply picked out two articles, coal and iron,and I sug- 
gest to the good sense of my party friends upon this side of the 
Chamber, let us recede from those amendments and see whether 
it does not lead to anagreement. Merely appointing conferees 
in each House without instructions, without suggestions, to ne- 
gotiate and dicker with each other day after day will be futile, 
and it will amount to nothing. Some expression of our real, 
honest sentiment should be given here by our votes. Adher- 
a to the Senate amendments will produce no proper or good 
result. 

After the bill had passed the Senate there was presented to 
the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee of the other 
House a letter which has been commented upon in the House of 
Representatives and in the Senate. AsI said the other day, it 
is not my province to defend the time of the sending of the let- 
ter. It is not my province tospeakof its propriety. The Pres- 
ident was the judge of what it was his duty to do, and I do not 
propose to criticise him. In thedischargeof ahigh public duty 
to his party and to his country he deemed it wise that he should 
send that letter to the chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee. With his judgment upon that question I am content. 
Iam here to defend the sentiments expressed in the letter. 
Mr. President, you would judge from the criticisms which have 
been offered that the President has been guilty of a violation of 
the Constitution of his country oy sending a letter criticising a 
tariff bill passed by one or both Houses. He violated no clause 
of the Constitution. He had a right—a constitutional, a legal, 
a moral right—to send the letter. It was not an official com- 
munication in the proper sense of the term. 

It was at first intended as a private communication to a long- 
time personal friend and adherent, a gentleman whom not he 
but the Democrats in the other House have honored with the 
high and responsible position of chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee. It was a communication which he had a 
right to send to that official. Whether it should be subsequently 
disclosed to his party associates in the other House was a matter 
of determination between the sender and the person who received 
theletter. Itisa matter with which we, sir, have nothing what- 
ever to do. 

The sentiments contained in the letter are Democratic. They 
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are sentiments which unquestionably are honestly entertained. 
No Senator around this circle has risen here to criticise tle 
President so far as to challenge his motives in sending the com- 
munication. Senators have differed with him as to its propriety; 
they have differed with him as to the sentiments which he ex- 
pressed, but they have not challenged the honesty or sincerity 
of his motives in the sending of what I concede to be an unusual 
communication. 

What did the President discover? He discovered what has 
been so frequently said in the Senate, that we had made an in- 
consistent bill. He saw a duty placed upon the raw materials of 
coal and iron ore, and he saw at the same time a duty omitted 
from wool. He saw keenly that that would place the Demo- 
cratic party in a false position. He knew that it would place us 
-_ the defensive, and as a party man, desirous of the succe 
of his party in the country and in Congress, he saw fit in hisown 
way, in his own terms, and in his own language to call the at 
tention of the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee to 
it and subsequently to allow it to be spread before Congress. 

Mr. President, I assert that the bill as it came from the other 
House, so far as it placed iron ore and coal upon the free list, 
represented Democratic sentiment. Wasthere any protest any 
where in this country from Democratic sources nana the bill 
as it came from the other House when that provision was in- 
serted? I think not. Was there any club anywhere in this 
broad land which passed a resolution condemning the bill as it 
came from the other House in those respects? Was there a 
Democratic convention, and there have been a halfa dozen held 
since the Wilson bill passed the other House, which has con- 
demned those features of the bill? Notone. On the contrary, 
they have approvedit. I differ with those conventions where, 
in some of them, they approve the income tax; but upon the 
point I am now discussing there has been a universal Democratic 
assent to these provisions of the Wilson bill. 

Until the distinguished Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN} 
addressed the Senate there had been no one, except the Sen- 
tor from West Virginia, who had ventured to defend the duty 
upon iron ore. Thechairmanand members of the Finance Com- 
mittee had endeavored to apologize for the insertion in the bill 
of duties upon those articles. They had endeavored to mitigate 
the charge made that it was a violation of Democratic prin- 
ciples. I think I state correctly the position of the majority of 
the membersof the Finance Committee when I say that in their 
places here nearly all of them said that personally and as Demo- 
crats they believed in free coal and free iron ore. 

They so said, but they took the position that they had been 
induced to make these concessions for the purpose of passing 
the bill, not because it was Democratic, not because they favored 
duties upon those articles as Senators or as Democrats, but sim 

iyasamere question of party expediency, and that was all. 

ut, sir, yesterday the Senator from Maryland, frank and bold 
as is his nature, came forward and did not set up any such de- 
fense. He threw off any mask which might otherwise have 
been before him and came to the front, and placed himself 
boldly upon the ground that it was Democratic to put duties 
upon iron ore and coal. 

Mr. GORMAN. A revenue duty. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Maryland says ‘a revenue 
duty,” and I accept the correction. If Il interpret his remarks 
correctly the Senator from Maryland would have placed a duty 
upon iron ore and coal whether a majority of the Senators here 
desired itor not. As amatterof judgmenthe thinks it is right, 
as a matter of judgment he defendsit. He does not tell us, or 
he did not think it proper to tell us, as to the details of Demo 
cratic conferences. e says that it is Democratic to place : 
duty upon these articles, and therefore, because he think 
Democratic, and in addition because he thinks it is right, he 
favors aduty upon them. He does not set up the childish de- 
fense that he was ‘‘buncoed” into putting a duty upon thos 
articles. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland alludes to Presi 


1 
oo 44+ ¢ 
3 i ; 


dent Cleveland’s original tariff message of 1887, and if I correctly 
recollect his remarks, he intimated that there was no sugges- 
tion in that message in favor of free raw materials. Let me 


quote what the President said: 


The radical reduction of the duties imposed on raw material used in 
manufactures, or its free importation, is of course an important factor in 
any effort to reduce — of these necessaries; it would not only reliey 
them from the increased cost caused by the tariff on such material, but the 
manufactured product belng thus cheapened, taat part of the tariff 1 
laid upon such product, as a compensation to our manufacturers f 
present price of raw material, could be accordingly modifiéd. Such reduc 
tion, or free importation, would serve beside to largely reduce the revenue 
It is not apparent how such a change can have any injurz effect upon 
our manufacturers. 


That was in the early days of tariff reform. 
at the very outset, when he gave to the countr 


The President, 
y this grand mes- 


sage for industrial relicf, placed himself upon the broad ground 
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that there must be the radical reduction of the duties on or the 
free importation of raw materials. DoSenators think that tariff 
reform has made no progress from that day tothis? Ithas. It 
has increased. Democrats who were unwilling then to take 
steps forward have advanced greatly from that day to this. 
Tariff reform has been growing. Men who years ago hesitated 
are bold now upon this subject. 

The tariff message of 1887 placed the President in the ad- 
vanced line wherein he demanded the radical reduction of the 
duties on, or the free importation of, raw materials. That was 
the platform upon which he started in 1887, and I am loath to 
believe that he has since taken any back track upon that par- 
ticular point. 

The Senator from Maryland yesterday seemed to want us to 
infer that the President had discovered some new Democratic 
— in the doctrine of free raw materials, or that I had 

iscovered it here within the last few weeks. I have before me 
the message of the President of the United States sent to Con- 
gress last December, before this controversy arose. What did 
he then say, when certainly his motives were pure and upright, 
and he was engaged in no controversy with Senators. 

Not less closely related to our people's prosperity and well-being is the re- 


moval of restrictions upon the importation of the raw materials necessary 
to our manufacturers. 


That was his message to us as the official head of the Demo- 
cratic party last December, and now, forsooth, we are told that 
this is a new invention, made for the purpose of placing the Sen- 
ate in an awkward and embarrassing position. Not so. The 
President placed himself then directly upon this platform. 

Yesterday the Senator from a and sought to hold the 
President responsible for the unofficial utterances of his Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. That is certainly going agreatway. The 
President might properly be held responsible to a large extent 
for the official utterances of the Secretary of the Treasury, but 
certainly itis a new doctrine, indeed, if the President is to be 
held responsible for every ipse dixit of any of his Cabinet officers. 
But what did the Secretary of the Treasury say last December 
in his report made to us for the purpose of enabling us to frame 
a proper tariff bill? 

Raw and partially raw materials constitute the basis of all our manufac- 
turing and mechanical industries. * * * With free raw materials as a 
permanent feature of our revenue legislation the demand for labor would 
steadily grow with the extension of trade, while enlarged opportunities for 
the profitable investment of capital would stimulate the 5p t of enterprise 
among our people and greatly diminish the danger of periodical suspensions, 


etc, 

He speaks expressly of a tax upon iron ore and wool. He 
speaks frequently in his report in favor of free raw materials, 
and I ee the doctrine that he represented the President of 
the United States in making those suggestions. If thatbe true, 
then the President, not only in his own message, but in the re- 
pa of the Secretary of the Treasury, has been consistent, at 

east until this question arose. 

The President's letter asserts a doctrine and declares for a 
principle. He speaks of no Senator personally. He details no 
conferences or interviews with anybody. Hedeclares that the 
bill fellshortof Democraticexpectations. Whodoubtsit? Who 
disputes it? He said all this in a communication which he had 
in his seamen’ a right to make to a friend and an official hav- 
ing large influence in the shaping of revenue legislation. He 
attacks the billasa whole. It wasa progressive bill. It pro- 
gressed with steady steps toward the McKinley act from the 
time it was framed. e saw the schedules grow higher and 
higher. Hesaw the tariff rates advancing day after day when as 
votes were taken duties wereadded. What he might have been 
willing to accept when first approached upon the subject he un- 
doubtedly saw it would be impossible to accept when the bill as 
a whole was presented to him. 

As I said before, when his letter was penned he saw coal and 
iron ore owned, as expressed and understood, by the rich and 
the monopolists. He saw a duty placed upon those articles for 
the benefit of these great interests, and he saw the farmer's 
wool left entirely unprotected. If he thought that such incon- 
sistent legislation would place the Democratic party in a false 
attitude before the people he would have been false to himself, 
false to his party, and false to his country if he had not called 
our attention to it. 

Then when the bill as ong by the Senate was thus perfected 
in the Senate he wrote his letter, perhaps not wisely, but too 
candidly, too honestly, too earnestly. That is all the criticism 
that can property be made against it. And now Senator after 
Senator has arisen to complain of what is freely termed the 
dictation” of the President. Yet we are confronted with this 
fact. They approached him for his opinion; they begged his 
advice; they went to the White House to consult with him in 
regard to this subject. As has been stated here, they wanted 
him back of them in every single step they took. They badg- 


ered him with their suggestions, their compromises, and their 
concessions, and tried to get him, asit appears from their state- 
ments, to support them. They knew how weak and indefensi- 
ble the bill as sv by the Senate would seem to the American 
people if it did not have the approval and sanction of the Demo- 
cratic President. 

The Senator from Marvland caused to be read a portion of 
Washington’s Farewell Address upon the necessity of obsery- 
ing the distinctions and rights of the various departments of 
the Government. That is well enough in its way; but that ad- 
dress is quoted in vain when Senators here, instead of relying 
upon their own reserved rights and acting upon their own judg- 
ment and taking their own steps independent of anybody else, 
seek the White House and ok the interposition of the Presi- 
dent of their party. [Manifestations of applause in the galler- 
ies.] It comes with poor grace for Senators to ask suggestions, 
to ask aid, to ask help, and then read Washington’s Farewell 
Address to show that the President ought not to make any sug- 
oon on pending legislation in the form and manner that he 

id. 


Mr. President, it was indeed a wonderful spectacle yesterday. 
Senator after Senator rose in his place and in the discharge of 
his duty, as he considered it, I presume, detailed conversations 
of a semiconfidential character at least with the President of 
their country for the avowed purpose of placing that President 
in a false position before the Senate and the country. 

Mr. President, Iam not the defender of the President ordi- 
narily. I have received no favors at his hands, as you and the 
country well know. I have my po:itical grievances. I differ 
with him upon interparty policy, especially on political matters 
in my own State. But I think, sir, in this particwar itis my 
duty, and I am broad-minded and liberal enough, to defend him 
when he is unjustly attacked. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER(Mr. BERRY in thechair). There 
must be order in the galleries. Applause must not be repeated. 
It is contrary to the rules. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I beg leave to suggest that 
the doorkeepers be instructed to remove promptly any person 
in the galleries who violates good order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will see 
that anyone who violates the rules is removed from the galleries 
and that order is preserved. The Senator from New York will 
proceed. 

Mr. HILL. I repeat, Mr. President, that it was a wonderful 
and unusual spectacle that we witnessed yesterday. Great 
scenes have taken place in this Chamber during the last half a 
century and more; great speeches have been made; fierce per- 
sonal denunciations have been had; encounters have taken place 
here; great debates have been heard in thisChamber. Yester- 
day with crowded floors and crowded galleries we witnessed the 
conceded leader upon the Democratic side, whom I personally 
respect and honor, calling witnesses one after another upon the 
question of what the President had said to them about the de- 
tails of a tariff bill. 

A stranger came into the Senate Chamber yesterday, and 
looking at the Presiding Officer and hearing these witnesses 
called, he asked a bystander whether that was the Chief Justice 
of the United States Supreme Court presiding, and whether 
this was a court of impeachment trying the President of the 
United States. It was a pertinent inquiry under the circum- 
stances by reason of the accusation thundered against him here 
and the witnesses called to prove that accusation. 

Mr. President, I know nothing personally, of course, in regard 
to what the distinguished Senators have said as to their inter- 
views with the President. I simply know that the official ut- 
terances of the President and his Secretary of the Treasury 
have all been on oneside. [If it is possible that he has changed 
his sentiments in his communication to these Senators it is some- 
thing, of course, new to me and extraordinary in its character. 
Was he bound to speak and express his sentiments upon every 
detail of the bill? When these party friends consulted him was 
he obliged to place himself in a position where he could not re- 
treat? Was he bound to say yes or no toevery suggestion made 
to him? 

Sir, some of them are frank enough to state that he said in 
every conversation, ‘‘I do not like some of the terms of the 
bill as proposed in the Senate.” The Senator from Arkansas 
soe JONES] states distinctly that in every conversation the 

resident said, ‘‘I want free raw materials.” He is honest and 
frank enough to say so. Yet they say, or infer, sr understood 
that the President told them to go ahead and do the best they 
could. Did that commit him to the terms of this bill? No. 
He was still a free moral agent. He still reserved the right 


to say, ‘You have carried these concessions too far.” He 
still reserved the right to say, ‘This bill is not satisfactory 
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to me now that I see it as it is to be perfected. I will write an 
honest and a manly letter to the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee telling him of my doubts, telling him of my 
fears, telling him of my wishes.” He did not intend to dictate 
to either branch of Congress. His letter can not be construed 
intoa dictation. It was a suggestion; it was an expostulation; 
it was a warning to party friends not to persist in the bill as 
framed by the Senate. 

Mr. President, when you carefully analyze the statements of 
the distinguished Senators who yesterday testified against the 
President, you will see that there is a failure on their part to 
say that he distinctly approved this measure. He wished them 
success. He bade them Godspeed in the good work of tariff 
reform. He wanted the bill made better, and of course he de- 
sired it to pass. But, sir, he, 1 am sure, could not have said 
anything to those Senators which could justify them in believ- 
ing that he was irrevocably bound up to the provisions of this 
bill so that he could not thereafter consistently criticise it. 

Mr. President,I have known the President of the United 
States for many long years. I have had my differences with 
him; but, sir, in this particular you must bear mé out that he 
says but little in conversation. He isa good listener to other 
men. He forms his conclusions slowly, deliberately, honestly, 
and sincerely. He permitted these party friends to disclose 
their plans and purposes. He hoped they might frame a satis- 
factory bill, but it is as certain as anything could be that he did 
not bind himself to the provisions of this bill, nor did he ap- 
prove them. 

So much for the President's letter. I can not, as I said, speak 
of matters about which I know nothing. Whether the provo- 
cation, as it is called, was sufficient to justify honorable Sen- 
ators in detailing the conversations with the President of their 
party is a matter, of course, which must be submitted to their 

udgment. I am not here to criticise them. I speak of the 
facts simply as they appear. 

Mr. President, the Senator frem Maryland alluded to me 
several times during his most able and interesting speech as an 
opponent of this bill. In the shape in which this bill is now 
presented I am willing to answer to that description. Iam not 
an opponent of tariff reform. My views have been expressed 
upon that question over and over again ever since the memor- 
able tariff message of 1887. I hive said over and over again 
that I would go as far as any Senator here in the line of genuine 
tariff reform. I have said that I was opposed to a Populistic 
income-tax feature being placed in thebill. I want to elimi- 
nate that tax ifIcan. I shall resort to every honorable method 
by which it can be done. If I can place the bill in a situation 
where it can not pass with the income-tax feature in it and in- 
duce you to so frame it that the income-tax feature shall be 
stricken out, I shall be gratified. Ido not know that that can 
be done, but I am here to make suggestions which will tend to 
that end. 

The Senator from Maryland did me the justice tosay that my 
opposition had been manly and honorable. i thank him for 
that statement. Mr. President, he did, however, seek to create 
the impression that upon the subject of free raw materials I had 
made a new departure; that | had discovered some new princi- 
ple. Let me see whether that is so. He also alluded to the 
fact that I had done the State or the party some service, and 
that in 1892 I delivered a speech in the city of Brooklyn which 
was the formal opening of the campaign in the Empire State. 
Mr. President, permit me to quote what I said on that occa- 
sion. I laid down certain principles upon which I declared that 
all tariff legislation should be based. I read from the printed 
speech. They were as follows: 

First. That the necessaries of life should be substantially free. 

Second. That luxuries should bear the heaviest burdens. 

Semmes That there should be free raw materials for the benefit of our manu- 

Fourth. That the tariff upon manufactured articles should, as a general 
rule, be larger where similar articles are manufactured in thiscountry than 
where they are not. 

Fifth. That the tariff imposed upon all manufactured articles (other 
than those which for good reasons are placed on the free list) should equal 


the difference between the rate of wages paid in this and foreign countries, 
80 far aslabor enters into the cost of their production. 


The Senator having referred to this speech, I will simply say 
that the national committee of which he was a member did me 
the honor of circulating throughout the country a quarter of a 
million copies of that speech. Yet the Senator desires to have 
it inferred that the doctrine of free raw material is a new and a 
recent one. I think if the Democrats anywhere in the country 
were asked to lay down Democratic principles in 1892 they would 
have placed themselves substantially upon that ground. 

Last fall, in the campaign in my own State, while Congress 
was then in session and the Ways and Means Committee was 


engaged in preparing a tariff reform bill, I spoke as follows: 


Foremost among the great questions Passed upon at the last national 
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election was the issue of the revision of the existing tariff. Twice has that 
tariff been condemned by the solemn verdict of the American people, first 
in the elections of 1890 and again last year. There was no mistaking the 
issue presented, which was whether there should be taxation for any other 
than public purposes. The Democratic party took the high ground that the 
Constitution does not authorize any species of tariff or other taxation ex- 
cept for the direct purpose of raising the necessary revenue for the support 
of the Government, and the people sustained us in that contention. In my 
opinion, they are not disposed to reverse that judgment now, when the 
as is just upon the eve of the realization of the enforcement of our 

Olicy. 

, The Committee of Ways and Means of the House of Representatives now 
in session is engaged in the preparation of a bill embodying the sentiments 
of the Democratic platform, and in the very near future, probably by De- 
cember Ist, the measure will be formulated and ready for the consideration 
of Congress. Our Republican friends manifest an impatience, and complain 
that we are tardy in pressing forward our measure of tariff relief, but I bes 
to suggest to them there is no custom or rule of meen which demand 
the presentation ofsuch a measure earlier than the first regular session of 
Congress after the national election. 

The Ways and Means Committee should be complimented rather than 
criticised for its conservatism in dealing with so important a subject affect 
ing the revenues and industries of the wholecountry. While disclaiming al! 
authority to speak for that committee as to the details of their proposed 
measure, we may, nevertheless, safely anticipate some of its general fea- 
tures. First of all, it will be a revenue bill and not a scheme for the promo- 
tion of private interests at the public expense. Its purpose will be the 
raising of the needed funds for governmental purposes strictly in the 
mode and ways least burdensome to the masses, Raw materials needed in 
our;manufactures will be placed upon the free list, for conclusive reasons 
fully explained in the debates of last year, and which every manufacturer 
and workingman entirely understand, and which they cordially approve 
This relief will give an impetus to certain of our manufacturing industries, 
and afford work to tens of thousands of our idle laborers. 

The necessaries of iife will be substantially free. In fixing the necessary 
tariffupon manufactured articles due consideration will be given tothe 
difference in wages between this and other countries, and such differences 
will be equalized in the rates imposed here, in the general interest of the 
labor of our country. There will be no unjust discrimination anywhere 
tolerated among its provisions. Bounties and subsidies will find little 
favor in its composition. The free list will be enlarged, and the compli- 
cated schedules will be greatly simplified. Every sort of favoritism hereto- 
fore permitted will be conspicuous by its omission, and in that respect it 
will stand out in bold contrast with the McKinley bill. 


Mr. President, I speak of these two speeches, one made in 1892 
and the other made last vear, long before this bill had entered 
the Senate, to illustrate my own position upon this question. ' The 
Senator from Maryland says that I must be regarded as an op- 
ponent of the bill initspresentshape. Letit beso. The Demo- 
ctutic masses are the opponents of this bill; your Democratic 
Hceuse of Representatives is against this bill; the President of 
the United States is against your bill; and I am in pretty good 
company, in my humble judgment. 

I heve endeavored to make the bill Democratic. The Sen- 
ator says that I have endeavored to embarrass your bill. Em- 
barrass it by offering amendments which perfect it? Embarrass 
it by offering amendments which are according to the platform 
of your party? Embarrass it by seeking to eliminate unjust 
taxes, not sanctioned in your Democratic platform? Embarrass 
it by relieving duties upon raw materials? Embarrass it by 
suggesting removal of duties from the necessaries of life? Em- 
barrass it by seeking to take out those provisions wherein 
scandals have attached to them by reason of matters over 
which none of ushave hadany control? Allthese suggestions I 
have made, I have advocated, I have voted for; and if that con- 
stitutes embarrassing this bill, then I am guilty of the charge. 

Mr. President, I have desired early action upon this tariff 
measure. It is well known, I think, that as early as March, 
1893, I advised the calling of an extrasession of Congress for the 

urpose of proceeding immediately with the work of tariff re- 
Sorta. I desired that we should frame a genuine tariff-reform 
bill. I had then no reason whatever to believe that it was con- 
templated by any Senator or by any member that an income tax 
should constitute a part and parcel of a tariff-reform measure. 
No suggestion of that kind had been made in 1892; no sugges- 
tion of it had been made last year; no suggestion of it had been 
made until last December. 

Mr. President, the Senate has placed wool, and lumber, and 
hides, and other articles too numerous to mention upon the free 
list. Upon what ground? On what ground do you justify such 
action? They say, and repeat it, parrot-like, that this is a bill 
for revenue, and they say that therefore there must be no free 
list; that everything must be taxed. If the object of a tariff is 
simply and only for revenue, rejecting all other considerations 
of every kind and character, then all articles should be taxed. 

But in this very bill you have placed on the free list wool, 
which last year brought into your deficient Treasury $8,000,000. 
Why is the duty taken off of wool when you say your Treasury 
needs money, and wool is a revenue article and last year brought 
$8,000,000? Itis upon the broad ground, sir, that to the general 
rule that all things should be taxed we believe there are ex- 
ceptions. Tae exceptions are that the necessaries of life should 
be substantially free. 

Tell me, will you, please, why you do not put a duty upon tea 
and coffee? Would that not produce ar immense revenue for 
the benefit of your Treasury? What ground is it, except upon 
the plausible, broad, and tangible ground that they are a por- 
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tion of the necessaries of life, and therefore an exception to the 
general rule? So you oy wool upon the free list because it is 
one of those things which constitute raw material necessary for 
the manufactures of the country. As you propose to reduce the 
duty upon manufactured goods, it was proper and right that 
these articles should be placed upon the free List. 

Mr. President, itis idle to talk about a bill for revenue unless 
you make it consistent. I believe, just as I said before, in the 
first place, that all articles, as a general rule, should be taxed. 
The exceptions are the necessaries of life, which include, in my 
judgment, tea, coffee, and sugar—sugar, unless the absolute 
necessities of the Treasury require it to be taxed. I said before 
that you do notneed both a sugar tax and an income tax. Sec- 
ond, you exclude raw materials, because they are necessary to 
build up the industries of the country, to aid and foster labor, 
and to give employment to your workingmen. Those are the 
reasons why those exceptions to the general rule are tolerated. 

Have you forgotten the fact that away back in 1884, Hugh 
McCulloch, Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, rec- 
ommended that ‘‘ the existing duties upon raw materials which 
are to be used in manufactures should be removed?” Have you 
forgotten the further fact that Demc rats everywhere through- 
out the country applauded that recommendation of Hugh Mc- 
Culloch, then Secretary of the Treasury? Is this doctrine of 
free raw materials a new doctrine with the Democratic party? 

Away back on June 6, 1870, in the House of Representatives, 
a resolution was passed, for which three-fourths of the Demo- 
cratic members of that House voted, to place coal upon the free 
list. Now we are told that this is a new doctrine upon the part 
of the President of the United States thus interpolated into this 
tariff debate. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], while 
criticising me as an ——— of this bill, a alluded to 
the fact that I could dance a waltz down the aisle in company 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRicH]. I am not 
aware that I have been engaged in any such dance. I have co- 
operated with the Senators upon the other side in their opposi- 

on to an income tax. I have endeavored to so shape this bill 
as to compel, if I could, the elimination of that tax from this 
scheme. I have pursued the same course which early in the 
silver devate of last fall the Senator from Delaware pursued, 
when we saw him dancing a waltz down the aisle with the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who led the 
forees upon that side. 

Together they stood shoulder to shoulder, arminarm, andstep 
by step, inadvocacy of that repeal bill. All atonce, if I recollect, 
there came a change over thespiritof the dreams of the Senator 
from Delaware. Justas victory was within our grasp for that re- 
peal bill, we were then told by the same men who prophesy defeat 
now, that we could not pass that unconditional repeal bill here. 
We were told thatyour moss-grown rules would preventit. We 
were told that every great question in the Senate of the United 
States must be comprom You heard the predictions made 
then, substantially under the same auspices under which they 
are now made, that that re bill should ndt pass the Senate. 

Mr. President, the President of the United States is believed 
to have occupied the same position then which he occupies to- 
day—the bold, unflinching champion of unconditional repeal. 
You said the bill could not pass the Senate. Ii did pass. The 
President announced in a formal interview had with the Asso- 
ciated Press that he stood wherd¢ he had always stood, for un- 
conditional repeal. These prophecies which were then made 
fell to the ground. The bill passed; the compromise failed. 
Mr. President, it is not unlikely that some tariff bill may pass 
here, but it isnot likely that this compromise bill will pass. A 
bill should be framed based upon Democratic lines. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland not only saw fit to 
disclose the interviews which have been had with the President 
of the United States, but he went further to disclose party se- 
erets. If 1 understood him correctly, he did not seek to defend 
a tax upon sugar solely upon the ground that it was a revenue 
article and that a tax was desired for the pu sof revenue. 
He said, of course, it was a revenue article. He said, of course, 
from his stand t, it was Democratic oe a tax uponit. I 
do not wish to do him injustice, and I shall not; but the princi- 
palargument, the gravamen of his remarks, the giat of his point, 
was that we had bargained through him, the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. BRICE], and the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SMITH}—they had ed that the Democratic party, if it 

came into power, should place a duty upon oan 

Who authorized these gentlemen to make bargain? Cam- 
paign committees are made for the purpose of cond cam- 
paigns; they have no authority to change platforms; they have 
no authority to dictate legislation. os are functus officio the 
moment the campaign isover. They no right, they had no 
authority, to makesuch a promise, and they exceeded their juris- 


diction when wey wade such a promise to citizens of Louisian, 
They said that a Democratic House, a Democratic Senate, an is 
a Democratic press would ratify the bargain, the assurance, ¢}), 
compact that was made. That was a poor ground upon which 
to urge a tariff upon sugar. 

It will make the people of the country desire that portion o: 
the House bill which gives free sugar more than ever bef, 

They believe that this tax, if defensible at all, should be 

fended upon principle, that it should be defended becaus 

required by the needs of the Government, that it should le- 
fended upon broad grounds of public policy, and not upon the 
ground on which the Senator from Maryland gave his wor) , 

honor it should be done. That Senator never violates his 

of honor,and I do him the credit to say that I have never kx: 

him to violate it. It does not follow simply because he gave 

word of honor that we shall ratify it here. Much asI r« 

the Senator, much as I respect the national committee, m 

as I appreciate the great labor which they performed {or | 
Democratic party, for Mr. Cleveland, and for the country, | 

not here to be delivered in anysuch arrangement. I musts; i 
and act for myself. ie 

Mr. President, I do not care to discuss the question as to h 
far, if at all, the President of the United States was consulted 
in regard to that arrangement. It strikes me that the tr 
ground for the Senate to take is that we will act independent!; 
of the President, we will act according to our own judgmen 
and that we should not be running to the White House to oc: 
suggestions as to how we shall vote upon this, that, or the other 
matter. I suggest to these friends of ours—these deceived Sen. 
ators—that they do as I do—keep away from the White Hou 
[Laughter. ] 

The idea that the President of the United States overreacho! 
these old, experienced, and foxy politicians [laughter],who have 
been through many a campaign, who talked with him but did 
not understand him, who now urge that he was too sharp for 
them, too bright for them, and they came away with a differen: 
sort of impression from what he had; and then, whenthe Pr: s'- 
dent wants to clear the atmosphere and tells the Democrati 
masses just what this bill is, with one accord they say, ‘ \' 
were overreached by this ambitious President!” [Laughter. 

It has been suggested that there are great interests some- 
where which are demanding free coal. ido not know wh 
they are. I do not know of any interests which are particul: 
demanding free iron ore. I hold in my hand a memorial fron 
members of the Baltimore Cottonand Flour Exchange inreyar 
to the advantages of free iron ore, signed by a long list of : 
utable citizens and business men of the city of Baltimore, and! 
ask that it may be attached to my remarks. 

I do not know what interests are seeking for free coal. | 
have yet to hear any Senator suggest that the President of ‘! 
United States in making this recommendation desired to : 
serve the interests of any monopoly or any individual or 
interest. It matters not whether there is or is not any pers: 
friend of the Presiient engaged in this business. I hav: 
heard a single suggestion of that kind made. The questio: 
been asked who was interested? Certain interests, itis clai: 

I believe that this suggestion of free coal has been r 
mended because it was believed to be for the best interes’ : 
the country. I believe that that gallant band of Democrat- 
the House of Representatives placed this article of coal \| b 
the free list, not because somebody wanted it there, Gui beca:: 
they believed they were thereby best discharging their duty ' 
the country and fulfilling the pledges of the Democratic | 
form. 

I shall not detain the Senate longer with further sugges'i 
upon the propriety of my motion. I reiterate that it is as c 
to me as can be that the Senate ought to recede from the am 
ments which it has made in the particulars I have mentioned. 
I repeat that that is a step in the right and practical direct 
If you try another conference, if you recede from those am 
ments and submit the question again to the House of Repre: 
atives, and the House then fails to yield upon the other | 
visions of the bill, Ishall own [am mistaken. You can not ¢°' 
together upon the present basis if you desire so to do. 

Mr. President, I stand here ready to perfect this bill so fs 
it is possible to do so. I shall vote, as I have voted befor 
free coal, free iron ore, free sugar, and free wool. If ther 
other articles of raw material which can be specified upon wi!) 
the duty should be removed, I am willing to go to that ex" 
I desire, as I said before, to eliminate the income tax from ‘4+ 
bill and I shall continue that struggle to the end. 

Mr.GORMAN. Will the Senator from New York permit 4° 
to ask him a question? y 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from +°W 
York yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. Certainly. 
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Mr. GORMAN. I want to ask the Senator from New York if 
the Senate recede from every amendment which it placed upon 
the bill as it came from the House of Representatives, and al- 
lows that bill to stand with free sugar, free coal, free iron ore, 
and free wool, will the Senator vote for the Wilson bill in that 
shape? 

Mr. HILL. With the income tax remaining in? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. HILL. I will cross that bridge whenI get toit. [Laugh- 
ter.] The Senator from Maryland has said that the Senate 
would not recede. He is perfectly safe, of course,in making the 
‘bluff * which he makes now. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GRAY (to Mr. Hitt). Do not let him “bluff” you. 


Mr. HILL. Ido not think he will. 
Mr. GRAY. ‘“Call” him. [Laughter.] 
Mr. HILL. I would say that the Senator from Delaware is a 


good deal more used to those figures of speech than I am. 
(Laughter. | 

I will suggest to the Senator from Maryland to try the effect 
upon me of removing the duty upon these articles, vote for free 
sugar, take off the one-eighth of acenta pound, relieve this bill 
from the suspicions and scandals attached to it, and place all 
these articles on the free list, and then I will talk with you about 
how you vote and how I vote. (Laughter.] 

Mr. President, I have thus discharged my duty from my stand- 
point. The Senator from Maryland yesterday started to de- 
scribe me as the lagoof Shakespeare, and then he withdrew the 
comparison. That reminds me of the senatorial conspiracy of 
years ago in the Roman senate, when asenatorial cabal conspired 
to assassinate the great Roman emperor. If I were disposed 
to make comparisons, | might speak of the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Maryland as the “ lean and hungry Cassius.” [Laugh- 
ter.] You recollect what Caesar said of him. He said: 

He thinks too much; such men are dangerous. 
Laughter.| 
might speak of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] as 
Marcus Brutus—‘‘ honest Brutus.” Right here I want to say a 
word. During all the tariff debate, during all the preparation 
of this bill, that Senator has exhibited most wonderful patience 
and aagacity; he has treated every citizen and every Senator 
with the greatest respect. No matter how this debate may ter- 
minate,no matter whether this bill passes or not, I say the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas—and in paying this compliment I do not 
discriminate against anyone else—has won the esteem and re- 
tof his countrymen everywhere. [I will call him “ honest 
rutus.” Cassius I have already referred to. ([Laughter.] 
Casca was the distinguished Senator who struck the first blow 
last Friday [Mr. VEST]. Trebonius, the Senator from Indiana 
Mr. eee eed probably a little petulant—‘‘ good Tre- 
nius.” Metellus Cimber, the distinguished Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. HARRIS]. [Laughter.] 

Mr. sident, when yesterday they stabbed at our President, 
and sought to strike him down, they made the same plea as did 
the conspirators of old, that they struck for Rome—for their 
country. They said they did it, not that they loved Czsar less, 
but that they loved Rome more; not that they loved the Presi- 
dent less, but they loved their party and this Senate bill more. 
{Laughter.j] I can say with Mark Antony: 

What private griefs they have, alas, I know not, 
That made them doit; they are wise and honorable. 
fae and applause on the floor and in the galleries.]} 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair admonishes the 
occupants of the galleries, and gentlemen accepting the courte- 
sies of the floor of the Senate, that any demonstration of ap- 
proval or disapproval is in violation of the rules of the Senate. 
Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I send up a motion, which I 


ask ae 

The IDENT pro tempore. The motion submitted by the 
Senator from Louisiana will be read. 

The Secretary read the motion of Mr. CAFFERY, as follows: 


I move that the conferees on the part of the Senate on House bill 4864 be in- 
structed to insist upon the following amendment to the sugar schedule of 


That the bounty provided in said act shall stand unrepealed to the extent 
that there shail be so to the producer of sugar, freee beets, sorghum, or 
sugar cane, the United States in the year 1894, or from le sap 
produced in the United States during the year 1894, under license for 1594, 
and subject to the limitations now imposedtby law on all sugars testing not 
less than 90° by the re, nine-tenths of 1 cent per pound, and upon 
such sugar testing than 90° by the polariscope and not less than #0”, 
eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 


Mr.CAFFERY. Mr. President, I donot desire that motion to 
besesnidered now. I desire it to lie upon the table subject to 


During the course of the debate yesterday a great deal was 
said by the Senator from Maryland {Mr. GORMAN] about the 
nt’s action in writing the letter he did, especially in so 
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far as that letter assailed, according to his construction of it, 
the honor and dignity of the Senate. 

I can not hope to rival the distinguished Senator from New 
York [Mr. HLL] in his eloquent vindication of the President o 
the United States. But, preliminary to certain remarks that I 
desire to make, I will say that there is nothing whatever in that 
letter which the President was not perfectly warranted and jus- 
tified in saying, and there is nothing in that letter which assails 
in the slightest the honor of the Senate or any member of it. 
The passage of that letter which seems to have produced the 
ire of the Senator from Maryland reads as follow 


Every true Democrat and every sincere tariff reformer knows t $ 
bill in its present form and as it will be submitted to the confer *, falls 
far short of the consummation for which we have long labored, for whi 
we have suffered defeat without discouragement, which, in its anticipat 
gave us a rallying cry in our day of triumph, and which in its promise « 
accomplishment is so interwoven with Democratic pledges and Democrati 
success that our abandonment of the cause or the principles upon whi! 
rests means party pertidy and party dishonor. 


thi 


Is that letter leveled at the Senate of the United States or is 
that letter addressed to the vast body of the constituents of the 


Democratic party. The President speaks of the whole party. 
He says that failure to perform the pledges made by the Demo- 
cratic party in the conference committee will be a perfidy anda 


dishonor to that party, and [I can not see why this asse 
should be taken to apply entirely to the Senate. 

Mr. President, I am not a champion of the President of the 
United States. I am entirely independent in any view I may 
take upon any question which is presented before this body. | 
act according to my own judgment and according to the best 
lights before me; and, according to that judgment, with the 
best lights before me, I say that the President of the United 
States is exonerated in thisletter from any charge of imputing to 


rtion 


the Senate of the United States either perfidy or dishonor. ‘The 
very evidence that was elicited by the Senator from Maryland 
is proof conclusive that the President of the United States had 


a right to write that letter. 

I stated that the very evidence elicited here, called forth in 
the dramatic style of the Senator from Maryland, justifies the 
President of the United States in writing the letter. If the 
President of the United States could be consulted and was con- 
sulted, his counsel sought, his indorsement as to the most im 
portant bill before the Senateasked by members of the coinmit- 
tee in charge of the bill, with more power to assure ils passag 
than any other component partof the Senate, why could not the 
President of the United States write a private letter and ex- 
press his views upon the situation? 

Why, if it was sought in the manner disclosed by the testi- 
mony, to influence legislation, to make legislation, could he not 
write a letter suggesting what his views were upon the subject? 
There is absolutely nothing in the charge that the President of 
the United States had no right to send, or that he violated the 
high functions of his office in sending, a private letter to the 
Chairman of the Ways and Means Committee. 

How does the substance of the letter impute dishonor to the 
Senate? There is hardly a member of the Finance Commitice 
who has not risen in his place upon the floor of the Senate and 
disclaimed a great many features of the bill that they thems! ves 
have introduced. They have lifted their hands to high heaven 
and vowed that they would not have introduced such a bill had 
they not been coerced. Did they expect that coercion to go 
through conference? Did they look for their duress to run the 
wholelength of the passage of the bill in its variousstages? If they 
themselves have abjured the bill, if they have made declaration 
which are tantamount to saying that certain jeatures of the bil! 
involve perfidy and dishonor to party principles, how can th 
charge the President of the United States with almost a cri 
when they have virtually assailed the bill in nearly the sam 
measure and degree. 

Mr. President, in view of the revelations which were mad 
here yesterday it is not forbidden to me to disclose the secrets of 
my little prison house. The Louisiana Senators have been mado 
the common target for the taunts of Republicans and the shot of 
our own side. We have been pointed at as the bite noir of the 
bill. Our demand and our attitude have been the alleged stum- 
bling block in the way of tariff legislation. Now I shall relate, 
feeling perfectly justified in doing so, the steps, so far as I know 
them, which led up to the formation of the sugar tariff schedule 
as finally presented to the Senate by the Finance Committee. 

On one occasion I was present at aconference at which were 
present the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] Who has just 
addressed the Senate, the Senator from Maryland { Mr. Gor- 
MAN}; my then colleague, now Mr. Justice White, and the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey {Mr.Smiru]. At that time we held a con- 
sultation, which was practically limited to the sugar schedule. 
Iremember distinctly that the distinguished Senator from Mary- 
land. if not the Senator from New Jersey, and the Senator from 
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Ohio [Mr. Brice], whose name I forgot to mention as being 
among those who were present, thought that a certain schedule 
upon sugar, which was 40 per cent ad valorem upon raw and 50 
per cent ad valorem on refined, was averyexcellent one. It was 
especially good for the refiner. It was fairly good for the pro- 
ducer. 
I had not at that period looked into the calculation which 
under an ad valorem rate upon sugar would conceal a benefit in 
favor of the refiner, and immediately after the adjournment of 
that conference I, with those gentlemen, waited upon the Senate 
Finance Committee and offered to them as a fair sugar schedule 
40 per cent ad valorem upon raw sugars and 50 per cent on re- 
fined. The Senator from ‘Askanmen Tite, JONES}, whois a very 
able and industrious man, after I submitted that schedule, made 
a calculation which showed me that the schedule, while appar- 
ently giving only ten points to the trust, concealed quite as much 
as the trust derived under the McKinley act. Thereupon I with- 
drew the proposition. I need summon no witness to prove that 
fact. The Senator from Missouri (Mr. Vest] sits right before 
me. If that statement is not correct, he can correct it. 
After this, various other conferences were had with the com- 
mittee. Finally the committee adopted a specific rate of duty, 
based upon the polariscopic test, ranging from a cent for 80-test 
sugar to 1,26 for 98-test sugar, with 12+, or an eighth of a cent 
additional, for refined sugar. That schedule, in opinion, 
was a good one. That schedule concealed nothing whatever in 
favor of the sugar trust more than what appeared on its face. 
it was with reluctance accepted by the people of my State. 
They thought that by economy, by better methods of extraction 
and evaporation, and even of agriculture, they could get along 
with that. 
So the matter rested for some time, until finally one morning 
I met the distinguished Senator from Maryland atthe northern 
door which enters into the corridor from this Chamber, and he 
told me that that schedule meant free sugar. I wasadmonished 
of the same fact by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brics]. 
After some three or four weeks, the Senator from Arkansas 
Mr. JONES] of the subcommittee, came to me and my colleague 
Mr. BLANCHARD]. He represented that that schedule was un- 
acceptable to the refining interest, and that that interest would 

rocure free sugar, which would involve the necessity of the 
Poatsiens delegation in the Senate antagonizing the bill. He 
almost, I will not say entreated, but he earnestly besought us to 
accept a schedule of 40 per cent ad valorem on raw sugars, with 
one-eighth of a cent additional on refined, and with the bounty 
for 1894 assured to us. 

That schedule was not acceptable to me, but I wish the Sen- 
ate to know that the schedule of 40 per cent ad valorem and an 
eighth and a tenth is not the making, is not the concocting, of 
the Louisiana Senators. I wish the Senate to know that the 
specific rate, which is fair to the producer and reasonably fair 
to the refiner, was threatened with destruction. The whole of 
the Republican side would have voted for free sugar as a party 
measure; and then with afew votes on thisside of the Chamber, 
sugar would have been put upon the free list. That would nec- 
essarily an nize the sugar interests. 

Therefore it was that the Senator from Arkansas in charge 
of the bill came to us and besought us to submit to this change. 
The Senator from Arkansas stands before me now. If I have 
said aught that is not correct in this matter, I desire him now 
to correct me. After some time weaccepted thatschedule. We 
accepted it in good faith. The stipulation was that the bount 
for 1894 should be given to us; that 40 per centad valorem shoul 
be levied on all sugars, with an eighth and tenth additional, as 
reported by the committee. 

The method adopted to secure the bounty for 1894 was by ex- 
tending the time for the repeal of the McKinley act, so far as 
the sugar schedule was concerned, to the Ist of January, 1895. 
A tremendous clamor arose upon the Republican side; they 
beat their drums and tom-toms, and they affrighted the souls of 
the timid brethren on this side. They made it appear that the 
trust would rake in millions by having from the time the bill 
was under discussion until the Ist of January, 1895, to gather in 
all the sugars in the world. Yet the tlemen who were mak- 
ing that tremendous clamor knew just as well as anybody else 
that the trust had al provided against an evil day; that 
it had bought ever — of sugar that was then made in the 
world which it could lay its hands on, and that therefore the 
trust was to be benefited by passing a bill which, as to the 
sugar schedule, would into effect immediately, because the 
immediate rise would felt on then on hand which 
would otherwise have to be carried in stock until the Ist of Jan- 
uary, 1895. 

t scared our brethren over here, and then came the ro- 
tion of the Senator from New York (Mr. Hit], animated by 


the most patriotic purpose I ever saw. He is trying all sorts 
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of expedients to better the billinorder tokillit. The ingenioys 
methods of the Senator from New York are almost beside my 
understanding. With great skill and an overflowing patriotism 
which brings down the applause of the occupantsof the galler. 
ies he waxes eloquent over the defects of the bill. He seeks to 
amend but to destroy, to repair but to kill. 

Upon the motion of the Senator from New York to strike oy 
that feature of the bill which continued the time for the repeal 
of the McKinley act, so far as the sugar schedule is concerned, 
until the Istof January, 1895, ourown brethren jumped the track 
and went over into the folds of the Republican party. That part 
of the agreement which was thus made was stricken out, and 
that was the first violation of faith toward the Louisiana rep- 
resentatives here. 

I make this statement to show, first, that the schedule which 
has proved so objectionable was accepted by the sugar interest 
of Louisiana under protest. I make itto show that after as so). 
emn an agreement as could be made between Democrats that 
agreement was wantonly and flagrantly violated upon the floor 
of the Senate. What occult power is it which has the forces to 
change a fair schedule adopted after long deliberation? Wiat 
subtle influence is it which is pervading the Senate that can 
strike down the agriculturist and uphold the interest of what is 
called a trust? The provision extending the bounty law was one 
not of politics, not of any particular theory of taxation, but one 
of absolute justice to the people of my State. That justice has 
been recognized throughout this body, and it will be recognized 
by any before whom the facts are laid. 

The distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], in re- 
ply to some remarks that I made upon sugar culture a few days 
ago, took occasion to say that a tariff of 40 per cent ad valorem 
was as high as any agricultural interest ought to have. Itis a 
great deal higher than any agricultural interest that I know of 
except sugar oughtto have. I donot place the tariff upon sugar 
in the line of protection, and I never did. I do place this modi- 
cum of bounty which was to have been given by our own side 
over here as an act of simple justice. 

I had occasion afew days ago to refer back to the history of sugar 
culture. Sugar cane is not indigenous to the soil of this coun- 
try. Itis anexotic. It is foreign toour soil. The lower part 
of Louisiana, with its fertile soil and moistclimate, comes nearer 
filling the conditions of the tropics as to sugar cane than any 
other place in the United States; and I say here that if we were 
upon equal conditions with Cuba or any of the tropics there is 
not a solitary man in Louisiana who would come before Congress 
and ask fora tariff. Before we were a State, while Louisiana 
was under the Spanish and French régimes, there was a high 
tariff on sugar. 

When the French went intoits cultivation under a tariff, and for 
a hundred years the people of Louisiana have been induced to 
cultivate that exotic by reason of the tariff. After the destruction 
of the industry by the war it was built up on a very high tariff. 
When the Republican party, following out their modern prin- 
ciple of not protecting articles that could not be produced or 
manufactured here to supply the domestic wants, put sugar upon 
the free list they thought our people ought not to be destroyed. 
Whether rightfully or wrongfully, they were engaged in that 
culture, and it was concluded that it would be a cruel thing to 
strike them down. It would have been a cruel thing, and it 
would be a cruel thing now. 

I say, therefore, that it is not aquestion of politics at all as ‘ 
a partial bounty for this year. It is a question of pure justice. 
In order to try to equalize themselves with the tropics, where 
cane grows ee the people of my State have under- 
taken all sorts of improvements of a very costly nature, as all 
sugar improvements are. They have been trying to provid: 
against the time when there would be no tariff. ey are mak- 
ing an honest effort in that direction. Most of them have a- 
ticipated their crops and the tariff for years to come, and right 
at this moment it would be absolute destruction of those peop|e 
to deny them this modicum of justice which was promised by 
the Senate Finance Committee. 

Mr. President, as I have said before, there is an influence 
here which I feel, but which I can not put my finger on 
that has a vast deal more power in regard to sugar than the 
Louisiana Senators. 

Here is an extract from the speech of the Senator from Mary- 
land[Mr. GORMAN] yesterday, according to press reports, whic 
I will read, making the Louisiana Senators the béte wir 

lacing upon them the responsibility of forcing this side of the 

hamber into an unpleasant attitude, one which will violate 
Democratic principles and is distasteful personally to Demo 
crats. I seal: 

Ihave seen honorable men correcting in the j-apers the horrible stat¢ 
ments which have been put forth todemoralize them, and it is not unna’ rs: 


that they should have done so. But the majority of us, who are accustomed 
to shot and shell, have never yet flinched, because we knew taat ro matter 
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pow distasteful it was to us personally, the vote of the Louisiana Senators 
was necessary to us. 

Some have run to their casements, some of the timid have 
fed, but we veterans, scarred with the wounds of battle and 
accustomed to grape and cannister, stood our ground. We did 
not run away from attack because the wicked Louisiana Sena- 
tors forced us to accept their sugar schedule. These horrid 
Louisiana Senators had two votes which we had to have; and 
while very distasteful to us, we had to swallow their terms. 

The sugar schedule is not the making of the Louisiana Sen- 
ators, nor did they coerce or threaten the Finance Committee 
into adopting it. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JONES of Arkansas in the 
chair). Does the Senator from Louisiana yield to the Senator 
from Colorado? 

Mr.CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Louts- 
jana a question. The Senator has told us what the attitude of 
everybody else is on free sugar. Will the Senator tell us what 
would be the attitude of the Louisiana Senators toward the bill 
if free sugar were put in the bill? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir; I willdoso. I have distinctly an- 
nounced on the floor of the Senate, and I will now repeat to the 
Senator from Colorado, that if free sugar is put in the bill I 
shall vote against it. 1 hope that is clear. : 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Louisi- 
ana oneotherquestion. Was thathis attitude during the discus- 
sion some time back as to what should go into the bill? 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not care about being catechised in a 
categorical sort of style. I have answered the main question, 
and I think that is quite sufficient. Now, after the Senate 
Finance Committee had adopted the ad valorem schedule on 
sugar, the refining interest jump into the craft of tariff reform 
so far as sugar is concerned. They grasp the helm, they make 
the Louisiana Senators unwilling passengers with them; and if 
this tariff-reform bill isshipwrecked on that particular schedule, 
Senators need not shake their gory locks at us and say, ‘You 
did it.” 

Mr. President, I have sent up a motion to instruct the con- 
jerees on our side to do precisely what I understood the Senate 
Finance Committee promised to do, and the very amendment 
that they had printed and were to have offered and did not. I 
think that is in line with the ideas the Senate Finance Commit- 
tee had upon this point, and it isa proper motion to make at 
this stage of the proceedings. 

But, sir, I have stated, and will again state, that I have never 
placed the tariff on sugar per se on any other ground than that 
it is a fair, legitimate subject of revenue taxation. If I lived 
out of the State of Louisiana, like’my friend from Delaware[Mr. 
Gray], who sits before me and who is as earnest a tariff re- 
former as there isin this body, I would vote fora tariff upon sugar 
irrespective of what protection it afforded. 

The amount of money derived from the tariff upon sugar goes 
back to the people in paying the expenses of the Government 
which protects them. The tariff upon the protected manufac- 
tures goes nearly all of it into the pocket of the protected man- 
ufacturers and very little of it into the Federal Treasury. You 
may take any single article upon the dutiable list and make a 
comparison between the amount of money derived from the 
tariff upon the oo of that article into this country and 
sugar and you will find that sugar pays at least six to one into 
- Federal Treasury above any other article on the dutiable 

ist. 

Mr.SQUIRE. May I ask the Senator from Louisiana a ques- 

ion? , 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

_ Mr. SQUIRE. I should like to ask the Senator from Louis- 
jana whether the people of Louisiana have any interest in a 
duty upon refined sugar in addition to the duty on raw sugar? 
I should like to have that point made clear, for it has been dis- 
cussed over and over again, and it has been remarked that the 
State of Louisianais interested in the refining of sugar. Ishould 
like to ascertain the Senator’s view on that point. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I am glad the Senator has asked me the 
question. The peo le of Louisiana have slowly emerged from 
a condition of absolute bankruptcy and ruin after the war into 
one of very considerable prospe pow. They have adopted, 
so far as their means permitted, the modern appliances for 
the extraction of the juice from the cane and the evaporation of 
that juice when extracted. ae have increased the output of 
sugar more than 50 per cent by the adoption of these methods. 
In oe these methods they have necessarily turned from 
the o of the kettle and open steam train to the 
vacuum pan; to the centrifugal manufacture. 

The centrifugals turn out sugar which is about equal to the 
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German granulated. It is not equal to the first grades of sugar, 
the standard granulated made by the sugar trust, but itis about 
equal to the ordinary grunulated sugar turned out by the Ger- 
mans in their factories in Germany and the Frees in their 
factories. 

Therefore, the Senator from Washington will see that the 
Louisiana sugar planters are directly interested in this differen- 
tial duty of one-eighth of a cent. The trust has fastened itself 
upon our neck like the Old Man of the Sea around Sinbad’s, 
We can not shake it off. It is a fellowship that we donot court. 
It is a forced alliance which is not of our making, and while 
this ad valorem tariff benefits the planter in the matter of the 
eighth, a tariff can be framed, and ought to have been proposed, 
a purely revenue tariff, which would have protected the pro- 
ducer and would have given at the same time the refiner all the 
adequate protection that he needs. 

Mr. GRAY. MaylI ask the Senatur from Louisiana a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Is it not a fact that under the bounty clause of 
the McKinley law those who receive the bounty, the producers 
of raw sugar, are forbidden to refine? 

Mr. CAFFERY. In a measure. I will explain that tothe 
Senator. The centrifugal sugar that is turned out by the Lou- 
isiana producer is a refined sugar, if you please to term it such, 
which the planter is permitted to make under the operations of 
the McKinley law. Buta clause in that act virtually prohibits 
the planter from refining other sugar than hisown. The cen- 
trifugal process is permitted on the premises; and the planter 
> allowed under the law to produce sugar according to the 
icense. 

Mr. GRAY. So that, if I may be permitted, the McKinley 
law gave to the sugar refiner and to the sugar trust the benefit 
of a protection of one-half a cent a pound on refined sugar and 
prevented any competition with the business of refining on the 
part of the sugar-producer. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It did, in this way—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope—— 

Mr. CAFFERY. If the Senator from Rhode Island will ex- 
cuse me I will yield ina moment. The only way that you can 
successfully refine cane sugar is by the bone-black process. 
When you turn out from your centrifugals either yellow, clari- 
fied, or off-white sugar, there isalarge residuum which the plant- 
ers call second sugar, and the more they water, or the more 
they use hot steam to discolor the sugar in centrifugals and 
make a first-class article, the more they have of this second-class 
article, an inferior article called seconds. So, under the oper- 
ations of the McKinley act the planters found it more profitable 
not even to make the first-class sugars under their centrifugal 
process, but simply to make the dark sugar with a high polari- 
scope test, or a sufficient polariscope test coming up to 80 and 
90 respectively. in order to get the Sountey provided in the act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me just a moment? 

Mr. GRAY. One moment, if the Senator from Rhode Island 
will allow me. Then the practical effect is that the conditions 
produced by the McKinley law prevented the sugar planter from 
refining in competition with the American Sugar Refining Com- 

any? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Toa great extent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I can not allow a statement which is so far 
from the truth as that made by the Senator from Delaware to 
go unanswered. 

Mr. GRAY. Itis the statement of the Senator from Louis- 
iana. I asked him the question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I refer to both statements. 

Mr. GRAY. I asked the question for information. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The act of 1890 allows a planter to refine his 
own sugars to any extent he pleases, and by any method he 
chooses; but in order to protect the revenue (as the Senator 
from Delaware must see ff he stops to consider a moment) it 
prevented a sugar planter or producer from refining foreign 
sugars in the place where he was producing sugars upon which 
a bounty was to be paid, because if foreign sugars were taken 
into this place and mixed indiscriminately with the domestic 
product there would be no method of ascertaining the portion 
of domestic sugars upon which the bounty should be paid. The 
provision was inserted in the bill to prevent fraud. There is 
nothing in any sentence of the act which prevents a planter 
from refining his own sugars. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I have read that clause of the act only once. 
The Senator from Rhode Island may possibly be correct. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am absolutely correct, because it was a 
matter, as the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will remember, 
of long discussion in committee, and of consultation with the 
Internal Revenue Bureau, as to what provisions should be 
adopted for the purpose of preventing fraud. 
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Mr. CAFFERY. Does the Senator mean by ‘“‘all foreign 
sugars” any sugar the planter would buy from the neighbor- 
? 


hood 

Mr. ALDRICH. Cane can be brought to central factories, 
and the entire product refined, but the producer can not bring 
sugars from Cuba or anywhere else and take them intohis sugar 
house and mix them indiscriminately with his own, because on 
his product a bounty of 2 cents a pound was to be paid, and there 
would be no possible way by which enormous frauds could be de- 
tected. 

Mr. CAFFERY. My recollection of the act is that there is a 
prohibition in it against the planter refining upon the same 
premises. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not his own sugar. 

Mr. CAFFERY. He can not refine anybody’s sugar but his 
own. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly not. 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is precisely what I asserted; and for 
this reason——- 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the cane can be brought, as is custom- 
ary in Louisiana, to a central factory. There is no provision 
against that. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The factories that buy cane have as much 
as they can do to refine that sugar. Inorder to putuparefinery 
it is necessary to have a large building and to incur very heavy 
expenses, as the Senator from Rhode Island knows. A bone- 
black establishment of sufficient capacity to pay must be alarge 
one. Youcan not run a small one with profit. .An ordinary 

lanter, therefore, would have to get his sugar in the neighbor- 
ood to refine, or the growers would have to send it there, and 
the act prohibits it. [t is a practical prohibition. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. eT: 

Mr. ALLISON. The McKinley law, so called, has been in op- 
eration in Louisiana for three years. What proportion of the 
preduct of sugar in Louisiana is sent to central refineries to be 
refined under the bone-black process? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Does the Senator ask what proportion of 
product of the sugar houses of Louisiana is sent to bone-black 
establishments to be refined? 

Mr. ALLISON. I mean to the regular refineries such as the 
Senator from Delaware is trying to show were not to be accessi- 
ble to the Louisiana planters. 

Mr. CAFFERY. ‘There is none sent to the refineries for the 
simple reason that there are no refineries there to send the 
product to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then that sugar is not refined, but sold in 
the form in which it is manufactured at or near the place of pro- 
duction? Is not that true? 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is true generally. 

Mr. ALLISON. I remembervery well that the Senator’s col- 
league stated on this floor within a brief space that 86 per cent 
of the sugar produced in Louisiana was above 16 Dutch standard 
and would receive the benefit of the one-eighth which is pro- 
vided for in this bill. 

Mr. CAFFERY. If the Senator will pardon me, I think I 
have made it clear that what we call centrifugal or off-white 
sugars do not come under the technical name of refined sugars. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not criticising—— 

Mr, CAFFERY. When you say that it was asserted upon this 
floor by me or by my colleague—I do not remember—that about 
6 per cent—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Eighty-five or 86 per cent; Ido not remember 
the exact figure. 

Mr. CAFFERY. However, thatis not correct. It is about 
74 por cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. CAFFERY. All these mone went into consumption di- 
rectly and were not raw sugars, but centrifugally refined. The 
Senator is entirely correct. 

Mr. ALLISON, Undoubtedly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. But those sugars are not equal to the sugars 
run through a first class bone-black establishment. 

Mr. SON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is the case. 

Mr. ALLISON. But what I desire to have made clear to the 
Senator from Louisiana is that this provision in the McKinley 
law was not inserted there for any purpose looking to the bene- 
fit of the refining of sugar to the detriment of the producers of 
sugar in Louisiana. 

r. GRAY. I did not make any assertion about the purpose 





for which the provision was in the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Or the effect of it. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not know the purpose or the effect of it. I 
sked for information from the Senator from Louisiana, who 
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knows a great deal more about those things than I do, as (do.. 


the Senator from Iowa, whether the condition was not such 
have described. 
Mr. ALDRICH. If theSenator from Delaware will allow mo 


I will read the provision of the law, which is perfectly plain an, 
explicit upon that subject. 

Mr.GRAY. What section? 

: Mr.ALDRICH. Paragraph 236 of the act of 1890 reads as fo 
ows: 
That any person who shall knowingly refine or aid in the refinin 
gar imported into the United States-—. 

Mr.GRAY. ‘Or.” 

Mr. ALDRICH— 
or upon which the bounty herein provided for has already been paid 
applied for—— 

Mr. GRAY. ‘Or applied for.” 

Mr. ALDRICH— 
at the place described in the license. 

In other words, it was intended to prevent frauds on the rey. 
enue, and the provision on its face shows that fact. 

Mr. GRAY. Read section 234, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will do so whenI have an opportunity. 
paragraph 234 the same language is used. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, it is manifest that the Mo. 
Kinley act was framed with an ingenuity of an exquisite char- 
acter, especially so far as the sugar trust is concerned. What | 
have stated in regard to the practical prohibition contained in 
the act against a planter refining is true. In order to refine 
sugar you have to put upa large establishment; you have to in- 
port sugar to keep your works going; and the act practically pre. 
vents anybody in that part of the country from refining suga: 
according to the best processes unless he shall erect anew buili- 
ing. A sugar a with his building already completed sutii- 
ciently to put in a bone-black apparatus under that act can no! 
in order to supplement hisown crop import sugar enough to con. 
tinue operations during the year so as to make it pay. 

Mr. RICH. The Senator certainly would not make that 
statement if he were aware of the facts. The prohibition ap- 
plies only to the refining of foreign or bounty-paid sugar at tl 
** place” where the sugar is produced for the purposeof securing: 
bounty. The prohibition only applies to these sugars when 
brought to that ‘‘ place” and mingled with sugars upon which: 
bounty is to be paid. There is no way in which the revenue cau 
be collected and the laws of the United States enforced unle.s 
this prohibition is imposed. A refinery can be erected across 
the street from the planter’s sugar house, and he can refine su- 
gars brought from all over the world. The same principle ap- 
plies to this as to distilleries. Does the Senator from Louisiana 
suppose that it would be possible for the United States to allowa 
distiller who is required to pay a tax on his product to take his 
distilled spirits from the distillery to a rectifying establishment 
and mingle them with other spirits, foreign or domestic, withou' 
the payment of the tax? The planters of Louisiana can ro! 
their own sugar, and are doing it every day of the year, as th 
Senator from Louisiana ought to know much better than I «0 

Mr. CAFFERY. [read this clause in the McKinley act: 

That person who shall knowingly refine or aid in the refining of suga: 
imported into the United States, or upon which the bounty herein provided 


for has already been paid or applied for at the place described in the |! 
cense—— 


Mr. ALDRICH. That place is the place where the sugar is 
produced. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Exactly; I understand it. 

= ALDRICH. And it applies only to that place, and no 
other. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Exactly; and that is the only place it can 
apply to in order to prevent the Louisiana sugar planter from 
refin 


Mr, SLDRICH. Ishould like to have the Senator from Louis: 
ana explain to me what is toprevent the Louisianasugar planter 
from building a refinery across the street or in any other part 
of his plantation for refining the sugar. The act merely pro 
vides that he shall not do it at the place where the sugar is pro- 
duced for the purpose of paying the bounty, and the inhibition 
a ay to no other place. 

. CAFFERY. war | because when the Louisianu sugar 
planter has already a building suited for the purpose, whic! 
costs a great deal of money, he is not able to build another build: 
ing twenty-five or thirty feet from it in order to be a refiner. 
and when you exact that of him you practically destroy h's 
ability and capacity to refine. 

oe ALDRICH. Will the gentleman allow me a little fur 
ther? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Louisiana must know 
I take it that he is familiar with this subject—that sugar pro 
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now produced by a continuous process without the use of bone- 
black at all. Tho Senator is also aware that a considerable por- 
tion of the sugars produced in the world go into consumption 


duced in Germany and usually called the German granulated is | 


without going through the bone black. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator from Rhode Island is an ex- 

rt on sugar, and 1am not. The Senator from Rhode Island 

nows just as well as I do that all thesugars made by the Louis- 
iana sugar planter are centrifugal that go into consumption, 
and there is a much larger proportion of sugar made in Louisi- 
ana that does not go into consumption, which is in the form of 
seconds sugars, and which the planter has to sell to the refiners. 
Now, this provision of the McKinley law practically prohibits 
the refining of sugar in his own sugar house by the bone-black 

rocess, because he can not afford to put upa bone-black process 
or hisowncrop. The Senator from Rhode Island knows that | 
if he puts up a bone-black process he has tokeepthatapparatus | 
running during the year, and in order todo that he will have to 
import sugar, and he can not do it under the McKinley act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, if the Senator will permit me right | 
there, let me ask what is the character of this prohibition? It 
only applies, as I have already twice stated, to the place where | 
the sugar is originally produced, and if the planter has the ma- | 
chinery or can obtain the machinery for refining there is noth- | 
ing in the law to prevent his doing it. No Senator will under- 
take to say that there is any practical = against the 
refining of sugars in Louisiana or elsewhere. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Can he do that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly he can. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Under the act? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly he can. He can refine it at any 
_— in the country except the place where the sugar is pro- 

uced for a bounty. There is nothing in the act or any other 
act which prohibits it. 

Mr. GRAY. What is the object? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The object is very plain. The object is to 
prevent the importation of sugar and ing it into an estab- | 
lishment where sugar is produced for the payment of the bounty, 
and mingling it with sugar upon which a bounty is to be paid, | 
when it isperfectly clear that there can be no way of distinguish- | 
ing between the two. 

The provision was inserted to prevent the payment of 2 cents | 
a pound bounty upon imported sugar or upon sugar upon which 
a bounty had already been paid; and I know of no other way by 
which frauds of this nature can be prevented. This action was 
taken after consultation with the officers of the Internal Rev- 
enue Bureau, who have had great experience with matters of 
this kind. 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is practically an admission that the 





bill isa prohibition. First, if they have not got a house that 
is suitable for refining, the Senator from Rhode Island says they | 
ean go across the street and build another house, It is very | 
easy to say that to the Louisiana sugar planter, but how can he | 
do it when it would compel him to expend three or four hun- | 
dred thousand dollars? He can not do it, and he is not going | 
to do it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What could the sugar planter of Louisiana 
do if this prohibition did not exist, that he can not do now? 

Mr. CAFFERY. He could put up a bone-black establish- | 
ment inside of his present sugar house and refine sugar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He could not,if he did not have the money. | 
The Senator from Louisiana says it requires an enormous ex- | 
penditure and very expensive machinery. The enactment of 
this bill, or the want of this bill, would not give him the money 
to build a bone-black establishment, or to increase the size of 
his building. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not intend to go into this discussion 
further than to say that it is absolutely absurd for the Senator 
from Rhode Island to say that because the Louisiana sugar 
acres would have to buy the apparatus he necessarily would 

ave to build a new houses, if he has got one already in which to 
put the apparatus. 

This bill prohibits him from doing that. He would have to go 
off the premises somewhere, to build a new house, which Col. 
Cunningham was com todo. He was told by the Treasury 
officials that he could not refine sugar in his sugar house. He 
got a bone-black establishment. He had to put up a new house 
at an enormous expense, when his old structure would have an- 
swered the purpose. You impose upon the sugar planter the 
double expense of building a new house for which he has no use 
and purchasing machinery which he must have in order to go 
into his own house. He might be able to purchase the machin- 
ery and not put up the house. If you entail the two e 3 
upon him, it is manifest that he can not refine sugar. BS the 
statement made by the Senator from Delaware to me is substan- 
tially correct. 


Mr. COCKRELL. 
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me to make a motion? 


Mr.CAFFERY. 
Mr. COCKRELL. 


Certainly. 
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Will the Senator from Louisiana yield to 


I move that the Senate adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o'clock and 7 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, July 25, 
1894, at 12 o'clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, July 24, 1894, 


The House metat 12 o'clock m. 
E. B. BAGBY. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Re 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


proved. 


REINSTATEMENT OF CERTAIN 
Mr. BYNUM. 
The SPEAKER. 


the title of which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4017) for the reinstatement of clerks dismissed from 
way Mall Service between the 15th of March and the Ist of May, 188 


The SPEAKER. 


RAILWAY MAIL CLERKS. 
I call for the regular order. 
The regular order is the vote on the bill 


The yeas and nays are ordered, and the 


gentleman from Indiana, Mr. ByNuM, and the gentleman from 
Montana, Mr. HARTMAN, will please act as tellers. 
The question was taken; and there were-—yeas 139, nays 52, an- 


swered ‘‘ present” 2, not voting 158; as follows: 


Abbott, 
Aiderson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 


Baker. Kans. 


Baldwin, 
Barnes, 
Bartlett, 
Bell, Tex. 
Beltzhoover, 
Black, Ga. 
Black, Ill. 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Bunn, 
Bynum, 
Cadmus, 
Caminettt, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 


Clancy. 


Clark, Mo. 


Cobb, Mo. 


Cockrell, 


| Coffeen, 


Cooper, F'la. 


Adams, Pa. 
Apsley, 
Avery, 
Baker, N. H. 
Bingham, 
Boen, 
Broderick, 
Brostus. 
Bundy, 
Burrows, 


’ 


Cooper, 
Cousins, 


Adams, Ky. 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, 
Babcock, 
Bankhead, 
Bartholdt, 


Barwig, 
Belden, 
— Colo. 
ITy, 
Blair, 
Bouteile. 
Bower, N. C. 
Bowers, Cal. 
Branch, 


YEAS—139. 
Cooper, Ind. Holman. 
Cooper, Tex. Hudson, 
Cornish, Hunter, 
Covert, Hutcheson, 
Cox, Izlavr, 
Crawford, Jones 
Culberson. Kem, 
Cummings, Kribbs, 
Davis, Kyle, 
De Armond, Lane, 
Dinsmore, Lapham, 
Dockery, Latimer, 
Donovan, Layton, 
Dunn, Lester, 
Dunphy, Livingston, 
Bilis, Ky. Lynch, 
English, N. J. Maddox, 
Epes, Mailory, 
Erdman, Marshall, 
Forman, Martin, Ind. 
Geissenhainer. McCreary, Ky. 


Goldzier, 


McDannold, 
Gorman, 


McDearmon, 


Graham, McEttrick, 
Gresham, McGann, 
Griffin, MeK aig, 
Haines. MecNagny, 
Hal!, Minn. McRae, 
Ha fo. Meredith, 
Hammond, Meyer, 
Hare, Money, 
Harris, Ogden. 
Hatch, Outhwaite, 
Heard, Page, 
Henderson, N.C. Paschal, 
NAYS—8. 
Curtis, N. Y. Lacey. 
Daniels, Lefever 
Draper, Linton 
Ellis, Oregon Loudenslager, 
Funk, Lucas, 
Grout, Marvin, N. Y. 
Hainer, McCall, 
Hartman, MeCleary, Minn. 
Hulieck, Meiklejohn, 
Hull, Northway, 


Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson. N. Dak. 
Kiefer, 


Perkins, 
Pickler, 
Powers, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ”"—2. 


Fletcher. 


NOT VOTING—158. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Curtis, Kans. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dalzell, 


Everett, 


Bryan, Davey, 
Burnes, De Forest, 
Cabaniss, Denson, 
Campbell, Dingley, 
Cannon, [il. Dolliver, 
Chickering, Doolittle, 


Durborow, 
Edmunds, 


Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Coc 


krau, English, Cal. 
Cogswell. Enloe, 
Conn, Fielder, 
Coom bs. Fithian, 
Crain, Funston, 


Patterson, 
Pearson, 
Pendleton, Tex 
Pendicton,W. Va 
Pigott, 

Richards, Ohio 
Richardson. Mich 
Richardson, Tenn 
Ritchie, 


Robbins, 
Robertson, La 
Ryan 

Sayers 
Schermerhorn, 
Shell, 
Snodgrass, 
Somers, 
Springer. 
Strait, 
Swanson, * 


Talbert, 5S. C 
Talbott, Md. 
Tarsney, 
Tate, 


Terry, 


Turner, Ga 
Tyler, 

Warner 

Wels, 
Wheeler, Ala 
Williams, ILL 
Williams, Miss. 
Wolverton, 
Woodard 


Quigg, 

Reed, 

Russell, Conn 
Stone, C. W 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Taylor, Tenn 
Thomas, 

Van Voorhis, Ohie 
W anger, 
Waugh, 
Willson, Ohio 
Wright, Mass 


Fyan, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 
Geary, 


“Gillet. N. Y¥. 


Gillett, Masa 
Goodnight, 
Grady, 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hager, 
Harmer, 
Harter, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
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Heiner, McCulloch, Randall, Straus, 
Henderson, Ill. McDowell, Ray, Sweet, 
Henderson, lowa McKeighan, Rayner, Tawney 
Hendrix, McLaurin, Reilly, Taylor, ind. 
Hepburn, MeMillin, par arm Tracey, 
Hermann, Mercer, Robinson, Pa. Tucker, 
Hicks, Milliken, Rusk, Turner, Va. 
Hines, Montgomery, Russell, Ga. Turpin, 
Hitt, Moon, Scranton, Upde ff, 
Rooker, Miss. Morgan, Settle, Van Voorhis, N. Y 
Hooker, N. Y. Morse, Shaw, Wadsworth, 
Hopkins, Ii. Moses, Sherman, Walker, 
Hopkins, Pa. rer: Sibley, Washington, 
Houk, Mutchier, Sickles, Weadoc 
Ikirt, Neill, Simpson, Wever, 
Johnson, Ohio Newlands, Sipe, Wheeler, DL 
Kilgore, Oates, Smith, White, 
Lawson, O'Neil, Mass. Sorg, Whiting, 
Lockwood, ONeill, Mo. Sperry, Wilson, Wash. 
Loud, Payne, Stallings, Wilson, W. Va. 
Magner, Paynter, Stephenson, Wise. 

Pence, Stevens, Woomer, 
Mahon, Phillips, Stockdale, Wright, Pa. 
Marsb, Post, Stone, W. A. 
McAleer, Price, Stone, Ky. 





So the bill was passed. 

The following pairs were announced: 

For this day: 

Mr. OATES with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. WEADOCK with Mr. ADAMs of Kentucky. 

Mr. TURNER of Virginia with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. BRODERICK. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. Moses with Mr. VAN VoorRHis of New York. 

Mr. STALLINGS with Mr, SCRANTON. 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. Houk. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. DENSON with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. LAWSON with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. Coss of Alabama with Mr. BABCOCK. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. FLETCHER. 

Mr. EpMUNDS with Mr. WEAVER. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. SETTLE. 

Mr. ROBBINS with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. STEVENS with Mr. DRAPER, 

Mr. STRAUS with Mr, GILLET of New York. 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. MORGAN with Mr. Smiru of Illinois. 

For this day: 

Mr. LockWoop with Mr. WHEELER of Illinois. 

Mr. DURBOROW with Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. STEPHENSON. 

Mr. MCALEER with Mr. UPDEGRAFF. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. BERRY with Mr. Hicks. 

Mr. CABANISS with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. FITHIAN with Mr. GARDNER. 

Mr. TAYLor of Indiana with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. Conn with Mr. MAHON. 

On this vote: 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. O’NEtL of Massachusetts with Mr. MERCER. 

Mr. FORMAN. [ask that ae colleague, Mr. FITHIAN, be ex- 
cused, on account of sickness. If present he would vote ‘‘ aye.” 

There was no objection. 

Mr.McNAGNY. Iask that Mr. Conn be excused indefinitely, 
on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman 
already has leave of absence. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I am paired with the gentle- 
— from Alabama, Mr. CLARKE. If he were present I would 
vote ‘no. 

Mr. LYNCH. I would like to have my colleague, Mr. BAR- 
WIG, excused, on account of sickness, for this day. 

There was no objection. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. BYNUM, amotion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS FOR THE WEEK. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I submit the following privileged reso- 
lution, Mr. Speaker, from the Committee on Rules. 





JULY 24, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That this day, after the second morning hour, be assigned to the 
serares of business reported from the Committee on the Public 

nds. 

That Wednesday, the 25th instant, after the second morning hour, be as 
aligned to the consideration of business reported from the Committee on In 
valid Pensions. 

That Thursday, the 26th instant, after the second morning hour, be as 
signed to the consideration of business reported from the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

That Saturday, the 28th instant, after the second morning hour, be as- 
ence to the consideration of business reported from the Committee on 

atents. 

This order not to interfere with revenue or appropriation bills or confer 
ence reports. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I demand the previous question on the 
adoption of the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the resolution was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted for ten 
— to Mr. PENCE, on account of sickness in his family. 

o Mr. BELL of Colorado, for ten days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. BARWIG, for this day, on account of sickness. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, leave to withdraw papers from the files 
of the House was granted to Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, without 
leaving copies, in the case of Guy W. Gibson, Fifty-third Con- 
gress, there being no adverse report. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate bill No. 901, for the relief of 
the owners of the schooner Henry R. Tilton, was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs and reported back to the House 
by that committee. The point of order being made against it, 
the Chair held that the committee had no jurisdiction of the 
matter, it being aclaim. The Chair now directs the reference 
of this bill to the Committee on Claims. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 


rts. 

-. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask to present aresolu- 
tion from the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. Is it privileged? The regular order has 
been demanded. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is not privileged, but! 
would like unanimous consent to present it, as it provides for 

on the papers connected with the arbitration between 

reat Britain and the United States with reference to the fur 
seals. It isa very important matter, and as we have reached a 
late stage of the session, itought to be attended to. I ask unan- 
imous consent for the consideration of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded, and 
unless the demand be withdrawn. the Chair can not entertain 
the gentleman’s request. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. BARTLETT, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
ee Commerce, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 
7572) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Mis- 
souri River at De Witt, Carroll County, Mo., and to establish 
it as a post-road; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAMER OCEANO. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida, from the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 
7504) to provide an American register for the steamer Oceano, 
of New York, N. Y.; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ENTRY OF LAND FOR RESERVOIR PURPOSES. 


Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 


ported back with amendment the bill (S. 2129) to authorize tha 
entry of land for reservoir pu 8; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the Committee on the Public Lands. revorte: 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 7451) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘“‘An act granting to railroads the right of way through 
the public landsof the United States,” approved March 3, 1875: 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of a _— and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I should be glad now to 
have unanimous consent for the consideration of the resolution 
I have already indicated. 


ore aa a a a 
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Mr. CULBERSON. I rise to a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBER- 
SON] rises, as the Chair understands, to present a report from 
a conference committee, 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will yield to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, that he may submit his request. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask if there be any objec- 
tion—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I hopethere will benone. 

Mr. BURROWS. I suppose there is no objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Tennessee; but to call the regular 
order and then waive the call for a particular member is hardly 
reguiee. ‘ 

he SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. BURROWS. I have no objection at all to the gentleman's 
request. 

he SPEAKER. The Chairdoes not like to submit a request 
for unanimous consent after the regular order has been de- 
manded. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Very well; I will not press 
my request. 

COURT OF APPEALS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I submit the conference 
report which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBER- 
SON] submits a conference report, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5860) to amend sections 4, 
6, and 10 of the actof February 9, 1893, entitled “An actto establish a court 
of appeals for the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,"’ having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House of Representatives recede from its disagreement to each 
and all of the Senate amendments and agree to the same. 

D. B. CULBERSON, 
G. W. RAY , 
Managers on the part of the House of Representatives. 


JOHN H. MITCHELL, 
WM. F. VILAS, 
RICHARD COKE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The Senate amendments from which the conference committee recom- 
mends the House to recede simply make the salaries of the clerk and his 
deputy payable monthly instead of quarterly, and the other amendment 
limits the special expenditures of the clerk's office to #500 in lieu of #,000 
provided in the original bill. 


The conference report was agreed to. 
MORNING HOUR. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at twenty-two 
minutes before 1 o'clock. The Clerk will report the joint reso- 
lution which was called up by the Committee on the Judiciary 
and pending at the conclusion of the last morning hour. 


DIRECT TAX, WEST VIRGINIA. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 119) to direct the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to the governor of the State of West Virginia the sum appropria by 
the act of Songress entitled, ‘‘An act to credit and pay to the several States 
and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the 
direct tax levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861.” 

The SPEAKER. This resolution is in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. TERRY. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of this resolution in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY] 
asks unanimous consent for the consideration of this resolution 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. BURROWS. I object. 

Mr. TERRY. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BURROWS. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 62, noes 3. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, there is no quorum, and yet 
I have no desire to delay the matter at all. Itis a matter of 
such mupor tance that [ want to get a quorum here. 

Mr. TERRY. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The zoe and nays were ordered. 
cal PEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. TERRY and Mr. Bur- 

Ss. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the Speaker kindly appoint the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] in my place. 

The SPEAKER. Very well; the gentlemanfrom Kansas [Mr. 
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BRODERICK] will act as one of the tellers instead of the gentle- 
man from Michigan. 


The question was taken: and there were 


swered ‘‘ presen 


Abbott, 
Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Allen. 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Baldwin, 
Barnes, 
Bartlett, 
Bell, Tex. 
Biack, Ga. 
Boatner, 
Branch, 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Bryan, 
Bunn, 
Bynum, 
Cadmus, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Mo, 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Covert, 
Cox, 
Crawford, 


Adams, Pa. 
Aldrich, 
Apsley, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Boen, 
Bundy, 
Burrows, 


Adams, Ky. 
Aitken, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. H. 
Bankhead, 
Bartholdt, 
Barwig, 
Belden, 
Bell, Colo. 
een 
Black, U1. 
Blair, 
Bland, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N. C. 
Bowers, Cal. 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Burnes, 
Cabaniss, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, IIL 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Conn, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 
Crain, 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell, 
Davey, 
Denson, 
Dingiey, 
Dolliver, 


t” 2, not voting 181: as follows: 
YEAS—138 
Culberson, Hutcheson 
Cummings, Ikirt, 
Davis, lzlar, 
De Armond, Jones, 
De borest, Kilgore, 
Dinsmore, Kribds, 
Dockery, Kyle, 
Donovan, Lacey, 
Ellis, Ky. Lane, 


Unglish, Cal. 
Enzlish, N. J. 
Epes, 
Erdman, 
Everett, 
Forman, 
Fyan 
Geissenhainer, 
Goldzier. 
Gorman, 
Grady, 


Latimer, 
Lester, 
Livingston, 
Lynch, 
Maddox, 
Maguire, 
Mallory, 
Marshall, 
Martin, Ind. 
McCreary, Ky 
MeCulloch, 


Graham, McDannold, 
Gresham, Mec Dearmon, 
Griffin, McEttrick, 
Grout, McGann, 
Haines, McKaig, 
Hall, Mo. McLaurin, 
Hare, McNagny, 
Harris, McRae, 
Hatch, Meredith, 
Hayes, Meyer, 
Heard, Money, 
Henderson,N.C. Neill, 
Holman, Ogden, 
Hudson, Page, 
Hunter, Paschal, 
NAYS—30. 
Curtis, Kans. Linton, 
Daniels, Loud, 
Hainer, Loudenslager, 
Harmer, Lucas, 
Hartman, Marsh, 


Henderson, Iowa 
Kem, 
Lefever, 


ANSWERED * 
Baker, Kans. 


NOT VOTING 


Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Enloe, 
Fielder, 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Funk, 
Funston, 
Gardner, 
a= 

ea ’ 
Gilley, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goodnight, 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hager, 
Hall, Minn. 
Hammond, 
Harter, 
Haugen, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Ill. 
Hendrix, 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 
Hines, 
Hitt, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Ill. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 
Hutick, 
Hull, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Kiefer, 
Lapham, 
Lawson, 


No quorum voting. 
The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. SICKLES with Mr. DINGLEY, for the rest of the day. 


The SPEAKER. 
30, present 2, and not voting 182. 


Marvin, N. Y. 
McKeighan, 
Meiklejohn, 


PRESENT ”’’—2. 
Ellis, Oregon 
—181. 
Layton, 
Lockwood, 
Magner, 
Mahon, 


McAleer, 
McCall, 


McCleary, Minn. 


McDowell, 
MeMillin, 
Milliken, 
Montgomery, 
Moon, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Oates, 
O’ Neil, Mass. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 
Patterson, 
Payne, 
Paynter, 
Pence, 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 
Pigott, 
Post, 

uigg, 
Randall, 
Ray, 
oe gl 
Reilly, 
Robbins, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 
Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 
Scranton, 
Settle, 
Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 


No quorum. 


yeas 133, nays 30, an- 


Pearson, 
Pendleton, Tex 
Pendleton, W.V¢@ 
Powers, 
Price 
Richards, O} 
Richardson 
Richardson 
Ritchie, 
Robertson, La. 
Ryan, 

Sayers, 
Schermerhorn, 
Shell, 

Somers, 
Sperry, 
Springer, 
Strait 

Talbert, 5.C 
Talbott, Md 
Tate, 

Terry, 

Tracey, 
Turner, Ga. 
Tyler, 

Warner, 
Washin gton, 
Wheeler, Ala 
Williams, Li! 
Williams, Miss 
Wilson, W. Va 
Wolverton, 
Woodard, 


io 
Mich 
Tenn 


Mercer, 
Perkins, 
Reed, 
Reyburn, 
Stone, C 
Sweet. 


W. 


Sickles 
Simpson, 
Sipe 

Smith, 
Snodgrass. 
Sorg. 
Stallings, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, W. A. 
Stone, Ky 
Storer 
Straus 
Strong, 
Swanson, 
Tarsney, 
Tawney. 
Taylor, Ind. 
Taylor, Tenn 
Thomas, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Va 
Turpin, 

U pdegraff, 
Van Voorhis, N. Y 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Lil 
White, 
Whiting, 
Wlison, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wise, 
Woomer 
Wright, Mass 
Wright, Pa 


On this question the yeas are 137, the nays 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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Tho roll was called; when the following-named members failed 


to respond: 


Adams, Ky. Dalzell, Loud, Settle, 
Aitken, Denson, M er. Shaw, 
Babcock, Dingley, Mahon, Sibley, 
Baldwin, Doliiver, McAleer, Sickles, 
Bankhead, Durburow, McDowell, Simpson, 
Barwig, Edmunds, Meiklejohn, Sipe, 

Beiden, English, N. J. Meyer, Smith, 

Bell, Colo. Enloe, Milliken, Snodgrass, 
perry, Fielder, Montgomery, Sore. 

Black, Ill. Fithian, Moon, Stallings, 
Bontelle, Fletcher, Morgan, Stephenson, 
Bower, N. C. Funston, Morse, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gardner, Moses, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, Gillet. N. Y. Murray, Storer, 
Brostus, Gillett, Mass. Mutehiler, Straus, 
Brown, Goodnight, Northway, Sweet, 
Burnes, Grosvenor, Oates, Tarsney, 
Cabaniss, Grow, Ogden, Tawney, 
Campbell, Hager, O'Neil, Mass. Taylor, Ind. 
Cannon, Ill. Hainer. O'Neill, Mo. Taylor, Tenn. 
Causey, Hall, Minn Outhwaite, Tucker, 
Chickering, Haugen, Patterson, Turner, Va. 
Childs, Henderson, Il. Payne, Turpin, 
Clancy, Hendrix, Paynter, Updegraft, 
Clarke, Ala. Hicks, Pence, Van Voorhis, N. ¥. 
Cobb, Ala. Hines, Phillips, Wadsworth, 
Cockran, Hooker, Miss. Randall, Walker, 
Cogswell, Hooker, N. Y. Ray, Weadock, 
Conn, Hopkins, Tl. Rayner, Wever, 
Coombs, Hopkins, Pa. Reilly, Wheeler, Ill. 
Cooper, Ind. Houk, Reyburn, White, 
Cooper, Texas Hull, Robbins, Whiting, 
Crain, Johnson, Ohio Rusk, Wilson, Wash. 
Crawtord, Lawson, Russell, Ga. Woomer, 
Curtis, N.Y. Lockwood, Scranton, Wright, Mass. 


The SPEAKER. 


eall, 
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The call of the roll was coneluded. 


The doors will now be closed, and the Clerk 
will call the names of those who failed to respond on the first 





The SPEAKER. Two bundred and eleven gentlemen have 
answered to their names. 

Mr. TERRY. I move to dispense with all further proceed- 
ings under the call. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TERRY. Iask umanimous consent that the second morn- 
ing hour may be considered as having expired. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the special order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That this day, after the Second morning hour, be oomgned to the consider- 
ation of business reported from the Committee on Public Lands. 


ANDREW GRAY. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 4806) for 
the relief of Andrew Gray. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas the commission duly inted under the act of Congress ap- 
proved October 1, 1890, recomme: the reinstatement and approval for 
patents of the homestead entry of the southeast quarter of the northeast 
quarter, and the northeast quarter of the southeast quarter of section 22, 
and the southwest quarter of the northwest quarter,and the northwest 
quarter of the sonthwest quarter of section in township numbered 23 
north of numbered 12 west, of Mount Diablo meridian, in the State of 
California, made by Andrew Gray on October 9, 1872, upon which he has con- 
tinuously resided ever since, a has made tmprovements thereon worth 
more than 64,000; and 

Whereas said entry bp om ee canceled by the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office on September 14, 1880, for conflict with the boundaries 
of the Round Valiey Indian Reservation as defined by the act of Congress 
approved March 8, 1873, subsequent to said i and 

hereas said Indian reservation has been uced under said act of 1890, 
so that the tand covered by said entry is not withiu its limits; and 

Whereas the Secretary of the Interior declined to approve said recom- 
mendation on the ground that he had no authority to reinstate said entry, 
because the third section of said act of 1890 provided for the sale of said 
tract: Now, therefore ’ 

Be it enacted, etc., That the ae of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to cause entry to be reinstated and allow t 
entryman to make due proof of his compliance with the requirements of the 
homestead law, upon which patent may issue as in other cases. 


The bill was ordered es for a third reading; and 
being , it was ingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced thatthe Senate had passed, withoutamend ments, bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2637) for the relief of Eugene Wells, late captain 
— Infantry and second lieutenant First Artillery, United 
States : 

A bill (Ht R. 4322) granting the use of certain land to the town 
of Castine, Me., for a public park; and 

A bill (H. R. 2586) granting certain property to the city of 
Newport, Ky. 





JULY 24, 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


A message in writing from the President of the Unite, 
States was communicated to the House of Representatives }, 
Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced th, 
the President had approved and signed bills and joint resoly. 
tions of the following titles: 

On July 12, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 6500) to define and establish the units of 
trical measure; 

An act (H.R. 7293) regulating the procedure in criminal 
in the District of Columbia. 

On July 16, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 5601) to authorize the construction of a v 
and foot bridge across the South or Main Canadian Rive 
near the town of Noble, in Oklahoma Territory; 

An act (H. R. 6016) making appropriations for the service ; 
the Post-Oflice Department for the fiscal year ending June 
1893; 

An act (H. R. 1141) to remove the political disabilities . 
Charles Iverson Graves, of Rome, in the State of Georgia: 

An act (H. R. 352) to enable the people of Utah to form a co 
stitution and State government and to be admitted into 
Union on an equal footing with the original States. 

On July 18, 1894: 

An act (H.R.7505) authorizing the county of Coconino, 
ritory of Arizona, to issue bondsfor the construction of a cou: 
building at the county seat thereof: 

An act (H.R. 5482) making appropriations for the payment 0 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fic 
year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R.6558) to. amend section numbered 2324 0f the It 
vised Statutes of the United States, relating to mining clai 
and 

An act (a. R. 6447) to fix a ¢erm-of the Federal district «a 
circuit courts of the southern judicial district of Mississippi ty 
be held at Meridian, Miss., te include the counties named. 

On July 28, 1894: 

A bill (BH. R.61) tochange the boundaries of the judicial di 
tricts ofthe State of Florida; 

An act (H. R. 3135) granting to the University of Utah a sii 
off the public domain; A 

An act (H. R.4671) to remove the charge of desertion stan * 
ing against the name of Joseph G. Utter; 3 

An act (H. R.4734) to authorize the Secretary of State to a 2 
cept for the United States of America a painting by G. | 
Waits, Royal Academician, entitled ‘“‘ Love and Life;” 

An act (H. R. 5525) authorizing John E. Johnson and other 
cane medals of honor and diplomas from the Government : 

pain; 

An act (H. R. 6424) toauthorize Rear-Admiral John G. Wal 
and Surg. Gen. J. Rufus Tryon, of the United States Navy, : 
accept the decorations of the *‘ Busto del Libertador” of ¢! 
third class from the President of Venezuela; 

Anact(H. R. 7475) authorizing Commander C. H. Davis,Un 
States Navy, to accept a decoration from the King of Spain: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 126) anthorizing the President to 

t delegates to attend the meetings of the International (:c 
etic Association; 

An act (H. R. 7498) to authorize the construction of a bridze 
across the Mississippi River from a point within the limits 
the city of Dubuque, in the State of Iowa, known as Eagle Poin 
to the opposite bank of said-river in the county of Grant 1 
State of Wisconsin: 

An act (H.R. 2015) granting to the Columbia Irrigation Co 
pony aright of way through the Yakima Indian Reservation. i 


ashington. 
EPISCOPAL CHURCH AT ST, AUGUSTINE, FLA. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 1076) to 
lease a certain limitation existing in an act of Congress tou! 
ing the Episcopal Church at St. Augustine, Fla. 

‘bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas in the provisions of section 3 of the act of Congress en'i(! 
“An act to provide for the confirmation and settlement of private | 
claims in East Florida, and for other purposes,’ approved February &, 4. | 
1827, it was declared that the lands in St. Augustine, Fla., relinquished « 
contirmed to the in ated E Church of St. Augustine shou 
forever inure to the purposes for which they were confirmed, and should 10! 
be alienated without the consent of Congress; and 

Whereas the growth of the city of St. Augustine, and other physical :)! 
social condltions, have rendered the land so reling uished as aforesaid uns'!: 
able for the purposes of the church aforesaid: Therefore, 

Beit enacted, ctc., That the consent of Congress is hereby given (o ' 
said church at St. Augustine, and to the corporation of @ Protestan! 
Episcopal Church in the Diocese of Florida, and to all other officers an‘ 
authorities having charge over, or interest im, the said land, to sell : 
convey thesame tothe purchaser thereof free and discharged from the ©o! 
dition stated inthe provisions of the statute referred to in the preamble ©! 
thisact. And the proper authorities of the said The Protestant Episco)! 
Church in the Diocese of Florida may use the proceeds of said sale in pur 
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chasing another lot in the city of St. Augustine and erecting @ church edi- 
fice thereon for the use and benefit of the church organization te which the 
old moore Church lot was relinquished and confirmed by the act of 
Congress hereinbefore mentioned. 


The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was aeccord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


WHEELOCK SIMMONS AND WIFE. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. "i to author- 
ize a corrected patent to be issued for the donation land claim 
of Wheelock Simmons and wife. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas in the patent issued to Wheelock Simmons and Lucinda Sim- 
mons, his wife, dated April 20, 1866, for their donation land claim, in the 
county of Wash. m, in the State of Oregon, a mistake was made in the 
description of the lands intended to be coniirmed to them thereby, and the 
boundary lines thereof, as given in said patent;do not connect; and : 

Whereas it has been held by the Secretary of the Interior that such mis- 
take can not now be corrected without authority from Congress: Therefore 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to cause to be issued to said Wheelock Simmons 
and wife a corrected patent, to show upon its face that it is issued in lieu of 
the patent heretofore issued to them, for the lands described in a special 
plat of a survey of their donation land claim approved November 8, 1862, and 
certified by the surveyor-general of Oregon to the local land office August 8, 
1867, bed as follows, to wit: Beginning at a point 5.05 chains west and 
15.65 chains north from the northeast corner of section 1, township | south, 
range 3 west; thence west 40 chains; thence south 59°, west 24 chains; thence 
south 25°, west 20.13 chains; thence south 30°; 30’east 48.25 chains; thence 
east 26.15 chains; thence south 1.75 chains: thence east 58.85 chains; thence 
north 57.75 chains; thence west 39.93 chains; thence north 15.65 chains to the 
Place of beginning; to be divided between husband and wife, as in the origi- 
nal patent, and that said patent shall have the same force and effect as to 
the title of all purchasers and grantees of any portion of said land claim 
from said patentees, or either of them, as if the same had been executed and 
delivered at the date of the execution of said patent, dated April 20, 1866. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading: and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

n motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
PRESBYTERIAN BOARD OF HOME MISSIONS. 

Mr. MORAE. Me. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 5623) au- 
thorizing the issue of a patent to the Presbyterian Board of 
Home Missions for certain lands on the Omaha Indian Reserva- 
tion for school purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, ctc., That the President of the United States of America is 
hereby authorized and directed to issue to the Presbyterian Board of Home 
Missions a patent for the following-described land. to wit: The southwest 
quarter of northeast quarter and west half of southeast quarter and north- 
east quarter of southeast quarter of fractional section numbered 29, town- 
ship 25, range Seast of the sixth principal meridian, on the Omaha Indian 
Reservation, in Thurston County, Nebr., containing 160 acres, more or less. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, was laid on the table. 


COLD WATER RESERVOIRS AT HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 7488) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Interior to grant leases for sites 
on the Hot Springs Reservation, Arkansas, for cold water res- 
ervoirs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bett enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be; and he ts hereby, 
authorized to lease unto the Hot Springs Water Company, of Hot Springs, 
Ark., its successors and assigns, or to any other person or corporation au- 
thorized to supply the city of Hot Springs with cold water for drinking and 


domestic purposes, a site upon the West Mountain of the Hot Springs Res- 


ervation, to be selected by him, for the purpose of constructing and main- 
thereon a reservo 


taining for cold water and the pipes necessary to connect 
the same with the system of water supply of the city of Hot Springs, the 
term of stch lease to be not to exceed twenty years, and the consideration 
therefor an annual rental of $300, to be collected and accounted for as now 
kgs a Bg law in relation to the collection and accounting for of reve- 
bm = from leases of bath-house sites upon the Hot Springs Reser- 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. PIC . Mr. Speaker, I would be glad to hear the 
gentleman for a few words on this bill. I desire to revert toa 
matter that was before the House a few days ago on House bill 
2 a bill for the disposition of disconnected tracts of the pub- 
lic domain. In the debate upon that bill the chairman of the 
committee, the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE], made 
the declaration: 

Now, we have in the State of South Dakota, in the State of Washington. 
in the State of Montana, and allover the West isolated and disconnected 
tracts of lana, without the limitation of less than 160 acres We propose, 
which are'subject to sale at the minimwm rate of $1.25 an acre. 

I controverted the ~ tion of the chairman of the commit- 
tee that there were in the State of South Dakota that 
could be purchased at $1.25 an acre, and I have sinee taken the 
troukle to inquire inte the matter and I find the state of the 
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case to be about this: It is not as the gentleman stated in 
his broad declaration here. AsI said before, there is not an 
acre of land in South Dakota that any man can go to the Land 
Office and purchase, as a matter of course, at $1.25 an acre; 
but I find it has been the practice, under the statute, for the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office to make no general 


proclamation in regard to the sale of these lands. There is a 
possibility of securing land, as the gentleman from Arkansas 
asserted, butitisonly a possibility, and that do wpply to my 
State in general, in my epinion, and the Land Oltice seams not 
to have so construed it. In the language of th on that the 
gentleman from Arkansas has referred to in his report- 

It may be lawful for the Commissioner of the General Land Office to or 
der into the market after due notice, without the formality and expense o 


a proclamation of the President, all lands of the second class, though I 
tofore unproelaimed and unoffered, and such other isolated and disconnectes 
tracts or parcels of unoffered land which, in his judgment, it would be prope 
to expose forsale, in like manner, after public notice of at least thirty days 
Which shall be given by the land officers of tho district in which such land 
shall be situated, pursuant to the direction of the Commissioner. 

It will be seen that even in the States named by the gentleman 
from Arkansas, and in which he said that any citizen could go 
and buy these disconnected tracts at $1.25 an acre, there is only 
a possibility of obtaining such landsin that way. The petitioner, 
if he finds a disconnected tract, may petition the Commission 
of the General Land Office as to that single tract to have it of- 
fered; but there is no assurance that he will getthe land. Lun 
derstood the gentleman from Arkansas to assert there was; m) 
understanding of his statement was that any citizen could go to 
the Land Office and buy any of these disconnected tracts at $1.25 
an acre. 

Mr. MCRAE. I made no such statement as that. 
tleman so understood me, he misunderstood me. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, that was the whole subject of contre- 
versy between us. The gentleman said this: 

Now we have in the State of South Dakota, in the State of Washington, in 
the State of Montana, and all over the West, isolated tracts of land without 
the limitation of less than 160 acres we propese, Which are subject to sale a 
the minimum rate of $1.25 an acre. 

That proposition is the one which I denied and which I now 
deny. 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman must have understood that we 
were then trying to amend a law which provided for the public 
sale of isolated tracts of land. 1 had no thought of conveying 
the impression that anyone could go and buy such lands without 
advertisement, and in the debate distinctly stated that the act 
of March 2, 1889, prevented private sales. 

The very bill that we had before us provided for advertising. 
The object of the bill was to put the offered and the unoffered 
lands upon the same footing. I understood the gentleman | Mr. 
PICKLER] to say that that law did not apply to South Dakota, 
and that isolated tracts would not be sold there, and I said it did, 
and I think he will concede that upon that point he was in error 

Mr. PICKLER. I didnot assert thatit did notapply to South 
Dakota. 

Mr. MCRAE. Well, then, I misunderstood you, and if you 
did not there should be no question between us, and let us not 
take up the time of the House about a matter not under consid- 
eration and about which neither appear to have understood the 


If the gen 


other. I accept your statement as to what you intended. 

Mr. PICKLER. I was very positive as to what I said, as was 
the gentleman from Arkansas about what he said. I stated 
that lands could not be procured in South Dakota at $1.25 an 
acre, as the gentleman had said they could. At that time [ did 
not believe that the Land Office was applying the law at all to 
any portion of my State, but I find that in one of the old land 


districts, before the homestead law went into operation, th: 
were a few tracts of land disposed of in that way. The gent 
man from Arkansas, however, certainly did make his statement 
too broad when he said that a citizen could purchase these lands 
at $1.25 an acre. AsI have already stated, there is only a pos- 
sibility of some getting the lands at that price. 

The man petitions the commissioner, and the commissioner 
advertises, and the man who wants the land has no assurance 
that he will get it, for it is put up at public auction and is sold 
to the highest bidder. So, when the gentleman from Arkansas 
made the assertion I have quoted, [ denied that broad proposi- 
tion, and I was right. I say again there is not an acre of land 
in my State that can be procured, as a matter of course, at $1.25 
an acre. 

Mr. HERMANN. But in many of the States of the Union 
large bodies of land can be purchased at $1.25 an acre as the 
minimum price without regard to advertising. That conditior 
of things arose under the act of October 20, 1862, which per 
mitted the President of the United States to issue his proclame 
tion and offer those lands. 

Mr. PICKLER. But those were not the disconnected trac 
that we have been talking about. 
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Mr. HERMANN. That applied to disconnected tracts as well 
as to large bodies of land. ‘There was no distinction made be- 
tween disconnected tracts and large bodies. 

Mr. PICKLER. But those were offered lands. 

Mr. HERMANN. That is, they were unoffered lands pre- 
viously, but were made olfered lands by the proclamation. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is true; but I contend to-day that there 
are no offered ov unoffered lands left; that that distinction has 
ceased altogether. 

Mr. HERMANN. By special act of Congress. 

Mr.PICKLER. The reason for the law has ceased altogether. 
In earlier times, before the homestead act went into operation, 
the President of the United States by proclamation offered cer- 
tain lands for sale, and they were known as offered lands, while 
those that were not included in the proclamation were known as 
unoffered lands. Then the homestead law came into operation 
and those proclamations ceased, and the general law provided 
that all public lands should be disposed of under the homestead, 

re‘mption, and other land acts. 

Mr.H ERMANN. No;the gentleman is mistaken in that state- 
ment. The homestead law did not withdraw from market the 
lands offered by the President's proclamation; they were still 
offered lands. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the gentleman say it has been the pol- 
icy to oer lands for sale sincs the homestead law was enacted? 

r. HERMANN. Regardless of the policy, we have the law. 

Mr. PICKLER. The lands which were o‘fered were offered 
before the homestead law was enacted. I do not contend that 
any lands which were offered were ever withdrawn: I am not 
contending that the effect of the homestead law was to withdraw 
offered lands; but I say that when the homestead law came into 
operation the reason for keeping up this distinction as to offered 
and unoffered lands ceased; and there are now in my opinion no 
lands that can be classed as offered or unoffered lands. Hence 
I do not believe that these disconnected tracts can be sold in any 
of our States in the way referred to. 

= HERMANN. They can by being offered under proclama- 
tion, 

Mr. PICKLER. It can not be assumed that because the dis- 
cretion existed when the President was by proclamation offer- 
ing lands for sale therefore all lands never offered in that way 
and subject to the homestead law are unoffered lands. I do not 
believe they can be so construed. They are not in my State. 

I desired to say this much in vindication of the position which 
I took the other day, and which I think was absolutely correct. 

Mr. HERMANN. The proclamation never extended to the 
gentiemin's State, which was then ina Territorial condition. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Commissioner of the General Land Of- 
fice makes these sales regardless of the President's proclama- 
tion. Instead of a man being able to go and take one of these 
tracts, the fact is that in my State any man desiring such a 
tract must file a petition with the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office for the specific tract. ‘The Commissioner considers 
the application; he may conclude that the land can not be sold 
atall. If he concludes it ought to be sold, it is put up at public 
auction; and there is no assurance that the applicant can get 
the land at any moderate price. 

oe! question being taken on the passage of the bill, it was 

se 





On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


COMPROMISE AND SETTLEMENT WITH ARKANSAS. 


Mr. MCRAE. I call up the bill (H.R.4905) to authorize a 
compromise and settlement with the State of Arkansas. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of 
the Interior, or three poms they — my select or cause to be se- 
lected on behalf of the United Sta are hereby fully authorized and em- 
Re compromise, adjust, and finally settle wi 

tate of Arkansas, or with such person or 
the laws of that State to act in its behalf, u 
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rand not heretofore approved to the State; the 
money indemnity due the said State under the acts approved March 
March 3, 1857, and all other claims and demands of whatever kind 
i be tally Sopetied back o Congress, etving the ass shereot fo 
further action, said c compromise not to be Smectual and final until ap- 
by Congress. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was pissed was laid on the table. 
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ENTRY OF LAND FOR RESERVOIR PURPOSES. % 


Mr. MCRAE. [Icall up the bill (S. 2129) to authorize the entry 
of land for reservoir purposes, and [ yield to the gentleman from 
Towa {Mr. Lacey]. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Tnatany citizen of the United States, or any association 
of citizens of the United States, or any ditch or w.ter company, under rules 
and regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, shail have the 
right to purchase lands suitable for reservoir purposes, not to exceed one 
quarter section of unoccupied public lands not reserved for public use at 
such price as the Secretary of tae Interlor shall prescribe, not less than #2 
per acre: Provided, That when lands so purchased are within a mining dis. 
trict such lands shall be considered minera! lands, and the patent to such 
lands shali not authorize the purchaser to extract mineral therefrom, but 
all such mineral shall be reserved to the United States, which reservation 
shail be inserted in such patent. 

Sec. 2, That the Secretary of the Interior shall insert in the age a 
ea that unless the land so sold shall, within three years from the 

ate of entry, be utilized for reservoir or water-storage purposes, that such 
land shall revert to the United States. That the privilege herein granted 
shall not be construed to interfere with the control of the water for irriga- 
tion or other purposes under authority of the respective States and Territo- 
ries, and this provision shall be inserted in the patent. 

: The amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol- 
ows: 

Amend ay Séding the potouiag: 

‘Sec. 3. The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and empow- 
ered to sell to any railway company operating a line of railway through or 
near the public lands of the United States so much land uader this act as he 
may deem necessary. not exceeding 160 acres at any one place, for gravel 
pits, reservoirs, and also right of way for pipe systems connecting the same 
with such railways, and is authorized to issue patents therefor as provided 
herein: Provided, The same shall be utilized for reservoir 2 ses Within 
three years from the date of purchase, as specified for individual purchasers 
in section 2 hereof: And provided further, That the land or right of way shall 
not be within the limits of any park, forest, military or Indian reservation, 
or the District of Columbia.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment just read. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, as this bill was reported only 
this morning, the report has not yet been printed. I will have 
it printed with my remarks so that it may go into the RECORD. 
The object of the bill, taken in connection with the amendment 
reported by our committee, is to provide means by which rail- 
road companies now or hereafter operating their railways in, 
through, or near the public lands of the United States may ac- 
= by purchase from the Government at an appraised valua- 
tion tracts of land not exceeding 160 acres in any one place for 
the purpose of making reservoirs from which water may be 
drawn in the operation of their roads. 

The amendment provides that pipe lines may be laid across 
the public lands to connect these reservoirs with the railroads, 
the grant, however, to b> made by the Secretary of the Interior, 
in whose discretion the whole matter is left: but this discretion 
is so limited that hecan notgrant more than 150 acres at any 
one place. 

Italso provides that in like manner land may be conveyed to 
the railroad company for a gravel pit on paying the appraised 
value into the public Treasury. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Will the gentleman allow me a moment’ 
Iunderstand that they are not permitted to purchase land ex- 
cept for the construction of reservoirs, to be used for the pur- 
pose of supplying the water to their respective reads and to pro- 
vide gravel? 

Mr. LACEY. Thatisall. That is the only purpose of the 
proposed amendment in the shape of an additional section to 
the Senate bill. 

Mr.HERMANN. What is the reference tothe mineral lands 
in the bill? 

Mr. LACEY. I have not the Senate bill before me, but ask 
the Clerk to send it to me and I will explain. Itis in relation, 
however, to the question of irrigation. The first section of the 
Senate bill covers the question of irrigating ditches, and pro- 
vision is made for the use of water for mining pu also. 

Mr.CAMINETTI. That is just what we want to investigate. 
This bill might create very great 1 e in California. 

Mr. COF N. Lask that the amendment be again read. 

The committee amendment was gain reported. 

Mr. CHILDS. I desire to offer the amendment I send to the 
desk, to be added at the end of the act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Iowa, which has been read. 

Mr. HERMANN. Let me ask the gentleman first this addi- 
tional question: In his first explanation, as to the purposes of 
the bill, lunderstand he stated it provided to the road com- 
panies the right to secure land for reservoir purposes in con- 
nection with their railway privileges. But it seems to apply 
also, as I understand the bill, to the mining interests of the 
country, and I should desire further information with regard 
to the scope of the bill as it affects mining operations. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, the first section of the bill of the 
Senate I will read, and then endeavor to explain its provisions. 














1894. 


—— 


Mr. WILSON - Washington. 

-om Lowa will yield to me—— i ioe ee 
: Mr. LACEY. Certainly, if the gentleman is familiar with the 
amended bill, I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That is just the trouble; I am 
not familiar with its provisions, and therefore I rise for the pur- 

se of getting information. I think the policy sought to be 
outlined here ought to be carried outin full, in all of its details, 
and there are some important questions in connection with the 
matter that should be clearly understood. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to have the bill againreported. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The report accompanying the 
pill is not before the House. , 

Mr. LACEY. I have the report in my hand. 
this morning. A fj ; 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. [t has not been printed, and 
is not in such shape as to be accessible to us. 

Mr. LACEY. I will read the report. It is as foilows: 

This bill provides for the entry of public lands for reservoir purposes, and 
your committee think its purpose a wise one, and recommend its passage. 

But we think that there is a necessity for an enlargement of the scope of 
the act. 

We have already recommended a substitute for H. R. 7451, which would 
carry out the objects of the present bill in part, but we think that the whole 
matter can be more conveniently disposed of by the addition of another sec- 
tion to the present bill. 

We therefore recommend that the bill be amended by adding the follow- 
ing section: 

“Sec. 3. The Secretary of the Interior is hereby anthorized and empowered 
to sell to any railway company operating a line of railway through or near 
the public lands of the United States so muca land under this act ashe may 
deem necessary, not exceeding 160 acres at any one place, for gravel pits, 
reservoirs, and also right of way for pipe systems connecting the same with 
such railways, and is authorize to issue patents therefor.as provided herein: 
Provited, The same shall be utilized for reservoir bs within three 
years from the date of purchase, as specified for individual purchasers in 
section 2 hereof: And provided further, That the land or right of way shall 
not lie within the limits of any park, forest, military or In 
or the District of Columbia.” 

This additional section will provide forthe purchase of the necessary 
gravel pits, reservoirs, and pipe lines upon the public lands for the benefit 
of the railways located there. 

We think that the sale of such land for these porpotes. not exceeding 160 
acres in any one tract, may be safely intrusted to the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, the land to be properly appraised. 

Your committee also recommend that the title of the bill be amended to 
read as follows: ‘To authorize the entry of land for gravel pits and reser- 
voir purposes, and authorizing the grant of right of way for pipe lines.”’ 

Now, the first section of the Senate bill is in the following 
words: 

That any citizen of the United States, or any association of citizens of the 
United States, or any ditch or water company, under rules and regulations 

escribed by the Secretary of the Interior, shall have the right to purchase 
ands suitable for reservoir purposes, not to exceed one quarter section of 
unoccupied public lands not reserved for public use, at such price as the 
Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe, not less than #2 per acre: Pro- 
vided, That when lands so purchased are withina mining district such lands 
shall be considered mineral lands, and the patent to such lands shall not 
authorize the purchaser to extract mineral therefrom, but all such mineral 
shall be reserved to the United States, which reservation shall be inserted 
in such patent. 

Mr. Speaker, the Senate bill as originally prepared covered 
ditch companies, or water companies, and had for its main pur- 

se the aid of irrigation, or to simplify matters connected with 

rrigation in the arid lands of the United States. In the same 

arid lands, however, the railway companies met with the same 
difficulty and great inconvenience about procuring water, and it 
was thought best to cover both questions in the same bill, so far 
as it was possible to do so. 

Mr. HARTMAN. If the gentleman from Iowa will permit 
me, I frankly say that | knew nothing whatever of the questions 
involved in this bill until it came up to-day. I would like to 
ask the gentleman if he would object to withdrawing the bill 
from consideration for the present, and allow it to come up on 
some other or 

I have heard the same or a similar statement of opinion from 
at least two gentlemen sitting near me. We do not want to op- 
pose the bill, if, after careful examination of it, we can approve 
of it; but there is a very important matter involved, and that is 
the question of the right of any person, company, or corporation 
to purchase a tract of land for reservoir pur $ at a stipulated 
figure, or at a minimum figure; because if that is done, the pur- 
chaser and holder of that reservoir tract has complete control and 
oe in many instances, of the disposition of all the water 
supply that can possibly be gathered in the vicinity. J ask the 
gentleman to withdraw the bill. 

Mr. LACEY. Ihave no a but that if gentlemen will 
<i this bill they will find it satisfactory. I ask leave to 
withdraw it from the present consideration of the House. 

Mr. HERMANN. this bill been examined by the Com- 
piestonee of the General Land Office or the Secretary of the 


Mr. LACEY. I understand ¢o; and I understand the bill is 
entirely satisfactory to all parties. Under the statement of the 


Before that, if the gentleman 


It was made 


an reservation, 
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gentleman from Montana [Mr. HARTMAN}, I will ask to with- 
draw the bill. 

The SPEAKER protenwpore. The gentleman asks to withdraw 
the bill. If there be no objection it will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

SETTLERS ON CERTAIN PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 3655) for 
the relief of settlers on unsurveyed Government lands lying 
within certain railroad land grants. ; 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That where any citizen or citizens of the United States 
have heretofore made actual bona tide homestead or preémption settlement 


| on any unsurveyed Government land, though such settlement may prove to 


| be within a land grant from the Government to a railroad corporation, such 


settlers, notwithstanding such grant, shall be protected in the peaceable 
possession of such homestead or ean ce claim, and shall receive from 
the United States title to the land so occupied, in the same manner and un- 


| der the same conditions as other settlers on like public land. 


_ met ACCC CC CLL Ct, 


ee 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the Whole. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to con- 
sider it in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. MCRAE] asks unanimous consent to consider this bill in 
the House as in Committee of thie Whole. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
amendments. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Public 
Lands were read, as follows: 


Amend by inserting at the end of line 4 the words “or desert-land entry 
and," and strike out the word “Government,” in line 5. 

Add to the end of line 12 the following: 

“And said railroad companies wee select from the lien lands of its grant 
an amount equal in quantity to the lands so occupied by settlers.” 

Add the following: 

“Sec. 2. Nothing in this act shall be so construed as to waive any right 
the United States now have to declare a forfeiture of such grants for failure 
to comply with any condition of the grant."’ 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, on the first read- 
ing of the bill I did not pay as close attention as I should, and I 
desire to ask if this bill provides for settlers upon the indemnity 
strip? I have sent for a copy of the bill, but I do not know 
whether it will reach me in time. As I understand, it provides 
for any valid homestead or preémption settler within the 
granted limits upon any odd section, but the person whom we 
ought to try to help is the settler upon the odd section within 
the indemnity strip. 

Mr. MCRAE. I think the bill will cover that, but if the gen- 
tleman wishes to make it perfectly certain, I suggest to him that 
he insert the words ‘‘ within the indemnity limit.” 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. A large body of settlers made 
their settlements outside of what was known as the 40-mile 
strip, not knowing that at that time there was authority in the 
Secretary of the Interior to withdraw the 10-mile indemnity 
strip and the second 10-mile indemnity strip, and they got upon 
the odd sections there. Now, if we can give these people some 
relief by legislation here in this bill it ought to be done. 

Within the Western States and Territories are vast tracts of 
land claimed and held by railroad companies under grant of 
lands to aid in the construction of the roads. Much of this land 
is still unsurveyed, and there has been and is now no certain 
means by which the home-seeker can distinguish the railroad- 
land sections from the Government sections; hence many set- 
tlers have within the limits of these grants settled and improved 
lands and are now occupying the same astheirhomes. To many 
of these homes the railroads are claiming title. The object of 
this bill is to confer title in such cases on the settler, and per- 
mits railroad companies to select from the lieu lands granted an 
amount equal to the sum of lands so occupied. 

Mr. MCRAE. I think there will be no question about the bill 
covering them, but there is no objection to inserting the words 
‘‘or within the indemnity limit.” 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Then I propose, Mr. Speaker, 
to amend by adding, after the word “ grant” inline 7, the words 
‘or within the indemnity limits surveyed.” 

Mr. MCRAE. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the pro- 
posed amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 7, after the word “ grant,” insert the following: 
“Or within the indemnity limits surveyed.” 


Mr. HERMANN. I will ask my friend from Washington (Mr. 
WILSON] whether that will not exclude settlements upon the 
unsurveyed lands; whether it will not be construed to mean only 
such settlements as were made upon surveyed lands within the 
indemnitv limits’ 


This bill is in Committee of 


The Clerk will report the 


c 
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Mr. MCRAE. But if the gentleman will pardon me, the gen- 
tleman from Oregon thinks that your use of the word “ sur- 
veyed” may exclude those that are ‘ unsurveyed.” 

Mr. HERMANN. Make it “surveyed or unsurveyed.” 

Mr. MCRAE. I would suggest that you withdraw the word 





‘surveyed ” and let it be ‘‘ within the indemnity limits.” 
Mr. WILSON of Washin - Laecept that suggestion. 
The amendment as mod was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


6, an . 

The SPEAKER protempore. Without objection the title will 
be amended as recommended by the committee. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. WILSON of iat ye me I would suggest that the bills 
which the chairman of the mittee on Pu Lands is going 
to call up, if there be no objection, be sent for, so that we may 
have them here and have some understanding — the bills. 


TIMBER AND STONE ACT. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 7259) for 
the relief of certain settlers who have entered lands under the 
timber and stone act, etc. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all entries heretofore made under an act entitled 
“An act for sale of timber lands in the States of Nevada, 
Oregon, and Washington seed, " approved June 3, 1878, as amended by 
the act of August 4, 1892, which sa: d entries have been or may ve held to be 
invalid for the reason that the lands embraced therein have “ been offered 
at public sale according to law,’’ and which said éntries have not been can- 
celed nor the lands covered thereby otherwise entered, appropriated, or dis- 

ah compat dom escaciag: act, be, and the same hereby are, con- 
e 


Sko. 2. That an act entitled “An act for the sule of timber Jands in the 


States of ) and W: ,” approved 
June 3, 1878, be, and the same tis hereby, amended out the words 
‘‘and which have not been offered at c sale according to law," where 
the same occur in the fifth and sixth of section 1 of suid act. 


The bill was ordered to be for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was ngly read the third time, and 


passed. . 
On motion of MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
SALE OF TIMBER LANDS IN THE STATES OF CALIFORNIA, ORE- 
/ GON, NEVADA, AND WASHINGTON. 
Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker,I call up the bill (H.R. 5714) toe 
amend anart entitled ‘‘An actfor the sale of timber lands in the 
States of California, Oregon, Nevada, and in Washington Terri- 


tory.” 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit etc., That section 3 of an act entitled ‘An act for the sale of 
timber lands in the States of , Nevada, and in Washing- 
ton Territo 7” approved ‘June 3, 1878, be, and the same is hereby, amended 


to read as to 
“Spa. 3. That the filing of said statement, as preraeet in the second 
section of this the —— of the land office shall post a notice of such 


of the land 
Ste center cr efaen a eat eco 


eapplicant a 
the same for publication, at the expense of such applicant, in a newspa 
gf general cireulation published nearest the location of tho premises, ote 
a, the ; ter of the we for a like od of time; and 
after the oO Se no adverse 
othcs anthtuctory eviaencs 


evidence, 


i That having a valid claim to any portion of the land 

° t, in to the issuance of a patent to Inns so held by him, 

nature of his clatm thereto; and ence shall be taken, and the 

merits of said ob; ection Staats De Saemmned ur the cltcersct the land efiee, 

subject to nse oo ots tee. Sm haa eee 
the General Lard s ~ 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, the only pur- 


of this bill which has just been read is toempower the reg- 
rs and receivers of the offices to te the papers in 
which timber-land notices shall be published. I think it un- 


wise and impolitic to make any of the tlaw. It 
has been in operation many years. r sev ears I had the 
designation of the newspapers in which -office notices 


should be published, and in my judgment it has operated well. 


It gives the register and ver no power and no o - 
nity of favoritism. He must ‘pu near- 
est the land, t to its or anything of that 
kind; and it has grown almost in the Westera 
that ; and it seems to me that 


operation continue; 
will be exceedingly unwise at this time to change the method 
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of designating the papers in which timber-land notices sha\| | 
ublished. Leave it as the law is now, providing that the poo. 

ter and receiver shall designate the papers published neape.:; 

to the land. , 

In all my acquaintance with land matters in the West I h:; 
never known this to be violated; and in fact under the lay ; 
can not be violated, because whenever a notice comes up to }. 
published the register and the receiver have to take a may q), 
measure which newspaper is published nearest to the land {,) 
which the publication is to be made. Now, if we change ;{}, 
law as to timber-land notices, it will at once involve politics ay) 
eae and all that sort of thing that never has to », 

nowledge crept into this advertising in the past. It seems ty 
me that the old law is just what we should have, a law that sq, 
that the register and receiver shall designate the newspay, 
located nearest to the land, utterly regardless of politics. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Will the gentleman allow me to a.; 
him a question? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I have found in my experienc, 
which has been somewhat extensive in these land matters jy 
the West, that whenever the Republicans were in power—in re. 
= to suggestion of publication of the advertisement i; 
the paper nearest to the land—when the Republicans were j: 
power the Republican paper in the same town got it, and whey 
the Democrats were in power the Democratic paper got it, whey 
there were two papers published in the same town. Have yo 
not found in your qupenienes, so far as favoritism and putting ;: 
into ——- is concerned, that instead of taking it out of poli. 
tics it has put it squarely in; and when the designation was nai: 
as to the paper the notice was to be published in, when ther 
were two papers published in the same town, it was publish« 
in the Republican paper even when the land was perhap 


miles ent ad 

Mr. W. N of Washington. Weil, my experience }: 
been to the contrary. I know that when—and I hesitate to sa; 
the number, when there were from five to eight advertisement: 
a day, that whenever there was any doubt we always made » 
note of it, and then if one paper got it to-day or to-morrow th 
next time we would give it to the othernewspaper. I ney 
had any trouble in my district about it. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. You were a fair man. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. No, I thinkI am as much » 
meated with partisanship as anybody else; but we recognized th 
this was not partisan patronage, but something that all wer 
entitled to, and we recognized that the people who were pay inz 
for the advertisement had some right in the matter, so we ad: 
vertised as he desired. 

But what I want to do is to keep it outof the power of the re:- 
ister and receiver to absolutely designate the paper, becaus: 
that would give an opportunity, it seems to me, for a great de! 
of favoritism. I believe that the old law inits operation for th 
last fifteen years has given rise to as little complaint as any 1a‘ 
that could be enacted. This does notapply tohomestead entric 
it does not apply to desert-land entries; it simply applies to tin 
ber-land entries. 

Now, I want to call attention to the fact that upon the wes 
side of the State of Washington there is perhaps the larges' 
timber deposit in the known world. Nearly all our notices over 
there are timber-land notices, and to give these land officers 4 
Olympia or at Seattle—ail honorable men, who, so faras I know 
are performing their duties faithfully—to give them, I say, ' 
absolute power to designate whatever paper they please | 
these publications is,I think, inadvisable. It is not desira) 
to place in the hands of any public officer any such discretion: 

wer, especially when you have a law that has worked sa‘i- 
factorily or ten or fifteen years past, and which has given !i~: 
to nocomplaint at any time or any place, so far as [ am adv: | 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman permit a question” 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. The publication under this law has to be ! 
sixty s, has it not? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Ninety days. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, why could not the settlers bo si\cu 
considerable expense by shortening that time? Under the hom 
stead law we make only six publications. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I think that might be don 
and ought to be done. The old law requires a publication ‘0° 
ninety days, and, for a timber-land notice, I believe the expen-e 
is from $6 to $10, whereas it-ought not to exece1 $5, We ove) 
to reduce the time to sixty days, and I do not know but 
ought to abolish the publications entirely, because out of the 
thousands . en of oe dee that have come > my 
knowledge we never known of a single comp eins 
brought about by these publications in the newspapers. But 5 
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any case we ought to shorten the time and reduce the expense 
to which the settler is subjected by having these publications 
io could amend the bill in that way, leaving out this power 
to designate the papers, it seems to me that would be about 
right, and I do hope the committee will not put into the hands 
of any officer any such power of discrimination as is here pro- 
, especially when we have alaw upon the statute book that 
es worked well for ten or fifteen years and has given rise to no 
complaint. ; vis 

Mr. FLYNN. Is it nota fact that the present Commissioner 
of the General Land Office has placed a construction upon the 
law which seems to be satisfactory to everybody, holding that, 
no matter what the politics of the paper may be, the notice 
must be published in the paper nearest to the land? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. In answer to that I will say 
that if a notice was published in any paper not nearest to the 
land, and that fact was afterwards discovered, it would cause a 
suspension of the final proof, and a new publication of notice to 
make final proof would be required. 

Mr. FLYNN. Then most of the entries that I know of in my 
section prior to this ruling would have to be suspended. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. There is no question about the 
law. It provides absolutely that the notice must be published 
in the paper nearest to the land. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Do you think there ought to be any dif- 
ferent rule in reference to timber lands? 

Mr. SMITHof Arizona. The timber landsare generally more 
remote from the settlements where papers are published. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It is true, as the gentleman 
from Arizona suggests, that the timber lands are far removed 
from the settlements in many cases, but all along Puget Sound 
and all through that region there are half a dozen rani 
published in every county, and if anamendmentcould be adopted 
cutting down the time, reducing the expense of these notices 
and leaving the old law to stand, providing for publication in 
the paper nearest to the lands, I think that would be about right. 
Another point. Under the present law the register and receiver 
have a right to designate ina contestcase any newspaper within 
the county. , , 

Now, that has not worked very satisfactorily, because almost 
any register or receiver will designate the paper that is most 
caxtonads to him, or the one that has been most agreeable to 
him, or the one that is published in the place where he is located. 
Now, very many readers of the little country newspapers never 
see these contest notices, and if you give the register and the 
receiver the power to designate any newspaper they please, then 
supposing aman to makeatimber-landentry in Whatcom County, 
the farthest portion of my State, and supposing the register or 
receiver to designate a paper in Thurston County, more than 300 
miles away, nobody would know anything about it. 

The idea of the law is that the notice shall be published in the 
pense nearest to the land, so that people who reside im the neigh- 

rhood shall see the publication and know whether or not the 
law is being complied with. 

Mr. LUCAS. The gentleman will notice that this bill has 
been introduced ‘‘ by request.” 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
the bill or the principle at all. 

Mr. LUCAS. No; but it is a circumstance to be noted. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, it occurs to me it would be 
very unwise indeed at this time to change the existing law so 
far as this very important subject is concerned. It is not so 
much the widest publicity that we desire in the matter of these 
publications as it is that the notice shall be put before the class 
of people who are most likely-to know whether fraud exists or 
not; for the object in giving notice is to enable parties who are 
acquainted with any frauds to make those frauds known at the 
time of the hearing at the local land office. There is no neces- 
sity for a change in the law, for the reason that at the present 
time the lawfavors the policy that has been carried out recently 
by the present Administration and in former years by former 

ministrations. 

The rule has been invariably to select those papers which are 
published nearest to the land in question; and after long years 
of in connection with sales of the public lands I have 
discovered this, as a general thing, to be the best and most sat- 
isfactory policy; because it is presumed that persons residing in 
the neighborhood of the land are best acquainted with the land 
and know whether it is timber land or not. Under the present 
timber law it is necessary that the party shall make proof that 
the land he desires to purchase is chie!ly valuable for timber. 
That is the requirement of the law. Now, if he desires to pur- 
chase the land for any other than timber purposes, making the 
timber merely a pretext, persons residing in the neighborhood 


Yes; but that does net affect 
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of the land will best know whethor the land is actually sought 
for timber purposes or not. 

It it be left to the register or receiver to select some news- 
paper in the town or city in which the loca! land office may be 
situated, or some other place distant or otherwise from the 
land, it will be readily seen that great frauds may be perpe- 
trated, from the fact that information as to the real purpose in 
purchasing the land will not be conveyed by those who have the 
means of knowing whether the land is really desired for legiti- 
mate purposes or not. For this reason, it occurs to me, the ex- 
isting law, with its present construction by the Department, 
should remain. 

Again, public lands which contain timber are as a genera! 
thing remote from the local land offices, from the principal towns 
or cities where there are severalnewspapers. In nine cases out 
of ten it will be found that the paper published nearest to the 
timber land is a single journal published in a town or village o! 
the vicinity. So that very little harm can be doneif the law be 
left as it is, because if the nearest paper be selected, it will gon- 
erally be found that there is but one paper to be designated. 

For these and other reasons which it is not necessary to enu- 
merate, it occurs to me it would be very unwise to disturb tho 
existing law, or the construction which the Department ha 
put upon it. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, the reason for this bill is per 
fectly obvious. The Department, after an experience of severa! 
years, under the old method of advertising, thinks it ought to 
have the discretion to select the papers in which these notices 
are to be published. The notices of sale in cases of this kind 
are quite important; and the object should be to give the great- 
est publicity to the sales. [*rauds have been perpetrated by se- 
lecting some newspaper without any general circulation, because 
by accident or design itwas nearest to the land. Mistakes hav 
been made in determining which paper was the nearest to the 
land. Mistakes of this sort ought not, in my judgment, to op 
erate to the injury of the honest, bona fide purchaser; yet, fol- 
lowing the plain letter of the law as we have it now, they do. 
The land officers ought to be authorized to select the newspaper 
in which to publish these advertisements, and the notice whe 
thus given ought to be recognized by the law. It is enough to 
make the applicant pay for the notice. 

Mr. HERMANN. In the land district in which I reside—in 
fact in the town in which I reside—is located the local land of- 
flee. The main timber belt now sought for is about 200 mile 
from that land office. In the town in which the land office i 
situated are the leading newspapers of the land district. Now, 
I will ask my friend whether it would subserve the purpose of 
the law, which is that these entries shall be honestly made, to 
have this publication made in newspapers 200 miles away fron 
the location of the land, thereby permitting speculators, syndi- 
cates, etc., to enter lands for hee purposes than timber pur 
poses—for mineral purposes or agricultural purposes, for 
stance. 

They well know that if the notice be published in newspane 
200 miles distant from the lands, or 200 miles farther than ¢} 
newspaper nearest to the lands, no person who may be interested 
in defeating the fraudulent intentof the proposed purchaser « 
obtain information as to his purpose. Does not the gentleman 
think that a great many frauds can be perpetrated in that way, 
whereas by publication in papers nearest to the land the inten 
fraud may be discovered and frustrated? 

Mr. MCRAE. That depends upon where the man lives who 
contemplates to perpetrate the fraud upon the public domain. 
The present law would give just as much opportunity for such 
fraud as there could be under this bill. I repeat that every- 
thing depends upon the residence of the man who wants tocom- 
mit thefraud. And whether he lives near the land or whether 
he may live away from it, if he wants to keep that information 
from the community at large, why he would publish it in « 
paper that does not have a general circulation in the neighb: 
hood. 

Mr. HERMANN. But the paper circulating nearest to the 
land ought to be designated. My friend would admit, and natu- 
rally, that such a paper or such an advertisement published in 
such a paper, weil meet the eyes of the people who are likely 
to be better acquainted with the circumstances of the case than 
if it were published two or three hundred miles away. 

Mr. McRAE. Oh, there is no necessity for publishing it two 
or three hundred miles away. Ili ought to be published in the 
county or in the vicinity, and if the register or receiver pub- 
lishes it two or three hundred miles away from the land it would 
be, to my mind at least, clear and conclusive evidence that he 
and somebody else were in collusion to rob the Government. 

But I undertake to say that bonded and sworn officers will not 
do that except for the very purpose of committing fraud: and it 
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1s better by far to fix the responsibility of these officers, and so 
require them to secure an honest administration of the law and 
make them responsible, that this legislation is proposed. 

Mr. HERMANN. Let me illustrate this case to the gentle- 
man: I reside ina county that isa hundred miles long from north 
to south, and 72 miles from east towest. Inone extreme portion 
of it there is valuable timber land, near which is published one 
newspaper. The land office is about 65 miles away from this 
point. Now, does not my friend believe, in publishing matters 
of this kind, that it would be better to publish it in a paper two 
or three or five or ten miles from the land, where more people 
would have knowledge of the facts, the character and quality of 
the land, and better able to give notice, if fraud exists, than if 
this was published sixty-five or a hundred miles away? 

Mr. MCRAE. Of course; and if the register having discre- 
tion in the matter did not exercise it properly under those con- 
ditions, he ought to be removed. 

Let us take another case. Suppose there is no paper pub- 
lished there at all, and you must go outside and publish it in an- 
other county or in another State, as is often the case, and in a 
pes that does nct circulate in that community atall. The 

d-grabber is compelled to publish in that paper because itis 
the nearest and he knows that there will be no competition; and 
therefore, under such circumstances and without any competi- 
tion whatever, he buys in the land. 

Mr. HERMANN. Yes; a very extreme case. 

Mr, MCRAE. Yes, but it has happened and it may happen 


again. 

Now, the bill can be amended, if it be deemed advisable, to 
require the publication to be in a paper in the community if 
there is one, but let some officer be charged with the responsi- 
bility of selecting the paper that will give the greatest public- 
ity to the notice. 

r. HERMANN. Will not the gentleman agree to this, that 
the amendment shall include the newspaper published in the 
county nearest the land? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I would not do that. 

Mr. MCRAE. If you do that you at once get into the trouble 
that we have already. You have to make measurements on the 
map and go through all the formality that has been heretofore 
attended with so much difficulty, and with which the settlers 
ought not to be harassed, instead of doing what is far better, to 
give the officer the discretion to select the paper in which the 
notices shall be published. If there is one paper published in 
the county, let him take that. If there is more than one, then 
let him have the ta to say which of them should have it. 

Mr. HERMANN. But in some cases there are counties in the 
West, as the gentleman knows, which are four or five times as 
large as some of the older States. The counties exist under pe- 
culiar conditions because of their immense size in some cases—— 

Mr. MCRAE. I do not see how we could remedy that except 
by oe the counties. 

Mr. HERMANN. It could be done by a general law to cover 
this EO 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman from Arkan- 
sas has stated the law with one exception now. The only differ- 
ence is that the register and receiver can not now designate 
the newspaper. 

Mr. MCRAE. That is the meat of this bill. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. He is now charged with the 
enforcement of the law, and must collect the money for the ad- 
vertisements. Any person can go to the office and have the ad- 
vertisement inserted. He goes to the office, makes his applica- 
tion, and makes his final proof. The register or receiver looks 
at the map which is han on each local land-office wall. He 
takes a measure, if he is an honest man, and measures it. He 
then takes the $5, and charges himself with it, and when the 
advertisement comes in he examines it to see if the section and 
township and range, the name and description are accurate, 
and when he finds that, he approves it and pays the newspaper 
manforit. That isall thereis of it; but he shall, under the law, 
designate the paper nearest to the land. 

Mr.McRAE. Andif he makes a mistake in selecting that, 
if he isnot informed of the publication of a little paper which 
he had never seen, why theentry and sale are void, and the man 
who may have gone upon the land and cut his timber is subject 
to be yanked up in the Federal court and put in jail, and fined, 
and his lumber seized and sold. You expect the land officer to 
know tinge which he can not know, and he acts at the peril of 
the man who is trying honestly to buy the land and not his own. 

Mr. HUNTER. In the event that the publication was made 
in @ newspaper under the rule suggested by the gentleman from 
Washington, that it should be the nearest newspaper, if it was 
published in a newspaper that was not nearest to the land, would 
that invalidate and destroy the title of the purchaser? 
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Mr. MCRAE. I understand so. I[ understand that to be the 
ruling in the Department, although I am not prepared to cits 
the case. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It has been held both ways. 
I know that mistakes have been made in the spelling of the 
name or a mistake in the section or township or range, an im- 
proper description. That comes back for correction. I want 
to say that wherever it occurred in our office, we readvertised, 
and I paid for it myself; but it only occurred upon two or three 
occasions. I hate to see this law amended, I hate to see this 
power given into the hands of one or two men upon the west 
coast of my State, because I believe it will not operate to the 
best interests of the service. 

Mr.McCRAE. If theadvertisement is made in the same county 
will not that oe it? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It may. 

Mr. MCRAE. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I think we ought to recommit 
this bill with instructions to report it back, with an advertise- 
ment for sixty days, or for thirty days. We should be doing 
some good in that way; but by this we are reversing the law that 
has been upon the statute books for the last fifteen years. 

Mr. HAINERof Nebraska. I venture tosuggest that this bil! 
as it now stands provides for the publication in a newspaper o! 
general circulation, published nearest to the location of the 
premises, to be designated by the register of the land office. 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Theonly difference between this 
bill and the law as it now stands is that it provides for the pub- 
lication in a paper of general circulation and, in addition to that, 
that it shall be designated by the registrar. Now, it follows 
from that that the objections that have been made are not well 
taken; that this bill would not authorize the designation of a 
newspaper far removed from the premises where there isa news- 
paper nearer to the premises than the one designated. 

Ir. HERMANN. Excepting this, I desire to say that the 
register or receiver might be guilty of partiality. He might 
say, ‘* This is not ‘= r of general'circulation,” whereas in re- 
ality it might be. e shall decide that question? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. That would be a matter to be de- 
cided by this registrar. Unquestionably there are two inter- 
ests involved: First, the party having the notice issued; and, sec- 
ond, the general public; and both parties are interested in hav- 
ing the matter absolutely settled. This makes the registrar 
the responsible party, and I know of no better way of determin- 
ing whether a paper is of general circulation, or whether it is 
nearest to the premises, than by referring it to some appro- 
priate person, and any particular person interested could have 
an appeal on this subject. 

But now the law as it stands has the effect that if a person 
fails to publish his notice in the paper nearest the premises, 
then, not having complied with a jurisdictional provision of the 
law, his proof is absolutely void, and it invalidates his title. 
Now, I am insisting that an amendment to the law should be 
made which will set at rest those questions of fact and law that 
may be involved. 

Mr. MCRAE. That is just the purpose of this bill. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. And while I think this bill is 
not drawn as couetely perhaps, as it should be, yet I think it 
is a move in the right direction. We should, if we can, mect 
all the Se NE that have been made. 

Mr. TTLE. Where does the gentieman from Ne- 
braska get the idea that an appeal could be taken from a (c- 
cision of the registrar or receiver designating the paper? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. That certainly could be done. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I do not think so. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The order of the registrar or re- 
ceiver must necessarily become a part of the record, and an ap- 

al could be prosecuted on that question. I submit th:t to my 
riend, who is a lawyer, and who must know that. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I have never known an appeal to be taken 
or sought to be taken upon this ground, and I do not think there 
is any provision by which an appeal can be taken. 

Mr. MCRAE. I would like to move this amendment and have 
a vote — it. I have two other bills that I would like to have 
passed this morning, which are more important than this onc. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 15, page 2, after the word * premises,” the following: 

“And in the county wherein the lands are situated, if there be one {i suc” 
county.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I move to strike out the last 
word. Mr. Chairman, now we have got this down to counties. 4 
mere geographical area of a county; but that is not what [ have 
been opposing. I am opposing the other paragraph—that tb¢ 
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register and receiver shall not have the power to designate ab-|_ The question being taken on the passage of the bill, the 
solutely and unconditionally the paper, either in the county or | Speaker pro tempore declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 
outside of it. s bad Mr. W ILSON of Washington. I ask for a division. 

Mr. HUNTER. Who designates at this time? The House divided; and there were—ayes 23, noes 0. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The register or receiver, in Mr. WILSON of Washington. I hope the gentleman will 
the paper nearest to the land. withdraw this bill, as I do not want to have to make the point 

Mr. HUNTER. They do that now. of no quorum. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. That is, more properly the Mr. MCRAE. Let the previous question be considered as or- 
register does that. But this gives him the a absolutely in | dered and let the bill go over until another day. 
the county, the same as in contest cases, as I referred to in my Mr. WILSON of Wishington. IfIagree to that, Mr. Speaker, 
first remarks. In contest cases, wherever we have a contest, | what parliamentary rights will I have? 
the register can designate the paper in the county. Now, I Mr. MCRAE, You will have the right to vote. [Laughter.] 
think it would have been better in contest cases to have the ad-| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will have the 
yertisement in the paper published nearest the land. Finally, | right to move to recommit with or without instructions. 
in contest cases we had to go to work, under a regulation of the Mr. WILSON of Washington. |! hope the gentleman will 
Land Office, giving us instructions to place the notice absolutely | withdraw this bill. It is a bad bill. Nobody was willing to 
on the land. father it and it was introduced by request. 

No, Mr. Chairman, the matter is not camo very much by The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is entirely out of order. 
the addition of the county. It now resolves itself intothe same | Mr. WILSON of Washington. Then i will subside, but this 
condition as in the contest cases, and we always have more or | bill affects only my State and nobody has asked for it, andI want 
less trouble with them, and I hope the bill will be sent back for | to preserve my parliamentary rights. 
instructions, or that it will be laid on thetable. It is notin the The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. The gen- 
interest of the settlers, and not in the interest of anybody that | tleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAB] and the gentleman from 


I know of. Washington [Mr. WILSON] will take their places as tellers. 
Mr. MCRAE. I would like to have a vote. Mr. WILSON of Washington (pending the count by tellers). 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Arkansas agrees to have this 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross- | bill go over, and to hive a half an hour's debate upon it in the 
ment and third reading of the bill. House. 
Mr. PICKLER. I have an amendment I desire to offer. Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. I have anamendment! desire | previous question be considered as ordered on the bill, and that 
to offer, if it is in order. be permitted to call it up hereafter in the House, and that we 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Da- | have thirty minutes’ debate upon it before the vote is taken. 
kota is recognized. There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The Clerk read as follows: SECTIONS 2401 AND 203, REVISED STATUTES. 


Strike out the word “‘sixty,"’ in line 12, page 2, and insert the word Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 7803) to 
" :” strike out the words ‘for a like period of time,”’ in lines 16 and : ‘ : on? ae ay 
yiand nsert “for four consecutive weekly insertions;” strike out the word | 2mend sections 2401 and 2403 of the Revised Statutes. 


“sixty,” in line 17, and insert the word “thirty.” The bill was read, as follows: 


*  s 7 : Be il enacted, etc., That section 2401 of the Revised Sta‘utes of the United 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, this is a very simple matter States is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 


to which I ask the attention of the gentleman from Washing- *SEc, 2401, When the settlers in any township not mineral or reserved by 
ton. It is unnecessary to have a publication for sixty days, al- | the Covernment, or persons and associations lawfully possessed of coal 
together unnecessary. “ 5 lands and otherwise qualified to make entry thereof, or when the owners or 


a ‘ 7 . grantees of public lands of the United States, under any law thereof, desire 
Mr. MCRAE. How will it suit the gentleman if we say six | a survey made of the same under the authority of the surveyor-general and 


weeks instead of sixty days. shall file an application therefor in writing, and shall deposit in a proper 


‘ ’ s Rw ‘ United States depository to the credit of the United States a sum sufficient 
ef WILSON of Washington. Make it five consecutive to pay such survey, together with all expenditures incident thereto, without 
weeks, 
| 


: L ’ cost or claim for indemnity on the United States, it shall be lawful for the 
Mr. MCRAK. If the amendment is modified in that respect, | surveyor-general, under such instructions as may be given him by the Com- 
I will accept 14. 


on —— General —— Office, and in accordance with law, tosurvey 
. : . such towns or such public lands owned by said grantees of the Govern- 
Mr. WILSON of Washington (to Mr. PICKLER). Thatis the P P agile Aprons £ e Govern 
same as the homestead. 


ment, and make return therefor to the general and proper local land office: 
Provided, That no —. shall be granted unless the township so pro- 

Mr. PICKLER. But you have to post the notice in the land 
office. 


posed to be surveyed is within the range of the regular progress of the pub- 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes. 


lic surveys embraced by existing standard lines or bases of township and 
subdivisional surveys.’’ 
Mr. HERMANN. I would suggest to my friend that he in- 
sert the words ‘‘ at least,” for the reason that there are some cases 


Sec. 2. That section 2403 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as 
heretofore amended is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

in which it may be necessary to give a longer notice than five 

consecutive weeks. 


“SEc. 2403. Where settlers or owners or grantees of public lands make de- 
posits in accordance with the provisions of section 2401, as hereby amended, 
certificates shall be issued for such deposits which may be used by settlers 
in oh —— for — — —, —— by them, the survey of which is 

4 ‘ i 7 paid for out of such deposits. or said certificates may be assigned by indorse- 
Mr. MCRAE. I have no objection to a modification of that | ment and may be received by the Government in payment for any public 


kind. lands of the United States entered or to be entered under the laws thereof.”’ 
‘ iv ‘ Sec. 3. That all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with this act be, and 
Mr, HERMANN. Then the register and receiver can exer- | in¢ came are hereby, repealed. 
cise that discretion. 


The report (by Mr. HALL of Minnesota) is as follows: 


The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bills (H.R. 
6194 and 7559) to amend sections 2401 and 2403 of the Revised Statutes, have 
had the same under consideration and report them back to the House with 
the recommendation that they be laid upon the table and that the accom- 
panying substitute therefor be passed. 

Communications from the Department of the Interior hereto attached are 
made a part of this report. 


Mr. MCRAE. I would have no objection to an amendment 
changing the amendment in that respect. 

Mr. PICKLER. You have to post a notice in the land office, 
and my amendment gives ag | days, which is now the period 
the notice has to be posted in the land office. If you make it 
aan consecutive insertions,” will that always cover thirty 

ays 

tr. MCRAE. I think it will always cover thirty days. 

Mr. PICKLER. “Five insertions.” I think that will be all 
right, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HUNTER. Let the amendment as modified be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
| Strike out “sixty,” i _ i | 

Strike out “for : like: ee Begs 3, ond —_ 16 and i7, and insert the | 
following: ‘For five consecutive weekly insertions.” 

Strike out “sixty,” in line 17, and insert “thirty.” 

The amendment was ry eres to. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I move toamend, 
in line 14, page 2, by striking out after the word “ newspaper” | 
the words " general circulation.” 

The amendment was rejected. 





DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, July 2, 1894, 


Sir: I transmit herewith report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office on House bill No. 6194, ‘amending section 2401 of the Revised Statutes,” 
relative to the ee of lands containing coa!. I concur with the Commis 
sioner in recommending the passage of the bill. 

| Very respectfully, 
HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 
Hon. T. C. MCRAE, 
Chairman Committee on the Public Lands, House of Representatives, 


— 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, July 19, 1994. 
' 


Sir: I transmit herewith report of the Commissioner of the Genera! Land 
Office on House bill No. 7559, ‘'To amend sections 2401 and 2105 of the Re 
vised Statutes,” relating to surveys of public lands. 

i concur in the views expressed by him, and would recommend the pas- 
| sage of the bill with the amendments suggested in his report 

Very respectfully, 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a HOKE SMITH etary. 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the | !0”.,f#oMAs C. McRax. 


Chairman of Committee on the Public Lands, 
House of Lepresentatives 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
‘ashington, D. C., June 6, 1894. 
Sie: Under your instructions, dated Aas 5 TI have the honor to sub- 
mit herewith my report, in duplicate, on of tatives bill No. 
6104, 'ifty-third Congress, second session, entitled reading as follows: 
A bill amending section 2401 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Spree of the United States 
of America, in Congress assembled, That section 2401 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States is amended so as to read as follows: 
“Smo, 2401, That when the settlers in any township, not mineral or re- 
served LA Government, and persons and associations lawfully ssed of 


coal and otherwise qualified to make entry thereof d a@ survey 
made of the same under the authority of the surveyo and file an 
application therefor in writ: and deposit ina r Uni States de- 


pository to the credit of the United States a sum suflicient to pay for such 
survey, together with all expenses incident thereto, without cost or claim 
for indemnity on the United States, it be lawful for the surveyor-gen- 
eral, under such instructions as may be given him by the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, and in accordance with law, to survey such town- 
ship or coal lands and make return thereof to the general and proper local 
land office: Provided, That the township or coal lands so proposed to be 
surveyed is within the range of the regular progress of the public surveys 
embraced by existing standard lines or bases of township and subdivisional 
surveys.” 

it is a truth that the Government is deeply. interested in the legal and 
orderly development of the public lands of classes, and it has been the 
poly to facilitate such development by liberal legislation intended to give 

ali citzens equal o " 

The development of public lands, containing valuable de ts of coal, is 
a matter of great importance to the general public, and undoubtedly should 
be encouraged by appropriate 1 lation. 

Although the overer of a valuable deposit of coal, upon the unsurveyed 
public domain may, under section 2359, United States Revised Statutes, take 
possession of and hold his mine, yet there is no provision of law under which 
&% patent can be issued therefor until the public surveys have been ex- 
tended so as to embrace it; and until such survey is made the Government 
can not avail itself of the advan of a sale. 

lam of the on thata exists for legislation providing a proper 
method for obtaining title by Government patent to lands containing valu- 
able os of coal whichare situated upon the unsurveyed public domain. 

The bill before me has in view an ent of the ties contained 
in the coal-land laws by permi such 8 to be surveyed in manner as 
now provided by sections 2401 and United States Revised Statutes, and 
section 2403 as amended by the act of March 3, 1879, (20 Stats., 352), for the 
survey of agricultural i Ss required for actual settlement. 

Believing that it is in accordance withsound public policy to have ourcoal 
lands upon the unsurveyed public domain which are not available under ex- 
isting law brought into the market and developed as early as practicable, 
and believing that their disposal and development would be promoted by 
the enactment of this bill, I recommend its passage. 

The copy of the bill and the letter from the chairman of the Committeeon 
the Public Lands, and a copy of ——s regulations relative to deposits by 
individuals for the survey of public 8, are hnrewith returned. 


Very respectfully, 
: . 8. W. LAMOREUX, Comuinissioner. 
The SBORETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


DEPARIMENT OF THE INTPRIOR, GENBRAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., July 17, 1804. 

Sin: L have the honor to acknowledge the a by reference from the 
Department, of a letter dated June 28, 1894, from Hon. THOMAS C. MCRAE, 
chairman of the House Committee on the Public Lands, inclosing House bill 
Sum." Gad pupeselinng an Gniy punaet Gheseee eith Such eaggeatious ent 
utes,” ues an suggestions 
sanemuiendasinnndn telesemandeebenpen exe be deumena 3 

In response to the direction of the Department to re the views of this 
office upon the provisions of the pending bill, I have to state as follows: 

Under exis law settlers upon the public lands may make deposits 
for the survey the townships in which their claims are situated, when 
such to are within the of the progress of Sn 
surveys embraced by existing standard lines or bases for the township and 
subdvisional surveys. 

" The triplicate certificates issued for such deposits prior to March 3, 1879, 
ean be Se settlers in the purchase of lands in the township 
the surveying of which was for out of such de ts; 

‘The triplicate certificates subsequent to 3, 1879, and prior to 
Angust 7, 1882, may be assigned by indorsement and used in payment for 
— eargees under the homestead and preémption laws in any land dis- 

rict; an 

‘Triplicate certificates issued on and after A t 7, 1882, cam be received 
in for lands only at the land office in ch the lands surveyed for 
wh Che dagnete wos natn ase eugess 60 6m: , and not elsewhere. 

Reference eee eee ae of the Revised Statutes, 
tt (a Seatotee a (20 Statutes, 352), and August 7, 

(3 UW x 

by section 1 of House bill No. 7559 section 2401 of the Revised Statutes isso 
amended as to provide, in addition to the authorization of deposits by set- 
tlers for the eater of —_— lands, that when the owners or grantees 0 b- 
lic lands of the United tes under any law thereof desire asurvey of 
the same under the a of the surveyor-general, and shall file a) 
tion therefor in ee eee the United States - 
tory to the credit of the States asum to pay for suchsurvey, 
together with all expenditures incident thereto, without cost or claim for in- 
demnity on the United States, it shall be lawful for Ma erg 
under such instructions as may be given him by the of the 
General Land Office, and in accordance with law, to survey such township 
or such public lands owned by said grantees of the Government, and make 
return to the and proper local land office: Provided, That the 
township so pro to be wurvered ta’ within the range of the regular prog- 
ress of the public surveys embraced by as standard lines or bases for 
township and subdivisional surveys when sai eae Ua 
ters, otherwise said surveys to be made of the granted by the 
“as or on. or grantees as aforesaid. 

tion 2408, Revised Statutes, prewssretaat the amounts set- 
tiers 7 


under section 2401 shall 
che ta eS eee for their situated in 


the 
By section 2of the billsection 


isso amended 
as to settlers or owners or tees of lands make 
aepcees ee oe the provisions section as amended by 
said bill (No, 7559), the amount so Se t for 
their lands situated in the survey of which for out of 
auch deposits, for which there s be issued certificates. that each 
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certificate when not uged by settlers may be assigned by indorse, 
may be received by the Government in payment for any public lay. 2 
United States entered or to be entered under the laws thereof. 

By section 3 of said bill all laws inconsistent therewith are repea). 

I have carefully considered tne provisions of the pending bil), w) 
in view an enlargement of the facilities for the adjustment of the \,, 
Congressional land grants and for the obtaining of title by the settlers). 
the publiclands, and as the Government is equally interested in ()). ), 
and orderly cosieganens of the public lands, itis good policy on it . 
facilitate such development by ral legislation. 

There is no question of the great desirability of the early com) 
the survey of thepubliclands within the limits of the railroad :; 
ao. in order that the grantees, may be enabled to select tl ie 
which they are legally entitled under such grants, and it is equally doc. 
ble to afford every facility to settlers upon the publiclands to obtain | 
their claims. 

There is at pee no specific appropriation for the survey of th 
lands within the limits of the railroad and other Congressional la 
and as the regular oy ang adey have been, and arelikely to be, ina 
to meet all demands for public land surveys the advisability of such | 
tion as will provide additional facilities for the adjustment of lan 
and meet the demands of settlers is obvious. 

I believe House bill No. 7559 to be, in the main, in accordance wi 
public policy, but would suggest the following amendments, viz: 

Amend the proviso to section 1 by striking out all after the w : 
veys,”’ in line 23, and making the same read as follows: 

‘Provided, That no application shall be granted unless the townships 
pro to be surveyed is within the range of the regular progress of th» 
public surveys embraced by existing standard lines or bases for township 
and subdivisional surveys.’ 

Amend section 2 so as to read as follows: 

“Seo. 2403. Where settlers or owners or grantees of public lands m, 
deposits in accordance with the provisions of section 2401 as hereby amen)’ 
certificates shall be issued for such deposits, which may be used by 
in _ payment for the land settled upon by them the survey of w! 
Pp for out of such deposits, or said certificates may be assigned py ;; 
dorsement, and may be received by the Governmentin payment for any 
—e of the United States entered or to be entered under th 
thereof. 

The bill thus amended would, in my opinion, be free from objection, ani; 
recommend that it be so passed. 

Mr. MCRAE’s letter and the inclosed copy of H. R. bill 7559 are herewiry 
returned. 

Very respectfully, 





var 


















law 


S. W. LAMOREUX, Comission 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tim 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, ani 
passed. 


Mr. MCRAE moved to reconsider the vote by which th 
Was passed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MINERAL LANDS, MONTANA AND IDAHO. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H.R. 347 
provide for the examination and classification of certain lant: 
in the States of Montana and Idaho. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is 
authorized and directed, as speedily as practicable, to cause all janis i 
States of Montana and Idaho within the land grant and indemnity |ax 
grant limits of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, as defined by an: 
of Congress entitled ‘‘An act granting lands to aid in the construction o/ : 
railroad and telegraph line from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, on t! 
cific coast, by the northern route,"’ approved July 2, 1864, and acts sup; 
mental to and amendatory thereof, to be examined and classified | 
missioners to be appointed as hereinafter provided, with special referen 
to the mineral or nonmineral character of such lands, and to reject, cance 
and disallow any and all claims or filings heretofore made, or which 1) 
hereafter be made, by or on behalf of the said Northern Pacific Kailrau 
Commeny. on any lands in said States which upon examination sb 
class as provided in this act as mineral lands. 








Sxgc. 2. That for the purpose of making the examination herein prov) 
for, there shall be appointed by the President of the United States. as + 
as practicable after the passage of this act, three commissioners for ¢1°) 
the following land districts. to wit: The Bozeman, Helena, and Miso" 
land districts, in the State of Montana, and the Coeur d'Alene land «s'") 
in the State of Idaho, at least one of whom for each district shail © 
practical miner and a resident of such district; and said persons - 

ted for each district shall constitute a board of commissioners ‘° >’ 
orm within such district the duties herein prescribed. They shall ca:2* 
ceive for their compensation such sum as may be allowed by the Secre\a!) 
of the Interior, not exceeding their actual expenses, and in addition ther 
such further sum, not exceeding #10, for each day they may be actualy © 
in the performance of their duties; and their accounts sh 
audited by the Reenetery of the Interior and paid monthly. Befor 
upon their duties each of said commissioners shall take an 
th perform the duties of his office. Said commissioners sh:!! 
examination of the lands herein mentioned within their respective dist™ 
and may also take the testimony of witnessss as to the mineral '! 
mineral character of any of said lands, and receive any other eviden 
to said matter, and shall have power te summon witnesses | 
‘ore them, and to administer oaths; and they shall, immedia‘ 
their ap ent, proceed to examine and classify the lands here’) © 
tioned their respective districts, as provided in thisact. T°° 3-- 
of office of said commissioners shall be filed by them in the ofie 
oner of the General Land Office. All teejvimony taken 
commissioners shall be reduced to writing, subscribed by the wi'l 
and filed with the report of the commissioners hereinafter requir 
action or decision of a majority of said commissioners in each 
shall control in all matters herein ded for. Not more than tw 
commissioners in any one district shall be appointed from the sam 


— 3. That all lands shall be classified and talren to be mimera! |2! 

der this act which to the geof this act have been locat’ I 
ented as mineral ds, or which have, or probably will have, © =4"> 
value by reason of the minerals which they contain, or which show su-5°" 
dications of valuable mineral deposits as would induce a miner to S| 3 
time or money upon them with the reasonable expectation of findius © 
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eral in paying quantities, or which, from their geological formation. or their 
situation or propinquity or relation to known mineral lands, are or prob- 
ably will be yaluable for the mineral therein; and all of these matters shall 
be considered by the commissione1s in determining the mineral or non- 
mineral character of such lands and in classifying the same. The-classifica- 
tion herein provided for shall be by sections where the lands have been sur- 
veyed, uniess there are such differences in the situation or character of dif- 
ferent parts of the same section as in the opinion of the commissioners to 
require its classification by quarter sections; and in no case shall any sub- 
division of less than a quarter section be made for classification upon sur- 
veyed lands. If the lands examined are not surveyed, classification shall 
be made by tracts of such extent, and designated by such natural or artificial 
poundaries to identify them, as the commissioners may determine. Where 
mining locations have been heretofore made or patents issued for mining 
ound in any section of land, this shall be taken as prima facie evidence 
t the whole of such section is mineral land: Provided, That t')s word 
* mineral,” where it occurs in this act, shall not be held to include iron or 
coal: And provided further, That the examination and classification of lands 
nereby authorized shall be made without reference or regard to any pre- 
yious examination or report or classification thereof. 

Src. 4. That such of the lands herein mentioned as have been surveyed 

rior to the passage of this act shall be first examined and classified as 
Rerein provided, and afterwards, and as speedily as practicable, the lands 
herein mentioned which have not been surveyed, until all the lands herein 
mentioned shall have been examined and classified, as herein provided. 

Sec. 5. That said commissioners shall, on or before the 5th day of each 
month, file in the office of the register and receiver of the land office of the 
land district in which the land examined and classified is situated a full re- 

port, in duplicate, in such form as the Secretary of the Interior may pre- 
seribe, showing all lands examined by them duriug the preceding month, 
and specifying clearly, by legal subdivisions, where the land ‘is surveyed, or 
otherwise by natural objects or permanent monuments, to identify the 
same, the lands classified by them as mineral lands and those classified as 
nonmineral; and with said report shall be filed all testimony taken and 
Written communications received by said commissioners relating to the 
lands embraced in the report. The register and receiver shall file one du- 
plicate of said report in their office, together with all accompanying testi- 
mony and papers, and the other duplicate shall be by them forwarded 
direct to the Secretary of the Interior, and said commissioners shall fur- 
nish to the Secretary of the Irterior at any time such further or additional 
report or information as he may hae poe concerning any matters relating 
to their duties or the performance of the same. Upon receipt of such re- 
port the register of the land office shall, at the expense of the United States, 
cause to be published in a newspaper of general circulation in the county 
in which the land is located, at least once a week for four consecutive weeks, 
notice of the classification of lands as shown by said report, and any per- 
son, corporation, or company feeling aggrieved by such classification 
may, at any time within sixty days after the first publication of said 
notice, file with the register and receiver of the land office a veri- 
fied protest ae the acceptance of said classification, which protest 
shall set forth in concise language the grounds of objection to the classifl- 
cation as to the particular land in said protest described, whereupon a hear- 
ing shall be ordered by, and conducted before, the said register and receiver, 
under rules and regulations as near as practicable in conformity with the 
rules and practice of such land office in contests involving the mineral or 
nonmineral character of land in other cases; and an appeal from the de- 
cision of the register and receiver shall be allowed to the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office and the Secretary of the Interior, under such rules 
and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe: Provided, 
That at such hearing the United States district attorney or his assistants 
for the judicial district in which the land is situated shall appear and defend 
the interests of the United States, and for such service he shall receive 
com ation not exceeding #25 per day, to be paid out of the fand provided 
for the examination and classification of said mineral lands. 

Sc. 6. That as to the lands against the classification whereof no costes 
shall have been filed as hereinbefore provided, the classification, when a 
proved by the Secretary of the Interior, shail be considered final, except in 
case of fraud, and all plats and records of the local and general land offices 
shall be made toconform to such classification, and as to the lands against 
the classification whereof protests may be filed, the final ruling made 
after the day set for hearing shail determine the proper classification, and 
all records of the local and ge neral land offices shall be made to conform to 
the classification as determined by such finr' ruling, and all costs of such 
hearing shall be paid by the unsuccessful party, under such rules as the 
Secretary of the Interior may prescribe; and the Secretary of the Interior 


is hereby authorized to establish such rules and reguiations as may be nec- | 


to carry into effect the true intent and provisions of this act as 
as practicable. 

Sxc. 7. That no patent or other evidence of title shall be issued or delivered 
tosaid Northern Pacific Railroad Company for any land in said States un- 
til the examination and classification provided for in this act shall have 
been made, and such patent or other evidence of title shall only issue then 
to such land, if any, in said States as said company may be by law and com- 
Pliance therewith and by the said classification entitled to, and any patent, 

or record of selection, or other evidence of title or right to pos- 
Session of any land in said States, issued, entered, or delivered, to said 
Northern Pacific Railroad Cumpany in violation of the provisions of this 
act shall be void: Provided, Tha: nothingcontained inthis actshall be taken 
or construed as sooneptaing or confi any grant of land or the right to 
any land in the said Northern Pacific lroad Company, or as waiving or 
in any right on the part of the United States against the 
Baid ¢ Railroad Company to claim a forfeiture of any land 
grant heretofore mace to said com 

SEc. 8. That there is hereby a propeinted, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise a the sum of 880,000, or so much thereof as 
may be , to be expended to carry into effect the provisions of this 
act, the same to be paid out upon the order of the Secretary of the Interior. 


Mr. MCRAE. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be con- 
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr.MORAE. Does the gentleman from Montana [Mr. HarRT- 
MAN] desire any general debate? 
Mr. HARTMAN. I am not particular. I presume we are 
ready to vote on the bill. 
Mr. MCRAE. Then, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman who in- 
troduced the bill dees not desire to address the House, 1 ask 
ous consent that general debate be now closed and that 
bill be taken up for consideration by phs. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ByNuM). Is there objection 


to the request of the gentleman from Arkansas {Mr. McRaE] 


cons 


that the general debate be now ciosed and this bill be 
ered by paragraphs under the five-minute rule? 


id- 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I understand that this pertains \ 
only to mineral lands along the Northern Pacific road? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, sir; to mineral lands in [daho and Mon- 
tana. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the 
vote upon theamendments recommended by the committee may 


be taken in gross. 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sa 
some amendments to propose to the committee ame: 
and I think it will be better to take the bill up by para 
dispose of the amendments as they are reached. 

The Clerk (reading the bill by paragraphs) read as { 


Sec. 2. That for the purpose of making the examination herein provid 
for there shall be appointed by the President of the United States, as 
as practicable after the passage of this act, three commissioners for each o 
the following land districts, to wit: The Bozeman, Helena, and Missoula 
land districts, inthe State of Montana, and the Cosur d'Alene land district 
in the State of Idaho, at least one of whom foreach district shall be a practi 
miner and a resident of such district; and said personsso appointed for ea 
district shall constitute a board of commissioners to perform within su 
district the duties herein prescribed. They shail each receive for their con 
pensation such sums as may be allowed by the Secretary of the Interlo: 
exceeding their actual expenses, and in addition thereto such further sur 
not exceeding #10, for each day they may be actually engaged in the per 
formance of their duties; and their accounts shall be audited by the Secre 
tary of the Interior and paid monthly. Before entering upon their duti 
each of said commissioners shall take an oath to faithfully perform t! 
ties of his office. Said commissioners shall make examination of the 
herein mentioned within their respective districts, and may also ta 
testimony of witnesses as to the mineral or nonmineral character of any of 
said lands, and receive any other evidence relating to said matter, and shal! 
have power to summon witnesses to appear before them, and to administer 
oaths; and they shall, immediately upon their appointment, proceed to ex 
amine and classify the lands herein‘mentioned within their respective dis 
tricts, as provided in this act. The oath of office of said commissioners shall 
be filed by them in the office of the Commissioner of the General Land Of 
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fice. All testimony taken by said commissioners shall be reduced to writ 
ing, subscribed by the witnesses, and filed with the report of the commis 
sioners hereinafter required. The action or decision of a majority of said 
commissioners in each district shall control in all matters herein provided 
for. Not more than two of the commissioners in any one district shall 
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appointed from the same political party 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out all after 
| the word *‘ compensation” in line 12 on page 2, down to and in 
cluding the word ‘‘ exceeding” in lines 14 and 15, and to insert 
after the word ‘‘duties” in line 16, the words ‘‘which shall include 
their transportation and subsistence expenses.” [n support of 
that amendment I will say that it has been the custom, | am in- 
formed, in the partition of Indian lands, to allow $5 per day and 
actual traveling expenses, and instead of $6 aday and actual 
traveling expenes, I propose to allow $10 a day, which 
clude both traveling and subsistence expenses. I will say 
gentleman further that I am informed that this is 
allowance in such cases. 

Mr. HARTMAN. While the expenses of transportation and 
of living are as high as they are in these two States, if s 
me that the allowance proposed by the gentleman 
would not be sufficient. I suggest that the gentleman modi 
the amendment so as to provide for the paymént of $8 a day 
expenses. 

Mr.SAYERS. No, sir: I would not be willing to a 
that. An aggregate compensation of $10 a day is enough. 
| Mr. HARTMAN. Another thing. The gentleman must re- 
| member that anyone who engages in this occupation of examining 

and classifying these lands must be an expert—must understand 
the subject-matter that he is investigating. itis notevery | 
son who is capable of doing this work. 

Mr. SAYERS. There will be no difficulty 

do the work at $10 a day—good men, too. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Well, in order not to delay the bill, I will 
assent to the amendment of the gentleman from Texas. My un- 
| gate the mineral lands from the other lands covere 
| grant. 
| Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The alternate sections that the 

railway company claims toown, 2s well as the others—the whole 
of them’ 

Mr. MCRAE. The 
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derstanding is that it provides for $10 a day compensation to 
these parties, and that they are to pay their own expenses. 

Mr.SAYERS. Certainly. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. I move toamend by striking out 
the last word. I have not had time to read the bill, but only to 
glance at the first section. I wish to ascertain whether lamcor- 
rect in understanding that the bill with the amendment just 
adopted provides for a commission composed of three persons 
at a compensation of $10 a day, toexamine the mineral lands of 
Montana and Idaho within the Northern Pacific Railroad grant’ 

Mr. MCRAE. That is correct, I think. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 

Mr. MCRAE. Well, it is to classify the lands so as oa 
i Dy tne 
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gentleman will remember that the min- 
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eral lands were excepted from the Northern Pacific grant. 
There has been a contention between the railroad company and 
the miners as to when these lands passed to the railroad com- 
pany. The contention which underlies this bill—which is, that 
the exception continues to the time of patent—has recently been 
supported by the Supreme Court of the United States; and now 
all parties, I believe, desire that this classification be made. 
The gentleman from Montana [Mr. HARTMAN], who introduced 
this bill, is more familiar with the facts than I am. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It provides for an examination of 
all the lands within that grant? 

Mr. HARTMAN, No, sir. 

Mr CANNON of Illinois. All the mineral lands? 

Mr. HARTMAN. It provides for an examination of lands 
within the grant supposed to contain minerals. In Montana, 
Idaho, and other mineral States the minerals are found in what 
are known as ‘‘mineral zones.” There are certain portions of 
Montanaand Idaho that we know contain no more mineral wealth 
than can be found in the city of Washington. So that it will not 
be necessary to make an examination of every alternate section 
through the whole length of the Northern Pacific Railroad grant 
in those two States in order to discover the lands coming within 
the mineral zone. Hence this work is not so much of an under- 
taking as the gentleman seems to think. 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Under the opinion of the Supreme 
Court, with which I am not familiar, the contention or theory on 
which this bill is framed has been, I understand, confirmed. 
Now it is proposed to examine the lands granted to the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad in Montana and Idaho—the mineral lands. 
Am I correct? 

Mr. MCRAE. It is proposed to make an examination for the 
purpose of determining what lands are mineral, in order to seg- 
regate the mineral lands from the agricultural. It will not be 
necessary, as my friend from Montana has suggested, to examine 
every section—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I understand that. 

Mr. MCRAE. But simply to make such an examination as will 
enable the commissioners to segregate the mineral lands and to 
settle the dispute between the railroad and miners. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Thatis, to take for the Government 
the mineral lands coming within the grant to the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad, which that company has been claiming heretofore? 

Mr. McRAR. That is it exactly. 

Mr. HARTMAN. And which the Supreme Court of the 
United States has held the railroad company is not entitled to. 
: ne of Illinois. Now, this is a pretty large job, is 

t not 

Mr. HARTMAN. Itis no child’s play, of course. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. There are, I presume, fifteen or 
twenty million acres of land within that grant, or more? 

Mr. HARTMAN. There are 17,800, acres in Montana 
within the Northern Pacific grant, and 1,900,000 acres in Idaho. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I understand that, but—— 

Mr. HARTMAN. And no considerable portion of the land 
will have to be examined. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. I understand. But you provide 
for the appointment of a commission, and the payment of $10 a 
day for their services. You provide for a report, with a chance 
to the railway or to the people to make a contest, and finally for 
the confirmation of the report. 

Now, I wish to ask my friend from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE], 
considering the fact that the North Pacific Railway was not 
completed west of the Missouri River in time, and within two 
weeks past, with a great flourish of arene we passed through 
the House a bill to forfeit — acre of the land they hold, if 
he thinks it economy to pass this bill now, and thereby, im- 
pliedly at least, acknowledge the title of the North Pacific Rail- 
way to the lands? 

Mr. MCRAE. If the gentleman will read the bill, he will find 
that we expressly reserve in the bill all the right of forfeiture 
we have, and distinctly provide that there shall be no such im- 
plication to follow the passage of the bill. Whatever rights 
may exist between the parties now will be pees by this pro- 
vision. We know that as long as the railroad company holds 
the legal title, the miner's right is imperiled, and whatever 
may be the final fate of the forfeiture bill to which the gentle- 
man refers, we intend by this bill to protect the miners if possi- 
ble. That bill would protect them if it becomes a law, but if it 
fails, then this bill gives them another chance. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Well, I wanted to see how much 
my friend thought we ought to spend, considering the fact that 
in justice and equity according to the House, the North Pacific 
road has no title to all that land westof the Missouri River; and 
howfar he would goin making this kind of an expenditure when 

‘his own bill declares that they have no title atall. I know it 
will make some places on the commission; but I think that we 


had better pick out the people who are going to constitute the 
commission, and give them just that much money outright, and 
avoid this circumlocution. 

Mr. MCRAE. Iam glad to see my friend has so much faith 
in the passage of the forfeiture bill. I hope his friends anq 
party associates in the other end of the Capitol will take the 
same view of it, and then we will not need to organize this ex- 
pensive commission. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. My friend from Nebraska on my 
left oa HAINER] expresses the opinion that the other bill was 
absolutely a ‘ bluff.” 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman is very much mistaken, and 
will find that it is not a bluff. We intend to protect the miners 
and the settlers and all parties concerned by forfeiture and 
classification. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will regard the pro 
forma amendment as withdrawn, and the Clerk will resume the 
reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read section 3, as follows: 


Sxc. 3. That all lands shall be classified and taken to be mineral lands un- 
der this act which prior to the passage of this act have been located or pat 
ented as mineral lands, or which have, or probably will have, a market 
value by reason of the minerals which they contain, or which show such in- 
dications of valuable mineral deposits as would induce a miner to spend 
his time or money upon them with the reasonable expectation of finding 
mineral in paying quantities; or which from their geological formation, or 
their situation or propinquity or relation to known mineral lands, are or 
probably will be valuable for the mineral therein; and all of these matters 
shall be considered by the commissioners in determining the mineral or 
nonmineral character of such lands and inclassifyingthesame. The classi- 
fication herein provided for shall be by sections where the lands have been 
surveyed, unless there are such differences in the situation or character of 
different parts of the same section as in the opinion of the commissioners 
to require its classification by quarter sections; and in no case shall any 
subdivision of less than a quarter section be made for classification upon 
surveyed lands. If the landsexaminedare notsurveyed, classification shall 
be made by tracts of such extent, and designated by such natural or arti 
ficial boundaries to identify them, as the commissioners may determine. 
Where mining locations have been heretofore made or patents issued for 
mining ground in any section of land, this shall be taken as prima facie evi 
dence that the whole of such section is mineral land: Provided, That the 
word ‘“mineral,’’ where it occurs in this act, shall not be held to include iron 
or coal: And provided further, That the examination and classification of 
lands hereby authorized shall be made without reference or regard to any 
previous examination or report or classification thereof. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following 
amendments: 


Strike out in lines 18 to 20 the words “quarter sections; and in no case 
shall any subdivision of less than a quarter section be made for classifica- 
tion upon surveyed lands,” and insert ‘legal subdivisions." 

Strike out in line 27 the words “ whole of such section,” and insert “ forty- 
acre subdivision within which it is located.” 


The amendment was “greed to. 
Section 5 was read, as follows: 


Sec. 5. That said commissioners shall, on or before the 5th day of each 
month, file in the office of the register and receiver of the land office of 
the land district in which the land examined and classified is situated a ful! 
report, in duplicate, in such form as the Secretary of the Interior may pre- 
scribe, showing all lands examined by them during the preceding month, 
and specifying clearly, by legal subdivisions, where the land is surveyed, or 
otherwise =—- objects or permanent monuments, toidentify the same, 
the lands classified by them as mineral lands and those classified as non- 
mineral; and with said report shall be filed all testimony taken and written 
communications received by said commissioners relating to the lands en- 
braced inthe report. The register and receiver shall file one duplicate of 
said report in their office, together with all poncuenenes testimony and 
. and the other duplicate shall be by them forwarded direct to tho 

cretary of the Interior, and said commissioners shall furnish to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior at any time such further or additional report or infor- 
mation as he may uire concerning any matters relating to their duties 
or the pees of the same. Upon receipt of such report the register 
of the land office shall, at the expense of the United States, cause to be pub 
lished in a newspaper of general circulation in the county in which the land 
is located, at least once a week for four consecutive weeks, notice of the 
classification of lands as shown by said report, and any person, corporation 
or company mye Sogn by. such classification may, at any time within 
sixty days after the t publication of said notice, file with the register 
and receiver of the land office a verified protest against the acceptance of 
said classiffcation, which protest shall set forth concise language the 
grounds of objection to the classification as to the particular land in said 
pa described, whereupon a hearing shall be ordered by, and conducted 

fore, the said ter and receiver, under rules and regulations as near as 
practicable in conformity with the rules and practice of such‘land office in 
contests involving the mineral or nonmineral character of land in other 
al from the decision of the register and receiver shall be 
ommissioner of the General Land Office and the nant 
of the In- 


cases; and an ap 
allowed to the 
of the Interior, under such rules and regulations as the Secre 
terior may prescribe: Provided, That at such hearings the United States 
district attorney, or his assistants, for the judicial district in which the land 
is situated shall appear and defend the interests of the United States. and for 
such service he shall receive compensation not exceeding $25 per day, to be 
paid out of the fund provided for the examination and classification of said 
mineral lands. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following 
amendment: 

Tn line 46 strike out ‘‘ twenty-five " and insert “fifteen.” 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire tocall the attention of the gentleman 
who introduced the bill to the amendment offered by the com- 
mittee, which is to reduce the compensation of the district 
attorney or assistant appointed to defend the interests of the 
United States, from $25 per day to $15 per day. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I understand that. 
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Mr. SAYERS. I understand the proposition is to pay one of 
the assistant district attorneys $15 a day for services before the 
commission. Now, they are all paid a regular salary for repre- 
senting the Government of the United States, and you are add- 
jng probably a salary amounting to over $4,500 a year to what 
they already receive. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I think that the gentleman will find that 
assistant district attorneys, and the district attorney, receive, 
in addition to the nominal salary, fees and compensation for 
rendering services to the Government of the United States in 
cases where they are selected to represent the Government. 
Now, it has been deemed desirable and advisable by those of us 
who prepared and reported this bill, that the interests of the 
United States should be represented on this examination of these 
lands. It was certainly deemed discreet that it should be done. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman inform the House for 
what purpose is an assistant district attorney paid an annual 
salary if it not be to represent the Government? 

Mr. HARTMAN. How much salary does a United States 
district attorney receive? 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, it varies in different districts. 

Mr. HARTMAN. How much in my district? 

Mr. SAYERS. I can not tell the gentleman. 

Mr. HARTMAN. If Iam not mistaken, he receives the mu- 
nificent salary of $500 a year. No; $250, I am told by myfriend, 
Mr. SWEET. It is impossible to get a man who will give 
his time for $250 a year, if he is competent to practice law at 
all, to render such service as is required, who would be worth 
anything. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does not the gentleman know that when a 
man accepts the office of regularassistant United States district 
attorney he thereby engages himself to represent the Govern- 
ment in all cases into which he may be called? 

Mr. HARTMAN. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. SAYERS. What is the object in appointing such a man 
and paying him $500 a year? 

Mr. HARTMAN. The amount is $250. Iwas mistaken. I 
want to say, furthermore, to the gentleman that the compensa- 
tion of $250 a year which he receives is not compensation for 
the trial of cases, or for the attending of hearings such as are 
here contemplated. 

Mr. SAYERS. For what purpose is it paid him? 

Mr. HARTMAN. He is paid for attending to such United 
States business as may be turned over to him by the district at- 
torney, but he has exactly the same fees in addition to that as 
the district attorney himself has. The gentleman knows that 
the district attorney is not confined to a salary. 

Mr. SAYERS. Thatis so; but I know this one thing, Mr. 
Speaker, that every sundry civil and every general deficiency 
appropriation bill contain appropriations for the payment of 
regular and special assistant United States district attorneys, 
and these appropriations carry largesums of money. Of course 
I do not assume to speak for the amount that is paid to the regu- 
lar assistant United States district attorney in the gentleman’s 
district; but I do contend that this House should not pay an as- 
sistant district attorney who represents the Government before 
register and receiver more than $4,500 per year, as is provided 
for in this bill. 

Mr. HARTMAN. The gentleman from Idaho [Mr. SWEET] 
will have something to say upon that. 

Mr. SWEET. Mr. Speaker, I have served as United States 
district attorney. I have had an assistant appointed by the 
United States Attorney-General. The United States district 
attorney receives a salary of $250 per year, which it is expected 
will pay his office rent. His services are paid for in fees, and 
when they exceed the sum of $6,000 per annum he is obliged to 
account for the money, as the gentleman knows. 

Mr.SAYERS. That is my understanding. 

Mr. SWEET. Now, when the assistant is appointed, he is 
appointed for some special purpose, and is paid a fixed sum, the 
ameas any other attorney. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to my friend that he is mistaken. 
Regular assistant attorneys receive regular salaries, some of 
them from $1,200 to $2,500 per annum. 

Mr.SWEET. That may be so. 
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Mr.SAYERS. Thenthere are special assistant district attor- | 


neys who correspond to the character of the assistants that the 
gentieman has just named. 

Mr. SWEET. That may be so in districts sufficiently large, 
or where the volume of business is large enough to require sal- 
aried assistants; but in districts like Montana, Idaho, and Wash- 
ington—perhaps Washington now has a regular assistant—in the 
States which I have mentioned you must make application for 
your assistant, and state what his employment is for, and the At- 
torney-General, if he allows the assistant at all, fixes the salary 

shall receive, or in other words the fee. 
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Mr. SAYERS. In other words, only special assistants aro 
employed in Idaho and Montana. 

Mr. SWEET. That is tise fact. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. Now, I will ask the gentleman 
if he thinks that assistant district attorneys should be paid at 
the rate of nearly $5,000 per annum for representing the Gov- 
ernment in the matters contained in the bill under considera- 
tion? 

Mr. HARTMAN. Iwill say to the gentlem 
$15 a day a very moderate compensat 





in that I consider 


ion for the services of an 

attorney in attending upon these hearings and looking after the 

interests of the Government. So faras that is concerned, the 
only objection to it is that it is too small. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman would pay a man $10,000 a 


year then? 

Mr. HARTMAN. No, sir; | do not say that. 

Mr. SAYERS. If you pay $25 a day, it amounts to ove 
a year. 

Mr. HARTMAN. This compensation is only for the 
when he is engaged in that work. 

Mr. SAYERS. The bill does not say so. 

Mr. HARTMAN. If it does not so state, I am perfectly will- 
ing that it shall; but I think the gentleman will find upon in- 
vestigation that it does so state. The provision is cn page 7, 
line 46. 

Mr. SAYERS (reading): 

Provided, That at such hearings the United States district attorney or his 
assistants for the judicial district in which the land is situated siiall appear 
and defend the interests of the United States, and for such service he shall 
receive compensation not exceeding #15 per day. 

Now, the gentleman knows that these hearings can be pro- 
crastinated from day to day. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Let me say to the gentleman that unless 
the United States district attorney is guilty of fraud it is im- 
possible for him to collect more than $15 per day for each day 
actualiy engaged representing the interests of the United States. 

Now if there is anything vague in the language, I am per- 
fectly willing, I will state to the gentleman, to accept an 
amendment to this effect—that he shall receive not exc eding 
$15 for each day engaged in representing the United stutes 
in such hearings. But if the gentleman will notice, these hear- 
ings are to be had before the register and receiver. There are 
hearings to be had after notice given, as provided by the bill: and 
there will not probably be more than twenty orthirty in an en- 
tire year. That is arough guess; and that is all we can ma 
but if the gentleman thinks that this service would continue 
every day he is mistaken. 

Mr. SAYERS. What is the area of these mineral lan: 

Mr. HARTMAN. The areaof the mineral lands it is 
sible to estimate. 

Mr. SAYERS. About what? 

Mr. HARTMAN. I presume it would be safe to say that in 
the State of Montana alone it will amount to 3,000,000 acres 
within this grant, but let me go further before the gentleman 
interrupts me. He will remember this, that each partie: 


r 37,000 


days 


ls? 


impo ” 


lar 


section of this land is notreported separately and by itself. Th: 
section is not advertised by the register and receiver in the par- 
ticular section or quarter section. Each particular report is 


made by the commissioners, and then the register and receiver 
publishes the notice of hearings. Any person has the right 
then to come in who is aggrieved by that report and file his pro- 
test, and then the hearing occurs. 

Mr. SAYERS. So the gentleman estimates that out of. this 
large area of land there will not be over twenty or thirty hear- 
ings in a year. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Idonot say that positively. That is all 
a guess. As we all know, this isan absolutely new domain. We 
have never had anything of the sort before. 

Mr.SAYERS. And that is the reason I 
probable cost of this business. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Let us suppose that it takes 309 


wish to know tl} 


days in 


the year. I want to know of the gentleman if it is not money 
well spent to have the United States represented by competent 
men; and you can not get such for less than $10 or $!5 a day. 


Mr. SAYERS. The proposition is not one as to whether good 
men should get $5 or $10 a day; but the proposition is, at least 
my proposition is, to so guard this bill by the insertion of a pro- 
vision that no advantage can be taken and that these hearings 
can not be unduly procrastinated at the expense of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. HARTMAN. 
language? 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman was on the Committee on 
Appropriations he would know how these expenditures are 
swelled every year, and he would appreciate the necessity for 
protecting the Government. 


‘ 


Has the gentleman any objection to the 
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Mr. HARTMAN. I have no fault to find with the gentleman 
from Texas atall. The only point is this: Is it good judgment 
on the par't of the United States to fail to have competent rep- 
resentatives in these hearings? 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir. If the United States district attor- 
ney shall — before these commissioners he gets $15 a day; 


and the bill provides that he shall appear 

Mr. HARTMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is in addition to his other fees. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Will the gentleman allow me to make a 
—— there? There are three land districts in the State 
of Montana which are included under this bill. What would 
the United States district attorney do if he had a hearing in 
each one of these districtson the same day? Should he be com- 
pelled to employ assistants to go to the other hearings, and go 
to one himself, and pay them for their work? 

Mr. SAYERS. hat doesthe gentleman propose? Does he 
propose to hire a lawyer to attend toeach one of these matters? 

Mr. HARTMAN. Notatall. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then, what is the proposition? 

Mr.HARTMAN. We propose that in every contest the re- 
sult of the action of these commissioners, after notice has been 
ste by the register and receiver, that the United States shall 

represented by a competent attorney. We say that it is im- 
possible to get such competent attorney unless you pay him 
something for his services. 

Mr.SAYERS. Very well. Then, why does not the gentle- 
man suggest the amount to be paid to the attorney in each con- 
test? Then we could tell what it would amount to. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Howis that? 

Mr. SAYERS. Why does not the gentieman suggest the 
amount to be paid in each contest? 

Mr. HARTMAN, Iwill tell you why. Some of these con- 
tests may last a week or two weeks. I have known such con- 
troversies to last four, five, or six weeks. Now, do you think 
you could get a competent attorney to take those cases for $15 
acontest? It would be im ible. 

Mr. SAYERS. Under this bill an expense account against 
the United States of not less than a hundred or a hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars could be incurred. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Can the gentleman show how? 

Mr. SAYERS. I willshowyou. [ take the gentleman’s own 
statement. He says he knows of contests which will last one or 
two weeks. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, the gentleman can not tell how man 
contests there will be. There may be two or three hundred. 
Now suppose the av contest lasts seven days—— 

Mr. HARTMAN. average will not be so high as that. 
The average will ss be about two days. 

Mr. SWEET. ay I make a suggestion to the gentleman 
from Texas? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. SWEET. Why could not the matter be arranged in 
this way. In the first place, there are no assistant district at- 
torncys in Montana or idaho. Now, why not, when a contest 
arises, keep it under the control of the United States authori- 
ties by directing the United States attorney for that district 
to make a showing to the Attorney-General that he is unable 
to attend to it, to request the appointment of an assistant 
- whatever salary or compensation the Attorney-General may 

x? 

Mr. SAYERS. I would not object to that. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I would be perfectly —— to accept that 
suggestion. I certainly have no desire to saddle the Treasury 
with any penn ine nomees, a. ra in this matter. But letme show 
the gentleman from Texas wherein he is wrong. If each con- 
test lasted seven days at $15 a day that would be only a hundred 
and five doilars for a contest, and twojhundred contests in a*year 
would amount to only about $21,000—a much less sum than that 
suggested by the gentleman from Texas. 

Nr. SAY . But that would be before one commissioner. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Oh, no. I mean in the entire State. 

Mr. SAYERS, Mr. S er, I move to insert in line 46, page 
7, after the words “‘ per day,” the words “‘for each day thatsuch 
attorney or assistant shall actually appear before the register or 
receiver.” 

Mr. HARTMAN. [accept that. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, my unders is that the 
committee amendment strikes out “twenty-five” and inserts 
‘*fifteen.” 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas to be offered as an 
amendment to the amendment of the committee. 


Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. MORAE. So that if the amendment of the gentleman 
from Texas is adopted, the compensation will be $15? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

The amendment of Mr. SAYERS was agreed to. 

The committee amendment as amended was then adopted 

The Clerk will read the amendment to section 8. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Section 8, line 3, strike out “eighty” and insert ‘‘forty;” so that tho p: 
vision will read: ‘‘The sum of $40,000 or so much thereof as may be noce 
sary.”’ 

Mr. SAYERS. I move to amend that amendment by strilin 
out ‘‘forty” and inserting ‘‘twenty,” aud I call the attention o 
the gentleman from Montana to the fact that it will be impo 
sible to spend more than $20,000 for this purpose during the 
coming fiscal year, and that the necessary appropriation for t 
next year can be made at the short session of Congress. 

Mr. HARTMAN. The gentleman’s amendments to the othe: 
parts of the bill have reduced the expenditure under it so much 
that I am willing to accept that amendment making the sum 
$20,000. 

The amendment of Mr. SAYERS was agreed to, and the ameni- 
ment of the committee as amended was then adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read « 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider tho vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the tabie. 


LAND GRANTS TO RAILROADS FOR RESERVOIR PURPOSES. 


Mr. MCRAE. Icall up the bill (H.R. 7451) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act granting to railroads the right of way through 
the public lands of the United States,” approved March 3, 1875 
I yield to the gentleman from fowa [Mr. Lacry]. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ByNuM). The bill will bo 


read. 

Mr. LACEY. As the Committee on Public Lands has re 
ported an amendment, to strike out all of the bill after the en- 
acting clause and insert a substitute, I ask consent that the 
original bill be not read. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The substitute reported by the 
committee will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That whenever the Secretary of the Interior shall in his discretion find it 
necessary for the use of any railway company, whose line is located and 
opera through the public domain, that said company should acquire 
title to some t of such public land for gravel pits or the construction of 
reservoirs and the right of way for pipe lines to connect the same with such 
railways, said tary is hereby authorized and empowered to sell to said 
company a sufficient area of s land, not exceeding 160 acres in any one 
tract, and to issue patents therefor, and to issue permits for such line: Pro- 
vided, That such com shall pay therefor not less than the appraised 
value of such lands, the appraisers thereof, three in number, to be ap- 
pointed by the Secretary: Provided. further, That the lands or right of wa y 
shall not be within the limits of any park, forest, military, or Indian reser- 
vation, or the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, this is, in a different form, the 
same bill to which the attention of the House was called awhile 
ago. ‘This bill was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
who agreed to report the substitute just read. In the mean- 
time there came from the Senate a biil, which has been read 
this afternoon, known as the ‘‘ Teller vill.” It was proposed to 
add this provision to that bill as an amendment, instead of pass- 
ing it asa separate measure, But there is some question as t) 
the effect of the first part of the Teller bill upon the irrigation 
laws of the United States; and it is desired that further time 
be given to the consideration of that measure. In the mean- 
while there is no objection, I believe, to this bill in its amended 
form, and therefore it has been called up for passage. The 
other measure can be considered separately hereafter. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read « 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 

d 


The amendment of the committee to make the title read: ‘‘An 
act to authorize the entry of land for gravel pits and reservoir 

rposes, and authorizing the grant of right of way for pipe 
ines,” was read and agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 


which the bill was was laid on the table. 2 
Mr. MCRAE. .Mr. Speaker, our committee has no other bills 
which we are disposed to call up now. There are several im- 
which, if brought up, Seninesees 
to present at the pres- 
adjourn. 


portant measures, 
sion, and it does not seem ad 
ent time. I move that the House 






1894. 


——eo“_-- °° °°”°&@€@€ 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 





By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: | 


To Mr. SETTLE, for ten days, on account of sickness in his 


family. 3 a a 
To Mr. STOCKDALE, indefinitely. 


The motion of Mr. MCRA® was thenagreed to; and accordingly | 


(at 4 o'clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIU, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred tothe Committee of the Whole House, asfollows: __ 

By Mr. BOWERS of California, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs: A bill (H. R. 5467) for the relief William H. Hugo. 
(Report No. 1307.) ee 

By Mr. HULL, from the same committee: A bill (S. 179) 
authorizing the restoration of the name of Thomas H. Carpen- 
ter, late captain Seventeenth United States Infantry, to the 
rolls of the Army, and providing that he be placed on the list of 
retired officers. (Report No. 1295.) 


By Mr. HARE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A | 


bill (H. R.575) granting a pension to Charity Ann Smith. 
port No. 1300.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the same committee: A bill (H.R. 
7181) granting a pension to Rachel Patton. (Report No. 1301.) 

By Mr. RYAN, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
$253) granting a pension to Susan D. Wright. (Report No. 
1302. 

By Mr. LACEY,from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
7671) granting a pension to Elizabeth L. Markham. (Report 
No. 1303.) 

By Mr. BUNN, from the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. 8.3731) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims to determine the law and the facts in regard to the claim 
of John O'Dell. (Report No. 1304.) 

A bill (H. R.7603) for the relief of Charles Deal. 


1305.) 


(Re- 


(Report No. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. BUNN, from the Commit- 
tee on Claims, reported adversely the bill (H. R. 5491) for the re- 
lief of Calvin J. Cowles and George B. Hanna; which, with the 
accompanying report (No. 1305), was ordered to be printed, and 
referred the Committee of the Whole House. 





PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills and a resolution of the fol- 


lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: | 
810) to authorize the At- | 


> F 


By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R.7 
torney-General to bring suit in the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia against the Wichita and affiliated bandsof Indians, 
the Comanche, Kiowa, Apache, Choctaw, and Chickasaw tribes, 
to determine and settle the legal or equitable interest of said 
Indians in certain lands located between the ninety-eighth and 
one-hundredth degree of west longitude, in Oklahoma Terri- 
tory,and located within the territory leased from the Choctaw 
and Chickasaw tribesin the year 1855, and ceded in 1866, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7811) authorizing the El Reno 
Bridge Company to construct a bridge across the South Cana- 
dian River between Blaine County, Okla., and the Wichita In- 
dian Reservation—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HARTER: A bill (H. R.7818) to provide public rev- 


gnue by customs and internal taxes—to the Committee on Ways | 


and Means. 
By Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina: A resolution asking the 


Committee on Banking and Currency and the Committee on Coin- | 


ege, Weights, and Measures to report measures for the free 
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used by the United States Army—to the Committee 
Claims. 
By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H.R. 7814) granting 
Mary Shaw—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. STORER: A bill (H. R. 7815) for the relief of Dr. C. 
lillman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. MCNAGNY: A bill (1. R. 7816) grantin 
Simon Baughman—to the Committee on Inval 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7817) granting a pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


a pension to 


| 
| D. 


4 


ion to 


ension to 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following peiit 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as fo 
By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition toexemptfrater: 
| olent societies from taxation in any form—to the Committee 
| Ways and Means. 
| By Mr. BUNDY: Resolution of the Board of Trade 
of Portsmouth, Ohio,-asking their Senators and Repr 
in Congress to vote for a bill to provide for asurvey a 
for widening the canal between the cities of Toledo and 
mouth, in the State of Ohio—to the Committee on 
Harbors. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of citizens of Hopedale, Mas 
the passage of legislation restricting immigration 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Merchants and Manufact 
Association, in favor of completion of subtreasury buildi: 
Philadelphia—to the Committee on Public Buildi: 
Grounds. 

Also, remonstrance of citizens of California, against funding 
debt against Central Pacific Railroad—to the Committee on Pa 
cific Railways. 

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of Astoria, Or 
| asking for protection and preservation of the food fishes of 
Columbia River—to the Committee on Merchant Marine 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Papers to accompany House bi 
| to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of B. W. Harris and 64 « citi 
zens of East Bridgewater, Mass., asking for radical legislation 
for the restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Petition of 
ployés of the Government Printing Office, representing that the 
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present building is dangerous to human life, and praying fora 
new structure or improvement of the old—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 
SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, July 25, 1894, 
| Prayer by Rev. Isaac W. CANTER, of the city of Washington. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of y¢ lay’s 
proceedings; when, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transn 
in response to a resolution of the Senate of the 19th 
list of the names of all persons acting in the capacity « 
agents of the Treasury Department; which, with the acco 
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Finance, a 
dered to be printed. 

DEATH OF PRESIDENT CARNOT. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Se: fol- 
| lowing communication from the Secretary of State; which was 
read and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed, and to 


nd or- 


t . 
vial 


coinage of silver ata ratio of 16 to 1, and such measures as will | be printed in the RecorD, as follows: 
change our monetary system—to the Committee on Coinage, DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washin 4, 1894 

Weights, and Measures. Sim: I have the honor to inclose herewith, for the information of the Sen- 

ate of the United States, copy of a dispatch, No. 191, of July 11, 1804, from the 

United States embassy at Paris, transmitting copy of a note from the 

French minister of foreign affairs, reporting the reception by the Chamber 

of Deputies of the resolutions passed by the Senate and by the House of Rep- 

resentatives regarding the death of the late President Carnot 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant 

w 


gion, July 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following | 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 7812) torefer to the Court 


Q GRESHAM 


“10s 8: Fre France, No. 191, July 11, 1894, and inclosure, copy 
of Claims the claim of Allen E. Anderson, of Mississippi, for eat te at es 
cotton taken from him by the United States Army—to the Com- Vice-President of the United States, United States Senat 
mittee on War Claims. —- 


rHeE UNITED STATEa, 
Paris, July 11, 1894, 
Sire: In reply to Mr. Eustis’s note, transmitting to the French Government 
the resolutions adopted by the Senate and by the House of Representatives 


No. 191.] EMBASSY OF 


Also, a bill (H.R. 7813) to refer to the Court of Claims the 
of the estate of Henry S. Montgomery, deceased, late of 
Claiborne County, Miss., for property and supplies taken and 








| 


Saas a 
ee 


1844 


on the occasion of the assassination of President Carnot, Mr. Hanotaux, 
under date of the 6th instant, writes that the resolutions were read in the 
French Chamber of Deputies and received with applause. He desires that 
the coe of gratitude of the French Government be expressed to Con- 
gress. I inclose a copy and translation of his note. 

I have the honor to be, sir, etc., 








HENRY VIGNAUD. 
Hon. WALTER Q. GRESHAM, 
Secretary of State. 


(Translation of inclosure.] 
PARIS, July 6, 1894. 


Mr. AMBASSADOR: In expressing to me its personal feelings of condo- 
lence, your excellency kin SS to me the resolutions passed 
by the Senate and House of Representatives of America to show its partici- 
pation in our national mourning. I hastened to transmit this communica- 
tion to the President of the Chamber of Deputies, who read them in the 
sitting i June 29. They were received with the unanimous applause of the 
Assembly. 

I be your excellency to kindly express to the Presidents of the Senate 
and of the House of Representatives the — gratitude inspired to the 
Government of the Republic and by the F'rench Chamber by these marks of 
sympathy shown to France under such painful circumstances. 


Receive, etc., 
G. HANOTAUX. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the correspondence between the 
Secretary of State and the French Government be inserted in 
the Journal of the Senate. It will not be journalized without a 
special order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COCKRELL. From the committee of conference on the 
eee votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. 7097) making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
ge of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 

895, and for other pur s, [ submit the report of the confer- 
ence agreement, and ask that the report be concurred in. 

In connection with the report I will make a statement of the 
amounts. 

The bill as passed by the House of Representatives contained 
appropriations amounting to $21,105,787.29. 

he bill was passed by the Senate with amendments which in- 
creased the appropriations to $21,378,315.79, being an increase 
by the Senate of $272,528.50. 

The amount appropriated by the bill as agreed to in confer- 
ence is $21,308,295.79. 

The amount carried by the seers etc., appropriation act 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, was $21,865,802.81, 

20 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The conference report will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the report, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the Gtragresing votes of the two Houses 


on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. B. 7097) “maki ropri- 
ations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of ‘the overn- 


ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1 and for other p "having 
met, after full and conference have agreed to recomend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7, 23, 24, 33, 100, 113, 


114, 130, 144, 168, 182, 183, 184, and 185. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 


. 5, 9, 10, 12, 13, 16, 17, 18, 19, 21, 22, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, $2, 34, 35, 
86, 37, 88, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 
67, €8, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 82, 83, 84, 85, 85, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 97, 
08, 99,101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 108, 107, 108, 109, 110 111, 113, 115, 116, 117, 118,'119, 120, i21: 
122, 123, 134, 125, 126, 197, 138, 129, 131, 132, 183, 134, 185, 186, 137, 138, 199, 140, 141, 143, 146, 
147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152° 153, 154, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167 


54, , > , 
169, 171, 172, 173, 175, 176, 177, 178, 179, 181, 187, 188, 189, 190, and 191, and agree to the 
ame 


8 ; 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the 
Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert $426,318.90; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the number pro: insert 26; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Houso recede from its ment to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert $37,440; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert $116,524; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the | 


Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In Heuof the number proposed insert “33; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 
Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $39,600;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 20, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$4,000;"" and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 35, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum insert ‘ $374,355.74; '’ and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 54, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lines 6 and7 of said amendment strike out “five hundred" and insert “seven 
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hundred and fifty ” in lieu thereof; and in line 15 of said amendment strikg 
out ‘$262.50’’ and insert ‘'$450’’ in lieu thereof; and the Senate agree tv |}, 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of tho 
Senate numbered 55 and 56, and agree to the same with an amendment ag 
oe Strike out the amended paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the 
‘ollo : : 

For the tempor senateg mnt of clerks within the classified service to 
complete, under the Comptroller of the Treasury, the accounts in the offices 
of the First and Second Comptrollers and Commissioner of Customs on hang 
October 1, 1894, 830,000: Provided, After completing said accounts the cler\s 
so temporarily employed may be detailed by the Secretary of the Treasury 
to the Auditor for the Post-Office nay ae pmo or to any other bureau of tha 
Treasury Department, to bring up back work, and the unused balance of 
said sum of $30,000 is hereby made available for such purpose.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 79, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
- lieu of the number proposed insert “‘eight;”’ and the Senate agree to 

e same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 80, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the number proposed insert ‘“ twelve;” and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 81, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'$50,100," and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 142, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $250,000; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 145, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows 
In lieu of the matter stricken out and inserted by said amendment insert 
the following: ‘ under the supervision of the Commissioner of Patents, and 
in the city of Washington, or within such a reasonable distance therefrom 
asthe Secretary of the Interior may consider to be not disadvantageous to 
the Department; and the Commissioner of Patents, under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior, shall be authorized to make contracts there- 
for after proper notice by publication: Provided, That the entire work may 
be done at the Government Printing Office if, in the judgment of the Joint 
Committee on Printing, it shall be deemed to be best for the interests of the 
Government;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 170,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In line 10, page 108, of the bill strike out “five hundred” and insert in lic 
thereof ‘‘seven hundred and fifty;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 174, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In line 4 of said amendment strike out the word ‘“‘and;” and the Senate 


aqzee to the same. 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 180, andagree tothe same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment, insert the following as a 
separate paragraph: 

“ The judge of the district court for the northern district of Illinois shall 
be authorized to appoint a clerk of such court at an annual salary of $3.00 
which amount is hereby appropriated.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 186, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In line 4 of said amendment strike out the word “unless” and insert in lieu 
thereof thefollowing: ‘‘ to which compensation is attached, unless specially 
heretofore or;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 192, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
Strike out all of said amendment after the word ‘“act’’ in line 5 thereo! 
and insert in lieu thereof as a separate section the following: 

‘*Sgo. 27. The present President of the Senate and Speaker of the House o! 
Representatives are empowered to fill vacancies that may occur by resignua- 
tion or otherwise on the Joint Commission to Inquire into and Examine the 
Status of the Laws the Executive Departments, authorized by the 
act a appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894,”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 





F. M. COCKRELL, 

WILKINSON CALL, 

W. B. ALLISON, 
Managers on the part of the Senile 


ALEX. M. DOCKERY. 

WILLIAM J. COOMBS, 

HENRY H. BINGHAM. 
Managers on the part of the Hovse 


The report was concurred in. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of 92 citizens of Akron, 
Ohio, and a memorial of 78 citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, remon- 
strating against the support of the Government in muintaining 
the present system of sectarian Indian education, ete.; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. QUAY presented memorials of 30 citizens of Paxinos; of 
105 citizens of Stockton; of 67 citizens of Vanderbilt; of 76 citi- 
zens of South Woodbury; of 22 citizens of Satula; of 51 citizens 
of Rainsburg; of 30 citizens of Pennsylvania; of 173 citizens 0! 
Lebanon; of 40 citizens of Donaldson; of 90 citizens of New- 
manstown; of 109 citizens of Towamencin Township; of 47 cit'- 
zens of Muir; of 69 citizens of Rock Glen; of 65 citizens o! 
Rehrersburg, and of 120 citizens of Marysville, all in the State 
of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the support of the Gov- 
ernment in maintaining the present system of sectarian [ndian 
education, etc.; which were ordered to lie on the table. ; 

Mr. WASHBURN presented sundry memorials of citizens 0: 
St. Paul, Scandia, Minneapolis, Chicago, Stillwater, and Rush 
City, all in the State of Minnesota, remonstrating against the 
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support of the Government in maintaining the present system 
of sectarian Indian education, ete.: which were ordered to lie on 
the table. : oa 

Mr. PLATT. I presenta memorial of a similar nature re- 
monstrating against the violation of the American principle of 
separation of church and state which is involved in making ap- 
propriations for or contracts with agents of sectarian institu- 
tions for Indian education, the memorial being from the city of 
Meriden, Conn., which ismy home. The names signed to the 
memorial are among the best citizens of the place. 

I inquired the other day whether it would be proper, the In- 
dian appropriation bill having gone into the hands of a confer- 
ence committee, to refer these memorials to the conference 
committee. Iam satisfied it would be a departure from the 
practice of the Senate heretofore, whether it might be strictly 
admissible or not. But I take this occasion tocall the attention 
of the conferees to the fact that a large number of these memo- 
rials are being presented daily in the Senate and I hope that 
they will consider the matter. : 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill having been reported 
and acted upon by the Senate, the memorial will lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented sundry memorials of citizens of Chi- 
cago, Evanston, Hamilton, East Peoria, Roodhouse, Fithian, 
Stonington, and Nunda, all in the State of Illinois, remonstrat- 
ing against the violation of the American principle of separation 
of church and state which is involved in making appropriations 
for or contracts with the agents of sectarian institutions for 
Indian education, etc.; which were ordered to lie on the tabie. 

Mr. TURPIE. At the request of W. R. Stokes, of Lebanon, 
Ind., I present drafts of amendments to the Federal Constitu- 
tion. As the amendments are very brief I ask that they may be 
printed as a document, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
absence of objection. 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of 135 citizens of Chicago, 
Ill., praying that Congress terminate the pending tariff legisla- 
tion, as a failure to do so quickly will work incalculable loss and 
irreparable injury to the financial and industrial interests of the 
country; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of John F. Hall and 
67 other citizens of Salem, N. H., praying for a system of Gov- 
ernment schools for advancing education among the Indians on 
the basisof the American free school system: which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MCMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2217) to provide for 
the closing of a part of an alley in square 185 in the city of 
Washington, D. C., reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom | 
was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the l4th 
of July last, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and that it be 
printed; which was agreed to. 


REPORT ON SALMON INDUSTRIES. 


Mr.GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, | 
to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] on the 13th instant, in relation 
to the salmon industries of the Columbia River, to report it 
favorably with amendments. I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the resolution. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, directed to print 
1,00 extra copies of Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 200, Fifty-third Con- 
gress. second session, being the report of the United States Commissioner 
of Fish and Fisheries on the salmon industries of the Columbia River, the 
same to be for the use of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries. 

_ The amendments reported by the Committee on Printing were, | 
in line 10, after the word ‘‘salmon,” to strike out “industries” | 
and insert “fisheries,” and in line 11, after the words ‘“‘Columbia 
River” to insert ‘‘ Basin.” 

Mr. DOLPH. Iinquire of tne Senator from Maryland, who 
reports the resolution, how many copies of this document are 
proposed to be printed? 

Mr.GORMAN. The colleague of the Senator|Mr. MITCHELL | 
of Oregon] offered the resolution, and it proposes to print 1,000 
additional copies. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I introduced the resolution to 
print 1,090 extra copies for the use of the Commissioner of Fish 
and Fisheries. 

Mr. DOLPH. 
land that that is 


It will be so ordered, in the 


i wish to suggest to the Senator from Mary- | 
a very important and interesting document to 


| of the courts of the United States within the district of South Carolina 
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the people of my State and the States bordering on the Columbia 
River, and the number which would be available for the use of 
Senators, if only the usual number is ordered printed, would be 
entirely inadequate. Would the Senator object to having a 
limited number printed for the use of the Senate? 

Mr.GORMAN. Notatall. Within the rule the Senator may 
offer an amendment for that purpose. 

Mr. DOLPH. Let the amendmentsof the committee be acted 
upon, and then i shall offer an amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator that when the 
proper time comes, after the amendments of the committee 
have been acted on, I shall move to insert ‘‘one thousand ad- 
ditional copies for the use of the Senate.” 

Mr. DOLPH. That will be satisfactory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question on the 
amendments reported by the Committee on Printing, which 
have been read. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move tostrike out ‘‘ one thousand ” and in- 
sert ‘‘two thousand,” and after the words ‘‘Columbia River 
Basin,” to insert ‘‘one thousand for the use of the Senate and 
one thousand for the use of the Commissioner of Fish and Fish- 
eries.” 

The 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 3, before the word **thousand,” it 
is proposed to strike out ‘‘ one ’ and insert ‘‘ two,” so as to read: 
‘*Two thousand copies;” and after the word ‘‘ basin,” to strike 
out ‘* the same to be for the use of the Commissioner of Fish and 
Fisheries,” and insert ‘‘one thousand for the use of the Senate 
and one thousand for the use of the Commissioner of Fish and 
Fisheries.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2252) for the relief of Mrs. 
Alice M. Walsh: which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2253) restricting the juris- 
diction of the Federal courts, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 2254) to establish a light-house 
and a range light at the entrance to Galveston Harbor, in the 


PRESIDENT pro tempore. The will be 


amendment 


| county of Galveston, in the State of Texas; which was read twice 


by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. DOLPH. I submit an amendment intended to be pro- 


| posed by me to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which, with 


the letter from the collector of customs at Portland, Oregon, I 


| ask may be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed. 
Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him tothe general deficiency oe bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs,and ordered to be 


be re- 


| printed. 


Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

COURTS IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 

On motion of Mr. PUGH, it was— 


Ordered, That the bill (S. 1879) to amend ‘An act to regulate the sittings 


be 


recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
INVESTIGATION OF DISTRICT CHARITABLE ORGANIZATIONS, 
Mr. MCMILLAN submitted the following resolution: which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Whereas the board of children’s guardians, at a meeting held July Ié 
passed resolutions asking for an investigation of certain charges refi 
on its management and usefulness: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, and they are 
hereby, directed to investigate the management of the office of the Superin 


1 sO4, 


scting 


| tendent of Charities, of the Board of Children’sGuardians. and of the Wash 


ington Humane Society, and to report to the Senate whether, in the judg 


| ment of the committee, there is conflict or duplication of duties among the 
| established agencies for the protection of children in the District of Colum 


bia and any other material facts in relation to the management of the or- 
ganizations named. Such investigation may be conducted by a ymmit- 
tee or otherwise, in the discretion of the chairman of the sald committee 


SEWERAGE OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. PROCTOR. I submit a resolution, and ask for its 
diate consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows 
Resolved, That 500 copies of Executive Dor 
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1ent No. 445, first seesion of 
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Fiftty-first Congress, it being a report of a board of sanitary engineers upon 
the sewerage of the District of Columbia, be printed for the use of the Sen- 
ate. 


Mr. COCKRELL. What will! be the cost involved? 

Mr. PROCTOR. There was but a single copy of that report 
remaining in the document room, and I borrowed that copy. 
It is quite important, in view of some pending legislation, that 
there should be a reprint of it. 

Mr. GORMAN. suggest to the Senator that he have the 
resolution referred to the Committee on Printing, and the com- 
mittee will report it promptly. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

INDUSTRIAL TROUBLES IN CHICAGO, ILL. 


Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution, and ask for its imme- 
diate consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, directed to tra ns 
mit to the Senate full copies of all telegraphic and other correspondence 
which may have passed between him or his office and any of the officers, 
agents, or attorneys of the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacitic Railway Com_ 
es: the Illinois Central Railway Company; the Chicago, Milwaukee and 

t. Paul Railway Company; the Chicago and Northwestern Railway Com- 
pany, and any and all other railways entering into Chicago that were in 
any manner eng in or affected by the recent industrial troubles in the 
city of Chicago, [1l., as well as all telegraphic and other correspondence with 
the United States district attorney at the city of Chicago, and any and all 
special attorneys retained or taking any part in the litigation arising out of 
said troubles, between the ist day of June, 1894, and the present date. 

Mr. PLATT. Thatisa long resolution. Letitlie over and 
be printed. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the reso- 


lution will be printed, and go over until to-morrow. 


ROBERT TRAVILA. 


Mr.DOLPH. If the morning business is disposed of, I ask —— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further con- 
current or other resolutions, the morning business is concluded, 
and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 894) for the relief of Robert Travila 
for loss of carbine in late war. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISSUE AND SALE OF BONDS. 

The PRESIDENT pyre tempore. The first business on the 
Calendar under Rule VII[ will be stated. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER January 18, 1894, de- 
claring that the Secretary of the Treasury has no lawful author- 
ity for issuing and selling bonds as proposed in the notice pub- 
lished January 17, 1894, was announced as first in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over, 
—e objected to. The next business on the Calendar will be 
stated. . 


WILLIAM R. WHEATON AND CHARLES H. CHAMBERLAIN. 


The bill (S. 1057) for the relief of William R. Wheaton and 
Charles H. Chamberlain, of California, was announced as next 
in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PASCO. There is a minority report in that case, and it 
will take some time to dispose of the bill. I suggest that it go 
over under Rule IX. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon the suggestion of the 
oer from Florida the bill goes over to the Calendar under 

Ce) . 

Mr. DOLPH subsequently said: The bill (S. 1057) for the re- 
lief of William R. Wheaton and Charles H. Chamberlain, of 
California, went over under Rule IX. The Senator from Florida 
|Mr. Pasco] has no objection to its being passed over without 
prejudice. The Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] was 
not present when the bill was reached on the Calendar, and I 
ask that it go over under Rule VIII. 

Mr. PASCO. Ihave no objection to that course being pur- 


sued, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
bill will be restored to the Calendar under Rule VIII. The 
Chair hears none. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT CAPE ARAGO, OREGON. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S.1191) making an appropriation for the com- 
pletion of the light-house at Cape Arago, in the State of Oregon, 
which was over the other day. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
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by the Committee on Commerce with an amendment, to s} 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That $15,500 of the remaining balance of the sum appropriated by th 
approved March 3, 1891, for the establishment of a light and fog signa! ay }),., 
mouth of the Coquille River. Oregon, be used inthe erection of light k 
dwellings and a fog signal at the Cape Arago light station. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, ; 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third readin: 
the third time, and passed. 

CALEB HUSE. 

Mr. PUGH. I ask unanimous consent for the present cop. 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5735) to remove the politi: 
abilities of Caleb Huse. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, o»- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed (two. 
thirds of the Senators present voting in the atfirmative). ‘ 

HANNAH HOWARD. 5 

Mr. VEST. Iask the Senate to take up the message o 
House of Representatives in relation to the tariff bill. — 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Missouri yield to me {) 
few moments to call up a bill? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Mi. 
souri yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. VEST. I will yield if the bill leads to no debate. 

Mr. HILL. Iask unanimous consent to call up Senate 
1833 to grant a pension to Hannah Howard. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of th 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1833) granting a pe». 
sion to Hannah Howard. It proposes to place on the pension ro 
the name of Hannah Howard, and to pay her pension at the rat 
of 312 per month. & 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ov. 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third tim 


and passed. i 
MINOR CHILDREN OF ALFRED PHIPPS. F 
Mr. PALMER. lIask unanimous consent for the present co». be 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 5459) to pension the minor chi!dre a 
of Alfred Phipps. b 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of 1) 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place th: ’ 
names of John T. Phipps, Bertha L. Phipps, Mary M. Phip) : 
Alfred J. Phipps, and Florence H. Phipps, orphan minor chi- is 
dren of Alfred Phipps, Company A, Twelfth Maryland Infantry ® 
upon the pension roll of the United States, as if no widow his i 


survived, until they shall respectively arrive at the age of |' 
years. — . 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 0 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY A. L. EASTMAN. 


Mr. QUAY. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pr 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill 1656 to increase t) 
pension of Mary A. L, Eastman. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee 0 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1656) granting an 
crease of pension to Mary A. L. Eastman. It proposes to pla 
op the pension rolls the name of Mary A. L. Eastman, widow o! 
Robert L. Eastman, late captain and brevet major, United State: 
Infantry, and to pay her a pension at the rate of 350 per month 
in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third tim 
and passed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. COKE. I ask unanimous consent to call up House »i 
7335, granting to the Arkansas, Texas and Mexican Centra! 
Railway Company a right of way through the Indian Territory. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate proceed tofthe consider 
ation of the message of the House of Representatives on the 
disagreement of the two Houses in respect to the tariff bil! 
can then be laid aside temporarily until the bill which the 5 
ator from Texas wishes to have taken up is disposed of. 

Mr.COKE. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missour) 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the me* 
sage of the House of Representatives in respect to the Dill (1. 
R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Govern: 
ment, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE. Lask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7335) to grant to the Arkansas, Texas and 
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Mexican Central Railway Company a right of way through the | 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 

By upanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLATT. For the purpose of saving my rights, I wish to 
enter a motion now to reconsider the vote by which the bill has 
just been passed. I do not know that I shall press it, but I wish 
to have time to examine the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair), 
The motion to reconsider will be entered. 

GRANT OF LANDS TO OKLAHOMA CITY. 

Mr. MARTIN. [ask that the Senator from South Dakota 
{Mr. PETTIGREW] be excused as one of the managers on the part 
of the Senate at the conference between the two Houses on the 
bill (H. R. 6080), granting acertain military reservation to Okla- 
homa City, Okla., to aid the public free schools thereof, and for 
other purposes, and that the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Ca- 
REY] be appointed in his place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] will be appointed as a con- 
feree in the place of the Senator from South Dakota [{Mr. PET- 
TIGREW] on the bill indicated by the Senator from Kansas. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 7079), making appropriations for the legislative, ex- 
ecutive,and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. VEST. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theregular order will be pro- 
ceeded with. ; ; 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the following mes- 
sage from the House of Representatives; which was read: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 19, 1894. 

Resolved, That the House insists uponits disagreement to the amendments 
ofthe Senate to H. R. 48%, entitled “An act to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,” and asks a further 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

Ordered, That Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, Mr. MCMILLIN, Mr. TURNER 
of Georgia, Mr. MONTGOMERY, Mr. RE£D, Mr. BURROWS, and Mr. PAYNE be 
managers of the conference on the part of the House. 


Mr, CAFFERY. Mr. President, when the debate closed yes- 
terday evening there was a colloquy pending between the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and myself as to the 
effect of paragraph 236 of the McKinley act of 1890 on the refin- 
ing interests of plantations. That paragraph reads as follows: 

233. That any person who shall knowingly refine or aid in the refining of 
sugar imported into the United States or upon which the bounty herein 
provided for has already been paid or applied for, at the place described in 
the license issued by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and any person 
not entitled to the bounty herein provided for, who shall apply fororreceive 
the same, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, 
shall pay afine not exceeding %,000, or be ageeneee for a period not ex- 
ceeding five years, or both, in the discretion of the court. 

I maintained in that discussion with the Senator from Rhode 
Island that this paragraph of the McKinley law practically pro- 
hibited refining sugar by the producer of the domestic sugar. 
The interpretation put upon this clause of the statute by the 
then Secretary of the Treasury, when applied to by Col. Cun- 
ningham, of Texas, for his interpretation, was that in order to 
entitle him to refine sugar at the place where the license to pro- 
duce sugar was obtained he would be compelled to erect a sepa- 
rate establishment disconnected with his sugar house in order 
that he might do so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me 
to interrupt him just at that point? The Senator from Louisi- 
ana can not mean to say that the Department ruled that it would 
be necessary for Mr. Cunningham or anybody else to erect a 
Separate establishment to refine the sugar produced at the place 
licensed Oy the Department? 

Mr. CAPFERY. Ido not mean to say that, andi was about 
to proceed to state that the Secretary of the Treasury informed 
him (and his construction I think was evidently right) that he 
could only refine his own sugar; that he could not refine im- 
ported sugars; that he could not refine any sugars made in the 
country upon which a bounty was paid. That, therefore, pre- 
vented him from refining domestic sugars, because upon all of 
them the bounty was due. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It did not prevent him from refining them, 
but it prevented him from refining them in the place licensed 
for the production of sugar. 
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The Senator from Rhode Island 

I do not intend to make 
any te or superficial construction of that clause. I want t 
go right straight to the merits of it. The refining of import 
or of domestic sugar is prohibited at the place where the li- 
cense is procured to produce sugar. That is a practical prohi- 
bition of.a sugar planter from getting such a process or such an 
apparatus as will enable him to refine extensively his sugar or 
the sugar imported. It is necessary if anyone wants to refine 
sugars to erect an establishment that will run continuously. 
One can not afford, simply to refine the sugars produced by the 
ordinary planter, to purchase and erect the apparatus required 
to refine such sugars as will go into competition successfully 
with the trust sugars. 

It is very true that the centrifugals turn out sugars, as I h 
previously stated, which, to some extent, go into consumption; 
but in order to refine the cane sugars it is necessary to put up 
a bone-black establishment, which I am told will cost about 
$300,000. Of that I know nothing. derive my opinion from 
a gentleman who contemplated putting up one in my parish, 
and that was the statement he made to me in regard tothe cost 
of the plant. 

Therefore, this clause of the McKinley law does practica 
prohibit any extensive refining of sugar by the producer. 
order to do that he would either have to buy the domestic pr 
uct, which under this clause he can not do, or he would have ‘ 
import foreign sugars; and in order to refine either he wou 
have to go to the additional cost of erecting a separate 
lishment. Why? The Senator from Rhode Island says that the 
provision of the law is made to prevent frauds by mixing sugar 
What is to prevent the planter who would be entitled to refi: 
upon his own premises in a separate establishment imported 
sugars or domestic sugars from mixing such sugars with his 
own? 

Now, sugar is made openly. The very large establishmenis, 
the evaporators, the tanks to hold juice, the various machiner 
connected with a sugar house occupy very considerable spac 
There is a very large number of attendants. Under the opera 
tion of the McKinley act it is required by the regulations o! th 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue that a sugar weigher sha!! 
be constantly present during the time the sugar is made upon 
which a bounty is due. How, therefore, could any mixing be 
accomplished? Could it not as well be accomplished in a sepa 
rate sugar house 25 feet off asin the mainsugar house? No; tl 
contention is entirely correct which was made by the Senator 
from Delaware and myself that this clause of the McKinley act 
is a practical prohibition of the producer from going extensively) 
or going at all into regular refining. 

It is said that when Napoleon made his celebrated expedition 
into Egypt he carried along with him a body of French savant 
and in making an analysis of the contents of the beet that they 
saw growing on the borders of the Nile, they discovered that 
there was a considerable amount of saccharine init. After th 
establishment of the empire of Napoleon, the beet industry of 
France was stimulated by a very large bounty and by a protes 
ive law that almost shut out all foreign sugars. At the st 
there was only 6 per cent of saccharine in the beet 


Mr. CAFFERY. 


Exactly. 
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By the: 
plication of science, particularly the science of chemistry, the 
saccharine has been increased from 6 per cent to about 17 per 
cent, which isthe ordinary saccharine of the German beet. That 
culture has gone on and developed to such an extent that the 
beet product of the world to-day is in round numbers about 7(0.,- 
000 tons in excess of the whole cane product of the world. 

In the great Northwest the soil and climate have been 
to be exactly suited to the culture and production of the beet 
Successful factories are located in Nebraska and California, and 
I believe in Utah. Those factories have a very promising p 
perity beforethem. In the present depressed conditionof ag: 
culture throughout the United States if this industry were per 
mitted to flourish, to grow, to increase, there is no doubt that it 
would afford an immense relief not only to that country but to 
the whole United States from the existing low prices of cereals. 
It would afford an outlet for the farmers who can hardly 
raise at the present prices wheat and other cereals. 

Under the terms of the McKinley act the licenses have to be 
procured on the Ist of July. At that period the sugar-making 
season commences. I am told that it has already commenced in 
Nebraska, and perhaps in California. If a bounty is nota cor 
tract I do not believe that anybody will hold but that t! 
pletion of the crop during the pendency of the bounty law would 
entitle the producer to the benefit of the bounty. I do not be- 
lieve anybody could hold to the contrary of that position. 

Now, the people who have commenced the manufacture of be 
sugar in the Northwest are entitled in my opinion tothe bounty 
stipulated under the terms of the McKinley act. The contract 
if not complete is almost so. It might be quibbled away in a 
court of law. but I do not believe that the Congress of the 
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United States, dealing with a matter verging so near perfection 
as this, will hesitate to say that the producer is entitled to the 
benefit of the law conferring the bounty. _ 

Therefore I say, Mr. President, that te any schedule on sugar 
the bounty for this year at least ought to be guaranteed to the 
producer. 

Laying aside all considerations of the delusion of these pro- 
ducers, if you so please to term it, in regard to the binding force 
of the bounty under the McKinley act as forming a contract, 
they at least thought that the Government of the United States 
was pote for the continuance of that bounty for fifteen years 
as stipulated in the law. 

It was an honest delusion, if delusion at all; and when it is 
now proposed to change the law, it is at least equitable (and I 
appeal to the sense of justice of the Senate and the other House) 
that the bounty stipulated in the law of 1890 shall this year be 
accorded to the producer; and if the ad valorem or a specific 
tax is finally agreed to be levied upon sugar, and that tax does 
not yield the producer of sugar the equivalent of the bounty, the 
tax ought to be supplemented with such an amount as would 
come up fully to the bounty. I believe that that is a just and 
equitable dealing. I believe that it will meet the common sense 
of justice of the whole people; and I believe that the Senate and 
House will grant this request of the sugar producers. 

The capacity of the Northwest to produce _ beets is almost il- 
limitable. The amount of money that the United States has 
to pay annually for imported sugar is considerably over a 
hundred million dollars. Under the operation of the McKinley 
law with raw sugar upon the free list, and the refiner pro- 
tected by a tax upon the refined sugar of sixty one-hundredths 
of a cent, there is a very considerable amount of the gross sum 
that goes into the tillof the protected refining interest. 

Mr. Havemeyer stated in his testimony before the Senate in- 
vestigating committee that $35,000,000 have been realized by 
the trust in the last three years as a profit upon the business in 
which they were engaged. That may not be an unreasonable 
sum if the outlay is very large, the expenses of refining very 
great, but from all accounts the capital is not such nor the ex- 
penses so great as to warrant any such profit as $35,000,000 in 
three years. 

Under the terms of the Senate Finance Committee’s bill the 
ee of the sugar-refining interest is cut down about one- 

f. The estimate that has been made (and it is very difficult 
to make any estimate upon this subject) is that the sugar trust 
would derive a protection of between twenty-five and thirty one 
hundredths of a cent a pound upon sugar. 

Now, Mr. President, why is it not possible to levy a duty 
either upon the basis ofa specific rate or upon the basis of a flat 
ad valorem which will give sufficient revenue to the Govern- 
ment and sufficient protection both to the producer and to the 
refiner? I believe that a fair, square, honest ad valorem rate, 
or a specific rate, which is not difficult to fix because the polari- 
scope defines clearly and exactly the saccharine contents of all 
sugars, would meet with the universal approval both of Con- 
rress and the country. 

Mr. President, I desire to say a few words in regard to my 
own State and in regard to the attitude which myself and my 
colleague have been compelled to take in reference to the sugar 
schedule. Under a tariff law continuously in existence for so 
many years our people have rested under a profound conviction 
that their interests would never be disturbed. They have been 
induced to go into the cane culture. They have relied upon the 
action of the Government that has almost obtained the force of 
law by uninterrupted custom, by continuousapplication. Rely- 
ing upon this state of affairs, relying upon the doctrines of the 
Democratic party, they have rested with some degree of confi- 
dence under the belief that their industry, if molested, would 
not be destroyed. 

It isa common belief that the representatives of every inter- 
est that flourishes under protection when that interest is about 
to be assailed, when the amount of protective duty is about to be 
lowered, will make statements utterly at variance with the 
truth; that their cry that their industry will be lost or imper- 
iled is engendered by their fears; that they have conjured upin 
their imagination false danger, and that in reality their inter- 
est would not suffer but perhaps would be improved by an appli- 
cation of the pruning-knife, cutting down, curtailing, paring, 
diminishing. That possibly may be true in regard to a great 
many protected interests. It may be true in regard to manu- 
— who can manufacture upon an equality with the whole 
world. 

It may be true of any interest where the conditions of pro- 
duction in the United States are quite as favorable as they are 
elsewhere. But that can not possibly be true of an industry 
which has taken its whole growth, which has had its origin, be- 
cause of the stimulusof tariff protection. That can notbe possi- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JULY 25, 


bly true where an industry flourishes under conditions of jn- 
equality with like industries in other portions of the globe, where 
the conditions are all unfavorable to the industry protected, ang 
where when the artificial prop of legislation is taken away the 
oe must necessarily stop or be very considerably endan- 
gered. 

I will not repeat what I have heretofore advanced in regard 
to the condition of the planters of Louisiana. I will not state 
again the condition surrounding them. The statements that | 
have made in that regard will appear in the former part of my 
remarks, and I do not now choose to either elaborate or repeat 
them; but I say that with the better labor that we have (for the 
colored labor of my State has improved year by year, and in my 
opinion it is now infinitely superior to the cooly labor of Cuba 
and of South America); with the application of the improved 
methods discovered by the Germans, with more attention to the 
soil than has heretofore been given, that, if tariff legislation 
does not strike them down now, they will in a space of a decade 
be able to hold their own; thatthey will beable toa greatextent 
to hold their own with the cane-growing countries of the world. 

This is a mere belief of mine which may not be justified by 
the events; but from my limited observation of the increase of 
the output of sugar in my State, the increase of the product of 
the soil, the increase of the amount of saccharine extracted from 
the cane, I honestly believe, with a superior labor and a more 
intelligent agriculture there, that we shall soon be able to com- 
pete with the other cane-growing countries of the world. 

Mr. President, I have had for years and years a fervent aspira- 
tion and hope that the Democratic party would finally succeed in 
formulating a tariff bill which would give relief to this country. 
I have for years and years believed that the paternal theory of 
Ss so ably and eloquently advocated by the junior 

nator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], is false in theory and 
injurious in application. I have for years and years believed 
that the security of the liberties of this country depended upon 
the largest amount of individual liberty to the citizen consist- 
ent with the due enforcement of the laws on the part of the con- 
stituted authorities. 

I have believed that we have prospered in spite of protection. 
When the Republican party took the nation into its confidence, 
carried it into the high mount of protection, and laid before it 
the beauties and the glories of the world of protection that 
lay underneath, the people of the United States said to them in 
the election of 1892: ‘‘Get thee behind me, Satan.” The people 
of the United States have denounced as loudly as a people can 
denounce the false theories and the injurious workings of the 
protective system; and my deliberate opinion is that the men of 
thought and of brain and heart on the other side of this Cham- 
ber—and there are many of them there—would, if they had the 
opportunity, themselves introduce a bill and carry it through, 
very largely reducing the duties now imposed under the McKin- 
ley law. 

Louisiana does not desire to stand in the way of tariff reform. 
Louisiana is a Democratic State, and joins hersister Democratic 
States in the effort to bring about tariff reform. I do not be- 
lieve there is a patriot in Louisiana who does not cherish the 
most earnest desire to see a consummation and realization of the 
ardent wishes of the loyal Democrats of this Union that tariff 
reform be inaugurated; but I ask our Democratic brethren to 
pause lest in advancing along with their solid column toward the 
goal of tariff reform they march over the prostrate body of my 
Sta 








Unfortunately for us, Mr. President, not through our wrongs, 
not by our choice, we have been compelled to be from the very 
nature of our pursuit, an obstacle to the peculiar theories held 
by a large number of our Democratic colleagues as to the best 
methods of bringing about tariff reform. In my opinionit would 
have been a wise thing and a safer thing, though I am not here 
to criticise or carp, to have followed the old beaten track, along 
which and over which the Democratic columns have advanced 
to victory in the past. I thought the time was inopportune and 
the moment not auspicious to inaugurate new theories of tax- 
ation, but, as I said, I have no criticism to make; I will not foul 
my own nest; I will not rise in my seat in the Senate and say 
that this, that, or the other is distasteful to me. 

I yield deference to the opinions of those in the majority on 
this question. Though my individual views on particular sub- 
jects may be somewhat impinged upon or opposed by the theo- 
ries which underlie the formation of the Wilson bill, I shall 
vote for that bill in silence, unless it destroys my State. We 
do not occupy the position, nor can we be forced to occupy the 
— of malcontents and rebels against the party. e are 

nthe very sanctuary of the Democratic temple; we have hold 
of the very altar of refuge in that sanctuary. When a blow1s 
threatened against us, there we look for security, and ask, not 
for the protection which is clamored for as protection, but we 
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ask for an application of the ancient, the honored, the correct, 
the just, the true doctrine of tariff for revenue. 

That is all for which we have asked; that is all for which we 
ask now. Weare entitled to that much, not outside, but inside 
of Democratic rule, Democratic practice, and Democratic prin- 
ciple; and, in my opinion, it would have been a safe thing to 
have adhered to that old rule and not have deflected our foot- 
steps into strange end yuntrodden bypaths. They may lead us 
no man knows where. When a voyage of discovery is under- 
taken in the matter of tariff legislation, if a departure from old 
plans, old precedents, and old tueories be made, no man can pre- 
dict the result. 

Mr. STEWART. Wouldit interrupt the Senator if I should 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Notatall. 

Mr.STEWART. In a tariff for revenue, does the Senator 
object to incidental protection to sugar? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ina tariff for revenue I want to impose it 
without any sort of regard to protection. 

Mr. STEWART. Would it be, in the opinion of the Senator, 
any objection to a tariff for revenue that it gave incidental pro- 
tection to sugar? . 

Mr. CAFFERY. None in the world. 

Mr. President, right here the question of the Senator from 
Nevada raises this thought in my mind: A tariff for revenue, 
which has been laid for years and years, has brought about a cer- 
tain industry or certain industries. When it is thought best to 
change the principle of the party adopting tariff for revenue as 
to articles grown up under that tariff, is it not both a principle 
of politics and a principle of common justice and common hu- 
manity not to destroy the industry fostered under that tariff 
policy? In my mind it is not a question of theory, it is not 
a question as to whether tariff for revenue or tariff for pro- 
tection is better; but it is a simple question of common justice 
on the part of any party as to whether or not a certain industry 
or certain industries, _— up under a tariff for revenue, shall 
be wantonly and ruthlessly destroyed by a change of theory or 
a change in the application of a theory. 

Mr. President, my State stands, if not first, amongst the first 
in the Democratic column. Sad will be the day to me whenshe 
either lingers in the rear or when the roll is called and Louis- 
iana does not respond to the Democratic call. That State is 
entitled to recognition at the hands of the national Democratic 
party. That State’s Democracy, her loyalty, her truth, her 
tidelity-—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
a question? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator from Louisiana 
himself were framing a tariff law for this country, and he found 
he could raise revenue enough to meet all the expenditures of 
the Government by placing duties exclusively on those articles 
of foreign production the like of which we do not at all produce 
in this country, I ask him if he would put all his customs duties 
on such articles? 

Mr. CAFFERY. If I would put all the customs duties there? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes. If he could raise revenue 
enough by placing the duties solely on foreign products the like 
of which we do not produce at all in this country, would the Sen- 
ator favor the raising of the revenue from those articles and 
put no duty whatever on other foreign products coming in com- 
petition with the products of this country? 

Mr.CAFFERY. The question is too general to admit of a 
specific answer, but I say generally I would. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I took it for granted the Sena- 
tor would. His argument seems to lead in that direction. 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is just precisely my argument. I 
would put a tariff upon articles not raised in the United States, 
or raised toa limited extent, and I would put an excise duty 
upon tobacco and whisky; I would put a duty upon articles of 
luxury, whether they were raised in the United States or not, 
one that would about fill the bill of my ideas of tariff imposi- 

ion. 

Mr. President, I want to make a supplication for my State. It 
does not humiliate me and it ought not to humiliate any Demo- 
crat to come before his fellow Democrats and beseech them to 
withhold the hand that would destroy; and, in this particular 
instance, they can do so on exact lines with Democratic policy. 

It is estimated that the bill as passed the House of Represent- 
atives would create a deficit of $25,000,000. The estimated 
amount in the first instance to be derived from incomes has been 
shown to be too high. It is now thought that the revenue from 
incomes will only be about $12,000,000, and it is very seriously 
questioned whether or not the amount derived from incomes 
will not almost entirely be absorbed in the cost of collection. 

We have a Treasury, the gold in which has been departing 


Will the Senator yield to me for 











nearly every day; we have a vast amount of silver currency and 
paper currency to maintain at par with gold. Would a surplus 
in the Treasury be an unalloyed evil? Would it not be better, 
Mr. President, to have a surplus in that Treasury of at least 
$50,000,000 than to have the fate of all this money, now held 
upon a parity with gold, trembling in the balance, to have the 
United States on the brink of going to protest in every panic, 
forcing the Secretary of the Treasury to sell bonds, and resort- 
ing to all kinds of expedients to keep up the amount of gold 
necessary to be held in the Treasury as a reserve? 

It will not at all be out of line with either Democratic policy 
or theory or with the exigencies of the present conditions to levy 
such a tariff upon sugar, an article which produces revenue, that 
all these difficulties may be bridged over, that the currency be 
secure, and the danger of bankruptcy or protest on the part of 
the Government of the United States avoided. 

Mr. President, in concluding I will say tomy Democratic breth- 
ren, that, while the peculiar position we have been compelled to 
take upon this floor may somewhat have alienated us politically 
from them, I beg them to think and to know that the fires of De- 
mocracy burn in our bosom as brightly asin theirs; I beg them to 
consider that if they push this matter of their tariff reform too 
far, if they pushit beyond that point where my State willsuffer 
deadly injury,if we resent, if we are compelled to go into opposi- 
tion on that point, it will be more insorrow thanin anger; it will 
be because the dread alternative is presented to us of seeing our 
State hurt, crippled, or destroyed, or breaking loose somewhat 
the close ties that ought to bind us in fellowship with our fel- 
low Democrats. 

I hope, Mr. President, that day will not come; I hope some 
way will be seen out of the difficulties that now environ us so 
that we shall all come together; [ hope that wise and temperate 
and moderate counsels will prevail; and I hope that men wedded 
to this theory, that theory, or the other theory, will forego the 
application of their theory. I hope the gentlemen who find 
that it isa little unpopular to put a tax upon sugar in certain 
districts will see that sometimes a thing may be unpopular, and 
yetentirely justandright. I hope they will not put the alleged 
unpopularity of the sugar tax as against the interests of a great 
Commonwealth, the interests of the Treasury of the United 
States, and the interests of the Democratic party itself. 

The tariff on sugar is a cardinal doctrine of Democracy; this 
is the cardinal point of tariff for revenue. How can it be de- 
parted from upon an alleged unpopularity of it? Is that a just 
ground? Can Senators say, in their conscience, in their judg- 
ment, that because the Republican party took the tariff off of 
raw sugar and made free raw sugar popular, therefore the Demo- 
cratic party must take the tariff off of all sugar? I beg my Re- 
publican friends to know that the tariff under the McKinley act 
has not conduced to the lowering of the price of sugar so much 
as the enormous output of sugar. 

Mr. Havemeyer swears in his testimony before the investi- 
gating committee that he keeps the price of sugar up to the im- 
porting point. The German is pushing him, or competing with 
him, and he is keeping the price up to theimporting point; and 
a close analysis of the sugar situation will display the fact that 
the McKinley tariff of sixty hundredtbs of a cent upon refined 
sugars is not such a great boon as our Democratic brethren 
have been deluded into believing. The boonof cheap sugar has 
been given by protected Germany, by this artificial stimulus to 
the producers of beets al] over Europe. 

The battle-royal is between the cane product and the beet 
product. The German ships free on board at Hamburg to-day 
granulated sugars at 3.16 cents per pound. That sugar is trans- 
ported from there to the United States at about 124 cents a hun- 
dred pounds, and when you add the tariff of sixty one-hundredths 
of a cent to the freight and the cost price of sugar at Hamburg, 
and take the price of granulated sugar in New York, you will find 
it is the low price of sugar in Germany and the enormous output 
of beet sugar there which has produced the low price of sugar in 
this country. This sixty one-hundredths of a cent is absolutely 
prohibitive of the introduction of that sort of sugar which is 
consumed; that is, refined sugar. The people do not eat raw 
sugars; they eat the refined sugars: and with the refinement of 
ingenuity the sugar trust has got its tariff just as it wants it. 

Mr. President, this bill hasin it an exceedingly objectionable 
feature tome. Wiy it was ever incorporated in the bill I can 
not conceive. It is the provision which exempts the sugar of 
the Hawaiian Islands from the operation of any tariff which may 
be imposed upon sugar. Why thisdiscrimination? What Dem- 
ocrats want it? is Hawaii the salt of the earth? Shall we be 
favoring Liliuokalani or Dole by this? What special claims 
has Hawaii that we must make this exemption from the oper- 
ation of the tariff laws in its favor? ; 

What justifies it? How are they entitled to it? Ina tariff 
bill is inserted a provision—it did not occur in the bill as it 
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came from the House, but in the bill as reported from the Sen- 
ate committee—that the sugar schedule should not in any way 
affect the treaty with Hawaii. If that provision goes through, 
the President of the United States would hardly feel warranted 
in signifying to the authorities in Hawaii that the treaty be- 
tween the two powers should cease after proper notification. 
That treaty expires in November next. One of the clauses 
of the treaty requires a notice of twelve months before its abro- 
gation, and under the impression derived by the President of 
the United States, and legitimately derived from that provision 
in this tariff bill, he will come to the conclusion that we want 
absolute aay with Hawaii, and he will hardly venture to 
give notice of the cessation of the treaty. How will that affect 
the sugar-growing interests of the Northwest? 

Sir, by that treaty onlyraw sugars are admitted free. No re- 
fined sugars can be brought in free under the treaty with Hawaii. 
So with raw sugars free, and with a tariff on the refined sugar, 
and with a tariff placed both on refined and raw sugar coming 
from other countries, the sugar kings of the Pacific coast have 
a bonanza. For years and years sugar upon the Pacific coast 
has been higher than in New York, with raw sugar free, even 
before the adoption of the McKinley act. The raws are a good 
deal cheaper and the refined a good deal higher there than in 
New York. I have not the data, but I know that from having 
seen the figures. 

What reason is there for it? Lheard the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] sayin the debate on the 
bill, when it was before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 
that the Hawaiian Islands or the sugar trust derived a benefit of 
about $6,000,000 from the operations of that treaty. Six million 
dollars given to the trust and Claus Spreckles, because the evi- 
dence before the Senate investigating committee shows that 
Claus Spreckles and the American Sugar Refining Company, 
called a trust, are equal tners in regard to the sugar refining 
interests on the Pacific Slope. 

Why, therefore, inject such a peculiar provision into the tariff 
law? Why make the island of Cuba, the continent of Europe, 
every country in the world producing sugar and importing it 
into the United States pay a tariff and admit sugar from Hawaii 
free? Whatis the objectof it? Is it some hallucination that 
has seized the mind in regard to the Nicaragua Canal, this vast 
scheme concocted by certain speculators? Is it thought that 
the Hawaiian Islands are so necessary to the canal that a pecul- 
iar and strange exemption must be made in regard to sugar from 
that country’ I hope not; but I can see no other reason. 1am 
at a loss to discover why it was that this provision was inserted. 

Mr. President, I wish to give to the bill my honest and ear- 
nest support. I do not want to stand out alone or with a hand- 
ful of men in opposition to the behest of this great party. It 
may be that an untoward fate will overtake the bill. It may be 
that some evil will befall the earnest efforts of the Democratic 
party in consummating the wishes of nine-tenths of the citizens 
in regard to the bill, for they all want to have a bill passed. 
Everybody wants to have a bill i. 

Everybody wants to have this state of uncertainty done away 
with and the business interests allowed to goon. I,asa — er 
Democrat, want to support loyally and honestly the bill. What 
I have said in the Senate in regard to the step that I shall be 
forced to take under certain circumstances has almost torn my 
heart out by the roots. I have been eee ogres at the 
coninenatiek of the dreadful responsibility w I would incur 
by that step. But I have taken it deliberately; I have taken it 
with a firm conviction that my duty lay toward my State, and, 
Mr. President, if the dread alternative is presented to me, I shall 
have to drink the bitter cup. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, my purpose in rising is to 
make a brief personal explanation, and not to indulge at this 
time in any of the features of this debate. 

I have before me the Richmond Dispatch of Tuesday, July 24, 
yesterday, and also the Richmond Times, both daily papers of 
our capital city. In both of these papers I observe accounts of 
the —_ made by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] 
on Monday last, and in both of them, for itis an Associated 
Press dispatch which they publish, I observe the following lan- 


guage: 

The Representatives of New York, New Jersey, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and 
Virginia at the outset announced that the House was so radical, so de- 
structive of the interests of the people, that they would not support it. 

I felt assured when I read that language that it was a clerical 
error, or at least one into which the reporter casually and 
for some reason unknown to me fallen. This morning, in com- 





y with colleague [Mr. HunToN], I called the attention of 
tne Gonster Maryland to these expressions, f confi- 


eeling 
I was soassured by him, and that he 
a. It occurred tome that pos- 
‘est Virginia had been used in some connec- 


dent that it was anerror. 
had not uttered an 
sibly the name of 
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tion, but 1 felt assured also that the position of her Sena;,, 
was the same as that of my own State, for I had never jjos») 
any intimation of such an opinion from them. The Sena; 
from Maryland assured me that neither as to the Senators |;, 
Virginia nor the Senators from West Virginia had he ut: 
any such language, and, further, that he had not understoo, 

to be their position. 

For myself I have simply to say, that from the outset of ; 
great struggle in the Senate I have felt profoundly conyj,, 
that under present conditions no greater calamity could )es,)) 
this country in an economic sense than the failure of the pay; 
in power to enact into a law a reasonable tariff bill. In q\j ;: 
my meetings and discussions with and suggestions to mem} 
of the committee and to my colleagues, I have stated, as | 
now, that [name noconditions tocommand my vote; that whet}; 
or not the bill suited me or conformed to any special viow tha: 
I might entertain as to one item or another, it would commay) 
my support. 

My judgment was that there was no subject upon which a body 
of this character could be called upon to legislate that so muc) 
demanded the spirit of conciliation and compromise as a tar} 
bill affecting so radically different sections of the country enacte; 
into a law by gentlemen who represent such varied and divers 
interests. It is still my opinion, Mr. President, that any my 
whomsoever he be and of what department, who lays down ay 
arbitrary statement that this or that item must not be compry. 
mised, does not occupy as broad a position as patriotism ip. 
mands. 

I have no speech to make, Mr. President, but I wish sim, 
to say that I regard the delay in the passage of the tariff bill 
a great misfortune to our country and to all of its inhabitants 
and that in every respect my course in the Senate regardinz ;: 
has been actuated by, and has conformed to, the desire to eflec: 
results. The smallest may criticise, but only the wise can 
achieve results, and in my judgment wisdom as to a subject s 
vast must ever be found in the spirit of compromise and co: 
ciliation. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I suggest that th 
is no quorum present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansa 
suggests the wantofaquorum. The Secretary will call the r 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Davis, Kyle, Pugh, 
Allen, Dixon, Lindsay, Quay, 
Allison, Dolph, McLaurin, Ransom 
Bate, Dubois, MeMillan, Roach, 
Berry. Faulkner, McPherson, Sherman, 
Blanchard, Frye, Martin, Smith, 
rice, Gailinger, Mills, Squire, 
Caffery, on, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, 
Cali, Gray, Murphy, Teller, 
Camden, Hansbrough, Paimer, Turpie, 
Carey. Harris, Pasco, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Patton, Vilas, 
Coke, Hunton, Peffer, Walsh 
Cullom, Irby. Power, Washbura 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Proctor, White 


Mr. TURPIE. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. V 
HEES] is detained from the Senate by indisposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty Senators have answ 
to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. 

Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President, I had the pleasure of li 
ing to the speech of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor. 
delivered day before yesterday, and I heard no word uttered | 
that Senator on that occasion which bore the semblance o! the 
construction placed upon his speech by the press dispatch res 
by my colleague [Mr. DANIEL] a fewminutesago. The position 
attributed to my colleague and myself does us both the grosses 
injustice, because if there are two Senators upon the floor \ 
have made more sacrifices than my colleague and I to obtain tb 
early passage of the tariff bill I have yet to find out those 
Senators. 

While on my feet I shall take occasion to ventilate in a \ 
brief way the views I entertain upon tariff reform. Tari! 
form is no new subject tome. I learned itin my early youth 
I learned it from that great tariff reformer, Robert J. Walker. 
and from that day to this I have not only been an earnest an 
honest tariff reformer, but I have been a tariff reformer upo 
the lines laid down by Robert J. Walker. In order to define my 
position upon the tariff, I beg leave to read from Mr. Walker 5 
celebrated report in 1845 a few of the leading principles of tar: 
reform to which I subscribe: 

Pirst. That no more money should be collected than is necessary for \L° 
wants of the Government, economically adminis a ; 

Second. That no duty be imposed on any article above the lowest rate 
which will yield the amount of revenue. : : 

Third. That below such rate discrimination may be made, descending *" 

scale of duties; or, for im ve reasons, the article may be placed 10 
list of those free from all duty. 
Fourth. That the maximum revenue duty should be imposed on luxur'’s 
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Fifth. That all minimums and all specific duties should be abolished and 
ad valorem duties substituted in their place, care being taken to guard 
against fraudulent invoices and undervaluation and to assess the duty upon 
the actual market value. 

Sixth. That the duty should be so imposed as to operate as equally as pos- 
gible throughout the Union, discriminating neither for nor against any 
class or section. 

There are the principles which actuate me inall my efforts at 
tariff reform. ButlIam aware thatitis impossible to get a tariff 
pill which will suit any one givenindividual. Whilel subscribe 
to the doctrines which I have just read from the report of Mr. 
Walker, I knew when we in this body entered upon the prepa- 
ration of a tariff bill that it was to be a bill of compromise. 
WhileI was most anxious to get rid of the enormities of the Me- 
Kinley act, I knew thatTI could only get rid of it by compro- 
mising with my fellow Democrats and getting the best bill that 
could pass this body to take the place of the McKinley law. 

I beg to say here that many of the votes which I cast while 
the bill was before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole did 
not reflect my views. They did not reflect the views of the 
eminent tariff reformer from whom I have quoted, but I knew 
that in order to get the tariff bill in such shape that it would 
command a majority of the votes in this Chamber I had to give 
to others in the same way that I expected them to give to me. 

Mr. President, as we all know, we came to some agreement, 
how or where it is not worth while for me to state, and that in 
order to get a bill which would command 43 votes in this Cham- 
ber we, of the Democratic side of the Chamber, had to yield to 
the Committee on Finance our peculiar views as to many of the 
items in the tariff bill. In obedience to that arrangement I have 
in good faith followed the committee in all of its amendments, be- 
cause I knew that if I departed from the agreement we would 
not be able to get a bill which would command 43 votes in the 
Senate. This much for the explanation of some of the votes 
which I have given. The bill as passed by the Senate does not 
come up to my ideas of tariff reform, but there is no item in the 
bill which the Senate has passed that is not a very great im- 
provement on the McKinley tariff law. 

The press dispatch from which my colleague has read repre- 
sents him and myself as being opposed to the tariff bill unless 
we get certain concessions in it. My colleague has denounced 
that as incorrect, and Ido also. I presume the reference there 
is to a duty on coal and iron ore. While I am an earnest advo- 
cate of a duty on coal and iron ore, and [ think my colleague 
occupies the same position, there is no item in the bill which I 
would not sacrifice in order to achieve the success of a tariff-re- 
form bill in the Congress of the United States. Iam for a duty 
on coaland iron ore because it is within the doctrine of tariff re- 
form to which I subscribe as laid down by Mr. Robert J. Walker. 

I believe, sir, thateverything we produce, where we import a 
similar article, is entitled to have a revenue duty, with the in- 
cidental protection that such a duty affords. We know that the 
coal and iron.ore produced in this country—and a good deal of 
both of those articles is produced in my own State—are subject 
to competition from abroad. That being the case, I believe it 
is the duty of the Congress of the United States to put a reve- 
nue duty upon coal and iron ore and afford those two articles 
the incidental protection of that revenue tariff. If we have not 
reached the revenue standard as to those two items reduce the 
duty further, but if we have gotten to the revenue standard, as 
I believe we have, then let us have a revenue duty of 40 cents a 
ton on coal and iron ore, and let these two articles, which are 
produced in your State, Mr. President |Mr. FAULKNER in the 
chair], and mine, have the benefit of the incidental protection of 
that revenue tariff. 

Under the McKinley act coal has a protection of 75 cents a 
ton and iron ore has a protection of 75 centsaton. The pend- 
ing bill reduces the duty in both cases to 40 cents a ton, and it 
is reduced to 40 cents a ton because it was believed that that is 
the revenue standard. Being at the revenue standard, accord- 
ing to the doctrine which I have always held, those two articles, 

roduced in many of the States of the Union, are entitled to the 

cidental protection of such a revenue tariff. I am therefore 
earnestly in favor of the proposed tariff tax of 40 cents a ton on 
coal and the same rate on iron ore, but the day never has come 
when I was not willing, and the day never will come when [shall 


not be willing to make further sacrifices on coal and iron ore in 
order to ob the passage of a revenue tariff bill through both 


Houses of Congress. 

Mr. President, the only other item which causes much trouble 
in the tariff fight is that of sugar. I apply to sugar as well as 
to coal and iron ore the doctrine which Tine just stated. We 
produce immense quantities of sugar and we import immense 
quantities of sugar, and in that condition of affairs, according 
to my doctrine, the sugar we produce is entitled to have the 
incidental protection of a revenue tariff. I believe that 40 per 
cent ad valorem is about the revenue tariff tax on sugar, and 
therefore I am willing, nay, desirous, to see the sugar product 
of this country protected by such a revenue tax. 
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_In addition to the 40 per cent on sugar there isa tax of o 
eighth of 1 cent on refined suga That we are told isa prot 
tion to the sugar trust. I for one am in no sense of the word in 
favor of protecting trusts; on the contrary, [am violently op- 
posed to it, but when we come to consider that the McKinley 
act gives one-half of a cent and that the bill as passed by the 
Senate proposes to give one-eighth of a cent, ae nobody can 
hesitate a moment, in order to get the bill throuch both Houses 
of Congress, to allow one-eighth of 1 cent. 

These are the main troubles which surround our sit 
the present time. They are grave difficulties, but I believe 
there is patriotism enough in the Democrats of both Houses to 
give and take and come to an agreement which will command 
the united support of the Democratic party in both Houses and 
give usa bill which, if not satisfactory to you and to mo, is so 
much better than the McKinley act that we will take it,a 
take it gladly. 

Mr. President, this is no time for Democrats to stand on their 
opinions and reject the opinionsof brother Democrats. We are 
here for the purpose of passing a tariff bill. Sucha bill was 
never passed in the history of the Government except as a com- 
promise measure, and I trust there is no Democrat in the sound 
of my voice, no Democrat in either House, who is not willing 
to make compromises in order to get a tariff bill which every- 
body must know isa great improvement on the McKinley act 
and which will relieve the people of the United States from 1 
great burden of taxation. 

More than that, it is not only important to us, important to 
the country, important to the Democratic party to pass « tarifl 
bill during this session of Congress, but it is important to the 
country at large that the bill should be passed with all the 
promptness and speed wecancommand. Thecountry isawaiting 
anxiously the passage of the bill, and the mails are loaded down 
with entreaties to members of both Houses of Congress to pas 
the tariff bill so that trade may revive, industries spring up in 
all the quarters where it has been so depressed, and prosperity 
come back to the land which needs it so much as does ours. 

Mr. President, these sentiments have animated me in the 
tariff fight from the beginning, and they shall guide my course 
until the tariff bill is passed or until both Houses acknowledge 
that no tariff bill can be passed at this session of Congress. | 
beg leave to state here that during the entire tariff struggle my 
colleague and I have been perfectly harmonious in the course 
which we have pursued, and that in all of our course hereafter 
I shall be guided,‘as I know he will be guided, by the determi- 
nation to pass the best bill which the two Houses can agree upon, 
and i trust that may be done speedily. 

_Mr. QUAY. Ioffer certain amendment 
tions, which I ask may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Amend the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin {M1 
it apply to the entire amendment numbers 

Amend the motion of the Senator from Delaw 
at the conclusion: 

‘Except as toamendment No. 155, from which the Senate hereby reced 

Amend the motion of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] by adding 

‘Except as to so much of its amendment, numbered 156, page 41, as i 
tained in the following words, beginning with the word ‘and’ in line 
and ending with the words ‘ad valorem’ in line 14 


ation at 


to the pending mo 


The amendments will be read 


ra fir , , 
ut “ur. GRAY 


' 
I 


**And upon all sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color and upon a 
sugars which have been discolored there shall be levied, collected, and paid 
a duty of one-eighth of | cent per pound in addition to the said duty of 40 
per cent ad valorem; ’”’ 

Which the managers upon the part of the Senate are instru i to yi 

Mr. QUAY. I intend to ask for a vote of the Senate on these 
motions when they can come up in order. They may lie on the 
table for the present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the amendments will be printe¢ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendments d} 
the Senator from Pennsylvania will lie on the table, 
printed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I more that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive busines 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 


consideration of executive business. After thirty-five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened; and (at 3 
o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-mor- 
row, Thursday, July 26, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


st 


, Executive nominations received by the S 


COINER OF THE MIN’ 


Albert T. Spotts, of California, to be coiner of the mint of the 
United States at San Francisco, Cal., to succeed Charles M. Gor- 
ham, removed. 
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POSTMASTERS. 


James P. Weatherstone, to be postmaster at Lagrange, in the 
county of Cook and State of Illinois, in the place of Otis S. Ly- 
man, whose commission expired July 12, 1894. 

Marshall Wisehart, to be postmaster at Shawneetown, in the 
county of Gallatin and State of Illinois, in the place of Lawrence 
F. Tromly, whose commission expired July 24, 1894. 

Charles E. Howard, to be postmaster at Webster City, in the 
county of Hamilton and State of Iowa, in the place of John D. 
Hunter, whose commission expired July 12, 1894. 

James R. Lewis, to be postmaster at Grinnell, in the county 
of Poweshiek and State of Iowa, in the place of Samuel A. 
Cravath, whose commission expired June 23, 1894. 

Edward L. Nesselroad, to be postmaster at Guthrie Center, in 
the county of Guthrie and State of Iowa, in the place of Wii- 
liam W. Heyzer, whose commission expired J 4 ! 12, 1894, 

Charles E. Bliss, to be postmaster at Bangor, in the county of 
Penobscot and State of Maine, in the place of Augustus B. Farn- 
ham, whose commission expired July 17, 1894. 

Thomas J, Goodwin, to be postmaster at South Berwick, in the 
county of York and State of Maine, in the place of Walter H. 
Downs, whose commission expired June 23, 1894. 

John I’, Dwyer, to be postmaster at Weymouth, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of George 
P. Lyon, whose commission expired April 16, 1894. 

Martin Hickey, to be postmaster at Grafton, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts, whose commission ex- 
pired December 20, 1893. 

EdwinC., Jenney, to be postmaster at Hyde Park, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Samuel 
R. Moseley, whose commision expired January 20, 1894. 

Frank R. Moore, to be postmaster at Medfield, in the county of 
Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of James Ord, 
whose commission expired July 1, 1894. 

George A. Schofield, to be postmaster at Ipswich, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Luther 
Wait, whose commission expired July 11, 1894. 

C. F. Buck, to be —_—— at Winona, in the county of 
Winona and State of Minnesota, in the place of Daniel Sinclair, 
whose commission expired June 14, 1894. 

Frank Q. Mitchell, to be postmaster at Mound City, in the 
county of Holt and State of Missouri, in the place of Ambrose 
Dunham, whose commission expired February 14, 1894. 

Nora Webber, to be eo at Virginia City, in the oy 
of Storey and State of Nevada, in the place of John S. Orndorff, 
whose commission will expire July 29, 1894. 

Edward E. Carlton, to be postmaster at Farmington, in the 
county of Strafford and State of New aot n the place 
of Asa A. Hall, whose commission expired June 14, 1894. 

John L. Cummings, to be tmaster at Mansfield, in the 
county of Tioga and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Jud- 
son A. Elliott, whose commission expired J z 9, 1894. 

Robert B. Evans, to be postmaster at Blairsville, in the 
county of Indiana and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Joseph Moorhead, whose commission expired July 24, 1894. 

Emil Holl, to be postmaster at Media, in the county of Dela- 
ware and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Henry C. 
Snowden, removed. 

Albrecht Kneule, to be postmaster at Norristown, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John 
W. Schall, whose commission expired February 19, 1894. 

Montgomery S. Longaker, to be postmaster at Pottstown, in 
the county of Montgomery and State of Pennsvlvania. in the 
place of William P. Bach, whose commission expired July 9, 1894. 

John D. Tyrrel, to be postmaster at Pomeroy, in the county of 
Garfield and State of Washington, in the place of Frank E. Wil- 
liamson, whose commission expired March 29, 1894. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Charles T. Forse, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from June 22, 1894, to fillavacancy existing in that grade. 

Lieut. Zdwin K. Moore, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from July 10, 1894, vice Lieut. Commander Frank Courtis, 
promoted. 

Lieut. (junior grade) Charles N. Atwater, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from June 1894, vice Lieut. Charles T. Forse, pro- 


moted. 
me oe, William B. Whittelsey, to bo a lieutenant (junior 
rade) in the Navy from June 22, 1894, vice Lieut. (junior grade) 
harles N. Atwater, promoted. 
Passed Assistant Paymaster Mitchell C. McDonald, to be a 
ymaster in the Navy from April 7, 1894, vice Paymaster 
enry T. Stancliff, retired (subject to the examinations re- 


uired by law). 
. Assistant master Thomas H. Hicks, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster in the Navy,from April7, 1894, vice Passed As- 
aistant Paymaster Mitchell C. McDonald, promoted. 
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Passed Assistant Surg. George P. Lumsden, to beasurgeon in 
the Navy, from May 12, 1894, vice Surg. John W. Ross, retired, 

Surg. Hosea J. Babin, tobe a medical inspector in the Nayy 
from June 22, 1894, vice Medical Inspector William H. Jones’ 
retired. 

Passed Assistant Surg. Emlyn H. Marsteller, to bea surgeon 
in the Navy, from June 22, 1894, vice Surg. Hosea J. Babin, 
promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 25, 1894. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Commodore Oscar F, Stanton, to be rear-admiral. 
Capt. Edward O. Mathews, to be a commodore. 
Commander Arent S. Crowninshield, to be a captain. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE CUTTER SERVICE. 
First Assistant Engineer Alfred Hoyt, of New York, to be 
chief engineer in the Revenue Cutter Service. 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF OREGON. 
John C. Arnold, of Pendleton, Oregon, to bs surveyor-gen- 
eral of Oregon. 
INDIAN AGENT. 
Julius A. Andrews, of Belton, Tex., to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Lemhi Agency in Idaho. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Walter I. Carter, of New York, to be surveyor of customs fo: 
the port of Patchogue, in the State of New York. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
William A. Lowery, of Marysville, Cal., to be register of the 
land office at Marysville, Cal. 
August Muntzing, of Yuma, Colo., to be register of the land 
office at Akron, Colo. 
George H. Stevenson, of Cascades, Wash., to be register of 
the land office at Vancouver, Wash. 
Charles Himrod, of Boise City, Idaho, to be register of the 
land office at Boise City, Idaho. 
William H. Brodhead, of Ketchum, Idaho, to be register o! 
the land office at Hailey, Idaho. 
Jacob B. Philippi, of Red Cliff, Colo., to be register of the 
land office at Glenwood Springs, Colo. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
William A. Reiniger, of Coeur d’Alene, Idaho, to be receiver 
of _— moneys at Coeur d’Alene, Idaho. 
lfred W. Kroutinger, of Lewiston, Idaho, to be receiver of 
public moneys at Lewiston, Idaho. 
William F. Horne, of Hailey, Idaho, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Hailey, Idaho. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Edward H. Hunter, to be postmaster at Des Moines, in the 
county of Polk and State of Iowa. 
Charles W. Arner, to be postmaster at Wellington, in the 
county of Lorain and State of Ohio. 
George W. Boyd, to be postmaster at New Whatcom, in the 
county of Whatcom and State of Washington. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, July 25, 1894, 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Rev. J. H. 
McCarty, D. D., of Washington, D. C. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, cor- 
rected, and approved. 

HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fo llowingmessage 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 

To the Congress: 

I herewith transmit a communication from the Secretary of State, cover- 
ing a dispatch from the United States minister at Honolulu. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, July 24, 1894. 
ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT CARNOT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following let- 
ter and inclosures in relation to the reception by the French 
Chamber of Deputies of the resolutions passed by the Senate 
and House on the death of President Carnot: 

DEPARTMENT Or STATE, Washington, July 24, 189! 

Sra: I have the honor to inclose herewith, for the information of the Housé 
of Representatives, copy of a dispatch, No. 191, of July 11, 1894, from the 























1894. 


EE 


United States embassy at Paris, transmitting copy ofa note from the French 
minister of foreign affairs reporting the reception by the Chamber of Dep- 
uties of the resolutions passed by the Senate and by the House of Represent- 
atives regarding the death of the late President Carnot. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 


W. Q. GRESHAM. 
The Hon. CHARLES F’. CRISP, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


EMBASSY OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Paris, July 11, 1894. 
Sir: Inreply to Mr. Eustis’s note, transmitting to the French Government 
the resolutions adopted by the Senate and by the House of Representatives 
on the occasion of the assassination of President Carnot, Mr. Hanotaux, 
under date of the 6th instant, writes that the resolutions were read in the 
French Chamber of Deputies and received with applause. He desires that 
the feelings of gratitude of the French Government be expressed to Con- 
gress. I inclose a copy and translation of his note. 
I have the honor to be, sir, etc., 





No. 191.] 


HENRY VIGNAUD. 

Hon. WALTER Q. GRESHAM, 

Secretary of State. 
(Translation of inclosure.] 
PARIS, July 6, 1894. 

Mr. AMBASSADOR: In expressing to me its personal feelings of condolence, 

our excellency kindly communicated to me the resolutions passed by the 
Senate and by the House of Representatives of America to show its par- 
ticipation in our national mourning. I hastened to transmit this commu- 
nication to the President of the Chamber of Deputies, who read them inthe 
mene of June 29. They were received with the unanimous applause of the 
Assembly. 

I beg your excellency to a express to the Presidents of the Senate 
and of the House of Representatives the profound gratitude inspired to the 
Government of the Republic and by the French Chamber by these marks of 
sympathy shown to France under such painful circumstances. 


Receive, etc., 
G. HANOTAUX. 
CUSTOMS INSPECTORS AT SAN FRANCISCO AND VICTORIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, suggesting an appropriation for two 
inspectors at San Francisco, Cal., and Victoria, British Colum- 
bia; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

P. B. KENNEDY. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 2634) for the relief of P. B. Kennedy, surviving partner of 
Dalton & Kennedy. 

TheSPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and directed to pay to P. B. Kennedy, surviving partner of Dalton & Ken- 
nedy, of North Carolina, or to his legal representatives, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise aprreustetes. the sum of $356.20, the amount 
collected from Dalton & Kennedy in the years 1881 and 1884. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us have the report first. 

Mr. BURROWS. What is this for? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. It is to refund to 
ae parties taxes illegally assessed upon them on account of to- 

cco. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Very well. 
Speaker, I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report [by Mr. BUNN] was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2634) for 
the relief of P. B. Kennedy, surviving partner of Dalton & Kennedy, sub- 
mit the following report: 

Dalton & Kennedy, of Eagle Mills, Iredell County, State of North Caro- 
_ were manufacturers of plug tobacco during the year 1878, and there- 

On the 9th day of September, 1878, twenty-four boxes of manufactured to- 
bacco were found in an outhouse near to but not on their factory premises. 

tobacco had the brand of Dalton & Kennedy, but was not stamped. 
Dalton & Kennedy claimed said tobacco, but neither of them had any knowl- 
dge or i nformation whatever as to how it was taken from their factory or 
who put it in said outhouse. Said tobacco was put back in their factory, 
and said factory was seized by the internal-revenue officers. 

In a few days after said seizure the said Dalton & ee pen bonded their 
said factory, and were required by said officers to include said twenty-four 
boxes of to in the appraisement, the said Dalton & Kennedy protest- 

against it; and against their protest they were required to enter said 

&@ second time on their books for internal-revenue tax, they having 
theretofore said tax in the regular course of their business. On the 
10th day of July, 1880, the collector of internal revenue notified said Dalton 
= Kennedy that they were assessed for taxes on said tobacco for the year 

78, amounting to 76; and on the 2ist day of January, 1881, the said 
a & Kennedy were compelled to pay, and did pay, under protest, the 
said assessment on said tobacco, $323.76, with penalty, 5 per cent, $16.18, and 
interest, five months, $14 18; total, $356.12. 
ae Dalton & Kennedy ought not to have been required to pay said sum, 
h ey having previously paid the taxes on the tobacco. It has been decided 

y the Supreme Court of the United States, October term, 1883 (United States 
Fd txtel. 111 U. S., 38), that the payment of the tax relieves the taxpayer 
Th any liability to pay it a second time. 
tn e committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the 
int words ‘and eighteen hundred and eighty-four,” after the word “one,” 

line 9, and as so amended the bill do pass. 


wane HENDERSON of North Carolina. [ will state that this 
ill was passed unanimously by the House two years ago. 


Mr. 
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Mr. BURROWS. Is there anything from the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue in regard to this matter? Has it been re- 
ferred to the Treasury Department? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I can not say as to 
that, but it was investigated by the Committee on Claims of the 
House and unanimously reported. 

Mr. BURROWS. It seems to me that ought to have been re- 
ferred to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to see whether 
the facts set forth in the report, that the tax has been paid twice, 
are substantiated by the records of the Department. 
if it has been paid twice it ought to be refunded. 

Mr. LOUD. I will state tothe gentleman that the commit- 
tee carefully investigated this case. We took all due precau- 
tions and are satisfied from the evidence before us that it had 
been paid once, and ought not to have been paid again. 

Mr. BURROWS. Has the claim been referred to the Treas- 
ury Department? 

Mr. LOUD. Iam not able to state exactly. There are let- 
ters from the Treasury Department relating to the case, al- 
though I can not recall in detail all of the facts. Butit was re- 
cently examined and recommended by the committee, and in 
my judgment there is no doubt of the propriety of the claim. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is there anything from the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue in regard to the matter? 

Mr. LOUD. I have just said I can not recall in detail the 
the facts. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suggest to the gentleman that he withdraw 
the bill for the present and get a letter from the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
from Texas will not insist upon that. 

Mr. SAYERS. There will be no objection whatever on my 
part if such a letter is procured. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
passed the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. That may be so. 

Mr. BURROWS. Nothing will be lost by letting it remain 
and retain its place for the present. If itis clear that it has 
been improperly paid, of course I shall not object to refunding 
the payment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Nor I. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, 
has been paid twice. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman will state that he knows that 
of his own knowledge—— 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I can not say that; 
but I know the parties well, and from all of the facts connected 
with it I have no reason whatever to doubt that it has been paid 
twice. 

Mr. LOUD. As I stated, I can not refer in detail to the facts 
on which the committee based its report; but I am satisfied that 
all reasonable evidence was before the committee to convince 
any reasonable man that it had been paid twice. It was one of 
the clearest cases we had before the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendments recommended by the: Committee on Claims 
were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, a motion 
to reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE OVER MISSOURI RIVER, SIOUX CITY, IOWA. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7734) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the construction of a high 
wagon bridge across the Missouri River at or near Sioux City, 
Iowa,” approved March 2, 1889, as amended by acts of April 30, 
1890, February 7, 1893, and March 24, 1894. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to consider a bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of the act entitled ‘‘Anact authorizing the 
construction of a high wagon bridge across the Missouri River at or near 
Sioux City, Iowa,’’ approved March 2, 1#89, as amended by an act entitled 
“An act to amend ‘An act authorizing the construction of a high wagon 
bridge across the Missouri River at or near Sioux City, lowa, approved 
March 2, 1889,’"’ which amendment was approved April 30, 1800, and as 
amended by an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend ‘An act authorizing the con- 
struction of a high wagon bridge across the Missouri River at or near Sioux 
City, Iowa, etc.,’”” which amendment was approved February 7, 1493, and 
as amended by an act entitled “An act to amend ‘An act authorizing the 
construction of a high wagon bridge across the Missouri River at or near 
Sioux City, lowa, ap seven March 2, 1889,as amended by acts of April 30, 
1890, and February 7, 1893,’"’ which amendment was approved March “4, i804, 
be so amended that instead and in place of the words ‘for such reasouable 


Of course, 


I hope the gentleman 


The bill has already 


Tam satisfied that it 








7854 


rates of toll as the city of Sioux City, Iowa, may from time to time pre- 
scribe, subject to the approval of the Secretary of War,” the said section 

shall read “for such reasonable rates of toll as the owner or owners of said 
bridge = from time to time prescribe, subject to the approval of the Sec- 
retary of War.” 


TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Iowa for the present consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ELECTRIC RAILWAY, ARLINGTON RESERVATION. 


Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 7515) granting the 
right of aoa through the Arlington reservation for electric rail- 


wa, 

The SPEJ SPEAKER. The gentleman from Rhode Island asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, which 
the Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Washington, Alexandria and Mount Vernon 
Electric a Company a body inco: ted under the laws of the State 
of Virginia, be, and is ereby, author to construct and thereafter main- 
tain operate its aeons ¢ railroad across the lower and eastern ae 
of the grounds of the United States Government known as the 
reservation, inthe State of Virginia, opposite the city of Washington,said line 
to be east ee ere Nt et Se panne en the north 
western corner of reservation not to exceed 10 rods south of the inter- 
section of said river road with the orth line of said reservation: Provided, 
PR eee a not oueeee noo? rods ome & Va righto 7 B toot 
an company granted a n 
width, not including slopes, through the grounds aforesaid. na the 
company shall re at its own expense, in a manner satisfactory << a 
Secretary of War, any damage, injury, or See that may be ay vb Gone to 
roads, footways, bridges, or fences upon or t h the Government lands 
referred to in this act by the construction or operation of the said electric 
railway company, and shall erect such sheds or other shelter for the comfort 
and convenience of passe rs and at such points as the of War 
shail ey ——- That said line or route shall be subject to the > 

tary of War; and when such right of way shall cease 





Be es for th hae Kna'saia road a demeth. the same shall revert to the United States 
Soe. shall be commenced within one year from the 
date of the passage of and finished within three years: Andprovided 


further, That nothing in aahee aa shallallow the use of steam power: And pro- 

vided surther, That the said railway company shall notcross,enter,touch upon, 

or be granted any right whatsoever en ee that of the Government land 
ootentie and known as the Ari 


etery. And that oor 
cor the Vm grading, or ballasting of sai ma electric eee shall not be 
obtained from, “the trees be disturbed on, th Art reserva- 


tion: And provided Surther, That the tracks of said company may be freely 
used for the passage of cars by the Falls Church and Potomac Railway Com- 
from —— int as said com: connect with the W . 

ount Vernon Electric oe era And the cars of 

said Falis Gmarch and Potomac at Cee all be propelled over 
the said line, from its junction therewith, by the ymosive powerof said Wash- 


m, Alexandria and Mount Vernon a Railway Company; and aa 

d Falls Church and Potomac Railway Com shall have right t 
en fares on its cars as fully as if operating that ion of the line inits 
own right. But said Falls Church and Potomac way shall 


make just compensation for the use of — track and motive power; and - 
case any dispute should arise concerning such compensation or manner o 
use, any party in interest may apply to the supreme court of the District ot 
Columbia, which court is hereby empowered to fix the amount oo for 
such use and motive power and the mode in which such use may be 
Provided, That the rasa | poner a -_ restrictions impose: by 
this act upon the ens lexandria and Mount Vernon Ele c 
aaliwee meeny s shall a seer. to oe Falls Church and Potomac Railway 
prey. pee 8 urch and Potomac Railwa ff Someeny 
Pee subject, ot case of any jeans of the itenisations. se Senuinene 
and restrictions aforesaid, to the same fine, penalties, and forfeiture. > 
the privileges and rights herein granted as the Wash Alexandria and 
Mount Vernon Electric Railway Com is subject to: Provided, That no 
cars owned or used by any steam railroad company shall be drawn over the 
tracks of this road lying within the reservation, and that the sidings and 
turn-outs within the reservation shall not be used for the assembling or 
storage of cars, except for the a of the accommodation and transpor- 
tation of a on the same 
Sxo. 2. 6 right to repeal, xiter, or amend this act is reserved to 
Congress. 
The SPEAKER. Is there o — to the request for unani- 
mous consent to consider this 
Mr. COOMBS. Ishould like to ask from what committee it 


comes? 
Mr. MEREDITH. It comes from the Committee on Military 


Mr. COOMBS. Reserving the right to object, I should like 
to ask the gentleman where this ? 


he SPEAKER. Is there objection to the sent consid 
tion of the bill? as Pam 
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the river road with the northerly line of said reservation: Provide a, Thatth 
diversion shall not exceed 20 rods from said river road easterly. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read q 
third time; and being engrossed, was according read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LAPHAM, a motion to reconsider the |, 
vote was laid on the table. 


CHRISTOPHER SCHMIDT. 


Mr. KIEFER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for th» 
consideration of the bill (8. 573) for the relief of Christopher 
Schmidt. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesotaasks unayi- 
mous consent to consider a bill which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise a 
ropriated, the sum of 840 a month for and ne the term of his natur; 
ife to Christopher Schmidt, of St. Paul, Minn., for injuries received fror 
accidental shot on the rifle range at Fort Snelling, July 14, 1892, in quarterly y 
— upon such vouchers as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for 
present consideration of this bill? 
Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, we want some explanation o! 


this. 

Mr. KIEFER. Mr. Speaker, this bill 
also the Tiouse Committee on Claims. 
citizen «1 St. Paul, Minn., while walking on the public highway 
near Fort Snelling, Minn., was shot and seriously wounded ani 
made nd of th for life by United States soldiers, while they, under 
com:nand of their officers, were practicing rifle target shootin g 
near said h aaaay It seems that by some misunderstanding 
the danger ich should have been put oo to warn persons 
walking upon the highway was not ee The man w: . 
shot, and asa result lost one eye, lost his sense of smell, ani 
his hearing in oneear. He is now unable to earn a cent, and 
is ee without means. When shot he was on his way to 
a neighboring farmer in search of work which had been prom- 
ised him. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I trust the gentleman will with- 
draw this bill for the present, so I can examine into it. If not, 
I shall have to object to it, because it proposes to pension a man 
at the rate of $40 per month for the rest of his natural life. 

Mr. KIEFER. How long a time does the gentleman want to 
examine into it? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will look into it as soon as I can. 

Mr. KIEFER. Then I will withdraw the bill for the prese: 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. FUNK. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands t/ 
regular order, which is the call of committees for reports. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 
privilege. On last Friday I introduced into the House a reso! 
tion of inquiry, addressed to one of the Departments of the Go 
ernment. By order of the House it was referred to the sta 
ing committee having charge of that subject-matter—the Uo 
mittee on Military Affairs. I learn from the chairman of t! 
committee that the resolution reached the committee this 
morning for the first time. 

During the intervening time more than half of the period ai- 
lowed by the rules of the House fora report from the committ 
has elapsed, and the committee have had no official knowledge | 
the existence of the resolution. Between now and the expira- 
tion of the time allowed to the committee for the consideration 
of the resolution, no proper and eer om reference of it can 
be made to the Department to which it relates. At this sta 
in the proceedings of the House, so near the cad as it is hoped! 
of the session, it is certainly a complete embargo upon this so 
of business if we can not have the rules of the House more strict) 
complied with. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will make inquiry of the dis- 
tributing clerk, and will inform the gentleman. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled bills, re- 
— that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
9) to authorize a corrected patent to be issued for 
tion land claim of Wheelock Simmons and wife; and 
A bill (S. 1076) to release a certain limitation existing in a” 
—o Ce touching the Episcopal Church at St. Augus- 
ne, Fla 


assed the Senate, and 
hristopher Schmidt, a 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
Amessagefrom the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an 
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nounced that the Senate had agroed to the reports of the com- 
mittees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to bills of the following titles: 
A bill (H. R. 5860) toamend sections 4, 6, and 10 of the act of 
February 9, 1893, entitled ‘‘An act to establish a court of ap- 
peals for the District of Columbia, and for other purposes;” and 
A bill (H. R. 7097) making appropriations for the legislative, 
exocutive, and judicial expenses of the Governmentfor the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. Y 
“A further message from the Senate by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment bills of the following titles: 
A bill (H. R. 5735) to remove the political disabilities of Caleb 
use; 
= bill (H. R.5459) to pension the minor children of Alfred 
Phipps; and 


A bill (H. R. 894) for the relief of Robert Travila for loss of 


carbine in the late war. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 


Resolved, That Mr. PETTIGREW 'be excused from service as one of the con- 
ferees on the bill (H. R. 6080) granting a certain military reservation to Ok- 
lahoma City, Okla., to aid the public free schools thereof, and for other 
purposes, and Mr. CAREY be appointed in his place. 


CORRECTION OF BILL. 
Mr. LACEY. I desire to make a correction in regard to a 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks that the fol- 
lowing order be made to correct a bill which passed on yester- 
aay. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ordered, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be authorized in 
enrolling House bill 7451 to insert the word ‘*That” at the beginning of the 
pill, making it conform to the bill as read and as it passed the House. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 


consent that the word ‘‘ That,” which has been omitted from a | 


pill sent to the enrolling room, be inserted. If there be no ob- 
jection that order will be made. 


There was no objection, and if was so ordered. 


MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE THROUGH GROUNDS OF NAVAL OB- 
SERVATORY A PUBLIC STREET. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I present a 
conference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution (H. Res. 32) declaring Massachusetts avenue through the 
grounds of the Naval Observatory a public street. 


The report of the committee of conference is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the House resolution 32, “ Declaring 
Massachusetts avenue through the grounds of the Naval Observatory a 
public street’ having met, after a full aud free conference have agreed to 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: That the House recede 
from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate and agree to the 


same 

JNO. T. HEARD, 
JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
P. S. POST. 

Managers on the part of the House. 
CHAS. H. GIBSON, 
JO. C. S. BLACKBURN, 
GEO. C. PERKINS. 

Managers on the pari of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the statement, | 


which will perhapsexplain the matter better than the report. 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The House joint resolution 32 provided for the declaring of Massachusetts | 


avenue through the grounds of Naval Observatory a public street. The 
Senate amended same by providing that no street, avenue, or public thor- 
oughfare in the neighborhood of the buildings erected upon the United 
States Naval Observatory grounds shall extend within the area of a circle 
described with a radius of 1,000 feet from the center of the building known 
as the clock-room of said observatory. 

It also provides for extending said Massachusetts avenue just outside of 
such a circle, and authorizes the Secretary of the Navy to acquire the ground 
Within the circle of 1,000 feet not now owned by the Government for the ob- 
Sefvatory, and to seli all outside of such circle belonging to the said Naval 


0 beara Ory grounds. The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to appoint 
& board of t appraisers to determine and fix the price at which the 
public land or any part thereof shall be sold, and to determine the value of 


the parcels of private property to be purchased. The Senate amendment 
further grovides for proper condemnation proceedings in the event the Sec- 


retary of the Na 
involved. Vy can not agree with the owners of the private property 


The adopti ( 
eneais nok on of the conference report is an agreement to the Senate 
The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the report of the committee of 
conference was agreed to was laid on the table. 


PROCEEDINGS OF TRIBUNAL OF ARBITRATION BETWEEN THE 
UNITED STATES AND GREAT BRITAIN. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


I want to ask the gentile- 
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man from Illinois [Mr. Funk] to withdraw his demand for the 
regular order long enough to have a resolution considered to 
print the correspondence and papers in reference to the arbi 
tration between the United States and Great Britain in refer- 
ence to furseals. It is quite an important matter, and ought to 
be considered. 

Mr. FUNK. Ishall consent to that; and then I will demand 
the regular order. This being pension day, i want to have all 


the time we can for the consideration of business of that kind. 
The SPEAKER. This being a public resolution, the Chair 
will lay it before the House. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
| Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives ¢ ‘ri Tha 
be printed, under the direction of the Department of State, 6,000 coptes « 
| the official proceedings of the Tribunal of Arbitration created in pursuan 


of the treaty of February 29, 1892, between the United States and Great 
Britain, including all documents, papers, and agreements presented off 
cially to said tribunal by the agents of said Governments, respectively, and 
also including the written or printed arguments and the oral arguments of 
the counsel on behalf of each of said Governments made on said hearing at 
Paris, and the opinions of the arbitrators, respectively, delivered in said 
tribunal in conformity with its order, admitting the same to constitute a 
part of said proceedings; of which number 1,500 shall be for the use of the 
Senate, 3,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 for 
use of the Department of State. 

The report of the Committee on Printing (by Mr. RICHARD- 
| SON of Tennessee) was read, as follows: 

The committee have considered the Senate concurrent resolution to print 
6,000 copies of the official proceedings of the Tribunalof Arbitration, created 
in panene of the treaty of February 29, 1892, between the United States 
and Great Britain, and directs me to report the same with the recommenda 
tion that it do pass. 

The estimated cost of same is #92,359. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle 
man if the expenditure for the publication of this document 
comes out of the general appropriation for printing? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It comes out of the gen 
| eral appropriation for printing. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
| this resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The Senate concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, 4 motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the concurrent resolution was 
| agreed to was laid on the table. 
| LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
| Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a confer. 

ence report on the legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 

tion bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report vhe title of the bill 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 7997) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 18% 
and for other purposes. 

[For report of committee of conference see Senate proceeding 

| of this day.| 

| TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will read the explanation of the 
conferees, as that will make the matter clearer to the House than 
the reading of the report itself. 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows 
The managers on the part of the Houses of the conference on the disagre 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the legi>- 
lative, executive, and judicial ap»ropriation bill (H. R. 7097), submit the fol 
lowing written statement in explanation of the effect of the action recom 








mended in the accompanying conference report on each of theamendment 
namely: 
On amendment numbered 1: Provides, as proposed by the Senate, that 


the salaries of Senators elected or appointed to fill vacancies and Sen 
| elected for a full term, subsequent to the commencement of su 
commence or the date of their election or appointment 

Onamendments numbered 2, 3, 4,5, 6,7, 8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13,14, and 15: Provide 
for the number and compensation of officers and employés of the Senate, as 
proposed by the amendments of the Senate, except that the extra allowance 
—— for the clerks to the Senators from Montana, Washington, and 

Vyoming is stricken out. 

On amendment numbered 16: Authorizes Senators to appoint their clerks 
to serve from the date of the commencement of their terms respectively 

On amendments numbered 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, amd 22: Appropriate for the se 
eral items of the contingent fund of the Senate in the amounts propose: 
by the Senate, except that for the purchase of furniture 81,000 is given i 
stead.of $3,000, as proposed by the House, and 85,000, as proposed by the Seu 
ate 

On amendments numbered 23 and 2: Strikes out the increase of twelve 
additional privates, at $1,100 each, proposed by the Senate for the Capito! 
police force. 

On amendments numbered 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, and 30: Increases the salary of 
the assistant file clerk in the Clerk's office from #900 to $1,200, and provides 
for one additional session committee clerk in the House, pursuant toa reso- 
lution of the House. 

On amendment numbered 31: Provides for the purchase of law books fo 

| the Congressional Library, to be under the direction of the Chief Justice « 
| the Supreme Court, as proposed by the Senate. , 

On amendment numbered 32: Ap tes specifically under the Civil 
Service Commission for the thirty-six clerks now detailed from the severa: 
De ments for duty as examiners at the Commission 

amendment numbered 33: Appropriates 3,000, as proposed by the 
House, instead of 64,000, ae by the Senate, for expenses of editing 
and distributing the laws of Congress. 

On amendments numbered 34, 35, 36, and 37: Appropriates for a stenog- 


stor 
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rapher at $1,800, for one additional messenger and one additional assistant 
—— in the office of the Secretary of the Treasury, as proposed by the 
nate. 

On amendments numbered 38, 39, 40, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63 
64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70,71, 72,73, 74, 7, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 84, 85, 86, 195, 188, 189, 190, and 
191: Makes the changes proposed by the Senate and rendered necessary in 
order to defer the beginning of the operation of the act to improve the meth- 
~~ of eooqunting in the Treasury Department until October 1, instead of 

uly 1, ' 


On amendments numbered 41, 42, 43, 44,45, and 46: Rearranges the force in 
the office of the division of appointments of the Treasury Department, as 
proposed by the Senate, at a net reduction of $60. 

On amendments numbered 47 and 48: Makes a reduction of one clerk of 
class 4 in the office of the division of loans and currency of the Treasury De- 
partment, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment numbered 49: Authorizes the detail of a captain only as 

oO by the Senate, instead of a captain or first lieutenant, as proposed 
the House, of the Revenue Cutter Service to act as chief of the revenue 
cutter division of the Sreseury Deparement. 

On amendments numbered 82 and 83: Makes a reduction of one clerk at 
=~ in the office of the Treasurer of the United States, as proposed by the 

nate, 

On amendments numbered 87 and 88: Corrects a total as stated in the bill, 
and makes a verbal correction in the text. 

On amendments numbered 89 and 90: Limits the purchase of books, pam- 

hlets and periodicals in the office of the Director of the Mint to such as re- 

ate to specimens of coins, ores, balances and weights. 

On amendments numbered 91 and 92: Provides for a clerk and translator 
at $1,000 in the Marine Hospital Bureau, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment numbered 93: Limits the purchase of newspapers, law 
books, and books of reference in the Treasury Department to such as relate 
to the business of the Department, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment numbered 94: Strikes out the provision proposed by the 
House making immediately available #500 for the purchase of ice in the 
Treasury Department. 

On amendment numbered 95: Makes the appropriation for expenses of 
collectors and deputy collectors of internal revenue available for any nec- 
essary expenses under the act of October 1, 1890, respecting bounty on sugar, 
as a by the Senate. 

amendments numbered 96 and 97: Provides for one additional clerk at 
$1,200 in the subtreas at Cincinnati, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendmen's numbered 98 and 99: Increases the appropriation for the 
mint at Denver as follows: For w of workmen, from 813,750 to 817,500, 
and for contingent expenses, from #700 to 84,000. 

On amendment numbered 100: Appropriates $500, as proposed by the House, 
instead of $1,000, as proposed by the Senate, for contingent expenses of the 
governor of New Mexico. 

On amendment numbered 101: Appropriates 1,000, as pees by the 
Senate, for repairs to the Adobe Palace, and furniture for the same, at 
Santa F'e., N. Mex. 

On amendments numbered 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107,108, 109, 110, 111, and 
112: Makes certain necessary verbal corrections proposed by the Senate in 
the text of the provision to apportion the Territory of Oklahoma, and ap- 
propriates $1,000 for the expenses of such apportionment. 

Onamendments numbered 113 and 114: Appropriates $600, as proposed by 
the House, instead of $750, as proposed by the Senate, for contingent ex- 
penses of the governor of ‘Utah, and 81,500, as pro by the House, in- 
stead of 82,000, as proposed by the Senate, for con’ t expenses of the 
ae a Sonens 115 and 116: A tes posed by th 

n amendments num an : Appropriates, as e 
Senate, for two carpenters at 8900 each in ths War De Es ¥ 

On amendments numbered 117, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, and 126: 
Provides for a rearr ment of ‘the clerical force in the Record and Pen- 
sion Office and in the Office of the Adjutant-General, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, involving a net reduction in expenditures of 82,400. 

On amendments numbered 127, 128, and 129: Strikes out the provision pro- 
Roses by the House porerns the removal of the office of the Chief S: 1 

cer and the Medical Dispensary to the State, War, and Navy and Medi- 
cal Museum building, ak 

On amendment numbered 130: Strikes out the provision proposed by the 





Senate won. for the appointment of a director of astronomy at a sal- 

= 000, and for a reorganization of the force employed in the Naval 
rva ; 

On ame ents numbered 131 and 132: Provides for an assistant drafts- 


man in the Ordnance Bureau of the Navy Department at $1,800 instead of 
$1,400, as proposed by the House. 

On amendments numbered 133, 134, and 135: Makes a verbal correction in 
the text of the bill and pe me $1,000, as proposed “2 Senate, for a 
map of the State of Florida showing the lands approved to the State under 
the swamp-land grant and for railroads. ° 

On cmendments numbered 136, 137,138, 139,and 140: Makes a reduction in 
the clerical force of the Pension Office, as follows: One clerk of class 3, one 
oaeg —_— 2,one clerk of class 1,and one clerk at $1,000, as proposed by 

e Senate. 

On amendments numbered 141, 142, and 143: Agproumintes for perdiem and 

expenses of special examiners in the Pension ce $250,000, instead of $200,- 


, as posed by the House, and 8300,000, as proposed by the Senate, and 
auth ment of per diem to the chief and assistant chief of the divi- 
sion of 8 examiners when absent on official business outside the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


On amendment numbered 144: Sugreprtnice $2,000, as proposed by the 
House, instead of 82,750, pe proposes y the Senate, for purchase of profes- 
sional and scientific books for the Patent Office. 

On amendment numbered 145: Requires that the work of photolithograph- 
ing for the Patent Office be done under the supervision of the Commissioner of 
Patents in the city of W: n, or wit such 9 reasonable distance 
therefrom as the Secretary of the Interior may consider to be not disadvan- 
tageous to the Department; authorizes the Commissioner of Patents, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, to make contracts for such 
a work, after proper notice by publication; and provides 

at the entire work may be done at the Government ——' Office if, in 
the judgment of the Joint Committee on Printing, it shall be deemed to be 
best for the interests of the Government. 

On amendment numbered 146: Ap: ~ 4 $1,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, instead of 8500, as proposed by the House, for expenses of examination 
of books and accounts of subsidized railroads by the Commissioner of Rail- 


On amendments numbered 147 and 148: Makes a verbal correction in the 


text of the bill. 
On amendments numbered 149, 150, 151, 152, 153, 154, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159, and 
160: Appropriates in the aggregate for clerk hire and con t 8 


of the several surveyors-general 89,400, as proposed by the Senate, in ex- 
cess of the amount as 7. House. 
On amendments num 161 and 162: Makes a reduction of one clerk of 
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class 2 in the office of the First Assistant Postmaster-General, as pr, 
by the Senate. 

On amendments numbered 163, 164, and 166: Increases the compensat;,, 
of the ee oe appointment clerk of the Department of Justice 3, 
as proposed by the Senate. F 

in amendment numbered 167: Appropriates for law books, as proposed \, 
the Senate, instead of law and miscellaneous books, a8 proposed py ;), 
House, in the office of the Solicitor of the Treasury. ” 

On amendment numbered 168: Strikes out the provision proposed py ;), 
Senate authorizing the Commissioner of Labor to investigate the alco},,). 
liquor traffic. 

mn amendment numbered 169: Appropriates $350, as proposed by the sa». 
ate, instead of #250, as proposed by the House, for postage to postal-yn;,, 
countries for the Department of Labor. 7 

On amendment numbered 170: Authorizes the use of $750, as proposed 
the Senate, instead of $500, as proposed by the House, for expenses of storg 
of documents for the Department of Labor. 

On amendments numbered 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, 176, 177, 178, and 179: Ree, 
structs, as poposee by the Senate, the provision concerning the com; . 
tion of clerks of the circuit courts of appeals so as to limit their annua ,) 
aries to $3,000 and to not exceeding $500 additional, under section 9 of the,,, 
establishing said courts. 

On amendment numbered 180: Authorizes the judge of the district eo, 
for the northern district of Illinois to appoint aclerk of said court at a s, 
ary of 83,000 per annum, as proposed by the Senate. 

m amendment numbered 181: Provides, as proposed by the Senate, thy 
the marshal, clerk, and district attorney of the districts of Washingto, 
Montana, North Dakota, and South Dakota shall receive the fees allowed 
law to like officers in Oregon and Idaho. : 

Cn amendments numbered 182, 183, 184, and 185: Strikes out the rearrany 
ment of clerks for the Court of Claims proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment numbered 186: Instead of the provision proposed by: 
Senate, prohibiting the holding of two offices by one person, inserts the ; 
lowing: “No person who holds an office the salary or annual compe! 
attached to which amounts to the sum of $2,500 shall be appointe: ty » 
hold any other office to which compensation is attached unless sp:ci; 
heretofore or hereafter specially authorized thereto by law; but this sh) 
not apply to retired officers of the Army and Navy, whenever they ma; 
elected to = office, or whenever the President shall appoint them: 
office by and with the advice and consent of the Senate.” 

On amendment numbered 187: Authorizes the Deputy Auditors to sign : 
Sa eae of the Auditors, such letters and papers as the Auditors may : 
rec 

On amendment numbered 192: Strikes out the provision proposed by 
Senate devolving the duties of the members of the joint commission 
thorized by the act of March 3, 1893, on the part of the Senate, on the Sena: 
Committee on Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures of the Execu: 
Departments, and empowers the President of the Senate and Speaker of 1) 

House to fill vacancies that may occur on said commission by resignat 
or otherwise. 

The bill as agreed upon appropriates 821,308,295,79, being 8557,507.(2 
than the law for 1894, $202,508.50 more than as it passed the House, and & 
020 less than as it passed the Senate. 

ALEX. M. DOCKERY, 


WILLIAM J. COOMBS, 
HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
Managers on the part of the [Ho 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the amount appropriated { 2 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gover: Bs 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, was $21,865,02.. 
The amount carried in this bill, as stated in the report of tl y 
managers on the part of the House, is $21,308,295.79, being a 
duction under the law of last year of $567,507.02. 

Now, then, unless some gentleman desires information in « es 
dition to that submitted by the report of the managers, | w: 9 
ask for a vote on the report. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, as Icaught the rex: 
ing of the report, I believe there was a concurrence in the Se 
ate amendment increasing the salaries of the six auditors fr 
$3,600 to $4,000, and the six deputy auditors from $2,250 to$2,)) 
Am I correct in that? 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is correct. 
the statute. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Am TI also correct, that I caughi 
from the report, that the House conferees agreed to the amen 
ment of the Senate, authorizing the payment of the chief of ‘1 
special agents division and his assistant their traveling or 
penses, etc., when they travel outside of the District? 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is true. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
minutes? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As to the last amendment, [ 1" 
not here to criticise the House committee for having agree! | 
it. I understand perfectly well that when there are differen: 
between the House and the Senate upon a bill carrying 2p) 
priations there must besomething ofconcession. I regret, 
ever, that that amendment was agreed to by the House | 
ferees. The matter has been spoken of and attention has bee! 
called to it on more than one occasion in the House, and ' 
item now appears,I think, for the first time in any law or app! 
priation in the history cf the Government. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman will remember that it v» 
reported by the House Committee on Appropriations, but we" 
out of the bill on a point of order. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I remember that, but it is n° 
legislation. In all the years since the Pension Office has Dev" 
in existence, under Mr. Cleveland's first Administration, 4°" 
under Mr. Harrison's, and up to this time, these two o!ficl\- 
whose duty of superintending this special agent service is 4°4 
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ought to be performed here in Washington, there has been no 
such provision as this; and now, for the first time, this allow- 
ance is made for the payment of their expenses when they go 
out of the District. In my judgment their duties can be best 
performed in the District, and ought to be performed here. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let me remind the gentleman that the num- 
ber of these officials was fixed at two in the bill for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1894, and also in this bill, whereas prior to that 
time five of these special examiners were authorized; and, as | 
am advised, they had the privilege of a per diem allowance when 
absent from the District on public business. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not understand that to be the 
case; but let us get at the facts. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The facts as I understand them are these. 
The number of these officials was reduced from five to two on 
the recommendation of Commissioner Raum at the last session 
of Congress. Prior to that time thtre had been five special ex- 
aminers, who had the privilege of aspecial allowance such as i 
carried in this bill. . 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Have these officials heretofore re- 
ceived this compensation or allowance for expenses? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Prior to the recommendation of Commis- 
sioner Raum, which reduced the number from five to two, they 
did receive such an allowance, as I am informed. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. When was that recommendation 
made? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It took effect in the appropriation bill for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then amTIin error in supposing 
that this item is new legislation? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman is in error,as I am advised 
by a gentleman usually correct, if he supposes that these ex- 
aminers have not heretofore received a per diem allowance 
when absent from the Pension Office. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me ask the gentleman from Missouri 
whether that allowance was not made by the Commissioner of 
Pensions under some provision of law? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Undoubtedly it must have been. Prior to 
the last fiscal year, as I have said, there were five of these spe- 
cial examiners, but on the recommendation of Commissioner 
Raum the number was reduced to two, butin the bill for the 
fiseal year 1894 there was no provision for the per diem allow- 
ance when absent from the office. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Why was that left out in 1894? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Idonot remember. I suppose the provi- 
sion in the bill was framed in harmony with the recommenda- 
tion of the Commissioner. The gentleman will remember, how- 
ever, that this provision only allows actual expenses, and the 

robabilities are that it will never be availed of, or that it will 
be availed of to a limited extent. I will state to my friend that 
it is a provision upon which, as he knows, I laid no special 
stress, but the other body insisted that it ought to be retained 
in the bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am glad to know that it will 
probably not be availed of, but that probability, it seems to me, 
renders it proper that the item should not be in the bill at all. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to be understood as agreeing with 
the gentleman from Illinois in his idea that these gentlemen 
ought generally to be in the office here in Washington, and for 
that reason I think itis altogether probable that no stress of 
official duties will call them away, except perhaps on some un- 

usual occasions. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I only wanted to know the facts 
about this matter. As to the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Missouri, if I should be spared life and health until the next ses- 
sion of Congress, I shall take an interest in finding out exactly 
how much of this money has been expended by these two officials 
and on what kind of duty it has been expended. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ihopethe gentleman will, for 1 concur with 
him in the desire not to make or support any appropriation that 
is not proper and in the interest of the public service. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ihave nodoubtthatis true. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, as to the increase of the salaries of the auditors 
and the deputy auditors, I do not say that that was unwise. [am 
not here to criticise the House conferees for receding from the 
disagreement of the Senate amendment, but I do desire just for 
& minute to call the attention of the House to the history of the 
salaries of these officials. I recollect very well that in the first 
session of the Forty-fourth Congress, in the year 1875, when, ac- 
cording to my recollection, the late Mr. Randall was at the head 
of the Committee on Appropriations, and our present colleague, 
Judge HOLMAN of Indiana, was a member of thatcommittee, we 
had a great deal of appropriation, and much of nonappropria- 
tion, in small matters in the main, but amounting in the aggre- 
gate to a considerable sum. 

For weeks and months discussions were had touching appro- 
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priations, and the columns of the newspapers were filled with 
accounts of the great saving that the Democratic House of Rep- 
resentatives was forcing by the decrease of the salaries of Gov- 
ernment officials. The contest was long and bitter. The Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States gave then, as now, $4,000 per 
annum to each of these Auditors and $2,500 to each of the depu- 
ties; but by main force, by long standing out and insisting, the 
Democratic House compelled an appropriation of only $3,500 a 
year for each of the Auditors and $2,250 for each of the deputy 
auditors. , 

And so there was a decrease in the salaries of these and many 
other Government officials. The excuse for this was that the 
country was in the midst of hard times; that the revenues were 
short; that the compensation of business people and laboring 

eople was reduced; that there was distress throughout the 
ength and breadth of the country. Hence these reductions 
were made. 

At that time gold was ata premium of 25 per cent over and 
above the currency of the country in which salaries were paid. 

Now, from that time to this these salaries from year to year 
have been slowly restored. Most of them were restored during 
Mr. Cleveland’s former Administration. And now,in the year 
of our Lord 1894, when the currency in which these officials are 
paid is gold or its equivalent—when our currency is no longer 
at a discount of 25 per cent, as it was when these reductions were 
made in 1875—substantially the last reductions are wiped out, 
and these officials are toget hereafter $4,000 a year and the three 
deputies $2,500 a year. The campaign of 1876 was largely made 
upon the savings, as alleged, in cutting down the salaries of 
these officials. 

Perhaps this is a fit time to restore those salaries. But money 
is worth one-fourth more than it was then; but I apprehend that 
the times are betternow. It is true we are borrowing money to 
pay the current expenses of the Government; we were not then. 
But at any rate this restoration of salaries has been accom- 
plished. I am not here to oppose the adoption of this confer- 
ence report, but merely by way of reminiscence to refresh the 
recollection of gentlemen as to how political campaigns are 
sometimes run. 

At the time to which I have referred, we saw a great party 
with the shibboleth of economy and reduction of salaries, be- 
cause the times were hard, win the race so far as the House of 
Representatives was concerned, not only in 1876, but also in 1878, 
upon the ground of these savings that the representatives of 
the people had made. But now in 18%4 the salaries are restored 
perhaps properly enough. Ido not know whether the next cam- 
paign is to be run on the restoration of these salaries as the 
former was run on the reduction. I merely wanted to cuil the 
attention of the House to this matter. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. el I simply desire to say on the 
art of the conferees that I regret the gentleman from I\linvis 
Mr. CANNON] is not satisfied with this conference report. I 

ss the gentleman was not in favor of an illiberal policy. 
r. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, I am not dissatisfied with your 


report. 

Mr. DOCKERY. So far as theconferees were concerned, they 
endeavored to treat this bill as a business bill. I do not think 
a suspicion of politics has connected itself with the action of 
any of the conferees, either on the partof the House or the Sen- 


ate. I feel that lam warranted in making thatstatement. We 
have presented an economic bill, a bill which carries the money 
necessary to support the Government. Mr. Speaker, I ask a 
vote. 


Mr. BINGHAM rose. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Of course, I do not wish to cut off the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, there is one paragraph in 
connection with this conference report upon which the House 
should be informed, as it has been the subject of several debates, 
the paragraph with reference to the increase of the appropria 


tion for special examiners or other persons employed in the Bu- 
reau of Pensions, detailed for the purpose of making special in- 
vestigations. Gentlemen are aware of the fact that this item 
estimated for by the Secretary of the Interior, upon the recom- 


mendation of the Bureau of Pensions, for this force, for the next 
fiscal year, was $500,000. The House committee reported an ap-" 
propriation of $200,000 as sufficient for the necessary conduct of 
the work. The Senate amended the House appropriation by in 
creasing it from $200,000 to $300,000. In conference the agree- 
ment was reached to make the amount $250,000, in lieu of = 
t 


$200,000 appropriated by the House and the $300,000 as propos 
in the Senate amendment. 
This question has been very fully discussed by the House; and 


while I reluctantly acceded w this increase, [ desired in no wise 
to impair the efficiency of that portion of the Bureau of Pen- 
sions that went into the examination of these claims, either as 
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to their perfection or completion in the aiding of the soldier, 
togother with the necessary investigation as to whether the 
claims were tainted with fraud. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman state in that connec- 
tion that the reduction from $300,000 to $250,000 was made, if I 
mistake not, on his suggestion? 


Mr. BINGHAM. tis true. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The majority of the conferees deferred to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, he having had large expe- 
rience in connection with pension matters. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Therefore I have felt it my duty as aP- 
resenting the minority side, to emphasize the fact that while 
we have protested as to the estimate of the Commissioner ask- 
ing for $500,000, and have also made our protest st the 
amendment of the Senate recommending $300,000, it is well for 
the Commissioner of Pensions to understand that after a fair 
and reasonable appropriation has been allowed there will follow 
a very thorough investigation should he ata later date in the 
next fiscal year submit eithera large or small deficiency, and he 
will be expected to exhibit in his next annual report the details 
of his expenditures under this appropriation. I hope they will 
be wise and carefully entered into. 

There have been declarations that large frauds exist in con- 
nection with pensions. We have been willing to make reason- 
able allowance for the investigation of these alle; frauds. But 
should that Bureau demand of Co a deficiency appropria- 
tion, Congress will insist that their must be a clear exhibit as 
to this expenditure, both in its details and in its results. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand, then, that in the opinion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] $250,000 is amply 
sufficient for this purpose, and that no deficiency appropriation 
will be needed. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think that has been em by the 
action of your committee and by the action of this House, and I 
trust it will be understood by the Commissioner of Pensions 
that he should follow the rule which the Internal Revenue De- 

rtment follows in its detective service and the rule which the 

ost-Office Department follows in its detective service. Those 
Departments never come to Congress for a deficiency appropria- 
tion. And the Commissioner of Pensions must understand that 
we shall scrutinize his action in this matter with great care. 
With this view I was willing to favor an increase of the appro- 
priation $50,000 above the sum originally voted by the House. 

Mr, HENDERSON of Towa. ill the gentleman allow me a 
question? 

Mr. BINGHAM, With pleasure. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The amount appropriated, as I 
understand, py this conference report for this item is $250,000. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes,sir. We have agreed to ‘an increase 
of $50,000 over the amount originally voted by the House, re- 
ducing the Senate appropriation which proposed an increase of 


$109,000. 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Is this for detective — 
ureau it 
ial force is de- 


Mr. BINGHAM. Under the administration of the 
is not wholly for such purposes. This s 

tailed to aid pensioners to complete their claims, as well as to 
follow out any claims tainted with fraud. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Can the gentleman state how 
much was appropriated in this line for the last fiscal year, in- 
cluding the deficiency? I mean the fiscal year just closed. 

Mr. BINGHAM. r the fiscal year en June 30, 1893, 
the amount was $225,000. The appropriation for the year just 
closed was $200,000; and we gave a deficiency appropriation of 
$200,000 more. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Now, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania illustrates his suggestion by a reference to the detect- 
ive foree of the Treasury Department and other tments. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I referred to the Internal Revenue Bureau 
and to the Post-Office 7 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Can the gentleman so specify 
the items of expenditure for the last fiscal year as to tell us 
what proportion of the appropriation was expended for detect- 
ive pu ‘ 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ean not. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. You have not that information? 

Mr. BINGHAM. We have not that information. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Has any member of the confer- 
ence committee that information? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think there is no such exhibit. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman will permit me, I think it 
«was stated, perhaps by the gentleman from Maine, on the floor 
of the House during the discussion of this matter, that the Bu- 
reau claimed only 10 per cent of the fund we was in- 
volved in the detection of what may be considered eases of fraud 
in connection with pension matters. 
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mer HENDERSON of Iowa. Ten per cent expenditure of th, 


Mr. DOCKERY. Of the amount appropriated for the specjq) 
examining force. f 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
souri is inerror. 

Mr. DOCKERY. No; [think 10 per cent was suggested, afte 
looking over the whole field,as being about the amount inyolyeq 
in that connection. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. And 90 per cent of the total to 
facilitate the allowance of pension claims? 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is my understanding. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Prom the number of pensioners 
dropped from the rolls and the few pensions allowed, I was rat}, 
inclined to the opinion that possibly 90 per cent had been used 
in the attempt to discover fraud, or alleged frauds, and only 1) 
per cent to facilitate pensions. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think the gentleman is in error in th 


I think the gentleman from Mis 


regard. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is no necessity for an appropriatio: 
of any considerable amount for detective service in connection 3 
with pensions. x 

Mr. COOMBS. I wouldlike toask the gentleman from Peni 4 
sylvania, with his consent, a single question. I know that he be 
as well.as other gentlemen on his side of the House, as we!! as 5 
upon this side, are very anxious to have the matter of tho in- 
vestigation and allowance of pension claims in such shape :; 
that they may be made as rapidly as possible on account of the 
increasing age of the pensioners. Now, I ask him if he would 
like to take a position that would in any way limit the Commis. 
sioner of Pensions as to the amount of expenditures in facilitat. 
ing the granting of pensions? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have in no wise stated that I took such 
position as that. 

Mr. COOMBS. Would you not double the appropriation o/ i 
$250,000 if you deemed it necessary for that pu ? ‘. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Undoubtedly, if I regarded it necessary to 
doso. It has not been found necessary heretofore, however, in BY 
order to expedite pension claims. 

A MEMBER. Because they were not expedited. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Now, the office, through its Commissiouer, 
comes inand asks Congress for the unusual appropriation o! i. 
$500,000; and the position of the House in regard to the matie : 
was predicated on the message of the President of the Unite: a 
States, as well as the utterances of the Commissioner of Pe: i 
— himself, that the pension roll was ‘‘honeycombed wit! 

raud.”’ 

And the Committee on Appropriations of the House, and tle 
House itself, in view of this statement, simply said to the Con 
missioner of Pensions: ‘‘ We will give you only $200,000 for 
this purpose, as Congress has heretofore given, and regard i: 
as sufficient if properly applied.”’ 

Mr. COOMBS. I think the gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
mistaken in connecting these two things. Theyare entire|y 
different. On the contrary, the Commissioner of Pensions dis- 
tinctly states that the money is not to investigate frauds in th 
applications for pensions, or in pensionsalready granted, excep: 
such as may be incidentally found in connection with the bus'- 
ness of the office. 

When this matter came before the Committee on Appropri:- 
tions I went to the Pension Office myself, so as to understand 
distinctly the facts in relation to it. I, as a friend of the so'- 
dier, believed the money was being spent in expediting th 
a of just pensions; and whem he asked for $500,000 I was in 

vor of giving the total amount, because I believed, as | hac 
reason to believe, that it was being expended or to be expende! 
in expediting these claims. I was in favor, therefore, of t) 
whole appropriation. But our friends on the other side w: 
not will that that amount should be given. 

Now, we must trust somebody. Someone must have the co 
trol of the matter, and I believe the Commissioner of Pension: 
is an honest man, and when he says he needs the money to m1 
the investigations necessary in connection with the public |i; - 
ness, I think he states what is correct, and I believe in givin 
it to him, so as to give these old soldiers their pensions 0: 
quickiy as possible. 

In the committee the other day it was suggested that this co:- 

omise of $250 to. Iwas perfectly willing to give 

100,000 more and would have voted for it wil! 


ly. 

r, HENDERSON of Iowa. DoI understand the gentlem. 
from New York to say that this side of the House controlled ihe 
amount that should be em, oye in this bill? 

Mr. COOMBS. Oh, we had to make some compromises 
There was a misgiving in the minds of certain gentlemen rep- 


000 
if necessary, 


a = ae 





1894. 


resenting the other side of the House as to the object of the 
expenditure of the money, although I[ believe that migiving 





was entirely without foundation and should not have been en- | 


rtained. 
er. HENDERSON of Iowa. 


trol in that regard it is the first appropriation bill where they 
huve had that power, and lam and have been in ignorance of 
the fact stated by the gentleman. If $500,000 was asked for by 
the Commissioner of Pensions, and was needed, it ought to be 


iven. 

. Mr. COOMBS. The reason is this: I am afraid the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, reading in the REcORpD the remarks of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania 

Mr. BINGHAM. Pardon me; reading in the RECORD what 
has already been said by other gentlemen. 

Mr. COOMBS (continuing). Reading the remarks upon this 
subject will naturally entertain a reluctance, even if it be neces- 
sary, tospend more money than the amount appropriated and 
apply for a deficiency. I want him to feel at liberty to spend all 
the money that is necessary to get these pensions granted 
nee. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We do not question that proposition. 

Mr. COOMBS. I believe yow all feel just the same way. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why are there so many suspensions and re- 
ductions? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I hope we shall not in- 
dulge in a political discussion on this conference report. 

The SPEAKER. Towhom does the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. DoCKERY] yield? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield, for a question, to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON]. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I was not present when the bill 
was passed, but gentlemen tell me that the statement was made 
that the Commissioner of Pensions: said that $200,000 was all 
that would be needed. Lask the gentleman from Missouri {Mr. 
DOcKERY] if that is true? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The informantof the gentleman is in error. 
The Commissioner of Pensions made nosuch statement. 
contrary, he asked for $500,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
given? 





Why was not that amount 


Mr. DOCKERY. Because in the opinion of the Committee | 


on Appropriations, concurred in, I believe, on both sides, it was 


thought that $200,000 would be sufficient; but the gentleman | 
| specific point, and, as I think, he will find he isin error on that. 
HAM], the conferee representing the minority, when the report | 
was firstsubmitted. I asked the gentleman to state to the | 
House, and he did so state, that the amount fixed at $250,000 
was his own suggestion; which was concurred in by the ma- | 


evidently did not hear the statement of his colleague | Mr. BING- 


jority of the conferees representing this side of the House. 


We have dealt with this question without any reference to | 


litical considerations. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
Mr. BINGHAM] suggested $250,000. Weagreed to the amount, 
believing that it was sufficient, and I want to say again that in 
making that suggestion I do not think the gentleman had any 
or of politics or political bias. 
side. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Weare not taking politics into 


account, but we want to know whether this appropriation issuf- | 


ficient and the reasons for fixing this amount. 

Mr. DOCKERY. LI hope politics will not be brought into it. 
This da 
tion of bills reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
—— matter has been heretofore thoroughly threshed and 
rethreshed. 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. It is very easy for the commit- 


tee to agree to the Senate amendment of $300,000, if more than | 


$200,000 is needed. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
the conciusion that $250,000 was necessary. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Of course I did not hear the 
Statement before the subcommittee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman will consult the REcorD 
he will find the statement of his colleague [Mr. BINGHAM] in 
support of the statemantI have just made, and if he hasany doubt 
on that question the gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. BINc- 
HAM] is present-and I will yield to him. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The gentleman from Pennsyiva- 
nia states that they had to give a deficiency appropriation of 
$200,000 for the past year, making the total $400,000. 

Mr. BINGHAM. in the general appropriation bill. for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, we ea $200,000 for 
this We came in early in this session witha deficiency 


st rc 
Minn tion of $200,000 more: therefore the Pension Bureau 
fiscal 


an appropriation of 3100,000 for this purpose during the 
year closing on the 30th of June, 1894. The estimate sub- 
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If this side of the House con- | 





Onthe | 


I know we had not on this | 


is set apart by order of the House for the considera- | 


I have stated the factson which we reached | 
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mitted by the Commissioner for the present fisual year was $500,- 
000. We saw in the present condition of affairs no reason why 
we should appropriate $500,000. Nothing had occurred in con- 
nection with the pensions administration that warranted it. 
Therefore we adhered to the appropriation of the preceding 
year of $200,000. 

The deficiency appropriation of 
to a special message from the I 
were investigating great frauds, and it was d& 


$200,000 was given in response 
*ension Office, to the effect they 


med that that 


additional appropriation would cover the investigation. The 
Senate have increased our appropriation for the ens r fiscal 
year to $300,000. We have compromised on $250,009, : n my 
| statement to the House submitting that as a fair, reasonable 
amount, I added the declaration the expenditure would t 
ically examined, for the reason great fraud had been all 

and if fraud existed it ought to be investigate] and co 

under this appropriation, and the necessity for further appro 
priation in this direction should be clear and well defined in the 
Commissioner's report. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. [ assume from th ement 

made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania that probably the 


committee, or himself,as he hasreferred tothe gentleman from 
Missouri, thought that there were not as many sleuthhou: 
and bloodhounds needed as tho Commissioner thought in this 
direction. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 


[would be glad if the gentleman from lowa 


would construe his own language, and not mine. I have said 
nothing that would warrant any such interpretation 
Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, I shall have to differ from the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. BINGHAM] in one statement 
| that he made in his reply to the gentleman from lowa. Lama 


member of that committee, and have no recollection, and | think 


if the, gentleman will think the matter over again he will find, 
that it-.was not the case that the Commissioner said that he re 
quired the $500,000, because he was making largo investigations 


of fraud. Now, I would like for the gentleman to correct t 
statement. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then! wouldlike to ask the gentleman this 
question. What, and how did the Commissioner of Pensions, 
who with a sweep of his pen, in an order, wiped out the pensions 
of 20,000 pensioners from the roll, unless he entertained or had 
reached the conclusion that there was fraud or no merit as to 
their standing on the roll? 

Mr. COOMBS. Lam calling the gentleman's attention to one 


rot 
Lat 


I will say this—that probably at the beginning, under « public 
pressure, which ran throughout the land, there was some un- 
wise action in relation to suspending pensioners; and while there 
was some rabidness at that time, that was immediately cor 
| rected. I believe, and I think every man who knows anything 


about it wiil say, that pensioners or applicants for pensions were 
never more fairly treated than by the present Commissioner 
| aud under the present administration of thatoflice. Give them 
| their due, gentlemen. I find that my individual efforts at ob- 
} taining pensions are more successful, that more careful work 
} has been done upon my pension claims, and more prompt work 
| than I have ever experienced before. I am very well satisfied 
with the work they are doing; and I think the country is satis- 
fied. I believe that the money is being spent in expediting the 
pensioning of old soldiers. 
| Mr. BINGHAM. [I hope it will be done. 

Mr..COOMBS. I hopeso, and thoroughly believe it. 
| Mr. DOCKERY. ‘Mr. Speaker, I desire tosay, in conclusion, 
} and then [I will demand the previous question, that the $250,000 
| for the examining force was unanimously agreed to by the con- 
ferees on the suggestion of that gallant soldier from Pennsyl- 
vania [Gen. BINGHAM], oneof the conferees. I ask for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to aska single question. 
| Does the gentleman think it sufficient? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Onefurtherquestion. Theamount, 
$200,000, that was appropriated last year was expended by early 
in December in last year, and Congress gave 3200,000 more, 
| Does the gentleman have any doubt about Congress giving an 
| additional amount next December in the event that the $250,- 
000 be honestly expended? 


Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, ‘‘ Sufficient unto the day is the evil 
| thereof.” Ido not know what the next session will do’ My 


own judgment is that $250,009 is sufficient for the entire year. 
| Of course, if at the next session Congress shall find more is 
| needed, [ haveno doubtit willbegiven. I demand the previous 


| question. 


The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 


| thereof the reportof the committee of conference wa jacreed to. 
On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
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by which the report of the committee of conference was agreed 
to, was laid on the table. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 


ports. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker,I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to report back the bill (H.R. 7453) to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide for the settlement of 
all outstanding claims against the District of Columbia, and 
conferring jurisdiction on the Courtof Claims to hear the same, 
and for other purposes,” approved June 16, 1880; and to ask that 
the committee be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The title of the bill was reported. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Committee on the 
Judiciary will be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill, and it will be referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

COMMODORE DENNIS W. MULLAN. 

Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 60) authorizing Commo- 
dore Dennis W. Mullan, United States Navy, to accept a medal 

resented to him by the Chilian Government; which was re- 
Seooad to the House Calendar, and, with accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT NORFOLK, NEBR. 


Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill (H. R. 264) for the 
erection of a public building at the city of Norfolk, Nebr.; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
The SPEAKER. This completes the cail of committees for 


reports. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr.S er,I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the second morning hour be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana that the second morning hour be dispensed 
with? 

Mr. BURROWS. With what committee does the call rest? 

The SPEAKER. With the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

There being no objection the request of Mr. MARTIN of In- 
diana was unanimously agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the special order for 
to-day. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Wednesday, the 25th instant, after the second morning 
hour, be assigned to the consideration of business reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions to call up the bill (H. R. 233) to 
supplement the act of June 27, 1890, as to pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That in -— ap 
. W 





ication for a pension under the act of 
Congress approved June 27, 1 ere it is shown that the soldier or sailor 
on account of whose service such pension is asked dies or has died without 
having received an honorable disc trom such service, and without hav- 
ing by his own misconduct forfeited his right to receive an honorable dis- 
charge, such want of an honorable discharge shall not debar the applicant 
from receiving the benefits of said law upon complying with the other re- 
quirements thereof. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Then, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself into 
ee of the Whole for the purpose of considering this 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. OUTHWAITE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill, the title of which the Clerk will 


report. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask that the report be read in 


eg 
r. KILGORE. I would like to have the bill read, Mr. 
Chairman, so that we may know what it is. 
The bill was again read, as above. 
The report (by Mr. MARTIN of Indiana} was read as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 233) to 
supplement the act of June 27, 1890, as to pensions, and submit the following 


report: 
The object of this bill is to correct an inequality in the act of June 27, 1890, 
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arising from a limitation in the wording of that act and wholly unanticj. 
ny at the time of its passage. Under that act, if a soldier served ninety 

ays in the war of the rebellion and was honorably discharged, his widow 
is pensionable without reference to the cause of his death. Moreover, where 
a soldier died in service and in line of duty, the widow is pensionable unfler 
the general laws prior to the act of June 27, 1800. There are cases, however 
where the soldier died in the service, but from causes such as do not justify 
the pensioning of his widow under the general law, such as death by acc. 
dent while absent from his command on personal business, etc.; neither js 
the widow pensionable in this case under the act of June 27, 1890, becauss 
the soldier did not receive an honorable Seana. 

This state of facts gives rise to the anomoly of pensioning without ques. 
tion the widow ofa soldier who served for ninety days or more, was dj{s- 
charged, and subsequently died an ignominious death, while the widow of a 
soldier, no matter how long or meritorious his service, who was killed by 
the cars through no fault of his own while absent on furlough, is denied 4 
pension altogether. 

The point involved is clearly defined, and the purpose of this bill is clear. 
ly in the direction of equalization and uniformity in the provisions of the 
act of June 27, 1890. The Fifty-second and the present Congress have fre 
quently been called on toconsider private bills to correct this obvious 
injustice growing out of the wording of that act, and such bills have uni 
formly received favorable consideration. 

It is clearly proper that such inequalities should be remedied where it is 
possible by general enactment rather than by individual and private acts 
your committee, therefore, recommend that this bill do pass. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, Mr. Chairman, I do not know that 
I can add et to what is stated in the report of the com- 
mittee, but I may epitomize it by saying that the object of this 
bill is simply to cure a defect in the act of June 27, 1890. Before 
an applicant can receive a pension on account of the death of a 
husband, it is necessary under that act to show that the soldier 
had received an honorable discharge. A number of cases have 
come up from time to time where the soldier had been in the 
service for more than ninety days—for nearly two years in one 
case that I recall—and where he was killed, not in the line of 
duty, not while a deserter, and yet, under the requirements of 
the law, the widow was barred from receivinga pension. Now. 
the effect of the passage of this bill will be to do away with the 
necessity for private bills to meet cases of that character. If 
any gentleman desires to make any inquiry in regard to the bil! 
I shall be glad to yield to him for that purpose. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iask the gentleman to yield to me in 
order that [ may state a case in point to which this law wi!! ap- 


ly. 
. Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I yield tothe gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I introduced the other day a bill which | 
presume has gone to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. It was 
a case where a soldier overstayed his furlough because of the ex- 
treme illness of hiswife. He stayed, I think,a number of months 
beyond the limitation of his furlough and was marked as a de- 
serter. As soonas it was possible for him toreturn, in view of the 
circumstances of the case, he started back to his command. On 
the way, traveling by stagecoach down to the Ohio River, ata 
point where the stage stopped for dinner he went into a stream 
to bathe and was drowned. Under the existing law his widow 
can not have a pension although the soldier was on his way back 
to his regiment, having, as I said, overstayed his furlough, and 
the officers of the regiment having, properly under the rules 
and regulations, reported him a deserter. 

Mr. HARE. I desire to suggest in that connection that even 
if the soldier had not overstayed his furlough and had been ac- 
cidentally killed when he was on his way back to his regiment, 
the widow would still have been deprived of the right toa pen- 
sion under the act of 1890. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is true; because, technically, he 
would not have had an honorable discharge. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The present law provides, I believe, that 
where the soldier himself is living and ey for a pension, he 
must have an honorable discharge, but there is a general law 
under which he can get such a discharge. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But the limitation in that law has ex- 


ired. 

r Mr. SPRINGER. Iam speaking of the case where the sol- 
dier himself applies for a pension. The law requires that be- 
fore he can get a pension he must produce an honorable dis- 
charge, but under circumstances such as the gentleman [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] has stated and such as the other gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. HARE] has suggested, the soldier would be entitled 
under the general law toadischarge. He could apply to the 
War Department, and on making proof would be entitled to his 
discharge; but there is no law authorizing the granting of an 
honorable discharge to a dead man, and I have several times 
found embarrassment resulting from that condition of things: 
because, while if the soldier were living he could obtain a dis- 
charge under the general law, no discharge could be granted to 
adead.man. This bill therefore seems to me eminently proper 
and necessary. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Just a word in conclusion, Mr. 
Chairman. The intention of this bill is not at all to give dis- 
charges to those who are iaboring under a charge of desertion. 
That charge must be gotten rid of in some other way. This bill 
is for an entirely different purpose. 
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Mr. KILGORE. i understand that the object of this bill is to 
cover only cases where the soldier was killed in battle or died 
in hospital and could not have had an honorable discharge, and 
where, he not having had such discharge, his widow can notavail 
herself of the pension law of 1890. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 


tleman, that in that case the man has died in the line of duty, | 


and the widow could be pensioned under the general law. 

Mr. KILGORE. But I understood the gentleman to say that 
unless the husband had been honorably discharged his widow 
could not get a pension under the act of 1890. 

Mr. COOMBS. Death in the line of duty is an honorable dis- 


harge. 

‘ Me KILGORE. That Ishould think would be the construc- 
tion; but that is not the language of the act of 1890. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. I could not understand distinctly, from the 
statement of the gentleman from Indiana, what the purpose of 
this bill is. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I will give my friend a case in 
point. A man enlisted in December, 1863, and served until 
June, 1865. He was sent by his superior officer upon an errand 
which it was thought he ought not to have been sent upon; but 
he was a private soldier, and could not do otherwise than obey 
orders. on going out for the purpose on which he was sent, 
hefell in with some person with whom a dispute arose in regard 
to certain property having the Government brand uponit. In 
the course of that dispute, withoutany attack having been made 
by the soldier upon the citizen, the latter drew his revolver and 
killed thesoldier. Now, that man had beenin the service nearly 
two years. His wife applied for a pension under the general 
law, but it was held that the soldier had not died in the line of 
duty, and therefore she could not obtain a pension under the 
general law. 

Mr. KILGORE. But he was out under the ordersof his supe- 
rior officer, and was killed while in the performance of duty 
under those orders. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That would be my view. 

Mr. RYAN. But the Bureau held otherwise. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The Bureau has held both ways incases 
of that kind. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then the bill is intended to cure that sort 
of case? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. The gentlemanunderstands that there have 
been a great many bills before the House at Friday night ses- 
sions to relieve men from the charge of desertion; and I have 
known some to pass where the proof disclosed that the man had 
deserted three times, twice from the Federal Army and once 
from the Confederate army, and had obtained the beunty once 
e twice. Now, this bill is not intended to cover such a case as 
that? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Oh, no, sir.’ 

Mr. KILGORE. Nor any other case where a man labors under 
the charge of desertion? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir; it is not intended to cure 
cases where there is a charge of desertion. 

Mr. KILGORE. AsI understood the gentleman, where a man 
without any fault of his own has failed to get an honorable dis- 
charge, he will have the same standing in the Pension Bureau 
that he would have had if he had obtained an honorable dis- 
charge? Now, the bill would perhaps take in such a case as 
that recited by the gentleman from Ohio |Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I do not think it would. 

Mr. KILGORE. In that case the soldier labored under the 
charge of desertion. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. But the object of this bill is not at 
all to relieve any person from the charge of desertion. It is 
simply intended tocover theclassof cases I have just mentioned. 

r. COOMBS. Where the man was not technically in the 
line of duty at the time of his death. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. How would it do to provide that this act shall 
not apply to any cases where the charge of desertion rests against 
the soldier. As I understand, then thecase cited by the gentle- 
man from Ohio would not come under the act. 

PP ont nea “NOR. I think it ought to do so, whether it does 

Mr. WAUGH. Allow measingle suggestion. Take the lan- 
guage of this proposed bill: 

Any person who dies, , r or? is- 
charge, without its Soles chaoneebie to cnn miee uct. eaten ae 

Now the removal of 
tien of military records 
and it also 


charges of desertion and the correc- 
is a matter for the War Department, 
comes before us in the form of special acts. Now, 


No; because, let me say to the gen- | 
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| 
| 
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gentleman to such acase as this: A soldier who served in the 
war did not receive any discharge; and his service closed thirty 
years ago. He has been making an effort to get an honorable 
discharge from the War Department but has been refused; he 
has also been making efforts to obtain an honorable discharge 
by special act of Congress, and in this also has been unsuccess- 
ful. Now, would not this bill authorize him to abandon his ap- 
plication at the War Department, to abandon his application 
before Congress, and to go to the Pension Office in order to 
have that question determined? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Not at all, as I understand. 

Mr. WAUGH (continuing). And let the Commissioner of 
Pensions pass upon it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I think not. 

Mr. WAUGH. I think the gentleman is mistaken in that. 
Now, let us see; let us see what the bill itself says. It does not 
limit a case to the death of a pensioner during the war. It may 
be a case where the death occurs to-day or occurred yesterday, 
Then what? The language of the bill is: 

That the soldier or sailor on account of whose service such pension is asked 
dies or has died, etc. 

That is, that he died during or subsequent to the war. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. But read the rest of the sentence. 
It provides: 

Without having received an honorable discharge from such service 
without having by his own misconduct forfeited his right. 

Mr. WAUGH. But who is to determine the question of mis- 
conduct? The Commissioner of Pensions? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Oh, no; it must be determined by 
the War Department. It could not be determined by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions or the Pension Bureau. That is covered 
by the law now. Whenaman has a charge of desertion pending 
against him on the records of the Department he can not be 
pensioned. 

Mr. WAUGH. What would be the objection to putting in 
the words, ‘‘as provided by existing law?’ It looks as if it 
leaves the whole matter to the Pension Office. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. This has no reference, I will state 
tothe gentleman from Indiana, to desertions atall. There is 
no such proposition. I regret that thatideashould get into the 
minds of any gentleman in connection with this bill. I would 
not consent to bring forward a bill for that purpose. 

Mr. KILGORE. If the gentleman will permit me, the only 
question would be as to the construction of the measure, afterit 
became a law, given to it by the Bureau. They might construe 
it to cover such cases as that named by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. The truth is it ought to provide spe- 
cifically against such cases. 

Mr. HAINES. It has no application whatever to cases where 
there are charges against the soldier of any character. 

Mr. JONES. I would ask the gentleman from Indiana if he 
would accept this amendment to be added to the bill: 

Provided, That no charge of desertion is standing against such soldier or 
sailor upon the records of the War Department. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I would be willing for that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. JONES. I offer the amendment. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I yieldtothe gentleman from Vir- 
ginia to offer that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent, general debate 
will be considered as closed; and the gentleman from Virginia 
will send his amendment to the desk to be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to this bill; 

“ Provided, That no charge of desertion is standing against 
sailor upon the records of the War Department.” 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I have no objection to that amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, I move that the bill be laid aside 
with favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and Mr. TRACEY, having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. OUTHWAITE re- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole House onthe state of 
the Union, having had under consideration the bill H. KR. 233, 
had directed him to report the same back with an amendment, 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask the previous question on the 
amendment and the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. WAUGH. Iask that the bill as amended be reported. 

The bill was again read. 


and 


such soldier or 


I move that the committee rise. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tho first question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment reported by the Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read the 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS BY FOURTH-CLASS POSTMASTERS, 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, I am instructed to call up the 
bill (H. R. 7294) empowering fourth-class postmasters to admin- 
ister oaths to pensioners, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas under existing laws requiring pensioners and their witnesses to 
make oath in the execution of pension vouchers before an officer having a 
seal in many instances works great hardship and imposes burdens and ex- 
pense upon and requires long distance of travel from pensioners who, on ac- 
je = poverty, infirmities, and disease, are unable to endure the burden: 

herofore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representativesof the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That hereafter,in addition to the officers now 
authorizedto administer oaths in such cases, fourth-class postmasters of the 
United States are hereby required, empowered, and authorized, free of 
charge, to administer any and all oaths required to be made by pensioners 
and their witnesses in the execution of their vouchers with like effect and 
force as officers having a seal. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill empowering fourth-class postmas- 
ters to administer oaths to pensioners.”’ 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. This bill is not on the Union Cal- 
endar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No; on the House Calendar. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask for the reading of the re- 
port. _— of ** Vote!” “ Vote!”] 

Mr. BURROWS. Why not vote on the bill now? There is 
no objection to it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I think the report had better be 
read so the character of the bill will be understood. 

The report (by Mr. BALDWIN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 7294) 
empowering fourth-class postmasters to administer oaths to pensioners, and 
submit the followin ae 

The purpose of t bill is to authorize fourth-class postmasters to ad- 
minister oaths to pensioners and their witnesses in the execution of their 
vouchers for their quarterly pension payments. The object is to avold the 
tneonveniences experienced by those who live in sparsely settled communi- 
ties or remote from any officer ——— authorized to administer oaths for 
general purposes. The bill provides thatthe tmaster shall use the stam 
of his office to authenticate signature and to charge and receive for eac 
voucher not more thun 25-cents, to be paid by the pensioner. 

The desirability of such le ation seems to very apparent, and no 
ground of objection whatever has occurred to the committee. 

The question was submitted to the Commissioner of Pensions, who replied 
in the following letter: 

“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
“Washington, June 26, 1894. 


“Dear Sre: Your favor of the 13th instant, inclosing H. R. 7294, and askin 
my opinion as to the practicability of such le tion, came here while 
was temporarily absent. It seems to me that bill, if enacted, will make 
it convenient for pensioners in rural districts to execute their vouchers, and 
T see no objection to it whatever. 

“Yours, very truly, 





“WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 
* Hon. A. N. MARTIN, 
* House of Representatives.”’ 


. = committee recommend that the bill do pass, after being amended as 
OlLOWS: 

Strike out all of the preamble; strike out the words “free of charge” in 
iine 6; add at the close of the bill the words ‘“‘and such postmaster shall af- 
fix the stamp of his office to his signature to such vouchers, and he is au- 
thorized to charge and receive for each voucher not exceeding 25 cents, to 
be paid by the pensioner.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill empowering fourth-class postmas- 
ters te administer oaths to pensioners.”’ 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. If there be no inquiries in regard 
to the bill, I will ask the ee question upon it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like, before the gentleman demands 
the previous question, to inquire as to the necessity for empow- 
eving fourth-class postmasters in cases such as those named in 
the bill to administer oaths. 

Now, you understand that there are more notaries public in 
every community than there are postmasters,and they are more 
convenient, and more oe to do this business. A notary 
public, for instance, must have a seal,as prescribed by the laws 
of his State. He must keepa record of oaths administered, and 
there is a certain responsibility im upon him, and he can 
be punished for making a false certificate. 

ow, I say that there isno pene for enlarging the number 
of officers authorized to administer these oaths, and especially 
that fourth-class postmasters should not be authorized to do it. 
it does not subserve anybody’s convenience, because there is 
always.a notary public in every community in which there isa 
postmaster, and two or three to every postmaster. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is the case in Texas. I suppose Texas 
ought to be a model for every other State in the Union. There 
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is a law regulating notaries public. There is nolaw regulati 
the taking of affidavits before postmasters. This law does no 
provide any punishment for afalse certificate, or for perjury, or 
for anything of that kind. Besides, the stamp of a postmaste 
is not protected as is the seal of a notary public. ‘he stamp 
with which he cancels letters in his office lies about his offi 
Anybody in the office can use it. The clerks can useit. | 
fourth-class post-offices are not kept under the rigid rules whi 
prevail as to offices of higher grade. Any man can walk 
there.any hour of the day and pick up this stamp and use it 
nobody would think anything of it. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. KILGORE. The energies of the Pension Bureau | 
recently been devoted to the detection and prevention of | 
in the Pension Department. You propose now to open the do 
again .by authorizing fourth-class postmasters to admini: 
oaths, and to authenticate them by simply applying the stam) 
the office used in the canceling of letters. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But the stamp of the office must be used j 
connection with the postmaster’s signature.. 

Mr. KILGORE. The signature and the stamp. 

Mr. RYAN. This only applies to vouchers. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand—the vouchers upon which th 
draw the money. I do not think that fourth-class postmaster: 
ought to have authority to. administer oaths at all, unless thoy 
are required to keep seals, just as notaries public would be re- 
quired under the law todo. <A notary public is required to pro- 
tect his seal and record the work he does. \ 

Mr. BRYAN. Is it not just as easy to get access to the sea 
of a.notary public, as it is to get access to the stamp of a pos 
master? 

Mr. KILGORE. No; a notary is generally required to ke 
his seal away from the public. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. KILGORE. He is in Texas. 

Mr. PIOKLER. The gentleman speaks about keeping a 1 
ord. A notary keeps no record of oaths administered. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, he does. 

Mr. PICKLER. Not in our country. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, - should amend the law of yo 
State. TI wasa notary public twenty-five years ago in Texa 
and I had to keeparecord ofevery transaction. Weare twen' 
five years ahead of you. I had a book in which I recorded t 
fact that on a certain day Mr. So-and-so was sworn on a cert 
subject, and that kind of record is evidenee in court. 

Mr. PICKLER. That did not do away with the necessity { 
a signature. 

Mr. KILGORE. The seal and signature go together. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. There is a law now authorizin; 
certain officers to administer oaths. The same law provide: 
the punishment in case of misconduct. Now, not nearly all « 
the justices of the peace in this country have seals. Notnear|y 
all notaries public have seals. The object of this bill is to «1 
able pensioners living in a neighborhood where there is 
notary public, miles and miles away from the county seat, to 
take their pension vouchers and go before the postmaster 
their immediate neighborhood. Amancan notgo to thecoun' 
seat and be sworn to his voucher before the 4th day of the 
month, the day his pension becomes due. The law punishes 
him if he attempts to post-date his voucher atall. The object 
of this bill is simply to make it more convenient to the pen 
sioner, when he comes to make an affidavit for the purpose | 
drawing his pension. 

Mr.NORTHWAY. Why not make this bill applicable in « 
cases where a man applies for a pension as well as to vouche 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Before a man can practice as an 
attorney in the Pension Bureau he must be admitted there. 
do not know that we want to open that up at all, 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But a great many applicants apply in 
their own names, and make out their own papers. Why not 
have the oath administered by a fourth-class postmaster? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Well, Mr. oe that question 
did not come before the committee. This bill was introduced 
by the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. FLYNN], who urged tle 
convenience it would give to his constituents throughout that 
Territory. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. 
to see it enlarged. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
us, and we did not enlarge it. 

Mr. HULICK. I desire to offer an amendment to this bill by 
inserting the words ‘‘free of charge,” in the sixth line of tho 
first section, and bystriking out all in lines 10,11,and12. That 


I agree with this bill, but I should like 


That question did not come before 


is to authorize the postmasters to e and to receive for eac!! 
voucher not g¢ 25 cents, to be paid by the pensioner. | 


think the bill should pass as it was first introduced, with the 
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words “ freeofcharge” inserted. I think these soldiers should 
have the benefit of the execution of these vouchers for nothing. 


Now, I do not know how it is at other places, but my experience | 


is thatall the officers who execute these vouchers and papers 
for soldiers do not charge a cent for it. 

Mr. LUCAS. That is voluntary. 

Mr. HULICK. That is voluntary. 
made compulsory. a 

Mr. PICKLER. These fourth-class postmasters hardly get 
enough now. These pensioners will all come in on the same 
day, and what is he going to do with the pensioners and his 
duties as postmaster at the same time? 

Mr. HULICK. 
at all they ought to contribute that much, 

Mr. LACEY. In many instances their salaries are not $12 a 


I think it ought to be 


? 


postmasters whose compensation is almost nominal. The ob- 
ject of this*bill is tomeet the convenience of the pensioners, and 
to saye them, maybe, a day’s journey. The compensation of 
the postmasters is so little that it seems to me that it would be 
wrong that they should do this work free of charge, when other 
parties have been allowed a compensation for doing it. 

Mr. HULICK, AsIsee my amendment meets with consider- 
able opposition I withdraw it. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. By a law which is almost universal they 
will not charge anything. 

Mr. WAUGH. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out ‘‘twenty- 
five” and insert ‘‘ fifteen.” 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
ment, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana on the left. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I think I hadthe floor, and did not 
yield it. I ask the previous question on the amendments and 
on the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. I desire to ask the gentleman a question for 
information. I understand that as the law now stands a person 
making afalse oath or false affidavit before certain officers can 
be prosecuted for perjury or false swearing. Now, if you were 
to clothe the fourth-class postmasters with authority to admin- 
ister oaths without carrying with it the other proposition, that 
all persons who made false oaths before that fourth-class post- 
master shall be guilty of perjury or false swearing, then there 
would be no law to punish false swearing in a case like this. 

Mr. LUCAS. It will be a case of perjury, it does not matter 
before whom the false oath was made. 

Mr. KILGORE. Perjury and false swearing are different 
things. 

Mr. LUCAS. If aman makes a false oath before any person 
authorized to administer oaths he is subject to the penalty. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is not always recited in the statute. 

Mr. LUCAS. That is not necessary. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
has just. been handed to me, I think entirely covers this, and 
from a hasty glance at it itis just this: that punishment for per- 
jury is not for making afalse oath beforea particular officer, but 
before any officer. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is, afalse oath in a judicial proceeding, 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. But this isin pension cases. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ah! 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
this section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

5892. Every person who, haying taken an oath before a competent tribu- 
nal, officer. or person in any case which thelaw of the United States author- 
izes an oath to be administered that he will testify, declare, depose, or cer- 
tity truly, or thatany written testimony, declaration, deposition, or certifl- 
cate by him subseribed is true, willfully and contrary to such oath states or 
Subscribes any material matter which he does not believe to be true, is 
Ry of perjury, and shall be punished by a fine of not more than $2,000 and 

mprisonment at hard labor not more than five years, and shall, more- 
over, thereafter be incapable of giving testimony in any court of the United 


States until such time as the 'judgm: sed, (See sec- 
tion 1750) he'judgment against him is reversed See sec 


= MARIUS of Thdiaan. Mr. S 
vious question on the bill and amendments. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. TRACEY). If there be no 
Cette, the committesamendments will be agreed to in gross. 
Mr. WAUGH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. I wish to know whether the amendment that I offered 


is pendi: ¢? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair will state that the 
other gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN] had the floor and 
declined to yield, so that the amendment suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana {Mr. WAvuau] is not pending. 

Mr, WAUGH, I will ask, then, whether it is in order to of- 
fer that amendment now? 


[ did not understand the amend- 


I desire to have the Clerk read 


aker, I demand the pre- 


I believe that if the office is worth holding | 


year. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. There are a great many of these | 


Mr. Speaker, section 5392, which | 
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The SPEAKER pro temy . The previous question is now 
pending, 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendments were acreed to. 

“he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was according! ‘ead the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MARTIN of Indiana,a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

PENSION ACT OF JUNE 27, 1900. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the 
| committee I call up the bill (H.R. 7574) to amend section 3 of 
an act entitled ‘‘An act granting pension to soldiers and sailors 


who are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and 
providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and depend 
ent parents,” approved June 27, 1890. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
A bill to amend 


> 


ection 3 of an act entitled “An act granting pension to 

soldiers. and sailors who are incapaciated for the performance ot nual 

labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor children, ar pend 
ent parents,’’ approved June 27, 1890. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representalwes of tes 

of Americain Congress assembled, That section 3 of an act entitled “An act 


granting pension to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the | 
formance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor 


children, and dependent parents,’’ approved June 27, 1800, be so amended to 
read as follows: 

“So. 3. If any officer or enlisted man who served ninety days or more in 
the Army or Navy of the United States during the late war of the rebellion 
and who was honorably discharged, has died, or shall hereafter die, leaving 
a widow without other means of support than her daily labor, or minor 


children under the age of 16 years, or a child or children who then are, or 
shall subsequently, prior to attaining the age of 16, become insane, idiotic, 
or otherwise permanently helpless, sueh widow shall, upon due proof of her 
husband's ee oe his death to be the result of his military 
or naval service, be placed upon the pension roll from the date of the appl! 
cation therefor under this act, at the rate of 88 per month during her wid 
owhood, and shall also be paid $2 per month for each chiid of such officer or 
enlisted man under l6 years of age, and also for each insane, idiotic, or other 
wise permanently helpless child of such officer or enlisted man, of whom 
she has the care and custody, irrespective of age; and in case of the 
death or remarriage of the widow, leaving a child or children as above «« 
scribed, or if such soldier or sailor left no widow, such pension shall be paid 
to such child or children until the age of 16, and to such insane, idiotic, or 
ortherwise permanently helpless children, the pension, whether hereto 
granted or hereafter to be granted either under this or any former statute 
shall continue during the life of such children or during the period of such 
disability: Provided, That such condition of insanity, idiocy, or permanent 
helplessness shall have originated and existed prior to the arrival of such 


child or children at the age of i6years: And provided further, That said widow 
shall have married said soldier or sailor prior to the 27th day of June, 1800 

And provided further, That in case of the death of a soidier or sailor herein 
described from causes not chargeable to his service in the Army or Navy, 
leaving a widow to whom he was married subsequent io 2 27th day of 
June, 1890, and leaving, by a former marriage, a child ur children under the 


age of 16 years, or insane, idiotic, or otherwise permanently helpless, 
such child or children shall be pensioned in like form and manner as if no 
widow had survived. All pensions under this section shall commence 
the date of filing the application therefor. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. This bill ison the 
dar. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I object. 

Mr. MARTIN ofIndiana. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of considering bills on the Calendar reported from the 


Union Calen 


| Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. OUTHWAITE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering bills on the Calendar reported 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, Mr. Chairman,I call up the bill 
H. R. 7574, and I ask that the first reading of the bill be dis 
pensed with. 

Mr. HOUTCHESON. 
Chairman. 

The bill was again read as above. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the 
gentleman in charge of this bill one question. Does the bill 
contain a provision for pensioning soldiers’ widows who remar- 
ried and whose new husbands have since died? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No,sir. The bill has no relation 
to that subject at all. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the 
report on that bill read. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I will ask to have the report read 
asa part of my remarks, retaining the right to the floor. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. ; 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana (pending the reading). Mr. Chair- 
man, L.ask unanimous consent that the report be printed in the 


\Ir 


18) wn, 
Dili read, vi 


{ would like to hear the 


RECORD without being read and that I be permitted to make a 
brief explanation. 
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Mr. HUTCHESON. Iwould like to have the report read, and 
then I would like to hear the gentleman’s explanation also. 
The report (by Mr. ERDMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R, 7574) 
toamend section 3 of the act approved June 27, 1890, and submit the fol- 
lowing report: 

The act of June 27, oon upewnaes in section 3 for pensions for the widows 

nd minor children of soldiers who served ninety days and were honorably 
discharged from service in the late war. That section also provides that— 

‘*In case a minor child is insane, idiotic, or otherwise permanently helpless 
the pension shall continue during the life of said child, or during the period 
of such disability, and this proviso shall apply to all pensions heretofore 
granted or hereafter to be granted under this or any former statute.”’ 

The construction of this proviso has been the source of much contention 
in the Pension Bureau and Interior Department. It will be observed that 
the proviso does not authorize the placing on the rolls of the name of an 
idiotic, insane, or permanently helpless child, but simply provides that in 
case a minor child is insane, etc., the pension shall “ continue.'’ The con- 
struction placed on this clause by Assistant Secretary Bussey was that it 
could apply only to those who were under the age of 16 years at the date of 
the passage of the act. 

In a comparatively recent decision Assistant Secretary Reynolds holds 
that it can apply to those under 16 years of age at the date of application 
under that act, and also to those who have once been admitt<a co the pen- 
sion rolls as minors in their own right, or through increase to the widow 
on their account, but that it does not operate to place independently on the 
pension roll those permanently helpless, who have never been pensioned as 
minors, and who are at date of application over 16 years of age. 

Whatever may have been the intent of the framers of the act of June 27, 
1890, it will be conceded, no doubt, that this construction is as wide as the 
words employed in the proviso quoted admit of. This limited operation of 
that proviso, however, gives rise to distinctions which have no foundation 
in the essential status of the applicant, and which, therefore, ap invid- 
ious. Ifa soldier dies lea an insane child 15 years of age, that child is 

nsionabie for life under this law. If the child, in every respect as helpless, 

17 years of age, he is not pensionable for any period, although the pro- 
viso is founded clearly on the idea that an idiotic or insane child is to all in- 
tents and perpeees always a minor. The consequence is that numerous 
private bills are introduced from year to year to pension those who are not 
pensionable under the provisions of that act as construed, and yet who come 
within the alleged intent of the framers of that act. 

There have baen introduced inthe mt Co: and referred to this 
committee, up to the 6th day of July, 64 such bills, and a very consider- 
abienumber of them have been favorably reported, where the tance 
were such as to meet certain well-defined uirements; the requirements 
insisted upon the committee in repo! private bills have been inco 
rated in the general bill herewith repo .. It is clearly desirable that relief 
in matters of this kind should be given by general enactment rather than by 
private legislation, becauso the facilities of the Pension Bureau to deter- 
mine whether each case mects the uirements imposed are much better 
than those of a Congressional committee, and especially because it is im- 
—— = Congress to take cognizance of each individual case which may 

eserving. 

The new legislation involved in the bill herewith is as follows: 

First. If a soldier leaves a widow and a child who, prior to attaining the 
age of 16 years, had become, or shall become, insane, idiotic, or otherwise 
permanently helpless, the widow shall receive 88 per month on account of 
such child so long as he may be dependent on her, without regard to his age. 

Second. If the soldier leave no widow, or if the widow die or remarry, such 
helpless child, as above described, shall be entitled to pension without re- 
gard to his age. 

Third. If a soldier leave a widow who is not pensionable under any law, 
because the soldier's death was not due to his service and because she mar- 
ried him subsequent to June 27, 1890, any children he may leave by a former 
marriage may be pensioned as it he had left no widow. 

The proviso that such condition of idiocy, insanity, or permanent help- 
lessness must havo arisen prior to the beneficiary's having attained the age 
of 16 years isan important one. Since 1866 the law has pensioned minor 
children of certain soldiers, and, as already suggested, this more recent 
enactment p on the theory that in certain cases this essential mi- 
nority has never ceased. 

The case of a soldier's son who has attained the age of manhood in health 
and vigor and then by some misfortune becomes helpless is an entirely dif- 
ferent matter, and to omit the proviso referred to would result in the an- 
omaly of paying a pension for life to the son or daughter of a soldier when 
at some remote period such son or daughter may have become “ perma- 
nently helpless" by reason of old age orsome other cause equally unrelated 
to the father’s military service. 

The purposes of the bill herewith seem to be such as to deserve the sup- 
port of all who desire system, uniformity, and equity in the pension laws; 
several bills tending to the same end have been in uced, but the one now 
reported seems to by far the most symmetrical and to be admirably 
adapted, both in form and verbiage, to meet the object aimed at. 

Your committees, therefore, recommend that the bill do pass, after bei 
amended by striking out the word “ has’ in line 9 on page 1 and the wo: 
“the” before the word “case” in line 27, page 2. 


Mr. MARTINof [ndiana. Mr.Chairman, Idesire to say afew 
words ni regard to this bill. I will state to the membersof this 
Committee of the Whole that the bill has noreference whatever 
to remarried widows ofsoldiers. There isanother bill relating 
to that subject that may come uplater, but this has nothing to do 
with that question. I yield now to the gentleman from Iowa 
ow —- such time as he may desire to explain the object of 

L. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not know what attention 
has been given to the reading of the report, but if it has been 
followed and understood the bill probably needs no further ex 

lanation. I will say, however, briefly, that by the act of 1890 

twas intended that soldiers’ children who were hel pless or im- 
becile and who were over 16 years of age should still remain 
upon the pension roll regardless of their age, but the law was 
construed by Assistant Secretary Bussey not to include any 
children who were over 16 at the time of the of the 
act. Since then Assistant Secretary Reynolds has reconsidered 
the question and has held that all children who have been at any 
time pensioners, notwithstanding the fact that they were over 
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16 years of age in 1890, when the law was passed, are entitled to 
be placed upon the rolls for such time as they continue to be 
helpless. 

The object of this bill is to add somewhat to the number ecoy- 
ered by Secretary Reynolds's decision, namely, those other help. 
less or imbecile children who were over 16 at the time thei, 
mothers became pensioners, or at the time their fathers died, 
and were thus deprived of the benefit of the act of 1890. The 
number included in this amendment will not be very great, but 
ow are as helpless, and they appeal as strongly to the charity 
of the nation, as those who were younger when the law of 189) 
was passed. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
it applies only to imbeciles. 

Mr.LACEY. Toimbecilesand permanently helpless children. 
For instance, there are some children who are paralyzed and ab- 
solutely helpless, and all of that class are, for the purposes of this 
act, regarded as entitled to the same pension as children un- 
der 16 years of age. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
before they arrived at the age of 16? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes. The bill prescribes the condition that 
they shall have become helpless or imbecile before arriving at 
the age of 16. All there isin this billis that it makes the scope 
of the law wider and takes in some cases not now covered. 
Every prive.te bill providing for acase of this kind that has come 
up in the House has been passed without serious objection, and 
this Siti simply relieves the House from the necessity for con- 
sidcring that class of private pension bills. I reserve the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I have no dispo- 
sition to take up the time of the Housein presenting a lengthy 
argument upon the merits and equities of this bill. I do desire, 
however, to briefly present a few reasons which, in my mind, 
are conclusive as to the merits of the measure and the justice 
and equity of its provisions. All general laws on the statute 
books relating to the latecivil war have been fromed and passed 
from time to time for the avowed purpose of making suitable 
and proper provision for the needs of those persons who parti- 
cipated, either as soldiers or sailors, in the war; or in case of 
death of such soldier or sailor, then for the relief and benefit 
of suchof his family who were dependent upon him for support. 

I shall not go into the merits of such legislation, because | 
believe there is not amember present who for a moment ques- 
tions the justice andequity of such laws. The law of July, 1861, 
provided that all who should thereafter, or had theretofore, en- 
tered the United States service during the then existing war, 
should be pensioned forall the disabilities incurred in such serv- 
ice; thus making it the legal contract, duty, and obligation of 
the Government to pension all who received or incurred any 
disabilities while insuch service. And to the payment of al! 
such invalid pensions the Government was as much bound, and 
as legally obligated, as it was to pay the monthly wages of the 
same soldiers and sailors, or to pay interest or principal of any 
bond issued to raise funds to carry on military operations. 

Subsequent legislation has regulated the rates of pensions to 
be paid for certain specific disabilities and pro rata rates for un- 
specified disabilities. Later on the act of July 27, 1890, was 
passed, which provided for such veterans as had rendered ninety 
days’ service, and who had in any way, except from their own 
vices, become disabled. The law was passed as a kind ofa hal!- 
way service pension, and has all the merits of any law pension- 
ing survivors of the Mexican war or other wars in which the 
nation has been engaged. I believe that in lieu of the terms o! 
said act of July 27, 1890, a general service pension law should 
have been passed placing every surviving veteran of the late 
civil war on a level with the Mexican war survivor, but so 
muth opposition to such a sweeping measure developed in cer- 
tain quarters that the general service pension proposition had 
to be abandoned at the time and a more moderate measure sub- 
stituted, and which became a law on the above date. 

There are two classes of beneficiaries only who come under 
the sco of sion laws. One, the veteran survivor, the 
other, those of his surviving family who were dependent on him 
when living for support. Certainly no one would question the 
justice of the laws providing a pension for the mother whose de- 

ndence for oc had rested upon her deceased son; cer- 

nly no one would question the justice of the law granting 4 
pension to the dependent widow and the infant child of a de- 
ceased veteran. 

By a wise provision of the pension enactments it has been made 
alaw that when achild of adeceased soldier reached the age of 1° 
years the title of such child to pension should cease. This pro- 
vision was based upon the belief that upon arriving at that age the 
child was no longer dependent. I believe this provision to be 4 
just one in all ordinary cases, and for such I would not favor any 


As I understand this bil], 


If they became helpless 
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noftheagelimit. Butthere is one class that the law ex- 
empts from this = limit, and to such children as are included 
in its terms does the right to a pension continue so long as the 
condition remains thesame. This class to which I allude is that 
which includes children who are insane, idiotic, or permanently 
helpless and in such condition are receiving pensions or have 
claims for pension pending before arriving at age of 16 years. 
To all such the law continues the dependent child’s pension dur- 
ing life or until recovery from such mental or physical condi- 
tion. 

Now, I do not believe that there can exist a man, North or 
South, East or West—certainly not a member of this House— | 
who would take from the widow or the fatherless child of a de- 
ceased veteran the small pension allowed them by law. And | 
existing law is found to provide for such idiotic, insane, or per- 
manently helpless child only in cases where the father ‘dies be- 
fore such child is 16 years old, and where an sppltoett ion for a 

ension for such insane, idiotic, or permanently helpless child 
shall be filed before such child reaches the age ‘a 16 years. If 
such application be not made before arriving at the age of 16 

years, no ere law makes provision for pension, and so the 
yooult is that a large number of private pension bills are intro- 
duced at every session of Congress, and usually as many as reach 
consideration are passed, while those not reached in order go 
over from one Congress to another until finally passed, aban- 
doned, or the insane, idiotic, or permanently helpless child of a 
deceased veteran dies, when of course all proceedings in the 
case terminate. 

Now, if a policy for the relief of dependent infants of de- 
ceased soldiers has any nerit—and I believe it is altogether 
meritorious—such merit and justice arise from the fact of the 
dependence of the surviving child as measured by its ability to 
support itself or become self-supporting. A healthy child of 

sound mind at the age of 16 certainly is very near if not always 
quite arrived at the age where it can carefor itself. But the in- 
sane or idiotic child whose mind is gone, or the child whose 

hysical disabilities are of a character to cause permanent help- 
(cheated such a child is no more and no less a child at the age of 
16 than at the age of 5 years. For such, age and time are noth- 
ing so far as dependence goes. They are absolutely dependent 
just as long as such condition exists, not only for food and rai- 
nent, but equally dependent for constant care and attendance of 
some other person. 

Now, under existing law, where a veteran of the war dies his 
infant child or children under 16 years can be pensioned by appli- 
cation being made therefor prior to such child’s having reached 
said age. Andif applied for prior to that age in behalf of an 
insane, idiotic, or permanently helpless child, then, by existing 
law, the arrival at the age of 16 years does not terminate the 
pension, but it continues during the life of such unfortunate 
child or until recovery from such condition. Butif a veteran 
who has a child thus afflicted dies the day his child passesits six- 
teenth birthday, then under the law as it now stands there is no 
relief. To meet this class of the most unfortunate and depend- 
ent persons that exist I have introduced this bill. A widow 
and a dependent mother are pensioned because of dependence 
on the deceased soldier, and there is no question raised as to 
age—simply one of implied dependence in one case and proven 
dependence in the other. 

Now, doesit require any argument to prove to any member 
the fact that each and every insane, idiotic, or permanently help- 
less child continues just as helpless and as absolutely dependent 
so long as life and said condition continue? Can any member 
cite, oreven suggest, any human being more dependent than 
one of the class embraced by the terms of this bill? Can any 
member give me any reason, or suggest any reasou, why an in- 
sane, idiotic or permanently helpless child should be pensioned 
(and we all concede properly so pensioned) for life while thus 
conditioned when its veteran father happened to die at such 
time as to permit a claim to be filed before it was 16 years old, 
while another veteran’s child in precisely the same totally de- 
pendent condition, whose father, by the grace of God, was per- 
mitted to live and earn ar rt for his afflicted child for a year 
or so after it was 16 years old and then died, should be left un- 
provided for by a law intended to relieve those dependent on the 
dead soldier for support. 

Should the fact that by the life of the veteran father being 
spared so that he might by his efforts and labor provide for his 
unfortunate offspring a year or so longer, more or less, and by 
such extension of his lifesave the Government from the expense 
caused by the first-described case—I repeat, should such con- 
dition be construed into enacted law to the exclusion of those 
who must of a necessity be totally and helplessly dependent 
throughout life re —- of age? Wherein does age lessen 
the dependence of classes? Year after year passes, but to 


such unfortunates they bring but one change—the nearer ap- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


re 


7865 


proach of the day of their final deliverance from the shackles of 
physical helplessness or darkness of mental affliction. 

This bill provides that it shall only apply to such insane, idi- 
otic or permanently helpless children as shall be or have been 
in such condition at or prior to the age of 16 years. If I were 
left to my own views I would have made it prov “re for any child 
thus afflicted at the time of the decease of its veteran father up 
to the age of 21 years. But knowing that there was opposition 
to extending the age limit I have carefully made it harmonize 
with existing law, so far as possible. 

As an illustration of the practical working of existing law, I 
| will relate an instance which came under my personal observa- 
tion. A neighbor of mine, one of the noblest men I ever knew 
and a resident of my own State and county, a veteran soldier of 
| the late war, a man universally respected ‘by all who ever knew 
him, and a man whose personal friendship I had the privilege 
and honor to possess—this veteran soldier had a child which 
was permanently afflicted, so as to be one of the classes for which 
1 desire to have the pensionable age limit extended by the pas- 
sage of the bill under consideration. 

This man, in conversation with me, has expressed his sense of 
independence of pension for himself, and said that should he be 
taken away he knew his wife would be cared for,as both him- 
self and wife were willing to work, and he feared not for either. 
But he would add, ‘Should I be taken, what in God’s name would 
become of my poor child, unable to even care for herself and 
as helpless as an infant?” And while this noble man feared 
naught for self, wife, or child while his life was spared, so that by 
his own effort they would be supported, yet the thought of death 
to him had one = terror, and that one fear was the thought 
that his afflicted child would be left helpless and possibly de- 
pendent on strangers. 

For the wife alone he felt comparatively little anxiety, because 
he knew that she would bravely meet her contest with the world, 
but the thought of leaving her not only to fight life’s battle for 
herself, but with a helpless daughter, who could not so much as 
care for herself and required her mother’s constant attention— 
all this he realized, and with tear-filled eyes and trembling 
voice I have heard him say, ‘‘God only knows what will become 
of my poor dear child if I am called away.’ 

Time passed along, the child reached an age exc eeding 16 
years, and still a kind Providence spared his life and he by in- 
dustry and his daily labor was able to care for his famil 
Every day almost he could be seen leading his afflicted child 
along the street after his day’s work was finished and he never 
seemed so _ py as when he was caring for her. But one 
dread day while engaged in his work as usual he was torn 
and mangled in a railroad accident and brought home to die. 
And there began the battle of life, for his widow, who not only 
must earn her own living, but provide for her heipless child. 
While this condition existed I began to collect data upon which 
to endeavor tosecure favorable action upon a private pension 
bill which I proposed to introduce. While I was thus engaged 
a merciful Providence called the child to meet its father in 
the better wor.d, where once more father and child were re- 
united, free from the anxieties and helplessness which clouded 
their happiness i in this life. 

Now, in this case which I have cited the child, though over 
20 years age when his father died, was then and had always 
been as helpless as when born, so far as earning its own support 
was concerned. And though the child I have cited has been by 
death relieved from earthly dependence, yet there are still 
living some similar cases where God has spared the veteran 
father, and he has been and still is able to support such child, 
but which will upon death of such soldier father become ab: 
solutely dependent upon public or private charity. For such 
as these I plead, and for the three classes covered by this bill I 
bespeak the fav orable action of this House. 

This measure has the approval of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions; has, I believe, the unqualified approval of every member 
of the Committee on Invalid Peasions, and I trust will become a 
law and thus relieve the wants of the most helpless class possi- 
ble to exist dependent onany soldier or sailor veteran of the war. 
a HUTCHESON. I desire to offer an amendment to this 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
ment? 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Certainly. 

Mr.MARTIN of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that gen- 
eral debate on this bill beconsidered as ciosed. 
Mr.HUTCHESON. The gentleman certainly would not take 
advantage of me by making such a proposition — 

Indiana. Oh, no. I am asking unanimous 


Will the gentieman yield a mo- 


Mr. MARTIN o 


consent. 
Mr. HUTCHESON. Well, 1 oppose the suggestion. 
pose to address myself to this bill. 


I pro- 
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" Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The gentleman can not offer an 
amendment until the general debate is closed. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr.Chairman, very well, 1 will indicate 
the amendment I desire to propose. I shall at the proper time 
move to amend by striking out, on page 3, in lines 39 an , the 
words ‘‘27th day of June, 1890,” and inserting ‘‘19th day of 
April, 1865.” 

r. Chairman, I am aware of the fact that any opposition to 
a pension bill coming from a person occupying my position, sub- 
jects him to the imputation of a sentiment of disloyalty. I am 
perfectly prepared to stand that imputation, if anybody wishes 
to impose it. Personallyduring the war I encountered the Ied- 
eral soldier; and I have as much manpesh for him either during 
the war or since as any man on this floor. But, sir, I believe a 
limit has been reached in regard to pension legislation. 

No government on earth hasever been more liberalin the pen- 
sion laws which it has enacted. No government, either as to 
the class of its pensioners or as tothe amounts which have been 
voted to them, has ever approached the liberality of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, Asa Democrat and as a South- 
ern man, [ say that I approve all the legislation on that subject, 
save the act of 1890. I believe that the dependent-pension act 
of 1890 ought never to have beenenacted. And to propose toex- 
tend the limit beyond the act of 1890, as is sought by this com- 
mittee, is asking of this country more than [ think ought to be 
yielded to the greatest patriots and the bravest soldiers. 

The gentleman says that this bill doesnot embrace the widow 
who marries a second time and whose second husband dies. 
That is true, Mr. Chairman; but it ought to embrace such acase. 
It ought tohave expressed the utmostlimit or boundary to which 
itis intended togo. The purposeseems to be toextend this bound- 
ary or limit piecemeal; and the question might just as well be 
encountered here as whereelse onearth. FormyselfI stand 
prepared to say that within the limit of the legislation already 
enacted I propose to = the various pension laws my sincere 
support; but to extend that 1 tion one jot or tittle farther 
would be, in my judgment, to do injustice to the generation of 
men, North and South, who have come into this world since the 
war terminated. 

Mr. Chairman, Iam not prepared to say that because a per- 
son who is the child of a man who was in the war has become 
imposed for bis support upon the community in which he lives 
by reason of his disability, the burden ought to be lifted from 
the shoulders of that community and transferred to the General 
Government. Whatis the proposition of this bill? [t is that 
if a man who ended his career as a soldier when the war closed, 
marries thirty years after the termination of thatservice, his 
children u his death should be entitled to pensions notwith- 
standing death bears no relation to the service in which he 
was engaged from 1861 to 1865. What connection or relation 
does such a child sustain to the General Government? 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

Mr. HUTCHESON. With verygreat pleasure. I would like 
to be e htened. 

Mr. LACEY. I am very much interested in the question 
which the gentleman is discussing; but he will allow me to call 
his attention to the fact that the amendment which he proposes 
would not change the bill, because the bill covers only children 
who were over 16 years of age on the 27th of June, 1890. 

Mr. HUTCEESON. I do not understand the point of the 
gentleman's suggestion. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman's amendment proposes, as I un- 
derstand, to strike out on the third page the words “27th day 
of June, 1890,” and insert “13th day of April, 1865,” the date of 
the surrender. Now, ms child born prior to that date in 1865 
would already be cove by the bill with the gentleman’s pro- 
posed amendment, and those who were under 16 years of age 
on the 27th of June, 1890, are already covered by theact of 1890. 
Consequently the —— amendment would not have any 
effect at all, or at t very little. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Does the gentleman mean my amend- 
ment would destroy the effect of the bill? 

Mr. LACEY. No; it would not affect it in any way. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Why put that into the bill? What is 
the purpose of it? 

Mr. LACEY. Let me state the reason. The act of 1890 pro- 
vides that all children under the age of 16 at the date of the 
passage of the act and permanently helpless should go or re- 
main on the rolls at $2 a month with the widow, or without 
the widow at such rates as children under 16 years of age would 
be entitled to; and that their pension should continue notwith- 


proposes 

accomplish the purpose he has in view, because children under 
16 at the date named (June 27, 1890) are covered by 
the bill, and those who were bern prior to 1865 would be covered 


by the bill, even amended as the gentleman proposes. Th. 
fore the amendment would affect but few children. Those | 


prior to 1865 would be covered by the amended Dill and thos, 


rn within sixteen years of June 27, 1890, are covered by 
act of 1890 as it now stands, so that but few children would 
affected by the proposed amendment. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Well, I am not after remedyin: 
bill. Iam opposed to it altogether. 

Mr. LACEY. But your amendment does not affect a: 
who would be a beneficiary under the bill. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Then you would have no object 
the adoption of the amendment? 

Mr. LACEY. It would make no difference whether : 


r not. 
Mr. HUTCHESON. You have no objection to it, then 
Mr. LACEY. Personally I havenot, because it would n 
any body. 

Mr.HUTCHESON. But, Mr. Chairman, [amcontending tha: 
the whole purpose and object of extending the pension rolls 
the policy of the Government in that direction, ought to h 
an end; that it has gone far enough; that there should 
claim for its further extension, and that it ought not to b 
tended under any circumstances and to meet anybody’s d: 
one jot or one tittle further. The people of this country 
done enough in that direction, and it is time to call a halt 

Now, addressing myself to the particular beneficiaries « 
proposed bill. Whoarethey? They are people defined i 
bill as ‘‘ lunatics, idiots, or persons permanently helpless. 
take it, sir, that this bill would not be enacted into a law, or | 
posed here at all, unless it was expected to cover a large c! 
of such people. I take it that there must be a genoral necessi: 
for it in the North and in the East and in the West or it wou 
not be presented here; that there must be a great many pe: 
who are either lunatics, idiots, or helpless, to whom it 
apply. How far are they helpless? 

Why, a.great many people are born in this country he!) 
and are never anything else but helpless all through thei 
time. Doyou propose topensionall of them? Helpless bx 
they are born tired; because born like the Coxeyite, indis))0- 
to.do anything, and therefore incapable of doing anything 
that your policy? The purpose of this bill is to transfer » 
legitimately belongs to every State, county, and locality in ' 
Union, the care of its own infirm, and wake the people « 
wholecountry take that care off of your shoulders and impo- 
upon their own. Is it just or right? 

Do you feel that it is either just or right or proper toask - 
a thing? Have youacase in mind where you believe that a u 
a boy, or a girl bears any relation to this Government by vir' 
of which that child morally or yreueey ought to be a pension 
on its bounty? If you do, it is because you have become accu 
tomed to believe that every infirmityeof any man which 
oe a public burden on any part of the community, ough: : 

transferred from their shoulders to the General Governn 


oO 


I do not believe in suchadoctrine. If youhavethatconcep'ion 


itis wrong. It is nota righteous conception; it isnota just 
eeption, and such men should turn their faces from it forey 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that from the statistics 
have at handfrom Maine, which are compiled in this book | 
me, there is no necessity for such a bill, and the same is tr 
Massachusetts, Vermont, New Hampshire, and the whole | 
They are being depopulated and there is no necessity for 
a bill. They are coming to our country. 

They have no children 16 years ofage among them. T! r 
all coming South to our country,and to grow up with it, and 
will take care of them; the idiots, the incompetent, the | 
nently helpless, the impotent men, women, and children 
have our care alike, and we will not ask the Federal Govern 
toe take them off our hands and grant them pensions at th 
pense of the whole country. 

I dislike to encroach any more than the hour to which | 
entitled under the rule, and if some gentleman would like «| 
tion of my time I would be willing to transfer it to him, re<e 
ing the remainder. 

Mr. BLAIR, I wish to submit afew remarks in this co: 
tion, 

Mr. HUTCHESON. On my side of the question? 

Mr. BLAIR. Well, no, notexactly. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Lyield tothe gen from New H 
shire for ten minutes and reserve the remainder of my tim 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise for the purpo-: 
replying to the suggestions of the gentleman from Texas. 
people are not all going to Texas, I can assure him. He ™:- 
not assume that they are all lunatics. Perhaps it may be = 
ef these who.do go there that they exhibit symptoms in 
direction, 


and if he will extend his charity to them we sh:: %& 


very giad. 
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But, sir, this bill only undertakes, as I understand it, to make 
provision for those helpless and permanently helpless children | design of the act by any means, and I desire to offer an amend- 


who by reason of their relations to those who were the defend- 
ers and preservers of the country only, to those soldiers whode- 
fended the flag and the Union and gave to Texas theopportunity 
to be something—this bill applies only to the helpless children 
of such men as that. ; ; ; 

But, what I rose for was this: I wish to recall the circum- 
stances under which the act of June 27, 1890, came to be a law. 
As you know, it is now approaching the period when naturally 
the soldiers of the late civil war will be placed upon the service 
pension list. Every man of them under the precedents of our 
history would now or soon be the recipient of a service pen- 
sion without regard to disability, whether it existed or not, or 
if it existed, whether contracted in or out of the service. The 
great number of those thus likely to be thrown on the Treasury 
of the country excited some hesitation on the part of men who 
are interested in the financial situation of the Union, and led to 
the devising of this law, which is intended to be, and if carried 
out in its purpose would be, a law to provide for all who actually 
need assistance from the Treasury of the country, whether the 
disability was contracted in theservice or subsequently thereto. 

It is eminently a just law, a law which, sofar as it goes, isa 
substitute for another equally just proposed law—that is to say, 
a service pension law which would extend its benefits to every 
man who fought in the Army of the Union and who was honor- 
ably discharged therefrom, but which vould be more burden- 
some to the Treasury. This measure of June 27, 1890, should 
not, for this reason, be looked upon by our people in any partof 
the country as an increase of expense or an additional imposi- 
tion beyond what is just, or what might naturally be asked of 
the people of the land. Itis a relief to the Treasury rather 
than an addition to its proper burdens. 

Now, in the construction of this act under the present Ad- 
ministration, there has been a great limitation of the benetits 
which it was supposed the soldiers of the Union in actual need 
would receive fromit. As you remember, the rating is for a 
disability therein described, and pensionable under that act, be- 
tween $6, the minimum, and $12, the highest amount; and by 
the construction of the Department originally, whenever there 
was found to be a disability, irrespective of the time of its 
origin, which would have been pensionable if it had been con- 
tracted in the service, and would have amounted, or an aggre- 
gate of such disabilities as would have amounted, to $6, the pen- 
sion was allowed. 

That construction of the act I think has virtually and prop- 
erly been overruled, for the act proposed really to give a pen- 
sion for any disability which incapacitates for work, for labor, 
for obtaining a support by manual exertion. That incenacity 
might be the result of increase of age; it might be the result of 
a gradual diminution of the vigor of the constitution of the in- 
dividual; it might be the result of an amputation; it might be 
the result of an aggregate of disabilities which impair the ca- 
pacity for earning a support. For such disability this law pro- 
posed to give a pension, and it being in its nature a substitute 
for a service pension, it was the design of those who framed the 
act and who it, as I understood it—and I advocated it 
from the first, in fact I framed it in its inception—that for any 
degree of disability, even the lowest, those that needed a pen- 
sion should receive at least the minimum, which was $6. 

Now the construction of the present administration is such 
that no man gets any pension unless his disability is at least 

ual to the amount of $6. It is very difficult to tell precisely 
what the rule which they actually administer is. Iam informed 
that at least one-half the applications are now being rejected. 
But it was the design of the act that for any disability—the 
slightest disability—there should be the $6 allowed, and then 
the rating extended upwards to $12, as the disability increased. 
Take a man for instance who earned $30 per month, that $30 be- 
ing ae for his support, and constituting under the act ‘‘a 
ana he was disabled in his earning capacity a single 
dollar, the intention was that he should be entitled to a $6 pen- 
sion, and the addition of the remaining $6 of disability would 
have given him the $12 rating under the act. 

oakone would think from the present action of the Depart- 
ment that they began at the other extremity, and taking a man 
totally disabled from laboring at all, gave him $12, and then rat- 
ing his disability backward or downward, if a man’s disability 
was $6 less than total disability, then they gave him the $6. In 
oo words, unless he is disabled to the extent of ons, ont as. the 

arning capacity necessary for his support, only then does 
the $6 rating attach, and only in such case can a man receive 
any pension at all. 

I do not think the actual administration of the law is so harsh 
a8 that, but absolutely I can find noother principle, I can divine 


20 other principle upon which the Department administers its 
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rules construing the act of June 27, 1890. Now this was not the 
ment which embodies the purpose of the original bill, and the 
ideas of Congress and of the country in its enactment. I will 
read it, and then yield the floor, asking that the question be 


taken upon it when the vote is takeu on otheramendments. My 
proposed amendment is as follows: 

Amend by adding to the end of the bill the following 

And be tt further enacted, That any honorably discharged soldier pensioned 
under the act to which this is an amendment shall be entitled to the min- 
imum rating of % per month for any degree of disability descri 


ed in said 


act, and the minimum pension for a law 


shall be 86 per month. 

At the time this act and other acts were passed in former 
Congresses, we had arrived ata state-when we looked upon it 
ag discreditable and disgraceful for this country to be distribut- 
ing among the defenders of the Union two, three, and four dol- 
lars per month, an unappreciable assistance, if any assistance at, 
all,in the obtaining of a livelihood. Sometimes a minimum of 
$4 a month was suggested, never less than that to my knowledge, 
and by others the minimum limit of $5 was favored, and that was 
put into this bill. It was supposed that it would be extended to 
the other pension laws, and that very soon the result would be 

hat no pension would be given to anybody under any law with 
a less minimum rating than 36. I think the country might well 
revive itself, might well lift itself up to that degree of liberality 
and I hope that the House will adopt the amendment. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Before any gentleman takes a partof my 
time, I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana a question 
in regard to the action in extending the act of June 27, 1890. 
Does it change the existing law in regard to marriages? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir; itdoesnotdothat. When 
the act of June 27, 1890, was passed there wasa provision offered 
that thislaw should not apply to children of marriages contracted 
after the passage of the act. Theideaof this bill is not to break 
away from that. It leaves it like it was. 

Mr. HUTCHESON,. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think there is an 
objection to this bill that all fair-minded men ought to recog- 
nize. I know this is a sectional, not a party question. You 
gentlemen of the North think that whenever gentlemen express 
any opinion concerning the question of pensions different from 
yours that that introduces a sectional feeling; and I know you 
do. I know I shall excite such a feeling, but I shall not, there- 
fore, withhoid views I believe most just. Now, let us be fair 
with each other in the statement of it: let me be fair with you 
and you be fair with me. 

When the soldier was in the army, and up to the very day he 
ended his connection with the Government, every obligation, 
every relation between him and the Government up to that time 
andevery debt that the Government owed to him or to his oucht 
to be recognized and provided for. 

Now, your bill proposes that after a man’s service, after the 
war, withouteven being a married man, without having a child, 
he can create a new relation and impose upon his Governments 
new condition, a new obligation, which did not exist at the time 
the compact between him and the Government ended. At the 
time he was in the service ho had neither a wife nor child. 

You say to him that he can get married and the Government 
will take care of him, will take him up in itsarms, as well as his 
wife and children. He now has the privilege of imposing upon 
this Government the responsibility of taking charge of his 
newly acquired wife and child. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Certainly; I should be pleased to. 

Mr. PICKLER. The same line of argument would prevent 
any soldier’s widow who married him alter the war from receiv- 
ing a pension after he dies. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Ido not think she ought to. 

Mr. PICKLER. You think a widow ought not to receive a 
pension? 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Ido not think a woman who married : 
soldier after the war should be pensioned. 

Mr. PICKLER. Youthink the actof June 27, 1890, is 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Ido. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then what pensions are you in favor of? 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I am in favor of pensioning every man 
who became disabled in the service. Iam in favor of taking all 
the burdens that a man had at that time; butdo not tell me that 
the Government obligated itself to care for that man when he 
marries a woman and takes a new burden of imposing any nim- 
ber of his family upon the Government, and that this child or 
thatchild is likewise to be taken incharge, and thus to take from 
the community in which he lives the obligation of taking care 
of his children. The obligation in Indiana, in Massachusetta, in 
Maine, in any Stateof this Union is to be transferred from that 
State and to be imposed upon the entire country. 
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Now, is that fair? Does any man believe that it was ever con- 
templated that that was the scope of the employment of the sol- 
dier at the termination of his contract with his Government. If 
that be the obligation of his service, then a man could go on and 
by the facilities of divorce, have one, two, three, four, or five 
widows, and one, two, three, four, or five children imposed upon 
the Government, to be supported by it, and I shall never con- 
sent that the boundaries of pensions under the act of July, 1890, 
shall be extended one jot or tittle beyond where they are to-day. 
I say then, gentlemen, if you have meritorious individual cases, 
— them up and let us consider them upon their individual 
merits. 

Mr. PICKLER,. I do not know whether the gentleman is one 
of those who have been making objections, but that has been 
the fruitful objection on Friday nights in the considerationmof 
individual bills. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. 
sessions. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman knows that that is one of the 
objections brought up. Gentlemen say, ‘‘ Bring in a general 
bill;” and now, when a general bill is brought in, it seems that 
the gentleman wants us to discard the general law and go back 
to the individual cases. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Oh, no; my objection to your general 
law is, that it is liberal enough now. [f you have exceptional 
cases bring them up. The territory of this law ought not to be 
extended. [ believe there are just men on your side who he- 
lieve so. Ah, Mr. Chairman, a gentleman of this House, on the 
other side, this morning, addressing himself to the next bill 
upon your Calendar, with reference to widows, said to me, 
‘* HUTCHESON, that bill is wrong in principle, and if I dare I 
would vote against it, but I do not think there is sufficient in it 
to justify me in making a stand.” 

ou feel that way. Youfeel that it is a question between 
you and your constituents, that it is a popular move; but for 
God's sake consider that there is a section of this county where 
the people are not your constituents, and are entitled to justice. 
We have been prostrated by war. It was the right of the Gov- 
ernment to prostrate us. Our country was the scene of seces- 
sion. We have suffered and we have not complained. We 
have gotten up from the grave and have come into this Hall, as 
we should have done, and we have submitted here to legislation 
of this kind beyond all reasonable limits. 

But there must be some point at which it shall cease. Is not 
this the point? Appealing to your sense of justice, we ask if 
this is not the point to make a termination of it? We ask if the 
mad waves of your pension legislation ought not to cease and 
must not cease right here? 

Mr. PICKLER. Let me remind the gentleman that when 
thesesoldiers volunteered they were told that they would be taken 
care of if they became old and decrepit, and that their widows 
and children would be taken care of; and in this legislation we 
are only ne - what has been done by the Government 
for the soldiers of other wars. Now, we on this side think that 
you would not have any Texas down there by this time, that you 
would not have — government, that you would not have the 
honor of representing a great et in this, the greatest popu- 
lar legislative body in the world, if it had not been for these sol- 
diers and their work. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Well, if that be the case, you have re- 
served to yourselves in that way the richest jewel in the crown 
of this nation. angneet.) 

Mr. Speaker, I am glad to be back in the Union, but Iam not 

lad to be back and to have imposed on our shoulders, simply 
cause we sinned, every obligation and every burden that od 
— to other localities. Bear your own burdens, gentlemen, 
with the same manly fortitude that we bear ours. Donot under- 
take to lift them from your shoulders and put them upon mine 
and upon the shoulders of the people whom I represent; do not 
undertake to put upon us burdens which belong exclusively to 
ou. It is unjust; it is wrong. 
or PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow one other ques- 
tion: 

Mr. HUTCHESON. With groat pleasure. 

Mr. PICKLER Is not the gentleman willing to act as well 
and as fair by the soldiers of the last war as the Government 
hasacted by the soldiers of the Indian warsand the Mexican war? 

Mr. HUTCHESON,. Well, I do not know just how to answer 
that question. Comparisons are never safe standards of right. 

Mr, PICKLER. That is a very easy question. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I will tell you what may be the case—- 
the liberality which you have extended to those soldiers of late 

ears may have been for policy’s sake, so as to extend your own 


ine. 

Mr. PICKLER. You have always been in favor of those 
pensions, have you not? 

Mr. HUTCHESON. No, sir. 





I have never attended one of your night 


I have never been in favor of 
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any of them. I have not been in Congress to vote for t} “ 
But my proposition is—and this applies to men in the Sout} ». 
well as to men in the North, without reference to politics , 
location—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Your State is receiving a large amoun: » 
pensions now. : 

Mr. HUTCHESON. What are they? AslI said awhile avy 
the gentleman from Maine has a great many constituents \w},, 
have gone down into our country because they were starving j, 
their own State. But we are glad of it, and we will take care o 
them. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If the gentleman will allow me, I will s, 
that I have had some opportunity for observation as to ine; 
going down to Texas and “starving.” A good many men fro; 
Maine have gone down into the gentleman’s State to make jy 
vestments, and many of them have returned in a good dea) 
nearer to a starving condition than they were when they lef: 
home. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HUTCHESON. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. No,I do not. I refer to people who took 
their money down to Texas and who came back without an 
money. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Well, I will tell you about that. Y 
people have been in the habit of having money provided for them 
the Government feeding them with aspoon, but our people hay 
been accustomed to make money only by the use of their owy 
strong arms, and your friends were not prepared to labor dow 
there as our people do. There is no spoon-feeding in our State 
{Laughter.] 

Mr.MILLIKEN. The gentleman misunderstands me. Wha: 
I say is that some of our people went down to Texas with thei 
own money, which they had earned in our State by laboring 
with their arms and with their brains—as I am glad to learn 
from the gentleman, people do in Texas—and they invested 
their money in what your people represented to be good for 
something, but which turned out to be good for nothing. and 
as a result, those people came home a good deal more starving 
than when they left. [Laughter.] 

I have had no personal experience, but I have had an oppor- 
tunity for some very close observation. My own father went 
down to your State and built some houses down there. He was 
considered a fairly wealthy man when he left home and [ know 
that he brought nothing back when he returned. He left abo 
all he owned behind him there. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Thenitis in Texas now. Well, we » 
take care of it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. It is either there, or else, as the late Jame: 
Fisk once observed, ‘‘ it has gone where the woodbine twineth 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Well, we will take care of the proper: 
and the woodbine, too. [{Laughter.) 

Mr. PICKLER. I wish to answer the inquiry of the gentle 
man from Texas as to the amount of pensions that his State re 
ceives. Here is the report for the fiscal year ending June 
1893, which shows that Texas received $1,025,000.80. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Iam glad to know thatshe is getting 
portion of the swag. [Laughter.] But Iam opposed to exten 
sion of another pension tunnel under the vaults of a depleted 
Treasury. Now, yourown Union soldiers down there are the best 
investments you havein Texasto-day. And the best investmen! 
you can make of your ex-soldiers is tosend them to Texas, wher 
they will not require pensionsfrom theGovernment. We donc! 
have any cases of people there requiring pensions from the (ov: 
ernment. We geton without the bounty of the Governme»t. 10° 
withstanding we werecut to the very ground, mown down as |i) 
and put out in the sun to blister and dry. And the Governme"' 
Federal soldier down there agrees with methat this thing ! 
gone the full length of decency. 

Mr. PICKLER. It was not our fault. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. No; it wasoursin. Butlet me tell you 
the Saviour of mankind, at the time that He gave a man perm: 
sion to rise, did notsay, ‘* You got down there by reason of you! 
own sin.” Magnanimity does not manifest itself in that wa) 

Mr. PICKLER. We have given you a million dollars a ye 
to help you rise. 

Mr. TCHESON. And we would be glad to have yon take 't 
back. Give us justice. Wescorn your money. Weask simp) 
to be put oem the plane of justice. [Applause.] : 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What can we do to restore you? W)*! 
position do den want us to put youin? And how can we (01! 

Mr.HUTCHESON. Take the tariff off ofeveryarticle. (''° 
us ‘‘free trade and sailors’ rights;” and then we shall bea g!o'! 
ous country, and there will be no necessity for pensions. 

Mr. CurRTIs of New York rose. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I gladly yield to the gentleman fo" 
New York. I have given way to him in battle, and am resdj 
to do it again, 


You refer now to the carpet-bag crowd 
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Mr. CURTIS of New York. My friend speaks of giving way 
on the tariff. I would like to know whether he is addressing 
himself to the Republican or the Democratic side of this House. 

Mr. REED. To the Executive, of course! What is the use 
of talking to anybody else on that subject. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Iam addressing my remarks entirely to 
the leader of this House whenever I speak to the Republican 
side. They all look up to him; he is the only man on that side. 
{Laughter.} I will hear the suggestion of the gentleman from 

aine. 
wr PEED. [ think it is rather a shame to waste the time of 
the House that is desirous of disposing of this pension legisla- 
lation by a discourse on the tariff, when such discourse should 
always under a Democratic Administration be addressed to the 
Executive, either in public or in private. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Chairman, if there is any man who 
ever wasted the time of this House, it is the gentleman from 
Maine. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
side” waste time? 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Simply because it is not your time; it is 
ours. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York rose. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I will 
hear his suggestion. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Your appeal for giving way on 
the tariff was addressed, as you say, to the gentleman from 
Maine as the representative of the Republican minority of this 
House. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I regretted to observe that you 
had ee the eighty-odd majority of the Democratic party 
in this House, and its majority in the Senate, andits Executive, 
who are all combining to arrange a tariff that may possibly be 
satisfactory to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Willyou vote for it? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. But we do not expect you to ad- 
dress your appeal to us until i give us an opportunity for an- 
other election. Then we will hear your appeals. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. As the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CURTIS] has not stated any question, there is nothing for me to 
answer. But the gentleman from Maine[Mr. REED] presenteda 
question as to whether or not the House should be further 
troubled in the way of consumption of time upon a question 
which ought to beaddressed to the Executive. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, there is no man in this House who has consumed its time 
as the gentleman from Maine has done. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Has he wasted it? 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Yes; he has wasted the time of this 
House, and he has never done it except when exploiting before 
the House whathe did in the Fifty-first Congress. He has spent 
time before his own mirror portraying to this generation, for 
fear ve ore forget them, the glorious feats that he per- 
formed in the —t rst Congress. While he has thus contem- 
plated himself he has appeared as the greatest hero of modern 
times. As the consumer of time in this House he has not any 
equal now or in any past generation. 

r. PICKLER. 
this Congress began. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. No; and they will never be excelled un- 
til this Government ceases to exist as a government of the peo- 
ple and gives way to ee of one man. 

Mr. PICKLER. ou have confessed during this Congress, 
by the action of this very House, that he was the greatest man 

the country. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. May I ask how much time I have re- 


ing? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has eighteen minutes. 
Mr. HUTCHESON. That is as long as I want, but I want 
every minute of it. 
Now, Mr, Chairman, I do not care to speak to the Democratic 
members of this House, because I know that they are fully con- 
vinced on this subject, and understand the condition of the 





How can the ‘‘only man on this 
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Mr. HUTCHESON. Thatis just what I expected you would 





say. 

Mr.GROUT. Just as was done with regard to the Mexican 
war veterans —— 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Certainly. 

Mr. GROUT. Perhaps not all of them to-day or at this im- 
— time, but gradually, a few at a time, until all are cared 

or. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Precisely; I understand what the gen- 
tleman means. It is what we have supposed. We have seen 
this thing going on year after year, Congress after Congress, 
step by step, inch by inch, going forward insidiously, but stead- 
ily, until you succeed in getting every man on the roll whether 
he needs it or not, whether he deserves it or not, who was con- 
cerned in any way in the late war in the service of the Union, 
whether actuated by patriotism or bought by bounty. 

Mr. MAHON. I will tell you how far we will go. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Very well. 

Mr. MAHON. The people of this country have decreed that 
no Union soldier, his wife, or his child shall ever die in a coun- 
try poorhouse 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Exactly; you do not intend to take care 
of your poor. 

Mr. MAHON. Nor while he lives shall he or they want the 
necessaries of life. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Is that your limit? 

Mr.MAHON. And when they grow feeble and old that they 
shall be properly cared for and made comfortable. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. That is your limit, then? 

Mr. MAHON (continuing). And it does not make any differ- 
ence whether it costs $150,000,000 or $500,000,000 a year, the peo- 
ple of this country say that they shall have it. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I understand; you do not care anything 
about the expense, provided somebody else pays it. 

Mr. MAHON. No, sir; notatall. Because these people sac- 
rificed everything, and it is owing to their sacrifices that we 
have a country to-day; and this Government, in view of that 
fact, should not 7" to count the cost. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. My opinion is that you can not better 
unman a people of a country than by such vicious legislation as 
that. It takes away all spur to individual effort, encourages 
idleness and dissipation, ending in helplessness. 

Mr. MAHON. And that I propose to vote for. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Of course; lunderstand you. Lexpected 
you to do that. The gentleman never spoke more than two or 
three times on this floor, and each time it has been when he wanted 
to get his arm intothe Treasury of the United States. The first 
time when I heard him was when the question of mileage came 
up here. You are a fit type of your party; you want all in the 
Treasury. 

Mr. MAHON. No, sir. 

Mr. HUTCHESON (continuing). 
and quiet as a jay bird. 

Mr. MAHON. I never said a word on the subject of mileage. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Why, we had a little encounter here 
about it. Do not you remember? 

Mr. MAHON. Not about mileage; it was about taking pay 
when you were absent on private business and drawing salary in 
violation of the law. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. 
tion of pay. 

Mr. MAHON. And you put your arm in the Treasury then, 
and I did not put mine in. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. But I did not put my hand into the 
Treasury. You got yours in—— 

Mr. MAHON. Oh, no; I did not. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. And the only time, as I have said, that 
we ever heard the gentleman grow eloquent and flowers of 
speech spring from hia lips, was when he was trying to get into 
the Treasury of the United States. He has been a silent man 
all the time. 

Why, I staid in the same house with the gentleman for a long 
time, took my meals at the same table with him, and | never 





He has been as silent and 


Well, it was on the question of reduc- 


ury. But my friends here on the right, to them I feel that | even heard him ask for anything at breakfast, he was so modest. 


I ought to have an opportunity tosay a few things, to have some 


personal talk with them, just as neighbor to neighbor; no an- | ing. ; u é 
no bitterness, no complaints, and nothing but a! man in all my life; and on all other public questions he isa 


tipathies, 
friendly chat. 


I want to know where you think this thing of the extension of | 


pensions ought to end? Isitever toend? Do you think it 
ought to end anywhere, except after you have succeeded in put- 

every man who was in the service of the Government in 
the late war on the pension rolls” 


os PICKLER. No, sir; not until every one of them is 


[Laughter.] Could not speak to the servant girl without blush- 
They had to force iton him. I never heard such a silent 


grave, silent, and thoughtful man. 

I noticed the gentleman when he first came, and I said to my- 
self he has come here to learn and will give us after awhile the 
effect of his wisdom that he is now storing up as if for a battery 
to be used hereafter. 

I expected to see some splendid portrayal upon some great 
public question, but the first thing which evoked a remark from 
the gentleman was the question whether or not he should siga 
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a certificate and get his pay while not being present. He made 
three sou speeches upon that subject. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Let me get through with the: gentle- 


man’s record. 


Mr. PICKLER. His record is all right. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. The next time | heard the gentleman 
was when he had a private bill in here, when he wanted to get 
$5,000 for somebody, and I believe it got three votes. He made 
a speech upon that. Certainly it did not get a respectable cor- 
poral’s guard. He made a splendid speech upon that; and now, 
whon the question of pensions is up—a question of getting a lit- 
tle more money from the Treasury—we now hear from himagain. 
That is his record, and having completed I will yield to the gen- 
tleman’s question. 

Mr. PICKLER. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ma- 
HON| believes it'to be the —T of the Government to save the 
Union soldier, his widow, and his orphan children from.going 
to the poorhouse. As I understand the gentleman from Texas, 
he wants them to go to the poorhouse. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. No;I donot. I wil! state my position. 
IT want to put the soldier and every member of his family who 
constituted a part of that family when he was a soldier in such 
a situation that they shall be cared for, but. 1 do not want—— 

Mr. PICKLER. We have done a great deal better than that 
by the Mexican soldiers:and their widows. 

‘Mr. HUTCHESON. I understand why you did that. 
a case of ‘ tickle me-and [will tickle you.” 

Mr. PICKLER. ‘You did that. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Certainly not I,but my party did it; you 
permitted us to do it in response to what a were doing. 

Mr. PICKLER. Have not your committee passed:a bill in- 
creasing 

Mr. HUTCHESON. 
that committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. ‘A committee composed ofa majority of your 
side of the House have at this session reported a bill to increase 
the pensions of the widows of Mexican soldiers. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Ido not‘know what they have done. 

Mr. PICKLER. You ought to lookat the record. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Inever voted ‘for‘one of them, and I 
never will, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If the gentleman will allow me—— 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Why, certainly, with the greatest of 

leasure. I will take all of these interruptions out of my time, 
r.Chairman. I believe I am entitled to an hourand a quarter. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, At the time when the Mexican pension bill 

ssed, we. did not succeed in doing anything. We passed the 

ependent pension bill through Congress. Itwent through pari 

assu with the Mexican pension bill, but your President, while 
he signed the Mexican pension bill, vetoed the other one. So, 
although you say we wero doing one thing in order to get the 
other sone we did not get the other. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. That is not the only timeI have differed 

If he had taken my views, we should have 


with my President. 
had free silver. We do not agree entirely. 
Is it not true that that Mexican 


It was 





I have not done anything; am ‘not on 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
pension bill is confined to soldiers who have reached the age of 
62? 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, most of the old Union soldiers are 
getting prette well along toward 62. 

Mr.CLARK of Missouri. There are lots of them who are not 
more than 50. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But there has been no proposition by gen- 
tlemen on your side to take similar action with reference to 
Union soldiers. 

Mr. HUTGHESON. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I 
remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has three minutes. 

_ HUTCHESON. Then I can not yield for anymore inter- 
ruptions. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I want to ask friend from Missouri[Mr. 
CiARK] if he will vote to pension all the Union soldiers when 
they get to be 62 years old? 4 
r. CLARK of Missouri. Iam opposed to service pensions 
for anybody. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Then you.are opposed tothe Mexican pen- 
sion bill? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; Iam. 

Mr. GROUT. Why do not you introduce a bill to repeal it? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. hat is the use of doing that? 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Now, Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Maine | Mr. MILLEKEN] I will say that-there is no- 
body for whom I have a kindlier feeling than I have for that 


distinguished gentleman. 
but his brother lives there 
Mr. MILLIKEN. My cousin. 


Not only did his father go to T., 





Mr. HUTCHESON. < knew it wasa member of the famj), 
And we have given him one of the fairest flowers of the Sia; 
a woman in whose veins the blood of the OCmsars eoypso. 
| Laughter. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iam sorry that it was not myscl 
of my cousin who went to Texas, if what the gentlema 
Texas states is correct. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. We should be very much deli 
welcome the gentleman, and while [ do not know what ih, 
tleman’s situation is, and whether he can accept the offer, if ) 
will come down to Texas, we will show him plenty mor 
women. [Laughter.] 

Not only that, Mr. Chairman, but we will give the gentlem,, 
women.who will not. breed boys or girls who are impotent, dj. 
qualified, or lunatic, but who will breed such people, male ang 
female, as are capable of taking care of themselves without 
sion from the Government. These women we will give t 
will not raise any such scabs as you say live in-your country 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
one question? 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Ihave no doubt about the beauty an 
elegance of the women you have there; but what kind of my 
have you there to invite us to come? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expiry 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Iask unanimous consent to answer ¢! 
gentleman's question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expire), 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Iam very much indebted to you, gentle. 
men, for-your kind and considerate attention to what I have hai 


to say. 

Tho CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is recog 
nized. 

Mr. GROUT. I hope time will be given the gentleman. 

Mr. REED. We would like to pass this bill if we could 
the chance. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I hope there will beno objection 
to my request for unanimous consent to close general debate 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from indiana asks unau- 
mous consent to close general debate. Is there objection’ 

Mr. HUTCHESON. [I object. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. You have had your hour. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I knowT have, but I would:think myse!! 
to be the most selfish man in the world if I should take the tim 
to the exclusion of others; but if nobody wants the time I sha 
not object. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
inquiry. 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Isit in the power of the Commi: 
tee Of the Whole to close general debate on motion? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not general debate. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. If nobody wants to speak, of c 
will withdraw the objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas withd 
his objection. Is there further objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana to close general debate? [Afters 


3 


Mr. Chairman, a pariiamentary 


pause.] The Chair hears none. General debate is closed. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Now, I ask that’the bill be re 
for amendments. 


The bill was read by sections. 
The Clerk will report the committee amendments. 
The Clerk read.as follows: 

In line 9, section 3, strike out the word “has” before the word “serve,” 
in line 23, page 2, strike out the word ‘‘enlised” and insert the word '™ 
listed; " in line 87, after the words “and in,” strike out-the word ‘' the 

The CHAIRMAN. The questionis on the committee amen 
ments. If there be no objection, they will be considered % 
adopted. [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears no objection 

Mr. MA N of Indiana. If there be no further ameu 
ments to offer, I ask that the bill be laid aside with a favora) 
report. 

r. BLAIR. Mr. Chairman, I offered an amendment 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding to the end of the bill the following: 
And beit further enacted, That.any honorably discharged soldier pensi00 ed 


under the act to which this is an amendment, shall be entitled to the D> 


rating of #6 per month for any ee of disability described in sai 
and the minimum pension for any disability pensionable under any |4¥ 
shall be 86 per month.”’ 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
order. 


On that'I raise the point of order. 
The gentleman will state his point ° 


re 
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Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I think it is not germane to the 


ae BLAIR. I did not understand the gentleman’s state- 


made out at the headquarters of the regiment and dated on tho 
28th of June, but the soldier does not receive it until the 6th or 
7th of July, so that he is kept in the service doing military duty 
for more than ninety days, and yet, because of the date of his 
discharge, his service is computed at, say, eighty-nine days, and 
his widow and children aro debarred from the benefit of the act. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. The point of order is well taken, too. Now, the fair construction of the law is that the ninety days 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The section relates wholly to | shall becomputed from the date of the soldier's onlistmont until 
widows and children. This is a proposition to go beyond that, | the time when he reeeives his discharge and pay, for he always 
and to reach what was intended to be reached and was reached | receives his pay at the time he is discharged. 
py section 1 of the act. This is an amendment to section 3. Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I fee 
“Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Chairman, I did not hear the remarks of | ing on the point of order, but before doing that I will: 
the gentleman supporting his point of order that this proposed | gentleman to withdraw the amendment. 
amendment is not germane. I hardly think it can be subject to Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indians 
that objection. I would say to him that I donot purpose to em- | [Mr. MARTIN], the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pen 
barrass the progress of this bill by calling the yeas or develop- | sions, has always been so fair, so kind, and so considerate to 
ing the absence of a quorum or anything of that sort. The | ward members of the House in connection with legislation of 
amendment must be germane, I think, because the bill itself is | this sort that when he makes a personal appeal like that I can 
one that purposes to amend the general act of June 27, 1890; | not resist it, and I therefore withdraw the amendment. 
and this isa proposition to amend one section, which must be Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I move to striko out the last 
germane to the bill, word, and I make that motion for the purpose of asking a qu 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I hope the gentleman will with- | tion of the chairman of the committee. Since this bill has been 
draw his amendment. under discussion I have read the third section of the actof June 
Mr. BLAIR. Well, if the gentleman imagines that it will in | 27, 1890, very carefully. That section contains this proviso 
any way embarrass his bill I will do so; but [ do not see how it | Provided, That in case a minor child is insane, idiotic or otherwise pe! 
can do 80, 7 taride tte period of such disubily ant his proviso shall ais ta ie 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. [ think it will doso. sions QSheretotore granted, or neneatter to As aramsed: waier <n ‘oF a 
Several MEMBERS. Let the Chair rule. former statute, and such pension shall commence from the date « 
The CHAIRMAN. Does thegentleman withdraw his amend- 


plication therefor after the passage of this act.” 
ment upon the request of the gentleman from Indiana? Now, comparing that with this bill I have arrived at the con 
Mr. BLAIR. Iprefer to take the sense of the House on the 


clusion that the only difference between the law as it stands and 
amendment unless it be ruled outof order. I ask the Chair to | the law-as it will be if amended by this bill is that the law wil! 
rule. 


then allow idiots, insane, and-helpless children of soldiers who 
The CHAIRMAN. The bill before the committee is an 


did not apply for pension before attaining the age of 16 years to 
amendment to the act usually described as the act of June 27, | make application now. 

1800. The Chair is in doubt as to this amendment being ger- Under the act of June 27, 1890, all persons who were under 
mane. The proposition of the bill before the committee is to 16 years of age when that act was — and who were insane, 


amends certain section of the law so as:'to make it apply to in- | idiotic, or otherwise perfectly helpless and who applied for pen- 





nt. , . " 
"ie MARTIN of Indiana. I raise the point of order that itis 
not germane to the section we are considering. 


————— <a 


sane, idiotic, or otherwise helpless children. The amendment | sion before attaining the age of 16 years are continued on the 
offered by the gentleman from New Hampshire is to fixa mini- | pension rolls, and this bill,as I understand it, merely amends 
mum for pensionsfor enlisted men. The Chair-will sustain the | that law so as to allow such persons who did not apply for pen- 
point of order; though not entirely clear that it ought tobe sus- | sions before they had attained the age of 16 to apply now. Is 


tained. | that the only difference between the old law and the proposed 
Mr. BLAIR. LIcanappreciate the position of the Chair, and | amendment? Are these the only persons who could not apply 

I will not:press the amendment. | under the old law but who will be permitted to apply if this bfll 
Mr.MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which | shali pass? ; 

I send to the desk. Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I think I understand the me 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


Sec. 4. That the ninety days’ service required by the said act, approved 
June 27, 1890, shall be computed from date of enlistment up to and including 
the day the soldier received his discharge and pay. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
desire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. MAHON. Ido not think the pointof order can lieagainst 
that amendment, because the bill refers to the ninety days’ sol- 
diers, the beneficiaries of this law. The widow or child claim- 
ing a pension must establish the fact that the soldier was in the 
service ninety days, and the amendment seems to be clearly ger- 
mane. 

The CHAIRMAN. At what point inthe bill does the amend- 
ment come in? 

Mr. MAHON. It is intended to be a newsection, prescribing 
how the ninety days referred to in the preceding part of the bill 
shaii be computed. It is simply declaratory. I think that if 
the Chair will give me his attention for a few minutes I can sat- 
isfy him that the amendment is germane and oughtto be adopted. 

he CHAIRMAN. If the amendment is intended to apply to 


in the way the gentleman suggests. 

Mr. JONES. I want to know whether that is the only diff 
ence between the old law and the present bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I think so; that is the intention. 

Mr. JONES. Has the Committee on Invalid Pensions made 
any estimate as to how many persons will come within the pur- 
view of this bill? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir; there is no way of mak 
ing any suchestimate. Butfrom the very small number of pr 
vate bills that have come before Congress embracing cases of 
this kind, I think the number will not be at all large. 

Mr. JONES. As a matter of fact, I believe private bills of 
that character coming before Congress have encountered less 
objection than almost any other class. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes; with as little at least. 

Mr. JONES. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. [offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “prior,” in line 39, page 3, strike out “ 77thday of June, 1800 
and insert “19th day of April, 1865.” 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, 
this bill, the Chair thinks it is not drawncarefully enough to | there were, on a division (called for by Mr. HUTCHESON )—ayes 
effect that purpose. It seems to the Chair that the amendment | 8, noes 114. 
is drawn rather so as to amend the original act. Mr. HUTCHESON. I make the point of no quorum. 

Mr. MAHON. It applies to any soldier’s:'widow, because the | ‘Tellers'‘were ordered; and Mr. HUTCHESON and Mr. MARTIN 
widow or the children of any soldier in the service come under | of Indiana were appointed. 
thislaw. LI desire to makea brief statement, and then, if there | Thecommittee proceeded to divide; but before the count by 
is any serious ob onto the amendment, Iwill withdraw it. | the tellers was concluded, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. | Mr. HUTCHESON. I withdraw the point. 

Mr. MAHON. .Thereare very few cases that thisamendment So the amendment of Mr. HUTCHESON was rejected. 
will cover, but there are some. The act simply says that the The CHAIRMAN. The question is now, Shall the bill be 
soldier shall have been in the service ninety days, butafew cases | laid aside with the amendments to be favorably repérted to the 
have been brought before the Department where the dis¢harge | House? 

; made out twoor three days before the soldier received The question being taken, there were,on a division ‘called 
his pay, and the Department ruled that the ninety days must be | for by Mr. JONES)—ayes 12%, noes 3. 
computed from the date of the enlistment to the date of the dis- So the motion was agreed to. 
; Thecommitteeaccordingly rose; and Mr. Tracey having taken 
Por instance,a soldier is off on sea service; his discharge is | the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. OUTHW AITE reported that 


a 
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the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. 7574) to amend section 3 of 
an act entitled ‘‘An act granting pension to soldiers and sailors 
whoare incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and 
providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent 
parents,” approved June 27, 1890, and had directed him to report 
the same back with amendments and with the recommendation 
that the bill be passed as amended. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I call for the previous question on 
the amendments and on the bill to its engrossment, third read- 
ing: and passage. 

he previous question was ordered. 
The question being taken on the amendments, they were 


agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
assed. 
. On motion of Mr, MARTIN of Indiana, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


PENSIONS OF NONRESIDENTS. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. By direction of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions I now call up the bill (S. 1138) to repeal so 
much of a proviso of an act entitled ** an act making appropri- 
ations for invalid and other pensions of the United States for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes,” 
and approved March |, 1893, as relates to the payment of pen- 
sions to nonresidents who are not citizens of the United States. 

I ask unanimous consent that this bill be considered in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. JONES. I object. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of consider- 
ing bills on the Union Calendar reported from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. OUTHWAITE in the chair. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I call up for present consideration 
the bill (S. 1138) to repeal so much of a proviso of an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act making appropriations for invalid and other pen- 
sions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1894, and for other purposes,” and approved March 1, 1893, as 
relates to the payment of pensions to nonresidents who are not 
citizens of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as fvllows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That so much of the fourth proviso of an act entitled 
“An act making appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pen- 
sions of the Uni tates for the fiscal yous ending June 30, 1894, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 1, iS3, which reads as follows: “That 
from and after July 1, 1893, no pension shill be paid to a nonresident who is 
not a citizen of the United States, except for actual disabilities incurred in 
the service,’’ be and the same is hereby repealed. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the read- 
ing of the report accompanying the bill. 
‘ihe report (by Mr. MARTIN of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


TheCommittee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (S. 1138) which 

the Senate December 14, 1893, the purpose of which is to repeal an act 

aes ema of pensions to certain nonresidents, and submit the 
ollow re : 

A bill (H. R. 3935) to prohibit payment of pensions to foreigners and non- 
residents was considered by the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the Fifty- 
gece nes _—— and reported adversely in the following words (see Report 

0. 3 

“The passage of such a measure would, in the opinion of your committee, 
work an injustice to a worthy class of persons who, by reason of services 
rendered and disabilities incurred by themselves or near relatives in the 
military or naval service of the United States in its time of need, have be- 
come entitled under existing laws to the recognition of this Government, 
but who, because of the reduced expenses of li , or for other reason, 
have seen fit to take up their residence abroad. Such residence abroad, for 
whatever reason, even though permanent, is not, in the opinion of this com- 
mittee, sufficient to justify the withdrawal of the pension which has been 
grants’. and your committee therefore recommended that the bill do lie on 

e table."’ 

adverse report was made on May 27, 1892, but subsequently the pro- 
v which it is now sought to repeal was das an amendment to the 
pension appropriation bill which ame a law March 1, 1893. The provi- 
sion referred to is as follows: 

“That from and after July 1, 1893, no pension shall be paid to a nonresi- 
dent, who is not a citizen of the United States, except for actual disabilities 
incurred in the service.” 

The repeal of this provision is recommended by the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions in his annual report, in which he makes the following statement: 

“*T respectfully ask your attention to this clause in the hope that you may 
recommend its re: . It causes great trouble and annoyance tothe ex- 
cepted classes, who constitute the great bulk of nonresident pensioners, in 
com them to make proof that they belong to these excepted classes. 
And the result is that payments under it are withheld from but few 
save Widows and sapenaen) mothers, who have little else for their mainte- 
nance. The saving is too little to offset the suffering inflicted in individual 
cases. If all nonresidents were refused payments 0: ions some plausi- 
ble ment y; but none can be 


might be made in support of such 
me giving onneremes to all, strikes only 


favor of this law, which, wh 
the most helpless. 


“TI should not feel warranted in asking attention to this law but fo, » 
fact that it entails much work on this Bureau in answering communj,.” 
tions, and seems to yield little practical results except annoyance ani.” 


parent cruelty. I recognize to the fullest extent that my sole duteic” 
execute and administer the laws as they are enacted, fairly and honeatie 
interpreted. ne 


“Very respectfully, 
‘*WM. LOCHREN, Commissiy), 

In a letter addressed by the Commissioner of Pensions, under date of +), 
cember 18, 1893, to the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions +. 
ferring to this law, he says: 

“Tt has caused, and is causing, great trouble and annoyance to a} args 
number of pensioners, especially widows and dependents, and the fina) ;, 
sult is that there are now about 2,000 cases suspended in which it is prac; 
cally impossible tofurnish the testimony necessary to secure a resin, 
tion of payment. I have already called attention tothe propriety ofrepe, 
ing this act in my annual report for the fiscal year ending June 30, 18y3 | 
believe that an early passage of this bill (S. 1138, to repeal said act) wi) 
of inestimable benefit to a most worthy class of pensioners, for the susye) 
sion of whose pensions there does not appear to have been any satisfactory 
reason.”’ 

The reasons stated for the repeal of this act appear to be conclusive, , 
the committee are unanimous in recommending the passage of this bil! 

In the report of this committee, as originally printed, it was inadverten; 
stated this action of repeal was ‘‘ recommended by the Secretary of the [y 
terior pursuant tothe suggestion of the Commissioner of Pensions.” 4 
matter of fact the report of the Secretary of the Interior is silent 
subject. The repeal is recommended by the Commissioner of Pe: 
herein stated, and this report is presented to make this one correct 
does not otherwise differ from the report of the committee as ori 
printed. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. If no gentleman desires to 
heard on this bill, I will ask that general debate be closed 

Mr. JONES. I would like to occupy a short time. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Very well; I yield to the gentle. 
man from Virginia. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. As much time as the gentlemy 
desires. 


aid JONES withholds his remarks for revision. 
ix. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I desire to yield to the gentle: 
from Illinois [Mr. BLACK] such time as he desires. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe th 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JONES], who has just taken hi 
seat, is possessed, as he should be, of all the facts relating t 
the bill under discussion. 

An effort was made some five or six years ago to have an ac: 
passed like that which it is now sought to repeal, and at tha: 
time I teok occasion to find out how many and what class of peo- 
ple would be affected by the passage of such a bill. I made that 
examination acareful one, and I found—and my information since 
that time has justified my finding—that the class of people «!: 
fected by the bill now pending and by the law whichit is sought t 
amend, were largely dependents, the widows and dependents 0! 
soldiers who had received their pensions under the general law: 
under all of the pension laws in force at the time of my first e:- 
amination. Within perhaps a year I have received some lette: 
from foreign parts, one of them from avery eminent oflicer in | 
consular service of the United States, giving illustrations of th 
hardship of the law as it stands upon the books. 

The law as it stands upon the books affects unfavorab) 
but very few men who were in the service of the United States 
but it does affect many of their widowsand their children. The 
amendment which is pom orem by the committee to-day docs no! 

ive a single dollar of pensions to any claimant in the world. |: 

oes not enlarge rights previously conferred upon any claimant. 
It provides that where a pension has been established under the 
laws of the United States, that pension, now suspended under 
the operations of the act of 1893, shall be restored the same 2: 
though that law had not been enacted. 

The cases that have been brought to my attention are som 
of them exceedingly pitiful, and they arise under circumstance 
like these: Some men may have served in the Union Army { 
three or four years. He may have been originally a citizen 0 
foreign birth, but, coming here long before the outbreak of !10* 
tilities, when the war came he enlisted. 

He met with disabilities incurred in the service, and a pet 
sion was granted to him. In time he died from these disabil! 
ties, and the law gave a pension to his widow and his childre! 
That widow, in her advancing years, moved by that strong '0 
stinct which all of us acknowledge, and especially [addressin: 
Mr. JONES] which no Virginian will deny, the instinct of returs 
ing during the years of her sorrow and bereavement to the hom 
of her youth, returned to the old country, where she and Ler 
husband were born, where they were married, and from whence 
they came to share in the struggles and the glory of the young 
republic. a 

oved also probably by another motive than that of seeking 
sympathy of kindred and of blood, moved by the fact that in 's¢ 
oldcountry the little sum that is paid to a widow will go further 
towards keeping her and hers in peace and comfort than 1t W\ 
in our more extravagant, bustling, and energetic land, moved b) 


3. ra. 






See A ppen 

















Se 





CONGRESSIONAL 


1894. 


RECORD—HOUSE. i873 








these which are among the strongest of human motives, she re- 


turned to her country, and it is to such people, only now num- | 


in 
ede ipe of a law which, speaking with due respect, I say was 
probably not well considered, and which certainly has been un- 
fortunate in its operation. And in taking myseatI beg to recall 
the fact to my fellow Congressmen that this amendment will not 
make one just dollar’s difference against the Treasury of the 
United States. It willrelieve what the Commissioner of Pensions 
decribes here as ‘‘ suspensions,” and will do away with the hard- 
ship of introducing and making proof which, being made, would 
entitle these persons to a restoration of persions. 
Mr. JONES. May Lask the gentleman from Illinois, before 
he takes his seat, to please explain to the committee, if this bill 
s, how it is that it will not save a cent. 
Mr. BLACK of Lllinois. 
to any pension or give a new pension. 


Mr. JONES. It will not put aman on the pension roll who 
has not already been on the roll? 
Mr. BLACK of Illinois. No, sir. 


Mr. JONES. But it will restore anumber who were dropped 


from the roll under the act approved March 3, 1893; and will | 


not that add largely to our expenditures? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. 
ply ‘‘suspended.” They are still pending for restoration, in the 
way fixed by Department regulations. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman makes a distinction between 
“dropped” and ‘‘suspended.” 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. Butif this act is not passed, they will stay ‘‘ sus- 
pended” until the gentleman will probably conclude that they 
are ‘‘ dropped.” 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. They could satisfy that law by re- 
turning to this country. 

Mr. JONES. And becoming residents. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. And becoming residents, or by ex- 
pensive proof of citizenship. But of what ayail will that be 
with a poor old soldier or poorer widow? 


men we have represented here, for the reason that it seeks to 
forfeitin fact without proper action, without trial, a right al- 
ready given by law. 

Mr. JONES. Buta great many of these persons who were 
suspended never were residents of this country, but always re- 
sided abroad, except when they came over here to engage in the 
war, and were never citizens of this country. Was not thatthe 
fact? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I may say in reply that the laws gave 
the right to acquire citizenship from service. 


who was not a citizon or entitled to become a citizen because of 
service in the Federal Army. 
Mr. JONES. 
great many. 
Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I have no facts whatever that lead 
me or authorize me to say that asingle pension drawn bya non- 


resident soldier was not paid to a citizen of United States, and | 


I know it was paid toa soldier of the United States. 
“ee Vote!) 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. If no one else desires to use any 
time, I will not detain the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate on this bill be closed. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hearsnone. 

r. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable report. 


[Cries of 


The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that | 


the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 92, noes 20. 

Mr. JONES. Ne quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia makes the 
point that no quorum has voted. The Chair will appoint as tell- 
ers the gentleman from Virginia |Mr. JONES] and the gentle- 
man from Indiana |Mr. MARTIN]. 

The committee divided. 


Mr. JONES (pending the count by tellers). Mr. Chairman, | | 


withdraw the point of no quorum with the understanding that 
the bill is to be withdrawn. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I object to the withdrawal of 
that bill. 
Mr. BINGHAM. What was the vote, Mr. Chairman? 
dian CHAIRMAN. There has been no report made by the 
ers, 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 


XX Vi——49% 


Mr. Chairman, I desire first to 


in all 2,000, that this bill seeks to afford relief from the | 


I say it will not add a single dollar | 


oe were not ‘‘dropped,” but sim- | 
l 


The law does not add | 
to the Treasury charges; and I do not believe that the law we | 
seek to repeal finds favor in the minds of the jurists and states- | 


I do not know of | 
a single pension that has been granted in the case of a resident | 


I have always understood that there were a | 


| make a parliamentary inquiry. Is it in order to go to the Pri- 

vate Calendar now that we are in Committee of the Whole? 
The CHAIRMAN. It is not. [t will be necessary for the 

| committee to rise and report action on the pending bill. 

| Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Then I move that the committee 

| rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose: and the Speaker pro tempore 
[Mr. TRACEY] having resumed the chair, Mr. OUTHWAITR. from 
the Committee of the Whole, reported that they had had under 
consideration a bill (S. 1128) and that after consideration the bill 
had been withdrawn. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairman of the Committee 

of the Whole reports that they have had under consideration a 

| bill (S. 1138) to repeal so much of a proviso of an act entitled 
“An act making appropriations for invalid and other pensions 

of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 184, 

and for other purposes,” and approved March 1, 1893, as relates 


to the payment of pensions to nonresidents who are not citizens 
| of the United States, and that by unanimous consent the bill 
| had been withdrawn. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
New York [Mr. BARTLETT]. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
| submit a report from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

Mr. PICKLER. 


I yield now to the gentieman from 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will please wait 
|}&@moment. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] 


asks unanimous consent to submit a report from the Committee 
| On Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


PORT OF ENTRY AT OAKLAND, CAL. 


Mr. BARTLETT, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back with favorable recommendation 
a bill (H. R. 7181) to make the city of Oakland, county of Ala- 
meda, State of California, a port of entry. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to this report 
being presented? 

Mr. PICKLER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
What became of the bill that was before the committee when it 
rose? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
not? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the 
chair was not in the chair when the bill was withdrawn. 

Mr. PICKLER. I objected to the withdrawal of that bill, and 
I still object. It could not be withdrawn except by unanimous 
consent. That is the most righteous bill reported to-day, and] 
do not want it withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 





That bill was withdrawn. 
That required unanimous consent, did it 


The report submitted by the 


| gentleman from New York will be referred to the Committee 
| of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
| Mr. MARTINof Indiana. I ask unanimous consent for mem- 


bers of the House to print remarks in the RECORD on pension 
bills. 

Mr. JONES. Lobject. Idonotobject to gentlemen who have 
spoken extending their remarks. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of consider- 
ing bills on the Private Calendar reported from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Speaker, pending that,I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
| WRIGHT], who is the author of the bill which passed here a 
awhile ago, and which I had the honor to contest, have leave to 
| print his remarks in the Recorp. I hope the gentleman from 
Vir-inia will not object to that. 

Mr. JONES. Certainly not. 

‘Chere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Indiana {Mr. MARTIN] that the 
| House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the pur- 
pose of considering bills on the Private Calendar reported from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. [ask for adivision. 

The House divided; and there were~— ayes 12, noes 56. 

The motion of Mr. MARTIN of Indiana was then agreed to, 
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The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. OUTHWAITE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering bills on the Private Calendar, re- 
ported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


MRS. FRANCES CORSE. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, by direction of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions I call up the bill S, 882. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the general pension laws, the name of Mrs. Frances 
Corse, widow of the late Byt. Maj. Gen. John M. Corse, at the rate of 
$100 per month. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I yield to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. McErTRicx]. 

Mr. JONES. I think we ought to have the report read. 

Mr. McCETTRICK. I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. MCETTRICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 882) 
granting a pension to Frances Corse, widow of Gen. John M. Corse, have 
given the matter careful attention and respectfully report: 

The services rendered by Gen. Corse during the late war were among the 
most valuable rendered by any officer ofhis rank. They weremarked both by 
distinguished personal bravery and by the importance of the results to the 
country. His popular fame rests largely upon the brilliant defense of Alla- 
toona, Which saved Gen. Sherman from the loss of his supplies and made 
possible, without delay, the celebrated ‘march to the sea.’’ Gen. Corse’s 
services were not, however, limited to this single action. His first severe 
wounds were received in an equal’, courageous defense of Missionary 
Ridge. Gen. Grant, in his Personal Memoirs (chapter 44, volume 2, pages 
77.73), thus deseribes Gen. Corse’s part in that action: 

“Sherman was out as soon as it was light enough to.see, and by sunrise 
his command was in motion. Three brigades held the hill already — 
Morgan L. Smith moved along the east of Missionary Ridge; oomis 
along the west base, supported by two brigades of John E. Smith’s division; 
and Corse, with his brigade, was between the two, moving directly toward 
the hill to be ——. The ridge is steep and heavily wooded on the east 
side, where M. L. Smith's troops were vancing, but cleared and witha 
more gentle slope on the west side. The troops advanced rapidly and car- 
ried the extreme end of the rebel works. Morgan L. Smith advanced toa 

int which cut the enemy off from the railroad bridge and the means of 

winging up supplies by rail from Chickamauga, where the main depot was 

located. The enemy made brave and strenuous efforts to drive out troops 
from the position we had gained, but without success. The contest lasted 
for two hours. Corse, a brave and efficient commander, was badly wounded 
in this assault.”’ 

The defense of Allatoona is described by Gen. Grant as follows (Personal 
Memoirs, cha 59, volume 2, pages 355, 356) : 

‘*On the 5th of October the railroad back from Atlanta was again very 
badly broken, Hood having got on the track with his army. Sherman saw 
after night, from a high point, the road burning for miles. The defense of 
the railroad by our — was Very gallant but they could not hold points 
between their intrenched positions against Hood's whole army; in fact the 
made no attempt to doso; but generally the intrenched positions were held, 
as well as im t bridges, and stores located at them. Allatoona, for 
instance, was defended by a small force of men under the command of Gen. 
Corse, one of the very able and efficient volunteer officers produced by the 
war. He, witha small force, was cut off from the remainderof the national 
army and was attacked with great vigor by many times his own number. 

“Sherman from his high position could see the battle raging, with the 
Confederate troops between him and his subordinates. He sent men, of 
course, te raise the temporary siege, but the time that would be necessarily 
consumed in reaching Corse would be so great that all occupying the in- 
trenchments might be dead. Corse was a man who would never surrender. 
From a high position some of Sherman’s signal corps discovered a signal 
flag waving from a hole in the blockhouse at Allatoona. It wasfrom Corse. 
He had been shot through the face, but he signaled to his chief a message 
which left no doubt of his determination to hold his post at all hazards.” 

How keenly Gen. Sherman himself appreciated the importance of the de- 
fense of Allatoona is indicated by the more elaborate statement of the battle 
and of the dispatches which passed, in his Memoirs, appended to this report. 

Gen. Corse’s military record, printed with this report, shows that he was 
in the fleld, except when confined in hospital for a few weeks by wounds, 
almost from the beginning to the end of the war. The record also shows 
that his promotion was remarkably rapid for a volunteer officer who was 
only 26 years of age when the war began. He was five times wounded. 
These wounds prevented his taking ashe r exercise, crippled him for many 
forms of active exertion, and undou ly hastened his death. His restless 
energy of character, however, led him to continue in business after the 
close of the war, and made him oneof the most efficient postmasters of Bos- 
ton. He was appointed postmaster by President Cleveland in the autumn of 
1886, and his reappointment was asked in 1891 by nearly the entire business 
peg mg regardless of party, and was recommended by the two Sena- 
tors from Massachusetts. 

Gen. Corse was always sensitive wpecting appeals to the public bounty. 
He received his education at the Military Academy at West Point, but re- 
signed and studied law soon after completing his term, and only accepted a 
— again in the public service y;hen the war broke out. He was of- 

ered a piace as lieutenant-colonel in the regular Army in 1866, but in spite 
of his wounds, which would have entitled him to early retirement on pay, 
he refused the place and was mustered out of the service. He never applied 
fora sion, and refused to consider the suggestion thathe was entitied to 
one. e would have been entitled to a high rate of pension for his wounds 
from the close of the war to the time of his death, on April 27 last, and would 
probably have drawn from the Treasury more money t the Government 
will ever be called upon to pay under the _ bill. 

The amount asked in the pending bill is smaller than that given to the 
widows of many other general officers of the rank of colonel. Among those 
who have been voted special pensions of $2,000 per annum are the ows of 
Gen. George H. Thomas, Winfield Scott Hancock, John A. Logan, Prank P. 
Blair, to Sheridan, George Crook, Somes McClellan, and John C. 
Frémont. msions of $1,200 per annum have m granted by Congress to 
widows of Gens. Silas Casey, James A. Mower, G I. Stannard, JohnF. 
Hartranft, Samuel P. Heintzelman, G. K. Warren, James Shie! Robert 
Anderson, James B. Ricketts, Lovell H. Rousseau, Walter C. Whitaker, and 
George A. Custer. 

‘The widow of Gen. Corse, who is niece of President Pierce, was not willing 
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at first to have the question of a pension for herself considered, bu: . 
sented to have the matter presented by her friends to Congress on behalr 
her boy of 9years. Gen. Corse left little property, the health of the w; 
is not good, and the pension asked is a positive necessity for the boy's , 
cation. Itis with the purpose of giving him such an education that 1), 
widow is willing to accept the grateful recognition of Congress. 

The bill herewith reported has already passed the Senate without opp 
tion, and your committee recommend its passage by the House. ss 


mn- 
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APPENDIX. 
[Extracts from Memoirs of Gen. William T. Sherman. | 


We crossed the Chattahoochee River during the 3d and 4th of October 
dezvoused at the old battlefield of Smyrna Camp, and the next day rea 
Marietta and Kenesaw. The telegraph wires had been cut above Mari 
and learning that heavy masses of infantry, artillery, and cavalry ha 


| seen from Kenesaw (marching north), I inferred that Allatoona wa 
| objective point, and on the 4th of October I signaled from Vinings st 


to Kenesaw, and from Kenesaw to Allatoona, over the heads of the e: 

@ message for Gen. Corse, at Rome, to hurry back to the assistanc: 

garrison at Allatoona. Allatoona was held by a small brigade, comma 

by Lieut. Col. Tourtellotte, my present aide-de-camp. He had two: 

redoubts on either side of the railroad, overlooking the village of 

sae and the warehouses, in which were stored over a million rati 
read. 

Reaching Kenesaw Mountain about 8 a. m. of October 5 (a beautiful da 
I had a superb view of the vast panorama of the north and west. To 
southwest, about Dallas, could be seen the smoke of camp fires, indic 
the presence of a large force of the enemy, and the whole line of railroa 
from Big Shanty up to Allatoona (full 15 miles) was marked by the fires 
the burning railroad. We could plainly see the smoke of battle about / 
toona and hear the faint reverberation of the cannon. 

From Kenesaw I ordered the Twenty-third Corps (Gen. Cox) to marc! 
west on the Burnt Hickory road and to burn houses or piles of brush as ; 
‘ogressed, to indicate the head of column, hoping to interpose this «: 

etween Hood's main army at Dallas and the detachment then assai 
Allatoona. The rest of the army was directed straight for Allatoona, nor 
west, distant 18 miles. The signal officeron Kenesaw reported that sin 
daylight he had failed to obtain any answer to his call for Allatoona; bu 
while I was with him he caught a faint glimpse of the telltale flag throug 
an embrasure, and after much time he made out these letters: ‘‘C.,” “R 
‘-S.,"’ “BE.” “HL,” “EB.” “RB.” and translated the message: ‘Corse is 
here.”’ It was a source of great relief, for it gave me the first assura 
that Gen. Corse had received his orders and that the place was adequa 
garrisoned. 

I watched, with painful suspense, the indications of the battle razgi 
there, and was dreadfully impatient at the slow progress of the relievinz 
column, whose advance was marked by the smokes which were made a 
cording to orders; but about 2 p.m. I noticed with satisfaction that the 
smoke of battle about Allatoona grew less and less, and ceased altogethe: 
about “ m. Fora time I attributed this result to the effect of Gen. Cox's 
march, but later in the afternoon the signal flag announced the welcom 
tidings that the attack had been fairly repulsed, but that Gen. Corse wa 
pane The next day my aid, Col. Dayton, received this characterist 

atch: 
» “ALLATOONA, GA., October 6, 1864—2 p. 


“Capt. L. M. Dayton, Aid-de-Camp: 


“T am short a cheekbone and an ear, but am able to whip all h—1 yet 
losses are very senry. A force moving from Stilesboro to Kingston gives 
me some anxiety. ll me where Sherman is. 

‘JOHN M. CORSE, 


“* Brigadier- General 

Inasmuch as the enemy had retreated southwest, and would proba 
next oper at Rome, Ianswered Gen. Corse with orders to get back toR 
with his troops as quickly as epee 

Gen. Corse’'s report of this fight at Allatoona is very full and graphic 
is dated Rome, October 27, 1854; recites the fact that he received his ord 
by signal to go to the assistance of Allatoona on the 4th, when he t 
gre hed to Kingston for cars, and a train of thirty empty cars was star! 

‘or him, but about ten of them got off the track and caused delay. 1) 
p m:he had at Rome atrain of twenty cars, which he loaded up with ‘ 

owett’s brigade and part ofthe Twelfth Illinois Infantry; started ats p. 
reaching Allatoona (distant 35 miles) at 1 a. m., on the 5th, and ser 
train back for more men; but the road was in bad order and no! 
men came in time. He found Col. Tourtellotte’s garrison composed « 
men; his reénforcement was 1,054; total for the defense, 1,944. he out} 
were already engaged, and as soonas daylight came he drew back the | 
from the village to the ridge on which the redoubts were built. 

The enemy was composed of French's division of three brigades, vari 
reported from four to five thousand strong. This forcegradually surrou! 
the place by 8 a. m., when Gen. French sent in, by flag of truce, this no! 

7 “AROUND ALLATOONA, Octoder 5, 1 
“COMMANDING OFFICER, UNTrep STATES Forces, Alatoona: 


“Thave placed the forces under my command in such positions that y 
surrounded, and to avoid a needless effusion of blood I call on you t 
render your forces at once and unconditionally. 

“Five minutes will beallowed you to decide. Should you accede to ' 
you will be treated in the most honorable manner as prisoners of war. 

**T have the honor to be, very respectfully, yours, 
“S. G. FRENCH, 
“* Major-General, Commanding Forces Confederate Stat 


Gen. Corse answered immediately: 


‘* HEADQUARTERS FOURTH DIVISION, FIFTEENTH CORPS, 
“Allatoona, Ga., October 5, 1864—8:80 a 


* Maj. Gen. S. G, Frenou, Confederate States, etc.: 


“Your communication demanding surrender of my command I ack: 
edge receipt of, and respectfully reply that we are prepared for the “need 
less effusion of blood’’ whenever it is agreeable to you. 

“Tam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“JOHN M. CORSE, 
* Brigadicr-General, Commanding Forces United Stai<s 


Of course the attack eee at once, coming from front, flank, and rear 
There were two smali oubts, With slight parapets ditches, one °! 
each side of the deep railroad cut. These redoubts had been located by 
Poe, United States cngineer, at the time of our advance on Kenesaw te 
previous June. Each redoubt overlooked the storehouses close by the ra 
road, and each could aid the other ere by catehing in fiank the 4 
tacking force of the other. Our troops at first endeavored to hold some 
gro outside the redoubts, were soon driven inside, when the enemy made 
assanite, put were always driven back. 
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About 11 a. m. Col. Redfield, of the Thirty-ninth Iowa, was killed and Col. 





Rowett was wounded, but never ceased to fight andencourage hismen. Col. 
Tourtellotte was shot through the hips, but continued to command. Gen. 
Corse was, at 1 p. m., shot across the face, the ball cutting his ear, which 
stunned him, but he continued to encourage his men and togiveorders. The 
enemy (about 1:30 p. m.) made a last and desperate effort to carry one of the 
redoubts, but was badly cut to pieces by the artillery and infantry fire from 
the other, when he began to draw off, leaving his dead and wounded on the 


Seiore finally withdrawing, Gen. French converged a heavy fire of his can- 
non on the blockhouse of Aliatoona Creek, about 2 miles from the depot, set 
it on fire, and captured its garrison, consisting of 4 officers and 85 men. By 
4p. m. he was in full retreat south on the Dallas road, and got by before the 
head of Gen. Cox’s column had reached it; still several ambulances and 
stragglers were picked up by this command on that road. Gen. Corse re- 
ported 231 rebe! dead, 411 prisoners, 3 regimental colors, and 800 muskets cap- 


Oa the prisoners was a Brig. Gen. Young, who thought that French's 
aggregate loss would reach 2,000. Col. Tourtellotte says that for days after 
Gen. Curse had returned to Rome his men found and buried at least a hun- 
dred more dead rebels, who had, doubtless, been wounded, and died in the 
woods near Allatoona. I know that when I reached Allatoona on the 9thI 
saw a good many dead men, which had been collected for burial. 

Corse’s entire loss, officially reported, was: 




















Garrison. | Killed. Wounded.| Missing.| Total. 
lence oc sec iennenebnedecace 6 23 6 35 
i ntensecenmnendlegee cewwewilie 136 330 206 672 
htc nvasd cated icced ammntee te 142 353 212 707 








I esteemed this defense of Allatoona so handsome and important that [ 
made ita subject of a general order, yiz, No. 86, of October 7, 1864: 

“The general commanding avails himself of the opportunity in the hand- 
some defense made of Allatoona to illustrate the most important principle 
in war, that fortified posts should be defended to the last, regardless of the 
relative numbers of the party attacking and attacked. * * * The thanks 
of this army are due and are hereby accorded to Gen. Corse, Col. Tourtel- 
lotte, Col, Rowett, officers and men, for their determined and gallant defense 
of Allatoona, and it is made an example to illustrate the importance of pre- 
a in time and meeting the danger, when present, boldly, manfully, and 
well. 

‘Commanders and garrisons of the posts along our railroad are hereby 
instructed that they must hold their posts to the last minute, sure that the 
time gained is valuable and necessary to their comrades at the front 

“By order of Maj. Gen. W. T. Sherman. ‘ 

“L. M. DAYTON, Aide-de-Camp.” 








MILITARY RECORD OF GEN. CORSE. 
WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE 
Washington, October 4, 1893. 
Statement of the military service of John Murry Corse, late of the United States 
Volunteers, compiled from the records of this o fice. 

He was a cadet at the United States Military Academy July 1, 1853, to April 
23, 1855. 

He entered the service as major, Sixth Iowa Infantry, July 13, 1861; pro- 
moted lieutenant-colonel May 21, 1862, colonel March 29, 1863, and appointed 
brigadier-general of volunteers August 11, 1863. He received the brevet rank 
of major-general of volunteers October 5, 1864, for long and continued sery- 
ice and for special gallantry at Allatoona, Ga. 

Served with his regiment from June to December 14, 1861; provost-mar- 
shal at Laurine Cantonment, Mo., to February 1, 1862; on staff of Gen. pepe 
as inspector-general, district of Central Missouri, to April, 1862, and the 
Army of the Mississippito May, 1862; commanding his regimentin the Army 
of the Tennessee to January, 1863; in the Seventeenth Corps, Department 
of the Tennessee, to August 27, 1863; commanding Fourth Division, Fifteenth 
Corps, to October 25, 1863, and Second Brigade of same division to November 
25, 1863, When wounced at Missionary Ridge, Tenn.; absent, sick on account 
of wounds, to January 18, 1854; commanding draft rendezvous, at Springfield, 
lll., to February 6, 1854, when relieved on account of not having sufficiently 
recovered from his wounds; absent, sick and awaiting orders, to April, 1864; 
on staff of Gen. Sherman as acting inspector-general, Division of the Missis- 
sippi, to July 26, 1864; commanding Second Division, Sixteenth Corps, to — 
tember 25, 1864, and Fourth Division, Fifteenth Corps, to July 24, 1865; in 
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command of the district of Minnesota, August 
honorably mustered out of the service. 


R. WILLIAMS, Adjutant-General 
Mr. McCETTRICK. I move that the bill be laid aside to be 


reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, the committee rose; 
and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. OUTHWAITE re- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar 
had had under consideration the bill (S. 882) granting a pension 
to Frances Corse, widow of Gen. John M. Corse, and had di- 
— him to report the same back with a recommendation that 
it pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. MCKEIGHAN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab- 
sence for eight days, on account of sickness. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PICKLER. I rise to a parliamen inquiry, and I 
would like the attention of the chairman of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. I desire to inquire how the bill which was 
under consideration in the Committee of the Whole granting 
pensions to nonresidents was laid aside? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It was simply no’ acted on in 
Committee of the Whole. 


1865, to April 30, 1866, when 
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Mr. PICKLER. Itretains its place on the Calendar? 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir. 
REMISSION OF FINES, PENALTIES, ETC. 
Mr. BARTLETT, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 





| eign Commerce, reported back with ameudments the bill (H. R. 


7796) to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to remit or miti- 
gate fines, penalties, and forfeitures; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and the ae- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent all 
gentlemen who have spoken on pension bills during this day 
may be permitted to extend their remarks in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HUTCHESON (at 5 o'clock and 7 
minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


that 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS 

Under clause 2of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs: A bill (S. 1211) for the relief of Pay Inspector John H 
Stevenson, of the United States Navy. (Report No. 1308. 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H.R. 
649) for the relief of the Continental Fire Insurance Company, 
and others. (Report No. 1311.) 

By Mr. LOUD, from the same committee: A bill (S. 901) for 
the relief of the owners of the schooner Henry R. Tilton, and 
of personal effects thereon. (Report No. 1312.) 

By Mr. COX, from the same committee: 


A bill (S. 143) for the relief of the heirs of D. Fulford. (Re- 
port No. 1313.) 
A bill (H. R. 2066) for the relief of Charles A. Edwards. (Re- 


port No. 1314.) 
By Mr. BUNN, from the same committee: 


; A bill (S. 1999) for 
the relief of Charles T. Russell. 


(Report No. 1315.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6664) for the 
relief of Milton I’. Colburn, administrator of the estate of Gil- 
bert Colburn, deceased, late of Annapolis, Md., and the same 
was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 7819) to promote 
the efficiency of the militia—to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H.R. 7820) regulating and defining 
the jurisdiction and powers of United States commissioners in 
the Territories—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REILLY: A resolution asking that Tuesday, July 31, 
be set apart for the consideration of bills reported from the 
Committee on Railways and Canals—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BUNDY: A resolution of the General Assembly of the 
State of Ohio, asking the United States Government to erect a 
suitable memorial structure on the site of old Fort Greenville, 
in the State of Ohio, in honor of the memory of Gen. Anthony 
Wayne and his gallant army in subduing the Indians and secur- 
ing the treaty of peace of August 3, 1794—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXI, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: A bill (H.R. 7821) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George A. Comfort—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMINETTI: A bill (H.R. 7822) to pay the claim of 
Otto & Kelly—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 7823) granting an increase of 
pension to Lemuel J. Essex—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. ; 


By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 7824) making appropriation 
for survey of the Neosho River, and for other purposes—to the 


Committee on Railways and Canals. 
By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (HB. R. 7825) to amend the military 
record of W.C. Johnson—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
By Mr. STORER: A bill (H. R. 7826) for the relief of W. H. 
Harrison—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Underclause lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were /aid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of Commercial Exchange of 
Philadelphia, in favor of a bill to permit railroad pooling—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of citizens of Ma- 
delia, Minn., favoring the pension claim of William Brown, late 
of Company D, Eighth Michigan Cavalry—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCDANNOLD: Petition of 88 citizens of Perry, Ill., 
concerning appropriations for Indian education at sectarian 
schools—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: Petition of citizens of Arizona, 
protesting against lotteries and praying for the passage of the 
antilottery bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, claim of Isaac Polhamus, for the loss of the schooner- 
rigged boat Martha Washington—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of 35 members of the Union Vet- 
eran — of Pottstown, Pa., for the passage of a service- 
pension law —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Resolution of the General 
Assembly of the United Presbyterian Church of North America, 
against appropriating money for sectarian Indian schools —to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


SENATE, 
THURSDAY, July 26, 1894. 


Prayer by Rev. Isaac W. CANTER, of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, for 
the consideration of Congress, a letter from the Chief of the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing, submitting an estimate for 
an appropriation of $200, to be embodied in the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill under the head of ‘‘ Engraving and printing,” for 
the rent of office for the agent of the Post-Office Department to 
supervise the distribution of stamps by the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
fe —S the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, citing a list of property owned by the 
United States as the custom-house sites at Astoria, Oregon, and 
other places, which is now unoccupied, and recommending that 
— be made by Congress for proper authority to sell and 

ispose of the same; which the Secretary proceeded to read. 

Mr. DOLPH. Does the communication comein response toa 
resolution, or is it submitted without a request for information? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication does not 
appear to be in response to a Senate resolution. 

Mr. DOLPH. LIask thatit may lie on the table. I think I 
shall have it referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. For the present the commu- 
nication will lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH subsequently said: A few moments ago I asked 
that a communication from the Secretary of the Treasury in re- 
gard to unoccupied and unimproved custom-house sites be laid 
on the table for the time being. I have examined it and I find 
that it embraces such sites in several States. My attention was 
directed to it from the fact that it refers toa lot in Astoria, 
Oregon. I think the communication should go to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. I have consulted with 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, and he does 
not think that it should be referred directly to that committee. 
I move that it be referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response 
to a concurrent resolution of the Senate of June 20, 1894, a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, submitting a copy of a report 
of Capt. Thomas W.Symons, Corps of Engineers, estimating the 
cost of dredging the bar at Everett, in the Stateof Washington, 
at $372,000; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, calling attention to section 2 of the In- 
dian Me ny ee bill, which authorizes and directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to place upon the books of the Treasury to 





the credit of the several Indian tribes interested therein tho 
face value of certain nonpaying State bonds, etc., and reco). 
mending that authority be given the Secretary of the Treasury 
to sell or dispose of said bonds, and also submitting a form o! 
amendment to section 2, for the consideration of the committee 
of conference on the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr.GORMAN. I move that the communication be referred 
to the Committeeon Appropriations, without being printed, Aj 
order to print can be made hereafter. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. 0. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 32) declaring Massachusetts avenue 
through the grounds of the Naval Observatory a public street 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 882) granting a pension to Frances Corse, widow of Gen. 
John M. Corse. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 6,000 copies of 
the official proceedings of the Tribunal of Arbitration created 
in pursuance of the treaty of February 29, 1892, between the 
United States and Great Britain. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4017) for the reinstatement of clerks dismissed 
from the Railway Mail Service between the 15th day of March 
and the {st day of May, 1889; 

A bill (H. R. 4806) for the relief of Andrew Gray; 

A bill (H. R. 4903) to authorize a compromise and settlement 
with the State of Arkansas; 

A bill (H. R. 6542) to change the lines between the eastern and 
western judicial districts of North Carolina, and fixing time for 
holding courts in said eastern district; 

A bill (H. R. 7259) for the relief of certain settlers who have 
entered lands under the timber and stone act, etc.; 

A bill (H. R. 7461) to authorize the entry of land for gravel pits 
and reservoir purposes and authorizing the grantof rightof way 
for pipe lines; oa 

A bill (H. R. 7803) to amend sections 2401 and 2403 of the Re 
vised Statutes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon 8 ct by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S.79) to suthorize a corrected patent to be issued for 
the donation lan’ claim of Wheelock Simmons and wife: and 

A bill(S. 1076' «o release a.certain limitation existing inan ac 
ei sngrees touching the Episcopal Church at St. Augustine, 
Fla. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of sun- 
dry citizens of the United States, remonstrating against the sup- 
port of the Government in maintaining the present system of 
sectarian Indian education, etc.; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. LODGE presented memorials of Sanford H. Johnson and 
220 other citizens of Newburyport; of O. P. Fales and 30 other 
citizens of Boston, and of Frederick H. Williams and 235 citi- 
zens of Haverhill, all in the State of Massachusetts, remonstrat- 
ing against the support of the Government in maintaining the 
present system of sectarian Indian education, etc.; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PEFFER presented the memorial of Rey. F. R. Henry 
and sundry other citizens of Wilsey, Kans., remonstrating 
against the support of the Government in maintaining the pres 
ent system of sectarian Indian education, ete.; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of J. N. Mills, president of the 
Leasee Union Association, of Tecumseh, Okla., praying for th: 
enactment of legislation protecting rights of lessees on Indian 
reservations; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of W. N. Allen, chairman, Lo- 
eal Assembly No. 1562, Knights of Labor, of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
praying for the enactment of legislation restricting immigra- 
tion by taxing immigrants $50 apiece; which was referred to 
the Committee on Immigration . 

Mr. McMILLAN presented memorials of O. A. Garfield and 
sundry other citizens of Durand; of C. J. Silsbee and sundry 
other citizens of Arbela; of G. A. Lark and sundry other citi 
zens of Wisner Township; of Rev. John Meritt and sundry 
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other citizens of Tuscola County, and of George N. Hosack and 
sundry other citizens of Sanilac Center, all in the State of Michi- 

an, remonstrating agaiust the support of the Government in 
maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian education, 
etc.! which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Redlands and Riverside, Cal., remonstrating against the support 
of the Government in maintaining the presentsystem of sectarian 
Indian education, etc.; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Academy of Sciences of 
San Francisco, Cal,, remonstrating against any reduction of the 
size of Government reservations; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I present memorials of Eugene Smith and 
26 other citizens of Connecticut; of George T. Kellogg and 76 
other citizens of Hartford, Conn., and of J. W. Sypher, jr., and 
18 other citizens of Connecticut, remonstrating against the sup- 
port of the Government in maintaining the present system of 
sectarian Indian education, etc. 

I observe that similar memorials have been ordered to lie on 
the table. It seems to me well to send them to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, because there is another Indian appropriation 
bill to come next winter. Ido not know what becomes of the 
memorials when they are ordered to lie on the table; I suppose 
that they pass outof sight forever in the files of the Senate. [ 
move the reference of the petitions to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Do [I understand the motion to include 
all memorials which have been presented on this subject here- 
tofore? There have been a very large number of them presented 
which are now lying on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut reach the memorials heretofore presented 
and now lying on the table? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ithink I will move that all these memorials 
be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. The subject 
will come up next December. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthere objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a memorial of 60 citizens of 
South Omaha, Nebr., remonstrating against the support of the 
Government in maintaining the present system of sectarian In- 
dian education, etc.: which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of 1,000 citizer » of Chicago, 
Il)., praying for an immediate settlement of the tariff question; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented sundry memorials of citizens of 
Manoa, Broadlands, and Galesburg, and of sundry citizens of 
Mason County, all in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against 
the violation of the American principle of separation of church 
and state; which is involved in making appropriations for or 
contracts with agents of sectarian institutions for Indian educa- 
tion, etc.; which were referred to the Committee on Indian 


ffairs. 

Mr. HIGGINS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Delaware, remonstrating against the support of the Govern- 
ment in majntaining the present system of sectarian Indian edu- | 
pn etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Af- | 





rs. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the memorial of R. W. McGinnis and 
sundry other citizens of Westmoreland County, Va., remon- 
strating against the support of the Government in maintaining | 
the present system of sectarian Indian education, etc.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HUNTON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of | 
Berkley, Va., remonstrating against the support of the Gov- 
ernment in maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian 
education, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. A 
WASHINGTON NATIONAL PARK, ” 


Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I present a very important me- 
morial. A long series of months has been occupied in the con- 
sideration of the subject of the memorial. It is signed by some 
pt the most important, in fact the most important, scientific so- 
’ cieties in the United States—the National Geographic Society; 

the American Association for the Advancement of Science; the 
Geological Society of America; the Sierra Club; the Appalachian 
Mountain Club. 

I notice among the names of those constituting the committees | 
appointed by these several societies within the past year to pre- 
pare the memorial those of the following widely known persons | 
and distinguished scientists: 

Dr. David T. Day, Mr. S. F. Emmons, Mr. Bailey Willis, of 
the Geological Society of America. 

/ Maj. J. W. Powell, Prof. Joseph Le Conte, Prof. I. C. Russell, 
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Mr. B. E. Fernow, Dr. C. H. Merriam, of the American Asso- 
ciation for the Advancement of Science. 

Hon. Gardiner G. Hubbard, Mr. John W. Thompson, Miss 
Mary F. Waite, Miss Eliza R. Scidmore, of the National Geo- 
graphic Society. 

Mr. John Muir, President D. S. Jordan, Mr. R. M. Johnson, 
Mr. George B. Bayley, Mr. P. B. Van Trump, of the Sierra 
Club of San Francisco. 

Mr. John Ritchie, jr., Rev. E. C. Smith, Dr. Charles E. Pay 
of the Appalachian Mountain Club of Boston. ; 





This project has been carefully considered not only as to its 
general outlines but as to its details, including such knowledge 
of the surveys of the lands as have enabled definite opinions to 


be formed by those conversant with such subjects. The weight 
of influence is very great and freely given in favor of the estab- 
lishment of a carefully defined national park in the State of 
Washington, which, as described, though not large in extent, 
shall include the most wonderful scenery to be found on this con- 
tinent, as is fully attested. 

It Se apemend includes the celebrated Mount Rainier (as it is + 
officially named, although often called Mount Tacoma), which 
is one of the grandest mountains on the face of the globe, to be 
named in admiration witn such great mountains as Mount St. 
Elias, Mount Ararat, Mount Fusiyama and the most superb 
summits of the Alps. 

The President of the United States proclaimed the Pacific 
forest reserve, in the State of Washington, on the 20th day of 
February, 1893. The western half of this reserve is that portion 
which it is proposed shall be madeanational park. Theeastern 
boundary to follow the crestof the range, but it is recommended 
that the westerly line of the park shall extend one survey 
range beyond the limit of the Pacific forest reserve for the pur- 
pose of including within the limits of the national park all the 
great glacier formations, of which there are eight. 

The Pacific forest reserve is traversed through the middle 
from north to south by the crest of the Cascade range, varying 
from 5,300 feet to 6,800 feet in height. Mount Rainier is an iso- 
lated volcanic peak, 12 miles west of the Divide, from which it 
is separated by a deep valley. Mount Rainier is 14,400 feet 
high. It is superb in its boldness, rising from one canyon 11,000 
feet in 7 miles. On this mountain there is a colony of Arctic 
animals and plants as effectually isolated from other animals 
and plants as are shipwrecked sailors upon an island in mid- 
ocean separated from the rest of humanity. It is important to 
preserve this rare colony of Arctic fauna and flora. The pro- 
posed national park has magnificent forests which, like all those 
of the Puget Sound region, are world-renowned for the mag- 
nificence and beauty of their hemlocks, cedars, and firs, trees 
colossal in size and valuable as regulators of floods; as under 
their protection snows melt slowly, and thus prevent devasta- 
tion of valleys. They are valuable as water preserves for the 


| irrigation of the plains below. 


The boundaries of the proposed national park are so drawn 


| as to exclude from its area lands in which coal, gold, and other 
| minerals are supposed to exist, and they conform to the pur- 


pose that the park shall include all features of scenic beauty 
without encroaching on the rights of miners or settlers. 

This mountain might form a valuable site for a weather sta- 
tion, which, in view of the controlling influence exerted by 


|, Mount Rainier on the moisture-laden winds of the Pacific, would 


be importait in relation to local weather predictions. 
I desire to read an extract in connection with this subject from 
a report made by Prof. Zittel, a well-known German geologist, 


| and Prof. James Bryce, member of Parliament and author of 


the American Commonwealth, as follows: 


The scenery of Mount Rainier is of rare and varied beauty. The peak it- 
self is as noble a mountain as we have ever seen in its lines and structure. 
The glaciers which descend from its snow fields present all the characteristic 
features of those of the Alps, and though less extensive than the ice streams 


| of the Mont Blanc or Monte Rosa groups, are in their crevasses and serracs 
| equally striking and equally worthy of close study. 


We have seen nothing 
more beautiful in Switzerland or Tyrol, in Norway or in the Pyrenees, than 
the Carbon River glaciers and the great Puyallup glaciers; indeed, the ice 
in the latter is unusually pure, and the crevasses unusually fine. The com- 
bination of ice scenery with woodland scenery of the grandest type is to be 
found nowhere in the Old World, unless it be in the Himalayas, and so far 
as we know, nowhere else on the American continent. 


These eminent and experienced observers further say: 


We may, perhaps, be permitted to express a hope that the suggestion 
will at no distant date be made to Congress that Mont Rainier should, like 
the Yosemite Valley and the Geyser region of the Upper Yellowstone, be re- 
served by the Federal Government and treated as a national park. 


If this park be established I am convinced that no resort in the 


| United States will be so much sought after when people come to 


know its wonderful attractions in point of majestic scenery and 
the health-giving —— of the climate which prevails in the 
region in which it is situated. 


-Senator George F. Edmunds, who visited this region a few 
years ago, in honor of whom one of the great glaciers was 
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named, wrote an article descriptive of his trip which was pub- 
lished in the Portland Oregonian, from which I will read the 
following extracts: 

Lnever believed there was anything in America comparable in grandeur 
to the scenery. 

He speaks enthusiastically of the glaciers, and says: 

No Alpine glacier excels the one which is the least in point of size of all 
that have been discovered on this mountain. 

He adds: 

ican not help saying that I am thoroughly convinced that no resort in the 
United States will be so much sought after as this when once people come 
to know that what men cross the Atlantic to see can be seen in equal splen- 
dor, if not surpassed, at home. 

IT have been through the Swiss mountains, and I am compelled to own 
that, incredible as the assertion may appear, there is absolutely no compar- 
ison between the finest effects that are exhibited there and what is seen in 
approaching this grand isolated mountain. I would be willing to 500 
ches again to see that scene. This continent is yet in ignorance of the @x- 
eave of what will be one of the'grandest show places, as well as a sanita- 
rium. 

Mr. President, I am convinced that the establishment of the 
prepense park would confer a great boon upon the people of the 

Jnited States. Itseducational advantages would be of unepeak- 
able value; and asa resort for seekers of health and pleasure it 
would be unsurpassed. The State of Washington, although a 
recent addition to our galaxy of American commonwealths, is 
destined to become within a fow years one of the greatest. It 
will be the heme of millions of prosperous and worthy citizens. 

Now, when we can easily provide, not only for ourselves but 
for future generations, such a ne pleasure ground, san- 
itarium,and educational object-lesson, shall we let the oppor- 
tunity pass, particularly when all this can be secured with com- 
paratively little expense? The outlay of money required for 
the establishment of the park is verysmall. Concessions can be 
leased for hotels, stage routes and stopping places; the pro- 
ceeds of which will provide for maintenance of the park; while 
the guarding can be done by details of soldiers from Vancouver 
barracks, or other army posts located in the State of Washington 
within easy reach. 

The value of the timber is very great, commercially speak- 
ing; and it ought not to be destroyed. When unprotected, in 
the dry season, it is subject to the ravages of fire, started, ),er- 
haps, by careless tourists or campers. This is the most im- 
portant danger to be guarded against. The valleys of the 
White River, the a up River, and the Nisqually River are 
exceedingly fertile; ey are subject to floods during the rapid 
melting of the snow on Mount ier in the limited area above 
the timber line. It is stated that in the broader area below the 
timber line, but above 3,000 feet in elevation, the depth of snow 
in the winter of 1883 was 9 to 15 feet. Protected by the dense 
canopy of fir and hemlock trees, this snow melts slowly and the 
the rivers are high from March to June. These eminent 
scientists, the memorialists, say: 


But let the forests be once destroyed by fire or lumbermen, and the snows 
of each winter melting in early spring will annually overwhelm the Puyal- 
eaeeee and transform it Into a gravelly waste, The same is true of the 
White River and the Nisqually. 


Henee the great importance of preserving these forests for 





the sake of protecting the rich agricultural J=nds below them | 


from destruction. 

Mr. President, this view of the case strongly affects the farm- 
ing interests of my State. The National Government owns this 
mountain region of unsurpassed grandeur, scenic beauty, and 
scientific value. Its forests are valuable for commerce, but 
ought not to be destroyed. The high mountain and glacial lands 
are totally unfit for cultivation. The Government alone can 

otect the rich lower lands from ruin if it acts promptly. I 

ave introduced a bill, in accordance with this memorial, to 
ereate a national park. 

I know there is a prejudice in the minds of some Senators 
against the creation of more national parks on account of the 


additional expense thereby entailed upon the National Govern- | 
have explained that the | 


ment. This should be an exception. 
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expense in the present instance need be very little, if any, that | 


will not be contem 
Let this national 
thought best, let the park be turned over to the State of Wash- 
ington, to be owned and maintained by that Commonwealth. 
I will not ager gen Senate with ee gro I et 
petition, ¢ y a map, having 
consideration of the most eminent scientists in the United States, 
having been a subject of careful attention for many months, and 
as it is deserving of great attention on the part of Congress, be 
printed as a decument. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Does 
Senater from Washington desire a reference of the petition? 
Mr. SQUIRE. I ask its reference to the Committee on Public 


y reimbursed. 


| 


park be created now; afterward, if it be Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 











Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Washington does not de- | ter to a vessel wrecked under similar circumstances. 


| read at length. 
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sire that the document be printed in the RECORD, I believe, by: 
simply that it be printed as a document. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I ask that it be printed as a document, jy 
eluding the accompanying map. If it were not for the map, 
which can not be produced, I would prefer to have the memoria} 
go into the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood that : 
be the request. The Senator from Washington asks that th 
petition just presented be printed as a document, and referr 
to the Committee on Public Lands. In the absence of objec 
it is so ordered. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to wi 
were referred the following bills, submitted adverse re 
thereon; which were agreed to, and the bills were postpone 
definitely: 

A bill (8.1601) granting an honorable discharge to . 
Coughlin, of North Topeka, Kans.; and 

A bill (S. 1866) for the relief @f Isaac L. Musselman, of | 
nessee. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on M 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1776) to rem 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Warre: 
Prosser, asked to be discharged from its further consideratio: 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. PLar? on 
the 25th instant, intended to be proposed to the deficiency a; 
propriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and be printed 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Indian Depredations, 
to whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on 
the 20th instant, intended to be proposed to the deficiency ap- 
ee bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that i! 

referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and be printe1; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred th 
amendment submitted by himself on the 20th instant, intended 
to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation bill, reported f[a- 
vorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Commit 
tee on Appropriations, and be printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whon 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7803) to amend sections 24V1 and 240) 
of the Revised Statutes, reported it without amendment. 

SCHOONER BARGE ASTORIA. 

Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Commitiee on Commerc 
T report back favorably without amendment the bill (H. ht. 
7197} to provide a register for the schooner barge Astoria, and 
I ask for its immediate consideration. It will take but a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is only two or three lines long. The Se: 
tor will see that there can be no objection to it. 

ap ae What is the Order of Business on the Cal- 
endar: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
reported from the Committee on Commerce. 
information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby auto 
ized and directed to cause the ship Astoria, purchased and owned by Geors: 


Grali, and repaired in American ports and converted into a schooner bare 
to be registered as a vessel of the United States. 


Mr. DOLPH. Iwill state that the barge was purchased { 
$1,300 after it was wrecked, and $11,000 was expended in repairs 
The committee are satisfied that it is a proper case. It is © 
House bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of ¢! 


























The bill is at this moment 
It will be read for 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has already »b 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendmen 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

STEAMER OCEANO. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam directed bythe Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2150) to provide an Americ:n 
register for the steamer Oceano, of New York, N. Y., to re 
port it without amendment. This bill was introduced by th: 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. It is somewhat similar to 
the bill which [ have just reported and which has been passe! 
and I ask for! its present consideration. It is to grant a reg!s 





ag 


1894. 


ho ee 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, roceeded to consider the bill. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF SAUGATUCK HARBOR, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Commerce 
I report back favorably a concurrent resolution from the House 
of Representatives, in which the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
McMILLAN] is interested. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iask that the concurrent resolution, which 
consists of only a few lines, be agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be requested to furnish the House with an estimate of the 
probable cost of completing the improvement of Saugatuck Harbor, Michi- 
gan, under the project of 1867, as niodified in 1869, 1870, 1875, 1882, and the 
ae recommended in the report of the Chief of Engineers for the 

rear 1893. 
= HARRIET T. VOSBURGH. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4561) granting a pen- 
sion to Harriet T. Vosburgh, to report it without amendment. 
I will say that the bill proposes a pension to a woman 77 years 
old; and as there can be no objection to it, f ask its immediate 
consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Harriet T. Vosburgh, mother of 
George W. Jarvis, late of Company I, Twenty-first Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CUSTOMS DISTRICT OF HARTFORD, CONN. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4452) adding the towns of 
Manchester and Vernon, in the State of Connecticut, to the 
customs district of Hartford, Conn., and making the city of 
Rockville, Conn.,a port of delivery, to report it favorably with- 
out amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. It 
will take but a minute. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 2255) for the relief of Capt. 
William Fletcher, United States Army; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2256) to amend an act entitled 
An act granting pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars 
of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek 
war, Cherokes disturbances, and the Seminole war,” approved 
July 27,1892; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 


com ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 2257) to remove the charge of 


desertion from the military record of John C. Carroll, alias 
John T. Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 98) to 
correct abuses under the patent system, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HAWLEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill: which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, owing to persistent ill- 


ness, caused by the bad air of this Chamber, and very much ag- 
eae now by remain here, I am obliged to ask for an in- 

nite leave of absence after to-day, which I hope the Senate 
will grant. * 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jer- 
sey asks for an indefinite leave of absence from the Senate after 
to-day. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and leave 
is granted. ; 

LISTS OF CLAIMS ALLOWED. 

Mr. HUNTON submitted the following resolution; which was 

by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treas be, and he is hereby, directed 
to transmit to the Senate a list of all claims allowed by the several account- 
{ng officers of the Treasary Department under appropriations, the balances 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


ee la 
— 


7879 


of which have been exhausted or carried to the surplus fund under the pro 
visions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, since the allowance of tho 
already transmitted to Congress during the present session; and also a list 
of judgments of the Court o7 Claims requiring an appropriation at the 
present session, not already transmitted. 

INDUSTRIAL TROUBLES IN CHICAGO, ILL. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no further resolu- 
tions, concurrent or otherwise, tho Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a former day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
ALLEN, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, directs 
mit to the Senate full copies of all telegraphic and other correspondence 
which may have passed between him or his office and any of the oficer 
agents, or attorneys of the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Rallway Com 
pany, the Illinois Central Railway Company, the Chicago, Milwaukee and 
St. Paul Railway Company, the Chicago and Northwestern Railway ( 
pany, and any and all other railways entering into Chicago that we \ 
any Manner engaged in or affected by the recent industrial troubles in the 
city of Chicago, Ill., as well as all telegraphic and other correspondence wit 
the United States district attorney at the city of Chicago, and any and all 
special attorneys retained or taking any part in the litigation arising out of 
said troubles, between the Ist day of June, 1894, and the present date 


The resolution was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their title 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill (H. R. 4806) for the relief of Andrew Gray; 

A bill (H. R. 4903) to authorize a compromise and settlement 
with the State of Arkansas; 

A bill (H. R. 7259) for the relief of certain settlers who have 
entered lands under the timber and stone act, etc.; 

A bill (H. R. 7451) to authorize the entry of land for gravel 
pits and reservoir purposes and authorizing the grant of right 
of way for pipe lines; and 

A bill (H. R. 7803) to amend sections 2401 and 2403 of the 
vised Statutes. 

The bill (H. R. 4017) for the reinstatement of clerks dismissed 
from the Railway Mail Service between the 15th day of March 
and the Ist day of May, 1889, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 6542) to change the lines between the eastern 
and western judicial districts of North Carolina and fixing time 
for holding courts in said western district was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

NAVAL OBSERVATORY GROUNDS. 


Mr. GIBSON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 32) declar 
ing Massachusetts avenue through the grounds of the Naval Observatory a 
public street, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to } 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
Senate and agree to the same. 


ae 


1 to trans 






sof the 


CHAS. H. GIBSON, 

JO. C. 8. BLACKBURN 
GEO. C. PERKINS, 

Managere onthe part of the Senut 
JNO. T. HEARD, 
JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
P. S. POST, 

Managers on the part of the Hou 

The report was concurred in. 

LOCATION OF MILITARY BOUNTY LAND WARRANTS. 

The PRESIDENT pyro tempore. The morning business is 
concluded, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. CAREY. Iask for the present consideration of the bil! 
(S. 679) to provide for the location and satisfaction of outstand- 
ing military bounty land warrants and certificates of location 
under section 3 of the act approved June 2, 1853. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reporte: 
from the Committee on Public Lands with an amendment, t« 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That in addition to the benefits now given thereto by law, all unsati 
military bounty land warrants uuder any act of Congress, and unsat 
indemnity certificates of location under the act of Congress approved Jui 
-2, 1858, whether heretofore or hereafter issued, shall bereceivable at the rau 
of $1.25 per acre in payment or part payment for any lands entered under 
the desert-land law of March 3, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the sale 
of desert lands in certain States and ‘Territories,’’ and the amendments 
thereto, thé timber-culiture law of March 3, 1873, entitled ‘‘An act to en- 
courage the growth of timber on the Western prairies,’ and the amend- 
ments thereto: the timber and stone law of June3, 1878, entitled “An act for 
the sale of timber lands in the States of California, Oregon, Nebraska, and 
Washington Territory,”’ and the amendments thereto, or for lands which 
may be sold at public auction,except such lands as shall have been pur 
chased from any Indian tribe within ten years last past 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for athird reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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ELIZA K. STARR. 


Mr. QUAY. Lask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 3487) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
K. Starr. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Eliza K. Starr, widow of Samuel 
H. Starr, late colonel Fifth New Jersey Volunteers and major 
and brevet colonel Sixth United States Cavalry, and to pay her 
a pension of $25 a month in lieu of her present pension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MATES IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 38) relating to the payment and 
retirement of mates in the United States Navy. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to so con- 
strue the law regulating the retirement of warrant officers in 
the Navy as to apply to the twenty-eight officers now serving 
as mates in the Navy, and that they shall be entitled to receive 
annual pay at the rates following: When at sea, $1,200; on shore 
ouly $900; on leave or waiting orders, $700; but provides that 
not ing therein contained shall be so construed as to authorize 
any increase of pay for any time prior to the passage of the act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ST. LOUIS BRIDGE BETWEEN WISCONSIN AND MINNESOTA. 


Mr. WASHBURN. lIask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 2151) to amend an act to authorize 
the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River be- 
tween the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota, approved April 
24, 1894. 

by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 3, before the word ‘‘two,” 
to strike out ‘‘ section” and insert ‘‘ sections,” and after the word 
‘*two” to insert ‘‘and three;” so as to read: 

Thatsections 2 and 8 of said act be amended so as to read, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of the bill, to insert: 

And in addition thereto, and before the putting in place of the draw spans 
of the bridge to be built under this act, the company or persons owning or 
holding such eetane shall be required, under the direction and supervision 
of the Secretary of War, or of such officer as he shall designate, to dredge 
out to a minimum depth of 21 feet below low-water datum the two triangu- 
lar spaces above and below the proposed site of the bridge, included in the 
interior angles formed by the crossing of the two ship channels at “‘ the 
gate,’’ to such an extent as to create a basin, the easterly and westerly 
limits of which shall be respectively at not less than 1,000 feec from the axis 
of the bridge and shall be parallel thereto. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CARACAS AWARDS. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask the Senate to take > for present consider- 
ation the bill (S. 756) for the application of the accretions of the 
Caracas awards of 1868 to the new awards made in 1889 and 1890. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations 
by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE]. I think the bill 
will explain and commend itself to the Senate. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bhi was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Committee on Foreign Relations to 
strike out the preamble. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘ A bill to make disposi- 
tion of the accretions upon the fund received by the Government 
of the United States upon the account of the pemets of the 
Caracas awards of 1868, and to apply said accretions to the pay- 
ment of the new awards made in 1889 and 1890 under the Wash- 
ington commission.” 

WILLIAM H. HUGO, 


Mr.MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 


roceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 1549) for the relief of 
illiam H, Hugo. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 


It authorizes the Pres- 
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ident to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, to appoint William H. Hugo, a first lieutenant of cavalry 
in the Army of the United States, and thereupon to place him 
on the retired list of the Army, with the pay and emoluments 
of a retired officer with the rank of a first Neutenant, withous 
regard and in addition to the retired list now authorized by law, 

Mr. MILLS. Has the bill been reported by a committee? 

Mr. MANDERSON. [t has been reported unanimously py 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, o,- 
dered to be engrosed for a third reading, read the third time 
and passed. 

CLOSING OF AN ALLEY. 


Mr. MCMILLAN. Lask unanimous consent to call up tho 
bill (S. 2217) to provide for the closing of a part of an alley in 
square 185 in the city of Washington, D. C. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of th 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. MILLS. Has the bill been reported by a committee? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. It was reported unanimously by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MILLS. Ishould like to have some one state what is the 
object of closing the alley. I donot believe in closing strect 
and alleys if it can be prevented, unless there is some good reasu 
for so doing. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. This is a part of an alley laid out twenty- 
five yearsago. It never has been used at all. Another alle, 
has been — in the rear, which is used by all the properi; 
owners, and this alley is of no actual use, being built upon. T! 
bill is simply intended to clear the title. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, o; 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time 
and passed. 

REAR-ADMIRAL GEORGE BROWN, UNITED STATES NAVY, AND 
OTHERS. 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask the consent of the Senate for the pre:- 
ent consideration of the bill (S. 2034) authorizing the persons 
herein named to accept of certain decorations and testimonials 
from the Hawaiian Government. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate,as in Committee of th 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes Rear Ad- 
miral George Brown, Ensign George P. Blow, Lieut. George 5 
Dyer, Frank Laviere, Capt. George C. Remey, and Medical In- 
spector George W. Woods, all of the United States Navy, to ac 
cept certain decorations of the Royal Order of Kalakaua. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, o 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third tim 


and passed. 
BENJAMIN F. POTEET. 

Mr. PASCO. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H 
R, 6969) for the relief of Benjamin F. Poteet, and that it be p 
on its passage. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of th 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with amendments—in Jine 5, before the word ‘‘ cents,” to strik 
out “seventy-five” and insert “ sixty-eight,” and in line 6, afier 
the word “‘ Treasury,” to strike out “ not otherwise appropri 
ated” and insert ‘‘ to the credit of the Sac and Fox Indians;” so 
as to make the bill read: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereb) 
authorized and directed to pay to Benjamin F. Poteet, of Nebraska, #123.‘ 
out of any moneys in the Treasury to the credit of the Sac and Fox Indian 
the same being a repayment of amount wesoerely and by mistake collect 
from him in excess of contract price for land purchased. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend 
ments were concurred in. ; 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bil 
to be read a third time. 

The biil was read the third time, and passed. 

LANDS FOR EDUCATIONAL PURPOSES IN MONTANA. 

Mr. POWER. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bil} (H. R. 83) authorizing the State of Montana 
to make selections ffom certain public lands. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of tl 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ENLISTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair) laid 
before the Senate the amendment of the House of Representa 
tives to the bill (S. 1209) to regulate enlistments in the Army 
of the United States. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, on page 
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1. section 2, line 4, strike out after the word “faithful” all the 


~ 


remainder of section 2, and insert in lieu thereof the following: | 


e of peace no person (except an Indian) who is not a citizen of 
td in aeates, or who eee not made legal declaration of his intention 
to become a citizen of the United States, or who can not speak, read, and 
write the English language, or who is over 30 years of age, shall be enlisted 
for the first enlistment inthe Army: Provided, That any soldier discharged 
since January 27, 18938, who has been prevented from reénlisting by the op- 
erations of the act of Congress approved February 27, 1893, and who may 
hereafter enlist within three months from the date of the a ae of this 
act, shall be considered to have reénlisted and shall be entitled to receive 


while serving subsequent to such enlistment the same pay, service pay, and | 


allowances as if he had reénlisted within thirty days from his latest dis 
charge. 

Mr. BATE. The amendmentof the House of Representatives 
was sent to the Military Committes of the Senate and it meets 
their approval. I move that the amendment be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

COMMANDER DENNIS W. MULLAN. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution (S.R.34) authorizing Commander 
Dennis W. Mullan, United States Navy, to accept a medal pre- 
sented to him by the Chilean Government. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SUITS UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


Mr. LODGE. I desire to call up the bill (S. 346) to remove 
the bar of the statute of limitation and give the right of appeal 
in certain cases. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as fol- 
lows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the statute of limitation shall not be imposed in 
any suit brought by any laborer, workman, or mechanic in the Court of 
claims against the United States to recover wages claimed to be due him 
under the national eight-hour Jaw: Provided, That such suits shall be com- 
menced within three years from the passage of this act: And provided fur- 
ther, That any number of claimants may join in thesame suit, and the court 
may find in favor of some and against some, as in law and equity may be 
right, and both the claimants and the United States shall have the right to 
appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, irrespective of the 
amount claimed. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MARY E. TRICKEY. 


Mr. PALMER. lIask unanimousconsent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1196)te pension Mary E. Trickey. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Mary E, Trickey, as widow of Hart- 
well M. Trickey, late of Company I, One hundred and sixth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry. 

he biil was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CUSTOM HOUSE PROPERTY IN LOUISVILLE, KY. 


Mr. LINDSAY. I ask unanimous consent to call up for pres- 
ent consideration the bill (H.R. 366) providing for the sale of 
the old custom-house and lot connected therewith in the city of 
Louisville, Ky. 

By unanimous-consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GRACELAND CEMETERY. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iask unanimous consent to call up the 
bill (S. 2245) to prohibit the interment of bodies in Graceland 
Cemetery in the District of Columbia. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

PACIFIC STATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. WHITE. Lask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
1295) to reimburse the States of California, Oregon, and Nevada 


i moneys by them expended in the suppression of the rebel- 


Mr. HARRIS. I desire to inquire from what committee that 
bill came? 
Mr. WHITE. I will state that the bill was reported from the 


Committee on Military Affairs, and that there is a printed re- 
port numbered 287. ‘The bill has passed the Senate heretofore, 
and was once passed upon asundry civil appropriation bill. The 


| 


| 


| receive my vote again; but I suggest to the Seaator from 
| fornia that it is now onty a half hour until the morning 
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report of the committee is elaborate, and I do not think any one 
questions the justice of the claim. It is based on exactly the 
same principles as similar bills which have been passed regard- 
ing other States. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am not prepared to raise any objection or 
criticism upon the report of the bill, but it is a. very important 
bill and involves very large sums of money. P 

“Mr. WHITE. The bill certainly received the Senator's vote 
when it was passed before. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is very probablyso, and it wil! 


probably 
Cali- 
hour 
expires, and a bill of this magnitude ought not to be hurriedly 
considered in the few minutes which remain of the morning 
hour. While I do not intend to interpose a positive objection 
to the bill, I would greatly prefer that it should be made the 
special order for some particular time when we can have a full 
Senate. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Tennessee will permit me, 
I will call his attention to the report of the committee, simply 
that he may investigate it. The report, as I have stated, is 
numbered 2387, and I think is very satisfactory. Of course, in 
view of the statement of the Senator from Tennessee, I shall 
not press the bill at this time. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should be glad that it should go over this 
morning. 

Mr. WHITE. To save time hereafter, there is an amend- 
ment which I desire to have inserted at the end of the bill, sim- 
ply providing that the money shall be paid directly to the State 
treasuries. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the proposed amendment be printed. 

Mr. WHITE. Iask that the amendment be printed and that 
the bill be made a special order for 1 o’clock to-morrow, in ac- 
cordance with the suggestion of the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be printed. 
The Senator from California asks that the bill be made a special 
order for 1 o'clock to-morrow. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


WORK AND WAGES OF WOMEN AND CHILDREN. 


Mr. BATE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 94) providing for an in- 
vestigation relative to the work and wages of women and chil- 
dren. I will state that the joint resolution will take no time, 
and it is of some importance that it should be promptly acted 
upon. It appropriates no money. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It directs 
the Commissioner of Labor to investigate and make report upon 
the conditions attending the employment of women and children; 
their wages, earnings, sanitary surroundings, and cost of living; 
the effectof variousemploymentsupon their health and longevity: 
what measures are taken to protect their physical conditionand 
to protect them from accidents; the rates of wages paid them in 
comparison with the rates paid men; and the effect, if any, their 
employment has had upon the wages and employment of men, 
and that the investigation shall be carried out under the regu- 
lar appropriations made for the Department of Labor. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before the joint resolution is passed, I 
should like to ask the Senator from Tennessee from what com- 
mittee it comes? 

Mr. BATE. The resolution was reported unanimously by the 
Committee on Education and Labor, and was unanimously passed 
by the House of Representatives. It appropriates no money 
whatever, and it only gives directions to the Commissioner of 
Labor to make the investigation. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The explanation is satisfactory to me. 

The joint resolution was passed. 


P. S. CORBETT. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 103) for the relief of P. S. Corbett. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the accounts of P. S. Corbett, formerly United States marshal of the 
State of Nevada, be readjusted by the Treasury Department; and that the 
services rendered and expenses incurred by said Corbett in his various at- 
tempts to arrest George E. Spencer, and for attempting to arrest persons 
charged with selling liquor to Indians, be allowed under the head of © Ex- 
traordinary expense account;"’ and also that the said Corbett be credited 
with full mileage, as provided in section 837 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States applicable to the marshals of Oregon and Nevada, from the 
place of arrest to the place of commitment 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JAMES L. TOWNSEND. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1468) for the relief of James L. Town- 
send, which passed the Senate in the last Congress, but failed 
to receive consideration in the House of Representatives. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of War to correct the military record of James L. Townsend, 
late captain of Company B, Fourteenth Connecticut Volunteers, 
and to grant him an honorable discharge. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


ADMINISTRATOR OF HENRY FITZHUGH. 


Mr.DANIEL. I ask unanimous consentof the Senate for the 
pee consideration of the bill (S. 1824) to are out the find- 
ngs of the Court of Claims, and for the relief of Samuel Fitz- 
hugh, administrator of Henry Fitzhugh. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. The preamble recites 
that in the case of Samuel Fitzhugh, administrator of Henry 
Fitzhugh, deceased, vs. The United States, in the Court of Claims, 
the court upon a ee inquiry found that Henry Fitz- 
hugh, the person alleged to have furnished supplies or stores 
to the United States, or from whom the same were ‘ed to 
have been taken, was loyal to the Government of the United 
States throughout the war; and the court further ascertained 
that at the time and place alleged in the petition the military 
forces of the United States for the use of the Army took from 
Henry Fitzhugh stores and supplies amounting in value at the 


time of taking to $19,975. 

The bill See to pay $19,975, to Samuel Fitzhugh, ad- 
ministrator of Henry Fitzhugh, deceased, in full of stores 
furnished by and supplies taken from Henry Fitzhugb, by the 
military forees of the United States during the war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without. amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


DONATIONS OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. HILL. [ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 3202) donating condemned cannon to 
the St. Lawrence State hospital at Ogdensburg, N. Y 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. From what committee does the bill come? 
a HILL. It is reported from the Committee on Naval Af- 

8. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


bey f= nownante to consider the bill. 
The was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


/ LEASES IN YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
roceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5298) concerning 
sin the Yellowstone National Park. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
ole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
d to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Se . 


nate: . 
A bill (H. R. 233) to supplement the act of June 27, 1890, as to 


pensions; e 
A bill (H. R. 2634) for the relief of P. B. Kennedy, surviving 
tner of Dalton & Kennedy; 
A bill (H. R. 3476) to provide for the examination and classi- 
fication of certain mineral lands in the States of Montana and 


A bill (H. R. 3655) for the relief of settlers on unsurveyed lands 
ts within railroad land grants; 

A bill (H. 8.5623) authorizing the issue of a patent to the Pres- 
byterian Board of Home Missions for certain lands on the Omaha 
Indian Reservation for school purposes; 
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A bill (H. R. 7204) empowering fourth-class postmasters | 
minister oaths to pensioners; 

A bill (H.R. 7488) authorizing the Secretary of the Inter 
to grant leases for sites on the Hot Springs Reservation, Ar 
for coid-water reservoirs; 

A bill (H.R. 7515) granting the right of way through the A 
lington reservation for electric railway purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7574) to amend section 3 of an act entitled * \), 
act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapag}- 
tated for the performance of manual labor, and providing fy 
pension to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,” .) 
proved June 27, 1890; and 

A bill (A. R. 7734) toamend an actentitled ‘ An act autho; 
ing the construction of a high wagon bridge across the \| 
souri River ator near Sioux City, Iowa,” approved March : 
1889, as amended by actsof April 30, 1890, February 7, 1893, 
March 24, 1894. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the Hous 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereipou 
signed by the President protempore: 

A bill (B. R.. 2586) granting certain property to the cit; 
Newport, Ky.; 

A bill (H. R. 2637) for the relief of Eugene Wells, late capta 
Twelfth Infantry and second lieutenant First Artillery,. United 
States Army; and 

A bill (H.R. 4822) granting use of certain land to the town 
Castine, Me., for a public park. 


FORTIFCATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Hous 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4858) “ making appropri 
ations for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, 
for other pu’ es,"’ having met, after full and free conference have avre:( 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follow 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered | and 21. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of th 
Senate numbered 2, 3, 4, 5, 9, 10, 11, 12,13, 16, 17, 18, 19, and 22, and agree to th 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow 
Before the matter inserted by said amendment, insert the words ‘othe 
than water navigation companies;’’ and in line 20, page 2, of the bill, after th 
word ‘‘thereof,”’ insert the following: ‘‘And the Secretary of War is hereby 
further authorized to assess upon vessels using the wharf at Fort Monro: 
Va., one-half of the actual costs of repairs rendered necessary by the ori! 
ary wear and tear of said wharf, and any damage done to said wharf by any 
vessel shall be paid for by the owner or owners of said vessel;’’ and t 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 0! 
Senate numbered 7, and ee to the same with an amendment as follow: 
After the word ‘‘roads” in said amendment, insert the word ‘pavement 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of |! 
Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow: 
= line 16, on page 3 of the bill, insert as a separate paragraph the fol! 

ne’ 


“And any unexpended balance of the appropriation for construction 
compete, of a sewerage system at Fort Monroe, e by the sundry ci 
appropriation act approved March 2, 1889, is hereby covered into the Trea 


ury. 

‘Ana the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an amendment as [f0!!0' 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$293,000’ and the Senate agree to' 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of th: 
Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “‘$356,000;"' and the Senate agree to | 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 0! t! 
Senate numbered 20, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow 
In line 19 of said amendment, after the word “ dollars,’’ insert the words 
so much thereof as may be necessary;’’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow 
In liewof the sum proposed insert ‘‘$100,000;'’ and the Senate agree to | 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of “ 
Senate numbered 24 and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows 
In lieu. of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following 
‘Provided, That before any money shall be expended in the construction 
test of any gun, gun-carriage, ammunition, or implements under the sup” 
vision of the said Board, the Board shall be satisfied, after due inquiry, + 
the Government of the United States has a Jawful right to use the inven 
tions involved in the construction of such gun, gun-carriage, ammunition ©! 
implements, or that the construction or test is made at the request of a per 
son either having such lawful right or authorized to convey the same to ‘“¢ 

Government.” 
And the Senate» acres to the same. 

WILKINSON CALL, 
JO. C. 8. BLACKBURN 
EUGENE HALE, 

Managers on the part of the S: 
J. E. WASHINGTON, 
JOSEPH D. SAWYER, 
HENRY H. BINGHAM, 

Managers on the part of the Hovst 


ate 


The report was concurred in. 
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Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I submit the following state- 
ment: 














f {ll as passed by the Senate appropriated..................... 92,836, 004 
Pt arees Gah TR COMIATONCO «0 00 0202 22 enc ew cnne - ~~ 22 oon ence eee 2, 427, 004 
SeeMOtaeNl Ti COMTOTONCS. .... ..... .. oon ona ae eee eee cone eeee 403, 600 
2, 427, 004 

s agreed on in conference...........----...-2----2e ee ene cess en eeee 2, 427, 00 
“ pasned ha cick nun cotaceadasetnagesesqnen aren 2, 224, 654 


{nerease over the House bill ............-....... 


2, 427, 004 


As agreed on in conference .... 


Sy MN a ecd died nthtesoe ann- once eee ewes ccewncnennsnes 2, 210, 055 








Increase over last law..................---. 216, 9419 


ANDREW GRAY. 

Mr. WHITE. The bill (S.1296)for the reliefof Andrew Gray 
has been reported favorably to the Senate, and a similar meas- 
ure has come from the House of Representatives, being House 
pill 4806. I ask that the House bill may be now considered. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4806) for the relief 
of Andrew Gray. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
bill (S. 1296) for the relief of Andrew Gray will be indefinitely 
postponed in the absence of objection. 


WILLIAM H. AND GEORGE BOBINGER. 


Mr.HUNTON. lLIaskunanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2118) authorizing the sale of the title of United 
States to a tract of land in Montgomery County, in the State of 

land, to William H. and George Bobinger. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia, with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was in section 1, line 8, before the word 
“described,” to insert ‘‘hereinafter;” in the same line, after 
the word “‘described,” to strike out ‘‘ as follows,” and insert: 

Ata price to be determined by the Secretary of War upon a consideration 
of all the circumstances of the case, which ce shall exclusive of the 
value of im ments on said land: Prov , That the Secretary of War 
shall be of opinion that thesaid sale will in no wise be detrimental to the 
Washington Aqueduct. 

So as to make the clause read: 


That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and r 


uired 
to sell, Ee . and convey unto William H. Bob 


er and George Bobinger, 


of Mon County, in the State of Maryland, all the right, title, and 
interest of the United States in and unto all that tract of land in said county 


and State hereinafter described. ata price to be determined by the Secretary 
of War upon a consideration ofall the circumstances of the case, which price 
shall be exclusive of tle value of the improvements on said land: Provided, 
That the Secretary of War shall be of the opinion that the said sale will in 
no wise be detrimental to the Washington Aqueduct. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
© The next amendment was, in section 1, line 18, before the word 
“feet,” to strike out ‘‘forty” and insert ‘forty-seven; ”’ in line 
22, before the word ‘‘feet,” to strike out ‘‘forty” and insert 
“forty-seven: ” in line 25, before the words ‘‘square foot,” to 
strike out “four thousand four hundred and forty-one ” and in- 
sert ‘‘five thousand two hundred and seventeen;” and in line 
26, after the word “ about,” to strike out one-tenth ” and insert 

‘one-eighth;” so as to make the clause read: 

Beginning at a point south 85° 21’ west 67} feet from a stone marked ‘ W. 
A. N. 43,” and running thence north 4° 39’ west 47 feet; thence south 85° 21’ 
west and parallel with the southern boundary of the United States land 
next west of Cabin John bridge 111 feet; thence south 4° 38’ minutes east 47 
feet; thence north 85° 21’ east 111 feet to the space of beginning, containing 
5,217 square feet, or about } of an acre of land. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 2, as follows: 

Sec. 2. That upon the payment by the said Wiiliam H. Bobinger and 

Bobinger into the Treasury of the United States such sum of money 
4s the said Secretary of War, upon a consideration of all the circumstances, 
exclusive of the value of any buildings thereon, shall determine proper to be 

id by the said William F. and George Bobinger for said tract of land: 
That the of War may be the opinion that the said 
Sale in no wise be detrimental to the Washington Aqueduct. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


VIRGINIUS INDEMNITY FUND. 


Mr. GRAY. Iask unanimous consent to take from the table 
House bill 6111. That bill has been d by the House of Rep- 
Tesentatives, and when reported to the Senate I asked that it 
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might lie on the tabie, for the reason that the Senate had passed 
a bill upon the same subject, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations unanimously, and sent it to the 
House. Meantime the» House had passed identically a simila: 
bill and sent it to the Senate. I therefore ask, as both Houses 
have already acted upon identically similar measures, that 
House bill 6111 be taken from the table for the consideration and 
action of the Senate. 

There being noobjection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H.R. 6111) for the dis 
posal of the accretions of the Virginius indemnity fund. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

WILLIAM B. CHAPMAN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. PASCO. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 43828) for the relief of William B. 
Chapman, George W. Street, John W. Hoes, Emmet C. Tuthilil, 
and Joseph H. Curtis. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secr 
tary of War to revoke so much of Special Orders No. 22), 
Headquarters Department of Virginia and North Carolina 
dated August 21, 1864, as dismissed First Lieut. William 
Chapman, First Lieut. George W. Street, First Lieut. John W 
Hoes, First Lieut. EmmetC. Tuthill, and First Lieut. Joseph H 
Curtis, Third New York Infantry Volunteers, from the service 
of the United States, and to issue to each of these oflicers a cer 
tificate of honorable discharge as of the date of the order of di: 
missal; but the act shall not be construed to allow to any officer 
named therein, or his heirs, any pay or allowances to which he 
would not have been entitled if he had been honorably dis- 
charged on August 21, 1864. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REAR-ADMIRAL JOHN H. RUSSELL. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (S- 
864) to authorize the payment to Rear-Admiral John H. Rus 
sell of the highest pay of his grade be now considered. 

There being no objection, the Senate,as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
with an amendment, in line 19, after the word ‘‘ grade,” to strike 
out ‘‘from the date of his retirement;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in consideration of the eminent and conspicuous 
services rendered by Rear-Admiral John H. Russell, of the United State 
Navy, retired, particularly in that on the night of September 13, 1861, while 
holding the rank of lieutenant, he voluntarily commanded an expedition of 
about one hundred officers and men which destroyed the Confederate wa) 
vessel Judah, which was fully armed, manned, and equipped. and moored 
at the Pensacola navy-yard, in the presence of over 1}, soldiers who were 
stationed at the yard, and In the face of numerous batteries, one-fifth of his 
command being either killed or wounded, he being among the latter, and 1) 
that he served faithfully and commendably during the subsequent years of 
the war of the rebellion in important commands and has never received any 

al promotion or advancement in numbers, said Rear-Admiral John H 
Russell shall receive the highest pay of his grade. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. 0. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 6171) to authorize the Metropolitan Railroad Com 
pany tochange its motive power for the propulsion of the cars o! 
said company. 











ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The m é also announced that the Speaker of the Hou 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 894) for the relief of Robert Travila fo 
carbine in late war; 

A bill (H. R. 5459) to pension the minor children of Alfred 
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| Phipps; 


A bill (H. R. 5735) to remove the political disabilities of Cale) 
Huse; and . 

A bill (H. R. 5860) to amend sections 4, 6, and 10 of the act of 
February 9, 1893, entitled ‘‘ An act to establish a court of ap- 
peals for the District of Columbia, and for other purposes.” 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 








A bill (H. R. 233) to supplement the act of June 27, 1890, as to 
nsions; and 

A bill (H. R. 7574) to amend section 3 of an act entitled ‘‘ An 
act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapaci- 
tated for the performance of manual labor, and providing for 
pension to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,” 
—— June 27, 1890. 

he following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill (H. R. 3476) to provide for the examination and classifi- 
— of certain mineral lands in the States of Montana and 

daho: 

A bill (H. R. 3655)for the relief of settlerson unsurveyed lands 
lying within railroad land grants; 

A bill (B. R. 5623) authorizing the issue of a patent to the 
Presbyterian Board of Home Missions for certain lands on the 
Omaha Indian Reservation for school purposes; and 

A bill — R. 7488) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to grant leases for sites on the Hot Springs Reservation, Ark.., 
for cold-water reservoirs. 

The bill (H. R. 2634) for the relief of P. B. Kennedy, surviving 
partner of Dalton & Kennedy, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 7294) empowering fourth-class postmasters to 
administer oaths to pensioners was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 7515) granting the right of way through the 
Arlington reservation for electric railway pur 8 was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. 

The bill (H. R.7734) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act author- 
izing the construction of a high wagon bridge across the Mis- 
souri River at or near Sioux City, Lowa,” approved March 2, 
1889, as amended by acts of April 30, 1890, February 7, 1893, 
and March 24, 1894, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask that that bill lie on the table without 
reference, in order that it may be taken up to-morrow morning. 
I understand that a similar bill has received the approval of the 
Committee on Commerce of this body. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table 
until to-morrow, in the absence of objection. 


METROPOLITAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 
Mr. MCMILLAN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the eogress votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R.6171) “to authorize the 
Metropolitan Company to change its motive power for the propul 
sion of the cars of said company,”’ having met, after full and free conference 
sores to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered I, 2, 3, 4, 6,7, 8, 10, 12, and 13, and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 5. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 9, and to the same with an amendment striking out 
the proviso; and that the Senate ee to the same. 

That the House recede from its isagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same,amended so that the section 
shall read as follows: 

“Sxgco. 5. Thatthe Metropolitan Railroad Company is hereby authorized 
and required immediately to make reciprocal transfer arrangements with 
street railroad companies whose lines now connect with its lines, and to 
furnish such facilities therefor as the public convenience mee 7. 
Upon the completion of the underground electric system provided for in 
this act, the said fon eeetnes Railroad Company is hereby further author- 
ized an uired to enter into reciprocal trackage arrangements with con- 
nec roads. The schedules and compensation shall be mutually 
= between the said Metropolitan Railroad Com anc the com ies 

th whose lines its lines connect; and in any case of failure to reach such 
mutual agreement, the matters in dispute shall be determined by the su- 
— court of the District of Columbia upon a filed by either party: 
vided, That every street railway company in the District of Columbia, 
whose lines connect or whose lines may hereafter connect with the lines of 
any other street railway company, is hereby subjected to the same require- 
ments as to transfers and track arrangements, and upon similar condi- 
tions, as in this section provided in the case of the Metropolitan Railroad 
Company and the lines connecting therewith.”’ 
And that the Senate agree to the same. 
JAMES McMiLLAN, 


ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
H. C. HANSBROUGH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JNO. T. HEARD, 
JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
P. S. POST, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 19, 1994. 


Resolved, That the House insists en its disagreement to the amendments 
of the Senate to H. R. 4864, entitled ‘‘An act to reduce taxation, to vide 


revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,’’ and asks a er 
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conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Hous 
thereon. 3 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to withdraw the amendments which } 
proposed yesterday to the motions of the Senator from Wiscoy 
sin |Mr. VILAs] and the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], _ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments suggesie, 
heretofore by the Senator from Pennsylvania are withdrawn. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President 

Mr. GRAY. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delawa», 
<: o the absence ofa quorum. The Secretary will call th, 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators ap. 
swered to their names: 





Aldrich, Dubois, McMillan, Quay, 
Allen, Faulkner, McPherson, Roach, 
Allison Frye, Manderson, Shoup, 
Bate, Gallinger, Martin, Smith, 
a George, Mills, Squire, 
Blackburn Gibson, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, 
Blanchard, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Call, Hale, Murphy, Turpie, 
Camden, Hansbrough, Palmer, Vest, 
Chandler, arris, Pasco, Vilas, 
Oockrell, Hawley Peffer, Walsh, 
oke, Hill, Perkins, Washburn, 
Cullom, Hunton, Platt, White. 
Davis, Irby, Power, 
Dolph, Jones, Ark. Proctor, 
Dixon, Lindsay, Pugh, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-one Senators have ap- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The Senator 
from Wisconsin will proceed. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, on Monday last an extraordinar 
scene took place in the Senate. A Senator of the United States, 0; 
the same party association with the President, felt himself war. 
ranted in pursuing a course which I believe is without precedent iy 
our history, or, if there be example for it, the example ought rathe 
to have been shunned than followed. It was a spectacle such as | 
trust may never again be seen in this Chamber; not the arraign. 
ment of the political poracianes or the measures recommended bj 
the President of the United States, but a personal assault upon his 
character. 

I have hoped, sir, that the remarks which were made by th: 
Senator from Maryland (Mr. GorRMAN] and other Senators at his 
request on that day might appear in the Recorp before I felt called 
upon to say something in reply, but I suppose the engagements and 
occupations of the Senator from Maryland have prevented him 
hitherto from reviewing what was said in such manner as he desires 
before it is finally incorporated with the Recorp. Ican well under 
stand that, because my own occupations have been such as to den} 
me the measure of consideration which I should have been glad to 

ive before addressing any remarks to the Senate upon the subject 
But the occasion can not be suffered to pass without something fro: 
me regarding the remarkable assault which was made, and I musi 
deal with it as I find it given to the public through the newspape 

ress. 
Mr. President, it is well known that I must speak to this subject 
from a standpoint not only of a political but a personal friend o/ 
that distinguished man who is at the head of the Government. | 
rejoice, sir, though I have never vaunted it, in the honor of that 
friendship. It has been continued to me after four years of inti- 
mate association with him in his official family, and it is a prix 
which I have a right to claim. I have often said that of the 
rewards, few and stinted, which come to laborious public men, one 

reatest to me and in my estimation, was the privilege of participat- 
ing in the upright, lofty, and faithful councils of that distinguished 
man in his efforts to render useful public service to his country- 
men in his day and generation. 

And, in all the time of our association, and I have been s0 situ- 
ated that there could be no concealment, if the fact were otherwise, 
it is my honest testimony to his character that never in any moment, 
in any trial, in any temptation, political or personal, did I fail to se 
the _— white light of an upright purpose illuminate and direct lis 
mind. 

For such a man, under such circumstances, I feel called upon to 
say some words, not in defense—he needs no defense—but in correc 
tion of the apparent discoloration given to simple and plain facts 11 
the attempt to discredit him with his countrymen. 

Ishall speak with temperance and moderation, I trust ; I certainly 
mean so to speak. I desire only to make as plain as I can, for the 
truth of history, the matter of fact, which, being clearly under- 
stood, judgment may be safely risked without words of mine. | 
speak in the calmness of perception that it is the simple truth whic) 
ought to be clearly known. ; 

Mr. President, what were the points of accusation in the attacks 
to which I have alluded? (I regret that the distinguished Senate’ 
from Maryland is not in his seat. I trust he soon will be.) The) 
were three, if I can correctly analyze what appears in the press 
and what I listened to. 

It was first said, or argued if the word was not used, that t! 
President was open to the charge of duplicity in the letter which b« 








1894. 


ee 


addressed to the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means in 
the House of Representatives; and the specification made, the only 


j ion possible to be made upon the letter, was that the 
ae veinel upon his expressed desire and urgency that the 
articles of iron ore and coal should go untaxed in the tariff bill. 

The next point of accusation was that by the letter he was charge- 
able with an executive encroachment upon the legislative branch 
of the Government. p ; 

The third was that he had therein traduced the Senate of the 
United States. 

The first of these accusations is true or false, not as matter of argu- 
ment, but as a matter of fact, and the question is, what is the evi- 
dence to justify and support or to authorize the inference to be 
drawn that the fact is as stated by the distinguished Senator from 
Maryland? The evidence on this subject is aot in itself open to 
much criticism. The inference of fact from the evidence appears 
to me plain and simple. 

In respect to that, and indeed the whole matter, I am under an 
obligation to the distinguished Senator from New York [Mr. H1LL} 
for fis very able and powerful exposition of the subject. I thank 
himforit. Itdid him honor; and I amsaying what will be responded 
to by all who heard him, that never did he appear to better advan- 
tage or more ably present his views upon any subject than when he 
addressed the Senate on Tuesday in reference to this. 

Let me observe, first, what has been the President’s public posi- 
tion in respect to the subject of a duty on raw materials. There is 
no opportunity for misunderstanding, and I shall not repeat what 
was presented on that subject by the Senator from New York, 
except by calling attention toit. When the President, in 1887, chal- 
lenged the people of this country to agitation of the tariff question, 
and staked upon his honest purpose in that discussion his own 
political future, one of the principles he then enunciated in his 
me e was the doctrine of free raw materials in order to encourage 
manufacturers in this country and to provide the utmost opportu- 
nities for the labor of this country to be ee 

Again, sir, in the message of 1893, only last December in opening 
the present session of Congress, inviting attention to this subject, 
he repeated with perspicuity and energy his views. Sir, it was by 
that time no novelty. In the public discussions of his party friends 
throughout the land this principle had been insisted on. In the 
convention which nominated him the third time to the American 

ople the doctrine was again presented, and it had his acquiesence 
in his letter of acceptance. It has been a favorite call to the devo- 
tion of Democrats, the great first step to be taken in the enfran- 
chisement of our countrymen from a system of taxation designed to 
transfer the produce of their labor through tax exactions to the 
private concerns and parties favored by the Government. 

In such a state of opinion on his part, with such declarations 
openly and continually made, can it be presumed that that distin- 

uished man would lightly lay aside this important principle which 
S regerded as underlying every initiative of tariff reform? Is that 
in accord with his firmness and courage? 

Next, what is the evidence that was called to prove or produce 
the impression that there was qualitication of that doctrine on his 

art, or that he was bending it to a necessity? The distinguished 
lineien from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] himself proffered no personal 
testimony, but he called upon his colleagues to detail private con- 
versations, semiofficial conversations, between the President of the 
United States and them. 

The distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. VesT], first called 
upon, gave no testimony of conversation with the President. He 
te testimony only that would be excluded in a court of justice, 

ecause hearsay in nature, the statements of another Senator, who 
was himself present to tell what the fact was, and who toldit. I 
may pass hy that testimony then, and turn to the one who had 
knowledge. 

The distinguished Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs], who has 
labored so hard and earned so much of our gratitude by the effort to 
frame a bill which would pass the Senate and unify Democratic 
support, when called upon by the Senator from Maryland, stated as 
a fact that he had laid before the President the amendments which 
he proposed to make in order to accomplish the result. 

Let me panse right there for a moment. Does anyone suppose, 
did the Senator from Arkansas mean to intimate—I am sure he did 
not, and he will correct me if I misunderstand him—that there was 
laid before the President, or that he took into consideration, all the 
various details of the amendments proposed? How could it be 

sible that that thing should be done? Let me put the question 
ere to Senators. How many Senators charged with the very par- 
ticular duty of considering this measure are able to set forth a com- 
oe understanding of all the various amendments which have 
een engrafted upon the bill and their effect upon the business of the 
country; or determine the question what would be a revenue duty 
and Tat epeenibitive protection? Few,indeed, of uscould g° through 
the list, though in many particulars we may understand the subject. 

No, Mr, President, what must necessarily have been laid before 
the Chief Magistrate of the country was the general principles only 


upon which these amendments were based and their general nature. 
© President expressed the same desire that so many of us have 
expressed here on this floor, that there should be a 


iff bill enacted 
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at the present session for the relief of the country. But, sir, upon 
this particular point what is the evidence touching the specification 
of the charge that is made? What is the testimony of the Senator 
from Arkarsas? 

I asked him, first, because I knew that the amendments for taxed 
coal and iron ore were proposed by the Finance Committee prior to 
preparation of the amendments which he submitted to the Senate, 
whether thatsubject was mentioned between him and the President, 
and he said that it was frequently. There seemed to be on the part 
of some, who had assembled in readiness to accept accusation, some 
notion that this proved something. But the next question showed 
the fact. The Senator from Arkansas told it. LI asked him, was 
there a single conference which he had with the President, in which 
the President did not express the hope that the outcome would be 
free coal and free iron ore, and he answered truly. 

He said: ‘“‘On every occasion he expressed his hope that such 
would be the result; ”: to which the Senator added, not as the words 
of the President, but as the fact, “‘ but it was the expression of a 
hope, and circumstances would not permit the realization;” and so 
they have not up to this hour. 

I put the question with confidence because I knew that never, in all 
this long struggle, for a single moment has the President ceased to 
affirm his hope and wish that full expression should be given the 
Democratic principle in this particular. 

Now, Mr. President, is there a man anywhere, fairminded, open, 
desirous of doing simple justice, who can presume to say of such 
conferences as must necessarily take place between a Senator and 
the President, that there was any want of perfect openness on his 
part in the desire that this bill, before its final perfection, should 
carry free coal and free iron ore? 

Mr. President, the Senator from Arkansas doubtless stated the 
fact truly, and upon that single statement [ would be content, per- 
fectly, to rest the certain discharge of that great officer from any 
imputation of duplicity in speech or conduct. The charge is puer- 
ile. The evidence disappointed the Senator from Maryland. It 
would have been an unbecoming, an extraordinary thing in such a 
conversation for the President to have interposed a fierce demand 
that the bill should at once in this process of consideration, when 
effort was being made to effect unification of Democratic Senatorial 
opinion, utterly foreclose all differing views from hearing. 

Besides, sir, I think the Senator from Arkansas, who does me the 
honor to listen, would have added, if the question had been ad- 
dressed to him, that the conference between the Houses was always 
within view if not alwaysspokenof between them, and that it was 
always said that the ontcome of the bill would not be known, that 
the result could not be certainly predicted until conference with 
the other House, as much interested, as much entitled to its voice, 
in the accomplishment of the legislation as this body. 

Therefore, sir, not with any duplicity, but with the openness 
which always characterizes him, he wrote to the chairman of the 
Ways and Means Committee of the House, which had sent the bill 
with untaxed ore and coal to this body, that he hoped the result 
might be accomplished in conference; and he had unquestionable 
right to say it upon the basis of everything that had transpired, as 
it is disclosed to us. 

I remember to have readin the law books, and more than once to 
have heard good judges say to juries, that testimony of conversa- 
tions is a species of evidence to be carefully weighed and consid- 
ered before results are taken; not that the particular statement 
should be doubted when a witness of perfect credibility gives it, 
but that if the other side were heard, other facts impressed on the 
memory of another not received with the same signiticance by the 
hearer as felt perhaps by the utterer, would qualify and change the 
general inference to be drawn. 

But, sir, I do not need to appeal to any supposition that by hear- 
ing the other side there woul be qualification of the conclusion 
we may draw from the testimony already produced. I accept it, 
and I have no difficulty—I think no mancan have difficulty—in per- 
ceiving that the right of the President to adhere to his convictions, 
to insist upon them, to urge their accomplishment in legislation by 
any proper means, was as perfectly open to him after the conversa- 
tions reported by the distinguished Senator from Arkansas as it 
would have been before. 

So much for this charge and specification upon which it is based. 
AsI said, I wish to make no other comment than to develop the 
fact, the just inference of fact, from the testimony undisputed which 
we have before us. 

Mr. President, it is next said of this letter that it was an Execu- 
tive interference with the conduct of business before the Houses of 
Congress. The President himself has given some explanation of 
why he felt it to be his duty to write that letter, and 1 am entitled 
first to call attention to his own suggestion. Let it be observed it 
was written as a personal letter to the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee, and the question of the right to write it must be 
measured by that fact and the circumstances under which it was 
written. The President begins by saying, the letter bearing date 
the day before ’ he passage of the bill in the Senate: 


My Dear Sm: The certainty that a conference will be ordered between the 
two Houses of Congress for the purpose of adjusting differences on the subject 
of tariff legislation makes it also certain that you will be again called on to de 
hard service in the cause of tariff reform. 
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My public life has been so closely related to the subject, I have se lon for 
its accomplishment, and I have so often promised its ization to my fellow- 
countrymen, as a result of their trust and confidence in the Democratic party, that 
T hope no excuse is necessary for my earnest appeal to you that in this crisis you 
strenuously insist upon party honesty and good faith and a sturdy adherence to 
Democratic principles. 

Is that the language of a man willfully striking beyond the just 
sphere of his official duty? Isit not the honest ae of a gen- 
uine Democrat addressing in a private letter his fellow Democrat in 
support of the great principles of the party which he had carried 
in the forefront of fight through two such trying campaigns as 
those of 1888 and 18927 C@an any man speak of that expression of 
one Democrat to another, especially of such a one as the President, 
as unfair expression of opinion? Why, sir, had he any reason to 
think he could not speak to the House of Representatives or to a 
member of that House as well as to the Senate and Senators of the 
United States? And yet let me read from the remarks of the dis- 
tinguished Senator m Maryland, who says that after these 
amendments had been concocted and partly or wholly prepared—I 
am not certain which—he, as one having responsibility to a greater 
extent because of official connection with the party organization, 
said to the members of the Finance Committee as follows: 


With the slim majority in the Senate, with the diversity of views, with tie 
excitement in the public mind, which is phenomenal, growing out of the grext 
industrial revolution, it will be impossible te gather together, on the basis which 
the bill suggests, 48 votes in the Senate to‘pass it, unless we havo the coiiperation 
of the Executive branch of the Government, its hearty good will, and its earnest 
support of what we are to de. 


And thence came those interviews of which the Senater from Ar- 
kansas has spoken. 

Mr. President, long before this letter was written, it seems to have 
been the opinion of the Senator from Maryland that he had a right 
to have the Executive of the United States help him im an effort to 

ualify in the Senate the enactment of Democratic principles, but 
that it was all wrong for the President to attempt to ss ome them 
in their integrity in the House of Representatives. How baseless is 
now this cry of unauthorized interference! The imterference was 
invited by the very Senator himself who now undertakes to com- 

lain. 
. He was solicitous for an earnestsupport of his measure, and after 
he had been so pressed into action, was there not ample justification, 
wae there not a righteous demand upon the President of the United 
States, when the bill went into conference, where it was expected 
to be perfected, that he should call the attention of the chairman 
of the Ways and Means Committee of the House, whieh had sent this 
bill here with untaxed ore and coal, to the necessity of standing by 
the proposition of the House in order to give effect to this Demo- 
cratic principle ft 

Talk of executive interposition! Talk of its being without prece- 
dent and without foundation of reason! Sir, in the very first Con- 

ss that assembled after the adoption of the Constitution of the 
Inited States, when that same great and noble man from whose 
farewell address to his countrymen words were read the other day 
was: in the executive chair for the first time, who had himself 
presided over the Constitutional Convention that framed this Con- 
stitution of ours, who knew the sentiments upon which it had 
been constructed and which governed the duty of a magistrate, 
he came to the Senate of the United States in person, accompanied 
by his Seeretary of War, and took his seat in the President’s chair 
to urge upon the Senate the coneurrence of this body in a treaty 
which he had made; tnd he brought along, as he said, his Secre- 
tary of War to instruct them in the facts, and spoke openly with 
impatience of their reluctance to proceed according to his wishes. 

Mr. President, look at the history of Jackson, not to go down the 
line and weary the Senate with precedents. Recall the stormy 

uarrels and troublous times between the Senate and Co ss and 
the President of the United States when that iron-willed but 
greatly beloved and honest man sat in the executive chair. Issuch 
a temperate communication EA personal letter between the Presi- 
dent and the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee in respect 
to a matter of their common party faith, upon which both recognized 
they owed so great a duty to their countrymen, to be complained of? 

But our distinguished colleague from Missouri [Mr. Vest], who 
never speaks but with a sweet and winning eloquence that charms 
all who hear him, says that it was-unfair that the chairman of the 
Ways and Means Committee of the House should have had that 
letter in his pocket to make him rigid in conference with his Senate 
conferees. Alas, that criticism would have been better u if it 
had not also been ible for that very gentl the chairman 
of the Ways and Means Committee, to state to the House a fact not 
disputed here, as follows: 


T me believe, = Speaker, that there — be 
coming to a com se or an agreement nm the vast 
dred and thirty-four amendments pro 1 tothis bill 
im amendments propesed by the Senate, which give to this bill in the main a 
d nt character from what. it had when it went from the House; and on which 
ts we seem, up to-this time, to be irreconcilably divided. It is because 
of these amendments and because of the statements made to us in all kindness 
and courtesy, and I might:almost — 
affairs-at the other end of this-C. 
the Senate bill practically and su 


as it passed 
be no tariff legislation at this session of Congress; that we could not agree. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 








JULY 26, 





Mr. President, it can hardly be complained of by the managers ,; 
the conference on this side that there was an especial rigidity 0, 
the part of the conferees of the House, for it was well addod jy 
that distinguished gentleman in his report to the House: 


We dic not feel, Mr. Speaker, representing the House of Representativ ea, that 
we could without a sacrifice of ita dignity and of its equality as a legisia:;, 
chamber, respond to any such proposition as that. Least of all did we fee! 
in the great question of taxation, resting by the very theory of free institut 
and by the language of the Constitution as a peculiar and original trust on 


representatives of the people, we could for one moment entertain and ; 
such a proposition. 

Mr. President, I am content to pass to the judgment of {yj;. 
minded men in this day and generation and in all time to come th» 
question of whether the Chief Magistrate of our country lias 
tonly or unfairly trampled upon the line that separates thie | 
branches of this Government, executive and legislative, adding 
however, that to the judgment I so invoke, I know full well ot}, 
in other places and in other ways will contribute argumeit 
more effective than mine. 

It is said that the Senate has been traduced by this letter. }j; 
President, in what respect? Let us look at it. The Presidey 
goes on to say to his fellow Demoerats that he believes these 
absolutely necessary conditions to the continuance of Democra 
existence : 

I can not rid myself of the feeling that this conference will present the [ex 
if not the only hope of true Democracy. Indications point to its action as 
reliance of those who desire the genuine fruition of Democratic effort, tho ty 
fillment of Democratic pledges, and the redemption of Democratio promis:s 
the people. To reconcile differences in the details comprised within the {i 
and well-defined lines of principle will mot be the sole task of the conference - |)! 
as it seems to me, its members will also have in charge the question whether |e 
cratic principles themselves are to be saved or abandoned. 

And he proceeds to then speak of the question of iron ore and 
coal as significant exponents of the principle of free raw material: 
upon which he had insisted; and, speaking of it, he says: 

Every true Democrat and every sincere tariff reformer knows that this bi 
its present form and as it will submitted to the conferenee, falis far sho, 
of the consummation for which we have long labored, for which we have su 
defeat. without discouragement; which in its anticipation gave us a rallying ¢ry 
in our day of triumph, and which, in its promise of accomplishment is so inte: 
woven with Democratic pledges and Democratic success, that our abandonn 
of the cause or the principles upon which it rests, means party perfidy and pari 

mer. 

Is he not right? Can any man say that abandonment of these 
principles by those who have urged them upon the people, in seaso: 
and out of season, in every form of argument, be not want of fait) t 
that people whom we have solicited and who have responded wi 
their trust? But is it not obvious that this was simply a form o! 
argumentative appeal to the distinguished gentleman to whom tli 
letter is addressed, not a reflection on others? 

Mr. President, can anybody imagine that the President of t\. 
United States was aiming a shaft at the Senate of the United States 
especially that he was aiming at individual Senators, and parti 
larly at one who does not hold the views he professes? It was 
to one he addressed who believes as he believes that he was : 
ing. He arraigned no man for difference of belief. Why sos 
to treat this as it were a personal accusation? 

Upen the other hand, am I to regard myself accused of perfil) 
Is the distinguished Senater from Texas [Mr. MILts], the dis' 
guished Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], the distinguished * 
tor from Arkansas [Mr. Berry}, the distinguished Senator from |) 
aware [Mr. Gray], or other such tariff reformers so accused ? 

Mr. President, it is, in my opinion, indefensibly unjust to pret: 
to discern in these remarks, which were but the emphatic expr 
sion of adherence to a principle long advocated and professe:|, 
imputation upon anybody. 

he President understood the situation in the Senate; the Pre: 
dent knew why such distinguished Senators, such long known 
advocates of tariff reform, such brave and staunch adherents 
principle as it contains, of whem I have mentioned the Sen 
from Texas, the Senator from Delaware, both the Senators fro! 
Arkansas; and the junior Senator has especially shown consi: 
impatience and anxiety to promote in every step the progress of | 
bill on right lines, not less than his colleague rendered great !a\or. 
Did not the President know that all Senators, zealous in the fait! 
he helds, have been doing in this Chamber a duty far harder tl 
mere fighting for a cause? Is he to be supposed to have casi 
proach on them? 

Theable andskillful discourse of the Senator from Maryland 1}! 
perhaps, a purpose. I shall not ae to it the purpose, altho 
its natural effect was the same as if purposed, to unite the Demo- 
cratic Senators upon this side of the Chamber in opposition to 
House of Representatives, to fix them, if possible, in solid array i2 
support of the views which he maintains, and which he hasengraft«'! 
on this tariff bill, thatore and coal are proper subjects of taxation. 

He has a right to his views, and I am not now criticising him '. 


— of them, because of them. But it would surely promot? 
to unify 














Democratic Senators under an impulse of resent 
ment because they had been trampled upon by the Executive. 
There are some facts in respect to this business which are we'll 
known, but nvast be thought of in order to justly understand o"' 
position and the views of the President upon it 
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Mr. President, the tariff bill came into the Senate on the 2d day 
of February. It came after that body, in which is reposed the right 


months. It came here with ageneral public acclamation of joy that 
it had been passed; for though tariff reformers criticised it as 
jnadequate to satisfy all their wishes, yet the country at large 
applauded it as a genuine and great step forward toward enfran- 
chisement and relief. 

What happened to it? How fared it in this body? From that 
date until the 20th of March, forty-six days, that bill lay in the 
Finance Committee, who worked with an intensity of effort which 
warrants the praises that have been bestowed upon its members by 
all the Senators of this side. They had the assistance of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Texas [Mr. MILs], by a special detail, 
because of the illness of one of their number; they heard the 
demands of every Senator who chose to present any, and at the end 
of that long period they brought out the bill and laid it again before 
the Senate. 

Whatfurtherhappened? Didit prove of any avail for the Finance 
Committee to pass laborious judgment on this measure in aid of 
their fellow Democratic Senators? No, sir, not the least. Great 
concessions had been profiered, among which daties had been pro- 
posed upon iron ore and upon coal. It availed nothing. From 
the 20th of March to the 7th of May, forty-eight days more, that 
pill lay here with nothing done, only a certain amount of talk 
discharged atthe bill. Why? Because there was an inert, sullen, 
resisting mass on our side, through which the current of Democratic 
thought did not seem to run as it did through the Finance Com- 
mittee and other members of the party in this Chamber, to which 
was denied the electrifying enthusiasm that the Democratic hope 
and aspiration of the country had raised in others. Nothing could 
be done; no progress made. It was a helpless, hopeless prostration. 

Then the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES], as has been said 
so many times, undertook the laborious, if not the thankless task— 
for we all thank him—of endeavoring to ascertain what it was that 
lay in the secret recesses of men’s minds, which must be accommo- 
dated before there could be unity of purpose and unity of action. 
He studiously engaged in it, and produced what shocked us in the 
proposal, what had been many times denied, honestly denied, as 
being in purpose. He produced more than 400 amendments to the 
bill; and upon that basis, at last, it was agreed that we should 
attempt to go forward. 

Through fifty-seven days more the struggle was carried on. How 
did it result? Not only those amendments, but numbers of other 
amendments were fastened upon the bill. I hold in my hand a list 
of over sixty distinct and important mcereases of tariff duty now 
upon that bill beyond those proposed by the Senator from Arkansas 
when he reported his project on the 7th of May. Some eleven dif- 
ferent articles have since been put upon the dutiable list which 
had been free before. 

Under such circumstances what was the attitude of the Demo- 
cratic Senators in this Chamber, those who did not accept the prin- 
ciples that governed a few, but those who believe in the principles 
of tariff reform as they have been enunciated by the President? It 
is due to all that the facts should be stated, and though told before, 
stated again. 

Ihave longed to livé to see the day when reformation of these 
tariff duties should extend the elements of governmental justice to 
our laboring countrymen. ButI, in common with the remainder 
of our Democratic friends, recognized certain necessary conditions. 
In order to pass the bill through the Senate these amendments, or 
some of them at least, had to be acquiesced in. 

Why should we thus yield so much of what we believed? First, 
we knew the law under which we live to-day, the McKinley act, 
had so given over the share of taxes which it raises into private 
corporations and private hands that the Treasury of the United 
States does not derive from that system of taxation enough revenue 
to maintain the Government. We knew that our Treasury was 
threatened with bankruptcy; we knew that some bill must be 
passed to relieve that condition. Again, we knew that the business 
interests of this country cried aloud fora determination of this long- 
depending controversy, and that until it was settled capital could 
not start forward to employ labor and send again the thrill of com- 
fort which the busy hum of industry gives everywhere to the land. 
_ We knew, besides, that it was a good thing to gain seme substan- 
tial advantage in the diminution of the tariff duties already 
imposed, even if we did not succeed in all we felt due to the peo- 
ple of the United States. Finally, we knew that it would be an 
eee and a cheer to the Democratic masses throughout 
the land to know that at last some step had been taken, even 
though much less complete than was desired, that turned our course 
toward that goal to witch we had invited them by argument and 
long agitation. 

And we bent our heads, we bent our necks, we put the yoke upon 

us and labored to pull the burden through; and we were, as we had 
to be to accomplish the result, silent as the patient ox who swel- 
ters with his heavy load. on some tedious road in the hot summer 
day. Meantime under the operation of the rules of the Senate we 
encountered the taunt of our skillfal adversaries on the other side 
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that we were dumb; we who felt that we were gagged and smoth- 


| ered by our anxiety, fuming with chagrin, yet subdued by an over- 
te originate such legislation, had labored with it during many 


ruling necessity ; and thus we enjoyed that blessed freedom of debate 
which our rules secure only to the obstructing minority. 

When did it become defamation of the Senate to allude to this con- 
dition? Has not the distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEsT] repeatedly, in far more vigorous and eloquent language than 
I can employ, ‘set forth our helpless condition, refraining himself 
to the utmost possible degree from giving us the pleasure and advan- 
tage of his instructive and captivating eloquence on the great sub- 
ject? 

But still more, has it not been from the beginning, during all the 
period of this weary trial, the understanding of Democrats in the 
Senate that much of this thing which seemed to be so wrong would 
find its correction in conference with the other House, for we should 
be obliged to recognize their right to stand by the principles which 
they profess, for the measures which they have taken to enact them, 
not with any want of fidelity or honor on our part, but simply in 
due acknowledgment of what belongs to a codrdinate and coequal 
branch of the Legislature? Why, then, can not the Senate now deal 
in that manner in conference with the other House? 

Can anybody suppose for an instant that there is such a compul- 
sion, or could be, placed upon Senators by their union of effort to 
pass the bill through the Senate as to make them reckless of their 
obligation under the Constitution to auother branch of the Legis- 
lature? Assuredly not, sir. Nobody in this Chamber would have 
pretended so to yield up in advance that measure of his duty, his 
recognized obligation. 

Was not this history well known to the President? Has he not 
often sympathized with the declaration of party loyalty by the di 
tinguished Senator from Missouri, the distinguished Senator from 
Texas (Mr. Miris], and others upon this floor? Was he open to 
criticism because he sought to save what we all had hoped might 
in some measure be rescued, to the honor of our party and the 
benefit of our countrymen, by the conference of the two Houses? 
Besides, as I have already said, the President could not know all 
the details of the bill. 

He could only deal with it in general respects as to its principle, 
and therefore he wrote. Not to disparage the Senate, not to traduce 
a single Senator. A base thought it would have been in him; a 
gross imputation it is to suggestit. He dealt with facts, not false 
hoods. He was not only excused, but justified, and his countrymen 
will justify him and applaud, as they have already done, his 
unflinching fidelity to his views. 

Mr. President, I would not be thought to have uttered one word 
here in resentment. I have studiously endeavored to avoid, and I 
hope I have succeeded, expressions which carry or might seem to 
carry the idea of resentment. It is not resentment that I feel fo: 
the distinguished Senator from Maryland. The consequences to 
him of this assault upon the Chief Magistrate, in the judgment of 
his fellow-men, he must endure; for in my humble opinion he ha: 
made a mistake. He has made a fearful mistake. 

Tho American people will never tolerate in any man treatment in 
this nature of their great Chief Magistrate. In his office he stands 
for their great first citizen, endowed by their suffrages with the 
majesty of the Republic, the representative of the national honor, 
the central figure in that system to which attaches all our national 
pride. To assail him is to strike at the Republic; to insult him 
is to affront every good citizen; to asperse him is to sting tho 
heart of every true American. 

Not only in his official capacity, but now also in his admirable, 
his wonderful individuality, tried in the sternest ordeal and known 
to every man of intelligence and strength of mind, Grover Cleve- 
land stands perfectly recognized as himself the full measure of a 
man worthy of his great office. He is not now for the first time 
President, but with a peculiar glory, shared by no other hitherto, 
he is a second time President, after a defeat for reélection, which 
all his countrymen know augmented his honor, not diminished it 
None as he was ever a third time nominated and a second time 
elected. None like he ever did right rather than be President, and 
by his courageous rectitude won the popular confidence and became 
President again. 

It was a confidence based on solid foundation of knowledge, for 
the people for a certainty have knowledge of his character in the 
very particular wherein this accusation is raised; his character for 
straightforwardness, for truth, unswerving and fearless, for cour- 
age in the right, bending to none. 

Besides, how shockingly inopportune comes this grating accusa- 
tion against the strength of hischaracter. For he has but just won 
the applauding admiration, nay more, the devoted respect of the 
entire people of this land by the fidelity with which he has main- 
tained the Constitution and the laws in atryingemergency; by the 
tenderness and caution which he at the same time displayed in the 
use of the nation’s mighty power in his hands; and as well by ‘he 
noble dignity of his figure, as with serene and unruffled composure 


and justice he ruled that storm which for a time seemed to threaten 
civil commotion. 

I forbear to repeat some words in the distinguished Senator's 
address which seem alone explanatory of his conduct. 


The Senator 
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from Maryland I fear must suffer, and I do not wish to add toit, but 
Grover Cleveland can suffer no impairment of his stature in history 
from this unjustifiable assault. He will stand, as he deserves to 
stand, conspicuous in the noble line of illustrious public servants 
of his country. Long years hence, when the actors of to-day’s tem- 
—- scene shall have passed away, the accessories of our polit- 
cal strife, seemingly always unavoidable, the misunderstandings, 
the misinterpretations and all uncharitableness will be lost in obliv- 
ion or only be recalled as we now in curiosity recall the scenes 
around other great figures in the story of our national life who suf- 
fered in their day from unmerited aman: and Cleveland’s name 
will rise in growing honor for his noble character, his great and 
devoted services to his country, supreme above detraction. 


‘* As some tall cliff, that lifts its awful form, 

Swells from the vale, and midway leaves the storm, 
Though ‘round its breast the rol ing clouds are spread, 
Eternal sunshine settles on its head.” 


Mr. President, I have not discharged as I ought the obligation 
which justice imposes on me, nor met at all my sense of duty in it, 
but I must pass on to deal with the matter immediately incumbent 
upon me, having already delayed the Senatelong. Sir, as I believe 
in every direction of Democratic principles, I addressed a motion 
to the pending bill after it came back from conference in sincere 
confidence that its adoption would promote agreement between 
the two Houses of Congress. 

Other Senators declare that that result would not follow the adop- 
tion of my motion. The Senator from Maryland, and he ought to 
know, asserted upon this floor in unqualified terms that to adopt 
the motion would defeat the bill, that it would prevent the bill 
from going into conference again. The distinguished Senator from 
Ohio Mr. RICE], Whois present, has made to me, and he authorizes 
me to repeat it, the same statement; though not as expressing his 
wish or purpose. He will verify it or qualify it, if need be, as he 
is present now. The distinguished junior Senator from New Jersey 
{[Mr. SmitH)}, whom I expected to see at this time in his seat, has 
made to me a similar declaration, and authorizes me to repeat it. 
I hoped to have had him sustain it here. He made that state- 
ment not alone for himself, as I understand, but for and with 
knowledge of the opinions of others. 

That testimony is complete, and the country will accept it, as I 
accept it, as proving the fact, however grievous that fact may 
scem to be to any ardent mind, burning with desire for good result. 
‘True it is, it must be granted, that in the honest judgment, the fixed 
conviction, the fixed purpose, of some upon our side, the claim for 
special duty in protection of the industry of sugar refining is so 
overpowering as to demand their resistance of a bill without it, 
however much to me and to others who think as I do that con- 
summation is devoutly to be wished. 

This presents the question whether it is better that the bill should 
fail than that this thing should be done; at least it presents that 
question to Senators in the Senate upon the issue of the bill’s going 
back to conference. If it were a single question between the suc- 
cess of the bill here and now, and the granting of such a duty, 
I can not refrain from saying that I should hesitate in my conduct. 
There may be, perchance, worse things than the temporary defeat ot 
a righteous cause, even with the suffering that may attend it. 

It is far worse in a free country, among a republican people, that 
disheartenment should ensue in civetion to principle. For we must 
stand in all our hopes for time to come, not upon the mere exterior 
appearance of freedom, not upon the self-interest of man, but upon 
that noble devotion which inspires the highest manhood and bids 
men go forward into the valley of death rather than yield a prin- 
ciple which underlies this fabric of human liberty. Theevils which 
would ensue upon the failure of the bill would be temporary 
although severe. As I have already pointed out, they would prob- 
ably be so severe that they can not be lightly passed by. But the 
American people have been tried in such a contingency. It is but 
a few years since when the Democratic party, apparently secure in 
power, under brave leadership walked, in mere devotion to prin- 
ciple, directly to a defeat. 

e — which led them was not lost in the obscurity and gloom 
of the dark valley through which they passed. It soon rose, and it 
illuminates to-day the very citadel of, liberty itself. If we are to 
be again defeated by devotion to principle, we may still trust the 

eople of the United States. No, sir; there are worse things than 

ailure. There is the decay of virility among free men, far worse 
than simple defeat. 

But, sir, there are some things to comfort us, to cheer the hope 
that out of the crucible of this conference which will ensue, 
there will come = measure improved far beyond that which has 
already passed the Senate. I find that hope, first, in the character 
of our party conferees; all of them long tried and true Democrats, all 
of them genuine, sincere tariff reformers, who have labored and borne 
for the cause, And on this particular matter to which my motion 
is addressed, our conferees now know the strong current and 
power of Democratic sentiment, the surely overwhelming voice of 
this Democratic side, and will give it in their deliberations and 
efforts its due and proper weight. 

Bir, there is also much comfort to be taken in the recognized 
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temper of the body with which we are dealing. It has declared ;, 
an unmistakable manner the strength and the enthusiasm of its con, 
victions. Iread from the Recorp from the remarks made upon the 
report of this conference committee to the other House: r 

If, therefore, the House conferees were prepared to recede from the Hons 
position for free sugar and attempt to agree upon some revenue taxation for 
sugar, they could not, without the mandate of this House, accept suck a pr, 
vision as that whichis offered in the senate bill. 

And there was loud applause on the Democratic side. 

If it be truae— 

Proceeded the chairman— 
as stated by the gentl»man from Ohio (Mr. eet, of which I have m: 
self seen some affirmations in the press; if it be true that the great Americ;, 
sugar trust has grown so strong and so powerful that it says that no tarifj ‘bill 
can yews the American Congress in which its privileges are not adequately 
guarded ; if, I say, that be true, I hope this House will never consent to ad jour 
ment. [Great cheering of tho Democratic side.] I hope, whatever the {ate of 
the general tariff bill is, that this House will not consent to an adjournment jy})) 
it has passed a single bill putting refined sugar on the free list. [Renewed cheers 
on the Democratic side.) 

I join in the sentiment, and I echo the applause, and with this 
expression of Democratic steadfastness responsive to the popular 
feeling, I ought not to be unwilling to consent to further efforts to 
agree, nor to refrain from obstructing conference if such would |) 
the effect of the motion I have made. 

Now, sir, moved by these considerations, and because, also, they 
have governed the judgment, not only of those distinguished co. 
leagues on this side of the House who have been with mo in its 
support, but of all others without dissent, I am obliged to recog. 
nize my duty to be different now from what it appeared to me to le 
when I made the motion which lies upon the table of the Senate 

Besides, sir, I am a strict party man, and I am so especially in the 
prosecution of measures of party principle, for the reason that ou); 
by personal submission to the will of the majority, especially ;: 
matters of method and procedure, can the results of principle be 
achieved. Recognizing that, and intending to make no half-hearted 
acknowledgment when my duty is clear, with far greater ease, wit! 
far greater pleasure than it has seemed to me to be my obligatio: 
to consider, and to stand for the time until facts were appareut, | 
shall vote to send this bill to conference in accord with my Demo 
cratic brethren, and I ask the leave of the Senate, in order to car 
that purpose into effect, to withdraw the motion which I made on 
Friday last. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
withdraws the motion which on Friday last he submitted to th 
Senate, as the Senator has a right to do. 

Mr.STEWART Mr. President, the President of the United 
States isCommander-in-Chiefof the Navy andof the Army. He 

ssesses the veto power. He has the appointment now of no! 
ess than three hundred thousand officers, which enables him to 
influence a large number of persons. No monarch on earth is 
endowed with as much power as the President of the United 
States under the Constitution, and that without usurpation. 
monarch with such wer will always be lauded, and the voic 
of laudation will be loud and enthusiastic. The framers of the 
Constitution undertook to divide the Government into three co- 
ordinate departments. They placed the legislative department 
first and declared that— 

All legislative powers herein granted shall be vested in a Congress of th 
— States, which shall consist of a Senate and House of Representa 
t b 

They conferred upon Congress the power to pass bills and 
upon the President the power to veto the bills passed by Con- 
om, with the further pee in Congress to overrule the veto 

y a two-thirds vote. They gave the President one other power 
with regard to the proceedings of Congress. They provide 
that— 

He shall from time to time give to the Congress information of the state 


of the Union, and recommend to their consideration such measures as | 
shall judge necessary and expedient. 


And there his power ends so far as legislation is concerned. 
So far as treaties are concerned, he has power to-make treaties 
with foreign nations by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate. It has been stated that Washington came here to give 
the Senate information with regard toatreaty. That wasa very 
different case from the one before us. Congress has nothing 
do with treaties. Itisa matter between the Senate and the I’ res 
ident alone; and consulting the Senate with regard to making 
a treaty is very different from interfering with legislation. 

It must be borne in mind that the lower House of Congre=s 
was established specially to represent the people. Through the 
lower House it was supposed that the people would have a dl 
rect voice. ! 

But in the distribution of power, by giving the President the 
appointing power, the lower House is not an independent bovy. 
We all well know that there area few men of longservice, of hig’ 
character, of conspicuous ability in the lower House, who ©! 
be elected without Executive patronage. We also know that 
the new members who come here, and enter upon a long sess!0"), 
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which is their first session, get away from their homes, and an 
election comes immediately following the first session of their 
service, and if the President of the United States, by his pat- 
ronage, puts a thousand unfriendly officeholders in the district 
to manage the convention, the member can not be returned asa 
rule, and it is almost an invariable rule. Consequently the 


members of the lower House, except the conspicuous and dis- | 


tinguished individuals who have a national reputation, must 
obey the President or they will fail of reélection to Congress. 
That is the condition of public life. : ¢ 

Now, if the President may interfere in legislation, if he may 
make his will known in anauthoritativeand peremptory manner, 
he can, of course, control the lower House with his veto power, 
exercised on local bills, and with his a power until it 
has become a proverbthat no man can enter public life and stay 
there unless he is in accord with the Administration. Then, 
whom does the member represent who can not go home, who is 
dependent upon the officeholders to manage the convention? 
Does he represent the people or the President? 

This Government, that was intended to have three independ- 
ent departments is fast changing its character. The Execu- 
tive is assuming all power. The President’s unfortunate letter 
to the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means is the 
most direct interference with a measure pending before a legis- 
lative body that has taken place for hundreds of years. No 
king, no President, has undertaken directly to interfere in the 
conferences between the two Houses. The last conspicuous ex- 


ample was when Charles the First sought to save his friend | 


the Ear! of Strafford, who had served him more devotedly than 
any Senator has yet served the Chief Executive. : 

The praises and laudations which he bestowed on the king 
could hardly be surpassed. He had been his devoted friend for 
a quarter of a century. He was the man on whom the king re- 
lied. When the billof attainder was pending against bis friend, 
after it had passed the lower house of Parliament, the king sent 
an humble petition to the House of Lords asking for mercy for 
his friend. Immediately a resolution was passed by Parliament 
declaring this action to be a breach of privilege, and it was one 
of the grounds that continued to be charged against him until 
he lost his head. 

Now, the Constitution is very careful to point out how the 
President may communicate with Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘ Shall.” 

Mr. STEWART. ‘‘Shall.” I thank the Senator from Iowa. 
The Constitution provides that the President ‘‘shall from time 
to time give to the Congressinformation of the state of the Union, 
and recommend to their consideration such measures as he 
shall judge necessary and expedient” —not to a conference com- 
mittee, not to a private individual, not to a party in Congress, 
but to Congress. He is not to communicate to a person, not to 
his party friend. The Constitution knowsnoparty. When the 
President communicates to Congress he communicates as Presi- 
dent of the United States and not asa partisan. Here is a par- 
tisan letter showing how the proposed legislation will affect a 
party, and it is sent to the chairman of the conferees on the 
part of the House to be read to the lower House of Congress 
and to effect every member of Congress dependent upon him. 
If this goes on, if he can take an open part in our discussions 
here, there is no longer an independent department. 

This question rises above party. It involves the autonomy of 
our Government. I verily believe before this Government can 
be restored to the people some change will have to be made to 
make the members of Congress independent of and not depend- 
ent on the President. They should be dependent on the people 
and not on the President. But with the power to destroy when 
he eats, the President speaks with an authority which can not 
be disobeyed. In the President's letter there is a plain reflec- 
tion on the Senate. The Senate appears to be a body which the 
President feels called upon to suppress. 

I was forcibly struck with the language he used towards the 
Senate when he diverted attention from the laying of the corner- 
stone of the Capitol and turned to the Senate with these remarks: 


If representatives who are here assembled to make laws for their fellow- 
countrymen forget the duty of broad and disinterested patriotism, and leg- 
islate in prejudice and passion, or in behalf of sectional and selfish interests, 
the time when the corner-stone of our Capitol was laid, and the circum- 
stances surrounding it, will not be worth commemorating. 


This was addressed from the steps of the Capitol to the Senate | 


wing when a measure was pending and which Congress passed 
in obedience to the demands of the Executive. We now 
tariff bill pending. The Democratic Senators have labored long 
and hard to perfect a measure upon which the Democrats could 
agree. 
upon its passage, because I thought it unjust to my section. It 
struck down one of our principal industries. It put wool, which 
is a great industry, on the free list. I thought that was a great 
ut the bill was put 


injustice, and I could not vote for the bill. 
XX VI——494 
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in its shape by long and honest deliberation. It was the best 
production that the Democratic Senators could make and agree 
upon. 

The President assaults that bill and assaults the independence 
of the Senate. He goes to the House and denounces the bill, and 
| by implication denounces the Senators who passed the bill. isnot 
that a blow at the independence of the Senate? The Senate is 
more independent than the House of Representatives because 
the terms of the Senators are longer, but, even then, when the 
fall under the ban of the Administration how difficult is their 
path? Every old politician understands that. I was told in my 
youth, ‘‘ Remember one thing, stay with the Administration if 
you want to get along in politics.” 

Senators are placed inthis position. They must either uphold 
the independence of the Senate and stard by their convictions, 
or submit to the dictation of the Executive by an interference: 
which the Constitution prohibits, at least by implication. 

If there is no limit to the importunities, the writings, the ad- 
vice, and the intimidation of the Executive upon the legislative 
department, all power is in the Executive. If there is no limit 
| to this power, there is no independent legislative department 
| in this Government; and that is the danger which threatens 
the existence of this Government and which has destroyed so 
many others. No government ever failed by the usurpation of 
the legislative department, but every government which has 
failed has been destroyed by the one-man power, and that is the 
danger that now threatens us. This Government needs to ent 
back to its former foundation. More power should be put in 
the hands of the legislative department or less power in the 
hands of the President, so that he will not have them at his 
mercy, and so that when Senators and Representatives come 
here to transact the public business they will not be compelled 
to obey him at the risk of being defeated in their nomination and 
election. 

I donot wonder that the President has omnipotent power with 
his party in theother House. The situation is such that itcould 
not be otherwise, and particularly at this time, when offices are 
so valuable because there is no business which is profitable. At 
such a time as this, the President having these offices at hisdis- 
posal, is omnipotent in the lower House, and the question now 
| is whether the Senate shall be subjected to his will. 

I think the independence of the Senate is more important at 
this juncture than the fate of this or any other bill. These eu- 
logiums upon the President, this laudation of him, is too old and 
stale in all history to affectanyone. We all appreciate it. No 
king ever failed to have devoted admirers, and, so long as it was 
safe to do so, there were plenty of men to sound his praises 
That is perfectly safe while he is in power. 

But what has the President done to merit laudation? He has 
had his way from the time he took the oath of office in March 
1893, until this hour. Let the country ask what has he done? 
Has he helped the people, has he bettered their condition, has 
he made them happier? I think the verdict will be that at no 
time in the history of this country has there been so much misery 
as now. If heis as great and good as the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin (Mr. VILLAS] thinks him to be, if he is a monument of al! 
wisdom, why this universal distress, why this universal bank- 
ruptey, why are millions out of employment, why are there dis- 
turbances inthe land? . 

The Senator from Wisconsin eulogized the President as brave 
for ordering the soldiers to put down the mob. What else 
could he do? The Senator, however, does not reflect that the 
President, more than any other man, is responsible for the causes 
which produce mobs; he is responsible for the desolate homes, 
he is responsible for the idle factories; he is responsible for the 
closed mines; he is responsible for universal distress in . time 
of profound peace and abundant harvests. 

Why have all these things occurred if the President is so wise 
and 50 | ne that he is to be lauded ofall ages asa great and 
wise and good and pure man? By his fruits he will be known, 
as all other rulers always have been known. During his term 
there has been more misery and distress in this country among 
the industrial classes than at any other period in our history. 
His name will be associated with bankruptcy, strikes, distress, 

| ruin, and industrial prostration. 

That is what it is, and his name can never be separated from 
it. Let him be lauded who has accomplished great good; let 
power be lauded when it is used for a guod purpose; but with 
the results of the exercise of the imperiat will of this man we 
are too familiar to feel that he is entitled to the praise which 
has been bestowed upon him. The multitude are too familiar 
| with the dire consequences of his policy to believe that he has 





| a feeling heart or an intelligent head. If he is a wise man he 
is a bad man, for his Administration has produced nothing but 
evil. He can only be excused for the disaster of this Adminis- 
tration by the plea of want of comprehension of the situation. 
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Why should the President dictate to the two Houses-of Con- 

ress when he himself is unable to suggest a remedy for the 
evils which wenowendure? Whatis the recommendation, what 
is the great. pointhe has made? Itisas to the duty of 40 cents 
atononcoalandiron. That is what all this trouble is about. 
Does anybody believe whether the tariff is on or off these arti- 
cles it wil) change the condition of the country from what it is 
now’? Is.40 cents a ton on coal.and iron to revolutionize and 
change conditions? Everybody. knows it will not. Everybody 
knows that the President's contention is puerile; that it does 
not reach any great question; that it does not in any manner 
affect any great industries, either tohelpor destroy them. The 
duty has been reducedfrom75to 40cents, The evilsfrom which 
we are suffering did not come out of the 75 cents duty on coal or 
iron, and they will not be remedied by taking the duty off. 

In view of the general distress throughout the country, the 
Presidentis appealing to Democrats on so trivial a point as this. 
After they have spent monthsin considering the bill; after they 
have es in the best way they could, after they have 
reduced the duty from 75 to 40 cents, which was.in the line they 
desired, then. the President says the — of this country, Dem- 
oeratic principles, and everything else, depend on having that 40 
cents taken off coal.and iron. It is-trifling with a great subject 
to have a controversy over'so slight.a. point, after a compromise 
has been reached and the Senate has presented. its. bill. 

If the President could not present ee more important 
than he has done; if he were a v man. he would have 
kept silent. He would have kept silent anyhow if he had been 
patriotic; he would have looked at the Constitution, and if he 
felt it necessary to call the.attention of Congress to the subject, 
he would have sent.a message here as-commanded by the Con- 
stitution; he would not have interfered with the deliberations of 
the conference between the two Houses; he would not, in other 
words, have done that which has been condemned for five: hun- 
dred years in England and in the United States—interfered with 
mezsures pending in the two Houses, and particularly as between 
the two Houses. 

I hope Senators will stand for and vindicate the Senate's inde- 
pendence at least, for a little independenee now will be one 
gleam of light in the midst of this darkness which will give us 
the hope that in one branch of the legislative department free- 
dom of action still exists. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLRES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report.of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate tothe 
bill (Hl. TR. 4858) ele ap riations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the pro- 
curement of heavy ordnance for trial and service,.and for other 
purposes. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLACKBURN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the:two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6873) ‘* = 
y 1 , 
have 


ations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 

and for other purposes,” having: met; after’ full and free conference 

awed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 
ows: . 

se the Senate recede from its amendments: numbered 16) 17, 18, 20, 23, 
and 28. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Semnhonmmabeneds, BAA He 11, 12) 18; 14, 15, 24/26, 33, 35, 36, 37, amd. 38, and agree 

e same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 

In line 50f said strike out the word ‘four’ and insert in lieu 
oe the word “‘three,”’ and at the end of said amendment insert the fol- 

owing: 

And the officers of the Signal Corps shall retain the commissions held by 
them at the date of the next vacancy in the office of Chief Signal Officer; un- 
less promoted in compliance with law; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its ment to the amendment of the 


Senate numbered 9, and — to the same with an 
Restore the matter stri said amendment 


In line 12, th 
lieu thereof the words ‘‘one hundred and ten;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
sam 


e. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an as follows: 

In line 14 of said amendment, after the word “‘ninety-three,"’ insert the 
following: ‘‘And said act of May 4, 1880,"’ and in line 17 of said amendment 
atrike out the word “the” and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘said;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line | of said amendment strike out the words, ‘and directed." In line 
2of said amendment after the word “reservation”’ insert the words “or 
reservations,’ and in lines 2 and 3 of said amendment strike out the words 
not prohibited by existing laws;’’ and the Senate — to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to amendment of the 
Senate numbered 21, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
At the end of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the words 
* for his approval;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
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Senate numbered 22, and agree to the same withan amendment ag folloy 
In line 2 of said amendment strike out the word ‘‘ twenty" and insert 
lieu thereof the ‘*ten;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That'the House recede from. its disagreement to the amendment of tis 
Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In line 13, page 15, of the bill, after the word “in” insert the word “fielq 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That'the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of {)), 
Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol), \ 
In lieu of the sumsof money mentioned in said amendment insert ‘#8 59) 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment «; 
Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with an amendment as fo! 

In lines 3 and 4 of said amendment strike out the words ‘‘quantity 
plus liquors, and such,’’ and in line 5 of said amendment, after the \ 
‘*property,’’ insert the words ‘‘exclusive of liquors;’’ and the Senate 4 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of ¢); 
Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an amendment as fo!low 
Ih lieu of the sum proposed insert 98,000; and the Senate agree | 


in 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
Senate numbered 31, and agree to the same with an amendment as fo 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert $13,000; amd the Senate agree | 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment o! 
Senate numbered 32, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows) 
In line 23, page 23, of the bill strike out the word “ purchase,” and inse: 
lieu thereof the words ‘‘amount required,’’ and at the end of the matt: 
serted by said amendment strike out the words‘‘for his approval;’’ ani | 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment « 1 
Senate numbered 34; and agree to the same with an amendment as follo\ 
Inlien of the word stricken out by said amendment insert the words ‘' 
pots and: snd the Senate agree to the same. 

JO. C. 8S. BLACKBURN 

FP. M. COCKRELL, 

H. M. TELLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senat 


JOS. H. OUTHWAITER 

O. LAPHAM, 

J: A. T. HULL, 
Managers on the part of the Io 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is: Will tho 
Senate concur in the report of the Committee of Conference 

Mr: MANDERSON. LI wish the Senator from Kentucky i 
charge of the bill would explain to the Senate the exact mat 
ters which are agreed upon here, which have been in disput: 
between the two Houses. I callhis attention particularly to the 
matters pertaining to the decrease in the number of the Medi 
cal Corps andthe legislation concerning the Signal Corps. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer the Senator, and say that 
the bill as it came from the House of Representatives made a re- 
duction of 35 assistant surgeons, and as reported by the con{ 
ees that number is reduced 15, leaving 110 instead of 90 as pro- 

by the bill as it came from the House. 

I do not wish to go into any discussion of the bill at this tin 
and unless: the conference report can be agreed to [ should pre- 
fer that the report be printed and go over until to-morrow. 

Mr: MANDERSON. [ think that would be the better course 

Mr: BLACKBURN. [ask that that shall be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if ther 
be no objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the message from 
the House of Representatives insisting upon its disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce 
taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for othe 
purposes, and requesting a further conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thequestion ison the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. Hin}, that 
the Senate recede from two of its. amendments, one of which 
im a duty on coal, and the other of which imposed a duty 
on iron ore. 

Mr. ALLISON. [ask for a division of the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state th 
first amendment from!which the Senator from New York, moves 
that. the Senate recede. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


109}. Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or res 
uum from burnt pyrites, 40 cents per ton. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is, will the Sen- 
ate recede from the amendment just stated? 

Mr. HILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceede! 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (when the name of Mr. HAk&is 
was called). The present occupant of the chair is paired with 
the senior Senator from Oliio|Mr. SHERMAN], If the Senator 


IT am paired with 


from Ohio were present the present occupant of the chair would 
vote ‘‘ nay. 
Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). 


I am paired 
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with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoRRILL]. If he 
were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” , ; 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called), I am paired with the 

tor from Massachusetts[Mr. HoAR], but I transfer that pair 
to the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. JARvis], and 
vote ‘‘ nay.” ’ : 

Mr. QUAY (when his name wasealled). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], but understanding that, 
if here, he would vote ‘‘nay ” upon this question, I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GORDON. After conversation with the senior Senator 
from Iowa[Mr. ALLISON], nothwithstanding my pair with his 
colleague [Mr. WILSON], I learn that I am privileged to vote. 
I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
VooRHEES], which leaves me free to vote. I note ‘‘nay.” 

Mr, ALLISON. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. 
WILSON] is absent on account of illness. If he were here he 
would vote ‘‘nay” on this proposition. 

Mr. TURPIE. LIannouncethat my colleague [Mr. VOORHEES] 
is detained at his home in this city by serious indisposition. If 
he were present he would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BRICE. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. WoLcort]; but as I understand if he were pres- 
ent he would vote ‘‘ nay,” I have voted ‘‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 6, nays 65; as follows: 


YEAS—6. 
Allen, Hill, Kyle, Peffer. 
Hansbrough, Irby, 
NAYS—6. 

Aldrich, Dolph, Lodge, Pugh, 
ison, Dubois, McLaurin, ay, 
ate, Faulkner, MeMillan, nsom, 
rry, Etre MePherson, Roach, 
lackburn, Gallinger, Manderson, Shoup, 
lanchard, George, Martin, Smith, 
Brice, Gibson, Mills, Squire, 

Caffery, Gordon, Mitchell, Teller, 
Call. Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Carey, Gray, Murphy, Vest, 
Chandler, Hale, Palmer, Vilas, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Pasco, Walsh, 
Coke, Higgins, Patton, Washburn, 
Cullom, Hunton, Perkins, White. 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Piatt, 
vis, Jones, Ney. Power, 

Biron, Lindsay, Proctor, 

NOT VOTING—I4 
Butler, Hoar, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Camden, Jarvis, Sherman, Wolcott. 
Cameron, Morgan, Stewart, 
Harris, Morrill, Voorhees, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. CAFFPERY. I ask leave to withdraw the amendments I 
have submitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has a right to 
withdraw the amendments he has heretofore proposed, and they 
are withdrawn. The question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Hin], that the Senate recede 
from anamendment. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Amendment numbered 304, being para- 
graph 3184 of the bill, in the following words: 


Coal, bituminous and shale, 40 cents per ton; coal, slack or culm, such as 
will pass through a half-inch screen, 15 cents per ton. 


Mr. HILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
te call the roll. 

mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am informed 
that if the Senator with whom I am paired, the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON], were present he would vote “‘nay.” I 
therefore feel at liberty to vote. I vote “nay.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore(when the name of Mr. HARRIS 
was called). The present occupant of the chair is paired with 
the Senator from Ohio[Mr. SHERMAN]. The present occupant 
of the chair would vote “ nay ” if not paired. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I haveagen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morriny]. I 
transfer my pair to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], 
which leaves me free to vote. I vote ‘“‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. TURPIE. I wish to repeat the announcement before 
made in relation to the absence of my colleague[Mr. VOORHEES], 
and to state that if he were present he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. BRICE (after having voted in the negative). On this 
ome, as on the other, I have a general with the junior 

nator from Colorado (Mr. WoLcort]. Understanding that 
he would vote “ nay,” [ have voted. 


Mr. PUGH (after having voted in the negative). I have trans- 
my pair with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
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to the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Jarvis]. I 
have no doubt that if both those Senators were present they 
would vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 6, nays 64; as follows: 





YEAS—6 
Allen, Hill, Kyle Peffer 
Hansbrough, Irby, 

NAYS—# 
Aldrich, Dixon, Jones, Ney Piatt, 
Allison, Dolph, Lindsay, Power 
Bate, Dubois. Lodge, Proctor 
Berry, Faulkner, MeLaurin, Puch 
Blackburn, Frye, McMillan, Quay 
Blanchard, Ga'linger, MePherson, Ransom, 
Brice. George, Manderson, Roach 
Caffery, Gibson, Mariin, Shoup, 
Call, Gordon, Mills, Smith, 
Carey, Gorman, Mitchell, Oregon Squire 
Chandler, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Cockrell, Hale, Murphy, Turpie, 
Coke, Hawley. Palmer, Vest, 
Cullom, Higgins, Pasco, Vilas 
Daniel, Hunton, Patton, Walsh, 
Davis Jones, Ark Perkins, White 

NOT VOTING-—15. 

Butler, Hoar Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Camden, Jarvis, Sherman Wilson, 
Cameron, Morgan, Stewart, W oleott. 
Harris, Morrill, Voorhees, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRay] that 
the Senate further insist upon its amendments and agree to the 
conference asked by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move an amendment to the motion of 
the Senator from Delaware. I send my amendment to the desk 
and ask to have it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The amendment to the motion 


That the Senate instruct its confeerees, when appointed, on House bill 
4864 to recede, on behalf of the Senate, from so muchof its amendment num 
bered 156, page 41, House bill 4864, an act to reduce taxation to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for ether purposes, as is contained in the 
following words beginning with the word ‘‘and” in line 10 and ending with 
the words “ad valorem "’ in line 14, reading as follows: 

“And upon all sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard in color and upon al! 
sugars which have been discolored there shall be levied, collected, and paid 
a duty of one-eighth of | cent per pound in addition to the said duty of 40 
per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro-tempore. The Senator from Delaware 
will state his point of order. 

Mr.GRAY. My point of order is that it is not competent for 
the Senate to instruct its confereesin a free and full conferenc 
erdered by the Senate, to recedefrom a particular amendment 
much less from a portion of it—or, in other words, that the 
Senate shall not deprive its conferees of the free and untra 
meled opportunity of discussing and conferring with the con- 
ferees of the other House upun the various points of disagree- 
ment between the two Houses. Otherwise it would be idle, it 
seems to me, to speak of a fuli and free conference on the part 
of those agents of this body who are to be appointed to conduct 
negotiations and discussion with like conferees appointed by 
the other House of Congress. 

The very object of appointing conferees to conduct « confer- 


; 


| ence of this kind is to avoid a declaration of the unalterable will 


of the Senate upon any point that is in disagreement between 
the two Houses, in order that there may be a full and free dis 
cussion between them, and a recommendation of some kind, if 
they can agree uponsuch, to their respective Houses of a method 
of reconciling those disagreements. 

I do not intend to say more now than to call the attention of 
the Senator to what I conceive to be in this matter a most im- 
portant question which seems to me to appeal to the common 
sense of all, one that is, so far as the amendment of the Senator 
from Minnesota is concerned, outside of any philosophy I can 
see which belongs to the matter of a conference between the 
two Houses for the purpose of reconciling the disagreeing votes 
of those two Houses. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
Delaware a question. 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. The Senator from Delaware will 
agree, I presume, that the Senate has a perfect right to-day, if 
it so wills, to recede here and now from every one of the six 
hundred and odd amendments to the bill adopted by the Senate. 
The Senator will concede that, of course. That being taken for 
granted, have we not the right to change our minds here and 
now in regard to a portion of those amendments and to instruct 
the managers on the part of the Senate to carry out our will, 


May I ask the Senator from 
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especially as it is in the direction of receding from an amend- | such a conference it seems to me to be one that does not admit 
ment mude by the Senate? of an instruction by the body ordering the conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will suspend for As I said a while ago, the very object of appointing a confer- 
amoment. The Chair holds that the point of order is not de- | ence is to avoid an expression of the will of the House ordering 
batable. Debate may be indulged in by unanimous consent. Is | it, and by its authorized parliamentary agents to bring to the 





there objection to the debate proceeding? attention of the other House those considerations which the 
Mr. FAULKNER and Mr. TURPIE. I object. | conferees being acquainted with can so urge as to overcome, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is objection. | perhaps, the objections of the other House, and influence the 


Mr. MANDERSON. I hope there will be no objection inter- 
posed. This isa matier of such very grave moment and of such | Houses. 
very grave importance that I hope the Senator from Delaware Mr.ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to 
wil bo permitted to proceed and that argument may be had | ask him a question? 
upon a question so vital to the Senate as is the pending point Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 
of order. Mr. ALDRICH. If the House of Representatives had in- 
Mr. FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator from Nebraska | structed their conferees or managers, as they could do unde: 
that there was an adjudication by the Senate of this point in | their rules, would the Senate then have a right toinstruct their 
the Forty-second Congress, and it has never been reversed | conferees? 


report which the conference committee would make to the two 





since. Mr. GRAY. This is not a question of instruction; it is a 
Mr. MANDERSON, I beg the Senator's pardon; the decis- | question of —— 
ion was auite the contrary. Mr. ALDRICH. The rules of the House of Representatives 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair willask again, for | recognize the right of the House to instruct their conferees 
the debate must proceed, if at all, by unanimous consent, is | end it is frequently done by the House of Representatives. 


there objection? Mr. PLATT. it may be done by their rules. 
Mr. TURPIE and Mr. FAULKNER. I object. Mr. GRAY. Then all I can say is that so far as the con- 
Mr. HUNTON. I object. ferees are instructed there can not be that full and free confer- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is objection. ence contemplated by parliamentary law and by the usage of 


Mr. HILL. As there seems to be a general desire to debate | these two bodies, so far as [am acquainted with them. 
the question I will respectfully appeal from the decision of the Mr. ALDRICH. Then we have never hada full and free con- 
Chair in order that it may be debated. ference. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Chair has made no decision. Mr. GRAY. Suppose the Senate on its part appoints con- 

The PRESIDENT pee tempore. The only decision the Chair | ferees and gives them special instructions to insist upon a par- 
has made is that a point of order is not debatable until the Chair | ticular amendment that the Senate has offered to the bili, not 
has disposed of it. Does the Senator from New York appeal | the ordinary language of insisting upon the amendment for the 


from that decision? purpose of getting a conference, but instructs them, depriving 
Mr. HILL. The Chair is entirely right in regard to that | the conferees of all discretion, of all freedom of debate and o/ 
point. | conference, and that the House do likewise, as they would have 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair quite agrees with | the right todo. We all know what a farce such a conference 
the Senator from New York. | would be. It seems to me that extreme case iliustrates the ab- 


Mr. HALE. I donot think that on consideration for a min- | solute folly and want of logic in the position taken by the Sena- 
ute any Senator on the other side will do what I have never | tor from Minnesota in offering the amendment to my motion. 
known done in the Senate before on an important question of It seeks to trammel and fetter and control the agents of this 
order, the moment the point is raised toshut off what is‘fairand | House who are appointed, for what purpose? To confer with 
reasonable debate upon the project. I have been here some | like agents on the part of the other House to see if perchance 
years and have he all kinds of questions of order raised, and | there may be some way found in that conference by which the 
the general practice of the Senate is most generous and liberal. | disagreeing votes of the two Houses may be reconciled. 

If the objection is insisted upon it will be taken on this side as Mr. HALE. Let us reason together for a moment. 
an indication of a disposition now not to allow fair and reasona- Mr. GRAY. I am always glad to reason with the Senator 


ble consideration. from Maine. . 
Mr. FAULKNER. I will settle the matter by withdrawing Mr. HALE. The Senator says the object is a full and free 
my objection. conference with the other House, A conference upon what? 


ir.GRAY. If an appeal is taken from the decision of the | Upon thesubjectson which the two Houses differ. The fewer the 
Chair debate is open on the appeal. scbinate are the greater the likelihood of agreement; the fewer 
Mr. RANSOM. The Senator from West Virginia has with- | the amendments that one body puts on the greater the chance 


drawn his objection. ofan agreement. The whole object of a conference is tosmooth 
Mr. HALE. I understand the objection is withdrawn. the way and agree upon propositions where the two Houses are 
Mr. FAULKNER. I withdrew the objection I made in refer- at odds. When the Senate or the House directs its conferees to 
ence to debate. give way on one provision which is in difference until itis given 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hear sugges- | up, it hassimply removed—hasit not, ask the Senator—one of the 
tions from any Senator who may desire to submit them. | subjects upon which the conferenceis at odds? Therefore, is it 


Mr. GRAY. I had the floor when the objection was made. in any way an abridgement of the free and full conference for the 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is true. The Senator | Senate to abandon one of the matters in dispute? Is it not, in 
from Delaware is entitled to the floor. short, a full andfree conference on the subjects-matter still open 
Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, I do not propose to detain the | to dispute after the two bodies have acted? 
Senate in opening the discussion, if discussion it is to be, but I Mr. GRAY. That is an exceedingly plausible statement 
agree with Senators on the other side that it isan important | but—— 
uestion, and one which deserves the calm and careful considera- Mr. MILLS. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to 


on of the Senate. I submit that all the ae of this | make an additional point of order? I desire to make an addi- 


question is on the side of the point of order I have made. tional point of order, and then the Senator can go on with the 
Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Delaware allow discussion. My point of order is that the Senate can not recede 

me to ask him a question? from a part of its amendment, and if it can not recede from 4 
Mr. GRAY. Certainly. part of its amendment it can not instruct its conferees tod 


Mr. CHANDLER. Does- the Senator advocate the broad | what it can not do itself. 
proposition that it is out of order at any time and under any Mr. GRAY. The point of order raised by the Senator fro: 
circumstances to instruct the Senate conferees? Texas seems to me absolutely decisive, inasmuch as it is the ar- 
Mr. GRAY. I hold that it is out of order to instruct the con- | gument I was just about to make in reply to the suggestion o! 
ferees in the matter of a conference asked for as this is asked | the Senator from Maine, that the amendment offered by the 


for in the motion now before the Senate. Senator from Minnesota is an amendment which applies to 4 
Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator state when the Senate t, toa fragment, of one of the amendments put upon the bil! 
could instruct its conferees? y the Senate. 


Mr. GRAY. There is a conference pte. ag by parlia-| Mr. HALE. Butit isa divisible amendment, and an amend 
mentary law, as I read it, known as a simple conference, in | ment upon which, when in the Senate, three separate and dis- 
which there may be an instruction. I do not know that there | tinct votes were taken, because it was divisible. Therefore the 
is any record in our parliamentary proceedings of a resort to it. | point of order does not apply. : 
The only conference with which I am familiar in our practice| Mr.GRAY. When the amendment was in the Senate and 
is the full and free conference spoken of in the books on parlia- | was voted upon it was divisible in u parliamentary sense. For 
mentcry law. From the inherent necessities which surround | the purpose of discussion, consideration, and disposition of the 
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pill it was divisible, but when we come to consider the matters | the whole amendment. We can instruct the conferees to re 
between the two Houses — which they disagree, one of which } cede. 

is the duty upon sugar, it is the subject-matter about which the Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. We instret our managers to 
conferees, if they are appointed, will have their conference and | recede. 

about which the disagreement between the two Houses will Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

come to the front and be a matter of debate and discussion. So Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I insist that we can say to them 


the point made by the Senator from Maine, plausible as it is by instruction of the Senate, ‘‘ You may recede either to the 
with reference to the general question, as he put it, that the Sen- full extent, $500,000, or to the extent of one-half of the amount.” 
ate might recede from one of its amendments and therefore | You are thus dividing the amendment. That is the point the 


eliminate from the number of disagreements one or more and | Senator from Texas makes, that you can not instruct your con- 
leave the rest for conference, does not apply where that elimi- | ferees unless you instruct them as to the whole amendment. 
nation is only toa part of the amendment. | Mr.GRAY. You would be receding from the whole amend- 
The practical effect of it would be that the Senate would un- | ment in that case. 
dertake, after having solemnly passed a bill with certain amend- Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I can notsee any distinction be- 
ments added, to alter the shape and quality of the bill when it | tween that and the case here. The House sends us a bill with 
sent it back to another conference with|the other House; which, | certain provisions in regard to sugar. The Senate adds an 
of course, I think the Senator from Maine will agree is not | amendment increasing the duty, both ad valorem and specific, 
within the competence of the Senate. as [ understand. The Senatorfrom Minnesota comes in with a 
Mr. HILL. Does the Senator from Delaware take the broad | motion to instruct our managers to recede as to a portion of the 
ground that there is no such thing as instruction toa confer- | amendment. Now, what is the effect of that motion’ It is to 
ence committee? | reduce the controverted points in issue between the two Houses. 
Mr. GRAY. That is the whole of my point of order; in a con- | [t is to eliminate one of the points of controversy. It seems to 
ference such as is now asked for by my motion—a full and free | me there can be no kind of question but that we have a right to 


conference. . ' do that. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator would claim, then, that the Senate Mr. PALMER. I would be glad to ask the Senator from Del- 
hag no right to limit the time of the conference committee? | aware a single question. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not understand whai the Senator from New, Mr.GRAY. Certainly. 


York means by ‘“‘ time.” | Mr. PALMER. Is there no authority on a point like this, 
Mr. HILL. To instruct its conferees to report if within ten | which must have occurred so very often in this body? 
days there was no agreement. Can not the Senate limit them? | Mr. GRAY. I was about to read an authority, a precedent in 
Can not the Senate designate a time? Can not the Senate in- | this very body. I wish to refer toit. The Senator from Mary- 
struct them? In other words, I think with the Senator thatif | land{Mr. GORMAN] I understand hasan authority that he wishes 
the point of order is well founded it must be, and he is obliged | to bring to the attention of the Senate. 
to take that position, that neither as to time, form, nor anything Mr. GORMAN. Cushing, on page 871, in section 2247. lays 
else is there any such thing as instruction to a conference cgm- | down the rule that has been universal, that the house which 
mittee. amends a bill, which fs the Senate in this case— 
Mr. GRAY. In reply to the Senator from New York, who, I Can not recede from or insist on its own amendment, with an amend 
suppose, is an authority on parliamentary law, having had long | ment 
experience in presiding over, perhaps, the greatest legislative | which is precisely what the Senator from Minnesota proposes 
body in any State in the Union, I would say that, so far as an | to do. 
instruction such as he suggests is concerned, I do not think that Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 
it touches the reason of my objection to the competence of the Mr. GORMAN. He insists upon receding from half of an 








motion made by the Senator from Minnesota. To instructa amendment, which is an amendment to an amendment, and the 
committee as to time may or may not be within the competence | universal law is that that can not be done. 

of the Senate, but clearly, it seems to me, to instructa commit-| Mr. HALE. That is not the proposition. 

tee as to the substance of the disagreement between the two | Mr. GORMAN. I beg to coulee: in addition to that, another 


Houses is out of its competence. suggestion, if the Senator from Delaware will permit me. 
Mr. HILL. The limitation of time, of course, prevents in the Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 
broadest sense a full and fair conference. In other words, you| Mr. GORMAN. Itis that we can not instruct our conferces 
have endeavored to control the discretion of your conferees by | at this time. We can not instruct a body that does not exist. 
direction of the body which appointed them. | This question must come up after the passage of the resolution 
Mr.GRAY. Possibly so. I am not prepared to take issue | offered by the Senator from Delaware agreeing to the conference 
with the Senator upon that point. The inclination of my mind | and appointing the conferees. When we have reached that 
would be to say that it differs from the question which I have | stage, and have somebody to instruct, then the question may lL 
sought to raise here by the point of order I have made. The | raised, but it can not be presented at this time. 
point of order I have made seems to me to rest upon the very; Mr. HALE. The trouble would be that when that was done 
reason of the matter, on that common sense which must lie at | the Senate had agreed to go into conference and had appointed 
the bottom of all law and ali parliamentary rule and practice. managers for a free and full conference, and the point would be 


After all, it comes down to that. made that it was too late to do it. 
Therefore, I repeat, if we are to have what is called techni- Mr. GORMAN. Not atall. 
cally and really a full and free conference between the parlia- Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Delaware will allow me 


mentary agents of the Senate and the House, it would beidle| Mr.GRAY. Certainly. : 
and absrd to seek to limit the powers of those parliamentary Mr. HALE. This amendment was putin deliberately in order 
agents, so as to make it less than a full and free conference. | not to shut out the proposition. It isnotwhatthe Senator from 
The very object had in view in the appointment of such con- Maryland has stated, a proposition to recede from a portion of 
ferees originally or in the reappointment after the report of a | an amendment that the Senate had put on. That proposition 
eens is that those agents may come together and by | had its paternity in the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILas] in 
all the legitimate arts of argument, persuasion, and representa- | the amendment that he boldly and defiantly offered the other 
tion so influence each other that out of the disagreement may | day, and which has, bysome mysterious process which we do not 
come an agreement which both Houses will ratify and support. | understand, utterly disappeared. We expected to have a vot 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask the Senator from upon that proposition. That has disappeared. That was tech 
Delaware another guestion? nical. There was something in the point that, after the third 
Mr. GRAY. Certainly. reading and passage of the bill, it may be that you could not 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I donot think there is anything | then amend a Guaie proposition in it. 
in the Senator's point, and there is no more in the point of the But this is broader than that. [t directs our managers. 
Senator from Texas, as I understand it. Suppose the House of | They are not larger than the Senate. They are our creatures 
Representatives should send us a bill appropriating $500,000 for | They can follow our direction. They have a full and free con 
a certain work. The Senate increases the appropriation to | ference on everything that the Senate submits tothem. When 
$1,000,000. and the bill goes into conference. There is a dis-| the Senate says, ‘‘ Your are instructed, Mr. Managers, not to 
agreement over the $500,000 added by the Senate. The matter | make a controversy with the other House upon this one-eighth 
comes back here. Have we nota right, I ask the Senator from | proposition and you can make your controversy upon every- 


laware, to instruct our ers either to relinquish the | thing else,” they are as much the subject of our contro! at any 
whole amendment or to caren a sh half of it, and thus to that time before they go into conference as the members of any com- 
extent reduce the controversy between the two Houses? | mittee in directions given to it by the Senate. 


Mr.GRAY. I think the Senate hasa right to recede from It is absurd, Mr. President, to advance the proposition bere 








7894 


that the Senate is powerless when there is no conference, and 
when the other House has sent over here a disagreement on all 
subjects-matter, to say that the Senate must sit here bound hand 
and foot and can not instruct its conferees in the direction of an 
agreement, I do not care what the authorities are, and they are 
not uniform by any means. 

Mr. GRAY. I quite agree with the Senator from Maine in 
so far that we can recede from any amendment that we have 
made, and, as I said, eliminate one or more points of disagree- 
ment from the consideration of the two Houses. But that is a 
very different proposition from an instruction to recede on a 
particular point which is only a portion of an amendment. 
However, that has been sufficiently commented upon. You can 
not amend an amendment when it comes from conference, and 
you can not instruct your conferees to recede on one point for 
the reason which obtains in both cases and is exactly the same, 
whether it be an instruction or a proposition that we should 
amend. 

Now, I said there was a precedent. In 1873, on a report from 
a conference committee on the legislative appropriation bill, the 
motion was made by Senator Wright that the report submitted 
by the conference committee be recommitted to the committee 
of conference with instructions to strike out all that was con- 
tained in the amendment reported back on the subject of salaries. 
The question was raised and gave opportunity for a very inter- 
esting debate, which extends over several pages of the Congres- 
sional Globe, and was participated in by Mr. Trumbull, by Mr. 
SHERMAN, who supported the point that I now make, Mr. Logan, 
Mr. Carpenter, Mr. Edmunds, Mr. Bayard, and Mr. Conkling. 
The question was submitted by the Vice-President— 

anna is on the motion of the Senator from Towa to recommit the 
repor 
with the instruction to which I have alluded. 

The question was taken,and by a vote 40 nays to 24 yeas the 
Senate refused to recommit. The whole question turned in 
that case, so far as I cam discover from ‘the debate, upon the 
authority of the Senate to do that thing with instructions. The 
Senate were practically unanimous on the subject-matter of the 
amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I recall the history of that matter, for I wasa 
member of the other body at that time and upon the committee 
which had charge of the bill there. Unless the Senator has looked, 
T am not certain but that the report which was sought to be re- 
committed with instructions was a report of an agreement; 
that the Senate desired to come into accord with the other 
House, and therefore voted downa project to recommita report 
which reported an agreement and decided to adopt the report; 
and the whole matter ended there. 

Mr,GRAY. The report was an amendment fixing the rate of 
salary at something less than the Senate had agreed to by its 
amendment, and the motion was to recommit that report with 
an instruction. The Senate were practically unanimous that 
the salary ought to have been at a higher figure, and the ques- 
tion was to recommit, with instructions to the conferees to in- 
sist upon the figure first named by the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Did not the conference committee report an 
agreement, or did they report a disagreement? 

Mr.GRAY. They reported an agreement. 

Mr. HALE. I so understood. That was my recollection. 
They reported an agreement, and the Senate desired that the 
agreement reported by the conference should be adhered to, and 
therefore voted down the project to instruct. 

Mr. GRAY. The argument that was made upon the question 
thus raised by those who took that side of the question, Mr. 
Conkling, Mr. Bayard, and Mr. SHERMAN, and some of the 
others whose names appear here, was:that,it was not within the 
ee of the Senate to recommit the report with instruc- 

ons. 

Mr. HALE, Doesnotthe Senatorsee thedistinction? In that 
case the conferees had been together and the Senate conferees 
reported an adjustment of the whole subjects in difference. I 
would argue myself that under those conditions, where a con- 
ference had exhausted its work and had reported an agreement, 
and the subject was before the Senate, it must either accept or 
reject the report and can not instruct. If the report was ac- 
cepted, that ended it. If the Senate did not agree with the re- 
port, it would raject the report and the matter would go back 
to the conference. ButI can understand that itmight then with 


great force be argued that that was the only thing for the Sen- | 


ate to do. 

Mr. GRAY. There was no way of opposing the motion made 
by Senator Wright, as it appears from this debate, except upon 
the ground which I have this point of order, that it was 
not within the competence of the Senate to instruct in a full and 
free conference. e merit of thisquestion was gone into quite 
fully. A distinction was made between a conference where an 
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instruction had been given, which has fallen into disuse so 

as the practice of these two bodies is concerned, and what j, 
known in our practice as a full and free conference. [t was | 
upon the ground that it would be absurd toorder a fulland f;, 
conference when the conferees were fettered by instructig 
from the authority which appointed them. 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator see a great differen 
the conditions? Here we have not got a report agreed un 
conferees and submitted for our acceptance or rejection. 
have no conference report. We have a disagree ment 
declaration on the part of the other House that they want 
conference, which we have not yet ordered. Now, that i 
condition. But suppose theconfereesof the Senate had bro 
in an agreement upon the Senate amendments tothe House 
as they did in the case cited by the Senator, and their repo: 
come up before the Senate, the simple question is, ‘‘ Wi 
Senate agree to the report or disagree to it?” That con 
isended. You can not instruct that conference. 

Mr. GRAY. Let me ask my friend from Maine a qu 
itis, as he says, a second conference which is asked [for 
motion. My motion is that the conference asked for } 
House be granted; that the conferees on the part of the S« 
be-appointed, and the amendments of the Senate insisted | 
Does that differ at all, being a new conference, from the 
conference that was appointed? 

Mr. HALE. It differs in one respect. If the first.confercn 
that was appointed had, as in the case cited by the Senator { 
Delaware, reported an agreement, and their report had b 
put.on the desk of the clerks, the work of that conference 
ever. You can not instruct that conference. It would be 
surd to instruct them. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask if there is any difference in the powe: 
the conference under a second conference from those that 
long to the conferees under the first conference? 

Mr. HALE. I will answer the Senator that the first co 
erice takes up the bill and amendments on all questions wh 
there are differences. The only interpretation that the S: 
managers can then give to the will of the Senate is in 
amendments that the Senate has adopted. The conference h 
not got to the stage of instructions. If the Senate at that ‘ 
had wanted to instruct its conferees that the eighth of | « 
should not be in conference, it would not have put it in as « 
amendment; but the Senate instructed its conferees then, is 
had a right to do on every proposition, by putting into the 
the amendment imposing the additional eighthof lcent. TT) 
was an instruction to the conferees that such was the will of 
Senate. Now, at that stage an amendment was in order. 

Mr. GRAY. That is the instruction now. 

Mr. HALE. At the present stage it is decided by the Sen 
that itis notin order, and therefore the irresistible differ: 
comes back. The only power that youhaveover your confe: 
while you can not technically amend the proposition, is to 
struct them upon it. Iam glad the Senator has asked that q 
tion. 

Mr. GRAY. I asked it because the scope of the conferenc 
both cases, it seems to me, is pas thesame. After th: 
is passed a conference is asked for by the House, the Senat 
points it, if it agrees to appoint a conference at all, and it ne\ 
occurred to anyone to say that the Senate upon the appointme! 
of the conference in the first instance instructed the confer 
upon any point. 

Mr. M S. It is very hot, and I ask the Senator if he 
yield for a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. GRAY. Inone moment I will give way. It never 
curred to anyone so, far as I know, to say in the appointment ' 
that first conference that the Senate would instruct its confer:« 
as to any matter contained in the bill or the amendments w 
made the points of difference. 

Mr. E. It doesinstruct them. It does instruct them 
so amending the bill. That is its form of instructing them, 
then it instructs them to insist. 

Mr. GRAY. Butif it wasa matter within the proprieties 
parliamentary practice, it was quite as right and proper to i'- 
struct then as now. The bill is passed with amendments. |' 
goes to the House, and the House after debate refuses to agree 
to the Senate amendments, and asks for a conference two © 
three days thereafter. The Senate, if this power exists, cou‘ 
then instruct just as well as now in asking a second conference. 

Mr.HALE. The Senator from Minnesota suggests anot!icr 
form of inquiry. The House asks—— 

Mr. MILLS. Will the Senator from Delaware yield to me: 

Mr.GRAY. Yes. 

Mr.MILLS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, July -', 
1894, at 12 o’clock m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, July 26, 1894, 


The House met ut 12 o’clock m. 


son, D.D. ; ; 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 


proved. 


Prayer by Rev. W. E. PAR- 


ADULTERATION OF FOODS AND DRUGS. 


Mr. HATCH. Under instruction from the Committee on Ag- 
riculture, I move that the Committee on Interstate and Ioreign 
Commerce be discharged from the further consideration of the 
pill which I send to the desk,and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4863) to prevent the adulteration and misbranding of 
and drugs, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The question ison the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri[Mr. HatcuH]. 

Mr. COOMBS. I want to discuss that question a little. 

Mr. HATCH. It is not open to debate. 

The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. HATCH. There is no objection to this on the part of the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COOMBS. But I think that is the committee which 
properly has jurisdiction, of this subject. I do not believe a 
measure of this kind shoufd be referred tothe wrong committee. 

Mr. HATCH. This is not the wrong committee. 

Mr. COOMBS. In my opinion it is, as Congress cau not take 
jurisdiction of the question except as a matter of commerce. 

The SPEAKER. The rule provides: 

Correction in case of errov of reference may be made by the House, with- 
out debate, and in accordancs with Rule XI, on any day immediately after 
the reading of the Journal, by unanimous consent, or on motion of a com- 
mittee claiming jurisdiction, or on the report of the committee to which 
the bill has been erroneously referred. 

The Committee on Agriculture claims jurisdiction of this sub- 
ject, and on behalf of that committee the gentleman from Mis- 
souri makes this motion. 

The question being taken, there were, on a division (called for 
by Mr. CooMBS)—ayes 56, noes 25. 

Mr. COOMBS. No quorum. 

Mr. HATCH. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CooMBS anc Mr. HATCH were appointed as tellers to act 
during the call of yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 127, nays 75, 
answered ‘‘present”’ 1, not voting 148; as follows: 


foods 


YEAS—127. 
Abbott, De Armond, Holman, Pearson, 
Alexander, Dinsmore, Hudson, Perkins, 
Arnoid, Dockery, iull, Pickler, 
Avery, Doolittle, Izlar, Powers, 
Baker, Kans. Draper, Johnson, N. Dak. Quigg 


baker, N. H. 


Ellis, Ky. 


Kem, 


Richards, Ohio 


Baldwin, English, Cal. Kiefer, Richarison, Mich. 
Barnes, Epes, Kribbs, Richardson, Tenn. 
Bartholdt, Erdman, Lacey, Robertson, La 
Beitzhoover, Fithian, Lane, Robinson, Pa. 
Blair, Forman, Latimer, Russell, Conn. 
Bland, Funk, Layton, Ryan, 
Boen, Gillet, N. Y. Lefever, Sayers, 
Branch, Goldzier, Linton, Schermerhorn, 
Broderick, Graham, Livingston, Sheil, 
Brosius, Grifin, Loud, Springer. 
Brown, Grosvenor, Lucas, Stone, C. W. 
Bryan, Grout, Lynch, Strong. 
Bunn, Hager, Marsh, Sweet, 
Caminetti, Hainer, Marshall, Talbert, S. C. 
Cannon, Cal. Haines, Martin, Ind. Taylor, Tenn. 
Catehings, Hall, Mo. Marvin, N. Y. Tyler, 
Childs, Harmer, McCulloch, Wadsworth, 
Clark, Mo. Harris, McDowell, Wanger, 
Cooper, Wis. Hartman, McLaurin, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cornish, Hatch, McRae, Williams, Til. 
Heard, Meiklejohn, Wilson, Ohio 
Crawford, Henderson,Iowa Mercer, Wilson, Wash. 
Culberson, Henderson, N.C. Money, Woodard, 
Curtis, Kans. Hermann, Moon, Wricht, Mass. 
Curtis, N. Y Hines, Northway, Wright, Pa. 
Davis, Hitt, Ogden, 
NAYS—%. 

Adams, Pa. Caruth, Geary, Mallory 
Aldrich, Causey, Geissenhainer, McAleer, 
Allen, Clancy, Grady, McCall, 
Bailey, Cobb, Mo Gresham, McDannold 
Bartlett, Cockrell, Hall, Minn. MeDearmon, 

ingham, bs, Hammond MeEttrick. 
Black, Ga. Cooper, Fila. Hare, McGann, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Cox. Hayes, McKaig, 
Bretz, Cummings, Kilgore MeNagny. 
Brickner, Dalzell, Kyle, Mutchier. 

Daniels, Lester. Neill, 

Bynum, Davey, Maddox Paschal, 
Cadmus, Durborow, Maguire, Patterson, 
Campbell, Sverett, Mahon, Pendleton. Tex. 
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Stone, W. A. Tucker Washington, 
Ritchie, Storer Turner, Ga. Wells, 
Snodgrass Strait Turner, Va Wolverton. 
Sperry, Tate, Van Voorhtis, Ohio 
Stevens, Tracey Warne 

ANSWERED PRESENT ''—1, 
Cooper, Ind 
NOT VOTING—I48 

Adams, Ky Donovan L S % 
Aitken, Dunn La 
Alderson, Dunphy Loud 
Apsley, Edmunds, Magner ; 
Babcock, Bllis, Oregon Met ry, Mino S 
Bankhead, English, N. J [cCrea Ky S 
Barwig Enloe Keigh Si 
Belden, Fieider, [eMillis Sipe 
Bell, Colo. Fletcher li Smith 
Bell, Tex. Funston, Meyer Som 
Berry, yan, Millilke: Sor 
Black, LLL. Gardne Mon mery Stalli 
Boatner, Gear, Morga St nson, 
Boutelle, Gillett, Ma Morse Stockdale 
Bower, N. C. Goodnight Moses St Ky 
Bowers, Cal. Gorman Murray, Strau 
Breckinridge,Ark. Grow, Newlands, Swa n. 
Bundy, Harter Oates Tal Md 
Burnes, Hauger O’ Neil, Mass Tars 
Burrows, Heiner, O'’Nelll, Mo lav 
Cabaniss. Henderson, Ll Outhwalte ray Ind 
Cannon, LL Hendrix, Page, Tet 
Capehart, Hepburn Payne Th bs 
Chickering, Hicks Paynter ur h, 
Clarke, Ala. Hooker, Miss Pence, Updegra 
Cobb, Ala. Hooker, N. Y. Pendleton, W. Va. Van Vo is, N. Y 
Cockran, Hopkins, Ill Phillips, W 
Coffeen, Hopkins, Pa Post, Wa l 
Cogswell, Houk, Price we 
Conn. Hulick, Randall, We 
Cooper, Tex. Hunter, tay, Wh r, Il 
Covert, Hutcheson Rayner, Whit 
Crain, Tkirt, Reilly, Whitin 
De Forest, Johnson, Ind Reyburn Williams, Miss. 
Denson, Johnson, Ohto tobbins, Wilson, W. Va 
Dingley, Jones Rusk. Wis 
Dolliver. Lapham Russell, Ga, Ww 


So the motion was < greed to. 


The following pairs were announced: 


Until further 


notice: 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DINGLhy. 


Mr. OATES WITH Mr. MORSE. 


Mr. GRESHAM with Mr. MAHON. 

Me. ENLOE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. ROBBINS with Mr. SHERMAN. 
Mr.CoNnNN with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 


Mr. WEADOCK with Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky. 

Mr. TURNER of Virginia with Mr. HEINER of Pennsyivani 
Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. BRODERICK. 

Mr. HooKER of Mississippi with Mr. CHickeRr! 

Mr. MOsEs with Mr. VAN Vooruis of New Y: 


Mr. STABLINGS with Mr. SCRANTON. 


Mr. 


McMILLIN with Mr. Houk. 


Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of [llinoi 
Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. MILLIKEN 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


DENSON with Mr. RANDALL. 
LAWSON with Mr. WHITE. 

Coss of Alabama with Mr. BABCOCK. 
STONE of Kentucky with Mr. GEAR. 
GOODNIGHT with Mr. WALKER. 
MONTGOMERY with Mr. TAWNEY. 
PAYNTER with Mr. HAUGEN. 
EDMUNDS with Mr. WEVER. 
BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois 
CRAIN with Mr. SETTLE. 

STRAUS with Mr. GILLET of New York. 
TURPIN with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 


Mr. MORGAN with Mr. Surru of Illinois. 


For this day: 


Mr. Lock woop with Mr. WHEELER of [llinois. 
Mr. MCALEER with Mr. UPDEGRAFF. 


Mr. CABANISS with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsy! 


Mr. BERRY with Mr. STEPHENSON. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana with Mr. GARDNER 


Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. Ray. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I would like, Mr. 


L- 
 »peaker, to 


vote in the affirmative on this proposition. 


The SPEAKER. 


to hear his name? 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. 


hear my name. 


L can 


Was the gentleman in the Hall and failed 


not say that I failed to 


The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertai: 1 quest of 
the gentleman under the rule. 
Mr. LYNCH. Iask leave of absence for my colleague, Mr. 


BARWIG, for this day, on account of sickness. 
There was no objection. 
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The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HATCH. I move to reconsider—— 

The SPEAKER. Itis not necessary to move to reconsider 
the vote just taken, because under the rule the bill can not be 
brought back on a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. WISE. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia demands the 
regular order. The Chair will submit the following Senate res- 
olution and executive documents: 


CONFEREES ON HOUSE BILL 6080. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution 
of the Senate; which was read and laid on the table: 


Resolved, That Mr. PerricgRrew be excused from service as one of the con- 
ferees on the bill (H. R. 6080) granting a certain military reservation to Ok- 
lahoma City, Okla., to aid the public free schools thereof, and for other 
purposes, and Mr. CAREY be appointed in his place. 


HOUSE BILL 6167. 


The SPEAK ERalso laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, in relation to House bill 6167; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


SALE OF CERTAIN CUSTOM-HOUSE SITES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, recommending the sale of certain 
custom-house sites; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 2586) granting certain property to the city of 
Newport, Ky.; 

A bill (H. R. 2637) for the relief of Eugene Wells, late captain 
Twelfth Infantry and second lieutenant First Artillery, United 
States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 4322) granting the use of certain land to the town 
of Castine, Me., for a public park; 

A bill (H. R. 5860) to amend sections 4, 6, and 10 of the act of 
February 9, 1893, entitled ‘‘An act to establish acourt of appeals 
for the District of Columbia, and for other purposes;” 
=a bill (H. R. 5459) to pension the minor children of Alfred 

hipps; 

A bill (H. R. 5735) to remove the political disabilities of Caleb 
Huse; and 

‘A bill (H. R. 894) for the relief of Robert Travila for loss of 
carbine in late war. 


METROPOLITAN RAILWAY COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to submit a con- 
ference report at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6171) to authorize the 
Metropolitan Railroad Company to change its motive power for the propul- 
sion of the cars of said company, having met, after full and free conference 
nave even to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2,3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 10, 12, and 13, and agree to the same. 

That the Senate r © from its amendment numbered 5. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 9, and nepee to the same with an amendment striking out 
the proviso; and that the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same amended so that the section 
shall be read as follows: 

Sxo. 5. That the Metropolitan Railroad Company is hereby authorized and 
required immediately to make reciprocal transfer arrangements with street 
railroad companies whose lines now connect with its lines, and to furnish 
such facilities therefor as the public convenience may require. Upon the 
completion of the underground electric aon provided for in this act the 
said Metropolitan Railroad Company is hereby further authorized and re- 
quired to enter into reciprocal trackage arrangements with connecting 
roads. The schedules and compensation shall be mutually upon be- 
tween the said Metropolitan Railroad Company and the companies with 
whose lines its linesconnect; and in any case of failure to reach such mutual 
agreement the matters in — shall be determined by the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia, upon petition filed by either party 

‘ Provided, That every street railway company inthe District of Columbia 
whose lines connect, or whose lines may hereafter connect with the lines of 
any other street railway company, is hereby subjected to the same require- 
ments as to transfers and track arrangements and upon similar condi- 
tions as in this section provided in the case of the Metropolitan Railroad 
mer y=! and the lines connecting therewith." 

And that the Senate agree to the same. 

JOHN T. HEARD 


JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
P. S. POST, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


. RRIS. 
H. C. HANSBROUGH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask now for the reading 
of the accompanying statement, to which I beg to call the par- 
ticular attention of the House, as it fully explains the report. 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 

First amendment requires the compan; to put new cars on its road withiy 
ninety days. 

Second, third, fourth, eighth, tenth amendments areformal. They do no: 
affect the provisions of the bill. 

Thirteenth amendment is a reservation of the right of Congress to alt: 
amend, or repeal the bill. 

Fifth amendment: The Senate recedes, leaving the provision so as tor 
quire an underground electric system. 

Sixth and seventh amendments extend the time for completing the east 
and west line to two years; the north and south line is to be completed in 
one year. 

Ninth amendment provides for an extension from Ninth to Tenth street 
The Senate recedes from its requirement that the company shall cease to 
— its lines so as to connect with the Brightwood road on Seventh 
stree 

Eleventh amendment requires the Metropolitan and all other companies 
to make transfer and trackage arrangements with connecting lines, subject 
to the determination of the supreme court of the District of Columbia in 
case of disagreements. 

Twelfth amendment places an annual tax of $500 on horse cars operated 
after the dates set for the changes required. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RI0H- 
ARDSON] is recognized. 

Mr. WARNER. May I ask the gentleman from Tennessee a 
question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. WARNER. May I ask whether the effect of the agree- 
ment or the recommendation of the conferees will leave the 
compan, — to adopt an underground electric system? 

Mr. HEARD. Absolutely. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. HEARD. And no other kind. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, if I may have a few 
minutes I will explain these amendments briefly.’ I ask the at- 
tention of the House, and will only occupy a few moments’ time. 
I will run through the amendments hurriedly, for there are only 
about six of them that are of any consequence. 

Mr. COOMBS. We want ail of them explained. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will state that they are 
nearly all of them immaterial, except six, but I will mention 
each one, in order that the House may judge of the materiality 
for itself. 

Mr. COOMBS. I suggest tothe gentleman that he state as to 
each amendment whether it is a House amendment or a Senate 
amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The House passed the 
bill, and all the amendmentsare Senate amendments. The first 
amendment of the Senate requires the company to put new cars 
on its road within ninety days. Within ninety days from the 
passage of this bill the company is required to equip its line 
from end to end with new cars, under penalty of $25 a car for 
each day that they run an old car. The House agreed to that 
amendment. 

Thesecond, fourth, eighth, andtenthamendments are formal. 
They do not affect the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does the gentleman prefer to make 
his complete statement now, or will he submit to a query touch- 
ing the first amendment? 

r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will, right now, as to the 
first amendment, if the gentleman desires it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. AsI understand it, this horse rail- 
way, the Metropolitan line, is to be changed to an electric rail- 
way? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is true. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, it isnot supposed that that 
change can be made in ninety days, is it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, not at all; but they 
are required to put on new cars at an expense of from forty to 
fifty thousand dollars at least within ninety days while using 
the present motive power. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does my friend think it is proper 
to require a company that are to make a change to electric cars 
to entirely re’quip their horse line within ninety days and then 
make another change of equipment later on? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is an amendment 0! 
the Senate, and the House conferees have agreed to it. The 
company say they will do it, and I presume they will use the 
cars as trailers after they have adopted the new motive power. 
It is a severe rule to apply, but the company submit to it, and 
the House conferees were not willing to take out the provision. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Do I understand that the company 
agree to it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. They are compelled to 
agree to it. 

Mr. HEARD. They do agree to it. 
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Mr. CANNON of [llinois. The object of my inquiry was to business. I do not think that means further time for experi- 
know whether it was just to compel a company to spend forty or | ment. 
fifty thousand dollars in new equipment, to be thrown away a Mr. HEPBURN. Are you not giving them a yearon the east 
little later. : | and yest line for further experiment? 

Mr. DALZELL. It will not be thrown away. | Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will state to the gentle- Mr. HEPBURN. What will they be doing in the meantime? 
man that it would not be just if it were notfor the fact that they Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It will take more than a 
can use these cars as trailers on the electric line. ; million of dollars for them to build this road, and it can not be 

The second, third, fourth, eighth, and tenth amendments cor- | done under two years. 
rect the grammar of the bill. The word “their ” is substituted | Mr. HEPBURN. That does not answer my question. 
for ‘‘its,” as applicable to the company. The words “the date| Mr. BOWERS of California. Will the gentleman yield to mo 
of” are stricken out. There is nothing at all material in any of | for a question? : 
these amendments. : : | Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 

The thirteenth amendment is a reservation of the right of | Mr. BOWERS of California. A great many years ago, away 
Congress to alter, amend, or repeal the bill. That was not in | on the plains, away from all appliances, 10 miles of track were 
the House bill, and it was accepted by the conferees. | laid in one day on the Overland route, and it is a wonder that 

The Senate recedes from the fifth amendment, leaving the | they can not build a little road of this kind ina year. 
provision 80 as to require an underground electric system. As Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Was it an underground 
the bill was originally introduced, it provided for an under- | electric system? 
ground electric system. When it. wae reported from the dis- Mr. BOWERS of California. They could do it inninety days 
trict committee the word ‘ electric” was left out, but on the | ir they wanted to. : 
floor an amendment was offered, to insert the word ‘‘electric. Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes; if they had a bonus 
This amendment carried, and the bill went to the Senate with | of »hout $40,000 a mile and thousands of acres of land for every 
Se ‘electric’ in it, providing for an underground electric | jij, they built; but they have no such bonus as that. 
system. : x r; a alin me 
“The Senate struck out the word “‘ electric,” but in conference, “6 anh a — WH the gentleman allow me 
upon suggestion of members of the House, who insisted on the Mr RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly 
word going in, the House conferees have had it reinstated. aie. WILLIAM A. STONE. eek Oe teeieeten’ whet, ie 
get Spt F ceain oe eee ee ox meant by the proviso in your amendment that requires this 

Sere ean eae ree : . aoe company and all other companies to make traffic arrangements? 
tend the time for the completion of the east ana west line to Mr. RICHARDSON of T xsl oie re ge 

o years, the north and south line to be completed in one year. . , SN OF Sonnessee. | will come to that in a 
two yeare, | moment. I amtaking the amendments as [come tothem, I[ will 


As the bill was reported, it gave them one year on the north | ~~ ~ ae 

and south line and three years on the east and west line; but ne the ——— —— : Se eee a ie oe 7. 
in the House an amendment was adopted which cut the time Lose are the sixth and seventh amendments. i want to say 
down toone year. The Senate amended the House provision so 
as to require the work to be performed on the north and south 
line—that is the Ninth street line —in one year, and on the east 


| right here that the conference committee gave most careful at- 
| tention to this question. It may not be improper to refer to the 
| personnel of that committee. There is no politics in it, at any 
, ae ET ie te hi rate. On the part of the Senate, the committee of conference 
and west line eee ath a om the passage of this bill. | was composed at two Seeshibes Senator MCMILLA and ra 
a over ARDSON of Tennessee. That is theline thatruns | 8t0tT HANSBROUGH, and one Democrat, Senator HARRIS. The 
as FP treet and East Capitol street. and on to Georgetown, | House conferees are the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. HEARD, 
over 5 oe : ke a 2 th t th. » wae c nte ti Th the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Post, and myself, making 
Now, — aan vena ace willing re the Sebunetiiies had three of each party on the committee of conference. 
Some ie ts ‘old the time. and that contention was made The committee gave very close and earnest attention to this 
intil the @ was. seer resented ‘which demonstrated the fact | ™atter, and after the fullest investigation came unanimously to 
UO ere P abies Cini ; 43t, | the conclusion that the work could not be done more expedi- 
to them that it could not be done inside of two years on the east tiously than is provided for in this bill 
and West line. Altogether this line will be 9 or 10 — long, The next amendment, the ninth provides for the extension 
and double track; and it is anes om ae years is as early as Son Wiiiietbh dees. Phattenstasanodentren tt amend: 
ee ee nee eat but which I will in- | Ment that the company shall cease to operate its line connect- 
sert in my remarks a letter from Mr Upton who is said to be a | ing with the Brightwood road on Seventh street. Atthe head of 
pi! shant en Rete he was engineer of the Washineton and | Ninth street there is a small branch which runs on Boundary 
Geo etowe aat-vellwey line. and has had experience is Chen street on the line of the U streetroad from Ninth to Eighth, and 
a ee one a ‘aly : 1 Se E 3eV é 00 yar es 28 
building of strest-car lines in the Districtof Columbia. He says tea Retanamecd overtueal elias Tas 0 yards to the stables on 
lets ieee tee ee ee ea Coa The Senate struck out so much of the House bill as required 
ines os . : lated withi . this line to run from the head of Ninth street along the Boundary 
= ae Sag ~~ pe tt ee ean on and up Seventh street to the stables, but the House conferees 
; dunn cie : aoa oak cod inside of two ears: and therefore | insisted that that provision should be reinstated, and the Senate 
the Hou ese nf 5 Sie at th S ‘ apie on that sceediaenaash yielded. So we have put back in the bill the provision which 
oe ee ee a ' requires this company to make connection on Seventh street 
and fixed the time as the Senate fixed it, being one year for the with the Brightwood or Takoma Park road 
nets Eee South line and ar years Sor ~ evens oat sine. Mr. COX. Suppose this company should fail to comply with 
_ HEPBURN. May I ask the on a question: | the conditions within the time prescribed? 
ee MEME, Yu car that in your jadgment the north | Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have just stated that in 
and south li . ‘be ; sleted in one veie? : that case they are to be fined $500 for every horse car they con- 
Mr RICHARDSON of ‘le esse. ff say this engineer says | tinue to run after the expiration of the two years. 
SIRI) eather tt can be completed i ear, |., Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. That is in case they fail on both 
aa doubt about whether it can be completed in one year, | ete ’ 
1 ; hs ‘ 
Sec come £0 do te thay do buiilt concarrentiy? Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. On either line. 
. ’ . ; : Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. The bill does not read that way. 
ro. Tce, Tao set know thatfoun| .1” RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes it does. I have reed 
nswer that to the satisfaction of the gentleman. The Buda-|_ ef ieee aaah med totes wah canting the pill. 1 will 
— per a they ee to adopt, is ———— —_ in oe ooall siete ra mill not reading DLL, 
is coun and it may be that it is not a success. o not ed ; : ae : pe 
knee how that is. At any rate we thought, and we still think, a bie co a, eee ene line and comply with the 
1 { . 9 Ss i i : rec r e a prs 
Mr. HEPBURN. Then you are giving them two years for alty in the bill was drawn by Senator MCMILLAN. It reads: 
ag experiments? Sec. 6. That onand after one year from the approval of this act the Metro- 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Not atall. I call the gen- | politan Railway Company shall pay to the District of Columbia, in add!tiot 
° - we . > 2 axes vi ~ ysaid « é , an annual tax 
tleman’s attention to the twelfth amendment of the Senate, | Of tou for each and ever) car operated by horses on that portion of its lines 
ae provides that in the event they do not complete the knows as the ninth Street line; and on and after — youre frean the > 
north and south line in one year and the east and west line | proval of this act the said railway company shall pay, in addith 
. 3 - “4 said co y, an: lal tax of 800 
within two years, that there shall be a tax of $500 on every horse other taxes now required to be paid by said company, an annual tax o 


: : o. ae : for each and every car operated by horses on any line owned or controlled 
car Operating after that time on their line. I think that means | py thesaid company. 
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I have explained the ninth amendment, which provides for 
making the connection at the head of Ninth street. 

The eleventh amendment requires the Metropolitan Company 
and all other companies to make transfer and trackage arrange- 
ments with connecting lines, subject to the determination of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia in case of any disa- 
greeiment between the companies. 

« Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Under that provision these sub- 
urban roads that are pressing to get into the city can come in 
on lines already constructed? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. They can. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. So that we will not have to re- 
main in fear of having the streets torn up in front of our 
houses to oblige speculative gentlemen who may desire to get 
new street railway franchises in the city of Washington? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. e gentleman’s question 
answers itself, I think. 

Mv. COOMBS. Is this arrangement as to trackage to begin 
after the completion of the road or immediately? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The transfer arrangement 
is to begin at once. I will read the amendment, and I ask atten- 
tion to it because this seems to be about the only matter as to 
which there is controversy, and I do not think there will be any 
about this when practical men come to look at it: 

Sec. 5. That the Metropolitan Railroad is hereby authorized and required 
immediately to make procal transfer arran, ents with street railroad 
companies whose lines now connect with its lines and to furnish the fa- 
cilities therefor as the public convenience may require. 

Mr. COOMBS. That refers to transfers. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. They are required 
to make immediately reciprocal transfer arrangements with all 
connecting lines, so as to bring — from the suburban 
lines into the heart of the city. Il read further from this section: 


Upon the completion of the a electric system provided for in 
the d Me Railway Company is nensby 


further au- 
uired to enter into reciprocal track: 


age arrangements with 
connecting roads. The schedules and compensation shall be mutually 


agreed w between thesaid Metropolitan Railroad Company and the com- 

th whose lines its lines connect; and in any case of failure toreach 
such mutual agreement the matters in ute shall be determined by the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia upon petition filed by either 
Ty: Provided, That every street railway > the District of Co- 
umbia whose lines connect, or whose lines may ter connect, with the 
lines of any other street railway com) , is hereby subjected to the same 


requirements as to transfers and trackage arrangements and upon similar 


conditions, as in this section provided in the case of the Metropolitan Rail- 
road Company and the lines connecting therewith. 

Mr. COOMBS. I suppose, then, the idea of the committee is 
that Ninth street shall be made the inlet and outlet for the 
suburban roads? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, sir; not that idea sim- 
ply. The idea is that the Metropolitan Railroad Company has 
the Ninth street line, and has, too, the Connectieut avenue line, 
which connects with the Rock Creek road at Eighteenth street. 
Now, this bill provides that there must be immediately on all 
the street railroads of this city, where they connect, reciprocal 
arrangements for the transfer of ngers from One line to 
another without change of cars. at is all the public can ask. 

Mr. COOMBS. The es has been made this morning— 
and [ think attention ought to be called to the matter— that the 
Metropolitan road proposes to adopt a voltage of their own, dif- 
ferent from that of the other roads. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
tion in a moment. What has now been said leaves only the 
question of power—— 

Mr. HERMANN. Before the gentleman proceeds to discuss 
that question let me ask him whether “‘reciprocity” or “recip- 
rocal arrangements”, where that language occurs, refers, as 
the gentleman understands, to a uniformity of rates? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman, as I un- 
derstand, wishes to know what is meant by the term ‘“ recipro- 
eal arrangement.” It simply means a mutual arrangement be- 
tween these railroad companies. Where their lines connect 
they must make arrangement for the convenience of the public; 
and in case of a disagreement between them as to the rate of 
compensation, the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 
upon the petition of either ; is to settle the question. 

Mr. HERMANN. Does it imply that the rate is to be one and 
we same-——that the rate of one road is to be recognized by the 
other? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, it does not settle 
the rates; it simply leaves that question open for adjustment 
between the officers of the companies;and in the event that they 
can not agree, the 7 gag court of the District must settle it 


amicably and tably. 
Mr. HERMANN Ana there is to be one rate, I understand, 


a to these continuous roads? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. One rate. 


I will diseuss that ques- 


The only other question is that with reference to voltage: gy) 
when we come to talk about that I confess to some want of know). 
edge, for Iam not an expert in electricity. But there is, I jj. 
lieve, a standard voltage in this country for running street ce, 
the power must be equal to 500 volts for overhead systems. T 
is the standard for the overhead trolley, as I understand. 

Mr. KILGORE. I suppose the gentleman means 500 stro| 
of lightning. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, it is wor h 
lightning—worse than Texas ‘“‘chain lightning.” [Laughter 
But, Mr. Speaker, I want to get through, because we are : 

passing upon the time assigned to the special order. 

Mr. COOMBS. But this is an important bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is. 

Let me say this: The Metropolitan Railroad Company, hay in» 
been required by Congress to use an underground electric sys. 
tem, has determined, as we are informed, to use what is kno; 
as the Budapest system, and I have been told that that can \ 
run with 300 volts. The conferees were informed that in Ney 
York City there is an underground system running with » 
volts. Ido not know how thatis. I understand that the Loy 
system which is being operated in this city requires 500 vol: 
and that is the standard power of theoverhead trolley. Buti 
underground electric system does not require more th 
volts. 

That being the fact, the conferees felt unwilling to presc 
any standard of voltage. I take it such will be the feeling; 
the House. We did not feel willing to require the Rock Cre: 
road, operating a part of its line by the Love system, to cease: 
use the 500 volts and restrict itself to 300 volts. On the oth 
hand, I take it, this House would not be willing to require th: 
the Metropolitan Company, which is to use the Budapest », 
tem, shall adopt any higher standard than 300 volts. In oth 
words, we require this road, the Metropolitan Railroad, to u: 
the underground electric system; and we leave it to elect fror 
the various systems the one in which it chooses to invest i: 
money. That is all there is of the matter. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that there is a scheme to 
the Metropolitan Line with the Chevy Chase Road, the cars 
each running on the tracks of the other. I understand furth 
that the Chevy Chase cars can not be run with 300 volts, 
must have as many as 500. Hence if we adopt a limitation 
300 volts, would not that exclude the Chevy Chase Road ‘: 
any reciprocal relation with the Metropolitan? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It would not; the) 
not use their motive power on the other line; but they 
provide for the transfer of cars and passengers. Their 
could be brought in as trailers. 

Mr. KILGORE. But the proposition is to run the cars 
through, for instance, from the Capitol to Chevy Chase, w. 
out change and for a single fare. 

Mr. HEARD. The bill provides for that. 

Mr. KILGORE. That may be; but if you fix the limi 
power below that necessary to operate the Chevy Chase 
then you exclude that road from participation in this ar 
ment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, I will ask the; 
tleman from Texas if this Metropolitan Company, which i: 
put a million of dollars, more or less, into a system of elect! 
underground motive power, should not be permitted to d 
for themselves which one they will select? 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I would not undertake to | 


them—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We say that they s 
use an underground electric motor system, and inasmuch © 
there are quite a number of these systems, all of them invo'v:": 
a great expense, we leave them to decide for themselves wi! 
they shall use. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes; but the public interests should 
something to say in the matter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee (continuing). If'they ™ 
get a system to operate with 300 volts, let themdo it in Heavy: 
name. Do not force tham to take a higher voltage than ‘ 
when it is not necessary. 

Now, in response to the gentleman’s further suggestion. ¥ 
give in this matter to the ae all that they want, or all tha 
they can ask, by bringing in the cars of the Rock Creek and * 
other connecting lines on the Metropolitan road to the cen! 
of thecity. It is true that if there is a dif erence in any ' 


oO 


nee nc used they may not bring in their motors, but they 0r0¢ 


cars and the 


ers of the company. 
Mr. KILGO 


road will haul their cars. 


. Well, they will have to be operated wi} 
some power. pn 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, no; the power o! 2° 
Metropolitan 
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Mr. WASHINGTON. They will simply hitch on their cars 
to the Metropolitan motors. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will parmit me, 
Lnotice right at this point the provision to which the gentleman 
has referred; that is, that if these companies can not reach an 

reement between themselves as to the interchange or the use 
of their cars, that it shall be carried, upon petition, tv the su- 

me court. 

Now, the gentleman says that the standard voltage of street 
electric railroad construction and operation is 500 volts— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, no. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois (continuing). This company pro- 

ses to use asystem requiring only 300 volts, and everybody 
that understands anything about it understands that the change 
from 500 volts to 300, or vice versa, can not be made with re- 
gard to these motors without very great expense. 

Now, does not my friend think, as this matter is to go to the 
supreme court anyhow, in the event of a disagreement between 
these companies, that the question of the voltage to be used by 
the company should also go there if they can not agree about 
it? In other words, if the Metropolitan road will not agree with 
the surburban roads on fair terms, let the question of power or 
voltage be submitted to the supreme court also. 

Mr. HEARD. Will my colleague on the committee allow me 
a moment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. I want to askon what authority the gentleman 
from Illinois asserts that there is any standard of electro-motive 
power in use in this country or anywhere else? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I will state to the gentleman 
that I have had some little information about the matter; that 
I have taken some interest in the question of motive powers of 
street railroads, and have moquinel some little general knowl- 
edge about it, and that information was reénforced by the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee himself that the stand- 
ard voltage was 500 in this country. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. if the gentleman will per- 
mit me, I said the standard of the overhead trolley, operated on 
the Rock Creek line, was about 500 volts; but, I distinctly said 
that the standard for the underground or Budapest system is 
only 300 volts, and that in New York they were operating a 
line of railway, an underground electric system, with less than 
250 volts. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman state if the 
Buda t syotem is operated anywhere in the United States at 
this : 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [am unable to answer the 
gentleman as to that, but I think not. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then another question: Is it not 
practical for the ae system to use 500 volts instead of 200? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is absolutely imprac- 
ticable; and I will state to the gentleman that the experts who 
are informed made that conclusion perfectly clear and unanswer- 
able. The conferees were told by the gentleman from Ne- 
vada [Mr. NEWLANDS] that it was absolutely impossible for the 
Love system, which is in use on the Rock Creek line, to use 300 
volts, and equally impossible for the Budapest system, which 
uses 300 volts, to change to 500 volts. It was said by the experts 
that it would destroy the batteries and render utterly useless 
the motive power of the roads. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, my opinion is not that way, 
and I think I can state with some degree of certainty that the 
Budapest system can be operated with 500volts. And whether 
it can or not, there is another question to be considered here. 
My friend talks of expend a million dollars by this road for 
the underground system, and then says to the suburban roads, 
exceeding many miles the length of the Metropolitan system, 
that they shall not come into the city where the great travel is 
unless they come in over the city line of the Metropolitan read, 
and that they shall not come in then—— 

Mr.RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I did notsay that. There 
2. no such statement and nothing to warrant it in the conference 

port. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ah, but the gentlemen says the 
suburban can not come in on the Metropolitan line, be- 
cause they use 500 volts, while the Met: itan road will use but 
300 under this m. Now, who is entitled to the ter con- 
sideration in matter, the suburban roads with their long 
lines, using 500 volts, or the Metropolitan line, which isto put ina 
newunderground system? Should not the entire new road about 
to be if it be practical, use the 500 volts, and 

thereby accommodate the long suburban lines; or will you com- 
pel the suburban system, which has but little travel, to throw 


their present motors and substitutes new ones to accom - 
proposed new system to be adopted by the 


them to the 
Metropolitan road’ 
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Is it not more equitable for the new road about to be con- 
structed to have tointerchange with the suburban roads already 
constructed than to require the latter to conform to what may 
be adopted by the Metropolitan line? Now, it seems to me that 
ina question of that character, involving as it does so much, 
that the question of voltage and other questions of disagree- 
ment which may arise between these lines, might well and 
profitably be left to the supreme court on petition or to the 
Commissioners of the District as we may provide. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow 
me to ask him a question right there? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield to my colle: 
[Mr. WASHINGTON]. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Do you think the House of Represent- 
atives ought to select the particular system that each road 
should be compelled to adopt, and thereby assume the respon- 
sibility of failure, if there is failure? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, no. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
pose to do. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, That is what you are trying todo, and 
altogether in the interest of one system of underground trans- 
mission of power and one road. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yielded to my friend for 
a question. I am pressed by other gentlemen, who desire to 
bring up other matters, and I hope the gentleman will not con- 
sume the time of the House needlessly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, well, this matter is not going 
through without information, in my judgment, and the gentle- 
man yielded to his colleague fate. Wasmmeoton? to ask me a 
question, and I wish to‘reply. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman an- 
swer the question and notargue the matter? I will yield to the 
gentleman for an answer. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will try, but I must have a little 
time to answer. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASH 
INGTON] asked if Congress can undertake to say what the exact 
voltage shall be, whether 300 or 500? Thatwas the effectof his 
question, and Ianswer no. But whenI answer no I must also 
state what the factis. At an expense equal to or exceeding the 
cost of this -—— c e in the Metropolitan line, the Chevy 
Chase road and the Brightwood and Tacoma Park roads have 
been built. These have n built with the prevailing standard 
system of 500 volts. 


Mr. HEARD. Overhead. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. You will not allow this line to use the 
overhead system, which | would be willing to do. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. I hope the gentleman will contain 
his soul in peace. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
not consume too much \e 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. I do not think itis high treason to 
inquire what the facts are about this report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, not at all. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, having stated so much as to 
the suburban roads, it is stated by the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, and such is the fact, that these suburban roads do not come 
into the citynow. Congress desires to let them come in. They 
have been knocking at the doors of Congress for the privilege o! 
getting into the city, and we have regretted that they were no! 
in, so that we could get into the country. 

Now, Congress has said, ‘‘ You shall not come inte the city 
but Congress turns around and says by this amendment, ‘* Yo 
may come into the city, but you must come in over the lines of 
the Metropolitan road, which we are now providing for, and 
you must come in with a power that will prohibit you from using 
your present power, which is 500 voltage.” 

Mr. HEARD. Will my friend allow an inquiry? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I can not yield the floor 
all day. I want to get along. 

Mr. HEARD. If the gentleman will yield to me for a mo- 
ment, I simply want to correct the statement of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. He says this will prohibit the 
Rock Creek road from getting its cars into town. a not th 
gentleman know that the provisions of this section will require 
the Metropolitan road to draw the cars into town in case the 
Rock Creek or any other connecting road can not use its own 
power? 

The Brightwood road has the same interest. The Tennally- 
town road and the Reck Creek road and every other road in the 
suburbs have the same interest. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
for all connecting roads. 


That is what you pro- 


iam about as peaceful as the gentle- 


[ hope the gentleman wil! 


This amendment provides 








7900 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman makes it that much 
stronger; and let me say to him that the Metropolitan road 
should not be allowed to impose terms upon these great subur- 
ban systems that their cars shall come in upon that line and be 
dragged in as trailers. 

ow, then, I desire to say that it is confessed by the gentle- 
men in charge of this bill that the suburban railroads can not 
come in upon this track on less than 500 voltage, except as their 
cars are hauled as trailers. Now, then, I desire to say, from the 
best information I can get, that it is perfectly practicable under 
the Budapest system, or in any other underground system, to 
use 500 vo e on that system. Let me read on that point a 
telegram which has just Leon handed me, which is conclusive 
upon that subject: 





CHICAGO, ILL., July 25. 
Francis J. NEWLANDS, 
President Rock Creek Railroad, House of Representatives: 

Budapest system as modified for America will work ali right 500 volts. 

SIEMENS AND HALSK ELECTRIC COMPANY. 

Mr. HEPBURN. They are the agents here. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. They are the agents, as I am in- 
formed, of that company. 

Now, then, I want this conference report voted down, and sent 
back to conference, to leave this question of voltage open, not 
according to the wish of the Metropolitan Railroad, not accord- 
ing to the wish of the suburban railways, because they may be 
either one or the other selfish, but I want it left open for fair 
adjustment, if it can be adjusted; and ifit can not be adjusted, I 
want them all to have the right to go to the supreme court of 
the District on petition and let the supreme court say what the 
voltage shall be and what the terms shall be. It seems to me 
that it gives equity and fairness, and that is what I believe 
ought to be done. 

it may be the court, on petition, would have that right under 
the provision as agreed upon in the conference report, but if the 
conference report is voted down there might be an agreement 
by another conference expressly authorizing the court to deter- 
mine the voltage. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Upon the point the gen- 
tleman has just made of making it uniform, Congress will have 
the power to make it uniform, if it can be done, hereafter. The 
gentleman speaks as if it were a question of the voltage of the 

sudapest system. The gentleman, if he will think for a mo- 
ment, will remember, and ought to know, that the apparatus and 
fixtures used by the Budapest underground system are differ- 
ent from those used by the Love system; and even if they had 
stored 500 volts they could only attach it and use it by using the 
same nee 

Mr. WASHINGTON. They do not use the same trolley. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. They do not use the same 
trolley. They use the overhead in part, and this is underground; 
but we do not undertake to say, and I do not believe that this 
House intends to say, to this Metropolitan Railroad Company, 
‘** You shail use an underground electric system,and we shall se- 
lect it for you;” but that if they are to spend a million dollars 
in order to carry out this improvement, let them select their 
own plant and spend their money as they desire. Let them se- 
lect their own system and expend their own money, and let Con- 
gress uire the work to be done in a workmanlike manner. I 
< yield three minutes to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 

EARD]. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the attention of 
the House to the main virtues of this proposition, which are 
these. It proposes, ina way thatis perfectly fair, to give all the 
people who live in the suburbs the means of getting into the 
city witheut change of cars, because if a suburban line has a 

»wer which does not admit of being used on the main line, this 

aw compels the main line to draw its cars into the city, and 
thereby furnishes the accommodation in that direction which 
the public requires. This applies not only to the Metropolitan 
and Rock Creek lines, but to any other connecting lines. 

But the main advantage of this bill is that it establishes what 
the people of this District have hoped for for years. It sub- 
jects, under reasonable conditions, the main lines to the use of 
the newer outlying lines to such an extent that it will not be 
necessary hereafter to appropriate any more of our streets in 
the heart of the city to railroad purposes in order to get sub- 
urban residents into the city. In other words, this measure 
will enable, and will greys compel, the use of the main 
street railroad lines of this city by all suburban lines connect- 
ing with them, under equitable conditions, and will remove the 
necessity for giving up the use of any more of our important 
streets to the occupancy of railroads. And the terms of this 
proposition are absolutely fair. Any street railroad connecting 
with another road may make application to the managers of the 
road with which itso connects for terms for transfers or trackage. 
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If the companies can not agree, then the question goes to the 
supreme court of the District on the application of either party. 
and it is there settled just as questions are now settled betwee: 
these companies where their tracks coincide;.and the question 
of compensation is also thus determined. This adopts the prin- 
ciple of the existing law as it relates to controversies between 
street railroads, and gives either road the right to make appli- 
cation to the supreme court to fix the terms and conditions upon 
which the people of the District shall be furnished the transfey . 
accommodation which is necessary or desirable. 

[Here the hammer fell. | ; 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker—— fe 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
gentleman desire? ‘ 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want to be recognized in my own time. 4, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to get through 
with this matter, and I wish the gentleman would state what % 
time he desires. i 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want only a reasonable time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [I have only ten minutes é 
left, and I will yield the gentleman eight. ft 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I will take that, though I want mor a 
time. ne 

Mr.RICHARDSONof Tennessee. [am anxious to get through 
with this report, because the Committee on Interstate and Fo 
eign Commerce is pressing us. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I want tocall attention to the 
fact that every amendment of moment adopted and insisted E 
ae by the House has been waived and given away by the con- F 

erees. s 

Mr. HEARD. How about the question of electric power? ;, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We have yielded on but Fs 
one amendment, and that is as to the time. ° 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, theattack that was made upon BG 
the bill as it was reported by the committee was, first, because ; 
of the extended time that it grantsd to the Metropolitan Com- ee 
panyjto insist upon carrying out their own purposes, without any 
regard whatever to the declared will of Congress. 

ear in mind that more than five years ago this railroad com- 
pany was required by law to adopt some other and more speed 
system of motive power than that which it was then using and 
which it is stillusing. That law went into effect in March, 1889 
and from that day to the present this company has treated it with 
absolute contempt. They came in here demanding two year: 
additional time, and stated as areason that they had been exper- 
imenting and had expended $400,000 in experiments, which was 
so much lost tothem. That statement was shown to be errone- 
ous, and the House finally gave them asingle year. Nowthecon 
ference committee has given thataway. That is one point. 

The next important proposition was, that Congress adopted 
the policy, or it was in the minds of members to adopt the po! 
icy, of using this road as a trunk line to bring into the center o! 
the city on its tracks the suburban roads; but not one of thos 
roads, under this amendment, can ever reach the center of the 
city. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Every one of them can 
have its engers brought in for one fare. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Notone of them can reach the center of th 
city. You can compe] the hauling of their heavy cars, laden 
with their machinery; you can compel those companies to pay 
the expense of having that dead weight hauled by other com- 
panies, the suburban roads being powerless to use their own 
machinery. You can do that, but I undertake to say that that 
was not the purpose of the House, and there is no railroad in 
existence that, under the provisions of this amendment, cap 
compel the hauling of its cars except one, because there is on'y 
one that now connects with this road. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What line is that? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is the Rock Creek line. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Why, the Brightwoo! 
line, the Belt line, the Tennallytown line, all connect with this 

. The gentleman is not familiar with the subject or hi 
would not make such statements. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The Brightwood line connects with it 
this company is compelled to continue that part of its line be 
tween Ninth and Seventh streets—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
port wae that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Butif they are permitted to abandon that 
as the Senate amendment proposes, they will then deflect to 
ward Tenth street and be three blocks away from a connection 
with the Brightwood line. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman must know 
very well that this conference report requires them to keep 
that connection. I know the gentleman does not intend to m!s- 
state the matter. The spirit of advocacy should not tempt him 


How much time does th 


And this conference re 
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—— 


to overlook the facts. The bill requires that connection to be 
kept up; and the same is true in regard to the connection with 
the Tennallytown road. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Where is the connection with that road? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. In Georgetown. I donot 
know that I can state exactly where. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. At High street. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Where connections exist, the gentloman 
may be correct; but under the terms of this amendment, if con- 
nections should hereafter be made over intermediate roads, then 
there will be nothing obligatory with regard to this matter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The amendment is drawn 
to cover all connecting lines. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is not gencrousfor the gentleman, after 

iving me eight minutes, to consume nearly all my time himself. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. ‘The gentleman wanders 
so far away from the facts that [ could not refrain from correct- 
ing him. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I want to see this confer- 
ence report voted down with a view to sending the matter again 
to conference, so that the question of voltage may be submitted 
toa proper arbitration. Under the terms of this amendment, 
as has been stated, this company is permitted to use whatever 
voltage it may choose. This ought not to be; there ought to be 
uniformity in this matter among all these roads. If electricity 
is to be the motive power, then there should be some class of 
machinery common to all the roads, and thereought to be some 

wer to determine the question of voltage. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. How can we have that when the Sen- 
ate will not permit the overhead trolleysystem to be introduced 
thie side of the boundary, and when nearly all the roads beyond 
the boundary are operated by the overhead trolley? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The machinery of the overhead trolley can 
easily be adapted to the underground system. One ortheother 
is to be the rule,I take it. There is no difficulty in settling this 
matter. Let us give the Commissioners power to determine 
what the voltage shall be, and what the class of machinery shall 
be; or if you do not like that, let the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia determine it. 

Letushavesome common system and common method, and then 
there will bea possibility of getting intoand out of the city without 
a multiplicationof tracks. [donot believe it is the temper of this 
House to grant | additional roads in the northeastern part of 
the city. From all that I have observed I think it is impossible 
for any new company in that direction to be chartered. Hence 
I believe it is the policy to use the Metropolitan tracks for the 

urpose of getting into the central portion of the city. Let us 
fave some provision on this subject which shall be effective. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, it is abso- 
lutely impracticable to refer the auestion of voltage to the 
courts. If you do that, the work of preparing for and putting 
in operation this improved motive power must be postponed 
until thatquestionissettled. Practically it will be an indefinite 
postponement. Congress proposes to require this road to com- 
plete this work within one year on the north and south line, and 
within two years on the east and west line. If the work is to be 
postponed indefinitely until this question of voltage can be set- 
tled in the courts, it will be a long time before we shall have 
rapid transit on the Metropolitan line. 

r. CANNON of Illinois rose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I can not yield to the gen- 
tleman, because I have not the time; and he declined to yield 
when he had the floor. 

Mr. Speaker, the conferees are unanimous. They agree 
that this report embodies the best that can be done. Itisa 
public necessity that the Metropolitan road should complete its 
system and introduce rapid transit. As my time is about ex- 
piring,I move the previous question and ask the House to adopt 
the conference report. 

Mr.HAINES. Will not the gentleman withdraw the previous 
question in order to allow me ten minutes? 

Mr.RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If I had the time I would; 
but the gentleman knows I have not. 

Mr. HAINES. I ask unanimous consent to address the House 
for ten minutes. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee has de- 
manded the previous question. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question 
there were, on a division (called for by Mr. HEPBURN)—ayes 92, 
noes 19, 

Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum. 


Mr. HEARD and Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
and nays, 


The yeas and nays where ordered. 


Yeas 


—— ae 
———————— 
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The SPEAKER named as tellers to act during the rol! call 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee and Mr. HEPBURN, both of whom 
asked to be excused from serving; and Mr. HeEARDand Mr. Doo- 
LITTLE were appointed. 


The question was taken; and there were 


yeas 166, nays 40, 


answering ‘‘present,” 3, not voting 142; as follows: 
YEAS—166 


Abbott, 
Adams, Pa. 
Alexander, 
Avery, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baldwin, 
Bartlett, 
Bingham, 
Black, I). 
Blair, 
Bland, 
Boen, 
Branch, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Bundy, 
Bunn, 
Bynum, 
Cadmus, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Caruth, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen. 
Cogswell, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish, 
Cox, 
Crawford, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell, 


Adams, Ky. 
Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 
Baker, N. H. 
Bartholat, 
Black, Ga. 
Bowers, Cal. 
Burrows, 
Cannon, Il. 


Barnes, 


Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Apsley, 

Babcock, 

Bailey, 
Bankhead, 
Barwig, 

Belden, 

Bell, Colo. 

Bell, Tex. 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 

Boatner, 
Boutelle, 

Bower, N. Cc, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Broderick, 
Bryan, 

Burnes, 
Cabaniss, 
Caminetti, 
Capehart, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 

Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cockran, 

Conn, 

Coombs, 

Crain, 

Denson, 

ee 
Dolliver, 
Donovan, 


Daniels, 
Davey, 
Davis, 

De Forest, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Draper, 
Durborow, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Ellis, Oregon 
Epes, 
Erdman, 
Everett, 
Forman, 
Funk, 

Fyan, 

Geiss nhainer, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Goldzier, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Gresham, 
Griffin, 
Hager, 
Hainer, 
Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Hare, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, 
Heard, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Henderson, N. C. 


Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak 
Kem, 
Kiefer, 
Kribbs, 
Kyle, 

Lacey, 
Latimer, 
Layton, 
Livingston 
Loud, 

Lucas, 
Lynch, 
Maddox, 
Mahon, 
Mallory, 
Martin, Ind. 
McAleer, 
McCall, 
McCreary, Ky 
McCulloch, 
McDearmon, 
McDowell, 
McEttrick, 
McKaig, 

Mc Laurin, 
McNagny, 
McRae, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Moon, 
Mutchler, 


Hines, Northway, 
Holman, Ogden, 
Houk, O'Neil, Mass 
Hudson, Page, 
Hulick, Patterson, 
Hutcheson, Pearson, 
Ikirt, Pendleton, T ex 
Izlar, Pendleton, W. Va 
NAYS—40. 
Cooper, Tex. Hartman, 
Cousins, Jones, 
Culberson, Kilgore 
De Armond, Lefever, 
Doolittle, Maguire, 
English, N. J. Marsh, 
Fithian, Marshall, 
Grosvenor, Marvin, N. Y 
Grow, Neill, 
Haines, Paschal, 
ANSWERING “PRESENT ''—8. 
Covert, Henderson, Ill. 
NOT VOTING-~— 142. 
Dunn, Linton, 
Dunphy, Lockwood, 
Edmunds, Loudenslager 
English, Cal. Magner, 
Enloe, McCleary, Minn 
Fielder, McDannold, 
Fletcher, McGann, 
Funston, McKeighan 
Gardner, McMillin, 
Gear, Milliken, 
Geary, Money, 
Gillett, Mass. Montgomery, 
Goodnight, Morgaii, 
Graham, Morse, 
Grout, Moses, 
Harris, Murray, 
Harter, Newlands, 
Haugen, Oates 
Hayes, O'Neill, Mo 
Heiner. Outhwaite, 
Hendrix, Payne, 
Hepburn, Paynter, 
Hermann, Pence, 
Hicks, Phillips, 
Hitt, Post, 
Hooker, Miss. Price, 
Hooker, N. Y. Randall, 
Hopkins, ll. Ray, 
Hopkins, Pa. Rayner 
Hull, Reed, 
Hunter, Richardson, Mich 
Johnson, Ohio Robbins, 
Lane, Robinson, Pa. 
Lapham, Rusk, 
Lawson, Russell, Ga. 
Lester, Scranton, 


So the previous question was ordered. 


The foltowing additional pairs were announced for t 


of the day: 


Perkins, 

Pickler, 

Powers, 

Reilly, 

Reyburn, 
Richards, Ohio 
Richardson. Tenn. 
Robertson, La. 
Ryan, 
Sayers, 
Shell, 

Sipe, 
Snodgrass 
Somers, 
Sorg 
Springer, 
Stevens 
Stone, C. W 
Stone, W. A 
Storer 
Strait, 
Strong, 
Sweet, 
Talbert, S.C 
Taylor, Tenn 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga 
Van Voorhis 
Wanger, 
Washington, 
Waugh, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Williams, I1! 
Wilson, Onlo 
Wilson, Wash 
Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Woodard, 
Wright, Mass. 


Ono 


Pigott, 

Quigg, 

Ritchie, 
Russell, Conn. 
Schermerhorn, 
Talbott, Md 
Tate, 

Tyler, 

Warner, 


Wright, Pa 


Settle 
Shaw, 
Sherman 
Sibley, 
Sickles. 
Simpson, 
Smith, 
Sperry 
Stallings, 
Stephenson, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Straus, 
Swanson, 
Tarsney, 
Tawney. 
Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 
Thomas 
Turner, Va 
Turpin, 
Updegraft 
Van Voorhis, N. ¥. 
Wadsworth 
Walker, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wever 
Wheeler, Dl 
White 
Whiting, 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Woomer. 


+) 


ue 


rest 


Mr. BARNES with Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 
Mr. WELLS with Mr. APSLEY. 


The result of the vote was then announced 


The report of the conference committee was 


as above recorded. 
agreed to. 





T9O2 


On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WISE. I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular orderis thecall of committees 
for reports. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, the Committee on the Public 
Lands was discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 7516) granting to the Gila Valley, Globe and Northern 
Railway Company the right to enter upon the White Mountain 
Indian Reservation and the Camp Thomas er reservation, 
in the Territory of Arizona, for the purpose of making asurvey 
of its line; and the same was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 

PORT ANGELES, WASH. 


Mr. MCRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7499) to 
grant to the city of Port Angeles, State of Washington, certain 
lands within the townsiteof Port Angeles, Wash., for cemetery 

urposes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. oe 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. McRAEalso, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported in lieu of House bill No. 7733, to grant the right of way 
through the public lands for tram ways, ditches,and canals,and for 
other purposes, a bill ( H. R..7828) to permit the use of the right of 
way through the public landsfortramways, canals,and reservoirs, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

printed. 
: The SPEAKER. The bill H. R.7733—the original bill—will 
be laid on the table. 


SETTLEMENT WITH CERTAIN INDIAN TRIBES. 


Mr. MADDOX, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
ported back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7810) 
to authorize the Attorney-General to bring suit in the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia against the Wichita and affil- 
iated bands of Indians, the Comanche, Kiowa, —- Choctaw, 
and Chickasaw tribes, to determine and settle the legal or equi- 
table interest ofsaid Indians in certain lands located between the 
ninety-eighth and one hundredth degree of west longitude, in 
Oklahoma Territory, and located within the territory leased 
from the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes in the year 1855 and 
ceded in 1866, and for other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS SOUTH CANADIAN RIVER. 


Mr. DURBOROW, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, reported back with favorable recommenda- 
tion the bill (S. 320) to authorize the Purcell Bridge and Trans- 
fer Company to construct a bridge over the South Canadian 
River at or within one mile of the town of Lexington, county of 
Cleveland, Territory of Oklahoma; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WISE. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
second ee to-day. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe requestof the gen- 
tleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WISE. I now call up the special order fixed for to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the special order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Thursday, the 26th instant, after the second morning hour, 
be assigned to the consideration of business reported from the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


GRGANIZATION OF THE LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 


Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union to consider the bill (H.. R. 2795) to amend section 5 of an 
act approved June 18, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act toorganize the Lifo 
Saving Service.” 

The motion was agreed to. . 

The House accordingly resolved into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill called up 
by the gentleman from Virginia. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 5 of the act of Congress approved Jy), 
1878, entitled ‘‘An act to organize the Life Saving Service,” be, and tho... 
is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: F , 

” That hereafter the life-saving stations upon the sea an 
coasts at Which crews are employed shall bemanned and the stations on. 
for active service on the Ist day of August in each year, and so cont}ny,, 
until the Ist day of June succeeding; and upon the lake coasts from t . 
ing to the close of navigation, except such stations as in the discretj,, 
the Secretary of the Treasury are not necessary to be manned during 
ee specified; and the crews shall reside at the stations durin. 

ods.” 
Guo. 2. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith 
repealed, 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comm: 
ommended the following amendment: 

In. line 8, section 5, strike out the word ‘* 
lantiec.”’ 

Mr. WISE. Mr: Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia 
WISE] is recognized. Fs 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not understand the character o 
amendment which was olfered. 

Mr. MALLORY. It is simply to strike out the word‘‘sea", 
insert the word ‘‘Atlantic.” r 

Mr. WISE. The only amendment proposed by the commi 4 
is to strike out the word “‘sea’” and insert the word ‘‘Atlanti Ee 
so that it will read ‘‘on the Atlantic and Gulf coasts” instex 
“sea and Gulf coasts.” 

Mr. Chairman, I will make the statement that the whol 
fect of this bill is to have these life stations manned from t) 
Ist day of August until June, instead of from the Ist : 
September until May. 

Mr. BOUTELLE That is right. 

Mr. WISE. The Superintendent of the Life-Saving Servic: 
states, in a letter which I have in my hand, that he regards tii): 
as absolutely necessary for the preservation of life and proper 
that in recent years, during the months of August and May, 
have had most terrible storms upon our coastsduring those ty 
months.of May and August, when. the life-saving stations a» 
not manned, and he states in this letter which I[ hold inx 
hand, and which I will have read, if necessary, that he deems 
to. be necessary, as | have stated, for the preservation of life a: 
property. — 

No mention is here made of the Pacific coast, because ou 
coast he is authorized to have these stations manned whence: 
deems it to be necessary. There is no such provision in th 
which enables him tohave the stations so manned on the Atlan: 
and Gulf coasts, and if this bill is passed it will enable hin: 
have these stations manned on those coasts as they are no 
the Pacific coast, for the preservation of life and of proper a 

This is recommended, I say, not only by the Superintende re 
of the Life-Saving Service, but by the Secretary of the Tre. 
and I believe that if the members of the House will tak: : 
trouble to read his report, they will see the necessity for ths 
legislation. I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have reai' 
portion. of the report which I have marked. 

The Clerk read asfollows: 

The effect of the billif enacted into law would be to open and : 
active service the life-saving stations on the sea.and gulf coasts on 
day of August in each year, and to keep them so opened and mann 
—— day of June succeeding, instead of during the time now au 

aw. 

Tat present the stations on the Atlantic and Gulf coasts are opened 
ist day of September and closed onthe ist day of May following, unde 
aay of section 5 of the act of June 18, 1878, which the bill propos 
amend. 

Under the provisions of a subsequent act, however (see section | 
May 4, 1882, entitled “An act to promote the efficiency of the Life-Savin: 
Service, and to encourage the saving of life from shipwreck’’), crews ma 
be employed at any of the stations on the Pacific coast during such por 
of the year as the General Superintendent of the service may deem 1 
sary. This authority was given in viewof the fact that at several dancer 
points on the Pacific coast disasters to vessels more frequently occu. 4 
experience has shown, from local causes than from stress of weather, °° 
are about as liable to happen at one season as at another, making i! ne 
sary to keep the station open the year around. . : ; 

The frequency of dangerous tempests along the Atlantic seaboard (ur! 
the months of May and August, and the special ferocity which has 
terized them in recent years, causing widespread destruction of li! 

roperty, and which havenow come to bee ted with the regularity ' 
bas boon gupposed to mark the occurrence of theso-called equinoctial stor 
have created an almost universal demand for the protection which it is": 

ted the extension of the active season of the Life-Saving Service ‘ 
ce these months would afford. 

Mr. WISE. Now, does my friend from Texas [Mr. SAyers 
wish to say anything? 

Mr. SAYERS. r. Chairman, I desire to call the attention 
of ee to this bill. ws 

he CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia yield’ 

Mr. WISE. I will yield to the gentleman from Texas. __ 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr.Chairman,f donot object to the princ!):" 
of this bill, but [ desire tocall the attentionof the committee ‘9 
what was done in the Life-Saving Service in 1892, and to giv» the 


sea’? and insert the 


ik 5 2 RG aaa OS 


Sin eRe 








1894. CONGRESSIONAL 


reasons, as I am informed, which were stated why that action was 





had. ‘ ; . : 

In 1892 the salaries of surfmen were increased from $50 to $65 
amonth. They were generally employed but eight months in 
the year, and the argument was used that inasmuch as they were 
employed only for that length of time, and as they could not get 
employment for the remaining four months, their salaries should 
be increased from $50 to $65 per month. Now, I desire to read a 
letter which was handed to me in regard to this matter. It is 
dated Atlantic City, N. J., June, 1894, and is as follows: 

DEAR Sim: In reply to your inquiry as tn how the compensation paid by 
the Government to the surfmen in the life-saving crews compares with 
the rates obtainable by seafaring men in other pursuits, I would say that 
the old rate of 80 per month was more than menof that class could get 
on the Atlantic and Gulf coasts in ordinary maritime pursuits. 

Mr. COGSWELL. That is, as common sailors? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

It is understood that subsistence at the stations costs the men less than 
$10 per month, which left at least $40 per month net, above the cost of sub- 


sistence. 
That is, when the pay was $50 a month. That left 340 per 
month net. 

The crews of vessels in the coasting trade are paid from 820 to #25 per 
month net, and men on fishing steamers sometimes in very favorable sea- 
sons get as high as $35 per month net, but the exposure and boat work here 
are very severe. 

That is, in the fishing season. 


The crews of wrecking steamers and harbor towing vessels average less 
than $27 per month. ; 

When the rate for surfmen in the Life-Saving Service was raised in 1892 
from #50 to 65 per month, much use was made of the argument that they 
had steady employment for only eight months in the year; but this was not 
a Valid reason for the advance, as, during the summer months, which con- 
stitute the off season, there is more call for the employment of competent 
boatmen than during the rest of the year. 

Wrecks are few during the fine weather usually prevailing in May, June, 
July, and August, and as the captains of the stations are left on duty during 
these months and the apparatus is constantly available, if a dangerous 
stranding should occur and the vessel remain intact long enough for ordi- 
nary operations, a volunteer crew can be assembled with but little delay to 
effect the rescue. 

Mr. COGSWELL. There have been two. wrecks on the shore 
of my district where volunteer crews could not be assembled 
quickly enough to save them. 

Mr. SAYERS. I thought the gentleman from Massachusetts 
qnd [ understood each other as to this bill. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I guesswedo, generally, but I donotagree 
with the contents of that letter, where itsays theycan getalong 
at an expense of $10 a month, and so forth. 

Mr. SAYERS (reading): 

Great promptness in rendering aid is perhaps. only necessary during the 
winter months, when sufferers must be relieved as quickly as possible, not 
only from the fury of the waves, but from the dangers of cold and exposure. 

If more money can now be readily appropriated for the Life-Saving Serv- 

ce, it might be weil to give the crews employment for the entire year, but 
restore the old rate of 350 per month. This would givea surfman $600 per 

annum, and this is more than can be earned by a seafaring man in any less 
responsible capacity than as an officer of a vessel. 

To leave the rate as- high as. at present, #65 per month, and extend the pe- 
riod of service to ten months, as suggested, then for reasons of the same 
nature make it ultimately cover the entire year, will create an employment 
with so much higher pay than any similar occupation as to bring a demand 
for these places from those not by any means fitted for this sort of work, 
and tend to exclude the real seafaring element, which in the past has done 
such excellent work. 

Respectfully, yours, 
CaPT. EDWARD WLLSON, 
Master Mariner and Underwriters’ Agent for Egg Harbor, ete. 


Mr. WISE. Will the gentleman from Texasallow me to make 
a suggestion? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr WISE. This bill has nothing in the world to do with the 
question of the rate of compensation of these men. AsI under- 
stand, the gentleman is debating the question of salary, and the 
letter he has read is simply as to how much these men ought to 
be paid per month. The bill which we have offered simply has 
relation to the time when they shall be employed. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Does it not increase the 
appropriation? 

r.WISE. The Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service 
says that the months of May and August in recent years are the 
most dangerous months; and during those months we have had 
more shipwrecks upon the Atlantic and Gulf coasts in recent 
years than in any other period of the year. He says that he 
thinks under these circumstances he ought to have authority, 
as you have given in reference to the Pacific, to have these sta- 
tions manned during those periods when they are most required. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. How much additional ex- 
pense does the — of this bill incur? 

. WISE. will be the additional expense of two months 

8 year. 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. A very small amount, I 


Bu ; 
Mr. SAYERS. What do you call a small amount? 
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T am asking for informa- 


_Mr. TALBERT of Seuth Carolina. 
tion. 

Mr. WISE. It will be about $150,000, [ suppose. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Thatis what I wanted to 
bring out. 

Mr: WISE. It 
months. 

Mr. SAYERS. 


would be the pay for the two additional 


[t is true, Mr. Chairman, that this bill eon- 


tains no appropriation, nor does it provide for any salary; yet 
there is a law upon the statute book which provides for the 
salaries. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. That is what I wanted to 


get at. 

Mr. SAYERS (continuing). And if you increase the num): 
of months you will have to pay the salaries now authorized by 
the law for those months, which will be an increase. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Of $150,000? 

Mr. SAYERS. Of $150,000. 

Mr. WISE. One hundred and sixty thousand. 

Mr. SAYERS. One hundred and sixty thousand, the gentle- 
man from Virginia says. Now, we were told in the argument 
which was used in 1892, when the salaries of these surfmen 
were increased from $50 to $15 per month, that inasmuch asthe) 
were employed only eight months in the year, that during the 
remaining four monthsof the year they would be practically un 
employed and could not obtain work elsewhere. 

Mr. BYNUM. That is correct. 

Mr. SAYERS. And that, therefore, Congress ought to give 
them $65 a month for the eight months. Now,. the proposition 
I have to make is a fair one. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Every proposition the gentleman makes 
is a fair one. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam obliged to the gentleman—that is, if the 
gentleman is sincere in what he says. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I am always sincere. 

Mr. SAYERS. Thank you. My proposition, Mr. Chairman, 
is, that where these surfmen are employed more than eight 
months they shall be allowed a salary of #0 per month, giving 
them $600 a year. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Instead of 365 a month. 

Mr. SAYERS. Instead of giving them #65 a month where 
they work more than eight months in the year. 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. They got $55 a month. 

Mr. SAYERS. The get $65. I propose that the salaries of 
the eight months’ men shall remain at $65 a month, and that the 
salaries of the ten months’ men and over shal! be $60 a month. 
Now, that is a simple proposition. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What would be the difference? 

Mr. SAYERS. [can not tell exactly. 

Mr. CARUTH. Why do you not put it in writing? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will offer an amendment. 

Mr. WISE. Put your amendment in writing so that we can 
see it, and perhaps we may agree upon it. You have no objce 
tion to the other part of the bill. 

Mr.SAYERS. No. 

Mr. WISE. I yield five or tem minutes to my friend from N« 
Jersey. 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, there is no 
doubt in my mind as to the propriety of the passage of this bill 
with or without the amendment suggested by the gentleman 
from Texas. On our coast, and [ speak of my own State, we have 
during the months of May and August severe storms and great 
loss of life, which are not to be measured by dollars and cents. 
Inmy judgmentthe Life-Saving Service should be continued dur 
ing the whole year, and then the amendment of the gentleman 


from Texas might be accepted. 
But it requires a particular class of men to do this service ef 
fectually. Youcan not pick up the ordinary fisherman, you can 


not pick up untrained men, and get effective service, and the 
volunteer service is not always aptor ready. During the pre 
ent year there have been instances where life and property have 
been lost because it was necessary to depend upon the volunte: 
service. You want an efficient, trained, and skillful corps of 
men, and in that light this bill is the least that can be pussed 
by this House and by Congress. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Will the gentleman from. Virginia yield 
to me for a moment? 

Mr. WISE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, in furtherange of the re- 
marks of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. ENGLISH], who 
has just preceded me, and in answer to the letter which has 
just been read by the gentleman from Texas, I want to say a 
word to this effect: The men in this service are as a class much 
superior mentally, morally, and physically to the average of 
those who follow the sea. They have to be physically superior, 
because their services are required constantly in seasons of 
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storm by day and by night; and, as one acquainted to a great 
extent with the material that makes up this force, I want to 
— the statements contained in the letter which has just been 
read. 


No unfit or incompetent men can get into this service, and any 
lengthening of the period of service or any increase of the pay 
of these men will not encourage unfit men to enter the service. 
The standard is now very high, and there is nothing to befeared 
such as is oy pata by the master mariner from Egg Harbor. 
Where that is, or who he is, I do not know, but I do know that 
the statement that these men can live on $10a month is not true 
of those gallant, brave, fearless men in my region, whatever may 
be true of those who live in Egg Harbor. 

I hope the contents of that letter will have no influence, either 
on the passage of this bill or in determining the monthly com- 

nsation of these brave men. ‘The man who wrote that letter 
C probably an unfortunate and discarded applicant who could 
not get into the service because it admits only fit men. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not know anything about the gentleman 
who wrote this letter-—— 

Mr. COGSWELL. [have no doubt that I have described him 
correctly, all the same. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not know about that. I do not see the 
member of the House present who gave me the letter, and to 
whom it was addressed, for the letter was not written to me. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I would not wonder if the man wasa Mug- 
wump, also. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SAYE Oh, the gentleman who gave it to me is a 
good Democrat. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Iam talking not about him, butabout the 
man who wrote the letter. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the committee 
amendments will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

oo SAYERS. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, 

The amendment was read as follows: 


Provided, That all such surfmen as serve more than eight months shall 
receive #60 per month during their entire service. 


Mr. COGSWELL. What will be the parliamentary effect of 
that? AsI understand, it does not disturb the eight-months’ 
arrangement. 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, general debate 
will be considered closed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word on the 
amendment. When the measure was before the House increas- 
ing the ay of these men, I took considerable interest in the 
subject, o ieving that the former wages were too low in view 
of the fact that the men were practically idle four months in 
the year. I became personally acquainted with the service 
during a trip that I made from Virginia Beach to Currituck 
Sound, passing several life stations and spending a few days on 
the coast. At that time I visited one of the stations and had a 
good deal of talk with the men. 

The great argument in favor of an increase was that these 
men could not secure employment for the remaining four months 
of the year, and, believing that their wages were too low, I earn- 
estly joined with the friends of the measure in advocating an in- 
crease of pay and in voting forit. ButI think the gentleman 
from Texas has stated the facts correctly, and I believe that his 
amendment ought to be adopted. If we extend the time of the 
employment of these men itis practically an increase of com- 
pensation, so I think the amendmentought to be agreed to with- 
out ea 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. MALLORY. I would like to hear the section read as it 
will stand if amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 5. That hereafter the life-saving stations upon the Atlantic and Gulf 
coasts at Which crews areemployed shall be manned and the stations opened 
for active service on the Ist day of A stin each year, and so continued 
until the Ist day of June su , and upon the lake coasts from the open- 
ing to the close of navigation, except such stations as in the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Treasury are not necessary to be manned during the 
full period specified; and the crews shall reside at the stations during said 


periods. Provided that all such surf men asserve more than eight months 
shall receive 860 per month during their entire service. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise 
and report the bill as amended to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and, the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. DocKERY, from the Committee of the 
Whole, reported that they had had under consideration a bill 


JULY 26 
y 


(H. R. 2795) to amend section 5 of the act approved June |- 
1878, entitled ‘“‘Anact to organize the Life-Saving Service,” a; 
had directed him to report the bill as amended to the Hov., 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 4 
third time; and — engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WISE, a motion to reconsider the vote }, 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. c 
HOSPITALS FOR LIFE-SAVING CREWS. 

Mr. WISE. I call up for consideration the bill (H.R. 4344 
extending the benefits of the Marine Hospitals to the keeyop; 
and crews of life-saving stations. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WISE. The bill carries no appropriation, nor docs jt 
contemplate any increase of expenditure. It simply proposes 
to extend the benefits of the Marine Hospital Service to the kee, 
ers and crews of life-saving stations. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the bill will be co: 
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the privilege of admission to and temporary | 
ment in the marine hospitals under the control of the Government of |! 
United States be, and is hereby, extended to the keepers and crews of | 
Life-Saving Service under the same rules and regulations as those gove: 
ing sailors and seamen, and for the purposes of this act members 0! 
Life-Saving Service shall be considered and treated as seamen. 

The amendments reported by the committee were rend. ; 
follows: 

In line 3 of the bill, after the word “and,” insert the word “ temporary 
In line 9 of the bill strike out the words *‘ considered and treated as ; 
men,’’ and insert in lieu thereof as follows: ‘Received in said hospita’s a: 
treated therein, and in the dispensaries thereof, as are seaman of Ameri: 
registered vessels; but this act shall not be so construed as to compe! t 
establishment of hospitals or dispensaries for the benefit of said kee; 


and crews, nor as establishing a home for the same when permanently «i+ 
abled.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read ‘e 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and a3 
passed. cE 

On motion of Mr. WISE, a motion to reconsider the vo 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


REVENUE CUTTER FOR HARBOR OF SAN FRANCISCO. if 
Mr. WISE. I call up the bill (H. R. 2669) making an a) Pe 


“tl 
priation and providing for the construction of a United Stites Ea 
revenue cutter for service in the harbor of San Francisco, St - 
of California. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. WISE. I move that the House resolve itself into Com Ps 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of the bill. Fi 

Mr. MALLORY. The bill makes no appropriation. P 

The SPEAKER. But it requires one to be made and is co - 
ered by the rule. iA 

Mr. WISE. Yes; the bill if passed will require an appro: 3 
priation. I ask a vote on my motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of th ak 
Whole (Mr. DocKERy in the chair), and proceeded to the « F 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 2669) making an appropriation a 
providing for the construction of a United States revenue «ut 
ter for service in the harbor of San Francisco, State of Cali- 
fornia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sui of 0,000, or so much thereof as may | a 
necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money 1! 

Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of constructing a! 
enue cutter for service in the harbor of San Francisco, State of Califor! 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert the fo!lo" 
ing: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized toh 
constructed a revenue cutter for service in the harbor of San Franc s 
State of California: Provided, That the cost of said construction shail! 
exceed the sum of 850,000. 

Mr. WISE. As I have stated, although this bill in the form 
reported makes no direct appropriation, an appropriation wi): 
hereafter be required to carry out the measure if it be passed 

Mr. SAYERS. Has the gentleman any information from t' 
sae, Department as to the probable cost of this vesse!’ 

Mr. MALLORY. Fifty thousand dollars. 

Mr. WISE. Yes; $50,000, the amount named in the bill. 
need only state that in the harbor of San Francisco this Revenue- 

Cutter Service has now only a tugboat—nothing more and nota 
ing less. 
r. GEARY. And an old one. 


ee 





1894. 


Mr. WISE. Very old—unsafe and unfit for the service. The 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


7905 


Mr. Chairman, I would like to know whether 


Mr. SAYERS. 


vessel which this bill proposes to provide is absolutely neces- | the committee have received any information from the Treas- 


sary. I can state from personal knowledge (for I have been out 
there), what every member from California will corroborate, 
that this service has no vessel there which is fit for duty. This 
pill is recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury. So far 
as I am aware, nobody opposesit. If no gentleman wishes to 
discuss the measure, I move that the committee rise and report 
the bill with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union having had under consid- 
eration the bill (H.R. 2669) making an appropriation and pro- 
viding for the construction of a United States revenue cutter 
for service in the harbor of San Francisco, State of California, 
had directed him to report the same back with amendment and 
with the recommendation that it be passed as amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 

: On motion of Mr. WISE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
FOG SIGNAL AT KEWAUNEE, WIS. 

Mr. WISE. I call up the bill (H.R. 4567) establishing a fog 
signal at Kewaunee, Wis. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. WISE. Iask unanimous consent that the bill be consid- 
ered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SAYERS. I think it ought to be considered in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. WISE. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to consider the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. DOCKERY in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of the bill which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4567) establishing a fog signal at Kewaunee, Wis. 


Beit enacted, efc., That thereshall be established a fog signal at Kewaunee, 
Wis., at a cost not exceeding 95,500. 

Mr. WISE. By direction of the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce | offer the amendment I send to the desk. 


The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection general de- 
bate will be considered as closed. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Virginia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of the bill: 

“And the sum of 95,500 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for that purpose.”’ 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say to the gentleman in charge of this 
bill that this isa departure from the methods heretofore pur- 
sued in providing for such structures. 

Mr. WISE. Ifthe gentlemanfrom Texas will permit me, I de- 


| 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


ury Department as to the necessity for the construction of this 
work? 

Mr. WISE. That is fully covered by the report. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Iask that the report be read, which sets 
forth the facts. 

The report (by Mr. BRICKNER) was read, as follows: 


The Committees on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was re 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4567) “establishing a fog signal at Kewaunee, Wis.,”’ 
report the same back without amendment and with the recommendation 
that the bill do pass. 

A bill similar to this in all respects was favorably reported by this com- 
mittee to the House in the Fifty-second Congress, and the fog signal then 
recommended is no less necessary now than then. 

A letter from the Treasury Department, dated December 13, 1893, and ad- 
dressed to this committee, which accompanies this, and which expresses 
the views of the Department upon the bill, is made a part of this report. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, December 1), 


Sir: The letter from your committee of December 11, 1893, inclosing H. 
R. bill No. 4587, authorizing the establishment of a fog signal at Kewaunee, 
Wis., as to which you asked suggestions touching the merits of the bill, and 
the propriety of its passage, and especially as to whether what the bill pro- 

oses is ‘indispensable,’ was, on its reception, referred to the Light-House 

oard., 

In reply I have the honor to say that the Light-House Board states that 
it recommended the establishment of the fog signal in question in its annual 
report and in its annual estimates, and that statement was made in its es- 
timates that it considered what the bill proposes as ‘** necessary.” 

inclosed is an extract from the Board’s annual report, page 129, showing 
its recommendation as to the establishing of a fog signal at Kewaunee, 
Wis., and there is also inclosed an extract from the Book of Estimates, 
showing the Board's recommendation therein as to the amount necded 
therefor. 

Respectfully, yours, 


1893. 


W. E. CURTIS, Acting Secretar 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON 
INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE, 
House of Representatives. 


y 


{Extract from the estimates of the Light-House Board for 1894 


Kewaunee Light and Fog-signal Station, Wisconsin: Establishing a fog 
signal at or near one of the pierhead lights at Kewaunee, Lake Michian, 
Wisconsin (submitted), 85,500. 


NorTe.—This is aregular stopping place for the Goodrich transportation 
steamers. Boats make this port summer and winter, passing between two 
piers but 200 feet apart, guided by a lightoneach. As the lights can be seen 
but dimly, if at all, in fog or snow, a fog signal is needed to supplement the 
lights. 


05.) 


{Extract from the Annual Report of the Light-House Board for the 
ending June 30, 1893.) 


1327. Kewaunee Pierhead (rear), Lake Michigan, Wisconsin.—The establish- 
ment of a steam fog signal at the entrance to this place was recommended 
to Congress by the Board, through the proper channels, in February, 1493 
The northern terminus of the Toledo, Ann Arbor and Northern Railroad is 
at Frankfort, Mich., and their large transfer boats ply between there and Ke 
waunee, Wis., daily, carrying their cars across Lake Michigan, a distance of 
65 miles and connecting at Kewaunee with the Kewaunee and Green Bay 
Railroad for St. Paul and the Northwest. . 

The Goodrich Transporatation Company's steamers also make this a reg 
ular stopping place. Their boats run summer and winter and have to con 
tend with fogs and snowstorms. Kewaunee is a good harbor, and is much 
used by the smaller class of lake carriers. One of the transfer steamers 
went ashore last fall in trying to make the harbor in thick weather, thereby 
causing much delay to travel on this new and important route, and nar- 
rowly escaping loss with the attendant destruction of life and property. 


year 


| The Board therefore recommended the establishment of a fog signal at its en 


sire firstto yield my time to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. | 


BRICKNER). 
TheCHAIRMAN. 
Mr, WISE. All that the gentleman from Wisconsin wants. 
Mr. BRICKNER. 


How much time does the gentleman yield; | 


Mr. Chairman, this is an absolute neces- | 


sity. I very much regret to be compelled to ask an appropri- | 


ation at this time for this fog signal; but this a lately estab- 
lished route—only established two years ago. I asked for the 
appropriation last year, during the short session, but unfortu- 
nately was called away, and could not bring it to the attention 
of the House at the proper time. 

This is a through winter route from St. Paul via Frankfort 
eastward, and a light is absolutely worthless in snowstorms or 


in heavy weather accompanied with snow, in the winter when | 


this route is being used. It is therefore absolutely necessary 


that there should be such a signal erected for the safety and pro- | 


tection of vessels passing through that channel. The route is 
established, and ferry boats that are sufficient in capacity to 
take on « full train of loaded cars receive their loads there and 
cross Lake Michigan to Frankfort daily; and for the whole 


Northwest to the producers of flour and wheat it is a great sav- | 
ing of time and money to be able to run through on this short | 


route to the East. 
As to the amount covered, it is small, and I do not see why, 
in view of the importance of the matter, it should not be appro- 


priated, 
I reserve the remainder of the time. 
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trance, at an estimated cost of %,500. The recommendation is now renewed. 


Mr.SAYERS. I will ask the chairman of the committee if in 
any of the bills he proposes to bring before the House to-day the 
appropriations for the construction of the works are embodied? 

Mr. WISE. You mean carried in the bills themselves? 

Mr.SAYERS. In the bills. 

Mr. WISE. I think not, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. Because I would not like to make an excep- 
tion in one ease, and if I do it will be just because there is but 
one appropriation asked. If there are others, however, to be 
brought up hereafter I want to treat all members exactly alike, 
and | will have to object to this. 

Mr. WISE. I donot think there are any of the others which 
contain appropriations. 

Mr. MALLORY. The next bill proposed to be called up em- 
bodies an appropriation, but it is entirely a different matter. 

Mr. SAYERS. I withdraw the objection to the amendment 
on the statement made to me by the gentleman from Virginia, 
that there will be no appropriations asked in the bills which he 
will hereafter present for the consideration of the House, ex- 
cepting one. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. WISE. I move that the committee rise and report the 
bill, with the amendment, to the House with favorable reccm- 
mendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DockERY ted that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill H. R. 4567, had directed him to report the 
same to the House with an amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed and read the third time, it was 

sed. 

On motion of Mr. BRICK NER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote «vas laid upon the table. 

DEPENDENT RELATIVES, CREW OF STEAMER AMSTERDAM. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the bill 
(H. 1k. 6309) for the dependent relatives of the seamen of the 
Netherlands steamer Amsterdam who lost their lives in the 
effort to save the crew of the American schooner Maggie E. 
Wells, and also for the relief of the sole survivor of the rescu- 
ing party. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Calendar of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WISE. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to consider the bill. 

The motion was mapas to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Dockpry in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill ealled up 
by the gentleman from Virginia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $5,750 is hereby appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to enable the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay the following sums of money to the persons herein 
named, being dependent relatives of the seamenof the Netherlands steamer 
Amsterdam, who recently lost their lives in a heroic effort tosave the master 
and crew of the shipwrecked American schooner Maggie E. Welts, of Glou- 
cester, Mass., and the sole survivor of the gmp = | Domi To the widow of 
Virst Officer J. Meyer, 8500; to each of her two children, $250; to the widow 
of Boatswain E. 8500; to the mother of A. J. Oudyn, 9500; to each 
of the two children of F’. Eichorn, $250; to the widow of A. Bos, $500; to each 
of her two chiltiren, $250; to the widow of A. Van Vliet, 8500; to each of her 
five cl.!\dren, #250; to A. Van der Wilt, survivor, #500. 

Mr. SAYERS. I want an ex tion of this bill. 

Mr. MALLORY. The bill, Mr. Chairman, simply proposes 
to appropriate the sum of money named, $5,750, to be distributed 
amongst the families and dependent relatives of those men who 
lost their lives in an effort to save the crew of an American fish- 

smack at sea in last January, and also to pay the sole sur- 
vivor of the crew. 

It seems that the Dutch steamer Amsterdam, while on her 
way to New York, and during a severe gale of wind in a very 
rough sea, encountered, on the 14th of last January, the Ameri- 
can schooner Maggio £. Wells, flying signals of distress, the 
weather being very cold and lanl at the time, the schooner 
with her sails all gone, the crew las to the masts or rigging, 
and with her lifeboats completely destroyed. In that condition 
the captain of the steamship Amsterdam called fer volunteers 
to go in a boat to undertake to rescue this crew. 

hirty men volunteered to go, and out of that number he chose 
these six. Amongthem was one of the mates,a man by the name 
of Meyer. They set out from the Amsterdam, but before they 
reached the Maggie E. Wells the weather was so rough and the 
wind so violent that their boat was upset, and they were all 
thrown into the water and drowned with the exception of one, 
who was finally rescued by the crew of the Amsterdam. Assoon 
as they were upset another crew offered to go in another boat, 
but the captain thought it was better not to risk any more lives. 

This 1s simply to give an award of a certain sum to each of 
the parties dependent upon these lost men: tothe widow of First 
Officer J. Meyer, $500; to each of her two children, $250; to the 
widow of Boatswain E. Regnard, $500; to the mother of A. J. 
Oudyn, $500; to each of the two children of F’. Eichorn, $250; to 
the widow of A. Bos, 8500; to each of her two children, $250; to 
the widow of A. Van Vliet, 3500; to each of her five children, 
$250; to A. Van der Wilt, survivor, $500. 

Mr. SAYERS. He was one of those who went to the rescue 
of this American vessel. 

Mr.MALLORY. Yes; he managed to hold on to the boat until 
the men on the Amsterdam succeeded in ans rene to him. 
I do not think there ean be any opposition to , and I move 
a the committee rise and report this bill favorably to the 

ouse. 

- a was agreed to. 

e committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DockERY, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, that that 

der the (H. R. 6309) for 
dent relatives of the seamen of the Neth- 
erlands steamer Amsterdam, who lost their lives in the effort to 
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save the crew of the American schooner Maggie E. Wells, ang 
aiso for the relief of the sole survivor of the rescuing party, an) 
had directed him to report the same to the House with tho 
recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third timo: 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, ang 
passed, 

On motion of Mr. MALLORY, a motion to reconsider | 
vote was laid on the table. 

LIGHT-VESSEL OFF SOUTH PASS OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 7124) to 
tablish alight-vessel off the South Pass of the Mississippi hj 
in the Gulf of Mexico, and for this purpose to discontinuc 
light-vessel off Trinity Shoal in the Gulf of Mexico. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I think that can be considered jy 
the House without going into Committee of the Whole. 
not a proposition to establish a new light-ship, but simply to 
change it from a place where it is believed to be unnecessa 
and to put it at a station where such a light-ship is dee 
be necessary. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does it necessitate any expense? 

Mr. WISE. It requires no expense whatever, not a dolla 
It is simply to change the light-ship from one place to anot 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands the statement 
the gentleman, it is to transfer a light-ship from one point to in- 
other. The Clerk will report the bill, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Bett enacted, eic., That a light-vessel be established off the South Pass 0! 
the Mississippi River in the Gulf of Mexico. s 

SEc, 2. That the light-vessel now established off Trinity Shoal in the Gu!! 
of Mexteo be discontinued and transferred to a locality off the South Pass »! 
the Mississippi River in the Gulf of Mexico. 

The SPEAKER. This is simply for the transfer of a light- 
ship. Without objection, the Committee of the Whole wil! be 
discharged from the consideration of it. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tim 


and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 3 
On motion of Mr. WISE, a motion to reconsider the last vot g 
was laid on the table. “ge 
LIGHT-SHIP AND FOG SIGNAL, BOSTON, MASS. hes 


Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I send up for consideration the 
bill (H.R. 5312) authorizing the construction of a light-shi E 
with fog signal, to be established to the eastward of Boston i 
Light, Massachusetts, and for the establishment of range light: 3) 
in Boston Harbor, Massachusetts. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. WISE. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole en the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee 0! 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, for the considers- 
tion of the bill, with Mr. Dooxery in the chair. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is here 
authorized and directed to construct a light-ship, with fog signal, 
placed about 6 mautical miles to the east by south of Boston Light, Massa 
chusetts, at a cost not to exceed $70,000; and he is hereby further direct 
establish range lights in Boston Harbor, ata cost not to exceed $1,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will ask the gentleman who introduced this 
bill whether he has received any information from the Treas 
ury Department with regard to the necessity for the construc: 
tion of this light-ship? 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Yes; and in the Book of F'sti- 
mates, on page 313, it is put down as “indispensable.” ‘The 
Light-House ‘Board for several years have recommended that it 
be established. 

Mr. WISE. I will also state, in addition to what has been 
said by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. O’NEIL], that 
acco) ing the report of the committee there isa communica 
tion from Mr. W. E. Curtis, Acting Secretary of the Treasury, 
= alsoother communications, recommending thisas indispens! 

le. 

a EVERETT. [apprehend there can be no doubt about 
t 


Mr. WISE. I ask the Clerk to read the letter of the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
The Clerk read as follows: 








TREASURY ARTMENT, 
Washington, D. @., January 25, 1894 


Sm: [have the honor to acknow. the receipt.of a letter from your 
committee J House No, 5812, for the cvD- 


anuary 20, 1804, ‘ 
struction of a light-ship, with a fog 2 be established to the eastware 
of Boston Light, Massachusetts, and for the establishment of range light 
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in Boston Harbor, and asking for suggestions touching the meritsof the bill 
and the cor? of its passage. 

The bill with your letter was referred to the Light-House Board, which re- 
turned them with the statement that in its annual report for 1892 it recom- 
mended that appropriations be made for the objects provided for by this 
pill, and that in its annual estimates and report for 1893 these recommenda- 
tions are renewed. 

‘As to the necessity for the proposed light-ship, with afog signal, I have the 
honor to quote from a preamble and resolutions adopted by the Boston 
Chamber of Commerce on March 14, 1892, that ‘* Boston is the sixth largest 
city in the United States and in commercial importance the second, and 
from records at the Boston custom-house it appears that 4,677 vessels cleared 
from Boston in 1891; 1,553,600 tons of foreign freight were imported, and 
1,278,862 were exported in that year. From records of the steamship com- 

es it appears that 315.000 passengers were carried from Boston to Cana- 

an, Maine, New York, and Southern ports in 1881; and, while it has acom- 

modious and deep harbor, that the approaches to it are dangerous, and the 
channels, though deep, are narrow and tortuous, with two abrupt turns.” 

It is further stated that ‘there is not a lighted aid to navigation from the 
small or bug light at the Narrows to the Boston wharves."’ This makes it 
dificult and sometimes an impossibility to distinguish the turning buoys, 
even on a moderately dark night. This causes much detention and loss of 
time to deep-craft vessels, which are compelled not only to wait for daily, 
but to wait for a favorable tide as well, when, if the approaches were prop- 
erly lighted, advantage could be taken of a favorable night tide, when much 
time would be saved. 

On March 24, 1892, Mr. J. Maleolm Forbes, commodore of the Eastern Yacht 
Chib, wrote from Boston inclosing a petition asking for the establishment 
of a light-ship with a steam fog signal off the entrance to Boston Harbor. 
It was stated in the petition that— 

**Such an aid to navigation is indubitably necessary, and the large inter- 
ests involved warrant its establishment. There is no worse a ‘pocket,’ or 
one more dangerous to approach in thick or foggy weather on the whole 
coast. The well known and admitted difficulty in locating sound in fog or 
snowstorm, renders the fog signal at Boston light and the bell at Minots 
Ledge of doubtful utility. Certainly they can not be confidently relied 
upon, as a mistaken location of their sound would involve an approaching 
ship in greatest peril, if not in disastrous shipwreck. 

“The establishment of the light-ship desired would obviate this serious 
menace to incoming vessels, for she could be approached and sighted with- 
out danger, and the incoming vessel’s position thus having been absolutely 
determined, she could proceed with all confidence and safety to theentrance 
to the harbor, no matter how threatening the weather.”’ 

Copies of the recommendations made by the Light-House Board in its re- 

and estimates for the fiscal year ending June 90, 18¥3, atu inclosed, to- 
gether with a copy of H. R. bill No. 5312. 
Respectfully, yours, 





W. E. CURTIS, 
Acting Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON 
INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise 
and report the bill to the House with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee ee rose; and Mr. TaLBorT of Mary- 
land having assumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. 
DOCKERY, chairman of the Committee of the Whole, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 
5312, and had directed him to report it to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and, 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts, a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
table. 


LIGHT AT ENTRANCE TO GALVESTON HARBOR, TEXAS. 


Mr. WiSE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the consideration of the 
bill (A. R. 7107) to establish a light-house and a range light at 
the entrance to Galveston Harbor, in the county of Galveston, 
in the State of Texas. 

Mr.SAYERS. Let it go to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WISE. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
— House on the state of the Union, Mr. DockrEry in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill which the Clerk will now re- 


rt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (B. R. 7107) to establish a light-house and a range light at the entrance 
os Siteaell bor, in the county of Galveston, in the State of Texas. 

enacted, ete, That a light-house and arange light be established at 

= entrance toGalveston Harbor, at or near the east end of the south jetty, 

e500 of Galveston, in the State of Texas, ata cost not to exceed 


The amendments of the committee were reac, as follows: 


Amend as follows: 
Strike out in line 3the words “ and a range light.” 


Strike out in line 4 the words ‘east end,” and insert in lieu thereof the 
“outer end.” 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, let us have the report read. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report in the 
time of the gentleman from Texas. 
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Mr. WISE. If the gentleman does not require it, I would 
suggest that all that is necessary to read is the letter from tho 
Treasury Department addressed to the committee. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, May 18, 1894. 


SIR: The letter from your committee on May 17, 1894, inclosing House bill 
No. 7109, to,establish a light-house and a range light at the entrance to Gal- 


veston Harbor, Texas, with request for suggestions touching the merits of 
the bill, and the propriety of its passage, was referred to the Light-House 
Board. : 


In reply, I have the honor to inform you that the Board state 
the matter under consideration at its session of May 


s that it had 








7, When the conclusion 
was reached that the interests of commerce and navigation require the es 
tablishment of a new licht-house of the third order, witha stea: ie mal 
near the outer end of the South Galveston jetty 

The Board also recommends that the light at Bolivar light-station, which 
is near by, and with which the proposed light can form a range, be changed 
from a second-order ffxed white licht to a five-second flash light 

The Board also proposes to change the position of the Galveston light 
from time to time, as may be made necessary by these and other propo 
changes. It is estimated that these changes, Including the new structu 
can be made for a sum not exceeding $35,000, and it is recommended that ar 
appropriation of this amount bs made therefor. 

i have the honor to recommend, therefore, that bill 7109 be thus amended 

Strike out from the third line the words ‘and a range light 

Strike out from the fourth line the words ‘‘the eastend” and invert in their 

lace the words “outer end,” so that the bill will read thus: “That a light 
10use be established at the entrance to Galveston Harbor, near the outer end 
of the south jetty, in the county of Galveston, in the State of Texas, ataco 


not to exceed & ‘ 
A copy of the bill in question is herewith returned 
Respectfully, yours, 
S. WIKE, Acting Se 
The CHAIRMAN Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
House of Representatives, Washinglon 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


to. 

Mr. WISE. If no one wishes to say anything, I move that 
the committee rise and report the bill to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that motion will be 
considered as agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. TALBOTT of Mary- 
land having assumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. 
DOCKERY, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
7109) and had directed him to report the same to the House, 
with amendments, with a favorable recommendation. 

Theamendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Without objection, the title will 
be amended in accordance with the suggestion of the committee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

On motion of Mr. WISE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendments 
bills and a joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 366) providing for the sale of the custom-house 
and lot connected therewith in the city of Louisville, Ky.; 

A bill (H. R. 7197) to provide a register forthe schooner barge 
Astoria; 

A bill (H. R. 6111) for the proposal of the accretions of the Vir- 
ginius indemnity fund; 

A bill (H. R. 5293) concerning leases in the Yellowst 
tional Park; 

A bill (H. R. 4805) for the relief of Andrew Gray; 

A bill (H. R. 4561) granting a pension to Harriet T. Vosburgh: 

A bill (H. R. 4452) adding the towns of Manchester and Ver- 
non, in the State of Connecticut, to the custom districtof Hart- 
ford, Conn., and making the city of Rockville, Conn., a port of 
ooeas 

A bill (H. R. 4328) for the relief of William B. Chapman, 
George W. Street, John W. Hoes, Emmet C. Tuthill, and Jo- 
seph H. Curtis; 

A bill (H. R. 3487) granting an increase of pension to Eliza K. 
Starr; 

A bill (H.R. 3202) donating condemned cannon to the Saint 
Lawrence State Hospital at Ogdensburg; 

A bill (H. R. 1196) to pension Mary E. Wickey; 

A bill (H.R. 83) authorizing the State of Montana to make 
selection from certain public lands; , 

A bill (H. R.38) relating tothe pay and retirement of mates in 
the United States Navy; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 94) providing for an investigation 
relative to the work and wages of women and children. 

The also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing 


one Na- 
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votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to bill 
and eae resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. Res. 32) declaring Massachusetts avenue through 
the grounds of the Naval Observatory a public street; and 

A bill (H. R. 4858) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

A bill (S. 1833) granting a pension to Hannah Howard; 

A bill (S, 1191) making an appropriation for the completion 
of the lighthouse at Cape Arago, in the State of Oregon; and 

A bill (S, 1656) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. L. 
Eastman. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the following resolution: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be requested to furnish the House with an estimate of the 
probable cost of completing the improvement of Saugatuck Harbor, Michi- 
gan. under the project of 1867, as modified in 1869, 1870, 1875, and 1882, and the 

mprovements recommended in the report of the Chief of Engineers for the 
year 1893, Appendix MM. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a 
conference report on the fortification appropriation bill, and 
ask that it be adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4858) making appropriations for fortifications and other works 
of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ord- 
nance for trial and service, and for other purposes. 


The SPEAKER pro pes Without objection, the state- 
ment of the conferees will be reperted instead of the report of 
the committee of conference. 

There was no objection. 

(For conference report see proceedings of Senate of this day.) 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 4858) making appropriations for fortifications, submit the ae 
written statement in explanation of the effect of the action recommend 
in Se Seeepengens conference report on each of the Senate amendments, 
namely: 

On amendment numbered 1: Appropriates $100,000, as proposed by the 
House, instead of $200,000, as proposed by the Senate, for construction of gun 
and mortar platforms. 

On amendment numbered 2: Ae jiates 845,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, ins of $20,000, as provided by the House, for preservation and 
re of fortifications. 

amendment numbered 3: Sees $7,500, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for construction of a sea wall on the north shore of Sandy Hook, N. J. 

Onamendments numbered 4,5,6,7,and 8: Appropriates for one-half the 
cost of construction of a sewerage system at Fort Monroe, Va., $37,500, as 
pee by the Senate—the other half of the cost of such sewerage system 

be paid by the owners of hotels and other nonmilitary buildings at Fort 
Monroe; authorizes the Secretary of War to assess — vessels using the 
wharf at Fort Monroe one-half the actual cost of repairs, and requires that 
the total cost of any damage done to said wharf by any vessel be paid by the 
owner or owners thereof, and that individuals or corporations other than 
navigation companies shall pay one-half of any sums necessary for repair 
and operation of roads, pavements, streets, lights, sewerage, and general 
police; and covers back into the ey the un nded balance of $25,000 
or in the sundry civil appropriation act for 1890 for construction 
of a sewer system at Fort Monroe. 

On amendment numbered 9: Ap’ ates $175,000, as pro by the 
Senate, instead of $125,000, as pro by the House, for finishing and as- 
sembling seacoast guns at the Army gun factory. 

On amendment numbered 10: A es $8,250, as proposed by the Sen- 
Nm aga of $3,000, as proposed by the House, for sights for cannon and 

or fuses. 

On amendment numbered 11: Apgrogriates 230,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ons, Sen of $15,000, as proposed by the House, for steel deck-piercing 
sneu,. 

On amendment numbered 12: Aueropeteses $8,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, instead of $4,800, as proposed the House, for purchase and erection 
of steel plates for the test of deck-piercing shell. 

On amendment numbered 13: Appropriates 816,600, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of —— as proposed by the House, for purchase and erec- 
tion of armor plates for testing armor-pierc: shot. 

On amendment numbered 14: A priates ,000, instead of $426,600, as 
= by the Senate, and $200,000, as proposed by the House, to provide 

or payments under contracts for manufacture of tools for the gun foun- 
dry, m gun steel, and mortar and gun carriages authorized under 
the fortification act a ved July 23, 1892. 

On amendment num 15: A priates $356,000, instead of 8500,000, as 
roposed by the Senate, and $225, as proposed by the House, to provide 
‘or payments that may be due for purchase of gun steel, re and gun 

mower carriages authorized under the fortification act of February 18, 


On amendment numbered 16: Strikes out the appropriation of $200, 000 for 
12-inch seacoast mortars, yrepenss by the House. 

On amendment numbered 17: Requires that the purchase of gun steel au- 
thorized by the act shall be made under contract, after due advertisement. 

On amendment numbered 18: Strikes out the appropriation of 875,000, pro- 
posed by the House, for carr for 12-inch mortars. 

On amendment numbered 19: Appropriates $100,000, as pro by the 
Senate, instead of 875,000,as proposed by the House, for for sea- 


coast cannon. 
On amendment numbered 20: A ates $50,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, to authorize the Board of — and Fortification to procure and 


testone 10-inch pneumatic disappearing gun 
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On amendment numbered 21: Appropriates 20,000, as proposed by the 
House, instead of 827,000, as proposed by the Senate, for expenses and main. 
tenance of the ordnance proving ground at Sandy Hook, N. J. 

On amendment numbered 22: — riates $3,300, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for erection of a brick shed at the Watertown Arsenal, Massachusetts 

On amendment numbered 23: Appropriates $100,000, instead of $125,000, ag 
peepens by the Senate, and $75,000, as proposed by the House, for expenses 
under the Board of Ordnance and Fortification. 

On amendment numbered 24: Requires that the Board of Ordnance anq 
Fortification shall, before expending money in the construction of sny gun, 
carriage, ammunition, or implemehts, be satisfied, after inquiry, that the 
Government has a lawful right to use any inventions involved, or that the 
construction is made at the request of a person having such right. 

The bill as agreed oo er 427,004, being $409,600 less than as 
it passed the Senate, 2, more than as it passed the House, $216,919 more 
than the last law, and $307,272 less than the fortification law passed at the 
first session of the last Congress. 

J. E. WASHINGTON, 


JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
HENRY H. BINGHAM. 
Managers on the part of the House 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, unless some gentleman 
wants further information than that which is given in the re- 
port, I ask for a vote on the adoption of the conference report. 
The conference report was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. WASHINGTON, a motion to reconsider the 
ot a the conference report was agreed to, was laid on 
the table. 


PIER AT THE MOUTH OF CHICAGO RIVER. 


Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I send up the following bill for con- 
sideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6038) to repeal House resolution numbered 104, first session 


Fifty-first Congress, grant to Secretary of War a permit to license to use 
a pier at mouth of Chicago River. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the House resolution numbered 104, first session of 
the Fifty-first Congress, naupoece October 1, 1890, entitled “Joint resolution 
to permit the Secretary o ar to grant arevocable license to use a pier as 
petitioned by vessel owners of ae ag Ill,”’ be, and the same is hereby, re- 
pealed, and the property mentioned in the said joint resolution, to wit, the 
south pier of the Chicago River, shall be excepted from the provisions of an 
act entitled “An act authorizing the Secretary of War to lease — prop- 
erty in certain cases,”’ approv: July 28, 1892, and said pier shall not be sub 
ject to be leased by the Secretary of War. 


Mr. WISE. Itis not necessary to consider this bill in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is on the House Calendar. 

Mr. SAYERS. There may be no appropriation, but does it 
not make a disposition of public property? 
‘ The SPEAKER pro tempore. Phe billis on the House Calen- 

ar. 

Mr. DURBOROW. I ask to have the amendmentreported, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 14 add the following: 

“Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to abro- 
= the permit already granted by the Secretary of Wartothe Western 

amen's Friend Society for the use of a part of the said pier.” 

Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Speaker, in reference to this bill 
I would say that it is almost identical with the bill which passed 
the Fifty-second Congress in the first session to repeal this reso- 
lution, which was passed by the Fifty-first Congress, the reason 
for which is explained in the report, which I will ask the Clerk 
to read; but before doing so I would like to explain that this 
was a disposition of _ property made by the Fifty-first Con- 
gress, and it is sought to repeal that resolution by this bill in 
order that that property may remain public property, instead of 
being leased al thus made private property, as it was by that 
resolution. 

Mr. SAYERS. Read the report. 

Mr. DURBOROW. [ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. DURBOROW) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was re 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6038) to repeal House olution No. 104, first session 
Fifty-first Congress, granting to the Secretary of War a permit to license 


to use a pier at mouth of Chicago River, report the same back with an 
amendment, and with the recommendation that the bill as so amended 


do 

committee favorably reported to the House in the first session of the 
Fifty-second Congress a bill (H. R. 4330) the purpose of which was similar 
to the pu ofthis bill. Its report isreaffirmed and made a part of this 
report, will explain what is sought to be accomplished by this bill and 
the necessity for it. 

The scomenenyang letter from the Chief of Engineers of the United States 
Army, dated March 7, 1894, which is also made a part of this report is addi- 
tionally explanatory. 

The accompanying letter from the Secretary of War, dated March 13, 158¢, 
which is also made a part of this report, shows the concurrence of the Sec- 
retary of War in the passage of the bill as amended by your committee. 


[House Report No. 616, Fifty-second Congress, first session. ] 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4330) to repeal House Resolution No. 104, first session 
Fifty-first Congress, ting to Secretary of War a permit to license to 
use a pier at the mouth of the Chicago River, having had the same under 
consideration, submit the following report: 

The growing needs of commerce have caused a revolution in the method 
of handling lake shipping and the transfer of freight upon the Great Lakes 


mes 


se 


earn 
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the transportation of lake freight at the present time 


ountry; 
of this © Jed by steamships or tugs, with tows of from one to five 


peing accomplish 
bare et acility with which tows may be made up at this pier is very appar- 
ent, whereas if the pier was leased it would be necessary to secure tugs to 
tow the barges into the lake and make up the tow in unprotected waters and 
cost. 

at gree nstrances from vessel owners, the Board of Trade of Chicago, and 
persons, firms, and corporations doing a large business in shipping and re- 
ceiving grain, lumber, and general merchandise, protesting against the 
jeasing of this pier have been so effective that, up to the present time, the 
Secretary of War has not leased said pier. 

The provision that the license shall be a revocable one was perhaps in- 
tended to be a restriction in the interest of the Government, but it is well 
known that it is almost impossible for theGovernment to regain possession 
of valuable property or eject the tenant without great cost and vexatious 
Cerne necessity for the repeal of the resolution by the passage of bill A. R. 
4330 consists in the fact thata future administration, not conversant with all 
the details, might execute said lease without notice to interested parties 
and thereby greatly interfere with shipping interests centering in the port 
of Chicago. 

The committee recomend that the bill H. R. 4330 do pass. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., March 13, 1894. 

Sir: In returning herewith House bill 6038, Fifty-third Congress, second 
session, “To repeal House Resolution No. 104, first session Fifty-first Con- 
gress, granting to Secretary of War a permit to license to use a pier at 
mouth of Chicago River,’’ I have the honor to invite your attention to the 
inclosed report of the Chief of Engineers, dated the 7th instant, from which it 
will be seen that there is no objection tothe bill if it does not abrogate the 
permit already granted to the Western Seamen’s Friend Society for the use 
of a partof the pier. 

Theinclosures which accompanied your communication are herewith re- 
turned, 

Very respectfully, 

DANIEL 8S. LAMONT, 
Secretary of War. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON 
INTERSTATE AND I’OREIGN COMMERCE, 
House of Representatives. 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., March 7, 1894. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt, by reference to this office 
for report, of letter of the Ist instant from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce of the House of Representatives, inclosing, with request 
tor War preeemens views thereon, H. R. 6038, Fifty-third Congress, second 
session, ‘A bill to repeal House Resolution No. 104, first session Fifty-first 
Congress, grant to Secretary of War a permit to license to use a pier at 
mouth of Chicago River.” 

The accompanying bill proposes the repeal of ‘‘Joint resolution to per- 
mit the Secret: of War to grant a revocable license to use a pier, as pe- 
titioned by vessel owners of Chicago, Ill.,"’ approved October 1, 1890, and ex- 
cepts the property mentioned from the provisions of the act of Congress of 
July 29, 102, entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the Secretary of War to lease 


public property in certain cases.”’ 
Ca 


pt. W. L. Marshall, Corps of Engineers, stationed at Chicago, in report- 
ing to this office on the subject of the inclosed bill, states that— 

“Phe pier referred to is supposed to be that portion of the south pier at 
entrance to Chicago River, 1,225 feet long, approximately, that is in part 
alongside of one of the Illinois Central Railroad Company’s docks. All of 
the remainder of the south pier is now in use by private individuals and cor- 
porations, as heretofore reported. 

‘The use of a pers of the outer 225 feet of this pier, which projects into 
water beyond the Illinois Central Railroad Company’s dock, has been 

anted to the Western Seamen's Friend Society by the Secretary of War 

or a sailor’s snug harbor, refuge, or home, but not yet used. 

“The vesselmen seem oe to any individual or eepeeeiee securing 

session of this part of the south pier, as it is somewhat withdrawn (50 
eet) from the line of piers west of it, and affords the only safe place not al- 
ready —— to tieup vessels in forming tows without encroaching on 
the available width of the harbor entrance. 

“I see no objection to the bill if it does not abrogate the permit already 
granted by the Secretary of War.” 

I concur in the views of Capt. Marshall, as expressed above. 

The letter of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, with 
its inclosures. is herewith returned. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
THOS. LINCOLN CASEY, 

Brig. Gen., Chief of Engineers. 
Hon. DANIEL S. LAMONT, 

Secretary of War. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I want to say a word or 
two on this bill. The original bill authorizing the leasing of 
the pier in question — in the Fifty-firstCongress. Prior to 
its passage a kindred measure had been submitted to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors authorizing, in practically the 
same terms, the leasing of the pier at Buffalo to one of the rail- 
road companies. 

The committee, after a very long investigation, in which the 
vessel owners on the lakes were heard and all the interests con- 
cerned were carefully considered, presented to the House an 
elaborate report not only against the passage of that measure, 
but in general opposition to everything of the kind, protesting 
in strong language against the invasionof the interests of water 
ee leases of this character. The bill which was 
passed later been pending before the Committee on Com- 
merce—improperly as I believed at the time—and when it came 
suddenly before the House on a motion of a Representative from 
the city of Chicago, I challenged the action of the Committee 
on Commerce and its jurisdiction to consider and report a bill 
of that kind. 


A ruling was made by the Chair at that time, varying very 


materially from the rulings in the present Congress, and prac- 
tically holding that the possession of the bill by the committee 
gave jurisdiction for that purpose, and that it was too late to 
make the objection which I had raised. Thereupon the Repre- 
sentative to whom I refer made a statement upon the floor of 
the House that this measure was desired by the Secretary of 
War—that the Department desired that it should pass in order 
to relieve some situation which the gentleman spoke of in rather 
uncertain terms. He stated that he had had an interview with 
the Secretary of War, and that this was a measure which was 
entirely satisfactory to the Department and, in fact, was desired 
by the Department. That put me in a position where | could 
only say that I protested upon general principles against every- 
thing of the kind, but could make no further contest so far as 
that particular bill was concerned, and thereupon it was passed. 

Sometime afterward, perhaps two months later, a very strong 
protest came to the War Department from interests that were 
affected at Chicago, and the President, to my knowledge, sent 
a telegram from a distant city directing the Secretary of War 
not to proceed under the law. That is all I have to say about 
the matter. I simply wanted to explain how it became possible 
for a measure of that kind to come up ina manner so entirely 
in opposition to the practice of this House, and to get through 
the House. 

Mr. WISE. I thank the gentleman from Ohio for the state- 
ment which he has made, and I do not think it is necessary to 
say anything more, because I agree to everything that the gen- 
tleman has said. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then it is the opinion of the gentleman from 
Ohio that this bill, if it becomes a law, will rectify the abuse 
which was then committed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It will rectify that abuse, and probably 
put an end to attempts to create other abuses of a similar char- 
acter. 

The amendment of Mr. DURBOROW was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DURBOROW, a motion to reconsider 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
LICENSES TO CERTAIN OFFICERS OF PASSENGER STEAMERS. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, [ call up the bill (H. R. 5979) to 
provide for licenses to certain officers of seagoing passenger 
steam vessels, and I yield to the gentieman from California | Mr. 
Loup], the author of the bill. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I call for the reading of the re- 
port. 

The report (by Mr. MALLORY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 5507) entitled ‘‘ A bill to provide for licenses to certain 
officers of steam vessels,”’ arnt considered the same, recommend that the 
substitute herewith reported in lieu thereof, entitled ‘‘ A bill to provide for 
on to certain officers of seagoing passenger steam vessels,’’ be adopted 
and pass. 

indemech as the change in existing law is intended to apply only to cer 
tain officers of seagoing passenger steam vessels, the committee have thought 
it best not to undertake to amend the sections of the Revised Statutes that 
relate to this subject, sections 4438 and 4440, which apply to certain officers 
of all steam vessels, and for that reason have put the measure in the shape 
of a separate enactment. The committee is also of opinion, in which the 
Treasury D‘partment concurs, that there is no occasion to require fourth 
mates to take out licenses, and have therefore omitted that provision from 
the substitute proposed by them. 


the 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 9, 1594 

Sim: Ihave the bonor to transmit herewith a report of the Supervising 
Inspector-General Steamboat Inspection Service upon H. R. bill 5507, Fifty 
third Congress, second session, ‘To provide for licenses to certain officers of 
steam vessels,”’ referred by your directions to this Department for such sug 
gestions as may be deemed proper ‘touching the merits of the bill and the 
propriety of its passage.”’ 

Very respectfully, 
W. E. CURTIS, Acting Secretary 

Hon. Ggo, D. WISE, 

Chairman of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. ¢ 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING INSPECTOR-GENERAL 
STEAMBOAT INSPECTION SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 7, 1894. 

Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt (by reference to this o@ 
flee for yoo of a communication from the Committee on Interstate an¢ 
Foreign Commerce, House of Representatives, inclosing H. R. bill 5507, 
Fifty-third Congress, second session, entitled ‘‘A bill to provide for licenses 
to certain officers of steam vessels,’’ and requesting the Secretary of the 
Treasury ‘‘to furnish the committee with such suggestions as.you {he} may 
deem proper touching the merits of the bill and the propriety of its pas- 
sage. 

I have the honor to report that the object of the bill referred tois to require 
second, third, and fourth mates of seagoing steam vessels to be licensed the 
same as are the chief mates of steam vessels under sections 4438 and 41440, 
Title LIL, Revised Statutes. 

This office is in favor of the examination and licensing of second and third 
Mates of seagoing steam vessels, but thinks it unnecessary and superfluous 
to require a fourth mate to be a licensed officer, fur the reason that, with 
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the master, and first, second, and third mates duly licensed and ed as 
navigators, there will be four such navigators on board, an ample number, 
in any 708 ent, to meet all emergencies. 

To the objects sought to be accomplished in House bill 6507, I would 
recommend that the inclosed copy of bill prepared in this office be substi- 
tuted therefor, in order that the penalties provided in Title LII, Revised 
Statutes, should directly, instead of a, inference, apply in case of nonob- 
servance. This object is accomplished in the substitute bill by amending 
sections 4438 and 4440 of that title, thereby directly covering penalties 
provided therein. 

The object in making the substitute bill take effect ninety days after date 
of approval is in order to give owners and agents of steamers affected by 
the bill ample time to be prepared for its enforcement, otherwise poaey 
#hips may be compelled either to violate the law or be detained in port until 
a sufficient number of qualified officers could be obtained. 

The copy of ee herewith. 

Very res . 
7 _ . JAS. A. DUMONT, 
Supervising Inspector-General. 
The SEORETARY OF THD TREASURY. 


[Substitute for H. R. 8507.] 


The amendments consist in adding to sections 4438 and 4440, Revised 
Statutes, the underscored words in the lines as indicated herein: 


A bill to amend sections 4488 and 4440 of title LI, Revised Statutes of the 
United States, relating to licensing mates of steam vessels. 

Be it enacted by the Benate and House of Representatewes of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That sections 4438 and 4440 be amended to 
read as follows: 

** Sno. 4488. Ihe boards of local inspectors shall license and classify the 
masters, chief, second, and third mates, engineers, and pilots of all steam 


vessels. It shall be unlawful to employ any or for person to 
serve a3 a master, chief, second, or mate, eer, or plist on any 
steamer who is not licensed the ; anyone ting this 
section shall be liable toa ‘ty of $100 for each offense. 


‘Spo. 4440. Whenever any person applies for authority to be employed as 
chief, second, or third mate of steam vessels the inspectors require 
satisfac evidence of the knowledge, experience, and skill of the appli- 
cant in lading cargo and in handling and stowage of freight, and s ex 
amine him asto his knowledge and ability inna and such 
vessels, and all other duties pertaining to his station, and if ed of his 
Zin to portorin uch auties fortheseres'ct eas year; bus euch sisense shall 
be suspended or revoked upon satisfactory proof of ‘bad conduct, intemper- 
ate habits, unskillfulness, or wantof knowledge of the duties of his sta- 
tion, or the willful violation of any provision of this title.’’ 

‘This act to take effect ten days from date of approval. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. a I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. r. Speaker, I send to the desk an amend- 
ment which [ desire to offer. 

The amendmentwas read, as follows: 

Amend in line 3, by out the words ‘: and third,’ so that the provi- 
sion will read, ‘‘that second mates of seagoing passenger steam vessels 
shall be licensed,” etc. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I submit that the owners of 
the sea-going passenger steam vessels of the Atlantic coast are 
opposed to this legislation. Under the existing statute all 
watch officers of American ships are required to American 
citizens and must undergo an examination as to qualifications 
before they are licensed. This applies to masters who are cap- 
tains, chief mates who are first mates, , and pilots. 

These are indicated as ‘‘officers”” and must be American citi- 
zens. Under a construction of the statute of many years’ stand- 
ing, second mates are officers, who with the ca and first mate 
are the navigators of the ship. Therefore the Department re- 
quires the second mate, under regulation, to be examined the 
same as the captain and the first mate. 

The proposition contained in this bill is to extend this exami- 
—— third oo license . es. It was ar 

rop to prec ou mates. itis unnecessary to say 
The carrying trade, especially the f trade, there are also 
fifth and sixth mates, but these subordinate or junior officers, 
as they are called, are not ‘‘ officers” under the statute, and are not 
subject to the requirementof acertificate, although a certificate 
is often requi at the option of the ownership of the vessel; 
and they are not ship navigators. 

The proposed extension of the statute is to third mates—I have 
submitted an amendment so as to make it a statutory require- 
ment as to second mates. There is nothing in the fact of Ameri- 
can citizenship that will throw around the passenger trade or 
freight carriage any larger protection to life or reapers than if 
the mates were other than American citizens. The bill as sub- 
mitted will simply secure to American citizens a few positions 
that are now open to the best men. 

This bill does not apply to ail steam vessels, but is limited to 
seagoing passenger steam vessels. Why this discrimination 
against vessels? Certainly it can not be claimed that 
an American, native or , can better care for life be- 
canse he is an American citizen, and I do not belittle American 
citizenship when I make this assertion. 

No other commercial nation has such a law. England, the 
greatest maritime nation of to-day, will issue a master's or mate’s 
certificate to any man who has had the necessary experience 

and.can pass satisfactorily their most rigid examination. They 
make it a question solely of ability. 

This is the only nation that requires officers in its mercantile 

ene. Iam not going to attack the statute as 


it exists. Iam perfectly willing this requirement which | 
embodied in the regulations of the Department be enact, 
law as to the second mates. 
Great obligations restupon the owners of vessels as to the \ 
and safe transportation of their cargoes and passengers: by 
view of the examination and certificates now required, I be}j 
the question of citizenship except as to second mates may 
be left as it is now by statute. 
Mr. LOUD. What certificate is now required by law: : 
Mr. BINGHAM. By section 4438 of the Revised S: 
is required that— 
Boards of local inspectors shall license and classify masters- 
That is, captains— 
Chief-mates, who are first mates. 
Engineers and pilots of all steam vessels. 
Mr. LOUD. That does not apply to the second officer 
Mr. BINGHAM. I have stated that second officers, un 
the regulations of the Department, are required to be exami 
before certificate of fitness or license can be issued, the s 
captains and first mates. 
r. LOUD. That, however, is not a requirement of lav. : 
Mr. BINGHAM. [am perfectly willing to ingraft upon ti q 
statute the requirement that second mates shall have the ca 
tificate after examination. 
Mr. LOUD. You admit that there in no such requirem 
law now. 
Mr. BINGHAM. It appears to me that is far enough to 
and that as to the officers, junior to second mate, who avo: 
permitted to undertake the navigation of the vessel—only : 
watch officers, as they are designated—the law should remix 
itis. This is as far as the carrying trade of the Atlantic c 
desires now to go. 
Let me read from a letter recently received: 
We protest against the d legislation requir mnior officers o! 
seagoing punnenger neuen oe tone, catinens. — 
Your general statute requires officers of the United State; F 
mercantile marine to be American citizens. # 
Mr. MALLORY. Does the requirement that they pass ex. is 
amination and obtain certificates make them officers? e 
Mr. BINGHAM. It does. ‘ 
Mr. MALLORY. In respect to engineers, the Department a 
held that it did not. 


Mr. BINGHAM. That is a matter I know nothing about. a 
Mr. MALLORY. I refer to the action of the last Secretar a 
of the Treasury. 4 


Mr. BINGHAM (reading): 


It seems Congress is determined by every species of ingenuity to make !! 
impossible to run a steamship under the American flag, in competition with 
foreign flags. Why should Congress attempt this legislation? There is 1 
nation on earth, ex: the United States, that inquires into the nationally 
ofeven the commanders of its mercantile fleet. ey look to qualifications 
only, and this legislation is a relic of barbarism. Even the United States 
does not require its gunners, the most important men on board of its mr 





of-war, to be American citizens. a 
Mr. LOUD. By whom is that letter signed? cs 
Mr. BINGHAM. By Mr. Griscom, president of the Intern:- i 

tional Navigation Company? 


Mr. LOUD. The company that owns the steamers City o! 
Paris and City of New York? 
Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, sir. The letter continues. 


The fact is, the United States professes to wish to see its commercial 1) 
rine exten It has even passed the postal bill and taken off some of the 
disabilities of ship-owners. And yet Congress seems disposed to lend a wil 
ing ear to trade organizations, who in their turn seem ed to surr 
the running of steamships under the American flag with increasing di 


eee 


We are making a great effort now to establish and maintain a first-class 

American line on the North Atlantic. I should think the sympathy of Cn 

ought to be with us. We intend, also, to make our line thorouc!’ 
Zwoasioan, but we must have time to organize and build up. 

Now, this legislation will apply to all of the foreign passct- 
ger-carrying trade, and only to a limited extent tothe coastwise 
trade, the foreign trade having not-only first and second matics, 
but third, fo , fifth, and sixth mates. 

From the general manager of a great company I have this 


statement: 

Congress wishes to gi bette tection to life and property 0! 
on let it follow che cxamnloal Magianh ond. pass an act ceistng the stand 
ard of seamanship, to be open toall. Then an American master's or mates 

te would stand for something, and we would no longer be compelled 
to-exact fromourmasters and mates (American as well as foreigners) «2 
English board of trade certificate. 

Mr, Speaker, I do not wish nor do I intend to make any {ac 
tious opposition to this proposed legislation, but I submit t)” 
eexgoing passenger carrying trade of the Atlantic coast is pos! 
tively against its enactment. { am willing we should incorp” 
cntiienotien law,if it must be done, that which is now the regul2 
tion of the De as to second mates; but I claim the fact 
of citizenship in no wise protects the lives of passengers; thé 
protection comes from the certificate of quatification whic! 3 
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required; and the owners of these seagoing vessels are as much 
concerned for the safety of the lives of their passengers as they 
could be under any legislation we might enact. 

Mr. STORER. If the gentleman will yield to me a moment, 
T would like to ask a question, prefacing it with a statement. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the gentioman. 

Mr.STORER. Let us understand the point the gentleman 
from Philadelphia[Mr. BINGHAM] makes by way of objection to 
this bill. As I understand his objection, he construes the bill 
as compelling second and third mates to te citizens of the United 
States. He adopts this construction, because, as he says, the 
second mate being a watch oflicer, becomes thereby an: officer 
of the ship, and comes under the general statute providing 
that officers of a ship must be citizens of the United States. 

I will call the attention of the gentleman to the fact that this 
bill does not provide anything more than that the second and 
third mates shall pass examinations and be certified as qualified 
for their positions. Nothing is said here about their citizen- 





ship. 

Twill call his attention to another fact in this same connec- 
tion—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the gentleman mean to signify to this 
House that in the passage of this legislation, requiring a certifi- 
cate from the board of local inspectors or examiners for a third 
mate, the question of American citizenship is entirely elimin- 
ated? 

Mr. STORER. I say that the ruling of the Department is 
that even the engineer, who is called an officer and must pass 
an examination, need not be a citizen of the United States and 
does not come under that statute. A fortiori, therefore, would 
be the third mate—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow a question be- 
fore he proceeds further? Does he not know it is the statute 
and regulation of the Department that the captain, first and 
second mates must be citizens of the United States? 

Mr. STORER. I believe that is correct. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Andif you add, therefore, the third mate, 
then, by a simple process of reasoning, I ask the gentleman if 
the Department must not so construe this legislation, placing 
the third mate inthe same category as to citizenship, with the 
others, according to the rulings heretofore made, unless you 
unequivocally declare, in the proposition itself, that such is not 
the intention of the law? 

Mr. STORER. The gentleman will not certainly claim that 
that would follow from the enactment of this provision of law? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is the construction that would be nat- 
urally placed upon it unless it was otherwise expressly pro- 

d 


v : 

Mr. STORER. But not as to citizenship. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, yes. 

Mr. STORER. I differ with the gentleman in that regard. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Weil, the president of the International 
Steamship Company so states, and unqualifiedly. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, as theintroducer of a billof a simi- 
larcharacter to this, I would like to say a few words to the House 
in connection with the matter. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania[Mr. BINGHAM] has brought 
forward some evidence to the House to substantiate the reasons 
he has given te A in his judgment this bill should not becomea 
law. Now, all the evidence the gentleman has brought here 
emanates from what is known as the American Line of Steam- 
ers, the company which has just received at the hands of Con- 
gress so large and beneficent a gift—I term ita gift, as no cor- 
— or company in the world has ever received such a priv- 

e without compensation or conditions of any kind. 

We passed in this House a bill to admit to American registry 
two of the finest steamers in the world, and that company now 
have these two steamers as a nucleus around which they say, at 
some time in the future, they are going to establish a wholly 
American line of steamers. 

Now, then, immediately after the passage of this bill admit- 
ting them to American registry, this company most earnestly 
protested against what 1 believed to be a just and proper con- 
struction of the law; that is, that the law should have been in- 
terpreted to declare that engineers of vessels are officers and 
should have been American citizens. 

But the then Secretary of the Treasury held that under the 
statute—and I believe it was far-fetched—that engineers were 
not, under that statute, officers of the vessel, and hence it was 
not requisite that they should be American citizens. 

What a plea for a great company like this to present to Con- 
gress, after having received the gift they have, to come here 
and against having the officers of their vessels Ameri- 
can citizens! [ should say shame upon a company of that kind. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Wiil the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. LOUD. I will in a few moments, if the gentleman will 
permit me to proceed. 
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Mr. BINGHAM. It is just in reply to what the gentleman 
has said and his declaration, ‘‘Shame upon such a company.” 
They are under the public statute No. 120—the two vessels——and 
the wording of the statute is that they shall be ‘ American- 
built steamships,” owned and operated by ‘ American citizens 
in conformity with existing law.” 

That is, they request simply the maintenance of existing tav 
and that is all they have sought and ail they have asked. 








Mr.LOUD. They used all the power at their disposal to dodge 
the law 3 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They complained of the ec ‘tion of 
the law. 

Mr. LOUD (continuing). Yes, they complained of the con- 
struction of the law, and they used all the power they had to 
dodge it, and I believe they will use every effort hereafter to 
accomplish their purpose. 

What did Congress do after having ascertained that such 
construction had been put on the law? We proceeded imine 
diately to amend the law, and now engineers are declared to be 
officers of the vessel. 

Mr. MALLORY. Not vet; that bill has not passed the Senate. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, this House hasexpresseditsopinion. Now, 


I know something about the sea myself. I passed several years 
of my youth aboard a vessel; I have passed much of my time, 
during the past twenty-five years, upon the water: I know som 
thing about the duties of the officers of a vessel; [ know that a 
a matter of fact the second, third, and fourth officers are w 
officers. Ifa vessel carries but three mates, then the second and 
third mates are the watch officers. The captain and first mete 
as a rule are in their rooms asleep at night. 

If the vessel carries four mates, the third and fourth mates 
are watch officers,and have absolute command of that vessel 
during their 4 hour watches. Now, all we ask in connection 
with this bill is that the second and third mates bo included, 
and the bill that I introduced included the fourth mate, and | 
believe the law should be made to include the fourth mate. 
However, [ am willing to forego that. The provision is, that 
they shall pass an examination to demonstrate that they are 
fitted to occupy the positions they are about to assume. Now, 
that is all that we ulatain. 

If there is upon the statute books now a law requiring ollicers 
to be American citizens, I fully coincide with that law. But 
that is simply an incident to this bill now before the House. 
Recently a steamship was wrecked upon the Pacific coast while 
the third officer was in command of the deck; and I beg to say 
that if any officer who was competent to be a third officer had 
had command of the deck on that occasion, that steamer would 
never have been wrecked. He had his course from the first 
officer, butevery body understands that coursessometimes deviate 
on account of currents. Hewas heading fora light. Heshould 
have known, if he had known anything about navigation, that 
he was not compelled to follow the course that he had, but dis 
cretion should have told him to keep further off from shore or 
call the first mate. 

Now, we have excepted freight vessels. I believe this should 
apply to freight vessels. But we have included only passenger 
vessels, because we desire to protect the lives of those people 
who embark upon the sea. I do not believe that any just and 
reasonable person, familiar with the character of sea-going ves- 
sels, can Object to the passage of this measure. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. These passenger ships to which this law 
applies are subject, are they not, to be utilized by the Govern 
ment as cruisers? 

Mr. LOUD. The vessels belonging to that company. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Those two are. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The case might happen, therefore, in 
the absence of this law, that one of these vessels might be under 
the command of an alien? 

Mr. LOUD. Very probably; yes. 


3 
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Mr. BINGHAM. Oh,no: thatcan notbe. Whatisecalled the 
postal subsidy act requires the officers of thess vessels to be 
American citizens, and the officers of these vessels are the cap 


tains and the first and second mates. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. From the statement of the gentleman 
from California [Mr. Loup], who knows more about the matter 
than I do, these watch officers may be in command. : 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is it not against the statute for any officer 
of a vessel to navigate that vessel other than the dulyexamined 
first officers, consisting of the captain and the first and second 
mates? 


Mr. LOUD. Yes, | suppose itis. [do not think it extends 
to the third mate. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That isthe construction of the Department. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, general debate will 
be considered as closed. 


ion. 
The question is on the amendment of- 


There was no obj 
The CHAIRMAN. 
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fered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], 
which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 8, strike out the words ‘‘and third;"’ so that it will read: 
“That the second mates of seagoing passenger steam vessels,”’ etc. 


Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, this bill is recommended 
by the Department in the form in which it is reported by the 
eommittee. In factthe bill was substantially drawn up by the 
Department. It seems to me that the debate has taken a 
turn that does not exactly hit the merits of this case. The 
point that is sought to be attained by this legislation is to have 
men competent for responsible positions when the lives of peo- 
ple are intrusted to their care. 

It is not a question as to whether ow shall be citizens or not, 
although I am inclined to think that the position taken by the 
gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] is correct, that inasmuch 
us engineers have been construed by the Department as not to 
be within the requirement that they shall citizens of the 
United States, that these individuals, the second and third 
— would also be construed as not required to be American 
citizens. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the gentleman signify that that is the 
construction of his own bill? 

Mr. MALLORY. That is mine. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That second and third mates are not re- 
quired to be citizens of the United States? 

Mr. MALLORY. It is not my opinion. It is based upon the 
opinion of Secretary Foster in regard to this other statute, and 
it was thought on the whole that engineers would not neces- 
sarily have to becitizens of the United States. Andif Iam not 
mistaken, the very two vessels to which reference has been made 
are carrying engineers who are notcitizens of the United States. 

Mr. LOUD. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. MALLORY. Iwas informed six months ago that that 
was the case. 

Mr. BINGHAM. oe oe not carry these officers unless 
“— are licensed by the rtment. 

r. MALLORY. That is true; but the requirement that 
they shall be citizens of the United States was held by Secretary 
Foster not to apply to engineers, and they are ranked in the 
same class with second mates. Therefore, I say, reasoning by 
analogy, if that be correct, then they are notofficers also. Still 
I do not think that is material in this matter at all. The point 
for us to look after is to require that all persons with whom 
lives are entrusted shall be competent and careful men, not 
drunkards, men who shall undergo an examination to show that 
they are capable of taking care of vessels. That is my idea, and 
that is why I am in favor of the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is the gentleman in favor of second and 
third mates not being citizens of the United States? 

Mr. MALLORY. Iam not; butin this matter we have the 
recommendation of the Department. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I merely wish to say that it is the recom- 
mendation of the Department; but this recommendation never 
appeared from the Department until inquiry was made, on the 
submission of the bill introduced by the gentieman from Cali- 
fornia, with reference to third and fourth mates, and the De- 
partment makes this response: 

This office is in favor of theexamination and licensing of second and third 


mates of one steam vessels, but thinks it unnecessary and superfluous 
to require a fo mate to be made a licensed officer. 


They simply signify that they are in favor of it, but never 
have asked Congress for it. 

Mr. MALLORY. They appended a bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Which you did not put in. 

Mr. MALLORY. Simply for the reason that its operation 
applied to all vessels, and this bill seeks to confine the provision 
to passenger vessels. 

Mr. BINGHAM. You take recommendation of the Vepart- 
ment when it suits you, and object to it when it does not suit 





ou. 
. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
The question was taken and the amendment was rejected. 
The bill was ordered to be ee for athird reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
On motion of Mr. LOUD, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


PENALTIES, FINES, AND FORFEITURES. 
Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I send up another bill for considera- 


tion. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 7796) to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to remit or miti- 
gate fines, penalties, and forfeitures. 
Be tt enacted, etc., That section 5294 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and is hereby, amended by the striking out of the words “steam 
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vessels’ and the insertion in lieu thereof of the words “ vessels, immigra- 
re quarantine, or alien contract labor,” so that said section will read as 
ollows: 

“Suc. 5294. The Secretary of the Treasury may, upon application there- 
for, remit or mitigate any fine or penalty provided for in laws relating to 
vessels, immigration, quarantine, or alien contract labor, or discontinue 
any prosecution to recover penalties denounced in such laws, excepting the 
agen of imprisonment, or of removal from office, upon such terms as he 
n his discretion, shall thiuk proper; and all rights granted to informers py 
such laws shall be held subject to the Secretary’s power of remission, ex. 
cept in cases where the claims of any informer to the share of any penalty 
shall have been determined by a court of competent jurisdiction, prior t) 
the application for the remission of the penalty; and the Secretary sha) 
have authority to ascertain the facts upon all such applications, in such 
manner and under such regulations as he may deem proper.”’ 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

Strike out the words “immigration, quarantine, or alien contract labor,” 
in lines 6 and 7 of the bill, and the same words in lines 11 and 12 of the bij), 

Mr. WISE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be con- 
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BARTLETYS, a motion to reconsiuer the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


OAKLAND, CAL., A SUBPORT OF ENTRY, 


Mr. WISE. I now call up the bill (H.R.7187) to make the 
city of Oakland, county of Alameda, State of California, a port 
of entry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the city of Oakland, county of Alameda, State of 
California, be, and the same is hereby, made a port of entry. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


Amend as follows: 

—— out the word “ port,” in line 4, and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘* subport.”’ 

After the word “‘entry,’’ in line 4, insert ‘‘in the district of San Francisco, 
with the vileges of section 7 of an act entitled ‘An act to amend the stat 
utes in relation toimmediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other 
purposes,’ approved June 10, 1880.” 

Amend the title by striking out “ port” and substituting ‘‘ subport.”’ 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Without objection, the title will 
be amended in accordance with the recommendation of the com- 
mittee. 

There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. WISE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H.R. 7518) to 
amend an act to authorize the construction of a steel bridge over 
the St. Louis River between the States of Minnesota and Wis- 
consin. 

The bill was read at length. 

Anamendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Section 3, after the words ‘‘Secretary of War,” in line 41, 
insert: 

And in addition thereto, and before the putting in place of the drawspans 
of the bridge to be built under this act, the company or persons owning oF 
eee vee shall be required, under the direction and supervision 
of the retary of War, or of such officer as he shall designate, to dredge 
out toa minimum depth of 21 feet below low-water datum, the two triangu- 
lar spaces above and below the proposed site of the bridge, included in the 
interior angles formed by the crossing of the two ship channels at “the 
gave,”’ to such an extentas tocreatea basin, the easterly and westerly limits 
of which shall be, respectively, at not less than 1,000 feet from the axis of the 
bridge, and shall be parallel thereto. 

a WISE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment to 
at. 

The amendment was read as follows: 

In lines 47 and 48 strike out the words “ below low-water datum.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The committee amendment as amended was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 4 
third time; and mang engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and ed. 

On motion of Mr. WISE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE CHATTAHOOCHEE, COLUMBIA, ALA. 


Mr. WISE. I call up the bill (H. R. 6577) to authorize the 
construction of a wagon and foot bridge across the Chattahoo- 
chee River at or near Columbia, Ala. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
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reading of the bill be dispensed with. Itis a bridge bill, in the 
usual form, and is approved by the War Department. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Several amendments recommended by the committee were 

to. 

the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WISE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS BAYOU DES GLAISES AND THE ATCHAFALAYA. 


Mr. WISE. Icall up the bill (A. R. 7668) toauthorize the St. 
Louis, Avoyelles and Southwestern Railway Company to bridge 
Bayou Des Glaises and Atchafalaya River, in the State of Louis- 

a. 
“Tae unanimous consent that the reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with. This also is a bridge bill and is in the usual 
form and approved by the War Department. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Section 1, line 10, after the word “line,” insert “ subject to the approval 
of the Secretary of War.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WISE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE OSAGE RIVER, MISSOURI. 


Mr. WISE. I call up the bill (H.R. 7571) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Osage River, in the State of 
Missouri. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. WISE. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of this 
bill be dispensed with. It is in the usual formof bridge bills. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows and agreed to: 

Section 3, line 7, after the words ‘‘ high-water mark” insert ‘and the piers 


of said bridge shall be parallel with the current of said river where said 
bridge ma; erected. " 
Section 8, line 3, strike out ‘‘two years” and insert ‘‘one year. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and d. 

On motion of Mr. WISE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI. 

Mr. WISE. I call up the bill (H.R. 7572) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at De Witt, 
Carroll County, Mo., and to establish it as a post-road. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. WISE. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
bill be dispensed with, it being in the usual form and contain- 
ing the usual safeguards. 

ere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
‘ as amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 

Section 8, line 3, strike out “‘two years” and insert ‘‘one year.” 

The billas amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engressed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WISE,a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

LIFE-SAVING SERVICE, LONG ISLAND. 

Mr. WISE. I call up the bill (H. R. 387) to authorize the con- 
struction of a life-saving service at or near East Marion, Long 
Island, N. Y., and making appropriation therefor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DOCKERY). This bill is on 
the Union Calendar. 

Mr. WISE. I ask unanimous consent that it be considered in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


‘ Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Treas be, and he perely 
. authorized to construct or cause to be construc @ proper and suffi- 
cient life-saving station at or near East Marion, Long Island, N. Y., for the 
b and of the Life-Saving Service of the United States; and the 
— of thousand dollars is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in 
e Treasury of the United States not otherwise expended, for such purposes. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I misunderstood the character 
of this bill, and I must insist that it shall be considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. WISE. I will say to the gentleman that at the time I 
made a statement to him about the character of the bills we 
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were going to consider I[ had forgotten that this one contained 
an appropriation, and I will therefore withdraw the bill in its 
present form. 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Speaker, I trust this bill will not be 
withdrawn, but that, if the point is insisted upon, the bili will 
be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WISE. [stated to my friend from Texas that no more 
measures involving acharge upon the Treasury would be breught 
forward by the committee to-day, and therefore, in order to 
keep faith with him, I am compelled to withdraw the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that the 
amendment reported by the committee strikes out the appro- 
priation. 

Mr. SAYERS. That does not make any difference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the requestof the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. WISE]? 

Mr. WISE. As the amendment strikes out the appropria- 
tion, let the bill remain before the House. 

Mr.SAYERS. Linsist, then, thatthe bill must be considered 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WISE. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The order that the bill be con- 
sidered in the House as in Committees of the Whole will, with- 
out objection, be reconsidered. The Chair hears no objection. 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. bey 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. OUTHWAITE in the 
chair) and proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 387) 
to authorize the construction of a life-saving service at or near 
East Marion, Long Island, N. Y., and making an appropriation 
therefor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, 
authorized to construct or cause to be constructed a proper and sufficient 
life-saving station at or near Rocky Point or East Marion, Long Island, N. 
Y., for the uses and purposes of the Life-Saving Service of the United States; 
and the sum of —— thousand dollars is hereby appropriated, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise expended, for 
such purpose. 

, The amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol- 
ows: 

Strike out at the end of the bill the following: 


And the sum of —— thousand dollars is hereby appropriated, out of an 


moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise expended, oo 
such purpose 
Mr. WISE. Ido not care to say anything more than that the 


clause of the bill making an appropriation for the construction 
of this work has been stricken out by the committee. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to ask how far distant this proposed 
station is from the nearest life-saving station already estab- 
lished? 

Mr. COVERT. 
20 or 25 miles. 

Mr. SAYERS. 

Mr. COVERT. 

Mr. SAYERS. 


I do not know of any life-saving station within 


Which is the station nearest to this point? 
There is none within 20 or 25 miles. 
At what place is the nearest station? 

Mr. COVERT. It is in the eastern section of Long Island. I 
do not remember the name of the station; I mean by that the 
local name applied to it. 

If this bill needs explanation I wish to say simply that during 
the last few years eleven disasters to as many different vessels 
have occurred at this point. Repeated suggestions and appli- 
cations have been made by the life-saving officers of the district 
to the Department for the establishment of a life-saving station 
at this dangerous point. These losses which have occurred in 
recent years have jeopardized, according to the report of the 
Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, property valued at more than $615,000; and since 
the making of this report, and within a comparatively short 

riod of time, other disasters have occurred there, resulting 
in grievous loss of life as well as of property. 

Now, if there be any doubt in the mind of the gentleman from 
Texas or any other gentleman as to the imperative need of the 
establishment of this station at the point named, I ask that the 
communication addressed by the Superintendent of the Life-Sav- 
ing Service to the Secretary of the Treasury be read. Perhaps 
it is unnecessary to occupy in this way the time of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. . 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes; we should have this information. We 
can not be too particular in the matter of ‘oo expenditure. 
Executive officers are not always economical. ; 

Mr. COVERT. Idonot know where we are to get informa- 


tion that shall be regarded as official and trustworthy unless 
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frem the fountain head—the Department. I ask that the letter 
of the Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


OF¥Ice OF THE Lirs-SAVING SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 18, 1893. 


Sie: [have the honor to acknowledge your reference of bill H. R. 387, ‘‘To 
guthorize the construction of a life-saving service at or near East Marion 
Long Isiand, New York,and making an appropriation therefor,” forwarded 
Ly the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, House of Repre- 
sentatives, for suggestions touching the merits of the bill and the propriety 
of its passage. 

The records of this office show that since the year 1877 eleven disasters to 
vessels have occurred in the vicinity of East Marion, involving 8615,000 in 
property, of which $83,585 was lost. The neighborhood is a dangerous one, 
and the fact that these disasters have been unattended with loss of life has 
been due to good fortune rather than to the absence of ney 

In several instances, as I am informed, there would have nm loss of life 
but for the fortuitous e!rcumstance that in some of them persons compe- 
tent to render assistance, and the means of doing 80, were at hand, while in 
the others those on board escaped by the merest chance. 

Important lines of passenger steamers daily pass this part of the coast, 
and in my judgment serious loss of life is liableto occur at almost any time 
during the prevalence of storms or thick weather. Besides the possible 
rescue of life for which a station here would provide, the saving of property 
would probably prove considerable. The officers of the service in c e of 
the third life-saving district have heretofore called attention tothe vicinity 
and recommended the establishment of a station there. 

As at present advised, [am in doubt whether a place called Rocky Point, not 
far distant, would not prove a better location for the station than East Ma- 
rion, and I would therefore suggest, if the committee should see fit to favor- 
ably report the bill, that it be amend line 5 by inserting after the word 
“near ” the words “ Rocky P: spo aan be 
made in the title of the bill. Itis also suggested that the w ‘service’ 
be stricken out in the title and the word “station” inserted. 


Respectfully, yours, 
" ro 8. I. KIMBA 


General Superintendent. 

The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

Mr. COVERT. Allow me to add that since the sending in of 
that communication, the prophesy embodied and expressed in 
it has been very sadly verified. ‘That is to say since this com- 
munication was addressed to the Secretary of the Treasury, there 
have been other disasters occurring at this point, resulting in 
serious loss of life as well as the destruction of a large amount 


of . 

Mr. SA VERS. I understand from this communication that 
up to the date when it was written not a single life had been lost, 
althou h vessels had been wrecked at that point. 

Mr. COVERT. I have stated that since the receipt of this 
communication disasters have occurred at this very point, in- 
volving loss of life as well as of p W. 

Mr. SAYERS. I was referring simply to the communication 
of the Superintendent of the ving Service. I would like 
to know of the chairman of the Committee on Commerce what 
will be the probable cost-of the construction of this life-saving 
station. 

Mr. WISE. Five thousand five hundred dollars. 

Mr. COVERT. Permit me to suggest a correction of that 
stutement. I have been incommunication with the Department; 
and [ thought I had among my papers, but I find I have not, a 
written communication from the superintendent to the effect 
that the minimum cost of the construction of an adequate station 
would be $4,500, 

Mr.SAY@BRS. If that is the “minimum ” we may put the 
maximum) at-about $15,000. 

Mr. COVERT. The gentleman is extravagant in his figures 
of speech as well as in his arithmetical figures. 

Mr.SAYERS. Well, I happen to know something about the 
cost of these works. Taking the deficiency bills and the sundry 
civil bilis that have passed through Congress, you will find that 
nine times out of ten the actual cost of constructing a public work 
largely exceeds the amount estimated when the proposition for 
oe the work is submitted. 

ow, the gentleman from New York says the minimum cost 
will be somuch. But what we want is the maximum cost-—— 

Mr. COVERT. Well, I can assure the gentleman, from my 
recollection of the communication in connection with the matter, 
that it will not exceed $6,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. There is another question I would like toask 
the gentleman: What will be the cost of the maintenance of the 
station per annum? 

Mr. COVERT. Ican only assume that the cost of keeping up 
the station will be on a:par with the cost of keeping up other 
stations of a similar character. 

Mr.SAYERS. Well, whatwill it be? 

Mr. COVERT. Of courge, that proposition I am not 
prepared to say. It will be dependent, naturally, upon existing 
conditions. The gentleman from Texas is as well advised on 
that tion as I am, if not better. 

Mr. SAYERS, Mr, Chairman, we ought to: have information 
on these points. We have increased the numberof months that 


the Life-Saving Service is to be employed already—— 


ara WISE. And you reduced the compensation at tho ea. 
time. 

Mr. SAYERS. Oh, a very little reduction. 

Mr. WISE. Well, you reduced it $5 per month for the , 
year. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is all. 

Mr. COVERT. Now, I can not say anything more, eo 
had the desire, except simply to summarize what has bh 
ready said; that from official sources—not from my own sj; 
unsupported statement, but from official sources—we get, ¢},; 
formation that this is concededly a dangerous point; that ¢| 
no life-saving station there; that repeated losses of vess 
cargoes have occurred in recent years, and that since { 
ing in of this report, and quite recently, disasters have 
entailing serious loss of life as well as of property. 

Mr.SAYERS. Has the attention of Congress been cxjjeq ; 
this, let me ask the gentleman, by the Superintendent of ;) 
Life-Saving Service? Has heeversuggested to Congress at any 
time to establish a life-saving station at this point. or is it py, 
a fact that it was not until this bill was introduced and referre, 
to him that he made a report {concerning the casualties 
which the gentleman has referred? 

Mr.COVERT. Oh, the gentleman’s questions involve tho: 
own answers. I do not imagine that there has ever been, any. 
where in this country, a life-saving station established primar; ; 
on the express recommendation of the Secretary of the Tre:s 
or the Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service. I assum 
that the gentleman from Texas can not now recall a single jp. 
stance where any head of a Department ever pointed out : 
Congress the necessity for the establishment of such a statin 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman will allow me—— 

Mr. COVERT. Idecline to'be interrupted further until | » 
through with my statement. 

Now, the same course has been observed with respect to thi 
bill that has been observed with respect toall measures of asin. 
ilar character, and, 1 assume, the course generally pursued sin. 
the construction of these:stations has been commenced by t): 
Government, Of course there isno suggestion looking to: 
construction of life-saving stations anywhere, on the part o! | 
Department, until itsattention is called to the matter ina proper 
and legitimate way by the legislative branch of the Gover. 
ment. 

The coming in of this bill was in that way. I say very fre: 
and very frankly to the gentleman from Texas that no actio: 
was suggested by the Department in this matter until the in. 
‘troduction of this bili. hat was done then? Why, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. in 
an orderly, formal, and proper manner, dispatched a letter in- 
quiring as to the necessities and conditions and as to the propr: 
ety of the establishment of ‘the station proposed by this 
The Department promptly replied, and made the stateme' 
which I have caused to be read during this discussion. | - 
spectfully submit that this statement, clear and concise as it + 
to say nothing of what I haveadded as to further loss of life an! 

roperty sinee the coming in of this statement, ought to besa‘ 

factory to any fair-minded gentleman on the floor of the Hous 
I submit that the proof is ample and more than ample as to‘) 
absolute necessity for the establishment of a life-saving station 
at this dangerous point. 

Mr. SAYERS. The statement of the gentleman I think & 
entirely too broad. If he will refer to the Book of Estimats 
that is annually submitted to Congress he will find that t 
attention of Congress is very often called in the estimaies | 
the necessity of the execution of certain public works. I 
not recall an instance just now in regard to the Life-Savir: 
Service, but I believe that it was not over two hours ago si 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. O’NriL] read from ‘ 
Book of Estimates a statement from the Treasury Departm: 
in relation to the construction of alight-ship. This was in 
vance of any bill that had been introduced at the present *¢* 
sion of Congress. So that the gentleman is mistaken in )5 
statement. 

The executive officers of the Government—it is ‘made ‘! 
duty to do so—advise Congress at every session as to wiiat 12° 
executive branch thinks ought to be done upon a particuls 
line of service. 

Now, we are asked here to establish a life-saving station, °°! 
that, too, in the face of ‘the fact that the Superintendent of 2° 
Life-Saving Service says that no life bas ever been lost there 
I do not desire to object to the ge of these bills. But my 
understanding was when the bridge bills were passed it woul! 
terminate this session, and yet this bill has been called up )> 
as.it was thought the committee was about to rise. 

Mr. WISE. I was going to move to rise and adjourn when We 

gota vote on this bill. 

Lask that general debate be considered as closed. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Intheabsence of objection general debate | 
will be considered as closed. 

There was no objection. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendments recom- | 
mended by the committee, which the Clerk will report. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were again 
venne amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. WISE. I move that the committee rise and report the 
bill to the House, with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I hope this bill will not 
be passed. I shall object to it. 

Mr. WISE. I ask a vote on my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WISE] 
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across the river between the States of Florida and Alabama— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MoGANN: A resolution setting apart Thursday, Au- 
gust 2, immediately after the morning hour, for the considera- 


| tion of bills reported by the Committee on Labor—to the Com- 
| mittee on Rules. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause l of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. CHILDS (by request): A bill (H. R. 7829) directing 


| the Secretary of the Interior to pay Andrew Bevins Read, ad- 


ministrator of the estate of PhinerasW. Read, deceased, the ac- 


. ? . e i n certific: No. 183178— 5 © ittee on 
moves that the committee rise and report the bill to the House =~ Sa pune en Car EEEN SO 178—to the Committe 


with a favorable recommendation. 


The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that | 
the ayes seemed to have it. 


ensions. 
By Mr. DURBOROW: A bill (H. R. 7830) granting a pension 
to William Emerson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


: oan T. A hd one se neal 
On ‘a division (demanded by Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina) lr By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 7831) for the relief of Jacob 


there were—ayes 36, noes 4. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DockERY having 
taked the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. OUTHWAITE, Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that committee had had under considera- 
tion the bill H. R. 387, and had directed him to report the same 
back to the House with sundry amendments, and with the rec- 
ommendation that the bill as amended do pass. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 


‘time, and passed. 


The title of the bill was amended so as to read: “ A bill to au- 
thorize the construction of a life-saving station at or near 
Rocky Point or East Marion. Long Island, New York.” 

A motion to reconsider the motion by which the bill was 
passed was, on motion of Mr. WIsE. laid on the table. 

CERTAIN SETTLERS IN THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 

By unanimous consent, 

Mr. NEILL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
a bill (H. R. 7834) as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 6136) to pro- 
tect the rights of certain settlers in the State of California. 

The bill H. R. 7834 was read a first and second time, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

The bill H. R. 6136 was ordered to lie on the table. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted— 

To Mr. BARWIG, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. SHAW, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. BLAND to 

print remarks on the silver question. 


And then, on motion of Mr. WISE(at 4 o'clock and 52 minutes 
p- m.), the House adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private billsand resolutions were | 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and | 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MCALEER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs: A | 
bog R. 5200) for the relief of Thomas McGrath. (Report No. 

23.) 

a Mr. BLACK of Illinois, from the Committee on Military 
airs: 

A bill (H.R. 1654) to amend the record of Capt. Thomas H. 
Reeves, United States Army, retired. (Report No. 1324.) 

“en a 2405) for the relief of James L. Kidd. (Report 

A bill (H. R. 2425) for the relief of Archibald Gibson. 
port No. 1326.) 

By Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Claims: A bill | 
(8. 1063) for the relief of the legal representatives of George K. 
Otis, deceased. (Report No. 1327.) 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill and a resolution of the 
mowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as fol- 


By Mr. MALLORY: A bill (H. R. 7827) to authorize a bridge 


(Re- 


aylor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
3y Mr. PASCHAL: A bill (H. R. 7832) to pension Nathan 
Mitchell, of Texas—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7833) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Joseph W. Parsons, late private of the Kighth 
Indiana Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papors 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of 51 persons of Axtell, Marshall 
County, Kans., protesting against the — of the Indian ap- 
propriation bill in its present form, and against the violation of 
the American principles of the separation of church and state— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of William Archer and 26 other 
postal clerks of Montana, favoring Senate bill for reclassifica 
tion of postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Offiee and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: Petition of citizens of Gallitzin, 
Carrolltown, and Loretto, Pa., asking for tax reform either by 
a low tariff or no tariff_—to the Comn ittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Gen. . ewis C. Frye and sundry 
citizens of Ottumwa, Iowa, asking that Congress shall issue 
$500,000,000 of currency and to supply work for the unemployed, 
and to compel the unemployed to work—to the Committees on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolution of Duluth 
(Minn.) Produce and Fruit Exchange, favoring House bill 5746- 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SHELL: Petition of citizens of Greenville, S. C., in 
the interest of the fraternal society and college journals—to tho 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, July 27, 1894. 


Prayer by Rev. IsAac W. CANTER, of the city of Washing- 
ton. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings; when, on motion of Mr. CULLOM, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending 
an appropriation to defray necessary expenses in obtaining title 
by proceedings in condemnation to Devils Island, Apostle 
Group, Lake Superior, Wisconsin, for the establishment of a 
light station thereon; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

r. COCKRELL. Let an order be made for the special 
printing of the communication, so that it can be sent back to- 


ay. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An order will be made for 
expediting the printing. The communication will be sent tothe 
Printer at once. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED: 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (H.R. 7097) making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 15%, and 
for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. CULLOM presented memorials of citizens of Murphys- 
boro, Chicago, Pawnee, Moweaqua, and Franklin, all in the 
State of Illinois, remonstrating against the violation of the 
American principle of separation of church and state, which is 
involved in making appropriations for or contracts with agents 
of sectarian institutions for Indian education, etc.; which were 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented sundry memorials 
of citizens of Janesville, Grand Rapids, Portage, Fennimore, 
Milton, Milton Junction, and Seymour, all in the State of Wis- 
consin, remonstrating against the support of the Government in 
maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian education, 
etc.; which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE presented memorials of Emery G. Plummer and 
50 other citizens of Dorchester; of J. C. McCready and 45 other 
citizens of Boston; of A. H. Ricker and 225 other citizens of Mas- 
sachusetts; of George L. Richardson and 120 other citizens of 
Abington, and of Willis K. Hodgman, mayor, and 589 other citi- 
zens of Taunton, all in the State of Massachusetts, remonstrat- 
ing against the support of the Government in maintaining the 
present system of sectarian Indian education, etc.; which were 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the memorial of Rev. J. Y. Hoover 
and sundry other citizens of Springdale cernes Iowa, remon- 
strating against the support of the Government in maintaining 
the present system of sectarian Indian education, etc.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented memorials of Joseph E. Houd and 
16 other citizens of Ston Creek; of John S. James and 29 other 
citizens of Hartford, and of J. N. Wilsey and 39 other citizens of 
Hartford, all in the State of Connecticut, remonstrating against 
the support of the Government in maintaining the present sys- 
tem of sectarian Indian education, etc.; which were referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of In- 
dianapolis, Ind., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Rushville, 
Ind., remonstrating against the support of the Government in 
maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian education, 
ete.; which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. POWER presented the memorial of James S. Wilson and 
249 other citizens of Anaconda, Mont., and the memorial of Rev. 
P. Lowry and 42 other citizens of Anaconda, Mont., remonstrat- 
ing against the support of the Government in maintaining the 
present system of sectarian Indian education, etc.; which were 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented sundry memorials of citizens of 
Newport, Ky., remonstrating against the support of the Gov- 
ernment in maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian 
education, etc.; which were referred to the Committee on In- 
cian Affairs. 

Mr. BRICE presented a memorial of the General Assembly of 
the Presbyterian Church of the United States, remonstrating 
against the appropriation of public money for the support of 
religious institutions; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of 59 citizens of Canton, Ohio, 
and a memorial of 51 citizens of Springfield, Ohio, remonstrat- 
ing against the support of the Government in maintaining the 
present system of sectarian Indian education, etc.; which were 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the city council of Greenville, 
Ohio, praying for the e of House bill 7531, providing 
for the erection of a monumentat Greenville, Ohio, to commem- 
orate the treaty of peace made Augusu 31, 1795, at Fort Green- 
ville, by Gen. Anthony Wayne and various Indian tribes, etc.; 
which was referred to the Connapittes on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Miami and Erie Canal As- 
sociation, representing the chamber of commerce, boards of 
trade. labor organizations, and agricultural interests of Cincin- 
nati, Toledo, Dayton, Springfield, and Hamilton, allin the State 
of Ohio, praying for a survey of the routes proposed for the 
construction of aship canal connecting Lake Erie with the Ohio 
River, ete.; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Ports- 
mouth, Ohio, praying or asurvey and estimate of the cost of 
deepening and widening the Ohio Canal between Cleveland and 
Portsmouth, in that State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. KYLE. I presentan argument by F. P. B. Sands, in favor 
of Senate bill No. 2146, to incorporate the National Gas and 
Electric Light, Heat,and Power Company. I move that the 
paper be printed and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 522) for the relief of Benjamin Alford; and 

A bill (S. 1471) to provide for the adjustment and payment of 
the claim of the American en Company for drede- 
ing done at Fairport Harbor, in the State of Ohio. : 

MRS. KATS BIRD. 


Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
following resolution, submitted by Mr. BLACKBURN June 2), 
1894, reported it without amendment: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorizeg 
and directed to pay out of the appropriation for miscellaneous items of tho 
contingent fund of the Senate, to Mrs. Kate Bird, mother of Edward n 
Davie, dece , late a folder in the folding room of the Senate, the sum of 
$360, be: an amount equal to six months’ salary as folder aforesaid: the 
said sum to include all funeral or other allowances. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be placed 
on the Calendar. 
INVESTIGATIONS BY COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee to Audit and Contro| 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the following resolution, adopted by the Senate July 18, 1894, re- 
ported it without amendment: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be instructed, either by 
full committee or such subcommittee or committees as may be appointed by 
the chairman thereof, with the full power of such committee to continue 
during the recess of enqrere the investigations authorized by the resolu 
tions of May 13, 1890, and February 27, 1891, with the authority and in the 
manner and to the extent provided in said resolutions, and in pursuance of 
such investigations to visit the several Indian reservations, Indian schools 
reper in whole or in part by the Government, and the five nations in the 
Indian Territory, or any reservation where, in the opinion of said commit. 
tee, it may be necessary to extend their investigations. 

Second. That said committee or subcommittee shall have power to send 
for persons and papers, to administer oaths, and to examine witnesses un- 
der oath touching the matters which they are hereby empowered to investi. 
gate, and may hold their sessions during the recess of the Senate at such 
place or places as they may determine; and the necessary and proper ex- 

mse incurred in the execution of this order shall be paid out of the con 

mt fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved by the chairman of said 
committee. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be placed 
on the Calendar. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2258) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Patrick Larkin; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2259) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth Pilling; which was read twice by its title,and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 2260) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Nix; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNTON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate. 

r. JONES of Nevada subsequently reported the amendment 
favorably from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

REPORT ON IMMIGRATION 

Mr. HILL submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, etc., That there be printed for the use of the Committee on Im- 


migration 500 copies, with paper covers, including the testimony, of Report 
No. 1333, Fifty-second Congress, second session. 


LIST OF CLAIMS ALLOWED. 


Mr. DUBOIS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to 
the Senate a list of all claims allowed by the several accounting officers « 
the Treasury Department under appropriations, the balances of which have 
been exhausted or carried to the surplus fund under the provisions of sec- 
tion 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, since the allowance of those already trans 
mitted to Congress during the present session. 

THE ARREDONDO GRANT. 
Mr. CALL. I submit a concurrent resolution which I ask may 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
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rior be, and he is hereby, directed to suspend the open- 
Gocneahe om Grant, Columbia County, Fla., to entry cadet the Fand 
jaws of the United States, until the further action of Congress. 

Mr. CALL. I ask leave to incorporate in the RECORD, in con- 
nection with the resolution, a letter which I have received from 
Florida in reference to the subject. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CocKRELL in the chair). 
Is there objection to the request of the Senator from Florida? 
The Chair hears none, and leave is granted. ° 


The letter is as follows: 
LAKE Ciry, FLA., July 25, 1894. 


DEAR Sir: The 20,000 Arredondo Grant lying in this county has been 
opened by the Government for entry. A great deal of this land lies near 
this place, and many persons are being rendered homeless by men like W. 
R. Bush and others entering their land, and the country isinan uproar, and 
many are blaming you. 

& oS ws o % % * 
Very truly, 
B. H. PALMER. 

Hon. WILKINSON CALL, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to call the attention of the Committee on 
Public Lands to the fact that hundreds of people are now being 
deprived of their homes upon this reservation in consequence 
of the action of the Interior Department. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. lIcall up the report of the committee 
of conference upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (H. R. 6373) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other 

urposes, 

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the report of the committee of conference on the Army 
appropriation bill. The report was read at length yesterday. 
Is there objection toits presentconsideration? TheCbair hears 
none. The report is before theSenate for itsaction. The ques- 
tion is, Will the Senate concur in the report of the committee 
of conference? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hoped that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], in charge of the bill, would this morn- 
ing make some explanation of the matters of difference between 
the two Houses which have been agreed upon. Of course we 
all understand that with the numbers in the conference report 
itis extremely difficult if not impossible to find what has been 
surrendered by the Senate conferees and what has been agreed 
to by the House conferees. I direct the Senator’s attention to 
the matter concerning the surgeons of the Army, of which he 
gave a little explanation yesterday, and the matter connected 
with the Signal Service Corps; but the amendment to which I 
desire particularly to call the attention of the Senator is that 
concerning inspections under emergency in departments by the 
order of the department commander. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. That is provided for. 
Mr. MANDERSON. That was agreed to by the House con- 
erees? 


Mr. BLACKBURN. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam very glad to learn that fact. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will state for the information of the 
Senate thatthe bill for the support of the Army came to usfrom 
the other House carrying $23,586,924.68. As amended by the 
Senate it carried $23,611,384.68. The increase made by the 
amendments of the Senate over the bill as itcame from the other 
House was $24,460. As agreed to in conference the deduction 
amounted to $18,500. The amount appropriated by the bill as 
agreed to in conference is $23,592,884.68. 

The bill as passed by the other House proposed to reduce the 

surgical corpsof the Army by thirty-five assistant surgeons who 
were not to i dismissed, but the number was to be reduced to 
ninety, which was a reduction of thirty-five. As they passed out 
byretirement, death, or resignation, there were to be no vacancies 
filed until that number was reached. The Senate would not 
agree to that provision, but the conferees did agree to a reduc- 
tion of fifteen instead of thirty-five, and thatis what is now rec- 
ommended for adoption in the report. 
_ As to the Signal Corps, of which the Senator from Nebraska 
inquired, the amendment of the Senate was insisted upon and 
the House conferees agreed to it, substantially, to this effect, 
that when the present chief of that corps, Gen. Greely, who 
holds the rank of brigadier-general, shall go upon the retired 
list, resign, or die, the force of the Signal Corps hereafter shall 
consist of a colonel, a lieutenant-colonel, and the majors and 
captains. The office of brigadier-general expires with the hold- 
ing of the present incumbent. The Senate conferees thought 
that they were warranted in insisting upon their amendment in 
order to perfect the symmetry of that corps, and the House con- 
ferees yielded. 


Yes. 
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As to the other matter of which the Senator inquired, I am 
sure he will find that the conference report carries his wish. 
There is but little substantial difference in amounts between the 
bill as passed and the report of the conference committee sub- 
mitted here. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Ishouldlike toask the Senator from Kentucky, 
in charge of the bill, what became of an amendment which he 
and the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] and myself agreed upon; 
an amendment which I offered relating to the transfer of the 
Apache Indians? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am obliged to the Senator for his 
query. It would hardly have been candid upon my part, Mr. 
President, if I had not stated what I now have the opportunity 
to state in answer to the Senator's question. 

The Senator offered an amendment with reference to the re- 
moval of the Apache Indians from Alabama, where they are now 
quartered as prisoners of war, and have been for many years. 
That amendment was offered in the Senate, and it was agreed 
to. ASenate bill having provided for their removal to the Fort 
Sill Reservation, the Senator was not satisfied with that, and he 
offered an amendment providing that they should be removed 
to such reservation as the Secretary of War might select, ‘ not 
prohibited by existing law.” Thatwas agreed to in the Senate. 
In conference it was determined to strike out those last words, 
** not —_ by existing law,” and leaving it in the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of War to remove these Indians to such 
reservation or reservations as he might select. 

It may not be improper for me toadd just here that more than 
60 per cent of that tribe of Apaches, now held as prisoners of 
war in the State of Alabama, have been born in captivity; they 
have been born as prisoners of war, and it does appear to be an 
anomaly and an incongruity. They should not be held there in 
—— The old chief who bred such consternation in that 

Yorthwestern country is now bowed with age; he is three score 
years and ten and more. I believe he is a justice of the peace. 
I think he is holding court every day of his life. 

The report of the conference committee simply provides that 
the Secretary of War shall transfer them to such military reser- 
vation or reservations, breaking them up into families, as must 
be done, if we wish to get rid of this monstrosity and anomaly 
with which we are afflicted. 

I am sure the Senator from Vermont [{Mr. PRocror], who pre- 
sided over the War Department during the captivity of these 
paar is in thorough sympathy with the purpose of this bill: and 

trust that there will be no objection made to it, as the conference 
committee’s report leaves it absolutely to the discretion of the 
Secretary of War to transfer the Indians to one military reser- 
vation or to any number of military reservations, breaking them 
up into such small squads as to him may seem best. 

Mr. ALLISON. Or to leave them where they are. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Or to leave them where they are. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from 
Kentucky that perhaps it would be better to move these Indians 
who are now iu captivity, but I should like to have the atten 
tion of the Senate in regard to the amendment which I offered. 
Under the bill these Indians might be removed to Oklahoma 
Territory. They did not come from Oklahoma Territory. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. This bill does not provide that. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Allow me to continue. 

Mr. PLATT. An amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. Might we not have the provision read as it has been agreed 
upon by the conference? 

Mr. DUBOIS. It has been stated by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, but perhaps it would be fair if the amendment as agreed 
upon by the conference committee were reported to the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. I have examined it at the desk. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. If the Senator will allow me, I will 
read it. 
Mr. DUBOIS. Very well; though I understand it thoroughly. 


Mr. PLATT. There are other things in the amendment 
which were not referred to by the Senator from Kentucky, and 
I should like to know how it now stands. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the Senator from Idaho will yield to 
me a moment, I will read it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Amendment No. 19, on page 14, of the 
bill reads: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to remove 
> such military reservation as he may select, not prohibited by existing 
aw- 

That is the part proposed to be stricken out by the recom- 
mendation of the conference committee— 


the Indian prisoners of war now confined at Mount Vernon Barracks, Ala., 
and for the purposes of the erection of buildings, purchase of draft animals, 
stock, necessary farming tools, seeds, household utensils, and other articles 
needed for said Indians and generally for their support and civilization, the 
sum of $15,000 is hereby appropriated, in addition to the sums herein appro- 
priated, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War. 
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Mr. PLATT. One word, if the Senator will permit me. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. TheSenatorfrom Kentucky understands, then, 
that if this band is broken up into families or several parts, the 
$15,000 appropriated may also be broken up to care for them 
where they shall go? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, the amendment which I offered, 
and which was agreed to by the Senate, provided that these In- 
dians should not be sent to any Territory contrary to existing 
law. That amendment of mine was designed, as I have said, to 
prevent these Indians going to Oklahoma. There is now oe 
vision of existing law that these Indians shall not go to Okla- 
homa Territory, yet there was in this bill adistinct Onen erag 
that they should be sent to Oklahoma Territory. Therefore, I 
offered the amendment that they should go to any military 
reservation except Oklahoma, because, for very good and sub- 
stantial reasons, Congress has provided that these Indians 
should not go to Oklahoma ne wey 

Not one of them came from that Territory. You might just 
as well send them to Kentucky or to Idaho or to Maine as to 
send them to Oklahoma, and I say that this Territory ought to 
have the benefit of the provision of law which now exists that 
these Indians shall not be sent there. It is the design to send 
these Indians to Oklahoma, and if you take that provi- 
sion which says that we shall not be sent to any military reser- 
vation against whieh the law does not now prohibit, they will 
be sent to Oklahoma. I do not know that the lawas it now 
stands will prevail, which prohibits these Indians being sent to 
Oklahoma Territory; and therefore I think the amendment 
which I offered in the Senate, in the first place, and which was 
accepted by the Senate, should still prevail, and let them be sent 
to any place else they pee except to Oklahoma. It is taking 
- — advantage of that Territory to break down the exist- 

ng law. 

| am willing to stand here and combat their going to Idaho; 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. Power} will combat their go- 
ing to Montana, and the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAOK- 
BURN] will combat their going toKentucky; but has 
no representative.on this floor. These Indiansdo not belong to 
that Territory, and they should not be sent there. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I am heartily in favor of the 
recommendation of the conference committee. These Indians 
have held an anomalous position for years, in my opinion, and 
there ought to have been long ago some provision transf 
them to the Interior Department. They been held as pris- 
oners of war, although many of them were never on the war- 
nar and had served in fact im our Army faithfully and loyally, 

ut they went with the remainder of their band to Mount Ver- 
non. As the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] has 
said, the majority of them have been born there. The anom- 
alous character of their situation can be understood from the 
fact thatfor years many of them have been serving in the United 
States Army, clad in the United States uniform, and yet they 
are held by the law as prisoners of war. 

Ido not recollect the provision of law to which the Senator 
from Idaho | Mr. Dusois) refers in regard to Oklahoma. It was 
my impression that there was a ae that these Indians 
should not be moved west of the Mississippi River. That would 
practically, of course, cutoff any removal. Itis my impression 
that that was the provision. 

While L should be glad even to go further, I think that this 
is a step in the direction of long-delayed justice to this band of 
Indians. They have made excellent progress. I have visited 
their schools, and I am sure they will compare favorably with 
the Indians on any of the Interior Department reservations. I 
think this matter can =e be left with the War Department. 
They have the responsibility of caring for these Indians, and 
there is no danger that they will send them to any place where 
they can be of any embarrassment or trouble to the people. 

r MANDERSON. Will the Senator from Vermont state 
what reservations are ‘‘ not prohibited by existing law?” 

Mr. PROCTOR. I stated that I was not sure about the law, 
but that it was my impression that there was a provision which 
prohibited their being moved west of the Mississi River; 
that Oklahoma was not named, but it was a bition against 
their being moved west of the Mississip i River. 

Mr. MANDERSON,. Mr. President, if anything was needed 
to prove the necessity—not the advisability, butthe absolute ne- 
cessity—for a change in the rules of the Senate with reference 
to conference reports, it is to be found in the report. 

uired 


Under the rules of the House of Representatives it is 
that the.conferees shall 
what has 


. ——_ in submitting their report upon a 
ee 
ces, and there is but little difficulty in the House of Representa- 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





JULY 27, 


tives, when a conference report comes in, in those who are te. 
terested in the report being able to ascertain for themselves 
without any catechism upon the floor, as to what the attitude ,} 
the bill is. : 

There is no member of the Senate who has had long ex, 
rience in this body who has not felt the embarrassment after (, 

ess has adjourned in ascertaining what are the provisions ,; 
aw upon appropriation acts. There come to us ‘these con/e». 
ence reports, where agreements are made or amendment 
receded from simply by number, and in the hurried eos); 
hours of the session it is impossible to ascertain what has ) 
done, except as we may obtain information from Senators uy 
the floor who have been upon the conference, and even t} 
Senators frequently display an absence of knowledge, to expros, 
it in mild terms, as to what has been done in the conferen 
which they have been a part. 

Mr. President, so far as this particular agreement of the Sey 
ate is concerned, I amin full accord with the Senator from [\j,))5 
[Mr. Dusots] in his suggestion that the Senate should not hays 
receded from its amendment in any single particular. There} 
no reason why these Indians should be sent west of the Missou); 
River, and if the prohibition in the present law is of that char. 
acter, the words ‘‘not prohibited by existing law” should ; 
main in the amendment. Surely we have Indians enough wes; 
of the Missouri River to care for. 

I think lands could be found, subject to purchase, upon whi 
these Indians could properly be placed, rather than to sen| 
them as a disturbing element into any part of the West, ani 

ly into the Territory of Oklahoma, which has enous) 
of difficulty and enough of Indian troubles already upon it: 
hands, and certainly should not have more foisted upon it. 

I call the icular attention of the Senator from Kentuci; 
to an error intowhich he has fallen in regard to this bill. Hai 
this debate not been prolonged, I certainly should not have gon 
to the desk to see this bill to ene Senator’s statement, 
which I always take as importing absolute verity; but, lilce «|! 
of us, he is liable sometimes to be mistaken. 

I find as to amendment numbered 16, in which the Senate in. 
serted, with the full acquiescence and apparently the desire o! 
the Senator in charge of the bill, the words “‘ or are ordered by 
Army or department commanders in cases of emergency,” that 
the Senate has receded. That certainly should not have been 
done. Notdesiring to waste the time of the Senate when the 
bill was:under discussion, I abstained from argument with re/- 
erenee to the matter, and the mere suggestion of the Senator 
from Kentucky—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator read the lines imme 
diately ing? Lam sure the Senator means to be fair. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly, I mean to be fair. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then let the Senator read what pre 
eedes these words. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
what precedes them. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not think the Senator is aware. 

Mr. MANDERSON. While the bill was before the Senate | 
called the attention of the Senator from Kentucky to the word: 
that precede the amendment. They are as follows: 

And hereafter no portion of the appropriation for mileage to office 
traveling on duty without troops shall be expended for inspections or inves 
tigations, except such as are especially ordered by the Secret of War, 01 
such —— made by Army and department commanders in visiting t 
comm 


That confines inspections to those made by the department 
commander when he visits a frontier post. I called the atwr 
tion of the Senator from Kentucky when this bill was before th: 
body to the fact that there were frequent cases of emergency 
where, for instance, at a frontier post there ht be an out 
break of some disease, malarial fever, typhoid fever, or wht 
not, and that letters which 1 had received from department 
commandersand the medical directorsof departments had ca! i 
my attention to the necessity when at times there would be an 
emer, requiring an immediate inspection of a post. 
might, if 1 saw fit to take the timeof the Senate, mention nume'- 
ous cases where an emergency might arise where it woud 
be impossible for the department commander to visit a post, 1nd 
where perhaps he might not have the technical know edge 
which would make his visit of any avail, where he = desire 
to send the adjutant-general of the department, the inspector 
general, or the medical director, and where such an emergency 
occurred thedepartment commander ought to have the right 


I shall; and I am perfectly aware o 


order such inspection. 
While I was very limited and very feeble in argument up 
this question, there enough in my proposition 


was argument 
have comvineed the Senator from Kentucky, who to the 
understood him 


amendment, and who, as I believed that that 
amendment was yet in the bill; but itis evidently stricken {rom 
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Mr. President, it is important to retain that provision for the 
reason which I have urged. The department commander, who 
ig a brigadier-general of the United States Army, and some- 
times a major-general of the Army, certainly should have some 
discretionary power vested in him as to the inspection of the 
numerous posts and garrisons which are in his command; and 
where you throw upon him the duty of declaring that in an 
emergency he must report to the Secretary of War the basis of 
his action, the matter is certainly sufficiently guarded. 

I am, with everybody else, extremely desirous that these ap- 
propriations should be hurried through toa conclusion. We 
sit here and we hear these conference reports, and it is seldom 
that we indulge in anv comment upon them or ask a question 
concerning them. Such is our trust, and a well-founded trust, 
in the conferees composed of members of the Committee on 
Appropriations who constitute the managers on the part of the 
Senate. 

But I think the Senator of Kentucky could not have been 
aware, in the haste of consideration of the bill, that those words 
which it seems to me are words of importance and value were 
stricken from the bill in eonference. Indeed, I understood him 
to say that his belief was that they were in the bill. I hope 
they may be inserted. I hope the Senatorfrom Kentucky, who | 
bas as one of his many virtues that of great patience, will take 
the bill again into conference and see whether the fair demands 
of the Senate upon the two items which have been referred to 
may not be sustained. I know that if he would bring to it that 
determined will which is another of his chief characteristics he 
would be compelled to give nothing to the conferees on the part 
of the other House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, 


I only hope that lam entitled to some 
measure of credit for the patience with which the Senator from 
Nebraska accredits me. | am sure I have had it tested by his 

ech this morning. I[trust the Senate has been instructed, as 
T am sure it has been entertained, by the lecture which the Sen- 
ator has delivered to us upon the necessity of amending the rules 
applying to conference reports. There is nothing in the bill 
which differs from existing law. There is nothing in the con- 
ference report which differs from the bill as it came from the 
other Heuse to which the attention of the Senate has not been 
called and of which explanation has not been offered. 

In my judgment there is nothing in the objection of the Sen- 
ater from Nebraska as to amendment numbered 16. The bill as 
it came from the other House was amply sufficient to cover all 
those investigations and inspections. . 

The purpose of the bill as it came to the Senate and the pur- 
pose of the Senate committee is to put a stop to an abuse which 
everybody recognizes in the shape of the allowance of mileage 
to military officers who are on pleasure bent instead of on duty 
bound. here an uflicer wants to attend a wedding or a ball he 
gets an order for an inspection tour, and not only has his ex- 
penses paid, but collects mileage. 

The purpose of the bill is to correct that abuse, and if the Sen- 
ate will agree to the conference report it will be corrected. It 
leaves ample power, for it declares that— 

Hereafter no portion of the appropriation for mileage to officers traveling 
on duty without troops shall be expended for inspections or investigations, 
except such as are especially ordered by the Secretary of War, or such as 
aremade by army and department commanders in visiting their commands. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Personally. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I insist that that is all that is necessary, 
and whenever you go an inch beyond it you perpetuate an abuse 
which has grown to be a stigma upon the military service of this 
country. I care nothing about that. 

As to the amendment of the Senator from Idaho[Mr. DuBois], 
he insists that the Territory of Oklahoma shall be exempt from 
the Apache tribe or band of Indians. He insists that they may 
be ordered anywhere else among the forty-four States or the 
Territories of this Union except in that one place. I deny it. 
The law to-day does not exempt Oklahoma specifically. 

Mr.. DUBOIS. I suggest to the Senator from Kentucky that 
he leave the amendment precisely as it is. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I suggest to the Senator from 
Idaho that I will not consent to do that. I propose to leave the 
Secretary of War untrammeled to exere his discretion. 
When the Senator said that unfair advantage is takenor sought 
to be taken I am sure he said what his deliberate judgment did 
not approve orwarrant. There is no purpose to any unfair 
advantage of any Territory, or any State, orany section. The 
bill as reported back from the conference co ttee leaves the 
Secretary of War to exercise his discretion, and authorizes him 
to quarter those prisoners of war where he . OR any res- 
ervation or any reservations, whether it be to put them in your 
State or mine. [ am not afraid of.these ul people. I 
would sooner fear the shadow of a ghost. It is absurd; fe is ri- 

diculous. We are holding in the Stateof Alabamatwo hundred 
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and sixty-odd prisoners of war, sixty-odd per cent of whom were 
born prisoners of war. Many of them have been loyal soldiers, 
wearing the uniform of our Army. The chief himself is an of- 
ficial of the law. It is absurd. 

I shall not consent to have the bill sent back to conference, 
because the conferees of the two Houses have not hastily, as the 


Senator from Nebraska intimates, but deliberately, carefully, 
and painstakingly reached aconclusion. They have made acon- 


ference report upon the bill as a whole, and I ask that we may 
come to a vote upon concurring in that report. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Idesire to appeal from the Senator from 
Kentucky having in hand the conference report to the Senator 
from Kentucky when he had in hand the bill which was under 
consideration in the Senate on the l2th day of July. I turn to 
the RECORD, and I will read for his enlightenment and that of 
the Senate the colloquy which took place between the Senator 
from Kentueky and myself. We had reached that point in tho 
bill which has concern with amendment numbered 16, and hav- 
ing reached it, I said: 


The last clause of this paragraph makes a very decided change in Ariny 
Regulations and in existing law. 

The Senator says it does not, but it is quite apparent that it 
does. 


Lam inclined to think that the purpose desired to be accomplished is a 
good one, but I fear that the pendulum has swung too far in the other di 
rection. It will be noticed that by this wording no army or departme: 
commander can order an inspection of any post or any part of his depart 
ment. 

The Senator from Kentucky (Mr. BLACKBURN], interrupting, 
said: 

Let me ask my friend what amendment he wants 

Mr. MANDERSON. I shall offer an amendment which I think will commend 
itself, because it is mild in its terms. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow 
me? 

Mr. MANDERSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I see, Mr. President, that it is the pur 
pose of the Senator not to allow the appropriation bil! to pass, 
and I, with his consent, will ask that the conference repert co 
over and let us go on with other business. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have no desire to waste time, but | 
must set myself and my friend from Kentucky right in this mat- 
ter. I beg to go on for a few minutes longer. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will take care of myself, if the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska will only do that kindly service for himself. 

Mr. MANDERSON. On the 12th day of July the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] said: 


I do not mean to abri or restrict the powers of a department com 
mander. What is it that the Senator from Nebraska wants’ 
Mr. MANDERSON. I propose after the woru “commanders,” in line 16, to in 


sert: 

“Or ave ordered by army and department commanders in cases of emer 
gency.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. MAND®BRSON. It seems to me that is right 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is right. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I say so now. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There was no suggestion then that thi 
was the perpetuation of an abuse. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is right. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [ wish to say a few words in addition to show abun 
dantly the reasons for ij These departments are very large in territory 
Many of them contain numerous posts. Frequently there is an absolute ne- 
cessity for an inspection. For instance, there is an outbreak of malarial 
fever or some other disease at one of the garrisons. An immediate inspe: 
tion by the Medical Department is an absolute necessity. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I agree to that. 

No word of criticism, no word of objection, but with that full 
agreement, that full understanding, apparently the reaching o! 
our minds to one common object, the amendment was agreed to 
and put in the bill. 

I have nothing further to say. I simply wished to show that 
my friend from Kentucky is very frequently right and that he 
was right on the 12th day of July. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I desire to sustain heartil) 
what has just been said by the Senator from Nebraska. [I can 
not imagine a reason for making it impossible for army or de- 
partment commanders to order in an emergency a special in- 
spection. The objection to it could hardly arise from anything 
but jealousy on the part of the Inspector-General’s department. 
I am sure that such men as Howard and Miles, in case of am un- 
foreseen. necessity for a thorough and immediate inspeetion of a 
post, either in matters of health or in matters of discipline, are 
abundantly capable of selecting a good officer and sending him 
to make the inspection. It must be done in haste frequently. 

Mr.BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow 
me to ask him a question? 

' Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does not the telegraph answer the pur- 

pose in sixty minutes? 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not know whether it will or not, but I 
should be perfectly willing to trust the commanding officer of 
the Eastern department to send a man to New London or to New- 

ort or to Boston without waiting. It might be after business 
fours, and it might be impossible under twelve or eighteen hours 
to get an answer. In the mean time the commanding officer is 
not allowed to send an officer from his own staff to see what is the 
trouble ata certain post; at least the officer is not allowed to get 
his traveling expenses. I think the amendment adopted by the 
Senate, if the Senator will allow me, is simply common sense. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let us have a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ken- 
tucky ask that the conference report go over? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. [ask for a vote upon concurring in the 
conference report. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring 
in the report of the conference committee. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Idahoagree 
to have the conference report go over? It isevident it will take 
up considerable time, and I should be glad to call — mes- 
sage from the House of Representatives on the tariff bill. 

tr. DUBOIS. Certainly I shall agree to that course; but I 
insist, with all due deference, that I should make some remarks 
in support of the amendment which has been referred to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection to the Senator 
from Idaho having all the time he desires to make remarks on 
the report, but I prefer that the other matter shall be taken up 
at this time. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well; as I chance by accident to 
be in charge of the conference report, and as I see very plainly 
that the other side do not intend to allow appropriation bills to 
be passed 

r. HAWLEY. Oh, Mr. President, I protest. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask that the report may go over. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I protest against that. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator will not say that. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I speak in the face of the record which 
has been made this morning. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Kentucky knows very well 
that this is nota matter where the line which divides parties 
has anything to do with appropriation bills. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam surprised to find that it has been 
made such a matter. 

Mr. HALE. It has not been made such a matter. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Lask that the conferencereport may go 
over indefinitely. 

The PRESIDENT ro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from from Kentucky, that the conference 
report shall go over? 

‘Mr. HALE. The Senator from Kentucky must not by impli- 
cation say that this side is opposing appropriation bills. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Kentucky does not 
mean to deal in any implication or intimation, but he means to 
state that the record of this morning shows that the other side 
of the Chamber is delaying the passage of an appropriation bill. 

Mr. HALE. Why does the Senator from Kentucky say ‘‘ the 
other side,” when only two or three Senators on this side have 
taken part inthe discussion? The Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
PRocTOR] has not opposed the report. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No, sir; on the contrary, I make my ac- 
knowledgment to the Senator from Vermont. 

a HALE. Is it right, then, for the Senator from Ken- 
tucky—— 

BR BLACKBORN. And Ido not include the Senator from 
ne. 

Mr. HALE. Then do not apply the remark to this side of the 

Chamber. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do say the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator need notinclude me. I am per- 
fectly willing that the present session shall close before mid- 
night. I make no opposition to this report except upon a single 
point, and there I know I am right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 

uesit of the Senator from Kentucky that the conference report 
shall go over? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I object for the moment, Mr. President, 
simply that I may express my amazement—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being objection, the 
conference report is before the Senate. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator from Idaho allow me 
for one moment? 

Mr. DUBOIS. It will only take me one moment. 
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Mr. MANDERSON. All right; go on. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to state that I offered an amendmen 
in the Senate which was accepted by the Senator from Kep. 
tucky and the Senator from Maine. The amendment has been 
stricken out in conference—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. A part of it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. And then the Senator from Kentucky rises 
and says that I am delaying the passage of an appropriation bil). 
I say the Senator had no right to strike out that amendment: 
and I propose to show—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I say I had a right. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I propose to show the Senate that the Senator 
is breaking down existing law in order to strike out the amend. 
ment. lt comes with poor grace from the Senator from Ken. 
tucky to charge me with delaying the bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is not the prerogative of the Senatcr 
from Idaho to define my rights. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I am simply preserving my rights in this 
Chamber. The Senator had no right to make that intimation 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I deny the Senator’s right to define my 
—e asaSenator. It isa piece of impertinence which [ re. 
sent. 

Mr. DUBOIS. No more than I resent the Senator's. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Even at the risk of a continuation of 
this tempest in a teapot I must express my amazement at the 
slur upon myself couched in the language of the Senator from 
Kentucky. I am sure that in cooler moments, and when he 
shall have read the full RECORD as to the appropriation bill, the 
Senator will regret having made such a statement. 

Mr. President, the army appropriation bill is one in which 
every member of the Committee on Military Affairs has dee) 
interest, and it is his duty to have deep interest init. In the 

rformance of that which I conceived was not only my right 

ut was my absolute duty, on the 12th day of July, when the bil! 
was hurried through the Senate, I attempted to impose upon it 
certain amendments. Like the amendment of the Senator fron 
Idaho, the amendments I offered were not only accepted by the 
Senator from Kentucky, buthe gave them his hearty approbation 
and his full consent. He agreed with me, and now, forsooth, 
because we see fit to stand up and insist that that which tho 
Senate has placed in the bill shall not be stricken out and ap- 
peal to the Senator to stand by the action which the Senate has 
taken, we are to bo slurred with the statement that we are at- 
tempting to embarrass business here and prevent action. 

Irepudiate it. There is no man on the other side of the Cham- 
ber, to say nothing of this side, who has wasted less time in de- 
bate than I have done. I have frequently put my hand over my 
mouth when I felt impelled to speak, because I did not wish to 
waste the time of the Senate and prevent action of which I am 
heartily in favor; but, Mr. President, I can not allow that my 
motive shall be impugned, especially by a man whom [I hold in 
such high esteem as I do the Senator from Kentucky. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1s there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Kentucky that the conference report 
shall go over? 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote on concurring in the report. 

Mr. GONMAN. Question! , 

The PRESLDENT protempore. The question is, Will the Sen- 
ate concur in ths report of the conference committee? 

Mr.MANDERSON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll, and Mr. ALLEN answered to his name. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I understand that this conference report—— 

Mr.BLACKBURN. [I object to debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair holds that debate 
is outof order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The yeas and nays are being called. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll call will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed the call of the roll. : 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

The PRESIDENT protempore (when the nameof Mr. HArnis 
was called). The present occupant of the chair is paired with 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and would vote ‘‘ yea” 
if he were not paired. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Vermont ‘we MORRILL]. 

Mr. POWER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I have a general 

ir with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hot, 

ut I transfer my pair to the junior Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. JARVIS], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator fiom Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 
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Leen ee as 


Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). 
the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE). 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have been requested to transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] to the Sena- 
tor from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], which I do, and I will vote. 
I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] is 
indisposed to-day, and I wish to announce his pair with the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER]. I make this announce- 
ment for the day, as he will not be here. 

Mr. DIXON. Has the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
McLAURIN] voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Mississippi has not voted. 

Mr. DIXON. I have a general pair with that Senator, and 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. PATTON (after having voted in the negative). 
junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON] voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The junior Senator from 
Maryland has not voted. 

Mr.PATTON. Then I withdraw my vote. 
that Senator. 

Mr. GORMAN (after having voted in the affirmative). lam 
paired with the Senator from Maine |Mr. FRYE]. I suggest to 
the Senator from Rhode Island | Mr. DIXON] that we transfer our 
pairs, so that he can vote. I have already voted. 

Mr. DIXON. That is agreeable to me. The Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN] will stand paired with the Senator 

from Maine [Mr. FRYE], and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 18; as follows: 


I am paired with 


The junior Senator from 


Has the 


[am paired with 


YEAS—38. 
Allen, Cullom, Lindsay, Roach. 
Allison, Daniel, McPherson, Smith, 
Bate, Faulkner, Martin, Teller, 
Berry, George, Milis, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Blanchard, Gray, Murphy, Vilas, 
Brice, Hale, Palmer, Walsh, 
Cali, Hunton, Pasco, Washburn. 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Proctor, 
Coke, Kyle, Pugh, 

NAYS—18. 
Aldrieb, Dubois, Lodge. Perkins, 
Carey, Gallinger, McMillan, Platt, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Manderson. Squire. 
Davis, Hawley, Mitcheli, Oregon 
Dixon, Higgins, Peffer, 

NOT VOTING—29. 

Butler, Harris, Morrill, Stewart, 
Caffery. Hill, Patton, Voorhees, 
Camden, Hoar, Pettigrew, White, 
Cameron, Irby, Power, Wilson, 
Dolph, Jarvis, Quay, Wolcott. 
Frye, Jones, Nev. Ransom, 
Gibson, McLaurin, Sherman, 
Gordon, - Morgan, Shoup, 


So the report was concurred in. 

PACIFIC STATE CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDEN” pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the special order made yesterday for 1 o’clock to-day, 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1295) to reimburse the States of 
California, Oregon, and Nevada for moneys by them expended 
in the suppression of the rebellion. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of House bill 4864, being the tariff bill. 

Mr. WHITE. Tf the Senator from Arkansas will permit me, 
I suggest that the special order, which was made special at my 
instigation, may go over untilsome other definite time that will 
be satisfactory to the Senate. 

Mr.GORMAN. Until Monday. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection to that course. 

Mr. WHITE. I ask that the bill be made a special order for 
Monday immediately after the transaction of the routine morn- 
ing business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California 
asks that the bill, the title of which has just been read, be made 
a special order for Monday next, immediately after the routine 
morning business. 

Mr. HALE. Not to interfere with the appropriation bills. 

Mr. WHITE. That will be satisfactory. 
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sas, 1 wish to enter a motion to reconsider. Yesterday morning 
during the morning hour aresolution coming over from the day 
before, introduced by the junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN], calling for certain information from the Attorney- 
General, was passed by the Senate nem. con. I desire to entera 


motion to reconsider the vote by which that resolution was 
agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion of the Senator 


from Alabama will be entered. Does the Senator from Alabama 
include with his motion a request for the return of the resolu- 
tion from the Department of .Justice? 

Mr. PUGH. I make that request, sir. 


The PRESIDENT pre t mpore. It is so ordered, if the ’ 
no objection. It is so ordered. 
RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. PLATT. Iask permission of the Senate to withdraw a 
motion which [ entered to reconsider the vote by which the 
Senate passed the bill (H. R. 7335) to grant to the Arkansas, 
Texas and Mexican Central Railway Company a right of way 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. The bill 


| was passed day before yesterday, and [ entered a motion to re- 


| cut asks unanimous consent to withdraw a motion that he 


2 ee 


consider, which I wish now to withdraw. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecti- 


nas 
heretofure entered to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed to which he has referred. is thereobjection? The Chair 
hears none, and the motion to reconsider is withdrawn. The 
bill stands passed. 
THE REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the message of the House of Representa- 
tives on the House bill 4864. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the con- 


sideration of the message of the House of Representatives, which 
was read, as follows: 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 19, 1894, 
Resolved, That the House insists upon its disagreement to the amendments 
of the Senate to H. R, 4864, entitled "An act to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,” and asks a further 


conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon 
Ordered, That Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, Mr. MCMILLIN, Mr. TORNER 


of Georgia, Mr. MONTGOMERY, Mr. REED, Mr. BURROWS, and Mr 
managers of the conference on the part of the House 


Mr. MANDERSON. Dol understand that the Senator from 
Delaware | Mr. GRAY] does not desire to take the floor upon the 
pending question? The Senator from Delaware is, I under- 
stand, entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not desire to occupy the floor any further. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
is recognized by the Chair. 

Mr.MANDERSON. Mr. FPresident,I rise toaddress myself to 
thisimportant question of order with considerable hesitation and 
very greatreluctance, because I realize that the occupant of the 
chair |Mr. HARRIS], the distinguished President pro tempore of 
this body, isa parliamentarian of distinction, with that distine- 
tion well earned and everywhere recognized. But while recog- 
nizing the superiority of his acquirements in parliamentary law 
and of his great experience in matters pertaining thereto, I real- 
ize just asfully that that sense of fairness, of impartiality, that 
possesses him, will prompt him to weigh with very great care 
and give full consideration to any argument that may be pre- 
sented bearing upon a subject so important as this question. 

The reluctance I feel in addressing myself to this contention 


PAYNE be 


| is aggravated because I realize that in the loose parliamentary 


| political interests. 
| Senate never hesitates to overturn them at the 


methods that obtain in this body parliamentary law is frequently 
declared from party impulse and political pussion rather than 
by calm, dispassionate deliberation. It is what we wish to pro- 
cure from legisiation proposed that usually obtains the victory 
in our parliamentary discussions. The wish is father to the 
thought, when it comes to the decision of a question of voting 
upon an appeal from the decision of the Chair or upon a matter 
pertaining to parliamentary law or construction of our rules, 
that is referred by the Chair to the Senate for its consideration 
and for its finai action. Conclusions are warped by party bias 
and parliamentarians stand amazed at conclusions induced by 
Precedents are of little value here, for the 
sweet will of a 


| partisan majority. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Subject to the suggestion of 


the Senator from Maine that it is not to interfere with the con- 
sideration of appropriation bills. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from California? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 
INDUSTRIAL TROUBLES IN CHICAGO, ILL. 
Mr. PUGH. With the permission of the Senator from Arkan- 
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Mr. President, I will state the attitude of this question of 
order. The Senatorfrom Delaware[Mr.GRAY] enters a motion 
that the Senate shall further insist upon its amendments to the 
tariff bill and agree to the further conference asked by the 
House of Representatives. To that there is an amendment by 
the Senator from Minnesota[Mr. WASHBURN], that that which 
we know as the one-eighth of a cent differential on sugar con- 
tained in piragraph 1824 shall practically be stricaen from the 





bill by way of instruction to the Senate conferees yet to be ap- 

inted to recede from that paragraph. The point of order as 
it is made is, that it is not competent for the Senate to instruct 
its managers of a conference on the disagreeing vote of the two 
Houses. 

Now, Mr. President, having seen what it is,let us now see 
what the question is not. It is not a question of the Senate re- 
ceding from a part only of an amendment that it has heretofore 
voted upon a bill. There can be no discussion upon that propo- 
sition if that were the question. No writer upon parliamentary 
law, whether he wrote in the elementary works upon that sub- 
ject or whether he is found among those who have collated the 
experience of parliamentary bodies, ever disputed the proposi- 
tion thatan amendment such as was proposed by the Senator from 
Wisconsin |Mr. VILAS] was not in order. 

[In other words, after a bill has passed its third reading and 
gone beyond the amendment stage, especially after it has passed 
the Senate, it may only be amended by the Senate itself by a 
complete recession from an entire amendment and not by the 
dropping out of a part of it. To amend an amendment voted 
upon the bill by one or the other of the two Houses by the 
House placing the amendment upon the bill is not recognized 
by parliamentary writers as being in order. But that is not 
this question. The simple question for consideration here and 
now is whether the Senate has it within its power to instruct 
its managers of a conference. 

Mr. President, what is a conference between the two Houses 
of Congress and how doesit differ from conferences between the 
Lords and Commonsin the British Parliament? It has changed 
its form somewhat under the American method. By parlia- 
mentary law as it was practiced in England there was much 
more of formality; there was much more of gradual approach 
towgrd final action than there is under our system. There is 
always firsta simple and then a free conference had between 
the two Houses of Parliament. Going back to the early days 
and to the time of the formation of the Parliament you will find 
= that which obtained then obtains now in the British Leg- 
islature. 

Nirst, there being a dispute or disagreement between the two 
houses, there came what was known as the simple, or what is 
spoken of by some writers as the bareconference, the conferees 
meoting with much formality, the Lords always insisting upon 

»recedence over the Commons, sitting, we are told, with their 
ts on in the conference, the upper house fixing the time and 
ace and assuming much of dictation in immaterial matters. 
‘here came first this simple or bare conference that simply 
meant that the two sets of conferees should say not: of their 
own motion or express their personal wishes or manifest their 
personal conclusions, but practically —- mute, they~ pre- 
sented, usually in writing and not verbally, the insistence of the 
two houses that they respectively represented. 

Following a simple conference which failed of agreement there 
came vet another simple conference, and there was again the 
same formality and the same limitation of power. Anyone who 
has explored in parliamentary law and read of the safeguards 
thrown about conferences can not but be amazed at the spec- 
tacle presented within the last few days with regard to the con- 
ference upon this tariff bill. Weare told that at the confer- 


ences, whether simple orfree, had in the oldentime between two ' 


houses constituting one parliamentary body, the participatin 
entrance of a stranger, or the appearance of a paper that h 
not been legitimately produced in one of the two houses, broke 
up the conference,and the fact being reported to the two houses 
immediately all effort at conference ceased. 

This was the practice under the old system, and that is yet 
the law. Yet we have seen in the conference upon this bill the 
interference of a stranger, wielding, by virtue of his position, 
enormous power, and exerting it upon the conferees, and in- 
deed upon one House to defeat the expressed legislative desire 
of the othar—an interference with legislative rights never seen 
before, and deserving of severest censure. 

In British practice, the two simple conferences having been 
had, and proving ineffectual, then, if the two Houses still fur- 
ther insisted, there came what is known.as.a free and full con- 
ference; and in this country, in Congress and in all our Legis- 
latures, we have that form of conference, and that alone. 

Under our system, there being no other conference but that 
which is called free and full, let us now see what is meant by it, 

The only enlargement of the powers of the conferees in a free 
and full conference over one that is simple or bare is that they 
have the right to present each one to the other his own view, 
his own idea of the contention, instead of confining himself to 
that which has been presented in the two bodies. There is 
that distinction, and that alone. If authority from elemental 
writers wasneoded u this question I might refer sme bg oo 


ing Officer to Cushing, where he draws very distinctly 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 








JULY 27, 


ee 





difference in his Manual, showing very clearly wherein a {pop 
conference differs from the simple or bare conference that jo 
has already described and that I have referred te. [ quote: 

In the first place, the duties of the managers at the latter - 

Meaning a simple conference— 


are confined to the making and receiv: a communication which has pre 
viously been agreed upon and sanctioned by the House at whose request t) 4 
conference is held. In a free conference they are at liberty, and it is the), 
duty, tourge their own argument, to offer and combat objections, and, jy 
short, to attempt by personal persuasion and argument to effect an agree 
ment between the two Houses. 

I wish here to read an extract from another parliamentg;, 
author; one who had more than theoretic study of parliamentary 
law; one who by the actual practice of it in high place has wo) 
a distinction and prominence as a parliamentarian second {o 
no man who has ever lived; one who by reason of his sound 
parliamentary action was declared to be an overbearing czay. 
was denounced by political foes as a man who proposed to exer- 
cise his own will against the will of the House over which he 
presided; and yet we have seen the wisdom of this distinguishe, 
man’s action in parliamentary matters ratified, indorsed, ani 
followed by the very men who attempted to howl him down and 
drive him from the chair that he so ably filled. During this 
year there has been issued Reed’s Parliamentary Rules, and | 
read from it the author’s idea of what isa free conference. [n 
the extract that I shall read you will find the recognition of tha 
I insist upon, that in a full and free conference it is the right 0! 
either House to give instruction of whatever character it ma 
see fit to its conferees: 

242. A free conference.—A free conference is one where the conferees ne 
and present, not only the reasons of each House, but such arguments, an 
reasons, and persuasions as seem suitable to each member of the committee 

stead of confined to reasons adopted by either of the Houses, ea) 
member may present his own. Aconference may therefore be a free conf. 
ence though each House may have instructed its members and limited the 
to the terms of agreement. 

Mr. President, the language I have read does not import the 
instruction that follows am the wording of the bill as it has 
passed the Honse or Senate. It goes withoutsaying that if tha: 
was the sort of instruction referred to by this writer this lan- 
guage would never have been used. No, sir; it means other in- 
struction. It means, for instance, a specific instruction that the 
conferees shall recede from an amendment in whole or in part 
like this at bar, or that they shall do anything else that the soy. 
ereign house whose subjects and mere representatives or agents 
they are may direct them toperform. 

5 Mr. President, if it be true that the Senate of the United 
States has no control over this, its committee, in what a bad 
plight we are left as compared with the House of Representa- 
tives. In the House of Representatives the proposition that the 
House may instruct its conferees has never been gainsaid, ani 
that course has always obtained. It is not a matter of rule. It 
can not be contended that thie course, ever pursued, is because 
of a rule adopted by the House of Representatives, and that the 
establishment of such a rule shows that the parliamentary prac 
tice or law was different and the adoption of the rule was to 
work achange. Itis nota matter of rule, but is simplya matter 
of parliamentary law insisted —e from the beginning by those 
who have so carefully and so well guarded the rights of the Houso 
of Representatives over its committees of whatsoever character. 

What reason is there that the particular committee of thc 
Senate of the United States which we call the managers of tho 
conference on the part of the Senate should be treated differently 
from any of its numerous committees? Does the Senate of the 
United States ever hesitate for a moment to instruct any one 0! 
its standing or any one of its special committees? Never. A‘ 
every session and numerous times during every session of Con- 
gress we find the Senate instructing these committees as to wha! 
they shall do, and that, too, as to matters {ar more important than 
some matter of disagreement that may arise between the two 
Houses over a bill which has been amended in one body or tlic 
other. 

What possible reason can be urged, then, “a this compara- 
tively unimportant committee, a committee that expires }) 
simply making its report, a committee that dies the moment 

isa disagreement announced, a committee that must do 
resurrected be bornagain every time there is an insistence- 
what reason is there that this unimportant committee should )» 
above that which has created it, and be so important that it 
cannot receive instructions from the Senate that it represe's, 
from the creator that has given it being? There can be nove 
urged worthy of consideration. In the precedents in this boly 
where the Senate has voted against instructions toits conferees, 
or voted agninst the right to instruct them, it will be found that 
these votes have always been based upon that which has been 
referred to by me as frequently prages in this Chamber, 
where the desire toaccomplish a fact, usually a political fact, 0' 
to bring about a partisan result, has overpowered and overcome 
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the judgment of men upon matters of parliamentary law; and 
frequently and unfortunately by such action the power of the 
Senate has been curtailed, its rightful powers have been de- 
stroyed, simply for party purposes. 

I greatly fear that it is a waste of words to attempt to con- 
vince any Democratic Senator here of the correctness of my po- 
sition, which I propose to fortify by frequent andmany authori- 
ties taken both from the Journals of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives, because [ believe there lies at the bottom 
of the consideration and of the decision the Senate will make 
by its majority a desire to retain in the bill the objectionable 
differential one-eighth of a cent a pound on sugar, the striking 
out of which it is feared may defeat the pending tariff bill, a 
consummation I think devoutly to be wished. 

Mr. President, there is no use of mincing words about this 
matter or attempting to deceive; there is more involved in it 
than the mere question of order, great and important as that is, 
and we need not. and can not shut our eyes to the fact. In this 
question isinvolved the claimed rightsof the sugar trust, which 
was so eloquently denounced as a monster by the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. ViLAS]a few da;;s ago, when he made hisspeech 
introducing his proposition to recede from the differential one- 
eighth on sugar, and which he said if voted for by the Demo- 
cratic party would place upon the neck of that party the collar 
of a villein of the sugar trust. 

It is claimed in this Chamber and out of it that this great and 
powerful organization has tremendous power over legislation 
which it exerts at its will, and it seems to me as though it had, 
for no matter how near we may come to the defeat of the differ- 
ential one-eighth on sugar, no matter how convinced we may 
be that at last we have the sugar trust under our feet, there is 
always found the single vote which will prevent this differential 
rate from being stricken from the bill, and I apprehend that it 
will be found present with us to-day. There is always in am- 
bush some one Senator who comes to the front solely for the 

rpose of saving the rights of this iniquitous and abominable 
trust that was so boldly denounced by the Senator from Wis- 
consin a few days ago. 

The Senator from Wisconsin, having said that this one-eighth 
tax was obnoxious to the principles of Democracy, abhorrent to 
every principle of justice, oppressive to all the people of the 
United States, unfair, wicked, and unnecessary, has since that 
statement told us his reason for the withdrawal of his motion 
to recede from the differential rate, a motion which I admit 
was not in order had it been objected to, but a motion which 
very speedily could be made in order by putting it in the form 
of instructions to the conferees. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin, in defense of this withdrawal, tell us that he has had 
further light upon the subject, and that this much denounced 
trust is net so black as he had painted it? No. Does he tell 
us that on sober reflection he has changed his mind, and be- 
lieves that this measure of protection to the refining industry 
of this country should be maintained and is of advantage to the 

ople of the United States? No. Manfully, perhaps—and yet 

doubt somewhat whether that is a proper term to use as 
characterizing the action—at least frankly and candidly, he 
comes to the fronttaking this position: ‘‘ No; I still believe this 
isan obnoxious and iniquitous trust; I still believe that this 
differential one-eighth is for its benefit and for its benefit alone; 
that it is abhorrent, obnoxious, and oppressive; I still believe 
that it should be stricken from the bill; I still think that the 
great mass of the American people believe that it should not be 
permitted to remain in this bill asa stigma and a reproach ta 
the Congress of the United States, but the party lash has been 
applied to my back; I am told by the Democratic caucus that [ 
must withdraw this amendment; EF have ed to the caucus 
a I withdraw the amendment which [ really so greatly 
avor.” 

Mr. President, now that we have presented to us that which 
beyond question isa parliamentary method of getting rid of this 
obnoxious clause, now that we have the parliamentary opportu- 
nity to do right, I shall expeet the Senator from Wisconsin, and 
others across the aisle who agree with him, to come to our sup- 

rt and strike from the bill this ‘‘obnoxious and abhorrent” 

eature, even if by such action they destroy the bill, which they 
themselves say, and ail unite in saying, no man either in the 
Senate or the House of Representatives is in favor of, and all 
should therefore oppose. 

Mr. President, the House of Representatives, I have said, 
never fails to instruct its conferees, and yet it has never failed 
to recognize also that it is not within the power of the House 

lamentarily to recede from a part of an amendment which 

t has placed upon a bill. That, it seems to me, very fully and 
effectually dispeses of the point of order suggested to the Sen- 
ator from Delaware{[Mr. Gray] by the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
MiLLs]. There is between these two propositions a distinction 
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that is both apparent and real. We sometimes have refused to 
instruct in the Senate under circumstances which I have nar- 
rated. In what bad plight we should be if different courses of 
conduct were pursued in the two Houses. 

What immensely superior advantage the House of Represent- 
atives will have over us in legislation if it can send its con- 
ferees into the conference room instructed upon every item ofa 
bill, making constant changes in the instructions with every 
conference, insisting to-morrow upon what it did not insist upon 
to-day. In that sort of conference trade I greatly fear the 
Senate of the United States will in every instance be 
in the conflicts which shall come between the two H 
their disagreeing votes. 

Mr. President, very early in its history, I say, the House of 
Representatives insisted upon instructions to its conferees. In 
the House Journal of the Thirty-eighth Congress, volume | 
I shall not take time now to refer tothe particular instance, but 
simply refer to the precedent—it was decided by the House that 
‘it is competent for the House to instruct aconference com- 
mittee the same as other committees.” 

In the Forty-ninth Congress on three different occasions the 
House of Representatives insisted on instructions to conferees. 
I quote: 

Instructiohs on the part of both Houses 
disagreement on particular items 

In the Forty-ninth Congress, volume 1, pages 2319, 2320, and 
2354, it was held: 

Instructions when not observed by the conferees i 
to consider after the report is made. 

[ also refer to the Forty-ninth Congress, pages 2458, 2459 of 
the House Journal, which [ have here. 

It is well to note, in connection with these citations, the fact 
that in the Thirty-eighth Congress, being the authority first 
referred to, the question arose on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on a House bill to increase the internal revenue, 
and Flon. Elihu B. Washburn, being himself one of the con- 
ferees on the part of the Heuse, having introduced the resolu- 
tion insisting on a disagreement of the House to the Senate 
amendment, embodied in his resolution the proposition to in- 
struct the House conferees upon the matter in dispute between 
the two Houses. The chairman of the managers on the part of 
the Senate was Hon. JOHN SHERMAN. 

Thesecond authority referred to shows the action of the House 
of Representatives at the first session of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, in a disagreement that arose on the river and harbor ap- 
propriation bill. Hon. Eben F. Stone raised the point of order 
that it was not competent for the House to instruct a conference 
committee, thereby curtailing its powers and authority. The 
Speaker ‘‘overruled the point of order, and stated that in ac- 
cordance with the practice of the House for many years past 
under decisions of the Chair and the House, a motion to instruct 
the managers on the part of the House at a conference with re- 
spect to any proposition in dispute between the two Houses was 
in order.” 

In considering the same river and harbor bill on asecond con- 
ference, the House instructed its conferees with reference to 
the appropriation made by the Senate for the Sturgeon Bay and 
Lake Michigan Ship Canal, and also, on motion of Mr. Hiscock, 
instructed its conferees to insist wpon striking cut a part of the 
amendment of the Senate, providing for the improvement of 
the Mississippi River. TheSpeaker held “ that instructions to 
the conferees would bein order at any time before theannounce- 
ment of their appointment, when the subject was no longer be- 
fore the House.” 

Afterwards, in the consideration of the conference repart 
upon the same bill, the Speaker of the House, deciding a ques- 
tion of order, used this language: 

It is competent, under the recent practice of the House, to instruct confer 
ence committees. Still, the House fn that case, as in the other, may ulti 
mately recede from its disagreement to the very amendment in regard to 
which it had instructed fits conferees to insist upon a disagreement 

There are numerous other cases in the House of Representa- 
tives which might be cited, but no one will dispute the proposi- 
tion that in that body there have been noexceptions to the rule 
that the House might instruct its conferees, and that that course 
has not been becanse of rule, but by reason of the unwritten law. 

What has been the practice in the Senateof the United States? 
It was suggested by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
FAULKNER] that in no instance had the Senate of the United 
States ever instructed its conferees. That isa grave mistake. 
It has frequently held and acted to the contrary. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I am fully aware of the fact that sometimes such instruc- 
tions have been refused, but the political reasons for such re- 
fusal I have given. It may be that perhaps those same reasons 
lie at the foundation of all decisions which have been made 
either way, but I refer here to one or two cases sustaining our 
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contention. Knowing that the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT] has looked this matter up more fully, and will refer to 
other cases, I will not take up much of the time of the Senate 
in their consideration. 

In the Journal of the Senate of September 21, 1888, I find that 
the sundry civil appropriation bill came from the conferees, and 
there was a disagreement between the two Houses which was 
reported by Messrs. ALLISON, HALE, and COCKRELL on the 
part of the Senate, and Messrs. Burns and Ryan on the part of 
the House, whereupon the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
submitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Senate still further insist upon its one hundred and 
tenth amendment to the bill upon which the committee was unable toagree, 
and ask a further conference with the House of Representatives on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon; and that tae conferees on the 
part of the Senate be instructed that if the conferees of the two Houses can 
not agree they should propose that the text of the House bill disagreed to by 
the Senate be stricken out of the bill. 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be ope by the 
President pro tempore; and the President pro lempore appointed Mr. ALLI- 
son, Mr. HAL®B, and Mr. COCKRELL. 


Mr. President, there is a case squarely in point and on all 
fours with this, and it is a case which disposes very satisfacto- 
rily of the proposition of objection made yesterday by the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] that there were yet no con- 
ferees, and therefore they could not be instructed. It seems to 
me that that objection was a little diaphanous. 

What is the difference whether conferees are appointed or 
are not appointed? Can you not raise a committee, and in ad- 
vance of the members being appointed by the presiding officer 
of the body, is it not possible to instruct them as to their duties? 
That objection is hardly worth a moment's breath to combat. 
The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] suggests to me that 
he doubts very much whether instructions are ever given in any 
other way except in advance of the appointment of the confer- 
ecs. 

Did I see fit to take up the time of the Senate, I could per- 
haps with profit call attention to the numerous instances where 
the Senate has insisted upon its right to instruct its conferees. 
In a noted debate had upon this subject in 1874, on the request 
of Senator Edmunds, who held, when President pro tempore of 
the Senate, as Senator SHERMAN and Senator Ingalls had also 
held, that it was competent to instruct conferees, sent to the 
Clerk’s desk and had read a compilation of precedents in the 
Senate, made by the Official Reporter of the Senate, Mr. Mur- 
phy, who was recognized by everyone at that time as being one 
of the best parliamentarians in the ert. This compilation 
is of such value in this connection that I beg leave to insert it 
in my remarks. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


An examination, extending back but a few years, shows two instances in 
direct opposition to the rul of the Senate on the 3d of March last. 

At the first session of the Thirty-eighth Congress, the committee of con- 
ference upon a bill “to increase the internal revenue, and for other pur- 
poses,”’ having reported on the Ist of March, 1864, to the House of Represent- 
atives their inability to agree, a resolution was offered by Mr. Washburne 
of Illinois, as follows: 

* Resolved, That the House insist upon its disagreement to the Senate 
amendments to House bill No. 122, and that the House uest of the Senate 
another committee of conference on the said bill; and it is hereby declared 
to be the Judgment of this House that in an adjustment of the erences 
between the two Houses on the said bill, there should be an additional duty 
of not less than 20 nor more than 40 cents per gallon imposed on spirits on 
hand tor sale. (Congressional Globe, page 892, part 1, first session Thirty- 
eighth Congress.) 

A question of order being raised, the decision of the Speaker (Mr. Colfax) 
was as follows: 

~The SREAKER, The Chair holds that the House of Representatives has 
the power to instruct any committee which it authorizes to be a inted. 
It is a judicious check upon the power of the Speaker in appoin com- 
mittees. They have aright to instruct a committee of conference as they 
have a right to instruct a standing or a select committee. The gentleman 
from Tiiinois moves this himself asa resolution. It seems, however, sus- 
ceptible of division, first upon asking another committee of conference, and, 
secondly, upon the instructions. As to the right to move instructions the 
Chair has no doubt.” (Congressional Globe, part 1, first session Thirty- 


eighth Veperess. page 892.) 
he decision of the Speaker was uiesced in by the House, no appeal 
being taken, and the resolution of Mr. Washburne was agreed to. 

On the following day, the action of the House of Dopeenenteiives having 
been communicated to the Senate, the Senator from Ohic, Mr. SHERMAN, 
offered the following resolution: 

*' Resolved, That the conference requested by the House of Representatives 
be agreed to; and that the conferees heretofore appointed by the Senate be 
instructed to agree to proper amendments to the Senate amendments dis- 
agreed to by the House, providing for a tax of not exceeding 20 cents a gal- 
jon on spirits on hand for sale.” (/bid., 900.) 

The late Senator from Maine, Mr. Fessen: ene suggested a doubt as 
_ resolution being in order; to which the ator from Ohio replied as 

ollows: 

“I have not examined for precedents, but I think therecan be no doubt of 
the power of the Senate to instruct its conferees on point. It isaques- 
tion of discretion. Ordinarily it would not be done; but there have m 
two conferences on this disagreement, which has all grown up out of one 
difference. The House of Representatives have now e their yo - 
jon on that difference, and I think the Senate ought also to doso.” (Jbdid., 


page 900.) 
r. Fessenden then raised the question of order directly for the decision 
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of the Chair, and the Vice-President, who is now Senator from Maine, Mr 
Hamlin, gave his decision in the following words: i 

“The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair can have no doubt that the resolution 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio is in order. Conference are of two 
characters—free and simple. A free conference is that which leaves the 
committee of conference entirely free to pass upon any subject where the 
two branches have disagreed in their vote, not, however, including any ac. 
tion upon any subject where there has been a@ concurrent vote of both 
branches. A simple conference—perhaps it should more properly bs termed 
a strict or aspecific conference, though the parliamentary term is ‘simple’ 
is that which confines the committee of conference to the specific instru: 
tions of the body appointing it. The Chair therefore rules that the reso]y- 
tion is in order.” 

In the discussion which ensued the Senator from Ohio said: 

‘The Senate might very re object toany action by the Senate con- 
ferees which was not strictly within the parllamentary rule, but the Senate 
itself may, by its instructions, =e the power of the committee. There 
is no doubt about that. There is no limit to the power of the Senate over 
its committees. It may authorize its conferees to agree to amendments to 
its amendments, which might not be in order if those amendments to the 
amendments came directly from the conferees without the action of the 
Senate. That is the view all the conferees took, although they differed on 
the question of parliamentary law.’’ (/bdid., page 900.) 

in the course of the debate, Mr. Hendricks of Indiana said: 

“T agree with the decision of the President of the Senate that it is compe 
tent toinstruct a committee of conference on the part of the Senate.” (/)id., 
page 902.) 

Again he said: 

“In respect to the questions of disagreement, the Senate may instruct its 
von of the committee, but outside of the questions of disagreement the 
Senate can not instruct that committee, for the reason that that is not one 
of the modes of legislation known to parliamentary usages. * * * The 
Senate may instruct the committee upon all the questions that were referred 
to that committee, but not upon other questions. (/bid., pages 902 and 903 

From this view of parliamentary law no Senator dissented, although the 
soe on the subject-matter extends over many pages of the Congressiona! 
3210 . 

The result of the debate, which was quite protracted, was the rejection of 
the resolution of the Senator from Ohio, although no one doubted the right 
of the Senate to instruct the conferees, and the adoption of the following 
resolution offered by Mr. Conness, of California: 

“Resolved, That the Senate disagree to the resolution of the House of Rep 
resentatives of the Ist instant, proposing instructions to the conferees, and 
ask another free conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (H. R. 122) to increase the internal revenue, and for other purposes 
as. pees 907.) 

The House of Representatives having agreed to a further free conference, 
the conferees ou again meeting were unable to agree, and the bill was dis- 
posed of by the Senate receding from its amendments. 

The proceedings in this case, asin that which follows, are recorded in the 
Journal, but the Congressional Globe is quoted from, because it contains 
the details of the points raised, with the decisions made and the debate 
thereon, instead of the Journal, which merely records the votes. 

At the first session of the Thirty-ninth Congress an amendment was added 
by the Senate to the sundry civil expenses appropriation bill increasing the 
pay of Senators and Representatives and taking effect retroactively from 
the beginning of that Congress. This amendment was disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives, but they amended other Senate amendments by 
the addition of a provision granting bounties to the soldiers of the war of 
the rebellion. Two committees of conference were unable to agree upon the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and when the second disagreement was 
recorded the Globe shows these proceedings occurred: 

“Several SENATORS. What shall be done’”’ 

“Mr. SHERMAN. There is but one _ of difficulty. The Senate conferees 
peeusers to recede from the amendment in regard to the — of members 

ut found that that was not atall inthe way; that could be laid out of view; 
the only difficulty is in regard to the question of bounties. The House in 
sist upon some legislation being had in regard to the bounties, and their 
conferees submitted a proposition which we did not feel at liberty to accept 

“T will say that the proposition submitted is much more moderate ani 
much more reasonable than yA I have yet seen; but we considered that 
the action of the Senate did not leave us at liberty to accept it.” (Congres 
sional Globe, Thirty-ninth Congress, first session, part 5, page 4246.) 

And subsequently the Senator from Ohio quegeses: 

“The Senate may instruct the conferees.” (/bid., page 4247.) 

Whereupon Mr. mbull, then a Senator from Illinois, moved— 

“That the committee of conference be instructed to agree to that pro}: 
sition of the House.’' (Jdid., page 4247.) 

Meaning the proposition which had been stated in detail by Mr. SHenmAn 
as having been made by the House conferees. 

A modification of the terms of the proposition having been suggested by 
Mr. Doolittle, Mr. Trumbull said: 

“The proper motion, 1 suppose, would be to recommit the report to the 
eemaittcc with instructions to agree to that proposition.”’ (/¢i/., page 

No point of order was raised, no doubt was suggested by any Senator as 
to the power of the body to instruct the conferees; and the motion having 
been stated, amendments to the instructions were moved, and finally, the 
question recurring on the motion of Mr. Trumbull, it was agreed to by 
vote of yeas 28, nays5. (Jbid., page 4228.) And on the very same page 0! 
the Globe it appears that the conferees immediately made a report con 
— = the instructions of the Senate, and it was agreed to and the bil! 

spo of. 


Mr. President, I have here several other instances where, i! 
the Senate, conferees have been instructed. I shall not take the 
time in this intense heat and in view of the impatience which 
we ali have to proceed to final conclusion with this bill, or rather 
with the proposition to accede to the conference asked for by tle 
House of en, by referring further to them. [can 
not for the life of me see, as I said a moment ago, why there 
should be any distinction made between this committee, called 
the managers of a conference on the part of the Senate, and any 
other of our committees. . 

To take that position is most dangerous. I: opens up an ev'! 
of very t magnitude, and while I know that precedents ob 
tain for little in this body when they pertain to matters of par 
liamentary law or the construction of our rules, I think we 
should hesitate a long while before we establish such a pre- 
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cedent in this instance, not only because of the bad results which 
will flow from the adoption of any such rule or order of pro- 
cedure, but hesitate because that departure will have been 
made under threat—I desire particularly to call the attention 
of Senators on the other side of the aisle to the proposition I 
am making—under a threat, coming to us from a monstrous 


trust, that if this differential one-eighth on sugar is not kept | 
in the bill there shall be no legislation upon the subject of the | 


tariff. Can we, dare we,succumb to such demand to execute 
their will as is made here by the sugar trust? 

Thatis the plain proposition which meets us here, and it might 
just as well be understood first as last. Should there be an ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair in its ruling against the in- 
struction—and I hope there will not be, for I believe our fair, 
impartial President pro tempore will see his way clear to the con- 


clusion that I have reached after considerable thought over this | 
subject—a vote to sustain the Chair will be as directly a vote in | 


favor of retaining this differential one-eighth as though that 
alone were the question involved in this debate. Beware, Sen- 
ators, how you place yourselves in that position. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not think I ought to apol- 
ogize for taking a few moments of the time of the Senate in re- 
ferring the Presiding Officer, who must decide upon this point 
of order, to the precedents of the House of Representatives and 
of the Senate upon this question. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] yesterday referred to 
a single case, which would seem, taken by itself, to go to the 
point that the Senate could not instruct its conferees. That 
case was upon the so-called salary-grab or back-pay bill. It will 
be observed that the Presiding Officer of the Senate, at that 
time Senator Edmunds, entertained the motion. The Senators 
who wanted to get the back pay immediately took an appeal, 
and overruled the decision of the Chair by a vote of 47 to 11. 

On one occasion since that time the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 


SHERMAN], being President pro tempore of the Senate, held, upon | 


the strength of the action of the Senate in 1873, that a motion to 
instruct conferees was not in order. 

I think I may venture to state, without fear of contradiction, 
that, with the exception of the two cases tou which I have now 


referred, every precedent in both Houses of Congress from the | 


foundation of the Government to the present moment is the other 
way, and as [ shall show, the Senate hasdirectly since that time 
entertained the motion and the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY] had voted to instruct conferees. 

As a question of parliamentary law, the House of Represent- 
atives and the Senate stand alike with reference to the right 
of the instruction of conferees. 
House, as I understand, which governs thismatter. The House 
acts in this respect with reference to general parliamentary law. 
Ithas never by any presiding officer, so far as I am able to dis- 
cover, been held that a motion to instruct conferees was not in 
order. On the other hand, it has repeatedly and without excep- 
tion entertained that motion whenever it has been made. 

There is no reference to this matter in the rules of the Sen- 
ate; butin the Manual and Digest, containing the rules and prac- 
tice of the House of Representatives of the United States, it is 
distinctly stated that— 

Conferees may be instructed by the House, but this course is not usual 
until they have made their first report, such instructions being only in or- 
der when the subject of the conference is before the House. 

Then follow the matters which were recited by the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 

To examine the 1873 decision, which was relied upon by the 
Senator from Delaware. The matter of back pay came up in the 
next Congress. On January 6, 1874, it being under discussion, 
the question of order which was decided in the Senate by over- 
ruling the decision of the Chair was again referred to. At that 
time our chief Official Reporter, Mr. Murphy, whom we all recog- 
nize as one of the best parliamentarians that the country has 
ever afforded, had collated some cases in relation to this mat- 
ter, which were then read to the Senate by the Senator from 
es justifying his ruling on that occasion. Mr. Edmunds 
said: 


{can not help believing, Mr. President—I am bound to believe in a techni- 
cal sense, as the Senate was so careful to try the question of order, and was 
so anxious evidently to have that question of order determined in such a 
way, if it could be, that we could meet this salary question as to ourselves 
by itself, and was unabie to do so—I am bound to presume that if we could 
have met it in that way, we should have rejected the increase of our own 
Salary and that of the Cabinet. 


That, of course, was sarcasm. He continued: 


I think, Mr, President, that we acted under a grave misapprehension; and 
I have had avery competent person, whose knowledge of the history of 
parliament law and the course of parliamentary precedents is almost 
perfect, look k only for a few years to see what our practice had beenon 
that subject. You remember, Mr. President, that the Senate determined, 
upon an appeal by the then Senator from Illinois [Mr. Trumbull], who has 
now withdrawn to the quiet of private life and who is no more vexed with 
questions of this kind, that it was not in our power to instruct our own 
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committee to insist that our salaries should not be increased—that we felt 
j; ourselves compelled to follow, and, in spite of our wishes and our will that 
|; Our salaries should not be increased in that way then and there, we found 
| ourselves compelled by what we then thought to be parliamentary law to 
vote that they should be increased. That, it turns out from an investiga- 
tion, Was an error; and [ask that the Clerk may read the Congressional 
history which I send to the desk on that potut 
The Chief Clerk then read the compilation of precedents, 
which had been made by Mr. Murphy, our reporter. I shall 
| not take the time of the Senate to read them, though they are 
not very numerous: but I shall ask that the paper be inserted 
| in my remarks. 
The paper referred to is as follows: 
| An examination, extending back but a few years, shows two instances in 


direct opposition to the ruling of the Senate on the 3d of March last. 

At the first session of the Thirty-eighth Congress, the committee of con- 

ference upona bill ‘‘to increase the internal revenue, and for other pur 
|} poses," having reported on the Ist of March, 1864, to the House of Represent 
atives their inability to agree, a resolution was offered by Mr. Washburne 
| of Lilinois, as follows: 
| Resolved, That the House insist upon its disagreement to the Senate 
} amendments to House bill No. 122, and that the House request of the Senate 
| another committee of conference on the said bill; and it is hereby declared 
to be the judgment of this House that in an adjustment of the differences 
| between the two Houses on the said bill, there should be an additional duty 
| of not less than 20 nor more than 40 cents per gallon imposed on spirits on 
| hand for sale.’’ (Congressional Globe, page 802, part 1, first session Thirty 
eighth Congress.) 

A question of order being raised, the decision of the Sp: 
| was as follows: 

“The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that the House of Representatives has 
the power to instruct any committee which it authorizes to be appointed 
It is a judicious check upon the power of the Speaker in appointing commit 
tees. They have a right to instruct a committee of conference as they have 
a right to instruct a standing or a select committee. The gentleman from 
Illinois moves this himself as a resolution. It seems, however, susceptible 
of division, first upon asking another committee of conference, and, sec 
ondly, upon the instructions. Astotheright to move instructions the Chair 
has no doubt.’’ (Congressional Globe, part 1, first session Thirty-eighth Con 
gress, page 892.) 

The decision of the Speaker was acquiesced in by the House, no appeal 
being taken, and the resolution of Mr. Washburne was agreed to 

On the following day, the action of the House of Representatives having 
been communicated to the Senate, the Senator from Ohio, Mr. SHERMAN 
offered the following resolution: 
| ‘Resolved, That the conference requested by the House of Representatives 
| be agreed to; and that the conferees heretofore appointed by the Senate be 

instructed to agree to proper amendments to the Senate amendments dis 
| agreed to by the House, providing for a tax of not exceeding % cents a gal 
ion on spirits on hand for sale.’’ (/did., page 900.) 

The late Senator from Maine, Mr. Fessenden, at once suggested a doubt as 
to the resolution being inorder; to which the Senator from Ohio reptied as 
follows: 

“T have not examined for precedents, but I think there can be 
the power of the Senate to instruct its conferees on any point. It isa ques- 
| tion of discretion. Ordinarily it would not be done; but there have been 
| twoconferences on this disagreement, which has all grown up out of one 
} difference. The House of Representatives have now expressed their opin 


aker (Mr. Colfax) 


no doubt of 


| ion on that difference, and I think the Senate ought alsotodoso.” (/bid 
page 900.) 
Mr. Fessenden then raised the question of order directly for the decision 
of the Chair, and the Vice-President, who 1s now Senator from Maine, Mr 
| Hamlin, gave his decisioa in the following words: 
“The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair can have no doubt that the resolution 
| proposed by the Senator from Ohio is in order. Conferences are of two 
characters—free, and simple. A free conference is that which leaves the 
committee of conference entirely {ree to pass upon any subject where the 


two branches have disagreed in their vote, not, however, including any 
action upon any subject where there has been a concurrent vote of both 
branches. A simple conference—perhaps itshould more properly be termed 
a strictor aspecificconference, though the parliamentary term is ‘simple 
is that which confines the committee of conference to the specific instruc 
tions of the body appointing it. The Chair therefore rules that the resolu 
tion is in order.” 

In the discussion which ensued the Senator from Ohio said 

“The Senate might very properly object to any action by the Senate con 
ferees which was not strictly within the parliamentary rule, but the Senate 





itself may, by its instructions, enlarge the power of the committee. There 
isnodoubtabout that. There is no limit to the power of the Senate over 
its committees. It may authorize its conferees to agree to amendments to 
its amendments, which might not be in order if those amendments tothe 
amendments came directly from the conferees without the action of the 


Senate. That is the view all the conferees took, although they differed on 
the question of parliamentary law.’’ (Jbid., page 900.) 

In the course of the debate, Mr. Hendricks, of Indiana, said: 

‘TI agree with the decision of the President of the Senate that jt iscompe 
tent toinstruct a committee of conference on the partof the Senate Lhid., 
page 902.) 

Again he said: 

**In respect to the questions of disagreement, the Senate may instruct it 
part of the committee, but outside of the questions of disagreement the Sen 
ate can not instruct that committee, for the reason that that is not one of 
the modes of legislation known to parliamentary usages. * * * The 


Senate may instruct the committee upon all the questions that were re 
ferred to that committee, but not upon other questions.” (/bid., pages 902 
and 903.) 

From this view of parliamentary law no Senator dissented, although the 
debate on the subject-matter extends over many pages of the Congressional 
Globe. 

The result of the debate, which was quite protracted, was the rejection of 
the resolution of the Senator from Ohio, although no one doubted the right 
of the Senate to instruct the conferees, and the adoption of the following 
resolution offered by Mr. Conness, of California: 

“Resolved, That the Senate disagree to the resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Ist instant, proposing instructions to the conferees, and ask 
another free conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
bill (H. R. 122) to increase the internal revenue, and for other purposes.” 
(Jbid., page 907.) 

The House of Representatives having agreed to afurther free conference, 
the conferees on again meeting were unable to agree, and the bill was dis- 
posed of by the Senate receding from its amendments. 

The proceedings in this case, as in that which follows, are recorded in the 
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Journal, but the Congressional Globe is quoted from, because it contains 
the details of the points raised, with the decisions made and the debate 
thereon, instead of the Journal, which merely records the votes. 

At the first session of the Thirty-ninth Congress an amendment was added 
by the Senate to the sundry civil expenses ———— bill increasing the 
pay of Senators and Representatives and taking effect retroactively from 
the beginning of that Congress. This amendment was disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives, but they amended other Senate amendments by 
the addition of a provision granting bounties tothe soldiers of the war of 
the rebellion. Two committees of conference were unable to agree upon the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and when the second disagreement was 
recorded the Globe shows these p: 28 occurred: 

“Several SENATORS. What shall be done? 

‘‘Mr. SHERMAN. Thereis but one point of difficulty. The Senate conferees 
proposed to recede from the amendment in regard to the pay of members, 
but found that that was not at all in the way; that could be laid out of view; 
the only difficulty is in regard to the question of bounties. The House in- 
sist upon some legislation being had in regard to the bounties, and their 
conferees submitted a proposition which we did not feelat liberty to accept. 

“| will say that the proposition submitted is much more moderate and 
much more reasonable than any I have yet seen; but we considered that 
the action of the Senate did not leave us at liberty to acceptit.’’ (Congres- 
sional Globe, Thirty-ninth Congress, first session, part 5, page 4246.) 

And subsequently the Senator from Ohio pug ested: 

“The Senate may instruct the conferees.”’ bid., page 4247.) 

Whereupon Mr. ‘Trumbull, then a Senator from Illinois moved 

“That the committee of conference be instructed to agree to that propo- 
sition of the House.”’ (Jdid., page 4247.) ’ 

Meaning the proposition which had been stated in detail by Mr. SHERMAN 
as having been made by the House conferees. 

A modification of the terms of the proposition having been suggested by 
Mr. Doolittle, Mr. Trumbull said: 

“The proper motion, I suppose, would be to recommit the re 
committee with instructions to agree to that proposition.” 
4247.) 

No point of order was raised, no doubt was suggested by any Senator as 
to the power of the body to instruct the conferees; and the motion having 
been stated, amendments to the instructions were moved, and finally, the 
question recurring on the motion of Mr. Trumbull, it was agreed to by a 
vote of yeas 28, nays5. (Zdid., page 4228.) And on the very same page of 
the ( Hobe it appears that the conferees immediately made a report con- 
formably to the instructions of the Senate, and it was agreed to and the bill 


disposed of. 

I refer to the cases which Mr. Murphy cites. In the Thirty- 
eighth Congress, in the House of Representatives, a resolution 
was offered that the House insist upon its disagreement to the 
Senate amendments to House bill 122, and that the House request 
of the Senate another committee of conference, the resolution 
reciting: 

And itis hereby declared to be the judgment of this House that in an ad- 
justment of the differences between the two Houses on the said bill, there 
should be an additional duty of not less than 20 nor mere than 40 cents per 
gallon imposed on spirits on hand for sale.” (Congressional Globe, page 
892, part I, first session Thirty-eighth Congress. ) 

A Sea being raised, the decision of the Speaker (Mr. Colfax) 
were SPBAKER. The Chair holds that the House of Representatives has 
the power to instruct any committee which it authorizes to be appointed,” 
ete. 

Speaker Colfax, being one of the best of parliamentarians, de- 
cided that conference committees could be instructed. No ap- 
peal was taken from the decision. 

On the following day, the action of the House of Representa- 
tives having been communicated to the Senate, the Senator from 
Ohio|Mr. SHERMAN] offered a resolution agreeing to the con- 
ference requested by the House of Representatives and that the 
conferees heretofore appointed by the Senate be instructed to 
agree to a amendments to the Senate amendments disa- 
greed to by the House, providing for a tax of not exceeding 20 
cents a gallon on spirits on hand for sale. 

That resolution was submitted by the Senatorfrom Ohio. The 
then Senator from Maine, Mr. Fessenden, suggested a doubt to 
the Senate as to its being in order to instruct its conferees on 
any point. The Vice-President, Hannibal Hamlin, gave the 
= that it wasin order for the Senate to instruct its con- 

erees. 

In the first session of the Thirty-ninth Congress an amend- 
ment was added by the Senate to the sundry civil expenses ap- 
propriation bill increasing the pay of Senators and Representa- 
tives. Two committees of conference were unable to agree upon 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and when the second 
disagreement was recorded several Senators inquired what 
should be done. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] said that ‘‘ there was 
but one point of difficulty,” and soon. Subsequently the Sena- 
tor from Ohio suggested that “the Senate may instruct the con- 
ferees;’ whereupon Mr. Trumbull, then a Senator from Illinois, 
moved that the conferees be instructed to agree to the proposi- 
tion of the House. The modification was proposed, and then 
Mr. Trumbull said: 

The po motion, I suppose, would be to recommit the report to the 
committee with instructions to agree to that proposition. 

No point of order was raised, and no suggestion was made that 
it was not in order. 

So in 1874, the precedent established in 1873 in the back-pay 
act being again discussed, I think it was substantially agreed on 
the part of the Senate that an error had been made in overrul- 
ing oe decision of the Chair that the conferees could be in- 
structed. 

This whole matter came under discussion again in 1883 on the 
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internal-revenue taxation provision, which was part of the 

iff bill of 1883. It was then contended by the Senator from A». 
kansas, Mr. Garland, that the Senate had decided in 1873. 
its overruling the decision of the Chair, that it could not iy 
struct its conferees. The question was avoided in that ca 

the Senator from Kansas, Mr. Ingalls, offering a substitut 
the motion to instruct the conferees to the effect: 

That it is the opinion of the Senate that the conference on House bil! 
should be full and free, and that if the Senaté conferees become advised 1 
any limitation has been placed by the House upon the action of their ; 
ferees, the Senate conferees shall retire and report to the Senate for its 
sideration. 

So that action on the discussion which was had then as 
whether the Senate could instruct its conferees was avoidei | 
the passage of the resolution submitted by Mr. Ingalls. 
result of it was that the conferees came back with an agr 
ment, and the bill was passed. 

But if any Senator will examine the discussion as to the ): 
tended authority established by the Senate in 1873, I think 
will be convinced that the Senate at that time did not holdt 
tobe an authority. It was followed in 1887 by the Senator fro 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], then being President pro tempore of | 
Senate, and the only time when it has ever been followed in th 
Senate. That was upon the interstate-commerce law. Ther 
had been a conference and a disagreement reported. The Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] moved to recommit the report wi‘ 
instructions te the Senate conferees to insist upon striking . 
certain provisions in the amendment. 

The point of order was raised by the Senator from Illin 
[Mr. CULLOM] on the motion to recommit,and especially t 
question of recommitting with instructions. The Senator from 
Maine contended that a motion to recommit was proper, ani 
also a motion to recommit with instructions. It was argue 
consistently by Mr. Edmundsthat there was nothing in the 17 
decision which reversed the former precedent of the Senate. 

But the Senator from Ohio felt himself to be bound by the de- 
cision of the Senate made in 1873, and therefore decided that i: 
was not in order to move to recommit with instructions to t! 
conferees. The Senator from Ohio, referring to the decisio 
made in 1873, said: 

That question was debated at some length. An appeal was taken fr 
the decision on the question of instructions, and the Senate overruled | 
decision of the Chair which held that the instructions were in order, by 
very large majority, a vote that clearly indicated the purpose of the Sen 
to adopt that amendment. The Chair feels himself bound by thatruling 
less, as the Senator from Massachusetts says,it has been since overru'c 
The Chair can find no case where the subject has been brought before || 
Senate since; but the Chair feels bound to regard that as a precedent 1 
therefore is compelled to hold that the instructions are not in order, | 
motion to commit is clearly in order. 

So we have, as I have said, the overruling of the Chair 
the Senate in 1873, and we have the adherence to that prec 
ent by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in 1887. But 
showing what was the real view of the Senator from Ohio in: 
gard to the matter we find him in 1888, in the case cited by 1! 
Senator from Nebraska, moving to further insist upon an ame: 
ment which the committee of conference had not been able | 
agree upon and to instruct the conferees with reference to t 
amendment. That was with regard to the sundry civil bill. a 
it has been cited by the Senator from Nebraska. On motion 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] the Senate resolved- 

That the Senate still further insist upon its one hundred and tenth am«: 
ment to the bill, upon which the committee was unable to agree, and asi: 
further conference with the House of Representatives on the disagrevi 
votes of the two Houses thereon— 

They had agreed toeyerything except thatamendment. Tha 
was the only matter in difference between the two Houses— 
and that the conferees on the part of the Senate be instructed that if tl” 
conferees of the two Houses can not agree, they should propose tha! | 
text of the House bill disagreed to by the Senate be stricken out of the 

The motion of the Senator from Ohio was entertained 
those instructions were given to the conference committee 
1888. 

But more recently, in 1890, upon the discussion of the questi 
whether the Senate could instruct its conferees the Chair, | 
Senator from Kansas, Mr. Ingalls, being President pro (em) 
ruled that the Senate could instruct its conferees, The vol 
was then taken as to whether the instructions proposed shou! 
be made, and it was decided in the negative by a vote of »° | 
favor of the instructions and 28 against the instructions. _ 

That was upon the legislative appropriation bill upon a dis: 
greement as to the amendment for annual clerks. The Senat 
had put into the bill an amendment providing for clerks «' 
$1,800 per annum, The House disagreed to the amendment 
toio, and a report was made by the committee of conference th'\' 
after full and free conference they had been unable to agre 
upon certain amendments. Senator Dawes thought a furthe: 
conference was hopeless. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wanted to make a motion that the Senate insist upo2 1's 


disagreement, if that is in order, and Ia hend it is. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That the Senate insist upon its amendments! 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Insist upon its amendments with an amendment reduc- 


age amount to $1,500. E 
r. EDMUNDS. You can not do that. You can instruct the conferees. 


Mr. COCKRELL. With instructions, then, to the conferees to agree upon 

vf 

After some discussion the President pro tempore said: 

The Senator from Missouri movesthat the Senate still further insist upon 
its amendments and ask for a further conference, with instructions to its 
conferees to make the amount of compensation $1,500 per annum for the 
annual clerks. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], without raising any 
point of order, thought that we ought not to entertain the mo- 
tion. He said: 

That, it seems to me, is the dignified way as between the two Houses. I 
will not interfere with the motion of the Senator from Missouri if he thinks 
any good can come from it, but I think the dignified and proper way for the 
Senate is to recede, stating, however, that we shall insist upon these amend- 
ments on any proper occasion hereafter. 

And so the discussion went on. Mr. Dawes inquired what 
the motion of the Senator of Missouri was, and the President 
pro tempore said: 

The PRESIDENT pro teanpore. The Chair was about to state it, that the Sen- 
ate still further insist upon its amendments and ask for a further conference 
with the House of Representatives thereon, and instruct the managers on 
the part of the Senate to agree to a compensation of $1,500 for the annual 
clerks. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire how that wonld be ‘a full and free 
conference?"’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is within the power of the Senate to make 
the order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is “full and free’ in every parliamentary sense. 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] asked for a division 
of the question as to the amount of salary. The question was 
first put on the motion to further insist, and it was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now recurs upon agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] that the’man- 
agers of the conference on the part of the Senate be instructed to agree to 
fix the compensation at $1,500 for the payment of the annual clerks. 

On that the yeas and nays were called for. Then the Senator 
from Arkansas | Mr. BERRY] moved to reconsider, and that mo- 
tion got only 5 votes as against 47. Then the President pro 
tempore said again: 

The question recurs upon agreeing to the motion of the Senator from 
Missouri |Mr. COCKRELL] to instruct the managers of the conference on 
the part of the Senate, upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Then the roll was called, and the result was announced—yeas 
23, nays 28. Amongst those who voted to instruct are found 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], who made the mo- 
tion; the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], who 
thought yesterday we had never done it; the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY], and other Senators. I will place the yeas and nays in 
my remarks. 


YEAS—23. 
Bate, Colquitt, Gorman, Pasco, 
Berry, Dawes, Gray, Payne, 
Blair, Faulkner, Ingalls, Plumb, 
Butler, Frye, Jones, Ark. Reagan, 
Cockrell, George, Moody, Sawyer. 
Coke, Gibson, Morgan, 

NAYS—28. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Jones, Ney. Sherman, 
Allen, Dolph, McMillan, Squire, 
Allison, Farwell, Pettigrew, Stewart, 
Barbour, Hale, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Hampton, Power, Teller, 
Carlisle, Hawley, Ransom, Vance, 
Casey, Hiscock, Sanders, Washburn 


Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the Senator 
whether the point of order was made. 
consent we can do anything here. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Lask the Senator from Connecticut also 
to state more distinctly precisely what was the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 

Mr. PLATT. The motion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] was to further insist upon the amendment of the 
Senate and to instruct the conferees to reduce the sum in the 
Senate amendment from $1,800 to $1,500. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 4s to the salaries of clerks’ 

Mr. PLATT. The salaries of annual clerks. 

Mr.CHANDLER. The Senator from West Virginia says the 
point of order was not made. ; 

Mr. PLATT. I have been reading the whole discussion in 
the Senate to show that it was decided to be in order. While 


from Connecticut 


the point of order was not formally made, the question was | 


raised in the Senate as to whether it could be done, and it was 
decided it was within the power of the Senate to make the order 
and that the Senate could instruct its conferees. The sugges- 
tion was made by Senator Dawes that it would not be a full and 
complete conference if the Senate conferees were instructed. 
The whole of the discussion turned upon the question whether 
the Senate could instruct its conference, and it was decided em- 
Phatically by the Senator from Kansas, Mr. Ingalls, then Pres- 
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ident pro tempore, that it was within the power of the Senate to 
instruct its conferees. 

Mr. CHANDLER. At what date did this occur? 

Mr. PLATT. This was July 1, 1890, and it is the last prec- 
edent of the Senate upon this point. 

Now, and as | said before I think I am not mistaken in saying 
it, the only instance in the history of Congress where either 
branch has held that it could not instruct its conferees was in 
1873, when the Senate overruled the decision of the Chair that 
they could be instructed, and in a later session when the Sen- 
ator from Ohio said he felt bound by the precedent in 1883, and 
held that the Senate could not instruct its conferees, and there 
was no appeal taken. 

But in 1888 we find the Senator from Ohio himself making the 
motion to instruct the conferees, and the Senate adopting the 
motion. In 1890, upon acase where a discussion was raised as 
to whether the Senate could instruct its conferees, we find the 
Presiding Officer, the Senator from Kansas, Mr. Ingalls, hold- 
ing it to be within the power of the Senate. From that decision 
no appeal was taken, nobody disagreeing to the decision to the 
extent to take an appeal. 

There was an instance where in 1883 the Senate seemed to be 
disturbed because the other House had instructed its confers 
That was upon the tariff bill of 1883. The question was much 
discussed then, and, as I said, it was avoided by a resolution in- 
troduced by the Senator from Kansas, to the effect that if the 
conferees found that the conferees of the other House had been 
instructed by the House, they should come back to the Senate 
and report, and the Senate would then consider what it would do. 

Whether the conferees of the other House had been instructed 
I do not know, but at any rate the Senate conferees did not come 
back to the Senate with any report of that character. When 
they came back they came with an agreement with the other 
House, and thus the bill became alaw. But in 1890 there oc- 
curred in the other House a very marked case of instructions to 
the conferees, and one which did not seem to disturb the Senate 
at that time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Connecticut will! per- 
mit me, I will state that I was a member of the conference in 
1883, and I remember the circumstances very well. The other 
House had instructed its conferees as to certain points. The 
Senate conferees declined to meet the House conferees at first 
upon the ground that it would not be a full and free conference. 

The members of the conference on the part of the House, how- 
ever, assured the managers on the part of the Senate that they 
did not feel bound by those instructions; that they would meet 
us in a full and free conference as though no instructions had 
been given them on the part ofthe House. By general consent 
that course was followed, both parties admitting that instruc- 
tions had been given, and the force of those instructions, if they 
were insisted upon. 

Mr.PLATT. Ialluded to that case because it is the only one 
I know of where the Senate has made any objection to the in 
struction of conferees by the other House. All through the 
history of Congress the Senate conferees have been meeting 
with the House conferees, who came to the conference under in 
structions by the House. <A very notable instance of that kind 
occurred in 1889 on the bill for the admission of Dakota and 
other Territories, which will be remembered by our friends 
who now represent the new States which were thus admitted. 
There had been a committee of conference,with a disagreement 
reported to the other House. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved that the House further insist upon i 
Thereupon 
pending the motion—though the Senator from Delaware or some 
other Senator says it is not in order to instruct while a motio: 
Mr. Baker, a memb« 
from New York, moved a resolution that the House instruct the 
new conferees to recede from the amendment in certain respects. 


That was afterwards changed by a motion which was submitted 
by a member from New York, Mr. Cox. Mr. SPRINGER having 
made the motion that the House further insist and agree to the 


conference asked, Mr. Cox sent up the following resolution in- 
structing the conferees: 


Resolved, That the House instruct the new conferees to recede from the 
amendments to the Senate bill 185 in the following respects: 

1. That the Territory of New Mexico and the proposed new State thereof! 
may be excluded from the bill. 

2. That the bill may be so amended in conference as to provide for the a 
mission of South Dakota by proclamation of the President, under the Sioux 
Falls constitution, to be resubmitted to the people of South Dakota, with 
provisions for a new election of State officers, and without a new voteon the 
question of division. 

3. Further providing that the proposed States of North Dakota, Montana, 
and Washington shall be admitted on the same basis, and all of them un 
der proclamation by the President. 

Farther, that all such matters as relate to the election of delegates and 
apportionment of the districts in which members to the convention are to 
be elected, the date of holding the convention. and the date of the resubmis- 
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sion of the South Dakota constitution, and the location of the temporary 
seat of government in South Dakota, and such other matters as are not in- 








cluded in the instructions above recited to be referred to the committee of | 


conference for their discretion. 


That passed on a call of the yeas and nays, the most remarka- 
ble case in the whole pertoeniney proceeding of instruction. 
The Senate made no objection toit. The Senate conferees met 
the conferees of the other House, instructed upon the vital 
points of the measure, with a statement thatcertain other points 
were left to their discretion. 
ferees, and the result was that those four Territories were ad- 
mitted by the adoption of the conference report and the passage 
of the bill by that means. 

Mr. President, observe that the first instance in our parlia- 
mentary history where the Senate has held that it could not in- 
struct its conferees was the instance in 1873, where the decision 
of the Chair that it could do so was overruled, and that the 
only other instance was the subsequent decision in 1887, where 
the Senator from Ohio, being President pro tempore, felt that 
he was bound by that decision, and declared that the Senate 
could not instruct its conferees. 

That he believed personally that the Senate could instruct its 
conferees is shown by the fact that in 1888 he himself moved to 
instruct the conferees, and the Senate adopted the motion. But 
when presiding he felt that he was bound by a precedent of the 
Senate which had not then been overruled. It was overruled 
in 1888, on the motion of the Senator from Ohio, and it was over- 
ruled in 1890 by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Ingalls], then 
President pro tempore of the body. 

How can it be said that on the strength of this one precedent 
in the Senate, where Senators were anxious to pass the bill, 
which gave them $2,500 per year additional to the salaries to 
which they were entitled by law, which put $5,000 into their 
pockets, a rarer was established by overruling the decision 
of the Chair that the Senate could instruct its conferees, and 
that that is to make the rule for the Senate? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, if this debate is to be re- 
garded as merely for the enlightenment of the President pro 
tempore of the Senate, in order to guide him in reaching a de- 
cision, of course it is not necessary that there should be a full 
attendance of Senators. Any arguments upon the point of order 
intended for members of the Senate might well enough be de- 
ferred until after the ruling of the Chair, when of course an ap- 
peal could be taken by the side which may be dissatisfied, and 
the question again debated before action by the Senate. 

On the other hand, it seems to me that in the interest of pre- 
venting the consumption of time it would be better if Senators, 
who may be called upon to vote in case of such appeal, should be 
present in the Senate while the primary arguments are made 
which are addressed in the first instance to the judgment of the 
Chair. AsI notice that there is a very limited attendance upon 
the other side of the Chamber, I think before the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY] resumes the discussion and brings the 
weight of his great intellect to bear upon this important ques- 
tion there ought to be a quorum of the Senate present, which I 
suggest is now missing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The absence of a quorum be- 
ing suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

‘The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Dixon, Lindsay, Power, 
Allen, Dubois, Lodge, Pugh, 
Allison, Faulkner, McLaurin, uay, 
Bate, aT McMillan, oach, 
Berry, Gallinger, McPherson, Shoup, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Manderson, Smith, 
Blanchard, Gorman, 8, Teller, 
Brice, Gray, Mitchell, Oregon Turpie, 
Camden, Hale, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Murphy, Vilas, 
Chandler, Harris, Palmer, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Pasco, Washburn, 
Coke, ae Patton, White. 
Cullom, Hill, Peffer 

Daniel, Jones, Ark. Perkins 

Davis, Kyle, Platt 


Mr. TURPIE. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
VOORHEES] is detained at his house by serious illness, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-one Senators have 
answered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. 

The question is upon the point of order raised by the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] upon the motion of the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] to amend. The Senate having 
adopted some six hundred amendments to House bill 4864, the 
bill being returned to the House and the House having noncon- 
curred in those amendments, and having sent to the Senate a 
message insisting upon its nonconcurrence, and asking a con- 
ference with the Senate upon the disagreeing votes, the Senate 


has presumably expressed its judgment and opinion upon the 
merits of these disagreeing votes by the adoption of the amend- 
ments, 


The House presumably has expressed its opinion in 
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nonconcurring with these amendments, and in its insistence 
upon that noncurrence, and asking a conference. 


| <Allconferences between the two Houses of Congress jn re- 
| spect to disagreeing votes are intended to be fulland free, Com. 
| mittees of conferenve are appointed because of the disacree. 


ments between the two Houses, and for the purpose, and the sole 
purpose,‘of compromising and adjusting the differing and con 
flicting opinions of the two Houses composing the legistatiye 
department. The committee is created to give and take, to 
| compromise, and bring the two Houses to an agreement. And 
| when either House shall instruct its conferees in respect to one 
| or more of the disagreeing votes, it impairs the fullness and ah 
solutely destroys the freedom of that conference. 

But the Chair need not decide the broad question of the power 
of the Senate to instruct conferees, for that question is not nec- 

| essarily involved inthe point of order presented by the Senator 
from Delaware. The Senator from Delaware moves that the 

| Senate insist upon its amendments and grant the further cor 

| ference asked by the House of Representatives. The Senator 

from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] moves as an amendment to 

| the motion of the Senator from Delaware that the conferces 

| hereafter to be appointed, if they are ordered, shall be instructed 
toamend one of the Senate amendments. It is clear beyond 
doubt that the only effect, and the object and purpose of the 
motion is not to recede from, but to amend one of the Senate 
amendments, which involvesand presents directly and distinct): 
the question as to whether the Senate can do by indirection 
what no one contends it has the power to do directly —that is, to 
amend and modify one of the amendments of the Senate at this 
stage of the proceeding. 

The bill was open to amendments in the Senate until it was, 
by the Senate, ordered to a third reading; but after ordered ty 
a third reading the Senate has had no power to amend. 

Neither House having the power in its individual capacity to 
change the status of the disagreements except by receding from 
distinctive and complete propositions theretofore insisted upon. 
And while it may be said that the committee of conference alon 
can grant these compromises and modify propositions of either 
House within the limits of the disagreements, the Chair does 
nothesitate to say that the failure —_ the part of either House 
to instruct deprives the Houses of no one of their respectiv: 
powers. The power of each House is as absolute and complete 
over the whole subject-matter in the absence of instructions a: 
it can be with them, because whatever the committee of confer- 
ence may report, whether an agreement in full, a partial agre: 
ment, or a general disagreement, the action of the committe 
must be agreed to by each House before it can become effective. 
Whatever theconference committee may agree to and may re- 
port, every phase and feature of that report is submitted to 
the Senate for its action, and the Senate must agree or disagre: 
to the report; and it can never becomeeffective until the Senat 
has agreed; so that not the smallest particle of the power of th 
Senate over the subject-matter involved in these disagreements 
is impaired or lost by a failure to instruct and whether the Sen- 
ate shall instruct or not instruct. 

But believing, as the present occupant of the chair believes, 
that the Senate can not directly amend any one of the amenc- 
ments that now constitute the disagreements between the two 
Houses by its own positive, individual, and direct action, th 
Chair believes that it can not do indirectly and through the i: 
strumentality of a conference committee or the conferees of the 
Senate what it hasno power to do initsown right and by itsown 
direct action. 

The Chair sustains the point of order made by the Senato 
from Delaware, and holds that the amendment of the Senat 
from Minnesota is not in order. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, I take an appeal from t! 
decision of the Chair, and on the question whether the decisio: 
of the Chair shall stand as the judgment of the Senate I ask fo 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move to ley the appeal on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘he Senator from Minnesots 
appeals from the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shal! 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senat: 
The Senator from West Virginia moves to lay the appeal of the 
Senator from Minnesota on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Upon that I ask for the yeas and 


nays. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Let us have the yeas and nays. ae 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceedeu 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BRICE (when his name was called). 1 have a general 

ir with the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT. 
Gy errenpemeis I transfer my pair to the senior Senator from 
indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. If that transfer is satisfactory to the 
other side I will vote. I vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD (when Mr. CAFFERY’S name was called). 
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My colleague | Mr. CAFFERY] is at home sick and unable to at- 
tend this day’s session of the Senate. He is paired with the 
Senator from Montana[Mr. POWER]. Were my colleague pres- 
ent he would vote ‘‘ yea.” : 

Mr. WALSH (when Mr. GoRDON'S name was calied). My 
colleague [Mr. GORDON] is paired with the junior Senator from 
Iowa |Mr. WiLson]. If my colleague were present he would 
vote * yea.” 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore (when the name of Mr. Harris 
was called). The present occupant of the chair is paired with 
the Senator from Ohio {Mr. SHERMAN], and would vote ‘‘ yea ” 
if not paired. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). 1am paired 
with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. [ transfer 
my pair to the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. JARvis], and 
vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). While I have the 
floor I desire to announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. CAmM- 
ERON] with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. If 
both Senators were present my colleague would vote “ nay.” 

I announce also my pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN]. If the Senator from Alabama were present I should 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). [am paired on this 
question with the junior Senator from South Carolina[Mr. IRBy]. 
If he were here I should vote ‘‘ yea,” and he would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I vote ‘‘ yea.” [ 
wish to announce the absence of my colleague [Mr. VOORHEES], 
and to state that if he were present he would vote “‘ yea.”’ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
South Dakota[Mr. PerrigRew]. If he were present I should 
vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 32; as follows: 

YEAS—322. 


Bate, Daniel, Lindsay, Pugh, 
Berry, Faulkner, McLaurin, Ransom, 
Blackburn, George, Martin, Roach, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Mills, Turple, 
Brice, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Call, Gray, Murphy, Vilas, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Palmer, Walsh, 
Coke, Jones, Ark. Pasco, White. 
NAYS—32. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hill, Peffer, 
Allen, Dubois, Jones, Ney. Perkins, 
Allison, Frye, Kyle, Platt, 
Carey, Gallinger, Lodge, Proctor, 
Chandler, Hale, McMillan, Shoup, 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Manderson, Squire, 
Davis, Hawley, Mitchell, Oregon Teller, 
Dixon, Higgins, Patton, Washburn. 
NOT VOTING—21. 
Butler, Hoar, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Caffery, Irby, Power, Wilson, 
Camden, Jarvis, Quay, Wolcott. 
Cameron, McPherson, Sherman, 
Gordon, Morgan, Smith, 
Harris, Morrill, Stewart, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. According to parliamentary 
usage, the nays have it, and by a tie vote the motion to lay the 
a on the table fails. 

fr. HALE. On the question, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the Senate? I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HALE. Now let the Chair state the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota 
Mr. WASHBURN] having appealed- from the decision of the 

hair, the question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 
the judgment of the Senate? Senators believing that the de- 
cision should stand as the judgment of the Senate will vote 
“yea.” Those of a contrary opinion, ‘‘ nay.” The Secretary 
will call the roll. 

Ti.e Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BRICE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT], 
which by arrangement has been transferred to the senior Sena- 
tor from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. I vote “‘ yea.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore(when the name of Mr. HARRIS 
was called). The present occupant of the chair is paired with 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and would vote ‘“ yea” 
if the Senator from Ohio were present. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 
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Tam paired on this 


question with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 


IRBY]. 
Mr. TURPIE 


when his name was called). 


I vote ‘‘ yea.” | 


wish to state that if my colleague [Mr. VOORHEES] were present 


he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 


The roll eall was concluded. 

[I again announce my pair with the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

I announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. 


Mr. CAMDEN. 
Mr. RANSOM. 


senior 


JARVIS] with the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. Hoar] 


Mr. BLANCHARD. 
league 
POWER 


The result was an > imeced 
Bate Daniel, 
Berry Faulkner, 


Blackburn, 
Biancharda, 


George, 
Gibson, 


YEAS—32, 


Lindsay, 
McLaurin, 
Martin, 

Mills, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Murphy, 
Palmer, 
Pasco, 


NAYS—32. 


Hill, 
Jones 
Kyle, 
Lodge, 


Nev 


McMillan, 
Manderson, 


Mitchell, Oregon 
Patton, 


NOT VOTING—21 


Brice, Gorman, 
Call, Gray, 
Cockrell, Hunton, 
Coke, Jones, Ark. 
Aldrich, Dolph, 
Allen, Dubois, 
Allison, Frye, 
Carey, Gallinger, 
Chandler, Hale, 
Cullom, Hansbrough. 
Davis, Hawley, 
Dixon, Higgins, 
Butler, Hoar, 
Caffery, Irby, 
Camden, Jarvis, 
Cameron McPherson, 
Gordon, Morgan, 
Harris, Morrill, 


The PRESIDENT pro tem 
usage, it being a tie vote, t 


pore. 


Pettigrew, 
Power. 
Quay, 
Sherman, 
Smith 
Stewart, 


I again announce the pair of my col- 
[Mr. CAFFERY] with the Senator from Montana [Mr. 


yeas 32, nays 32; as follows: 


Pugh, 
Ransom, 
Roach, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 
Vilas, 
Walsh, 
White. 


Peffer, 
Perkins, 
Platt, 
Proctor, 
Shoup, 
Squire, 
Teller, 


Washburn 


Voorhees, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott 


According to parliamentary 
1e nays have it. 


The affirmative 


having failed to carry, the Senate rules that the amendment of 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] is in order. 


Mr. ALDRICH. 
ment. 
Mr. MILLS. Question! 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The question is 


I ask for the yeas and nays upon the amend 


upon the 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota| Mr. WAsuH- 
BURN] to the motion submitted by the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. GRAY], on which the Senator from Rhode Island demands 


the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays wereordered; and the Secretary proceeded 


to call the roll. 


Mr. BRICE (when his name was called). 
pair with the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcor! 
which, by arrangement, has been transferred to thesenior Sen 


ator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. 


Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from South Dakota | Mr. PETTIGREW]. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore (when the name of Mr. HARRIS 


was called}. 


the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERM 


if not paired. 


Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). 
with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 
** nay.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). 


were present I should vote 


Ll have a general 


[ vote ‘‘ nay.” 


Iam paired with 


The present occupant of the chair is paired with 
AN], and would vote “ nay ” 


[ am paired 
If he 


I transfer my pair 


with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] to the junior 
Senator from North Carolina {[Mr. JARVIS]. 
Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 
Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). 
wish to announce that my colleague[Mr. VOORHEES] would vote 
the same way if he were present. 


The roll call was concluded. 
paired 
South Carolina [Mr. Irby]. 


Mr. SMITH. I am 


If he 


with the junior Senator 
here I 


were 


i vote ‘ 


I vote ‘‘ nay.” 
I am paired 


with 


‘ | 


nay.” |] 
m 


from 


should vote 


The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 32; as follows: 


** nay. 

Aldrich, Dolph, 
Allen, Dubois 
Alltson, Frye. 
Carey, Gallinger, 
Chandler, Hale, 
Cullom, Hansbrough, 
Davis, Hawley, 
Dixon, Higgins, 


YEAS—32. 


Hill, 
Jones, Nev 
Kyle, 
Lodge 
McMillan. 
Manderson 
Mitche 
Patton 


ell, Oregon 


Peffer 
Perkins, 
Platt, 
Proctor, 
Shoup, 
Squire, 
Tellier, 
Washburn. 
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NAYS—322. 

Bate Daniel, Lindsay, Pugh, 
Berry, Faulkner, McLaurin, Ransom, 
Blackburn, George, Martin, Roach, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Millis, Turpie, 
Brice, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Call, Gray, Murphy, Vilas, 
Cockrell Hunton, Palmer, Walsh, 
Coke Jones, Ark Pasco, White 

NOT VOTING—21. 
Butler, Hoar, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Caffery, Irby, Power, Wilson, 
Camden, Jarvis, Quay, Wolcott. 
Cameron, McPherson, Sherman, 
Gordon, Morgan, Smith, 
Harris, Morrill, Stewart, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment fails and is 
not agreed to. 

The question is on the motion of the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. GRAY] that the Senate insist upon its amendments and 
agree to the further conference asked by the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro lempore was au- 
thorized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and 
Mr. VOORHEES, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Mr. VEST, 
Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. ALDRICH were ap- 
pointed. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, the Senate having recorded its 
determination to recommit this bill to the committee on confer- 
ence, | desireto submit somesuggestions upon some of the items 
of the metal schedule, which I wish to impress rather upon the 
managers on the part of the Senate and their colleagues in the 
other branch of Congress than upon the Senate itself. 

"irst, as to pig iron: 

The pending bill provides a duty of $4 a ton on pig iron. 
During the lastseventy-eight years the duty on pig iron imported 
into this country has been as follows: 1816, 50 cents per cwt.; 
1824, 50 cents per cwt.; 1828, 62} cents per cwt.; 1832, 50 cents 
per ewt.; 1833 to 1842, gradual abatement from 50cents per cwt. 
to 20 per cent ad valorem; 1842, $9 per ton: 1846, 30 per cent ad 
valorem; 1857, 24 per cent ad valorem; 1861, 36 per ton; 1864, $9 
per ton; 1870, 87 per ton; 1872, $6.30 per ton; 1875, 37 per ton; 
1833, 86.72 per ton; 1890, $6.72 per ton. 

This summary is given to show that for more than three- 
quarters of a century it has been, with scarcely an exception, 
the uniform rule in framing tariff legislation to impose a duty 
on pig iron that would stimulate its manufacture, which lies at 
the base of all our iron and steel industries. From 1816 to 1833 
the duty was higher than it has ever since been, namely, first 
$10 per ton and afterwards $12.50 per ton; twice since 1833 has 
the duty been $9 per ton; and it has at no time since 1861 been 
less than $6 og ton. Even the distinguished Senator from 
Texas, when he prepared his celebrated tariff bill of 1888, which 
passed a Democratic House, fixed the duty on pig iron at $6 per 
ton. wie epee appears to have taught all our lawmakers 
down to the present time that a lower duty than $6 per ton can 
not bring prosperity to our pig-iron industry. It is now pro- 

ed to make the duty $4 per ton, which would be $2 per ton 
ess than the rate fixed in the Mills bill. 

Attention may be called to the extremely low prices at which 
pig iron is now sold in this country, and particularly in the 
Southern States, but the fact is overlooked or ignored that these 
are panic prices, which have already bankrupted many pig-iron 
manufacturers, and which have been made possible by other 
panic prices for iron ore, fuel, limestone, and labor. If it is de- 
sirable that these conditions should continue, than a duty of $4 
per ton will accomplish this result; but if we accept uncontra- 
dicted evidence that the present prices of American pig iron 
are lower than they ought to be, and lower than they can long 
remain without bankrupting nearl 
in the country, making a reasonable rise in price absolutely nec- 


essary at an early day, the conclusion is irresistible that our | 


manufacturers need the duty of $6 per ton which was provided 
in the Mills bill. 

If they are not afforded this protection against cheap English 
pig iron, the necessary rise in American prices refe to above 
would at once be taken advantage of by our lish compet- 
itors, and by Scotch pig-iron makers as well, who would cut 
under our own prices and destroy utterly the hope of better 
times for our now ues depressed pig-iron industry. 

The fact is frankly admitted that pig iron can be produced in 
some of the Southern States at less cost than in any of the East- 
ern or Western States, but two additional facts in this connec- 
tion should not be lost sight of. First, that the market for 
Southern iron is chi on the Atlantic seaboard, where at 
a great disadvantage in t rates it meets foreign pig iron; 


every pig-iron manufacturer | 
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and second, that pig iron for the manufacture of stee] 
made in the South, only foundry axa forge pig iron. 

Withregard tofreight chargesit,can be shown thatitcost 
$3 to $5 to carry a tonof Southern pig ironto Northern ma;} 
on or near the Atlantic coast, while tnglish and Scotch pig j 
can be delivered at New York, Boston, and other Atlant 
at freight rates which seldom exceed 4 shillings per ton 
often much below that rate, falling as low as 2 shilli: 
even as low as 1 shilling, the rate depending upon the 
ing necessities of vessels destined for Atlantic ports. 
sirable is pig iron as ballast that it has been brought 
ports without any freight charges whatever. 

It will be seen, therefore, that to sell their pig iron j 
ern markets, Southern manufacturers are at a disadv: 
about $3 per ton in freight as compared with competing 
and Scotch manufacturers. In any change which may 
in the existing duty on pig iron this $3 should be taken 
count, as well as the fact that present prices of pig iro 
country, and of the raw materials which enter into its m 
ture, are so low that they ought not to continue in justic 
interests involved, including the workingmen who are 
wages, and the transportation companies which are not « 
any money for their stockholders. 

The following detailed statement of the prices of Sout 
iron in Eastern markets in October, 1893, and of English 
in the same month is taken from the bulletin of the Am 
Iron and Steel Association: 

For some time the sharp competition of Southern pig iron has fi 
price of Northern brands in Northern markets. This will be made c 


the following quotations of prices of pig iron at Philadelphia on Oct 
1893, which we take from the Press of that citv: 


( 








Pig iron at Philadelphia. 
Standard Pennsylvania (lake ore), No. 1xX_.....--..-........-- $14. ( 
Standard Pennsylvania (lake ore), No. 2x ................-... ; 
Standard Virginia, No. 1x ....0......-.---cescoe cence 4 
I cm emua 


Virginia and Southern, No. 1x soft 
Virginia and Southern, No. 2x soft ..................<.......- 
Standard Pennsylvania and Virginia forge .................- 


It will be observed that the pig iron of Pennsylvania, Virginia, ar 
farther South is now sold in Philadelphia at substantially the same 
and the same is true of other Northern markets. Prices at New \ 
October 18 of both Northern and Southern pig iron are given byt 
Age as follows: *‘We quote Northern brands #14 and #15 for No. |: 
$14.25 for No. 2; and #12.25 and $12.50 for gray forge, at tide water. So 
iron, same delivery, $13.25 and $14.25 for No. 1; $12.25 and $13.25 for 
gray forge is $11.25 and $12.” 

In the following table we give the prices of Southern pig iron « 
Philadelphia, New York, and Boston about the middle of October, « 
thorities being the Press of Philadelphia, the Iron Age of New Y 
the Commercial Bulletin of Boston. 





| Philadelphia, | New York, Bos 
| October 23. | October 18. Oct 


$14. 00-$14. 25 | 


Brands. 


Southern No. 1.................- | $13. 25-814. 25 | 


Southern No. 2..........-....... 13.25- 13.50 | 12.25- 13.25] #13.00 
CS SS oo ieee 11. 50- 12. 25 | 
Southern No. 1, soft ............ | 13.50- 14.00 | 12 25- 12,50 ]_...... 
Southern No. 2, soft .........-.. } 13.00- 13.25 11. 75- 12.25 ae 
Southern gray forge 4 12.25- 12.75 | 11.25- 12.00 |. 
{ | 
We will frankly say that there is some difficulty in comparing 
and Scotch brands of pigiron with American brands, but we can! 


astray if we assume that Cleveland pig iron, made in the North of Eng 
would be the first foreign pig iron to lace Southern pig iron in Nort 
markets of this country if the present duty of of 83.72 per ton were grea 
reduced. The various brands of Cleveland pig iron closely resemble | 
brands of both Northern and Southern pig iron. Competing with ' 
brands, they would fix the price for others in our markets, The fol! 
are the present prices of Cleveland pig iron at the shipping port of Mid 
borough, which we take from the Iron and Steel Trades Journal of L 
for October l4th, 1893: 





Brands. Price { 
_ | 
} 
a. dis ntguintecodamapninted cniineoummanesnenel B58. Od 
EE CUE cites 6d danddtokseusdadbine gucagutbudiaieacneii | 338. 3d 
ee EE SDs ba nccktis incdmetite Uensnsed duns occuddd 32s. 9d 


Comparing these Cleveland sos with the American prices given 
we find a difference of $5 and 86 in favor of Cleveland pig iron. 

In the last ten years the pig-iron industry of the South 
States has had a marvelous growth, which, has been due large 
to the low prices at which Southern pig-iron could be sold 
Northern markets, the South itself consuming but little pic 
iron. It has been said, however, that no matter how low th 
duty on pig iron may be made, Southern pig iron will alway- 
find a market in the Mississippi Valley and in the great W°*' 
ey, even if it should lose the trade ot the Atlantic coast. 

is theory isa mistake. The cheapness of Lake Superior ir02 
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a 
ores is this day creating a revolution in the Western pig-iron 
trade, and pig iron made from these ores is actually driving 





Southern pig-iron out of Western markets. . 

' Itis more and more necessary, therefore, that the foreign pig- 
jron manufacturer should be kept out of our Atlantic coast 
markets by an adequate duty on pig iron. With alow duty on 
pig iron the Southern pig-iron manufacturer would surely lose 
the Atlantic coast markets, and with Western competition he 
will have a hard struggle to retain any part of the Western 
markets. With the Atlantic coast markets surrendered to for- 
eigners, I have no hesitation in saying that our Southern pig- 
iron industry, having only a small home market, would be a!- 
most destroyed. I wili read an editorial article from the New 
York [ron Age for July 12, which may well receive the attention 
of Southern Senators: 

THE NORTHWESTERN PIG-IRON TRADE. 


Southern pig iron is now receiving some crushing blows in the North- 
western markets. : 

The month of June witnessed the most active trade that Chicago pig-iron 
houses have known for avery longtime. Not only were contracts for foun- 
dry iron numerous, but some of them were very large, covering the require- 
ments of heavy consumers far into next year. When the buying movement 
began an attempt was made to control it by limiting the time for deliveries 
to the remainder of this year and by cutting down quantities to be taken by 
individual consumers. But this policy was speedily dropped, and buyers 
were permitted to have their own way. An effort was also made to advance 
prices, in the belief that the buying movement was stroug enough to sus- 
tain it; but this also proved ineffectual, and the best that can be said is that 
prices were forced no lower than the rates which had ruied prior to the re- 
sumption of active buying. This may be claimed as a distinct gain, because 
for many months prices have been steadily receding, with every new con- 
tract showing a lower figure than the one preceding it. Something has 
certainly been accomplished when prices are found to be no longer giving 
Way. 

But in all this activity the seller of Southern fron has had noshare. He 
has heard the conflict, seen the smoke, and perhaps smelled the powder, but 
could not participate in the fray. With the lowest prices ever made by 
Southern furnaces, and the lowest freight rates ever known from the South 
to the Northwest, there has been absolutely no chance for Southern iron to 
figurein these contracts. It is the first time since Southern iron made its 
appearance in the Northwest and since foundry iron to be made by 

cago furnaces that the former has been so completely ignored. Even 
Southern soft irons, which have hitherto been purchased for mixture with 
the strong local irons arenegiected. Instances, in fact, are known in which 
good-sized eontracts have been made for ial softirons to be made by 
hicago furnaces for foundrymen who had for years scouted the idea of at 


tempting to make good castings from all Lake Superiorirons. They have 
now changed their opinions, partly through the influence of + and partly 
through the better education of the whole iron trade with regard to the 
chemistry of iron. Chemistry alone would not have wrought the change, 


nor could price have done it unassisted, but noth operating together have 
been thus potent. 

Peculiar conditions have, of course, favored the Northern furnacemen. 
They are enjo: cheap ore and cheap fuel, or they could not have met the 
competition of the very low prices made by the South within the past six 
months. Southern furnace companies have also been han of late 
py their striking coal miners, causing quite a number of stacks to be blown 
out for scarcity of fue) and carrying with it a rapid reduction in eres 
stocks. An advance in freight rates was also a bone of contention between 
makers and buyers, as each wished the other to assume the risk of changes 
in freight schedules. All this has helped the Northern furnaceman to 
secure contracts nearly as freely as if Southern furnaces had no existence. 
From present 2 rances the area of consumption of the coke foundry 
irons made in the Northwest will grow still larger, until much of the terri- 
tory north of the Ohio River is occupied. 


Statistics of our imports of pig iron in the last few years have 
been laid before the Senate, showing that the foreign value of 
these ——— was so high that even a lower duty than $4 a ton 
would afford a fair degree of protection to our pig-iron manu- 
facturers. These statistics are, however, misleading, as are 
many other statistics which relate to the foreign value of im- 

rted commodities. The present duty of $6.72 per ton on pig 
iron has prohibited the importation of the ordinary qualities of 

iron, and has permitted the i rtation only of special and 

h-priced qualities, such as splegeleisen, ferro-manganese, 
fancy brands of Scotch pig iron, and Swedish pig iron. No ar- 
gument based on the value of these importations can properly 
be made applicable to the ordinary qualities of foreign pig iron, 
sold at low prices, which are not now imported, but which would 
oe be imported in large quantities under a low $ per ton 

uty. 

_ Now, Mr. President, as to bar iron: Bar iron is almost en- 
tirely the product of manual labor of a particularly trying and 
exhausting character, and this labor is very much cheaper in 
oe countries than in our own country. Bar iron is pro- 
duced by puddling, or boiling pig iron, and by heating and roll- 
ing the resulting muck bar. are all exceed- 
ing! laborious. There is no harder work than the puddling of 
Pp n. 

Cntil the present wave of Democratic hard times swept over 
the country the pay of the American puddler was $5.50 per ton 
at Pittsburg and throughout the West, but now it is only $3.60 
at Pi and is even less at mills in the East, while in Eng- 
land the of puddling has averaged below $1.75 per ton for 
many years, and in Belgium the price is still lower. That the 
price of bar iron in this country now closely mates that 
of English bar iron is not denied, but the menally low 
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price at home is the result not only of lower wages than have 
usually prevailed, but also of lower pricesof pig iron and other 
raw materials than have ever before been known. 

There should be a higher duty on bar iron than is provided in 
the pending bill, because the wages which our puddlers and 
other rolling mill hands have been accustomed to receive should 
be restored, and because the present low prices of bar iron in 
this country are based upon anexceptionally low cost of raw ma 
terials which can not be expected tocontinue. Whenthe prices 
of all products in our country again show a y to rise 
above the present panic figures the benefit of this advance 
should be given to our own people and not to foreigners. 

That labor constitutes the principalelementin the cost of pro 
ducing a ton of bar iron was proved a few years ago in a lett 
addressed to Secretary Manning by the American Iron and Stee 
Association. The period to which these figures referis the early 
part of 1882. I prefer the figures I am about to give to those 
which have been more recently collected, because they ara from 
the hand of one of the most eminent, painstaking, and capable 
of American ironmasters, Mr. John Griffen, now deceased, but 
for many years the superintendent of the Phoenix Iron Work 
at Phoenixville, Pa. In April, 1882, Mr. Griffen compiled fo 
the American Iron and Steel Association from the books of the 
Phoenix Iron Company the following statement of the labor cost 
to that company of a ton of best bar iron, which cost was un- 
doubtedly a fair average for the country at large at that tim 

1. PIG IRON, 


Wages earned in mining enough ore for one ton pig iron_-.__.. 

Wages earned in mining enough limestone for one ton pig iron 33 
Wages earned tn mining enough anthracite for one ton pig iron 1.71 
Wages earned in making enough coke for one ton pig tron..._..- aula -28 
Wages earned in transporting above ore......................-.... St 
Wages earned in transporting above limestone..................... 0 

Wages earned in transporting above anthracite... _. ui i) 
Wages earned in transporting above coke ......____. , 
Wages earned by furnace hands in making one ton pig iron 


Total wages earned in making one gross ton pig iron ! 
2 MUCK BAR. 
It requires 1.13 gross tons of pig iron to make | gross ton of muck bar. | 
there are $11.54 la earnings in 1 ton of pig iron, in 1.13 tons of pig tro 


or lL ton of muck bar, there are $13.04. The whole labor earnings in I gro 
ton of muck bar are as follows: 


Wages earned in making 1.13 tons 8 en id B13. OF 
Wages earned in mining coal used in puddling | ton muck bar 1.71 
Wages earned in mining ore used in fettling i ton of muck bar .____.. 00 
Wages earned in transporting the above coal........__. : _ i 
Wages earned in transporting the above ore ___....._. lacie »”) 
Wages earned by mill hands in making 1 ton of muck bar 7.44 
Total wages earned in making i gross ton muck bar ‘ 23. 


3%. FINISHED BAR. 


It requires 1.20 gross toms of muck bar to make 1 gross ton of finish: 
bar, ready for the market. If there are 823.85 labor earnings in | ton of muc! 
bar, in 1.20 tons of muck bar, or 1 ton of finished bar, there are $28.42. Th 
whole labor earnings in I gross ton of finished bar are as follows: 


Wages earned in making 1.20 tons muck bar_................-.. : $28. 62 
Wages earned in mining coal used in heating 1 ton finished bar “a 49 
Wagesearned in mining sand used to! ton of finished bar ____.. 20 
Wages earned in transporting above coal ...........-.--...-..... ‘ a) 
Wages earned by mill hands in making 1 ton finished bar _.... 6. 31 


Total wages earned fn making ! gross ton of finished bar iro 36.2 
4. SUMMARY. 

The ee statements represent thesuccessive steps in the tran 
formation of iron ore, limestone, and fuelintobariron. The following state 
ment summarizes the whole operation, giving the quantities of raw materials 
used in making a ton of bar iron and the total earnings of the labor em 
ployed: 

Wages earned in preparing 3.53 gross tons iron ore.........- cons Oe 
Wages earned in preparing eighty-eight one-hundredths gross ton lime- 

SINE isicuinditniialalli diitauntittinaeindiseinbedinieeiniananuna ; 15 
Wages earned in preparing 4.84 gross tonscoal and coke................ 5. 64 
Wages earned in preparing ten one-hundredths gross ton sand. .__._- 20 
Wages earned in oe i inn chin nincinidhiemet eid 2 

urnace and in mill...........-. cami 


. 18.97 


Wages earned at blast 


Total wages earned In making one gross ton of finished bar Iron. 86. 27 


The total cost of making a ton of bar iron embraces a number 
of other elements, including the cost of materials additional to 
their labor cost, freight charges above wages earned in trans- 
portation, insurance, taxes, commissions, interest, office ex- 
penses, etc. This total cost in the early part of 1552 was not 
given by Mr. Griffen, but it was about $50, which would make 
the labor cost of a ton of bar iron at the period mentioned 72 

r cent of the total cost. Substantially the same proportion of 

bor cost to total cost in the manufacture of bar iron undoubt 
edly exists in our rolling mills to-day. The workingman, there- 
fore, has the largest stake in the duty on bar iron. 

Next, Mr. President, I call attention to 

THE DUTY ON STRUCTURAL STEEL 

The Senate tariff bill fixes the duty on beams, girders, joists, 

and other forms which are usually designated as structural steel 


at six-tenths of lcent per pound. Any lower rate than this 
would permit the importation of large quantities of Belgian 








1932 


beams and other structural steel, Belgian products of this char- 
acter being produced at such low cost for the labor employed 
that they have for many years successfully competed with like 
products of English rolling mills in English markets. On De- 
cember 12, 1893, the export price of Belgian joists or beams was 
110 francs, or $21.23 per ton. 

On March 15 of the present year the price of structural steel 
of American manufacture delivered at New York was reported 
by the Iron Age as follows: Beams up to 15-inch, 1.35 cents to 
1.5 cents per pound for round lots; angles, 1.25 cents to 1.35 
cents; universal mill plates, 1.2 cents to 1.35 cents; tees, 1.5 
cents to 1.7 cents; channels, 1.4 cents to 1.6 cents per-pound. 
The prices of American beams above quoted are panic prices, 
while the Belgium price that hes been quoted is the result of 
normal conditions in that country. 

To show how very lo:v is the cost of labor in Belgium, I quote 
some authentic statistics which are well worth the considera- 
tion of those Senators who advocate a lower duty on structural 
steel than is provided in the pending tariff measure. 

{n 1888 the Belgian Labor Commission published a report on 
the condition of the working people of Belgium, from which the 
following statement of the wages earned in some branches of 
industry was compiled a year or two ago by the London Charity 
Organization Review: ‘* At the Charleroi Iron Works the daily 
wages were for rollers, 2s. 1¢d., and for blast-furnace workers, 
ls. 94d., while a puddier in the same district couldearn £54 16s. 
in the year. Coal miners in the ey of John Cockerill & 
Co., at Seraing, earn underground 2s, Td. a day, and above 
ground, 2s. O¢d.; ironworkers, 2s., 5¢d.; steelworkers, 2s. 8id., 
and boilermakers, 2s. 64d. The oe and carpenters 
get 1s. 0#td. a day, and the founders, 2s. 6id. At the Liége 
foundries the average wage of the stoker is 2s. 4¢d., and of the 
laborer, 2s. 24d. Masons and joiners at Kirton earn only Is. 
itd. to 2s, 44d. a day; carpenters, joiners, and woodhewers at 
Turnhont about 2id., 3d., and 3id. an hour respectively.” 

In August, 1888, Mr. Frederick J.Slade, of Trenton N.J., who 
was then the treasurer of the New Jersey Steel and [ron Com- 
pany, but is now deceased, published an explanation of the con- 
ditions affecting the production of beams and other structural 
shapes, from which the following extracts, appropriate to this 
discussion, are taken: 


There is pe no branch of iron manufacture that requires such heavy 
and expensive inery for the output of so little product asthat in ques- 
tion. The aver output of each of the mills engaged in this manufacture 
in the year 1887, in which year the yo was larger than in any previous 
year, was less than 9,000 tons. This quantity is much less than the product 
of a steel-rail mill in a single month. 

In the manufacture of rolled beams, however, the orders are for quanti- 
ties seldom as much as 50 tons, to be made ata given time, usually for lots 
of a single cuzioad or less. While the eae of beams in large fireproof 
buil seems considerable, the factis that, being erected only in large 
cities, the total quantity of beams required for them is afterallsmall. More- 
over, the orders are not — in such a Way as to enable the beams to be 
rolled in quantity, as in the manufacture of rails, but are given out a story 
at atime, each containing a at vuriety of sizes and lengths, requiring 
constant changes of rolls, and constantly interrupting the manufacture. 

The variety of regular patterns is so great that a period of one or two 
months usually elapses from the time any one is rolled till it can be —_ 
made, and ——— it is necessary, in order to ship beams as uired, 
to carry a large stock of all sizes, and to cut from this beams of such sizes 
as can not be rolled promptly. The waste in this operation is very large, 
and as it applies to a very large proportion of the total business, becomes an 
important factor in the cost. 

As already stated, the machinery required for the production of these large 
sections is so expensive that the capital invested in proportion tothe yearly 
product is very great. Hence itis impossible that any profit can be realized 
unless the beams be sold ata price considerably above that charged for such 
staple articles as rails or merchant bars. 


Mr. President, I now come to 
TKS OUTY ON STEEL RAILS. 

In the Senate tariff bili railway bars of iron or steel are made 
dutiable at seven-twentistis of 1 cent per pound, or $7.84 per 
ton, which is = $1.12 per ton more than the rate that is pro- 
vided in the McKinley tariff for pig iron, the raw material from 
which rails are made. As very few iron rails are now manu- 
factured in any country, I need only to consider the probable 
effect of the proposed duty of $7.84 on our steel-rail industry and 
on the industries dependent upon it. 

Our steel-rail industry, which is the most conspicuous example 
of the wisdom of our protective policy, had only a tentative and 
Peenane existence until after the adoption in the tariff act 
of 1870 of a duty of $28 per ton on steel rails, which duty took 
effect on January 1, 1871. From 1871 to 1883 the duty on steel 
rails was practically unchanged, and during this period of thir- 
teen years the production of American steel rails increased from 
$4,152 gross tons in 1871 to 1,284,067 tons in 1882, and the price 
decreased from an ave of $102.50 per ton in 1871 to an average 
of $37.75 in 1883. Since 1883 the price has fluctuated between an 
average of $37.08, which was the price in 1887, and $24, which is 
the present price. 

The tariff of 1883 provided the following rates of duty on iron 
and steel rails: Iron or steel tee rails, weighing not over 25 
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pounds to the yard, nine-tenths of 1 cent per pound, or $20,1; 
per ton; iron or steel flat rails, punched, eight-tenths of | cans 
per pound, or $17.92 per ton; iron railway bars, weighing mor 
than 25 pounds to the yard, seven-tenths of 1 cent per pound. oy 
$15.68 per ton; steel railway bars and railway bars made in part 
of steel, weighing more than 25 pounds to the yard, $17 per toy 

The tariff of 1890 provided the following uniform rate on bot}, 
iron and steel rails of all shapes and sizes: Railway bars, mada 
of iron or steel, and railway bars made in part of steel, T pails 
and punched iron or steel flat rails, six-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 
or $13.44 per ton. It will be seen that the tariff of 1890, whic, 
is our present tariff, greatly reduced the duties on both iron ang 
steel rails, but particularly on steel rails, the duties on the latte, 
being reduced from the varying rates of $20.16, $17.92, and 817 
per ton to a uniform rate of $13.44 per ton. The present steel. 
rail duty is less than half the duty which was imposed by th, 
tariff act of 1870. ; 

It is now proposed to make the duty on steel rails $7.84 pe, 
ton, or less than $8, against $28 eleven years ago. Steel rails 
are now selling in England at £3 15s., or about $18.25 per ton, 
But steel rails have been sold in England, delivered free oy 
board vessels for transportation to other countries, at £3 7s. (i 
or $16.42 per ton. Against this price as well as the present 

rice the proposed duty of $7.84 per ton would afford wholly 
nadequate protection. The American Iron and Steel Asso. 
ciation has so forcibly objected to this radical reduction that | 
think it well to present its views at length in the followin 
extracts from its Bulletin: 


The proposition to reduce the duty on steel rails can be justified only upu 
the theory that the present duty is aiburden upon the railroads of t) 
country, or upon the other theory that the duty must be lowered t@en 
age the importation of rails and thus afford needed revenue to the ‘Trea 
ury. 

The first of these theories is effectually answered by the fact thai the man 
agers anda stockholders of our railroads are not petitioning Congress [or ) 
lief from the duty on steel rails, nor has any such petition been presented: 
Congress, if we are correctly advised, since 1880. If the consumers of st; 
rails are satisfied with the present duty, or, in other words, with the p: 
which they are now paying and have lately paid for steel rails, then there 
no burden resting upon them in the form of a duty which Congress is ca)|: 
upon to remove or reduce. It is pertinent to add in this connection thatt: 
duty of 828 per ton on steel rails, incorporated in the tariff act of 1870, wa: 
imposed by Congress at the vn ge of the railroad managers ofthe countr 

he other theory upon which the demand for a reduction of the duty 
steel rails may be made to rest, namely, that the Government needs the: 
enue from imported steel rails, is best answered from a purely re\ 
standpoint by the reflection that if the policy of restricting the hon 
duction of manufactured products and encouraging the importation « 
- products were made applicable to all the leading manufacturing ind 
tries of the country our people would soon become so impoverished thr 
lack of employment that they would cease to make liberal purchases a} 
and the Treasury, instead of being the gainer, would be the loser, as in: 0: 
periods in our history when we have had a tariff for revenue only. 

We have an object-lesson to-day of the effect of lack of employmen' 
employment at low wages, upon our importations of foreign goods. 1 
are falling off, and so are the receipts ofthe Treasury. To assure su‘ 
revenue to the Government the country should be kept prosperous, an 
can not be done by crippling or destroying our steel-rail industry a: 
industries that it helps to maintain—the production of iron ore, coa! 
limestone, and pig iron especially, not forgetting the vast amount ot t 
which it furnishes to the railroads in the transportation of these so 
raw materials; or by crippling or destroying any other leading ind 
the country. 

Instead of accepting either of the two indefensible theories abov: 
tioned, or, worse still, assuming a position of reckless hostility to our st 
rail industry, Congress should recognize the great service this industry 
rendered to the country during the brief period of its existence, for it is 
than thirty years old. Started and sustained thus far by some of th 
estand most enterprising men the country has ever known, it has s' 
increased the supply of steel rails to our railroads and just as steadily 
ened their price. 

Our steel-rail manufacturers have therefore been public benefactor- 
our steel-rail industry has been a public blessing. It has greatly < 
ened the cost of transportation, and therefore cheapened the cost of br 
and meat and other necessaries of life to every American household; i: 
greatly increased the foreign demand for our agricultural and other | 
ucts by cheapening their cost at the seaboard; it has brought all sect 
the country closer together by the cheapening of railroad constructio! 
has thus stimulated the investment of capital in the development of 
resources in every section of the country, and made it possible for t 
thousands of r men to obtain homes in the Great West. 

Our steel-rail industry has — hundreds of millions of dollars at 
for circulation among our people, which would otherwise have been dra 
to Europe to pay for foreign rails. It has been the chief factor duri 
last fifteen years in building up our pig-iron industry and in developins 
iron-ore industry, so that each of these industries is to-day the first | 
world, as is our steel-rail industry itself. 

But it is said that some steel-rail manufacturers in our country have 
a great deal of money, and that therefore the steel-rail duty should 
duced so that they shall not make any more. This is an illogical rea- 
tariff legislation concerning steel rails. Importersof foreign goods 0! ! 
descriptions have amassed riches; therefore further imports should 
hibi by act of Congress. The Vanderbilts and others have laid 
something for a rainy day out of their railroad investments: there! 
Government should confiscate the railroads. The banks and insuran« 

es make money; therefore the banks and insurance companies - 
sup) , 

Have our steel-rail manufacturers as a rule become wealthy men thr ‘ 
the manufacture of steel rails? Whatarethe facts? Both of the two ¢* 

rimental Bessemer steel works which were established in this country °° 
864 and 1865, one at Wyandotte, Mich., and the other at Troy, N. \ 
money for their projectors. The Wyandotte works were abandoned. °' 
Troy Steel and Iron Company, which succeeded to the ownership of p**!>* 
nent Bessemer steel works at Troy, is now in the hands of receivers. +' 
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works of the Pennsylvania Steel Company, near Harrisburg, which were the 
first built in Pennsylvania to make Bessemer steel rails, are to day in the 
hands of receivers, and so are the works of the Maryland Steel Company at 
Baltimore, which were the last works built in this country to make steel 


ls. 

The Freedom Iron Company erected a Bessemer steel plant near Lewis- 
town, Pa., in 1868, to make steel rails, and in 1869 the company failed and 
the works were afterwards wrecked, TheCambria Iron Company, of Johns- 
town, Pa., failed twice soon after its organization, the original stockholders 
losing nearly all of their large investment. The Vulcan Iron Works built 
eiesge plant at St. Louis to manufacture Bessemer steel rails, investing 
#2,000,000, and failed. The works have been wrecked during the past year. 
The Joliet Iron and Steel Company erected extensive Bessemer steel works 
at Joliet, Ill., to make steel rails, and failed twice. The Union Rolling Mill 
Company built large Bessemer steel works at Chicago to manufacture steel 
rails and failed disastrously. 

We might add to this list by mentioning other companies now making 
steel rails which have either a large floating debt or a large bonded indebt-. 
edness. Thesteel-rail industry in this country has not, therefore, as a rule 
been a mine of wealth for those engaged in it. Furthermore, most of the 
money that is now invested in the steel-rail industry in this country was 
earned in other enterprise’ and not in making steel rails. Reduce the duty 
on steel rails to-day so as to encourage foreign importations and what 
would ene investments of our steel-rail manufacturers who are still solvent 
be wort 


But it is contended that our steel-rail manufacturers can afford to accept | 


a reduction in the present duty on steel rails; inother words, that a reduc- 
tion will not greatly increase the imports of steel rails. We know that it 
will. In the Mills bill of 1888 it was proposed to make the duty on steel rails 
fil per ton. This rate was objected to by our manufacturers, because, if 
adopted, it would surely put the steel-rail trade of the Pacific coast in the 
hands of foreign manufacturers, and it would greatly assist these manufac- 
turers to gain an entrance into our Southwestern markets. 

Our manufacturers could not see any good reason why they should be 
driven out of vhe Pacific coast and Southwestern markets because their for- 
eign competitors could procure cheaper transportation by vessels sailing to 
San Francisco and the Gulf ports for grain orcotton. Thesituation has not 
altered since 1888. Transportation charges even to our Atlantic ports are in 
favor of the foreign steel-rail manufacturer, except at the single port of Bal- 
timore. With the exception of one plant at Baltimore all our steel-rail 
works are located inland, and rail transportation of steel rails for even a 
a eewes miles is more expensive than transportation across the At- 

antic. 

We ask attention to the very low prices at which English steel rails have 
been sold free on board at English ports during the last few years. From 
May to Au it, 1886, English steel rails were regularly quoted from week to 
week at £3 7s. 6d., or $16.42 per ton; and in May, June, July, and August, 
1888, they were quoted at £3 12s. 6d., or #17.63 per ton. In June of the pres- 
ent year they were again quoted at £3 12s. 6d., or $17.63 per ton; and in Sep- 
tember and October the quotation was £3 15s., or 818.24 = ton. These low 
prices abroad may be expected in all periods of trade depression, and it is 
against low foreign prices, and not against high prices, that our steel] rail 
manufacturers need protection. 


which has built it up is to charge our steel-rail manufacturers with having 
organized and maintained a trust. Those who make this charge usually 
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accompany it with the declaration that the trust has artificially advanced 
prices. They are careful, however, not to make specific declarations con 
cerning this alleged artificial advance in prices. General charges suit them 
better. We have looked in vain for any free-trade Congressman or free 
trade newspaper writer to quote our table of the prices of domestic steel 
rails from the year when they were first made in this country down to the 
present time. Here is the table. It gives the average annual prices of Bes 
semer steel rails at mills in Pennsylvania from 1867 to 1804 


Years. Price Years. Price Years Price Years. Price 
| 

sii —- |__| ca a 
1867 | $166.00 || 1874. 1881 1888 $20, 88 
Sa scan 158. 50 || 1875. ... Fee Tas 29, 25 
1869...... | 182.25 || 1876.... 1688. .... 1890 1.75 
Ba nan | 306.75 || 1877.....) i} 1884. .... 1891 ....} 29. 92 
, ees cs. | 102.50 || 1878.... 1 1885. .... 1892 30. 00 
| 1872...... } 112.00 || 1879.....] 1886_.... 1893 28.12 
| 1873......! 120.50 |] 1880..... ee 1804 24. 00 


| rails annually required by the railroad companies. 





| 
| 





We again state explicitly that there never has been in this country a com 
bination, or trust, or pool of steel-rail manufacturers which was organized 
to advance the price of steel rails. There is no such combination, or pool, 
or trust to-day. There has existed since August, 1887, however, an organi 
zation known as the Rail Makers’ Association, the avowed object of which 
is to equitably allot among the steel-rail manufacturers the tonnage of steel 
There is nothing wrong 
It can be successfully defended upon moral as well as upon 
That the above-mentioned purpose of the Rail Makers’ As 


in this object. 
legal grounds. 


sociation has not included an arbitrary advance in steel-rail prices is proved 
by the fact that the prices of steel rails fell very sharply imimediat ufter 
| the organization was formed in August, 1887. in that month the price of 


} #24. 





steel! rails at Pennsylvania mills was $37 per ton; in September it was #36; 
in October, $34 25; in November, $32.50; in December, #32 

In 188 the price gradually fell to 330 in June and to ®8 in December. Dur 
ing the first six months of 1889 the price was $27.50. In July of that year 
there was an advance in the price, consequent upon a general revival of the 
country's prosperity following a period of depression, and this advance con 
tinned until the beginning of 1890, when the price again took a downward 


turn, Which has ever since continued until to-day, as already stated, it ts 
During all the years from 1887 to 1894 the Railmakers’ Assocki n was 

in active existence. With what semblance of truth, therefore, can it b 
thatit has been a trust for the purpose of arbitrarily 
even for the purpose of preventing them from falling 
There are ten Bessemer stee!l-rail companies in this country, 
which are prepared to make steel rails of standard sections in 
large quantities if there were anactive demand forthem. These 
mills are located at the following places: Troy, N. Y.: Bethle- 


said 
bivancing prices, or 


| hem, Scranton, Steelton, Johnstown, and Pi ‘oc, Pa.: Spars 
A favorite line of attack upon our steel-rail industry and upon the duty | - wn, and Pittsburg, Pa.; Spar 


row's Point, Md.; Cleveland, Ohio; Chicago, Ill.; and Pueblo, 
Colo. 
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A reference to the map, herewith submitted, will show that 
the works at Troy, Bethlehem, Scranton, Steelton, and Spar- 
rows Point, all being located near to the Atlantic coast, are par- 
ticularly exposed to foreign competition. 

If itis desired that these five works shall be driven out of the 
business of makfng steel rails except under such panic condi- 
tions as prevail to-day, then the proposed duty of $7.84 per ton 
will most effectually accomplish that purpose. The other five 
works, being located in the interior, would continue the struggle 
for existence if the proposed new duty were incorporated in our 
tariff legislation, buteven they would be handicapped by foreign 
competition, which would certainly capture the trade of the Pa- 
cific coast ports and what is known as the Texas or Southwest- 
ern trade. A few years ago the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe 
Railroad Company purchased 10,000 tons of steel rails abroad. 
All its lines are located west of the Mississippi River. 

The fact is not so generally recognized as it should be, that 
freight rates to all points on the Atlantic coast, the Gulf of 
Mexico, and the Pacific coast favor the foreigner. [t costs from 
$1.50 to $2 per ton to carry steel rails from British ports to 
North Atlantic ports in the United States; from $2 to 83 per ton to 
Gulf ports; and usually $3 per ton to San Francisco. Thefreight 
rates on American steel raila to North Atlantic ports are at 
least as high as those mentioned from British ports; to Gulf 

rts they reazge from $3 to $4 per ton; and to Francisco 

m $9 to $11 per ton. A comparison of these figures will show 
that our steel-rail manufacturers can not reach the leading 
points of rail distribution in their own country as cheaply as 
their British competitors. 

Ocean transportation, therefore, not only yields no measure of 
protection to our steel-rail manufacturers, but reduces such pro- 
tection as they derive from a duty on foreign rails. A tabulated 
statement of the results which may be expected if the proposed 
duty of $7.84 per ton on steel rails is adopted will be sufficient, I 
hope, to cause those who advocate this rate to assent toa higher 
rate. Luse present prices at home and in England, although 
English prices, as has been shown, have often been lower than 
they are to-day, while the present home price is possible only 
through abnormally low prices for raw materials and labor, 
which ought not to continue: 


GULF PORTS. 




































Bagtlish price .........+<.- ..-818,25 | American price ...............- 824. 00 
ita idinshoecéadehet kdnadi ts Ce cokhahuenivjtiie acini testeu 4.00 
Proposed duty .............- ea, -_—_——-. 








ee TORO BOG ci cesne<nscescsae . TO 
MUGS BOER bine iaccucwcsusout 29.09 | 
PACIFIC PORTS. 
Bnglish price ............-...-.-818.% | American price ................ #24. 00 
a i eae ST Se Sead dabedanticwweasenke 9. 00 
as 7. 84 - 





——- Total cost 
RIED wiiddidinns conaduee 29. 09 
Now, Mr. President, I invite attention to 
THE DUTY ON TIN PLATE. 


The Senate and the House tariff bills agree in imposing a duty 
of 1.2 cents per pound on tin plate. The present duty, which 
has given our tin-plate industry a magnificent start, imposes a 
duty of 2.2 cents per pound. The proposed reduction is there- 
fore 1 cent per pound, or over $1 per box of ordinary tin plate. 

This reduction is cruel and altogether unnecessary. Needed 
revenue to the extent of millions of dollars is not only thrown 
away, butan irdustry which promises to be a great boon to our 
people in coming years if left undisturbed is to be seriously crip- 

led if not wholly destroyed, as was the case once before in our 

istory, when the duty on tin plate failed utterly to protect from 
foreign competition our domestic manufacturers of tin plate. 

iam ata loss to understand the motives which have actu- 
ated Senators in assenting to the House rate on tinplate. Our 
tin plate manufacturers have actually cheapened to consumers 
the prices of tin plate since the present duty was imposed, less 
than four years ago. All tin-plate utensils and roofing plate are 
uow cheaper than they were before the passage of the McKin- 
ley tariff. The increased duty has not been added to the price, 
but has reduced the price. 

If our tin-plate industry, with the stimulus of a protective duty, 
has accomplished this result, and bas in addition directly em- 
ployed many thousands of our countrymen and indirectly em- 
ployed many thousand others who are engaged in the produc- 
tion of all the so-called raw materials from which tin plate is 
made, why should not the encouragement it has received be 
longer continued? 

I submit some statistical information, derived from official 
sources, which shows the wonderful progressof our tin-plate in- 
dustry under the present tariff. First, I give a table compiled 
from the reports of Col. Ira Ayer, special agent of the Treasury 
Department, which shows the production of tin plates and terne 
plates during the two and one-half years which elapsed from 
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July 1, 1891, to December 31, 1893, the quantity made from A, 
lates and from imported black plates being 7} 


Production of tin plates and terne plates, by quarters, from 1891 to 189 





Quarter ending— 


| American 
black 
plate. 





December 31, 1891 


act of 1890 was passed. 


als was so treated. 


costly manufacture. 


18 2 
8, 794, 027 
15, 907, 689 


Total for 30 months! 77,997,973 90, 364, 669 
| 


There are now in the United States 56 completed tin-»| 
works and 3 partly completed works. 
is in Massachusetts, 8 are in New York, 3 are in New Jers 
25 are in Pennsylvania, 3 are in Maryland, 8 are in Ohio, | 
in Indiana, 5 are in Lllinois, 1 is in Michigan, and 1 is in } 
Of the amount of capital invested in our tinplate in 
try there are no official statistics at hand, but it is certain); 
less than $10,000,000. I hope thatit may yet be possible to a‘for: 
this really infant industry the continued protection it dese: 

Next, Mr. President, I deal with the item of 
COTTON TIES. 

In the Senate bill it is provided that ‘cotton ties of iro 
steel cut to lengths, punched or not punched, with or wit 
buckles, for baling cotton,” shall be free of all duty. 
ties are a highly finished form of hoop iron or steel upon wh‘:; 
additional labor has been expended to make them fit for y: 
In the tariff bill which is now under consideration hoop i: 
which has not been made into cotton ties is made dutiable at 


As hoopiron is largely used by Northern manufacturers «| 
mechanics, it will be plainly seen that in making 
free of duty a discrimination has been made in favor of South 
cotton planters, while like consideration has been de 
Northern consumers of hoop iron. 
of a sectional spirit, which should have no place in tariff | 
lation, it is an absurdity to make a highly-finished product 
cotton ties free of duty while imposing duties on the raw 1 
rials from which they are made. 

There is absolutely no excuse for putting cotton ties in 
free list, because since their home manufacture was adequa' 

rotected by the tariff act of 1890 the price at which they hs 
en sold to Southern planters has steadily declined. 3B 
the panic of 1893 they were sold at lower prices than before th 
The present duty on cotton ties | 
therefore, been a boon to Southern producers of cotton a1 


THE DUTY ON NICKEL. 

The tariff bill which passed the House of Representatives 
nickel upon the free list, though no other of the ordinar: 
There is no good reason for that cours 

Under the tariff of 1870 the duty on nickel was 30 cents 
pound, the tariff of 1883 reduced this to 15 cents per pour 
the tariff of 1890 reduced it again to 10 cents per pound. 

As the European price of nickel is about 40 cents per po 
the existing duty of 10 cents equals 25 per cent, which is 
than that which is set on many other metals and metal ware: 

No interest in this country appears to call for a reductio! 
the duty on nickel, but the European nickel-makers of 
The chief urgency seems, howe'e! 
to come from Canada, which now supplies the United States, 
the form of matte, with almost all the nickel consumed here. «24 
which aims to seize the business of nickel refining, or, in 01! 
words, the business of making metailic nickel from matte. _ 

By saving most of the freight of $6 to $7 per ton now paid (0° 
carrying matte from Sudbury, Canada, to the nickel works 
this country, Canada hopes, with nickel on the free list, te 
stroy our nickel works, and thus to grasp for herself what °° 
conceives to be an important industry. 

Several Canadian cities now offer bounties in the form of 
able lands free of cost, and exemption from taxes, for the er 
tion of nickel works. 

The argument that raw materials should be free does not 4). 
ply to nickel, for it is the advanced product of a difficult aot 
The raw material, nickel ore, is alre*¢) 
duty free, and nickel matte, a product comparable to pig 1"0" 
is also free by existing law. 


desire it toenter here free. 
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This country now has at least three nickel works producing 
metallic nickel, and is besides well supplied by European nickel 
works, which sell their product here at prices considerably 
below those they obtain at home, plus our duty, to say nothing 
of freight, interest, insurance, and commission. It is therefore 
not a question of sustaining a monopoly in this country. 

The total quantity of nickel—that is to say, nickel in the me- 
tallie form—consumed annually in the United States is under 
normal conditions about 600,000 pounds to 800,000 pounds annu- 
ally, of which nearly two-thirds has been imported. Last year 
the consumption was considerably lighter, and this year it has 
so far been still lighter. : 

The duty upon nickel should remain at the moderate existing 
rate of 10 cents per pound, while nickel ore and nickel matte 
should remain as now, dutyfree. The Senate bili fixes the duty 
on nickel at 6 cents per pound. 


REDUCTIONS IN THE METAL SCHEDULE. 


I append a table showing how great have been the reductions 
which have been made in the metal schedule of the Senate tariff 
bill as compared with the existing McKinley rates, the per- 
centage of the proposed decrease in each instance being also 
given. For the sake of uviformity I give all rates by the ton: 





Mchin- 








Pervent- 
; Jones 
Articles. my ie age of 
| rates. | Fates. poserense. 
te re aR ra, | | | 
INS, i oan. Cskawebnbiedane edié oceneahiiil ae 80. 75 80. 40 47 
rig iron .....--------.-----------------------------| 6.72 <> = 

ene arma Ome CUES Or DONS. once cnde sce ncn 24. 64 17. 92 | 32 
Cg EERE ECT eee 17.92 13. 44 | 25 
Charcoal bars, blooms, OtC.........2..<-<-.....-- 22. 00 12. 00 45 
OS SEIN os nica cccbadosusaoassoessecees i 20.16 13. 44 33 
Forgings of iron or steel ._...................._..! 51.52 33. 60 35 
Cotton ties... ....._- snssoceenguienonensoceneeevenesil 26.88 | Free. | 100 
Railway bars of iron or steel__._................-. 13. 44 7.84 42 
SI wits caresses qpelasendsiendinn tnwatbibtgciniicnertaiciniatl 49. 28 28. 88 45 
Sheet iron or steel, polished, planished, or 5 : 

GIRTIOO «0. 2nne erence nn soe - een en once coescc sees 56. 00 39. 20 30 
Steel ingots, slabs, billets, etc., valued at 1 cent | : 

SOP NDE OF 10GB... ....-.2-.nccccecscacney | OS 6.72 25 
TED pc nvwrccsccescsysccuanencnedl re = 33 
BEE oi cemtictwkneecened cece ews co canccccpcecccecnce 5 38. 25 
Cast-iron vessels, plates, ete -............--.---.- 36.88 17.92 33 
Castings of malleable iron -.............---...-.- 39. 20 20. 16 419 
Chee OE Sk oie in cso n no now. -- cnn eee- 67.30 44.80 33 
Wheels for railway purposes ................-...] 56. 00 28. 00 50 
enon 55-5 das ~a<0- -----| 224.00 | 124.40 10 





It will be seen that the cuts made by the Senate bill in the 
metal schedule are very great. Under the proposed new rates 
there would, under any circumstances, be increased importations 
of every article mentioned in the table, while the menace of still 
larger importations would unquestionably keep the prices of 
these articles in our own country substantially where they now 
are, which would be unjust to both capital and labor. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr.GORMAN. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 
COMPILATION OF MESSAGES, ETC. 


Mr.GORMAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Print- 
ing, t0 whom was referred the concurrent resolution of the 
Houseof Representatives for printing copies of the compilation 
of all the annual, special, and veto messages, proclamations, and 
inaugural addresses of the Presidentsof the United States from 
1789 to 1894, inclusive, to report it without amendment, and I 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

Tae concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: , 

Lesolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed and bound in cloth 6,000 copies of the complete compilation of all 
the annual, special, and veto messages, proclamations, and inaugural ad- 
dresses of the Presidents of the United States from 1789 to 1894, inclusive; 


aoe copies for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House. 


@ work shail t th int C : 
Printing. be prepared under the direction of the Joint Committee on 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE NEAR SIOUX CITY, IOWA. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of House bill 7734, which came from the House of 

presentatives yesterday, as a precisely similar bill has been 
ugreed to by the Committee on Commerce of the Senate. It is 
a bridge bill, which will lead to no debate, and it is purely local 
in its character. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
W hole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7734) to amend an 
act entitled “‘An act authorizing the construction of a high 
wagon bridge across the Missouri River at or near Sioux City, 
lowa,” approved March 2, 1889, as amended by acts of April 30, 
1890, February 7, 1893, and March 24, 1894. 
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Mr. WASHBURN. I desire to say that precisely the same 
bill has been introduced in the Senate and referred to the Com 
mittee on Commerce, and thai committee has made a'favor- 
able report upon it, so that there is no reason why the billshould 
not be passed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FORT JUPITER MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. PASCO. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 653) to open certain parts of the Fort 
Jupiter military reservation, in the State of Florida, to entry 
under the homestead laws. I will state that the bill has been 
heretofore read and partially considered. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of tho 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PASCO. This isa local bill, and there have been some 
differences between myself and my colleague [Mr. CALL] with 
reference to the shape of it. I now propose two amendments, 
which, if adopted, will make the bill acceptable to my colleague, 
and then I shall ask for its passage. I send the amendments to 
the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair 
The first amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida wil! 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 1, line 4, after the word “ pat- 
ented,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ or disposed of ;” so as to read 


That all the lands within the Fort Jupiter military reservation, in the 
State of Florida. not heretofore patented or disposed of by the United 
States under existing laws, excepting lot 1 of section 31, in township 40 
south, of range 43 east, now reserved for light-house purposes, and except 
ing the portions thereof reserved by an order of the President for life-say 
ing purposes, described as lots 4 and 5 of section 5, in township 41 south, of 
range 43 east, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The nextamendment proposed 
by the Senator from Florida will be stated. 

The SEcReTARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the 
word “if” in section 1, line 10, down to and including the word 
“alleged,” in line 15, as follows: 

And also excepting the portions thereofwhich have been claimed by the 
State of Florida as swamp lands, but which have not been patented, pro 
vided that upon examination it shall be proved to the satisfaction of tI 
Land Department that the same are of the character alleged 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amen! 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CALL subsequently said: In reference to the bill which 
was taken up in my absence a few minutes ago, at the request o! 
my colleague {[Mr. Pasco] and passed, to open certain parts of 
the Fort Jupiter military reservation in the State of Florida to 
entry under the homestead laws, I desire it to appear in the 
RECORD that I concur with my colleague in the amendments 
which have been made to the bill and that they are 
satisfactory to me. 


MARYLAND AND WASHIN( RAILWAY 


Mr. MCMILLAN. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the joint resolution 
(S. R. 96) to extend the charter of the Maryland and Washington 
Railway Company, to report it without amendment. I ask for 
its present consideration. The bill is brief, and I think it will 
not consume any time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. TURPIE. I object. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. It is simply to extend the time—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana ob 
jects tothe present consideration of the bill, and it will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the reports of the committees of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 6373) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other pur 
poses; and the bill (H. R. 6893) to regulate water-main assess 
ments in the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 1426) to provide a register for the steamer Goldsworthy 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 6,000 copies of 
the report of the Committee on Foreign Reiations numbered 
227, with additional views of members of the committee amd the 
testimony. 


v 


entire 


*TON COMPANY. 


Is there objection to the pres 





The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2669) making an appropriation and providing for 
the construction of a United States revenue cutter for service 
in the harbor of San Francisco, Cal.; 

A bill (H. R. 2795) to amend section 5 of the act approved 
te 18,1878, entitled ‘‘Anact to organize the Life-Saving Serv- 
co;” 

A bill (H. R.4346) extending the benefits of the marine hos- 
pitals to keepers and crews of life-saving stations; 

A bill (H. R. 4567) establishing a fog signal at Kewaunee, Wis.; 

A bill (H. R. 5312) authorizing the construction of a light-ship 
with fog signal to beestablished to the eastward of Boston Light, 
Massachusetts, and for the establishment of range lights in Bos- 
ton Harbor, Massachusetts; 

A bill (H. R. 6038) to repeal House resolution numbered 104, 
first session Fifty-first Congress, granting to Secretary of War 
a permit to license to use a pier at mouth of Chicago River; 

A bill (H. R. 6309) for the relief of the dependent relatives of 
the seamen of the Netherlands steamer Amsterdam who lost 
their lives in the effort to save the crew of the American 
schooner Maggie E. Wells,and also for the relief of the sole sur- 
vivor of the rescuing party; 

A bill (H. R. 7124) to establish a light-vessel off the South 
Pass of the Mississippi River, in the Gulf of Mexico, and for this 
purpose to discontinue the light-vessel off Trinity Shoal, in the 
Gulf of Mexico; 

A bill (H.R.7187) to make the city of Oakland, county of 
Alameda, State of California, a subport of entry; 

A bill (A. R. 7668) to authorize the St. Louis, Avoyelles and 
Southwestern Railway Company to bridge Bayou Des Glaises 
and Atchafalaya River, in the State of Louisiana; 

A bill (H. R. 7571) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Osage River, in the State of Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. 7572) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River, at De Witt, Carroll County, Mo., and 
to establish it as a post-road; and 

A bill (H.R. 7796) to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to 
remit or mitigate fines, penalties, and forfeitures. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; ana they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 4858) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the pro- 
curement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 7097) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fis- 
eal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 


DEPENDENTS OF SEAMEN OF STEAMER AMSTERDAM. 


The bill (H. R.6309) for the relief of the dependent relatives 
of the seamen of the Netherlands steamer Amsterdam, who lost 
their lives in the effort to save the crew of the American 
schooner Maggie E. Wells, and also for the relief of the sole 
survivor of the rescuing party, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. FRYE. The bill which has just been laid before the Sen- 
ate is the exact counterpart of a bill reported from the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations which passed the Senate some month 
or twoago. LIask unanimous consent that it may be now con- 
sidered. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SEATS FOR FEMALE HELP. 


Mr. GALLINGER. lI ask unanimous conzent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 1841) to provide that all persons em- 
ploying female help in stores, shops, offices, or manufactories 
shall provide seats for the same when not actively employed. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

TRANSFER OF REPRODUCTIONS OF COLUMBUS CARAVELS. 


Mr. PALMER. [ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. i454) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to transfer the reproductione of the caravels of Columbus 
to the Columbian Museum of Chicago. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. o, 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third +}, = 
and passed. 


SUPPRESSION OF INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN NEvapa. 


Mr. STEWART. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S.100) to reimburse certain persons 
who expended moneys and furnished services and supplies ; 
repelling invasions and suppressing Indian hostilities with jp +), 
territorial limits of the present State of Nevada. 

Before the bill is read, I wish to state that a bill for this»... 
pose passed the Senate some three or four times, but faileg ; 
the House of Representatives. The Committee on Claims o/ 
Senate have concluded that they would not recommend 
propriation, as it could not probably be acted upon by the i{ 
at this session, but would refer the subject to the Treasury Jp. 
partment for further examination. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. From whatcommittee doe 
come? 

Mr. STEWART. The bill was reported by the Committ 
Claims. It is the same as a bill which has already often 
the Senate, but now we propose to refer the question to 
Treasury Department for further examination. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee « 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been re) 
by the Committee on Claims with an amendment, to stv 
all after the enacting clause, and insert: 

That the claims of persons whos3 propetty was taken, or who 1 
services, furnished money or supplies to the volunteer forces uni 
command of Col. John C. Hays, codperating with the United States » 
or serving under the command of Maj. William Ormsby during the ip 
rection of the Piute Indians in 1860, within ths territorial limits of the | 
ent State of Nevada, and which claims have been favorably reporte 1 by t) 
board of examiners of the State of Nevada, are hereby referred to ther 
ury Department for examination, adjustment, and report. And thes 
tary of the Treasury shall examine and adjust all such claims upon an 
the reports, depositions, affidavits, and documentary evidence at any 
presented to the State. board of examiners of Nevada, together with 
cisions of said board, and upon such other and additional evidence as 
said Secretary shall procure, or such as may be furnished by the claima 
in said cases, and he shall copes the amount so found to be due ' 
claimant to Congress for action thereon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and | 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, r 
the third time, and passed, 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill referring to th 
Treasury Department the claims of sundry persons for exum 
tion, adjustment, and report to Congress.” 


MARGARET ENGLISH. 


Mr. VILAS. LIask unanimous consent for the present « 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1686) granting a pension to Margar 
English. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee o! th 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to plac 
the pension roll the name of Margaret English, widow of \V- 
liam English, alias William Quinn, late of Company A, Nin 
fifth.New York Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CELESTIA P. HARTT. 


Mr. HUNTON. Iask unanimous consent for the present ¢ 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5351) granting a pension to Cel: 
P. Hartt. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee o/ ti 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay ' 
Celestia P. Hartt, widow of Samuel T. Hartt, late naval con 
structor, a pension equal to that allowed officers in the Navy 
the grade of captain. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 0” 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN C. DULL. 


Mr. GIBSON. I ask unanimous consent to call up for imme 
diate consideration the bill (S. 1535) to correct the naval histor) 
of John C. Dull. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of ' 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Sec 
retary of the Navy to correct the naval history of John C. Du, 
a landsman in the United States ship tna, so astorelieve 110 
from the charge of desertion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, | 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time 
and passed. 

JOSEPHINE FOOTE FAIRFAX. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present co” 
sideration of the bill (S. 1539) granting a pension to Josephine 
Foote Fairfax. 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 


ald MacNeill Fairfax, of the United States Navy, a pension at 
the rate of $100 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

COURTS IN NEBRASKA. 

Mr. PUGH. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House bill 108, in relation to the 
times and places for holding the Federal courts in the State of 
Nebraska. It is a local bill, and is short. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 108) to fix the times 
and places for holding the Federal courts in the State and dis- 
trict of Nebraska. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary 
with an amendment, insection 1, line 10, before the word ‘‘ Mon- 
day,” to strike out ‘ third ” and insert “ first;” and in the same 
ine, before the words “‘ in each year,” tostrike out ‘‘ September ”’ 
and insert ‘‘ October;” so as to read: 

At the city of Lincoln, on the third Monday in January and tbe first Mon- 
day in October in each year. 

Mr.MANDERSON. Idesire to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary whether the date proposed by the amend- 
ment is in accord with the wish of the judge of that district. 
I lodged with the committee a letter from the judge, but I have | 
forgotten whether the first Monday in October is the date sug- 
gested in his letter. 

Mr. PUGH. Iam unable to give that information to the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska. I understood that the amendment had been 
agreed to by the Senators from Nebraska. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have no objection to the amendment 
if that is the date which Judge Dundy prefers. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is my recollection that itis the date which 
Judge Dund Dewrwens to have fixed. I was informed that this 
date was satisfactory both to my colleague in the Senate and my 
colleague in the other House, Mr. BRYAN. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The date is satisfactory to me. AllI 
desire to know is whether itis the date suggested by the judge 
of — district, Judge Dundy. 

ALLEN. I think it is the date suggested by Judge 
oka 

Mr. *MANDERSON. Then I have no possible objection to the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair). 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN FRIEDLIN. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous ~— that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 471) to relieve John 
Friedlin from the charge of desertion. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment in 
line 8, after the word ‘‘ volunteers,” to insert: 

And insert thereon “absent without leave from August 6, 1862, to the end 
of his term of service.” 

So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to remove from the rolls and records in the office of the Adjutant- 
General of the United States Army the charge of desertion now standing on 
said rolls and records against John Friedlin, late a member of Company I’, 
First Regiment New Jersey Cavalry Volunteers, and insert thereon “‘ absent 
without leave from August 6, 1862, to the end of his term of service,” and 
that he be granted an honorable discharge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. In line 5I move to strike out the words, 
‘“‘Adjutant-General of the United States Army,” andinsert ‘ Sec- 
retary of War.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | 


the third time, and passed. 
WASHINGTON HISLOP. 


Mr. TURPIE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R.5020) granting a pension to Wash- 
ington Hislop. 


here being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 
XXVI——497 


It proposes to pay to | 
Josephine Foote Fairfax, widow of the late Rear-Admiral Don- | 
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Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Washington Hislop, late of the 
Marengo Laght Guards, Indiana Le gion, at a rate proportionate 
to the deg ‘eo of disability from such gunshot wound of the fore- 
hexd asm: iy be shown to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the 
Interior to have been incurred in an engagement with ‘the en- 
emy during the Morgan rain. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives 
severally read twice by their 
mittee on Commerce: 
| A bill (H.R. 2669) making an appropriation and providing for 

the construction of a United States revenue cutter for service in 

| the harbor of San Francisco, Cal.; 
A bill (H. R. 2795) to amend section 5 of the ac ‘t approved June 
, 1878, entitled, ‘‘An act to organize the Life Saving Service;” 
AN bill (H. R. 4546) extending the benefits of the marine hos- 
F vitals to the keowers and crews of life-saving stations; 
A bill (H. R. 4067) establishing a fog signal at Kewaunee, Wis.: 
A bill (H R. 5312) authorizing the construction of a light-ship 
with fog signal to be established to the eastward of Boston Light, 

Mass., and | for the establishment of range lights in Boston Har- 

bor, Mass.:; 

A bill (A. 

session Fifty-first Congress, granting to Secretary of War a 
| pei ‘mit to license to use a pier at mouth of Chicago River: 

A bill (H. tt. 7124) to establish a light vessel off the South Pass 


were 
titles, and referred to the Com- 





R. 6038) to repeal House resolution No. 104, first 


of the Mississippi River in the Gulf of Mexico, and for this pur- 
pose to discontinue the light vessel off Trinity Shoal, in the Gulf 
of Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 7187) to make the city of Oakland, county of Ala- 
meda, State of California, a subport of entry; 

A bill (H. R. 7668) to authorize the St. Louis, Avoyelles and 
Southwestern Railroad Company to bridge Bayou Des Glaices 
and Atchafalaya River, in the State of Louisiana; 

A bill (H. R. 7571) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Osage River, in the State of Missouri; 

A bill (H.R. 7572) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at DeWitt, Carroll County, Mo., and 
to establish it as a post road; and 

A bill (H. R. 7796) to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to 
remit or mitigate fines, penalties, and forfeitures. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o'clock and 47 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, July 30, 1894, at 12 
o'clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, July 27, 1894, 
The House met at 120’clock m., — was called to order by the 
Speaker. Prayer by the Rev. W. PARSON, D. D. 


The Journal of the sehipehinns of yesterday was ri 
approved. 


ul and 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that that committee had examined and found truly en- 
rolied a bill (H. R. 7097) making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial e expense s of the Government for 
the fiseal year ending June 30, 1895, and for 
when the Speaker signed the same. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER laid before the Housea letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury relative tothe I: idian appropriation bill, 
and submitting an amendment to section 2 of said bill; which 
was ordered to be printed and referred to the Committee on ie 
dian Affairs. 


y03C8- 


other pur] 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER laid before the Hous the following Senate 
bills, which were severally read a first and second time, ordered 
| to be printed, and referred to the committees named below: 
| <A bill (S. 1191) making an appropriation for the completion of 
the light-house at Cape Arago, in the State of Oregon—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

A bili (S. 1833) granting a pension to Hannah Howard—t 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1656) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. I 

| Eastman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


WALTER 8S. M’LEOD. 
| Mr. HALL of Minnesota. Mr. Sp 
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I ask unanimous con- 
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sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6384) for the 
relief of Walter S. McLeod. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which the 
Clerk will report, after which the Chair will ask if there be ob- 
jection to its consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hersby is, 
authorized and directed to adjust and audit the account of Wxicer S. Mc- 
Leod, late farmer and special disbursing agent of the Medawakanton band 
of Sioux in Minnesota, and remove the suspensions in his avcount, by the 
Second Comptroller of the Treasury, on account of expenditures made by 
him in the sum of $1,556.66, disbursed subsequent to June 30, 1887, when the 
now ry eee by act of Congress May 15, 1886, was no longer legally 

sbursable, 


The Committee on Claims recommended the following amend- 
ments: 

(1) In line 9 strike out the word ‘‘in’’ ana insert in place thereof the 
words ‘‘not to exceed.”’ 

® At the end of line 13 add the following proviso, viz: 

*rovided, Thatif it shall appear to the satisfaction of the Secretary of 
the Interior that the money was expended in purchasing goods for the said 
Indians and that they received the benefits thereof. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, let us have an explanation of 
this bill. 

Mr. HALL of Minnesota. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. KigreR) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 6384) enti- 
tled “A bill for the relief of Walter S. McLeod,’’ having duly considered the 
na, report back said bill to the House with the following amendments, 
to-wit: 

(1) In line 0strike out the word “in” and insert in place thereof the words 
**not to exceed.”’ 

(2) At the end of line 18 add the following peowiae. viz: 

Provided, That if it shall appear to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the 
Interior that the money was expended in — goods for the said In- 
dians and that they received the benefits thereof. 

And thatas thus amended your committee recommend that the bill do 

ass. 

The claimant, Walter S. McLeod, was a farmer and disbursing agent for 
the Medewakanton Sioux of Minnesota, from November 20, 1886, to ober 
31, 1887, and as such disbursed a large amount of money in the purchase of 
lands, goods, ete., for said Indians. 

A portion thereof, Viz, $1,556.66 was by him so disbursed after June 30, 
1887, the expiration of the fiscal year, in the purchase of lumber, etc., con- 
tracted for after that date. These purchases were made under the direction 
of the Acting Secretary of the Interior. 

It was at that time evidently understood by both the Secretary and 
claimant that the ropriations for that purpose belonged to the class of 
‘‘permanent or indetinite appropriations,’’ by section 3690 of the Revised 
Statutes, exempted from those appropriations the unexpended balances of 
which were carried to the surplus a at the close of the fiscal year. 

Upon the final auditing of McLeod's account, however, the Second Comp- 
troller of the Treasury held that the appropriation came under the class of 
*‘annual” appropriations, and the unexpended balance thereof must be car- 
ried to the surplus fund, and could not be used in the purchase of goods, 
etc., for said Indians after the end cf the fiscal year June 30,1887. He there- 
fore disallowed that portion of claimant's account. 

Inasmuch as McLeod actually expended this fund for the benefit of the 
Indians, and under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior in good 
faith, and the Government has had the benefit of the expenditure, your 
committer secs me goes reason why the amount should not be allowed in 
the settlement of accounts, and no reason whatever why he or his bonds- 
men (McLeod being dead) should be compelled to refund said amount. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, before unanimous consent is 
given, I would like to hear the report, or I would like to know 
if the Department of the Interior, or the Department which 
would have jurisdiction of the matter, has recommended the 
passage of this bill? 

Mr. HALL of Minnesota. I have in my hand a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury with reference to the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. You Luoe we fell into a great cavity the 
— day about a bill, without having sufficient information on 
t. 

Mr. HALL of Minnesota. 
gentleman in a cavity. 

Mr. KILGORE, it was simply a mistake. 

Mr. HALL of Minnesota. tT will ask for the reading.of the 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does he recommend the passage of this bill? 

Mr. HALL of Minnesota. The Department recommends and 
approves it. 

Mr. COOMBS. Is there any disbursement required under 
this bill? 

Mr. HALL of Minnesota. No. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Minnesota? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

‘ The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
2. 
The billas amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


I have no disposition to put the 
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reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the th; 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HALL of Minnesota, a motion to reconsi 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

OLIVER O’BRIEN. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consen 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 650) to remove c| 
of desertion standing against Oliver O’Brien. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc.. That the Secretary ofthe Navy of the United S 


and he is hereby, directed to so amend the record of Oliver O’Brien 
move the charge of desertion, 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I would like to kn 
this bill has been considered favorably at the Friday night 
sions? 

Mr. COGSWELL. 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that it has 
vorably considered by the Committee of the Whole. 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COGSWELL. There is an amendment which was: 
mended by the Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee of the W} 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a thi 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the thir 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COGSWELL, a motion to reconsider + 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ALFRED M. BURNHAM. 


Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent {o 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R.5990) for the relief of 
Alfred M. Burnham, of Lynn, Mass. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authori 
and directed to pay to Alfred M. Burnham, of Lynn, Mass., formerly : | 
vate in Compauy B, Seventh Massachusetts Regiment, and in Twenty -ti: 
Unattached Infantry, the sum of 8300, that sum being the commuta 
money paid by said Burnham under the draft act while suffering fr: 
juries incurred since his first enlistment and before the recovery whi 
abled him to enlist again on the 9th of December, 1854 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the go: 
tleman from Massachusetts? 
Mr.LOUD. Iwould like to hear the report read, Mr. Speak: 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report will be rea 
The report (by Mr. STONE of Kentucky) was read as follows 
The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H.R.: 
for the relief of Alfred M. Burnham, submit the following report: 
it appears from the certificate of the adjutant-general of Massachuset 
that said Alfred M. Burnham was mustered into the service of the Unit« 4 
States on the ist day of July, 1862, for six months, and mustered out ont 
8ist of December, 1862, by reason of the expiration of his service; from ! 
davits that he was injured by jumping from a train in motion in Februa: i 
or March, 1863; from the records of the War Department that he was dratftei j 
for three years, May 13, 1864; from affidavits, that he filed affidavits a 
claimed exemption, but that this was refused without examination of his § 
person or of his affidavits, and that, being unable to serve then, he wa 
s 
4 
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or 
are 


It has, and was passed by the Co: 
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RY ange 


obliged to pay the comniutation fee of $300. 
Your committee, in view of the foregoing statement of facts, recom 
the passage of the bill. 


Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Speaker, I will say in addition 
that 
Mr. SAYERS. 
that bill. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF JAMES C. BOOTH. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I ask unaui- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which | 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H.R. 3512) for the relief = ae representatives of Jan 
ooth. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby 
authorized and required to pay to the legal representatives of James ©. B00! 
deceased, late melterand refiner of the Mint of the United States at Phila’ 
phia, out of any moneyin the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
of $1,841.87, in full for the cost value of 1,980.12 ounces of silver bullior 
standard fineness, deposited by him with the Superintendent of the Min' 
Philadelphia to make good adeficiency of that amount of bullion in the 
counts of the Mint for the fiscal year 1885, the same being the num)« 
ounces of standard silver bullion contained in three bars missing from 
Mint, supposed to have been stolen while in the charge of the melter ani! 
finer, but for which safe storage could not be provided for want of vau'! 
pacity in the Mint. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request. 

Mr. SAYERS. I trust the gentleman will cause to be read 
the communication from the Treasury Department. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr.Speaker, I send to the 
desk to have read, at the request of the chairman of the Com 
mittee on Appropriations, arecent report from the Treasury D~ 
partment in regard tothe matter. L[alsoholdin my handalett¢: 
written in 1886, and addressed to the gentleman from Lilinois 











I will have to object to the consideration 
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Mr. SPRINGER], who wasat that time chairman of the Commit- 
oe on Claims. 

The SPEAKER. 
be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DE”ARTMENT, BUREAU OF THE MINT, 
Washington, D. C., June 26, 1894. 


Sm: Acknowledging your reference of House bill No. 3512, with the re- 

rt of the Committee on Claims, and asking to be advised as to facts shown 
e the records of this Department, and as to whether the passage of the bill 
is recommended, I have to respectfully reply as follows: . 

That the claim of Dr. J. C. Booth, melter and refiner of the United States 
Mint at Philade!phia, for $1,841.87 is based upon the payment by him of that 
sum, the same being thecost value of 1,980.12 standard ounces of silver stolen 
in the winter of 1881-1885, while technically in his custody, from the fact of 
his having receipted for the same; his responsibility, however, was only 
technical for the reason that no provision had been made by the Govern- 
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Without objection the communication will | 


mentfor the safe custody of the silver builion delivered to the melter and 
| 


refiner, by providing necessary vault room. 


It was, therefore, stored in the courtyard of the mint and thus exposed to | 
depredation, a circumstance over which the melter and refiner had no con- | 


trol. When called: upon, however, to make good the deficiency charged to 
him, it was done without any demur whatever, and the account closed on 
the books of the mint. 

All the circumstances of the case, with the full technical bearing, were re- 
lated by the Director of the Mint in the fiscal report for 1885, pages 14 and 
20, and againin a detailed statement which was submitted under date of 
April 27, 1886, to the chairman of the Committee on Ciaims of the House of 
Representatives. 

The Director of the Mint, Dr. J. P. Kimball, in his report for the fiscal 

ears 1885 and 1886, as well as in the statement furnished the Committee on 

laims, urged the favorable consideration of Dr. Booth’s claim for reim- 
bursement as an act of simple justice to an efficient and venerable officer, as 
he had held his position for nearly forty years. 

During the fiscal year of 1885, that in which this bullion was stolen, the 
melter and refiner, Dr. Booth, operated upon 28,936,069.91 standard ounces of 
sitver bullion, with an apparent wastage of 3,541.93 ounces, including the 
stolen bars above named, while the amount allowed him for actual wastage 
was only 1,561.81 ounces. 7 

In conclusion I would add, that the passage of the bill for the relief of Dr. 
Booth's heirs would be simply a matter of justice. 

Linclose herewith, for the information of the committee, a copy of the re- 
port made to the chairman of the Committee on Claims of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, under date of April 17, 1886, by Dr. J. P. Kimball, as Director 
of the Mint, on this claim. 

Respectfully, yours, 

[Signed. ] 


Hon. J.D. SAYERS, _ a 2 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 


R. E. PRESTON, 
Director of the Mint. 


The SPEAKER. Is there ete, to the request of the gen- | 


tleman from New Hampshire. he Chair hears 
none. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
assed. 
R On motion of Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on 


the table. 


After a pause. | 


MINERAL LANDS. 


Mr. CAMINETTI. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4204) to amend 
section 2335 of the Revised Statutes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That section 2335 of the Revised Statutes be amended to 
read as follows: 

“ Sec. 2335. All affidavits required to be made under this chapter may be 
verified before any officer authorized to administer oaths in any State or Ter- 
ritory of the United States or in the District of Columbia having an official 
seal, and all testimony and proofs may be taken before any such officer, and 
when duly certified by the officer taking the same, attested by his seal of of- 
fice, shall have the same force and effect as if taken before the register and 
receiver ofthe land office. In cases of contest as to the mineral or agricul- 
tural character of land the testimony and proofs may be taken under such 
regulations and notice as the Commissioner of the General Land Office may 
prescribe: Provided, That the presence of rockin place bearing gold, silver, 
cinnabar, petroleum, or other valuable mineral shall be regarded as presum p- 
tive evidence that the land containing the same is and always has been min- 
eral in character: Provided further, That in investigating the character of 


land, witha view to ascertaining whether it is more valuable for mineral than | 


agricultural purposes, evidence may be taken of the mineral discovered or 
develo acent to such land, proof of wnich shall be presumptive evi- 
dence that the land in questionis mineralin character: Andprovided further, 
That wherever land is proven to be within a well-defined mineral belt, such 
land shall be deemed, presumed, and taken to be and to have been mineral 
land, unless the contraryis proven: And provided further, That the officers 
of the Land Department of the Government, in construing the provisions 
of the law relative to the acquisition of the title of the Government to its 
mineral by citizens, shall construe and apply the same with at 
liberality, with a view to aid the applicant in procuring said title, and that 
the rules and ons prescri by said de ment for its government 
and that of its officers in dis of said 1 shall be so formulated and 
administered as toassist the Government in disposing of said lands to bona 


fide applicants, and notso as to impede said sale or impose onerous burdens 
on applicants.” 


The amendments recommended by the Committee on Mines 
and Mining were read, as follows: 


In line 17, after the word “place,” insert “or of deposits.” 
Th the same line strike out the word ‘petroleum.’ 
In line 18, strike out the word “ presumptive ” and insert the words “ prima 


Tn line 19, strike out the words “and always has been.” 

In line 25, strike out “presumptive ” and insert ‘‘corroborative.” 
line 26, after the word “that,” insert “except in Utah." 

Tn line 27, strike out ‘such land” and insert “it.” 
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In line 28, strike out the words “presumed and taken to be, and to have 
been," and insert the words ‘prima facie evidence of the,” and after the. 
word “mineral '’ insert the words “character of said,” and strike out all 
aiter the word “land” in line 29. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to hear the report. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker,I think that is a question of too 
great importance to be passed by unanimous consent. Itisa 
radical change in the law,and I do not thinkit should be passed 
unless we can have an hour or so for debate. [ donot know how 
it changes the law, but we ought to have some information on 
the subject. 


The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand the 


tleman 
to object? 
Mr. LOUD. I do not like to object, but I would like to eal 


the attention of the House to the importance of the bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I would like to have the report read. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Let the report be read. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Speaker, this is a very important 
bill, revising the entire business with reference to mineral land 
and I object to its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


POTOMAC STEAMBOAT 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 425) for the relief of the 
Potomac Steamboat Company. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he Is hereby 
directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri 
ated, to the Potomac Steamboat Company the sum of $5,090, that being the 
amount paid by the said Potomac Steamboat Company under a decree of 
the circuit court of the United States for the eastern district of Virginia 
affirmed by the on Court of the United States, to the Baker Salva 
Company, for services rendered to the steamer Excelsior, belonging to tne 
said Potomac Steamboat Company, when she was sunk by the United State 
steam tug Fortune in Hampton Roads, Va., on the 4th day of December 
1882, said amount to be received by the said Potomac Steamboat Compan, 
in full satisfaction of all claims and demands against the United States i 
consequence of the said collision. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, if anyone desires an expla- 


COMPANY. 


| nation, I can make astatement much more brief than the report, 


and I will assure gentlemen that I will cover all the points. 
Mr. SAYERS. Let us have the report. 
The SPEAKER. The House will be in order, and the gen- 


| tleman from Pennsylvania will make an explanation of the bill. 


Mr. BINGHAM. In December, 1882, the United States naval 
tug Fortune ran into the Potomac steamer Excelsior in Hamp- 
ton Roads, and as a result of the collision, serious injury was in- 
flicted upon the Excelsior and she was sunk. A naval board of 
inquiry wasinstituted under direction of the admiral comman.d- 
ing the North Atlantic Squadron, a conclusion rendered, and «a 
report made by the naval board to the effect that the said col- 
lision was occasioned by the neglect of the officers in command 
of the United States naval tug Fortune. Congress acted upon 
the report submitted— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Who was the officer 
him? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is a matter wholly in the « 
the naval administration. I donot know. lam simply 
the House the conclusion of the naval board organized 
amine into the subject. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The question of how the officer was dealt 
with by the Department might throw light on the question of 
his negligence. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would state to the gentleman that the e 
amination was made under the direction of the admiral ec 
manding the North Atlantic Squadron; all the parties inter 
were called before the naval board, and, as a result of that: 
amination, the board made a report, and [ am simply giving th 
judgment and conclusions of the board. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Did the owners of the vessel that was in 
jured have her insured? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That I can not answer. Cong acted 
upon the report of the naval board, but there was one item not 
ineluded in the action of Congress, being a point in [itigation 
under admiralty proceedings in the district court of Hastern 
Virginia and afterwards carried to the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

Mr. LOUD. Vessels are not insured against injury in bays 
and harbors. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from California, who i 
familiar with the question, states vessels are not insured agains 
injuries in harbors. Under the estimates of the damage done 
to the vessel, Congress appropriated nineteen thousand and 
some odd dollars; but one item was held in reserve, being an item 
in contest between the Potomac Steamship Company and the 
Baker Salvage Company, which raised the vessel and brought 
her into port. 

Proceedings were had in the United States circuit court for 
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the eastern district of Virginia, and judgment was rendered for 
five thousand and some hundred dollars. That judgment, in 
1887, was affirmed by the Supreme Court of the United States. 
A bill similar to this was introduced in Congress, but, as I am 
informed, has received no consideration by either House of Con- 
gress. Large interests in my own city, which I represent, are 
identified with this Potomac Steamboat Company,and therefore 
Iam specially desirous for Congressional action. 

The report shows every question in dispute has been settled 
save the one as to salvage,which was reserved, and as the judg- 
ment of the Supreme Court has affirmed the judgment of the 
lower court, these parties now come to Congress and ask it to 
give them the salvage so awarded 

Mr. McMILLIN. What court rendered the judgment? 
the judgment against the United States? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The judgment could not be against the 
United States. It was against the Potomac Steamship Com- 
pany; that company having its relief in the action of Congress 
under the decision rendered. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And the Government has already paid the 
claim that was presented? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, with the reservation of the claim for 
salvage. Itwas not until 1887 that that question was determined 
by the Supreme Court, and Congress made an appropriation for 
the damages to the vessel in 1883. 

Mr. SAYERS. In the appropriation of $19,000 for the pay- 
ment of the damages which this vessel sustained was there a 
special reservation of this other item? 

Mr. BINGHAM. At the time the damages were ascertained 
and reported by the board this item was not considered. It 
was a claim of the Baker Salvage Company for raising and 
floating the steamer and towing her to Norfolk. The commit- 
tee ascertained from the record and from consultation with Mr. 
CHANDLER, who was then Secretary of the Navy, that this item 
was suspended and not acted upon. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Has the gentleman a copy of the receipt 
that was given by the steamboat company for the $19,000 paid 
by the Government? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will allow the gentleman from Califor- 
nia{Mr. LouD], who has examined the case, to answer that 
question. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, all of this evidence was before the 
committee, and it showed that the money that was appropriated 
was for the repair of the vessel. At that time the question of 
salvage was in dispute. There was a question as to whether the 
courts would allow the salvage or not, and the money that was 
aoeee riated was merely for the repairs. The Government re- 

red the vessel, and the cost of doing it was about $19,000. 
“he question of salvage was left for subsequent consideration, 
and was, of course, as legitimate a claim as the claim for dam- 


ages. 

Our. McMILLIN. Do I understand the gentleman that the 
sum of $19,000 was necessary to repair this vessel and put her 
in good shape again? 

Mr. LOUD. That was the amount that was required and the 
amount that was paid by the Government. Even the items were 
before the Committee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. [ would like to hold back action on this 
matter until to-morrow, so that I may read the report. There 
seem to be some questions requiring investigation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the gentleman desire the reading of 
the report with reference to the payment of this salvage? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I want to see the nature of the receipt 
given when this money was paid by the Government. 

Mr. LOUD. In the last Congress, I brought up this bill, and 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] made at that 
time the same request he makes now—that he have an oppor- 
tunity to examine the report. He has had two years in which 
to do so—— , 

Mr. MOMILLIN. Very well;I will take one day longer, mak- 
ing two years and one day. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman will allow a statement, I 


Was 


will -~ it appears unqualifiedly in the report that the Potomac 
Steamboat Company had paid the Baker Salvage Company $5,- 


300, the amount carried by the House bill. The Senate bill 
carries $5,090; and we are asking simply for the passage of the 
Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER. 
mous consent? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to read the report. 
over, and [ will examine it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. ThenI have the privilege of submitting to 
the gentleman the report, so that after he has examined it the 
bill may be called up again. 


Is there objection to the request for unani- 


Let the bill go 
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REIMBURSEMENT TO STATE OF NEBRASKA, 


Mr. BRYAN. [ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 463) to reimburse the State of Nebraska 
the expenses incurred by that State in repelling a threatened 
invasion and raid by the Sioux in 1890 and 1891. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directeg 
through the proper accounting officers of the Treasury, to audit and pay 
the actual and necessary expenses incurred by and for the National Guard <j 
the Stateof Nebraska, called into the service of that State by Governor Thayer 
in the ye..c 1890 and 1891, to repel a threatened invasion and raid, then jm 
minent, by the Sioux, on presentation by the governor or other proper ay 
thorities of said State, of statements of the actual and necessary expenses 
iucurred by said State for said purpose, accompanied, so far as possible, 
with the proper vouchers and satisfactory proof of the correctness thereof 
and that the sum of $42,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out o 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, or so much thereor 
as may be necessary, to carry out the provisions of this act: Provided, Phat 
the pay and allowances to the officers and enlisted men of said Nationa) 
Guard shall not exceed the pay and allowances of the Army of the United 
States. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska that this bill be considered now? 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to state that if the House should gran} 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill, I propose to 
offer an amendment striking out the word ‘‘ pay,” in line 5, page 
1, and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ report to Congress; 
also striking out all after the word ‘‘ thereof,” in line 14, second 
page, down to and including the word ‘‘act,” in line 18. If so 
amended, the bill will put the State of Nebraska upon the sam 
footing with other States that have been remunerated for ex- 
penses necessarily incurred through threatened invasion by th 
Indians. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does the gentleman propose that thos 
words be inserted before the House grants consent to consider 
the bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Bryan} 
and I have an understanding as to the amendments. 

Mr. BRYAN. I consent to the amendments which the 
tleman proposes. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move to amend by striking out in line ' 
page 1, the word ‘‘ pay,” and inserting ‘‘ report to Congress; 
and by striking out on page 2, all after the word ‘‘ thereof” in 
line 14, down to and including the word ‘‘ act” in line 18. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr 
SAYERS] to explain the effect of his amendment. 

Mr.SAYERS. The effect of the amendmentwill be that thy 
Secretary ofthe Treasury, through the proper accounting officers 
of that Department, will bo directed to audit and report to Uon- 
gress the amount of expenditures incurred by the State of Ne 
braska in repelling the threatened Indian invasion in 1890 and 
1891. Money was actually paid by the State of Nebraska fo 
this a and the bill with the proposed amendments will 
put this State upon the same footing with other States whos 
expenses incurred in the same manner have been reimbursed 

Mr. BRYAN. In this form the bill does not provide abso 
lutely for payment, but simply sends the matter to the Depart 
ment for audit and report. ; 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the report show the character of th 
expenditures? 

Mr. BRYAN. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
matter. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer an amendment to insert at 
the appropriate place the words, ‘‘and also audit and report as 
to like expenditures for the same time incurred by the State of 
South Dakota.” 

Mr. SAYERS. Iraise the point of order upon that amend: 
ment that it is not germane to this bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not know why it is not. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in the nature of a private bill tc 
pay a single State—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Butitarises out of the Sioux invasion, which 
did not affect Nebraska alone. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules it is not in order to amend 
a private bill by adding another private claim. 

r. PICKLER. This is certainly not a private bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentieman’s amendment be permitted, 
the bill will carry two claims for two different parties. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is a direction to investigate and make 4 
report upon the matter, and I can not see why itis notin order to 
include another investigation into the same state of facts exactly. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let that be done by a separate bill hereafter. 

Mr. BRYAN. We may as well combine all of the private 
fen on the Calendar in one as to undertake to combine these 

ills. 
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Yes, sir. 
It will show everything connected with the 
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Mr. PICKLER. On, no; itisa very different case. Thesame 
examination could be made as to South Dakota that is required 
by this bill in reference to Nebraska. 

Mr. BRYAN. Ifthe gentleman is interested in the payment 
of his claim he should bring in a separate bill to provide that 
the same action be taken with South Dakota. 

The SPEAKER. The Digest states, in connection with the 
point of order raised by the gentleman from Texas: 


It is also out of order to ingraft upon a billfor therelief of one individual 
a provision for the relief of another. 


Mr. PICKLER. But this is for the relief of one Common- 


wealth. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that—a State. 


Mr. PICKLER. Yes; and to obtain the same information. I | 
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simply ask to have the same examination applied to another | 


State that this bill proposes in reference to Nebraska. 

The SPEAKER. But would not the principle of this deci- 
sion, that the Chair has just referred to, cover that: 

Itis out of order to ingraft upon a bill for the relief of one individual— 

Or you may say State— 

a provision for the relief of another. 

Mr. PICKLER. It does not seem to me that this can be con- 
strued as a private bill. It is a public matter. 

The SPEAKER. It is true that usually bills for the relief of 
States have been regarded as public, but the same principle, the 
Chair thinks, would apply. 
that the amendment could not have the same committee consid- 


eration that it would have if reported from the committee, and | 


probably that is one of the reasons that the rule was drawn in 
that way. The Chair is inclined to think that this is not in 
order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope the gentleman from Texas will with- 
draw the objection and let the examination be made in this case 
also. 

Mr. SAYERS. 

The SPEAKER. 
Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading, and being read the 
third time was passed. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move to amend the title of the bill by strik- 
ing out the word ‘‘reimburse,” in the title and insert in place 
of that word the words ‘‘ audit for.” 

The amendment to the title was agreed to. 


I can not. 
The question is on the third reading of the 


On moiion of Mr. BRYAN,a motion to reconsider the last | 


votes was laid on the table. 
ADDITIONAL CLERKS, COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent to consider the resolution I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to appoint, for the remainder of this session, two 
additional assistant clerks for the Committee on Enrolled Bills, said clerks 
to be paid by the Clerk of the House of Representatives, out of the contin- 
gent fund of the House, such compensation per diem as may be fixed by the 
Committee on Accounts of the House. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 
agreed to. c 

On motion of Mr. PEARSON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, indefinite leave of absence, on account 
of sickness, was granted to Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
WATER MAIN ASSESSMENTS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I submit a conference report. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the House bill, No. 6893, to regulate 
water main assessments in the District of Columbia, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 


respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendment to said bill and agree to the 
same with the follo amendments: In line 12, after the word ‘* made,” 


insert the words ‘and the installments paid as they become due and pay- 
able, and the taxpayer is not in default or in arrears in = manner;”’ and 
add at the end of the bill the following words: ‘Nor for relieving any tax- 
payer who is in arrears for water main assessments.” 
JOHN T. HEARD, 
JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
A. C. HARMER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
JOHN MARTIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The House passed the bill (H. R. 6893) to regulate water main assessments 
in the District of Columbia, providing that assessments for water mains 


The reason, the Chair supposes, is | 
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should be at the rate of $1.25 per linear foot against lots or land abutting 
upon the streets, etc., in which the main was laid. 

“he bill provided that in all cases pending where assessments have beey 
made, and where there has not been paid a sum equal to#1.25 per linear foot 
then only so much shall be collected as will make the whole sum paid equal 
to $1.25 per linear foot. 

The latter provision the Senate struck out of the bill by an amendment. 
The House disagreed tothe amendment. The conferees recommend thats 
the Senate recede from its amendment and agree to same with an amend- 
ment, the effect of which is to provide that where assessments have been 
made, and where there has not en paid a sum equal to $1.25 per linear 
foot, then only so much shall be collected as will make the whole sum paid 
equal to $1.25 per linear foot, only in cases where the assessments have 
been made and the installments paid as they became due and payable, and 
the taxpayer is not in default or in arrears in any manner for water-main 
assessments. 


Mr. HEARD. Iaska vote upon the adoption of the report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed tothe reports of the com- 
mittees of conference on the disagreeing votgs of the two Llouses 
on the amendments of the Senate to bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H.R. 6171) to authorize the Metropolitan Railroad Com- 
pany to change its motive power for the propulsion of the cars 
of said company; and 

A bill (H. R. 6373) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other 
purposes, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 


| out amendment the bill (H. R. 7335) to grant to the Arkansas, 


Texas and Mexican Central Railway Company a right of way 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 1209) to regulate enlistments in the Army of the United 
States. 

PRINTING OF A REPORT. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I submit a 
privileged report from the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee submits a 
privileged report from the Committee on Printing, which wil! 
be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That there be printed 6,000 copies of the report of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations numbered 227, with the additional views of 
members of the committee and the testimony; 2,000 copies for the use of 
the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 


Tne SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee have considered House concurrent resolution to print 
6,000 extra copies of Senate Report on Foreign Relations, No. 227, with addi 
tional views of members, etc., and direct me to report same with recom 
mendation that it do pass. 

The estimated cost of same is #4,495. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 

The corresponding House resolution on the same subject was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

COMMITTEE REPORTS. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for 

reports. 
fhe committees were called for reports. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, GRAND HAVEN, MICH. 

Mr. BRETZ, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported a bill (H. R. 3608) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Grand 
Haven, in the State of Michigan; which was read a first and 
second time, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

MINNESOTA RIVER AND THE RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, from the Committee on Rail- 


| ways and Canals, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7591) 


making appropriation for survey of the Minnesota River and the 
Red River of the North and tributaries above Fergus Falls and 
Crookston, Minn., and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SUPPRESSION OF LOTTERY TRAFFIC. 
Mr. BRODERICK, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
rted back favorably the bill (S. 1620) for the suppression of 
ottery traffic through national and interstate commerce and 
the postal service subject to the jurisdiction and laws of the 
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United States; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompa- 
nving report, ordered to be printed. 

COURT OF PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. WOLVERTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported a bill (H. R. 3648) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
establish a court of private land claims and to provide for the 
settlement of private land claims in certain States and Territo- 
ries,” approved March 3, 1891; which was read a first and second 
time, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. This bill will be referred to the Union Cal- 
endar. 

Mr.SMITSH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I think that bill should 
go to the House Calendar. It involves no appropriation at all. 

The SPEAKER. It establishes a court. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizonsx. It is simply an amendment to the 
bill establishing the court. There isno expense at all connected 
with it. 

The SPEAKER. 
property? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It provides for awards in cases of 
settlement, but the parties who settle will have to pay just as 
they do under existing law. 

The SPEAKER. This does not disclose on 
changes existing law. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The existing law is that persons 
having patents on what are known as Mexican land-grant claims, 
on surveyed lands, can obtain title, and when the confirmation 
is made, if itis made under the Mexican land grant, that the 
confirmation is for so much land as the title shall be found to 
cover, excepting any part of such land as shall have been dis- 
posed of by the United States, and not to affect any conflicting 
private interests. The effect of the confirmation is to release 
all claim of title by the United States. 

The existing law applies to surveyed lands. This bill provides 
that the same rule shall apply on unsurveyed lands, and the ef- 
fect of it is that settlers on unsurveyed lands are placed in ex- 
actly the same attitude as settlers on surveyed lands under the 
existing law. 

The SPEAKER, 
ject to review later. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Subject to change of course, if it is 
found necessary under the rule. 


WRITS OF HABEAS CORPUS, UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. TERRY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
a bill (H. R. 6411) in relation to the issuance of writs of habeas 
corpus by Federal courts or judges thereof; which was read a 
first and second time, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed, and referred to the House Calendar. 

BRIDGE ACROSS PERDIDO RIVER. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported a bill (H. R. 7827) to authorize a bridge 
across the Perdido River between the States of Florida and Ala- 
bama; which was read a first and second time, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
House Calendar. 





Does it not provide for the awarding of 


its face. how it 


The bill will go to the House Calendar, sub- 


NAVAL MILITIA. ; 

Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
a bill(S. 1399) to promote the efficiency ofjthe naval militia; which 
was read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. TYLER. The committee reports this bill with the 
recommendation that it be substituted for the House bill of the 
same character. 

The SPEAKER. That is in effect simply a favorable report 
on the bill. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole for the purpose of con- 
sidering bills on the Private Calendar,and pending that motion 
IT ask unanimous consent that two hours of the time be given to 
the Committee on Claims, in which they may call up billsin the 
order designated by them. I hope the House will indulge me 
simply to say that having been in session nearly eleven months 
now, and having had several private bill days, the Committee 
on Claims have not consumed two hours of the time since the 
organization of this House. I hope, therefore, that the request 
which I make will be granted. 

9 Mr. FITHIAN. Does this dispense with the second morning 
our? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules the gentleman can move 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar 
after the first morning hour. The Chair will state the ques- 











tion. The gentleman from North Carolina 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whol 
vate Calendar; and, pending that, asks unanin« 
when the House goes into Committee of the Who 
pose that two hours of the time to-day be devot 
sideration of bills reported from the Committee 
the order indicated by the committee. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman w 
fine himself to the motion to go into Committee of the \ 
and after we go into Committee of the Whole this qu 
to the disposition of the time can be agreed on by w 
consent. I have a bill that was taken up and debated alm 
entire day when we had private bill day, and [ want to d 
of that. After that is disposed of, I think we can mak: 
rangement as to the time that will suit the gentleman. 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman fro: 
nessee will not confine us to that basis. He will hims 
testimony that his committee has had eight-tenths of th. 

Mr. LOUD. Nine-tenths. 

Mr. BUNN. I only ask for this, sir, at the suggestion 
friends of the bill he suggested; and I want to say to him 
I hope he will not, and I request he will not, make the 
against us. We have yielded to him time and again. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will state to the gentleman from North | 
lina that we can take up this bill in the committee and dis 
of it and then go to the consideration of bills from his commi 

Mr. BUNN. But the gentleman knows in Committee o 
Whole we can not make any such arrangement. 

Mr. ENLOE. You can, by unanimous consent, take up an 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. BUNN. No, sir. 

Mr. RITCHIE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know, if that m 
prevails, whether or not, after the expiration of two hours 
will be called in their regular order on the Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. They will be called in their regular . 
for consideration. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Idid notunderstand the 
ment of the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I shall object. 

Mr. BUNN. ThenI withdraw the motion to gointo Com 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. ENLOE. I renew it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee moves 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to 
sider business on the Private Calendar. 

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected. 
The SPEAKER. The second morning hour begins at 
minutes past 1 o'clock, and the call rests with the Commi: 

on Rivers and Harbors. 


STEAMER GOLDSWORTHY. 


Mr. MEYER (when the Committee on Merchant Marine 
Fisheries was called). I call up for consideration the bil! = 
1426) to provide a register for the steamer Goldsworthy. 

The SPEAKER. This must be called up by the comm 
The gentleman from Louisiana is not on the committee. 

Mr. FITHIAN. LIcall it up, and yield to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois calls up | 
bill, and yields to the gentleman from Louisiana. 

The bill was read, as foliows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby : 
ized and directed to cause the foreign-built steamer Goldsworthy, purch 
and owned by the New Orleans, Belize Royal Mail and Central Ameri 
Steamship Company, Limited, and repaired in American ports, to be r 
tered as a vessel of the United States. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized an 
rected to cause the inspection of said vessel, her steam boilers, steam } 
and theirappurtenances, and cause to be granted the usual certificate i 
to steam vessels of the merchant marine, without reference to the fact 
said steam boilers, steam pipes, and appurtenances were not constr 
pursuant to the laws of the United States and were not constructed of | 
stamped pursuant to said laws; and the tests in the inspection of sai 
ers, steam pipes, and appurtenances shall be the same in all respects 
strength and safety, as are required in the inspection of boilers cons‘ 
in the United States for marine purposes. 


Mr. MEYER. I ask that the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. BERRY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to whom was re 
the bill (S. 1426) granting an American register to the steamer Goldswor 
of New Orleans, La., report back the bill and recommend its passage 

All the requirements of law relating to this case have been complied 1" 
except the steamer was wrecked outside instead of inside the waters 
United States. But for this fact, a register could be granted by the S 
tary of the Treasury uncer the general law. The present bill sim; 
moves this technical difficulty. 

As the Senate report states all the facts, it is appended hereto and m 
part of thisreport: 





“SENATE REPORT. 

“On August 6, 1893, the British steamer Goldsworthy was wrecked off the 
coast of Belize, Honduras. As thus wrecked she was bought by a citize! 
the United States, who sent a wrecking party to the scene of the disastc’ 
By this party the vessel was raised and taken to Belize, where the agen! «' 
the Lioyds recommended that she be towed to New Orleans for the purpos® 
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si cked and repaired. Arriving at New Orleans, she wasdockedand | and boing engrossed. if was ac dingly read the third tim 

ot ea the cost being $2144.11. The sum of these repairs exceeds by three- | and passed. 
fourths the value of the vessel when repaired. b ; Ae ie. a ; 5 

« Considering that these facts bring the vessel within the spirit if not the } blon OF Mr, [THI \ . i m to re isid 
letter of section 4136 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, your com Dy which the bill was passed ; laid on the tab 
mittee report the bill admitting the vessel to American registry favor ably, aa aaa 
with the recommendation that it do pass.” AMERICAN REGISTER :AM ) 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I hopethe gentlemanfrom Louisi-| Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 1852) to 


ana will make someexplanation of the bill outside of that which 
is given in the report. The report does not state that the re- 
pairs came within the limit. g 

Mr. LOUD. The report states that the repairs came up to 
that. 

Mr. REED. Some portion of the repairs came to that. 

Mr. MEYER. The vessel was purchased as a wreck for the 
sum of $804, and was repaired ata total cost of $2,194.11, asshown 
by the evidence sent to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries from the Treasury Department. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How much is she worth? 

Mr. MEYER. She is worth about $3,000. She hasa register 
tonnage of 40.63. She is 117 feet long, 13 feet beam, and 7 feet 
depth of hold; and her appraised value is $2,500. Of course, it 
is understood that the outy reason why the Treasury Depart- 
ment is not able to give a register independent of the action of 
Congress is because she was wrecked alittle way from the waters 
of the United States. 

Mr. LOUD. 1 understand the gentleman to say that she has 
a registered tonnage of 40, and that she is 116 or 117 feet long. 
If so, she should certainly have a greater tonnage than that. 

Mr. MEYER. That is the statement. 

Mr. LOUD. It can not well be so. 

Mr. MEYER. Sheisa very small boat, used in the fruit trade. 

Mr. LOUD. That measurement would show that she is over 
40 tons. She ought to measure about 160 or 170 tons. 

Mr. MEYER. The estimated cost does not include the cost 
of raising the wreck and towage from place of wreck to Belize 
and from Belize to New Orleans. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why do they want to register her? 

Mr. MEYER. It offers some advantages to them. I do not 
know particularly. It is a very small boat and is used in the 
fruit trade. 

Mr. LOUD. She is not used as a pleasure yacht? 

Mr. COOMBS. She is very shallow. 

Mr. MEYER. She is used in the fruit trade at New Orleans. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MEYER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

SECTION 4136 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, I call up, on behalf of the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, the bill (H.R. 
7045) to amend section 4136 of the Revised Statutes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That section 4136 of the Revised Statutes be amended so 
as to read: 

“Sec. 4136. The Commissioner of Navigation may issue a register or en- 
roliment for any vessel built in a foreign country, whenever such vessel 
shall be wrecked and shall be purchased and repaired in the United States 
by a citizen of the United States, if it shall be proved to the satisfaction of 


the Commissioner that the repairs put upon such vessel are equal to three- 
fourths of the cost of the vessel when so repaired.”’ 


Mr. BINGHAM. What isthe report on that bill? 

Mr. FITHIAN. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that the report does not set out very fully the provisions of 
the bill. Asthe law now exists, a register can be granted by the 
Tremury Department to any vessel of foreign build which is 
wrecked within American waters, and on which the repairs 
squall three-fourths of the value of the vessel when restored. 
This bill proposes tochange the law only in this respect: To per- 
mit the registration of a foreign-built vessel where the repairs 
equal three-fourths of the value, regardless of where the vessel 
was wrecked. 

The rule has always prevailed in the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, as the gentleman knows, to recommend 
granting American registration by act of Congress where a ves- 
sel has been wrecked outside of American waters, and this bill 
simply changes the law so as to permit that to be done by the 
Department, thus relieving Congress from the consideration of 
special bills. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then, as I understand him, the gentleman 
States that the only change which he pa in the existing 
Statute is to eliminate the limitation of wreckage within Amer- 
ican waters. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BINGHAM. All the other requirements of the statute 
remaining unchanged? 

Mr. FITHIAN. Yes, sir. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time: 


provide an American register for the steamer S. Ote 
vield to the gentleman from Louisiana {Mr. M 

The bill was read, as follows: 

je it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navig i 
ized and directed to cause the foreign-built steamer S. Ot 
vador Oteri, a citizen of the Unit t 
and repaired in United States] 
United States 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treas 
rected to cause the inspection of said v 
their appurtenances, and cause to b ce lea 
steam vessels of the merchant marine, withont reference to the 
said steam boilers, steam pipes, and appurtenances Were not con 
pursuant to the laws of the United States, and were not const: 
iron stamped pursuant to said laws; and the tests in the inspec 
boilers, steam pipes, and appurtenances shall be the same in all 
to strength and safety as are required in the insp 
structed in the United States for marine purposes 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Speaker, [ ask that the 
plains the bili, be read. 

The Senate report (by Mr. FRYE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, to Whom was referred the bill (S. 1882 
provide an American register for the steamer S. Oteri, having duly 
ered the same, report as follows: 

The steamer S. Oteri was built in England in 1881, and has a 
542 tons net register. She has been engaged in the fruit trade between New 
Orleans and Honduras. She was wrecked in March, 1885, in the Giulf of Mex 
ico, outside of American waters, when a shaft was broken and other injurie 
sustained, rendering her unseaworthy. She was towed into New Orleans 
and repaired at an expense of $0,373.85. 

The steamship was again wrecked in August, 1887, in the Caribbean Sea 
off the coast of Yucatan. Her machinery brole down, her cabin 
swept overboare, together with nearly all her r‘gging, besides very 
damage being done to her hulland engine=. She was again tows ’ 
Orleans and docked in the shipyard of O. F. Valette, where she w h 
oughly repaired at an aggregate cost of $22,021.75. Since this tas! 
general repairs have been made aggregating 423,900. 16. 

A recent appraisement of the vessel, according to a valuation under oath 
by the president of the board of harbormasters and other om is at the 
port of New Orleans, is $25,000. 

The statute requires that the repairs to a wrecked vessel must equal thr 
fourths of the value of the vessel after having been so repaired, and th 
this sum must have been expended in American ports to American labor 


ed States, residing at 


, Steam boilers, steamy 
nted the usu 
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The evidence shows an expenditure for repairs in American ports « 
siderably in excess of the required three-fourths of ber value, but havi 
been wrecked outside of American waters, a special act of Concress is 
quired to give the vessel an American register. As she is owned 


American citizen and has been substantially rebuilt in the United Sta 
is believed by your committee that she is jJustiy entitled to this priv! 

A bill ty 8 an American register to this vessel was favoral 
ported from the House Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries i 
Pifty-first Congress, but was not acted on for want of time 

Your committee recommend the passage of the Dill. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be a clear distinc 

I ; 
tion between this bill and anything that has been passed go fa 
The bill seems to be an unwarrantable extension of this kind of 
legislation. This vessel appears to have been owned by Ame: 
ican citizens throughout. It is not a case where a veasse! 
wrecked and soldand bought by American citizens and repair 


This vessel has been repaired without any contemplation what 
ever of an American register, and it is now proposed to : 
her to such register. 

I do not think her history indicates that she would be a very 
valuable addition to the fleet which 


bears the Amvurican flag, 
as she scems to have been a child of m.sfortune under all cir- 
cumstances and likely to continue to be so. She is no rth 
to-day, apparently, the cost of her repairs. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr.Speaker, [ will withdraw this bill for 
present, and call up another. 


SHIPPING COMMISSIONERS. 


Mr. FITHIAN, Lceall up the bill (H. R. 5603) to repeal an a 
entitled ‘‘An act to amend the laws relative to shipping com 


missioners,” approved August 19, 1890, and I yield to the 
tleman from California {Mr. MAGUIRE}. 

[Mr. MAGUIRE withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap 
pendix. | 

Mr. COOMBS. 
oppose this bill. 

Mr. FITHIAN. 

Mr. COOMBS. 

Mr. FITHIAN. 
New York. , 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, I have been requested by vari 
ous organizations in the city of New York to oppose t bill, 
and no one, either sailor or labor organization, has asked me to 
favorit. Itcan not be doubted that the law under which the 
shipping commissioners were appointed, and their duties de- 
fined. was intended to regulate well-recognized abuses then 
existing, abuses which seemed impossible of remedy in any 


Mr. Speaker, I desire some time in which 


How much time does the gentleman require? 
Ten minutes. 
I yield ten minutes to the gentleman fr: 
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other way. It was intended as an emancipation of the sailor 
from the wee of the runner and the boarding-house keeper; 
to interpose a skilled Government officer between the owner 
or captain of a vessel, who would see that there should be fair 
treatment of the sailor in the place of the keeper or runner, who 
would sacrifice the interests of the sailor for his own personal 
gain. I understand that penalties applying to both parties to 
the agreement entered into were provided. These, if proper 
ones, were necessary in order to secure compliance with them. 

I have not heard of any specific complaints of injustice under 
the law, although there may have been. If so, it would have 
been wiser to propose amendments to cover defects which ex- 
perience may have developed. 

In place of that, we are now asked to meer a bill that in a 
few lines sweeps away every provision that makes effective 
twenty-five sections of the statutes of the United States, en- 
acted after ee ane and careful consideration. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Will the gentleman permit me a moment? 

Mr. COOMBS. Not in my ten minutes. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. The gentleman is proceeding under an en- 
tire wn of what the billis. It does not interfere 
with the law for the appointment of shipping commissioners, 
nor with any of the purposes of that law, except the application 
of certain of its penal provisions to the coastwise trade. 

Mr. COOMBs. It does interfere with the shipping commis- 
sioners act. I was present at the a the committee; 
there were shipping merchants from New York there; they 
pointed out the danger that would result to shipping and to the 
sailors from such an enactment. At all events, it sweeps away 
every provision that makes the law effective. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I do not think this is the bill which the gen- 
tleman has in his mind. 

Mr. COOMBS. Oh, yes, it is. 

Mr. FITHIAN. This bill was not considered by the commit- 
tee at the time the gentleman was there. 

Mr. COOMBS. I have not had an opportunity to examine it 
fully in relation to its effect upon the various sections of the 
statutes, or in relation to the coasting trade, but I am sure that 
the regulations are as necessary for the long voyages around 
the Horn on vessels bound for California as it is with reference 
to voyages across the Atlantic. I donotbelieve that alaw which 
has received such universal sanction should be repealed without 
the most deliberate consideration and a full hearing of the par- 
ties best informed upon the subject. 

I am willing and rr anxious to codperate in any measures 
that will improve the character or make more tolerable the life 
of the sailor, which is one of great hardship at the best, but I 
do not believe that either result will be promoted when we re- 
move this safeguard now standing between the sailor and the 
boarding-house keeper and deprive him of the effective inter- 
vention of the commissioner. e know what a perfect system 
of slavery existed among the sailorsatone time, subjecting them 
to the rapacity of the boarding-house keepersand runners, whose 
aim it was to demoralize them by drink and vice so that they 
might the more effectually be brought under their influence. 

To the shi ping commissioner the sailor can resort for protec- 
tion; and if this protection is accompanied with the necessary re- 
strictions and enforced by necessary penalties, penalties applied 
to the captain as well as to the sailor, no sailor who honestly at- 
tends to his duty will object. I have not heard that any benev- 
olent organizations. organized especially to improve the con- 
dition of sailors, advocates this measure, and I want to hear 
from them. 

I think a bill of this importance should not pass the House 
without full and free discussion—larger discussion than can be 
had within the portion of an hour set aside for its consideration 
and with so few members present. I shall therefore call upon 
the House to oppose its passage until it can receive the careful 
consideration that its importance to the sailor and the shipper 
demands. 

Mr. BINGHAM rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from California yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. BINGHAM. All the time possible. I propose to resist 
this ene 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Well, I can not yield to such a general de- 
mand as that. If the gentleman wants a specific portion of the 
time within my contrel I will be pleased to yield to him. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I propose to read documents which I have 
here from commercial ies not only in my own section of the 
country, the East, but also in that portion of the country rep- 
resented by the gentlemanfrom California. It will take at least 
fifteen or twenty minutes to say what I desire to say. 

Mr. FITHIAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will allow 
me to ask whether he is laboring under the same impression as 
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the gentleman from New York [Mr. CooMBs] was, as to the bil! 
we are considering. This is not the bill, I understand, to which 
the gentleman wishes to urge his objection. ; 
ae BINGHAM. I understand that this is House bill No. 
Mr. FITHIAN. Thatis right. But there appeared to be no 
ee to this bill when it was considered in the committee, 
and our report is unanimous. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have the statement from the Commercig| 
Exchange of my own city to the effectthat they were not aware 
of this legislation until the committee had made a favorable re- 
port. Therefore they had no opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. WARNER. If I may be permitted I would like to say 
that from the city of New York, from those who are interested 
in the welfare of the sailor as deeply and sincerely as any men 
in existence, from organizations that are looking after th» wel. 
fare of the sailor, and also from the business community inter- 
ested in the shipping entering and leaving that port, there has 
come a strong, and [I may say a practically unanimous 0) osi- 
tion to this bill. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. To this particular bill? 

Mr. WARNER. To this particular bill. Now, permit me to 
say that these people, in their memorials to me, have not so 
fully set out the reasons of their objection that, with my lack of 
the personal knowledge which my friend from Brooklyn [ Mr. 
CoomMBs] possesses, I should feel at liberty to oppose strenuously 
the billat this time. But with the utmost predisposition to regard 
favorably any legislation pushed by a gentleman whose aims 
and information we know to be such as those of the gentleman 
from California, we feel that before those of us from New York 
who have been memorialized on this question can properly con- 
sent to any action on this bill, we should have the fullest possi- 
ble explanation from those who advocate the measure. I hope 
therefore that the gentleman will take time enough to make his 
statements on this matter thorough and complete. 

I make the suggestion, of course, knowing that in one sense it 
may be ranectal as an obstruction, but assuring the gentleman 
that the interests of New ‘York, philanthropic as well as mer- 
cantile, are disposed to look carefully, calmly, and considerately 
at all the grounds he may urge in behalf of the measure, and if 
the result is not to promote immediate action upon such a m °as- 
ure, a full explanation will simplify the way to the desired leg- 
islation, if it ever can be had, in the future. For that reason | 
suggest to the gentleman the propriety of giving as full an ex- 
planation of the measure as the time will permit. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Before the gentleman from California pro- 
ceeds, I desire to emphasize fully and reiterate the statement o! 
the gentleman from New York. 

The Maritime Exchange of my great commercial city use this 
language, resolutions having been filed by myself under the date 
of April 30 with the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries of the House, submitting this statement in connection with 
the protest: 


The shipowners were kept in ignorance of it— 
That is, this proposed legislation— 
until it had been favorably reported to the House. 


Mr. FITHIAN. I wish to say to the gentleman that the ship: 
owners had the same opportunity that all other people had to 
know exactly what bills were before the committee, and to know 
what bills were reported by the Committee on Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Buttheshipowners did not know and could 
not know as well as the gentleman who introduced these bills 
what they contained. 

Mr. FITHIAN. And nothing whatever was concealed from 
them. They had the same opportunities that are accorded to 
interested parties in such cases. 

Mr. BINGHAM. And further than that 1 desire to state that 
the Shipowners’ Association of the Pacific Coast make a pro- 
test as to the proposed legislation. 

Such legislation can only be considered, I will say to the gen- 
tleman, after the fullest, fairest, and freest discussion, and this 
legislation is of such a character that the discussion should be 
given to the House in the amplest way, so that the question may 
be thoroughly understood before action is taken upon it. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, let me say to the gentleman 
that there is no pretense that any protection or advantage 0! 
any kind was given to the sailor by the bill of 1890. Every sec- 
tion that was selected and made applicable to sailors in the 
coastwise trade by the bill was a provision imposing a penalty 
on the sailor, subjecting him to restrictions and penalties that 
practically make hima slave. There is nothing whatever for 
the benefit of the sailor embodied in that act. 

A casual reading of the sectionsof the Revised Statutes made 
applicable to the sailors in the coastwise trade, by the bill of 
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1890, which we seek to repeal, will make it perfectly apparent 
that the sailor derives no benefit from any of its provisions, but 
is degraded and oppressed by every section. 

As to the statement of the gentleman that the shipowners 
were not aware that this bill was being considered by the com- 
mittee until the committee filed its report, I call attention to 
the fact that this bill was before the committee, and under con- 
sideration, for three months and a half before the report was 
made. It was generally and publicly known, for it was pub- 
lished throughout the United States, that all of these bills had 
been introduced and were being acted upon before the Commit- 
tee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

As to the remarks of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CoomBs], not one of his criticisms applies to the bill now be- 
fore the House, although they do apply remotely to some other 
bills that are still in the handsof the committee. Those bills do 
not propose to do away with the shipping commissioners act, 
nor with the shipping commissioners, nor to limit their func- 
tions, but propose tofurther improve the system that was estab- 
lished by the law of 1884. 

As to the question of giving the shipowners and their repre- 
sentatives an opportunity to present their objections to the bill, 
those who were before the committee opposing the other bills 


had their attention specifically called to this bill by Mr. Rops- | 


BINS and by the chairman of the committee, and they said as to 
this bill that they thought it, or something like it, should apply 
to voyages around the Horn and to long voyages between Amer- 
ican ports. But they had nothing to say as to why this act im- 


sing, as it does, the penal provisions and none of the privi- | 


eges or advantageous provisions of the shipping commission- 
ers act to the coastwise sailors should be continued in force. 

The report of the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries is full and complete upon the subject —— 

r. COOMBS. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Certainly. 

Mr. COOMBS. Why, then, does not the bill cotnain anamend- 
ment to that law, extending some of the privileges, and why is 
it simply directed to removing all of the penalties, if it was not 
inimical to that law? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Because the drastic and enslaving provi- 
sions that apply to the employment of Americans in the indus- 
try of seamanship in foreign-going vessels ought not to be ex- 
tended to American laborers in any department of domestic 
industry where it is not absolutely necessary that it should be 
extended. Those penal provisions arecontrary to the principles 
of American liberty, contrary to humanity, and contrary to our 
theory of universal equality among the citizens of our common 
country. The law which we seek to repeal is destructive of the 
freedom of contract that ought to exist among the citizens of 
this country in all of their relations. We do not want such 
criminal penalties to attach to the breach of purely domestic 
contracts. The coastwise sailors do not need or want the ad- 
vantages of the shipping commissioner’s act, and they should 
not besubjected to its pehalties. They are entitled to the free- 
dom of contract, which should be inseparable from American 
citizenship. 

Mr. COOMBS. Will the gentleman give us some of those 
drastic provisions and tell us just what they are? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I have given you an abstract of them. 

= COOMBS. Will the gentleman read from the statutes, 
please? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I have before me only the act of 1890, which 
specifies thesections. It would be impossible to read all of those 
sections within the hour allotted to the committee. 

; ia. Are there not some twenty-five sections af- 
ecte 

_Mr. MAGUIRE. There are some twenty-odd sections, yes. 

' Mr. BINGHAM. Some twenty-odd sections affected by this 
act, and you could not read those sections in an hour? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I could not. The digest which I have pre- 
pared, and to which I have referred, very fully shows what they 
are. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I trust the gentleman will have that digest 
printed in his remarks, because the legislation will come up at 
a future sme, probably, and the information will be useful. 

Mr. WARNER. I ask unanimousconsent that the gentleman 
have leave to extend such remarks as he may make, when he 
prints them in the REcorRD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WARNER] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
California [Mr. MAGUIRE] have leave to extend his remarks in 
the Recor. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

_ Mr. BINGHAM. I will state to the gentleman that he might 
just as well understand that I propose to resist this legislation 
by every parliamentary procedure, so that if the committee have 





any other legislation that they are anxious to present, there is 
no necessity for wasting the remaining portion of this hour. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Do I understand that the gentleman proposes 
to filibuster against the bill? 

Mr. BINGHAM. [ propose to require a quorum of this House 
to reénact legislation that radically changes twenty-five sections 
of the statutes of the United States, and a proposition that is not 
understood by this House. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands the 
previous question on the engrossment and passage of the bill. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question, and 
the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WARNER. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 22, noes 32. 

So the previous question was not ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BINGHAM] is recognized. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay the bill on the 
table. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. FITHIAN and Mr. MAGUIRE demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 3, noes 35. 

Mr. FITHIAN. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. FrrHtANn and Mr. 
BINGHAM. 

The House agaiu divided; and the tellers reported 
noes 69. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No quorum. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, it is manifest that this bill 
can not be disposed of in the morning hour, and I ask that the 
chairman of the committee be permitted to withdraw it from 
consideration at this time. I will print my remarks in full in 
the RECORD, and ask members to consider them in the mean- 
time, and we will call the bill up as soon as possible again. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will be w 

drawn. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I understand the gentleman when he says 
‘as soon as possible,” to refer to the next session of Congress? 

Mr.MAGUIRE. _lLapprehend that there will be noopportunity 
at this session. I do not waive my right, but you understand as 

well as I do that it is practically impossible. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the morning hour will 
be considered as having expired. There are only five minutes 
remaining. 

There was no objection. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I present the conference 
report on the army appropriation bill. 

(For conference report see Senate proceedings of July 2H. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement of the 
Ifouse conferees explaining the amendments. 

The statement of the House conferees was read by the Clerk. 
as follows: 


The undersigned conferees on the part of the House on the army appro 
priation bill beg leave to state that the effect of the agreement reported as 
the result of the conference as aforesaid is as follows: 

Of the Senate amendments from which the Senate recedes: 

No. 16 consisted of the words ‘or are ordered by army or department com 
manders in cases of emergency,”’ and related to mileage to officers traveling 
on duty without troops, for inspections or investigations. 

No. 17 consisted of the striking out by the Senate of a provision in the bil! 
which required the Secretary of War to cause to be investigated by the In 
| ote An oe of the Army, or otherwise, and shall report to Congress at 

ts next re ar session as to the number of civilian employés of the Army 
their distribution. the necessity of their employment, etc., by the Senate of 
the words ‘‘ cause to be inspected by the Inspection Department of the Army, 
or otherwise.” 

No. 18 consisted in the striking out of the words 





‘ 
ayes vt, 


th- 


in this 
clause reported above, so that the bill now provides for the investigation 
desired by the House through the Inspection Department of the Army, or 
otherwise. 

No. 20 consisted of the insertion by the Senate of the words “ members of 
the Hospital Corps ” in that provision of the bill which related to the pur 
chase of forage for horses, mules, and oxen of the Quartermaster’s Depart 
ment, including their care and protection, and for horses of the veral 
regiments of cavalry and batteries of light artillery, and such companiesof 
infantry and scouts as may be mounted. 

No. 23 consisted by an insertion of the words ‘‘members of the Hospital 
Corps ’ in the provision of the bill for incidental expenditures required for 
the several regiments of cavalry and batteries of light artillery and such 
companies of infantry and scouts as may be mounted. 

No. 28 was an amendment by the Senate increasing the appropriation 
for expenses of the Medical Department from $160,000 to $175,000 

The amendments in which the House recedes from its disagreement are 

No, 1, the striking out of the clause concerning general-service clerks 
which is inserted as No. 11 in substance. 

Nos. 2 and 3 are immaterial, being the insertion of the word “suc! 

No.4 consists of the words “the Adjutant-General’s, the Inspector-Gen- 
eral’s,” inserted in that provision of the bill which required that appoint- 
ments to fill vacancies in the lowest grade in the departments of the Army 
shall be made from the next lowest grade in the line of the Army. 

No. 5 consists of the insertion of the word “and;" and 

No. 6 in the striking out of the words ‘' and the pay, 
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in this same part of 
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the bill, so that the bill will now provide that appointments to fill vacancies 
in the lowest grade in all departments of the Army, except the Pay Depart- 
ment, shall be made from the next lowest grade in the line of the y. 

No. 8 consists in inserting the words “ two hundred” before dollars in the 
provision as to additional pay for officers of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment for length of service, an omission of that amount having accidentally 
occurred in the printing of the bill. 

No. 12 consists in inserting the words “‘at stations’ in the provision for 
commutation of quarters to commissioned officers on duty without troops. 
That language had been used in appropriation bills heretofore, and was 
omitted by inadvertence when the House bill was drawn. 

No. 18 consists in striking out the words “in disbursing this amount ’’and 
inserting the word ‘‘ hereafter’ in that part of the bill which provides for 
the maximum sum to bo allowed and paid to any officers of the Army for 
mileage when traveling on duty without troops. This is done to make that 
provision permanent law. 

No. l4 consists in striking out the word ‘‘an’’ and inserting the word 
‘‘any’’ before the word “ officer,” in the same provision. 

No. 15 consists in inserting the words “ of the Army ”’ after the word ‘‘offi- 
cer,’’ in the same provision. 

No. 24 consists in the inserting of the words ‘‘the authorized number of 
officers’ horses” in that part of the bill which provides for certain general 
expenditures required for the several regiments of cavalry and batteries of 
light Sepuny. and such companies of infantry and scouts as may be 
mount ° 

No. 26 consists in inserting the words “ onehundred thousand” before the 
word “dollars” in that part of the bill which provided that no more than 
$1,000,000 of thesum appropriated by this act shall be paid out for the serv- 
ices of civilian employés of the Quartermaster’s Department, so that $1,100,- 
000 may be expended for that purpose. 

No. $8 consists in striking out the word “twenty "’ and inserting the word 
‘fifteen "’ before the words “thousand dollars”’ in the appropriation for the 
purchase of machine guns, improved musket caliber, of eérican manufac- 
ture. 

No. 35 consists in striking out the words ‘‘and twenty ”’ in the appropria- 
tion of $120,000 for the expenses of the recruiting service. 

No. 36 consists in striking out the appropriation of $11,500 and inserting in 
lieu thereof $17,000, for expenses of the Signal Service. This is according to 
the estimates. 

No. 37 consists of an insertion in the bill of the provision “for construct- 
ing and operating a military telegraph line between El Paso, Tex., and New 
Fort Bliss, Tex., 4060. ’ These last two amendments were recommended by 
7 Chief of the Signal Corps and by the War Department as of great neces- 
sity. 

No. 38 consists in striking out the words “ Adjutant-Generalofthe Army” 
and inserting the words “ Seeretary of War’’ in that part of the bill which 
apnrogea® $3,640 for contingentexpenses of the itary information di- 
¥ sion, to be expended under the direction of the Adjutant-General of the 

rmy. 

As to such Senate amendments as the House conferees recede from with 
amendments, the following statement is made: 

The effect of No. 7, as a to with an amendment, is to provide that 
when the office of Chief Signal Officer shall become vacant, said vacancy of 
the grade of brigadier-general shall not be filled, but shall cease and deter- 
mine, and thereafter the commissioned officers of the Signal Corps shall 
consist of one colonel, who shall be the Chief Signal Officer of the Army and 
selected from the corps, and one Meutenant-co! 1, one major, three cap- 
tains (mounted), to be appointed from the according to seniority, and 
three first lieutenants (mounted), to be appointed as now provided by law, 
who shall each receive the pay and allowances of like erales of the Army, 
and the officers of the Signal Corps shall retain the commissions held by 
them at the date of the next vacancy in the office of the Chief Signal Officer, 
unless promoted in compliance with law. 

The effect of No. 9, as agreed to, is to provide that hereafter no appoint- 
ments shall be made to the office of tant surgeon until the number of 
assistant surgeons shall be reduced below the number of 110, and thereafter 
the number of officers in that grade in the medical corps shall be fixed at 
110. This affects a reduction of 15 in the immediate future in the number of 
officers in the Medical Department. 

The effect of the amendment No. 10 is toprovide that officers on the retired 
list of the Army may be detailed to colleges under the act approved Novem- 
ber 3, 1893, upon the pay of their rank as retired officers,and that ordnance 
and ordnance stores may be issued to such institutions of learning as are 
provided for in the act approved September 26, 1888. 

‘The effect of amendment No. 19 as amended provides that the Secretary 
of War is authorized to remove to such military reservation or reservations 
as he may select the Indian ners of war now confined at Mount Vernon 
Barracks, Alabama, and es an priation of the sum of $15,000 in 
addition to sums herein appropri , to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of War, for the purpose of eresnng buildings, the purchase 
of draft animals, stock, necessary farming tools, seeds, household utensils, 
and such other articles needed for such Indians. This amendment pro- 
vides a method of distributing the Indian women and children and men 
who are not likely to be dangerous, now held as prisoners in Mount Vernon 
Barracks, in such a way as to give them an ae of becoming as- 
similated into other Indian tribes without any resulting therefrom. 

Senate amendment 21 consisted of an addition to the proviso in the bill 
‘that after advertisement all the supplies for the use of the various depart- 
ments and posts of the Army shall be purchased where the same can be pur- 
chased the cheapest, quality and cost of transportation considered, except 
that purchases may be 6 in open market in the manner commor among 
business men, when the aggregate amount required does not exceed $200, 
of these words, “ but e sue shall be immediately reported to 
the Secretary of War for his approval.”’ In the conference it was agreed to 
strike off ge words ‘for ee val,’ baat = ee a emer- 
gency such 4s was provided for in the original bill could be 
made if the officer the must first have the approval of the 
Secretary of War. If these purchases, made Seti cases of emergency, 
are es ne-cuguases to the Secretary there is no likelihood that the provision 

No. 22 is a reduction of the amount vided for the capture of each de- 
serter in the Senate amendment from to $0. 

No. 2 is an amendment which provided for the purchase of horses ‘for 
such members of the Hospital Corps in fleld campaigus as may be required 
to be mounted.” 

No. 27 is a Senate amendment to enable the of War to purchase 
land for a rifle range at Sackett’s Harbor, near ison Barracks, New 
York, at such sum and price as he may deem reasonable, not to exceed $10,- 
F teamenaniiiee uae ioe be necessary. Asagreed upon in conference, 





may 
for this object, that being deemed sufficient to 
purchase as much land as is necessary for this purpose at that point. 
Amendment No, 29 was as follows: 
“And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized, after due advertisement, 
to sell, under such conditions as he may prescribe, such quantity of surplus 
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liquors,and such unserviceable medical and hospital stores, or other pt 

at the medical supply depots at New York, St. Louis, and San Fran 
or in the custody of the Medical Department, as the Secretary of Wa 
deem proper, the proceeds of such sales, after deducting expenses th, 
to be paid into the United States Treasury.’’ * * 

As amended in conference, the words ‘‘quantity of surplus liqy 
such" was stricken out, and the words “exclusive of liquors"’ in 
the word “ property,’’ so that the Secretary of War is authorized 
advertisement, to sell, under such conditions as he may prescri| 
Serene medical hospital stores or other property, excluding 
etc. 

No. 30: The Senate amendment provided for an expenditure of 
the library of the Surgeon-General’s Office, which was an increa 
over the amount in the bill as it passed the House. The confere: 
upon $8,000 for that purpose, which necessitated also a change in 
ment 31 from $15,000 to $13,000. 

No. 32 is a provision for the Ordnance Dopartment similar to | 
21, of the Quartermaster’s Department. 

No. 34 consisted of an amendment by the Senate in the appropri 
expenses of recruiting and transportation of recruits from rende 
depots by om the word * depot’’ and inserting the words 
posts; ’ as agreed upon in the conference, the words “depots an 
serted before the words “ military posts.’’ 

In conclusion, your committee state that the total estimates for 
$25,342,918.52, The amount reported. by your committee was #23 { 
The amount in the bill asit passed the House was $23,586,924.68 
amount as it stands in the conference report is $23,592,884.68. This 
reduction from the estimates of $1,760,033.84. The bill as agreed up: 
conferees carries $,960 more than the House bill and $18,500 less tha 
as amended by the Senate. 

Respectfully submitted. 








JOS. H. OUTHW > 

O. LAPHAM, 

J. A. T. HOLL, 
Managers on the part of th 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. [I yield tifteen minutes, or so much | 
as the gentleman may see fit to use, to the gentleman from (© 
homa. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, I realize that it is next to i 
sible to defeat a conference report. There is a provision, | 
ever, contained in this bill which has never been consider 
this House. There is a provision contained in this bill 
the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. SMITH] informs me w 
feated as a separate proposition many times in this Hous: 
December 19, 1878, Governor Throckmorton, at that time a 
resentative from the State of Texas, introduced as an a 
ment to the Indian appropriation bill the following clause: 


Resolved, That no Indians in Arizona or New Mexico or elsewhere 
of the Indian Territory shall be moved inside of said Territory un 
thorized by Congress therein enacted. 


Congress, in the Forty-fifth Congress, in 20 Statutes at Lar, 
page 315, enacted, in a bill making provision for the suppor! 
maintenance of the various Indians, the following provision 

The President of the United States is hereby directed to prohibit t 
moval of any part of said tribes of Indians— 

Referring to the Apaches in Arizona and New Mexico 


into the Indian Territory unless the same shall be hereafter authori 
act of Congress. 


The Senate tacked an amendment on this Army appropri: 
bill, providing that the Apaches now confined in certain pr 
in the State of Alabama, and yery generally known as G: 
imo’s band of murderers, that the Secretary of War sho 
authorized to remove them to Fort Sill, in my Territory. | 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBois] offered an amendment in t 
Senate to strike out Fort Sill, and authorize the Secretar 
War to remove these Indians to some point not prohibited 
existinglaw. By some means unknown to me, the confere 
the part of the House have seen fit tostrike out the language 
the Senate, and leave the matter discretionary with the 5 
tary of War as to where these Indians shall be removed. 

In years past, when this statute was enacted, there wis 
Representative upon the floor of this House from Kansas, A: 
sas, Texas, or Missouri, who did not take a hand in the e: 
ment of this prohibitory statute, prohibiting the remo, 
these Apaches to my Territory. Mr. Sparks, the gentlema 
charge of the Indian appropriation bill in the Ferty-fifth | 
gress, when this amendment was added and when this law "> 
framed, stated very wisely: 

This is a@ very grave question; one which should be considered i 
dependent bill, and not tacked on to an appropriation bill. 

Mr. Sparks at that time, on the Indian appropriation bi!!, ‘ 

sed the amendment to remove these Indians to the [nd 

erritory. He raised the pointof order against it, and said t 
it was of so much importance that it should not be tacked on 
appropriation bill. The gentleman then in the chair held ‘' 
it was germane; and, asI stated before, there was not a mar W" 
was in favor of it from certain States; and if their constituct' 
knew that the members from Arkansas, from Texas, from \!'s 
souri, or from Kansas would stand upon this floor and let ‘h 
murderous Apaches be put in the Indian Territory they wo'''" 
be flooded with telegrams protesting against it. * 

The provision prohibiting sending them to the Indian Ter! 
tory was introduced by Governor Throckmorton and advocate! 
by the present Senator from Texas (Mr. Minus]. Mr. Haske:', 
from Kansas, made his fight and argument in favor of the pro!” 
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osition. Mr.Govan, from Arkansas, used the following language 
when he advocated the tacking on of that provision prohibiting 
the removal of these murderous Indians to the Indian Territory: 

Tn addition to what the gentleman from Missouri has said in behalf of the 
civilized tribes, I protest against locating wild tribes within this Territory. 
"nese civilized tribes border immediately upon Arkansas. They have no 
representative upon this floor, and in their name | protest as well as in the 
name of the people of Arkansas, Texas, Missouri, and Kansas. 


When this measure was up for consideration in the Senate, | 


and I think that this alone should be sufficient to warrant this 
House to vote ‘‘no” in respect to this conference report, when 
it was originally brought up in this bill in the Senate, at the re- 
quest of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dosotrs}, it was amended 
so that the existing law would not be changed. 

Senator BLACKBURN, who was in charge of the bill in the 
Senate, stated that he had no objection to the amendment of the 
Senator from Idaho. He said “I know that the Senator from 
Tdaho does not want these Indians in bis country, and nobody 
else wants them, but where shall they be turned loose?” That 
was a frank admission that because my Territory has no direct 
representative in the Senate, that we shall be used asa football, 
and that band of Indians, whose records are well known in every 
schoolhouse in the country, shall be placed upon the many fee- 
ble settlers who are now striving to eke out an existence in that 
new country. 

I appeal to this Housein fairness not to adopt this conference 
report. I realize that it is a hard thing and a bad thing to de- 
feat a conference report, but there is nota man on this floor who, 
if he were familiar with the facts, would for one moment enter- 
tain the idea of voting for a proposition such as that to which 
Ihave called attention. Locate these Indians at Fort Sill, and 
if they go north they go into Kansas, if they go south they go 
into Texas, if they go east they go among the five tribes and 
into Arkansas. They are not going to stay down there. 

The reason for removing them from the prisons where they 
now are isthatthey are marauding in the Stateof Alabama. Now, 
if they are marauders when confined in prison, what are they 
going to be when you turn them out among my settlers, scat- 
tered on tracts of a hundred and sixty acres of land. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What authority has the gentleman for 
saying that the reason for removing these Indians is that they 
ere marauding. I challenge that statement. 

Mr. FLYNN. Well, I do not care to inform the gentleman 
just now. I dislike to give away a state secret. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ah! You may keep it, then. 

Mr. FLYNN. Iwishtosay another thing, Mr. Speaker. This 
proposition has never been submitted to the Indian Office. The 
gentleman, I take it, in charge of the bill knows where he can 
get verification of my statement. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, l donot. 
as I am informed. 

Mr. FLYNN. I base my statement upon information given 

me by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. They can not take 
care of these Indians in the prisons of Alabama, and so, without 
the recommendation or the knowledge of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, an amendment is tacked on in the Senate to 
locate them down amongst the feeble and scattered settlers in 
my part of the country, and that, too, in defiance of an existing 
statute. The gentlemen in the Forty-fifth Congress represent- 
ing the several States that I have mentioned. knew the condi- 
tion of those people, and they specifically provided that the 
President should not remove any of the Apaches into the Indian 
rn without the direct authority of Congress. 
_ This House has never passed upon the proposition contained 
in this conference report. As I understand, it has been pro- 
posed several times and has always been defeated. This is an 
amendment tacked on in the Senate, where nobody was heard. 
The amendment of the Senate, however, as it passed was satis- 
actory to me, but the conferees changed the Senate amendment 
again. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. In what respect? 
difference between the two propositions? 

Mr. FLYNN. Theoriginal report from the Senate committee 
provided that the Secretary of War should remove these In- 
dians to Fort Sill in the Indian Territory. It was amended in 
the Senate b Striking out Fort Sill in the Indian Territory, and 
authorizing him to remove them to some place not prohibited 
by existing law. Now, they are prohibited by existing law from 
going into my Territory, and that was all I wanted, but whe n 
the conferees met they Enooked that out and framed the provi- 
810n 80 as to leave it optional with the Secretary of War to re- 
move these Indians to wherever he sees fit. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Where are these Indians now? 

Mr. FLYNN. In prison in Alabama. 

Mr. LYNCH. How many of them are there? 

Mr. FLYNN. I understand there are about 260. 


The statementis nottrue, 


What is the 
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so the Indians that were 
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known as Geronimo’s b 


Mr. FLYNN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MARSH. The Indians that killed Gen. Canby? 
| Mr. FLYNN. Exactly. 
} Mr. LYNCH. Have they reservation where they are 
|; now? 

Mr. FLYNN. No; they ave in prison. The gentleman from 
Arizona [Mr. SMirs]| deseribed them correctly when he said 
that they were Ishmaelites; that their hands were raised against 
everybody and everything, and now comes in this conference 
report providing that they shall be sent down to Oklahoma, 


where the settlers already have all the hardships they can con- 
tend with in trying to break up and cultivate that new country. 
Mr. MARSH. Is it proposed to turn them loose there? 

Mr. FLYNN. Why, they are going tocivilizethem! |{Laugh- 
ter.] This bill carries an appropriation to buy farming imple- 
ments and seeds for these Indians! 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What part of the Territory 
they to be sent to—Fort Sill? 

Mr. FLYNN. Fort Sill. 

Mr. CANNON of Ulinois. How far is that from Fort Reno? 
Mr. FLYNN. That is about 50 miles or a little more west ol 


are 


ask 
whether these are the same Cheyennes and Arapahoes who are 


Where are they going to put these 


eir 


i 
| 
Fort Reno. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is where the Cheyennes and 
the Arapahoes now are, is it not? 

Mr. FLYNN. Itis on the adjoining reservation. 

Mr. CANNON of Lilinois. And it is near where the Wichitas 
and other tribes are? 

Mr. FLYNN. They are going to locate them in there with 
the Kiowas and the Comanches. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And then, just east of them are to 
be found the so-called Five Tribes, I understand? 

Mr. FLYNN. That is correct. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does my friend know whether 
there is any danger in turning loose these 250 Apaches among 
those other Indians? 

Mr. FLYNN. Within the past six months the War Depart 
ment has been compelled to order out troops in my Territory 
for the purpose of protecting the settlers against the Cheyenne 
and Arapahoes that are now there. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In this connection let me 
about Fort Reno and on that reservation, part of them having 
had assigned to them lands in severalty—Indians, substantially, 
who were there at the time that Dull Knife broke out a few 
years ago, about the time of this exclusion of the indians from 
the Territory,and made that famous raid, leaving a track o! 
fire and death through Kansas and Nebraska near to the Pine, 
Ridge country? 

Mr. FLYNN. They are the same tribe exactly. And not- 
withstanding many of our settlers are compelled to be con- 
stantly on their guard with Winchesters always loaded in their 
houses, it is now proposed to locate these murderous Apaches 
right down there in that same country. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That statement is not correct. 

Mr. FLYNN. How isitincorrect? 1 am ready for a correc- 
tion. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The statement the gentleman has just 
made is not correct. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 

Indians? 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will tell you when I have the floor. 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. As I understand,these men ar 
in prison because of some crime? 
Mr. FLYNN. These are the same men who inflicted th 
marauding and murdering for years upon everybody they met 
| out there. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. WhatI wanttoascertain is this 
Suppose these men had notcommitted these crimes, where under 
existing law would they lawfully be? 


Mr. FLYNN. If they had committed no crime they 
be peaceably settled down in Arizona and New Mexico. 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. They have no reservation now? 
Mr. FLYNN. There are of course portions of the Apaches 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Let me say that these men were 
takenfrom the White Mountain Apache Reservation in Arizona. 
Geronimo and his party who went through that portion of the 
country for years, leaving a trail of death behind them, were 
finally captured after they had been chased some 2,(0\) miles 
into Mexico. » ae 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. What I want to ascertain 1s 
where these people would belong if they had not committed 
these crimes? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 


would 





In the White Mountains of Arizona. 








Rese 


Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. That is what I wanted to find 


out. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. And they have gone from Fort Sill 
to those White Mountains time and again. 

Mr. FLYNN. The only argument advanced for removing 
those Indians from where they are and putting them in my Ter- 
ritory is the argumentof economy. Now, the life of a settlerin 
our Territory is worth more to us, and it ought to be worth more 
to every member of this House, than an appropriation of $10,- 
000, $15,000, or $25,000 for the purposeof corralling and keeping 
under control certain murderous Indians. If you turn them 
loose upon vs, as proposed in this bill, there is not one of the 
four States I have referred to that will not come here in most 
earnest protest against such a measure. 

I repeat that if we had a Senator to-day in the other branch 
of Congress this amendment would never have been proposed. 
The Senator from Kentucky in charge of the bill very properly 
said that nobody wanted theseIndians; that they must be turned 
loose somewhere; and in looking around they found my Terri- 
tory, which is not represented, as none of the other Territories 
are,and they said, ‘‘We will locate these Indians down in Okla- 
homa, because in that we can save partof the 2 ee ge peaeng that 
is now expended by the War Department in feeding them.” 

bie the hammer fell. 


Mr. FLYNN resumed hile seat amid applause. } 

r. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, that was a very eloquent 
speech to which we have just listened. But it was prepared for 
another occasion than this. Ii was prepared to meet an amend- 
ment which was put on this billin the Senate providing that the 
Secretary of War be authorized and directed to send all these 
Indians to the Fort Sill military reservation. Now, to such a 
proposition as that there might be some objection; in opposi- 
tion to it some of the arguments submitted by the gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. FLYNN] would have some force. But he 
says that we got into conference and, without consulting him, 
changed that amendment. 

Sir, the gentleman came to me and laid before me just about 
the same objections that he has urged here in his speech to-day. 
Taking his objections with me into the conference, I recom- 
mended certain amendments to that amendment of the Senate; 
and I also went to the Secretary of War, to whom I suggested 
the propriety of the amendment, stating its purposes, to all of 
which he assented. But before 1 had gone to the Secretary of 
War he had sent an officer of the Army to see me as chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, suggesting that he ought 
not to be directed to send these Indians, but that he ought to 
have ee to keep them imprisoned in Alabama, at least 
a who had been guilty of atrocities and were actually crim- 
inals, 

But what is the case he wished to meet and which the House 
and Senate conferees wished to meet? There were!260 of these 
Indiansdown there in prison. Perhaps thirty of them are those 
persons who were engaged in these atrocities and cruelties for 
which they were justly aera Sixty per cent of the whole 
mass of the people down there have been born while in prison. 
We are keeping in prison, therefore, over 200 people because of 
the offenses committed by theirfathers. We are keeping them 
also at a very great and unnecessary expense. We are keeping 
them where they must become vicious, because they have no 
opportunities of cultivation or of entering into the struggle for 
life with those around them. 

Now, this amendment does not send them to any particular 
place, to Oklahoma any more than anywhere else. In the first 
place, it is provided that the Secretary is authorized—not di- 
rected, but is authorized—not to send all of the Indians, but to 
send Indians; and it is the purpose only to send a portion of the 
Indiins who are not dangerous; that is to say, the women and 
children. Where? Not on an Indian reservation, but to send 
them out amongst all of the military reservations in the United 
States; that is to say, that he may send one family to one mili- 
tary reservation, where they will be under the cognizance of the 
olficers of the Army, and where they will be furnished some 
mexans to start in life. 

Then another family will be sent to another military reserva- 
tion—not an Indian reservation; and so on, scattering them 
aroundamongst the military reservations generally throughout 
the country, where they will be under the authority of army 
officers, thus distributing these persons who are at present 
suffering imprisonment because of the crimes committed by 
their fathers, out into the world, giving them an ow 
like human beings to make their own way and to establish them- 
selves in life. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Let me ask the gentleman if the whole mat- 
we . Jistribution is left to the discretion of the Secretary of 

arf? 

Mr. DULL. Entirely so. 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. Just as I have stated, the Secretary of 
War has discretion to distribue them amongst the military res: 
ervations. - 

Mr. FLYNN. Is it nota fact that the amendment you pro- 
pose here repeals the act prohibiting their removal into the In. 
dian Territory? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; it does not repeal the act. 

Mr. FLYNN. [think so. That is its effect. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ButI will meet what the gentleman gay, 
as I proceed. 

If the Secretary of War shall deem it wise and sreper to send 
one or two families toa military reservation in Oklahoma, it js 
admissible for him to do so, and Oklahoma is certainly no more 
sacred than any other part of the country. 

Mr. FLYNN. Not at all. I do not claim anything of tho 
kind. But what becomes of the gentleman’s statement that the 
Indians are sent out there because, under this amendment, there 
will be a saving of money? Now, if you want them, take thom 
in Ohio; but do not force them upon us. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If there were a military reservation jp 
Ohio I should be perfectly willing that they should be sent thoy, 
and can see no possible harm that would come of it. 

Mr. FLYNN. Yes; but you have not amilitary reservatio 
and so you will drive them into Oklahoma, these murderous [1 
dians, for the purpose of saving a few thousand dollars—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now, I am not going to wait for th 
7 inaaaan to talk to his Oklahoma constituents on this « 
tion. 

Mr. FLYNN. Iamnot talking to my Oklahoma constituent: 
But when I talked to the chairman of the Committee on \ 
tary Affairs, and I told him what I would like to have in re 
ence to this matter, he said: ‘‘T will go and see what the Scere. 
tary of War wants.” 

r.OUTHWAITE. No; I did not say that. I did nots 
that I would see what the Secretary of War wants, but that! 
would consult with the Secretary. 

Mr. FLYNN. Did notI make a statement to the gentleman 
that the Senate bill was satisfactory to me, and asked him t 
leave it so; and the gentleman said he would go and see if i: 
was satisfactory to the Secretary of War? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh,no; [said I would consult with him 
The Secretary thought he ought to have authority to distribut 
them upon the military reservations. 

Now, if the House thinks it proper to keep in prison a lot o! 
women and children, who are there simply because they are t! 
women and children of men who committed crimes many yeurs 
ago, and thatis the only reason they are there, then the Hous 
will vote down this conference report. 

Mr. HICKS. Are the women and children in prison? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Yes; 60 per cent of all these persons 
were born in prison. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Whatwere they placed there 
for? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, that has been already discussed. 
They were sent there because their parents were murderers, 
cruel, rapacious, vicious Indians, who destroyed human life on 
the plains without mercy or consideration. 

5 MARSH. Mr.Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a que+ 
tion 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly. 

Mr.MARSH. I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs how many of these Indians now living «r 
criminals? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
nitely. 

Mr. MARSH. About how many? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I suppose about sixty of them. 

Mr. MARSH. About sixty of them are criminals? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I suppose about sixty. 

Mr.MARSH. Does this amendment allow those sixty Indians 
to be sent into Oklahoma Territory, or anyother Territory, a0¢ 
turned loose? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not to be turned loose, no. They are 0 
be sent on to a military reservation, and to be placed in charg: 
of a military officer. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
he have the clause read. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well,I will read it myself. It is as fo! 

ows: 

Thatthe Secretary of War is hereby authorized to remove tosuch military 
reservation as he may select, not prohibited by existing law, the Indian 

ers of war now confined at Mount Vernon Barracks, Ala., and for t)' 
purposes of the erection of —- —= of draft animals. stock, = . 
essary farming tools, seeds, household utensils. and other articles nece™’ 
for said Indians and generally for their support and civilization, the sum °° 
ated is hereby appropriated, in addition to the sums herein appropriates, 
to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War. 


I can not answer that question de’: 


I suggest to the gentleman that 














1894. 
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Mr. MARSH. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio if that does not authorize the Secretary of War 
to turn these Indians loose and allow them to go to farming on 
these military reservations, and if that does not include the 
sixty criminals that he speaks of, who have been for many years 
imprisoned in Alabama? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, the Secretary of War is not likely to 
take out of prison those that are criminals, I think it may be 
fairly left in that form. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That discretion conferred there 
seems to be broad, and would include Geronimo and the thirty 
others actually engaged in the difficulties? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I understood the gentleman to say, 
however, that it was not contemplated that they should be sent 
West? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. It is not contemplated, and I want to 
have that expressed in this debate, so that the Secretary of 
War will see that this House so understands it, that it is a con- 
current part of the adoption of this amendment, that it is the 
sentiment of this House that those men are not to be removed 
from prison. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
thirty, actually confined in prison, or are they in what is known 
as prison bounds? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They are in stockades. I think they 
are permitted to go out sometimes. The women and children 
are permitted to go out sometimes, but they are not permitted 
to choose their own places of residence, or to remain out over 


Will the gentleman allow me to 


Are these people, other than the 


night. 

Kir. CANNON of Illinois. If the thirty real offenders, the 
people who, in fact, took up the tomahawk and went upon the 
warpath, are not to be sent back, why not take these noncom- 
batants and send them back amongst their own people in the 
White Mountains? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman from Arizona [Mr. 
SMITH] objects to that. He is afraid of the women, and afraid 
the children will grow up into warriors of bad repute. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Yes; and gentlemen may make 
light of it, but the little ones are the very ones who perpetrate 
cruelties upon prisoners, such as cutting off the breasts of 
women, and their eyelids, and leaving them to die. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. How much time does the gentleman 
from Arizona want? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. [yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Arizona [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, in several different 
Congresses an effort has been made to remove the Apache In- 
dians from a situation which is really but a very slight cur- 
tailmentof their personal liberty, in Alabama, and to send them 
back where they will eventually reach their old haunts of mur- 
der and blood. 

Every time this thing has come up asa separate proposition 
Ihave succeeded in defeating it in the committee. This prop- 
osition has never been started by the War Department that I 
ever heard of until this time. It was dictated by a false senti- 
ment that the health of the Apaches is not as good in Alabama 
as in the mountains of Arizona. I want to say right here tothis 
House that the fact that these Indians should not be moved 
west of the Mississippi has been demonstrated by Gen. Miles, 
than whom no greater Indian fighter has been known in mod- 
ern times, who settled the Indian question by getting these 
Apaches from Arizona; who settled this Indian question by tak- 
ing them away and sending them to Alabama, or rather the 
President did it under his advice. 

Gen. Miles was before the Committeee on Indian Affairs 
when the Senate had passed in the last Congress a resolution 
similar to this. I had Gen. Miles subpcenaed to appear before 
that committee, He went before the committee and in the most 
earnest terms begged the committee never to think for a mo- 
ment of removing these Indians or any of these Indians back be- 
= the Mississippi River. He gave instances of where escapes 

been made very near to St. Louis. Indians had escaped in 
ing them to Fort Sill. Oneof them who escaped found his 

way into the White Mountain Reservation, and was soon on the 
war path, and so far as I know is still on it. 

You can not send these Apaches to any military reservations 
in the West without practically surrendering them. Any one 
of these Apaches, if he is 15 years old, can leave any one of the 
military reservations in the West, unless you put him behind 
the bars and Jock him up, and will find his way to the White 
Mountains for himself. He is well acauainted with Mexico. 
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To those gentlemen who so often declare the fact that the In- 
dian is passing away in the sunlight of civilization I will suggest 
that from 1878 to 1879, when these Indians were placed where 
they are, 60 per cent of the 200 or over that are there have been 
born on that reservation. 

If you want to cultivate the Indian, if you want to increase 
that population, keep him where he is; and in answer to the 
other suggestion made by the chairman of the committee, that 
there were no depredations committed by the Indians in Ala- 
bama, I would say that the wisdom on the part of this House 
would be shown in keeping them where they are when it is 
found that there is one place on which on God’s green earth an 
Apache can stand the treatment of other people, of other colors, 
and other nationalities on earth, and continue to live under it. 
I say [ congratulate the House and this country on the fact that 
it has found such a place for the Apaches, and that is the best 
place to keep them. 

It is much better than this idea of sending them back. Then 
here is a provision of $15,000 to buy horses and plows, and to ed- 
ucate them. Now, if the experience of any man who knows the 
Apache can show me anyof theGeronimo White Spring Apache 
Indians, of which these were a part, who has at any time put 
his hand for one hour to any work, [ will surrender this argu- 
ment now. I say that, send him where you please. You say 
you will send thes2 children to the military reservations and 
teach them how to plow. I want to call the attention of the 
House to the fact that my people are particularly interested in 
this matter. 

This follows the idea of civilizing this Apache tribe of Indians. 
If you send these children West, the next thing you may send 
them to Fort Huachuca or Fort Grant, in Arizona, or the Pres- 
cott military reservation. There is nothing to prevent thut, if 
you are to send these children where they would be near their 
friends. Allof that could be done under the sentiment that 
prompted this bill, and will doit. Iam justified in that asser- 
tion. I tell you they would get back, as Gen. Miles said. He 
told the committee he never would send one of them back west 
of the Missouri River. 

There is no oe protecting usagainst sending them west 
of the Missouri River or anything to prevent putting Geronimo 
there, notwithstanding the very henest statement made by the 
gentleman in charge of this bill, that the Secretary would not 
consent to that; but under the operation of that law there is no 
telling how soon it might be done. Secretaries of War do not 
live forever. You will not be able to stop it, and they will very 
soon return, as Gen. Miles said, and it will ultimate in a war 
with these Apaches again. 

There are six or eight or ten of them out now who have been 
maurauding in Mexico and in this country, headed by one of 
your beautiful educated Apaches by the name of ‘‘ Kid,” one of 
those Indians who has had the advantages of education, and 
they have left and are still leaving the corpses of settlers hun- 
dreds of miles away from the reservations, and even going on 
to the reservations and killing Indians that were antagonistic 
tothem. They are out nowin the mountains of Mexico and 
probably in Arizona. 

It has been but a short time since I saw the corpses of two 
boys that I knew well, who had been living down on a ranch in 
the southeastern part of Arizona, brought back to my town mu- 
tilated beyond recognition—boys that had done nobody any 
harm; hard-working boys who were trying to protect their cat- 
tle, and who had been come upon and murdered by this same 
band. And yet these Indians are to be sent back or the power 
is to be given to some human being to send them back! 

I protest against it in the name of the peace of this country. 
I protest against it in the name of the murders that they have 
committed. I protest against it in the name of humanity. [f 
this provision goes through and those Indians are scattered, my 
word for it, they will come together and renew their depreda- 
tions. A hundred miles between them amounts to nothing,with 
their signa! lights visible everywhere from the mountain tops. 
The difficulty in catching them before was that they would sepa- 
rate and then, by their signal fires upon the mountains, would 
appoint a rendezvous perhaps 200 miles south. You can not 
keep them from going out from the reservations at any time in 
a country likethat, where signals can be seen at least a hundred 
miles with the naked eye. 

Tell me that they will not go back! If they have been sub- 
jected to the horrors of which the gentleman speaks, and if they 
require the sympathy which is at the bottom of this proposed 
legislation, I suggest that that sympathy had better be exer- 
cised toward the poor white people who wil certainly become 
the victims of these murderous Indians if you allow them to go 
back into that country. They wi!l go back all the more ag- 
grieved, according to what we have hear! here—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. These men are not going back at all. 
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Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The bill does not say that. Put it 
in the bill that no male Indian over the age of 16 shall be taken 
west of the Missouri River, and, so far as [ arn concerned, I will 
consent to that, because I think that means safety tomy people. 
The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. FLYNN] has pleaded ear- 
nestly on this question, but not from the experience that I have 
bad, and I can tell him that as sure as those Indians go on the 
military reservation they will renew their depredations and 
their murders, 

Some of those Western military reservations are 10 miles 
square, with no fence, no inclosure, and with only two or three 
companiesof soldiers. There is no means of confining these In- 
dians to a reservation unless they are in a stockade, as you have 
them in Alabama; and I appeal to the chairman of the commit- 
tee to say whether the women and the children of the Apaches 
there now are not going in and out there as freely as anybody? 

Mr. OUTHWA ie. ae are; and they have never gone 
back to Arizona either, or tried to go back. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. No; Ido not think the women and 
children would try to walk from Alabama back to Arizona, or 
would try to swim the rivers, but if you get them to the other 
side of the Missouri River they will go back and they will take 
their women and children with them. I have myself seen the 
“nee Indians on the war trail, a party of perhaps fifty men 
with as many women, hiding in the mountains and killing every- 
body that they could possibiy sneak up to without danger of 
losing their own lives. As sure as this bill passesin its present 
shape these things will happen again, if not under the present 
Secretary of War then under some later Secretary. 

This honest but mistaken sentiment of sympathy for these In- 
dians is going to force that calamity again upon our people, and 
send usout again upon that beautiful crow hunt, trying to catch 
Apache Indians on the mountainsof Sonora. In all the histor 
of Indian warfare there never lived a more desperate, blood- 
thirsty, cunning villain than the Apache Indian. Geronimo’s 
hand is imbrued in the best blood of American men, women, and 
children, not one of whom ever did him or his any harm. 

The misfortune was that when those Indians were brought 
back from that celebrated raid when they were followed 2, 
miles by Gen. Miles and caught down in southern Mexico after 
crossing the Sierra Madre Mountains time and time again—the 
misfortune, I say, was that when they werecapturedand brought 
back they were not taken to the reservation and made a proper 
example of, as was done years ago in the case of other Indians. 
Every one of them ought to have been hanged as a plain warn- 
ing to others that when — violated the law they should suffer 
the penalty as others do. But instead of that you propose to 
set these Indians to cultivating some rocky reservation; and you 

ropose an appropriation for that pur 1. You have no idea 

ow that suggestion strikes a man from that portion of the 
country. An appropriation to put an Apache Indian to work! 
My conseience! One dollar put into such an undertaking is 
thrown away; a cent put into it is squandered, 

Ido trust that this House will never allow this report to go 
through. This proposition has been beaten heretofore, and 
would be beaten again if it could be met directly as an inde- 
pendent measure. The proposition was put on in the Senate, 
where we had no chance to fight it. The conferees have agreed 
pe a a report which they bring to the House, where we heve no 
chance toamend. Thus the matter has slipped in. I do not 
mean anyth offensive by that; but I say that those who have 
been behind this measure knew very well it could not pass this 
House as a separate poe and it has been put upon this 
appropriation bill. [ am questioning the conduct of nobody in 
this matter; but those interested in getting this proposition 
through knew that this was their safest course. They took the 
surest route to their end. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 
East? 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Just one moment more, for a single 
suggestion. These Indians can be kept more cheaply, every 
one of them, at the Fifth Avenue Hotel in New York than you 
will ever keep them if they get back to the military reservation. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They are costing twice as much now 
every year as the amount of this appropriation. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Ido not care about that. If they 
once commence this movement toward Sonora, it will cost the 
military arm of the Government many millions of dollars to 
catch even afew of them. Why not put these Indians some- 
where else? Are there not plenty of places to which they can 
be taken? I see before me a gentleman who represents the 
beautiful civilization that surrounds and resides in the great 
rd of Boston. That philanthropic community loves the In- 

s. 
Why not take these Indians to that portion of the country? 





Why not move these Indians 
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They will educate the Boston people—will show them wha: ; 
Apache Indian is. Take the Indian and put him on a jit:). 
farm up there with his farming implements and see how Jono 
he will remain. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. OUTHWAITE. I yield to the gentleman from Ip, 
[Mr. HULL] five minntes, or such time as he may desire. , 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, when I went into the confe), 
on this bill I was opposed, as an original proposition, to gy 
amendment whatever to the Senate amendment. But on eo. 
sultation with other gentlemen, the proposition of the Se 
remove these Indians from Alabama seemed to me s0 ¢ 
backed up by proof as to the necessity for a change, that | 
willing to consent to a modification of the Senate amend me 
that the Secretary of War should have such discretion a 
permit him to deal with this question in the full light o! 
ever might be necessary to be done. 

The gentloman from Oklahoma [Mr. FLYNN] and the 
man from Arizona [Mr. SMITH] assume in their argumen 
first place that these Indians must necessarily be sent t» 0\ 
homa or Arizona; in other words they assume that the Seer. 
of War will in the treatment of this question do the very | 
he should not do. What may be their basis for that | 
more than I can explain or understand. The Secretary o 
himself has not taken primary action in the removal of th 
dians because at his suggestion the Senate amendmen 
changed by striking out the word ‘‘directed.” By that a: 
mentas it passed the Senate the Secretary was ‘‘ authoriz 
directed’ to remove these Indians. He had no disereti 
the amendment came from the Senate. He was directed to 
move them. As I understand,the gentleman from Oklal 
was satisfied with the amendment as originally passed } 
Senate. 

Mr. FLYNN. That is correct. 

Mr. HULL, Why? Because that amendment as origi 
assed provided that the Secretary of War should not send th 
ndians to any place now prohibited by law, and he is prohibi 

by law from sending them to Oklahoma. In other words, | 
gentleman from Oklahoma was willing to have that amenim-o 
passed, not only authorizing but directing the Secretary of \V 
to remove these Indians from Alabama and to send them wl 
ever he pleased, provided he did not send them to Oklahom 
The gentleman on concedes the advisability of removing the: 
Indians. Mr. Speaker, if this is true, the House will not 
from very high motives if it should limit the discretion o! | 
Secretary of War so that he may send these Indians to any })\: 
in the United States except Oklahoma. 

So far as concerns the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. S\111 
I understands that he objects to removing these Indians io : 
place west of the Missouri River, although the Secretary of \V 
could send them to numerous reservations west of the Miss 
River not prohibited by law. So that the gentleman from 
zona goes farther on this question now than he went in his s 
ments before the conferees. 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the Secretary of War, i: 
ing attention to the fact that he does not wish to be absolu' 
directed by law to remove these Indians, shows that he re 
he has the entire field before him and will do what is righ’ 
the treatment of this question. 

It was further shown by theevidence before the conferees tla 
it was the intention of the Department not to send the-e [ndian 
to any single military reservation, but to send them to militar, 
reservations; in other words, to break up their organization 
sending certain families to one restrvation, and certain 01 
families to other reservations, thus widely distributing them 
over the different reservations of the country. 

As a matter of humanity I want to say to the House tha 
time has come when something must be done for these Indiins 
not the old criminal who was sent there as a punishment, ) 
the great number of children born in captivity. I believe ‘h 
under the construction the Secretary of War puts on the orig 
inal amendment, and his desire for the modification, that he w)! 
send none of these criminals—the old Indian prisoners { 
of the stockades and the prisons at all. Those he will send : 
will be — the women and children. But when 60 per cent 
these people have been born in captivity, it is not right to tr 
them in this cruel manner by keeping them in constant capt:'- 
ity for the offenses of their fathers, and continue them durin 
their entire lives in prison. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. HULL. Inamoment. Now, I detest an Indian just 
much as the gentleman from Arizona does, or anybody else ©». 
I know exactly what confidence is to be placed in them. The re 
is nothing but the strong arm of the Government and the foar 0! 
punishment that will compel them to behave themselves. And 
so far as these Indians are concerned, if every buck or warrlor 
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had been shot when they were first captured it would have been 
the proper solution of the difficulty. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. That is correct. 

Mr. HULL. But neither the gentieman from Arizona nor 
myself, nor anybody else, would advocate that sort of a solution 
of the difficulty now. 

I yield now to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I wanted to know how you got the 
estimate—I failed to ask the chairman of the committee—of 60 

r cent of these Indians born in captivity? 

Mr. HULL. The gentleman from Ohio has the figures on that 





point. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will give the gentleman some infor- 
mation which I did not have at hand at the time I spoke here, 
and I confused the number 15 with 30. 

Healthy and able-bodied men, 13. 

That is all there is down at this place in Alabama, including 
the old eriminals, not 30, as [ first said. 

Mr. HULL. Altogether of the able-bodied men- 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Does that include criminals? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I suppose all whoare considered as crim- 
inals, who were originally confined there as a punishment. 


The gentleman from Arizona said he would have no objection 
if it dealt with those under 16. 
eT IED TRIN oo ask sian he ong ond nice écns dgsesewdadiancueecsscscsue 103 
That is where I got my 60 per cent calculation. These must 
have been born since the imprisonment began. That makes a 
total of 239 under the head of ‘‘ healthy and able-bodied.” 
Again: 


ag 63 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. How many men are in that “sickly 
and infirm ’”’ list? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iam reading all the information I have 
on the subject, which is a statement submitted from the De- 


partment. 

Men i eis over Senn nthe tinaton semppapeinnenadian ate <aneabentateapes exes 63 

Boys an ES oe ak 

Boys and girls under 12...................- eh Oe Sieg knees pate 16 
Total.....<-------- 80 


Indian soldiers, 47. Grand total, 366. 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. What are the soldiers: Indians? 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is stated here that 


‘Phese 366 persons constitute about seventy families of five persons each. 


Mr. BROSIUS. Will the gentleman state how these families 
are divided? He has said that there are thirteen men and over 
a hundred women and children. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Isaidable-bodiedmen. Under the head 
of “ sickly and infirm men and women ” there are sixty-three. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. What are the forty-seven soldiers; 
Indians? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They are Indian soldiers in the Army. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Are they composed of the Indians 
who were sent down there as a punishment? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. I do not know. They are Indian sol- 
— The gentleman knows that there are Indian soldiers in 
the Army. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. These, I suppose, are some of the 
same Indians who were sent there as a punishment, and are now 
being used to guard the others. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not know as to that. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. How are the children divided as to 
sex? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. ThatIcannot say. This is the only in- 
formation I have. ° 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If my friend will allow me, the 
motive seems to have followed the policy of sending Geronimo 
and his followers to prison, and of giving them the company of 
their wives and children, not caring to break up family ties. If 
this pro tion is carried out, and the wives and children are 
Seattered over the country, will not the Government be guilty 
oa — in ps aopare fice of Siiien than was contem- 

n origi icy of sending these prisoners down 
Se Pe ot ating oes pets 

Me. OUTHWAITE. It is not unusual for criminals to be 
Ss from their families, or families to be pemponted from 
criminals all over the country. It is a common policy. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. “If this consideration, to which the 
gentleman now calls our attention, had been pursued at an 


uae perhaps the children would not have inereased 


Mr. 1 I should like to have a few moments 1 i 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield additional time to my ue 


On the committee. 
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Mr. HULL. I understood that both the Delegates from Okla- 
homa and from Arizona were satisfied with the Senate amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona.. No, I never intimated it anywhere 
on earth. 

Mr. HULL. Then, I will take that back. What I want fur- 
ther to emphasize to the House is that the conferees have im- 
proved that by striking out the word “ directed,” and have left 
it simply discretionary with the Secretary of War. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That was done at the sugyestion of the 
Secretary of War, because the Secretary of War did not want 
to be compelled to send these Indians out iato the country. 

Mr. HULL. Yes; I stated that he did not want to be com 
pelled. 

Mr. FLYNN. Isit nota fact that unless this provision had 


| been incorporated, the Secretary of War would not have been 


even authorized to do this? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I believe this is the best that can be 
done. I believe the time has come to take the women and chil- 
dren of this old Geronimo band out of captivity. 

Now, I wish to say a word or two further concerning this 
amendment. I have stated to the House that the amendment 
which was offered in the Senate, and which was so very objec- 
tionable to the gentleman from Arizona |Mr. SMITH] and to the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. FLYNN], was suggested to the 
Secretary of War, and that the Secretary of War does not in 
tend or expect, and does not want to be compelled, to distribute 
these men among these military reservations or to release them 
from eae but thatitis the purpose of the War Department to 
distribute the women and children among military reservations 
where, as it is said in the letter of the Secretary of War, the) 
will be under the observation of military officers. There is no 
dangor connected with distributing a family here and there, in 
the way that we propose. 

If there were a military reservation in Ohio large enough to 
ailford them room, I should not object to one or two or three 
families of five persons each going to Ohio and having an op 
portunity to start in life. There are ninety-five military posts 
and reservations. There are probably forty of these that have 
enough ground toaccommodate some of these families, and upo. 
which they can have the opportunities of life such as other hu- 
man beings have. Thatis all we desire. The War Department, 
as is shown by the frequent efforts that have been made hereto- 
fore in previous administrations, do not wish to keep over 200 
women and children in prison all their lives, because of the sins 
of their fathers. So far as any efforts have been made in the 
direction of sending them back to the neighborhood from which 
they came, I believe those efforts to have been ill advised. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. If they are to be turned loose, why 
not turn them loose in Alabama? 

Mr. BROSIUS. The family relation is maintained within the 
stockades, is it not? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Toa certain exient. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I understand that the population is inereasing? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is correct. 

Mr. BROSIUS. How many years will the stockades contain 
that growing population? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not very long at the present rate of in- 
erease. As I said before, 60 per cent of these people were born 
in prison, and it is about time that the American people should 
give them an opportunity to live out of prison. 

[ move the adoption of the conference report, and upon that 
1 demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

~On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr.Cox, its Clerk, announced 
that the Senate had further insisted upon its amendments to 
the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for 
the Government, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives; had agreed to the further conference 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. VoorHEES, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. 
Vest, Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. ALLISON, 
and Mr. ALDRICH as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 6969) for the relief of Benjamin I’. 
Poteet; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate bad passed joint 
resolution and bills of the following titles: in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: : 

Joint resolution (S. R. 34) authorizing Commander Dennis 
W. Mullan, United States Navy, to accept a medal presented to 
him by the Chilean Government: 
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A bill (S. 103) for the relief of P. S. Corbett; 

A bill tS. 346) to remove the bar of the statute of limitations 
and give the right of appeal in certain cases; 

A bill (S. 679) to provide for the location and satisfaction of 
outstanding military bounty land warrants and certificates of 
location under section 3 of the act approved June 2, 1858; 

A bill (S. 756) for the application of the accretions of the Car- 
acas awards of 1868 to the new awards made in 1889 and 1890; 

A bill (S. 864) to authorize the payment to Rear Admiral John 
H. Russell of the highest pay in fis grade; 

A bill (S. 1468) for the relief of James L. Townsend; 

A bill (S. 1549) for the relief of William H. Hugo; 

A bill (S. 1824) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims 
and for the relief of Samuel Fitzhugh, administrator of Henry 
Fitzhugh; 

A bill (S. 2034) authorizing the persons herein named to ac- 
cept of certain decorations and testimonials from the Hawaiian 
Government; 

A bill (S. 2118) authorizing the sale of title of the United 
States of a tract of land in Montgomery County, in the State of 
Maryland, to William H.and George Bobinger; 

A bill (S. 2150) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Oceano, of New York, N. Y.; 

A bill (S. 2151) to amend an act to authorize the construction 
of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River, between the States 
of Wisconsin and Minnesota, approved April 24, 1894; 

A bill (S. 2217) to provide for the closing of a part of an alley 
in square 185, in the city of Washington, D. C.; and 

A bill (S. 2345) to prohibit the interment of bodies in Grace- 
land Cemetery, in the District of Columbia. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed, without amend- 
ment, bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 7784) to amend an act entitled ‘An act authoriz- 
the construction of a high wagon bridge across the Missouri 
River at or near Sioux City, Iowa,” approved March 2, 1889, as 
amended by acts of April 30, 1890, February 7, 1893, and March 
24, 1894; 

A bill (H. R. 5351) granting a pension to Celestia P. Hartt; 

A bill (H. R. 5020) granting a pension to Washington Hislop; 

A bill (H. R. 1686) granting a pension to Margaret English; and 

A bill (H. R. 6309) for the relief of the dependent relatives of 
the seamen of the Netherlands steamer Amsterdam, who lost 
their lives in the effort to save the crew of the American schooner 
Maggie E. Wells. and also for the relief of the sole survivor of 
the rescuing party. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the following resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed and bound in cloth 6,000 copies of the complete compilation of 
all the annual, apenas. and veto m 8, proclamations, and inaugural 
addresses of the idents of the United States from 1789 to 1894, inclusive, 
2,000 copies for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the 
House, The work shall be prepared under the direction of the Joint Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

ACCOUNT BETWEEN FLORIDA AND THE UNITED STATES GOV- 
ERNMENT. 


Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
colve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of bills on the Union Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. BAILEY 
in the chair. 

a CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the first 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill CH. R. 102) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to settle the 
account stated between the General Government and the State of Florida 
by the said Secretary, under the authority of the act approved March 2, 1889, 
known as the defictercy act, and to pay the balance found to be due. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to settle the account stated between the United States and the 
State of Florida, under the authority of section 5 of the act approved March 
2, 1889, entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for prior years, 
and for other purposes;"’ andin making such settlement he is hereby au- 
thorized to set off what is found to be due by the State to the day of settle- 
ment, on account of principal and interest upon the bonds of the State, in 
which a portion of the Indian trust funds has been invested, against what 
is found to be due the State to the same date for moneys expended by her 
d the Indian hostilities of 1849 and 1856 and 1857, and to surrender such 
bonds and the coupons thereto to the governor of said State upon ma’ 
such settlement. And in making the settlement the Secretary is direc 
to follow the statement of the account as made under the authority of said 
act, as found in the letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, dated Decem- 
ber 16, 1889, published as Executive Document No. 68, House of Representa- 
ti Fifty-lirst Congress, and to adopt the first mode of settlement pro- 

near the foot of page 8 of said document, containing the computa- 
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tion of interest upon the petastes on both sides to the date of sett lement 
And such sum of money is hereby ae out of any moneys in the 
wer not otherwise appropriated, as is necessary to make such sett|e. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, the object of this bill is to 
reimburse to the State of Florida moneys expended by her in 
resisting attacks of hostile Indians in the years 1856, 1857, and 
1853, The bill has passed the Senate twice and has passed this 
body once; but never has passed both Houses during the samo 
session. The purpose of the bill is simply to correct an omis. 
sion or error that arose through no fault of the governor of the 
State of Florida, but through a misunderstanding at the time 
when the troops furnished by the State of Florida were mys. 
tered out by the State. 

They were not mustered in or out of the service of the United 
States; and inasmuch as in order that troops under such circum. 
stances should be paid it was required they must be mustered 
in and out, it was impossible for the Secretary of War at that 
time to pay these men. Subsequently to the time that they 
went out of the service, the governor of Florida called the at. 
tention of the Secretary of War to the fact that these men had 
been necessary, that they had rendered valid and substantia| 
aid in resisting Indian hostilities. In response to that applica- 
tion of the governor of the State of Florida, the Secretary of 
War wrote: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., May 21, 1957, 


Sra: [have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the &y 
instant, asking an approval of the services of certain volunteers called oy: 
by you, and in reply to inform you that the explanation as to the necessity 
of theirservices issatisfactory, and orders have been issued to the officer com 
snes in Florida to muster them in and out of the service of the United 

States. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN B. FLOYD, 
Secretory of War. 
His Excellency JAMrs E. BROOME, 
Governor of Florida, Washington. 


At the time that this order was made these volunteers of the 
State of Florida had returned to their homes, and it was found 
impracticable to bring them together again in order to be mus- 
tered in and out. The attention of the Secretary of War was 
called to this fact by the governor of Florida. On the 7th of 
July following the governor wrote the Secretary of War, stat- 
ing that it had been found impracticable to muster in these 
troops, as directed by the Secretary, they having been long since 
disbanded and it being impossible to assemble them again at any 
one point. He received the following from the Secretary of 
War: 

Under the circumstances the only course left for the Department is to re 
ceive as official the State roiis, duly certified by State authority, and to base 
upon them a recommendation for the appropriation necessary to pay the 
troops. This course will obviate the difficulty named by you inconsequence 
of the disbandment of the troops. 

I call attention to this correspondence, and to this status of 
the case at the close of the Indian war, for the purpose of shovw- 
ing that although these troops were not originally called for by 
the Government of the United States, that nevertheless the 
governor of Florida, in the exigency that presented itself to him 
at the time, when there were not enough United States troops 
tomeet the Indians who were arrayed against them in hostility, 
called, on his own responsibility and upon his own judgment, 
upon the people of Florida to furnish volunteers for this duty; 
that these volunteers participated in the Indian campaigns; that 
they rendered valuable services in those hostilities, which serv- 
ices were approved by the Secretary of War, and that the Sec- 
retary of War authorized that they be mustered in and out of 
the service, in order that they should be paid. The only diff: 
culty in this case arose from the fact that these men had been 
disbanded and had returned to their homes, and the order o! 
the Secretary of War requiring that they be mustered in ané 
out could not be complied with. 

There was no question whatever as to their service; there 
was no question whatever as to the value of their service, The 
mere fact that they were not mustered in and out was the only 
reason why they were not paid at that time. This claim con- 
tinued in existence for some years without action being taken 
on it, principally by reason of the outbre:k of the late war; but 
subsequently the attention of Congress was called to it, and 
in 1881 Congress passed an act referring the matter of this 
claim to the Secretary of War, and requiring him to make are 
port thereon. 

The Secretary of War considered the claim and made his re- 
port, which is contained in both the majority and the minority 
reports on this bill. Subsequent to that Congress again took 
the matter in hand and authorized the Secretary of the Treas: 
ury toexamine into and consider all the claims existing on the 
part of the State of Florida against the United States, and «/s0 
all counter claims on the part of the United States against the 
State of Florida. The Secretary made his report, which iscon- 
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tained in the majority report of the committee on this bill, and 
to which I call attention. 

Under the date of December 16, 1889, the Auditor considered 
the various items, rejected a number, and finally struck a bal- 
ance in two forms. One balance, according to his figures, 
prought the United States in debt to the State of Florida in the 
sum of $567,954.50. The other method reduced the amount to 
$421,569.05. It seems that considering the claims on the partof 
the United States against the State of Florida, certain bonds 
which had been issued by the State of Florida for the purpose 
of raising money wherewith to pay these troops had come into 
the hands of the United States in the Indian trust fund, to the 
amount of $132,000. 4 

It is proper to state that when these Indian hostilities began 
and when a detachment of United States troops under Lieut. 
Hartsuff were attacked near the edge of the Everglades with- 
out any warning whatever, the governor of the State of Florida, 
finding it necessary by reason of the small number of troops in 
that part of the country, to call upon volunteers, obtained per- 
mission from the Legislature to issue bonds. The Legislature 
authorized the governor to issue $500,000 worth of bonds for the 

urpose of raising money to pay and maintain the troops. 

hose bonds were disposed of in various ways. Some were pur- 
chased by private parties, some were purchased by banks, and 
some found their way into the Indian trust fund to the amount, 
as I have stated, of $132,000. 

The State of Florida has been paying interest on those bonds 
at 7 per cent ever since they were issued. She paid interest 
into the Treasury of the United States on the $132,000 worth of 
bonds held by the United States up to 1873, since which time I 
believe the interest has been unpaid and is stilldue. At least 
it so appears from the report of Secretary Windom. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not know thatit is necessary for me 
to go into the argument that is used against the validity of this 
claim. ‘There is, sofar asI can gather from the views of the 
minority, only one argument. That is that these troops or vol- 
unteers were not called for by the United States Government, 
and that their services were declined, although they were ten- 
dered by the governor of Florida. 

It is afact that they were not called for by the United States 
Government, and it is also a fact that their service was declined, 
but subsequent to that declination, the United States authori- 
ties found that it was necessary to have additional troops and 
accepted their services, not formally through the Secretary of 
War, but in fact through co5peration with these Florida troops. 
Subsequently in the correspondence that was had with the Sec- 
retary of War, he said in his letter to the governor of Florida: 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 8th in- 
stant, asking an approval ofthe service of certain volunteers called out by 
you, and in reply, to inform you that the explanation as to the necessity of 
their services is satisfactory, and orders have been issued to the officer com- 
oes in Florida to muster them in and out of the service of the United 

Now, as an answer to the position assumed by the opponents 
of this bill, that these troops were not tendered and accepted, 
we have here in the official records of the country the evidence 
that subsequent to the declination of their services, the Govern- 
ment of the United States, through an officer authorized to act 
for it and whose action bound the President and bound the Gov- 
ernment, approved of that service and authorized the mustering 
in of these troops. 

Mr. HERMANN. Previous to the declination by the United 
States Government of the services of these volunteers, were their 
services actually required by the necessity then existing in that 
part of the country? 

Mr.MALLORY. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HERMANN. Were there any Government troops on the 
scene of hostilities at that time? 

Mr. MALLORY. There were very few; not at all enough to 
cope with the Indians. 

r. HERMANN. And the position taken by the advocates 
of this bill is that the troops down there were inadequate to put 
down the hostile Indians? 

Mr. MALLORY. They were so. That is a fact of history. 

Mr. HERMANN. And thatthereforeit was necessary toraise 
these volunteers? 

Mr. MALLORY. Certainly. The Government of the United 
States called for volunteers and did enlist a number of companies; 
but those, with the troops then on hand, were inadequate to stop 
the murders and depredations that were being carried on by 
those Indians, who, like the Apaches referred to in the discus- 
sion which took place here awhile ago, made little of distance, 
and appeared at points very remote from each other in very 
short intervals of time, massacreing everybody that they could 
lay their hands upon. Thereupon the people of Florida, 
through their governor, finding it absolutely necessary in order 
© protect themselves, placed these volunteers in the field. issued 
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bonds to raise money to pay them, paid them every dollar that 
the State owed them, and protected the people until the United 
States, through the Secretary of War, ratified that action and 
authorized these troops to be mustered into and out of the 
service. 

Mr. HERMANN. Did not these volunteerscoSperate in many 
instances, if not entirely, with the United States troops? 

Mr. MALLORY. They acted side by side with them all the 
time. I contend, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that while it is true 
that the services of these men, although tendered, were declined 
by the United States Government, that fact ceases to have any 
valid force, ceases to constitute an argument, when you bear in 
mind the additional fact that their services subsequently were 
formally and officially recognized by the United States Govern- 
ment, and that the only step necessary to pay them for the serv- 
ices rendered was authorized to be taken by the Government of 
the United States. 

That it was not taken arose from no fault of theirs, but be- 
cause hostilities had ceased and the volunteers had been dis- 
banded and sent to their homes. In fact, this bill simply pro- 
poses to do that which ought to have been done at that time— 
to validate the mustering in of these men in accordance with the 
rolls which have been filed and are sot forth in these reports. 
The State of Florida, finding it impossible to muster in these 
troops through the regular officials, made muster rolls and filed 
them in the records of the War Department, where they are 
now. 

This whole claim has been examined. The services of each 
man have been thoroughiy investigated; and the claim covers 
only those items which were paid, as the State of Florida has 
shown by proof, which can not be and is not disputed. The 
salaries of the officers and men, and their subsistence, and the 
money necessary for their equipment, were all paid by the State 
of Florida, as has been proven by the State, and she now pre- 
sents herself here, as she has done in previous Congresses, asking 
simply that justice be done in the premises. 

I reserve the residue of my time 

Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Speaker, although I filed the minority 
report in opposition to this bill, I do not know that I shall oe- 
cupy much time upon it. There are a number of gentlemen 
who have given the subject some attention in previous Con- 
gresses. I believe that among these the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. DAVIS] has made some preparation upon the subject, 
and has data affecting the facts involved. 1 yield to him thirty 
minutes. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, in order to understand this old 
bill which has been here a great many times, all the facts and 
circumstances ought to be stated. It comes down to us froma 
period prior tothe war. During the last Congress this bill passed 
the Senate, and was before the House upon a favorable report 
by the committee. In thatsituation, the facts being stated here 
by myself and two or three gentlemen in short speecbes, the 
bill was kilied. 

Mr. MALLORY. The bill was not killed; but gentlemen suc- 
ceeded in talking it to death. 

Mr. DAVIS. Well, the bill did not go through. 

Mr. Chairman, take up the history of Florida by the various 
authors (Sprague, Fairbanks, Bertram, Giddings, and Julian), 
and you will find that devoted country to have been the battle 
ground of American liberty. More £0, perhaps, than any other 
spot on this continent. 

As early as 1696, expeditions were organized in South Caro- 
lina against the inhabitants of Florida. Because, says Fair- 
banks, in his history— 

Many of the settlers in the province of Carolina had lost servants, who 
had fied to Florida, and had been harbored and protected by the Spanish au- 
thorities, and many other of the inhabitants (of Carolinas) were quite will- 
ing to procure labor, by bmn an inroad upon the Spanish Indians and re- 
ducing them toa state of servitude. 

The Spaniards were willing to surrender all thecriminals and 
debtors, but they refused to surrender “the fugitive slaves.” 
They harbored and encouraged the desertion of the negroes 
from the English settlements. 

These early wars for slavery on the one side and liberty on 
the other were very bloody, destructive, and merciless. Towns 
were sacked and burned. Men, women, and children were 
butchered. None were spared but the negroes. These were 
dragged into bondage. 

The forays of the whites of Georgia and South Carolina pro- 
voked retaliations, and there was an emulation of barbuarities. 
It was the beginning in America of that ‘‘irrepressible con- 
flict” of the ages known as slavery against liberty. On theside 
of liberty were the Indian andthenegro. Onthe side of slavery 
the white man. 

The Indians and negroes established places of refuge for fugi- 
tive slaves from the white settlements. The whites organized 
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expeditions to break up these places of refuge, and to reénslave 
the fugitives. So frequent and so well organized were these 
forays and counterforays, and so persistent were the fugitive 
slaves from the white settlements, that there gradually formed 
in Florida a distinct tribe, composed of negroes, Indians, and 
mixed bloods, known as ‘‘ Seminoles,” or runaways, as that term 
implies. 

The Seminoles were never very numerous, but they occupied 
a wide extent of country. When unmolested the Seminoles 
were peaceable, and enjoyed life in the most primeval and con- 
tented manner, freefrom wantand care. The traveler, Bertram, 
has described their peaceful and happy manners and mode of 
life as follows: 


They have no wishes to gratify, nor wants for which they are required to 
provide; no enemies to fear, nor disquietudes, unless such as they may en- 
tertain from the continual progress of the white settlements. Content and 
tranquil, they seem as free from care as the birds of the air; like them they 
are light and volatile, and like them they sing and coo. The Seminole pre- 
sents the picture of perfect happiness. The joy, the internal content, the 
tender love, and the generous friendship are imprinted on his very counte- 
nance; they show themselves in his demeanor and in his gestures: they seem 
to form his habitual state of existence, and to be a pees of his nature, for 
their impress only departs from him with life.—atrdank’s Florida, pages 


272, 233. 


In 1821 Florida became a Territory of the United States. The 
slaycholders were in power in those days, and their first thought 
was to secure the safety and perpetuity of their “ peculiar in- 
stitution.” No longer checked by the jurisdiction and power of 
Spain, war on the Indians and the recovery of fugitive slaves 
became the fixed purpose and policy of this great Government. 
The first step was to remove the Indians further south and to 
restrict them within narrower limits. The next step was to re- 
move the Indians to a new country west of the Mississippi River, 
and to return to slavery such of the Seminoles as might be 
claimed by white men. This removal and the rendition of al- 
leged fugitives had two features connected with it which the 
Seminoles considered worse than death. 

(1) The rendition of fugitives involved the separation of fam- 
ilies, and the enslavement of men, women, and children who 
considered themselves free, or had been bornfree. (2) The re- 
moval to the West placed the Seminoles in close proximity to 
the Creek Indians, who had preceded them, and who, being 
slaveholders, claimed many of the Seminoles as their property. 
Having nothing before them but death or slavery, these brave 
men preferred death. They would neither surrender nor go 
West peaceably. 

So, after years of predatory forays, with all the horrors of 
chronic savage warefare, the Government finally resolved on 
the forcible removal of the Indians and the recovery and rendi- 
tion of the fugitive slaves to their masters. 

In 1835 that long-to-be-remembered Seminole or Florida war 
began in diabolical earnest. Brave men met in a thousand 
death struggles, with no truce or mercy on either side. The 
Indian had courage, climate, swamp, love of liberty, jungles, 
and justice on his side. The white man had equal courage, 
numbers, discipline, and insatiable rapacity on his. 

No Greece nor Rome ever produced greater heroes than did 
that Florida war in the thirties and forties. Leonidas and his 
Spartans at aera were —— by Osceola and Coa- 
coochee as they led their swarthy heroes against the invading 
whites. And Julius Cesar, in the forests and morasses of an- 
cient Germany or in the fastnesses of Helvetia, never made a 
better record for persistent courage and watchful generalship 
than was exhibited by Gens. Jessup, Taylor, Worth, and others. 

This war of seven years, ending in 1843, was a successful war. 
It reduced the Indians from 3,500, with 1,400 warriors, to a 
number less than 300, with less than 100 warriers. Five hun- 
dred alleged slaves were returned to their alleged masters at 
a fearful cost of blood and treasure on both sides. The rem- 
nants of the Indian tribes were driven south into the swamps 
and morasses, where they would never have been heard of 
more had the whites refrained from molesting them. The 
whites, however, could not restrain their rapacious greed for 
human chattels. They acted on the doctrine that ‘every black 
man should be a slave and every white man a bloodhound to 
catch him when he runs away.” 

Herein, Mr. Chairman, we find the real milk of the cocoanut. 
Herein is the origin of the present war claim now under discus- 
sion. 

Mr. Chairman, has not this nation done and suffered enough 
on account ol chattelslavery? Why domencome in here broach- 
ing subjects and pee claims which tear open old wounds 
and perpetuate old memories and heartburnings which should 
iong ago have been buried? 

For each slave recovered in that seven years Florida war, 
three brave white men laid down their lives, and in treasure 
the cost to the Government was $80,000 for each alleged slave 
returned to his alleged master. Was not that enough? No, 
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the rapacity of the slave traders was not satisfied, and $14) 
was paid to the masters for the children which the slaves y |»), 
have had if they had remainedat home. Surely that iseno..). 
Notatall. Now comes a claim estimated at half a million 4) 
lars which it is said the masters in the forties ang 4 
spent trying to recover more slaves, after they had all bee; 
turned to them or paid for by the General Government. 

Mr. Chairman, in making these statements I do not s». 
withoutauthority. Mr. George W. Julian, in his Life of Jo5),,,, 
R. Giddings, says: 


Mr. Giddings proceeded to read further documents sustaining his , 
that the Florida war had been waged by the Government to aid t})> 
holders in the capture of their slaves and for the enslavement of [n4j,, 
and negroes who were free. He showed thata large portion of the : 
from coos who fied prior to 1802 intermarried with the Seminole, 
Southern Creek Indians, and that the Government by treaty in 1s») 
pelled the Creeks to pay for their fugitives. 

The Creexs, supposing they had thus acquired a good title to the 
the United States. claimed the wives and children of the Seminoles 
however. finally refused to move West, preferring to remain and fig) »),, 
whites, rather than hazard the loss of their wives and children by be. ymil 
again incorporated with the Creeks; and that the interest of the Pjorj;: 
slaveholders required that the Seminoles should be compelled to emigr::, 
which the United States undertook to accomplish. He further prove, | 
official documents that $141,000 which rightfully belonged to the Indians y 
paid to theslaveholders by the Government as compensation for the ¢j; 
dren of the fugitive slaves who would have been born to their masters 
their parents had remained in servitude.—Julian’s Life of Giddings 


Mr. Giddings, in his Exiles of Florida, places the num, 
of Seminoles at the beginning of the war of 1835 as folloy: 
Number of Seminoles, 1,200; number of blacks, 200; altoget! 
1,400 warriors. At the close of the war, in 1843, the number stj)) 
in the country who had not been transported or captured | 
about 98 warriors. The war was for the removal of the Indi: 
west of the Mississippi River. They objected to going bec: 
many of them had been the slaves of the Creeks, and would | 
danger of being captured and enslaved by them in the \V 
they were settled near their old masters. 

That fact explains why they fought so desperately to pre 
removal. This war for the special purpose of removing thie |». 
dians was a very bloody, destructive,and costly affair. Led 
Osceola and Coacoochee, they fought with all the despera 
which brave men usually exhibit when fighting for countr 
personal liberty. The following items will give some ide: us: 
the terrible straits to which our Army of the United St: 
sometimes driven. Bloodhounds and Spaniards had been 
ported from Cubaas allies tothe Army in tracking and captu 
the enemy. Referring to that fact, Mr. Giddings says: 


The animals had been obtained and authority given to our office: 
ploy them. The Spaniards attended them. The dogs were attach: 
ferent regiments, and fed liberally with bloody meat. Young cal\ 

vided and driven with each scouting party to provide food for the: 

paniards were supplied with a sufficient number of assistants to k 
dogs in their leashes. Thus provided, several parties composed o! : 
troops. militia. Indians, Spaniards, dogs, and calves started for the i 

Their murches continued in some instance for days before they ! 
even the track of the enemy; but when they found the footprintsof ludii 
the dogs were looked to with confidence to lead on the warlike host, ' 
some more humble officers, following the canine leaders, Spaniar 
calves, were expected to bear aloft the glorious Stars and Stripes, as 
gaged in deadly conflict with the wily foe. Lo! just at that moment 
all hearts were palpitating, while hope was at its height: when th 
resolve clothed each brow with the dark scowl of battle, the 
blithe and frolicsome. and paid no more attention to the tracks o 
dians than those of the ponies on which they sometimes rode. 

This grand experiment for closing the Florida war was now prouow 
a dead failure; and the use of dogs, and calves, and Spaniards wa 
carded, and the whole affair served no other purpose than to bring od 
on the Administration and ridicule — the officers who proposed 
employment of bloodhounds to act as allies of the American Army 
dings’ Exiles of Florida, pages 272-3. 


In the same history Mr. Giddings further says: 


In 1843 most of the troops were withdrawn from Florida, Gen. W 
tired from the command, and the Florida war was sypposed to have : 
It had been commenced with a determination to reénslave the exiles 
object was, in part, attained. More than 500 persons were seized 1 
slaved between the Ist of January, 1835, and the i4th of August, 181). | 
ably one-half of them had been born free; the others had themselve 
from slavery. To effect this object, forty millions of dollars were sup) 
to have been expended. Eighty thousand dollars was paid from the! 
treasury for the enslavement of each person, and the lives of at les 
white men were sacrificed to ensure the enslavement of each black mo 

The deterioration of our national morality was beyond estimate. 
disgrace of our nation and Government are matters incapable of com)" 
tion. The suffering of the Indians and exiles amidstsuch prolonge: |* 
cution, with loss of lives and property, we can not estimate. The fr 
and families who were separated, the number of those who were ™. 
wretched for life,the broken hearts, we will not attempt to enumers, 
oe one-half of the whole number were consigned to the mora! (03! 

avery. 

After wandering in the wilderness thrice forty years they fell under ‘4° 

the persecution, and the power of amighty nation, which 0035" 
of its justice, its honor, and loveof liberty. We lament the sad fate of th 
who died in that struggle, but with deeper h, and far keener mortiiica 
tion, we deplore the unhappy lot of those who were doomed to draz ou" 
miserable existence amidst chains and wretchedness, surrounded by '"* 
moral darkness which broods over the enslaved portionof our fellow vee" 
in the Southern States. ee 

There are yetremainingin Florida a few descendants of the pioneer Xi! 
They are intermarried with the bands of “ Billy Bowlegs” and of | a 
Jones,” sometimes called Aripeka: they are now mostly half-breeus " 


are rapidly becoming amalgamated with the Indian race. 
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Besides these, there are a number of Spanish refugees, or colored people 
who fied from Spanish masters and took up their residence with those called 
Spanish Indians. These did not engage in the war until 1840, nor did they 
Geen engage in any of the battles with our Army; they contented themselves 
with plun a ships wrecked on their coast, and the forays upon Indian 
Key. They refused to send delegates to the council summoned by Gen. 
Worth, to establish terms of pacification. They live independent of the 
white people, subsisting mostly on fish and thenatural products of the soil, 
holding very little intercourse with either white men or other Indians. De- 
scendants of exile parents, they have the complexion and appearance of pure 
Spaniards; but they are rapidly blending with the Indians, and forming a 


mixed race. : 
These different bands,remaining in Plerida and aggregating into a dis- 


tinct people, have on several occasions since 1843 given evidence of implaca- 
dle hostility to the whites. And at the time of writing this narrative (1857) 
they are engaged in open war, while the Government of the United States 
is endeavoring tosecure peace in the same manner and upon the same terms 
on which Gen. Worth obtained it in 1848. Their future history may here 
after occupy the pen of some other historian.—Giddings Huiles of Florida, 
pages 314 to 316, 


Mr. Chairman, the bill before the committee is a part of that 
future history” spoken of by the historian. 

In 1845 Florida was admitted as a State into this Union. The 
remnants of the Seminoles and a few other tribes, numbering 
less than one hundred warriors, were driven into the swamps 
and everglades of Southern Florida. There were no more dan- 
gers from the Indians among the white settlements, except as 
provoked by the aggression of the slaveholders, seeking for 
alleged fugitives from bondage. 

The bill before the House is to settle a claim for services ren- 
dered by the Florida militia from 1849 to 1857. During that 

eriod the war was merely a predatory warfare by the slave- 

olders of that State with remnants of the Seminoles and other 
tribes which still remained after mostof them had migrated, for 
the purpose of recovering alleged fugitives, and for the enslave- 
ment of men, women, and children who had been born free. 

In my opinion, Mr. Chairman, that war was neither just nor 
necessary, nor is there suflicient evidence that it was authorized 
by the General Government. With this view of the matter, Mr. 
Chairman, the claim made in this bill is outrageously unjust, 
and it should not be paid. [Applause by opponents of the bill.} 

Mr. MALLORY. I yicld ten minutes to my colleague from 
Plorida [Mr. COOPER. ] 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I know this House 
gives very little attention to a local claim of this sort; and I am 
going to intrude upon the attention of this body for only ten 
minutes. I ask the honest consideration of this House for an 
honest claim and the authorization for the payment of a debt 
that the United States ought to have paid years ago. 

Mr. Chairman, I am surprised that a gentleman should get up 
here and undertake to prejudice a claim of this sort by raking 
up the stale embers of sectional discord and appealing to preju- 
dices based upon institutions that long since ceased to exist. 

This Florida war had no more to do with slavery than the re- 
cent war between Germany and France. 

Mr. DAVIS. What was the date of this war? 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. From 1856 to 1858. 

Mr. DAVIS. When the slaveholders were in the saddle, and 
the catching of slaves was the principal business of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. This war began in a treacherous 
attack of these Seminole Indians upon a camp of United States 
soldiers, an officer being wounded and a numberof the men being 
massacred. Slavery never entered in anyway whatsoever into 
the question. There wasa remnantof the worst of the Seminole 
tribe whoremained in the far southern portionof Florida. A de- 
tail of the United States troops went down there and encamped. 
They were surprised and massacred. In this emergency the 

overnor of the State called out a considerable force of militia. 

he United States sent some regular troops which were not suf- 
ficient to deal with the difficulty. 

Now, I want to impress upon the minds of members this fact: 
The President of the United States at the close of that war ex- 
amined into the necessity of the employment of those State 
troops. You have been told that their services were noi ac- 
cepted. The literal fact is this: They were called out in that 
emergency, and at the termination of hostilities the President 
of the United States, upon careful examination of the matter, 
with all the facts before him, determining that their services 
were necessary to the Government, ordered them mustered in 
and out of the United States service, so that this bill for their 
expenses could be paid. 

he Secretary of War issued his order to muster them in and 
out, so that the bills might be paid, and he sent an officer down 
there to perform that duty. These, however, being volunteer 
troops and the war having ended, the troops had disbanded, the 
State having mustered them out, and consequently the officer 
ot there too late. The only thing now for Congress to do is to 
pense with the technical act of mustering in and out, because 
the troops left before the officer got there, as I have stated. 
Mr. Chairman, this matter has been before Congress fre- 
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quently, and has been always acted upon favorably. The ac- 
count was referred to Secretary Windom, and here is his report 
adjudicating the balance due the State and reporting the facts. 
[t was referred to Secretary Lincoln, and here is his report ad- 
juaicating the balance due the State and reporting in favor of 
the claim. It has been reported time and again favorably in 


the House and Senate. It has been passed both by the House 
and Senate, but unfortunately there has been no simultaneous 
action upon it by both Houses at any one Cong 
There has never been but one report in cither House ava 

the bill, and that was the report of Senator Jonrs of Arkansas 
to the Senate, which report the minority of thi mmittee 
the House adopt and publish here. Since that time the commit- 
tee of which Senator JONES is a member has twice c fered 


and reported favorably upon this bill, and the Senator from A 
kansas has not submitted a dissenting report. 

Now, here is a bill which every Department of the Govern- 
ment, the President, the Secretary of War, the Secretary of the 


Treasury, and all of the officers of the Government under whe 
examinationit hascome, have reported in itsfavorasalegitimate 
honest debt of the United States. Deducting th 

Florida, everything ever claimed by the Government tha 
owed them, we have the bill here now simply providing ! 
ing the difference due to the State. Each House has passed it 
time and again, every Department has reported in its fx 
the question is simply whether you are willing to pay 
est debts or not. 

You passed a bill this morning paying just the sa 
claim to the State of Nebraska without objection—by nous 
consent. Is there any rule here that permits the puyment to 
Nebraska and refuses it to Florida, and if so, why? 
the same kind of a claim to Kansas. Why should K 

aid,and not Florida? You have paid the same kind of 
Texas on the motion and after the advocacy of the chai 
the Committee on Appropriations, Governor SAYERS. 

Mr.SAYERS. Will the gentieman allow me to siat 
that none of these claims were antiquated. We did not go lick 
ten or twelve years behind the war. What was paid Texs 
for moneys expended by her since the close of the war 

Mr. BUNN. That makes no difference. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly itdoes. Why, when these 
rences were fresh, did not Congress make the appropriation to 
reimburse Florida; and why was not the claim then pre 

Mr. BUNN. Why, the answer to that is so plain thatit 
hardly necessary tosuggestit. The gentlemanknows whatit i: 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. The only answer required, if 
gentleman will permit me, [ will make perfectly clear to him 

The answerissimply this: The war ended outof which thisclaim 
of Florida arose in 1859. Senator Yulee introduced a bill in t! 
next Congress, but before action could be taken onit the civi 
came on. That, of course, prevented consideration of thec! 
but after the war ended we cameand presented the same claim, 
and it has been pending ever since, having been favorably r 
ported by every committee, except as I have mentioned, and rec- 
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ommended by every departmental officer. It has been recog- 
nized, I repeat, by the President of the United States; it has 
been adjudicated by Secretaries Windom and Lincoln, and h 

is your admitted and honest obligation presented to you in the 


shape of a bill, and the question is whether will pay us now 
or refuse to pay us because you have the power to delay it still 
further. It belongstous. It is our due are not as 
sympathy or charity. Weare not pleading for anything. 
demand only our rights, and we ask you topay us what ) 

us. 

All the stuff read by the gentleman from Kansas {| Mr. D 
about the ‘‘old Indian” and negro troubles in Florida, under th 
Spanish dominion, and the old Seminole war in 1836, had noth 
ing whatever to do with the question. This 
and the gentleman’s siistlene have no more rele 
the hanging of witches at Plymouth. 

The question of slavery did not enter into the mat ll. 
There is no authority to say that anybody went there to catch a 
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slave. It had nothing to do with it. It began in the massacre 
of United States troops by these Indians and the of! in con 
mand was killed. 

Mr. MALLORY. If my colleague will permit me the offic 


was wounded seriously. 

Mr. BUNN. That is correct. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Well, the officer was serious] 
at all events, and some of the men were killed, and t! V- 
ernor called out the troopsof the State in the emergency, and the 
President of the United States accepted their services, and or- 
dered them to be mustered in and out, and paid. The Secretary 
of War ordered an officer to proceed and muster them out, but 
he failed to get there in time, for the reason I have stated. 
Thereare the facts of the case. We have had every report in 
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our favor, and only the one against us, and that by Senator 
JONES, whose committee has twice favorably reported on the 
bill since then, without any adverse report from him. 

Mr. BUNN. The report of Senator JONES was a minority re- 


port. j : 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman from Florida [Mr. MAL- 
Lory] allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What is the amount of this claim? 

Mr. MALLORY. Something over $560,000. se 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I notice that the opponents of this bill are 
again it upon the same ground that they fight the payment 
of the French spoliation claims, namely, that the Government 
has owed it so long that they do not want to pay it at all? 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Yes. , s 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to read from the minority report, by 
Mr. Cousins, who, I believe, presented the views of the minor- 
ity. On page 6 this language is used: 

Considering the number of the enemy and the number of troops in the 
Government service, there certainly was no such emergency as required the 
governor of Florida to call the State troops into the field, and under no 
other circumstances is the State entitled to pay for them. 

This claim against the Government does not seem to have been mach 
thought of in Florida at the time. In 1856 the Government appropriated 
8240,000 to pay Florida troops. In the spring of 1857 %92,000 was paid to 
Florida on account of Indian hostilities. She filed two accounts against the 
Government in 1857, and this is not mentioned. 

I call the attention of the committee now to this especially: 


And when in 1859 the governor suggested that it was the debt of the Gov- 
ernment and asked the Legislature to instruct their delegation in Congress 
to take action in the matter, a resolution to that effect was introduced— 


That is, introduced into the Florida Legislature— 


but no notice was taken of it, not even a vote had on it, and this, too, in 
the very year in which the Government appropriated $413,000 to pay Florida 
troops 


Mr. COOPER of Florida. Iam speaking by the courtesy of 
my colleague [Mr. MALLORY], and if the gentleman from Texas 
wishes to make an argument against this claim, he should do it 
in his own time, because my time is limited. 

Mr. SAYERS. What has the gentleman to say in reference 
to the neglect of the Florida Legislature in 1859, when it failed 
to instruct its Senators and Representatives in Congress to at- 
tend to this very matter? 

Mr. DALZELL. What has the gentleman from Texas been 
reading from? 

Mr. SAYERS. From the minority report. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I will make this reply to the gen- 
tleman, and it seems to mé it is entirely sufficient: Immedi- 
ately at the termination of these hostilities, as shown by the re- 
port, the governor of Florida sent a message to the Legislature 
claiming this amount to be due. The gentleman says that the 
Legislature of Florida did not pass a memorial on the subject. 
What has that got todo with the matter, when Senator Yulee 
at the very next session of Congress introduced a bill for the 
vaymentof this claim? The civil war came on and stopped it. 
| say that the governor claimed it to be due at the time when 
he sent an official message to the Legislature with reference to 
it, and our Senator introduced a bill for its payment. 

Now, I wish to say one thing more. Some stress was laid 
upon the fact that there were a comparatively small number of 
Indians who waged what the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Da- 
Vis! calls a predatory warfare in the everglades and swamps of 
Florida. I want to ask how many Indians there were in the 
Modoc war? I want to ask how many Indians there were that 
went through the Yellowstone Park with Chief Joseph, when 
nearly the whole regular Army of the United States was called 
into service? A rae byte of the 25,000 men who constituted 
the Army of the United States were after those Indians. 

How many Indians were there? Were there as many as in 
this Florida war? There were not. We heard the gentleman 
from Arizona [Mr. SMITH] this morning state upon this floor 
that it would take a thousand United States troops to one In- 
dian to deal with the Apaches in their fastnesses. There were 
no more troops sent after these Indians in Florida than were 
necessary, and any man who knew the hummocks and swamps 
and evergladesof Florida would know that the mere statement of 
comparative numbers would convey an entirely false impres- 
sion. There were more Seminoles than there were Modocs. 
There were more Seminoles than there were of those Indians 
who went out with Chief Joseph, and you found there were 
enough then to keep the Army of the United States pretty busy. 
I want gentlemen of this House to understand that this is an 
honest and just debt. It has been so found by every tribunal 
that has everexamined it. And youcan pay it or leave it alone, 
but give us a vote on it and give us a fair show. 

Mr. DANIELS. Whatis the amount claimed? 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Something over $500,000. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Chairman. with reference to that por- 
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tion of the remarks of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Davis | 
as to this having been a slave war, carried on for the purpose of 
the recapture of runaway slaves, I will simply call the attention 
of the House to the report of Bvt. Col. Harvey Brown, who 
was commanding in that section of the country at that time, 

I will state that a short time previous to the outbreak of this 
war the first real hostility was the killing of a white boy by 
some Indians over on the east coast of Florida. I remember 
myself as aboy, living at Key West at that time, that they also 
killed two men down at what was called Miama, men who were 
engaged in making turpentine, before any outbreak had oc- 
curred. That was in 1856. Gen. Brown, in his report on the 
first outbreak of hostility, calls attention to an expedition sent 
by him under then Lieut. Hartsuff. He said: 

Lieut. Hartsuff was ordered, with two noncommissioned officers and eight 
privates (six mounted and two on foot), with two six-mule teams, to pro- 
ceed to and reconnoiter the Big TT swamp and its neighborhood, his 
whole force, including teamsters, being ten men, a number deemed by me 
sufficient, he having during the last winter repeatedly passed unmolested 
alone and with an escort of one man over the very same grounds, and the 
Indians never subsequently having given the slightest evidence of a hostile 
disposition. 

Now, he sent Lieut. Hartsuff down there to the Big Cypress, 
which is on the west side of the Everglades, with ten men of his 
companies, and he found no Indians and saw no evidence of hos- 


' tilityatall. Lieut. Hartsuff proceeded along the route and had 


made up his mind to return. 


Accordingly the men had at daybreak got their breakfast, struck their 
tents,and partly saddled and harnessed their horses and teams (Lieut. Hart- 
suff himself not yet having breakfasted nor had his tent struck), and were 
employed in prepertag for their march, when they were attacked by a party 
of Indians, varying, in the opinions of the different men, from 25 to 40. The 
Indians being distant about 15 to 20 yards, and behind trees, and the soldiers 
in the open prairie, there is great obscurity as to the conduct of part,of these 
men, which requires a closer investigation than I can now give it, but the 
probability is that the most of them fell at the first fire. 

Lieut. Hartsuff, on hearing the whoop, ran immediately from his tent to 
the wagons, passing a soldier (Foster or Hook) with his leg broken, and 
found at the wagon three privates, Hanna, of Company K, Baker, of Com- 
pany G, and Murtagh, of Company K. He was wounded in the arm prob- 
ably in passing from his tent to the wagon. Being from his wound unable 
to load, he directed one of the men to load for him, and he fired two or three 
times with a musket and about the same number witha rifle. He was, 
while so engaged, and most nobly and gallantly encouraging his men, again 
struck in the breast, the ball striking his pistol hilt and stunning him 
Whether wounded a third time seoms somewhat doubtful, but he probably 
was, in the arm, when he told the men (they all being wounded and Mur- 
tagh killed) they could do no more, and directed them to take care of them- 
selves, and he himself retreated to the hammock, since which he has not 
been seen or heard of, and it is to be feared that he has fallen. 


Lieut. Hartsuff succeeded in getting intoa little lily pond, and 
by keeping his body under water, so that he only left his head 
out, he managed to live; and he succeeded after two or three 
days in crawling back to Fort Myers, where the headquarters of 
the little command were. That was the first indication of hos- 
tilities in that year. 

Now, I say to this House that it is unfair, even conceding that 
all that has been read by the gentlemanfrom Kansas is correct, 
which of course I do not concede; even conceding that the white 
people of Florida in the Territorial days of Florida (because it 
was not admitted into the Union until after all these things the 
gentleman has read about had occurred), but conceding for the 
sake of argument that the white people of Florida were as atro- 
cious and as villainous in their disposition as depicted by the 

entleman who has read this account, I say what in the name of 

has that to do with a war that occurred ten years after- 

ward, and which the official records show was begun by a 
bold, wanton, uncalled-for attack on the part of the Indians. 

The purpose for which that was introduced was tolead us from 
the consideration of the merits of this case and the facts of this 
case by an appeal to feelings which probably are more bitter in 
their effect in arousing hate between the sections than any other 
that can be appealed to in order to have our attention distracted 
from a calm, cool consideration of this measure. I am free to 
say that I do not think this House can be influenced by such an 
argument. There is no question in the world that this isa just 
claim. There is no doubt that it was admitted by the United 
States Government to be just; and the only difficulty is that the 
amount is large, and therefore there is an indisposition to see it 
paid at this time. 

It has been pending here before Congress, Congress after Con- 
—= _If it is defeated this time it will probably come up again. 

lorida doos not relinquish her right, which is a just one, to be 
= as Other States, a long list of which I have, have been paid 

y the United States Government under the same circumstances. 
Gen. Harney, who took the command, succeeding the preceding 
officers, immediately issued a call for additional volunteers. The 
troops were regular United States troops and volunteers who 
had n received from the State of Florida and mustered into 
service. They were found to be inadequate for the occasion, and 
he called for an additional number of troops, and these 400 or 
500 troops who were not paid by the Government, and who were 
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paid by the State government, were out in the field and took a 
part in the capture and overthrow of these Indians. 

Mr. Chairman, how much more time have I? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida has twenty 
minutes. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
man a question. I find that the original claim was $261,934.31, 
and that this bill adds to that $295,098.10 of interest, computing 
the interest at the rate of 7 per cent. 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir. , 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I think the gentleman will 
agree with me that it has not been the policy of the Government, 
at least since the late war, to pay interest on claimsof this kind. 
There have been times where the Government has paid interest 
to the States, but never I think since the war; and inno instance 
that I am aware of has it paid interest at the rate of 7 per cent, 
which would be obviously unjust to the Government, since it has 
been able to borrow money at 3 and 4 per cent. 

Mr. MALLORY. 
State of Massachusetts in 1870, where interest was paid. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. At whatrate? 

Mr. MALLORY. Ido not know. I have not examined the 
details. 

Mr. BUNN. I will state that the committee have suggested 
an amendment to that proposition tothe effect that the State of 
Florida shall be reimbursed only to the extent of the interest 
that it has actually paid on this money. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That will not do. 

Mr. BUNN. That has been the unbroken custom. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. If my colleague will permit me, | 
will state, in answer to the gentlemon from New Hampshire, 
that the State of Florida borrowed money at the rate of 7 per 
cent to pay these expenses, and has been paying that rate of in- 
terest upon it, and paying it to the United Stateson a large por- 
tion of those bonds eversince. That is the reason why it is pro- 
posed to allow interest on this claim at 7 per cent. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. What do you propose to do with 
those Indian bonds? 

Mr. MALLORY. 
them. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. To pay them off? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. It is provided in the bill that they 
are to be paid off in this settlement. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I understand you to claim that you 
have been paying interest on these bonds at the rate of 7 per 
cent, and that you have paid it up to 1873? Now, do you not 
know that the record shows that there has been no interest paid 
since 1862? 

Mr.MALLORY. Thestatement of the Secretary of the Treas- 
wry, Mr. Windom, shows that it has been paid. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. When the Indian appropriation biil 
was up sometime ago I investigated this matter, and I had a 
written statement from the Secretary stating that no interest 
had been paid on those bonds since 1862. 

Mr. MALLORY. It may be that no interest was paid in 
money by the States, but the United States deducted the inter- 
est from other funds to which the State of Florida was entitled. 
You will find the matter all set forth in the report of Secretary 
Windom. 

With reference to the question of interest, I would say that 
while the United States as a general rule does not pay interest, 
it has paid it in some instances. It is true there have not been 
many claims of this character arising since the late war. 
case of Massachusetts which! have cited I have not investigated 
and I do not know the circumstances. But we have the opin- 
ions of three Attorneys-General upon the subject of the pay- 
ment of interest, and one of them I think shows very clearly 
that under certain circumstances the Government of the United 
States does pay interest. Mr. Wirt said: 

The expenditure thus incurred forms a debt against the United States 
which they are bound to reimburse. If the expenditures made forsuch pur- 
pone are rae from the treasury of the State, the LU nited States reim- 

urse the principal without interest; but if, being unable itself, from the 
conditions of its own finances, to meet the emergenty, such State has been 
obliged to borrow money for the purpose, and thus to incur a debt on which 
she herself has had to pay interest, such debt is essentially a debt due by 
the United States, and both the principal and the interest are to be paid by 
the United States. (See Opinions of Attorneys-General, volume 1, page 174 

Tn addition, the opinion of Attorney-General Crittenden, who says. 

“The act of 27th of February, 1851, is intended to indemnify the State 
against loss or damage. Reimbursing meansrepairing the loss or expenses 
by an equivalent. If the State of Florida has contracted obligations bear 
ing interest, or has paid money with interest, for the use and benefit, in 
necessary and proper supplies for the troops called into service in 1849, to 
refund to the State of Florida the principal sum only, without the interest, 
would not reimburse the State, would not save the State from loss and dam- 
age, would not be an equivalent for the expense the State has incurred for 
the United States. There is no public policy, no saving to the public Treas- 
ury, no virtue, no laudable end consulted in order to cut down the claims of 


the several States in opposition to the intention of Congress and the good 
faith of the Government.” : ° tis 


We propose to retire them when we get 


This | 
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I wish to ask the gentle- | 


I cite to the gentleman the case of the | 


| 
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Also of Attorney-General Brewster, in ¢ York? 


dated July 23, 1883 

* Undoubtedly the interest paid by the State of New York on money bor- 
rowed and applied to the objects specitied in the act of July 27, 1861, forms a 
part of the burden borne by that State for general public defense, and con 
stitutes a just charge against the United States, and the obligation to reim- 
burse for payments of that kind, made under similar circumstances, has 
ew been recognized by Congress, as appears by statutes above 

Mr. SAYERS. In the reimbursement of the different States 
for moneys expended for repe!!ing Indian invasions, no interest 
has ever been allowed by the Government. The accounts in 
those cases were readjusted without the allowance of interest, 
and upon the basis of paying the State volunteers at the same 
rate that the General Government paid its soldiers. 

Mr. MALLORY. Doesthe gentleman know whether in thos 
cases to which he refers the States had to borrow the money and 
pay interest upon it? 

Mr. SAYERS. I 
allowed any interest. 

Mr. MALLORY. Did she claim interest? 
that Texas did not claim interest. 

Mr. SAYERS. She did not claim it 
precedent, she was not entitled to it. 

Mr. MALLORY. The object of legislation of this kind is to 
reimburse the States. Now,if they had not the money and had 
to borrow and pay interest upon it, you do not reimburse them 
when you pay only the principal. 

Mr. BUNN. Why was not there a bill 
Texas her interest? 

Mr. SAYERS. The reason there was no bill introduced was 
that, before [ was a member of this House Congress had passed 
a law directing the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the 
Treasury, through the proper officers, to examine the claims of 
Nebraska, California, Texas, and other States, and report the 
amount due them respectively to Congress, and those claims 
came here in the shape of estimates from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and went upon a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. Perhaps the gentleman from Florida will 
answer a question? 

Mr. MALLORY. I reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. COUSINS obtained the floor. 

Mr. SAYERS. [hope the gentleman from Florida will allow 
me one moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida has reserved 
the residue of his time, and resumed hisseat. The Chair has 
recognized the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. COUSINS!. 

Mr. SAYERS. Willthe gentleman from [owa yield 
moment? 

Mr. COUSINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. The act under which this claim is before the 
House is wholly different from the acts under which the claims 
from Texas, Nebraska, California, and Kansas came before Con- 
gress. There are two acts relating to claims from those Stats, 
and there is but one act in reference to the Floridaclaim. If 
the act with reference to Florida be compared with the a 
with regard to those other States, it will be found that they are 
totally different. 

Mr. BUNN. If the gentleman is replying to me, I want to 
say in response that the Committee on Claims examined that 
question very fully; they also took note carefully of the motion 


se of the State of New 


know that Texas had, and she was not 
My impression is 


because, according to 


introduced to pay 


to me a 


| made by the gentleman from Texas in regard to the claim of his 


State; they observed the success of the effort to put the claim 
upon an appropriation bill. The parliamentary situation of the 
two questions prior to that action was the same. This claim 
might just as well have been put upon the appropriation bil! 
that of the State of Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS. Animportant difference is that in this case 


there has been no estimate transmitted to the House from the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Mr. BUNN. You are mistaken aboutthat. There is an esti- 


mate in reference to this Florida claim. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have not seen it. 

Mr. BUNN. That estimate is here, 
retary of the Treasury. 

Mr. SAYERS. Notatall. 
timate? 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. There is a letter of the Secretary 
of the Treasury making report under the statute referring the 
matter to him. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is an entirely different matter. 

Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Chairman, this debate has ded 
thus far without any statement of the real fact involved in the 
case. The gentleman who represents the committee, and also 
the gentleman from Florida, have in their remarks proceeded 
upon their own assumption that this is a just claim, that it has 
been recommended by all the Departments of the Government, 
including the President; but they have failed to state any of the 
acts involved. Now it will be found that the determination of 


and indorsed by the Sec 


Will the gentleman read the es- 
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this class of cases rests upon a very distinct and well-marked 
policy, which is evolved from the Constitution itself. 

The Constitution of the United States provides that— 

No State shall, without the consent of Congress, lay any duty of tonnage, 
keep troops, or ships of war in time of peace, enter into any agreement or 


compact with anotber State, or with a foreign power, or engage in war, un- 
less actually invaded, or in such imminent danger as will not admit of delay. 


Now, at the time of the breaking out of hostilities in Florida, 
the immediate occasion of which was the attack upon ten men 
under Lieut. Hartsuff by a band of forty or fifty Indians. The 
whole number of hostile Indians visible or engaged was ninety- 
eight, and at no time either at the beginning of the outbreak 
or following it did the number exceed that. At the very begin- 
ning the force of United States regular troops on hand num- 
bered 840; and besides those 840 regulars there were 321 volun- 
teers. : 

By September 1 following the outbreak, the United States 
Government had 1,756 regulars and 1,164 volunteers. The lat- 
ter, constituting four companies, were furnished by the State of 
Florida herself, and were reguiarly enlisted by the United 
States and were on her pay roll. The State of Florida had also 
four other companies. It seems that there were a number of 
citizens there who had nothing in particular to do except to 
offer themselves to fight Indians. Tour other companies were 
raised and were at the disposal of the Government, but their 
services were specifically refused by the United States; they 
were not allowed to enlist as a part of the force of the Govern- 
ment, 

Now, itshould be remembered that all this time the Govern- 
ment never had less than 840 regulars; and within a year from 
the beginning of the outbreak it had, as I have stated, 1,756 
regulars and 1,164 volunteers to fight 98 Indians. The truth of 
the matter is that these Indians had to be followed over the 
Territory, which was a very large one; and it took some time to 
capture them. 

But there was not, as | understand, at any time any such im- 
minent danger there as to justify the calling out, under the pro- 
vision of the Constitution, of a greater number of troops than 
were actually in the service of the United States at the begin- 
ning. Neverthless, the United States did enlist 1,164 of the 
tendered troops. Now, the controversy turns upon the question 
whether or not the other four companies offered by Florida, al- 
though they were not enlisted, although their enlistment was 
specifically refused by the Government, should be paid, and 
whether ornot interest from the time the expense was incurred 
to the present time should also be allowed. That is all there is 
in this controversy. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. COUSINS. Yes. 

Mr. COOPERof Florida. Didnotthe President of the United 
States examine and determine that these men should be paid; 
and were they not ordered to be paid by the War Department? 

Mr. COUSINS. Later on I will come to the consideration had 
of the matter by the different branches of the Government. 

Now, the question arising on that statement of facets is whether 
the expense incurred by troops offered by the State of Florida 
should be paid by the United States, though not enlisted by the 
General Government, which question can be and must be deter- 
mined by the facts,in view of the Constitution. Wasthere such 
an emergency? That is the test of every such claim. Was 
there such an emergency then and there as warranted the State 
in calling into the service of the State the four companies that 
wero not enlisted in the service? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the reason I have tendered the minority 
report is that I believe, under that provision of the Constitution, 
there was no such emergency. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Was not the President of the 


‘United States the sole judge of that? 


Mr. COUSINS. Not at all. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Did not he determine it? 

Mr. COUSINS. Notatall. At the present time we are the 
sole judges of it. 

Mr. MALLORY. But he was at that time. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. And he so determined. 

Mr. COUSINS. At the present time the Congress of the 
United States is the judge; and every time when such aclaim is 
presented Congress must be the judge, and the sole judge. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us stop and think of this for a min- 


ute. 

Mr. BUNN. If the gentleman will permit me, to my mind he 
is mistaken about the constitutional question—— 

Mr. COUSINS. The gentleman from Florida urges the claim 
on the ground that claims of like c r from Kansas and 
N stone: have been — That brings out the very point that 
I had in mind and desired to bring out. In those cases that 
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have been allowed here, where payment was made for troops 
tendered to the Government in such emergencies, the condition 
of affairs—the emergency existing at the time—absolutely do. 
manded it. It was a danger that was imminent and menacinc. 
It was s0 imminent in the cases where payments have been made 
that it was seen at once that it was necessary to enlist the troons 
which were tendered by the State to the General Governmen 
and for that reason, when the service was accepted, paym 
was made. ; 

That is the history of it. Why, they were overrunnine 
Territory, filling it with bloodshed and death. The Indians | 
broken out, set fire to the dwellings of the people, murd 
men, women, and children in their cabins; the air was { 
with the smoke and the terror they created, and it was in 
an emergency that the troops, who were on the scene of acti: 
and whose services were needed to repell the outbreak and 
tect the people were paid, and the claims thus generated allo 
Therefore, I contend that we must be governed by the co 
tions surrounding at the time, and must consider the consti 
tional question to which I have referred, whether the emergen 
justified the use of the troops or demanded their presence. 

If you allow the Florida claim to-day, what will be the r 
of it? If this claim is allowed in a supposed emergency, wher 
ninety-eight hostile Indians were confronted with something 
like three thousand regular troops, supported by the Unit 
States Government—lI say if you allow such a claim, amountin: 
to something over a half million of dollars, you will establish 
precedent which will bring forward claims of States far greatc 
in number, I imagine, than any gentleman on the floor has s 
posed; States which can come and demand the allowance of 
claim of the same character, and far greater in amount, ani 
more plausible than this, and many others that have been pre. 
sented and refused. 

I have taken pains to correspond with some of the States 
have from time to time been considered frontier States, an 
which have been involved in Indian warfare. I find that th: 
State of Idaho looks in the direction of having certain claims 
of this character allowed. I find that the State of Kansas has 
claims on file here in Washington in the hands of an attorn 
ready to come to the door of Congress at any time that the oc- 
casion presents itself, and demand that you shall pay thei 
claims if you set this precedent. I find Minnesota in the day 
of her frontiership, in the days of real Indian warfare, in + 
days when Indians swept the country with fire and blood, I fin 
Minnesota is here with a claim in the hands of attorneys wai: 
ing for the establishment of just such a precedent. 

Mr. Chairman, I only point out the dangers to show wii 
would be the result of the action sought here, and what we ma 
expect if we grant this claim and disregard this provision ‘ 
the Constitution. If youdetermine that on such a state of facts 
the emergency had arisen, that it was imminent, look what i: 
leaves you here in the-way of claims that are to come up in + 
future. Why, in my mind, this claim is a monstreus jok 
Ninety-eight Indians facing 3,000 United States troops; an 
the claim now that the emergency called for four companie-: 
more! You will discover that in’ 1858 the claim was first take: 
up in Congress, when Florida sent instructions here to her Rep- 
resentatives to begin to look after the claim; and then as lat 
as 1859 they had to send to Florida for the data on which ¢ 
found the claim. They had to send to Florida for the very fac 
upon which the claim itself was based. 

We find that in 1859 Florida had two claims for Indian w:- 
fare, and she was allowed two specific sums, for money that ha‘! 
been expended in Indian warfares, and in neither one of thos 
accounts was this Florida claim, now up before Congress, ever 
mentioned. They themselves did not consider it of sufficien' 
importance, as late us 1859, to even claim it. The trouble was 
the claim did not amount to enough then. No interest had run 
on it. It was only the keeping of four companies for that shor’ 
time that was involved. But you know through the mutation: 
of time, interest, which has swift feet, interest which keeps rus 
ning, gives a sort of justification to this claim in the eyes of t 
claimant, so that now it amounts to enough to be worth fighting 
for in Congress. 

Now, so far as the justification that is claimed to have bee. 
given to this claim by the Departments of the Government |5 
concerned, you know there is always a sort of courtesy running 
through the Departments. If it is claimed that Florida ce - 
pended money for the suppression of Indian hostilities, the Sec- 
retary of War of course says, ‘‘ Well, if they had been mustered 
in regularly, there is no question but what the claim could )° 
allowed,” and all that sort of thing. They came there and tricé 
to muster them in, butit was found they had already disbanded 
and listen to what the Seeretary says, upen their informing him 
that the troops were disbanded and they could no longer ms 
terthemin. The Secretary says: 
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“Under the circumstances the only course left for the Department is to | 


receive as official the State rolls, duly certified by the State authorities, and 
fo base upon them a recommendation to Congress for the soe ion 
pecessary to pay off the troops. This course will obviate the difficulties 
mentioned by you on account of the disbandment of the volunteers inqu 
tion.” 

A committee which formerly reported upon this matter 
this language: 

This letter of the governor of Florida is not now amongst the pa] 
the case, and this committee have been unable to procure a copy of it 
‘War Department, but they accept as correct the statement of its content 


ipe 


as above; but they respectfully submit that the apparent effort of the Secr« 
tary of War to muster troops by a sort of nune pro tunc proceeding into | he 
Government service was unauthorized, especially after he had declined t 
accept these troops before the alleged service. 

It must be remembered that at the very time this mattcr was 


} 


brought to the attention of the Secretary of War, the fact that 
the troops were tendered was brought tohis notice. The whole 
situation was before him at a time when he could judge, at a 
time when he was competent to determine, and he specifically 
declined to have them enlisted for the reason I have stated. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Will the getloman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. COUSINS. Yes. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I willask the gentleman if it is not true, 
so far from its being the case as he states it, that the troops 
which were rejected by the commanding officer who: preceded 
Gen. Harney, were accepted by Gen. Harney when he came 
there, and six hundred more besides. Is not thattrue? Just 
answer that one question. 

Mr. COUSINS. No, not wholly so. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Is not any part of that true? 

Mr.COUSINS. I cannotanswer that question by yesor no, be- 
cause part of itis true, and partofit I think is incorrect. The sit- 
uation is this: Such anumber of the troops as were accepted were 
enlisted, as I said in the beginning, and were upon the pay rol! of 
the United States, and were paid by the Government. They 
were the four companies. Them those over and above the four 
companies, the expense of maintaining which is the foundatio: 
of the claim which is now before us—when their claim came be 
fore the Secretary, and when it was sought to have them en- 
listed and. put upon the pay rolls, the Secretary refused it, upon 
the ground, [ presume, that we decide this question upon now 
that there was no emergency calling for a greater number than 
they had already enlisted. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Let meask the gentleman to look at page 
10 of the report, and he wiil find—for I know he does not intend 
to misrepresent the facts—that the amount involved is not alone 
for the four companies, but there is involved a claim for every 
company, including the time that they were mustered in by the 
State, up to the time that they were received by the Govern- 
ment. That has never been paid tothem. The gentieman will 
observe that not one dollar of that has been paid for the com- 
panies which were accepted. 

Mr. COUSINS. I think the gentleman will find that all of the 
1,164 volunteers, 1 ur companies that were accepted by the 


he 
m0 i 


Government, were paid. You will find that the amount in con- 
troversy is claimed for the additional troops that were over, and 
the interest that has accumulated in this great length of tim 


You must remember that this claim is older than I am. 
pened before the war 

And there is another significant fact that I want to present in 
this connection touching Florida’s position in the matter of 
claims for Indian warfare. 

[I want to read the record of what Fiorida was receiving in 
those days for helping to suppress hostile Indians. 
list of appropriations for paymentof military services in 
from July 1, 1849, to June 30, 1861: 

Fiscal year ended June 30, 1850: 


It hap- 


riere isa 


Florida 







Payment of certain military services in Florida, act March 3, 
1845 (5 Statutes, 745) ....-- sinineteninaniinitiatiiie inal de ae £02 
Payment of balances due the Shawnee Indians for services in 
_ the Florida war, resolution March 3, 1945 (5 Statutes, 800)...... 13,701. 60 
Fiscal year ended June 30, 185! 
Reimbursing the State of Florida for expenses incurred, etc., 
act Pebruary 27, 1851 (9 Statutes, 573).......- ¢ nities catadininate’ COneee ae 
Preventing and suppressing Indian hostilities in Florida, act 
February 27, 1851 (9 Sta 57 75, 000. 00 
Payment to Delaware I in Florida war, section 3, 
act September 30, 1850 (< ee ee ee 12, 648 
al year ended June 30, 
Payments for certain military services in Florida, act March 3, 
i ME... «san ncauliniel iietaaeesiesinn os 452,72 


Fiscal year ended June 30. 1° 
Pay of Florida militia on account Quartermaster’s Department, 
ach Mareh @ 1858 (10. Statutes, 184). ............................. 
Arrearage pay due Florida militia under Gen. Reed, act March 
3, 1863 (10 Statutes, 184) __..........-.....-... 
mpet Plorida militia on account of subsistence, act March 3, 
1853 (10 Statutes, 185)... sini silage mcehicdesinnc dela 
Payment of the companies of Capts. Bush, Price, and Suarez 
for military services in Florida, act February 14, 1853 (10 Stat- 
utes, 755) oui 


~) 
as 
— 
~ 


28, 346. 65 


. 218, 993. 49 





Amount carried over 


“4 
| 
| 


i 








\ nt broug rwart 19 
P 1 military i March 1845 
Statutes 745) ti 
f of May 28, | 
. ») 
J ), 18D 
8 mounted l 
igust 30, 1856 (11 ; 
wccount, State of Fl la, for 
section 11, act March 3, 1857 (12 Statut i 33,10 
Fiscal year ended June 30, 1859 
Pay of certain Plorida vi 
11 Statu 199 ”» 
Now, in that account that was allowed in 1859 there i 
tion or reference to the sum incurred or claimed to have \ 
incurred and as justly due to them for the hostilities in 
tion. Thereis nota word mentioned in this last account allo 
in 1859. So that it appexrs that at that time the State of 
ida had no faith whatever in the tness of the claim which is 
now sought to be raised here 
Mr. MALLORY. I will state to the gentleman that those 
troops were mustered in. This claim is for troops that were 
never mustered in, and which the Secretary of War ordered to 


be mustered in. 

Mr. COUSINS. I understand. I was just readin ia 
mary of what Florida was receiving for this business vas 
doing in those times, and to show that it was a sort of cro it 
Florida had got into the habit of harvesting off the ‘ ! 
ment annually for the suppression of Indian hostilities id 
notwithstanding the fact that they were paid for tl our 
companies that were enlisted, 1,164 men, they not sat ed 
with their regular annual allowance, but they wanted to in 
crease it: and,as I think the record shows, they the ‘ 
had no faith whatever in the justness of the claim in Is th 

me when it should have been considered, if atall. I reserve 


ti 
the balance of my time. 
Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, with reference t 





YQ 
mude by the gentleman from lowa [Mr. COUSINS] as to th 
that the approval of the cailing out of these troops by the 
id is not conclusive and that Congress stifled in ac 
hat theory, while that may be so, [| would neverthel 
eall attention of the gentleman to the decision of the S 
Court in the case of Luther Borden, where that cou 
in that memorable case referred to the case of Martin rs. Mott 
in izth Wheaton. Speaking of the power conferred upon the 
President of the United States in calling out troops, the di 
power conferred under the Constitution of calling out the mi 
tia, and the other power of calling out troops to supp 
rections, the court said: 
nul 1h lon of I 
n that the statute cons ite m the 
f th i 
The President called on the governor for | 
\ iwnished by the State. Th f r 
the field by the governor of Florida at once, but we 
by the War Department, and subsequently the War D 
approved of them having been ordered into i ‘ 
thorized that they be mustered 
Mr. COUSINS. Isthere anyrecord that the Pr 
United States had called for these four extra comp Li 
the governor of Florida had called for? 
Mr.MALLORY. He did not « for these. H \ 
troops, and put them in the field, and the Presiden 
the Secretary of War, ratified his actio id or 
be mustered in for the purp f be ) 
Ir. COUSINS. Bu no ) 
you cited. 
Mr. MALLORY. He had called for troo 
Mr. REED. But he did not accept tl 
Mr. MALLORY. He afterwards did. 
Mr. REED. After he had declined to 
had then passed his judgment. 
Mr. MALLORY. The Secretary of W 
President that they should be pai 
Mr. REED. It was discretionary 1 th cordi! 
| to the case that youread from. When an officer has discreti: 
he is supposed to have exercised his discretion rightfully, an 
it can not be questioned; but having exercised his liseret 


else having put the 
ht, under any provision of the ‘ 
en whose services he 1 


refusing, and some! 


field, has he then any rig 
tt 


of 


iit 






, 


ition, to pay for the m 


Mr. MALLORY. Let me ask the gentl trooy 
instead of having disbanded and » their homes, 
had been mustered in and out of th: 3 the gentic- 


man doubt that they would h 
Mr. REED. By whose orders? 
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Mr. MALLORY. By the orders of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. COUSINS. 
guage of the President in which he refers to the action of the 
governor as to these four last companies. 

Mr. MALLORY. Itis given in Secretary Floyd’s letter to 
the governor, and in that of Adjt. Gen. Cooper, which is quoted 
in the majority report. He had at first declined to allow the 
enrollment of these last companies, some twenty odd in number. 

The CHAIRMAN, The tons of the gentleman from Florida 
has expired. 

Mr. MALLORY. I move that the committee rise and report 
this bill to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. SAYERS. I make the point of order that the bill has 
not been read by sections. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas makes the 

int of order against the motionof the gentleman from Florida 


Mr. MALLORY] that the bill must be considered by sections, | 


which point of order the Chair thinks is well taken. 

Mr. SAYERS. General debate has not been closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion to report a bill, when there 
has been no consideration by sections, would be tantamount to 
closing general debate; which the Chair thinks is not in order. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say a few 
words on this bill, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. MAL- 
LORY] has moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Florida did 
not move that the committee rise. He moved that the commit- 


tee rise and report, and that not being in order, the whole mo.- | 


tion would fall to the ground. 

The CHAIRMAN. But later the Chair understood the gen- 
tleman from Fiorida to move that the committee rise. The gen- 
tleman from Texas | Mr. SAYERS] suggested that the first motion 
was not in order, whereupon, as the Chair understood, the gen- 
tleman from Florida moved simply that the committee rise. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from Florida did not make 
that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair is in error, and will recog- 
nize the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, until I had 
read the majority and minority reports on this bill I could not 
imagine that such a proposition would have been seriously en- 
tertained by the House of Representatives. I could not believe 
that it would be seriously proposed -to pay the State of Florida 
$261,934 by way of principal, and enough interest to swell the 
amount to nearly $558,009, for the services of four companies of 
volunteers, those services never having been accepted by the 
Executive of the United States, or by his representative, the 
Secretary of War. 

This great Indian war arose, it would seem, in December, 
1850, by an attack of twenty-five or fifty Indians upon a United 
States officer whose gallant services have been so eloquentl 
alluded to by the gentleman from Florida [Mr. MALLORY]. 
Now, I can hardly conceive what the heroism of Lieut. Hart- 
suff, which is set forth in two or three papers in the appendix 
to the report, has to do with the claim of the State of Florida 
for payment for the services of four hundred men whose serv- 
ices were never accepted by the Government of the United 
States. If we establish this precedent the governor of any State 
who may yield to his imaginary fears and enlist a thousand or 
two thousand men, may, forty years later, saddle the expense 
of that operation upon the Federal Government. 

It seems to me, as one not unfamiliar with the services of mi- 
litia or volunteer troops, and as one who has made some study 
of questions of this nature, that the true test is what took place 
when the services of these troops were offered in December, 
1856, by the governor of Florida to the Secretaryof War. Had 
the Secretary of War at that time accepted the services of those 
four companies there could be no doubt whatever as to the lia- 
bility of the Federal Government to reimburse the State. 

Mr. BUNN. Suppose that at that time it was not deemed 
necessary to accept the services of these troops but that subse- 
quent conditions showed that they were necessary, could the Sec- 
retary by any means have changed his opinion? 

Mr. BARTLETT. The only Secretary of War to be consid- 


ered—— 

Mr. BUNN. I wish the gentleman would just answer that 
question. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The only Secretary of War to be consid- 
ered is the one who was Secretary of War at the time of the in- 
ception of hostilities in December, 1856, and at the time of the 
tender of these Florida troops by the governor. The action of 
that Secretary of War decided the whole question of liability, 
and when Governor Broome received a definite reply from the 
Secretary that he would not accept the services of more than 
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the 260 men who were enlisted and mustered into the United 


States service, he should not have called upon the remaining 


| companies of volunteers to serve, and if he did call upon them 
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the State of Florida alone was liable. 

Another test is sought to be imposed, the test of mustering in 
I admit that that might have been a test, and had these troops 
been mustered in 1857, when another Secretary of War, John. 
Floyd, said that they might be musteredin and ont of the United 
States service—had those troops been present and been mustered 
in at that time the United States might be liable. But they 
were not. Why? Because they had been already disbanded: 
they had gone to their homes, and there is nothing in the record 
here to show how long they served. 


Mr. BUNN. Let me correct the gentleman. Their accounts 


are here, fully verified. 


Mr. MALLORY. Here is a list of twenty and odd companies, 
instead of four, with a statement of the length of their service. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, there is another reason 
why this enorimous sum should not be paid to the State of 
Florida, and that is, the character of that war. Take even the 


| glowing picture painted by Governor Broome, in his message o/ 


1857, in which he tells us what the troops did. It appears that 
there was one detachment under the command of a lieutenant 
which overtook the enemy and succeeded in recovering the 
property of one citizen that had been stolen, and that in the en- 
gagement which ensued seven or eight Indians were killed. 

hat did the other companies do? In all it is supposed that 
they killed twenty Indians. In all they fought in three engage- 
ments, with a loss, it would appear, of about three men on their 
side. What was the total number of hostilities engaged in that 
war? It is shownin the report of Judge-Advocate-General Barr 
and in the report of Adjutant-General Cooper that the total 
number, as is stated by the gentleman from Iowa, who submits 
the views of the minority, amounted to about ninety-eight or 
somewhat short of one hundred. 

So we find at the end of this conflict that the hostile force was 
decimated to the extent that out of ninety-eight Indians sixty- 
three were left, and for the services of the troops in those san- 
guinary engagements, in which, as we are told by the governor, 
the fighting became so intense that the men were obliged to re- 
sort to pocketknives, and that one Indian had his throat cut, 
for services of that character we are asked forty years later to 
give the State of Florida nearly $600,000. it seems to me that 
the proposition is monstrous. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Let me remind the gentleman that 
the State of Florida borrowed that money and is paying interest 
upon the bonds issued for the money. Does the gentleman sup- 
— that we borrowed that money and issued those bonds and 

ave been paying interest upon them all these years for fun’ 

Mr. BARTLETT. Suppose I am ordered to take a battalion 
to Buffalo, a battalion consisting of about as many men as all 
these forces in question here; and suppose there is no liability 
on the part of the Government of the United States to pay for 
the servicesof my battalion. Is that any reason why forty years 
later some of my descendants should come to the Congress of 
the United States and ask half a million of dollars in payment? 

Where there is no liability there should be no payment; and 
the test of liability here was the refusal of the Secretary of War 
to accept the services of these troops, together with the failure 
of these volunteers a year later to be present to be mustered in, 
and their disbandment. We have, too, the further evidence 
that this whole claim isanafterthought. Itseems never to have 
occurred to the State of Florida for years after the date of the 
occurrences; and as has been stated by the gentleman from 
Texas, we find in 1857 the payment of $92,000, and in 1856 the 
payment of $240,000, without any reference whatever to this 
claim of equal magnitude. 

it seems to me, gentlemen, in view of these sound and just 
objections, and considering the character of the warfare in ques 
tion, this claim should not be allowed. It pains me to take a 

sition against any State whose interests seem to be involved 
In the payment of claims; but [ can not support a claim of this 
nature, which is based on neither law nor equity, nor on tho 
merits of the services alleged to have been rendered. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, as it lacks but four minutes of 
the time when the House, under the rule, must take its recess, 
I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BAILEY reported that the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar had had under consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. 102) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to settle the account stated between the General Gov- 
ernment and the State of Florida by the said Secretary, under 
the authority of the act approved March 2, 1889, kaown as the 
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deficiency act, and to pay the balance found to be due, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


HEIRS OF DON JUAN FILHIOL. 


Mr. TERRY, by unanimous consent, reported back adversely 
from the Committee on the Judiciary the bill (H. R. 5160) to refer 
the title of the heirs of Don Juan Filhiol to certain lands in Ar- 
kansas to the Court of Claims; which was laid on the table, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 38) relating to the pay and retirement of mates 
in the United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 83) authorizing the State of Montana to make 
selections from certain public lands; 

A bill (H. R. 366) providing for the sale of the old custom- 
house and lot connected therewithin the city of Louisville, Ky.; 

A bill (H. R. 4452) adding the towns of Manchester and Vernon, 
in the State of Connecticut, to the customs district of Hartford, 
Conn., and making the city of Rockville, Conn., a port of de- 


livery; 

A bin (H. R. 4858) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy orduance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes; , 

A bill (S. 882) granting a pension to Frances Corse, widow of 
Gen. John M. Corse; and 

A bill (S. 1209) to regulate enlistments in the Army of the 
United States. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana (Mr. BROOK- 
SHIRE] will perform the duties of the Chair at the evening ses- 
sion. 

And then (at 5 o'clock p. m.) the House, in accordance with 
the rule, took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION, 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o'clock 
p.m., and was calledto order by Mr. BROOKSHIRE, as Speaker 
pro tempore. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole for the purposeof considering 
bills onthe Private Calendar under clause 3 of Rule XXVII. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. DoCKERY in thechair), and resumed the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business, being the bill (H.R. 6405) to re- 
move the charge of desertion standing against Patrick Kelle- 
her, late private Company C, Thirty-eighth Lllinois Volun- 
teers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to correct the military record of Patrick Kelleher, late a 
private of Company C, Thirty-eighth Llinois Infantry, by removing the 
— of desertion standing against his name and granting him an honor- 
able discharge from said service. 

The pending amendment was read, as follows: 

Add to the bill the following: 

“ Provided, That no pay, bounty, or emolument of any kind shall become 
dueor payable by virtue of the passage of this act.” 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I have a suggestion to make in 
regard to this bill which I think ought to be acceptable to the 
House. This isavery warm night, and the spirit of compromise 
isOnme. I wish to state that I am perfectly willing to accept 
as an amendment to this bill the amendment which was placed 
some three weeks ago upon the bill of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. CocsweLL]. I therefore ask unanimous 
consent to add at the end of the pending amendment the words 
“or pension paid to this date.” 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. As last Friday night I 
raised and insisted upon the point of no quorum, I wish to say 
that in view of the presentation of this amendment, the effect 
of which as I understand, is that if the bill be passed no pay or 
emolument in the way of pension shall thereby accrue to the 
beneficiary, [ withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. JONES. Lask that the report in this case be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. This proceeding is only by unanimous 
consent. This bill is and has been the unfinished business. The 
report was read ata previous Friday night session. 

Mr. LOUD. The amendment which I propose is precisely 
the same that was assented to upon the bill of the gentleman 
from Massachuse%ts. 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I have withdrawn the 
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point upon this bill in order that it might get out of the way, 
hoping that others of similar nature may not be brought up, 
but that we may proceed to clear the Calendar of meritorious 
measures. I hope that this bill, with the amendment now of- 
fered, may be disposed of. 

Mr. LOUD. I vepeat that this is precisely the same amend- 
ment which was adopted upon the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. JoxEs{ upon the bill of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts which was passed. 

Mr. JONES. I wish to say to the gentleman that there are a 
great many bills here for the removal of the charge of desertion; 
and I never admitted that I thought all these bills, or any of 
them, ought to pass if amended in the form the gentleman now 
suggests. I think that each of these bilis ought to be considered 
on its own merits. 

That bill of Gen. Cogswell’s was one of some little merit, I 
thought, after it had been fully explained. 

Mr. LOUD. I beg to suggest to the gentleman that it is of 
no higher character of merit than the bill I now propose. 

Mr. JONES. Well, it was reported to me by the gentleman 


from Massachusetts himself as one of peculiar merit and very 
exceptional in character. 
Mr. LOUD. At the suggestion of the gentleman from South 


Carolinal agreed to accept that amendment—— 

Mr. JONES. I do not remember the circumstances of this 
case, and would like to have the report read. 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent the report can be 
again read. 

Mr. EVERETT. I object to the reading of the report, or 
rather it is nota matter of objection. The order on the bill is 
that the vote be taken by tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent the report can be 
read. Does the gentleman ob-ect? 

Mr. EVERETT. I withdraw the objection. 

; The report (by Mr. Bowers of California) was read, as fol- 
Ows: 


The committee to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 6405) to remove the 
charge of desertion standing against Patrick Kelleher, have considered the 
same, and report the same back with an amendment, as follows: “Provided, 
That no pay, bounty, or emolument of any kind shall become due or paya- 
ble by virtue of the passage of this act;'’ and that so amended, the bill do 

ass. 

The military record furnished the committee and made a part of this re- 
port shows that the soldier served faithfully for two and a half years, then 
reénlisted, and in 1864 received a furlough of thirty days and went to his 
home in Massachusetts, and remained there sick, under treatment, unable 
to return to his regiment until it was mustered out. The soldier was se- 
verely wounded at the battle of Murfreesboro in his rightarm, shoulder, and 
leg; is now badly crippled, and unable to labor for his support. 





Case of Patrick Kelicher, late private Company C, Th 


irty-eighth Illinois In- 
Santry. 


RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, War Department, April 4, 1894, 


The records show that Patrick Kelleher, aged 28 years, was enrolled Au- 
gust 4, 1861, for thres years, and mustered into service as a private in Com- 
yon C, Thirty-eighth Illinois Infantry, September 7, 1861. He appears to 

ave served faithfully until December 31, 1862, when he was captured at Mur- 
freesboro, Tenn. He was confined at Richmond, Va., January 15, 1863; pa- 
roled at City Point, Va., January 20, 1863; reported at Camp Parole, Md., 
January 21, 1863, and was sent to Benton Barracks, Mo. He rejoined hiscom- 
pany May 6, 1863; enlisted as a veteran volunteer February 29, 1864, and is re- 

rted as having deserted May 12, 1864, at Mattoon, LIL, while on veteran 
urlough. 

In an application for removal of the charge of desertion the soldier testi- 
fled September 20, 1886, that in December, 186%, at the battle of Murfreesboro, 
Tenn., he was severely wounded in the right arm, shoulder, and right leg; 
that about April, 1864, he obtained a furlough for thirty days, being unfit for 
duty, and went home; that he became much worse and was under the med- 
ical treatment of one Dr. Page; that he remained under Dr. Page's treat- 
ment until his regiment was mustered out of service, and that he never re- 
ceived a certificate of discharge. 

In another affidavit of the same date the applicant made a similar state- 
ment, adding that he had no intention of deserting, but was prevented from 
rejoining his command by physical disabilities. 

Under date September 20, 1836, William G. Anderson testified that he had 
known the soldier for six years; that he (afiant) had been through the war 
as a member of Light Battery B, Fourth United States Artillery, and knew 
fromconversations with the applicant that hisstate ments are true, although 
he did not meet him on the battlefield. (Battery B, Fourth United States 
Artillery, was not present at the battle of Murfreesboro, Tenn.) 

John J. Chapman testified in this same affidavit (dated September 20 
that he had known the applicant since 1880, and identified him as the 
in question. 

The application for relief was denied February 21, 1887, and renewing the 
application in 1893 the soldier testified that he had served faithfully until 
about April 12, 1864, when hereceived a thirty-days’ furlough and went home 
to Massachusetts, and that while there he was taken sick, was treated by 
Dr. Page, was not able to leave his bed when his furlough expired, and was 
sick for about a year, and could then get about only on crutches. 

On November 15, 1893, the evidence on file in the Bureau of Pensions was 
examined and found to contain nothing additional to that already cited, ex- 
cept the testimony of Dr. Nomus Page, the family physician, who declared 
that he had treated the soldier in April and at other times in 1864 and in 1865 
for chronic rheumatism and malarial poisoning, and in another afiidavit 
that he had treated him in May, 1864, during the remainder of 1864, and alao 
in 1865, for debility and malaria. : 

On November 18, 1893. the application for relief was again denied, the evi- 
dence submitted not being deemed sufficient to establish that the soldier 
was prevented from —..e his term of enlistment by disability con- 
tracted in the service and line of duty. 
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The statusof the case has not since been changed, either by the introduc- 
tion of new testimouy or by legislation. 


Respectfully submitted. 

F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Colonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension Office. 

The SECRETARY OF WAR. 

Mr. JONES. Now, I would like to ask the parliamentary 
status of this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thepresent occupantof the chair was not 
in the chair when the bill was under consideration at the last 
meeting, but is advised by the clerks at the desk that the 
amendment just reported as a part of the bill had been agreed 
to by the committee, and the question was being taken on laying 
the bill aside as amended with favorable recommendation. 
The point of no quorum was made, and tellers had been ap- 
pointed, but upon the vote by tellers a quorum failed to appear. 

The gentleman from California now asks unanimous consent 
to modify the amendmentadopted, so as to exclude the a 
from the benefit of a pension, as the Chair understands it. 

Mr. JONES. If that consent is given, would it change the 
status of the bill before the committee? It would not change 
the status of the bill as to the vote, I presume. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question would then be on laying 
aside the bill with favorable recommendation. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. In view of the fact that 
the change was made, to the effect that this applicant could not 
get a pension, I ed to withdraw the point of no quorum, 
thereby bringi tine meatier toa diteck vote. 

Mr, JONES. There would be a question in my mind as to 
whether the gentleman who made the point of no quorum on a 
previous evening could withdraw that point at this session. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not necessary to withdraw it. A 
guorum is supposed to be present, this session being on a new 
legislative day. The regular order would be the count by tell- 
ers, and the — of no quorum could be made thereupon if a 

uorum. failed to appear; but, pending that, the gentleman from 
California asks consent to amend the bill as he has indicated. 

Mr. JONES. AsI understand the effect of the amendment, it 
is to exclude the applicant from the benefit of any pension for 
the past, but would not exclude him from drawing a pension 
hereafter. 

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment as 
modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 8 after the word “service” insert: ‘‘ Provided, That no pay or emol- 
uments shall accrue by reason of this act or pension paid to this date." 

Mr. LOUD. That is the exact language of the amendment 
the gentleman made to the other bill. 

Mr. JONES. I understand that perfectly. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to substituting this 
amendment for the amendment already agreed to by the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. LOUD. Ido not know what ition the gentleman pro- 
poses to oecupy towards the bill, so [ withdraw the amendment 
untilafter a vote can be taken, and then, if necessary, shall asi 
consent to offer it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will take their places. 

_ Mr. LOUD. Iam satisfied with the bill in the shape that it 
15s in now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not advised who the tellers 
were. 

Mr. EVERETT. The gentieman from California [Mr. Loup] 
= the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] were 

ers. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Did not the gentleman from South 
Carolina withdraw the point of no quorum? 

The CHAIRMAN. It was not necessary, because this is a 
subsequent meeting of the committee, and a quorumiss d 
to be nt. Buta count has been ordered by tellers. does 
not follow, however, that the t of no — is to be raised. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. en there is no point of a quo- 
rum is it necessary to have tellers? 

TheC AN. Not atall; but tellers have been hereto- 
fore ordered by the committee. 

Mr. CLA of Missouri. Lask unanimous consent that the 
order for tellers be vacated. 
ao CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that order will be 

2. 

There was no objection. 

The C . The question ison laying aside the bill 
with a favorable suncenmanenaiiien 

The committee proceeded to vote. 

Mr. JONES. . Chairman, when this bill was up before the 
committee heretofore—— 

Mr. PICKLER. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
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Mr. PICKLER. The vote is being taken—— 

Mr. LOUD. I hope the gentleman will let me look after ¢));. 
bill myself. 
Mr. PICKLER. Well, I shall insist upon the regular ord 
I am a member of tliis House and the committee, [ wish ¢),, 

gentleman to understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no vote being taken. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Chair had submitted the motion, .,) 
the ayes had voted. Now the status of the bill is to take +). 
vote in eee 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair submitted the request of ;}, 
a eo from Missouri to vacate the vote by tellers, and ¢), 

hair was just submitting the question when the gentleman 
from be rose for some purpose. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Chair put the question, and the , 
voted. Lask if that is not the status of the case? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think that any yo: 
was taken. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the Chair hold that this bill is yoy 
open for debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the Chair does not so hold. Debat 
is closed on this bill. The order was simply to vacate the vote 

tellers. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
order. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentlema 
from Virginia rise? 

Mr. JONES. I rise for the purpose of making two or thre 
remarks upon the status of this bill. I want to say, Mr. Chair. 
man, that when I called for the readingof this — I did not 
remember the facts which applied to this particular case, an/ | 
merely wanted to refresh my memory. I want to say now that 
since this report has been read, I do not agree at all with the 
chairman from California [Mr. Loup] that this bill is equally 
meritorious with that which the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. COGSWELL] was the author of, and I remember distinct!y 
that on previous occasions I have opposed this bill, and I have 
given my reasons for my opposition. 

Mr. PICKLER. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PICKLER. This bill is not open for debate, and I de- 
mand the regular order. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, Ido not propose to discuss th 
merits of this bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I demand the regular order 
and I hope the Chair will enforce the rules of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor to enforce th: 
rules'of the House, and the gentleman from South Dakota wi! 
conform to the rules. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Chair is lamentably failing to do so «t 
this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is willing to submit his deci. 
sion to the judgment of the committee, as against that o! the 
gentleman from South Dakota. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. JONES. Iam not debating the merits of the Dill, Mr. 
Chairman, but I asked for the parliamentary statusof the bil, 
and it was upon that question [I wished to be heard for a mo 
m 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I demand the regular 


ent. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate isnot in order at this time. 

Mr. JONES. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that it was not 1) 
intention to raise the point of no quorum on this bill, but i!! 
am not allowed to state my position, I will doso. The bill en 
not be forced through in this style. 

Mr. PICKLER. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. As many as ‘+ 
vor laying aside the bill with a favorable report will say aye 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced ‘1: 
the ayes seemed to have it. : 

Mr. JONES. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 438, noes 2. 

Mr. JONES. No quorum. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimo.- 
consent that the bill be withdrawn without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tleman from Indiana asks, peo 
ing the point of no quorum, that the bill be withdrawn witho! 
prejudice. 

r. LOUD. Lobject. I have so stated, repeatedly. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California| Mr. Loup) 
and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Jongs] will take their 
places as tellers. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask permission to make a sta'™ 
ment of one minute's length. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana {[Mr. Mat 
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TIN] asks unanimous consent to make astatement. Is there ob- 
jection? ee 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I desire to say that I was to-day 
directed by the Committee on Invalid Pensions to ask this Com- 
mittee of the Whole House to-night for unanimous consent to 
go to the consideration of bills which had never yet been con- 
sidered, there being a number of very meritorious bills upon 
the Calendar. I thought that this matter now pending had 
been arranged between the gentleman from California [Mr. 
Loup] and the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT]. 

Now, in view of what I have been directed by the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions to do, I beg that the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia|Mr. Loup] will not insist upon his objection, but that he 
will allow the Chair again to put my request on behalf of the 
committee for unanimous consent that we go to the considera- 
tion of bills which have never yet been considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again put the request, 
the absence of objection—— 

Mr. LOUD. Itis perfeetly unnecessary to submit the request, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California objects. 
The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis not inorder atthis time, pending 
acount. The tellers will take their places. 

The committee proceeded to divide. 

Pending the count— 

Mr. LOUD. 
gentleman from Virginia be allowed five minutes to make a per- 
sonal statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pending the count, the gentleman from 
California asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia be allowed five minutes. 

Mr. PICKLER. Pending that, I want to know if the gentle- 
man from Virginia will then withdraw his point of no quorum? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wll again submit the request 
of the gentleman from California, that the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia be allowed to speak five minutes. Is there objection” 

Mr. PICKLER. IL object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 


ceed. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman knows now whether he will 
withdraw his point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is notin order. 

After further time spent in the count: 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I[ will renew my request. 

Mr. PICKLER. Pending the count by tellers, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the point of no quorum be withdrawn and 
that the gentleman from Virginia be allowed five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from South Dakota. (After a pause.}] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, it is not my desire to discuss 
the merits of this bill. On a former occasion I gave the reasons 
which actuated me in opposing the passage of this measure. [ 
want to say, moreover, that whilst I have opposed the passage of 
this bill, I have never yet raised the point of no quorum against 
it; md it was not my purpose to-night to raise that question. 
But whilst I frankly make that statement, I desire to make the 
further statement that I can not support this particular meas- 
ure; because I do not believe that the evidence which accompa- 
nies the report is sufficient to justify Congress in removing the 
charge of desertion resting against this man. 





in 


The count will pro- 
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Mr. Chairman, I asic unanimous consent that the | 


| Illinois [Mr. Post] 
| bill 4292 be next considered. 


Now, my friend from Californiahas argued that I should with- | 


draw my objection to this bill because I did not insist upon an | 


objection to a bill which was considered here for a aimilar pur- 
pose on aformer occasion to the extent of raising the question 
ofaquorum. Mr. Chairman, I consider each one of these bills 
upon its individual merits. If I donot carry my objection in 
all cases to the extent of raising the quorum question is because 
there are, in my estimation, degrees of demerit—some are worse 
than others. 

I beg to differ with the gentleman from California in one re- 
spect. I donot think this bill of his is supported by the same 
character of testimony that was adduced in the case to which 
reference has been made; and therefore I can not support this 
bill. I expect to vote against it; I expect to do all I can to de- 
feat it; but I have said to the gentleman, and that was my in- 
tention when I came here, that [ would not raise the question of 
no quorum. I want, however, to enter my solemn protest against 

passage of bills of thiskind. I do not think the charge of 
desertion resting against any manought tobe removed upon the 
testimony of the man alone. 

[think inaddition to his testimony there ought to be adduced 
testimony to support that which he gives himself justifying 
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the removal of the charge of desertion. J want to emphasize 
the fact that because I do not insist upon a quorum in this par- 
ticular case, I do not relinquish the right to do so hereafter in 
eases of a similar character, but worse in degree. This shall 
be no precedent for my future action,and I hope it will not be 
cited as such. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill a 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, [ ask unanimous co1 t that the 
amendment that I offered be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from California will be agreed to, 
unanimous consent, in lieu of the amendment reported by the 
committee. Is there objection? [After a pause.} The Chai 
hears none. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
vorable recommendation. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, | 


aside with 


laid 


inanimMe 


USK 


consent that we begin with Calendar No. 342, a bill which ha 
heretofore been considered, and to which objections have here- 
tofore been made and which are now withdrawn, the bill H.R 


4290. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent to begin the business for the evening session with 
Calendar No. 342. Is there objection? 

Mr. MCRAE. Where would we be if that were not don 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. You would have to go back to the 
first. 

Mr.HULL. If would like to ask what the object of the cha 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions is in that? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. [ will very cheerfully state again 
what the object was. Iwas asked to-day by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions to ask unanimous consent to-night that the 
Committee of the Whole should proceed to the consideration 
to-night of bills only which have not heretofore been consid- 
ered and to which objections have been made. 

\s to the bill which has just been passed, the gentleman ha 
een that that has been adjusted and the objection withdrawn. 
\s to the bill that I am speaking about uow, it is one that was 
introduced by the gentleman from Illinois {Mr. Posr}, and I un- 
derstand that the objection to it is withdrawn. Therefore, | 
ask that we proceed to consider that bill. 

Mr. HULL. ‘The trouble about that is that if we let all 
bills be considered that the gentleman from Virginia [M: 
JONES] is willing to have considered, we shall have still fewe 
members left to fight for those that the gentleman from 
ginia does not approve of. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indlana. The gentlemen from Iowa isno mor 
anxious than Iam, after the months of labor that I have given to 
this matter, for the passage of all these bills, and whatI a 
now is not for the purpose of injuring the feelings or invadin, 
the rights of anybody, but only for the purpose of trying to ve 
some of these bills through, many of which are so meritorio 
that no man will object. 

Mr. HULL. Ifthe gentleman will modify his request so 
simply to ask that that bill be considered next, [ will notob 

Mr. POST. I will make that request, Mr. Chairman. 
(he CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gen 
from Lowa [Mr. HULL] to object to the request of the ch 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. The gentleman 
now asks unanimous consent that 
[s there objection? 


the 


iO 
Ho 

There was no objection. _ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

Che Clerk read as follows: 
\ bill (H. BR. 4290) for the relief of Druzilla J, Rigg, of Ma I 
DRUZILLA J. RIGG. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and | is, 
authorized and directed to cause to be paid to Druzilla J. Rigg, of Macomb 
Ill., who is the daughter and only heir of James Depoy (who was second 
lieutenant in Company A in the Pifty-fourth Regiment of Ohio Infantry in 
the war of the rebellion, to See ne certificate No. 158723 was issued, 
and who died previous to the receipt by him of said certificate), the amount 
due upon said certificate at the time of the death of said James Depoy 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. POST. Mr. Chairman, the report in this case was re 
when the bill was up before, and there is no occasion to read it 


ere 


yA 


again. I simply want to say that the objection arose Cries 
of ‘*‘ Vote!” ** Vote!”] 

Mr. JONES. I hope the gentleman from [llinois will be al- 
lowed to make his statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be permitted, with- 


out objectlon, to make a brief explanation. 
Mr. POST. I simply want to say that this bill was befere the 





ee 


5 ceamienanaee io 


a aan ee anemmnan al aia 


~ cee space 


nt ied 


7964 


_— _-—— --- 





House at a meeting two weeks ago, and objection was made to 
it by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JoNEs] until he could 
examine certain mattersin the Pension Office. He hasexamined 
those matters, and I understand now that he is not inclined to 
make any objection to the bill. I therefore ask for a vote. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, by direction of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, I ask unanimous consent that 
the committee now proceed to the consideration of bills on the 
Calendar of which we have jurisdiction, and which have not 
been heretofore considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gontleman from [llinois? [A pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN], who is familiar 
with the Calendar, will please indicate the first bill for consid- 
eration under the order just made. 
ae of Indiana. It is House bill No. 6650, Calendar 

0. d5a. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. HULL. One moment, Mr. Chairman. I would ask the 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions whether Calen- 
dar No. 375 has been considered? I donot know that anybody 
here wants it considered; I do not; but I think it comes first on 


the Calendar among the bills not heretofore considered. 

Mr. STRONG. I went it considered. 

Mr. HULL. Then you have a right to have it considered. 
The Military Committee has the same rights as the Committee 
on Invalid Sesstnan. and that bill never has been considered, 
and it comes before the other on the Calendar. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, I believe I am in error, Mr. Chair- 
man, and the gentleman from Iowa is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill indicated 
by the gentleman from Iowa. 


ALEXANDER P. MAGAAN, 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to cause the military record of Alexander P. Magaan, who 
enlisted as a private in Battery H, Fourth United States Artillery, on the 
8th day of July, 1846, and stands charged with having deserted on the 8thday 
of September, 1848, to be corrected by removing said charge of desertion and 
granting an honorable discharge to said soldier, it appearing that he did 
not desert, but was absent with leave. 

An amendment recommended by the Committee on Military 
Affairs was read as follows: 

Add at the end of line 12: 

Provided, That no pay, bounty, or emoluments shall become due by virtue 
of the passage of this act. 

Mr, JONES. Iask thai the report in that case be read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hopethere will be no objection to the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, Mr.Chairman, [ask unan- 
imous consent that this bill be passed over for to-night. 

Mr. STRONG. For what reason? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. ARNOLD). is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from South Carolina? [A pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and the Clerk will report the next bill. 


SAMUEL BURNS. 


The next pension business upon the Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 6650) granting a pension to Samuel Burns. 

He it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Samuel 
Burns, late a soldier in the Florida Volunteers in the Florida Indian war, 
and allow him a pension rated at $12 per month. 

An amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions striking out the word “twelve” before *‘ dollars” and 
inserting “eight,” was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. [ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. MOSES) was read as follows: 

The Committee on fenstons, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6650) 


granting a pension to Samuel Burns, have considered the same and report 
as follows: 


The records of the Second Auditor's Office, Treasury Department, show 
that the claimant served from July 30, 1836, to August 16, 1 as a private 
- oo. John M. G. Hunter's company, Florida Volunteers, in the Florida 

ndian war. 

Mr. Burns is now about 85 years old, and too feeble to do anything to 


ward 
ear asupport. He has an aged wife and several unmarried daughters 


dependent upon him for maintenance, and he has but little property or in- 


come. 

The passage of the bill is recommended with an amendment striking out 
the word “twelve ’’in line 7 and inserting in lieu thereof the word “eight,” 
80 as to allow a pension rated at $8 per month. 


The billas amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
ADALINE J. PROPS. 


The next pension business upon the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 6228) granting a pension to Adaline J. Props. 
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The bill was read, as follows. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Adalina 
J. Props, widow of Lewis C. Props, a soldier in the Southern or Sabine war 
of 1836, and allow her a pension rated at $15 per month. _ 

An amendment recommended by the committee, striking oy 
“fifteen” before the word ‘‘dollars” and inserting ‘eight, 
was agreed to. , ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The — igs upon laying this bill aside 
with a favorable recommendation. . 

Mr. JONES, Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the report 
in that case read. 

The report (by Mr. STALLINGS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 6298 
granting a pension to Adaline J. Props, have considered the same and re 
port as follows: 

The claimant is the widow of Lewis C. Props, who was enrolled August 3, 
1836, in Capt. Moore’s company, Arkansas Volunteers, Sabine Indian war 
and was mustered out J ant 21, 1837. 

The Sabine Indian war was, like the Creek, Cherokee, and Seminole wars, 
conducted under the authority of the United States, but through oversight 
the Sabine war was not included in the provisions of the Indian war act of 
July 27, 1892, and as a consequence Mrs. Props’s claim at the Pension Bureay 
was rejected. 

The service in this case is a matter of record and has been recognized by 
the allowance of bounty land warrants under the acts of 1852 and 1855. ~ 

Mrs. Props is now over 72 years old, very feeble, and in needy and destj 
tute circumstances. Her husband, the soldier, died February 22, 1890, ang 
since then she has lived alone. She married the soldier in 1838. 

The facts are fully shown by the testimony filed at the Pension Bureay 
and by a numerously signeda fidavit and petition accompanying the bil! 

In view of the Soeagetag facts, your committee believe that this claimant 
should be put upon the same footing with other Indian war widows, < 
passage of the bill is therefore recommended with an amendment striking 
out the word ‘fifteen ’’ in line 7, and substituting in lieu thereof the word 
‘‘eight;’’ so as to allow a pension of & per month. 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have an explana. 
tion of the bill from the author of it, or the gentleman who has 
it in charge. 

Mr. MCRAE. This bill was introduced by my colleague [Mr. 
TERRY], who is not present this evening. The report just read 
sets forth very clearly, i think, sufficient facts to support the 
bill. There is no question about the service, and no question 
about the needy condition of the widow. The only question is 
whether we should grant this pension for service rendered in the 
Sabine war, which was not covered by the bill passed two years 
ago providing pensions for services in the [ndian wars. Itis 
perfectly clear that this soldier rendered service for the time 
required by that act. I hope the bill will be passed. 

Mr. JONES. In what command was this soldier’ 

Mr. MCRAE. The report states that. 

: Mr. JONES. Howmany troops were mustered into that serv- 
ice? 

Mr. MCRAE. Enough to suppress the disturbance. 

Mr. JONES. I wish to know how large the class may be to 
which this man belongs? 

Mr. MCRAE. It is not very large. 

Mr. JONES. If there are these people who are entitled to the 
same consideration as others who were engaged in suppressing 
Indian difficulties, I want to know why there has not been some 
general legislation on the subject? 

Mr. MCRAE. I presume because they were overlooked or 
did not have friends enough to get it through. There can not 
be a great many of these old people. The service was rendered 
a long time ago—sixty-eight years. 

Mr. JONES. Then the gentleman has no idea how many 
widows there are in the same situation as this one? 

Mr. MCRAE. There can not be a great many; but I have no 
definite information upon that point. ; 

Mr. JONES. It does not seem to me an equitable thing to 
single out one widow who happens to have a Representative on 
this floor and pass a private bill for her benefit, while we leave 
all other persons of the class to which she belongs unprovide: 
for. 

Mr. MCRAE. If the others of the class have not fricncs 
enough to look after their interests here, I see no reason why 
we should not do justice to those gallant soldiers or their wid- 
ows whose claims are presented and whose needs are pressing. 

Mr. JONES. It simply seems to be making a distinction 
where one ought not to be made. 

Mr. MORAE. But we do such things every time we pass ° 
special bill. I will state that I know there isone case of this kind 
from my district. : 

Mr. NEILL. I have one case also in my district. I intro 
duced a bill to provide for that case; but the affidavits not being 
ready it has not yet been acted upon. 

Mr. MCRAE. There is no question about the service having 
been rendered in this case, as [ understand. . 

Mr. JONES. Does the gentleman know that this service w°s 
rendered? The reports are read so rapidly I can not always 
eatch the purport of the statements. ” : 

Mr. MORAE. Service was rendered sufficient to satisfy the 
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ittee. Iam satisfied it isa good case. The bill proposes 

en this widow at only $8 a month, which is less, I be- 
lieve, than other widows generally receive. ; 

Mr. HULL. I am veryglad to find that there was one Indian 
war which was so very small and unimportant that Congress in 
raking over the subject could not find out anything about it. 
No doubt this bill ought to pass from a Democratic standpoint. 
But I would like it to appear in the RECORD, for my own in- 
formation at least, how many days this soldier served. I have 
an idea it was about twenty days. If there was service of twenty 
days this widow ought certainly to be pensioned to preserve the 
record of this Congress, although we have repeatedly tried 
to get pensions for old soldiers who served three years or 
more during the late war, and were all shot to pieces, and yet 
we have failed. I think that whenever any bill so meritorious 
as this comes up, with twenty days’ service back of it, it ought 
to pass without objection from the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. MCRAE. If the gentleman will permit me, I have the 
report here, which shows that this man volunteered and was 
enrolled August 3, 1836, in Capt. Moore’s company, and was 
mustered out January 1, 1837. 

Mr. HULL. Of course from August3 to January 1 is a pretty 
long term of service! ao 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless objection be made, the bill will be 
laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

There was no objection. 


WILLIS MANASCO, 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5589) to 
pension Willis Manasco. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Willis Man: 
} asco, of Eldridge, Howard County, Ark., who served in Captain Philpot’s 
company of Alabama Volunteers, Mexican war, and pay him a pension of 
$12 per month. 
The amendments reported by the committee were read as fol- 
lows: 


In the seventh line strike out ‘‘ Mexican ” and insert “Creek Indian,” and 
in the eighth line strike out “ twelve’ and insert “ eight.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


Mr. JONES. I should like to hear the report read in this 
ease. 


The report (by Mr. LUCAS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5589) 
granting a pension to Willis Manasco, have considered the same and te- 
spectfully report as follows: 

The records of the Second Auditor’s Office, Treasury Department, show 
that Willis Manasco is borne on the roll of Capt. Benjamin A. Philpot’s 
company of Alabama Volunteers as having been paid for nineteen days’ 
traveling from Somerville, Ala., to Vernon, Ala.,and from Vernonto Somer- 
ville, when ordered home, a distance each way (according to the records) of 
190 miles. This was in the Creek Indian war of 1836. 

In a declaration for pension, filed December 4, 1891, Mr. Manasco declares 
that while in said service he received an injury to his left thigh by his horse 


( mega had been shot) falling upon him, and that he has been crippled ever 


The records, Which are obviously incomplete so far as these old wars are 
concerned, fail to show the injury, and as the service shown is insufficient 
in duration to warrant allowance of pension under the general Indian war 
act of July 27, 1892, the claim filed at the Pension Bureau has been rejected. 

Mr. Manasco resides at Eldridge, Howard County, Ark., and Messrs. Rob- 
ert G. Luttrell, J. B, Luttrell, and J. E. Pannell, citizens of that county and 
State, testify that the claimant is 77 years old, in feeble health, and unable 
—- A peenes Dabee: — that =e / = income except that derived 

or 16 acres, an 
%0 per year, which is insufficient to support ee om bie wite. or eeeguogay 


After careful consideration of all the facts, your committee recommend 
the passage of the act with the followin ametiments: 

Strike out the word ‘“Mexican’’ in line 7 and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “Creek Indian; ” strike out the word “twelve” in line 7 and substi- 
= 2 lieu thereof the word “eight;’’ so as to allow a rating of 88 per 


Mr. JONES. I hope there will be some statement made in re- 
gard to this bill. As I understand, the only evidence that this 
man served at all is the fact ;that he drew mileage-for about 
nineteen days 


Mr. PICKLER, N i 
tiers! ineteen days isa good long service for those 
tr. JONES. I do not agree with the gentleman. I do not 

-_ a man who served only nineteen oon ought to be pen- 
sioned unless he received serious injury or incurred some dis- 
ability from which he is now suffering. 

Pe MCRAE. I know this old gentleman well. The records 
of the War Department show that he was regularly enrolled, 
that he remained in the service as long as thare was any neces- 
sity for him to do so, and that he received payment for nineteen 
Dow The evidence, while not sufficient to satisfy the Pension 

Same > vo to me that this old man received in 

_ ; ; 
deserves ae @ injury of which he now complains, and that he 
© did all that was demanded of him to prove his courage as 
&soldier, by enlisting and performing the duties required as 


‘ 
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long as necessary to suppress the outbreak. He isnowvery old, 
about 78 years of age. He is as honest and as honorable an old 
gentleman as ever made a track. He still loves the country he 
fought for, and he now has need for this little pension. 

I believe this Congress can not doa more creditable thing in 
the way of a private pension, and I do not believe it has ever 
before granted a mcre deserving service pension than is pro- 
posed by this bill for this honest, feeble old man. 

I hope there will be no objection to it. I haveattended these 
meetings almost every night for six months trying to help this 
good old friend, Willis Manasco. I want him to feel in his old 
age that he has been treated as his other comrades of Capt. 
Philpott’s regiment, a regiment that is known to all old Ala- 
bamians, because it made a record that did them much credit 
for successful Indian fighting. I hope my friend from Virginia 
will make no further objection to this bill. 

Mr. JONES. I understand from the report that the evidence 
submitted in this case was not sufficient to convince the Pension 
Department that this man actually received the disability which 
is spoken of in the report as the result of a fall from his horse. 

Mr. MCRAE. No, sir; it was not deemed sufficient in the 
Pension Office. 

Mr. JONES. But the gentleman from Arkansas states that 
the evidence was sufficient to convince him. I would like toask 
him where thatevidence isand what it is? I think the commit- 
tee ought to have the benefit of that information, since they are 
called upon to pass upon this bill. 

Mr. MCRAE. I will state to the gentleman that the only evi- 
dence required by me, knowing this man as [ do, and having his 
character supported by his neighbors, in whom I have unbounded 
confidence, is his own statement as to the disability. I do not 
believe that for ten times this amount Willis Manasco would 
state a falsehood to procure a pension. He has lived for many 

ears in the little home in the neighborhood where he is well 

nown, and no man who knows him would undertake to charge 
that he would state anything that was not absolutely and un- 
qualifiedly true in every respect. . 

Mr. JONES. I only wanted the House to fully understand 
the statements which have been made in the report as supple- 
mented by the gentleman from Arkansas, in order that we may 
be able to act intelligibly. 

Mr. MCRAE. Why, this pension, my dear sir, is not granted 
for the injury; itis granted for the service. do not ask the 
House to take his statement as to the injury and grant the pen- 
sion upon that alone. But I do claim for him a service pension 
on the ground that he was a brave soldier in an Indian war who 
did actual service. The pensioncould have been graz:ted under 
the general law, but it appears that the time of service was 
short afew days. The report states that the record of this war 
is incomplete in many respects. It is difficult, of course, at this 
late date to procure the testimony; but there is no question in 
my mind about his statement as to the injury being true, nor 
that he served more than nineteen days for which he was paid. 

Mr.PICKLER. The record shows that he was in the service? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly; there is no question about that. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, Iam sorry that this claim is not 
based on the ground of the disability which this man is alleged 
to have received, for I for one do not think a man ought to be 
pensioned who served in these wars only nineteen days, and re- 
ceived no injury of any kind by reason of that short service. 
The evidence on which this claim is based is unsatisfactory and 
incomplete, it being simply to the effect thatthe soldier having 
been paid for traveling a certain number of days the inference 
is that he served those days. 

Now, if we are to begin to pension men for nineteen days’ service, 
then there is no reason why we should not pension them for [if- 
teen days’ service, and if we fix on fifteen days’ service the de- 
mand will come after awhile to pension for twelve days’ service, 
and when thatis reached it will be insisted that nine days’ service 
ought to be sufficient, and if nine days’ service is sufficient then 
there is no revson why one day’s service should not be ample. 
We have got to draw the line somewhere. The general law is 
exceedingly liberal when it fixes the period at thirty days. 

I know that there have been special bills put through the 
House to have people who served twenty-nine days and so many 
hours, or something of that sort pensioned, but I do not think 
where there is such a discrepancy as this, only nineteen days’ 
service, if that much, we oul to pass the bill and establish 
such a bad precedent. If we pass this bill somebody will get up, 

erhaps before this evening is closed,and say, ‘‘I have a bill 
where aman served fifteendays. Now, youhave already granted 
a pension to a man who served nineteen days, and you should 


not make fish of one and flesh of the other. You should treat 
all alike.” That precedent will be held up to us, and the claim 
made that weought not to discriminate against a man on account 


of a difference of only four days’ service. 
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Mr.McCRAE. But I hope my friend will remember that while 
the record shows that he was only paid for nineteen days, he 
was paid when he was 190 miles from home, and I assume that 
they came to the conclusion that 190 miles travel to get home 
would take the balance of the time that is required to earn a 
service pension under the Indian war act. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. He had to walk home, I 
imagine. [Laughter.] 

The CHARMAN (Mr. ARNOLD in the chair). In the absence 
of objection, the bill as amended will be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

There was no objection. 


JOHN MAHOLM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2920) for the relief of John Maholm. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the restric- 
tions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Maholm, de- 
— father of George Maholm, late of Company B, Seventicth Regiment 

ndiana Volunteers. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following 
amendment: 

Add after the word *‘ volunteers,” in line 7, the words ‘in the war of the 
rebellion,’ and amend the title so as to read: “‘A bill to pension John Ma- 
holm, dependent father.’’ 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I move asa substitute for the 
committee amendment that the words ‘‘in the late civil war” 
be inserted where the words ‘‘in the war of the rebellion” oc- 
cur. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
JONES) there were—ayes 3, noes 20. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 





Mr. JONES. 1 ask that the report accompanying the bill be 
read. 
The report (by Mr. MARTIN of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


Your Committee on Invalid Pensions, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 2920) to grant a pension to John lm, ds dependent father of 
George H. Mahoim, deceased, find the facts as follows, to wit: 

George H. Maholm, the deceased, was the son of John and Margaret Ma- 
holm, of Shelbyville, Ind., and enlisted as a private in vee A , Seven- 
tieth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, in the war of the llion, on Aug- 
ust 1,1 and was duly musteredin. The records of the War Department, 
as reported to the Pension Office, show the foregoing, and also that he was 
wounded and sent to the hospital May 14, 1864; present with his command 
September and October, 1864; muster-out roll of the com: dated June 8, 
1865, reports him, George H. Maholm, killed by cars November 6, 1864, at 
Chattahoochee River, Georgia. The soldier's mother filed an application for 
pension as a dependent mt on March 15, 1869, which was rejected Febru- 
ary 1, 1871,on ground that the soldier’s death “ did not occur in the line of 
duty.” The mother of the soldier died March 20, 1871. _Thesoldier's parents 
were married January 29, 1839. The soldier left no widow or chiléren. 

After the mother’s death the father applied ee as dependent 


parent, but this application was rejected March 30, 1883, on identical grounds 
on which the er’s claim was ted. It is established thatthe soldier 
for five years to his death actually contributed to the support of 
his parents; that the latter were , depend on their labor for support; 
that the mother had become phy: disabled by a rupture of the navel in 
childbirth; that the father was disabled from labor by reason of a 


gunshot wound in one of his hands, destro and carrying away a portion 
of thescaphoid bone. The father is now about 78 years of age. 
The circumstances of the soldier's death are as follows: 
The Adjutant-General reports the soldier killed November 6, 1864. 
The Sep Ganeeet reports the soldier killed by a railroad engine No- 
a "Pitegerald assistant Seventieth Indi tates that th 
A. an ana, 8 S that the 
soldier is posed to have been {ntoxicated atthe time. As to this suppo- 
sition, itis utterly unfounded and is contradicted by the evidence fol) : 
_ John ©. Newton, late —— of Company B, Seventieth Indiana Volun- 
teers, testifies that the soldier, while in the service and line of duty, near 
Atlanta, Ga., on or about November 6, 1864, was accidentally run over by 
the cars andkilled. Nothing definite is known as to how the accident oc- 
curred, as none of the company Were with him at the time, He was found 
dead in the morning by his comrades near the camp of the regiment. 
Comrades oe and Whitcomb testify that the soldier was accident- 
ally killed near A ta, Ga., under the following circumstances, viz: That 
said Whitcomb, 2s sergeant, with a squad of men had leave to visit the One 
hundred and fifth Illinois Volunteers, another regiment of their brigade, 
the said Maholm being one of the squad; that they nad to cross the Chatta- 
hoochee River, in order toreturn to their camp, on the railroad bridge; that 
it being quite dark when they started to return, the said Maholm decided 
that he would not attempt to cross the bridge, Which was dangerous, and 
would return to the camp they had left, that of the One hundred and fifth 
Illinois, and wait until yy ey he leit the squad and started on his 
return along the track of the which ran through some deep cuts 
and was quite crooked, and this was the last time anyone saw him alive; 
that the said Maholm was found on the track the next ae dead, near 
a sharp curve in the railroad; that the t was dark he was ran 
over and killed by the cars while in the cutand befoze he could get out of the 
wee i | i the soldier was a good soldier, and was temperate and of 
steady habits. 
It further appears by the affidavits of Comrades Al ht, Thompson, and 
wanecuee that the said Maholm, when he started on the visit to the other 
t, had just been relieved from picket duty, and that both of said 
i © the picket line. Said Waggoner says he was a mess- 
mate of said im; that the latter was a brave, good soldier, never ab- 
sent from roll call, always ready for duty, and that the witness was with 
said Maholm when he made said visit. 
Upon the foregoing facts, the Committee on Invalid Pensions feel that the 
ruling of the Pension Department that the said Mahoim's death was not in 
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the line of duty is harsh, if not wholly erroneous, and therefore re eee 
the pesseee of said bill, amended, however, by adding the words “jn th... 
of the rebellion,’ and changing the title to read, “A biil to pens mn Jc - 
Maholm, dependent father.” “ 
on JONES. I should like to havesome statement ab: 

ill. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the facts ay»,,, 
so fully in the report that I can not add anything to wh,; ; 
there stated, and yet I know in the confusion it may not }.., 
been heard by all. 

This soldier was an unmarried man, the son of these paroy, 
and he enlisted on the Ist day of August, 1862. He served {jx}, 
fully and well, was wounded in battle, was never reported abso: 
without leave, and on the 5th or 6th of November, 1864. 4, 
years and three months after his enlistment, he, with somo, 
his comrades who had just come off guard duty, went, with i, 
leave of the commanding officer, to visitsome friends in the (jy. 
hundred and fifth Illinois, all lying within the same picket |jn. 
When they started to return they had to cross a high railros; 
bridge across the Chattahoochee River. They were approx). 
ing that bridge upon a railroad track which ran throuch q 
cuts, and was very crooked. 

When they came to that bridge he was afraid to trust hin 
upon it in the night, for fear he would fall through, and 9». 
cluded he would return to the camp of the One hundred ay) 
fifth Mlinois, just a short distance away. He left his comrade 
and started back. That was the last that was ever seen 0 
alive. He was run over and killed by the cars. 

Mr. JONES. How about the circumstances of the b 
of the bill? 

Mr.MARTIN of Indiana. The beneficiary of the bill is th: 
father. The soldier never was married, and s0 left neithe 
widow or children. His mother applied for a pension, ani jt 
was rejected in 1871, upon the ground that he did not die in the 
line of duty. There is no pretense that he deserted, no pr. 
tense that he was away without leave, but simply that he was 
not in the line of duty when killed, and if he had had a wiioy 
and she had applied under the act of June 27, 1890, she: 
not have received a pension, because he had uo honora)! 
charge, and because it would have been held that he d 
die in the line of duty. 

He served two years and three months. His mother is deal. 
His father is 78 years old, poor, helpless, and crippled. | 
not many vears to live, and this is simply to give him the bene- 
fit that he would receiveif the Pension Department had held, a 
{really think they ought to have held, that this soldier hadb 
killed in the line of duty. 

The bill wasordered to be laid aside to be reported to the |! 
with a favorable recommendation. 

MRS. E. S. LUKE. 

The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. lt. 20) 
for the relief of Mrs. E. S. Luke, widow of John L. Luke, lates 
soldier in the Black Hawk war. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretar} of th@ Interior be, and is h 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roli the name of E.§ 
Luke, of Clarksville, Pike County, Mo., widow of John L. Luke, who ser 


as a soldierin the Black Hawk war, and to pay her a pension of ©) p* 
month. . 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Let the report be read, Mr. ©! 


man. 
Mr. JONES. Let us have the report read. —_ 
The report (by Mr. CLARK of Missouri) was read, as [ollows 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the Dill (H.R. a 
granting a pension to Elizabeth S. Luke, have considered the same an. 


hava 




















rt: 

The records of the War Department show that the claimant's late hus 
band, John L. Luke, was enrolled May 19, 1832, in Capt. Enoch Duncans 
ae of mounted riflemen, Illinois Volunteers, Black Hawk wal 
was honorably discharged June 25, 1832. es 

Mr. Luke had previously served as a midshipman in the naval service“ 
the United States, and his commission as such, dated March 4, 1519, ani 
signed by President James Monroe, is on file with the — in the CASO. | 

Teeppenss from the claimant’s statements that she is now about g ye ; 
old, without property of any kind, and solely dependent upon friends an! 
relatives for support and maintenance. She resides at Clarksville, '°s 


County, Mo. ee 
John O. Roberts and John M. Clifford, residents of Clarksvilie, Mo., 40 
acquaintances of the claimant and her husband for many years, {!.) 
roborate her statements as to dependence, and add that John L. Luce ait 
1869. 
The passage of the bill is respectfully recommended. 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I hope thatsome gentleman 
explain this bill. The reports are read so rapidly that I ‘ind! 
difficult to take in just what they contain. ce 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the explanation © 
this is veryshort. The report states when this man enlisted in 
the Black Hawk war, and when he was mustered out. Heserret 
a longer time than the law requires to get an $3 pension, OF ® 
$12 pension, in the present condition of his widow. He ®*) 
served as a midshipman in the United States Navy during Prest 
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dent Monroe's administration, and while the recordsof the Navy 
Department fail to show the length of time that he served as 
midshipman, he alwaysclaimed that he served over three years. 

This bill was introduced into Congress by my predecessor two 
years ago, and the lady was then 82 years old. That makes her 


84 now: and if the pension is not granted now, it might as well 
never be granted atall.— ; 

Mr. JONES. Was this bill ever reported favorably by the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It has been reported favorably, not 
by the Invalid Pensions Committee, but by the Committee on 
Pensions, of which [ama member. It was reported favorably 
in the last Congress, and I believe it passed the Senate in that 
Congress. 5 ; 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

LOUISA C. CONWELL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 4935) granting a pension to Louisa C. Conwell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $12 per 
month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Louisa C. Conwell, of Burlingame, Osage County, Kans., mother of 
the late James M. Conwell, late of Company E, Eleventh Regiment Kansas 
Volunteer Cavairy. 

Mr. JONES. I hope the report will be read, Mr. Chairman. 

The report (by Mr. LACEY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4935) granting @ pension to Louisa C. Conwell, submit the following report: 

Louisa C. Conwell is the mother of James M. Conwell, who was a member 
of Company E, Eleventh Kansas Cavalry. She filed a claim for pension, 
Wo. 561207, which was rejected on the ground that the soldier left a widow, 
Belle Conwell, who had received a widow's pension. The widow remarried 
August 6, 1892, thereby forfeiting her pension. 

The soldier served from August 19, 1862,to August 7, 1865. The soldier was 
a pensioner 2nd died December 7, 1891, of disease contracted in the service 
The mother is 70 years old, poor and dependent. Although the marriage of 
the son destroyed the pensionable status of tlie mother, the remarriage of 
the widow has relieved the Government of all legal liability under existing 
laws on acvount of the service and death of the said soldier. 

Your committee think that the helpless and needy mother of a soldier who 
served honorably for three years inthe late war ought not under these cir- 
cumstances to be denied the assistance of the Government in her old age 
We therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I hope there will be a very full 
explanation of this bill. I understand from a hasty reading of 
the report that inasmuch as the widow of this soldier can not 
receive a pension because —— 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. ARNOLD). The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will suspend a moment. Thereisaminoritgreport. The 
Clerk will read that, and then the Chair will recognize the gen- 
tleman. 

The views of the minority were read, as follows: 

VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 

The minority of the committee submit the following statement bearing 
on the bill (H. R. 4935) granting a pension to Louisa C. Conwell. In this 
case the soldier served from August, 1862, to August, 1865, with no record of 
any sickness. He drew a pension at $4, $8, and finally #12 on account of 
rheumatism and resulting disease of heart, and died December 7, 1891. His 
widow drew pension from that date until August 1, 1892 (eight months), 
when she remarried. This bill proposes to pension now the soldier's 
mother at $12 per mouth for life. 

Under the provisions of the general law no mother of a soldier who left a 
widow or child can be pensioned, no matter whether such widow subse- 
quently remarry or die or not. This is a wise inhibition of the general law 
and applies to all alike. There are hundreds, and no doubt thousands, of 
persons in just exactly the same position as this petitioner, most of whom 
will never think of seeking such exceptional and extraordinary favors as 
this bill proposes to give to this individual. 

Twenty-six years after the close of his army service the soldier dies, and 
his widow draws pension as long as she sees fit, and now it is proposed to 
pay this pension to another relative of the soldier. The case does not pre- 
Sent one single exceptional or meritorious feature. If the inhibition of the 
general law is wrong it should be replaced and pensions given to all mothers 
alike when the widow remarries or dies, and this by general enactment to 
include the modest and the humble who never heard of pension by private 
act, aS Well as those who have been able to secure the active aid of some 
member of Congress or other influential friend. 

The passage of such a bill as this would be personal favoritism, pure and 
simple, justifiable on no ground of equity and justice. There are prece- 
dents for it, nodoubt; the private acts of the last four or five Congresses 
eat Precedents for every conceivable form of personal favor and indi- 
Le a benefaction, but which are not binding, and should have no weight 

th one who strives to do justly by all men. 

The undersigned respectfully urge that this bill do lie on the table. 

OHN J. MCDANNOLD. 
M. R. BALDWIN. 
Cc, J. ERDMAN. 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, Mr. Chairman, I would like to have 
read in my time the affidavit which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
STATE OF KANSAS, Shawnee County: 


Louisa C. Conwell, being by me first a 
my seventy-third year of age. D e 
was my sole support, and I wasentire 
his pension and after he received it. 


sworn, deposes and says: Iam in 
the lifeof my son, James M. Conwell, he 
y dependent both before he was granted 
Upon the receipt of his pension he di- 
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vided it with me, giving me the greater share. He supported mothe sama 
after his marriage as before 

LOUISA C. CONWELI 


Subscribed and sworn to | 

SEAI 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I was personally ac- 
quainted with the soldier in his lifetime and am acquainted 
with the family. This old lady is 73 years of age, and, as she 
says, after the soldier returned from the war he s ipported her 
until he married his wife. I think that was in 188. After he 
married his wife he continued to support his mother, and su; 
ported her until his death. After he died, and he died Decem- 
ber 7, 1891, of disease contracted in theservice, his widow drew 
a pension until August, 1892, when she remarried. The soldi 
served three years, and died from the results of disease con 
tracted in the service, and drew a pension under the old law. 

Now, there can be no hardship in pensioning this mother. 
Had the soldier never married she would have been entitled to 
a pension. The soldier did marry; but after his death the 
widow remarried, thereby relieving the Government from the 
payment of a pension, and to-day the Government is payin 
nothing. Here is a mother supported by her son up to the time 
of hisdeath. Now the widow that he left has remarried and 
the mother comes in here and asks for what? For simply that 
which this nation, that our people, have promised to the moth: 
of every man who gave his life to save this nation. 


‘fore me 


this 2th day of June, 1894 
SAMUEL BARNES, Notary Pu> 


)- 


| hope no gentleman will object to granting a pension to this 
poor old mother who gave her son to defend this nation. This 


is not a case where a mother is asking for something she is not 
entitled to. She, under the law of this land, could rely and did 
rely upon her sonfor support. So long as he lived she was not 
disappointed in that. He divided his pension with her. He 
supported her. And now, after his death, and after the remar 
riage of his widow, I have introduced this bill in behalf of this 
dependent mother, and ask that she be granted a pension of $12 
a month. 

Now, then, there is one objection urged in the minority report, 
and that is thatit is intended to give apension to this dependent 
mother for life. To overcome this objection I will agree to an 
amendment thatif at any time the widow should be restored 
to the pension roll that then the pension allowed by this Con- 
gress to the mother shall cease. I hope there will be no objec- 
tion to granting this pension to this poorold mother, who gladly 
permitted her son to go out in defense of this country, and who 
by reason of the soldier contracting disease in the service lost 
her support. 

I ask that this nation keep its promise to the ex-Union sol 
diers, their widows and dependent relatives. 
Republican side. | 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I do noi think that it would be 
possible for me to add anything to the admirable views of the 
minority filed in this case. Itseems to me that the very read- 
ing of that report should convince every gentleman upon this 
floor that this pension ought not to be granted. 

Now, so far as I am personally concerned, I have nothing to 
say to the gentleman from Kansas on account of his statement 
that he hopes there is nobody in this House so small as 
pose this pension. Iam accustomed to hearing flings of 
kind at gentlemen who dare to oppose bills that they believe 
possess no merit, and personally [ am perfectly indifferent to 
them: but I wish to call attention to the fact that this report is 
signed by three gentlemen who are well known to the members 
of this body, and that the fling at those gentlemen was an ex- 
ceedingly unkind and unjust one. 

They have expressed their honest opinions in this report, and 
they have expressed them so forcibly that they must have cor 
vinced every fair-minded and just person on this floor that there 
is no merit in this bill. The gentleman from Kansas says, with 
a great deal of flourish and grandiloquence, that this soldier 
‘* gave his life to save the nation.” The report of the minority 
states that the soldier did not die until twenty-six years after 
the close of the war, and that his death was not the result of his 
service in the Army, but resulted from rheumatism and from 
heart disease which was superinduced by rheumatism 


[ Applaus :on the 


to Oon- 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. He died from disease contracted in 
the service. 

Mr. JONES. I will read from the minority report upon that 
subject. It shall speak for itself. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I say the fact is that he died from 
the effects of a disease contracted in the service. 

Mr. JONES. He drew a pension first at $4, then at $3, and 
finally at $12 a month on account of rheumatism and resulting 


disease of the heart, and he died in December, 1891, and there 
is not a word in the report about his death resulting from his 


service inthe Army or from which any such inference can be 
drawn. 
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On the contrary, the report states that he did not die until 
twenty-six years after the close of the war, and it makes this 
general and sweeping remark: ‘‘ The case does not present one 
single exceptional or meritorious feature.” Thatreportis signed 
by JOHN J. MCDANNOLD, Mr. M. R. BALDWIN, a gallant Union 
soldier who bears upon his body honorable wounds received in bat- 
tle, andC. J. ERpMAN. These gentlemen, all Northern men, over 
their own signatures, after a careful investigation of all the facts 
and all the testimony bearing on the case, deliberately inform 
this House that it does not possess a single exceptional or meri- 
torious feature. 

I ask gentlemen if in the face of that statement they are 
willing, in their eagerness and mad zeal to pension everybody, 
to put this woman on the pension rolls. It is not a question as 
to whether the widow of this soldier remarried or not. If the 
soldier left a widow or infant children, the mother under no 
circumstances was entitled to receive a pension, and the fact 
that the widow remarried, or that she did not remarry, would 
cut no figure whatever in the case. 

The fact, however, is that the widow did draw a pension on 
account of the soldier’s services, and that she did remarry and 
voluntarily relinquish that pension, and there is no more reason 
why this mother should now be placed on the pension roll than 
there is why the hundreds and thousands of other mothers of 
dead soldiers in this land should be placed upon the roll. Are 
we going to pension everybody who can exert sufficient influence 
to secure the introduction of a bill for his or her benefit, even 
in the face of such a report as is presented in this case by gen- 
tlemen who have ea it fully and are so convinced of 
the injustice and the lack of merit of the claim that they are 
compelled to file an adverse report? 

I know these gentlemen, as we all do, and I know that they 
examins these cases very thoroughly, and are so conscientious 
and so anxious to avoid the possibility of injustice that they 
always give the claimant the benefit of the doubt where there is 
any doubt,and never make an adverse report until they are con- 
vinced that the case is one which absolutely requires of them as 
honest legislators that they shall protest against it. I know 
that they permit many a bill to come before this House upon 
what appears to be a unanimous report of the committee chin 
they do not believe the case to be clearly meritorious, butsimply 
because they desire to give the claimant the benefit of every 
possible doubt. 

Mr. BRYAN. Was this widow's son married or single? 

Mr. JONES. He was a married man, and he died in 189]. 

Mr. BRYAN. Is his widowdrawing a pension? 

Mr. JONES. His widow drew a pension on account of his 
service, but relinquished it by veaenr ae and now his mother 
asks that she be put upon the pension roll for that reason, when 
the fact of the remarriage of the widow really has nothing to 
do with the case, because the cert law says thatif the sol- 
dier left a widow, or infant children, his father or mother can 
uot in any case receive the — The remarriage of the 
widow has nothing to do with the case, and is not an element 
to be considered. : 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I should like to ask the gentleman 
what he thinks of the other twelve members of that committee, 
the majority of it? 

Mr. JONES. I judge from the length of their report that 
they did not examine this case very carefully. At any rate, 
they have not given the House the benefit of any extended views 
about it, and I opine that as a matter of fact all of the other 
twelve members were not present when the case was considered. 
If there happened to be present on that occasion eight out of 
the fifteen members of the committee, ae constituted a quo- 
rum, and five members could have repor the bill favorably, 
while three were opposed to it. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I will ask the gentleman another 
question. Is itnota fact that there is just as much meritin this 
case as in the case of any mother whose son had supported her 
after the war? I have had an affidavit on that point read here, 
so as to remove all question about it. That affidavitisclear and 
conclusive as to the fact that this soldier did continue to support 
his mother up to the time of his death. I know the parties. I 
knew the son in his lifetime, and I know that he did support his 
mother before he was married and after he was married up to 
the time he died. That is the fact as established by the evi- 
dence in the case. 

Mr. JONES. Notwithstanding that fact, the general law, 
broad, liberal, and comprehensive as it is, says that in a case of 
this sort, if the son leaves a widow or infantchildren his parents 
have no claim upon the Government on account of his services. 
The bare leaving of a widow cuts out the parents. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. But if the general law were to con- 
trol all these cases coming here, there would be no necessity for 
these Friday night sessions. Every bill passed here to-night 
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has been passed because the general law did not give the reliof 


which was 


roper and just. 


Mr. JONES. But the reason we have passed these bills is 


that they were exceptional cases. 
made by those on your side advocating them. 


That, at least, was the claim 


The gentleman 


will not maintain that this is an exceptional case when the re- 
port states that there are thousands of parents standing upon 


precisely the same footing that this mother does. 
an exceptional case. 


This is not 


She belongs to a large class of those de. 


pendent relatives for whom the Government does not under. 


take to provide. 
Mr. HULL. 
here to-night have been exceptional. 


The gentleman says the cases we have passed 
I would like to ask him 


whether four of them were not exceptional by reason of the 
short term of service in old Indian wars for which the pen 
sions were granted. 
[will say to the gentleman that I protested 
against the passage of every one of those bills, and voted 
against them; and I will ask the gentleman whether or not | 

can say as much. 


Mr. JONES. 


Mr. PICKLER. 
of no quorum. 


But the gentleman did not raise the point 
{Cries of ** Vote!” ‘‘Vote!”] 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, having presented the report in 
this case on behalf of the majority of the committee, I will oc 
cupy a few moments only by way of explanation. The commit- 


tee regarded this case as exce 


—— in this: Here was an old 


mother, 73 years of age; the helpless and dependent mother o 
a soldier who was dead. And this old woman, by reason of the 
eee of the law, was cut out of the benefits of pension. 
n that respect the case was exceptional. 

had intervened between her and the right of pension had mar- 
ried again; so that there was nothing to justify Congress in re- 
fusing to come in and grant to this old woman the benefits she 
would have received if there never had been a widow. 

It seems to the majority of the committee that in no class o 
cases is there so strong: an appeal to the consideration of th 


nation as in the cases of the mothers of soldiers—the women 
who gave up their sons to go to the war and who were then left 


But the widow who 


in their extreme old age dependent upon charity. We though' 
deserving women of this class ought not to be cut out of tix 
right of pension, at least so long as there was nobody else in- 
tervening; and the widow being in this case out of the way, w 
thought the circumstances were such as to justify the passag. 


of a special 
Mr. JONES. 


be repo 


I move that this bill be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. 


I move that the bill be laid aside t 
rted to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from \i 
ginia [Mr. JONES] takes precedence. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. JONES there 
were on a division (called for by Mr JONES]—ayes 11, noes 27. 


So the motion was rejected. 


The question being then taken on the motion of Mr. CURTIs 
of Kansas that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the Hous 
with a favorable recommendation, there were ona division (cilled 
for by Mr. JONES)—ayes 30, noes 8. 


Mr. JONES. No quorum. 


Tellers were ordered; and Mr. JONES and Mr. CURTIS of Kan- 
sas were appointed. 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayec- 


33, noes 6. 


Mr. JONES. No quorum. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia make the 
peint of noquorum. The Clerk will call the roll. : 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following 
named members failed to answer: 


Abbott, 


Aldrich. 
Alexander, 
— 

ley, 
amoock. 
Balley, 
Baldwin, - 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Belden, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bell, Tex. 
Beltzhoover, 


Bingham, 
Black. ILL 


Biand, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N. C. 
Bowers, Cai. 
Branch, 


Breckinridge, Ark 
Breckinridge, Ky. 


Brickner, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Bundy, 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Bynum. 
Cabaniss, 


Cadmus, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Cannon, ILL. 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 


Catchings, 


Causey, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockran, 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
Cogswell, 
Conn, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 


Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 


Cornish, 
Cousins, 
Covert, 
Crain, 


Crawford, 
Culberson, 
Cummings. 


Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell. 
Davey, 

De Forest, 
Denson, 
Dingley, 
Dinsmore, 
Dolliver, 
Donovan, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Eliis, Ky. 
Ellis, Oregon 
English, Cal 
English, N. 2 


Pletcher, 
Formap 
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Funk, Izlar, Oates, Stallings, 
Funston, Johnson, Ind. Ogden, Stephenson, 
Fyan, Johnson, N. Dak. O'Neill, Mo. Stevens, 
Gardner, Johnson, Ohio Outhwaite, Stockdale, 
Gear, Kem, Page, Stone, W. A. 
Geary, Kiefer, Paschal, Stone, Ky. 
Geissenhainer, Kilgore, Patterson, Storer, 

Gillet, N. Y. Lapham, Payne, Strait, 

Gillett, Mass. Latimer, Paynter, Straus, 
Goldzier, Lawson, Pence, Sweet, 
Goodnight, Lefever, Pendleton, Tex. Talbott, Md. 
Grady, Lester, Pendleton,W.Va Tarsney, 
Graham, Linton, Perkins, Tawney, 
Gresham, Livingston, Phillips, Taylor, ind. 
Grosvenor, Lockwood, Powers, Taylor, Tenn. 
Grout, Loudenslager, Price, Terry, 

Grow, Lucas, Quigg, Thomas, 
Haines, Lynch, Randall, Tracey, 

Halli, Minn. Magner, Ray, Tucker, 

Hall, Mo. Mahon, Rayner, Turner, Ga. 
Hammond, Mallory, Reed, Turner, Va. 
Hare, Marvin, N. Y. Reilly, Turpin, 
Harmer, McAleer, Reyburn, Tyler, 

Harris, McCali, Richardson, Tenn. U pdegraff, : 
Harter, McCreary, Ky. Robbins, VanVoorhis, N. Y. 
Hartman, McDannola, Robertson, La. VanVoorhis,Ohio 
Hatch, McDearmon, Robinson, Pa. Wadsworth, 
Haugen, McGann, Rusk, Walker, 
Heard, McKaig, RKusse!l, Conn. Warner, 
Heiner, McKeighan, Russell, Ga. Waugh, 
Henderson, Il. McLaurin, Sayers, Wells, 
Henderson, Iowa McMillin, Schermerhorn, W ever. 
Henderson, N.C. Mercer, Scranton, Wheeler, Ill. 
Hendrix, Meredith, ae wit 
Hepburn Meyer, Shaw, ting, 
Hine, Milliken, Shell, Williams, Il. 
Hitt, Money, Sherman, Williams, Miss. 
Holman, Montgomery, Sibley. Wilson, Ohio 
Hooker, Miss. Moon, Sickles, Wilson, Wash. 
Hooker, N. Y. Morgan, Simpson, Wilson, W. Va. 
Hopkins, Ill. Morse, Smith, Wise, 
Hopkins, Pa. Moses, Snodgrass, Wolverton, 
Houk, Murray, Somers, Woodard, 
Hulick, Mutchler, Sorg, W oomer, 
Hunter, Newlands, Sperry, Wright, Mass. 
Hutcheson, Northway, Springer, Wright, Pa. 
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| Coast and Geodetic Survey as at present organized 


The committee then rose; and Mr. BROOKSHIRE having re- | 


sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DOCKERY reported 


that the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar hav- | 


ing found itself without a quorum, the chairman had, in accord- 


ance with the rule, directed the roll to be called and now re- | 


ported the namesof the absentees to the House to be entered on 
the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will be entered upon the Journal. 

Seventy-one members have answered to their names. 
quorum. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Curtis], who has been present this evening un- 
til a few moments ago, was obliged to leave on account of sick- 
ness. I ask that he be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. CURTIS of New York was ex- 
cused. 


The names of the absentees 


Nota 


And then, on motion of Mr. MARTIN of Indiana (at 9 o'clock | 


and 45 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HALL of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 7835) to authorize 
the registration of trade-marks and labels and to protect the 
same—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 7836) pensioning soldiers 
who served in the Cayuse Indian war—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: A bill (H. R. 7837) to amend an acten- 
titled ‘‘An act granting the right of way tothe Hutchinson and 
Southern Railroad Company through the Indian Territory ”— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A resolution asking for the setting 
apart of a day for the consideration of bills reported by theCom- 
— on Public Buildings and Grounds—to the Committee on 

ules. 

_By Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri: A concurrent resolution pro- 
viding for the printing of additional copies of the report on the 
labor laws of the various States and Territories and the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on Printing. 


—— 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 


vens—to the Committee on Pensions. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Memorial of 148 members of Local Union 
No. 251, of the American Railway Union, of Pullman, IIl., con- 
cerning the action of the Attorney-General in the recent strike— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: Petition of 34 citizens of Leicester 
Township, North Carolina, in favor of the antilottery bill—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CAMINETTI: Papers on the claim of Otto & Kelly, 
to accompany House bill 7822—to the Committee on Claims. ~ 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolution of the Northwestern Ohio Med- 
ical Association, praying for the creation of a department of 
public health --to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Petition of John B. 
Greenway, D. L. Boyd, John A. Roast, and 70 others, mem- 
bers of Harmony Assembly, Knights of Labor, Holland, Mich., 
asking the House to present to the bar of the Senate the Hon. 
Rtichard Olney, Attorney-General, for impeachment—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: Resolutions of Northwestern Ohio Med- 
ical Association, favoring creation of department and secretary 
of public health—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHAW: Memorial of P. L. Jacobson, S. L. Senstad, 
John Fastene, and 1% others, citizens of La Crosse, Wis., charg- 
ing that the Attorney-General has been guilty of crimes and 
misdemeanors, subjecting him to impeachment and removal, 
etc., and requesting that appropriate action may be tuken—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Resolution of the Tacoma 
Chamber of Commerce, protesting against any change in the 
-to the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
SATURDAY, July 28, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. EK. 
PARSON, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 


proved. 


Prayer by the Rev. W. 
ap- 


BENJAMIN F. POTEET. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 6969) for the relief of Benjamin 
Poteet. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, i move that the House concur in 
the amendments of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 5 strike out ‘‘seventy-five” and insert “ sixty-eight;’ 
7 strike out “ not otherwise appropriated ’ and insert 
Sac and Fox Indians.” 

Mr.SAYERS. Before consent is given I would like the gen- 
tleman to make an explanation of the amendments. 

Mr. BRYAN. One amendment reduces the amount appro- 
priated 7 cents, or from 76 cents to 68 cents. The other pro- 
vides that, instead of appropriating the money outof the Treas- 
ury, it shall be taken from any money in the Tressury to the 
credit of the Indians. 

There being no objection, the amendments of the Senate were 
considered and agreed to. 

JAMES L. TOWNSEND. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
for the relief of James L. Townsend. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. I ask unanimous consent to 
consider that bill, a similar one having been reported from the 
House Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will submit the request for unanimous consent. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to correct the military record of James L. Townsend, late 
captain of Company B, Fourteenth Connecticut Volunteers, and to grant 
him an honorable discharge as of said company and regiment. 


Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. The Committee on Military 


in lines 6 and 
“to the credit of the 


the bill (S. 1468) 


| Affairs of the House have reported a similar bill, which is on 


the Calendar. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 


| ation of the bill? 
By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 7838) to pension Joseph Ste- | 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 


} a third reading, and being read the third time, was passed. 
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On motion of Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The House bill on the same subject will be 
laid on the table. 


CLOSE OF ALLEY, WASHINGTON, D. ©. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2217) 
to provile for the closing of a part of an alley in square 185 in 
the city of Washington, D. C. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. This bill provides simply for the 
closing of a short alley that was platted on the map but never 
opened, in lieu of another alley to be closed which was never 
closed, and of which the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia report that there is no objection to closing it. I ask 
unanimous consent to consider it now. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia are hereby authorized and instructed on the petition of the owner 
of all the property fronting on that portion of an alley 15 feet wide, and run- 
ning north and south through lot 30, square 185, to declare said part or por- 
tion of said alley to be closed, and the title therein is hereby declared to be 
vested In the owner of all the property fronting on said alley. 

TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. Before that—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. .IT ask to have a letter from the 
Commissioners read. 

Mr.SAYERS. Before consent is given, I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. I wish to know whether there has been a 
report from the Committee on the District of Columbia—the 
House committee—on this bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Thers has not been—— 

Mr. SAYERS (continuing). Or whether this is simply a Sen- 
ate bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, It isa Senate bill. But I will 
state to the gentleman that I submitted it to one member of the 
House committee at least, Mr. RICHARDSON, and there is no ob- 
jection to it. 

Let the letter of the Commissioners be read, which explains 
the whole matter. It shows this alley has been closed for many 
years and is of no se use; that there is another open alley 
near it, and this bill is simply to remove a cloud upon the title. 
This alley was never opened, and was to take the place of an 
alley that was never closed. 

Mr. SAYERS. We ought to have some report from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia on this bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But if the gentleman will per- 
mit the reading of the communication from the Commissioners 
on this subject he will see that this alley was never opened. 
There is an alley within a few feet of it which was authorized 
to be closed, but never was closed. I ask that the communica- 
tion from the Commissioners be read. 

The eee Without objection, the communication will 
be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DIsTRICT oF COLUMBTA, 
Washington, July 23, 1894. 


DEAR Srr: The Commissioners recommend favorable action on Senate 
bill 2217, “ To provide for the closing of part of an alley in square 185 in the 
city of Washington, D. C.,"’ which was referred to them for their examina- 
tion and report. The alley has been closed for many  aeyeng does not ap- 
pear on the records of the surveyor of the District, and is of no public use, 
as there is already a 15-foot alley opening into the square a short distance 
from it, as appears on the accompanying plat. 

GEO. TRUESDELL, 


Acting President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 

Senator Isham G. HARRIs, 

Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, United “ates Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Who will acquire the title in the event of 
the passage of this bill? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Riggs. He owns on both 
= of the alley. There is a building partly completed on this 
alley — 

Mr. DOCKERY. Who is the owner of it? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. SenatorQuay. This is simply 
to remove a cloud on the title. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Let me ask the gentleman if this 
bas been referred to the District Committee? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, It has been referred tosome of 
the members of the committee, 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Because, as a member of that com- 
mittee, I have never seen it. 

Mr. KILGORE. This ought to be sent to the House Com- 
mittee. 
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The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas object? 

Mr. KILGORE. Let it go to the committee. ? 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the bill will be re 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

W. H. HUGO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S, 1549) 
for the relief of W. H. Hugo. 

Mr. JOSEPH. .A similar bill has been reported by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and I ask unanimous consent to con- 
sider this bill now. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the C 
will ask for objections. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let this bill be referred; I object. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Commit 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask—and I presume it is the 
wish of the gentleman from New Mexico [Mr. JoSEPH]|—that 
that bill lie on the table for the present. It isa matter [ know q 
something about. 

The SPEAKER. 
ble for the present, 

RIGHT OF APPEAL IN CERTAIN CASES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1345) to 
remove the bar of the statute of limitationsand give the right o! 
appeal in certain cases. 

Mr. McGANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent fo: 
the present consideration of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. McGann} 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of this 
bill. The Clerk will report it. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for tho 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. Lobject. This is too important a measu: E 
to be called up by unanimous consent. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects. ‘he 
bill will be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

AMERICAN REGISTER FOR THE STEAMER OCEANO. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2150) to P 
rovide an American register for the steamer Oceano. cf New é 

ork, N. Y. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to con- 
sider this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Rhode island [Mr. 
PaGs} asks unanimous consent to consider this bill. The Clerk 
will report it, after which the Chair will ask if there be objec- 
tion. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration o! 5 
this bill? f 

Mr. REED. I do not know what the bill is, but for t : 
present I will object. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be printed and referred to the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


GRACELAND CEMETERY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 22+) to 
—— the interment of bodies in Graceland Cemetery, in tho 

istrict of Columbia. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I under- 
stand that the chairman of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia |Mr. HBARD], whom I do not now see in his seat, de- 
sires to make some motion in reference to that bill, and | ask 
that it lie on the table until Monday morning. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will lie on the tal 
until Monday morning. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER lIasid before the House the following Senate 
bills; which were severally read a first and second time, ordered 
to be printed, and referred to the committees named below: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 34) authorizing Commander Dennis W. 
Mullan, United States Navy, to accept a medal presented to him 
= the Chilean Government—to the Committee on Foreign Af 

rs. 

A bill (S. 103) for the relief of P.S. Corbett—to the Committ 
on Claims. ; 

A bill (S. 679) to provide for the location and satisfaction 0! 
outstanding military bounty land warrants and certificates 0! 
location under section 3 of the act approved June 2, 1858—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 756) for the application of the aceretions of the Car- 
acas awards of 1868 to the new awards made in 1889 and 1890—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


Without objection, it will remain on the ta. 
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A bill (S. 864) to authorize the payment to Rear-Admiral John 
H. Russell of the highest pay in his grade—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1824) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims 
and for the relief of Samuel Fitzhugh, administrator of Henry 
Fitzhugh—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 2034) authorizing the persons herein named to ac- 
cept of certain decorations and testimonials from the Hawaiian 
Government—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. : 

A bill (S. 2118) authorizing the sale of title of the United 
States of a tract of land in Montgomery County, in the State of 
Maryland, to William H. and George Bobinger—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 2151) to amend an act to authorize the construction 
of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River between the States 
of Wisconsin and Minnesota, approved April 24, 1894—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

oint resolution (H. Res. 94) providing for an investigation 
relative to the work and wages of women and children; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 32) to establish an observatory circle 
asa provision for guarding the delicate astronomical instru- 
ments at the United States Naval Observatory against smoke 
or currents of heated air in their neighborhood and undue 
vibrations from traffic upon the extension of public thorough- 
fares in the vicinity, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 1196) to pension Mary E. Trickey; 

A bill (H. R. 3202) donating condemned cannon to the St. Law- 
rence State Hospital at Ogdensburg, N. Y.; 

A bill (H. R. 3487) granting an increase of pension to Eliza K. 
Starr; 

A bill (H. R. 4328) for the relief of William B. Chapman, 
George W. Street, John W. Hoes, Emmet C. Tuthill, and 
Joseph H. Curtis; 

A bil (H. R. 4561) granting a pension to Harriet T. Vosburgh; 

A bill (H. R. 4806 for the relief of Andrew Gray; 

A bill (H. R.5293) concerning leases in the Yellowstone Na- 
tional Park; 

A bill (H. R.6111) for the disposal of the accretions of the Vir- 
ginius indemnity fund; and 

A bill (H.R. 7197) to provide a register for the schooner-barge 
Astoria. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A messagefrom the Senate, by Mr. GARRETT, one of its clerks, 
announced thatthe Senate had passed with amendments the bill 
(H. R. 108) to fix the times and places for holding the Federal 
courts in the State and district of Nebraska; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. DURBOROW, for three days, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. BARWIG, for this day, on account of sickness. 


TEMPORARY PROVISION FOR THE EXPENDITURES OF THE 
GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask forthe present considera- 
tion of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desl. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 208) to continue the provisions of a joint resolu- 
tion approved June 29, 1894, entitled “A joint resolution to provide tempo- 
rarily for the expenditures of the Government.”’ 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
Americain Congress assembled, That the provisions of a joint resolution en- 
titled “A joint resolution to provide empocaniy for the expenditures of 
the Government," approved June 29, 1894, be, and the same are hereby, ex- 
tended and continued in full foree and effect to and including the 14th day of 
August, 1894. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
consideration of this resolution? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. amen I will state, for the information 
of the House, the condition of the appropriation bills. The 
Army, diplomatic and consular, fortification; legislative, judi- 
cial, and executive; Military Academy, Navy, pensions, and 
Post-Office appropriation bills have become laws or are in the 
hands of the President. The agricultural and Indian appropri- 
ation bills have been partially agreed upon in conference. he 
District of Columbia and river and harbor appropriation bills 
wait seennioamnes:; a the sundry civil and general Soom 

8 have not yet been reported to the Senate by the Appropri- 
ations Committee of that body. - 

lL ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
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On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was passed was laid on the table. 
TOWBOAT FUTURE CITY. 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. I ask unanimous 
present consideration of the bill S. 207. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill which the Clerk will 


for the 


consent 


report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 207) granting jurisdiction and authority to the Court of Claimsin 
the case of the towboat Future City, her barges, cargoes, etc 

Be it enacted, etc., That the claims of the legal or equitable owners or 
claimants of the steam towboat Future City, her barges in tow, cargoes 
thereon, freights and personal effects contained in them, alleged to have 
been sunk, lost, or greatly damaged by collision with the United States ve 
sels of war Atlanta, Galena, and Richmond, in the Mississippi River, at the 
city of New Orleans, on or about the 7th day of May, 1888, be referred to the 


Court of Claims, with jurisdiction and authority to hear and determine the 
same to judgment, with the right of appeal, as in other cases: Provided, 
That no suit shall be brought under the provisions of this act six 
months from the date of the passage thereof. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman in 
charge of this bill whether or not the Navy Department ord>*red 
a board of inquiry to investigate the circumstances attending 
the collision? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Not that Iam aware of. I willstate 
that a bill exactly similar to this passed the House in the Fifty- 
second Congress, but did not pass the Senate, owing to the want 
of time. It has passed the Senate this session, and has been 
unanimously approved by the House committee, and its passage 
recommended by that committee. Itis simply to refer to the 
Court of Claims to find the damages. 

Mr. COOMBS. It authorizes a judgment. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. A similar bill passed the Fifty-see- 
ond Congress without any objection. ; 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I will suggest to the gentleman 
that he withdraw the bill until [can prepare an amendment. 
Lam willing that the bill should pass, provided there an 
amendment made to it. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. 
present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will give the gentleman an op- 
portunity to ask for its consideration. 

REGISTER FOR STEAMER OCEANO. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentleman 
from Maine |[Mr. ReEpD] will withdraw his objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill S. 2150; and if so, I would like to have it 
considered. 

The SPEAKER. 
again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2150) to provide an American register for the stear ) », of 
New York, N. Y. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Rhode [sland as 
unanimous consent to consider this bill and the gent 
Maine objected. The Chair understands the gentleman 
Maine withdraws his objection. Is there further objection to 
the consideration of the bill? [Afterapause.]| The Chair h 
none, 

Mr. LOUD. I think there ought to be some explanation of 
this bill. The report ought to be read orsome explanation given 
as to what it is. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the bill. 

The bill was again reported. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it wa 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PAGE, a motion to reconsider th 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

JOHN C. NUSS. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the following bil!: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H, R. 6926) for the relief of John C. Nuss, private, Company ' 
West Virginia Cavalry. 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to revoke the order dishonorably discharging John C. Nuss 
as a private in Company C, Sixth West Virginia Cavairy, and to grant him 
an honorable discharge as of the date of said order. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


after 


is 


I ask that it lie on the table for the 


The Clerk will report the title of that bill 


red 
eman from 


fi 
iron 


irs 


vote by 


<th 


Provided, That no pay or emoluments shall become due by the of 
this act. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 


mous consent for the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. JONES. I would like to ask if this bill has been consid- 
ered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, this is thesame bill 
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to which the gentleman from Virginia objected when it was up 
in the House before. It is one which can not under the rules be 
considered at the Friday night session, and it is not even re- 
uired to be considered in Committee of the Whole. It isunan- 
ously reported by the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. JONES. I object to its present consideration. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia objects. 


MARY E. HAMILTON. 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, [ ask unanimous consent for the 
eo consideration of the bill (H. R. 6417) to pension Mary E. 
eo widow of David Hamilton, soldier in Indian war of 

8. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to 
piece on the pension rolls and pay a pension of $12 per month to Mrs. Mary 

. Hamilton, of Williamson County, Tenn., she being the widow of David 
Hamilton, who served in the Indian war of 1818. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent to consider this bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know if this 
bill a been through the mill on some previous Friday night 
session. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I called this bill up the other day 
when the gentleman was present. 

Mr. KILGORE. But I did not agree to its consideration. 

Mr. COX. I have been at every Friday night session since 
Congress met, and I can not get the bill through there. I know 
this old lady. ; 

Mr. KILGORE, I understand that the gentleman knows the 
claimant, and all that, but that does not answer my question. 

Mr. COX. We never can get to it in the Committee of the 
Whole. I have been here at every ee night session during 
this session trying to get this bill through. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ii a were here, and all the balance of the 
members were here, there would never be any trouble about 
passing such bills as you desire. 

Mr.COX. Ihave been here overy night. 
been? 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not think we ought to make flesh of one 
and fowl of another. 

Mr. COX. Thisis the bill that you agreed with me the other 
~~ you would not object to. 

ir. KILGORE. Did I agree not to object to the bill? 

Mr. COX. This old lady is my near neighbor, and I have 
been trying to get her this pension for two years. 

Mr. KILGORE. When did I agree with you about this bill? 

Mr. COX. WhenlI called it up the other day. Do not go 
back on me. [Laughter.] 

TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee for the consideration of this bill? [After 
a eae] The Chair hears none. 

he bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
sed. 

On motion of Mr. COX, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

MON-SI-MOH. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the joint resolution 
which I send to the desk. 

The joint resolution (H. Res, 207) was read, as follows: 

Resobved by the Senate and House of R sentatives of the United States o, 
America in Congress assembled, That the retary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized to approve, if in his discretion he deems the same proper 
and advisable, and upon such terms and limitations as he may impose that 
certain lease made and executed by Mon-Si-Moh (commonly called Moose 
Dung) to Ray W. Jones of lot 1, in section 34, in township 154 north, of range 
43 west, in the county of Polk ard State of Minnesota, which said lease is 
now on file in the Office of Indian Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this joint resolution? 

Mr. KI RE. I wish to ask the gentleman whether the 
Interior Department has been consulted about this? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes. The Department has no 
authority under the law to approve or disapprove, and this joint 
resolution simply gives the Secretary authority, if, in his dis- 
cretion, it will be for the interest of this Indian chief. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and d. 

On motion of Mr. HOPKINS of Illincis, a motion to reconsider 
es a by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on 

e table. 


Where have you 


CAPT. ISAAC D. TOLL. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5659) to increase the 
pension of Capt. Isaac D. Toll. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here 
authorized to increase the pension of Capt. Isaac D. Toll, late of Company 
E, Fifteenth United States Infantry, in the war with Mexico, from $8 to #*) 
per month. * 

An amendment recommended by the Committee on Pensions 
was read, as follows: 

Line 6, strike out “ twenty,’ before the word “dollars,” and insert “tw: 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider. 
ation of this bill? 

Mr. JONES. I will ask the gentleman whether that bil! hays 
been considered in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. WEADOCK. It has not. I ask unanimous consent tha: 
it be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. JONES. I shall have to object, Mr. Speaker. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent {o; 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7494) disposing o; 
four condemned cannon of the Navy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, andis hereby, auth: 
ized and directed to supply the Grand Army post of Sac City, Iow,, wit) 
four condemned cannon for use in decorating the pedestal of the soldier 
monument in Sac City, Lowa. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe request of the ven- 
tleman from [owa for the present consideration of this bil!’ 

Mr. DOCKERY. Has this matter been reported favorably by 
a committee? : 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir; and it is approved by the Sec» 
tary of the Navy. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
and ne engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, «: 

assed. 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


TOWBOAT FUTURE CITY. 


Mr. COBB of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SAYERS] withdraws his objection to the bill which! 
called up awhile ago, and I ask that the bill be now considered 

The bill was read as printed above. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri for the present consideration of this bill: 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker,I desire to offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “thereof,” in line 14, page 2, insert: “And provided fur/h- 
That no judgment shall be rendered against the Government unless it sh 
affirmatively appear from the evidence adduced that such collision was 
result of negligence on the part of the officers in command of said vesse! 
war.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered toathird reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COBB of Missouri, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


Cc. P. GOOCH. 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3334) au- 
thorizing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
C. P. Gooch certain money due him for carrying the mail. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, d- 
rected to pay to C. P. Gooch the sum of 865, being balance due him for car 
rying the mail on route No. 8237, in the State of Louisiana, from January |! 
to March 31, 1861. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera 
tion of this bill? 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, there are several cases of t! 

character, and I think I shall have to object. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I am sure the gentleman will noto!- 
ject when he examines the evidence in this case. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will look at it later. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas (at a later stage of the proceedings 
Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Michigan withdraws his o0bjcc 
tion to the consideration of the bill which I called upa while ago. 

Mr. BURROWS. I see that evidence from the Treasury !e- 
partment shows that this man was not paid by the Confederate 
government, and as he died in 1860 he could not havo teen 

d 


The bill was again read as above. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the present 
consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. Since the introduction of the bill ! 
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have learned of the death of the original contractor, and his 
death makes this amendment necessary. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by inserting after the words “ pay to,’’in the caption of the bill, the 
words ‘‘the heirs or legal representatives of.”’ 

Also, insert the same words after the words “ pay to,”’ in line 4. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM HENDERSHOTT. 


Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 1377) for the re- 
lief of William Hendershott, of Butteville, Oregon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed, on applicationof William Hendershott, of Marion County, Oregon, 
and on proof being made by the said Hendershott to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary of the Interior that the land hereinafter described was, in Novem- 
ber, 1854, filed upon at the Oregon City land office, in the State of Oregon, as 
a donation land claim under the act of Congress approved September 27, 
1850, by Louis Forcier; that he resided upon and cultivated the same for 
four consecutive years: that he proffered final proof to said land office in 
1858, and that ouch proof was rejected for the reason that he could not estab- 
lish the fact that he was a citizenof the United States; and further, that he, 
William Hendershott, was a purchaser in good faith of said premises by 
mesne conveyances from said Louis Forcier, and that he is in possession of 
and has made valuable improvements thereon, to issue to him, the said Wil- 
liam Hendershott, his heirs and assigns, a@ patent for the following-described 

jeces and parcels of land, to wit: Lots 1, 2, 3, and 4, in section 21, township 
Teosth, of range 1 west of the Willamette meridian, containing 97 acres, in 
the Oregon City land district, in the County of Marion and State of Oregon. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
bill. 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. 
be read. 

The report (by Mr. SHAW) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Private Land Claims have had under consideration 
Senate bill 1377, and find that said bill extends to William Hendershott, of 
Butteville, Oregon, his heirs and aoenees. the right, under the restrictions 
named in the bill, to receive from the Secretary of the Interior a patent to 
lots 1, 2, 3, and 4, in section 21, township 4 south, of range I west of the Wil- 
lamette meridian, in the State of Oregon, and containing 97 acres 

From the information before the committee we are satisfied that in No- 
yember, 1854, one Louis Forcier filed upon said land at the Oregon City land 
office, in the State of Oregon, as a donation land claim under the act of Con- 
gress approved September 27, 1450. That the said Louis Forcier resided 
upon and cultivated said land for four consecutive years as required by law. 

at he proffered final proof to said land office in 1858, and his proof was re- 
jected for the reason that he could not establish the fact that he was a citi- 
zen of the United States. That William Hendershott was a purchaser in 
good faith of said land from said Louts Forcier, and is in possession of the 
same and has made valuable improvements thereon. 

As no patent can issue under this bill until the foregoing has been proven 
tothe satisfaction of the Secretary of the Interior, the committee unani- 
mously recommended that the bill pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 

he SPEAKER.’ The question is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. TRACEY. I willask the gentleman whether the Interior 
Department has made any criticism of this bill. 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. This is a Senate bill. It provides 
that the matter shall go to the Secretary of the Interior, and 
that if the facts set forth in the bill are proven, then the Secre- 
tary may issue the patent. 

The bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. ELLIS of Oregon, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ADALINE J. PROPS. 


Mr. TERRY. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6228) granting a pension to Adaline J. Props. 

The bill, together with the amendment reported from the 
Committee of the Whole, was read. 

Mr. TERRY. This bill has been considered in Committee of 
the Whole and its passage recommended. I hope there will be 
no objection. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
the third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. TERRY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. There are six other pension bills which 
have been reported from the Committee of the Whole at Priday 
night sessions. If there be no objection these bills might now 


be submitted to the House for action. 
I hope that will be done. 


Mr. DOCKERY. 


I should like to hear an explanation of the | 


The report is brief, and [ ask that it | 


SIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


a 








The SPEAKER. Is there obiection to disposing of these six 
bills which have been reported from the Committee of the Whole 
at I’riday night sessions? 

There was no objection. 

PENSION BILLS PASSED. 

Bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, were taken up, the amend- 
ments reported from the Committee of the Whole adopted, the 
bills as amended ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and the bills were severally read the third time,and passed; and 
a motion to reconsider the votes by which they were respectively 
passed was laid on the table: 

A bill (H. R. 6405) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against Patrick Kelleher, late private Company C, Thirty 
eighth Illinois Volunteers. 

A bill (H. R. 4290) for the relief of Druzilla J. Rigg,of Macomb, 
Til. 

A bill (H. R. 6650) granting a pension to Samuel Burns. 

A bill (H. R. 5589) to pension Willis Manasco. 

A bill (A. R. 2920) for the relief of John Maholm. 

A bill (H. R. 2996) for the relief of Mrs. E. S. Luke, widow of 
John L. Luke, late a soldier in the Black Hawk war. 


WILLIAM E. BOND, 


Mr. BUNN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
oresent consideration of the bill (H. R.6852) for the relief of 
William EF, Bond. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to pay to William E. Bond the sum of $307.43, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 


Mr. REED. We shouid like to know something about this. 

Mr. BUNN. The report, which is short, explains the matter 
fully. Lask that it be read. 

The report (by Mr. BUNN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to waom was referred the petition of William 
E. Bond, having considered the same, submit the following report 

Your committee find that William E. Bond was appointed collector of cus 
toms for the district of Albermarle, in the State of North Carolina, on the 
Ist of October, 1888, and served out his term. 

During the continuance of his term, that is between the Ist of October, 
1888, and the 19th of October, 1892, at which time hesurrendered the office, he 
paid out for rent of building and for fuel used therein the sum of 8307.43, and 
ho part thereof has ever been paid back to him by the Government 

The committee further find that previous to his taking charge of the office, 
the rent and fuel account was regularly paid by the Government. Since 
Mr. Bond left the office, the identical building rented by him is still used and 
paid for by the Government and the fuel account is also paid by the Gov 
ernment, and the reasons given for not allowing the same to him was ‘'in- 
sufficiency of funds.” 

The amount claimed by Mr. Bond is not more than has been allowed an 
nually since 1886, with the exception of the period for which he charges, dur 
ing which nothing was allowed. 

The Secretary of the Treasury in a letter to the Hon. B. H. Bunn, chair 
man of Committee on Claims, says: 

‘*In view of the fact that prior to and subsequent to the period that Mr 
Bond was collector of customs at this port, the expenses for rent of office 
and fuel was paid by the Government. I can see no objection why this 
same expense should not be borne by the Government during the period 
Mr. Bond was collector.” 

Your committee then report the petition back to the House with the ac- 
companying bill and recoinmend that said bill do pass. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and it was uccordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. BUNN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

AMES & DETRICK. 

Mr. LOUD. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 3049) for the relief of Ames & Detrick, 
of San Francisco, in the State of California. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to refund to Ames & Detrick, manufacturers of 
grain bags at San Francisco, or to the person or persons legally entitled to 
receive the same, the amounts actually collected from said firm and its 
predecessors, Detrick & Co., E. Detrick & Co., and E. Detrick, for alleged 
extra expenses incurred by customs officers in supervising the export of 
grain bags, with benefit of drawback over and above the 10 per cent reten- 
tion provided by law. 


Mr. SAYERS. 
this bill. 

Mr. LOUD. Ames & Detrick were manufacturers of grain 
bags for export; and for two or three years the collector of cus- 
toms required them to pay for the services of the inspectors at 
Port Costa, Cal., where these bags were exported. This firm 
repeatedly protested against the payment of this money, but 
could get no satisfaction until finally the case was carried to the 
United States circuit court, before Justice Sawyer, the determi- 
nation of the court being that the money had b:en illegally ex- 
acted from these exporters. 

This firm had not only been compelled to pay for one inspector 


We should like to have some explanation of 





who might have been employed in looking after these bags for 
export, but they were compelled to pay sometimes for as many as 
four inspectors, who were doing other duty atthe place. The 
courtdetermined that this was not a proper charge on the man- 
ufacturers. The bags were properly marked in the process of 
manufacture, and required no duty on the part of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me ask the gentleman if this has been 
referred to the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. LOUD. It has been, and there is ashort letter herefrom 
A. B. Nettleton, the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, which, 
if the gentieman desires, I will ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., December 11, 1890. 


Sie: Referring to the letter addressed to your committee by this Depart- 
ment, July 81, 1890, respecting House bill 6538, for the relief of Messrs. Ames 
& Detrick, I have the honor to inclose herewith a copy of report of the 
special agent of the Department at San Francisco, who was directed to make 
a thorough inquiry into the matter, in view of the strong presentation made 
under oath by one of the parties interested, a copy of which will be found 
herewith, that injustice had been done to them by the letter above referred 
to, both in the summary of facts and in the omission of any suggestions 
touching the equitable readjustment of their cases. 

The Department believes that it should not withhold from the committee 
the new facts disclosed and the particular circumstances of the case, as set 
forth in the report of the special agent, which exhibit equitable grounds for 
the interference of Congress not fully appearing heretofore in the records 
of the Department. 

Tam,asir, very respectfully, 
A. B. NETTLETON, 
Acting Seeretary. 

Hon, WM. MCKINLEY, 

Chairman Committee of Ways and Means, House of Represeniatives. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman to with- 
draw this bill for the present, so that I can make some inquiry 
into it. There is norecommendation trom the Acting Secretary 
in thiscommunication. Besides, itisanindefinite appropriation. 
We do not know how much the bill carries. 

Mr. LOUD. Itcan not carry exceeding $10,000. I will state 
to the gentleman that it has been repeatedly reported favorably. 
There is no doubt in the world about the justice of the case. I 
refer to the chairman of the Committee on Claims, who is 
thoroughly conversant with the facts. Our committee have 
been most careful in the examination of these cases, and I will 
pledge my honor as to the justice and the validity of this claim. 

Mr. TRACEY. Does the gentleman know the amount in- 
volved in the claim? 

Mr. LOUD. It is about $10,000, as I am informed. It is a 
question of the salary of the inspectors at this port, which sal- 
ary was charged and paid by this firm. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I must object. 


GEORGE ISENSTEIN. 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3005) for the 
relief of George Isenstein. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think we had better have the regular order 
now. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I hope the gentleman will not make 
that demand until after this bill is disposed of. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I suppose this is a bill that could be 
considered at the Friday night sessions. 

The. SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that this is not the 
character of bill which would be in order at the Friday night 
sessions. 

Mr. KTLGORE,. Very well, then; let this go on for a while 
longer. I withdraw the demand. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
imea and directed to make a record for George Isenstein, late a private in 
Company A, Second Regiment Missouri Volunteers, three months’ service, 
showing his enlistment to date from the date of muster in of said company, 


and to grant and issue to him an honorable discharge, to be dated of the 
date of the mustering out of service of said company and regiment. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois? 
Mr. DOCKERY. There ought to be, Mr. Speaker, some ex- 
planation, it seems to me, before that consent is given. 
: eee BLACK of Illinois. The report explains the matter very 
ally. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report can be read. 
The report (by Mr. BLACK of iitinois was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 3 3 R. 
3005) for the relief of George Isenstein, having had the same under cOnsid- 


eration, unanimously recommend the of the bill. 
The umstances conce! the case are such as to convince the com- 


mittee that Mr. Isenstein is entitied to the relief aske1 for in the bill; and 
inasmuch as he seeks it to simply correctand 
and as no charges of any description are 


an honorable record, 
him, and the failure to 
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muster him in the service of Company A, Second Regiment Missouri vo) 
unteers, as prayed for in the bill, wasan inadvertence and omission: any 
inasmuch as subsequently to the rendering of the services mentioned jp 
the bill he served in the armies of the United States forfour years a; 


eight months, it is entirely improbable that any application will ever jy 
made for pension or bounty based upon the services established by the bill 
For all these reasons, and as an act of simple justice, the committee rec 


ommend the passage of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BLACK of Illinois, a motion to reconsi 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Let us have the regular order. 
The regular order is the call of the 


Mr. DOCKERY. 

The SPEAKER. 

mittees for reports. 
BRIDGE, NEWARK BAY. 

Mr. BARTLETT, from the Committee on Interstate ang 
Foreign Commerce, reported, in lieu of House bill 7339, a pjj| 
(H. R. 7839) to bridge Newark Bay; which was read a first 
second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

The original bill was laid on the table. 

AMENDMENT, MINING LAWS.“ 

Mr. IKIRT, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, ro. 

rted back with favorable recommendation in lieu of the bi)! 
EL R. 4204, the bill _- 7840} to amend section 2335 of the |?e- 
vised Statutes; which was referred to the House Calendar 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. LANE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, repor 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 7557) to in- 
corporate the National Rapid Transit Railway Company; which 
was ordered to be laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at ten minutes 
past 1 o'clock, the call resting with the Committee on Agricul- F 
ture. i 
The Committee on Agriculture was called. : 
The Committee on Foreign Affairs was called. 
Mr. COVERT. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with : 
the second morning hour for to-day. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of th 
gentleman from New York? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the special order ! 
to-day. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Saturday, the 28th instant, after the second morning how 
be assigned to the consideration of business reported from the Commit 


on Patents. 
COPYRIGHTS. 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 6835. to 
amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relating to copyrights. I ask unanimous consent tliat 
the original bill be not read, but that an amended bill agreed to 
by the committee, in the nature of a substitute, be read and 
considered. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the substitute bill 1 
ported by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4966 of Title LX, chapter 3, of t! 
Statutes be, and the same is hereby, 4mended so as to reed as follows: 
“Seo. 4966. Any person publicly performing or represeniing any dramat 

or operatic composition for which a copyright has been obtained witho 
the consent of the proprieter of said dramatic or operatic composition, 
his heirs or assigns, shall be liable for damages therefor, such damazes 0 
all cases to be assessed at such sum, not less than 8100 for the first anc * 
for every subsequent performance, as to the court shall appear to be jus’. — 

Src.2. And be tt further enacted, That section 4970 of chapter 3, Title LX, 0! 
= Revised Statutes, be, and the same is hereby, amended go as to read 45 
follows: 

“Spo, 4970. The circuit courts, and district courts having the jurisdiction 
of circuit courts. shall have power, vp % vill in equity, filed by any par'y 
aggrieved, to grant injunctions to prevent the violation of any right s 
cured by the laws respecting copyrights, according to the course and pri 
ciplesof courts of equity, on such termsas the courts may deem reasona?!* 
Any writ of attachment issued in such cases from the said courts in any 
district against the defendant in any proceed for contempt may run 
throughout the United States; and the marshal of said district, or his ¢°) 
uties, may execute the said writ wherever in the United States the said“: 
fendant or defendants may be found; and before issuingsuch writ of attac) 
ment, the court may in its discretion require a bond from the plainti",'2 
such amount as to the court may seem proper, with sufficient surety °' 
sureties, to the satisfaction of the court, conditioned to pay to the defendant 
or defendants the damages the said defendants may suffer from such ar'-> 
in case the same be not founded on probable or reasonable cause.’ 


The SPEAKER. This isasubstitute. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. COVERT] asks unanimous consent to substitute 
this for the original bill. 


» Revised 
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Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Are there any copies of this sub- 
stitute printed, so that members can find out what it is? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know. Swe j 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I object to the substitution of it, 
unless we can have copies of it. 

Mr. COVERT. The substitute is not in print. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Then I think it would be better 
to put this to one side until we can get copies of it. I observe 
from the reading of it that it is far-reaching in its second sec- 
tion, and ought to be carefully considered before the House acts 
upon it. wi ; 

Mr. COVERT. If the gentleman from Illinois will bear with 
me for a moment only I think I can satisfy him and the entire 
House that the amendment proposed by the committee, which 
has been unanimously agreed to by the committee, is of the most 
innocent conceivable character. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The trouble about that is, Mr. 
Speaker—while I have no doubt as to the ability of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. COVERT] to present his side of the 

uestion as clearly and as ably as any man in this House—yet 
{might take a different view of the effect of that second section, 
and other members of the House might, and I think before we 
embark upon the consideration of this bill there should be copies 
printed, so that each member can have one before him, and can 
by an examination of it bring out the whole question. ; 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Are thecommittee unani- 
mous? 

Mr. COVERT. The committee are entirely unanimous upon 
this substitute, and I am so convinced that three minutes will 
satisfy the gentleman from Illiaois and every member on this 
flour that I ask the attention of the House. ; 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Was there afull meeting 
of the committee when the report was made? 

Mr.COVERT. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I observe that oftentimes, even 
when there isa unanimous report, bills which have so come into 
the House have been amended so thatthey were scarcely recog- 
nizable, and frequently they have been defeated. Now, to my 
mind, while of course a unanimous reportisa matter that should 
have great weight, yetit is not, in my opinion, sufficient to over- 
ride the judgment of the House. I think we should have the 
bil’ printed and on the desks of members before it is consid- 
ered. 7 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the Clerk will re- 
port the original bill. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
COVERT] can offer the other as a substitute. 

The original bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc... That section 4966 of the Revised Statutes be, and the 
same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Seo. 4965. Any person publicly performing or representing any dramatic 
or operatic composition for which a copyright has been obtained without 
the consent of the proprietor of said dramatic of operatic composition, or 
his heirs or assigns, shall be liable for damages therefor, such Camages in 
all cases to be assessed at such sum, not less than $100 for the first and #50 
for every subsequent performance, as to the court shall pum to be just, 
and in addition thereto such person or persons shall be guilty of a misde- 
meanor and liable to imprisonment for a period not exceeding one year. 
Any injunction that may be granted by any circuit court of the United 
States, or by a judge thereof, restraining and enjoining the performance or 
representation of any such dramatic or operatic composition may be served 
on the aoe against whom such injunction may be granted anywhere in 
the United States, and shall be o ative and may be enforced by proceed- 
ings to punish for contempt or otherwise by any other circuit court or judge 
in the United States, but the defendants in said action, or any or either of 
them, may make a motion in any other circuit in which he or they may be 
engaged in performing or representing said dramatic or operatic composi- 
tion to dissoive or set aside thesaid injunction upon such reasonable notice 
to the tiff as the circuit or a jug before whom said motion shall be 
made shall deem proper, service of said motion to be made on the plaintiff 
in person or on his attorneys in the action. The circuit courts, or judges 
thereof, shall have jurisdiction to enforce said injunction and to hear and 
determine a motion to dissolve the same, as herein provided, as fully as if 


ee were pending or brought in the circuit in which said motion is 
ade, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York. 

Po COVERT. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following as a sub- 
stitute, 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. One moment, Mr. Speaker. 
not we have some opportunity for general debate here? 

The SPEAKER. e billisin the House. Any gentleman 
has the right to offer an amendment or substitute. 

The substitute was read again. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from New York ous or two questions. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois: 

Mr. COVERT. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Under the substitute that you of- 
fer, an injunction oe in New York would be as effective in 
San Francisco, Minneapolis, St. Paul, or Chicago as in New 
York, would it not? 

Mr. COVERT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It is not so now. 


Can 
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Mr. COVERT. 
sued by 


court, it 


I take it, Mr. Speaker, if an injunction is is- 
a court of competent jurisdiction, issued by a Federal 

is binding upon the conscience of the party served 
hout the length and breadth of the United States. 
HOPKINS of Illinois. Well, you seek to ingraft by this 
bill another principle upon the Federal statutes relating to the 
granting of injunctions in Federal courts, do vou not? 


+} 
iro. 


Sin 
vl. 


Mr. COVERT. Notas tothe granting of injunctions, but as 
to the enforcement of injunction orders that are grante 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Not asto the granting of orders, 


but as to the enforcement. 

Mr. COVERT. In this special class of cases. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Do you know of any other class of 
cases where a Federal judge in the State of New York, granting 
an injunction against certain parties living at the time in Ili 
nois, can enforce it against them in that State? 

Mr. COVERT. I can only say that there has been ver 
doubt as to whether a court granting aninjunction ord: 
State of Illinois, for instance, or in Ohio, or in the State o 
York, could punish by way of contempt for disobedience of 
order unless the party in contempt could be found within 
circuit of the court issuing the original order. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Then the object in presenting 
this substitute is to give these playwrights the power to punish 
for contempt where a play is used in Illinois, Minnesota, or Cal- 
ifornia by a judge in New York State. 

Mr. COVERT. By the judge issuing the original order in 
whatever circuit that judge may sit. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, a judge in New York, if 
this substitute should become law, would have the right to send 
out his attachment and arrest a person in the city of San Pran- 
cisco and take him to New York and punish him in New York. 

Mr. COVERT. That is it precisely. 

Mr. HOPKINS of [linois. Now, ! want to ask the gentle 
man again if it is not a fact thatin no other legal question, it 
makes no difference what may be involved, isthat power granted 
to a Federal judge? 

Mr. COVERT. Iam not aware, I am frank to say, that this 
power is granted or sought to be invoked in any other class of 
cases. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. One other question. If I under- 
stand your substitute correctly, it provides that even after the 
injunction is granted, if on final hearing, or on a preliminary 
motion to that effect, the injunction is dissolved, no damages 
will accrue to the person who has been restrained by the order 
of the court if there was reasonable or probable cause for the 
granting of the injunction. 

Mr. COVERT. The substitute specially provides that the 
court, on application, may, in the exercise of a sound discretion 
compel the giving of bonds providing for damages to the party 
improperly arrested. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The point I am getting at is this: 
I may not understand your substitute correctly, but I understand 
from the reading, as I gathered it, thatif the injunction is finally 
dissolved, either on a hearing on the merits of the case or on a 
motion to that effect—that if at the time the injunction was 
granted there was probable cause for so doing, there is no legal 
redress to the defendant in damages by reason of the gr: 
of the injunction. 

Mr. COVERT. That is not the bill at all. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman u 
other classes of cases questions where an injunction is gran 
if it is wrongly granted, it makes no difference what the ques- 
tion may be, the complainant must respond to the defendant in 
damages. 

Mr. COX. [In connection with that idea, suppose [ should ap- 
ply to a Federal judge in New York, could I under this bill re- 
strain a company that is playing in San Francisco? 

Mr. BOATNER. You can not do that. 

Mr. COX. I am not talking about the fact, but about the 
question of power. 

Mr. COVERT. I think, Mr. Speaker, I can make the provi- 
sions of the stibstitute so clear that it will satisfy the minds of 
all these gentlemen. 

Mr. COX. Iam done with it with one more question. You 
assume that 2 Federal judge in the State of New York can en- 
join a company from playing a copyright playin San Francisco’ 

Mr. LAPHAM. No. 

Mr. COVERT. No; this bill only seeks to provide adeq 
means for the punishment of those guilty of disobedience t 
order of the court. 

Mr. COX. Who grants the order? 

Mr. COVERT. Itis simply punishment for contempt. — 

Mr. COX. Who grants the order? Can a judge of the Fed- 
eral court in New York grant it against a company which is 
playing in San Francisco, for instance? 

Mr. VERT. He can grant anorder to be served on any 


"y 
va 


nderstands in all 
ted, 


inte 


the 





1976 


rson within thé jurisdiction of the court, which will be bind- 
~ upon the conscience of every person within the United 
States. 

Mr. COX. One more question—— 

Mr. COVERT. I must decline to yield further now. I shall 
try in the brief statement I propose to make to satisfy all thes> 
gentlemen, 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
other question I desire to ask. 

Mr. COVERT. I beg the gentleman to wait until I conclude 
my statement, and then I will try to answer all questions that 
are not covered by that statement. 

Mr. Speaker, the object of this bill, or of the substitute, is 
twofold in character. The first is merely to correct what I as- 
sume to have been an inadvertence in the passage of the orig- 
inal dramatic copyright law. The statute as it stands protects 
the holders of copyrights of dramatic productions only, and 
contains no reference to productions of an operatic character. 
The committee thought there was no reason why the same safe- 
guards should not be thrown about the one class of literary prop- 
erty as around the other. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is not the effect of this bill to ex- 
tend immensely the powers of the United States courts? 

Mr. COVERT. I do not think so, and the committee were 
unanimously of that opinion. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Another question. Is there any 
law anywhere on any subject which gives the United States 
courts as far-reaching jurisdiction as this bill proposes to give 
them on this subject: 

Mr.COVERT. The answer to that interrogatory has already 
beon made to a similar question by the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. Hopkins]. Lask the gentleman to wait until I conclude 
my statement, and see if he is not perfectly satisfied with the 
substitute as it stands. 

As to the other provisions of this bill. A practice has existed 
for a number of years past—it has increased materially within 
the last few years—for persons in various sections of the coun- 
try to appropriate to their own use plays and operas that had 
been com d by American authors and duly copyrighted by 
them. These people have seized the privilege of represent- 
ing these pov in different sections of the country without any 
thought of making compensation to the author or to the owner 
or to the manager whose property is thus feloniously taken and 
used. I have among the papers on my desk a list of duly and 
regularly copyrighted American plays advertised for sale in 
manuscript. They arenotprinted. The pirates send somebody 
to take stenographic notes of the dialogues and the situations. 

These copies are typewritten, and are publicly advertised for 
sale to anybody who may want them at the nominal price of $5 
for each play. Some of the most successful plays that the coun- 
try has ever seen, the works of Mr. Bronson Howard, Mr. Henry 
Guy Carleton, Mr. David Belasco, and others—plays that have 

ut the managers of theaters to infinite expense in production— 
Sere been thus pirated, publicly advertised for sale, and sold to 
whoever chose to purchase them and oe them. Now, the 
question of my friend from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] and of my 
friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] may be, Why should there 
be any difference made between the man who violates the copy- 
right of a play and the man who violates the ge me of a 
book; why is not the civil procedure which is provided for 
the enforcement of speny ot Me just as applicable to one kind 
of literary property as to the other? 

The answer is on tgs Everybody who violates the copy- 
nes of a book, mons | y who piratesa copyrighted book and 
prints it, is presumably a man of some attachable means. Pre- 
umably he has some place of business, he has the implements 
of his business, he has a fixed habitat, and even if the party 
rig rieved should not be able to make the violator of his copy- 
r 





Before you go on, there is an- 


t of a book responsible in money damages, at all events the 
offender is generally within reach of the civil process of the 
court and can be enjoined from further wrongful acts. These 
conditions do not apply to the case of the play pirate. 

He is generally a man withoutattachable means; in ninety-nine 
cases out of one hundred he is a man of no fixed habitat. A 
dramatic composition, differing in this respect from a printed 
book, is valuable not for the number of copies of it that may be 
sold—because ordinarily the successful play is not for sale—but 
for the rendition of it, for its performance upon the stage; and 
once ave is done to belittle the value of a dramatic repre- 
sentation, if it be garbled or improperly presented or rendered 
by incompetent performers, loss, an ware eavy loss, is inflicted 
upon author and manageralike. The production loses in value by 
reason of these conditions or any of them. These people who 
thus surreptitiously obtain copies of peve and operas which 
have been duly copyrighted, and who thus unlawfully produce 
them, flit from circuit 


circuit and from State to State. They 
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ordinarily give representations of the play for one night only 
in one particular place, and then hasten off somewhere else. 
Great embarrassment has arisen in attempting to follow them 
up in order to serve the processes of the courts upon them. Tho 
bill as introduced, and, indeed, at one time as agreed upon by 
the majority of the committee, made the larceny of plays in 
this way a misdemeanor, and subjected the offender to the pos- 
sibility of fine and imprisonment. 

But a majority of the committee upon reconsideration thought 
that more moderate measures might perhaps be better adapted 
to the purpose—at all events at first; and so we have unani- 
mously agreed upon this substitute, the only effect of which is 
this: To remove the embarrassments existing now as to the 
punishment of these people who disobey the injunctions of the 
courts. The process of injunction having been obtained, some. 
times with great trouble and expense, and duly served upon 
him, at once upon receiving the injunction order the play 
pirate goes to some other circuit, and it has been found impossi- 
ble under the existing law to punish him for the disobedience 
of the injunction order, because of the difficulty of effecting 
service upon him in the circuit of a court other than that 
which issued the original injunction. 

The sole object of this bill is to give to the United States mar- 
shal of the circuit in which the order was originally issued by 
the court the power to follow these men into another circuit if 
necessary, and to arrest them for disobedience of that order and 
bring them before the home court that they may be adequately 
punished for the contempt. That is all there is of this bill. 

Dramatic authors and managers have alike asked for avery 
much greater measure of relief than the committee felt at liberty 
to accord them; and we unanimously thought that we were met- 
ing out but a very small measure of justice to these gentlemen 
_ reporting the substitute which has been submitted to the 

ouse. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Before the gentleman takes his 
seat allow me to ask a question. This substitute, I understand, 
enables a writ to be issued, for instance, from the circuit court 
in New York, directing the arrest of somebody in Texas for vio- 
lation of the injunction granted in the New York circuit? 

Mr. COVERT. That is it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, could anybody be arrested 
in Texas who was not a party to the original proceeding, who 
had not had his day in court when the injunction was granted? 

Mr. COVERT. Certainly not. That would be a physical, or 
at least a legal, impossibility. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then A Bmay be enjoined in New 
York, having had bis day in court; C Dor F, however, might 
present the same play without authority in Texas, or an amateur 
company, if you please, in Dallas, Tex., might present the play 
there; in which case, as I understand, they would not be subject 
to arrest because they had not been parties to the original suit. 

Mr. COVERT. The process runs only against those who have 
been expressly restrained by injunction, and who have been 
guilty of disobedience of the injunction. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And who have been made parties 
to the original proceeding? 

Mr. COVERT. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman is clear upon thai 
point, his explanation obviates one objection I would have had 
to this proposed legislation. Now, one other question. Here 
is this uncertain kind of property; for itis uncertain and in one 
sense nonvaluable property, because of the ease with which par- 
ties ay take this property and use it 3,000 miles away from 
where the play is originally produced and thus defraud the play- 
wright or the author. And at the same time an ordinary civil 
suit would not avail, because the defendant would beat the plain- 
tiff on his execution. ee 

I recognize the hardship. But does the gentleman think it 
well to go as far as this legislation proposes and to establish this 
precedent, which might have very serious consequences here- 
after? In other words, would it not be better that this uncertain 
and intangible kind of property should partially lose its value 
rather than establish a precedent that would make a writ issued 
in New York or any other particular circuit run into all other 
circuits? 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Speaker, I differ radically from my dis- 
tinguished friend from Illinois—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I was merely asking the ques 
tion—— 

Mr. COVERT. In the estimate to be placed upon the value 
of this sort of property. The gentleman refers to itas property 
of uncer and vague value. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It seems that I failed to make my- 
self understood. I poeta the value of this pamper ty and the 
propriety of protecting it. ButI recognize that, like some other 
species of property, it is intangible; and it is a sort of property 
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that can very easily get away from the control of its owners. ° 


At the same time I acknowledge the value of this property. 
In supposing that I do not, the gentleman has misconceived my 
position. My only question was whether, for the sake of pro- 
tecting this particular kind of property, we should establish a 
precedent which may prove unsafe in other matters? : 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Speaker, I have sought to explain the 

culiar conditions which surround this sort of property. I 
re tried to explain the difference in the conditions which sur- 
round literary property of this sort and the property that an 
author has in a book. which he has composed and which has been 

rinted. These play pirates are migratory in their habits; it is 
part of their business to be so. 

Provably in a good many instances they could not attractany- 
thing like a full audience on the second night’s performance at 
any one particular place; and, again, I think that they are ina 
hurry often to get from point to point, probably to avoid the 
service of court papers. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Or their board bills. 

Mr. COVERT. And possibly the adjustment of their obliga- 
tions in many cases, as suggested. 

If these people had any fixed places of residence, if they were 
not migratory in their habits, if experience and the hardest 
possible experience had not demonstrated the absolute fact that 
the law is insufficient as it now stands, the committee would not 
ask the House to give any other or further power to the courts. 
But this seems to be the only way in which this kind of prop- 
erty can be protected, and the only way in which and by which 
the Federal courts can protect themselves and assure obedience 
to the solemn and formal orders that have their issuance from 
the courts. . 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will permit me 
again, is it practicable to make every playwright all over the 
country a party to a proceeding of this kind? 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Speaker, to the credit of the dramatic 
profession as a rule, and to the credit of theatrical managers as 
arule, this measure is not aimed atthem. There is absolutely 
no necessity to invoke the law, so far as the very large majority 
of the dramatic profession is concerned. Itisonly to those peo- 
ple who are as barren of conscience as of attachable means to 
which the bill or the substitute could under any conditions or 
circumstances apply. It has no reference to the members of the 
dramatic profession or to the managers generally of reputable 
theaters. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In other words, then, if I under- 
stand the gentleman aright, there are people in the United 
States who have no property, and that to these people without 
property, who place their ideas or rather the ideas of the author 
on the Meade in the shape of theatrical productions, to them 
and to them alone, with certain modifications, this act applies; 
and being worth nothing, they could defeat the plaintiff on an 
execution, and therefore you propose to give the exceptional 
remedy of issuing a writ of attachment and punishing them for 
contempt and putting the party in jail for violating the rights 
of property, because they have no property, and necessarily an 
execution levied against them would amount to nothing. 

Mr. COVERT. The gentleman states only one part of the 
proposition, and he states that in a florid and unfair way, which is 
not natural to the gentleman from Illinois. I donot see how he 
can draw the conclusion, and I object to the gentleman convey- 
ing the impression, that there is any attempt to persecute or 
prosecute these people simply because they have no attachable 
means. I only stated it as one of the reasons why under exist- 
ing law there was no relief given in such cases, and as an illus- 
tration to show the necessity for the adoption of the substitute 
recommended by the committee. But the primary reason is be- 
cause of the fact that these people areof migratory habits; that 
they flit from circuit to circuit of the courts, and from State to 
State, thus preventing the service on them of the processes of 
the courts which could be effective in ordinary cases. 
on HICKS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 

on 

Mr. COVERT. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Just one moment in connection 
with what the gentleman has been stating. 

He does not desire to misrepresent me, because at this time 
Ihave not concluded whether I shall vote for the bill or not. 
When a bill is presented for enactment one naturally falls into 
the habit of suggesting doubt and criticism to see what answer 
would be made, and whether there are valid objections to the 
measure. My object is to get information. 

Mr. COVERT. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HICKS. Is it not the desire of the authors of the bill to 
punish only for disobedience of the orders of the court, instead 
of extorting money from these parties? 


Mr. COVERT. Why, of course; that is the sole and only pur- 
pose of this proposed legislation, 

Mr. HICKS. For contempt of the orders of the court? 

Mr.COVERT. It is simply an attachment for disobedience 
of the orders of the court regularly issued and served, appli- 
cable to none others than those who violate the injunction regu- 
larly and properly issued. 

{[Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois withholds his remarks for revision. 
See Appendix.] 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 


COVERT) there were—ayes 57, noes 28. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.), 
House adjourned. 


the 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 20f Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committtees. delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MUTCHLER, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
(H.R. 7685) for the relief of I. H.Hathaway & Co. (Report No. 
1340.) 

By Mr. LAPHAM, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 4724) for the relief of Edward Chastain. (Report 
No. 1341.) 

By Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 5421) to make Commodore William P. McCann, of the 
Navy, a rear-admiral on the retired list. (Report No. 1342.) 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was 
discharged from the consideration of the following bills, and 
the same were referred to the Committee on War Claims, to 
wit: 

A bill (H. R. 7801) for the relief of Julius C. Hoodenpyle, ad- 
ministrator of Robert Hoodenpyle, deceased, late of Sequatchie 
County, Tenn. 

A bill (H. R. 7802) for the relief of William Pickett, adminis- 
trator of Jesse Pickett, late of Sequatchie County, Tenn., as 
found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 
1893. 
oA bill (H. R. 7804) for the relief of William C. Hale, admin- 
istrator of Elijah M. Hale, late of Hamilton County, Tenn. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill(H. R. 7841) for the relief of Wil- 
liam McAdams, who survived William Marks, now deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7842) to provide for the pay- 
ment of certain claims for compensation for publishing adver- 
tisements of lists of lands in the Territory of Oklahoma, opened 
to settlement by proclamation of the President April 19, 1892— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 7843) for the relief of Jennie 
Lenehan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7844) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Isabella V. Jett—to the Committee on Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause t of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOEN: Resolution adopted by the State convention of 
tho People’s party of Minnesota, at Minneapolis, July 10 and 11, 
1894, appealing to Congress to save the liberties and rights of 
the people from usurpation now being practiced by the judicial 
and executive branches of the Government—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Papers to accompany 
House bill 6981, for the relief of E.C. Bailey—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petition of R. B. Clark and 43 other mem- 
bers of various fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or asso- 
ciations, praying exemption of said societies, etc., from the pro- 
visions of the income tax—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina: Resolutions of the 
New England Typographical Union, of Concord, N. H., favor- 
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ing Government ownershipof the telegraph system—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Memorial from A. O'Neil, Patrick Kelly, 
Peter Arend, and many other citizens of Minnesota, stating that 
Richard Olney, the Attorney-General, has been guilty of high 
crimes, ete., subjecting him to impeachment—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PIGOTT: Petition of Central Labor Union, of Hart- 
ford, Conn., in favor of Government ownership of the telegraph— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Petition of William F’. 
Lea and 22 other citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., asking that 
Attorney-General Olney be impeached—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STORER: Memorial of Cincinnati Chamber of Com- 
merce, asking for immediate passage of some tariff bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Petitionof the Avon Cream- 
ery Company and 60 citizens of the State of Washington, favor- 
ing House bill 5746—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Astoria Chamber of Commerce, for an 
increased number of fish hatcheries, and praying an appropria- 
tion therefor—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolution of James B. Steadman Post, No. 24, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Spokane, Wash., favoring making the 
birthday of Abraham Lincoln a national holiday—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 





SENATE. 
. Monnay, July 30, 1894, 


Prayer by Rov. J. H.M’Carty, D.D., of the city of Washing- 
ton. 

The Vice-President resumed the chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Friday last; when, on motion of Mr. CHANDLER and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an esti- 
mate of deficiency of $540 in theappropriation for rent of build- 
ings, Department of the Iuterior, for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1894, as submitted by the Secretary of the Interior; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
lution of the Senate of the 26th instant, a list of judgments of 
the Court of Claims requiring an appropriation at the present 
session of Congress not al y transmitted, amounting to $3,- 
303.87; which, with the accompany papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a report of the Superin- 
tendent of Immigration, in response to a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of the 17th instant calling for information as to whether 
immigrants who by law are excluded from entering the United 
States are entering the country from either European or Chi- 
nese ports by we of Canada; which, with the accompanying re- 
port; was referred to the Committee on Immigration, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the At- 
torney-General, returning at the request of the Senate a reso- 
lution adopted on the 26th instant calling for full copies of all 
telegraphic and other correspondence which may have passed 
between him or his office or any of the officers, agents, or attor- 
neys of the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway Com- 

y, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered 
to lie en the table. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the First 
Comptroller of the as setting forth the urgent necessity 
for an additional appropriation of $40,000 for contingent expenses 
of United States consulates for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1894, and recommending that it be included in the deficiency 
appropriation bill now pending; which, with the accompanyin 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, an 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to resolutions 
of the Senate of July 26 and July 27, 1894, schedules of claims, 
amounting to $14,677.32, allowed by the several accounting of- 
fieers of the Treasury Department under Sgt peg the 
balances of which have been exhausted, etc.; which, with the 
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accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appr 
priations, and ordered to be printed. = 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Represontatives, by Mr. T, 0 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passe, 
the following bills: . 

A bill (S. 1377) for the relief of William Hendershott, of B 
ville, Oregon; 

A bill (S. 1468) for the relief of James L. Townsend; and 

A bill(S. 2150) to provide an American register for the ste: 
Oceano, of New York, N. Y. 

The message also announced that the House had passod { 
bill (S. 463) to reimburse the State of Nebraska the expenses jp. 
curred by that State in repelling a threatened invasion and r 
by the Sioux in 1890 and 1891, with amendments; in which i: 
—— the concurrence of the Senate. 

he message further announced that the House had passed 
following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested { 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 387) to authorize the construction of a life-sa 
— at or near Rocky Point or East Marion, Long Is 
A bill (H.R. 650) to remove the charge of desertion stan 
against Oliver O’Brien; 

A bill (H. R. 3512) for the relief of the legal representatiy. 
James C. Booth; 

A bill (Hi. R. 5979) to provide for licenses to certain offic: 
seagoing a steam vessels; 

A bill (H. R. 6384) for the relief of Walter S. McLeod; 

A bill (H. R. 6577) to authorize the construction of a wagon 
and foot bridge across the Chattahoochee River at or near ‘| 
town of Columbia, Ala.; 

A bill (H. R. 7045) to amend section 4136 of the Revised Sixt 
utes; 

A bill (H. R. 7518) to amend an act to authorize the cons! 
tion of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River between 1! 
States of Minnesota and Wisconsin; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 208) to continue the provisions of a 
joint resolution approved June 29, 1894, entitled *‘A joint reso- 
lution to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Gov 
ernment.” 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 38) relating to the pay and retirement of mates in 
the United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 83) authorizing the State of Montana to make se- 
lections from certain public lands; 

A bill (H. R. 366) providing for the sale of the old custom-house 
and lot connected therewith in the city of Louisville, Ky.: 

A bill (EH. R. 1196) to pension Mary E. Trickey; 

A bill (H. R. 3202) donating condemned cannon to the St. Law- 
renee State Hospital at Ogdensburg, N. Y.; 

. A bill (H. R. 3487) granting an increase of pension to Eliza K. 
tarr; ‘ 

A bill H.R. 4328) for the relief of William B. Chapman, George 
me Street, John W. Hoes, Emmet C. Tuthill, and Joseph H. 

urtis; 

A bill (H. R. 4452) adding the towns of Manchester and Verno 
in the State of Connecticut, to the customs district of Hartford, 
a and making the city of Rockville, Conn., a port of de- 

very; 

A bill (H.R. 4561) granting a pension to Harriet T. Vosburgh 

A bill (H. R. 4806) for the relief of Andrew Gray; ; 

A bill (H. BR. 5293) concerning leases in the Yellowstone N:- 
tional Park; . 

A bill (H. R.6111) for the disposal of the accretions of + 
Virginius indemnity fund; a 

A bill (H. R. 6171) to authorize the Metropolitan Railroad 
Company to change its motive power for the propulsion of the 
cars of said company; 

A bill (H. R. 7197} to provide a register for the schooner barge 
Astoria; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 22) to establish an observatory 
circle as a provision for guarding the delicate astronomical in- 
struments at the United States Naval Observatory agains! 
smoke or currents of heated air in their neighborhood and un- 
due vibrations from traffic upon the extension of public thor- 
oughfares in the vicinity, and for other purposes; and ; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 94) providing for an investigation 
relative to the work and wages of women and children. 


ST. LOUIS RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. WASHBURN. Iask that the bill which has just come 
from the other House to amend the act to authorize the construc- 
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tion of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River may lie on the 
table for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ordered. 


Without objection, it will be so 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present memorials of citizens of Blue Is- 
land, Chicago, Sandwich, Harvey, Georgetown, Streator, Bar- 
rington, Monmouth, and Peoria, all in the State of Illinois, anda 
memorial of sundry citizens of Sweetwater, Tenn., remonstrat- 
ing against the violation of the American principle of separa- 
tion of church and state, which the memorialists regard as in- 
volved in making appropriations for or contracts with agents of 
sectarian institutions for Indian education, ete. The memorials 
are signed by a very large number of citizens. I move that 
they be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Chicago, Ill., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called Hatch bill, regulating the sale of certain agricultural 
products, defining options and futures, and imposing taxes 
thereon and upon dealers therein; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Cincinnati (Ohio) 
Chamber of Commerce, praying for the early settlement of the 
tariff question; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of 58 citizens of Chandlersville, 
Ohio, remonstrating against the support of the Government in 
maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian education, 
etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of 393 citizens of Chicago, IIl., 
praying for the early settlement of the tariff question; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of West Council, No. 11, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Denver, Colo., 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 5246, restricting immi- 
gration; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Denver, 
Colo., praying that in the passage of any law providing for the 
taxation of incomes the funds of mutual life insurance com- 
panies and associations be exempted from taxation; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Denver, 
Pueblo, Leadville, Aspen, Georgetown, Colorado Springs, Crip- 
ple Creek, and Boulder, and a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Arapahoe County, all in the State of Colorado, remonstrating 
against the support of the Governmentin maintaining the pres- 
ent system of sectarian Indian education, etc.; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr.PASCO presented the petition of G. W. Price and 21 other 
citizens of Columbia County, Fla., settlers on what is known as 
the Arredondo land grant, praying for such relief as will se- 
cure to them the homes which they have had possession of for 
thirty years; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, 

Mr. COKE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Gal- 
veston, Tex., remonstrating against the support of the Govern- 
ment in maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian edu- 
cation, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of 6,483 citizens of Chi- 
cago, Lll., praying for an early settlement of the tariff question, 
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‘as the failure to do so will work incalculable loss and irrepa- | 


rable injury to the financial and industrial interests of the coun- 
try;” which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLANCHARD presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
the parishes of Richland, Franklin, and West Carroll, in the 
State of Louisiana, praying thatan appropriation be made for the 
improvement of Bayou Macon, in thatState; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of Louisiana, praying for the passage of House bill No. 56, for 
the classification of clerks in the first and second class post- 
offices, and fixing their salaries; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

__He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of the parish of 
Caddo, La., praying that in the a of any law providing for 
the taxation of incomes, the funds of mutual life insurance com- 
panies and associations be exempted from taxation: which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented memorials of J. Neirwanger and 
sundry other citizens of Davenport; of Rev. L. F. Berry and 
sundry other citizens of Ottumwa, and of N. M. Loban and sun- 
ary other citizens of Marcus, all in the State of Iowa, remon- 


strating against the support of the Government in maintaining 


the present system of sectarian Indian education, etc.; which 
were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Mr. CAREY presented sundry memorials of citizens of Pine 
Bluffs and Cheyenne, Wyo., remonstrating against the support 
of the Government in maintaining the present system of sec- 
tarian Indian education, ete.: whi to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PATTON presented the memorialof Rev. W. H. Betteys, 
jr., and 60other citizensof Vassar, Mich., remonstrating against 
the support of the Government in maintaining the j 
tem of sectarian Indian education, etc.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


REPORTS OF 


which were referred 


present he 


S\ 


COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to who 
was referred the bill (H.R. 7259) for the relief of certain settler 
who have entered lands under the timber and stone act, etc., re 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Agriculture and For 
estry, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2092) to transfer the 
Bureau of the United States Geological Survey and the United 
States Commission of Fish and Fisheries to the Department of 
Agriculture, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. COKE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6284) to prevent interference in the 
collection of State, county, and municipal taxes assessed agains 
corporations and corporate property, and for other purpos: 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4606) to amend sections 5365 and 5366 of 
the Revised Statutes, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 966) to compensate Elihu Root for services 
rendered by direction of the Attorney-General, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Agriculture and For 
estry, to whom was referred the concurrent resolution provid- 
ing for the printing of 10,000 copies of the report of the Agri 
cultural Department, entitled ‘The Hand Book of Experimenta! 
Station Work,” asked to be discharged from its further consid- 
eration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Printing; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committes on Commerce, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally ‘yith- 
out amendment: 

A bill (A. R. 2669) making an appropriation and providing for 
the construction of a United States revenue cutter for service 
in the harbor of San Francisco, State of California; 

A bill (H. &. 7187) to make the city of Oakland, county of Ala 
meda, State of California, a subport of entry; and 

A bill (H. R. 7796) to enable the Secretary of the Tre 
remit or mitigate fines, penalties, and forfeitures. 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4606) toamend sections 5365 and 5365 
of the Revised Statutes, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
out amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 6042) to authorize sale of lot 8, block 93, 
Hot Springs, by school directors thereof, and 
for school purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 7488) authorizing the Secretary of 
grant leases for sites on the Hot Springs Reservation, Arkar 
for cold-water reservoirs. 

ARKANSAS STATE 

Mr. BERRY. Iam directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4903) to authorize 
a compromise and settlement with the State of Arkansas, to 
report it without amendment, andI am also directed by the 
committee to ask for its present consideration. 
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CLAIMS. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


read the third time, and passed. 
REIMBURSEMENT OF LEGAL COSTS AND EXPENSES. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution(H. Res. 121) authorizing 
the proper officers of the Treasury Department to examine and 
certify claims in favor of certain counties in Arizona, to report 
it without amendment, and submita report thereon. I ask that 
the bill may be now considered. It has passed the House of 
Representatives. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. ; 

Mr. PASCO. The necessity for this action will appear ina 


dered to a third reading 
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letter from the Treasury Department, which is annexed to the 


report, and which can either be read or which may be printed in 
the ReEcoRD in connection with the action of the Senate without 
an 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The letter is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE FIRST AUDITOR, 
Washington, D. C., July 18, 1894. 


Sire: Your communication of the 11th instant, addressed to the honorable 
Secretary of the Treasury, relating to House resolution !2!, authorizing the 
roper officers of the Treasury Department to examine and certify claims in 
avor of certain counties in Arizona, and now pending before the Senate 
Committee on Claims, has been referred to me. 


In reply to your inquiry why these claims were not paid according to the | 


terms of the statute referred to in the resolution, I have the honor to state: 

The act of March 3, 1889, Statutes at Large, volume 25, page 1004, provides 
that hereafter the cost of the trial of such cases in the courts of the several 
Territories for crimes mentioned in the act of March 2, 1885, shall be audited 
by the accounting officers of the Treasury and paid out of money for similar 
expenses for the trial of criminal cases in the courts of the United States. 

he expenses of the trial of criminal cases in the courts of the United 
States are paid from the following appropriations: 

Fees of district attorneys, United States courts. 

Fees of clerks, United States courts. 

Fees of commissioners, United States courts. 

Fees ana expenses of marshals, United States courts. 

Fees of jurors, United States courts. 

Fees of witnesses, United States courts. 

Support of prisoners, United States courts. 

Pay of bailiffs, etc., United States courts. 

Miscellaneous expenses, United States courts. 

The attorneys, clerks, sheriffs, and justices of the peace in Arizona Terri- 
tory who performed services in this class of cases, should each have made 
out ep accounts, which accounts should have been sworn to and ap- 
proved by the courts, and they would then have been paid from the proper 
appropriation. Fees of jurors, fees of witnesses, expenses of care of prison- 
ers, meals for jurors, and miscellaneous expenses in these cases should have 
been approved by the court and presented to the marshal of Arizona Terri- 
bar for payment out of the proper appropriation. 

This, however, Was not done; the various counties in Arizona paid the fees 
and expenses in the prosecution in these cases, and are now seeking to re- 
cover the sums so d by them. The accounts can not be allowed by the 
accounting officers for the reason that they are not sworn to by the parties 
performi the services, and are not divided and separate accounts pre- 
sented under eachappropriation. These claims are, in my opinion, just and 
proper — against the United States, and should be paid. After a con- 
suitation with the First Comptroller, I addressed a communication to the 
Hon. Marcus A. SMITH, Delegate from Arizona Territory, suggesting that 
a resolution be passed providing for their settlement. Should the resolu- 
tion mentioned above be passed the various counties that have expenses in 
this class of cases will be required to make out itemized accounts of the costs 
in each case with proof that the same have been paid. They will also be re- 
quired to have such accounts sworn to and approved by the court before 


whom prosecutions were had. 
E. B. BALDWIN, First Auditor. 


Hon. SAMUEL PASCO, 
Chairman, Committee on Claims, United States Senate. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the joint resolution come from the Com- 
mittee on Territories? 

Mr. PASCO. It comes from the Committee on Claims. I 
have just sent to the desk a letter from the Treasury Depart- 
ment favoring its passage. The letter will be inserted in the 
Recorp. It is included in the report which has been made by 
the committee. 

Mr. CULLOM. This is important legislation, and I merely 
wanted to know whether any standing committee has had 
charge of it. 

The — resolution was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


THE LIFE-SAVING SERVICE, 


Mr. FRYE. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2795) to amend section 5 
of the act approved June 18, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act to organize 
the Life-Saving Service,” to report it without amendment. It 
is very important that there shall be immediate action upon 
this bill, and I ask that it may now be considered. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read. 

Mr. CKRELL. Let the bill be read again. 

Mr. FRYE. It is a House bill, extending the Life Saving 
Service over the months of May and August. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have some information on the sub- 
ject. Has the bill just come over from the other House? 

Mr. FRYE. The bill came from the other House four days 
ago. It has been considered by the Committee on Commerce, 
and I was directed to report it favorably. It extends the serv- 
ice on the Atlantic and Gulf coasts from eight months to ten 
months, so as to include the months of May and August, which 
during the last four years have been found to be as serious months 
as any during the year, and the Weather Bureau now regards 
those two months as a period when we are liable to have very 
severe tornadoes. 

The Senator will remember that last August we had two ter- 
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rible ones, and there was heavy loss, owing to the lack of jj". 
saving service. The other House has extended the perio ror 
| the two months of May and August at the request of the Tro. 
| ury Department and the Superintendent of the Life Sayin, 


| Service, and has decreased the pay of the siilors from 94 
| month to $60. 
Mr. HAWLEY. August is really the hurricane month, 
Mr. FRYE. August is really the hurricane month, as the 
Senator from Connecticut suggests. I am sorry the House », 
duced the pay. I think it was done under a misunderstandip 
| but the Superintendent says he does not desire to risk hayin: 
any amendments made to the bill; that it-is very important 4 
have it passed now. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ¢». 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARINE HOSPITALS. 


Mr. FRYE. Iam directed by the Committee on Commer 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4346) extending the pene’ 
fits of the marine hospitals to the keepers and crews Of life-say. 
ing stations, to report it favorably without amendment. ‘), 
bill involves no expenditure of money, and I ask that it may 
put on its passage. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of | 
Whole, _—— to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 

' dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LIGHT-SHIP AND RANGE LIGHTS IN BOSTON HARBOR. 


Mr. FRYE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerc: 
to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 5312) authorizing the con- 
struction of a light-ship with fog signal, to be established to the 
eastward of Boston Light, Massachusetts, and for the establish. 
ment of range lights in Boston Harbor, Massachusetts, to repor: 
it without amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 1! 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, : 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


VALIDATION OF AFFIDAVITS IN LAND ENTRIES. 


Mr. DUBOIS. I am instructed ! the Committee on Publi 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.6719) to provide for 
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port, and will explain the bill fully. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the letter of the Secretary of the In- 
| terior be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read. é 
The Secretary read as follows: rs 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, April 14, 1804 =. 


Sir: I transmit herewith a report from the Commissioner of the Genera 
Land Office on joint resolution (H. Res. 136) ‘to provide for the va 
tion of affidavits made before United States commissioners in all land: 
tries,’’ and joint resolution (H. Res. 137) “ providing that all entries uncer 
the homestead, preemption, and timber-culture or desert-land law made \ 
tween May 26, 1890,and the date of the approval, etc., are hereby validated 

I concur in the views of the Commissioner that the relief proposed bys 
resolution should be granted. But I would suggest that it be so amende 
as to provide: 

“That all entries under the homestead, preémption, timber-culture, « 
desert-land law, based on affidavits made before any officer authorized to « 
minister oaths in the State or Territory in which such entries were ma 
and where such affidavits were made in accordance with the regulations 
and decisions of the General Land Office prior to the passage of the act 
~~ 26, 1890, are hereby validated, if no other-objection exists. * 





the validation of affidavits made before United States commis. cy 
sioners in all land entries, to report it without amendment. | Es 
ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bil + 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present > 
| consideration of the bill? F 
| Mr. DUBOIS. The bill is accompanied by a letter from th % 
| Secretary of the Interior, which is embodied in the House re- ¥ 


is amendment would cover entries in all cases where the affidavits wer: 

made before notaries public, which was authorized prior to the passage 
the act of May 26, 1890. This act provided— ; 

“That the proof of settlement, residence, occupation, cultivation, irriga 
tion, or reclamation, the affidavit of nonalienation, the oath of allegian 
and all other affidavits required to be made under the homestead, prev! 
tion, timber-culture, and desert-land laws, may be made before any comms 
sioner of the United States circuit court, or before the judge or clerk of a0) 
court of record of the county or ish in which the lands are situated 

The Land office, however, continued to permit timber-culture affidavits' 
be made before notaries paulic, until the decision of the Department = 
Rhodes vs. Crocker (15 L. D., 249), in which it was held that under tbe pr 
visions of the act of May 26, 1890, the preliminary affidavit required of th 
timber-culture applicant can not be made before a notary public. 


Vi lly, 
ery respectfully HOKE SMITH, Seer 
Hon. T. C. MCRAB, 
Chairman Committee on Public Lands, House of Representatives. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? : 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 





1894. 


_— 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMERICAN TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 1471) to provide for the adjustment 
and payment of the claim of the American Transportation Com- 

ny for dredging done at Fairport Harbor, in the State of 
Ohio. I think there will be no objection to it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of War to examine and adjust the claim of the American Trans- 

rtation Company against the Government of the United States 
or dredging done at Fairport Harbor, Ohio, under a contract 
with the United States, and to certify to the proper accounting 
officers for payment the balance remaining unpaid; and app-o- 
priates $5,434.18 in payment thereof. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CALL. I submit the report of the committee of confer- 
ence on the agricultural appropriation bill, and ask for its imme- 
diate consideration. I willstate thatthe committee have agreed 
upon every item in the bill, with the exception of the Senate 
amendment appropriating money for the extermination of the 
Russian thistle. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6937) ‘‘ making appropria- 
tions for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895,” having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommenda 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: - 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 32, 35, 36, 37, 41, 42, 
46, 47, 49, 53, 55, 57, 62, 63, 64, 72, 82, and 85. 

That the House receds from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4,5, 6,7, 8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 
26, 27, 28, 29, 31, 33, 38, 39, 43, 44, 50, 51, 52, 54, 56, 58, 59, 60, 61, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 73, 24, 75, 
76, 77, 79, 80, 81, 83, 84, 87, 88, 89, and 90, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Insert after the word ‘‘ thousand” in lines 6 and 7, page 3 of the bill, the 
words “two hundred;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In heu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $35,360;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 34, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ #6,100;" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 40, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘?8,100;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 45, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$12,120;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 48, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum propo: insert ‘‘$243,600;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. ‘ 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 78, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken out and inserted by said amendment insert 
the words “and improving;” and after the word “ buildings,’’ in line 21, page 
21 of the bill, insert the following: ‘not including the erection of new build- 

;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

at the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 86, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 
“or additional apartments not including the erection of new buildings;’’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 91, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Restore the matter stricken out by said amendment amended as follows: 
In line 25, page 28 of the bill, strike out the word “shall” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word ‘‘may;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 65: On the amendment of the Senate numbered 65, 
the committee of conference have been unable to agree. 

WILKINSON CALL, 

CALVIN 58. BRICE, 

Ss. M. CULLOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 


W. H. HATCH, 
W. S. FORMAN, 
DAN WAUGH, 
Managers on the part of the Hous: 
Mr. CALL. i move that the report be concurred in. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Dol understand that this is a perfect 
— agreement on the part of the conference commit- 
Mr.CALL. The conferees could not agree upon the one ite: 
as to the appropriation for the extirpation of the Russian this- 
tle. Upon all other portions of the bill they have agreed. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Upon that item there is a disagree- 
ment, I understand? 


Mr.CALL. Yes, sir. The House conferees refused to con- 
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cur in the Senate amendment. The bill is reported back to the 
Senate with an agreement as to al! the other amendments, and 
as to the Russian thistle amendment without agreement. So it 
is open to the Senate either to recede from the amendment or 
to insist upon it. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendment as to the appropriation for the extirpation of the 
Russian thistle, and ask for a new eonference. 

Mr. CALL. The motion before the Senate is that the confer- 
ence report be concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question will first be taken 
upon concurring in the report of the conference committee 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from North Dakota will allow 
my motion to be disposed of. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Whatis the motion on the part of the 
conferees? 

Mr. CALL. Thattheconference report be concurred in. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I did not hearthe motion made by the 
Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. The motion is that the Senate concur in the con- 
ference report which embraces all items of disagreement here- 
tofore, but excludes the amendment as to the Russian thistle. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Very well; itis proper to take the vote 
on that motion first. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Florida that the Senate concur in 
the report of the conference committee. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I now move that the Senate insist 
upon its amendment making an appropriation for the extermi- 
nation of the Russian thistle, and ask for a new conference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from North Dakota, that the Senate in- 
sist upon its amendment, and ask for a further conference. 

Mr. COCKRELL obtained the floor. 

Mr. MILLS. Lrose to move that the Senate recede from its 
amendment, but I yield to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As is well known, thisamendment. ippro- 
priating $1,000,000, was put on the bill in the Senate. The con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate did not feel that they would be 
justified in disobeying the will of the Senate, notwithstanding 
the fact that the conferees on the part of the House are very 
positive that they will not agree to the amendment. 

We have, therefore, reported it back to the Senate for such 
instructions as may be deemed necessary. [I am willing to do 
what I can to carry out the will of the Senate, and if the Senate 
insists upon the amendmentand places it back in conference, we 
shall do the best we can with the other House: but I wish to 
state in all frankness and candor that I do not believe the House 
conferees will recede. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I simply desire that the House of 
Representatives shall have an opportunity to pass upon the 
merits of the case. The matter has not yet been before the 
House so as to permit that body to pass upon it. I know of no 
way to get it before the House except to insist upon the amend- 
ment of the Senate and ask for anewconference. I trust tnat 
the Senator from Missouri will accept that proposition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing tothe 
motion of the Senator from North Dakota that the Senate insist 
upon its amendment and ask for a further conference with the 
House of Representatives on the disagreeing votes thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
——o the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. CALL, 
Mr. BRICE, and Mr. CULLOM were appointed. 


LAND FOR GRAVEL PIT AND RESERVOIR PURPOSES. 


Mr. CAREY. Lam instructed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 7451) to authorize 
the entry of land for gravel pits and reservoir purposes and au- 
thorizing the grant of right of way for pipe lines, to report it 
with amendments. I ask for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Secretary read the bill. 


¥ 


Mr. COCKRELL. From what committee does the bill come? 
Mr. CAREY. From the Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. WASHBURN. It is all right. 


Mr. CAREY. Iask that the amendments be stated. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a written report accompanying 
the bill? 

Mr. CAREY. There is a written House report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The practice of having bills that we can 
not put our hands upon, without having seen them and merely 
hearing them read, called up and present consideration asked 
for them, is a very dangerous and unsatisfactory way of legis- 
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lating. I hope 
moments until I can get a copy of the bill and examine 

Mr. CAREY. I have no objection to letting the bill go over 
and be printed, if the Senator from Missouri desires it. It has 
been very — discussed in the other House. If the Senator 
will hear the bill read I am sure he will have no objection. I 
can explain it in a minute. It permits the Secretary of the In- 
terior to sell for pipe line ees and for reservoirs and gravel 
pits not exceeding 160 acres of land at a value to be appraised by 
a board of appraisers to be appointed by the Secretary. It ap- 
plies only to public lands subject to entry under the land !aws of 
the United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are so many amendmentsto the bill 
that I shall be glad if the Senator from Wyoming will let it go 
over and be printed. Let an order be made that the bill be re- 
turned immediately from the Printing Office, so that it ean be 
taken up in the morning. 

Mr. CARBY. I have no objection to that course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over and be 
printed. 

DESERT LAND ENTRIES. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I report back favorably from the Committee 
on Public Lands the bill (H. R. 4448) for the relief of persons 
who have filed declarations of intention to enter desert lands. 
— unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Secretary read the bill, and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was:reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

TERRITORIAL EXPENSES OF ARIZONA. 


Mr. PUGH. The Judiciary Committee authorize me to re- 
port back favorably the bill (H. R. 6754) to amend section 15 of 
an act approving, with amendments, the funding act of Arizona 
approved June 25, 1890. The importance of the bill to the Ter- 
ritery of Arizona induces me to ask for its. present considera- 


on. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
cna as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GORDON introduced a bill (S. 2261) to further encourage 
the holding of a World’s Exposition at Atlanta, Ga., in the 
year 1895; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Quadro-Centennial (Select). 

Mr. PASCO (by uest) introduced a bill (S. 2262) for the re- 
lief of — J a wg of nem Are, Ark.; et yo was read 
twice by its e, and, with t accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2263) to amend section 
553 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2264) for the relief of the 
several States of the Union, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice byits title, and referred tothe Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ROACH introduced a bill (S. 2265) granting to the State 
of North Dakota certain portions of the abandoned Fort Abra- 
ham Lincoln military reservation, together with the buildings 
thereon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 2266) for the relief of Fran- 
cis P. Trumbull; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 2267) to provide a munici- 
pal government for the town of Miami, in the Indian Territory, 
and attach the same to the Territory of Oklahoma for judicial 
and other pu s; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr.MARTIN. The bill is accompanied by a petition of citi- 
gens of Miami praying for its passage. I move that the bill and 
eecemeneene, petition be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. . 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2268) granting a pension to 
Sarah V. Lothrop; which was read twice by its title, , With the 


accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


the Senator from Wreming will oinay a few | 
t. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to jp I 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill: whi-) 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, Pe 

Mr. FRYE subsequently reported the amendment fayorab] 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations,and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed 

Mr. ALDRICH submitted an amendment intended to be , 
posed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which 
ordered to be printed, and, withthe accompanying paper: 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to b . 
posed. by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which w 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SQUIRE submitted an amendment intended to b 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Gro 
and ordered to be printed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by ) 
O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the |’ 
dent had, on the 26th instant, approved and signed the : 
1930) to authorize the construction of a bridge across th 
souri River at or near the city of Lexington, Mo. 

EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Chair to lay before the Se 
the House joint resolution proposing to extend the appro; 
ations to carry on the Government. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Se: 
a joint resolution from the House of Representatives. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 208) to continue the provisio 
of — resolution approved June 29, 1894, entitled ‘‘A 
resolution to provide temporarily for the expenditures of | 
Government,” was read the first time by its title, and the secon 
time at length, as follows: 


Resolved ¥ the Senate and House of Representatives of the United S 
America in Congress assembled, That the provisions of a joint resoluti 
titled “A joint resolution to provide temporarily for the expenditur 
the Government,” approved June 29, 1894, be, and the same are hereby, : 
tended and continued in full force and effect toand including the lé4th day 
August, 1894. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I will state that the joint resolution : 
ferred to, which extended the appropriations, will expire to d. 
and it is necessary tocontinue the appropriations. Hight o/ t! 
thirteen general appropriation bills have been agreed to in « 
ference and have passed. I do not know whether they 
been signed by the President; I presume they have been. 
the remaining five three are in conference, One, the agri 
tural opeetic een bill, has just been agreed to except as to o H 
item in the bill. Upon that the Senate has insisted, and i BS 
soon be back in conference. As to another one, the Indi 
propriation bill, the conferees will be ready very soon to report 
to the Senate an agreement upon most of the items and ad 
agreement upon the others, and an additional conference wi * 
asked. No action has yet been had by the conferees on the D b 
trict of Columbia appropriation bill. 

There are two bills not yet reported from the Committce 0 
Appropriations. The sundry civil cess bill will | 
ported to-day, and the Senate will asked. to consider it 
morrow. The general deficiency appropriation biil will be r- 
ported to the Senate to-morrow, and the Senate will be ask 
to consider it just as soon as we can; but it is necessary tha 
this joint resolution shall be passed. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the joint resolution cover the 3ist day 
this month? : 

Mr. COCKRELL. It continues the appropriations until ani 
including the 14th day of August, which, of course, includes ' 
31st day of July. 

Mr. FRYE. All right. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee « 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amenc- 
ment, ordered toa third reading, read the third time, and p 


YOUNG MEN’S CHRISTIAN ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I ask unanimous:consent that the bill |H.!'. 
7071) te exempt the property of the Young Men’s Christian 5 
—" of the District of Columbiafrom taxation, be now con- 
sidered. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reporte¢ 
from the Committeeon the Distriet of Columbia with an amend: 
ment, to:strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert: 


That all property belonging to the Young Men’s Christian Association 12 
the District of Columbia. used and occ by that association, shall, 59 


long as the same isso owned and occupied, ve oxeanae from taxation. 1a- 
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tional and municipal: Provided, That where ground of said association is| Mr, STEWART. I should like to know whether that would 


- $ i : xd for the | a : ; 
Inrger thal 18 Teeny fa Association, or if sald cround or belldings eball | be fair. The Legislatures may have already takensome action 
be used for private gain, such portion of said ground or buildings as. shall | and employed agents. The Legislatures, | understand, have 
nok neem be Dare SOe SRS pruikposss Of pasd ssscetamon. oe rons already passed some laws in regard to obtaining assistance, and 
See eee persion, shall be taxed yinet such association. as : | money has been expended. I hardly think that it would. be fair 

Mr COCKRELL. I should like to have some explanation of to provide that the money shall be covered into the state treas- 

. f 1 eff re f the bill jy xy ; uries. I think it should be paid to the States themselves, and 
ihe PE OCTOR, T) 7 ad snt is bstitute for the bill let them take their own action and take care of it. I do not 

Mr. PROCTOR. the amendment is a substisn i think the amendment should be adopted. 
passed by the House of Representatives. It was drawn byt ri Mr. WHITE, The amendment referred to simply provides 
attorney of the District and I think is very carefully guarded. | that the money shall be paid into the treasuries of 1) 


Tha ; f ac . = < 3) - a . , . , i 4 i Les, 
The bill as passed by the other House proposed to exempt Cer | 6° .o ns6 if there be any claimagainst the State of a vali 

tain property from taxation, but the amendment confines it to | ot. it oan ak. ted adbiaah bee. thn. Geena Thad \ 7 
property that is actually owned and oceupied and ee be no oie aiiaehan oe leant of thee -” = = ae we V 
argor ing an is clea required for the use of the as- — ee ae ae ce ee . ; © ame! 

ingee Deamnenest then:d clearty seqetire 7 Representing the State of California, | proposed it, and in fact 


sociation, and the exemption fails wheneverany of the property 
is used. for private purposes. The Senate committee substitute 
also cuts off any refunding of taxes already paid which the bill 


| the Senator from Oregon suggested the form of amendment 

me, and he is alsointerested in the matter. Ido not think the 

as passed by the House granted is anyone in any way interested in the bill who would object to 

& Phe sailaiemand oe aavead to the amendment. There is no objection to it from any source so 
The: bill) was reported to the Senate as amended, and the | a ea IDENT. The revort will be r 

amendment was concurred in Mr. M AND R % N. Leall he aiaetien f th na 

’ . : ; s : | Mr. MANDERSON. call the attention of the Senator from 
’ ame as ordere gross ‘ : ; 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and'the bill to | yi. ouri to the fact that the report. made from the Committ 


be read.a third time. on Military Affairs by the Senator from Minnesota |Mr. DAVis 


a ; mere i je, ; : . . . . . . . . 
Pho bill was read the third time, and passed. is very voluminous, going into great detail in connection with 
FOG SIGNAL AT KEWADNEE, WIS. this matter. Certainly every memberof the Committee on Mili 


Mr. WASHBURN. Ireport back favorably without amend- | tary Affairs, and I think most of the Senate, know fairly we 
ment, from the Committee on Commerce, the bill (MH. R. 4567) | the nature of this claim. The important consideration 
establishing a fog signal at Kewaunee, Wis,, and I ask unani- | there is in it is whether interest shall be paid upon th 
mous-consent to have it considered at the present time. amounts, A similar bill has been frequently reported. | su 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is it a Senate bill? gest that it would be infinitely better for the Senator from Cali 

Mr. WASHBURN. It is a House bill with a House report | fornia|[Mr: WHirs| orthe Senator from Nevada| Mr. Stew a! 
accompanying it.. The bill passed the other House and is re- | to make a suceinet statement of the character of the claim. | 
ported favorably by the Committee on Commerce. we proceed to the reading of the report it will be the end of an) 

By unanimous consent, the bill was considered as in Commit- | business-other than thie reading of the report to-day. 
tee of the Whole. L would: have no objection myself to putting in the day in ma! 

‘he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | ing a pretense of listening to the report, but there are oth 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. matters which are important for the consideration of the Sen- 

GRANT OF LANDS TO OKLAHOMA CITY. ate. [I know that the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorm» 


Mr. MARTIN submitted the following report: the chairman of the Committee on Printing, is exceeding! 
a : ieee pin satianenanh seine aides reliant thetwo Houses | 22*ious to bring forward for the consideration of the Senate to 
he cx Oo a agr ses hac tf . la > . . . “ . —- — j a< . 

on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6080) “granting a certain | “Y 1! possibl the general printing bill; but if we are to hay 
military reservation to Oklahoma City, Okla., to aid the public free schools | the report read, that is the end of any hope in that direction. 
thereof, and for other purposes,’’ having met, after full and free conference I trust the Senator from Missouri will withdraw his requ 
na te recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses for the reading of this very full report, and be content with 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1 and 2, and the | Statement.as may be made by those who are directly inter 
House agree to the same. 3 in the bill. 

ED ee Mr. COCKRELL. I appreciate the force of what the 


f 
i 





JOSEPH M. CAREY, from Nebraskasays. This is an old matter—thirty-odid y: 
Managers on the part of the Senate. old. We have had it time and again before the committ 

THO. C. MORAB, was not aware that the bill had been reported from the ‘ 

D. D. BABB, mittee on Military Affairs at the present session. I[ did not 


J. W. MOON, ‘ 
Managers on the part of the House. know that it was called up and set for to-day, and this is th 


The repert was concurred in. | first intimation I have had. The report is very voluminou 
PACIFIC STATES CLAIMS. There have been many reports made on this claim. It is abso- 


a Nake 2 oe " . »f a ine the ‘apnort or 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed, and pale: Seapets. Se a ee a eae a pot hat | 

the Chair lays before the Senate the special order, being the | wanttomakeinthecase. - . # — -? 

bill (S. 1295) to reimburse the States of California, Oregon, and | jy WHITE. Will the Senator from Missouri. allo 2 

Nevada for moneys by them expended in the suppression of the Dor s he desire further time in the matter? 

rebellion. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumes Mr. COCKRELL. What I want is simply time to run ov 





the consideration of the bill, and the pending question is upon | ¢)¢ report. I have gone over the case, and I have somewh 
oe proposed by the Senator from California [Mr. | , memorandum explaining exactly my view of the whole 
a _ | tion, but I did not know that the bill was coming up, and [ h: 
Mr. MANDERSON and Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amend- | no¢ cot it here. 
ment be read. | Mr, WHITE. A similar bill has passed the Senate twic: 


The V ICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. | Mr, COCKRELL. I understand: but the data I had then | 
_The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert at end of line 20, | have not before me now, and I can not place my hand upon it. 
wr ne proviso: te eee ae ie | Mr. WHITE. I wiil state to the Senator from Missouri that 
ye tthe money hereby appropriated sha paid to the treas- | there is quite an elaborate statement of data, not published asa 
cairo und roosipe f0¥ ts tae Bo DemaT oh eal States, Seema ana | Senate document, now in the hands of the chairman of the com: 
shall be converted into the treasuries of said States subject to appropria- | mittee, which L gave him: and that may facilitate the ingui 

lion by the Legislatures thereof. | Of course, so far-as I am concerned, while I called the bill up 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is therea report. accompanying the bill? | and had it made a special order for this morning, if the Senator 

Soe VICE-PRESIDENT. There is areport, the Chair is ad- | from Missouri desires time to examine it further I shall not ob- 
vised. iect. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be.read for information: " Mr: COCKRELL. I would be very greatly obliged for fur- 

Mr. PERKINS. I willstatetotheSenatorfrom Missouri that | ther time. I appreciate how the reading of the report would 
there oan be no-possible objection to. the amendment: proposed | be apparently a waste of time, but I must have time some way 
by my colleague. or other to get together the points im the case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing tothe | Mr. WHITE. Will the Senatorsuggestatime when he would 
amendment. The report will be read at the requestof: Sen: | be willing to set down the bill as a special order, subject of 
ator from Missouri. course to the appropriation bills? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the report should be read before Mr. COCKRELL. [suggest day after to-morrow— Wednesday. 
the amendment is adopted. Let the amendment be read again. Mr: WHITE: If tiiere is no objection on the part of othera I 

The Secretary again read the amendment. flo not object to that. course. 
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Mr. STEWART. Let the bill go over until Wednesday. 

Mr. BATE. I will state concerning the data to which the 
Senator from California referred that I have not had an oppor- 
tunity to look into it. It covers four or five pages. I amin the 
situation of the Senator from Missouri, who is also a member of 
the Committee on Military Affairs—I was not aware for some- 
time that the bill had been reported. It was ordered to be re- 
ported at a meeting of the committee, at which I was not pres- 
ent, and the Senator from Missouri was also absent when the 
bill passed the committee. I myself am opposed to the bill, but 
I do not want--— 

Mr. WHITE. Ifthe Senator from Tennessee will excuse me, 
I will move that the bill go over until the close of the routine 
business day after to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I should like to ask the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, or the Senator from Nevada, in reference to the bill 
which has just been made a special order for Wednesday, if itis 
the same matter that was several years before a special board of 
the War Department? 

Mr. PERKINS. It is the same. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is the same matter. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I should like to ask if the special report by 
Maj. Swann, of the Adjutant-General’s Office, is printed with the 
the report of the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think not. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I am instructed by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5575) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes, to 
report it favorably, with sundry amendments. I ask that there 
may be a special order made for the —e and return of the 
bill to the Senate so that Senators =~ get it this evening. I 
make this request with a view to call up the bill to-morrow 
morning for consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none, and itis 
so ordered. Meanwhile the bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

HOUS# BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H.R. 387) to authorize the construction of a life-saving 
station at or near Rocky Pointor East Marion, Long Island, N. Y.; 

A bill (H. R. 5979) to provide for licenses to certain officers of 





sea-going nger vessels; 
A bill " . R. 6577) to authorize the construction of a wagon 
and foot bridge across the Chattahoochee River at or near the 


town of Columbia, Ala.; and 

A bill (H. R. 7045) toamend section 4136 of the Revised Statutes. 

The bill (H. R. 3512) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of James C. Booth was read twice by its title and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 6384) for the relief of Walter S. McLeod was 
read twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PRINTING AND DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate are to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 2650) providing for the public print- 
ing and binding and the distribution of a lic documents. 

‘he motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Printing with amendments. 

r.GORMAN. Lask thatthe amendments of the Committee 
on a be considered as they are reached in the reading of 
the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Withoutobjection, that course will 
be pursued. 

the Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amend- 
ment of the Committee on Printing was, in section 3, line 7, after 
the word ‘‘ Denver,” to strike out ‘‘ Everett Washington;” so as 
to read: 

The Joint Committee on Printing shall fix upon standards of paper for 
the different descriptions of public printing and binding, and the Public 
Printer shall, under their direction, advertise in two noreregees, pub- 
lished in each of the cities of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, 
rs St. Louis, Louisville, Omaha, Denver, and Chicago, 
e 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 6, after the word 
“accompanied,” to st ike out ‘‘ With a bond payable to the Gov- 


ernment in double the amount of their bid, with such surety as 
be deemed suflic'ent by said Joint Committee on Prin 

or by the Secretary of the Interior,” and insert ‘‘ By a bond ap- 

proved by a judge or clerk of a court of record in the penalty 
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of $5,000 that the bidder or bidders, if his or their proposal js 
accepted, shall enter into a contract to furnish the articles pro- 
posed for;” so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 5. The sealed proposals to furnish paper shall be opened in the pres 
ence of the Joint Committee on Printing, and the contracts shall be awarde 
by them to the lowest and best bidder for the interest of the Governmen:. 
but they shall not consider ~_ proposal which is not accompanied by . 
bond approved by a judge or clerk of a court of record in the penalty ,; 
$5,000 that the bidder or bidders, if his or their proposal is accepted, shal! 
enter into a contract to furnish the articles proposed for and by satisfa,;. 
tory evidence that the person making it is a manufacturer of or dealer ; 
the description of paper which he proposes to furnish. ae 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 7, after the wopg 
**performance,” to insert ‘‘The contractor shall give bond jp 
such amount as may be fixed by, and to the approval of, the 
Joint Committee on Printing;” so as to make the section read 


Sec. 6. No contract for een aes shall be valid until it has pe 
approved by the JointCommittee on Printing, if made under their direct; 
or by the Secretary of the Interior, if made under his direction, according tg 
the provisions of section 9 of this act. The award of each contract for {yr 
nishing paper shall designate a reasonable time for its performance, 7 
contractor shall give bond in such amount as may be fixed by, and t 
approval of, the Joint Committee on Printing. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 8, line 5, after the word 
“‘session,” to insert ‘‘and the decision of said joint committes 
or of the Secretary of the Interior shall be final as to the Goy- 
ernment;” so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 8. In case of difference of opinion between the Public Printer and any 
contractor for paper respecting its quality, the matter of difference shall be } 
determined by the Joint Committee on Printing or by the Secretary of the | 
Interior when Congress is not in session, and the decision of said joint con { 
mittee or of the Secretary of the Interior shall be final as to the Govern 
ment. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I suggest to my colleague on the com 
mittee that probably the word ‘‘Government” had better \y 
stricken out and the words ‘‘ United States ” inserted, as that is 
the usual designation. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well; there is no objection to that 
modification. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PASco in the chair). Th = 
amendment of the committee will be so modified in the absen 
of objection. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to insert after section 16 the fol: ES 
lowing as an additional section. 

Sec. 17. Atany time when there is no joint committee of the two Houses 
of Congress the powers and duties unde; the law devolving upon the Joi 


Committee on Printing shall be exercised and performed by the commit: 
then in existence o/ either House. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section (20) 21, after the word 
‘* Printing,” in line 2, to strike out as follows: 

Shall constitute a board of condemnation, who, upon the call of the Pu 
Printer, shall determine the condition of presses and other machinery a! 
— used in the Government Printing Office, with a view to condemna a 
tion. e 

In case ruling machines, stitching machines, or other machinery or mat 
rial used in the bindery shall become tie subject of inquiry, with a view' 
condemnation, the foreman of binding shall be substituted on the board in 
place of the foreman of printing. 


And insert: ; 


Shall constitute a board to examine and report in writing on all paper 
livered under contract, or by. purchase or otherwise, at the Governmen 4 
Printing Office. The chief clerk, foreman of binding, and a person desig ey 
nated by the Joint Committee on Printing shall constitute a board to ex 
amine and report in writing on all material, except paper, for the use of |! Bis 
bindery. The chief clerk, the foreman of printing, and a person designat« a 
by the Joint Committee on ey weed shall constitute a board of condemn 
tion, who, upon the call of the Public Printer, shall determine the conditi 
of presses and other machinery and material used in the Government Pri 
ing Office, with a view to condemnation. 


So as to make the section read: 

Sxc. 21. The chief clerk, the foreman of printing, and a person designate 
by the Joint Committee on Printing shall constitute a ard to examine 
and report in writing on all paper delivered under contract, or by purchase 
or otherwise, at the Government Printing Office. The chief clerk, foremat 
of binding, and a person designated by the Joint Committee on Printing 
shall constitute a board to examino and report in writing on all materia 
except paper, for the use of the bindery. The chief clerk, the foreman © 
printing, and a person designated by the Joint Committee on Printins 
shall constitute a board of condemnation, who, upon the call of the Publ 
Printer, shall determine the condition of presses and other machinery *! 
material used in the Government Printing Office, with a view to condem"' 
tion. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section [22] 23, line 11, after th 
word ‘‘ departments,” to strike out ‘‘on” and insert ‘‘or;” 80 & 


to read: 

The Public Printer shall, on the first day of each regular session, repo’ 
to Congress the exact condition and the quantity and cost of all printibe, 
binding, lithographing, and engraving, the quantity and costof all paper 
purchased for the same; a detailed statement of all proposals and contrac’ 
entered into ~~ the pavehane s paper —_ at ee, and for | — 

and engra ; of all payments made, during the preceding ye*', 
crephns direction; of the quantity of work ordered and done, with a ce. 
eral classification thereof, for each department,and a detailed statemen' o 
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each account with the departments or public officers; a classified detailed 
statement of the number of hands employed and the sums paid to each, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [23] 24, line 5, after the 
word ‘‘designate,” to insert ‘‘but such leaves of absence shall 
not be allowed to accumulate from year to year;” so as to read: 

Src. 24. The employés of the Government Printing Office, whether em- 
ployed by the piece or otherwise, shall be allowed leaves of absence with 
pay to the extent of not exceeding thirty days in any one fiscal year, under 
such regulations and at such timesas the Public Printer may designate ; but 
such leaves of absence shall not be allowed to accumulate from year to 
year. 

The amendment was agreed to. — ees 

The next amendment was, in section [29] 30, line 3, before the 
word ‘‘leather,” to strike out ‘‘and;” in the same line, after the 
word “scraps,” to insert ‘ and for the sale of old and condemned 
material;” and in line 5, after the words ‘‘ United States,” to 
strike out ‘‘ to the credit of the appropriation for public print- 
ing and binding, and shall be subject to his requisitions in the 
manner prescribed by law,” and insert ‘‘and a detailed state- 
ment thereof shall be included in his annual report to Congress;” 
so as to make the section read: 

Sxc. 30. Moneys received from sales of extra copies of documents, paper 
shavings, imperfections, waste gold leaf, leather and book-cloth scraps, and 
for the sale of old and condemned material, shall be deposited by the Public 
Printer in the Treasury of the United States, and a detailed statement 
thereof shall be included in his annual report to Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in section [31] 32, line 2, after the 
word “ law,” to strike out ‘except those heretofore provided for 
by law for special purposes;” so as to read: 

Sec. 32. All printing offices in the Departments now in operation, or here- 
after put in operation, by law, shall be considered a part of the Government 
Printing Office, and shall be under the control of the Public Printer, who 
shall furnish all presses, types, imposing stones, and necessary machinery 
and material for said offices from the general supplies of the Government 
Printing Office, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to _ ‘ 

The next amendment was, in section [31] 42, line 18, after the 
word ‘‘ Department,” to insert: 
nor to the printing office now in operation in the Census Office; but the 
Public Printer, with the approval of the Joint Committee on Printing, may 
abolish any of these excepted offices whenever in their judgment the econ- 
omy of the public service would be thereby advanced. 

So as to make the proviso read: 


Provided, That the terms of this act shall not apply to the office in the 
Weather Bureau, or to so much of the printing as is necessary to expedite 
the work of the Record and Pension Division of the War Department, nor to 
the printing office now in operation in the Census Office; but the Public 
Printer, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [32] 33, line 3, before the 
words ‘‘of printing,” to strike out ‘‘ foreman” and insert “‘ fore- 
men;” so as to read: 


Theforemen of printing and binding shall make out estimates of the 
quantity and kind of material required for their respective departments, 
etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [34] 35, line 3, after the 
word ‘‘assistants,” to strike out ‘‘nor members of the Joint Com- 
mittee on Printing ;” so as to read: 


Sxc. 35. Neither the Public Printer, chief clerk, foreman of printing, fore- 
man of binding, nor any of their assistants shall, during their continuance 
in office, have any interest, direct or indirect, in the publication of any news- 

aper or periodical, or in any printing, binding, engraving, or lithograph- 

ng of any kind, or in any contract for furnishing paper or other material 
connected with the public printing, binding, lithographing, or engraving, 
etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [35] 36, line 6, after the 
word ‘‘strain,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That no contract for nor lease of buildings or accommodations 
for this pu se shall be made or entered into for a longer period than one 


ear, and that every such contract or lease shall be first submitted to the 
oint Committee on Printing for their approval and be approved by them. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [37] 38, line 4, before the 
word ‘‘ thereof,” to strike out ‘‘costs” and insert ‘‘cost;” so as 
to read: 

It shall be lawful for the Public Printer to print and deliver, upon the 
order of any Senator, Representative, or Delegate extracts from the Con- 
te RECORD, the person ordering the same paying the cost thereof, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in seciion [37] 38, line 9, after the 
word *‘ thereof,” to insert: 


The Public Printer may furnish without cost to Senators 8, ant 
Delegates, envelopes, ready for mailing the CORSE tlre 
any part thereof, or speeches, or reports therein contained. Envelopes so 
furnished shall contain in the upper left-hand corner thereof the following 
words, to wit: “‘Senate United States (or House of Representatives, U. S.). 
Partof CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Free." And in the upper right-hand corner 
the letters ‘U.S. S.” or ‘‘M.C.” But he shall not print any other words 
thereon, except at the personal expense of the Senator, Member, or Dele- 
gate ordering the same, except to affix the official title of a document. 
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He may also furnish without cost to Senators, Members, and Delegates 
blank franks for public documents’ Franks so furnished shall contain in 
the upper left-hand corner thereof the following words, to wit: “ Pubiic 
document. Free. United States Senate (or House of Representatives U 
S.)" and in upper right-hand corner the letters “*U. S. S."’ or ‘*M. C.”") But 
he shall not print any other words thereon except where it may be de 
sirabie to affix the official title of a document. All other worls printed 
thereon shall be at the personal expense of the Senator, Member, or Dele- 
gate ordering the same. 

At the request of any Congressman the Public Printer is authorized to 
print upon franks or envelopes used for mailing public documents or seed 
the facsimile stamp of said Congressman and a special request for return if 
not called for, and the name of the State and county and city. Said Con 
gressman to deposit with his order the extra expense involved in printing 
these additional words. 

All moneys accruing under this section shall be deposited by the Publie 
Printer in the Treasury of the United States and accounted for in his annual 
report to Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in section| 39! 40, line 2, after the word 
“ems,” to insert ‘‘ to pressmen 50 cents per hour:” soas to read: 

The Public Printer shall pay no greater price for composition than 50 cents 
per thousand ems, to pressmen 50 cents per hour, and 40 cents per hour for 
time work to printers and bookbinders, etc 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [40] 41, line 6, after the 
word ‘‘ Treasury,” to strike out ‘* to the credit of the appropria- 
tion for public printing” and insert ‘‘and accounted for in his 
annual report to Congress;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 41. The Public Printer, under the direction of the joint committee, 
may print for sale, at a price sufficient to reimburse the expense of such 
wrinting, the current Congressional Directory and the current numbers and 

ound sets of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. The money derived from such 
sales shall be paid into the Treasury and accounted forin his annual report 
to Congress, and no sales shall be made on credit. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [44] 45, line 2, after the 
words ‘‘ Public Printer,” to insert ‘‘ with the approval of the 
Joint Committee on Printing:” and in line 9, after the words 
‘* per annum,” to insert ‘‘ the employés herein named shall ba 
subject to removal only upon the approval of the Joint Com- 
mittee on Printing;” so as to make the section read: 

Src. 45. There shall be appointed by the Public Printer, with the approval 
of the Joint Committee on Printing, a chief clerk, who shall be a practical 
printer and versed in the art of bookbinding, whose salary shall be #2.400 
a! annum; and a foreman of printing and a foreman of binding, who must 
e practically and thoroughly acquainted with their respective trades, who 
shall each receive a salary of #2,100 perannum. The employés herein named 
shall be subject to removal only upon the approval of the Joint Committes 
on Printing. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [47] 48, line 3, after the 
word ‘‘ day,” to strike out ‘‘ during the session of Congress;” 
as to make the section read: 

Sec. 48. The Public Printer shall cause work to be done on the publi: 
printing in the Government Printing Office at night as well as through the 
day, when the exigencies of the public service require it, but the provisio 
of the exjsting eight-hour law shall apply. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after section [49] 50, to insert as a 
new section the following: 

Sec. 51. The Public Printer may employ such number of apprentices, not 
to exceed twenty-five at any one time, as in his judgment will be consistent 
with the economical service of the office. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [51] 53, line i, after the 
word ‘‘sell,” toinsert ‘‘ under such regulations as the Joint Com- 
mittee on Printing may prescribe;” so as to read: 

Sec. 53. The Public Printer shall sell, under such regulations as the Joint 
Committee on Printing may prescribe, to any person or persons who may 
apply, additional or duplicate stereotype or electrotype plates from which 
any Government publicacion is printed, at a price not to exceed the cost of 
the metal and making co the Government and 10 per cent added, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [53] 55, line 9, before the 
word ‘‘ hundred,” to strike out “ seven ” and insert “ six: so as 
to read: 

The usual number of documents and reports shall be 1,682 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [53] 55, line 14, after the 
word ‘‘copies,” to strike out ‘‘to the Clerk’s document room, 
100 copies;” and in line 16, after the word ‘‘ copies,” to strike 
out: 

To each designated depository and State and Territorial library, 1 copy, 
said depository or library to designate to the Public Printer before the b 
ginning of Congress whether they wish a bound or unbound copy. 

So as to read: 

Of the House documents and reports, unbound: To the Senate document 
room, 150 copies; to the office of the Secretary of the Senate, 10 copies 
the House document room, 420 copies; to the Clerk's office of the House, 20 
copies. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [53] 55, line 24, after the 

rord * copies,” to strike out ‘‘ to the Clerk’s document room, 
twenty copies;” in line 26, after the word ‘‘ copies,” tostrike out 
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‘‘ toeach designated depository and State and Territorial library, 
one copy; said depository or library to designate to the Public 
Printer before the beginning of Congress whether they wish a 
bound or unbound copy;” and in line 32, after the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand” to strike out “four hundred and forty-two” and insert 
“and eighty-two;” so as to make the clause read: 

Or THE SENATE DOCUMENTS AND REPORTS, UNBOUND.—To the Senate doc- 
ument room, 220 copies; office of the Secre of the Senate, 10 copies; to 
the ponte document room, 860 copies; to the Clerk’s office of the House, 10 
copies. 

That of the number printed, the Public Printer shall bind 1,082 copies, 
which shall be distributed as follows, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [53] 55, line 37, after the 
word ‘‘exchanges,” to strike out “‘ to the Clerk’s document room, 
three hundred and sixty copies;” so as to make the clause read: 

Ov THE HOUSE DOCUMENTS AND REPORTS, BOUND.—To the Senate Library, 
15 copies; to the Library of Congress, 2 copies, and 50 additional copies for 
foreign exchanges; to the House Library, 15 copies; to the Superintendent 
of documents, 500 copies, for distribution to the State and Territorial libra- 
ries and designated depositories. 

The amendment was agree4 to. 

‘The next amendment was, in section [53 55, line 45, after the 
word ‘‘exchanges,” to strike out ‘‘ to the Clerk’sdocumentroom, 
360 copies;” so as to read: 

OF THE SENATE DOCUMENTS AND REPORTS, BOUND.—T othe Senate Library, 
15 copies; to the Lib of eeprom, 2 copies, and 50 copies additional for 
foreign exchanges; to House Library, 15 copies; to the superintendent of 
documents, Saeaaienk for distribution to State and Territorial libraries and 
dest nated d tories. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [53] 55, after the word 
‘‘depositories,” in line 51, to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That any State or Territorial library or designated depository 
entitied to documents that may prefer to have its documents in unbound 
form, or do so by pouisying the superintendent of documents to thateffect 
prior to the convening of each Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [53] 55, line 64, after the 
word ‘‘ delivered,” to insert ‘‘in unbound form;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

The remainder of said documents and reports shall be reserved by the 
Public Printer in unstitched form, and shall be held subject to be bound in 
the number provided by law, upon orders from the Vice-President, Senators, 
Representatives, Delegates, Secretary of the Senate, and Clerk of the 
House, in such binding as they shall select, except full morocco or calf; and 
when not called for and delivered within two years after printing shall be 
delivered in unbound form to the superintendent of documents for distri- 
bution. Allof the “ usual number” shall be printed at one time. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section [54] 56, line 3, before the 
word ‘‘copies,” to strike out ‘' fifty” and insert “ twenty-five;” 
in. line 7, after the word ‘‘copies,” to strike out “to Clerk’s 
documentroom, twenty-fivecopies. And the Public Printer shall 
print such additional number of copies of each Senate and House 
public bill, joint, concurrent, and simple resolution as will en- 
able him to send one copy of each reported toeither House, that 
go upon its calendar, ee with the report thereon, to each 
State and Territorial library and to each depository of public 
documents which shall notify him prior to the convening of each 
Congress of its desire to receive them;” in line 16, before the 
word ‘‘copies,” to strike out “ sixty-five” and insert “fifty;” in 
line 20, after the word “copies,” to strike out ‘‘ to the Clerk’s 
document room, 15 copies;” so as to read: 

Sno. 56. There shall be printed of each Senate and House public bill and 
s0teh sonenneate, and simple resolution 625 copies, which shall be distributed 
as ows: To Senate document room, 225 es; office of Secretary of 
Senate, 15 copies; House document room, 385 copies. There shall be printed 
of each Senate and House private bill 250 copies, which shall be distributed 
as follows: To Senate document room, 135 copies; to Secretary of Senate, 
15 copies; House document room, 100 copies, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [56] 58, line 2, before the 
word ‘‘copies,” to strike out ‘tone thousand one hundred and 
ten’' and insert ‘‘seven hundred and twenty;” in line 6, before 
the word ‘‘copies,” to strike out “fifteen” and insert ‘‘ ten;” 
in line 7, before the words ‘“‘document room,” to strike out 
*Clerk’s” and insert “ House;” in line 10, after the word “ doc- 
uments,” to strike out ‘‘500 copies” and insert ‘‘144 copies to 
be distributed to three libraries in each of the States and Terri- 
tories to be designated by the Secretary of the Interior;” in 
line 13, before the word “copies,” to strike out “fifty-two” and 
insert ‘‘twenty-five;” and in line 17, before the word ‘‘ copies,” 
to strike out ‘twenty-one ” and insert “ twenty-five,” so as to 
make the section read: 

Sxc. 68. There shall be printed of the Journais of the Senate and House of 
Representatives 720 copies, which shall be distributed as follows: To the 
Senate document room, 90 copies for distribution to Senators, and 25 addi- 
tional copies; to the Senate Library, 10 copies; to the Housedocumentroom, 
360 copies for distribution to inembers, and 25 additional copies; to the De- 

ent of State, 4 copies; to the superintendent of documents, 144 copies, 


be distributed to three Mbraries in each of the States and Territories to 
be designated by the Secretary of the Interior; to the Library of Congress. 
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25 copies; to the Court of Claims, 2 copies; and to the Library of the House 
of Representatives, 10 copies. There number of the.!ournals of tha 
Senate and House of Representatives, consisting of 25 copies, shall be fur 
nished to the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Repr: 
sentatives, respectively, as the necessities of their respective offices may re- 
quire, as rapidly as signatures are completed for such dfSstribution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I suggest to my colleague on the com- 
mittee that in the amendment as to the distribution of the Jour- 
nals of the Senate and House of Representatives a very grog; 
saving will be effected by not sending them to the designate, 
depositories, which would be about 500 in number, for certain}, 
the libraries getting the REcoRD will not need the Journal, 
suggest that the three libraries in each of the States mentio: 
to be designated to receive the Journals may be designated 
the superintendent of documents rather than by the Secre: 
of the Interior. I think that would be much better. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is a wise suggestion, and I hop 
Senator will offer an amendment to that effect. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iwill moveto amend, or rather the: 
mittee will modify the amendment, by striking out ‘‘ Secretar 
of the Interior” and inserting ‘‘ superintendent of document 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be son 
ified in the absence of objection. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Letthe amendment be read as modific 

The Secretary read as follows: 


One hundred and forty-four copies, to be distributed to three librari: 
each of the States and Territories, to be designated by the superintend 
documents. 


The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The reading of the bili was resumed. The next amendine 
of the Committee on Printing was, in section [57] 59, linc 
after the word ‘‘removed,” to strike out ‘‘ and one copy to « 
designated depository and State and Territorial library. 
custodian of said libraries to indicate to the Public Printer | 
fore the beginning of Congress whether bound or unbound co 
ies are de red,” and insert ‘‘ and of all publications of the | 
ecutive Departments not intended for their especial use, | 
made for distribution, 500 copies shall be at once delivered ' 
the superintendent of documents for distribution to designate 


; 


depositories and State and Territorial libraries;’’ and after |i 
18 to strike out: 


The Public Printer may furnish without cost to Senators, Members, an 
Delegates envelopes, ready for mailing the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD or an) 
part thereof, or speeches, or reports therein contained. Envelopes so fu 
nished shall contain in the upper left-hand corner thereof the followin 
words, to wit: ‘Senate United States (or House of Representatives, U. 
Part of CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. free;” and in upper right-hand cori 
the letters U.S.S.orM.C. But he shall not print any other words ther 
except at the persona! expense of the Senator, Member, or Delegate ori: 
ing the same. 

e may also furnish without cost to Senators, Members, and Deleyg 
blank franks for public documents. Franks so furnished shall contai 
the upper left-hand corner thereof the following words, to wit: ‘‘ Public 
ument. Free. United States Senate (or House of Representatives, U. : 
and in upper right-hand corner the letters U. S.S.orM.C. But he s 
not print any other words thereon, except where it may be desira 
affix the official title of adocument. All other words printed thereon 
be at the personal expense of the Senator, Member, or Delegate ord 
the same. 

At the request of any Congressman the Public Printer is authoriz< 
print upon franks or envelopes used for mailing public documents or 
thefacsimile stamp of said Congressman and a special request for re! 
if not called for, and the name of the State and county and city. Said‘ 
gressman to deposit with his order the extra expense involved in print: 
these words. . 

So as to make the section read: 

Sno. 59. Whenever printing not bearing a Congressional number shal! 
done for any Department or officer of the Government, except confidentia 
matter, blank forms, and circular letters not of a public character, or shill 
be done for use of Congressional committees, not of a confidential charact« 
two copies shail be sent, unless withheld by order of the committee, by the 
Public Printer to the Senate and House Libraries, respectively, and one 
copy each to the document rooms of the Senate and House, for reference, 
and these copies shall not be removed; and of all publications of the Execu 
tive pepnetenenss not intended for their especial use, but made for distrib 

— shall be at once delivered to the superintendent of di 
ments for distribution to designated depositories and State and Territo! 
libraries. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of sect 
[59] 61. ; 

Mr. MANDERSON. I suggest to the chairman of the com 
mittee the advisability of striking out the words ‘‘the closing 
of the Fifty-third Congress’ and in lieu thereof inserting ‘‘firs' 
day of the first session of the Fifty-fourth Congress,” as those 
employés are to be are up to that date. 

Mr. GORMAN. [accept that suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be state. 

The SECRETARY. In section [59] 61, after the words ‘unt! 
the,” it is proposed to strike out ‘the closing of the Fifty-third 
Congress” and insert ‘‘first day of the first session of the F'ifty- 
fourth Congress;” so as to read: 

Provided, That this section shall not take effect until the first day of tho 
first session of the Fifty-fourth Congress, 

Mr.GORMAN. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Printing was, in section [60] 62, after the 
words ‘‘Sec. 62,” to insert ‘‘ The Joint Committee on Printing 
shall designate to the Public Printer a competent person, to be 
— by him, as superintendent of documents, and shall fix 
and regulate the compensation to be paid by the Public Printer 
to the person so designated and appointed;” in line 6, after the 
word “documents,” to strike out ‘‘in the Interior Department 
and insert ‘‘so designated and appointed;” in line 20, after the 
words ‘‘shall be,” to insert ‘‘returned to the Public Printer on 
the first day of each month, and be by him;” in line 22, after the 
word ‘‘ Treasury,” to strike out ‘quarterly and placed to the 
credit of the general fund for public printing” and insert 
‘‘monthly;” in line 26, after the word ‘‘report,” to strike out 
‘annually ” and insert ‘‘ monthly to the Public Printer;” and in 
line 28, after the word ‘‘same,” to insert: 

He shall have general supervision of the distribution of all public docu- 
ments, and to his custody shall be committed all documents subject to dis- 
tribution, excepting those printed for the special official use of the Execu- 
tive Departments, which shall bo delivered to said Departments, and those 
printed for the use of the two Houses of Congress, which shall be delivered 
to the folding rooms of said Houses and distributed or delivered ready for 


distribution to Members and Delegates upon their order by the superinten- 
dents of the folding rooms of the Senate and House of Representatives. 


So as to make the section read: 


Sxc. 62. The. Joint Committee on Printing shall designate to the Public 
Printer a competent person, to be appointed by him, as superintendent of 
documents, and shall fix and regulate the compensation to be paid by the 
Public Printer to the person so designated and appointed. The superin- 
tendent of documents so designated and appointed is hereby authorized to 
sell at cost amy public document in his charge, the distribution of which is 
not herein specifically directed, said cost to be estimated by the Public 
Printer and based upon printing fromstereotyped plates; but only one copy 
of any document shall be sold to the same person, excepting libraries or 
schools by which additional copies are desired for separate departments 
thereof, and members of Congress; and whenever any officer of the Govern- 
ment having in his charge documents published for sale shall desire to be 
relieved of the same, he is hereby authorized toturn them over to the super- 
intendent of documents, who shall receive and sell them under the pro- 
visions of this section. All moneys received from the sale of documents 
shall be returned to the Public Printer on the first day of each month, and 
be by him covered into the Treasury monthly, and the superintendent of 
documents shall report annually the number of copies of eachand every 
document ‘sold by him, and the price of the same. He also shall report 
monthly tothe Public Printer the number of documents received by him 
and the disposition made ofthesame. He shall havegeneral supervision of 
the distribution of all public documents, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [61] 63, line 4, before the 
word ‘“‘ Congress,” tostrike out ‘‘ Fifty-second ’ and insert ‘‘ Fifty- 
third;” and in line 12, after the word “character,” to insert, 
‘*He shall also prepare and print in one volume a consolidated 
index of Congressional documents, and shall index such single 
volumes of documents as the Joint Committee on Printing shall 
direct; ” so as to make the section read: 


Sxc. 63. The superintendent of documents shall, at the close of each reg- 
ular session of Congress, prepare and publish a comprehensive index of 
public documents, beginning with the Fifty-third Congress, upon such plan 
as shall be approved by the Joint Committee on Printing; and the Public 
Printer shall, immediately upon its publication, deliver to him a copy of 
each andevery document printed by the Government Printing Office; and 
the head of each of the Executive Departments, bureaus, and offices of the 
Government shall deliver to him a copy of each and every documentissued 
or published by such Department, bureau, or office not confidential in its 
character. He shall also prepare and print in one volume a consolidated 
index of Congressional documents, and shall index such single volumes of 
documents as the Joint Committee on Printing shall direct. 


Mr.GORMAN. At theend of the amendment which has just 
been read, after the word ‘‘ direct,” I move to insert what I send 
to to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section [61] 63, line 15, after the word 
“direct,” it is proposed to insert: 

Of the comprehensive index and of the consolidated index 2,000 copies 
each shall be printed and bound in addition to the usual number; 200 copies 
forthe use of the Senate, 800 for the use of the House, and 1,000 copies for 
distribution by the superintendent of documents. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Printing was, in 
section [62] 64, line 7, after the word “libraries,” to insert ‘‘ and 
document rooms;” and in line 23, after the word ‘‘loss,” to in- 
sert ‘anda similar invoiee shall be prepared and distribution 
made as above provided at the convening in regular session of 
each successive Congress;” so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 64. The Secret and Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate and the Clerk 
and peo of the use of tatives shall cause an invoice to 
be made of all public documents stored in and about the Capitol, other than 
those belonging to the quota of members of the — Congress, to the 
Library of Congress, and the Senate and House ibraries, and document 
rooms, and all such documents shall, by the superintendents, respectively, 
of the Senate and House folding rooms be put to the credit of Senators. 
Representatives, and Delegates of the present Con in quantities equa! 
in the number of volumes and as nearly as possible in value, to each mem- 
ber of Congress, and said documents shall be distributed upon the orders of 
Senators, Representatives, and Delegates, each of whom shall be supplied 
by the superintende_ts of the folding rooms with a list of the number and 


character of the publications thus put to his credit: Provided, That before 
said apportionment is made copies of any of these documents desired for 
the use of committees of the Senate or House shall be delivered to the chair 
men of such committees: And provided further, That.4 copies of each and all 
leather-bound documents shall be reserved and carefully stored, to be used 
hereafter in supplying deficiencies in the Senate and House Libraries caused 
by wear or loss, and a similar invoice shall be prepared and distribution 
made as above provided at the convening in recular session of each succes- 
sive Congress. ; 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, to insert after section [62] 64, line 26 
the following as a new section: 


SEc. 65. Upon the appointment of the superintendent of documents, as 
hereinbefore provided, the office of the superintendent of documents in the 
Department of the Interior shall be, and is hereby, abolished, and all laws 
now in force providing for the delivery tothe Department of the Interior 
of public documents for distribution, other than such as are for th: 


that Department, shall be, and the same are hereby, repealed 

Mr.GORMAN. I move to amend the amendment by addi 
to the proposed new section what I send to the desk. 

Tho PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 33, at the end of section 65, it is 
proposed to insert: 

Provided, That the distribution of the reports of the Eleventh Census sha 
be continued and completed by the superintendent of documents under « 
isting laws and regulations. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendmen 
of the Committee on Printing was, to insert, after section 65, the 
following as a new section: 

Sxc. 66. All official correspondence of the superintendent of co ren 
and all replies to the same shall be entitled to free transmission by m 
and he shall be entitled to frank public documents: Provided, Tha 
transmission of such mail matter envelopes, labels, or postal cards are 
on Which the name of the office and the penalty clause are printed 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after section 66, to insert as a ne 
section the following: 

SEc. 67. The Public Printer is hereby authorized and directed, upon t) 
requisition of the superintendent of documents, to appoint such assis! 
as may be necessary, and furnish such blanks and to dosuch printing and 
binding as are required by his office, the cost of the same to be charged 
against the appropriation for printing and binding for Congress, and | 
Public Printer shall provide convenient office, storage, and distributi 
rooms for the use of the superintendent of documents 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [63] 68, line 8, after the 
word ‘‘sale,’”’ to strike out ‘It shall be the duty of the super 
intendent of documents, within thirty days after the approval 
of this act, to prepare a catalogue of the hundreds of thousands 
of volumes now held in reserve and unavailable for distribution, 
and which catalogue shall be made aeeessible to all Senators, 
Representatives, and Delegates,and he shall apportion each and 
every sort of book and document equally among Senators, Re» 
resentatives, and Delegates;” soas to make the section read 

Sec. 68. Alldocuments at present remaining in charge of the several Ex r 
tive Departments, bureaus, and offices of the Government not required fo: 
official use shall be delivered to the superintendent of documents, and he 
after all public documents accumulating in said Departments, bureaus, and 
offices not needed for official use shall be annually turned over to the su 
intendent of documents for distribution or sale 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out section 64, in the fol- 
lowing words: 


Src. 64. Where, in the division among Senators, Representatives, an 
Delegates of extra copies of documents printed for the use of Congr 
there shall bea remainder beyond the number of 25 to each House of Con 


gress, the surplus beyond 25 shall be turned over by the superintendents o 
the folding rooms to the superintendent of documents for distribution an 
sale by him under the provisions of this law. All documents delivered to 
the superintendent of documents under the provisions of this section sha|! 
be divided and placed subject to the orders of the Senators and Members of 
the House of Representatives as follows: One-third of each kind of docu 
ment shall be set apart for the use of Senators and two-thirds for the use o! 
Members of the House. Each kind of documentso set apart shall be divide 
as nearly as may be equally among the respective members of each Hous« 
and the remainders, if any there be, shall be combined with other similar r 
mainders,and from time to time the combination of remainders sha! 
again divided equitably as nearly as may be among the mombers of 
Senate and the House respectively 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 20, to insert 
as a new section the following: 


Src. 69. Whenever in the division among Senators, Representatives 
and Delegates of documents printed for the use of Congress there shall be 
an apportionment to each or either House in round numbers, the Publi 
Printer shall notdeliver the full number soaccredited at the respective fol: 
ing rooms, but only the largest multiple of the number constituting the ful! 
membership of each or either House, including the Secretary and Ser n 
at-Arms of the Senate and Clerk and Doorkeeper of the House, which sha 
be contained in the round numbers thus accredited to each or either lHioure 
so that the number delivered shall divide evenly and without remainder 


among the members of the House to which they are delivered; and the re 
mainder of all documents thus resulting shall be turned ove » the super 
intendent of documents, to be distributed by him, first, to public and school 
libraries for the peso of completing broken set econd, to public and 
school libraries that ave not been supplied wit! iy portion of such sets 
and, lastly, by sale to other persons: said | ries to be named to him by 
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Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress; and in this distribu- 
tion, the superintendent of documents shall see that as far as practicable 
an equal allowance is made to each Senator, Representative, and Delegate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [65] 70, line 3, after the 
word ‘‘ which,” to strike out ‘‘shall be printed in the Official 
Gazette of the Patent Office, and during sessions of Congress 
also in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and;”’ in line 6, before the 
word ‘‘ month,” to insert ‘‘ preceding;” in line 7, after the word 
thereof,” to strike out ‘‘on the Ist day of July of each year 
he shall peagere and pases in pamphlet form for distribution 
and sale 2,000 copies of a catalogue of Government publications 
issued during the year, giving the price of each and where Pe. 
chasable,” and insert ‘2,000 copies of such catalogue shall be 
printed in pamphlet form for distribution;” so as to make the 
section read: 

Src, 70. A catalogue of Government eer shall be prepared by the 
superintendent of documents on the first day of each month, which shall 
show the documents printed during the preceding month, where obtainable, 
and the price thereof. Two thousand copies of such catalogue shall be 
printed in phamplet form for distribution. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not see any provision for bringing up 
the list of Government publications from 1881, since the publi- 
cation of the descriptive catalogue. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think the Senator from Missouri will find 
it in section [65] 70, if lam not mistaken. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think it is on page 32. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In what section? 

Mr. MANDERSON. At the end of section 63. The superin- 
tendent of documents is charged with that duty. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thatis the index. I do not see any pro- 
vision made for the list of publications between 1881 and the be- 
ginning of operations under the pending bill. There will bea 
hiatus, a lapse of time. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will look at that in a moment, and we can 
go back to it before we get through with the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Printing was to strike out section 66, in the 
following words: 

Szc, 66. When extra numbers in excess of 5,000 of any document shall be 
ordered by Congress, there shall be delivered to the superintendent of docu- 
ments 600 copies, to be taken ratably from the two Houses of Congress; and 
where less than 5,000 extra numbers are ordered, the superintendent shall 
receive 10 per cent of thenumber. Said copies shall be distributed by the 
superintendent of documents to designated depositories, preference being 
given to those named by Senators, Representatives, and Delegates. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [87] 71, line 5, after the 
word ‘' below,” to strike out ‘'500” and insert ‘'1,000;” so as to 
make the section read: 

Sxc. 71. The superintendent of documents shall thoroughly investigate 
the condition of all libraries that are now designated depositories, and 
whenever he shall ascertain that the number of books in any such library, 
other than college libraries, is below 1,000, other than Government publica- 
tions, or it has ceased to be maintained as a public library, he shall strike 
the same from the list, and the Senator, Representative, or Delegate shall 
designate another depository that shall meet the conditions herein required. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [69] 73, line 3, after the 
word ‘‘ same,” to strike out “‘ within nine monthsafter his term 
has expired ” and insert “prior to the convening of the next 
wacopedi ing Congress;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec, 73. Any Senator, Representative, or Delegate having public docu- 
mentsto his credit at the expiration of his term of office shall take the same 
— to the convening of the next succeeding Congress, and if he shall not 

0 80 within such period he shall forfeit them to his successor in office. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [70] 74, after line 5, to 
strike out: 


Ofthe A 
Senate, 


icultural Re 
,000 for the 


rt, 500,000 copies; of which 110,000 shall be for the 
ouse, and 30,000 for distribution by the agricultural 
Department: Provided, That 75,000 copies of the Government work known 
as *‘ Diseases of the Horse’ be printed, 50,000 for the use of the House and 
25,000 for the use of the Senate. 


And insert: 


Tho annual report of the Secretary of Agriculture shall hereafter be sub- 
mitted and printed in two ts, as follows: Part 1, which shall contain 
purely business and executive matter which it is necessary for the Secre- 
-~ 4 submit to the President and Congress; part 2, which shall contain 
such reports from the different bureaus and divisions, and such papers pre- 
eee by their special agents, accompanied by suitable illustrations as shall, 

the opinion of the Secretary, be specially suited to interest an‘ instruct 
the farmers of the country, and to include a general oo of the operations 
of the de ment for their information. There shall be printed of 1, 
1,000 copies for the Senate, 2,000 for the House, and 3,000 copies for the De- 
partment of iculture; and of part 2, 100,000 copies for the use of the Sen- 
ate, 200,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 30,000 
for the use of the Department of Sr the illustrations for the same 
to be executed under the supervision of the Public Printer, in accordance 
with directions of the Joint Committee on Printing, said illustrations to be 
subject to the approval of the Secretary of Agriculture; and the title of eacb 
of the said parts shall be such as to show that such part is complete in itself. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. It is proposed to strike out the House pro- 
vision as to the Agricultural Report in the following words: 


Of the Agricultural Report, 500,000 copies; of which 110,000 shall be for the 
Senate, 360,000 for the House, and 30,000 for distribution by the Agricultura] 
Department: Provided, That 75,000 copies of the Government work known 
as ‘Diseases of the Horse” be printed, 50,000 copies for the use of the House 
and 25,000 for the use of the Senate. i 


The amendment proposed by the committee is a long provision. 

Mr.GORMAN. It provides that the Agricultural Report 
shall be printed in two parts. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the object of that? 
the Secretary of Agriculture say about it? 

Mr. GORMAN. The provision for the publication of the Av- 
ricultural Report in two parts is inserted at the request of the 
Secretary. Itwillsaveagreatamountof printing. Of the firs; 
part, which is to contain purely business and executive matter, 
necessary for the Secretary to submit to the President and Con- 
gress, a small number is to be printed, while of the second part, 
which is for general distribution, the edition is to be larger. 
It is done at the suggestion of the Department; and after care- 
ful consideration by the committee they thought it a wise pro- 
vision. 

The House has already practically passed the same provision. 
The only change is as to the number of copies of the reports. 
It is reduced very largely. The House sent the bill here witha 
provision for 500,000 copies. We have cut down the number to 
100,000 copies of thesecond partfor the Senate and 200,000 copies 
for the House. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This change will throw the matter into 
conference, I believe. Ido not see asolitary member of the im- 
portant Committee on Agriculture and Forestry here for the pro- 
tection of the agricultural interest, but—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. So far as I am concerned I feel that the 
bill as it is proposed to be amended by the Senate committee 
will so commend itself to the other House that the chances are 
the amendments of the Senate will be agreed to. One embar- 
rassment in the road of that conclusion is the cutting down of 
the number of Agricultural Reports. Personally I should be 
pleased to see some increase of the number, hoping that it 
might have the effect of which I speak, having the bill accepted 
by the House without a conference. So, if itis agreeable to my 
colleague on the committee, I think that ona little consultation 
with the gentleman who sits by his side we can probably reach 
a number which will be agreeable to both. 

Mr. GORMAN. What number does the Senator from Ne- 
braska suggest? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I would suggest that of part 2, which 
will be the popular edition, we should increase the number to 
400,000 copies. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Put in the number provided in the bil! as 
it passed the other House. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is 500,000 copies; a rather large 
number. 

Mr. GORMAN. The provision as it came from the other 
House is 110,000 copies for the Senate and 360,000 copies for the 
House. That has been the rule. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri desire that there shall be 110,000 copies for the Senate and 
360,000 copies for the House? | 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the Senator had better put the 
number just the way it was when the other House passed the 
bill. The matter will still be open in conference, as a matter o! 
course. 

Mr. MANDERSON. But if we put it as the other House hac 
it there will be nothing in conference. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is proposed to amend the section, any 
way, and the number of copies will be in conference as well as 
anything else, so far as that is concerned. 

r. GORMAN. I move toamend the amendment of the com- 
mittee by inserting in line 28, after the word ‘‘bundred,” the 
words “‘and ten,” and in line 29, after the word ‘‘Senate,” hy 
striking out ‘‘two hundred ” and inserting “ three hundred ani 
sixty;” so as to read: 

And of part 2, 110,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 360,000 copies for the 
use of the House of Representatives. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendmen’ 
of the Committee on Printing was,in section [70] 74, line °°, 
after the word “Industry,” to strike out “fifty” and insert 
‘“‘thirty;” in line 39, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out 
thirteen” and insert ‘‘seven;” in line 40, before the word 
thousand,” to strike out ‘‘twenty-seven” and insert ‘‘four- 
teen,” and in line 41, before the word “thousand,” strike out 
“ten” and insert ‘‘nine;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


Of the report of the Bureau of Animal Industry, 30,000 copies, of which 
7,000 shall be for the Senate, 14,000 for the House, and 9,000 for distrinution 
by the Agricultural Department. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in section [70] 74, line 44, before the 
word “copies,” to strike out ‘'5,500” and insert ‘‘ 4,000;” and in 
line 46, before the word “copies,” to strike out ‘' 2,500” and in- 
sert ‘'1,000;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

Of the annual report of the Chief of the Weather Bureau, 4,000 copies; 1,000 


copies for the Senate, 2,000 copies for the House, and 1,000 copies for the Bu- 
reau. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [70] 74, line 50, after the 
word “distribution,” to insert ‘‘or sale;” in line 52, after the 
word ‘‘ Congress,” to insert ‘‘and the usual number;” in line 53, 
after the words ‘‘for the,” to strike out ‘‘public service ’ and 
insert ‘‘ Navy Department,” and in line 54, after the word ‘‘fol- 
lowing ” to insert: 


The Secretary of the Navy is also authorized to cause additional copies of 
the Ephemeris, and of the Nautical Almanac extracted therefrom, to be 
printed for the public service and for sale tonavigators and others: Provided, 
That all money received from sales of the Ephemeris and of the Nautical 
Almanac shall be nye ae in the Treasury and placed to the credit of the 
general fund for public printing. 

So as to make the paragraph read: 


Of the Ephemeris and Nautical Almanac and of the papers supplement- 
ary thereto, 1,500 copies; 100 copies for the Senate, 400 for the House, and 
1,000 for distribution orsale by the Navy Department. The500 copies printed 
for Congress and the usual number shall be for the calendar year next fol- 
lowing, and those for the Navy Department for the third year following. 
‘The Secretary of the Navy is also authorized to cause additional copies of 
the Ephemeris, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, in section [70] 74, line 83, after the 
word ‘‘copies,” to strike out ‘‘ 2,000’ and insert ‘1,500; ” in line 
84, after the word ‘‘ Senate,” to strike out ‘‘five” and insert 
‘‘three;” and in line 85, before the words ‘‘ for distribution, 
strike out ‘'1,000” and insert ‘'3,500;” so as to make the para- 
graph read: 

Of the report of the Bureau of Ethnology, 8,000 copies, 1,500 for the Sen- 
ate, 3,000 for the House, and 3,500 for distribution by the Bureau of Eth- 
nology. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [70] 74, line 107, after the 
word ‘‘Survey,” to strike out “twelve” and insert ‘‘ uniform 
with the preceding reports, ten;” in line 109, before the word 
thousand,” to strike out ‘‘eight” and insert “four,” and in line 
110, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ two ” and insert 
‘‘four;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


Of the report of the Geological Survey, uniform with the preceding re- 
pores 10,000 copies; 2,000 for the Senate, 4,000 for the House, 4,000 for distri- 

ution by the Geological Survey. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendmentwas, in section [70] 74, line 112, before 
the word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five” and insert 
‘*twenty;” in the same line, before the word ‘ thousand,” to 
strike out “‘eight” and insert ‘‘ five;” in line 113, before the 
word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘sixteen ” and insert ‘ ten;” 
and in line 114, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out 
“eleven” and insert ‘‘five;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

Of the report of the Commissioner of Labor, 20,000 copies; 5,000 for the 
am for the House, and 5,000 for distribution by the Commissioner 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [70] 74, line 115, before the 
word *‘ report,” to insert ‘‘annual;” in line 116, before the word 
‘*thousand,” to strike out “ five” and insert ‘“ three;” in line 117, 
after the words ‘‘House, and” strike out ‘‘ two thousand;” in line 
118, after the word ‘‘ commission,” to insert— 
there may be printed such number of said report and other documents inci- 
comes interstate commerce for distribution by them as they may deem ex- 

And after line 120, to strike out: 


Of the reports and decisions of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
provided for in the act of March 2, 1889, 3,000 copies; 500 for the Senate, 1.000 
for the House, and 1,500 for distribution by the Commission. 


So as to read: 
Of the annual report of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 3,000 
copies; 1,000 for the Senate, 2,000 for the House, and for the use of the Com- 


mission there may be printed such number of said report and other docu- 
ments incident to interstate commerce for distribution by them as they 


raay deem expedient. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I see no provision here for printing the 
decisions of the Interstate Commerce Commission, the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, and the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office. Here we have bureaus and departments rendering im- 
portant decisions, and we are legislating without knowing what 
those decisions are, or having any conception of them. I be- 
lieve, although Iam not sure of it, that the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission has courteously furnished Senators with a 
copy of its decisions. We ought to have a provision here, and 
I call upon the Committee on Printing to see that it goes in the 
bill, requiring the Commission to send each Senator and Repre- 
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sentative one copy of its decisions as a matter of justice and 
right. 

Mr.GORMAN. The bill as it came from the other House, as 
the Senator from Missouri will see if he will look at the third 
paragraph on page 43, contained « provision for printing the re- 
ports and decisions of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
provided for in the act of March 2, 1893; 3,000 copies, 500 for the 
Senate, 1,000 for the House, and 1,500 for distribution by the 
Commission. ; 

Mr. MANDERSON. If the Senatorfrom Maryland will allow 
me,I will state to the Senator from Missouri that the provision 
as to the decisions of the Interstate Commerce Commission was 
stricken from the bill on the suggestion of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission because their decisions are printed in the 
same manner as the decisions of the Supreme Courtof the United 
States, by some method of contract, as provided by law. 

I think every member of Congress is usually supplied with 
one copy of these decisions by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission out of their supply. Itwas because of that fact that the 
House provision was stricken out. We have in the committee 
room, I know, a letter from the Interstate Commerce Commis 
sion which explains the matter quite fully. They gave such 
abundant reasons for striking it out that we did not hesitate to 
comply with their suggestion. Before the bill is disposed of we 
will get the letter to which I refer. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to striking out the 
paragraph; but I do not want the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion to understand from the fact that it is stricken out that Sen- 
ators do not desire a copy of its decision. That is the point. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not think they will so understand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think there ought also to be some pro- 
vision in the bill for copies of the decisions of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office and the Commissioner of Pensions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on Printing. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Printing was, in section [70] 74, line 241, to 
strike out ‘‘ Treasury” and insert ‘‘ Treasurer;” so as to read, 
‘the report of the Treasurer.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [70] 74, after line 253, to 
insert: 

Of the report of the American Historical Association, 3,000 copies: 500 for 
the Senate, 1,000 for the House, and 1,500 for distribution by the association 
and the Smithsonian Institution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [70] 74, line 279, after the 
word * House,” to insert ‘‘ in addition to those published as part 
of the departmental report;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

Of the finance report of the Secretary of the Treasury, the report on com 
merce and navigation, on internal commerce, of the Director of the Mint on 
the production of precious metals, and of Mineral Resources of the United 
States, there shall be printed 1,000 copies of each for the Senate and 2,000 for 
the House in addition to those published as part of the departmental re 
port. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [70] 74, line 297, after the 
word ‘‘number,” to strike out ‘'2,000 copies” and insert ‘50 
copies bound in full morocco, with gilt edges, shall be delivered 
to the family of the deceased, and 1,950 copies in cloth binding;” 
and in line 302, after the word ‘*‘ thousand,” to insert ‘* also in 
cloth binding;” so as to read: 

There shail be printed of eulogies of deceased Senators, Representative 
and Delegates 8,000 copies, of which number 50 copies, bound in full moro 
with gilt edges, shall be delivered to the family of the deceased, and 1,050 
copies in cloth binding shall be delivered tothe Senators, Representative 
or Delegates of the State or Territory represented by thedeceased. Ther 
maining number, also incloth binding, shall be distributed in the proy 
tion of 2,000 to the Senate and 4,000 to the House. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [70] 74, line 341, after the 
word ‘‘follows,” to insert ‘‘and shall furnish gratuitiously no 
others in addition thereto;” so as to read: 

The Public Printer shall furnish the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as follower, 
and shall furnish gratuitiously no others in addition thereto 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, insection [70] 74, line 345, before the 
word ‘‘ copies,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five” and insert ‘‘twenty;”’ 
in the same line, after the word ‘‘ copies,” to insert ‘‘ and to the 
Secretary for office use, 5 copies;” in line 347, after the word 
‘*sent,” to insert ‘‘ by the superintendent of documents;” in line 
349, after the word “libraries,” to insert ‘‘ other than designated 
depositories;” in line 351, after the word ‘“ Congress,” to strike 
out ‘in addition to this number, 14 copies of the RECORD of 
the extraordinary session of the Fifty-third Congress shall be 
furnished each Representative and Delegate;” in line 354, before 
the word “clerk,” to insert ‘‘ the;’ in the same line, after the 
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word ** Doorkeeper,” to strike out ‘‘ for use;” in line 355, before 
the word ‘‘copies,” to strike out ‘‘twenty-five” and insert 
‘*twenty;” and after the word ‘‘ copies,” in the same line, to in- 
sert ‘‘and to the Clerk, for office use, 5 copies;” so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

To the Vice-President and each Senator, 44 copies; and to the Secretary 
and Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, each 20 copies; and to the Secretary for 
office use,5 copies; to each Repueasiamive and Delegate, 80 copies, of which 
number 8 copies shall be sent y the superintendent of documents one each 
to such public or school libraries other than designated depositories as shall 
be designated for this purpose by each yy and Delegate in Con- 
gress; and to the Clerk and Doorkeeper of the House, each 20 co ; and to 
the Clerk, for office use, 5 copies; to be supplied daily as o ally published 
or in the revised and permanent form bound only in half Russia, or part in 
form as each may elect. 


The amendment was agreed to. _ , : 

The next amendment was, in section [70] 74, in the items for 
the distribution of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, to strike out 
lines 365 and 366 in the following words: 

To the Vice-President, one copy of the daily and one bound copy. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [70] 74, line 376, after the 
word “‘ the,” to strike out “elective officers of the Senate and 
House, and to the;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

To the superintendent of the Senate and House document rooms, each one 
copy of the dally and one bound copy. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ ; 

The next amendment was, in section [70] 74, line 404, after the 
word “ war,” to strike out: 

Is hereby directed to ascertain what number of copies of the firsi five vol- 
umes of the Rebellion Record is required to complete sets of this series in 
the possession of libraries or persons ee with subsequent volumes un- 
der existing provision of law, whether such distribution has been through the 
‘War Department or otherwise; and the Public Printer is authorized and di- 
rected to furnish, upon the requisition of the Secretary of War, the number 
of copies of each volume uired for this p , Which shall be used exclu- 
sively by the Secretary of War for completing such sets. And the Public 
Printer is further authorized and directed to furnish a complete set of the 
Rebellion Record to each Senator and Member of the present Congress not 
already by law entitled to receive the same. 

And insert: 

Is hereby authorized and directed to furnish a complete set of the Official 
Records of the Unionand Confederate Armies toeach Senator and Member otf 
the present Congress not already entitled by law to receive the same; and he 
is further authorized to use for this purpose such incomplete sets as remain 
on hand uncalled for by beneficiaries @ dad to receive them under the 
authority contained in the acts so A t 7, 1882, and March 10, 1888; 
and the Secretary of War will call upon the Public Printer to print and bind 
such volumes or parts of volumes as will enable him to fill out the incom- 
plete sets hereinbefore referred to; 

So as to make the paragraph read: 

The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to furnish a com- 

lete set of the OMicial Records of the Unionand Confederate Armies toeach 

senator and Member of the present Congress not already entitled by law to 
receive the same, etc. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 422, after the words ‘‘such incom- 
plete sets,” I move to insert ‘not including any to the credit of 
Senators.” ; 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Printing was,in section [70] 74, line 434, 
after the word ‘‘ Office,” to insert ‘“‘ not exceeding five of each;” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

There shall be printed of the annual papene of the Public Printer 1,000 
copies, to be distributed under his direction, and he may retain out of all 
documents, bills, and resolutions printed the number of copies absolutely 
meenen cor ae official use of the Government Printing Office, not exceeding 

ve of each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [70] 74, line 454, after the 
words ‘‘State or,” tostrike out “county” and insert ‘‘ country;” 
so 9s to make the paragraph read: 

Said list shall exhibit the salary, compensation, and emoluments allowed 
vo each of said officers, agents, clerks, and other employés, the State or 
country in which he was born, the State or Territory and Congressional 
distrigt and county of which he is a resident and from which he was ap- 
pointed to office, and where employed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [70] 74, line 470, after 
‘‘the,” to strike out ‘‘superintendent of documents in ” and in- 
sert ‘chief clerk;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

The Secretary of the Interior shall cause the Official ter to be edited, 
indexed, and published by the chief clerk of the Interior t, onthe 
Ist-day of December following the ist day of July above mentioned. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Printing was, in 
section [70] 74, line 538, after the word ‘‘him,” to insert ‘‘if 

80 


needed; as to make the parapraph read: 

Fourth. The t of the Commissioner of Patents for the fiscal year, 
note 00 in number, for distribution by him; the Annual Report ct 
the oner of Patents to Congress, t the list 


sates Be 
exceeding 1,500 in number, for distribution by ; and of the Be | 


port of the Commissionerof Patents to Congress, with the list of patents. 
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copies for sale by him, if needed, and in addition thereto the usual number 
y shall be printed. ; 
The amendment was agreed to. 
_ The next amendment was,in section [70} 74, after the word 
** prescribe,” in line 577, to insert the following proviso: 
Provided, That the entire work may be done at the Government Printing 
Office whenever in the judgment of the Joint Committee on Printing the 
same would be to the interest of the Government. 5 
So as to make the paragraph read: 


All printing for the Patent Office making use of lithography or pho! 
oereeny, together with the plates for the same, shall be contracted 5) 
and performed under the direction of the Commissioner of Patents, unde, 
such limitations and conditions as the Joint Committee on Printing may 
from time to time prescribe, and all other Frnies for the Patent Office sha/| 
be done by the Public Printer under such limitations and conditions as th» 
Joint Committee on Printing may from time to time pease: Provided. 
That the entire work may be done at the Government Printing Office when 
ever in the judgment of the Joint Committee on Printing the same w 1 
be to the interest of the Government. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [70) 74, line 585, after tho 
word ‘‘sent,” to insert ‘except that notice that it has been sent, 
with a request for an acknowledgement of its receipt, may be 
given;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

No report, document, or publication of any kind distributed by or trom 
an Executive Department or bureau of the Government shall contain «: 
notice that same is sent with “the compliments” of an officer of the Go 
ernment, or with any special notice that it is sosent, except that noti 
that it has been sent, with a request for an acknowledgment of its receip* 
may be given. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of secti 
[78] 82, on page 65. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 65, section 82, I wish to cal 
tention to the following paragraph, beginning with line 7: 

The executive and miscellaneous documents and the reports of e: 
House of Congress shall be designated as ‘‘House documents,”’ ‘Sena 
documents,” ‘House reports,”’ ‘Senate reports,” thus making two clas 
for each House. 

There ought to be some better designation than that. Thes 
reports are to be edited by somebody, and there ought to be son 
system and method in their publication. Certain reports oug)i' 
to be bound together and certain others bound together, ani 
then the volume ought to be entitled, ‘‘ Reports of Committ: 
on Claims,” ‘‘ Reports of Committee on Military Affairs,” ‘ Re 

rts of Committee on War Claims,” ‘‘ Report of Committee on 

ensions,” and so on, and not mix them up so that we shall no: 
know anything at all about them. There never has been suc) 
an admixture of publications any place in the world as in o 
public documents. There is nothing on earth on the back of t!: 
reports to tell you what is in the volume, and you do not kn 
whether it is the Committee on Woman’s Suffrage or the Com- 
mittee on Finance, or the Committee on Claims when you te 
the word ‘‘ Report” on the backofthedocument. itis very litt! 
trouble to put on just a few words more so as to indicate on 1 
back of the book what the documents are. 

Mr. GORMAN. In answer to the Senator from Missouri, ! 
will state that the very object of this provision is to cure tha‘ 
defect. It will cover the very trouble theSenator complains 0/. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How can that be the case if this direction 
is followed: ‘‘ Senate Documents,” ‘‘ House Documents?” 

Mr. GORMAN. The title will indicate precisely what the 
document is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘Then why putin a provision as to ‘‘Sen- 
ate documents,” ‘‘House documents,” ‘‘Senate reports,” an: 
** House reports?” 

Mr. MANDERSON. I thinkIcan relieve the mind of the 
Senator from Missouri by making a suggestion. The object of 
thisparticular provision is simply to get rid of that which is in 
vogue at the present time and which iscertainly very confusing. 
We have, for instance, in bound form Senate Executive docu- 
ments, Senate Miscellaneous documents, House Executive doc- 
uments, and House miscellaneous documents, and besides thes» 
Senate reports and House reports, making six different sets 0! 
books that go to make what we call the usual number which 
receive at the expiration of each Congress. The eee of this 
paragraph was to simplify that as much as possible and make a: 
to the documents which pertain to the Senate but two kinds, 
Senate documents, which would include both the miscellaneou- 
and the Executive, and Senate reports; and the same distinct ©: 
is to apply as to the other House. oe 

I realize the importance of having placed upon the back © 
every book the subject-matter that is within its lids. The difl- 
culty, however, is that asto the House and Senate reports they 
are upoa such numerous subjects that it is impossible to max° 
that distinction. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are not so many committees. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is certainly im ible as to House 
and Senate documents. Many different documents on differen’ 
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subjects as they come in and are published will necessarily go 


to make one volume. Now, we have attempted to reach the 
difficulty by this provision. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Allow me to interrupt 
Nebraska. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As to the Senate reports, all that is nece 
sary is to have the words ‘‘Committee on Claims,” ‘‘ Committee 
on Military Affairs,” 
ing the committees. The publication would include all the re- 
ports of the session, and that would be a very great improve- 
ment. When it comes to executive documents and miscellan- 
eous documents, they ought to be put together and some desig- 
nation put upon the volumes. If they are Senate Executive 
documents the words ‘‘Jnterior,” ‘‘ War,” ‘‘Navy,” and so on, 


the Senator from | 
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other special publications of the Hydrographic Office;” 
make the additional proviso read: 

P led further, That the Secretary of the Treasury may authorize the 
printing of the notices to mariners, tide tables, coast pilots, bulletins, and 
other special publications of the Coast and Geodetic Survey and ofthe Light- 
I ise Board, and the Secretary of the Navy may authorize the as 

f the charts, maps, notices to mariners, tide tables, light lists, sailing di 
tions, bulletins, and other special publications of the Hydrographic Of 


fice in such editions the interests of the Gover ent and of the public 
may require 

The amendment was agreed to. 

rhe nextamendment was, in section [87] 91, line 13, after the 


word ‘ resolutions,” to insert, ‘*except the State Dep irtment, 


to which shall be sent ten copies of bills and resolutions;” and 
in line 16, after the word ‘‘resolutions,” to strike out ‘ except 
| State Department, to which shall be sent ten copies of bills and 


should be put on the back—just a few words that way, to desig- | 


nate the volumes. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There is no doubt of that: and I think 
we have reached it by the preceding paragraph. 

Every public document— 

Thatmeans everything; there can not be a more general term 
than that— 

Every public document of sufficient size on any one subject shall be bound 
separately. and receive the title suggested by the subject of the volume, 
which shall be the chief title, and the classification of the volume shall be 
placed on the back at the bottom, as simply indicating its classification and 
not as a part of the title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
and make the chief title, ‘‘ House documents,” ‘‘Senate docu- 
ments,” ‘‘ House reports and ‘‘ Senate reports? ” 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ido not think it limits it. 
enlarges it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itsays, ‘‘ The executive and miscellaneous 
documents and the reports of each House of Congress shall be 
designated as ‘ House documents,’ ‘Senate documents,’ ‘ House 
reports,’ ‘Senate reports.’” 

fr. MANDERSON. 


it 


IT think 


‘*Thus making two classes for each | 


resolutions;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 01. The heads of Executive Departments, and such executive ; 
as are not connected with the Departments, respectively, shall cause daily 
examination of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD for the purpose of noting do 
uments, reports, and other publications of interest to their Departmen 
and shall cause an immediate order to be sent to the Public Printer for the 


| number of copies of such publications required for official use, not to es 


But does not the next provision limit that, | 


House;” but they will come under the rule which obtains as to | 


every public document. That is provided forimmediately before 
in the bill, and will ‘‘ receive the title suggested by the subject 
of the volume.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
is properly carried out it will be sufficient. 

r. MANDERSON. [I think it does. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But I fear when the Public Printer comes 
to take it up you will find the publications entitled ‘‘ House re- 
ports,” ‘‘Senate reports,” and ‘‘ House documents” and “ Sen- 
ate documents,” and you will have no more idea of what is in- 
side of the volumes than you have of what is going on in the 
moon. 

Mr. MANDERSON. We had in contemplation the very re- 
form the Senator desires, andif there can be any question about 
the wording I should be very glad if the Senator would suggest 
anamendment that would make it clear. It might be well to 
add after the word ‘‘ House,” 
thereof shall designate the subject treated upon,” or words to 
that effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is that amendment suggested? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I suggest language which I think will 
make it clear beyond a doubt. It reads: 

The executive and miscellaneous documents and the reports of each 
House of Congress shall be designated as ‘‘House documents,” ‘‘ Senate 


documents,” ‘‘ House reports,” “Senate reports,” thus making two classes 
for each House. 


I move to add, after the word ‘‘ House:” 


And each volume shall receive the title suggested by its subject-matter, 
Clearly placed upon its back 


in line 10, ‘‘and each volume | 


if they come under that provision and it | 


ceed, however, the number of bureaus in the Department and divisions in 
the office of the head thereof. The Public Printer shall send to each Exec- 

| utive Department and to each executive office not connected with the bx 
partments, as soon as printed, five copies of all bills and resolutions, excey 
the State Department, to which shall be sent ten copies of bills andr 
tions. When the head of a Department desires a greater number of a 
class of bills or resolutions for official use, they shail be furn l 
Public Printer on requisition promptly mad: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [90] 94, line 8, after the 
word ‘‘the,” to strike out ‘‘Chief Justice” and insert “ clerk; 
so as to make the section read: 

SEc. #4. When any Department, the Supreme Court, the Court of Claim 
or the Library of Congress shall require printing or binding to be done, it 
shall be on certificate that such work be necessary for the public service 
whereupon the Public Printer shall furnish an estimate of the « by t 
principal items for such printing or binding so called for, after \ ! | 

| sitions shal! be made upon him therefor by the head of such Department 
the clerk of the Supreme Court, Chief Justice of the Court of Claims 
Librarian of Congress; and the Public Printer shall place the cost 

| to the debit of such Department in its annual appropri 
and binding. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [93] 97, line 6, aft 
word ‘‘ therefore,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That no envelope furnished by the Goverr n i 
any business address or advertisement 

So as to make the section read: 

Src. 97. The Postmaster-General shall contract for al i } tamp 


or otherwise, designed for sale to the public, or for use by his r other 
Departments, and may contract for them to be plain or wi I 
matter as may be prescribed by the Department making r 
for: Provided, That no envelope furnished by the Government 
any business 2ddress or advertisement 


The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, in section [96] 100, line 3, after 


| word “‘ work,” toinsert ‘* incident to stationery or blank book 


in line 9, before the word ‘‘ Provided,” to insert ‘‘ respectively 


and in line 12, after the word ‘‘ entitled,” to strike out ‘‘ on” and 
insert ‘‘an;” so as to read: 
Sec. 100, All future orders or requisitions for printing or binding sha 
governed by the provisions of this act; and all printing, binding, and oth 
| work incident to stationery or blank books required for the Senate and 


Mr. COCKRELL. That would be more comprehensive than | 


what I was going to suggest. I was going to suggest ‘‘ House 
Reports, naming the committees,” and ‘‘ Senate Reports, nam- 
ing the committees.”” When you know what the committee is 
and know its jurisdiction you have some idea of what the re- 
ports coming from that committee contain. But the amend- 
ment suggested by the Senator from Nebraska I think will be 
satisfactory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

_The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘ House,” in line 10, page 
65, insert ‘‘each volume shall receive the title suggested by its 
subject-matter, clearly placed upon its back.” 

he amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Printing was in section [86] 90, line 25, after 
the word “board,” to insert ‘‘and the Secretary of the Nav 
may authorize the printing of the charts, maps, notices to mari- 
ners, tide tables, light lists, sailing directions, bulletins, and 


House of Representatives, or the committees and officers ther 


u soe Loe iit 
with the material necessary to such work, shall be furnished by the Publi 
the 


Printer on requisition of the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of 
House of Representatives, respectively: Provided, That each Senator and 
Representative shall be entitled to the binding in half morocco, or materia 
no more ar ee pe of but one copy of each public document to which } 
may be entitled, an account of which, with each Senator and Represen 
tive, shall be kept by the Secretary and Clerk, respectivel; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr.GORMAN. Onpage 43, line 112, after the word ‘‘ twent 
I move to insert ‘‘ five,” and at the end of line 113, to stri 
‘*five” and insert ‘‘ ten.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be sta 

The SECRETARY. In section [70] 74, on page 43, line 112, 
the word ‘‘ twenty,” it is proposed to insert “five,” and in line 
113, before the word ‘ thousand,” to strike out “five” and in- 
sert “ ten;” so as to make the clause read: 

Of the Report of the Commissioner of Labor, 25, ple ”) 
Senate, 10,000 for the House, and 10,000 for distribution by 
of Labor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.GORMAN. On page 40, at the end of 
the amendment which I send to the desk. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will! be stated 

The SECRETARY. In section [70] 74, page 40, line 
posed to insert: 

Provided, That one edition of 75,000 copies of th » . mD 
of the Horse be printed; of which 50,000 copies shal! be for the use 
House of Representatives. and 25,000 copies for the use of t 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. GORMAN. On page 41, line 82, after the word ‘ Eth- 
nology,” I move to insert what I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section [70] 74, on page 41, line 82, after 
the word “ Ethnology,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ uniform with 
the preceding volumes of the series ;” so as to read: 

Of the Keport of the Bureau of Ethnology, uniform with the preceding 
volumes of the series, 8,000 copies, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. Loffer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will bestated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 3, line 7, page 2, after the word 
Denver,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘San Francisco;” so as to 
read: 

The Joint Committee on Printing shall fix upon standards of paper for the 
different descriptions of public printing and binding, and the Public Printer 
shall, under their direction, advertise in two newspapers, published in each 
of the cities of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Washington, 
Cincinnati, St. Louis, Louisville, Omaha, Denver, San Francisco, and Chi- 
cago, for sealed proposals to furnish the Government with paper, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. On page 22, line 5, after the words ‘‘ cost of,” 
I move to strike out ‘the metal and making to the Govern- 
ment,” and insert ‘‘ composition.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section [51] 53, on page 22, line 5, after 
the words ‘‘ cost of,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ the metal and 
making to the Government” and insert ‘‘ composition;” so as to 
read: 

Sec. 53. The Public Printer shall sell, under such regulations as the Joint 
Committee on Printing may prescribe, to any person or Ts who ma 
apply, additional or duplicate stereotype or electrotype plates from whic 


any Government oe is printed, at a price not to exceed the cost of 
composition and 10 per cent added. 


Mr. MANDERSON. There is no composition on these plates. 
Let me explain to the Senator that they are electrotype plates, 
which are taken from the type; these are duplicates of such 
plates; and I do not see how composition can enter into their 
cost. 

Mr. PEFFER. I so understand, but the organized printers 
complain that this is taking away part of the work which they 
would be entitled to if the matter was set up againfresh. These 
plates are the stereotyped plates of matter which has once been 
set up by the printers in the Government Printing Office. 
There are publishers in other parts of the country who are anx- 
ious to procure these old plates simply because they can be had 
cheaply, and they are used in the reprinting of the same kind 
of work. The printers object to that. They say if other pub- 
lishers desire to have the benefit of this matter, they ought to 
pay the printers for resetting it. That is the object, and the 
enly object of the amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The printers would not be paid. It 
simply would be to increase the amount that the private party 
would pay the Government for the electrotype plates; it would 
= no money in the pocket of any printer. If it had that result, 

might feel in accord with the Senator. 

The only purpose of this provision is where the Government 
has published all that it may desire for that gratuitous distribu- 
tion which is our system, and some private party desires some 
of those plates to illustrate any work he may be printing, the 
Public Printer may be allowed to sell to him at the cost of the 
metal and the making of the duplicate electrotype plate. Of 
course we never part with the original, and no copyright can be 
obtained by the use of that plate by a private party. But Ido 
not see exactiy how we could get at the cost of the composition 
of an onemeurne plate. There is no composition in it. 

Mr. PEFFER. I understand that very well, but [ do not 
think the Senator from Nebraska quite catches the point that 
is made by the printers, for whom I am speaking. There isa 
certain amount of printed matter set up by the printers in the 
Government Printing Office for the printing of certain Govern- 
ment works—I do not mean engravings, but printed matter. 

Take, forexample, say a column ora page of the CONGREs- 
SIONAL Recorp. That matter has all been set up once by the 
printers in the Government Gog ee using the ty one 
ata time, the spaces, quads, etc. e printers insist, after this 
matter has been stereotyped so that no further composition is 
required, if that matter is desired by private publishers, who 
want to sell the same matter again to the people, that in some 
way or other what the composition of the original matter cost 
ought to be taken out of the publishers, so that in one form or 
another the cost of the recomposition will be added in some 
department of the Government: that is to say, after the printers 
have once set up a certain amount of matter, that ought not to 
be sold to people on the outside at a less rate than it has 
cost the Government to set it up. 
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Having said this much, I have presented the views of the 
printers, and that is, of course, all I care about. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will state that this section, which was 
in a bill similar to this which passed the Senate two years ago, 
came as a suggestion from the Public Printing Office, and the 
Public Printer, Mr. Palmer, was particular to express his de- 
sire—and he certainly would not act in contravention of the 
rights and privileges of any printer in this country—that the 

rice of this matter should be ‘‘ the cost of the metal and mak- 
ing to the Government.” Ido not see exactly how we could es- 
timate the cost of the composition, for that is more than the 
cost of the plate. 

Mr. PEFFER. Icanexplain that to the Senator quite readily. 
I do not know what the printers here are receiving for compo- 
sition, but out in the part of the country where I live printers 
are receiving in the neighborhood of 40 cents per thousand ems. 
That perhaps is a fair average in daily newspaper offices. The 
number of ems that would be upona page of matter would be 
paid for according tothethousand. Say thereare20,000ems ina 
column—I do not know how much there is, but, to illustrate, say 
there are 20,000 ems ina column of printed matter in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, and say that it costs 50 cents a thousand. 
The composition of that column, then, would cost $10. What 
the printer wants is, when these plates that would cover 20,00) 
ems are sold, the Government should receive $10 for them, in- 
stead of merely the cost of the metal, which would perhaps be 
about 25 cents. Thatis the point. 

I see very well how the Government can afford to sell this metal, 
because it is type metal, and it is not at all a troublesome mat- 
ter. To make the stereotype plate costs but little labor, and 
after it has been once made and the Government has had the 
benefit of all the impressions that are required, then some out- 
side person wants to make a profit by printing and distributing 
this matter again to the people. The printer wants to keep up 
the wages of labor, the wages of composition. That is the point 
he makes,and nobody loses anything except the publisher, and 
he can afford it, and certainly the Government would make by 
the plan proposed. 

Mr.MANDERSON. Idonotparticularly object to the amend- 
ment, but I want to say in regard to one suggestion made by the 
Senator, that nowhere in the country are printers paid so well 
as they are in the Public Printing Office, where they are paid 
by provision of law; for in this bill we simply reénact the pres- 
entlaw. They are paid 50 cents per thousand ems; in addition 
to that they get thirty days’ leave with pay, which is equivalent 
perhaps to 10 per cent additional to their pay; of course they 
receive their pay on all legal holidays, and they get 20 per cent 
extra for night work. So that, so far as printers in the Public 
Printing Office are concerned, they are making no particular 
oo about anything that is being done by Congress. I do 
not know of any operatives anywhere wiic 2re so well cared for 
as the printers in the Public Printing Office. I wish in 2!! pri- 
vate establishments they were so well cared for. 

Mr. PEFFER. It is not the printers in the Public Printing 
Office who are complaining, but it is the printers on the outside. 
I have acard here from agentleman representing Typographical 
Union No. 101. It is well known among Senators and Members 
of the House of Representatives that we can procure the print- 
ing of our speeches, or of any document of which we may want 
to have more numbers than we are entitled to receive under the 
orders of the committee, in private establishments much cheaper 
than we can at the Government Printing Office. : 

Mr.GORMAN. Willthe Senator permit me tointerrupt him? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. ‘ 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand the Senator proposes to strike 
out, in lines 5 and 6, on page 22, the words “the metal and mak- 
ing to the Government” and to insert ‘‘ composition.” The Sen- 
ator can accomplish all he wants by inserting the word “com- 
position;” so as to read, ‘‘not to exceed the cost of composi 
tion, the metal, and making to the Government.” 

Mr. PEFFER. The composition has already been paid for 
once. 

Mr. GORMAN. No. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then I have no objection to it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Letit read ‘‘ not to exceed the cost of com- 
position, the metal, and making to the Government.” Fi 

Mr. PEFFER. Yes. Then there is another point to which | 
desire to call the attention of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will first be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the words “cost of,” in line 5, of 
section [51] 53, it is proposed to insert ‘‘composition;” so as to 
read: 


Not to exceed the cost of composition, the metal, and making to the Gov- 
ernment 
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Mr. PEFFER. That is satisfactory. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. Section 51 is a new section, and while Iam 
not satisfied at all in my own mind as to striking out the sec- 
tion, yet by request of Typographical Union No. 101 I shall sug- | 

est an amendment. 

*Mr. GORMAN. Isuggest to the Senator that if he desires | 
to amend that section it can be done after the bill is reported to 
the Senate. 

Mr. PEFFER. Very well. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 
Mr.GORMAN. Now, I understand the Senator wishes toex- 
cept the amendment to which he refers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment referred to 
will be excepted, in the absence of objection. If there be no 
other exceptions, the vote will be taken in gross on concurring 
in the other amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on con- 
curring in the amendment reserved by the Senator from Kan- 
sas, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
inserted the following as a new section: | 

Sec. 51. The Public Printer may employ such number of apprentices, | 
not to exceed twenty-five at any one time, as in his judgment will be con- | 
sistent with the economical service of the office. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [understand the Senator from Kansas | 
to desire to amend the amendment made as in Committee of the | 
Whole. | 











Mr. PEFFER. I do notdesire to amend the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole, but I wish to have it stricken | 
out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison concurring | 
in the amendment. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then I move to strike out that section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas can 
reach the same point by voting to nonconcur in the amendment. 
The question is on concurring in the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to suggest in opposition to the adoption 
of the amendment that the typographical unions throughout the 
country have regulations of their own in respect to the number 
of apprentices who ought to be employed. Of course Senators | 
understand very well that in the present condition of labor all 
of the trades are organized in their own interest and for their 
own protection. They have but two objects in view. One is 
social and the other is business, or fiscal. Saying nothing about 
the social feature, the other object covers but one special point, 
the keeping up and maintaining of the rate of wages. 

The old system of apprenticing boys and girls to trades, which | 
was once 80 common and so proper and in every way so accept- 
able, has almost entirely passed away. It is very unusual now 
to hear of a boy or a girl being apprenticed to any kind of trade. 
There has been so much done in the way of massing labor that | 
the unions have undertaken to regulate, as far as possible and 
as far as proper in their own interest, the number of apprentices 
who may be properly employed in the different trades. They 
object, as I understand, to Government offices taking any ap- 
prentices at all, or, at any rate, they maintain that the number | 
shall be so small as not to in any way seriously affect the price | 
of labor. 

As suggested by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDER- | 
SON], the printers in the Government establishment are receiv- 
ing better wages than in any other printing establishment in 
the country. I think thatis unquestionably true. The printers 
who are on the outside and who are not paid so well desire to 
have the section of this bill authorizing the employment of ap- 
preasese and leaving it largely within the discretion of the 

ublic Printer stricken out, contending that it should not be 
& part of the law, and leaving that for private parties outside to 
look after. 

While I have not studied the subject carefully, and while I 
do not base my opposition on principle, nor is it of my own mo- | 
tion, yet at the same time I feel authorized to present the view | 
of the printers to oppose the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, years ago, because of | 
the custom which obtained in all trades rather than by virtue 
of any permit of law, apprentices were to be found in the Gov- | 
ernment Printing Office. There was opposition of the charac- | 
ter stated by the Senator from Kansas to the presence of ap- 
prentices in the Government Printing Office, and there being no 
direct warrant in the law for their employment, these young 
fellows, some of whom had partially learned the trade that they | 
were seeking to obtain for themselves, were put out of office. 
Every Public Printer whom I have known—Mr. Rounds, Mr. 
Palmer, and Mr. Benedict—has felt that it would be not only 
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advantageous to the office itself, but unquestionably of great 
denefit to the youth of the country if apprentices could be taken 
in the GovernmentPrinting Office. They are taken atthe navy- 


yards. At the Washington navy-yard apprentices are em- 
ployed. They are taken in all the arsenals of the country, and 


no better mechanics, no better artisans,no more inventive geni- 
uses have been developed anywhere than in these Government 
shops where guns and implements of war are made. 

[ am aware, Mr. President, of the desire of the trades unions 
of the country to dictate the number of apprentices who may be 
taken in the different vocations. I thinkit is objectionable. I 
doubt whether the Senator from Kansas, if he had a son of spe- 
cial adaptability to a particular trade, would feel at all comfort- 


| able if by the order of some union that boy was not permitted to 


learn the trade for which nature had seemed to have made him. 
It is a species of tyranny which is to me of the most obiection- 
able character. The result of it has been that many an Ameri- 
can youth born in this country has been unable to obtain a call- 
ing or a trade for which he was specially adapted by nature, and 
has been driven into some other vocation, with failure certainly 


| at the end of his efforts. 


[think the Government Printing Office, which should be a 
model of its kind and the best in the country, if not in the world, 
can well afford, with its 2,500 or 3,000 employés, to take 25 boys 

be business of printers 
and bookbinders. I do not see how any man will be injured by 
it, and I can realize that all the time perhaps 25 American boys 
I agree with the Public 
Printers I have named that it isof advantage tothe public serv- 
ice, and no man can deny the advantage to the youths them- 
selves in the passage of this provision. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, awordortwomore. The Sen- 
ator from Nebraska has touched a tender spot, and so far as the 
principle which is down at the bottom of this proceeding is con- 
cerned he and I are in accord; but while that is true, and while 
as an abstract proposition I should not present the objections 
which I am now presenting to this section, yet while we are on 
the passageway from the old to the new régime, we find every 
day, and it is becoming more and more apparent continually, 
that the working people of the country are driven to extremes 
in order to protect themselves and maintain a fair standard of 
wages. 

I believe in Government establishments, not only to employ 
the aged, to employ journeymen, to employ skilled workmen, 
but also to teach the youth; but, Mr. President, here we allow 
twenty-five persons to be selected by the Government Printer. 
How will these twenty-five boys be selected? They will be 
lected upon the recommendation of Senators, of Cabinet officers, 
or Members of the House of Representatives. Itdoes not afford 
a chance for a boy out inthe country who has no friend at court. 

I will say to the Senator that five of my own boys were 
trained to print in my own office, and there was not one of them 
when he was 14 years old who could not have made his own liv- 
ing at the case anywhere; but when we are permitted to send 
out boys to the country offices, away from the influence of emi- 
rent and distinguished gentlemen, then the poor boys, the 
country boys, the apt boys—and there are more than twenty- 
five apt boys in this country—have an opportunity to get ahead. 
But here we make a place for twenty-five boys. 

I tried two years ago to get a place for a poor boy—not my 
own; I have never asked a place in the Government employ for 
one of my own children—but a boy who carried papers for me 
when he was a little fellow, hardly big enough to carry twenty- 
five papers at one time: a little fellow whom I love as I do one 
of myownchildren. [wantedaplaceforhim. He wasa pretty 
good printer. He began his work in my own office, and com- 
pleted his education with one of my son3. I wanted to get a 
place for that boy, and if my application for it was ever consid- 
ered I have not known of it. There are a number of cases like 
that which I could mention. 

During this formative process, this change from the old to the 
new, there is a constant conflict between employer and employé 
And I will say to my distinguished neighbor from Nebraska that 
the lesson I am now learning from him is one more push on my 
back, pushing me toward free trade. Every time that a ques- 
tion of this kind comes up when a poor man raises his hand in 
order to protect his wages, we are told that the right of a man 
to work, the right of a boy to go into an office, isasacred right, 
and I believe it is, and no man will go further thanI to aid him 
But whatare we going todo in the mean time? Men say to us that 
this doctrine, true though it be, is lowering the level of their 
wages. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President. the diffusion of knowledge is 
one of the highest duties of Government. I do not mean by that 
mere literature. mere art, reading and writing. but the diffusion 
of valuable knowledge, that which en in to earn his own 
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bread by his own efforts, is one of the highest possible duties of 
Government. I am astonished to see a Senator, distinguished 
for his liberality, with his high regard for popular rights, seek- 
ing to deprive the Printing Office of the right to educate twenty- 
five men in a useful pursuit. I know that there are conflicts 
and controversies in labor circles, and that the labor organiza- 
tions are atterapting to limit the number of educated employés, 
so that wages may be maintained, but surely it can not be the 
mission of Government to make men ignorant in order that the 
intelligent may earn more than they would if the whole mass 
were enlightened. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator from Illinois permit mea 
question at that point? 

Mr. PALMER. With pleasure. 

Mr. PEFFER. It will perhaps assist us in arriving at a cor- 
rect conclusion. Does the Senator from Illinois believe that it 
is any part of the Government’s duty to educate men to be print- 
ers.or paenenen or men who wish to engage in any other line 
of work? 

Mr. PALMER. Ihave no more doubt that itis the duty of 
Government, whenever a proper occasion presents itself, to give 
to men a mechenical education than I have of the right to es- 
tablish and maintain common schools. 

Mr. PEFFER. IL agree with the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. PALMER. Now, what is this proposition? It is that 
the Publie Printer shall allow twenty-five boys to be educated 
in fhe art preservativeof all arts. Itissaid that that pomupeese 
by those whe are now in possession of that art; that they desire 
to limit the number of those who are to be thus educated. Can 
that be consistent with public policy? Can it be desirable that 
the number of educated men shall be reduced everywhere, that 
the number of pespten, the number of mechanies, in all the 
various arts shall be reduced in pursuance of a policy of the Gov- 
ernment until the number becomes so smal! that those who un- 
derstand those arts may receive adequate wages for their serv- 
ices? Can that be a proper public policy? 

Mr. PEFFPER. I will say to the Senator from Illinois, in an- 
swer to his question, that if he will join me in asking to have 
all customs legislation abolished so that there will be no protec- 
tive tariffs, oranything of the kind to assist in keeping up prices, 
Iwill unite with him inasking that in every public office in the 
country apprentices shall be employed. 

Mr. PALMER. I would find no difficulty in joining with the 
Senator as to the first branch of the proposition, because I be- 
lieve that protection is one of the veriest and most shameful 
of all humbugs. It neverdidany good to anybody, except capi- 
talists who may have been able to avail themselves of it. 

I can join him there, but I want togo beyond that. The boys 
of this country are objects of universal interest at least. I see 
boys on the street here, and I should not think of denying a lit- 
tle beggar boy, healthy, industrious, as honest as his oppor- 
tunities willallow, intelligent and bright-eyed, a charce, or even 
twenty-five chances, to learn a trade. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to 
interrupt him? I know what a good heart the Senator has, and 
how kind he is. I submit to him this simple proposition, that 
out of one thousand of the class of boys he sees in the city of 
Washington he can not get one into the Government Printing 

flice 


Mr. PALMER. I was told by a theologian not long ago that 
only about one human soul out of a million would be saved, but 
Lalways thought I should like to be that one out of the million. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator does not believe it, does he? 

Mr. PALMER. Suppose you can give but twenty-five boys 
an mfg gg learn a trade; that is better than nothing. 

Mr. PEFFER. It will not be the poor boys, though. 

Mr. PALMER. Perhaps not. I knowI went personally to 
Mr. Johnson, the Superintendent of the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing,and told him of a oe good as there isin the city, 
an industrious, upright, hard-working boy, who wanted to be an 

prentice. That is an apprentice now in the Bureau of 
En aving and Printing. I do not suppose all children can get 
such chances, but twenty-five of them will; and God bless the 
twenty-five. It is that much done for the improvement and ele- 
vation of humanity. Twenty-five boys can be taught a trade, 
and it is that much to help the massto progress. My friend, the 
Senator from Kansas, and I differ so widely on this point, al- 
though we agree upon very many subjects, that I must ex- 
press my astonishment that he should stand up here and ask 
to strike out of the bill an opportunity for twenty-five boys to 
learnatrafe. He has some boys, and so have I, and, as I say, I 
am astonished that he should seek to deprive twenty-five boys 


of the chance to learn to be good printers. I hope my friend, 
‘the Senatorfrom 


Kansas, will apologize, and that he will support 
the proposition. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concury} 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move to amend the bill by inserti, 
in line 5, section 47, after the words ‘‘ Memorial Day,” the word 
**Labor’s Holiday.” I use the language which I find in a la 
that passed apres and was approved June 28, 1894, whi, 
provides ‘that the first Monday of September in each year, 
ing the day celebrated and known as Labor’s Holiday, is he: 
made a legal holiday.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agre 
to the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish simply to make an inguir 
presume there is some good reason for a provision found in; 
tion 45. In that section a provision has been inserted by : 
Senate concerning the chief clerk, the foreman of printin: 
and the foreman of binding, making the appointment of t) 
officers subject to the approval of the Joint Committee on Prin:. 
ing, and likewise providing that they shall not be removed 
cept upon the approval of the Joint Committee on Printi 
That goes further than the civil-service law even, in a depay: 
ment of the Government which is not under the civil-scr 
law at all. 

The Public Printer, appointed by the Presidentand conti: 
by the Senate, can not, under the proposed law, appoint his chi 
clerk, hisforemanof printing, or hisforemanof binding unless‘) 
Joint Committee on Printing permit him to doso; anda new P 
lic Printer can not remove them, however obnoxious they may | 
without the consent of the oémmiitee. It strikes me that is 
departure which is so widely different from the former cus! 
as to the Printing Office, as Ihave beforesaid even going beyon 
any provision of the civil-service law, that I should like to kn 
what abuse has existed or what reason there is, if there is an) 
good reason, for putting this very extraordinary provision in th 

ill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I can state the motive which prompt 
one member of the committee to take such action... I reall 
would have been very glad to have seen the chief clerk, the fore 
man of printing, and the foreman of binding appointed by th: 
usual appointing power and confirmed by the Senate of th 
United States. They are very important officials in the Publi 
Printing Office. It was thought best, however, not to do that 
but to make at least that little check, which would count, | 
causing the appointment of these men to be approved by tl 
Joint Committee on Printing. 

As the Senator from New Hampshire is well aware, there | 
in the Government Printing Office as the foreman of printing 
man who has had very great experience and has rendered ve: 
many years of the most acceptable service in that capacity. 
have no idea that any Public Printer would, for mere politic 
reasons, attempt to remove that very competent official, so long 
as he would be willing tostay, but still it is wellenough to gu 
against any such action. 

The chief clerk of the Printing Office by the proposed act wi 
for the first time be charged with the duties of Public Print 
in the event of the absence or sickness of the Public Print 
As the law is now, if the Public Printershould be taken sick « 
incapacitated in any way there would be no one to perform th 
duties of his office, and yet there must come from him. for th 
running of that office, his official approval of many things 
his signature to many papers. It was thought well that th 
chief clerk should be charged with the duties of the Pubii 
Printer when the Public Printer is sick, incapacitated, or awa) 

So the bill provides that in the event of the death, resign: 
tion, absence, or sickness of the Public Printer the chief cler 
shall perform the duties of that office until a successor is « 

ointed or such absence or sickness ceases. The President ma: 

owever, direct any other officer of the Government, whose | 
pointment is vested in him, by and with the advice and conse 
of the Senate, to perform those duties until a successor is p- 

ointed, or the sickness or absence of the Public Printer cease: 

ut a vacancy occasioned by death or resignation must not 
temporarily so filled for a longer period than ten days, an 
temporary appointment or assignment of another officer to pc'- 
form the duties of Public Printer is to be made except to {i!| * 
vacancy happening during a recess of the Senate. 

With this new and important function added to the duties ' 
chief clerk, the Joint Committee on Printing thought it we! 
have his original appointment and his retention subject to |'> 
approval. Ihave no doubt that no matter how the Joint Com: 
mittee on Printing may be composed as to its politics, the 4)” 

intment of the person named for chief clerk by the Pubtc 

rinter, upon a mpye | by him that he is a practical printc’ 
and ve in the art of bookbinding, will be approved by ‘b° 


1894. 


A 


Joint Committee on Printing. It is simply legislation in the 
way of an additional safeguard to the original appointment and 
subsequent retention in office of proper and competent men. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It strikes me that the Senator from Ne- 
praska in the statement just made, that the joint committee 
would always agree to the appointment of the chief clerk de- 
sired by the Public Printer, gives away the necessity for the 

roposed change in the law. i am not going to be captious 
aboutit. I understand the amendment has been adopted. I 
was absent when it was adopted, and I simply rose to make an 
inquiry, because it seems to me it is an innovation or a change 
in a very remarkable direction. Under the civil-service law 


men are appointed through the instrumentality of the Civil | 


Service Commission, but they are dismissed withoutasking an\ 
body’s consent. 


The Cabinet officers have their chief clerks, and they dismiss | 


them when they get ready to dismiss them and appoint others, 
which I think they oughttohavearighttodo. It strikes me as 
a very extraordinary provision that when the Public Printer, a 
man holding that very high office, one almost — to a Cabinet 
office, certainly charged with greater responsibility than some 


Cabinet officers, appointed by the President and confirmed by | 
the Senate, comes to appoint a chieffclerk he must come toCon- | 


gress and ask the consent of the Joint Committee on Printing 


to his appointment. 
Mr. ANDERSON. I think my friend overlooks the fact 


that the Public Printing Office is really different from any Ex- 
ecutive Department of the Government. Its former name was 
the Congressional Printing Office, and while its title has been 
changed to the Public Printing Office, it has ever continued to 
be the creature of Congress. We dictate as to what shall be the 
extent of its appropriations; we dictate by concurrent resolutions 
of Congress, which do not receive the sanction of the President 
of the United States, as to what printing shall be done, and 
from the beginning Congress has insisted that the Government 
Printing Office shall be held as much as possible directly under its 
hands. Soit occupiesa very different position from thatof any of 
the Executive Departments. It is almost as much a part of the 
running of the Government by Congressional action as is the fold- 
ing room or the document room. It is our creature; and T think 


that in itself is one of the reasons why the Congress of the | 


United States, either as a body or through one of its trusted com- 
mittees, should have the exercise of this power. 

I can assure the Senator from New Hampshire that there is 
no desire on the part of any member of the Joint Committee on 
Printing to enlarge its responsibilities and its powers. We 
have simply thought that this would be a desirable thing to do, 
not for the purpose of helping any particular man, but for the 
purpose of keeping the Public Printing Office where it should 
be, directly under the supervision and contro! of the Congress 
of the United States. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I think I have served my purpose in cal- 
ling attention to this matter. I believe it is bad legislation, and 
[ trustit will be stricken out in conference. I think we could 
much more properly protect the Public Printer by providing 
that he shall not be removed without the consent of the con- 
firming power than to take subordinate officers and so legislate 
as to them that they can not be removed except with the con- 
currence of a committee of Congress. AsI said before, it is 
most extraordinary legislation. [venture to say that there can 
be found no similar instance on the statute books of the United 
States, but if the Senate or Congress wishes to so legislate, I 
have no objection. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr.GORMAN. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the Presiding Officer was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Gor- 
MAN, Mr. RANSOM, and Mr. MANDERSON were appointed. 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, I wish to add only a word. 
The bill which the Senate has just passed is, in my judgment, one 
of the most important bills that has passed Congress at any time. 
It is the work principally of the distinguished Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], the former chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and the chairman of the Committee on 
Printing of the other House, who have spent the better part of 
two years in the preparation of this measure and the study of 
the whole question. It is the culmination of the laws regulat- 
ing this department, which spends three or four million dollars 
& year, and I look forward to it as a means of great relief to the 
T and of great benefit generally. It will stop many of 
the abuses which have grown up. While I have reported it, 
being now chairman of the Committce on Printing of the Sen- 
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ate, I desire here publicly to give those two gentlemen special 
credit for the preparation of the measure. 
FROM THE HOUSE. 

\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWL&s, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendmentsof the Senate to the 
bill (H.R. 6080) granting a certain military reservation to Okla 
homa City, Okla., to aid the public free s f. and f 
other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had ag: 
imendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 108) to fix the times and places for holding 
Federal courts in the State and district of Nebraska; and 

A bill (H. R. 6969) for the relief of Benjamin F. Poteet. 

The message further announced that the House had passed t] 
following bills: 

A bill (S. 320) authorizing the Purcell Bridge and Transf 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge over South Cana- 
dian River, at or within 1 mile of the town of Lexington 
county of Cleveland, Territory of Oklahoma; 

A bill (S. 1999) for the relief of Charles T. Russell; and 

A bill (S. 2245) to prohibit the interment of bodies in Grac 
land Cemetery, in the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 207) granting jurisdiction and authority to the Court of 
Claims in the case of the towboat Future City, her barges, car 
goes, and so forth, with an amendment in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolution: in which it request 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2920) to pension John Mahoim, dependentfather 

A bill (H. R. 2996) for the relief of Mrs. E. S. Luke, widow « 
John L. Luke, late a soldier in the Black Hawk war: 

A bill (H. R. 3005) for the relief of George Isenstein; 

A bill (A. R. 3334) authorizing and directing the Secretary « 
the Treasury to pay to the heirs or legal representatives of C 
P. Gooch certain money due him for carrying the mail: 

A bill (H. R. 4290) for the relief of Druzilla J. Riggs, of Ma 
comb, IIL: 
| <A bill (H. R. 5589) to pension Willis Manasco: 
| 
{ 


MESSAGE 


shoo thereo for 


| 
| 


ed 


A bill (H. BR. 6228) granting a pension to Adaline J. Props: 
A bill (H. R. 6405) to remove the charge of desertion standing 


| Patrick Kelleher, late private Company C, Thirty 
eighth Illinois Volunteers; 
A bill (H.R.6417) to pension Mary E. Hamilton, widow o 
David Hamilton, soldier in Indian war of 1818: 
A bill (H. R. 6650) granting a pension to Samuel Burns: 


A bill (H. R. 6852) for the relief of William E. Bond: 

A bill (H. R. 7494) disposing of four condemned cannon of the 
Navy; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 207) authorizing the Secretary « 
the Interior to approve a certain lease made in Polk Count 
Minn. 





ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the Hous 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution: and 

| they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

| A bill (S. 882) granting a pension to Frances M. Cors 

of Gen. John M. Corse; 

the Army of th 

| United States; 

| A bill (S. 1426) to provide a regi 

worthy; 

| 


ster for the steamer Gold 


} 
ue suppor 


and for other 


for t 


A bill (H. R. 6373) making appropriation 
the Army for the fiscal year enéing June 3 
purposes; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 203) to continue the provisions of 
joint resolution approved June 29, 1894, entitled ‘'A joint resolu- 
tion to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment.” 

APPROVAL OF LEASE BY SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I ask leave tocall up House joint resolu- 
tion 207, which is a very short one, and which has just come 
from the other House. 

By unanimous consent, the joint resolution (H. Res. 207) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Interior to approve acertain lea 
made in Polk County, Minn., was read twice, and considered 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senzte without amend 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passer. 
TOWBOAT FUTURE CITY. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate 
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the amendment of the House of Representatives to Senate bill 
207. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco) laid before the Sen- 
ate the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 207) granting jurisdiction and authority to the Court of 
Claims in the case of towboat Future City, her barges, cargoes, 
etc. 

The amendment was, in line 14, after the word ‘ thereof,” to 
insert the following additional proviso: 

And provided further, That no panes shall be rendered against the Gov- 
ernment unless it shall afirmatively appear from the evidence adduced that 


such collision was the result of negligence on the part of the officers in com- 
mand of said vessel of war. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 2920) to pension John Maholm, dependent father; 

A bill (H. R. 2996) for the relief of Mrs. E. S. Luke, widow of 
John L. Luke, late a soldier in the Black Hawk war; 

- bill (H. R. 4290) for the relief of Druzilla J. Rigg, of Macomb, 
Til.; 

A bill (H. R. 5589) to pension Willis Manasco; 

A bill (H. R.6228) granting a pension to Adaline J. Props; 

A bill (H.R. wet to pension Mary I. Hamilton, widow of 
David Hamilton, soldier in the Indian war of 1818; and 

A bill (H. R. 6650) granting a pension to Samuel Burns. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H.R. 3005) for the relief of George Isenstein; and 

A bill (H. R. 6445) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against Patrick Kelleher, late privateCompany C, Thirty-eighth 
Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill (H. R. 6852) for the relief of William E. Bond was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 3334} authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to the heirs or legal representatives of 
C, P. Gooch certain money due him for carrying the mail was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 7494) disposing of four condemned cannon of 
the Navy was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


WASHINGTON AND GREAT FALLS RAILWAY. 


Mr. MCMILLAN. There is a bill here of very great im- 
portance to the District which I should like to have passed. It 
is House bill 6777, to amend the charter of the Washington and 
Great Falls Electric Railway. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6777) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Washington and Great 
Falls Electric Railway,” which had been reported from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia with amendments, 

The first amendment of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia was, in section 1, line 9, after the words ‘‘ with the,” to 
strike out the words ‘‘ word ‘ boundary,’” and insert the words 
“words ‘is to run,’” and in line 10, after the word ‘‘ line,” tostrike 
out “ fifty-five,” and insert ‘‘ forty-nine;” so as to read: 


That the act of Congress entitled “An act to incorporate the Washington 
and Great Falls Electric Railway Company,” approved July 29, A. D. 1892, 
be, and the came is hereby, amended by stri g out all that part of the first 
section of said act commencing with the word “ beginning,’ in line 17, and 
ending with the words “is to run,” in line 49, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1 to strike out from line 
10 to line 74, inclusive, in the following words: 


First. Be ing at a point on eee street, between Thirty-fourth and 
YVhirty-sixth streets; thence westerly along Prospect street to or near 
Thirty-eighth street northwest; thence westerly and rortherly, on land to 
be acquired, except on street crossings, by said company to and across Fox- 
hall road; thence to and across the New Cut road; thunce westerly along 
and adjacent to the Conduit road to and across V strezé northwest, on 
‘Palisades of the Potomac "subdivision; thence westerly over and at right 
angles across the Concuit road strip of land to Cottrell Place. 

Second. Said company is hereby authorized and required to construct 
and operate a branch line to the eregeaes union passenger station near and 
east of the north end of the Aqueduct Bridge, Whenever legislation shall 
authorize the establishment of such a union station. 

Third. And after the word ‘‘road,” in line 8 of said section 1, insert the 
following: ‘‘except as herein provided.” 

Fourth. And after the word “company,” in line 90 of said section 1, insert 
the words “‘and the company’s vision for crossing its railway over the 
valley above culvert numbered 20 of the Washington Aqueduct shall be such 
as never to impair or obstruct the water way to and of said culvert, and the 
plans of said crossing and the plan for crossing the road over the Conduit 
road shall, before construction, be submitted to the Secretary of War and 
have his approval in writing. 


CONGRESSIONAL KECORD—SENATE. 








JULY 31 , 


out 


Fifth. And after the word “State,”’ in line 124 of said section 1, strike oy 
“and the said Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway may cross the 
Poa of the United States land at a point on the south side of the Con 

uit road just west of the distributing reservoir.” - 

Sixth. And after the word ‘‘Columbia,”’ in line 145 of said section 1, inser 
the following: “or across the Conduit road;” and after the word “any,” in 
said line, strike out the word “‘ other.” -™ 

Seventh. And after the word ‘‘Aqueduct,"’ in line 186 of said section 1. jy 
sert the following: ‘‘ and the crossing of the road over the Conduit rogq 
shall be made to conform to all changes of grade of this road.” sis 

Eighth. And after the word “road,” in line 197 of said section 1, insert ty, 
following words: “and if the Secretary of War shall deem it necessary 
and shall so direct, every car shall, before crossing, be brought to a 
plete stop.”’ 

Ninth, And after the word “earnings,” in line 13 of section 7, insert 
words “within said District." 

Tenth. The said company shall furnish and maintain passenger houses ag 
required by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and shall place 
first-class cars on said railway, with all modern improvements, for the con 
venience, comfort, and safety of passengers, and shall run cars as often as 

ublic convenience ony recere. The time-table shall be approved by the 

Jommissioners of the District of Columbia, and said Commissioners may 
make such regulations as to rate of speed, mode of use of tracks, and re 
moval of ice and snow from off the tracks in the public streets asin their 
judgmert the interest and convenience of the public may require. Should 
the said company, its servants or agents, willfully or negligently violate 
such ordinances or regulations, said company shall be liable to the Distric: 
of Columbia for a fine not exceeding $50, to be recovered in any court of con 
petent jurisdiction at the suit of the Commissioners of said District 


And insert: 


Beginning at a passenger station to be erected and maintained on the 
square bounded by Prospect, Thirty-fifth, M, and Thirty-sixth streets, north. 
west, as hereinafter provided for; thence westerly along Prospect street to 
or near Thirty-eighth street northwest; thence westerly and northerly 
land to be acquired, except at street crossings, by said company t 
acro3s the Foxhall road; thence. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 81, to strike 
out ‘‘ Eleventh,” and insert ‘‘ Sec. 2;” inline 3 of the section 
before the word ‘‘said,” to strike out ‘‘ work on;” in the same 
line after the word ‘ road,” to strike out ‘‘shall commence 
within three monthsand;” inline 4, after the word ‘‘ be,” tostrike 
out ‘‘complete,” and insert ‘‘completed;” in line 5, after th 
word ‘‘ thereon,” to insert ‘‘ regularly,” and in line 6, after th 
word ‘‘ within,” to strike out ‘‘six” and insert ‘‘ twelve,” and 
in line &, page 5, after the word ‘‘ otherwise,” tostrike out“ sail 
charter,” and insert ‘‘ this act;” so as to make the section reui 


Sxc, 2. That section 6 of said charter be, and the same is hereby, repeal 
Provided, however, That the said road shall be eoenerowed to the boundary o! 
the District of Columbia and have cars running thereon regularly fer t) 
accommodation of the public within twelve months and to C2 vin John 
Creek within eighteen months after the passage of this act; otherwise 1) 
act shall be null aad void. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insertas an additional section th 
following: 


Sgc. 3. That in order to accommodate the street railway traffic that ma 
converge at or near the Aqueduct Bridge, under authority granted ort 
granted by Congress, a passenger station is hereby authorized. Such st 
tion shall have ample provision for the safe, convenient, amd comforta 
transfer of passengers to and from the cars of the street railways usin 
the same. All plans for such station and its necessary app? oaches shal! \ 
subject to the written seen of the Commissioners of t’.e District of 
lumbia. The said Commissioners shall have the power <»v settle any dite 
ences which may arise between the companies using the said station as | 
compensation or rentals or as to the necessary regulations for the contro! 
of said station. The said passenger station shall be constructed and mai! 
tained as a union passenger station, for the use of street railways only, by 
the Washington and Georgetown Railway Company. Said station shall l 
located on land already owned or hereafter to be acquired by the aforesal 
company, Which land shall be bounded on the north by Prospect street, 01 
the east by a line drawn not less than 120 feet west of the west line of Thi! 
ty-fifth street, on the south by M street, and on the west by Thirty-six! 
street northwest. Within one year from the approval of this act the sa 
Washington and Georgetown Railway Company shall complete the sail 
station, and shall extend its tracks on M street northwest to a pointi 
less than 120 feet west of Thirty-fifth street, and thence into said station: 
and thereafter the said company shall cease entirely to switch cars on 
street northwest. 


The amendment was agreed to. We 
The next amendment was to insertas an additional section th 
following: 


Sec. 4. That the street eee companies mentioned in this act, and here 
after all street railway companies in the District of Columbia, respectively 
shall bear all the expenses that may be incurred by the United States iu 
making and inspecting such changes to the water mains, fixtures, or 4) 
ratus of the Washington Aqueduct as may be rendered necessary !)) 
construction or extension of such several roads; and the Secretary « 
is hereby authorized and directed to make all regulations to carry in 
fect the provisions of this section. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert an additional section 10 
the following words: 

Szc. 5. That Congress reserves the right at any time to alter, amen! 
repeal this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I move to change the number of the Sec: 
tion just agreed to to section 6, and to insert as section 5 what! 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will bestat’d. 
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The SECRETARY. After line 10, page 6, insert the following 


as section 5: 
Sgc. 5. That the act to amend the charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ 
Home Railway Company, approved J — 5, 1894, is hereby amended by strik- 
out the words ‘‘thence southwesterly on Louisiana avenue to a point to 
ing cated by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, east of Sev- 
enth street northwest, returning by the same route to said point of begin- 
.’ therein, and inserting in place thereof the following: * Saeeaees at 
the intersection of Fifth street and Louisiana avenue; thence by singletrack 
along Louisiana avenue to Sixth street west; thence south on Sixth street 
to B streét northwest; thence west on B street north to Ninth street west; 
thence north on Ninth street to D street northwest; thence east on D street 
to the point of beginning, at the intersection of Fifth street and Louisiana 
avenue; also on Delaware avenue a branch line over the tracks of the Met- 
ropolitan Railway Company to the terminus on the ae grounds, which 
extension shall be in lieu of the extension already authorized on New Jer- 
avenue south of C street.” 
. Whenever the foregoing route or routes may coincide with the duly au- 
thorized route or routes of any other duly incorporated street railway com- 
pany in the District of Columbia, both companies shall use the same tracks 
upon such fair and equitable terms as may be gp upon by said com- 
panies; and in the event said companies shall fail to agree upon equitable 
terms, either of said companies may apply by petition to the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia, which shall hear and determine sum- 
marily the matter in due form of law and adjudge to the proper party the 
amount of compensation to be paid therefor. The occupation of the termi- 
nal facilities on the Capitol grounds shall at all times be subject to the 
direction and control of the Architect of the Capitol. _ 

That said company is authorized to increase its capital stock $50,000 for 
the purpose of enabling it to extend and equip its lines as provided in this 
act; that the time for completing the building of the extension herein pro- 
vided for shall be extended three months from July 5, 1894. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Where does the Senator de- 
sire his amendment to come in? 

Mr. McMILLAN. After section 4. 
and the next section will be numbered 6. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I move that the Senate request a confer- 
ence with the House of Representatives on the bill and amend- 
ments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Mc- 
MILLAN, Mr. HARRIS, and Mr. FAULKNER were appointed. 


ESTATE OF JOHN C. HOWE. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move thatthe Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to call up a bill which it will only take a 
minute or two to pass, but I will not interfere if the Senator from 
Missouri desires an executive session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the bill? 

Mr. HOAR,. Itis Senate bill 1154. Order of business 496. A 
similar bill has passed the Senate several times. It is tocarry 
out a judgment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will withdraw my motion for a few min- 
utes. I promised the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] that 
I would yield to him and I will yield to two or three other Sen- 
ators; but we must have an executive session. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consicer the bill (S. 1154) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of John C. Howe, deceased. It pro- 
poses to pay to the legal representatives of John C. Howe, de- 
ceased, $66,907, the same being compensation in full for the use 
by the United States, to wit, in 66,907,313 cup anvil cartridges, of 
the invention secured to John C. Howe and his assigns by letters 
patent of the United States, issued to him August 16, 1864. 
ae I should like to have some explanation of 

e bill. 

Mr. HOAR. This is a bill for the payment to the legal rep- 
resentatives of John C. Howe, for the use of cartridges by the 
United States during the entire term of the letters patentof the 
invention. The owner of the patent in the first place sued the 
United States in the circuit court in Connecticut and got judg- 
ment to this amount. Then the matter was sent to the Courtof 
Claims by the Senate, and the Court of Claims have made a re- 
port which finds the full amount due. Asimilar bill has passed 
the Senate two or three times before and there is a favorable 
report upon it in the other House. 

he bill was reported without amendment, ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AUGUSTUS G. CARY. 

Mr. VILAS. From the Committee on Pensions I beg to make 
a favorable report on the bill (S.1948) granting a pension to Au- 
gustus G. Cary, and I ask for the present consideration of the 
oe A similar bill was passed by the Senate in the last Con- 

Tess. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


This is to be section 5, 
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Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Augustus G. Cary, late first lieu- 
tenant, United States Revenue Marine, and to pay him a pen- 
sion out of the naval pension fund. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

COURTS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senate to take up Senate bill 2173,a 
bill reported from the Committee on the Judiciary. I will state 
to the Senator from Missouri that if the bill brings out any de- 
bate, of course I shall not press it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate; as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2173) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to establish a United States court in the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved March 1, 1889, 
and an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a temporary government 
for the Territory of Oklahoma, to enlarge the jurisdiction of 
the United States court in the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes,” approved May 2, 1890; to provide for the redistrict- 
ing of the Indian Territory for judicial purposes, for an addi- 
tional judge and more United States commissioners, and to pre- 
scribe the jurisdiction, duties, and authority of such judgesand 
commissioners, and for other purposes. 

The bill wasreported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments, 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 26, after the word 
‘treserve,” to strike out ‘‘ east of the said range two west of the 
Indian meridian” and insert ‘‘ notincluded in the first division;” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

The second division shall consist of all that part of the Chickasaw Indian 


Reserve, not included in the first division, and the place of holding court 
therein shall be at Ardmore. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. In line 79, section 1, after the word ‘' parties,” 
I move to strike out ‘except as hereinafter provided; ” so as to 
make the proviso read: 


Provided, however, That the judicial tribunals of the Indian natious shall 
retain jurisdiction in civil and criminal cases arising in the country in 
which members of the nation by nativity or adoption shall be the only pat 
ties, and as to all such cases the law of the State of Arkansasextended over 
and putin force in said Indian Territory by said acts shall not apply 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was, 
to strike out section 8, in the following words: 


Sec, 8 That any Indian wiico may be indicted or put on trial in the Indian 
courts of the Indian Territory, may, on the filing of his affidavit with the 
clerk of such court stating ti2¢ he fears he will not receive a fair and im 
partial trial in said court, have such indictment transferred to the United 
States court nearest to the Indian court in which such indictment was found 
and on the filing of such affidavit the court or judge thereof in which such 
indictment was found or shall be prosecuted, shall, without delay, and with 
out further proceedings in euch case, transmit the said indictment and a 


record of all proceedings thereon to the United States court herein desig- 
nated, and on the filing of such indictment the court finding such indictment 
shall have no further jurisdiction of such indictment or of the person of the 
defendant, and such indictment or prosecution shall be tried and finally dis 
posed of in the said United States courts, and all judgments rendered in 
such case and all penalties imposed shall be executed by the authorities of 


the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out section 9, in 
lowing words: 

Sec. 9. That in any suit or proceedings in the Indian courts of the Indian 
Territory between Indians involving a sum of %500 or upward, or involving 
the title, right of possession, or occupation of real estate, either party to 
such suit may, on filing an affidavit that he fears he will not receive a fair 
and impartial trial in said court, have the case transferred to the United 
States court nearest to the Indian court in which such case is pending, and 
the court or the judge where said case is pending shall, on the filingo/s such 
affidavit, without delay and without further proceedings in such case, trans 
mit the pleadings in said cause together with a transcript of all the pro- 
ceedings therein to the United States court as heretofore indicated, and the 
jurisdiction of said Indian court shall cease with the filing of such affidavit 
and such cause shall be tried and disposed of in said United States court 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

NAMING OF MINOR STREETS AND 

Mr. PROCTOR. [ask unanimous consent fer the present con- 

sideration of the bill (S. 2131) to secure uniformity in the names 
of minor streets of the cities of Washington and Georgetown. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


the fol- 


ALLEYS. 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia, in order to secure unifor- 
mity in the names of the minor streets and alleys of the cities 
of Washington and Georgetown, to change the name of any 


minor street or alley. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
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dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
METHODS OF ACCOUNTING IN TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the bill (H. R. 6948) to improve 
the methods of accounting in the Department of the Treasury, 
and for other purposes, be indefinitely postponed, the provisions 
of that bill having been incorporated in the legislative, etc., ap- 
propriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. PALMER. [had desired to inquire of the Senator from 
Missouri[Mr. COCKRELL], who seems to have charge of the ap- 
propriation bills, whether it would be convenient that the Sen- 
ate should to-morrow, after the morning hour, devote a half 
hour to the disposition of pension bills favorably reported; but, 
as he is not present at this moment, I give notice that at the 
conclusion: of the morning hour to-morrow I shall ask the Sen- 
ate to consider uncontested pension bills. 

EXECUTIVE SHSSION. 

Mr. HARRIS. Imove‘that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed ‘to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After sixteen minutes- 
spent in executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 4 
o'clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-mor- 
row, Tuesday, July 31, 1894, at 12 o'clock. 





NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate July 30, 1894. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 


Gibson Clark, of Wyoming, to be attorney of the United 
States for the District'of Wyoming, vice Benjamin F. Fowler, 
whose time will expire September 22, 1894 

Owen J. H. Summers, of Florida, confirmedas attorney of the 
United States for the northern district of Florida on August 25, 
1893, to be attorney of the United States for the southern district 
of Fiorida,.as constituted by act approved July 23, 1894; by 
which last-named act he is made a resident of said southern 
district. The term of G. Browne Patterson, as attorney for 
said southern district.as constituted prior to July 23, 1894, ex- 
pired April 3, 1894. 

J. Emmet Wolfe, of Florida, to be attorney of the United 
States for the northern district of Florida, as constituted by act 
approved July 23, 1804, vice Owen J. Summers, nominated to be 
attorney of the United Statesfor the southern district of Florida. 


UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 


James I. Grutcher, of Idaho, to be marshal of the United States 
for the district of Idaho, vice Joseph Pinkham, resigned. 

John A. McDermott, of Wyoming, to be marshal of the United 
States for the districtof Wyoming, vice Joseph P. Rankin, whose 
term will expire September 22, 1894. 

James McKay, of Florida, to be marshal of the United States 
for the southern district of Florida as constituted by act ap- 
proved July 23, 1894, the term of eter A. Williams as marshal 
for said district as constituted pvior to July 23, 1894, having ex- 
pired March 13, 1894. 

Richard C. Morris, of Connecticut, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Connecticut, vice Emory F. Strong, 
whose term will expire August 2, 1894. 


JUDGES OF PROBATE. 


Thomas J. Brandon, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate 
in the county of Davis, in the Territory of Utah, vice Hector W. 
Haight, whose term will cape mber 26, 1894. 

James L. Bunting, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate 
in the county of Kane, in the Territory of Utah, vice John Ri- 
der, whose term will expire August 5, 1894. 

J. M. Grant, of Utah Territory, to be page of probate in the 
county of Rich, in the Territory of Utah, vice Stephen V. Fra- 
zier, Whose term will expire September 26, 1894. 

John C. De La Mare, of Utah Territory, to be judge of pro- 
bate in the county of Tooele, in the Territory of Utah, vice 
Charles A. Herman, to be removed. 

Achilles Perrin, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in 
in the county of Weber, in the Territory of ta ; viee Alexan- 
der C. Bishop, to be removed. 

Noble Warrum, jr., of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate 
in the county of Cache, in the Territory of Utah, vice William 
Goodwin, whose term will expire September 26, 184. 

William 8S. Willes, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate 
in the county of Wasatch, in the Territory of Utah, vice Thomas 
S. Watson, whose term will expire September 26, 1894. 
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ASSAYER. 7 
John W. Pack, of California, to be assayer of the mint of 4) 
United States at San Francisco, Cal., to succeed Henry H. Lay. ‘ 
rence, removed. fol 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. pr 
Edward S. Havens, of New York, to be surveyor of custoy; 
for the port of Greenport, in the State of New York, to succes 


John A. Bassarear, removed. C 
POSTMASTERS. D 

Edward P. Jones, to be postmaster at.Del Norte, in the coun; 
of Rio Grande and State of Colorado, in the place of Samue! \ K 
Thomas, whose commission will expire August 13, 1894. 

Wilber B. Foster, to be postmaster at Rockville, in the coun: 0 
of Tolland and State of Connecticut, in the place of George W 
Randall, whose commission expired July 8, 1894. 0 

George C. Columbia, to be postmaster at Lawrencebur¢, in t)) 
county of Dearborn and State of Indiana, in the place of Thom 0 
J. Lucas, whose commission expired July 24, 1894. 

Peter Geschwind, to be postmaster at Sleepy Eye, in th, 0 
county of Brown and State of Minnesota, in the place of Charie; 

H. Schoregge, whose commission will expire August 7, 18) 0 

C. Rudolph Brand, to be postmaster at Toledo, in the count 
of Lucas and State of Ohio, in the place of James M. Brovy ; (O 
whose commission expired July 9, 1894. 

Joshua G. Galloway, to be postmaster at National Militar 0 
Home, in the county of Montgomery and State of Ohio, int 
place of Isaac N. Eveleth, removed. c 


Henry L. Romey, tobe postmaster at Bluffton, in the count 
of Allen and State of Ohio, in the place of William P. Bent ct 
whose commission will expire August 7, 1894. 


Charles I. Wilkins, to be postmaster at Urichsville, in t! 0 
county of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio, in the place of Finley 
Johnston, whose commission will expire July 29, 1894. I 

James E. Dougherty, to be postmaster at Haverford, in | 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in the | ‘ 


of Ralph N. Warner, whose commission will expire August | 
1894. 


Gilbert F. Myer, to be postmaster at McKeesport, in th 
county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in the plac 
Elmer M. Soles, whose commission expired July 9, 189+. 

George H. Islaub, to be postmaster at Ogden, in the county 
Weber and Territory of Utah, in the place of Nathan Kim! 
whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

Stephen W. Poe, to be postmaster at Grafton, in the count: 
of Taylor and State of West Virginia, in the place of James W 
Holt, removed. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate July 30, 189). 
CONSULS. 
Archibald H, Grimke, of Massachusetts, to be consul! of | 
United States at Santo Domingo. 
Hiram H, Lott, of Louisiana, to beconsul of the United State: 
at Managua, Nicaragua.. 
CONSUL-(3ENERAL. 


Charles de Kay, of New York, to be consul-general « 
United States at Berlin, Germany. 

TERRITORIAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 

William H. King, of Utah Territory, to be associate justice 0: 
the supreme court of the Territory of Utah. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

George L. Baltzell, of Florida, to be collector of customs ! 
the district of Fernandina, in the State of Florida. 

Richard T. Rundlett, of Maine, to be collector of customs ‘0 
the district of Wiscasset, in the State of Maine. 

ASSISTANT COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

David B. Peterson, of New Jersey, to be assistant collector 

customs for the port of Camden, N. J. 
PENSION AGENT. 

Charles H. Robinson, of Knoxville, Lowa, to be pension 4 
at Des Moines, lowa. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 

Owen J. H. Summers, of Florida, confirmed as attorney of tne 
United States for the northern district of Florida on Aug": 
25, 1893, to be attorney of the United States for the souther' 
districtof Florida, as constituted by act approved July 23, 1> 

J. Emmet Wolfe, of Florida, to be attorney of the United 
States for the northern district of Florida, as constituted by 2¢* 
approved July 23, 1893 








1894. 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


James McKay, of Florida, to be marshal of the United States 
for the southern district of Florida, as constituted by act ap- 
proved July 23, 1894. 

POSTMASTERS. 

J.J. MeCrum, to be postmaster at Titusville, in the county of 
Crawford and State of Pennsylvania. 

John T. Ives, to be postmaster at Thurlow, in the county of 
Delaware and State of Pennsylvania. 

John H. Grady, to be postmaster at Kane, in the county of Me- 
Kean and State of Pennsylvania. 

MichaelJ. Derick, tobe postmaster at Duncannon, in the county 
of Perry and State of Pennsylvania. ‘ 

Frederick A. Seitz, tobe postmaster at Freeport, in the county 
of Armstrong and State of Pennsylvania. 

Moses M. Shaw, to be postmaster at Braddock, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

John Nealon, to be postmaster at Carbondale, in the county 
of Lackawanna and State of Pennsylvania. 

John F, Sherman, to be postmaster at Wahoo, in the county 
of Saunders and State of Nebraska. 

John Westerman, to be postmaster at Columbia, in the county 
of Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania. 

J. S. Sloan, to be postmaster at New Bethlehem, in the county 
of Clarion and State of Pennsylvania. 

Frederick E. Phillips, to be postmaster at Central Falls, in the 
county of Providence and State of Rhode Island. ~ 

John Hoberg, to be postmaster at South Kaukauna, in the 
county of Outagamie and State of Wisconsin. 

Charles L. Shipton, to be postmaster at Marengo, in the county 

of lowa and State of Iowa. 

W.H. Korns, to be postmaster at Tekamah, in the county of 
Burt and State of Nebraska. 

Ward H. Tilton, to be postmaster at Floral Park, in the county 
of Queens and State of New York. 

avid C. Fassett, to be postmaster at Cambridge, in the county 
of Washington and State of New York. 


REJECTION. 
Executive nomination rejected by the Senate July 30, 1894. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Edward J. Taylor, of New York, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Niagara, in the State of New York. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MoNDAY, July 30, 1894. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
Parson, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved. 


Prayer by the Rev. W. E. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
_ Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I rise toa parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. About a week ago I in- 
troduced a resolution, in view of the fact that both Houses 
seemed to be hitched on the settlement of the tariff question, 
asking the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures to 
report a bill providing for the free coinage of silver at the ratio 
of 16 to 1; and also a resolution, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, directing that committee to 
report some one or all of the measures before them looking to a 
change in the present financial system of the nation. I have 
heard nothing from either of these bills, and I ask now if it is 
not in order to move that the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures be requested to report at once that resolution in 
order that something may be done, or that we may begin the 
work at least of lightening the burdens and complying with the 
demands of the people so often made to Congress. 

The SPEAKER. No question of privilege is presented by the 
gentleman. 
_Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. [am not stating a ques- 
tion of privilege, but am making a parliamentaryinquiry. Is it 
not within the province of the House to direct this committee 
to make this report, or is it in the power of the committee to 
igeonhole such matters at their own will, so that matters of 
nterest to the masses may be smothered? 

The SPEAKER. No question of privilege ispresented. The 
gentleman will be in order. 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I only submit the parlia- 
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mentary inquiry and not privilege whether 
committee to pigeonhole such matters. 

The SPEAKER. The rules of the House inform the gentilo- 
man. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. [have read the rules, and 
can find no guidance on this subject, but suppose that the peo- 
ple’s demands are always out of order in the House. 

FEDERAL COURTS, NEBRASKA 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendments of t! 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 108) to fix the times and places for hold 
ing the Federal courts in the State and district of Nebrask 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speake r. I yield to the gentier 
from Nebraska to submit a motion in reference to these am 
ments. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the House concur in 
the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments wil! be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 1, line 10, strike out “third” and insert ‘‘first;’’ in the same line 
strike out ‘September ’’ and insert *‘ October; ” so thatitwillread: “At the 
city of Lincoln on the third Monday of January and the first Monday in 
October in each year.’ 

Mr. BRYAN. At the request of the chairman of the Com 
mittee on the Judiciary I will make a brief statement in regard 
to this matter. 

This bill was introduced by my colleague [Mr. Mercer} and 
refers merely to the time of holding the court in our State. | 
the House an amendment was added to the bill giving a secon: 
term of the court at Lincolz, Nebr., and fixing the date » 
third Monday in September. In the Senate this was amended 
by making it the first Monday in October, which amendment is 
agreed to by my colleague [Mr. MERCER] and myself, and I no 
move that the House concur in the Senate amendments 

The motion was agreed to. 

GRACELAND CEMETERY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 2245) to pro 
hibit the interment of bodies in Graceland Cemetery, in tho 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
that billupand putitupon its passage, stating that its exact coun- 
terpart has been reported to the House by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and is upon the Calendar. There has not 
been a murmur of opposition to the bill by the people anywhere 


it is right for the 


wn 


+} 
vi 


in the District, and the trustees representing the cemetery, as 
well as the people, desire this legislation. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 


consider this bill. The Clerk wiil report it, after which the 
Chair will ask if there be objection to its its consideration. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the date of the pass of this a 
the charter of the Graceland Cemetery Association of the District of Colum 
bia shall cease and determine except as to the members of the board of of 
ficers of said association, who, and their successors in office, are hereby con 
tinued as such corporation for the purposes hereinattcr stated, with pow 
by unanimous vote, to fill any vacancies in said board until the distribution 
hereinafter directed shall have been effected; and after the said date Of pas 
sage it shall be unlawful to inter any bodies in the cometery known as the 
Graceland Cemetery, inthe District of Columbia; and any person or persons 
violating this act, or aiding or abetting its violation, shall be subject toa 
fine of not less than 4100 nor more than $500, to be collected as other fines aro 
collected in the District of Columbia. 

Sec 2. That the said board of officers of the Graceland Cemetery Associa 
tion of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, authorized, em 
powered, and directed, under such regulations as the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia may prescribe, to transfer the bodies interred in said 
cemetery to some other suitable public cemetery or cemeteries within th 
District of Columbia at the expense of said Graceland Cemetery Associatio! 
And said board of officers be, and they are hereby, authorized and empow 
ered to subdivide, sell, and convey in fee simple the wholeor any part of the 
tract of land known as Graceland Cemetery and the buildings thereon, and 
apply the proceeds of such sales, together with all other moneys and assets 
of said association, as hereinafter directed. After paying all obligations 
and liabilities of said association, including a compensation to said board 
of officers of 5 per cent of the gross amount aforesaid, together with reason 
able attorneys’ fees and other necessary expenses in the discharge of the 
duties imposed upon them by this act, the said board of officers shall dl 
tribute the remainder of such amount among the owners of lots | 


ive 








in Sal 
burial ground, as such ownership may be evidenced by certificates of owne 
ship of record on the books of said association. Said distribution shall be 
pro rata according as the certificate value of each lot is to the total certill 
cate value of all the lots in said cemetery. In cases where said board of 
officers shall be in doubt as to the ownership of any lot or of any claim 
against said association, they shall pay into the registry of the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia, for distribution, the amountto which the 
owner or owners of such lot shall be entitled to as aforesaid, or the amount 
of such claim, asthe case may be. When all the net proceeds as aforesaid 
shall have been distributed as hereinbefore prescribed, the said board 
officers shall file an affidavit to that effect, with their accounts and vouchers 
in the office of the clerk of the supreme court of the District of Columb! 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, unless there is a desire for some 
further explanation, I will ask for avote. There is no opp 
tion to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] to consider 

There was no objection. 


si- 


Is there objection to the request of the gen- 


this bill? 
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The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
WHEELER of Alabama, until August 7. 


HENRY W. LEE. 


Mr. BARNES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

resent consideration of the bill (H.R. 5363) for the relief of 
enry W. Lee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
BARNES] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill which the Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and direc..:4 to inquire into and det.rmine what services were rendered by 
Henry W. Lee, now of Stevens Poin, in the State of Wisconsin, tothe Win- 
nebago Indians, or to any bands c\ families thereof; whether such services 
were rendered at therequest of or under any agreement with or acceptance 
of such Indians; whether such services were of utility and value to such [n- 
dians and deserving of compensation, and to fix upon the proper measure 
of the value of the same, not exceeding $10,000 and over and above any sums 
of money which may have been paid to the said Leeon account thereof; and 
if he shall determine that the said Lee isjustly and equitably entitled to any 
such sum or compensation as he shall so fix, then to deduct the same from 
the accounts to be paid and distributed to the stray bands of Winnebagoes 
in Wisconsin, or to such of them as he shall find were justly answerable, in 
such yearly installments or portions as he shall think fit, and to pay the 
same to said Lee, in full discharge of all his claims, notwithstanding that a 
formal contract was never made in accordance with the statute in such cases 
made and provided: Provided, That said stray bands, or a majority of the 
heads of families thereof, shall give their consent to such payment in such 
manner as the Secretary shall direct. 

Ra SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman? 

Mr. REED. I should like to inquire what the bill is about? 

Mr. BARNES. Mr, Speaker, Mr. Lee is an attorney living 
at Stevens Point, Wis. Some years ago he was engaged by the 
Winnebago Indians, a stray band of Indians in that State, to pro- 
tect their interests here at Washington, and also at Madison in 
Wisconsin. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the then 
Secretary of the Interior [Mr. anes recognized that Mr. Lee 
had performed and was performing valuable services, but there 
was no authority of law to pay him for those services. 

Now, this bill provides that the Secretary of the Interior shall 
ascertain what if anything is due to Mr. Lee [for those services, and 
shall state and ascertain his account; that it shall not be paid 
unless the Indians themselves consent to it, under such rules as 
the Secretaryshall prescribe, and that then it shall only be paid 
out of the Indians’ funds, and not outof the fundsof the General 
Government, It seems to me that this is a very fair and proper 
bill, and that the rights of the Indians, of the Government, and 
of Mr. Lee, and of all parties are amply protected. 

Mr. COOMBS. ~ 4 what committee is this reported? 

Mr. BARNES. The Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. COOMBS. Is there a unanimous report? 

Mr. BARNES. Yes. 

Mr. COOMBS. How much does it involve? 

Mr. BARNES. Not to exceed $10,000. The account shall be 
stated by the myer Ay the Interior and be ascertained, but 
it can not exceed $10,000. 

Mr. COOMBS. Over and above what has already been paid, 
as I understand? 

Mr. BARNES. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I — from the reading of the bill that some- 
thing has been -” heretofore? 

Mr. BARNES. I believe so. 

Mr. PAYNE. How was that obtained? 

Mr. BARNES, I can not state that. My colleague [Mr. 
LYNCH] has some information about that, I think. 

Mr. LYNCH. The money was paid voluntarily by the In- 
dians from time to time. Thisbill passed the Senate in the last 
Congress. It was reported unanimously by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs in this Congress. Its passage was simply pre- 
vented by. want of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for unani- 
mous consent for consideration of this bill? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I have just come in and I 
should like to know what tribe of Indians is referred to. 

Mr. BARNES. A stray band of Winnebagoes, located near 
Stevens Point, Wis. 

aoe SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman’s re- 
quest 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and Soins engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 


On motion of Mr. BARNES, a motion to reconsider the | 1st 
vote was laid on the table. i 


INTERSTATE FAIR AT TACOMA, WASH, 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privi. 
leged report from the Committee on Ways and Means. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7753) to exempt the articles of foreign exhibitors at the jp; 
state fair at Tacoma, Wash., from the payment of duties. re 


The SPEAKER. This bill will be referred to the Committe, 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the. 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr.Speaker, I ask unanimous consent{o. 
the immediate consideration of the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington asks \nay 
imous consent for the present consideration of this bill. Th, 
Clerk will report the bill, after which the Chair will as ; 
there be objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill to exempt the articles of foreign exhibitors at the interstate fq 
Tacoma, Wash., from the payment of duties. 


Whereasthere will be held in the city of Tacoma and county of Pijey., 
State of Washington, from and after , 1894, an exposition to be knoy 
as the Interstate Fair, in which foreign nations and foreign exhibitors} 
been invited and have agreed to participate: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That all articles which shall be imported from forejy 
nations for the nee pe ame of exhibition at said exposition, upon whic) 
there shail be a tariff or custom duty, shall be admitted free of assessn Lent 
of duty, customs fees, or charges, under such regulations as the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall prescribe; and all articles which have been imported 
from foreign countries and which have been on exhibition at the World 
Columbian Exposition at Chicago, or which are now on exhibition at: 
California Midwinter International Exposition at San Francisco, up» 
which there is a tariff or customs duty and which have been heretof i 
mitted free of the payment of duty, customs fees, or charges, may, under 
regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, be removed to the 
city of Tacoma, in the State of Washington, for the sole purpose of ex! 
tion at said interstate fair. 

Sec. 2. That it shall be lawful at any time during such exposition to se! 
for delivery at the close of the exposition any of the goods or property i: 
ported for and actually on exhibition in the exposition buildings or on its 
grounds, subject to such regulations for the security of the revenue 4 
the collection of import duties as the Secretary of the Treasury shail p: 
scribe: Provided, That all such articles when sold or withdrawn for 
sumption in the United States shall be subject to the duty, if any, i 
upon such articles by the revenue laws in force at the date of importati 
and all penalties prescribed by law shall be enforced and applied acai 
such articles and against the persons who may be guilty of any illegal! s 
or withdrawal thereof. 

So. 8. That all of the pouwatins of public resolution No. 30, entit 
** Joint resolution authorizing foreign exhibitors at the World’s Columbian 
Exposition to bring to this country foreign laborers from their respecti 
countries for the perpoee of preparing for and making their exhibits 

roved August 5, 1892, are hereby extended to and made applicable tosa 
Fiterstate air, to the same extent as if said interstate fair was the 
specifically named. 

Mr.DOOLITTLE. Thereare amendments recommended, Mr 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present conside: 
tion of this bill? os pause.] The Chair hears none. Thi 
Clerk will report the amendments. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were 


as follows: 
In the preamble insert, after the word ‘‘after”’ “August 1.” 
In line 3 strike out ‘‘nations”’ and insert ‘‘countries.’’ 
In line 6 strike out ‘‘assessment”’ and insert ‘‘ payment.” 
In line 10, after the word “how” insert ‘‘or have been.”’ 
In line 10, section 2, strike out the word “importation ”’ and insert © sale 


The amendments recommended by the committee were azree 
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The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DOOLITTLE, a motion to reconsider th 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS PERDIDO RIVER, FLORIDA. 


Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent { 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7827) to authorize 4 
bridge across the Perdido River, between the States of !*lorics 
and Alabama. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe county authorities of the countiesof Escam\: 
Fla., and Baldwin, Ala., be, and are hereby, authorized to construct, in & 
cordance with plans to be approved by the Secretary of War, an iron 
wooden bridge for free use by the public at or near Holman’s ferry, across 
the Perdido River, between the States of Alabama and Florida, and to jo! 
maintain and regulate the same under such rules and regulations as 4) 
agreed upon between the said counties. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was rest 
follows: 

After line 10 add the following: ‘ 

“Suc. 2. That said bridge shall be begun within one year anu com! 
within three years from the date of the approval of this act.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of *' 

entleman from Florida to consider this bill? [After a pous 

he Chair hears none. 


late 











1894. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 


to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MALLORY, a motion to reconsider the 
yote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

E. DOUGLASS. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 1319) for the relief of E. Douglass, late Indian agent at White Earth 
Indian Agency. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Ebenezer Douglass, late Indian agent at 
White Earth Indian Agency, in the State of Minnesota, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $566.66, for money 

d out and services performed by said Douglass, at the request of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, in closing the accounts with said agency. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Let the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of this bill? 
Mr. ALLEN. 

Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. 
panying the report. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I would say to the House that the bill has 
been passed by the Senate and carefully considered by the Com- 
mittee on Claims. It has also been looked over thoroughly by 
members of the Committee on Appropriations, and I think there 
is no objection toits passage. It has been considered in the 
House and in the Senate, and was unanimously agreed to by the 
House committee. I would ask the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Coomss], who has examined the bill, to make a statement 
in regard to it. 

Mr. COOMBS. Well, I have read the report through. I 
wish to say that T had objections to the bill when it came - the 
otherday. Having read the report through very carefully, I 


I would like to hear the report on that bill, 


There are a great number of letters accom- 


can not a those objections now. I think it is a just claim 
and ought to be paid. 
Mr. ALLEN. Was this man an Indian agent when he did 


this work? 

Mr. COOMBS. He was the Indian agent, and was discharged 
suddenly, and then the Commissioner of Indian Affairs directed 
him to go on and settle up the books, which he did, employing 
a clerk; and this is for his services at the regular rate that he 
used to receive as an employé, and for the clerk hire. 

Mr. FLETCHER. After he had been removed. 

Mr. COOMBS. And also his clerk at the same as he had 
been receiving, for two months and a half. 

Mr. DOCKERY. For settling up his own books? 

Mr. COOMBS. He was discharged suddenly. 

Mr.SAYERS. Do you think that is right? 

Mr.COOMBS. I do. 

Mr. LYNCH. When was that? 

Mr. FLETCHER. In 1877. 

Mr. LYNCH. You say he was two months and a half in set- 
tling up his own books? 

Mr. FLETCHER. He was ordered by the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior to do the wor®. 

Mr. LYNCH. And you sayit took him two and a half months 
to settle up his books, which he should have been able to settle 
at any day. 

Mr. FLETCHER. He had to do a great deal of traveling. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. LYNCH. [I object. 

Mr. FLETCHER. [am very much obliged to you. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin objects. 


REFUND OF FINES TO SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 6502) to refund cer- 
tain fines to the State of South Carolina. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to the treasurer of the State of South Carolina, the sum 
of 81,500, the same being the amount of the fines imposed upon W. W. Riser, 
sheriff of Newberry County, State of South Carolina: M. B. Gains, sheriff of 
Anderson County, S. C., and M. S. Tyler, late sheriff of Aiken County, in 
said State of South Carolina, in the case of Zz parte D. H. Chamberlain in 
thecircuit court of the United States for the district of South Carolina, and 
toe sum was paid out of moneys belonging to the State of South 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
consideration of this bill? : 

Mr. BURROWS. Is this a bill to refund fines imposed upon 
s0me people in South Carolina? 
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I ask that the report be read. 

There is no use in wasting time upon such 
I object. 

HEIRS OF A. LAWRENCE FOSTER. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3619) for 
the relief of the heirs of A. Lawrence Foster, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Court of 
Claims to try and determine, according to law, the case of the estate of A, 
Lawrence Foster, deceased, late of the county of Fairfax, in the State of 
Virginia, against the United States, forthe sum of 828,840, for the use and 
occupancy of the farm and lands belonging to the decedent, in the county of 
Fairfax, State of Virginia, by the armies of the United States during the 
war of the rebellion, and also as reimbursement for property used and de- 
stroyed upon and taken from said farm and lands by the military forces of 
the United States during the said war of the rebellion, during tbe years 
from 1861 to 1865 inclusive: Provided, That upon said trial the plea of the 
statute of limitations shall not be available to the United States against 
the claim of said estate. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to make a brief statement in explanation of the bill; or 
if it is preferred, I will have the report read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, this is too important a bill to 
be considered in this way, and I hope the gentleman will let it 
go over until members can have a chance to examine it. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri object 
to the request for the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
let it go over until it can be examined. The bill carries $28,000. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. Mr. Speaker, the effect of this 
bill is simply to remove the statute of limitations which has run 
against the claim, the illness of the claimant, softening of the 
brain, having rendered him mentally incapable of prosecuting 
it. All thatis sought by this bill is to remove the statute of 
limitation and let the case go to the Court of Claims just as 
it would have gone if the man had been competent mentally to 
prosecute it. The claim was filed with the Secretary of War, 
but, by some inadvertence, it was not submitted to the proper 
tribunal, and all that this bill proposes is tolet itgo to the court 
with the same effect as if mental incapacity had not prevented 
its prosecution. 

The SPEAKER. 





Mr. LATIMER. 
Mr. BURROWS. 
@ bill as that. 


Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

JAMES FAY. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7683) to remove the 
charge of desertion against James Fay. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to remove the charge of desertion now standing against 
the record of James Fay, late a landsman and fireman on board the United 
States steamship Shamrock, of the North Atlantic Squadron, and grant 
him an honorable discharge to date from August 16, 1865: Provided, That 
no pension, back pay, bounty, or any other allowance shall be paid to said 
Fay by virtue of this act. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
amend the bill. It appears that there never has been a charge 
of desertion entered against this man, and I wish to amend the 
bill so as to conform to the fact. The case is very simple, and 
I do not think anyone can object to the bill. This man was put 
on the naval records as ‘‘not reporting.” The vessel Sham- 
rock at the end of the war went to Philadelphia and was out of 
commission. The crew were given leave to report at any naval 
station they chose. This young man chose Brooklyn. He had 
two weeks’ leave of absence, and at the end of that time he re- 
ported at the Brooklyn navy-yard, but there was noorder there 
for him. In further explanation of the case, I ask the Clerk to 
read the briefstatement in small print at the bottom of the first 
page of the report. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the statement. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I think wehad better have the 
regular order. 

Mr. COOMBS. 
a statement. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object to that bill, but I will withdraw the 
demand for the regular order for a few minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects. 

CHARLES T. RUSSELL. 
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
e of the Senate bill which I send to the desk, an act (S. 
1999) for the relief of Charles T. Russell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and instructed to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to Charles T. Russell, of Connecticut, late consul at 


I hope the gentleman will allow me to make 








8002 


Liverpool, England, $3,100, being the sum actually and necessarily expended 
by him in the shipping department of that office. 

Seco. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized 
and directed to apply the amount named in this bill to cance! and offsetany 
claim, or 80 much thereof as the United States may have against the said 
Charles T. Russell, for any indebtednes due from him upon an unsettled ac- 
count while consul as aforesaid. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Maine for the present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. I should like to near some explanation of the 
bill. 

Mr. REED. I will state to the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations that Mr. Russell was consul at Liverpool for 
four years. Prior to his becoming consul there was always an 
allowance made of $2,000 per annum for the purpose for which 
he made this expenditure, but at that time Congress had ceased 
to make appropriation for that purpose, which purpose was the 
discharge and shipment of American seamen in the port of 
Liverpool. Since the expiration of Mr. Russell's term of office 
the consul has been furnished with a clerk at $2,000 a year, who 
performs that work. Mr. Russell is now settling his accounts, 
and as he has made actual expenditure of $3,100, he desires to 
be reimbursed by the United States. 

Mr. SAYERS. ‘That expenditure was for the employment of 
a clerk? 

Mr. REED. For the employment of a clerk and for the ex- 
penses of shipment and discha: ge of American seamen. 

Mr. COX. I desire to ask the gentleman from Maine what 
committee has passed upon this case? 

Mr. REED. The Committee on Claims have passed on it, and 
the bill has been passed by the Senate. It was reported favor- 
ably at the last a of the Committee on Claims. It isa 
case that comes to me through the hands of the counsel of the 
bondsmen, and both the parties concerned are Democratic 
brethren, to whom I desire to be just and charitable. 

Mr. COX. I would like to see the report in this case. 

Mr. LOUD. I will state to the gentleman that this case came 
before our committee sometime ago, and I raised objection to 
its consideration until evidence could be secured from the State 
Department setting forth the facts. Such a letter came from 
that Department some ten days ago, and on last Friday week 
the bill was reported. 

Mr. COX. As Iremember the matter now, theclaim was held 
up in our committee until a statement could be obtained from 
the State Department—— 

Mr. LOUD. It was held up on my suggestion. 

Mr. COX. And my colleague on the committee [Mr. Loup] 
obtained that statement, and then the claim was favorably re- 
ported. Am I correct as to that? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes, sir. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill; which was.ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. REED, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LIGHTS ON FISHING VESSELS. 


Mr. TRACEY. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
a of the bill (H. R. 7383) relating to lights on fishing ves- 
sels. P 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, ete., That article 0 of the act approved March 3, 1885, entitled 
“An act to adopt the revised international regulations for preventing col- 
lisions at sea,” so far as said article relaves to lights for fishing vessels, is 
hereby réenacted and continued in force, anything in the act approved May 
28, 1894, entitled “ An act to amend an act approved August 19, 1390, entitled 
‘An act to adopt ne for preventing collisions at sea,’*’ to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. 


Mr. TRACEY. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. ROBBINS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 7383) regulating lights.on fishing vessels, have had the same 
under consideration, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

This bill merely coatinues in force the visions of existing law relating 
to lights on fishing vessels, as established by the act of March 3, 1885, which 
enacted international rules to prevent collisions at sea. the present 
session of Congress a bill was passed, and has been approved Dy the Presi- 
dent, minary to the promuigation by the maritime nations of the re- 
vised international rules of the road, prepared by the Washington Interna- 
tional Marine Conference. 

While enac the revised international rules relating to collisions gen- 
erally, it is not desirable to change the law in to ts on fi 
vessels, and it was understood that the provisions of article 10, act-of Marc 
3, 1885, in regard to fishing vessels, should remain in force; yet, as theques- 
tion was raised during the discussion of the bill relating 


collisions at 
sea, and the fear expressed that the _— of the act Se 1894, 
was 





would repeal 0 of the act of 1885, an und 
reached to the effect that a separate act should be reported contin- 
uing in force the provisions of article 10, act of March 3, 1885, to 
arniS Di wit doubt on this point which possibly 
“his remove any doubt on t be 
raised in judicial i tation of the rules of the road. It provides that 
the law relating to fis’ vessels shall remain as it is at present after the 
new sapweuens 9 tate effect. Therefore, your committee recommend its 
passage by the House. 
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There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid. 
eration of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading; andit-was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

On motion of Mr. TRACEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. : 

BRIDGE OVER SOUTH CANADIAN RIVER, OKLAHOMA, 

Mr. FLYNN. I ask unanimous consent for the present ceo 
sideration of the bill (S.320) authorizing the Purcell Bridge ang 
Transfer Company to construct and maintain a bridge over th 
South Canadian Kiverator within 1 mileof the town of Lexing- 
ton, county of Cleveland, Territory of Oklahoma. 

The bill was read 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid. 
eration of the bill; which wa8 ordered to a third reading, 
the third time, and passed. 

On motionof Mr. McDOWELL, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


REPRINT OF A REPORT. 


On motion of Mr. BOATNER, by unanimous consent, it was 
ordered that Report No. 181, on the bill (H. BR. 4568) to reviy 
and amend an act to provide for the collection of abandoned 
property and the prevention of frauds in insurrectionary dis- 
tricts within the United States, and acts amendatory thereof, b 
reprinted. 

Mr. SAYERS. I call for the regular order. 

LAND DONATION FOR FREE SCHOOLS IN OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. MCRAE presented the following conference report: 


The. committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6080) granting a certain 
military reservation to Oklahoma City, Okla., to aid the publie free schoo! 
thereof, and for other pargooss, having met, after full and free confere: 
— agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 1. 

ollows: 

That the Senate:recede from its amendments numbered 1 and 2; 
House agree to the same. 

THO. C. MGRAE, 


D. D. HARE, 
J. W. MOON, 
Conferees on the part of the Hous 
JNO. MARTIN, 
A. J. MCLAURIN, 
JOSEPH M. CARBY, 
Conferees on the part of the Sena 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 

Thereservation which by this bill is proposed to be granted to Okiahom,s 
City, in trust for the useand benefit. of its public free sehools, was esta 
lished by Executive order of April 20, 1889, for use of Fort’Reno. This was 
twe days before the ning of Oxlahoma to settlement. The reservation 
was relinquished by the War Department September 28, 1892, by virtue of 
Executive order of that date, and placed under control of the Interior 
partment for disposal under the act of July 5, 1884 (23 United States Statu 
103), or as May be otherwise provided by law. 

The War Department d sed of all the public buildings and impro 
ments on the land. The following applications to make entry of the t1 
were presented at the Oklahoma City land office and rejected for the reason 
that said land was not open to settlement, being a military reservation aii 
not subject to housestinnl entry: No. 1270, of Benjamin S. Miller, October |! 
1892; No. 1271, of John A. Blackburn, October 15, 1892; No. 1274, of Henry W 
Scott, October 17, 1892; No. 1279, of John A. Blackburn, October 24, 1892; N 
1282, of John Carson, October 25, 1892; -—, of C. R. Jones, December 13. 1%?! 
Appeals have been taken from the rejection of the application of Mille: 
Jones, and Blackburn. 

On the 12th of April, 1893, the mayor of Oklahoma City made application 
to enter said tract for cemetery and park purposes under the act of Septen- 
ber 30. 1890 (26 Stats., 502), which was rejected. 

The Interior Department by letters have repeatedly held, in communici 
t to committees of the House, that no vested rights att»ched by reason 
of these applications, and the land is public and subject to disposal by Con: 
gress. 

The Senate recedes from its amendments, and if this report is adopted i 
will pass the bill as originally passed by the House. 

THOS. C. McRAE. 


D. D. HARE. 
J. W. MOON. 

The question being taken, the report of the committee of con- 
ference was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. McRAE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the report was agreed to was laid on tho table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COOMBS. [ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS) 
to withdraw the call for the regular order until [ean again pre- 
sent the bill which I hold in my hand. 

Mr. SAYERS. I withdraw the call for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order can not 
be withdrawn in favor of a particular individ-al. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well, then; I do not withdraw it. 

The Clerk procee to call the committees for reports. 

ARBITRATION BETWEEN EMPLOYES AND EMPLOYERS. 

Mr. ERDMAN, from the Committee on Labor, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R.7727) to create a national board 
for the arbitration of controversies between employés and their 
employers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whoie 
House on the state of the Union, and the aceompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


ana 








1894. 
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The call of committees for reports was concluded, no further 
reports being presented. 
RECOGNITION OF REPUBLIC OF HAWAII. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker,I send up to the desk a res- 
olution for which I desire to ask present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 

1. That the United States of America congratulates the people of the Ha- 
waiian Islands on their just and peaceful assumption of the powers, duties, 
and responsibilities of self-government as indicated by their recent adop- 
tion of a republican form of government. 

2, That the Republic of Hawatiis entitled to exercise and enjoy interna- 
tional comity and the benefits. of all rights, privileges, and advantages un- 


der existing treaties that were concluded between the United States of | 


America and the late Kingdom of Hawaii. 

3. That the Republic of Hawaii is hereby recognized by the United States 
of America as a free, sovereign, and independent republic, and the Presi- 
dent of the United States shall give proper notice of the recognition to the 
President of the Republic of Hawaii. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I make the point that this resolution should 
go the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri makes the 
point that this is not a privileged resolution. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to state that this resolution, with 
the exception of a single word, is a verbatim copy of a resolu- 
tion introduced by the gentleman from Kentueky [Mr. Mc- 
CREARY], the distinguished chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. The resolution is his production, with the ex- 

ception that a single word has been substituted, the word 
** Hawaii.” 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
gentleman from Maine refer to? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It is the text of the resolution introduced 
by the gentleman from Kentucky himself, on the 27th day of 
January, 1890, asking the House to pass a resolution recogniz- 
ing the Republic of Brazil. 

Tt seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that under the peculiar circum- 
stances in which we find ourselves as related tothe Government 
and people of Hawaii, this resolution should involve a question 
of privilege. I believe from all that has gone before, from in- 
formation embodied in executive communications to this body 
and te the Senate, and from the resolutions adopted by the Sen- 
ate and in this House, that the general public understanding is, 
and has been, that for some time past the question of our rela- 
tions to the Hawaiian people and their Government has been re- 
ferred to the action of Congress. Sofar as I am informed the 
position most recently assumed by the Executive Department is 
that of deference to the initiative of the House of Representa- 
tives and the Senate in regard to this important subject. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a matter of common knowledge that the 
people of Hawaii established and proclaimed a republican form 
of government on the 4th day of July, instant; that in doing so 
this great act of the assumption of republican sovereignty was 
accompanied by every possible manifestation of regard for and 
sympathy with the people and Government of the United States, 
and that from the beginning a most earnest desire has been 
manifested for the most intimate and cordial relations between 
the two Governments. 

lunderstand further, Mr. Speaker, that it has been the uniform 


What resolution does the 


policy of the United States to be prompt and earnest in encour- | 


aging and recognizing all movements tending towards the es- 
tablishment of free republican governments, in whatever parts 
of the world they may be. 
settled policy of the United States from the foundation of this 
Republic. I need not enforce upon the mind of the House the 
fact, it seems to me, that the establishment of a republic in the 
Hawaiian Islands isan event that under all the circumstances ap- 
peals tothe sympathy of the people of the United States with 
the most peculiar and extraordinary strength. 


I desire, however, tocall attention to the fact that during last | 
winter, at the time that the provisional government of Hawaii | 


celebrated the anniversary of the deposition of monarchical rule 
in thatcountry, there was a most remarkable and to my mind a 
lamentable neglect of international courtesy on the part of the 
representatives of the Government of the United States, neither 
our ministernor our naval representative at that point manifest- 
ing the customary cordial sympathy and interest in an event 
which could nothave been otherwise than most important, and of 
the deepest interest to the people and Government of the United 
States. And the very fact that our representatives on that occa- 
sion failed’ to manifest any sympathy on the part of this Govern- 
ment with the tentative and successful movement of that people 
for a freer form of government, seems to me to add to the force 
of our present obligation to welcome the new republic to a place 
amongst the republican systems of the world, 


I understand this to have been the | 


| 


_ We have been informed through the public press that there 
is on the way from Hawaii to Washington a delegation claiming 


| to be representative of the defunct monarchy, who were. origi- 


{think this involves a matter of privilege. | 


nally reported to propose making certain claims before this 
Government for restoration of the throne; but the latest public 
report we have is that even these adherents of the deposed Queen 
have so far recognized the logic of events and the manifest des- 
tiny of that people, that they have changed their purpose from 


| demanding further recognition of the Queen and her govern- 


| ment to a purpose to appeal to the President and the Govern- 
ment of the United States in behalf of the annexation of the 
Hawaiian Islands to this Government. While I confidently 


| 
| 


| 





hope to see that result accomplished in the future, in view of 
these facts and reasons, Mr. Speaker, for the adoption of the 
resolution I have presented, and as it is known to everybody, 
and to none more fully than our own people, that the Ha- 
waiian Government has been proclaimed as a republic; that it 
has joined the great galaxy of the free-governing nations of 
the world; thatits new government has been inaugurated under 
American auspices, and that this whole movement is but the 
culmination of beneficent American influence in the direction 
of the great interests which this country must necessarily fee 
in American control of that commanding outpost of the Pacific 
Ocean, so valuable to our future prosperity, it is a matter o 
high and grave import that the House of Representatives of th 
United States, voicing the universal sentiment of the Ameri- 
can people—for there is no dissent, so far as I am able to aseer- 
tain, from one end of the country to the other—should promptly 
express the sympathy of all the people by adopting this reso 
tionso admirably constructed by the gentleman from Kentucky 
to suit the case of Brazil'a few years ago, and use the same form 
now to welcome the government of the Republic at Hawaii, by 
a full recognition on the part of the great representative re- 
publican goverument of the world, the United Statesof America. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think the resolution 
presents a question of privilege: It will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Chair does not regard the resolution 
as presenting a question of privilege? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then [ trust it will meet with prompt and 
favorable action at the hands of its distinguished author, the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, who prepared 
the resolution, of which it is a copy. 

Mr. McCREARY. Has the gentleman from Maine any 
son to doubt that the committee will act promptly and 
to the House on any matter presented to it? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, Mr. Speaker, in answer to that 
amiable inquiry, I will say simply that I do not want to throw 
any possible shadow over my fervent hopes for the immediate 
future by alluding to any of the deferred hopes concerning the 
action of the committee in the past. 

The SPEAKER. This matter has passed from the consider- 
ation of the House. The morning hour begins at seven min 
past. 1 o'clock. 

The Committee on Military Affairs was called. 

HOUSE BILLS LAID ON THE TABLE. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iam directed by the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs to ask that several House bills be laid on the table, 
the bill H. R. 5447, because a Senate bill of similar import has 
passed the House; the bill H. R. 2371, because another bill velat- 
ing to the same subject and of the same general character has 
passed the House; and also the bill H. R. 6037, because tho 
matter in this bill was incorporated in the appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the numbers of these 
bills, and then, without objection, they will lie upon the | 


rea- 


report 


tas 


DLO, aS 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill BH. R. 6087, a bill H. R. 2371, a bill H. R. 5447. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Military Affairs recom- 
mend that these bills lie upon the table. Without objection, 
that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

GEORGE B. COSBY. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to call up the bill (H. R. 6921) for the 
relief of George B. Cosby. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole 
the Private Calendar. 


on 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that that bill should 
be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole, and I 


will state that if the explanation I make is not satisfactory, I 
shall not press the bill. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio that this bill be considered in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury, in 
settling the accounts of George B. Cosby, late a first lieutenant in the Sec- 
ond Cavalry, United States rk & are hereby authorized and directed to 
credit him with the sum of $1,358, being the amount of his official draft in 
favor of John T. Shaaf, late a lieutenant in the United States Army, upon 
the assistant treasurer of the United States at New Orleans, La., on or about 
March 31, 1860, said check not having been honored or paid for the want of 
funds, occasioned by payment of forged checks by said assistant treasurer, 
for which said George B. Cosby was in no way responsible. 


Mr.OUTHWAITE. Lieut. Cosby was appointed quartermas- 
ter at Fort Mason, Texas, in 1860. When he took possession of 
that office he found as the clerk there a detailed enlisted man 
named Pirola. Very soon after Lieut. Cosby took charge in 
1860 Pirola, the clerk, forged the name of Lieut. Cosby to two 
checks. These checks were written by Pirola, and he did not 
even attempt to imitate the handwriting of Lieut. Cosby, but 
signed his name. These checks went into the subtreasury and 
were paid. Shortly after that Lieut. Cosby's attention was called 
to the fact, and he proved conclusively in the district or circuit 
court—I am not sure which—that he was in nowise to blame, 
that this was a forgery, and so clumsy a forgery that the officer 
in the United States Treasury who had been receiving some of 
the checks signed by Lieut. Cosby ought to have known that it 
was not Cosby's signature. 

The pay of Lieut. Cosby was not retained, but this matter 
still hangs over him, and of course, as sucha case is never barred 
by the statute, he desires to be relieved from this responsi- 
bility. 

Mr. SAYERS. _I wish to see a copy of the bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The number of the bill is 6921, and the 
number of the report is 1268. 

Mr. SAYERS. Was this before the war? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It was before the war. Here areletters 
from Gen. J. E. Johnston, Quartermaster-General, exonerating 
Lieut. Cosby entirely. I will read one letter: 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 8th in- 
Stant. Your statement shows ent A that you were in no degree respon- 
sible for the assistant treasurer's refusal to pay your check to Lieut. Shaaf. 

That was a check that was drawn by Lieut. Cosby afterwards, 
he knowing that there ought tu be money enough in the sub- 
treasury to his credit to pay it, which check was refused pay- 
ment because of these two forged checks having been paid, by 
which means the money was drawn out: 


i must acknowledge that you have aright to take exception to the second 
paragraph of my letter of the 2ist ultimo It does not, however, as you in- 
terpret it, charge you with intentional wrong, but carelessness. Neverthe- 
less, it was improper. 

That is, it was improper to charge him even with careless- 
ness: 

It is my duty to apologize for it, and express my regret that it was writ- 
ten. 


J. E. JOHNSTON, 
Quartermaster- General. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman if any 
suit has been instituted upon this? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not know of any suit having been 
instituted. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. There is a suit pending now, and the fact 
that he has to go back to 1860 to get the evidence makes ita 
hard matter for him to meet. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE., I had no information through the regu- 
lar channels that a suit was pending. This man Pirola after- 
wards deserted, stealing a lot of property, besides forging these 
ehecks. The ay which he stole was not charged up against 
the commissary officer incharge at that time, and neither should 
these checks be charged against Lieut. Cosby, who did not ap- 
point this man, and who was not responsible for him at all. e 
was in the service as an enlisted man, and employed as a clerk 
in the | greece office when Lieut. Cosby took possession 
of it. I trust me opeenelen is satisfactory to the gentleman. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. What was the amount; 
and what do you say the object of the bill is? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, This gentleman is just seeking to be re- 
lieved from a charge that stands against him in the books, that 
someone forged and drew from the Treasury Department, the 
amount being $1,358. 

1 _—*, ask for the previous question on the passage of 
the . 

The view question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
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MEDAL OF HONOR. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consen: 
to call up House Resolution No. 199, relative to the medal o! 
honor authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, and March 3, 1863, 
I make this request because it has not been reported. 'It in. 
= no appropriation, and would take but a moment to con- 
sider. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a joint rego. 
lution which the Clerk will report, after which the Chair wij] 
ask if there be objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 199) relative to the medal of honor authorized py 
the acts of July 12, 1862, and March 3, 1863. . 

Resolved, etc., That any person who has been, or may hereafter be, awarded 
the medal of honor authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, and March & 163 
respectively, may wear, in lieu of said medal, a bowknot of ribbon of a pat. 
— under regulations to be prescribed by the President of the United 

Resolved, That the wearing of said medal or ribbon by any other than the 
persons above specified shall be deemed a misdemeanor and subject, on coy 
viction, to a penalty of $100. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consideration of the joint resolution? 
Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it wasaccordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the joint resolution was agreed to was laid on 
the table. 


MILITARY ROAD FROM EL PASO TO FORT BLISS, TEX. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H.R. 
7419) for the construction of a military road from the city of El 
Paso to Fort Bliss, Tex. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc,, That when the military reservation known as ‘Old Fort 
Bliss” shall have been sola by virtue of an act approved March 1, 1890. so 
much of the receipts therefrom as may be necessary, not to exceed &,()) 
are hereby appropriated to the construction of a military road between the 
city of El Paso, Tex., and New Fort Bliss, Tex., said money to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, [ask unanimous consent 
to consider this bill as in the House as in Committee of the 


Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio asks 
unanimous consider this bill in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to ask the gentleman, as I could 
not catch the reading of the bill, if there is a provision in that 
bill that this road is to be completed out of the proceeds of the 
sale of the old fort? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. That is exactly the provision of the bill. 
It makes provision to build a military road, which is absolutely 
necessary, and in which there is no real estate speculation. lt 
is to build a road from the city of El Paso to new Fort Bliss, and 
the money to do this work is to come out of the proceeds of the 
sale of the old fort, which has been ordered by Congress hereto- 
fore. 

Mr. i I ask for the previous question on the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iunderstood the gentleman to say there was 
no real estate speculation in this bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes. 

ot KILGORE. Then it is a unique claim you set up for the 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Itisunique, because of the location; and 
because—— ; 

Mr. KILGORE. I suppose the land is too poor to speculate in. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. T do not want to say anything against 
your State, or any part of it. 

Mr. KILGORE. If this is one of those cases in which there 
is no real estate speculation, then it is sui generis, there is no 
other like it. , 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. It seems to furnish 4 
precedent which ought not to be established, then. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I demand the previous question. _ 

The previous question was ordered and under the operation 
thereof, the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United 
States was communicated to the House of Representatives by 


Is there objection to the present 
[After a pause.] The 
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Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretsries, who also announced that 
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ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 


the President had approved and signed bills of the following | and a joint resolution of the following titles: when the Speaker 


titles: 

On July 24, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 3978) for the relief of John M. Rice. 

On July 26, 1894: 

An act (A. R. 6748) making appropriations for the naval serv- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other pur- 

poO8es8. 
, An act (H. R.4209) for the relief of the securities of John S. 
Bradford; 

An act (H. R. 69) prescribing limitations of time for comple- 
tion of title to certain lands disposed of under the act of Con- 
gress approved September 27, 1850, and theacts amendatory and 
supplemental thereto, and commonly known as the ‘‘ Donation 
act,” and for the protection of purchasers and occupants on s.id 
lands; 

An act (H. R. 3458) extending the time for final proof and pay- 
ment on lands claimed under the public land laws of the United 
States; 

An act (H. R. 236) to amend section 4837 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, as to soldiers’ homes; 3 

An act (A. R.5894) making appropriations for the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895; and 

An act (H. R. 6108) making appropriations for the Diplomatic 
and Consular Service of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1895. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendments 
joint resolutions and bills of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 203) to continue the provisions of a 
joint resolution approved June 29, 1894, entitled ‘‘A joint reso- 
ution to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment;” 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 121) authorizing proper officers of the 
Treasury Department to examine and certify claims in favor of 
certain counties in Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. 2795) to amend section 5 of the act approved June 
18, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act to organize the Life-Saving Service;”’ 

A bill (H. R.4346) extending the benefits of the marine hos- 
pitals to the keepers and crews of life-saving stations; 

A bill (H. 8. 4448) for the relief of persons who have filed 
declarations of intention to enter desert lands; 

A bill (H. R. 4567) establishing a fog signal at Kewaunee, Wis.; 

A bill (H. R. 4908) to authorize a compromise and settlement 
with the State of Arkansas: 

A bill (H. R. 5312) authorizing the construction of light-ship 
with fog signal to be established to the eastward of Boston light, 
Massachusetts, and for the establishment of range lights in 
Boston Harbor, Massachusetts; 

A bill (H. R. 6719) to provide for validation of affidavits made 
before United States commissioners in all land entries; and 

A bill (H. R.6752) toamend section 15 of anactapproving with 
amendments the funding act of Arizona, approved June 25, 1890. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

A bill (S. 100) referring to the Treasury Department the claims 
of sundry persons for examination, adjustment, and report to 
Congress; 

A bill (S. 471) to relieve John Friedlin from the charge of de- 
sertion; 

A bill (S. 653) to open certain parts of the Fort Jupiter mili- 
tary reservation in the State of Florida to entry under the home- 
stead laws; 

A bill (S. 1454) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to trans- 
fer the reproductions of caravels of Columbus to the Coiumbian 
Museum of Chicago; 

A bill (S. 1535) to correct the naval history of John C. Dull; 

: A bill (S. 1539) granting a pension to Josephine Foote Fair- 
AX; 

A bill (S. 1841) to provide that all persons employing female 
help in stores, shops, offices, or manufactories shall provide seats 
for the same when not actively employed. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
bilis of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 6937) making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895; 

A bill (H. R. 6080) granting a certain military reservation to 
Oklshoma City, Oxla., to aid the public free schools thereof, 
and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 


signed the same: 

A bill (H.R.6171) to authorize the Metropolitan Railroad 
Company to change its motive power for the propulsion of the 
ears of said compiny; 

A bill (S. 1426) to provide a register for the steamer Golds- 
worthy: 

foint resolution (H. Res. 208) to continue the provisions of a 
joint resolution approved June 2), 1894, entitled a‘ Joint resolu- 
tion to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment;” and 

A bill (H. R. 6373) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other 
purposes, 

VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 

Mr. BOATNER submitted the views of the minority on the 
bill (H. R. 7798) to amend Pacific Railroad funding acts: which 
were ordered to be printed with the views of the majority. 

NEW MEXICO MOUNTED VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I now call up the bill (H. R. 962) for the 
relief of Capt. Ceran St. Vrain’s company of New Mexico 
Mounted Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, efc., That the oficers and enlisted men of the company of 
New Mexico Mounted Volunteers which served under Capt. Ceran St 
Vrain, and was present at the battles of La Cafiada, January 24, 1817, El 
Emvudo, January 29, 1847, and Taos, February 4, 1847, in the Territory of 
New Mexico, shall be placed on the same footing in regard to pay, allow 
auces, emoluments, bounty, and pension, as volunteers regularly mustered 
into the United States service 

Src. 2. That in auditing and paying the foregoing accounts, the copy of 
muster roll of said company now on file in the War Department, dated 
Santa Fe, N. Mex., February 20, 1847, which shows the company organized 
at Santa Fe, N. Mex., January 23, 1847, and discharged at that place lebru 
ary 20, 1817, and which bears the indorsement of the secretary of the Terri 
tory of New Mexico. dated October 10, 1557, certifying that it is a true copy 
of the original roll of said company, shall be the data to guide the account- 
ing officers; and said claims shall, when audited, be paid by the Secretary 
of the Treasury out of any moneys not otherwise appropriated 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iask unanimous consent that it may be 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SAYERS. I object. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, I movethat the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole to consider this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. McCreary of Kentucky in the chair. 

al r . . . , 

The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole 
to consider a bill, the titie of which the Clerk will report. 

ry ‘ . 

The title was again reported. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. [I ask that the bill be read again. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Task the Clerk to read the first part of 
the report as part of my remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘the Committee on Military Affairs to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
962) for the relief of Capt. Ceran St. Vrain’s Company of New Mexico 
Mounted Volunteers, having had the same under consideration, report 
follows: 

The records of the War Department show that this company was organ- 
ized by Capt. Ceran St. Vrain, of Santa Fe, N. Mex., on January 23, 1847, and 
remained in service until February 20, 1847. It was organized under theau- 
thority of the colonel commanding the United States torces in New Mexico. 
At this time Gen. Kearney had taken possession of New Mexico in the name 
of the United States, but aninsurrection against the authority of the United 
States occurred in the Taos district. The governor of the Territory and a 
large number of the inhabitants of the town of Taos who sympathized with 
the United States were killed. The colonel then in command of the army at 
Sania We proceeded with all his available men to suppress this insurrection 

As an aid in this object, he authorized the organization of a company of 
volunteers by Capt. Ceran St. Vrain, and they performed valuable service 
in suppressing the outbreak. They were never recognized by the War De 
partment asin the United States service, on account of want of authority 
in the then commanding colonel to order their organization and muster 
The necessity for their organization existed and he could not have obtained 
authority from the War Department in time to make them available in the 
suppression of satd insurrection. 

The meritorious character of their services is fully set forth in thean 
nexed report of the War Department. As they rendered service of great 
value under the only possibie authority they should be recognized as in the 
United States service. The Secretary of War recommends the granting of 
relief. The reportof the War Department is appended, with a roster of the 
company. 

The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, unless some gentleman 
wishes a further explanation than is contained in the report 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to know ane or two things 
about this claim. Why was not this claim paid twenty-five, 
thirty, or forty years ago? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will yield to the gentleman from New 
Mexico to explain the bill. : u 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish to ask another thing. When in 
the history of this Government did we put men on the pension 
roll who were nominally in the service twenty days? 


as 
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Mr.OUTHWAITE. It does not put them on the pension roll. 
Itsimply provides pay for the time they served. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not so understand it. 
for a copy of the bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It puts them on the same footing with 
other men who were in the same service for twenty days. 

Mr. LOUD. If they were in the service twenty days they 
ought to have a pension. . 

Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Speaker, these men were mustered into 
the service of the United States Goverment on the 23d of Janu- 
ary, 1847, during the Mexican war. They served in the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico for about twenty-eight days. 

In that time they were engaged in five or six bloody contests, 
in which six members of the company were killed and twenty- 
two wounded. There are only three surviving members of the 
company in New Mexicoand detente, and this organization hav- 
ing done such valiant service not only for New Mexico but for 
the Government of the United States, [ think it.is only just that 
Congress should give relief to the few surviving members of it. 
The original muster roll was forwarded to the War Department 
in 1847, but at that time much of the vast region between this 
capital and New Mexico was occupied not only by hostile In- 
dians but in some parts by Mexican troops engaged in war against 
the United States, and the muster roll was lost in transit and 
never reached the Department. Acertified ors it, however, 
has been forwarded and is nowin ee of the War Depart- 
ment,and this bill provides that that certified copy shall be rec- 
ognized as the basis of the payments to be made to those and the 
hoirs of those who rendered. this service. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman stated awhile ago that there 
wore only three survivors of this company, and now he states 
also that their heirs will come in under this bill. Why is that? 

Mr. JOSEPH. Well, I recognize that they have some claim 
for pensions. 

Mr. LOUD. There could not be over $10 apiece coming to 
these men, and if there are only three of them surviving, it seems 
to me that this is rather a meager claim to bring before Con- 
gress, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, [ offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. I confess [ am very much surprised 
at the presentation of such a claim as this, and, unless this amend- 
ment be adopted, I do not think the bill ought to pass. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Line 10, insert after the word *‘pay,” the word “and.”’ 

Also in lines 10 and 11 strike out “emoluments, bounty and pension.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr.Chairman, the effect of that amend- 
ment will be to leave these soldiers to receive any pay or allow- 
ances that may be due to them under the army regulations, and 
certainly the advocates of the bill ought not to desire to go be- 
yond that. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, let the bill be read as it would 
stand if the amendment were adopted. 

The Clerk read the first section of the bill with the proposed 
amendment. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I yield further time to 
the gentleman from New Mexico [Mr. JOSEPH]. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Chairman, itseems to me that itis a great 
injustice to deprive these few surviving veterans of the Mexican 
war of the pensions to which I think they are entitled. There 
are only three of them living now in New Mexico and Arizona, 
and I feel confident that there are not more than six altogether 
who would be beneficiaries of this bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Why are they not pensioucd under 
the general law? 

Mr. JOSEPH. Because they served only twenty-eight days. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then, instead of making this ex- 
ception, why not amend the general law in this respect so as to 
apply generally? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why put these men on a better footin 
than men who volunteered from the States, without the spec 
incentive of protecting their own territory, and served fifty- 
nine days and z* do not receive pensions? 

Mr. JOSEPH. Because, as the commander of the Army re- 
ports, this ees did specially meritorious service. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, they all did meritorious service. 

Mr. JOSEPH. This company was in six bloody engagements, 
lost six killed outright, and had twenty-two wounded. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That seems to be a good reason for making 
an exception. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, this House on last Friday even- 
ing passed a bill allowing a pension to a man who had served 
sixteen days in some imaginary Indian war, and another allow- 
ing a pension to a man who served, or imagined he had 
served, eighteen days, and I think this is as meritorious as those 


bills were. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I desire to eall the attention of the gen- 
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tleman from Ohio to the fact that the language of the bill does 
not give these men any advantage over other soldiers of tha: 
war. It pee to put them ‘‘on the same footing in regard 
to pay allowances, emoluments, bounty, and pension as volun- 
teers regularly mustered into the United States service.” Gar- 
tainly that does not give them any advantage over others. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In answer to the gentleman, [ will sa 
that the bill as it stands contains an element of uncertainty. 
Why mention bounty at all if they are not entitled to bounty: 
Why mention pensions at all if they are not entitled to pep 
sions? Why talk about allowances—allowances to a soldi 
who was mustered infor afew daysonly and then mustered oi); 
I do not think this bill ought, to pass at all; but if it ji; 
amended as it ought to be, I will make nofurther objection to it, 

Mr. JOSEPH. Let me say for the information of the gent 
man from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], that the United States Goy- 
ernment so far recognized the services of these Mexican yet- 
erans, as to allow them land grants under the law passed iy 
March, 1854—the land grants allowed tu other Mexican soldiers. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then they have been getting alone 
pretty well for so short a service. 

Mr. JOSEPH. But the Secretary of War has thought that 
they are entitled to even more than that for the valiant anj 
meritorious services rendered by them during that war. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, there are only a {ey 
of these survivors, as my friend from New Mexico [Mr. Josrvu 
has stated. 

Mr. JOSEPH. About three, to my certain knowledge. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. There are but very few of them. 
One of them—I believe a very worthy old man—lives in my |. 
ritory. Opposition to a bill of this kind certainly does not come 
with a good grace from those who are so swift ordinarily to 
recognize services given in defense of the country and who pass 
here claim after claim for the benefit of men who never saw a 
battle line; and I am not denouncing those bills, because those 
men would have seen battle probably if they had had an oppor- 
tunity. Here, however, are men who went into the service as 
soldiers, but on account of difficulties, which have been ex- 
FS aeagem by the gentleman from New Mexico, were prevented 

rom appearing regularly on the list of Mexican volunteers. as | 
understand. 

Mr. JOSEPH. That is correct. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Andin that time these soldiersfought 
four or five battles—fought as gallantly, with as great a loss in 
killed and wounded, as any body of men of similar numbers who 
were ever engaged in any war; yet it is urged that these meu, 
because they did not serve sixty days, should not receive pen- 
sions now in their old age, when they have but few years to 
live. I hope that my friend from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], who 
is always so generous in these matters—who is so generous 
always for the right—will withdraw his objection to this meas- 


ure. 

Mr. JOSEPH. In addition to what has been said, allow me to 
state that each of these three surviving veterans is now over 7) 
years of age. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. 
of them. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let the gentlemen who want to extend 
this favor to three surviving soldiers bring in a pension for these 
three men by name and I will vote for it, if the circumstances 
are as stated here. But I have become justa little tired of hav- 
ing bill after bill of a most meritorious character for the relie! 
of the soldiers of the war of the rebellion defeated constantly 
upon the point of a quorum, while it seems as if the wit of man 
was being exhausted in hunting about for somebody who was 
not engaged in that war to be made the recipient of pensions. 
Why pass a _— law in this case that will lead to the intro- 
duction of all sorts of names and controversies in the War De- 
partment? If itis only three men whom — really intend to 
provide for, why not introduce a private bill for those three, anc 
see if it will not pass without any opposition? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr.Chairman, on Friday last we rejected 
virtually the claim of the State of Florida for $568,000 based on 
substantially the same condition of facts as that revealed in th: 
application now before the House. We are asked to give th! 
company of volunteers or the survivors of them, and the nex' 
kin of those who are dead, pay, bounty, pension, and allow 
ances for twenty-eight days’ service in the year 1847. And it 1s 
claimed that these men should be paid because they are now old 
men and worthy citizens. If we once adopt that theory as the 
basis of allowing claims of this sort, we shall have claims pre 
sented here on no more substantial grounds from every ‘err! 
tory and very many of the States of the Union. 

One principle alone should be applied to all these cases; that 
is the test of mustering in. When the soldiers who may have 
formed any organization of volunteers have been mustered into 


They are very old men—every one 
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the service of the United States, then their claim should be rec- | 


ognized as valid, but not otherwise. It seems tome, Mr. Chair- 
man, that volunteers in any State or Territory of the Union 
ought to be willing to serve for twenty-eight days at the request 
of the governor without any pay except what they may receive 
from the Territory or State. They should not come to the Fed- 
eral Congress thirty or forty years later for bounty and pension 
and allowances. 

Iam unable to see how any man can vote for this bill and then 
vote against the claim of the State of Florida which was pend- 
ing before this House on Friday last. The amount involved 
makes no difference. That this bill should involve merely the 


pay of these three men for thirty days is, of course, impossible. | 


There is something back of this proposition. It involves the 
pay, pension, bounty, and allowances, not only of these three 
men, but of forty, fifty, or one hundred men—all those who 
formed this company in the year 1847—and their next of kin. 
The report fails to disclose the number of men interested in this 
claim or the amount of money which we shall be called upon to 
pay. And it seems to me that is one objection to the bill. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Here is a list of the memberscontained in the 
report, which I hand the gentleman. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Now, Mr. Chairman, according to thislist 
it seems to me that there are forty or fifty persons involved in | 


this claim; that is to say, the three survivors, and the legal rep- 
resentatives of those who are dead. That being the number 
you can well imagine to how many dollars it will amount, when 


the events date back to 1847, and we have a criterion in the case | 


of Florida,where we found the names of 400 men, aggregating a 
claim against the Government at this time of something over 
$550,000. Inthe same proportion it is fair to assume that this 


claim will eventually reach fifty, sixty, or seventy thousand dol- | 


lars. : 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that no logical distinction can be 
made in regard to this character of claims. If we pay one, we 
must pay all. But they shouldnotbe paid. The true test of the 
acceptance of the service by the Government and the Secretary 
of War should be applied in all cases; and bear in mind that in 
this instance the report of the majority of the committee shows 
that they were never mustered into the service of the United 
States. I do not see how it can be supported and passed by this 
House. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, the question, I believe, 
is on the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVE- 
NOR]. Does the gentleman insist on that provision? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
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| the Whole, but I think when the report is read that quest 


|} examination he was reenlisted January t8, 1892, 


SOUT 


[he previous question was ordered; under the operation o 
which the amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended 
ordered 


to be engrossed and read a third time: and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. OUTHWALTE, a motion to reconsider the 


last vote was laid on the table 
rHORW 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. [I call 


| of Thorwald Olsen. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is bh: vutt 









y 
ized and directed to revoke the discharge from the military servi Cor 

; missary-Sergeant Thorwald Olsen, dated October 12, 1891, and to car 
enlistment of the said Olsen, dated January 18, 1992; and the said Ols« 
be considered now to be, and to have been, continuou y inthe service u 

| his enlistment of July 16, 1890, as if said discharge of October 12, 1891, a 


and the account 
and directed to adjust ar 
f the said Olsenina 


enlistment of January 18, 1892, had never taken place; 
officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized 
pay the accounts for pay and allowances o 
with the object and intent of this act. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. lask for the reading of the report. 

This bill, I will state, should be considered in Committee of 
ion 
can be disposed of without difficulty. 

The report (by Mr. OUTHWAITE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
4012) for the relief of Thorwald Olsen, have had the same under considera 
tion, and submit the following repert in support of the recomm« ition 
that the bill do pass: 

This soldier entered the United States service in 1867 as a private, and in 
1877 was promoted to commissary-sergeant. He performed 
entire satisfaction of the Department until 1491, when 
of depressing circumstances, he was dismissed the service 
that he was mentally deranged He was serving in the 
Texas, and was ordcred to St. Francis Barracks, Fla.. ' 
June 5, 1891. 

He was not in good health at the time of this transfer, and the change of 
climate, together with the necessary use of sulphur water, made ma 
worse, yet knowing and appreciating what military orders meant, in 
of his sickness and physical exhaustion, he continned to perform the du 
imposed in a hot, ill-ventilated office, often working late into the t 
cure this physical exhaustion he took large doses of quinine, fro 
fects of which he became delirious and while in that condition he w 
himself with an ice pick. When he recovered from the wound he 
that he was ordered to the Government Asylum for Insane at W: 
D.C. He entered this institution on September 30, 1891, and was 
therefrom on December 2, 1891, being confined in the asylum inal 
days. During this period, to wit, on the 12th of October, 1891! 
charged from the service by reason of mental disanility 

By permission from proper authority and after repeated c1 
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|} day, and was reappointed commissary sergeant on February “5, 1%9°, but as 


} this was a new enlistment under t! 
| month enlistment service pay. 


Then I will state that the committee 


will accept the amendment, and let the vote be taken on it at | 
| tives calling the attention to the injustice worked upon this unfortunate of 


once. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iwouldliketohave theamendment reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now, Mr. Chairman, there are no other 
amendments, and I move that the bill be reported to the House 
with favorable recommendation. 

Mr. SAYERS. Before that I desire to call the attention of 
the gentleman to the coneluding paragraph of the bill: 

And said claims shall, when audited, be paid by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, out of any moneys not otherwise appropriated. 

Now, there is no appropriation—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iam willing to strike out that provision 
if the gentleman thinks proper. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let it be stricken out, and whatever money 
is due will be appropriated. 

Mr. JOSEPH. I accept that. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move to strike ovt in the second section of 
the bill all after the word “ officers,” in the twelfth line. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The committee accept that amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in line 12, section 2, after the word “officers,’’ the following 
words: “And said claim shal!, when audited, be paid by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, out of any moneys not otherwise appropriated.” 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. lnow move that the committee rise and 
report the bill to the House with favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly arose; and Mr. DocKERY having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCCREARY of 
Kentucky reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 962, had directed him to report same to the House with 
sundry amendments and that as amended the bill do b 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I demand the previousquestion on the 

and amendments. 


| ficer and rec« 


6 law, he was d k I per 
He is at present performing the es of 
commissary sergeant, and your committee believe that he is ent | 
recognition set out in the bill for his relief. On October 14, 18 x4 
tary of War transmitted a letter to the Speaker of the Honse Represent 
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mmended that a bill be passed granting this re 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous conse 
that this bill be considered iu the House as in Committee of t} 
Whole. 
TheSPEAKER. 


nt 


The gentleman from Ohio[Mr. OUTHWAITE| 


asks unanimous consent that this bill be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I donotthink the bill necdsanyf 
explanation, after the reading of this report. [After a pause.] 
There seems to be no objection to it, and I ask that it | it 
upon its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsid 1e 


last vote was laid on the table. 
JAMES T. PEALE. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. By direction of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, I call up the bill ‘H.R.6672) to place James T 
Peale on the retired list of the United States Army. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole 

Mr. SAYERS. That bill should be considered in Committee 
of thé Whole. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I movethat the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole for the consideration of t 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole for the consideration of the bill. with Mr. COOoMBs i 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


his bill. 


Beit enacted, etc., That, in view of his long and faithful serv major 
and brevet lieutenant-colonel in the Fourth Pennsylvania Cavalry during 
the late war, and captain Second United States Cavalry on the frontier 


since the war, and because of disease incurred in the service and line of his 
duty, the President be, and he is hereby, authorizea to nominate, and, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint James T. Peale 
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to the position of captain (mounted) in the Army of the United States, and 
to place him on the retired list of the Army as of that grade, the retired list 

ng thereby increased in number to that extent; and all laws and parts of 
laws in conflict herewith are hereby suspended for this purpose only. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE, I yield to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. BLACK], 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois, 
of the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
— to place James T. Peale on the retired list of the United States Army, 
having considered the same, respectfully report: 

Your committee agree with the reports made by the Senate and House 
Committees on Military Affairs in the Fifty-first Congress, which report is 
herewith submitted, and recommend the passage of the bill. 

* . o * . > > 

James T. Peale entered the volunteer service of the United States March 
12, 1862, as second lieutenant of Company D, Fourth Regiment Pennsylva- 
nia Cavalry; was moted captain same company and regiment June 5, 
1862; promoted major same regiment September 9, 1864; and brevetted lieu- 
tenant-colonel United States Volunteers March 13, 1865, ‘for gallant and 
meritorious services during the war, and particularly in the engagemen‘ at 
Wyatt's farm;"’ he was taken prisoner September 29, 1864, in action; con- 
fined in ‘‘ Libby,” ‘Salisbury,”’ and * Danville” prisons until eS 22, 
+ He was honorably mustered out and discharged the service July 

He entered the lar service February 23, 1866, as second lieutenant in 
the Second United States Cavalry; was commissioned a first Heutenant 
July 28, 1866, and a captain of thesame regiment March 3, 1875, and was dis- 
missed from the service by sentence of a general court-martial December 20, 
1880. His active service in the Army of the United States extended over a 
period of nearly cighteen years. 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, that is all of the re- 
= that [ care to have read now. This officer was dismissed 
y sentence of court-martial in 1880. The charges were pre- 
ferred by Col. Miles. The court-martial was convened and its 
sentence rendered. Gen. Miles hasin the last paragraph of that 
report stated his present conviction and judgment. I ask the 
Clerk to read the last paragraph of the report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE MISSOURI, 
Fort Leavenworth, Kans., October 7, 1885. 

DEAR Str: James T. Peale, of Pennsylvania, late a captain Second Cav- 
alry, United States Army, having been dismissed from the service Decem- 
ber 20, 1880, on charges preferred by me, involving an undue use of intox1- 
cating liquors, is desirous of being restored to the Army. I would to 
say, in his behalf, that I am in possession of satisfactory evidence that since 
his dismissal from the service his conduct and habits as to sobriety have 
been above reproach. Capt. Peale, while in the service, aside from the 
fault named, had a good record d the civil war and on the frontier, 
proving himself a gallant, a and meritorious officer. 

In view of all these facts, should the President deem this a case where 
clemency could be properly exercised, there are several ways in which the 
effect of a dishonoraole dismissal from the Army could be overcome or dis- 
continued. He could be appointed a second lieutenant in the Army; he 
could, | y special act of Congress, be restored to the rank of captain, and as- 
signed to the first vacancy; or he could, by special act, be placed upon the 
retired list of the Army, with the rank of captain. 

I ree him to ae eee . . 

m, sir, ve t . your o mt servan 
" i ih ay ote Kt NELSON A. MILES, 
Brigadier-General, United States Army. 

The CHAIRMAN. But three minutes of the morning hour 
remain. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 7 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. COOMBS, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole, reported that that committee had had under consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. 6672) te place James T. Peale on the re- 
tired list of the United States Army, and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following re- 
port from the Committee on Rules for immediate consideration: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That immediately after the adoption of this order the House pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House bill 119, to protect public forest reserva- 
tions; that said bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole; that at the hour of 4 o’clock this day (unless sooner disposed of) 
the previous question be considered as ordered on pending amendments and 
on said bill to its final passage, when, without delay or other motion, the 
vote be taken on said bill. 

Mr. CUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of 
the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 23. 

Mr. LOUD, Mr. BOEN, and Mr.-PICKLER made the point of 
no quorum. 

r. OUTHWAITE. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. CUTHWAITE] and the gentleman from 
California | Mr. Loup]. 


Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Chair ap- 
point the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] to be one of 
the tellers in my place. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, at the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE], will appoint the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] as one of the tellers. 

The question was taken on agreeing to thefresolution: ang 
there were—yeas 117, nays 54, answered “‘ present” 7, reported 
present by the tellers 4, not voting 169; as follows: 


YEAS—117. 
Abbott, Davey, Lapham, Pendleton, Tex. 
Alderson, De Armond, Latimer, Pickler, 
Alexander, De Forest, Layton, Pigott, 
Allen, Dinsmore, Lester, Price, 
Arnold, Dockery, Livingston, Reilly, 
Bailey, English, Cal. Lockwood, Richards, Ohio 
Barnes, English, N. J. Lynch, Richardson, Mich 
Bartlett, Enloe, addox, Ritchie, 
Barwig, Epes, Martin, Ind. Russell, Ga. 
Black, Ga. Erdman. McCreary, Ky. Sayers, 
Black, Il. Everett, McCulloch, Schermerhorn, 
Bland, Fielder, McDearmon, Snodgrass, 
Branch, Fithian, McEttrick, Somers, 
Brickner, an, McGann, Sore. 
Brown, Geury, McKaig Springer, 
Bynum, Geissenhainer, McLaurin, Stevens, 
Cadmus, Goldzier, McMillin. Strait. 
Caminetti, Gorman, McNagny, Talbert, S. C. 
Cannon, Cal. Grady, McRae, Talbott, Md. 
Catchings, Graham, Meyer, Tarsney, 
Causey, Hall, Mo. Money, Tate, 
Clark, Mo. Hammond, Moon, Taylor, Ind. 
Cobb, Mo. Henderson, N.C. Neill, Terry, 
Cockrell, Hutcheson, O'Neil, Mass. Tucker, 
mbs Ikirt, O'Neill, Mo. Warner, 
Cooper, Fla. Johnson, Ohio Outhwaite, Wolverton, 
Cooper, Tex. Jones, age, Woodard. 
Covert, Kribbs, Paschal, 
Crawford, Kyle, Patterson, 
Culberson, Lacey, Pearson, 
NAYS—5. 
Baker, Kans. Daniels, Kem, Russell, Conn. 
Baldwin, Davis, Lane, Shell, 
Bartholdt, Donovan, Lefever, Stephenson, 
Boer, Grosvenor, Linton, Storer, 
Boutelle, Harris, Loud, Strong, 
Bowers, Cal. Haugen, Marsh, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bre Henderson, Iowa Marshall, Van Voorhis, Ohi 
Brookshire, Hicks, Marvin, N. Y. Wells, 
Brosius. Hitt, McCall, Williams, Miss. 
Bundy, Holman, McCleary, Minn. Wilson, Ohio 
Coffeen. Houk, Murray, Wilson, Wash. 
Cooper, Wis. Hudson, Ogden, Wright, Mass 
Hulick, Perkins, 
Curtis, Kans. Hunter, Post, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”—7. 
Blair, Dolliver, Heard, Montgomery. 
Broderick, Gear. Kilgore, 
REPORTED PRESENT BY THE TELLERS—4. 
Cannon, Il. Cogswell, Ellis, Ky. Funston. 
NOT VOTING—194 
Adama, Ky. Doolittle, Lawson, Sherman, 
Adams, Draper, Loudenslager, Sibley, 
Aitken, Dunn, Lucas, Sickles, 
Aldrich, Dunphy, Magner, Simpson, 
Apsley, Durborow, Maguire, Sipe. 
Avery, Edmunds, Mahon, Smith, 
Babcock, Ellis, Oregon Mallory, Sperry, 
Baker, N. H. Fletcher, McAleer, Stallings, 
Bankhead, Forman, McDannold, Stockdale, 
Belden, Funk, McDowell, Stone, C. W. 
Bell, Colo. Gardner, McKeighan, Stone, W. A 
Bell, Tex. Gilet, N, Y. Meiklejohn, Stone, Ky. 
Beltzhoover, Gillett, Mass. Mercer, Straus, 
Berry, Goodnight, Meredith, Swanson, 
Bing Gresham, Milliken, Sweet. 
Boatner, Griffin. Morgan, Tawney, 
Bower, N.C. Grout, Morse, Thomas, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Grow, Moses, Tracey. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Hager, Mutchler, Turner, Gi. 
Bryan, er, Newlands, Turner, Va. 
Bunn, Haines, Northway, Turpin, 
Burnes, Hall, Minn. Oates, Tyler. 
Burrows, Hare, Payne, Updegraf, 
Cabaniss, Harmer, Paynter. Van Voorhis, N.Y 
Campbell, Harter, Pence, Wadsworth, 
Capehart, Hartman, Pendleton, W. Va. Walker, 
Caruth, Hatch, Phillips, Wanger, 
Chickering, Hayes, Powers, Washington, 
Ch F Heiner, Quigg, Waugh, 
Clancy, Henderson, Ill. Randall, Weadock, 
Clarke, Ala Hendrix, Ray. Wever. 
Cobb, Ala. Hepburn, Rayner, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cockran, Hermann, Reed, Wheeler, Ili. 
Conn, ines, Reyburn, White, 
Cooper. Ind. Hooker, Miss. Richardson, Tenn. Whiting, 
Cornish, Hooker, N. Y. Robbins, Williams, M1. 
Cox, Hopkins, Dl. Robertson, La. Wilson, W. Va 
— Pa. Robinson, Pa. Wise, 
Cumm Bull, Rusk, Woomer, 
Sartte, xe Izlar, Ryan, Wright, Pa 
Dalzell, Johnson, Ind. Scranton, 
Denson, Johnson, N. Dak. Settle, 
Dingley, Kiefer, Shaw, 


The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. OATEs with Mr. MORSE. 
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Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. Coss of Alabama with Mr. APSLEY. 

Mr. GRESHAM with Mr. MAHON. 

Mr. ROBBINS with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 

Mr. STEVENS with Mr. DRAPER. 

Mr. CONN with Mr. Hooker of New York. 

Mr. TURNER of Virginia with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 

Mr, STOCKDALE with Mr. BRODERICK. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. STALLINGS with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. DENSON with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. LAWSON with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. CAPEHART with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. Ray. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. MORGAN with Mr. SmiTH of Lilinois. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. SETTLE. 

For this day: 

Mr. HatcH with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. BERRY with Mr. SHAW. 

Mr. DURBOROW with Mr. WHEELER of Illinois. 

Mr. CARUTH with Mr. MERCER. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. UPDEGRAFF. 

Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. GARDNER. 

Mr. MOSES with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WEADOCK with Mr. ApaAms of Kentucky. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia with Mr. GILLET of New York. 

Mr. CABANISS with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, I am paired, andi want 
to be put down as “‘ present” in order to make a quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to change my vote 
from nay to yea. LIalso ask that my colleague, Mr. Lucas, be 
excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. EVERETT). The Clerk will 
report the names of those noted by the tellers as present and not 
voting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. BRODERICK, Mr. CANNON of Illinois, Mr. COGSWELL, Mr. ELLIs of Ken- 
tucky, Mr. FUNSTON. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, let us have the roll recapitu- 
lated. 

The vote was recapitulated. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention 
toamistake. I notice | am recorded as = in the affirma- 
tive. Iam paired with the gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. 
STOCKDALE, and did not vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
as ‘‘ present.” 

Mr. LOUD. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that the tellers re- 
ported Mr. BRODERICK as “ present,’ and he made up one of the 
seven that were first reported. 

The SPEAKER pro iempore. On this question the yeas are 
116; the nays 52; answered ‘‘ present,” 6; reported as present by 
the tellers. 4. A quorum is present, and the motion is carried. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
rule was adopted. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I make the point of order that that is not 
inorder. In the first place, what does the record show as to how 
the gentleman voted? 

Mr. PICKLER. I voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 


The gentleman will be recorded 


at FURLER. I move that the House take a recess until 4 
o'clock. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I make the point that that motion is not 
inorder. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why is it not in order? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Because this is a motion ona resolution 
pts from the Committee on Rules. 

- PICKLER. But your rule is not adopted. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. ‘The rule is pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentieman from Ohic, to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 
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Mr. PICKLER. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 49, noes 6. 

Mr. PICKLER. No quorum hag voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman makes the point 
that no quorum has voted. The Chair willappointas tellers the 
gentleman from South Dakota {[Mr. PickKLER] and the gentle- 
man from Ohio | Mr. OUTHWAITE)}. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Lask for the yeas and nays, 

Mr. PICKLER. Pending that, I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I would like to have the 
Chair make the ruling. The gentleman from Ohio has not the 
right to make a statement as to whether any business is in order 
or not. If the Chair is going to make any ruling he will do so, 
bat not the gentleman from Ohio. If the gentleman from Ohio 
will take the chair he can make the ruling. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman from Washington is not 
authorized to state what my rights and privilegesare. I make 
the point that the motion is not in order. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The point I make is, that when 
you make that point of order vou can not also make the ruling 
for the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
motion to adjourn is in order. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn, and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington and Mr. PICKLER. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 53. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand tellers. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. ‘The yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, this shows how 
much more important itis to have a decision from the Chair 
than it is to have a decision by the gentleman from Ohio. 
{Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as tell- 
ers the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] and the gentle- 
man from Washington | Mr. WILSON]. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 78, nays 120, 
not voting 153; as follows: 


The Chair wiil rule that one 


YEAS—78. 

Aitken, Doolittle, Hull, Post, 
Avery. Draper, Johnson, N. Dak. Quigg, 
Baker, Kans. Ellis, Oregon Kem, Reed, 
Baker, N, H. Fletcher, Kiefer, Russell, Conn. 
Baldwin, Funston, Lefever, Sperry, 
Barnes, Gorman, Linton, Stephenson, 
Bartholdt, Grosvenor, Loud, Stone, C. W. 
Blair, Hager, Loudenslager, Stone, W. A. 

| Boen, Hainer, Lynch, Storer, 
Boutelle, Harris, Marsh, Strong, 
Bowers, Cal. Hartman, Marvin, N. Y. Sweet, 
Brosius, Haugen, McCall, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bundy, Hepburn, McCleary, Minn. Wadsworth, 
Cannon, Ill. Hermann, McDowell, Wells 
Coffeen, Hicks, Millixen, Wilson, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis. Hitt, Murray, Wilson, Wash. 
Cousins, Hopkins, cil. Northway, Wright, Mass. 
Curtis, Kans. Hopkins, Pa. Payne, Wright, Pa. 
Dalzell, Hudson, Perkins, 
Davis, Hulick, Pickler, 

NAYS—120. 
Abbott, Culberson, Ikirt, Patterson, 
Alderson, Curtis, N. Y. Johnson, Ohio Pearson, 
Alexander, Daniels, Jones, Pendleton, Tex 
Arnold, Davey, Kribbs, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Bailey, De Armond, Kyle, Pigott, 
Bartlett, De Forest, Lacey, Price, 
Barwig, Dinsmore, Lane, Reilly, 
Bell, Tex. Dockery, Lapham, Richards, Ohio 
Black, Ga. Donovan, Latimer, Richardson, Mich. 
Black, Ml. Ellis, Ky. Layton, Ritchie, 
Branch, English, Cal. Livingston, Russell, Ga. 
Bretz, English, N. J. Maddox, Sayers, 
Brickner, Epes, Mallory, Schermerhorn, 
Brookshire, Erdmat, Marshall, Shell, 
Bryan, Everett, Martin, Ind. Snodgrass, 
Bynum, Fithian, McCreary, Ky. Somers, 
Cadmus, Fyan, McCulloch, Sorg, 
Caminetti, Geary, Mc Dearmon, Strait, 
Cannon, Cal. Geissenhainer, McEttrick, Straus, 
Causey, - Goldzier, McGann, Talbert, S. C 
Clark, Mo. Grady, McKaig, Tarsney 
Cobb, Mo. Graham, McLaurin, Tate. 
Cockrell, Hall, Mo. MeMiillin, Taylor, Ind 
Coombs, Hammond, McRae, Terry, 
Cooper, Fila. Heard, Money, Tracey, 
Cooper, Ind. Henderson, N.C. Neill. Tucker, 
Cooper, Tex. Hines, O'Neil, Mass. Wanger, 
Covert, Holman, O'Neill, Mo. Warner, 
Cox, Hunter, Outhwaite, Williams, Miss 
Crawford. Hutcheson, Page, Wolverton, 
NOT VOTING—153. 

Adams, Ky Bankhead, Bland, Brown, 
Adams, Pa. Belden, Boatner, Bunn, 
Aldrich, Bell, Colo. Bower, N. C Burnes 
Allen, Beltzhoover, eee ay Ark. burrows, 
Apsley. Be ‘ reckinridge, Ky. (abanisa, 
Babcock, Bingham, Broderick, Campbell, 








SOLO 


Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Conn, 
Cornish, 
Crain, 
Cummings, 
Denson, 
Dingley, 
Doliiver, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Bdamunds, 
Enloe, 
Pielder, 
Forman, 
Funk, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goodnight, 
Gresham, 
Grifiin, 
Grout, 


Mr. PICKLER (during the roll call). 


Grow, 
Haines, 

Hall, Minn. 
Hare, 
Harmer, 
Harter, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Lil. 
Henderson, lowa 
Hendrix, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Houk, 

Izlar, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Kilgore, 
Lawson, 
Lester, 
Lockwood, 
Lucas, 
Magner, 
peagesee, 
Mahon, 
McAleer, 
MeDannold, 
MeKeighan, 
McNagny, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
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Montgomery, 
Moon, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Mutchler, 
Newlands, 
Oates, 
Ogden, 
Paschal, 
Paynter, 
Pence, 
Phillips, 
Powers, 
Randall, 
Ray, 

Raynt:, 
Reyburn, 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 

Ryan, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 

Smith, 





Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Swanson, 
Talbott, Md. 
Tawney, 
Thomas, 

Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 

Tyler, 

Updegraff, 

Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Walker, 
Washington, “ 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Wever, 

Wheeler, Ala. 
Wheeler, Ill. 
White, 

Whiting, 
Williams, (1. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise, 

Woodard, 
Woomer. 


Mr. Speaker, I call at- 


tention to the fact that there are no tellers at the desk. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. EVERETT). 


On a motion to 













































































adjourn a quorum is not required, so tellers are unnecessary. 

Mr. PICKLER. I beg the Chair’s pardon, but the rule makes 
no exception. Itrequires that when the yeasand nays are taken 
tellers shall be appointed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point 
made by the gentleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, [ call the Chair's attention to the 
matter, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair had already called 
his own attention to it. om hter. | 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The following additional pairs were announced for the rest of 
this day: 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois with Mr. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. Wiss with Mr, ROBINSON of Pennslvania. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] to lay on 
the table the motion of the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PICKLER] to reconsider the vote by which the order reported 
from the Committee on Rules was adopted. Upon this ques- 
tion the yeas and nays have been demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 111, nays 18, 
answered * present” 4, not voting 218; as follows: 


YEAS—111. 
Alderson, Dinsmore, Marshall, Reilly, 
Alexander, Donovan, Martin, Ind. Richards, Ohio 
Allen, English, N. J. McCreary, Ky. Richardson, Mich. 
Arnold, Epes, McCulloch, Ritchie, 
Bailey, Erdman, McDearmon, Russell, Ga. 
Barnes, Everett, MeBttrick, Sayers, 
Bartlett, Fyan, McGann, Schermerhorn, 
Barwig, Geissenhainer, McKaig, Shell, 
Bell, Tex, Gorman, McLaurin, Snodgrass, 
Black, Ga Grady, McMillin, Somers, 
Bland, Graham, McRae, Sorg, 
Branch, Hall, Mo. Meredith, Springer, 
Bretz, Heard, Money, Stevens, 
Brookshire, Henderson, N.C. Mutchler, Strait, 
Bynum, Hines, Neill, Straus, 
Cadmus, Hiolman, Oates, Talbert, S. C. 
Caminetti, Hunter, O'Neil, Mass. Talbott, Ma. 
Cannon, Cal. Ikirt, O'Neill, Mo. Tate, 
Clark, Mo. Jones, Outhwaite, Taylor, Ind. 
Cobb, Mo Kribbs, Page, Terry, 
Cockrell, Kyle, Paschal, Tracey, 
Cooper, [ud. Lacey, Patterson, Tucker, 
Cooper, Tex. Lane, Paynter, eee: 
Covert, Latimer, Pearson, arner, 
Cox, Layton, Pendleton, Tex. Williams, Miss. 
Culberson, Livingston, Pendleton, W.Va. Woiverton, 
Davey, Maddox, Pigott, Woodard. 
De Armond, Mallory, Price, 
NAYS—18 
Abbott, Bryan, Budson, Wells, 
Baker, Kans. Bundy, Kem, Wilson, Ohio. 
Baldwin, Cooper, Wis. Lynch, Wright, Pa. 
Blair, Crawford, Pickler, 
Brickner, Geary, Sperry, 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "'—4. 
Causey, Daniels, Goldzier, Kilgore. 
NOT VOTING—218. 
Adams, Ky. Babcock, Beltzhoover, Boutelle, 
Adams, Pa. Baker, N. H. Berry, Bower, N.C. 
Aitken, Bankhead, Bingham, Bowers, Cal. 
Aldrich, Bartholat, Black, D1. Breckinridge, Ark, 
Apsley, Belden, Boatner, Ky. 
Avery, Bell, Colo. Boen, Broderick, 





Brosius, 
Brown, 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Cabaniss, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, [il 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala 
Cockran, 
Coffeen, 
Cogswell, 
Conn, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fla 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 
Crain, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, Kans 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzoll, 
Davis, 
DeForest 
Denson, 
Dingley, 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Eilis, Oregon 
English, Cal. 
Enloe, 
Fielder, 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Forman, 


Funk, 
Funston, . 
Gardner, 
Gear, 

Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goodnight, 
Gresham, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 

Grow, 
Hager, 
Hainer, 
Haines 

Halli, Minn 
Hammond, 


"ea 





Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Haugen 
Hayes, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Lil. 
Henderson, lowa 
Hendrix, 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks 

Hitt. 

Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Ill. 
Hopkins, Pa 
Houk, 
Bulick, 

Aull, 
Hutcheson, 
Izlar, 
Johnson, Ind. 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Johnson, Ohio 
Kiefer, 
Lapham, 
Lawson, 
Lefever, 


Lester, 
Linton, 
Lockwood, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 
Magner, 
Maguire, 
Mahon 
Marsh, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McAleer, 
McCall, 
McCleary, Minn. 
MeDannold, 
McDowell, 
MeKeighan, 
McNagny, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meyer, 
Milliken, 
Montgomery. 
Moon, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 

Moses, 
Murray, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Ogden, 
Payne, 
Pence, 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Post, 

Powers, 
Quigg, 
Randall, 

Ray. 

Rayner, 
Reed, 
Reyburn, 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 
Russeil, Conn. 
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Ryan, 
Scranton 
Settle, 
Shaw, 
Sherman 
Sibley 
Sickles, 
Simpson 
Sipe 
Smith, 
Stallings 
Stephenson 
Stockdale, 
Stone, C 
Stone, W. A 
Stone, Ky 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Swanson 
Sweet, 
Tarsney 
Tawney. 
Taylor, Te: 
Thomas, 
Turner, Ga 
Turner, Va 
Turpin, 
Updegrafi 
Van Voorh \ 
Van Voorhis, On 
Wadsworth 
ee 

er, 
Washing’ ) 
Waugh, 
Weadock 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Als 
Wheeler, I 
White, 
Whiting, 
Williams, 1) 
Wilson, Wash 
Wilson, W. Va 
Wise, 
Woomer 
Wright, Mas 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do n 


Mr. WELLS. 


adjourn. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The fact of no 


One moment, Mr. Speaker—— 


quorum having 


been developed, no motion is in order except a motion to ai: 
journ or a motion for a call of the House. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. 


gentleman from Missouri. 
The motion of Mr. WELLS was adopted, and the House ac- 
cordingly (at 3 o'clock and 45 minutes) adjourned. 


[ have no objection to the motion of t 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 


lowi 


titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows 


By Mr. CULBERSON: A bill (H. R.7845) prescribing the con- 
ditions under which cases at law or in equity which have bee: 
before the Supreme Court and are afterwards proceeding in 
circuit court may be again appealed to the Supreme Court 


the Committee on the Judiciary 


By Mr. BOEN: A bill (H. R. 7846) to abolish and prevent ali 
ownership of land, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 


the Judiciary. 


By Mr. KEM: A bill (H. R. 7847) for the relief of the sever 
States of the Union, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on rae and Means. 

N 


By 


r. HINES: A joint resolution (H. Res. 209) authorizing 


the Secretary of War to deliver condemned cannon to Asher 
Gaylord Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Plymouth, Ps., 
and to Eckley B. Coxe Post, Grand Army of the Repub! 
Freeland, Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. BOUTELLE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 210) congrat- 
ulating the people of the Hawaiian Islands on their peacea' 
assumption of the powers of self-government and recognizin 
that Republic as free, sovereign, and independent—to the Com 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HUTCHESON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 211) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution declaring trusts an¢ 
monopolies illegal, and giving to Congress power to pass |. 
regulating the same—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


sions. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: = 
By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana: A bill (H.R.7848) for the relic! 
of Calvin Jones, of Rockport, Ind.—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana (by request): A bill (H. R. 754) 
to pension Charles T. Day—to the Committee on Invalid Pea 
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TT en 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


Underclause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitionsand papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Petition of citizens of Hanover, 
Pa., in favor of amending the Gorman bill so as to exclude fra- 
ternal beneficial associations from the provisions of the income 
tax —to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Evidence to accompany bill granting in- 
crease of pension to Lemuel J. Essex—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. = 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Petition from the Letter Car- 
riers’ Association of New York, asking favorable action on bill 
increasing salaries of letter-carriers—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of W. J. Gordon and 14 other citi- 
zens of Des Moines, Iowa, asking the impeachment of Richard 
Olney, Attorney-General of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LUCAS: Two petitions of divers citizens of South 
Dakota, praying for the impeachment of the Attorney-General 
of the United States for high crimes and misdemeanors—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 





SENATE, 
TuESDAY, July 31, 1894, 


Prayer by Rev. J. H. M’Carry, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

On motion of Mr. FAULKNER, and by unanimous consent, 
the reading of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dis- 
pensed with. 


REPORT ON SLUMS OF CITIES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and 
ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


{ transmit herewith the Seventh Special Report of the Commissioner of 


Labor. This report relates to what is generally known as the slums of 
cities, and has been prepared in accordance with a joint resolution ap- 


proved July 20, 1892. 
GROVER CLEVELAND 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, D. C., July 27, 1894. 


(The manuscript of the Seventh Special Report of the Commissioner of 

Labor is in the hands of the Speaker of the House of Representatives. | 
HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the Presidentof the United States; which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress: 

I herewith transmit 2 communication from the Secretary of State, cover- 
ing two dispathes from the United States minister at Honolulu. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, July 20, 1894. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- | 
tionfrom the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending that an | 


appropriation of $35,000 be made to meet the expenses during the 
current fiscal year for which no provision was made in the act 


granting additional quarantine powers and imposing additional | 


duties upon the Marine Hospital Service, approved March 15, 
1893; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ST. LOUIS RIVER BRIDGE. 


The bill (H.R. 7518) to amend an act to authorize the con- 
struction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River between the 
States of Minnesota and Wisconsin was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I ask for the present consideration of the 
bill. I will state that exactly the same bill with a very slight 
modification passed the Senate a few daysago. I thinktheshort- 
est way to close up the matter is to pass the House bill, and I 
ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move that the Senate request the re- 
turn from the House of Representatives of the bill (S. 2151) to 
amend an act to authorize the construction of a steel bridge over 
the St. Louis River between the States of Wisconsin and Min- 
mesota, approved April 24, 1894. 

motion was agreed to. 
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| 
| 


| relating to courts in the Indian Territory. 


NEBRASKA STATE CLAIM. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the 


men 


amend- 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 463) to re 
imburse the State of Nebraska the expenses incurred by that 


State in repelling a threatened invasion and raid by the Sioux 
in 1891, 

The amendments of the House of Repres tive were on 
page |, line 5, to strike out ‘‘ pay ” and t in i. thereof 


the words ‘‘ report to Congress.’ 


On pages | and 2, lines 14, 15, 16,17, and 18, to strike out ‘‘ and 
that the sum of $42,000 be, and the same is hereby, ap; ‘inted 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro ed 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, to carry out 
visions of this act.” 

And to amend the title by striking out ‘‘ reimburs 
serting ‘‘audit for.” 

Mr. MANDERSON, I move that the Senate nonconcur in 


the amendments of the House of Representatives and request a 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the Vice-President was authorized 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. M 
DERSON, Mr. DAVIS, and Mr. PALMER were appointed. 

COURTS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. TELLER. Yesterday the Senate passed Senate bill 2173, 
y. The Senator from 
Missouri |Mr. Vest] was not present. He desires to offer some 
amendments to the bill, which I was not aware of at the time. 


to 
AN 


; “herefore I move to reconsider the votes by which the bill was 
| ordered to a third reading and passed. 





‘The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
Mr. TELLER. Let the bill lie on the table for the present. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLAS, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 5363) for the relief of Henry W. Lee, in which it 


requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 1686) granting a pension to Margaret English; 

A bill (H. R. 5020) granting a pension to Washington Hislop: 

A bill (H. R. 5351) granting a pension to Celestia P. Hartt; 

A bill (H. R. 6309) for the relief of the dependent relatives of 
the seamen of the Netherlands steamer Amsterdam who lost, 
their lives in the effort to save the crew of the American 
schooner Maggie E. Wells, and also for the relief of the sur 
vivor of the rescuing party; 

A bill (H. R. 6893) to regulate water-main assessments in 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H.R. 6969) for the relief of Benjamin F. Poteet; 

A bill (H. R. 7335) to grant to the Arkansas, Texas and Mexi 
can Central Railway Company a right of way through the In 
dian Territory, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 7734) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act authoriz- 
ing the construction of a high wagon bridge across the Missouri 
River at or near Sioux City, lowa,” approved March 2, 188), as 
amended by acts of April 30, 1890, February 7, 1893, and March 
24, 1894. 


the 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. QUAY presented memorials of 62 citizens of Osceola 
Mills; of 101 citizens of Irvona; of 42 citizens of West Pennsy! 
vania; of 105 citizens of Du Bois; of 71 citizens of Porter; of 55 
citizens of Cameron; of 128 citizens of Marysville; of 61 citizeng 
of Chaneysville; of 3l citizensof Monroe; of 32 citizens of Jones- 
town; of 117 citizens of Pottstown; of 81 citizens of Pennsylva- 
nia; of 57 citizens of Friedensburg; of 94 citizens of Pennsylva 
nia; of 33 citizens of Shellsburg; of 46 citizens of Cumberland 
Valley; of 104 citizens of Tionesta; of 38 citizens of Hegins; of 
67 citizens of Onset; of 50 citizens of Eldred: of 55 citizens of 
Port Carbon; of 59 citizens of Lewistown; of 55 citizens of Port 
Carbon; of 80 citizens of Schuylkill Haven; of 54 citizens of 
Miffiinville; of 36 citizens of Pennsylvania; of 148 citizens of 
West Castle; of 58 citizens of Bellewood; of citizens of 
Bloomingdale; of 67 citizens of Springdale; of 42 citizens o 
Pennsylvania; of 262 citizens of South Fork; of 5% citizens of 
Leesport; of 91 citizens of Emporium; of 98 citizens of Summit 
Hill; of 50 citizens of Latta Grove; of 92 citizens of Mapleton 
Depot; of 21 citizens of Pennsylvania; of 53 citizens of Llewellyn; 
of 57 citizens of Lebanon; of 43 citizens of Scranton: of 100 citi- 
zens of Pen Argy); of 46 citizens of Pennsylvania; and of 51 citi- 
zens of Brisbin, all in the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating 


we 
iv 
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ent system of sectarian Indian education, etc.; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
California, remonstrating against the support of the Govern- 
ment in maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian ed- 
ucation, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry financiers, merchants, 
and manufacturers of San Francisco, Cal., praying that appro- 
priate steps be taken by Congress for a convention of the finan- 
ciers and Cestness men of the American Republics to form a 
Pan-American financial union; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of George H. Perry and 69 
other citizens of Massachusetts, praying that in the passage of 
any law providing for the taxation of incomes the funds of mu- 
tual life-insurance companies and associations be exempted from 
taxation; which was ordered tw lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 10 citizens of Groton, Mass., 
and the petition of William E. Payson and 65 other citizens of 
Massachusetts, praying that fraternal beneficiary societies, or- 
ders, or associations be exempted from the proposed income- 
tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented memorials of 482 citizens of Holyoke; of 20 
citizens of Hadley Falls; of 27 citizens of Franklin; of 44 citi- 
zens of Milton; of 88 citizens of Quincy; of 43 citizens of Hollis- 
ton; of 471 citizens of Fitchburg; of 45 citizens of Althol; of 93 
citizens of Westfield; of 138 citizens of Winchendon; of 120 citi- 
zens of East Boston; of 336 citizens of Brockton, and of 39 citizens 
of Brookline, all in the State of Massachusetts, remonstrating 
against the support of the Government in maintaining the pres- 
ent system of sectarian Indian education, etc.: which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PALMER presented a memorial of 580citizens of Illinois, 
remonstrating a the violation of the American principle 
involved in making appropriations for or contracts with agents 
of sectarian institutions for Indian education, etc.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VILAS presented memorials of G. W. Merriman and sun- 
dry other citizens of Eauclaire, Wis.; of H. J. Witherbee and 
sundry other citizens of Wisconsin; of E. E. Brown and sundry 
other citizens of Plover, Wis.; and of W. A. Besserdick and sun- 
dry other citizens of Wisconsin, remonstrating against the sup- 
port of the Government in maintaining the present system of 
sectarian Indian education, etc.; which were referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE presented the memorial of A. C. Dixon and 170 
other citizens of Boston, Mass., and the memorial of E. S. Hor- 
ton and 92 other citizens of Salem, Mass., remonstrating against 
the support of the Government in maintaining the present sys- 
tem of sectarian Indian education, etc.; which were referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WALSH presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Charleston, S. C., praying for the early completion of 
the Nicaraguan Canal; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Healso presented a petition of 30 colored citizens of Charleston, 
8. C., praying that favorable action be taken by Congress on the 
bill authorizing the National Government to take part in the 
Cotton States and International Exposition to be held at Atlanta, 
Ga., in the fall of 1895; which was referred to the Committee on 


Appropriations. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. GEORGE. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4609) to establish a 


uniform system of bankruptcy, to report it with sundry amend- | 


ments. I give notice that I shatl call up the bill and ask the 
Senate to consider it next Monday. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7477) making 
appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for prior years, and for 
other purposes, to report it with amendments, ask that it 
may be printed anJ placed upon the Calendar. I will furnish a 
report to be printed with it. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the rule the bill will be 
gesaten as proposed to be amended, and it will go to the Calen- 


ar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a letter from the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, dated July 10, 1894, addressed to me, which I ask may be 

rinted as a miscellaneous document and ordered to be sent back 
mmediately, as it is necessary to use it in connection with the 
bill I have just reported. 

The VICE-PR SIDENT. That order will be made. 
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against the support of the Government in maintaining the pres- Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Military A ffairs, to whom 
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was referred the bill |S. 1657) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Henry C. Smith, submitted an aq 
verse report thereon: which was agreed to, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 5374) granting a pension to Sarah Oddy, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereoy. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6542) to change the lines between 
the eastern and western judicial districts of North Carolina anq 
fixing time for holding courts in said eastern district, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 502) for the relief of John A, 
Lynch, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re. 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6902) granting an increase of pension to \Mirs, 
Susie Conway; 

A bill (H. R. 3992) to increase the pension of Julia Bews; 

A bill (H. R. 1717) granting a pension to Eliza Holmes; and 

A bill (H. R. 856) granting an increase of pension to John 
Stockwell. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings ani 
Grounds, reported an amendment intended to be proposed by 
Mr. CAMERON to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2269) providing for 
reconveyance by the District Commissioners of certain lands to 
Andrew J. Curtis and Mary E. Curtis; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 2270) to enable the Secretary 
of the Interior to pay John T. Heard for professional services 
rendered the ‘‘Old Settlers,” or Western Cherokee Indians, out 
of the funds of said Indians; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request of the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia) introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 99) to com- 

ile and publish the laws relating to street railway franchises 
in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying letter from the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing. 
AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. KYLE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GROWTH OF PINE ON SAND HILLS. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution: which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture be instructed to inform the 
Senate whether investigation or experiment has been made, under the di- 
rection of the Government or by private parties within the knowledge of 
the Department of Agriculture, in the planting of native pine seed for the 
growth of the native pine in what are known as the Sand Hills ofthe North- 
west, and if such experiment has been made, the extent of it, and the re- 
sults; also to report whether itis advisable for the Government to make 
such experiment with a view to the growth of the pine, the extent of the 
area of cultivation, and the increase of rainfall in that section. 


INVESTIGATION BY POST-OFFICE COMMITTEE. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and directed at their earliest convenience, and 
previous to the regular meeting of Congress in December next, to make 4 
thorough personal examination and investigation of the present letter-box 
contract, and also of the removal of M. J. Donahue, an inventor, from the 
classified civil service at Boston. In pursuing their investigation, said com- 
mittee are hereby authorized, by subcommittee or otherwise, to sit during the 
recess or sessions of the Senate at Boston, Mass., orsuch other place as they 
may deem most advisable; and they shall have power to send for persons, 
papers, and records, to administer the necessary oaths, and to employ 3 
stenographer and such other clerical assistance as they may deem neces: 
sary. Said committee shall have authority to cause its proceedings and 
testimony taken to be printed, and such expense as may result from said in- 
vestigation shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate upon 
vouchers to be cagpeven by the chairman of the said committee and by thé 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Any subcommittee appointed by the committee shall have all the powers 
of the full committee. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 5363) for the relief of Henry W. Lee was read 
— by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
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GRANT AND HOOKER COUNTIES, NEBR. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6720) ‘‘ providing for the 
resurvey of Grant and HookerC ounties, in the State of Nebraska,’’ having 
met, after ful’ and free conference have agreed to recommend and do rec- 
ommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment 
and agree to the same with the following amendment: 

Strike out the following language: “And that the sum of $15,000, or so 
much thereof as is necessary to carry into effect the provisions of this act, 
is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated;’ and that the Senate agree to the same. 

FRED T. DUBOIS, 
WM. V. ALLEN, 
S. PASCO, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


THO. C. MCRAE, 
G. D. MEIKLEJOHN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
COLLECTION OF TAXES AGAINST CORPORATIONS. 


Mr. COKE. I wish to call up for present consideration the 
bill (H. R. 6284) to prevent interference in the collection of 
State, county, and municipal taxes assessed against corporations 
and corporate property, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. PALMER. That bill is a very important one, and I 
should be glad to have it read again so that! may understand it. 

The Secretary again read the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. That seems to be a very important bill, and I 
should like to hear some explanation of it. 

Mr. COKE. The object of the bill is simply to'‘allow the 
States to collect their taxes on property which is placed in the 
hands of a receiver by the Federal courts. When property is 
placed in the hands of a receiver by the Federal courts itis held 
to be withdrawn from any power whatever on the part of the 
State to levy taxes on it or to collect those already assessed. 
The purpose of the bill is to give the States the power tocollect 
the taxes which have been assessed upon such property. 

The great number of railroad and other corporations whose 
property is now being placed in the hands of receivers makes 
such a bill as this absolutely necessary in order that the reve- 
nues of the States may suffer no diminution on that account. 
The bill was considered by the Judiciary Committee and unani- 
mously agreed to and directed to be reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I was in the committee yester- 
day when a report was authorized to be made upon the bill, but 
I desire to look at it further, and I should like to have it go 
over until to-morrow. 

Mr. COKE. Does the Senator object to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill will 
be passed over. 

r. HOAR subsequently said: I desire to ask the senior Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. COKE] to consent that the bill for which 
he asked consideration just now, in regard to interference with 
the collection of State taxes, may be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. There is no doubt that course will save 
time in the passage of the bill, and save the time of the Senate, 
as I understand several members of the committee have not con- 
sidered the bill. 

Mr. COKE. I will consent to the recommittal of the bill pro- 
vided it can be acted pon within a reasonable time. 

Mr. HOAR. Iconsenttothat. Iam in favorof the object of 
the bill, and I think the Senator from Texas will see that it re- 
quires an amendment, which probably can be better made in 
committee than on the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. COKE. The committee has given the matter very full 
examination heretofore, but I will consent that the bill may be 
recommitted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be recommitted to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, if there be noobjection. The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


DISTRICT 8 PER CENT GREENBACK CERTIFICATES. 


Mr. MARTIN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1896) to provide for the payment of the 
8 per cent greenback certificates of the District of Columbia, and 
for other = 8. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have a statement of the 
amount of these securities which are proposed to be paid by the 

vernment. 

Mr. MARTIN. I understand they amount to about $19,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is thatall? 
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Mr. MARTIN. I think that isall. This bill was thoroughly 
considered by the Committee on the District of Columbia. It 
is an old matter which ought to have been closed up long since. 
‘There can be no objection to the bill, and the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia unanimously reported in favor of its 
passage in order to dispose of the matter as a finality. 

The ViCE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with an amend- 
ment, in section 2, line 5, after the word “‘ bonds,” to strike out 
‘*from their date to the approval of this act and shall be com- 
puted as if evidenced by covpons,” and insert ‘‘ from the date of 
issue to the date of maturity thereof and with interest at the 
rate of 6 per cent per annum from the date of their maturity to 
the date of the approval of this act;” so as to make the section 
read: 

Ssc, 2. That the Treasurer of the United States is hereby directed to re- 
deem and pay all the remaining outstanding bonds of the District of Co- 
lumbia, known as the “‘ greenback 8 per cent bonds,” with interest, as spec 
ified in said bonds, from the date of issue to the date of maturity thereof 
and with interest at the rate of 6 per cent per annum from the date of their 
maturity to the date of the een of this act. The Treasurer of the 
United States is hereby directed to sell sufficient amount of the unissued 
3.65 bonds of the District of Columbia to cover the provisions of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
the third time, and passed. 


LAND FOR GRAVEL PIT AND RESERVOIR PURPOSES. 


_Mr. CAREY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7451) to authorize the entry of land 
for gravel pits and reservoir purposes and authorizing the grant 
of right of way for pipe lines; which was laid aside temporarily 
——— order that it might be printed. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 10, after the word 
**land,” to insert ‘‘not occupied and which is subject to entry 
under the land laws of the United States;” and in line 17, after 
the word ‘‘ Secretary,” to strike out ‘‘ Provided further, That the 
land or right of way shall not be within the limits of any park, 
forest, military, or Indian reservation, or the District of Colum- 
bia;”’ so as to make the section read: 

That whenever the Secretary of the Interior shall, in his discretion, find 
it necessary for the use of any railway company, whose line is located and 
operated through the public domain, that said company should acquire title 
to some part of such public lands for gravel pits or the construction of res 
ervoirs and the right of way for pipe lines to connect the same with such 
railway, the said Secretary is hereby authorized and empowered to sell to 
said company a sufficient area of such land not occupied and which is sub- 
ject to entry under the land laws of the United States not exceeding 160 
acres in any one tract and to issue patents therefor, and to issue permits 
for such pipe lines: Provided, That such company shall pay therefor not 
less than the appraised value of such lands, the appraisers thereof, three 
in number, to be appointed by the Secretary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insort as a new section the foli- 
lowing: 

Seo. 2. That any citizen of the United States, or any association of citt- 
zens of the United States, or any ditch or water company, under rules and 
regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, shall have the right 
to purchase lands suitable for reservoir purposes, not to exceed one quarter 
section of unoccupied public lands not reserved for public use, at such price 
as the Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe, not less than ® per acre: 
Provided, That when lands so purchased are within a mining district such 
lands shall be considered mineral lands, and the patent to such lands shall 
not authorize the purchaser to extract mineral therefrom, but all such 
mineral shall be reserved to the United States, which reservation shall be 
inserted in such patent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
| The next amendment was to insert as a new section 
| lowing: 

Seo. 3. That the Secretary of the Interior shall insert in the patent a pro 

| Vision that unless the land so sold shall, within three years from the date of 

| entry, be utilized for reservoir or water-storage purposes, that such land 
shall revert to the United States. That the privilege herein granted shall 
not be construed to interfere with the control of the water for irrigation or 
other purposes under authority of the respective States or Territories, and 
this provision shall be inserted in the patent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
| ments were concurred in. BE 
| The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
| to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CAREY. I move that the Senate request a conference 

with the House of Representatives onthe bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
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point the conferees on the partof the Senate, and Mr. Carry, 
r. Pasco, and Mr. McLAURIN were ted. 


STATE TAXATION OF NATIONAL CURRENCY. 


Mr. GEORGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (HL. R. 4326) to subject to State taxation 
national-bank notes and United States Treasury notes, which is 
a bill that has heretofore passed this body. 

Mr. SHERMAN. From what committee does the bill come? 

Mr.GEORGE. From the Committee on the Judiciary. It 
was formerly reported from that committee when Mr. Edmunds, 
of Vermont, was chairman, and the bill was framed to a large 
extent by him. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have a general impression that United 
States notes are taxable under existing laws. I would rather 
that the bill should go over until to-morrow, so as to have an 
ree. to look at it. 

r. GEORGE. Very well. 
Mr. SHERMAN, I think in the State of Ohio they are al- 


ready taxed. 
ve notice, then, that I shall call up the 


Mr. GEORGE. I 
bill to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
PAUL M’CORMICK. 


Mr. POWER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1262) for the relief of Paul McCormick. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, poscentied. to consider the bill, which had been reported 
by the Committee on Claims with an amendment, in I 12, 
after the words “ sum of,” tostrike out “‘one thousand six,” and 
insert ** three; so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury De- 
partment be, and they are hereby, directed to audit and allow Paul McCor- 
mick, of Montana, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ae 
priated, such sum as to them shall seem just and reasonable, for the loss 
sustained by said McCormick by reason of the change made. by the officers 
of the United States as to the place of delivering the wood after the con- 
tract of August 3, 1870, was m and entered ae said McCormick, not 
to exceed the sum of $300, the same to be in full action of all claims or 
demands on account of Loss. 

Tho amendment was eed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

OLIVER O'BRIEN. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate House 
bill 650, which is on the table of the Vice-President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the bill (H. 
R. 650) to remove charge of desertion standing against Oliver 
O’Brien: which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HALE. Iask unanimous consent that the bill be con- 
sidered and put on its . The Committee on Military 
Affairs have examined it, and it is all right. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committes of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bil! was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BARRATRY ON THE HIGH SEAS. 


Mr. VILAS. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 4606) to amend sections 5360 and 5366 
of the Revised Statutes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I make no objection to the bill, but I wish to 
call the attention of the Senator from Wisconsin to the question 
whether some provision should not be inserted thatthe bill shall 
not apply tooffenses heretofore committed. Otherwise it would 
be an ex post facto law. Punishment by imprisonment is differ- 
ent from punishment by death. I sup we could hardly pro- 
vide that all persons who have heretofore committed an offense 
punishable by death shall be punished by imprisonment for life. 

ndoubtedly it could be so provided as to offenses committed 
afver the of the bill. The bill commutes all sentences 
for the crimes specified from death to ene I think 
there should be a provision to the effect t the proposed act 
shall not apply to offenses heretofore committed. 

Mr. VILAS. I have no objection to the amendment, but it 
strikes me it is rather unnecessary. If the act. in- 
ereased the degree of punishment, such an amendment would 
undoubtedly be necessary. 

Mr. HOAR. Itisadifferent punishment in substance, and I 
suppose there are human beings, of whom Lam one, who think 
it would increase the punishment. I shouid rather beexecuted 

r 


at once than be im fo 3 
to the amendment if the 
made. 





Mr. VILLAS. I have no obj 
Senator from Massachusetts desires that it vhall be 
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Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the bill by adding at the 
the words: 

This act. shall apply only to offenses hereafter committed 

Mr. VILAS. ‘And shall not affect pending prosecutions.” 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; that may be added, althouch tha 
other clause would cover it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


ed 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts, w! 
will be stated. 

The SEORETARY. Add at the end of the bill the words 

This act shall apply only to offenses hereafter committed, and 
affect pending prosecutions. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, an 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the biil to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Wisc 
whether, as an amendment has been made, he proposes to h 
the title amended by adding ‘relative to crimes upon the hiv) 
seas,” or some such expression, so that the tithe will indicite 
the character of the bill? 

Mr. VILAS. The title of the bill is to amend two sections o 
the Revised Statutes designated, which relate to barratry on 
the high seas. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin 
that he add those words to the title. 

Mr. VILAS. I have no objection to the amendment to adil to 
the title the words, ‘‘relatimg +o barratry on the high seas.’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the title will 
be amended asindicated. The Chair hears none. 

ANDREW L. GRUGETT. 

Mr. MANDERSON. lLask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate consider House bill 1461, to remove the charge of desert 
from the record of Andrew L. Grugett. 

There being no objection, the Senate, a3 in Commititee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 1461) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the record of Andrew L. Grugett 
as a former member of Company E, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry. i 
the war of the rebellion, and to grant him an honorable (i) 
charge therefrom. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, o 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar under Rule VII! 
in order. 

Mr.MANDERSON. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. P..- 
MER] yesterday gave notice that to-day after the routine morn- 
ing business he would ask the Senate to consider pension bills 
on the Calendar. I hope he may do so, and that he will add to 
it bills granting reliefreported by the Military Affairs Commi 
tee. Asarule, they are akin to pension cases, simply straight- 
ening the record ef soldiers, and I hope the Senator may in- 
clude those bills in his request. 


RESERVOIRS ON HOF SPRINGS RESERVATION. 


Mr. WASHBURN. Preceding that order, [ ask unanimous 
consent for the consideration of House bill 7488, in relation to 
leases for sites on the Hot Springs Reservation in the State o! 
A .nsas for cold water-reservoirs, 

_here being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H.R. 7488) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Interior to grant leases for sites on tho | 
Springs Reservation, Arkansas, for cold-water reservoirs. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I offer an amendment, to come in at t 
end of the bill. 

The SECRETARY. Add at the end of the bill the following 
proviso: 


Provided, That on the termination of any lease granted under authori 
of this act, the Secretary of the Interior shall have like power and au'h 
ity in his discretion to extend or renew the same for additional perio: 
not exceeding twenty years. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURN. In line 14, [ move tostrike out the word 
‘three ” and insert ‘‘one;” so as to read: ‘* an annual rental o! 
$100.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill wasreported to the Senate asamended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. : 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate request a conference 


} 
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The motion was 


, with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 
agreed to. 
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By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. BERRY, 
Mr. MoLAURIN, and Mr, CAREY were appointed. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], in 
charge of the Indian appropriation bill, being necessarily de- 
tained from the Chamber for a few minutes, I submit the report 
of the conference committee on that bill. We report an agree- 
ment upon sundry amendments and a disagreement on others. 
[ask that the agreements may be concurred in, and that the 


Senate insist upon its amendments disagreed to by the other | 


House, and ask for a further conference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The conference report will be read. 

The Seeretary read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R, 6013) ‘‘ Making appropri- 
ations for current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1895, and for other purposes,’’ having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 37, 42, 53, 65, 70, 


71, 74. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 4, 5, 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 22, 23, 24, 25, 
26, 27, 28, 29, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 41, 44, 50, 51, 52, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60; 61, 67, 68, 72, 
76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 86, 87, 117, 118, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 
“And hereafter the annual salares of the several Indian agents shall be as 
provided for in this act;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede fromits disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 2 of said amendment strike out the words, “five hundred; ” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out in line 4of said amendment the word “five” and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: ‘ 'Tosupervise the purchase of Indian supplies, four;’’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recece from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol- 
lows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the follow- 
ing: “To enable the Secretary of the Interior to purchase land for homes for 
the Digger Indians, Central California, and for the erection of suitable 
houses thereon, and to aid them in agricultural pursuits, $10,000;’’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 31, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In liew of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 
“ Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized, under 
such rules and regulations as he may iol and necessary to protect 
the interests of the Indiansand of the Uni States, tosell or otherwise dis- 
pose of aquantity of timber not exceeding $20,000 in value on the Jicarilla 
Apache Indian Reservation, the proceeds to be used by him in the purchase 
of sheep and goats for the benefit of the Indians belonging thereto as will 
best tend to promote their welfare and advance them in civilization;’’ and 
the Senate ee to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
in lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'$1,500;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert ‘' $5,000;” and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 40, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Add at the end of said amendment the following: ‘“ Provided, That the right 
of appeal shall be allowed to either party as in other cases;”’ andthe Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 43, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Inlieu of the sum named in said amendment insert ‘‘335,000;”" and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 45, and agree tothe same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $45,000; "" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
in lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“of which amount $20,000 shall be expended in South Dakota, and $10,000 on 
the Colville Reservation in the State of Washington;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 48, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert ‘*$3,500;"’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 

énate numbered 49. and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert “$1,v00;"” and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

‘hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 64, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment, insert after the word 
“dollars,” in line 16, page 55, of the bill the following: “Of whichsum $1.000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, may be used to procure a permanent 
water supply for the school;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 66; and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
Insert after the word “building,” in line | of said amendment, the following. 

Now owned by the United States, amd:” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 69, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 

out in line 24, page 59, of the bill the words “one thousand” and in- 
Sert ae tow thereof the words “five hundred;” and the Senate agree'to the 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
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Senate numbered 73, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
Insert after the word “ That,” in line 1 of said amendment, the word “ here- 
after;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 75, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows 
re the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 85, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment, insert the following: 

Ec. 11. That noIndianchiid shall be sent from any Indian reservation to 
a school beyond the State or Territory in which said reservation is situated 
without the voluntary consent of the father or mother of such child, if either 
of them are living, and if neither of them are living, without the voluntary 
consent of the next of kin of such child. Such consent shall be made before 
the agent of the reservation, and he shall send to the Commissioner of In 


| dian Affairs his certificate that such consent has been voluntarily given be 


fore such child shall be removed from such reservation. And it shall be 


| unlawful for any Indian agent, or other employé of the Government, to in 


duce, or seek to induce, by withholding rations, or by other improper 
means, the parents or next of kin of any Indian to consent to the removal of 
any Indian child beyond the limits of any reservation." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference have been unable to agree on the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 21, 47, 62, 63, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 98, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 
100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116,119, and 120 

WILKINSON CALL 

rr. M. COCKRELL 

H. M. TELLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


W. S. HOLMAN, 

JOHN M. ALLEN, 

JOHN L. WILSON, 
Managers on the part of the House 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri who has charge of the bill. Perhaps I heard imper- 
fectly theagreement of the conference committee, but is it true 
that the bill as it is now left provides that no Indian child shall 
be sent to school outof the reservation or district without the 
consent of the next of kin, if there be no parents? Is that what 
the bill means? Perhaps I heard it incorrectly, but suppose the 
parents of Indian children die ana there are no next of kin to 
the eldest child except a baby a year old or younger children 
under the age of consent, are they given authority to override 
the judgment of the representative of the United States? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment as agreed to, is as follows: 

That no Indian child shall be sent from any Indian reservation to a school 
beyond the State or Territory in which said reservation is situated without 
the voluntary consent of the father or mother of such child, if either of 
of them are living, and if neither of them are living, without the voluntary 
consent of the nextoft kin of such child. Such consent shall be made before 
the agent of the reservation, etc. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose the next of kin be a child of tender 
years, a baby, or a person ten degreesoff with no interest in the 
child? 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
under the law. 

Mr. TELLER. I should lixs to state to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts that the provision with the objectionable attachment 
came over in the bill from the other House and that we suc- 
ceeded instriking out the objectionable attachment, and it leaves 
that part just as it came from the House. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator sees the point I make? 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not approve of it, but it seems to be nec- 
essary. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair), 
The Senator from New Hampshire rises to a question of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is absolutely impossible for Senators in 
this wing of the Chamber to hear one word of the colloquy that 
is going on between the two distinguished members of the Ju- 
diciary Committee who are now both occupying the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire was occupying the floor when he made his speech. If he 
was not doing so he was clearly out of order. I suppose this 
matter can be corrected in another year if itis important enough 
to make a correction necessary, and therefore I shall not inter- 
pose an objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think anything will be necessary. 

Mr. HOAR. Of course, the other House in framing the bill 
clearly made an oversight in this particular. Very likely there 
will not any cases arise in a year. I shall not make any point 
on the provision except to call attention to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the report of the committee on conference. 

The report was coneurred in. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate further insist upon 
its amendments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
and ask a further conference with the House on the disagreeing 
votes thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. CALL, 
Mr. COCKRELL, and Mr. TELLER were appointed. 


I suppose the consent would be suflicient 


President, I rise to a question of 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had sed 
the following bills and joint resolutions; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 962) for the relief of Capt. Ceran Saint Vrain’s 
company of New Mexico Mounted Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 4012) for the relief of Thorwald Olsen; 

A bill (H. R. 6921) for the relief of George B. Cosby; 

A bill (A. R. 7383) relating to lights on fishing vessels; 

A bill (H. R. 7419) for the construction of a military road from 
the city of El Paso to Fort Bliss, Tex. 

A bill (H.R. 7753) to exempt the articles of foreign exhibitors 
at the interstate fuir at Tacoma, Wash., from the payment of du- 


ties; 
A bill (H. R. 7827) to authorize a bridge across the Perdido 
River between the States of Florida and Alabama; and 
A joint resolution (H. Res. 199) relative to the medal of honor 
authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, and March 3, 1863. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President. 

A bill (S. 1377) for the relief of William Hendershott, of Butte- 
ville, Oregon; 

A bill (S. 1468) for the relief of James L. Townsend; and 

A bill(S. 2150) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Oceano, of New York, N. Y. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
prea ag of House bill 5575, being the sundry civil appropria- 
tion ° 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, asin Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R.5575) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30,1895, and for other purposes; 
which had been reported from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions with amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
commfttee amendments may be acted upon as they are reached 
in the reading of the bill, and that other amendments be de- 
ferred until after the consideration of the committee amend- 
ments, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere objection to the course 
suggested by the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears 
none. The retary will proceed to read the bill. 

‘The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 2, after line 2, to insert: 

For —S building Clarksville, Tenn.: The limit of cost of site and build- 
ing is hereby extended 815,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 5, to insert: 


For public building at Davenport, Iowa: To enable the Secretary of the 
Treasury to construct all portions of the public building so as to make the 
comes fireproof, and also make all portions of sald building two stories high, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 10, to insert: 


For t-office at Fort Worth, Tex.: The limit of costof site and building, 
including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and 
approathes complete, is hereby extended $40,000. 


Mr. QUAY. I desire to amend the Senate amendment by in- 
serting a provision for the building of the Philadelphia post- 


office. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I oe the Senator from Pennsylvania will 
let us get through with the committee amendments, and then 
recur to it afterwards. The agreement was just made that the 
committee amendments shall first considered. 

Mr. QUAY. If the Senator prefers that course I will wait. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill will be open to amendment just 
the same after we have acted on committee amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 23, after the word 
‘* Nebraska,” to insert ‘‘and;” and in line 24, after the word 
**Minnsota,” to strike out ‘‘and the court-house, post-office, and 
aeenese at Sioux City, Iowa:” so as to make the clause 
read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury may authorizea contract or contracts 
to be entered into for the construction of any portion or the whole of the 
posteoffice at Buffalo, N. Y.; post-office and court-house at ty, Mo.; 
wae court-house, custom-house, znd post-office at Omaha, Nebr.; and the 
post-office, court-house, and custom-house at St. Paul, Minn., within the 
respective limits of cost bed by law for said buildings and subject to 
appropriations to be made therefor by Congress. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 6, to insert 


For public building at Sioux City, Iowa: To enable the Secretary of the 
Treasury to complete public building in accordance with the original play 
for said building, $25,000, this being in excess of the original limit and made 
necessary by increased cost of foundation, and the Secretary of the Tre As. 
ury mey authorize a contract or contracts to be entered into for the con. 
struction of any portion or the whole of said building, and subject to appro 
priations to be made therefor by Congress. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 15, to insert: 

For public building at Topeka, Kans.: For the construction of anelevato; 
including a new steam boiler and incidental repairs in connection there. 
with, 810,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 18, to insert: 

For post-office at Worcester, Mass.: For continuing building under pr; 
ent limit, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 20, to insert 
To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to select, designate, and procur; 
by purchase or otherwise, suitable sites for — buildings in the city of 

Spokane, Wash.; in the city of Cheyenne, Wyo.; in Boise City, Idaho 

in the city of Helena, Mont., upon the best terms possible for the Govery 
ment, $100,000. Each of said sites shall contain at least 12,000 square feet of 
ground and shall have an open space around the building to be erected 
thereon fof at least 40 feet, so as to protect said building from fire; and 
neither of said sites shall cost in excess of 825,000 


Mr. SQUIRE. [I intended to offer an amendment to this para- 
graph of the bill. Lintroduced it yesterday. I now request that 
this item be passed over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We will disagree to the whole provision ii 
the Senator does not want to have it inserted. 

Mr. SQUIRE. No, sir; I do not agree to that, but I should 
like very much to have the item passed over until we may have 
an opportunity to consult a little as to whether it is best to pre- 
sent the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be passed over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be passed 
over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendmen 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page4, line |4, after 
the word “buildings,” to insert ‘‘and the grounds belonging 
thereto,” and in line 16, after the word ‘‘ hundred,” to insert 
‘and ten;” so as to make the clause read: 

For repairs and preservation of public buildings: Repairs and preserva 
tion ef custom-houses, court-houses, post-offices, marine hospitals, quara: 
tine s<ations, and other public buildings, and the grounds belonging there 
under control of the Treasury Department, $210,000; of which amount ' 
sum of 30,000 to be used for the marine hospitals and quarantine stations 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 16, to inser: 
The Secretary of the Treasury shall hereafter submit to Congress esi 
mates in detail for all Government employés required in cornection with 
the superintendence and construction of all public buildings under the 
Treasury Department, specifying the employés and amounts required ! 

each public building. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 23, to insert 

LIGHT-HOUSES, BEACONS, AND FOG SIGNALS. 

Boston Harbor light-ship, Massachusetts: For constructing, equipping 
and outfitting, complete for services, a first-class steam light-vessel with a 
steam fog signal, $70,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 10, to insert 

Baltimore light and fog-signal station, Maryland: For establishing aight 
and fog- al station at or near the junction of new Cut-Off Channe! and 
Craighill Channel, Baltimore Harbor, Mary/and, 860,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page §, after line 14, to insert: 

Lower Cedar Point, Maryland: For reéstablishing the Lower Cedar Point 
Potomac River, Maryland, light, and providing a fog-signal therefor a 
new location, . 

The amendment was agreed to. ; ; 

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 24, to inser! 

North Manitou Island . on station, Michigan: For establishing a |'s 
on North Manitou Island, e Michigan, Michigan, at a point to be de: 
nated by the Light-House Board, #20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 3, to insert 

Grassy Island range lights, Michigan: For completing the range li¢! 
above Grassy Island, Detroit River, Michigan, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 15, to insert 

South Boston range lights, Massachusetts: Establishing rarge lights 4+ 
or near Marine Park pier and City Point, Boston Harbor, #1,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 18, to insert: 


South Pass light-vessel: Authority is hereby given for the establishmen 
of a light-vessel off the South Pass of the Mississippi River in the Gut 
Mexico: Provided, That the light-vessel now established off Trinity 5404 
Gulf of Mexico, be first discontinued. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 23, to insert: 


Tampa Bay, Florida, additional aids tonavigation: For the establishment 
of eaivions aids to navigation in Tampa Bay, Florida, in addition to the 
gum of $6,000 appropriated by the act approved July 27, 1892, 81,670.81. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 12, to insert: 

Absecon, Absecon Inlet, New Jersey: For the completion of the buoy 
depot, $1,200 in addition tothe sum of $1,500 appropriated by the act ap 
proved August 2, 1888. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 17, to insert: 


Cape May, N. J.: For the completion of the boat-house for light-ships’ 
boats at that place, #500 in addition to the #750 appropriated by the act ap- 
proved October 2, 1888. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 3, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “forty” and insert “sixty; so as to 
make the clause read: 


Mobile ship-channel lights, Alabama: For establishing additional lights 
in the Mobile ship channel, Alabama, 860,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 3, to insert: 
Chandeleur light station, Louisiana: For the reéstablishment upon asafer 


site near by, the Chandeleur (Louisiana) light station, which was wrecked | 


on October 1, 1893, by a hurricane, $35,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 8, to insert: 


Sandusky Bay range _ station, Ohio: For moving and rebuilding 
range lights and building keeper’s dwelling, Sandusky Bay, Ohio, #25,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 9, line 16, after the word 
dollars,” to insert: 


And the Light-House Board is hereby authorized to lease the necessary 
land for the sites of needed lights herein provided for, and for the sites of 
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the lights in St. Marys River, Michigan, provided for by the act of March | 


3, 1891, 
and 1, United States Revised Statutes, or where such lights are for tem- 
porary use or are used to point out changeable channels. 


So as to make the clause read: 


For lighting Hay Lake Channel, St. Marys River. $43,550; and the Light- 
House Board is hereby authorized to lease the necessary land for the sites 
of needed lights herein provided for, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 17, to insert: 

Devils Island light station, Wisconsin: To enable full payment to be 
made of the amount of the award. taxed costs, and clerk's fees in the matter 
of obtaining title by proceedings in condemnation to Devils Island, Apostle 
soap Lake Superior, Wisconsin, required as a site for said light station, 
$283.94. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, line 8, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty ” and insert “ fifty;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

North Head light station, Washington: Toward establishing a first-order 
light on North Head, Cape Disappointment, seacoast of Washington, 850,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 14 to insert: 


That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to apply the 
money herein appropriated for the Light-House Establishment, other than 
for surveys, estimates, and sites, by contract or otherwise, as may be most 
economical and advantageous to the Government. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 5, to insert: 


That the act approved March 2, 1889, appropriating #200,000 for the estab- 
lishment of a light-house on Outer Diamond Shoal, off Cape Hatteras, North 
Carolina, with the proviso that the contract for the construction of the same 
may be let for the entire structure at a total cost not exceeding 500,000, is 
hereby so amended as to permit the construction of said light station to be 
effected by contract, or otherwise, at the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury 


Mr. CHANDLER. Ishall wish to ask some questions in con- 
nection with the amendment when the senior Senator from 


ending the acquisition of the titles in accordance with sections 335 | 


SOL7 


The next amendment was, on page 17, line 10, after the word 
‘‘cadets,” to insert ‘‘ hereafter appointed;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

For expenses of the Revenue Cuiter Service: For pay of captains, lieuten- 
ants, engineers, cadets, and pilots employed, and for rations for the same: 
Provided, That on and after the passage o! this act the pay of cadets here- 
after appointed in the Revenue Cutter Service shall be $00 per annum and 
one ration per day, in lieu of the rates at present authorized by law, chapter 
246, paragraph 4, act July 31, 1876, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 20, after the word 

nb 
“Treasury,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That no part of the appropriation herein for engraving and 
printing shall be held to be contingent expenses under sections 240 and 3683 
of the Revised Statutes. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For engravers’, printers’, and other materials, except distinctive paper, 
and for miscellaneous expenses, $181,000, to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided, That no part of the appropria 
tion herein for engraving and printing, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 22, before the word 
‘“*hundred,” to strike out ‘‘nine thousand seven” and insert 
‘‘eleven thousand three:” so as to make the clause read: 

For continuing the researches in physical hydrography relating to harbors 
and bars, including computations and plottings, and for continuing tidal 
and current observations on the Atlantic, Gulf, and Pacific cousts, $11,300 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 4, after the word 
‘*thousand,” to insert ‘‘ five hundred and fifty;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

To continue magnetic observations, including the maintenance of the 
Magnetic Observatory, #2,550. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 21, before the word 
‘*hundred,” to strike out ‘‘twelve thousand three” and insert 


| **fourteen thousand eight;” so as to make the clause read: 


North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM] is present, but I have no objec- , 


tion to the adoption of the amendment at this time. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
was, on page 16, line 2, after the word ‘‘ refuge,” to insert "' iu- 


cluding the old Chicago station;” so as tomake the clause resé: | 


For salaries of two hundred and fifty-three keepers of life-saving and lite- | 
boat stations and of houses of refuge, including the old Chicago station, | 


, 500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


es The next amendment was, on page 16, line 6, after the word 
stations,” to insert “ including the old Chicago station;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

For pay of crews of surfmen employed at the life-saving and lifeboat sta- 
tions Pledieg the old Chicago station, during the period of actualemploy- 
ment; compensation of volunteers at life-saving and lifeboat stations, for 
actual and deserving service rendered upon any occasion of disaster. or in 
any effort to save persons from drowning, at such rate, not to exceed $10 for 
each volunteer, as the Secretary of the Treasury may determine. etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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| of said association, #5°0, or so much thereof as may be 


For furnishing points to State surveys, to be applied as far as practicable 
in States where points have not been furnished; and for surveying and dis- 
tinctly marking with permanent monuments that portion of the eastern 
boundary of the State of California commencing at and running southeast 
ward from the intersection of the thirty-ninth degree of north latitude with 
the one hundred and twenticth degree of longitude west from Greenwich, 
#14,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 15, before the word 
‘*dollars,” to strike out “‘ four thousand seven hundred ” and in-: 
sert “ five thousand;” so as to make the clause read: 

For objects not hereinbefore named that may be deemed urgent, includ 
ing the actual necessary expeuses of officers of the fleld force temporarily 
ordered to the office at Washington for consultation with the Superinten- 
dent, to be paid as directed by the Superintendent, in accordance with the 
Treasury regulations, %5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 25, after the word 
‘‘named,” to insert ‘‘ and 20 per centum of the foregoing amounts 
shall be available interchangeably for expenditure on the ob- 
jects named;” so as to make the clause read: 

For contribution to the International Goodetic Association for the Meas- 
urement of the Earth, #550, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be 
expended through the office of the American legation at Berlin; and for ex- 
penses of the attendance of the American delegate at the general conference 
sssary: Provided, 
That such contribution and expenses of attendance shall be payable out of 
the item “for objects not hereinbefore named; ani 20 per centum of the 
foregoing amounts shall be available interchangeably for expenditure on 
the objects named. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 4, before the word 
‘* dollars,” to strike out “ five thousand eight hundred ” and in- 
sert ‘‘ ten thousand seven hundred and fifty;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

In all, for fleld expenses, #110,750. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in theitems for the Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey, on page 25, line 9, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to 
strike out “ five’ and insert ‘‘six;” so as to make the clause 
read:. 

Pay of field officers: For superintendent, %6,000 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

The next amendment was, on page 25, to strike out line 12 
to line 21, inclusive, in the following words: 

For four assistants, at 83,000 each. 

For four assistants, at 82,500 each. 

For sixteen assistants, at $2,000 each. 

For nine assistants, at $1,500 each. 

For two assistants, at $1,400 each. 

For two assistants, at 81,200 each. 

And to insert: 


For one assistant, 83,200 

For three assistants, at $3,000 each. 
For two assistants, at 82.800 eacn. 
For two assistants, at ?2,600 each. 


nec 
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For five assistants, at $2,400 eacn. 

Por six assistants, at $2 each. 

For eight assistants, at 82,000 each. 

For five assistants, at $1,800 each. 

Yor four assistants, at $1,600 each. 

For two assistants, at $1,400 each. 

For four assistants, at $1,200 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 18, before the word 
‘‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘' three thousand six ” and insert ‘‘four 
thousand five;” and in line 19, before the word “‘ hundred,” to 
strike out ‘‘ ninety-two thousand eight” and insert ‘‘ one hun- 
dred and nine thousand three;” so as to make the clause read: 

For aids sompeueriiy employed at a salary not greater than $900 per an- 
num each, 8,500; in all, 8109,300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items for the Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey, on page 29, line 17, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” 
to strike out ‘“‘twenty-five thousand” and insert “ forty-three 
thousand one hundred and thirty;” and in the same line, after 
the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury shall reduce the number or compensa- 
tion, or both, of said office force; so as to make the whole of said compensa- 
tion equal to the sum of $126,000 for the fiscal year 1895: Provided, That 
nothing herein shall be construed to affect the civil-service rules in so far 
as now neon Ooast and Geodetic Survey; and he shall submit 
estimates in detail for the said office force, as zed hereunder, in his 
annual estimates to Congress for the fiscal year 1896. 

And insert: 


And the Secretary of the Treasury shall examine and report to the next 
Congress, at its first session, what reduction can be made in the number 
and salaries of the employés of the Coast and Geodetic Survey without seri- 
ons detriment to the service. 

So as to make the clause read: 

lor two at $365 each; in ell, for pay of office force, not exceeding $143,130. 

And the Secretary of the Treasury shall examine and report to the next 
Conress, at its firstsession, what reduction can be made tin the numberand 
salaries of the employés of the Coast and Geodetic Survey without serious 
detriment to the service. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 2, to insert: 

That hereafter the Secretary of the eae be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to furnish precise copies standard weights and meas- 
ures es the seal of the office of construction of standard weights and 
measures of the United States, and accompanied by a suitable certificate, to 
any State, Territory, or institution heretofore furnished with the same, 
upon application in writ by the governor in the case of a State or Ter- 
ritory, or by the official h in the case of an institution, setting forth that 
the copies of standards —- for are to replace similar ones heretofore 
furnished, in accordance with law, by the office of construction of standard 
weights and measures of the United States, which have been lost or de- 
stroyed: Previded, That the applicant shail, before the said standards are 
aelivered, first deposit with the Secretary of the peat the amount of 
money necessary to defray all expenses incurred by the office of construc- 
tion of standard weights and measures in furnishing the same, which 
amount shall be covered into the Treasury of the United States to thecredit 
of miscellaneous receipts, as soon as the weights or measures are delivered 
for transportation into the hands of such persons as are designated by the 
officers ordering the same. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 2, to insert: 

For rent for workshops for the National Museum, #600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items for the Fish Commis- 
sion, on page 34, line 13, before the word ‘“‘ hundred,” to strike 
out “‘ two” and insert ‘‘ eight;” in line 14, before the word ‘‘hun- 
dred,” to strike out *‘ two” and insert “five,” and in line 23, 
before the word “hundred,” to strike out “twenty-four thou- 
sand eight” and insert ‘‘twenty-five thousand seven;” so as to 
make the clause read: 


Office of Commissioner: For com sation of the Commissioner, $5,000; 
chief clerk, 8,400; stenographer to Commissioner, $1,800; librarian, $1,500; 
one clerk of class 4; two clerks of class 3: one clerk at $1,000; two clerks at 
$900 each; one clerk, 8600; one engineer, $1,080; three fireman, at 8540 each; 
two watchmen, at $720 each; three oS and messengers, at $600 each; 
one janitress, 480; one messenger, $240; in all, $25,760. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on © 34, line 25, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out “two” and insert “‘four;” and on page 
35, line 4, before the word “‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘‘two”’ and 
insert ‘‘ four;” so as to make the clause read: 

Office of accounts: Disbursing agent, #2,400; examiner of accounts, $1,600; 
property clerk. $1,600; bookkeeper, $1,080; clerk, $720; in all, 87,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, line 11, before the word 
**hundred,” to strike out “five” and insert “‘seven;” and in line 
15, before the word ‘‘ hundred,” to strike out “four” and insert 
‘*six;” so as to make the clause read: 

Division of fish culture: OfMlice—Assistant in charge, $2,700; superintend- 
ent of car and messe r service, $1,600; one clerk of class 3; one clerk of 
class 1; two clerks, at each; one copyist, $720; in all, $9,620 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment-was, on page 35, line 19, before the word 
“hundred,” to strikeout “ five” and insert “‘cight;” and in line 
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22, before the word “hundred,” to strike out ‘‘six” and insert 
‘‘nine;” so as to make the clause read: 


s . . é 9 
pO; Superintencent, 6,000; one clerk, #000; one skilled labore: wagett: 
laborer, at $480; in all, $3,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on e 36, line 2, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out ‘five ” and insert ‘‘ eight;” and in ling 
4, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out “six” and i: 
**nine;” so as to make the clause read: 

Fish ponds, Washington, D.C.: Superintendent, $1,800; foreman, $40 
laborers, at $660 each; in all, $3,960. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 12, before the word 
dollars,” tostrike out ‘‘one thousand five hundred” and inse;+ 
“two thousand; ” and in line 14, before the word “ hundred,” to 
strike out “‘two thousand seven” and insert ‘‘three thousay 
two,” so as to make the clause read: 

Craigs Brook (Maine) station: Superintendent, #2,000; foreman, $720; 
laborer, at $540; in all, $3,260. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 15, before the wx 
dollars,” to strike out “‘ one thousand five hundred ” and insert 
“two thousand;” and in line 19, before the word “‘ hundred,” io 
strike out ‘‘fourthousand nine” and insert ‘‘ five thousand four:” 
so as to make the clause read: 

Northville m) station: Superintendent, $2,000; foreman, $960; fish 
turist, 8600; skilled laborer, $480; three laborers, at $480 each; in all, $5, 4:\ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 24, before the wor 
“hundred,” to strike out “five” and insert “‘eight;” and o: 
page 38, line 1, before the word ‘“‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘' four 
and insert ‘‘seven;” so as to make the clause read: 

Duluth (Minn.) station: Superintendent, $1,800; foreman, #900; machin 
#840; two laborers, at $600 each; in all, $4,740. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 4, before the wor: 
“hundred,” to strike out ‘‘five” and insert “eight;” and in line 
6, before the word “hundred,” to strike out ‘‘two thousand 
“— ” and insert ‘‘ three thousand one;” so as to make the claus 
read: 

/ Neosko (Mo.) station: Superintendent, $1,800; foreman, $720; one labor 
at $600; in all, #3,120. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 8, before the word 
** hundred,” to strike out “five” and insert ‘‘ eight;” and in line 
11, before the word ‘‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘‘four thousand 
aor a and insert “five thousand two:” so as to make the clauce 
read: 
¢ Leadville (Colo.) station: Superintendent, $1,800; foreman, $1,200; t wofi 
culturists, at $900 each; cook, $480; in all, 85,280. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 13, before the word 
‘*dollars,” to strike out ‘‘one thousand five hundred ” and in- 
sert ‘‘two thousand;” and in line 15, before the word “ hun- 
dred,” to strike out four’ and insert ‘‘ nine;” so as to make 
the clause read: : 

VBaird (Cal.) andvFort Gaston (Cal.) stations: Superintendent, #2,000; 
foreman, $1,080; foreman, $900; in all, 83,980. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, line 21, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out ‘‘five” and insert ‘‘seven;” and on 
page 40, line 4, before the word ‘‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘‘four- 
teen thousand nine” and insert ‘‘fifteen thousand one;”’ soas to 
make the clause read: 


Division of statistics and methods of the fisheries: Assistant in charge, 
82,700; one clerk, class 4; one clerk, class 1; two clerks, at $1,000 each; one 
clerk, at $900; two clerks, at$720 each; statistical agent, at $1,200; three statis- 
tical agents, at $1,000 each; one local agent at Boston, Mass., $300; one local 
agent at Gloucester, Mass., $600; in all, $15,140. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 22, before the word 
‘* preparation,” to insert ‘‘and.” 

he amendment was agreed to. F 
he next amendment was, on page 42, after line 10, to insert: 
v Fish hatch Tennessee: For theestablishmentof a fish-cultural station 
in the State of Tennessee at some suitable point to be selected by the United 
States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, including purchase of site, con- 
struction of buildings and ponds, and its equipment, $12,000, or so much 
aoe as may be necessary. 
e amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 16, to insert: 


Fish hatchery, Lake County, Cole.: For the completion of the United 


Sert 


States fish-cultural station in Lake County, Colo., authorized by act ap 
proved March 2, 1889, 36,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. . 
The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 21, to insert: 
Fish hatchery, New York: For the completion of the United States fish 
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cultural station on or near the St. Lawrence River, New York, authorized 
py the act approved March 3, 1891, $7,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of the items for the 
Fish Commission, at the top of page 43, to insert: 

And 10 per cent of the foregoing amounts for the miscellaneous expenses 
of the work of the Commission shall be available interchangeably for ex- 
penditure on the objects named. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the heading ‘“ Interstate 
Commerce Commission,” on page 43, line 10, after the word 
“expenditures,” to strike out ‘‘including expenses in employ- 
ment of counsel;” and in line 12, after the words “‘ effect to,” to 
strike out ‘‘ execute, and to enforce;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

For all other necessary expenditures, to enable the Commission to give 
effect to the provisions of the ‘‘ Act to regulate commerce,” and all acts and 
amendments supplementary thereto, $184,000. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [should like to ask the Senator from Mis- 
souri what the object is in depriving the Interstate Commerce 
Commission of the right to employ counsel in the conduct of its 
affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We do not take away from them the right 
that they already have. This provision, as amended, simply 
leaves the law as it has beenforyears. Asitstands, itwould be 
practically an express direction to the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission to employ attorneys. We did not think it was best to 
build up an Attorneys-General office in that bureau for the 
present. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Missouri knows very 
well that all the business of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion is very important, and certainly the Commission ought not 
to be limited in its powers. I suppose that the House inserted 
these words because they believed there was some doubt of the 
right of the Commission to employ counsel in appropriate cases. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think there is any doubt about 
their general jurisdiction. We leave the law just as it has been 
for years. They have been getting along remarkably well, and 
we did not think it was best to make any change. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to ask the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to this item for 
amoment. I will state to begin with that the secretary of the 
Commission has always acted as disbursing officer of the Com- 
mission. Whether the provision that we have made cutting off 
men from holding two offices would interfere with that I do not 
know. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I donot think it would. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am inclined to think that if the words 
‘‘who shall act as disbursing agent or clerk in addition to his 
duties as secretary ” were added it might make it certain. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no such office as a disbursing 
office. The clerk does the disbursing, and has been doing it all 
the time. 

Mr.CULLOM. There is no question about the salary in- 
volved. It is merely a question of whether he will have the 
right to act, in view of the other amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no difficulty about a man per- 
forming the duties of two or three offices if he does not get any 
additional pay for the other offices. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ishall not offer any amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 43, after line 
18, to insert: 


World’s Columbian Exposition: To enable the President to reimburse 
the Republic of France and French exhibitors for losses sustained by them 
by fire onthe night of January 8 and 9, 1894, in the Building of Manufactures 
and Liberal Arts of the World’s Columbian Exposition at Chicago, $70,000, 
orso much thereof as may be necessary; and the President shall cause 
proofs to be taken, satisfactory to himself, and shall determine the amount 
to be awarded to the French Government and to the several exhibitors, re 
spectively, in full for all said losses. 


Mr. COCKRELL. It will be necessary to change the amount 
in thatitem. As I understand, the luss was greater than the 
amount which has been inserted by the committee. Let the 
amendment be adopted for the present, and we can change the 
sum in the Senate. I expected to get some information in rela- 
tion to the subject this —— have not yet received it. I 
understand the amount should be $91,000 instead of $70,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 44, after line 
4, to insert: 

The President of the United States is hereby authorized, in such formand 
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manner as he shall deem most suitable, to signify tothe governments of tho 
several countries duly represented at the World's Columbian Exposition 
and to thetr leading official representatives thereat, the grateful apprecia 
tion of the Government and people of the United States of America for 
their valued contributions to the success of said exposition, and for theit 
friendly participation in the commemoration of one of the most important 
eventsin human history; and the sum of $2,500, or so much thereof as may 





ecessary, is hereby appropriated for this purpose, to be paid upon the 
be necessary, is t by ar t if k t i be ] I 
order of the President. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, after line 5, t 1s 
Reimbursement of Briscoe B. Bouldin: For reimbwm L lal « 
penses incurred by Briscoe B. Bouldin, a deputy co! tor of ir ul rev 

enue, on account of wounds received in the discharge of hi ‘ wtie 





$206.15, or so much thereof as may be found by the Commissio1 i 
Revenue to have been expended by said Bouldin on accoun ‘ 
wounds. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, line 22, aft 








“dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ to be immediately avail so as t 
make the clause read: 

Transportation of silver coin: For transportation of silver ec i 
ing fractional silver coin, by registered mail or otherwi 10,000, « 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, line 22, after the word 
‘*superintendent,” to strike out ‘‘sixty thousand” and in 


‘seventy-two thousand and seventy;”’ so as to make the clau 
read: 

Distinctive paper for United States securities: Por paper 
transportation, salaries of register, two counters, five watchn 
laborer, and expenses of officer detailed from the Treasury : 
dent, 872,070 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 3, after the words 
‘* District of Columbia,” to strike out seven hut 
twenty-five” and insert ‘‘cight hundred;” s0 as to 
clause read: 

Pay of assistant custodians and janitors: For pay of assistan 
and janitors, including all personal services in connection with 
buildings under control of the Treasury Department outside of th 
of Columbia, #800,000; and the Secretary of the Treasury shal 
this sum as to prevent a deficiency therein 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 25, after the 
“light,” to strike out ‘‘and power;” so as to read: 

uel, lights, and water public buildings: For fuel, lights, wat 
electric current for light purposes, electric-light plants, including repa 
thereto, in such buildings as may be designated by the Secretary of 
Treasury for electric-light wiring, and miscellaneous items require 
the janitors, firemen, or engincers in the proper care of the buildin 
furniture, and heating apparatus, exclusive of personal servi« for 
public buildings, marine hospitals included, under the contro! of t! i 
ury Department, inclusive of new buildings, $850,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 10, after the words 
** Revised Statutes,” to strike out ‘* and $5,000for the necessa 


for 


investigation of violations of section 5209 of the Revised Stat 
utes;” so as to read: 
Suppressing counterfeiting and other crimes: For expenses incurred un 


der the authority or with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury in 
detecting, arresting, and delivering into the custody of the United Stat 
marshal having jurisdiction, dealers and pretended dealers in connterfe 
money, and persons engaged in counterfeiting Treasury notes. bor I 
tional-bank notes, and other securities of the United States and of 
governments, as well as the coins of the United States and of forei gov 
ernments, and other felonies committed against the laws of the United 
States relating to the pay and bounty laws, including ™,000 to make the 
necessary investigation of claims for reimbursement of expenses incident 
to the last sickness and burial of deceased pensioners under section 4718 
the Revised Statutes, and for no other purpose whatever, #60,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 50, line 21, after the word 
‘‘Tnited States,” to insert ‘* the examination of titles, recording 
of deeds, advertising, and auctioneer’s fees;” and in line 2 


he 
>, DM 


fore the word “‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ five” and insert ‘' four 
so as to make the clause read: 
Lands and other property of the United States: For custody, care, a 


protection of lands and other property belonging to the United States, t 
examination of titles, recording of deeds, advertising, and auctioneer’s fe« 
#400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, line 19, after the word 
“territory,” to strike out ‘‘ninety ” and insert ‘‘one hundred:” 
so as to make the clause read: 

Enforcement of alien contract-labor laws: For the enforcemen 
alien contract-labor laws and to prevent the immigration of convicts, lu 
tics, idiots, and persons liable to become a public charge, from forcign 
tiguous territory, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 5, to 

Burean of Immigration: The head money from alien pa 
after the Ist day of October next, collected under the act of Augu }. 1882 
to regulate immigration, shall be #1 in Lieuof the 50 cents as provided in said 
act, and such head money and all other receipts which shall be collected on 
and after July 1, 189, in connection with immigration shall be covered into 
the Treasury; and the Secretary of the Treasury shall report to the next 


of 


insert: 
38eN n and 
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regular session of Congress a plan for the organization of the service in con- 
nection with immigration and make detailed estimates of the employés 
necessary for such service, and their compensation and all other expenses. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 18, to insert: 


That section 3687 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended by adding 
thereto the following: ‘And to pay the salaries of watchmen and night watch- 
men in custom-houses, who may be designated by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to act as inspectors of customs.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, line 11, after the word 
dollars,” to insert: 

And of the portion of said sum to be distributed to the inhabitants of St. 
Paul Island, $3,325 shall be paid to the bishop of the Greek Church, San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., in full satisfaction of that amount contributed by members of 
said church of said island and placed in the hands of the agent of the North 
American Commercial Company for delivery to:the bishop of said church, 
and afterwards, under instructions of the Treasury Department, expended 
in furnishing the natives of said island necessary supplies to prevent suffer- 
ing and starvation, a pro rata amount being allowed each of the families on 
said island; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby required tofixa 
reasonable price to be paid the natives of said island for blue fox skins se- 
cured by them. 


So as to make the clause read: 


To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to furnish food, fuel, and clothing 
to the native inhabitants on the islands of St. Paul and St. George, Alaska, 
$19,500, and of the portion of said sum to be distributed to the inhabitants of 
St. Paul Island, $3,325 shall be paid to the bishop of the Greek Church, San 
Francisco, Cal., in full satisfaction of that amount contributed by members 
of said church of said island and placed in the hands of the agent of the 
North American Commercial Company for delivery to the bishop of said 
church, and afterwards, under instructions of the Treasury Department, 
expended in furnishing the natives of said island necessary supplies to pre- 
vent suffering and starvation, a pro rata amount being allowed each of the 
families on said island; and the Secretary of the eT is hereby required 
to fix a reasonable price to be paid the natives of said island for blue fox 
skins secured by them. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, before line 3, toinsert: 

. For two coal houses on the islands of St. Paul and St. George, Alaska, 
B00 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 11, to insert: 


To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay necessary expenses of en- 
forcing the conditions of section 4 of the act approved April 6, 1894, giving 
a to the award rendered by the Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris, 1893, 

1,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 17, to insert: 


Payments on account of Ford Theater disaster: For payment to the heirs 
and lezal representatives of those who were killed at the falling of the Ford 
Theater building, on the 9th day of June, 1893, $105,000, of which sum there 
shall be paid to the heirs and legal re mtatives of each of the powens 
rsons the sum of 85,000: George lien, George Michael Arnold, Samue 
?, Barnes, John Bussius, John B. Cha Jeremiah Daly, —_- a 
Joseph Barker Gage, David Clark Jordan, Justus Boyd Jones, Frederick B. 
Loftus, Jay Hirst McFall, Otto F. W. Meder, Howard 8S. Miller, Benjamin 
Franklin Miller, Burrows Nelson, Emanuel G. Shull, Frank M. Wil jams, 
Alfred L. Ames, Arthur Napoleon Girault, and Michael T. Mulledey. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 55, after line 7, to insert: 


Report upon explosives: To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to in- 
vestigate and report upon the importation, use, transportation, and manu- 
facture of high and low explosives, with the view of securing by legislation 
greater security to life and property, 5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 55, after line 12, to insert: 


That there shall be appointed in the district of Baltimore, State of Mary- 
land, one assistant er of merchandise, at an annual salary of $2,500, 
who shall reside at the port of Baltimore. 

The'amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 55, line 20, after the words 
**Cape Charles,” to insert ‘‘and supplemental stations; ” and in 
line 23, after the words ‘‘Port Townsend,” to strike out ‘‘sev- 
enty-five,” and insert ‘‘ ninety;” so as to make the clause read: 

QUARANTINE SERVICE. 


For the maintenance and ordinary expenses, including pay of officers and 
employés of quarantine stations at Delaware Breakwater, Reedy Island, 
Cape Charles and supplemental stations, South Atlantic Station (Sapelo 
Sound), Brunswick, Key West, Gulf, San Diego, San Francisco, and Port 
Townsend, $90,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 55, after line 23, to tnsert: 


For ballast scows, small hospital, neers to buildings, and boat landings, 
for the Gulf quarantine station, Ship Island, Mississippi (transferred from 
Chandeleur Island), 8,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 56, after line 2, to insert: 


For establishing a quarantine station, and maintenance of same, at or 
near Southport, N. C., $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, after line 21, to insert: 
For a new copper roof for the Pension Office building, $28,560. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 2, to insert: 
For repairs and improvements to the steam-heating apparatus, including 
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elevators and machinery, of the Senate wing of the Capitol, to be expended 
under the direction of the Architect of the Capitol, $2,575. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 7, to insert: 


For removal of the ranges, steamers, and apparatus of the Senate restap. 
rant, the work to be done under the supervision of the Architect of the 
Capitol extension, $1,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 11, to insert 


For purchase of the electric lighting plant in the Senate wing, $10,000 

For repairs and extension of the same, to meet the present requirement 
of the service, $10,000, 

For construction of an elevator leading to the Supreme Court rooms. to 
be expended under the direction of the Architect of the Capitol, $2,300. 

To provide flags for the east and west fronts of the center of the Capito), to 
be hoisted daily under the direction of the Capitol Police board, #100, or s, 
much thereof as may be necessary. 

For the repair of paintings in the Capitol, including repairs to the frames 
of the same, to be expended under the direction of the Joint Committ: 
the Library, $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 58, line 16, after the word 
“lighting,” to strike out “for use of electric lighting plants iy 
Senate and House wings at not exceeding $200 per month during 
the sessions of Congress;” so as to make the clause read: 


Lighting the Capitol and grounds: For lighting the Capitol and ground 
about the same, including the Botanic Garden, and the Senate and House 
stables; for gas and electric lighting; pay of superintendent of meter 
lamplighters, gas-fitters, and for materials and labor for gas and ele t 
lighting, and for general repairs, 824,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 58, after line 21, to inser 


The Architect of the Capitol, with the approval of the Committee on Rules 
of the Senate and House of Representatives, is hereby authorized to ar 
range, for not exceeding one year, with any existing electric lighting com 
ae in the city of Washington to furnish electric current for the Capito! 

uilding at arate not to exceed one-half acent per hour of burning ofa 
nominal 16-candle power incandescent lamp or an equivalent thereof; an! 
the Architect of the Capitol is also authorized to grant permission to sail 
electric lighting company to lay an underground conduit through the Capi 
tol grounds in order to connect its supply mains with the Capitol building 
with a view to furnishing current to the electric lights in said building, 1) 
expense to be chargeable to the Government for laying such conduit « 
mains; any injury to the grounds or appurtenances caused thereby to be 
repaired by the said company. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 59, after line 19, to strike 
out: 

And it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to consolidate the 
district land offices so as to bring their total compensation for the fiscal yea: 
1895 within this appropriation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 60, line 13, after the word 
lands,” to strike out ‘‘eighty-five ” and insert “‘ sixty;” and i: 
line 19, after the word '‘ transportation,” toinsert ‘‘ and the Se:- 
retary of the Interior shall so apportion the foregoing appro- 
priation as to prevent a deficiency therein;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

Depredations on public timber, protecting public lands, and settlement 0! 
claims for swamp lands and swamp-land indemnity: To meet the expenses 
of protecting timber on the public lands and for the more efficient execution 
of the law and rules relating to the cutting thereof; of protecting publi 
lands from illegal and fraudulent entry or appropriation, and of adjusting 
claims for swamp lands, and indemnity for swamp lands, #60,000: Providd- 
That agents and others employed under this appropriation shall be allow: 
per diem, subject to such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the 
terior may prescribe, in lieu of subsistence at a rate not exceeding 83 per 
day each and actual necessary expenses for transportation; and the Secr 
tary of the Interior shall so apportion the foregoing appropriation as w 
prevent a deficiency therein. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, on page 61, line 14, after the word 
‘*surveys,” to strike out “‘and resurveys;” in the same line, aft 
the word ‘‘lands,” to strike out ‘‘one” and insert ‘‘ two;” a1 
on page 62, line 7, after the word ‘‘surveys,” to strike out ‘and 
resurveys;” so as to read: 


For surveys of public lands, $275,000, at rates not exceeding %9 per lines 
mile for standard and meander lines, $7 for township, and %5 for sectio: 
lines: Provided, That in expending this appropriation preference shal! 
given in favor of surveying townships occupied, in whole or in part, by 
actual settlers and of lands granted to the States by the act approved I 
ruary 22, 1889, and the acts approved July 3 and July 10, 1890, and other sur 
veys shall be confined to lands adapted to agriculture, and lines of reser: 
tions, except that the Commissioner of the General Land Office may allow 
for the survey of lands heavily timbered, mountainous, or covered w!') 
dense undergrowth, rates not exceeding $13 per linear mile for standard an 
meander lines, $11 for township, and 87 for section lines, and in cases 0! ©. 
ceptional difficulties in the surveys, when the work can not be contracted 
for at these rates, compensation for surveys a be made by the said Com: 
missioner, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, at rates no! 
exceeding $18 per linear mile for standard and meander lines, $15 for tow 
ship, and 812 for section lines. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 62, line 18, after the wore 
** lines,” to strike out: 


Provided further, Thatit shall be lawful for the governor of the State of Wash 
ington to apply to the surveyor-general for the surveying district of Washine” 
ton for the survey of any township or townships of publicland then remaining 
unsurveyed in hissurveying district, with a view to satisfy the public laud 
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ants made to that State by the act of Congress of February 22, 1889, to the 
extent of the full quantity of land called for thereby; and on his doing so 
the surveyor-general shall proceed to have the =< or surveys 80 ap- 
plied for made as in other cases of the survey of public lands, and the lands 
that may be found to fall within the limits of such township or owaesipe 
as ascertained by the survey, shall be reserved after the filing of the appli- 
cation for survey from any adverse appropriation by settlement or other- 
wise except under rights that may be found to exist of prior inception, for 
a period to extend from such application for survey until the expiration of 
sixty days from the date of the filing of the township plat of survey in the 
proper district land office, during which period Om sixty days the State may 
select any of such lands not embraced in any valid adverse claim, for the 
satisfaction of such grants, with the condition, however, that the governor 
of the State, within thirty days from the date of such filing of the applica- 
tion for survey, shall cause a notice to be published, which publication, 
shall be continued for thirty days from the first publication in some news- 

aper of general circulation in the vicinity of the lands likely to be em- 
Priced in such township or townships, giving notice to all parties inter- 
ested of the fact of such application for survey and the exclusive right 
of selection by the State for the aforesaid period of sixty days as herein 

rovided for, and after the expiration of such period of sixty days, any 
ands which may remain unselected by the State, and not otherwise appro- 
priated according tolaw, shall be subject to disposal under general laws as 
other public lands. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 64, after line 13, to insert: 

Thatit shall be lawful for the governors of the States of Wasbington, Idaho, 
Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota, and Wyoming to apply tothe Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office for the survey of any township or town- 
ships of public land then remaining unsurveyed in any of the several survey- 
ing districts, witha view to satisfy the — land grants made by the several 
acts admitting the said States into the Union to the extent of the fullquantity 
of land called for thereby; and upon the application of said governors the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office shall proceed to immediately notify 
the surveyor-general of the application made by the governor of any of the 
said States of the application made for the withdrawal of said lands, and 
the surveyor-general shall proceed to have the survey or surveys 80 ap- 
plied for made, as in the cases of surveys of public lands; andthe lands that 
may be found to fall within the limits of such eo townships, as as- 
certained by the survey, shall be reserved upon the filing of the application 
for survey from any adverse geese by settlement or otherwise ex- 
cept under rights.that may be found to exist of prior inception, for a period 
to extend from such Si for survey untilthe expiration of sixty days 
from the date of the filing of the township plat of survey in the proper dis- 
trict land office, during which period of sixty days the State may select any 
of such lands not embraced in any valid adverse claim, for the satisfaction 
of such grants, with the condition, however, that the governor of the State, 
within thirty days from the date of such filing of the application for sur- 
vey, shall cause a notice to be published, which publication shall be con- 
tinued for thirty days from the first publication, in some newspaper of gen- 
eral circulation in the vicinity of the lands likely to be embraced in such 
township or townships, giving notice to all parties interested of the fact 
of such application for survey and the exclusive right of selection by the 
State for the aforesaid peri of sixty days as herein provided for; and 
after the expiration of such period of sixty days any lands which may re- 
main unselected by the State, and not otherwise appropriated according 
to law, shall be subject to disposal under general laws as other public 
lands: And provided further, That the Commissioner of the Generai Land 
Office shall give notice immediately of the reservation of any a or 
townships to the local land office in which the land is situate of the with 
drawal of such township or townships, for the purpose hereinbefore pro- 
vided: And provided further, That the governors of the several States herein 
named are authorized to advance money from time to time for the survey of 
the townships withdrawn at such United States depository as may be desig- 
nated by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and the moneys so 
advanced, shall be reimbursable. The foregoing provisions shall be appli- 
eable to Utah when admitted as a State into the Union and a governor is 
duly inaugurated and acting. 

For the survey of the public lands lying within the limits of land grants 
made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads, and the selection 
therein of such lands as are granted therefor, to enable the Secretary of the 
Interior to carry out the provisions of section 1 of the act of March 3, 1887, 
entitled “An act to provide for the adjustment of land grants made by Con- 
gress to ald in the construction of railroads and for the forfeiture of un- 
earned lands, and for other purposes,’ being chapter 376 of volume 24 of the 
Statutes at Large, page 556, the sum of 8125,000,which,was appropriated there- 
for by the act approved August 5, 1892, entitled “An act making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1893, and for other ed og is hereby eee and continued, 
and any money which shall have been expended of such appropriation and re- 
imbursed and paid into the Treasuryis hereby reappropriated, and the said 
sum shall remain a continuing appropriate. and so often as any part of 
the same shall, after being expended, reimbursed by any railroad com- 
pany as hereinafter provided, the same shall be again available for the 
purposes aforesaid: Provided, That any portion of said sum expended for 
surveying such lands shall be reimbursed by the respective companies or 
parties in interest for whose benefit the lands are granted, according {to 
the provisions of the act of July 15, 1870, chapter 292, volume 16, pages $05 
and 306,and act of July 31, 1876, chapter 246 of volume 19, page 121, of the 
Statutes at Large, requiring “that before any lands granted to any rail- 
road company shall be conveyed to such company or any person entitled 
thereto under any of the acts incorporating or relating to said company, 
unless said eee is excepted by law from the payment of such cost, 
there shall first be paid into the Treasury of the United States the cost of 
surveying, selecting, and conveying the same, by the said company or per- 
sons in interest :”’ ovided, That no part of the foregoing moneys shall be 
used for any land embraced in any grant to the State of Florida 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 69, after line 2, to insert: 


For the retracement of so much of the bound line between the States 
of Louisiana and Arkansas and of the boundary line between said States 
and the State of Texas, and the lines of public land surveys closing thereon, 
as will enable the surveyor-general of Louisiana to construct a proper plat 
of certain lands in township 23 north, range 16 west, in the State of Louis- 
lana, over which, owing to discrepancies in existing surveys, neither Ar- 
kansas nor Lou na now claims jurisdiction, and to enable the United 
States land officers to admit entries of said lands, 800, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary for the purpose. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 69, after line 20, to insert: 
Port Angeles town-site, Washington: That suburban blocks numbered 
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87,88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, and 94, within the limits of the Government town-site 
reserve of Port Angeles, in the State of Washington, shall be, and are each 
hereby, granted and confirmed to the town or city of Port Angeles, Wasb., 
for use asa burial ground or cemetery; and upon application therefor by 
the proper municipal authorities of said town or city to the Secretary of the 
Interior, patent shall be issued for said blocks, respectively, to said author- 
ities and for the purpose herein expressed. F 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 70, after line 6, to insert: 


Des Moines River lands settlers: To adjust the claims of settlers on the so- 
called Des Moines River lands, in the State of Lowa, #200,000, or so much 
thereof as mer be necessary, to be expended by the Secretary of the Inte 
rior, in the following manner: The Secretary of the Interiorjshall appointa 
special commissioner to investigate, hear, and determine the claims of all 


persons, their heirs and assigns, holding patents or other written evidence 
of title to the lands in the so-called Des Moines River land gran't, whose 
title thereto from the United States has failed. Said commissioner shal} 
find the reasonable sum due, if anything, to the respective claimants, and 
the measure of damages of said claimants shall be the amount heretofore 
expended by them to purchase the paramount title to said lands, or in case 
they have not heretofore purchased the outstanding paramount title, the 
measure of their damages shall be the reasonable value of such paramount 
title, if they are still in possession, or the reasonable value of same at 
time of eviction, in cases of eviction. Said commissioner, in making such 
examination, shall find and determine: 

First. The amount of the just claims of persons, their heirs or assigns, 
holding patents or other written evidences of title from the United States 
who are now and who have been in continuous possession thereunder 

Second. The claims of persors, their heirs or assigns, holding written ev- 
idences of title from the United States, who have been evicted from said 
lands by process of court at the suit of the Des Moines River Navigation 
Company or its assigns, 

Third. Theclaims of persons, their heirs or their assigus, for a valuable 
consideration, whose chain of title runs back to the person making the orig 
inal entry of said lands, and who have heretofore purchased the paramount 
title: Provided, That if the amount herein appropriated is not sufficient to 
settle all the claims hereinbefore described and included in Schedule E of 
special report submitted to Congress by the Secretary of the Interior May 
15, 1894, being Senate Executive Document No, 97, present session, those 
remaining unpaid shall be submitted to Congress by the Secretary of the 
Interior, giving the amount of each claim, and such payments shall not 
include any claim of any preémptor or homesteader who had actual notice 
of the adverse claim of the Des Moines River Navigation Company at the 
time of making such ee or homestead claim and only paid the nec 


essary fees to the land officers, and who made no valuable improvements on 
the lands so preémpted or homesteaded. All such claims shall be reported 
to Congress, and all the facts in regard to any claim of preémption and 


homestead entry, in such cases, shall be reported to Congress: Provided 
Surther, That said claims, except those hereinbefore indicated, shall be paid 
in the order of their approval by the Secretary of the Interior, and no 
money shall be paid hereunder, in any case, until the findings of the com 
missioner, in such case, are approved by the Secretary of the Interior, who 
shall have full authority to control all proceedings authorized by this par- 
agrape. To pay the See arising under the preceding paragraph, in 
addition to the appropriation to pay said claims, 812,000, or so much thereof 
as May be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ United States 
Geological Survey,” on page 73, line 15, after the words ‘* United 
States,” to strike out ‘‘ two hundred ” and insert ‘‘ one hundred 
and fifty;” in line 16, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out 
** sixty ” and insert “ thirty-five;” and in line 19, after the word 
** least,” to strike out ‘‘ one-half’ and insert ‘‘ one-third;” so as 
to make the clause read: 


For topographic surveys in various portions of the United States, $150,000 
$35,000 of which shall beexpended west of the ninety-seventh meridian in the 
States of North Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Texas,and the 
Territory of Oklahoma, and at least one-third of the remainder shall beex 
pended west of the one hundred and third meridian 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 73, line 23, to increase the 
ee ** for geological surveys in the various portions 
of the United States,” from ‘* $70,000 ” to ‘* $100,000.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 74, line 2, to increase the 


appropriation ‘‘ for chemical and physical researches relating to 
the geology of the United States,” from ‘'$5,000” to ‘* $7,000." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 74, line 6, to increase th: 


appropriation ‘‘ for the preparation of the report of the min 
resources of the United States,” from ‘* $12,000” to ‘* $15,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 74, line 11, to increase the 
appropriation ‘‘ for engraving and printing the geological maps 
of the United States,” from ‘* $55,000 ” to ‘* $65,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 74, after line 11, to insert: 
For gauging the streams and determining the water supply of the United 
States, 85,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 74, line 16, after the word 
‘*all,” to insert ‘“‘for the United States Geological Survey;” so 
as to make the clause read: 

In all, for the United States Geological Survey, 14,100 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for *‘ Howard 
University,” on page 76, after line 19, to insert: 

For books for the library of the law department, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 





a 


total amount of the appropriations for ‘‘Howard University,” 
from $28,500” to ce f ” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Under the War 
Department,” in the appropriations for ‘“armories and arse- 
nals,” on page 177, line 17, to increase the appropriation ‘‘ for 
machinery and shop fixturesand renewal of steam plant,’’at the 
Rock Island Arsenal, frorm ‘*$10,000 ” to ‘*$15,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment .was,.on page 77, line.23, after the word 
‘‘power,” to imsert ‘*$40,000;” on spage 78, line 1, ‘before ‘the 
word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out “thirty thousand,’ and insert 
‘* twenty-seven thousand five hundred ;” and after the word ‘‘do!- 
lars,” at the end of line 1, to insert ‘in all $67,500;" so as to 
make the clause read: 

For extraordinary repairs of the dices and dams of the Rock Island water 


The next amendment was, on page 77, line 1, to increase the 


wer, $40,000, and for re Moline dam wall and counterports and 
Pundatiena, $27,600; in ait 807 500, - 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on ‘page 78, after line 22, to insert: 

For constructing anew fence along the west side of the arsenal on Hanna 
street, %, 759. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on ‘81, line 10, after the word 
‘‘nursery,” to insert ‘‘trees and stock for nursery to be pur- 
chased by contract or otherwise, as the Secretary of War may 
determine; ”’ so as ‘to:'make ‘the clause read: 

For trees, tree and plant stakes, labels, lime, whitewashing, and stock for 
nursery, trees.and stock for nursery to ——a by contract or other- 
wise, as the Secretary of War-may determine, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 83, line 11, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty and insert ‘‘ twenty-one; ’’ so 
as to read: 

Lighting the Executive Mansion and publicgrounds: Forgas, pay of lamp- 
lighters, gas-fitters, and laborers; purchase; erection, and repair of} and 
lamp-posts; purchaseof matches, and forrepairs ofall kinds; fuel ights 
for oftice, office stables, watchmen’s , and for the greenhouses at the 
nursery, $14,000: Provided, That foreach six-foot burner not connected with 
a meter in the lamps on the publicgrounds no more than $21.50 shall be paid 
= lamp for gas, including 3 ee, and keeping in repair the 

amps, under any expenditure provided for in this act, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment, on ‘83, line 25, before the word 
‘‘eents,” to strike out ‘thirty ” and insert ‘*forty;” andon page 
84, line l, after the word ‘‘ night,” tostrike out ‘‘ $766.50 ” and in- 
sert ‘'$1,022,”s0 as to make the clause’read: 

For electric lights for three-hundred and sixty-five nights from seven 
posts, at 40 cents per light per night, $1,022. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The nextamendment was, in theappropriations for ‘‘ military 
posts,” on page 85, line 14, after the w necessary,” tostrike 
out ‘‘two hundred” and insert ‘three hundred and fifty; and 
in line 15, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert: ‘‘And the limitof 
expenditure for the construction of Fort Crook, Nebr., is hereby 
increased to $700,000;” so.as to make the clause read: 

For the construction of bulld at, and the enlargement of such mili- 
tary posts as, in the judgment of the of War, may bemecessary, 
#350,000. And the limit of expenditure'for the construction of Fort Crook, 
Nebr., is hereby increased to 700,000. 

Theamendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 85, after line 17, to insert: 

Fort Efhan Alien military reservation: Toenable the Secretary of War to 
acquire the title, for military purposes, to additional lands, not exceeding 
160 acres, ee to extend the military reservation of Fort Ethan Allen, 
near Essex Junction, Vt., to the Wimooski River, subject to the right of 
way through said lands of the Winooski and Essex highway and the right 
of way of the Central Vermont Railway, 87,000: Provided, That in acq 
the land for the peenone the Secretary of ‘War is authorized to == in 
accordance with the act approved March 3, 1891, making appropriations for 
oe civil expenses, under title “‘ Chickamauga and Chattanooga National 

rk.”’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 21 the words ‘‘one hundred and | 
sixty acres,” should be ‘‘ one hundred and ninety acres.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so} 
modified, in the absenceof objection. The question ison agree- 
ing to the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 86, line’8, after 
the word ‘‘expended,” to strike out “by the acting superin- 
tendent of the Yellowstone Park, and;” ‘sos to make the clause 


Improvement of the Yellowstone National Park: For the improvement of 
the Yellowstone National Park, to be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of War, 830,000, 


Vv The amendment was agreed to. | 


, The next amendment was, on page 86, after line 10, to insert: 
/ Forsalary of commisstoner-provided for in the act to protect the birds 
and animals in Yellowstone National Park, and to punish crimes in said 
perk. approved May 7. 189481,009. 


V The amendment was agreed to. 
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_ Thenext.amendment was, on page 86, line 14, after the word 
*‘clerical,”to insert ‘‘and other;’ and in line 25, after the word 
‘*dollars,” to strike out— 

And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to. employ, at such com 
ss as he shall deem reasonable, from among theveterans who served 

the battle of Chattanooga, ‘a.person who is recognized as well informe; 
in its history, asa representative ofthe Army of the Tennessee, to assist in 
such way as the tary of War may direct, in peeparing the historica) 
tablets. of that army for the National Military Park. ‘9 


So as to make the elause read: 


Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Park: To enable the Secretar, 
of War to complete the establishment of the Chickamauga and Chattanoo:) 
National Military: Park ‘in accordance with the terms of existing laws, {), 
cluding road construction, maps, tablets, surveys, continuing the resto 
tion of the field, foundations for Statemonuments, the purchase of the nort 
end of Missionary Ridge, and monument sites in the vicinity of Glass's |i 
compensationof two civilian commissionersand their assistant in histor 
work, labor; clerical and other assistance, and office expenses; in a!!, $7 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 8 
WAR DEPARTMENT. 


The Secretary of War be, and heis hereby,authorized and directed to pa 
outofany unexpenderd balance of the appropriation for salaries of tho \V. 
Department for the fiscal year 1894, to those persons who have been | 
charged as clerks of the War Department since June 1, 1804, because of t) 
reduction of employés in such Department, their'salaries for such period 0: 
leave ofabsence, at the rate 6f twoand one-half Gays’ leave for each mont 
of service from January 1, 1834, to the date of their discharge, as may ha\ 
been allowable to and unused by said clerks at the date of their dischar, 

That the military records. such as muster~and pay rolls, discharges, .: 
reports relating to the field operations of the Army, of the Revolutions 
war and of the war of 18i2now in any of the Hxecutive Departments shia 
be transferred to the Secretary of War to be preserved, indexed, and pr 
erly prepared for convenient reference and use. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Themext:amendment was, on page 88, line 10, after the wor 
‘“improvement,”to strike out ‘five’ and insert ‘“six;” and in 
the same line, after the word ‘‘dollars,”'to insert ‘‘ $100,090 o! 
which may be expended for dredging, under'the direction of the 
‘Becrétary of War, by contract or otherwise, as may be mo 
economical and advantageous to the United States: so as t 
make the clause read: 

For i oving Katbor at Galveston, Tex.: Continuing improvem« 
19600,000,°3100,000 of Which may be expended for dredging, under the directi 
of the Secretary of War, by contract or otherwise, as may be most econ: 
icalLand advantageous to the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 92, line 6, after the word 
‘‘same,” to insert ‘‘and for the purchase, at private sale or by 
condemnation, of‘such parcels of land. as the Secretary of \: 
may deem necessary for the sites of tablets, and for the con- 
struction of the-said avenues; ”’-so.as to make the clause read: 

Gettysburg battlefield: For continuing the work of surveying, locatin: 
and. <cerving the lines of battle at Gettysburg, Pa., and for purchasin 

, constructing, and equotins avenues along the portions occup! 
by the various commands of the armies of the Potomacand Northern \: 
zinta on that field, and for fencing thesame; and for the purchase, at priv 
sale or ‘by condemnation, of such parcels of land as the Secretary of \\. 
may deem necessary for the sites of tablets, and for the construction of t 
said avenues; for determining the leading tactical positions and prop: 
marking the same with tablets of batteries, regiments, brigades, divisio: 
corps, and other organizations ‘with reference to the study and corr 
understanding of the battie, each tablet bearing a brief historical legen 
compiled without praise and without censure ; $50,000, to be expended un 
the direction of the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, on page 93, line 12,after the word 
‘‘ disabilities,” to insert ‘‘to be disbursed under the directio! 
of the Secretary of War;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Appliances for disabled soldiers: For furnishing-surgical appliances 
persons disabied inthe military or naval service of the United States, and 
not entitled to artificial limbs or trusses for thesame disabilities, to be dis- 
bursed under the direction of the Secretary of War, ‘82,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. By 

The next amendment was to increase the appropriation | 
the Garfield Memorial Hospital from $15,000 to 319,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. be: se 

The next amendment was in the appropriation for New \« 
Harbor to insert on page 95, after line 15: 

For purchase or.construction of two steam tugs, $90,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. * ' 

The next amendment was, on page 95, after line 17, to insert: 

For pay of aru" maintenance of two steam tugs, to be purchased or 

, $1 ; 

The amendment was agreed to. ; : 

The next amendment was, on e 95, line 20, to increase the 
total of the appropriation for New York Harbor from $31,000 to 
$136,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 95, line 21, to insert: 


Armingand equi the militia: The permanent annual ropriation 
made by the act ot kpett 23, 1808, designated as section 1661 of The vised 


Statutes, and which was increased to $400,000 by the act of February 12, 15°". 
ordnancestores and 


- 
i. 


after line 7, to i 


1a8 


being for the procurement of ordnance and quarterm- 
ter's stores and campequipage for the use of the militia of the country, sha!! 





1894. 


——— 





not lapse with the end of any fiscal year nor be turned into the surplus 
fund, but shall remain a permanent appropriation and be available for the 
several States and Territories and District of Columbia until expended as 
provided in said acts, or otherwise disposed of by Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 100, line 8, before the word 
food,” to insert the word ‘‘fuel;” and in the same line, after 
the word ‘‘ preparation,” to insert the word ‘‘ cooking;” so as to 
read: 

Ofall articles of fuel, food, th ‘ir frei 
ing. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


ght, preparation, cooking, and sery- 


The next amendment was, on page 100, line 21, toincrease the | 
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The next amendment was, in the items for the Soldiers’ Home 
at Hampton, Va.,on page 195, line 7, before the word “ tho 


sand,” to strike out ‘‘ forty-seven ” and insert ‘ fifty-six;” so as 
to make the clause read: 
l‘or household, including the same « cts specified under this head for 
Central Branch, $6,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
he next amendment was, on page 105, line 14, after the word 
“construction,” toinsert ‘‘and repairs;” so as to make the clause 


| read 
For construction and repairs, including the same obj: 
this head for the Central Branch, #25,000 
The amendment was agreed to. 


appropriation for household expenditures for the National Home | 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, at Dnvton, Ohio, from $85,000 | 


to $90,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to call attention to the word *' heat,” 
in line 15. Itis an amendment, but it is not printed in italics. 
Itshould be agreed to by the Senate. Icall the attention of the 
Senator from tte’ to the matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘ fuel,” in line 15, page 100, 
insert the word “heat.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was in the appropriation 
for the Soldiers’ Home at Dayton, Ohio, on page 101, line 11, be- 
fore the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘five thousand ” and in- 
sert “‘two thousand five hundred;’’ so as to read: 

For transportation of members of the home, #2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next. amendment was, on page 101, line 12,after the word 
‘“eonstruction,” to insert ‘‘and repairs; so as to read: 

For construction and repairs, namely: Pay of chief engineer, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was,on page 102, line 4, to increase the 
total of the appropriations for the Soldiers’ Home at Dayton, 
Ohio, from $549,400 to $552,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the appropriation for the 
Soldiers’ Home at Milwaukee, Wis., on page 102, line 18, before 
the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out “sixty thousand” and insert 
‘sixty-one thousand nine hundred and fifty-two;” so as to make 
the clause read: 


For household, including 
the Central Branch, 61,952. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 102, line 24, after the word 
“construction,” to insert ‘‘and repairs;” so as to make the 
clause read: 


For construction and repairs, including the same objects specified under 
this head for the Central Branch, 24,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 103, after line 8, to insert: 

For perfecting a system of sewerage, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 103, line 16, to increase the 
total of the appropriations for the Soldiers’ Home at Milwau- 
kee, Wis., from $293,953 to $301,902. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, inthe items for the Soldiers’ Home 
at Togus, Me., on page 104, line 5, before the word ‘“ dollars,” 
to strike out ‘‘ fifty-two thousand” and insert ‘fifty-five thou- 
sand one hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 

For household, including the sams objects specified under this head for 
the Central Branch, 955,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 104, line 10, before the 
word ‘*thousand,” to strike out “three” and insert ‘*two;” so 
as to make the clause read: 

For transportation of members of the home 82,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 104, line 11, after the word 
ae to insert ‘‘andrepairs;” soas to make the clause 
read: 


For construction and repairs, incl th ifi der 
dite beet tor theGen Be n ‘Gaane © same objects specified unde: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 104, line 18, before the 
word ‘‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty-seven thousand one” and 
insert ‘‘ thirty-nine thousand two; so as to make the clause 


the same objects specified under this head for 


In all, $239,200. 
The.amendment was agreed to. 


| acted upon. 


The next amendment was,on page 105, line 19, before the 
‘*thousand,” to strike out ‘‘fourteen” and insert 
three;” so as to make the clause read: 

In all, $323,950. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the items for the Soldiers’ Home 
at Leavenworth, Kans., on page 106, line 12, before the word 
‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty-three ’ and insert “ thirty:” 
so as to make the clause read: 

For hospital, including the same objects specified under thi 
Central Branch, $30,450. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenext amendment was, on page 106, line 16, after the word 
“construction,” toinsert ‘‘and repairs;” soas tomake the clause 
read: 

For construction and repairs, including the same objects 
this head for the Central Branch, #24,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 106, line 22, before 
word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out “eighty-two ” and ins 
enty-nine;” so as to make the clause read: 

In all, 2279,550. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the item for the Soldiers’ Hom 
at Santa Monica, Cal., on page 107, line 11, before the word 
‘*thousand,” to strike out “twenty-three” and inser: 
so as to make the clause read: 

For household, including the same objects 
the Central Branch, 830,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 107, line 17, after the word 
“construction,” to insert ‘and repairs;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

For construction and repairs, including the 
this head for the Central Branch, 830,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 107, line 22, 
word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘seventy-nine”’ 
‘‘ninety-one; so as to make the clause read: 

In. all, #191,125. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to inquire whether a Senator 
sires to offer an amendment which has the approval of 
mittee shall offer it now or hereafter? ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
amendments of the Committee on Appropriations are first being 
After the committee amendments are disposed of 
other amendments will be in order. 

Mr. HOAR. I have been absent from the Chamber for a fe 
minutes, andI desire to raise a question as to the committ: 
amendment on page 87 in regard to military records. I should 
like unanimous consent to have the amendment considered 
being open. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To which amendment 
from Massachusetts refer? 

Mr. HOAR. The amendment which transfersall the mili 
records to the War Department. I wish to offer an amendment 
toit.. If the Senate understands that the matter is open I will 
wait until the remaining committee amendments are disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senvtor from Massachusetts, that the vote by which 
the amendment on page 87 in relation tothe military records was 
agreed to be reconsidered? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be considered as open. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what Iask. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote by which the amend- 
ment was agreed to has to be reconsidered before the amend- 
ment can be regarded as open. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be reconsidered, then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection itwill 
be so ordered, and the amendment will be passed over. The 
Chair hears none. 
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The seating of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was,in the items for the 
Soldiers’ Home at Marion, Ind., on page 108, line 8, before the 
word “thousand,” to strike out ‘‘seventy-six” and insert 
“‘eighty;” so as to make the clause read: 

For subsistence, including the same objects spocified under this head for 
the Central Branch, $80,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 108, line 16, before the word 
dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ one thousand five hundred ” and insert 
‘*two thousand;” so as to make the clause read: 

Jor transportation, including the same objects specified under this head 
fo the Central Branch, 82,000. 

'The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 108, line 17, after the word 
‘‘eonstruction,” to insert ‘‘and repairs;” soas to make the clause 
read: 

For construction and repairs, including the same objects specified under 
this head for the Central Branch, 820,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 108, line 25, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ seventy-six thousand eight” and in- 
sert ‘eighty-one thousand three;” and in the same line, after 
the word ‘‘dollars,” to insert: 2 

And 10 percent of the amounts herein appropriated for each branch of 
the National Home shall be available interchangeably for expenditure on 
the objects named for such branch. ;" 

So as to make the clause read: 

In all, $181,300; and ten per cent of the amounts herein appropriated 
for each branch of the National Home shall be available interchangeably for 
expenditure on the objects named for such branch. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 109, line 9, after the word 
‘‘hundred,” to strike out “and forty;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

For clothing for all of the branches, namely: Expenditures for clothing, 
underclothing, hats, caps, boots, shoes, socks, and overalls; also all sums 
expended for labor, materials, machines, tools, and appliances employed in 
the tailor shops, knitting shops, and shoe shops, or other home shops in 
which ary kind of clothing is made or repaired, 8200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next ameadment was, on page 109, line 12, after the word 
‘* Managers,” to strike out ‘ now authorized;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

For salaries of officers and employés of the Board of Managers, and for 
outdoor relief and incidental expenses, namely. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 109, after line 13, to strike 
out: 


For president of the Board of Managers, not exceeding 82,500; secretary of 
the Board of Managers, not exceeding $2,000; one treasurer, who shall not 
be a member of the Board of Managers, 82,000; one inspector genera $2,500; 
one assistant inspector-general, 82,000; one clerk to the president, #960; two 
clerks to the treasurer, $1,600; meeaae service for president’s office, $144; 
messenger service for secretary's 0 , 852; three clerks for managers, 
$1,160; four agents, 82,400; for travel expenses of Board of Managers and 
their officers, $7,000; for outdoor relief, $1,750; for rent, stationery, tele- 
grams, and other incidental expenses, $094; in all, 627,000. 


And insert: 

For president of the Board of Managers, who shall also be acting treas- 
urer, notexceeding 82,500; og Ag the Board of Managers, not exceeding 
$2,000; one inspector-general, #2,500; two assistant inspectors-general, at 
¥2,000 each, 84,000; clerical service for president’s office, 84,500; messenger 
service for president's office, $144; messenger service for secretary’s office, 
$52; clerical service for managers, 81,500; agents, 62,400; for travel expenses 
of the Board of Managers, their officers and employés, 87,500; for outdoor 
relief, $1,750; for rent, medical examinations, stationery, telegrams, and 
other incidental expenses, $1,509; in all, $29,346. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Is an amendmentin order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An amendment modifying an 
amendment of the committee would bein order under the unani- 
mous-consent agreement, but not an original amendment. The 
question is on ag eing to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understood the Senator from Wisconsin to 
propose an amendment? 

r. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I intended to propose an 
amendment, but the Chair advised me that amendments are not 
in order just now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Itis an amendment to the amendment. We 
desire to amend the committee amendment. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Itis understood that the committee amend- 
ments will still be open to amendment just the same as ever 
after we have run through them. 

= PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not so under- 
stand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Letthe amendment be offered if the Chair 
thinks otherwise. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I wish to offer two amend- 
ments. 





Mr. HAWLEY. 1 understand from the Chair that, being | 
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amendments to a committee amendment, this is the time 
offer them. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. On page 110, line 18, I move 
to amend the committee amendment by striking out ‘‘seyen” 
and inserting ‘eleven;” so as to read: 

Their officers and employés, 611,500. 

The law makes it necessary for the Board of Managers to visit 
and inspect the different branch homes once a year, and the 
amount allowed for that purpose by the Appropriations Com. 
mittee, $7,500, is not sufficient. I read a part of a letter from 
Gen. Franklin on this subject: 

The amount estimated for traveling expensos of the Board and its ofice:, 
and employés is $11,500. Of this amount $1,500 is for inspection of the Stat 
homes. The remainder is to pay for the actual traveling expenses . 
managers and for the inspection of the seven branches of the home | 
own officers. 

I trust the Senate will allow this slight increase in the ap; 
priation. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agrecing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL 
to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. On page 110, line 21, [ move 
to further amend the committee amendment by striking ou: 
‘fone thousand five hundred” and inserting ‘‘ three thousand: 
. that it will read: ‘‘ Telegrams and other incidental expenses, 

3,000.’ 

I move this increase on the strength of a communication which 
I have received from Gen. Franklin. He states that $3,000 f 
rent, medical examinations, etc., is absolutely necessary. Th 
amount which the Appropriations Committee have allowed, 
$1,500, would not cover the rent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL 
to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The total in line 14 will be 
changed in accordance with the amendments which have bee: 
agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. In line 22 strike out ‘‘twenty-nine thou- 
sand three hundred and forty-six ” and insert ‘‘ thirty-four thou- 
sand eight hundred and forty-sjx dollars.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 110, line 24 
after the word ‘‘ million,” to strike out ‘‘ three hundred thou- 
sand eight hundred and seventy-five,” and insert ‘‘two hundred 
and ninety-eight thousand eight hundred and seventy-five dol- 
lars;” so as to read: ‘' $2,298,873.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. That has to be changed, too. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. The total will have to b 
changed to correspond with the amendments which have been 
adopted in the preceding paragraph. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment o/ 
the committee by striking out ‘‘ $298,875,” and inserting ‘* $304,- 
373;” so as to read: ‘’In all, $304,373.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Mg pe em was, on page 11], line |, 
after the word ‘‘ Provided,” to strike out: 

That all amounts disbursed from the appropriations of a branch home 
shall be disbursed and accounted for by the treasurer of that branch and i 
conformity with sections 3678 and 3679, Revised Statutes. 

And insert: 


That all amounts disbursed from the appropriation of a branch home sha 
be disbursed by the treasurer of that branch, except such expenditures fo! 
services, stationery, tableware, clothing, and bedding as may be required 
the Board of Managers to be legally made by the president and acting trea. 
urer; and all disbursements shall be made in conformity with sections 
and 3679, Revised Statutes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 112, line 17, after the word 
‘‘ nay,” to insert ‘‘and allowance;” and in line 20, after the word 
“whatever,” to insert ‘‘except upon written authority of th 
Board of Managers;” so as to make the clause read: 

That the Board of Managers shall classify all the officers and employés of 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers and establish a rate 0f 
pay an allowance for each class, and the rate so established shall not be 
ncreased by fees, perquisites, allowances, or advantages under any pretense 
whatever, except upon written authority of the Board of Managers: and no 
employé shall be borne on more than one pay roll or voucher. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 114, line 2, before the word 
“thousand,” tostrike out ‘‘seventy-five ” -nd insert ‘‘ seventy: 
80 as to make the clause read: 

State or Territorial homes: For continuing aid to State or Territorial 
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homes {cvved August oF 1888. nee soldiers in conformity with the 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Before we pass from the subject of the sol- 
diers’ homes, I wish to state that I am exceedingly glad to find 
that the Committee on Appropriations have accepted very nearly 
all the amendments recommended by the Committee on Military 
Affairs. Asthe bill came from the other House, those of us who 
know the great value and the merit of these homes and the su- 
preme excellence with which they are managed felt a good deal 
of apprehension that something unkind or unfavorable might 
result from a feeling of hostility against the homes. 

I simply desire to put on record my opinion of the homes and 
their management. I have naturally been very much interested 
in them ever since they were established in 1867. Ihave visited 
many of the homes. I have frequently gone with the Board. I 
individually, not in connection with any official visit whatever, 
have again and again gone to the home at Hampton especially. 
The management of the homes in general, that is to say, the 
head of the management, under Gen. Franklin, is in my own 
town of Hartford. The general, who is president of the whole 
concern, is my neighbor and personal friend. That gives me 
additional means of becoming acquainted with the matter, for 
it is a frequent topic of conversation between us. 

I know many of the men who in the last twenty-seven: years 
have been connected with the management of these most benefi- 
cent institutions. I think I speak with some knowledge when [ 
say that I know of nothing under the purview of the whole Fed- 
eral Governmentthat is better managed than the soldiers’ homes. 
There is a Board composed of eleven men, I think, who asarule, 
although I think there have been two or three exceptions, were 
soldiers in the late war. The corporation is, in a measure, dis- 
tinct from any department of the Government. 

These veteran officers have been looking out for the interests 
of from fifteen to twenty-five thousand old soldiers a year. They 
are welcomed to the homes on every occasion. he inmates 
feel that the managers are their friends, their guardians, that 
they come to see them and look out for them. 

I know of no work done with a better combination of gentle- 
ness, patriotism, and fidelity to duty tothe Federal Government. 
I know of no disbursements that are better managed, no con- 
tracts for ane of all descriptions and for supplies of all de- 
scription better than those made by these men. 

The board consists of Gen. William B. Franklin, of Connecti- 
cut; Gen. William J. Sewell, of New Jersey; Gen. JOHN C. BLACK, 
of Illinois; Gen. Martin T. McMahon, of New York; Col. JoHN 

L. MITCHELL, of Milwaukee, our colleague in the Senate; Maj. 
E.N. Morrill, of Kansas; Gen. A. L. Pearson, of Pennsylvania; 
Gen. James Barnett, of Cleveland, Ohio; Gen. Francis Fessen- 
den, of Maine; Col. George W. Steele, of Marion, Ind., and Maj. 
A. W. Barrett, of Los Angeles, Cal. 

There is in a certain sense competition, you may say, for places 
on the board; that is to say, the members are chosen with regard 
to their locality, and the members of Congress who are influen- 
tial in naming a new man have always been anxious to suggest a 
man of high character and high business qualifications. A new 
member has been put upon the board, Col. Sidney G. Cooke, of 
Kansas, a man who by his record and his character as a gentle- 
man is eminently fit to go on the board. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I will state, if the Senator 
from Connecticut will permit me, that Gen. Barnett was retired 
from the board at the last election, and his place has been taken 
by Gen. Anderson. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Isimply wish to say that I am grateful to 
the Committee on Appropriations for having listened to our 
amendments, and I beg Senators to remember always that this 
institution is one of the best managed of the whole Government. 

Mr. HALE. I merely wish to say, what I hope is apropos to 
the eulogium which the Senator from Connecticut has given us 
upon the management of the homes, that it would be a very un- 
eon return on the part of the management of the soldiers’ 

omes if they did not conduct things upon a good, fair business 
basis. They have always been the pets of Congress, and there 
is no institution and no part of the Government to which Con- 
gress appropriates money so freely and so lavishly as to these 
homes. There is no claim made by the managers which is not 
attended to by Congress. There is noundue attempt to restrict 
or restrain them, but money is poured forth tothe homesas free 
as water. If the gentlemen who constitute the board which 
managed the institutions did not in turn see to it that every- 
thing was right in return for the generosity of Congress, things 
would certainly be in a bad way. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Lagree partly with the Senator from Maine, 
but I think there has been nothing which can properly be called 
the lavishing of money on these homes. They are conducted 
with as much severity as to economy as a cotton manufactory or 
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aniron foundry. For example, the cost of maintenance of these 
old soldiers is $141 a year. There areeleemosynary institutions 
and penal institutions where men are kept for a little less than 
that, but nobody wants to put these old soldiers upon the basis 
of inmates of an almshouse or a State prison. ] 

That very figure, $141, is evidence of the economy of the gen- 
tlemen in the management of the homes, and there is evidence 
coming from the silence in regard to it that the managers are 
not governed byany selfish desire. “Shey generously give their 
services. They get not one farthing of pay, with the exception 
of Gen. Franklin, whose whole time is practically devoted to the 
board. Gen. Franklin had for a time $4,000 a year. He is cut 
down in the pending bill to $2,500 a year. 

He is a gentleman whose salary in private business, as | hap- 
pen to know, was $10,000 a year not long ago. This service re- 
quires his whole time. He begged his friends to say nothing 
about the reduction in his salary if Congress would only giv 
the board in other respects what the homes need. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to ask the Senator from Connecticu 
question before he resumes his seat. The Senator, in referring 
to the cost of maintaining the soldiers, stated that the amount 
is $141 per capita. I wish to inquire whether thatsimply 
the expense of keeping the soldiers, or whether itis the average 
of the entire expense of maintaining the homes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suppose it is the average expense, except 
thatof construction, which has been going on. Additional build- 
ings of various kinds have been needed. The homes have grown. 
It is practically what is called maintenance. I do not think it 
includes the 10 per cent for wastage which is ordinarily esti- 
mated upon buildings. 

Mr. PEPPER. It is the average current expense? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I could not hear the expla- 
dation of the Senator from Connecticut, but the cost is $140.93 
ner capita per annum. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I called it $141. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. 
except construction. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suppose so. The Senator from Wiscon- 
sin is one of the board, and he says it covers everything but 
general construction. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, before passing from this 
subject I merely desire to supplement the suggestions made by 
the Senator from Connecticut, which perhaps fully cover the 
subject-matter, by the statement that I myself have felt a very 
great interest in the management and direction of these soldier 
homes. I have frequently visited them, and I believe they are 
models not only in the manner of their conduct by the managers, 
but in affording, as they do, a place of refuge and rest for the 
veteran soldiers who are so greatly disabled as not to be able to 
make their own way in the world. 

I should very greatly regret to see any decided or material 
change in their management. The Soldiers’ Home inthis city, 
which is supported in part by the contributions from the regu- 
lar Army, is very properly under the direction of the officers of 
the regular service, but [ hope the method by which these 
volunteer homes have thus far been kept under the manage- 
ment of volunteer soldiers will continue. I think it would be a 
disastrous thing if there should be any decided change in that 
direction or anyattempt to place them more immediately under 
the care of the officers of the regular Army. So long as there 
are eminent and well qualified men who had service in the 
volunteer army ready to give their time and best exertions for 
the benefit of the homes, | think we should continue the pres- 
ent system. Iam glad to see that the Committee on Appro- 
priations have so determined. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
proceeded with. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendmen 
of the Committee on Appropriations was to insert, beginning at 
} line 1, page 115: 

} : UNDER NAVY DEPARTMENT. 
Naval Academy: That the provision in the act making appropriations for 
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other pur- 
} poses, a proved on the 26th day of July, 1894, and reading as follows: ‘‘ That 
} every Member or Delegate of Congress whose district or Territory is now 
| unrepresented at the Naval Academy by a cadet who is not an actual resi 
dent of the district shall be permitted on or before the Ist day of Septem 
ber, 1894, to recommend a candidate for appointment as a cadet at the 
Naval Academy, and the Secretary of the Navy shall nominate such candi 
date for appointment to the Academy, subject to qualifications now pre 
;} seribed by law,” is hereby amended so as to read as follows: That every 
Member or Delegate in Congress whose district or Territory is not repre- 
sented at the Naval Academy by a cadet who was at the timeof his appoint- 
ment an actual resident of such district shall be permitted on or before the 
ist day of September, 1894, to recommend a candidate for appointment as 
| cadet at the Naval Academy. 
; Mr. ALLEN. I desire to cai: the attention of the chairman 
the Committee on Appropriations to that portion of the pro- 
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vision which provides that an appointee to the Naval Academy 
shal! be an actual resident of the district to which his appoint- 
ment is credited, and to say that in the naval appropriation 
bill a few days ago an amendment was offered by myself and 
agreed to which required the appointee to have been an actual 
bona fide constant resident of the State or Territory to which 
his nomination was credited for at least two years before his ap- 
pointment. I am inclined to believe that unless this paragraph 
is amended it may be construed to be a repeal of the naval ap- 
propriation bill in that respect, it being the last expression of 
the Jegislative will on the subject; and I ask the chairman of 
the committee to insert the same words here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The provision in the pending bill reads: 

That the provision in the act pale appropriations for the naval serv 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1805, and for other purposes, ap- 
proved on the 26th day of July, 1894, and reading as follows: 

Then follows the amendment that was inserted in the naval 
appropriation bill, on the motionof the Senator’from Nebraska. 

Mr.ALLEN. No; the amendment I added tothenaval <7 
priation bill is not here,and I think it should beinserted. Itis 
a provision that the appointee ‘shall have been for at least two 
years immediately preceding the date of his a an 
actual and bona fide residentof the district in which the vacancy 
exists.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator will see that this simply au- 
thorizes an appointment to be made under the provision in the 
law of July 26, 1804, which is the naval aperope tion bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. The language quoted in the amentment is 
taken literally from the naval appropriation bill. To that I of- 
fered an amendment which required that the appointee should 
be an actual bona fide resident of the State or Territory from 
which his appointment was credited for two years preceding the 
date of his appointment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This amendment does not change that 
provision at all. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, what are the Senators talking 
about? We can not hear.a word on this side. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will state whatI was talk about. When 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] charge of the 
naval appropriation billsame weeks ago, the language which is 
quoted in the pending amendment was amended on my motion 
so as to require the appointee to the Naval Academy to have 
been for two years an actual bona fide resident of the State or 
Territory towhich his appointment was credited, and Iask that 
the same amendment be included in this paragraph of ‘the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Nebraska is mistaken. 
His amendment did not apply to the ——_ appointments to be 
made hereafter; the six or eight ap tments which are to be 
made by gentlemen who have not appointments heretofore. 
We had to surrender that part of the provision; but hereafter 
the appointment will be made from the bona fide residents of 
the district. 

Mr. ALLEN. The question with me is whether the pending 
amendment, if agread to as here proposed, will not have the 
effect of repealing the provision that was put on the naval ap- 
propriation bill some days ago. 

Mr. HALE. It.is limited by its tsrms,and it is simply to cor- 
recta mistake. There were.two negatives by a blunder in the 
naval appropriation bill in reference to the appointment in the 
districts where the appointments had been made of nonresi- 
dents, but the pom phrase that the member representing 
that district may now make an appointment from his district is 
governed by the law of the aoe appropriation bill and all law 
upon that subject except what is corrected in terms. The Sen- 
ator need have no doubt about that. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the construction the Senator from Maine 
puts upon the law is to be followed by the Department I have 
no objection to the amendment, but in the naval appropriation 
bill this language occurs::- 

That every Member or Delegate of Congress whosedistrict or Territory is 
now unrepresented atthe Naval Academy bya cadet whois not an actual 
resident of the district shall be permit on or before the Ist day of 
tember, 1894, to recommenda for appointment as a cadet at the 
Naval Academy. 

In the naval appropriation bill that was so amended as to re- 
quire the:appointee to have been two years preceding the date 
of his ap tment an actual bona fide resident of the State or 
Territory to which his appointment was credited. I am under 
the impression that if the amendment is adopted exactly as it 
is drawn here it will have the effect to repeal that provision of 


the Ee bill. 
Mr. ; by does not the Senator put in the words 
“subject to the q cation now prescribed by law?” 

Mr. ALLEN. I will of any amendment which will 
preserve that provision in the naval oo bill. 

Mr. HALE. That will take care of all possible question. 

Mr. ALLEN. That-will beacceptable. 
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Mr.HALE. Put in those words at the end of line 22. 7 
think there is something inthe point which the Senator {| 


) 
Nebraska makes. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment of the Se; 
tor from Maine to the amendment of the committees wil] | 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. Add.at the end of line 22, page 115: 


Subject to the: qualifications prescribed by law. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The. amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendmentof the Committee on Approprinati: 
on page 115, after line 22, to insert: 

Dry dock at Puget Sound, Washington: To continue the constr 
the dry dock at the Puget Sound United States naval station, Porto 
Kitsap County, Wash., and for erecting office buildings and ot) 
essary structures,approaches to dry dock, quarters for civil engineer 
inspector, ey. of superintendents, inspectors, and draftsmen, nec 
dredging, cleaning, and clearing up station, incidental expenses, unio: 
emergencies, and contingent expenses, 886,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 116, after line 11, to i 


Opinionsof the Attorneys-General: Toenable the Attorney-Genera| : 
ploy a a person or persons to edit and prepare for publicat 
superintend the printing of the twentieth volume of the imions « 
Attorneys-General, 8600; and the Setesnayeenens is hereby author! 
expend that sum in such manner as will, in his judgment, best acc 
the work of editing and preparing for publication and superintend 
printing of the volume above mentioned. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 118, line 17, after th: 
“* judge,” to insert ““clerk;” so as to make the clauseread: 


Traveling expenses, Territory of Alaska: For the actual and necessa 
mses of the judge, clerk, marshal, and attorney, when travelinc i: 
discharge of their official duties, $500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 118, line 23, before the 
word ‘*thousand,” tostrike out ‘‘one” andinsert “ three:” so 13 
to make the clause ‘read: 


Rent and incidental expenses, Territory of Alaska: For rent of offices 
the marshal, district attorney, and joners; furniture, fuel, b: 
stationery, and other incidental expenses, $3,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 119, after line 24, to inser: 


Penitentiary building, North Dakota: Thatthe Secretary of the Treas 
be, and ‘he is hereby, directed to pay to the treasurer of the State of Nor 
Dakota the unexpended balance of ,000 a opriated by ‘“‘An act making 
appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fisc: 
year ending June 30, 1890, and for prior years, for pther purposes 
proved September 30, 1890, for the construction, under the direction ani. 

rvision of the Secretary of the Interior, ofa penitentiary building in : 

tate of North Dakota, upon such tract or pareel of land, at or near the 
of Grafton, in the county of Walsh, as should be ted by the Secreta: 
of the Interior, said unexpended balance to be used by said State of Nor: 
Dakota for the erection of.an institution for the feeble-minded upon :! 
tract or parcel of land designated and secured by the Secretary of the! 
terior for the site of the penitentiary building provided forimsaidact. A 
when said sum so to be paid to the treasurer of the State of North Dakot: 
shall have been expended by said State in the erection of an institution | 
the feeble-minded, the Secretary of the Interior 4s hereby directed (0 : 
lease and convey to said State of North Dakotathe title of the United S':: 
in and to the ne land upon which said building shall have been ere 
including all interest in said building; and the money so paid to the trea: 
urer of the State of North Dakota shall be in full-settlement of all claims ’ 
said State undersection 15 of the act senewet Pebruary 22, 1889, entitle 
“An act to provide for the division of Dakota into two States and to en: 
the people of North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, and Washington to 
form constitutions and State governments and to be admitted int “ 
Union on an equal footing with the original States, and tomake donatio: 
of public lands to such States.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page i21, line 20,after the worc: 
laws of the United States,” to strike out ‘‘and of the enforc 
ment of the provisions of Title XXVI of the Revised Statute 
or any acts amendatory thereof or supplementary thereto; ” + 
as to make the clause read: 

Expenses of the United States courts: For defraying the expenses 0! 1.) 
Supreme Court; of the circuit and district courts of the United States; »°: 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia; of the district court 0! 
Alaska; of the court of the Indian Territory; of thecircuit courtof appeal: 
of the Court of Private Land Claims; of suits and pre ions for or in de 
fense of-suits in which the United States is interested; of the prosecutics 
of offenses committed t the United States, and in the enforcement © 
the laws of ‘the United States; specifically the expenses stated under (h? 
following appropriations, namely: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next:amendment was, on page 122, line 16, after the word 
‘*deputy,” to strike out “and actual traveling expenses paid jor 
each;” and in line 19, after the word ‘‘ deputy,” to strike ou' 

And no fee'shall be paid toany marshal for the execution of any warra”! 
from a United States oner the same shall have been ex 
cuted within sixty days after the warrant was issued. 


So as to make the additional proviso read: 


Provided further, That hereafter no marshal or deputy marshal be allow’? 
more than one mileage for each mile-actually and necessarily traveled.) 
3 ‘of the number of writs he a travel; nor 

auy marshal or deputy marshal be allowed any ad al mileage i- 
‘eidentto'the execution or return of any-writ of arrest, commitment, or" 
quoval-other than the 10.cents a mile now allowed by law for each deputy 








1894. 








— 


and guard; and no mileage shall be allowed upon any writ not executed or 
when the travel Was without cost to marshal or deputy 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 122, after line 22, to insert: 

for defrayinz-expenses incurred by marshals in executing orders, War- 
rants, and processes of United States courts for the protection of property 
in the hands of receivers of such courts, and for the arrest and etention 
until trialof persons arrested for violating such orders and resisting the 
execution of such Warrants and processes, to be audited and allowed by the 
Attorney-General, $404,000, and said sum shall also beavatlable for expenses 
incurred during the fiscal year 18% 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, on page 123, line 10, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That hereafter the United States district attorney shall be al- 
lowed one mileage actually traveled to and from the place of hearing for h 
attendance in person, or by his assistant, before a United States comnii 
sioner or other committing magistrate. in each case, and no more 

So as to make the clause read: 

For payment of United States district a 
ment of the reguiar fees provided by law for off 
vided, That hereafter the United State 


The amendment was agreed to. 


\ttorneys, the same being in pay 
cial services, $250,000: Pro- 
attorney, etc 


The next amendment was, on page 124, line 25, before the word | 


“eommissioner,” to strike out ‘‘ circuit court;” and in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘ or,” to strike out ‘‘ the nearest;” so as to 
make the proviso read: 

Provided, That it shall be the duty of the marshal, his deputy, or other 
officer, Who may arrest a person charged with any crime or offense, to take 
the defendant before the nearest commissioner or judicial officer having 
jurisdiction under existing laws for a hearing, commitment, or taking bail 
for trial, and the officer or magistrate issuing the warrant shall attach 
theretoa certified copy of the complaint, and upon the arrest of the accused, 
the return of the warrant, with a copy of the conmrplaint attached, shall con- 
fer jurisdiction upon such officer as fully as if the complaint had originally 
been made before him, and no mileage shall be allowed any officer violating 
the provisions hereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 125, line 15, after the word 
“eonviction,” to insert ‘‘a place of bona fide residence in the 
United States;” and in line |7,after the word ‘‘ imprisonment, 
to insert “‘as well before as after conviction:” so as to make the 
clause read: 

Fors t of United States prisoners, including necessary clothing and 
medical aid and transportation to place of conviction, or place of bona fide 
residence in the United States, and including support of prisoners becom- 
ing insane during imprisonment, as well before as after conviction, and con- 
tinuing Insane after expiration of sentence, who have no friends to whom 
they can be sent, $300,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 126, line 7, after the word 
“gases,” to. insert ‘‘and of bailiffs in attendance upon the same;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

For pay of bailiffs and criers, not exceeding three bailiffs and one crier in 
each court, exeept in the southern district of New York; of expenses of dis- 
trict judges directed to hold court outside of their districts, and judges of 
the circuit courts of appeals; of meals and lodgingsfor jurors in United 
States cases and of bailiffs in attendance upon the same, when ordered by 
court; and of commpensation for jury commissioners, #1 per day, not exceed- 
ing three days for any one term of court, $150,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 126, after line 17, to insert: 

Por salary of the additional circuit judge for the eighth judicial district, 
authorized by the act of July 23, 1894, 36,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 126, after line 20, to insert: 

To enable the Attorney-General to represcnt.cud protect the interests of 
the United States in matters and suits affecting the Pacific railroads, and 
for expenses in connection therewith, #80,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

© * . 

The next amendment was, on page 126, after line 24, to insert: 

To pay the ae of electionat Lynchburg, Va., for their services on 
the election held November 5, 1890, in the sum of $50 to each of the follow- 
ing su , namely: R. E. Latham, John T. Edwards, Robert Cox, W. 


pervisors 
L, Lewis, M. B. Hancock, Thomas Y. Mosby, Robert L. Dudley, R. B. Dam- 
eron, James M. Harris, W. C. Leftwich, 8500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 127, after line 6, to insert: 
UNDER DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


That the appropriation of $%,000 made by the sundry civil appropriation 
act for the fiscal year 1894 for the United States moiety of the cost of mark- 


ing the boundary line between the United States and Canada in Passama- 
quoddy Bay, opposite and to Eastport, Me., and for the expenses of 
& CO’ mer on the part of the United States, as vided for ‘by the con- 


vention of July 22, 1892, with Great Britain, same : 
tinued and made available until the a eR work. on 


— a was agreed to. 
Mr. ELL. After line 17, on page 127, is th - 
viate place for the amendment of the Senator from Texas {Mr. 
i t1s}about ee some state documents. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SzorETaRy. Add after line 17, page 127: 


To enable the Secretary of State to publish the Revolutionary now 
Geposited im the aparece of State, 810,000. — 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Che nextamendment of the Committee on Appropriations was 
to add after the preceding amendment, on page 127. after line 17: 








‘national Prison Congress: To pay expenses of the delewates a] 
pointed by the National Prison Con ; at St. Paul, on the 16th day of 
June. 1864, to attend the International Pri 1. Congre Par in June, 
1895, 25,000, or So much thereof as may be necessar} 

Mr. COCKRELL. After the words ‘' to pay the expenses of 


the delegates,” in line 19, | move to insert ‘* to b in the same 
line, after the words ‘' by the,” I move to strike o the words 
‘National Prison Congress, at St. Paul, onthe 16th day of June, 
1894: and to insert in lieu thereof, ‘‘ President;” so as to vd 





International Prison Concre To pay the expenses of the dele 
#ppointed by the President, to attend the International Prison Con 
Paris, in June, 1895, $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessar 
Those delegates are to be appointed by the President to: 


tend the Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Missou 
WW her, as he moves to amend the amendment, it would ne 
imply an appointment to be made hereafter. Is there an exis 


Vi 


ing law authorizing that appointment by the President’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; then that covers it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Tho law authorizes the President to a 
point them. There was a prison congress which m 


Paul in June, and they recommended certain persons, but 
can not afford to appoint those persons when the law gives th 
President the power to select them. 

Mr. HOAR. My question was whether there is an « 
law to that effect? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendm 
of the Committee on Appropriations was,on page 128, after Li: 
10, to insert: 

Index to Congressional documents: To pay for the work done in p 
ing and completing the document index of the Fifty-second Conrre 
Alonzo W. Church, $1,000: Provided, That the preparation of said inde 
other Congresses shall not be done. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Missou 
what is the meaning of the proviso in lines 14 and 15: 


Provided, That the preparationof said index for other Congr ‘sha 
be done 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itis simply to stopthe work. It ought t 
have read, ‘‘ the preparation of said index for subsequent Con 
geresses.” There is a large number of volumes, and Congre 
has not yet seen fit to print them. We do not sec any necessit 


of going on and having work doneif itisno 
That is the only object in view. 

Mr. HOAR. Itis rather an awkward phra 
actly understand what it meant. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before the word ‘‘Cons 
strike out ‘‘ other” and insert ‘‘ subsequent.’ 

Mr. HOAR. It would be a better phrase, [ think, to say th 
‘* there shall be no further work upon it,” instead of ‘ 
be done.” 

Mr. PALMER. [should like to inquire of 1 
Massachusetts what is the use of the proviso at all 

Mr. HOAR. I do not know about that. 

Mr. PALMER. What is the use of the proviso 

Mr. HALE. Itis very difficult to stop this man who is go 
ing on with the work. He will not stop unless in terms he 
directed to stop. 

Mr. PALMER. That is rather a fault I an 
mend. If he is directed to do a particular 
how we could stop it. 

Mr. HALE. After the word ‘‘Provided” I move to strik 
out the words “that the preparation of said inde: 
Congresses shall not be done,” and insert: 

That no work upon the index of any other Congress shall be 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine to 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 

The amendmentas amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
was, on page 128, after line 15, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay to the officers and employ 
of the Senate who were borne on the rolls of the Senate August 1, 1803, and 
who were not borne on said rolls November 3, 1893, at the ¢lose of the first 
session of the Fifty-third Congress, a sum equal to one month’s pay at t! 
compensation paid them according to law, $11,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary: Provided, That no payment shall be made hereunder to 
any officer or ‘employé who was .reémployed in the service of the Senate 
within the period named. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 129, after line 2, to insert: 

For heating apparatus and repairs of Maltby Building, $4,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 129, after line 4, to insert: 

For the rent of warehouse for storage of public documents, formerly in 
the Maltby Building, $945. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 129, after line 7, to insert: 

To pay Charles H. Evans extra compensation for reparing statistical ta- 
bles and for services rendered to the Committee on Finance, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 129, in line 16, after the 
word “building,” to insert ‘‘ not toexceed $200,000;” and in line 
18, after the word ‘‘ law,” to insert ‘and the offieer in charge 
of said building is hereby directed to report to Congress at its 
next session plans and estimates of cost for a tunnel, with suita- 
ble conveying apparatus for the rapid transmission of books, 

pers, and messages at all times between the said building and 
the Senate and the House wings of the Capitol;” so as to make 
the clause read: 


For continuing the construction of the building for the Library of Con- 

ress, and for each and every purpose connected with the same, $700,000: 

rovided, That contracts may be entered into for any work or materials re- 
quired for the construction of said building, not to exceed $200,000, to be 
paid for as appropriations may from time to time be made by law; and the 
officer in charge of said building is hereby directed to report to Congress, 
etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House cf Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 6937) making appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895; insisted upon 
its disagreement to the amendment numbered 65 to the said bill, 
znd agreed to the further conference asked for by the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Hatcu, Mr. FORMAN, and Mr. WAUGH managers 
at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following biils: 

A bill (S. 1399) to promote the efficiency of the naval militia; 





and 
A bill (S. 1438) for the relief of Louis A. Yorke. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 962) for the relief of Capt. Ceran St. Vrain's 
company of New Mexico Mounted Volunteers; 

A oi (H. R. 4012) for the relief of Thorwald Olsen; 

A bill (H. R. 6921) for the relief of George B. Cosby; 

A bill (H. R. 7419) for the construction of a military road from 
the city of El Paso to Fort Bliss, Texas; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 199) relative to the medal of honor 
authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, and March 3, 1863. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me inquire of the Chair whether bills pay- 
ing personal claims do not ordinarily go to the Committee on 
Claims? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that they 
are bills for the removal of charge of desertion, and matters 
of that character. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought they were claims for the payment of 
money. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (HL. R. 7383) relating to lights on fishing vessels; and 

A bill (H. R. 7827) to authorize a bridge across the Perdido 
River between the States of Florida and Alabama. 

The bill (H. R. 7753) to exempt the articles of foreign exhibi- 
tors at the interstate fair at Tacoma, Wash., from the payment of 
duties, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5575) making appropriation for sun- 
dry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations | 
was, On page 134, after line 4, to insert: 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

To enable the Chief of Engineers of the Army, under the direction of the 
Joint Committee on Printing, to repair the Government Printing Office, 
provide fire escapes, and put said building in a safe and secure condition, 
— to enable eae ciek a inter, under * —— of the Joint Commit- 

on Printing, to ren necessary, any buildings for use of the Prin 
Office, 875,000. . —_ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


ste 
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The next amendment was, on page 134, after line 12, to insert 


That the Secretary of the Treasury b2, and he is hereby, empowered an) 
instructed to purchase for and in the name of the United States, for the <i;. 
of the Government Printing Office, by direct negotiation with ‘the own... 
the south half of square 673, containing about 213,815 square feet, and bouna., 

as follows: Two hundred and seventy-three and one-fourth feet fronting... 
North Capitol street, along the same from theintersection of L street +)... 
with to whatiscalled Pierce or Babcock street; thence east extending t)r, 
the said square for 782} feetto First street; thence south along First | f 
273} feet to L.strest; thence west along the same for 782} feet to point of » 
ning; or, failing to secure such described property by negotiation w ity | 
owners or a satisfactory title thereto, as may be approved by the A 
General of the United States, he is hereby empowered and directed t 
the same by condemnation proceedings, as provided in chapter 11 
Revise Statutes of the United States_relating to the District of Co 
Provided, That the said south half of square 673 shall be acquired 
not exceeding the amount appropriated in the sundry civil appro), 
act, approved August 30, 1890, to provide accommodations for the « 
ment Printing Office, which is hereby made immediately available fo, 
object of this act; and the Treasurer of the United States is hereby ay 
ized and directed, upon the requisition of the said Secretary, to pay rt 
the owners of the said described property such purchase price, or j; 
event of the condemnation of the same, into court, the condemnation 
thereof, in either case not exceeding the sum of $250,000. 

Mr. MANDERSON. By request of the Senator from No, 
Dakota [Mr. Roacu], who is engaged in aconference commit; 

I move to strike out the paragraph just read and insert » 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out the amendment of the conmi 
tee from line 13, page 134, down to} line 21, page 135, inclusiy 
and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, empowered a 
structed to purchase for and in the name of the United States, forthe; 

se of erecting thereon a building to be used as a Government | 

Mce, the following-described real estate with improvements thereon: L 
3, 4,5, 6,7, and 8, in square 678, in thecity of Washington, being the wes: hall. 
said square, containing about 170,648 square feet, or in case of failure 
cure said lots by negotiations with owners, or asatisfactory title thereto 
as may be approv by the Attorney-General of the United States 
hereby authorized and directed to secure same by condemnation p: 
ings in like manner ao in the act approved June 25, 1890. “to aur 
ize the acquisition of certain parcels of jreal estate embraced in square’ 
323, in the city of Washington, D. C., to provide an eligible site for a 
post-office building:"’ Provided, That the price to be paid for the abov 
scribed property shall not exceed the sum of $243,175, the payment of 
sum shall be made from the money heretofore appropriated for the pur 
aforesaid, under section 2 of the act making 5 ogee for sundry ci 
expenses of the Government, approved August 30, 1890, which is hereby: 
immediately available therefor. 

Mr. MANDERSON. This amendment to the amendment i 
the committee proposes to substitute for what is known as th 
Mahone lot that which is called the baseball lot. I do not 
pose to take up the time of the Senate by any extended remark: 
upon this subject. It would be like the threshing again o/ s 
that has been frequently threshed. 

The persistency with which the Mahone lot is attempted « 
foisted upon the Government commands one’s admiration 
respect, not by reason of any resulting good that may comet 
the Government by its purchase, but one can not help admiring 
and respecting the persistency of those who on their friendsh 
insist upon the purchase of this lot. , 

I have shown frequently and at length how unfit it is for | 
urpose for which it is proposed tobe purchased. I have shows 
requently that the price proposed to be paid for it is far beyou 

its value. 

The amendment that is proposed by the Senator from Nor\s 
Dakota [Mr. ROACH] suggests the purchase of a piece of )) 
erty very close to the Capitol, in every respect convenient!y 
cated, near to the present site of the Government Printing “ 
fice, and nearer than the present site to the Capitol, of s1 
cient dimensions, of proper foundation capability, haviny | 
square or nearly square area which is a necessity for si 
building, and having proximity to a railroad that would pera: 
the supplies for the Government Printing Office to enter, wis 
a saving of expense to the Government, and its product to h: 
its exit by cars, with the strong probability, aye, almos' 
tainty, that this condition as to railroad facilities will no 
interfered with in coming time. — ; 

I regret exceedingly, Mr. President, that the Committ: 
Appropriations has seen fit to come to this conclusion, and 
gret still more that this matter is to be taken up in the abseu 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], the chairman 0! \4' 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, who, while at © 
time an advocate for the purchase of the Mahone site, has see! 
other and stronger light on this subject, and does not bevev" 
now in its purchase. He desires the extension and reconstr 
tion of the buildings of the present Government Printing Ue 
I think that would be infinitely better than the purchase of te 
site that is reported in this bill, and yet I can see objectior* 
to such an extension, the main one, in my mind, being the 7 
great cost of acquiring the additional land that will be needed, 
and the certainty that Congress will never permit railway trac 
to cross North Capitol street and enter the present grounds. 





1894. 





Mr. President, I do not desire to go into any argument upon 
this subject. Iam so anxious that the present deplorable con- 
dition shall be gotten out of and that we shall have a Govern- 
went Printing Office in which the lives of employés will bs safe, 
that I stand almost ready to accept anything that will give to 
us a proper public building; but I protest that the Government 
of the United States should be influenced by but the one motive, 
and that is to obtain the most convenient and best site that can 
be obtained for its Government Printing Office. 

Nothing has occurred in all these years during which this 
unpleasant controversy has gone on to change the wisdom of the 
conclusion that a disinterested board came to years ago. Lwuok- 
ing over the entire situation, charged with the duty by the 
Congress of the United States, that board, composed of the then 
Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Windom, the Architect of the 
Capitol, Mr. Clark, and the then Public Printer, Mr. Palmer, 
all agreed and reported to Congress that of all the places in the 
District, all things considered, the very best was the baseball 
site, the purchase of which is provided for in the amendment 
of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roacu], and I hope that 
this site may be selected, and speedily selected, for it certainly 
is by all odds the best purchase that the Government can make. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Isecond what has been said by the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], and it saves me the trouble 
of saying it, for he has said it so much better than I could do. 

I served twelve years on the Committee on Printing and have 
heard a great deal of this matter, which has now been pending 
before Congress for a series of years. 

The baseball lot is the best lot in the District for the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office. It is a square or two nearer to the 
Capitol than the existing Printing Office; it is immediately ad- 
jacent toa railway, so that a side track could be run into the 
basement of the building, bringing in the enormous quantity of 
supplies of every description which are there used,and a branch 
post-office could be established there carrying away the enor- 
mous burden of books which the Government issues every year 
with the least possible trouble. 

I know that it is attempted to find fault with the baseball lot, 
and it was said that perhaps the ground there did not have a 
sufficiently good foundation; but we had the best engineers there 
are in the District to examine it, and they said the foundation 
was abundantly good. Some of the men who said the foundation 
at that lot was not good were afterwards advocates of the loca- 
tion of the new city post-office; and yet it was necessary to drive 
piles in order to secure a reasonable foundation there for that 
building. : 

In my judgment there never was an objection to the baseball 
lot that could stand for a single moment before any competent 
board. Itisone of the mysteries of Congressional life to me 
that there should be such a persistent, and I have nodoubtsuch 
a successful, attempt to locate the Government Printing Office 
at least a mile away from the Capitol, not convenient to us, and 
not convenient for the general uses of theGovernment. I donot 
desire to have that building immediately under our eyes, where 
we should be troubled with the smoke, though the smoke from 
a building used for such a purpose, where there is no offensive 
material, is a small matter. 

The baseball lot is a reasonable distance from the Capitol; it 
has a good foundation; it is close to a railroad, and in every re- 
spect the land is good enough to build a printing office upon. I 
never knew any reason why the special lot named in the amend- 
ment should be selected above a thousand other lots. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON] and the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEY} repeat what they have stated here before, and, to speak 
mildly, in a rather offensive way, as it seems to me, of the per- 
sistency of those who advocate the amendment inserted in the 
bill by the Committee on Appropriations. 

I would suggest to the Senators who talk about the persist- 
ency of the friends of this amendment that there is quite as 
much persistency on their part when they press upon the Sen- 
ate the taking of the baseball! lot, a lot that is short by 40,000 
feet of what eames Public Printer has declared must be had for 
aproper public building for the purpose intended; a lot that 
has been declared by the best engineers in the city to be in 
many respects totally unfit as to its foundation, etc. It comes 
with ill grace for the Senator from Nebraska and the Senator 
from Connecticut to speak about the persistency of those who 
support this amendment. 

ey have been equally persistent in voting for and pressing 
& proposition which has been twice voted down by the Senate. 

© proposition now before the Senate, which is reported by 
the Committee on Appropriations, has been twice approved by 
the Senate. If there is anything that is curiousand anomalous 
in Congressional life which ought to astonish the Senator from 
Connecticut, it ought to be that after the Senate has twice de- 
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clared a lot was unfit and unsuitable for the purposes of the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, he should still persist in insisting that 
the Senate should accept that lot. 

The lot which is proposed to be purchased by the committee 
is one in the immediate neighborhood of the baseball lot, the 
ground of which is a little higher. Itisa little further away, 
but not enough so to make it in the slightest degree objection- 
able on that account. Itis in immediate connection with a rail- 
road, and tracks can be run into the building in better shape 
than could be done in a building erected on the baseball lot. 
All the railroad advantages that could possibly be had on the 


baseball lot can be had on the other: it is 16 feet higher; itis a 
lot upon which a foundation can be had without the slightest 
trouble or difficulty; it is nearly 50 per cent cheaper; and just 


as well adapted in every respect for the purpose desired as the 
baseball lot can possibly be. 

If there was ground enough inthe baseball lot, thatlot would 
still be objectionable; but there is not enough ground, and its 
advocates have never pretended that there was enough ground 
in itfor the purpose; but they said we could take the parking 
and we could thus crowd out over the streets, and probably we 
could get enough ground in that way so that the building could 
be put upon it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I know the Senator from Colorado will 
desire to be corrected in any misstatement he may inadvert- 
ently make. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly, if I have made any. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The lot referred to is not the baseball 
lot atall. The lot he refers to is what is known as the Johnson 
lot. The Johnson lot, after the loss of the baseball-lot proposi- 
tion, was recommended by the Committee on Printing. ‘That 
is the lot which it was claimed heretofore was too small for the 
purpose. The baseball lot is larger than the Mahone lot. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Indeed it is. 

Mr. TELLER. I think not. I think I did fall into an error 
in confounding the baseball lot for the moment with the Johnson 
lot; but the same objection which exists tothe Johnson lot ex- 
ists as to the baseball lot, exceptas to the size. Perhaps I have 
confounded the two for the moment, for there has been equal 
persistency on the part of certain Senators here in pressing the 
Johnson lot. I believe the Senators who have been so much in 
favor of the baseball lot regarded the Johnson lot as the next 
best thing they could get. 

Mr. MANDERSON. They did. 

Mr. TELLER. They did advocate the purchase of that lot, 
and therefore I somewhatconfounded their action with the pres 
ent suggestion. 

Here is a piece of ground that can be bought for very much 
less per foot than either the Johnson lot or the baseball lot; it 
is very much more accessible to the railroad; it is 16 feethigher; 
it is solid ground, where there will be no trouble about securing 
good foundations; it is in a good neighborhood, and it is where 
the Government can take more ground, if it needs it, than it can 
obtain at the baseball lot or at any other place. 

So far as persistency is concerned, it is a persistency born of 
the knowledge that this is the most suitable place. I assert 
here that there never has been presented to the Senate but one 
lot that hasanything like the merits of the Mahone lot, and that 
was not considered by the Senate at all. That lot is in the 
vicinity of the Capitol, and an amendment to purchase it was 
presented at the last session by the Senator from Wyoming | Mr. 
CAREY). 

That was an available and valugble piece of ground, but its 
purchase did not receive the sanction of the Senate. 

I repeat, the Senate has twice asserted that neither the base- 
ball lot nor the Johnson lot will answer the purpose. Twice the 
Senate has asserted that the Mahone lot was the proper place 
for the Printing Office, and the committee could not well have 
accepted any other ground than that which the Senate had de 
clared itself to be in favor of. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator 
gestion? 

Mr. TELLER. 1am through. 

Mr. CULLOM. All I desire to say is, that the amendment 
which is found in the bill was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds for consideration. In addition to the remarks of the 
Senator from Colorado, in explanation of the position of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, I will say we were not hunting the 
privilege of inserting such an amendment, but it came to us 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and the 
Committee on Appropriations after due consideration adopted 
it with amendments. 

I desire to repeat what has been said by the Senator from 
Colorado, that it does seem to me that it c2n not be properly 


allow me to make a sug- 











. 


eve Sieh CRI a NN Gitta cm A Ae oe ie OOO ABBR oa 


se 


8030 — 


and seriously charged that the friends of the Mahone lot have 
been persistent; at least that they have been more so than those 
who have been against it, because we had the indorsement of 
the action of the Senate twice repeated, as has been said by the 
Senator from Colorado, and it seemed the natural thing for the 
Committee on Appropriations to do was to insert a provision in 
this bill authorizing the Government to purchase the Mahone 
lot, so that we might eventually get started on the work of a 
public building for the use of the Printing Office. 

Everybody is agreed that that is an important thing to do. 
The Committee on Appropriations not only thought that we 
ought to start the work of securing a site, getting plans, etc., 
but in view of the condition of the Printing Office building as it 
is now, we have proposed an appropriation which should make 
the present building secure in the mean time, while we are se- 
curing a public building on whatever site may be selected by the 
Government. 

It seems to me that there ought not to be very much opposition 
to this proposition in the Senate after the Senate has twice voted 
by a very decided majority that the Mahone lot, as it is called, 
ought to be selected as a site for the Public Printing Office. 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Appropriations for the purchase of whatis 
known as the Mahone lot did not meet with my approval. I 
have never voted when this question was under consideration 
for the purchase of that lot. Ido not care to go into a discus- 
sion at this time of the relative merits of the various sites which 
have been offered. I myself believe that the only proper thing 
to do is to acquire additional property in the —_— in which 
the Government Printing Office is now located. Believing that 
to be the right pollen, I can not vote for the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Lam very much an however, that we have been able 
to carry through the first clause of the amendmeat, making an 
appropriation which will enable us to at least make an effort to 
preserve the lives and the health of the people who are em- 
ployed in the H street wing of the Printing Office. It givesfull 
authority te the Chief of Engineers and the Public Printer, 
under the direction of the Joint Committee on Printing, to make 
some temporary provision for the r people who are now em- 
ployed in that building, which is dangerous, and where a calam- 
ity is likely to oceur at any time. 

or the reasons I have stated I can not vote for the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Nebraska, nor for the one 
which comes from the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment as it appears in the bill 
was not reported to the Senate by a united committee. A ma- 
jority of the Committee on my reported in favor of 
placing this amendment upon the : 

I say very on » 80 - 4 as — concerned, that I do not 
think such a provision ought to placed u an appropria- 
tion bill; but if the Senate is determined to oe the selection 
of a site for the Government ——— uponan ener 
tion bill, in my j ent the lots adjoining the = oca- 
tion of the Publie Printing Office are by far the best, and are 
the ones that ought to be selected. I shall, therefore, oppose 
the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska as well as the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, as is well known, I have 
heretofore, in the discussion that has taken place on this oe 
tion, advocated the enlargement of the present plant, and I see 
no reasgn whatever for changing my mind in that respect. I 
think itis good business judgment, that it would bea greatsaving 
to the Government,and that yo other scheme that has been pro- 

sed in Congress ought to stand in the way of doing what good 
usiness judgment would dictate in this matter. 

I presume, Mr. President, that an amendment would not now 
be in order, but I desire to have read for information an amend- 
ment that I shall offer after the amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Nebraska has been voted upon. If it is rejected, 
after the amendment I propose is read, I shall desire to occupy 
the attention of the Senate a single moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLANCHARD in the chair.) 
The amendment intended to be proposed by the Senator from 
New Hampshire will be read. 

The SeorETARY. In lieu of the amendment reported by the 
committee, it is proposed to insert: 

That the sum of $250,090, to provide accommodation for the Government 

ting Office and the construction of the needed storage and distribution 

warehouses in connection therewith, in the act making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government, approved August 13, 
pended by act making appropriations for s eivil 
ernment for the al year ending June 30, 1892, a March 8, 1891, is 
hereby made available tor the purposes provided for in the above act ap- 
— August 30, 1890; and that the Secre of the Treasury is hereby 

irected to pay out of this sum an amount sufficient to purchase such por- 
tion of square No. 62/1, contiguous to the present Government oe 
Qfice, in city of Washington, D. C.,as the Secretary of the Treasury 
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Printing Otee: Provided That the amount shall uot exceed the eens 

the said $250,000. ot 

Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. President, it will be observed that 
the amendment I have had read, which at the proper timo | 
shall ask action a is in the line of the suggestions made by 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], the chairman of the 
Committee on Printing, and by the Senator from Missouri [My. 
CocKRELL], the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 
Both of those Senators have announced that they prefer tha; 
the present plant shall be enlarged, that additional land s}\q\) 
be purchased, and that the money shall be expended there 
rather than upon the sites concerning which so much contro. 

versy has heretofore been had. 

Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate by alengthy dis. 
cussion of this question. I have heretofore endeavored to poin: 
out from a practical standpoint whyI believe the appropriation 
should be made in the line of the amendment which [ have sup. 
— If the present plant is enlarged, at least $300,000 wil) 

e saved to the Government in buildings that are already con. 
structed, fireproof and safe in every way, and that are ade- 
quate for the purposes of the Government Printing Office so far 
as they go. That amount will be saved, not alone in the build. 
ing, but in the water mains and gas mains which are already |o- 
cated there, and which would have to be reproduced if we seleo 
a separate lot or a lot not contiguous to the present Government 
Printing Office. 

Tam notgoing to make an attack upon the lot that is proposed to 
be purchased by the — bill, but I am very much surprised 
to hear the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and the Sena- 
tor from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] make the statement that tho 
foundation of that lot is on solid ground. I do not think that 
can be so. I have the testimony of men who have lived in that 
section of the city for a long number of years that that is filled 
ground, and the statement has been made to me, perhaps not 
correctly —— 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator will allow me to state that there 
are no filled grounds in any portion of the lot which is proposed 
to be taken for a site. There is some filled ground in the prop- 
erty owned by these parties, but it is to the extreme east o! 
this ground. None of the filled ground will be touched by any 
proposed plan for the taking of the Mahone lot. 

r.GALLINGER. Thatdoes not correspond with the testi- 
mony which has been presented to me, statements of reputable 
men, who have lived in that section of the city all their lives. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If the Senator from New Hampshire 
will permit me, I think he misunderstood the Senator from Colo- 
rado. Thestatement was that no part of the ground that would 
be used for building purposes by the plan that had been pro- 
posed would be filled ground, but that there is filled ground 
upon the east portion of the lot, which the Senator from Colo- 
rado thinks would not be covered by the building. That, | 
think, was the statement. 

Mr. TELLER. It would not only not be covered by the build 
ing, but it would not be covered by the purchase. The Govern- 
ment would not purchase under the proposed plan any of the 
filled ground. I took the pains to go over this ground some time 

o and examine it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. A look at the surface of the ground 
shows the fact that there is a sewer there. 

Mr. TELLER. I know where the sewer is very well. 

Mr. MANDERSON. And it is proven beyond peradventure 
that that sewer, which is the bed of the Tiber Creek, starts in 
at one end of the lot, 40 feet from the corner, and makes its exit 
on the other side of the lot, 200 feet away. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator can find out without the least 
trouble, if he will, that that sewer for most of its distance is 
through solid ground, and not the character of ground of which 
he speaks. I amassured by those who ought to know that there 
is no question that the Government would take no part of the 
filled ground by this proposed purchase. . 

Mr, GALLINGER. I will again state that the testimony 0! 
the Senator from Colorado does not with the testimony 
which has been given to me by men not interested in this mat- 
ter, who have lived in that section of the city all their lives. | 
will leave the matter there. I think an exploration of that lo‘ 
will determine the correctness of the suggestion I make, and 
thatthe contention that that is solid ground will nothold. That 
is my opinion. 

In advocacy of the proposition I have submitted to the Senate, 
I think we ought to be governed to a very considerable exten! 
in the construction of a workshop by the testimony of practical 
men, men who have knowledge such as wecan not possibly have 
in reference to a matter of this kind; and I think we ought to ve 
somewhat swayed in our views by the fact that the late Public 
Printer, Mr. Palmer, that his foreman of printing, Mr. Brian, 
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who still holds that responsible’ position, and, as I understand, 
the present Public Printer, Mr. Benedict, have all given it as 
their opinion that it will be a matter of economy to the Govern- 
ment and of good business judgment if the present plant is pre- 
served,additional ground purchased, and the necessary new build- 
ings constructed. — , a 

l say those practical men, men who have todo with the affairs 
of the Government Printing Office, in opposition to the judgment 
of Senators, have given it as their opinion that the amendment 
which I have offered, or something looking in that direction, 
ought to be adopted. 

A good deal of stress has been laid in former debates, and the 
suggestion has been made to-day, upon the necessity of having a 
location where railroad cars can be run into the Printing Office. 
I think I have heretofore pointed out—and I have done it upon 
the basis of some practical knowledgeof theprinting business 
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that nothing more disastrous could happen to a great establish- | 
ment of this kind than the running of railroad trains and loco- | 


motives into close proximity with a printing office. 


Smoke and dust would destroy more white paper than the | 


saving to the Government possibly could be. 
there is not a printing house on the face of the earth where a 


I venture to say | 


railroad train or a locomotive is permitted to run directly into | 


the establishment. I do not think any Public Printer would, if 
his opinion were asked, allow such a thing to happen in the 
event of having either a new printing house or having the pres- 
ent plant enlarged. 

A good deal of discussion has been had upon the matter of the 


| either a new structure or an addition to the old building. 


economy to the Government resulting from having a railroad | 


track run into the Printing House. At best this could only be 


| occupy the part that is 


the case as to one railroad, and that would be the Baltimore and | 


Ohio Railroad. A very small percentage of the freight coming 
to the Government Printing Office comes over thatrailroad, and 
unless we propose to give that road a monopoly in some way of 


the carriage to and from the Printing Office, but asmall percent- | 


age of the freight would be carried by thatcorporation. A large 
amountof the supplies of the Government Printing Office comes 
by water, and a still larger percentage come over the great 
Pennsylvania Railroad. 


But as a matter of fact, and itis susceptible of the amplest | 


demonstration and proof, if every pound of freight put into the 
Government Printing House could be carried over one road and 


delivered by a railroad running directly into the office, it would | 


not save a dollar to the Government of the United States. Pa- 
per is bought by the pound. Itis bought so closely that no 
saving could be made in the matter of freight, and it is idle for 
us to waste time in discussing the saving that would come to 
the Government by having a railroad track running into the 
Printing House. 

There are many more observations which might be made on 
this question. It is a very important matter, and I have a good 
deal of feeling about it. I have no interest in any one of these 
lots inany way. I am glad to say that I have no friends press- 
ing them upon my attention. Neither the Mahone lot nor the 
lot advocated by the Senator from Nebraska has been presented 
to me by any man who is urgent to sell land. Hence my judg- 
ment is not swayed by any such consideration. 


1 do not know how persistent the owners of these lots may be. | 
I think they have a right to be persistent and to sell their prop- | 


erty to the Government ai a fair profit if they can get the Con- 
gress of the United States to purchase it, but in op 


solution of this question which has the indorsement of practical 
men, and which, in my judgment, whether it will be or not, 
ought to be adopted by the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, there is probably no matter 


of local interest which has been so often and so fully discussed | 
in the Senate as the question of the selection of a site for the | 
Printing Office, but in all the discussion one thing has always | 
been agreed to by every member of the Senate and by every | 
person who is familiar with the subject-matter. ‘That is, that | 


there is an absolute necessity pressing upon us to remove the 
Public Printing Office from the present building whether the 
present site is kept or not. 

The present building is totally unfit for human occupation, 


ition to | 
their interests and in opposition to their persistency, if it exists, | 
I present in the amendment that I ropose to offer a practical | 


SUSI 


It seems to me that the same small, meandering creek passed 
through both pieces. It came down in the Mahone lot, from tho 
rear or east end, fifty to two hundred feet probably from the east 
end, leaving in front of it, however, five or six hundred feet in 
depth, and 270 feet in width, I think, upon which to build the 
Printing House. The same creek ran through the baseball 
grounds, andit has beenfilledup. That it is notsolargea piece 
of ground. Ibelieved in the first place that that was the best 
place. The Mahone lot, I believe, was not then a competitor. 
I voted for it with great pleasure, and I have often expressed 
surprise as to how it came to be defeated. Was there any de- 
fect in the title, or what was the cause of the failure to purchase 
the lot? 

Mr. MANDERSON. There was no defect in the title. 
simply because the Mahone lot had more friends. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Mahone lot at first was not a com- 
petitor with this lot, and I voted for it with the greatest pleas- 
ure. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
prospective at that time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not know that. I believe the lo 
which I refer isa good one. [I believe a proper building could 
be erected upon it without any trouble. The passage of the 
creek through it did not materially hurt it. There is plenty of! 
ground left upon which to erect a building. 

The necessity for action by the Senate is, 1 think, imperative. 
Lam utterly opposed to the adoption of the present site for 

It is 
too crowded. The whole square is occupied, and in order to 
roposed the Government would have 
to tear down 2 number of buildings which are now occupied by 
families. It is in a crowded part of the city, on the corner of H 
and North Capitol streets. It istotaliy untit fora Public Print 
ing Office building, which ought to be entirely detached. 

There ought to be at least from sixty to one hundred feet on 
every side of the Printing Office, separating it from any other 
building that could possibly be erected by anybody. The old 
building is scarcely worth tearing down. The foundations are 
| feeble, the walls are cracked, the building is poor. I speak of 
the old part of the building. 

I merely rose to say that [ am familiar with the sites, and that 
| I shall vote for the proposition now made bythe committee. It 
is now placed upon the bill, and the matter can be acted upon 
| and concluded. 
| Ifany other proposition is made it will open a wide field of 
| controversy. If the amendment proposed by the Committee on 
Appropriations is agreed to by the House of Representatives we 
will have a certainty that in ashort time we shall havea public 
building where the printing may be safely done and where the 
lives of our employés will nof be constantly endangered. | 
shall therefore vote against any amendment to the proposition 
of the committee and shall vote for the committee’s amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I wish to say afew words 
only in addition to what I have already stated, rather in reply 

to one or two suggestions which have been made than for any 
| other purpose. I think the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER], in whose excellent business judgment I usually re- 
pose great confidence, is entirely mistaken in his idea that it 
would not be advantageous to have a railway track etter the 
| groundsof the Public Printing Office. Noone hasever proposed 
that any railroad should run through it, with its rushing trains 
and noisy locomotives, to the disturbance of the employés. 

The proposition issimply that between the buildings that shal! 
be erected, the Government Printing Office on the one side and 
the storage houses upon the other, there shall be tracks over 
which cars may run for the purpose of bringing in materials 
and taking out the finished product. 

No private manufacturing establishment anywhere in the 
country places its plant where railroad tracks can not reach it, 
if it is possible to have them reach it. 

Undoubtedly, with the requirement of all contractors for pa 
per and other material that the delivery shall be at the Public 
| Printing Office, there would be a great saving upon that enor 
| mous amount of material—tons and tons of leather, paper, etc. 
Many, many, carloads must annually be delivered there either 
| by immediate delivery from the cars or else by haul by wagon 





It w: 


The Mahone lot was a competitor in 


to 





permanently or temporarily. It is a wreck, built in the begin- | to the Public Printing Office, and if the haul by wagon can be 


ning very 


d constant fear of their lives ought not to be forgotten 
when this matter is discussed. 

_Now, in res 
cided opinion. I voted first for the proposition made by the 
Senator from Nebraska. I am perfectly familiar with both 
squares of ground in discussion. [ trod over the land long be- 
ore any of the improvements were made. 


2 feebly, and is not fit for the purpose. The fact that | saved by the contractors and they can deliver their materials in 
2 women, and children—are working there | the car direct to the Printing Office, their bids for paper and 


other materials will be that much lower. 
Senators should not underestimate the vast amount of money 


pect to the sites, I have but very little care or de- | that is paid out every year for the transportation of books 


| 


| printed and bound for distribution to the public, the blank 

books and the stationery supplies which are carted by wagons 
from the Public Printing Office. If arailway track ran in there 
the mailcarscould run in, and instead of the books being brought 
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up here to the Capitol, to fill every vacant space that can be 
occupied by them, instead of its rae necessary for us to build 
warehouses —— the Maltby Building and running the risk 
of bringing that building down about our ears by the load of 
books, the mail cars could take out that which is for distribution 
and pass the books — about the country. 

It {5 absurd to say that any railroad would have a monopoly. 
Cars for the Government Printing Office and cars sent from 
the office to go over any railroad could be switched upon any of 
the tracks that enter the city, whether the Pennsylvania or the 
Baltimore and Ohio. 

Ido not understand that the Senator from New Hampshire 

Mr. GALLINGER] is advocating in any respect the Mahone lot. 

is objection is to any new lot whatever, and he urges as 
against any new lot the lack of necessity for railroad facilities 
to adjoin the building. Itseems to me that is a prime neces- 
sity, and it is that which is urged here in favor of a new place. 

So far as concerns the Public Printer and the gentleman who 
has recently occupied that office, I know of my own knowledge, 
from conversation had with Public Printer Palmer and reports 
made by him and from the ——_ Public Printer, that they 

would greatly prefer a new site for a building rather than the 
patching up of the old one; but they say, ‘‘If we can not get a 
new site; it that is impossible, then, for Heaven’s sake, go on 
and better the existing condition and make the present building 
safe for life and limb.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not know that I am correct in this 
matter, and I should like some information, which I presume 
the Senator from Nebraska can give me. I desire to ask the 
Senator if there is in existence a recent letter from the pres- 
ent Public Printer asking the enlargement of the existing 
plant? 

Mr. MANDERSON. There is such a letter, advocating it; 
but I say that the present Public Printer would greatly prefer 
a properly located lot and the construction of an entirely new 
Public Printing Office building. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Has he so steted? 

Mr. MANDERSON. He does not underestimate, as does the 
Senator from New Hampshire, the advantage of having railroad 
facilities for the new plant. 

Mr. President, as regards the respective merits of the two 
lots, the Mahone and the baseball lot, my recollection is very 
clear as to the history of this matter. My neighbor, the Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], seems to have forgotten the 
facts. It is true that in the first instance, when the matter was 
first before the Senate, the Mahone lot had not made its appear- 
ance in public. 

[t, however, was in private view, and when the Committee on 
Printing, following the conclusion which had been arrived at by 
the commission composed of the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
Architect of the Capitol, and the Public Printer, made their re- 
port in favor of the baseball lot, there came from the friends of 
the purchase of the Mahone lot a resolution requiring the Com- 
mittee on Printing to make investigation as to whether the 
baseball lot had sufficient foundation for the buildings required 
to be erected uponit. Before thatcommittee there appeared an 
attorney, representing Gen. Mahone, who was permitted to cross- 
examine the witnesses who were Se forward, and a vigor- 
ous attack was made upon the baseball lot, because it was claimed 
it would not afford sufficient foundation for the _— buildings. 

I have here the report of the Committee on Printing made in 
February, 1891. Just think of it! Away back prior to that time 
we commenced this controversy, and for aboutsix years we have 
been wrangling over the question as to which is the best lot. 
Of course it is every man’s right to insist upon that which he 
thinks is the best, and I am simply availing myself of that right 
and that privilege. But I believe I know something of this 
matter. I have explored it in every — There is nolot which 
has been offered that I have not personally visited. There is no 
witness among the hundreds of witnessee who have been ex- 
eee whom [ have not personally examined, and the repor% is 

ere. 

There can be no question as to the fact. It is exactly as the 
Senator from Ohio states it. Tiber Creek at one time ran 
through both of these lots. It does not follow that because it 
did so those lots will not give sufficient foundation. There was 
a creek running through the site of the present Pension Build- 
ing. That enormous structure is built upon a foundation which 
had to rest upon that sortof ground. It is so stated here in the 
testimony of Gen. Meigs. I will state facts as to the Mahone 
lot. Through that lot, commencing at one side, the south side, 
40 feet from the east corner, the old creek entered, and it made 
its exit on the north side, 200 fect from the corner. 

There is no question about that. It appears fully by all the 
plans and plats which have been made. It was admitted by the 
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Senator from Missouri and practically admitted by the Senat 
Y + . ‘aU0r 
from South Carolina in a former debate upon this question and 
about it there can be no controversy. It does not follow that be. 
cause of thatfact there could not be sufficient footing found. Y,, 
can go to the necessary depth, but the obstacle in the way is that 
replacing the old creek through the Mahone lot there is now op, 
of the main sewers of the city of Washington, which would hay, 
to be disturbed if this part of the lot were to be built upon. 

Now, as to the baseball lot. Tiber Creek ran through a sma) 
partofthe corner. !t did not run across the lot, but cut digo. 
onally across one corner of it. When theattack was made UDO! 
the foundation facilities of this lot testimony was taken, anq | 
have here the volume containing it. No builder, no architec; 
no engineer gave soatneny before that committee that the |g 
would not afford sufficient foundation for the buildings which j; 
was proposed to erect upon it. On the contrary, Mr. Entwistle. 
who is inspector of buildings in the District, of Columbia, yo; 
only made a personal and cursory examination of the lot, py: 
pits were dug (my recollection is, there were some eight or tg, 
in number) going down through that part of the lot which hag 
been filled to the original earth. He swears that there ig po 
trouble about the foundation for the buildings. 

Q. Do you think there is anything in this block, in the character of j;, 
filling, or its situationin any regard, that would prevent its carrying ;; 
safety buildings such as described, with proper foundations? 

A. In building there it would be necessary to go down to the origina 
earth, as I stated before. If you go down to the original earth it will carry 
any structure. ; 

Q. In your opinion would piling be necessary in any part? 

A. Notatall. A good concrete foundation there of sufficient width woy 
carry any structure you could put on it. 

There is pretty good expert testimony. I pass over the testi 
mony of some other practical builders and architects, and go to 
the testimony of Mr. Bernard R. Green, who is the constructing 
architect of the Library Building. He swears that he has give: 
very thorough exploration in regard to this lot, and says: 

I have had only general knowledge of the locality and its previous t 
raphy until within two or three days, when I was asked to make an « 
ination of some test pits that had been sunk on the lot in question, with. 
view to getting an idea of the condition of the strata there, and its capability 
of supporting the foundations of a heavy building. 

Then he goes on to describe in detail each one of these pits 
and what he found, and declares that it is a gravel foundation 
very much like the gravel strata that we find in other parts of the city 
very similarstratum was found in excavating for the Congressional! Libra: 


building over here on the hill. 
Q. Did you see any evidences of quicksand beds or pits in any part of 
lot 


ot? 
A. No, sir; I did not. 


He goes on at great length here to declare that the lot is su‘t- 
cient to carry any building that may be placed upon it; that 
practically it is as good a foundation as that which is under th 
great Library Building on top of the hill. But we were notcon- 
tent with that. We took the testimony of Edward Clark, the 
Architect of the Capitol, a man of great experience in matters 
of this sort; and he declares—I shall not take time to read any 
part of his testimony—that the lot is perfectly safe in that r-- 
gard. We called in that noted expert Gen. Meigs, and | well 
remember that when that old man, bat a few weeks, perhaps a 
few months before his death, came before the committee. 

He said he had gone to examine the lot. Ireferred to him in 
debate upon this subject before, stating the fact that he was th 
architect and builder of the immense structure the Pension O! 
fice Building, and known in connection with other great works. 
I think I even went so far, at that time, as to give him thecre«i! 
by mistake for having replaced the foundation under the Wasi 
ington Monument. was inerror in that regard, having ! 
the moment confounded him with that other great architect 11 
whom we confide,and very properly confide, Gen. Casey, ti 
Chief of Engineers of the Army of the United States. «! 
Meigs testified that he had examined the pits, and found th’ 
there was no trouble whatever about the lot. 

So the statement made by the Senator from Colorado \.: 
re not supported by the evidence which has been takes 
with such greatcare in thiscase. I have no question that cite 
of these lots, with the appliances that are used as foundation 
by builders, would support any building that might be put upo! 
them. My objection to the Mahone lot is because of its distance 
in the first place; second, because I think the price pro} sed ' 
be paid for it is too large; third, because it has not the prope! 
shape on which to place the buildings that I think should be 

laced upon it; and next, because we are quite likely to find !t 

eft to one side by the change of railroads that is anticipatec. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
Nebraska that he can not buy any property in that vicinity '0 
anything like the price which it is proposed to take for this 
property. I have had occasion in another matter to look at the 
price of property in that neighborhood, andI found that no land 
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could be bought 1n that neighborhood, or still farther out, for 
less than $2 afoot. As to the shape, the Government can make 
it practically any shape it choo:zes. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I made no personal inquiry as to the 


price, but I remember very weli that the Johnson lot, which ad- 
joins it and is to its east and nearer the Capitol, was offered at | 
a very much less price per foot, andI think it could still be pur- 


chased for the same price. 
I shall not detain the Senate further upon this matter. AsI 
say, [am anxious for results. I will certainly vote against the 


reasons which I have given. I hope the Senate will return to 


the original proposition in this regard,and that is the purchase | 


of the baseball lot. 

Mr. HALE. 
It has been before Congress for a half dozen years, and ought to 
have been settled long ago. 
spacious, commodious, conveniently situated printing building 
built all running to-day, but the trouble has been that the Sen- 
ate hasalways been for the Mahone lot, and the committees which 
have investigated the subject have been first for one and then 
for another, and nobody could tell what would be done by any 
committee having charge of the matter. 

The reason to-day why the Senate committee have put this 
provision for the purchase of the Mahone lot upon the bill and 
hope to get it through is that the necessity for a good, large, 
convenient public printing building has been growing every year. 
The Committee on Appropriations felt that if they did not put 


this provision on and make the effort this Congress would slip | 


by and nothing would be done and we would be no further on 
than we are now. 

That is the truth of the matter, Mr. President. The persist- 
ency has not been with those who are for the Mahone lot. The 
persistency has been in the one committee and the other, which 
has first been for some lot and then for some other lot against 
the Mahone lot. 

Otherwise the Senate would have had its way long ago. 
Whenever there has been a chance to vote upon the matter the 
Senate has been in favor of the Mahone lot. 


ert about it; it is not because there is anything in the way of 


the mysterious or the indefinable, or anything that should not | 


be presented. Senators who have been out and looked atall the 


lots, who have considered the advantages and disadvantages, | 
If to-day there are six | 


come back in favor of the Mahone lot. 
new Senators in this body who have never seen one of these lots 
and never heard anything about them, and they will go out and 


get into carriages and drive firstto one and then to another and | 
see the size, the elevation, the convenience of access, the streets 


that open into them, everyone will come back in favor of the 
Mahone lot. 

The price also is most reasonable. 
the other lot, there is no comparison whatever. One great ad- 
vantage over and above all (and I do not know that it has been 


alluded to) is that it isin a tract where it is convenient for the | 


workmen who are there, and who do their work there, to live and 
own and lease or buy or build little cottages. That can not be 
said of any of the other lots. It is on the best of ground, high 
and healthful, with clear, broad streets opening in every direc- 
tion. It is all covered by what I have said, that if any unpreju- 


diced Senator will goand look at different lots he will come | 


back and say that the place to put this printing-house building 
is right down on the Mahone lot. That is why I am for it. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). | 
The guestion is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator | 


from Nebraska to strike out the amendment of the committee 
and insert. 
Mr. COCKRELL. 


Mahone lot and insert the Johnson lot. Did I understand the 
Senator from New Hampshire to propose an amendment? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is not now in order. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
to the amendment of the committee is disposed of. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Missouri 
that my amendment will likewise be in the nature of a substi- 
tute for the original proposition. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What will your amendment be? 

Mr.GALLINGER. It will be tostrike out and insert likewise, 

Mr. COCKRELL. But to insert what place? 

Mr. GALLINGER,. The present printing house site. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is what I wanted to know. Iam in 
favor of the present site. I believe it by far the most eligible, 
the most economical, and the most advantageous in every re- 
Spect. I shall therefore be compelled to vote against the amend- 
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| | am paired with the Senator from Rhode 
Mahone lot whenever an opportunity affords for the abundant | 





Mr. President, this is an old, vexed question. | 


We ought to have a good, clean, | 


The reason why | 
it has not been purchased is not because there is anything cov- | 


Taken in connection with | 


| Call, 
I understand the pending amendment of | 
the Senator from Nebraska is tostrike out what is known as the | 


| Aldrich, 
It will come in after the pending amendment | 


} Camden, 
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ment of the Senator from Nebraska 
of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Lask for a yea-and-nay vote. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). On this question 

sland [Mr. ALDRICH]. 


as well as the amendment 


If he were present I should vote ‘“‘ yea.’ 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was ¢alled), I am paired with 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon | Mr. DoLPHI. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). [ am paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. I do not 
<now how he would vote on this question, and 1 therefore ab- 
stain from voting. I should vote ‘‘ yea” if he were present. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). On this question 
i aim paired with the Senator from South Carolina |Mr. BuT- 
LER]. If he were present I should vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. WASHBURN (when his name was called). Ia 
with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DUBOIS. IL inquire if the junior Senator from New Jer- 
sey |Mr. SMITH] has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


n paired 


wil A 


The junior Senator from New 
J 


| Jersey has not voted. 


Mr. DUBOIS. 
my vote. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (after having voted in the negative [ in- 
guire if the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD) 
has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Iam paired with that Senator and withhold 


The junior Senator from Lou- 


| isiana has not voted. 


Mr. McMILLAN. 
that Senator. 

_ Mr. PATTON (after having voted in the negative). LI inquire 
if the junior Senator from Maryland {Mr. GIBSON] has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The junior Senator from Mary- 
land has not voted. 

Mr. PATTON. 
Senator. 

Mr. PALMER. Jaskif the senior Senator from 
kota |Mr. HANSBROUGH] has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The senior Senator from North 
Dakota has not voted. 

_ Mr. PALMER. I withhold my vote, being paired with that 
Senator. 

Mr. BERRY. I will transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Rhode [sland [Mr. ALDRICH] to the Senator from Louisiana | Mr. 
BLANCHARD], and the Senator from Michigan{Mr. MCMiLLAN} 
and myself will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 34; 
YEAS—13. 

Jarvis, 

Mills, 

Mitchell, Wis. 

Peffer, 

NAYS—34. 
Lodge, 
McMillan, 
Martin, 
Mitchell, Oregon 
Pasco, 
Perkins, 
Power, 
Pugh, 
Quay, 
VOTING—338. 

Manderson, 
Morgan, Squire, 
Morrill, Turpie, 
Murphy, Vest 
Palmer, Voorhees, 
Patton, Washburn 
Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Platt. Wolcott. 
Proctor, 
Ran soln 


I withdraw my vote. I am paired with 


[ withdraw my vote, being paired with that 


North Da- 


as follows: 


Coke, 
Faulkner, 
George, 
Hawley, 


Bate, 
Berry, 
Caffery, 


Cockrell, 


Roach. 


Allen, 
Allison, 
Brice, 


Sherman, 
Shoup, 
Stewart, 
Teller, 
Vilas, 
Walsh, 
White. 


Dolph, 
Gallinger, 
Gray, 
Hale, 
Hoar, 
Hunton, 
Jones, Nev 
Kyle, 
Lindsay, 

NOT 


Cameron, 
Carey, 
Chandler, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 


Gordon, 
Gorman, 
Hansbrough, 
Harris, 
Higgins, 
Hill, 

Irby, 

Jones, Ark. 
McLaurin, 
McPherson 


Smith, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Butler, 


Daniel, 
Dixon, 
Dubois, 
rye 
Gibson, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs om the 


| amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 


Mr. GALLINGER. [submit an amendment which I ask to 
have read. I move to strike out the amendment of the com- 


mittee and insert what I send to the desk. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out the amendment of the commit- 
tec and insert: 

That the sum of $250,000, to provide accommodation for the Government 
Printing Ofice and the construction of the needed storage and distribution 
warehouses in connection therewith,in the act making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government, approved = 80, 1890, and 
suspended by act making appropriations for sundry ci expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, approved March 3, 1891, 
is | made available for the purposes provided for in the above act 
approved August 80,1890; and that the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
directed to pay out of this sum an amount sufficient to purchase such por- 
tion of square numbered 624, contiguous to the present Government Print- 
ing Ofice, in the city of Was n, District of Columbia, as the Secretary 
of the Treasury and the Public Printer may deem neccessary for the needs 
of the Government Printing Office: Provided, That the amount shall not 
exceed the amount of the said $250,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire to the amendment 
of the committee. 

Mr. CAREY. I understand the amendment of the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] proposes to buy addi- 
tional land at the present site for a printing-house building. 

Mr. GALLINGER. [t does. 

Mr. CAREY. Being upon the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, I visited the various places which were offered to 
the Government, including the present site, and anyone having 
a practical idea of such matters whowill visit the Public Print- 
ing Office will, I think, pronounce it an unfit place for workmen, 
or for printers, or for anybody else. It is an unsafe building. 
The Government-owns ai that point.only 58,884 feet of ground. 
Now, it is proposed to purchase there 52,628 feetof ground. The 
Public Printer reports that thatadditional ground will cost, any- 
way, $175,000. 

Mr. GALLINGER.. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wyo- 
ming yield to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CAREY. Certainly. 

Mr.GALLINGER. If theSenator will permit me, I willstate 
that I understand options have been taken upon every foot of 
that ground ata price not to exceed in any instance $3 a foot, 
including improvements. 

Mr. CAREY. It makes the costone hundredand seventy-four 
thousand and some odd dollars. Now, it ‘is proposed that we 
shall enter upon an unbusinesslike scheme and buy 52,000 feet 
of ground for $175,000. 

Mr. GALLINGER. How can that be? Fifty-two thousand 
feet at $3 a foot would not cost 175,000. My mathematics do 
not agree with that statement. 

Mr. CAREY. I did not make the.caloulation. The Senator 
made the calculation. I gone the gross amount. It will cost 
$175,000 te get this ground. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not for 52,000 feet. 


Mr. CAREY. For 52,000 feet. The yom site at the same 


value a of its buildings is worth $195,000. Withithepur- 
chase of this additional — we shall have only 111,000 feet 
at the present site, and the value of the site will be $370,000 be- 
fore we commence to erect the additional building. To geta 
proper building on that ground, considering the room that is 
necessary, it must be anywhere from five to ten stories high, as 
we shall only have 111,000 feet. 

We are told that there is an emergency, and that we must 
have the building quickly. I find there is only an emergency 
when somebody wants to sell a lot, and when somebody has 
some particular scheme to rush through this body. We dis- 
cussed this question on the 2ist of last February. Any business 
man who wants to build a factory or business house would have 
bought the ground and erected a suitable building for the Pub- 
lic Printer long since, but under a motion to reconsider, after 
this body had voted to ore the Mahone lot, the question 
has remained dead until the Appropriations Committee have 

roperly taken the matter up again and urged its consideration 

y the Senate of the United States. 

Now, what is it pro to do at the present site? Itis pro- 
posed to spend $107, for an additional building. Iask any 
man in this body to just think what you will have after you 
spend $107,000. Will you have a building in which you are will- 
ing to risk four or five thousand men who are compelled to work 
in the Public Printing Office? That building may be useful for 
some purposes, but it will not be useful as a public printing es- 
tablishment. If we take the Mahone site (and, after examining 
all the property offered, I do not believe the Mahone site is the 
best) we get 213,000 feet of ground for $250,000. 

We get nearly double the ground that we would have at the 
present Public Printing Office, and at a .cost of $250,000, 
when the Government needs the ground, while the 111,000 feet 
of ground where the Public Printing House stands at present 
will cost the Government $370,000, assuming that we can sell 
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the ground we now own there at the same price we propose to 
buy adjacent ground. 

The Mahone lot contains 213,000 square feet of ground, | 
think if the Appropriation Committee had done a wise thino. 
desiring to purchase the Mahone property, it would have re. 
ported in favor of the purchase of the entire square—not half of 
the lot, but the entire block. If we consider the comfort ana 
safety of those who work in the public buildings, I do not he 
lieve we should extend the building higher than three storie:. 

We can buy this ground and erect uponita building not o, 
three stories high, and if wedo not want to use all that ground, 
we can retain what we do not build upon for some other pu, 
aps. or for the extension of the printing house building si; 

nthefuture. The block across from the Baltimore and Oho 
depot will cost, on the basis that the other House has propo 
to pay for the ground, $430,000 before you get grade. 

As! said before, I believe, afterexamination,that the Duddine. 
ton or Carroll site isthe best site fora public printing office, leay- 
ing out of consideration the interests of the employés of tho 
Public Printing Office. I do not deny that that is a very im- 
portant consideration: 

Itisclaimed by those whoare acquainted with the Public Prin: 
ing Office that many hundreds of the employés own their oy 
homesinthe vicinity of the present Printing Office, but I und 
stand that either the Mahone site or the site that was proposed 
by the Senator from Nebraska would be convenient for the cm- 
ployés who are at present located about the Publie Printi 
Offiee. The-Carroll:or Dudding'ton site contains 212,000 { 
being as much ground within a thousand feet as the half block 
known as ‘the Mahone lot, which it is proposed to buy. It can 
be purchased for $200,000, and has some valuable improvements 
in the way of modern houses built upon one side, there being 
at present sufficient ground left for the purpose of the Govern. 
ment so far as any demands for the present are concerned. 

This:block of ground fortunately has no sewer running throug) 
it. Itis not made ground on any portion of it. Over 20 fect 
have ‘been excavated from it. Itisdownon hardpan orgrave|, 
which I understand is very suitable ground upon which to erect 
heavy buildings. The Mahone lot is 45 feet above tide water: 
the present site is 27 feet above tidewater; the Carroll squaro 
is 64 feet above tide water. 

As to the distances, the Carroll property is 2,600 feet from tho 
Capitol; the present Printing Office site is 2,400 feet from ti 
Capitol; the Mahone lot is 4,900feet from the Capitol; the Kurt 
Johnson lotis 5,300 feet from the Capitol; and the Baltimore 
and Ohio depot site is 1,000 feet from the Capitol. 
oThis is I desire to say about the location of the Public 
Printing Office. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a word before the vote is 
taken. Itis very refreshing to have the Senator from Wyom 
ing, in opposition to the opinion of the late accomplished Pub- 
lic Printer, the present Public Printer, and the exceeding|y ac- 
complished foreman of printing, say thatthe present plant ought 
to be enlarged, and that it would be good economy for the Gov- 
ernment to doit. Isay it is very refreshing to have the opinion 
of the Senator from Wyoming in opposition to these practical 
men when he says that it is unfit for the Government Printing 
House in any emergency. 

Mr. CAREY. I wish toaskthe Senator from New Hampshire 
if he ever talked with Gen. Palmer on the subject? I did, and 
Gen. Palmer said it would be better to take the present site and 
fix it up if we can not geta new building elsewhere. I under- 
stand that in the report made he wanted a new site purchased. 
Am I not correct about that, I ask the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is correct. 

Mr.CAREY. Itis only in the event thata new site could not 
be obtained, being urged by the great demands for increased 
accommodation and for safety, that he recommended the expendi- 
ture of money immediately at the present site. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator’s statement does not chang» 
the fact that he said the present site is unfit for a printing 
house. The opinion of every practical man is in opposition to 
the opinion of the Senator from Wyoming so far as that conten- 
tion goes. There is no reason why the present site is not just 
as good a site. No reason has been shown why, geographical) 
and so far as the character and soil are concerned, and so far as 
the healthfulness of the location is concerned, it is not just as 
good a site as any other that has been proposed. 

I think that the Senator from Wyoming made a slight m's- 
take in regard tothe area the Government now owns. My i 
pression is that, including an alley which will be made ayailablo 
without cost to the Government, the area is considerably larger 
than was stated by the Senator. I amsure thatin regard to the 
cost of the purchase of 52,000 feet of additional land he has not 
accurate figures on that point when he says it will cost $176,000. 

Both the Senator from Wyoming and the distinguished Sen- 
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ator from Ohio [Mr. SXtRMAN] have said with a great deal of 
emphasis that the present printing house is not fit to be occu- 
nied, and that we ought not to consider a proposition to add to 
the plant. Nobody quarrels with those Senators on that point. 
We all know that if this appropriation is made that old building 
will be pulled down. Nobody isarguing that it should continue 
to be occupied. Hence,the contention on that point made by 
the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Wyoming has no 
effect whatever on this controversy. 

But the fact should not be lost sight of that in addition to the 
old building, which ought to be and will be destroyed, the Gov- 
ernment owns to-day fireproof buildings of modern construction 
which are just as good as can be built at the present time, which, 
including other improvements that will have to be putin if we 
get a uew site, may be properly valued at nearly $300,000, which 
will be saved to the Government if the amendment which I have 
offered shall prevail. Itis not a question as to whether the old 
puilding shall be preserved; nobody expects that to be done, but 
it isa question whether the Government is going to throw away 
deliberately perhaps a quarter of a million dollars in improve- 
ments that are now made for the purpose of going two or three 
squares farther away to purchase a site for a printing house. 

Allusion has been made to the —- who have their little 
homes in that part of the city. I think that is worthy of con- 
sideration, and any argument which may be made on that point 
has greater force as applied to the present site than to any 
other. Those men have bought their little homes around the 
present printing house. They have a value because of their 
contiguity to that great establishment and because of the con- 
venience they atford to those poor men. It would be a hard- 
ship to remove the printing house a very great distance from 
the present site, so far as those poor men are concerned. 

Mr. President, this is all I eare tosay. Ihave no disposition 
to proleng this controversy. There is no Senator who has a 
greater desire to have a printing house constructed either upon 
the existing site or some other site than myself. In season and 
out of season, covering a period of nearly four years, I have called 
attention to the insecure condition of the present printing 
house. I have said in language as emphaticasI could command 
that we are guilty of a crime in permitting twenty-five hundred 
or three thousand human beings to be employed in a structure 
such as the present printing house. 

I want to see that old buiiding torn down and new buildings 
constructed. If it can not be done on the present site I want to 
see it done elsewhere. I shall reserve the right to vote for or 
against any other proposition that may be presented to Con- 


gress if the amendment which [ have offered shall not be | 


adopted, as I trust it may be adopted. 
[ will close my observations with a single further remark: 
The Senator from Ohio tells us thatif we go out and purchase 


the so-called Mahone lot we shall soon have a modern printing | 
My obser- | 


er ce ‘astify t] eeaiaila Se al : ; 
vation does not justify the conclusion the Senator from Ohio | Office upon either of those lots, but if I can not get 


| ment Printing Office located on the south side of 
| avenue, then [ desire to see the present site utili 


house constructed for the uses of the Government. 


seems to have reached. 

[ have, month in and month out, year in and year out, in rid- 
ing up Pennsylvania avenue, watched the progress of the new 
post-office building for thecity of Washington. It has not come 
soon, and the Lord only knows when it will ever come to give 
relief to the people here. I believe that economy, I believe 


that speedy relief from the existing conditions will best be found | ject 
in enlarging the present plant, and I trust that the Senate by_a | eet » good, safe Printing Office in a short time. 


| Senators know that the Senator from Missouri[ Mr. 


majority vote will agree withme on that proposition. 
Mr. CAREY. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 


New Hampshire to the letter of Gen. Palmer, which I hold in | 


my hand: 
In reply— 
He says— 


I have to state that options have been secured, covering ground facing 
North Capitol and G streets, which, added to that already owned by the 
United States on G street, will equal the area of the present Government 
Printing Office site. ‘his ground, comprising about 54,000 square feet, is 
shown by the blue tint on the accompanying drawing, and fs offered, with 
all the improvements thereon, for the sum of $175,000. 

The Architect of the Capitol estimates that toconstruct on this ground, to 
meet immediate necessities, a five-story building, 60 by 175 feet-—— 
> . . 

Mr.GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, can he 
_— out any objection to a five-story building for a printing 

jouse? Has the Senator seen the printing houses in Chicago, 
New York, and Boston? 
story building? 

Mr. CAREY. 


dant. There are reasons of health as well as reasons of safety, 
and there is economy in the handling of material in having a 
lower building. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 


Is there any objection to a five-story 
printing house? 
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Can there be any objection to a five- | 


I do not believe in putting up a printing house | 
in a crowded neighborhood in this city, where ground is abun- | 
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Mr. CAREY. There certainly is when you need not have one 
higher than three stories. High buildings are not constructed 
where ground is plenty and where it is cheap. 

lhe Architect of the Capitol estimates that to construct on 
this ground, to meet immediate necessities, a five-story build- 
ing, 60 by 175 feet, fronting on North Capitol street, will cost 
$107,000, and for a six-story building, having the same ground 
dimensions, $126,000. It seems now that they were not even sat- 
isfied that a five-story building would be suflicient to accommo- 
date the work in that building. The Public Printer says: 

[ respectfully recommend that this ground be purchased, and a six-story 

iiding, 60.by 175 feet, fronting on North Capitol street, be erected. Such 

iding will afford floor oe equal to seven-eighths of that of the H 
street wing of the present building. This building, it is believed, will give 
immediate relief, and at a future time Congress can make an appropri 
to erect a building on the remainder of the ground thus purchased 

Should this purchase be made the total area of the Government Printi 
Office site will then be 115,246 square feet. There should be added to thi 
12,533 square feet, covered by two alleys, one 30 feet wide, running east and 
west, and the other 14 feet wide, running from the 30-foot alley sonth to 
street. 


So it is proposed to cover up two alleys in that neighborhood 
for the sake of getting more ground. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Itwill notdoany harm to build up higher 

Mr. CAREY. The letter of Gen. Palmer explains the propo- 
sition. 

Mr. HUNTON. ILIamvoery giad that the first part of the 
mittee amendment under consideration has been adopted 
due regard to the lives of the Government employés 
requires that a sufficient sum of money should be appropriat 
to make the present Government Printing Office safe and human 
life a little more endurable to those who work in it. 

In regard to the second part of the amendment, [ wish to say 
that no amendment that has been brought before the Senate 
meets my entire approbation. My judgment is, and my desir 
is, that every public building to be erected in the city of Wash- 
ingion should be located on the south side of Pennsylvania aye- 
nue. The land is cheap there; and unless the Government 
locates its public buildings on the south side of Pennsylvania 
avenue that portion of the city will continue to go down, and 
the finest avenue in the world will be destroyed. 

If I had my way, Mr. President, I should locate every public 
building, this among them, upon the south side of Pennsylvania 
avenue; but my views upon this subject do not meet with tl 
approval of many of the Senators around me, and therefore | 
have to select between the other sites which have ought 
before the Senate by the various amendments prop: 

I do not like the committee amendment, because it will take 
three years at least, and a large outlay of money, to erect aGo 
ernment Printing Office upon the Mahone lot or the 
and neither of those sites would be as convenient as is 
ent Printing Office. 

Therefore I am not in favor of purchasing either 
lot or the Johnson lot for the purposeof putting a 
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nb 


sohnson lo 
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pose of making a sightly, safe, and commodious 
ducting the public printing of the Government. 
While Gen. Palmer was the Public Printer I went 
Printing Office and had along interview with him on th« 
He satisfied me that that was the most feasible | 
He sa 
een 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, reported 
same thing—that in one year’s time a new building could b 


erected on the present location of the Government Pri 


| Office, and gradually the old buildings could be torn down : 


new ones take their places. 

We all know that Gen. Palmer was a man of fine seu LI 
fine judgment, a very conservative, safe man; and he satis 
me that if we had to take the old Printing Office site or t 


| Mahone lot or the Johnson lot, it was better, in every view of 
| the case; that we should take the present Printing Olfice site, 


because it was cheaper to the Government, and a safe public 
building could be erected on the present site at a cost of about 


| $100,000 in the course of a year, while nothing could be done to 


house the employés in the Printing Office at a new location 
under three years. 

I think, if we desert the south side of Pennsylvania avenue, 
the best thing that can be done for an early and safe housing of 
the employés of the Government Printing Oflice is to 
the present site by enlarging it a little by condemnation or pur- 
chase, and erecting, first,a new building upon the part pur- 
chased or condemned, and then gradually replacing the old 
buildings by new ones; and in the course of a year weshall have 
a public building there that will make the Government Print 
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ing Office not only safe to the employés, but a hundred fold more 
endurable as a place in which to do their work. 

It is for these reasons, Mr. President, not being able to get 
my first selection on the south side of Pennsylvania avenue, 
that I shall vote for improving and utilizing the present lot ac- 
cording to the pending amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GAL- 
LINGER] to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to eall the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Rhode Island{[Mr. ALDRICH]. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmiraH}. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon{Mr. DoLPH]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky[Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). On this question 
Iam paired with the Senator from South Carolina {Mr. Bu'- 
LER!. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea,” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GrBson]. 

Mr. POWER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY]. 

Mr. WASHBURN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT]. : 

The roli call having been concluded, the result was an- 
nounced—yeas 15, nays 29; as follows: 





YEAS—1. 
Bate, Faulkner, Lindsay, Peffer, 
Blanchard, Gallinger, Martin. Vilas, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Walsh. 
Coke, Hunton, Pasco, 

NAYS—-29, 
Allen, Davis, Kyle, Sherman, 
Allison, Frye, or Shoup, 
Brice, Gray, MeMillan, Stewart, 
Call, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Teller, 
Cameron, Hawley, Perkins, White. 
Oarey, Hoar, Pugh, 
Chandler, Jarvis, y; 
Cullom, Jones, Nev. h, 

NOT VUTING—4I. 

Aldrich, Gibson, Mills, Smith, 
Berry, Gordon, Morgan, Squire, 
Biackburn, Hansbrough, Morrill, Turpie, 
Butler, Harris, Murphy, Vest, 
Caffery, Higgins, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Camden, Hill, Patton, Washburn, 
Dantel, Irby, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Dixon, Jones, Ark. Platt, Wolcott. 
Dolph, McLaurin, Power, 
Dubdois, McPherson, Proctor, 
George, Manderson, Ransom, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs upon 
agrecing to the amendment reported by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to make a correction in the bill. I 
ask the Senate to return to e 43, to the amendment in rela- 
tion to the World's Columbian Exposition, which I had passed 
over. The amounts as reported from the State Department 


were: Exhibitors’ claims, $10,194.50; French Government claims, | 


$60,661.40; making a total of $70,885.90. I propose to change the 
$70,000 to $71,000, so that it will cover the amount of the claims. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 24, page 43, strike out ‘‘ seventy” 
and insert ‘‘seventy-one;” so as to read ‘* $71,000.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to make another correction. At | 


the foot of page 19, after the words “‘ Revised Statutes,” I move 
to insert the amendment which I send to the desk. It becomes 
necessary in consequence of the stamps being printed at the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. At the end of line 24, on page 19, it is pro- | 


posed to insert: 


For rentai of office for the agent of the Post-Office Department to super- 
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vise the distribution of stamps by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing 
$200; and the Secretary of the Treasury ishereby authorized torent suitable 
rooms for such office. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 135, after line 
21, to insert: 


That the Joint Committee on Printing, as soon as such site shall be ac. 
quired, shall cause to be prepared the requisite plans for a Government 
printing ostablishment, fireproof all the way, which shall be fully equal to 
the prompt and efficient performance of the work now required by the Goy. 
ernment, and such plans to be so arranged as to admit of progressive ex 
tensions, as the growing demand upon the establishment may, from time to 
time, require; and for the preparation of such plans the sum of $10,000 js 
hereby appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 136, after line 11, to insert 
as a new section the following: 


COTTON STATES AND INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION AT ATLANTA, GA. 


Sec. 3. That for the expense of the selection, purchase, preparation, 
transportation, care, and return of articles and materials to comprise an 
exhibit illustrative of the functions of the Government of the Unite 
States, to be made at the Cotton States and International Exposition, to be 
heid in the city of Atlanta, in the State of Georgia, in the year 1895, of w 
not exceeding £5,000 may be expended for clerical services, $150,000, to b 
bursed by the board created by section 16 of the act approved April 25, 1890, 
entitled “An act to provide for celebrating the four hundredth anniversary 
of the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus, by holding an inter. 
national exhibition of arts, industries, nanufactures, and the products of 
the soil, mine, and sea, in the city of Chicago, in the State of Illinois;” and 
the ee and duties of the said board are hereby extended 
to include the said exhibit at the Cotton States and International Exposi- 
tion, under all the provisions of law which governed the Government ex- 
hibit at the World's Columbian Exposition: Provided, That the foregoing 
sum shall be apportioned among the several Departments, the Smith- 
sonian Institution, and the Fish Commission, by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and such apportionment shall be final and shali be so made by him as 
not to create a deficiency, and shall cover every expenditure on the part of 
the United States, except as hereinafter provided. 

For taking down the Government main building erected for the Govern. 
ment exhibit at the World’s Columbian Exposition, and its transportation, 
or so much of the material thereof as may be available, and its reérection 
upon the site selected for thesaid Cotton States and International Exposi- 
tion, including the purchase of such new material as may be found neces 
sary, $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be disbursed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury: Provided, That if it be found impracticable to take 
down, transport, and reérect said buildingfor the sum herein appropriated 
then the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause a new building to be erected 
upon said site of the Cotton States and International Exhibition, for the 
Government exhibit, at a cost not to exceed $50,000, for which purpose the 
amount herein appropriated is hereby made available: Provided furiher 
That the United States shall not be in any manner responsible for the con 
duct or management of said exhibition, nor shall it be liable in any manner 
for any sum on account of the erection of any buildings for the Cotton States 
and International Exposition, or for the expenses of the officers or em 
ployés thereof, or for any expenses incident to or growing out of said expo 
sition. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Unless there are some further amend- 
ments to be proposed by the committee, in addition to thosa 
which have been acted upon, I offer the amendment which | 
have sent to the desk. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to 
offer an amendment from the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator from Missouri to an amendment passed over on 






e 3. 
"hr. ALLISON. Before we pass from the amendment just 
agreed to, I think for safety that in line 15, on page 137, the 
words ‘‘ including the return of said exhibits” should be added. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
TheSECRETARY. On page 137, line 15, after the words ‘‘ United 
States,” it is proposed to insert the words “including the re 
; turn of said exhibits.” 
The amendment was agreed to. ' 
Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment on page 3, beginning ir 
lines 19, was ed over at the instance of the Senator from 
| Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], who informs me that he does not de- 
| sire any change. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will beagro=i 
| to, if there be no objection. 
| Mr, ALLISON. Before that is agreed to, I ask the Senator 
from Missouri, in charge of the bill, to allow what I send to the 
| desk to be read as a substitute, limiting the cost of these build- 
= I think that ought to be done. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. This, I understand, 13 
ofered as a substitute for the other amendment. 
Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SecRETARY. In lieu of the amendment reported by the 
committee, on page 3, after line 20, it is proposed to insert: 
To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to select, designate, and procure 
by purchase or otherwise suitable sites, and for the commencement of thé 








1894. 


construction of public buildings thereon, in the city of Cheyenne, the capital 
of Wyoming; in Boise City, the capital of Idaho; in the city of Helena, the 
capital of Montana, and in the city of Spokane, Wash., there is or ap- 
ropriated, out of any moneys not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $100 

.” Each of said sites shall contain at least 16,000 square feet of ground, and 
ghall leave an open space around the buildings to be erected thereon,|\includ- 
ing streets and alleys, of at least 40 feet; and neither of said sites shall cost 
jn excess of $25,000, and neither of said buildings, each of which shall be fire- 
proof, shall cost, including the site, in excess of $150,000. 


Mr. COCKRELL. [have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There isan amendment which 
has been passed over, to which the Chair will call the attention 
of the Senator from Missouri, on page 87. 

Mr. HOAR. [understand the amendment on page 87is now 
before the Senate. 

Mr. VILAS. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me 
to make an inquiry? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VILAS. Was the first amendment, beginning with the 
last line on the bottom of page 86 and on the top of page 87, 
formally agreeed to, so that it requires to be reserved in the 
Senate, or can it be considered now? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be reserved when we go into the 
Senate. 

Mr. VILAS. Can not we dispose of it if as in Committee of 
the Whole? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment has been 
agreed to as in Committee of the Whole, and can not be reached 
except by a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. VILAS. I understood it was the general statement of 
the distinguished chairman of the committee, that while these 
amendments were agreed to formally, if there were any votes 
which were desired to be reconsidered, they could be formally 
reconsidered. If that can be done in the Senate, however, I do 
not care to press the question now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair stated at the time 
that the amendment being agreed to it could only be reached 
by a motion to reconsider. _ 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have the floor and merely 
yielded for an inquiry. 

Mr. VILAS. I am very much obliged to the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
setts isentitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. I move in line 21, the first line of the amend- 
ment, to strike out the words ‘‘ military records such as.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 21, on page 87, after the words 
‘that the,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ military records, such 
as;”’ so as to read: 

That the muster and pay rolls, discharges, and reports relating to the 
field operations of the Army. of the Revolutionary war, and of the war of 
1812, now in any of the Executive Departments, shall be transferred to the 
Secretary of War to be preserved, indexed, and properly prepared for con- 
venient reference and use 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. The committee will accept that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. Then I shall say nothing about it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I have afurther amendment. I move after the 
word “‘use,” in the second line on page 88, the amendment which 
Isend to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The SECRETARY. 
posed to insert: 


The Senator from Massachu- 


The amendment will be stated. 
On page 88, at the end of line 2, it is pro- 


Provided, That whenever the head of any Department shall deem the re- | 


tention of any such records in his Department essential to the convenient 
twansaction of the business thereof, he may direct copies of such records to 
be transmitted to the War Department in lieu of the originals. 


Mr. COCKRELL. There is no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like, notwithstanding the acceptance 
by the Senator from Missouri of the amendment, to state in one 
moment the reason for the amendment. 

A great many of these military records which are in the State 
Department havecome from the private papers of distinguished 
officers or other persons in public life, military or civil, during 
the Revolutionary war; muster rolls have come from the cus- 
tody of the regimental and other officers to whom the reports 
were made. They are connected very often with family papers 
which have been purchased by the Government or given to the 
Government. 

There is a very full and elaborate bulletin published of all 
these records, so that all the historical investigators of the 
country now go to that valuable State Department library in 
pursuit of such studies. A great many of them are inextricably 
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connected with other documents and ought not to be separated. 
When anything is wanted for the completion of a record neces- 
sary to a military history, I do not think there ought to be any 
objection tosending tothe War Departme:t. I wish to say that 
I have received a communication of great alarm in relation to 
this matter from one of the most distinguished historical inves- 
tigators of the country, Mr. Worthington C. Ford, who isa high 
officer of the Government and who understands this subject bet- 
ter than anybody else. It is, however, quite important that 
where these papers are connected with others, or are needed 
for the service of the different Departments, copies shall be 
sent and not the originals. 

I put this statement on record so that if the matter comes up 
in conference the Senator from Missouri will have it for refer- 
ence. 

Mr.COCKRELL. The object is simply to have papers which 
are now scattered in the Pension Office, in the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and in the State Department, which pertain to the names, 
individual facts, and services of soldiers in the Revolutionary 
war and the war of 1812 placed in the War Department, indexed 
and carded, just as are the rolls of the last volunteer army, so 
that we can go there and get the military history of any man 
who was in the war of 1812 or in the Revolutionary war as read- 
ily as we can go and get the definition of a wordin a dictionary. 
As the records are now they are utterly useless. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I move one other amendment, to add at the end 
of the amendment what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert at the end of the 
amendment just adopted: 

Said records shall be open to the public under such reasonable regula- 
tions as the Secretary of War shall prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. On page 129, after line 10,I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The SECRETARY. 
insert: 

The assistant librarian in charge of the Law Library shall be paid the sum 
of #1,600 for his salary, and 8480 for laborer’s services. 


The amendment will be stated. 
On page 129, after line 10, it is proposed to 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. Ioffer an amendment to come in at the end of 
line 7, on page 44. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from South Dakota will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Cn page 44, after line 7, insert: 


That James D. McBride be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
have engraved, on stone or wood, true and fac simile copies of the seal of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, the seal of the United States, the 
seal of the Senate of the United States, the seal of the House of Representa- 
tives, and the seal of the Department of State, which have been authorita- 
tively affixed to the following documents originating with him, and to print 
the same on true and fac-simile copies thereof: The Centennial memorial 
entitled ‘The Administrators of the United States Government at the be- 
ginning of Its Second Century;"’ also, the Columbian State paper entitled 
“The Administration of the United States Government at the beginning of 
the Four Hundredth Anniversary of the Discovery of America: Provided, 
That nothing herein contained shall be construed as authorizing the said 
James D. McBride to make, or cause to be made, any die or dies, whereby a 
copy of the said seals could be printed with raised characters or in relief 


Mr. KYLE. I will state that the amendment carries no ap- 
propriation at all, but is merely to confirm a right which this 
gentleman, Mr. McBride, supposed he already had. It refers 
to this [exhibiting], which many of the Senators upon the floor 


| have seen, the administrators of the Government from the year 
| 1792, up to the time of the holding of the World’s Columbian Ex- 


position. Mr.McBridealso secured from Congress the privilege 
of using the seals at the time of the World’s Centennial Exposi- 
tion in 1876. The chief value of this document consists in hav- 
ing the seals of the various Departments to the fact that these 
are the genuine signatures of the Senators, Representatives, 
Cabinet officers, and the President. By joint resolutions of 
July 18, 1892, and July 22, 1892, Congress authorized the Secre- 


tary of State, the clerk of the Supreme Court, the Secretary of 


the Senate, and the Clerk of the House of Representatives to 
affix the official seals, attesting the genuineness of the signa- 
tures. 

All that this man wishes at the present time is that there 
shall be granted to him the privilege of taking fac-similes of 
these seals upon paper for use in public schools and libraries for 
the education of the children and otherwise; and I can not see 
any objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onagreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. KYLE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. KYLE. On page 58, after line 2, I move to add what I 
send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. After line 2, on page 58, insert: 

For the purchase, by the Joint Committee on the Library, of Miss Eugenia 
Shank!) ‘sc of Mr. R, Peal’s original portrait of George Washington, 
€1,500, or as much thereof as may be necessary; and said copy, when pur- 
chased, shall be placed in the Vice-President’s room in the Capitol. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is the amendment recommended by any 
committee? 

Mr. KYLE. It has the indorsement of the Library Commit- 
tee in toto. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Where is the report? 

Mr. KYLE. The amendment was reported from the Library 
Committee by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] and 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. If the Sena- 
tor from Indiana had been present here he would have offered 
the amendment at, this time. 

I will state that this isa copy, by Miss Shankland, whom many 
of the Senators know, of Peal’s famous painting of Washington. 
It is the only copy of itever made. It is now on exhibition in 
the room of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and is said to 
te a perfect copy of the original. As the original is fast crack- 
ing perhaps, and is liable to rapidly deteriorate—— 

r. FRYE. It is a good price for a copy—— 

Mr. KYLE. I think itis wise that the copy should be pur- 
chased for use in the room of the Vice-President. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senate will not enter upon the 
purchasing of copies of paintings of anyone, however distin- 
guished the person may be. I therefore hope the amendment 
will not be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakoia 
(Mr. KYLE]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I have sent to the desk an amendment 
which I ask may be read. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of page 114 insert: 

For angering the title to the water power of the Great Falls of the Po- 
tomac and such contiguous iand as may be needed, by negotiation or pur- 
chase, or by proceedings in condemnation, for the purpose of giving addi- 
tional water supply and electric lighting to the District of Columbia, the 
sum of $100,000, or so mach thereof as may be necessary; and whatever part 
of said sum may be needed for the may be expended to make the 
neeessary surveys and plans. The Spgtopriation herein provided to be ex- 
pended by the Secretary of War, who ts hereby authorized to carry out the 

ovisions hereof; all titles acquired by the United States to be approved 
xy the Attorney-General. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, by the amendment it is 
proposed to reach that which I think is of very great “4 
tance and would be a matter of very great economy to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Ido not know that the amendment is in the 
form it should be, but I present it, hoping that it will not be ob- 
jected to and that no point of order will be raised upon it. I 
trust it may be allowed to go into conference and that the con- 
ferees of the two Houses will put it in proper form and shape. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia investigated the 
subject of the water supply of the city of Washington, and made 
at this session a report accompanied by a showing from experts, 
hydraulic engineers. stc., which isofgreat value. They investi- 
gated the power of the Great Falls for the purposes of water 
supply. They fourd, and they so separ’, that certain private 
corporations are reashing to obtain these falls, the power, and 
the adjacent land. If that is permitted, and of course it will be 
done unless the Government of the United States interposes b 
the exercise of its great power, it simply means that that whic 
necessity will compel us to own we shall have to pay for ina 
very greatly increased degree from what it can be purchased 
for now. e committee say: 

Th im t t Great t 
built and owned by the United States. If the Government i over to ac. 
quire control it should be done before any —T is made by the other own- 
ers. Such outlay must be to them a questionable investment, in view of 
the fact that the Government is sure to require an increased supply from 
time to time in the future, thus en: ring the business of the power com- 
pany and destro or greatly 1 the value of their improvements, 
with the risk that Tay not be sufficiently recompensed. Your com- 
mittee are therefore of the opinion that all the water and riparian rights at 
Great Falls necessary for th® control and use of the entire power should be 
acquired at this time; that it will be a wise economy to do so; that owner- 

im part by the United States and in part private wastnene on ‘a- 
tions is a relation unwise and unsafe for the vernment, and sho be 
terminated at once; that the other owners can afford to surrender their 
rights now on much better terms for the Government than after they have 
made their improvements, and that ni a money can bute more 
than this to the future welfare of the of the country. 

Early in the present session of —— I introduced a reso- 
lution calling upon the Secretary of War to report to Congress 
as to the advisability of lighting the District of Columbia by 
electricity, the power to be f hed by the Great Falls of the 
Potomac. A few days ago the letter of the Secretary, trans- 
mitting a response to that resolution, came to the Senate. It 
has not yet been printed completely, there being certain maps 
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and plans that are not yet ready for publication, but I have h, 
an advance copy, which I received from the Printing Office. ;, 
which the report of these very able electrical experts is give, 
I confess that I have been greatly delighted with the showi: 
that those gentlemen make. 

I might say that the report of Col. Elliot, of the Engineer Corps. 
Capt. Knight, and their very efficient aid, Col. Reber, of th. 
Signal Corps, has been sanctioned and approved by Gen. Cas, 
the Chief of Engineers, and by the Secretary of War. They 
port that the water power at the falls of the Potomac is amp), 
to furnish power for all the electric lighting needed for the |)j: 
trictof Columbia, and that it is perfectly feasible to do so. 
give quite in detail the amount of water that goes over tho 
falls which is now being wasted. 

Mr. DAVIS. Whatis the powerat the average stage of w 

Mr. MANDERSON. I cap not turn to it at this moment 
will read their recommendation as to the advisability of | 
project. 

The question— 

They say— 
of the advisability of uoine, the power of the Potomac at Great Falls { 
public purposes mentioned in Senator MANDERSON’s resolution depends o 
the present cost of lighting the public buildings and grounds and the street 
of Washington, as compared with the probable cost of lighting unier 1), 
proposed system, and also on the probable cost of the works required for 
the latter system and the probable cost of operation. 

Then they go on to show that in Chicago the average cost pe: 
lamp per year is $96.64; in St. Louis itis $111.12; in Wheeling 
it is $62 per lamp for four hundred lamps; and in Baltimore ii 
is $127.75. The present yearly charge in the District of Colum 
bia is $182.50. So we are paying far more for the lighting o! 
District lamps than is paid for the lighting of any other city in 
the United States, probably. 

From these figures it is apparent that this city is paying far above t! 
average charge for arc lights, and about double the cost of such lighting t 
cities owning and operating their own plant. The figures given aro based 
upon the use of steam plant with its expensive coal consumption. 

They give $52.33 for the cost of an arc light by the use of the 
falls per annum, as against $182.50, which we are now paying. 

I marked several of the sections here which I desired to quote, 
but [ shall not take the time of the Senate further, except to 
state the conclusion which the experts have reached and their 
recommendation. They say: 

For the reason that there were no funds provided for the use of the board 
none of the surveys required for determining the location of the power cana 
and power pliant at Great Falls that would be required for utilizing for e} 
trical purposes the power of the falls now wasted and the cost of these 
works could be made. 

This cost, the cost of the necessary works in this city and of the line con 
necting the two systems, will be so considerable that they should not be | 
dertaken before plans have been very carefully and elaborately worked o1 
and the board therefore begs to suggest that to this end there be enaci 
provision of law similar to the one contained in the District appropriati 
act of August 6, 1890, which authorized the appointment by the President 
a board of electrical, etc.,experts, to consider the location, arrangement, an 
operation of electric wires in the District of Columbia; and the board a 
suggests that there be immediately appropriated the sum of $10,000 to mee 
the expenses of said board. 

These experts show, in short, the great necessity as a maite 
of immediate economy that this great power should be thus 
utilized. We need it beyond a peradventure for the water ne- 
cessities of the city of Washington, and I hope the Committee 
on Apeecerietons will permit the amendment to go into the 
bill, and if it is not in such shape as it should be to mect the 
end we desire it can be put in proper shape in conference. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senator from Nebraska if t! 
amendment has been reported by any committee? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It has not. I have made the statemen' 
that I hoped it would not be subjected to the point of order. 1! 
has not been recommended by any committee owing to the fact 
that this report of the electrical engineers only came to my 
hand to-day, but I think perhaps it may be considered in order 
because the Committee on the District of Columbia have mad 
a similar report. 

Mr. GORMAN. For the moment I reserve the pointof orice’, 
but I trust the Senator from Nebraska will not press the ameu(- 
ment. It would be the entering upon a very large and a very 
expensive scheme for lighting this city and furnishing electri: 
power for other purposes. It would involve the expenditure © 
a great deal of money. It would necessitate a great lawsuit be 
tween the Government and the State of Maryland. Away back 
in 1784 or 1785 Gen. Washington obtained for his navigation 
company from the State of Maryland the exclusive right from 
here to Cumberland and thence to the Ohio River. The State 
of Maryland owns the Potomac River from low-water mark 00 
the Virginia side, and he obtained from the Government of the 
United States and from the State of Virginia the exclusi\ 
— the use of all the water in the Potomac River, excep! 
sufficient for the purposes of the few manufacturing establisi- 
ments that had water rights prior to that grant. i 

That grant was transferred to the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal 
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Company, which canal was constructed by the State of Mary- 
land, the Government of the United States, and the cities of 
Alexandria, Washington, and Georgetown, the controlling in- 
terest being in the State of Maryland. At the Great Falls, on 
the Virginia side, there was a right which had been acquired 
by the company that now holds it, to use-the water that flowed 
over the dam of the canal company on the Virginia side alone. 
When the Governmentof the United States began the construc- 
tion of the water works for this city so perfectly clear was the 
right of the State and of the navigation company that Congress 
net having up to that time assumed authority to go into a State 
and condemn lands and other property, made an appeal to the 
State of Maryland and to the canal company, and the State of 
Maryland granted the right to the Government to put its dam 
across the river on such conditions as the navigation company 
would impose. 

The conditions were that the dam was to be only so many feet 
in height, for otherwise it would destroy all the old work, and 
that the Government should take from ifas much water as it 
wanted for the use of thiscity. That grant the Government 
formally accepted. When ten years ago it became necessary to 
increase the water supply here, which occurred since I have 
been a member of this body, the Congress of the United States 
made an appropriation to raise the dam so as to give a greater 
head of water; but it was only done upom condition that the 
Chief of Engineers of the United States Army and the engineer 
of the State of Maryland should determine how high the dam 
should be raised, and the Government paid whatever amount 
was necessary for the purpose of raising the embankment. _ 

Therefore, with all these complications outside of the main 
question of the Government entering upon this work of using 
this powe for electric purposes rather than that private par- 
ties should do so, I say to the Senator from Nebraska that a 
measure of this sort ought not to be proposed until it is care- 
fully guarded and the rights of the State of Maryland and of 
the company, as well as of the private company which owns on 
the Virginia shore, are looked into and gone over. I spent 
nearly three weeks as a member of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, when I was a member of that committee in 
adjusting this matter. 

Gen. Butler, representing the company which own water 
rights on the other side, came here with a great elaim against 
the Government on account of the construction of the present 
dam, and it was along time before that matter was adjusted. 
This proposition would reopen the whole matter. An appro- 
priation bill, | submit, is not the proper place forit. It would 
require a great deal of time and very thorough discussion before 
such a proposition could be passed through this body. There- 
fore I am eompelled to make the point of order that the amend- 
ment is legislation on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope the Senator from Maryland will 
withdraw the point of order for the present. 

Mr.GORMAN. Asa matter of course, if the Senater from 
Nebraskadesires to be heard, Iwithdraw it. I reserve the point 
of order, however. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. PRoc- 
TOR], a member of the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
wishes to make a few remarks, and he may modify the amend- 
ment so that it will be acceptable. 

Mr. GORMAN. I withdraw the point of order for the pres- 
ent to enable the Senator from Vermont to be heard. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia had before them a measure involving the 
question of increased water supply for the city. In investigat- 
ing that question we found that there were already very heavy 
claims for the use of water in the past to an amount larger than 
had been paid for. We found that the title to the land and the 
water rights at Great Falls were much involved, being partly 
owned by the Great Falls Manufacturing Company and the 
Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company having some claim, and 
that the Government had probably raised its dam and taken 
more water than it had paid for, and there would be a large 
claim for damages. We satisfied ourselves on one point, and 
there is no dispute about it, that an increased water supply is 
immediately neccessary for the health and comfort of the city. 

‘The supply now at the higher levels is very inadequate. I 
will read a sentence or two from the report of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia: 
oink = ae ae —_— 100 feet ae 
above 75 feet will probably soon. require tt ‘The fine of 100, tebe ceayeaion 
runs in the vicinity of florida avenue, and of 75 feet in the vicinity of Mas- 
sachusetts avenue west of Eleventh street. The timecan not be far distant 
when a large majority of the residences will be elevated above this Hine. 
The vicinity of Tennallytown has an elevation of more than 400 feet. above 


above low water at the navy- 


low tide. 
Itseemed to us that it was economy and wisdom and to the 


best interest of the city that this power should be acqu 

tirely by the Government. Divided ownership will always be» 
source of embarrassment, trouble, and cost. It can beacgui 
now, we believe, very much cheaper than in the future. Two 
companies were chartered, one by Maryland and the other by 
Virginia, at the last sessions of their Legislatures, with a view 
to go onand improve this water power for privat Of 
course, if they make their improvements it will add greatly to 
the cost to the Government. Bills have be ud are now be- 
fore Congress looking to the chartering of companies for bring- 
ing electric power here from the Great Falls. So upon a very 
careful consideration of the whole matter and a report from the 
engineers, a very full and exhaustive one, w to be a 
matter of economy for the Government to acquire the full in- 
terest, and it seems to me a matter of fairness to all ints ; 
and of prudence for the Government that we should at this timo 
make some declaration of our purposes, if nothing further 

The idea of asking for an appropriation in the bill was not 
mine, but I feel bound, as it has come up, to say that I think w 
ought to take some action that will show the purpose of Con- 
gress in the matter and be notice to the owners of that purpose. 
If the point of order is insisted upon against the appropriation, 
I suggest that the amendment might be modified and areference 
might be made of the matter to the Secretary of War and the 
Attorney-General, who under existing law have the authority 
toappraise the damages for an additional supply of water and that 
they might report upon the amount of water and the needs of 
the District, and in that way at least it might tend to prevent 
a great increase of the cost to us. 

[ made an examination of this situation while in the War De- 
partment. Under the provisionsof the old law I visited the falls 
with the Attorney-General and Gen. Butler and Lhave gone very 
carefully over the reports of the engineers. I do not believe 
that at the ordinary low stage—I will not say the extreme low 
stage —there is any great surplusof water and power, more than 
will be needed to make an ample supply for the city for aqueduct 
eres and not the power togenerate electric light for public 

uildings and grounds and street lighting, aside from the ques- 
tion of lighting private houses, as we only propose to take it for 
public purposes. 

I know thai the parties in interest, the owners of the power, 
think that there is a greater quantity, but [ can not agree with 
them, guided by my own observation and bythe reports of the 
engineers. They report at alow stage of water some six thou 
sand and odd horse power, and withanordinary stage something 
over eight thousand. It certainly would not be any more than 
enough to generate electricity for lighting the town and furnish 
the water for aqueduct purposes. I think myself that it would 
be well to have some measure incorporated which would look to 
a careful survey and preparation of plans and indicate some 
what the purpose of Congress in the matter. 

Mr. HOAR. [should like to ask the Senator from Vermont, 
in connection with the question of water supply, whether the 
committee has any purpose in view concerning the partiall: 
completed reservoir near the Soldiers’ Home. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The committee has not investigated t! 
matter. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In reference to the amendment the 
Senator from Nebraska, [ take occasion to say that [ have had a 
pretty thorough knowledge of the subject. The United State 
has the right to take water from the Great Falls for city uses. 
The right to take water for manufacturing purposes—all the re- 
maining right—belongs to the Great Falls Manufacturing Com- 
pany. 

The amount of water required under ordinary conditions for 
the domestic supply of the city of Washington is not more than 
one-fortieth part of the volume of water that flows in the river. 
Of course the United States can take the whole of this wat 
power ifjit shall see fit to take it. It would be advisabl 
it if it was needed for the purposes of the city, but not other- 
wise. 

But to bring this question in here now, and undertake to 
sert the purpose of Congress in this particular simply 
the Committee on the District of Columbia have reached acon- 
clusion and framed a bill which is upon the Calendar of the 
Senate, seems to me to be unwise. [am entirely certain, from 
my knowledge of the subject, that neither one hundred nor two 
hundred nor three hundred nor five hundred thousand dollars 
would be adequate to totally extinguish the title of the Great 
Falls Manufacturing Company, even if the United States s! 
determine to extinguish that tatle. 

Mr. MANDERSON. MaylI ask the Senator what 
time this right of the Great Palls Company has exist 
Mr. CHANDLER. It has existed for fifty years. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Havethey ever utilized it ior a single 
manufacturing establishment? 
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the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. There has been a 
controversy going on for fifty years about this question, and the 
United States never has determined how much of the water was 
wanted for city uses. Until that question is determined it will 
not be safe for any manufacturing company to undertake to use 
the water of the Great Falls for manufacturing purposes. So 
the subject is in controversy. It was before the Senator from 
Vermont[Mr. PRocror] when he was Secretary of War. He 
did not succeed in adjusting it. 

I say to the Senator from Nebraska that I entirely agree with 
him that the question should be settled,and if the United States 
needs this water it should take the water, but to come in here 
on a proposition to take it, and name the sum of $100,000, ‘ or so 
much thereof as may be necessary,” as indicating that by any 
ay the value of thess private rights is $100,000 or less, 

s, itseems to me, a very unfair method of treating the Great 
Falls Company, who hars had no adequate hearing before the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and who value their 
rights there at a great many times more than $100,000, which is 
the value the Senator from Nebraska undertakes to put upon 
them. 

Mr. President, I am perfectly willing that at the prone time 
and in the proper way the United Statesshould say that it wants 
all these water rights, that it will not have the waters of the 
Potomac at the Great Fall used for manufacturing purposes, but 
it does seem to me that it is very unjust to the parties who hold 
these private rights to come in here with a suggestion which 
the Senator from Vermont says he wants to have go tothe world 
that these rights are worth oniy $100,000. The Senator from 
Nebraska has no idea whether they are worth one hundred 
thousand or half a million dollars, and yet he seems to stand 
here as a Senator of the United States putting that value upon 
this property. It appears to me that we have enough to do for 
the remainder of the session without undertaking in this way to 
depreciate the property of this company which stands at the 
door of Congress asking for justice. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I am charged by the 
Senator from New Hampshire with a very large degree of ignor- 
ance upon the subject, and I plead guilty of the charge. I do 
not know whether the property or the claimed ownership of the 
Great Falls Company is valuable or valueless. I have not at- 
tempted to sit as a board of appraisers upon the value of their 
property. My purpose isexactly what the amendment proposes. 
One hundred thousand dollars might or might not purchase 
the property. If it can not be negotiated for it is to be con- 
demned and a legal board of appraisers will appraise it. The 
may appraise it at $5,000; they may appraise it at $500,000. If 
they should appraise it at $500,000, the $100,000 I have proposed 
to appropriate would not, of course, pay for it. 

I am not attempting to fix the value of the property. I know 
nothing aboutit. I never heard of the existence of this corpo- 
ration until this report came here. But about one thing there 
can be no question, and it seems to me the Senatcr from New 
Hampshire admits it, that this company—— 

Mr.CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me,I do admit 
it; but when the Senator says he has not undertaken to put a 
value upon their property by his amendment, I say he does that 
thing. He proposes to send out to the world as far as we can do 
it that all these rights are worth $100,000. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do nothing of the kind. I propose to 
fix the amount to be appropriated in this bill or what may be 
necessary. ‘‘So much thereof as may be necessary ” is perhaps 
the language of theamendment. If itis, I stand by it. Bat that 
does not fix the value of the property. That is to be fixed by 
the board of appraisers who will condemn it-and not by any 
statement that I may — in the amendment. I am not at- 
tempting to fix any limit upon the value of the property; Tam 
simply trying to take that first step which shall lead to what is 
undoubtedly a necessity, that we should control, entirely con- 
trol and own this great power and this great flow of water that 
is absolutely needed for the health and the very existence of 
this capital city. 

Mr. President, here is a corporation that by admission has 
been half a century in claimed ee of this water power. 
We are told that there is contention between the corporation 
and some other claimed owner. If this is of value why in the 
world have they not settled their contention long ago in the 
courts. The courts have been open to them, and they should 
have settled it long But because there is adisputed owner- 
ship we should not hesitate to take the first step toward ac- 
quiring what the absolute necessities of this city require. All 
of that water power is required for the water supply of this city. 
It demands the power itself for the eotiees ligh of this city; 
and I say a proper regard for public interests demands o/ us 
that we should take a step in direction. 
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Icare nothing about the wording of the amendment, I simpl 
desire that it shall go in the bill, and that the conference ma 
take whatever steps they please. If they will only go to the ex- 
tent of requiring that an exploration shall be made as to this 
title and as to what it will cost, that exploration to be made by 
the Secretary of War and the Attorney-General, I shall be con- 
tent, but we will at least have taken a move in the right direc- 
tion, and that is all I desire to accomplish by the amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I renew the point of order I made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the point of order is well taken, and that the amendment is not 
in order. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania yield 
to me to move an adjournment? 

Mr. QUAY. I yield to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate adjotrn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 42 minutes p, 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, August 
1, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, July 31, 1894. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by Rev. W. E. Par- 
son, D. D. 

THE JOURNAL AND THE RECORD. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. LOUD. I'should like to have the Clerk read the sum- 
ming up of the vote on the first roll call taken yesterday. I did 
not catch itas read. There seems to be a discrepancy in the 
ee on that point, and I should like to see how the Journal 
stands. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The question being put, Will the House agree to said resolution? it was 
decided in the affirmative—yeas 117, nays 54, answering present 7, reported 
present by tellers 4, not answering 169. 

Mr. LOUD. I have no suggestion to make in regard to the 
Journal, 

The Journal was then approved. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to suggest a correction of the Rec- 
ORD. On page 8008 the same summing up of the vote is given 
asin the Journal. On e 8009, where the Speaker pro tempor 
announced the vote, it will be found that his announcement did 
not correspond with the summing up as given on the previous 
page. The announcement of the Chair as given in the Recorp 
might raise a question as to whether a quorum was present in 
the House. By referring to the second column, page 8009, it 
will be found the Speaker pro tempore said: 


On this question the yeas are 116, the nays 52, answered present 6, re- 
ported as present by the tellers 4— 


Making 178. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not apprehend exactly tha 
gentleman’s point. 

Mr. LOUD. One of these statements in the RECORD, Mr. 
Speaker, is probably correct; the other must be wrong, because 
they do not correspond. One gives the total number of mem- 
bers voting and present as 182; by the other it will appear there 
were only 178. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. One moment. 

Mr. LOUD. There was evidently some confusion in this case, 
because at the end of the roll call (i was one of the tellers) the 
Clerk announced to me that 165 had voted, and then turned to 
us and asked, ‘‘ How many have you?” We said ‘‘seven;’ but 
on further investigation that seven was reduced to four. It 
appears, however, that when the final computation was made 
there were 182. 

Mr. EVERETT. I think I can state with reference to this 
matter—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand at all the 
point of the gentleman from California. The Journal shows a 
quorum. What is the point the gentleman makes ? 

Mr. LOUD. I think, Mr. Speaker, that these two statements 
should be made to correspond. The tally given immediately 
preceding the names of those voting shows 182 present; the an- 
nouncement made by the Chair shows only 178. One statement 
will be found on page 8008 just before the roll call as erage 
the other will be found in the announcement of the Chair, sec- 
ond column, page 8009. I think these two statements ought to 


correspond. 

The SPEAKER. The Recorp ought to correspond with the 
Journal undoubtedly in a matter of this kind. 

Mr. LOUD. Perhaps the Speaker does not understand the 
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point I wish to make. If he will turn to page 8008, just before 
the names as printed, and will take the summary there given 
of those voting and those present and not voting, he will find 
that it foots 182. In one case the yeasare given as 117, the nays 
54; in the other case the yeas are given as 116, the nays 52. The 
latter statement will be found,as I have already remarked, in 
the second column on page 8009, where the Speaker pro tempore 
made the announcement of the vote. , 

The SPEAKER. The announcement made by the Chair does 
not seem to be accurate. 

Mr. LOUD. The two statements ought to correspond. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to make any 
motion with relation to the REcoRD. The Chair does notsee 
that it isin the power of the House to change any statement 
made by the Chair. 

Mr. LOUD. 1 desire to call the attention of the Speaker and 
the House to the two different statements contained inthe REc- 
ORD, one of which must be incorrect. The first one is in accord- 
ance with the Journal and is probably correct. The second 
statement, I submit, ought to have been made to correspond 
with that. 

The SPEAKER. Of course, in any question between the 
Journal and the RECORD, the Journal must control. 

INVESTIGATION OF CITY SLUMS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith the seventh special report of the Commissioner of 
Labor. This report relates to what is generally known as the slums of 
cities, and has been prepared in accordance with the joint resolution ap- 


roved July 20, 1892. 
7 GROVER CLEVELAND, 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 27, 1894. 

HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs: 

To the Congress: 

Therewith transmit a communication from the Secretary of State, cover- 

ing two dispatches from the United States minister at Honolul 


u. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 30, 1894. 


PAY, BOUNTY, AND PRIZE MONEY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to House res- 
olution of June 27, information relative to the money now in 
the Treasury of the United States arising from arrears of pay, 
bounty, and prize money due the estates of certain deceased 
colored soldiers; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the 
— titles; which were severally referred as indicated, 
namely: 

A bill(S. 100) referring to the Treasury Department the claims 
of sundry persons for examination, — and report to 
Congress—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 471) to relieve John Friedlin from the charge of de- 
sertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8.653) to open certain parts of the Fort Jupiter mili- 
tary reservation in the State of Florida to entry under the home- 
stead laws—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1454) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to trans- 
fer the reproductions of caravels of Columbus to the Columbian 
Museum of Chicago—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1535) to correct the naval history of John C. Dull— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
A bill (S. 1841) to provide that all persons em loying female 
help in stores, shops, offices, or manufactories shall provide seats 
for the same when not actively employed—to the Committee on 

the Judiciary. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, the bill of the Senate, No. 2118, 
authorizing the sale of the title of the United States to certain | 
roperty in Montgomery County, Md., to William H. and George 
binger, was referred to the District Committee on yesterday. 
The purpose of this bill is to direct the Secretary of War to con- 
vey a piece of property that lies in the State of Maryland—a 
question which is entirely outside of the jurisdiction of our com- 
mittee. I move, therefore, its reference to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. 
The SPEAKER. The Committee on the District of Columbia 
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will be discharged from the further consideration of the bill in 
question, and the same will be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 
By unanimous consent, leave was given to Mr. AITKEN to print 
in the RECORD certain remarks on the tariff bill. 

JAMES PAY. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker,I ask unanimous consent to call 
up for consideration the bill (H.R. 7683) to remove the charge 
of desertion against James Fay. 
The SPEAKER. This bill was called up by the gentleman from 
New York on yesterday and a request made for unanimous con- 
sent for its consideration, to which objection was made. The 
Chair is informed that the objection has now been withdrawn 
and the Clerk will report the bill. 
The bill was read at length. 
The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the considera- 
tion of the bill? 
Mr. MCNAGNY. 
Mr. COOMBS. 
The SPEAKER. 


I renew the objection. 

Will the gentleman allow an explanation? 

Objection is made. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
A bill (H. R. 1686) granting a pension to Margaret English; 
A bill (H. R. 5020) granting a pension to Washington Hislop; 
A bill (H. R. 5351) granting a pension to Celestia P. Hartt; 
A bill (H. R. 6309) for the relief of the dependent relatives of 
the seamen of the Netherlands steamer Amsterdam, who lost 
their lives in the effort to save the crewof the American schooner 
Maggie E. Wells, and also for the sole survivor of the rescuing 
arty; 
A bill (H. R. 6893) to regulate water main assessments in the 
District of Columbia; 
A bill (H. R. 6969) for the relief of Benjamin F. Poteet; 
A bill (H. R. 7335) to grant to the Arkansas, Texas and Mexi- 
can Central Railway Company a right of way through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes; 
A bill (H. R. 7734) to amend an act entitled ‘An act authoriz- 
ing the construction of a high wagon bridge across the Missouri 
River at or near Sioux City, Iowa,” approved March 2, 1839, as 
amended by acts of April 30, 1890, February 7, 1893,and March 
24, 1894; 
A bill (S. 1468) for the relief of James L. Townsend; 
A bill (H. R. 1377) for the relief of William Hendershott, of 
Butteville, Oregon; and 
A bill (S. 2150) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Oceano, of New York, N. Y. 
HEIRS OF D. FULFORD. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 143) for the relief of the heirs 
of D. Fulford. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask if there is objection. 
The bill was read at length. 

Mr. SAYERS. Before consent is given I would like to have 
the report in that case read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the report will be read. 
The report (by Mr. Cox) was read at length. 

Mr.SAYERS. Now, Mr. Sreaker, unless the gentleman can 
furnish some statement that the bonds were actually the prop- 
erty of the intestate, and some :nformation from the Treasury 
Department, I will be compelled to object. Thereport sets forth 
none of the facts upon which the bil! is based. 

Mr. LUCAS. Ihave the report that was submitted to the 
Senate, containing a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury 
covering the case. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that can be read. 

The letter was read, as follows:, 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., July 20, 1892 

Sr1r: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 6th in- 

stant inclosing copy of Senate bill No. 1565, for the relief of the heirs of D. 


Fulford, a claim for payment of one #500, one 8100, and two %50 United States 
coupon bonds of the loan known as consols of 1867, and asking that your 


| committee be informed whether or not bonds of this loan remain unpaid, 
| and if the coupons of such bonds dated July 1, 1872, have been paid without 


the subsequent 
indemnity could be given to protect the United States against another claim, 
so that the claim could be paid. 

In reply I have to inform you that upon an examination of the records of 
the Department it is found that there are outstanding unpaid coupon bonds 
of the loan known as consols of 1867 as follows: Eighty-five bonds of the de- 
nomination of #50, 167 bonds of #100, and 107 bonds of #500. There are no %0 
bonds outstanding of which the last coupon bears date July 1, 1872. It is ev- 
ident, therefore, tnat the two %0 bonds alleged to have been burned do not 


resentation of other coupons; also if a satisfactory bond of 
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“belong to the loan of cpnsols of 1867. Of the denomination of $100 and $500 
there are outstanding 2 of each denomination, of which the last coupon paid 
is dated July 1, 1872. This Department could not undertake to say which of 
these bonds, if any, are the ones alleged to have been dest ed. 

It is apparent from the foregoing that identification of the bonds which 
Mr. Fulford lost seems impossible. The description of the fire as given 
in a letter from Mr. Pulford on file in this Department does not show that 
it was accidental. The house was unoccupied that day for two or more 
hours just before the fire, and while it is probable that no crime was com- 
mitted, it is not impossible that the house was robbed in the absence of its 
occupants and burned to cover that crime. 

In view of all the circumstances, Iam unable to say that a satisfactory 
bond of indemnity could be given to protect the United States against an- 
other claim. 

Respectfully, yours, 
CHARLES FOSTER, Secretary. 

Hon. Jonn BH. MrrcnE.t, 

Chairman Committee on Claims, United States Senate. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, in view of the communi- 
cation that has just been read from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, I will have to ask the gentleman to withhold the bill until 
I can examine inte it. 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman will permit me to explain the 
matter from the committee that reported the bill, I think there 
will be no trouble about it. 

‘Mr. SAYERS. Iwill have toobject. until it has been referred 
to the Secretary. 

Mr. PICKLER. We would like to hear from the gentleman 
from Tennessee on the subject. 

Mr. COX. I reported the bill and know exactly the facts on 
which it is based. I have no objection to making a brief state- 
ment. The report read by the Clerk is one that was made by 
the Senate some time back. 

Mr. LUCAS. Two years ago. 

Mr. COX. Several years ago. The committee acted, how- 
ever, on the statement from the Treasury Department, and there 
were only two bonds of this class outstanding, and there was no 
trouble about the question except that we did not have the num- 
bers of the bonds. 

But it is evident beyond doubt that the $500 bond which was 
burned was one of the two. On investigation itis found that 
there are but two bonds of $500 of that series outstanding, and 
when we investigated the facts to find how the bonds were de- 
stroyed we found the following conditions of affairs: The owner 
ofthe bonds was a minister and the facts disclose that he had 
the bonds. 

There is no doubt abouttheownershipof them. He had them 
in his little secretary, and he was called away with his wife to 
visit a sick member of hischurch. They went to see him, and 
the minister's wife returned, leaving him with the sick man. 
She says that she built a fire in the stove to prepare something 
to eat, and then walked out to the field where her son was at 
work, and while she was gone the house caught fire. Now, the 
banker who had control of the bonds says he turned them over 
to the minister just a few days before. When they discovered 
that the house was on fire they went back, but were unable to 
save the bonds. The evidence further shows that the minister 
had a memorandum of the numbers of the bonds, but the memo- 
randum was burned with the bonds. There are but two out- 
standing bonds of that series, of $500 each. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not wish to imterrupt the gentleman, 
but how long was this man who owned the bonds absent before 
the fire broke out? 

Mr. COX. Only ashort time. The evidence shows that he 
we — to see a sick member of his church and his wife went 
with him. 

Mr. KILGORE. About how long was he gone? 

Mr. COX. Probably an hour or two. 

Mr. KILGORE. There are some $50 bonds mentioned. Is it 
nota fact that they have been presented and paid? Does not 
the Secretary of the Treasury say that? 

Mr. COX. No, the $50 bonds referred toin thatreport of the 
Senate are evidently described under the wrong act. There 
a $500 bond and there were four $50 bonds, making $700 

n all, 

The only trouble about the $50 bonds is that they put them 
under the wrong act of Congress. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suggest to the gentleman to withdraw his 
bill for the present. 

Mr. LUCAS. I withdraw the bill, at the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Texas. 

EFFECTS OF MACHINERY ON LABOR. 

Mr. McGANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent tor 
the present consideration of the joint resolution which I send 
to the Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution, after 
which the Chair will ask if there be objection. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 9) providing for an investigation relating to the 
effects of machinery on labor. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
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America in Congress assembled, That the Commissioner of Labor be, and ja:> 
hereby, authorized and directed to investigate and report upon the effe>: .: 
the use of machinery upon labor and the cost of production, ihe relative pr, 
ductive power of hand and machine labor, the cost ot manual and mac... 
power as they are used in productive industries, the effect upon wages o 
use of machinery operated by women and children, and shether chang 
the creative cost of products are due toalack or toasurplus of labor or to 
introduction of power machinery. To enable the Commissioner of Labo 
carry out the provisions of this reselation the sum of $10,000 is hereby 4), 
poceeeees. out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri}. 
ut should not this sum be sufficient to complete the investigation ca}! 
herein the Commissioner of Labor is hereby authorized to complete it) 
the regular appropriations for the Department of Labor. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for t] 
sideration of this resolution? 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

JAMES PAY. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, the objection which w: 
to the consideration of the bill which I offered has b: 
drawn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York stat 
the objection to the bill which he wished to have consi: 
withdrawn. The Clerk will report the title of it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 683) to remove the charge of desertion against Jam 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the co: 
tion of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COOMBS. Ioffer the amendment which I send ¢ 
Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


In lines 4 and 5, strike out the words “remove the charge of desert 
standing against,’ and insert the word “ correct.’’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read; 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the thi 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COOMBS, the title of the bill was am 
so as to read: ‘‘A bill to correct the record of James Fay.” 

On motion of Mr. COOMBS, a motion to reconsider the vo 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SAYERS. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent to withdra 
the rule which was reported from the Committee on Rules an 
under consideration when the House adjourned last evening. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 01 
WAITE] asks unanimous consent to withdraw the report fr 
the Committee on Rules which was before the House last even 
ing, and to reconsider any necessary votes to accomplish tha’ 
goon Without objection, that order will be made. 

ere was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for 

ports. 


CHOCTAW COAL AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. BAILEY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, report : 
favorably, with amendments, the bill (H. R. 7680) to authorize 
purchasers of the property and franchises of the Choctaw Coal 
and Railway Company to organize a corporation and to conf 
upon the same all the powers, privileges, and franchises vested 
in that company; which was referred to the House Calend: 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The other committees were called. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of committee 
reports. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT?, one of its clerk: 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested 

A bill (S. 1471) to provide for the adjustment and paymen' 
the claim of the American Transportation Company for dr 
ing done at Fai Harbor, in the State of Ohio; ; 

A bill (S. 1154) for the relief of the legal representative: 
John C. Howe, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1948) granting a pension to Augustus G. Carey; 124 

A bill (S. 2131) to secure uniformity in the names of mi 
streets of the cities of Washington and Georgetown. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed w'': 
amendments @ bill of the following title; in which the concur 
rence of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 7071) to exempt the property of the Young Men: 
Christian Association of the District of Columbia from taxation 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
out amendment joint resolution and bills of the following titeé 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 207) authorizing the Seeretary of *5« 
Interior omer. a certain lease made in Polk County, Min2. 

A bill (H. R. 650) to remove the charge of desertion stanuin: 


against Oliver O’Brien; 








1894. 


A bill (H. R. 146!) to remove the charge of desertion from the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


record of Andrew L. Grugett, as a former member of Company | 


E, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry, in the war of the rebellion, and to | 


grant him an honorable discharge therefrom; and 

A bill (H. R.7518) to amend an act to authorize the construc- 
tion of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River between the 
States of Minnesota and Wisconsin. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with | 


i 


amendments the bill (H. R. 6777) to amend the charter of the 


Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway, asked a confer- | 


ence with the House on the bill and amendments, and had ap- 


pointed Mr. MCMILLAN, Mr. HARRIS, and Mr. FAULKNER as the | 


conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 6913) making appropriations for current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipu- 
lations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1895, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (HL. R. 6720) providing for the resurvey of Grant and Hooker 
Counties, in the State of Nebraska. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed 
to the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 463) to reimburse the State of Nebraska the expenses in- 
curred by that State in repelling a threatened invasion and raid 
by the Sioux in 1890 and 1891, asked a conference with the House 
on the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. MANDER- 
Son, Mr. Davis, and Mr. PALMER as the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following confer- 
enee report on the agricultural appropriation bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (CH. R. 6987) making appropriations for the Department of Agricul- 
ture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

Mr. HATCH. I have sent up the report. Letthe Clerk read 
first the report and then the statement accompanying it. 

[For report of committee of conference see proceedings of the 
Senate of July 30.] 

The statement was read, as follows: 


Statement: to acconypany the report of conferees om H. R. 6937, “An act mak- 
ing appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiseal year 
ending Jume 30, 1895." 

The undersigned conferees on the part of the House, having met the con 
ferees on the part of the Senate, in full and free conference upon the disa- 
greeing votes between the two Houses upon H. R. 6937,.“‘An act making ap- 

opriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending 

‘une 30, 1895,” beg to make the following statement: 

Among the amendments that the conferees on the part of the House re- 
cede from in this report numbers 1, 4,6, 8, 10, 14, 15, 17,18, 23, 25, 27,29, 20, 34, 36, 40, 
45, 48, 58, 60, 66, 70, 79,81, and 90 are mere Verbal amendments, including those 
necessary to perfect totals made by more important amendments. 

The first fmportant change made by Senate amendment is found upon 
page 2, wherein the gross sum allowed by the House bill for the employ- 
ment of firemen, watchmen, clerks, messengers, laborers, mechanics, and 
eharwomen was #49,520; classifying the service, as formerly done, and leay- 
ing the gross sum $20,000. The aggregate appropriation under this para- 
graph is reduced by the Senate amendment $5,840, and the House conferees 
receded from the disagreement upon the part of the House. All amond- 
ments from Nos. 2 to 15, inclusive, refer to this change, restoring the cleri 
cal force as provided under the present law, and correcting totals. 

Amendment Mo. 19 was receded from on the part of the House conferees, 
leaving thesalary of the statistician 23,000instead of $3,500 as provided in the 
House bill, with the concession on the part of the Senate conferees of add- 
ing #200 to the salary of the assistant statistician, who inthe absence of the 
statistician is charged with the responsibility of preparing the monthly 
cropreportsand other important work of the division. 

Amendment No. 41 provided for a restoration of the division of illustra- 
tions. The Seeretary of Agriculture had strongly reeommended that this 
work be allowed to be done, when needed, by contract, rather than to main- 
tain a division, which a considerable portion of the time would be unem- 
Ployed. Theconferees on the part of the Senate receded from this amend- 
ment, and also from Nos. 62, 63, and 64, which restored the appropriations 
for illustrations and engravings as recommended by the Secretary and as 
provided by the House biil. 

Amendment 78 provided for rearranging the bufldings of the Department, 
but the conferees on the of the two Houses agreed that in lieu of the 
Matter stricken out and by said amendment the words “and im- 
proving be inserted, and after the word “building,” in line 21, e 24, the 
words ‘not including the erection of new buildings” be inserted. ‘The con- 
ferees on the part of the House also receded from amendment No. 86, with 
2m amendment inserting in liew of the words stricken out, the words “or 
additional apartments not inclua the erection of new buildings.”’ 

The conferees on the part of the Senate receded from the amendments 
No. 32, restoring the salary of the pathologist to $2,500; No. 36, restoring the 
Salary of the chief of the division of forestry to 9,500; No. 37, restoring 
the salary of the assistant chief of division of records and % to $1,800: 
No. 42, providing a superintendent of seed room; Nos. 46 and 47, rearrang- 

the document and folding room, leaving the section as recommended 

_—_ eeeene of — ——— aS provided by the House bill; No. 49, a 
hanuge to conform to rulings made as to ments the Treas 

Department, and No 53 was a like change. - al —" 

Amendments Nos. 66 to 71, inclusive, relate to the purchase and distribu- 
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All of which is respectfully submitted 
\ H. HATCH, 
W. S. FORMAN 
DAN WAUGH 
Confereces on the part of th 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, the statement is a full and com- 
plete explanation of the report. The report is a full and 
plete agreement as to every Senate amendment except that on 
indicated in the last paragraph of the report. It is known a 
the million-dollar appropriation for the extermination in the 
Northwestern States of what is known as the Russian cactus or 
Russian thistle. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as that is the only amendment in disput 
between the two Houses, I move the adoption of the report; and 
upon that I demand the previous question. [ will then ask the 
House to insist upon its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate appropriating ihat million dollars, and on that will ar- 
range such reasonable time for debate as gentlemen on the other 
side will agree upon. 

Mr. PICKLER. I simply desire to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion: Whether the amount is retained in the bill for the distri- 
bution of seed as passed by the House? 

Mr. HATCH. It is the same exactly. There is no change 
made. There is $160,000 appropriated, $30,000 of it being for the 
monthly bulletins, or farmers’ bulletins and publications. The 
rest is exactly as it left the House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire toask the gentleman 
a question. 

Mr. HATCH. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I notice in this report that there is refer- 
ence to several restorations of salariesand of divisions. [I would 
like to ask the gentleman in charge of this appropriation bil! 
what would be the difference, if any, from the old condition, say 
of two years ago, in regard to this bill, so far as salaries are con- 
eerned. Will they not be substantially the same? 

Mr. HATCH. They will be substantially the same. There 
was, a3 I remember now, three chiefs ef divisions who were re- 
ceiving $2,000, while qll the other chiefs of divisions received 
$2,500. The House committee agreed, on the suggestion and 
strong recommendation of the Secretary of Agriculture, that 
all these chiefs of divisions should receive the same salariv 
and he advised and strongly recommended that the chief o! 
division of forestry and vegetable pathology should be increased 
to $2,500. That wasdone by the House, and the Senate struek 
them out; but the Senate receded from its amendment. There 
was also an increase in the salary of the statistician of $1,000. 
The Senate reduced that $500, and the House accepted the 
amendment, and receded from its position. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The Chairman will remember about a year 
ago there were reports, emanating from the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, of many curtailments in his office and reductions of ex- 
penditures. Whole divisions, if I recollect. correetly, were dis- 
posed of and the employés dismissed by him. Now, isit not true 
that in this bill all these divisions are restored and provision 
made for all those persons, or at least am equal number of per 
sons, to those who were dismissed under this plea of economy of 
a@ year ago? 

Mr. HATCH. So far as the divisions stand, they are practi 
cally the same asin the present law. The Seeretary has d 
missed and discharged quite a number of employésin the differ- 
ent divisions that he regarded as unnecessary; and of cours: 
where that has been done no provision has been made for t! 
salaries. 

Mr. HEPBURN. For instance, in this bill there is provision 
for a distribution of seed. Was not there «large number of per- 
sons dismissed from that division, from the uselessness, in the 
opinion of the Seeretary,of that provision; and are they not, 
under this provision of the bill to be restored? 

Mr. HATCH. The only officer of the seed division that is 
drawing a salary under that provision of the appropriation bil! 
and that is omitted from this is what is known as the super- 
intendent of the seed room. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I am asking not in regard to salaries, | 
in regard to expenditures. ; 

Mr. HATCH. There is one left out of this bill which was in 
the other bill, simply because the Secretary recommended the 
change and said that two salaried officers that connection 
were unnecessary; but substantially it is the same,and the 
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amount is increased as it was by the House from $130,000 to 
$160,000, the extra $30,000 to be devoted to the preparation, pub- 
lication, and distribution of farmers’ bulletins. 

The conference report was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. HATCH, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the conference report was adopted was laid on the ta- 
ble. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House in- 
sist upon its disagreement to the Senate amendment numbered 
65, known as the Russian thistle amendment, and agree to a con- 
ference. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

For the destruction of the Russian cactus(technically salsoli kali tragus), 
#1,000,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be a parsenes by the 
Secretary of Agriculture among the several States infested by Russian cac- 
tus, said apportionment to be made in accordance with the necessities of 
the case, to be ascertained by the Secretary, and to be paid to the governor 
of each of said States upon his oxeenens an obligation on behalf of his 
State that the sum so Ee shall be faithfully applied in connection with any 
sum which may be raised for that purpose in his State for the destruction 
of said cactus. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri moves that 
the House insist on its disagreement to this amendment and 
agree to the conference asked for by the Senate. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to move that the 
House agree to the Senate amendment? 

TheSPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. GEAR. Then | move that the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate just read. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I would like to come to some 
understanding with the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR], who 
has made that motion,as to what length of general debate he 
desires, if any? 

Mr. GEAR, I simply desire to state, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HATCH. I do not yield the floor yet. 

Mr. GEAR. I will not ask for any debate if the gentleman 
will let me make a brief statement. I simply desire to say that 
this amendment is of a good deal of importance to the people in 
my part of the country. 

It is a well-established fact, ponernty admitted by all who 
understand the subject, that this Russian thistle is the great 
evil which is troubling the agricultural communities of the North- 
west, in the Dakotas, and Northern Iowa. The peopleof Iowa 
would like to see the Government take some steps towards ex- 
tirpating it, and they believe that it is not only the right, but 
the duty, of the Government to take steps to extirpate this weed 
which threatens to overwhelm a large portion of the agricul- 
tural States of the Union. I therefore hope that the Senate 
amendment will be agreed to by the House. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I shall make only a brief state- 
ment arfl then will ask to have read from the Clerk's desk the 
sarees submitted by the Committee on Agriculture upon cer- 

n bills in relation to this subject. Two bills were introduced 
into the House, one by the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. 
rs ctmees mel Sere the other by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
BoEN] and referred by the Speaker, under the rules, to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. The question was a new one and the 
committee gave it the most courteous and exhaustive consider- 
ation. The gentlemen who had introduced these bills, Senator 
HANSBROUGH of North Dakota, the governor of North Dakota, 
and other gentlemen, were heard patiently and as fully as they 
desired, and after the most complete and exhaustive consider- 
ation of the subject the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BAKER] was instructed by the committee to report those bills 
to the House with the recommendation that they lie on the 
table, that being the unanimous report of the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

I had supposed that when this amendment was put upon the 
bill in the Senate it was done either by inadvertence or as a 
matter of humor. I did not think the idea would be seriously 
entertained by any considerable number, either in this or in 
the other branch of Congress, and it is to me almost incredible 
that the Senate of the United States by a direct vote should 
have put this rider on the agricultural bill. I now ask the 
House to listen to the report of the Committee on Agriculture 
upon the bills in relation to this subject that were introduced by 
the gentleman from North Dakota and the gentleman from 
Minnesota. 

The report (by Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire) was read, as 
follows: 

The Committee on Agriculture, to whom was referred the bills H. R. 4925. 
Hi. R. 5597, and H. R. 5745, each intending to provide for the destruction and 
extermination of the noxious plant or weed known as Russian thistle or 
Russian cactus (technically oli kali tragus), has had each of them under 
consideration, and leave to report the said several bills with the recom- 


mendation that they do not pass. 
Your committee has given these bills most careful and considerate atten- 
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tion, and has granted hearings, extending over several days, to all persons 
asking to be heard. 

Among those appearing before your committee in advocacy of the pro- 
po legislation were: Governor Shortridge,of North Dakota: Senator 

ANSBROUGH and Representative JOHNSON of the same State, and Represent- 
ative BORN of Minnesota. Your committee sought information concerning 
the nature, growth, and general characteristics of this alleged noxious weed 
from many other persons believed to be well qualified to give unbiaseq in- 
formation on these points. 

The advocates of Congressional legislation, as proposed in these bills, not 
only asserted that the weed is the worst known to agriculturists, but that 
national aid and authority are necessary tosecure its extermination. They 
presented statistics and evidence to show that it is rapid in growth; that 
each plant, oor the almost unlimited quantity of seeds it matures ang 
by the facility with which its ripened branches breaking from the main 
stem are driven by the wind, scattering its seeds over large areas of terri. 
tory, is capable of reproducing itself with remarkable celerity, each new 
plant in its turn becoming a fresh source of seed supply. In this way it js 
claimed the thistie advancesits frontiers of growth several miles each year, 
and it is generally believed that it is the most troublesome of all the weeds 
which infest the Western farms. 

On the other hand, there is no doubt that the Russian thistle is an annua) 
plant; that it dies each year and is propagated by seed only. It is evident. 
a that if it is destroyed before its seeds ripen it can not reproduce 

tself. 

Its extermination is certain if each farmer on his own lands will give sur. 
ficient care and attention to the destruction of these weeds before they ma- 
ture, and if the State and local authorities will combine to destroy it in the 
same way on highways and lands not in private ownership. Several of the 
States have statutes providing for the destruction of the Canadian thistle 
and other weeds, and if those statutes are amended so as to include the Rus- 
sian thistle, and if like statutes are enacted in other States, it is presumed 
no further legislation will be necessary. 

The service required will not be exceedingly burdensome, but prompt and 
efficient work, and, possibly, a repetition of the means adopted to destroy 
the thistle will be necessary to fully eradicate it. It may be done either by 
turning it under with the plow or by mowing it as often as is needed to pre- 
vent its seeds from ripening. 

The labor andexpense necessary to rid farms of this thistle is much less 
than that required to clear land in many localities or to prepare rocky farms 
for successful cultivation in others or to exterminate the Canadian thistle 
where it has become firmly established. 

Your committee are of the opinion that State and local authorities are 
fully able to eradicate this weed without national aid. 

In this view they are sustained by the farmers’ convention of Brown 
County, S. Dak. t a meeting held in March last at Aberdeen, in the 
oa where the weed is most troublesome, they expressed themselves as 

ollows: 

‘Resolved, That the reports made in the East of the damage caused by 
the so-called Russian thistle in this region have been greatly exaggerated 
to the detriment of our State, and that we, farmers of Brown County, in in- 
stitute assembled, know that by thorough cultivation we will be able to 
successfully deal with this annual weed.’ 

This is the voluntary statement, after due deliberation, of farmers who 
have had practical experience with the Russian thistle, and their opinion 
is sustained by many of the most capable botanists of our country, some 
of oe are connected with agricultural colleges and State experiment 
stations. 

There are those who claim that the thistle is not the pest which others 
represent it. Some farmers assert that it affords good pasturage for cattle 
and when cut at the proper time makes good hay. our committee does 
not attempt to reconcile the conflicting statements of those favoring and 
those opposing a national appropriation. Time and experience will deter- 
mine how far any profitable use can be made of the weed, and how best it 
can be removed if it is decided to exterminate it. 

Whether or not Congress can constitutionally appropriate public moneys 
as proposed by these bills, your committee has not thought it necessary to 
inquire. They are fully of the opinion that the Government has no proper 
authority to justify an invasion of private property for the purpose of de 
stroying these weeds. 

Those farmers who believe them to be a possible benefit would not codper- 
ate with national agente seeking to destroy them and might oppose such 
action, and they and others probably would claim damages for the destruc- 
a = their wheat or other crops destroyed in the effort to exterminate the 
thistle. 

This probability seems in itself to be a sufficientreason why Congress should 
not legislate as suggested, but when it is combined with the uncertainty 
arising from the conflicting statements in regard to the nature of the plant 
itself and the great doubt of the actual necessity for national aid in the 
premises the reasons against national interference become conclusive. 

Hence your committee is of the opinion that it is inexpedient to legislate 
as proposed by the said bills and recommend that they lie on the table. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, as that report was prepared by 
the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr BAKER], I will now 
yield him five minutes if he desires to supplement it with any 
remarks. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, at the present 
session of Congress the three bills that are referred to in the re- 

rt just read were referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

hat committee gave hearings to all who wished to be heard in 
regard tothem. Those hearings extended over several days. 
The whole subject was most thoroughly discussed before the 
committee ublicly, and subsequently by the committee, and as 
a result of that discussion the committee unanimously decided 
to report the bills eee They had before them not only 
the arguments in favor of the proposed legislation, but also an 
extended correspondence with botanists throughout the coun- 
try, especially with those at the agricultural stations, aud I think 
Iam correct in saying that without x pes dese there was not one 
of those botanists at the agricultural colleges or experimental 
stations who did not believe that the Russian thistle or cactus 
could be exterminated without national aid and that it was 1n- 
advisable to grant such aid. 

This alleged pest is a peculiar plant. It possesses very many 
elements which are threatening to the agriculturist; but on the 
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other hand it 1s such a plant that it can very easily be exter- 
minated. The principal point on that subject is this: This plant 
is an annual one; it dies with the year in which it grows, and 
never springs from the root. Consequently each year it must 
come from the seed, or there is no more thistle. his in itself, 
in my mind and in the minds of the committee, was sufficient 
to determine that the local farmers can exterminate the thistle 
without national aid. J 

These bills differed from the Senate amendment in this par- 
ticular: The bills provided that the expenditure of the money 
should be by Government agents. The Senate amendment pro- 
poses thatthe eegentieers of the money shall be by State agents, 
and that the only part which the National Government shall 
perform, wy + in finding the money, is to turn it over to the 
governors of the several States, to be used by them at their dis- 
cretion. This element of the Senate amendment is to my mind 
astill further objection to the appropriation; and I think the 
House, in the interest of economy and the interest of the people 
at large, should insist upon its disagreement, and should adopt 
the motion offered by the gentleman from Missouri, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Agriculture. 

Butin this particular the amendment of the Senate is still 
further objectionable: If this money is granted by the National 
Government upon any basis whatever, it will become the means 
by which claims against the Government will be brought by 
those whose land is invaded for the purpose of destroying the 
thistle. Of course, the thistle can not be destroyed while crops 
are growing in the same field without a destruction of a portion of 
the growing crop. If that growing crop is destroyed by the au- 
thority of the National Government, the owner of the crop is 
entitled to compensition; and this would be the beginning of 
thousands of claims which would pester Congress and afflict the 
Government for a score of years at least. 

Still, again, this thistle is not, according to the best evidence 
which the committee could obtain, so formidable as it is repre- 
sented to be. The farmers of Aberdeen County, in South Da- 
toka, have so expressed themselves in the resolution which is 
incorporated in the report I had the honor tomake. This plant 
is not so hard to extirpate as the Canadian thistle, which the 
farmers of many of the States have contended with for one hun- 
dred years. It is not sohard to exterminate as it is to clear the 
forests in many sections of the Union in order to make good 
farming land. It is notso hard to exterminate as it is to clear 
the rocks from the farms in very many purtions of the country— 
in my own State, for example, in connection with which I my- 
self have rendered service. 

Mr. BOEN. Does the gentleman regard rocks and trees as 
noxious to agriculture in the same sense that this weed is? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The gentleman’s question, 
of course, answers itself, because the rocks and trees are not so 
rapid in their growth as the thistle. But the rocks and the 
trees do not die with the end of the year, as the thistle does. 
And right there comes the grand distinction which I thank my 
friend for presenting. 

Mr. BOEN. Does the gentleman regard rocks and trees as 
enemies or pests threatening the interests of the farming com- 
munity? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Rocks arealwaysa damage 
to agricultural land; and free rock which rolls with the plow or 
the harrow is particularly damaging; and where a country is 
covered with heavy forests it is impossible to make that section 
an agricultural community until the trees shall have been re- 
moved; and so far as it is necessary togive labor for the removal 
of those trees, just so far are they an obstacle to agriculture. 
A like expenditure of time, money, and exertion would in two 
years rid the entire Northwest of this Russian thistle; and for 
such a matter as that it seems to be mere play to ask this House 
to appropriate a million dollars of the public funds to aid in the 
destruction of something which, according to the assertion of 
“iz many, is a blessing and not a curse. 

r. HULICK. What was proposed by any of the persons 
who appeared before your committee as to the manner in which 
the money should be expended to exterminate this thistle? 
What practical plan did they suggest, if any? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The plan suggested was 
that of most of the bills. I think the plans did not vary in that 
respect. I will read from one of these bills for the gentleman's 
enlightenment: 

That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized and directed to 
appoint two competent agents, one atan annual sal: of $1,800, the other at 
an annual salary of $1,600, whose duty it shall be, under instructions from 
the Secretary of Agriculture, to make examinations and investigations at 
such points as may by him be deemed necessary and report to him with 
respect to the extentof the noxious plant or weed commonly known as Rus- 

thistle or Russian cactus (in technical language, Salsola kali t )in 
any of the States or Territories of the Union, and upon receipt of conclu- 


sive information through said agents that such noxious plant or weed ex- 
and is growing and thriving upon any of the lands in anv State or Ter- 
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ritory, it shall be the dnty of the Secretary of Agriculture to make a com- 

p-ehensive division of the total area reported by said agents to be infested 

with Russian thistle or Russian cactus into suitable and convenient dis- 

tricts, not exceeding forty in number, and to appoint one superintendent, 

* a salary of 8% per diem and necessary expenses, for each of the said forty 
stricts. 





Provision is also made for the employment of subagents; and 
the money appropriated by the bill is to be used by them for the 
purpose of eradicating this thistle, which eradication can be ac- 
complished in two ways: One by plowing and thus turning the 
thistle under, so that no seed willripen; the other by mowing it 
with the scythe and thus destroying its capacity to yield seed 
from which new plants can spring. 

Mr. HULICK. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
Hampshire another question. Was it contemplated that any of 
the appropriation to be made by this bill was to be used forany 
other purpose than for salaries to officers to execute the law, or 
was it contemplated that any of it was to be appropriateé to the 
farmers themselves, to give them employment in the destruc- 
tion of this weed? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. None was to be used in any 
other way than under the direction of the agentsof the Govern- 
ment. Of course it would have been possible for them to have 
employed the farmers as assistants. 

Mr. HATCH. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. GEAR]. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Before that I wish to ask the 
gentleman from New Hampshire a question with his consent. 
This isa new matter to me practically. Will the gentleman 
state where this thistle is to be found principally, and whether 
it is increasing or spreading in extent? 

Mr. BAKER of NewWampshire. It is mainly found in the 
two Dakotas, in Iowa and Nebraska, and it is supposed to be in- 
creasing as the seeds mature and scatter. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Then it isincreasing? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That is the fact. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, I favor this appropriation for the 
reason that it is a well established fact, that with the incoming 
to this country of a new people from Russia called the Men- 
nonites, these seed came also and have taken root throughout 
the Northwest and are spreading rapidly in Northern Iowa and 
Nebraska, and in the Dakotas. Lt seems to meeminently fit and 
proper, in view of the facts, that the Federal Government should 
take charge of the matter and inaugurate prompt steps, if possi- 
ble, to eradicate what is recognized by allasagrowing evil. Ido 
not care whether it is done by the governors of the States or by 
the Agricultural Department, but. some remedy should be ap- 
plied by virtue of which this plant may be exterminated. 

The gentleman from Missouri expresses great surprise at the 
Senate proposing thisamendment. Why, bless the gentleman's 
soul, is he not surprised every hour in the day when the con- 
ferees of the House, meeting the conferees on the part of the 
Senate on the amendments of that body to the pending tariff 
bill, report themselves unable to come to any terms? 

He doubts also the constitutionality of this act. Why, itisa 
well-known fact that it is within the Federal power to go into 
every farmyard in every county and commonwealth of every 
one of the States, and wherever they find the evil of pleuro- 

neumonia take charge of theinfected animals and destroy them 

n order to eradicate the disease. Does the gentleman not know 
that the Government provides for the payment, if I understand 
it aright, of the parties who have their cattle destroyed in this 
way? The power of the Governmentisample and undisputed in 
regurd to matters of this kind which may affect the general wel- 
fare. 

To me it seems only reasonable that this money should be ap- 
propriated. It is true the Secretary of Agriculture has pro- 
posed aremedy. Hisremedy is that the sheep of North Dakota, 
which are fond of the plant, shall eat it all up. Why, bless the 
Secretary of Agriculture, does not he know that under the Demo- 
cratic tariff policy, if carried out, there would be no sheep in 
North or South Dakota, in Nebraska or Ohio, or anywhere else? 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. NORTHWAY. We have two or three millions to sell in 
Ohio, cheap now. 

Mr. GEAR. Yes; dog cheap. Sheep that a year or two ago 
would have brought $4 a head at ready sale, are slow now at 50 
to 75 cents in my country, and I suppose it is so in the State rep- 
resented by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That is correct. 

Mr. GEAR. [hope the motion to concur in the Senate amend- 
ment will be adopted. It seems to me that the evidence ad- 
duced before the Senate, and which can be and will be produced 
here in afew momenis, affords ample ground for the concurrence 
in this amendment. 

I yield the remainder of the time to the gentleman from Ili 
nois{Mr. CANNON]. 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want only a few minutes. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from Iowa has yielded the re- 
mainder of the time to the gentleman from I[llinois. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think I shall want from five to 
eight minutes. 

r. HATCH. Very well, after the gentleman has exhausted 
the time allowed to him by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I have not given this 
subject that careful consideration that has been given to it by 
the Committee on ran eye I can only take the repurts 
that have been made to the Senate and the House, and the in- 
formation given to us by the officials connected with the De- 
partment of Agriculture. When I take these I find—taking 
the report of the Senate—that this thistle in 1878 to 1880 made 
its first appearance; that it has alreadyspread over 70,000 square 
miles in the wheat-growing region of the Northwest. 

I find in North and South Dakota that two-thirds of those 
States are already covered, not only the private lands, but the 

ublic lands as well. I find that it has extended to Minnesota, 

Jisconsin, Iowa, Nebraska, and Wyoming. I find that the De- 
partment of Agriculture reports year before last the loss to ag- 
riculture from this thistle was $2,000,000, and last year the loss 
was $5,000,000. 

[ find from the report of the botanist of the Agricultural De- 
partment—long in office, and, I presume, efficient, because the 
Secretary still retains his services-—this extract, which I will 
read senrg his report, and I beg the attention of the House while 
T read it: . 


A study of this question for the past two years by the Department of Ag¢- 
riculture shows conclusively that the progress of this weed can be stopped 
only by uniform, concerted action di the same season or seasons over 
the whole infested area. 


A half a dozen States, with, I believe, 70,000 square miles of 
territory, being the area now covered. 

The facts ab in hand show also that the pages of the Russian 
thistle is rapid and thatif any determined action is to be taken — it, 
it may be taken far more economically in the immediate. future than after 
the expiration of a few years. 

Listen: 

It is undoubd weed 
damage caused by it in fature years will annually reach $25,000 

There is the condition. Now, if that be true, as we are as- 
sured by this high authority, is itnottime for action to be taken 
by the Federal Government? It seems to meitis. Gentlemen 
say there is no constitutional power. So they said as to the 
stamping outof pleuro-pneumonia; but those of us who were here 
at the inception of thatap ropriation will recollect thatthe po- 
sition was taken that under the Federal Constitution, in the 
poe of a great evil that throughout the length and 

readth of the country, and which could not be reached other- 
wise, the Federal Constitution was broad enough and strong 
enough to authorize So to attain the object in view. 
We made those app riations and they have been successful. 

One further word, Itis not sufficient that North or South 
Dakota, or Iowa, or one county or many, should take this action 
alone. Concert of action is what is needed, and if this official 
in the Agricultural Department tells the truth, it is our duty to 
commence, and to commence now, in this work, especially as 
over half of the lands in the Dakotas are good lands. One 
further remark and I kave done. We now have 70,000,000 
people in this country. Gentlemen have been in the habit of 
saying that these lands in the far West and the Northwest are 
not of much account. Nolongerhave we public lands where the 
rains fail reliably, so as to make good crops. With apopulation 
ever increaging, to be increased many times before another cen- 
tury elapses, it is absolutely certain and sure that all this coun- 
try referred to is to be utilized, and to be of the best agricul- 
tural lands on earth, by appropriating the water from all the 
rivers, including the Missouri, by way of irrigation; to be reén- 
forced many times in amount by wisely storing the storm waters, 
so as to ir 7 these lands. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HATCH. I yield one minute more to the gentleman. 

Mr.CANNONoflIllinois. Inmy judgment, for the presentand 
in the near future, as that country is sparsely settled and r, 
and it is not ee oe for them to codperate, I submit whether 
itis not our duty to make this appropriation under apt provi- 
sions, which I am willing to intrust to the Committee on Agri- 
culture under the leadership of its able chairman, and to com- 
mence this work. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield five m.autes to the-gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. BoEN]. 

Mr. BOEN. Mr. Speaker, when about six months ago I in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. 4925) providing for the destruction and 
extermination of the noxious plant or weed known as saltwort, 
or Russian thistle, or cactus, so little was known about this sub- 
jectthat it was considered an untimely move on my part, because 


very few people thought there were any of these thistles jy 


our State. Now, Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk to hava P 
read a bulletin issued by the University of Minnesota on this p 
subject. a 


The Clerk proceeded to read. 

Mr. BOEN. Mr. Speaker, in order not to occupy the time o! D 
the House, I ask unanimous consent to have that bulletin printe ‘ 
in the RECORD. 9 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks un 1 


mous consent to print in the RecorD the document which } t 
has sent to the desk. Is there objection? 1 
There was no objection. c 
The bulletin is as follows: : 
THE RUSSIAN THISTLE, OR RUSSIAN TUMBLEWEED c 

(Willet M. Hays.] é 


The Russian thistle, or Russian tumbleweed (Salsoli kali, vai 
was brought from Russia, probably withoflaxseed, where it is said 
most serious pest. From avery small start,in ten or more yea 
gotten avery strong hold in one or two counties in South Dakota 
six years more it has rapidly spread by the aid of the wind so a 
oughly infest and cover numerous South Dakota and several Norti 
counties, and the great body of the advance is nearly to the western 
of our own State. By the aid of the railroads coming eastward t! 
has much more rapidly advanced upon us than its natural mode of tr: 

before thefwind would enable it to do. It infests our State a 
= ‘ts, and has even passed through our own State and is causin 

y appearing at Madison, Wis., and at other points. It has shown 
ity to travel, and to thrive in a variety of conditions by migcratin 
ward through Iowa, Nebraska, and even into more remote States. 

In it has been found in nearly thirty counties: Our ra 
lines are dotted or fringed with the weed at many points, and arow 
stockyards and pacy of our large terminal elevator centers it has ; 
firm and dangerous hold. It is now so situated that it can very rapid!: 
tribute from these centers and from the many Others sure to be 
infested bythe further importation into our State, and if left uncont: 
it will soon become a common and nicious weed. The great body 
weed invasion will come upon us through our western border be! 
winds which drive unhin across our nearly treeless and fen 
Western prairies. Likewise from the centers infested within the State 
the winds roll these weeds into our fields, scatter seeds along our w 
roads, and into every nook where a weed can thrive, will this pest | 
place to center as a nuisance. 

When young this tumbleweed is an innocent appearing plant and y 
not compete strongly with grass and other plants for a place. In ' 
early stage of its growth it isa soft, succulent kind of herbage not uncer 
ful to stock. But if given a roomy nook, as on a freshly made go; 
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mo ample room in a fleld of eee or plenty of air and sun 1 
along the wheel tracks in the highway, it grows as few other weeds « 


Ww 
oT thrives in. our richest soils and does nearly as well when drougih: « 
hot winds choke most other weeds into very modest achievements. ‘1 
tumbleweed is like our common prairie tumbleweed (Amarantus al! 
some of its characters, looks like it, in fact, from a distance when mi: 
grows in newly broken land or along roadways, and is like it in its ma: 
of tumbling before the wind. On closer examination, the plant is found 
be very erent from the common tumbleweed. Whenr its stems 
much tougher and stiffer, enabling it to ride longer in the wind before bei 
torn to pisces. At this stage of growth the slender, soft leaves born dur 
its early s have partly fallen off, and at each joint on the stem 
several leaf-like spines, both strong and sharp. These are so rigid!) 
horses’ legs are much injured by forcing them to pass through a grow 
thenearly mature weeds. In an illustration made by Dr: Otto Lugger. dra 
ings of partsiof a stem, of flowers, etc., show the botanical feature 


weed. 

The flower is in the axils of the leaf-like spines. The flower paris 
all fall off, but within them is Ceveloped the strange seed. This is sim: 
small, long, cylindrical-shaped seed or germ pony, the size of the sha 
pin, at the lower or root end, and the whole coiled up into the 
of a rather fiat snail shell. Around thisis athin shell or covering. | 
“meat” is laid up outside or around the germ as is the case in most 
The seed is greenish until quite ripe when it turns to a dark brownis! 
and changes to a fairly hard seed. But the important fact is that th 
ee pe yw class which is easily penetrated by water, will germ 
recdily, and is not liable to live longin the soil, evenif buried at some « 
as would such hard, oily seeds as mustard and clover. 

Weeds large enough for good “tumblers” before the wind rarely 
=_——e eB small grain. They come from breaking, fallow 

ee ly made mounds and like places where the native s 
porarily destroyed and no mronety competing plants have as ye 
control. In fields of wheat the plants are crowded out of their natu 
or spreading form of growth and grow more or less erect among | 
They rarely grow tall, but if the grain has only a poor chance to thicken } 
culms by ‘‘stoo! ,”’ as was the case in the Dakotas during the dry Jun 
last year, the wi grows in large numbers among the wheat, and in 
spots in the grain produces some large plants. 

In seasons Where the moisture enables the wheat to grow vigorously 
ing the early part of the season most of the Russian tumbleweeds ¢ 
o very small or are crowded todeath. Where they grow 1 to 2 feet tr 
and rather thick among the wheat it is difficult to drive teams thro 
them, es causing great pain to the horses’ legs; and the harv: 
ofttimes can not cut through the hard weeds, but must give way to 
header, which is run above the thistles, taking only the heads of the g: 

In rare cases the weeds w as high as the wheat and even the header 
not work. In cultiva —. as potatoes and corn, the oecasiona! 
left bythe careless farmer is liable to develop into the most robust tu 
weed 2 to 5 feet in diameter, and in a crop of thin wheat the masses « 
thistle grow large'and thick enough so as to be massed together by th 
into approved ‘‘tumblers”’ of large size. 

The great fact that this weed can and does travel from one farm to an- 
other; from waste-or Government lands into the fields of careful hus)sn- 
men; from the corporate or public highways to adjacent or remote tie! 's ‘ 
the cleanly farmer, brings before our States and even the General (0" 
ment anew —@ sudden and imperative duty. The individual 
notdeal with thisfoe any more than hecan ee from yellow feve! 
letloosein the streets. The power of the Government to bring abou! 4 ©” 
operative, enforced, systematic, and comprehensive fight must be brous® 
into use before the pest has spread from the — comparatively smallil’ 
fested areasto the entire country. Andif the State, possibly with aid and 
codperation of the General Government, compels one man to prevent tis 
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ree spreading from his lands, it assumes the responsibility of com- 
> rineovery cubes ftndowner tolikewise keep it in check, tbat he who com- 

lies With the law may accomplish his purpose and not merely spend labor 

and money and have the weed again come on his fields from surrounding 
lands. F ‘ 
puring a recent Visit to the infested region in South Dakota, I found that 
many farmers were making heroic efforts to keep this weed out of their 
own lands, but asthe State does not execute its law compelling others to do 
the same, these farmers are placed ata great disadvantage, as their flelds 
are constantly reinfested by the weeds being blown from roadways, public 
lands, and from the flelds of other farmers. 

This weed is not going to ruin Minnesota if it does gain entrance to every 
farm. But it is a good business proposition to invest enough of energy to 
prevent its ever getting a stronghold in the State. Every dollar spent on 
complete eradication will save hundreds in loss of crops and in the ever- 
jasting warfare which must be hereafter kept up if this pestis notsubdued. 
Asharp, decisive contest is better than a weary, long-drawn fight which we 
can only bequeath to the coming generation. A successful fight would be a 
great and needed lesson in weed eradication. % 

Three alternatives are offered. First. Take no advantage from our asso- 
dation in organized towns, counties, States, and nation, but allow each 
farmer to fight his own battles with the weeds blowing on his lands during 
most months of the year from surrounding fields, roads, etc. Second. Make 
and exeeute laws preventing the ripening of all weeds which grow large 
enough to be blown before the wind, and to prevent their being spread by 
such means as railroads and grain dealers. is plan would result in the 
weed spreading only very slowly to sections not now infested. If the law 
were faithfullyexecuted it would result in the farmer who strongly desired 
to keep his land clean of the weed being able todo so. ‘The presence in all 
infested regions of small plants among grain and in otherplaces where they 
would not develop into large weeds would, however, be a constant menace 
and source of trouble and e nse. The seeds are rather light and have 
something of a wing which will enable the wind to carry them across snow 
in winter. Third. Make State laws under which, with some aid from the 
General Government,'the weed might, if eon be completely eradicated. 
lf practicable this plan would in the end be far more econo: al. Killing 
out the last plant of so widely distributed a weed would indeed be difficult. 
No one has yet investigated the subject enough to be warranted in saying 
whether or not it is practicable, or not economy, to try to eradicate this 
pest as was done with pleuro-pneumonia in cattle. 

This whole matter should be carefully considered from a purely business 
standpoiniand a plan devised whereby the States affected and even the Gen- 
eral Government could unite in enacting laws under which all individuals, 
corporations, and governing powers could cooperate to handle this weed in 
the most businesslike and practical manner. A strong commission of men 
should be appointed to look up all the economic, the agricultural, the busi- 
ness, and the legal aspects of the case and report suggestions of a general 

lan under Which the josrmaleing bodies of States and Government could 
Pitelligently act. Recent careful study of the affected territory has made 
me a firm believer that the necessary energyand money to control, and pos- 
sibly to eradicate, this weed could be expended by the farmers, the States, 
and the General Government to the advantage of all. 


HoW TO BRADICATE THE RUSSIAN TUMBLE WEED IN MINNESOTA AND PRE- 
VENT ITS GETTING ON OUR FARMS. 


A year’s experience will tell us how to meet the difficulties. No one has 
heretofore been able to fight this weed alone. Itis an annual, however, 
grows from the seed each year, and the plants are easily killed by means of 
the hoe, cultivator, orany tool or implement which will uproot or seriously 
disturbthem. They are easily pulled up, and when turned under with the 
plow they die. The individuals are easily killed. If all plants large enough 
to travel before the wind are kept from ripening, the weed wil! not be very 
hard to eradicate on each farm. 

By preventing plants from seeding for two years the pest would disap- 
pear. Thatmight not be possible. But it looks reasonable that the plants 
could so nearly all be kept down for two years that occasional sources of 
remaining danger points could be found and looked after, and ina few years 
the land be freed entirely from the t. The essential need is, nctto allow 
any plants to mature seeds, especially plants large enough to roll. The 
seeds already ripe in the land should be encourags3d to germinate that they 
may be killed by plow, hoe, frost and other agencies. There is no easy 
“cure-all,” no specificexcept eternal vigilance; brains for a planand willing 
hands on the spot to do the work at the right time. 

The methods enumerated below are along the line we must act—they are 
written before, not after, the execution of the work, and apply to the sec- 
tion worst infested and to the scattering patches in Minnesota. They will 
suggest to the ingenious farmer and to the official what he can do under 
his conditions. 

METHODS IN CULTIVATED LANDS, 


1. The — manure fallow, when large flelds must be dealt with, is vaiu- 
able, if rightly managed, to kill Russian thistle, and other weeds as well. 
Two plowings are necessary. The best way is to plow shallow in May or 
June and sow half a bushel per acre of millet or 2 bushels of oats, and plow 
under when beginning to head out. The humus gotten into the soil will 
amply re the cost. of the seed for the green manure, though the thistles 
can be as effectively treated without the crop of green manure. After the 
last plowing the field should be gone over, with the hoe if necessary, to de 
— stray plants. 

2 Early fall plowing of stubble, done as soon as the grain can ee be 
stacked or threshed, will kill most of the weeds if great care is given to 
thoroughness and plowing before any seeds are ripe enough to grow. 

3. The bare fallow in some cases is the best means to use in cnitivated 
lands. To make it the most effective the grain shocks of the previous crop 
should be stacked as soon as dry, not waiting to thresh out of the shock 
unless it can be done at once; and the stubble immediately plowed or even 
disked to kill unripe weeds or to bury ripe seedsthat may surely be induced 
togerminate. The land in most sections should the next season be twice 
weomee, once in June or July, and where necessary at or after har- 
vest. practised at present where the land lies from one harvest through 
the entire season, with only once ee in midsummer, the bare 
fallow often is productive o the largess “tumblers,” and spreads the weeds. 

4. Annual hay crops grown i of manure wii! likewise serve a 
good purpose, and in sections where hay is no longer plentiful will pay 
asacrop. By very early fall plowing, then plowing shallow in spring and 
seeding to millet, oats, oats and peas, sowed corn, or other crop for cured 
hehann ta ased for two ears, and will Ho practically Mitat out ine al 

o years, and w rac ou : 

areallowed to blowinto tho field, re ; 7 a 

9. tiva crops, early fall plowing, fallowing, among which eve 
Stray plant not killed by means of the cultivator is destroyed: by the hoa, 
& very effective means of killing out Russian tumble weed; and these crops, 

y corn and potatoes, can be much extended with profit onour wheat 
farms, but poorly tended they are a source ¥ infection. A few plants al- 
lowed room and cultivation will develop into the largest and most danger- 
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ous tumble weeas. Thorough work with the cultivator supplemented by 
complete hoe work up to the latter partof August will surely leave no plants 
with age enough to mature their seeds before frost. 

6. Mowing and burning the stubbles and weeds as soon as the grain crop 
is off and before the weed seeds are ripeisa valuable means where the weeds 
are thick and can not be well turned under with the plow. This plan fol- 
lowed by one of the methods stated above would be effective. The Russian 
tumble weed and grain stubble will not as a rule burn readily in the fall, at 
least not until many of the seeds have ripened, unless first mowed and 
dried. Insome cases they may be burned after mowing with raking, 
which is an advantage, as seeds are thus destroyed which might hav 
caped the mower. In other cases they must be more or less ral 
Plants mowed before the seeds are quite ripe will probably 
more tightly. 

7. Mow or hoe patches in the grain flelds where a poor stand of ain ha 
allowed them todevelopintolarge weeds. This is necessary to avoid 
to teams and machines at harvest time, and also to prevent the developm 
of large ‘‘tumblers,’’ which if allowed to ripen may be blown about, s« 
ing the seeds. Generally the scythe will do the work. The hoe or even 
horse mowing machine may at times be better. 

8 Plow under poor grain crops for green manure if they promise to pa) 
but little more than the cost of harvesting and thrashing, and are filled wit! 
a thick growth of Russian tumble weeds. It sometimes pays to be heroic 
this. The plowing can be done early when there is little pressing work | 
do. The green crop of hay and weeds will make much humus or fertility in 
the soil and a chance for double profits on the crop the next season. Some- 
times green manuring and summer fallowing are objectionable means | 
dry, wind-swept sections on account of resulting blowing or drifting of | 
fine surface soil. 


HIGHWAYS, RAILWAYS, GRASS LANDS, COMMONS, GROVES. 


Total eradication outside of cultivated fields is not so easily accomplishe 
as in the lands used for grain and hoed crops. 

9. Infested highways which have been shaped up with the elevating wrader 
or the reversible road machine can be easily kept ciean of the weeds by on 
or few dressings during the summer with the reversible road machine 
Plants which eseape this treatment can be cut with hoe. In some cases it 
will pay to ‘ break and back-set’’ the roadway to kill out the weeds. The 
farmer can use this land for crops or it can soon be seeded down to gra 
timothy, Kentucky blue grass; red top and white clover being the best mi 
ture I can recommend. Road ditches should be built of such shape or form 
that they are not weed strongholds. Road officersshould look sharply afte: 
the weeds in all highways and see that the farmers keep them from seedin 
along their lands or that the roads are kept free of weeds at the expense o/ 
the township. Farmers should be encouraged to farm the land to the whe: 
track along infested highways. 

10, Along rough highways and on the railway right of way “breaking an 
back-setting,’’ possibly followed by a year of bare fallowing, then the nex 
~~ soeng. to grass, will sometimes be the most economical measu 

sually the hoe thoroughly applied is the best remedy. The scythe leav« 
low-lying branches uncut to ripen seeds. Our railway right of ways as wel! 
as our highways in all sections of country should be left in such shape, 
when being constructed, that they can be seeded to grasses which are easi! 
mowed or “ back fired,”” both to lessen the number of escaping fires and to 
abate the weed nuisance. 

ll. Pastures and meadows, whether native or wild, need attention. “Break 
ing and back-setting,” then growing crops, and treating, as in 1 to 8 above 
is safest. In grass lands left undisturbed, the hoe in the hands of careful 
men in August is probably the best means. A foreman on horseback follow 
ing and constantly ——— the work of a gang of a dozen men could rap 
idly cet over the prairie or tame pasture or meadow and do the work 
effectively and cheaply, as in a similar way we pull mustard. Prof. Bolley 
of North Dakota experiment station, says: ‘‘A comparatively smal! force « 
workmen would sufiice to destroy all weeds upon road margins and the wild 
lands of the worst infested townships in the State.”’ Thus could the larger 
weeds, which develop in gopher mounds, fire breaks, and similar places on 
the prairies, be destroyed, and the plants, kept small by the thick growt! 
grass, might thus be gradually eradicated. 

12. Cities and towns in Minnesota in which this weed has obtained a ! 
should, in the common interest, and in justice to the farmers who patron 
ize them, at once take measures to prevent not only all large plants fro: 
blowing about and spreading the weed, but see that no seeds are ripened in 
the next years. Cities and towns are strongholds for this pest which thr 
farmers can not reach; and as towns are now centers from which the w 
is spreading there is nothing improper in theirtaking theinitiative. Ever 
waste lot or block in every town or city should be broken and sowed to Ken 
tucky blue grass and white clover. Aside from keeping out this and oth 
weed pests, such a practice would make our towns look much prettier and 
cleaner. 

13. Prevention of spreading.—The greatest barrier to the spreading of the 
Russian tumble weed is the prevention of all plants growing large enough 
to roll before the wind. If every township can be so organized this summer 
as to prevent spreading by the wind, each farmer can successfully fight his 
own battles, and all working together could in two or three years eradicate 
the weed. Railroads have helped to spread it. They should vigorously set 
about cleaning it off their right of way and out of their depot yard 
Township road overseers and citizens should not hesitate to notify the rail 
road of the presence of the weeds on the right of way and in depot yards, 
and to see that the companies look after keeping their poogeaees clean. 

14. Fences catch the *“‘tumbiers” and keep them outof the fleld. Wire 
fences serve a3 good purpose, though the weeds often pile high and blow 
over. Threerowsof Russian ‘sunflower around a field inside the fence, rows 
3 to 4feet apart and seeds a foot or less apart in therow and wellcultivated 
so as to grow tall and strong, would make something of a hedge, but are 
only temporary and not very promising. The heads make good feed for 
poultry and other stock, while the stalks remain erect all winter, Willow 
hedges in. double rows 20 feet apart, and cuttings a foot apart in the row 
make the best of hedges. A row or two of plums between the two rows of 
willows is suggested as an improvement. Hedges and timber belts, how- 
ever, are the hardest place from which to rid out the last weed, because hard 
to cultivate. 

15. Ripe seeds should bo burned wherever it is possible to burn the field 
over or to burn piles of the weeds. Thus willit be possibleto kill very many 
seeds in the spring or late inthe fall. Wherever an opportunity offers in a 
strong wind in dry weather unusual efforts should be put forth to burn 
stubble and prairie grass. Mowing, raking, and then burning will also 
assist to kill many weeds. An iron drag with team hitched 12 feet away 
by means of a gas-pipe crosstree and chains or wires and dragged through 
the field of ripe thistles, with fire burning the thistles caught in the 
drag as it is run along the side of the fleld and against the wind—is often the 
most practical way of burning ripe Russian thistles. 


GENERAL PRECAUTIONS 


Infested flax, millet, and buckwheat seeds, or seeds of other crops hat- 
vested late in the fall after the Russian thistle has ripened, cause the spread 
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of this weed. Farmers should carefully examine all seeds coming from a 
distance and discard all having seeds of this or any other noxious weed. 
As these seeds are rather light they can be nearly all cleaned out of most 
kinds of grain by using a common fanning mill with its blast and sieves 
properly adjusted. 

Railways and individuals handling grains, stock, or other farm products 
from infested districts should be compelled to use care in cleaning cars at 
only certain places where the weeds may be destroyed and to use proper 
care in preventing the spread of this weed. 

LAWS ARE NEEDED. 

The two Dakotas have fairly goed laws, and Nebraska, Minnesota, Iowa, 
and Wisconsin, and possibly other States, should each at the earliest possi- 
ble opportunity enact laws making it obligatory for the proper officials of 
each township, city, anc county to see that this weed is controlled. As to 
whether it is practicabie to entirely eradicate the Russian thistle from the 
country, there is a diversity of reasonable opinion. But that the State and 
General Government owes to every farmer enough of protection that this 
seed may not be blown upon his fields from surrounding lands and road- 
ways all must admit. hether it is wise for the Government to aid the 
States in a trial at utter eradication is one question; the consideration of 
practical laws looking to preventing the ri ning and blowing about of all 
weeds large enough to roll before the wind is another question. Any of 
these States refusing to do at least this much is not loyal to its own citi- 
zens nor careful of the inte rests of its neighbors. And the Government to 
be loyal to one or two of its young States and their farmers may find it wise 
to give material support as Well as its great moral support to laws looking 
to the eradication of this new pest. 

The ind!vidual farmer can fight his own battle if the State will provide 
so that he need not fight it over again the next year. It might be far 
cheaper in the end to entirely eradicate the weed than to continually fight 
it, as the farmer must be given a chance to keep his land clean if he is so 
disposed. With the weeds blowing upon his farm every year he must aaa 
his farming to the presence of this weed, and _ the farmers in affected dis- 
tricts recognize this as a very serious pest. Real-estate dealers, however, 
do not all recognize that this or any other disadvantage exists in their sec- 
tion of the country. Let the State make and execute a good law and three- 
fourths of our farmers, if not nearly all, would learn that total eradication 
on their own lands is economy. It would not be very difficult to execute a 
law preventing the ripening of all the large weeds. would in the main 
ae the rapid spread of the weed and its entire eradication could be taken 
up in any section or in the entire country. 

IEivery farmer should try to prevent the ripening of all ‘‘tumblers” on his 
lands and in the township and county. He should also favor and work for 
the making and the execution of some reasonable, comprehensive, and 
efficient laws. Figures 2 and 3 show Russian tumble w at stage When 
nearly ready to blossom and when all stray plants should be destroyed as 
recommended in sections 9 to 15. 


Mr. BOEN. Now, Mr.Speaker,as the representative of one of 
the greatest wheat-growing districts in the country, which is 
threatened with the destruction of its interests by the spread of 
this thistle, I ask that the motion of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. GEAR] be sustained and that we stand by the action of the 
Senate in this matter. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. If the powers of the General Govern- 
ment are to be abused in this way, the gentleman should include 
cockleburrs, and running briers, and sassafras sprouts, and sage 
grass, and all that. 

Mr. BOEN. Very well, if you represent a district which is 
threatened with destruction by those things, make your motion 
and we will stand by you. 

Mr. HATCH. I E eld five minutes to the gentleman from 
South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER]. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I know the difficulty there is 
in the House in resisting the recommendations of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture in reference tothismatter. I understand 
that the theory of this a oy riation is not that our people are 
going to surrender to t ussian thistle. I know all about 
this weed. One trouble which we have to contend with in our 
Northwestern weer is that we have such an abundantly rich 
soil that this weed, like other forms of vegetation, becomes so 
enlarged that it is difficult to deal with. 

lt grows up in that fertile ground, and I have seen plenty of 
these weeds when ripe from 3 to 4feet high and at least 6 feet 
in diameter. We have such rich soil that we produce these 
weeds to a very ae size. Now, the theory on which this ap- 

ropriation should be granted is not so much, as I understand 
it, to help our individual farmer as it is that the Government 
should defend itself. The trouble is here. I have a quarter of 
section of land in my State and on two or three sides of that 
land is Government tand. I may exterminate this thistle on my 
land, but next year it is reseeded from the Government land, 
and so it will be year after year until somebody takes possession 
of that land, and I will be compelled year after year to get these 
thistles off my land and it will bereseededagain. It is the duty 
of the Government, gentlemen, to take care of its own. It is 
its duty to keep this land so that settlers can go on to it. 

Mr. FUNK. I wouldlike toask the gentleman to explain why 
there is so much Government land if it issuch valuable and pro- 
ductive land, and why is it not taken up by settlers? 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, there isa great deal of land in the 
West where the population of this country has been going to the 
cities in the last few years, but I want to tell the gentlemanfrom 
Illinois that there is plenty of land out there yet that is as good 
or better than that in the State of Illinois, and there is no coun- 
try where there are so many consecutive acres of land and none 
of it waste land, as in North and South Dakota, and in that I 
defy contradiction. 
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Mr. LUCAS. And it did not take forty years to settle jt 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Is it nota fact that this Seed 
will not take hold except in cultivated land? a 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no; it will grow along the roadside 
where the plow has never been, or anywhere stock have beer 
tramping about. It does not grow well on the prairie uni) 
stock has tramped it in. 7 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The Secretary of Agriculty), 
stated to me in a conversation the other day that the Gover». 
ment land was safe from it, because it would only take hol ;, 
cultivated land. 5 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no; thatis a mistake. It grows alono 
the roadside, where the stock tramp, and along the creek. j 
know all about that, so far as that idea is concerned. 7 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The Secretary of Agricultyys 
certainly made that statement to me the other day in a convo». 
sation. . 

Mr. PICKLER. He is wrong, so far as that is concerned, 

The trouble is the Government keeps this seed on its land jy 
sufficient amount to reseed our lands from year to year. Woe are 
not a powerless people, just as the farmers of Brown County saiq 
in this meeting they had. Our farmers would ask no help go {ay 
as taking this off their own lands isconcerned. We are able to 
do that. We area thrifty andindustrious people who are not 
afraid of work; we are developing that great country; but we 
say it is not fair that our land shall be reseeded year after yeqy 
with this Russian thistle from the Government lands. : 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. HATCH. I yield five minutes to the gentleman fron 
North Dakota. , 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Speaker, in the grea: 
pressure for time I do not wish to attempt to touch the points 
that other gentlemen have covered much better than I couli 
do; but there are two or three things I wish to have brought t 
the attention of the House before the vote is taken upon this 
question. The first twopointsare as to the responsibility of th 
General Government for this pest. One thing is sure—thats 
great pest is threatening the agricultural interests of this cow. 
try, and that it has grown from a mere handful of seeds fifteen 
years ago until now it is a pest that destroys $5,000,000 worth: 
agricultural products annually; that the introduction of thos 
seeds was entirely beyond the control of the will of the farmer 
of the West and entirely against their knowledge or consen 
and, under the laws of the United States, in a way that they hai 
no possibility of re themselves from. 

he pest: was imported in some flaxseed from Russia that 
came through the custom-house and was subject to the sole ani 
exclusive inspection of the custom-house officers of the United 
States. They let it pass through, and we residents of the agri: 
cultural Northwest are not responsible for its existence in this 
country; but we are endeavoring as best we can by individual 
and State effort to defend ourselves, as well as those to whom it 
has not yet extended, against its destructive’spread. 

The other point I wish to make as to the responsibility of the 
Government is that the Government is the fee-title proprietor 
on whose lands much of this thistle seed that infests the land 
of private owners isgrown. Our farmers can easily enough each 
destroy the seeds on their own farms, but with millions of these 
thistles going toseed undisturbed on the adjoining public lands, 
individual efforts are almost futile. This Russian thistle grow: 
up in a spherical form, like a great ‘‘tumble” weed. When it 
matures and gets dry and hard in the fall of the year and the 
wind blows, the tap root breaks, and as the wind blows it wi! 
roll along like a bicycle, as fast as the wind. It will rol for 
bin 0 miles in a single day, spreading seed as it goes, be 
cause in those prairie countries we have no streams and no [or 
est, no fences, nothing to stop a weed of this kind when it 
blown by the wind. 

In addition to that, the seed of this weed is scattered in ti 
snow after it has been thrashed out of the weed in rolling ove! 
the ground. If a man built up a wire fence to shut out ths 
tumbling weed he would have to build it 20 feet in order to 0> 
struct its passage where great masses of it would accumulate 
Even if he succeeds in shutting the stems and branches out tha! 
way with a tight wire fence the fine seeds will shell out and dri 
along in the snow. You gentlemen who have had any expert 
ence in the country between the top of the Rocky Mountains ané 
the pineries know that the snow does not fall down perpendic' 
larly as it does here. It falls some place, nobody hardly know? 
where, and it comes creeping along on the surface of the eart), 
and these seeds are sifted into the snow as the weeds go tum 
bling over the prairie, and they, the seeds, will creep along 
the drifting snow for 50 miles again, perhaps, after you hav? 
stopped the tumbling of the weeds themselves. Anyone would 
know that with such a weed insuch acountry itis justasimpossid 
for each individual farmer to protect his own land from the sees 
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that drift along in the snow as it would be to builda fence which 
is snow-tight; and everybody knows that it is much harder to 
make even a roof snow-tight than it is to make it rain- tight. 

Snow willcome through where even rain can not come through. 
So much for the difficulty of shutting out this by —- culti- 
vation, or any other method of individual or even neighborhood 
effort. This pest has already scattered over seven different 
States. It is asfar eastas Milwaukee. It is as far south as 
Kansas. The Government ownsa very large per cent of the land 
in that part of the country. A million dollars is a large sum, to 
be sure, yet it would be less than 1 cent an acre on the 125,000,000 
acres of Government lands that are situated within the infected 
and threatened region. In North Dakota, for example, with 
45,000,000 acres of land, 21,000,000 acres still belong to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

You gentlemen, the Congress of the United States, are acting 
to-day in the capacity of agents for the people who are the own- 
ers, the proprietors of 21,000,000 acres of land in my State, and 
no matter how well I may cultivate my land, no matter how well 
every farmer there may cultivate his land, no matter how well 
all the railroads and private owners may care for their lands, 
this infection will come to them from the lands still owned by 
the Government. It is true that the seeds of this weed will not 
eatch on the solid-sodded prairie, but everywhere there are 
little gopher knolls, badger knolls, cattle tracks, wagon tracks; 
and at the least break in the sod these drifting seeds will catch 
and form another center of infection. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HATCH. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi[Mr. HOOKER]. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say 
that the proposition toappropriate a million dollars in aid of the 
agriculturists of certain portions of this country strikes me as 
one of the most marvelous propositions ever made in the Con- 
gress of the United States. You might as well propose, sir, an 
appropriation to extirpate the cocklebur, which is the great 
ecourge of the cotton fields of the South, the great enemy of the 
cotton-planters and of the woolgrowers of the South. 


The man who was perhaps the most successful woolgrower in | 


the United States, Mr. Mark Cockrell, of Tennessee; the man 
who raised in the State of Mississippi, in the county adjoining that 
in which I live, the wool which took the premium in the world’s 
fair in London, I was told by my old friend, Mr. RICHARDSON, 
would ride a mile out of his way to pull up acocklebur. Those 
weeds are the great enemy of the sheep-raising industry of the 
South, and { think an appropriation for the extirpation of them 
would at least be as appropriate as this proposed appropriation 
of a million dollars to exterminate the Russian thistle. 

The proposition that the Congress of the United States is to 
take the money of the people of all portions of the country and 
appropriate it in this way is so marvelous a departure from the 
original principles and objects of the Government that I am as- 
tounded that it should receive consideration for one moment on 
the part of members of this body. 

There is another enemy of the agriculturist in the region in 
which I live—and, though a lawyer by profession, { myself have 
been an agriculturist all my life, and am still—there is another 
enemy of the agriculturist there that requires attention, and if 
the Government of the United States is to take charge of the ag- 
ricultural interests of particular localities, it ought to under- 
take the extermination of this, which is a far more formidable 
weed than the Russian thistle. I refer to that extraordi- 
nary grass known as cocoa grass, which has spread over 
large areas in the States of Louisiana and Mississippi, until to- 
day many of the richest lands of Louisiana have Seon aban- 
doned because of its encroachments. As well, sir, might 
the Government make an appropriation of a million dollars 
extirpate the cocoa grass, and I take it for grnnted that its 
efforts in that direction would have about the same results 
as the efforts of a gentleman who told me of an experiment he 
had made on his own plantation in Louisiana. He said that the 
cocoa grass first appeared in his garden and that he dug up the 
little nut which produced it, and dug some 20 feet and supposed 
that he had thoroughly extirpated it; that he then replaced the 
ground, and that when he got up the next morning and walked 
out into his garden the cocoa grass was there as thick as the 
hair on a dog’s back. [Laughter.] 

It is said that it grows absolutel 
the earth; and an old Irishman, who had received strict orders 
to dig it up and exterminate it, after he had done all he could 
in that direction, said, ‘‘ Shure, it doesn’t make any difference 
how deep I go, or whether I 
there.” [Laughter.] I trust, Mr. Speaker, that the Committee 
on Agriculture will be instructed to report an “seo to 


extirpate the cocklebur and the cocoa grass if this Senate 
amendment is to stand. 
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Mr. HATCH. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. HAINER]. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, coming asI dofrom 
a State which is devoted almost exclusively to agriculture, I am 
naturally interested in everything which tends to the advance- 
ment of that great industry. I must confess, however, that I do 
not regard this amendment as in that line. Nebraska has been 
spoken of as one of the States infected with this Russian thistle. 
I wish to say that I never heard of it until after certain bills 
looking to the eradication of that plant had been introduced 
into Congress. 

The proposition struck me as remarkable in every sense of 
the word, and I undertook to investigate the matter. | corre- 
sponded with gentlemen who stand high in scientific circles, 
and are well known as friends of agriculture as well as being in 
position to know, in order that I might ascertain what the real 
facts were. Allow me to read one reply which I received as a 
fair sample of others which [ will place in the RECORD as a part 
of my remarks. [received this letter from Prof. J. L. Budd, pro- 
fessor of agriculture in Iowa. My friends from that State will 
recognize him, as will all who are interested in agriculture, as 
a man who stands in the forefront of the scientificagriculturists 
of the world. This is what he says: 


IOWA AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE, 
DEPARTMENT OF HORTICULTURE 
Ames, lowa, March 15, 1814 

My DEAR Sir: Your kind favor received. The clipping I inclose was 
written for my department of the Iowa State Register and about tells the 
story in regard to the Russian thistle. The many abandoned farmsin Dakota 
furnish the exact conditions favorable for growing and ripening the plant. 
With fairly good farming it is quite a harmless annual weed. It does not 
thrive in meadows or pastures and our cereals are cut too early for it to 
ripen seed. In Russia Il did not see one spot west of the Volga where it 
ripened its seeds in masses as reported on the abandoned homesteads and 
tree claims of Dakota. 

Yours, with respect, 


J. L. BUDD. 


Hon. E. J. HAINER. 

RUSSIAN THISTLE 

A Register reader in Polk County writes: 

Every paper I see has something to say about the Russian thistle. It 
appears to be a kind of fad, and Secretary Morton is violently attacked for 
mildly suggesting that he could see no good reason for using the Govern 
ment funds in an attempt to eradicate it. You spent a summer in Russia 
and must know something about it, yet I have not seen a word from you in 
—— toit. Is it,in your opinion.as much of a nuisance as the Canadian 
thistle?”’ 

East of the Volga on the dry steppes northeast of the Caspian it is a com- 
mon weed. Its common name is “‘tumbleweed."’ As winter comes on the 
north wind piles it up in the hollows, and even in little bays of the Caspian 
in queer fantastic shapes. But in the thickly settled sections I heard no 
complaints. Properly managed it is a harmless weed. In pastures the 
stock will keepitdown. In meadows at haying time it is yet young and 
tender, and after haying it does not get up into rolling or seeding size. In 
wheat fields and other grain fields it is kept down by plowing under the 
stubble as soon as possible after harvest. 

In the extensive beet sugar districts this weed gives less trouble than 
many others, as it is one of the easiest to kill by cultivation and hoeing. It 
is the same in cornfields and with other cultivated crops. Yet itis a bad 
weed in certain ways. If not looked after it will get a hold along our high 
ways, railways, out-town lots, and on the farms of slack cultivators, and 
when it has a full season for development it becomes a large, coarse, thorny, 
rolling contrivance that will move in our autumn winds at a lively pace 
On the well-managed farm it will be easier to manage than our Foxtail, but 
with the slip-shod farmer it will be a rival of the Canada thistle. But this 
difference should be noted: I would not hesitate to buy a farm well saltec 
with Russian thistle, as it is an annual, easy torun out or at least to manage 
so as todono special harm. But the farm set to Canada thistles, as are 
thousands of acres north of Wheaton, Ill., I would not give much for. 
may be possible to run it out, but it is atedious and expensive process 


Mr. PICKLER. But Prof. Budd was never up where these 
things grow; he has never seen them. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Now, let us take the testimony of 
Prof. Williams, from the gentleman’s own State—a professor of 
botany in the South Dakota Agricultural College; and here is 
what be says: 


It (the weed) is easily killed by cultivation. It is an annual and the seeds 
will germinate and come up even though buried very deep. Then if it is 
thoroughly cleared off the land one year none will appear the next unle 
the seed comes from other localities. The seed will not stay in the ground 
as it is so poorly protected that unless it germinates the first year it rots 


Mr. PICKLER. That is just the point. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I have here an extract from 
the Oakes (N. Dak.) Republican to the same effect. I have 
also a letter from Mr. Bushnell, editor of the Dakota Farmer, 
the leading North Dakota agricultural paper, a gentleman to 
| whom I was referred by the representative from South Dakota 
[Mr. PICKLER] as the best possible authority. 

{Here the hammer fell. ]} 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
time. 

Mr. HATCH. I yield the gentlemen two minutes more. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. This gentleman says over his 
own sign manual: 


It 


I would like to havealittle more 


OFFICE oF DAKOTA FARMER, 
Aberdeen, S. Dak., February 26, U04. 


DEAR Sir: I have your favor of the 22d, and hasten toreply. 
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The Russian thistle iscertainly doing great damage in the two Dakotas as 
weil as in adjoining States. I have no apology to make forit. It will be a 
serious drawback to wheat farming, especially in the and will 
doubtless be the immediate cause of serious losses in this dtrect It is 
not wegen named, as it is an annual—and a “cactus.” Spreads its 
seeds by rolling like the tum and there is seed enough in a single 
weed to seed down a township. I do not believe that a million of dollars, 
if every cent was wisely expended, would begin to exterminate it. If a 
single plant were left to go to seed it would be buta few years, under favorable 
conditions, when this country woul be as badly covered again asit is now. 
For this and other reasons I eve that our farmers have got to “work out 
their own salvation” in dealing with it. If enough money could be appro- 
priated and every township could be organized and ¢ ted in a general 
movement, it is probable that it would receive a ssrious check, and this 
would be most welcome, but the opinion of myself and others is that under 
a a “contract” system but little permanent good would be ac- 
complished. 

You are at liberty to use this in any reasonable way desired. 


Very respectfully, 
W. F. T. BUSHNELL, 
Editor and Publisher. 
fion. KB. J. Harnen, Washington, D. C. 


~ OFFICE or DAKOTA FARMER, 
Aberdeen, S. Dak.., March 26, 1894. 


DEAR Sir: At a meeting Brown County Farmers’ Institute, held in this 
city the 18th, 20th, and Zist—at the session of the 2ist, in the afternoon, the 
attached resolution was passed. 

Brown is the 1 county in area in this State, and the 
producing county in the United States. In the midst of the 
at the present time—the very heart of the “war.” 


Very respectfully, 
. * W. F. T. BUSHNELL, Publisher. 


eatest wheat- 
ussian thistle 


Hon. B. J. Hainer, Washington. 


The Russian thistle received attention at the last Brown County Farmers’ 
Institute. Since Brown County is in the very heart of the region where the 
thisties have obtained a foothold, the following resolution passed at that 
time is significant: 

‘‘ Resolved, That the reports made in the East of the damage caused by the 
so-called Russian thistle in this has been tly exaggerated, to the 
detriment of our State, and that we, farmers of wn Co in institute 
assembled, know that by thorough cultivation we will be able to successfully 
deal with this annual weed.’’ 

I desire to place in the RECORD certain other letters and ex- 
tracts which [ have not time to read. I ask consent that I may 
incorporate them in my remarks, 

There was no objection. 

BROWSVILLE, Nusr., Yedruary 26, 1894. 

My Dear Str: Returning from Lincoln,I find yours February 2, and 
hasten to reply. 

I hand you herewith Bulletin No. 31, issued lm | the United States experi- 
ment station for Nebraska, edited and com Prof. Charles E. Bessey, 
botanist for the Nebraska State Board of culture. It has been exten- 
sively circulated. Also a circular issued by myself, both concern the 
“Russian thistle.”” They will explain themselves more and in detail 
than I can advise by letter, as to the character of this weed and its encroach- 
ments u Nebraska domain. 

That the Russian thistle is a terrible weed pest, and from its nature dif- 
ficult to handle successfully, no one will for a moment call in question. 

The article in State Journal to which you refer was published as litera- 
ture on that subject, for what information it might impart. 

Personaliy, Idonot believe there can be feasible governmental scheme 


for the prevention or extermination of the Russian e, either State or 
national, in the way of appropriation and diture of public money. 
The only feasibie legislation this matter | can imagine would be alaw 


the owner and tiller of land to perform a duty they owe to both 
themselves and their land, namely, to keep it clear of weed. WhilelI 
here speak only for myself, I am quite sure [ reflect the opinion of thought- 
ful, intelligent men in this State. I mightelaborate this line of thought, but 
the expression given is peshene sufficient for your purpose. 

I have not the bill pen before Congress, and do not know its de- 
tails. Therefore, with the light before me, and on general principles, I have 
not faith in its practicability. 

We aim to render all possible aid to prevent further foothold and to 
stamp out as aoe as may be this unwelcome invader. 


yours, 
ROBERT W. FURNAS. 


compell 


Hon. E. J. HAtnar, Washington City, D. C. 


[Nebraska State Journal, February 19, 1894.) 
THE RUSSIAN THISTLE. 


It is said to be an “ill wind that blows nobody good.” While the Russian 
thistle is just now Ses a degree of attention seldom given a weed 
pest, there are those who are disposed to look on the bright side in the mat- 
ter. oo Bessey says it is most dangerous when dead, as it is then it dif- 

D. Roberts, of Dakota, writes in the Dakota Farmer, from which we ex- 


tract: 

“It is an old saying that nothing was made in vain, and I believe it is cor- 
rect. I believe this to be true of the thistles. With all this howl and cry 
about the damage, please tell me who has thought of turning it to account? 
Experience teaches that it is worth as much or more than red clover for 
— ture. Now, if this is true, andI am confident it is, then, I ask, why 
should it not be worth as much as a fertilizer? In this I can only give my 
opinion. I believe if plowed under when in blossom, or just before it blos- 
soms, it would be equal toa heavy crop of green clover plowed under, as a 
fertilizer. Farmers, try it. I believe it is just what we want here in Da- 
kota, for it would grow when clover would die out on account of thedrouth. 

“The dryest time is when the thistle does the best. Then, again, I ask 
the farmers to try this plan: Take a piece well seeded to thistles; sow 4 to 
8 > of millet seed per acre; pulverize and drag it down smooth, and 
roll. Let the thistles and millet grow. Just before the thistles blossom— 
when the stalk is tender and brittle, so you can take the stem between your 
thumb and finger and break it—just before it begins to get woody, go in 
with the mowerand cut it down. Cure it well and put it up for hay, and 
my word for it, any stock on the farm will leave the best clear millet hay 
and eat the thistie hay. What better do you want’ The dryest year you 
can put up 3 tons per acre on good ground, and, after taking off your hay, 
if you have sheep, you wili have to watch them all the time tokeep them off 
the ground you have mown. They will go at every opportunity to eat the 
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y tender shoots that start up. Ifor one am opposed to any move 
appropriation being made by the Government to fight the thistle. I objec: 
to any law compelling me to destroy an article that is a benefit to me be. 
cause it is a damage to other men who wish to follow a system of farming: 
that will ruin any man and any country. - 
“The Irefer to is wheat-raising year after year upon the same land 
Iam well aware that under the present system of farming—wheat-raising— 
the thistle does great damage, but when you keep plenty of stock to use yp 
the feed that is constantly going to waste, and only seed half the number or 
acres of wheat, sowing the land every other year and pasturing the land 
every alternate year, I believe we will raise more wheat, keep up the fe; 
tility of the soil, and the stock, well managed, will make us more money than 
wheat. Farmers, I have written this to call your earnest attention to 1) 
matter in a different light than = have been looking atit. Isay we . 
handle this matter. I do not ask for any helpfrom the Government or fr 
my neighbors to handle mythistles. Think of thismatter. If it is han 
by the vernment, what would it amount to? You would be compelled 15 
destroy all thistles on yourland. If you did not or could not, it would 
done by the commissioner and charged up against you and collected in tax 
in some form.” 


or 


A WOMAN'S WISHES. 
HILLSBORO, Janua 
To the Forum: 

I want to tell you what a farmer’s wife would like toseedone in North Da 
kota in the year 

Mr. HANSBROUGH refuted for publishing to the world news of the k 
sian cactus, a million dollars to help eradicate it, as though wey 
such an inert, helpless people we could not pull our own weeds. 

I would like to see those wise men who went down the Southwestern | 
look at the cactus specimen five or six feet across, and who adjourned to ; 
and tell their neighbors to wake up and get up a petition to the governor: 
call a special meeting of the Legislature to deal with the weeds. 

Ask them to ap t their weed commission with full power to d 

uickly with all weeds, justas our veterinary friends deal with the glander 

o waiting for red tape, but full power to plow and to pull and collect fro: 
land to pay for same. If they do not, Mr. HANSBROUGH will be asking | 
million to buy leather leggins to put on the horses to cut the crop. 


UNIVERSITY OF NEBRASKA, Lincoln, Nebr,, February 24, 139 


My Dean Sim: Under another cover I send you copies of my bulle 
“The Russian Thistle in Nebraska,’’ which will give you full informatio 
as to this vile pest which has come tous. Since the preparation of the bu 
letin I have learned of so many more localities that Iam of the opinion tha 
scarcely a county is entirely free from it. In the marked bulletin I ha 
corrected up the map (in part at least). 

It is without question one of the worst weeds which has ever made its 1; 
pac? in the country. In the “Appendix ’’ I quote from various auth 

ties in Dakota and elsewhere, to show what other people think of it. Som 
of them think that the General Government ought to take hold of the m 
ter. This I donot believe. It would, in my opinion, be unwise to make 1» 
appropriation from the public Treasury for t purpose. It isa calamit; 
no doubt about that—but there would be a greater one if that 81,000 
should be poured out for its extermination. hope you will vote agains 
any such squandering of the public funds. 

Nebraska and Nebraskans can take care of this weed without extern 
aid, and the Dakota people ought to do likewise. ; 

I have already written to Secretary Morton giving my views on this ma' 
ter essentially as above, and I trust that you and all other Nebraskans in 
Congress will vote tthe measure. The weed is a bad one, but we 1) 
take care of it ourselves, if the General Government will allow us. 


Cordially, 
. CHARLES E. BESSE 


Hon. E. J. HAINER, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me a question 

Mr. HAINER ef Nebraska. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does Prof. Budd or do any of those pro! 
ors take up the question of these thistles on Government la’ 
which reseed our farims every year? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. No. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why do you not address yourself to that 
question? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I will do so; and I will say to th 
gentleman that no man has testified before our committee, and 
no evidence can be found there or elsewhere that this weed ha 
any considerable foothold on Government land. In fact ever; 
witness who appeared before us testified that it could not have 
a foothold on sod and that it appeared only in a few scattered 
places wherever there might happen to be gopher mounds 0° 
something of that sort. 

Mr. PICKLER. That happens very often. Of course a pro 
fessor in Lowa does not know much about this question; he wa- 
never up there. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. These letters speak for them- 
selves. The gentlemen writing them have a national and som 
of them an international reputation. Their word and good judg- 
ment will not be questioned. No sensible man would hesitate 
to accept their statement of fact and conclusions if it were pro 
posed to pay for this business out of his own pocket. 

Mr. Speaker, the farmers of Nebraska do not ask for this a) 
propriation. They are interested in wise legislation protectin 
their industry, but they do not ask the Government to pull w: 
for them. 

They are willing to consent to some paternalism, though they 
do not like to pay for it, but they draw the line on maternalis™ 

Legislation of this kind always defeats its own purpose. [115 
impossible for the Government to carry on asystematiccampa!s) 
against weeds. The thrifty individual farmer will take care “' 
his own land, the shiftless will grow the thistle to be paid for 


ore 





1894. 





exterminating it if the Government embarks in that business. 
Pass this amendment and you will have more thistles next year 
than youhave now. The extent ofits spreading is very greatly 
exaggerated, and in only a few localities has it done serious dam- 
e. [challenge proof ofthe fact that it has destroyed the crops 

of a single good farmer. 
iven us. Our Western farmers will not thank these overzealous 
riends who advocate this sop for them to be used hereafter asa 
precedent to appropriate many millions for making still other 


places for ward heelers out ofajob. Youwill not gain the good | 


will of the farmers by furnishing them with salaried ‘‘ weed 

Ulers.” Do something practical, gentlemen, or adjourn. 

Mr. HATCH. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] that the House recede from its 
disagreement to the Senate amendment, and agree to the same. 

Mr. HATCH. A parliamentary inquiry: If the motion of the 
gentleman from Iowa should prevail, that will be a vote in favor 
of the appropriation of a million dollars? 

The SPEAKER. That will pass the bill with the appropria- 
tion. If the motion should be voted down, it will be equivalent 
to nonconcurrence and the ordering of a further conference. 

The question being taken— 

Mr. BOEN ealled for a division. 

Mr. HATCH. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HatcH and Mr. GEAR were appointed to act as tellers 
during the yeas and nays. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 50, nays 175, | 


not voting 126; as follows: 


Not an instance of the kind has been | 
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Lockwood, Price, Storer, 
ne’ Magner Randall, Tawney, 
Hall, Minn Mahon, Ray, Thomas, 


Grosvenor, 
Haines 
Hare, 

| 


McCleary, Minn 


Rayner 





Turner, Ga 








Harter, McKeighan Rey burn, Turner, Va 
Heard, MeMillin Richardson, Mich. Turpin, 
Heiner, McNagny Ritchie, Van Vi tis, N. ¥ 
Henderson, [IL Mercer, Robbins, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Hermann, Meredith Robinson, Pa, Walker, 
Hines Meyer, Rusk Washi 
Hooker, N. Y. Milliken scran n Wever 
| Hopkins, NL Montgomery Shaw, Wheeler, Ala 

Hopkins, Pa Morgan, Sil W he« Ll 
Houk, Morse Sickle Whit 
Hudson, Moses, Simpson Whi 
Hulick, Newlands, Smith, Wil O 
Izlar, Oates, Sperry, wi v » 
Kem, Outhwaite Stallings wi 
Lawson, Payne, Stockdale, Woo 
Lester, Pence, Stone, W.A 
Livingston, Phillips, Stone, Ky 

So the motion to recede was rejected. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. STORER. 

ROBBINS with Mr. MORSE. 
Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. Houxk. 
Mr. GRESHAM with Mr. MAHON. 


Mr. LocKWoop with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New 


Mr. CAPEHART with Mr. BELDEN. 
Mr. CONN with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 
Mr. TURNER of Virginia with Mr. HEINER of Pennsy!vania. 


Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. BRODERICK. 


Mr. STALLINGS with Mr. SCRANTON. 
Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Lilinois. 


York. 


YEAS—50 
Aitken, Davey, Hepburn, Post, 
Babcock, Davis, hicks, Quigg, 
Bartholat, Dolliver, Hitt, Reed, 
Bell, Colo. Doolittle, Hull, Russell, Conn. 
Boen, Ellis, Oregon Johnson, N. Dak. Stone, C. W. 
Broderick, Fletcher, Lacey, Strong, 
Bundy, Funston, Leud, Sweet. 
Burrows, Gear, Lucas, Updegrat, 
Cannon, iL Gillet, N. Y. Marsh, anger, 
Cooper, Wis. Grout, Marvin, N. Y. Wilson, Wash. 
Cousins, Hager, Moon, Wright, Pa. 
Curtis, Kans. Hartman, Perkins, 
Datzell. Henderson, fowa Pickler. 
NAYS—17%. 

Abbott, Cummings, Kilgore, Pigott, 
Alderson, Daniels, Kribbs, Powers, 
Alexander, De Armond, Kyle, Reilly, 
Allen, Dinsmore, Lane, Richards, Ohio 
Arnold, Dockery, Lapham, Richardson, Tenn. 
Bailey, . Latimer, Robertson, La. 
Baker, N. H. Dunphy, Layton, Russell, Ga. 
Baldwin, Durborow, Lefever, Ryan, 
Barnes, Eluis, Ky Linton, Sayers, 
Bartlett, English, Cal Loudenslager, Schermerhorn, 
Barwig, Enloe, Lynch, Settle, 
Bell, Tex. Epes, Maddox, Shell, 
Bingham, Erdman Maguire, Sherman, 
Black, Ga. Everett Mallory, Sipe, 
Black, Ill. Pielder Marshall, Snodgrass, 
Bland, Fithian Martin, Ind. Somers, 
Branch, Forman McAleer, Sorg, 
Bretz, c, McCali, Springer, 
Brickner, Fyan, McCreary, Ky. Stephenson, 
Brookshire, Geissenhainer, McCulloch, Stevens, 
Brosius, Goldzier, McDannold, Strait, 
Brown, Gorman, McDearmon, Straus, 
Bryan, Grady, McDowell, Swanson, 
Bunn, Graham, McEttrick, Talbert, S. C. 
Bynum, Grow, McGann, Talbott, Md. 
Caminetti, Hainer, McK aig. Tarsney, 
Campbell, Hall, Mo. McLaurin, Tate, 
Cannon, Cal. Hammond, McRae, Taylor, Ind. 
Carnth, Harmer, Meiklejohn, Taylor, Tenn. 

Harris, Money, Terry, 
cl ; Hatch, Murray, Tracey, 
Clark, M Haugen, Mutchler, Tucker, 
Cob>, Mo. Hayes, Neill, Tyler, 
Cockrell, Henderson, N.C. Northway, Wadsworth, 
Coffeen, Hendrix, Ogden, Warner, 
Coombs, Holman, O'Neill, Mass. Waugh, 
Cooper, Fla. Hooker, Miss. O'Neill, Mo. Weadock, 
Cooper, Hunter, Page, Wells, 
Cooper, Tex. Hutcheson, Paschal, Williams, DL 
Cornish, Tiirt, Patterson, Williams, Miss. 
Covert, Johnson, Ind. Paynter, Wolverton, 
Cox, Johnson, Ohio Pearson, Woodara, 
Crawford Jones. Pendieton, Tex. Wright, Mass. 
Culberson, Kiefer, Pendleton, W. Va. 

NOT VOTING—125. 
Adams, Ky Boatner, Causey, ley 
Adams, Pa Boutelle, Chickering, eee 
Aldrich, Bower, N. C. Clarke, Ala. Draper, 
Apsiey, Bowers, Cal Cobb, Ala. Edmunds, 
Avery, Breckinridge, Ark. Cockran, English, N. J. 
Baker, Kans. Breckinridge, Ky. Cogswell, Gardner, 
\ Burnes, Conn, Geary, 

Cabaniss, Crain, Gillett, Mass. 
Beltzhoover, Cadmus, Curtis, N. Y. Goodnight, 
Berry, Capehart, De Forest, Gresham, 
Blair, Catechings. Denson, Griffin, 


i 


House 


| 
| Mr. 


{Mr. CRAIN] on all political questions, but on this 
have voted in the negative. 


to the House Calendar, and, with the 
dered to be printed. 


utes past 2 o'clock. 
tary Affairs, which has pending a measure. The Clerk will 
report the bill. 


Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. DENSON with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. LAWSON with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. Ray. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois 
Mr. CABANISS with Mr. PHILLIPs. 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. GILLetT?T of Massachusett 

Mr. MORGAN with Mr. Surrua of Illinois. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. SETTLE. 

Mr. Coss of Alabama with Mr. APSLEY, except on ction 


For this day: 

Mr. BERRY with Mr. SHaw. 

Mr. MOSES with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia with Mr. GILLeT of Now 
Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. GARDNER. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. RoBINSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. MERCER. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama with Mr. WAHEELER of Illinois 
Mr. SETTLE. Lam paired with the gentleman from Texas 
question | 


York. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The House insists on its disagreement, and 


without objection an order will be made to agree to the confer 
ence asked by the Senate on this amendment. 


There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of 
Mr. Hatcu, Mr. FORMAN, and Mr. WAUGEH. 


On motion of Mr. HATCH, a motion to reconsider the vote 
which the House refused to concur in the Senate amendm: 
was laid on the table. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, GEORGLA. 

Mr. WOLVERTON, by unanimous consent, submitted a re- 
port from the Committee on the Judiciary on the bill ( H. It. 7461) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to create a new division of the 
northern judicial district of Georgia,” ete.; which was referred 


accompanying report, or- 


JAMES T. PEALE. 
The morning hour begins at twenty min- 
The call rests with the Committee on Miili- 


The SPEAKER. 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I ask that the bill be read. 
The Clerk will report the title of the 


The SPEAKER. bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 6672) to place James T. Pea m the retired list of t Army 
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The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SAYERS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Had not the hour expired yesterday when 
this bill was called? The bill was simply reported back to the 
House by the Committee of the Whole without recommendation, 
and in a few minutes afterwards the hour expired. I believe 
that was the status. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that this is the 
pending bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. It was not acted upon at all. 

The SPEAKER. It was not. 

Mr.SAYERS. The committee rose a few moments before the 
hour expired. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. The committee rose, however, by a 
sort of unanimous consent on a statement from the gentleman 
from Ohio that this would be the pending measure in the next 
hour. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
show the fact? 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I do not know; I have not examined 
the Recorp. Mr. OUTHWAITE made the statement, however. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, this bill has passed the 
committee a number of times—various committees of the Senate 


I did not so understand. Does the REcorD 


and House. 

Mr. SAYERS. [insist that this bill should go into the com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. It must be considered in Committee of the 


Whole if the point is made. 

Mr. BLACK of Lllinois. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole to consider the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. HALL of Missouri in the chair). 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of a bill the title of which has been read 
by the Clerk. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BLACK] is recognized. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr.Chairman, this bill and the sub- 
stantial parts of the report were read yesterday. I will make a 
brief statement of the merits of the case as they have been pre- 
sented to the committee. This gentleman entered the service 
of the United States as a volunteer, served for some four years, 
and very shortly thereafter entered the regular service, and 
served continuously, with the exception of afew days, until 1880. 
The total service that he rendered was more than eighteen 
years. During that time he had more than the ordinary vicissi- 
tudes of military life. He was imprisoned, and while in prison 
contracted the disability from which he still suffers, namely, 
hemorrhoids. He commanded some very unusual military ex- 
peditions, in one of which he went through a long snow ride, 
while in the cage service, the result of which was to leave 
him almost blind. 

In 1880 he had served, as I say, more than eighteen years, and 
during that whole time he had only eighteen days leave of ab- 
sence for all causes. His ticular disorder, the hemorrhoids, 
joined with the intensity of the sufferings which he had under- 
gone from his snow ride and other causes, had made him very 
nervous and irritable, it is very probable, and had spoiled him 
as u social companion. He was not altogether a favorite with 
those who were immediately about him, but that did not detract 
from the fact that he had been once or twice brevetted for gallant 
and meritorious services, and had been steadily promoted, and 
won the confidence of his fellow-officers so far that they were 
willing to intrust him with independent command. 

In his failing health he had contracted the habit of occasion- 
ally drinking. He was remonstrated with by some of his fel- 
lows, and finally entered into an agreement with one of them 
by which he was to become atotalabstainer. It was understood 
at the time that he was making this agreement that, in order to 
enable him to attend to his private affairs after eighteen years of 
service, and in a degree to recover his health, he should be al- 
lowed leave of absence. This he failed to receive as promptly 
as he had hoped for it, and in fact it never was granted tohim. 
Thereupon, in a somewhat despondent condition, he met the 
identical officer, a man greatly his superior in rank, who asked 
him to drink with him. He said, ‘‘ But I have signed an agree- 
ment with you that I will not drink.” 
this time. 


We will go into the clubhouse and have a 
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“Well,” said his supe- | 
rior, ‘‘ you made this agreement with me, and I will let you off | because he was im 
rink.” | and was in trouble, but that if he were restored there would be 


JULY 31, 


Ordinarily he would have been in perfect condition for the de. 
tail, but while he was in the house in the evening—twelve hours 
before his detail had been ordered to commence—he received a 
personal and peremptory order to immediately report for duty 
at 8 o’clock that evening as officer of the day. That disclosed 
his condition. Charges were brought against him, and he was 
cashiered for being intoxicated upon duty. That is the substan- 
tial charge upon which he was dismissed from the service. 

The committee considered that that was not exactly a fair 
thing, but that there was a little of what looked like trickery 
and very great op: ression in such an act, and so they have rec- 
ommended that t fs act of injustice should, after this long lapse 
of time, be corrected, and that this man should be restored to a 
position, far below what he would have had if he had remained 
in the service, and that owing to his loss of health, arising from 
his service, he should be placed upon the retired list. 

As shown yesterday in the reading of the concluding part of 
the committee, the officer who preferred the charges agains} 
him, Maj. Gen. Miles, of the United States Army, has recom- 
mended his restoration, and a great number of credentials and 
certificates are filed, showing his subsequent good conduct. 

I have very little to add to this. I desire to emphasize the 
fact that the officer who preferred the charges against hin, 
himself something of a disciplinarian, has asked for a favoral 
consideration of his application for restoration, and has certified 
to his high and honorable conduct while he was in the service 
and to his gallantry. This man has been punished by an ab 
sence from the Army of thirteen and a hell yours. He is now 
an old man as such things go, broken in health and impover- 
ished. I ask for the favorable consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped that the gent 
man from Illinois [Mr. BLACK] would withdraw this bill from 
further consideration until certain facts could be inquired into, 
and it be ascertained whether they were entirely true, as re- 
ported tome. I have been told that this officer who now seeks 
restoration to the Army after having been dismissed for drunk- 
enness, was also discharged from the Pension Office for th: 
same reason. and that this was within the last two or three 
years. I was also informed in the presence of the officer him- 
self on last Sunday evening that he wasin the habit of going 
on periodical drunks, and the gentleman did not deny the truth 
of what was stated to me. Now, it does occur to me that in 
view of these facts, if they be true, Congress should not restore 
him to the Army for the purpose of putting him upon the re 
tired list. All that I ask is an opportunity to inquire into the 
facts. 

It seems that his habits were bad in this particular before he 
gave the pledge. He gavethe pledge and then broke it, a court 
martial followed, and he was dismissed from the service. Now, 
these are the facts as I have been told, and it does occur to me 
that the gentleman ought not to press the consideration of this 
bill upon the House at this time. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Chairman,I am not prepare t 
admit the correctness of any statement that the gentleman has 
made in regard to the present habits or the cause of the dismis- 
sal ofthis man. I have an entirely different impression in re- 
gard to it; but the statements made by the gentleman are such 
that if true they would probably considerably influence the 
judgment of the House, and inasmuch as the gentleman from 

‘exas has made these statements, which have never been brought 
to the attention of the committee, and which to a certain extent 
rest now only on hearsay, I think that his request that I with- 
draw the bill is not an unreasonable one. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say to the gentleman that the facts 
which I have stated of course were told to me. I never saw the 
gentleman at all until last Sunday evening, when he came to 
see me, and the gentleman who accompanied him stated thathe 
was in the habit of getting on periodical drunks. Iread all the 
statements from ministers of the gospel and justices of th 
peace, etc., as printed in the report, and I inquired into his 
present condition in reference to the use of alcoholic stimulants, 
and then he himself told me of the difficulty he had in the Pen- 
sion Office, and that he was discharged from the Pension Office. 
and that it was claimed that he was discharged on account 0! 
being drunk. 

It is fair to him to say that hedenied it tome. Then I began 
to inquire of the gentleman who was with him as to his present 
habits; and he said that he was in the habit of getting on per! 
odical drunks; and the officer remarked to me that that was 
r, and he had been dismissed from the Army 


) 


They went into the clubhouse, and that evening at8 o'clock he | no more of it. 


was under the influence of liquor. 

Before going into the clubhouse, durin 
day, this man had received a detail as officer of the da 
the succeeding day, his tour of duty to begin at 8 o'clock. 





Now, I desire to find outfrom the Pension Office whether that 


the course of the | information be true or not; and I will submit to the gentlem™ 
for | from Illinois the answer I receive from the Pension Office. 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois. If the gentleman establishes the co! 
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rectness of that proposition, I shall not urge the bill; if, on the 
other hand, he fails, I take it he will not oppose the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, I do not know about that. I will not 
oppose it on that ground. I will not make that the basis of op- 

sition. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. It is a pretty grave thing for a gen- 
tleman to stop the passage or consideration of a bill upon spe- 
cific charges of personal unfitness and still hold another thing 
in reserve. 

Mr. SAYERS. I informed the gentleman yesterday fully as 
to what had been told me. 
Mr. BLACK of Illinois. The same that you told me to-day. 
Mr.SAYERS. Yes,sir. I gave the gentleman fair notice. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. We have had equal chance for in- 
vestigation, and neither of us have made investigation upon 
that. 

Mr.SAYERS. Just as soon as I told the gentleman, I walked 
out to my committee room and telegraphed to the Commissioner 
of Pensions to inform me why this man was discharged from the 
Pension Office. I met the Commissioner of Pensions this morn- 
ing in the Interior Department and reminded him of my tele- 
gram, and asked him to send me an answer as soon as possible. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. That you have not yet received. 

Mr. SAYERS. Of course not; or I would have it here. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. That is a square betwéen us all 
three—the poor fellow that wants to be restored, and I, who rep- 
resent the committee, and the gentleman from Texas who has 
resisted the passage of the bill; and if these allegations are found 
to be unfounded, they would remove his objections to the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Then, Mr. Chairman, for the present 
I will withdraw the bill from the consideration of the commit- 
tee. 

The bill was withdrawn. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I now move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HALL of Missouri, Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, reported that that committee had had under 
consideration the bill H. R. 6672, and that the bill had been 
withdrawn. 

RELIEF OF MEN IN MARINE CORPS. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, I call up the bill (H. R.5371) for the relief of 
certain enlisted men in the Marine Corps. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That to reimburse the enlisted men of the United States 
Marine Corps who incurred loss of clothing by the cyclone which occurred 
at the naval station, Port Royal, S. C., on the night of the 27th of August, 
1893, for such loss so incurred there shall be paid to each of said enlisted men 
the Se sums, namely: To First Sergeant Michael Gallagher, 810.97; to 
Corporal Philip L. Heister, 310.95; to ed oo William Montoir, 818.74; to Pri- 
vate Joseph P. Allen, $31.39; to Private William App estell, 85.76; to Private 
Charles L. Clark, $10.83; to Private John J. Cooper, $6.12; to Private Clarence 
S. Darden, #2.90; to Private George E. Grant, $12.80; to Private Thomas Har- 
rison, $8.98; to Private John C. Horton, 26.08; to Private Robert McFeeters, 
#8.87; to Private Ulisses C. Parker, 36.89; to Private Charles Pearson, 814.18; 
to Private Eugene Smith, 8.82; to Private John Surman, $11.48; in all, $175.76: 
Provided, That the accounting officers of the Treasury shall in all cases re- 
— schedule and certificate from each person making aclaim under 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order that 
eee was not in the jurisdiction of the Committee on Naval 

airs. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon 
that point. The whole sum amounts to only $175. These men 


lost their personal effects in endeavoring to save the property 
of the United States during the storm. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. And they did save Government 
property worth a great deal more than the whole amount car- 
ried by this bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. All I contend isthat the different committees 
of this House ought to be restrained within the jurisdiction pre- 
scribed for them by the rules. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. This amounts altogether to only $175. 
These men, as I have said, lost their personal property in en- 
deavoring to save the Government property when this cyclone 
occurred. I trust the gentleman will not insist upon his point 
of order, especially as the House referred the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will withdraw the point of order, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I will make a very brief statement of the 
merits of the bill. Here are sixteen warrant officers and pri- 
vates in the Marine Corps, who were stationed at Port Poyal at 
the time of the cyclone there. These men, instead of trying to 
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save their own personal property when the cyclone broke upon 
the naval station, endeavored to save the property of the Gov- 
ernment and lost their clothing and other personal effects. The 
amounts involved range individually from $2.50 to $30, the ag- 
gregate being $175.76. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that with 
this explanation there can be no objection to the passage of 
the bill. I therefore demand the previous question. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motionof Mr. CUMMINGS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

NAVAL MILITIA. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I call up Senate bill S. 1399, 
to promote the efficiency of the naval militia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and empowered to loan temporarily to any State, upon the written 
application of the governor thereof, avesselof the Navy,to be selected from 
such vessels as are not suitable or required for general service, together with 
such of her apparel, charts, books, and instruments of navigation as he may 
deem proper; said vessel to be used only by the regularly organized naval 
militia of the State forthe purposes of drillandinstruction: Provided, That 
when the organization of the naval militia of such State shall be abandoned, 
or when the interests of the naval service shall so require, such vessel, to- 
gether with her apparel, charts, books, and instruments of navigation, shall 
be immediately restored to the custody of the Secretary of the Navy: And 
provided further, That when such loan is made to the governor of any State, 
the Secretary of the Navy is authorized to detail from the enlisted force of 
the Navy a sufficient number of men, not exceeding six for any vessel, as 
ship-keepers, the men so detailed to be additional to the number of enlisted 
men allowed by law for the naval establishment, and in making details for 
this service preference shall be given to those men who have served twenty 
years or more in the Navy. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mce. Speaker, as this bill inferentially in- 
volves a small appropriation, I ask unanimous consent that it be 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SAYERS. I prefer, Mr. Speaker, that we should gointo 
Committee of the ole to consider this bill. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Then I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole for its consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill the title of which the Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An act (S. 1399) to promote the efficiency of the naval militia 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to ask the gentleman from New York 
a question. Under this bill if one of these vessels should need 
repairs while in the possession and use of the State authorities, 
would it not devolve upon the General Government to make the 
repairs? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I presume it would. 

Mr. SAYERS. Another question. I understand from the 
reading of the bill that these enlisted seamen who are to accom- 
pany the ships when transferred to the control of the State au 
thorities are to be in addition to the regular force of the Navy? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Yes. Let me explain. Mr. Chairman, 
the Secretary of the Navy has already placed vessels useless for 
active service at the disposal of State authorities for the use of 
the naval militia. A monitor down in North Carolina and the 
old ship New Hampshire at New York have already been set 
aside for the use of the nava] militia. Three other States have 
asked for ships for the use of their naval militia. The 
retary, not being entirely satisfied as to his power under the 
law to grant the request, sent in this bill, which has been 
recommended by the Committee on Naval Affairs unanimo 
As it appears before us now, itis a Senate bill which the House 
Committee on Naval Affairs has adopted as a substitute for th 
House bill already on the Calendar. The House bill provided 
that the enlisted men in the Navy placed upon the ships to care 
for them should be paid by the State authorities. 

The Senate has sent us a bill with that provision stricken out, 
providing that the Secretary of the Navy shall send old sailors, 
not to exceed six in number in each case, to care for the ships. 
I am under the impressien that no more than two will be needed 
for each vessel. I believe that the Secretary will not send more 
than two, but the Senate bill calls for a number not to exceed 
six. As the gentleman from Texas{[Mr. SAYERS] has very prop- 
erly observed, it is asked that these shall be in addition to the 
number of enlisted men now allowed totheNavy. Asthere are 
only three States calling for these ships at present, if two men 
were appointed in each case the total would be six, and if six 
men were appointed, the total would be eighteen. 

[ suppose that thenumber of enlisted menallowed to the Navy 
under the present law does not suffice to man the ships already 
in commission. By looking at the last report of the Secretary 
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of the Navy, it will be seen that they do not suffice to man all 
the ships placed in commission before the beginning of the com- 
ing fiscal year. Consequently, though the number here pro- 
vided for is so small, it was felt to be imperatively necessary to 
add a provision that these men should be added to the number 
of enlisted men already allowed the Navy. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman,I have no serious objection to 
the p of this bill, but I desire to have its provisions so 
well mmated that the Government shall not be subjected to any 
improper or unnecessary expense. Now, let me call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman to an a that is made every 
year and wh appears in the naval appropriation bill under 
the head of ‘Construction and Repairs.” 

Now, if Iam not mistaken, the Secretary of the Navy under 
that a priation may direct as much as he may deem neces- 
sary to be expended out of that item, in keeping different ves- 
sels of the Navy in repair. Now, here is a vessel which under 
this bill, if it should become a law, will belong temporarily toa 
State. What is to hinder the Secretary of the Navy, without 
further authorization by from expending a large por- 
tion 8 inne eae Cees repair, in 
putting this old vessel in a condition to be useful to the State? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The Secretary of the Navy may either 
withdraw the vessel or ask ee Sa. 





hether he eaull. tet nomena eee 
tleman w expense 
Sccseis itile in the a and useof aState would be borne 


possession 
by the General Government; and I understood him to answer, 
* Vos.” 
Mr. CUMMINGS. [If thisold hulk were in ordinary, the Gen- 
eral Government would pay the expenses of her repair. The 
ship is all the better for being inservice. I do notsuppose that 


the Secretary is out one cent beyond the ap- 
propriationof $25,000 for the naval militia for any what- 
ever in connection with the repair of such vossels. anex- 


penditure, if made, would come out of that fund. 
Mr.SAYERS. ‘The gentleman is quite sure it would come 
out of that fund? 
Mr. CUMMINGS. I do not see how it could be taken from 
any other fund, without au of Congress. 


Mr. SAYERS. Well, Mr.’ according to my under- 
standing the policy of the Nav tment afew years ago 
old vessels. 


was to ss with the use of 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Except for training ships; and 
that is exactly the use intended in this case. It is proposed to 
make this a trad vessel for the naval militia. 

Mr. SAYERS. I want to avoid is the expense of keep- 
ing these old ships in repair. They are almost valueless when 
they are re 

Mr. re repaired. Let me say to my friend from Texas that 
we have had to pass in the naval bill an appropriation of $8,000 
to keep the old ship Constitution in repair, and I presume ifany 
other old ship s repairing it would be necessary for us to 
putan iation for that purpose in a future naval appro- 

riation bill. 
_ Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Thegentlemanfrom Texas will 
understand that we have a good many old war vessels no longer 
worth an a8 war vessels —— 

Mr. SAY . That is the class to which I refer. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. No longer worth anything as 
war oe but worth nee to the Sa t nant 
urposes—for tr rta purposes and as vesse 
cad ab pocele a. Thus, for various p s, these old 
vessels are worth tothe Government every do that may be 
necessarily nded in their repair. These old vessels, while 
in the n of the Government, require seamen and offi- 
cers to take care of them, and when they are put into State serv- 
ice those sailors and officers can be sent somewhere else where 
they will be of more use tothe Government. Sothat there may 
be a saving to the Government in detailing these vessels—I pre- 

sume I may use that term—for use by the States. 

Mr. SAYERS. penne 5 See Sees apennen that any 
e for the repair of vessels would come outof the 

000 for the naval militia? 

Mr. T TT of Maryland. Ithinkso. And I wish toadd 
that the State acquires no ownership in these vessels when thus 
allowed to use them. 

Mr.SAYERS. I understand that. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The vessels are liable to be 
taken possession of by the Government whenever it may deem 

: end it is best for the vessels that they should be kept 
fn repair. It is the duty of the Government to keep its vessels 
repair. 

Mr. SAYERS. My question wasas to where the money would 

come from te repair these vessels while used by a State: 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Whilethe vessel istemporarily 
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in use by the State, the expense of repair would come out of thy 
naval militia fund. re os 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If no other gentlemen desires to ask any 
se I move that the committee rise and report the bill 

avorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCRA£r havino 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DOCKERY reporte 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union had 
had under consideration the bill (S. 1399) to promote the ef. 
ciency of the naval militia, and had directed him to report the 
same back with a recommendation that it pass. 

— bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time 
an . 

On motion of Mr. CUMMINGS, a motion to reconsider 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

LOUIS A. YORKE. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I now yield to my colleague on the com. 

mittee, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Monry]. 


Mr. MONEY. I call up the bill (8S. 1438) for the relie! o; 
Louis A. Yorke. 

The SPEAKER pvo tempore. This bill has been referred { 
the Committee of the Whole House. 


Mr. MONEY. I move that the House resolve itself into Co 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of th. 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and proceeded to the considers- 
tion of the bill (S. 1438) for the relief of Louis A. Yorke. 

The bill was read, as follows: ; 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the action of the board ty which Passed Assist: » 
Pp Louis A. Yorke was examined for promotion be set aside, ani 
declared null and void; and the President is hereby authorized to appoint 
him to the office to which he would have been promot«ai but for said action 
and to retire him in that grade as of the date was wholly retired, char: 

him with all extra pay and allowances paid him at that time: Proviu- 
That he shall not receive or be entitled to any pay, corepensation, or alloy 
ance whatever prior to appointment under this act. 


Mr. MONEY. I desire to make a very brief statement of th: ' 
circumstances of this case as I understand them. Mr. York. ‘a 
entered the navalservice atthe age of 15, and served for twenty- 
four years. During that time he was never reprimanded, 
censured, or punished, but on the contrary there are now on file 
in the Department a great many letters covering that period. 
from the respective commanders of the ships in which he saile: 
commending his excellent and officer-like conduct. He was an 
assistant paymaster in the Navy, and his accounts were abso- 
lutely straight in every particular. 

From a very distinguished member of the Senate, who is aiso 
on the ttee on Naval Affairs, I get the information tha‘ 
he has personally investigated all of the accounts of this office 
and found them to be absolutely correct in every detail. Ther 
was never at any time any charge of official misconduct against 
him. In course of time he came up with others, while afloat, for 
promotion to paymaster before a rd composed of three pay 
masters accor to the regulations. These three paymaster: 
without any charge, without any court-martial or court of in- 

uiry, retired him wholly from the service. The records on 
fle show that this action was taken without any court of in- 

uiry,as I have stated, or without any charges of ‘an official 
Sasncter against him, or charges of any character which wou! 
warrant such official action. 

The truth was that there was a charge of a domestic charic- 
ter, if | may be permitted to allude to the matter in this con- 
nection. This had divorced his wife, and her family 
had gone before the board, asl am informed, and stated that this 
gaumonens had borrowed money from his father-in-law to settle 

accounts. This was not true in any particular, as far as his 
accounts were concerned. There was no necessity for borrow- 
ing money to settle them, because they were correct. He hai 
borrowed from his father-in-law, who is a millionaire, at hisown 
suggestion, to make investments while he was abroad in the 
service; but he had repaid the loans almost entirely, as I un- 
derstand. Atall events, the money was never n in the 
settlement of his official accounts; and the whole thing was: 
piece of bitter resentment on the partof the relatives of his ci 
voreed wife. 

That is the whole case as I learn it, and I getitall from « 
gentleman who has thoroughly well informed himself aboutit, t!1° 
senior Senator from the State of Maine, who knows what he is 

g about. 

I may state that in the line of duty this officer has broken « 
leg, which is an additional reason why he ought to be restore: 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. Has this bill been referred to the Secretar) 
of the Navy for the purpose of getting his opinion about it? 
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Mr. MONEY. 
ported the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. But I mean since he has been Secretary of the 
Navy? 

Mr. MONEY. 





Why, the Secretary of the Navy himseit re- 


It has not been deemed necessary. Ithas been 
passed three times, however, and has been reported from the 
House committee over and over again. The Senate has passed 
itand the House committee reported back the Senate bill. There 
is a House bill on the Calendar which is ipsissima verba in the 
terms of this bill that we are now considering, and it was re- 

orted unanimously from the Committee on Naval Affairs in the 
ee Congress. 

Mr. SAYERS. The Secretary of the Navy,since he has been 
Secretary, has not reported upon the bill? 

Mr. MONEY. He has not; but formerly when he was a mem- 
ber of the House committee he did report it. It has been re- 
ported favorably from the House committees and Senate com- 
mittees over and over again, as I said. 

Mr. SAYERS. When was this action of the board taken? 

Mr. MONEY. In 1884. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ten years ago. 

Mr. MONEY. Yessir. Iam also informed that since then 
one member of the board has been dismissed. 

Mr.SAYERS. Well. if hedeserved it, he ought to have been. 

Mr. MONEY. I do not say, however, that it was on account 
of this matter. ; 

But there was no evidence, absolutely, to affect this gentle- 
man’s character. The board was not examining him on any 
charge or inquiry of official misconduct, but simply for promo- 
tion, with a number of others. Those were ex parte facts that 
came before the board in an entirely unofficial way, and they had 
no right to take the action they did. This bill simply proposes 
torighta wrong. Itis an act of justice to remove a stigma on 
the character of a most deserving officer. 

Mr.SAYERS. Theeffectoftheaction of the examining board 
was to dismiss him from the service? 

Mr. MONEY. They wholly retired him from the service. 

Mr. SAYERS. Without pay? 

Mr.MONEY. Yes. This calls, however, for no back pay, 
let me state. 

Mr. SAYERS. He is on the retired list without pay? 

Mr. MONEY. No, sir; he is absolutely out of the service. 
This is simply to restore him to the place for which he was ex- 
amined, and to which he would have been admitted but for the 
actign taken upon facts that ought never to have been consid- 
ered by the board. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I wish to call my colleague’s attention to 
the fact that it was not a unanimous reportin the last Congress; 
I voted against it myself in the committee. 

Mr. SAYERS. I think the chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs ought to give us some light on this matter, if he 
can. We are all in the dark. 

Mr. MONEY. The gentleman from Texas will please excuse 
me, you have light upon it now. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. The‘ gentleman from New York” bows to 
the action of his committee in this regard. This matter is in 
full charge of Mr. MONEY. 

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman from Mississippi allow a 
question? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. LOUD. Was notthis case resubmitted for review finally, 
and determined upon in accordance with the first findings? 

Mr. MONEY. No, sir; I think not. 

Mr. LOUD. I think it would be well to have the report read. 

Mr. MONEY. Ihave no objection to having the report read. 

Mr. LOUD. Ihave beeninformed by a party whoinvestigated 
the case that it was re-reviewed, and that the first decision was 
sustained. 

Mr. MONEY. It has not been sustained, according to my in- 
formation. 


Mr. LOUD. Iwas so informed by a member of the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, to whom it was submitted, arid he said he 
could never report favorably upon it. 

Mr.MONEY. [twas unanimously reported and favorably con- 
sidered. I ask the Clerk to read the report. 

a caso (by Mr. GEISSENHAINER) was read, as follows: 
© Committee on Naval , to whom wi erred t . 1438) 
for the relief of Louis A. Yorke} Res goatee an aed Gat the 
Senate report (No. 439) made thereon fully sets out the facts, as the com- 


mittee have ed upon their own inve tion. They therefore 
adopt the said report and recommend that the bill fe pass. . 


[Senate Report No. 489, Fifty-third Congress, second session. } 
The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2266) 
the relief of Louis A. Yorke, have had the same under consideration and 


for 
beg leave to re it back with d 
as oe port an amendment and recommend its passage 
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Louis A. Yorke entered the Navy when he was 15} years old, such entry 
being in February, 1862. He was commissioned an assistant paymaster in 
October, 1869, and promoted to be a passed assistant paymaster in 1875. He 
was ordered before an ey See for promotion to be a paymaster 
on the 4th of December, 1886, said board consisting of three paymasters, and 

y this board he was wholly retired from the naval service. 

_ The records of the Navy Department, andalso the records of the account 

ing officers of the Treasury Department, show that while Mr. Yorke was in 
the naval service his accounts were always promptly and correctly ren 

dered, and the files of the Navy Department contain letters from his com- 
manding officers extending over a period of twenty years, showing his con 
duct and record to have been of the highest character. Duringall the years 
of his service he was never placed under arrest, suspended, reprimanded, 
or punished in any way whatsoever, and your committee believes, from its 
careful investigation into the facts concerning this case, th: action 
taken by the examination board was arrived at without sv evidence 
and, therefore, your committee thinks that this bill shoul ith 

in a measure repair theinjury done Mr. Yorke 

It should also be stated that Mr. Yorke suffers from a broken leg, wh 
injury he received directiy in the line of duty,andas he seeks only t 
placed upon the retired list of the Navy, with the rank which he attained 





t the 


= 


ipa 


twenty odd years of faithful and meritorious service, your committee i 
the unanimous opinion that his prayer should be granted and the bill 
acted. 

Mr. LOUD. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. MONEY] well knows that this board of officers had 
no power to retire this person, who was up for examination. 
They had the power to recommend; but I should like to ask the 
gentleman if that recommendation was not reviewed and af- 
firmed by the Secretary of the Navy, and is it nota fact thatthe 
case came again on review before the Secretary of the Navy 
and he reaffirmed that first decision? 

Mr. MONEY. I can not answer that question, because | 
not know. 

Mr. LOUD. There may be merit in this case, but it does not 
appear before the House. It seems to me there should be some 
information from the Department. 

Mr. MONEY. Ido not know as to the facts that the gentle 
man alludes to. The gentleman has asked me about matters 
that I do not know anything about; but I will say to him that 
the committees of the two Houses have repeatedly gone allover 
the circumstances of this case, have thoroughly investigated 
every paper in the Department—and there are a great man) 
there—and they have favorably reported repeatedly. Three 
times it has passed the Senate, and, as I have said, the senio 
Senator from Maine told me that he had personally gone over 
every paper, and that there was not anything to justify the ac 
tion of that board. 

Mr. LOUD. But you are reéxamining the report of the Se 
retary of the Navy, are you not, and you do not present any p 
pers to the House from the Department to sustain the position 
you take? 

Mr. MONEY. Iam supporting the action of the comm 
If itis not satisfactory to the gentleman, of course | am ver 
sorry for it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I should like to ask the gentleman anoth 
question: whether or not the first report made by the Commi' 
tee on Naval Affairs of the Senate was not adverse” 

Mr. MONEY. Idonot know. I never heard of an adverse 
report. I know that it has three times passed the Senate with 
out any opposition, and of course it was done upon a favora!h 
report. That is the whole case as far as I am acquainted 
with it. 

Mr. LOUD. I do not care to stand in the way of the passage 
of this bill, although on the facts, as I understand them, | have 
serious doubts about it. I do not wish to be captious about it. 

Mr. MONEY. As the gentleman from California withdraws 
his objection, I move that the committee rise and report the 
bill to the House favorably. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BYNUM ha 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DockERY, chair 
man of the Committeeof the Whole, reported that that commit 
tee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 1438) for the relief 
of Louis A. Yorke, had directed him to report the same to ¢! 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MONEY. I demand the previous question. 

The peavions question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MONEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


FREE PUBLIC SCHOOLS ON THE NAVAL RESERVATION, PENSA- 
COLA, FLA. 


site 
i 
} 


Cc 


Mr.CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I call up House bill 103. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 


The question was taken, and the motion to adjourn was re- 
jected. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. 


[ call up House bill 103. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 103) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to establish and 
cause to be maintained a free public school for children under 17 years of 
age at the village of Warrington, on the Naval Reservation on Pensacola 


Bay in the State of Florida. 
This bill is on the Union Cal- 


ae SPEAKER pro tempore. 
endar. e 

Mr. CUMMINGS. [ask unanimous consent that the bill be 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent that the bill be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, that bill ought to go to Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. I movethatthe House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole to consider the bill. 

The motion was — to. 

The House accordingly resolved into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. DocKErRy in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering a bill which the Clerk will now 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 103) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to establish and 
cause to be maintained a free ge school, for children under 17 years of 
age, at the village of Warrington, on the naval reservation on Pensacola 
Bay, ia the State of Florida. 


De tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to establish and cause to be maintained a free public school for 
children under 17 grave of age of parents resid on the naval reservation, 
in the villages of m and Woolsey, on Pensacola Bay, in the State 
of Florida. That the said school shall be established and maintained in 
the said village of Warrington at an annual expense of not exceeding $5,000, 
which said sum is hereby appropriated for said purpose out cf any funds 
in the Treasury not othe appropriated. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I 
he may onze to the gentleman from Florida [Mr. MALLORY]. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, the object of this bill is to 
prove two schools, one for the whites and the other for the 

lacks, who reside on what is known as the naval reservation 

on Pensacola Bay. These people are differently situated, per- 
haps, from any other in the United States, unless they can be 
assimilated to the people of the District of Columbia. The 
naval reservation is entirely within the jurisdiction of the 
United States. 1t is not like most of our navy-yard reserva- 
tions, included within the walls of the yard, but outside of 
the walls is a considerable territory. 

The reservation is about 3 miles long with an average width 
of a mile and a half, and outside of the navy-yard proper have 
grown up two villages, one known as Warrington, named after a 
commodore of the Navy, and the other named Wolsey. These 
villages were built upa good many years ago by people who went 
down from the Northern States to take as in building some 
ships built there just prior to the war. e sloop of war Pensa- 
cola was built there in 1858, and the gunboat Seminole was also 
built there at that time. A large number of these earn were 
skilled mechanics, who came from New York and timore, 
and were engaged in the construction of these vessels. They 
earried their families with them, and when the war came on 
they had to remain there, and—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The morning hour has expired, and the 
committee will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. ByNuM having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker me tempore, Mr. DOCKERY, Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 103, and had 
come to no resolution thereon, 

—— BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
ourn. 
r. HOLMAN, I hope the gentleman will withhold that 
motion for the present. 
Mr. BLAND. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Speaker, the Senate has sent over to the 
House the Indian appropriation bill with a partial concurrence. 
I ask that the report of the committee of conference and the 
etatement of the House conferees be printed in the REcoRD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
ome a report from the committee of conference on the In- 

ian appropriation bill, and asks that the report and statement 
of the House conferees be printed in the RD. Is there 
ob. — [After a pause. ] e Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

The report of the committee of conference is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the 


on the amendments of the Senate to the 
i eee con 


ending Sune 30, 189 and for other purposes, 
free conference have agreed to recommend and } yp LT their re- 


ield so much time as 


That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 37, 42, 53, 65, 70. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1,2, 4, 5,7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 22, 293 24. 95 9g 0» 
28, 29, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 41, 44, 50, 51, 52, 54, 58, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 67, 68, 72, 76, 77, 78" 79) g0' 
81, 82, 83, 84, 86, 87, 117, 118, and a: to the same. a” 

Amendment numbered 3: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendmen: 
insert the following: ‘And hereafter the annual salaries of the several Indian 
agents shall be as provided for in this act;’’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 6: That the House recede from its disagreement ty 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 3 of said amendment strike out the words 
“five hundred;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its disagreemen; 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out in line 4 of said amendment the word 
‘five’ and insert inilieu thereof the following: ‘To supervise the purchase 
of Indian supplies, four;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same With an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: ‘‘To enable the Secretary of the Interior to purchase 
land for homes for the Digger Indians, Central California, and for the erec. 
tion of suitable houses thereon and to aid them in agricultural pursuits 
#10,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 31: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 31, and agree to the same with 
an amendment asfollows: In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amend. 
ment insert the following: “Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior {s 
hereby authorized, under such rules and regulations as he may deem proper 
and any to protect the interests of the Indians and of the United 
States, to sell or otherwise dispose of a quantity of timber, not exceeding 
$20,000 in value, on the Jicarilla Apache Indian Reservation, the proceeds to 
be used by him in the purchase of sheep and goats for the benefit of the In- 
dians belonging thereto as will best tend to promote their welfare ani ad. 
vance them in civilization;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 38 and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$1,50);"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its}disagreement 
tothe amendment of theSenate numbered 39, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment in- 
sert ‘'$5,000;’’and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 40: That the House recede from itsdisagreement 
tothe amendment of the Senate numbered 40, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of said amendment the following 
‘ Provided, That the right of appeal shall be allowed to either party as in 
other cases;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from its disagreemen 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment in 
sert ‘'$35,000;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 45: That the House recede from its disagre.men: 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 45, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Inlieuof the sum proposed, insert ‘45,000 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amend 
ment insert the following: ‘‘Of which amount $20,000 shall be expended in 
South Dakota and $10,000 on the Colville Reservation in the State of Wash 
ington; and the Senate agree to the same. 

endment numbered 48: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 48, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment in- 
sert “‘€3,500;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 49: That the House recede from its disagreemen' 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 4%, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieuof the sum named in said amendment in 
sert ‘$1,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Ame ent numbered 64: That the House recede from its disagreemen' 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 64, and agree to the same \ 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amen‘ 
ment insert, after the word *‘doliars” in line 16, page 55 of the bill, the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘of which sum $1,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
may be used to procure a permanent water supply for the school;”’ and the 
Senate a to the same, 

Amendment numbered 66; That the House recede from its disagreement 
tothe amendment of the Senate numbered 66, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Insert after the word “ building,” in line ! 0! 
said amendment, the following: ‘“‘Now owned by the United States and, 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 69: That the House recede from its disagreemen' 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 69, and agree to the same With 
an amendment as follows: Strike out in line 24, page 59 of the Dill, the 
words “one thousand’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “five hundred 
and the Senate agree to the same. bc 

Amendment numbered 73: That the House recede from its disagreeme: 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 73, and agree to the same witi 
an amendment as follows: Insert after the word ‘‘That’’ in line 1 of said 











amendment the word “ hereafter;”’ and the Senate a to the same. 
Amendment numbered 75: That the House recede from its disagreemen! 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 75, and to the same wit) 


an amendment as follows: Restore the matter proposed to be stricken 0! 
by said amendment; andthe Senate agree to the same. ; 

Amendment numbered 85: That the House recede from its disagreemen' 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 85, and agree to the same wit 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter striken out by said amend: 
ment insert the following: ; 

“SEc. 11. That no Indian child shall be sent from any Indian reservation to 
a school beyond the State or Terri in which said reservation is situated 
without the voluntary consent of the father or mother of such child if either 
of them are living, and if neither of them are living without the voluntary 
consent of the next of kin of such child. Such consent shall be made before 
the t of the and he shall send to the Commissioner of 12 
dian Affairs his certificate that such consent has been voluntarily given before 
such child shall be removed from such reservation. And it shall be unlaw- 
ful for any Indian agent or other employé of the Government to induce oF 
seek to induce vy withholding rations or by other im means thé 
ts or next of kin of any Indian child to consent to the removal of a07 

ian child beyond the limits of any reservation.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
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The committee of conference have been unabie to agree on the amend- 


ts of the Senate numbered 21, 47, 62, 63, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 
100, 101,102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110,'111, 112, 113, ud, 1 15, 116,119, and 120. 


W. S. 

JOHN M. ALLEN, 

JNO. L. WILSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


WILKINSON CALL, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 

H. M. TELLER, 
Managers onthe part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Shounen on the Senateamendments to the bill (H. R. 6913) 
making appropriations for the Indian Department, submit the following 
written statement in explanation of the effect of the action recommended in 
the accompanying conference report on each of the Senate amendments, 

amely : 

. On amendments numbered 1, 2, and 3: Strikes out the provision proposed 
by the House, consolidating the Pueblo and Jicarilla Agency with the South- 
ern Ute Agency, and provides that hereafter the salaries of the several In- 
dian agents shall be as provided for in the bill. 

On amendment numbered 4: Provides, as proposed by the Senate, that no 

rson employed by the United States, and paid for any other service, shall 
Pe paid for interpreting. 

On amendments numbered 5 and 6: Appropriates, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, #3,000 for the salary of the superintendent of Indian schools, and $1,000 
for his necessary traveling expenses. 

On amendments numbered 7 and 8: Appropriates 844,000, as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of £25,000, as proposed by the House, for buildings and 
repairs of buildings at agencies, and that $19,000 of the sum shall be used for 
the Fort Shaw Reservation and Indian school in Montana. 

On amendment numbered ?: Appropriates $4,000, instead of 85,000, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, for the expenses of the commission of citizens serving 
without compensation to supervise the os of Indian supplies. 

On amendments numbered 10 and 11: Makes verbal corrections in the text 
of the bill. 

On amendments numbered 12, 13, and 14: Appropriates %,743.90, as proposed 
by the Senate, instead of $4,162.60, as proposed by the House, to pay certain 
Pottawatomie Indians of Indiana and Michigan amounts due them, as as- 
certained by a judgment of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

On amendment numbered 15: Inserts the provision Jrspeees by the Sen- 
ate, instead of the one proposed by the House, permitting members of the 
Citizen Band of Pottawatomie Indians and of the Absentee Shawnee In- 
dians of Oklahoma to dispose of their allotted lands under certain condi- 
tions. 

On amendment numbered 16: Provides, as proposed by the Senate, for the 
allotment of lands to the Sac and Fox of Missouri tribe of Indians within 
the reservation of said tribe in the States of Kansas and Nebraska. 

On amendment numbered 17: In lieu of the ee riation of %5,000 pro- 

by the House for permanent annuities to the Shawnee Indians, pro- 
vides, as proposed by the Senate, for the apportionment of $100,000 to the 
eredit of the Cherokee Nation of Indians, transferred to them by agree- 
men? by the said Shawnee Indians. 

On amendments numbered 18, 19, and 20: Authorizes the use of $12,000, as 
proposed by the Senate, instead of %,000, as proposed by the House, for com- 
pieting three artesian wells at Pine Ridge, Rosebud, and Standing Rock 
Agencies. 

On amendments numbered 22, 
the textof the bill. 

On amendments numbered 26and 27: Inserts the provision proposed by the 
Senate in lieu of the one proposed by the House, concerning the Ogden 
Land\ »mpanyand its alleged claim to any of the lands of the Seneca In- 
dians in New York. 5 : 

On amendment numbered 28: yt ge 215,686.80, as proposed by the 
Senate, to purchase for, and allot lands to, the Wyandotte Indians. 

On amendment numbered 29: Appropriates $110,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of #100,000, as proposed by the House, for support and civili- 
zation of the Apaches, Kiowas, Comanches, and Witchita Indians. 

On amendment numbered 30: Appropriates $10,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for the purchase of lands for homes for the Digger Indians. 

On amendment numbered 31: Authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to 
dispose of a quantity of timber, not exceeding #20,000 in value, on the Jica- 
rilla Apache Indian ervation, the proceeds to be used for the purchase of 
sheep and goats for the benefit of the Indians belonging thereto. 

On amendment numbered 32: Appropriates 87,500 for pay of employés and 
purchase of farming implements and seei for the support and civilization 
of the Navajo Indians. 

On amendment numbered 33: Requires, as proposed by the Senate, that 
one-half of the %6,000 appropriated for the Seminoles in Florida shall be ex- 
pended in procuring permanent homes for them. 

On amendment numbered 34: Apprvpriates $2,500, as poepeeet by the Sen- 
ate, to remove and rebuild the bridge across the Big Wind River, in the 
Shoshone Indian Reservation in Wyoming. 

On amendments numbered 35, 36, and 37: Appropriates $3,000, as proposed 
by the Senate, instead of 25,000, as proposed by the House for general inci- 
dental e and %5,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $3,000, as 
Neate the House, for pay of employés for the Uintah Valley and Ouray 


Agencies in U' 

Ga smeadeaent numbered 38: Appropriates #1,500, instead of #2,420, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, and $1,200, as proposed by the House for operating and 
re) the flour mill at the Pima Agency, Arizona. 

amendment numbered 39: a $5,000, instead of 36,000, as pro- 
by the Senate, for the erection of a fiour and saw mill at the Shoshone 


posed 
Agency in Wy E 

t numbered 40: Inserts the provision proposed by the Sen- 
ate, allowing persons who are in whole or in part of Indian blood or decent 


to sue in the circuit courts of the United States on claims for allotment of 
lands under 
on the laws of Congress 


, 24, and 25: Makes verbal corrections in 


tnumbered 41: Inserts the provision sed by the Sen- 
ate, authorizing contracts to be made for Phe coustiuntion of gating 
canals and securing water supply on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation in 


Idaho. 
On amendment numbered 42: Appropriates %125,000, as proposed by the 

House, instead of $140,000, as proposed by the Senate, for Indian police. 
On amendment numbered Ba ¥ ot 


and amendment numbered 117: Appropriates 

£35,000, as proposed by the House, instead of $45,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for exponses of hing and purchase of Indian supplies. 

On t 44: Appropriates $275,000, as proposed by the 


num 
Senate, instead of 257,000, as proposed by the House, for expenses of trans- 
of goods, provisions, and other articles for the various tribes of 


On amendments numbered 45 and 46: A fates $45,000, instead of %60,- 
000, as proposed by the Senate, and £20,000, ab proposed by the House, for 





survey and subdivision of Indian reservations, with authority to use $20,000, 
instead of $35,000, as proposed by the Senate, in South Dakota. 

Onamendment numbered 48: Appropriates $3,500, instead of 85,000, as pro- 

sed by the Senate, to negotiate through Indian inspectors with Indians 
or the surrender of portions of their reservations. 

Onamendments numbered 49 and72: Appropriates $1,000, instead of #2,000, 
as proposed by the Senate, for conducting negotiations with the Shoshone 
and Arrapahoe Indians for the sale and relinquishment of certain portions 
of their reservations in Wyoming, and strikes out the provision proposed 
by the House for that purpose. 

On amendment numbered 50: Appropriates $1,995, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, instead of $1,500, as proposed by the House, to pay John Palmier for 
buildings and improvements at Pine Ridge Agency. 

On amendment numbered 51: Appropriates 83,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for reimbursing, if found upon further examination to be entitled, those 
claimants among settlers on the Crow Creek and Winnebago Indian Reser- 
vation whose claims were held over for further proof or were erroneously 
disallowed. . 

Onamendmentnumbered 52: Makes a verbal correction in the text of the bill. 

On amendment numbered 53: Strikes out the aggregation of #2,430 pro- 
—_ by the Senate to pay the treasurer of the apter of Calvary Cathe 

ral, Sioux Falls, S. Dak., for board and tuition of Indian pupils. 

On amendment numbered 54: Inserts the provision proposed by the Senate 
to allow Eugene E. White, of Prescott, Ariz., late a special Indian agent, 
certain credits in his accounts. : 

On amendment numbered 55: Inserts the provision proposed by the Senate 
authorizing the reéxamination of the accounts of James A. Cooper, late 
special agent of the Interior Department. 

On amendment numbered 56: Appropriates #5,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for the expenses of the five Commissioners appointed to take a census of 
the Old Settlers, Cherokees. 

On amendment numbered 57: Appropriates $1,095,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of 81,070,000, as proposed by the House, for support of Indian 
day and industrial schools. 

mn amendment numbered 58: Strikes out ‘the provision proposed by the 
House, authorizing the use of 83,000 of the appropriation for Indian day and 
industrial schools to be expended in the construction of ‘school buildings 
for the Cherokee training school, North Carolina, and the provision that 
so much of the appropriations made for payment of agents as shall not be re- 
quired for that purpose shall be made available for educational purposes. 

On amendments numbered 59, 60, and 61, relating to the Cherokee training 
school, North Carolina: Appropriates 81,200 for pay of the superintendent, as 
proposed by the Senate, instead of 81,400 as proposed by the House, and ap- 

ropriates 83,000, as proposed by the Senate, for construction of school build- 
ngs. 

On amendments numbered 64 and 65, relating to the Flandreau Indian 
school: Authorizes the use of 31,000 of the #2, appropriated for general 
repairs and erection of outhouses, to procure a permanent water supply for 
the school. 

On amendmentnumbered 66: Appropriates 81,000, as proposed by the Sen 
ate, for the repair of the church and buildings owned by the United States, 
used for school purposes, on the San Xavier Reservation in Arizona. 
aane amendment numbered 67: Makes a verbal correction inthe text of the 


On amendment numbered 68: Appropriates %3,500, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for construction of buildings and general repairs at the Mount Pleasant, 
Mich., Indian school, instead of by items, as proposed by the House. 

On amendments numbered 69 and 70: Appropriates 328,550, as proposed by 
the House, irstead of 829,050, as proposed by the Senate, for the Santa Iré, 
N. Mex., Indian school. 

On amendment numbered 71: Strikes out the appropriation of $18,750 pro 
posed by the Senate for the education of Indian pupils at St. Joseph's Indian 
school at Keshena, Wis. 

On amendment numbered 73: Inserts the provision yoopense by the Senate 
that the children of Indians who have taken or may hereafter take lanas in 
severalty shall not, by reason thereof, be excluded from the benefits of ap 
propriations for purposes of education. 

On amendments numbered 74 and 75: Places the expenditure of appropri- 
ations for school purposes under the supervision and direction of the Secre 
tary of the Interior, as proposed by the Senate, instead of under the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, as ee by the House, and inserts the pro- 
vision proposed by the Senate, directing the Secretary of the Interior to in 
quire into the propriety of discontinuing contract schools. 

On amendment numbered 76: Inserts the section proposed by the Senate 
authorizing tne Secretary of the Treasury to place upon the books of the 
Treasury, to the credit of the several Indian tribes interested therein, the 
face value of certain non-paying State bonds or stocks. 

On amendments numbered 77 and 78: Makes a verbal correction in the bill, 
and instead of providing, as proposed by the House, for the payment of the 
claim of W. B. Munson, directs the Secretary of the Interior to examine 
said claim and make a full report of his findings in December next. 

On amendment numbered 79: Authorizes, as proposed by the Senate, the 
Secretary of the Interior in his discretion to expend in open market funds 
appropriated for artesian wells. 

On amendments numbered 80, 81, and 82: Requires that purchase in open 
market shall, as far as practicable, be made from Indians, under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior; authorizes the Secretary of the In 
terior, for the peri of thirty days after the approval of the act, to pur- 
chase in open market supplies necessary for the Indian service until con- 
tracts are executed and approved, and contractors have had time to deliver 
supplies to the several agencies to an amount not exceeding 810,000, as pro- 

osed by the Senate, instead of #50,000, as proposed by the House, and author 

zes the Secretary of the Interior to arrange for the manufacture by Indians 
of shoes, clothing, leather harness, and wagons. 

On amendments numbered 83 and 84: Strikes out the provision proposed 
by the House making the appropriations for purchase of supplies imme- 
diately available, and inserts the provision proposed by the Senate that con- 
tracts made in advance of appropriations shall be upon the basis of appro- 
priations made for the preceding fiscal year. 

On amendment numbered 85: Restores section 11 of the bill, proposed by 
the House, concerning the sending of Indian children from -_ Indian reser- 
yee soe school beyond the State or Territory in which said reservation 

situa’ le 

On amendments numbered 85 and 87: Makes verbal corrections in the text 


of the bill. 

On amendment numbered 118: Inserts section 17, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate — the approval of Congress of the act of the egislature of the 
Chickasaw Nation to adopt the negroes of the Chickasaw Nation. 

The committee of conference have been unable to agree on the following 
amendments of the Senate, namely: 

On amendment numbered 21: Agihartsing the Secretary of the Interior to 
erect the school buildings for Sioux Indians authorized in the bill as it 
_— the House, at such points as he may think best for the Indians in- 


ted; 
On amendment numbered 47: For surveying lands in the Indian Territery, 
known as those of the Five Civilized Tribes; ' 








> 
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On amendments numbered 62 and 63: Appropriating $1,000 additional 
pay to the military officer acting as superintendent of t Carlisle Indian 

school; 

On amendmenisnumbered 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 
104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, 112, 118, anu 114, whieh provide, as pro by 
the Senate, for the payment in cash for lands ced yy the Yankton Sioux 
Indians of Dakota, the Yakima Nation of Indians in Was the Coeur 
a’Alene Indians in Oo, the and other Indians on the Siletz Reser- 
vation in Oregon, instead of deferring such payments «ntil after the lands 
shall be disposed of by the United States; 

On amendments numbered 115 and 116: Ratityng ene with the Nez 
Perce Indians in Idaho and the Yuma Indians in fornia, for the cession 
of lands to the United States; 

On amendment numbered 119: Extending, as ed by the Senate, the 
right of commutation to all bona fide homes' se on certain lands in 
Oklahoma; and authorizing the the Treasury to issue to the 
Cherokee Nation, or to its assigns, evidences of indebtedness of the United 
States, bearing interest at 4 per cent., for the respective amounts of the sec- 
ond, third, fourth and fifth installments, amounting in the aggregate to %6,- 
640,000, specified in the Indian a; act for 1894; and 

On amendment numbered 120: , as od the Senate, the 
anpointment of a commission to allot in severalty to the In- 
Gites. within their reservation in Utah, agriculture sat a 


. 5. HO > 
JOHN M. ALLEN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. BLAND. Ivenew my motion that the House adjourn. 
The question was taken; and the : eae pro tempore an- 
nomial that the ayes seemed to have it. 
Mr. MCRAE. Division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 25. 
So the motion was agreed to. 
And accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 22 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
mene — from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
refe to Committee of tae Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. HARE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
bill (H. BR. 862) granting a pension to Pauline M. Pooler. (Re- 
port No. 1345.) 

By Mr. LACEY, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 7543) 
granting a n to Elizabeth Beesley. (Report No. 1346.) 

By Mr. FIELDER, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
4883) granting a pension to Caroline Loper, formerly Caroline 
Fox. (Report No. 1347.) . 

By Mr. LACEY, from the same committec: A bill (H. R. 6430) 
granting increase of pension toJ.C. Pinney. (Report No. 1349.) 





PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOEN: A bill (H. R. 7850) to abolish national banks, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 


rency. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: A bill (H. R. 7851) to amend an act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1835, entitled “An act granting 
to the borough of Michilimackinac certain grounds for public 
purposes "—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 7852) to reimburse the State 
of South Dakota the expenses incurred in suppressing the up- 
rising of the Sioux Indians in the years 1890 891—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr, HICKS: A biil (H. R. 7853) to amend section 4956 and 
section 11 following section 4967 of the Revised Statutes of the 
—— States relating to copyrights—to the Committee on 

atents. 

By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 7854) to prevent the free use of 


” timber on the public lands and to revoke all permits heretofore 


granted in certain States, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7855) donating 640 acres of land 
to Oklahoma Territory for a home forold soldiers, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 7856) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to furnish cannon to the State of Oregon for the 
State Soldiers’ Home at Roseburg, Oregon—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 1857) for the relief 
of John Sanderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 7858) for the relief of P. P. Ellis—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H.. R.7859) for the relief of Henry 
Dulgar—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A Dill (H. R. 7860) to provide increase 
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of pension of William N. Jackson for services in the late wa, 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINES: A bill (H. R. 7861) for the relicfof Katharing 
S. McCartney, widow of the late Capt. William 1H. McCartney— 
to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H. It. 7862) for the relief of Mp 
Harriet D. Newson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 7863) for the relief of Jo 
A. Greenwood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 7864) for the relief of t! 
tate of John H. Peck, late of Burlington, Vt.—to the Commi:. 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SORG: A bill (H. R. 7865) to relieve Joseph G. Denj 
from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Mili 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7866) to relieve William Hudson from 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affair 

Also, a bill (H.R. 7867) to relieve Henry Halteman from | 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affair 

Also, a bill (H.R. 7868) to relieve Peter Callaghan from ¢}; 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R.7869) granting a pension to Maria D. R 
ston—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions 

pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, and relerred as follows 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of J. S. Ferguson and 37 citizens 
Keokuk, Iowa, opposing appropriations for Indian education 
sectarian schools—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of J. C. Evans et al., of Mon- 
tana, in favor of establishment of Government Indian schoo! 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 2): 
of West Superior, Wis., in favor of the four-dollar rate on im 
ported cigars and the one-dollar rate on Havana and Sumatr 
a the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 212, of West Supe- 
rior, Wis., in favor of House bill 5207, against the transportation 
_ State to State of prison-made goods—tothe Committee o 
Labor. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Emma A. Donnell, on beha 
of the Young People’s Christian Endeavor Society of Kingston 
Ind., in favor of the antilottery bill—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MCLAURIN: Petition of various citizens, requestiny 
the erection of a court-house and post-office at Florence, S. C. 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Petition of E. P. Mills 
H. J. Kelevorn, John H. Mooney, and 35 other citizens of Gran 
Rapids, Mich., praying for the impeachment of Richard Olne 
Attorney-General—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFP: Petition of S. H. Hough and && othe 
citizens of Iowa, for the impeachment of the Attorney-General 
of the United States for alleged high crimes and misdemeanors- 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, August 1, 1894. 


Prayer by Rev. J. H. M’Carry, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday > 
penneeine: when, on motion of Mr. TURPI®#, and by unanimou- 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the Senate of July 13, 1894, calling 
information as to the cause of delay in adjusting accounts dw 
deputy surveyors for contract work performed under dire 

of surveyor-generals, etc., a report of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, giving the desired information: 
which, with the pe ge meer was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 5°: 
retary of the open esp Perma ge a draft of a bill to amend 


the quarantine act of February 15, 1893, and requesting its con- 
rumeginn ert | the Senate; which, with the accompanying papc'. 
was refe to the Committee on Epidemic ases, and Or 


dered to be printed, 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. 9. 








1894. 


TowWL#S, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate, num- 
pered 65, to the bill (H. R. 6937) making appropriations for the 
Departmentof Agriculture for the fiscal yearending June 30, 189 h 
The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7071) to exempt the 
property of the Young Men’s Christian Association of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia from taxation. s 
The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6777) toamend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act toincorporate the Washington and Great 
Falls Electric Railway ;” agreed to theconference asked for by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. HEARD, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, and 
Mr. Post, managers at the conference on the part of the House. 
The message also announced that the House had passed the foi- 
lowing bills: in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
A bill (H. R. 5371) for the relief of certain enlisted men of the 
Marine Corps; 
A bill (9. R 


James Fay. 


Deol 


and 
7683) to remove the charge of desertion against 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of petty officers 
and enlisted men of the United States Navy, praying that ma- 
rines may be withdrawn from ships of the Navy; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented sundry memorials 
of citizensof Milwaukee, Stoughton, Black Earth,and Waupaca, 
all in the Stateof Wisconsin, remonstrating against the support 
of the Government in maintaining the present system of sec- 
tarian Indian education, etc.; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
California, remonstrating against the supportof the Government 
in maintaining the presentsystem of sectarian Indian education, 
ete.: which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BLANCHARD presented a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Pollock, La., remonstrating against the support ef the Gov- 
ernment in maintaining tho present system of sectarian Indian 
education, etc.: which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
North Platte, Nebr., praying for the entire separation of church 
and state, andremonstrating againt Government appropriations 
for sectarian Indian schools: which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Nashville, Tenn., praying for the early settlement of the 
tariff question; which was ordered to lie on ihe table. 

Mr. LODGE. I present the petition of Morrison I. Swiftand 
sundry other citizens of Boston, Mass., praying that the mem- 
bers of the Senate and House of Representatives resign imme- 
diately. LIask that the petition be referred to the Committce 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to say a few words on the reference 
of the petition which my colleague has just presented. I have 
received a similar petition, which of course it is unnecessary to 
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ing read or understeod that the arrangements on the subject 
have already been made with the assent of almost the entire 
body of the American people. 

The VICE-PRES:DENT. The petition 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. LODGE presented the memorial of Charles G 
and 122 other citizens of Lynn, Mass.,remonstrating against the 
support of the Governmentin maintaining t] ‘esent system 
of sectarian Indian education, ete.: which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. KYLE presented the petition of John H. Randall, eeneral 
commander of the Chicago branch of the commonweal army; 
M. C. Servis, J.C. Howard, and 150 other members of thearmy, 
representing all trades, praying for the passsge of Senate bill 
No. 1814 to provide for the free and unlimited coinage of silver: 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WALSH. I present a petition of the 
of Savannah, Ga., praying 
question. Lask that the } 
in the RECORD. 

The petition was ordered to lie on the t 
in the RECORD, as follows: 


ill be ref 


erred to the 


Hanwood 


> pre 





ey) 
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Commercial Club 
for the early settlement of the tariff 
etition lie on the table, and be printed 


able, 


and to be printed 


SAVANNAH, GA., July 20, 189% 

The Commercial Club of Savannah, at a meeting duly held and regularly 
called for that perpen. distinctly and emphatically records its earnest pro 
atory action which now marks the progress of the tariff 
bill pending before the Congress of the United States. This chub embraces 
within itsmembership men whoepresent the leading commercial and in 

dustrial pursults of this community. Its interests are not circumscribe 
within the limits of this city, nor within the great State of Georgia, but the 


| Objective purpose of its formation was to advance alike the material pros 


present, my colleague havirg presented the petition; but I wish | 
to point out for the consideration of this gentleman and the per- | 


sons who have joined with him in this class of petitions, that 
they seem to be absolutely unconscious. of the existence of a body 
of men ealled the American people. They send in their peti- 
tions and make their demands upon us as if a dozen or a hundred 
or a thousand men had only to get together ona commons some- 
where, and after five or ten minutes ef turbulent conversation 
propose something, and that is to take the place of the Consti- 
tu-ion and laws of this country at once. 
how, the people of the country have considered the question 
of the resignation of the public officers, and have demanded that 
resignation in a very much more peremptory manner than these 
gentlemen can ibly doit. They have notonly demanded it, 
but they have fixed the time for it after great consideration, 
and we are all of us about to resign our officesat the time which 
the American people have determined. You, Mr. President, are 
going to resign the honorable office which you hold on the 4th 
day of March, 1897, and you will do it without any further prompt- 
mo goading or request. 
ou may be promoted to one more honorable, or at any rate 


| 
j 


one with more power; you may be continued in another term in | 


your present office; you may be exiled to some ether form of 
public service. or you may retire to private life; but like all of 
Us yoware to resign. and the people have determined the time 
and the occasion and the manner-of doing it. The demand of 
these worthy gentlemen seems to huve been made without hav- 


i 


perity of the entire nation. It believes thatit voices the sentiment of the 
people of the United States when it says that the uncertainty attendant 
upon the adjustment of that measure has caused untold financial embar 
rassment, restricted the use of capital, limited investment, and has had a 
general and most depressing effect upon all lines of material activity. 

The delicate and complicated machinery of business at this time is not 
unlike the condition of a sick patient who has long been deprived of the sus 
taining forces of life; andthe great financial convulsion which basrecent!y 
swept over this country bas left its business interests in such a condition 
that _ immediate application of restorative remedies is imperatively r« 
qutrea. 

Any concession which would tend to effectuate the immediate passage o 
this bill would be infinitely preferable to delay at this crisis. It is therefor: 

Resolved by the Commercial Club of Savannah, That immediate action upon 
the tariff bill is necessary to end the existing financial depression and em 
barrassment, and to stimulate trade to its normal condition. It is 

‘urther resolved, That the Representatives and Senators of the State of 
Georgia in Congress be, and they are hereby, requested to useevery effort to 
bring about some speedy and definite action upon this bill. It is 

Lurther resolwed, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to each of 
Representatives and Senators from the State of Georgia. 


TARIFF STATEMENT. 

Mr. WALSH. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
have printed in the REcORD a statement of the average ad 
valorem rates of duty of the Mills bill, the McKinley law, and 
the Senate bill, with per cent of reduction by Senate bill on th: 
articles contained herein. Itisamatter of information in which 
I think the country generally is interested. 

The statement was ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
follows: 


the 











Statement of average ad valorem rates of duty of the Milla bill, McHint: 
and Senate bill, with per cent of reduction by Senate bill on the unde 
ioned articles. 
i Per 
| rf r 
rticl Mills bill | MeKinle Senate ype 
Brtaes | (1888). | Dill 7 bill ale 
| Micki 
} i bi 
iidlapatatsieliaennsitiiicelidla te s 
Camphor,refined.... .......... 15. 25 | 12. 20 10 18. 03 
Sumac, extract of............- 2 | 23. 24 | 10 56. 07 
BROOME SEBUB. ccc0e 00 ccceccnapecs 63.90 | 38. 34 25. 51 2. 46 
NE ao cet b denne dens | 50.17 100. 35 3.87 56. 28 
Ced-liver oil................. 3 25 CO 228. 65 20. 19 
Opium, prepared for smoking -| 141.58 | 169. 65 50 
Chromium colors. .............. 25 | 20. 84 ; 
I sitiepenneenie essai Giesabidinmmcbbanesta } 19. 64 | 19. 64 | 
Sena -..---------------------—-| 21.14 | 21.14 | 52 
TEE iain casndeinemeons 25. 80 | 25. BO | 21.50 6 
Spirit varnishes ................| 74. 56 | 69.56 | 59. 56 14. 38 
All other varnishes -............ } 40 35 95 8. 57 
Whiting | 
SU «dunia cinta dil adits ween 142. 48 | 143. 48 71.24 iO 
Ground in.oil (putty) -......- 189. 50 189.50 | 04. 73 50 
White lead iii ah nainanwe akin j 39.47 | AY. 21 29. £0 50 
Nitrate of potash..............-. 21. 32 21. 32 10. 66 ™ 
Bicarbonate of soda ...........-. 45. 35 | 60. 47 30. 24 BO 
| Bichromate of soda. ............ 45. 59 2 2 45.1 
| Strychnia, or strychnine... ..- 117. 24 | 93.75 70. 34 2% 
Sulphur, sublimed _.._..... #4. 39 28. 66 | 20 20. 22 
J ee 14. 86 | 19. 81 10 ). 52 
China 
Painted, efe........... » &~ 41. 67 
he 40 5D 45. 45 
Bottles: a: . 
ED tinsink wend pines 70.17 re 52. 63 25 
i, | 71. 48 71.48 53. 61 25 
Demijohns, empty -...........- 37.9 37.9) 23.43 | gw 
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Per cent 

—- 

tion by 

Mills bill. | McKinley} Senate 
Asticien, (1888). | bill. Mi, | Gore 
McKinley 
bill. 
eget of sees panied —" 40 60 35 41. 67 
er glass, po. , unsil- 

Corea octbdedubeese sececescce 17- 64 20- 64 18- 48 25- 38 
Plate glass, fluted, ete ......... 49- 64 49- 64 87- 43 25- 33 
Plate glass, unsilvered,Cast,etc.| 98-174 98-174 88-122 10- 30 
Plate glass, cast, silvered, 

GRRE BONE 9D. ccn'vescecsccnasy- 37. 04 49. 39 31. 28 36. 67 
Cylinder and crown glass, sil- 

WEIGEL » apcessedee 32. 91 43. 88 27.79 36. 67 
Spectacle lenses ..........-...-- 40 41.67 
Stained or painted window 

906 encuse ae «a 40 45 35 23. 22 
Roofing slate 25 25 20 20 
Iron ore........ 23- 37 26- 41 15- 21 40. 47 
fron in pigs, etc 42.70 42.7 22.77 46. 67 
Scrap tron .. 42.70 47. 83 28. 47 40. 48 
Scrap steel. 38. 39 43 25. 59 40. 49 
DE di ccasnsuncs 27- 53 25- 53 16- 32 25- 40 
Bars of rolled iron...... 56. 18 61.77 44.93 27. 26 
Boller or other plate iron or 

ot «oe aan wn tase 95 54 25 53. 70 
ATI OF GOSO1... nc cccescorcccccccs 60. 67 58. 2 33. 99 24. 47 
Sheets of iron or steel, com- 

RAT WEEE s ccs vtcanbecenes 62- 25 25- 7 20- 55 21- 30 
a Free ..... 78. 44 42, 32 46. 05 
Tin, manufactures of .......... 40 55 35 36. 36 
Steel ingots, etc ................ 22- 45 29- 50 20- 40 20- 35 
ia ucinnsinaks coccka 34 34 22. 67 33. 33 
Cast-iron vessels, etc........... 28. 31 26. 97 17.98 33. 33 
Malleabie-iron castings ........ 36. 87 31.83 16. 37 48. 57 
ED i civic scuctonsesccss 29. 43 35. 33 23. 55 33. 34 
GED Sulecktlhe sutmedépoedecces 39. 41 47. 28 30 36. 55 
I ch eth kctten ddadeoeood 35 41- 80 30 27- 62 
DUM cidithandédsinhsiapocsucceegees 23- 39 23- 46 23- 30 4- 46 
Railway fish plates............. 57. 54 72.18 25 65. 36 
Hand, back, and other saws... 30 40 25 37.50 
| EES: 47-111 33- 67 28- 40 
Wheels ...... at aaa ide 66. 98 83. 72 41. 86 50 
Plates, rolled, brazier’s copper . 30 35 20 42. 86 
SE onin cancnadsondesnates 33. 65 44. 87 30 33.14 
STREET dibskitindcchesedes cece 77.78 77.78 30 , 61.43 
EE Wodinida vébeinct kone 82. 98 36. 65 18. 33 50 
DEL ctndis chen egcidéhiinnn scion 36. 65 23.77 14. 26 40 
REEL LE CLL 35 30 25 16. 67 
Penholders and parts of ....... 30 30 pe) 16. 67 
INE Scie Rt inns Galle Sean tebe ane 30 30 25 16, 67 
Zinc in sheets. .........0---s00- 23. 85 29. 19 14.59 50 
Manufactures of metal ........ 40 45 35 22. 22 
Shooks and boxes .............. 30 30 20 33. 33 

Jasks and barrels ........... ea 30 30 20 33. 33 
Clocks, of wood ................- 30 35 25 28. 57 
Rice, cleaned .....-...---------- 111.85 111.85 83. 89 25 
Rice, uncleaned ...............- 64. 19 64.19 41.08 20 
I Lcctndt a nbtroknepsedininee 44. 83 44.83 22. 42 49.99 
Oranges, lemons, and limes...| 15- 33 12- 31 Se Einctscedines 
Comfits, sweetmeats, etc ...... 35 35 30 14. 29 
Nuts, not shelled (almonds) . .. 51. 34 51. 34 30. 80 40. 01 
Nuts, shelled (almonds) ....... 42. 42 42. 42 28. 28 33. 83 
Filberts, not shelled............ 52. 90 52. 90 35. 32 33. 35 
Peanuts, unshelled............. 54. 64 72. 86 20 72. 85 
Extract of meat................ 20 17. 95 15 10. 87 
Spirits, distilied................ 73-294 91-367 65-264 28 
Cotton cloth: 

Not over 100 threads: 

Not bleached ............... 40 35.17 25. 05 37. 

SE sn anedemas deny 40 38. 60 26.53 31.27 

Dyed, colored, etc.......... 40 40. 80 30. 54 25. 15 

Exceeding 100 threads: 

Not bleached ............... 40 42. 39 32. 39 23. 59 

a a i a al 40 43,27 35 18. 88 

Ts | Cine ce iulcedioticnn 40 43.84 38. 84 1l- 40 
Cables, cordage, and twine....| 16- 25 16- 31 10- 20 40- 17 
Bagging for cotton............. 15. 24 $2.52 | Free ..... 100 
eS ss 40 278. 66 30 89. 23 
Shawls, woolen, not above 40 

cents per pound .............. 40 150. 30 35 76.71 
Knit fabrics, not above 40 cents 

Li ARR a SES 40 136 35 74.%7 
ld ciceetndbndipen sieone 40 80-104 35 66- 71 
I ae 40 86-106 35 72.00 
Filannels, not over 0cents per 

aN i 40 85-104 25- 35 66- 71 
a ecto oe = 50 = § » 66. 94 
Silk, webbings, gorings, etc ... 10 
SED nc ndbnenineencawctu 50 50 45 
Silk dress goods............... ‘ 50 50 45 
i icinks-aksdunnenkeeeel 50 50 45 
et CUE na eitnns oavennsnion 50 50 45 
Writing, drawing, and other 

I TR, TE aire cisnnwaleanenitl 25 25 20 
Dolis and other toys............ 30 85 25 
SE ais cies cp cenueciaiegibvamictind 25. 19 25. 19 20. 15 
SINE. 0 once vcccncsnececes 100 147. 32 50 
Coal, bituminous ............... 22. 72 22.72 12.12 
Slack or culm of coal _...__.... 28. 68 28. 68 14. 34 
Coke. ..... Tl itisnieincnnees sates 20 20 15 
I ciitahhdt cinins sipasene nooo 35 83. 93 20 
Haircloth, known as crinoline 

RRR LEE 80 27.99 20. 99 
Haircioth, known as hair seat- 

PRR ES EE A BE 23. 22 23. 22 15. 48 33 
Leather, bend or belting, and 

i ntiletibtittncceanenmseine 15 10 Benen daintvtek 

. 


Statement of average ad valorem rates of duty of the Mills bill, McKin)- 
ana Senate bili, etc.—Continued. 



























Pe r < 
of red 
a Mills bill | McKinley} Senate tion | 
Avtictes. (1888). bill. | bill. | Sena 
McK 
| 
Calfskins, japanned__.......... 30 30 | 20 
All not specially provided for... 15 10 10 
Boots and shoes ...............- 35 25 20 
Manufactures of India rubber. 30 30 25 
Umbrellas covered with silk 
Se ee 50 55 45 
Burrstone, manufactured...... 20 15 Free 
Composition metal, copper... 35 6.49 | Free 
Plates of copper, not rolled, } 
Sins bone tubks test noka been cues 18. 88 11.80 | Free .... 
Nh tata Cecchi ieithin ong ge 20 18.52 | ree _... 
A TET 15 6.47 | Free .... 
Paintings in oil or water colors. 30 15 } Free .... 
ih tin nes came inne tnge 30 15 | Free .. 
EE ae ae 15 10 Free ... 
The most prominent reductions of duty proposed by thes 
ate bill are set forth below: 
Articles. 
ic ci eennaasddse sekddsedbdeueéssnbadseecace Secs Swi 
es ee nein is aha ancheb bkbehienebtebeynsnsauresanee 
NRT binencicndncdn cescbe cs scencnneesceocespeccecccuseressaccee 
re er ek ce kkss case chee cogdbabeskedbwbe cocee 
es Seiad cuidsi nk sb bet dpdvbeuetddbeedtbauans dudése cess cee 
i en ee elas keh ew SR bESR ened geese cee 
ST hiccneeninibuane ob sdndtheCedes6bon noes ceceencevesetcennessee- 
eee ei neki anc KbSs KbccdenddbbacersOsoesscnenececce- 
aE een neta WhUlteeauneteslbbnonesédasecescccces cee: ' q 
All other not specially provided for .................-... Silica danitet deine 
nici ini Ree nesele none scala tiple adi sii sie 
ce panes Gaewsecubeeeners oyabnae : 
ina as cnc re petenstunckbeenedadedswes gece costes bs 
 ntineEtinaniewnductutherbéknhuntenendene séngepveburenerneseachs i 
tt iii n i antekOhihdneeaatatinen veld amines abteeeasesee bo ses 
bicdiectgektpueess osecectsncces Janne mS 
Sy GE iiisesenscopsceedsteosiedocnbesee Libphamiadthabead tee - ; 
Iron ores.........-.- o0nn cevane cece cnccstoccucs cosccecccececcescss- ‘ cd 
Sa os oa os cee nu diameneeres acces cee F 
All other and slabs, blooms, or loops.......................----.--- oa 
i er onic saknbentideenteed on6seetceccess--- ie 
TT inl sii itches cdhenpabenebehimensacstuchtperenenen+s-- ; 
aoe rope made of steel wire not smaller than No. 5 wire gauge : 
GALE Gtibnns Cucndcboudddienscudssuscacechsséndsecntece 
il ened enn esc boanminkahes becenrodhenesences ; 
Penknives and as ties ibicinen eens angnineaten s «- 
a aeawhascoetenasbanentocors 
ed Le ek ined di neds chbatnceondle cbs cncece 
Sho a he cia Gaveaesesecces 
a ah alla lata Ebinnnieedbenbbbnn cece 
eh nie ich chnnhih Ginenedhhepebdeetes aninesbeccce- : 
atid cab indintined caV ea thinebsctabe sede kssatetesccces- ia 
a dae i sain ine sl cnesmebh ses baehanpntaeead oc ee: ba 
ae nae cae hanitaie alee itimenep ebsites pees 9 
Ee ca AL oan SERRA atehaiptbavaaheceoeces «= 
EAS tnntnidie ein een bbbsdbbonsesdgbbbetoudsadcsesesoe- 
ee a ele edalietueginntieeneehtnbes corcen« Bie 
ERR adie cnvilibebniin iadinipeehteieiimnsaeabait ee + == - 
in ilies es neh on et babieakalrabhmede oon « 3 
ee in hana sitanases chekowdethitnse ones 
oS mitten pebdibeenn cages nelinecss-- 
— el eee lia lite alee Seba dna wake mhian cae © « 
i ihiht hi iiniinta seine cnns amdingtnd Hak deadsboonenetecoes 
Te cambnnsbeccmacces- 
i ha hii ceeuichinduewn enneenasebeoe- t 
tei, cs waweinashsingibndnuplndtinn eabinedoouevoneo ‘ 
ead canine iden tenhin dembowns nawkathnbdtee cepece - 
as pndand sbeepenindiccaeswedec-+-- 
a a esac a iiedelbedibekendbetedares -- 
pee Ber rns tetirer ansirenrmwwseaprer eeccentramtens~—noren-- ~~" 
Nee Te aun dinshinedeee- 
ie a ih ala cbbbeenbiicsisencaneneesshbecshaec 
Woolen yarns ..........-- 222-200 -eneee ene enon ee ceee nn nee nee nee tn tte 
Woolen shawls ............ cvindnhb de daweusdbbyscousobcbees« nso caeseapess 
on ew ebenpasannatsnbboccnsecescen eseccveceses sitaness 
on nn cana eeione es. 
Hats of wool.......-..-... 
Fiannels for underwear 
Woolen dress goods. 
Cocoa matting and mats el ee 
les il ah unibiek endec Cubiansctidegubsededaceéo iain ies seoo , 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 397) for the relief of Lieut. Jerome 
£. Morse, of the United States Navy, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 224) for the relief of William P. Buckmas- 
ter, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr, PATTON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S.%17) for the relief of Jennie M. Hunt, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 


ferred the bill (S. 1527) for the relief of the officers and crews of | 
the United States gunboats Kineo and Chocura, submitted an | 
rt thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was | 


adverse re 
postponed indefinitely. ; 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1571) for the relief of Thomas 
Williams, an employé of the Senate folding room, for injuries 
received while in the discharge of his duties in the year 1892, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted areport thereon. 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I was not aware of the arrange- 
ment yesterday by which the bankruptcy bill was to be reported 
by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. Had I known the report was to be 
made I should have stated at least thatas a member of the com- 
mittee I dissented from that bill. I am not in favor of the 
bill as it stands. I amin favor of a bankruptcy bill covering 
both voluntary and involuntary cases, and if no other Senator 
shall offer the amendment when the bill comes up for consider- 
ation, I shall submit what is knownas the Torrey bankruptcy bill, 
with some modifications, as a substitute for the bill reported by 
the Senator from Mississippi from the committee. The change 
that I propose to make is simply to strike out one of the causes 
of bankruptcy specified in the bill as reported. The bill pro- 
poses to make mere commercial failure at a certain time an act 
of bankruptcy. To that I am opposed, and I shall move tostrike 
itout, and then, unless some other Senator submitsit, I shall offer 
as a substitute for the pending bill, which covers merely vol- 
untary cases of bankruptcy, the Torrey bankruptcy bill. 

Mr. HOAR subsequently said: I ask unanimous consent that 


mittee with amendments, be printed in document form for the 
use of the Senate. I ask that there be 5,009 copies of the bill 
printed. g 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and it is so ordered. 


OMAHA INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6814) extend- 
ing the time of payment to purchasers of lands of the Omaha 
tribe of Indians in Nebraska, and for other purposes, to report 
it without amendment. Iask that the bill may be now consid- 
ered. It isa House bill, and there is necessity for immediate 
action. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
perme as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Is that aratification of an agreement made 
with those Indians? I see that the bill says something about 
an agreement being ratified. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes; it is subject to the ratification or 
consent of the Omaha Indians. It is simply an extension of 
time for the payment of the balance of the purchase money. 
The bill is approved by the Indian Office, and is in every re- 
spect all right. 

The bill was reporied wo the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

TARIFF BULLETIN. 
a HARRIS. On behalf of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 

OORHEES], who is detained from the Senate by illness, I report 
from the Committee on Finance Tariff Bulletin No. 32+, relat- 
ing to the rates on sugar in various stages of the tariff bill, with 
the amendments relating to the same which were offered during 


the debate in the Senate and House of Representatives. I ask 
that the bulletin be rinted. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will beso ordered in the absence» 
of objection. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2271) to amend an act of 
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| of James Longstreet; which was read twice by its tit 
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Congress approved March 3, 1835, entitled ‘‘An act granting 
_ to the borough of Michilimackinac certain grounds for public 
purposes;” which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


| Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. WALSH introduced a bill (S. 2272) to increase the —— 
e, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BLANCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. BATE, it was 


Ordered, That William Markwood be authorized to withdraw from the 
files of the Senate, under the rules of the Senate, the papers relating to the 
bill in the Fifty-second Congress to grant him an honorable discharge. 


REPORT ON SLUMS OF CITIES. 
Mr. KYLE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 











the bankruptey bill, reported yesterday from the Judiciary Com- | i= the State of Tennessee. 


which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and bound in cloth, for the use of the Commissioner of Labor, 
6,000 additional copies of his seventh special report, relating to the slums of 
cities. 

DOMINION COAL COMPANY, OF NOVA SCOTIA. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I submit a resolution which I ask may be 
read and go over until to-morrow. 

The resolution was read and ordered to lie over, as follows: 

Resolved, That the special committee appointed toinvestigate the charges 
of bribery against Senators be instructed to inquire into the facts con- 
nected with the organization and history of the Dominion Coal Company, 
Limited, of Nova Scotia, for the purpose of ascertaining whether such 
company was formed or is being conducted by reason of any assurances 
that the tariff duty on coal shall bo repealed by Congress; and if so, to as 
certain who gave such assurances; and whether or not any officer of the 
Government or any member of Congress is or was interested in said com 
pany; and what action, if any, has been taken by any person in fulfillment 
of said assurances. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE HIWASSEE, 


RIVERS. 

Mr. BATE. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate for the 
present consideration of the bill (H.R.4611) to amend an act 
approved January 26, 1893, to authorize the construction of 
bridges across the Hiwassee, the Tennessee, and Clinch Rivers, 
I desire to state that it is impor- 
tant that the bill shall be passed promptly, and I do not think 
it will consume any time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to extend 
for one year the time within which the actual construction of 
the bridges may be commenced. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. SUSIE CONWAY. 

Mr. LINDSAY. ILIask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion at this time of House bill 6902. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It will not take much longer to finish the 
sundry civil appropriation bill to-day, and then there will be 
ample time for the consideration of other bills. I shall not, 
however, object to the bill called up by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, but as soon as that is concluded I shall move to take up 
the appropriation bill. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 6902) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. Susie Conway. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Susie Conway, widow of Senior 
Lieut. W. P. Conway, late of the United States Navy, and to 
pay her a pension of $35 per month, in lieu of the pension she 
is now allowed. 

The bill was reported to; the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered fo a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5575) 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other pur- 
poses. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. QuAY] offers his amendment, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment from the Committee on Appropriations, to come inon page 
56, line 14, after the word “same.” Before submitting the 
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amendment, I will ask the Secretary to read the communication 
which I send to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The communication will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., July 380, 1894. 
Srrg: I have the honor to state that the act granting additional quaran- 
tine powers and imposing additional duties upon the Marine Hospital Serv- 
ice, approved February 15, 1893, provides no appropriation from which ex- 
penses incurred thereunder may be paid, and that under a recent ruling of 
the First Comptroller of the Treasury no expenses incurred in the execu- 
tion of such act-can be paid from the appropriation for preventing the spread 
of epidemic diseases, except only in the case of threatened or actual = emic 
of cholera, yellow fever, or mea I would, therefore, respectfully re- 
quest that an appropriation of $35,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary to meet such expenses during the current fiscal year, may beincorpor- 
ated in the sundry civilor deficiency appropriation bills now pending in the 
Senate. 
Respectfully, yours, 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 
The PRYSIDENT OF THE SENATE, 


Mr. COCKRELL. NowIask thatthe amendment! have pro- 
posed from the committee may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 56, line 14, after the word ‘‘same,” 
it is proposed to insert: 


And not ex $35,000 of said sum for necessary,expensesin the ex- 
ecution of the act of Feb: 16, 1893, granting additional quarantine pow- 
ers and imposing additional duties upon the Marine Hospital Service. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

Tho amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have one other amendment. In line 22, 
on the same e, in the a priations for ro buildings, 
by an oversight certain w were left out of the amendment 
which reads: 


For a new copper roof for the Pension Office building $28,560. 


After the word “ building,” in line 22, I move to insert ‘‘ and 
acorrugated metal ceiling for the great hall.” That is a part 
and parcel of the amendment already adopted, which was re- 
ported by the Committee on ° -eaaagenaieaa 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
to come in on 2, after line 14. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, after line 14, it is proposed to 
insert: 

That, in order to give the necessary full and free ingress and 
wagons carrying the United States maiis intoand out from the adelphia 
post-office, the tary of the Treasury, ac for and in behalf of the 
Government of the United States, is hereby authorized to acquire, b . 
chase or condemnation, certain lots ee of ground in the city of 
delphia, State of Pennsylvania, TT or acent tothe Philadelphia 
poss-emice building on the west, and more y described as follows, 
to wit: 

All that certain lot or piece of ground late of John J. Ridgeway, deceased, 
situate on the south side of Market street, in the Ninth ward of the said city 
of Philadelphia, beginning at a a on the line of said Market street where 
the same intersects the west side of Post-Office street, containing in front 
on Market street 16 feet 8 and extend in length or depth of that 
width southwardly between parallel lines at rig t angles with said Market 
~— ma soot, to the north tee Chant —— étisetd - 

80, & ose or pieces un of James 2, 
deceased, situate on thenorth sideofsaid oat on 7 ata paint 
in the northern line of said Chant street 16 feet 8 inches westward from the 
west side of Post-Ofice street, containing in front on said Chant street 47 
feet 2} inches, more or less, and extending in /ength or depth northwardly 
between parallel lines at right angles with said Chant street 56 feet, more or 
less, to land now or late of Caroline A. Magee. 

Also, all that certain lot or piece of ground now or late of Caroline A. 
Magee immediately adjoining the said it described lot of on the 
north, beginning at a point on the westward line of the said above de- 
scribed lot or piece of ground at the distance of 56 feet northward from the 
north side of Chant street, extending thence northward along the westerly 
side of said first above described lot of — 15 feet 6 inches; thence west- 
wardly 47 feet 2jinchesto a pointat the ofa certain alley; thence south- 
ward partly along the head of said alley and partly along the line of a cer- 
tain lot or piece of d, the pro’ of St. Stephen’s Protestant Episco- 
pal Church, 15 feet 6 inches to a point; thence eastwardly 47 feet 2} inches, 
nee northward line of said second above described piece of ground, to 


he teak rectanguiar- sha lot or piece of ground belo: to St 
i e i. 
ro Protestan Church, y oining the pro above de- 
scr: containing in ton Chant street 27 feet and 1 , and north- 
ceed $175,000, ishereby appropriated out of any money th the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

Mr, QUAY. Mr. President, the proposition which has just 
been read has been twice reported favorably from the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. Once it was inserted by that com- 
mittee inasundry civilappropriation bill, and passed the Senate. 

The acquisition of the propert, described in the amendment 
is absolutely necessary for the proper distribution of the mails 
at Philadelphia. It is desirable that it shall be bought, and 
bought promptly, for the reason that the wagons used in distri- 
bution of the mails have not the necessary facilities of access to 


88 to the 


the post-office, so that they may be loaded and unloaded 
the rear of the building. For want of these facilities the , 
postal business is seriously embarrassed. 
In support of the proposition I will merely tay before the So, 
ate the resolution of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, a le: ja) 
from the postmaster of Philadelphia, stating the reasons why 
the appropriation is necessary, and, connected therewith, {)) 
report of the chief inspector of the Post-Office Departmen: 
stating that the purchase of the property referred to is py 
sary, and recommending that the appropriation be m: 
send the papers to the desk and ask that they may be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The papers referred to by the Sa 
ator from Pennsylvania will be read, in the absence of object; 
The Secretary read as follows: ~ 


vO 


PHILADELPHIA, Jai 


T° the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 


Ata quarterly meeting of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, held p 
- 18, 1898, the following preamble and resolution were unanim 

i 

“Whereas the Philadelphia Board of Trade, in acommunication addres 
to the Hon. John Wanamaker, Postmaster-General, under date of Noye 
ber 22, 1800, fully set forth the great and serious inconvenience ani (el, 
occasioned by the lack of necessary room for the movement of mail wa 
in the rear of the Philadelphia post-office, and by the narrowness « 
proaches to the post-office used by said wagons and vehicles in the 
of mail matter; and, 

Whereas the recommendation then made, that the Government s 
remedy the evil by the acquisition, through condemnation and purchase 
certain properties in the rear of the post-office, from which the buildin 
should be removed and the room secured thereby be utilized in facilita: 
the movement of all wagons engaged inthe ee of the mails, ha 
not yet been adopted by reason of the failure of Congress to make the ne 
essary appropriation for same; and 

Whereas the Philadelphia postmaster has again called public attention! 
the necessity of securing more room and readier access for mail wagons ani 
for the accommodation of the public mailing the lower grades of posta! mat 
ter: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Philadelphia Board of Trade earnestly petitions th 
Senate and House of Representatives of the United States to appropriats 
an amount sufficient for the acquisition by purchase or condemnation : 
such oe hee in the rear of the Philadelphia post-office as may be needle 
to furnish the necessary facilities for the prompt and expeditious han 
of the incoming and outgoing mails. 


A true copy. 
[SEAL] F. FRALEY, 
President Philadelphia Board of 7 
Attest: 
W. R. TUCKER, 


Séci'é 
Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF CHIEF Post-OFFic# INSPECTOR. 
Washington, December 13, 139 


Sir: I have the honor to submit my report in case No. 173,307 C, “relative 
to additional space for the Philadelphia post-office.”” I have made severa 
visits to Philadelphia in this very important case, and given the quest! 
involved acareful and detailed study and investigation, availing mysel! o! 
the expert experience of late Postmaster Harrity, Postmaster Carr, ex-l’o. 
master-General Wanamaker, Hon. W. M. Singerly, Hon. G. W. Childs, In- 
spector-in-Charge Edgarton, Superintendent of Mails Alexander, and promi 
ment business men generally, who are the most concerned in a prompt ani 
ex tious mail service. 

tis a most remarkable fact that ample space has been provided in the 
inside of the Philadelphia post-office for a rapid and convenient handling 
the mail, and that the means of getting the mail in and out of the ovice 
are so cramped and inconvenient as to be a positive delay and obstruction 
of the mail service. 

This was a fact when this post-office was first occupied; and from year \ 
year, as the bulk of mail has increased and the transportation wagons mul: 
a it has come to 2 point where an imperative demand is made for ad: 

ti forthe -ceptionanddeliveryofthemail. Thealleyway attie 
back of this great » st-office where all mail is received and delivered by 
wagons, and where the 700 employés are oes. to gain entrance and egress 
is only 10 feet at the entrance for wagons on Market street, and that space 's 
continued for 125 feet with a sidewalk for employés 3feet wide. Continuing 
further south lhe alley way widens to 18 feet for 99 feet to Chant street. 
Chant street runs west to Tenth street, and theroadway is 25feet wide, and 00 
either side is a 10-feet wide sidewalk. In order to give the enlarged faci!) 
ties which this post-office must have for a proper and expeditious service 
the Government should acquire the lot fronting on the south side of Market 
street adjoining the alley entrance hitherto described. ba 

This ee is known as No. 918 Market street, being 17} feet front on 
Market street and extending southward in rear of post-office to Cian 
— a ee ts 223 — t _ — most comeayie 2 ovtein -. a 

nning at a 0 g achurch property on Chant street, stance 
of 137 feet onde froma fonch street, and extending northwardly a distance 0 
714 feet, and thence eastwardly a distance of 46 feet, thence southwardly® 
distance of 71} feet, and thence westwardly 64 feet to the place of beginni0- 
Between this lot and the rear end of the lot first described there is a sma. 
alleyway 10 feet wide, extending north from Chant street to the rear end 0! 
the building on Market street. This property herein described, is illus: 
trated by the blue print forwarded with t report marked Exhibit ‘A 
the b part be the Pee described. oe 

In the investigation of this case, I have watched for hours in the bus) 
part of the day and night the crush of mail wagons at the rear of this post 
office. I find that there are 330 separate dispatches of mail by wagons eac) 
day to railway stations and subpost-offices; 314 separate mails by wagoD: 
are received from railway post-ofices and substations; also an averazé 0! 
175 wagons loaded with second-class matter from publishers and news..64" 
ers. Besides, all the coal for the use of the Government building is rece!ve" 
in this small alley, amounting to over 4,000 tons yearly. ry ae 

Thirty-six mail wagons aro in service for the transfer of the mails. 1) 
two-horse wagons are 23 feet ae including the whole outfit. The sma 
wagons, with horses, are 18 feet long; consequently the alleyway he! = 
described is just wide enough for one of the small wagons to stand acro*® 
in receiving and dispatching the mail when it is backed up —— the pos 
office building. The two-horse wagons are too long to permit them to bac* 
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uare against the post-office building; consequently, while waiting for space 

3] proach the post-office building the mail wagons are obliged to halt on 
Vvarket street, the principal business street of the city, thus bl up this 
at thoro are and impeding traveland business. This blockade would 
ot pe tolerated were those wagons not employed in the Government service. 
wagons also block Chant street, which is the rear entrance to 

e of the largest and most important mercantile houses, publishing 
houses, and newspaper officeson Market and Chestnut streets. In fact, the 
mail wagons run over the scales and impede the business of the Philadel- 
nia Record, With its immense trafiic in coal, paper, as well as its delivery 


yspaper's. 
1 ner described can be purchased now at a reasonable price, but 


in the future, when it may be improved and the price advanced, it will be 
more difficult and expensive to acquire. 

It does not admit of doubt or discussion that the public service most urg- 
ently needs and demands this additional space for the Philadelphia post- 
office,and upon the testimony of the prominent gentlemen heretofore referred 
to, who, Without exception, strongly favored the purchase of the additional 

roperty by the Government, as wellas upon my own personal investigation 
of the situation, [feel it my duty to most earnestly recommend that the 
property be acquired at the earliest practicable date. 


v respectfully, 
~~ - M. D. WHEELER, Chief Inspector. 
Hon. R. A. MAXWELL, - 
Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General, Washington, D. C. 


Post-OFFICE, PHILADELPHIA, PA., OFFICE OF POSTMASTER, 
Philadelphia, March 10, 1894. 


Sir; I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your favor of the 6th 
instant (W. B. F’.) inclosing a copy of a bill introduced by Mr. QUAY upon 
February 6 last for the purchase of additional lots of ground adjoining or 
adjacent to the post-office building in this city, and requesting information 
ag to the necessity for the purchase, the dimensions of the properties, and 
the appraised and market values. 

Tinclose you herewith six copies of a printed statement of facts which I 
had prepared on the subject, and which will give you the information you 
request as to the necessity for the proposed purchase. I also inclose a blue 

t which shows the exact location and upon which the property pro- 
posed to be purchased is marked with dtagonal white lines. I also inclosea 
statement of the assessed values of the different pr es, and [am informed 
by & person who has had a very wide experience in real estate in this city 
that the market values of the properties referred to are as follows: No. 918 
Market street, marked A upon the inclosed statement, 875,000; Nos. 919 and 
#1 Chant street, and Nos. 16 and 11 St. Stephens place, marked B upon the 
{nclosed statement, $25,000; total, $100,000. You will observe that this does 
not include the amount which would be necessary to take down and remove 
the present structures. 

If [ may be of further assistance to you in this matter, I beg you will com- 


= —- tfull r 
- ctiully, yours, 
oe “= WM. WILKINS CARR, Postmaster. 

Mr. W. E. CURTIS, 


Acting Secretary, Treasury Department, Washingien, D. C. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do I understand the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania to say that this amendment has been reported from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds? 

Mr. QUAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Appropriations did not 
insert this amendment in the bill because we did not think it 
was best for us to undertake to insert in an appropriation bill 
every bill that might be recommended by some other committee. 
We were flooded with reports from other committees recom- 
mending what we conceived to be legislation to be inserted in 
the bill, and we avoided putting them in just as much as it was 

ible todo, and accepted only those which seemed to be abso- 
utely necessary. 

Mr. QUAY. Does not the Senator from Missouri consider 
the amendment I have proposed as absolutely necessary, in view 
of the statements of the oflicials of the Department? 

Mr. COCKRELL. If I were a private individual and had a 
surplus of money and was running that post-office, I would want 
this ground and would buy it; but if I did not have any money 
a to buy it, I do not know that I would contract for it 
onc . 

Mr. QUAY. I trust the Senator will accept the amendment 
and let it go into conference, and when we ascertain what is to 
become of the tariff and what we are going to have in the way 
of . toe shall know whether we are to have the money or 
not. I that suggestion to the Senator. 

Mr.COCKRELL. [raise no question of order on the Senator’s 
amendment. The Senate can vote upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The nt was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I offer an amendment to the pending bill, 
to be inserted after line 5, on page 52. 

The SECRETARY, On page Bo. after line 5, insert: 

In every case where an alien is excluded from admission into the United 

under any law or treaty now existing or hereafter made, the decision 

won a te immigration or customs officers, if adverse to the ad- 

ret on of such alien, shall be final, unless reversed on appeal to the Sec- 
ary of the Treasury. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there any recommendation from the 

tment about the amendment? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The amendment is offered after confer- 
ence with the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
who is now on the floor. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CHAN DLER. I ask for a vote on the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHANDLER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. By direction of the Committee on Immi- 
gration I now move an amendment, which [ send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated 

The SECRETARY. On page 52, after line 1S, insert: 

The commissioners of immigration at the several ports shall be ay 
by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate 
their offices for the term of four years, unless sooner renx i, a 
their successors are appointed; and nominations for such o'tices 
made to the Senate by the President as soon as practicableatter 
of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. POWER. I move to insert after the word “ dollars,’ 
line 17, on page 85: 

And of Fort Harrison, Mont., to $300,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to insert after line 20, on page 69: 

For the purpose of making a resurvey of the lands of Grant an 
Counties, in the State of Nebraska, under the direction of the See 
the Interior, the sum of #16,000, or so much thereof as may be nece 


Mr. COCKRELL. What is the reason for the amendme 
Mr. ALLEN. The reason for it is the passage of a! vi 
the last few days authorizing a resurvey of those counties. 
Mr. COCKRELL. This is an appropriation for that work 
Mr. ALLEN. The amendment provides an appropriation 
The bill which was passed did not carry an appropriation, and 
this is an appropriation to carry out the terms of the bill. | 
suppose it is satisfactory to the Committee on Appropriations 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska {Mr. 
ALLEN]. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GALLINGER. After line 2, on page 83, I move to insert 
For the purchase, by the Joint Committee on the Library, of th: 7. 
trait, by E. I. Andrews, of Mrs. Dolly Madison, wife of the fourth Presi 
of the United States, 83,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: a 
said painting when purchased shall be placed in the Executive Mansion 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. 
GALLINGER}. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MARTIN. I offer an amendment, which I send to t 
desk, to follow line 15, on page 72. 
The SECRETARY. After line 15, on page 72, insert: 


That all soldiers’ additional homestead certificates heretofore issued unier 
the rules and regulations of the General Land Office under section 2306 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, or in pursuance of the decision 
or instructions of the Secretary of the Interior, of date March 10, 877. or 2) 


subsequent decisions or instructions of the Secretary of the Interior or th: 
Commissioner ef the General Land Office, shall be, and are hereby, declare 
to be valid, notwithstanding any attempted sale or transfer thereo 


where such certtficates have been or may hereafter be sold or transferred 
such sale or transfer shall not be regarded as invalidating the rieht, but the 
same shall be good and valid in the handsof bona fide purchasers for value 
and all entries heretofore or hereafter made with such certificates by such 
purchasers shall be approved, and patent shall issue in the name of the a 
signees. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Mar- 
TIN]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I offer an amendment, to follow line 8, o 
page 84. 

The SECRETARY. After line 8, page 54, insert the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That the Secretary of War and the Attorney-Genernai are hereby 
instructed to report to Congress what action has been taken by them or thei) 
predecessors in office under the act of July 15, 1882, entitled “An act to in- 
crease the water supply of the city of Washington,” and under previous 
acts, and to report the present condition of the titles to the waterrights and 
to such land contiguous thereto as may be necessary for the improvemen' 
ofthe water power at Great Fallsto a sufficient extent to furnish an adequate 
supply of water for the District of Columbia and to furnish power for light 
ing the public buildings and grounds by electricity, and to report, further 


the amount and present-condition of claims now pending against the United 
States growing out of its taking or use of the water at Great Falls. And 
the sum of $10, is hereby ee to be expended under the diree- 
tion of the Secretary of War, for carrying out the provisions of this act and 


for making the plans for the plant necessary for said purpose, with esti- 
mates of the cost and alsoof the cost of operating and maintaining the plant 
for electric lighting and a comparison with the present cost of lighting. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to add at the end of the amend- 
ment: 

Said Secretary of War is also hereby authorized to negotiate with the 
Great Falls Manufacturing Vompany and the other owners of land and water 
rights at the Great Falls w'th a view of settling existing claims on the part 
of said ownersagainst the IJnited States and of acquiring the title to said land 
and the whole of said water rights, and to report the result of his views at 
the next session of Congress. 


Mr. PROCTOR. The amendment submitted by me I think 
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obviates the objections that were made to the amendment sub- 
mitted yesterday by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDER- 
BON]. It has been read to the Senator from Maryland[Mr. Gor- 
MAN] and is acceptable to him, and I think is also acceptable to 
the Senator from New Hampshire {Mr. CHANDLER]. 

It provides for gaining the necessary information to act in- 
telligently upon thissubject, which is of greatimportance. The 
appropriation of $10,000 is exactly what was recommended by 
the board of engineers appointed recently by the War Depart- 
ment for the purpose named in the amendment. That report is 
not yet printed, but I have had an advance copy of it. They 
recommend an appropriation of $10,000 to make the necessary 

lans and estimates before an intelligent judgment can be 
ormed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that the amendment pro- 

sed by the Senator from New Hampshire to the amendment 

oes not commit the Government to anything. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Neither amendment commits the Govern- 
ment to er 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itis a proposed to direct the Secre- 
tary of War to investigate and report. 

r. CHANDLER. And appropriates some money to submit 
plans. The Government is not committed to anything whatever, 
and the rights of all parties are preserved pending the inquiry. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 1471) to provide for the adjustment and payment of 
the claim of the American Transportation Company for dredg- 
ing done at Fairport Harbor, in the State of Ohio. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon 8 rk by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 207) granting jurisdiction and authority to the Court 
of Claims in the case of the towboat Future City, her barges, 
cargoes, etc.; 

A bill (S. 320) authorizing the Purcell Bridge and Transfer 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge over the South 
Canadian River at or within 1 mile of the town of Lexing- 
ton, county of Cleveland, Territory of Oklahoma; 

A bill (S. 1399) to promote the efficiency of the naval militia; 

A bill (S. 1438) for the relief of Louis A. Yorke; 

A bill (S. 1999) for the relief of Charles T. Russell; 

A bill (S. 2245) to prohibit the interment of bodies in Grace- 
land Cemetery, in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 108) to fix the times and places for holding the 
Federal courts in the State and district of Nebraska; 

A bill (H.R. 650) to remove charge of desertion standing 
against Oliver O’Brien; 

A bill (H. R. 1461) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Andrew L. Grugett, as a former member of Company 
E, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry, in the war of the rebellion, and to 

rant him an honorable discharge therefrom; 

A bill (H. R. 2795) toamend section 5 of the act approved June 
18, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act to organize the Life-Saving Service;” 

A bill (H. R. 4346) extending the benefits of the marine hos- 
pitals to the keepers and crews of life-saving stations; 

A bill (H. R. 4448) for the relief of persons who have filed dec- 
larations of intention to enter desert lands; 

A bill (H.R. 4567) establishing a fog signal at Kewaunee, 


Wis.; 

A bill (H. ER. 4903) to authorize a compromise and settlement 
with the State of Arkansas; 

A bill (H. R. 5312) authorizing the construction of a light-ship, 
with fog signal, to be established to the eastward of Boston 
Light, Massachusetts, and for the establishment of range lights 
in ton Harbor, Massachusetts. 

A bill (H. R. 6719) to provide for the validation of affidavits 
made before United States commissioners in all land entries; 

A bill (8. R. 6754) to amend section 15 of an act approving, 
with amendments, the funding act of Arizona approved June 25, 


1890; 

A bill (H. R. 6080) — acertain military reservation to 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma Territory, to aid the public free 
schools thereof, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7518} to amend an act to authorize the construc- 
tion of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River between the 
States of Minnesota and Wisconsin; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 121) authorizing me 
the ury Department to examine and certifyc 
of certain counties in Arizona; and 

A — resolution (H. Res. 207) authorizing the Secretary of 
un nterior to approve acertain lease mate in Polk County, 

nn. 


r officers of 
aims in favor 
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PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by y1, 
O. L, PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Pragi, 
dent had onthe 30th ultimo approved and signed the act ¢ 
1076) to release a certain limitation existing in an act of (op, 
gress touching the Episcopal Church at St. Augustine, Pia, _ 

TOWN SITES IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I rise for the purpose of ppo. 
maSng > conference report, a privileged question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. he Chair will recognize the Sep. 
ator from Arkansas to submit the report. 

Mr. BERRY. I submit a conference report, which I as); 
be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Hous 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3606) to require raj);, 
companies operating railroads in the Territories over aright of way gran, 
by the Government to establish stations and depots at all town sites on tho 
lines of said roads established by the Interior Department, having met. q¢, 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recomm 
their respective Houses as follows: 

They have been unable to agree. 


allr 


at 
Lite 


nd to 


JAMES H. BERRY, 
JO. C. S. BLACKBURN 
Managers on the part of the S- 


C. B. KILGORE, 
Manager on the part of the H 

Mr. BERRY. The Senate will remember, Mr. President, that 
several months ago a House bill came to the Senate which ye. 
quired railroad trains to stop at Government town sites in Oka. 
homa. The bill was discussed at length, andan amendment wa; 
put upon the bill by the Senate requiring an election to be held 
within thirty days thereafter to determine the location of county 
seats. The House of Representatives refused to agree to th: 
Senate amendment, a conference committee was appointed, ani 
the conferees have had various meetings. There is no longer 
any probability of an agreement, and we have disagreed. | 
sire now to enter a motion that the Senate recede from the 
amendment, which will pass the bill as it came from the House 
of Representatives. 

I do not propose to go over the discussion of this matter again. 
I will state, however, that the failure of the Senate to agree ‘0 
the bill as it came from the House has caused infinite trou! 
in Oklahoma Territory. The Rock Island Railroad Compa 
has still refused to furnish the depots to the two towns of So 
Enid and Pond Creek. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion: 
the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to makea statement. 
be opposed, and I wish to finish my remarks. 
The committee are not agreed on this subject. I make th 
motion that the Senata recede from the amendment requiring 

an election to be held. 

These towns under their corporate laws passed ordinances 
regulating the speed of the railroad trains through the respective 
towns, which they had an undoubted right to do under the Ter 
ritorial laws of Oklahoma. The railroad disregarded the law 
and disobeyed it. The company treated it with contempt and 
scorn. The result was that the excitement continued unti 
tain lawless parties—not the entire citizens, because the yreai 
body of the citizens are as law-abiding and as peaceful as any 
citizens in the country—became so exasperated at the cond 
of the railroad, the citizens having offered to pay all the expens 
of the erection of the depots and the road continuing to reuse 
disregarding the ordinance and overriding the law, that the) 
destroyed a large amount of railroad property—burned it. 

I do not think any lives were lost, but there was great tum! 
and great commotion, and there is to-day. A large number” 
citizens were arrested. United States troops have been the'’. 
and there has been great feeling and great excitement. «© 
which would have been avoided but for the Senate amend: 
the adoption of which the railroad forced, requiring an e.°” 
tion within the Territory. It had no place on the bill. lt 
not a matter as to which the railroad had a right todictate. | 
my opinion it never should have been adopted here as an » mend 
ment, although a majority of the Senate disagreed with iue 

I believe now that the proper thing, in order to give peace “ 
that community and that there may be peace and order throug” 
out the Territory, is for the Senate to recede from the ele!’ 
amendment and pass the House bill, and thereby force tle Hocs 
Island Railroad to give those persons depot facilities for {re!g2' 
and passenger trains. 

As I have before stated, the citizens are willing to pay ©\°"! 
dollar of the cost and will promise and agreee todoit. 1»: 
have again and again offered to do so and are now realy ‘0 “ 
it, but the railroad has refused all accomodations and ai: co" 

romise, and ew refuses to stop the trains. I ther fore 

ope that a majority of the Senate will recede from the po=it!0® 


This motion wil 
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of the amendment and compel the railroad to give those people 
the depot facilities that they require, and thereby restore peace 
and order to that community. 

I ask to have read as a part of my remarks a letter written by 
the acting governor of the Territory to the president of the 
Rock Island Railroad. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA, SECRETARY'S OFFICE, 
Guthrie, July 16, 1894. 

Srr: A state of facts exists in this Territory which is calamitous to the 
best interests of Oklahoma and to your railway company. To accurately 
locate the responsibility for this state of affairs is not the purpose of this 
letter, but Idesiretocall your attention to the conditions which do exist and 
for which conditions you have the remedy within your power to relieve. | 

When the Cherokee Strip was opened to settlement, your company was 
operating a line of railway from Caldwell, south, through said Strip. It had 
located along its line a few stations which were ey built for the con 
venience of the railway company, and such stations were not intended or 
expected to be of a permanent character, or to control the building of cities 
and towns along the line of your road in the Cherokee Strip. 

Prior to the opening of the Strip the Secretary of the Interior, in accord- 
ance with the act of Congress opening such land to settlement, laid out two 
county-seat towns on your line of railway, known as Round Pond and Enid. 
Your company, or the managers who control the operation of your road in 
this Territory, refused to give to such county-seat towns depot facilities. 
You know the result of the attempt of these people to procure legislation 
from Congress to aid them in securing proper depot facilities for their towns. 
Of late many acts of violence have been perpetrated by irresponsible people 
connected with the towns of Round Pond and Enid, causing great destruc- 
tion of your property, impeding United States mails and interstate com- 
merce, and endangering life, and as acting governor of this Territory I am 
called upon daily for protection to your property. | 

This condition of affairs is lamentable in the extreme, and I wish to say to 
you, as president of the Rock Island Railway Company, that I believe your | 
company to be in a great measure responsible for the destruction of prop- 


| 
| 


The Secretary will read as re- 


erty and for the lawless condition which exists, and take this occasion to say 
to 7 that I think your company has gone as far as it ought to go in with- 
holding from the people of those county-seat towns what, I do not hesitate 
to say, they are clearly entitled to upon equity and fair dealing between a 
corporation and citizens of a town. 

I wish to call your attention tothe further fact that the mayors and com- 
mon council at both Round Point and Enid have passed ordinances regulat- 
ing the speed of railway trains through their corporate limits. That came 
strictly within the statute. That, Iam informed, your company unhesitat- 
ingly violates those ordinances; have made nopretense whatever of obeying 
them, and publicly defy the lawful authorities of those cities. 

As acting governor of this Territory I now respectfully call upon you 
to see to it that your earer, by its agents, cease violating the ordi- 
nances of the cities of Round Pond and Enid, through which your trains | 
run, and thereby set an example to the people who are disposed to injure 
your property of obedience tolaw. And I will take this occasion further to 
call your attention to the fact that it is commonly reported, and I believe 
the same to be true, that your company, for the purpose of subserving the 
private interests of a few of the parties who are managing and operating 
the line which runs through Oklahoma, have undertaken to injure, and if 
possible obliterate from existence the Lp Ba towns of Round Pond 
and Enid for the sole and only purpose of enriching themselves by the sale 
of town lots in rival towns. 

I do not know whether you are a party to this scheme or not. I have al- 
ways been of the opinion that the Rock Island Railway Company was a cor- 
poration primarily created forthe benefit of the public and not for the bene- 
fit of the private interests of a few of its managers. Its stockholders can 
obtain no advantage whatever by pursuing the course which it has been 
pursuing in this Territory. Its best interests are unquestionably lost sight 
of in the further carrying out of the policy so far inaugurated and carried 
on. 

While as gues governor of this Territory I shall do everything in m 
ety uphold law and order, yet I deem it my duty to say to you!as presi- 

ent of the Rock Island Railway Company that the action of such ay 
toward the eee towns referred to, is an act of gross injustice whic 
the company itself ought to correct and which the people of this Territory 
will correct as soon as the Legislature convenes, unless you, of your own 
motion, shall do away with the evil. 

The people both at Round Pond and Enid have repeatedly offered to bear 
all the expenses which your company will be to in putting in depot facilities 
and side trackage in their cities. Those towns were laid out by the Govern- 
mentand the good faith of the Government pledged to those people who 
would settle within the limits of such towns. In most instances they went | 
there with their all. They have built their homes and established their 
business with the view of spending their days in the town where they have 
settled. Round Pond is a place of from twelve to fifteen hundred inhabi- 
tants; Enid is a place of from two to three thousand inhabitants. Both of 
them are established county-seat towns; both of them have post-offices and 
alarge trade centers at both places, and why the officers of your company 
should permit a few of its selfish managers to attempt to destroy such 
cities is beyond my comprehension and must unquestionably work disas- 
trously to the interests of your company. 

LIappeal to you as president of a great corporation to do these people jus- 
tice, and I demand at the hands of your company an observance of the laws 
of the cities through which your company run its trains. 

I address this to — personally in the belief that you have not heretofore 
had this matter before you insuch a way that you understood the gross in- 

ustice which your company was perpetrating upon these people, and inthe 

ope that you will at once take steps to correct such injustice. 
ee to hear from you at once upon this matter. 
am, sir, very respectfully, 
THOMAS J. LOWE, 


Acting Governor of Oklahoma 


Le 


R. R. CABLE, 
President of the Chicago and Rock Island Railway Company, 
Chicago, Tit. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Lask for the reading of the conference 
report. 


be VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 


“ers 
e Secretary read as follows: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


XXVI——505 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


8065 





; On the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3606) to require railroad 


companies operatingrailroads in the Territories over a right of way granted 
by the Government to establish stations and depots at all town sites on the 
lines of said roads established by the Interior Department, having met, after 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their respective Houses as follows: 
They have been unable to agree. 
JAMES H. BERRY. 
JO. C. S. BLACKBURN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


C. B. KILGORE, 
Manager on the part of the House 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I make the point of order that that is 
not a conference report. Itis signed by but one of the conferees 
on the part of the other House, and by only two of the conferees 
of the Senate. Itis not signed by a majority of the joint con- 
ference. 

Mr. BERRY rose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
desire to speak to the point of order? 

Mr. BERRY. I was not aware of the fact stated by the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky until the clerks told me after the report 
was sent to the desk. I sent it to the House conferees, and I 
thought two of them had signed it. If the Senator from Ken- 
tucky makes any point about it, I have sent for Mr. AVERY and 
I will ask to withdraw the report until I can see him. 

[ wish to give notice now that as soon as I get the signature, 
at any hour, at any time or at any moment, when I can get the 
floor I shail present the report. I thought tho report had been 
properly signed until the clerks called my attention to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair, of course, is compelled 
to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. BERRY. Iask unanimous consent to withdraw the re- 
ort. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. BERRY subsequently said: I now send to the desk the 
conference report on House bill 3606, and renew my motion that 
the Senate recede from its amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. it. 3606) to require railroad 
companies operating railroads in the Territories over aright of way vranted 
by the Government to establish stations and depots at all town sites ou the 
lines of said roads established by the Interior Department, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 


to their respective Houses as follows: 
They have been unable to agree. 
~ JAMES H. BERRY, 
JO. C. S. BLACKBURN, 
Managers on the part of the Senat 


©. B. KILGORE, 
JNO. AVERY, 
Managers on the part of the House 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have no doubt, Mr. President, that the 
Senate is tired of this bill. Lamsure thatI am. We have had 
it under consideration since the early days of December last; in 
fact, I think, earlier than that. “The title of the bill shows the 
purpose of it. It reads: 

An act to require railroad companies operating railroads in the Territo 
ries over a right of way granted by the Government 

Not to stop trains, as stated by the Senator from 
but— 
toestablish stations and depots at all town sites on the lines of said roads 
established by the Interior Department. 

The history of the disagreement between the two Houses must 
be too well remembered by the Senate to necessitate my going 
over itagain. There is no longer any question in the bill that 
involves a railroad company. Everything that the Interior De- 
partment asks for as against the railroad company has been 
agreed to. The railroad question is absolutely eliminated from 
the bill; and that phase of the question stands precisely where 
it stood when the House passed its bill, which the Secretary of 
the Interior wanted. There is but one question left between 
the two Houses, and that does not at all affect the railroad com- 
many nor its requirement to establish depots and stations. The 

ouse bill fastens that, and has taken it out of thiscontroversy. 

The only question pending between the two Houses now isan 
amendment that the Senate puton the bill giving to the people 
of the two counties, the counties of O and L in the Territory of 
Oklahoma, the right after legal notice to hold an election, and 
by the votes of the qualified electors and citizens of those two 
counties to locate those two county seats. Thatis the only ques- 
tion left in controversy between the two Houses. Everything 
that was demanded against the railroads has been agreed to in 
the bill. They are bound to establish the depots and stations. 
The Interior Department has won its fight so far as its contro- 
versy with the railroads is concerned. I repeat that the only 
issue pending between the two Houses is as to whether the quali- 
fied voters, the bona fide citizens of these two counties, shall in 
conformity with the law, as provided in this bill, have the right 
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by popular vote to select and determine their respective county 
seats. You can not bring anything else into this controversy. 

The Senator from Arkansas insists that they should not have 
this right. The Senator from Arkansas knows that it is an 
open question, and that the trend of legal opinion is to the con- 
peor that unless the amendment put on by the Senate is in- 
corporated into the bill those people will not have the right by 
vote to determine their county seats for five years to come. 

If there ever was a time when the Senate ought not to recede 
from an amendmentof such a nature as this one it is now, under 
the present conditions existing in that Territory and along 
these roads. There are two railroads affected instead of one. 
1 have any number of telegrams and letters that I will not 
weary the Senate by having read. Itis not needed. The press 
of the country has advised every Senator and every citizen of 
what is going on in these two counties by reason of this contro- 
versy. 

The railroads have suffered enough. Dynamite has been em- 
ployed. Their bridges have been blown to atoms, and their 
rolling stock has been set on fire and burned to ashes at differ- 
ent stations alongthe lines. Thatspiritof anarchy which seems 
to have pervaded other sections of the country has not been 
lacking there, and all because these railroads saw fit to object 
to going to the expense of from ten to twenty thousand dollars 
at each station to build station houses and depots every time 
that the caprice or whim of the Interior Department should 
change. They have stations and they have depots at the two 
towns of Old Enid and Round Pond, and were required to build 
other stations and other depots less than three miles from these 
sites. 

I repoat that the Senate should not recede from the amend- 
ment. It is fair to presume that the Senate put the amendment 
on the bill Se for it was put there by a yea-and-nay 
vote. Afterwards an effort was made to have the Senate recede 
from this contest, and the Senate refused. This wasas far back 
as the early winter months. Nochange of condition has oc- 
curred since then except to demonstrate to us and to the public 
the greater necessity than we at that time believed to exist for 
the action that the Senate has taken. 

But the issue can not be beclouded nordisguised. Those peo- 
ple, according to the opinion of the best lawyers who have ex- 
amined the subject, will not have the right for five years to 
come by a vote of their own, although it should be a unanimous 
vote, to choose and select their county seats. The amendment 
of the Senate simply proposes to give them that right, and goes 
on to ribe the term of notice that the governor shall give, 
the conditions under which theelection shall be held, the quali- 
fications that every voter shall possess. If the Senate recedes 
from its amendment, it simply means to declare that it will not 
permit the qualified voters and legal residents of those two 
counties toselect for themselves by popular vote their respec- 
tive county seats. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I can not permit the Senator 
from Kentucky to obscure this issue in the way he is apparently 
doing. The controversy here is simply whether the railroad 
company shall give to the people of these two towns the accommo- 
a that they are required to give by the common law of the 
and. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator from Colorado allow 
me to call his attention to the bill? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the Senator will just read the bill 
exactly as it came from the other House, including section 1 on 
the first page and section 2 on the second page, down to the 
word ‘‘ pass” in the 13th line, he will find that everything which 
relates to the accommodations to be furnished by the railroads 
stands precisely as it passed the House of Representatives with- 
outa word of c e. 

Mr. TELLER. thoroughly understand that. I have no 
hesitation in saying that the proposition for a vote to change 
the county seat is a device of. the railroad company to secure 





delay and the non of this bill. The Secretary of the In- 
terior was authorized law to establish the county seats of 
these two counties. He 80, provisionally at least. Think- 


ing afterward that an undue advantage been taken of the 
knowledge the people had to acquire the land for the pur 

of speculation and monopoly, he moved the county seat from 
where he had originally placed it to a point from two miles and 
a half to three miles below. I think it was unfortunate that 
he did so. I have no doubt the Secretary was moved by proper 
motives, but I think it was a mistake. 

At the new place where the land office was located a town grew 
up very much than the one originally designated as the 
eounty seat. The railroad commen having located at this new 
town and some officials of the railroad company, if I am not mis- 
informed, having become interested in the town site, they have 
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declined from that time to this to give a population estimated 4; 
from 3,000 to 5,G00 atleast the accommodations of a station. 1); 
Senator from Kentucky says they ought not to be required to oo 
to the expense. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky e, 
not be ignorant of the fact that the people of these two towns re- 
peatedly offered to give bonds to the company that all the ex- 
pense of building a depot and establishing a station would | 
borne by them, 

Last spring, when in the Indian Territory, a committ 
the citizens of one of these towns came across the county 
hundred miles tosee our committee and toinduce the commit: 
if possible, to go to that place and examine this question. \ 
declined to do so, itnot being within the purview of our inquiry 
Later we passed on the railroad through the towns. | h; 
been asserted on this floor with great emphasis that tho : 
of South Enid was so located that the railroad company co)\\) 
not put a track there without great expense and great troi)|o 
and great danger. Standing upon the rear of the car as we ; 
proached that town, I am prepared to say, as one having had 
some experience in such matters, and some acquaintance wi! 
them, that there is not a word of truth in that statement. 

At either of these towns there can be putin withoutany grea: 
expense a station which the people are and have been fora y 
ready and willing to pay for if this railroad company will dis- 
charge the duty that not only the statutes of the country but thc 
common law puts upon them to give to the community a statio: 

{ understand by the press that there has been some disorde 
there, although [ am informed by private letters that it hos 
been greatly exaggerated. Idonotmyselfwonderatit. When 
saw the train going through the town on the verge of the evening 
at arate that was dangerous to human life, and knew that ever, 
man who was destined for that village had to go to another 
station and then return over the same ground which ho ha 
traveled, because the railroad company had declined to build 
station at that point or allow it to be built at the expense 
others, I felt indignant myself, and I think any fair-mind 
man would feel indignant. 

Mr. BATE. What is the population there? 

Mr. TELLER. The population of the town where there isn 
station is variously estimated at from 3,000 to 4,000. It is un 
doubtedly more than 3,000, and perhaps 5,000. 

Now, there is no reason why this company should not pui a 
station there, and there is no reason why we should attempt t 
say there shall be a vote as to whether there shall be a count: 
seat at one place or the other. The question of county seats i. 
absolutely disconnected from the question the other Houso 
sent to us. 

Itis very well understood by the people there that the company 
is very strong. It is true that they will probably wait five yea: 
under existing law, under a statute passed by the Legislatu: 
of that Territory, yet if there is a desire to have the count; 
seat changed the people can do it through the Legislature ): 
amending the statute. 

This railroad company is an all-powerful organization. 
one of the great railroads of thiscountry. Itisone of thestron 
institutions in the United States, reaching out from the city : 
Chicago to the Gulf of Mexico. 

It has vast influence and vast power. Thepeople of that tov 
know very well that it will make no difference what their vo' 
is on the = of the location of a county seat, the railro: 
company is powerful enough to change it, and I have no do 
it is powerful enough to change the legislation and give them 
vo 
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That is not the reason why this amendment is pressed here. 
It is pressed so that there shall be no legislation upon the sub- 
ject; that the matter may be kept here in conference, and t) 
company shall not be required to build a depot at that station. 

Mr. President, of all the indefensible things that have been 
done by railroads in this country in the last twenty years, the! 
is not a single case so indefensible as the conduct of the Rocx 
Island Railroad Company with reference to that community, an. 
they have no business to be here appealing to us in the interes 
of their pet town or for any other purpose, [f there was ev’ 
an occasion in the world that required the action of the Sena 
in receding from an ill-conceived and ill-considered proposition 
this is one. 

Mr. President, I do not blame the people there for being in- 
dignant. When the town ordinance provided first that te 
trains should stop, and then that they should go through tie 
town ata rate of speed such as all municipalities everywhere 
have required, and have been upheld in requiring, this rai 'o%" 
company ignored it as if it had never been passed, and they #° 
through these towns as they go through the open prairl. | 
repeat, of all the outrages which have been perpetrated by ra: 
roads in this country this has been the grossest, the most Un 
reasonable, and the least called for of all. 
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So far as I am concerned, I should like to take this railroad 
company by the throat, if it could be done, and teach them that 
the Senate of the United States is not to be used for the purpose 
of enabling them to tyrannize and tooutragecommunities which 
have the rights possessed by all communities in the United States. 
They have their franchises over the public land, and those com- 
munities have privileges that the company ought to be bound 
to live up to. On the contrary, they have denied them to these 
thriving and growing towns, thatcan not have a pound of freight 
delivered, that can not buy wheat this coming fall at their sta- 
tions, but all the wheat mustgotoaneighboring station. There 
can not be a pound of wheat or freight of any kind shipped to 
this center of population. 

No passenger can stop there; everyone musi go to the neigh- 
poring or rival town and then return. Aswe came through the 
upper town, Pond Creek, it was raining, and I heard the passen- 
gers on the train talking. There is a stream that runs between 
the two stations, and the passengers said, ‘‘ We shall be unable 
to go down to-night. We shall be compelled to stay at the sta- 
tion, because it will be unsafe to cross that stream to-night.’ 
Now, that might not occur often, but it occurs sometimes. 
There is no reason, and none can be given by the Senator from 
Kentucky nor anybody else, why this case should becomplicated 
with the county-seat question. Let this railroad company build 
their station, and if they do not build it compel them to do it. 

[ repeat, for a year the community has been anxious, if the 
railroad company would establish a station, to bear every dollar 
of the expense, and yet they decline; and now the whole ques- 
tion as to the railroad is wiped out and the only question is 
whether those poor people shall have an opportunity to vote on 
the county-seat matter. A petition has been sent here by more 
than three-quarters of the people of each of those counties in 
favor of letting the matter rest as it is so far as the county seats 
are concerned. We were told by this committee of reputable 
gentlemen which came to us, that more than three-quarters of 
the people in those counties had asserted that they did not want 
to change the county seat. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not want this confused with the 
county-seat question. The question is whether we are going to 
compel a railroad company to build the stations, or whether we 
shall let them escape under cover of a county-seat fight from 
doing the duty that is incumbent upon them. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Before the Senator from Colorado takes 
his seat will he allow me to ask him a question? If the Senator 
believed the report that was brought by that committee of gen- 
tlemen, that more than three-quarters of the people out there 
were opposed to any change oreven to any locationof the county 
seat, why is it that the peaceable people of that town, who use 
dynamite to destroy railroad bridges and burn up trains and 
loaded cars as they stand on the track, are afraid to let a vote 
be had? 

Mr. TELLER. I have lived on the frontier half of my life, 
and I say here that there is nothing in the West which gets up 
bad blood like a county-seat fight. There is trouble and con- 
troversy, and frequently bloodshed, over these questions, when 
to an outside spectator they would appear to be apparently im- 
material and inconsequential. The better portion of the people 
know that no contest carried on with this railroad company will 
be without bloodshed. Wewere told by the committee (and my 
knowledge of conditions in the West induces me to believe that 
they were correct) that there would be a controversy carried on 
tosuch adegree with this great railroad company, this irre- 
sponsible railroad company, this defiant railroad company on 
one side, that it will bo unsafe for the majority on the other side 
to expect fair treatment, or that their voice will be potent in 
determining the county-seat question. 

Mr, President, realizing what the condition of a new commu- 
nity is over the question of capital and county seats, we have in 
two appropriation bills inhibited the Legislature of the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma from locating the capital at any point except 
where Congress put it, and for the peace of this community and 
the os of any new community, the county seat having been 
fixed by legal authority, it should remain there at least until the 
legislative authority of the Territory, which is competent to 
deal with the matter, shall act. 

Mr. HARRIS. AsI understand this question, the Secretary 
of the Interior was authorized by act of Congress to locate 
county seats in the Territory of Oklahoma, and under that au- 
thority he did locate certain county seats, and having so located 
them, many citizens invested their labor and their money in 
building up towns at those localities. Butas the Territory was 
populated, rival and conflicting interests arose as to the exact 
point at which the county seat should be located; that is to say, 
he owners of real estate in localities other than those fixed by 
the order of the Secretary of the Interior desired the location 


_ seat upon their lands or in their immediate vi- 
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It seems that the railroad company has become the partisan 
of these speculative individuals who desire to reverse the order 
legally made by the Secretary of the Interior fixing the points 
at which the county seats should be located, and as a means of 
carrying out this power it refuses to stop its trains at those 
towns. or villages which have been built up; it refuses to give to 
those localities the ordinary transportation facilities which 
every town and every village in America located on a railroad 
line is entitled to expect and entitled to receive. 





These railroad corporations were not organized for the pur- 
pose of controlling events such as seem now to be involved. 
They were organized for the sole purpose of giving to com- 
mercial communities and individuals transportation facilities: 


and it is no matter of theirs where the county seat of one count; 
or another county may be located. 

It is an officious, unauthorized, and improper jinterferen 
upon the part of these common carriers. They ought to be com- 
pelled to give the necessary and usual facilities to the people 
who have built up villages or towns on their line. It isa mon- 
strosity, in my opinion, to allow them even to be heard to make 
a demand that an election shall be held or anything else shall 


be done in respect of the location of county seats there. The 
people may control that matter hereafter in their own way and 
in a legal method, but for this corporation, for these commor 
carriers, to undertake by force to control it is, in my judgment 
an outrage. 

[ shall vote to recede from the amendment. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, there was, as I understand, 
no controversy in this region over the location of county souts. 
I understand that the county-seat controversy has been injected 


into this bill as a mere evasion, asa mere meansof embarrassing 
the measure. 

It will be remembered that this bill was reported to the Sen- 
ate in January last. Although I have been in conference with 
gentlemen representing all these interests, | was surprised when 
it was proposed in the committee to inject a county-seat con- 
troversy into.a bill which has for its purpose a very definite 
clear, just, and proper object. 

What were the facts then, and whatare the facts now? 
are two towns—there are others, perhaps, but I speak of two 
which are some two and a half or three miles apart. One o! 
them is at the station adopted by the Rock Island Railroad Com 
pany. Before the organization of the Territory the Secretary 
of the Interior selected a different point for the county seat. 
About that I care nothing. I have neithor attacked, nor have 
I sought to defend or apologize for, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior. It was the fact at that time that there was at this town of 
Enid a population exceeding 2,000, claimed to exceed 3,000, who 
had assembled there within ashort time, had acquired property, 
had built homes and erected public buildings. The town was 
an active, intelligent, industrious, thrifty community. 

The railroad company refused to give them facilities which 
ought to be given. The committee simply found that this larg: 
number of persons, who had acquired property, formeda town, 
and established municipal regulations, were without the ordinary 
railroad facilities. It was proposed by the pending bill to com 
pel the railroad company to perform its common law duty, its 
obligation, and the purpose for which the company was created 
to afford reasonable facilities to communities. The railroad 
company refused. Various pretexts were suggested. Among 
them was the extraordinary cost of railroad facilities, swi 
station houses, etc. I became satisfied that that was a 
pretext, which had no foundation in truth or justice. 

There seemed to be no way by which this reasonable deman 
of these people could be resisted or thwarted, except by tl 


There 
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troduction into this bill of a provision ordering an election fo 
county seat. Remember, the county seat controversy had 
partin this matter until the present bill reached the Senate 


[t was thrown in merely to embarrass these people in their rea 
sonable demands for railroad facilities. Now, the Senator fro 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] tells us that we must not mist 
the issue; that the question now is whether the people | 
shall have the right to vote upon the question of the location of 
their county seats. I tell him that that is not the question. 
The question is, whether there shall be thrust into this contro- 
versy this extraneous consideration which has no proper place 
here; that is to say, clearly these two or three thousand peopl: 
have aright to reasonable railroad facilities. Weare answered 
‘Yes, you can have that right, but it must be coupled with : 
extraneous and altogether irrelevant consideration, th 
tion of a county seat.” ; 
Mr. President, the rightof those people of Icnid to railroad fa- 
cilities does not depend upon whether it is a county seat or not. 
Thereare several thousand intelligent, ind i people who 
would be prosperous if they were allowed to be, who would be 
entitled to these facilities whether that place is a county seat 
or not. What has that gotto do with it, I beg to be informed? 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. If it will not interrupt my friend from 
Miinois, I willtell him. 

Mr. PALMER. Notat all. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not wish to deprive these people of 
their railroad facilities, nor do I think it was fair when the 
other town of Enid, with as large or a larger population, was de- 
nied all postal facilities because the Secretary of the Interior 
went to the Postmaster-General and induced Lins to refuse to 
give them a post-office, and thus held it so for months and 
months. He admitted in the House committee room, as the 
Senator will remember, that he had gone-to the Postmaster- 
General, who, at his instance, had denied a post-office to a town 
as big as this one, 3 miles away from it, where mail had to be 
hauled every day 3 miles, and those people were subjected to 
that inconvenience in order to get their mail. 

Mr. PALMER. I have said distinctly that I neither defend 
nor apologize for the conduct of the Secretary of the Interior, 
because [ deem it entirely immaterial what he did. If the Sec- 
retary of the Interior has failed to discharge his reasonable 
duty, he is responsible for doing so. 

I alluded to the fact that this large population had settled 
there and acquired rights there, and if the Secretary of the In- 
terior chooses to deny to another town their just rights, that is 
an irrelevant and immaterial matter; but are those people en- 
titled to these facilities and ought the Senate see to it that they 
are secured to them? Is there any doubt about that? 

I know in a former discussion something was said about the 
doctrine of local self-government. My theory of the doctrine — 
and I think my friend from Kansas lectured me somewhat on 
that ground—of local self-government, orof government, is that 
that government which has the power,todo right, shall doright; 
and I am not disposed to deprive these people of a substantial 
right because there is no —— in Oklahoma which can compel 
this railroad company to discharge its duty. That is the true 
issue. 

Why shall the Senate adhere to this amendment? For what 
object? It is asserted that if the Senate recede, this will be 
the law and this company will be compelled to discharge its 
reasonable legal and mores Sete; and that is the ondofit. Why 
postpone it? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ifthe Senator will allow me,as the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas {Mr. BERRY] has already talen pains to tell 
whatoccurred in the conference committee, I may be permitted 
to say that, if the Senate refuses to recede, this will be the law 
before this session efids, because a majority of the House con- 
ferees are in favor of the Senate amendment, and a majority of 
the Senate conferees are in favor of it. The Senator from Ar- 
kansas is to-day the oniy Senate conferee opposing it. The 
member from Alabama (Mr. WHEELER] is the only conferee of 
the House who is against it. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have the authority of the Representa- 
tive from Texas, who is a conferee, for that statement. 

Mr. BERRY. I do not want any misapprehension to grow 
out of this matter. The conferees failed to agree. If it had 
been as the Senator from Kentucky states, there would have 
been an agreement, I take it, if the majority had so voted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There could not be, as I stated. 

Mr. BERRY. If they had voted as the Senator stated, there 
would have been an agreement. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I did not say they had so voted. I said 
a member from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] notified the conference 
committee that whenever the matter came to a vote in the 
House he was going to vote toaccede to the Senate amendment, 
and that would make a majority of the conferees. 

Mr. BERRY. Ido not know what Mr. KILGORE would doon 
the vote; but in the conference committee he stood by the House 
conferees against the Senate amendment, and so voted every 
time a vote was taken. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. He did, and coupled with that the state- 
ment I have made. 

Mr. PALMER. It is not at all material to me what gentle- 
man, named or unnamed, will or will notdo. I have the oppor- 
tunity now, and the Senate has the eee, to do the right 
thing. Why shall we not do it? What is the use of referring 
us to what the House wil| do or what the House may have done 
or what individual members of the House will do? Byreceding 
from this improper amendment we give to those people their 
substantial, reasonable rights. Why shall we decline? 

Mr. President, something has been said about the disorder in 
that portion of the country. My experience is that in almost 
every instance of popular disorder the governing powers are to 
blame for it. It is misgovernment which creates disorder; it is 
bad government. 

If it had not been for this amendment, which is so useless and 
80 disconnected with the main subject of the bill, the Senate 
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last January would have passed the bill as it came from the 
House, and given to those people their rights, and there would 
have been no disorder. If blood has been shed, it is not dim. 
cult to find the stains of the blood marks on those who failed to 
do the right and proper thing on the right and proper occasion 
I am no apologist for disorder, but when men are oppressed and 
wronged and outraged by this railroad company, whose duty 
was so clear and so obvious, even if they should be guilty of 
disorder, while I do not defend them, I think I can at least ‘se, 
much to excuse. 

We ought to have passed this bill, we ought to have given 
those people their rights. If we had done so there would hayo 
been no bloodshed, no dynamite used, no disorder. Bad goy- 
ernment and misgovernment never fail to eventuate in disordey 
among a high-spirited people who, knowing their rights, some. 
times assert them by unlawful means. In Illinois we have stat. 
utes and we have a public opinion which compels obedience to 
these duties. 

But think of this railroad company, created by law for certain 
specified purposes, which are well understood, resisting the dis- 
charge of this plain duty when requested to doso by three thou- 
sand people, and that they should have the insolence to insist 
that, as a condition of granting these rights, there should be an 
election ordered in regard to county seats, as if the right of 
those three thousand people was in the slightest degree depend- 
ent upon the county-seat question. 

Those people are settled in their homes there; their interests 
are there, and they have the right to demand these facilities. 
If the people shall choose to locate the county seat elsewhere, 
their rights are just the same; they are not dependent upon 
political considerations at all, and when an insolent, overbearing 
railroad organization, which, either by itself or by its members, 
is engaged in land speculations in town lots, is opposing the 
performance of its plain duty, I wonder that anyone would 
hesitate a moment in giving to the people that which so clearly 
belongs to them. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, when this subject was before the 
Senate upon the bill reported by the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. BERRY], I made some observations in regard to the obliga- 
tions resting under their charter upon railroad corporations. 
In this case there is no ground, in my opinion, for any consider- 
ation of any other question than the obligation imposed by law 
upon a transportation company to comply with the obligations 
of its charter. It does not matter what action the Secretary of 
the Interior has taken, whether it was right or wrong; it does 
not matter what conflicting interests have arisen in regard to 
rival towns or locations. A large and respectable portion of the 
people of this Territory have presented the evidence to Con- 
gress that they have been denied the transportation [facilities 
and rights which they are entitled to demand from this corpor- 
ation. The subject has been before the Senate, and the obliga- 
tion of this company to perform its duty has not been enforced 
by Congress. It is now for us to decide whether or not a cor- 

ration shall openly and defiantly refuse to perform the duties 
imposed by law and its charter obligation upon it to the people 
of the country. 

As stated by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], there 
can not bea doubt that a corporation is created for the conven- 
ience of the public, to be their servants, to transport them and 
their freight and their commercial products to and from the 
places which are tributary to it, and to do it upon reasonable 
rates, and to establish depots wherever, within reasonable lim- 
itations of distance, the conveniences of the people require that 
it shall be done. 

These are fundamental propositions. Why should they be 
covered up and why evade it? Why should we hesitate for 4 
moment to say that the dignity of the American people, repre- 
sented in the two Houses of Congress, shall demand a perform- 
ance of this duty by all corporations? That is the question, and 
the only question, in my judgment; and the duty of this body, 
in my opinion, is to sustain the motion of the Senator from Ar- 
kansas and recede from this amendment, which has no connec: 
tion whatever with the duty and obligation imposed upon this 
company to consult the conveniences and the wishes of this large 
number of the citizens of the United States who live upon the 
line of its road. 

Mr.PEFFER. Mr. President, I think the Senate ought to 
recede from its amendment. When the bill was before the 
Senate heretofore, I took occasion to give some reasons why | 
thought the amendment ought not to be incorporated in the 
bill, and I have had no occasion since to change my opinion 
upon that point. 

There is a history connected with this entire transac tion, Mr. 
President, and in some respects that history appeais more oF 
less strongly to the sympathy of Senators, and itis very natural 
that it should do so. 0 illustrate what I mean, some years 
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ago under an act of Congress passed in 1887, I think it was, the 
Rock Island Railroad Company was given the right of way 
through the Indian Territory, and was permitted to establish 
stations, not further than ten miles apart. 

Railroad men cre business men; they are shrewd; they are 
men who can see as far forward as any other class of people, and 
nothing is more logical than to believe that the railroad men 
who laid out this route through the Indian Territory selected 
for their stations what, in their judgment, would in the future 
prove to be the best places for business. They did so. Two of 
these places that are concerned in this dispute were named Enid 
and Round Pond, some 10 miles apart. 

When under the recent act of Congress, ‘‘the Strip,” as it is 
called, was opened to settlement, the Secretary of the Interior 
sent an agent into the Nation, as we in Kansas call it, to locate 
town sites for county-seat purposes in pursuance of the act of 
Congress in that behalf enacted. The points that were recom- 
mended by the agent for county-seat purposes were the same 


places which the railroad people had designated when the route | 


was laid out, namely, Enid and Round Pond, so far as the two 
counties of L and O areconcerned; but for reasons which after- 
wards appeared satisfactory to the Secretary of the Interior, 
these selections were abandoned and two new selections were 
made, and one of them has been named, so far as the northern 
point is concerned, South Enid, lo:ated about three miles south 
of the place which the agent the Secretary of the Interior had 
appointed for that purpose had originally selected. 

While it is not necessary for me to state what [ understand to 
be the reasons which actuated the Secretary of the Interior, 
yet, perhaps, for a proper understanding on the part of those 
Senators who are not familiar with the subject, it may be well 
for me to say that by reason of certain Indians taking allotments, 
which they were authorized to take under the law, selecting 
their allotments near and within the borders of this original 
station, the town site of Enid, the Secretary was impressed with 
the belief that there was a scheme of some kind of land specu- 
lators in collusion with the railroad company to select these par- 
ticular allotments near the station, and that the people for whom 
the county-seat locations were to be reserved would eventually 
be to a greater or less extentdefrauded. From what the Secre- 
tary of the Interior stated in the presence of the Committee on 
Railroads, I am satisfied that that isa sufficient statement of 
what governed him in his determination to change the loca- 
tion. 

Now, Mr. President, we come to that point where there is a 
disagreement between the railroad people and the persons who 
settled upon South Enid, the second selection, or rather the only 
selection, but the second point looked at by the Secretary of the 
Interior. The people who came into that vicinity to settle at 
the town, logically, very properly, and just as you and [ would 
have done, Mr. President, instead of going to the railway sta- 
tion, went to South Enid, the point selected by the Secretary of 
the Interior, and in a little while a town grew up there of two 
or three or perhaps four thousand people. Now comes in the 


trouble between themand the railroad company. They ask the | 


railroad company to stop there. 

A bill is presented in Congress and passes the House to com- 

el the railroad company to afford railway facilities and station 
acilities at the town of South Enid. That is what this bill pro- 
vides. The railroad company insist—and here is where what 
seems an equity upon their part applies—that having located a 
town site under an act of Congress some years before ata proper 
place, and the first selection made by the agentof the Secretary 
of the Interior for that town site, now, before the railway com- 
pany ought to be required to expend any money or to make any 
permanent investment at the new town site, it would be proper 
that the question of a permanent county seat be determined by 
the people at an election; and then, if so be that the people 
should determine in favor of South Enid, the railway company 
would take up their station at North Enid or Old Enid and move 
over to South Enid, and so on. 

We all understand what there is in that. But, personally, I 
made a Suggestion to the contending parties when this trouble 
first came up. My suggestion was that the people of South Enid 
should agree, and agree in writing in some satisfactory way, to 
defray the expense of erecting a temporary structure for sta- 
tion facilities at South Enid to give, to seize, to convey to the 
railway company all the necessary land for that purpose. The 
people of Enid agreed to that; they entered into a bond that 
they would do that. The railway company were not willing to 
accept that, unless accompanied by this proposition to hold a 
county-seat election and determine where the permanent county 
seat should be before they would act. 

T have lived in Kansas alittle more than twenty-four years, 
and I have seen a large number of local conflicts arising out of 
disputes about the location of county seats. I recall now one or 





two instances, one especially, which is vivid in my mind, which 
resulted finally in the dismemberment of a county and two new 
county seats being established, where men armed themselves, 
marched under arms to the opposing towns, and by force of 
arms took away the county books and county records, and moved 
them to another place. Names by the thousand were falsely 
and fraudulently put upon the poll-books, and the result of the 
election declared for one place, when honestly the result of the 
election was in favor of another piace. 

I know of a great many such instances, Mr. President. Our 
court records are not filled with them, but we have a great many 
cases which have been passed upon in the supreme court of the 
Stateadjudicating disputes of thiskind. I know that a county- 
seat fight, as we call it out there, is the most bitter, the most 
| offensive, the ugliest, the meanest, the most destructive local 

quarrel that can afflict any community, and it is because I want 
| to avoid forcing a thing of that kind upon this new community 
in Oklahom: that I object to placing in the bill a proposition, 
first, to hold an election for county-seat purposes. | know just 


kind goes down to the next generation. I know of these 
yer-onally from having seen so many of them. 

In the Legislature when I was honored with a seat in the sen- 
ate of the State we were compelled to dismember one county on 
account of this class of difficulties which had occurred among 
the people there. As to the responsibility of the railway com- 
pany, | agree with the Senator from Illinois that we have gone 
to a point where the rights of the railway company ought not 
| to be considered at al!. We should consider the responsibility 
of the railroad company and its duties to the people. The peo- 
ple have rights over and above those of any corporation. [Every 
corporation receives its rights, franchises, and privileges from 
the people. Wherever the people congregate in large numbers, 
so as to transact business and to make mail facilities and trans- 
portation facilities necessary for their comfort and their conve- 
nience, all carriers are bound under the common law to supply 
| them with those facilities. 
| Ifthey are not willing to do it without compulsory process, 

then it is time that the power of the law be brought to bear. I 
| think I can safely predict that unless something of the kind is 
| done and the railway company is forced by the power of the 
people to comply with the provisions of law laying down their 

duties, that the people themselves will take a large part of the 

matter in their own hands, and the destruction of property will 
follow. I have nodoubtaboutitatall. I haveseenthingsof the 
| kind done in my own State. I have known instances where rail- 


things 


| what the result of that will be. I can foresee bloodshed, I can 
| foresee the destruction of property, the burning of houses, and 
ia manner of wicked devices to destroy and to weaken the 
}enemy. The bitterness that is engendered in contests of that 
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road tracks were torn up and buildings erected by railway com- 
panies torn down and destroyed. 

Mr. CAREY. Does the Senator from Kansas believe that 
Congress should be at all influenced in legislation by the propo- 
sitions now made, that somebody may tear up a railroad track? 

Mr. PEFFER. Yes; I do believe it. I believe it is the duty 
| of the legislator to take cognizance of existing conditions. The 
| Senator from Wyoming has surely had experience enough with 
| mob law in his own State to know that the passions of men are 
no different there from what they are in other places. I know 
| we have a great deal of human nature in Kansas, and there are 

a great manv Kansas men in Oklahoma Territory. We are all 
very much alike; we are all built very much the same way, and 
when it comes to matters of this kind, passions are aroused just 
like a prairie fire, and it seems impracticable to stop them. 

In view of what there is in men, in view of what human na- 
ture hasdone, in view of what men may do, it is the duty of leg- 
islators to consider those things and to act accordingly. Men 
rarely resort to violence unless they at least believe that their 
rights have been trampled upon, and not in one case out of a 
thousand will they resort to violence until they have made up 
their minds that force has been unjustly applied to them. I do 
not defend violence, but I know what human nature is. We 
ought to take cognizance of that fact. I wish to avoid all the 
trouble which I foresee in the distance, and the only way I see 
to avoid it, so far as this proceeding is concerned, is for the Sen- 
ate torecede from the amendment; and I hope it will do so. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr.President,I think thesituation of this case 
has not changed since it was last before the Senate, except in 
one respect, and that is, that the people of the town which is 
asking that a railroad depot be established there have taken 
the law in their own hands, and have attacked the railroad, 
have destroyed property, blown up bridges, killed railroad em- 
ployés, and now insist that we should recede from the amend- 
ment which we put on in the Senate in February last. If the 
other House had accepted the amendment which we put on in 
the Senate for a county-seat election, a depot would have been 
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built at South Enid before this time under the act; but. however 
much they want a depot, they will not have it upon condition 
that there is to be an election of the people of the county to de- 
termine where the county seat shall 4 That is all there is in 
this case. The other House would have agreed with the Sen- 
ate, but the people of the town of South Enid and Round Point 
insisted that it. should not. be done. 

I do sot-see any reason why the Senate should change its ac- 
tion. The bill as it passed the Senate provides for the erection 
of depots by the railroad company within ninety days, I be- 
lieve, after the passage oftheact. If the bill had become alaw in 
February, in concurrence with the action of the Senate, there 
would have been adepot there last May. The statement I have 
made shows what is the animus of this whole matter. The peo- 
ple want —_ facilities at South Jénid. Probably on general 
principles they have a right to have such facilities. I am not 
denying that, but they couple with it this—— 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Connecticut, whether, when he says that probably the people 
there ought to have those facilities, he doubts that they ought 
to have them. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido believe there will be a depot there in six 
months from this time, to be used and occupied,if it should 
happen to be determined that the county seat should be located 
somewhere else. The town would disappear over night. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like. to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator to a fact which he must have noticed when he went through 
the town: It is in this town where the real buildings are; there 
is where the briek buildings are; there is where the woney has 
gone. I assert, with as much knowledge of those things as the 
Senator can have,that there is no probability of ruining the 
town of South Enid. There is too much money there now. 

Mr. PLATT. That may be, but I apprehend it would be a 
very small place, if it sheuld continue to be any place at all, as 
it has grown up on the supposition that it was to be the county 
seat. 

I desire to state eopvens other thing about the matter, and 
that is that there has n no county seat located there. The 
Secretary of the Interior never had any authority to locate a 
county seat there, and there is no county seat located in the 
county. It is the hope that they can force theestablishment of 
a county seat at that town by compelling the railroad company 
to stop its trains there which actuates the people of the place 
in this controversy. I do not think they ought ever to have 
come toCongress atall. I do notthink itisa matter with which 
Congress ought to meddle. [I do not think that even after all 
the discussion which we have had, all the newspaper discussions 
that have been had, or the telegrams that have been received 
here with regard to it, we understand the matter fully, and Con- 
gress never will understand it. 

The Legislature of Oklahoma ought to be the body to settle 
the matter, and if it had not. been that the Secretary of the In- 
terior undertook to do and did do what was certainly a foolish 
act, an ill-considered act, and so far as he could indicated that 
the county seat should be at a very inconvenient place in the 
county, we never should have had any legislation asked for here. 
It was proposed to leeate the county seat within 5 miles of the 
south line of the county, which is 30 miles across. There was 
au attempt to foree the county seat to that place, because the 
Secretary of the Interior said there were some Indians who had 
located land near the place which his agent had told him was 
the proper site for county seat. 

1 do not wish to go into this whole controversy again. If the 
»e0ple of South Enid wished to have a depot they could have 

ad it. If they had taken their hands off of their friends in the 
other House and let the amendment which the Senate put on 
the bill be agreed to, the people would have had a depot last 
May. They do not want a depot under such circumstances. 
They say, ‘* The whole county wants the county seat in our town,” 
but when you ask them why it is then that they object to the 
amendment, they have no answer to it. 

The Committee on Railroads, looking the case all over, ree- 
ommendedas a justarr ntof the whole matter that there 
should be an election to determine where the county seat should 
be held, amd the Senate ad that plan. The other House 
has refused to act until this day, because the people who are de- 
manding the depot will not have itif it is coupled with what 
the Senate thought was fair about the county seat election. 

They say there will be bloodshed if they have a county seat 
election, and 1 think there will be, Mr. President. There has 
been bloodshed there already, but the bloodshed will be in- 
augurated by the 's who are asking Congress to interfere. 
There will net be any hicodshed by the railroad or the officers 
of the railroad or anybody who is interested in the railroad, but 
I have not any doubt, from what has taken place there, that 
there will be bloodshed. It will be shed by the parties who 
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have already commenced that business by blowing up bride 
tearing up tracks, shooting at railroad officials and y 
killing them on sight. 

Yet those people come here and say we must have th depot 
at this place, but we will not have any countv seat election, | 
think it is not a good time for the Senate to back out on the) 
demand. We had better find out whether they propose to x 
mit to law or whether they propose to take the law in the 
hands. They had better answer the question why it 
they have been depriving themselves of the facilities \ 
they ask because they will not have any county seat elec 

Senators can not eliminate the county seat matter fron 
discussion. It was put into it not by the railroad company, 
by the Secretary of the Interior, and the pe»sple who want 
accommodations have kept it there ever since. The wa, 
them to get their depot is for the Senate to insist upo: 
amendment. They can have the depot, undev the terms 
bill, within ninety days after the approval of the act, an 
could have had it last May if the bail had become a law. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President,it is very doubtful wh: 
the Senator from Connecticut says, the people of South 
could have had adepot. The past history of this railroad | 
pany would justify any man insaying thatthey would ha 
no attention to the edict of this or any other body. Wh 
Senator seeks to give to the Senate the impression thai | 
a frontier town, which has grown up in a mushroom way. 
abandoned, he does injustice to the people who have bui 
town. I think the only brick buildings of any value ar 
in the town where there is no depot. 

There are three and four story brick buildings there, an 
much money has been put in the town for it to be abandoned 
even if the county seat should be changed. Those people | 
gone.there and invested their money with the understandi 
that it was the county seat. TheSenator from Connecticut 
it is not the county seat. They say it is, and practically i 
Whether it is so legally or not, it is not worth while toconside: 
There is where the courts are held; there is where the records 
are kept; there is where the United States land office was es- 
tablished, and it would be there whether there was or was not 
court, 

The Senator from Connecticut talks about violence. The vio- 
lenee was begotten by the misconduct of the railroad company 
The violation of ordinances, the violation of statutes, the viol: 
tion of the common law obligation which is put upon every 
railroad company, necessarily in time beget just what they ha 

otten in that country; and the railroad eompany is responsi- 
ble for it. What portion of the community is responsible fo 
those outrages? Only a few of the people. The greater ani 
better part of the people are as clean and clear from it as 1! 
Senator from Connecticut. They are just as good people 
can find in any community in Connecticut. Ido not wonder | 
some people, seeing lawlessness on the part of the railroad 
pany, seeing their investments being destroyed, seeing the {a 
approach when they would wish to buy wheat and ship it : 
and not being able to do it, merchants seeing themselves ruil 
by the misconduct of the railroad company, assisted by the 5 
ator from Connecticut, should forget themselves. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut says you can 1 
disconnect the county-seat question. It was thrust in h 
to defeat the bill. It was put here by the enemies of the bil 
and nearly one-half of the Senate was opposed to compelling th 
railroad company to build a station at all. Every enemy of the 
bill voted for that provision, and ae voted for it for the pur- 
—= of defeating the bill. It is kept here for the purpose of ae- 
eating it; and the Senator from Connecticut can notescape nov 
by saying that it is in the interest of good government. |' 
not in the interest of good government, and the Senator kno\ 
it and everybody else knows it. Nobody will bo deceived } 
this kind of talk. ; 

There has been an outrage on that community unequaled, | 
repeat, by any other in the history of railroads in this country. 
If a majority of the Senate want to perpetuate and keep it 
let us have it shown by avote. LetSenators come out and fair! 
and squarely state that they do not think the railroad com 
pany is under any obligations to build astation there bec: s 
they have built one 10 miles away. The railroad company | 
not asked to build it. The people proposed to build it and 
offered to build it, but the railroad is asked to stop its trains 
there, and it says it will not. That is all there is about it. | 
repeat it is not a question of the location of the county seat. 

tis a question whether the railroad company shall be cowl 
pelled by Congress to discharge the duties it owes to the peop 
of that country. The issue may be squarely made, and if tLe 
Senate votes that it will not recede, the people will understa®: 


einploye 3, 


that the Senate means that the railroad company shall not (i> 
charge its duty, and that the Senate votes intelligently and pu'- 
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ely that the railroad company shall continue to defy law and 
decency as it has been doing for the last eighteen months. 
1t does not do to say that the Secretary of the Interior made 
a mistake ora blunder. I know that the prejudice against the 
Secretary had much to do with it, and that is the excuse Sena- 
tors have made, that the Secretary made amistake anda blunder. 
Suppose he did; are the people to be held responsible for it? 
Suppose he ought to have kept the county seat where it was first 
suggested that it should be located and where it never was lo- 
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cated; does that justify the railroad company, because some of | 


its officials are holders of town lots in the new town or the pro- 


posed town, to destroy investments made at the other place, and | 


to deny the right of the citizens of the town to that which every 
town in the United States is entitled, of having a railroad run 
through it? 

Is the company to continue to do as it has been doing, violate 
townordinances? It would be a pretty staid community, indeed, 
where such lawlessness on the part of the railroad company 
would not be met with just whatit has been met with in that 
country—lawlessness on the partof the people. I do not excuse 
it, but I knew it would come. I knew that the people, finding 
themselves without remedy, finding themselves without any 


help from the only source from which it could come, would after | 


awhile take the law in their own hands. 
It is said the railroad —- has suffered. 
no sympathy from us. [f it 


| mind and estimation the men who have been 2 
It is entitled to | 
ad done its duty there would have | 


been no outrages, no society disrupted and broken up, no out- | 
rages of any kind. There would have been peace there if the 
company had simply given to those peopieastation and letthem | 


pay for it. I do not see how any Senator can stand here and de- 
fend the railroad company, when he pretends that he is not de- 
fending it, and insist that there shall be put upon the bill that 
which he knows will bring greater calamities upon the people 
and must disrupt and destroy society there for the time, owing 
to the conditions which have been brought about by the railroad 
company primarily and for which it is responsible. 

In the interest of peace in the community the bill ought to be 
passed, and it ought to be passed as it came from the other 


House. Then,if Senators want anything else done they can doit. | 


The Legislature of the Territory will be able to settle the county- | 


seat question. I doubt whether they are able to settle with the 
railsoad company with its omnipotent power, as I know it exists 
in that section of the country, as it does in many others. 

Mr. PLATT. When the Senator from Colorado gets his feel- 
ings thoroughly enlisted upon any subject he seems to make 

yrotty strong statementsof fact. In his last remarks, as wellas 
{ is previous remarks, one principal cause of the grievance which 
he stated was that the people interested in the railroad company 
are speculators in town lots at the railroadtown. In all the tes- 
timony I believe that has not been shown, and I think there is 
no evidence of it. It has been charged; it has been thrown out 
as a suspicion, but it has never been run down. They have 
never beem able to show, [ understand, that anybody in any way 
connected with the railroad company owns a lot anywhere near 
the railroad station town. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Connecticut will allow me 
to say that Lnever before heard it disputed. 

Mr. PLATT. Qh, it was disputed in the last debate here, 
and itwasdisputed bythecommittee. Ithas never been proved. 
There has never been anybody, as I remember the case, who 
could put his finger upon a single individual connected with the 
railroad company who owns lots there. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not suppose anybody has tried to do so; 
but no other reason can be given why the road has pursued the 
course it has pursued. 

Mr. PLATT. That is just whatI am coming to. The Sena- 
tor from Colorado bases his whole argument upon the idea that 
somebody connected with the railroad is speculating in lots. 
He says there can be no other reason why the railroad has done 
what it has been doing. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Connecticut will allow 
me, I willsay that [do not. If it were admitted that the rail- 
roud.company had no interest, the facts would be the same as to 
the rights of the people. I myself have not any doubt, and Ido 
not think the Senator from Connecticut has any doubt, about the 
interestof the railroad people. It may not have besa proved to 
him, but he has not any doubt about it. 

Mr. PLATT. I made pretty carefui inquiry with regard to 
that matter, both of the parties who are opposed to the station 
town and of persons connected with the railroad company. [ 
Was assured, on inquiry, by everybody connected with the rail- 
road She = there that no stockholder, no director, no person 
Connected with the railroad company has any speculative hold- 
ing in lots. 

ow, it is very easy under the excitement of feelings to be 
Carried away and to argue a case upon facts which do not exist. 
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It is y easy to justify what those parties there have done 
It is very easy to accuse the railroad company of desiring to 
speculate in city lots and to justify people who have blown up 

8 bridges and killed its employés because the railroad com- 
pany, for the purpose of speculating in city lots, has not done 
justice to them. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator Co Le illow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator from ‘ n to 


insinuate, much less charge, that I did justify 


Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Colorado did n 
in language; he said be did not: but after all, the whole tenoi 
of his remarks was that the people were excusable for it o 


count of the great wrong which had been done 
company. 


Mr. TELLER. 


DY the ri 


The Senator from Connecticut 


isentirely m1 


taken. I never suggested that they were excusable. Isaid tha 
one crime begets crime. The Senator desires intentionally to 
misrepresent me, I suppose. 

Mr. PLATT. No, I do not; but I think every Senator who 


listened to the Senator from Colorado was impressed, as | 
with the idea that he was treating very leniently in his 
uilty of the 
of violence. Itis.a good deal like the people who sympathize 
entirely with the strikers in Chicago. There was no word « 
condemnation for the strikers and their acts of violence, but 
was only for Mr. Pullman and the railroad companies that 
had condemnation. 

Mr. BERRY. I think the Senator from Connecticut 
taken when he says any person was killed in the Territ 
I do not think any person was killed. My opinion is th 
there wasnmot. The Senator talks about citizens violating th 
law. It is stated, and not denied, that the railroad company d 
liberately violated the law which regulated the speed of ra 
road trains through the town, a matter which the n had a 
right to regulate. The railroad company deliberately vio 
the law, and it did so before anybody else violated it. 

Mr. PLATT. Ergo, the people had aright to blow 
bridge! Thatis the style of this argument. I have heard tha 
the town passed an ordinance that the road should not: 
trains ata rate through the place above a certain number 
miles per hour, a very slow rate of speed: and then when th 
train slowed down to that rate, the citizens came out aad unde 
took to pull the employés off the train. 

Mr. TELLER. They never slowed down. 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, yes; the company complied with it fo 
awhile, until they found that they could not, with safety to t 
lives of their employés, comply with it any longer, as | | 
stand. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBI 
more about the details than I do. 


owl 


act 


p th 


Mr. BLACKBURN. My understanding is,and Ido not thi: 
Ican be mistaken about it, that three employés of the road 
were killed outright and the whole train was ditched. ‘Tl 
timbers were deliberately sawn in two, because aceording to th: 
time schedule of the road a passenger train would be the next 
one to go over the bridge. However, by an accident elay, 
fortunately it turned out that it was nota passenger train tha 
came according to the schedule, but afreight train. The train 
was ditched and three employés of the railroad were } d. 
But that is not what I wish to get at. 

I regret that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER} sho 
undertake to-day to indulge himself ina very questionable pra: 
tice, and that is to interpret the motives and purposes of hi 
friends in the Chamber or of people out of it. He suid 
every body who insists upon the Senate amendment is trying t 
kill the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. No; I did not. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Colorado i 
very clear in his statements. 

Mr. TELLER. I said everybody who wanted to kill 
is for the amendment. There is quite a difference bet 
two statements. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Now, let me say once more for the in- 
formation of the Senator from Colorado, the bill is as sure to he 


come alawif the Senate should refuse to recede from the amend 
ment as it is provided it took the other course. The Senat 
from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY} stands herealone, the only disse 
ing conferee on the part of the Senate. 

The House conferees by a majority will vote to acce 


Senate amendment to-day. There is but one member of the 
Senate conference committee who is not in favor of the a nend 
ment. There is but one member of the House tion of the 


} 


his purpose to vote 
So to insist upon 


ll, but it 


conference committee who does not declare 
to take the bill with the Senate amendme nt. a ns 
keeping the amendment in not only does not kill the bi 
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insures the passage of the bill as certainly as to recede from the 
amendment, and it facilitates the passage of the bill. It will 
be Jaw quicker if the Senate refuses to recede from its amend- 
ment. 

Further, I want to say there is not a provision in the bill that 
the opponents of the two railroads did not put into it. The bill 
stands precisely, without changing a semicolon or a comma, as 
the House of Representatives sed it—I will not say at the 
dictation, but at the request of the Interior Department. The 
bill as it stands to-day imposes every obligation that any anti- 
railroad man ever sought to impose upoa the railroads. Why 
can not the Legislature of the Territory of Oklahoma deal with 
the railroad question asa whole as with this county-seat question? 
No, no; the friends of this bill (I mean the original House bill) 
insist that Congress must exercise its power, and no lawyer will 
claim that that is an exclusive power. 

If Congress has any jurisdiction of this railroad question it is 
aconcurrent jurisdiction, for the Legislature of the Territory 
confessedly holds jurisdiction of the railroad question. But 
these gentlemen could not wait to let the Territorial Legislature 
deal with the railroad. They insisted that Congress must do it, 
and they framed a bill and the House passed it, and we have re- 
ported it back here without crossing a ‘'t” or dotting an ‘‘i” so far 
as any railroad question is concerned. If you want power to 
force the railroad company to build station houses and establish 
depots at every hundred feet along that line through the Terri- 
tory you have it unquestionably here in this bill. There is not 
a question affecting either of the railroads that the Senate 
has touched atall. The Senate has simply inserted an amend- 
ment and has once refused to recede from that amendment by a 
yea-and-nay vote. ; 

A majority of the House conferees tell us now that they are 
ready to accept that amendment in the face of all this law- 
lessness. Troops were sent to both Pond Creek and South Enid, 
these new arbitrarily established towns, and both of them were 
put under martial law. The law-abiding, outraged citizens for 
whom we hear such plaintive appeals are to-day under martial 
law, with Federal bayonets there —' to protect lives and 
persons and property—people who used a to blow up a 
railroad bridge, who sawed the timbers of another, and ditched 
a freight train instead of a passenger train, as they tried and ex- 
pected todo. Here are all the letters, affidavits, and telegrams 
nope ins and sustaining the statement, and the official action 
of the War Department sustains it, that here in a time of pro- 
found peace are these two arbitrarily established mushroom vil- 
lages bidding defiance to all law except martial law, of which 
they are the righteous victims to-day, with the bayonets of the 
Federal Army at their throats. 

Those are people for whom the Senate is asked to recede from 
its deliberately taken action, because, forsooth, those law-abid- 
ing people in such lawful manner protest against the proposed 
legislation! 

I repeat, Mr. President, and I will have done with it, there 
never has yet been a suggestion made to fasten responsibilities 
upon the railroad pea ong fo to put them unde. the arbitrary dis- 
cretionary power of the Interior Department, which is not in 
this bill precisely as the Interior Department asked to put it 
there. There is nothing else in the bill except a declaration 
that the people of the two counties shall, not between the two 
towns but anywhere within the limits of the counties, have the 
right that all freemen have, to meet according to legal procla- 
mation, hold a fair and honest election, and determine by a ma- 
jority of the qualified voters of the counties where they will put 
their county seats. 

I do not believe that either one of the towns will be selected 
as the county seat, neither Old Enid or New Enid. It would 
be ridiculous for either of them to be selected. There is but 
one issue left between the two Houses. Sofarascompelling the 
railroads to build stations and depots at every 50 feet through 
that Territory, if the Secretary of the Interior requires it, it is 
all in the bill and all agreed to. There isnothing leftin dispute 
between the Houses except that the people of those two counties 
shall have the right by a popular vote of the qualified voters of 
the county to locate and choose their county seats and not be 
barred, as they are now barred by law, from selecting a county 
seat for five years. 

That is the whole question, and on behalf of the law-abidin 
people of those counties, on behalf of more than four thousan 
of their law-abiding citizens, whose petitions I hold here ask- 
ing for the poceese of selecting these county seats, I have the 
temerity to ask the Senate to stand by its amendment even 
though the lawless creatures who are now the victims of martial 
law in these two mushroom towns shall be disappointed and 
thwarted in their purposes. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate but a 
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very few moments. I want to make a plain statement of fact, 
and then I hope the vote will be taken. 


When the Secretary of the Interior located these towns under 
the law there was not a human soul living in either of them. 
The persons who went there had no choice as to where they 


should be located. The law authorized the Secretary to make 
the location. These people were camped on the outside of the 
Territory. They had gone from the East, the West, and the 
South to seek homes in that new Territory which was to ho 
opened by the Government; and they only had tolook to the la, 
to see who was authorized to locate the county seat, and to observe 
the act of the Secretary when he did locate it. 

On the very day that Territory was opened those people in 
good faith went and settled at the point where the law author. 
ized the Secretary to place the location. They invested the ac- 
cumulations of a lifetime in building houses and improving the 
surroundings connected with their homes. They did it in as 
good faith and with purposes as innocent as ever actuated men, 
Now, what followed? The railroad company was interested in 
another town 3 miles away, and the railroad company said. 
‘We do not propose to give you any railroad facilities at these 
two towns, because we desire that other towns shall be built up. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the Senator allow me a question’? 

Mr. BERRY. Please donot interrupt me now. Later I will 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky. 

The railroad company refused, but the people continued to 
move in there until the towns grew, one ok tues to bea place 
of some three thousand inhabitants, and the other of eighteen 
hundred or two thousand inhabitants. They built dwelling 
houses there because the county seats had been located there 
by legal authority. When they found that the railroad com- 
pany would not give them depot facilities, either for passengers 
or freight, they came to the lower House of Congress and asked 
that body to pass a bill compelling the railroad company to stop 
their trains. The railroad company sent a lobby of attorneys 
here, who appeared before the House committee and opposed 
the bill with all the power they had. The committee reported 
against the railroad company. The House ratified the action 
of the committee, and passed a bill saying ‘‘Youshall give these 
people depot facilities.” The bill then came to the Senate and 
was referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

When the railroad company found that they were beaten, and 
that the Senate was going to compel them to do it, and they had 
no other remedy, they came in and undertook to put this amend- 
ment on the bill with no other purpose in the world except to 
defeat the measure which had been passed by the House. They 
know to-day that the bill with the Senate amendment upon it 
can not pass the House. They know that unless the Senate re- 
cedes from its amendment those towns will get no railroad facil- 
ities. 

Now, that was the condition. Those people bore it as law- 
abiding people, and they are as law-abiding as any people in this 
Union. Therewere as good people located there ascan be found 
in the States of Kentucky, Arkansas, Ohio, or any other State 
in the Union. They came to the Senate; they sent their peti: 
tions here from the mayor and the council and every citizen 
within the town. 

The bill a here for weeks. When it was likely to pass the 
other parties then resorted to forgery and forged telegrams « 
try to influence the Senate of the United States. The people. 
still law-abiding, waited for the action of the Senate, and when 
the Senate put the amendment-on the bill it went to the confer- 
ence committee. We met on twoor three occasions in confer- 
ence and we have failed toagree. The other House refused to 
recedeand hascontinued torefuse. TheSenator from Kentucky 
says that the House would now agree to the amendment. [ 51) 
that it has refused, and with the same right to say what it wi 
do in the future that the Senator has, I say it will continue to re- 
fuse; and if this amendment stays in the bill those people wi! 
get no railroad facilities. What followed? 

Mr, STEWART. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me’ 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from Nevada will not in- 
terrupt me now. Later on, before I take my seat, I will answe' 
all questions. 

What followed? When the tariff bill was before the Sena‘ 
it was impossible for me to find time without interfering wit) 
that bill to make a report. The matter went on for weeks and 
months. Those people had made a bond and offered to bear 
every dollar of expense for the building of these depots, and y«' 
the railroad corporation said, ‘‘ No, you shall have none.” Then 
what did they do? Those towns passed ordinances regulating 
the speed with which the trains should run through the towns, 
because the speed at which they ran endangered human life. | 

The railroad company defied them, paid no attention to their 
ordinances, and ran their trains through the town at the rate o! 
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20 or 25 miles an hour. Whatfollowed? It followed that there 
were some people in that town who became exasperated. It was 
pot all the people, but a comparatively few, because the others 
are law-abiding. Owing to this repeated wrong on the part of 
the railroad company in refusing to stop there to take on the 
women and children of the town, and refusing to stop to put 
them off when they had been away ona guess some of those 
people resorted to lawless acts. I justify no man in violating 
the law; no word that I can utter here can be construed in that 
way; but I say no people ever had a greater —— to vio- 
late the law. Ido not justify it, but there is not a community 
throughout the United States of America where such outrageous 
acts would not be calculated to incite violence on the other side. 

Now, this is the se that is presented to the Senate. As 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. bom well said, in all the 
history of railroad wrongs throughout this country, in all the 
culmination of the great railroads with all their capital, there 
is no case on record which shows a greater disregard for the 
rights and interests of a community of people than this Rock 
Island Railroad Company has shown for the rights and interests 
of the people of Enid and Pond Creek. 

Will the Senate of the United States stand here talking about 
the county-seat question, which is under the control of the Ok- 
Iahoma Legislature, when a railroad forces this amendment on 
with the avowed purpose of beating the bill? Will a majority 
of the United States Senate say that those people have no rights 
which we are bound to protect; that because they have no Sen- 
ator upon this floor to speak for them we will let this railroad 
company outrage them and continue to wrong them as they have 
done for the last six or eight months? 

Mr. President, I hope that will not be the case. If you want 
peace and = and order you must first do what is right, and 
then you will have peace cal quietand order. There is nota man 
within the sound of my voice who does not know that this rail- 
road company have acted in the most arbitrary, tyrannical, un- 
justifiable, and inexcusable manner possible. I sincerely trust 
the Senate will recede from the amendment and accept the 
House bill, and then this controversy will be ended forever. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Arkan- 
gas a question. 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr.STEWART. By the House bill I observe that the rail- 
road company are compelled to establish a station at all towns 
where the Secretary of the Interior establishes a town site; and 
that they must have adepot. I wish to inquire if a town site 
has been established at the new town where they are now de- 
prived of a depot? 

Mr. BERRY. The bill requires—— 

— STEWART. No; I want to know if there is a town site 
ere. 

Mr. BERRY. Where? 

Mr. STEWART. At the new town, South Enid, or whatever 
is the name. 

Mr. BERRY. Yes; there is. 

Mr.STEWART. There is a town site established there? 

Mr. BERRY. Yes. 

Mr. STEWART. Then, under the bill if it is passed as it 
now stands, the railroad company would be compelled to estab- 
lish a station there? 

Mr. BERRY. Thatis correct. That is the object. 

Mr.STEWART. Then with or without the amendment they 
are given all that they ask for, to wit,a station. That is all 
they claim, is it not? 

Mr. BERRY. I will say, if the Senator will permit me, that 
the House of Representatives will not agree to that amendment. 
It can not pass the other House and the railroad company know 
it can not pass, and it isfor that reason that reid insist upon the 
Senate standing by it, because that kills the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. That is not the question. 

Mr. BERRY. That can not be disguised. 

Mr. STEWART. Would not the town of Enid get a station 
aie 

r. - If the bill becomes a law, it would. 
Mr. STEWART. With or without the amendment? 
Mr. BERRY. If the bill ever bacomes a law, then the rail- 


road company will have to sto ; 
defy the oo p thei: trains there unless they 


Mr. STEWART. That is what I wanted to know. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I wish to correct two statements made 
by the Senator from Arkansas, and I can do itin two sentences. 
In the first place he spoke of his statement as a fact. Now, to 
be a fact it must be in proof in this record or it must be within 
the limits of his personal information. He said that between 
these two neighboring towns the railroad company refused to 
give one town depot facilities because the company were inter- 
ested in real-estate investments in the other town. 
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Mr. BERRY. No, I did not say any such thing. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will refer tothe notes of the Senator's 
remarks, 

Mr. BERRY. I will refer to the Reporter's notes. 

Mr. BLACKBUPN. [am speaking of the Reporter's notes of 
the Senator’s speech. 


Mr. BERRY. I shall not touch them. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Now, I willsay that there is not an atom 
of proof in this record to the effect that any official, or any man 
connected with either of these railroads, ever had a dollar ora 
penny invested in any real estate in either of these towns: but 
upon the contrary this record is loaded down with afiidavits, 


taken, sworn to, and executed before notaries public of every 
official of this railroad, swearing that not a man of thom ever did 
have or now has a penny invested in any town lots in either of 
these towns, and those affidavits have never been controverted 
or attacked. 


I wish to say one thing more. The Senator took occasion to 
state several months ago in one of his impassioned harangues 
upon this bill that this railroad company had sent a lobby here 


to lobby their interests through. I stood in my place on the 
floor of the Senate and saw an official of the Federal Govern- 
ment, borne upon the pay roll of the Government, appointed by 
the Secretary of the Interior, haunting that gallery. I asked 
him what he was here for, and he told me frankly that whilst 
the Secretary of the Interior had not ordered him to come back 
from Oklahoma, and did not know anything about it, he was 
here as the bearer of petitions in the interest of those who op- 
posed the amendment which the Senate put upon the bill. 


Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow ine 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is itor is itnot true that two villages or towns 
built up there the Secretary of the Interior has decided to be 
county-seat ——— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No, sir; the Secretary of the Interior 


has no more authority or power to determine a county seat ina 
Territory than the Senator from Tennessee or myself. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from Kentucky deny that 
under an act of Congress the Secretary of the Interior was au- 
thorized to locate the county seats in Oklahoma? 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I do; and I say that there never was 
such a law dreamed of on earth. 
Mr. HARRIS. Very well. I have notthe law before me and 


I have not hunted it up. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Perhaps the Senator is confounding the 
words ‘‘ Government town sites ” with ‘‘ county sites.” 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well; nomatter whether a town site or 


a county site. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. It does matter, I beg the Senator's 
pardon. 


Mr. HARRIS. Did the Secretary of the Interior have power 
to locate a town or a village under the act? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. He had no power to locate 
site. He had power to locate a Government town site. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then let me ask the Senator another ques- 
tion. I[s it true as a matter of fact that two villages or towns 
have been built up in Oklahoma Territory at which and through 
which the railroad runs and at which the railroad refuses to 
stop and give to that community reasonable and fair transporta- 
tion facilities? : 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Is the Senator through? 

Mr. HARRIS. I want that question answered. 
portant point, to my mind. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Is the Senator through with his ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam through with that branch of it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have not agreed to answer more than 
one branch of the question. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well; let the Senator answer that. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer the Senator, and I will 
answer him twice, so as to be sure that I satisfy him. It is true 
that the Secretary of the Interior sent his own private agent to 
the Territory of Oklahoma with private instructions to locate, 
not county sites, but Government town sites. 

Thatagent selected two points, one on each of these two roads, 
for reasons that I doubt not were satisfactory to that agent, and 
so reported to the Secretary of the Interior. The Secretary of 
the Interior refused (which is not a usual performance) to locate 
a Government town site at either of the places his agent had 
selected, and traveled two or three miles distant, one way or the 
other, from each of them, and made two new selections. It is 
true that through those two newly selected towns, the after- 
thought of the agent if not of the Department, these roads ran, 
and that they had no stations or depots built there. It was 
the object of the House bill to compel the roads to build them, 


a county 
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and the bill ag the Senate has amended it not only compels 
both railroads to build depots and station-houses at both these 
towns, but compels those railroads to build depots and stations 
at any and every other town where the Secretary of the Interior 
tells them to build one in that Territory. That is the bill as it 
now stands amended. 

Mr. HARRIS. Now, will the Senator from Kentucky answer 
the other question, which I deem the most important’ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will doso. 

Mr. HARRIS. Have towns been built up there along the 
line of that road? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I thought I said yes, at both points. 

Mr. BARRIS. And do the railroads run trains that sweep 
through those towns without stopping at either of them? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not know about that. 

Mr. HARRIS. Such is the allegation. If it be a fact, it is 
an unmitigated outrage and it ought to be controlled by legis- 
lation. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am so fond of hearing the Senator 
speak, that Iam always willing to let him not only ask ques- 
tions, but make speeches in my time, 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam glad the Senator is so deferential. 
very rare that he is deferential to anybody. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido it because it is rarely that I have 
the opportunity of learning so much. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope that is true. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. What I say in answer is simply this: 
Admit that the roads run their trains through these towns at 
60 miles an hour and never stop at all, what the Senator wants 
to do, I take it, is to compel them to stop, and to compel them 
to erect depots an4 station houses and give a full measure of 
traveling facilities to those people. That is precisely what I 
wanttodo. Thatis precisely what this bill does, exactly as it 
stands amended by the Senate now. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I know so little about this matter that per- 
haps I will disclose my ignorance by asking a question. Is it 
true that on the line of this railroad in Oklahoma there are two 
towns, one containing 1,800 people and the other containing 
3,060 people, within 3 miles of each other? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I say if a railroad in a. new country 
will not stop at a point containing 1,800 and 3,000 inhabitants it 
is a very poorly managed railroad, and I think myself. we ought 
to require the railroad, even if it becomes.so important as the 
PennsylvaniaCentral Railroad, to stop ata community contain- 
ing 1,800 inhabitants. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I agree with the Senator, and I beg 
him to read the bill as amended the Senate, when he will 
see that that is precisely what the bill does. 

Mr. SHERMAN, But I do not see the connection between 
the amendment made in the Senate and the bill itself. What 
has the question cf town sites todo withthat? Probably, as the 
Senator himeeif said a while ago, neither place would become 
the county seat. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly both of the towns will not 
survive. One of them will disappear whenever the question of 
the county seat is determined. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the use of blending the county- 
seat guestion with the stopping of the trains? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The two questions have no connection. 

-Mr. SHERMAN. Then I do not see any object in insisting on 
the amendment, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. For the reason that I have tried to ex- 
plain, but it seems that [ have failed, that under the law as it 
stands to-day, the best legal authority that can be had tells us 
that unless the amendment of the Senate stays in the bill, the 
question of locating the county seat can not be determined for a 
period of five years, and all of this friction must endure and all 
of this trouble must be perpetuated. 

Whenever a county seat is determined, we know that in a 
sparsely settled country like that, these two towns, within a 
stone’s throw of each other, will not both survive; one will dis- 
appear. They are Western prairie towns; they are tent towns. 

ou have heard about the two or three story brick house there. 
Of course every town of two or three thousand inhabitants out 
there has one, but that is not the rule, If the county seat is 
established at one of these towns the other town will move to it 
within a week. The pending proposition would keep open this 
friction, and it will keep it up, because the law will not allow 
them to determine the county seat by a vote for five years to 


come. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is another wonder. Iam discover- 
ing things about these Western Territories that I never knew. 
Is there not some power vested by law in somebody to estab- 
lish a county seat there—-in the people themselves or in the 
Territory? 


tis 
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Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Ohio yield to me: 

Mr.SHERMAN, Certainly, for I wish toget all the in; 
tion I canupon the subject. 

Mr. BERRY. There is a statute of Oklahoma which » 
vides that when a certain number of inhabitants of any count, 
I think it is one-third, shall petition the county court or t}; 
proper authorities to order an election for the locatio: 
county seat, thereupon the order shall be granted, and th 
ple shall vote for the location. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is that provided for by law? 

Mr. BERRY. That is the Oklahomalaw. The st 
whieh the Senator from Kentucky refers, I presume, 
when a town site is once located it shall not there 
changed for the period of five years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Who made that law? 

Mr. BERRY. The Legislative Assembly of the Terr 
Oklahoma, and that is the law to-day. The Legislatur 
Territory of Oklahoma can repeal that law when they 
December, and can order a town-site election atamy time. 

I think, no one denies. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [t does seem to me that we ought t 
the railroad company stop its trains at both the towns : 
the surviving town have a depot probably somewhere ) 
the two. 

Mr. BERRY. Let the Legislature of Oklahoma settle i 

Mr. SHERMAN. As to the other part of the case I s 
difficulty. If the law is as stated, the people themsel\ 
have an election as to the location of the county seat wit 
Congress interfering with them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the c 
The question is on the motion of the Senator from Ark 
that the Senate recede from its amendment to the bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. On that I call for the yeas and na: 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary pro 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name wascalled). [am paired 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PeTriGREW]. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. GECRGE (when his name was called). I am paired 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr: CAFFERY. Iam paired with theSenatorfrom Monta: 
[Mr. Powe]. 

Mr: GULLOM (after having votedin the affirmative). Ih) 
a general pair with the senior Senator from Delaware 
GRAY], but there seems to be some doubt as to how he 
vote on this question. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Delaware voted “ ye: 
fore. 

Mr. CULLOM. ButI think from what I have heard | bh = 
better not vote. Under the circumstances, I withdraw my \ 

Mr. SQUIRE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from V 
ginia [Mr. DANIEL]. i 

Mr. WHITE (aiter having voted in the affirmative), Wh 
votedI did notobserve that the Senator from Idaho[Mr. SHo 


wit ei 





with whom I am paired, is not present. I therefore withd it 
my vote. i 
Mr. MANDERSON (after having voted in the negative). E 
have been requested to pair with the junior Senator from Kk J 
tucky [Mr. LINDSAY]. Pe 
Mr. BLACKBURN. [inquire who has authority to pai 


junior Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr, BERRY. I have. 

Mr.MANDERSON. TheSenator from Arkansas[Mr. bel: 
eee me to pair with the junior Senator from Kk 
tucky. i 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is satisfactory to me. i 

Mr. MANDERSON, Tue Senator from Arkansas has st: r 
that the junior Senator from Kentucky would vote “ yea 
present. Is there any question as to how he would vote? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am satisfied. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I withdraw my vote, understanding th 
the junior Senator from Kentucky would vote ‘‘ yea”’ if presen 

Mr. CAREY (after having voted in the nogatiye). I ask con 
sent to withdraw my vote, and announce my pair with the 5c” 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBy]. oe 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s vote wil! | 
withdrawn. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I desire the attention of the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] for one moment. I am informed 
that the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. PATTON] is absen', 
unpaired, and that if he were here he would vote ‘ nay. 
suggest, therefore, that he stand paired with the junior 5° 
tor from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY}. 

Mr. BERRY. I do not know anything about that. If the 
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Senator from Nebraska desires to make the transfer he can do The Senate, as 
so. 1 only know that the junior Senator from Kentucky told | sider: 


me he would vote ‘‘yea;” and he told me he would be here to 


ote. 

‘ Mr. MANDERSON. ThearrangementI have announced will 
pair the junior Senator from Kentucky |Mr, LINDSAY] with the 
junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Patton]. I understand the 
Senator from Kentucky would vote ‘‘ yea” and the Senator from 
Michigan would vote “nay.” I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (after Mr. GALLINGER had voted 
in the affirmative). The present occupant of the chair will an- 
nounce that he has voted, but he has a general pair with the 
junior Senator from Texas |Mr. MiLus], who has not voted, and 
hence the vote will be withdrawn. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, 

YEAS 


nays 20; as follows: 


or 


Allen, Coke, Mitchell, Wis Quay, 
Bate, Faulkner, Murphy, Roach, 
Berry, Harris, Palmer, Sherman, 
Blanchard, Hill, Pasco, Teller, 
Call, Jarvis Peffer, Vilas. 
Chandier, Kyle, Perkins, Walsh. 
NAYS—20. 
Allison, Gibson, Hunton, Proctor, 
Blackburn, Hale, McMillan, Pugh, 
Brice, Hansbrough, Manderson, Stewart, 
Cameron, Hawley. Mitchell,Oregon Vest, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Piatt, Washburn 
NOT VOTING—I1 
Aldrich, Frye, Lodge, Shoup, 
Butler, Gallinger, McLaurin, Smith, 
Oaffery, George, McPherson, Squire, 
Camden, Gordon, Martin, Turpio, 
Carey, Gorman, Mills, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Gray, Morgan, White, 
Daniel, Higgins, Morrill, Wilson. 
Davis, Irby, Patton, Wolcott 
Dixon, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew 
Doiph, Jones, Nev. Power, 
Dubois, Lindsay, Ransom 


So the Senate receded from the amendment. 
INTERSTATE FAIR AT TACOMA, WASH. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
the sundry civil appropriation bill, if he will yield to me for a 
few moments to reporta bill from the Committee on Finance, 
and to ask for its present consideration? It will not, Iam sure, 
occasion any debate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HARRIS. I report back from the Committee on Finance 
without amendment the bill (H.R. 7753) to exempt the articles 
of foreign exhibitors at the interstate 
from the payment of duties. I ask for its immediate consider- 
ation. The fair, I understand, opens to-day. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CALL submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Hou 
on the amendment of the Sepate numbered 65 to the bill (H. R. 6987) * mak 
ing appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year end 


ses 


ing June.30, 1895,"’ having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommendand do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 
That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 65. 
WILKINSON CALL, 
CALVIN 5S. BRICE, 
5. M. CULLOM, 
Managere on the part of the Senate 


W. H. HATOH, 
W. S. FORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLxs, its Chief Clerix, announced that the House had agreed 
to the’reports of the committees of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 2896) for the relief of Henry James, residing in 
the original Hot Springs Reservation, in the State of Arkansas: 
and the bill (H. R. 6720) providing for resurvey of Grant and 
Hooker Counties, in the State of Nebraska. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 7753) to exempt the articles 
. = ee at the interstate fair at Tacoma, Wash., 

rom the payment of duties; and it was thereu signed b 
Vice-President. gia’ ” og 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. / 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the unfinished business may be 
proceeded with. 
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{ask the Senator from Missouri, in charge of | 


SUT5 


in Committee of the Whole, resumed the co: 
he bill (H. R. 5575) making appropriations for 


il expenses of the Government the 


om! 





ion of} 


sundry for fiseal yea 








ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the consideration of the two 
pending amendments, the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. PRocTok] and the amendment proposed by 
me. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let those amendments | now acted on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER The amend- 
ments will be stated. 

The Seeretary read the amendment propos \ > 
Tor, which was on page 84, at the end of line 8, to 
following proviso: 

Provided, That the Secretary of War and the Attorney-General ar: 
instructed to report to Congress what action has been taken by them o 
predecessors in office under the act of July 15, 1882, entitled “An act to i 


crease the water supply of the city of Washington,” and under previou 
acts, and to report the present condition of the titles to the waterrights and 
to such land contiguous thereto as may be necessary for the improvement 
of the water power at Great Falls to a sufficient extent to furnish an ade 
quate supply of water for the District of Columbia and to furnish power for 
lighting the public buildings and grounds by electricity, and to report, fur 
ther, the amount and present condition of claims now pending against 
United States growing out of its taking or use oc the water at Great fall 
And the sum of $10,000 is hereby appropriated, to be expended under the di 
rection of the Secretary of War, tor carrying out the provisions of this a¢ 
and for making the plaus for the plant necessary for said purpose, with « 
mates of the cost, and also of the cost of operating and maintaining th 
plant for electric lighting and a comparison with the present cost of 


ing 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] to the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PRocror] will 
now be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the amendment: 
Said Secretary of War is authorized to negotiate with i 
Great Falls Manufacturing Company and the other owners of land and wate: 
rights at the Great Falls, with a view of settling existing claims on the 
part of said owners against the United States and of acquiring the title to 
said lands and the whole of said water right, and to report the result 
his views, at the next session of Congress 


Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. 





aiso herevy 


with 


President, I shall vote for both of 


| these amendments, and at the same time I wish to say that that 


fair at Tacoma, Wash., | 


which commends them tothe Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cock- 
RELL] does not commend them tome. That which commend 
them to him is the fact that they commit the Government to 
nothing. LI should be very glad to vote to commit the Govern- 
ment to something in this behalf. 

The amendment which I proposed yesterday had the same 
purpose as these amendments; but it went a little further. an 
looked to the acauiring of the title of the Great Falls of the Po 
tomac and the land adjacent, at least such as might become nec 
essary for the water supply of the city of Washington and for it 

lectric lighting. Iam glad to see this recognition of the ne- 


cessity, that all must admit, that as this city grows in popula- 
tion, which it is bound to do, the subject of pure water, and 
plenty of it, as suggested by the Senator from Michigan | Mr. 


McMILLAN], will be a very important one. 
Mr. CULLOM. Which we do not have 
Mr. MANDERSON. The water ’ 

is inadequate. Thiscity is really in great danger in time of ex- 

tended fire: that such aconflagration might destroy an immens 


that 
amount of property, by the side of which the cost of 


how. 
1 


supply now, as is notorlk 
rP+. 


iproved 


water facilities would be « mere bagatelle. 
This city will have to repeat atsome time the experience o 
| the city of Philadelphia. That city obtained its water supp]; 


| That will unquestiona 


from the Schuylkill River. and the evil became so great 
contamination of the watersof that river, that that city, at enor 
mous cost, was compelled to acquire the title to land on both 
sides of the river to prevent impurities from flowing into it. 

bly at some time be the experience here. 
We shall have to see that the waters of the Potomac River are 
not contaminated by placing upon the banks of that strean 
above the point of supply manufacturing establishments, ic] 
will cause refuse to be thrown into the river to produce 
pure condition of the water. 

I wish we could go still further than this amendment pro 
but it is a step in the right direction, and shall certain 
my support. 

The PRES[DING OFFICER. 
ment submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire 


as to th 


ides; 


iy recelve 


The question is on the amend 
[We 
wil. 


| CHANDLER] to the amendment submitted by the Senator from 


Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agr 
the amendment as amended. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. HUNTON. I propose the amendment which 
desk. 


ing to 


I send to the 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Virginia will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 15, on page 92, it is proposed to 
insert: 

And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to employ, at such compen- 
sation as he shalldeem reasonable, from among those veterans who served in 
the battle of Gettysburg, a person who is recognized as well informed in its 
history, as a representative of the Army of Northern Virginia, to assist in 
such way as the Secretary of War may direct in preparing the historical 
tablets of that army for the Gettysburg battlefield. 

Mr. HUNTON. That amendment carries no appropriation 
with it, Mr. President. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Virginia will leave out 
of his amendment the limitation of the persons from whom the 
Secretary is to appoint. 

Mr. HUNTON. I beg to say to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that that was put in the amendment designating the as- 
sistant commissioner as one skilled in the movement of the 
army of the Confederate States, because there are now two 
commissioners representing the armies of the Potomac. 

Mr. HOAR. 
is no objection to the employment, at the discretion of the Sev- 
retary of War, of such person as will be fittest, wherever ho may 
be found; but J, for one, object to putting into the legislation of 
this country as a qualification for an office that the person to be 
appointed to it has borne arms against the country. Ido not 
think it is sound statesmanship that anybody on either side 
of the question should undertake todo that thing. Of course, 
we all know that there are brave veterans on both sides of this 
Chamber, and there are others who hold offices under all politi- 
cal parties; that is one thing; but the actual putting into a law 
as the sole qualification of appointment to an office of having 
borne arms against the country I think is carrying the joke a 
little too far. 

Mr. COCXBELL. I desire to say, in connection with that 
amendmen‘, that the Committee on Appropriations did not agree 
to it; on the contrary, in another amendment elsewhere we 
struck out a similar provision, because we believe that under 
each of these laws the Secretary of War has the authority now 
to employ such assistants, if he desires them, and we did not 
wish to place ourselves in a position of dictating to him whom 
he shall employ to ascertain the facts which we require him to 
ascertain, 

Mr. HOAR. That seems to be the sensible view of the mat- 
ter, and [ hope the Senate will adopt it. 

Mr. HU? TON. The Senator from Missouri, in charge of 
the bill, is mistaken, though I dislike to make the assertion 
that he is mistiken in regard toa bill of which he isincharge. 
If he will turn to page 86, to the provision in regard to the Chick- 
amauga and Chattanooga National, Park, he will find that by 
an »mendment of the committee the very thing is provided in 
a general way which I ask be provided for more specifically in 
regard to Gettysburg. The prevision reads: 

The purcbase of the north end of Missionary Ridge, and monument sites 
in the vicinity of Glass’s Mill, compensation of two civilian commissioners 
and their assistant in historical work, labor, clerical, and other assistance, 
ete. 

The words ‘‘ and other assistance ” embrace as to the Chicka- 
mauga battlefield just what I have provided more specifically 
as to the battlefield of Gettysburg. For that reason I think 
that there ought to be an amendment in regard to the battile- 
field of Gettysburg which will authorize the Secretary of War 
to employ an assistant commissioner to help do the work which 
is being done to mark the historic battlefield of Gettysburg. 

I beg to say that at this time there are two commissioners who 
represent the Army of the Potomac. An immense dealof work, 
as the Senator from Massachusetts well knows, has been done 
to mark the positions, etc., of the Union Army on that battle- 
fleld. There has recently been appointed one commissioner 
from the South, whois supposed to represent the Army of North- 
ern Virginia for a like purpose; but that commissioner has just 
been appointed, and scarcely any work has been done to mark 
the battlefield and the position of troops, etc., of the Army of 
Northern Virginia. 

I do not want to offend the sensibilities of the Senator from 
Massachusetts by talking about anybody who was in the Confed- 
erate States army, and therefore I am perfectly willing toamend 
the phraseology so as to make the appointment rest upon a man 
who is familiar with the movements of the Army of Northern 
Virginia. With that modification it seems to me the amend- 
ment can not meet with the objection of anybody on the floor of 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vir- 
ginia eee to modify the amendment? 

Mr. NTON. Ifthe Secretary will send me the amendment, 
I will change it. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





I do not wish to be captious about this, and there | 


Aveust |, 





Mr. VILAS. At this point [ might as well make some op. 
servations,if the Senator from Missouri does not object. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly not. 

Mr. VILAS. I wish to say a few words with reference to the 
other amendment which has already been pro forma adopted, 
and which I shall ask to have reserved in the Senate. [ trust j 
will not be adopted by the Senate. I should like the attention 
of the Senator from Massachusetts to the point for just o: ‘ 
ment. 

The House of Representatives inserted in the bill with refop. 
ence to the Chattanooga and Chickamauga National Park 4) 
following words, after the general appropriation for com)! 
the park and providing for tablets, etce.: 

And the Secretary of Waris hereby authorized to employ 

No direction— 
at such compensation as he shall deem reasonable, from amo: 
veterans who served in the battle of Chattanooga. a person who 
nized as well informed in its history, as a representative of the A 
the Tennessee, to assist, in such way as the Secretary of War ma 
= preparing the historical tablets of that army for the National \ 
ark. 

If the Government of the United States is to assume to 
in these parks tablets locating the points of important event 
the great struggies which took piace on the tields of ¢ 
nooga and Chickamaugua, and I may say the same thi: 
Gettysburg, the most essential and desirable thing of all incon 
nection with it is fidelity to the fact. The Army of the Ten 
nessee, Which redeemed the national losses preceding that tin 
in the battle at Chattanooga, bearing by far the heaviest 
of the struggle, which fought over so many fields and | 
ersed all but two of the States that were engaged in collision 
with the Federal Government, which fought many a battl 
never lost one, ought to have the privilege of being represented 
by some accredited, trustworthy, and well-informed officer, 
will see to it simply that the mere truth is preserved in thes 
tablets. 

In equal fashion and upon the same principle I am per‘ 
willing, I should desire, that an officer representing, if yc 
please, or some person well instructed and informed as to th 
Confederate side of the controversy, should also contribute h 
knowledge, and such as he may collate, to the truth, in order 
that the tablets upon the battlefields may be what they oughi 
to be, indicative of the facts. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask theSenator from Wisconsin, who 
is better informed than I am, if the present Secretary of War 
is, in his judgment, so destitute of patriotic emotion or of wis 
dom that he can not be trusted in this matter? 

Mr. VILAS. The question can hardly be asked with serious. 
ness by a member of this body. It would be a reproach to th 
Senator if he were to ask the question with serious purpose 
The Secretary of War,and every Secretary of War, is and must 
be a patriotic citizen; but the Secretary of War can not know 
about all the battlefields of the country, and he may well be «i- 
vised by the Congress of the United States to accept some sug- 
gestions from those societies which represent the men who put 
their lives in peril on those fields in that great struggle. 

I do not care to revive unnecessarily recollections of this 
kind, but I insist that itis right as the House of Representa 
tives have provided in the bill, and that the provision which 
has been made there ought not to ke struck out of the bill )) 
the Senate of the United States, which would be a very different 
thing from having omitted it in the first place. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, there is something in words 
after all. These battlefields ought to be memorials of facts 
The positionof troops on a field of battle isa matter of very grea! 
importance to those interested inthematter. The Senator trom 
Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] has prepared a modification of ' 
amendment, which I suppose will be entirely satisfactory. | 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire to ask the Senator from Massaciu- 
setts [Mr. HOAR] to withdraw his objection to the phraseolozy, 
and let the amendment go asI drew it, because we are bound, 
in taking up the history of these battlefields, to recognize the 
fact that one side was fought by the Union Army and the other 
side by the Confederate army. es 

Without desiring to revive unpleasant memoriesand rekindc 
the embers of the war,I desire to have inthe amendment whic4 
I propose a representative of the Army of Northern Virgin, 
because that representative must know more about the sites 1n¢ 
the position of the different parts of the Army of Northern \ ? 
ginia, which participated in that fight, than et oe ol 
that army. I feel a personal interest in this matter because, 
is no news to many of my friends on the floor of the Senate, I 
was one of the participants, as a member of the Army of North 
ern Virginia, in the historic battle of Gettysburg. There!ore 
it is a matter of personal interest to me that all that was done 
by the Army of Northern Virginia upon that battlefield should 
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be marked correctly and go down to posterity as a correct his- 
tory of the events of that eventful day. 

r. HOAR. [If the Senator from Virginia will pardon me, | 
will state that I do not think he or the Senator from Wisconsin 
has struck my point. Ido not think there is any objection in 
the mind of any Senator to having this done, and properly done. 
I suppose the Secretary of War may be absolutely trusted to 
make the appointment of a person who knows the facts, and who 
knows the facts on that side. Nobody supposes that any Secre- 
tary of War would fail to take a man who was an active partic: 
ipant there, as has been done in all other cases. 

My proposition is that it is not a good thing,as a method of 
legislation, to define as a qualification to the holding of public 
oftice that the man shall have borne arms against his country. 
It is a thing which has to be explained. The Senator can not 
doubt that if he simply said ‘‘ some suitable person,” if he used 
the phrase that he has already once consented to adopt, it will 
result in the appointment of a person satisfactory to him. 

My whole proposition is that such a legislative precedent as 
is proposed should not be set. It ought to be regarded with 
some care. It is nota good plan to say in a statute, ‘‘ Provided 
the person so appointed shall have borne arms against his coun- 
try.” 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I desire very much that there 
shall be a representative of the Confederate forces present to 
actually participate in the marking of the position of the Con- 
federate army. It is something like the old-fashioned proces- 
sions which we used to see in Kentucky when the surveyor was 
about to enter upon his work. He would carry with him a num- 
ber of witnesses to see that the corners were properly estab- 
lished, and they attested it because they knew. These memor- 
ials must have the indorsement of the Confederate authority to 
make them authentic and of historic value. 

The evolutions and movements of armies on a battlefield are 
always interesting, and I wish to have a representative of the 
Confederate forces present when the marks are made, so that 
the country can refer to the marks as settled by authorities on 
both sides. We are always disputing as to what were our posi- 
tions. Sometimes we think we were a good deal farther in their 
direction than they admit, and sometimes they claim to have 
been much nearer to us than we confess. 

I wish to have partial witnesses present. I desire that the po- 
sitions shall be marked so that the country will know that they 
have been selected by persons representing each side. It wasa 
mere physical struggle so far as the men were concerned. The 
great events and the great issues are a different matter alto- 
gether. I wish to give an illustration of that. There are Sen- 
ators who know where I was on one occasion, and I know, in a 
general way, where they were—some distance apart. In fixing 
the position of the troops at Missionary Ridge, if you will, | 
should like to have a Senator now in my eye present, so that 
when the point is being fixed I should have his testimony that 
that was the true point. If he and I were to differ about it, we 
might want to call in some third person to settle the question as 
to which one was right. 

These great historic facts ought, because of independent and 
patriotic considerations, to be settled by men on both sides who 
were present and who participated. We are all men, and we all 
believe we were very courageousand gallant soldiers; and when 
we come to settle the position of earnest men, participants on 
each side ought to be consulted in order to give to the marks 
on the battlefield authenticity, and the field may be thus pre- 
served as a part of the history of the country. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I am thoroughly indiiferent 
as to whether this work shall or shall not go on; I have no ob- 
jection to its going on, and I think it proper enough to mark 
those points, so that future generations may see exactly where 

reat events transpired; but I wish to make asingle suggestion, 

d upon a fact which occurred some years ago. A very much 
more important matter, in my opinion, was the making up of 
the Records of the War of the Rebellion. 

Several years ago, by virtue of a provision in an appropria- 
tion act, a commission was appointed by the Secretary of War 
to determine what I conceive to be a very grave and a very im- 
portant question, as towhat documents should or should not be 
printed as a part of the war records. It did not designate 
whence the members of the commission should come, and the 
then Secretary of War, in the exercise of his legal authority, 
appointed the commission, every member of which was taken 
from those who had been in the Union Army, and no represen- 
tative of the Confederate element was to consulted in re- 
spect to what should be or should not be printed asa part of the 
war records. 

In that condition of affairs I drafted a letter, addressed to the 
Secretary of War, appealing to his sense of justice to give to the 
Confederate army some fit and proper representative to have at 
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least a still small voice on the commission in determining the 
great and important question as towhat should or should not be 
winted. The Secretary answered me in most courteous and po- 
ite terms, but declined. Up to this hour the commission has 
been composed of representatives from the Union Army,and no 
single man of the Confederate armies has belonged to it or has 
had a voice in determining the question as to what shall or shall 
not be printed as a part of the rscords of the war. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from Tennessee a 
question? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from New Hampshire may. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Was the Senator treated in that way by 
the present Secretary of War? 

Mr. HARRIS. I have not renewed, as I remember, and [ do 
not think [ have, any request of the present Secretary of War 
upon that particular pointor any other point that I now remem- 
ber which involves considerations of the same character; but if 
the Senator desires me to say so I will state that I have great 
respect for the absolute fairness, justice, and propriety of con- 
duct of the present Secretary of War. However, if I were to 
frame a law requiring the performance of any duty such as this, 
every consideration of fairness would demand, and it ought to 
be respected, that both sides should be heard in the matter. 

Mr. HUNTON. I beg to say, in answer to the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], that [ can see no difference 
between saying what you want done and trusting to a man to do 
that which you want done. If we believe that the Secretary of 

Var will do this, then let us say that he shall doit. I can not 
see the difference between the two propositions. 

As to the objection made by the Senator from Massachusetts 
(Mr. HoAR], I wish to say that you can not, to save your life, 
recognize the battle of Gettysburg without recognizing the 
Army of Northern Virginia, because there could not have been 
a battle without two armies, and there could not have been a 
battle without two contending armies. 

The contending armies in that case, as a matter of history 

known to everybody, were the Union Army on the one side and 
the Army of Northern Virginia, the Confederate Army, on the 
other. When we know that the Union Army is represented by 
two commissioners in marking that historic field, I can not see 
how it can offend the sensibilities of any gentleman to say that 
a representative of the other contending army shall be there to 
assist in marking the prominent placesin the fight occupied by 
it, to wit, the Army of Northern Virginia or the Confederate 
\rmy. I do not wish to bring up any unpleasant memories or 
to offend the sensibilities of any gentleman. I would not in- 
tentionally have drawn the amendment so as to have offended 
the sensibilities of even the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from Virginia understand that 
anybody has suggested that his sensibilities have been offended? 

Mr. HUNTON. No, sir+ but I took it for granted that the 
Senator's sensibilitie., were a little stirred up or he would not 
hve objected to the phraseology. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The Senator from Virginia will pardon me. I 
think I can differ with him as to the proper phraseology in a 
legislative enactment without its becoming a question of sensi- 
bility. 

Mr. HUNTON. I beg the Senator from Massachusetts to 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the trouble with my honorable friend 
from Virginia. He seems to make a question of sensibility of 
what to other people is a question of common sense. 

Mr. HUNTON. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will 
withdraw his objection to the phraseology of the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itseems to me there ought to be no objec- 
tion to being explicit in the direction to the Secretary of War, 
if the Senator from Virginia wishes to be so explicit. But the 
Senator will bear in mind that he is making history as well as 
giving directions to the Secretary of War. The history of a 
country is sometimes read in its public statutes. 

Now, the Senator will notice, if he will read the amendinent, 
that the ingenuous youth of this country off in the distant day 
of our prosperity and glory reading the statute would not be 
able to discover what the Army of Northern Virginia was. The 
Senator from Virginia knows and I know, but the language does 
not indicate whether the Army of Northern Virginia was a part 
of the Union Army or the rebel army. If the Senator wishes 
to be precise and accurate, it seems to me it would be a good 
idea to state in the amendment exactly to which side the Army 
of Northern Virginia belonged. If the Senator will look at the 
amendment he will see that nobody can tell. 

Mr. HUNTON. If the Senator from New Hampshire wishes 
to have such an amendment adopted, let him propose it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Virginia has spokenof 
one side and the other, and he wishes to give directions that 
the Confederate side shall be recognized in this appointment. 
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There is no objection to it. 
int a person who belonged to that side. 





Of course the Secretary of Warwill 
Iam inclined to 
think the Secretary of War has already picked out the man, 
perhaps recommended to him by the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. HUNTON. No, sir; I have never opened my mouth to 
the Secretary of War on the subject. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Of course the Secretary would take the 
recommendation of the Senator from Virginia if this new office 
be created on his motion. 

I suggest to the Senator for the sake of historical accuracy, 
as the subject has taken up a great dealof time and as we ought 
not to depart from its consideration without its being accurately 
disposed of, that he insert before the words ‘“‘Army of Northern 
Virginia” a statement as to which side the Army of Northern 
Virginia was on, so that future readers of history may not be 
mistaken as to precisely what the Senator meant. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, Ido not intend to enter into this 
debate. In reading the amendment, however, it seems to me 
there can be no objection whatever to it. Neither do I see that 
there is any particular objection to the insertion of the words 
‘**Oonfederate,” and ‘‘ Union,” or anything that is agreeable to 
those who desire it. The object, I understand, is to get at the 
truth of history. Youcan not get history from the testimony 
of one side alone. [understand Gettysburg isa little differently 
situated in its management from Chickamauga and Chattanooga 
or Missionary Ridge. ‘The park is now called by the name of 
both, but there were two distinct battles, the battle of Chicka- 
mauga and the battle of Chattanooga or Missionary Ridge. 

The ground over which those battles were fought is combined 
in one park now, and itjis under very proper regulations. There 
are employed there representatives of both opposing armies, 
and notfrom one alone. History could not be made truthfully 
and correctly if it wereso. There is a commissioner there who 
was upon the Union side and another who was upon the Confed- 
erate side. They are highly intelligent and cultivated ex-ofli- 
cers, who ‘took part in both of these battles. They are there 
now, and have been for a year or two, for the purpose of laying 
off the ground, locating roads, gathering evidence personally 
and from official reports, to guide them in planting monuments 
wherever it is necessary in order to indicate where particular 
lines were; and I understand this is being done in the most har- 
monious and satisfactory manner. 

There is an act requiring that the commissioners shall be ap- 
pointed, and, .as I now recollect, the management for carrying 
out the act is left to the commissioners themselves under cer- 
= er which have been adopted by the commission or 

urd. - 

I am very much pleased to say, sir, having been upon the Con- 
federate side myself, that I was most fairly and warmly met by 
those on the other side, some of whom were in this body and 
members of the Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate, 
and we all agreed that whatever the rights of one side were, 
similar rights should belong to the other; that the Confederate 
side and the Union side should have like privileges and like 
representatives. That, Mr. President, was the agreement, and 
the work is going on most harmoniously and efficiently. 

Now, as to Gettysburg I am notinformed. LIunderstand, how- 
ever, that it seems to have been conducted as a one-sided affair. 
There has been no one there representing the Confederate side, 
and they only mark the lines of the Union Army. They do not 
shaw the lines of the Confederate army which confronted the 
Union Army. So, in the end, when you come to look at Gettys- 
burg-from a historical standpoint it makes it ridiculous, for it 
takes o ing lines to make a battle. Itis differentat Chicka- 
mauga Park. Those historic fields—Chickamauga and Mission- 
ary Ridge—are being carefully surveyed and mapped by ex- 
Union and ex-Confederate officers together, who are there for 
that purpose and are competent to do the work, They are no 
doubt faithful in their work, and the marks or monuments they 
place will tell, as far as possible, where every single regiment 
or brigade, division, or army corps was; where it attacked and 
where it resisted assault; where it advanced, where retreated, 
ete. This will bo a contribution to history—an object lesson for 
the historian. 

That makes history which will be worth something. But 
when you have it on one side only, it seems to me there will be 
much embarrassment when the historian goes to reeord the 
truths drawn from facts. When the light of truth shall dispel 
the shadows of prejudice, the impartial writer will want to look 
at both sides, just as each army was when the great conflicts 
occurred. 

Mr. HUNTON. I have agreed to modify my amendment in 
deference to the wishes of the Senator from Massachuse tts[Mr. 
Hoar}. In line 2, after the word “reasonable,” strike out 
“from among those veterans who served in the battle of Gettys- 
burg.” The amendment will then read as follows: 

And the Secretary of Waris hereby authorized to employ at such com- 
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pensation as he shall deem reasonable, a person who is recogni 
nformed in its history, as a representative of the Army of North; 
ginia, to assist in such way as the Secretary of War may direct jj, ; 
ing the historical tablets of that army for the GettySburg battlefie), 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison agreein 
the amendment of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Hunton 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VILAS. I wish to ask the Senator from Missouri 
will not now consent to reconsider the committee amend 
on page 86? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be reconsidered and be o 
action of the Senate. 

Mr. VILAS. If that may bea reconsidered and the 
ment of the committee disagreed to, that ends the m 
may as well be disposed of at once. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I still think that what we did v 
The Senate can act uponit. I move to reconsider th: 
which the Senate struck out the following lines, comme: 
line 25, page 86: 

And the Secretary of Waris hereby authorized to employ, a 
pensation as he shall deem reasonable, from among those vet: 
served in the battle of Chattanooga, a person who is recognized 
formed in its history, as a representative of the Army of the ‘lem 
assist, in such way as the Secretary of War may direct, in prepa 
torical tablets of that Army for the National Military Park. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on th 
of the Senator from Missouri, to reconsider the vote }: 
the amendment indicated was agreed to. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. VILAS. Iask that the proposed amendment b 
agreed to, and then it leaves the record right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The proposition now is onagreeins 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations to strik 
the words which I have just read. We reported to stri| 
those words simply because with the words ‘‘and other” i 
24, on page 86, the Secretary of War could employ the g 
man whom it is desired to have represent the Army of the 
nessee. We had an application to employ some one else 1 
senting the other side to this identical place, and we re 
both propositions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The words which the ‘ 
mittee on Appropriations proposed to have stricken out wil 


Aa 


read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The lines are drawn through at the 
of page 86. 

The Secretary of War is hereby authorized to employ, etc. 

The SECRETARY. Beginning in line 25, page &, stri 
the following words: 

And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to employ, at su 
pensation as he shall deem reasonable, from among those vetera 
served in the battle of Ohattanooga, a person who is recognized as ' 
formed in its history, as a representative of the Army of the Tenn: 
assist, in such way as the Secretary of War may direct, in prepat 
historical tablets of that army for the National Military Park. 

Mr. VILAS. Isimply ask that the proposed amendmen 
the committee in striking out those words be disagreed + 
that the clause be allowed tostand as passed by the other 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before that is done, if the Senato: 
Tennessee has any amendment to offer to the paragraph 
now in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Tennessee will ce 
offer an amendment when it is open to amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is open now. A motion to perfc 
text takes precedence of a motion to strike out. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to insert at the proper point thai ' 
Secretary of War shall appoint a person well informed— 
the same language—‘‘from both the Union and the Con! 
sides of the question,” in whatever proper form the words pr 
sent that idea. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me suggest to the Senator from Wisco: 
to make the provision correspond with the amendment w: 
has just been adopted, which is acceptable to both sides. 

Mr. BATE. I will move to amend the paragraph. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ihave not the bill before me. Let m 
league offer the amendment. 

Mr. BATE. In line 5, after the word *‘ assist,” I move to 1 
sert ‘‘and also a like person as the representative of the Uor- 
federate army,” so that each will have a representative. 

Mr. VILAS. I wish tosayin one word, believing that 1 110 
oughly know the feeling of the Army of the Tennessee and 0 ' 
Union soldiers engaged in that battle and who now survive t' 
war, that se will heartily welcome any such contribution 
to the trath history. There is not one of them now ‘\"!" 
who is not ready toextend his hand in the equal, honest, sincer’ 
fellowship of citizens of acommon country, tedeemed and s2\°" 
with all that should destroy it left as far as possible to oblivio” 
and + a will be. perfectly ready to accept any such contributiou 
or aid. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Tennessee will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “employ,” in line 1, page 
87, strike out— 
at such compensation as he shall deem reasonable, from among those vet- 
erans who served in the battle of Chattanooga. 

And insert after the word ‘‘ Tennessee,” in line 5— 

And also'a like person as a representative of the Confederate army. 

Mr. BATE. I wish to insert the words “Chickamauga and” 
just preceding the word “Chattanooga;” soas to read ‘‘Chicka- 
mauga and Chattanooga,” because both names should be in- 
cluded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee will be so modified. 

Mr. BATE. Itis part of the same park and has been pur- 
chased alike by the Government and is now under the contral 
of the commissioners alike, but it is known as Chickamaugo 
park. 

Mr. VILAS. I appeal to the Senator from Tennessee to with- 
draw the last suggestion, for I am sure on a moment’s reflection 
he willsee that that addition is not needed. The proposal is to 
have a representative of the Army of the Tennessee, well in- 
structed in its history. It is not necessary that he should have 
fought in ‘both battles in order tobesatisfactory. It is only that 
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the Army of the Tennessee performed itsgreatestserviee in the | 


battle of Chattanooga. 

Mr. BATE. ! will change ‘the word ‘‘and” to “‘or,” 80 as to 
read, ‘‘ Chickamauga or Chattanooga,” 

Mr. VILAS. Very good; I have no objection to that modifi- 
cation, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
tothe amendment of the Senator from Tennessee, as modified. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
read ‘as it will stand after these numerous amendments have 
been inserted. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read 


I should like to have the paragraph | 


as it would read if amended on the motion of the Senator from 


Tennessee. 

The SECRETARY. Amend the clause, beginning after the 
word ‘‘dollars,” in iine 25, page 86, so as to read: 

And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to employ, at such com- 
pensation as he shall deem reasonable, from among those veterans who 


served in the battle of Chattanooga or Chickamauga, a person who is recog: | 


. | for a mc . 
Tennessee, and also a like person as a representative of the Confederate | for a moment 


army, to assist, insuch way as the Secretary of War may direct, in prepar- | 


nized as well informed in its history, as a. representative of the Army of tho 


ing the historical tablets of that army for the National Military Pari. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, by legislation of Con- 
gress two great national parks have been established, one in the 
Kast, at Gettysburg, and the other in the West, the battlefield 
of Chickamauga, taking in the;ground about the. city of Chatta- 
nooga, Missionary Ridge, Tunnel Hill, and Lookout Mountain. 
I know it is the earnest desire of those who served on bothsides 
during the war of the rebellion that to these two great parks there 
should be added another. The battle of Shiloh, fought on the 


6th and 7th days of April, 1862, made Pittsburg Landing and | 


its vicinity sacred ground, and I hope that the action had as to 
Chickamauga and vicinity and Gettysburg will be supplemented 
by having the battlefield of Shiloh also made a national park. 
Mr. President, none of these historic fieldsare of any advan- 
tage to the man who proposes to study warfare, and that is an 
important study, unless the lines of the two contending armies 
are clearly and distinctly marked, and they must be marked in 
this day and generation. It is extremely difficult from any of 


the reports made of these battlefields or from any surveys made | 


of them to fix the. exact position of the different parts of the 
contending armies. 

It was my fortune to have been in the battle of Shiloh and 
alsoat Chattanooga. I never revisited the battlefield of Shiloh, 
but I did a few years ago go to Chattanooga and visit the 
ground in that vicinlty. I went over that part of the field over 
which the command 'to which I then belonged passed. It was 


extremely difficult for me to fix the exact line, and yet before I | 


left the place I was able to fix to my entire satisfaction at least 
the exact position held by the regiment I then commanded. 
: Now, there is no conflict of o mor discordant view among 
those who survive these great battles.and who fought on eithor 
side. They are anxious that ‘the action which has been taken 
shall be supplemented. They are desirous that among any 
— who may be selected ‘both sides-of this controversy 
shall represented; and I am:very glad to see that there is 
recognition here of the faot.whic 
who were on the Confederate side should help select the lines 
of battle of their forces. 

Tam not disturbed in mind about the wording of the amend- 
ment, but I think perhaps better wording, as we are apt to 
be a little choice in language that may at some time grate 


| line 14, I move to strike out the word ‘two.’ 
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severely upon our ears, would be to say that these persons shall 


be the representatives of the two contending armies. In that 
way there would be no allusion which could offend thi ost 


sensitive and delicate ear. But I will move nosuch amendment. 


I simply desire that this action shall be taken and I hope it wil 
be held in conference. 

I know that on the battlefield about Chattanooga and at Shi- 
loh the survivors of both the great armies have met fer th r 


the 


pose of interchange of views. On fth and 7th days o 
April there met at the battlefield of Shiloh or at Pitts! 





Landing prominent officers of both armies. They ex; 
went over the field together. It was a delightful o 1 
in that harmony and unity of feeling that we all n ! 
reference to matters of this kind. 

Those great armies have passed away except those \ 


grown gray and are the survivors of the conflict, and with the 


passing of the years the animosities that were enkindled by 
war have disappeared. We who foughtfor the Union and w 


of the army of the country have ever been ready to reco 
the valor and the bravery of those who fought upon the oth 
side, believing just as earnestly and sincerely now as we 
over a quarter of a. century ago that we were right and th 


g, and the facts of history have justified very fully 
clusion in this regard. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the am 
ment of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] to perfect th 
paragraph proposed to be stricken out by the Committee on 4 
propriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is 
ing out the paragraph as amended. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senate ougbt to disagree to the 
ment of the committee, which is to strike out the whole 
graph, which has :been amended. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CAMERON. At the end of line 14, 
sert: 

For post-office and custom-house at Chester, Pa,, inexcess of present 
the sur of 20,000, for completion of said building of stone instead « 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to offer an amendment. 


wrong 


page -, 


On pag 


Tp 
ewe at 


Mr. TEL I ask the Senator from Idaho to yield to 1 

Mr. DUBOIS. I yield to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Idaho yields to me too 
an amendment which will only take a moment, as I under 
his amendment may bring out some discussion. On pa 
after the word “dollars,” I move to insert: 

For the protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska, under th 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, #4,000. 

I will say that there is a letter here from the Secretary o 
Treasury recommending it. I think it was by some over 
that it did not get before the committee. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment subm 
the Senator from Colorado will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘ dollars,” in line 7, p 
53, insert: 

For the protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska, und 


#4 000 


of the Secretary of the Treasury, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iask that my amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will st 
amendment of the Senator from Idaho. 

The SECRETARY. On page 61, line 14, before the w 
‘‘hondred,” strike out ‘‘two” and insert ‘‘four,” and in line | 
strike out ‘‘and seventy-five,” before the word *‘thousand:’ 
to read: 

For-surveys of public lands, #400,000. 


Mr. DUBOIS. On the 28th of last March I 


or 


Oa 


introduced 


amendment to increase the amount for surveys of public lands 
| from $175,000, which was the amountappropriated by the Ho 

to $400,000. That-amendment was referred to the Committee on 

Public Lands, and fairly -and thoroughly considered there, and 


is a necessity, that those | 


| than $400,000 for this purpose. 


reported unanimously from the committee. 

The amount of $100,000 which I propose is the estimate of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. He says that he cun 
not. successfully prosecute these surveys with any less amount 
We have had this discussion in the Senate for anumber of ye: 
Weulways have it in the other House. Ttis impossible to 
an adequate‘amount of money to:survey eur public land lor 
the last several years there has never been approprixted less 
That amount has to be dis- 
tributedamong the States which have public lands, and it leaves 
but a small sum for each Stute, which is entirely inadequate. 
In the State of Tdaho alone it will require $22,500 this year to 











survey lands which settlers on those lands occupy and who have 
petitioned for surveys. The amount apportioned to Idaho with 
an appropriation of $400,000 will not be $32,500; in other words, 
it will not be sufficient to survey lands which settlers have pe- 
titioned to be surveyed and upon which they now reside. I know 
of a number of settlers near my own town who live on improved 
farms which they can not get surveyed. 

There is not one-third of the land in my State, for instance, 
which has been surveyed. This is a loss to the Government 
and aloss to the people. It is a damage in every direction. 
Whenever the lands are surveyed the settler makes his final 
roof and pays the Government $1.25 an acre, or whatever may 
be the price. The money advanced for surveys is only a tem- 
porary loan. When the surveys are made the lands are taken 
up; they are bought from the Government, and the money is 
returned to the Government. 

In addition to the hardships on the actual settlers upon the 
lands, when the new States were admitted to the Union large 
donations were given them for educational and other institu- 
tions, amounting to more than 500,000 acres in each case. 
Those lands can not be surveyed. There is not money sufficient 
to survey them. In consequence of that fact those States are 
being deprived of that great boon which the Government in- 
tended to give them. 

There is no economy in refusing to appropriate properly for 
a survey of these lands. Besides,it has always been thecustom 
of the Government to survey public lands. ‘There is not a foot 
of land in Indiana, Missouri, or any of those States which has 
not been surveyed at Government expense. We are following 
in the line aes and there is no occasion why we should 
be limited and deprive our settlersof the chance to acquire title 
to their lands. Until these lands are surveyed no taxes are paid 
on them; no taxes are collected for school purposesor county or 
municipal purposes of any kind or description. You deprive 
the States of the advantage of the taxes which justly belong to 
them. 


There are great valleys in the arid regions which can not be | 


settled upon until canals are run. There is a provision of law 
now, which is proper enough, that those lands on which settlers 
are located shall be first surveyed. No settlers can locate upon 
these jJands until after the water ditches are run. Therefore 
these lands can not besurveyed, for the settlors take precedence, 
and very properly so. Other Senators will discuss the amend- 


ment. I trust that the Senate will accept the amendment and | 


ive $400,000 for this purpose, which is as small an amount as has 
en granted for a number of years, and is entirely inadequate. 
I desire tosubmitas a part of my remarks—I will not detain the 
Senate by having it read—a letter from the board of land com- 
missioners of the State of Idaho, which is quite comprehensive. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the letter 
will be inserted in the RECORD. 
The letter is as follows: 


STATE BOARD LAND COMMISSIONERS, 
Boise City, ldaho, March 27, 1894. 


DEAR Sir: The action of the honorable House of Representatives in re- 
ducing the appropriation for public surveys must certainly have been 
founded on very erroneous information. Forty thousand dollars would be 
& very small appropriation for surveys in the State of Idaho alone. At 

resent not one-third of the area of the State is surveyed. The immense 

orests of magnificent timber in the northern part of the State are practi- 
eally unsurveyed. For years the forests of idaho have been a favorite 
poaching ground for timber depredators in the northwest. The fact that 
ile land is unsurveyed removes it from the operation of laws whereby pri- 
vate individuals might secure title and virtua vy ome those desiring dim. 
ber to become depredators and violators of the law. here timber is taken 
from the public domain illegally, only the choicest portions of trees are 
removed, all limbs and tops are left on the ground a menace to the growing 
timber around them. 

Every fall witnesses destructive fires in the timber region, directly trace- 
able to the limbs, tops, and other débris left by the depredators. If these 
lands can be surveyed and rendered subject to the operation of laws for 
the disposition of the timber lands, they will rapidly pass into the hands of 

vate owners, who will protect their own interests, and in doing so save from 
estruction timber remaining in possession of the Government. Very much 
of the land covered by timber in the north is most valuable for cultural 
pape when the timber isremoved; but homestead settlers will not locate 
oote Shoshone, Idaho, Nez Perce, and Latah Counties, in the timber 
ons, under existing conditions. Without surveys, settlers know not 
where the lines of theirclaims will run, and they can not clear the land of the 
growing timber or to securing title, without — themselves to 
prosecution for violating the laws relative to timber depredations. 

Thousands upon thousands of would-be settlers have passed Idaho by, 
trusting to sec a home in a less favored region, but one in which sur- 
veys have been made. Kootenai County, had it nm fully surveyed, would 
have doubled its population during the past year. The lack of surveys in 
that on has been an embargo upon settlement. Peculiar conditions ex- 
ist in the t Snake River Valley that lies entirely within the arid belt; 
thelimited amount of water afforded by lateral streams was long ago appro- 
even for irrigation rans by settlers in order to reclaim land. ow, 

are hundreds of thousands of acres subject to reclamation and water 
must be taken from the Snake River itself and conveyéd to the land to be re- 
claimed. This work involves very Eo expense and it is exceedingly dimi- 
cult under the most favorable conditions to secure the construction of ca- 


8. 
The laws and the regulations of the Department of the Interior now re- 
quire that an individual applicant for a survey shall be a bona fide settler 
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upon the land for the survey of which application is made. In the an, 
region it is impossible for settlers to subsist upon lands until such time a. 
water for ir — purposes shall have been conveyed upon them: in o: = 
words, the irrigation ditch must precede the settler. As a consequence o¢ 
this there are no settlers in the arid belt to apply for surveys, howeye, 
much they may be needed. The records of the various land offices wil] sho. 
very many locations of desert claims upon unsurveyed lands. These Jocs, 
tions are made invariably in anticipation of the construction of canals: py, 
the desert law does not require actual settlement upon the land, and hene, 
although the land is claimed in good faith under the desert land law. «; 
the claimants can not make the affidavits necessary to accompany app); 
tions for survey; and so far as the Department can tell from its recor 
there is absolutely no need for the survey of such lands, when in fact tho 
sands of acres are actually under location and ready to be proved wp ypo) 
so SOON as surveys are made. ; ; 

At present the State under its various grants from Congress, is entitjeq 
select something like four hundred thousand acres of land for various py, 
poses. A greatdeal has been selected under special grants, but very much », 
mains unselected under them. No lieu selections haye yet been made ; 
school land losses, that is, losses consequent uponsettlement prior to sury 
on sections 16 and 36. It is to the interest of every State having unsatis 

rants to secure a speedy survey of the public domain; without surye 
State is powerless. If liberal appropriations could be made for the survey 
of the lands desired by the State for selection, the bestinterests of the varjoys 
institutions intended to be benefited by the legislative grants wou’ be ; 
cured, and the objects of Congress in making the grants would bs 
plished. Official selectors have examined various sections of the State \ 
a view to the making of selections when the land shall be surveyed 

If now appropriations were available the State could make application 
the lands could be surveyed, the State take a portion in satisfaction of i. 
grants, and a great deal of surveyed land be left subject to settlement jy 
individuals. If anything can be done to increase the appropriation for sy 
veys of the public lands, as the same passed the House, no effort sh i 
spared to accomplish the object. Every State in the Northwest is inter 
ested, but Idaho most of all. 

I make the above statement under and by direction of the State Boa 
Land Commissioners. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


4 





F. A. FENN, Chie/ | ; 
Hon. FRED T. Duso!s, i 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. m 
Mr, PEFFER. Mr. President,I am in most hearty accor 
with whai the Senator from Idaho has just stated. I know that 
ecitiers in the new States are very much annoyed, and they ar 
frequently put to a great deal of inconvenience as well as: 
pense because the lands upon which they have settled have: 
been surveyed. It often happens that citizens will organize a. 
sociations among themselves, and go to the nearest base lin 
that had been established formerly by Government surve: 


/and as nearly as they can, with the appliances at hand, tr 
| problematical or hypothetical linesas nearly a. possible to lea 
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| that is provided for, and the ;eopie who own taxable pro 
| and they alone are those out of whose pockets comes the | 





how to locate their dwellings and how to arrange their ho. 
conveniences, and frequently in such cases it happens that th 
parties have made mistakes so great as that when the survey; 
actually come to be made they will find their buildings on la: 
not belonging to the particular quarter section or half sect 4 
or section that they supposed or that belonged to them, a a 
much inconvenience and sometimes much loss is occasioned i: 2 
that way. ; 
There are other private and personal inconveniences, 
there are the public inconveniences to which the Senator fro 
Idaho referred in the matter of taxation. None of the uns 
veyed lands are subject to taxation, and therefore no p 
revenue can be derived from them until after they have b« 
surveyed and the ownership is identified. In all of our n 
States we loarn very early that taxation is a great burden | 
us. A county when it is organized has all of the officers w! 
are prescribed or provided for in the law of the State, and t 
are paid by the day, or month, or year, as the case may be. 





revenue. So one of our first aimsis to get as. much of our 
surveyed as possible, and the owners properly located, an 
titles upon the county records. ; 
We have had in the State of Kansas a great deal of trouble wit 
the Pacific Railway Company, who own a large amount of |: 
under a grant from Congress, but refused to have the lands > f 
veyed, and as long as they were not surveyed the State rece!' 4 
no taxes from them; the counties received no taxes, the scho - 
& 










districts received no taxes, nor the towns which were loca 
upon those lands. So the survey of the lands becomes 4 \ 
important matter. 

In view of these considerations and others which miz 
mentioned, and to which I would refer if it were not for de! : 
ing the Senate so long, I hope that the committee ha) ng in 5 









charge the bill will consent to the amendment substanti:!!) 
the form in which it is presented by the Senator from [daio 
Mr. ALLEN. I desire to move an amendment to the am 
ment of the Senator from Idaho, to insert after the W0! F 
‘‘lands,” on page 61, line 14, the words “and the irrigt!o! f 
and survey of the arid and semiarid lands of the Unites Ss 
States,” so that when amended the sentence will read: A 
For surveys of public lands and the irrigation and survey of the arid 
semiarid lands of the United States, $400,000. 
I am heartily in favor of raising the sum to the amount 1 
cluded in the amendment of the Senator from Idaho. I thin! 
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sound public policy requires that the Government should sur- 
vey as rapidly as possible every foot of the public lands of the 
country. Those who live in the West understand the inconven- 
jence of living in a country where the lands are not properly 
surveyed and the proper field notes of them kept. Immigration 
is thereby retarded to a very great extent; those who desire to 
go into the Western country and settle upon the public lands 
are prevented from doing so, while great cattle organizations 
and stock-raising organizations are permitted to occupy valua- 
ble public land without any compensation whatever to the Gov- 
ernment. Much of the trouble which occurred in the State of 
Wyoming in 1892 grew out of the fact that a portion of the pub- 
lic lands in that State were not surveyed and open to settlement. 

Mr. CAREY. If the Senator from Nebraska will permit me 
to interrupt him, I will say that while I believe in making pub- 
lic surveys, when the Senator saysthat the trouble in Wyoming 
grew out of neglect to survey the public lands he is mistaken. 

Mr. ALLEN. I simply state what was current history at that 
time, which I do not personally know anything about, and that 
is thatthe contest in the Stateof Wyoming—and I care nothing 
about its merits one way or the other—arose between what were 
known as the cattlemen there and the rustlers, or the actual set- 
tlers. Those contests, as I am informed, were in consequence 
of the actual settlers going upon public lands which were occu- 
pied by the cattlecompaniesand making settlements. ‘I believe 
that to betrue. I believe that was the primary cause of the un- 
seemly and bloody struggle which occurred in that State in 1892. 

Apart from that, however, and upon the amendment which I 
have offered, I desire to say that it seems to me that wise pub- 
lic policy would require on the part of this Government an irri- 
gation survey of all the millions of arid and semiarid lands in 
this country which can be brought into proper cultivation with 
the proper distribution of water. There are millions of acres 
of the most fertile lands in this country which could be opened 
to settlement by actual settlers and cultivated to great advan- 
tage to them and to the country at large, adding much to the ag- 
gregate national wealth, if we would devise a scheme of irriga- 
tion. The only thing those sections of the country lack is a 
sufficient amount of water supply to produce in abundance the 
cereals and everything required for sustaining our people. 

Nothing, so far as I understand, has been done in that line. 
To every appeal which has been made to Congress to introduce 
irrigation surveys, to ascertain by proper surveys the places for 
the construction of irrigation channels, and to ascertain the 
proper data upon which irrigation can be entered upon success- 
fully, Congress has turned a deaf ear. 

Wiesover irrigation has been introduced on these arid and 
semiarid lands, even on a small scale, it has demonstrated to 
the satisfaction of the world that these lands can be cultivated 
with great profit. Ineed not stand here and contend, for the 
fact is too well known, that it is good, sound national policy to 
open every acre of public land in this country and make wise 
and judicious donations of it for the purpose of bringing these 
arid and semiarid lands under cultivation. 

The loss of crops annually to the country and to the people 
who have gone upon these lands, and who can sometimes in con- 
sequence of a beneficent rainfall raise immense and profitable 
crops, but whoare overtaken occasionally by an extreme drought, 
as was the case this year, it seems to me would almost pay for 
the cost of irrigation surveys and the introduction of a system 
of irrigation. 

I believe the time is at hand when this country must take hold 
of this question of irrigation, and when these millions and mil- 
lions of arid lands in the country must be opened up by the Gen- 
eral Government, so that the surplus population of the country, 
which is congesting in our cities and threatening the safety of 
the nation itself, can be thrown out upon these lands to culti- 
vate _— with profit to themselves and profit to the country 
as well. 

I think the nation can spend its money no more judiciously 
and no more wisely than to survey every foot of public land in 
this country; and not only that, but expend every doliar which 
is essential to make and complete the irrigation survey in the 
arid lands of this country, so that in the establishment of a sys- 
tem of irrigation we may act with some degree of intelligence. 

Mr. President, I sincerely hope that the amendment of the 
Senator from idaho will be adopted with the amendment which 
I have myself offered. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, some days ago I offered an 
amendment which I intended to propose to the pending bill. 
When the legislative, etc., appropriation bill was pending in 
the Senate on the 13th and 14th of July I made some remarks 
on the subject of surveys of lands in the Statesof the West, and 
I then submitted some tables which I have before me. 

Iam in favor of the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. Dusots] for the reason that the people of the State 
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of Washington have not been able to obtain surveys of the pub- 
lic lands to the extent necessary and desirable to promote set- 
tlement upon the lands in that State. 

In looking over the tables to which I refer, I ascertain that 
there were 8,523,838 acres of public lands in the State of Wash- 
ington, which were occupied in the year 1893, which were unsur- 
veyed. That one fact paints the story better than any words 
can tell it; the fact that more than eight and a half million acres 
of public land were occupied by squatters who could get no title 
to the lands which they were occupying and cultivating, be- 
cause it was not possible to procure surveys of those lands, is 
serious enough to arrest the attention of the Senate and of all 
right thinking people. I know it to be a fact that the people 
of my State have been waiting for years and hoping that Con- 
gress would make an appropriation which would enable settlers 
to take these lands and make homes in the best and proper 
sense, so that they would not be mere squatters on the public 
domain. 

[ do not see why the Congress of the United States should not 
provide the money to make the necessary surveys. Surely there 
can be no object in withholding the money for this purpose. It 
is proper that the lands of these new States should be rapidly 
settled. These great areas of fertile, cereal-producing plains 
are capable of raising in the State of Washington alone 200,000,- 
000 bushels of wheat per annum. There is no doubt that, rapid 
as has been the growth of the State of Washington in the decade 
between 1880 and 1890, as reported by the census, during which 
time the population increased about 400 per cent, the population 
would have increased far more rapidly, and settlements would 
have taken place far more speedily on farms had it been possi- 
ble to obtain good titles to land. 

This is also true of woodland tracts. We havea great area 
covered by magnificent foresta. Their survey is difficult. It is 
necessary to pay very high rates for surveying them, much higher 
than for the survey of land on the plains. 

The people are desirous of obtaining timber lands for the pur- 
pose of manufacturing lumber. We have a very large lumber 
industry there, including enormous mills scattered all over the 
western part of the State. Within the past two or three years 
there has sprung up an immense industry in connection with 
the manufacture of cedar shingles. The manager of the Great 
Northern Railway Company, a transcontinental road, which 
was completed to Seattle within a year or two, has told me in 
a letter that hiscompany were sending fifty carloads of cedar 
shingles to the East every day. This alone amounts to more 
than the commerce of the Kingdom of Greece in currants, 
which is their principal export industry. The people engaged 
in the manufacture of lumber want to obtain possession of tracts 
of timber; and itis right that they shall do so; and it is right 
that the surveys shall be made to give them title. 

[ trust [shall not offend the committee having this bill in 
charge if I urge upon them, in view of these plain facts, that the 
appropriation be increased to the sum of $400,000, as named in 
the amendment of the Senator from Idaho. 

Another thing, Mr. President, to which I desire to refer inci- 
dentally, is that many of the States in the West have had, rela- 
tively, large amounts of surveying done upon lands which are 
not occupied. Several of these States do not require money for 
surveys of the public lands to the extent that other States re- 
quire this money, and there ought to be some better method for 
the distribution of this money. I had prepared an amendment 
to offer on this point, providing that the amount thus appropri- 
ated shall be distributed among the several States and Territo- 
ries in proportion to the amount of occupied unsurveyed land in 
each State and Territory at the close of the fiscal year onding 
June 30, 1894. 

I think it is fair that such a provision shall be adopted; but 
after consultation with some Senators from the States of the 
West, who have intimated to me that while at the present 
time their people are not suffering so much as ours are from a 
lack of these surveys, yet it will not do for them to agree to this 
amendment, because it might be quoted against them in the fu- 
ture with reference to the coming in of immigrants who would 
ask for surveys, I shall not insist upon offering the amendment, 
but I trust the committee will see fit to accept the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Idaho. The nation can not afford 
to be stingy and mean in assisting settlers to obtain homes for 
which the nation receives pay for the land, and taxes there- 
upon thereafter. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. President, we have to appeal every year 
to the Senate to give us money for public surveys. The llouse 
of Representatives will not, in the first instance, put into the 
appropriation bills the amount that is actually required in the 
settlement of a new country. 

The money that is appropriated for public surveys is returned 
very quickly to the Government of the United States. I hold 
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in my hand a letter from the acting chief‘of the division of 
accounts in the Interior Department, addressed to the Assistant 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, in which he says: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., July 12, 1894. 

Sig; In reply to your verbal request of this date, I have the honor to fur- 
nish you herewith the following statement relative to the appropriation for 
surveying public lands and examinations of public surveys for the fiscal 
years of 1856 to 1893, inclusive, viz: 

SURVEYING PUBLIC LANDS. 


Amount appropriated for surveying the public lands for the 
fiscal years of 1886 to 1893, inclusive... scala wits daneiociaegaeitalirdipaiein $1, 790, 000. 00 











Amount expended on contracts chargeable to above appropria- 








IN iach achicha ca oy nmeeste eal omstalibn coda cheb eeagnieis topline akan enilitinliitieseegtheiiitad taaaee 818, 773. 94 
Amount of estimated liability of contracts unsettled _--.......... 640, 334. 23 
Total expenditures and liabilities_.........................- 1, 459, 108. 17 
Amount of appropriations for surveying not used............... 330, 891. 88 
1, 790, 000. 00 
EXAMINATION OF PUBLIC SURVEYS, 

Amvunt appropriated for examination of public surveys for the 
fiscal years 1886 to 1808, inclusive...........................-.--. %300,000.00 
Amount expended for examinations and chargeable to above _ ee 
REAR PE OS een 264, 125. 15 
Amount of appropriation for examinations not used............ 35, 874. 85 
300, 000. 00 


Very respectfully, 
JAS. B. MANKIN, 
Acting Chief, Division of Accounts 
Hon. Evw. A. BOWERS, 
Assiatant Commissioner, General Land Office. 

The Treasury report shows that during the same time the 
Government has sold public lands, out of which it has realized 
more than $50,000,000. Ths most of this money has come out 
of the pockets of poor people wo have settled on the public 
lands in the West. It will be noted that there has been a net 
gain from these lands of over $48,000,000. Iam one of those who 
believe that every time the Government sells or disposes of a 
piece of its land for any purpose, whether it be for settlement 
or for the purpose of b upon it town lots, or making im- 
provements of any kind, the United States is greatly benefited. 

he people who purchase these lands pay taxes, and the people 
who settle upon the lands help to support the Government. 

{ feel that the Committee on Appropriations ought to give us 
a little more money than they have allowed. The committees 
of this body have usually been liberal, but the year before last 
they gave us only $200,000, which put our surveys very much 
behind. In the last sundry civil appropriation act there was 
$375,000 appropriated. 

The Seeretary of the Interior did not make as large an esti- 
mate as Western men believe he should have done, but he made 
an estimate of $400,000 for the fiscal year which has already 
commenced. [I hope the Committee on Appropriations will 
allow us this amount. I think it is absolutely necessary in that 
Western country. It is but a small amount when you consider 
the large sum the Government receives each year from the sale 
and the disposition of these lands, very many of which are not 
really worth the amount for which theyare sold by the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope theamendments will not be agreed 
to, and I hope Senators will not insist upon their adoption. 
For the fiscal year 1885 we appropriated for these surveys 3350,- 
000; for the year 1886 we appropriated $300,000; for the year 
1887 we appropriated $50,000; for the year 1888 weappropriated 
$50,000; for the year 1889 we appropriated $100,000; for the year 
189) we appropriated $200,000; for the year 1891 we appropri- 
ated $425,000; for the year 1892 we appropriated $400,000; for 
the year 1893, $375,000; and for the fiscal year 1894, $200,000. 

The House of Representatives appropriated $175,000, and the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations reportin favor of increas- 
ing the amount to $275,000, mak anincrease of $100,000. Had 
we done that only, and no more, the Senators might have some 
right to complain; but we have done more for the Western 
States in this bill the legislation and other provisions which 
are contained in it than has ever been done in any one fiscal 
year, I care not what year it may have been, even when there 
was $425,000 appropriated. 

Senators will see by the provision we have inserted on page 
64 that we authorize the governors of the States to have lands 
surveyed, and they can have surveyed just as much land as they 
will advance the money to survey, whether it be $10,000 or $25,- 
000 or $50,000 worth of land. AJlthe governors are required to 
do is to designate the lands out of which they want to make se- 
lection of the lands granted tothe States, and furnish themoney 
for them to be surveyed, and the money will then be reimbursed 
to them by the United States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May [ask the Senator why the governors 
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of States should furnish money to survey United States Goyer. 
ment lands? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Because it isa physical impossibility fo 
the United States in any one year to survey all the public lands 
in those States, a large portion of which are now wholly un- 
inhabitable, and it would be an absolute waste of money to do 
80, as every man knows who has been in that section of the co 
try. If we should irrigate those large arid plains, it would 
impossible frequently to leave monuments that could be {i 
ten or even five years afterwards. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish the Senator would explain 
me, an Eastern man. [ can not see any reason, if Congress 
now willing to expend two or three times as much mone) 
surveying public lands this year as it did last year, why it 
not be done. Why should we not goon and survey all the 
within the next two or three years? 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator knows nothing more a 
our Western lands than to think they can all be surveyed in 
year, then I must decline to argue the question with him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But I have to vote on the question, an 
ask for information of a man who knows all about it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Notat all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I want the Senator to tell me what i: 
objection to surveying the public lands two or three or 
times as fast as they are now being surveyed? If he does no! 
choose to tell me, and he says I know nething about it, while h. 
knows all about it, Jet him keep his knowledge to himself. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The reason is that we had to appropriat 
$15,000 this morning for resurveying, because we could not | 
the monuments indicating the cornersof the land that had 
surveyed. There had not been people enough there to keep 
the corners. Many portions of that country are in man) 
spects wild country, which will have to be irrigated, and tl 
is no water there for miles. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Can not land be surveyed until you h: 


an irrigating ditch? 
Mr. COCKRELL. You can survey it if you will go to the « 
pense. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Why should you not? 

Mr. COCKRELL. You might survey it by having iron post 
so that you could put thera 4 or 5 feet in the ground where they 
would remain. Then thvre would benotrouble about surveying 
the land and leaving te monuments marking the corners fo 
anybody who wants to go there and settle. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Then the reason we can not survey an; 
faster is because we can not get posts to stay in the ground when 
we put them there? [Laughter.] 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam devoting myself to the question as t 
whether we ought to appropriate more than we have allowed in 
this bill. I say we have done more than has ever been don 
heretofore. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am trying tofind out why we should not 
appropriate three or four or five times asmuch as we have don 
heretofore. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can not satisfy the Senator from \ 
Hampshire. I refer him to Infinite Wisdom to give him th 
formation he seeks. 4 


PR CaO BE PAE 


Mr. CHANDLER. Infinite Wisdom has very little todo with a 
surveying these lands. He may survey this Senate, but H Dd 
does not survey the lands of the West. 3 


The Senator says he is arguing against the proposition to 
pend more money. I shall be compelled to vote agains‘ 
unless he convinces me that I ought to vote the other way: 

I do not see why he should not, from the full source o 
abundant wisdom, try to enlighten me courteously, civilly, 004 | 
fully, because I am an attentive auditor of his whenever | Pa 


speaks. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Inanswer tothe Senators from Idaho, WV) 
ming, Nevada, and Washington in regard to these appropr: 
tions, I simply repeat what I have said in regard to the amoun': 
that have been appropriated, and say that the Senate Comm: 
tee on Appropriations has this year made more liberal appr 
= for surveys than have ever been made in any one y°'' 

e have increased the amount from $175,000 to $275,000. \\« F 
have also inserted a provision in the bill authorizing the gov bs 
ernors of States, in order that each State may have an oppor! ~ 
nity to select the best lands within its domain—to satisfy the a 

rants made by the Government of the United States to tha’ Ps 

te for sch purposes and other purposes, as we all know i" 








to select valuable lands, and not be compelled to wait until al! a 
the lands of those States are surveyed before they can make x 
their selections. a r 
In order that the States may be enabled to make their se:cc 
tions of publie lands granted to them by the General Gover: 
ment, we have inserted a provision in the bill that the gover. 
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ors of any of these States, naming them, Washington, Idaho, 
Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota, and Wyoming, may ap- 
ly to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, designating 
the lands they want surveyed. The lands are then reserved, 
and they are surveyed, the governors depositing the money 
necessary to pay for the surveys; and when the lands are sur- 
veyed the State makesits selection. Itis not compelled to take 
more than one-fortieth of an entire section or even of a township; 
it can take what portion it pleases, and the amount the State 
pays for the survey is reimbursed by the United States. The 
States simply lose the interest upon the money advanced. 

Mr, CAREY. Will the Senator permit me to make asugges- 
tion in reference to this subject? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. CAREY. Mostof the new States which have been ad- 
mitted have in their constitutions a restriction so far as indebt- 
edness is eoncerned. My State can not advance money for such 
a purpose. We have no right under our constitution to do so. 

But there is another objection with many of theStates. They 
have a limit on the indebtedness which the State may incur to 
10 mills, or 1 per cent, on the assessed value of the property in 
the State. They have not the money to pay for these surveys. 
In other words, under this provision of the bill they must levy 
a tax in those States for the surveying of the land of the United 
States. I am glad the proposition is in this bill, and I. hope the 
Senator will keep it in the bill. 

If the settlersin a State were hard pressed, they might them- 
selves advance the money to have the lands surveyed; but I think 
it is a pretty hard requirement on the new States. They do not 
own the land; they have no control over it; dnd I think the 
United States ought to advance the money. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the Senator want that provision of 
the bill stricken out? 

Mr. CAREY. No; I want it to stayin. 
out of it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I a ey that Senators wanted the pro- 
vision in the bill or it wouid not haye been inserted; I supposed 
there was some necessity for it. 

Mr. CAREY. It will donoharm. We do not expect to get 
as much money as we ougnt to get by this bill, but the Senator 
from Missouri has always been good to us in the West, and has 
been inelined to be liberal. We think that $400,000 is as little 
as we can get on with during the next fiscal year. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have stated what we have done in the 
way of making the appropriation of $275,000, an imerease of 
$100,000 over the amount appropriated by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and then we have inserted the provision in regard 
to the surveys at the instance of the States. In addition to that 
we have put into this bill a provision, on page 66, which reads: 

For the survey of the public lands lying within the limits of land grants 
made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads, and the selection 
therein of such lands as are granted therefor. 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to carry out the pro- 
visions of that act we have in this bill appropriated the sum of 
$125,000, which was appropriated under a former act for the sur- 
vey of those lands granted to the railroads, so that patents may 
be issued to them and the railroads may be compelled to pay 
taxes upon them to the states. We have made this amount a 
permanent fund: we have reappropriated it, and as fast as it is 
expended in thesurveys, and theeompany reimburses the fund, it 
is usable again, so that we have practically put $125,000 to be 
reimbursed by the railroad companies as fast as the lands are 
surveyed. 

The Senator knows well that it is a great advantage to those 
States to have the railroad lands surveyed. You may turn the 
money over twice a year, and make it the equivalent of $250,000 
if you can have the surveys made. We thought we had dealt 
very liberally with the new States; we had no disposition to in- 
jure them in any way; we wanted to be just and generous and 
even liberal with them. Therefore we increased the amount 
from $175,000 to $275,000, an increase of $100,000, and we put in 
it the provision in regard to,the governors of the States, so that 
the States might select their public lands and have them sur- 
veyed. Then we put in the provision reappropriating the $125,- 
000, making it a permanent fund, to be utilized from time to 
time, and just as rapidly as the railroad lands can be surveyed 
and the railroads pay the eost of surveying, then that sum is im- 
mediately available for another survey. 

Mr. CAREY. Before the Senator from Missouri sits down 
will he please tell me whether the last amount, $125,000, for the 
survey of land grants of railroads, is on an esti- 
mate of the Commisaioner of the Gene Office? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all. I¢ is put im the bill in pursu- 
ance of an amendment of one of the Senators here. It is to re- 
appropriate that sum. It was appropriated, as the Senator from 





Some good may come 
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to provide { 


Wyoming will see, by the act of March, 1887, 
the adjustment of land grants, etc. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The needs of my State to have its lands sur- 
veyed are greater than those of any other State in the Union. 
As Isaidawhile ago, there are applications for surveys from set- 


tlers living on lands.which would cost about $32,500. Of the 
$125,000 my State will get none, because we have no railroad 
land grants in it, except a very small stripon the Nerthern Pa- 
cific Railroad in the northern part of the State. The Oregon 
Short Line, a part of the Union Pacific, which runs through the 
entire length of my State, having a thousand or twelve hundred 


miles of railroad, has no land grant. Neither has the Utah 
and Northern. So, while that provision might benefit some of 
the States, it will not benefit my particular State. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Before the Senator from Missouri sits down | 
wish to call his attention to one point, which [ wish to bring to 
the notice of the Senate. I do not believe it is right for people 
to go onand occupy land in a Stateand not be able to get the land 


surveyed. I have before stated the area in the State of Wash 
ington which is occupied and unsurveyed. Now, let me state 
what is in the situation in other States. Montana has 6,794,197 


acres. Idaho has 12,250,244 acres. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Surveyed? 

Mr. SQUIRE. This is unsurveyed, occupied land, accordin 
to the report of the Land Office. Oregon has 6,104,314 a« 
occupied, unsurveyed land. Utah has 10,733,058, and Colorado 
has 792,396. All this land is occupied. and unsurveyed. 

Now, let me refer for a moment to the net receipts from the 
sale of public lands in the State of Washington. For the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1892, it was $45,525, and the apportionment 
made to Washington from the appropriation for public surveys 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1893, was $45,000, showing 
more received from public lands by $525 than was paid out. 
Take itfor the next year. The total receipts from the sale of 
public landsin the State of Washington for the fiseal year ended 
June 30, 1893, was $31,583. The apportionment made to Wash- 
ington from the appropriation for public surveys for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1894, was $24,000, balance $7,583, showing 
that amount more received from sale of public lands than was 
paid out for surveys therefor. 

Where is the justice in this when you can see that the Gov 
ernment has received more money by more than 25 per cent 
than the amount paid out for public surveys? Why not let 
these people have their lands surveyed? The Government wil! 
get the money back rapidly and at a far faster rate than it i 
paid out for surveys. 

Where is the “giving” so much bragged about by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri? There isno “giving” atall. [tis a good 
investment for the United States and the returns are imm< 
diate and in full withacontingent interest afterwards by reaso 
of taxes. 

I do not know how these arguments will apply to some 


‘res o 


other 


States. I simply state the case as it relates to the State of 
Washington. The figures are plain and nobody can combat 
them. I say as a matter of justice and decency the survey 
ought to be made. There is no propriety in keeping back th 
money and preventing the land from being occupied and im- 


proved, 
I append asa part of my remarks the following lett 

Chamber of Commerce of Seattle : 
THE CHAM! 


from the 


xR OF COMMERCE 
tle, Wash., J ), 1504 

DEAR Sir: By a recent letter from the surveyor-general of this Stat 
P. Watson, the attention of this Chamber of Commerce has been cal 
the urgent need ofincreased appropriations for the survey of public lar 
in our State, and the chamber has been asked to render its aid in endeay 
ing to secure a sufficient appropriation. 

It is deemed hardly necessary to explain to you at len nditio: 
our lands and of our settlers, as it is felt that you are well advised on t 

oints; but we take the liberty of asking your attention to the matter when 
ft comes before the Senate for action, to the end that the meager shar 
which Washington may be entitled, under the item of $175,000 provid 

the House bill for the enttre United States, may be measurably increase 
so that the settlers who have for years been living upon and cultiv 
lands in this State, remote from comforts and civilization of their fellow 
may be enabled to proveup upon their lands and exercise all rig! nd 
privileges of ownership. 

It is assured that surveys have not been made ahead of the actual needs 
of the settlers in this State, as 39 per cent of ita vacant lands are oecupied 
by bona fide settlers, while 76 per cent of its surveyed lands are so occupied 

Such care and discretion has been exercised in the survey of our publi 
lands that in our State very little wild and unfit lands or mountains hav 
been surveyed. An examination of the records as to the receipts from sa 
of public lands and disbursements on account of surveys will show a credli! 
of several thousand dollars in favor of the State of Washington 

The large number of bona fide settlers in the western ends of Jeffers and 


rth the « 


Clallam Counties clamor for surveys as precedent to opening up roads and 
the ability to seek railroad building and connections. Much land in the 
Grays Harbor region awaits only private ownership to be amply developed. 


nv 


The Piedmont country of Western Washington offers untold opportunt 
ties to present and intending settlers. Of the Okanogan and Stevens Coun- 
ties, in Eastern Washington, is the necessity anddemand for prompt survey 
true, as well as of many other sections of the State. 
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Feeling that the demands of these honorable and thrifty and courageous 
workers should be met with reasonable consideration from our Governm ent, 
and further that the new lands be rendered easier of occupancy and cultiva- 
tion by being surveyed, thereby aiding in relieving the “ congested popula- 
tion” of many of our cities and adding so many more home-makers and 
wealth-producers to our body politic, the Chamber of Commerce of Seattle 
has instructed its president and secretary to respectfully ask your attention 
to this matter and your aid in securing a large increase in the appropria- 
tions mentioned. 

Very respectfully, yours, 





E. O. GRAVES, President. 
WM. H. WHITTLESEY, Secretary. 
Hon. W. C. SQUIRE, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I have the warmest 
sympathy for the Senator from Missouri in charge of the bill, a 
warmth of sympathy which perhaps is increased by the intense 
heat inthe Chamber thisafternoon. I[haveahearty admiration 
for the regard he has ever shown for Western interests, and I 
hope he will see his way, before we get through with this ques- 
tion, to meet the views of those who represent the new States 
and the far western portion of the continent. In the State of 
Nebraska there are no unsurveyed public lands, and yet as an 
old resident of that State I remember the deplorable condition 
which existed when there were lands that should be surveyed. 
Therefore, from that experience, 1 am in hearty accord with 
the Senators from the States west of Nebraska whe are clamor- 
ing, and very prentny clamoring, that the public lands within 
their borders shall be surveyed just as rapidly as a proper re- 
gard for the public expenditures will permit. I do not think 
the proposed increase to $400,000 for that purpose is too much. 

Mr. President, I did not rise however, to address myself to 
that amendment so much as to the fanepceeens peepceee by my 
colleague. His suggestion is that the $400, which may be 
appropriated, or whatever sum may be appropriated, in addition 
to being used for surveys of public lands, shall also be used for 
an irrigation survey of the arid and semiarid lands in the United 
States. I do not understand that my colleague means a survey 
in the usual acceptation of the term as applied to public lands. 
It is that topographical survey and that report as to the surface 
of the ground, the capacity of its streams, the places for reser- 
voirs, the places for the location of artesian wells, which will give 
to this now suffering country some relief. 

In the semiarid lands of the West, attracted by the flaming 
ni vertisementsof railroad companies that had land grants there, 
tempted by the propositions made by the Government of the 
United States, settlers have made their homes. They have 
been able to eke out in some years a very miserable existence. 
Tempted by the rains that come copiously in some years, they 
have hung on through years of following drought. This very 
spring there was enough of rainfall to tempt them to put their 
crops in the fields, and yet there has come a drought upon them 
which beggars description. Streams are dry which usually flow 
with water in a fairly wet season. The Platte River is almosta 
fit subject for irrigation. Both my colleague and I have re- 
ceived letters from our State which show a most deplorable con- 
dition. 

As the people have been tempted upon those lands by the 
holding forth of these promises, it seems to me no more than 
fair that the Government should expend some money for their 
relief, especially as it will get it back a hundredfold, and far 
more, if those lands by irrigation can be made productive and 
there shall not be that uncertainty of a crop that is incident to 
reliance onrain. It will be tothe great good of the entire coun- 


try. 

Karly in the present session I introduced an amendment in- 
tended to be offered tothe sundry civil bill, in which I proposed 
an appropriation for the purpose of gauging the streams and 
determining the water supply of the United States, including 
the investigation of underground currents and the boring, in 
arid and semiarid sections, of experimental artesian wells. 

The amendment went by regular course of the Senate to the 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. There 
it sleeps to-day. I have been unable to submit it to the bill, be- 
cause T knew that the point of order would be made upon it, be- 
cause it had not received the consideration of that committee. 
I enter complaint here, in proper parliamentary language, 
against the committee for that which I think has been the neg- 
lect of a very important matter. 

When I presented to the Senate the amendment to the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill which has received this complete 
ignoring, I produced a letter from a gentleman high in official 
position in this country, connected with the Geological Survey, 
who has given very great study and thought to the subject of 
the reclamation of the arid and semiarid lands. I beg leave to 
quote from it: 

The investigations by the Geological Survey into the water resources of 
the country have been carried on in the past under the general appropria- 


tions, with the ultimate object of obtaining facts similar to those collected 
and published regarding the mineral! resources. 
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That iswhatwe want. The Governmentof the United States 
for the purpose of advancing itself and enriching itself, has made 
large expenditures of money for the purpose of showing the 
mineral resources of the country. There is far more of wealth 
in the streams of this country, those on the surface and those 
under ground, in the productive power that they will give tothe 
fertile soil, which simply needs water, than there is in all the 
mineral resources of the United States, and it is a more certain 
supply of wealth. Andshould we not, when we have spent money 
so lavishly for the purpose of developing the mineral resources, 
go into this enterprise and show where reservoirs can be estab. 
lished, make the surface lines and surveys which will show what 
streams can be used, and by experiment show where these un- 
derground currents are which, being tapped by the bored we}), 
will bring forth the copious stream that will enrich the soil? [t 
seems to me that we should. He goes on further: 

The object of the Survey has been to study certain representative streams 
ascertain the fluctuations of water supply, and at the same time obtain a|/ 


facts accessible concerning the underground waters, their movements and 
availability for use. 


And there is a very important consideration. 


Thus the results are valuable, not only in all considerations of water 
power and municipal supply, but also in the questions of irrigation deve! 
coment now so pressing in the West. That the work is peril uppre- 
ciated is shown by the numerous inquiries constantly reaching the Survey 
regarding the possibilities of the development of efficient supplies of water 
from various streams or deep wells. 

Some of these questions it is possible to answer, while to satisfactorily 
solve other problems will require thorough examination. Questions con 
cerning the feasibility of attempts to secure artesian waters are particularly 
difficult, and at the same time are of great importance to persons or local 
ties demanding a full knowledge of the facts. Petitions and requests are 
constantly being received that actual tests be undertaken in all parts of the 
country, especially upon the Great Plains, and while it may be questionable 
whether or not such tests should be undertaken by the Government, ther 
can be no doubt but that this Survey should be in a position to determine 
whether there is reasonable probability of obtaining artesian water at dif 
ferent points. 

The study of existing artesian conditions, made for the Census Office 
demonstrated that thousands of failures could have been es and 
hundreds of thousands of dollars saved in experimental drillings had full 
information as to the probabilities been sought before the expenditures 
were made. On the other hand, it is highly probable that undiscovered ar 
tesian basins can be pointed out, or at least chances of success determine’ 
before drillings are made, This, however,can only follow upon a thorough 
examination of the conditions which govern the occurrence and distribu 
tion of waters. 

I do not think we are asking of the Congress of the United 
States anything that is unreasonable or unfair. I do not think 
we are asking much of those who live in a land flowing with 
milk and honey, the Eastern land, where the rain falls in its 
proper season, and where the conditions of life in many regards 
are far more pleasant than they are in the West, when we as! 
of them this sum out of the abundance of the country, for 
is an abundant ae. It is not in an impoverished condition. 
There is temporary difficulty in the Treasury by reason o! 
ditions which I think we will remove when a different party 
gets at the helm of the ship of state. I think we will see a re- 
turn of better conditions and an overflowing Treasury when b) 
= financial fiscal methods we shall put ourselves on 1 
r to prosperity. 

But this country is certainly able to give to the people of th 
West that expenditure which is needed to show where they can 
properly make their effort at irrigation. Nomenandno number 
of men combined can doit. It needs a surface survey of larg 
tracts of land; it needs the taking of elevations; it needs ex- 

loration by these scientific men, and they are very few in num- 

r who are able, from the course of streams which, beciuce 0! 
the nature of thesoil go under theearth’s surface and are carricd 
along in a lower stratum that will hold water, to find where 
these underground currents are and where the artesian weils 
can properly be bored. 

Ido notexpect the Government of the United States to go 
into the actual work of digging irrigation ditchesand const) 
ing reservoirs. That will be done by private parties as soon 4 
the surveys are made which will show what can be accomplis) 
by such ditches. I do not expect the Government of the Unite« 
States to go into very great expenditure in the way of diggins 
artesian wells, but it certainly could make experimental borins: 
here and there throughout the West, in the State of Kansas, 1" 
the State of Nebraska, in the Dakotas, or in the States west 0! 
that territory, to show by such actual experiment that it is )0 
sible to get the water to spout out from under the earth to 46 
great good to the soil. 

Whatever may become of the amount, whether it shall remain 
at $275,000, which I think is not sufficient for the purpose, 0° 
whether it shall be more, I earnestly hope that the amendmen: 

roposed by my colleague [Mr. ALLEN] will be adopted ani tna 
it will not meet with any opposition from the committee. Jt 1s 
certainly in the right direction. oa 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I desire to occupy the attentio0 
of the Senate for onlya moment. I notice that my friend, the 
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Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], referred in some- 
what severe terms to the Committee on Irrigation and Recla- 
mation of Arid Lands, of which I have the honor to be chair- 
man. He complained that his amendment had not been acted 


upon. 

Mt the Senator from Nebraska had manifested a very small 
quantity of that enthusiasm which scintillated from him a little 
while ago, and had suggested to any member of the Irrigation 


Committee that he would like this particular amendment called | 


up, I have no doubt it would have been called up, provided it 
would have been possible to have gotten the committee to- 
gether. Certainly, the Senator should not proceed to anni- 
hilate, figuratively speaking, the committee merely because the 
amendment was not called up and acted upon. Indeed, he does 
not know but that perhaps the committee spent night after 
night and delighted itself during this charming weather in con- 
sidering his amendment, and that it perhaps failed to report 
the amendment because it did not desire to report it adversely 
and thus wound the sensibilities of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Did the committee do that? 

Mr. WHITE. I say that the Senator from Nebraska does not 
know but that the committee did so, and he is estopped 





Mr. MANDERSON. The Senator from California does know, | 


and I ask him for information. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Nebraska is notin a posi- 
tion to ask any questions about it. He has had the amendment 
carefully locked up in his desk for the purpose apparently of 
making an attack upon the most innocent of all committees of 
this body, and one which has not been able during the present 
session to furnish a great deal of water because of lack of funds, 
owing, as I think, to the action of the party to which the Sena- 
tor belongs. 

As to the matter which is really under consideration—because 
after the manner of epic poets, my friend digressed into a dis- 


cussion of the aridity of the lands of the West—I understand it | 


is in reference to an appropriation for the surveys of the public 
lands in the United States. 
but being pretty familiar with the requirements of a portion of 
the Western country I know it is the general opinion of those 
well informed that the estimate made by the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office is not excessive. 

There are in the Senate two gentlemen who have been at the 
head of the Interior Department, and who know that the neces- 
sities for surveys can be appreciated only by those who come in 


actual contact with the business of the disposition of public | 


lands. I myself know many instances where persons have been 
unable to transact business, to obtain money upon their property, 
or to do anything with it because of the fact that they have not 


been able to have their land surveyed in the possession of which | 


they have been for along time. For that reason I think the es- 
timate made by the Commissioner ought to be adhered to. 

I cordially indorse all that has been said in regard to the 
action of the Committee on Appropriations. They have been 
more generous this year than perhaps ever before. 
that we are approximating a thorough knowledge of the sub- 
ject. Therefore in what I have said there is no reflection at all 
upon them, because I appreciate what they have done; but I 
still think that the estimates made by the Land Office ought to 
be followed by the Congress of the United States. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri 
argued that more money than the amount which the committee 
has reported could not be wisely expended; that there is danger 
of waste in a too rapid survey of the public lands. There is no 
question here to-day as to any such waste of money by a too 
rapid survey. The motion is merely to increase the appropria- 
tion to the amount which is estimated for by the Interior De- 
partment. It would not be in order to move to appropriate a 
greater sum, and the question is why the $400,000 estimated for 
should not be appropriated. 

I still venture to say that a liberal appropriation, as liberal 
#n appropriation as estimated for, namely, $400,000, ought to be 


made for the survey of the public lands. I can not see why | 


there is any objection to proceeding with the utmost possible 
speed inmaking thosesurveys. Itwoulddonoharm, in my judg- 
ment, with all due deference to the Senator from Missouri, to 
g0 on with the survey of lands which are not settled upon, and 
which are not likely to be settled upon foryears tocome. Ican 
not understand why there is any objection to appropriating suf- 
ficient money to substantially survey all of the public domain 
now remaining undisposed of. That being my opinion, and it 
not having been changed by anything the Senator from Mis- 
souri has stated or refused to state, I shall vote for the motion 
to increase the appropriation to the sum of $400,000, as asked 
for by the Interior Department. 

There is another consideration which influences me, and that 
is that I believe in these times it is wise to keep as many 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


I do not wish to extend the debate, | 


It shows | 


) - 
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men in employment as can be profitably employed. It is the 
season of the unemployed, and instead of having the Govern- 
ment appropriations reduced and limited where there is work 
to be done, I should have those appropriations increased. I be- 
lieve it would be a good time to dig certain coastwise canals 
and to put to work many of our unemployed citizens. 

I quote, without enlarging upon this point, from the well- 
written words of the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILUs]. 
I have heretofore had occasion in the tariff debate to quote 
from the article on the Wilson bill by Hon. Rocrr Q. MILLs, 
in the February (1894) number of the North American Review. 
I now read and place upon the record these words, which I com- 
mend to the careful consideration of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations: 

In the unhappy condition of our country to-day our statesmen 


And heincludes the Senatorfrom Missouri as one of our states- 
men as well as himself— 
our statesmen should bend eyery energy of mind and muscle to find em 
ployment for every one of our idle workmen. Public works, wherever they 


are to be constructed, should be entered upon now, and the most liberal ap- 
propriations should be made for their continuance; instead of discharging 
one person from Government employ, two shoulé betaken on. This course 
should be pursued by national, State, and local authorities 

Iask the Senator from Missouri if he is willing to take this 
principle, thus felicitously expressed, as a guide to conduct him 
in the preparation of appropriation bills? I know the Senator 
from Florida {Mr. CALL], who I see in the Chamber behind the 
Senator from Missouri, is governed by that principle and is will- 
ing to accept the Senator from Texas, as he speaks in this arti- 
cle, as his guide; and I regret that the Senator from Missouri is 
not willing, as one opportunity of employing more men, of tak- 
ing on more men instead of discharging men from Government 
employ, to make the small and reasonable appropriation, as I 
conceive it tobe, which the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office and the Secretary of the Interior ask for the surveys of 
the public lands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBots}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN}. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to change my amendment, so as 
to insert after line 13, on page 61, what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated as 
modified. 

The SECRETARY. Insert after line 13, page 61: 

For the purpose of making an irrigation survey of the arid and semiarid 
lands of the United States, to be expended under the direction of the Secre- 


tary of the Interior, the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be nece 
sary. 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I have no desire to detain the 
Senate at any particular length on this question, although it is 
avery important matter to a great many of the States of the 

| Union. It is highly important, in my judgment, to ascertain 
the proper data by making an irrigation or topographic il sur- 
vey, whatever it may be called, of the arid and semiarid lands 
of the country, with a view of introducing there as soon 
sible a system of successful irrigation. 

[am not now prepared to say whether the Government should 
itself enter upon the introduction of irrigation, although I am 
frank to say that I can see no reason why it should not, for a 
great many years ago, I do not know but that it was in 1820, or 
possibly earlier, Congress eo alarge sum of money 
for the construction of a national pike, running from this city 
I think, to St. Louis, Mo. 

The power of the Government to appropriate money for thi 
or any other public purpose is unquestioned and unquestiona- 
ble. That this Government has actual power to appropriate 
money to bring these arid and semiarid lands into a state of 
useful cultivation, no man in my judgment can for a moment 
deny. The only question then to be considered is, is it advisa- 
ble, is it good policy, to start now and make a beginning in this 
respect, and to have the Secretary of the Interior gather up the 
necessary data from which a system of irrigation can be intro- 
duced successfully among such lands. 

This is an important matter, Mr. President; more important 
than one would think at acasual glance. Our countryis becom- 
ing congested in certain centers of population. Men are com- 
ing to this country annually by the thousands and by the hun- 
dreds of thousands, seeking homes and seeking employment. 


as pos 


They are congregating in our cities,so that the question of mu- 
nicipal control has become an important question in this coun- 
try to-day, and in my judgment our liberties are as much en- 


dangered by the congestion of an irregular population in our 
| great cities as from any other cause. It is important in taat 
| view to open up the millions of acres of arid and semiarid 
| land, so that the surplus population of our country may be in- 
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duced to occupy.these lands and to cultivate them with profit to 
themselves and with = to the country. 

Those who are not familiar with these lands and the people | 
who have settled upon them can form no adequate idea of the | 
condition of affairs in that part of the country to-day. There | 
are certain seasons when upon these lands, or a great portion of 
them, — can be cultivated with success, when there is sufii- | 
cient rainfall for that purpose, and wheat, corn, and all of the | 
products indigenous to the climate and soil can be produced in 
abundance. Then there comes a season, or rhaps two or 
three seasons in succession, when crops planted in the spring 
which bid fair to ripen into a bounteous harvest are absolutely 
and completely destroyed and a great portion of the population 
is driven from the lands back into the more thickly settled por- 
tion of the country. 

The western part of my State is as rich a portion of the earth | 
as there is in the United States when there is sufficient rainfall 
or when properly irrigated. It is a section of country that | 
grows everything inample abundance. I received but a few | 
days ago a letter from a prominent gentleman in that portion 
of the State, stating that two thousand families had moved from 
one Congressional district in the northwestern portion of my | 
State, and that they had gone East in consequence of the com- 

lete destruction of the crops there. Ireceived but coeente a| 
etter from the judge of the district court at my own home, whe 
said to me that, going through my town and going east from | 
the western portion of the State and from a portion of Wyo- 
ming, there were daily wagons by the dozen carrying drought- 
ridden families to the eastern portion of this country for suste- 
nance. 

This condition is not uliar to the western 
braska. It is found in Wyoming; it is found in all that —— 
of the country formerly known as the Great American rt. 
families by the thousands are traveling East, where the crops 
have not been a failure, for the purpose of obtaining subsistence | 
during the winter. 

Under such circumstances what policy should be pursued? 
Should we not begin now, without any unnecessary delay, and 
gather together the necessary data for the purpose of introduc- 
ing a system of successful irrigation in that portion of our coun- 
try? It will not dofor the Committee on A propuintions to say 
that they have recommended the arene nof all the moneys 
that can be a ones at this time. One hundred thousand 
dollars is not ng as compared with the riches to be added by | 
the oqeung up of that great portion of our country. The peo- | 
ple who have located their homes there are entitled to this con- | 
sideration. All of these lands, with the proper moisture, are 
of excellent producing quality. The peopleof this country who | 
are — omes upon these public lands are entitled to this | 
consideration, and they are entitled to it at once. 

As I said a moment ago, the introduction of a successful sys- | 
tem of irrigation of these lands will go very far toward deter- | 
mining the a. of the surplus population of the United | 
States. It furnish people an aes to leave the over- 
crowded cities and villages. It give them an opportunity 
to go upon these lands and occupy them and build homes, and 
to do so successfully. 

I hope that the committee having in charge the pending ap- | 
propriation bill will see the propriety and necessity of starting | 
now upon this subject and gathering the necessary data for the | 
introduction of a successful system of irrigation. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska proposes to appropriate $100,000 for a sur- 
vey looking toirrigation. Another amendment or suggestion 
Theard e on the floor was for an appropriation to bore arte- 
sian wells in different localities to find water and it to the 
surface. Before I enter upon this broad field I would be glad to | 
have information that I not now ask for, but I will procure | 
it before the next session, as to about the annual income from the | 
sale of public lands and the expense of administering the laws 
in respect to the public lands. 

IT am strongly inclined to the opinion that it costs this Gov- 











ortion of Ne- 





ernment more to administer the laws and regulations in respect | 
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purpose of establishing dams and reservoirs to store water, tha; 
it may be doled out when it may be necessary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to th 
a pags proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr, Ar. 
LEN]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 48 minutes »). 
m,) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, Aucys: 
2, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, August 1, 1894, 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. W. E. Par. 
son, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
proved. 

YOUNG MEN’S CHRISTIAN ASSOCIATION, WASHINGTON, Db. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (H. R. 707! 
exempt the property of the Young Men’s Christian Association 
of the District of Columbia from taxation, with an amendmen: 
of the Senate thereto. 

The Senate amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert: 

“That all property belonging to the Young Men’s Christian Associati 
in the District of Columbia, used and en by that association, sha|l,s 
long as the same is so owned and occupied, be exempt from taxation, n: 
ded, That where ground of said association is 
larger than is reasonably required for its use, or is not actually used for ti: 
legitimate ——— of said association, or if said ground or buildings sha) 
be used for private gain, such portion of said ground or buildings as sha)! 
not actually be used for the purposes of said association, or from which : 
derives a rent or income, such portion of the same, or a sum equal in \ 
tosuch portion, shall be taxed against such assaciation.”’ 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, the object of the Senate amend 
ment is simply to make more explicit the point that in case an) 
part of the property of the Young Men’s Christian Association 
referred to in the bill should thereafter become asource of gain 
from rents or otherwise, or should in any way be used for the 
profit of the association, or for other purposes than those con. 
nected with the legitimate business of the association, it shall 
then pay taxes. Thatis all there is to the amendment, and | 
move that the House concur. 

The motion was agreed to. , 

On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the Senate amendment was concurred in was laid on 
the table. 

WASHINGTON AND GREAT FALLS ELECTRIC RAILWAY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H.R. 0177 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Washing- 
ton and Great Falls Electric Railway Company,” with amend- 
ments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, the modifications made in the 
House bill are very material, and I therefore move that tle 
House nonconcur and agree to the conference asked by th 
Senate. ° 

The motion was agreed to. . 

The SPEAKER appointed as the conferees on the part of the 
House, Mr. HEARD, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, and Mr. 
Post. 


AUGUSTUS C. CARY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 11> 
granting a pension to Augustus C, Cary. 

Mr. BARNES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
that bill lie on the Speaker's table for the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

AMERICAN TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1471 

rovide for the adjustmentand payment of theclaim of the Am: 
can Transportation Company for dredging done at Fairpor' 
Harbor, in the State of Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous co! 


to the public lands than theGovernmentever derives from their | for the present consideration of that bill. 


sale. that be true, or approximately the case, I should be 


glad to donate, to give absolutely to the States in which they | 


may lie, the public lands of the Government, and let them ad- 
minister them and irrigate them and cultivate them and utilize 
a in any way their wisdom and their own interests may sug- 


Mr. MANDERSON. We would be very glad to accept them. 
Mr. HARRIS. I want toinvestigate that matter, butat present 
I shall not vote for any one of the amendments which are s 
ted with a view that the Government shall e $100, 
or this survey, or any sum for boring artesian to find out 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author 
and and adjust the claim of the American Trans 
inst the Government of the United States for drecs- 


done at arbor, in the Stateof Ohio, under a contract between 
Am rtation Company and the United States, and deter 
mine what amount g@ was done thereunder, the amount paid 0" 
account thereof, and the remaining unpaid, which balance he sb4' 


certify to the proper accounting officers for payment in the manner pr’ 
scribed by ine; and for the payment of said im the sum of 95,434.18, or 5° 
much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any mon") 
n the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The SP Is there objection to the request of the g°" 


EAKER. 
where water can be brought to the surface, or any sum for the | tleman from Ohio for the present consideration of this bill’ 
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Mr. SAYERS. I will ask the gentleman from Ohio to explain 
the bill. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I will make a brief explanation. The 
contract for the dredging of 65,000 cubic yards of material in- 
side the harbor at Fairport was let to the claimant in this case. 


By reason of obstructions on the outside of the bar, and by | 


reason also of a great strike, which we all heard of, which hap- 
pened among the labor organizations at that time, the work was 
not completed. 

It was not contemplated, however, that it should be completed 
within the period covered by the contract, and two short exten- 
sions were given by the Engineer Department of their own mo- 
tion. Finally a third extension of thirty days was asked for by 
the contractors, they simply sending in the consent of the bouds- 
men, supposing that was all that was necessary, but to their sur- 
prise Maj. Overman, then in charge of the work, canceled the 
contract. 

Thereupon the unfinished portion of the work was relet and 
was bid in in the individual name of one of the contractors, and 
was completed within the limit of expenditure fixed by the orig- 
inal contract. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I understand the gentleman to state 
that the original partiesdid in fact complete this works, although 
they completed it under a new name? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; under a new name, because of the 
actual cancellation of the original contract. 

Mr. SAYERS. And I understand the gentleman to say also 
that the parties for whom relief is sought here were never paid? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They were never paid the 10 per cent 
reserved, or that portion of the money which came within the 
month at the close of their contract. 

Mr. SAYERS. And the Government, I understand, has suf- 
fered no loss by the failure of the original contractors? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. None whatever; and the recommenda- 
tion here is that the Government shall pay simply what they 
would have paid under the original contract. 

Mr.SAYERS. Another question: Does the gentleman know 
whether there are funds sufficient to the credit of this work to 
meet this payment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask that question because I observe that 
the bill carries an appropriation. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. There isa balance to the credit of that 
fund in the hands of the War Department under the river and 
harbor act, under which the contract was let. I yield now to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK]. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I think I can ex- 
plain in a minute tothe gentleman from Texas and to everybody 
else how this matter stands. This harbor was one of those 
where continual work was required during the boating season 
to keep the channel open. By the original contract the work 
was to run until the Ist of July, but the engineer in charge 
agreed with the contractors that instead of doing all the work 


and e ding allthe money by the Ist of July, and then leaving 
the harbor to fill up so that navigation could not go on, it would | 


be better to do the work gradually, stretching it out over the 
whole of the boating season. 

Throughsome informality, however, when about three-fourths 
of the work was completed, the contract was annulled. Then 
the superintendent of this company was allowed to finish the 
work in his own name, and he went on and did finish it. There 
is this further fact which ought to be known to the House, that 
the company were doing this work at the actual cost of it, if not 
a little below cost, for the benefit of navigation and transporta- 
tion, so that they never have made a cent out of it. And it was 
merely a misunderstanding between the Government officers 
there as to their authority in the premises. 

Mr. BURROWS. I see this is a Senate bill. [ wish to ask 
whether it has been considered by the House committee? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It has been considered by the Com- 
mittee on Claims of this House and reported favorably; and a 
bill precisely like it is now pending in the House. 

Mr. BU WS. Allright. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not object to the passage of the bill. 
The question which suggested itself tome was whether we might 
not be m a double appropriation. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think net. This is simply an appro- 
priation of the money on hand for this purpose. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The matter has been carefully 
looked into by the committee. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill: which was ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and ; 

On motion of Mr. GROSVENOR, 2 motion to reconsider the 
Vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
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LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF JOHN C. HOWE, DECEASED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1154) for 
the relief of the legal representatives of John C. Howe, de- 


eased 


Mr. EVERETT. 
tion of this bill. 


( 


L ask unanimous consent for the considera- 


| 
| ‘The bill was read. 
| Mr. SAYERS. I object to the present tion of the 
bill. Let it go to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. EVERETT. If the gentieman will allow ») make a 
statement before he presses his objection 


Mr.JONES. I shall have to object to the ition of 
the bill. It has been understood that to-day was to be given to 
the consideration of the election case of Moore vs. Funston 


The bill was read twice, and referred to the Committ m 
Claims. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

‘The SPEAKER also laid before the House 


Senate bills of the 


following titles; which were respectively read twice, and referred 
| as stated: 
| A bill (S. 2131) to secure uniformity in the mes of minor 
streets of the citiesof Washington and Georgetown ‘to the Con 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 463) to reimburse the State of Nebraska for ex) 3 
incurred by that State in repelling a threatened invasion and 
raid by the Sioux in 1890 and 1891—to the Committee on Claims 

REPRINT OF BILL AND REPORT. 

On motion of Mr. REILLY, by unanimous consent was Or- 

dered that House bill No. 7798 and report No. 1290 b printed, 


the previous print having been exhausted. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION 


3 
Mr HATCH submitted the following conierene | 
| The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of thet blouse 
on the amendment of the Senate numbered 65 to the bill (H.R. 68 makin 
appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fisea r link 
June 30, 1895, having met, after full and free conference have adi ; 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Hou 18 follow 
That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 65 
W. H. HATCH 
W. S. PORMA? 


DAN WAUGH, 
Manayers on the part of the | 
WILKINSON CALL 
CALVIN S. BRIC! 

M. CULLOM 


We ae . eh 2 


The report was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. HATCH, a motion to reconsider the vote b 
which the report was agreed to was laid on the table 






ELECTION CONTEST—MOORE VS. FUNSTON. 
Mr. PAYNTER, by unanimous consent, submitted 3 views 
dissenting from the report of the Committee on F ns 
the contested-election case of Moore vs. Funstor om the Se 
ond Gcistrict of Kansas. 
RESURVEY OF GRANT AND HOOKER COUNTIES, NEBR. 
Mr. MCRAE submitted the following conference report 
I'he committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the » Hou 
} on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (EH. R. 6720) entitled n act pr 
viding for the resurvey of Grant and Hooker Counties tte of Ne 
| braska,”’ having met, after full and free conference » recon 
mend and do recommend to their respective House folloy 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate i en! 
and agree to the same with the following amendment it t 
| lowing language: “And that the sum of #15,000, or so n i re 5 
| essary to carry into effect the provisionsof this act,is hereby appropri 


otherwise 


out of any money in the Treasury not 
the Senate agree to the same 


. C. MORAE 
O. M. HALL. 
G. D. METKLEJOUN 
‘ wf a r 
j i 


FRED T. DUBOIS 
: ALLEN 
S. PASCO 


uv ; 
7 Gi 


The following statement of the House 


} conferees was reat 
The effect of the Senate amendment as now amended by the conference re- 
port will be to preserve and protect the bona fide claim of any actual occu- 










eliminate theappropriation 


pant of any of the lands to be resu 
is substantially 


of $15,000 proposed by the Senate. The billas th 
as it passed the House 

THO. C. McRAE, 
O. M, HALL 


G. D. METK LEJOH? 


18 amended 


| The conference report was agreed to. 
| On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsid 
vote was laid on the table. 
HENRY JAMES. 
Mr. MCRAE submitted the following conference 


The committee of conference on the disa in the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill | H. R. 2406) forthe relief of Henry 


eport: 
i pv! . 








8088 


James residing in the original Hot Springs Reservation in the State of Ar- 
kansas hoiving met, after full and free conference have agreed torecommend 
aud do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Include in 
the part proposed to be stricken out by the amendment of the Senate all 
down to the end of the bill and insert in lieu of the part proposed to be in- 
gerted the words ‘‘nine hundred dollars;” and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

T. C. MORAE, 

J. W. MOON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


J. H. BERRY, 
S. PASCO, 
J. W. DOLPH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The following statement of the House conferees was read: 


This bill as it passed the House authorized the sale of the lot therein de- 
scribed to Henry James for the sum of $1,200, the appraised value as shown 
by the last appraisement in 1891. The Senate amendment reduced the price 
to 8606, the alleged value at the time Mr. James claims to have offered to 

urchase. The amendment agreed upon and now submitted by this report 


xes the price at $900. 
THO. C. MCRAE. 
J. W. MOON. 
The conference report was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signe 1 the same: 

A bill (S. 207) granting jurisdiction and authority to the Court 
of Claims in the case of the towboat Future City, her barges, 
cargoes, etc.; 

A bill (S. 320) authorizing the Purcell Bridge and Transfer 
non construct and maintain a bridge over the South Ca- 
nadian River at or within 1 mile of the town of Lexington, 
county of Cleveland, eae. of Oklahoma; 

A bill (S. 1399) to promote the efficiency of the naval militia; 

A bill (S. 1438) for the relief of Louis A. Yorke; 

A bill (S.1999) for the relief of Charles T. Russell; 

A bill (S, 2245) to prohibit the interment of bodies in Grace- 
land Cemetery in the District of Columbia; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 207) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to approve a certain lease made in Polk County, Minn.; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 121) authorizing proper officers of the 
Treasury Department to examine and certify claims in favor of 
certain counties in Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. 108) to fix the times and places for holding the 
Federal courts in the State and district of Nebraska; 

A bill (H. R.650) to remove charge of desertion standing 
against Oliver O’Brien; 

A bill (Gd. R. 1461) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Andrew L. Grugett, as a former member of Company 
E, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry, in the war of the rebellion, and 
to eras him an honorable discharge therefrom; 

bill (H. R. 2795) to amend section 5 of the act approved June 
18, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act to organize the Life-Saving Service;” 

A bill (H. R. 4346) extending the benefits of the marine hos- 
pital to the keepers and crews of life-saving stations; 

A bill (H. R,. 4448) for the relief of persons who have filed 
declarations of intention to enter desert lands; 

- bill (H. R. 4567) establishing a fog signal at Kewaunee, 

8.3 

A bill (H. R.4903) to authorize a compromise and settlement 
with the State of Arkansas; 

A bill (H. R. 5312) authorizing the construction of a light- 
ship, with fog signal, to be established to the eastward of Boston 
Light, Massachusetts, and for the establishment of range lights 
in Boston Harbor, Massachusetts; 

A bill (H. R. 6080) granting a certain military reservation to 
Oklahoma City, Okla,, to aid the public free schools thereof, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6719) to provide for the validation of affidavits 
made before United States commissioners in all land entries; 

A bill (H. R.6754) to amend section 15 of an act approving, 
—o amendments, the funding act of Arizona, approved June 

, 1890; 

A bill (H. R. 7518) to amend an act to authorize the construc- 
tion of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River, between the 
States of Minnesota and Wisconsin; and 

A bill (H. R. 7753) to exempt thearticles of foreign exhibitors 
. oe interstate fair at Tacoma, Wash., from the payment of 

uties. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendments bills 
of the following titles: 
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A bill (H. i. 4611) to amend an act approved January 26, 189) 
to authorize the construction of bridges across the Hiwasse,’ 
the Tennessee, and Clinch Rivers, in the State of Tennesgseo: 

A bill (H. R. 6814) extending the time of payment to pur- 
chasers of lands of the Omaha tribe of Indians in Nebraska, ana 
for other purposes; and 

A bill (HL. R. 6902) granting an increase of pension to Mys 
Susie Conway. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 7488) authorizing the Secretar 
the Interior to grant leases for sites on the Hot Springs Resor \ a. 
tion, Arkansas, for cold-water reservoirs, asked a conference 
with the House on the bill and amendments, and had appoin 
Mr. BERRY, Mr. MCLAURIN, and Mr. CAREYas the confer 
the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 2650) providing for the public print- 
ing and binding and the distribution of public documents, asked 
a conference with the House on the bill and amendments. and 
had appointed Mr. GORMAN, Mr. RANSOM, and Mr. MANDer- 
SON as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 7451) to authorize the entry of |, 
for gravel pits and reservoirs purposes and authorizing the grant 
of right of way for pipe lines, asked a conference with the Ho.se 
on the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. CAREY, Mir. 
Pasco, and Mr. MCLAURIN as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill(H. R. 4606) to amend sections 5365 and 5st) 
of the Revised Statutes; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
bill (S. 1262) for the relief of Paul McCormick; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to aanes the House of Reprs 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 2151) to amend an act to au 
thorize the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River, bet ween 
the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota, approved April 24, 1894. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment the bill (H.R. 7753) to exempt the articles of foreignexhib-. @ 
itors at the interstate fair at Tacoma, Wash., from the payment ei 
of duties. 

The message also announced that the Senate had receded fron 
its amendment to the bill (H. R. 3606) to require railroad com 
panies 0 oy Newonnetes in the Territories over aright of wa: 
granted by the Government to establish stations and depots 
all town sites on the lines of said roads established by the [nt 
rior Department. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—MOORE VS. FUNSTON. 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker,I call up for present consideration 
the report of the Committee on Elections in the contested-e\: 
tion case of Moore vs. Funston from the Second district of Kan- 


sas. 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk will report the resolutions of th 
committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Edward H. Funston was not elected and is not entitl 
seat in the House of Representatives of the Fifty-third Congress as It: 
sentative from the Second district of Kansas. 

Resolved, That H. L. Moore was duly elected and is entitled toa seat in ths 
House of Representatives as the Representative from the Second district of 
Kansas in the Fifty-third Congress. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, there has been some conferen 
between the majority members of the Elections Committee «: 
some members representing the minority, as to the time whic! 
would be desired for debate in this case. An agreement 1a: 
been reached by which each side. as I understand it, is to hi) 
two hours, and that a vote upon the case shall be taken this a{t:r 
noon at. the conclusion of that time. 

I would like to hear the views of my colleague on the « 
mittee, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MCCALL], as t 
the proposed arrangement. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand from gentlemen on this sid‘ 
that that arrangement will be satisfactory. 

Mr. McCALL. It will be satisfactory. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that in the 
connection an agreement be made as to the control of the time. 
If there be no objection, the debate upon this case will be |i1m- 
ited to four hours, two hours on each side, the two hours in sup 
_— of the committee report to be controlled by the gentleman 
rom Virginia [Mr. JONES], and the two hours in opposition to 
be controlled by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ~ 
CALL]. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
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Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, the record in this case is an ex- 
ceedingly voluminousone. It covers something like 1,700 pages 
of very closely printed matter. The questions in dispute are 
also very numerous, involving many intricate propositions of law 
as well as of fact, and therefore it is entirely impossible that a 
case of its magnitude and importance could be fully discussed in 
all of its various details in the time allotted for its consideration. 

I shall not even attempt, Mr. Speaker, to go into many of the 
details of the case in the remarksI now propose to submit. It 
would be impossible for me to do so. I shall confine myself, 
therefore, to what I regard as the important and salient points 
of the case, and I shall devote most of my time to an examina- 
tion and discussion of the methods employed by the managers of 
the Republican party in Kansas City, Kans., which is located in 
Wyandotte County. 

This contest comes from the Second Congressional district of 
the State of Kansas. The returns upon their face show that E. 
H. Funston, the contestee, received 22,898 votes; that H. L. 
Moore, the contestant, received 22,817 votes, and D. W. Huston 
696 votes, giving an apparent plurality of 81 to the contestee, 
the sitting member. 

The first question which is involved and which presents itself 
to the consideration of the House is a question oflaw. It is 
claimed by the contestee that the notice served upon him by 
the contestant is not sufficiently broad and comprehensive to 
cover all the points in dispute, concerning which evidence has 
been taken. Itis claimed, on the other hand, by the contestant 
that the answer or countercharge, a copy of which is required 
to be served upon the contestant, was not served within the 
period prescribed by law. 

The law requires that the notice of contest shall be served 
within thirty days after the determination of the result of the 
election by the officer or board of canvassers authorized by law 
to determine the same. It also provides that a copy of the an- 
swer shall be served upon the contestant within thirty days after 
service of notice of contest. In this case there is no question or 
dispute as to the time within which the notice of contest was 
served. It was served within the time specified. A true copy 
of the notice was left with the wife of the contestee on the 26th 
day of December, 1892, at his residence in Allen County, Kans. 
Personal service was had on contestee on the 26th day of De- 
cember in the city of Washington. 

Mr. FUNSTON. On the 28th. 

Mr. JONES. On the 28th, I should have said. 

A copy of the answer to the notice of contest wasdelivered to 
the wife of the contestant at his home in Lawrence, Douglass 
County, in the State of Kansas, on the 27th day of January, and 

ersonal seryice was had on the contestant on the 28th day of 
Sanus It is not necessary, therefore, for this House to de- 
cide whether personal service of the notice of contest or of the 
answer is necessary, as it is obvious that the answer was not 
served within the thirty days prescribed by statute, whatever 
may be the correct rule as to the manner of service. 

If service by delivering a copy at the residence is good, then 
the contestee is in default, because the notice in that event was 
served December 26, 1892, and the answer January 27, 1893, 
making just thirty-two days. If personal service is required, 
the contestee is still in default, because personal service of the 
notice of contest was had on him December 28, 1892, and no per- 
sonal service of his answer was had until January 28, 1893, the 

riod intervening being thirty-one days. In any event, there- 

ore, the answer was not served within the period prescribed by 
the act of Congress. 

The Committee on Elections was unable to discover in what 
manner the parties have been prejudiced, either by the default 
of the contestee or by the narrow scope of the notice of contest. 
The notice is sufficiently definite and explicit to cover all the 
main questions in issue, and the contestee has in no instance 
been taken by surprise or deprived of an opportunity to meet 
the evidence produced by the contestant. The Committee on 
Elections believed it to be right to disregard technicalities not 
affecting in any respect the substantial rights of the parties and 
to decide the case upon its merits. 

Had we applied to the notice of contest the rule of pleading 
upon which the contestee insists and to the answer the plain re- 
quirements ot the law, the contestee would have been without 
any answer and entirely out of court. 

he chief interest in this case centers around two of the nine 
counties which compose the Second Congressional district of 
ansas, namely, the counties of Wyandotte and Allen. 

In the County of Wyandotte, in which Kansas City, Kans., is 
situated, there was a serious breach in the Republican party. 
One of the candidates upon the regular Republican ticket was 
exceedingly obnoxious to a large element of the Republican 

ty in that city. Mr. Buchan, the regular Republican cand i- 
ate for the State senate, was so objectionable to an influential 
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element of Republicans in Kansas City, that they broke into 
open revolt and undertook to run a separate and independent 
ticket, known as the anti-Buchan Republican ticket. 

Early in the campaign rumors were in circulation in Kansas 
City to the effect that there was a well-defined plan and con- 
spiracy on the part of the Republicans to elect the Republican 
ticket and defeat the Democratic ticket by registering illegal 
and fictitious voters by the wholesale. The chairman of the 
Democratic committee, having learned that fact, appointed gen- 
tlemen in whom he had contidence to make a house-to-house 
canvass of certain precincts in Kansas City, and Mr. Keplinger, 
the president of the Anti-Buchan Republican Club, also took 
vigorous steps to uncover the frauds which it was proposed to 
perpetrate upon the voters of Wyandotte County. Asa result 
of the investigation thus set on foot by the managers of the 
Democratic party and the independent Republican organization 
it was made manifest that 1,991 votes were illegally registered 
in Kansas City by the heelers of the Republican party for the 
purpose of overthrowing the will of the people. 

Mr. McCALL. I should like to ask the gentleman whether 
it is in evidence that those votes were illegally registered in the 
interest of the Republican party? 

Mr. JONES. {[ will say to the gentleman upon that subject 
that when [I get through with my statement I think it will be 
very evident to everybody who hears me that those registra- 
tions were made in the interest of the Republican party. The 
evidence is naturally circumstantial to a considerable extent, 
but it is so clear and so convincing in its character that nodis- 
interested man,in my judgment, can come to any other conclu- 
sion than that it was done by the managers of the Republican 
party, and inthe interest of the candidates upon the Republican 
ticket. 

As Ihave already said, this investigation was instituted by 
the managers of the Democratic party and those of the inde- 
pendent Republican orga.ization, and the result was that they 
became convinced that unless prompt and vigorous measures 
were taken the election woud te nothing less than a hollow 
mockery. The president of the Anti-Buchan Club, himself a 
Republican, testified that he became convinced from evidence 
he could not question that the attempt was made by the man- 
agers of the regular Republican party to register at least 1,000 
fraudulent votes; and James F. Getty, an intelligent lawyer, a 
Republican, and an unwilling witness, testified that in his own 
precinct, which was a residence precint, there were at least sev- 
— of these fraudulent registrations. 

r. Speaker, after the election was over the Democratic man- 


agers appointed gentlemen who had lived in these precincts for 
a great many years, some of them for twenty years, to go from 
house to house for the purpose of ascertaining if possible whether 
or not persons suspected of illegal registration and illegal vot- 


ing actually resided where they registered from, or whether in- 
deed such persons had any actual existence. These pollers 
have testified in this case, and it is objected by the contestee 
that much of their testimony is hearsay and that it was there- 
fore not properly admissible. 

It is true that they testify, in a number of instances, that they 
derived their information from the owners and proprietors of 
the houses where they inquired. They were told by the occu- 
pants of the houses that no such persons as those inquired of 
lived there, or had ever lived there. The Committee on Elec- 
tions did not base their conclusions upon this testimony. There 
is in the record abundant evidence, the competency of which 
can not be questioned, to convince the most skeptical that a 
large number of persons voted upon false registration certifi- ~ 


cates; that they were registered from places that had no ex- 
istence. 
Some of them were registered from vacant lots, some from 


churches, and others were in the penitentiary, where they were 
supposed to have registered and voted. Butwhilst the commit- 


tee has not taken into account the testimony which I have re- 
ferred to as having been objected toas hearsay, and it is not at all 
necessary to do so, there are circumstances under which it would 


be entirely competent testimony, and it would be doing no vio- 
lence to any rule of evidence, to admit it in this case. On this 
subject I will read from McCrary on Elections, section 356. I 
read: 

For the purpose of showing that nonresidents have voted, witnesses are 
often called to testify that persons whose names appear upon the rollas hav 
ing voted are not known to them as residents of the county or voting pre- 
cinct, as the case may be. This kind of evidence is admissible for what it 
is worth, but it is manifest that its value must depend upon circum- 
stances. If the district or territory within which the voter must reside is 
large or very populous and the witness has not an intimate or extensive 
acquaintance with the inhabitants, the evidence will be of little value, and 
standing alone will avail nothing. 

But, on the other hand, if such district or territory is not large or popu- 
lous, and if the witness shows that his acquaintance with the inhabitants is 
such that he could scarcely fail to know any person who may have resided 
therein long enough to become a voter, his evidence may be quite satisfac- 








8090 


tory, especially if it further appcars that soon after the election the alleged 
nonresident voter could not be found in the ct, within the limits of 
which all voters mustreside. Proof of this character must at least be re- 
garded sufficient to shift the burden upon the party claiming that the vote 
of such alleged nonresident be counted and require him to show affirma- 
tively that he is a bona fide resident. 


Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentieman yield foraquestion, for 
information’? 

Mr. JONES. Certainly. 

Mr.BOATNER. As [ understand, this objection on the part 
of the contestee is raised to testimony of this character, going to 
show that people had voted who had been improperly or fraud- 
ulently registered. 

Mr.JONES. Yes. 

Mr. BOATNER. How many votes were thrown out, if any, 
by the committee, upon that ground? 

Mr.JONES. I will say to the gentleman that it is almost im- 
possible for me to answer that question, owing to the character 
of the testimony. The committee were well satisfied that there 
were a large number of falseregistrations, and that a,great many 
illegal votes were cast by repeaters and others not entitled to 
vote. How many, no mortal man will ever be able accurately 
tosay. There is absolute proof as to 68 illegal votes,and the 
strongest circumstantial evidence as to many more. 

If the rule of evidence laid down by McCrary is to be followed, 
then there were atdeast 128 fraudulent votes cast for the con- 
testee in Wyandotte County. If we count only the 68, the 81 
plurality returned for the contestee is well-nigh wiped out by 
these clearly-proven fraudulent votes. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the contestant did not relax his efforts to 
find these people whose names appeared upon the registration 
books, and who the poll books showed had actually been voted, 
when the pollers reported that they could not find one of them. 
He had subpoenas issued for every one of the various voters 
whose legality orexistence was questioned. He used the means 
the law placed at his disposal in order to bring them before an 
ofiicer and have their testimony taken. 

in every single instance the. officer returned that no such per- 
son could be found. Every one of them, if they ever had any 
existence, bad misteriously di The contestee did not 
attempt to produce them. No reasonable man can escape the 
conclusion that he.could not have done so. 

When the Democratic rs learned of the false registra- 
tionof which I havespoken they concluded to place gene 
at the various poling places to frustrate, if possible, fraud t 
voting. At the Third precinct in Kansas City they placed a 
man named J. J. Rooney, and furnished him with a list of over 
300 people who were found not to have been properly registered 
er to have had no existence whatever. 

Mr. BOATNER. Did the election list show they voted? 

Mr. JONES. Yes, sir; the election list showed that many of 
them voted, as we contend. I shall attempt to show by the 
strongest circumstantial evidence that they not only voted, but 
that they voted the Republican ticket, or that repeaters voted 
that ticket in theirnmames. At the polling place in this third 
precinct Rooney was stationed with the list which I have de- 
seribed, and when the s cted «men came up to vote he chal- 
lenged their votes. The of Kansas requires that when a 
voter's right to vote is challenged the judge of election shall 
place on his ballot the number corresponding with his name on 
the poll book, and that the word ‘‘sworn” shall be written after 
his name on the book. 

When this law is not.complied with there is no means of dis- 
covering for whom achallenged voter has cast his ballot. Every 
time that the judges observed that plain requirement of the 
law and the ballot was afterwards identified, it was found to be 
a Republican ticket. Ina great many instances the judges of 
election, the Republican judges of election, for let me remark 
right here that the election machinery in this county was all in 





the hand of the Republican party—— 
Mr. DANIELS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
one question? 


Mr. JONES. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIELS. Does not the sworn testimony show that Mr. 
Craddock was.e, Democrat in the third district? 

Mr. JONES. Yes,sir. Mr. Craddock, one of the judges at 
the third precinct, stated that he was a Democrat. I am speak- 
ing generally. There may have been one or more exceptions. 

8 was possibly the result of a resignation ora removal. But 
almost without exception the naturalization, istration, and 
election machinery was in the hands of the friends of Mr. Fun- 
Atany rate the judge who reeeived the ballots at the third 

inct, and to whom the challenges ware made, was a Repub- 
can; andin mostinstances he refused to recognize the challenge, 
mang ‘the challenger, ‘‘I know that man; he is all right,” 
and put the ballot in the box. It.isin evidence that when 
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he thus disregarded challenges he did not in some cases |; 
the man’s name, and could not read it when it was shown }); 
The voters were Poles and Hungarians, who were wor; 
forthe Armour Packing Company, men who could not read 
word of the English language, who could not speak a word o: 
the English language, and who could not understand » wo, 
of it when it was spoken. Yet this Republican judge, i; 
face of these facts, and over the protest of Democrati 
lengers, simplysaid to them, ‘‘I know that man; he is al! 
and put the ballotin the box. The law was not observed 
was therefore impossible for the Democrats to prove ot] 
by the strongest circumstantial evidence for whom the 
voted. Does any gentleman on this floor doubt for whom 
voted? They were broughtin herds to the polls by Repu! 
bosses, and Republican officers refused to provide the o 
the legal means of identifying their ballots. 
Mr. IKIRT. How many of such men were there? 
Mr. JONES. Thechallenger states thatin this precin 
were at least 40 or 50, and two judges of election corrobo: 
statements throughout. 
Now, I want to 'mention right here, for fear I may fo. 
because this third precinct plays a most important part i 
contest, that when the polls were opened a man named Mark 
Cromwell, a Republican in the employ of the Republican com 
mittee, came to the precinct, and in face of the law which 0. 
vides that three and only three judges of election shall hold «: 
election, forced himself upon the election board and sat as 
of the judges throughout that day. 
lt is in evidence, and that evidence is uncontradicted 
Cromwell is a sleight-of-hand performer and an all-round | 
gler. Healso passes under different names. This Republic 
juggler not only received ballots, but when those ballot 
counted .on the next morning he took them out of the box an 
called off the names to the man who kept the tally. Mo 
than this, it is in evidence that at this precinct one of the l- 
publican clerks became so intoxicated that he had to be remove 
and another man put in his place who was not swornand wasn 
in any way authorized to act. % 
Gentlemen will see how important these matters are when | x 
come to speak of another feature of this case. When the depo 
sitions in this case were being taken,’some time in February, 
1893, the clerk of the county court of Wyandotte County, a Re- 
publican, who by law is the custedian of the ballois, was plac 
upon the witness stand. He was asked to produce the ballot 
that were voted at thisthird precinct. He said he did not ! pe 
them with him, but that he would produce them. Afterwards ie 
he came before the notary who was taking the depositions 1 ci 
said that he was unable to find those particular ballots. 
Subsequently he testified to this remarkable story: H FE 
that:on that morning, before he had eaten his breakfast, a | 
ublican neighbor named Carpenter came to his house and ( 
ivered to him a package, which was addressed to him in 
scrawling or disguised hand, sayiag he had found it on tha! 
morning on his gate-post. The package was torn open on | 
side, and ballots were protruding therefrom. The clerk s § 
that in his opinion those were the missing ballots. Ed 
One of the judges of election at this precinct testified that he 3 
saw at least thirty or forty scratched tickets in the box whe: & 
the tickets were being counted by the Republican sleigh'-0.- 
hand performer, as I have described, and another testified ‘) 


in his opinion there were not less than forty or fifty. 2 

Now, when this package of mutilated ballots, which was 10 bi 
found it would seem until three months after the election, ané ca 
then found on top of a man’s gate in the town where the clerk i 


resided—when this package was found, its was discovere! (10: 
there were only five or six scratched ballots in it. 

Mr. McCALL., Let me ask the gentleman whether ‘0: 
ballots that were found did not exactly agree with the coun! 
mace by the election judges at the time of the election? 

Mr. JONES. That is true enough, but the gentleman wus 
remember that a Republican juggler and sleight-of-hand pc™ 
former, who foreed himself upon the election board and the! 
acted asa judge, had the best of opportunities to manipula 
those ballots. He read off many of the ballots, and how eas 
it was forsuch a man toread straight tickets for scratched ones 
When a recount was asked for months afterward, it became 
very necessary to putstraight tickets in the place of the scratcic¢ 
ones. Mr.Mark:Cromwell was no longer to be permitted to ¢° 
o calling off. Hence we are introduced to these gate-)05 
ballots. 

Mr. BOATNER. Where had the ballots been in the meu 


Mr. JONES. They were delivered by Mr.Craddock, the Vem 
ocratic judge, to the clerk of the county, who was by law tb 
proper custodian of them. The clerk says that he does no! ' 
member their delivery, though he does not deny that they we’? 


ae 
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delivered, and he does admit that if the poll books had been de- 
livered without the ballots he thinks he would have noticed 
the omission. He merely says he is utterly unable to account 
for the disappearance of the ballots, if they were ever in his 
office. We can only conjecture how they got out of the office. 

Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman says, however, that the bal- 
lots were not found in the custody of the clerk, where they be- 
longed? } ; 

Mr. JONES. Yes; thatis whatI said. I fear the gentleman 
from Louisiana did not hear my statement. The clerk of the 
court was put upon the stand in February, 1893, and asked 
where those ballots were. He said at first they were in his 
custody in the clerk’s ‘office and that he would produce them 
the next day. When the next day came he was unable to pro- 
duce them, but afterwards he came before the notary public 
taking the depositions and stated that to his great surprise a 
neighbor of his, a Republican, had brought the ballots to him 
in a mutilated condition, with one side of the package contain- 
ing them torn open. This neighbor said, it seems, that he 
found them early that morning on the top of his gate. It was 
found upon investigation that there was one ballot in the pack- 
age with Mr. Moore’s name stricken off and Mr. Funston’s put 
on. There were three ballots with Mr. Funston’s name stricken 
off and Mr. Moore’s inserted. There were one or two where 
both were scratched and no name inserted. With these excep- 
tions, the gate-post ballots were all straight. They were made 
straight to fit the count. At this precinct Mr. Moore received 
335 and Mr. Funston 310 votes, according to the count. 

The gentleman who was running on the Republican ticket for 
Congressman-at-Large received, | think, 314 votes and the Re- 
publican Presidential electors 312 votes; so that Mr. Funston 
fell only from 2 to 4 v6tes below the vote given his party. 

And just upon that point,since my friend from Massachusetts 
[Mr. McCALL] has interrupted me, I wish to read just here a 
line or twofrom a report which he himself made and which would 


seem to have some bearing on the point which he desires to 
make. His report bears out my contention that Funston ran 
far behind bis party associates and that the few scratched bal- 
lots found in the gate-post package do not begin to represent 
the full extent of the scratching done at the third precinct. 
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Mr. Funston was not popular and no special work was being | 


done for him individually at the third precinct. On the con- 
trary, Moore was admittedlyrunning ahead of his ticket. The 
judges who testified as to the large number of scratched ballots 
could not have been so greatly mistaken. But, as I have said, 
the views of the minority strengthen my position. 


My friend says in this minority report: 


The energies of the Republican party were expended chiefly in the elec- 
tion ofsenator. There were the regular organization, with its committee, 
and the anti-Buchan organization. The two branches of the Republican 
party were engaged in fighting and watching each other. The evidence 
showsthatone wing of the party was codperating with the Democratic party. 
Two of the principal witnesses of the contestant, Geddy and Keplinger, were 
members of the anti-Buchan club. The polls were watched by representa- 
tives of all yerts and factions, and, in addition, Federal supervisors were 
appointed. r. Punston’s cause sunk into insignificance on account of the 
great division in his party in regard to the election of the State senator, and 
there was a good deal of indifference as to his fate, while his Democratic 
antagonist was left to pursue his plans unchecked. 

The minority admit that there was the greatest indifference 
manifested at this precinct inregard to the fate of Mr. Funston; 
and yet the ballots, the gate-post ballots as they h 
scribed, would show that Mr. Funston ran within two votes of 
the Republican electors. They are entitled to absolutely no 
weight. The evidence clear that when the ballots were 
counted the contestant was grievously cheated by somebody. 

_Now, I want to read to the House a bit of interesting Repub- 
lican testimony showing the way the Polesand Hungarians, who 
were voted for Funston, were registered. Whilst there isapro- 
vision in the constitution of Kansas which excludesfrom voting 
every ex-Confederate soldier, the law is so liberal toward for- 
eigners—Poles and Hungarians—that one of that class has only 
to reside in the State six months, in the precinct thirty days, 
and to have declared his intention of becoming a citizen to be 
entitled to exercise the right of suffrage. 

Mr. Getty, an intelligent Republican, of whom I have before 
spoken, thus graphically describes the manner in which igno- 
rant foreigners were transformed into American citizens and 
made good Republican voters. Here is his very language: 


e. my Own personal knowledge I knowthis: That there were a very large 
— of persons taken to the office of the clerk of the district court and 
a Geto given their first papers, which entitled them to vote at that elec- 

n; Improperly in this, that men were taken there who were unable to 
taint read, or understand the English language, who the bookscon- 
Statens the oath without knowing the contents of it, without making any 
om ae of the time that they had lived in the State or county, and with- 
by thanns any interpreter present to interpret to them questions to them 
te deputy clerk of court, or tointerpret the oath or statements to them; 
eerie they had signed the book containing the oath or declaration, that 
missioner 


9 
as 


is 


then led from that office to the office of the register of the com- 
of elections by subforemen, foremen, or employés of the Armour 


ve been de- | 


} 
| 
| 


| gentleman has read it from the record. 
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Packing Company, and presumably registered and given certificates of 1 
istration. 

I say presumably because I saw numbers of those men taken tothat latter 
office by these foremen and saw them come out of that office, in many in 
stances, With paper in their hands that I know from the shape and color of 
the paper were registry certificates. 

[ know in one particular instance of three men being brought into the of 
fice of the clerk of the district court who were unable to speak a single 
word, or understand a single word, or read a single word of the English 
language. They were led by a foreman or employé of the Armour Pack 
ing Company; that there was no one present at th time who could even 
make them, by the use of language, understand that they yuld hold up 
their right hand, or sign the book or the affidavit; th » fact they 
should hold up theirright hand was communicated to th by asign fron 
the foreman who brought them in there; that the f that tl 
the affidavit was communicated to them by the foreman takin ) 1, diy 
ping it in the ink, putting it in their hand, taking hold of the hand cor 
taining the pen, drawing it over to the book, indicating a blank line, and: 
tioning for the person to write there; that to those three men the content 
of the oath and declaration was not interpreted, but was simply read of 
in English, and Lremarked at that time to the clerk that those men didn 
know what they were doing; that is, the deputy clerk, who was present, an 
he answered that he knew they didn’t, and that there was a very large nun 
ber coming in there daily and getting their first papers who were in th: 
same condition. I think I can give the names of the three individuals [1 
fer to 

The clerk of the United States district court was also exam- 
ined as to the manner in which these foreigners made their decla 
rations to become citizens. He was asked: 

Q. And you issued these papers to anyone 
everyone? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You made no explanation to them as to what these 
no one else did, to your knowledge, did you? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. As to whether these people « 
did not know? 

A. No, sir, 

Q. I suppose a large portion of these people to whom first papers were i 
sued put in their appearance to obtain their papers only a short time befo 
the election, did they not? . 

A. Yes, sir. (Record, pages 1096, 1097.) 


That is the testimony of the clerk of the United States di 
trict court. Of course he was a Republican. 
Mr. DANIELS. I wish to ask the gentleman whether Mr. 


Towner, the clerk of the district court, did not, in speaking of 
a large number of those persons, give this evidence: 

Q. Was this Au 
ber, 1892? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What nationality is he and what tongue does he speak 

A. Swede; speaks the Swedish language. : 

Q. How long has he been there as deputy clerk 

A. I think he came in September,1892. I may be mi 
come a little later. ; 

Q. I will ask you if you have any knowledge with reference to pers 
plying for and taking out their naturalization papers under the 
seal of your court? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. State how this was done. 


t 


that 






LC sigt 
sigi 


Mu 


who applied 


ould read or understand the language, you 


wil 


gust Anderson in your office during the month 


Oo 


staken; hen tha 


Ligh 


nS ap 
hand an 


I mean by tha 


t, state when these pet 


applied for naturalization papers what was said or done by y 
deputy? : 

A. Made out their papers. 

Q. In cases where they were fox ners and spoke a tongue or langu 
which you are not familiar with, whether or not a person who could spe: 
their tongue accompanied them to the office of the clerk of the district con 
as their interpreter 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I willask you if one of their countrymen, or a person who s] 


language, did not accompany them 
paper 
4. Yes 


to your office when the; 


re » sae. 

I ask the gentleman whether that evidence was not 

he clerk of the district court? 

Mr. JONES. Of course that testimony is in the record; th 
Lt was hardly necessa1 


+) 


} 
| 


for my friend to ask me if what he has just read is not i: 
record, and to take up my time in reading it. That testimon 
isin the record. I have not attempted to read all the witn 
said. He was a most unwilling witness for the contestant. 4 
made the best showing he could for himself and his party. He 
prostituted his office to assist his party, and yet his admissio 
as I have read them, prove that the foreigners who took out 
their first papers in his office were in absolute ignorance as to 
what they were being required todo. The passage read by 
establishes this. 

If I were to occupy the entire time from now until the clo 
this session I could not read all the testimony in this immense 
record. If my friend from New York wants to get any particu 
lar testimony before the House I hope he will use his own time 
for that purpose. 

Mr. Speaker, I must necessarily go over this case very hu 
riedly. I will now refer brielly to one other precinct in Kansa 
City, and thenI willleave Wyandotte County. But before doing 
80, eae make thisobservation inregard to the vote of the Third 

recinct. Itseemsthat the majority which was given Mr. Moore 

that precinct was 25. He was given 335 votes; his opponent, 
the contestee, 310 votes, leaving Mr. Moore a inajority of 2. — 

The usual Democratic majority in this third precinct ina Presi- 
dential year is about 100. Mr. Moore ran ahead of his ticket, 
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and Mr. Funston behind his, and it is admitted that little inter- 
est was taken in Funston’s election. But however that may be, 
the Republicans were generous enough to let Moore have 25 
majority. I think I have shown that the frauds practiced in 
this precinct were sufficient to justify the rejection of the whole 
poll. But to reject the poll would be to take from Moore the 
small majority that has been graciously conceded him. 

It is clearly not a case where justice would be subserved by 
the rejection of the entire precinct. If the contestant will 
suffer greater injury by rejecting the poll than by letting the 
fraud stand, the only just and legal thing to do is to correct the 
on by adding the votes out of which the contestant has clearly 

en defrauded. To do that is to elect him without considering 
7 other question in the case. 

ut, Mr. Speaker, I was about to say something in regard to 
the manner in which the election was conducted in the fifth 
precinct. At that —— there was all manner of cheating 
and intimidation indulged in by the Republican managers of the 
election. They stationed a negro policeman in front of the vot- 
ing place, a man named Pres Youn er, who refused to permit 
men to hold scratched tickets or give them to voters, stating 
that such tickets were illegal and that he, as an officer of the 
law, would not permit them to be used by colored voters. 

This is established by the testimony of Taylor, the recorder 
of deeds for this District, who is a resident of Kansas City, and 
by that of others. Colored men holding tickets with Funston’s 
name scratched therefrom were not permitted to vote them. 

Mr. LACEY. How many Democrats were intimidated by 
that action? 

Mr.JONES. One hundred voters, colored people mostly, itis 
estimated, were thus prevented from voting. Thecolored people 
as a rule were notin favor of the election of Mr. Funston, as 
the witness Taylor and others say. But I will say for the ben- 
efit of my friend from Iowa, and others on his side of the House, 
that if he will read the testimony produced before this House 
in the Fifty-first Congress, of which Congress I believe he was 
a member, in the case »f McDuffie against Turpin, and that of 
Venable against Lang: ton, he will be reminded, if he has for- 
gotten the fact so soon, ‘hat his party threw out hundreds and 
thousands of votes in thos» cases, thus giving seats to Repub- 
lican contestants upon far 1»ss evidence of intimidation than is 
shown to have existed in this case, and he probably voted to 
unseat the Democrats on those occasions. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to refer very briefly to a few other 
facts in connection with this case. There are others who desire 
to speak on this sie; and I will content myself witha very brief 
reference to the dispute over the vote of Allen County. 

The law of the State of Kansas requires that the commission- 
ers of election shall sign the election returns. In the county of 
Allen, Mr. Fuaston’s own county, where he is given on the face 
of the returns 93 majority, not asingle oneof the commissioners 
of election signed the returns. 

It is true the clerk of the board signed the name of the presi- 
dent of the board, which he says was by his direction and per- 
mission; but the other two commissioners of election were not 
even asked to sign the returns, and one of them testifies in the 
record and gives his reason for it, that he would not have 
signed the returns even if he had been requested todo so. The 
law bearing upon this point is so plain that it is hardly neces- 
sary to refer to it. 

Ail the text-writers upon this question declare that where the 
returns are not signed by at least a majority of those who are 
required to sign them, in the absence of an express statutory 
provision providing that they need not do so, they can not be 
received, and the Committee on Elections in their report have 

uoted from the decisions of the supreme courts of various States 

rom Maine to Florida to sustain that proposition. 

So, Mr. Speaker, upon this point there can be no doubt, and 
even if every question of fraud, of false registration, and of faise 
naturalization, be eliminated from this case, Mr. Moore 1s en- 
titled to and mustreceive the seat which he claims. Mr. Funs- 
ton is given 93 majority in Allen County, and if the vote of that 
county is rejected for the want of proper authentication, Mr. 
Moore is elected. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I will en Mr. Moore claims, 
and his attorneys have figured out, that his majority is over 
1,300. The Committee on Elections is unable to find the testi- 
mony to support so large a claim, but for the reasons which I 
have so imperfectly and briefly given the House, we have felt 
justified in reporting that the contestant should be given the 
seat now held by the contestee. The frauds practiced by the 
Republican party in Kansas City were of the most flagrant and 
shameless character, and Mr. Funston was the beneficiary of 
these frauds. 

My friend from Massachusetts [Mr. MCCALL] has devoted 
three pages of his report to the discussion of the testimony of 
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five ene who, he says, are gamblers, and besides, resident. 
of Missouri. He evidently proceeds upon the theory that the 


majority of the Committee on Elections rely somewhat upon that 
testimony. Such is not the case. The majority do not even 
refer to it, and they certainly based none of their conclusions 
upon it. : 

Mr. McCALL. With reference to the testimony of those | 
gamblers produced by the contestant, I should like to as}; ¢) 
gentleman if that testimony tends to prove the claim of the « 
testant that the gambling element was working in the inte, 
of the contestee? That is the relevancy of that. 

Mr. JONES. If{that is the only relevancy it hasI will simply 
say in all kindness that I think my friend made a great mistake 
to devote one-third of his report to that sort of testimony 

It may not be very important, but to my mind the evidence 
establishes conclusively that the gambling element in Kansgs 
City was upon the side of the Republican party. Be that as j; 
may, however, the contestant’s claim to a seat in Congress is not 
based upon the testimony of any gambler. For the most part 
it is supported by the testimony of Republicans who became dis. 
gusted with the corrupt practices of their party. 

Mr. BROWN. How much time has the gentleman from Vir. 
ginia [Mr. JONES] occupied? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts 
The gentleman has occupied fifty-five minutes. 

Mr. MCCALL. Mr. Speaker, I should like to offer the resolu. 
tions which I send to the Clerk's desk as a substitute for the 
report of the majority at this time, and I will ask for a separate 
vote upon them when the vote is taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Mas. 
sachusetts wish the resolutions read now? 

Mr. McCALL. Yes. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the resolu- 
tions offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That H. L. Moore was not elected a Representative in the Fifty 
third Congress from the Second Congressional district of Kansas, and is not 
entitled to a seat therein. 

Resolved, That Edward H. Funston was elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-third Congress from the Second Congressional district of Kansas, ani 
is entitled to a seat therein. 


Mr. MCCALL. Mr. Speaker, I agree with my friend from 
Virginia|[Mr. JONES] in one statement he has made, and that is 
that the record in this case is very voluminous. The testimony; 
occupies nearly 1,600 pages. In the vastextent of that record lies 
the contestant’s safety. It is because this record is so vast, con- 
tains so much that is irrelevant,and because it is absolutely im- 
possible during the brief time allowed for this debate for the Hous 
to get the few grains of truth in this great mass of chaff—it is 
because of these facts that an injustice may be done the contestce 
I venture to say that if time were granted to carefully sift this 
testimony there is not a lawyer cn the Democratic side, if h: 
looked at it fairly and dispassionately, who could reach in 
other conclusion than the one reached by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. PAYNTER], a member of the Com- 
mittee on Elections, who was honored a few days ago by a nom- 
ination as judge of the court of appealsof his State. 1 believe 
you would reach the same conclusion hs has reached, and [find 
that Mr. Funston was legally elected to this House and is en 
titled to retain his seat. 

Mr. Speaker, I am sorry that every Democratic member 0! 
this House can not be in his seat and give some attention to the 
character of the testimony produced here by the contestant, anc 
upon which he relies in his attempt to overturn this election 
It is declared here that there was agreat conspiracy to comm! 
frauds on the ballot. Whatis the evidence? At the outsct, he 
produces the testimony of the chairman of the Democratic com- 
mittee and of the bolting Republican committee that it was pro- 
posed by the Republicansto commit greatfrauds. Is that claim 
at all novel in the conduct of an election in this country? | 
unusual for this chairman or that chairman, before an election 
to claim that his antagonist proposes to commit frauds? 

If these claims are to be regarded as evidence, the elect 
that could stand in this country would be rare indeed. [| * 
sume, however, that you do not propose to unseat a member! 
base your verdict upon charges merely. I assume that you"! 
say to the contestant, ‘‘If there is any fraud, you shall have 
fullest latitude to prove it; we will hear your testimony, but we 
ean not regard a charge without proof.” The majority 0! ' 
committee at the outset of their report, very prudently cal: at 
tention to the difficulty of proving such charges. That, sure'y, 
is a wise precaution, in view of the character of the testimony. 
Let us consider the contestant’s case on this point. a 

He claims, at the outset, that there were 1 ,991 fraudulent 
registrations in Kansas City. This claim shrinks somewhat 
when he comes to produce the proof, and he says in his brie! 
that there were 400 names illegally registered upon which votes 
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were cast, and then he descends another notch in his claim, and 
declares that of these 400 he has ‘‘ hunted down” 128. . 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it may be a very disagreeable, a very dis- 
reputable thing to ‘‘ hunt down” men, but that is exactly what 
the law requires, and I assume that is exactly what this House 
will require. You will say to the contestant, that no matter 
how much he may claim, you can deduct from the contestee’s 
yote only such votes as he shall condescend to “ hunt down.” 
Let me again call attention to the manner in which this testi- 
mony is introduced. 

Complainant's claim in the lastanalysis is that 128 names were 
fraudulently registered and voted upon in the last election in 
Kansas City. ‘This is something of a shrinking from its origi- 
nal magnificent proportions, but let us look at the character of 
the testimony as against these 128 names. What is it? My 
friend from Virginia [Mr. JONES] has quoted from McCrary on 


Elections the most extreme rule of evidence he has been able to | 


find, and attempts to make it cover the contestant’s testimony on 
this branch of the case. Extreme, however, as this rule is, it 
does not cover a particle of the testimony that is presented by 
the contestant on this point. 

What is the gentleman’s rule of evidence? Itis that youmay 
produce a witness living in a precinct or a locality to testify that 


certain voters alleged to live in that particular precinct or lo- | 
cality did not live there, according to the witness’ knowledge. | ¢ 
interest to steal them, and not by the contestee, who had the 


If it is a small community, or a small precinct, and the witness 
has lived there for a great length of time, and has had an op- 
portunity for knowing the facts, his testimony is entitled to 
weight. If itis alarge city, and he has resided there for only 
abrief time, his testimony is entitled to no weight. 


worth. It is negative testimony, but it is not hearsay. 

The testimony, however, produced by the contestant does not 
come within this rule. He could have had the residents of the 
precinct in question testify as to whether or not they knew of 
eertain persons living in the precinct. They could have been 
cross-examined and the committee could have decided whether 
this negative testimony was entitled to any consideration. 
what in fact has he done? He sent out a man to make inquiries 
in the precinct of the persons he should have called as witnesses, 


and has him testify as to what these persons said. He kindly | 


saves the committee the trouble of going to the sources of the 
evidence and he produces only hearsay. 

The contestant’s witness, Rooney, can testify as to what he 
knows or does not know as to the existence of given persons, 
but he can not testify as to what third persons told him of the 


existence of the persons in question. If the third person’s tes- 


I agree that | 
such testimony is relevant and may be considered for what itis | 


But | 





timony is material he should be called and put under oath and | 


cross-examined, but it is contrary to all rules of evidence to pro- 
ceed as the contestant has proceeded in the cases of these 128 
men, whom he claims he has ‘“‘hunted down.” The testimony 
which he produces has not only the disadvantage of being neg- 
ative, but itis also purely hearsay. [assume you will not ac- 
cord to this testimony any weight whatever. 

But badly as the case upon this point is made out, itis met by 
the contestee. In a great many cases he 


roduces evidence of a | character—mandatory upon the officers, but simpl 


bor who brought them to the county clerk and the clerk produced 
them before the notary. 

I say there are one or two very significant things here. In 
the first place it would be extraordinary that the judges of elec- 
tions shouid be able to tell four months after the election how 
many Republican ballots had Funston’s name erased and Moore's 
written in except from their count made at the time of election. 
That count showed that Funston only ran four votes behind his 
ticket. It is improbable, to say the least, that they should have 
made such acountif the ballots as they had just passed under their 
eyes showed that Funston’s name had been scratched upon forty 
tickets. In the second place the ballots as finally found and 
counted correspoaded exactly with the count made by the con- 
testant’s witnesses on the night after the election, and at this 
precinct certainly there was a Democratic judge of election. In 
the next place consider the question who had any interest to 
steal those ballots. 

The contestee had no reason to suppose there would be any re- 
count. There was no recount in other portions of the district. 
His case rested upon the original count. These ballots,asI have 
said, were first called for by the contestant and were produced 
mysteriously at the proper moment to make a foundation for the 
cry of fraud, and they were brought in and an attempt made to 
fasten the fraud uponthecontestee. If they were stolen by any- 
one they were stslen, in my judgment, by the man who had an 


votes as they were counted, and who relied upon the count of 
the election officers made on the night following the election. 
To him what was subsequently done with the ballots wasentirely 
immaterial. 

Time will not permit me to go into the details of the testi- 
mony, but there is one particular instance which the gentieman 
from Virginia has mentioned that I think should be discussed, 
that is as to the certificate in Allen County. The precinct offi- 
cers made their return to the county commissioners. It is the 


| office of the county commissioners, as a canvassing board for the 


county, to canvass the returns and an abstract of their determi- 
nation is to be returned to the State canvassers. The county 
commissioners of thatcounty, in accordance with a custom which 
had prevailed there for years, signed the certificate simply with 
the name of the chairman. 

The chairman directed theclerk to sign the name of the chair- 
man to the certificate, and it was done, as had been donein that 
county from time immemorial. The Democratic county com- 
missioner was present. He testified that theywent through the 
votes, and that the voteswere footed up. There is no evidence 
that he made any objection whatever, and headmitted that dur- 
ing the three years that he had been a county commissioner 
he had never signed a return. So the whole business was evi- 
dently done in good faith. 

3ut let us admit for a moment that there was a technical fail- 
ure to comply with the requirements of thestatute. Wasitsuch 
a@ failure as should disfranchise that whole county, throw out 
the votes of all those people, and practically set aside an elec- 
tion, or was the provision of the statute purely directory in its 
directory 


positive character, and witnesses testify that they actually knew | when the question should arise of practically depriving the peo- 
the voter in question, and that he lived in the precinct, and in | ple of that county of the right of suffrage? 


many other instances the record shows that the voter in ques- 
tion did not vote at all. If you bad time to investigate the evi- 
dence of the contestant you would find that of the 128 men he 
claims were fraudulently registered, there is no legal proof as 
to a single individual that he was fraudulently registered; that 


as to a great many of them there is evidence that they did not | 


vote at all, and that there is practically no evidence that those 
who did vote voted for Mr. Funston. 

With these somewhat general observations on this portion of 
the contestant’s case, I will call attention to the third precinct 
of Kansas City, about which the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
JONES] has argued at such length. It is claimed that in this 
precinct, after the ballots were counted at the time of the elec- 
tion, they were properly returned to the county clerk, who is 
made by law the custodian of the ballots, and that they were 
afterwards stolen and that certain Republican ballots, which 

the contestee’s name erased and that of the contestant in- 
=” were removed and straight Republican ballots substi- 

The county clerk was calied by the contestant. He testified on 

© 2d day of March, some four months after election, and it is 
very significant that the person who first asked for the ballots in 

at particular precinct was the counsel for the contestant. 
cae for these ballots and the county clerk said he had them. 
© Supposed he did have them, but upon investigation he found 
that ey were not in his office, and then, very mysteriously on 
the next morning, they were found upon the gate-post of aneigh- 


| 


He | 


The gentleman from Virginia has correctly stated the statute 
of Kansas with reference to the certificate, but there is a pro- 
vision in the laws of Kansas to which he did not call attention, 
and which, in my judgment, conclusively disposes of the claim 
that the failure of the commissioners to sign the return was 
fatal. The people of Kansas, with a spirit worthy of their early 
history, when the great contest for freedom was fought tpon 
their soil, declared in section 2588 of their election laws that— 

Whenever it shall satisfactorily appear that any person has received the 
highest number of votes for any office, such person shall receive the certifi- 
cate of election, notwithstanding the provisions of law may not have been 
fully complied with in noticing and conducting the election, so that the real 
will of the people may not be defeated by an informality of any officer 

That provision stands in the laws of the State of Kansas to- 
day, and it is to the effect that if any election officer, or any man 
having a duty to perform in connection with an election, shall 
commit any informality in connection therewith, it shall not be 
lawful toset aside the will of the people onthataccount. There- 
fore Icontend, Mr. Speaker, that even if the point which the gen- 
tleman from Virginia makes isa good one—though I claim thatit 
is notsustained by authorities—the provision of the laws of Kan- 
sas which I have cited would overcome that point, would set 
aside the informality, and let the will of the people stand. _ 
| There is another point which the gentleman from Virginia 
| did not allude to in relation to the county canvassing board. 
| The duties of that board are purely ministerial. They have no 

right to do anything except to add up the votes and sign their 
|mames. There is a State cenvassing board, composed of the 
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principal officers of the State, who are to take the separate re- 
turns and make up the grand return for the whole State. 

The State canvassers have passed on this question, and they 
have found that Mr. Funston was entitled to the vote of that 
county as originally certified. And even going beyond that, if 
there were no returns at all, it would be entirely proper to go 
back of all returns and ascertain what the votes actually cast 
were, to the intent that the will of the people should not be set 
aside. 

Mr. Speaker, unfortunately the time which I can occupy in 
this debate is very limited; but before closing I wish to submit 
one or two observations of a general character. 

I believe that if you will read this testimony you wili find that 
it is made up of extravagant claims and hearsay statements that 
should never receive the sanction and approval of this House 
for the purpose of setting aside an election. A grave injustice 
would not only be done in the present case, but a vicious prece- 
dent would be established for the future. 

What is to be gained by turning this member from his seat? 
Will it help the contestant in his next canvass to go back to the 
— of that Commonwealth who, from the time when they were 

rst organized to the present day, have never been denied rep- 
resentation in Congress, have never had arepresentative of theirs 
turned away from the doors of this Chamber—is it going to help 
him in his contest to go back to the people of Kansas exhibiting 
to them the plunder of this seat? Farfromit, for this isa crime 
which, if perpetrated, those people will most quickly resent. 

Is it necessary for the ow party in this House to forcibly 
and oe take away this seat and add another member to 
their number? You already have too large a majority. It is 
almost impossible now for you togetaquorum. To take away 
this member from our side is simply to add one to a majority 
already uselessly large. And I think I can say to my friend 
from Virginia that if this House should experience the same 
difficulty that the majority of the committee experienced in 
reaching an adverse conclusion to the contestee, it would con- 
sume a many days before a quorum would be willing to 
sustain this claim. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. PAYNTER], 
a member of the committee, who has been absent and has just 
returned, made a report this morning, which was put in at the 
Clerk’s desk, and has not yet been printed. I ask that it be 
read as a part of my remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

VIEWS OF T. H. PAYNTER. 

I can not agree with the majority of the committee in its conclusion that 
H. L. Moore was, and Edward H. Funston was not, duly elected a Repre- 
sentative in the “third from the Second district of Kansas. 

I believe Edward H. Funston should retain his seat, but have not had the 
time to write my views giving the reason which lead me to the conclusion. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, there is one thing I had over- 
looked, and that is the statement of the gentleman from Vir- 

inia with regard to the claim that a colored policeman, one 

res Younger, intimidated 100 voters of a certain precinct. 
The contestant introduced evidence which tended to show that 
there were 100 men there, Republicans, who would have voted 
for the contestant if it had not been for this colored policeman 
telling them they should not peddle seratched tickets. In that 
precinct Mr. Funston got 2 out of every 3 votes; he received a 
plurality of 200 votes. 

Mr. Harrison, the Republican candidate for President, re- 
ceived 215 plurality. at precinct was Republican by 2 to 
1. Is it not apparent that the contestant is making alto- 
gether too a claim when he asserts that a precinct which 
was Republican by 2 to 1 would have gone for the Democratic 
candidate if it had not been for the terribly wicked intimi- 
dation practiced by a colored policeman? is colored po- 
liceman is shamefully overworked. This contention is a good 
deal in keeping with the charges made against Mr. Cromwell. 
It is al that he was a general sleight-of-hand performer. 
This is ly an epithet applied to him by one of the contest- 
ant's witnesses. 

That same witness said that Mr. Cromwell traveled under an 
alias; but when he was asked togive any alias that he had used 
he could notdoso. The fact is Mr. Cromwell is an editor, 
an — respectable citizen; and to intimate that in some un- 
known and mysterious —_ he jrggied with those votes and de- 
ceived the Democratic judge of elections; that in some way he 
took out 40 or 50 Republican votes claimed to have been marked 
for Mr. Moore and put in their places votes for Mr. Funston 
and had the Democratic judge count them, seems absolutely 
preposterous. Anc the contestant’s whole case, with itsextrav- 

t claims, its strained conclusions, and its general absurdity, 

il remind you of a celebrated case reported ina great work of 
fiction where the burden of the argument for the plaintiff was 
Mi aa aa Great heavens, gentlemen!” (Laugh- 

r. 





‘ Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I rem 
ng? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BROOKSHIRE). One hou» 
and thirty minutes. 

Mr. McCALL. I yield one hour to the gentleman from Kap. 
sas {Mr. Funston], the contestee. , 


[Mr. FUNSTON withholds his remarks for revision. 
pendix. ] 

Mr. JONES. I yield twenty minutes to the gentlem 
Missouri [M r. DE ARMOND]. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, as the Second Co 
sional district of Kansas lies immediately west of the di 
have the honor to represent, separated from it by the Sta 
I naturally became more acquainted with the facts and | 
stances of this contest than would have been the caseif the oon 
test had arisen in a distant part of the country. I have, th; 
fore, looked into the case a little, and have reached very decide, 
conclusions as to its merits. Of course I do not expect in a )r 
time to go into the details of the case and re-present to {| 
House what has been so well presented by the gentleman {roy 
Virginia [Mr. JONES], who opened this discussion. 

Upon the reports—the report of the majority and that o! ; 
minority—as well, I think, as upon the record itself, there a 
three leading questions or issuesin this case. There are « lare 
number of questions as to individual votes. In some instances 
individual votes cast for the contestee have been challenged s 
cessfully; in other instances individual votes cast and count 
for him have been challenged, but the claim that they w 
fraudulent or ought not to have been counted has not been mad 
good. The same statement is true as to individual votes cas 
here and there over the district for the contestant. Ina, 
eral —- of speaking, the evidence concerning these individ: 
votes, these isolated votes, in the various counties other than 
a, will not affect the result. 

The question, then, as to who is elected is to be determine 
by three general, leading issues. One is as to a certain part 
the vote in Wyandotte County, challenged by the contestant on 
the ground that those votes were cast by persons disqualified to 
vote, and that upon the whole case it is fair to conclude, and 
the evidence requires the conclusion, that they were cast {( 
the contestee, and that his vote should be reduced by the num. 
ber of these votes. 

The report of the committee and the speech of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. JONES] have made very clear the existence: 
of a huge Republican conspiracy in Kansas City, Kans., from 
which contestant is a sufferer. 

Now, there is in this case, in Wyandotte County especiall; 
not a little testimony which has been denominated in the re- 
port, and in this discussion to some extent, as hearsay and inad- 
missible—testimoney not to be considered. Passing by tha 
without conceding that contestant has not made a good case 
against contestee as to hundreds of other votes—and coming | 
the votes where there is other evidence undoubtedly competent. 
it will be found by anyone who looks carefully into this record 
that about 90 votes in that county were cast for the contestce bj 
persons not authorized to vote—in the names of fictitious per- 
sons—by persons who had not lived long enough in the State 0! 
in the precinct or who did not live at all in the precinct or 
State, who were too young to vote, or who had been convicted 
of infamous crimes, disqualifying them from voting. 

There are enough of these votes to destroy the apparant | 
rality for the contestee and leave contestant with a plurality. 

Contestant also insists that in one of the precincts—the thira 
precinct of Kansas City—from 40 to 50 votes were counted fo 
the contestee when they should have been counted for him. | 

Now, the history of the election in this precinct is chronic:«! 
in the record somewhat at length. It is shown by the test: 
mony of Democrats and Republicans that 40 or 50 Repu> 
lican tickets were scratched—the name of the contestee |‘ 
Funston] scratched off and the name o/ the contestant | 1" 
Moore] written on them, and that these tickets were \vict 
that in some mysterious way the ballots were afterwards pi" 
loined from the proper custody, and when they came back t!c) 
came in an old envelope—opened—after being away apparent.) 
for months—came from sources friendly in a political way 
the contestee; and there evidently had been a substitution 0 
ballots by which the contestee is given 40 to 50 votes mo 
than he is entitled to and the like number taken from the col 
testant. Correcting this, the apparent plurality for the com 
testee would upon this ground alone disappear, and the ©" 
testant would be elected. ; 

Mr. McCALi.. Does not the gentleman understand that 2° 
ballots to which he now refers were counted before they w°'¢ 


stolen,and that upon thecountas then made the contestee re!ics’ 
Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, to discuss that feature © 
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will perhaps lead me to occupy more time than I desire 
pry do 7 = however, to evade it. That discussion 
makes necessary the vonsideration of the make-up of this elec- 
tion board and the influences that were about it. It makes 
necessary & general, and I hope in my case a brief, discussion of 
the whole evidence with relation to this particular precinct. 

It transpires from the evidence and is undisputed—it can not 
be disputed on the record—that one of the persons who acted as 
judge at this precinct was never appointed as a judge; foisted 
himself upon the board, which had the full complement of judges 
without him; was the busy manin handling these ballots and in 
calling them off, and that this man Cromwell was an adept in 
what is called sleight of hand and jugglery. Itisfurtherestab- 
lished that one of the clerks became drunk during the progress 
of the count and that frequently the clerks would be four or five 
yotes apart, and would simply get together without a recountto 
determine who was wrong and who right. 

It further transpired in the testimony that when this clerk 
became so incapacitated, so weary from overwork and over- 
indulgence, that he had to be laid away, aman named Bigger, 
the only witness called by the contestee to meet the fraudulent 
registration testimony—Bigger, by some means or somehow, by 
somebody else or on his own motion, was assigned to take the 
place of the drunken clerk, the unsworn friend of the contestee 
in the count and his Samson witness in this election contest. 
Having taken the place of the clerk, Bigger went on with the 
count in his stead. 

Now, in view of these facts briefly sketched, in view of the 
testimony of the judges—part of them admitted Republicans— 
that there weremore ballots in this precinct scratched than ap- 
peared on the face of the returns or by the count, to be scratched; 
in view of the fact that itis evident from the testimony that 
these ballots were juggled with, and notcounted correctly; that 
the ballots were then stolen and other ballots substituted: that 
a fraudulent count had been made by the Cromwells and Big- 
gers and foisted upon the board for the purpose of gaining an 
unscrupulous partisan advantage—I say, in view of these facts, 
there can be no doubt that the contestee is not entitled to the 
seat that he holds. 

This is a part of the history of this third precinct, and it stands 
practically uncontradicted. More of its history, taken from the 
record, is that this precinct ordinarily gave 100 Democratic ma- 
jority. Moreover, we have embodied in the minority report the 
declaration that the Republican party in this precinct made no 
particular effort in behalf of Mr. Funston, while a very strong 
effort was made for his competitor, the contestant. So, it is 
is perfectly clear from the evidence and from the admitted facts 
in the case that in this third precinct of Kansas City, Kans., 
the contestant was deprived of from 40 to 50 votes which should 
have been honestly counted for him, and that there were counted 
for the contestee 40 or 50 votes which had not been cast for him 
at all, the correction of all which, properly made, would change 
the result of the election as declared and seat contestant, how- 
ever any or all other issues might be determined. 

It has been suggested that the contestant in this case was a 
Populist, and that the Democrats did not vote for him. Thisis 
a peculiar attempt, in a House largely Democratic, and in which 
there are few Populist members, to arouse prejudice in defiance 
and contradiction of thefacts. I believe such appeals againsta 
man fairly elected would not affect the judgment of this House, 
even with a base of fact upon which to rest. But here the fact 
is lacking. Col. Moore was nominated by a Democratic conven- 
tion presided over by Col. Jones, of Kansas, who was the United 
States marshal of the Kansas district under Mr. Cleveland dur- 
ing his first Administration, and the national Democratic com- 
mitteeman for the State. 

The Populists nominated another and not Col. Moore. The 
Populist candidate subsequently withdrew, and I have no doubt 
that the Populist vote was largely cast for the contestant, Moore. 


More recently, within a few weeks, conventions have been held | 


in the same district. The Republicans having, after long delib- 
eration, concluded that a change would be well, nominated an- 
other than the contestee for Representative in Congress. 


The Democratic convention, however, unanimously renomi- | 
nated Col. Moore, and adopted resolutions declaring it to be | 


their firm belief that he was fairly and honestly elected in 1892 
and is entitled to the seat now held by Mr. Funston. The 


Populist convention met and nominated a third man as their | 


candidate. There are, therefore, at this time three tickets in 
jer all over Kansas, with Col. Moore on the Democratic 
icke 


Now, there may be some people too good to be voted for out- 
side their own party. Possibly the contestee from Kansas may 
one—possibly the Kansas Republicans may be of that stripe, 
may be such excellent people, so strait-laced, and so proper in 
everything that they would spurn any vote cast for them if not 
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cast by one of their own party. Ido not know, asa matter of 
fact, whether there are such people. But when Col. Moore, the 
Democratic nominee—the Democratic candiljate—bearing aioft 
the standard of his party, received also the votes of the Po 


lists of that district cast for him, as a very sensible way of testi 
fying to their belief and judgment that he would bea b 
representative than the contestee, there does not appear any 
reason why, when the election honestly went in his favor, Moore 


should be excluded and Funston retained. 

Lam tempted to say something about the carefully planned 
election iniquities in Wyandotte County. There is overwhelm- 
ing testimony sufficient to satisfy any man who 1 it that 
there was a huge Republican election conspiracy in Kansas ‘ 
Kans.; that there was much done incarryingitout; that th 
reason why it did not prove thoroughly and overwhelming]y 
cessful was that extraordinary precautions were taken and e 
traordinary efforts made by the Democrats and by the anti 
Buchan Republicans to prevent the wholesale colonization and 
fraudulent registration and unlawful naturalizing of people to 
vote the Republican ticket. 

The anti-Buchan Republicans, while supporting the | 
lican ticket in general, including the Congressional nominee 
were yet in favor of confining the voting to those who wer 
titled to vote, and of excluding from the privilege of suff) 
the ballot-box stuffer and the repeater. There isin this recor 
evidence, uncontradicted and irrefutable, of some of these gen 
tlemen showing what was done, the extraordinary pains take! 
the house-to-house canvass, the careful inquiry and investi; 
tion, the stationing of challengers at the polls everywhere, thi 
disregard of challengers by Republican judges—all tending ¢ 
shdw that this election, despite all the precautions ta 
still far short of being an entirely fair election. 

It was the common practice of the Republican judge 
regard challenges. A challenge would be made bya challen 
stationed at the polls for the purpose. ‘‘I challenge that 1 
He is not qualified to vote.” 

A Republican judge would say, ‘‘Oh, I know him 
right,” and in would go the vote immediately. 

Now, under the law of Kansas there is no way of identifying 
ballots, except when there is a challenge, and then it becomes 
the imperative duty of the judges to note upon t! 


> 


vO Puyo 


he is al 


1@ poll book, 
opposite the name of the person challenged, the fact that he is 
challenged, and to mark upon the ticket which he votes 1 num- 
ber which identifies it, by being identical with the number op- 
posite the name of the voter. When that is done and A is cha!- 
lenged, if the challenge is made good, you know exactly how A 
voted, and you know from whom the vote so fraudulently « 

is to be subtracted. 

But in most instances these Republican judges convenien 
dismissed the challenges, in violation or disregard of law, 
saying, ‘‘Oh, I know him; he is all right,” and shoving the b 
lot into the box with no possible means of identifying it 

Now, then, contestant had subpoenas issued for thes 
lenged voters. These people charged to have fraudulently vote 
were searched for by an officer armed with subpoonas, charged 
with the process of the court, but they could not be found. Per 
sons sent to make inquiry; people who had lived and done busi 
ness for long years in the neighborhoods from which men \ 
registered, letter-carriers who had traveled upon the rout 
years, did not know them, and nobody could find them. 


Now, in view of these facts, and of the further facts that the 
challenges were made by Democrats and were disregarded by 
tepublicans; that the unknown and undiscoverable w: reg 
istered in blocks of more than five, many times five often, b 
Republican heelers; that they were voted in hordes in charge of 
Republican bosses—these facts, taken together, justify the con- 
clusion of fact, in the absence of anyevidence upon the other sid 
to meet or controvert them; they warrant the conc! ‘ Lé 

law that contestee got the fraudulent voté 

The contestee’s friends were found in company 

fraudulent voters. The contestee’s friends marched them to 

polils.. The contestee’s friends had them registered. T! 

testee’s friends guided their hands when they signed the papers 

necessary to be signed in making out their declarations of inten 

tion to become citizens; papers not one word or syllable of whose 
hese people who could not 


speak the language; who could not understand a sylla 
language, to whom oaths were not explained, whese residen: 
was not inguired about, concerning whom no ingquirie 
made. They were brought to the place for the is 

pers by the Republican bosses having them in char 

Was enough. 


ble of th 
r 


5 


! 

} 

' 

: : ; 

contents they were acquainted with; t : 
| 


Contesiee made not an effort to produce : 2 yt a 
word to say upon the subject. 

| It is said that the testimony in regard to ‘h idulently 

| colonized and fraudulently vo R repeaters in Kansas 











City, Kans., is fully met by evidence introduced by the contestee. 


The showing of the contestee pe that point consists first and 
last of the testimony of one Biggar, whose testimony is nine- 
tenths hearsay, at least one-half of the remaining tenth pure 
fabrication, shown by overwhelming testimony to be so, and 
doubtful, uncertain, and worthless as to theremainder. With 
this one man, the contestee seeks to overthrow the testimony of 
dozens. This is called meeting the case. 

There is one other general head upon which it isclaimed that 
the contestant is entitled to his seat. Lf thedecision upon this 
point be in his favor, then though the other two general claims 
that I have briefly discussed bo decided against him, he still 
must win. Itis that the vote of Allen County was never can- 
vassed and certified by the officers required todo thatwork. In 
that county there is a plurality counted in favor of the contestee 
of 93 votes, his total plurality in the district on the face of the 
returns being 81; so that with Allen County out, and all else re- 
maining unchanged, Moore would go in by a bc meg of 12. 

The majority of the committee find that in Allen County there 
was no canvass by the officers required to make the canvass; 
that there were no papers signed or certified or deposited any- 
where by the officers “en to make the canvass and certify 
to the returns; and thattherefore, not as a matter of choice, not 
as a mere matter of technicality, but as an absolute mandate of 
the law, that which is uncanvassed, that which is uncertified, 
that which is no evidence, that which is nothing, can not and 
must not be considered as full and sufficient. 

Now, I can not go into every detail of testimony in regard to 
this Allen County. Thecounty commissioners, as the canvass- 
ing board, are required to make a canvass and sign the returns. 
No solitary one of them signed the returns. They did not even 
make the canvass. The canvass was made by the county clerk. 
The name of one of them purports to be signed by the county 
clerk, under a general authority given to the county clerk by 
this officer to sign his name generally to such documents as it 
ont to be signed to—a very large, very liberal, and very in- 
definite grant of power. This man is only one of three. 

It has been decided by the Kansas courts, decided by the 
courts everywhere, when the question has been passed upon, 
that where a board consists of a certain specified number, less 
than a majority of that number—there being no specification in 
the law—can not constitute the board. And that must be true. 
It is a matter of reason as well asof law. If acanvassing board 
consists of three) it stands to reason, and is universal law, I be- 
lieve, that unless there be a special provision to the contrary 
less than two of the three can not constitute that board. 

Now, at most and best in this particular case one of these men 
has his name signed by the county clerk. The county clerk is 
required to attest the signatures of the three commissioners. 
He does not attest any signature. It is simply signed ‘‘A, 
ony commissioner, by B, county clerk.” That is all there is 
of it. 

That is no more thanif some one had come to this House with 
a memorandum upon the back of an envelope, andif we, in look- 
ing over this case, had said, ‘‘We do not find any returns from 
one of these counties,” and he had said, ‘‘ That isa fact, but I 
was out there and made a little memorandum which I have here, 
and I am satisfied that this is about right.” 

Therefore, as a matter of absolute legal necessity, the con- 
testee, with full and explicit warning in the notice of contest, 
with full and explicit knowledge of the effect of the change of 
the vote of this county, was either unable or unwilling to sup- 
ply, as could have been doneif the facts were his way, that which 

as not been otherwise — 

There is a great deal about what is in the notice of con- 
test, and what is before the House and what is not before the 
House. If the committee had rigorously enforced the law, not 
a solitary syllable offered by the contestee would now be before 
the House. 

The law is absolute and imperative as to the time within which 
the contestee must file his answer and his countercharge, if he 
claims anything affirmatively. It matters not what you require, 
whether personal service upon the contestant and the contestee, 
or service by leaving copies at the residence of the contestee 
and the contestant. The contestee is out of time, and has no 
plea and no case atall. He did not file his answer until thirty- 
one days after notice of contest was served on him, and thirty 
days is the utmost limit of time allowed him within which to 
serve his answer and countercharge. The committee in great 
charity to him, casting aside the brush in the way of technical- 
ities, determined to decide the case upon its merits. 

Ihaveno doubt, Mr.S er, the committee who have consid- 


of it irrelevant, a great deal contradictory, have boiled it down 
and expressed in their conclusion the ultimate fact that the con- 
testant, H. L. Moore, is entitled to represent the Second district 
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| vided that the statement or return of the commissioners ™'* 
ered this vast volume of evidence, closely printed, a great deal | 





AveéUstT |, 


of Kansas in this House, and that the contestee, Edward H, |)» 
ton, who for seventeen months of the term has been the g;:; ie 


S- 


member here, with all that that implies—all the pay, emo 8 
ments, and privileges—ought now to take his departure ang 
leave the remaining seven months of the two years to the man 
who was elected by the people of that Kansas district, and y ho 
is now asking of this House a judgment in hisfavor on the mop. 


its of his contest. 

Mr. JONES. I would iike to ask the Speaker how my 
time is remaining on each side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginj, 
has about thirty-five minutes, and the gentleman from \\,ss9. 
chusetts has twenty-two minutes. 

Mr. JONES. Is the gentleman from Massachusetts goj: 
use any of his time now? 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield eleven minutes to my 
colleague on the committee [Mr. DANIELS]. : 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I do not expect in the yery 
short time that is allotted here to present anything like an arg. 
ment to the House as to the merits of this case; but I wil 
right here, in reply to the suggestion which has just been nade 
relative to the service and the notice of contest, that the act of 
Congress requires the notice to be served upon the contestee, 
That is the language. It does not provide for serving such no- 
tice according to the local law in that respect whatever. It has 
used its own language, and prescribed its own terms; and that 
is, that the notice shall be served on the contestee. This notice 
was not served within thirty days, and if it had stopped there 
the contestant would certainly not have been in a condition to 
present any case upon the grounds stated in his notice. 

But the contestee, after the expiration of thirty days from th: 
time of notice, after the time the notice was personally served 
upon him, served an answer in this case upon the contestant 
and that, I understand, dispenses entirely with the objection 
that the notice of the contestant was not served in time. It is 
because of that circumstance, and not because the notice was 
served in time, that this issue has been presented by these par 
ties for the consideration of the House. 

Now, in the report of the committee, as I have not time togo 
over the case of the county of Wyandotte, the committee by its 
majority conclude that they could not stand upon thiscontest on 
the face of the count in the county of Wyandotte, and they wind 
up their statement by this clause: 

The conclusion is, that the apparent plurality in Wyandotte County of 17 
votes in favor of contestee is not his real plurality, after excluding illegal 
votes and counting correctly votes erroneously counted for one candidate 
when actually cast for the other; but that the true and legal plur 
contestee in said county over contestant is very small, if in fact anything 

So that the majority concede substantially that the sitting 
member did havea plurality in the county of Wyandotte, say- 
ing nothing about the various objections which have been mad: 
in reference to these 128 persons who, it is alleged, were traced 
out as illegally registered. As to those persons, however, from 
the evidence of Mr. Biggar, a grocer who resided in what is 
called ‘‘The Patch” in the third precinct of the First ward, an 
the evidence of Mr. Garas, who was employed by the contestant 
and the evidence of Mr, Anderson,it appears that these wit 
nesses went down to search for the individuals included in that 
list of 128 alleged illegal voters and that in their investigations 
they found 46 of the number. 

The evidence of the clerk, too, at the time when this sub)ec' 
was brought up before the notary for examination, is that he had 
traced out from the schedule the names given to him for th» 
purpose of identifying persons alleged to have voted illega!l; 
and that there were only 86 instead of 128 that were known © 
have voted at the election; the balance of the 128 not having 
voted at all. ; es 

But, passing that over, I propose to call the attention o! th 
House to the objection that is made to the votes cast in Alen 
County, because it is substantially conceded in this report, « 
well as in the argument, that unless Allen County, where ti 
contestee had a plurality of 93 votes,can be thrown out, the cas 
of the contestant must fail. It is therefore asserted in the re 
port, as well as in the argument here, that because the examin* 
tion which was required by the statute to be made by the coun’) 
commissioners was not signed by a miajority of the commiss 0" 
ers, therefore that vote must be thrown out. , 

Now, it appears by the evidence of three difisrent person. 
two of whom were commissioners and one the county ¢!eck, th 
there was an actual canvass make of the vote of Allen Count) 
and that the plurality, as it has been stated here, was given ‘°°! 
the contestant at 93. Butit is claimed that the statute has pre 
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ce ee 


be signed by them, or at least by a majority of them, and ‘12! 
it is not so signed the vote of the entire county must be rejoc'*° 
Now, I take issue with that statement and with the correc'ne* 


| of the reference that has been made to the laws upon this sv” 





1894. 


ject. It is stated in the report, and repeated by the gentleman 
the law required, as shown by the authorities cited, that sucha 
return, in order to be valid, must be signed by the persons who 
make it, or by a majority of them, and that otherwise it is ille- 
gal and void. a 

I concede the effect and force of those authorities entirely, 
but they have nothing whatever to do with this case. The law 
applicable to this case did not require a return to be made by 


the three commissioners or by a majority of the commissioners | 


who made the canvass of the vote. The votes of the entire 
county were returned to the county clerk. Then the question 
was brought before the county commissioners as to what the vote 
was and for whom it had been given, and the law of Kansas, in- 
stead of requiring that a return should be made by the commis- 
sioners, required only that they should determine and ascertain 
who the persons were who had the largest number of votes. 

The law does not require them to make a’ return in any sense 
whatever, but simply to make a certificate and annex that 
certificate to an abstract of the vote, which is notrequired to be 
signed by the commissioners at all. The statute is in these 
words: 

On the Friday next following the election the county clerk and the com- 
missioners of the county, or a majority of said commissioners, at 10 o’clock 
a. m. of said day, shall meet at the office of the said county clerk, and shal! 
proceed to open the several returns which shall have been made to that 
office, and said commissioners shall determine the persons who have re- 
ceived the greatest number of votes in the county for the several offices— 
and so on, including members of Congress. 

So that all the commissioners were required to do was to de- 
termine who the persons were who had received the greatest 
number of votes. They were not required to enter into any 
statement to be signed by them as to what the number of votes 
was. The number was fixed upon the face of the papers brought 
before them from the different precincts of the county, and 
they were only to look through those papers and determine 
who were elected, and who had the largest number of votes ac- 
cording to the canvass they then made. 

Mr. TERRY. Do the precinct returns go to the secretary 
of state? 

Mr. DANIELS. No, sir; I will come tothat later. 
ute further provides: 

And such determination shall be reduced to writing and signed by said 
commissioners and attested by the clerk, and shall be annexed to the ab- 
stract of votes given for such officers respectively hereinafter provided for 
in section 41 [31] of this act. 

That is all that the commissioners were required to do, simply 
to canvass the vote, and the evidence shows that they did can- 
vass the vote at this election. They stated to the clerk the 
number of votes given in the different precincts, and he testi- 
fies that he “ap down the number correctly and stated the re- 
sult. Then the statute goes on further and provides, for the 
purpose of tracing the number of votes given in the different 
precincts and in the county, taking all the precincts together, 
that the clerk—not the commissioners—shall make an abstract 
of those votes. It does not require this to be done by the com- 
missioners. The language of the statute is: 

Assoon as the commissioners aforesaid shall have determined the per- 
sons who have received the highest number of votes for any office, the 
county clerk shall make out abstracts of the votes in the following manner. 

The fourth abstract mentioned is ‘‘the abstract of votes for 
a Representative in Congress on one sheet.” 

Then it provides further: 


Which abstract being certified and signed by the county clerk, shall be de- 
posited in his office, and certified copies of abstracts numbered 1, 2, 3,4, and 5 
(when said officers have been vo for at said election), under the official 
Seal of said clerk, shall be placed in separate envelopes indorsed and di 
rected to the secretary of state and forwarded immediately to the seat of 

overnment by mail; and the said clerk shall respectfully indorse on the 

k of the envelope in which the said certified copies are inclosed: “Certi- 

fied copy of the abstract of votes cast- for governor, etc., member of the 

lature, etc. (as thecase may be), cast at the regular election in ——— 
county, 18—. 

That is what was to be done here in the way of returning the 
votes over the signatures of the commissioners. They were 
simply to determine who had the largest number of votes at 
this election in Allen County, and when they had determined 
this they were required to reduce the result to writing, having 
nothing whatever to do with the ultimate disposition of the 
question as to who was elected member of Congress from that 
district. Then it became the duty of the clerk to make out an 
abstract of the vote and to send this abstract signed by himself 
to the secretary of state in order that it might be canvassed by 
the State board of canvassers in determining who was elected. 
And here we have at pages 98, 99, and 100 of this case just such 
an abstract as the law required the clerk to make. 

Here the hammer fell. 

tr. McCALL. I yield the remainder of my time to my col- 


The stat- 


league on the committee, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Wauca], 
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The gentleman from Indiana is 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


from Virginia in his argument, that this was a return, and that | recognized for eleven minutes. 


Mr. WAUGH. Mr. Spenker, the time allotted me is en- 
tirely inadequate to allow me to enter into the details of the 
case. The record is vory voluminous; and the majority of the 
committee in passing through it have formulated two or three 
propositions which they think have been sufficiently established 
by the evidence to oust the contestee from his seatin this 
House. If this case were being presented before a court of jus- 
tice where judgment is directed by the law and the evidence, I 
would have no fear of the contestee’s case. but before this tri- 
bunal, where our consciences are to some extent stifled by po- 
litical prejudice ‘and this remark applies to all of us), | must 
admit that I approach the case with some fear. 

[ want to call the attention of the House to the charge of con- 
spiracy in Wyandotte County. That entire charge is based and 
built upon the evidence of Mr. Strickland. He is asked such 
questions as, ‘‘ Did you hear of a conspiracy to pad the registra- 
tion?” ‘Did you hear of 1,991 fraudulent registrations?’ On 
these points the evidence comes from Mr. Strickland. ‘* Did you 
hear of there being about 400 fraudulent votes cast in Wyandotte 
County?” The only evidence we have on that subject comes 
from Mr. Strickland. ‘‘ Did youhear the further statement made 
in the discussion of this case that we have hunted down 128 of the 
400 bya house to house search and find that they in fact voted?” 
That comes from Mr. Strickland. ‘‘ You have heard the state- 
ment also that there were persons sent out before the election 
and after it, all over that precinct, to ascertain the residence of 
certain persons registered?” That comes from Mr. Strickland. 
This whole fabric of fraudulent registration and fraudulent vot- 
ing is based upon the testimony of Mr. Strickland. 

Now, I want to state as a legal proposition (and [ will submit 
it to any lawyer on the floor) that the testimony of Mr. Strick- 
land is not before us from a legal standpoint, for the reason that 
he has not signed the testimony that he gave before the notary 
public. I desire to have the Clerk read the lawon this subject. 

Mr. BOATNER. Was theomission tosign intentional, or did 
it happen through an inadvertence? 

Mr. WAUGH. He left before it was done. The gentleman 
will remember a letter which has been read here about Mr. 
Strickland abruptly leaving the State. I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows from the Revised Statutes of the 
United States: 

SEC. 122, The officer shall cause the testimony of the witnesses, together 
with the questions proposed by the parties or their agents, to be reduced to 
writing in his presence, and in the presence of the parties or their agents, 
if attending, and to be duly attested by the witnesses respectively 

Sec. 84. Every person deposing as provided in the preceding section, 
shall be cautioned and sworn to testify the whole truth, and carefully ex 
amined. His testimony shall be reduced to writing by the magistrate tak 
ing the deposition, or by himself in the magistrate’s presence, and by no 
other person, and shall, after it has been reduced to writing, be subscribed 
by the deponent. 

Mr. WAUGH. Now, Mr. Speaker, the law is positive in re- 
quiring a witness to subscribe his testimony; otherwise it can 
not be received in a contested-election case. Gentlemen on the 
other side are arguing here for the enforcement of the very 
same principle I am contending for. The law says that the de- 
ponent must subscribe his name to his testimony or it can not 
be received. Thegentlemanfrom Virginia resorts to the statute 
of Kansas for the purpose of throwing out the vote of Allen 
County, because the board of commissioners did not sign the re- 
turns from thatcounty. I will askmy friend from Virginia why 
the law of the State of Kansas requires, as he contends, that the 
commissioners should sign that certificate, and whether that re- 
quirement of law is any more peremptory or obligatory than the 
law of the United States, which requires the deponent to sign 
his testimony, upon which you have built your fabric of con- 
spiracy? 

Mr. Strickland’s testimony not being thus signed, it is, under 
the law, entirely out of the case and can not be considered. 

But conceding that his testimony is in, I want to discuss the 
question for a moment from that standpoint, and I must pass on 
rapidly for I have only afew minutes. It is charged that the 
Reptblicans were conspiring in Wyandotte County for the pur- 
pose of padding the registration by putting fictitious names upon 
it, the names of persons who had no existence; and that after- 
wards they carried this conspiracy into effect by having per- 
sons vote fraudulently upon those names. Now, what is the fact 


in the case? Why, sir, the Republicans, the Democrats, and 
the Populists were never more active and vigilant than they 
were that year in Wyandotte County to prevent illegal voting. 
Why the evidence in this record shows this, if the House 
to the 


— that it was the Republican party that suggested t 
Jemocrats and to the Populists the necessity for preserving 
the purity of elections; and the Democrats and the Populist 
and the Republican party were all hand in hand joined to sup- 
press fraud and a violation of the elective franchise. They pro- 








8098 


ed Federal supervisors. That position came from the 

publican party. The Democratic party and the People’s 
party accepted the suggestion, and Federal supervisors stood at 
the polls, appointed in pursuance of that agreement, to see that 
frauds were not committed at the election. 

But that is not all. Here is a conspiracy which has been 
perpetrated, as we are told, and yet in this one town there was 
an organization of 1,000, a Republican organization, to prevent 
fraud on the ballot in that county. 

{ will tell you the truth of the matter, gentlemen, and it is a 
fact which can not be contradicted. That man Buchan was ob- 
jectionable to the Republican poy and his ways were queer 
and devious in the political field, and this organization of a 
thousand Republicans acted in concert with the Democrats and 
Populists for the purpose of watching and preventing false reg- 
istration by this man Buchan. We were told that there was 
false registration on the part of the Republicans by gentlemen 
on the otherside. But I tell you that the sy a of this or- 
ganization was to watch Buchan and see, as far as could beseen, 
that there was no opportunity for false registration by his pro- 
curement. The very suggestion of preventing the fraud came 
from the Republicans, 

You can look at the action of the Republican party in Wyan- 
doitte County calmly and dispassionately, and no man of a judicial 
mind can find a semblance of fraud or conspiracy that you can 
charge on that party or on the Democratic party or on the Popu- 
list party in that election. 

A h but they say there is no vositive testimony as to how 
these persons voted. True there was nene. The majority of 
the committee has gone to the pains to collate a large amount 
of authorities to establish the fact that a conspiracy may be 
proven by circumstantial evidence, a proposition conceded by 
alllawyers. But my friends will havea more difficult task to 
find an authority in point; they will have to find adecision which 
holds that a —e may be established on the mere charge, 
without any proof. 

But [ want to call attention to the suggestion of intimidation 
that has been made in connection with thiscase. Press. Younger, 
a colored fellow, was at the polls to keep the ; he was a 
supervisor or officer under the law; what did he doy They sa 
his acts make a case of intimidation. He told some colored fel- 
lows who were poddlingscratched tickets, that they were illegal, 
and if they persisted in peddling them around he would be com- 
pelled toarrestthem. There was an issue made at once between 
them and Press. Younger, and they carried it to the election offi- 
cers to decide the matter, and they decided that the tickets were 
legal, and consequently they went on and peddled them without 
any interference from Press. Younger or anybody else the entire 
day of the election. 

ere isa principle of law that every student twenty-four bours 
in the law knows, and that is, 7 must introduce the highest 
and best testimeny you have of which the casa is susceptibie. 
Now, how do you prove that 100 colored voters were prevented 
from voting thatday? Do you ere it by the voters thomselves? 
Oh,no. They bring in one Taylor. He says that the colored 
ople took great alarm at brass buttons and uniform worn by 
-ress. Younger; that a police officer in uniform was a terror to 
them, and that Press. Younger was figuring that day in uniform 
and that the colored voters were therefore intimidated and did 
not vote. 

I want to submit to any lawyer on thi floor if he was going to 
ae a case of intimidation, as here charged, would he go to 

aylor for his testimony that 100 voters were intimidated by 
Younger and did not vote, in his opinion, or would you bring in 
the parties intimidated and prove the fact by them. The evi- 
dence of the — themselves is the just and primary evidence, 
No one will deny this primary evidence is not furnished by con- 
testant, yet he asks that he be given 100 votes on the testimony 
of Taylor. 

— the hammer fell.] 

he SPEAKER pro re. The gentleman from Virginia 
has thirty-five minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I wish to reply for a few moments 
to some of the statements made by gentlemen who have espoused 
the other side of thiscase. Ishall occupy the time of the House 
as briefly a possible. 

The contestee in thiscase declined to yield to a question from 
me when it seemed to me he was misquoting the testimony; and 
he afterwards challenged me - poe testimony that one sin- 

le one of the one hundred twenty-eight men who were 
unted down, or ‘‘run down,” as he described it, were illegal 
voters and had voted at his election. 

Mr. FUNSTON,. Oh,no; I beg pardon; I did notdo any such 


thing. 
Mr. JONES. Well, voted for you then. 
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Mr. FUNSTON. No; I never raised that question. I yo. 
ferred to the foreigners who were registered. 

Mr. JONES. Iam talking about the foreigners, too. 

The gentleman read a letter from the chairman of the Demo- 
cratic committee in Wyandotte County to the commissioner of 
elections, in which the former stated that the office of the latter 
was conducted in the most straightforward and honest manne, 
and upon the strength of that letter he proceeded to declare that 
the Democratic chairman “ admits that the election in this pro. 
cinct was honest and fair.” j 

I submit to the House that this is very unfair, and that tho 
letter read by the contestee does not justify any such statemen; 
as that made by him. Nobody claims that the commissione,y 0! 
elections was guilty of any corrupt practices. But that out. 
rageous frauds were perpetrated in this election can not be 
nied,and the chairman of the Democratic party has given th 
strongest testimony to that effect. His deposition was ney, 
signed, and for that reason we have not taken his testimony into 
consideration. It was not at all necessary to do so. 

but the gentleman who has just taken his seat, my associa 
upon the Committee on Elections [Mr. WAuUGH], makes the as 
tonishing statement that every charge made by the contestan 
as to frauduient registrations and illegal voting rests entire 
upon the testimony of Mr. Strickland, the chairman of ihe 
Democratic committee, and that if his testimony were stricken 
me _— would be nothing upon which the contestant could 
stand. 

On the contrary, Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Election 
expressly say in their report that they do not base one sing! 
conclusion at which they arrive, upon the testimony of Mr. 
Strickland. The evidence shows that when this deposition wa: 
taken it was printed out on a typewriter in the presence of Mr. 
Strickland, and the greater part of it read to him from time to 
time as he gave his testimony. 

The Committee on Elections, however, disregarded Mr. Strick- 
land's testimony entirely, simply because it was objected to. if 
the gentleman will read the report he will find this language 

But excluding what was said by Strickland upon the objection of the co: 
testee, because of his failure to sign his statement, the facts are established 
by other witnesses. 

And yet my colleague says that we base our entire conclusion: 
upon his testimony, and that wiping out that the contestant 
would have no case at all. 

My colleague further says thatin the consideration of election 
cases our consciences are ‘‘stifled by party prejudice.” What 
party prejudice operates to stifle Democratic consciences in this 
case? The contestee himself declares that the contestant is not 
a Democrat, and taat Democrats by hundreds would not vote for 
him, beca:.3e he was known to be a Populist. 

If this be true, surely there is little reason for the existen 
of prejudicein the mindsof Democrats. You Republicans deny 
the Democracy of the contestant, and in order to prejudice hi 
case, you have undertaken to show that hewasa Populist. The 
contestee alone has attempted to excite party prejudice. Ile 
knows that the nine or ten Populists in this body can not seat 
Mr. Moore, and therefore he has labored hard to prove that | 
is a Populist and not aDemocrat. The Democratic members : 
tne Elections Committee have not inquired as to his politics 
they have only asked whether or not he was elected. That i 
the question with which we have been concerned. If the con- 
testant was fairly elected he is entitled to his seat, be he Pop'- 
list, Republican, or Democrat. 

Is there no testimony in this record, save hearsay evidence 
to prove that a large number of the illegal registrations were 
voted for the Republican ticket? I hold in my hand a carefully 

repared abstract of the testimony which shows that the evi- 
Space is full and conclusive as to sixty-eight of these fraudulent 
registrations. Sixty-eight votes were cast for the Republican 
ticket in the names of persons who either had no existence 0 
were registered from places where they never resided, an 
therefore had no right to vote. This is shown by evidence ti 
competency of which no man questions. — : 

A Republican judge refused to recognize the challengers i 
nearly every case, but wherever the law upon that subject wa 
observed the evidence shows that the challenged voter cast |i > 
ballot for Mr. Funston. It is impossible to escape the conclu 
sion that hereceived the benefit of every one of these fraudulen' 
votes. Republican bosses are not given to working for the suc 
cess of Democrats. \ 

My friend, Judge DANIELS, who is an able lawyer and « «5: 
tinguished jurist, has undertaken to draw a distinction betwor! 
the word “ return” and the word ‘‘determination,” asemploye! 
in the Kansas statute. He says that thelanguageof the statute 
is that. the ‘‘determination” shall be reduced to writing and 
signed by the commissioners. and not that they shall siga ‘1° 
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‘tyeturns.” The gentlemanis perfectly right as tothe language 


of the statute. It is: 

And such determination shall be reduced to writing, signed by said com- 
missioners, and attested by the clerk. 

But call it the ‘“‘determination” or call it the ‘ return,” it 
must be signed by the commissioners. 

The commissioners met in the clerk’s office on the Friday 
succeeding the election for the purpose of determining how the 
vote of the county had been cast, and they were required, every 
one of them, tosign their names to the determination arrived 
at by them, and that was to be attested by the clerk and an- 
nexed to the abstract of the votes. 

I will give you the very language of the certification that was 
actually made, so that it may be seen how the law was complied 
with: 

In testimony, I have hereunto set my hand and caused this abstract to be 
attested by the county clerk of said county, the llth day of November, 1892. 

D. D. SPICER, 
Chairman Board of County Commissioners of Allen County, 
and ex-oficio Board of County Commissioners. 
By E. M. ECOKLEY, 
Clerk Board of Canvassers. 

There is absolutely no attestation by the clerk, and it is not 
pretended that more than one commissioner signed the return, 
determination, or abstract, as you may prefer to designate the 
finding. There is not a State in the Union where this question 
hasarisen that has not decided that unless a majority at least of 
the judges sign, the returns must be rejected in the absence of 
other proof establishing the verity of the imperfect return. My 
friend has had the honor of sitting upon the supreme bench of 
the great State of New York, and he will not question this well- 

established rule of law. 

Mr. DANIELS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. JONES. 
gentleman. 

The gentleman says, Mr. Speaker, that the majority of the 
Committee on Elections admitted that without rejecting the 
county of Allen they could not seat Mr. Moore. I want to know 
where any such admission as that is to be found in their report. 
On the contrary, I haveshown from the record that there were 68 
illegal votes at least cast in Wyandotte County alone for the 
contestee, east by people not entitled to register,or who had no 
real existence, but whose names were voted upon by repeaters. 

| have shown how the ballots were stolen in the Third precinct 
and the contestant thereby deprived of from 80 to 100 votesthat 
had been honestly cast for him. I have also made clear, I 
think, that large numbers of foreigners were naturalized ille- 
gally and afterwards fraudulentiy voted for the contestee. The 
plurality of Mr. Funston was only 81, and not 83 as the report of 
the minority puts it, and even without the vote of AllenCounty, 
in my humble judgment, Mr. Moore was elected by a handsome 
majority and should be given the seat to which he is fairly and 
honestly entitied. 

Mr. DANIELS. I simply desire to ask the gentleman one 
question, and that is whether the statute does not provide that 
the State board of canvassers, consisting of the governor, attor- 
ney-general, treasurer, and secretary, shall canvass the votes 
upon the certified abstract of the clerk? 

Mr. JONES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DANIELS. And then, whether the law does not provide 
further, upon the canvass of these districts, they shall decide 
who is elected, including a member of Congress? 

Mr. JONES. Certainly; and just there I wili call the gentle- 
man’s attention to the point, that while he makes a distinction 
between ‘“‘return” and “determination” the board of county 
canvassers makes no such distinction. 
which was ever made reads: 


= ers Ihave hereto set my hand and caused this abstract to be 
ested, 


This is signed by the chairman, if signed at all, and not by the 
clerk. The State board canvasses the votes ‘‘upon the certified 
abstract of the clerk.” In this case the clerk has certified no 
“abstract.” He has certified nothing whatever. | 

Will the gentleman say to me that this is such an attestation 
as is saqeiced by law? Will the gentleman say that the statute 
upon this subject has been complied with by the clerk or by 
anybody else? 

Mr. DANIELS. It is only a mere informality. I will ask the 
gentleman a further question. 

Mr. JONES. <A mere informality! 

Mr. DANIELS. Whether the statute does nct provide also— 

In all elections for the choice of any officer, unless it is otherwise ex- 


One word further, and then I will yield to the 


Peoaaly Provided, the person having the highest number of votes for any 
Shall be deemed to have been elected to that office; and whenever it 


of Satisfactory appear that any person has received the highest number 
anvenn for any office, such person shali receive the certificate of election, 
withstanding the provisions of law which may not have been fally com- 


The only certificate | 
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plied with in noticing and conducting the election, so that the real will 
the people may not be defeated by any informality of any officer 

Mr. JONES. This is the second time that statute has been 
read. My friend from Massachusetts [Mr. MCCALL] read it onee 
befo e. 

Mr. DANIELS. I did not hear it then. 

Mr. JONES. I presume that nearly every State in the Union 
has some such provision asthat inits laws. The difficulty with 
Allen County is that it has never beea made to appear in the 
manner the law regards as ‘‘satisfactery ” that Mr. Funston 
ceived the largest number of votes in that county. No returns 
to that effect have ever been signed by the commis iers of 
election. 

The law which you have quoted does not cover this fundamen 
tal and radical defect. 

Mr. HULICK. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. JONES. Certainly. 

Mr. HULICK. If these returns had been signed according to 
the statute as the gentleman claims, would they have been then 
accepted? In other words, is there a charge of fraud against 
the vote in the county of Allen? 

Mr. JONES. There isa serious charge in connection wit 
the vote of Iola precinct in this county. Leaving that precinet 
out of consideration, I know of no reason why the vote of Al! 
County should not be accepted except that the returns have 
never been sighed and authenticated. The contestant \ put 
upon his guard as to this serious defect, and he should have sup 
plied the evidenee to cure it if he could have done so. 

Mr. HULICK. I presume the gentleman does not wisi to 
make a wrong impression on the jury? 

Mr. JONES. Ihave only ten minutes, and the gentleman is 
taking up my time. 

Mr. HULICK. In your report nothing is said about fraud 


of 


re- 


h 


there. I will read it—— 

Mr. JONHS. I can not yield for that, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HULICK. There isnot a word said about fraud in the 
notice. 

Mr. JONES. I decline to let the gentleman read the report 
of the committee or toshow what the notice of contest con 
tained in my time. I have only a moment of time remaining 


The notice of contest is not printed in the report. The report 
does not undertake to print the notice, but the notice is set 
forth in extenso in the printed record. 

Mr. HULICK. Here is what purports to be the exact notice 
in regard to Allen County, on page L5. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman must not interrupt me. The 
report isa very short one in view of the many and intricate 
questions involved in this case and the voluminous record that 
we had to examine. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, that whether you throw 
out Allen County entirely or whether you give Mr. funston the 
benefit of the vote claimed by him in that county it ma 
ditference as to the general result. I submit, thatif you t 
out the deposition of Mr. Strickland and leave it out of e 
eration entirely, as the Committee on Elections did, it wi ot 
affect the result in any material respect. The frauds px 
trated by the friends of the contestee in the third an 
fifth precincts of Kansas City were so gross and so « 
and have been so clearly established by competent and co 
ing testimony that there is no shadow of doubt upon my mind 
that Mr. Moore, the contestant, was fairly and honestly elected. 
I surrender the remainder of my time to the gentlem om 
Indiana, the chairman of the Committee on Elections. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ONEIL of Massach tts). 
The gentleman from Indiana[Mr. BRown] is recognized for s« 
enteen minutes. 

Mr.BROWN. Mr. Speaker,I avail myself of the time yet r 
maining to the contestant for the discussion of this cas M: 
league on the committee [Mr. JONgsS]and the gentleman from 
Missouri{Mr. DE ARMOND] have stated thiscase somuch better 
than I can possibly state it, that I feel there is not the slightes 
necessity for protracting the discussion longer. As the gentleman 
from Missouri well said, there are three grea‘ controlling $- 
tious or propositions inthis case. I will,if Lean, call theatten- 
tion of the House back to what he so ably stated respectin 
three controlling questions. The first is the question of fraud 
and conspiracy organized by the Republicans in Kansas City. in 
the county of Wyandotte, Kans. 

[never heard it seriously disputed during all the progres 
of the examination of this case until this very day, b 
there was a combined effort and conspiracy to put on thy 


ly co 


gz these 


istration list false, fraudulent, and fictitious names t sed 
at the election in question then coming on. An examinationof 
the report prepared for the minority by the very able and cour- 
teous gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MCCALL! will show 


noserious denial that-such a conspiracy existed. 








8100 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





Avaust i. 





It is a rule of common sense—for not being a great lawyer | But, as has been said, there was acertain man there who ken: 


like my colleague from Indiana [Judge WAUGH|I will apply the 
rules of common sense—it is, | say, a rule of common sense that 
where the proof establishes the creation, organization, and ex- 
istence of a conspiracy to do a certain unlawful act, and the un- 
lawful act is done, it is presumable that the act was done because 
of the conspiracy and according to the plans and design of the 
yay ster B The record in this case discloses very clearly that 
the conspiracy was formed and existed. It shows that the ob- 
ject und design of the conspiracy was to put false and fictitious 
names on the registration list to perpetrate a fraud on the elec- 
tion. It shows that these false and fictitious names were used 
by repeaters at the election in question for the purpose of per- 
petrating a fraud and an outrage upon the ballot box. 

What party did it? It was the Republican party, the party 
to which the contestee belonged, and still belongs. Noone casts 
a shadow of doubt or a breath of suspicion on the statement that 
the Republican party was the only party which organized that 
conspiracy and did whatever unlawful acts were done in pursv- | 
ance of it. It has been said thatthe proof inthis case has caused 
an abandonment of the idea of nearly 2,000 names having been 
put on the registration list by reason of this unlawful conspir- 
acy. Nothing of the kind. There is no confession, admission, 
or denial but that to this day there remains that number of false, 
fraudulent, and fictitious names on that list. But it may be said, | 
with some semblance of fairness and truth, that the proof in the 
case does not show that more than 400 persons voted in the false 
and fictitious names which had been placed on the registration 
list by reason of this conspiracy. 

Well, if 400 persons or 100 persons voted in the names falsel 

laced on this false and fraudulent registration list, that is suf- 
ticient to maintain the case here submitted upon the part of the 
contestant. The contestee’s returned plurality is only 81. I 
now leave this question of conspiracy, having said so much 
about it only as was needed to bring the minds of members back 
to the words of truth and wisdom which were uttered by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND] on this 
subject. Next is the es respecting the third precinct of 
Kansas City, Kans. The contestee, speaking for himself, de- 
nies that any question affecting this precinct is in the record. 
I de not blame the contestee for so speaking; Ido not blame him 
for traveling far beyond the record in this case. 

I presume that I would do as he has done, were I placed in his 
situation. But the House should pause and consider whether it 
will act upon statements of his, dehors the record, or whether it 
will keep within the limits of the record. The notice of contest 
in this case states— 

Second, because in ee County there were large numbers of —— 
votes cast for you, as follows: First precinct, 10; second precinct, 25; third 
precinct, 100. 

There is the statement in the record that 100 illegal votes 
were cast in the third precinct. That is in the notice of con- 
test. To this charge that 100 illegal votes were cast for con- 
testee in the precinct in question, he replies in his answer, by 
saying: 

I deny your allegation in charge 2 of your notice to me, that a large num- 
ber of illegal ballots were cast for me in Wyandotte County, as follows: 
* * * * third precinct, 100. 

The issue is joined; and while perhaps it would have been bet- 
ter pleading to have set out more fully all the wrongs and out- 
rayes that took placeat that precinct, yet here isenough charged 
to raise this question, and certainly enough is charged to raise 
it as against contestee’s answer that has no standing here what- 
ever, except by the grace of the committee and the grace of this 
House. 

How is it in respect to this Third precinct? The record and 
discussion of this case show that there is not the slightest doubt 
but that the contestee was largely, severely scratched at that 
precinct, as he was at other precincts. The proof in this case 
shows that a certain negro officer used his official authority to 
drive away from the polls in certain precincts of that city ad- 
herents of the contestant who were handlers of his tickets at 
the polls because they were scratched tickets—because they had 
the name of Funston scratched off and the name of Moore writ- 
tenon. I call attention to this fact, and will make it applicable 
a little later on. 

It is uncontradicted that the proof shows what I have stated— 
that there was an effort to drive from the polls the handlers of 
tickets with Mr. Funston’s name erased and Mr. Moore’s name 
written in the place of it. Let us look at this precinct—a pre- 
cinct which as my friend has correctly said usually, if not al- 
ways, gives a very large Democratic majority—more than 100— 
running up I believe sometimes to nearly 150. At this election 
after the polls had closed, and while the act of counting out the 
votes was a as the tickets were read off, it was com- 
mented on by the members of the board that ‘‘Old Man 
Funston ” had been badly scratched at that precinct. 


tally of the count, who took charge of the return sheet which 
was to go to the county clerk. Not one of the officers of this 
board of election in their testimony placed the number of 
scratched tickets—tickets with Funston’s name erased and 
Moore’s name put in its stead—at less than 10; and some mem- 
bers of the board placed the number as high as from 50 to ¢). 
others stated that the number ran along from 30to 40. The pe. 
turns, however, were made up and deposited in the clerk’ 
office; and with a remarkable fitness of things for that locality 
it was made to appear by the returns that Funston had run piu; 
2 votes, I believe, behind the vote of the Presidential electors. 

That result was accepted for a while as a correct report of the 
vote at that precinct. Thiscontestcameon. Inquiry was made 


as to whether that return was honest or fraudulent. The tickets 
of this precinct, whose custody by law was in the clerk's office. 
are called for. A Republican clerk holding that office reports 
that he has made search and can not find them. He goes back 
and makes another search, and again reports that he can not fing 
them. Then comes a Mr. Carpenter, a Republican, closely al. 
lied with the people engaged in this monstrous and iniquitous 


business; he brings a package of tickets which had been broken 
open and lays it in the handsof thiscounty clerk. Hesaysthat 
early in the morning when he rose he found it on his gate. 

This package of tickets has been accurately described by my 
friend, Mr. De ARMOND. A comparison of these tickets js 
made with the tally sheet made > by this scoundrel who went on 
the board of his own volition without taking an oath; and it is 
found that the tickets tally precisely with the tally sheet as 
made up by him. Why is this so? Because the truth is that 
scratched tickets were voted and went into the box, but when 
read off by this man they were read asif they were straight 
tickets. 

To successfully carry out the intended fraud on the ballot box 
at this precinct the tickets in the box had to be tampered with, 
and enough scratched tickets had to be taken out and straight 
tickets substituted to make the ballots correspond with the 
count that this rascal had kept. Thisis the truth of the matter. 
This is the work of this rascal who imposed himself on the 
election board and who my friend from Virginia [Mr. Jones) 
says isa sleight of hand performer. I hardly know what that 
means. But at any rate this fellow had adroitness enough 
about him to steal out a lot of scratched tickets and substitute 
others for them. 

The next matter to be considered is one that my friend, Mr. 
DE ARMOND, has also spoken of—the county of Allen. That 
county returned a majority for the contestee of 93—12 more 
than the plurality returned for him in the entire district. 
The law of the State of Kansas requires thatthe board of county 
canvassers, consisting of three members, shall meet at the 
county seat for the purpose of examining the precinct returns 
and making a canvass of them: This board of canvassers is the 
board of county commissioners. ; 

It is the business and duty of this canvassing board to carefully 
look into the matter and see that it is all right. A tabulated 
statement of the correct vote should be made. The precinct re- 
turns were made to the clerk of Allen County pursuant to the 
law. The board of commissioners constituting the board of can- 
vassers met pursuant to law, and thatis the only lawful! thing 
the board of commissioners did. I will call the attention of the 
House to the testimony of witnesses. The clerk who allowed 
this package of tickets to mysteriously disappear testified that 
the canvassing board did not personally inspect the work nor 
compare it with the returns as shown by the poll books. This 
is what he swore to. If the board did notdothat what faith can 
be given to the returns? 3 

Again he testified that the members of the canvassing board 
could not see the names and figures witness made from where 
they sat; that they absolutely saw nothing of these returns or 
what was being done with them. The witness, the county clerk, 
did not know whether the members of the board were present 
when he signed the chairman's name to the abstract of votes or 
not. It has been contended by some gentlemen on the otler 
side that the name of the president of this board of county com- 
missioners, one of the canvassing board, was properly subscribed 
to the abstract of votes. I will concede it, if gentlemen desire, 
because it does not help them in their case, although I think 
they are mistaken about it. The law of Kansas requires that 
they shall all sign the returns—not one, but all. ; 

There was no such signing of these election returns. [t 1s to 
authenticate the election return that the signatures are '& 
quired. The signatures of the board are the witnesses W!0 
testify that the returns tell the truth. There is no testimony, 
oral or otherwise, that the returns from Allen County sent up 
to the capitol of the State of Kansas speak the truth, none what 
ever. So it must be conceded that the returns are void, 20s 
lutely so. They are not subscribed to or certified to by anybody: 
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This being 80, shall the contestee still hold this seat in Congress? 


I say nq. , : ; 

Here is the law of Kansas on the subject of canvassing the 
vote: 

Sec. 2687. On the Friday next following the election the county clerk and 
the commissioners of the county, or a majority of said commissioners, at 
10 o'clock a. m. of that day, shall meet at the office of said county clerk and 
shall proceed to open the several returns which shall have been made to 
that office; and said commissioners shall determine the persons who have 
received the greatest number of votes in the county for the several county, 
district, and State offices, and members of the senate and house of repre- 
sentatives, Representative in Congress, and electors of President and Vice- 
President of the United States, * * * and such determination shall be 
reduced to writing, signed by said commissioners, and attested by the clerk, 
and shall be annexed to the abstract of votes given for such officers respect 
ively, hereinafter provided for in section 41 [31] of this act. 

E. M. Eckley testified that he was county clerk of Allen County, 
Kans.; that on November 11, 1892, the board of county commis- 
sioners met to canvass the vote cast at the general election of 
November 8, 1892; that they reduced the result to writing, but 
did not sign the same; that he, the witness, signed the name of 
the chairman of the canvassing board to the abstract of the vote; 
that he made out the abstract from the names and figures given 
him by the board; that the board did not give him any author- 
ity to sign their names; that the board did not personally in- 
spect the work, nor compare it with the returns as shown by 
the poll-books; that the members of the board could not see the 
names and figures witness made from where they sat; that wit- 
ness did not know whether the members of the board were pres- 

ent when he signed the chairman’s name to the abstract. 

Another reason why I believe these Allen County returns are 
unreliable and will not bear scrutinizing is this: Every man 
knows that where there is a failure to authenticate the returns 
of an election in the manner prescribed by law that other evi- 
dence may be resorted to to prove the truth of the returns. 
This was the contestee’s home county. If these returns were 
all right he could have shown it by other evidence. The origi- 
nal precinct returns still on file in the clerk’s office could have 
been produced and put in evidence. This wasnotdone, and the 
fact that it was not done casts suspicion on the fairness of the 
returns made in Allen County. 

The election in dispute is so permeated with fraud and dis- 
honesty on the part of the party that contestee belongs to that 
no reliance—— 

The SPEAKER. The time fixed for the debate has expired, 
and the Clerk will report the resolutions offered by the com- 
mittee. y 

The resolutions reported from the Committee on Elections 
were again read. 

Mr. McCALL. I offer as a substitute, Mr. Speaker, the reso- 
lutions presented by the minority of the committee. 

The resolutions were read. 

The SPEAKER. The question will first be taken on the sub- 
stitute resolutions. 

Mr. MCCALL. [I ask for a division of the question. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first resolution, 
submitted by the gentleman from Massachusetts as a substitute 
for the resolutions offered by the Committee on Elections, on 
which a separate vote is asked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That H. L. Moore was not elected a Representative in the Fifty- 
third Congress from the Second Congressional district of Kansas, and is not 
entitled to a seat therein. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noesseemed to prevail. 

Mr. McCALL. I ask a division. 

Mr. BROWN. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. JONES and 
Mr. MCCALL as tellers at the desk. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 90, nays 127, an- 








Russell, Ga. 
Stephenson, 
Stone, C. W. 
Strong, 


Alexander, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Tex. 
Black, Ill. 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Branch, 
Bretz, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Bryan, 
Bunn, 
Bynum, 
Caminetti, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
Cooper, Fila. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cornish, 


Black, Ga. 
Gear, 


Abbott, 
Adams, Ky, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Apsley, 
Babcock, 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Belden, 
Bell, Colo. 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Boen, 
Bower, N. C, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 
Burnes, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus, 
Campbell, 
Chickering, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Cogswell, 
Conn, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Covert, 
Crain, 
Cummings, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Sweet, Wancger, 

Taylor, Tenn. Wau-rh, 

Updegraff. Wheeler, Lil. 

Van Voorhis, Ohio Wilson. Ohio 
NAYS—12% 

Cox, Hooker, Miss. 

Crawford, Hudson, 

Culberson, Hunter, 

Davey, Ikirt, 

Davis, Izlar, 


De Armond, 
De Forest, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Donovan, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
English, Cal. 
English, N, J 
Epes, 
Erdman, 
Everett, 
Fielder, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Fyan, 
Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 

Hall, Mo. 
Harris, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 


Henderson, N. C. 


Hendrix, 
Hines, 


ANSWERED “ 


Haines, 
Hatch, 


Johnson, Ohio 
Jones, 

Kem, 
Kilgors, 
Kyle, 

Lane, 
Latimer, 
Layten, 
Lester, 
Lynch, 
Maddox, 
Maguire, 
McCreary, Ky. 
McCulloch, 
McDannold, 
McDearmon, 
McEttrick, 
McGann, 
McRae, 
Mutchiler, 
Neill, 

Ogden, 
Outhwaite, 
Page, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Pearson, 


PRESENT "'—7 


McLaurin, 
O'Neil, Mass. 


NOT VOTING—127. 


Denson, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Enloe, 
Fletcher, 
Funston, 
Gardner, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Gresham, 
Griffin, 
Hammond, 
Harter, 
Hartman, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Ill. 
Holman 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Ill. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Hutcheson, 
Kribbs, 
Lapham, 
Lawson, 
Lefever, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 


Magner, 
Mahon, 
Mallory, 
Marshall, 
Martin, Ind. 
McAleer, 
McDowell, 
McKaig, 
McMillin, 
McNagny, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Milliken, 
Money, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Newlands, 
Oates, 

O’ Neill, Mo. 
Phillips, 
Powers, 
Price, 

Ray, 
Rayner, 
Robbins, 
Rusk, 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 
Shaw, 


So the first resolution was rejected. 
The following pairs were announced: 


Until further 


notice: 


SLOT 


Wilson, Wash. 
Wright, Mass. 


Pendleton, W. Va. 
Pigott, 

Reilly, 
Richardson, Mica 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Robertson, La. 
Ryan, 

Sayers 

Shell, 

Sipe, 
Snodgrass, 
Somers, 

Sorg, 

Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stevens, 
Strait, 

Straus, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Tarsney, 

Tate, 

Terry, 

Turner, Va. 
Tyler, 

Warner, 
Washington, 
Williams, Ill. 
Williams, Miss, 
Wolverton, 
Woodard. 


Pence. 


Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Smith, 
Stallings, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, W. A. 
Stone, Ky. 
Storer, 
Talbott, Md. 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Thomas, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turpin, 
Van Voorhis, N. Y, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Wilson, W. Va 
Wise, 

W oomer., 
Wright, Pa. 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DINGLEY. 
Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. MILLIKEN. 
Mr. LAWSON with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. GEAR. 
Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WALKER. 
Mr. OATES with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. TAWNEY. 
Mr. WISE with Mr. FLETCHER. 

Mr. MONEY with Mr. Ray. 
Mr. CUMMINGS with Mr. WADSWORTH. 


wered ‘‘present” 7, not voting 127; as follows: 
YEAS—90. 
Adams, Pa, Curtis, N. Y. Hermann, Meiklejohn, 
Aitken, Dalzell, Hicks, Mercer, 
Avery, Daniels, Hitt, Moon, 
Baker, N. H. Doolittle, Houk, Murray, 
Barnes, Draper, Hulick, Northway, 
Bartholdt, Ellis, Oregon Hull, Payne, 
. Funk, Johnson, Ind. Paynter, 
Be r, Gillet, N. Y. Johnson, N. Dak. Pendleton, Tex. 
utelle, Grosvenor, Kiefer, Perkins, 

Bowers, Cal. Grout, Lacey, Pickler, 
Broderick, Grow, Linton, Post, 

rosius, Hager, Loud, nigg, 
Bundy, Hainer, Loudenslager, andall, 
Burrows, Hail, Minn. Lucas, Reed, 
Cannon, Ill. Hare, Marsh, Reyburn, 
Childs, Harmer, Marvin, N. Y. Richards, Ohio 
Sooper, Wis. Haugen, McCall, Ritchie, 

Henderson, Iowa McCleary, Minn. Robinson, Pa, 

Curtis, Kans Hepburn, McKeighan, Russell, Conn. 


Mr. TALBo?rtT of Maryland with Mr. DOLLIVER. 

Mr. CoBB of Alabama with Mr. SHAW. 

Mr. DENSON with Mr. THOMAS. 

Mr. ROBBINS with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. HouK. 

Mr. GRESHAM with Mr. MAHON. 

Mr. Lockwoop with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 

Mr. CONN with Mr. HooKErR of New York. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. BRODERICK. 

Mr. STALLINGS with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HopKIns of [llinois, 
Mr. CABANISS with Mr. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
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Mr. MORGAN with Mr. Smrru of Illinois. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. SETTLE. 

For this day: 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama with Mr. GARDNER. 

Mr. MALLORY with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. DURBOROW with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. HOLMAN with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. COVERT with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 

On the Moore-Funston election case: 

Mr. BAILEY with Mr. APSLEY. 

Mr, O’Nern of Massachusetts with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. TRACEY. 

Mr. BuAck of Georgia with Mr. PoWERs. 

Mr. WELLS with Mr. BABCOCK, 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. WOOMER. 

Mr. MBeREDITH with Mr. HARTMAN. 

Mr. MEYER with Mr. Wrieut of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BRETZ. Lask that my colleague, Mr. TayLor of Indiana, 
be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McCALL. I ask a recapitulation of the vote. 

The vote was recapitulated. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above re- 
corded. 

The SPEAKER. Thequestion now recurs on the second reso- 
lution of the substitute, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


esolved, That Edward H. Funston was elected a Representative in the 


Pifty-third Congress from the Second Congressional district of Kansas, and 
is entitled to a seat therein. 





The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MCCALL demanded a division. 

ending the division, 

Mr. JONES demanded the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Speaker appointed as tellers Mr. JONES and Mr. Mc- 
CALL. 

The question wastaken; and there were—yeas 31, nays 126, an- 


swered ** present” 12 recorded present by the tellers 13, not vot- 
ing170; as follows: 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


AUGUST i. 





NOT VOTING—170. 


Abbott, Dalzell. Lacey, Sherman 
Adams, Ky. Denson, Lawso1, Sibley, « 
Adams, Pa. Dingley, Lefeve:’, Sickles, 
Aitken, Dolliver, Linton, Simpson 
Alderson, Doolittle, Lockwood, Smith, 
Aldrich, Draper, Loud, Sperry, 
Apsley, Dunphy, Loudenslager, Stallings, 
Avery, Durborow, Magner, Stephenson, 
Babcock, Ellis, Oregon Mahon, Stockdale 
Baker, N. H. Enloe, Mallory, Stone, C. | 
Baldwin, Fielder, Marsh, Stone, W 
Bankhead, Fletcher, Marshall, Stone, Kk 
Bartholdt, Funk, Martin, Ind. Store 
Belden, Funston, McAleer, Stron 

Beil, Colo. Gardner, McDowell, Sweet, 
Beltzhoover, Gear, McKaig, Talbott 
Berry, Gillet, N. Y. McLaurin, Tawney, 
Bingham, Gillett, Mass. McNagny, Taylor, | 
Bower, N. C. Goldzier, Mercer, Taylor, T 
Bowers, Cal. Goodnight, Meredith, Thomas 
Breckinirdge, Ark, Graham, Money, Tracey 
Brickner, Gresham, Montgomery, Tucker, 
Broderick, Hager, Morgan, Turner, G 
Bundy, Hainer, Morse, Turpin 
Burnes, Hammond, Moses, Updegra 
Burrows, Harter, Murray, Van Voorhis, N. \ 
Cabaniss, Hartman, Newlands, Van Voorh Yhio 
Cadmus, Haugen, Northway, Wadswort 
Campbell, Heiner. Oates, Walker, 
Chickering, Henderson, Ill. O'Neill, Mo. Wanger, 
Childs, Hepburn, Perkins, Weadock 
Clarke, Ala. Hermann, Phillips, Wells, 
Cobb, Ala. Hicks, Post, Wever 
Cockran, Hitt, Powers, Wheeler 
Cogswell, Holman, Ray, White. 
Conn, Hooker, N. Y. Rayner, Whitin 
Coombs, Hopkins, Ill. Robbins, Wilso 
Cooper, Fla. Hopkins, Pa. Robinson, Pa. Wise, 
Coover, Ind. Houk, Rusk, W ooimer 
oat, Wis. Hulick, Schermerhorn, Wright, Ma 
Crain, Hull, Scranton, Wright, Pa 
Cummings, Hutcheson, Settle, 

Curtis, Kans. Izlar, Shaw, 


So the resolution was rejected. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Mr.Speaker Iam paired with my colleague, 
Mr. HOUK, and hence have answered present to make a (\u 
rum, instead of voting. 


The SPEAKER. 


The Clerk will call the names of those en- 
tered by the tellers as present and not voting. 
The Clerk called the names. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above record 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows 
To Mr. HOLMAN, for this day, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. SCHERMERHORN, indefinitely, on account of sickness 


To Mr. THOMAS, indefinitely. 


An then, on motion of Mr. BROWN (at 5 o’clock and °}) min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 








YEAS—3i. 
Barnes, Grout, McKeighan, Reyburn, 
Blair Grow, Payne, Ritchie, 
Boutelle, Hall, Minn. Paynter. Russell, Conn. 
Brosius, Hare, Pendleton, Tex.. Russell, Ga. 
Cannon, Ill. Henderson, Iowa Pickler, Waugh, 
Cousins, Lucas, uigg, Wheeler, Lil. 
Curtis, N. ¥. * Marvin, N. Y. andall, Wilson, Ohio. 
Daniels, McCall, Reed, 

NAYS—126. 
Alexander, Crawford, Hunter, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Allen, Culberson, Lkirt, Pigott, 
Arnold, Davey, Johnson, Ind. Price, 
Bailey. Davis, Johnson, Ohio Reilly, 
Baker, Kans. De Armond, Jones, Richardson, Mich. 
Bartiett, De Forest, Kem, Richardson, Tenn. 
Barwig, Dinsmore, Kilgore, Robertson, La. 
Bell, Tex. Dockery, Kribbs, Sayers, 
Black, I, Donovan, Kyle, Shell. 
Bland, Edmunds, Lane, Sipe, 
Boatner, Ellis, Ky. Lapham, Snodgrass, 
Braneh English, Cal. Latimer, Somers, 
Brets English, N. J. Layton, Sorg, 
Brookshire, Epes, Lester, Springer, 
Brown, Erdman, Livingston, Stevens, 
Bryan, Everett, ——— Strait, 
Bunn, Fithian, addox, Straus, 
Bynum, Forman, ere Sw 
Caminetti, Fyan, wie ry, Ky. Talbert, S. O. 
Cannon, Cal. Geary, McCulloch, Tarsney, 
Capehart, Geissenhainer. MecDannold, Tate, 
Caruth, Gorman, McDearmon, Terry, 
Catebings, Grady, McEttrick, Turner, Va. 
Causes’, Hall, Mo. McGann, Tyler, 
Clancy, Harris, McRae, arner, 
Clark, Mo. Hayes, Mutechler, Washington, 
Cobb, Mo. Heard, Neill, Williams, Il. 
Cockrell, Henderson, N. C. Ogden, Williams, Miss. 
Cooper, Tex. Hendrix, Page. Wolverton, 
Cornish, Hines, Paschal, Woodard. 
Covert, Hooker, Miss. Patterson, 
Cox Hudson, Pearson, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT "—12. 

Black, Ga. Haines, Meyer, Pence, 
Boen, Hatch, O'Neil, Mass. Richards, Ohio 
Griffin, Me Millin, Outhwaite, Ryan. 


REPORTED PRESENT BY TELLERS—13. 


Breckinridge, Ky. Harmer, Milliken, The Speaker. 
Coffeen, Johnson, N. Dak. Moon, 

Dunn, Kiefer, Meiklejohn, 

Grosvenor, McCleary, Minn. Wilson, Wash. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS 


Underclause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, a! 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows 

By Mr. COUSINS, from the Committee on Claims: A bil 
R. 2579) for the relief of William Crooks and James Cr 
(Report No. 1351.) 

By Mr. LUCAS, from the Committee on Pensions: A bi 
R. 3332) for the relief of Sharp Nose, Indian scout. (Repo 
1352. ) 

By Mr. RICHARDS, from the Committee on Claims: A \) 
(H. R. 4162) for the relief of John W. Kennedy. (Report N: 
1353.) 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri, from the Committee on Clai 
A bill (H. R. 7874) to enable the Secretary of the Interior to 
John T. Heard for professional services rendered the Old Se" 
tlers, or Western Cherokee Indians, out of the funds of s 
dians. (Report No. 1354.) 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri, from the Committee on 
sions: A bill (H. R. 7422) for the relief of Harriet Clayton. 
port No. 1356.) 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H.' 
1331) for the relief of Joseph H. Thompson. (Report No. ! 

By Mr. RICHARDS, from the Committee on Claims: .\ 
(H. R. 5056) to authorize the Postmaster-General to credi' 
count of James A. Sexton with amount offunds stolen. (Report 
No. 1358.) 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private biliswere adversely re 
ported and laid on the table, as follows: 
By Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia, from the Committee 





1894. 





on Private Land Claims: A bill (H. R. 6470) for the relief of 
the heirs of Phillip Francis Renaut. (Report No. 1350.) 

By Mr. RICHARDS, from the Commmittee on Claims: A bill 
H. R. 6820) for the relief of Francis Merriman Newton. (R 
port No. 1355.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
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| 


Lea- | 


discharged from the consideration of the following bills, and the 


same were referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
wit: 


A bill (H. R.7829) directing the Secretary of the Interior to | 


pay to Andrew Bemis Read, administrator of the estate of 
Phineas W. Read, deceased, the acerued pension on certificate 
No. 183178: 
A bill (S. 1656 
Eastman; and 
A bill (8. 1833) granting a pension to Hannah Howard. 


granting an increase of pension to Mary A. L. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 7870) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to establish acourt of private land claims and to pro- 
vide for the settlement of private land claims in certain states 
and Territories,” approved March 3, 1891—to the Commiitee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAINES: A bill (H. R. 7871) to appropriate the sum 
of $30,000 to complete the Government post-otlice building in the 
city of Troy, N. Y.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 


| 


By Mr. CAMINETTI: A bill (H. R. 7872) authorizing, in cer+t 


tain cases, the Secretary of the Interior, with the approval of 
the President, to alter the boundaries of the Yosemite National 
Park, a forest reservation in California—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GORMAN: A bill (H.R. 7873) disposing of two con- 
demned cannon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A concurrent resolu- 
tion providing for the printing of additional copies of the seventh 


special report of the Commissioner of Labor—to the Committee | 


on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following | 


titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 7875) for the relief of Charles 
M. Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCCULLOCH: A bill (H. R. 7876) to place the name 
of Little Berry Sullivan on the pension roll—to the Committee 
*ensions. 
lso, a bill (H.R. 7877) for the relief of Thomas Y. Huddle- 
ston—to the Committee on Pensions. 


on 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause Lof Rule X XTI, the following petitionsand papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Memorial of citizens of Coal Creek, | 


Colo., asking the impeachment of Attorney-General Richard 
Olney—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BLACK of Illinois: Petition from many cities, for leg- 
islation to prevent lottery matter from entering the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of John G. Farwell, of Chicago, II1., 
and 130 others, for legislation to prevent lottery matter enter- 
ing United States territory—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Aaron Hand and 116 
others,of Camden, N. J., against the passage of House bill 6913 
in its present form, and against the appropriation of public 
funds for the use and under the control of sectarian schools or 
organizations—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: Petition of citizens of California, for the 


repeal of the Yosemite National Park law—to the Committee on | 


the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SORG: Papers to accompany House bill 7866, for the 
removalof the charge of desertion against William Hudson—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

_By Mr. WARNER: Petition of Rev. Lyman Abbott and other 
citizens of the United States, in favor of vigorous Federal action 
against the business of lotteries—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 
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SENATE, 


THURSDAY, August 2, 1894, 

Prayer by Rev. J. H. M’Carry, D. D., y of Wash 

1 ton. 

On motion of Mr. HILL.and by unanimous consent. the read- 
ing of the Journal of yesterday's proesedin pe :d with 

AXMECUTIVE COMMUNI 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the S 1 communi 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, t ! rr th 
consideration of Congress, an estimate of appropriatio sub 
mitted by the Secretary of the Interior, for the 
Navajo Indians in New Mexico: which, with the ace 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropr 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the S 
retary of Agriculture, transmitting, in response to a resolut 


of the Senate of July 31, 1894, calling for information concernin 
the planting of native pine for 1 of the native pine in 
what are known as the Sand Hills of the Northwest, reports ¢« 
the Chief of the Foresty Division of the United States Depar 
ment of Agriculture for the years 1889, 1891, and 1892; w) 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Commit 
on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sex 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Treas 
urer of the United States, recommending an appropriation of 
$300,000 for the recoinage of uncurrent fractional silver coins 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


eeu vcrowt 


, } 
ic 


HENRY JAMES. 
Mr. BERRY submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Hot 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2896) ‘‘for the relief o 
Henry James, residing on the original Hot Springs Reservation, in the Sta 
of Arkansas,”’ having met, after full and free conference have agreed to r 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
Senate, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 

Include in the part proposed to be stricken out by the amendment 
Senate all down to the end of the bill, and insert in lieu of the part proposed 
to be inserted the words ‘nine hundred dollars;’’ and the Senate agree to 
the same. 


Ls¢ 


J. H. BERRY 

S. PASCO, 

J. N. DOLPH 
Managers on the part af the S ile 

THO. C. MCRAI 

J. W. MOON 
Managers on the part oft Tlor 


Tho report was concurred in. 
PETITIONS 
Mr. PEFFER. I present the petition of Lewis C. Frye 
Los Angeles, Cal., and others, representing the United sS' 
industrial Army now encamped near Washington City, prayin 
for legislation in the interest of people who are unable ¢ 
employment at the hands of private citizens. In connec 
with the petition there is the draft of a bill which the pet 
ers ask to have enacted into law. The petition is very 
and with the permission of the Senate I will read it so that 
may have a clear understanding of what the petit 
and why they ask for relief. It is addressed to the Senate 
House of Representatives, and is as follows: 


The United States Industrial Army is composed of many thousand 
employed American citizens, and represents, by general consent, mil! l 
unemployed or partly employed and underpaid workingmen They h 
naught but their ability to labor to provide for themselves anc families 
the average wealth possessed by them would not purchase a decent 

A portion of this army is now encamped near Washington 
more are on the way, and thousands now languish in jail who, from hung: 
were driven to trespass on railroad property. For years they have pea 
fully and hopefully awaited for private and public enterprise to give t 
work, and their condition is now such that their loyalty to the la ft 
land is being put to a very severe test, as witness the violent outbr 
are becoming so alarmingly frequent, and are so ominous « 
theration. Political liberty isa mockery where economic slaver 

This army is organized in the interests of peace, and apart from rrow 
ing of transportation inan emergency, it has been, and will continue to be, 
law-abiding, half-starved, and ragged as it is, thus showing to the world an 
example of patient endurance and determination that is unparalleled in 
history 

Had we had the time and facilities, we could have brought a ton's weig 
of petitions from the poverty-stricken masses 

They ask for immediate employment on public works at fair wages or 


AND MEMORIALS. 


O 


) 
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| national assistance to supply their own wants by coéperative industry 


To have our leading industries nationalized, and the product I 
be furnished at cost. 


Free coinage of silver and a legal-tender currency issued dir ) the peo 
ple. 

To have the immigration of foreign laborers stopped until there 1s a de 
mand for their labor, or until the serfdom of the wage-earner is abolished 

Therefore, as the hour of adjournment approaches a1 our needs are 


rand the millions it 
ody to pass the bill 


of the arn 


urgent, we, the undersigned, at the reques 4 
represents, do respectfully petition your honorabie 








8104 


hereunto attached, or failing that, to pass some measure of immediate and 
temporary relief. 





The petition is signed as follows: 

LEWIS C. FRYE, Los Angeles, Cal., 
ARTHUR VINETTE, Los An_eles, Cal., 
THOS. GALVIN, Los Angeles, Cai., 

FRANK CANTWELL, seattle, Wash., 
CHAS. L. KELLEY, San Francieco, Cal., 
GEO. HOWARD, San Francisco, Cal., 

S. H. THOMAS, Cincinnati, Ohio, 

CHAS, CLARK, Minneapolis, Minn., 
ALLEN JENNINGS, /ndianapolis, Ind., 
Advisory Board United States Industrial Army. 

Here is their bill, and while it is not drawn in such form as a 
lawyer or askilled statesman would draw it, yet it expresses 
what these people want. I move that the petition and bill be 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and that 
they be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. I present a petition of the Board of Trade of 
St. Augustine, Fla., praying for the speedy settlement of the 
claims to lands upon Anastasia Island and the establishment on 
that island of a military post and artillery practice grounds. I 
move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, and that it be printed as a document. 

The moticn was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of the committee on 
philanthropic labor, Yearly Meeting of Friends, of Philade!- 
phia, and sundry memorials of citizens of York, Gibson, Anson- 
ville, Altoona, New Germantown, Annville, Oil City, Adams- 
town, Shrewsburg, Fredericksburg, Maiden Creek, Fishing 
Creek, Pottstown, and Saltillo, and a memorial of sundry citi- 
zens of Columbia County, all in the State of Pennsylvania, re- 
monstrating against the support of the Government in main- 
taining the present system of sectarian Indian education, etc.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Allegheny, 
Altoona, and Muncy, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying 
that fraternal beneficial societies, orders, or associations, be 
exempted from the proposed income tax provision of the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Knights of Labor; of the 
United Labor League; of Lodge No. 431, International Associa- 
tion of Machinists, all of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the pas- 
sage of the resolution introduced by the Senator from South Da- 
kota [Mr. KYLE] in relation to railroad strikes; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the State Council of Pennsyl- 
vania, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Pitts- 
burg, Pa., and a petition of sundry citizens of Lebanon, Pa., 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 5246, restricting im- 
migration; which were referred tou the Committee on Immigra- 
tion. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Exchange of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of House bill No. 
7273, regulating commerce; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Maritime Exchange of 
Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of House 
bill No, 7295 to remove certain burdens on the American mer- 
chant marine; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the passage of House bill No. 7273, 
amending the interstate commerce laws of 1887, so as to legal- 
ize pooling; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of Norman Cole, of Mifflin 
Crossroads, Pa., remonstrating against an increase of the pres- 
ent internal-revenue tax on whisky, and also against an extension 
ong present bonded period; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the Catholic Total Abstinence 
Union, of Scranton, Pa,, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion relieving the present unsettled condition of the country; 
which: was refer to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of George W. Bod- 
well and 13 other citizens of Nashua, N. H., praying that fra- 
ternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations be exempted 
from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PATTON presented the memorial of D. J. Evans and 45 
other citizens of Stockbridge, Mich., remonstrating against the 
support of the Government in maintaining the present system 
of sectarian Indian education, etc.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr, CULLOM presented a memorial of aay citizens of Rock 
Island, Ill.,and a memorial of sundry citizens of Springfield, I1l., 
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remonstrating against the support of the Government in main- 
taining the present system of sectarian Indian education, etc.: 
which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PALMER. I present a petition of 208 citizens of Peorig 
Ill., praying for an early settlement of the tariff question, as 
the failure to do so will work incalculable loss and irreparable 
injury to the financial and industrial interests of the country. 
I ask that the petition may lie on the table, and I beg permis. 
sion of the Senate to make the statement that I cordially and 
earnestly sympathize with the views of the petitioners. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will lie on the table, 

Mr. ALLISON presented a memorial of the Iowa District of 
the Synod for the Norwegian Evangelical Lutheran Church of 
America, remonstrating against the adoption of a proposed 
amendment of the preamble of the Constitution of the United 
States, recognizing the Deity; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of G. B. Adams and sundry other 
citizens of Centerville; of Rev. J. C. Coughlanand sundry other 
citizens of Eddyville; of S. W. Heath and sundry other citizens 
of Brooklyn, and of David Flatters and sundry other citizens of 
Downey, all in the State of lowa, remonstrating against the sup- 
port of the Government in maintaining the present system of 
sectarian Indian education, etc.; which were referred to th 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Wisconsin presented memorials of sundry 
citizens of Bay View, Milwaukee, and Oxford, all in the State 
of Wisconsin, remonstrating against the support of the Govern- 
ment in maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian ed- 
ucation, etc.; which were referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 45 citizens of Chicago 
Ill., and a petition of 90 citizens of Chicago, Ill., praying for an 
early settlement of the tariff question; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Northwestern Ohio Med- 
ical Association, praying for the passage of the bill creating a 
department and secretary of health; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Watrousville, Mich., remonstrating against the support of th: 
Government in maintaining the present system of sectarian In- 
dian education, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 


to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6405) to remove the charge 


of desertion standing against Patrick Kelleher, late private 
Company C, Thirty-eighth Illinois Volunteers, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7007) regulating 
the sale of certain agricultural products, defining ‘ options 
and ‘‘futures,” and imposing taxes thereon and upon dealers 
therein, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to state that I dissented in committee 
from that report. I desire, furthermore, to state that after 
very full and thorough investigation by the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry, under the order of the Senate, of the 

uestion of dealing in options and futures, I have been con- 
firmed in my opposition to that system of dealing, and in my 
opinion there ought to be legislation for the suppression of 
such dealing. My dissent is based solely upon what I regard as 
the inadequacy of the present bill to effect the reform intexded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 

endar. 
Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1189) for the relief of Capt. Henry 
C. Seaman, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S.1675) to remove the charge of a dishonorable dismissal, 
after the battle of Stone River, standing against the name of L. 
S. Woodworth, to correct the record and issue him an honorable 
discharge, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (S. R. 19) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
correct the military record of Capt. Edward Wheeler, Fifty-sixth 
New York Volunteers, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

= bill (H.R. 5816) granting a pension to Mary Ann Donoghue; 
an 
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A bill (H.R. 6213) to pension Harriet R. Tate. : 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1009) for the relief of telegraph 
operators during the war of the rebellion, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, towhom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2108) to perfect the military record 
of Warren Alonzo Alden, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. ; 

Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial 
(Select), to whom was re‘erred the bill (S. 1453), for the transfer 
of aportion of the exhibit of the Department of State at the 
World’s Columbian Exposition to the Columbian Museum of 
Chicago, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1706) to provide registers for the steamers Claribel 
and Athos; and 

A bill (H. R. 7383) relating to lights on fishing vessels. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7827) to authorize a bridge across the 
Perdido River, between the States of Florida and Alabama, re- 
ported it with an amendment. 


PAYMENT FOR ALLEY CONDEMNED. 


Mr. FAULKNER. Iam instructed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 213) 
to pay for an alley condemned in square No. 493, in the city of 
Washington, D. C., to report it favorably without amendment. 
The bill is very short, and I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SEWERAGE OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GORMAN. Lam directed by the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR] onthe 25th ultimo, to report 
it with an amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution; which was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That 500 copies of Executive Document No. 445, first session of 
Pifty-first Congress, it being a Pa of a board of sanitary engineers upon 
the sewerage of the District of Columbia, be printed for the use of the Sen 
ate. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was, in line 1, 
before the word ‘‘ Executive,” to insert the word ‘‘ House.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


LAWS RELATING TO COURT OFFICIALS, 


Mr.GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 91) to 
provide for the printing of a digest of the laws and decisions 
relating to the appointment, salary, and compensation of officials 
of the United States courts, to report it favorably without 
amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It provides 
that there shall be printed the usual number of copies of a 
digest of the laws and decisions relating to the appointment, 

ry, and compensation of the officials of the United States 
courts, and in addition to the usual number there shall be 
printed and bound in sheep 250 copies for the use of the Treas- 
ury Department, and 1,750 for the use of the Attorney-General, 
the digest to be printed under the editorial supervision of Rob- 
ert M. Cousar, and the editing to be paid for out of any moneys in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, on the direction of 
the Attorney-General, at a price not to exceed $2,000, which 
sum is hereby appropriated, and is to be in full payment for 
said work, except the cost of printing and binding the same. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, ordered to be engrosse 1 for a third readin d 
the third time, and passed. ~ F ee 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. GORMAN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the dis ing votes of the two Houses on 
be ameaepente of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3st ) making appropriations 
fouftae — the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia 

year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes, having met, 


after full and free conference have eed 
to their respective Houses as follows. a 


t the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 6,8, 13, 15, 16, 19 
£3, 45, 46, 47, 48, 50, 57, 62, 63, 64, 63, 68.72 73 83 Ot 3, 108 115; 
TI tis ite, i 41,142, anaia3. penceeee eye ors pees Doms enh Ae 


ment to the amendments of the 


t the House recede from its enares 
, 22, 25, 38, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 53, 


Sonate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4,7, 12, 17, 18, 20, 
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55, 61, 66, 67, 71, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 84, 85, 89, 90, 95, 98, 100, 101, 102, 104, 107, 108, 
110, 111, 112, 113, 117, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 137, 138, 139, 
140, 144, 145, and 146, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 9, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: 
= lieu of the sum proposed insert “$17,700; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 

Senate numbered 10, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'$1,600;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 
_ That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘89,000; ’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In Heu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following 
‘* Messenger to the superintendent, #840; in all, #3,840;"’ and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 24, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in line 2 of said amendment insert ‘83,000; "’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 26, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out all of lines 2, 3,4, 5,and down to and including the word “‘streets”’ 
in line 6 of said amendment, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

* For assessment and permit work, $165,000; and a sufficient amount of 
this appropriation may applied to and expended for the immediate re 
moval of the parking, except trees, and paving the space in the center of 
New York avenues between Ninth and Tenth streets, and one-half of the 
cost thereof shall be assessed against the abutting property and collected as 
herein provided for assessment and permit work.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

_ That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows; 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'#145,750;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

_ That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘#12.750;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'#57,000;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

_ That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ €19,500;"' and the Senate agree to the 





ame. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 31, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ #28,500;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

_ That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 32, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $28,000;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. * 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 34, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘865,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘890,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Add after the word “dollars,” in line 2 of said amend ment, the following: 
“to be paid wholly from the revenues of the District of Columbia;’’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 51, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Add after the word “ dollars,’’ in line 2 of said amendment, the following: 
“to be paid wholly from the revenues of thé District of Columbia and;"’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 52, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Add at the end of said amendment the following: “to be paid wholly from 
the revenues of the District of Columbia;’’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 54, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘' #77,590;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 56, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'8137,500;"" and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 58, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $142,400;"" and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 59, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 2 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the word 
“twenty-one,” and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘twenty;’’ and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 60, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in line 4 of said amendment insert “ $47,000;" and 
strike out in line 5 of said amendment the word “‘fifty’’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “forty;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 69, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ #53,500;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 70, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
Add at the end of said amendment the following: ‘ at a cost not to exceed 
$90,000;”" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senatenumbered 86, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
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In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$26,130; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 88, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$7,000;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 93, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$71,700; ’'and the Senate agree to the 
samg¢ 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 99, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
*' Provided further, That said Commissioners shall make a special investiga- 
tion as respects the best methods of collecting and disposing of garbage 
and dead animalsin the District of Columbia, and may receive proposals 
for disposal of same under the different methods presented, if more than 
one, and report specially the result of such investigation at the next session 
of Congress ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 114, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In Lien of the sum proposed insert ‘88,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 120, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Restore the matter stricken out by said amendment, and in lines 22 and 23, 
page 35 of the bill, strike out the words “six hundred’’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “four hundred and eighty;” and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 122, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the words “one 
night watchman, $365;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

at the House recede from its ecment to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 123, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$4,425; and the Senate agree to the 


bame. 
.P. GORMAN 
F. M.COCKRELL, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


ALEX. M. DOCKERY, 

J. R. WILLIAMS 

D. B. HENDERSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The — is on concurring in 
the report of the conference committee. 

Mr.-PEFFER. Before the report is acted upon, I wish to 
have the attention of the Senator from Maryland | Mr. GORMAN]. 
I didnot understand, from the reading of the —— whether any 
agreement had been reached upon the application of the van- 
drivers and persons connected with the Metropolitan police, 
who had asked to have their wages increased. 

Mr. GORMAN. Lanswer theSenatorno. That matter was 
not open to the conference. There was no amendment made to 
the House bill by the Senate, and therefore that question could 
not be considered in the conference. 

I will state to the Senator that when the bill was under con- 
sideration in the Senate that was a subject which we agreed to 
take up carefully in the preparation of the next District appro- 
priation bill. I think there is a universal belief that injustice 
is being done to those persons, and we shall endeavor to correct 
it in the next District of Columbia appropriation bill. It is im- 
possible to reach it now. 

Mr. PEFFER. Is the Senator of opinion that anything can 
be done or will be done at this session? 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust at the next session we shall be able 
to do what the Senator desires. At all events, I shall make an 
effort in that direction. 

Mr. PEFFER. I proposed an amendment, which was ruled 
out on a point of order, very properly undoubtedly. After- 
wards an amendment was proposed and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, and that committee reported it 
favorably. While it was perhaps a little out of order, yet the 
amendment when reported was referred to the committee of 
conference. I had great hope that the committee would see fit 
to incorporate it in their report. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will state to the Senator that it was im- 
possible under the rules for the committee of conference to 
— that subject, it not having been passed upon by either 

ouse. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 


SENATORIAL INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE. 


Mr. GRAY. I rise toa question of 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The C 
from Delaware. 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I am instructed by the special 


committes appointed by order of the Senate on May 20, to 
make a unanimous report, and with the report to lay before the 
Senate all the evidence that has been taken by the committee. 

Tam also instructed by the committee to say in reference to 
the resolution of June Il of this year, passed by the Senate, in- 


the committee to @ an investigation of certain 
charges against members of both Houses in regard to the con- 


rivilege. 
r recognizes the Senator 
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struction of certain railways and charter privileges in the oj, 
of Washington, that no evidence, testimony, or any comminjo.. 
tion has been made to the committee upon the subject of ¢), 
resolution. The committee, therefore, on this statement. ». 

to be discharged from further duty under the resolution ,: 
May 20. 

I ask that the report may be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will besoordered, inthe 
of objection. 

Mr. ALLEN. In view of the fact that the commi 
made a report, in which I concur, but which does not : 
the features of investigation I think it should cover, | 
an additional report, which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In theabsenceof objectio 
ditional report submitted by the Senator from Nebrask: 
— in connection with the report submitted by the s 

rom Delaware. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire on behalf of the Senator from 
sota [Mr. DAvis] and myself, members of the special inves: 
ing committee, to file an additional report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of object 
additional report filed by the Senator from Massachuset: 
be printed to accompany the report of the committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understood the Senator from 1), 
[Mr. GRAY] to ask that the committee be dise harged from 
further consideration of the subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the pending quest 

Mr. CHANDLER. Did I understand the request to 
the committee be discharged from any further consideratio: 
the resolution of investigation? 

Mr.GRAY. That was the request. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object for the present. After the s 
ator from Delaware made the request, additional reports \ 
presented by threes members of the committee. I think be 
the committee is discharged from the further considerati: 
the resolution the Senate ought to have an opportunity | 
the three reports. If the Senator from Delaware makes no 0} 
jection, I ask that action on his request may go over fo 


present. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be » 
ordered. 
JAMES WILLIAM ABERT. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committees on 
Military Affairs to report favorably and without amendment 
the bill (H. R. 2582) to authorize the appointment of James Wil 
liam Abert to the retired list of the Army. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. IL ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill reported by the Senator from Nebrask 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of t! 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Presi 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to ap- 
point James William Abert to the Army of the United States 
and to place him on the retired list thereof with the rank o! 
major of engineers. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2048) to au- 
thorize the appointment of James William Abert to the retired 
list of the Army, to report it adversely, and move that it be in 
eee as a similar bill has just been reported 
and passed by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES B. STIVERS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I amdirected by the Committee on Mil 
itary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 868) for the 
relief of Charles B. Stivers, to report it favorably and without 
amendment, I call the attention of the Senator from Virg!4 
[Mr. HunTON] to the bill, who, I understand, desires act!02 
upon it. 

Mr. HUNTON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con 
sideration of the bill just reported by the Senator from Nebrasé®. 


A similar bill has twice passed the Senate. : 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia 4s*3 
for the present consideration of the bill. It will be read fori” 
formation. 
The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Whereas Charles B. Stivers, late captain in the Seventh United States 
fantry, Was summarily and erroneously dismissed the service on th® !°'! 
day of July, 1863. by Special Orders. No. 313, by order of the then “+-- : 
tary of War, which order of dismissal, u proof being made to the Wa! 
Department that an injustice had been inadvertently done the said officer, 
Was revoked by order of the Secretary of War on August 11, 1863, by Spec! 
Orders, No. 356, whereupon said Capt. Stivers was restored to his until 

and continued in honorable and faithful service there’ © 
December 90, 1864, when, by a proper order from the War Department, 41" 
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due examination, on account of long and faithful service and physical dis- 
ability, he was placed upon the retired list of the Army; and 

Whereas the said Charles B. Stivers was continued upon said retired list 
from the said date of his retirement until June 1, 1890, when he was dropped 
from the same in pursuance of an order of the War Department made by 
reason of the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States (114 
U. S. R., 619) to the effect that the revocation by the President by an order 
of dismissal of an officer of the Army did not restore him to his former 
position in the service, but that such restoration could only legally be 
effected by an act of Congress: The;efore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of law regulating appointments in 
the Army by promotion in the line are hereby suspended for the purpose of 
this act only, and only so far as they affect Charles B. Stivers; and the Pres- 
ident of the United States is hereby authorized, in the exercise of his dis 
cretion and judgment, to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate to appoint said Charles B. Stivers, late a captain in the Sev- 
enth United States Infantry Regiment, to the same grade and rank of cap 
tain in the Army of the United States in the infantry service, and to place 
him on the retired list of the Army as of the date of December 30, 1864, the 
retired list being thereby increased in number to that extent, with the pay 
of his grade and rank from said date the same as if he had never been con- 
sidered out of the service since his original entrance therein; such retired 
pay, however. having been heretofore duly and continuously received by 
said Charles B. Stivers up to the ist day of June, 1890, the same shall only 
be due and payable to him hereafter from the date of the passage of this 
act. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, and was read the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionis, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not expect to prevent the passage of 
bills for the appointment of officers of the Government by act of 

Congress, but I do take occasion to say that, in my opinion, they 
are clearly unconstitutional. 
pending bill in which the Senator from Virginia is interested 
and the bill which last passed the Senate. 

It is, in my opinion, an absolute invasion of the powers of the 
Executive, of the power of appointment by the President of the 
United States, for Congress to undertake to make by statute offi- 
cers of the United States. I think it is clear beyond all possi- 
bility of doubt, and at some time I hope that the passage of un- 
constitutional acts of this kind by the American Congress will 
cease. 

Mr.MANDERSON. This bill and the one passed a few min- 
utes ago by the Senate are certainly not open to the objection 
made by the Senator from New Hampshire. The bill is in the 
exact form in which such bills have been presented from the 
Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate for many years. 

It is no direction to the President of the United States. It is 
no effort on the part of Congress to usurp executive power. It 
isnot the exervise of any power of appointment, which, of course, 
does not vest in Congress. 
language of the pending measure is that the President is hereby; 
authorized, in the exercise of his discretion and judgment, to 
nominate, and, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 


[Is there objection to the present 


ate, to appoint such a man as captain or whatever the office may | 


be. It seems to me that very conclusively answers the objection 
made by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Now, as to this particular bill I desire to say that I am as much 
ore as @ man can be to any inflation of the retired list of 
the Army of the United States. 
man should go upon it unless his case is one of very great merit. 

is case is like others reported from the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs; and let me say in passing that the committee | 


weighs the evidence in all these cases with very great care. I 
do not believe there is a committee of this body which gives 
more attention to the details of cases of this character than the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The facts in regard to this particular man are, that being in 
the service of the United States during the war as a captain of 
the Seventh United States Infantry, by misapprehension of 
facts—indeed, I think it was a mistake as to the personality of 


the man—he was summarily dismissed the service. A very short | 


time afterwards, I think within a few days, the blunder of the 


department was called to the attention of the War Department | 


and of President Abraham Lincoln, and immediately, by order 
of the President, and almost apologetically, reciting the mis- 
take of facts, Capt. Stivers was restored to the Army. Hecon- 
tinued in the service during the war, and in the regular Army 
pov Ang war, until he was regularly retired by reason of dis- 
ility. 
Mr. HUNTON. He was wounded in the servico. 


lieve, also; but that is a mere incident which may happen to 
soldier and does not affect his merit. 





[ make that remark about the | 


The language of such bills and the | 


It is already heavy, and no | 
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an 
The fact is that in 1890, because of a decision of the Supreme | 


Court of the United States, which declared that the President 
did not have the power thus to restore even where a mistake 


had occurred, but that he must nominate and the party be con- 


i. SLOT 


firmed by the Senate, Capt. 
tired list of the Army. 
There is no question about it but that it i very ex 
ceptional merit. He is now aged and feeble, as the result of 
exposure and wounds received, and this is simply an effort on 
the part of Congress to give authorization to the President of 


Stivers was dropped from the re- 


a case of 


S 
sla 
Dh 


the United States, if in his discretion he sees fit so to do, to 
nominate him, and, if confirmed by the e, to appoint him. 
Mr.HAWLEY. Thatis tosay, itendeavors to do what Presi- 
dent Lincoln earnestly desired to do and thought he had done 
Mr. CHANDLER. No doubt this is a meritorious eas . but 
we simply violate the Constitution in order to do j » this 
man. An act of Congress which creates an office and Sa 
private citizen in the act to be appointed to that office is n 
constitutional invasion of the executive function. It mak 
difference, I take occasion to say to the Senator from Nebraska 
whether the language is that the President is authorized to do 


it, or empowered to do it, or invested with discretion to do i 
whether it says he shall do it. The invasion stan 
face of the act open, palpable, and inexcusable. 

I do not propose to occupy the time of the ite at this late 
day in arguing this proposition of law, which can be found 
down in various discussions of thesubjectin times past. Isim 
wish to put myself upon record briefly as protesting against 
construction of the right of Congress to so legislate as to create 
an office, name a private citizen for the office, and virtually c 
pel the President of the United States to appoint that privat 
citizen to the office. It can not be done constitutionally, not 
withstanding the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] and 
the Senator from Nebraska[Mr. MANDERSON]are both upon t! 
floor at the same time to insist that it can be done. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iwas on the floor simply for the pur- 
pose of interrupting the Senator from New Hampshire to cor 
rect a misapprehension that he is under. These bills, being ap 
proved by the President of the United States, becomealaw. A 
| say they merely give authorization. They give discretionary 
power to the President, and the fact is that the Presidentof th 
United States in one instance at least, and I think in others, has 
declined to make the appointment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, he has deelined to do so several times 

Mr. MANDERSON. Perhaps several times. One instance ] 
remember particularly where President Harrison, notwith- 
standing the authorization by Congress, said he did not believe 
the case was one of merit, and declined to appoint the officer 
whom he was permitted to appoint. It is not the creation of an 
office. By act of Congress of the United States the retired list 
of the Army is limited to 400. Bills of this character simply say 
that it shall be increased by one for the purpose of the act ii 
the President sees fit to make the increase. That isall there is 
of it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And that the increase shall be limited to 
A B, a private citizen of the United States. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If the President sees fit. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The vice is right there, and the fact that 
Presidents have, in particular cases, wanted private individuals 
to be put into these offices, makes the custom which has grown 
up none the less a vicious one. A blow was struck at the e 
tom at one time and I thought it had ceased; but it seems it is 
now in full blast and that we are to go on hereafter passing acts 
of Congress to create particular individual officers of the Fed- 
eral Government under the President's power of appointment 
which, I respectfully continue to submit, can not be constitu- 
tionally done. 

Mr. HUNTON. Icongratulate the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire upon his zeal in defense of the Constitution, but it is a lit 
tle singular to my mind that he should raise a constitutional 
point just here when he opposes the action of the Senate and 
House of Representatives for the last twenty years, and th 
action of four or five different Presidents of the United States 
Whatever confidence [ may have in the constitutional learni: 
of the Senator from New Hampshire, | prefer to take the co 
bined wisdom of the two Houses of Congress and four or five 
Presidents of the United States. 

In regard to the point the Senator makes, [ will state that this 
is not in any sense of the word a law appointing Charles B. 
Stivers to the Army and putting him on the retired list. The 
only object of the proposed law is to increase the retired list by 
one, and that one is to be Charles B. Stivers. Thatis not, 


Ss upon t 


Sana tea 
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| far, interfering with the power of appointment at all. 


Mr. MANDERSON. He was wounded in the service, I be- | 


Mr. PALMER. If the President determines to appoint h 
he will be appointed. 

Mr. HUNTON. Yes, sir. That is not con 
dent in hisaction atall. But the i 
tired list to 400, Charles B. Stivers can not be 
President, no matter how much he might wi 
unless the retired list shall be increased by the 


il 


trolling the Presi 
law, having limited the re- 

ed by the 
to appoint him 
number of oue 


mmpoin 
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And the Congress of the United States, by the passage of the tween the eastern and western judicial districts of North ¢ 


bill, decides that the retired list shall be increased by one, pro- 
vided the President in his discretion shall see proper to appoint 
to the position in the Army and place upon the retired list Mr. 
Charles B. Stivers. A similar bill has passed the Senate twice; 
it has passed the Military Affairs Committee certainly as often 
as twice, and nobody has ever seen a constitutional objection in 
the case except the strict constructionist from New Hampshire. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Mr. President, this isnot anewcase. What 
we propose in the pending bill has been done many times by 
Congress before and since the famous Fitz John Porter case. 
The argument made by the Senator from New Hampshire was 
then made by many Senators with very great vigor. I confess 
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lina, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded toconsider the bill, which had been reporteg 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with amendments. 

The first amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was, in 
section 1, line 8, before the word ‘‘said,” to insert “ either of-" 
and after the word ‘'said” to strike out ‘‘ western district, 
and insert ‘‘ counties for;” so as to read: 

That the counties of Person, Durham, Chatham, and Moore, and Ricp 
mond, now constituting a part of the western judicial district of North Car, 
lina, shall be, and are hereby, transferred to and made part of the eastern 
judicial district of North Carolina; but all crimes and Offenses heretofore 
committed in either of said counties for which the defendants have 


in 





ir 





that I myself sustained it; but I find that before and since that | bound over, shall be prosecuted, tried, and determined in the same manner 


time Congress has asserted its right to enlarge the powers of 
the President, for that is what is proposed to be done in this 
ease. It is no restriction, no interference, no embarrassment. | 
Here is a man who can not be assured in the place in the Army 
which he held for twenty or thirty years without an act of Con- 
gress. It is very extraordinary if the Federal Government 
may commit an act of the grossest and most cruel injustice, and 
the Congress of the United States and the executive depart- 
ment together can find no possible way to remedy it. 
The record of this gentleman is entirely honorable. 
no fault to be found with his service. 
by an error of judgment. 
other cases, where we had provided acts of Congress to cure the 
defect, endeavored to restore him by revoking the order of dis- 
‘missal cr discharge. The President was convinced that there 
was something wrong about it and endeavored to restore Capt. 
Stivers to the Army, and he supposed he had done so. 
The person in question went back into the service, stayed 
there many years, was for a long time upon the retired list, and 
then a judgment of the Supreme Court of the United States de- 


There is 
He was out of the Army 


and with the same effect as if this act had not been passed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 2, after the words 
‘* North Carolina,” to insert ‘‘as herein constituted;” and in ling 
5, after the words ‘‘ each year,” to insert: 
and at the city of Wilmington on the first Monday after the fourth Monday 
in April and October of each year; and at the city of Newbern on the fourth 
Monday in April and October of each year; and at Elizabeth City on the 
third Monday in April and October of each year 

So as to make the section read: 


Sec. 2. That the sessions of the district courts of the United States forthe 
eastern district of North Carolina as herein constituted shall begin and be 


Mr. Lincoln, as he did in one or two | held at the city of Raleigh on the fourth Monday of May and first Monday 


of December of each year, and at the city of Wilmington on the first Mon 
day after the fourth Monday in April and October of each year; and at the 
city of Newbern on the fourth Monday in April and October of each year 
and at Elizabeth City on the third Monday in April and October of each year 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 4, after the word 
‘fourth, ” to strike out ‘‘Sunday ” and insert ‘‘Monday;” so as 
to make the section read: 

Sec. 3. That the regular terms ofthe circuit court shall be held at Raleigh 


clared that when an officer was once legally out of theservice it | on the fourth Monday in May and first Monday in December in each year 


was quite impossible for the President to restore him by revok- 
ing the order which discharged him; that it was an act com- 
pleted, and he could not be restored except by new authority 
from Congress. So Congress says that the President may, 
in his discretion, nominate and appoint so and so to a certain 
position. It says that he may, in his discretion, do it. It re- 
moves the bar that stands in the way of doing justice. 

The Fitz-John Porter case was fought out to the bitter end, 


and at Wilmington on the first Monday after the fourth Monday in April 
and October of each year. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add a new section in the follow- 
ing words: 

Sec. 4. That this act shall take effect on and after October 15, 1894. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


and the power of Congress to pass such a law was affirmed by | amendments were concurred in. 


a large majority of both Houses, and I have quit fighting it. I 
have taken advantage of it to assist in some acts of obvious jus- 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. The bill was read the third time, and 


tice and mercy, and I shall adhere to the doctrine that we have | passed. 


a right to enlarge the powers of the President and that he may 
do just as seems to him best. It does not point out a person 


MRS. ELIZA B. PEIRCE. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I am authorized by the Committee on 


whom he shall appoint, but it enlarges the list of persons whom Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.3858) to pension 


he may appoint. 

Mr. MANDERSON. A bill for the relief of Capt. Charles 
b. Stivers passed Congress in 1890. It declared that the find- 
ing of a retiring board in his case was a legal and valid retire- 
ment, and that therefore he was entitled to his pay as a retired 
officer. The bill went to President Harrison, and he vetoed it, 
because he said it was the exercise of judicial power. 

Mr. HUNTON. I think the Senator from Nebraska is mis- 
taken in saying that it was a bill. It was a joint resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It may have been a joint resolution, but 
itisimmaterial whether it was a bill or a joint resolution. The 
President vetoed it because he said it was a usurpation of judi- 
cial oe by the President of the United States which he 
could notapprove. That very excellentlawyer, standing almost 
at the head of the bar of the United States when he went into 
the Presidential office, concludes his veto message in this lan- 
guage: 


Mrs. Eliza B. Peircs, widow of Charles Peirce, of New Bedford, 
Mass., to report it favorably without amendment. As the bill 
proposes to pension a very aged and destitute woman, and it will 
take but a moment to consider it, I ask unanimous consent for 
its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place upon 
the pension rolls the name of Eliza B. Peirce, widow of Charles 
Peirce, late of the ship Edward, Mexican war, and allow her a 
pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. HILL. I am directed by the Committee on Immigration, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5246) providing for the in- 
spection of immigrants by United States consuls, to report it with 


The relief should have taken the form usual in such cases, which isto | an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 


—— the appointment of the officer to a place made for him on the re- 
tir st. 


T submit that to the Senator from New Hampshire as very ex- 


At the same time I present to the Senate a communication 
from the Department of State upon the subject of this proposed 
legislation and also a communication from the Secretary of the 


cellent authority upon the constitutional question which he has | Treasury. I ask that the bill and substitute, together with the 


raised in this case. 
Mr, COCKRELL. 


I hope we shall now have a vote on the 
passage of the bill. 


two communications, be printed as a document. : 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, itis so ordered. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to say that the bill as zeported 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? | by the committee as a substitute was drawn at the Treasury De- 


The bill was passed. 
The preamble was agreed to. 
Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 


artment. It contains very severe pro visions against the com- 
ng of anarchists to this country. Iconsented pro forma to the 
report of that bill as a substitute for the bill which came from 


to whom was referred the bill (S. 2119) for the relief of Charles | the House of Representatives and which requires consular cer: 
B. Stivers, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was post- | tificates for persons intending to immigrate to this country, 1% 


poned indefinitely. 


NORTH CAROLINA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 
Mr. JARVIS. 


I ask unanimous consent for the present con- | 
sideration of House bil! 6542, a local bill, changing the line be- | 


order that the whole subject might be brought before the 5°” 
ate upon the consideration of the House bill, but reservinz ‘0 
myself the right to oppose the substitute and to advocate the 
passage at this time tf the original House bill. 1 think that at 
the very earliest opportunity at the present session the Senator 
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from New York, who is chairman of the committee, should call 
up the House bill and the proposed substitute with a view to 
securing legislation on the subject before the adjournment of 
Congress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

GEORGE B. COSBY. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 6921) for the relief of George B, Cosby, to report it without 
amendment. The bill passed the House of Representatives 
without opposition. There is considerable urgency in having 
action upon it by the Senate, as the applicant is threatened 
with a suit at law by the Government. 1 therefore ask that 
the bill be considered at this time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to credit 
George B. Cosby, late a first lieutenant in the Second Cavalry, 
United States Army, with $1,358, being the amount of his offi- 
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cial draft in favor of John T. Shaaf, late a lieutenant in the | 
United States Army, upon the assistant treasurer of the United | 
States at New Orleans, La., on or about March 31, 1860, the 

check not having been honored or paid for the want of funds, | 
occasioned by payment of forged checks by the assistant treas- | 


urer, for which Cosby was in no way responsible. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DECORATION OF SOLDIERS’ MONUMENT. 
Mr. HALE. 


[am directed by the Committee on Naval Affairs, | 


to wk wa ferred the bill (H. R. 7494) disposing of four | J 
aon a ( : ; g | dent had on the Ist instant approved and signed the following 
| acts: 


condemned cannon of the Navy, to report it without amend- 
ment. Itwill only take a minute to pass the bill, and I ask that 
it be considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to supply the Grand Army post of Sac City, 
Iowa, with four condemned cannon for use in decorating the 

destal of the soldiers’ monument in Sac City, Iowa. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reiding, read the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY ROAD IN TEXAS. 


Mr. BATE. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7419) for the construc- 
tion of a military road from the city of El Paso to Fort Bliss, 
Tex., to report it without amendment. I call the attention of 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] to the bill. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill for 
consideration now. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropri- 
ate, when the military reservation known as ‘* Old Fort Bliss ” 
shall have been sold by virtue of an act approved March 1, 1890, 
so much of the receipts therefrom as may be necessary, not to 
exceed $4,000, to the construction of a military road between the 
city of El Paso, Tex., and New Fort Bliss, Tex. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE and others addressed the Chair. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I give notice that I shall be compelled to 
object to the consideration of any more bills upon reports made 
this morning. 

_Mr. FRYE. I wish the Senator would withdraw his objec- 
tion for about two minutes. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I shall not be able to withdraw it to-day. 

Mr. FRYE. Then I will not make the report until to-mor- 
row morning. 

Mr. TELLER. If the morning business is through, I ask 
unanimous consent—— 

Mr.COCKRELL. I insist upon only routine morning busi- 


ness being transacted. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
resolutions is next in order. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAREY introduced a bill (S. 2273) to provide for the pay- 
ment of certain claims for compensation for publishing adver- 
tisements of lists of lands in the Territory of Oklahoma, opened 
to settlement by proclamation of the President April 19, 1892; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill {S. 2274) to regulate the mili- 
tary and naval forces of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


The introduction of bills and joint 
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_Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. ) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth New, widow of Jethrow New: which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

_ Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 2276) for the relief of John C. 
Seltzer, .ate postmaster, Shenandoah, Pa.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 
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STATISTICS OF 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to offer a resolution. I think there 
will be no objection to its Immediate consideration, and in view 
of that fact I wish to state what it is. It is a resolution to ask 
the Committee on the Census to inquire and report whether 
there is any good reason for doubting the accuracy of the pub- 
lisbed statements of the Superintendent of the Census in rela- 
tion to the wages of labor. I am informed and believe froma 
very cursory examination that the figuresas given by the Super- 
intendent for 1890 show such a state of wages as compared with 
those of 1880 that the increase is out of all proper proportion; 
and in order that the matter may be looked into, I ask that the 
resolution I offer may be adopted. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on the Census be, and it is hereby, instructed 
to inquire and report whether there is reasonable ground for doubt concern 
ing the accuracy ofthe conclusions of the Superintendent of the Census, in 
relation to the average wages of persons employed in the mechanical and 


manufacturing industries as published in the second volume of the Com 
pendium of the Eleventh Census. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 


WAGES OF LABOR. 


An act (S. 1209) to regulate enlistments in the Army of the 
United States; 

An act (S. 1426) to provide a register for the steamer Golds- 
worthy: and 

An act (S. 79) to authorize a corrected patent to be issued for 
the donation land claim of Wheelock Simmons and wife. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


The message also announced that the following acts having 
been presented to the President July 20, 1894, for his approval, 
and not having been returned by him to the house of Congress 
in which they originated within the time prescribed by the 
Constitution of the United States, have become laws without 
his approval: 

An act (S. 104) for the relief of Gen. Napoleon J. T. Dana; 

An act (S. 1513) for the relief of Maj. Gen. George S. Greene; 
and 

An act (S, 322) to place Dunbar RK. Ransom on the retired list 
of the Army. 

DOMINION COAL COMPANY, OF NOVA SCOTIA, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a previous day. 

_ The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
CHANDLER, as follows: 

Resolved, That the special committee appointed to investigate the charges 
of bribery against Senators be instructed to inquire into the facts con- 
nected with the organization and history of the Dominion Coal Company, 
Limited, of Nova Scotia, for the purpose of ascertaining whether such 
company was formed or is being conducted by reason of any assurances 
that the tariff duty on coal shall be repealed by Congress; and if so, to as 
certain who gave such assurances; and whether or not any officer of the 
Government or any member of Congress is or was interested in said com 
pany: and what action, if any, has been taken by any person in fulfillment 
of said assurances. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President,the facts which have come 
to my knowledge, which justify and seem to require the passage 
of this resolution of investigation, are mainly contained in the 
prospectus of the Dominion Coal Company, Limited, of Nova 
Scotia, a copy of which I hold in my hand. 

My proposition is that there is sufficient to justify an investi- 
gation contained in the prospectus itself. Itwas issued by Kid- 
der, Peabody & Co., of Boston, and appears to have dated 
in l'ebruary, 1893. The outstanding capitalization of the com- 
pany is stated as follows: 
Capitalization of the company outstanding: 

Bonds pecedenéeee ‘ 
Preferred stock 
Common stock... 


been 


. 81,500,000 
1, 500, 000 
15, 000, 000 


Then the following statement is made: 
One million five hundred thousand additional bonds and 81,5 
tional preferred stock are reserved in the Treasury for the future 
the company. 
So we have a corporation of $21,000,000 formed in February, 
1893, or exploited in February, 1893, for the development of 
Nova Scotia coal mines. I have l,and have no 


1000 addi 
needs of 


been info:med 
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doubt, that the options upon the mining properties which were 
to constitute the = ty of this Dominion Company were 
bargained for in 802, previous to the Presidential election, but 
that the final arran, nts were concluded after the Presi- 
dential election, and the prospectus of February, 1893, then 





issued. 

The officers of the company are Henry M. Whitney, of Bos- 
ton, president; John S. McLennan, of Montreal, treasurer; FP. S. 
Pearson, of Boston, chief engineer; David McKeen, of Glace 
Bay, a Breton, resident manager. 

he directors are Henry F’. Dimock, of New York; Hugh Mc- 
Lennan, of Montreal; F. S. Pearson, of Boston; W. B. Ross, Q. 
C., of Halifax; Sir Donald A. Smith, K. C. M.G., of Montreal; 
W.C. Van Horne, of Montreal; Henry M. Whitney, of Boston; 
Alfred Winsor, of Boston; and Robert Winsor, of Boston. 

The trustees and transfer agents of the bonds are the New Eng- 
land Trust Company; the transfer agents of the stocks are the 
American Loan and Trust Company, and here is the date of the 
prospectus, ‘‘ Boston, February 18, 1893.” 

There isin the New York World of ae, July 30, a special 
to the Worldfrom Boston, Mass., of July 29, which gives the 
officers of the Dominion Coal Company substantially as I have 
stated them, and states that ‘‘ the principal mines at and near 
Sydney acquired by the Dominion Coal Company, Limited, were 
the Glace Company, in which Frank Jones held some stock,” 
etc. Then the World proceeds to enumerate the other proper- 
ties. I find that the 7 ctus recites that Mr. Schneider ex- 
amined the books of the Little Glace Bay, Gowrie, Caledonia, 
and International Companies. 

So it seems that a distinguished citizen of my own State, well 
known in political and social circles, Mr. Frank Jones, is amem- 
ber of the syndicate which was projected prior to the Presiden- 
tial election, and which entered into the full performance of its 
functions after the Presidential election, issuing its “Secor 
in February, 1893, for the sale of a portion of its stock. 

It appears that aor the common stock is to be what is 
called watered stock. The company, wishing to sell four and a 
half million dollars of its securities, offers for $1,050 to give $500 
of bonds, $500 of preferred stock, and $5000fcommon stock; that 
is to say, the bonds and the preferred stock at par, and the $500 
common stock at $50, or $10 a share. So the common stock of 
$15,000,000 would be watered stock, so.to speak, up to the amount 
of 13,500,000. It appears by the prospectus that all the stock 
- ——— as paid up and nonassessable under the laws of Nova 

cota, . 

I find in the World that— 

Of this stock President Whitney took 30,000 shares, for which he paid 810 
ashare. The other directors also got in on the ground tier. 

There remains, of course, the $13,500,000 to be disposed of at 
$10 a share or placed in the course of the business of the pro- 
jectors wherever it will do the most to the company. 

I now come to the peculiarity of this prospectus which led me 
to offer the resolution of investigation. This is evidently a 
scheme which is to go forward only in case of legislation of a 
certain character by the Congress of the United States. The 
whole gist and ,ravamen of this company’s plan is the condi- 
tion that by reason of the success of tariff reform in this coun- 
try, or the success of some other idea, or the election to office 
of some President or some Congress, the duty on coal of 75 cents 
a ton is to be removed, so that this coal company can make 
money. 

Ihave also been furnished, by the kindness of the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLarT], with the prospectusof the Broad 
Cove Coal Company, Limited, who propose to exploit mines at 
— Breton, in Nova Scotia, the Dominion of Canada. This is 
either a rival organization or a fellow organization of the Do- 
minion Coal Company, and it proceeds upon the same funda- 
mental condition, that success is to be given to the commercial 
venture by the removal by the Congress of the United States of 
the existing duty of T5 cents per ton upon coal. In the pros- 
pectus of the Broad Cove Company I find the following state- 
ment: 

Thus it will be seen that Broad Cove coal can be delivered alongside in 
Boston for $1.48 per tou less than coal from Newport News, Va., United 
States, and 61 cents less than for any other mine in Nova Scotia, with the 
duty on. Which tariff will be reduced if not removed entirely. 

The prospectus has a er ogy org so as tocall the special 
attention of persons who desire to invest in the stock of this com- 
pany to this paragraph, “‘which tariff will be reduced if not 
ce entirel ts 

© paragrap the Dominion Coal Company's prospectus 
which gives character to the whole proceeding call thors the 
motive of the organization of this company, is as follows: 


Should the United States of 75 cents ton be removed, it seems 
evident that this will a lange tearket on the New 


seaboard, for which its position at tide water would enable it te compete on 
tageous terms. 
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Now, here is beyond all doubt, without going outside of tho 

SS the basis upon which this company was organized 

t is the idea upon which this company is being managed jo. 
day. It isa corporation organized with $15,000,000 of common 
stock, which it is apparent is only to be paid for, if paid for at 
all, to the extent of a million and a half dollars, which stock jis 
subject to be distributed in all directions for any purpose whic} 
the managers of the company may conclude to be a wise ono. 

Mr. President, I repeat that this company ought to be inves 
gated upon the facts which I have stated. If the Congress o 
the United States has before it a tariff bill, and a great $21 090 - 
000 corporation is organized and bases the work of its organiza. 
tion, the function of its organization, the prosperity of its oy- 
ganization upon the removal of a duty by the passage of th; 
tariff bill, I say this isa company which the Congress of the 
United States engaged in considering the tariff bill can aff 
to watch. 

Mr. President, we can not avoid looking to see what any c 
peony is doing, whether it is the Dominion Coal Company or the 
road Cove Coal Company, that holds its securities ready } 
the million to hand out to persons to whom it chooses to : 
them in order to influence the action of the Congress of { 

United States in removing the duty upon coal. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am not surprised that the Senator 
New York rises. 

Mr. HILL. I understood the suggestion of the Senator ‘ 
that he wanted to watch this coal company. There is no objec- 
tion to that, I suppose, on the part of anybody; but his reso! 
tion seems tointimatesomething further, namely, that we shou! 
investigate its affairs. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will see, as I proceed, exactly 
to what extent I propose to impute motives to the advocates of 
free coal. I shall not say that every advocate of free coal las 
been influenced the Dominion Coal Company. 

Mr.GRAY. You had better not. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Far be itfrom me to say that; but I say th 
when youhaveacoalcompany with $21,000,000 of stock organi 
upon the fundamental proposition that the duty on coal shall 
removed, it is time for Congress to see what that coal company 
is doing, and to protect the Senator from New York[Mr. Hin 
when he argues for free coal in this Chamber from having any 
seductive or improper influences put around him for the pur- 
pose of influencing hisaction in thisChamber. [Laughter.] A 
if any officer of the Government, be he high or low, great o: 
small, is in danger of being influenced in his public action by 
this $21,000,000 of stock and bonds conveniently at hand, I sa; 
the Congress should investigate, not for the purpose of doing in- 
jury to any human being, but for the purpose of removing 
good men from suspicion, and of exposing the bad men, if th 
are any in this city with any of this stock and bonds in their 
hands, and of driving them from the Capitol, as we ought ' 
drive all men who are engaged with money in their hands in 
attempting to influence the legislation of this pure and uprigh 
Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I notice that the resolutio 
the Senator from New Hampshire—I was not in the Senat. 
terday when it was offered—directs that the special comm''' 
appointed to investigate the charges of bribery against =: 
tors, be instructed to inquire into the facts connected with ' 
matter of which he has been speaking. I should feel per)ap- 
some hesitation in saying and doing anything about that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Did the Senator understand that | 
finished my remarks. 

Mr. GRAY. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I thought he * 
his seat. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Oh, no; I have only begun. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator acted as if he had closed. | 
sorry I misunderstood him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I beg pardonofthe Senator. Lalways 
ish my sentences separately, or endeavor to do so. 

Mr.GRAY. I say the Senator acted as if he had closed, ani 
I beg his pardon for interrupting him. 

Mr. CHANDLER... I may have so acted by finishing one s 
tence; but I have not yet attained the happy faculty, which 

sessed in such an eminent degree by the former Sen 
rom New York, Mr. Evarts, and is d by some Sena‘ 
I nowsee, of getting allof my ideasin onesentence. [Laught»r 

Mr.GRAY. Weall wish you could. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If I could do that, I would; but [ am 
obliged to give the Senate my views upon this resolution in in- 
stallments, and I shall now proceed to the second installment. 

Mr. President, while I hold the Senate ought to investiga’? 
the Dominion Coal y, Limited, by reason of the facts ap 
pearing upon the face of the prospectus, it is useless to disgu'=° 
the fact or to omit to notice that there have been suggeste4 
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scandals in connection with this company, and that the names 
of public officials have been bruited about in connection with 
this company; yet, Mr. President, I do not intend to use any 
names of public officials, because if the Senate will pass this reso- 
jution and make this investigation all the facts will be made ap- 
a and if no member of Congress holds stock or bonds of this 
company or has any interest therein, no injustice will be done 
to anyone; while if names are now mentioned in the Senate in- 
‘ustice may be done. 

“wr. GRAY. May Iask the Senator from New Hampshire a 
question? 

‘Mr. CHANDLE! 


%. Certainly. 
Mr.GRAY. I as! 


k the Senator whether he does not think 


arent, and if no public official holds stock or bonds of this com- | 


that if he has these grounds of suspicioa, which would author- | 


izehim in offering and pressing a resolution like this, as to 
certain Government officials, he ought to mention their names; 


pecause, if he will allow me, that is a matter which has been | 


pruited in the press of the country for sometime by those who 
bas come to the attention of the parties whose names have been 
mentioned in one way or another,and thus has drawn from 
those parties—I do not know that it has drawn from members 
of the Government—specific denials of the truth of many things 
which have been stated about this coal company. 

[ think if the Senator desires an investigation, he ought to 
mention the names of any officers of the Government to whom 
he thinks suspicion is directed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I prefer to make my speech 
myself, 

Mr. GRAY. Lask the Senator a question, whether he does 
not think he owes it to the Senate and to the country to men- 
tion the names? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam perfectly willing that the Senator 
from Delaware shall mention any names he chooses to bring in- 
to this debate. I say that I have no knowledge, but I havea 
suspicion. 

Mr.GRAY. The Senator from New Hampshire says he is 

fectly willing the Senator from Delaware should mention 
names. Whenever I mention that there is suspicion against 
any public officer or Senator I shall mention the name. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator has his own way of doing 
things. 

Mr. GRAY. I make no innuendoes, 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Delaware wayis not always the New 
Hampshire way. 

Mr.GRAY. The Delaware way is a pretty good way, and I 
prefer the Delaware way. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I beg pardon of theSenator. I will make 
this proposition to him, if he wants to introduce names into 
this debate. The New York World article of July 30, in its 
special from Boston of July 29, states that a thorough investiga- 
tion has been made by the World correspondent into the Domin- 
ion Coal Company, and thereupon the World exempts from any 
connection with this company two hich officials of the United 
States and one eminent citizen who is not now an olficial of the 

United States. 


If the Senator wants to bring names into the debate, let him | 
send for the World of July 30and read the acquittal by this Demo- | 
cratie organ of those two officials and one distinguished citizen | 
from any connection with the Dominion Coal Company. For | 


ave endeavoring to defeat tariff legislation in the Senate, and | 


suspicious man, and not as the unsuspicious Senator from Dela- 
ware conducts himself. 

Mr. President, there is one name in connection with this Do- 
minion Coal Company which [ will mention, and that is the name 
of Mr. John E. Russ of M macnusett Ldo not know \ retuver 
he is Governor Russell or not. I mix up these Russells rhere 
is John E. Russell and William E. Russell, and one of them bas 
been governor of Massachusetts, I forget w! 


y 
» 


‘twhich, but thisis John 

KE. Russell. Is he the governor of Massachu 

Mr. LODGE. He isthe one whoran for 
feated. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes; I had forgotten. 
sell is the one who ran for governor and was el 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In order that no injustice m 

n ex-governor of Massachusetts, let it be borne in mi: 
is Mr. John E. Russell, who, as I understand, avows cx 
with this Lominion Coal Company; whois anavowed participant 
in the prospective profits of the Dominion Coal Company, whic 
is to make the great fortunes set out in this prospectus from 
removal of the tariff duty of 75 cents a ton on coal. 

A few days ago a New York paper—I think it was the Sun 
if it was not the Sun, it was some other paper; and if I have the 


] 


name of the paper wrong the Senator from Delaware, who reads 


| all the papers, will correct me and name the right paper—stated 


myself, | have little reason to believe that they are connected | 


with it,exeept what grows out of my suspicions of every con- 
c.usion to which the New York World ever comes. 


Mr. GRAY. The Senator from New Hampshire has made a | 
proposition. I merely want to say that the Senator from Dela- | 


ware does not care to take refuge behind an article in the New 
York World or anyother newspaper. If he thinks an artiele is 
suflicient togroundan imputation of suspicion against any officer 
or any Senator, he will say so,and that, I think, the Senator has 
characterized as the Delaware way, which I believe to be a 
pretty good way. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator suspect that.any official 
of the United States is connected with this coal company? 
; Mr. GRAY. When I do, I will say so, and notstand hereand 
talk about it. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator suspeet anybody? 
Mr. GRAY. I haveanswered the Senator. If he is not sat- 
ised with that answer, he will have to go without one. 
— CHANDLER. The Senator does not suspect any one? 
Mr. GRAY. No: I do not suspect anyone. 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator says when he does suspect 
“ one. he will mention the name. 
Mr.GRAY. That means I do not suspect anyone. 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is unsuspicious, while I am 
suspicious, and I will take the liberty of conducting myself asa 


that Mr. John E. Russell came to Washington to give couns 
and advice to President Cleveland. The President had written 
a letter without addressing it to anybody in particular. 

He had dated it July 2, and he had kept it as a sort of siock in 
trade of dynamite; beld in hand, ready to be thrown at 
convenientopportunity. Thereupon the President, about a week 
or ten days after this date, found himself in company with Mr. 
John E. Russell, with Mr. Don M. Dickinson, of Michigan, and 
with some other kitchen-cabinet adviser—i do not now remem- 
ber the name—and at the consultation this letter was submit- 
ted, and the question was discussed whether it should be made 
public or should not be made public; and it was then decided, 
so the story went, that the letter should be addressed to the 
cbairman of the Ways and Means Committee of the House of 
Representatives, Mr. WILSON. It was so addressed; it met the 
approval of this little conclave which gathered around the 
President, was sent to Mr. WILSON, and in due course of time, 
after an agonizing birth of some sort—who was the accoucheur 
we do not know—it saw the light one day, to the consternation 
of the world, the surprise of the House of Representatives, and 
to the dismay of every Senator in the Chamber, and particularly 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] and the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr. President, I understand that Mr. John E&. Russell, the 
representative of the Dominion Coal Company in that confer 
ence and about the hotels of this city and on the cars coming 
here and on the cars going away from here, was loud in 
declaration that the President ought to plant himself impr 
nably upon the doctrine of the Democratic party, that we mu 
have free coal for New England. 

Far be it from me to say that Mr. Russell was not honest 
and sincere in his proposed advocacy of the great political p: 
ciple of free raw material of the Democratic party to which he 
belongs. He undoubtedly thought that it was good policy for 
the President then and there to strike a blow for free coal, to 
protect the grand principle of free raw material for the Demo- 
cratic party, and to carry out the expectations of the Dominion 
Coal Company, of which Mr. Russell was a representative and 
in the profits of which he was to be a participant. 

But notwithstanding all this, it seems to me that Mr. John E. 
Russell, as an adviser of the President in reference to the re- 
moval of the duty on coal, will bear watching and investigating, 
and I respectfully submit to the Senate that the facts which I 
have already stated not only justify, but require an investiga- 
tion such as the resolution proposes. 

Mr. President, there have been scandals enough in connection 
with this Congress to require that the Senate of the United 
States shall'set about removing them. We have had a com- 
mittee for the purpose of removing any scandal which surrounds 
the Senate in connection with the sugar trust. The Senator 
from Delaware, the unsuspicious and confiding and trusting Sena- 
tor from Delaware, who believes in the integrity of all men un- 
til the contrary is proved by overwhelming evidence, was put 
in charge of thecommittee to vindicate the integrity of the Sen- 
ate and to assist in repelling, if the proof would permit, the 
sugar-trust scandals resting upon the Senate. “ 

I submit that we should go further, and that we should in- 
vestigate every organization made for money profits which it 
may be claimed by anybody has been surrounding this Capitol 
and filling this city with lobby agents to influence tariff legislar 
tion. 
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Consider, Mr. President, for a moment the question of the 
one-eighth differential, the one-eighth donation to the sugar 
trust, the president of which, Mr. Havemeyer, has admitted 
that the company pours out its money like water in order to in- 
fluence political parties. 

This sugar trust has been able so far to secure the retention in 
the tariff bill of the differential duty of one-eighth of 1 percent 
<= refined sugar. All attempts to strike it out have failed, 

1 motions to get itout have been voted down. There it is in 
the bill, and, if current rumors are correct, the Senate conferees 
say that there it sha)l remain, no matter how overwhelmingly the 
House of Representatives may demand thatit shall be excluded 
and notwithstanding thirty-two members of the Senate, being 
half of those voting, have voted thatit ought to go out, and not- 
withstanding, [ regret to say, the thirty-second vote against 
striking it out was given by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
VILAs}, who, after the most scathing denunciation of the sugar 
trust which has been uttered in this Chamber or elsewhere, 
meekly bowed in submission to the decree of the Democratic 
sugar caucus, and gave a vote against an instruction to the con- 
ferees to recede from the differential, which instruction only 
three days before he had introduced into the Senate and had 
made an eloquent and forcible speech in its favor. 

Mr. President, when such conditions as this exist, when we 
seo that this one-eighth differential, against which the House 
of Representatives isalmost unanimous, and against which there 
is at least 1 = in the Senate, if the Senators vote as 
they feel, and against which I believe there is 10 majority inthe 
Senate—when we see this differential in behalf of Mr. Henry 
O. Havemeyer and his associates fastened upon the tariff legis- 
lation, so that there is to be no tariff legislation at this Congress 
unless the sugar trust have this advantage, I say it is time to 
investigate the sugar trust in earnest, and it is time to exhibit 
to the full light of day all the testimony which has been taken 
by the committee appointed to investigate the subject, and it 
is also time for us to investigate the Dominion Coal Company 
and the Broad Cove Coal Company and the National Lead Com- 
pany. Allofthem,I think, should be investigated, including 
every one of those companies who, with their millions of wa- 
tered stock ready to give away, are surrounding Congress and 
pressing home their iniquitous plans upon the representatives 
of the people of the United States. 

Mr. President, I have spoken somewhat vehemently on this 
subject, but I hope that I am influenced bythe proper spirit. I 
trust that Senators will believe that a due regard for the per- 
manent dignity and honor of the Senate requires this investiga- 
tion. I recur naturally and frequently to the language of Pres- 
ident Cleveland. 

When one is tired and weary and hard worn—as we now are, 
having been in session nearly one whole year, brought here a 
year ago on the 7th day of this month by the distinguished 
President—he longs to seize hold, if he can, of some principle, 
of some great idea for his guidance. 

Some great writer, Ido not remember who, but such a one as 
the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] or the senior Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] is in the habit of quoting 
to us, says: ‘‘Give mea great thought that I vy refresh myself 
therewith.” So I turn for a great thought to the President of 
the United States, who says in his message of December 4, 1893: 

In my great desire for the success of this measure I can not restrain the 
suggestion that its success can only be attained by means of unselfish 
counsel on the part of the friends of tariffreform and ss a result of their 
wiltinguens to subordinate personal desires and ambitions to the general 
goo0c 

Upon this noble idea, Mr. President, we may take our stand, 
and brush aside all these vampires which arise from the purlieus 
of the sugar trust and of the Dominion Coal Company. e may 
rest secure in our rectitude and our tness, as reflected from 
that magnificent man in the White House, who always stands 
upon principle, who sacrifices himself upon every occasion when 
duty calls him, and who always subordinates personal ambitions 
to the public good. [Laughter.] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, unless some Senator desires to 
debate the resolution further I move to lay iton the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from New York. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [ask the Senator to withdraw his motion 
for a moment so that I may make an amendment of the resolu- 
tion, and then he can renew his motion. 

Mr. HILL. I think my motion had better be passed upon now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will say to the Senator that I desire, in- 
stead of keeping the present committee any longer in tribula- 
tion, to substitute a special committee for the committee to in- 
vestigate the bribery of Senators. 

Mr. HILL. There is no objection to that. 
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Mr. GRAY. Let the resolution provide for ‘a special con 
mittee” instead of ‘‘the special committee.” F 

“4 CHANDLER. I will modify the resolution so that it wi) 
read: fy 
asme ue a committee of five Senators be appointed to inquire in 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the rego. 
lution will be modified as suggested by the Senator from Noy 
Hampshire. os 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now,I hope the Senator from New yo», 
will not renew his motion. re 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution be read as modified, 

bo VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution as modified wij) ), 
read, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed to inquire into 
the facts connected with the organization and history of the Dominion 
Company, Limited, of Nova Scotia, for the purpose of ascertaining whe; 
such company was formed or is being conducted by reason of any ass, 
ances that the tariff duty on coal shall be repealed by Congress; ani. i; « 
to ascertain who gave such assurances; and whether or not any officer of 
the Government or any member of Congress is or was interested {n cajj 
company; and what action, if any, has been taken by any person in fuit\\). 
ment of such assurances. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, as noone seems inclined to debate 
this question further, I shall in a moment renew my motion. 

I simply desire to say that nothing definite has been stat; 
here which would justify entering seriously upon any investi. 
gation such asis proposed. There is no charge of any kind or 
character made against any official of the Government, any 
member of Congress, or anyone else in any tangible form or 
shape; and I think we have enough on our hands here, on the 
2d day of August, without entering upon any such investiga. 
tion. For that reason, I renew my motion to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] that the resolution be 
laid upon the table. [Putting the question.] The ‘‘ ayes” ap- 
pear to have it. 

Mr. LODGE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the demand for the yeas and 
nays seconded? [A pause.] Not a sufficient number of Sen- 
ators have seconded the demand, and the yeas and nays are 
notordered. The question is on the motion of the Senator from 
New York to lay the resolution on the table. [Putting the ques- 
tion.] The ayes appear to have it. The ayes have it, and the 
motion is agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER. I now ask unanimous consent, in accordance 
with the notice I gave a day or two ago, that the Senate procee 
to the consideration of unopposed bills reported by the Commit 
tee on Pensions and the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Illinois? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not understand the request. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I inquire what has become of the mo 
tion of the Senator from New York to lay on the table the res- 
olution of the Senator from New Hampshire? Was there nota 
yea-and-nay vote ordered? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Nota sufficient number of Sena- 
tors seconded the call, as the Chair stated at the time, and the 
yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thestatementof the Chair was not heard. 
During this very hot weather it is very difficult to speak loud 
enough to be heard, and none of the Senators on this side of the 
Chamber understood the declaration of the Chair. _ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair stated distinctly ths 
not a sufficient number of Senators had seconded the deman( 
for the yeas and nays. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent that the vote 
be taken over again. 7 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the reques 
of the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. FAULKNER. What is the request? ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. That the vote on the motion to lay ™y 
resolution on the table may be taken over again. F ; 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator states that he did n 

hear the announcement made by the Chair. on 

Mr. WHITE. I suppose the Senator from New Hampsiire 
has heard the announcement now made, and that meets his cs. 
Therefore I object. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That would meet my case if the Senator 
from California were the Presiding Officer of the Senate, but he 
does not happen to be in the chair. - 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move to reconsider the vote by whic? 
the resolution was ordered to lie on the table. eM 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent that the vote % 


again taken. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. PALMER. I object, upon the ground that the Senate 
has entered upon another order of business. Consent was given 
to take up bills on the Calendar reported by the Committees on 
Pensions and ened Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to say for myself that when I 
made the request of the Chair to know what had become of the 
resolution, I was certainly under the impression that a yea-and- 
nay vote had been ordered, and I thought that prior to calling 
the roll some formal matter upon the President's desk was being 
disposed of. I certainly heard no motion put, and I did not hear 
the declaration of the Chair that not a sufficient number of Sen- 
ators had seconded the call for the yeas and nays. 

It is a very unsafe precedent for us to enter upon here, one 
that has never obtained heretofore, that when a vote has been 
put in this manner, there shall be no opportunity for Senators 
to vote who did not hear the question put. 

Mr. WHITE. So far as Iam concerned, if the Senator states 
he did not hear the question put, I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Idid not. Isupposed the yeasand nays 
were to be called. [ was under that impression. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to state—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam not blaming the Chair at all. 
perhaps, was not paying sufficient attention. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. When some Senator upon the left 
of the Chair called for the yeas and nays the Chair submitted 
the question to the Senate distinctly, and not more than three 
or four Senators raised their hands. The Chair thereupon said 
that the demand for the yeas and nays was not seconded. That 
was the announcement of the Chair, and the Chair did not sup- | 
pose there was any misapprehension about it. 

Mr. PALMER. I withdraw any objection I may have made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois with- 
draws his objection. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. GRAY. What is the request of the Senator from New 
Hampshire? I did not hear it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That the vote shall again be taken. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That the vote be again taken on 
the motion to lay the resolution on the table. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] to lay on 
the table the resolution of the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHANDLER]. 

Mr. LODGE. ILask for the yeas and nays on the motion to 
lay the resolution on the table. 

The yeas and nays wereordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to cail the roll. 

Mr. CAMDEN (when his name was called). I am paired with | 
the senior Senator from South Dakota |Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM]. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana {Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. If he were 
present I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Virginia |Mr. DANIEL], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I inquire if the senior Senator from | 
Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair will 
state. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I am paired with the senior Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], and therefore withhold my 
vote, 

Mr. CAFFERY. 
[Mr. POWER]. 

Mr. CAMERON. I am paired with the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
TURPIE]. 

Mr. DOLPH. I was outof the Chamber when the name of the 
senior Senator from Mississippi{[Mr. GEORGE] wascalled. I un- 
derstand he announced his pair with me. As he is not now in 
the Chamber [ shall not vote. If I were at liberty to vote I 
should vote “nay.” 

Mr. MCLAURIN. I inquire whether the junior Senator from | 
Rhode Island (Mr. Drxon| has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
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Mr. McLAURIN. Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
Rhode Island. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—16 
Berry, Gray, Mitchell, Wis Vest, 
Blackburn, Hill, Palmer Vilas, 
Brice, Hunton, Pasco, Walsh, 
Call, Mills, Roach, White. 

NAYS—30 
Allen. Frye, Lodge Puch, 
Allison, Gallinger, Manderson, Sherman, 
Bate, Gorman, Martin, Shoup 
Carey, Hansbrough Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, 
Chandler, Harris, Peffer, Teller 
Cockrell, Hoar, Perkins, Washburn. 
Coke, Jones, Ney. Platt, 
CuHom, Kyle, Proctor, 

NOT VOTING—39 

Aldrich, Dubois, Jones, Ark Power, 
Blanchard, Faulkner, Lindsay, Quay, 
Butler, George, McLaurin, Ransom, 
Caffery, Gibson, Me Millan, Smith, 
Camden, Gordon, McPherson Squire, 
Cameron, Hale, Morgan, Turpie, 
Daniel, Hawley, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Davis, Higgins, Murphy, Wilson, 
Dixon, Irby, Patton, Wolcott. 
Dolph, Jarvis, Pettigrew, 


So the Senate refused to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. MILLS. Iofferan amendment to come in at the end of 
the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will receive a message 
from the House of Representatives. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the reportof thecommittee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 5481) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7451) to author- 
ize the entry of land for gravel pits and reservoir purposes and 


| authorizing the grant of right of way for pipe purposes, agreed 


to the conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Mc- 
RAE, Mr. NEILL and Mr. LACEY managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 829) granting an honorable discharge to Cyrus 
Payne. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4606) to amend 
sections 5365 and 5365 of the Revised Statutes, and the bill (H. 


| R. 7488) authorizing the Secretiry of the Interior to grant leases 
for sites on the Hot Springs Reservation, Arkansas, for cold- 


water reservoirs. 
ENROLLED BILL 
The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (S. 1471) to provide for the 
adjustment and payment of the claim of the American Trans- 
portation Company for dredging done at Fairport Harbor, in 
the State of Ohio; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice- 
President. 


SIGNED. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
H. R. 5575) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end 
ing June 30, 1895, and for other purposes, the pending question 

being on the amendment submitted by Mr. ALLEN. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Iask the Senator from Nebraska to per- 


| mit me to have some amendments acted upon which are neces- 


sary. On page 129, after line 10, I move to insert: 

To pay to Bessie A. Stockbridge, widow of the Hon. Francis B 
bridge, deceased, late a Senator from the State of Michigan, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Lalso offer another amendment to come 
in immediately after the amendment just agreed to. 
129, after the amendment just adopted, I move to insert: 

To pay to Florence S. Vance, widow of the Hon. Zebulon B. Vance, de- 


Stock- 


(on page 


ceased, late a Senator from the State of North Carolina, 5,000 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I offer an amendment which the Senator 


from Alabama[Mr. MORGAN] says is necessary. He has reported 


it from the Committee on Foreign Relations. 








sil 


The SECRETARY. On page 127, at the end of line 23, insert: 


for the execution of the obligations of the United States and the protec- 
tion of the interests and property of the United States in the Samoan 
Islands, under any existing treaty with the Government of said islands and 
with the Governments of Germany and Great Britain, the sum of 86,000, to 
pe Sneaeeey available and to be expensed under the direction of the 

resiacent, 

Mr. MORGAN. Perhaps I had better make some explana- 
tion of the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will refrain from submitting any remarks, 
as it seems to be the desire to save time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on aggreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 44, after line 17,I move to insert: 

To enable the committeeon final report to arrange the reports of the vari- 
ous Departments and prepare a synopsis of the same, $3,500, or so much as 
may bé necessary, to be expended in the discretion of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mc. ALLEN. I desire to withdraw the amendment which I 
offered yesterday. I move to amend the bill by inserting in 
line 13, page 74, after the words ‘‘ United States” the word 
‘‘twenty;” so that the clause will read: 

For gauging the streams and determining the water supply of the United 
States, $25,000, 

I desire to say briefly that 1 have consulted with those in 
charge of this work, and have ascertained that a very satisfac- 
tory test as to the water supply of the United States for — 
tion and other purposes can be made for the sum of $25,000. The 
work will be under the charge of the Geological Survey. I am 
assured that the money will be judiciously and properly ex- 
pended, and I am led to believe that the amendment will not 
meet with any o tion on the part of the committee. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I amin accord with the 
amendment of my colleague for an increase of the appropriation, 
but I suggest to him and to the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations that this will hardly reach the full extent of the 
demand. There are many sections of the country called semi- 
arid where it is im ible to irrigate by the use of streams. 
There are parts of the State of Nebraska which could be placed 
under ditch, but the ditches could not be filled by the diversion 
of any of the water courses. The Department of Agriculture 
has made some exploration in the matter of artesian wells, and 
in the State of South Dakota several artesian wells were bored 
in localities designated by the experts as probably good ground 
for the purpose. 

The most wonderful people in matters of irrigation are tho 
people of the far East. In the old countries there are evidences 
of very wise irrigation. In China they have carried it to a very 
great extreme, and the Chinaman has brought into this country, 
with great profit, some of the irrigation ideas of his country. 
Very frequently where streams are not available, those people, 


by boring into the earth, obtain an undercurrent of water and. 


bring it 7 by different processes, sometimes by hand and some- 
times by the use ofanimals working pumps. Itseems to me that 
we should include also, and I call my colleague’s attention to it 
in the hope that he may adopt the idea in his amendment, some 
investigation of the matter of artesian wells. I should like to 
see the Government go to the extentof boring some experimental 
wells, but [do notask for that. What I should like to see, how- 
ever, is such a form of oe as I will state; and I call the 
particular attention of the Senator from Missouri to the language. 
I do not think he will find it objectionable in any degree. 

For gauging the streams and determining the water supply of the United 
States, inclu the investigation of und currents and artesian 
welis in arid and semiarid sections, $25,000. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me tosay 
just a wordy 

Mr. MANDERSON. With — | age pleasure. 

Mr. KYLE. I will state that is morning conferred with 
the experts, and the} expect to include in their investigation 
the artesian-well supply. It might be well, however, to include 
those words in the amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON., I think it would be well to do so, be- 
cause [ doubt very much whether the language used, ‘‘ fans: 
ing the streams and determining the water supply of the United 
States,” would include that investigation of underground cur- 
rents which would prompt the boring by private parties of ar- 
tesian wells in the semiarid sections. 

Mr. KYLE. I think it would be well to insert those words. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It seems to me there can be no possible 
objection to enlarging the amendment to that extent. 

Mr. KYLE. We shall make no opposition to the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. MANDERSON. iI move to amend the amendment by in- 
serting, after the words ‘“‘ United States,” the words, ‘‘ includ- 
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ing the investigation of underground currents and artesian wel!, 
in arid and semiarid sections.” The amendment will then read 

Por the streams and determining the water supply of the United 

tes, incl the investigation of underground currents and artesian 
ells in arid and semiarid sections, $25,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRyY# inthe chair), Tho 
question is on agreeing to the amendment of the senior Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] to the amendment of the 
jutiior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

e amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
he amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In consequence of the amendment jus 
adopted the total, in line 16, must be changed from $414,100 to 
$434,100. I move that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 45, after line 19,I move to inser: 

For salaries of special agents, independent treasury, $2,500. 

Task that a letter of the Secretary of the Treasury of to-day 
mar be read in connection with the amendment. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as . 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
Washington, D. C., August 2, 131 

Sir: I have the honor to state that the examination and transfer of |). 
office of the assistant treasurer of the United States at San Francisco 
Cal, expected to have commenced in June, was delayed until afte: 
July 1, 1894, making it necessary to pay the e mses thereof, Which are 
— than for any other office, from appropriation for present fiscal year 

he sum of $5,000 is included in the Book of Estimates, page 35, for salarie- 
—— ts independent treasury, 1895, but $3,000 only is appropriated in 
the legislative act, approved July 31, 1894, which is not sufficient to pay 
expenses of the exa: ations to be made during this fiscal year owing 
the several ch in the subtreasury offices. It is, therefore, necessary \» 
— for an additional sum of $2,500, and I suggest that the following item 

6 included in the deficiency bill, viz: “ Salaries special agents independe: 
treasury, 1896, $2,500."" 
Respectfully, yours, 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secreta 


The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to offer an amendment which has 
been approved by the Committee on Military Affairs. On page 
107, after line 19, I move to insert: 

For construction of quarters for governor of home, 89,00); for fire pro 
oe including pumps, pipes, hydrants, and placing and locating same 

I desire to state certain facts in connection with the amend 
ment. At the Soldiers’ Home in Santa Monica, Cal., to which 
the amendment has reference, there was a residence for the 
governor and his family constructed at the time when the main 
buildings were erected. Last February, or in the early part « 
March, that edifice was destroyed by fire. The treasurer has 
been acting as governor of the home until lately, but at a ro- 
cent meeting of the Board of Managersa governor was selected. 
Thero is no place for him to reside within the grounds. 

The Santa Monica Home, as the Senate will remember, is « 
new institution. The buildings, which are quite costly, are 
erected upon grounds donated by the Senator from Nevada [\MIr. 
JONES] and his co‘wners in the ranch upon which the building: 
are situated. The second portion of the amendment, proposing 
to appropriate $8,100, is offered because the Board of Managers 
have determined that in no other way can the buildings be pro- 
tected from the danger of fire. Indeed, they prepared amend- 
ments and asked the presentation of the same, appropriating as 
much as fifty-odd thousand dollars for that purpose, but it 1s es- 
sential that the fire protection contemplated by the amendment 
shall be accorded if the property, estimated to be worth nearly 
a half million dollars, is to be protected. ; 

For these reasons I submit that the amendment should be 
agreed to. I have no doubt that ifI had been able to place tho 
matter fully before the committee it would not have been neces- 
sary to have offered the suggestions which I have made. I have 
eliminated everything save those two items, which I know per- 
sonally, from my knowledge of the locality, are essential. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The oat onagreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 107, line 22, $17,100 having been 
added, the total should be changed so as to read ‘‘ $208,225." 
The SECRETARY. On page 107, line 22, strike out ‘$191,125 

and insert ‘‘ 208,225.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 110, line 25, the total should be 
changed so that it will be ‘‘ $2,315,972.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The change will be made if 
there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 
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Mr. CAMDEN. I wish toofferanamendment. On page | 
after line 2, I move to insert: 

J’o enable the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to pay totheoflicers and employés of the Senate and the House 

rne on the annual and session rolls at the close vf the second session of 
the Fifty-third Congress, including the Capitol police, for extra service dur- 
ing thesecond session of the Fifty-third Congress, a sum equal to one month's 
pay at the compensation then paid by law, the same to be immediately avail- 


able. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Doesthat comefromany committee? Has 
it been passed upon by a standing committee of the Senate? 
Mr. CAMDEN. It comes from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, with a favorable 


report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is nouse to include the words ‘“‘ the 
game to be immediately available.” 

Mr.GORMAN. Let that clause be stricken out. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
modified if there be no objection. 

Mr. ROACH. I move to amend the proposed amendment by 
inserting, after the word ‘‘Congress,” in line 4, ‘‘and those whose 
service terminated during such session.” 

Mr. CAMDEN. [have no objection to that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia accepts the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the objectof that amendment? 
I do not understand it. 

Mr.CAMDEN. Itistoincludetwoor three who were dropped 
from the rolls during the session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the amendment to the amendment 
will not be agreed to. Iam opposed to the whole proposition, 
but I hope the amendment of the Senator from North Dakota 
will not be agreed to. It is extending it beyond any precedent 
we have ever had. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia to aceept the amendment to his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I willnot accept itif there is objection. Be- 
ing objected to, I will adhere to the amendment as I offered it, 
striking out the last clause, on the suggestion of the Senator 
from Missouri. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia does not accept the amendment to the amendment, and 
the question is on agreeing to the same. 

Mr. ROACH. Idesire to say in reference to my amendment 
that I understand it simply includes three persons who will be 
shut out if it is not adopted. 

Mr.GORMAN. Why? 

Mr. ROACH. Because it proposes to include three persons 
not now in the service of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That would be establishing a precedent 
that whenever we undertook to make some compensation to 
those who had rendered nine, ten, or eleven months’ service, 
those who had been discharged at the beginning of the session 
should fare the same way withthem. Theonly ground on which 
a proposition such as the amendment of the Senator from West 
Virginia is based is continuous service and prolonged service. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from North Dakota[Mr. Roacu] 
to “y amendment of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAm- 
DEN]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from West Virginia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I offer an amendment reported by the 
present occupant of the chair [Mr. FRYE] from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. On page 127, after line 17, I move to in- 
sert: 

For the Bureau of American Republics: For preparing, printing, and cir- 
culating publications, $16, 000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the letter of the Director of 
the Bureau to the Senator from Missouri (Mr. COCKRELL], the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, bé printed in the 
RECORD for the benefit of the conferees. 

. wr COCR RELL. It is the same as the letter I have in my 
and: 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is the same letter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the letter 
will be printed in the RECORD. 

The letter is as follows: 

BURZAU OF THE AMERICAN REPUBLICS, 


No. 2 LAFAYETTE SQUARE, 
Washington, July 26, 1394. 


DEAR Str: In the estimate made in my annual report last December it 
Was stated that $26,000 would be required for the operations of the Bureau 


The amendment will be so 
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of the American Republicsforthe ensuing fiscal year. There wasalsor 
ence to a desire tomake the Bureau, so faras possible, self-supporting. Thi 
was supplemented by conversation with members of both Houses by a 









tat 

ment that I believe this could be accomplished within a short time if t 
appropriation is made. Perhaps ina degree misled by this statement, th 
appropriation asked for was cut down to $10,000. I desire the additiona 
$16,000 added to the deficiency bill in order that the operations of the Bureau 
may be conducted on the lines laid out 

It will readily be perceived that while it might be pos to make the 
Bureau self-sustaining with the funds in hand for printing and circulating 
though sale, documents already in a large degree prepared, this will be im 
possible under the rules governing a Governmen ticer if we are obliced to 
restrictthe operations of the Bureau because ofa too limited appropriation 
It will be readily understood that with a smallersum t re would not 
be allowed to enter into contracts, or even tocarry out tho ilready made, 
as in good faith he would be forced to extend the expenditur: 
priation over the whole fiscal year and to limit the operati 
reau to such an extent as to materially interfere with the chances o 
it self-supporting. For these reasons I would ask that $16,000 be ack 
the deficiency bill to the appropriation for this Bureau, to be expen 
printing and circulating its documents 

Yours very truly, 
CLINTON FURBISH, P 


Hon. IF M. COCKRELL, 


United States Senate, Washingtoa, D. ¢ 


Mr. KYLE. At the end of line 2, page 58, [I move to insert: 

For the purchase, by the Joint Committee on the Library and with 
proval, of Miss Eugenia Shankland’s copy of Mr. R. Peale’s original portra 
of George Washington, $1,000, or so much thereof a3 may be necessa MI 
the Librarian of Congress shall cause said copy to be placed in 
able part of the new Library building. 

Mr. President, I can see no objection to the amendmen 
the form in which | have now presented it to the S 
I find in looking over the list that there have been a great nu 
ber of paintings of this character purchased by order o eC 
Senate and House of Representatives. It is the usual w 
obtaining them. I donot wish to take time to read th 
think that the sum that is asked for the picture is not 
tant. Itshould be placed by the Librarian of Congress 
new Library building im some suitable place. 
have examined this picture have pronounced it almost p~ 
It is the only copy that has been made of Peale's portr. 
Washington, which was purchased by order of this body, | 
lieve, in 1832. I hope there will be no objection to the : 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. Lofferanother amendment. On page 
line 14, I move to strike out ‘‘ $23,500” and insert ‘ 
of which shall be used for the law department.” 

This amendment proposes a slight increase in the amount o 
money allowed for the law department of Howard University 
During two different Congresses we have had considerable d 
cussion in the Committee on Education and Labor, to which 
these subjects have been referred: and [ believe it is a matter 
of general regret on the part of the committee and of man, 
other members of the Senate that the law department o! 
university has been so poorly taken care of. 


Sennuto 


RI OY) 


During the past eight or ten years it has been the earn 
sire of such Senators as the late Senator Edmunds, the lat 
ator Evarts of New York, the Senator from Massacnhusetis 


HOAR}, now a member of this body,and agreat many others t! 
this appropriation should be increased from $3,500 to $3,000. 1 
wish to refer to page 2% of the report of the Committes on 
cation and Labor; and I will state that this amendment is sub 
mitted upon the recommendation of the Committee on Education 
and Labor. The expenses for the law department during the 
year as a whole are $7,960. For three professors, at $1,680 each, 
$5,040. That sum is not exorbitant for this purpose. [or | 
lecturers, at $880 each per annum, $1,760. Por one ytary, 
$500; for one janitor, $300; for fuel, light, furniture, and stati 
ery, $400; making a total of $7,960. 

It has been the custom for three or four Congresses | know to 
allow $3,500 for the law department. It is not enough. T! 
total granted to the whole institution—and it is all granted ina 
lump sum—is $23,500. Twenty thousand dollars of that sum has 
beer consumed in the other departments of the institutior 
When there was to be any curtailment in the way of expens 
or the cutting down of anyone’s salary it has always been taken 
from the law department of the university. I submit that is not 
fair. We have the spectacle before us of the professors in this 
institution, menof ability, men of learning, occupying positions 
under the Government elsewhere in order to eke out their 
meager salary and get enough for their support. 

I believe if we are going to take care of this institution we 
should take care of ifina proper manner. Theother depa 


ments of Howard University are pretty well taken careof. The 
theological department receives quite an amount of its fund 
from the donations of charitably disposed people, but the law 


department is left to shift for itself. I think this additional ap 
propriation is nothing more than fair and right,. because this 
institution receives students from about fifteen Southern States 
and a number of Northern States in addition to the number of 
students received from the District of Columbia. It isa na- 








tional institution in a certain sense, as well as a District insti- 
tution. It is also a fact that colored students are not admitted 
to the law schools of the District of Columbia and the surround- 
ing States. 

‘l‘here isin this report an interesting correspondence between a 
professor in a law school here and another gentleman, relative 
to this point, as to whether colored students are admitted to 
the law schools of the District of Columbia, and the substance 
of it all is that they are not admitted. The only place where 
we can take care of those students is in the Howard University 
law school. I think there should be an ample allowance made 
for this institution, As anybody knows, $7,960 is a very meager 
allowance indeed. I hope there will be no objection to the 


amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the amendment been acted upon by 
any committee? 

itr. KYLE. I will state that it was the unanimous report of 


the Committee on Education and Labor, and was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 
Mr. COCKRE . The clause to which the Senator refers in 
the bill appropriates$23,500. Howard University had anappro- 
riation for the same purpose in 1887 of $18,500; in 1888, $18,500; 
n 1889, $18,500; in 1890, $18,590; in 1891, $20,300; in 1892, $24,- 
300; in 1893, $23,500; in 1894, $23,500. That is all that was esti- 
mated. 

The committee has already made an addition here of $1,000 
for books for the library of the law department, which we 
thought at the oe was a very liberal allowance. I pro- 
test against the proposed increase of this pest sory We 
have no evidence before us from the proper department in re- 
gard to it. We have the estimate, which is $23,500. I had 
hoped that the friends would be satisfied with the $1,000 that we 
have given for law books to be furnished. 

I have some doubt as to whether the amendment is in order; 
but having been reported by a standing committee of the Sen- 
ate, [suppose probably it may bein order. I hope the Senate 
will vote down the amendment. 

Mr. KYLE. Weare very thankful indeed for the $1,000 given 
to the law library. Horstelore the institution has had no library 
whatever, The students have had to depend upon the Supreme 
Court library here, getting in around the tables, and they have 
beon very frequently deprived of the use of the library because 
the room was are ed by other pooese. We all know that it is 
the appropriate thing for the students to have their own library 
in their own building; but the $1,000 for that purpose does not 
go to taking care of the professors, the teachers, the secretary, 
the janitor, and pay the expensesof fuel, lights, etc. Heretofore 
during all these years but $3,500 has been given for running the 
Jaw department of the university. Twenty thousand doilars of 
the appropriation has been regularly consumed by the other 
departments of Howard university. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The managers of the institution can dis- 
tribute the appro riation just as they please. 

Mr. KYLE. That has Coon the regular way of dividing the 
expenses. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The managers of the university are re- 
sponsible for it. 

QMr. KYLE. They have always used the law department as a 
butt, so to speak. If any cutting was to be done it was done on 
the law department. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The matter ought to be investigated if 
there has been any waste of money there. 

Mr. KYLE. The law department has been cut down because 
they say there isnotenough money to run the other departments 
of the university. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to ask the Senator from South Dakota 
how it comes that the Government furnishes this institution 
with money? Is there any other college in the United States to 
which money is ees by the Government? Istherean 
reason why a college should be established here and suppor 
out of the general fund that does not apply to the various other 
colleges? hy does it not come out of the District fund, and 
— it not provided for in the District appropriation bill 
rather than in the sundry civilappropriation bill? [should like 
to have some information about what kind of a claim these peo- 
ple have to come to the Government and say that it shall run 
the college for the benefit of the professors or mr fae: else. 

Mr. KYLE. Howard University was chartered in 1867 by act 
of Congress, and since that time it has been the custom of Con- 
gress to make appropriations for the University. 

Mr. BERRY. There are a numberof other institutions here, 
the Catholic University, and divers institutions of a public char- 
acter. All District insti 
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from South Dakota is complaining because we have not giyey 
more. As far as I am concerned! do not see by what authorit 
we give a dollar for the support of this institution. ; 

Mr. KYLE. The students there from the Senator's own Sito 
receive the benefit of this appropriation. 

Mr. BERRY. But that is not the question. I do not know 
by what authority the Government establishes an institution of 
that character and appropriates money for it. 

Mr. KYLE. It has been the custom since 1867 for the Coy. 
ernment to take care of this institution. It grew out of the as 
tablishment of the Freedman’s Bureau. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire to say simply a fey 
words upon the amendment of the Senator from South Dakota. 
Iam gatisfied from what the Senator from South Dakota says 
that the amendment ought to prevail, not perhaps because 
there is any particular legal obligation on the part of the Goy- 
ernment to appropriate money for the support of Howard Uni- 
versity, but the university was the outgrowth of the war, so to 
speak, the liberation of those p2ople from bondage, and the Goy- 
ernment at the time felt under at least a moral obligation to 
furnish them the means of education. I think that Congress 
can properly look upon those people who have so recently come 
out of bondage and slavery as wards of the nation toa very great 
extent; and if they are deprived of educational privileges in the 
other institutions of the District, or in those adjacent to the 
city of Washington, I see no reason why Congress should not 
make a reasonable appropriation to enable them to educate their 

eople in medicine, law, theology, and every department that 

s essential to well-educated citizens. 

Mr. President, I have some sympathy with this class of ou 
eople, knowing as we all dotheir history in this country, know- 
ng that they have been recipients of cuffs and kicks, and that 

they have never been given a free and full opportunity to edu- 
cate themselves and to occupy responsible stations in life. | 
feel that a great Government like this, with almost exhaustless 
resources, can not afford to deal smally with this class of our 
people, and that a sound public policy and a due regard for the 
safety and elevation of our nation require that we shall use 
some of our money in properly educating them, so that they can 
become useful citizens of the Republic. 

It goes without saying that an appropriation of $3,500 for the 
purpose of paying salaries to professors and conducting the ex- 
penses of the lawdepartment of the university is entirely inade- 
quate. Itstrikesme thatthe sum of $8,000 is inadequate. I{there 
is any attempt on the part of the Government to sustain a law 
department in the university, asufficient amountof money ough: 
to be appropriated and promptly paid to furnish them an ampl: 
library for elementary education and to furnish them all the in- 
structors and educators essential to make that feature of the 
university successful. 

I can not — but be impressed with the thought that we are 
under a moral if not a legal obligation to this class of our citi- 
zens to furnish them every possible opportunity to become use- 
ful men and women in our country, and the mere pittance of a 
few thousand dollars asked by the Senator from South Dak»ts 
ought not to be rejected by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from South Dakota {[Mr. KYL 

Mr. KYLE. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. r. President, I hope that the amendment 
moved by the honorable Senator from South Dakota wil! receive 
the attention of Senators on both sides of the Chamber. |! 
Senators will examine the question I feel quite sure that it will 
have the hearty support of the Senate. 

This law school is the only institution until you get far to tie 
North where colored youth can be educated as lawyers. 1! 
colored people are a people of 8,000,000 in this country. 0 
course many of their educated youth will seek the legal pro es: 
sion. They are a nation of themselves. Inaccordance with the 
usages to which both races have consented (I will not now dis 
cuss the question whether they are wise or unwise), the educt- 
tion of the two races in institutions of this class is separate. || 
is very important indeed that instruction in the institutions and 
laws of the nation and of the several States shall be given ‘0 
those young men by suitable and able teachers before they De 

in life. 

This law school has an equipment of such teachers, an: it hss 
been able to command the assistance of eminent instructors wh: 
are not members of its own faculty. One of the most eminent 
law professors of Harvard gave gratuitously an admirable course 
of lectures there last winter. But the school is almost wholly 


tutions which receive Government aid | withoutendowment. There are seventy oreighty pupils there 


are appropriated for in the District = riation ng me mwa | a larger number than there were at the Harvard law school in 
e 


of the money coming from thefunds istrict. 


to be a mere gratuity given by Congress, and yet the Senator | paratus to speak of. 


isseems | my e. 


They have no library to speak of; they have no 4p 


Those young men depend on the appropr 1. 
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ation made by Congress for the scanty and meager salary of the 
instructors. . 

If we give & sum in gross to Howard University, the authori- 
ties of that university, although they are wise, devoted, and in 
every way excellent men, will apply the amount given to main- 
taining the existing force in the university; they will not branch 
out in new expenditures for the law school. There are other 
universities in the South; there is Lincoln University in Penn- 
sylvania, and I believe there are some others in the North, in- 
tended for the colored people; but this is, I think, the only law 
school which they have inthecountry. This little sum of $8,000 
would do more good, in my opinion, in the way of educating that 
people than almost ten times that amount expended in any other 


way. 

Phope that my just and wise friend at the head of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and all the members of that commit- 
tee will be willing to make thislittleallowance. I think it would 
tend to stimulate private contributions very considerably. A 
former member of this body, our friend Mr. Evarts, whom we all 
so highly esteem, gave to that institution a hall, I believe, for 
its lectures and to contain its library. At any rate he made a 
very > partof the contribution which was raised to construct 
what is known as Evarts Hall. It is a modest building on Fifth 
street,;which Senators pass in the street cars on their way to the 
Capitol. I mention this fact to show the very deep sense of that 
accomplished gentleman of the need of this provision. I hope 
that no question will be made about the appropriation of this 
ver slight amount in addition to the sum fixed in the bill. — 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, 1 may as well state at this 

int that I am not sure about the policy of the United States 

overnment in engaging to furnish special education to any 
class of our citizens, but I am quite sure that where the Gov- 
ernment undertakes to perform a duty of that kind it ought to 
be done with such a degree of wise liberality as will produce 
the best results. I take it upea myself to say that without the 
assistance proposed by this amendment that institution in this 

articular department will halt, hesitate, and be substantially 

nefficient. he money is necessary to the efficiency of the in- 
stitutien, and I should regret very much that from any consid- 
eration of mere economy Congress should fail to do that which 
the actual state of affairs demands should be done. 

Ishould not favor any mere spontaneous suggestion coming 
from any member of this body of an appropriation for this pur- 

As I understand, this subject has been considered by the 

roper committee; the committee has taken into consideration 
all the circumstances and the necessitiesof this institution; and 
it may be accepted by the Senate as the matured conclusion of 
one of the committees of this body that the thing proposed to be 
done ought to be done. Itis nota mere resultof sentiment. It 
is the deliberate conclusion of the proper committee. I believe 
if the United States assumes, as it has assumed, the patronage 


of this institution, that which the committee suggests would be | 


the proper thing to do, and it ought to be satisfactory to the 
members of the Senate. 
mittee has, after consideration, determined ought to be done. 
Believing as I do, however, that every effort of the Govern- 
ment in the direction of the diffusion of either special or gen- 
eral knowledge promotes the welfare of mankind, and believir. x 
that in this District over which Congress has complete juris- 
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by reducing both the number and compensation of the professors, so that 
if the professors were not consecrat ad oO the work, men of first-vate abil 
ties could not be kept by the university 

Then, the report goes on to state that the theological depart- 
ment of the university has been cared for by private beneficence, 
and that the medical department has derived some advantages 
of a very helpful nature from the facilities afforded by the Freed- 
men's Hospital, which is located upon the property of the uni- 
versity. 

In the year 1870 there was in the United States Treasury as 
bounty due 30,000 colored soldiers, $1,256,991.25. Some of that 
has since been appropriated, and I believe there is a bill now 
pending before the other House of Congress to appropriate 
two hundred or three hundred thousand dollars more for chari- 
table institutions. There is now, I believe, remaining in the 
Treasury to the credit of these colored people in the neighbor- 
hood of six or seven hundred thousand dollars. 

The proper thing for Congress to do about the Howard Uni 
versity is to take this money belonging to those colored people 
out of the Treasury of the United States and endow this institu 
tion in a liberal way inall its departments and ceave henceforth 
to grant them any gratuity whatever. ‘Thatis the way it should 
be done; but this year it can not be done. We have assumed 
the control, we have taken the guardianship, and givenfunds to 
this institution. Let us, therefore, do it ina liberal way, and 
not put the professors in the institution upon beggarly salaries 
for their subsistence. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I trust that the call for the yeasand nays 





usefulness of all the institutions of learning which it proposes | 


to patronize, therefore I think this sum of money is needed, it 
is required, and, if it is not appropriated, the Government will 
be placed in the condition of a reluctant, grudging assistant to 
an institution, without having acted with that degree of judi- 
cious liberality which always produces the very best results. 
Mr. KYLE. Justa word more, Mr. President. 


upon the amendment may be withdrawn, and that the amend- 
ment may be unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let thecall for the yeasand nays be with- 
drawn, and let another viva voce vote be taken. 


Mr. KYLE. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays, and I 
ask that we may have another viva voce vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
order for the yeas and nayswill bewithdrawn. TheChair hears 


no objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Before the vote is taken, with the 
mission of the Chair I wish to submit a suggestion. 

The late Mr. Justice Milier in a very eloquent address em- 
om the disposition of the American people to be governed 

y law. Of all the peoples of the earth, he said, the American 
people are more disposed to be governed by law than those of 
any Other nation. Here are 8,000,000 coloredcitizens, and I say 
to the Senator from Missouri, the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, that we can not spend too much money in 
educating the young men of that race and the young women of 
that race. They are here; they are increasing in number; they 


per 


| are not going to be deported to any other country: and the on 


thing they need is education. 
Therefore, I want to thank the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. KYLE], the chairman of the Committee on Education and 


| Labor, for the investigation the committee have made into this 
We ought to do that which the com- | 


subject; and I also want to thank the Senator for reporting this 
amendment. I also wish to thank the junior Senator from II!i 
nois [Mr. PALMER] for the words he has spoken in behalf of the 
amendment. 

[am glad that those two Senators have undertaken to cham- 


0 ris- | pion this small increase of the appropriation so that Howard 
diction, the Government ought to demonstrate the effective | 


University may have a department of law. And I turn from 
the junior Senator from Illinois to the senior Senator from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CULLOM], who is a member of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and lask him whether he is as willing as is his 


| colleague that this little sum of money shall be granted by the 


American Congress for the purpose of educating in the princi- 


| ples of constitutional and municipal law the colored young men 


I wish to say | 


that the only difference between the two parties upon this ques- | 


tion is as to the appropriation of $4,500. They now have about 
$3,500, and we wish to give them $8,000; in other words, if we 


are going to assume the duty of caring for this institution, I be- | 


lieve we ought to do it in a proper way, and do it in a way that 
is becoming the statesmanship of this body. 

To hen og with, I do not believe this is the way to support this 
institution; but we have been doing it in this way for a long 
number of years. From the report I read these words: 


Howard University, with the exception of its theological department. has 
been and still is ed asthe charge of Congress at the seat of govern- 
ment, to which it must look for resources to c forward its work, de- 

only to promote the public good and the national welfare. 

y, after the Freedmen’s Bureau expired by limitation and the 

University lost the help derived from its situation in the buildings of th: 

institution, the resources of the university became so reduced and so pre 
earious as to seriously cripple and retard its work. 

Congress then came forward and made such provision for the normal, 

preparatory, collegiate, and industrial departments as enabled these tocon- 

ue the important. useful, and rapidly growing work appropriate to each 

of them; but there is a disposition on the part of Congress each year to re- 

Guce this allowance, thus making it necessary to curtail the work each year 


of the Afro-American race in this country? 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from New Hampshire has called 
upon me to answer whether I amin favor of the proposed amend- 
ment. Iwill say thatI usually stay with the committee of which 
lama member in what we determine when in session in that 
committee, but I wish to say further, in all frankness, that I have 
had more than ordinary interest in Howard University ever 
since I have been a member of the Senate. My attention has 
been called to it from year to year by persons of color who are 
seeking an education in the institution, and who are poor and 
unable to attend the schools unless they can at the same time 
obtain employment in the service of the Government. If I have 
been active in any one direction in trying to find places for per- 
sons who come here for the purpose of getting employment, it 
has been for those persons of color who come from my own State 
and from other States seeking an opportunity to get some posi- 
tion where they may earn something and at the same time se- 


| cure an education. 


| tion in another way. 


I have had a little more than ordinary interest in this institu- 
I had the honor only two years ago of be- 
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ing invited by a class of its graduates to address them on their 
commencement day, and never in my life have I felt more inter- 
ested in a class of young men who were starting out in the 
world to make their living, and to make their way through it, 
than I did upon the occasion when I talked to the young men 
connected with that university. 

Therefore I venture, believing that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will not regard me as going outside of 
the line of propriety in doing so, to say that I hope the amend- 
ment offered to the bill, increasing the amount of this appro- 
priation, will be adopted by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questionis on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. I offer an amendment, which I send to the 
desk, to which I call the attention of the Senator from Iowa 
'Mr. ALLISON]. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert the following: 

For pare of assessments made by the city of Portland, in the State of 
Oregon, for the improvement of the public streets around and adjoining the 
block in said city owned by the United States, upon which Government 
building is situated, $1,219.23. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, in the city of Portland the pub- 
lic streets are improved by the adjacent lot-owners. The law 
requires every lot-owner to improve the street adjacent to his 
property, and provides a method of assessing the cost against 
the property. The city of Portland has improved sme of the 
streets passing by the public buildings, and improved them 
under the method provided in the charter of the city ‘or the im- 
provement of the streets. All the property-owners have paid 
the warrants issued against their property for such improve- 
ments, but of course there can be no legal proceedings against 
the property of the United States, and the warrants due to the 
contractors for the ae belonging to the Government on 
which the city buildings stand are unpaid. 

I understand there has been some question as to whether 
Congress should pay such assessments. I am entirely familiar 
with the requirement in all cases of public buildings that the 
State shall cede jurisdiction to the General Government over 
the site for a public building of the United States, which will 
exempt such property from taxation, but this is not in the strict 
sonse of the word ‘' taxation;” it is more in the nature of an im- 
provement of the property or approaches to the property. 

I know that shortly after I came here,eight or nine or ten 
years ago, there was a similar case where other streets had 

en improved adjacent to such property, and I offered an 


amendment similar to this one, which the Committee on Appro- 
priations kindly put on the bill, and the United States pale for 
the street assessment. I am told by. the chairman of the com- 


mittee that a different rule has been adopted; but how general 
it is, or how long it has prevailed, or whether there are excep- 
tions to it, [do not know; and I offer the amendment (thinking 
itisa just amendment, and that the appropriation should be 
made to pay the assessment) for the purpose of drawing out the 
chairman of the committee and getting an accurate statement, 
which shall go into the REcoRD, as to the present attitude of 
Congress upon this subject. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, what the Senator from 
Oregon says in regard to an appropriation such as he now pro- 
poses having once been made is true. Probably ten or twelve 

ears agd on one appropriation bill provision was made for pay- 
ng for a part of the street pavement around two or three pub- 
lic buildings assessed in the way of which the Senator speaks. 
One of them was in the city of St. Louis, in the State of Mis- 
souri, around the large custom-house there. Provision was 
made for such pavements on one side of it. 

Mr. DOLPH. This appropriation is for one side only. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I understand. Those amendments were 
put on in the Senate and the House agreed tothem. At the 
next session we put on the other part of the streets around the 
public building at St. Louis andanumberof others. The House 
of Representatives refused to accede to the amendments, and 
the Senate had to recede. At the next session of Congress, 
probably, those amendments were put on again. Then it was 
that their insertion was positively refused. Since that time 
there has been no amendment of that kind put on any appro- 
priation bill in the Senate or in the House of Representatives, 
and it has been adopted as a rule that appropriations will not 
be made for the paving of the streets around a public building. 
We pay for the sidewalks, which the Government puts down 
and keeps in repair, but not for the pa of the streets. 

I oe the amendment will not be to. It would be use- 
less to have itagreed to,as the House would notsanctionit,the rule 


towhich I refer having been adopted and acquiesced in so long. 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Does the Senator know of any 
good reason for the rule? I confess I see no good reason for jf 
and I am surprised at what the Senator has stated. , 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are different points of view froy 
which this subject may be considered. The erection of a public 
building, costing hundreds of thousands of dollars, in any neigh- 
borhood is undoubtediy an enormous enhancement of the va 
of the ory. fronting on it, and that would be a suffici 
answer, I think. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. [ do not think so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questionison the am 
ment proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpPaH). 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will state in regard to the amendment which 
has just been acted upon, that I had a talk with the chairma; 
of the committee in relation to it, and while, of course, I believe 
it is a just and proper amendment, if that rule has been adopted 
and acquiesced in for years, I could hardly hope for the adop- 
tion of the amendment. My object was to have put in the Rec. 
ORD the objections to it and the reasons why the amendment js 
not adopted. 

I now offer an amendment for the appropriation of a yer, 
small amount for a very important object. A bill on the samo 
subject has already been recommended by the Committee on 
Commerce and has passed the Senate, providing for a fog si 
nal at Cape Arago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, after line 11, it is proposed to 
insert: 

For the erection of a first-class fog signal at or near Cape Arago ligh! 
tion, 85,000. 

Mr. DOLPH. I send to the desk a letter from the Actin 
Secretary of the Treasury on the subject, which I ask may be 


read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, September 8 


Sim: Lhave the honor to acknoOwledge the receipt of a letter from 
committee of September 5, 1893, inclosing Senate bill No. 757, appropriating 
$5,000 for the erection of a first-class fog signal at or near Cape Arago (Ore 
gon) light station. 

This bill with your letter was referred to the Light-House Board, wh 
returned them with the statement that commerce and navigation would 

eatly benefited by the establishment of this fog signal, and that itcan | 

one for the amount named in the bill. 

Recommendation is therefore made that the bill be passed. 

A copy of this Senate bill, 757, is inclosed. 

spectfully, yours, 





CHARLES S. HAMLIN 
Acting pécre tai 
The CHAIRMAN of the Committee on Commerce of the Senate, 
Washington, D. ( 


Mr. COCKRELL, This amendment isnot estimatedfor by th 


Department. 

Nr. DOLPH. It is recommended. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A bill was recommended to be passed by 
Congress, which is independent legislation. The amendmen’ 
is not appropriate on this bill. 

Mr. LPH. It wasrecommended by the Committee on Com- 
merce, and it is in order, if that is what the Senator means. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the Committee on Commerce reporte 
this proposition as an amendment, or simply reported:in favor 
of the poumege of a bill to the same effect? 

Mr. DOLPH. ‘The committee has reported this as an amend 
ment to the pending bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We thought we were very liberal in allow- 
ing for these matters. This was not one of the things that was 

I suppose there are twenty or thirty other — 
where, if the Committee on Commerce was to send to the Light- 
House Board or to the Secretary of the Treasury a bill proposing 
to establish a light ora fog signal, the Light-House Board would 
recommend it and the Secretary of the Treasury would approve 
it. We must make some discrimination; we must select the 
most important points, because all can not be provided for 2! 
once. 

This proposed appropriation was not recommended in the res- 
ular estimates; but when a bill was introduced and sent to the 
Department, the Department did not oppose it, but simply rec- 
ommended it, as any other bill would have been recommended. 

Mr. DOLPH. This place is very important. I see there are 
a number of Senate amendments providing for lights and fog 
signals in this bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is true. The subcommittee of the 
Committee on Appropriations examined the question very care 
fully and we gave just as liberally as we thought we could give 
to oes that were the most urgently recommended by the Light 


House Board. Some of these were recommended as indispen- 
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sablo, and others were recommended as important, but not indis- 
pensable. or ae 

IT have no doubt, the Senator having called attention to this 
matter, and it having been considered, that probably at the 
coming session this will be classed, after the others have been 

rovided fur, as One among those which are indispensable, the 

epartment having to select four or five or six; but I do not 
think the amendment ought to be inserted in this bill now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Oregon. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr.DOLPH. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendmentwill be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 5, on page 56, it is proposed to 
insert: 

For purchase of 2. site, evection of buildings, pier, disinfecting apparatu 
launch, and small »oats for a quarantine hospital at or near the mouth of 
the Columbia Rivsr, and maintenance of same for the fiscal year endin: 
June 30, 1896, $40,700. 

Mr. DOLPH. This is no local matter, and no proposition for 
a local appropriation or a local improvement. 1 offer this 
amendment ia the interest of the seventy million people of the 
United States; I offer it for the purpose of providing protection 
for the people of Astoria, of Portland, and of all the cities upon 
the Columbia River; for the protection of all the people of 
Oregon; for the protection of the Pacific coast; and, as [ say, for 
the protection of the seventy million people of the United States, 
or, as the Senator from Lllinois [Mr. CULLOM] suggests, the 
sixty-five million people. Sixty-five million is enough to serve 
my present purpose. 

My attention being called to this matter, [ offered the resolu- 
tion in the Senate calling upon the Secretary of the Treasury 
to report as tothe urgency of the establishment of a quarantine 
hospital at or near the mouth of the Columbia River, and in- 
quiring whether any Congressional action is necessary concern- 
ing the same. I desire to state that there is not on the Colum- 
bia River even a marine hospital. At Portland contracts are 
made with private hospitals for the care of sick sailors. At 
Astoria itis the same. Thesehospitals are located right in the 
midst of the most populous portions of those cities. There is 
not only no marine hospital, no Government hospital on the 
Columbia River, although there is at almost every other point 
in the United States, and at far less important points than that, 
but there is no contagious diseases hospital, the nearest one be- 
ing at Port Townsend, 275 miles distant. 


The Secretary of the Treasury referred the resolution to which 


I have called attention to the Supervising Surgeon-General of 
the Marine Hospital Service, and he reported to theSecretary of 
the Treasury as follows: 


It is believed that a proper quarantine establishmentis a necessity at the 
mouth of the Columbia, and the inclosed report of Dr. Stoner shows a large 
and increasing number of arrivals of vessels from foreign ports. A station 
inthis locality is necessary not only for the port of Astoria, but for the city 
of Portland ani other towns on the Columbia and Willamette Rivers, and 
would answer for all ports on the Pacific coast of Oregon and part of Wash- 


a 

believe the “ urgency”’ is sufficiently indicated by the above-mentioned 
facts; but the existence of the plague in virulent form in China warrants a 
, degree of apprehension, and is an additional reason for making provision 
as soon as possible. 


Pending the selection of a site, it is believed that an old naval vessel may | 
over to the Treasury Department by the Navy Department for | 


be turne 
temporary use. 
He considered the urgency so great as to recommend that— 
The necessary equipment of a quarantine establishment consists of a pier, 


with warehouse, steam disinfecting chamber, sulphur fumigating furnace, 
tanks for holding disinfecting solutions, apparatus for discharge of ballast, 


small hospital, officers and men’s quarters, boathouse, and boarding vessel, | 


The Secretary of the Treasury says in reference to this letter— 


and I call the attention of the chairman of the committee, who | 


did not evidently in his haste in examining the papers last even- 
ing, get the real point to what the Secretary says: 


From the papers inclosed it will be observed that while a careful inspec- 
tion is main ed at the port of Astoria, there is no provision there for the 
removal of the sick from an infected vessel, nor for tne vessel's disinfection. 
An infected vessel, under the circumstances, would necessarily be sent tothe 
national quarantine station near Port Townsend, some 275 miles distant. 


Necessitating a trip again out of the mouth of the Columbia 
Riverand over the bar 200 miles up to the Straits of Juan de Fuca, 
and 75 miles up the Straits of Juan de Fuca to Port Townsend. 


If, in view of the increasing commerce of the port of Astoria, as well as its 
— commercial importance and the great distance from the nearest 
‘ection station, it is deemed necessary to establish this station, a Con- 
gressional appropriation, not to exceed #40.000, should be made for the pur- 
chase of site, erection of buildings, pier, disinfecting apparatus, launch and 
Small boats, and maintenance for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 


I read from Dr. Stoner’s report, showing the number of arrivals 
and the character of them: 


The number of vessels arriving a‘ this port during the preceding calendar 
year, by months, was as follows: January, 63; February, 39; March, 49; 
» 42; May, 48; June, 43; July, 41; August, 37; September, 55; October, 

+ November, 63; December, 35. 


| this plague. 
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Now, I read the part of the report which the very al 
taking, and industrious chairman of the Committee on 
priations—and I take this occasion to say that the country 
t Senate are under lasting obligations for the vigilance 
istry of the Senator f ri—saw in hastily examin 
this paper last evs ’ l4 
\S an inspection station, the quara 
the shipping, with perhaps one exce} 
i boat is an insufficient service for boar 
ters are often so turbulent that it is 
wi and the necessity for a steam launch is \ n to y 
knowledge of the fact P 

[ admit that the arrangement of the State ins} 
is all that is needed; but when you have inspected a 
found a case of the Chinese plague there or find one-ha 
crew down with some contagious disease, what are you going to 
do with the seamen or passengers and the vessel? It is not tl 
inspection I am talking about. I speak of the faciliti 
ing care of the patients and fumigating the vessel. What 
Dr. Stoner say in regard to that? 

No facilities for disinfection, etc 

Tn his last report to his excellency the governor of Or 
officer stated the “necessity for the establishment of 
with the proper buildings and modern appliances, 
sels, and to be located at or near Smiths Point.” 

[It should be lower dewn than that. 
the city of Astoria. 

He further stated that ‘ her serious defect in the State 
that no penalty is attached to it, and vhat any master 
orders of the health officer, and thus introduce diseases int 
out being subject to any penalty whatever.” 

Ladmit that the urgency of the matter largely arises fr 
existence of the Chinese pl: gue in Hongkong and other ports 
from which vessels sail directly to the Columbia River. The 
Government should possess not only a marine hospital on the 
Columbia River, at Portland or Astoria, or at both places, but 
there should be a contagious disease hospital, there shou 
quarantine station, there should be some place to which 
son coming in on a ship infected with a contagious disease n 
be taken and a wharf to which the vessel might be taker 
disinfected. There is nothing of the sort there. If sue 
sel comes to the mouth of the Columbia River the onl) 
do is to send her 275 miles north into Puget Sound. 

[ do not propose to take up the time of the Senate in di: 
ing this proposition. As I said, it is not made solely in 
terest of the people of Oregon. It is not mack 
protection of the people of Astoria and Portland and other citis 
on the Columbia River and Puget Sound. It is made for the 


i mt to« 
tman with | 
t this station 
h vessels h 
! ne hav 


system 
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solely for the 


| purpose of protecting the health and the lives of 65,000,000 peo- 


ple. I hold in my hand a recent newspaper article referring to 
[t brings the history of the disease down to 184 
showing the ravages and the prevalence of the plague. It is 
not a long article, and I ask that it may appear in the Recorp. 
I do not care to stop to read it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The arti 
there be no objection. The Chair hears non 
The article is as follows: 
BLACK DEATH—AUTHENTIC A 
IS NOW DEVASTATING SO 


IDINTERESTING HISTORY OF THE PLA 
THERN CHINA—UNDISPUTED FA‘ 
ST STAGGER HUMAN CREDULITY—IT IS PERIODIC AND ] 
NEB THE CHRISTIAN ERA. 
plague that is now ravaging China Is the verital 
ppeared in Asia in 1315—the most : tlling, distre 
world has ever known—spreading over Egypt, Syria, Gri 8, 
thewhole of Europe. T five millions of people perished ¢ 
pean continent, and thirty-six millions perished inAsia. Itisr 
half the human race perishe t in the eight years that it pre 

In the year of Rome 388 commenced a most desolating plague of 
years’ duration. This was in atime of profound peace, says the 
It seemed to be the destiny of Rome never to be exempt from ! 
ge for when war and sedition ceased pestilence arose. 

In this horrible plague, Livy teils us, perished the great Cam 
asserts that 10,000 citizens died inaday. On this occasion recour 

ceremony of the Lectisterilum. This ceremony consisted ir 

‘tutes of Apollo, Latona, Diana, Hercules, Mercury, and Ne 

eds, and serving them with magnificent repasts for eig! 
@ nail was driven in the wall of Jupiter’s Temple. Thi 
law. 

The time of year when the law required that this ceremony sl ld p 
formed, the ides of September, indicates the period when the pestil e began 
in Rome, just the time when the malarial districts of this country, in hot, 
dry seasons, begin to develop their evilresults. The histor f that time 
attributed this great outburst of disease, as they did all other plagues, to 
earthquakes and eruptions of volcanoes, the appearance of a comet, or plan 
etary disturbance. In reality it was occasioned by the malaria that arose 
from the Pontine marshes by which Rome was surrounded. Blue pills and 
quinine would have proved more beneficial in this case than the Lectisterium 

A terrible malady, attacking men and cattle, manifested itself in th 
of Rome 576, of which Livy says: “The pestilence which had affected 
only in previous years now turned to a disease of man. Tho 
seized with it never survived beyond the seventh day; those 
vive were for a long time affected with quartan ague. The dis 
most fatal ravages among the slaves, whose dead bodies lay un 
the highways, as it was impossible to bury the bodies of free cllLizens, 
corpses lay unburied, untouched by dogs or vultures, and wasted away 
corruption. Carnivorous animals would not touch the bodies of the dead 

Historians relate that an appalling pestilence in the year of Rome 625 
arose in Africa from dead locusts. These animals were brought toward Nu- 
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midia and Utica by a strong east wind in such multitudes that they de- 
vyoured every green cm not epartag even the bark of trees. They were 
driven by the south wind into the Mediterranean, and being washed on 
shore in the hot season, they putrefied and caused a most deadly plague. It 
is recorded that 800,000 persons perished in Numidia alone, ,009 on the 
coast of Carthage and Utica, and 50,000 of the Roman troops. 

A. D, 68, in the reign of Nero, occurred a horrible pestilence. Tacitus, in 
speaking 3 it, says: ‘‘In that year occurred a most violent tempest in Cam- 
~. which destroyed villages, forests, and grain; also occurred a destruc- 

ve earthquake, The ravages of this plague swept 300,000 of the roe 
of the city of Rome, which at that time contained not to exceed 1,000,000 in- 
habitants. Houses were filled with the dead and the streets with funerals. 
Slaves, plebeians, all classes, were suddenly taken off, amid the lamenta- 
tions of their wives and children, who, while they assisted sick or mourned 
over the dead, were seized with the disease, and, perishing, were burnt on 
the same funeral pile,” 

A, D, 167 appeared in Rome a general fatal Reettionee, which originated 
in Asia a few years before and was brought to Rome by a soldier. . Mar- 
celinus relates that ‘this horrid pestilence originated from the foul air of 
&@ small box which a soldier had opened in search of plunder after the tak- 
ing of Selencia. From this little box was generated a universal pestilence, 
which spread from Persia to Gaul, and from thence over the whole earth. 
Famine followed, and myriads of caterpillars and other pestiferous insects 
overran the earth devouring all vegetation.”” The pestilence referred to 
no doubt, was the cholera. 

Various historians tell us that in the year 1345 a destructive pestilence ap- 

aredin Asia. Says Villaul, it was themost appalling, distressing scourge 

he world had ever known. It spread over Egypt, Syria, Greece, Turkey, 
and the whole of Europe, where it continued its ravages for five years. The 
disease edall medical skill. Itwascalled the“ black death.” Among the 
symptoms were a black to 2. araging fever, vomiting or spitting of blood. 
It destroyed life in half the time the bilious plague did. It is recorded that 
half the human family perished in about eight years; in many cities nine 
died out of ten, and some places were entirely depopulated. In London 50,- 
000 dead bodies were buried in gue grave ard; Norwich died about the 
same number; in Venice died 100,000; in Lubec, 90,000; in Florence, 90,000; 
in the East perished 20,000,000 in one year. In Spain the disease raged three 
years and carried off two-thirds of the people. 

About the year 1500, in aes. appeared a new pestilence called the 
sweating plague. The mortality from it was appalling. Sir Thomas More, 
in a letter to Erasmus, declares this disease more dangerous than a battle. 
In London it carried off upwards of 30,000 of the population. Says Mait- 
land’s History of London: ‘It isa current opinion that the disease wasim- 
ported into Europe by the first adventurers to America with Columbus.” 


Mr. DOLPH,. I have. now discharged my duty. If the ap- 
propriation is not made, if some provision is not made for quar- 
—— a vessel which may arrive at the mouth of the Co- 
lumbia River upon which there is a case of the plague coming 
from Chinese ports, I have discharged my duty. I submitted a 
resolution in the Senate calling for information, and I have the 
information with the recommendation of the Supervising Sur- 
geon-General of the Marine Hospital Service and the Secretary 
of the Treasury for the appropriation. I hope the chairman of 
the Committee on A promriatons will at least consent that the 
amendment may go into the bill, and give it further considera- 
tion in conference. 

If the amendment is not adopted and this provision is not 
made, as I say, I have done my duty, and I let the commit- 
tee take their share of the responsibility. I believe, as I have 
now stated the matter, that the Senator from Missouri will 
thank me for calling attention to the proposition as fully as I 
have and that he will take it under further advisement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The laws of Oregon in regard to quaran- 
tine seem to be very efficient, and there is a very efficient 
officer there. So far as the inspection, etc., is concerned, I have 
no doubt that it is very efficiently and acceptably done. 

The State, as it pays the expense of this inspection, etc., can 
very readily provide some place for and manner of disinfection. 
The United States has notyet assumed entire jurisdiction of the 
inspection and disinfection of contagious diseases in every part 
of the country. We have in the pending bill a provision to the 
effect that— 

The President of the United States is hereby authorized in case of threat- 
ened or actual epidemic of cholera, yellow fever, or smallpox, to use the un- 
expended balance of the sums appropriated and reappropriated bythe sun- 
dry civil appropriation act approved March 3, 1893, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, in aid of State and local boards, or otherwise, in his dis- 
cretion, in preventing and ne the spread of the same; and in such 


—* in the execution of any quarantine laws which may be then in 
orce. 


That covers about $600,000 which could be utilized. 

Mr. DOLPH. Oh, no. The provision ——e cholera, yel- 
low fever, and smallpox. It would not at all cover the disease 
of which we are apprehensive. It does not cover the Chinese 

lague. I donot think a dollar of the appropriation made has 
n expended on the Pacific coast. There has not been a dol- 
lar expended in Oregon, on the Columbia River. There has 
never been a marine hospital there. The Government makesa 
contract with private hospitals right in the midst of the city of 
Portland and right in the center of Astoria to take care of sail- 
ors who come in there suffering from disease. The Government 
never has expended a dollar there, and there would not be a dol- 
lar expended now. 

Considering the fact that 100,000 people have died in a 
short period of time in Shanghai, from which port vessels came 
to the Columbia River, I believe that it is our duty to make this 
provision. If that is too much, give something for a temporary 
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rovision, so that in case a vessel comes in there infected with 

isease it may be properly taken care of. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to include in the provision th, 
disease of which the Senator from Oregon speaks. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is the Chinese plague or black death, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thatdisease ought to be included if there 
is any danger of its infesting the Senator's coast through tie 
medium of vessels plying between the coast and Chinese ports 
That disease ought to be inserted in this provision anyway, 
dependent of the other matter. 

r. DOLPH. Thatoughttobedone. Let me say to the Sen 
ator from Missouri that the President might have the money jo 
expend, but how will it help us when a vessel comes in ther 
with half her crew down and some contagious disease on board. 
You can not erect a hospital ina few days. It can not be im- 
provised. You have to build one. There have to be appliances 
for disinfecting a vessel and facilities for taking care of the pa- 
tients. I do not think that I am asking this provision in the in- 
terest of Oregon. I donotcare abagatelleforthemoney. [an 
asking it in the interest andfor the preservation of the health 
and lives of the people of the United States. I think the Sen- 
ator from Missouri had better let the amendment go in anyway 
and consider the matter further in conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon | Mr. 
DOLPH]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator from Oregon will give me 
the proper name of the disease to which he has referred I will 
move to insert it in the provision on page 55. It ought to go in 
the clause anyway. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Chinese plague. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is called the Chinese plague. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 56, line 9, I move to strike out the 
word “ or,” and after the word ‘‘ smallpox ” to insert ‘‘ or Chinese 
plague.” 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from North Dakota tells me it is 
called the black death. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to insert the words “or Chinese 
pages or black death.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 56, line 9, before the word ‘‘small- 
pox,” strike out ‘‘or,” and after the word ‘“ smallpox” insert 
‘*or Chinese plague or black death;” so as to read: 

The President of the United States is hereby authorized in case of threat 
ened or actual epidemic of cholera, yellow fever, smallpox, or Chinese 
ewe ie or black death, to use the unexpended balance of the sums appropri 
ated and reappropriated by the sundry civil appropriation act approved 
March 8, 1893, etc. 

Mr. PERKINS. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri to 
insert the words ‘‘and other contagious diseases.” There are 
many diseases which are equally as contagious as yellow fever 
or smallpox. Vessels are frequently placed in quarantine to 
guard against the infection of those diseases. Therefore I think 
the provision should be comprehensive in its terms and should 
embrace other contagious diseases, 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can not extend it to measles, whoop- 
ing cough, mumps, and all such diseases. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreving to 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, I offer an amendment to come 
in after line 20, on page 126. 

The SECRETARY. After line 20, on page 126, insert: 

For assistant or deputy clerk of the court of appeals of the District of 
Columbia, not exceeding %2,000,in the discretion of the court. For neces 
sary expenditures in the conduct of the office of the clerk of the court of ap- 
peais of the District of Columbia, 8509; and the clause in the act entitled 
“An act making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicia 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for 
other purposes,” making an appropriation of $2,000 for clerical assistar 
and necessary expenditures in the conduct of such clerk's office, be and th 
same is hereby repealed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will state in a word the reason 
for the amendment. In the act creating the courtof appeals for 
the District of Columbia it was provided that there should be « 
clerk, whose salary should be $3,000. There was no provision 
for a deputy clerk. It was provided, however, that there should 
be an allowance to the clerk of $2,000 for clerical and extraordi- 
nary services in the office. When the legislative appropriation 
bill of the present session was passed appropriations were made 
on page 124 of that bill in accordance with the then existing law. 
Since then a provision has been inserted in House bill 5°60, that 
has been signed by the President, and has become a law, which 
changes the law in reference to the office of the clerk of the court 


of appeals. 
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It permits the clerk to stand as heretofore at a salary of $3,000, 
put it provides for a deputy or assistant clerk at $2,000, and then 
makes an allowance of $500 for extraordinary services. The 
purpose of my amendment is te correct the appropriation so as 
to meet the law as it stands to-day. That is all there is to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon {Mr. 
MITCHELL]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, I have one other little amend- 
ment which I desire to offer, to be inserted after line 5, on page 
il. 

The SECRETARY. Insert after line 5, on page 11: 

That $15,500 of the remaining balance of the sum appropriated by the act 
approved March 3, 1891, for the establishment of a light and fog signal at the 
mouth of the Coquille River, Oregon, to be used in the erection of light- 
keeper's dwellings and a fog signal at the Cape Arago light station. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will state to the chairman of 
the committee that the amendment simply transfers a balance 
of $15,500, appropriated by the act of March 3, 1891, for the es- 
tablishment of a lighthouse at the mouth of the Coquille River, 
Oregon, so that it can be utilized in erecting lightkeeper’s 
dwellings and fog signal at Cape Arago. I hold in my hand a 
bill for that purpose which has already passed the Senate. 

Mr.COCKRELL. At the present session? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. At the present session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is it estimated for by the Department? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. No. " 

Mr. DOLPH. It is not an additional appropriation at all? 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. It isnot an additional appropria- 
tion. It is simply a transfer of the amount. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on aque 5 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. In line 13, on page 60 of the bill, I move to 
strike out the word ‘‘sixty ” and insert the words ‘‘one hundred 
and twenty;” so that it wiil read ‘* $120,000.” 

This part of the bill has to do with caring for the timber of 
the country. The bill provides an appropriation— 

To meet the expenses of protecting timber onthe public lands and for the 
moreefiicient execution of the law andrules relating tothe cutting thereof; of 


protecting public lands from illegal and fraudulent entry or appropriation, 
and of adjusting claims for swamp lands, and indemnity for swamp lands. 


It then provides: 


That agents and penewsemnphoved under this appropriation shall be allowed 
per diem, subject to such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the In- 
ierlor may prescribe, in lieu of subsistence at a rate not exceeding 83 per 
day each and actual necessary expenses for transportation. 


For the purpose of showing the necessity for the amendment, 
| will read a letter which was addressed to me by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office on the 19th of July last: 


In reply to your communication of the 18th instant, calling my attention 
to the sundry civil bill, page 46, line 16, relative to the appropriation for 
special agents of this office for the fiscal year 1895, and asking what reasons 
there are, if any, for an increase of the appropriations over the sum stated 
therein— 


The sum then stated in the bill was $85,000— 


{have the honor to reply as follows: 
The amount specified on page 46, line 16, of the said bill, viz: 885,000— 


The paging of the bill has been changed since then— 


isentirely inadequate to accomplish the purposes contemplated in the act, 
and @ limitation of the appropriation to that amount will seriously interfere 
with the public land service. I may also add that the service during the 
past fiscal year (1894) was greatly crippled owing to the insufficient appro- 
priation of $85,000 for the employment of agents, as the amount of said ap- 
propriation only admitted of the constant employment of about twenty- 
eight special parats to protect the Government’s interest during the year, 
waich is included in the vast domain covered by the twenty-seven public 
land States and Territories. 

The amounts appropriated for this service, including deficiencies, have 
for the past six years prior to the fiscal year of 1894 been as follows: 1888, 
£195,000; 1889, $195,000; 1890, $232,462.15; 1891, $260,000; 1892, $240.000; 1893, $120, - 
‘0; during said years the average number of agents employed under the 
above appropriations was sixty-nine, and in order to protect the Govern- 
uaa the said number of agents were kept constantly employed in 

e 

To properly investigate and report upon cases of unlawful cutting and 
removal of the Sg timber (in someof the States and Territories amount- 
‘ng tO mamy muillions of feet each year), to investigate and report = = 
pieations for permits to cut public timber under the act of March 3, 1891 
“6 Stats., 1093), and to examine the timber areas with a view to the selection 
‘such tracts as may seem desirable and necessary to embrace in forest 
‘eservations, provided for iu section 24 of the act of March 3, 1891 (26 Stats., 
\%5); also to investigate and report upon attempted fraudulent and illegal 
acquisition of public lands, and to make personal examination and report 
‘$s to the character of lands selected by the public-land States as swamp, or 
nay —— swamp lands for which the States apply for other 
public lands as indemnity, the following force of agents is absolutely nec- 
“Ssary for the purpose, viz: 


On timber depredations, and applications for timber permits_. 
° forest reservations . 
a fraudulent land entries, ete... ...__. 
swamp lands........._. 


peatgvewn. En 
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necessary for the pay 


In conclusion I will state that the average amount 

and expenses of each agent ts $3,000 per annum. 
Vory respectfully, 
S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 

Now, it will be seen from the letter that it is strictly essential 
that the number of agents be increased from twenty-eight to 
fifty in order to protect in the slightest degree the interests of 
the Government in the preservation of the forest reservations 
and other timber that is situated upon the public lands. 

I think it is evident to all Senators that the timber of this 
country is being rapidly absorbed, and each year the question of 
the preservation of our forests and forest reservations becomes 
greater and more important to us. We who are familiar with 
that partof the country where the great bulk of the timber is to 
be found understand full well the depredations which are com- 
mitted upon the forest reservations of the United States and on 
timber lands by irresponsible persons. We know thenecessity of 
having faithful agents to preserve the timber against depreda- 
tions and thefts, to say nothing about the duties which the agents 
aes to perform by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office. 

The Commissioner makes it manifest that ‘‘to properly inves- 
tigate and report upon cases of unlawful cutting and removal of 
the public timber (in some of the States and Territories amount- 
ing to many millions of feet each year), to investigate and re- 
port upon applications for permits to cut public timber under 
the act of March 3, 1891, and to examine the timber areas with 
a view to the selection of such tracts as may seem desirable and 
necessary to embrace in forest reservations, provided for in sec- 
tion 24 of the act of March 3, 1891; also to investigate and re- 

ort upon attempted fraudulent and illegal acquisition of public 
ands, and to make personal examination and report as to the 
character of lands selected.” an increase of the force of agents 
is absolutely necessary. 

Mr. GRAY. Iask the indulgence of the Senator from Ne- 
braska for a few moments while I submit a report from the 
special committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 


RECUSANT WITNESSES. 


Mr. GRAY. I submit a report from the special investigating 
committee in regard to the recusancy of a witness. Itisaunan- 
imous report, except that it is accompanied.by anadditional rec- 
ommendation from one member of the committee, the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What action does the Senator 
from Delaware desire? 

Mr.GRAY. Iask that the report be printed and lie on the 
table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
objection. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask that the recommendation of the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] in the matter be read. If there is 
a resolution reported I should like to have the resolution read. 
I merely want to ascertain the status of the resolutions on the 
subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

ADDITIONAL REPORT OF MR. ALLEN, OF THE COMMITTEE. 

In addition to the above recommendation of the committee regarding the 
witness, Allen Lewis Seymour, I have to say that I think he ought to be 
brought to the bar of the Senate and be required to there purge himself of 
the contempt of which he is guilty, or be summarily punished for refusing 
to do so. 

I, therefore, recommend the adoption of the following resolution by the 
Senate: 

“Whereas Allen Lewis Seymour, a witness, was heretofore duly sum 
moned by a select committee of the Senate, and, being lawfully required to 
testify before said committee, has, as appears by the report of said commit 
tee, refused to answer pertinent and material questions propounded to 
him by said committee: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the President of the Senate issue his warrant in due form 
under his hand and the seal of the Senate, directed to the Sergeant-at-Arms 
of the Senate, commanding him forthwith to arrest and bring to the bar of 
the Senate the body of said Allen Lewis Seymour, to show cause why h¢« 
should not be punished for contempt, and in the meantime to keep the said 
Seymour in custody to await the further order of the Senate.”’ 

Respectfully submitted, 
WM. V. ALLEN. 


Mr. DOLPH. I desire to make an inquiry. When the first 
report of this committee was made as to two witnesses who had 
refused to answer the questions propounded to them, in order 
to test the sense of the Senate upon the matter [ submitted a 
resolution requiring one of the witnesses to be brought before 
the bar of the Senate. My resolution went upon the Calendar. 
I did not embrace the two witnesses, because one would test the 
guestion. When the next report was made, the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] recommended the adoption of a similar 
resolution. I see that my resolution is upon the Calendar, but 
the resolution of the Senator from Nebraska never has appeared 
upon the Calendar. 


It will be so ordered without 


The Secretary will read as re- 
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I should like to ask as a parliamentary question if the resolu- 
lution now presented and the previous one should not go to the 
Calendar as a resolution offered by the minority of the commit- 
tee for the consideration of the Senate? I should prefer to take up 
this resolution or the previous resolution of the Senator from Ne- 
braska to the one offered by myself, not because I think thatthe 
correspondents of newspapers are any more exempt from answer- 
ing questions than other persons, but when we come to test that 
question before the Senate I should like to eliminate from it the 

uestion as to the rights of a correspondent. If the resolution 
does not go upon the Calendar otherwise, I should like to ask 
the Senator from Nebraska to move its adoption so that it may 
go upon the Calendar and be taken up instead of the resolution 
offered by me. 

Mr. GRAY. There is already a resolution on the Calendar, 
as the Senator from Oregon has stated, which will do to test the 
sense of the Senate in regard to the proper way to deal with 
these witnesses, and there are two previous reports accompanied 
by recommendations on the part of the Senator from Nebraska 
in regard to witnesses who were not correspondents. 

Mr. DOLPH. Do not those resolutions go to the Calendar? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the matter be printed and go over. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Missouri will allow 
me, I should like to ask the Senator from Delaware what por- 
tion of the duties of the committee he desired this morning that 
the committee might be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of? 

Mr. GRAY. This morning upon making a report from the 
committee, which was a final report, I also stated that there 
was a resolution of July 11, ordering the committee to investi- 
gate certain allegations in to the conduct of railroad 
companies in this city, and some allegations against Senators in 
connection therewith; that no proffer of testimony, no commu- 
nication, or other source of evidence had ever been communi- 
cated to the committee, and I asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration of that resolution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I objected to that request, not fully un- 
derstanding what the Senator desired. I make no objection to 
it; and if the Senator from Delaware desires it, so far as I am 
concerned, he can have that order made. 

Mr. GRAY. Irenew my request. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be granted and let the appropria- 
tion bill be proceeded with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the com- 
mittee will be discharged from the further consideration of the 
matter reforred to. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. ¥ 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H.. R.5575) making appropriations for sun- 
dry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire to call attention for a 
few moments to the pending amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest to the 
Senator from Nebraska that the amendment which he proposes 
is notinorder. It isan amendment to an amendment already 
made as in Committee of the Whole. It will be in order when 
the bill is in the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be settled now. 

Mr. GORMAN. Itcan be done by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Very well. 

Mr. ALLEN, I do not suppose there will be any objection to 
the amendment whatever. I desire to suggest also that the ap- 
propriations in the last six years have been largely in excess, 
being $50,000 or more in excess of the present appropriation. 
. In 1898 the appropriation was $120,000, a difference of $55,000 
between the appropriation of that year and the appropriation 
proposed by the committee this year. 

I do not believe it is the partof wisdom to turn over the pub- 
lic lands and forests of this country to the keeping of timber 
thieves and the class of men who rob our forests when they are 
left without the slightest degree of protection. I can under- 
stand quite well that an appropriation of thiskind if it was in ex- 
cess of what it ought to be — be used as a means of giving 
some person or persons employment, so that they might get 
their hands in the public crib. But I do believe that among 
the millions of acres(and I think there are something like 13,- 
000,000 acres of forest reservations alone in this country, to say 
nothing about the vast tracts of public lands that are timbered), 
a force of twenty-eight men is not sufficient for the purpose of 
keeping track of the depredations and performing all the duties 
required of agents of this kind by the present statute. 

lam myself not at all in favor of exorbitant appropriations. 
I want to see this Government, like an economic business man, 
save dollars wherever it is possible to save them, but I do not 
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AUGUST ? 
believe in that niggardly policy where we save a few thoy 
dollars in an appropriation of this kind and possibly lose :; 
lions of dollars in consequence of the depredations commit: 
upon our timber lands. I am informed that these agents y 
the last twelve or fourteen months have been able to saya t), 
Government ten or twelve times the amount of tho appropy). 
tions that have been made for the preservation of the forests. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, since the actof 1891 proyiqiy 
for the sale of the timber on these lands under certain res{pj, 
tions and under rules and regulations to be prescribed by , 
Interior Department, there is but little necessity for {hos 
agents. There were a great many depredations upon the ; 
timber because the people could not get the timber except 
depredating on the lands. Since the Government has adopte, 
system which we provided for by law, by which aman can cuit t) 
timber and pay for it, having it appraised and the amount ho 
to pay determined beforehand, there has been no compla 
I know of in the West of depredations on the timber 
cheaper and better for a man to go and pay for it than to ste, 
it. Itis true that some time ago there was a good deal of tha: 
done, and the Government broughtsuits and recovered damir 
but the matters the Senator speaks of.are old occurrenc 

As to the depredations on public land, since we provided : 
every settler should remain upon the land fourteen months 4) 
attempts, I think I may say, to get publiclands in any otlier 
except in an honest way have ceased. Under the old s 
when @ man could date back his residence and then immediat 
prove up, there was a great deal of fraud. Thatisall doneay 
with by the fact that a man must now remain, after he has : 
on his land, fourteen months before he can prove up. 
are no frauds of that kind going on, and this $60,000 is in 
more for the purpose for which it is required than th 
amounts we appropriated in former times. It is a gr 
better to use money for other purposes in the West, lik 
veys of publicland, or something of that kind, than for this 
pose. Lamsatisfied that even less than the committec |: 
given will be ample to protect the publicland and the timbe: 
the public land. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I trust this amendm: 
not be adopted, for the reason so clearly stated by the di: 
guished Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and the re:: 
furnished the Senate two years ago by nearly every Sona 
who resided in the States where there are public lands, 
by an overwhelming vote of the Senate the appropriation 
recommended by the Committee on Appropriations was cut 
to $40,000, which was abundant for the service. The D 
ment, however (and there was some excuse for it, beca 
gentlemen coming in were new, and representations we 
to them about frauds,and so on), exceeded the appropria 
They deliberately went to work and appointed agents to 
and allowed them expenses, so that the expenses ran up to * 
000 instead of the $40,000 that was appropriated, and cam 
asking for a deficiency appropriation of $45,000. 

The Committee on Appropriations, after looking at the mat' 
carefully, were convinced that the facts were such as stat 
the Senator from Colorado a moment ago, and that mon 
to be saved on this particular item. I believe we have 
$20,000 more than there is any necessity for appropriatine. : 
should apply what we save in this item, as has been done in t 
pending bill, to the survey of the public lands, so that | 
may get homes, and reimburse the States for whatever a! 
they may have paid for this purpose. Therefore I move | 
the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska on the table 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr.GORMAN. I withdraw the motion, of course, ifthe S 
ator from Nebraska wants to be heard. 

Mr. ALLEN. I simply desire to say that I can not see 1 
the statement of the Senator from Maryland or the statemen 
of the Senator from Colorado in regard to this matter cs 
strictly in accordance with the facts. It is well known t 
have a great many millions ofacres of publiclands. Itisawe- 
known fact that we have something like 13,000,000, [ thins 
almost 14,000,000, acres of forest reservation, all of which mu: 
be cared for in someform. I know of noprovision of law wh 
steiner enforced for the preservation of these forest resery 
tions. 

I do not know of any police force there that is exercising | 
trol over these forest reservations, or that is looking after ‘+ 
interests of the Government in the preservation of its time’. 
Certainly we know in a general way (for that has been the 1> 
tory of the country for the last thirty years, atany rate) thatex- 









tensive depredations are committed upon the public lands, 4°. 
timber that is very valuable is cut off and hauled away not 02) 
by settlers, but by those who job in timber, furnishing it {0° 
mercantile purposes. To say that a band of twenty-eight ™°" 
(and that is the number employed last year, I understand) cs 


- 
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look after the interests of this Government effectually, and pre- 
serve our forest reservations and our public lands from the dep- 
redations of those who seek to donude them of their forests, it 
seems tomeissimply idle. — : 
Whenever we abandon this branch of the publie service and 
abandon the thought of placing a sufficient number of men in 
charge of our forest reservations and our publie timber lands to 


effectually preserve them, the Government practically turnsover | 


every tree that it owns to the ravages of those who destroy our 
forests, and we shall lose in consequence of it many millions of 
dollars. We can take no more effectual way to assist the timber 
thieves of this country, and there are plenty of them, than to 
abandon the preservation of the timber lands in this form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska |[Mr. ALLEN] 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CAREY. I move to insert as section 4 of the bill—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before the Senator from Wyoming offers 
his amendment allow me to submit an amendment. 

Mr. CAREY. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 46, after line 18, I move to insert: 

Recoinage of uncurrent fractional silver coin: For the recoinage of the 


uncurrent fractional silver coin in the Treasury, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, $300,000. 


| 


[ask that the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury recon- | 


mending thisamendmentand that of the Treasurer of the United 
States may be printed as an executive document to accompany 
this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Withoutobjection, the request 
toprint will be agreed to. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

“Mr. CAREY. I move to add, as section 4, the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The Secretary read as follows: wv 


Sec, 4. That to encourage the reclamation of arid lands, and the cultiva- 
tion and sale thereof in small tracts to actual settlers, theré is hereby re- 


served for the purposes and upon the conditions provided in this section in | 


each of the States to which the desert-land law of the United Statesis appli- 
cable, and to each of the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and to each of the 
States that may be formed out the Territories of Arizona, New Mexico, Okla- 
homa, and Utah, 1,000,000 acres ofthe surveyed public arid lands in said States, 


respectively, to be selected by each of said States within ten years after the | : ; - ~ S rar ; 
pean of this act, and mk reservation to take effect coos the date of | #3 Republicans, to trust the President of the United States v 
such selection and approval and be thereafter withhheld from other dis- | 


posal, except as hereinafter provided: Provided, That any lands so reserved | 


which shall not be reclaimed within five years from the date of their seiec- 


tion and approval as aforesaid, or as to which the State has not expended | 


or caused to be expended the sum of 83 per acrein works intended for the 
reclamation of such lands, as now required by the United States desert- 
land law from claimants thereunder, shall be released from such reserva- 
tion and become subject to disposal as other public lands of the United 
States after proclamation by the President so declaring. 


That any State accepting the conditions of this section is hereby author- | 


ized to make all necessary regulations governing the manner or extent of 


the reclamation, and to make all contracts to cause said lands to be so re- | 


claimed and settled and cultivated by actual settlers in accordance with 


such regulations; and as rapidly as the State may furnish competent proot | 


that any of said lands are reclaimed and occupied by actual settlers, in ac- 
cordanes with its said regulations, patents shall issue to the State or its 
/ assigns for said lands so reclaimed and settled: Provided, That said States 
shall not sell or dispose of more than 160 acres of said lands to any one per- 


son, ind the net proceeds derived by each State from the sale of said lands | 


shall be held and expended as a separate fund to aid thework of reclaiming 
the lands so reserved by this section, and the surplus, if any, shall be de- 
yoted by the State to reclaiming other arid lands im said State. 

That all lands, exclusive of timber lands and mineral lands, which will 
not, without irrigation, produce some agricultural crop, shall be deemed 
arid lands within the meaning of this section, which fact shall be ascer- 


tained by affidavit of two or more credible witnesses, filed in the land office | 


of the districtin which such land may be situated at the time of the selection 
thereof, as herein provided: Provided, That this section shall not be con- 


The amendment will be stated. | 


Siz3 


ayment and the actual disposal of the land to the set- 
> must be something done in the arid-land Sta 
and ‘I’ I do not believe the T 

States will be in a condition for some years to come where the 
Government would be willing to appropriate money for the 
reclamation of lands in the arid States and Territories. It is 
such a big question that one who is not acquainted with it can 
veely comprehend the amount of labor and th nditure 
money required for the reclamation of arid 1 
veno doubt that in the State where [ li 
moisture that is precipitated can be utilized 
tion of these lands, it will require from three to four hw 
million dollars. As the Commissioner of the General 
Office says in reference to this measure, it is well guar: 

it will be an experiment. No one can lose anything. 
can not possibly be any jobinit. For thes ms I} 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations toa 
vision to go on the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agr 
to the amendment of the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. C 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. CHANDLER. On page 56, at 
to add: 

And the further sum of $376,000 is hereby appropriated 
unexpended balance, to be used by the President only in 
gency 

I ask the attention of the chairman of the committee, and a 
of the Senator from Tennessee, the chairman of the Committ 
on Epidemie Diseases, to thisamendment. I have ascertai 
that the unexpended balance of the old appropriation on the |] 
of July was $624,000. 

The additional sum which I propose will put at the servi: 
the President for any threatened or actual epidemic of cholera 
yellow fever, or smallpox, $1,000,000 in a round sum. It is nm 
put at the disposal of the head of the Treasury Department in 
the ordinary way, but it is an emergency fund to be expende 


3 


+) 


here 


T 
rn 
A 
» 
i 


ritorie 


of mds. 
tna hef 
+} 


tor 


, Pens 


Ow 


and a 


| only by the personal direction of the President of the Units 





States. 

Mr. President, Congress will be absent from this city 
during August, September, October, and November 
months. The cholera has already broken out in various pla: 
Europe. Itseems to me that we ought to be willing. as Demo 


iL hope 


fo 


this sum of $1,000,000, s0 that in case the cholera does penetr 
this country, he may not find it necessary to call Con 
gether in order to ask for a further appropriation. 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, for quite a number 
there have been similar appropriations madeof varying amount 
I think [ am perfectly warranted in saying that there has neve 
been a dollar of such appropriations expended that was not a! 
solutely necessary. I believe I am warranted in saying that th 
maximum amount of the appropriation has never been reach: 
but from year to year a large proportion of the appropriations 
have remained in the Treasury and have not been used. If the 


ot ¥ 


|emergency shall come it is a matter of supreme importance 


that there should be a fund within the discretion of the 


| dent or some other official of the Government. 


|anample fund to meet it as best the science 


Therefore we have left it invariably to the discreti 
President, and I think it proper so to leave it. 
gency shall come it is vitally important that we 
and skill 


| country can meet it. 


Mr. COCKRELL. 


Is not $624.000 ample to 


| until the 4th of next March? 


strued to authorize the leasing of the lands selected or the disposal or use | 


of them by the States, respectively, in any way Whatever except to secure 
their reclamation, cultivation, and settlement; and the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office shall, subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
the Interior, make all rules and regulations necessary to carry out the pro- 
Visions of this section and to enable the Secretary of the Interior to exam- 
he any of the lands that may be selected under the provisions of this section, 


there is hereb priated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appro $1,000. 


Mr. CAREY. Mr. President, the provisions of this amend- 
ment passed the Senate unanimously reported by the Public 
Lands Committee of the Senate, and [ understand a favorable 
report has been agreed upon by the Committee on Irrigation in 
the House of eeeenstnce. The Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office hasapproved the measure very highly. I would 
not ask for its ration on this bill were it not for the fact 
—_ the Legislatures of all the States to which it applies will 
a Session next winter, and it will require legislation upon 

“7 to carry the provisions of the act into effect. 

I will state that all the land possible to be reserved under the 
amendment will not be more than two-thirds of the amount that 
— States received under the swamp-land act. 

; Be state further that the title of not an acre of land 
ut of the Government until its reclamation, and then upon the 


| anticipates or answer for the future. 


Mr. HARRIS. That is a question which no living 1 
But if you shall ap 
ate $1,/00,000, not a dollar of it will be used unless it is ab 
lutely necessary to meet an emergency of the highest character. 
Otherwise every dollar of it will remain inthe Treasury. The 
fund of the Treasury will not be impaired except by the « 
penditures in such an emergency. There can be no danger 
making this appropriation. No harm can come to the cou: 

An emergency may arise which will make it immensely i 
tant that the fund should be subject to the order and in the dis- 
eretion of some official. and I think the President is the proper 
person. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the amendment of the Senator 
CHANDLER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. On page 130, after line 

Massachusetts avenue: For grading Massaci 
around the Naval Observatory circle, #10,000 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that amendment will not be put on 
the bill, and I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will not 
insist on it. It belongs to the District of Columbia appropri- 
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ation bill, and the provision was made on that bill, if Iam not 
mistaken. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No, the Senator will remember that the | 
bill for defining Massachusetts avenue around the Observatory 
circle was only signed by the President day before yesterday, 
and the estimate of $10,000 was left out of the District of Colum- | 
bia appropriation bill for that reason. There is a unanimous | 
agreement among the conferees on the District of Columbia | 
a bill that this appropriation shall go upon this | 


Mr. COCKRELL. Being one of the conferees, I never heard 
of a unanimous agreement to that effect. 

Mr. CHANDLER. All the members of the committee said 
yes, exceptthe Senator from Missouri, and he looked very good- 
natured when the suggestion was made. 

I have moved the amendment by the request of the chairman 
of the House committee. If the Senator will let it goon the 
bill it will go out of course in conference if he thinks it ought 
to go out. I do not wish to be unreasonable with the Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thatisallright. Let the amendment be 
inserted, e 55,at the end of line 16. 

The PRE IDING OFFICER. Without objection, it will be 
inserted at that point. The question is on agreeing to the 
= of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam insearch of information, and I wish 
before the bill is finally passed upon to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations for some information concern- 
ing one matter that I find in the bill. Onpage 93thereare two 
paragraphs which read as follows: 

Support and medical treatment of destitute patients: For the support and 
medical treatment of ninety-five medical and surgical patients who are des- 
titute, in the city of Washington, under a contract to be made with the Prov- 
idence oe y the Sur; n-General of the Army, $19,000. 


Garfield Memorial Hospital: For maintenance, to enable it to provide 
medical and surgical treatment to persons unable to pay therefor, 819,000. 


Mr. President, what I want to know is this: On the District 
appropriation bill there were certain appropriations made for 
hospitals named in the city of Washington. The Providence 
Hospital and the Garfield Memorial Hospital, I think, are not 
in that list, but the appropriations made in the District bill are 
paid one-half from the revenues of the District of Columbia and 
the other half from the revenues of the General Government. 

I am at a loss to understand why these two hospitals should be 
given an appropriation of $19,000 each, as provided in this bill, and 
the entire amount be paid from the revenues of the General Gov- 
ernment. There is probably some reason for it, but I do not un- 
derstand it. ; 

Mr. COCKRELL, I do not think there is any special reason, 
except that the House of Representatives sent us the bill in that 
form, and we have to take it as it is or have a wrangle over it. 
I think myself it ought to be changed so that the District should 
pay one-half, but others do not think so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is another matter in connection 
with this. The appro riation for the Providence Hospital 
specifies that they shall have ¥5 patients, for which they shall 
receive $19,000, or $200 a patient. That strikes me as being 
« very remarkable provision. I do not know how long patients 
are sick in hospitals in the city of Washington, but it seems to 
me they do not average an expense of $200 each, yet this lump 
amount is given to this hospital, and there are to be 95 patients, 
and no more, and the hospital is to get this compensation for 
that purpose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is under some agreement or under- 
standing that the authorities have had for years. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. I think that the appropriations for those 
two hospitals as made in this bill are all wrong. I know of no 
reason why the General Government should be supporting one 
or more hospitals in the city of Washington. I will take as an 
illustration the Providence Hospital. My investigation, made 
very hurriedly, it is true, because I simply noticed this yester- 
day, shows that the Government has been making coe 
tions for Providence Hospital since the year 1864. It has been 
sug ested somewhere that an amount aggregating more than 
half a million dollars has been paid to this hospital by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. I do know that for the last ten 
years—because I looked it es aggregate appro- 
pein amounted to $176,000. I see no remedy for this con- 

ition of things this year. I was inclined to move an amend- 
ment striking out these two paragraphs and inserting: 

For the support and medical treatment of destitute medical and surgical 

tients in the city of Washington, under a contract to be made with the 


ifferent hospitals ce Sur, General, $38,000, one-half to be paid from 
the revenues — the 2. of Columbia, and one-half from the revenues of 








There may be objections to that. Iam not very well informed 
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on the subject, and I shall not move the amendment, but J \j)) 
make this suggestion in closing my observations, that I propose 
between now and the time when another sundry civil appropri. 
tion bill comes before the Senate, to endeavor to got additions) 
light on the subject of the appropriation for hospitals in the 
District of Columbia, to the end that we may do justice to q| 
the hospitals, and that we may do justice to the Genera! (joy. 
ernment in the matter of appropriating money for purposes of 
this kind. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will give us his assist. 
ance in that way. Being himself a physician. he knows more 
about the subject than we do, and I hope he will give us his aig 
We shall be very thankful to him for any suggestions he may 


make. 
Mr. MORGAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
k 


esK. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 16, on page 55, it is pro. 
posed to insert: 

For constructing an elevator in the Home for Incurables, in West Wa, 
ington, and for providing the necessary power to operate the same, £2.60). (o 
be paid to and expended under the direction of the board of directors o° 
said institution. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I wish to say just a word j 
explanation of that amendment. 

This beautiful charity was instituted in Washington by tly 
ladies, and has been sustained by them from the beginning }, 
their own personal exertions. I am informed that they have 
about forty patients, and they sustain them ina very comfort 
able way ina home which has been built on purpose for them 
out of moneys that they have received by contributions from 
different persons, and upon a lot that was donated to them by 


some benevolent lady, whose name I do not know, and I belicye 
nobody else knows it outside of the board. 
Those ladies have built this comfortable house forincurables, 


They have, as I remarked, about forty patients from the differ- 
ent races. They are persons who are totally unable to assist 
themselves, and there is no hope of their ever being cured 
That constitutes, in my mind, the great beauty of the ehurity. 
In building this house they have made a shaft for an elevator 
but they have not had the money as yet to build it or to ge 
the machinery or the power necessary to work it. Of cours 
these poor people have to be lifted up and down the stairways 
by help, and that is a very great tax upon the income of tl 
home. 

Iam informed, Mr. President, that that home is about as we 
conducted as any could be, and that the advantages of benefac- 
tion which have been derived from it are very singularly exce! 
lent and beautiful. 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia recommended 
this appropriation, and I had that recommendation sent before 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. They, as [ am in- 
formed, united in the recommendation, and it went to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. So the amendment is entirely i 
order. Because this institution has never before, however, bee! 
recognized as one of those which the law would provide for, tl 
committee did not think that it was proper, perhaps, on this 0c 
castion or on this bill to insert it, but I hope that hereafter it |: 
an institution which will be provided for. There is nothing 
that more earnestly demands our attention as benevolent peop! 
than to provide for the comfort and the well-being of those wh 
are incurable and absolutely unable to help themselves. , 

I happen to know personally two or three of the patients wh 
are in that hospital, and they are people who heretofore wer 
persons of wealth and entirely able to take care of themselves 
but, through the vicissitudes of fortune, they have been broug!: 
to poverty and utter disability. Ss 

I hope the Senate will agree to the amendment, and that tl 
House of Representatives will concur in it. : 

Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. President, my attention was diver 
when the amendment now under consideration was read. | s\ 
the Senator from Alabama if that is the amendment providing 
an appropriation for an elevator in the Home for Incurables: 

Mr. MORGAN. It is. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will simply say that I hope the amen‘ 
ment will be adopted. The same objection which I urged \ 
the appropriations for two of the hospitals would apply to this, 
that one-half should come out of the funds of the District, but ! 
shall not urge that point. ; Ss 

Iam acquainted with the Home for Incurables in this ¢!') 
It is one of the best charities which has ever been established 
anywhere; it is delightfully situated, the attendance is as 4004 
as can possibly be secured, and the patients going there to “'¢ 
never make any complaint so far as the attention they rece!’® 
is concerned. 

In regard to this matter of an elevator, a few months azo 4 
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very dear friend of mine was carried to that home, a man who 
was laid away this afternoon. He was given the most comfort- 
able room which could be secured for him in the building, but 
was compelled to leave that institution and go to his own hum- 
ple home in the city of Washington for the reason that he could 
not get out on the grounds; he had not the strength to travel 
up and down stairs, and had to leave the institution, where he 
had probably better care than he could get athome. He said 
to me that he did not understand why Congress did not appro- 
priate a little money to put an elevator in that institution. 

I hope, Mr. President, the amendment will be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. By direction of the Committee on Immi- 
gration I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 52, before line 19, it is proposed to 
add: 


The chief of the Bureau of Immigration shall hereafter be designated as 
the Commissioner-Ceneral of Immigration. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I hope that amendment will not be agreed 
to. It changes existing law, and we can get along for the pres- 
ent under the existing law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is a mere verbal change. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It nevertheless changes the existing law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was unanimously instructed to report 
the amendment by direction of the committee of which the Sena- 
tor from Missouri is a member, and I assure him that all the 
conclusions of that committee, whether he present or absent, 
are very carefully and deliberately reached and entered upon. 
[hope he will not object to the amendment now, for he can 
strike it out in conference; but I do not like him to discredit a 
committee of which he himself is a member. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order on that amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the pointof order? 

Mr. ALLISON. That it is new legislation and changes exist- 


ing law. 

fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

» The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate ask for a confer- 
ence with the House of Representatives on the bill and amend- 
ments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
COCKRELL, Mr. GORMAN, and Mr. ALLISON were appointed. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 7477) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1894, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. I ask the Senator from Missouri to yield to me 
for the consideration of a bill which will take but a few mo- 
ments. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yield to the Senator from Florida. 


PERDIDO RIVER BRIDGE BETWEEN FLORIDA AND ALABAMA. 


Mr. PASCO. Iask unanimous consent that the bill (H.R. 
7827) to authorize a bridge across the Perdido River between 
the States of Florida and Alabama be now considered. 

There being no-objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, to insert at the end of the bill the following: 


Szc. 3. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- | 


pressly reserved whenever Congress may consider it necessary. 


Mr. PLATT. I shouldthink thatamendment had better have 
some words stricken from the end of it. 


the latter part of the amendment. I move to strike out those 


words. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
© Senator from Connecticut will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. 


Mr. PASCO. How will the amendment then read? 


[ think we had better | coilected by them above said amount to be 
reserve the right to amend now, than to reserve the right to | 


amend whenever Congress thinks it necessary, us is stated in | On ctts of the United States Treasury. 


After the word ‘ reserved,” it is proposed | 
strike out ‘‘ whenever Congress may consider it necessary.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
be amended will read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 3. Tha’ the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved. 

Mr. PASCO. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

COURT IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Senate bill 2173, known as the Indian Territory 
court bill, which was passed the other day and reconsidered for 
the purpose of allowing the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest}, 
who is not present, to offer some amendments, which I shall 
offer for him. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. 2173) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish 
a United States court in the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 1,1889,ahd anactentitled ‘‘Anactto pro 
vide a temporary government for the Territory of Oklahoma, to 
enlarge the jurisdiction of the United States court in the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes,” approved May 2, 1890; to 
provide for the redistricting of the Indian Territcry for judicial 
purposes, for an additional judge and more United States com- 
missioners, and to prescribe the jurisdiction, duties, and au- 
thority of such judges and commissioners, and for other pur- 


The amendmentas proposed to 


poses. 


Mr, COCKRELL. 
the bill is? 

Mr. TELLER. It is the Indian court bill. I have some 
amendments to offer which were prepared by the Senator's col- 
league. I will say that [have submitted the amendments to the 
committee, and the committee agreed tothem. I think they 
improve the bill. 

On page 3, section 1, I move tostrike out lines 32, 
and insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, it isproposed to strike out from 
line 32 to line 34, inclusive, as follows: 

That the Attorney-General of the United States may, if in his judgment it 
shall be necessary, appoint an additional assistant attorney for said dis 
trict. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

That the Attorney-General of the United States shail appoint three assist 
ant attorneys for said districts who shall perform the duties to which they 
may beassigned by the United States district attorney for the Indian Tei 
ritory, and who shall receive such compensation as is now allowed by law 
to the assistant United States attorneys for the western district of Arkar 
sas, together with actual traveling expenses when upon Government busi 
ness. 

It shall be the duty of the United States at*>rney for the Indian Terri 
tory, in addition to his present duties, to supervise and conduct all prose 
tions before the commissioners provided for by this act in person or by 
his deputies, and he shall receive for his services one-half the fees now a! 
lowed him by law in such cases when instituted in the United States t 
of said Territory. 


Will the Senator from Coloradostate what 


33, and 34, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I move,.on page &, line 44, after the word 
‘‘jury,” to insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 3, on page &, line 44, after the 
word ‘‘jury,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ said amount to be taxed 
as costs and repaid to the defendant if acquitted of the charge 
made against him.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. On page 10, at the end of section 3, I move to 
insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

“he SECRETARY. 

The SECRETARY 
insert: 

The fees of such commissioners and constables shall be those allowed the 
justices of the peace and constables by the statutes of Arkansas in iixe 
cases, but the aggregate amount of fees received in any one year by yf 
said commissioners and constables shall not exceed $2,000, the excess of fees 
accounted for and paid over by 
ioners and constables to the clerk of the United States court 
rerritory, who shall pay the same to the proper accounting 


The amendment will be stated. 
At the end of section 3 it is proposed to 


such comuniss 
of the Indian 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES FAY. 
_The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair |) 
Senate a bill from the House of Representatives. 


third re 
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The bill (H. R. 7683) to remove thecharge of desertion against 
James Fay was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I am authorized by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs to report that bill favorably, and I ask that it be 
acted upon now. It will only take a moment. 

The PRES! DING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Has that bill been reported by any commit- 
tee? 

Mr. McMILLAN. 
mittee. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lhope theSenatorfrom Massachusetts will 
withdraw that motion in order that we may have a brief exec- 
utive session. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the Senator will withdraw that 
motion in order that the bill which has been laid before the 
Senate may be passed. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the motion to accommodate the 
Senator from Michigan and the Senator from Iowa. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to adjourn is 
withdrawn. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7683) to remove 
the charge of desertion against James Fay. Z 

The bili was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
' dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move toamend the title to conform with 
the body of the bill, so as to read “ A bill to correct the naval 
record of James Fay and grant him an honorable discharge.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


SURVEYS OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. WHITE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7803) to amend sections 2401 and 
2403 of the Revised Statutes. It is in a different form, but pre- 
cisely to the same effect, as a bill which has already passed the 
Senate. The bill is very short, and I do not think there can be 
any objection to it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend 
oo a and 2403 of the Revised Statutes, so as to make 
them read: 


Sxzo, 2401, When the settlers in any township, uot mineral or reserved by 
the Government, or persons and associations lawfully sessed of coal 
lands and otherwise qualified to make entry thereof, or when the owners or 
grantees of public lands of the United States, under any law thereof, desire 
a survey made of the same under the authority of the surveyor- l and 
shall file an application therefor in writing, and shall deposit in a proper 
United States depository to the credit of the United States, a sum sufficient 
to pay for such survey, together with all nditures incident thereto, 
without cost or claim for indemnity on the United States, it shall be lawful 
for the surveyor-general, under such instructions as may be given him by 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and in accordance with law, 
to survey such township or such public lands owned by said grantees of the 
Government, and make return therefor to the general and pro localland 
office: Provided, That no application shall be granted unless the township 
s0 proposed to be surveyed is within the range of the regular progress of 
the public surveys embraced by existing standard lines or bases for town- 
ship and subdivisional surveys. 

Suc. 2403. Where settlers or owners or grantees of public lands make de- 
posits in accordance with the provisions of section 2401, as hereby amended, 
certificates shall be issued for such di ts which may be used by settiers 
in ay payment for the lands settled upon by them, the survey of which is 
paid for out of such deposits, or said certificates may be assigned by indorse- 
ment and may be received by the Government in mt for public 
lands of the United States entered or to be entered under the laws thereof. 


Mr. ALLISON. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] to the fact that some years the 
provisions of law allowing the certificates to be assi were 
repealed. I[ do not think that is the law now. 

ir. DOLPH. Iwill read to the Senatorfrom the communica- 

tion of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, which was 

oo in the debate in the House of Representatives on this bill. 
© said: 

The triplicate certificates issued for such deposits prior to March 8, 1879, 
can be used = the settlers in the nase Of lands in the township the 
surveying of w was for out of such deposits; 

The triplicate certifi issued su uent to March 3, 1879, and prior to 
Anges’, 1882, may be assigned by indorsementand usedin payment for 
— =e under the homestead and preémption laws in any land dis- 

Triplicate certificates issued on and after A 7, 1882, can be receiver 
in payment for lands only at the land office in which the lands surveyed for 
which the deposit was made are subject to entry, and not elsewhere. 

Mr. ALLISON, I hope the Senator will move to amend that 
rovision so that the certificates assigned shall not be used in 
istant States toenter lands. The complaint was made, and that 

was the reason for the change—I have forgotten the exact 
facts—that these surveys were made in California and other 
States and then the certificates were used in taking up lands in 
the Dakotas and in Nebraska, and it came to be a very great 
abuse, which was corrected in this way. I do not know the 
precise provisions of this bill. 


It has been reported by the Naval Com- 


Mr. DOLPH. After the words ‘‘ United States,” in ling jo 
of section 2, I move to insert the words “in the States whors 
the surveys were made.” 

Mr. ALLISON. That amendment will be satisfactory to jy, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the e]haip| 
The amendment will be stated. 

TheSEcRETARY. Insection2, line 12, after the words ‘ Unite, 
States,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘in the States whero tho 
veys were made;” so as to read: 


Said certificates may be assigned by indorsement, and may be 
by the Government in payment for any public lands of the United 
in the States where the surveys were made, entered, or to be entere 
the laws thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, an 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move that the Senate ask for « conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendinen 
which only inserts a few words. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authoriz.) 
appoint the conferees on the partof the Senate, and Mr. Pasco 
Mr, MARTIN, and Mr. DoLPH were appointed. 

SALE OF LOT IN HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the co 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator will withdraw thit motio 
for a moment. ° 

Mr. ALLISON. I will withdraw it for any purpose which 
not take time. 

Mr. BERRY. [ask unanimous consent for the present co 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6042) to authorize sale of lot 8, block 
93, city of Hot Springs, by school directors thereof, and use o 
proceeds for school purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of | 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was. reported to the Senate without amendment. :- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. ALLISON. I renew my motion that the Senate proceei 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 10 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and at(5 o'clock ani 
12 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, rida) 
August 3, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate August 2, 189). 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
Peregrine J. Dempster, of Holyoke, Colo., to be regist 


the land office at Sterling, Colo., vice Herbert C. Tedmon, ter 
expired. 





POSTMASTERS. 


Frank E. Abbott, to be postmaster at Riverside, in the count 
of Riverside and State of California, in the place of [red } 
Dunbar, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

George W. Hill, to be postmaster at Pomona, in the county 0: 
Los Angeles and State of California, in the nlace of Edwin 3}. 
Smith, whose commission expired March 29, 1894. _ ie 

John N. Scarborough, to be postmaster at Americus, in tho 
county of Sumter and State of Georgia, in the place of Joseph 
C. Roney, resigned. 

D. W. Hamilton, to be postmaster at Sigourney, in the count) 
of Keokuk and State of lowa, in the placeof Andrew Stranahan, 
whose commission expires August 22, 1894. ' 

W. D. Gerard, to be postmaster at Osborne, in the county 0: 
Osborne.and State of Kansas, in the place of John J. Hays, whose 
commission expired July 1, 1894. 

Eli Mead, to be postmaster at Hutchinson, in the county o 
Reno and State of Kansas, in the place of Wilson McCandless, 
whose commission expired May 14, 1894. Fee 

John McMillan, to be postmaster at South Omaha, in the 
county of Douglas and State of Nebraska, in the place of Jon 
M. Glasgow, whose commission will expire August 13, 154. 

Woodbury A. Ham, to be postmasterat Everett, in the county 
Middlesex and State of Massachusettes, in the place of Char'’s 
Manser, whose commission expired May 10, 1894. 

Eugene J. O'Neil, to be postmaster at Chicopee Falls, in the 
county of Hampden and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
Fred E. Patterson, whose commission expired July 12, 18%. 
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George Wallwork, to be postmaster at White Sulphur Springs, 
in the county of Meagher and State of Montana, in the place of 
samuel M. Allebaugh, whose commission will expire August 
09 1804. 
oe K. Otis, to be postmaster at Hicksville, in the county 
of Defiance and State of Ohio, in the place of John Berger, 
whose commission will expire August 7, 1894. re 

Martin E. Conlan, to be postmaster at Alexandria, in the 
county of Hanson and State of South Dakota, in the place of 
Robert Dolt, whose commission expired May 27, 1894. 

Jerome W. Pierce, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the 
county of Windsor and State of Vermont, in the place of Gran- 
ville S. Derby, whose commission expired July 24, 1894. 

Andrew J. Sibley, to be postmaster at Montpelier, in the 
county of Washington and State of Vermont, in the place of J. 
Fli Goodenough, removed. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. Commander William W. Reisinger, to be a commander 
in the Navy, from July 21, 1894, vice Commander Arent 8S. 
Crowninshield, promoted (subject to the examinations required 
by law). 

‘Lieut. Albion V. Wadhams, to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy, from July 21, 1894, vice Lieut. Commander William 
W. Reisinger, promoted (subject to the examinations required 
by law). 

‘Lieut. (junior grade) John H. L. Holcombe, to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy, from July 10,1894, vice Lieut. Edwin K. Moore, 
promoted. ‘ 

Lieut. (junior grade) William L. Burdick, to be a lieutenant 
inthe Navy, from July 21, 1894, vice Lieut. Albion v; Wadhains, 
promoted (subject to the examinations required by. law). : 

Ensign Joseph L. Jayne, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from July 10, 1894, vice Lieut. (junior grade) John H. | 
L. Holeombe, promoted. ; 

Ensign James G. Dayle, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from July 21, 1894, vice Lieut. (junior grade) William 
L. Burdick, promoted. 

Commodore Henry Erben, to be a rear-admiral in the Navy 
from July 31, 1894, vice Rear-Admiral Oscar F. Stanton, retired 
(subject to the examinations required by law). 

Capt. Charles S. Norton, to be a commodore in the Navy from | 
July $1, 1894, vice Commodore Henry Erben, promoted. 

Commander Frank Wildes, to be a captain in the Navy from 
July 31, 1894, vice Capt. Charles S. Norton, promoted (subject 
to the examinations required by law). 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

Napoleon J. T. Dana, late assistant quartermaster, United 
States Army, to be assistant quartermaster with the rank of 
captain, to date from August 2, 1894, with a view to his name 
being placed on the retired list of the Army. 

George 8. Greene, late first lieutenant Third Artillery, to be 
first lieutenant of artillory, to date from August 2, 1894, with a 
view to his name being placed on the retired list of the Army. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
BRrecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 2, 1894. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
_dJames L. Bennett, of New York, to be attorney of the United 
States for the eastern district of New York. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 
Eugene J. Trippel, of Yuma, Ariz., to be register of the land | 
office at Tucson, Ariz. 
COINER OF THE MINT. 
Albert T. Spotts, of California, to be coiner of the mint of the 
United States at San Francisco, Cal. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Albert G. Neal, of Sprague, Wash., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Waterville, Wash. 
POSTMASTERS. 
_ Edward L. Nesselroad, to be postmaster at Guthrie Center, 
in the county of Guthrie and State of Iowa. 


Nora Webber, tobe postmaster at Virginia City, in the county 
of Storey and State of Nevada. 


ee R. Lewis, to be postmaster at Grinnell, in the county of 
oweshiek and State of lown. 

rank G. Letters, to be postmaster at Putnam, in the county 
0 Windham and State of Connecticut. 
> ohn J. Oberlin, to be postmaster ot Butler, in the county of 

— and State of Indiana. 

harles C. Rogers, to be postmaster at Plainwell, in the 

County of Allegan and State of Michigan. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| a8 conferees on the partof the House of the 


8127 


Frederick E. Pierce, to be postmaster at Greenfield, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Massachusetts. 

William Buttrick, to be postmaster at Concord, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

James F. Shea, to be postmaster at Indian Orcha: 
county of Hampden and State of Massachusetts. 

Martin Hickey, to be postmaster at Grafton, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

John F. Dwyer, to be postmaster at Weymouth, in the eounts 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

Rollin M. Rood, to be postmaster at South Manchester, in th 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 

Marshall Wisecheart, to be postmaster at Shawneetown, int 
county of Gallatin and State of Lllinois. 

James P. Weatherstone, to be postmaster at La Grange, i 
county of Cook and State of Illinois. 

Frank R. Moore, to be postmaster at Medfield, 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 


‘d. in the 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, August 2, 1894. 


VA 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. the Rev. W 


Parson, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and appre 
ENTRY OF LAND FOR GRAVEL PITS 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill 


Prayer by 


H. R. 7451 


| authorize the entry of land for gravel pits and reservoir p 


poses and authorizing the grant of right of way for pipe line 
with Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. This is a House bill with Senate am 
ments, and the Senate requests a conference on the disagre 
votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. MCRAE. I move that the House nonconcur in the 
ate amendments, and agree to the conference requested. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that order v 
made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will announce the appointment 
gentleman from A 
kansas, Mr. MCRAE, the gentleman from Arkansas, Mr. Net 
and the gentleman from lowa, Mr. LAcEy. 

SECTIONS 536 AND 5366 OF REVISED STATUTES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4605) to 
amend sections 5365 and 5366 of the Revised Statutes, with 
ate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. This is the House bill with Senate 
ment. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The amendment was reported. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 


— 


House co 


cur in the Senate amendment. This is really no amendment to 
the bill. 

The Senate amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The title will be amended in accord 
with the amendment of the Senate, if there be no objection 
[After a pause.]| The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered 

AMENDMENT OF QUARANTINE ACT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from th: 

retary of the Treasury, submitting a draft of a bill to amend tl 


| quarantine act of February 15, 1593; which was referred to the 


Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered 
to he printed. 
PAUL M’CORMICK. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1262) for the 
relief of Paul McCormick: which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

. RETURN OF BILL TO SENATE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following Senate 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 2151) to amend an act to au 
thorize the construction of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River, between 
the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota, approved April 24, 1894. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this request of the Sen 
ate will be complied with, and the Clerk will be directed to re 
turn the bill indicated to the Senate. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered 


REPRINT OF REPORT. 


At the request of Mr. WOODARD, by unanimous consent, a 
reprint of Report 337, part 2, was ordered. 





ee ea ae 


.: Sets 


eae 


8128 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





CORRECTION. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct the REc- 
orD. In the Recorp of day before yesterday, when the Yorke 
bill was before the House, in reply to a question of the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], I am reported as saying: ‘‘ The 

entleman from New York voices the action of his committee 
n this regard.” What I really said was: ‘‘The gentleman from 
New York bows to the action of his committee in this regard.” 
I desire now to say that I opposed the bill in committee and 
voted against it in the House. pa 


CHOCTAW COAL AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7680) to authorize purchasers of the property and franchises 
of the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to organize a corporation and 
to confer upon the same all the powers, privileges, and franchises vested 
in that company. 


Whereas the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company, a corporation created 
under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Minnesota, and now doing 
business in the Indian Territory and Oklahoma Territory under and by vir- 
tue of certain acts of Congress empowering it so to do, is insolvent, and in 
order to enable the creditors and stockholders of the same to reorganize 
said company in such a way as to secure the completion of the railroad au- 
thorized to be constructed by said company, a sale of its property and fran- 
chises is necessary: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the persons for or on whose account the rights of 
way, railroads, mines, coal leasehold estates, and other property, and the 
franchises of the said Choctaw Coal and pay Company shall be pur- 
chased and acquired under and by virtue of any sale of the same made under 
any process or decree of any court ye sdiction thereof, shall be, and 
are hereby, constituted a corporation, and shall be vested with all the right, 
title, interest, property, possession, claim, and demand in law and equity, 
of, in, and to suc ae of way, railroads, mines, coal leasehold estates 
and property of the said Choctaw Coal and Railway Company, and with all 
the rights, powers, immunities, privileges, and franchises which have been 
heretofore granted to or conferred upon said company by omy act or acts of 
Congress or of the State of Minnesota, or which it possesses by virtue of its 
charter under the laws of said State, with the same force and effect as ifthe 
provisions of said acts were herein fully reénacted and made applicable to 
such new corporation. 

Sec. 2. That the persons for or on whove account the hereinbefore-men- 
tioned property of the said Choctaw Coal and Railway Company may have 
been purcha shall meet within thirty days after the conveyance thereof 
shall have been delivered, and organize such new corporation by electing a 
preetmens and board of nine directors (to continue in office until the second 

onday of January succeeding such oye when, and annually there- 
after, on the said day, a like election for a pres dent and nine directors shall 
be held to serve for one year), and shall adopt a corporate name and com 
mon seal, determine the amount of capital stock thereof, and shall have 
power and authority to make and issue certificates therefor to the pur- 
chasers aforesaid, to the amount of their respective interests therein, in 
shares of 850 each, and may then, or at any time thereafter, create and is- 
sue preferred stock to such an amount and on such terms as they may deem 
necessary, and from time to time to issue bonds, and to secure the same by 
one or more mortgages upon the real and personal property and corporate 
rights and franchioes, or either or any or parts thereof. 

ro. 3. That it shall be the duty of such new Conpenente witbin one cal- 
endar month after its organization, to make a cate thereof under its 
common seal, attested by the signature of its president, speci the date 
of such organization, the name so adopted, the amount of capital stock, and 
the names of its president and directors, and transmit the said certificate to 
the Secretary of the Interior, to be filed in his office, and there remain of 
record; and a certified copy of such certificate so filed shall be evidence of 
the corporate existence of said new corporation. And such new Sapeesen 
shall also, within the said thirty days, cause to be filed in the office of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior a copy certified to as correct by the clerk of the court 
under whose orders or decrees said sale shall have been made, of any con- 
veyance made to it under or by virtue of said sale of the rights of way, rail- 
roads, mines, coal leasehold estates, and other eepers of the said Choctaw 
Coal and oy Com and this act shall be construed and treated as 
an assent upon the part of the United States to the acquisition and holding 
by such new corporation of the estates and premises thereby conveyed: Pro- 
vided, however, Thatas to all coal leasehold estates or leases of rights to mine 
coal in the Choctaw Nation, such assent shall be upon condition that the said 
new corporation shall conform to all the provisions, conditions, and limita- 
tions contained in the act a ved October 1, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act % 
upon conditions and limitations therein contained, the assent of the United 
States to certain leases of right to mine coal in the Choctaw Nation.” 

Seo. 4. That it shalland may be lawful for such new corporation to con- 
struct and operate branches from its said railroad and for such purpose to 
take and use rights of w not exceeding 100 feet in th upon 
making compensation therefor as provided in the case of taking land for 
its main line, and to lease its railroads and minesand other property toany 
company owning or opera a railroad connecting with the of 
said new corporation on such and conditions as may be agreed upon. 

Sec. 5, That the sald corporation, when or; zed as hereinbefore pro- 
vided, shall have and tual succession and shall be able to sue 
and be sued, plead and be im ea, in all courts of record and elsewhere, 
and shall have power to ordain, establish, and put in execution such by- 
laws and regulations as shall be proper, necessary, or convenient for the 
government of the said soeporen. not being contrary to the Constitution 

States, and generally to do alland singular the mat- 
ters and things which shall be n: or convenient to enable the said 
company to maintain, use, and operate their railroads and mines in con- 
formity with the provisions of the acts of Congress relating to or affecting 
the Choctaw Coal and Railway Cenneny. 

Sno. 6, That the stockholders of the company shall meet on the second 
Monday in January in every year at such place as may be fixed on be hy by- 
la _ = — ak caetea tan be aes = ~ — that a Sone: 
pron -laws, and choose, by a majority of the voters present, a presi- 
dent and nine directors for the nang zoos. who shall continue in office 

others 


until the next annual election and un are chosen; at which annual 
meeting the said stockholders shall have full power and authority to make, 
order, or repeal, by a majority of votes given, any or al) such by-laws, rules, 


, and tions as aforesaid, and to do and perform every other cor- 
act authorized by their charter; the stockholders may meet at such 


Hi 
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other times and places as they may be summoned by the president anq y 
rectors, in such manner and form and giving such notice as may be Dr . 
scribed by the by-laws. At all meetings stockholders may be represe;t, 
and vote by proxy. r 
SEc. 7. That the election for president and directors provided for jn; 
act shall be conducted as follows: The directors for the time being shal] gy, 
point three stockholders to be judges of the said election and to hold +). 
same; the persons so appointed shall not be eligible to an election as preg; 
dent or director at said election and shall, respectively, take and subseri), 
an oath or affirmation before a notary public or other officer qualitied toy) 
minister oaths well and truly and according to law to conduct such elect), 
to the best of their knowledge and ability; and the said judges shal! deci), 
upon the qualifications of voters and when the election is closed shal] con, 
the votes and declare who have been elected; andif at any time it shall ap, 
pen that an election of directors shall not be made at the time specitied. tha 
corporation shall not for that reason be dissolved, but it shall be lawry) ; 
hold and make such election of directors on any day within three month 
thereafter by giving at least ten days previous notice of the time and placa 
of holding said election in the manner aforesaid, and the directors of 1; 
preceding year shall in that case continue in office, and be invested wi: 
all powers belonging to them as such until others are elected in their steq). 
In case of the death or resignation of a director, or a failure to elect in casa 
of a tie vote, the vacancy may be filled by the board of directors. At al] ge; 
eral meetings or elections by the stockholders, each share of stock shal! e 
title the holder thereof to one vote, and each ballot shall have indorse; 
thereon the number of shares represented; but no share or shares trans 
ferred within sixty days next preceding any election or general meeting o 
the stockholders shall entitle the holder or holders thereof to vote at ayy 
such election or general meeting, nor shall any proxy be received or 1 
the holder to vote unless the same shall bear date and have been ( 
— within the three months next preceding such election 6r genera 
ng. 


: The amendments recommended by the committee ave as {o. 
ows: 


1. In line 8 of section 1, after the word “the,” strike out the w 
sons for or on whose account” and insert in lieu thereof the wo 
chasers of.” 

2. In line 6 of section 1, after the word ‘‘company,” strike out the words 
— be purchased and acquired’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘at anys 

@." 

3. In line 6 of section 1, after the word “ under," strike out the wor 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ or.” 

4. In line 7 of section 1, after the word “of,” strike out the words 
sale of the same made under.” 

5. In line 1 of section 2 strike out the words ‘‘ persons for or on W 
count” and insert in lieu thereof the words “said purchasers of 

6. In line 8 of section 2, strike out the words ‘‘may have been purcl 
and in line 5, after the word “delivered,” insert the words “ to them 

7. In line 11 of section 2 strike out the word ‘‘thereof’’ and insert in iy 
thereof ‘‘and bonds to be issued to the persons for or on this account s: 
property 7 have been purchased.” 

8. In line 12 of section 2, after the word “ certificates,’ strike out th: 
“therefore "’ and insert the words “ for the said capital stock.”’ 

9. Strike out the whole of line 13 o0f section 2, and the words “inte 
therein " in line 14 of section 2. 

10. After the word ‘each, in line 14 of section 2, add the words 
bonds.” 

11. In line 17 of section 2, after the word “ time,”’ strike out the wo 
and insert the word ‘‘may.”’ 

12. In line 17 of section 2, after the word ‘‘and,’’ strike out the word 
and insert the word “ may.”’ 

13, Strike out the last word of line 17 and the first word of line Is of ; 
tion 2, and insert the words ‘“‘all bonds.” 

14, After the word “thereof,” in line 20 of section 2, add the following 

“ Provided, That the capital stock shall not be fixed at an amount in « 
cess of the capital of the said Choctaw Coal and Railway Company and! 
no bonds shall be issued except for value received in cash or propert 

15. In line 11 of section 3, after the word “said,’’ strike out the wo 
“thirty days” and insert in lieu thereof “calendar month.”’ 

16. In line 21 of section 3, after the word “conveyed,” add the follow!r 
“Subject to the rights of said corporation to thereafter acquire an 
such additional property as it may lawfully do by virtue hereof.’ 

17. In line 22 of section 3, after the word “of,” strike out the words 
to mine.” 

18. After the word “‘coal,”’ in line 22 of section 3, insert the words 
or righ*s to mine coal.”’ 

19. line 12, section 5, after the word “mines,” insert the words 
it may become ssed of by virtue hereof.”’ 

20. line 6 of section 6, after the word “ present,’ insert the words 


oy » 
1, Add at the end of the bill the following: 
‘*SxEc. 8 Congress may any time amend, alter, or repeal this act 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the g 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope there will be some 
planation of this bill, so that it may be understood. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman ' 
Texas will make an explanation. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. This seems to affect the Choctaw \:t 
and I do not know in what particular. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, in response to the gentle! 
from Indiana I willsay that the Choctaw Coaland Railway (0 
pany is a corporation chartered under the general laws 0: *! 
nesota, and operating a railroad and coal mines in the ( hoc'4" 
Nation in the Indian Territory and in the Territory of OS“ 
homa. The railroad undertook the construction of this |!" 
beginning at both ends, and built in the Choctaw Nation 
Wister Junction, on the St. Louis and San Francisco ltl! 
to South McAlester, on the Missouri, Kansas and Texas '~ 
road, a distance ofsomething like 65 miles, and on the wes! &° 
built from Fort Reno to Oklahoma City, a distance of about’ 
miles, making about 96 miles and possibly 97 miles of ro 
which have been constructed, leaving a gap of 120 miles undu»' 

The road is now insolvent, and has been in the hands . 4'* 


ad 
4 


oo roe 
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ceiver for something like three years. The judge of the court 
has ordered a sale of the property, to take place on the Sth of 
September; and in view of this sale the creditors and a majority 
of the stockholders have per‘ected a plan of reorganization, and 
they desire to reorganize under a law of Congress. It is clearly 
within the power of Congress to grant a charter in a Territory, 
and there is a special reason why Congress should act in the In- 
dian Territory. The gentlemen who are to furnish the money 
to rehabilitate this enterprise and to construct the gap are not | 
willing to furnish it under a charter which enables them to go 
there as a mere matter of sufferance. 

I say to the gentleman from Indiana, who is chairman of the | 
Committee on Indian Affairs, that the Indians themselves are | 
very anxious to have the road completed. It strikes me that | 
there can be no possible objection to this measure; and I will | 
say to him that the committee has authorized me to report sev- | 
eral amendments making further safeguards, and also an amend- 
ment providing that ‘‘Congress may at any time amend, alter, 
or repeal the charter.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘This bill comes from the Judiciary Commit- 


tee? 
e Mr. BAILEY. Yes, sir. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 


present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not wish to object, Mr. Speaker, but 
this measure in some form is before the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and that committee would seem to have jurisdiction of 
it in the first instance. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; because this bill creates a corporation, 
and all bills of that character go to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Where a bill confers any rights affecting the 
Indians, of course the subject should properly go to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. [do not remember at this moment 
what member of that committee has charge of the measure on 
this subject that is pending before it, but this is quite an im- 
portant matter, and there has been a good deal of correspond- 
ence in regard to it, and I hardly know what to say. 

Mr. BAILEY. I assume that there can hardly have been any 
correspondence about this, because there is no objection to it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes. The subject has been up in various 
forms. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. This matter was before our com- 
mittee. The right to build this road was granted several years 
ago, and last fall—nearly a year ago now—we had up for con- 
sideration the question of extending the time within which the 
road should be built, and we recommended the extension; so I 
infer that, so far as the rights of the Indians are concerned, 
they have been already acted upon by the Indian Committee, 
and, so far as that feature of the case is concerned, this bil] 
simply authorizes this company to do what the Committee on 
Indian Affairs had recommended that they be authorized to do. 

Mr. BATLEY. I will state to the gentleman from Indiana 
that one reason why it is necessary to pass this bill now is that 
the sale is to take place on the 8thof September. These people 
have more than $2,000,000 invested there in good faith, and it 
seems entirely proper that they should be permitted to organize 
under a law giving them the right to be there, instead of being 
there, as they are now, merely on sufferance. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have not been able to give the matter any 
personal attention, but a subcommittee of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs have had it in charge, and, asI said before, there 
has been a good deal of correspondence about it one way and 
another. However, inasmuch as this measure would fairly go 
to the Judiciary Committee as well as to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, I hardly feel justified in interposing an objection 
= consideration of the bill. This, I understand, is a House 

ill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the | 
present consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, there is an error in the printof | 
the amendment, in lines 21 and 22, 0n page 4. As printed, it | 
reads: ‘Subject to the rights of said corporation to be there- 
after acquired,” ete. It should be made to read: ‘Subject to | 
the right of said corporation to thereafter acquire.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_The amendments recommended by the Committee on the Judi- 
clary were adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the | 








— oer _ oe. 
n motion of Mr. BAILEY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
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SUPPRESSION 


Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, [ ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the 
desk, being an act (S. 1620) for the suppression of lottery traffic 
through national and interstate commerce and the postal service 
subject to the jurisdiction and laws of the United States. 

The bill was read in full. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. DAVEY. I object. 

CYRUS PAYNE. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 829) granting an honorable 
discharge to Cyrus Payne. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and is, au 
thorized to cause to be revoked and set aside so much of *‘ Special Orders, 
nu-nbered 398, War Department, Adjutant-General’s Office, November 15, 
‘.”’ as confirms so much of * Special Orders, numbered 296, Headquarters 
Deparument of the Gulf, New Orleans, November 1, 1864," as dismissed 
wieut. Cyrus Payne, Eighteenth Regiment New York Cavalry, for perpe- 
trating frauds upon the Government, and then to cause to be revoked and 
set aside so much of *'Special Orders, numbered 296, Headquarters Depart- 
ment of the Guif, New Orleans, November 1, 1864,"’ as dismissed said First 
Lieut. Payne, Eighteenth New York Cavalry, and to cause to be issued to 
said Lieut. Payne a certificate of honorable muster out of the service as of 
the date of the 27th day of May, 1865. And said Cyrus Payne shall not, by 
reason of this act, be entitled to any pay or allowance subsequent to said 
last-named date. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. I wish to make an inquiry. I would like to 
know why it is that we are asked to consider this bill at this 
time; why it is regarded as meritorious enough to have the right 
of way this morning? 

Mr.PENCE. I can answer that questionif Iam permitted. 
ThneSPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman may make 
a brief explanation. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, this is a Senate bill, unanimously 
reported by the Senate Committee on Military Affairs and passed 
by the Senate. It came to this House, was considered by the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and was unanimously reported 
by that committee. 
Mr. KILGORE. 
tion? 

Mr. PENCE. No; itis a bill to remove a record of dishon- 
orable dismissal. Briefly, the facts of the case are these: Mr. 
Payne, while a prisoner in the hands of some Texas Confeder- 
ate regiment, [donot know whether it was my friend's regiment 
or not 
Mr. KILGORE. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. PENCE. Well, you did catch him, and while you held 
him prisoner he was tried upon the charge of having made 
money out of the bounties of certain colored cooks. Later he 
escaped, or you let him go; at all events he got away from his 
Texas captors and reéntered the service, andzontinued to serve 
for some months, and never until long afterwards discovered 
that there had been an order made dismissing him. The chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs will bear me out in 
this statement of the case. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman from Colorado has not 
nade it clear that Lieut. Payne was tried and convicted in 
his absence, and then was permitted to return to the service and 
serve a considerable period of time before he became aware of 
the action taken in his absence, while he was a prisoner. 

Mr. KILGORE. DolI understand that he was tried and con- 
victed while he was held a prisoner by the Confederates? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading: and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PENCE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MILITARY TRIAL OF 


Mr. GROSVENOR rose. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Ohio[Mr. GROSVENOR] 
rises to a privileged question. The House will please be in or- 
der. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire the attention of 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs. On the 
20th of July last I introduced in this House a resolution, a copy 
of which I hold in my hand and which is familiar to members 
who have paid attention to the Journal of our proceedings. It 


OF LOTTERY TRAFFIC. 


Is this a bill to remove the charge of deser- 





If he came down there, we caught him. 


PRIVATE CEDARQUIST. 
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recites the publication in the New York World and divers other 
newspapers, of a statement that a certain soldier by the name 
of Cedarguist belonging to the regular Army had been punislied 
very severely by the judgment of acourt-martial because he had 
refused to obey the orders of a superior officer directing him to 
engage in target shooting on the Sabbath day; and that the 
sentence had been approved by a general of the regular Army, 
and the punishment as commuted was being inflicted. 

I want to say at this point that I never heard of this soldier 
before I read the newspaper article; later Hon. DAvID MERCER 
of Nebraska called my attention to it; and my action in this 
matter has been purely voluntary—possibly intrusive upon the 
business of others. The resolution called for a report from the 
War Department in answer to this inquiry. By reason of some 
failure in the Clerk’s office of the House, the resolution did not 
reach the Committee on Military Affairs in time to have proper 
action taken under the rules. owever, Mr. Speaker, the War 
Department was furnished with a copy of the resolution by the 
chairman, I believe, of the Military Committee; and the report 
of the court-martial which tried the soldier has been furnished. 
I have a copy of it in my hand, and will embody it in my re- 
marks, 

It appears by the record of the court-martial that on the day 
in question some officer of the United States Army ordered the 
company of troops to which Cedarquist belonged to go upon a 
rifle range somewhere in the neighborhood of Omaha and en- 
gage in the business of firing at target. It appears by the rec- 
ord that the soldier res ully declined to go, stating at the 
time that it was improper andunlawful to make such a require- 
ment, and that he was conscientiously opposed to doing that 
duty on the Sabbath day. He was, however, tried, and was sen- 
tenced to be impris for six monthsand to forfeit $10 a month 
of his monthly pay during the whole of that time. 

The commanding officer, to whom the record went in duoc 
course according to the regulations of the Army, approved the 
finding of the court-martial, but, as I observe, remitted without 
any comment all of the penalty snows two months of imprison- 
ment and the forfeiture of pay, I believe, during that time. 

The War Department has furnished from the office of the 
Judge-Advocate-General a record of the trial; and it appears 
that the young man is a conscientious member of the church. 
‘The testimony of his pastor is that he is orderly, well-behaved, 
and conscientious; and the testimony of others is that hisaction 
was not insubordinate in form, but was simply a protest against 
the order of his superior officer—the protest of an honest man 
against a violation of law. 

he report made by the Judge-Advocate-General, or rather 
the Acting Judge-Advocate-General, is a matter on which I wish 
to comment very briefly. That officer has no sort of doubt as to 
the propriety of all that was done; and he calls attention to the 
fact that it is not for asoldier toraise the eee of the legality 
of the order of his superior officer—on wh int I wish to say 
I quite agree with that gentleman; and it is the only thing that 
he has uttered with which Idoagree. And yet this position is 
subject to certain modifications. No superior officer can com- 
mand, lawfully, his inferior to violate the law. 

But the real question here was not as to the right of the sol- 
dier to refuse to obey his superior officer. The question that 
I wanted to make was, What sort of a condition is there in the 
Army when such a judgment and finding of a court-martial can 
be approved and executed? Because, after we leave the simple 

arrisén court-martial and begin to ascend the ladder, we come 

irectly toa brigadier-general; and that brigadier-general ip 
this case seems to have been inflated with the notion that some- 
how or other all the laws of the country, all the laws of God and 
man, and all the orders of his superior officers, were wholly un- 
important when weighed in the balance against the judgment 
of that court-martial. 

I undertake to say in very few words that the action of this 
brigadier-general was either the outgrowth, the complete and 
suecessful development, of the most stolid and inconceivable 
ignorance, or else a total disregard of all that is proper, just, 
and right. 

Then we come to the action of a bureau of this Government 
which is attached to the War Department; and we find a per- 
me there who undertakes to justify the action of this court-mar- 
tial. 

I undertake tosay, Mr. Speaker, that the orderof the superior 
officer, who ordered this private soldier to go out shoo on 
Sunday, was in plain violation of the orders of the President of 
the United States. It was also in direct violation of the statute 
of Nebraska; but that was unimportant, possibly, as compared 
with the fact that it was in direct violation of the order issued 
by President Lincoln, which is to-day the law of the Army of 
the United States, and which has been reiterated by every suc- 
cessive President whenever it was important to do so. 


So this officer of the War Department sends an official ey. 
munication which finally comes to Congress and will finally >. 
into the records of Congress, showing that there was an“, 
igency,” and that all these orders and all these rules of cond)): 
and all these rights of man and this duty to God may be set aside 
whenever there is an “exigency.” And what do you think {hat 
“exigency ” was? : 

Why, there was acompany of soldiers that was lacking a | 
in the full achievement, the full complement, of their ta 
practice; and there was danger that they might be called ; 
in a few days to shoot rioters somewhere along the line o 
railroad! And thus the exigency arose requiring that they 
one more day of target practice before they were called 
shoot rioters. And that, hesays, is asufficient exigency too 
come the law of the country, thelaw of Nebraska, she law of tie 
—— of the United States of America, and the law of God. 

That is all I desire to say, except that it is a great misfortun: 
to find that a great bureau of the Government of the United 
States should have to depend for its legal action, where the 
rights of a man, or where a man’s liberty is at stake, upon the 
knowledge or lack of knowledge of a man thus shown to bo ut- 
terly ignorant of every principle of law, utterly oblivious of al! 
the rights of his fellow-citizens, and utterly unable to compre. 
— the lines of demarcation that justify resistance to oppres- 
sion. 

I ought to say, and will add simply this, and then I will yiel: 
to the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs: That | 
congratulate the people of this country that there is a source 
of power in the country greater than the Judge-Advocate-Gen- 
eral’s Office; and that upon his own motion, whether suggested 
by this resolution or not, I know not and do not care, the Presi- 
dent of the United States called for this record of infamy, as | 
denominate it, but of injustice at least, and has issued an order 
voicing the intelligent judgment of all the patriotic citizens of 
this country, executing the will of a great people, recognizing 
the law of the one the law both written and unwritten, and 
the law of Christianity, and the law of God, and has directed 
that this soldier be released at once from imprisonment, that 
the unpaid penalty shall be remitted; and he has gone evel 
further than that, and I honor his courage and honor his in- 


tegrity; he has ordered that this officer who ordered a private 
soldier to go on duty on the Sabbath, and when he resisted pre- 


ferred chargesagainst him, because in his conscience and sense 
of duty he could not comply with the order—he has ordered tlie 
officer to be arrested, tried, and punished for disobedience of 
the orders of the President of the United States, and that the 
remainder of the penalty be remitted and the soldier restored 
to duty. And somy mission is ended; possibly it need not have 


begun. [Applause.] 
The papers referred to by Mr. GROSVENOR in the foregoing 


remarks are as follows: 
CASES TRIED AT FORT OMAHA, NEBR. 


s * * * * * % 
PARAGRAPH 2. 
Private Charles O. Cedarquist, Company A, Second Infantry. 
HEADQUARTERS VEPARTMENT OF THE PLATTE, 
Omaha, Nebr., July 13, 1894 
{General Court-martial Orders No. 45.] 
* f g e a * * 


Il. Before a general court-martial which convened at Fort Omaha, \: 

urstant to paragraph 2, Special Orders No. 58, and paragraph 3, 5). 

ders No. 59, current series, from these headquarters, of which (a) 
James Ulio, Second Infantry, is president, and Second Lieut. John 4 
Hines, Second Infantry, is judge-advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

Private Charles O. Oedarquist, Company A, Second Infantry. 

Prom a Disobedience of orders, in violation of the twenty-first articic 
of war. 

Specification.—“ That Private Charles O. Cedarquist, Company A, Second 
Infantry, having been ordered by his superior officer, Second Lieut. Edwil 
¥V. Bookmiller, Second Infantry, in the execution of his office, to taxe 4 
rifle and proceed at once with his target practice, did refuse to obey an! 
A al said order. This at Bellevue RifleRange, Bellevue, Nebr., June 


d ; 

Pleas.—‘‘ In bar of trial.’’ Not sustained by the court. The accused tlcn 
pleaded “ Not guilty.” 

Findings — Guilty.” . 

Sentence.—“To be confined at hard labor under charge of theguard for (8 
— of six months, and to forfeit tothe United States 810 per month 0! 

is pay for the same period.”’ 

In the foregoing case of Private Charles O. Cedarquist, Company A, S°¢ 
ond Infantry, the defense was practically limited to the contention that tie 
order in respect of which disobedience was charged was an unlawful ove '0 
that, first, it enjoined a duty to be performed on Sunday in violation ©! 
orders and regulations limiting Sunday labor in the Army to the measure 
of strict necessity; and second, that the act required to be done would have 
been a violation of section 241 of the criminal code of Nebraska. 

Thatac officer has a discretion under existing orders to T° 
_— target practice by his command on Sunday in acase of necessity, is Ul 

oub’ ie evidence in this case fails to fix — the commanding oflicer 


of Bellevue rifle , Nebraska, any abuse of onin the issue of the 

order complained by the accused. The ty of that order and the 

ay oy tion of the accused to obey it when duly transmitted to him cau 1": 
8 0) on 


of the authority, be questioned. It was not for 
him to judge the necusethy for the issue of the order. That discretion per 
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tained to his commanding officer, and once exercised, whether erroneously 
or not, it was the duty of the accused to obey. 

The further point repeatedly urged upon the attention of the court that 
compliance by the accused with the order given him would have rendered 
him Hable to the penalties prescribed in section 241 of the criminal code of 
Nebraska, is thought to be equally untenable with the first. It is conceded 
that soldiers stationed at Bellevue rifle range, Nebraska, who, as individ- 
yais, engage in hunting and shooting on Sunday would be within the pro- 
visions of the section referred to and liable to its penalties; but, after care- 
ful consideration, the reviewing authority is of the opinion that the State 
could not make it, nor has it, by this section or any other legislation to 
which his attention has been called, attempted to make the performance on 
Sunday of target practice or any other duty pertaining to the instruction 
and discipline of the Army, a criminal offense. 

The oceasior is deemed opportune for inviting attention of the depart- 
ment to the fact that the obligations of the military service will never per- 
mit a soldier to refuse obedience to an order because, in his judgment, it is 
an unnecessary one. The justification of an order will ——- depend 
upon circumstances of which he can not be fully advised. His duty is to ac- 
cord all orders not palpably illegal on their face a most unhesitating obedi- 
ence, and court-martial will be uniformly upheld in the rigorous application 
of tnis principle in the administration of military justice in this depart- 
ment. 

The sentence is approved, but in view of the peculiar circumstances at- 
tending the commission of the offense, is mitigated to confinement at hard 
labor for twomonths at the station of hiscompany. It isdesired, however, 
that it shall be understood that, in view of the warning held out in this or- 
der, offenses of the character charged in this case will not in the future be 
regarded as fitting ones for the exercise of clemency. 

By command of Brig. Gen. Brooke: 

THEO. SCHWAN, 


Assistant Adjutant-General. 
Official. 








Second Lieutenant Third Infantry, Aide-de-Camp. 


[Fiftty-third Congress, second session. ] 


CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
In the House of Representatives, July 20, 1894. 


Mr. GROSVENOR submitted the following, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs: 

“Whereas the following statement is being widely published in the press 
of the country: 


“*CEDARQUIST HAD SCRUPLES—-WOULDN’T DO TARGET PRACTICE ON SUN- 
DAY AND MUST GO TO PRISON. 


“*OMAHA, NEBR., July 14. 


‘Charles O. Cedarquist, private, Company A, Second Infantry, has been 
court-martialed and sentenced to imprisonment at hard labor for six 
months, with forfeiture of $10 per month of his pay for the same period. 

“*Qedarquist refused to go to target a on Sunday on the grounds 
that bis religious scruples would not allow him to violate theaSabbath day 
by discharging fire arms. ‘lhe defense contended that the order was unlaw- 
ful, in that it enjoined a duty in violation of orders and regulations limiting 
Sunday labor in the Army to the measure of strict necessity, and that the 
act required to be done would have been a violation of the law of Nebraska. 

“+ Brig. Gen. Brooke affirmed;the finding, but ordered, in view of the pe- 
culiar circumstances attending the offense, that the sentence be reduced to 
two months’ imprisonment, therefore 

‘ kesolved, That the Honorable Secretary of War be requested to inform 
the House of Representatives whether the said publication contains a truth- 
ful statement of the facts in the case described, and if so to report whether 
such a convictionand such punishment is authorized by any law of Congress, 
or practice, orders, or reguiations of the War Department.”’ 


Attest: 
JAMES KERR, Clerk. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL, 
Washington, July 27, 1894. 


Str: Private Charles O. Cedarquist, Company.A, Second Infantry, was ar- 
raigned before general court-martial at Fort Omaha, Nebr., on July 2, 1894, 
upon a charge of disobedience of orders in violation of the twenty-first ar- 
ticle of war, the specifica:ion aileging that having been ordered by his su- 

erior officer, Lieut. Bookmiller, Second Infantry, at Bellevue rifie range, 

ellevue, Nebr., June 17, 1894 (Sunday), to take a rifle and proceed at once 
with his target practice, he did refuse to obey and did disobey said order. 

He pleaded in bar of trial that the order was evidently illegal, being in 
violation of the criminal laws of Nebraska forbidding shooting and common 
labor, work of necessity and charity only excepted, and also being opposed 
to orders and circulars from the War Department relating to the proper ob- 
servance of the Sabbath. On this plea being overruled, he pleaded not 
guilty. He was found cuilty as charged, and sentenced to confinement at 
ae labor for six months and forfeiture of $10 per month for the same pe- 

0 

The reviewing authority approved the sentence, but mitigated it to two 
months’ confinement at hard labor. 

The evidence is substantially as follows: 

Maj. Worth, Second Infantry, testifies: He was in command of the First 
Battalion of the Second Infantry in camp at Belleview rifle range, and 
directed the adjutant ‘Lieut. Bookmiller) to have the men who came down 
from Fort Omaha to shcot at target practice on Sunday, June 17, 1894, his 
object being to take advantage of the pleasant day and try to clear up some 

Scores. This orderwasgivenonJune 16. Cedarquist came to officers’ quar- 
ters to see the adjutant, whowas absent. Witnesscalied himand as him 
What he wanted, and he replied that the first sergeant had informed him 
that he would have to shoot some scores to-morrow, and that he did not 
Want toshoot. Witness replied that he did not know whether he would be 
called upon or not, but if he received the order from the sergeant or from 
anyones else = —- ye - > 
eut. Bookmiller testifies: On June 17, 1894 (Sunday), he red Cedar- 
quist, at Bellevue rifie range, to take a rifie and poe OF with hin target 
peeomens that he refused to obey the order, and that uist told him 
ore:he gave him the order that he would not obey it, after witness 
gave the order he again refused to obey it. Witness further says: 
‘He was very positive in his refusal to it. He talked a great deal, 


iuforming-me several times before I ordered to shoot that he would not 


Betag asked, “Was his manner respectful?” witness says, ‘ 
fange it was. Before tliat in camp it Was not.” ae 
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First Sergt. Lockaberry, of Cedarquist’s company, testifies that Lieut. 
Bookmilier ordered Cedarquist to shoot on June 17, 18M, and that he delib- 
erately refused to obey the order. Being asked, ** What was the form of the 
order?’’ Witness says: “To the best of my recollection he (Lieut. Book- 
miller) asked Cedarquist to shoot. Cedarquist said, ‘No, sir.’ He says, ‘ Do 
you refuse to shoot?’ ‘Yes, sir, Ido; this is Sunday.’ That is about the 
exact words.” 

Being asked, ‘‘ Was not the manner of accused firm. but perfectly respect- 
ful, as though he was backed by a principle he believed absolutely correct 
and he could not violate it?'’ Witness replies: ‘* Yes, sir. it was respectful, 
all right; and I believe that he was backed up by some principle.” 





As to the military necessity of the order, the evidence is substantially as 
follows: , 
Col. Bates, Second Infantry, in command of Fort Omaha, Nebr.. says: 
“There is astrong reason why it was very desirable why target practice 
should be completed early, as I was ordered to have four companies of the 
command at this post ready to move on very short notice, and it seemed 
robabie that these companies would go out. For that reason it was desira 


le that the battalion at the rifle range should return to this post at an 
early date.” 

Maj. Worth, Second Infantry, being asked, “In view of the grave condi 
tion relative to the strikers was it not desirable to finish the shooting in or 
der to take the fleld if called on, as it was probable?" said: ‘‘They were held 
in readiness to go where they were wanted; and | knew thatif one battalion 
was called out the other would have to go too; I mean go into the field 

Cedarquist’s commanding officer and the first sergeant of his company 
testify that his character while in the company has beenvery good; thathe 
was always obedient. 

The pastor of Emanuel Baptist Church, of Omaha, Nebr., testifie 

“T have known Mr. Cedarquist a year anda half. His character has been 
good. I have had a fairly large opportunity to know him; carefully \ I 
ng young men who are membersof my church, as Mr. Cedarquist 

er.’ 

The twenty-first article of war makes it an offense to disobey any lawful 
command of a superior officer. The article was copied by us from the 
English code at the time of the Revolution, and both tn England and tn this 
country the meaning of the term “lawful command” has been often con 





sidered. It is, however, unnecessary to gointo« lengthy discussion of it 
here. 

_ Target practice on Sunday is not in violation of any statute of the United 
States. he laws of Nebraska do make it an offense to be found on Sunday 


“sporting, rioting, quarreling, hunting, fishing, or shooting,’ but it is evi- 
dent that this provision does not cover an act which might be required of a 
soldier as a military duty; and, ifit did, it would to that extent be inoper 
ative, because the Army is part of the constitutional machinery of the fed 
eral Government, and its legitimate operation can not be interfered with by 
State legislation. 

As a matter of fact target practice on Sunday is not ¢o nomine forbidden 
at all, but itis covered by the order of President Lincoln, repeated by Pres 
ident Harrison in June, 1889, as follows: 

‘*In Novemver, 1862, President Lincoln quoted the words of Washin 
to sustain his own views, and announced in a general order that 

«The President, Command¢der-in-Chief of the Army and Navy, desires and 


gton 


enjoins the orderly observance of the Sabbath by the officers and men inthe 
military and naval service. The importance for man and beast of the p 
scribed weekly rest, the sacred rights of Christian soidiers and sailors, a 


coming deference to the best sentiment of the Christian people, and a due 
regard for the Divine will demand that Sunday labor in the Army and Navy 
be reduced to the measuresof strict necessity.’ 

“The truth so concisely stated can not be too faithfully regarded, and the 
pressure to ignore it is far less now than in the midst of the war. ‘To reval! 
the kindly and considerate spirit of the orders issued by these great men in 
the most trying times of our history, and to promote contentment and effi 
ciency, the President directs that Sunday morning inspection wili | ierely 
of the dress and general appearance, without arms; and the more complets 
inspection under arms, With all men present, as required in paragraph 50, 
Army Regulations, 1889, will take place on Saturday.”’ 

Under this order the propriety or impropriety of target practice on 
day depends on its strict necessity. If it should in any case be strictly nec 
essary it will be authorized, otherwise not. Butitisevident that the soldier 
can not be the judge of the necessity of a military duty which he is required 
to perform. Were that allowed, military subordination and good order 
could not be maintained, and the troops would become a menace to the peace 
of the community in which they were stationed, instead of being a protec 
tion toit. The necessity must be determined, in the first instance, by the 
officer giving the command, and if he errs he is responsivle for his error 

There could be no more dangerous principle in the government « 
Army than that each soldier should determine for himself whether an 
der requiring a military duty to be performed is necessary or in a i 
with orders, regulations, decision circulars, or custom, and may di he 
order if, in his judgment (taking, of course, all risks in case his judgment 
should be erroneous), it should not be necessary, or should be at variance 
with orders, regulations, decision circulars, or custom. It is his dut 
Obey such order first, and, if he is aggrieved thereby, to obtain redre 
wards. There are certain duties which are performed recularly « 
days, and there may be others called forth by emergencies. It is in 
that the soldier should be made the judge of their necessity. 

Very respectfully, 


Sun- 





G. NORMAN LIEBER, 
Acting Judge-Advocate-( 

To the SECRETARY OF WAR. 

The letter of the Secretary of War and the telegram which 
was sent by the Adjutant-General under the direction of the 
Secretary of War are as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., Auguat 1, 1894. 


DEAR MR. OUTHWAITE: The papers in the Cedarquist matter did not reach 
me until this morning. E 
I a to inclose copy of dispatch covering my action in the case, 


ery truly, yours, 
7 me DANIEL S. LAMONT. 


Hon. Josupn H. OUTHWAITE, 
Fiouse of Representatives. 


(Telegram. ] 
ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OrFice, Washinglo iugust 1, 1894, 
COMMANDING GENERAL, Department Platte, Omaha, Nebr.: 


The unexecuted portion of the sentence awarded Private Cedarquist, pro- 
= in General Court-martial Orders No. 45, current series, from your 
headquarters, is this day remitted by the President, and you will cause the 
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man to be released at once. This action, however, is not in any manner to 
be regarded as @ justification of the disobedience of orders on the part of the 
soldier. The officer who ordered target — on Sunday, in violation of 
the order of President Lincoln, givenin November, 1862, must be brought to 
trial for his disobedience of orders. 

By order of the Secretary of War. 

GEO. D. RUGGLES, Adjutant-General. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. 


Mr. Speaker, the resolution called up 
by the gentleman from Ohio came to the Committee on Military 
Affairs of the House on the 25th day of July. It was imme- 
diately by myself; as chairman of the committee, referred to the 
War Department, with written request for a reply to the in- 

uiries and statements contained in the resolution; which letter 

wish to incorporate in my remarks, as well as the indorse- 
ments thereupon, and also the report from the Judge-Advocate- 
General’s Office. ' 

The letter is as follows: 


COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., July 25, 1894. 
Srer: I have the honor to transmit herewith a resolution introduced in the 
House of Representatives on July 20, 1894, by the Hon. CHARLES H. GROs- 
VENOR, relat ng to the imprisonment of a certain soldier for his refusal to 
do target practice on Sunday, etc., and respectfully request that your De- 
partment reply to the inquiries and statements contained in said resolution 
to the Committee on Military Affairs as soon as practicable. Return reso- 
lution with sg 6 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
JOS. H. OUTHWAITE, 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs. 
To the Hon, SECRETARY OF WAR. 
Washington, D. C. 


The indorsemonts are as follows: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, July 26, 1894. 
Respectfully referred to the Acting Judge-Advocate-General for synopsis 
of evidence produced at the trial, and remark. 
By order of the Acting Secretary of War. 
JOHN TWEEDALE, Chief Clerk. 


{Second indorsement.] 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 
JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. U., July 27, 1894. 


Respectfully returned to the Secretary of War, with the accompanying 
synopsis of evidence and statement of the views of this Office. 
: G. NORMAN LIEBER, 
Acting Judge-Advocate- General. 


{ Third indorsement.] 
WAR DEPARTMENT, July 28, 1894. 


Respectfully returned to the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, House of Representatives, rene attention to the statement of 
the Acting Judge-Advocate-General and the views of Brig. Gen. Brooke, 
which are concurred in. 

JOSEPH B. DOE 


Acting Secretary of War. 
The report from the Judge-Advocate-General’s Office is as fol- 


lows: 
WAR DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL, 
Washington, July 27, 1894. 


Sir: Private Charles O. Cedarquist, Company A, Second Infantry, was ar- 
raigned before a general court-martial at Fort Omaha, Nebr., on oy 2, 
1894, upon a charge of disobedience of orders in violation of the anes rst 
article of war, the specification all that having been ordered by his 
superior officer, Lieut. Bookmiller, nd Infantry, at Bellevue rifle range, 
Bellevue, Nebr., June 17, 1804 (Sunday), to take a rifle and pronet at once 
with his target practice, he did refuse to obey and did diso y said order. 

He pleaded in of trial that the order was evidently illegal, being in 
violation of the criminal laws of Nebraska forbidding shoot: and common 
labor, work of necessity and charity only excepted, and also being opposed 
to orders and circulars from the War Department relating to the proper ob- 
servance of the Sabbath. On this — being overruled he pleaded *“* Not 
guilty.”” He was found guilty as charged, and was sentenced to confine- 
ment at hard labor for six months, and forfeiture of $10 per month for the 
same period. 

The reviewing authority a 
months’ confinement at hard labor. 

ne evidence is substantially as follows: 

Maj. Worth, Second Infantry. testifies: He was in command of the First 
Battalion of the Second Infantry in camp at Bellevue rifle range, and di- 
rected the adjutant (Lieut. Bookmiller) to have the men who came down 
from Fort Omaha to shoot at — practice on Sunday, June 17, 1894, his ob- 
ject being to take advantage of the pleasant day and try to clear up some 
scores. This order was given on June 16. Cedarquist came to officers’ quar- 
ters to see the adjutant,who was absent. Witness called him and asked him 
what he wanted, and he replied that the first sergeant had informed him 
that he would have to shoot some scores to-morrow, and that he didn’t want 
to shoot. Witness repiied that he didn't know whether he would be called 
upon or not, but, if he received (he order from the sergeant or from anyone 
else in authority to obey it. 

Lieut. Bookmiller testifies: On June 17, 1804 (Sunday), he ordered Cedar- 
— at Bellevue rifle range, to take a rifle and pr: with his target prac- 

ce; that he refused to obey the order; and that Cedarquist told him before 
he gave him the order that he would not obey it, and after witness gave the 
order he again refused to obey it. Witness further says: 

‘He was very positive in his refusal to obeyit. He talkeda at deal, in- 
T= me several times before I ordered him to shoot that he would not 

°o oA) 

asked, ‘Was his manner respectful?” witness says: “Out on the 
venge twas. Before that in camp it was not.” 

First Sergt. Lockaberry, of Cedarquist’s company, testifies that Lieut. 
Bookmilier ordered Cedarquist to shoot on June 17, 1804, and that he delib- 
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erately refused to obey the order. Being asked, ‘ What was the form or +) 
order?” witness says: “To the best of my recollection, he (Lieut. Boo. 
miller) asked Cedarquist to shoot. Cedarquist said ‘No, sir.’ He says‘), 
you refuse to shoot?’ ‘Yes, sir, Ido; this is Sunday.’ That is about sho 
exact words.” a 

Being asked, ‘‘ Was not the manner of accused firm but perfectly respect 
ful, as though he were backed up by a principle he believed ab solutely cor 
rect, and he could not violate it?’’ witness replies, ‘‘ Yes, sir; it was respect 
ful, allright; and I believe he was backed up by some principle.” 

; x to the military necessity of the order, the evidence is substantially as 
ollows: 

Col. Bates, Second Infantry, in command of Fort Omaha, Nebr., says 

“There was a strong reason why it was very desirable why target practice 
should be completed early, as I was ordered to have four companies of 1} 8 
command at this post ready to move on very short notice, and it seemed 
probable that those companies would go out. For that reason it was desir. 
able that the battalion at the rifle range should return to this post at ay 
early date.”’ I 

Maj. Worth, Second Infantry, being asked, ‘‘In view of the grave ¢o) 
tion relative to the strikes was it not desirabie to finish the shooting in or 
der to take the field if called on, as is and was probable?’’ says: “They were 
held in readiness to go where they were wanted; and I knew that if one 
— was called out the other would have to go too, I mean go into tha 

eld.’ 

Cedarquist’s commanding officer and the first sergeant of his company 
testify that his character while in the company has been very good: that 
he was always obedient. 

The pastor of Emanuel Baptist Church, of Omaha, Nebr., testifies 

“*T have known Mr. Cedarquist a year anda half. His character has been 
good, I have had a fairly large opportunity to know him; carefully watch 
ws young men who are members of my church, as Mr. Cedarquist is a mem- 

-. 

The twenty-first article of war makes it an offense to disobey any lawful 
command of a superior officer. The article was copied by us from the Eng 
lish code at the time of the Revolution, and both in England and in this 
po the meaning of the term “lawful command” has been often con 
sidered. 

It is, however, unnecessary to go into a lengthy discussion of ithere. Tar 

et practice on Sunday is not in violation of any statute of the United 

tates. The laws of Nebraska do make it an offense to be found on Sunday 
“sporting, rioting, quarreling, hunting, fishing, or shooting,”’ but it is evi 
dent that this bigeye does not cover an act which might be required of a 
soldier as a military duty; and, if it did, it would to that extent be inopera- 
tive, because the Army is part of the constitutional machinery of the Fed 
eral Government, and its legitimate operations can not be interfered with 
by State legislation. 

As a matter of fact target practice on Sunday its not ¢o0 nomine forbidden 
at all, but it is covered by the order of President Lincoln, repeated by Presi 
dent Harrison in June, 1889, as follows: 

“In, November, 1862, President Lincoln quoted the words of Washington 
to sustain his own views, and announced in a general order that— 

«The President, Commander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy, desires 
and enjoins the orderly observance of the Sabbath by the officers and men 
in the military and naval service. The importance for manand beast of the 
prescribed weekly rest, the sacred rights of Christian soldiers and sailors 
a becoming deference to the best sentiment of a Christian people, and a due 
regard for the Divine will demand that Sunday laborin the Army and Navy 
be reduced to the measure of strict necessity.’ ‘ 

“The truth so concisely stated can not be too faithfully regarded, and the 
preawure to ignore it is far less now than in the midst of war. To recall the 

indly and considerate spirit of the orders issued by these great men in the 
most trying times of our history, and to promote contentment and effici 
ency, the President directs that Sunday morning inspection will be merely 
of the dress and general ap. arance, without arms; and the more complete 
inspection under arms, with all men present, as required in paragraph 9% 
Army Re ations, 1889, will take place on Saturday.”’ 

Under t order the propriety or a of target practice on Sun 
day depends on its strict necessity. If it should in any case be strictly 
necessary it will be authorized, otherwise not. But it is evident that the 
soldier can not be the judge of the necessity of a military duty which he is 

uired to perform. Were that allowed, military subordination and good 
order could not be maintained, and the troops would become a menace to 
the ofthe community in which they are stationed, instead of being a 
rotection to it. The necessity must be determined, in the first instance 

y the officer giving the command, and if he errs he is responsible for his 
error. 

There could be no more dangerous principle in the government of the Army 
than that each soldier should determine for himself whether an order r 
quiring a military duty to be performed is necessary, or in accordance with 
orders, regulations, decision circulars, or custom, and may disobey the order 
if, in his judgment (taking, of course, all risk in case his judgment should 
be erroneous), it should not be necessary, or should be at variance with 
orders, regulations, decision circulars, or custom. It is his duty to obey 
such order first, and, if he is aggrieved thereby, to obtain redress afterwards 
There are certain duties which are performed regularly on Sundays, and 
there may be others called forth by emergencies. It is impossible that the 
soldier should be made the judge of their necessity. 


Very respectfully, 
— G. NORMAN LIEBER, | 
Acting Judge-Advocate-Genera: 






To the SECRETARY OF WAR. 

The reason why the committee did not report on the resolu: 
tion was that there was no meeting of the committee on itsrez- 
ular meeting day. I have received this morning from the Sec 
retary of War a note which states that— 


The papersin the Cedarquist matter did not reach me until this morning 
I beg to inclose a copy of dispatch covering my action in the case 
Very truly, yours, oo 
DANIEL S. LAMONT 


The telegram which was sent by the Adjutant-General under 
the direction of the Secretary of War is as follows: 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, Washington, Augusi ! 
COMMANDING GENERAL, Department Platte, Omaha, Nebr.: 


The unexecuted portion of the sentence awarded Private Cedarquist, pro" 
m ted in General Court-Martial Orders No, 45, current series, from yo"! 
headquarters, is this day remitted by the President, and you will cause the 
man to be released at once. action, however, is not in any manner ‘0 
be regarded as a justification of the disobedience of orders on the part of t5° 
soldier. The officer who ordered target practice on Sunday, in violation o! 


1894 





1894. 


f dent Lincoln, given in November, 1862, must be brought 
wae cial for a Esobedionce of orders. 

By order ofthe Secretary of War: : pet : 
GEO. D. RUGGLES, Adjutant-Generat. 

That is all I desire to submit upon this auestion. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the papers referred to 
by the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. GROSVENOR, and the gentle- 
man from Ohio, Mr. OUTHWAITE, will be appended as indicated 
to their remarks respectively. 

There was no objection. 

The papers are printed above. 


HOT SPRINGS LEASES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 7488) to authorize the Secretary of the 


, . ase si ot Springs Reservation, | ; : : 4 . : 
Interior to grant leases for sites on the Hot Spring ; | lumbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other 


} purposes, 


Arkansas, for cold-water reservoirs. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House concur in the Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read and concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, a motion to 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 


COINAGE OF GOLD AND SILVER. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have 
published in the RECORD for general information the accom- 
panying statement from the Director of the Mint, showing the 
amount and denomination of the gold and silver coined during 
the month of July last. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the statement 
referred to by the gentleman from Arkansas will be printed in 
the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The statement is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF THE MINT, 
Washington, D. C., August 1, 1894. 
Coinage executed at the mints of the United States during the month of July, 1894. 


Denomination. Pieces. Value. 


j 
| 
} 
} 


Half-eagles #892, 500 


Total gold 


Standard dollars se aeigie te paso his weenie 
RES nd9-0 os06 sncbcdsnsesccocnasencacsugeesens | 
543, 000 

841, 500 1, 435, 500 


} 


R. E. PRESTON, 
Director of the Mint. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the reports of the 
committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 


120, 000 
Total silver 


Total coinage 





Houses on the amendments of the Senate to bills of the follow- | 


ing titles: 
A bill (H. R. 2896) for the relief of Henry James, residing in 


the original Hot Springs Reservation in the State of Arkansas; | 
A bill (H. R. 5481) making appropriations to provide for the | 


expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 


The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to | 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing | 


votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate num- 


bered 65 to the bill (H. R. 6937) making appropriations for the | 


renent of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
95. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- | 


out amendment the bill (H. R.213) to pay for alley condemned 
in square numbered 493, in the city of Washington, D. C. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
bill (S. 1896) to provide for the payment of the 8 per cent green- 


back certificates of the District of Columbia, and for other pur- | 


poses; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 


A bill (S. 1471) to provide for the adjustment and payment of | 


the claim of the American Transportation Company for dredg- 
ing done at Fairport Harbor, in the State of Ohio; 
A bill (H. R. 3606) to require railroad companies operating rail- 


roads in the Territories over a right of way granted by the Gov- | 
ernment to establish stations and depots at all town sites on the | 


lines of said roads established by the Interior Department; 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








| ate concerning fenders on street-railway cars for the protection 


8133 


A bill (A. R. 4611) to amend an act approved January 2}, 1893, 
to authorize the construction of bridges across the Hiwassee, 


| the Tennessee, and Clinch Rivers in the State of Tennesse: 


A bill (H. R. 6814) extending the time of payment to purchas- 
ers of lands of the Omaha tribe of Indians in Nebraska, and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (H.R. 6902) granting an iner 
Susie Conway; and 

A bill (H. R. 7071) to exempt the property of the Young Men's 
Christian Association of the District of Columbia from taxation. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a confer- 
ence report on the bill (H. R. 5481) making appropriations to pro 
vide for the expenses of the government of the District of Co- 


vase of pension to Mrs. 


|For conference report see Senate proceedings. } 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement of the 
House conferees. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amend ments of the Senate to the bill H 
R. 5181, making appropriations for the expenses of the government of the 
District of Columbia, submit the following written statement in explana 
tion of the effect of the action recommended inthe accompanying confer 
ence report on each of the Senate amendments, namely: 

On amendments numbered 1, 2, 3,and 4: Appropriates for a stenographer 
and typewriter at $720, as proposed by the Senate, in lieu of a messenger at 

#180, as proposed by the House, and for a deputy property clerk at $1.000, as 
yroposed by the Senate, in lieu of aclerk at $900, as proposed by the House, 
in the Executive Office; and inserts the provision proposed by the Senate 
concerning the settlement of the accounts of certain late Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia. 

On amendments numbered 5 and 6: Strikes out the appropriation of #1,800 
proposed by the Senate for a deputy collector. 

On amendments numbered 7, 8, and 9: Appropriates for one clerk at $1,000 
as proposed by the Senate, in the Auditor's Office, and for a disbursing clerk 
at #1,500, as proposed by the House, instead of $1,625, as proposed by the 
Senate. . 

Oqamendments numbered i0and 11: Appropriates for one special assist 
ant attorney at $1,600, instead of $1,200, as proposed by the House, and #1,800 
as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment numbered 12: Authorizes, as proposed by the Senate, the 
detail of one additional engineer officer as assistant to the Engineer Com 
missioner of the District. 

On amendment numbered 13; Strikes out the appropriation of #200 each 
povneese by the Senate for compensation of five members of the plumbing 

20ard. 

On amendment numbered 14: Appropriates #840 for a messenger, instead of 
= for aclerk, as proposed by the Senate, to the superintendent of chari- 
ties. 

On amendment numbered 15: Appropriates #22,500, as proposed by the 
House, instead of 824,000, as proposea by the Senate, for contingent expenses 
of the District of Columbia. 

Onamendment numbered 16: Appropriates $5,500, as proposed by the House 
instead of $6,000, as proposed by the Senate, for contingent expenses of sta 
bles of the Engineer Department 
ean amendment numbered 17: Makes a verbal correction in the text of the 

) e 

On amendment numbered 18: Appropriates 81,000, as proposed by the Sen 
ate, instead of #850, as proposed by the House, for horse hire and other ex 


| penses of the Coroner's office. 


On amendment numbered 19: Appropriates $1,900, as proposed by the 
House, instead of 3,000, as proposed by the Senate, for expenses of general 
advertising. 

On amendment numbered 20: Appropriates #12,000, as proposed by the Sen 
ate, instead of $10,000, as proposed by the House, for advertising notice of 
taxes in arrears July 1, 1594. 

On amendment numbered 21: aenoneee $2,000, as proposed by the Sen 
ate, instead of #1,000,as proposed by the House, to continue account of ar 
rears of taxes on real property. 

On amendments numbered 22and 23: Makes a verbal correction inthe text 
of the bill, and strikes out the appropriation of 83,170 proposed by the Senate 
for repairs to the Western market-house. 

On amendment numbered 24: Authorizes the use of 83.000 instead of 85,000 
as proposed by the Senate, of the appropriation for extension of highways, 
to be expended for the preparation of sketch plans and report by Fred 
erick Law Olmstead on the extension of streets and avenuesof the District 

On amendments numbered 25and 25: Appropriates $145,000 instead of #200 
000, as proposed by the Senate, for assessment and permit work, and inserts 


| the provisions proposed by the Senate regulating assessment and permit 


work. 
On amendments numbered 27, 28, 29, 30,31, 32, and 33: Appropriates $145,750 
instead of $200,000, as proposed by the Senate, and #100,000, as proposed | 


| the House, for work on streets and avenues, and #8%.500, as proposed 


Senate, for paving streets on the north side of Lincoln Square, between 
Eleventh and Thirteenth streets. 

On amendment numbered #4: Appropriates 965.000, instead of 875,000, as 
proposed by the Senate, and #40,000, as proposed by the House, for rellef 
sewers and replacing obstructed sewers 

On amendment pmbered 35: Appropriates # 


1,000, instead of $120,000, as 


} proposed by the Senate, and 875,000, as proposed by the House, for main and 


pipe sewers. 

On amendments numbered 36 and 37: Makes a verbal correction in the 
text of the bill, appropriates #20,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the con 
struction of the Rock Creek intercepting sewer, and authorizes a contract 
to be entered into for said work at a cost not to exceed $80,000 

On amendment numbered 38: Strikes from the bill the provision pro; 
by the House concerning the paving of streets between the rails and t: 
of street railways. 

On amendment numbered 3¥: Inserts the provision proposed by the Se . 
es anc 
limbs of persons within the District of Columbia 

On amendment numbered 40: Inserts the provision proposed by the Sen 
ate, in lieu of the one proposed by the House, concerning the assessment of 
one-half the cost of sidewalks and curbing on streets, alleys, and roads be 


| ing improved or repaired 
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On amendments numbered 41, 42, and 43: Makes verbal corrections in the 
text of the bill, and provides for the grading and graveling of Twelfth street 
extended from University Heights to Rhode Island avenue, instead of to 
Austin street. 

On the amendments numbered 4iand 53: Appropriates $6,090, as proposed 
by the Senate, for widening Fourteenth street extended, and $12,000 for im- 
proving Eighteenth street extended, as proposed y the Senate. 

On amendments numbered 45, 46, 47, 48, and 50: Strikes out the following 
appropriations proposed by the Senate,namely: For grading and graveling 
Roanoke and Irving streets, $8,000; for paving First street, extended, 818,000; 
for paving Harrison street, $8,000; for paying R street, $8,000; and for extend- 
ing Clifton street, $5,000. 

On amendments numbered 49, 51, and 52: Apgnenintee $9,000 for grading 
and graveling Albemarle street, $5,000 for macadamizing the road extending 
from Broad Branch road to Chevy Chase Circle, and #,500 for opening en- 
trance into the Zodlogical Park, as proposed by the Senate, except that the 
several amounts are required to be paid wholly from the revenues of the 
District of Columbia. 

On amendment numbered 54: Corrects a total stated in the biil. 

On amendment numbered 55: Inserts the provision proposed by the Sen- 
ate concerning the condemnation of lands through the Prospect Hill Cem- 
etery for the extension of North Capitol street 

On amendments numbered 56and 57: Appropriates $137,500, instead of $125,- 
000, as proposed by the House, and $150,000, as ——- by the Senute, for 
sweeping, sprinkling, and cleaning streets, and strikes out the provision 
proposed by the Senate that $5,000 of said sum shall be used outside of the 
cities of Washington and Georgetown. 

On amendments numbered 58, 59, and 60: Appropriates for gas and electric 
lighting $190,000, as proposed by the House, itead of $205,500, as proposed 
by the Senate, fixes the price per lamp for gas lighting at $20.50 per annum, 
instead of $18, as proposed by the House, and $21.50, as ye me y the Sen- 
ate, and the prices for electric lighting at 40 cents per night per lamp, in- 
stead of 35 cents, as proposed by the House, and 50 cents, as proposed by the 
Senate. 

On amendment numbered 61: Appropriates $1,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for the bathing beach. 

On amendment numbered 62; A aa $1,000, as proposed by the 
House, instead of $5,000, as proposed the Senate, for om ic pumps. 

Onamendments numbered 63, 64and 65: Appropriates $15,000, as proposed by 
the House, instead of $18,000 as proposed by the Senate, for care of dges, 

On amendment numbered 66; Limits the provision pro by the House 
imposing one-half the cost of maintenance and repair of bridges on street 
railway companies to those br across Rock Creek. 

« On = numbered 67: Appropriates $51,070 for repair of the Aque- 

net Br e. 

On amendment numbered 68: Strikes out the appropriation of $1,000 pro- 
posed by the Senate for care of Rock Creek Park. 

On amendments numbered 69 and 70: Appropriates %52,500 instead of 
$45,000, as proposed by the House, and $90,000, as proposed by the Senate, 
for the improvement of the receiving reservoir of the Wash Aque- 
duct, and requires the work to be completed within the fiscal year 1895, at a 
cost not exceeding $90,000, 

On amendment numbered 71: Appropriates 95,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for protecting the conduit at wasteweir No. 1, near Great Falls. 

On amendment numbered 72: A pa $9,000, as proposed by the 
ge instead of 810,000, as pro: y the Senate, for rent of school build- 
8. 


On amendment numbered 73: eg cp $26,000, as proposed 
House, instead of $30,000, as y the Senate, for repairs 
provements to school buildings and grounds, 

On amendments numbered 74 and 75: Makes a verbal correction in the 
pat Tm keen — as in 4 sae sch: ~ 
vision 8 on, of charge, © pu 00) 
at pupils who do not reside in the District, or whose parents do not reside 

or are not engaged in business or public duties therein. 

On amendments numbered 76,77, and 78: At opr as proposed by the 
the Senate, $29,000 for a new school bi 2 Pleasant, $2,500 for new 
cteqne-nenting betes in the Sumner sch: uilding, and $9,000for fire-proof 
stairways in the Curtis, Seaton, and Abbott school buildings. 

On amendments numbered 79, 80, 81,and 82: Appropriates for fifteen addi- 





by the 


tional policemen and for one additional driver of patrol-wagon, as proposed 
by the Senate. 
‘On amendment numbered 83: ag $1,900 for fuel for the lice 
Cupeenevan proposed by the use, instead of $2,000, as proposed by the 
senate. 


On amendments numbered 84, 8, and 86: ates $20,000, as proposed 
by the Senate, instead of $16,500, as — oy House, for cnteoshane- 
ous and contingent expenses of the police department. 

On amendments num 87, 91, and 92: Strikes out the provisions pro- 
—— by the Senate for a new steam fire-engine company, for a new steam 

re-engine, and for a new hose carriage. 

On amendment numbered 88: Appropriates $7,000 instead of $8,000, as pro- 

- by — Senet and $6,000, as proposed by the House, for forage for the 
epartment. 

On amendments numbered 89, 90, and 93: Strikes out the pe of 
$12,000 proposed by the House for a new engine house for No. 2 fire com- 
pany, and appropriates $23,200, as pes meres by the Senate, for a new engine 

ouse in the northeastern section of Washington. 

On amendment numbered 04: A SS $9,000, as proposed by the 
House, instead of 09,550, as poopesed, y the Senate, for general supplies for 
the telegraph and telephone service. 

On amendment numbered 95: Inserts the provision proposed by the Sen- 
- Se the erection and use of telephone poles in the public alleys 
of Washington. 

On amendments numbered 96 and 97: Strikes out the ropriation of $909, 
proposed by the Senate, for an assistant chemist in the Health Department. 

On amendment numbered 98: Appropriates 8250, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for chemicals for the labo of the Health De ment. 

On amenament numbered 99: Strikes out the additional a ation of 
960,000 proposed by the Senate for the collection of garbage, and inserts in 
lieu thereof a provision uiring the Commissioners to specially investi- 
gate the best methods of collecting and disposing of garbage. and to receive 
—— under such methods and report the result at the next session of 

‘0. 


ngress. 
On amendment numbered 100: Inserts the provision proposed by the Sen- 
th of the District of 


= = the ordinances of the late Board of 
‘olum bia. 

On amendments numbered 101 and 102: Ss ag tea $900, as pr by 
= Saas — of 3000, as proposed by the , for repairs of the po- 

ce court building. 

On amendment numbered 103: Strikes out the ae $6,000 pro- 
posed by the Senate for the compilation of District laws. 


On amendment numbered 104: ates $25,000, as proposed the 
Senate, instead of 8,000, as pro y the House, for alalogut bun 
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On amendment numbered 105: Appropriates $25,000, as proposed by th» 
— instead of $30,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the support of eo) 
victs. i. 

On amendment numbered 106: Appropriates 83,500, as proposed py 
House, instead of $4,000, as proposed by the Senate, for transportation , 
paupers and prisoners. 

On amendments numbered 107, 108, and 109, relating to the Reform Sehoo) 
for Boys: Strikes out the appropriation of $1,710 proposed by the House 
for employés for new family building, and strikes out the provisio . 

osed by the Senate, transferring the management and control of 

orm School to the Commissioners of the District. 

On amendments numbered 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120 
122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 124, 129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 185, 136, 137, and 138, relat{ 
to the charities of the District of Columbia: Appropriates $12,000, a 
posed by the Senate, instead of $10,000, as proposed by the House, for t! 
tral Dispensary and Emergency Hospital; $10,000, as proposed by t 
ate, for an addition to the Columbia Hospital for Women and Lying-in 
lum; $8,000, instead of 87,000, as proposed by the House, and 89,000 
posed by the Senate, for the National Homeopathic Hospital; strikes 
the provision proposed by the Senate, placing the management and 
of the Freedmen’s Hospital under the board of incorporators of said 
tution; sppeceriates $9,425 for employés and other expenses of the ( 
Reform School, instead of $15,610, as proposed by the House, and {8.3 
proposed by the Senate; and appropriates $56,500, as proposed by the S 
ate, for the child-caring institutions of the District, and for the Boa: 
Children’s Guardians, instead of $52,750, as proposed by the House. 

On amendments numbered 139 and 140, relating to the militia: A; 
ee $800, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $700, as proposed | 

Iouse, for expenses of rifle practice and matches, and $7,000 as propo 
the Senate for expenses of camp of instruction. 

On amendments numbered 141, 142, 143, and 144, relating to the wat 
partment: Strikes out the provisions proposed by the Senate, providin 
one civil engineer at $1,500, and increasing the compensation of one tim 
keeper from #800 to : 

On amendments numbered 145 and 146: Appropriates, as proposed by tho 
Senate, such indefinite additional amounts as may be necessary to meet the 
interest and sinking-fund charges on account of the increase of the water 
supply, and requires that not exceeding $300,000 of the —- genera! 
nues of the District on the Ist day of July, 1894, be appli to the pay: 
of the principal of the debt incurred for increasing the water supply. 

The bill as agreed upon appropriates %5,544,593.57, being $338,120 more than 
as it passed the House, $342,495 less than as it passed the Senate, ani 
$131,369.66 more than the law for the last year. 

ALEX. M. DOCKERY, 


J. BR. WILLIAMS, 
D. B. HENDERSON, 
Managers on the part af the Hous 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia estimated that $6,701,079.23 would be necessary 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, for the support of the 
government of the District of Columbia. This bill as agreed 
upon carries $5,544,593.57, being $1,156,485.66 less than the esti- 
mates, and $131,369.66 more than the law of last year. 
If no gentleman desires any further information on the sub- 
ject, I demand the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The conference report was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—MOORE VS. FUNSTON. 


Mr. BROWN. Mc. Speaker, I call up the contested-election 
case of Moore vs. Funston, Second district of Kansas, which w 
under consideration when the House adjourned on yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the pending resolu- 
tions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Edward H. Funston was not elected and is not entitled to 
a@ seat in the House of Representatives of the Fifty-third Congress as He) 
resentative from the Second district of Kansas. 

Resoiwved, That H. L. Moore was duly elected and is entitled toa seat in 
the House of Representatives as the Representative from the Secon 
trict of Kansas in the Fifty-third Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Thequestion isupon agreeing to these reso- 
lutions. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that tle 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. McCALL. Division. 

Mr. BROWN. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. MCCALL and Mr. 
JONES. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I understand that there has 
been no demand for a division of the resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. There has been no such demand. 

Mr.BURROWS. And the vote will be taken on both resolu- 
tions together? 

The SPEAKER. On both resolutions together. ’ 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 147, nays 86, a1: 
swered ‘‘ present” 10, not voting 108; as follows: 


YEAS—147. 
Alexander, eoen. Bryan, Catchings, 
Allen, Biack, Ga. Bunn, Causey, 
Arnold Biack, LIL Bynum, Clancy, 
Baker, ‘Kans. Bland, Cadmus, Clark, Mo. 
Baldwin, Branch, Caminetti, Cobb, Mo. 
Bankh Breckinridge,Ky. Cam 
Bartlett, Bretz, Cannon, Cal. Cooper, —- 
iy Brookshire, Capehart, Cooper, 
Bell, Brown, Caruth, Cooper, Tex. 
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Cornish, 


Culberson, 
Davey, 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
De Forest, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Donovan, 
Dunn, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
English, Cal. 
Enloe, 
Epes, 
Erdman, 
Everett, 
Fielder, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Fyan, 
Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 


Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, 
Avery, 
Baker, N. H. 
Barnes, 
Bingham, 
Blair, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Bundy, 
Burrows, 
Cannon, IIL. 
Childs, 
Cogswell, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Dalzell, 
Daniels, 
Dolliver, 


Covert, 
Dunphy, 
Gear, 


Abbott, 
Adams, Ky. 
Alderson, 
Apsley, 
Babcock, 
Bailey, 
Bartholdt, 
Belden, 
Bell, Colo. 
Beltzhoover, 
Boatner, 
Boen, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N. C. 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Brickner, 
Burnes, 
Cabaniss, 
Chickering, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Coffeen, 
Conn, 
Coombs, 
Crain, 
Cummings, 
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Haines, Maddox, 

Hall, Mo. Maguire, 
Hammond, Mallory, 
Harris, Martin, Ind. 
Hatch, McCreary, Ky. 
Heard, McCulloch, 
Henderson, N.C, McDannold, 
Hendrix, Mc Dearmon, 
Hines, McEttrick, 
Holman, McGann, 
Hooker, Miss. McKaig, 
Hudson, McLaurin, 
Hunter, McRae, 

Tkirt, Meredith, 
Izlar, Meyer, 
Johnson, Ind. Money, 
Johnson, Ohio Mutchiler, 
Jones, Neill, 

Kilgore, Ogden, 
Kribbs, O’ Neil, Mass. 
Kyle, O'Neill, Mo. 
Lane, Page, 
Latimer, Paschal, 
Lawson, Patterson, 
Layton, Pearson, 
Lester, Pendleton, W.Va. 
Livingston, Pigott, 
Lynch, Price, 

NAYS—86. 

Doolittle, Hull, 

Ellis, Oregon Kiefer, 

Funk, Lacey, 

Gillet, N. Y. Lefever, 
Griffin, Linton, 
Grosvenor, Loud, 

Grout, Loudenslager, 
Grow, Lucas, 

Hager, Marsh, 
Hainer, McCall, 

Hall, Minn. McCleary, Minn. 
Harter, McDowell, 
Hartman, Meiklejohn, 
Haugen, Mercer, 
Heiner, Milliken, 
Henderson, Iowa Moon, 
Hepburn, Murray, 
Hermann, Northway, 
Hicks, Payne, 

Hitt, Paynter, 
Houk, Pendleton, Tex. 
Hutick Perkins, 

ANSWERED ‘“ PRESENT "—10. 

Hutcheson, Pence, 
MecNagny, Richards, Ohio 
Outhwaite, Ryan, 


NOT VOTING—108. 


Curtis, N. Y. 
Denson, 
Dingley, 
Draper, 
English, N. J. 
Fietcher, 
Funston, 
Gardner, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Gresham, 
Hare, 
Harmer, 
Hayes, 
Henderson, Il. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Ill. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Johnson, N. Dak 
Kem, 
Lapham, 
Lockwood, 
Magner, 
Mahon, 


Marshall, 


Marvin, N. Y. 
McAleer, 
McKeighan, 
McMillin, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Newlands, 
Oates, 
Philiips, 
Ray, 

Rayner, 
Richardson, Mich. 
Ritchie, 
Robbins, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 
Russell, Ga. 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 
Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 


So the resolutions wereagreed to. 


Mr. BAILEY. 


LEY. ] 
yesterday also. 


was paired escaped my memory. 


The SPEAKER. Withoutobjection, the gentleman’s vote will 


be withdrawn. 


There was no objection. 


Mr. McCALL. 


vote. 


The vote was recapitulated. 

The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Wiuson of West Virginia with Mr. DINGLEY. 
Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. GEAR. 
Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. OaTEs with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. MonTGOMERY with Mr. TAWNEY. 
Mr. WISE with Mr. FLETCHER. 

Mr. Cops of Alabama with Mr. SHAW. 





Reilly, 
Richardson, Tenn 
Robertson, La. 
Sayers, 

Shell, 
Snodgrass, 
Somers, 

Sorg, 

Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stevens, 
Strait, 
Talbert, S.C. 
Talbott, Md. 
Tarsney, 
Tate, 

Terry, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Tyler, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Weadock, 
Williams, DLL 
Williams, Miss. 
Wolverton, 
Woodard. 


Pickler, 
Post, 
Powers, 

uigg, 
Randall, 
Reed, 
Rey burn, 
Russell, Conn. 
Stephenson, 
Stone, W. A. 
Strong, 
Sweet. 
Updegraff, 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Waugh, 
Wheeler, Ill. 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


Wells 


Sipe, 

Smith, 
Stallings, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, Ky. 
Storer, 
Straus, 
Swanson, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Tay!or, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turpin, 

Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Wilson, W. Va 
Wise, 
Woomer. 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my vote. 
Iam paired with the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. APs- 
I desire this statement to apply to the votes taken on 
I voted then inadvertently, as the fact that I 


Mr. Speaker, I ask for a recapitulation of the 
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Mr. DENSON with Mr. THOMAS. 
Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. TAYLOR of 
Mr. RUSK with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. RoBsrins with Mr. Morse. 

Mr. MCMILLIn with Mr. Houxc. 

Mr. GRESHAM with Mr. MAHON. 

Mr.Conn with Mr. Hooker of New York. 

Mr. Moss with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. ALDERSON with Mr. Ray. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. BRODERICK. 

Mr. STALLINGS with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGEof Arkansas with Mr. HopK4ns of Lllinois 

Mr. CABANISS with Mr. PHILLIPs. 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. MORGAN with Mr. Smira of Illinois. 

Mr. Lockwoop with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. SETTLE. 

For this day: 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama with Mr. GARDNER. 

Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. BELDEN. 

On this question: 

Mr. CUMMINGS with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. WOOMER. 

Mr. WELLS with Mr. BABCocK, 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia with Mr. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. TRACEY. 

Mr. O'NetL of Massachusetts with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. BAIL®Y with Mr. APSLEY. 

On this vote: 

Mr. MAGNER with Mr. HARMER. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. JONES, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolutions were agreed to was laid on the table. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I now ask that Mr. Moore be 
sworn in, 

The SPEAKER. 
sworn. 

Mr. Moore then appeared at the bar of the House and took the 
oath required by law. [Applause on the Democratic side. |] 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE OF WILLIAMS AGAINST SETTLE. 

Mr. PAYNTER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that 
on Monday next I will call up for consideration the contested- 
election case of Williams against Settle. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted t 

RvskK for this day, on account of sickness. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, | call up the conference report 
on the Indian appropriation bill. I also ask, a matter of con- 
venience, that thestatement of the House conferees may be read 
from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

(For report of committee of conference and statement of House 
conferees see House proceedings of July 31.) 

The statement of the House conferees was read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the nameof Mr. JOHN L. WIL- 
SON of Washington was signed to the report, and it appears to 
have been omitted by the printer. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
but I signed the report. 

The SPEAKER. Thisis a partial agreement,as the Chair 
understands. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The question, then, ison agreeing to the re- 
port. 

Mr. HOLMAN, 


Tennessee, 


POWERS. 


The gentleman will come forward and be 


M 


O JP. 


It is of no material import, 


+? 


[ had wished to occupy the attention of 


16 
House for a short time on this report, but I find that I shali not 
be able to do so this morning; but inasmuch as the subject will 
be before the House again, I will have the opportunity later on 
1 will at this time only make a brief statement of the effect of 


this report. it hasalready been concurred in by the Senate and 
a reauest for a further conference made on the matters of dis- 
agreement. I will state the figures as the result. 

The bill as it passed the House appropriated $6,735,/ 
it passed the Senate it appropriated $9,404,248.49, the increase 
of the Senate being $2,665,720.59. In the conference the House 
conferees have yielded to the Senate on its amendments to the 
amount of $153,363.10, and the Senate has yielded to the House 
in conference to the amount of $68,600. So that figuros 
stand thus: Concessions made by the House, $153,363.10; conces- 
sions made by the Senate, $68,600. Yielded by the House in ex- 
cess of the amount yielded by the Senate, $54,763.10. The 
larger portion of the $152,363.10 yielded by the House is in the 


t 
the 
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provision for furnishing Indians with supplies, agencies, trans- 
rtation, and the like. No large amount for supplies, for the 
ouse had been more than liberal in that respect. 

I must further state that the subjects upon which no conclusion 
has been reached involve $2,447,766.49. There are only a few 
items involved, largely the a of money for lands 
purchased from the Nez Perce Indians of Idaho and lands pur- 
chased from the Yankton Sioux in South Dakota, and lands pur- 
chased from the Siletz Indians of Oregon. 

Those are the principal items in the sum of $2,447,766.49 as to 
which no agreement has been reached. I ask the House to ac- 
cept this report to the extent that agreements have been reached 
and to consent to the conference asked by the Senate on the re- 
maining disagreements be. ween the two Houses. 

It is proposed by the Senate, in all of its amendments in rela- 
tion to the purchase of Indian lands, that the United States shall 
pay 5 per cent per annum on the deferred payments. The House 
conferees insist that as the Government can borrow money at 3 

r cent, and as the Government is now paying the Indians from 

1.25 to $3 per acre for their lands instead of 40 or 50 cents in 
former years, this rate of interest is excessive. However, in 
any event, we must provide for these Indians; yet an admitted 
large obligation on the part of the Government, as to charges 
on the public Treasury for these tribes, in the opinion of the 
House conferees, would not be beneficial to tribes interested. 
No one can deny that the United States should deal justly and 
liberally with the [Indian tribes, but we ought not to leave in 
their minds the idea that the Government must support them. 

One other matter I wish to refer to is that frequently spoken 
of as ‘sectarian Indian schools,” the appropriation of public 
money for denominational purposes. So far as I know no mem- 
ber of Congress favors the appropriation of — money for 
the benefit of any religious denomination. hen Gen. Grant 
became Presidenthe inaugurated what he justly called a ‘‘ peace 
policy” with the Indians. He proposed to feed them, clothe 
them, and educate them instead of fighting them. 

This was certainly a humane policy. His policy was te leave 
them under the influence of the various religious orders which 
had before influenced or controlled the various tribes. Schools 
for the Indians were organized on this basis under President 
Grant's policy, and that order of things was continued until the 
administration of President Harrison began. Gen. Morgan, 
Commisvicner of Indian Affairs under President Harrison, de- 
clined to recognize the various religious denominations which 
had a controlled the Indian schools, and made contracts 
directly with the superintendents of the schools, ignoring the 
religious organizationsand missionary boards. That policy has 
been pursued by the present Administration. 

No contract for the teaching of Indian children has been made 
with any denomination or with any organized board of any de- 
nomination or religious organization under this Administration, 
but only with the persons who had charge of the Indian schools. 
Where can gentlemen find any ground of complaint? So it will 
be readily seen that President Grant's policy controlled our leg- 
islation as to Indian schools until the megane of President 
Harrison's Administration, and that the policy of that Adminis- 
tration as to Indian schools has continued up to this time. 

The Catholic Church first entered the missionary field among 
the North American Indians, and of course under President 
Grant’s policy had the larger field of missionary enterprise 
opened to them and greater advantages in the establishment of 
Indian schools. The only denomination of Christian people, so 
far as [ am informed, that under all circumstances and condi- 
tions has refused to request or receive any recognition or aid 
from Government in any shape or form or to tolerate any rela- 
tion between church and state is the Baptist Church. Asan 
humble adherent to the doctrine of that church from boyhood 
and a devout believer in the principles on which it is founded, 
I protest against the charge of the public press that the House 
Committee on Indian Affairs is willing to appropriate public 
money to a sectarian use. Congress has no right or power to do 
that. But in view of the policy of President Grant of 1869, con- 
tinued through all Administrations until now, what are we to 
do? If you abolish these contract schools which originated un- 
der the President Grant policy you turn from 8,000 to 10,0..6 
— children out of school. Can you afford, gentlemen, to do 

at? 

Under the circumstances the best that can be done is the 
adoption of the following provision suggested by the Senate: 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to inquire 
into and inves te the propriety of discontinuing contract schools, and 
whether, in his ju ent, the same can be done without detriment to the 
education of the Indian children; and that he submit to Con 8 at the 
next session the result of such investigation, including an estimate of the 
additional cost, if any, of substituting Government schools for contract 
schools, together with such recommendations as he may deem proper. 


The conferees on the partof the House have promptly agreed 
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to this provision, anxious to avoid the possibility that intoler. 
ance in creeds and beliefs should interfere in any degree with 
the advancementof the Indianrace. The best sentiment of our 
people demands the civilization and advancement of the condi- 
tion of our Indian people without regard to their theology or 
belief, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer. 
ence report. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker,I desire to inquire in regard 
to one of the agreements, as I do not understand it. I call at. 
tention to Senate amendment numbered 75, the amendment jn 
regard to an inquiry into Indian sectarian schools. The report 
is: ‘‘ That the oun recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 75 and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows, restoring the matter proposed to be 
stricken out by said amendment.” Now, I donotfind that there 
is any matter proposed to be stricken out by that amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN, The provision incorporated in the bill by 
the Senate in regard to an inquiry into sectarian schools was 
accepted by the House conferees, and is a part of the agreement. 
It is agreed upon just as it stands in the Senate bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then what is the meaning of this about 
‘restoring the matter proposed to be stricken out by the ameni- 
ment?” 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is evidently a slip of the pen. I had 
already noticed it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam very glad the House conferees agreed 
to that amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, there was no controversy about that at 
all. It was avery proper provision. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to print in the Rec- 
ORD some remarks in connection with the subject just alluded 
to, Indian schools. 

There was no objectien. 

The conference report was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the 

entleman from Indiana |Mr. HOLMAN] that the House further 
insist upon its disagreement to certain of the amendments of the 
Senate and consent to a further conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the 
House Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. ALLEN, and Mr. WILSON of Washing- 
ton. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask permission to extend my 
remarks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


a CULBERSON. Let us have the regular order, Mr, 
Speaker? 

TheSPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The morn- 
ing hour begins at five minutes past 2o0’clock. The call rests 
with the Committee on Naval Affairs. That committee hasa 
bill pending, the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 103) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to establish au/ 
cause to be maintained a free public school for children under 17 years 0! 
age at the village of Warrington, on the naval reservation on Pensacola 
Bay, in the State of Florida. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole for the further consid- 
eration of that bill. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. CUMMIN«Us 
the Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask for a division. 

The House divided, and the motion was agreed to—ayes 5’, 
noes 14. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. DocKERy in the chair. ¥ 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Who'e 
for the purpose of further considering the bill the title of whict 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk again read the title as above. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 4 
thorized to establish and cause to be maintained a free public school for 
children under 17 years of age, of parents residing on the naval reservation 
in the villages of a and Woolsey, on Pensacola Bay, in the State 
of Florida. That the said school shall be established and maintained in the 
said village of Warrington at an annual expense of not exceeding ©. 
which said sum is hereby appropriated for said purpose, out of any funds )8 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I yield to the gentleman from Florida| Mr. 
MALLORY] such time as he desires. oF 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, the other day, when t"'s 
bill was under consideration, I was proceeding to explain to tbe 
House the status and situation of the people who live on this 
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naval reservation and to state the reasons why this bill, which 
js exceptional in its character, should be favorably considered 

the 
: fferently from any other in the United States, and the people 
on it are differently situated from the people residing on any 


other territory of the United States, unless it be this District | 


of Columbia. 

Ordinarily our navy-yards are surrounded by walls, and the 
territory within the walls is all that is within the exclusive ju- 
risdiction of the United States. This navy-yard, however, ison 
a reservation about 3 miles long and with an average width 
of about a mile anda half. The navy-yard proper covers only 
a portion of the reservation. \ : 
proper, but outside the wallsare two villages known as Woolsey 


and Warrington, in which there are from twelve to fifteen hun- | 


dred people is 

Now, by reason of the fact that when the United States Gov- 
ernment established that yard and purchased the reservation, 
the State of Florida ceded to the United States exclusive con- 
trol of the reservation and reserved to itself only the right to 
serve civil and criminal process there, the people residing within 
that territory are entirely exempt from the obligations of citi- 
zens of Florida and they partake of none of the advantages of 
such citizens. 

The great bulk of these people came down there before the 
war for the purpose of assisting in building two vessels which 
were being constructed by the Government at the Pensacola 
navy-yard and which were completed about 1858—the gunboat 
Seminole and the sloop of war Pensacola. 

These people were skilled mechanics who came there from 
Baltimore, New York, and other places in the North, bringing 
their families with them; and onaae the impression that ship- 
building would be continued, they settled there. When the 


war came on they were left in a very lamentable condition; and | 


since the war, the navy-yard having been to a great extent dis- 
mantled, work having been suspended, they have been left with- 
out the means of livelihood. 

Now, owing to the peculiar position in which they are placed, 
they are not allowed to avail themselves of the advantages of 
the public schools of the State of Florida. There are public 
schools in the immediate vicinity of this reservation; but in 
order that a child may avail himself of the benefit of such a 
school he must, under the laws of the State, live within the dis- 
trict in which the school is situated. 
persons living on this reservation can not avail themselves of 
these school advantages. 

The result is that, poor as these people are, dependent for a 
livelihood entirely upon fishing or upon such occupations as 
they may possibly obtain in the navy-yard in its present dis- 
mantled condition, they are too poor to pay for the education 
of their children. Consequently the United States Government 
has on that reservation some three or four hundred children 
whoare growing up in ignorance and whose parents are utterl 
unable to provide for their education even in the most rudi- 
mentary form. 

The State of Florida has no jurisdiction whatever over this 


territory. The people living on it are not permitted to serve as | 


jurors in the courts of the State or in the courts of the United 
States, because they are not citizens of the State. They pay no 


taxes to the State. They do not even own the land on which | 
they reside, as every lot upon which houses are built is leased | 


to them by the commandant of the*navy-yard. 
This officer has autocratic power over all the residents there: 


and within my experience I know of an instance in which one | 
of the commandants, finding an individual who was troublesome, 


who subjected the watch to considerable annoyance by misbe- 


havior, summarily put him off the reservation, separated him | 


from his family, and forbade his return on the penalty of being 


imprisoned. It was only after months and months spent in an | 
effort to obtain the interference of the Navy Department that | 


he was permitted to return to that reservation. 

Mr. HUNTER. Would not this whole difficulty be obviated 
by parsing an act of Congress giving the State of Florida the 
rig 


t to extend its school districts over this reservation, so that | 
those people might be assessed and taxed for school purposes as | 


the citizens of Florida are? 

Mr. MALLORY. The State of Florida might do that; but I 
do not know that it would. These people are not citizens of the 
State; the State can exact no obligaiions or duties—such as 
militia duty or jury duty—from any of the inhabitants of this 
reservation. They are as absolutely separate and distinct from 
the State of Florida as the people of the District of Columbia 
are from the State of Maryland. The State of Florida has no 
more jurisdiction, except for the purpose of serving process civil 
and criminal, over that territory than the State of Maryland 
has over the District of Columbia. 


ouse. As I then stated, this reservation is situated | 


There are walls around the yard | 


Hence the children of | 


Mr. HULICK. Are not the persons residing on that reserva- 
| tion liable to the criminal statutes of the State of Florida? 

Mr. MALLORY. No, sir. If an offense is committed in that 
territory, it is tried before the United States court. 
| Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Do those people down there vote? 
Mr. MALLORY. No: they do not. 
| Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why not? 
| Mr. MALLORY. Because they are not citizens of the State 
| of Florida. In order to vote they must have resided in some pre- 

cinct of some county of the State: without this they can not reg- 
ister and can not vote. 
| Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
; Mr. MALLORY. 
: lifetime. 

In response to the inquiry of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
HULIcK], I will state that when a murder was committed there 
| some years ago the individual charged with the offense was 
| brought to Pensacola, in the State of Florida, and tried and con- 

victed there before the United States court. He was then taken 

down to the reservation in order to be executed, as he could not 
be executed within the territory of the State of Florida. 
| Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What is the reason the Govern- 
| ment does not cede to the State of Florida all that reservation 
| except the portion included within the walls of the navy-yard? 


How long have they lived there? 
They have lived there, some of them,a 


Mr. MALLORY. I do not know why. This territory out- 
side is nota very valuable piece of property; it is not much 

| sought after except in theimmediate vicinity of the navy-yard. 
It is sandy, and produces very little in the way of vegetation. 
I think the State of Florida does not care particularly about 
| owning it. 

These poeeen Mr. Chairman, are in a situation which I think 
is anomalous. I do not know of any people in the country who 
are in an identical position. The situation of the people of the 
District of Columbia is probably moreanalogous to the situation 
| of those people down there than that of any other people of the 
United States. 

You provide here to a certain extent for the education of the 
children of the District of Columbia, who are in a far better sit- 
uation in every way than the children of these people to whom 
I refer, their parents being better able to provide for their in- 
| struction than these unfortunate people, who, by the force of 
| circumstances, have been placed in this location on this naval 
reservation. 

I do not think that there is any precedent for it, but at the 
same time we are confronted with the fact that there are some 
| three hundred children here, both black and white, who can not 
obtain any assistance in educational matters from the State of 
| Florida. They are about evenly divided in color, I think, and 
| they are growing up in utter ignorance, not citizens of the 
State, owing no allegiance to the State, being simply, if we can 
use the term, citizens of the United States without being citi- 
zens of any Territory or State. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not care to consume the time of the 
House in presenting this matter any longer. If there is any 
other gentleman who wants further light upon the subject, [ 
will be glad to furnish it in so far as I can. 

Mr. HONTER. I would like to ask the gentleman one other 
| question. Yousay there are about fifteen hundred people there, 
| and about one hundred and fifty children? 

Mr. MALLORY. There are twelve to fifteen hundred peo- 
ple. The number of children is about three hundred. 

Mr. HUNTER. Do the people make any effort on their own 
| part to provide for the education of their own children? 

Mr. MALLORY. I will say this to the gentleman: These 
men were skilled mechanics who went there anterior to the 
| war, and were usually men of first-class ability. They went 
there, of course, expecting this navy-yard to be continued in 
| operation. Since the war they have had but very little to do 
in the line of their skill. Most of them are now old men. 

If the navy-yard had been carried on as it was previous to the 
war, the young men whogrew upthere would have‘learned their 
| trades in the machine shops and carpenter shops in the navy- 
| yard and would have taken the places formerly filled by their 
fathers. But there was no work of this kind for them to do. 
They have been unable to learn any trade and are too poor to go 
away. Those of them who were able to go off, a number of the 
younger men, went up to Pennsacola, where they pursued their 
avocations, and gradually withdrew their families from the 
naval reservation. 

But this applied to only a very limited number. About ail 
the property they have in the world is limited to the houses 
which they own on this land. The houses belong to these peo- 
ple, who built them, but the land itself belongs to the United 
| States. They have received a lease which is revocable at the 

will of the commandant of the yard. 

Mr. DOLLIVER, How much land do they occupy? 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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Mr. MALLORY. Well, they have villages with streets; their 
lots are probably a half acre or more. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Is it a necessary partof the naval reserva- 
tion there? 

Mr. MALLORY. It is on the naval reservation. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. But is it a necessary part of the naval res- 
ervation? 

Mr. MALLORY. Well, I suppose it is not. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Would it not be better to cede to the State 
of Florida this territory, and let these people be under the jur- 
isdiction of that State and subject to its school laws and other 
laws, than to retain it as it is? 

Mr. MALLORY. That might be if you could get the State of 
Florida to consent to receive this land. But Ido not know that 
it would. The Legislature of Florida meets biennially, and 
there may be a question as to whether it would be willing to ac- 
cept any part of the reservation. 

Me. DOLLIVER. The State appears, however, to be per- 
feetly ae to put the education of these children on the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

Mr. MALLORY. The State of Florida is not in any sense of 
the word responsible in this matter. These people came there 
and settled on United States territory. They knew it was such. 





The United States Governmentinvited them tocome. TheState 


of Florida had nothing whatever to do with it. The State as- 
sumed no obligation to look after the people who went upon this 
gonnenty. But they are there now, their homes are there, and 
they, like ourselves, are human. There are a lot of children 
there of these men who were leading men in their avocations, 
and it isa matter of charity to do something for them. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. What do they do for a living? 

Mr. MALLORY. Well, some of them have minor 8 in 
the yard as watchmen and laborers. Some of them fish for a 
living, and some of them act as pilots on Pensacola Bar. This 
village is located but a short distance from the mouth of the 
bay, about 8 miles from the city of Pensacola by land and about 
5 miles by water. Some few of these people obtain their living 
in that way. There is an army post at ort Barrancas, on the 
military reservation adjoining this naval reservation, where 
there are a number of troops stationed, and some of these people 
keep stores and supply the troops with what they choose to buy. 
There ave generally from three to five companies stationed 
there. Aside from this, however, these people have no means 
of living. They can not go out into the world for their only 
property consists in the houses in which they live. Some of 
these are fairly good houses, frame houses, but they can not sell 
them. They are all anxious to go away and would do so if they 
could dispose of their houses, but they can not manage to get 
rid of them. 

Mr. MARSH. Will <a, allow a question? 

Mr. MALLORY. Certainly. 

Mr. MARSH. Whatproportionof this > ane is colored? 

Mr. MALLORY. About one-half, I think. 

Mr. MARSH. Where did they come from? 

Mr. MALLORY. Ido not know; from Florida and Alabama 
originally, I suppose. But these children are the descendants 
of people who came there me yearsago. There has been no 
immigration of late ae at all. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. By what right do these pent occupy 
this reservation now? Are they tenants of the United States 
Government? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes. 

M > WASHINGTON. Does the Government charge them 
rent: 

Mr. MALLORY. No; the Government charges them no rent. 
They take a regular lease from the commandant of the navy- 
yard. That lease is revocable at will. The commandant has 
absolutely autocratic controlover the yard. Hecan remove any 
individual from the reservation when he chooses, and as I have 
stated, he has done so. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. They pay no rent. 

Mr. MALLORY. They pay no rent. 

: pat. ee . Does the Government keep the houses 
n repair 

Mr. MALLORY. No, these people lease the land and own the 
houses on the land, but they can not move the houses away when 
eee leave. It is im ible to do that. 

r. WASHINGTON. The houses have been built by ocecu- 
pants who preceded the present ones? 

Mr. MALLORY. In more prosperous days, yes. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Why would it not be better to make an ap- 
pro riation to enable these people to move away from so under 

ra 


lea t? 
Mr, MALLORY. It seems to me an ap ae of $6,000, 
one-half to be devoted to the education ot e white children 
and one-half to the education of the black children on that. res- 
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ervation, is a better plan than that suggested by the gont}o. 


man. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I quite agree that something ought to }, 
done. eu 
Mr. GEISSENHAINER. What are the reasons which |, 
these people on the reservation, if they have no schools there 
no right to vote, and no other rights. s 

Mr. MALLORY. They stay there simply because they ayo 
unable to getaway. Ifa man has a house there he can not 53); 
the house for anything. There is no immigration there and yo 
oameee for this property any more, and the people can jo 
eave. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. A man could not convey title anyway, 
could he? : 

Mr. MALLORY. He could convey title to the house. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Of occupancy only? 

Mr. MALLORY. No; he can convey the title to the house 
It is regarded as personalty, and can be conveyed as fully as , 
man can convey @ horse. Such a conveyance is recognized by 
the commandant. : 

Mr. WASHINGTON. But you say a man could not move, 
house away. 

Mr. MALLORY. It is rather difficult, I should judge, to re. 
move a house. A man would have to move it at least eight or 
nine miles. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I want to get at the facts. Tho gen- 
tleman saysthe commandantcould eject an occupant at any time, 
and that these peopie are there as leaseholders, subject to the 
caprice of the commandant. 

r. MALLORY. Not his caprice. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Subject to his will? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes,but not tohiscaprice. There isa dis- 
cretion, which must be a sound one, and the commandant would 
not dare to exercise his discretion unjustly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Could not we convey to the State o! 
Florida the part of the reservation on which these people are 
residing, and let the State educate them? 

Mr. MALLORY. Congress could doit. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I think it would be better to do that 
and let Florida educate her own people. 

Mr. MALLORY. Idonot think the State of Florida would 
accept the gift. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I think she ought to be willing to. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Why do not you return to the Indians the 
lands you have taken from them? You are educating them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is there any provision in the 
bill for the ate education of the races? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes; it specifies that $3,000, or one-half, 
shall be expended for the education of the whites, and one-hal! 
for the education of the colored children. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. When these people desire to ve 
come naturalized, where do they go? 

Mr. MALLORY. They do not go anywhere. If they move 
into the State of Florida, they are recognized as citizens of the 
State, after they have resided there the requisite length of 


time. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. As long as they remain on this res- 
ervation they are citizens of nowhere. 

Mr. MALLORY. Citizens of nowhere, except the broad 
United States. 

Mr. HULICK. I will ask the gentleman if there arc | 
schools there now? 

Mr. MALLORY. The Sisters of Charity established a scho 
there under the auspices of the Catholic Church, but it failed 
for waitt of patronage. They could not make a living at i 
That was some years ago. 

Mr. HULICK,. And there are no schools at all now in the vi 


lages? : 
Mr. MALLORY. Ido not know that there are any sclioo:s 
there. There may be some one whoare giving private les 
sons. I do not mean to say that everyone on this reservation 1s 
a pauper. I do not want to be so understood; but how I do wis 
to be understood is that the majority of the people are too poor 
to maintain their children while beingeducated. Now, itis the 
pone of the United States Government in the District of Co 
umbia to assist children in obtaining an education. This com 
munity is situated far less advantageously than the District 0 
Columbia, and it seems to me that, by a parity of reasoning, we 
can at least donate $6,000 a year for this purpose until it is found 
to be no further necessary. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the gentleman will per 
mit me, I asked him if there is any provision for the educatioa 
of the different races in this bill? p understood the gentilema2 


to say ‘‘ Yes; that the fund was divided, $3,000 for the educatio" 
of the colored and $3,000 for the education of the white chil- 
dren.” I find no such provision in this bill. 
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Mr. MALLORY. That was my impression. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield to me fora 
ion? 
We MALLORY. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
from Ohio to wait a minute. 

Mr. MALLORY (after looking at the bill). My impression 
was that it said two public schools instead of free public schools. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then, as a matter of fact, 
there is no provision for two schools? 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. If Lremember correctly, when this 
pill was reported in the committee, there was an amendment 
adopted to that effect. ; 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The amended bill says ‘‘ schools.” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does the committee propose that there 
shall be a continual appropriation each year? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does this bill fix the amount at $6,000 
each year? 

Mr.MALLORY. The annual expense is not to exceed $6,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have nothing more to say about this. 
I believe the committee understands the situation; that these 
people are absolutely devoid of the means of educating their 
children; that they are citizens of the United States and not 
citizens of any State at all; that their position is an anomalous 
one; and if the majority of the committee think that this is too 
long a step to take in this direction, why I am perfectly willing 
tohave any reasonable amendment offered that would at least 
tend to carry out the purpose that is manifested in this bill. 

Mv. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question? 

Mr. MALLORY. Certainly. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. If this bill is passed, and we appropri- 
ate $6,000 for keeping up schools on the Pensacola naval reser- 
vation, would it not be a virtual committal to the policy that 
the United States shall keep up schools on all navy-yards, asfor 
instance, in the navy-yard in the District, the navy-yard in 
Brooklyn, at Mare Island, and everywhere where there is a popu- 
lation resident on the reservation. There is the great danger 
I see in the bill of my friend. 

Mr. MALLORY. Ifthe gentleman thinks it best to strike 
out annual it can be done. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. If you make anappropriation of $6,000 
now they will build the schools and then they will come back 
and ask for an appropriation to keep up the schools and to keep 
the teachers; and if you doit for one year there will be appli- 
eations to do it for other years, and we will be asked to puss a 
bill for that purpose. 

Mr. MALLORY. These people are very differently situated 
from the people on the other naval reservations. There is no 
yard situated as this one. There is no other yard that has a 
population to any extent outside the yard itself. Here isa pop- 
ulation from 1,200 to 1,500 people outside the walls of the yard. 
One of these villages is situated on the east and one on the west. 

Mr. BYNUM. Why do not they get up private schools? 

Mr. MALLORY. Simply because they have not the means 
todo it. Why do not they get up private schools in the city of 
Washington? This House is appropriating every year for the 
maintenance of schools in the city of Washington, and the peo- 
ple in this community are far better off than those people inthe 
territory to which I have referred. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him another question? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The people of the District contribute 
one-half of the expenses of the government of the District. 

Mr. MALLORY. But the people of the District are not in 
& condition co ble to that of the people down there. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. But the gentleman knows personally 
that the Government has a great deal of taxable property here; 
and instead of having its property assessed and taxed atse much 
on the hundred or so much on the thousand dollars, Congress 

agreed to contribute one-half the amount necessary for the 
expense of the District government. 

Mr.MALLORY. Butthe Government down there owns every 
foot of the ground, and is not a taxpayer. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The Government of the United States 
is certainly under no obligation to pay for the education of those 
who reside on these reservations. 

Mr. MALLORY. I do not think it is, there or elsewhere. I 

not wish to be understood as contending that it is the duty 
of the Government to provide schools at these places; but I do 

k that under the circumstances, when you bear in mind the 

t these people are absolutely poverty-stricken, and are 

to provide me waa m for themselves, the Government should 
Provide schools on this reservation. 

This thing was recommended by Secretary Tracy; and the 


[ would ask the gentleman 
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oe Secretary, when he was chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, favored the bill, and every officer who has been 
down there, either as commandant or in a subordinate position, 
has been impressed with the necessity of the United States Gov- 
ernment doing something to provide these unfortunate people 
with an education. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I admit that this is an exceptional 
case in many respects, and a peculiar one, and I am very 


sorry 
of course, tooppose a measure which my [friend advocates and 
which comes as near to him as this does, but I do it entirely 
from a sense of public duty, because I consider that this would 
be a very dangerous precedent for us to establish. I think itis 
opening a deor to a kind of legislation that will give us a great 


deal of trouble hereafter. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. MAL- 
LORY] has referred to the anomalous condition of the people 
living on this naval reservation in his State. I want to refer 
to the anomalous condition of legislation in this House with re- 
gard to the education of children. We have passed an Indian 
appropriation bill carrying thousands upon thousands of dol- 
lars to educate Indian children. 

A MEMBER. Because they are our wards. |{Laughter.| 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I will come to the ward question in a mo- 
ment. Wesend United States troops out into the mountains of 
Arizona and other Territories to capture the children of the 
Apaches, Comanches, Kiowas, and other Indians whose main 
amusement has been the building of fires upon the bellies of 
American citizens. 

We send those captured children to an Indian school at Car- 
lisle, Pa., because, forsooth, gentlemen say they are the wards 
of the United States! The whole country is taxed to educate 
them. They are wards, are they? Well, what are these poor 
white and black children living upon this naval reservation and 
holding out their hands to the Government of this country, beg- 
ing for edueation—what are they, if not wards of the United 
States? They are certainly not the wards of the people of Flor- 
ida. They are children of nowhere. 

A MEMBER. They can get away from there if they want to. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Yes; and so can the Indian children get 
away, if you will let them; but when they do get away you run 
after them, recapture them, and send them back to school, and 
you tax the poor people of my district and of other Congressional 
districts to pay for their education. 

Now, I say that this country is great enough and broad enough 
to make no distinction between the children of the white man, 
of the black man, and the children of the red man. Above all, 
they can not afford to discriminate in favor of the children of 
the red man and against the children of the black man and of 
the white man. In this case they are certainly poorer than the 
Indian children, and they are calling aloud for an education. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is not the gentleman from New York aware 
of the fact that the education of the Indian children is paid for 
out of the Indian fund, out of money that belongs to the Indians, 
the proceeds of their lands which we have bought, and that this 
Government does not expend a cent of money out of the public 
Treasury for that purpose? 

Mr.CUMMINGS. No; I am not. It may be done in some 
cases; but who pays the expenses of running down the Indian 
children and capturing them and jugging them in your school 
at Carlisle? [Laughter.] Do the Indians? The Government 
does it, and you know it. These poor children on this reserva- 
tion in Florida have no opportunity to get an education unless 
through the aid of the Government of the United States. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I understand that these children 
on this reservation are not under the jurisdiction of the State 
of Florida? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. They are not. 

Mr. CANNON of illinois. They have no schools? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. They have no schools. 


Mr. CANNON of Llinois. And they are there on a Govern- 
ment reservation? 
Mr. CUMMINGS. They are there on a Government reserva 


tion, a legacy of the war, and they have noschools. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And if they are not educated by 
the action of the Government they will not be educated at all. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. That is the fact, and, Mr. Chairman, I 
hold that these children deserve an education, and are entitled 
to it just as much as the meanest papoose strung to the back of 
any squaw who tramps the plains of Nevada. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. By 
whose permission do those people reside on that reservation, 
and how do they make their living? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. That question has been answered three 
times already on this floor by the gentleman from Florida. I 
will repeat his werds if it will be any gratification to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], but the morning hour is 
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slipping away and itseems to me to be amighty infinitesimal way 
of defeating a bill to keep asking questions about it which have 
been already repeatedly answered. 

Mr. BLAND. I am only trying to getsome information about 
the matter. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that general debate be considered as closed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill by para- 
—_ for amendment. 

r. CUMMINGS. Mr.Chairman,I move the adoption of the 
amendments recommended by the committee. 

The committee amendments were read, as follows: 

In line 5, strike out ‘‘school”’ and insert “schools.” 

In line 8, strike out “school” and insert “ schools.’’ 

, line 10, strike out “five” and insert “six’’ before the word “ thou- 
sand. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that this 
bill be reported to the House with the recommendation that the 
enacting clause be stricken out. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 24, noes 64. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. SNODGRASS] and the gentleman from Florida [Mr. 
MALLORY]. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
2, noes 66. 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon this question the ayes are 2 and the 
noes are 66. No quorum has voted. The Chair understands 
that the gentleman from Tennessee does not withdraw the point 
of no quorum. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. [have not withdrawn it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule the Chair will be com- 
pelled to order a call of the roll—— 

_ SNODGRASS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order unless by 
unanimous consent, but the Chair will entertain it if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, as there are less than ten 
minutes of the morning hour remaining, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the hour be considered as having expired and that the 
committee now rise. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the Chair, Mr. DocKERY, from the Committee of the 
Whole, reported that they had had under consideration a bill (H. 
R. 103) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to establish and 
cause to be maintained a free public school, for children under 
17 years of age, at the village of Warrington, on the naval res- 

ervation on Pensacola Bay, in the State of Florida; perding 
which the morning hour had expired. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. When the —— order was called this 
morning, the Chair neglected to call the committees for reports, 
and will do sonow. 








CARACAS AWARDS. 


Mr. GEARY, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 756) for the application of the accre- 
tions of the Caracas awards of 1868 to the new awards made in 
1889 and 1890; which was referred tothe Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

CLOSING OF AN ALLEY IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, reported back favorably the bill (S. 2217) to pro- 
vide for the closing of a part of an alley in square 185 in the city 
of Washington, D. C.; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

REGISTER FOR STEAMER S. OTERI. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Interestate and Foreign 
Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (S. 1852) to provide 
an American register for the steamer S. Oteri; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. 

LIEUT. COL. FORWOOD AND DR. PENROSE. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported back jfavorably the bill (H.R. 7474) au- 
thorizing Lieut. Col. Forwood and Dr. George H. Penrose to 
accept certain testimonials from the Argentine Government; 
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which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accom pany. 
ing report ordered to be printed. ’ 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous consent, obtained leaye ty 
withdraw from the files of the House of the Fifty-secona Con. 
gress, without leaving copies. papers in the case of Mary Stewan 
Losseles; there having been-no adverse report. ; 

An then on motion of Mr. SAYERS (at 3 o'clock p. m.) th, 
House adjourned. ; 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE BILL. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. Cox, from the Committee oy 
Claims reported the bill (S. 1949) for the relief of James p 
North (Report No. 1359); which was referred to the Committe 
of the Whole House. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 30f Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BOATNER (by request): A bill (H. R. 7878) to facili. 
tate and expedite legal proceedings by the United States and 
other creditors against Government-aided railroad companies 
their officers, stockholders, and the trustees of their mortgages- 
to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A joint resolution (H. Res. 212 
to complete and publish the laws relating to street railway fran- 
chises in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Print- 
ing. 

By Mr. COVERT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 213) to correct 
abuses under the patent system, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Patents. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: . 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 7879) to re. 
move the charge of desertion now standing against James H. 
Waters—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 7880) for the relief of Charle: 
Morgan, M. C. Mordaci, C.B. Payne, and the Southern Steam- 
ship Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: A bill (H.R. 7881) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay the cost of paving about the 
public building in Fremont, Nebr.—to the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R. 7882) for the relief of Maj. San- 
uel T, Cushing—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 7883) for the relief of Ellis 
H. Roberts—to the Committee on Claimg. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Underclause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOATNER (by request): Memorial to Congress from the 
Kansas Pacific consolidated bondholders committee, for pas 
sage of bill to facilitate and expedite legal proceedings by the 
United States and other creditors against Government aided 
railroad companies, their officers, stockholders, and trustees 0! 
their en the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania: Petition of 111 citizens 
of Sixteenth district of Pennsylvania, against appropriation 0 
any money for support of sectarian schools—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Memorial of M. Swering, 8. J. Turner, 
John Schorr, and many other citizens of St. Paul, Minn., charg 
ing that Attorney-General Richard Olney is guilty of high 
crimes, ete., and subjecting him to impeachment—to the Com 
mittee on the J Soca a 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Petition of William Kirk- 
patrick, Charles A. Bissonette, Wallace B. Watson, and ~ 
others, citizens of Grand Rapids, and members of Knights of 
Labor, ae No. 3526, Grand Rapids, Mich., for the im- 

achment of Richard Olney, Attorney-General of the United 

tates—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania: Petition of G. N. Atwood 
and 44 other citizens of Camptown, Bradford County, Pa., against 


appropriations for sectarian schools as provided in the Indiaa 


appropriation bill—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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SENATE. 
FRIDAY, August 3, 1894, 


Prayer by Rev. J. H. M’Carty, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
rton. 

Te aa of Mr. FAULKNER, and by unanimous consent, the 

reading of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed 
ith. 

2 LOSSES BY CYCLONE AT PORT ROYAL, S. C. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a bill from the House of Representatives. 

The bill (H. R. 5371) for the relief of certain enlisted men of 
the Marine Corps was read twice by its title. 

Mr. McMILLAN. A similar bill is on the 
ask that the House bill be put on its passage. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I move that the bill (S. 1464) for the relief 
of certain enlisted menof the Marine Corps be indefinitely post- 

ned. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 6913) making appropriations for current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department, for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes, insisted upon its 
disagreement to certain other of the amendments of the Senate 
further insisted upon by the Senate, agreed to the conference 
asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. ALLEN, 
and Mr. WILSON of Washington managers at the conference 
on the part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H.R. 3606) to require railroad companies operating 
railroads in the Territories over a right of way granted by the 
Government to establish stations and depots at all town sites on 
the lines of said roads established by the Interior Department; 

A bill (H. R. 4611) to amend an act approved January 26, 1893, 
to authorize the construction of bridges across the Hiwassee, 
the Tennessee, and Clinch Rivers, in the State of Tennessee; 

A bill (H. R. 6814) extending the time for payment to pur- 
chasers of lands of the Omaha tribe of Indians in Nebraska, and 
ior other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6902) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Susie Conway; and 

A bill (H. R. 7071) to exempt the property of the Young Men’s 
Christian Association of the District of Columbiafrom taxation. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Calendar, and I 


Mr. FRYE. 
turers of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called Hatch antioption bill. The bill having been re- 
ported by the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, I move 
that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Cor- 
dova, Il]., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Augusta, IIL., re- 
monstrating against the support of the Government in main- 


taining the present system of sectarian Indian education, etc.; | 


which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PATTON presented memorials of M. W. Seymour and 48 
other citizens of Kalamazoo, Mich.; of F. W. Slater and sundry 
other citizens of Michigan, and of John E. Bradley and 48 other 
citizens of Michigan, remonstrating against the support of the 

vernment in maintaining the present system of sectarian In- 

education, etc.; which were referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE presented the memorial of Clinton G. Stickney 
and 210 citizens of Massachusetts, remonstrating against the sup- 
port of the Government in maintaining the present system of 
sectarian Indian education, etc.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2056) granting a pension to Ada J. 
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I present a memorial of sundry cotton manufac- | 
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Schwatka, widow of the late Lieut. Frederick Schwatka, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1692) granting a pension to William J. Murray, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Territories, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 353) to enable the people of 
New Mexico to form a constitution and State government, and 
to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the orig- 
inal States, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Territories, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4393) to provide for the admission 
of the State of Arizona into the Union, and for other purposes, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7006) to authorize the Wash- 
ington, Alexandria and Mount Vernon Electric Railway Com- 
pany to extend its line of road into and within the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HUNTON, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6415) to provide an 
immediate revision and equalization of real-estate values in the 
District of Columbia; also to provide an assessment of real es 
tate in said District in the year 1896 and every third year ther: 
after, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2263) to amend section 553 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, relating to the District of Columbia, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2133) to correct the military record 
of Capt. E. M. Ives, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom were referred the following bills, re- 
ported them severally adversely, and they were postponed in- 
definitely: 

A bill (S. 1690) for the relief of Peter M. V. Underwood; and 

A bill (S. 1555) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Louis F. Folger. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6384) for the relief of Walter S. McLeod, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on the Quadro-Centennial 
(Select), to whom was referred the bill (S. 2261) to further en 
courage the holding of a World’s Exposition at Atlanta, Ga., 
in the year 1895, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. CAFFERY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1945) for the relief of Holmes & Leathers, 
reported it withoutamendment, and submitted areport thereon. 


MRS. E. S. LUKE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2996) forthe relief of 
Mrs. E. S. Luke, widow of John L. Luke, late a soldier in the 
Black Hawk war, to report it favorably without amendment. 
As the bill proposes to pension a very aged woman, I ask unani- 
mous consent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Mrs. E. S. Luke, of Clarksville, 
Pike County, Mo., widow of John L. Luke, who served as a sol- 


| dier in the Black Hawk war, and to pay hera pension of $20 per 
| month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
RECONVEYANCE OF LANDS. 

Mr. MARTIN. Iam directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2259) pro- 
viding for reconveyance by the District Commissioners of certain 
lands to Andrew J. Curtis and Mary E. Curtis, to report it with 
amendments; and I ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will it lead to any discussion? 
I must object. 

Mr.MARTIN. Itwill not take three minutes to pass the bill. 
In this connection I ask the Secretary to read a letter from the 
Commissfeners of the District of Columbia, recommending the 
pessage of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration? 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to hear the bill read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us see what it is first. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill: and by unanimous consent the 


If it does, 


Is there objection to its present 
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‘Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
‘eration. 

Mr. MARTIN. Lask that the letter of the Commissioners of 
the District. be read, and that will be a sufficient explanation of 
the whole bill. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read if there be 
no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

OFFice or THE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, Aug. 1, 1894. 
Drar Sm: The Commissioners recommend favorable action on Senate 
il] 2269, ** enti ae reconveyance ao Commissioners of certain 
Jands to Andrew J. Curtisand Mary B. tis,” which was referred to them 
at your instance for their examination and report. The topography indi- 
cates that the street in question is not loca 80 as to be advantageously 


improved. Itis three and one-half miles east of the Capitol, has never been 
improved, and only serves at present to relieve the grantor from paying 


Senator IsHam G. HARRIS, 
hairman Senate Committee on District of Columbia, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Aocording to that statement, the convey- 
ance was made to the Commissioners in order to avoid taxes. 
If that is the case, the bill ought not to pass. 

Mr. MARTIN. Ican not hear what the Senator from Ohio 


says. 
r. SHERMAN. I should like to have the letter read again. 
The Secretary n read the letter. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The bill is all right then. Evidently it 
was the conveyance of a street to the District of Columbia. 
Mr. MARTIN, The land was originally granted to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, without any compensation whatever, for a 


specific and that has failed. 
The VICE-PRESLDEN t. The first amendment of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia will be stated. 


The SncreTaRY. The committee report to strike out the 
second section of the bill in the following words: 
Sxo. 2. That this act shall take effect from its passage. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reportedito the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee report as a further 
amendment to strike out the preamble. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


INSPECTION OF BOILERS. 


Mr. FRYE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4475) to amend section 4434 
of Title LII of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to re- 

rt it without-amendment. I had an interview with Inspector- 

neral Dumont yesterday, and he satisfied me as to the imper- 
ative necessity of the bill and the importance of its immediate 
passage. It is required by reason of a change in the test of the 
tensile strength of iron and steel. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Maine if it is the in- 
tention that the bill shall have immediate effect when it be- 
comes a law? If so, what will be the effect upon vessels which 
now have the character of boilers which the bill prohibits? It 
seems to me the law ought to take effect at some day in the fu- 
ture. 

Mr. FRYE. There is no difficulty about that, from the fact 
that the inspector-general explains to me that the only difficulty 
which can arise from this is that it changes the thickness of 
‘the iron and steel for boilers, and the result will be to reduce 
wery largely the amount of the pressure of steam the vessels 
—— 4 be permitted tocarry. Therefore this bill becoming a law 
avill not make any difference; it simply allows the vessels to con- 
tinue the pressure which they have now. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask the Senator from Maine to consent to an 
en the title, so that it will state the object of the 

Mr. FRYE. I donot wish todo that, because it is a House 
bill, and that will necessitate its return. 

Mr. HOAR. All manner of inconvenient and bad legislation 
gy through because some Senator will say, ‘‘ This is a House 

ll; let it go through as it is, or it will have to be sent back.” 
The amendment I propose can be acted upon in the House of 
Re ves in five minutes. 

= P. soa — not know canes that. 

r. HOA to the bill without an 
amendment of thowie. — oe 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator may object, and he will cause very 
@wious trouble by his objection. 


Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the title by inserting +) ; 
words “relating to steam boilers.” li 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not in order to amend th, 
title, the bill not having yet been passed. = 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to withdraw the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the report wi) 
be withdrawn. 4 

Mr. HOAR. We have adopted a rule requiring that ti, 
title of a bill shall state its object, and I object to departin. 
from that practice. . 

Mr. FRYE. The object is recited in the section. Tho bj!) 
is perfectly safe as it stands, and there will not be the least troy. 
ble about it to anyone, exceptin the imagination of the Senatoy 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator must know that the rules are 
to the contrary. This is in violation of the rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the : 
has been withdrawn. 

Mr. PRYE subsequently said: Iam instructed by the Commi. 
tee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (A. R. 4475) to 
amend section 4434 of title LII of the Revised Statutes of +! 
United States, to report it without amendment. 

ARREDONDO GRANT. 

Mr. PASCO. I am directed by the Committee on Pu! 
Lands, to whom was referred a concurrent resolution offered by 
my colleague (Mr. CALL], to report it with an amendment in thy 
nature of a substitute, and I ask forits immediate consideration 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. itis not a good way of doing business to 
have reports from committees acted upon as soon as they are 
made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution can only be consii- 
ered by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there any absolute necessity for the im- 
mediate age of the concurrent resolution? 

Mr. PASCO. There is, or I should not ask it. I understand 
and appreciate the urgency of the Senator from Missouri with 
reference to the appropriation bill. I ask that the coneurrent 
resolution may be now acted upon. It will not cause any lon 
delay. 

pommndenonn consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution which had been reported from the Com- 
mitiee on Public Lands, with an amendment to strike out ill 
after the resolving clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to sus. 
= the o ng of the lands in the Arredondo grant of 20.0)0 acres in 

lum bia unty, Fla., to entry under the land laws of the United States 
until the close the present Congress, unless there is further legislation 
with reference thereto before that time. 


Mr. PASCO. My colleague introduced the resolution, and | 
have received a petition from a number of respectable citizens, 
among them some of the most prominent men in Columbia County, 
with reference to the same matter, which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, where the resolution has been con- 
sidered. The petition reads as follows: 

We, the undersigned citizens of Columbia County, Fla., respectfully 4 
you to interest yourself in effecting an equitable settlement of the 4 
dondo land grant" question, so as to secure to our people who have 
actual possession of lands embraced within said grant for upwards 
years their homes without further trouble and expense. 

There were two grants of thisnmame. This is thesmaller one. 
It was claimed under the statutes providing for the esta)! 'si- 
ment and settlement of the Spanish land grants in Florida « 
other States; it was confirmed after appeal to the United States 
Supreme Court, but the lands included in the grant were no‘ 
set off to the grantees at the time in consequence of trou): 
in the county, the actual settlers on the land objecting to it and 
resisting it. Itwas not until 1882that the rightsof the granices 
were fully recognized and protected. The grantees were the), 
under a decree of the United States districtcourt for the north 
ern district of Florida, given scrip instead of the lands, whic 
they have since located, and the lands included in the grant 
then became a part of the public domain. Subsequently they 
were claimed by the Pensacola and Georgia Railroad Comp:2/, 
which was built through that section of country under the 
grant of 1856; but the Department has decided that the ‘ands 
did not pass by the granting act, because they were not» part 
of the public domain when the granting act was passed. 

Under these difierent conditionsconflicting claims have 215°" 
and are eer coe arise in increased numbers, and as set fort! 
in this petition which has been read, persons who have bec 
living upon some of these lands for thirty years are threatened 
with the loss of their homes. 

A part of this grant covered a portion of Lake City, and many 
citizens had built their homes and made improvements there. 
The two-sixteenths ofland extending intothe city have recen"'J 
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heen entered under a decision of the Land Office by the mayor 
of Lake City for the benefit of the occupants, but no sufficient 
relief can be secured for those living outside of the city with- 
out legislation. : : 

it has been considered best by my colleague and myself, in 
talking the matter over, that a bill should be deliberately pre- 
pared to cover all of these cases, and that in the mean time these 
entries be suspended, ao that there may be no confusion of titles, 
has arisen in the State of Iowa and other States in like cases. 
Mr, COCKRELL. There is no objection to the resolution. 
Mr. PASCO. I ask that the resolution may be passed, and as 
part of my remarks I ask to have inserted a communication 
from the Attorney-General, which sets forth the main facts in 
the case. st 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It 
sence of objection. 

The communication referred to is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, March 28, 1884. 

Sir: In reply to the resolution of the Senate of the 25th ultimo, in relation 
to the case of the Heirs of Arredondo vs. The United States, I herewith in- 
close a communication received to-day from the United States attorney for 
Northern Florida, dated March 25, 1834, together with a previous one from 
his predecessor, dated May 15, 1842. As upon the perusal of the former it 
seemed to me that the resolution had asked for amore specific statement of 
the proceedings and evidence in the case to which it referred, Ihavethisday 
directed that a copy of what, besides the decree, was done under the motion 
of 1881 shall be transmitted. Whenit shall have been received I will forward 


it to you. 
Very respectfully, 


as 


will be so ordered in the ab- 


BENJAMIN HARRIS BREWSTER, 
Attorney-General. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


OFFICE UNITED STATES ATTORNEY, 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA, 
Jacksonville, Mareh 24, 1884. 

Srr: In compliance with instructions contained in your communication of 
the 29th ultimo, I herewith report all the information within my power rela- 
tive to the suit of the heirs of Arredondo against the United States, relating 
to lands in Columbia County, Mla. 

The resolution of the Senate calling for this information, a copy of which 
you forwarded to me, is as follows: 


“In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 25, 1984. 


“ Resolved, That the Attorney-General be, aud he is hereby, directed to fur- 
nish the Senate with information as to the suitof the heirs of Arredondo 
against the United States, for the circuit court of the United States for the 
northern district of Florida, relating to land in Columbia County, Fla., 
and of the proceedings in said cause, and the time when the same was com- 
meneed, and as to the clatmants or heirs in said cause and the evidence 
therein, and all other material facts relating to the same, and the validity 
and justice of said claim. 

“Attest: 

“ANSON G. McCOOK, Secretary." 

The suit referred to was instituted and prosecuted inthe district court 
(and not the circuit court) for the northern district of Florida. 

The history of the claim and the proceedings therein, as they appear from 
the records, are as follows: 

In May, 1829, Benjamin Chaires ¢¢ al.filed their petitionin the superior 
court of East Florida asking for {he confirmation of a Spanish grant of 20,- 
000 acres in Columbia County, made to José de la Maza Arredondo. Adecree 
confirming the grant was made November 24, 1834, and an appeal was then 
taken to the Supreme Court of the United States. The Supreme Court, at 
its January term, 1836, held that the title of Arredondo was valid to all the 
land contained in these surveys (referring to the Spanish eurvey by Bur- 
geoin), afllrmed the judgment of the lower court (see 10 Peters, 308), and is- 
sued its mandate directing the lower court to take such further proceedings 
as in right and justice ought to be had,etc. (See copy of mandate hereto 
attached marked Exhibit A.) A petition fora rehearing was filed May “1, 
i844, and this petition was dismissed. (See 3 Howard, 611.) 

The grant was located wnder the decree by the surveyor-general in T.3 
and 45., R. 16 and 17 E. 

Atthe date of the confirmation many persons were residing upon the lands 
contained in the grant, and the surveyor-general was forcibly prevented by 
these residents from locating theclaim by a survey, and thereby segregating 
it from the mass of the public domain. 

In 188], the claimants, alleging that a large proportion of the lands cov- 
ered by the grant (about 13,000 acres) had been sold or otherwise disposed of 
by the United States, and claiming that the grant had never been located 
and surveyed, instituied proceedings in the United States district court for 
the northern district of Florida toobtain the benefit of the second section of 
the act of May 26, 1824, usually called the “Missouri act,’ extended to Fior- 
ida by the act of May 23, 1828. 

A hearing on this application was had in April, 1882, the United States 
being represented by J. B. Stickney, esq., the then district attorney, when 
thecourt being satisfied from the evidence and a report from the surveyor- 

eneral as to the facts, entered a decree granting to the claimants the bene- 

ts of the said second section of the act of May 24, 1824. (See copy of decree 

to annexed, Exhibit B.) On the rendition of the decree Mr. Stickney 

gave notice of an appeal, but never took any steps to prosecute the same, so 
as I could ascertain. 

Mr. Stickney died in November, 1882, and I was appointed district attorney 
{n December of the same year. On taking possession of the o‘lice I found 
no record of the case, and it did not appear on the docket. My attention 
Was first éalled to it sometime last year by Mr. Fairbanks. counsel for the 
Claimants, who informed me that the matter would be settled by the Gen- 
eral Land Office if the appeal was withdrawn, and that Mr. Stickney before 
his death had about concluded to withdraw the appeal. 

It was also brought to my attention by prominent citizens of Lake City 
~ officers of the State government, who represented that the interests of 

at whole community were suffering by the delay in a settlement. On 

an investigation of the claim I found from the records of the court 

had been regular tothe dateof the last decree made by 

court, and from all the information I could obtain it appeared 

only in the mind of my predecessor, Mr. Stickney, was 

wh, the should have land floats for the entire 20,000 acres, or 
be ether ey should have floats for only 13,000 acres (the amount disposed 

), and 7,000 acres of the lands included in the survey and still undisposed of. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


oo 


8143 


I found, further, that Mr. Stickney had reported the case in full to the 
\ttorney-General, and that by your letter to him dated May 25, 1882, you in- 
ed him that whether an appeal should be taken or not was a question 

1im to d », thus leaving the matter entirely to his judgment. Mr. 


r this licemse gave notice of an appeal, but proceeded no fur- 


the 

Aftera thorough examination of 

ppeal from the decree of the d rict ¢ 
the grant was a valid one; second, that 
benelits of the second section of the act of May 26, i824; third, that there was 
no error in the decree of the district court: and, lastly, that while the inter- 
ests of the Governmentcould suffer no injury, the interests of the people of 
Lake City, in Columbia County, and the interests of the State would be best 
sSubserved by a speedy settlement of the question, I, assuming that the same 
discretion given to my predecessor by your letter heretofore referred to 
was also given to me, concluded to withdraw the appeal, and accordingly 
entered into a stipulation to that effect. 

Lhave the honor to be, yours, very respectfully, 
ED. M. CHENEY, 


United States Attorney 


the case I could find no groun for 
t ; and being satistied, first, that 


the claimants were entitled to the 


mur 


} 
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Hon. B. H. BREWSTER, 
United States Attorney-General, Washington, D. C. 


EXHIBIT A, 
Mandate of the Supreme Court of the United Slates of America 


The President of the United States of America to the honorable the jude 
of the superior court of the United States for the district of Kast Plori 
greeting: 

Whereas lately, in the superior court for the eastern district of Morida, 
before you, in a cause wherein Benjamin Chaires, Peter Mirando, and Gad 
Humphreys were petitioners against the United States, the decree of the 
said superior court was in the following words, viz: ** The court doth order, 
adjudge, and decrse that this claim is valid, and that in accoriiance with 
the laws and customs of Spain, and under and by virtue of thelate treaty of 
amity, settlement, and limits the United States of America and the King of 
Spain, ratified by the United States of America 22d February, 1821, and w 
der and by virtue of the laws of nations and of the United States, it is 
hereby confirmed, adjudged, and decreed unto the said claimants to the ex 
tent, for the number of acres, and at the place as in the grant for the said 
land to Don José de la Maza Arredondo, and as in the plat and certificate of 
survey of the same made by Don Andres Burgevin, and dated the iéth of 
September, 1819, and filed herein, is set forth, to wit: A plece of land which 
contains 20,000 acres of land, situated on to the margin of a creek known as 
Alligator Creek. Said land commences at alittle above the head of said 
creek, and embraces an Indian town. distant about 80 miles from the post 
at Buena Vista and about 40 to the northwest of Paynes Town. The tirst 
line runs north 20° west 357 chains; begins at a pine marked (X), and ends 
at another marked (===). The second line runs south 70° west 560 chains 
and ends atastake. The third line runs south 20° east 357 chains, and ends 
at a pine marked (II); and the fourth lineruns north 70’ east 460 chains; as 
by the inspection of the transcript of the record of the said superior court, 
which was brought into the Supreme Court of the Untted States by virtue 
of an appeal. agreeably to the act of Congress in such case made and pro 
vided, fully and at large appears. And whereas, inthe present term of Janu 
ary, in the year of our Lord 1836, the said cause came on to be heard before 
the said Supreme Court, on the said transcript of the record, and was ar 
gued by counsel: On consideration thereof it is decreed and ordered that 
the decree of the said superior court in this cause be and the same is hereby 
affirmed, February 6. 

You, therefore, are hereby commanded that such further proceedings be 
had in said cause as according to right and justice and the laws of the 
United States ought to be had, the saia appeal notwithstanding. 

Witness the honorable Joseph Story, associate justice of said Su; 
Court, the 24 Monday of January, in the year of our Lord 1536, 

WM. THOS. CARROLL 
Clerk of the Supreme Court of the United Sta 


remo 


EXHIBIT B. 
In the district court of the United States, northern district of Florida 
BENJAMIN CHAIRES ET AL. VS. THE UNITED STATES. 


This case coming on to be further heard, on the 10th day of April 
fore the Hon. Thomas Settle, judge of the United States district court for 
t 
‘ 


12? be 


he northern district of Florida, and after hearing the proof and*allegatio 

»f the parties and of their respective counsel, to wit, G. R. Fairbanks, esq 
for claimants, and John B. Stickney, esq.,on behalf of the United States, and 
it appearing tothe court thata survey of said lands mentioned in said grant 
can be made so as to give the parties legally entitled thereto the benetit of 
the said concession; 

And it further appearing to the court by the evidence herein filed as well 
as from the record in this cause, and from the reportof the surveyor-genera 
also herein filed, that the said grant has never been located and surveyed by 
the United States and tnat a large portion of the lands covered by said gra 
have been heretofore sold or otherwise disposed of by the United Stat 
and the parties claiming title under said grant having applied to this court 
for the privileges guaranteed by the second section of the act of 26th May 
1821, entitled ‘An actenabling claimants to land within the linits of the State 
of Missouri and Territory of Arkansas to institute proceedings to try the 
validity of their claims,” extended and applied to Florida by an act for th 
purpose approved 23d May, 1828, as is claimed by theclaimants' counsel 
the applicability of the act of 1824 aforesaid to this case not being contest 
before this court: 

Therefore, on motion of said claimants’ counsel, it is hereby further or- 
dered, adjudged, and decreed, that the person or persons legally entitied to 
the said 20,000 acres. and to the benefit of said decree, are also entitled to the 
benefits of the provisions of the aforesaid second section of the act of Con- 
gress of 26th May, 1824; and that in virtue thereof they have the right to en- 
ter in any land office in the State of Florida, after the same shall have been 
offered :.t public sale, the like quantity of land equal to the whole area of 
said grant, to wit, 20.000 acres, in parceis conformable to sectional divisior 
and subdivisions in lieu of and in ful) satisfaction of said grant to the said 
Joseph M. Arredondo, in conformity of the provisions of the said second se 
tion of the act above referred to; and the lands heretofore sold or otherwise 
disposed of by the United States, which arecovered by said grant, are hereby 
confirmed to the parties having title to said lands from the United States, 
and the residue of the lands covered by the said grant shall hereafter be held 
and taken as a part of the public lands of the —y Sean, subject to the 

th ther public landsin same district 
same disposition as any other p ic THOMAS SETTLE, J : 
JACKSONVILLE, April 10, 1852. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to the resolution reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


HEIRS OF HENRY E. SIZER. 


Mr. McCLAURIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1406) for the relief of Eliza H. Yerger 
and Mary Virginia Rawlins, both born Sizer, daughters and only 
heirs at law of Henry E. Sizer, deceased, late of Jackson, State 
of Mississippi, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by the 
following resolution; which was read and ordered to be placed 
on the Calendar: 


Resolved, That the claim of Eliza H. longer and Mary Virginia Rawlins, 
daughters and only heirs at law of H. EB. Sizer, deceased, late of Jackson, 
State of Sseeeeeees. represented by Senate bill No. 1406, with all the papers 
relating thereto, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims 
to find the facts, proceeding under existing laws, whether, Seseene all stat- 
utes of limitation, the said claim mentioned in the said Senate bill, or any 
part thereof, an‘, if s0, what part, is under the laws of the United States a 
valid and subsisting claim against the United States. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAVIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2277) defining 
options and futuresand imposing special taxes on dealers therein, 
and for other purposes; which was read the first time by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A bill on the same subject having 
been reported, the bill introduced by the Senator from Minne- 
sota will lie on the table in the absence of objection. - 

Mr. WASHBURN, I move that the bill referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is not thata bill imposing taxes? Let the 
title be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title will be again stated. 

The SEcRETARY. A bill (S. 2277) defining options and futures 
and imposing special taxes on dealers therein, and for other 


re 
r. HARRIS. That bill ought to go to the Finance Commit- 
tee, where all tax bills go. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator enter a motion 
to that effect? 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has nota similar bill been considered by 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and been reported 
by that committee? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I donot know what are the provisions of 
this bill, but a bill for the same purpose has been considered 
and reported by the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
All such bills in the House of Representatives have been sent 
to the Committee on Agriculture, and there is where they prop- 
erly belong. The whole question of dealing in options or gam- 
bling in grain and food products should be considered by that 
committee. I think the idea of the Senator from Tennessee in 
asking that the bill be referred to the Committee on Finance is 
an entire mistake. 

Mr. HARRIS. If itis the object of the Senate to prostitute 
the taxing power to a wholly illegitimate purpose in order to 
take jurisdiction of a subject-matter over which Congress has 
no jurisdiction under the Constitution, then the argument of 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] is legitimate, 
logical, and true; but unless such be the object and purpose, if 
this bill be what it purports to be, a bill levying taxes, it should 
go to the Finance Committee, the only committee which deais 
with such questions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee, to refer the bill to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the bill introduced into the Senate is to 
raise money by taxation, I raise the point of order thatit ought 
to be in uced in the House of Representatives. It can not 
be introduced here. By the Constitution it has to originate in 
the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator is quite right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to the second reading of the bill. 
Let it lie over until to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made to the sec- 
ond reading of the bill, it will lie over until to-morrow, when the 
Chair will determine the point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2278) granting a pension 
to Matthew C. Read; which was read twice a title, and, with 

accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 


ns. 
Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S, 2279) to provide means for 
thering and storing rainwater in semiarid regions of the 
nited States, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
—— and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 





UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. GEORGE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 4609) to establish a uniform sys. 
tem of bankruptcy; which was referred to the Committee onthe 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


PROPOSED ISSUE OF TREASURY NOTES. 


Mr. ALLEN. I offer a resolution and ask for its present con 
sideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and the same is hereby. 4jc. 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 2264) for the relj¢y 5; 
the several States of the Union, and for other purposes, and that said bj) ha 
placed on the Calendar for present consideration by the Senate Ps 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the presep; 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that resolution be printed and go over, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President, I rise to a personal explang. 
tion. 

[notice in the Washington Post of this morning, in regard t 
the debate of yesterday, that when the resolution of the Senatoy 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] was under discussion 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] is made to say that in the 
amendment he proposed to offer to the resolution he was aiming 
only at Democrats, and he named a certain number of Deino 
crats, among them my colleague [Mr. DANIEL] and myself. | 
desire to ask the Senator from Texas if he meant to refer to my 
colleague and myself in the remarks he made yesterday? 

Mr. MILLS. I[ did not make any remarks. I simply offered 
anamendment. I will say to the Senator that the statement to 
which he refers is wholly unauthorized. I never opened my 
mouth to anybody on the subject, and I never dreamed of the 
Senator or his colleague when [ offered the amendment. Knov. 
ing both of them so long as I have known them, it never entered 
my mind that either of them was capable of a dishonorable ac 
tion; on the contrary, they are both honorable gentlemen ani 
oo of mine, and have been ever since we have been in pub: 

ic life. 

Mr. HUNTON. I felt assured before I appealed to the Sen: 
tor from Texas that he would reply to my interrogatory as he 
has done. 

I desire to say for my colleague and myself that we are not 
interested in any coal or iron mine orinany railroad which trans. 
ports coal or iron. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 0, 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on this day approved and signéd the following acts: 

An act (S.207) granting jurisdiction and authority to the 
Court of Claims in the case of the towboat Future City, her 
barges, cargoes, etc.; 

An act (S. 1399) to promote the efficiency of the naval militia: 


and 
An act (S. 2245) to prohibit the interment of bodies in Grace- 
land Cemetery, in the District of Columbia. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7477) making appropriations to sup 
ly deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
y une 30, 1894, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MATERIAL AND LABOR ON PUBLIC WORKS. 


Mr. VEST. In view of the fact that I am necessarily called 
away from the Senate on public business, I ask unanimous co" 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 86) for the 
protection of persons furnishing materials and labor for the co" 
struction of public works. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of ti 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. : 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator that if any one of °”” 

ersons is authorized to bring aseparate suitagainstacontrac’o" 
fe the name of the United States, there ought to be a provisio2 
like that which is made in the probate jurisdiction of the vario" 
States, that there shall bea responsible indorser upon the wri! 
Of course it is not intended to make the United States liable to 
the costs. 

Mr. VEST. No; that is expressly provided for. - 

Mr. HOAR. There should bea responsible indorser upo® ‘8° 
writ, who shall be liable for costs, otherwise the contract’! 
may be harassed by countless suits, and, the suits being /" ‘"" 
name of the United States, the plaintiffs would have no oblis¥ 
tion for costs. 
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Mr. VEST. Would not the party under the United States 

ractice be we to give a bond for costs? 

Mr. HOAR. do not think there is any law to that effect 
now. I have looked to see, but I have no knowledge of any such 


Ww. 
Nir. VEST. My impression is that the Federal courts in all 
cases require that a bond shall be given. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Missouriallow me to have 
added to the bill an additional proviso which I can dictate? I 
move to add: 


| 
| 


| 
Provided further, That the court in which such case shall be brought is | 
authorized to require proper security for costs in case judgment shall be for | 


the defendant. 

Mr. VEST. That is all right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Add as an additional proviso: 


Provided further, That the court in which such case shall be brought is 
authorized to require proper security for costs in case Judgment shall be 
for the defendant. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds will be stated. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Public Buildings 


ing redeemable at the pleasure of the holder since the resump- 
tion of specie payments, there is any reason for that prohibi- 
tion, is a question for Congress to determine. Still, there isa 
prohibition contained in all these laws against the taxation of 
the national securities. IfCongressshould repeal that provision 
of the act as to the bonds, it would bea clear violation of the 
public faith, because the bonds are continuing obligations, is- 
sued under exising law, some of them running for a period of 
thirty or forty years. Therefore, any change of the contract, 
during the term of the contract, would be an express violation 
of the public faith. 

Whether that rule would apply to a note, which is presenta- 


ble at pleasure and redeemable in coin, | have some doubt. Isee 
no reason in equity why greenbacks or United States notes, 
which are legal-tender money, should not be treated like all 
| other property and taxed by municipal, by State, and by gen- 


The amendments reported by the | 


and Grounds was, in line 6, before the word ‘‘ repairs,” to strike | 


out ‘‘extensive ;” so as to read: 


That hereafter any person or persons entering intoa formal contract with | 


the United States for the construction of any public building, or the prose- 
cution and completion of any public work or for repairs upon any public 
building or public work. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 21, after the words ‘‘ United 
States,” to insert ‘for his or their use and benefit;” so as to read: 

And shall be authorized to bring suit in the name of the United States for 
his or their use and benefit against said contractor and sureties and to prose- 
cute the same to final judgment and execution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


STATE TAXATION OF NATIONAL CURRENCY. 


Mr. GEORGE. I ask unanimousconsent that the Senate take 
up and consider the bill (H. R. 4326) to subject to State taxation 
national-bank notes and United States Treasury notes. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with amendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, [ wish the Senate to know 
what the bill is. 
to tax the greenbacks and United States notes, 
believe that that would be right; that money in any form should 
be treated like other property, and be subject to taxation. Yet 
it is perfectly clear that under the language of the law it would 
be a violation of the public faith, pledged in the acts providing 
for the issue of United States notes. In the acts authorizing 
the issue of United States notes of every form and every form 
of obligation there is an express exemption [from all State, 
national, or local taxation. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Mississippi to a clause 
I find in the act of 1864, one of the leading acts providing for 


The purpose of the bill is to enable the States | 
As arule, I | 


the issue of a large amount of bonds and Treasury notes, which | 


declares: 
And all bonds, Treasury notes, and other obligations of the United States 
shall be exempt from taxation by or under State or municipal authority. 

So under another act, passed at the same session, providing 
for an increase of the amount of United States notes, it is pro- 
vided: 

And such notes shall be exempt from taxation by or under State or mu- 
nicipal authority. 

The same provision is contained in the act of 1865, as follows: 

And all bonds or other obligations issued under this act shall be exempt 
from taxation by or under State or municipal authority. 

A similar oe is carried into what is called the refund- 
ing act of 1870, which provides that— 

All of which said several classes of bonds and the interest thereon shall be 
exempt from the payment of all taxes or duties of the United States, as well 
s A taxation in any form by or under State, municipal, or local au- 

That provision does not apply to United States notes, but all 
the other acts 


forbid all kinds of taxation, State, municipal, or national. 


| 


eral authority. I therefore do not see any injustice in it. 

All property ought to be taxed alike, and money held bya 
person at any time is property in the same sense that real estate 
or any other property is held as property. Therefore in nearly 
all the States there are laws levying duties on bank notes, on 
various forms of securities, on money 

Mr. PLATT. Money on hand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Money on hand, which includes gold and 
silver. 

The Senator from Mississippi, when I called his attention to 
the language of the law, said he would strike out the word 
‘*property.”” I ask to have read the clause in regard to taxing 
notes like other property. I think it is the iast clause of sec- 
tion 1. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Provided, That any such taxation shall be exercised in the same manner 
and at the same rate that any such State or Territory shall tax other prop- 
erty, Money or currency circulatingas money within its jurisdiction 


Mr. SHERMAN. At my suggestion the Senator from Missis- 
sippi agreed to strike out the word “‘ property” and say that no 
tax shall be levied upon United States notes, except such taxes 
are also levied upon all other forms of money. Gold and silver 
money on hand is liable to taxation by the laws of the State of 
Ohio and by the laws of mostof the States. I suppose. Whether 
United States notes shall be exempt any longer, after the notes 


The Secretary will read as 


| are redeemable at pleasure, on demand, is a question fo. the 


Senate to decide. Clearly such a provision extended to bonds 
would be a violation of public faith. 

[donot wish to interfere with the bill, except to have the 
Senate understand distinctly that this provision is in express 
violation of the law under which the notes wereissued. Whether 
the circumstances are so changed as to justify the taxing of this 
money is for the Senate to determine. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator from Ohio desire to be un- 
derstood as saying that if the amendment suggested by him, 
striking out the word “ property” is made, he will interpose no 
further objection to the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I see nofurther objection. I merely wished 
to state the fact that when the notes were issued it was expressly 
provided that they should not be taxable by State or municipal 
authority. Butas the notes are now, under the existing law, 
redeemable at pleasure, I do not see why any distinction should 
be made between property in United States notes and property 
in gold and silver coin. That is a question for the Senate to de- 
termine. 

Mr.GEORGE. Understanding that the Senator from Ohio 
will interpose no further objection to the passage of the bill if 
the word *‘ property ” in line 10, section 1, is stricken out, I move 
that that word be stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Mississippi will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In,line 10, section 1, before the word 
‘*money,” strike out the word ‘‘ property;” so as to make the 
proviso read: 

Provided, That any such taxation shall be exercised in the same manner 


and at the same rate that any such State or Territory shall tax othermoney 
or currency circulating as money within its jurisdiction 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iask that the amendments reported by the 
Committee on the Judiciary be now acted upon. 

The first amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was, 
in section 1, line 3, before the word ‘‘circulating,” to strike out 
‘fall;:” in line 4. before the words ‘‘ United States,” to strike out 


| all; in the same line before the word ‘‘other” to strike out 


| 


all;” in line 6, after the word “circulating,” to insert ‘‘or in- 
tended to circulate,” and inthe same line after the word “shall, 


providing for the issue of United States notes do | to strike out “‘ be subject to,” and insert ‘‘ not be exempt from;” 


so as to make the section read: 


Now, whether under the present circumstances, the notes be- | That circulating notes of national banking associations and United States 
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legai-tender notes and other notes and certificates of the United States pay: 
able on demand and circulating or intended to circulate as currency s 
not be exempt from taxation under the laws of any State or Territory: 
Provided, That any such taxation shail be exercised in the same manner 
and at the same rate that any such State or Territory shall tax other money 
or currency circulating as money within its jurisdiction. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If all the committee amendments. have 
been acted on I should like to have the bill read as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks for the reading of the billasamended. The Secretary will 
read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That circulating notes of national banking associations 
and United States legal-tender notes and other notes and certificates of the 
United States payable on demand and circulating or intended to circulate 
as currency shall not be exempt from taxation under the laws of any State 
or Territory: Provided, That any such taxation shall be exercised in the 
same manner and at the same rate that any such State or Ley em shall 
tax other money or currency circulating as money within its jurisdiction. 

Sno, 2. That the provisions of this act shall not be deemed or held to 
change existing laws in respect of the taxation of national banking associa- 


tions. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Does the bill come from the Committee on 
No. 


Finance? 

Mr. SHERMAN, 

Mr. HAWLEY. From what committee does it come? 

Mr. GEORGE. From the Committee on the Judiciary. I 
wil! state that a similar bill was passed by a unanimous vote by 
the Committee on the Judiciary several years ago, when J —- 
Edmunds was chairman, and it was unanimously passed by the 
Senate after debate. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire tomove to amend the bill by add- 
ing after the word “ taxation,” in line 7, the words ‘‘as money 
on hand.” 

Mr.GRAY. I suppose that is-all,that could have been meant. 
If that is not meant by the original bill, I agree with the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire that those words should be inserted. 
Could it be supposed that national-bank notes are to be taxed 
otherwise than as money on hand? 

Mr. CHANDLER. at is the explanation of the i 
of the bill, but inasmuch as the States tax money on hand, an 
it is the intention of the Senator from Mississippi only to pro- 
vide for the taxation of United States notes when they are 
money on hand—— 

Mr. GRAY. That is to provide for their nonexemption. 

Mr, CHANDLER. Like gold or silver, it seems to me the 
expression ‘‘money on hand” should be inserted in the pro- 
»osed act. 

’ Mr. GRAY. I think so. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘taxation,” in line 7, in- 
sert ‘‘as money on hand;” so as to read: 

Shall not be exempt from taxation, as money on hand, under the laws of 
any State or Territory. 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not object to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER]. 

Mr. TURPIE. I offer an amendment to the amendment, to 
meee after the words ‘‘as money on hand,” the words “ or on 

eposit.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from Indiana to the amendment of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Add, at the end of the amendment, the 
words ‘‘or on deposit,” 

Mr. COCKRELL (to Mr. CHANDLER). Accept it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I accept the amendment, and I under- 
stood the Senator from Mississippi to accept my amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ido aeneniee to it, so faras I amconcerned. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire as modified. 

The amendment.as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to move an amendment. [ move 
to insert ‘‘ gold and silver, or other coin,” so that the provision 
will apply equally to Treasury notes and gold and silver coin of 
the United States. I do not suppose such an amendment is nec- 
essary, but—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Not atall, because the word “money” is used, 
which embraces gold and silver. I will read the provision: 

Provided, That any such taxation shall be exercised in the same manner 
aa the same rate that any such State or Territory shall tax other 

Mr. HOAR. That is another point. 

Mr. GEORGE— 
or currency circulating as money Withinits jurisdiction, 


Mr. HOAR. I understand; but it is not there that I propose 


Avaust 3, 


my amendment. I propose my amendment in the authority {, 
tax. I do not want to have itappear that there is any distinction. 
Of course every Senator is familiar with the maxim express; 
unius est exclusio ulterius, and if we passa law authorizing the 
taxation of United States notes as money, that is the only 
statute on the — It might be claimed that a man with 
thousand or a million dollars’ worth of gold coin or silver coin 
in a vault would getoff. Sol want to have inserted after t) 
word “currency” the words “‘all gold, silver, or other coin.’ 
putting all money on the same footing. I suppose there wil] }. 
no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. TURPIE. I submit that there isno utility in the amen). 
ment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts. Theonly rea 
son why we are passing any act at allon the subject is becay 
the particular paper credit—that is, Treasury notesand others 
mentioned in the proposed act are exempt by law from taxation 
by and under State authority. Gold and silver coin of the Uni: 
States has neverbeensoexempt. Consequently it need not no 
be included in the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I entirely agree with the Senator from Indiana 
He is quite right. The amendment is not necessary, but it can 
do no possible harm, and I think it will avoid any misunder-. 
standing; that is all. I should like to have the amendmen: 
made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by th 
Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Add after the word “currency,” in lin 

And all gold, silver, or other coin. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to tly 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. TURPIE. I hope the amendment will not be insertec 
in the bill. The only effect it will have will be to cast serious 
doubt upon the construction of the e now used. I am 
not mistaken as to what thatis. Doubts originate soon enous): 
and readily enough without being assisted by suggestion here. 
But there is no necessity for the amendment. That is ad- 
mitted. Tho Senator from Massachusetts admits it. I think it 
is better that words not necessary should form no part of the 
enactment. 

Mr. PALMER. This bill comes from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and so far as I can understand it I may say that I 
favor the bill. Whatever language may be adopted in regard 
to determining the taxability of these notes satisfies me. ow- 
ever, I am impressed by one fact, and that is the reason why | 
make the inquiry I rose tomake. Why is it that in the pas! 
history of the country no such law has before been enacted by 
Congress? 

That leads me to ask the further question, Has not this sub- 
ject some financial aspects? May it not in some way affect the 
use, the ae of Treasury notes and other paper issue: 
by the Government forthe purpose of circulation? ill it, in 
other words, affect the Treasury in the slightest degree? I[ am 
not on terms with the Treasury; I am not supposed to feel any 
interest in the Treasury, and hence what I say will not be likely 
to startle or frighten anybody. Still I recognize the fact tha‘ 
the Treasury just now is in a situation at least which requires 
attention. 

Will this affect the Treasury in any manner whatever? Will 
it be likely to leaG to the presentation at the Treasury of this 
class of paper? In consequence of making this class of pape: 
subject to taxation will the Treasury be likely to be called upon 
for its redemption? Will this amendment affect that question 
in any way? Iam led to doubt on that point from the fact that 
more than thirty years have pessed since the Government com- 
menced.to issue redeemable paper, and yet that paper has never 
been subjected to taxation. 

Now, is there any danger that this may disturb the opera- 
tions of the Treasury or affect the use and acceptability of any 
paper described in this bill? If there is no such danger, I sm 
then led to inquire why thirty years have elapsed and more dur- 
ing which such a bill hasnever been passed. L[repeat, I will vote 
for the bill; but I desire to say that I am not quite sure of tle 
wisdom of legislating in respect to paper which depends for its 
value upon the ability of the Treasury to redeem it upon pres- 
entation. 

Mr.STEWART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senatorfrom Maine will state 
his point of order. 

. HALE. Has the deficiency appropriation bill been taken 
up by the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has. 

Mr. HALE. Then I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate has been considering 
the present bill by unanimous consent. : 

Mr. GEORGE. [hope the Senator from Maine will not inter- 
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e. We are very nearly through with the bill. It isavery 
important measure. I have the consent of the chairman of the 
committee for its consideration. 

Mr. HALE. The bill will open the whole volume of discus- 
sion on the great question of finance. I have no doubt that the 
Senator from Nevada, whois on the floor at the present moment 
seeking recognition of the Chair, has an amendment involving 
the free coinage of silver. 

Mr. STEWART. There is no doubt about it. 

Mr. GEORGE. I hope the Senator from Nevada will not pre- 
sent such an amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I guessed right. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator was correct. 

Mr. HALE. Therefore, when the Senator from Mississippi, 
with that in view, says that this bill can be disposed of in ten or 
fifteen minutes, or ten or fifteen hours, or ten or fifteen days, he is 
stating an absurdity; and I insist that the Senate shall go on 
with the regular order, which is the deficiency appropriation 
bill. I hope the Senator from Missouri will not be led into 
yielding for the consideration of such little bills that involve 
free silver and everything else. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Maine yield until 
my amendment can be offered? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from Nevada will be stated. 

Mr. STEWART. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. GEORGE. I hope the Senator from Nevada will not in- 
troduce that amendment. It willnot amount to anything. Let 
us get through with the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. It is in order, is it not? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada asks 
that his amendment may be read for information. 

Mr. HALE. Letit be printed. 

Mr. STEWART. It consists of only two short sections. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Letit be read. 

Mr. HALE. Read it, then. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Add at the end of the bill the following 
additional sections: 

Sxc. 3. That the silver coins of the United States shall be composed of 
standard silver. That of the silver coins the dollar shall be of the weight of 
412} grains; the half-dollar of the weight of 206} grains; the quarter-dollar 
of the weight of 1033 grains; and the dime, or tenth tof a dollar, of the 
weight of 41} grains. And that dollars, half-dollars, quarter-dollars, and 
dimes shall be legal tenders of payment, according to their nominal value, 
for any sum whatever. 





SEC. 4, That silver bullion brought to any mint of the United States for | 


coinage shall be received and coined wT" proper oflicers for the benefit of 
the de tor: Provided, That it shall lawful to refuse, at the mint, any 
deposit of less value than $100 and any bullion so base as to be unsuitable for 
the operations of the mint. 


Mr. STEWART. I will state that that is the act of 1837. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the | 


amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts. 
Mr, COCKRELL. 


the bill, use I was assured, and he doubtless fully believed 
it, that the bill would be passed inside of twenty minutes. 

Mr. GEORGE. It could have been passed in one minute. 

Mr, COCKRELL. It was upon that assurance that I did not 


make an objection, but I am compelled now to ask for the con- | 
sideration of the regular order, the deficiency appropriation 


bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the further 
consideration of the bill. 


Rn: TURPIE. I moveto take up the bill notwithstanding the 
objection. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 


the Senator from Indiana. 
Mr. TURPIE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. PEFFER. What is the motion? 


ing question is on the motion of the Senator from Indiana to pro- 
— scape the consideration of the bill which has been before the 
na . 
Mr. COCKRELL. It isa motion to displace the deficiency 
7 bill. 

r. GEORGE. I think the bill can be 
Mr. FAULKNER. I do not understan 
appropriation bill. It is not yet 2 o'clock. 

rt. HOAR. The appropriation bill was taken up by a vote 

of the Senate. 
Mr. HALE. It has already been taken > 
Mr. COCKRELL. The appropriation bill is pending before 
the Senate, having been taken up on my motion. As a matter 


that it displaces the 
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I did not object when the Senator from | 
Mississippi asked unanimous consent for the consideration of | 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair willstate that the pend- | 


d in five minutes. | 
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of course, if the motion of the Senator from Indiana prevails it 
displaces the ap ropriation bill. That is all there is about it. 

The VICE-P ESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIB]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from South Carolina |[Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smrru). 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am paired with the senior 
Senator from Wisconsin |Mr. ViLAs]. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I am paire 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBson]. 

Mr. WASHBURN (when his name was called). [ am paired 
with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vesv], but I am at liberty 
to vote on this question. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I wish to announce my pair with the senior 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 
| The result was annaunced—yeas 17, nays 33; as follows: 
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YEAS—17. 
Allen, Coke, Mitchell, Wis. Walsh 
Bate, George, Peffer, White 
Berry, Hansbrough, Pugh, 
Blackburn, Jarvis, Roach, 
Blanchard, Kyle, Turpie, 

NAYS—33. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hunton, Platt 
Allison, Faulkner, Lodge, Power, 
Brice, Frye, McMillan, Sherman, 
Caffery, Gallinger, Manderson, Stewart. 
Carey. Gray, Martin, Teller, 
Chandler, Hale, Mills, Washburn. 
Cockrell, Hawley, Palmer, 
Cullom, Hill, Pasco, 
Davis, Hoar, Perkins, 

NOT VOTING—35. 

Butler’, Gorman, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Call, Harris, Morgan, Smith, 
Camden, Higgins, Morrill Squire, 
Cameron, Irby, Murphy, Vest, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Patton Vilas, 
Dixon, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, Voorheas, 
Dubois, Lindsay, Proctor, Wilson, 
Gibson, McLaurin, Quay, Wolcott 
Gordon, McPherson, Ransom, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disa- 
greed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5575) 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
} ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other pur- 
poses, asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Say- 
ERS, Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts, and Mr. COGSWELL. man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2650) providing 
for the public printing and binding and the distribution of pub 
lic documents; agreed to the conference asked for by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon and had ap- 

ointed Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Mr. MCKAIG, and Mr. 

RODERICK, managers at the conference on the part of tho 
House. 





DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BIL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The deficiency appropriation bill 
will be proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 7477) making appropriations to supply defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 50, 
1894, and for prior years, and for other purposes; which had 
| been reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I hope there will be no further requests 
| for the consideration of bills. We will finish this bill in a very 
| short time. I ask that the amendments of the Committee on 
| Appropriations may be acted upon as they are reached in the 
reading of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
be pursued. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have been upon the floor for sometime 
desiring to ask for the consideration of the resolution that I sub 
mitted, and which was under consideration yesterday, propos 
ing an investigation of the Dominion Coal Company. In view 
of the admonitions of the Senator from Maine and the Senator 
from Missouri, I shall not make that request now, but I give no- 
tice that after the deficjency appropriation bill is disposed of I 


Without objection, that course will 
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shall press the consideration of that resolution. I now ask that 
the amendment of the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] offered 
to the resolution may be perfected and printed, if I can have 
the attention of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That can be done when the resolution is 


ealled up. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, it will be 
e29 ordered. The reading of the bill will be proceeded with. 

The Secretary proceeded toread the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 2, line 5, after 
the word ‘ incurred,” to strike out ‘‘$12,000,” and insert: 

Ten thousand six hundred and forty-three dollars and twenty-two cents 
each, $31,929.66. 

So as to make the clause read: 

Intercontinental Railway Commission: To pay the salaries of the three 
United States commissioners of the Intercontinental Railway Commission 
in full for all services heretofore rendered or that may hereafter be ren- 
dered, and to reimburse them for expenses incurred or to be incurred, 810,- 
643.22 each, $31,929.66, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 5, to insert: 

Boring Sea Arbitration: To enable the Secretary of State to pay E. J. 
Phelps and James ©. Carter for their services as counsel before the Bering 
Sea Tribunal of Arbitration the sum of $15,000 each, $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 16, before the word 
‘ cents,” tostrike out ‘eight hundred and fifty-three dollars and 
ninety-six”’ and insert ‘‘nine hundred and fifty-six dollars and 
ninety-eight;” so as to make the clause read: 

Salaries, chargés d'affaires ad interim: To pay amounts found due by the 
accounting officers on account of salaries, chargés d'affaires ad interim, for 
the fiscal year 1893, $8,956, 98. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 2, before the word 
‘‘cents,” to strike out ‘‘two hundred and forty-nine dollars and 
nine” and insert ‘‘seven hundred and sixty-four dollars and 
eighty-five,” and in line 4, before the word ‘‘ cents,” to strike 
out ‘twenty-four thousand six hundred and sixty-six dollars 
and thirty-eight” and insert ‘‘twenty-five thousand one bun- 
dred and eighty-two dollars and fourteen;” so as to make the 
clause read: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of con- 
tingent expenses foreign missions, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 
1893, 824,764.85; im all, 825,182.14. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 5, to insert: 

For contingent expenses United States consulates, 840,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 13, before the word 
‘‘eents,” to strike out “ forty-six thousand four hundred and 
thirty-seven dollars and four” and insert ‘forty-seven thousand 
three hundred and eighty-three dollars and eighty-eight:” so 
as to make the clause read: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of con- 
tingent expenses, United States consulates, for the fiscal year 1893, $47,383.88, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 17, to insert: 

That the accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized and 
directed to settle the accounts of Emory H. Taunt, late United States com- 


mercial agent at Boma, in the Lower Congo Basin, for salary and expenses, 
by credit, him with the follow sums, namely, $3,996 for the fiscal year 


‘1890 and $4, for the fiscal year 1891, being the sums advanced to said Em- 


ory H. Taunt on account of said fiscal years, oes and for which no 
vouchers for the portion of the same used for his expenses can be obtained 
by reason of his death and the loss of his papers. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 10, to insert: 


To pay. amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury for 
books, 818. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 18, to insert: 


For horses and wagons: To pay amounts found due by the accountin 
officers of the Treasury for services rendered from July to November, 189? 
fiscal year 1893, $83.17. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 23, to insert: 


To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury De- 
partment for advertising, fiscal year 1893, $2.87. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 23, after the word 
**hundred,” to insert ‘‘and two;” so as to make the clause 
read: 


Lands and other property of the United States: For care, custody, and 
protection of lands and other property of the United States, $102. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 15, to insert: 


To pay the North American Commercial Company the sum of $59, and 
Messrs. ‘ Foster & Co. the sum of $15.55; in all 8474.55, for transportation and 


AUGUST 3, 


— 


Gomis, furnished nine men belonging to the crew of the wrecked par 
James Allen, rescued by the Bear June 12, 1894. — 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 7, to insert: 


Payment to Donald Macmaster: To pay Donald Macmaster, attorney at 
law, Montreal, Canada, for services and expenses incurred in defendin» 
Deputy Collector of Customs E. H. Twohey and Special Agent ©. J. Smit!) 
arrested and tried in that city for alleged conspiracy, $1,532.98. , 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 22, to insert: 


Payment to J.G. McCoy: To reimburse Chinese inspector J. G. MeCoy 
amount paid for counsel to represent the interests of the United States i, 
the case of Charles Bodman, ” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 2, to insert: 

Customs officers: That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is herepy 
authorized and directed to pay to all officers of the «1stoms whose terms 67 
office have expired, or shall expire, before the appvintment and qualitic, 
tion of their successors, and who have been performing, or shall perform 


the duties of their respective offices after the date of such expiration, ths 
salaries, compensation, fees, or emoluments authorized or provided by jaw 


in each case, for the respective incumbents of the offices: Provided, Th; 
such payment shall be made for any services rendered by any such oficer 
wrongfully holding after the appointment and qualification of his successo) 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 23, to ins: 
REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


To pay the Alaska Commercial Company for coal furnished United States 
revenue steamer Corwin in July, 1892, being for the service of the tis 
year 1892, 6375. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 22, to insert. 

To pay amounts set forth in Senate executive document No. 148 of this 
session, for expenses of buoyage, fiscal years 1889, 1892, and 1893, $944.80 

The amendment was agreed to. \ 

The next amendment was, on page 11, after ljine 3, to insert 
Supplies of light-houses: To pay the Chicago, Rock Island and Paci 
Railway Company for transportation furnished in January and March, 1803 

being for the service of the fiscal year 1893, $1,585.62. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 10, to insert 


San Luis Obispo light-station, California: To pay the Western Union 
Telegraph Company for telegrams sent for the officers of the Light-Hous 
Establishment, tiscal year 1809, 47 cents. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 13 to insert: 


Payment to Thomas G. Hayes: Toenable the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to Thomas G. Hayes, late United States attorney for the district of 
Maryland, #600, the amount approved by the Attorney-General for lega) 
services rendered, under direction of the Attorney-General, in defending 
the Government's title tothe site of Hawkins Point light-house, Mary 
land. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 18, to insert: 


For appraisers’ stores at Chicago, Ill.: For liquidation of outstanding con 
tract abilities, $189.78 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 2, to insert: 


For court-house and post-office at Helena, Ark.: For approaches and com 
pletion of building, 810,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 6, to insert 
Mint at Philadelphia: For incidental and contingent expenses, £16,909.37 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 20, to insert: 


For freight on bullion and coin, by registered mail or otherwise, between 
mints and assay offices, 85,503.85. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 6, to insert: 


For contingent expenses, Territory of Oklahoma, to be expended by tLe 
governor, 82,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 19, to insert: 

For repairs to the Holt mansion to make the same suitable for occupa! 
ana for office furniture, including the items set forth hereunder in House 
Executive Document No. 103 of this session, $426.57. 

The amendment wasagreed to... 

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 24, to inser 

To reimburse the Smithsonian fund for assuming the expeuses of !ador 
and materials for repairs urgently necessary for the preservation of the H 
mansion, including the items set forth hereunder in House Executive Dow 
ument No. 108 of this session, $499.45. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on pa @ 20, line 11, after the word 
‘“‘commerce,” to strike out “ including expenses in the emp!0oy- 
ment of counsel,” and in line 13, after the word ‘‘ to,’ to strike 
out ‘‘ execute and enforce; so as to make the clause read 

That the unexpended balances of the appropriations for the Interstate Com 
merce Commission for 1892 and 1893 are hereby ea age and made 
available for expenditure durisig the fiscal years 1894 and 1895, to enadic "© 
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, ission to properly carry out the objects of the ‘‘Act to regulate coim- 
waren,” to give effect to the provisions of said act and all acts and amend- 
ments supplementary thereto. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 3, to insert: 

State and Territorial homes: For continuing aid to State and Territorial 
nomes for the support of disabled volunteer soldiers, in conformity with the 
act of August 27, 1888, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 32 to insert: 


To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of trans- | 


portation of officers traveling under orders under the appropriation ‘ Pay, 
toiscellaneous,” being for the service of the fiscal year 1893, $1,008.76. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 5, to insert: 
To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of trans- 


portation of ofiicers traveling under orders under the appro priation “ Pay, | 
o 


miscellaneous,’ being for the service of the fiscal year 1892, $685.12. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 34 to insert: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of freight, 
under the appropriation ‘‘ Contingent, Marine Corps,’’ being for the service 
of the fiscal year 1894, $278.04. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 5, to insert: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on accountof freight 
and traveling expenses under the phe ation ‘‘Contingent, Marine 
Corps,” being for the service of the fiscal year 1893, $92.11. 

The amendment was agreed to. : ‘ 

The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 10, to insert: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of travel- 
ing expenses under the appropriation ‘‘ Contingent, Marine Corps,”’ being 
for the service of the fiscal year 1892, $17.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 17, to insert: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of freight 
under the appropriation, ‘Contingent, Bureau of Ordnance,’’ being for the 
service of the fiscal year 1893, 882.2 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 3, before the word 
“eents,” to strike out ‘'$70.50,” and insert ‘*$91.25;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of medi- 
cines and medical attendance, under the appropriation ‘‘ Medical Depart- 
ment, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery,” being for the service of the fiscal 
year 1893, 891.25. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 9, to insert: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of 
freight and traveling expenses under the appropriation ‘‘Contingent, Bu- 


reau of Medicine and Surgery,”’ being for the service of the fiscal year 1893, | 


$346.18. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 2, before the word 
cents,” to strike out ‘‘six hundred and fifty-five dollars and 
forty-two” and insert ‘‘ two thousand two hundred and forty- 
two dollars and thirty-four ;” so as to make the clause read: 

Contingent: To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on ac- 
count of fref~ht, under the appropriation ‘‘Contingent, Bureau of Supplies 
and Accounts’’ (except for service over Pacific railroads), being for the serv- 
ice of the fiscal year 1893, #2,242.34. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 5, to insert: 


Payment on account of the Amphitrite: To pay to the Harlan and Hol- 
lingsworth Company, of Wilmington, Del., for work done and materials 


furnished in connection with the rebuilding of the double-turreted monitor | 


Amphitrite, 34,891.73. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 11, to insert: 


Payment to Theodore D. Wilson: For payment to Naval Constructor 
Theodore D. Wilson, United States Navy, for services as acting chief con- 


structor, $1,018.63, being the difference in his pay as a navai constructor and | 


that of chief constructor from March 4 to December 14, 1886, inclusive 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 18, to insert: 

Accounts of T. T. Caswell: The accounting officers of the Treasury are 
hereby authorized and directed to pass the following vouchers under the 


respective appropriations from which paid by Pay-Inspector T. T. Caswell, 
United States Navy, Navy Pay Office, Washington, D.C., namely: Charles P 


Calvert, $190, eo ‘*Naval WarCollege and Torpedo School, 1892,"° | 
, 1892; 


paid October C. P. Calvert, #65, appropriation ‘* Naval War College 
and Ssupese School, 1893,"" paid November 14, 1892, and F’. R. Hanna, $40.50, 
appropriation “ Pay, miscellaneous, 1893,’’ paid February 9, 1893. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 7, to insert: 


Remission of penalties on the Bennington: That the Secretary of the 
avy is pareby authorized and required to remit‘to N. F. Palmer, jr., & Co., 
of New York ty, the time penalties exacted by the Navy Department un- 
der the contracts with said company for the construction of gunboat num- 
3, known as the Concord, and gunboat numbered 4, known as the Ben- 
nington, the United States having suffered no Gomags by the delay in the 
construction of the said gunboats, and the sum of 18,600 is hereby appropri- 
ated for the purpose. 
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Mr. PLATT. I move toamend the amendment by inserting 
| before the word ‘‘ Bennington,” on page 39, in line 8, the words 
‘**Concord and;” so as to read: 

Remission of penalties on the Concord and Bennington. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendnient as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 40. after line 
| 5, to insert: 
| For rent of stables, for use of the Interior Department, for part of fiscal 
} 


year ending June 30, 1894, 8540. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 40, line 16, after the word 
repairs,” tostrike out ‘'$11,000” and insert ‘* $10,882.74;" so as 
| to make clause read: 


Lighting the Capitol and grounds: For lighting the Capitol and grounds 
| about the same, including the Botanic Garden, and the Senate and House 
| 


stables; for gas and electric lighting; for use of electric-lighting plants in 
Senate and House wings at not exceedidg 2200 per month during the sessions 
| of Congress; pay of superintendent of meters. lamplighters, gasfitters, and 


for materials and labor for gas and electric lighting, and for general repairs, 
$10,882.74, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 11, to insert: 


To reimburse B. F’. Allen, special agent of the Land Office, for services and 
expenses incurred as such agent from August 26 to September 23, 1893, inclu 
sive, under direction of the United States district attorney of the southern 
district of California, $160.50. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 17, to insert: 
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 
To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury for 
pasturing public animals in June, 1803, being for the service of the fiscal 
| year 1893, 877. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 20, to insert: 
Instead of the Digest of the Eleventh Census, provided in “An act to pro 
vide for the publication of the Eleventh Census,”’ approved February 
1893, there shall be prepared and printed from existing plates, so far as pra 
ticable, and not to exceed 300 octavo pages, a second edition of the Abstract 
of the Eleventh Census, as provided tn “An act to provide for further cd 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes,”’ approved April 21, 
1894. The number of copies and distribution of such abstract shall be as pro 
vided for the Digest of the Eleventh Census. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
| The next amendment was, on page 44, after line 24, to insert: 
| Forstationery, fiscal year 1894, 867.27 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 45, after lino 11, to insert: 
| For miscellaneous expenditures as set forth in Senate Executive Docu 
ment No. 155, of this session, as follows: 
| For 1894, 8484.16. 
For 1893, #39.47. 
For 1892 and prior years, $31.67. 
For transportation, 1804, $382.13. 
For purchase of books for department library, #855.55 
lor reimbursement of Cecil Clay for actual expenses incurred under the 
direction of the Attorney-General in the matter of the sale of certain land 
near Fort Mifflin, Pa., under act January 6, 1803, $17.20, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 46, line 21, after the word 
| out,” to strike out ‘‘ of the appropriation for maintenance and 


keeping prisoners” and insert ‘‘any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated; ” and in line 25, after the word “‘ terri- 
torial,” to strike out ‘* prisons” and insert ‘‘ penitentiary:” so 
as to make the clause read: 

Territory of Arizona: That the Attorney-Seneral shall pay ou ny 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such sums as may be 
found equitably due upon examination, to the Territory of Alaska fo 
maintenance of Indian convicts in Territorial penitentiary 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out the entire clause. 
The committee proposed to amend it, but after reporting the 
| amendment we find it is better to put the whole clause in confer 


ence. Therefore I ask ihat the amendment which has been 
stated be disagreed to,and that the whole clause be stricken out. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER(Mr. WHITE inthe chair). The 


question will first be on the amendment to the clause which has 
been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COCKRELL. NowlI move tostrike out the entire clause. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 50, line #, after 
the word ‘‘ settlement,” to insert: 

And to pay John F. Stone, an assistant to the United States attorney for 
said Territory. for services and expenses in making investigation of the 
claim of said W.C. Jones to ascertain what portion thereof was properly 
payable by the United States, the sum of 846.60 


So as to make the clause read: 


Deputy marshals in Oklahoma: The Attorney-General 1s hereby auchor- 
ized to pay the claims of certain deputy marshals named in House Execu 
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tive Document No. 107 of this session, amount to $1,542, for services at 
the opening of the Iowa and the Sac and Fox Indian agencies in Oklahoma 
and the claims of W. C. Jones, late United States marshal for the dis- 
trict of Kansas, amounting to 3830, and of Edward P. Kelly and Jesse J. 
Graham, amounting to 8642 each, for services and expenses in peegaat for 
and in the opening of Oklahoma Territory to settlement, and to pay John 
¥’. Stone, an assistant to the United States attorney for said Territo for 
services and expenses in =e investigation of the claim of said W. C. 
Jones to ascertain what portion thereof was properly payable by the United 
States, the sum of $46.60, from the unexpended balance of the appropriation 
of $20,000, made by the deficiency act of July 28, 1892, for “‘ deputy marshals 
in Oklahoma."’ 

The amendment was agreed to. : : 

The next amendment was, on page 50, after line li', to insert: 

For expenses of the judge of the United States court in the hidian Terri- 
tory, 8500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 23, ofter the word 
‘‘marshals,” to strike out ‘for fees and expenses of marshals, 
United States courts, $50,000,” and insert: 

For defraying expenses incurred by marshals in executing orders, war- 
rants, and processes of United States courts for the protection of property 
in the hands of receivers of such courts, and for the arrest and detention 
until trial of persons arrested for violating such orders, and resisting the 
execution of such warrants and processes, to be audited and allowed by the 
Attorney-General, $125,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, line 7, before the word 
* cents,” to strike out ‘‘ two hundred and five dollars and fifty- 
two,” and insert “‘three hundred and eighty-four dollars and 
twelve;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For 1893, $20,384.12. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on e 53, line 19, before the word 
“cents,” to strike out ‘‘sixty dollars and sixty,” and insert 
“ninety-two dollars and thirty-five;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

For 1893, $16,492.35. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, line 22, before the word 
“cents,” to strikeout ‘ forty-eight dollars and sixty ” and insert 
“three hundred and forty-three dollars and ten;” so as to make 
the clause read: : 

For 1801, $343.10, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page ee tae 24, before the word 


‘*cents,” to strike out ‘‘ ninety-five dollars and ten” and insert 
‘three hundred and seventy dollars and forty;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For 1890, $870.40. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, line 2, before the word 
‘‘ cents,” to strike out ‘‘two hundred and nineteen dollars and 
forty-five,” and insert “eight hundred and seventy-four dollars 
and forty;” so as to make the clause read: 

For 1889, 8874.40. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on pare 54, after line 2, to insert: 

For 1888, 8645.60, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 4, to insert: 

For 1887, $235.80. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 6, to insert: 

For 1886, $253.35. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 8, to insert: 

For 1885, $44.70. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 17, to insert: 

For 1804, 865,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, line 22, before the word 
* dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five thousand one hundred and 
twenty-eight” and insert “‘forty thousand eight hundred and 
thirty-four;” so as to make the clase read: 

For 1898, $140,834.37. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 23, to insert: 

For 1802, $93. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 
“cents,” to strike out ‘‘ seven: 
sert ‘one hundred and fifty~ 
as to make the clause read: 

For 1889, $159.79. 


The amendment wasagreed to. 


55, line 7, before the word 
ve dollars and sixty” and in- 
dollars and seventy-nine;” so 
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The next amendment was, on page 56, line 2, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “ fifteen” and insert “ twenty;” so as 
to make the clause read: 

For 1894, 820,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, line 7, before the word 
dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ ninety-nine” andinsert ‘* one hundred 
and fourteen; so as to make the clause read: 

For 1888, $114.50. 


Theamendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, line 8, before the word 
‘‘doliars,” to strike out *‘ fifteen” and insert ‘‘ sixty;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For 1887, 860. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, line 18, before the word 
thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ten,” and insert ‘‘ twenty; ”’ 
make the clause read: 

For 1894, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 12, to insort 

To pay the amounts reported in House Executive Document No. 13: 
the present session, for pay of special assistant attorneys, $2,082. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the amendment may be 
agreed to, as that amount bas been paid. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 16, to insert: 
For payment to Edwin Walker, special assistant United States attorney 
for services in the suit of Ephraim Sells and another against the province 
a Wales, in the superior court of Cook County, Il., November 

Mr. COCKRELL. I offer the amendment which I send tothe 
desk, to come in immediately after the amendment which has 
just been adopted. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the amendment just adopted it is pro- 


posed to insert: 

Por payment to Patriek H. Winston for legal services rendered the Unite 
States in 1898, as reported in House Executive Document No. 92, Pifty-thiri 
Congress, second session, $690. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendmen’ 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 58, after li 
21, to insert: 

To pay amounts set forthin Senate Executive Documents Nos. 148 ani! 
165, of the present session, for inland mail transportation by railroad 
routes, exclusive of Pacific railroads, being a deficiency for the fiscal yea 
1893, $42,756.61. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 59, after line 8, to inse: 

To pay amounts set forth in Senate Executive Document No. 148, of | 

mt session, for mail depredations and post-office inspectors, being 
ciencies, as follows: 

For 1893, &. 

For 1892, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 59, after line 22, to inser 

To pay amounts set forth in Senate Executive Document No. 148, of the 
present session, for advertising, being deficiencies, as follows: 

For 1893, $140.75. 

For 1892, $432.90. 

For advertising, fiscal year 1894, 35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 60, after line 6, to insert: 

Rent, fuel, and light: For rent, fuel, and lights for first-class post 
fiscal year, 1893, $2,149.66. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 60, after line 15, to insert: 

To pay amounts set forth in Senate Executive Document No. 148, of the 
present session, for mail messenger service, being adeficiency for the ‘sca 
year 1893, $311.40. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 61, after line 6, to insert: 

Railway post-office clerks: To amounts set forth in Senate Executiv’ 
Documents Nos. 148 and 165, of the present session, for railway post-ofice 
clerks, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1893, $482.61. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on 61, line 17, after the word 
three,” to insert ‘‘and Senate Executive Document No. 16), 0! 
the present session; so as to make the clause read: 

Compensation of postmasters: For amounts to reimburse the posta! reve 
nues, being the amount retained by inexcess of the appropria- 
tions, inel the amounts set in House Executive Document No 
103 and Senate tive Document No. 166, of the present session, for the 
fiscal years as follows: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 61, line 20, after the word 


80 as to 








1894, 


“and,” to strike out “$35,792.87” and insert “ $36,027.77;" so | for their packing boxes, and I think it is an improper item 
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as to make the clause read: either for the past or for the future. 
For 1893, $636,027.77. Mr. COCKRELL. I did not understand what the Senaio) 
The amendment was agreed to. said, but it is a strange way of reforming to begin to repudiate 
The next amendment was, on page 61, after line 25, to insert: an honest debt, simply because the debt ought not to have been 


Compensation of postmasters: To pay amounts set forth in Senate Ex- contracted inadvance. I hope the amendment will be agreed to. 


ecutive Document No. 148, of the present session, for compensation of The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onthe amendment 
postmasters, being deficiencies as follows: 


98, 89,018.53 which has been read. 
Bor ege, 82 203.44. The amendment was agreed to. 
For 1892, $2,293.44. e ent S agreed t 


dment was agreed t The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
The amen SEROne aN ai as — m ; ’ of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page (4, after line 
The next amendment was, on page 62, after line 7, to insert: 


11, to insert: 
To reimburse H. A. W. Tabor, late postmaster at Leadville, Colo., for ex- Ses iti — et a 
nditures incurred by him for rent, light, fuel, and for clerk hire from | , van ie neat at pamehonss for the stenage of ee documen 
April 1, 1878, to February 4, 1879, $3,869.94. n the Maltby Building, from June 17 to 30, 1894, 873.5 


The amendment was agreed to. The amendment was agreed to. : R . 
The next amendment was, on page 62, after line 13, to insert: The next amendment was, on page 64, after line 15, to ins 


1 For services rendered and expenses incurred in protecting the buiid 
oe era AD by nim from Jamtlary & 188) to Mareh Bi, 1882 1350,” | 2Nd property of the Senate of the United States from April 25 to May 





1804, 3169. 
The amendment was agreed to. T 
‘ 16 amendment was agreed to. 
9 - 
The next amendment was, on page 62, after line 18, to insert: The next amendment was, on page 64, after line 19, to insert 


To reimburse the legal representatives of Royal M. Hubbard, late post- 
master at Longmont, Colo., for rent of office paid by him from April 1, 1881, 
to June 30, 1883, #600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 62, after line 23, to insert: 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR. 

For contingeut expenses, namely: For furniture, carpets, ice, lumber, 
hardware, goods, advertising, telegraphing, telephone service, express- 
age, storage for documents, not to exceed $500; repairs of cases and furni- 
ture, fuel and lights, soap, brushes, brooms, mats, oils, and other absolutely 
necessary expenses, $141.06. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 63, after line 16, to insert: 

SENATE. 

For expenses of maintaining and equipping horses and mail wagons for 
carrying the mails, fiscal year 1893, $579.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Tne next amendment was, on page 63, after line 21, to insert: 

for purchase of furniture, fiscal year 1893, $161.25. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 63, after line 24, to insert: 

To pay P. Hanson Hiss Manufacturing Company for carpeting, decorat- 
ing, und furnishings in rooms 63 and 65, Maltby Building, $220.31. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, $11,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 64, after line 21, to insert 
To reimburse Official Reporter of the Senate for moneys paid by him dur 


ing the first and second sessions of the Fifty-third Congress for clerical hire 
and extra clerical expenses, $7,750. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 65, to insert 

To pay to Florence 8S. Vance, widow of the Hon. Zebulon B. Vance, de 
ceased, late a Senator from the State of North Carolina, $5,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That amendment may be disagreed to as 
a similar amendment was inserted in the sundry civil appropri- 
ation bill, and has already passed the Senate. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, on page 65, after line 3, to insert 

To pay W. F. Wright, for services rendered as messenger of the Senate 
from September 1 to September 27, 1893, inclusive, $108.60. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to come in after line 7, on page 65. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 65, after line 7, it is proposed to 


The next amendment was, on page 64, after line 3, to insert: eo - ee : . ‘i 
in - To pay Watson Boyle for services rendered and expenses incurred in fur 
youn 1808, SELAe. for furniture and repairs of same, exclusive of labor, fiscal nishing copy and superintending the publication and editing volumes of 


memorial addresses on deceased Senators, #600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I offer, at the instance of the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance, the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated 

The SECRETARY. After the amendment just adopted, on page 
67, it is proposed to insert: 

To pay Benjamin Durfee for extra services for preparing, under the dirs 
tion of the Committee on Finance, four editions of the Coinage Laws and 
Statistics Relating Thereto, $2,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. ILIask the Senator in charge of the bill to be 
allowed to go back to page 52, as I was necessarily called from 
the Chamber for a few moments, in order that I may offer an 
amendment. It is to perfecta committee amendment which was 
inserted in the legislative, etc., appropriation bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wili state to the | amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine will be stated. 
Senator that the item referred to is an amendment reported by The SECRETARY. On page 52, after line 17, it is proposed to 
the committee, and the object of the Senator can be attained by | insert: 
voting down the amendment. And clerks of the United States courts may act as United States commis- 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is to pay for a deficiency in the ap- sioners without receiving additional compensation for their services from 
propriation for packing boxes, which have already been fur- | “8° United States. . 
nished, and the Senator has had his share of them. Mr. HALE. That is to settle all question about the amend- 

Mr. PEFFER. I was mistaken as to the rule of order, but I | ment I have referred to. 
think I recognize that the furnishing of packing boxes for Sen-| The amendment was agreed to. 
ators is nota proper item of charge nst the people of the The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
United States. If I understand it correctly, they are mere pri- of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 65, line 12, be- 
vate conveniences for the personal comfort of Senators, not pro- fore the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out “ three thousand five hun- 
vided for in the law, except specially from year to year in ap- dred "and insert “eleven thousand two hundred and fifty;” so as 
propriation bills; and I think such an item ought not to be in- | 0 make the clause read: 

—— in an appropriation bill. For miscellaneous items and expenses of special and select committees, 
r. COCKRELL, Does the Senator want to cut off the pack- 811,250. 

ing boxes, or does he want to deprive the persons who furnished | The amendment was agreed to. ; 

the material of their pay for what Senators have already had? The next amendment was, on page 68, after line 20, to insert: 

This — is for the past year, and the expense Los al-| Toreimburse T. O. Towles, Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives, 

ready rred. for cab hire and other expenses incurred in the service of the House, 8200 


Mr. PEFFER. It does not matter. Senators are able to pay | The amendment was agreed to. 


The amendment was agreed tc. 

The next amendment was, on page 64, after line 6, to insert: 

For fuel, oil, and cotton waste, and advertising, for the heating apparatus, 
exclusive of labor, fiscal year 1893, $41.45. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 64, after line 10, to insert: 

For packing boxes, 955.44. 

Mr. PEFFER. I should like to have an explanation from 
the Senator in charge of the bill as to the amendment which 
—- been read in relation to packing boxes. What are they 
or? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Senators are allowed one or two boxes a 
year to be used by them in sending away bulbs and plants from 
the Botanical Gardens, or for other such purposes. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then, Mr. President, I move to strike the 
amendment out. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 
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The next amendment was, on page 69, after line 9, to insert: 
To pay James M, Hall, for services in the document room, #40. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendinent was, on page 69, after line 11, to insert: 


To reimburse Spencer Greene for expenses incurred from January 1, 1893, 
to September 30, 1893, for assistant laborer in caring for building rented for 
use of the folding room, House of Representatives, $135. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 74, line 25, after the word 
cents,” to insert: 


set apart by the said Indians for the prosecution o 
sary for him to discharge the expenses justly payable on account of said 
prosecution. 


So as to make the clause read: 


The ‘Old Settlers "' or Western Cherokee Indians, by Joel M. Bryan, Wil- 
liam Wilson, and William H. Hendricks, commissioners, and Joel M. Bryan, 
treasurer, etc,, $800,386.31; and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs is directed 
to withhold from distribution among said Indians — so much of that part 
of the said Judgment set apart by the said Indians for the prosecution of 
their claim as is necessary for him to discharge the expenses justly payable 
on account of said prosecution. 


The amendment was agread to. 
The next amendment was, in the appropriations to pay judg- 
ments of the Court of Claims, on page 78, after line 18, to insert: 


To John F. Appleton, $412.94; to Anthony Baines, %©3.81; to Sidney D. 
Baker, 1.39; to Frank Barnett, $162.80; to Frank J. Beattie, 848.46; to 
William H. Berjew, 51.29; to John J. Bettinger, 853.81; to Benjamin Bolton, 
63.44; to Cornelius V. Bowles, 8350.36; to Fred. A. Brockmeier, $53.81; to 
William H, Brown, #28.86; to Edward Burkhart, $87.06; to Edward J. Burns, 
$633.32; to Henry J. Butler, %1.92; to Jacob C. Campbell, 853.81; to Frank P. 
Carniaux, 8271.75; to Thomas F’. Clarke, 859.80; to Alexander M. Cochran, 
$168.37; to Benjamin Cohen, 953.81; to Thomas W. Collins, $227.42; to Thomas 
A. Colwell, 250.10; to James J. Conklin, 8163.09; to William Coombs, $511.37; 
to James Cosgrove, $23.63; to Abraham L. Cox, $36.35; to Charles Crawford, 
No, 1, $53.81; to Charles Crawford, No. 2, 887.39; to James Crusby, 853.81; to 
Andrew N. Crow, 878.36; to Silas D. Davis, $i8v.38; to William Deale, $299.73; 
to Charles H. De La Montaigne, $262.45; to Charles Dever, $48.46; to Solomon 
Devries, $189.86; to William J. novan, $53.81; to Maurice Downing, 9511.37; 
to John R. Dunne, #337.40; to George E. L. Eginton, administrator of Henry 
Z. Eginton, deceased, 856,12; to Daniel E. Farmer, $149.24; to Abram F. Fer- 
don, 8278.81; to William J. Finn, 8111.53; to John EB. Fitzpatrick, 8970.68; to 
Dennis J. Flanagan, $38.28; to Michael Flanagan, 853.81; to Eugene Fliedner, 
$55.81; to Michael J. Gaffney, 852.87; to Louis Gates, 8400.67; to John W. 
Goodwin, $53.81; to William H. Gordan, #035,19; to James F. Graham, 8481.76; 
to John L, Graham, %262.88; to"Charles F. Hague, %3.81; to John Hanle 
#05.47; to Arthur W. Hanna, 8992.05; to Michael J. Harney $25.33; to Oswaid 


R. Hartwig, 8300.76; to Frederick Hatfield, #87.81; to Gustav P. Helfrich, 
$30.05; to A. H. Hendrickson, $141.93; to Theodore C. Hennings, 853.81; to 


Martin L. Henry, 8672.06; to James EB. Hernon, 8273.70; to William F. Hickey, 
$134.48; to Leslie Horan, 8241.70; to William ©. Hull, $510.69; to Aaron Jacobs, 
$200.59; to Bernard J. Kane, 867.15; to Constant Katz, 835.87; to Timothy 
Keefe, 63.44: to Robert N. Kiernan, 853.81; to Theodore F. Klentzin, $110.21; 
to William H. Koehler, 897; to George C. Koerber, $511.87; to Vincent Ko- 
vaak, M82.03; to George S. Lamarche, $604.25: to Henry J. Lautemann, $53.81; 
to William M. Lawlor, $752.39; to Herman Lewin, 2.57; to Richard H. 
Lewis, 6298.96; to James Lynn, 856.46; to James E. Locktuin, 853.81; to John 
I’. Loonie, 800.91; to John W. McCort, $53.81; to Thomas J. McDermott, 
953.81; to Thomas E. McEneaney, 8824.52; to Patrick J. McMahon, 63.44; to 
Daniel J. McNamara, $325.83; to William Marx, 8511.37; to George S. Maison, 
8180.25; to Peter H. Mauborgne, $810.70; to Peter Mauch, 8421.53: to Oscar J. 
Mendel, $127.81; to Thomas J. Merchant, $24.20; to Frank B. Merritt, $110.16; 
to Prospect H. Mignard, $393.97; to Charles E. Miller, $140,76; to John Miller, 
$272.75: to James H. Montgomery, 853.81; to Hugh Morris, $11.37; to David 
Mullan, $53.81; to William W. Munroe, 8636.37; to John J. Murphy, No. 1, 
551.22; to Thomas J. Newman, 8299.49; to John F. O’Brien, 8412.93; to 
William G. Osmond, $53.81; to Benjamin W. Pitcher, 8400.67; to Walter Pitt, 
$511.37; to George Price, $511.37; to Jeremiah F. Quill, $936.19; to John 

Juinn, $342.47; to Wesley J. Randolph, $193.37; to Owen J. Reilly, $443.45; to 
Frederick H. Reynolds, #829.28; to Louis Reynolds, 8997.92; to Jacob Rosen- 
thal, $195.15; to Robert E. Sasserath, 8235.82; to Christian Schilling, 953.81: 
to August Schulz, $442.53; to Benjamin F. Seckerson, $153.69; to Charles H. 
Sedgwick, $232.82; to Owen a $752.39; to Julius Simmons, %35.56; to 
Henry*Spalding, 8119.34; to Leo Stern, $53.81; to John H. Stark, $260.32; 
to Prank Start, 8210.76; to Edwin P. Sutton, 511.27; toJohn F. Tancil, $46.41; 
to William F. Taylor, $142.93; to Edward H. Thieling, 958.46; to Charles R. 
Tice, 8723.05; to Thomas W. Vought, 853.81; to Thomas J. Walker, $186.65; 
to Stephen D. Walsh, #226.33; to Edward Wellenkamp, #53.81; to George W. 
Whitney, $1,003.22; to William J. Willett, $159.80; to John Wobbe, 843.29; to 
Adolph J. Xylander, 234.58; to John T. Abrams, 8600.83; to George W. Ack- 
erly. 72; to William H. Ackerman, 848.07: to Frank T. Allen, 8262.15; to 
Frederick W. Althisar, $51.77; to Frederick W. Althisar, $86.98; to John D. 
Anderson, $206.55; to Robert H. Arents, $79.91; to Robert H. Arents, $137.49; 
to Charles H. Ashton, 8393.11; to James M. Ball, $142.61; to Fdwin F. Barker, 
$60.42; to George J. Barrett, 8261.29; to Thomas Barrett, $86.12; to William 
S. Baulsir, 8408.01; to Fannie H. Beck and William Jackson, administrators 
of Geo E. Beck, deceased, $237.59; to Henry V. Becker, 8622.32: to Andrew 
Beckwith, $454.23; to Thomas P. Bergin, 3.06; to George A. Blackmer, 
$76.90; to Catharine A. Blatchford, administratrix of Thomas A. Blatchford, 
deceased, $181.61; to Charles Boyle, $132.64; toCharles Boyle, $64.32; to Henry 
A. Boyle, $34.83; to John T. Brady, $96.60; to Dulton L. Breed, 8210.77; to 
William H. Brice, $33.94; to Jacob Brock, $68.25; to Patrick F. Broden, 
$763.63; to William W. Brodie, %34.12; to John Brosnan, $425.04; to Charles 
FP. Brower, $72,384; to Thomas Brown, $193.21; to Erastus E. Bryant, $413.19; 
to Hannah M. Burtis, administratrix of Benjamin G. Burtis, deceased; 
$76.90; to Thomas B. Butler, #76.90; to Frederick Byrd, $314.32; to Bernard 
J. Byrne, #76; to William P. Byrne, 8306.25; to Cyrus W. Cabble, 8364.89; to 
John L, Cain, 876.90; to Frederick K. Calnan, $121.54; to Frederick K. Calnan, 
$254.23; to John L. Callanan, $82.99; to Joseph J. Campbell, 8500.56; to Thomas 
Campbell, 854.93; to Edward J. Cantwell, $1.83; to John F. Carey, $162.24: 
to Peter Cleary, $111,89; to Richard J. Coad, 876.90; to James Coll, $193. 21; to 
Michael Collins, 8506.75; to John I’. Connelly, #33.33; to John F. Connolly, 
896.14; to John W. Cooke, 8547.27; to John F’. Corcoran, $27.84; to Jobn F. 
Corcoran, 8217.08; to Reuben L. Cornell, $307.79; to Jeremiah Costello, 8297.74; 
to Edward J. Cross. $316.14; to Samuel R. Cross, $163.78; to Edwin M. ai 
ler, $531.57; to William J. Davidson, $220.61; to William J. Davidson, %.65; 
to Susan Davis, administratrix of Solomon G. Davis, deceased, $319.29; to 
James F’. Dempsey, $171.66; to Nicholas T. Devlin, $21.80; to Christopher J. 
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Donohue, $44.64; to Joseph I. Donahue, 9506.75; to Dennis Donlan, 832.99. ;,, 
Mesach F. Dorsey, $131.77; to Joseph Dowd, 8142.69: to Joseph H. Downin, 
$54.93; to John J. Duffy, $233.04; to William W. Dunbar, 845.15; to Thomas 9 
Easop, $84.98; to Thomas J. Easop, $125.43; to James J. Eggo, 860.08; to Jamo. 
J. Eggo, $61.87; to Charles F’. Embleton, $84.48; to George A. Fales, 84] \ 

to William A. Ferris, $57.33; to Richard S. Fischer, 44.19; to Thomas F ja) 

agan, $05.49; to James Fletcher, jr., $41.86; to John F. Fletcher, 354.93. ¢, 
William K. Fletcher, $552.42; to John S. Folk, #31.40; to Karl R. Vorsbeye 
$30.13; to Edward Fowler, 8163.77; to Edgar I. Francis, $54.93; to John Pre, 
lan, $43.04; to William H. Galloway, $126.33; to John 5. Gaynor, $203.8). ; 
Charles J. Graham, $506.75: to James H. Graham, $191.63; to James H, « 


| ham, $167.89; to Harry B. Gray, #540.06; to William H. O. Green, 8104.49 ‘ 


Delbert Greene, $615.69; to William A. Greisch, $190.90; to William A. Grejs 


And the Commissioner of Indian Affairs is directed to withhold from dis- $115.73; to Charles H. Hahn, #260.16; to William H. Hall, $507.27; to Emery J 


tribution among said Indians only so much of that = of thesaid judgment | 


. ; nes- | 
their claim as is neces- | son. 


Hampton, #613.88; to Thomas J. Hanan, 3490.76; to George E. Handy, #25, 
to Joseph A. Haven, #414.41° to Joseph H. Heath, 155.18; to H. A. Flendricy 
.81; to Thomas D. Henry, 8311.05; to William J. Heydinger, #5): 5 
to Henry L. Hilbert, #45.42; to Robert Hill, $341.01; to William FP’. Hill, +210, 7¢ 
to Joseph A. Hirsch, 9507.27; to James S. Hodnett, $20.93; to Alfred s 
Hooper, $432.49; to John S. Hovell, 8242.05; to Johnson C. Hull, $147.12: ; 
Frederick A. Hunt, 8202.14; to George W. Hutcheck, $664.69; to Manuel 4 
Ireland, $143.57; to John E. Irvine, 2.31; to Ralph Jacobs, $254.54 
William H. Jennings, #73.47: to Frank Johnson, #386.44; to Martin kay; 
man, $407.36; to Robert M. Keleher, #218.70; to Charles Keller, 875.07; «) 
Charles Keller, 46.19; to AugustG. Kellerman, $297.74; toJohn Kelly, #0 
toThomas A. Kelly,876.90; toJohn W. King.8294.96; to Robert F’. King, $37! 
to Matthew Kinn, $302.66; to Francis J. Knapp, 869.09; to Francis J. Knap) 
$103.78; to John H. Kollock, jr., $211.07; to Frank F. Krey, 8187.03; to Jose), 
Lahancka, $56.38; to Alonzo Lake, #477.15; to Joseph T. Lakeman, 254.93: 1 
William R. Lame, $664.69; to Henry B. Lamy, 8661.60; to John Lane, #309 7 
to Daniel Lang, $270.04; to Charles J. Latour, $188.96; to Charles J. Latour 
#141.79; to Alexander B. Lawrence, $380.31; to John Leask, $54.93; to John J 
Leddy, #525.53; to Harry C. Lee, #76.90; to August Lehnert, #552.42; to Jan 
Lockwood, $507.09; to Frank P. Loder, 8638.32; to Thomas P. Lougking 
$54.93; o William H. Lynch $507.41; to Hiram S. Lyon, 843.26; to Hiram + 
Lyon, $27.64; to E. W. McFadden, 9329.03; to William F’. McIntyre, $54.93; to 
gooey McKenna, $214.36; to J. H. McLaughlin, $382.88; to James A. McLeer 
$76.20; to Joseph H. McMullan, $16.72; to James E. J. McNally, £32.99; to 
James T. McNally, 850.55; to J. H. McPhilliamy, $19.45; to William A. Mac- 
kenzie, $290.80; to Dermott M. Madden, $111.92; to John J. Maher, $251.77; t 
John J. Maher ,855.80; to Frank M. Manson, $543.79; to Charles Marks, $362. 4s 
to John Marston, $96.82; to Edward P. Martin, $222.65; to George W. Mua'- 
thews, $94.74; to John J. Meehan, $431.91; to Percy P. Middleton, #481.35; to 
Edward J. Milde, $46.18; to Christian H. Moller, $554.82; to Francis A. Morri 
$2614.61: to William F’. Morris, ‘$126.09: to William J. Morrison, $176.41; | 
David J. Mott, $526.80; to Theodore F. Munn, $552.42; to Patrick J. Murpiie) 
$54.93; to Bernard Murrin, 873.47; to F'rederick W. Nash, $54.93; to Sylvester 
J. Nash, 8147.68; to William Nathan, 8530.10; to George W. Naylor, 8506.75, \ 
Joseph F. Newman, 8421.53; to John J. Nolan, #96.30; to John J. Nolan, $242.0) 
to Hassell Nutt, $294.58; to Charles A. O’Brien, $149.75; to Patrick F. O'Bric: 
$462.37; to John D. O'Connell, $54.93; to William O’ Donnell, $276.57; to John 
O'Grady, 8498.52: to John O'Keefe, 8867.16; to Frank L. Ohle, $394.63; to Wil! 
iam J. Palmer, #306.92; to Thomas W. Peck, 854.93; to George W. Petic 
$288.26; to George P. Phelps, $76.90; to John M. Powers, 8552.42; to Ralph § 
Price, $218.76; to James Pringle, 8367.73; to Robert H. Quayle, $216.73: | 
Patrick H. Quinn, 8392.25; to Thomas J. Quinn, #239.74; to Peter F. Ralph 
€32.99; to William D. Reiber, 8434.65; to Thomas IF’. Reil, 8117.48; to Francis 
H. Reilly, 8867.97; to Francis H. Reilly, 49.44; to Francis H. Reilly, as sub 
stitute, 26.61; to Thomas Reilly, $344.60; to Thomas E. Relily, $288.11; to A! 
bert Rigali, 8278.78; to Josep! . Rode, $37.64; to I'rederick A. Rose, #42.3! 
to Thomas C. Rothwell, 8229.14; to John H. Rugen, #78€.74; to Michael J 
Rutledge, $267.39; to Joseph A. Ryan, #54.93; to Lewis D. Ryno, $72.34; to 
Francis E. Savage, $300.92; to William Schermerhorn, 9387.80; to Peter \ 
Schneider, $552.42; to William J. Scott, $104.37; to Henry W. Seimer, #180. 1s 
to William H. Shaw, %389.89; to John W. Sheppard, jr., $44.65; to James 
Shields, $310.07; to Abraham L. Skelton, $137.33; toSamuel F. Skelton, $54.6 
to Samuel F. Skelton, #483.41; to George H. Slater, 8274.65; to William W 
Slocum, $187.67; to George W. Smith, #528.72; to John M. Smith, #6641.69: t 
Samuel E. Smith, $198.13; to Samuel E. Smith, 880.32; to Thomas C. Smit! 
$305.56; to Augustus F’. Soer, $287.30; to George W. Sparrow, %564.65 
Arthur W. Spooner, $341.18; to Nora J. Spooner, administratrix of Edwa: 
Spooner, deceased, $103; to George C. Stadtler, #72.34; to George Stanto: 
$540.06; to John C. Steinmann, #241.78; to William Stevens, #218.87; to Harr 
Stout, $4.93; to August T. Struller, $44.19; to Peter J. Sullivan, #552.u* 
William A. Swinson, $291.38; to Edward Thomas, 872.34; to Wiley C. Thoma: 
$4.93; to William E. Thomas, $3.17; to Charles A. Thompson, #44.i: 
Charles L. Tiemann, $568.88; to Henry Toelke, $46.84; to Albert E. Trique 
$138.88; to Ernest H. Trumpler, $526.80; to John C. Tully, $410.96; to Thoma 
S. Turner, $54.93; to Paul D. Vail, $54.93; to James R. Valentine, #198.° 
James R. Valentine, $76.39; to Abraham Van Alst, 8791.89; to Albert \an 
Wynen, #175.21; to William H. Wall, $54.93; to Walter J. Walsh, #4.95, to 
John E. Walworth, $137.33; to John £. Walworth, %56.99; to John L. Wai 
worth, $125.82; to Thomas H. Ward, $42.31; to Holly D. Waterbury, $4). 
to Louis A. Webber, #190.19; to William G. Wehr, #490.99; to James 8. Wei! 
2523.35; to Charles H. Wetherel, jr., 42.31; to John J. Whelan, 4.3. to 
John S. Whistance, $179.90; to Augustus White, $282.73; to Frederick ! 
White, $159.43; to Adam P. Wick, $47.27; to George E. Wildey, H77.4: | 
Harry A. Wille, 8235.63; to Howard Wilson, #162.81; to Thomas F. \Wi!- 
$498.85; to Charles R. Young, $308.82; to George J. Young, $313.97; to Hent 
C, Young, #54.93; to Louis F. Zehner, 8416.63; to Alexander Zundt, #4°.31: ‘0 
Charles S. Bagley, $33.49; to George W. Bessant, 8129.69; toJohn Concanhv 
#125.83; to Ed gard E. Karl, $55.02; to John A. MacDonald, 852.55; to Peter 
Murray, $170.81; to Edwin A. Odell, $306.12; to Charles Patterson, *!:): | 
Gustavus Pierrez, 8311.38; to John J. Quinn, 5.39; to John J. Ryan, *.%: 
to Sylvester A. Ryan, 39.86; to Leonhard Schroeder, 998.60; to Leonhar 
Schroeder, administrator of George C. Schroeder, deceased, 995.98; to |’ 
rick A. Sullivan, #93.87; to George H. Von Dreele, $125.93; to John V. Wi 
iams, $142.96; to John W, Carkhuff, $206.87; to Theresa Connolly, admiils 
tratrix of William Connolly, deceased, $247.87; to Franklin N. Lockman 
$55.06; to William Mann, .68; to Cornelius B. Mettler, $388.68; to Thomas 
Reilly, $338.48; to James M. Ryan, 8338.68; to Frederick J. Schmidt, #19. 
to Susan S. Sill, administratrix of Charles H. Sill, deceased, #324.30: ‘0 
Charles H. Westendorf, $338.68; to Joseph Ackroyd, 8642.90; to William ‘ 
Anderson, $352.46: to George H. Armstrong, $556.84; to Charles samt 
£268.79; to Louis M. Augustine, $675.02; to Isaac Bonsall, $539.91; to Oscar M 
Bradbury, $654.91: to Michael Bradley, £63.17; to Robert Cassidy, $382.31; to 
John Chase, #440.33; to 'rank Clinger, 8391.68; to Edward F. Connor, *250.!° 
to Nicholas B. Coogan, $639.91; to John W. Curran, 8609.68; to Joseph I. 
Curtis, $120; to William Dale, $669.33; to Edwin C. Davis, $446.67; to William 
J. Donnelly, 8615.56; to James J. Drew, $351.21; to William B. Dugan, 4! eM 
to Levi S. Erney, 3359.65; to J = B. Evans, 8612.85; to John Feas e 
$437.39; to William E. Fetters, jr., $521.86; to George P. Fitzpatrick, H28 r 
to Joseph! Gifford, $428.65; to James L. Gihon, jr., 889,95; to Edward : 
Gorman, $460.21; to John J. Griffin, $379.70; to John Hasson, %689.76; ‘0 
Harvey P. Hinkel, 391.49: to Henry Holl, 641.59; to Godfrey Kraus, #10 
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7 a M. Lane, $572.52; to Henry F’. Lilly, 8678.94; to Edward Little, 
oa te William F. Madden, 03.27; to pha J. Martin, 2309.41; to 
James A. McGowan, 8355; to Harding J. Morrel, 9330.46; to Frank A, Mut- 
ter, $322.18; to Michael Naugton, $415.52; to John D. Orr, $418.40; to Chris- 
topher ©. Purcell, $36.27; to Richard’ F. Quinn, 8607.82; to Charles H. 
Rigby, 026.18; to Alfred 1. Rumske, 6412.91; to James A. Shay, $396.22; to 
Wiliam Slavin, $303.13; to Frank E. Trout, $624.83; to William J. Turner, 
‘52; to Charles A. Urian, $443.21; to Charles G. Wilfong, $548.06; to Mil- 
ton L. Williams, $367.14; to Charles C. Young, 8291.62; o John Barry, 8671.13; 
to James P. Bracken, #676.36; to Hugh B. Carberry, $345.69; to Maurice P. 
Carroll, $604.45; to John £. Connolly, 285.48; to Edward J. Daily, 877.35; to 
Thomas A. Dames, 877.35; to Dennis J. Driscoll, $412.76; to Benedict J. Fed- 
eral, $77.35; to Michael F. Fitzgerald, 8593.94; to James W. Ford, $77.35; to 
James C. Glacken, 877.35; to Harry P, Hinkle, $200.50; to H. P. M. Horn, 
#67.88; to Arthur H. Jordan, $688.04; to James V. Loughran, 8702.82; to A. A. 
McHugh, jr., $604.03; to Thomas McKeever, #96.13; to Daniel E. McMonagle, 
9594.73; to Edmund B. Maxwell, $325.59; to C. H. Morley, 8357.05; to John J. 
Nathans, $77.35; to Francis X. Ryan, 86.76; to Samuel B. Trout, 8686.83; to 
Carson J. Tully, $392.36: to Leonard W. Atwood, 862.29; to William T. Brad- 
ley, $62.29; to Arthur M. Cooke, $144.27; to George W. Dawley, 8138.12; to 
Joseph J. Edwards, administrator of George E. Edwards, $66.21; to E. W. 
Halstead, $177.15; to William J. Hudgins, $216.85; to James T. Marshall, 
9202.63; to Max Morris, $178.64; to William 'H. Mosley, $126.27; to William G. 
Pettis, $145.46; to John R. Ross, 3166.79; to Walter Ruddick, 8119.62; to Cor- 
nelius F’. Rudolph, $173.50; to William R. Russell, $122.94; to Samuel B. Sey- 
mour, $39.50; to R. Pollard Walker, $137.98; to Maurice D. Cannon, #170.21; 
to Joseph f. Bihl, $13.08; to Peter Boyle, $32.49; to Andrew M. Clemons, 
$32.52; to O. Edward Collins, $32.54; to Thomas F’. Daly, 832.52; to George A. 
Daugherty, #34.85; to Henry C. Dwight, 34.85; to John Gallaher, 834.85; to 
Edward Halpin, $24.60; to Frank E. Healey, #27.24; to Stephen J. Hughes, 
831.34; to Timothy Kelley, 834.83; to Edward B. Laugel, $34.80; to Valentine 
H. Lohner, #34.80; to Charles McBrien, 829.36; to Peter J. Mattimore, 834.83; 
to Charles R. Mayne, $24.60; to Otto E. Meissner, $32.54; to Margaret’ Mem- 
r, administratrix of Adolph Memminger, deceased, 834.85; to William 
. Schoonmaker, %34.17; to Spencer Stewart, #27.90; to Willlam R. Taft, 
.60; to Cleveland B. Taylor, 819.71; to John H. Tripp, $34.85; to William 
M. W er, $6.52; to Frank P. Weiss, #25.51; to Emory P. Willey, €37.11. to 
John B. Willoh, 32.52; to Louis A. Berg, 8250.63; to Thomas J. Brown, 
3250.63; te William Collister, #206.65; to Charles Colstad, $250.63. to M. A. 
meannon, 8182.22; to Martin S. Cunningham, 220.08; to Danlel Curran, 
.26; to Harry A. Duncan, $250.63; to George H. Foster, $250.63; to Luke 
Gaffey, $164.91; to Thomas Galbraith, $250.63; to David D. Geary, #250.63; to 
Edwin F. Gibbs, 8358.09; to John J. Hanrahan, $250.63; to Thomas M. Heaney, 
$250.63; to William H. Hogan, #250.63; to Charles Holther, €227.58; to Peter 
B. Klein, $250.63; to Theodore Kramer, 8197.07; to John Kuelzow, %250.63; to 
Augis eberg, #250.63; to Michael H. Lyons, €334.06; to Frank McGirr, 
1.56; to John F’. McGrew, £322.04; to Albert C. Melhorn, $250.63; to Henry 
0. Moran, $250.63; to Edward O'Connell, $226.94; to Peter J. O'Connor, 8131.50; 
to Thomas O’ Neill, $334.06; to Matthew Rankin, 8468.09; to Robert R. Samp- 
son, €260.63; to William Schaefer $250.63; to Valentine Steele, 8250.63; toHenry 
Sumner, €250.63; to Maurice D. Sweig, 822.04; to Walter Tallman, $250.63: to 
W. H. Thompson, 221.52; to Maurice J. Wallace, $183.53; to William Weber, 
$215.41; to William H. Wiley, $22.72; to William H. Wilson, 8250.63; to Ru- 
dolph R. Albrecht, 858.37; to Michael Baldwin, 6210.81; to Henry C. Barlow, 
$281.19; to He P. Barnum, 897.16; to George Bartlett, $204.04; to Melvin 
R. Beard, $165.16; to Michael J. Bellamy, 8118.16; to Charles Boland, $243.92; 
to George W. Bormann, 6279.13; to Henry D. Buechel, 8250.63; to James 
Burke, .63; to Terrence Cairns, 239.62; to seogpen Carmody, 8250.63; to 
James Carney $18.77; to James F. Caulfield, 8231.46; to Abram ee Christian, 
$131.15; to W jiam T. Clayton, €108.53; toCharles A. Closson, $286.38; to Hart- 
w Coote, Se. to La Fayette Collins, $250.63; to George W. Cook, $281,19; 
oe . Coughlan, $250.63; to John T. Croke, 36.17; to Nils J. Crona, 
$246.86; to William I’. Culloton, 8258.97; to Bryan I’. Daly, $268.49; to Edward 
Devereaux, 8246.88; to Harry F. De Wolf, 8117.14; to Charles E. Doyle, $250.63; 
to Henry Ebert, jr., $182.15; a B. Field, $259.63; to August C. Fischer, 
9268.49; to Edward C. Fluegge, %61.05; to Oliver P. Ford, .83; to Charles 
H. Foley, 8250.63; to Frank Foley, $180.45; to James Foley, $250.63; to Thomas 
J. Foley, $250.63; to Thomas J. Furlong, $236.17; to John D. Gallivan, 8196.05; 
to Albert E. Garnett, $338.08; to John J. Gavigan, $250.63; to Patrick J. Ger- 
rity. $185.07; to Frank F. Gilbert, 8322.04; to Conrad Grau, 8268.83; to John 
Hale, t118,80; to Wesley A. Hammond, £250.63; to Herman Harms, $153.29; to 
BE. Hartney, $241.96; to Richard A. Haussner, 8118.16; to Joseph L. 
Hazen, 8250.63; to Edwin C. Hearn, $160.50; to Thomas Hennegan, $250.63; to 
Berent J. Hermanson, $311.80; to John Heron, $104.98; to Henry Hildebrecht, 
8250.63; to Justin B. Hodge, #202.23: to James M. Hopper, 8268.83; to John B. 
Hubbard, $250.63; to John Jacobson, $250.63: to James D. Jenson, 8250.63; to 
Abraham D. Jones, $250.63; to Joseph Kaiser, 859.81; to Francis Kearney, 
8207.82; to John Kearney, @i18.16; to Thomas F.. Kierman, 8155.74: to Conrad 
Klein, $298.35; to Nicholas C. Knerr, 8170.19; to Herman Koschmieder, $250.63; 
to William Krelle, $268.49; to Gustave A. Kuehn, $185.40; to Louis N. Kurt, 
$346.08; to Alexius Lampe, %237.52; to August E. Larsen, 87.75; to John F. 
Lavin, $219.39; to John J. Lee, 215.43; to James Lynch, $250.63; to Timothy 
M. Lynch, 8364.59; to Francis J. McDonnell, #239.79; to James H. McGee, 
$316.21; to Peter McGlinn, $314.12; to Stephen McGrath, 8322.04; to John B. 
, $250.63; to Thomas J, Maroney, $214,58; to Robert A. Matthews, 
$124.89; to G e C. Miller, $250.63; to John O. Mingo, $207.95; to John H. 
Mitchell, $118.81; to Richard J. Moran, 8217.32; to John E. Muilin, $70.33; to 
Herman A. Naper, 8224.19; to Frances J. Nelligan, 8250.63; to Nick L. Neudorf, 
$186.80; to Peter E. Neuses, jr., $118.16; to James E. Nolan. $250.63; to James 
FP. Nolan, $236.17; to Frank J. O’Brien, #118.16; to Peter O’Brien, $254.09; to 
Patrick O'Kane, $218.15; to Charles A. Olander, $250.63; to William G. Peters, 
$204.65; to Conrad A. Peterson, $250.63; to Joseph B. Petrie, $173,38; to Peter 
J. Pinter, $214.44; to James V.A. Proudfoot, 8357.72; to Herman F. Putz, 
.69; to James B. Raymond, $250.63; to Thomas Reath, $217.33; to Thomas 
Roney, 8250.63; to Joseph J. Ryan, $250.63; to Thomas J. Ryan, $235.86; to 
Michael J. Scanlan, 8118.16; to Charles Schlieckert, 250.63; to Charles Schoen- 
thaler, 8250.63; to Philip Schmitt, $263.12; to Herman Schumann, 8572.34; to 
Moritz Schweim, 6246.17; so Auguss Seefurth, #250.63; to Joseph J. Simmons, 
.63; to Al Stockman, $31.14; to Charles H. Swift, .63; to Fred. 
Tabeling, $224.26; to Charles L.. Tantow, $182.22; to Jeremiah Tierney, 8174.22; 
Swan Turrell, $250.63; to Ernst Von Danden, $250.63; to John T. Wallace, 
77.91; to Philip J. Walsh, $223.51; to Edward Ward, $25.16; to Swan A. 
Warn, $138.36; to John M. William, 8214.58; to John G. Witt, $118.16; to 
Charles Woodward, 8198.41; to Theodore Zech, $268.49; to James H. Burbige, 
$216.16; to Thomas J. Fitzsimmons, #334.79; to Frank Gerwe, $121.69; to 
les A. Hallam, $199.81; to William F’. Hengelbrok, 8484.27; to J. Frederick 
Knarr, 8602.53; Frank X. Roll, $120.57; to John J. Stretch, $378.98; to Fred 
landin, $111.67; to Charies W. Bull, 836; to George H. Covert, 8740: to Gust 
Felgenhauer, $130.25; to Elias W. Fisher, 8306.65; to Frank Friauf, $349.95; to 
we W. Greeley, $748.73; to Wancy Haman, %i2.16; to Max W. Heck, 
.80; to Jens Johnson, #601.13; to Lucius R. Lewis, $740; to James W. 
jason, 8231.57; to Nicholas Murray, 8568.97; to Louis P. Nelson, &79.61; to 
. Price, $105; to Charles J. SKow, $105.40; to James F. Smo’ 9659.99; 
‘iltiam W judg- 


BE 


sS 


einecke, $748.73; to Daniel Shea, $4,087; interest on t 
January 7, 1891, toMay 26, 1894, 8552.70; to Annie M. LaTourrette, 
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executrix of James A. M. La Tourrette, deceased, 8333.75; interest on this 
judgment from December 27, 1893, to March 9, 1804, $2.63; to James M. Patter- 
son and Jonathan N. Wise, executors of Alpha Wright, deceased, 8450; to 
Robert S. Shields, $1,719.50; to Gilbert H. Ferris, #30); to Alexander B. Cooper 
$383.20; to Miles B.’ McMahan, $126.50; to Florida Central and Peninsula? 
Railroad Company, #,114.71; to Frank J. Holt, executor of Parley C. Holt, 
deceased, $369.20: Provided, That this judgment shall not be paid until the 
Government shall be reimbursed for the amount wrongfully paid the widow 
of said Holt by the Post-Ofice Department November 5, 1885, on accountof 
the claim covered by said judgment; to Elbert Wallace, 8345; to N. M. E. 
Slaughter, $254.25; to Hyleman A. Lockwood, 77.50; to Ashland T. Patrick, 
€69.10; to Thomas W. Campbell, $36.45; to James W. Parker, 86,964.77; to 
Benjamin Z. Herndon, 836.80; to Abner Hazeltine, 8774.95; to H. H. King, $135; 
to William H. Faucett, 2161.45; to Benjamin R. Grymes, William Jackson, 
and Robert Jackson. 6180; to Morris Wickersham, 90; toCharlesC. Godwin, 
$512.60; to William W. Gilbert, 864.05; to William Zabriskie, $62.05; to Ed- 
ward W. Turner, 8256; to Archibald B. Calvert, $1,793.65; to McLain Jones, 
#372.90; to Charles H. Gorham, $146.05; to J. A. Thorn, $259.55; to Elbert Wal- 
lace, $111.50: to Charles C. Waters, #315; toFrank M. Hunter, 8382.60; to Wil 
liam M. Van Dyke, 8900; tothe Boston Ice Company, $2,300; toJohn T. Green, 
$510.75; to Willlam P. Dryden $153.47; to Thomas W. Hotchkiss, 83,054.50; to 
P. W. Magruder, executor of Henry C. Allen, deceased, 8248.80; to William 
M. Van Dyke, 1,106.55; to John A. Sigler, 8.70; toHenry K. White, adminis- 
trator of Samuel Thompson, deceased, $165.53; to William Nelson, 81,127.60; 
to George W. Ackerly, $41.43; to Patrick &. Doherty, 878.23; to Charles H. 
Hahn, $116.57; to John W. Hunter, 55.62; to Robert M. Kelleher, #24.13; to 
Percy P. Middleton, $56.65; to Charles W. Morton, $434.66; to John F. Pool, 
£54.93; to Daniel J. Reardon, #396.32; to John Sharkey, $190.58; to Solomon 
Styler, 240.37; to William E. Thomas, 8339.73; to David L. Van Houten, 8345.56; 
to Frederick H. Webber, 8311.74; to James H. Woodward, 844.29; to Thomas 
C. McMahon, $231.06; to Morris Kirkpatrick, 882. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Some of the names in the list of these 
ene of the Court of Claims have been misprinted. In 
ine 17, on page 82, the name ‘‘Gordan” should be ‘‘ Gordon;” 
on page 93, line 24, the name ‘‘ Connelly” should be ‘‘Connolly;” 
on page 95, in line 11, the name ‘‘ Mesach” should be ‘‘ Mesh- 
ach:” so as to read ‘‘ Meshach F’. Dorsey;” on page 104, line 19, 
the name ‘‘ Murphey” should be ‘‘Murphy;” on page 111, 
line 12, the name ‘‘ Vail” should be ‘‘ Vaill;” on page 118, line 
13, ‘‘ Harvey P. Hinkle” should be ‘‘ Harry P. Hinkle;” on page 
124, line 8, the name ‘‘ Daugherty” should be ‘* Dougherty;” on 
page 124, line 24, in the name “‘ Valentine H. Lohner” the ‘“‘H” 
should be stricken out; on page 130, line 23, thename ‘‘ Coetz”’ 
should be ‘‘Goetz;” on page 134, line 9, the name ‘“ Jenson” 
should be “‘ Jensen;” in line 18, on page 134, the name ‘‘ Kier- 
man’ should be ‘‘ Kiernan;” on page 136, line 21, the name 
‘* Frances” should be ‘‘ Francis;” so as to read ‘‘ Francis J. Nel- 
ligan;” and on page 137, line 21,in the name “ Peter J. Pinter” 
the ‘‘ J” should be stricken out and the letter ‘‘G” inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendmentwill be modi- 
fied as indicated, if there be no objection. The Chair hears 
none. The question is on agreeing to the amendment as modi- 
fied. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 147, line 12, 
before the words ‘‘in all,” to insert: 

To Southern Pacific Company, $1,809,539.70. 

And inline 15, before the word ‘‘ cents,” to strike out ‘* one mil- 
lion thirty-eight thousand six hundred and ninety-eight dollars 
and twelve” and insert ‘‘three million eighty-three thousand 
seven hundred and eighty-five dollars and eighty-five;”’ so as to 
make the clause read: 


To Southern Pacific Company, #1,809,539.70; io all, $3,083,785.85. Provided, 
That none of the judgments herein provided for shall be paid until the 
right of appeal shail have expired. 


Mr. WHITE. I desire to ask the Senator from Missouri a 
question in reference to this item. For the information of the 
Senate I ask on what account the appropriation is proposed to 
be made? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is to pay a judgment of the Court of 
Claims rendered in favor of the Southern Pacific Company, and 
it does not include anything that is in controversy between the 
Government and the company. 

Mr. WHITE. I ask the Senator whether all judgments of 
the Court of Claims which have become final are included in the 
bill? Is it the design of the Senate Committee on Appropria- 
tions to pay all judgments against the United Statés rendered 
by the Court of Claims? 

Mr. COCKRELL. All final judgments except those in rela- 
tion to the bonded railroads. 

Mr. WHITE. I have personally had some doubt as to whether 
this appropriation ought to be made, because of the unsettled 
condition of the Government's claims, not only against the rail- 
roads, but against the persons who own the stock in those roads. 
The matter being unadjusted, the question arises whether it 
would not be better to permit the matter to remain unsettled 
until the Governmentclaims can be fully adjusted as between all 
those parties and the Government. 1 suppose, however, that 
the committee have investigated the matter very fully. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
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The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 


was, on page 148, line 1, after the word “forty-two” to insert 
“and Senate Executive Document No. 149,” and in line 5, before 
the word ‘‘cents,” to strike out ‘forty-seven thousand one hun- 
dred and thirty dollars and fifty-two” and insert “forty-nine 
ee and sixty dollars and eighteen;” so as to make the 
clause read: 


JUDGMENTS, UNITED STATES COURTS. 
costs of suit, 


For payment of the final satgmente and decrees, inclu 
which have been rendered under the visions of the act of March 3, 1887, 
entitled “An act to a the of suits against the Govern- 
ment of the United - ccounen to at its t session b: 


the Attorney-General ‘nt House Executive nts Nos. 50 and 242, 
Senate Executive Document No. 149, and which have not been a 
49,060.18, together with such additional sum as may be necessary to pay 
interest on the respective ane 2 at the rate of 4 ees per annum 
from the date theréof until the time this appropriation 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend the amendment by strik- 
ing out the word ‘‘ Document” and inserting ‘‘ Documents,” and 
after the number 149, to insert ‘“‘and 169,” so that it will. read, 
“and Senate Executive Documents Nos. 149 and 169.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment. as amended was agreed to. 

The of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on A foe was, on page 148, line is, 
after the word ‘‘ Executive,” to strike out ‘' Document” and in- 
ser't ** Documents;” in line 15, after the word “seven,” to strike 
out ‘of this session;” in the same line after the word ‘ two,” 
to insert “ numbered 82 and 12: 128, and Senate Miscellaneous 
Document numbered — of the nt session;” and in line 19, be- 
fore the word ** thousand,” to strike out “ one hundred ” and in- 
sert ‘‘ two hundred and fifty;” so as to make the clause read: 


JUDGMENTS IN INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


For of judgments of the Court of Claims in =. ation 
cases in 0 ae o ee Sar sre ee Execu- 
tf Nos. 82and 128 Senate eous 


ve parts 1 and 2 
Document ag _, =a the present session, 250,000, etc. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move toamend the amendment by insert- 


ing in the blank the number 249. 
he amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


‘The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The amendment was to. 
The reading ef the bil 


was resumed. 
The nextamenc ment of the the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 150, after line 11, waco 
and ayee 
the judgments aw 


Fox and Wisconsin Ri 
rendered against the United 
ae ement of the Fox and Wisconsin tives Wisconsin, under the oa Sot 
; 7 : - ss Aas, an nepanse’ oan oad by the iho Attorney-General and —— 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 158, after line 9, to insert: 

For barracks and quarters, $4,333.58, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 159, line 9, after the word 
‘serviee,” to strike out ‘ except the claim of the Security In- 

— Company, for $4,000, ten,” and insert ‘‘ fourteen;” so as 

to make the elause read: 

For horses and other property lost in the military service, $14,952.11. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 162, after line 10, to insert 
as a new section: 


See. S Sel fen Se peamamhal Do towing deme certified to be due by 
the several accounting officers of the Treasury Department under appro- 
priations the balances of which have been exhausted or carried 

fund under the proves of section 5 of the act of < une 20, 


appropriations tofore treated as 
fiscal year 1802, and prior years, unless other stated, and which have 


been certified to C under section 2 of the act of J 7, 1884, as 
set forth in Senate Executive Document No. 152, Fifty-third nina jena tengbanaee 
ond session, there is appropriated as follows: 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FIRST COMPTROLLER. 
: STATE DEPARTMENT. 
Foreign intercourse: For salaries, consular service, $298.18. 
aww of consular officers for services to American vessels and seamen, 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
maternal revenue: For salaries and expenses of agents and subordinate 
officers of internal revenue, $52.75. 


For refunding taxes ilegsily collected, $253.67. 
— Sesury: contingent expenses Independent Treasury, 
Under Smithsonian Institution: For preservation of collections, National 
Museum, $26.67. 


Miscellaneous: ee ae ther crimes, 
Por fuel, lights, and for public 50° _ 
Por “eame “pubilo buildings 75 cents . 


WAR DEPARTMENT. 
For lighting, etc., Executive Mansion. etc., $94.75 
INTERTOR DEPARTMENT. 


For stationery, Department of the Interior, $12. 
For investigation of pension cases, Pension Ofice, 810.02. 
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Public land service: For Geological Survey (except for serv 
cific railroads), 8547.12. ™ Ara seiand aoe over Pa 
For surveying the public ‘ante, $3,233.34. 
For conti t expenses of land offices, $1.20. 
sot velenbarncmnens to receivers of public moneys for excess of deposits 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


Por vegetable pathological investigations and experiments (e 
service over Pacific railroads), $33.85. 1S (except for 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


For fees of commissioners, United States courts, 81,242.70. 

For rent-and incidental am. Territory of Alasica, $107.50. 

For rent of court rooms, United States courts, 

For fees of district attorneys, United States courts, $2,035. 

For pes ial assistant attorneys, United States courts, $15,000 
For = c ; 


ks, United States courts, $37.30 
of elections, $3,365. 
For excess of deposits, $120.00. 
fees and expenses of marshals, United States oe $713.76. 

witnesses, United States courts, $197. 
For oan ot bation Gi United States courts, a 617.20. 
For pay of etc., United States courts, $100. 
For expenses, United States courts, $645.53. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FIRST a AND COMMIS 
OF CUSTOMS 














SIONER 

For repayment to importers excess of de ~r customs, $137.8! 

For ae of Revenue Cutter Service, 
'e Sa 


Service, $28.09. 
For collecting the revenue from customs, $53. 


For repairs and incidental expenses of light-houses, $10.24. 
WAR een * Sane CERTIFIED BY RE SECOND AUDITOR 
ECOND COMPTROL: 


ete.. of nna re except for aie a over Pacific rail: 
ws ewes ; 


“for eontingencies of the Army, 
or medical and hospital athena $12.25. 
For publication of records, war of the rebellion, $3.22 


INDIAN CLAIMS REPORTED BY THE SECOND AUDITOR AND THE 
SECOND COMPTROLLER. 


For incidentals in California, including support and civilization, #5 
For incidentals in Washington, including employés tana ci 
‘or on, ud e oyés, support, and civiliza 
Tor buildings t cies and ir: cae ‘ ri 
at agen repairs, . 
Por eee 
For Indian schools, support, 85. 


For Indian school, Ariz., aes 
For of Pawnees, schools, $43, 
treaties with Delawares, — of lands, % 010.50, 


For 
Yor fulfilling trreaties with Iowas, proceeds of lands, 
For treaties with Kaskaskias, Peorias, Weas, oe Piankesha vw: 


of lands, 81 
For Suppo of Navajoes. $40.08. 
~— support of Sioux of ‘of different tribes, subsistence and civilization, § 


pay of Indian agents, $585.87. 
For toly and purchase of Indian supplies (except for service oy 
Pacific ), $4,074. 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT CLAIMS REPORTED BY TIE 
AUDITOR AND SECOND COMPTROLLER. 


THIRD 


For fees of eeeaineouneems urgeons, Army pensions, $234.50. 

For Army pensions, 
WAR DEPARTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWED BY _— THIRD AUDITOR 

AND er COMPTROLLE 

For subsistence of the Army, 3260. 

For pee — the Army —— its sup plies (except for service over 
Pacific railroads), $849.41. ana coment, 03,007.00. 

For incidental 1 expenses, Quartermaster’s Sapastaaant, $251.85. 

For barracks and quarters, 9,236.11. 

For horses for cavalry and ¥, 8875. 
railroads, 88118. of arrears of Army transportation due certain land-gran! 

For pay, transportation, eraser, and suppliesof Oregon and W ashington 
volunteers in 1855 and 1856, 821 

For transportation of officers en their , $154.60. 

For horses and other See oe “¢ r ary service, $26,462.1/ 

For improving Little River, Misso 3 cents. i 

proving Little Red River, Saeaat = gotanene, $1.05. 


For Signal Service, pay, etc., $222.26. 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FOURTH AUDITOR AND SEOOND COMP: 
TROLLER. 


For of the Navy, 10, 
pay VY, $8,539 it. 


bogs: of ae te Repair, * 


aie a $1,130.16 





For indemnity cordens anaes. te 
For gratuity to seamen, 8100. 
For mileage, Navy, ‘Graham a For the payment of claims for dil- 

ference between actual expenses and mileage allowed under the decision o! 
the United Siates Supreme Court in the case of Graham es. The United 
~~ pensions, $27. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE SIXTH AUDITOR. 
For deficiency in the postal revenue, as follows: 
= $14,093.72. 


For 

For rent, and fuel, $2,115.24. 

For of sano $1,843.99. 
Por service, 32. 














1894. 


and epeabene, 25 gente. 
way t-office clerks, 
vor fant Ban ep eetion, railroads, $75.50. 
For adversising, $41.40, ; 
For inland m) transportation, star routes, $388.84. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, On page 172, after line 11, to insert: 


sxc. 4. That for the payment of the following claims certified to be due 
by the several accounting officers of the Treasury Department under appro- 
riations the balancesof which have been exhausted or carried to the surplus 
nd under the a of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, and under 
appropriations eretofore treated as permanent, being for the service of the 
fiscal year 1892, and prior years, 
been certified to Congress under section 2 of the act of July 
set forth in Senate Executive Document No. 164, Fifty-third 
ond session, there is appropriated as follows: 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FIRST COMPTROLLER. 
STATE DEPARTMENT. P 


Foreign intercourse: Wor salaries, consular service, $1,149.45. 
For International Exposition at Paris in 1889, $4.66. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Mints and assay offices; For contingent expenses, assay office at New 
York, #49,33. 


unless otherwise stated, and which have 
7, 1884, as fully 
Congress, sec- 


ro 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 
Public lands service: For surveying the public lands, $4,763.73 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


Judicial: For fees and expenses of marshals, United States courts, §,- 
152.35, 

For pay of special assistant attorneys, United States courts, 8250. 

For fees of commissioners, United States courts, $14.90. 

For fees of jurors, United States courts, $431.90. 

For support of prisoners, United States courts, $220.66. 

For pay of bailiffs, etc., United States courts, 8154. 

For miscellaneous expenses, United States courts, $10.50. 


(CLAIMS ALLOWED BY FIRST AUDITOR AND COMMISSIONER OF 
CUSTOMS. 


For supplies of light-houses, 1890, 69 cents. . 
For @ mses of buoyage, 1890, 80 cents. 


For Life-Saving Service, 1892, $164.52. 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY SECOND AUDITOR AND SECOND COMP- 
TROLLER. 


WAR DEPARTMENT. 
For pay, etc., of the Army, $895.07. 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 
For telegraphing and purchase of Indian supplies, 1894, $1,013,74. 


WAR DEPARTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE THIRD AUDITOR 
AND SECOND COMPTROLLER. 


For transportation of the Army and its supplies, 898.50. 
For regular supplies, Quartermaster’s Department, $17.30. 
For barracks and quarters, $10. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FOURTH AUDI- 
TOR AND SECOND COMPTROLLER. 


For pay of the Navy, $313.04. 

For bounty for the destruction of enemies’ vessels, #2.92. 

For mileage, Navy, Graham decision, for the payment of claims for the 
difference between actual expenses and mileage, allowed under the decision 
of the United States Supreme Court in the case of Graham vs. The United 
States, $437.67. 

For Navy pensions, #60. 

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE SIXTH AUDITOR. 


For rent, light, and fuel, $18. 

For mail bags and catchers, 10 cents. 

For clerk hire, $23.32. 

For star service, $2,247.16; 

For transportation, $1.17; 

For compensation of postmasters, $138.87; 
For canceling machines, $22.97. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 176, after line 8, to insert: | 


Snc. 5, For payment of the claims reéxamined and certified!to Congress in 
cenaie Dunayeave Document No. 98, Fifty-third Congress, second session, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I offer an amendment to follow immedi- 
ately after the amendment just adopted. It is for the payment 
of claims which have been certified since the bill was reported. 

The SECRETARY. Insert after line 13, on page 176: 


For payment of the claims reexamined and certified to Congress in Sen- 
iin ac Document No. 133, Fifty-third Congress. second session, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The nextamendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
at the end of the bill: 


For ent to the Annapolis and Elk Ridge Railroad Company amount 
ot certified claim heretofore reported to Con: , and reéxamined and re- 
en te Executive Document No. 1s Fifty-third Congress, second 


For payment of the following claims on account of horses lost in the mili- 
tary se! heretofore certified to Congress, namely: Tothe Globe Mutual In- 
of St. Louis, Mo., $4,000. 
To the St. ing Dock Insurance Company, 24,000. 
bt gal Moore amount quiet te be re tor =s. mervies, fis- 
ouse Executive Document No. page eth Con- 
first session, 2. 


993.25. 
the sum a ted in the act of March 3, 1891, entitled ‘“‘An act 
appropriations 10 supply deficiencies in the @ for the 
year June 30, , and for prior years, ‘or other purposes,” 


paid to John A. Brimmer, jr., administrator of John Gtiliat, deceased, 


ih: 


8155 


rator of Thomas Glilllat, deceased, the 





to be paid instead to the administ 
original sufferer. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Imove to amend the amendment by strik- 
ing out the word “ to,” in line 12, on page 177, and inserting 
ts shall ;” so as to read “shall be paid.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. [I offer an amendment to come in on page 
43, after line 7. 

The SECRETARY. On page 48, after line 7, insert: 

To pay for supplies furnished the Indian Service in 1873 and 1874, and re- 
ported to Congress in Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 165, Fifty-tirst 
Congress, first session, to-wit: 

To Edward N. Fish & Co., $1,800. 

To Edward N. Fish & Co., assignees of W. B. Hugus, #,400.20, 

To Bowers and Richards, assignees of James M. Burney, $3,534.76. 

To Sutro & Co., assignees of William B. Hooper & Co., #3,479.32. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 5, after line 4, I move to insert 
what I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, after line 4, insert: 

The accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized and directed 
to examine the accounts of A. G. Studer, late consul at Singapore, and allow 
him credit for unofficial fees received by him for notarial and unofiicial serv- 
ices performed by him during the period of his said consulship at Sings 
pore, and by mistake paid by him into the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_Mr. MANDERSON. [offer an amendment. On page 28, after 
line 17, I move to insert: 

Pay for rent of rifle r : For rent of rifle range at Bellevue, near 
Om Nebr,, to Henry T. Clarke, rent being from July 1, 1891, to July |, 
1894, $1,800, to be received in full of all claims for said rifle range to the last 
named date. 

This rifle range is at the little town of Bellevue, 3 oy 4 miles 
from the city of Omaha. It was rented by tho Quartermaster’s 
Department in 1886 and has been used continuously for the com- 
petitive shooting of the Department of the Platte from that time 
to this. [have myself visited it frequently, and I have personal 
knowledge of the fact that every year the troops go into en- 
campment there during most of the summer and use this range. 
They have improved it in the way of putting up rifle butts to 
stop the balls and soon. The rent was paid up to the Istof July, 
1891. Since that time it has not been paid. 

There was a little question of disputed ownership, some par- 
ties claiming that as the ground had been laid out in town lots 
at one time they were entitled to pay for the streets and alleys 
which had been dedicated to public use. That was probably 
the occasion of the difficulty. Since July 1, 1891, the rent has 
not been paid. The amount agreed upon by the Government 
was $600 a year for the use of this large tractof land. I have 
here a communication from the chief quartermaster of the De 
partment of the Platte to the Quartermaster-General of the 
Army, as follows: 

All papers returned with statements of Mr. H. T. Clarke, and maps show 
ing the lands used as a rifle range and described in indorsement of inspecto 
of small arms practice, Department of the Platte. The lands in question 
were leased from H. T. Clarke in 1886, and have been occupied and used con 
tinuously by the United States from that date up to the a time, and 
rent was = to him up to the close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 189! 
and no other parties have made any claim for rent, or the use of the lan 
until this made by Messrs. Nolan and Martin, as citizens of the village of 
Bellevue—they representing that the village of Bellevue owned about 42 
acres of the land in question, and were entitled to one-third of the amou: 
appropriated by the act of Congress approved March 3, 1893. 

This claim is understood to be based upon the streets and alleys laid out 
in the plat of the village; but that they are not used as such is evident from 
the fact that the ground has been used as a rific ranze for several months in 
each year since the land was first leased by the Department. The question 
also arises whether under any circumstances the village authorities would 
have a legal right to claim or accept rent for the use of streets and alleys 
that have been dedicated to the public. When the land was first leased 
from Mr. Clarke, he went to considerable expense in clearing and leveling 
the ground, cutting out underbrush, sinking wells, etc., in order to make 
the place suitable for the purposes required, and rent has been paid to him 
only. and to no one else, by the United States, for the use of the land, the 
last payment being for rent to July 30, 1891, at the rate of 8600 per annum 

Attention is ay invited to the third paragraph of Mr. Clarke's le' 
ter of May 23, 1894. 

I have personal knowledge of this matter and know that it is 
a just claim for the amount named. I hope there will be no op- 
position to the insertiop of the item in the appropriation bill. 
I have telephoned to the War Department, and [ will obtain and 
hand to the committee before the bill goes into conference the 
report of the Quartermaster-General himself ratifying this let- 
ter of the chief quartermaster of the department. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTIN in the chair). 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A me e from the House cf Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
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to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on theamendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 6518) making appropriations for the construction, re- 

air, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
Parbors, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 1896) to provide for the payment of 8 per cent green- 
back certificates of the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses. 





ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (S. 829) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to Cyrus Payne, and it was thereupon signed by the Vice- 
President. 

APPROPRIATION FOR PROVIDENCE HOSPITAL. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Sisters of Charity who 
have charge of the Providence Hospital feel very much hurt at 
a remark made by a Senator upon the floor yesterday, which I 
willread. I nave been hoping he would come in. They wish me 
to make a correction. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER] said: 

The appropriation for the Providence Hospital Spee fles that they shall 
have 95 eae. for which they shall receive #19,000, or @200 per patient. 
‘That strikes me as being a very remarkable provision. I do not know how 
long patients are sick in hospitals in the city of Washington, but it seems 
to me Shey do not average an expense of each, yet this lump amount is 
gives to this hospital, and there are to be 95 patients, and no more, and the 

ospital is to get this compensation for that purpose. 

This statement conveys the idea that these sisters only take 
care of ninety-five patients in the course of a year. Instead of 
that they take care of several hundred patients in the course of 
ayear. Under the arrangement made with the Government, a 
contract which has been of long standing, they get about $200 
fora bed. They have ninety-five beds always occupied by per- 
sons designated by the District Commissioners and other author- 
ities of the city. So instead of ninety-five patients they have 
several hundred patients in the course of the year. A patient 
may go there and stay aday or two, but there are always ninety- 
five places reserved—reserved for patients who are under the 
care of these sisters. They get $200 a year, and the authorities 
here are to take care to keep the beds occupied during the whole 
year. Therefore the bedsare constantly filled. Theimpression 
that they get only ninety-five patients is a great mistake, and 
they ‘eel that great injustice has been done them by this state- 
ment. 

I take pleasure in ming that my attention was very early 
called to this hospital. addeus Stevens took the greatest 
personal interest in Providence Hospital before the war, and 
during the war my attention was called to it very often, and I 
have watched its work. I have been there several times to see 
persons who have been there lyingsick in bed. 1 know it is the 
case that instead of entertaining ninety-five patients they en- 
tertain five or six hundred. A patient may go there overnight 
sick and he may stay only a day or two. His bed is vacant when 
he recovers and is in fit condition to go out, and some one else 
fills the place. 

The sisters are paid only $200 a year for the bed and for the 
care and sustenance and nurture of those who may occupy the 
95 beds, and they are almost constantly occupied. 

I look upon Providence Hospital and Garfield Hospital as two 
of the most valuable charitable institutions of this city, and I 
také great pleasure in making this correction of the error the 
Senator from New Hampshire fell into. I make the correction 
for the benefit of the sisters there and at their request. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7477) making appropriations to sup- 
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1894, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HUNTON. I wish to offer an amendment. On page 163, 
at the end of line 12, I move to insert as a separate paragraph: 

To enable the Secre' of the Treasury to to Silas Q. Howe, survivin 
partner of W. T. Pate & Co., the sum of $19,662.19, being the sum audi 
under section 3220, Revised Statutes, and set forth in Senate Executive 
Document No. 46, Fiftieth Congress, second session, being the sum paid by 
said firm as taxes on distilled spirits in excess of the quantity withdrawn 
by said firm from bonded warehouse. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That amendment can not come at that 

lace, ifatall. Thatis where the claims allowed by the First 

mptrollerare provided for. There is a specific class of claims 
stated there. It would disarrange the whole bill. 

Mr. HUNTON. Then I ask that my amendment may come 
in on 9, at the end of line 23. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, this claim is an old stager. 
It has been before the Senate for nearly twenty years, I think. 

Mr. HUNTON. Oh, no. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I beg the Senator's pardon. I have been 
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| simple. 


| put on the deficiency appropriation bill once or twice, but jt | 
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herenearly twenty yearsand it wasone of the firstclaims presente) 
to the Committee on Claims after Icame here. I am speakin, 
by the record. I can give the Senator the history of the clajy 

Mr. HALE. It is older than any of us. as 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is even older than the Senator's seryin 
in the Senate and in the House. Ithas been before the Finan 
Committee, and it has been before the Committee on Claims. 
At the urgent solicitation of the friends o 
these gentlemen, or those who represent them, the claim was 
1ag 
Itis aclaim pu eand 
It arises upon a distillery that was seized by a reyenye 
collector years and years ago. I should like to see the doy. 
ment the Senator refers to about its being audited. Has the 
Senator that document? 

Mr. HUNTON. No; I have it not here. 
before. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has been putin the deficiency appropri; 

tion bill once or twice; but unless it can be shown that it is ay 
audited claim, it is just the kind of claims pending before al! o/ 
the committees here, which have been pending for years ani 
years. That is my recollection of the matter. Unless there js 
an estimate for it and a report from the Treasury Department, 
I make the pointof order thatitisaclaim, and that under clausg 
4, Rule XVI, it is not in order. 

No amendment, the object of which is to provide fora private claim, sh 
be received to any general appropriation bill, unless it be to carry out thy 
provisions of an existing law or a treaty stipulation, which shall be cited oy 
the tace of the amendment. 

Mr. HUNTON. [suppose the first question to be decided is 
the point of order. I beg leave to say in regard to that, tha 
while there has been no estimate made for the claim in the Book 
of Estimates for this session of Congress, it was estimated for in 
the lastCongress. Whether that will bring the case within the 
point of order or not I am not parliamentarian enough to de 
termine. But there is another matter which meets the pointo! 
order, and which my friend, I think, will agree meets it when! 
shall mention it to him. I beg the Senator’s attention to whi 
Iam about tosay. The rule, as I understand it, does not make 
this amendment amenable to the point of order. The rule is 
in the following language: 

All general appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee on A» 
propriations, except bills making appropriations for rivers and harbor: 
which shall be referred to the Committee on Commerce; and no amen 
ments shall be received to any general appropriation bill the effect of whi 
will be to increase an appropriation already contained in the bill or to ai 
anew item of appropriation unless it be made to carfy out the provisions 
of some existing law, or treaty stipulation, or act, or resolution previou 
passed by the Senate during that session. 

The rule does not make an amendment amenable to a point 0 
order where it is a treaty stipulation, or act, or resolution pre 
viously passed by the Senate during that session. I hold in 
my hand a bill passed for the relief of this very party at the 
present session of Congress. It was passed by the Senate May 
19, 1894. Soif there was no other modeof meeting the point 
of order that would be quite sufficient, and my friend, | sup- 
pose, will admit it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, Mr. President, I can not admit that 
under such a construction of the rule it has ever been held by 
this body that because the Committee on Claims considered abi! 
and passed it, therefore it was in order to offer it as an amen: 
ment to an appropriation bill. It has never been so held. \\ 


always been rejected by the other House. 


This was in the} 


have now, I su e—- 
Mr. HUNTON. If the Senator will allow me, he misunie 
stood me. I did not say the Committee on Claims had report 


it, but I said—— 
Mr. COCKRELL. Did not the Committee on Claims report it’ 
Mr. HUNTON. The Committee on Claims reported it, an 
the Senate passed it. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Solam saying. I say it has never Dect 
held, when the Committee on Claims or any other committee ° 
the Senate considering a claim has reported in favor o! it «i 
the Senate has passed it and sent it to the House and no actiou 
has been taken, that such claims were in order. I have const 
uents, a dozen of them, whose bills have been passed yea! 
year, and upon this identical bill 1 refused to put a claim to" 
was insisted upon by the attorney. The bill has passed the 5e" 
ate three different times and the money is lying in the Tres 
ury, aud it is only a question as to the identity of the individu 
to enable him to draw it. 
As I said, this is aclaim pure and simple, notwithstandin: 
the Committee on Claims has reported in favor of it and the 
bill has 4 the Senate. The Committee on Public Lands 
reports claims to refund moneys to officers and matters of that 
kind, and they pass here. We do not put them on this bill. If 
you establish that precedent you simply  € the Committee 
on Appropriations to do all the business of the committees 
of the Senate. Senators are complaining that the Committee 
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on Appropriations absorbs jurisdiction. On the contrary, we 
have done all that we possibly could to prevent the assumption 
of anything that did not legitimately come before us. We read 
this rule: 

No amendment the object of which is to provide for a private claim 
shall be received to any general appropriation bill. 

We adhere to that rule that you made for our guidance. The 
amendment of the Senator from Virginia is a private claim. It 
makes no difference what construction the Senator may put upon 
the first clause of the rule, here is a sweeping clause at the end 
of it which says that: 


No amendment, the object of which is to provide for a private claim, shall 

be received to any general apprupriation biil, unless it to carry out the 

visions of an existing law or treaty stipulation, which shall be cited on 
fhe face of the amendment. 


Mr. HUNTON. It is not often, sir, that I would dare to un- 
dertake to enlighten the Senator from Missouri upon a point of 
order. He has stated with a great deal of confidence that the 
ruling of the Chair was never had sustaining an amendment of 
this sort, because it was embodied in an act which had passed 
the Senate. That is the position taken by the Senator from 








Missouri. I ask what is the meaning of the word ‘‘act” in the 
rule? Itdoes not mean a law. Itsays an act that has passed 
the Senate. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HUNTON. [Ihave not yielded the floor. 

Mr. HALE. I was going to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. HUNTON. I will hear the Senator with pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. We have had this up a good many times, and 

the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has ruled upon it as 
President pro tempore, as also the former Senator from Ver- 
mont, Mr. Edmunds, { remember. Their interpretation was 
that that is not an act or resolution passed by the Senate, but it 
is to conform to some existing law or treaty stipulation or act, 
which is a completed act, or resolution previously passed by 
the Senate during that session. The Senate can, by a resolu- 
tion upon a distinctive matter, make itin order. It may take 
a subject-matter and declare that it shall be in order upon an 
appropriation bill. But I have never known it held—if it has 
been done it was exceptional—that the word “act” there simply 
refers to a bill reported by a committee and passed through this 
body, which does not make it an act. 

Mr. HUNTON. Ishould like to know from the Senator from 
Maine and the Senator from Missouri what the word “act” in 
the phrase ‘‘act passed by the Senate” means. It does not mean 
a law passed by both Houses of Congress. It says, ‘‘an act, or 
resolution passed by the Senate at that session.” 

Mr. HALE. The Senator does not get the point. Itdoes not 
say ‘‘act,or resolution passed by the Senate,” because if it did 
there would be nocomma there. It makesdistinctions. Itsays, 
‘or treaty stipulation, or act,” then a comma, “or resolution pre- 
viously passed by the Senate during that session.” It is not an 


act that is passed by the Senate. 
: = HUNTON. [ have it here and it reads, “ or act, or reso- 
ution.” 


Mr.HALE. Does not the Senator notice that there is a 
comma there? If says ‘‘or act,” then it reads ‘‘or resolution 
previously passed by the Senate.” Both Houses have the right 
to make provisions in order. 

Mr. HUNTON. I beg the Senator to let me conclude my re- 


marks. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly; [ do not want to interrupt the Sena- 
tor. 

Mr. HUNTON. Iam sure the Senator does not. 

Mr. HALE. But he loses the point. 

Mr. HUNTON. If itis an act passed by the Senate, then it 
isa bill which has proceeded that far to become a law and has 
not become a complete law because the other House has not 
acted upon it and the President has not signed it, but it isan 
act or resolution which has passed the Senate at this session. I 
maintain, andI maintain with a great deal of confidence, that 
wherever that is the case, if it has sed the Senate at this ses- 
sion in the shape of a bill or resolution, although it may not 
have reached the other House or the President, it is in order to 
offer itas an amendment to an eo bill. 

The Senator from Maine and the Senator from Missouri have 
stated with a great deal of confidence that there has never been 
such a ruling as this; that, on the contrary, all the rulings have 
been the other way. I am not familiar with the precedents of 
the Senate, but I have before me acopy of the CONGRESSIONAL 

RD which contains a case identically in point, in which the 
Presiding Officer ruled that an act passed by the Senate was 
Within the meaning of the exception of the rule in regard to of- 
ne amendments to appropriation bills. I can not read it all. 
The residing Officer—t think the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
HARRIs| was in the chair at the time—said: 


The Senator need not, so far as the enlightenment of the Chair is con- 
cerned, argue as to what the word “act” in the rule means. 
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Mr. Pasco. I was arguing for the benefit of the Senator from Maine. 

Sor the Senator from Maine seems to have made this same 
point at that time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair holds the word “act” in that rule 
means 4 bill passed either House, even though it has not passed the two 
Houses and become a law. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Virginia 
a question, if he will allow me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTIN in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Virginia yield to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts? 

Mr. HUNTON. I would prefer to finish, but if the Senator 
insists upon it I will yield. 

Mr. HOAR. No, 1 do not insist if the Senator prefers to go 
on; but I wanted simply to ask him about this language. 

Mr. HUNTON. Well, sir; go on. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senate passed a number of claims at the 
first session of a Congress, does anybody suppose that it would 
not be in order to put them on an appropriation bill and at the 
same time it would be in order to put on an appropriation bill 
claims passed at the second session? 

Mr. HUNTON. ILIamnot called upon to decide that question. 

Mr. HOAR. In other words, what force, according to the 
Senator’s argument, is there in the limitation of the rule to res- 
olutions passed during that session? 

Mr. HUNTON. I beg to show the Senator that this bill has 
been passed at this very session. It was passed on the l4th of 
July, 1894, so that it is an act passed by the Senate at this 
identical session. ButI was going on to shew the ruling of the 
Chair (the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] in the chair) 
upon this identical question when the point of order was raised 
on an amendment offered by the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Pasco]: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator need not, so far as the enlight- 
enment of the Chair is concerned, argue as to what the word “act”’ in the 
rule means. 

Mr. Pasco. I was arguing for the benefit of the Senator from Maine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair holds the word “act” in that rule 
means a bill passed by either House, even though it has not passed the 
two Houses and become a law. 

Now, there is a ruling of the Chair in which he expressly 
maintained and expressly decided that where a bill had passed 
the Senate during the present session making a provision for 
the payment of a claim, it was in order under that rule to offer 
an amendment to an appropriation bill to pay the claim. The 
debate went on further between the Chair and several members 
of the Senate, when the Chair overruled the point of order and 
stated that the amendment was not amenable to that point of 
order, and it was finally passed upon by a vote of the Senate. 

Tbe PRESIDING OFFICER. May the Chair inquire of the 
Senator from Virginia when that ruling of the Chair was made? 

Mr. HUNTON. I hold in my hand acopy of the CONGREs- 
SIONAL RECORD bearing date March 4, 1893, and it is a report 
of the proceedings of the previous day; so that I have here the 
last decision on the = There is no pretense that there 
has been any decision since. It is the last decision made upon 
this subject, in which the occupant of the chair, one of the best 
parliamentarians connected with the Senate, ruled that such an 
amendment was not subject to gor of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. May the Chair further inquire 
of the Senator from Virginia what was the nature of the 
amendment offered upon which that ruling was made? 

Mr. HUNTON. I will read it. 

On page 22, line 17, I move to insert— 

Says the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]— 


That the Secretary of the eeagere be, and he is hereby, authorized to set- 
tle the account stated between the United States and the State of Florida 
under the authority of section 55 of the act approved March 2, i889, entitled 
“An act making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the ae 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for prior years, and for other 
purposes ;’’ and in making such settlement he is hereby authorized to set off 
what is found to be due by the State to the day of settlement on account of 
a and interest upon the bonds of the State, in which a portion of 
the Indian trust funds have been invested, against what is found to be due 
the State to the same date for moneys expended by her during the Indian 
hostilities of 1849, and 1856, and 1857, and to surrender such bonds and the 
coupons thereto to the governor of said State upon making such settlement. 
And in making the settlement the Secretary is directed to follow the state- 
ment of the account as made under the authority of said act, as found in the 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury dated December 16, 1889, published 
as Executive Document No. 68, House of Representatives, Fifty-first Con- 
gress, and to adopt the first mode of settlement,”’ etc. 


There was a claim of the State of Florida, which was put upon 
an appropriation bill. I say that that case and the present are 
identical. It is the same case in principle as the one now before 
the Senate, and it was ruled to be in order, because the Senate 
at that session had passed a bill, which had not gone through 
the other House, making provision for the payment of this 
identical claim. That amendment was decided by one of the 
best parliamentarians on the floor of the Senate to be in order. 
If that was in order, and it was decided to be and a final vote 
taken upon the merits of the cise, why is not the amendment I 
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propose in order, because it is to pay a claim that the Senate at 
this very session has passed a bill appropriating a sum of money 
to pay? 

The Senate has passed this claim not only at this session, but 
on four different occasions. The accoun officers of the 
Treasury refuse to pay it, not because they do not believe it is 
a just claim, not because they would not pay it if it was a new 
question, but they decline to take it up and pass upon it, be- 
cause a predecessor of the present Secretary of the Treasury, 
and his predecessor, had without consideration decided against 
the claim, and they claim that they can not upturn the decisions 
of their predecessors. The present Secretary of the Treasury 
and the Secretary under the last tration would have 
taken up this case and paid this claim if it had not been for the 
fact that @ preceding Secretary of the Treasury, before the law 
was settled, had decided that he kad no right to refund this 
money. 

This case is of this nature. This firm were distillers. They 
put into a warehouse a large quantity of whisky, and by evapo- 
ration and leakage a largeamount of itwas wasted. When that 
whisky was withdrawn from bonded warehouse, the Government 
required this firm to pay a tax not only upon what they with- 
drew from the warehouse, but also u what they put into the 
warehouse, part of which was was by evaporation and leak- 
age. When the Secretary of the ener Sas took up this 
question he decided under the law that he no right to re- 
fund that money which the firm was obliged to pay in order to 
get the whisky out of the warehouse. 

Subsequently, however, other cases coming before the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, the — was elaborately argued and 
carefully considered, and the Treasury Department came to the 
opinion under the law that a party was not bound to taxes 
except for the whisky which was withdrawn from the bonded 
warehouse. Under tr of the Treasury Department 
thousands and thousands of dollars were refunded to distillers, 
and only three cases were left which have not been settled in 
that way. Those three cases were not settled because they were 
the first decided, and decided adversely to the applicants; and 
the Treasury Department said that they had no right to reopen 
their decision. 

Mr. President, this is somewhat upon the merits of the case, 
but upon the point of order which is now pending before the 
Chair, I submit that when I show to the Chair that a bill to pay 
this vary claim was passed at thissession of Congress, under the 
ruling of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], when for- 
merly in the chair, it is in order for me to offer the amendment 
to this a bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 1 7 of this claim being an old te 
Tt is just ey —— old. It originated in August, 1864, The 
firm of W. T. Pate & Co. deposited a quantity of whisky 
in their own barrels in a Government warehouse in August, 
1864; they took it out in December, 1864, and a controversy 
arose between them and the Internal Revenue Department in 
regard to the amount of whisky which was in the warehouse. 
They claimed that there had been evaporation, and so on. 

We all know that the law only allows a certain amount for 
evaporation. If there was , it is not the fault of 
the Government officers, because the whisky was placed in the 
barrels which the distillers themselves had provided, and the 
officers of the Government had ample power toadjust the claim. 
Under section 3220 of the Revised tes— 


The Commissioner of Interal Revenue, subject to regulations prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, is on ap to him made, to 
ceseit, pete, and pay back all taxes erroneously or illegally assessed or 
collected, 


Thisfirm had ample remedy. The officers of the Government 
refused to pay them,and the matter has been pending in Con- 
gress ever since. Since itcame into Congress—I do not know 
when it was first presented to as has been before the 
Committee on Claims, it has been before the Committee on Fi- 
nance. It is a claim pure and simple, and comes within the 
meaning of the fourth clause of Rule XVI, which provides: 





4. No amendment, the oblect of which is to e for a private claim, 
shall be received to ral appropriation bill, unless it be to carry out 
tho pooritenetemeneiing law 


Not the provisions of a bill passed by the Senate at this ses- 
sion, or any other— 
re treaty stipulation, which shall be cited on the face of the amend- 


en 
Mr. HUNTON. I should like to ask the Senator from Mis- 
souri what is the use of introducing an amendment to an ap- 
nn bill to oe u that et bill a claim al- 
y provided for by existing law? Ifa bill has both 
Houses and has been signed by the President, it becomes a 
se of the rule says ‘‘or act or resolution 


previously passed by the Senate during that session. 
I ask elenste te eoation en the question. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the judgment of the ( Jhair 
the point.of order made by the Senator from Missouri is wa)! 
taken. Itseems that in the case to which the Senator fry, 
Virginia made reference, the exact point was not raised, {; 
seems. quite manifest, from a reading of the clauses which hayo 
been referred to by the Senator from Missouri and the Senato: 
from Virginia, that clause 4 of Rule XVI was intended to pe 
limitation to apply exclusively to private claims, and to that , 
tent an absolute limitation upon the power mentioned in «| 
No.1. The Chair holds that the amendment is not in ordey 

Mr. KYLE. I offer the amendment which I send to the des|;. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed }), 
the Senator from South Dakota will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 28, after line 17, it is proposed 
insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authori 
directed to pay to Joseph Redfern and Eliza J. Redfern, of the Di 
Columbia, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriat: 
the sum. of $2,738.40, being the sum stated to be due by the War Depart: 
for injuries to and rent of buildings numbered 1719 and 1721G str 
west, in the city of Washington, District of Columbia. 

Mr. KYLE. [ present this claim because it is a just one. 
There is no question in regard to its justuess. The War De- 

rtment hired the buildings 1719 and 1721 G street, in Wa). 

ngton, D. C.,for Signal Service purposes. It occupied thos 
buildings and was held to the rent according to law. The: 

no question upon the part of the War Department as tothe just 
ness of the claim. They have certified to the correctness of {)) 
statement made in the report by the Senator from Orevon | \ 
MITCHELL]; they certified the claim to the Treasury Depari- 
ment for payment, but the report came back from the Treasu: 
Department that there was no money available under the ap- 
propriation for the legislative, executive, and judicial expens 
of the Government out of which this claim could be paid, and 
therefore it was.recommended to Congress that it be paid b 
special appropriation. 

There is no way in which it can be paid, according to the d 
cision of the Treasury Department, except by a special appro- 
priation by Congress. <A bill was introduced here during the 
= session and passed by the Senate, upon the recommen- 

ation of the Committee on Claims; itwent to the House of Rep- 
resentatives, has been favorably reported by the committce 
there, and is now upon the Calendar in that body. Therefore | 
think the claim is in order on this bill. It is a new claim, bu 
one of the kind which has been pending since 1889, and these 
parties are still waiting for their money. I think there can | 
no objection to putting the claim on this bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It isexceedingly painful for me to be com- 
pelled to make the point of order in defense of the Committes 
on Appropriations in the course it has pursued, to be impartial 
and just in these matters. The greater partof this claim ought 
to be paid; the Senator is correct in that; but the parties say i: 
is a claim, and they had a bill introduced to pay their claim. |! 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, the only committes 
which has jurisdiction of claims. It has been reported favor- 
ably, has passed the Senate, and is pending in the House o! 
Representatives. I hope the bill will pass that body, for I hove 
had occasion to examine into the facts of the case. 

The Treasury Department deny that they have any authority 
to pay it—and therefore they did not audit it—because a part of 
the claim was for damages to the house which was occupied, 
and they claim they have no jurisdiction over such matters. 

Mr. LE. The-claim is for repairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And for damagesalso. The accounting 
officers of the Treasury Department, asthe Senator will see by 
the report of the Committee on Claims on the bill, held: 

That the section of the act.of July 7, did not give the accounting ott- 


cers of the ent any further authority to pass claims than was give 
them by act of June 14, 1878, and that inasmuch as Congress neycr 


to the 

made amages aracter in 
cluded in this yoy 3 thantor Te ciate dad not, ee arise under 
as either nm oxhausted or carried to the surp!us 
fund, and that therefore the accounting officers had no authority to pass 
upon the and report it to Congress. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The case was this: The premises wero used 
for several years. In the lease there was a stipulation that is 
changes were required to adapt the premises to the use of the 
Signal Office they should be restored, when the premises wer? 
given up, to their original condition. That was the only quc> 
tion of damages. It was the stipulation in the lease to restore 
the property to its:original condition, and the cost of that w 
carefully ascertained. I sup until this winter, when I saw 
the — fore the Committee on Claims, that the claim had been 

ong ago. ; 

I have nothing further to say about it, except that I know |' 
to be a just and honest claim, and that the amount has bee! 
very carefully ascertained. It was stipulated in the lease that 
rent should be paid until these repairs were concluded, amount- 





1894. 
neath en 


: something over $600, 1 think. That sum was cut down 
ing alt and the estimated cost of restoring the buildings to 
eal orig condition was carefully appraised, and I think 
was appraised very low. j fs 

What I wanted to call attention to was that this is not an or- 
dinary claim for damages, but results from a stipulation in the 
jease. As the house had to be altered to make it useful to the 
War Department, the lease provided that it should simply be 
restored to the original condition fitted for a private house. 
Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, the facts are these: The Gov- 
ernment owes this debt, and every Senator on the floor recog- 
nizes and acknewledges the fact. We have not paid that debt. 
We have been owing it since 1889, and these people are in need 
of their money. Is it not right and just that the Senate of the 
United States should pass this amendment and pay the debt? 
[sometimes pity the men and women who have to appear in the 
corridors of this Capitol day after day and year after year for 
the purpose of trying to collect their honest claims against the 
Government of the United States. Simply because we are a 
great big government and have power in our hands to refuse 
the payment of these claims, we refuse to pay them. , 

If this claim is not passed upon this appropriation bill, it will 
goover another year. I have ascertained to-day that the Sen- 
ate dill providing for the payment of this claim will not pass the 
House of Representatives during this session, therefore it will 
go over until the next session; and then, perhaps, it will goover 
another year, and then another year, and by and by, in ten 
years, because it will then be an old claim, it will not be paid at 
all. That is the history of all of these claims. 

[hope the point of order will not be made against the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have said before that itis as painful to 
me to make the point of order as it is to the Senator to have it 
made, but the Senators see how the Committee on Appropria- 
tions is situated. The Senator from Virginia offers a $19,000 
claim; the Senator from Oregon offers another claim, which 
was passed by the Committee on Claims, and the Committee on 
Appropriations would be compelled to take upand consider pri- 
vate claims. The Committee on Appropriations is not adapted 
to that character of work; it is not our business, and we are not 
responsible because the Government does not comply with its 
contracts which are made outside and not adjusted by the offi- 
cors of the Government. 

| think a great mistake has been made by the claimant in this 
case or by his counsel in not having the claim properly acted 
upon by the officersef the Department and certified toCongress, 
so that it would have been taken out of the category of claims. 
Itought to have been done in that way; and had it peen done in 
that way, it would have been passed without any question. But 
we can not let it come in as a claim, when the party says it is a 
claim and when he went before the Committee on Claims and 
had that committee consider and report in favor of it, pass it, 
and send it te us. I can not make the pointof order against 
one Senator amd not make it against another. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
makes the point of order that the amendment pro d is ob- 
noxious to clause 4 of Rule XVI. In the judgment of the Chair 
the point of order ia well taken. 

Mr. KYLE. I have another amendment or two to offer be- 
forelam through. Ido not know whether the Senator from 
Missouri will consider this a new claim or an old claim or what 
sortofaclaim he may regard it. On page 69, after line 19, I 
move to insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
~ SECRETARY. On page 69, after line 19, it is proposed to 
insert: 


_ Topay Mr. J. E. Johnson for services as stenographer on special hearings 
before the Committee on Education and Labor, $37.50, 


Mr. COCKRELL. That is a matter which the Senator from 
South Dakota ought to know properly belongs to the Committee 
on Contingent Expenses of the Senate, and not to the Commit- 
tee on Senne. Had the Senator introduced the amend- 
nent and referred it to the Committee on Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate, and had it been reported favorably, the Commit- | 
teeon A: gropeintinns would have placed it on this bill. 

Mr. oo poh ne —_ — ~ has been referred to the Com- | 
nitiee udit an Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, but that committee held that they had no jurisdiction 
of the matter. In other words, the Committee on Education 
and Labor did not offer in the first place a resolution authoriz- 
ing them to employ a stenographer for this special service, and, 

payment was not allowable under the rules of the 
committee. On going to the disbursing officer in 
‘ary’s office of the Senate, he said to me the only way in w 
the amount could be paid was g on amendment 
the deficieney bill, and therefore it is offered in this form. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. What was the character of the service” 

Mr. KYLE. It was special work done for the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. By order of the committee? 

Mr. KYLE. Yes; by orderof the committee, and the commit- 
tee recommend the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well, then, I make no question of ar- 
= about the amendment. it isa matter for the Senate to de- 
cide. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pointof order being with- 
drawn, the question is on the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. I offer for the Senator from Kentueky | Mr. 
LINDSAY], from the Committee on Indian Depredations, th 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be state.). 
_ The SEORETARY. On page 149, in line 22, after the wor 
**judgments,” it is proposed to insert: 

Provided further, That any and all judgments included in said Executi 
document jwhich the present Attorney-Genera! has already examined. a 
any and all judgments rendered during his term of office and which he 
be willing to certify under the provisions of this act, may he certit 
withstanding the order of payment herein specified. 

Mr. KYLE. I can explain the amendment in a The 
provision in the bill as it now stands is that Indian depredation 
claims shall be paid in the order of their examination, bezin 
ning with the first and running on down through tho list, bu 
there are some of the last ones which have already been exxm- 
ined by the present Attorney-General, and this provision wil 
allow those to be paid withouta reéxamination according to that 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on thenmend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I offer an amendment to come in unde 
the head of ‘‘ Judgments in Indian depredation claims,” w! 
[ send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The SECRETARY. On page 149, in line 17, after the wo 
‘* United States,” it is proposed to insert “‘or whether exorh 
tant sums have been allowed:” so as to read: 

Provided, That no one of the said judgments shall be paid unti 
torney-General shall have certified to the Secretary of the Treasury tha 
has caused to be exantined the evidence heretofore presented to tii ¢ 
of Claims in support of said Judgment and such other pertinent ovidence : 
he shall be able to procure as to whether fraud, wrong, or injustice has bec 
done to the United States, or whether exorbitant sums have been allowe 
and finds upon such evidence no grounds sufficient in his opinion to suppo 
a@ new trial of said case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onthe amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL, I offer the amendment which I send to th 
to come in at the end of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the bill it is proposed to in 
sert: 

That the unexpended balances of appropriations made in the deficiency 
appropriation act approved March 2, 1889, for pay of the Navy, under the 
head ‘‘ Navy Department claims allowed by the Pourth Auditor and Second 
Comptroller,’’ be, and the same are hereby, made available to pay amounts 
due to naval officers, or their legal representatives, before July 16, 1880, in 
accordance With the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United State 
in the cases of United States ve. Strong (125 United States Reports, 655) 
United States os. Bishop (120 United States Reports, 51), and United States 
es. Symonds (120 Uni States Reports, 46). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, [ wish to have this amendment 
fully understood by the Senate before voting,upon it. It is an 
amendment which will enable the surviving sailors and the 
widows and orphans.of those who served inthe Navy in the war 
of 1860 to 1865 and the:years immediately subsequent to obtain 
the benefitsof an unexpended appropriation, already made under 
the authority of a decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States in several cases, deciding that the men who were perform- 
ing seaduty upon vessels in port liable to be sent out immediately, 
and constantly required to be on board the ship, were in the 
sense and meaning of the law performing sea service and eati- 
tled to sea pay. 

In 1893, after this appropriation had been made and the 
money had been largely expended, a provision was inserted in 
an appropriation bill, prior to the filing of the petition in the 
ease decided by the Supreme Court, i ing a limitation of 
six years and prohibiting the payment of all antecedent claims 
coming within the purview of the provisions of that decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, which had been au- 
dited and certified and recommended to Congress for payment 
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That limitation excluded only—I will not say ‘‘ only,’ because 
there were perhaps some other cases—but it excluded chiefly 
and largely (I have before me the list of certified cases from the 
present Secretary of the Treasury) thesurvivors and the widows 
and children of the men who served in the war. They are the 
men who are stricken down by this limitation, and all the others 
then were and now are being paid this money. These persons 
apgens to Congress that this injustice shall not be done to them, 
and they claim, and [ think rightfully claim, that under the 
provisions of the amendment to the Constitution, which secures 
the validity of the public debt, including pensions and bounties, 
the provision excluding them from receiving the benefits of the 
debt declared by the supreme judicial tribunal to be due them, 
certified and allowed by the Treasury Department and recom- 
mended to Congress, is absolutely void, and has no proper place 
upon the statute books of the country. 

It is a mostextraordinary proposition that a limitation of this 
character should be applied affecting this class of people. That 
there may be no doubt about it, I refer here to the report made 
by the ee of the Treasury, Mr. Carlisle, on the 19th of 
July, 1894, showing in 1860, in twenty-five or thirty cases, and 
running through to 1870, 1875, and 1876, the service rendered 
by these men and the amount of sea pay due tothem. All the 
others having been paid, even men not in the war, and their 
widows and children to-day being paid, why this limitation 
against these persons? Why strike atthe constitutional amend- 
ment; for the war debt, including pensions and bounties, isa 
part of the public debt, and if sea pay is not included in terms, 
the spirit and purpose and effect of the constitutional amend- 
ment does include it. 

To go further, this is the only class of claims audited, allowed, 
and certified and decided by the Supreme Court to which this 
limitation is applied. Here is the document, referred to Con- 
gress and recommended by the Secretary, in which post-office 
claims, and all other claims dating back to 1840 and 1854, are 
allowed, audited, certified, and recommended; and yet alone to 
this class of cases, where all have been paid except the men who 
served in the sixties, the limitation is being applied. 

In the last session of Congress the distinguished Senator from 
Missouri, now the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and the distinguished Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
allowed a similar amendment to be put upon the deficiency bill. 
I have it here on page 2409 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD: 

Mr. VOORHEES. I offer an amendment tocome in on page 79, in line 5, after 
the word ‘‘cents."" I move to insert the following proviso: 

* Provided, T. at the unexpended balances of sopmcoriations made in the 
deficiency apparpriation act approved March 2, 1889, for pay of the Navy, 
under the head ' Navy Department claims allowed by the Fourth Auditor 
oad sinvuntadtste nara ofeats of tar een rapreeccotven Seton uy 
Taso, {n accordance with the decisions of the Supreme Court of the Unite! 


tates in the cases of United States vs. Strong S. R., 656), United 
Rowe ve. Bishop (120 U. S. R., 51), and United States vs. Symonds (120 U.S. 


That is this amendment in words. Iam urging the amend- 
ment at the request of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HAR- 
RIS], now absent, who brought to me a note from the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] and othersand because of my own 

ple, widows and orphans of officers of the Navy, who are in- 
terested in this just and righteousclaim which has been allowed 
and recommended by the Department. 

I read further from the RECORD: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think the attention of the Senator in charge of 
the bill could possibly have been called to the last amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri invites the attention 
of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Maine is watching the bill very closely. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from Missouri is entirely mistaken. The 
Senator f7om Maine had his attention called to amendment, ifnotreally 
now, some hours past. It is susceptible of the fullest possible explanation. 


So the Senate at that time affirmed the correctness of this 
mayo and put the amendment upon the bill, thus repeal- 
ng the limitation in the act of 1866 and acknowledgi the in- 
validity of that act and the justice and rightfulness of the claim 
for compensation on the part of those who served in the Navy 
during the sixties. 

I wish to say that this is a great outrage, which I think no 
terms can describe. It is not for me to be the special advocate 
or defender of that great and gallant class of men; yet I do it 
cheerfully, and I urge the rights of their widows and their 
children, who are theirsurvivors. I insist that they should not 
be discriminated ee protected by the Constitution 
and its tees as to the validity of the public debt. 

Ail the others have been paid without litigation. This very 
report of the present Secretary of the Treasury, sending these 
claims to us, shows that in all the other Departments he certi- 
fies, audits, and recommends the payment of the claims running 
back to 1840 and 1854, and yet this one class of meritorious people 


iT 
are selected for what? Tobe stricken down, while all Othersy 
ceive the pay. is 

The amount is appropriated and is in the Treasury 
pended. It is suspended by this void and unrighteous 
tion. The amendment being perfectly in order, | 
may be placed on the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think the amendment oug); 
adopted. In 1892 we provided: e 

That no part of this sum shall be used for the payment of any 
sea pay on receiving, training, or practice ships, r 
claim which may have been allowed under the decisions of the Supra. 
Court which have been adopted by the accounting officers as a basis 4..." 
allowance of said claims which accrued prior to Fi uly 16, 1880. , 

That hereafter the accounting officers of the Treasury shall not peo. 
examine, consider, or allow any claim against the United States for so ay . 
or commutation of rations which has been or may be presented by om..2 
of the yf their heirs or legal representatives, under the decisions oy ;),, 
Supreme Court, which have heretofore been adopted as a basis for ho 
lowance of such claims, which accrued prior to July 16, 1880. , 

That was a very decided declaration against these claijy. 4). 
though they were audited under the interpretation of th»: deci. 
ion of the Supreme Court. I hope the Senate will not avroo 4 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreein 
the amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. Catt. 

Mr. CALL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CALL. Before the roll is called I wish to say that J do 
not see how any Senator can vote to exclude this class of peop! 
from the benefits of the appropriation already made. Why dis. 
criminate against the men who served in the Navy in the years 
from 1860 to 1865? They are the men stricken down by this |in- 
itation. Why pay all others? Upon what ground of justice 
propriety can that bedone? The money has been appropriate: 

Mr. GALLINGER. With the consent of the Senator from 
Florida, as Iam seeking light on this matter, I should like « 
propound one or two interrogatories to him. 

Mr. CALL. I shall be very glad to answer the Senator from 
New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I tried to follow the argumeni o! th 
Senator from Florida, and am impressed with the feeling tha: 
these claims ought to be allowed. I wish toask the Senator fr 
Florida whether I am correct in understanding him to say that 
= the decisions of the Supreme Court these claims are 
valid. 

Mr. CALL. Unquestionably so. 

Mr. GALLINGE And that their payment has been denied 
simply because the statute of limitations has run against them 

r.CALL. Because there was put upon an appropriation ac: 
a limitation that none of these claims, which accrued six yea 
before the filing of the petition in the Strong case, should b 
lowed and paid by the Department. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I understood the Senator to say thatce 
tain claims, identical in character to those for which he is now 
arguing, have been allowed and paid. Am I correct’ 

r.CALL. The Senator is correct. I so stated. 

Mr. GALLINGER. * think it isa pretty clear case that these 
claims ought to be paid, and I know of no better place to put 
them than on the pending bill. 

Mr. CALL. The money has been appropriated and is in the 
Treasury unexpended. It can not be applied to anything el 
The money was appropriated in pursuance to a decision of the 
Supreme Court that all officers serving upon vessels in port, 0! 
performing certain classes of duty similar to those on boar! 
ship, liable at any moment to be sent out of port and upon the 
open sea, were in the sense of law entitled to sea pay, and ‘hs! 
it was a debt of the Government of the United States due ” 
them. In three several cases quoted in this report such ade 
cision was made. ss 

Now, under that decision the men who served in that kind: 
service from 1860 to 1865 and 1866, who were officers of the Na") 
in the war, were entitled under the law, as a public debt of te 
United States, to be paid this classof pay. This is the repo" 
of the pay that was due them, certified and allowed uncer te 
decision of the Sunreme Court and recommended to be pale. 

In 1892, after tiis decision of the Supreme Court o ™ 
United States declaring that this is a public debt, and bene * 

ublic debt for the war and during the period of the war, \'* 

terms as in substance the debt referred to in the ¢ onsti a 
tion, upon a deficiency act a limitation was imposed Ww)" 
strikes these people and these alone, chiefly. - 

All others have been paid and are now receiving pay 0! ‘” 
class, but these men and the widows and orphans of those ¥* 
lost their lives in the war, to whom the Government is inde)", 
the debt being guaranteed by the Constitution, are st™cs’” 
down by this limitation of six years. The last Congress. ¥'™ 
the consent of the Senators then in charge of the bill and eee 
out the opposition of the present chairman of the Committe 
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ee 
Appropriations, expressed its judgment and affirmed the right- 


fulness of this claim by putting it on the deficiency bill. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, noone has struck what is at the 
pottom of these claims. They do not rest on the merits of old 
sailors and good officers, men who imperiled their lives in the 
war. They were originally nothing but a set of undiscovered 
and unrecognized claims. Claim agents in the business dug 
them out. 

There was not one of those officers, when he gota favorite 
berth in a ship which lay in the harbor alongside of some town 
and avoided going to sea, who had the slightest thought that 
he was ever going to get sea pay. He expected to get shore 

ay. He lay in still water. He was within sight and within 
Pees ieadli of a town and its advantages, its churches, its schools 
for his children, and its hops and balls for the entertainment of 
his family. They were favorite posts. Nobody wanted to go to 
sea. Everybody wished to take such places, and the officers 
expected to get less pay. 

me day or other some bright, ingenious, sharp, shrewd, nos- 

ing claim agent here in Washington tock it into his head that he 
could make on a single case some court or other determine that 
because the ships lay in salt water the men ought to get the high- 
est pay in the Navy; that they should get just as much as the 
men who went out to sea and traversed all the waters of the 
globe, encountered all the furies and terrors of the storm, 
breasted storms and weathered gales, and did seaservice. He 
got one claim in, and the court, not understanding fully the dis- 
tinctions involved in the case and the merits of it, decided that 
this one case was a good case and that the man was entitled to 
sea pay. 
Forthwith the claim agents sent out their circulars by the 
hundreds and thousands, and hunted up every case, clear back 
for thirty years, where they could find anybody who had per- 
formed such service and had not received seapay. Many of the 
officers were dead; their children were gone, but the grand- 
children were hunted up. They were told that they could get 
50 per cent of these claims, or 25 per cent, or whatever it was, 
if they put them into the hands of the claimagent. The Treas- 
ury began to be thronged and overborne by these claims, and 
before we got hold of it in Congress the Treasury Department 
had paid on the strength of this decision some hundreds of 
thousands of doliars in these cases, 

Then Congress, on full debate and consideration here, declared 
that hereafter the accounting officers of the Treasury should 
not certify and audit anyclaim based on the decisions which had 
been rendered. That was a part of the statute. That was the 
most we could do. We were onan the Treasury; we were 
trying to see if we could not shut off the claim agents. 

The ciaims are referred to by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] and the Senator from Florida[Mr. CALL] 
as just and righteous, and we are told that there are cry- 
ing widows and orphans. There is no widow and there is no 


ers, who are importuning the Senator from Florida and every- 
ody else, and have done so in season and outof season. The 
Senate ought to know that in paying these claims it is saying in 
terms that the man who gets an easy berth in a ship which lies 
at the wharfin a harbor anywhere must have the same pay as 
the man who goes abroad and traversesall the seasof the globe. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam not familiar with the facts in the matter, 
and my inquiry is directed at their ascertainment. Is it true 
= _ claims have been found to be valid by any judicial 


bunal 
Mr. COCKRELL. By only one. 

Mr. HALE. No; as 
cision of the court. Then the claim agents, on the basis of that 
decision, flocked to the Treasury, and after a half million dol- 
lars had been paid Congress os down this barrier. 

Mr. WHITE. Are the other claims, those upon which the 
present solicitation is based, analogous in all respects to that 
which the court he]d was a valid claim? 

Mr. HALE. It is precisely the same class of claims. 
court ruled upon a technicality that sea 
kind of service, and then Congress put the 
acted the statute to which I have referred. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The decision was in direct conflict with 
the rulings of the Department and the usage which the officers 
had sod for nearly a generation. 

Mr, Invariably. I have stated these things in order 
that the Senate will not be deceived, and will not think that here 
isa tion against a meritorious class of men, who have 
really earned this pay. Not one of them ever earned a dollar 
of it, and none of them ever expected to get it. There was not 
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an officer who went on board ship in this way whoever dreamed 
of sea poy. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He accepted the pay which the Depart- 
a decided he was entitled to,and was only too glad to get 

at. 

Mr. HALE. Thatis right. There ought to be the distine- 
tion which exists between leave pay, shore pay, and sea pay; 
and the man on board a ship which lies at a wharf ought not to 
have the sea pay like the man who goes to sea. 

Mr. GALLI? GER obtained the floor. 

Mr. CALL. I wish the Senator from New Hampshire would 


allow me to correct a mistake. Havel the consent of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. Iam surprised at the statement of the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE]. I know he does not intend to misrep- 


resent the case. 


The decision of the Supreme Court was not 
upon a technical 


oint, and there was not merely one decision. 
There are a half dozen decisions quoted in this report. 

Mr. HALE. I said two or three decisions. 

There are three decisions. The Senator from Maine said it is 
a technical decision. Itis not. As to the meaning of the law, 
it is a full and exhaustive decision. Here itis; but I shall not 
take the time of the Senate to read it. It goes into the condi- 
tion of the vessel, where she was, stationary, but liable to be 
sent out at any moment, and the officers required to be per- 
sonally present in the performance of their duty, ready at any 
time to be sent tosea. In these cases the Supreme Court de- 
cided that wherever that was the case, where the officers were 
ready and required to be ready to perform sea duty, they were 
performing sea duty, and in the terms of the law entitled to 
that pay. Who shall deny it? 

The question is, does the decision of the Supreme Court, de- 
claring that to be the definition of the law, create a public debt 
of the United States. It is not whether there are or not claim 
agents. Ido not know any claim agents. I am one of the men 
whom they do not solicit. I have never had any kind of ac- 
quaintance with them, but I do know several meritorious women 
and children, the survivors of these officers, who think they 
have a just claim upon the Government; and they have. That 
is the case which the Supreme Court decided. What matters 
it whether the claim agents hunted up the claimants? 

But the Senator from Maine is upon the Committee on Ap- 
despa Why is he now recommending and why has he 
| been recommending all the time that this same pay be given to 
| men who did not serve from 1860 to 1865? Let that question be 
‘answered. Why has he recommended that for those men to-day 
and yet denies similar treatment to the men and the children 
and widows of those who served from 1860 to 1865? 

I have here the report of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
says: 


He 


. , A | Incompliance with the resolution of the Senate of the 1!th instant, call- 
orphan crying in these cases. It is the claim agents, the law- 


ing for certain information relative to naval officers’ claims for sea pay in 
accordance with the decision of the Supreme Court in the case of The United 
States ve. Strong, ( have the honor to transmit herewith the report of the 
Fourth Auditor upon the subject of the l4th instant. 

That is the case I have referred to here, which is full and ex- 
haustive as to the right of those people, not upon a technical 
point, but upon the meaning of the law. The Auditor says: 

I have the honor to return herewith a copy of the resolution of the United 
States Senate of the 11th instant in regard to claims certified to Congress in 
accordance with the decision of the Supreme Court in the case of Strong 
| peferred to this office for report, and have to state: 

1. The total sum of $389,071.90, exclusive of payments from current appro 
priations, has been reported to Congress for sea pay under the above de 
cision. 

2. Of the above-given sum $136,818.62 has been paid. 

3. Of the sum paid, 840,230.25 was paid without regard to the date when the 
services were rendered. 

4. Of the sums appropriated, as shown above, about $96,000 remains unex 
pended. 

It has been appropriated and is unexpended, and can be ap- 
plied to no other use. 

That is the condition of the case, and I repeat that by the 
very terms of the statement of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
this limitation, if not in terms applicable to the sailors and 
naval officers who served during the war, is in fact applicable, 
because six years before the time fixed in the statute excludes 
all of them, and the widows and children, and to-day includes 
the men who were not in the service during the war. 

Suppose the statement of the Senator from Maine is true that 
these gallant officers, upon a vessel in port, ready and prepared 
_ to go to sea, did have a respite from the severe service of the 
| sea, from battle and storm, shall their widows and their children 
| be deprived of the benefit of this just debt, adjudicated by the 

Supreme Court of the United States, because the husband or 
| father had a respite and easier duty. Why not strike down the 

others? Why make thislimitation applicable to them and them 
alone? The Senator who objects to the amendment, the chair- 








man of the Committee on Appropriations, has had charge of 
these appropriations all the time. Why did he not make the 
limitation so as to except from it the sailors and those who 
performed this meritorious service? Mr. President, there is 
no argument on the other side of this question. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr President—— 

Mr. PALMER. I have no disposition to prolong the debate, 
but [ should like to ask the Senator from Maine a question. 
Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield to me for a mo- 
ment? It is for a question only. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. [ understand there is a distinction between 
sea pay and shore pay. I understand, furthermore, that the 
persons who are intended to be provided for by the amendment 
did not go to sea. If they did not go to sea, upon what ground 
is it proposed to give them sea pay? 

Mr. HALE. Thisisthe ground. For years there has been 
one rule observed in the Navy, and it is a rule made in obedi- 
ence to good sense and fairness. There is a distinction created 
by law, as the Senator from Illinois has said, between sea pay 
and shore pay. ButlI will begin with leave pay. That is the 
smallest pay, being for an officer on leave. 

Then comes shore pay, and the next is sea pay. For years 
there had been but one rule, and that was that officers who were 
ordered, for instance, to receiving ships, to training ships, ships 
that lie about harbors and never go anywhere else, should re- 
ceive shore It is not such acase as the Senator from Flor- 
ida refers to—the court did not understand it—where the men 
were liable to be ordered to sea atany time. It was aship that 
did not go to sea; the men oceupied smooth and comfortable 
berths, and nobody ever expec that they would receive sea 
pay. Some of them did get it, however, an 
this statute of limitations to prevent all of them from getting it. 

The court disregarded the interpretation that the Navy De- 
partment had always put upon sea pay, and decided that if a man 
was On a oe no matter where it was, if he was not atsea, if he 
was inside of a harbor on a ship in salt water, lying at the wharf, 
as the receiving ships always do, that still he should have sea 
pay; that the men who did not earn sea Pay should get it. They 
got up one or two or three cases, as I say, got their decision 
through, and ran the thing inte the Treasury before we found it 
out. 

The Senator from Florida wishes to know why we pay some 
of these men and do notpay the others. Assoon as we foundout 
the situation we put in this provision, that no claims which oc- 
curred more than six years prior to the time of the decision, 
giving them the benefit which the law generally gives of six 

years jimitation, should be audited or paid. We paid the others, 
yecause we could not help it. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine a 
question. Do I understand the Senator to say that the Supreme 
Court of the United States has decided that these debts are due 
by the law of the land, and—— 

Mr. HALE. Let me answer the question. 
Massachusetts is a very good lawyer. 

Mr. HOAR. That does not answer the question. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; it does. Iam going to answer it. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a good beginning. 

Mr. HALE. They did not decide that all these claims were 
due. A court decides acase asit comestoit. Thecourtdecided 
one case, A B; it decided another one case, C D; it decided 
another case,E F. Thatisallitdecided. I[tlaiddown the prin- 
ciple. Then Congress, inorder to shut off all these old claims u 
to within six years, said, ‘‘ Nowithstandirg this decision it shall 
Only apply to cases within the six years.”” We put the bardown 
because we did not believe in the decision. I never believed in 
it; it is not a correct decision. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The limitation the Senator from Maine 
speaks of is the bar of the law in the Court of Claims against all 
other claims. 

Mr. HALE, Yes; that is the bar. 

Mr. HOAR. Iunderstand the proposition then is this: The 
Supreme Court has decided that law of the land makes these 
claims due. It is true they did not decide on these cases that 
are before us. If they had, there would have been a judgment. 
But they interpreted and decided the law, and under that inter- 

retation and decision of the law the party was entitled to go 

to the Department and get his pay, as « hundred or a thou- 

sand of them did. Then came in and undertook to set 

up & statute of limitation, ex post facto, which did not exist in 

guitan to this class of cases, because the committee under whose 
an 

urt 


The Senator from 


ce acted thought the decision of the Supreme 

of the United States was wrong. 
Now, just reverse this case. Sup these men had got their 
sea pay and the Supreme Court of the United States had de- 
cided that they were not entiled to it, that it was shore duty 
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and not sea duty, although the man had to keep his mess ang 
wear his uniform and be ready to go to sea all the time, unde» 
the practice of this Government the Department would hay, 
pursued those widows and children, those estates, for for 

years, without admitting for a moment the thought of a status 
of limitations or of a legislative bar or a legislative act. i 

I can not for one see the justice of asking the Government of 
the United States to make statutes of limitations in its ownfayo> 
which it will not permitto be made againstit. Itdoes not male 
any difference whether it isan officer, or a widow, or an orpha 
or anybody else, it isa man, or a woman, ora child, to who 
the United States owes this money, and it is just as much the 
legal property of that person which weare keeping in our Treas. 
ury as if we had entered upon the widow’s cottage and takey 
possession of it without form or right of law. 

Mr. HALE. I take issue with the Senator on that point 

Mr. HOAR. Now the Senator—— 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has been interrupting me. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not so understand. 

Mr. HALE. I had not yielded the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the Senator had yielded. 
my sentence and then yield. 

r. HALE. I have not finished. The Senator from Noy 
Hampshire—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair reminds the Sena- 
tors that the Senator from New Hampshire is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from New Hampshire yielded to 
me. I thought the Senator from Maine was through. 

Mr. HALE. I had not answered the Senator from Illinois 
{Mr. Fee 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am delighted to yield to both Senators 
for a reasonable time. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish the sentence, and then I will stop. 
I say again, it is as much the property of this widow as her cot 
tage, and the United States is doing an unjustifiable act if it 
comes in and says, “If the thing was just reversed I would pur- 
sue you for forty years, but that I would get the shilling or th 
hundred dollars or the thousand dollars that you got by mis- 
take; and when the mistake is in my favor merely because th 
Government can not be sued, you shall not have it set right.” 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has it all wrong. He is ver; 
vehement, very decided, and very animated in favor of this 
conjectural widow whom he has brought up, and to whom 
says the Government owes these claims. 

r. President, the decision that was got out of the court in 
these two or three cases did not say that the Government owed 
all these parties. It only established that in the three cases th: 
Government had to pay. But the provision we enacted in order 
to prevent these cases from being audited beyond a certain 
was the fundamental law of the court through which ail : 
claims had to go. 

We did not make the statute of limitations. When the thr 
cases which were put into the Courtof Claims under the statu' 
of limitations, which is part of the law of the land, were decided 
and carried up to the Supreme Courtand the decision rendered, 
the court did not pretend to say that persons whose claims were 
more than six years old, under the general law applicable to tha’ 
case, not a party to that action, were entitled to an allowan 
their claims. 

The law says otherwise. The law says “ none of you wh 
not put in your claims here within six years have a partic! 
claim upon the Government; not the widows or children « 
body else.” All that we did was to put into the bill a provision 
recognizing the six years’ limitation, and declaring that the au- 
diting officer should not audit any of these claims beyond six 
years. The Senator from Massachusetts is too good a lawyer ‘0 
claim that because one case is decided it goes back beyond 
statute of limitation that is a part of the fundamental law of the 
land. 

Mr. SQUIRE. May I ask the Senator a question for informs 
tion? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I have learned some facts about this matte’, 
and I should like to ask one question, which I think is in po!.' 
right here. I understand there was a case decided which ** 
considered a test case; that the six years spoken of commence® 
to run back from that time, and that the test case was tried 12 
the year 1886, so that the application of the six years com 
menced about the year 1880. Now, I wish to ask what poln’ 
there was in establishing this bar, if that was not a test case: 
Why was it provided that the six years should commence ° 
run preceding the decision of 1886, unless it was so considere@: 

Mr. HALE. The provision was put in because the momet' 
the decision was e all the cl pow began to rush io 
their claims and to claim that by force of that decision the Go’ 


I will finish 
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ernment should pay them all. There was no test case. The 
lawyers considered it a test case, but nobody else did. The Gov- 
ernment never considered ita test case. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Allow me to ask a question 
right there. Did not the Department itself, both the Secretary 
of the Treasury and the First or Second Comptroller, whoever it 
was, in applying the decision of the Supreme Courtof the United 
States made in one case to all the other cases makeall the other 
cases payable? 

Mr. HALE. That is just what they did. I say the moment 
the one, two, or three cases were decided, the claims then be- 
gan to be rushed in and payment was demanded on tho basis of 
that decision. You could not find any fault with Congress in 
providing that the claims before the six years limitation, which 
we did notcreate, which was then the law, should not be audited. 
They were rushing them allin. They were claiming an audit 
beyond the six years limitations because this decision decided 
in a particular case of A B C D or E F, that this was sea pay. 
They were rushing in the claims beyond the decision, beyond 
theslimitation that was already fixed by law. We said: ‘‘ You 
shall not audit any claims that are beyond thatdecision.” That 
ig all there is of it. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to ask the Senator from Maine if he can 
inform me whether the same law with reference to sea pay that 
was in existence when the decisions of the Supreme Court were 
made is still in force, or whether it has been since modified or 
changed? 

Mr. HALE. That Ido not know. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I was very glad to yield 
for the colloquy which has taken place, because we all wantlight 
on this very interesting question. I do not claim to know as 
much about these matters as the Senator from Maine in a gen- 
eral way, he having been for a long time a member of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Attairs, but to my untrained mind in legal mat- 
ters and in technicalities there are certain facts which seem to 
be so plain that I am surprised there should be any difference of 
opinion concerning them. It seems to be established that all 
the money to pay these claims is ready to be appropriated and 
is now lying idle in the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Idisputethat factdistinctly, and willshow 
that it is not the case. 

Mr. GALLINGER. This is the first time I have heard itdis- 
puted, and it has been stated several times in the discussion. 

Mr.CALL. What is the statement? 

Mr. GALLINGER. That the money is appropriated, which 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations denies, 

Mr. CALL. It is so stated by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not care what the Secretary says. 
Here is the law. I will read it, so that all can understand it. 
Ido not want any misunderstanding in regard to this matter. 

Mr. HALE. Does anybody claim that the money is already 
appropriated? 

Mr.COCKRELL. Let mereadthelaw: | 

For pay of the Navy, $256,918.65: Provided, That no pari of any one of the 
claims to which this appropriation is applicable shall be paid therefrom 
which accrued more than six years prior to the date of the filing of the pe- 
tition in the Court of Claims upon which the judgment was rendered, which, 
being a by the Supreme Court, has been adopted by the accounting 
officers as the basis for the allowance of said claim. 

The very moment Congress knew that the accounting officers 
were making application of a principle which had never been 
decided by the Supreme Court of the United States and applied 
for money we then refused to appropriate a dollar, or to allow 
them toexpend a dollar. It never has been appropriated. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I presume that statute—— 

Mr.CALL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me 
a moment? 

Mr.GALLINGER. No: allow me to make a statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire declines to yield. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I presume the statute which has been 
read is the provision inserted on an appropriation bill, but the 
fact is that the proper accounting officers of tne Treasury De- 
partment did find money appropriated to pay these claims, and 
until Co intervened, and by this provision on an appro- 
——— bill denied them that right, they had no difficulty in 

iscove this money which must in some way have been in 
e for this purpose. 

Mr. President, one other point seems to have been estab- 

. A part of these claims have been paid, absolutely paid, 

the proper accounting ae - the See hen 

8 in and bya pro non an appropriation bill, 

which is vio | legislation, and always has been vicious legis- 

lation, and always will be, stopped the proper accounting offi- 

cers from perf: what they conceived to be their duty un- 
der the laws of the United States. 

One other fact is, I think, not disputed. The Supreme Court 
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has in a number of cases aflirmed the principle upon which all 
these cases rest. Let us take the syllabus, for instance, in one 
case in which the opinion was delivered by Justice Strong, and 
see what his language is: 

A lleutenant commander in the United States Navy, performing duty as 
executive officer on board a receiving ship at Boston, under an order desig- 
nating his employment as “shore duty,” is entitled to receive pay for sea 
service. 

That must have decided not one case, but it must have de- 
cided a line of cases. For the Senator from Maine to contend 
that these have been individual and isolated cases which have 
been decided by the Supreme Court I think will hardly hold in 
this discussion. It is a well-known fact that in all classes of 
cases there are test cases, and that when one case is decided it 
not only decides that case, but it decides all other cases which 
are on all fours with that ease. There are, I take it, a large 
number of cases—— 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire a question. 

Mr.GALLINGEK. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the date of the first decision of the 
Supreme Courtallowing these claims? 

Mr.COCKRELL. Eighteen hundred and eighty-seven. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In 1887, I think. 

Mr.HALE. Eighteen hundred and eighty-six. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Eighteen hundred and eighty-six or 187- 

Mr. GEORGE, Iwishtoaskanother question. What wasthe 
—- service to which the decision of the Supreme Court ap. 
plied? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Perhaps the Senator from Florida is in- 
formed on that puint. I have not looked up this matter. 

Mr. GEORGE. Was Symonds vs. The United States the first 
case? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It dated back to 1862, I understand. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, I[ will continue for a moment, and 
then the Senator from Mississippi may have the floor, because I do 
not propose to make a lengthy argument on this subject. Pos- 
sibly [ am not sufficiently well informed to discuss it at all, ex- 
cept that these plain principles, which do not require a trained 
legal mind to determine, which honest men can determine for 
themselves between man and man, or between the Government 
and the citizen, have impressed themselves upon my mind as 
being worthy of a word from me and my vote in support of this 
proposition. 

[ say that after the Supreme Court had decided the principle 
involved in these cases, and a large number of them had been 
paid by virtue of those repeated decisions, Congress stepped in 
and on an appropriation bill invoked the statute of limitations 
and stopped their further payment. 

The decisions were not made, as the Senator from Maine has 
suggested, upon technicalities. The Supreme Court does not 
decide questions upon technicalitics. The Supreme Court de- 
cides such questions upon the broad principles of law. If there 
are any technicalities in this case the technicalities belong to 
the Government, not to the court or to the citizen who has a 
right under the law to ask that he shall be given whatever 
money is honestly due him according to the decisions of the 
highest tribunal in the land. 

The Senator from Maine invokes thatold bogy of claim agents 
in connection with this matter. Mr. President,I know nothing 


| about claim agents in connection with these claims, but I take 


it for granted that in these as in all other claims, the citizen de- 
prived by the Government of his rights, has had to call upon 
claim agents to do what they could to protect him in his rights. 

I said afew months ago, in discussing a claim in the Senate 
Chamber, that if the Government of the United States could be 
dealt with as a private citizen in its dealings with people of 
the United States it would bein jail all the time for larceny; 
and thatistrue. The Government of the United States does not 
propose to pay any claim that a citizen holds against it if it can 
possibly avoid it. A citizen is compelled to appeal to lawyers, 
to claim agents, if you please, to protect him in his rights be- 
fore the law. 

One further observation and I am done. This matter has 
been discussed here andelsewhere. I have given it some little 
attention. I believe those claims ought to be allowed. I quite 
agree with two distinguished men in another body, oneof whom 
in discussing this question declared that he had *‘ never heard 
the plea of the statute of limitations was an honest plea between 
citizen and citizen against the payment of an honest debt,” and 
the other, one of the oldest men in the service of the United 
States, who has had long experience in governmental affairs, 
declared as follows: 

This money is due by virtue of adecision of the Supreme Court of the 


United States. * * * Whether it be $1 or 31,000,000, we owe this money 
under the ruling of the highest judicial tribunal in this land. 
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Mr. President, I believe that to be true, and believing it to be 
true, laying aside all technicalities, standing here appealing for 
the rights of the citizen, for the widow and for the orphan, for 
citizens of this Republic who have claims aguinst this Govern- 
ment, whose claims have been affirmed by the Supreme Court, 
which decision has not been reversed except by an act of Con- 
gress upon an appropriation bill, I am glad of an opportunity to 
say that I think the Congress of the United States owes it to 
itself, to its integrity, and to its honor, to see that these claims 
are paid at the earliest possible moment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I have listened to this debate 
and f am anxious to find out what is exactly right to be done in 
thie case. AsI understand the facts, they are about as I shall 
state them. During the war, between 1861, or including 1861, 
and the end of the war, under a ruling of the Department, 
when certain officers and seamen who were doing duty upon a 
ship or ships inside of a harbor and not going to sea came to set- 
tle with the Department they received shore pay instead of sea 
pay, the sea pay being the larger sum. 

Everybody understood that that was the right ruling of the 
Department. Those officers accepted the pay and gave their 
acquittance upon the United States, as it wasshore duty. Then, 
after many of the officers were dead, twenty years afterwards 
when everybody had sup d that there had been afull and final 
settlement on the part of the United States with those officers, 
a suit was instituted, I believe in 1886 or 1887, upon a state of 
facts arising but recently anterior to that time. 

Mr. HOAR. May I put the Senator a question right there? 

Mr. GEORGE. No; I want to state the case first, and then I 
will hear the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. It is in reference to the Senator's last sentence. 

Mr. GEORGE. Never mind, tuniess the Senator wants to cor- 
rect the statement I have made. 

Mr. HOAR. I want to correct the Senator and to put a ques- 
tion to him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER(Mr. WHITEinthe chair). Does 
the Senator from Mississippi yield to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts? 

Mr. GEORGE. I yield. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator says there was a fulland final agree- 
ment with the parties. The question I wish to put is, whether 
that is not precisely what the United States says shall not be 
done, and that none of the settlements were full and final settle- 
ments? The Government says they may be opened at the expi- 
ration of half a century. 

Mr. GEORGE. At any rate, the accounts of the officers were 
made out and settled on the basis of shore pay, and everybody 
meppering that to be the law at that time, no complaint was 
made. Many of those officers died, they passed out of existence, 
under the supposition that they had been fully paid. 

Now, this was for service during the war, when, I suppose I 
may be allowed to say, it was a little safer, a little more conven- 
ient, and a little more agreeable to be doing duty on a vessel in 
a harbor than going out in the sea and meeting the enemy. 

Twenty years after that time, upon a state of fact arising in 
time of peace, some lieutenant—I think it was Lieut. Symonds— 
believed that he was entitled to sea pay instead of shore pay 
and he entered suit. The Supreme Court of the United States 
decided that service on a vessel in the harbor was sea service 
and that he was entitled tosea pay. | 

Then, after all those men were dead and had gone outof exist- 
ence, a lot of claim = my: in the city of Washington, who are 
always looking around in the Departments for the opportunity 
to get up claims against the Government of the United States, 
discovered that the settlements which were made twenty years 
anterior to that time wereall wro Thereupon they te all 
over the country, or advertise,and get these claims and pre- 
sent them here. 

Now, what did Congress do? This matter has been settled, 
and settled by a tribunal which had a right to settle it. When 
Co discovered this state of facts and that nothing could be 
final as to the settlement which had been made and accepted in 
good faith by the officersof the Government, by the fiscal officers 
of the Government as well as the naval officers of the Govern- 
ment, Congress eo a law, which it had a right to do, pro- 
viding that the old settlements made ee before, which 
had been accepted in good faith by everybody, should not be re- 
opened unless suit was brought within six years anterior to the 
date of that statute. 

Mr. HALE. That is it exactly. 

Mr. CALL. I beg pardon. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is the exact state of facts, I understand. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senatorfrom Florida? 
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Mr. GEORGE. Of course I will yield if I have made a mig. 
statement. 

Mr. CALL. Congress did not do anything of the kina, 

Mr. GEORGE. Where isthe statute read by the Senator from 
Missouri? 

Mr. COCKRELL. On the contrary, Congress said that the 
claims which had accrued prior to six years before the filing of 
the petition in that case should be barred. That is what it saiq. 

Mr. GEORGE. It makes no difference; Congress passed the 
law which I have in my hand, and which I will read to the Sen- 
ate, so that they may see what it is. 

For pay of the Navy, $256,948.65: Provided; That no part of any one of the 
claims to which this appropriation is applicable shall be paid therefrom 
which accrued more than six years prior to the date of the filinz of the po! 
tion in the Court of Claims upon which the judgment was rendered. — 

Congress had a right to pass that law, and I believe it was 
the duty of Congress to passit. There ought to be an end of 
claims against the United States, especially of claims whic) 
have been presented to the accounting officers of the Govern. 
ment and regularly passed to the satisfaction of everybody. [t 
was not so intended, but it appears to me after avery carefu! 
and patient listening to the argumentsin this case that it is no- 
Se are than a proviso for the benefit of the claim agents 
who have thus stirred up these old settled claims agains: the 
Government. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the Senator from Mississippi is 
usually very accurate and he states his propositions very clearly, 
but in this case he has not done so. There is no evidence of 
any claim agents before this body. There is no evidence tha 
the Congress of the United States has ever adopted a statute of 
limitations upon accounting officers. The statute passed in r ‘{- 
erence to these claims, which includes this meritorious class « 
service rendered in the war, is the only one. To-day the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations and the Senator from 
Mississippi are voting money to pay claims far beyond these in 
amount, and claims which have none of the merit of this class 
of claims. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Florida allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CALL, Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. Does the Senator admit that these claims «: 
within the statute of limitations? 

Mr. CALL. Idonot. They are within the provisions of the 
enactment in that appropriation act, relating to that appropria- 
tion only, to that specific amount of money. Before that time 
Congress had res (under the decision of the Supreme 
Court which fixed the liability of the Government) $300,000 to 
these men, of which $140,000 has been paid. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator allow me to make one fur- 
ther remark? I understand the Senator to maintain that that 
limitation has reference simply to that appropriation. 

Mr. CALL. Beyond aquestion. It says ‘‘that no part of this 
amount.” There is no question aboutit. It is only applicable 
to thatappropriation. Itsays ‘* that hereafter none of the money 
appropriated in this appropriation act.” Beyond a doubt. it is 
not a general law. 

Now, let us see whether it is a general law or has any appli- 
cation to the accounting officers of the Treasury. Let us see 
whether Congress passed any law saying that claims going back 
to a certain date against the Government shall not be presented 
There is a statute of limitations limiting the jurisdiction 0! the 
Court of Claims, but there is none upon the accounting officers 
of the Treasury. I have here-—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florids 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. CALL. I will yield in « few minutes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Right at this point I wish to ask the >e* 
ator from Florida a question, if he will allow me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from florida 

ield? : 
r Mr. CALL. I always yield to the Senator from New Ha 
shire with pleasure; but I prefer to go on with this point 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then [ will not interrupt the Senator 
now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
clines to yield. 

Mr. CALL. Iwill yield presently. I say there is no statut 
of limitations. Whatdoes the Court of Claims say in Smith 's 
The United States, in the fourteenth volume of Reports. |!*° 

Accounts in the Treasury are never adjusted. In neither the legai nor ‘4 
mercantile sense of the term is an account between the Government 42° 
of its officers ever finally adjusted. 

Now, let us see whether that is true or not. Let us goon and 
see. I hold in my hand a list of claims allowed by account\"g 


The Senator from Florida d 
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officers reported here within the last few days and referred to 
the Appropriations Committee, upon which the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations has been acting 
in this very bill. Now, let us see what he does: 

For the payment of claims, for difference between actual expenses, and 
mileage allowed under the decision of the United States Supreme Court in 
the case of Graham vs. The United States (certified claims), 1854-'62, $101.82. 

That goes back to 1854, years before the claims of these sail- 
ors to whom the Senator from Mississippi denies the respite of 
a few months’ duty in a home port, in uniform, subject to mar- 
tial law all the time, on duty ready to be called out at any mo- 
ment, the Supreme Court declaring it to be seaduty. He votes 
to pay this mileage which accrued in 1854, due to these officers 
upon this decision of the Supreme Court that the claims were 
never adjusted. 

So of the Post-Office Department, so of the War Department, 
and so of every other Department of the Government, wherever 
the law fixed the amount due the officer and the court declares 
that it isa public debt. Yet the Senator undertakes to come 
here and takes this case out of the category of such claims 
when the decision of the court is that even in time of peace an 
officer on board a receiving ship, performing the same duties as 
at sea, shall receive sea pay. ; 

What does the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Tracy, say in his 
letter to Senator BUTLER upon this very class of claims? I 
have it here in my hand: The Secretary says: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, iVashington, July 11, 1892. 

Sir: Replying to your letter of the 6th instant, referring to certain pro- 
visions in the deficiency appropriation bill as it passed the House, I have 
to state that under existing law, as construed by the Court of Claims and 
Supreme Court, sea pay has been and is allowed toofficers serving on board 
of training, receiving, and practice ships ‘‘when not cruising.” 

Officers, except the commanding officer, performing duty on ships of this 
character, have ordinarily the same extra expenses with respect to mess 
bills, uniforms, etc., as those on duty on ships attached to home or foreign 
squadrons. 

So we have the decision of the court to that effect; but that 
is notall. The Supreme Court has fixed the obligation of the 
Government to pay. The fact that it becomes the private prop- 
erty of the officer, just as much as the land of the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], or the house of the Senator from 
Missourl (Mr. COCKRELL] is his property, has been adjudicated 
a thousand times; it is to-day the practice of the Government, 
and it has been recognized by the chairman of the committee 
and the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], and is recognized in 
this bill as the law of the land. There is no statute of limita- 
tion whatever upon the subject. 


A signal instance of tais policy is found in the “‘customs inspectors’ 
cases.” The old law gave them “not exceeding’ $3 perday. By a blunder 
the words “ not ex ing’ were left out of the Revised Statutes. After re- 
ceiving pay for some years at the old rates, generally less than $3, the in- 
spectors claimed the difference. and Congress has appropriated over #750,000 
to meet these claims. 

The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations recom- 
mended and that very committee has appropriated %750,000 to 
pay the customs inspectors the difference between the amount 
allowed them and $3 a day. 

Mr. CHANDLER. From what document is the Senator read- 


ing? 

tr. CALL. Iam reading from a résumé of the case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A lawyer's argument. 

Mr.CALL. It is as good as yoursor mine. The Senator is 
nothing but a lawyer and I am nothing buta lawyer. Whatar- 
gumentis thereinsaying that the document from which I am 
reading is a lawyer's argument? The question is, is the claim 
rightand just? Isittrue? Do you deny it? 

r.CHANDLER. In thecustoms inspectors’ cases, to which 
the Senator alludes, the statute of limitations had not run. The 
Senator does not mean to convey the idea that those cases were 
within the statute of limitations? 

Mr. CALL. Ofcoursenot. There is nostatute of limitations 
as to any of them, but there is as to the widows and orphans of 
those who served in the war. They are the persons who are to 
be selected to be stricken down. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is what J wanted to ask the Senator 
about, but he would not allow me. 

Mr.CALL. Then I will tell the Senator they are the persons 
selected to be stricken down by the statute of limitations, while 
these customs inspectors receive $750,000, and you deny to the 
widows and orphans of those men who fought from 1860 to 1865, 
whom in every form of legislation you could have lauded, and 
rightfully lauded, for their gallant courage, and now, after the 
Supreme Court has decided that it was their private property, 
& private debt, you come here and put into an appropriation 

& provision that the inspectors of customs shall receive 
$750,000 for the difference between #2 and $3 per day, when you 
have here right before your eyes, and I have read it, the report 
of the Secretary, showing that in the Post-Office Department 
and inthe War Department payment has been made in cases of 
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mileage, going back to 1840, and you refuse toappropriate money 
to pay what has been adjudged to be due by the Supreme Court 
upon acorrect interpretation of the law. I ask, how can you 
justify yourselves in it? 

There is no use to talk about any statute of limitations, and 
that being the lawof the land. It was the law for the two years 
that that appropriation act lasted, and it was the law no longer. 
The act of Congress requires the Secretary of the Treasury every 
year to report to the Congress of the United States. Under the 
decision of the Supreme Court the accounts of an officer of the 


Government are never adjusted, but are always open to adjust- 
ment. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 


Mr. CHANDLER. [ask whether the Senator from Florida, 
who isa member of the Committee on Appropriations, which 
has very large powers as this Government is administered, is 
in favor of never interposing a statute oflimitations in the case 
of a claim against the Government? 

Mr. CALL. Iam in favor of never imposing the statute of 
limitations upon a judgment of the Supreme Court of the 
United States as to a debt due to an individual. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very good, but—— 

Mr.CALL. When the judgment has been rendered, I am in 
favor of paying it, and not by a statute of limitations saying 
that I decide that the Supreme Court is wrong. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I want to ask the Senator another ques- 
tion. I ask whether any one of these claims, the payment of 
which he now advocates, can be taken into the Court of Claims, 
and then, upon judgment being rendered there, taken to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and a judgment there ob- 
tained in favor of the claimant? (Can any one of these claims 
which the Senator proposes to pay be put into a judgment of 
the Court of Claims or of the Supreme Court of the United 
States? 

Mr.CALL. Suppose they can or suppose they can not, what 
has that to do with the case? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Why not? The Senator says he wants to 
pay every judgment of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. CALL. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, if these claimants choose to do so, 
and have a right to be paid, they can bring their suits in the 
Court of Claims and go tothe Supreme Court of the United 
States, if necessary, and then get their pay. 

Mr.CALL. [am not in favor of any such administra! 
the Treasury Department. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then, the Senator is simply in favor of 
paying these men just as if they hada judgmentof the Supreme 
Court of the United States, hon under the existing statute 
law, they can not get intocourt. Therefore, the Senator is in 
favor of removing the statuteof limitations in every one of these 
cases. 

Mr.CALL. The Senator from New Hampshire is generally 
very forcible in his logic, but I do not think hisdogic on this 
occasion reaches the case. The Supreme Court of the United 
States have decided a principle. 

Mr. CHANDLER. A precedent? 

Mr. CALL. A principle; anditis the business of every officer 
of this Government to apply that to the cases coming before him 
which are of like character. It would certaialy be the height 
of injustice tocompel every man to whom the United States owes 
anything to bring suit for it. Jt would be practical repudiation. 
Such a state of things never occurred. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the Senator is in favor of removing 
the statute of limitations entirely from the accounting officers of 
the sree” 

Mr. CALL. There is no statute of limitations upon the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury. The Senator knows there is 
no such pretense. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is himself applying a statute 
of limitations on the accounting officers of the Treasury. 

Mr.CALL. The Senator from Florida is in favor of paying 
all cases which come withiao the principle of the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States. That is what he is in fa- 
vor of doing. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No matter how old it is? 

Mr. CALL. No matter what else. That is the law, and that 
should govern the Treasury Department. There is no statute 
of limitations, as I have read here to-day,except that which you 
have applied to these meritorious officers, who served on board 
ship in port declared by the court to have the right to sea pay. 

Those alone are the people you have stricken down in your 
laws, and I have proven it to you by the report of the Treasury 
Department certifying claims away back to 1810 in the War 
Department, and appropriations in this very bill w pay them. 


ion of 





S166 





It is only that class of people who have rendered these con- 
spicuous services during the war to whom you have applied 
this statute of limitations. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not intend to be drawn into this 
discussion, and I do not now intend to cover the whole subject 
which has been brought into the debate, but I wish to call the 
attention of the Senate to the fact that here is a statute of limt- 
tations applicable to the Court of Claims and to suits therein. 
It reads; 

Sec. 1069, Every claim against the United States, cognizable by the Court 
of Claims, shall be forever barred unless the petition setting forth a state- 
ment thereof is filed in the court, or transmitted to it by the roe 


the Senate or the Clerk of the House of Representatives as provided by 
within six years after the claim first accrues. 


Mr. President, that is a wise statute; itis the universal rule 
in the Court of Claims, and now, that being the policy of the 
Government with reference to suits in the Court of Claims, why 
should it not apply to the accounting officers of the Treasury 
Department? 

Mr. CALL, I will tell the Senator why it should not apply. 
By the universal rule of law continuous accounts between indi- 
viduals are never subject as to any of their items to the statute 
of limitations. Once proved that an account is continuous be- 
tween two parties and unadjusted, it remains outside the statute 
of limitations. sah 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is an absurd applicationof a ridicu- 
lous doctrine. The rule that is applied to suits in the Court of 
Claims should he applied to the same class of claims when suit 
is not brought in the Court of Claims, and all that the Congress 
of the United States has done has been to take this provision as 
to the Court of Claims, providing a statute of limitations, and 
applying it to the accounting officers of the Treasury. 

There is not one of those claimants who, if his claim was as 
just as those which have been already paid, could not go into 
the Court of Claims and get his judgment if it were not for the 
statute of limitations, which the Senate and the House of Rep- 
resentatives have very wisely applied to the accounting officers 
of the Treasury Department. 

There is no reason for paying these claims unless the Senate 
is prepared to repeal all statutes of limitation in the cases of all 
claims against the United States; and I was surprised to hear the 
Senator from Massachusetts[Mr. HOAR] make the statement that 
he did, that whenever a Senator votes to enforce the statute of 
limitation in the case of a claim against the United States, he is 
engaged in business equivalent to that of robbing a poor widow 
of her cottage. 

That is the doctrine of the Senator from Massachusetts, if he 
means anything—that when a person has a claim against the 
United States, no matter how old it is, no matter how stale it 
is, no matter how much it may be barred by the statute of lim- 
itation, if you vote in this body to enforce the statute of limita- 
tion you are taking away from a poor widow that which is hers 
by just as sacred a right as that by which she possesses the cot- 
tage in which she lives. 

Rhetoric of that kind, it seems to me, finds no place in the 
discussion of a question of thiskind. Either the statute of limi- 
tations which is applied to the Court of Claims is a wise limita- 
tion on the accounting officers of the Treasury a ey or 
else let us remove it entirely and never set up in behalf of the 
Government of the United States the pretense that a claim is 
stale and never apply the statute of imitations to any claim 
whatever against the United States. 

The Supreme Court of the United States decided that an offi- 
_ cer of the Navy who was assigned to duty upon a receiving ship, 
tied up ata dockin a harbor, which never moved, which never 
was intended to move, which could not by any possibility be 
moved, was at sea. 

Mr. President, the decision does not commend itself to m 
judgment. Ido not intend to vote to pay claims of that kind, 
unless suit is brought upon them in the Court of Claims and 
judgment recovered accord to law. In other words, all 
claims based upon the proposition thatan officer who is on board 
of an old hulk, tied up at a wharf, which can not move, is atsea, 
ought not to be paid, provided they are barred by the reason- 
able statute of limitations which we apply to every suit that is 
ever brought in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I shall vote for this amendment, and I 
want to give very briefly my reasons for that vote. I do notpre- 
tend to be a sea lawyer, but it seems to me in this debate that 
some of the lawyers of the body are at sea. |Laughter.] 

I do not like to criticise naval legislation, yet I feel tempted 
to do so; perhaps I ought not to; I ly know a marline spike 
from a boat hook; but I know that in the Army of the United 
States there is no distinction of duty. 

_The officer who has a soft place, a very nice billet here in the 
city of Washington, being on duty receives the pay of his rank 
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just the same as though he might be on duty in the West at 
some as frontier post engaged, perhaps, in India 

warfare. There is no distinction. If he is on duty his pay i; 
the same. . 

Mr. HALE, There ought to be a distinction. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not think there ought to be a di; 
tinction. The officer of the Army or of the Navy whois on dut 
should receive the pay of his rank. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me right the: 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does not the Senator see that in 5 
cases an army officer wherever he is on duty, can have hij 
family with him; but when a naval officer goes to sea he ca 
take his family with him, but must leave them at home. 
is just and right in the case of naval officers, although it 
not be in the case of army officers, to have two kinds o! ; 
one shore-duty pay and the other sea-duty pay. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I can not see that, because I know \ 
aw cases where army officerscan not have their families 

em. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I say in most cases army officers can hi 
their families with them, 

Mr. MANDERSON. That may be true as a general propo 
tion; but I can not see why in the case of an officer on shor 
on sea duty there should be any distinction in his pay. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow : 
make a remark? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. By the usage of thesea service the distinctio 
is made that shore pay is at one rate and sea pay is at another 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand that that is the law. 

Mr. PALMER, It is not so with the Army. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I know. 

Mr. PALMER. Those who are on shore duty get one rate o! 
pay and those on sea duty another. 

ir. HOAR, These men were on salt water. 

Mr. PALMER. Yes; they were on salt water. I suppos 
would have been just the same if they were on fresh water. 
“e they were not at sea. 

All I wanted to do was to call the attention of the Senai 
from Nebraska tothe point that in the naval service the distinc- 
tion between sea and shore pay is made by law and regulations 
while in the Army there is no difference in pay whether th 
officer has a soft place or a hard place. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand that. My understanding 
of the law is that there is a distinction between the pay of th 
army officer and the pay of the navy officer; but we have got 
to take the law as we find it. There isthatdistinction. While 
the wrangle has been going on between my brother lawyers here 
I have been trying to get my mind into a judicial condition, so 
that I could decide whether the Supreme Court was right or 
whether the lawyers in this body who oppose the decision of the 
Supreme Court are right. 

It seems that until 1843—I make that assertion because of the 
recital in the opinion of the court,delivered by Mr. Justice 
Matthews—officers of the Navy who were engaged on duty on 
receiving ships received sea pay. In 1843 the Navy Departmen! 
issued an executive order declaring that the receiving ships «' 
the several stations were not to be considered vessels in c 
mission, in sea service from that time, and until these suits we: 
brought naval officers who were upon receiving ships did not 
receive sea pay. 

On training ships, which are another class of ships that don 
seem to go to sea, they received sea-duty pay until 1882, when, 
by an executive order issued by the then able able Secretary o! 
the Navy—and my impression is that he is the gentleman w: 
sits very near me [Mr. CHANDLER]|—training ships were cc 
clared to be not at sea, but that the men who were upon suc! 
— were entitled to shore-duty pay. 

he Supreme Court of the United States in the cases [ have 
before me overruled these respective and respectable Secretaries 
of the Navy. Theysaid that an officer on a receiving ship oro 
a training ship was at sea within the meaning of the law, 42 
was entitled to sea pay. 

Can there be any question that that law is the law of the land. 
and that it is a judicial overturning of the executive orders 0: 
the Navy Department? There can be no doubt of it. 

Mr. President, I understand from the statements which have 
been made that under these test cases—for such they were, 20d 
they all involved the same principle, it was not necessary that 
the United States should be sued by every naval officer who had 
such a claim, and the Department was right in applying tbe 
principle fixed by the Supreme Court in these decisions to the 
cases that were presented to it. 

Before Congress could overrule the Supreme Court and put 
on the check of a statute of limitations, we understand that 
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several hundred thousand dollars have been paid in these cases, 
and that here is a remainder of less than $100,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Over $200,000. 

Mr. MANDERSON. A remainder, perhaps, of over $200,000 
that should be paid. Upon what principle can it be contended 
that it should not be paid. We are told that the statute of 
limitations should prevent its payment. 

I never have had very much respect for a statute of limita- 
tions between individuals, and I have still less respect for it 
when the Government of the United States proposes to apply it 
to its servants and to its officers; but,as suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts in the remarks made by him a short 
time ago, I would not apply such a statute of limitations. 

This statute of limitations is now proposed to be applied in a 
ease where there has been an erroneous ruling by the executive 
officers of the Government in the Department. It looks to me 
as though the United States was proposing to take advantage 
of its own wrong in dealing with these people. 

I do not care, for the purposes of this discussion and for the 
purposes of the conclusion to which [ shall coine, whether these 
persons are widows, or whether they are orphans, or whether 
they are living men, who, informer times, performed the serv- 
ice, or whether the claim agents have a fee here. That should 
not guide the Senate of the United States in the determination 
of a matter of this sort. Weshould not lose sight of the fact 
that in matters of this kind, representing as we do one of the 
parties to the contract, we are bound by the high court that the 
Constitution of the country has established. 

We should follow it, and we have no right to overrule it. I 
can see no principle upon which these persons should not re- 
ceive that which the Supreme Court of the United States has 
said they are entitled to, notwithstanding the fact that Secre- 
taries of the Navy have heretofore said they were not entitled 
to it. 

I shall vote for the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire 
allow me to make a very brief statement before he proceeds? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I merely want to quote the statute to the 
Senator from Nebraska, and I want the Senator from Nebraska 
to listen to this statute: 

Sxc. 1571. No service shall be — as sea service except such as shall 
be performed at sea, under the orders of a Department in vessels em- 
ployed by authority of law. 

Does the Senator believe that an officer serving on an old hulk 
with a house built over it, tied up toa wharf, never intended to 
move, and which can not move, is performing service at sea 
within the meaning of that statute? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Well, Mr. President, I have more rev- 
erence, I think, for authority than the irreverent Senator from 
New Hampshire. The Supreme Court has said that that old 
hulk, tied up at the wharf and unable to go out, is at sea. 

Mr. COC LL. No; I beg the Senator's pardon. The 
court has not said any such thing. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I beg your pardon. It so says. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The only difference between us is this: I 
would not pay claims of that sort unless I was ebliged to pay 
them in pursuance of a judgment of the Court of Claims, and 
these men can not get into the Court of Claims because of the 
statute of limitations. I would apply the statute of limitations 
to these claims, not feeling that I was depriving the widow of 
her cottage, as the Senator from Massachusetts seems to think 
we are doing in the votes we are giving here against these 


8. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I wish the Senator would not lug “ the 
widow’s cottage” into the debate in my time, for I have had 
nothing to do with ‘‘the widow’s cottage” in my argument,. I 
have simply suggested that in preference to the opinion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire or my own as to whether an old 
hulk, lying at a wharf, unfit to go to sea, is at sea or not at sea, 
‘ om accept the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 


Mr.CHANDLER. Not for my guidance. 
Mr. HALE, Mr. President—— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska | 


has the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Maine? 
= MANDERSON. Certainly. 


The Senator invokes as the rule to govern us | 


the Supreme Court decision that that old hulk tied up at a wharf 
isateea. Is that any more a part of the law of the to gov- 
erm us than the statutes as they exist, that not one of these 
Htaanta should receive pay unless he came within the six years’ 


Mr, COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to 
make one remark? 
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Mr. HALE. Inamoment. J would not have any hesitation 
in the case of any such decision as thatin invoking the law of 
the land, including the statute of limitations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will permit me, I wish to 
state what has been decided by the Supreme Court. 

On June 30, 1881, the Secretary of the Navy placed a com- 
manding officer in charge of the training ship New Hampshire, 


then at Norfolk, and authorized him to enlist a crew such ag 
were allowed for a vessel with her complementof officers. The 
order declared that her officers would beconsidered as attached 
to a vessel commissioned for sea service, the same as other ap- 


prentice training vessels. 

On the Ist day of April, 1882, Symonds—this is the first do- 
cision—took charge as executive officer. He was paid sea pay 
up toa certain date, and that was the date of the order of the 
Secretary of the Navy simply stopping sea pay, without at all 
changing the kind of service. The vessel had been fitted for sea 
and was cruising there in the waters*ready to go to sea, intended 
for the sea, and he had sea pay up to acertain day. Then the 
Secretary said thut after a certain day he should only have shore 
pay, and the Supreme Court decided thaton that vessel, in that 
condition, and under that order the officer was entitled to sea 
pay. That was in the case of Symonds. 

The next case which went to the Supreme Court was that of 
Bishop. Bishop was in New York, and the vessel was cruising 
ready for sea. In the Bishop case the court simply referred to 
the Symonds case and confirmed the decision in that case. 

Then the next ease, and these are the only cases, was the case 
of Strong. The court simply referred to the case of Symonds 
as covering the Strong case, and said that under that state of 
facts the officer was entitled to sea pay for a short time. The 
Supreme Court never said he was entitled to sea pay from 1543 
up tothat date. The claimant sued for pay due him within six 
years of the date of the suit. That is all he could sue for in the 
Court of Claims. 

Now, after the Court of Claims had made that decision, the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury turned around and said, ** We 
will go back to 1843, and we will allow sea pay to every officer 
who was on a training ship,” ships which the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] has described as hulks on the 
water that could not go to sea. As soon as that was reported to 
Congress we a the provision which I have read in the de- 
ficiency act of 1889. Nota solitary one of those claims was ever 
paid by authority of Congress or with the knowledge of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President —— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Wait one moment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I wish to correct a statement—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. They went to work and paid some of them 
out of the regular pay, and exhausted it. hat brought the 
question to the Senate, and then it was that we passed a law that 
no more money should be paid on these claims. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I wish to call the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri to one point—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Just one moment, and I will be through. 
Here is one officer, William B. Fitzhugh, and the sum stated is 
$7,000. There are others at $3,000. They would get $1,000, 
$2,000, and so on apiece, going back to 1843, not that the court 
ever decided that anybody was entitled to any such pay, for in 
the three cases, which are entirely different from nine-tenths of 
the cases, the court decided that it was sea pay the officers were 
entitled to. 

Then the Treasury officials appiied it to all training-ship 
service. Look down here at the navy-yard; see the vessel 
there? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I simply wish to call the attention of the 
Senator from Missouri to the Symonds case and his statement 
as to the New Hampshire, on which ship Symonds was execu- 
tive officer. If he will look at the foot of page 50 of 120 Supreme 
Court Report he will find this statement of facts: 


It is of no consequence in this case that the New Hampshire was not, dur- 
ing the period in question, in such condition that she could be safely taken 
out to sea beyond the mainland. She was a training-ship, anchored in 
Narragansett Bay, during the whole time covered by the ciaim of the ap- 

liee, and was subject to such regulations as would have been enforced 

ad she been put in order and used for purposes of cruising. 


So she was unable to go to sea. Now, let us look at the other 
case. The receiving ship Wabash was covered by a roof, we 


are told: 


She was capable of being taken out to sea under steam, her machinery 
and boilers ‘ sufficient for that p 6; she could have been taken out 
to sea under , but in the condition of her boilers and machinery and her 
sailing apparatus, without repairs, it would not have been in either case ad- 
visable or safe. 


Mr. HALE. Was there a roof over the Wabash? 
Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HALE. Yet the court says she could have gone to sea. 
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Mr. MANDERSON. There was a roof over the deck. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It was a house-boat. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am simply following the Supreme 
Court. That should be a good guide. 

Mr. HALE. Which judge decided the case? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. Justice Matthews. The other 
opinion was delivered by Mr. Justice Harlan; both pretty good 
lawyers. 

r. HALE. They could not have been good sea judges. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Tho PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Missouri to lay the amendment 
of the Senator from Fiorida on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion to lay the amendment on the table wasagreed to. 

Mr. CALL. The yeas and nays were ordered before. 

Mr. CULLOM. No; they were not. ‘The motion has just 
been made. 

Mr. CALL, 


dered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The yeas and nays were not ordered on 
the motion to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. CALL. They were ordered on the question of agreeing 
to the amendment. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the 
Senator from Florida that the motion which has just been passed 
upon was a motion to lay the amendment on the table, upon 
which the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. CALL. The yeasand nays were ordered, and I insist-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itisa pastamendment. Are 
there further amendments as in Committee of the Whole? 

= ponent I offer an amendment to be inserted after line 
11, on e 41. 
The SECRETARY. After line 11, on page 41, insert: 


To pay salaries of custodians of abandoned military reservations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and prior years at the rate of &80 each per 
annum, &21,636.30: Provided, That salaries shall only be paid to those who 
accepted the appointments subject to the future action of Co in mak- 
ing provision for their compensation, and not to those who expressly ac- 
cepted appointment on condition that they should not receive compensation. 


Mr. COCKEELL. I hope the Senator from Wyoming will 
not insist upon the amendment. I make the point of order that 
itis notin order. It is notin pursuance of any law,and it is 
not estimated for by any Department. 

Mr.CAREY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to ascertain 
the fact, and hopes that the Senator from Wyoming will ad- 
dress himself to the point of order made by the Senator from 
Missouri. The Chair is not advised as to whether a recom- 
mendation has or has not been made. 

Mr. CAREY. I wish to make a statement in reference to the 
amendment; then it is within the discretion of the chairman of 
the committee whether he will allow the amendment to be con- 
sidered. 

it has been the habit of Congress to pay the salaries of the 
men who take care of these reservations. I wrote a letter to 
the Secretary and asked him to certify the amount due to one 
John Fields and one W. W. Thompson, who were appointed to 
take care of two reservations in my State. 

They. entered upon their appointments. In the letter of a 
pointment, which I have here, the Secretary of the Interiorsaid 
to them, ‘** There is no appropriation to pay your compensation 
but if you will accept the appointment subject to the action o 
Congress hereafter, go ahead.” They accepted it. Congress 
went on afterwards and paid these men in part, paid them up to 
a certain time, allowing them $40 a month. The men said the 

‘amount agreed upon was $60 a month. The Secretary, after 
holding my letter from April 11 up to a week or two ago, an- 
swers it, and in his reply he says he has sent down a full list of 
those appointments, but he does not recommend the payment of 
the men, because of the large amount of money it would take 
and the condition of the Sern 

In the case of the two men with which I am familiar, one of 

‘them went 100 miles from his home so take charge of the reser- 
; vation, and theother went nearly 300 miles from the place where 
‘he lived to take charge of the reservation. They took charge 
‘of the reservations. I have in my hand letters sent to them 
from the Interior Department, telling them to make a statement 
of their account. Here are the letters. ens Here is 
the letter in which the appointment was transmitted. I believe 
this is the first appropriation bill for a number of years from 
which there has been entirely omitted an item for the compen- 
sation of the custodians of these posts. 

I have a list of those whom the Secretary said were appointed 
in the particular way in which I have stated. There is another 
list where the persons agreed to take care of the posts on con- 





Iam not mistaken. The yeas and nays were or- 
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dition that they were permitted to occupy certain buildings 
there. But in reference to this list, which calls for $21,636] 
may say it is just that the men should bepaid. They are just as 
much entitled to their salaries as are the Senators who occupy 
seats upon this floor entitled to theirs. y 

I do not think it is a good excuse for not making the appropri. 
ation this year, when Congress has made such appropriations 
heretofore, to say that because of the condition of the Treasy,y 
the Secretary does not advise this large expenditure at this 
time. The two items of men in my State amount to only $709. 
but I did not think it was proper to ask that they be paid and t, 
leave the others out. I wish to call the attention of the chair. 
man of the Committee on Appropriations to a letter I haye 
here. I have the original letter of appointment in this case, 

Mr. COCKRELL. We are just wasting time. The commit 
tee can not consent totheamendment. The Senator knows that 
if it were legitimate and we could accept it we would, but it is 
out of order. It is not a case where we can choose. We must 
have it submitted to the Department and the estimate of the 
Department. 

Mr. CAREY. Here isa printed submission of the matter to 
the a Committee by the Secretary of the Interior, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to know 
i ag the Senator from Missouri insists upon his point of 
order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. [ insist upon the point of order. 
in PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is sus. 

ned. 

Mr. DOLPH. I offer an amendment and ask to have it read. 
I will state that I suppose it is technically a claim, but it is for 
money paid into the Treasury by mistake, which the officers of 
the Treasury would have paid back long ago if they had pos. 
sessed the authority. Bills have passed the Senate in five or 
six different Congresses to pay the money back, but they never 
could get consideration in the other House. Let the ameni- 
ment be read to show whatitis. Of course if the Senator from 
Missouri makes the point of order—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read 
for information. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

To pay to Thomas Guinean, of Oregon, the assignee of Bradley S. Hoy: 
deceased, of California, the sum of $160, paid the United States by said Hoyt 
on — of land entry at Sbasta, Cal., and which entry was subsequently 
\ To pay to Chester B. Sweet, of California, the sum of 8198.66’ the same be- 
ing the amount of the double minimum excess erroneously paid by him to 
the receiver of the United States land office as double minimum excess on 
preémption cash certificate numbered 1298, Shasta, Cal., for lots 1, 2, and 3, 
and northeast quarter of southwest quarter of section numbered 7, in town- 
ship numbered 40 north, range numbered 7 west, Mount Diablo base and 
meridian, made at Shasta, Cal., March 17, 1886. 

Mr. DOLPH. The money has been in the Treasury for a 
number of years, and is properly payable to these gentlement 
There is no question about the facts. The claimants do no. 
know a other way to get the money out of the Treasury. It 
isasmall matter anda just matter. I hope the Senator from 
Missouri will let the amendment go in. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iamcompelled to make the point of order, 
It is a pure claim. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is sus- 


tained. 

DUBOIS. I offer the amendment which I[ send to the 
desk. 

The SECRETARY. On e 52, line 8, strike out “‘$500” and 
insert ‘$1,000, anda in line 13 strike out ‘‘one” and insert 
‘*two;” so as to read: 

To pay Richard W. Young and C. S. Varian 81,000each, in full for services 
rendered in the matter of the indictment of Lieut. B. D. Buck, Sergt. Fred 
erick Linse, and Private Edward C. Sheffield, charged with homicide, at the 
Fort Douglas military reservation, of J. W. Leonard, 92,000. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I can not understand why the Appropriations 
Committee have cut down the amount. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the provision in the bill as it 
came from the other House. The Senate did not change !t. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Allow me toexplainit. I think it ought to 
be put back to $1,000. Mr. Young and Mr. Varian, attorneys 12 
Salt Lake City, were appointed by the Attorney-General to act 
in the case, these men having been charged with murder. 
They conducted the business for the Government at the request 
of the Government, and presented their bill. There is a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury asking that $1,000 be al- 
lowed each of these gentlemen, an bree also a letter from 
the Attorney-General, in which he says: 

In peoenen the services rendered by the counsel are reasonably Wor! 

. e 

In the bill it is pro full} 
the.services rendered. It seems to me that $J,000 each 1s 4 |! 


b 


d to pay these men $500 each in full oe 
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compensation. But I do not care to delay the Senate, and I am 
willing that the vote shall be taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Du- 
BOIS}. 

res amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. On page 59, after the word ‘‘ cents,” in 
line 3, I move to insert: 

To pay T. C. Holmes and T. P. Leathers, late mail contractors, for amount 
of service on route $165, Louisiana, from April 1 to May 31, 1861, $6,703.30. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The Senator from Missouri will hardly 
take me off my feet. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I withdraw the motion. 
that the Senator wished to say anything. 
he did not address the Chair. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I was waiting for the Senator from Mis- 
souri to make the point of order against the amendment, if he 
desired. I should prefer to discuss the point of order if one is 
to be made, but inasmuch as the Senator from Missouri does not 
make the point of order against it, I will assume that he has 
none to make, and will therefore address myself to the merits 
of the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
to labor under any hallucination. 
of order upon the amendment. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I trust, then, the Senatorfrom Missouri 
will do it now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then I make the point of order, and will 
reserve the motion to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. What is the point of order? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The point of order is that it is an old 
claim, an antebellum claim, which has been rejected by the 
Senate from time immemorial. It is aclaim pure and simple, 
and comes under the rule which I have heretofore quoted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Ido not think this claim has ever been 
before the Senate in this shape, and I am sure the Senator from 
Missouri can not point to any instance of its ever having been 
before the Senate in any other shapeatany time. Ifthe Senator 
from Missouri makes the point of order against the amendment 
under Rule XVI of the standing rules of the Senate, then the 
point of order is not good. 

I presume it is under clause 4 of Rule XVI that the Senator 
makes the point of order, though he did not so state. 
Mr. President, I call your attention to that clause. 

that— 


No amendment, the object of which is to provide fora 
be received «oO any qeneret appropriation bill, unless it 
provisions of an existing law or a treaty stipulation. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. The amendment I have sent up is to 
carry out “the provisions of an existing law.” I hold in my 
hand the estimate of the Treasury Department, made in 1886, 
where this very claim, after having been audited by the Auditor 
of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department, was transmitted 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, and by him sent up as an esti- 
mate for an appropriation in that year. It was never appro- 
priated for. 

Irefer to House Exccutive Documents, first session Forty- 
ninth Congress, volume 30, and will read for the information of 
the Presiding Officer, the item covering this claim: 


T.C. Holmes and T. P. Leathers, late mail contractors, for amount of 
service on route 8165, Louisiana, from April 1 to May 31, 1861, $6,703.30. 


Thatis the language of the amendmentI have offered. There, 
I repeat, is the estimate of the Treasury Department made in 
1886, for this very claim, after the same had been duly audited, 
and no appropriation has heretofore been made to pay it. 

have here two letters, dated May 7 and May 25, 1894, from 
the present Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. I will read one of them. Itwill be seen that the amend- 
ment I offer covers only about one-half of the amount which 
the Auditor states in his letter of May 7, 1894, tobe due the con- 
tractors. 

The reason why I sent up an amendment covering a smaller 
Sum was because in the estimat> which I have read, submitted 
in 1886, only one of the claims was included, to wit, the one on 
the mail contract in Louisiana. There were two of these mail 
contracts, one in Mississippi, being route No. 7402, and the 
other in Louisiana, being route No. 8165. The Treasury De- 
partment only included one of the claims in its estimate in 1886, 
and that was on the Louisiana route. 

I confined the amendment to the amount due under theservice 
rendered on the Louisiana route because it was the only one in- 
cluded in the estimate, and because if confined to that amount 
only the amendment would not be subject to the point of order. 

had included in the amendment the full amount due the par- 
ties the point of order would have been good, because it has 


I did not know 
I waited for him, and 


I do not want the Senator from Louisiana 
I shall certainly makea point 


It declares 


rivate claim, shall 
to carry out the 
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| More than that, Mr. President, I hold in my hand a report 


| referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


ought to be paid. 
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never come up before Congress in the shape of an estimate from 
the Treasury Department. Confining it to the Louisiana route, 
however, I point to the estimate of the Treasury Department 
based upon the audit of the accounting officers of the Treasury 
for the Post-Office Department, and submit confidently that the 
point of order does not lie. : 

The existing law is well known and need not be cited; itisthe 
general postal route law, which authorizes the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to enter into contracts for the carriage of the United States 





mails. I take it that the particular statute authorizing this 
does not need to be referred to. It has been the law ever since 
the Government had its inception that the Postmaster-General 
could award contracts for the carriage of the mails, and under 


that law contracts have been awarded for the last hundred years 
in this country. 

I submit, therefore, that when I refer to the general postal 
law authorizing the Postmaster-General to make contracts for 
the carriage of the United States mail, it is sufficient. I need 
notenumerate all thestatutes enacted from time to time referring 
to this subject, and authorizing the letting of mail contracts. 


Mr. President, Capt. Leathers is an old and worthy citizen of 
my State. For many years he was captain of some of the finest 
steamboats on the Mississippi River, dating as far back as the 


early thirties. He is now old and impoverished and this money 
is justly his due. 

It is a claim based upon existing law and having been stated 
and audited by the accounting officers of the Treasury for the 


Post-Office Department, it comes before the Senate in proper 
shape for its action. 

Mr. President, on the 7th day of May the present Auditor of 
the Treasury for the Post-Office Department wrote this letter: 

Your letter of the 30th ultimo, addressea to the honorable Postmaster 
General, relative to the claim of Messrs. Holmes and Leathers, for carrying 
the mails in Mississippi and Louisiana in 1861, has been forwarded to this 
office. Inreply, Ihave the honor toinform you that the records of this office 
show that T. C. Holmes and T. P. Leathers, under the firm name of ** Holmes 
& Leathers,” were contractors on route No. 7402, Mississippi, and No. 8165, 
Louisiana; that payment on the former route was made in full to December 


31, 1860, and on the latter route to March 31, 1861, and that there is standing 
to their credit for service from January | to May 31, 1861, on route No. 7402, 
the sum of $6,207.05, and for service from April 1 to May 31, 1861, on route 
No. 8165, the sum of %6,703.30, a total of $12,910.25. 

It is the last of these amounts, to wit, the sum of $6,703.30 that 
the amendment covers, and not the other. The former is pur- 
posely left out because it was not included in the estimates in 
1886. The amount which the amendment covers was included 
in the estimates submitted in 1886 for appropriation. The let- 
ter goes on to say: 

In 1882 a part of this claim was taken before the Court of Claims— 

That was for the Mississippi route— 
and in 1886 a part was reported to Congress for an appropriation 

That was for the Louisiana route. Thelettergoeson tostate: 

No provision, however, was made by Congress for its payment, and if any 


action was taken by the Court of Claims in the case, this office has not been 
advised. 

Within eae year this office has been putin possession of a register of 
payments made to mail contractors, under contracts with the United States 
and others, by the Confederate States government, a careful examination 


of which fails to disclose any payments to Holmes & Leathers on account 
of their contracts with the United States. 
This, then, is a claim growing out of the carriage of the mails 
just about the time the war broke out in 1861. Here is a state- 
| ment of the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Depart- 
| ment to the effect that the Confederate register of payments 
made to mail contractors of that period discloses no payment 
made to Holmes & Leathers. 
The letter of the Auditor of the Treasury which I hold in my 
hand shows that the United States Government has never paid 
It is therefore a just claim against the 


| 


Government, audited by the Treasury, reported in the estimates 


| of the Treasury for 1886, and referred to now by the Auditor of 


| the Treasury for the Post-Office Department as being a just 


claim due by the Government. 


made by Mr. Cox of Tennessee during the present session of 
Congress to the House of Representatives, dated May 5, 154, 


| sustaining thisclaim, and reporting the bill for the relief of these 


partiesfavorably. This report was made from the Committeeon 
Claims of the House. Here is the whole report, which includes 


| letters from the former Auditors, Mr. McConville and Mr. T. B. 
| Coulter, both stating this account to be just and due, and one 
| that ought to be paid by the Government. 


More than that, the Committee on Claims of the Senate, dur- 
ing the present session of Congress, have reported this claim 
favorably. I introduced the amendment and had it printed and 
Now, what more 
is there to be said? It seems to me that this is a justclaim and 
It also appears clear that the point of order 
made against the amendment is not good. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jarvis in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Missouri insist on the point of order? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I insist upon my point of order; and the 
Senator from Louisiana has proved that the point of order is 
correct. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the point of order is well taken. , 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The Chair gave no reasons for sustain- 
ing the point of order, and I respectfully appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair, pending which I move that the Senate ad- 
yourn., 
, Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senate will not adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OPFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Louisiana that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, I suggest the want of a 

uorum. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the roll be called. 

The PRESLDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 





The Chair is of opinion that 


Allen, Dolph, Jones, Ark Power, 
Allison, Dubois, yle, Proctor, 
Bate, Frye, Lindsay, Pugh, 
Berry, Gallinger, McLaurin Roach, 
Blackburn, George, McMillan, Shoup, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Manderson, Squtre, 
Brice, Gorman, Mitchell,Oregon Stewart, 
Carey, Hale, Palmer, Teller, 
Chandler, Harris, Pasco, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Patton, Vilas, 

e, Hill, Pefter, Washburn, 
Gullom, Hoar, 8, te. 
Davis, Jarvis, Platt, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary reports fifty-one 

Senetors as answering to their names. A quorum of the Senate 

is present. Does the Senator from Louisiana insist upon his ap- 
1? 


peal? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana 
appeals from the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. ALLEN. I donot know that I understand the objection 
of the Senator from Missouri, and I should like to have the Re- 
porter read the objection as made by that Senator. 

Mr. COCKRE The objection was that ‘‘no amendment, 
the object of which is to provide for a private claim, shall be 
received to any general appropriation bill, unless it be to carry 
out the provisions of an existing law or a treaty stipulation, 
which shall be cited on the face of the amendment;” and the 
Senator from Louisiana read the re of the Committee on 
Claims of the Senate and the report of the Committee on Claims 
in the House; and the claimants themselves insisted that it was 
a claim, and took it to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. ALLEN, I should like to have the Reporter read the ob- 
jection as made by the Senator from Missouri at the time the 
Chair ruled on this question. 

Mr. HALE. But the Chair has stated the ruling. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
Senator from Louisiana offers an amendment to pay a private 
claim, which the Chair is of opinion, undersection 4 of Rule XVI, 
is not inorder. The question of order having been raised, the 
Secretary will read the rule. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is not the request that I made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state the ques- 
tion. The Secretary will read the rule. 

The Secretary read the fourth clause of Rule XVT, as follows: 

4. No amendment, the object of which isto provide for a private claim, 
shall be recetved to any general a ation bill, woless it be to carry out 
the ms of an exis law or a treaty stipulation, which shail be 
cited on the face of the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under this section of the rule 
the Chair sustains the point of order raised by the Senator from 
Missouri, and from that decision the Senator from Louisiana ap- 
peals. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 


the oo of the Senate? 
Mr. HALE. I move to lay the on the table. 
he Senator from Maine 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
moves—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I sheuld like to know how the Senater from 
Maine can get the floor when I have it. I have the floor. I 
was wed by the Chair. 

Mr. HALE. I do not want to interfere with the Senator. I 
thought he was oa 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will hear the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HALE. When the Senator from Nebraska is through I 
shall ask leave to make the motion I have indicated. 
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Mr. ALLEN. The request I made of the Chair was that, ; 
objection as stated by the Senator from Missouci, as it existeg 
at the time the Chair made the ruling, be read—not what +) 
Senator from Missouri says now, but what hesaid before, Wha; 
objection did he make before? I should like to have road fo, 
information that objection as it was stated by him. [ am quit 
well satisfied that the Senator from Missouri did not make 
objection he now makes. What he said at that time was th 
was an antebellum claim, and that was the only objectic 
did make. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; that itis a claim; and that is « 
what I said subsequently. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ruling of the Chair , 
not based upon whether it was an antebellum claim or not. | 
was based merely on the fact that in the opinion of the Chair 
is a private claim. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is it possible to get the objection of the Senn. 
tor from Missouri read as he made it at the time the Chair r\)| 
the amendment to be out of order? 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheChaircan not order it read 
because it is not in writing. The Senator from Missouri can ro- 
state it if he will. 

Mr. ALLEN. ‘The objection of the Senator from Missouri is 
in writing. The Reporter hasit. It has been thecustom since 
I have been here when a request was made to have a statemen 
of a Senator read to read it. 

Mr. HALE, Of course if the Senator will allow me, he wil 
gain nothing by any language which the Senator from Missouri 
may have used. The point of order is open at any time, to be 
made by any member of the Senate, and the rule is so clear and 
plain,as read by direction of the Chair, that nobody can mistake 


| as to what it is, 


Mr. ALLEN. ‘That may be true, but that is not germane to 


| the question. I have no interest whatever in the amendment 


of the Senator from Louisiana. [ never heard of the matter be 
But having been myself the victim on one or two occa- 
sions of snap a and a misconstruction of the rules of tho 
Senate, I do feel an interest in it. A very few months ago | 
offered an amendment which was perfectly germane to the su)- 
ject-matter of the bill, which was an appropriation itself, ani 
which the Chair ruled was general legislation, when there was 
not a solitary feature of general legislation about it. 

I insist that the Senate is obliged to follow some kind of a 
guide for the interpretation of the Senate rules precisely as we 
are obliged to follow the ordinary rules for the construction of 
astatute. Itis not within the power of the Presiding Olfficer 
to say that a given rule is violated in offering an amendment 
when, under the ordinary construction of the rule, it can not be 
construed to fall within the objection. 

It has been the practice for the last year tomy certain know!- 
edge to have such a request as I have made complied with. [/ 
the Chair insists that it shall not be done [ have no power to 
require it, but ithas been the rule in the Senate within the las! 
year to my certain knowledge that whenever a Senator has re- 

uested the reading of an objection or the statement of another 
tor u any disputed question the Chair has promptly 
ordered the reading of such statement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator allow me to make one 
statement? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly the Senator was not present 
when the amendment was first offered. I first rose and moved 
to lay it om the table. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wasright here at the time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then the Senator from Louisiana siaicc 
that he had supposed I would make the point of order. 

Mr. ALLEN. [ heard the Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thereupon I made the point of order and 
referred to this identical clause of the rule. 

Mr. ALLEN. Lheard the whole proceeding. There was norte 
referred toat that time. The Senator from Missouri, sitting 2 
his chair and without rising, said thathe madethe objection that 
it was an antebellum claim; that it had been considered bere 
and rejected by the Senate on several occasions. That was ‘1° 
only definite language used by him. There was not a solitary 
rule of the Senate pointed out which the amendment of the Seo 
ator from Louisiana violated—not one. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Nebraska will allow me, 
I should like to suggest that a Senator who raises a point of 
order does not have to cite any rule. A bare statement that the 
— of order is made has been the practice of the Senate. Any 

nator raises a question of order on that statement. He never 
cites the rule unless somebody asks for it, and it is immateri 
what reasons he gives. He can not argue. It is nota Gobet 
able question. he does is to say that he raises the point © 
order. That is the practice of the Senate. 
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Mr. CULLOM. And then it is the duty of the Chair to de- 
cide the point of order. . 

Mr. ALLEN. I presume that is true, but I do not see that 
that is germane to the question. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado know of any rule of the Senate which prohibits the allow- 
ance of a claim because it is an antebellum claim? 

Mr. TELLER. It does not make any difference what reason 
the Senator gives for raising the point of order. He may give 
any reason when he raises the point of order. It is for the 
Chair to determine under the rules whether the amendment is 
in order or not. He might givea reason entirely futile and use- 
less: but the Chair applies the rule. So the Senator's objec- 
tions are simply trifling. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ihave not the slightest doubt that the state- 
ment of the Senator from Colorado is correct, but what I claim 
is that the Senator from Missouri did not raise any point of 
order. He Gid not make a solitary objection that is covered by 
a rule of the Senate unless there is a rule of the Senate to the 
effect that a claim can not be ailowed when it is an antebellum 
claim. That was his language, and the only language he used 
in making the objection. If there isa rule of that kind I sup- 

ose it is properly enforced by the ruling of the Chair; but I 
insist that when a Senator raises a point of order he must be 
able to point to some rule which covers the point he raises. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me,I will state that he 
is clearly wrong. The rules of the body are presumed to be 
known to all, and the Chair represents the knowledgeof the body 
upon the rules. A Senator raisesapointof order. If the Chair 
inquires of the Senator raising the point of order upon what 
clause in the rule he bases the point of order, then the Senator 
will naturally state it; but without such an inquiry, it is not 
necessary to state anything. 

Mr. ALLEN. I presume that is true; I donot doubt it at all; 
but my contention is that the Senator from Missouri did not 
raise any point of order that is covered by a solitary rule of this 








te. HALE. That is for the Chair to decide. 

Mr. ALLEN. Not necessarily so. 

Mr. HALE. Itis for the Chair to decide. If the Chair says 
that no point of order has been presented and directs that the 
proceeding shall go on, that is the end of it, unless an appeal is 
taken from his decision. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is surprising—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state, if the 
Senator from Nebraska will permit, that the Chair is distinctly 
of the impression that when the Senator from Missouri raised 
the question of order he stated that he raised it under paragraph 
4of Rule XVI. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from Missouri made that state- 
ment, and the RECORD will show it, I will withdraw every par- 
ticle of objection I have made. He made no statement of that 
kind, as I recollect. 

Mr. HILL. I donoi desire to interfere in this discussion, but 
it seems to me that we are wasting time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield the floor? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not yield the floor, but I will yield to the | 
Senator from New York for a question. 

Mr. HILL. Isimply suggest, in the interest of harmony, that 
the usual course be pursued, and that the stenographer shall read 
just what the Senator from Missouri said when he first made 
the point of order. 

Mr ALLEN. That will doubtless cover it. 





That is exactly 
what [have been asking the Chair for nearly half an hour to 
have done, to have read the language which the Senator from 
Missouri used in stating his objection to the amendment before 
the Chair ruled upon this question—not his language since that 


time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
will suspend for a moment, so that the Reporter may read the 
language used by the Senator from Missouri. The Reporter 
will read his notes. 

The Reporter read as follows: 


Mr. COCKRELL. The point of order is that itis an old claim, an antebel- 
lum claim, which has been rejected by the Senate from time immemorial. 


Itisa mend ce simple, and comes under the rule which I have here- 
tofore quo 


Mr, TELLER. 
from Nebraska. 

Mr. HALE. Now, I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine moves | 
to lay the appeal from the decision of the Chair on the table. 

The motion to lay the appeal on the table was agreed to. | 

Mr.CHANDLER. On pace 66, after line 6, I move to insert: 


To, W. Jasper Blackburn balance due him as member of the Fortieth Con- 
Gress from Louisiana, 25,597.23. 


That ought to be satisfactory to the Senator 
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To the representatives of Nathaniel Boyden balance due him as member 
of the Fortieth Congress from North Carolina, %,652.78. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I make the point of order on those cases. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, I hope he 
will not do that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
present. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
by a member of the House of Representatives. 
tlemen, one living and the other dead, were members of the 
Fortieth Congress. They were not paid tho full amount they 
were entitled to receive, and under precedents that have been 
set in the case of members of the House and members of the 
Senate, they are entitled to the amount proposed in the amend 
ment. 

I have here a report of the House of Representatives—Report 
No. 769—which sets out the justice of these payments and the 
certificates from the accounting officers of the Treasury show- 
ing the amount proposed in the amendment to be the correct 
sum. Iwasurged by members of the House to move this amend 
ment at atime when the frame of mind of the Senater from 
Missouri would be such that he would generously allow these 
just claims to be adopted and would not make the point of or 
der upon this meritorious amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It may be very meritorious, but the Sen- 
ate isnot the body to pass upon this class of claims. Itisaclaim 
pure and simple, not for a salary now, but an old matter which 
belongs to the House of Representatives. We never interfere 
with the other House in such matters. We never interfere with 
what they pay their members. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Do I understand the Senator from Mis- 
souri to insist on his point of order? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do insist upon it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am very much surprised that the Sen- 
ator insists on the point of order against these very meritorious 
claims. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is obliged to sustain 
the point of order raised by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. SQUIRE. On page 52, after line 13, I move to insert: 

For payment to Alexander M. Winston for services as attorney in defend 
ing certain pauper defendants in the United StatesCourt at Spokane, Wash 
in September, 1893, by appointment of Judge C. H. Hanford, $115. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
amendment. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, this is a case that I suppose is 
not subject to a point of order, because I have here a letter from 
a Acting Secretary of the Treasury certifying the account 

e says: 


{ will withdraw the point of order for the 


I was requested to move this amendment 
Th two gen- 


I make the point of order against the 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 30, 1894 

Str: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of Con 
gress, copy of a communication from the Attorney-General of the 27th in 
stant submitting, for an appropriation, the account of Alexander M. Wins 
ton, $115, for services rendered in defending certain pauper defendants under 
the order of the judge of the United States court for the district of Wash 
ington, the same to be considered in connection with similar accounts con 
tained in House Executive Document No. 92, present session 

Respectfully, yours, 
W. E. CURTIS, Acting Seerelar 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Then followsaletter from the Department of Justice addressed 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, which is as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 27, 1894. 


Sire: Inclosed is a copy of an account of Alexander M. Winston, Spokane, 
Wash., approved in the sum of 8115, for services rendered in defending cer 
tain pauper defendants, upon appointment by the presiding judge, Hon 
Cornelius H. Hanford; said services being directed by the judge and per 
formed by Mr. Winston under the act of July 20, 1892 (27 statutes, 252). 

You are respectfully requested to forward the claim to Congress for an 
appropriation in the amount stated, the claim of Mr. Winston, for legal 
services rendered to the United States to be considered in connection with 
similar accounts forwarded by the Department on January 26, 1894, found in 
Executive Document No. 92, Fifty-third Congress, second session. 


Very respectfully, 
RICHARD OLNEY, Altorney-General, 
The SECRYTARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Then here is a letter from Judge C. H. Hanford, stating that 
$115 is the exact sum due. There were four cases. One case 
was tried and the charge was $40, and in the three other cases 
the charges were $25 each. In two casesconviction was secured, 
and in two others the accused were found not guilty. It seems 
to me that a small matter of this kind ought to be agreed to 
promptly without any argument. I have nothing further to 
say. I have been told by some experienced members of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and I believe, that the amend- 
ment is not subject to a point of order. F 

Mr. COCKRELL. I make the point of order against the 
amendment. In the first place,it is notanestimate. It is sim- 
ply a transmittal of the man’s claim. It was presented to the 
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Departmentof Justice and referred to the Treasury Department 
reported to Congress. It isthe claim of an attorney for de- 
fending a criminal when he was assigned by the court to defend 
‘the criminal. Will the Senate of the United States establish a 
recedent that every lawyer who is appointed 5 judge to de- 
fend a criminal in a United States court shall paid any fee 
‘the Attorney-General or anyone else may allow him? There 
is no law for it; none in the world. Inevery State court in the 
Union lawyers are assigned todefend criminals by the trial judge. 

Mr. TELLER. And in the Federal courts, too. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has been the universal practice. The 
eye of order is well taken that this is not a claim authorized 

y law. It is not estimated by the head of any Department, but 
is simply transmitted here for the information of Congress, for 
Congress to do what it pleases with it. 

Mr. SQUIRE. With the approval of the Treasury Depart- 
ment and the Attorney-General. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [ask the Senator from Missouri why in 
cases like this, of just claims, the accounting officers do not al- 
low them and report them regularly to Congress? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Because they have no authority to allow 
them. There is no law for it. They can not allow them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is it not a debt of the United States? 

Mr. TELLER. It is not a debt against the United States. 

Mrj FRYE. It ought not to be. 

Mr. TELLER. It ought not to be. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair holds that the point 
of order raised by the Senator from Missouri is well taken. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move to insert after the last 
paragraph in the bill: 

Seo, 6. That the sum appropriated to be pore to William Milligan, admin- 
istrator of George Wattles, deceased, in the act of March 3, 1891, entitled, 
* An act making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for prior years, and for other 

0 s,’’ be instead to William Milligan, administrator of George 

attles, deceased, but the amount thus appropriated shall not be paid until 
the Court of Claims shall certify to the retary of the Treasury that the 
personal representative on whose behalf the award is made represents the 
uext of kin, or in the event the court shall find there were no next of kin, 
and that there was a widow, then that said sum be paid to the executor, 
personal representative, or next of kin of such widow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will explain what the amend- 
ment means. 

The Court of Claims under the spoliation actfounda judgment 
of twenty thousand and some odd dollars in favor of one Mr. Mil- 
ligan, and the appropriation act of 1891 made an appropriation 
of that amount. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is only a question of identity. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Oregon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I hope we may be able to get through with this 
bill this evening, so that the Senator from Missouri will consent 
to our taking a recess over to-morrow. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If we can get through with the bill, we 
shall adjourn over. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no amendment pending. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk, to come in after the word ‘‘ cents,” on line 21, page 58. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 58, after the word ‘‘cents,” in line 
21, it is proposed to insert: 

To pay T. C. Holmes and T. P. Leathers, late mail contractors, for amount 
of service on route 8165, Louisiana, from April 1 to May 31, 1861, $6,703.30, 
Sie of th ts nai Sela he caer ots ps 
service, passed in 1856, 1857 18ee 1820, and 1860. — oe 

Mr. COCKRELL. I[ make the same point of order on that 
amendment which I made when it was previously offered. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Chair gave no grounds upon which he 
based his former et but it strikes me that the Senator from 
Louisiana has complied with the rule in his amendment as now 
offered. The rule provides: 

No amendment, the object of which is to provide for a private claim— 

The object of this amendment is to provide fora privateclaim. 
We admit that— 
shall be received to any general appropriation bill— 

We admit that this isa general appropriation bill— 
unless it be to carry out the prov . 
lation, Which shu be cited Upon ae tact cfaseneesamese, * wemty Stipa 

The first amendment was defective in not complying with this 
rule, in not reciting the statute under which the claim was 
made. I submit to the Chair if now, when the general law un- 

der which this contract was made is referred to and cited in the 
amendment, the rule has not been complied with? 
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ere Mr. President, the rule meant this and no more. 
That a claim must not be a general claim arising out of some 
equity which the party may have supposed he had against the 
Government of the United States, but must be a claim arising 
under a statute oratreaty. The Senator from Louisiana, in hj; 
second amendment, has brought this claim literally and st rictly 
within the rule. [ hope, therefore, when the attention of th, 
Chair is called to it, that the amendment will not be ruled ont 
of order. a 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, the only clause in ¢}, 
rule which is invoked by the Senator from Missouri is the ono 
referred to by the Senator from Mississippi, and I can but po. 
peat and emphasize his statement of the argument, that, even jy 
this bea privateclaim, which is admitted, it isstill not subject to 
the point of order, provided it be to carry out the provisions o; 
existing law, and provided this fact is stated on the face of the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator f:om Louisj. 
ana hold that the laws cited in the amendment are now in exist. 
ence: 

Mr. BLANCHARD. They have never been repealed. TT}, 
acts of 1856, 1857, 1858, 1859, and 1860 making appropriations {oy 
the support of the postal service for those years are stil! in ox. 
istence. The Presiding Officer, I submit, can not take the posi- 
tion that they are no longer in existence because they have been 
executed. There were legislative provisions in those acts b 
sides the clauses appropriating money. Are they not exist 
ing law, and are they-not just as much a part of the law as 
the sums appropriated in the acts for the support of the postal 
eervice? 

We point to the laws passed in those years as having author 
ized the Postmaster-General to make these contracts. He did 
make them, and the letters of the Auditor, which I have read, 
show it. This executive document, making an estimate for an 
Spree to cover this very claim, shows it; and there has 
been, I submit to the Chair, in the form in which this amend. 
ment is last presented, a substantial and full compliance with 
every part of clause 4 of Rule XV1. 

Mr.GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I beg leave to suggest tothe Chair that when 
a statute is passed which authorizes a contract to be made, and 
in pursuance of that statute the contract is made, unless we hold 
that there shall be a repudiation of the obligation of the Govern- 
ment, the statute is existent always and existing until the con- 
tract is complied with. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishall not consume the time of the Sen- 
ate in this matter. This is purely a claim, and it is not author- 
ized by the provisions of any existing law. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, how can the Senator 
from Missouri, the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, say that this not authorized by an existing law when the 
aniendment cites the law which authorizes it? If it be not true 
let the Senator ae the acts and show it. 

There is a full compliance with the rule when we ask the pay- 
ment of this claim py to the provisions of existing lav 
and name the law. If the law be not so written, that would be 
an argument against the amendment on its merits; but when 
the amendment cites the law upon which the claim is based and 
by which the incurring of the debt was authorized, the pointo! 
order can have no force. It would certainly be doing violence 
to the ey law which governs this body to hold—_ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why not get out a mandamus to compe! 
its me if the law authorizes it? 

r. Y Naess There is no appropriation from which it can 
be ‘ 

fe SLANCHARD. There is no appropriation from which 
it can be paid, as suggested by the Senator from Mississipp!. 
We point to the laws which authorize the contract, and we prove 
abundantly by authentic documents from the Treasury Depart 
ment and the Post-Office Department that the contract was 
made and this money earned under it, and the same has ne\ 
been paid. rs 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishouldlike to ask the Senator from Louisiana 
aquestion. I askif that contract was anthorized by any statute 
whether it would be possible for this Government to repeal the 
law so as to affect this contract after it was once accepted ant 
its performance entered into? = 

r. BLANCHARD. Itwould notbe. The answer isobvious, 
when the contract was made under existing law between the 
Government of the United States and this mail contractor, = 
rights under that contract became vested rights, and the _ 
upon which the contract was based could not even be repeaice © 
his prejudice. . 

Mr. ALLEN. The law authorizing the contract never b3 
been repealed, as I understand? 
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Mr. BLANCHARD. In point of fact it never has been re- 
pealed. It is on the statute books to-day. ; 

Mr. President, I submit that unless clause 4 of Rule XVI isa 

rpetual bar against any amendment, the amendment I offer is 
P order. If the Chair is going to put such a construction on 
the rule as will prevent the introduction of any amendment un- 
der it, then the point of order made by the Senator from Mis- 
gouri under this rule is good. 

ButI submit that if the semblance of a reasonable construc- 
tion be placed upon clause 4of Rule XVI, it will admitthis amend- 
ment, even if we construe the language of the rule stricti juris. 
The Chair must see that every part of the clause of the rule has 
been met by this amendment. The amendment cites the exist- 
ing law under which the debt was contracted, and names the 
time when the act which authorized the making of this contract 
was passed. 

It seems to me too clear for further argument that the amend- 
ment is within the purview and scope of clause 4 of Rule 


XVI. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to make just one other suggestion, 
Mr. President. I know this claimant is an honest man and I 
know this is an honest claim, and I want to suggest to the Chair 
that when a criminal statute is repealed all prosecutions under 
that statute fall with it. When a statute of a civil nature in 
relation to personal rights is repealed, every single right which 
accrves under that statute remains and the statute remains for 
the purpose of enforcing such rights. 

There has been no attempt to show that there has been any 
express repeal of these laws, and I want the Chair to under- 
stane it and the Senate to understand it. So that a rule of the 
Senate intended to cut off any sort of private claim which peo- 
ple might set up is used for the purpose of defeating a solemn 
contract made by the Government of the United States under a 
law passed by Congress, which law has not been and can never 
be repealed so far as this contract is concerned. I think if there 
is anything in human reason upon which we can stand secure, 
it is that this amendment is not within the scope and purview of 
the rule cited. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana 
has offered an amendment, which has been read. The Senator 
from Missouri raises a question of order under paragraph 4 of 
Rule XVI that the amendment is notin order. The Chair has 
no difficulty in deciding the question. If the Chair makes a 
mistake it can be corrected nf appeal. The Chair is of opinion 
that the point of order is well taken, and therefore sustains it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to have the last amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole reserved, so that I may offer a substi- 
tute for it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment indicated by 
the Senator from Florida will be reserved. The question is on 
concurring in the other amendments made as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. - 

Mr. PASCO. I offer a substitute for the last amendment 
referring to the claim of John A. Brimmer, jr., administrator 
of John Gilliat, which I ask may be read. It is on page 177, be- 

ginning in line 6. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed to 
be reserved will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 77, beginning with line 6, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, inserted: 


That the sum appropriated in the act of March 3, 1891, entitled “An act 
making tediog Sone to supply deficiencies in the ceations for the 
fiseal year e June 30, 1891, and for prior years, and for other purposes,”’ 
to be paid to John A. Brimmer, jr., administrator of John Gilliat, deceased, 
ae = instead to the administrator of Thomas Gilliat, deceased, the orig- 

sufferer. 


Mr. PASCO. I offer a substitute for that amendment. 

Se Oe ELL. I have examined the substitute, and will 
accept it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Florida to the amendment which has been 
read will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


That the sum of $35,840.44 appropriated to be paid to John A. Brimmer, jr., 
ad trator of John Gilliat, deceased, in the act of March 3, 1891, entitled 
os act making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 
or the fiscal year caling June 30, 1891, and for prior years, and for other 

,”’ be paid to the person or persons entitled to recover and receive 
the same, to be ascertained by the Court of Claims upon sufficient evidence, 
and certified to the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr.PASCO. ThisisaFrench spoliationclaim. It became m y 
duty as a member of the Committee on Claims to examine this 
matter at the last session of Congress, and this was the form in 
Which it was deemed best by the committee that the itemshould 





be placed upon the bill. Itis for that reason I have offered the 
substitute. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is accepted. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. DOLPH. [rise to a question of privilege. 
conference report on the river and harbor bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report, but was inter- 
rupted by 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to inquire whether the Senator from 
Oregon expects to press the consideration of this conference 
report to-night? I will say that there are certain matters in the 
report which I desire to examine. I have not been able to see 
the report, and I desire to make some objection to certain mat- 
ters which I understand are contained in it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator to let the report be 
read, and the question then will be whether we shall proceed to 
consider it or not. 

Mr. WHITE. I rose for the purpose of ascertaining whether 
it was desired to act upon the report to-night. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. | desire to make the same statement in 
reference to this conference report as has been made by the 
Senator from California. I do not think it is well to press the 
adoption of the conference report to-night. The report has 
just been made to the Senate. We have not had time yet to ex- 
amine it, and I think it ought to be printed and lie over until the 
next legislative d 

Mr. BERRY. 
dent. 

Mr. DOLPH. 
is acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Before the Secretary proceeds with the 
reading, I desire to suggest that if the report is not to be acted 
on to-night, the reading by unanimous consent be omitted, and 
then the Senate can adjourn. Let the report be printed. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; it ought to be printed. 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to say that it is thought by members 
of the committee very important that this report should either 
be acted upon to-night or be acted upon to-morrow. The Sen- 
ator from Maryland |Mr. GORMAN!, who precedes me on the 
committee of conference, has been here all the afternoon intend- 
ing to present the report, but not desiring to interfere with the 
Senator from Missouri in the consideration of the bill which has 
been before the Senate, when he left he said to me that. if the 
report was not acted upon to-night, he desired that the Senate 
should meet to-morrow for its consideration. 

If it is understood that we shall meet to-morrow and consider 
the report, I shall have no objection whatever to its being printed 
in the RECORD, and then going over until to-morrow: but if the 
proposition is to adjourn over to-morrow, then I ask that the 
report be acted upon to-night. If it is considered to-night or 
to-morrow when the Senate meets, it can be engrossed and pre- 
pared for the signatures of the officers of the Senate and House 
of Representatives on Monday. 

If that can not be done, then there would be a loss of at least 
one further day, and they could not be prepared and signed by 
the officers of the two Houses before Tuesday. It is considered 
important to place it before the President, as many members 
are anxious to adjourn at the very earliest possible moment 
If the tariff bill should be disposed of in any reasonable time 
both branches of Congress will be desirous of adjourning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New Hampshire that the reading of 
the report be dispensed with? 

Mr. DOLPH. [If the report is to be considered to-night, it 
should be'read; if not, I make the request that the Senate meet 
to-morrow. 

Mr. BERRY. Weshall have a session to-morrow. 

Mr. DOLPH. If that be so, I have no objection to the report 
being printed in the RECORD and going over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let us understand this matter. [ask unani- 
mous consent that the report be printed in the RECORD, and 
that the Senate meet at the usual hour to-morrow for the pur- 
pose of considering it immediately after the reading of the 
Journal 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Tennessee kindly 
— me, as he substituted his request for mine, to now join in 

is? 


I present the 





ay. 
The report should be read first, Mr. Presi- 


I desire to make a statement before the report 
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Mr. HARRIS. I beg leave to retire if the Senator has made 
the request before, because I was not aware of it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I concur cordially in the Senator’s re- 
quest, and [ hope it will be unanimously adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest? 

Mr, HOAR. What is the request? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That thereading of the confer- 
ence report be suspended; that the report be printed in the 
RECORD, and be taken up to-morrow immediately after the read- 
ing of the Journal. Is there objection? 





Mr. HOAR. Why not have the report read and let it go over 
until to-morrow in the usual way? The Senate can then take it 
up. 


Mr. HARRIS. 1 think the understanding is that we meet to- 
morrow especially to consider this matter. When it is consid- 
ered, then the Senate can determine what further order it will 
make. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall not interpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the order 
being made? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the Sragrestas votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6518) ‘‘making a ‘opri- 
ations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other pur ” having met, after full and 
free conference have dto recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 38, 20, 23, 28, 32, 33, 
=> 62, 84, 113, 12, 126, 183, 135, 150, 151, 155, 185, and 229. 
atthe House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 2, 5, 6,7, 10,11, 12, 18, 14, 15, 16, 18, 21. 22, 26, 34, 37, 38, 40, 42, 43, 44, 
465, 46, 49, 50,61, 52, 53, BA, 55,56,57,59 60,61, 68, 64,65,66,67, 68, 70, 71, 72, 73. 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 
88, 85, 84, 89, 96, 91, 92, 93, 94, 96,'99, 101, 103, 1 105, 
120 28, 190, 181, 198, 1 
“ 


, 226, 227, and 224, and agree to 
the same. 


That the House recede from its di ment to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of sum proposed insert ‘$30,000; "" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of sum proposed insert ‘ $200.000;"" and the Senateagree to the same. 

That the House recede from ‘its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of sum proposed insert ‘840,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
a _ Soe "in line 24, page 4, add as a separate para- 
graph the following: 

“ Merrimac River, Massachusetts: The Secretary of War is directed ont 
of the appropriation on hand to make a resurvey of said river with a view 
of obtain g a depth up to Haverhill equal to that over the bar at Newbury- 
port. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its t to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 17, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of sum proposed insert ‘‘$15,000;" and the Senate agree tothe same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amenament of the Sen- 
ate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute, as follows: Strike out all of amendment numbered 19, and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Improving Bay Ridge and Red Hook Channels, New York Harbor, New 
Yors: Continuing improvement of Bay Ridge Channel by dredging out and 
opening the same from a point at its junction with the Gowanus Creek Chan- 
nel (near Seen net street), southerly therefrom, along and in front of 
Gowanus Bay and y Ridge to a point where the said Bay Ridge Channel 
so to be opened, encounters a 26-foot contoar or depth of water, so that the 
channel, so to be opened, shall be of a uniform depth of 26 feet and a width 
of 800 feet at low water, and continuing improvement of Red Hook Channel 
from its junction with the Bay Ridge Channel to its connection with the 
Buttermilk Channel, to obtain ad of 26 feet at mean low water and a 
width of 400 feet, 150.000: Prov , That the Secret of War may, in his 
discretion, anpent $20,000 of said ae in ———s Gowanus 
Creek Channel under the project to obtain 21 feet depth of water."’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 24, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out the matter proposed to be inserted and insert in lieu thereof the 


following: 

“Im Niagara River from Tonawanda to Port Day with a view to 
obtal a channel of 12 feet depth to Schlosser’s Dock by cutting through 
the sh at the head of Conners Island as indicated in the report of the 
Chief of Engineers for 1893, page 3113, $10,000; and the unexpended balance 
of the ee heretofore made in the river and harbor act of —* 
1892, for the improvementiof the Niagara River from Tonawanda to Port Day 
is hereby reappropriated for this purpose.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 45, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: 
Tn lieu of sum proposed insert ‘* $50,000:"' and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its t to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 


Strike out the la posed to be inserted by the Senate, and insert 
after line 17, page 06, the following as a new h: 
more Harbor: To widen the ship channel to. 1,000 feet." 


ER 
z 
5 
5 
3 
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“ Balti 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In eu of sum proposed insert ‘‘$100,0/0;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 80, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of sum proposed insert ‘'$110,000;" and the Senate agree to the same. 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment o; ») 
Senate numbered 31, and agree to the same with an amendment as fo)),..° 
On page 14, line 8, strike out the word “twenty-six” and insert ji» |;... 
thereo! “twenty-five;’’and the Senate agree to the same. a aa 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment o; 


Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same with an amendment ag foljow.. 

in lieu of sum proposed insert “ $80,000:"’ and the Senate agree to the « 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the ai: endment of 

Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an amendment as folle 


In lieu of sum proposed insert ‘‘ $275,000;"" and the Senate agree ;¢ 
same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmen; 
Senate numbered 47, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
In lieu of sum proposed insert ‘*$70,000;"’ and the Senate agree to t! 

Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to the amendm: 
Senate numbered 48, and agree to the same with an amendment as {.))!, 
In lieu of the sum proposed inzert “$20,000; and the Senate agree to ; 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendm 
Senate numbered 58, and agree to the same with an amendment 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $20,000;"’ and the Senate agre 
samo. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend ment 
Senato Gumbered 69, and agree to the same with an amendmen 
Strike out the following item as contained in lines 22 and 23, pa 
proving harbor at Wilmington, Cal.: Continuing improvement 
the same having been inserted in the bill by mistaxe, the improve 
ing heretofore been completed; and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of ty 
Senate numbered 79, and agree to the same with an amendment as {0)!|ow 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$15,000;" and the Senate agrees [o | 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendme 
Senate numbered 86, and agree to the same with an amendment, as | \ 
In lieu of sum proposed insert ‘‘$170.000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendm: 

Senate numbered 87, and agree to the same with amendments, :; v 
Restore the matter proposed to be stricken out; strike out all after the 
“separately,” in line 22, page 30, down to and including the wi COl 
P "in line 1, page 31; strike out all after the word “river ”’ in line 3, page 
1, down to and including the word “‘subject” in line 5, same pag 
strike out the remainder of the paragraph, beginning with the word 

in line 8, same page; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 95, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of sum proposed, insert “*$150,000;” and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the ameadment of ths 
Senate numbered 97, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow: 
In lieu of sum proposed, insert “‘30,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 98, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of sum proposed insert ‘* $4,000; and the Senate agree to the sam: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment « 
Senate numbered 100, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
Inlieu of sum proposed insert ‘‘$14,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the sim: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment o 
Senate numbered 102,and agree to the same with an amendment as fo 
Strike out the proviso, as contained in lines 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, and 15, page 3 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
Senate numbered 107, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow 
In lieu of sum proposed insert “#7,000;" and the Senate agree to the san 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 121, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow 
After the word “ hundred "’ in line 17, page 44, insert “‘ and ten;’’ and the Sen 
ate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 123, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of sum proposed insert ‘* $40,000;"" and the Senate agree to the é 

That the House recede fromits disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 129, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow: 
Strike out the ora on and insert in lieu thereof the following: ©3135 - 
000, of which $10,000 shail be used in improving Rough River, Kent jy 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
Senate numbered 134, and agree to the same with an amendment as ! 

In lieu of thesum proposed insert ‘*$30,000;"’ and the Senate agree t 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment 0! the 
Senate numbered 187, and agree tothe same with an amendmen f 
lows: At the end of the paragraph he ed to be inserted strik« 

riod and insert a colon and the following proviso: “ Provided, Tha‘! 

g herein shall be construed to commit the Government to pro 
the construction of said improvement;’’ and the Senate agree to | 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmen! 
Senate numbered 138, and agree to the same with an amendment. a 
lows: In lieu of sum proposed insert ‘51,000;" and the Senate agree to (2 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment ‘ 
Senate numbered 140, and to the same with amendments as { 
After the word “ Minneapolis,”’ in line 25, page 57, strike out the per 
insert in lieu thereof a comma; strike out all of line 1, page 58, and 
in lieu thereof the following: ‘‘Fifty-one thousand dollars, which togetset 
with;” in line 3, same page, strike out the words “to further improvemen 
and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘shall be expended;"’ in line 5, sain 
page, after the word “ ninety-four,” strike out the period, insert a con 
and the following words: “ By the construction of lock and dam numbere 
2in the same project;" strike out the remainder of the paragrap! Des\* 
ning With the word ‘‘and,”’ in line 8, same page; and the Senate agree to © 


same. — 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 142, and agree to the same with an amendment as [01 — 
In lieu of sum proposed insert “$110,000;" and the Senate agree to the sam > 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of me 
Senate numbered 143, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
After the word “dollars,” in line 2, page 59, strike out the period and os 
a comma, and the following words: ‘‘Of which $10,000 may ve used in ma 
ing at the mouth of Wolf River. in the discretion of the Secretary of Wa! 
and the Senate agree to the same. * the 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment i 
Senate numbered 145, and agree to the same with an amendment, as £0110" “ 
After the word “Avoyelles,” in line 20, page 59, strike out the period, /u5¢ 
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in lieu thereof a comma, and at the end of the paragraph add the following: 

“And the said Commission is directed to report to Congress, in their next 

regular report, their views on the advisability of effecting a separation be- 

tween the Mississippi and Red Rivers, at the present junction thereof and 
maintaining navigation between the same through Bayou Plaquemine or 
py means of @ canal; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 152, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out the entire paragraph proposed to beinserted and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

“ Missouri River, from its mouth to the lower limits of Sioux City, Iowa: 
The Missouri River Commission is authorized and directed to expend from 
the appropriations for the improvement of said river $75,000 in the rectifi- 
cation of the river at Omaha, Nebr.; $35,000 at Atchison, Kans.; and $50,000 
at St. Joseph and other localit ies on the riverin the State of Missouri where 
the Commission may deem such improvement necessary.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 153, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 22, page 60, strike out the word “fifty-five’’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word ‘“‘ten;” on page 61 strike out all of lines 1, 2, and 3, and the words 
“and Bismarck,” in line 4, and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 161, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol- 
lows: In line 22, page 64, strike out the words ‘‘two hundred and fifty,’’ and 
insert in lieu thereof the words ‘“‘one hundred;” strike out all after the 
word ‘* Provided,” in line 22, page 64, down to and including the word “* /ur- 
ther,” in line 5, page 65; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendtaent of the 
Senate numbered 148, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol- 
lows: In lieu of sum proposed insert ‘‘$25,000;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of 
Senate numbered 170, 171, 172, 178, 174, 175, 176, 177, 178, 179, 180, and 181, and 
agree to the same withan amendment as follows: Strike out all of section 
2of the bill, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Sec. 2. Itshall be unlawful for any person or persons to engage in fish- 
ing or dredging for shel! fishin any of the channels leading to or from the 
harbor of New York, or to interfere in any way with the safe navigation of 
those channels by ocean steamships and ships of deep draft. 

“Any person or persons violating the foregoing provisions of this section 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall 
a, by fine or imprisonment, or both, such fine to be not more than 

nor less than #50, and the imprisonment to be not more than six months 
nor less than thirty days, either or both united, as the judge before whom 
conviction is obtained shall decide. 

“It shall be the duty of the United States supervisor of the harbor to en- 
force this act, and the deputy inspectors of the said supervisor shall have 
authority to arrest and take into custody, with or without process, any = 
son or persons who may commit any of the acts or offenses prohibited by 
this act: Provided, That no person shall be arrested without process for any 
offense not committed in the presence of the supervisor or his inspector or 
deputy inspectors, or either of them: And provided further, That whenever 
any such arrest is made the person or persons so arrested shall be brought 
forthwith before a commissioner, judge, or court of the United States for 
examination of the offenses allegea against him; and such commissioner, 
judge, or court shall proceed in respect thereto as authorized by law in case 
of crimes against the United States. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 215, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out all of line 4, page 86, and the period at the end of line 11, page 96, 
and insert after the word “channel,”’ in line 11, page 96, a comma and the 
following words: “And Sasanoa River, from Bath to Boothbay;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 225, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out all of line 11, page 99, and insert in line 20, page 45, after the word 
“improvement,” the following: ‘Including survey from Magnolia to the 
city of Dallas;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

M. W. RANSOM, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
J. N. DOLPH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


T. C. CATCHINGS, 

RUFUS E. LESTER, 

THOS. J. HENDERSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock and 
3 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Satur- 
day, August 4, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate August 3, 1894. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION AND CONSUIL-GENERAL. 


Ellis Mills, of Virginia, now consul-general at Honolulu, Ha- 
waiian Islands, to be secretary of legation and consul-general of 
the United States at that place. 


POSTMASTERS, 


John M, Griffin, to be postmaster at Madera, in the county 
of Madera and State of California, in the place of Lewis O. 
» Whose commission expired July 12, 184. 
John M. Martin, to be postmaster at Ocala, in the county of 
and State of Florida, in the * of George K. Robin- 
80a, whose commission expired April 16, 1894. 
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W. A. Hopkins, to be postmaster at Eminence, in the county 
of Henry and State of Kentucky,in the place of Henry S. Adams, 
removed. : ; 

‘Thomas Hickey, to be postmaster at Wakefield, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Charles 
5. Bowman, whose commission expired February 12, 1894. 

John Huxtable, to be postmaster at Wareham, in the county 
of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts, in the place of John 
Huxtable, whose commission expired April 11, 1894. 

Patrick Mahan, to be postmaster at N k, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of George rT. 
Bartlett, whose commission will expire August 7, 1894. 

Leonard J. Presson, to be postmaster at Gloucester, in the 
county of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of James 
H. Mansfield, whose commission expired January 28, 1894. 

William W. Sampson, to be postmaster at Malden, in th 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, whose commis- 
sion expired February 28, 189. 

John Stallman, to be postmaster at Lee, in the county of 
Berkshire and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Frederick 
Gillmor, whose commission expired July Ll, 1894. 

George A. Sweeney, to be postmaster at Attleboro, in the 
county of Bristol and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
Loring W. Barnes, whose commission expired June 2, 1894. 

Josiah Woodbury, to be postmaster at Beverly, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Charles H. 
Odell, whose commission expired July 11, 1894. 


LCh, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Brecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 3, 1894. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 


Second Lieut. Marcus D. Cronin, Twenticth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Passed Assistant Engineer Albert FP. Dixon, to be a chief en- 
gineer. 

Assistant Engineer Albert Moritz, to be a passed assistant en- 
gineer. 

Paymaster Leonard A. Frailey, to be a pay inspector. . 

Passed Assistant Paymaster Eustace B. Rogers, to be a pay- 
master. 

Assistant Paymaster Henry E. Jewett, to be a passed assist- 
ant. 

Lieut. Charles T. Forse, to be a lieutenant-commander. 

Lieut. Edwin K. Moore, to be a lieutenant-commander. 

Lieut. (junior grade) Charles N. Atwater, to be a lieuten- 
ant. 

Ensign William B. Whittelsey, to be a lieutenant (junior 
grade). 

Surg. Hosea J. Babin, to be a medical inspector. 

Passed Assistant Surg. Emlyn H. Marsteller, to be a surgeon. 

Passed Assistant Surg. George P. Lumsden, to be a surgeon. 

Passed Assistant Paymaster Mitchell C. McDonald, to be a 
pay master. 

Assistant Paymaster Thomas H. Hicks, to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster, 

POSTMASTERS. 


William S. Sparks, to be postmaster at Delaware, in the 
county of Delaware and State of Ohio. 

J. H. Weber, to be postmaster at Bellevue, in the county of 
Huron and State of Ohio. 

Joshua G. Galloway, to be postmaster at National Military 
Home, in the county of Montgomery and State of Ohio. 

C. Rudolph Brand, to be postmaster at Toledo, in the county 
of Lucas and State of Ohio. 

George C. Columbia, to be postmaster at Lawrenceburg, in the 
county of Dearborn and State of Indiana. 

Edward P. Jones, to be postmaster at Del Norte, in the county 
of Rio Grande and State of Colorado. 

Charles F. Wilkins, to be postmaster at Urichsville,in the 
county of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio. 

Henry L. Romey, to be postmaster at Bluffton, in the county 
of Allen and State of Ohio. 

Clement R. Leonard, to be postmaster at Easton, in the county 
of Talbot and State of Maryland. 

Wilber B. Foster, to be postmaster at Rockville, inthecounty 
of Tolland and State of Connecticut. 

Stephen W. Poe, to be postmaster at Grafton, in the county 
of Taylor and State of West Virginia. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, August 3, 1894, 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by Rev. W. E. PaR- 
son, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PRINTING OF A BILL. 


Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, yesterday morning I asked 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the antilottery bill 
from the Senate, which I sent to the Clerk's desk, and which 
was read. I observe that the bill is not printed in full in the 
Reocorp. Ido not know the rule or the practice in reference 
to such matters, but if, under the circumstances, the full text 
of the bill is not necessarily entitled to appear in the Recorp, I 
ask unanimous consent that it may appear there. 

Tke SPEAKER. The Chair is informed it is not customary 
to print in the REecorD bills for which unanimous consent is 
asked and to which objection is made. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Iask unanimous consent that the bill be 
printed {a the Recorp for information. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill as amended by the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
House is as follows: 

A bill (S. 1920) for the suppression of lottery traffic through national and in- 
terstate commerce and the postal service subject to the jurisdiction and 
laws of the United States. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
Americain cnqrese assembled, That any person who shall cause tobe brought 
within the United States from abroad for the purpose of dis of tne 
same, or deposited in or carried F the mails of the United States, or carried 
from one State to another in the United States, paper, certificate, or in- 
strument purporting to be or represent a ticket, ce, share, or interest 
in or aoe dent upon the event of a lottery, so-called gift concert, or similar 
enterprise, offering prizes dependent u lot or chance, or shall cause any 
advertisement of such lottery, so-called gift concert, or similar en rise, 
offering prizes dependent upon lot or chance, to be brought into the United 
States, or deposited in or carried by the mails of the United States, or trans- 
ferred from one State to another in the same, shall be punishablein the first 
offense by imprisonment for not more than two years or by a fine of not 
more than $1, or both, and in the second and after offenses by such im- 
prisonment cul. 

Sec. 2. That the provisions of sections 3929 and 4041 of the United States 
Revised Statutes as amended, res vely, and the provisions of sections 
2491 and 2492 of the United States Revised Statutes, and of sections 11, 12,and 
13 of the act of Congress of October 1, 1890, entitled, ‘Chapter 1244. An act 
to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other pur- 
poses,” and all other provisions of lawfor thesuppression of traffic in or cir- 
culation of any such tickets, chances, shares, or interests in or other matter 
relating to lotteries, or for the suppression of traffic in or circulation of ob- 
scene books or articles of ony uiee. shallapply insupport, aid, and further- 
ance of the enforcement of act. 

Sxo. 3. That nothing herein contained shall be deemed to re by impli- 
cation sections 3894, , or 4041 of the United States Re Statutes, or 
any part thereof, ner any provisions of the act of Congress of April 29, 1878, 
entitled ‘‘ An act to prevent the sale of policy or lottery tickets in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia,” nor any provisions of the act of Congress of Se ber 
19, 1890, entitled “An act to amend certain sections of the Revised Statutes 
relating to lotteries, and for SS  — nor any provision of thelaws 
whatsoever against the estab t of lotteries, or o—, or other 
schemes, or prizes, or chances, or the traffic in or circulation of tickets and 
other such papers or instruments, or the publication of advertisements or 
notices in anywise relating thereto. 

Seco. 4, That the powers conferred upon the Postmaster-General by the 
statute of 1890, chapter 908, section 2, are hereby extended and made appli- 
cable to all letters or other matter sent by mail. 


PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 


The bill (H. R. 2650), ee for the public printing and 
ae and the distribution of public documents, was laid before 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been returned from the Senate 
with amendments. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I move to concur in the 
amendments of the Senate. 

«2 Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Before that is done I would like 
to have some explanation. 

Mr. BURROWS. What are the amendments? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This is the general bill 
with reference to public printing which passed this House at 
the extraordinary session. The Senate has made quite a num- 
ber of amendments, which relate mainly to the administrative 
features of the bill. Some of them provide for a further reduc- 
tion in the number of documents printed—in no case for an in- 
crease. Among these various amendments there are some to 
which I would not be inclined to agree; but they are so unim- 

rtant as com d with the tude of this measure that I 

0 not feel willing to occupy further time, or delay further the 
paseege of this bill, by raising an — in regard to them. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Well, that may be the gentleman's 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Let me complete my state- 
ment. I will yield to the gentleman after a while. 

I say they have made some amendments which the Committee 
on Printing would notand donot favor, but they are unimportant 
amendments as compared with the great measure which looks 
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toa complete reformation in the system of Government print 
ing, and reduces the cost of the public printing so largely, that 
it is variously estimated to be a reduction of from two h undred 
to three hundred thousand dollars. F 

This is a bill which systematizes, methodizes, and harmo 
nizes all the printing laws of the Government, and it is thero. 
fore, in the judgment of the committee, such agreat and needa) 
reform in the printing and distribution of public document: 
that it was deemed advisable, in view of the fact that the 
amendments were not material, to accept them, so as not to do. 
lay further the enactment of the bill into law. 

This bill provides for the distribution at once of about a jaj; 
a million or more of copies of public documents which are jo, 
stored in the basement of the Capitol, and provides a remedy 
which will prevent the accumulation hereafter of such docy. 
ments, and accomplishes so many reforms, that Ido not feel tha: 
we would be justified in delaying the consideration of the jj); 
further by opposing thes amendments, which, as I have gai) 
we do not regard as material. They are mainly amendments 
which amount only to changes in the phraseology and verbiag 
of the bill; and the committee, therefore, recommend concyr. 
rence in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. What committees? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The Committee on Print. 


ing. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was 
before the House it met with very much opposition from vy, 
rious members of this body. There is a large minority int), 
House who believe that the bill itself is an unwise propositio 
Now, I am not advised as to the correctness—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. How much time does th 
gentleman from Illinois want? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Well, I have taken the floor in m, 
own right, and will occupy such time asI deem necessary. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have not yielded th 
floor to the gentleman. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But I have the floor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman said he 
wanted to ask a question. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman from Tennessee 
is mistaken. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I gave way to the gentl 
man from Illinois under the assumption that he wanted to as 
a question. The gentleman rose and, as I understood him, as‘ 
a question, and I said I would yield to him as soon as I had co: 
cluded my statement. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I did not ask the gentleman 2 
question, and did not rise for that purpose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then I decline to yi 
to the gentleman, as I had not concluded what I wished to say. 

Mr.HOPKINS ofIllinois. Very well, if the gentleman has 
the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Illinois afterward. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I had not completed m) 
statement. I wish to say in this connection that this bill pro- 
vides for the public printing ofevery kind and of all class s0/ 
public documents for the use of the Government. It provides 
also for printing an extra edition of the report on the Dis 
eases of the Horse—70,000 copies—for which there is a ver) 
great demand, as gentleman are aware. There is no provision 
made by the amendments of the Senate for any change in tie 
printing of Government publications, except in one or two in- 
stances, where — the number of copies to be printe: 

BRYAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hims 
question? ; 

Mr. COOMBS. Do these amendments deal with the quest! 
of the distribution of these documents? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is already fixed %) 
the bill as it passed the House. That arrangement is not di* 
turbed. When it passed the House in October last it passes % 
most unanimously. There was, it is true, two or three days © 
bate on various amendments, and the bill was finally so amencet 
as to meet the demands of the members of the House, and pas-°" 
almost without dissent. The amendments of the Senate ma*e 
as I have said, no material changes in the bill as we passed |. 

eee Will the gentleman allow a question rig*' 
there? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. re. . 

Mr. KILGORE. Is it not a fact that the bill as it passed the 
House was amended so as to be acceptable to the House before 
it could at all? a 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The bill was amended = 
was acceptable to the House, because, as I have said, it passe 
almost unanimously. d- 

Mr. KILGORE. Isitnot true, then, that the importantam<> 
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ments provided by the House in the bill have been stricken from 
it by the Senate: : : 
r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, sir; not one solitary 
one of them. If the gentleman will mention one 
Mr. KILGORE. I am not familiar with the Senate amend- 





ents. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Itdoes not interfere with 
any amendment which was discussed in the House and adopted 


it. 
Mr. KILGORE. Is this a conference report? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, sir; simply a motion 
on the part of the Committee on Printing to concur in the Sen- 
ate amendments to the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, would that motion be in order? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That can not be ques- 
tioned now, for I have debated it for five or ten minutes already 
without objection. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think, if the gentleman from Tennessee 
will allow me—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. KILGORE. That the important amendments to the bill 
ought to be printed in the RecoxD and called up for considera- 
tion to-morrow, or at some other time to be fixed. There is no 
necessity for a great deal of unnecessary haste in pushing it 
through the House. We ought to be able to understand what 
itdoes and whatit means. Itisa voluminous measure, covers 
a great many changes inthe matter of printing and the distribu- 
tion of public documents. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If the gentleman will 
allow me, there is no Senate amendment that changes that mat- 
ter. It is just as we passed it in the House. 

Mr. KILGORE. id not the Senate take off some of the 
amendments that were put on by the House? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No,sir. The only changes 
made in that matter are in respect to the language of the billin 
a few places. Certain of the amendments, for instance, pro- 
vided for a Clerk’s document room, but the House itself abol- 
ished that, and at my request the Senate struck out the amend- 
ments that the House had put on in anticipation that there would 
be a Clerk’s document room, because, manifestly, they were not 
properly on the bill after the House had stricken out the pro- 
vision. That was the main feature of change. 

Mr. KILGORE. Have the conference committee taken out 
that amendment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There has been no con- 
ference upon the bill. This is a motion to concur in the Senate 
amendments. Mr. Speaker, I will yield to any gentleman who 
wishes to ask me a question. 

Mr. KILGORE. If we are going to consider this bill this 
a it ought to be considered in the Committee of the 

e. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ah, but, Mr. Speaker, we 
have debated it now for ten minutes. Now, Mr. Speaker,1 will 
yield for any _—— that any gentleman wants to ask. 

ee BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield to the gentleman 
from Nebraska. 

Mr. BRYAN. Does this bill make any provision as to the 
distribution of employés in the Printing Office. so that they 
shall be = oR from the various districts of the country? 
_Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no such provi- 
sion either in the House or Senate bill. 

Mr. BRYAN. Is there any provision compelling the Public 
Printer to make a fair distribution of the employés from dis- 
triets throughout the country, so that they shall be appointed 
from the various parts of the country in fair proportion: 

be RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no such pro- 
vision. 

Mr. BRYAN. Would it be proper to put an amendment on 
the bill that would make provision for such a fair distribution, 
80 that the States and districts distant from this capital would 
receive a fair proportion of appointments? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It could not be put in now, 
because the bill has passed both Houses. Such an amendment 
would not be in order. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. KILGORE. The bill, when first considered in the House, 
rovided for the appointment of a superintendent of decuments. 
s that provision oti! in the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no such provi- 
sion as that. That provision was stricken out by the House. 
It has not been put back by the Senate; but this bill provides 
that the office of superintendent of documents in the Interior 
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Department shall be abolished, and it provides that there shall 
be a superintendent of documents appointed by the Public 
Printer, who will discharge the duties of that bureau there, and 
be paid out of the funds provided for the public printing. 

Mr. KILGORE. Do not the Public Printer and the Joint 
Committee on Printing have the naming of that officer? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The Public Printer, with 
the approval of the joint committee. 

Mr. KILGORE, When that measure was before the House 
that proposition was antagonized by the House, as I remember. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The original proposition 
was stricken out and is not put back. 

Mr. KILGORE. But you have got some such provision as 
that in here. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Not atall. It just pro- 
vides that the work now done by the superintendent of docu- 
ments in the Interior Department shall be done in the Printing 
Offices, so that these publications can be sent out without being 
shipped around from one building to another. 

Mr. KILGORE. And this is to be done by a man named by 
the Public Printer and the Joint Committee on Printing? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Named by the Public 
Printer, with our approval. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is the same thing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The same thing, if you 
say so; but the gentleman will remember 

Mr. TRACEY. The gentleman docs not want to make an in- 
correct statement—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman will re- 
member that the Public Printer was for years known as the 
Congressional Printer. He was appointed by the two Houses of 
Congress; but the Printing Office became so important that he 
was made an appointee of the President. It was taken away 
from Congress. This simply provides that the officer who dis- 
charges that duty with reference to these documents in the In- 
terior Department shall now be changed, and that he shall be 

ut where hecan be made more the servant of Congress. That 
is that provision. Now what is the suggestion of the gentleman 
from New York |Mr. TRAcEyY]? 

Mr. TRACEY. [understood the gentleman from Tennessee 
to say that the Public Printer had the appointment of a super- 
intendent of documents. Now the amendment adopted by the 
Senate says that the Joint Committee on Printing shall designate 
to the PublicPrinter a competent person, and so forth. The 
Public Printer has nothing to do with it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The language there used 
is the same as that used with reference to an index clerk. The 
index clerk is named by the Committee on Printing to the Pub- 
lic Printer, and he appoints him. So in this case, this man will 
be named by the Committee on Printing, and he will be ap- 
pointed, because he is supposed to be the immediate representa- 
tive of Congress. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
to me for a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Does this bill, in the 
changes that have been made, dislodge the appointing power 
from the Public Printer and put it in the Committee on Print- 
ing? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It only provides in respect 
to three officers. The Senate attached an amendment which 
provides that in respect to the chief clerk and the two foremen, 
one of printing and the other of binding, that the Public Printer 
shall have the approval of the Joint Committee on Printing in 
making their removal. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Does not, then, tle ap- 
pointing power go to the Committee on Printing? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It does not. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Does your bill afford a 
means by which those documents which are now in the base- 
ment will be distributed? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It does. The officers of 
the two Houses are empowered to distribute all the documents 
now in the basement to the present members of Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, it occurs to me that this bill is as nearly the 
bili the House wants as it is possible to get one. I would agree 
to no changes from the House bill that are very material. The 
amendments of the Senate are in nearly every case immaterial 
amendments. 

A MEMBER. Does this interfere with the distribution of the 
Rebellion Records to members? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will state to the gentle- 
man who has asked me if this interferes with the distribution of 
the Rebellion Records, that the Rebellion Records are left in the 
bill with the provision exactly as it was put in there by the House, 





Will the gentleman yield 
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and it gives a copy of the Rebellion Records to every member of 
the present Congress who was not a member of a former Con- 


Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question? 

r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. WARNER. This isa very voluminous bill. May I ask 
him, with respect to the amendments which have been referred 
to, if there is any objection tolet them be printed, in order that 
the House may have time to consider them and know what they 
are? I differ entirely with the gentleman as to whether these 
amendments are material or not. Idonotcare to see put in the 
hands of the Senate committee such an amount of power and 
such an opportunity to bluff the civil service of this Govern- 
ment as in this bill, as I read it, is proposed to be given. It 
seems to me that this matter might lie over and might wait until 
members have time to consider it. 

A matter of this importance, which has been before this 
House so many times, and in which each time there has been 
so much question, should not be passed upon in this summary 
way. (Loud lause. 

Mr. RICH ON of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Speaker, to 
show the utter unreasonableness of the gentleman’s statement, 
[have but to say that every solitary amendment in this bill has 
been printed for three days in the RECORD, and the gentleman 
has not looked at them. 

Mr. WARNER. No attention has been called to it until this 
morning; and I venture to say that there are not ten members 
on the floor of this House outside of the gentleman himself who 
know what these amendments are. [Loud applause.]| 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I donot know what the 
gentleman's remark was that provoked applause. 

Mr. WARNER. I would be very glad to repeat it. 

a RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But the gentleman 
as oe 

Mr. HAYES. It was not what he said, but what you said. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to say to the gen- 
tleman from New York that these amendments were every 
one of them printed, are now in the RECORD, and have been there 
for three days; and I venture to say that if they were ordered 
to be printed in the this morning they will not be read 
ny the gentleman from New York who now challenges them. 

hey were printed as the Senate them, and they are now 
in print. I did not bring it up the day before rday. 
did not bring it up yesterday, and I only a it up this 
— after these amendments have had three days’ consider- 
ation. 

Mr. WARNER. And the gentleman forgot to give notice that 
he was going to bring it up; and the reason why ‘‘ the gentle- 
man from New Y¥ ; concurrence is not e has 
not read the ameadments, but because he has read them. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I beg the gentleman’s par- 
don. I did not forget to do anything of the It is not my 
business or duty to call the attention of the gentleman to what 





is printed in the Recorp. These amendments wero ted, as 
T have said, and I aa they do not mate ee 
the provisions of the as by the House. ey are 


there, and gentlemen can get rid of them by voting against them. 
Isimply want, if the House wants to put them out, to send the 
bill toa conference. Ifthe House desires to do that, it can vote 
down the motion to concur and put it in conference. 

Mr. TRACBY. That is where it ht to go. 

Mr.RICHARDSON of Tennessee. erefore I have moved to 
concur in the amendments; and I move the previous question on 
the motion to concur. 

Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman certainly does not intend to 
move the previous question. 

Mr. RICH N of Tennessee. I certainly intend to get 
rid of it; and if gentlemen do not want to vote for it, they can 
vote it down, that isa ; 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Spéaker—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will yield to the gentle- 
man from Illinois er gag he desires. 

of is. 


am © erat I claim to be recognized in my 
own right. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then, Mr. Speaker, I 
move the vious question. 

ase A KINS of Illinois. I have been recognized in my own 
r ‘ 


r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, I move the previous 
question, Mr. pene and I would like to know what right the 
gentleman has to take me off the floor? 

hension about this 


The SPEAKER. There is some misap 
matter. The tleman from Tennessee demands the previous 
uestion, and says that he has not yielded the floor, and the 


hair can not recognize the gentleman from Illinois pending the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 











































AUGUST 3, 


demand for the previous question. If the previous question jx 
voted down the Chair will recognize the gentleman. , 

a RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I rise to make a stato. 
ment—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I desire to say to the gentlemay 
from Tennessee now—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have not yielded ;),, 
floor, Mr. Speaker, and I will not yield it unless the gentle, 
will accept time. I am willing to give him time. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Then I want five minutes to jy,j. 
cate the objections to this bill. Mr.Speaker, this is not a }jj! ; 
be railroaded through the Houseinthismanner. This isam 
ure that ordinarily ought to be considered in Committee of ¢},, 
Whole, and the gentleman who brought it up commence) (). 
bating it in order to cut off the House from discussion—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I call {hp 
gentleman to order. I have done nothing of the kind. 
mand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ricu. 
ARDSON] demands the previous question. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Then I trust the House wil! yo 
itdown. This bill is being railroaded—— 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, a number o! 
gentlemen near me—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, is it in order for the gentleman 
from Tennessee to debate this matter after he has moved the 
previous question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
mand for the eee question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee states t) 
he withdraws the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. PAYNE. But he has not done it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands his debating i: to | 
a withdrawal of the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I withdraw the dema 
for the of making this statement. Gentlemen on thi: 
side of the House say that. the only amendment which they has: 
read to which there is any objection is the one which gives the 
Printing Committee the right to pass upon the appointmen: o' 
three employés specified in the amendment on page 18, lin: 
Now, I am opposed to that amendment and was opposed to i 
when the Senate put itin. The measure is better without i 
But, Mr. Speaker, that amendment is so utterly unimpor: in 
as compared with the great provisions of this bill that | wa: 
willing to take the bill with that provision init. However, in- 
asmuch as gentlemen here in whom I have confidence stat 
that they do not like that provision, I now amend my motion } 
mane to concur, with the amendment which I send to | 
desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Fage 18, line 21, strike out the words “the employés herein name sha 
eee only upon the approval of the Joint Committee on P 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Striking out that obi: 
ates the only objection that I have heard to the bill; and as lau 
and have been en to that provision all the time, I am will: 
ing to take the bill without it. I demand the previous ques: 
upon the motion to concur, with that amendment. 

Mr. WARNER. Now that the gentleman from Tenuess:e 
has let the cat out of the meal bag, will he not give us a rv 
sonable time to look up the kittens? [Laughter and applaus 

Mr. CUMMINGS. There is more than one cat in this 
[Laughter. } 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must submit the motion of '! 
gentleman from Tennessee. It is in the power of the Hous: ' 
vote it down if it desires. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary} 

uiry. If the motion for the previous question should be vo! 

own, will it then be in order to move to refer the bill 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be before the House for > 
disposition as the House chooses to makeof it. The genticns" 
from Tennessee demands the previous question upon his mo" 
to concur in the Senate amendments, with the amendment i's! 
cated by him. 

The question being taken, the Speaker declared that the "0° 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 43, noes 110. 

Mr. RICH ON of Tennessee. No quorum, Mr. Speaxe!. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee maxes ‘> 
point that no quorum has voted,and the Chair will appoin' 
act as tellers the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. RICHARD=0* 
and the tleman from Illinois, Mr. HopKINS. 

Mr. CKERY (pending the count by tellers). 


) 


L have withdrawn the de- 


I ask for a division. 


Mr. Speaker, 
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as this is an py matter, I ask unanimous consent that it 
go over until Monday next. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I will agree to that, if it isunder- 
stood that the previous question is voted down, so that the mat- 
ter will be open. ; 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I would amend that request by 
adding a provision that the Senate amendments shall be printed 
in connection with a reprint of the bill. 

The tellers continued the count, and finally reported—ayes 67, 
noes 113. 

So the previous question was not ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. I now move to nonconcur in the Senate 
amendments, and on that—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had promised to recognize the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS]. 

Mr. BURROWS. Very well. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Before thut motion is made, I de- 
sire to call the attention of the House to one additional amend- 





mentthat has been made to this bill. The reason I op dthe | 


motion made by the gentleman in charge of the bill for the 
previous question is, that, asI undertook tostate some time ago, 
when this bill was before the House—— 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to ask what question is before 
the House? 

' Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman will learn if he 
istens. 

The SPEAKER. The questionison the motion of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. 

Mr. TRACEY. I understood that was voted down. 

The SPEAKER. The motion for the previous question was 
voted down, but the question now recurs on the metion of the 
gentleman from Tennessee to concur in the Senate amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. And I have taken the floor in my 
own right. 

When this bill was before the House alarge minority of mem- 
bers were opposed to it. Now, this is a bill affecting every mem- 
ber with reference to the question of public documents, as to 
which it provides, as I understand, a different method of distri- 
bution from that authorized under existing law. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman is utterly 
mistaken.. There is no such provision in the bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. One moment. I respect the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee highly, but not enough to let him make 


oe 


he bill met the favorable consideration of a majority of mem- | 


bers and passed the House. Since it went to theSenate a large 
number of amendments have been added which the gentleman 


from Tennessee has stated are immaterial amendments. One | 


of these amendments makessection 45 of the bill read as follows: 


Szc, [44] 45. There shall be appointed by the Public Printer, with the a 
provalof the Joint Committee on Printing, a chief clerk, who shall be a 
mee, printer and versed in the art of bookbinding, whose salary shall 


per annum; and a foreman of printing anda foreman of binding, | 


who must be practically and thoroughly acquainted with their respective 
trades, Who shail each receive a salary of $2,109 per annum. The employés 
herein named shall-be subject to removal only upon the approval of the 
J Committee on Printing. 


Another of these innocent amendments is found on page 30 
of the bill, and reads as follows: 


The Joint Committee on Printing shall designate to the Public Printer a | 


competent person, to be ne by him, as superintendent of documents, 
and shall fix and regulate the compensation to bepaid by the Public Printer 
to the person so designated and appointed. 

Now, here are twoof theinnocentamendments which the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee says are purely formal. These amend- 
ments give tothe Committee on Printing absolute power. They 
take from the President of the United States, if the office were 

h enough, or from the Secretary of the Interior, or from the 
Public Printer the power of appointing these officers in the 
printing department and give it to this Committee on Printing. 

Now, I say that if we are to consider and vote upon these 
amendments, every member of this House should have the bill 
with the amendment» before him, and should have opportunity 
to examine so as to determine whether he concurs in the rec- 
Ommendation of the Senate, that these autocratic powers be 
conveyed to this Committee on Prin’ ornot. For reason, 
Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of the motion proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan; and I trust that the consideration of this 
bill will go over until Monday next, and that ome copies of 
the bill will be printed to give every member of the House 
an opportunity to examine the bill as amended. Then, if it is 

© consensus of opinion that these amendments are proper and 
just, I have no further objection to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. DuNN] such time as he may desire. ' 

Mr. N. Mr. Speaker, there are two features in this bill 
Which I think every man who understands the principles of our 
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| Government ought to oppose. The President of the United 


| States under the law appointsa Public Printer after due delibera- 
tion, no doubt, who is endowed with certain executive powers 
| to discharge the duties and obligations of the office to which he 
is appointed. It must be presumed that he is fully competent— 
indeed there is the best evidence that he is. The passage of 
this bill as amended by the Senate strikesat the judgment of the 
President in making the appointment of Mr. Benedict. Iam 
not caring so much about that, because the President has given 
us the best of evidence that he is able to take care of himself 
[laughter], but it strikes at his judgment in this, that it prac- 
tically declares that he did not select a competent man for the 
position of Public Printer, or that he has selected a man incom- 
| petent to perform the duties of the office; and therefore this 
| joint committee must come in with advisory powers, to tell the ~ 
Public Printer what his duties are, and how to perform them, 
thus interfering, legislatively, with whatis purely an executive 
| function. 
Mr. Speaker, I understand that it is unnecessary for me to 
| discuss this question further now; but at another time I in- 
tend to express my views more fully in proof that this measure 
| should not pass in its present shape, and will vote at once fora 
| disagreement and reference to conference. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I understand thatthe gentle- 
man from Tennessee is Willing to withdraw the motion to con- 
| cur in the Senate amendments. 
| Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I withdraw the motion to 

concur, and yield to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. BURROWS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to delay 
this matter by reference to a committee, but rather to hasten 
its consideration. I move, therefore, that the House nonconcur 
in the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. One word upon that mo- 
tion. Of course I understand that if the House should vote 
down the motion to concur, it would be equivalent to a vote in 
favor of the motion of the gentleman from Michigan to noncon- 
cur. Butin order to save time I withdraw the mation to con- 

| cur, and renew the call for the previous question upon the mo- 

| tion made by the gentleman from Michigan to nonconcur. 

| Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I want to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Tennessee—— 

|. Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I withdraw the motion I 
have made. 

| Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But there is a provision here that 

| I want to call the gentleman’s attention to in connection with 

what hag already been said—regarding section 45 of the bill, 

| where provision is made in the amendment of the Senate that 

; there shall be appointed by the Public Printer— 


With the approval of the Joint Committee on Printing— 


| the employés named in the restof theseetion. Thatisonly one- 
| half of the matter towhich I wish to call the gentleman's atten- 
| tion particularly. The concluding portion of the section pro- 
vides that these parties shall be appointed “only by the advice 
| and consent of the Joint Committee on Printing.” I trust the 
gentleman from Tennessee will include that in the consideration 
| he gives to the matter before the conference committee. 

| Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I said that I was opposed 
| to this provision. I am opposed to it because some gentlemen 
seem to think the Committee on Printing wants to increase its 
own power. I have never wanted that sort of power. 

But there are reasons why these officers should be somewhat 
subject to the Committee on Printing. The House will remem- 
ber that. this officer is called the ‘*Congressional Printer,” and 
is so named in the Revised Statutes. The object of the law is to 
bring him as nearly as ible under the control of Congress; 
and that, I apprehend, isthe only reason why this provision has 
taken the form in which we find it. But I think the committee 
of the Senate made a mistake in recommending that particular 
phraseology. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Iilinois. I only ask thatthe gentleman will 
look into the matter in connection with the first part of the sec- 
tion to which objeetion was made. 

Mr. BURROWS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous 
question upon the motion. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to ask a question of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, the chairman of the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, the previous question 
having been demanded. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
PICKLER) there were—ayes 162, noes 10. 

Mr. PICKLER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. PICKLER and Mr. BURROWS were appointed tellers. 

Mr. PICKLER. Pending the point of no quorum, if I can be 
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permitted to ask a couple of questions of the chairman of the 
committee, which I wanted to ask before and could not get an 
opportunity to do, I will withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. But the previous question has been de- 
manded. The gentleman, of course, can not control the busi- 
ness of the House when a majority is against him. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I ask unanimous consent, pending the 
point of no quorum, to be allowed to ask one or two questions of 
the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. LOUD. Regular order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will resume the count. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported—ayes 181, 
noes 0. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Michigan, that the House nonconcur in the Senate 
amendments. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Printing a couple of questions. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not in order now without unanimous 
consent. ‘The previous question has been ordered, which cuts off 
all debate. 

Mr. PICKLER. But is not the question now on the motion 
of the gentleman from Michigan? 

The SPEAKER. It is; and on that motion the previous ques- 
tion has been ordered. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask consent to submit one or two questions 
to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. | Is there not thirty minutes’ debate, under 
the rule, after the previous question is ordered? 

Tae SPEAKER. But there has already been debate. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let the gentleman walk out into the 
corridor and ask his questions. 

Mr, PICKLER. The gentleman from Ohio need not trouble 
himself about the course [ shall pursue. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, letus have the regular order. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
PiCKLER) there were—ayes 181, noes 2. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Speaker, the 
Senate has already asked for a conference on this bill. I move 
that the request of the Senate be acceded to, and that the con- 
ferees be ap inted on the part of the House. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the request for a 
_ conference on the part of the Senate will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. RICHARD- 
SON of Tennessee, Mr. MCKAIG, and Mr. BRODERICK as con- 
ferees on the part of the House. 


PAYMENT OF CERTAIN CERTIFICATES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1896) to pro- 
vide for the payment of the 8 per cent greenback certificates of 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

Mr. COGSWELL, Mr. Speaker, [ ask unanimous consent 
that this bill be put upon its passage. There is a similar bill, 
identical in its terms, reported from the District Committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask if there be objection to the request. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, ete., That the Treasurer of the United States is hereby di- 
recte | to pay to the owners, holders, or assignees of all board of audit cer- 
tiflcates redeemed by him under the act approved June 16, 1880, the residue 
of 2.35 per cent per annum of unpaid legal-rate interest due upon said cer- 
tificates from their date up to the date of approval of said act providing for 


their redemption. 
Seo, 2, That the Treasurer of the United States is hereby directed to re- 
deem and pay all the remain outstanding bonds of the trict of Colum- 


bia known as the ‘greenback 8 per cent bonds,” with interest, as specified 
in said bonds, from the date of issue to the date of maturity thereof, and 
with interest at the rate of 6 per cent per annum from the date of their ma- 
turity to the date of the approval of this act. The Treasurer of the United 
States is hereby directed to sella sufficient amount of the unissued 3.65 bonds 
of the District of Columbia to cover the provisions of this act. 

Mr. BRYAN. I would like toask the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts a question. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BRYAN. When were these bonds issued? 

; ~ ee Certain of these bonds were issued follow- 
ng 1876, 

1 will state to the gentleman that when the District assumed 
its present form of government a board of audit was appointed 
to take up and adjust the floating indebtedness of the District; 
and the law provided that certificates of indebtedness might be 
issued by the board, which were convertible into 3.65 District 
bonds. There were a certain number of certificate holders who 
did not get their certiticates converted in time; that is, before 
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they were all issued Congress came in and repealed the act, and 
some certificates were left out. 

Finding its mistake, a in 1880 restored the provisions 
of the old law, and allowed the certificate holders to convert 
the certificates into bonds. By a clerical error, however, while 
all of the other certificate holders have been paid 6 per cent 
from the time of issuing the certificates—by a clerical error,as 
shown in the report accompanying the bill reported from the 
District Committee—it was omitted to _— that these certi- 
ficate holders who had been left out should also be paid 6 per 
cent on their certificates from the time of issuing the same. 

So that they took the 3.65 bonds under protest, and this bill 
is to allow them the difference between the 3.65’s and the 6 per 
cent, which puts them on all fours with the other certificate 
holders. 

Mr. BRYAN. What is the amount? 

Mr. COGSWELL. About $40,000. There will be no expense 
to the Treasury, because these bonds are ready to be issued 

Mr. COX. hat committee reported the bill? 

Mr. COGSWELL. The Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. It has been reported three times and has received the fa- 
vorable consideration of committees in both Houses. 

Mr. BRYAN. Does this come out of the general funds of the 
Government or out of the District funds? 

Mr. COGSWELL. It comes out of these bonds, $200,000 of 
which have not been issued atall. It does not take any money 
out of the Treasury. It comes out of these bonds that have a!- 
ready been provided for. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. KILGORE. Do I understand that by the passage of this 
bill you impose no additional charge upon the Treasury? 

Mr. COGSWELL. No additional charge upon the Treasury. 

Mr. KILGORE. And that whatever money is to be disbursed 
under this measure must be paid out of the revenues of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia exclusively? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Paid out of bonds which are already pro- 
vided for, but not issued. 

Mr. KILGORE. By the District of Columbia? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Yes. District bonds. 

Mr.BRYAN. Then it will be paid by the issue of new bonds? 

Mr. COGSWELL. By the issue of bonds already provided 
for. 

Mr. BRYAN. But not issued. 

Mr. COGSWELL. But not issued. 
of bonds not issued. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Authorized? 

Mr. COGSWELL. Authorized by Congress. 

Mr. BRYAN. Then it will simply be paying it out of the 
bonds now, and paying the bonds hereafter. 

Mr.COGSWELL. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COGSWELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

By unanimous consent, the bill H. R. 6167, on the same sub- 
ject, was ordered to lie on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2582) to authorize the appointment of James Wi'- 
liam Abert to the retired list of the Army; 

A bill (H. R. 868) for the relief of Charles B. Stivers; 

A bill (H. R. 3858) to pension Mrs. Ella B. Peirce, widow of 
Charles Peirce, of New Bedford, Mass.; 

A bill (H, R. 6921) for the relief of George B. Crosby; 
a bill (H. R. 7494) disposing of four condemned cannon of the 

avy; 

A tin (H.R. 7419) for the construction of a military road from 
the city of El Paso to Fort Bliss, Tex; , 

A bill (H. R. 6042) to authorize sale of lot 8, block 93, city 0! 
Hot Springs, by school directors thereof and use of proceeds [oF 
school a 

A bill (H. R. 5371) for the relief of certain enlisted men of the 
Marine Corps; and 

A bill (H. R. 2996) for the relief of Mrs. E. S. Luke, widow of 
John L. Luke, late a soldier in the Black Hawk war. ea 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed joint 
resolution (S. R. 91) to provide for the printing of a digest of 
the laws and decisions relating to the appointment, salary, and 


It is a balance left over 
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compensation of officials of the United States courts; in which resolution in various councils of said ‘Old Settlers,” or Western Cherokee 


the concurrence of the House was requested. ndians, for the expense of the prosecution of said claim, after the ascer- 


‘ tainment and determination of the «mount of such fees and char, 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with | other claims as are properly chargeable against said) 35 per cont: Pe scided, 


amendments, the bill (H.R.5575) making appropriations for | That the Secretary of the Interior shall first determine that the said pro- 

sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year fessional services were rendered to said “Old Settlers,” or Western Chero- 

ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes, asked a conference See eens, Oe Fare contracted for in good faith by persons authorized to 

with the House on the bill and amendments, and had appointed : i. * 

Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. GORMAN, and Mr. ALLISON asthe conferees | The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

on the part of the Senate. Mr. ore a: ae I aioe ask the gentleman 

zee Pe one or two questions whic properly explained, would satisf 

\. ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. me. I understand this amount is for services rendered to the 
Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- | Cherokee Indians many years ago? 

ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of | Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 


the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: Mr. KILGORE. By Mr. HEARD; and before he wasa member 
A bill (H. R. 213) to pay for alley condemned in square No. | of Congress? 

493, in the city of Washington, D.C.; > Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes, sir. 
A bill (H. R. 4606) to amend sections 5365 and 5366 of the Re-; Mr. KILGORE. Now, another question. I understand that 

vised Statutes relating to barratry on the high seas; the appropriation provided for upon that bill must be satistied 
A bill (H.R. 6720) providing for the resurvey of Grant and | out of the funds of these Indians? 

Hooker Counties, in the State of Nebraska; and | Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes, sir. 


rant leases for sites on the Hot Springs Reservation, Arkansas, Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 
or cold-water reservoirs. Mr. Speaker, I will state this: Mr. HEARD was employed by 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. | these — aa — es other counsel in getting the 
; - . ; t th case referred to the Jourt oO aims under the ‘‘ Bowman act,” 
aha ane er etaks auemenages to toe ond 7 : for a finding of facts, and in the preparation of the same for trial. 
civil appropriation bill and ‘agree to the conference, and that In November, 1884, Mr. HEARD was elected a Representative in 


A bill (H.R. 7488) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to | Mr. KILGORE. And that they are willing to do it? 





‘A Congress, and the cause being then ready for hearing, it was 
en Whe Oloreeeill report ee. of the bill. | advanced on the docket by the court in order that it might be 
Tne Clevk read as iellows: | argued by Mr. HearRp before his Congressional term began, and 


| it was so argued by him, and a {finding of facts made by said 
A bill (H. R. 5575) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the | ,, sical - 
Government for the fiscal ep ing June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. court favorable to the claimants. 


Khe terminated his connection with the case after said finding 
aa ee peti gn mepangthe tm eee Seen of facts was reported to Congress, and made a contract with his 
concur in the Senate amendments to the sundry civil bill, and clients by the terms of which he was to receive a fee of $22,500, 
agree to thé conference asked by the Senate, and that the bill eo the payment of the money to claimants, if the amount in- 
and amendments be printed. Is there objection? dicated by said findings should be recovered; but that the 

Mr. KILGORE. ‘Tone Mr. Speaker, there are a number of amount paid him should be less or more than that sum, accord- 
amendments put on that bill by the Senate which, on a point of ing as the amount of the final collection might vary from said 
order, would have to be considered in the Committee of the | °U™- Therefore the amount which Mr. HEARD would be enti- 
Whole and I think they ought to be so considered. tled to receive could not be known definitely until the basis of 

Me. SAYERS. I will say to the gentleman from Texas settlement between the claimants and the Government should 
that it is important that this bill should go into conference, be- | B4¥° been fixed by Congress or the courts. 
cause several items will have to be brou ht back for the consid- oostieha tn con ‘tena Pow : aelemniens ve a an w ee 

2 ad 4 oints oO 
* the House, and they may delay the session of Con law and equity involved, with the right of appeal to thefusreme 

Mr. KILGORE. But no amendmentcan be considered to the Court of the United States. 
same advantage after it comes back from conference as it could | Other attorneys had to be employed to complete the work 
now. For instance, there is an appropriation in the bill to buy | Wich Mr. Harp had begun; and in view of that fact, when 
the Mahone property for a Government Printing Office site. the final judgment was rendered in favor of claimants, Mr. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the gentleman that that amend- | HEARD made his final contract with hisclients, and reduced his 
ment will be brought back to the House, free and untrammeled, fee to $10,000. This contract was duly made and authenticated 
80 that it may be considered separately and on its merits. according to law, and its terms approved by the Indians as 

Mr. KILGORE. And other amendments like that? shown by resolutions unanimously adopted in their annual coun- 

Mr. SAYERS. Any amendment upon which we think that cil on June 28, 1893. Said contract was duly presented by Mr. 
ought to be done. HEARD to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for approval; but 

Mr. KILGORE. I make no objection then. owing to an opinion of the Attorney-General of the United 


. + nts : -der | States, referring to such cases (although made nearly a year 
a — fs there objection to making the order after Mr. HEARD had concluded his services), the Commissioner 


There was no objection. could not approve the same, or withhold from the funds of the 


: . : Indians the money to pay the fee provided for therein, because 
digeualier a he eee eqmaad te ek, Se Oe. om ee tee the contract did not antedate the rendition of the services. 
Senate, and the bill aud amendments were ordered to be printed. TheCommissioner of Indian A ffairs, however, recommended to 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the the Secretary of the Interior that since the claimof Mr. HEARD 


H ; 0’ E ; yg- | Was so obviously just, that a bill should be sent to Congress for 
en PAvans, Mr. O'Neit. of Mamachusas, ane Me, Coos enactment which would enable the Department to carry out in 


good faith the contract which the Indians had made, and which 
je expressed their desiretolive upto. TheSecretary adopted 
said recommendation, and this is the bill he sent here, and ex- 
actly in the form in which he prepared it. The Departmest 
recommends its passage and the payment of the contract money. 
The Indians want to pay it, and Mr. HEARD does not object to its 
being paid. [Laughter and applause. } 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Waita moment. Is this to be 
paid from the Treasury or from the Indians’ money? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It is to be paid from the Indians’ 
money; and I ask for the reading of a letter from the agent of 
these Indians, who lives among them, and who originally em- 
ployed Mr. HEARD and knows what his services have been worth 
to the claimants, written on yesterday, and addressed to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, Judge HoLMAN, Chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs in this House, and by him handed to me 
this morning, stating that the Indians desire the passage of the 
bill. [General cries of ‘‘ Vote!”] 


JOHN T. HEARD. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, Il ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which the 
Clerk will report, after which the Chair will ask if there be ob- 
jection to its consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R.7874) to enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay JoHN T. 
HEARD for professional services rendered the “Old Settlers,” or Western 
Cherokee Indians, out of the funds of said Indians. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
ronhereane = directed to pay to J oun ©. HEARD, for peeeeeres servic. 
out of any moneys appropriated or appro y 3 

for the “Old Settlers,” ca Weelers Cherokes Indians, by reason of a judg- 
ment rendered June 6, 1893, by the Court of Claims, in favor of the “Old 

Settlers,” or Western Cherokee Indians, in case No. 16509, for certain 

moneys and lands due, arising from or growing om of certain treat 

stipulations or acts of Congress, amounting to $800,386.31, in compliance wi 
the mandate of the Supreme Court of the United States, the sum of $10,000, 
oF such part thereof, if any, as shall remain of the 35 per cent set apart by 


mndiesien en = en 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 

tleman from Missouri? [After apause.| The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 

being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
>d 





On motion of Mr. CLARK of Missouri, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the letter to Judge HOLMAN be printed as a part of 
a 

he SPEAKER. Without objection that can be done. 

There was no objection. 

The letter is as follows: 

AvuGUsT 1, 1804. 

DEAR Sir: The passage of House bill No. 7874, recommended toe Congress 
by the Secretary of the interior, to enable him to pay Hon. Joun T. HEARD 
for professional services rendered to the Old Settlers or Western Cherokee 
indians, out of funds be to them, is not objected to by said Indians, 
and ought to It will enable them to carry out in good faith their con- 
tract made with Mr. HEARD. 

The services rendered by him before the committees of Congress and in 
the Court of Claims were very valuable, and the contract made with him, 
by me, as the representative of Indians. has been fully ratified by them, 
as is shown a resolution of their council, on file in the office of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs; and they desire Congress to anthorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to settle with Mr. HEARD aceording to the terms of 
said agreement. 

J. M. BRYAN, 
Ola Settler, Cherokee Commissioner, and Treasurer. 

Hon, Writiam S. HOratan, 

Chairman Committee on Indian Affairs, House of Representatives. 
UNLAWFUL VIOLENCE ON ACCOUNT OF CRIME. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to send to the desk a 
joint resolution, which I shall ask to have read, and then will 
ask unanimous consent of the House for its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution, providing for the investigation of acts of unlawful vio- 
ee throughout the country, alleged to have been inflicted on account of 
crimes. 


Resolved by the Senate and House af Representatives in Congress 
That the Commissioner of Labor be instructed to in on macertate, 
—— the number, date, locati circumstances of 
al aaseults by 


person, 
inflicted upon accused persons or 
crimes punishable by due 

of the country within the fe 


whipping, lynching. otherwise, 
ase oe By the laws and ° by due 
ay a 
be sa Gone; and she sum of 25,008, or so meh thereof 
necessary, is the 
the Treasury not . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe present considera- 
tion of this joint resolution? 

Mr. COX. I object. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask that the resolution, then, be referred to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent it can be referred to 
on? 
and Mr.COX. I object. 
As nm is made, the Chair will look 
at it and refer the resolution under the rule. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By oes consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CAMPBELL, until Wednesday, on account of sickness 
in his family. 

To Mr. GRAHAM, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. HALL of Missouri, to-day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Harton, for three days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Taytor of Indiana, indefinitely, on account of ill- 


ness. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr.Speaker,I submita report from the 
Committee on Rules, for immediate consideration. 

The report was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That to-day after the second morning hour and until 5 o'clock, 
Ne a reported and called up by the Com- 


mivec-en the FP Post-Roads; this order not to with 
rovenne ot aupnaquniies bills, conference reports, or reports from the Com- 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Speaker, to-day bine Friday, the set 
apart by the rules for the consideration of business on the Pri- 
vate I think, in view of the fact that so little 


time is given to the consideration of private bills, that the 

House, in the interest of the Private Calendar, ought to vote 

down this proposed rule. Representing, as I do, the Committee 

on Claims, [ insist that that committee should be given an op- 
rtunity to present its business for the consideration of the 
ouse, 
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In view of the fact that only a short time remains until thi; 
Congress will adjourn I think we ought to have at least the day 
which is set apart in the rules for the consideration of our re. 
ports. If this thing goes on I donot know where it will eng. 
We are expected by members of the House tosit in our com. 
mittee room day after day and consider bills of a private nature. 
and I hardly ever come into this Hall without being approach, 
by some member urging that the committee shall give consider. 
ation to some bill in which he is interested. The members o; 
the committee over which I have the honor to preside have moet 
regularly and transacted their business faithfully, and we hay 
begged the House of Representatives to give us time to ha, 
our reports considered, but during this entire session of Cop. 
gress—yea, more than that, sir—during both the sessions o/ th, 
Fifty-third Congress, taking the two sessions together, we hay. 
had but one-half day for the consideration of business report. 
from our committee. And this, too, although every Friday ; 
set apart by the rules for the consideration of business on ‘| 
Private Ca i 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that it is time the House shoul: 
adhere to that rule. It seems to me all the more reasona)!e {) 
insist on this now, because the Committee on the Post-Oviic 
and Post-Roads is, I understand, the next committee to | 
called in the second morning hour, and that will give an op) 
tunity for it to present bills for the consideration of the Hous. 
I do not think that the Committee on Claims ought to be 
aside by the House in this way and no consideration given to 
its ness unless what can be obtained by unanimous consent. 

The House, to be sure, has been very liberal in unanimous 
consents, but there are certain bills u the Calendar report«: 
from our committee which are absolutely just, against whic) 

can reasonably raise a voice, and we ask for time to ha\ 
those billsconsidered by the House. Imove, Mr. Speaker, to! :\ 
this rule upon the table. [Aftera pause.] I withdraw that motion 

Mr. HWAITE. Mr. Speaker, it is not altogether th 
fault of the House of tatives that the Committee on 
Ctaims has not had time for the consideration of its business, 0: 
that it has notsueeeeded in passing its bills. I remember a <\ 
not ago when that committee was called when they brou,'| 
up no bills, although under the call they would have had tw 
hours. I do not to charge any neglect upon the con 
mittee, but Iu nd that they have got through a grea’ 


number of bills by unanimous consent. 
When Saaioee — was — repared, it —— 
vision y y to the ittee on Claims, bi 
Gear business of the House pressed forward and the time wa 


occupied to such an extent that the gentleman in charge of th 
business of that committee did not eare to use the hour or two 
that remained. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does not the gentleman from Ohio 
know that four or five weeks ago there was a tacit understan:- 
ing that if our committee would give way, so as to let the Hous 

with other business, a day should be set apart later 
the business of the Committee on Claims? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly; and in compliance with t)::' 
understanding this rule was originally prepared, assigning \°-- 
terday to that committee. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I make the }0 
that a motion to lay on the table is not debatable. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker,I rise to a point of order. 1"! 
entleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] has nted a repo 
com the Committee on Rules, and the gentleman from No'' 

Carolina has moved to lay it on the table. 

Mr. BUNN. I withdrew that motion. 

Mr. PICKLER. There was no consent given for the 
man to withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. No consent was required. Any gentlem 
can withdraw any motion he makes unless the House has ' 
some action it. 


Mr. PIC Not without getting the floor to do so, anu 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BUNN] did not have 
the . He moved to lay the rule on the table, and so the 


matter stands, and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWA!'E 
is out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio, the Chair un- 
derstands, is demanding the previous question upon the ado)- 
tion of the report. . 

Mr. B . Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Ob'v, 
before he makes that demand, to yield tome for one question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio withdraw 
the demand for the us question? 

Mr. OUTHWAI I wish to yield to gentlemen for 4'> 
tions or ee ie that are pertinent-—— 

Mr. PI r. Speaker, I object. The previous ques 
tion is ordered, as I understand it 


The SPEAKER. It rests with the gentleman from Ohio 
demand the previous question or not. 














1894. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
question. : s 

Mr. PICKLER. I think the gentieman did. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, well; you are mistaken. The rec- 
ord will show that I am correct. Now, I want to yield fora 

uestion from the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BuNN]. 

Mr. BUNN. I want toask the gentleman whether, in with- 
holding from us a day yesterday, it was the purpose of the Com- 
mittee on Rules to take from us to-day also? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, no; notatall. 

Mr. BUNN. 
us back the day, unless you meant to take it from us? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There was no purpose of that kind. 

Mr. BUNN. Is not that the effect? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move the previous question. 

Mr. ENLOE. i would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio a 





———-- 





question. : 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will yield to the gentleman fora ques- 
tion. 


Mr. ENLOE. I should like to find out if I can the character 
of business from the Post-Office Committee which is so urgent 
as to justify bringing in this order and how much money it is 
proposed to appropriate if the committee can have its way. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Thatis a matter that can be discussed 


later on, if the House should decide to give the day to the Post- | 


Office Committee. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
vious question operating? rs 

The SPEAKER. The call for the previous question has been 
withdrawn, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It has been demanded twice. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The previous question has not been de- 
manded once. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir; it was demanded just now by you 
and then you yielded. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman from Ohio has 
made the demand twice for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. It is not uncommon for a gentleman to de- 
mand the previous question, and then withdraw it upon the re- 
quest of some member. . 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Certainly; but we have not 
heard the tleman withdraw it. If he does so, all right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to 
withdraw it. There is so much confusion it is difficult to under- 
stand what is taking place. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I stated that I would withdraw the call 
for the previous question for the purpose of yielding to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. I yielded for that gentleman's question 
and am now answering it. And now these other gentlemen be- 
gin to talk at random. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Oh, no. 

Mr. PICKLER. Thegentleman withdraws the previous ques- 
tion to let somebody in. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I am entitled to hold the floor for an 
hour, yielding to anyone that I may choose. 

Mr. ENLOE. I desired to know what business of the Post- 
Office Committee was to be brought up. I begin tosuspectfrom 
the interruptions which have occurred and from the failure to get 
the information I asked for, thatgentlemen do not want the House 
to know what business it is that is tocome from that committee. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will simply say it is the business of 
that committee on the Calendar. Whatever business the chair- 
man of the committee may be directed by his committee to bring 
up can be brought up under this order. 

Mr. ENLOE. I have understood the committee wanted to 
bring up a bill to increase the compensation of clerks in the 
post-offices throughout the country. 


Mr. Speaker, is not the pre- 


Mr. COX.- Will the gentleman from Ohio yield to me fora 
moment? 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. For a question? 


Mr. COX. Yes, sir. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. Certainly [ will yield. 

Mr. COX. Do you think it right to let in the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Reads, to the exclusion of the Commit- 
tee on when the latter committee has not had a day for 
its business during this Congress? Does the gentleman think 
that is right? 

Mr. OUTHW AITE. It seems to me that on last Friday the 
Committee on Claims lost its day with the aequiescence of its 
chairman. 


Mr. COX. Now, come right down to the gist of the matter: 
Do you think you are ing us right? 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. LI certainly think there is nothing wrong 
in this p rule, or I should not advocate it. 
Mr. CO Do you think you are dealing squarely with us? 


Mr.OUTHWAITE. Certainly; with you and your commit- 





| 
| 


I have not yet demanded the previous | 


Then, why was not the rule so shaped as to give | 


tee. 
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Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the adop- 


tion of this proposed rule. 


The question being taken: 


noes 2), 


Mr. PICKLER. 


Mr. OUTHW 
‘The yeas and 
Mr. OUTHWA 
lers during the 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 174, nays 54, an- 
swered ‘‘ present” 1, not voting 122; as follows: 


Abbott, 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Arnold, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baker, N. Bt. 
jaldwin, 


| Barnes, 





Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bell, Tex. 
Bingham, 
Black, Ill. 
Blair, 
Boatner, 


| Boutelle, 
| Bowers, Cal. 


Bretz, 
Broderick, 
Brookshire, 
Brosius, 
Bryan, 
Bundy, 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, CaL 
Cannen, Ill. 
Catchings, 
Childs, 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cogswell, 
Coombs. 
Cooper, F'la. 
Cooper, Wis. 


Cousins, 


Alexander, 
Allen, 
Berry. 
Black, Ga, 
Branch, 
Brickner, 
Bunn, 
Capehart, 
Clark, Mo, 
Cockrell, 
Cox, 

De Armond, 
Donovan, 
English, Cal. 


Adams, Ky. 
Apsley, 
Bankhead, 
Bartholdt, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bland, 
Boen, 
Bower, N. C. 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brown, 
Burnes, 
Cabaniss; 
Caruth, 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Coffeen, 
Conn, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cornish, 
Crain. 
Dalzell, 
Denson, 
Dingley, 
Dockery, 


the 
No quorum. 
AITE. I call for the yea 
nays were ordered 


itsand Mr. BUNN we 
call of the yeas and nays. 


YEAS—!74. 
Covert Hermann, 
Crawford, Hicks 
Culberson Hines, 
Cummings, Hitt, 
Curtis, Kans. Hooker, N. ¥. 
Curtis, N. Y. Houk, 
Daniels, Hudson 
Davey, Johnson, Ind. 
Davis, Johnson, N. Dak. 
De Forest, Kem, 
Dinsmore, Kiefer, 
Dolliver, Kyle, 
Doolittie, Lane, 
Draper, Lapham, 
Dunn, Lawson, 
Dunphy, Layton, 
Durborow, Lester 
Edmunds, Loud. 
Ellis, Ky. Loudeuslager, 
Elis, Oregon Lucas, 
English, N. J. Lynch, 
Epes, Maddox® 
Mielder, Maguire, 
Fithian, Mahon, 
Fletcher, Marsh, 
Funk, Marshall, 
Gardner, Marvm, N. Y. 
Geary, MeCall, 
Geissenhataer, McCleary, Minn. 
Goldzier, MeCreary, Ky. 
Gorman, McDannold, 
Grosvenor. McDowell, 
Hainer, McBttrick, 
Hall, Minn. McGann, 
Hammond, McKeighan, 
Hartman, McRae, 
Haugen, Meiklejohn, 
Hayes, Mercer, 
Heard, Meyer, 
Heiner, Milliken, 
Henderson, lowa Moon, 
Henderson, N.C. Northway, 
Hendrix, Ogden. 
Hepburn, O'Neil, Mass. 

NAYS—M. 

Enloe, Latimer, 
Everett, Livingston, 
Pyan, Mailory, 
Grady, Martin, Ind. 
Grow, McCulloch, 
Hare, McDearmon, 
Hulick, McKaig. 
Hunter, McLaurin, 
Hutcheson, Money, 
Tkirt, Moore, 
Izlar, Mutchler, 
Jones, Neill, 
Kilgore, Pendleton, Tex. 
Kribbs, Richards, Ohio 


ANSWERED “PRESENT "—t.L 
Pickler. 
NOT VOTING —122. 
Mc Nagny, 
Meredith, 
Montgomery, 


Erdman, 
Forman, 
Gear, 


Gillet, N. Y. Morgan, 
Gillett, Mass. Morse, 
Goodnight, Moses, 


Graham, Murray, 


Gresham Newlands, 
Griffin, Oates. 

Grout, O'Neill, Mo. 
Hager. Patterson, 
Haines, Payne, 

Hall, Mo. Paynter, 
Harmer, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Harris, Ray, 

Harter, Richardson, Mich. 
Hatch, Robbins, 
Henderson, Il. Robertson, La. 
Holman. Robinson, Pa. 


Booker, Miss. Rusk, 
Hopkins, Ih. Russell, Ga. 
Hopkins, Pa. Ryan, 

Hull, Schermerhorn, 
Johnson, Ohio Scranton, 
Lacey, Settle, 
Lefever, Shaw, 
Linton, Sherman, 
Lockwood, Sibley. 
Magner, Sickles, 
McAleer, Simrpson, 
MeMillin, Sipe, 


So the previous question was ordered. 


» were on a division—ayes 94, 


and hays. 


re appointed to act as tel- 
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Outhwatte 
Page, 
Paschal, 
Pearson, 
Pence, 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pigott, 
Post, 
Powers, 
Price 
Quigg 
Randali, 
Rayner 
Reed, 

Re li 

Rey barn 
Russell, C 
Sayers, 
Stephenson 
Straus, 
Strong, 
Sweet, 
Talbott, Md. 
Tarsney, 
Terry, 
Tracey, 
Tucker 
Turner, Va 
Tyler,: 
Updegraff, 
Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Wanger 
Warner 
Washington 
Wangh, 
Weadock 
Wells, 

W heeler, Ill. 
Wiitson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash 
Wright Mass. 


Richardson 
Ritchie, 
Shel}. 
Snodgras= 
Springer, 
Strait, 
Talbert, S. ¢ 
Tate 
Williams, Lil 
Williams, Miss, 
Wolverton, 
Woodard 


Tea. 


Smith, 
Somers 
Sorg. 
Sperry 
Stallings 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, C. W 
Stone, W. A. 
Stone, Ky. 
Storer, 
Swanson, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Ind 
Taylor, Tenn 
Thomas, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turpin, 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ala 
White, 
Whiting. 
Wilson, W. Va 
W ise 
Woomer, 
Wright, Pa. 


The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 








Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DINGLEY. 


Mr. HATCH with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. GEAR. 
Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WALKER. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana with Mr. BELDEN. 
Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. TAWNEY. 
Mr. WISE with Mr. FLETCHER. 

Mr. Coss of Alabama with Mr. SHAW. 
Mr. DENSON with Mr. THOMAS. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. ROBBINS with Mr. MoRSE. 


Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 


Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. Houk. 
Mr. GRESHAM with Mr. MAHON. 


Mr. CONN with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. MOSES with Mr. WADSWORTH. 
Mr. WHITING with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. BRODERICK. 
Mr. STALLINGS with Mr. SCRANTON. 


Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HopxKins of Illinois. 


Mr. CABANISS with Mr. PHILLIPs. 


Mr. TURPIN with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 


Mr. Lockwoop with Mr. WEVER. 
Mr. CRAIN with Mr. SETTLE. 
For this day: 


Mr. PAYNTER with Mr. VAN Vooruis of Ohio. 


Mr, SIPE with Mr. Ray. 
Mr. ALDERSON with Mr, APSLEY. 
Mr. CARUTH with Mr, Smita of Illinois. 


Mr. TURNER of Georgia with Mr. CHICKERING. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. BYNUM. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 


previous question was ordered. 


Mr. DUNPHY. I move to lay that motion on the table. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 


BYNUM) there were—ayes 93, noes 2. 
Mr. BYNUM. No quorum. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. BYNUM 


and Mr. OUTHWAITE as tellers. 
Mr. DUNPHY. Iask the 


and nays. 
The yeas and nays were 0 


ered. 


The SPEAKER appointed Mr. DUNPHY and Mr. BYNUM as 


tellers at the desk. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 172, nays 41, 
answered “ present” 1, not voting 137; as follows: 


YEAS—172. 
Abbott, Cooper, Wis. Hicks, 
Adams, Pa. Covert, Hooker, N. Y. 
Aitken, Crawford, Ikirt, 
Alariee * — a N Dak 
. Cumentage, oO m, N. s 
Alexander, Curtis, Kans. Kem, 
Arnold, ures, Y. Kiefer, 
Avery, Dailzell, Kribbs, 
Baker, Kans. Daniels, Kyle, 
Baker,.N. H,. Davey, Lacey, 
Baldwin, Davis, Lane, 
Bankhead, De Armond, Lapham, 
e8, Dockery, Latimer, 
tett, Dolliver, Lawson, 
Barwig. Doolittle. Layton, 
os Colo. Draper, —_ : 
ham, udensilager 
Black, Ill. Dun ° Lucas, 
Blair, eine row, ace. 
Bland, Oregon agner, 
Boatner, Fielder, M ‘: 
Romerncal. Ryan wale 
wers, an, ory, 
Branch, Gardner, Marsh, 
Bretz, Geary, Marshall, 
. Geissenhainer, Martin, 
Goldzier, Marvin, N. Y 
Brosius, Grady, McCall, 
Browa, qusarenee, oery, ee 
ryan, row, cCreary, Ky. 
Bundy, q McDannold, 
Cadmus, Hainer, McDearmon, 
Caminetti, es, McDowell, 
Campbell Hall, Minn McEttrick, 
Cannon, Gal. Hall, Mo McLaurin, 
Cannon, IL. ammond McNagny, 
Haugen, Meiklejohn, 
ee 
Cockrell, Henderson, Iowa Meredith, 
Cogswell, Henderson, N. C. Meyer, 
Coombs, Hendrix, en, 
Cooper, Fla. Hermann, Moon, 


Murray, 
Mutchier, 
Northway, 


Pearson, 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
rkins, 


Allen, 
Bell, Tex. 
Berry. 
Black, Ga. 
Bunn, 


Bynum, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cox 


Donovan, 
English, Cal. 
Enloe, 


s ams, Ky. 

psley, 

Babcock, 

Bailey, 

Bartholdt, 

Belden, 
Beltzhoover. 
Boen, 

Bower, N.C. 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 


Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Coffeen, 
Conn, 
Cooper, ind. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 


n, 
De Forest, 
Denson, 
Dingley, 
Dinsmore, 
Edmunds, 
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AvGUST 3, 


Strait, 
Swanson 
Talbert, S. ¢ 
Tate 

Williams. Il). 
Williams, Miss. 
Wolverton, 
Woodard. 


Sickles, 
Simpson, 


Sipe, 

Smith, 
Somers, 
Springer 
Stallings, 
Stephenso 
Stone, Ky 
Storer, 
Straus, 
Tawney. 
Taylor, Ind 
Taylor, Ten 
Thomas, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga 
Turpin, 

Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth 
Walker‘ 
Wanger. 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ala 
White, 
Whiting. 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Was! 
Wilson, W. Va 
Wise, 
Woomer 
Wright, Pa 


NAYS—4I. 
iverett, Maddox, 
Fithian, McCulloch, 
Grout, McKaig, 
Hare, Moore, 
Hunter, Morgan, 
Hutcheson, Neill, 
Izlar, Pendleton, Tex. 
Jones, Richards, Ohio 
Kilgore, Ritchie, 
Lester, Shell, 
Livingston, Snodgrass, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”’-1. 
Pickler. 
NOT VOTING—137. 
Ellis, Ky. Lockwood, 
English, N. J. McAleer, 
pes, McGann, 
Erdman, McKeighan, 
Fletcher, McMillin, 
Forman, Money, 
Gear, Montgomery, 
Gillet, N. Y. Morse, 
Gillett, Mass. Moses, 
Goodnight, Newlands, 
Gorman, Oates, 
Graham, O'Neill, Mo. 
Gresham, Page, 
G » Patterson, 
Harmer, Paynter, 
Harris, Pence, 
Harter, Post, 
Hatch, Randal) 
Heard, y. 
Heiner, Rayner, 
Henderson, Il. ed, 
Hepburn, Reilly, 
Hines, Richardson, Tenn. 
Hitt, Robbins, 
Holman, Robinson, Pa. 
Hooker, Miss. Rusk, 
Hopkins, Il. Russell, Conn. 
Hopkins, Pa. Russell, Ga. 
Houk, arene, 
Hudson, Schermerhorn, 
Hulick, Scranton, 
Hull, Settle, 
Johnson, Ohio Shaw, 
Lefever, Sherman, 
Linton, Sibley, 


So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the table. 
Mr. PAGE. Iwasnotin the Hall of the House when my n; 
was called, but desire to be recorded as present. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the reques! 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recoide: 
The question recurring on the adoption of the resolutio 
a division (demanded by Mr. ByNuM) there were—ayes °) 


Mr. BYNUM 


. Noquorum,. 


f 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. KILGORE. And pending that, I move that when : 
House adjourns to-day it be to meet at 12 o’clock on Monday nex 


The SPEAKER. ‘That motion is notin order. 


But one m 


tion to adjourn can be entertained, —_ the consideration o! 
e 


the report of the Committee on Ru 


The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PICKER, | 


was rejected. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio demanis ' 
yeas and nays on the adoption of the resolution. 


The 


eas and nays were ordered. 


The SPEAKER appointed Mr. DUNPHY and Mr. Bynxi™ « 
tellers at the desk. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 177, na) 
answered ‘‘ present” 2, not voting 132; as follows: 


Abbott, 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich 


Barwig, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bingham, 
Black, Tl. 
lair, 
Boatner, 
Boen, 


YEAS—177. 
Broderick, Cummings 
Brookshire, Curtis, N. Y. 
Brosius, Dalzell, 
Brown. Daniels, 
Bryan, Davis, 
Bundy, De Forest, 
Ca b Dinsmore, 
Cadmus, Doolittle, 
Caminetti Draper, 
pbell, Dunn, 
Cannon, Cal. Sees 
oe Ti. Eis row, 
te . Oregon 
Clancy, Fielder, 
Cobb, Mo. Fletcher, 
Coffeen, ° 
Coombs, Fyan, 
Cooper, Fla. Gardner, 
Cooper, Tex Geary, 
Cooper, Wis. Geissenhainer, 
usins, Goldzier, 
Covert, Grosvenor, 
Crawford, Hager, 
n, H T; 


Haines, 
Hall, Minn 
Hammond 
Hare, 
Hartman 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Henderso! 
Henderson. > 
Hendrix, 


Lapham, 
Lawson, 
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ton, McNagny, Pence, Stone, W. A. 
ty ngston, McRae, — Pendleton, W. Va. Straus, 
Loud, Meiklejo!.n, Perkins, Strong, 
Loudenslager, Mercer, Phillips Sweet, 
Lucas, Money, Pickler, Talbott, Md. 
Lynch, Moon, Pigott, Tarsney, 
Maddox, Moore, Post. Terry, 
Maguire, Morgan, Powers, Tracey, 
Mahon, Murray, Price. Tyler, 
Marsh, Mutchler, Quig , Updegraf, 
Martin, Ind. Neill, andall, Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Marvin, N.Y. Northway, Rayner, Wanger, 
McCall, Ogden, Reyburn, Warner, 
McCleary, Minn. O'Neil, Mass. Richardson, Mich. Washington, 
McCreary, Ky. O'Neill, Mo. Robertson, La. Waugh, 
McDannold, Outhwaite, Russell, Conn. Weadock, 
McDowell, Page, Sayers, Wheeler, {ll. 
McEttrick, Paschal, Sorg, Wilson, Wash. 
McGann, Patterson, Sperry, 
McKaig, Payne, Stephenson, 
McKeighan, Pearson, Stone, C. W. 
NAYS—40. 
Allen, De Armond, Ikirt, Ritchie, 
Bell, Tex. Dockery, Izlar, Shell, 
Black, Ga. Englisk, Cal. Kilgore, Strait. 
Bland, Everett, Kribbs, Talbert. S. C. 
Branch, Fithian, Latimer, Tate, 
Bunn, Gorman, McCulloch, Tucker, 
hart, Grady, McDearmon, Williams, Ill. 
Clark, Mo. Heiner, McLaurin, Williams, Miss, 
Cockrell, Hunter, Pendleton, Tex, Wolverton, 
Cox, Hutcheson, Richards, Ohio Woodard. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—2. 
Bretz, Cooper, Ind. 
NOT VOTING—122. 
Adams, Ky. English, N. J. Lester, Simpson, 
Apsley. Enloe, Linton, Sipe, 
Babcock, Epes, Lockwood, Smith, 
Bailey, Erdman, Magner, Snodgrass, 
Bartholdt, Forman, Mallory, Somers, 
Belden, Gear, Marshali, Springer, 
Beltzhoover, Gillet. N. Y. McAleer, Stallings, 
Berry, Gillett, Mass. McMillin, Stevens, 
Bower, N. C. Goodnight, Meredith, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Graham, Meyer, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gresham, Milliken, Storer, 
Burnes, Griffin, Montgomery, Swanson, 
Burrows, Grout, Morse, Tawney. 
Bynum, Grow, Moses, Taylor, Ind. 
Caruth. Hall, Mo. Newlands, Taylor, Tenn. 
Causey, Harmer, Oates, Thomas, 
Chickering, Harris, Paynter, Turner, Ga. 
Childs, Harter, Ray, Turner, Va. 
Clarke, Ala. Hatch, Reed, Turpin, 
Cobb, Ala. Heard, Reilly, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Cockran, Henderson, Ill. Richardson, Tenn. Wadsworth, 
Cogswell, Hepburn, Robbins, Walker, 
Conn, Hicks, Robinson, Pa. Wells, 
Cornish, Holman, Rusk. W ever, 
Crain, Hooker, Miss. Russell, Ga. Wheeler, Ala. 
Curtis, Kans. Hopkins, Ill. yan, White, 
Davey, Hopkins, Pa. schermerhorn, Whiting. _ 
Denson, Houk, Scranton, Wilson, Ohio 
Dingley, Hudsor, Settle, Wilson, W. Va. 
Dolliver, Hull, Shaw, Wise, 
Donovan, Johnson, Ohio Sherman, Woomer, 
Edmunds, Jones, Sibley. Wright, Mass. 
Ellis, Ky. Lefever, Sickles, Wright, Pa. 


So the resolution was agreed to. a 
The Clerk announced the ‘ollowing additional pairs: 


On this vote: 


Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. REED. 
For the rest of this day: 
Mr. HOLMAN with Mr. LEFEVER. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY NEXT. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day, it be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 
RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I present the conference 
report on the river and harbor appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6518) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes. 

(For conference report see Senate proceedings. ) 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the statement of the 
House conferees. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

When the bill passed the House it carried $9,538,689.56. The Senate Com- 
mittee on Commerce increased the same $3,087,490.44. When the bill was up 
for consideration in the Senate it was still further increased #164,500, making 
the total amount as it passed the Senate. $12,790,680. The House conferees 
Sueceeded in reducing the Senate bill $1,202,500. The bill as now recom- 
mended by the conferees carries 811,488,180. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, unless some gentleman de- 
*ires further information, I will move the previous question on 
the adoption of the report. 
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Mr.DALZELL. Does this bill as reported by the conferees 
contain an appropriation of $20,000 for surveys of canals between 
Lake Erie and the Ohio River? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Itdoes. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CATCHINGS, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted: 
To Mr. HOLMAN, for this day, on account of sickness. 
COMMITTEE REPORTS. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 
ports. 

SCHOOL ON OMAHA INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. LYNCH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
favorably, with amendments, the bill (S.870) authorizing the 
issue of a patent to the Presbyterian Board of Home Missions 
for certain lands on the Omaha Indian Reservation for school 

urposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Pommittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, NORFOLK, VA. 

Mr. McKAIG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported a bill (H. R. 6776) to amend ‘‘An act to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building in the city of Norfolk, 
in the State of Virginia,” approved January 2, 1891; which was 
read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. McKAITG also, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, also reported a bill (H. R. 7470) to provide for the se- 
curing of plans and for the erection of the public buildings of 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompany report, ordered to be printed. 

MORNING HOUR. 


The SPEAKER. This completes the call of committees for 
reports. The morning hour begins at five minutes before 3 
o'clock, and the call rests with the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to pass the Committee on Post-Officesand Post-Roads, with 
the understanding that it may be recurred to hereafter with- 
out prejudice. 

Mr. BUNN. [shall have to object to that, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The call rests on the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

SALARIES OF RAILWAY POSTAL CLERKS. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. By direction of the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads I call up the bill 
S. 544. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

| The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 544) to reclassify and prescribe the salaries of railway postal 
| clerks. 

| ThsSPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

| Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
| unanimous consent to consider the bill in the House as in the 
| Committee of the Whole. Itdoesnot require any appropriation. 
| TheSPEAKER. But it provides fora charge against the 
| Treasury? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes, I know that—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think it would be better to consider that 
bill in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Iwill move, then, that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole tocon- 
sider this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
bill, with Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk wiil report the bill called up 
by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 544) to reclassify and prescribe the salaries of railway posta! clerks. 

Be it enacted, etc., That persons in the Railway Mail Service, known as 
railway postal clerks, shall,on and after the passage of this act, be dl- 
vided into seven classes, whose salaries shall not exceed the following rates 

rannum: First class, not exceeding $00; second class, not exceeding 

1,000; third class, not exceeding $1,200; fourth class, not exceeding $1,200; 
fifth class, not exceeding %1,50); sixth class, not exceeding @1,600: serenth 
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Class, not exceeding $1,809: Provided, That the Postmaster-General, in fixing 
the salaries of clerks in the different classes, may fix the salaries of clerks 
of the same according to the amount of work done, the number of 
hours on duty, and the responsibility incurred by each, but shall not in any 
case allow a r salary to any clerk of any class than the maximum fixed 
by this act for the class towhich such clerk belongs. 

Src. 2. That such railway postal clerks of class 7 as shall be detailed as 
chief clerks of divisions, and such clerks of class 6as may be detailed chief 
clerks of two or more lines, shall, while trave on the business of the De- 
partment, be paid from the appropriation for the transportation of mails 
sy railroads their actual and necessary expenses, but not exceeding 88 per 

em. 

Sxzc. 3, That all laws and parts of laws in conflict with the provisions of 
this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

SEc. 4. That this act take effect from and afterits passage. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
that the Clerk read the formal report and then the report by the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. KyLx], a member of the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The reports were read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 544) to reclassify and prescribe the salaries of railway postal 
clerks, have considered the same and recommend its passage. 


The Committee on the Post-Ofice and Post-Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 6064) to reclassify and preseribe the salaries of railway postal 
clerks, having considered the same, direct me to report it back to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

And as a bill (S. 544) similar in all respects to this one has been introduced 
in the Senate and favorably reported by the proper committee of that body, 
we take the following, bearing upon the st in hand, from said report 
and present it as of this report: 

“The great advances which have been made during recent years in the 
handling of the mails have been due most largely to the increased ae 
of the Rail en cularly to the increased skill and abi!- 

of the railway mail clerks, re is no other class of public servants 

is subjected to a like amount of competition. The eagerness of busi- 

ness men to receive their letters with the least possible delay; the desire on 
the part of the railroads to attract by increasing the speed of 
trains; the pressure upon the Post-Ofice Department to keep abreast of the 
times in furnishing mail facilities—all these things have so developed the 
railway mail clerk of that he has become one of the most skilled of 
laborers, while at the same time the mental wear and tear of his work has 
increased in full proportion to the increase in his efficiency. e these 
increased yhave been mado on the railway mail clerks, their pay, 
— far from having been increased, on the contrary, has even been dimin- 


ed. 

“The bill under consideration mits an increase in the maximum to 
$1,800, a modest advance. e clerks who would comprise the new 
seventh , thirteen in all, are known as assistant superintendents of dl- 
visions, while the oe eg clerks to be benefited by the proposed sixth 
grade are chief clerks. These men are located at the important railroad 
centers, and have the immediate charge of about one hundred men each. 

have been promoted from the sunk and selected for the positions be- 
cause of their superior executive ability, knowledge of the service and of 
the postal laws and regulations. In any other artment these men would 
be as chiefs of division and draw a salary of 82,000 or more. 

“The following statement shows the rates of compensation under exist- 
ing law and the proposed changes as provided in this bill: 


‘* Compensation per annum. 





Existing 
law. This bill. 
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“The bill adds a sixth andseventh class at a compensation, respectively, of 
$1,600 and 81,800, and provides that the Postmaster-General, in fixing the sal- 
aries of clerks in classes, grade the salaries of the same class 
with due regard to the amount of work, the number of hours employed, and 
the res bility incurred. It also provides that clerks of class 7 may be 
detailed as chiefs of divisions, and clerks of class 6 may be detailed chief 
clerks of two or more lines under prescribed restrictions."’ 


“The bill carries no appropriation. It simply authorizes the Postmaster- 
General to reclassity railway postal clerks, and allows him to fill the 
‘higher classes tions at his Willallow. Tho bill is 


as the pria disposal 
‘identical with one whin h passed the Senate in the Fifty-second Congress. 
Should the reclassifications be made at once the increase would amount to 
about $350,000; but the rapidity of the change would depend on the annual 
appropriation."’ 
“OFFICE OF PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
“ Washington, D. C., February 1, 1894. 


“Sir; I have the honor to submit the following in to of 
the 234 ultimo, rela to Senate bill 544, which provides oe a poslansthen: 
tion of the Railway Service. 

* Senate bill 544, I understand, is ee Sa as that which was 
favorably passed upon by the co: tees on and Post-Roads of 
the Pifty-second 

“Since my with the Post-Office t I have become 


much impressed with the importance and usefulness of the railway mail 
pm ter “a pe as of mail a ae are 
° tanee vision for the enlargement 
organization froms seme totime, so as ge the to 
propeny care for the growth and changed conditions of the mails which are 
5) 


See cee. 
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entire service a complete in its. on. It would, if enacted 
yee anew ge a to enlarge its organization as 


“As emphasizing the necessity for legislation admitting of the enlarge. 
ment of the Railway Mail Service it is not improper to mention that th. 
present organization of that service provides for but fivo classes, and was 
cathorined when the railway post-office lines covered less than 100,000 nyijec 
and the number of clerks was but 3,500. . 

To-day, however, the length of railroads over which the mails are carriog 
eparoecees Closely to 170,000 miles, and the yearly increase is estimated a: 
4, miles, while the number of clerks within the coming year will exce, 
7,000. Ten years ago the present organization was doubtless sufficient, })): 
its continuance, without changes, acts as a check upon the acquiring of +) 
maximum extent of satisfactory mailservice that would result from 
ing to the Postmaster-General authority to adapt the organization to 
en necessities of the country. 

‘Yours, respectfully, 





“W. S. BISSELL 
** Posimaster-G 
“Hon. A. H. COLQUITT, 
“Chairman Committce on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
** Unite? States Senate, Washington, D. ( 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, thjs 
bill has passed the Senate, and the object of it is to reclassify 
the railway postal clerks. Under the present system there are 
five classes ef these clerks. Under this bill if it passes there 
will be seven classes. As the law now stands the lowest class 
can not receive more than $800 a year, the second class not ex 
ceeding $900, the third class not oa $1,000, the fourth 
class not exceeding $1,200, and the fifth class not excceding 
$1,400 per annum. 

If this bill passes, and there is a new classification, the {irs 
class may have $800 a year, the second class $1,000, the third 
class $1,200, the fourth class $1,300, the fifth-class $1,500, th 
sixth class $1,600 and the seventh class $1,800; that is to say, 
that is the utmost that can be allowed to any of these clerks, 
The salaries as fixed here are not certain salaries, but not ex- 
ceeding the amount specified; so that the whole matter rests 
within the diseretion of the Pestmaster-General. 

The bill carries no appropriation, but the Postmaster-Ceneral 
says that if the reclassifieations are all to be made at once the 
increase would amount to about $350,000. He also says that the 
rapidity of the change would depend upon the annual appro- 
priations; so that if this bill passes there can not possibly be 
any greater expense than $350,000 a year; and not that unless 
the amount is appropriated by Congress. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman permit 
me to interrupt him with a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I understand that the object 
of this bill is to give to those who have had long and meritor- 
ious services some opportunity for honorable, promotion? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes, sir; that is one 
of the objects of the bill; and the bill is very much desired by 
the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. DUNPHY. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North @arolina. I yield to the gentle- 
man for a question. 

Mr. DUNPHY. These ave postal railway clerks? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. These are posial rail- 
way clerks. 

Mr.DUNPHY. They already have their salaries fixed by law. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. They already have 
their salaries fixed by law, except that they are not fixed cer- 
tainly. They are allowed not exceeding a certain sum. Itis 
entirely within the discretion of the Postmaster-General as to 
how much he will pay each grade. It depends upon the annual 
appropriation. 

r. DUNPHY. And [understand the difference between tlic 
postal railway clerks and the postal clerks is that while the 
postal railway clerks have their salaries fixed by law, tlie posta! 
clerks have not their salaries fixed by law at all. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. There is no connection betwocn 
the two services. The passage of this bill would not interfere 
with the salaries of the postal clerks. 

Mr. DUNPHY. But this is a salary bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Not necessarily. — 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. It is a bill for the reclassification 
of the railway mail clerks. 

Mr. DUNPHY. By raising their salaries. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. It may not raise any 
salary except there will be two new grades of clerks. The on'y 
ao wae one will certainly beraised under this bill is that there 

be two new additional grades of clerks, and of course those 
clerks will be entitled tosomething more than the fifth-classcler 
is now receiving; but the whole of the amount of salaries depends 
upon the discretion of the Postmaster-General, within the ap- 


oe that is made by ss. 
ow, Mr. Chairman, I retain the floor, and will yield time to 
ge 


such gentlemen as desire. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yield to me five minutes. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. I desire toask the gentleman 





what fs the maximum salary under the classification now cxist- 


ing? 








1894. 


HENDERSON of North Carolina. 

dollars. - ae 2 , - 
ur. WILSON of Washington. Now, that is the highest sal- 

ary that a postal railway clerk may receive. 

“Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That is the highest 

salary he may receive under the present act. 

Mr. COOMBS. What is the lowest? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The lowest is $800. I 
now yield five minutes to the’ gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hop- 

KINS]. 
= HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I donot know that 
[desire to take the time allotted me, because I think thisis a bill 
where action should be taken rather than to have the time ex- 
pended in debate. I simply desire tocall attention of members 
of the committee to the fact that this bill does not necessarily 
raise the salary of these clerks at all, it depending upon the ap- 
propriations. The reason and the necessity for this reclassifi- 
cation is that there has been no change in the law for nearly 
twenty-five years. When the railway postal clerks were last 
classified, they were in number less than 3,500, and operated on 
less than 100,000 miles of road. 

Since that time the Railway Mail Service has extended over 
170,000 miles of railroad, and the number of clerks has increased 
toover 7,000. This classification simply increases the number 
by two. We have five classes now, and if this bill becomes a law 
we shall have seven. The seventh class will cover only thirteen 
persons, and the sixth class only seventy-two. So gentlemen 

ean see that this is not a wholesale raid upon the Treasury of 
the United States, but is simply a measure for facilitating the 
business of this great Department of the Government. 

The positions of the seventy-two clerks in the sixth class are 


Fourteen hundred 


My 


similar to those of chiefs of bureaus, and in the other Depart- | 


ments of the Government no chief is now receiving a salary of 
less than $2,000. Under this classification the highest amount 
that could be allowed to any one of these seventy-two would be 
$1,600. That is the maximum, and if the appropriation is not 
sufficient to pay that amount the Postmaster-General, under the 
law, will have the power of reducing the salary one hundred or 
two hundred dollars, as the case may be. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, in my judgment there is no branch of the | 


public service so deserving as this Railway Postal Service. The 
clerks in that service are intelligent, skilled men. No man of 
mediocre intelligence can hold permanently a position there. 
From the nature of the work they are compelled te become ex- 
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in line with his argument, that in my own State and California 
the postal clerks have recently had acontinuous run of 740 miles. 

Mr. BOATNER. How ean they be compelled to work four- 
teen hours a day when the statute expressly provides that no 
Federal empolyé shall work more than eight hours? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Mlinois. [ will tell the gentleman; and it 
is another illustration of the injustice that is done to the em- 
ployés in this Department of the public service. Take, for in- 
stance, a route from Chicago, where the mail is made up for 
Omaha and points farther west, the clerk is required to appear 
at the place designated, say, at 3 o'clock in the morning. Tho 
train may not be ready to start until 7 o’clock a.m. but, in 
order to arrange the mail the clerk is required to be on hand 
three or four hours prior to that time, and to work with a dili 
gence and intelligence that are not paralleled elsewhere in the 
Government service. Then he has to run from there to Bur- 
lington, Iowa, or to Omaha, Nebr., or farther on so that from 
the time he starts to work until he gets through his work is 
often not less than fourteen hours in continuous service. 

It is true that there isa provision in the law that clerks shall 
work one week on and one week off, so as to divide up the time 
and get down the average to eight hours per day if possible, bi 
so complicated is this service and so expert the character of the 
work required from these clerks that they are required to work 
from one to three hours a day on the maps and in practicing 
their duties on days when they are off duty. This is required 
of them in order that they may be efficient on the days when 
they are on duty. 

Any gentleman here who has been on the mail cars and has 


| observed the work that is done by these clerks will verify the 


statements I have made. So high is the grade of work that is 
required in this service that if, in the distribution of the mails 
contained in the various sacks in the mail car, a certain percent 
age of mistakes appears the clerk loses his position. It will be 
seen, therefore, that instead of taking the time he is off duty 
for rest and recuperation, the railway postal clerk is required 
to practice his work in order to be prepared to work efficientl; 
when he is on duty. 

Now, under the old law, before there was any reduetion in the 
salaries in classes 4 and 5, the clerks received $200 a year more 
in each of those classes than they are receiving at the present 
time. 

Without multiplying words, Mr. Chairman, and without oc- 
cupying further time to explain this bill, I amsatisfied that from 


perts. In addition to this intelligence they are required to have | the experience and knowledge of members of the House there 


great physical endurance, for they are exposed to much hard- 


can be no fair and just opposition to the passage of this bill. It 


ship, and also to constant danger from railway accidents. Even | was favored by Gen. Don M. Dickinson when he was Postmaster- 
if there was nothing but that consideration to urge in their | General; it was favored by Mr. John Wanamaker when he was 
favor, I take it that there is nomember on this floor who would | Postmaster-General; and it is favored by the present chief of 


not heartily, readily, freely, and cheerfully give his support to | that 


this bill. 


} 


But, Mr. Chairman, there is another consideration te be taken | 


inte account in connection with this bill. The compensation of 
the employés in this service has been degraded during the last 
few years, while the compensation of those in the other great 
Departments has been increased. Back in 1873 the average sal- 
ary of these postal clerks was $1,033. 

|Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HOPKINS of [linois. 
minutes more? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
more, 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. In 1873, I say, the average pay of 
these postal clerks was $1,033, while the average to-day is only 
8093. This decrease has been made by the Postmaster-General, 


Will the gentleman give me five 


I yield five minutes 


under the law which gives him the power to regulate the sala- | 


ries of these clerks with reference to the amount of money that 
is actually appropriated by the Government; and, to show the 
injustice that is done to these employés in that respect, I de- 
sire to call attention to the report of the Postmaster-General 
where he speaks of the increased efficiency in this branch of 
the service. The Postmaster-General in his report for 1893 
says that in the five years from 1888 to 1893 the number of pieces 
of ordinary mail handled increased 48.69 per cent, while the 


number of clerks to do that business increased only 13.86 per | 


Cent. 


It will be secn, therefore, that, notwithstanding a de- | 


creased compensation, the exigencies of the service have been | 
such that each of these clerks has been compelled to do an ex- | 


traamounteft work. Any gentleman here who is familiar with 
this branch of the service knows that when these clerks are em- 
ployed they often work not less than fourteen hours a day. 

h ony MERCER. Then they do not get the benefitof the eight- 
our law? 


Work as many as fourteen hours a day while in actual service. 
Mr. HERMANN. If thegentleman will permit me, I will state, 


| 
| 


Mr. HOPKINSof Illinois. Theydonot. Theycannot. They | the gentleman from North Carolina consent to yield to me? 


reat Department. There is no man, be he Democrat or 
Republican, whe has carefully investigated the merits of this 
bill, and understands the requirements and exactions which 
must be met by this class of public servants, who will nof con- 
cede the merit, the justice, the equity of this bill. I hope and 
trust that none of the economists upon either side of the House, 
for the sake of insuring that the appropriations of the Govern- 
ment shall not exceed a certain limit, will feel it incumbent 
upon them to strike a blow at this worthy class of public serv 
ants by opposing this bill. 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I move that the bill 
be laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable rec- 
ommendation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That motion is not yet in order. 
debate has not been closed. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
wish to occupy some time? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would like to be recognized in my own 
right. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
tleman five minutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want more time than that. This is a 
proposition to increase the salary list of the Government $350,- 
000 a year, and is entitled to full consideration. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will give the gentle- 
man ten minutes. 
Mr. SAYERS. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
right. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the gentleman from North Carolina 
is now on the floor, the gentleman from Missouri [{Mr. DocKERyY! 
can not occupy the floor except with his consent. 

Mr. DOCKERY. TheChair is correct. How much time does 


General 


Does the gentleman 


I will give the gen- 


On this bill we will take what time we please. 
I would be glad to have the floor in my own 


The CHAIRMAN. Ten minutes. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, there is no Representative 
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on this oor more used Shan Iam to concede the efficiency of 
the rallwer pen clerks. That arm of the postal service is pe- 
culiarly efficient, and as such is entitled to the most generous 
consideration at the hands of the Government. This proposi- 
tion was well stated a moment ago by the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. DUNPHY], in answor to astatemont of the chairman 
of the committee, to be a proposition to increase salaries; and 
a3 appears by the report of the Postmaster-General it involves 
an additional annual tax upon the people of the United States to 
the extent of $350,000. 

Mr. Chairman, this House has heretofore expressed itself in 
an indirect way upon the proposition to increase the salaries of 
railway postal clerks. In the last Congress an amendment was 
agreed to in Committee of the Whole on the Post-Office appro- 

riation bill providing a fund, amounting, as I remember, to 

120,000, which would enable the Postmaster-General to allow 
the clerks the maximum compensation authorized by law. The 
law now allows a certain class of clerks $1,200; the Postmaster- 
General, in his discretion, allows to clerks of that class only 
$1,150. To another class, as I remember, the existing law per- 
mits the Postmaster-General to pay $1,400; yet he only allows 
clerks of that class $1,300. 

Now, as I was saying, an amendment was adopted in the last 
Congress in the Committee of the Whole appropriating $120,- 
000 so as to enable the Postmaster-General to pay the additional 
amount not heretofore allowed. When that amendment came 
before the House for its consideration, the House promptly dis- 
agreed to the recommendation of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. Chairman, this proposition to increase the salaries of this 
very worthy class is not anew proposition. Whenthe Treasury 
of the United States had $100,000,000 of surplus, the Fifty-first 
Congress denied this billconsideration. Whenthe vaults of our 
Treasury were overfiowing with surplus revenue, the Fifty-first 
Congress denied this billahearing. Yet, to-day, with an im- 
pas ing deficit—with $50,000,000 of Government bonds already 

ssued—this measure ‘‘ bobs up serenely” to add $350,000 an- 
nually to the taxes of the American —. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall not stop to discuss the merits or the de- 
merits of this bill. Under favorable circumstances I might “?. 
portit. If our revenues were abundant, I might supportit. If 
we had a flowing into the Treasury so as to meet all the ob- 
ligations of the Government and leave a surplus, I might sup- 
port it. But confronted with the existing coadition—and that 
a condition of $50,000,000 already added to the interest-bearing 
debt of the Government—I shall op this increase of salaries. 

I appeal to gentlemen on both sides of this Chamber to stay 
their hands and not add further to the burdens of the peo- 
ple ata time when hundreds and thousands of citizens of this 
country are out of employment. Postpone the consideration of 
this measure until prosperous times return; and then it is - 
sible I may unite with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hop- 
KINS]in advocating the proposition. Mr. Chairman, [ trust the 
House will not give this measure favorable consideration. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I want to ask if the gentleman 
voted in favor of the report of the conference committee on the 
river and harbor bill to-day? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I did not. 

— HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman did not vote for 
that? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The “gentleman” never voted for it. I 
think, if I remember aright, I voted for the river and harbor 
bill in the Forty-eighth Congress, since which time I have never 
"er the measure. 

r. HOPKINS of Illinois. This House voted $2,000,000 with- 
out a quiver to that. 

Mr. JKERY. For what? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Two additional millions for river 
and harbor improvements all over the country, over and above 
what was already in the House bill. Here is a proposition that 
affects the entire United States, and does not take a dollar out 
of the Treasury. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, the gentleman will hardly claim that. 
He must admit that the reclassification will involve an expendi- 
ture of $350,000. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But the Postmaster-General says 
that the reclassification will improve the efficiency of the serv- 
ice, even if you do not make an appropriation to pay the addi- 
tional salaries, letting them remain just as they are. 

Mr. DOCKERY. ell, my observation has been that when 

ou authorize an increase of salary the increase usually follows. 
is is the purpose of the bill te increase salaries. If that is 
not the intention and pee will the gentleman admit amend- 
ments that will forbid the increase of appropriations to carry 





out the reorganization or reclassification? If such a provision 
is a I do not know that I would object to the bill. 
OPKINS of Tlinois. The gentleman knows that the 


Mr. 
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urpose is to improve the efficiency of that branch of the sery. 
ce. The Postmaster-Genoral says he would rather haye ;; 
without the seqrore nie, so as to permit the reclassification 
than to let the law remain as it is. ae 

Mr. DOCKERY. It gives me pleasure in this connection 1) 
say that there is no more efficient branch of the public sery jog 
than the Railway Postal Service. F 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Then do it justice and let 
this bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly I will do it justice; but the pep. 
tleman should remember that these people are getting salaries 
now ranging from $800 to $1,400, a great deal more on the ayey. 
age than people are earning in ordinary business pursuits, No; 
one of these gentlemen desires to resign. They are generally 
considered good salaries, and hence under the present condition 
of affairs I must oppose this increase. We have been doing 
tice to them. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, if the gentleman wil! allow 


me—— 
. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri has the 

oor. 

Mr. HOPKINS ofIllinois. But the gentleman has yielded to me, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman should first address the 
Chair and get consent to ask a question. 

Mr. HOPKINSof Illinois. There is no necessity for the Chair 
getting excited. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri has the 


oor. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield to the gentleman. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I should like to have five minutes more for 
the pero of answering the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. It does not matter. I shall not 
insist upon it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, this 
is not a bill to increase salaries. The gentleman from Missouri 
has not stated the case ees. The object of the bill and the 
only object is to increase the efficiency of the Railway Postal 
Service. 

Mr. BROSIUS. If agreeable to the gentleman from North 
Carolina, I would like to ask a question here. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. BROSIUS. What number of clerks will be affected by 
this legislation? I have not been able to ascertain. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Well, of course all the 
clerks will be more or less affected—the entire postal service. 
There are now five classes, and there will be seven after thie 
passage of this bill. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Is the gentleman able to give approximately 
the number of clerks who will be affected? 

Mr. HENDERSON of NorthCarolina. I donot remember ex- 
actly. The gentleman’s colleague from Pennsylvania ([Mr. BINc- 
HAM] can inform him. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It will be about 6,100. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That is my recollec- 
tion of it. F 

Mr. BROSIUS. Now, about what amount of money, in addi- 
tion to that already expended under existing law, will be re- 
quired to give effect to the bill? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The utmost amount 
that can be expended if the bill becomesa law is $350,000 « year. 
It does not necessarily follow, however, that half ora third o! 
this amount will be expended, because the Postmaster-Genera! 
states positively that he is going to move slowly in the matter, 
and what he wants is an opportunity to improve the efficiency 
of the service. . 

Mr. BROSIUS. That is the amount in excess of the amount 
now expended in the service? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes, sir. ; 

Now, if no one else wishes to discuss the question, | would 
like to come to a vote. ; 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I want eithe r to 
be recognized in my own right or to ask time from the gent 
man from North Carolina. ; : 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. How much time does 
the gentleman want? , 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would prefer to be recognized 10 
my own time. I always quit when I get done speaking. | 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. There is no time ¢* 
cept what I have. m 

r. CLARK of Missouri, Howcan that be? I thought there 
were two sides to all questions. : 

Mr. HENDERSON of NorthCarolina. Well, in the morning 
hour it is necessary to have a different rule. ButI wil} be ¥ 
ing to yield to the gentleman. 
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r. CLARK of Missouri. How much will you give me? 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Five minutes. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That will not do; I will not accept 





or. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I have only twenty 
minutes, and I will give the gentleman ten. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman certainly would not ask 
more than half of that time. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, all right; I will accept that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say this to begin with: I have 
no suggestion whatever to make to the Republican side of the 
House on questions of economy. They are hardened in their 
sins and set in their ways. [Laughter-. | Nobody commissioned 
me to be their legal or spiritual adviser. But I dowant to give 
a word or two of advice to gentlemen on the Democratic side 
of the Chamber, and that is, that we came into possession of 
every branch of this Government at the last election on a plat- 
form of economy. We made the welkin ring from California 
to Maine, and from the St. Lawrence River to the Rio Grande, 
with the proposition that the Republican party was an extrav- 
agant party, and that if we came into possession of the Govern- 
ment we proposed to cut down expenses. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The people did not believe 


you, 

"ie CLARK of Missouri. Yes, they did. They believed us 
sufficiently to give us possession of thisGovernment. I believed 
that proposition then and I believe it now. I also believe in 
keeping faith with the people. I do not propose to stultify my- 
sifand the people who sent me hither by going into the game 
of raising ” the Republicans [laughter], if you know what that 
means [laughter], in the matter of extravagance. Mr. Chair- 
man, of all the times since [ have been old enough to take cog- 
nizance of what is happening in the world, this is the most in- 
opportune season to raise people's salaries. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is all we can do to raise revenue. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. Thatistrue. We can not 
raise revenue enough uow, under the laws which Republicans 
pat upon the statute books, to run the Government even when 
it iseconomically administered. Hundreds of thousands of peo- 
ple are out of employment, begging for work, who can not get 
it; and now this committee comes in here and asks this Demo- 
cratic House to put up the salaries of these men. They may be 
very deserving. Nodoubt they are. I have not a word to say 
against them. Butit is proposed, in the face of existing dis- 
tress, in the face of the hard times, in the face of a bankrupt 
Treasury, in the face of the protests of the masses of the people, 
to add $350,000 a year to the burdens of the taxpayer of this 
country. 

I wan to say to gentlemen on this side of the Chamber that 
the people will not have it. [Applause.] 

Now, my friend from Illinois, who generally speaks very 
entertainingly if not intelligently [laughter], laid down the 
proposition here that these men work fourteen hours a day; and 
yet it is stated right on the face of this report that they lay off 
one-half of the time. That makes seven hoursaday. The gen- 
tleman who wrote this report, Senator MCMILLAN, urges Con- 
gress to pass this law because the age mail clerks are com- 
pelled to work more hours a day than the clerks over here in 
the Departments. That is certainly a strange reason. I can 
suggest a better method of equalizing thingsamong them. That 
is 0 make these clerks in the Departments work more hours in 
theday. [Laughter.] It will have a tendency to keep them out 
of mischief. 

A MemBER. Why not give them less pay, too. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Nobody ever proposes more work 
and less pay. It is always more pay and lesswork. These rail- 
way postal clerks may not-be paid exorbitant salaries. I donot 
suppose a ee But they are this day drawing bigger sal- 
aries, & good deal, than the majority of laborers in the United 
States of equal intelligence. 

A MEMBER. Are any of them going to resign? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Not as anybody has heard of. 
Thomas Jefferson said that Federal officeholders seldom died 
and never resigned. He was correct in that as in everything 
else, There is no imminent danger of their resigning, and if 
they did there are plenty just as competent to take their places. 
ery member on the Democratic side, and many Republicans, 
ding among their papers, or on file in the Post-Office Department 

ae and sundry applications of men who want these identical 

aces at the present pay, and it will not do for the gentleman 
rn Illinois, or for gentlemen from anywhere else, to say that 
i se men who hold these places are more intelligent and better 

tted for the = than other people who want the positions. 

Mr. KILGORE. Did we not pass a bill the other day to com- 
Pel the Government to employ, under certain circumstances, 
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| Republicans where you raise the salary of one Democrat. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. | 


good Democratic argument. 


three or four thousand of those postal clerks who were “ fired ” 
by the preceding Administration? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; we passed a bill through this 
House to put back upon the rolls of the Post-Office Department 
some 3,00) or 3,500 competent Democratic railway clerks—— 

Mr. KILGORE. Under the present salary? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. At the present salary, clerks who 
were bounced by President Harrison for no other reason than 
that they had the courage, the patriotism, and the good sense 
to vote the Democratic ticket in 1888. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] What will be the fate of that bill in the House of 
the Ancients Ido not know. [Laughter.] 

Now, my Democratic friends, I want to inform you what this 
billis. I might as well tell the whole truth and be through with 
It is a proposition to raise the salaries of five orsix or seven 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam glad the gentleman has got down to 
{Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes; [ have got down to argu- 
ment. I donot very much blame a Republican for voting for 
this kind of a bill—it is entirely consistent with their record of 
extravagance—but I should like to see the color of the man’s 
hair and the cutof his eyeson the Democratic side of this House 
who can vote for this bill and tell the truth about it when he 
gets home and satisfy his Democratic constituents that he did 
right. 

Mr. KILGORE. ‘It can not be did.” 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 


[Laughter.] 


No; it can not be “did.” Iam 


amazed, Mr. Chairman, that such a proposition as this should 
ever come from a Democratic committee. 
cratic side. | 


[Applause on Demo- 


I do not desire to consume the time of this House, and do not 
intend to unnecessarily; but I want to give gentlemen fair warn- 
ing right here and now that they are not going to get this bill 
passed, and the two other bills that are back of this, until every 
method of obstruction is exhausted that is left tous under the 
new rules of this House. Just one sentence more. If I had as 
much parliamentary rope as the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
KILGORE] used to have in the halcyon days of the filibuster, 
they never would pass. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, I yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I believe the people are al- 
ways willing to give good compensation to the subordinate 
force of the Post-Office Department, for there is not a service of 
this Government wherein they receive a larger measure of con- 
venience, benefit, and reward than in a capable and wise admin- 
istration of this great Government work. This large body of 
men, I believe the statement will not be questioned, stand the 
severest examination as to clerical requirements and ability of 
any of the subordinate employés of this Department. Their 
compensations are limited, their labors are severe, and with the 
growth of the Post-Office service their requirements are grow- 
ing continually greater and greater. 

With every increase in this service the standards as to ability 
are becoming higher. The schedules to-day that are handled 
on the great trunk lines carrying postal cars are multiplied five 
times to what they were tenyears ago. Itis to be remembered 
these men are all in the classified service, and are required to 
pass a severe examination. The gentleman who has justspoken 
submits that these men are off a number of days ineach month. 
It is well to understand that the allowance of time off occurs in 
order that they may study their schedules, pass their examina- 
tions, and be qualified continually for the constantly growing 
work, as well as the necessary physical relief. No man can do 
continuous work upon velicdale sented and physical. There 
is, however, in connection with this service, one condition not 
thus far adverted to. It is the only work in the Post-Office De- 
partment where there is an average possibility of lossof life and 
serious injury. In the last fiscal year 10 men were killed, 68 
men were seriously injured, and 115 men were qualifiedly in- 
jured. Thefamilies of the deceased, of the men who were killed 
in the service, received no allowance from the Government; 
and yet in one of the bills that will pass this House there is an 
allowance of $5,000 each for the families of the deceased, ofevery 
one who lost life, inthe recent Ford’s Theater disaster. Every 
year in this service men go to death with no compensation to 
their family following; men receiving life injuries with no com- 
pensation from theGovernment following. It is a most danger- 
ous service as well aslabor requiring the highest line of ability. 

In connection with the broadening of this service in recent 
years there has been established in the great cities subpost- 
offices; ad these men, taking my own city as an illustration, 
where twenty-odd post-offices or substations are established— 
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these men on the cars, in addition to their schedule route, must 
be so familiar with the territorial division of great cities that 
‘distribution must be made the same as the clerks now make in 
the local offices. 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. I will ask the gentleman 
if there are not more mail trainsrobbed in the State of Missouri 
than anywhere else, and is not that the place where the most of 
these people are killed thatyou have spoken of? 

Mr. BLNGHAM. I will not say, but I will let my friend from 
Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] answer that question in his time. 

The $350,000 estimated by the Department will not of necessity 
be expended. It will be within the discretion of the Postmas- 
ter-General; this bill simply authorizes the Postmaster-General 
to reclassify postal clerks—a Postmaster-General who came into 

wer with the same party as the gentleman from Missouri. 

he Postmaster-General says it will increase the efficiency of the 
service, a readjustment and realignment of anarmy of men, up- 
wards of 6,000, covering an appropriation of ( /,186,000, giving bet- 
ter udministration, a service more useful tothe people t con- 
tinued upon the present law. I submit I wouldrather acceptand 
follow the statement and recommendation of the Postmaster- 
General supervising this special function of the Government 
than the suggestions of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Uniess some one else 
wishes to discuss this matter, I move that the bill be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. General debate has not been closed, and 
the bill has not been considered by sections. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that general debate be now closed. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Then I make the mo- 
tion that general debate be now closed. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That can only be done in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatrequest was submitted, and the gen- 
tleman from Texas objected. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I move that the com- 
mittee rise and report the bill to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh,ne. General debate has not been closed. 

Mv. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order. 

Me. HOPKINS of Illinois. Why not, Mr. Chairman? The 
gentieman from North Carolina has charge of this bill. 

TheCHAIRMAN,. Thegentlemanfrom North Carolina moves 
that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I understood the gentleman to 
couple with that a motion that when the committee rise the bill 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN, He withdrew that. His last motion was 
that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Dllinois. Well, Mr. Chairman, I move to 
amend that motion by pee that the bill be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I make the point that that is not in order, 
Mr. Chairman, until general debate is closed. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HOPKINS of illinois. I would like to know why it is 
not in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not obliged togive reasons 
but thé gentleman krows well enough that in the Committee o. 
the Whole a bill must first be open to general debate, that after 
general debate is closed the bill must then be read by para- 
graphs, and only after that has been done is it in order tomove 
to report it to the House. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The bill has been read and de- 

Th TATRMAN It has ragraphs 

e a not been read , nor 
has general debate been closed. The eee Se the motion 
of the gentleman from North Carolina that the committee do 
now rise. 

The quesiion taken, the Chairman declared that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN (pending the division). The morning ho 

. ur 
has expired and the committee will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. O’NELL of Massachusetts, from the 
mittee of the Whole, reported that they had under consideration 
a bill (8.544) ‘to reclassify and prescribe the salaries of rail- 
way postal clerks,” and had come to no resolution thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the special order. 
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The Olerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That to-day, after the second morning hour and unti|5.,. 
be to the consideration of bills reported and called up by 1). 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads; this order not to inter;- 
revenue or —— bills, conference reports, or rep rts f 

mmittee on Rules, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Caroling |\) 
HENDERSON] is recognized. _ 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Houso ty. 
recess until 8 o’clock. : 

Mr. QUIGG. I make the point of order that the motion js), 
in order in view of the rule which the House has adopted to-(4, 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I belie;, 
I have been recognized by the Chair, and I make the point tha; 
the motion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr Kingorr| is ; 
in order under the rule adopted awhile ago. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, may we have the special ordey », 
ported again? 

The Clerk again ee the special order as above. 

Mr. QUIGG. I make the point of order that the motio 
the gentleman from Texas is not in order under that rule. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I think I hayo; 
floor, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. A point of order is made which the Chaip 
is called upon to decide. The special order assigns to the Com. 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roadsthis day up to) o'clock 
but the Chair supposes it is competent for the House to adjourn 
or tod otherwise of the time. Thereisnothine in the oy. 
der which restricts it, although the order is an assignment of 
this day up to 5 o’elock to that committee. The Chair thinks 
the motion of the gentleman from Texas is in order, if it is in. 
sisted u The gentleman- moves that the House take a re 
cess until 8 o'clock this evening. 

The question being taken, the Speaker declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. [I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 48, noes >). 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum being mae, th 
Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Texas, 
Mr. KILGORE, and the gentlemanfrom New York, Mr. Duypn\ 

Mr. KILGORE ealled for the yeas and nays, but immediately 
withdrew the demand, and then, pending the count by tellers 
withdrew the point of no quorum, 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from North Carolina 
oe the bill which he desires to call up under the special 

er? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I desire to call up the 
bill (H.R. 56) for the classification of clerks in first and second 
class Se swe and fixing the salaries of the same, and I mo 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of that bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. O’Netr of Massachusetts in the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is inCommittee of the Wh 
for the consideration of the bill which will be read. 

Mr. DUNPHY. I ask unanimous consent that the /irst read 
~—< the bill be dispensed with. 

r. BYNUM, Mr. KILGORE and others objected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 56) for the classification of clerks in first and s 
- post-offices and for fixing the salaries of the same. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled Sta’ 
¢ ssembled, That the Postmaster-General be, and hes 


ot 


0 


in Congress 
eby a hed to —— and fix the salaries of the clerks and ¢m 
ys ty post-offices from and after July 1, 1S, & 
T pro : 
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tmaster, except at New York, N. Y., where the salary of the superin- 
tendent of delivery shall be fixed at $3,500 = annum. 
‘Assistant superintendents of delivery shall receive 30 per cent of the sal- 
ary of the postmaster, except at Washington, D. C., at which office he shall 
receive $1,900 per annum. In no case shall assistant superintendents of de- 
livery receive a less salary than $1,200 per annum. 
Superintendents of registry divisions shall receive 40 per cent of the salary 
he tmaster. 
ot einant superintendents of registry shall receive 30 per cent of the sal- 
ary of the postmaster, except at New York, N. Y., where the salary of the 
first and second assistant superintendents of registry shall be fixed at $2,400 
and $1,800 per annum, respectively. 
Superintendents of money-order divisions shall receive 40 per cent of the 
salary of the postmaster, except at New York, N. Y., where the salary of the 
superintendent of the money-order division shall be fixed at $3,500 per an- 


mivesistant superintendents of money-order divisions shall receive 30 per 
cent of the salary of the postmaster, except at New York, N. Y., where the 
salary of the first and second assistant superintendents of money-order al- 
vision and the chief bookkeeper of money-order division shall fixed at 
$2,400, $1,800, and $1,800, respectively. 

Superintendents of stations shall receive a salary from $1,100 per annum 
to notexceeding $2,000 per annum, graded ineven hundreds of dollars, except 
at New York, N. Y., where the salaries of the superintendents of stations A 
and D shall be fixed at $2,500 each per annum, and superintendents E and F 
shall be fixed at $2,200 each per annum. 

Clerks in charge of stations shall be graded in even hundreds of dollars, 
from one hundred to one thousand dollars per annum. 

General foremen or chief clerks shall receive a salary of $1,500 per annum. 

Clerks in charge of package stations, stations for registry, and money-or- 
der business and sale of stamps shall receive asalary of from $100 to per 
annum. ; 

Stampers and mail messengers, three classes, salary shall be graded in 
even hundreds of dollars, from 9600 to not exceeding $800 per annum. 
| Printers, four classes, salary shall be graded in even hundreds of dollars, 
from $900 to not exceeding $1,200 per annum. 

Pressmen, messengers, watchmen, laborers, janitors, porters, firemen, 
carpenters, waste-paper examiners, and general utility clerks, four classes, 
salary shall be graded in even hundreds of dollars, from 8600 to $009 per 
annum. 

The auditor and draftsman at New York, N. Y., shall receive $3,000 and 
$1,200 per annum, respectively. 

The employés of each post-office, except those hereinbefore named, shall 
be divided by the postmaster, subject to the approval of the Postmaster- 
General, into two classes, to be known as first-elass clerks and second-class 
clerks. Fifty percent of the number shall be desi, ted as first-class and 
50 per cent as second-class clerks, who shall bera according to thelength 
of timein the service. First-class clerks shall be divided into five classes, 
as follows: 

One-fifth shall receive $1,400 per annum; one-fifth shall receive $1,300 per 
annum; one-fifth shall recetve $1,200 per annum; one-fifth shall recefve $1,100 
per annum; one-fifth shall receive $1,000 per annum. 

Second-class clerks shall hereafter enter the service at 8600 per annum and 
shall receive an annual increase of $100 until the maximum salary shall 
amount to #900 per annum. All appointmentsto theserviceshall be madeto 
the grade of second-class clerks, and no ——— to the first-class grade 
shall be made except by promotion from second-class ; such pro- 
motions to be governed by length of time in the service. oclerk shall re- 
ceive a less salary after the passage of this act than he was receiving prior 
thereto. No clerk shall be reduced from a higher to a lower grade after his 
assignment thereto, unless unable to perform the duties connected with 
such higher grade. 

SECOND-CLASS OFFICES. 

That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, authorized to classify 
and fix the salaries of the clerks and employés attached to the second-class 
post-offices from and after July 1, 1892, as hereinafter provided: 

Assistant postmasters shall receive 50 per cent of the salary of the post- 
master. 

Clerks in second-class post-offices shall enter the’service at 8600 per annum, 
and shall receive an annual increase of $100 until they attain am annual 
salary of $900, except the chief clerk, who shall receive $1,000 per annum. 
This class shall include mailing clerks, letter distributers, dispatchers, reg- 
istry clerks, stamp clerks, money-order clerks, separators, assorters, paper 
distributers, and general-delivery clerks. 

Stampers, messengers, porters, watchmen, and laborers shall be graded 
in three classes, with salary of five hundred, six hundred, and seven hundred 
dollars per annum: Provided, That when the salaries hereinbefore named, 
for both first and second class offices, are adjusted and fixed, no clerk or em- 
ployéshall be promoted or advanced in grade or salary without the approval 
of the Postmaster-General; and hereafter postmasters at offices of the first 
and second class shali submit rosters of the clerks attached to their ——- 
tive offices to the Postmaster-General, to take effect from thefirstday ofthe 
fiscal year, July 1, and no roster shall be considered in effect until a ved 
by the Postmaster-General. That all clerks and employés hereinbefore 
named who are in the classified list under the civil-service act shali be se- 
lected after competitive examination, as required by said act. 

So. 2. That there be, and there is hereby, appropriated, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such sum as may be necessary 
to carry into effect the provisions of this act, and that such appropriation 
be deemed an annual appropriation. 

Sec. 3. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act be, and 
the same are hereby, repealed. 


Mr. DUNPHY. Mr. Chairman, this bill is a bill to classify 
the clerks in first and second class post-offices, and to fix their 
salaries, 

There are now 151 first and 674 second class post-offices. In 
these 825 offices there are employed 10,750 clerks, styled assist- 
ant postmasters, superintendents, assistant superintendents, 


foremen, chief clerks, clerks, printers, pressmen, etc., but all | to ask him a question? 


known to the law as clerks. 

Many members of the House will be surprised to learn that 
the salaries of these clerks are not fixed by law; that from year 
to year they go up and down, seesaw-like; that they are left to 
the uncertainties that surround ea bills, and that, 

, they are dependent upon the variable allowances made 
aon to year to postmasters for keeping their offices in run- 


carriers are classified, and have their salaries, inadequate 
and small as they are, fixed to a certainty by law. 
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The railway mail clerks are classified and have their salaries 
fixed to a certainty by law. 

But thisarmy of 10,750 clerks have no proper classification, and 
they are the only employés of the Government who, having en- 
tered the service after competition, have no fixed salaries. 

Prior to March, 1889, there was practically no legislation on 
this subject, except the statute authorizing allowances to post- 
masters for expenditures for the necessary cost of clerical serv- 
ices. 

The Pendleton act prescribed that within sixty days it shail 
be the duty of the Postmaster-General, under general conform- 
ity to section 163, to separately arrange in classes the employés 
of the Post-Office Department, but that section has been con- 
strued as referring only to Department clerks, and no practical 
scheme for classifying and compensating post-office clerks was 
ever prepared or put into effect until March 2, 1889, and that 
scheme was contained in an appropriation bill, and is still in 
operation. 

Under it estimates, or, as Postmaster-General Vilas styled 
them, ‘‘ guesses,” as to the probable cost of clerk hire, are sub- 
mitted to Congress. Sometimes the full amount of these esti- 
mates or guesses has been allowed, and sometimes it has been 
somewhat reduced. 

The amount for clerk hire for all the peost-offices is, however, 
appropriated in bulk. Then the chief of salary and allowance 
division allots a certain amount to each post-office where clerks 
are employed. 

I do not mean to reflect at all on the present chief of that 
greatdivision. I am commenting on asystem tolerated by Con- 
gress by which achief of a bureau, without any proper legal re- 
striction, is permitted to parcel out millions upon millions of 
dollars. By the last Post-Office appropriation bill $9,700,000 were 
appropriated for clerk hire. That sum will, without any instruc- 
tions framed into law, be parceled out by the chief of the division 
of salaries and allowances. 

Here is a system, or want of system, that no well-managed 
business concern would tolerate. Here is asystem,or want of » 
system, grossly inconsistent with the proper administration of 
even any onal department of the Government. Here is a con- 
dition of affairs that concentrates in one man. a chief of a bu- 
reau, a power that no other official in the land possesses; a 
power which, if used arbitrarily, would lead to the most serious 
complications. 

Alter the chief of the salary and allowance division makes to 
the various post-offices the allotments I have described, the post- 
masters assign clerks to salaries. 

To me it is astounding that this plan, from which necessarily 
so much unfairness and inequality in the matter of salaries re- 
sults, has not long since been corrected. 

Under the present plan clerks have no certain fixed salaries. 
A clerk receiving $900 this year may be cut to $700 next year. 
His work being exactly the same, he never knows whether he 
will get a cut in his salary. 

Mr. LOUD. He knows it will not be raised. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Of course he does. His salary depends, as | 
have said, first, on the amount appropriated by Congress; then 
on the sum allotted to his postmaster by the chief of the salary 
and allowance division, and finally on the whim or caprice of the 
postmaster of his office. 

Mr. BOATNER. Right there, if the gentleman will permit 
me: Is he not aware that in the Departments at Washington, 
and throughout the country generally, it frequently occurs that 
a clerk will be receiving a salary of $1,600, $1,400 or $1,200 a 
year for doing work which requires less capacity and less know!- 
edge than that done by another clerk who receives but $900 or 
$1,000 a year. 

Mr. DUNPHY. I donot think you can get any chief of a De- 
partment who will admit that such a condition as that exists, 
and I am not familiar, I will state to the gentleman, with that 
condition of affairs. 

Mr. BOATNER. And is it not true that promotion here 
means simply, as a rule, an increase of salary without changing 


| the character or the amount of work to be done? 


Mr. DUNPHY. I do not know as tothat. I think not. 
Mr. BOWERS of California. Will the gentleman allow me 


Mr. DUNPHY. Certainly. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. We understand, do we not, that 
under the present system one official in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment fixes arbitrarily the amount which shall be applied to the 
various post-offices which are entitled to clerks, and fixes their 
compensation and changes it from year to year and time to 
time to suit his own whim and convenience? 

Mr. DUNPHY. Congress appropriates in bulk the amounts 
to be used for clerk hire in the various post-offices throughout 
the country, and then when it comes to the Post-Office Depart- 
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ment, the chief of the salary and allowance division allots to 
each post-office entitled to a clerk the sum he thinks sufficient 
for compensation. The postmaster at the office selects the 
clerk and fits the salary to him. 

Mr. QUIGG. Will my colleague allow me an interruption? 

Mr. DUNPHY. Certainly. 

Mr. QUIGG, In other words, Congress gives to the chief 
of the salary and allowance division the tremendous sum of $20,- 
000,000, which he at his own will distributes all over the coun- 
try according as he sees fit, without any rule of distribution 
fixed by Congress. 

Mr. DUNPHY. About half of that sum. 

Mr. QUIGG. Yes; $10,000,000. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. QUIGG. And is it nota fact that that is the situation 
this bill seeks to cure? 

Mr. DUNPHY. That is one of the evils the bill is intended 
to correct. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But the gentleman applies a heroic remedy 
which involves an additional charge on the people of this coun- 
try of $2,140,000 a year. I have a letter from the Postmaster- 
General in that connection which I will submit presently. 

Mr. DUNPHY. There is no question, and it is not pretended 
that this will not increase to some extent the amount allowed 
for clerk hire. But I wish the gentleman to understand that 
the real object of the bill was not to increase salaries, but to 
classify the clerical force in the post-offices throughout the 
eee It seems to be a necessary result of a classification 
which is regarded as important, that the appropriations should 
be somewhat increased. 

A clerk now doing a certain kind of work in one first-class 
office receives but one-half the salary of a clerk discharging 
similar duties in another first-class office. 

Many instances exist where two clerks work side by side in 
the same office; doexactly the same kind of work, and yet one re- 
ceives twice the compensation of the other, who, in many cases, 
is the better clerk of the two. Many instances exist where one 
clerk performs a higher grade of work than another, and still 
receives a smaller compensation than that man working in the 
same room with him. 

These inequalities and this unfairness exist all over the coun- 


try. They existed prior to March 2, 1889, and the act of that | 


date was intended to correct them. It has, however, totally 
failed. The mostthatcan be claimed as having flowed from that 
act are, first, the reduction of the pay of some high-salaried em- 
ployés, and secondly, the grading of salaries in even hundreds 
of dollars. The act never, however, corrected the evils it was 
aimed at. The system is just the same now as it always has 
saat Uncertainty, injustice, are still the essentials of its opere- 
on. 

When the postal service was small and young the evils of this 
system may have been few, but now itis one of the greatest busi- 
ness concerns in the world. It has outgrown the ancient sys- 
tem. Now that more than ten thousand men are engaged as 
clerks in it, its indefiniteness, ern and unfairness are, 
to say the least, deplorable, and we shou d not hesitate to rem- 
edy them. Congress has regulated the pay of all other clerks, 
of all other employés. It has fixed not only the salary, butina 
number of instances has fixed the hours of labor. Why should 
this army of clerks be denied equal fair treatment? Are the 
less intelligent? Is less skill required of them? Is their wor 
soeasy? Are their hours so short? 

The records of the Post-Office Department will show that but 
twenty persons apply for appointment as clerks to every one 
hundred that a ply for appointment as carriers. This propor- 
tion exists to all other employés of the Post-Office Department, 
except the railway mail clerks. And why is it so? Because 
all the others have a regular salary fixed by law; their hours of 
labor are regulated by law; they work eight hours a day for six 
days in the week, and are entitled to pay for overtime. 

ut how is it with the clerk? He works seven days in the 
week. He works from twelve to sixteen hours a day in many 
instances. Never less than twelve hours and very frequently 
as 7 as sixteen hours. His work is indoors,in crowded, 
poorly lighted, badly ventilated rooms, and at times in cellars; 
and then, it is only an intelligent, well-informed, active, healthy 
man that can do the work at all. 

When the late Hon. S. S. Cox said of the post-office clerks 
that ‘they receive less pay, work more hours, and perform more 
onerous and indispensible duties than perhaps any other offi- 
cials in the Government service,” he said what, in my judgment, 
is absolutely correct. And notwithstanding all these things, 
ow are as to their salaries, still left to the mere chances of an 
antiquated system. 

The railway mail clerks are paid a definite salary, graded by 
law, running from $800 to $1,400 per annum. They are eligible 
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for higher positions in the service, and they are given frequent 
periods of rest. The letter-carriers have their salaries, inade. 
quate as they are, graded by law, have an eight-hour law, ang 
a leave-of-absence law. F 
The clerks have none of these. Their pay, their tenure of oy. 
fice, their hours of work, are all dependent on the whims of the 
Department, regulated by a system at least half a century out o! 
date. o 
The bill now before the House proposes to correct these eyi}> 
these inequalities, this uncertainty, and this unfairness. [| pro- 
oses to put the clerks in classes, to fix their salaries, to recy. 
ate entrance into and promotion in the service. It is true. jt 
will necessitate increased expenditures for clerk hire. It wij] 
increase the appropriations for the pay of clerks about $1,650.. 
000, but no person believes that in post-office matters our sole 
aim should to make that Departmenta self-sustaining Depart- 


ment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I quite agree with the gentleman in that 
proposition. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Every citizen in the land wants to see th, 
post-office business brought as near to perfection as possib'e, 
Every-fair minded citizen wants all Governmentemployés treated 
with equal fairness. 

Many citizens do complain about increased appropriations for 
maintaining a great standing Army. 

Many citizens do complain about large appropriations for an 
increase of our Navy. 

Many complain about large appropriations for coast defenses 
and such other things. 

The money that pays for these is raised by taxation. 

But no man in the land will complain when increased appro 
priations, intended to cure defects in and to extend the efliciency 
of the Post-Office Department, are made. 

The money that pays for that is not raised by taxation upon the 
people. It comes as a direct result of the service. 

There is not only no complaint from any section against (his 
measure, but it is everywhere commended, and the people, who 
know the evils that it is aimed at, are surprised that Congress 
should not oe o have corrected them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DUNPHY. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral recommend the passage of this bill now? 

Mr. DUNPHY. The Postmaster-General recommends the 
passage of this bill now. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In the most unqualified terms. 

Mr. QUIGG. Right away. 

Mr. DUNPHY. And the last six Postmasters-General have 
been importuning Congress to pass such a bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understood that he recom- 
mended that it should go into effect on the Ist of July, 1%. 

Mr. DUNPHY. He recommends that the bill be passed now, 
to go into effect at that time. 

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, we will wait until 
July, 1895, to pass it. 

Mr. MONEY. Why does the gentleman want that done’ 

Mr. DUNPHY. The Postmaster-General has recommended ii 
to the committee, and we have adopted his suggestion, because 
he knew there was no likelihood of this bill passing through this 
House at an early date, that it could scarcely pass through the 
Senate before the nextsession, and he wanted the time between 
its —— and the Ist of July to prepare the classification. 

Mr. MONEY. What I wanted to know was why the Post 
master-General wanted this bill to take effect in 1895 instead 0 
immediately. 

Mr. DUNPHY. In order, as I have already stated to you. \ 
enable him to arrange the classification. , 

Mr. MONEY. Did he not state in a letter you have there that 
it would increase the expenditures of the Government $2.140,\'". 
and that on account of the hard times and the condition o! t% 
Treasury he would like to postpone it? 

Mr. DUNPHY. The biil I had the honor of introducing © 
this subject was submitted to the Postmaster-General for t' 
purpose of obtaining his views on it and getting from the th«0 
chief of the division of salaries and allowances the estimated «0°' 
of the same. The Postmaster-General sent back his letter, ro 
ommendiug certain amendments, and they have been incorpo 
rated in the bill. When the bill was changed in accordance with 
his recommendation, the amount, which at first was calculated 
at $2,140,000, was cut down to about $1,640,000. 

That is the amount of the increase that will be necessary: 
There is no attempt to make it less than it actually is, Dut od 
figures mentioned by the gentleman were based upon the ol 
bill. This bill that qs now before the House will necessitate “0 
increased appropriation of about $1,650,000. 
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Mr. QUIGG. And that appropriation will not occur within | Something happens, and he iscompelled to resign or is removed. 
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this Congress? Se Lae 

Mr. DUNPHY. Not within this Congress. 

Mr. STRAUS. Not within this fiscal year? 

Mr. DUNPHY. Not within this fiscal year, or this Congress. | 
Now, I should like to have the House understand where this in- | 
erease will goto, Between the postmaster of every city and the | 
real clerks there are anumber of high officials. ‘There is the as- 
sistant postmaster, the superintendent of the money order divis- 
jov, the superintendent of mails, the superintendent of delivery, 
andthereare others. There areaboutone thousand six hundred 
and thirty-eight of these high officials between the postmasters 
and the real clerks. : 

There was no attempt to increase the salaries of these 1,638 
officials, but there was an attempt, and it has been a successful 
attempt, I think, to fix their salaries evenly, to give the even 
salaries to the same grades. That has brought about an aver- 
age increase in the salary of each one of these 1,638 employés, 
of about $1.61 a month. Now, if we were aftera bill to increase 
salaries, do you think we would have kept the increase down to 
¢1.61a month? There was no intention to increase the salaries. 
The intention of the bill was to make a proper classification. 

The money called for in the increased appropriation made 
necessary by this bill will go to clerks who are now getting $300 
and $100 and $500 a year, clerks who are working twelve hours | 
a day and getting starvation wages, clerks who are working 
sixteen hours a day, in cellars, and who are paid by this Gov- 
ernment for their services at the rate of $25 a month. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. DUNPHY. Just wait a moment. This bill proposes to 
let such clerks enter the service at higher salaries—at $600 a 

a year, or$50 a month. It gives them the second year $700, and | 
gradually increases their salaries to $3800 and $900, and that is 
the highest limit to clerks in the second class. Then, after 
years of service, after years of intelligent efforts which have 
made them efficient, they will go into the first class and their 
salaries begin at $1,000 and will go to the highest point, $1,400, 
which is the present limit. 

This classification bill is notintended to raise the higher sal- 
aries, An effect of it will be to raise the small salaries, giving | 
aclerk who now receives $300 a year an opportunity to earn a 
fair living, to support himself, and to maintain and educate his 
family. 

Mr. QUIGG. May I ask the gentleman another question? 

Mr. DUNPHY. Yes. I will yield to the gentleman in a mo- 
ment. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] desires to ask 
me a question, and I should like to yield to him first. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ishould like to have the gentleman give the 
name of some office in which any clerk is performing duty ata 
salary of $300 a year. 

Mr. DUNPHY. New York, Philadelphia, Boston, Pittsburg, 
Chieago, Cincinnati, Brooklyn—— 

Mr. KILGORE. That is not the case in the smaller offices 
down in our country. 2 

Mr. DUNPHY. There are no clerks in the fourth-class post- 
offices. 

Mr. KILGORE. In the third-class post-offices? 

Mr. DUNPHY. There are no clerks in the third-class post- 
offices, except where thereare distributing centers, where lines 
of railways connect or cross each other. 

Mr. KILGORE. Thereare clerks in all of them. | 





_Mr. DUNPHY. No, only separating clerks at railway cross- 
ings. The clerks [ speak of are real post-office clerks, who do 
the work and do not get proper pay for it. 

Mr. HERMANN. 
separating offices? 

Mr. DUNPHY. It affects their salaries in this way: The 
least they get now is $400 year. This makes them enter the 
service at $609 a year, and they can go up to $900. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then that affects even fourth-class post- 


How does this bill affect the clerks in the 





offices? 
Mr. DUNPHY. 
offices. This bill does not touch any offices except first and 


second-class offices. 

Mr. QUIGG. Will my friend allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. DUNPHY. Yes. 

Mr. QUIGG. The gentleman has explained that this bill is 
not intended to raise salaries. Now, is it not a fact that the in- 
creased expenditure which will result from the passage of this 
bill, of a little more than a million and a half of dolla rs, is be- 
cause the clerks do not now actually receive the money which 
under the allowance of the chief of the allowance division they 
are theoretically to receive? 

Mr. DUNPHY. That iscorrect. Now, suppose, for example, 
in a post-office there is a clerk at $1,200 a year, or $100 a month. 
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There are no clerks in fourth-class post- 


| The clerk at $1,100 a year, who is next to him, has a right to ex- 
| pect that he will be promoted. 
| however. 


There will be nosuch promotion, 
That $1,200 place is taken and split into three, and 
three men are employed at $400 a year There is no system at 
all in the matter. These clerks never know what their salary 
will be. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
nates? 

Mr. DUNPHY. I have told you twice. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is it not done in the post-office itself? Does 
not somebody in the post-office regulate the pay these clerks 
shall receive? 

Mr. DUNPHY. The postmasters are obliged to submit to the 
Postmaster-General roster's— 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that. 

Mr. DUNPHY. A list of the clerks and the salaries recom- 
mended. The roster of New York comes on, with its 1,100 or 
1,200 clerks’ names on it, the salary they are getting, and the 
salary that the postmaster recommends. Of course he never 
recommends a reduction. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does not the postmaster control that matter 
in a majority of instances? 

Mr. DUNPHY. No. The roster comes on here and is sub- 
mitted to the Postmaster-General. He submits it to the chief 
of the division of salaries and allowances. You go to the chief 
of the division of salaries and allowances and say that Cincin- 
nati has got to have more clerks, and he agrees with you and 
gives them to you. Then how does it affect Brooklyn, Pitts- 
burg, and other places? Either they doaway with clerks or cut 
down some salaries. 

Mr. KILGORE. But that does not answer the question I 
have submitted, that the pay of these clerks holding the lower 
positions is controlled by the postmaster himself. He recom- 
mends that they shall have $300 or $400 a year. 

Mr. DUNPHY. He has nothing to do with determining what 
they shall receive. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
tion. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Yes; he may recommend, but the pay, the 
salary actually given, depends upon the appropriation. 

Mr. KILGORE. And if the appropriation is not sufficient to 
cover all, then he scales it pro rata. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Thereis no pro rata about it. 

Mr. KILGORE. He scales it. 

Mr. DUNPHY. He may scale it in one place and not touch 
any other place. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
may get $300. 

Mr. DUNPHY. He may, and often does. 

Mr. KILGORE. If the postmasters in each of these offices 
would recommend a little more for the clerks who get the low- 
est salaries and a little less for those who receive the higher 
compensation they might get it to fit all around. 

Mr. QUIGG. That is what we want to correct in this bill. 

Mr. DUNPHY. We want to make asystem by which every 
clerk in the post-office, right from the postmaster down to the 
mes:enger, including every official in the business, will have 
his salary regulated by law, and a fair salary. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 


Who fixes up the salaries of these subordi- 


He is the man who makes the recommenda- 


It is scaled. 


And the man who is recommended for $00 


question? 
Mr. DUNPHY. Certainly. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Is it not true that Congress, without a 


single exception, or substantially without an exception, has 
granted the Post-Office Department the full amount of their 
estimates for clerk hire for the last ten or twelve years? 

Mr. DUNPHY. No, sir: I think you are mistaken about that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I know we did in this Congress. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Yes; it wasdone in thisCongress, but this is 
the first time in my experience here. 

Mr. BINGHAM. IT will ask the gentleman to state, as a mat- 
ter of previous examination of this immediate question, if itis not 
true that the post-office clerks are the lowest paid of any subor- 
dinate force of the Government, and that the average compensa- 
tion for the 10,000 clerks in the post-offices is 3700 a year; that 
is, taking the high salaries and the low salaries, they are the 
poorest-paid force of this Government? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman ought to know from his 
experience as postmaster in Philadelphia. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I want to makeanother statement, and that 
is, that these men receive no leave of absence with pay the same 
as is paid to the letter-carriers and the clerks in the Depart- 
ments, the employés in the Printing Office, and in the bureau 
of Printing and Engraving, nor do they receive any allowance 
for sickness. 
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Mr. DUNPHY. That is right, sir. c 

Mr. KILGORE. Will you allow me to ask you a question in 
that connection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
question? 

Mr. DUNPHY. I want to show the inequalities that are al- 
lowed to exist between these employ¢s and all other employés 
in the Post-Office and other Departments. 

Mr. KILGORE. But here is the infirmity of your whole state- 
ment—— 

Mr. DUNPHY. Just wait a moment. I do not think that it 
is correct to say that the carriers do more work than these clerks 
do. The carriers work six days in the week for eight hours in 
thi da 

Mr. 
day. 

A MEMBER. One hour on Sundays. 

Mr. DUNPHY. They work six days in the week substan- 
tially. When they work more than eight hours a day they get 
paid for overtime; and they have a leave-of-absence law. 

That is all right. I am not finding any fault with that. I 
approve of it, and I believe that they ought to have a consider- 
ably increased salary. The postal rahuan clerks and the carriers 
have their sal vies fixed by law. The postal railway clerks do 
not work thirteen or fourteen hours a , as stuted by the gen- 
tleman from Jllinois [Mr. Hopkins]; their average work is 
only about eight hours a day, including days that they are off 
and days that they are on. They get frequent periods of rest, 
and besides that, they are eligible for higher positions in the 





May I ask the gentléman a 


y. 
MERCER. They work seven days. They work on Sun- 


ice, 

These clerks, on the contrary, work seven days in the week 
from twelve to sixteen hours a day, in crowded ldings, with 
artificial light, with the thermometer sometimes as high as 106, 
as it has ben in New York recently; they have no leave-of-ab- 
sence law, they have no tenure-df-office law, they have no sala- 
ries fixed by law; they have noue of the advantages that the 
other oeanee sof the Department have. 

This bill proposes to fix their salaries. It p es to regu- 
late entrance into and promotion in that service. It will take 
away from the division of salaries and allowances the arbitrary 
power whieh it now has of disbursing every year, without legal 
restriction, some $10,000,000 of the people’s money, and, gener- 
ally, will correct evils in the Department and promote the ef- 
— of the post-office system. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand the gentlemanfrom New York 
to auy that there are, connected with these large offices, many 
higher officials who get big salaries —— 

Mr. DUNPHY. 1 did not say that they got big salaries. 

Mr. KILGORE. They work, I suppose, about taree hours a 
day. 

Mr. DUNPHY. No, sir. 
the clerks do, 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, they get well paidfor it. Now, there 
is no proposition here, I understand, to classify their salaries 
down in order that the pay of these clerks may be increased? 

Mr. DUNPHY. Will the gentleman from Texas permit me 
to nsk him a question? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Will you help me to get a vote on this bill 
te-day? [Laughter.} 

Mr. KILGORE. No, sir; because I think it isan unjust bill 
all along the line. And besides, we have not got votes enough 
here just now. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman from 
New York tell us whether there is any difficulty in getting 
clerks to take these places now? 

Mr. DUNPHY. In reply to that I will say that for every 
one hundred applicants for the positions as carriers there are 
only twenty for these clerical positions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But still, there are plenty 
applying for them. 

r. DUNPHY. Oh, yes; there are applicants enough. 

Mr. STRAUS. Many of whom, probably, could not fill the 
places if — p got them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. So that the Government 
pays enough now for the service. 

Mr. DUNPHY. This bill will fix positively the salaries of all 
the clerks from the postmaster down. 

As to the principal employés, the change will necessitate a 
small increase in the salary of some of them. There was no 
idea, however, of increasing any salary. Where, amongst these 

incipal ats a salary is increased to some slight extent 
tis the result of an attempt to establish a uniform system—a 
— — on exact equality among the same grade and class 
of en.ployés. 

When you come to the clerks in the first-class post-offices, the 


They work more hours than even 
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bill intends that they shall be divided into two classes. 1} 
per cent of clerks are put in a class called the first class, an, |) 
rest inaclass called the second class. In the first class ; 
will be five grades. One-fifth of the clerks will be in the 
grade, with salaries at $1,400; one-fifth in the second grade. wis) 
salaries at $1,300; one-fifth in the third grade, with salaries .: 
$1,200; one-fifth in the fourth grade, with salaries at $1,100: , 
fifth in the fifth-graie, with salaries at $1,000, There yw 
about 2,750 of these first-class clerks. 

The second-class clerks in the first-class post-offices wi\] | 
after enter the service at 3600, and shall receive an any 
crease until $900 is reached. All appointments to the firs; , 
are to be made from the second class. 

There are about 2,750 of these second-class clerks. The esi. 
mated increase for these 5,500 clerks under this proposed ¢),s,). 
fication will be $1,040,050. 

In the first-class post-offices there will be and there are 1.4. 
employés classified as clerks, but designated as assistant pos:. 
masters, superintendents, assistant superintendents, auditor 
foremen, and chief clerks. The increase in the salaries of thos, 
1,638 persons under this preposed classification. will be $334 .)7). 
an inerease for each person of about $1.61 a month. 

In the second-class post-offices there is practically no chan: 

Originally, the bill provided for the creation of an assistan; 
postmaster in second-class post-offices, but.i:pon the recommendi- 
tion of the Postmaster-General this provision has been strick 
out. 

Let me say that this bill meets with the most hearty approva 
of Postmaster-General Bissell. Of all the bills intended to \y 
ter the service of his great Department, this one seems to hi 
to be the must important and is filled, as he has expressed t 
me, with merit. 

Let me say in conclusion that every one of the last six |’ 
masters-General have strongly reeommended favorable ac' 
by Congress in such a measure as this. Every one of them has 
protested against the antiquated system now in force, and ever 
ove of them has claimed that substantial, great benefits to | 
post-office system would certainly follow the enactment of suc 
measure as this. 

Mr. DUNPHY. 
[Mr. Loup}. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I[ recognize the fact—otherwis 
I should not attempt at this late hour to say a word upon this 
question—that there is a power in this House which has dcter- 
mined that this bill shall not pass. I regret to see that the: 
are honorable members of this body who have not sought to in- 
vestigate the justice and equity contained in this bill, but have 
thrown themselves back upon the proposition that the bill c 
riesa large amount of money and therefore it should not | 
I am one of those who believe in justice and equity in the v: 
ous Government Departments as well as elsewhere. 

A letter-carrier now enters the service at a salary of $60) 
the first year. The second year he receives $800, and th 
year $1,000. That is the salary@ixed by law. I will not 
to discuss the question whether it is too much or too little: i' 
the salary fixed by law. Now,I think it requires quite 
a degree of intelligence and capacity to perform the dut 
post-office clerk. I have served myself as clerk in a post 
and know something about the duties. A clerk may ent 
service to day at $300, and there will be hardly any reason 
chance for him ever to receive more than $600. Some gen! 
man has asked whether there are not plenty of applicant 
these places. 

1 suppose there would be plenty applicants if the sal 
not more than $200 a year, but 1 believe that we, as leg 
ors, ought to look at this question from a higher, more +us'. 
more equitable standpoint thanthat. Thegentlemanfrom | 
{Mr. KrLuGORE] asks whether the postmasters fix the s 111: 
the clerks. I answer, yes: the postmaster in every post-' 
this country substantially fixes the salaries of the : 
clerks. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, why could not we take a little 0! | 
salaries of those higher officials to supplement the low "les 
of the lower officials and bring them up to what the genticman 
thinks the ae level? : 

Mr. LOUD. I will consider that question ina moment. 
us take as an illustration the post-oilice in my own city 0! © 
Francisco. The salary and allowance division of the Ver: 
ment allows so much money to that office for clerk hire. +4 4e'° 
isso much work to be done, and the postmaster has to emp °) 
enough men to do that work. The gentleman from Texss 6's" 
gests that wo might take enough oi! the higher salaries 0h \ 
the salaries of the clerks. aes 

Let us for a moment consider that proposition. In any ‘rs'- 
class office, with, perhaps, two hundred clerks, there are ® '° 
higher officials, the postmaster, whose salary is fixed by» 


I yield now to the gentleman from Califor 
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the assistant postmaster, who receives a reasonable salary; 
the superintendent of mails, and the superintendent of the 
money-order office. There is also the superintendent of car- 
riers, but his pay comes out of the appropriation for the car- 
rier service. There you have four persons in that office who 
receive reasonable salaries. The superintendents of mails re- 
ceive, on an average, perhaps about $2,000, even in such large 
offices as of San l’rancisco. 

Now, 1 do not see that there ismuch room for scaling the sala- 
ries of four men who to-day are receiving only a reasonable com- 
pensation and bringing up the salaries of 150 or 200 clerks to 
what is reasonable. 


1 want togive the gentleman from Texas and other gentlemen | ‘" 


some figuresshowing what these post-office clerks are receiving. 


The statistics to which [ refer-were collected.a yearago. There 
are in the service something over 10,000 clerks; 4,666 of these 
are receiving $900 or less per annum. 

In the Boston post-ofliee, for instance, there are 42 clerks re- 
ceiving $600 a year who have served one year, 37 two years, 22 
three years, 15 four years, 2 five years, 4 six years, 11 eight 
years. Youvwill find a similar state of affairs throughout the 
whole United States. Instead of there being the possibility of 
an increase of:salary for any clerk inour post-ofliees to-day there 
is no possibility of it-whatever. I will take the office in my own 
city as an illustration. There the maximum salary allowed by 
law for clerks is $1,400. There is not to-day a single clerk in 
that.office receiving $1,400. 

Mr. KILGORE. Are there any clerks in post-offices receiv- 
Ing as small a salary as $300? 

Mr.LOUD. Ido not think so. 

Mr. KILGORE. Such figures as that have been paraded here 
a-good deal -by the advoeates of this bill. 

Mr.LOUD. There are 32 clerks in the Chicago office receiv- 
ing 400 a year; there are quite a number -in different offices 
receiving $500. I donotknow of any $300clerks. 

Mr. KILGORE. These clerks occupying subordinate places— 
are they men or women? 

Mr. LOUD. Most of them are:men. There sare very!few 
women employed in ‘the post-offices:of the country. Outof, say, 
200 clerks there would not be more than 10-or 12 \ladies.em- 
ployed. 

In‘my own city:at the beginning of the last fiseal year clerks 
who thad ‘been receiving $1,200a year (and many of them had 
been in the service a great number of years) were redueed to 
$1,100; clerks who had been receiving ‘$1,100 were redueed to 
$1,000. And so on through the whole office. Such is the eondi- 
tion generally throughout the whole United States. 

While fam aware that certain gentlemen have determined that 
this bill shall not pass, I want to say to members of the House 
that it proposes but a simpleact of justice to specify by law what 
salaries the clerks in these post-offices shall receive. Under 
this bill but a very small number of these clerks can by any pos- 
sibility ever attain the salary of $1,200. The passage of this 
billis an act of justice which ought to be consummated to-day, 
although it may cost a million and a half dollars or more. 

i yield back the floor to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Mr. Chairman, I.yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Missouri {Mr. DocKERY]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, a moment ago Lasked the 
gentleman in charge of this bill whether it: was not the habit of 
Congress to appropriate the full amount of the estimates for 
clerk hire in post-offices. 1 find that for the fiscal year 189i the 
estimate was $7,590,0.0, the appropriation $7,390,000; for the 
fiscal year 1892 the estimate was $3,249,000, the appropriation 
$8,060,000; for 1893 the estimaie was $8,460,000, the appropria- 
tion $38,000,000; for 1894 the estimate was $8,860,000, the appro- 
priation the same; for 1895 the estimate was $9,700,000, and the 
appropriation the same. It thus appears that for the fiscal 
years 1891, 1892, and 1493 the appropriations fell slightly below 
the-estimate; but for the fiscal years 1804. and 1895 the appro- 
priations were up to the maximum of the estimate. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to place in the RECORD, without read- 
ing it in full, a letter from the Postmaster-General relating to 
this measure. 
b'll originally introduced by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
oe which, as he states, has been amended by the com- 
mittee. 1 will read but a single paragraph of this letter: 


In view of the excessive falling off in rece‘; :3 for the present fiscal year, 
and the large deficiency that will necessarily tollow, and in view of the fact 
that the enactment of this bill into a law would probably increase the sal- 
aries for clerks avout $2,140,000, | deem it wise to postpone the time when 
this bill shall go into effect to not earlier than July 1, 1895. 


The gentleman from New York states ‘that this bill has been 
amended so that instead of involving an increase. of 82,140,000 it 


It is dafed February 14, 1894, and refers to the | 
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involves an increase of but $1,640,00UVor $1,650,000. So thatthis | 


bill as amended carries more than a million and a half addi- 


| Inaster-General may prescribe. 
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just read that Congress has never in any year of the last five 
years reduced the appropriation for clerk hire as much as $400, 
0UU below the estimates. 

[ incorporate in my remarks the letter towhich I have re- 


ferred: 





















OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENBRAL, 
Wa j D. U., February 14, 1994. 

Str: Thave the honor to acknowledge your esteemed favor of recent date, 
inclosing for my consideration H. R. bill 56, and asking * my views on the 
same. in reply I bey leave to saythat I believe a bill for the reclassification 
of clerks in first and second-class pos 28, and tix the salaries of the 
same, should be passed by Congress and sine a it. 56 seems to 
meet more fully the approval of the post ice clerks, as i through 
their National Association and officers, and the approva tmasters 
throughout the country to a greater de e than any other the same 
subject that has been presented to mo f ~onsideration 

[un view of* the excessive falling off in receipts for the present fi 
and the large deficiency that will necessarily follow, and in view o 
that the enactment of this bill into a law would probably increase the 
ries for clerks about 82, 140,000, I deem it wise to postpone the t wh 
bill shall go into effect to not earlier than July 1, 18v5. 

[ respectfully suggest the following amendments: Strike out ti 
‘““two,”’ page 1, line 6, and insert in Meu thereof the word ‘five 

Strike out the word ‘‘six,”’ in line 20, page 2, and insert in lieu there he 
word “‘five.”’ Strike out in line 23, page 2, the words * twenty-six hundred 
dollars;’’ and in line 24, page 2, strike out the word “eight and insert in 
lieu thereof the word ‘‘six.’’ Strikeout on page 2, line 32, the words *' finan 


clerks, bookkeepers, and.”’ 

Amend by striking on page 4, the words beginning with the word *‘ exeept 
in line 84, and ending with the word “‘annum "in line 88. This araendmen 
ILdeem necessary from the fact that acommission appointed by the Px 


Office Department, is now considering the redistricting of the city of New 
York, and what are now stations “A” and “ D,” “E’*’.and “FE” may no 
the limits of the same under the action of ‘this commission. If tne « 
mittee deem it necessary to cover this pointon the line suggeste! byt 
words stricken out, I suggest that the words “two thousand,” in line 83, be 
stricken out, and the words ‘two thousand five hundred '’ be Inserted in licu 


thereof. 

Amend page 5, line 92, by striking out the words ‘or chief clerks "' and in 

erting in.lieu thereof the words “of crews."’ I would suggest that if the 

committee think ‘that the foreman of crews in one office of the first class 
might beentitlied to moresalary than the foreman of crews in another office 
of the samo class, they could arrange the salaries to run from $1,000 to 21,400 
Strike out, on page 5, lines 94, 95,96, 97,98,99, and 100. On page 5, line 101, 
strike outthe word “four ’’ and insert in Heu thereof the word “ six:"’ and 
in line 103;page 5, strike out the word “‘twelve’ and insert in Meu thereof 
the word ‘“‘fourteen.’’ Insert inline 105, page 5, after the word ‘carpenter 
and before the words “waste paper,” the word “‘and.’’ Strike out on page 
5, line 106, the word ‘‘and,’* after the word “examiner,’’ and in line 106, page 
5, tne -words ‘: general utility clerks, four,’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ three." 

Strike out in line 107, page 5, the word “nine” and insert in lieu thereo! 
the-word ‘‘eight.”" Amend by inserting after the word “‘anoum”’ in bine 104, 
page 5,.the following words: “And general ntility employés may be allowed 
by the Department ata salary notexceeding MOueach, who, after six months 
continuous service, may be promoted to the minimum grade of second-class 
clerks at asalary of $600.”’ 

On page 6, line 119,strike out:the word “classes ’’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word ‘‘ grades." After the word ‘annum "’ in line fv, page 6, insert th 
following words: “except general utility employ¢s as herein provided 
Strike out on page 6, lines 129, (beginning with the word “all,’’) 190, 131, 122, 
133, 134, 135, 146, 137, and. 138, and insert in lieu thereof the following word All 
appointments to the service shall be made to clerkships of the second class 
andno appointment to the first classshall be made except by promotion 
the second class. All promotions from the second to the tirst class 
promotions within the first class, shall be made from the next lower grade 

ipon a basis of efficiency and length of service, under such rules as the Post 
No clerk shall receive a leas salary a r 
the passage of thisact than he wasreceiving prior thereto, and no cleric shall 
be reduced from a higherto a lower grade atter his assigninent thereto 
less properly redueeu by reason of his inefficiency or inability to perform 
the duties connected with such higher grade.”’ 

Amend by striking out in line 143, page 7, the words ‘‘ninety-two”'’ and In 
sert.in lieu thereof ‘‘ninety-five.’’ Onpage7 strike out lines 145 and I4 nd 


i) 


irom 


1d all 


insert in lieu thereof * chief clerk, six classes, graded, in even hundreds of 
loliars, from $1,000 to $1,500, according tothe salary of the postmaster 
Amend by striking out the words, beginning with theword “except line 
150, pave 7, and ending with the word “annum,” line 151,page7. Strike out 
the word ‘‘stampers’’ in line 155, page 7. Amend by inserting after the 
word “annum,” tine 157, page 7, the following: “And general utility em- 


ployés may be allowed by the Post-Office Department at a salary not ex- 


ceeding #800, who, after six months’ continuous service,may be promoted to 
$400 per annum, and after twelve months’ continuous service from original 
employment may receive the minimum salary of second class clerks, n aly, 
| $600 per annum.” 
Very respectfully, 
W. S. BISSELL 
Postmaster-General 
Hon. Joun S. HENDERSON, 
Chairman Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C 
Mr. DUNPHY. I would like to say to the gentleman from 
Missouri that when, in 1889, they passed the so-called classi fica- 
tion bill, the one that is now inoperation, it was contained ip an 


appropriation bill; and by the very bill in which was the class- 
ification there were $350,000 less appropriated than was neces- 
sary to put it into effect; and it has been that way from that time 
They never got to what was intended by the act of 
1889. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. That is to say, they passed the law 
not appropriate the money to carry it into effect. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Thatis the exact condition. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But for the last two years the amo 
been appropriated in full. 

Mr. MERCER. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
York a question, with his consent; if he can inform the House 


and did 


nt has 


tional compensation, whereas it appears from the figures Lhave |;how much money is paid into the United States Treasury as 
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profit by the several post-offices in the United States in large 
cities? For instance, in Omaha I think the net profit is over 
$200,000. In New York about four millions-—— 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MERCER. In Chicago about twoand a half millions; in 
Philadelphia three millions, and so on. Why, then, quibble 
about money in a question of this kind, when these offices re- 
turn such enormous results to the Government? 

Mr. DUNPHY. Well, there are 825 of these offices out of, I 
do not know how many thousands—— 

Mr. QUIGG. About 68,000. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Which produces 663 per cent of the entire 
revenues of the Department. 

Mr. LUCAS. Oflices where the work is done, 

Mr. DUNPHY. Yes, sir; and the work done here, it must be 
remembered, is work of which the small offices get the benefit, 
because the big offices prepare the mail and send it to the little 
offices, and all the officials there have to dois simply to untie 
the bundles and put the mail in the boxes. 

Mr. MERCER. The gentleman, of course, will understand 
that I favor the bill. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Certainly. I now ask unanimous consent 
that the time be extended to a quarter past 5 to-day, to enable 
gentlemen to make some remarks on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

Mr. KILGORE, I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas objects. 

Mr. KILGORE. We are to have a night session, and I do 
not think that we ought to force this additional work upon the 
employés here. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, if it were possible for the 
Post-Office Department to receive revenue under statute for 
the work that it does, even to-day, with a deficit staring it in 
the face of upwards of $15,000,000, it would pay its entire ex- 
penses and turn a surplus into the Treasury. It is the vast 
amount of matter going through the mails under the frank of 
the Government which so largely brings the Post-Office De- 
partment into deficiency; and continually, as a consequence, we 
are confronted with the statement that we should not do this 
or should not do that, in connection with the administration of 
the Department, because we are in deficioncy. I repeat, if the 
Government would pay for what it carries under its frank 
through the mails, the Post-Office Department would meet its 
obligations and pay a surplus into the Treasury. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me just there? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have only a few moments. 

Mr. Chairman, that which I have just stated is correct as a 
general proposition, the deficit in the revenues of the Depart- 
ment comes from the carriage of free mail matter. 

Mr. KILGORE. I am willing to surrender my franking priv- 
ilege; are you? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is only incidental to the Government. 

The post-office clerks are the only body of men employed in 
the Post-Office service not classified. The specific purpose of 
the bill under consideration is to do that which you do with the 
postal clerks and the letter carriers, indicate a specific line of 
work ts be performed, work so ——— hours, and receive so much 
compensation, increasing with each additional year until you 
reach the maximum under the statute. 

It is legislation for the purpose of improving and promoting 
the service, fhereby rendering tt moreefiicient. Under the pres- 
ent law and regulations the amount of the appropriation is 
$9,700,000 for the next fiscal year—an appropriation in bulk—and 
a division will be made under rules fixed by the Department. 

We do not thus legislate in this way with reference to the 
other Departments of the Government. You do not so provide 
in the War, the Treasury, the Post-Office, the Agricultural, In- 
terior, and the Navy Departments of the Government for cleri- 
cal force employed here in Washington. It is not a great lump 
sum, but your appropriation bills read so many clerks of class 1, 
so many of class ’, and so on to the end. You have classified 
the service, and the legislation is wise. 

Your own Postmaster-General simply asks that you may clas- 
sify these men so that a certain line of work, under a law the 
same as the carriers and postal clerks @re classified, shall re- 
ceive a fixed, specific, well-defined compensation for the work 
performed, with gradual promotion. ; 

Now, one word more in connection with this bill. As I have 
stated, these clerks are the poorest paid in the service. They 
get no leave of absence with salary allowances: they are allowed 
no leave of absence on account of sickness; they get nothing but 
limited, poor compensation—an average of less than $700 per 
annum. They are under the civil service rules and must be 
qualified for their work. 

Your legislation in the Post-Office appropriation bill has in- 
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creased the item for clerks over $900,000 for the next fiscal year 
Isubmit for the work the Department will do—the great dec: ease 
in view of business stagnation—it can be done within the present 
appropriation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894. There has 
been no percentage of increase in1894. There will be but alimited 
growth in the next year. This large increase the Department 
now enjoys—upwards of $900,000—willalmost enable the Postmas- 
ter-General to carry out the classification paragraphs contained 
inthe Dunphy bill. In fact,I am sure $400,000 additional would 
be all-sufficient. The bill enacted into law, going into operation 
June 30, 1895, would require no additional appropriation at this 
time. The clerks desire it; the Postmaster-General asks for 
it; it requires no money: good administration will be the result, 
and the people enjoy a better postal service. They have this 
right, for they who use the mails directly pay the expens:s, 

Mr. DUNPHY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour for a recess having arrived, the 
committee will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 

orted that that committee had had under consideration the bill 

. R. 56 and had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
LACEY, from to-day, for four days next week, on account of busi- 
ness of a public nature. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. DUNPHY. 1 ask unanimousconsent that gentlemen who 
have submitted remarks on the pending bill in committee may 
have permission to print. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I move toamend that by pro 
posing that all members be allowed to print remarks upon the 

ill. 


Mr. DUNPHY. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair willsuggest thatit might be bet- 
ter to limit the time within which this can be done. 

Mr. DUNPHY. Say within ten days. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Dun- 
PHY] asks unanimous consent that leave to print upon the bill 
which has just been underconsideration be granted for ten days. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WIiL- 
LIAMS] will perform the duties of the Chair at the evening ses- 
sion. The House will now, under the rule, take a recess until 
8 o'clock. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the House took a recess until 
8 o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House was cailed to order at 
8 o'clock p. m. by Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois, as Speaker 0 
tempore. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is in session under 
clause 3, Rule XXVI. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the pur- 

ose of considering bills on the Private Calendar under clause 

, Rule XXVI. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. DocKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
under the special order. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I am directed by 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions to ask unanimous consent 
that we begin with House bill 6041, Calendar number 3! 0, and 
consider only bills which have never yet been considered and 
bills of a character that have not been apposed at these evening 
sessions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. What are those? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The cases of widows remarried, 
divorced women, and things of that kind. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. And desertions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman had better fix the last 
clause of his request more specifically. | 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that we begin with the bill specified and go through 
then down the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana. 
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Mr. MARSH. I desire to ask the gentleman from Indiana a 
question. Is your object to consider only pension bills? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir: | have noright to ask that. 

Mr. MARSH. Is your object to consider bills to which there 
js no objection? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indinna. 
sidered before. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. STRONG. Yes, I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk willreport the first bill on the 
Calendar. 


Bills that have never been con- 


LOUISA C. CONWAY. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4935) to pension Louisa C. Conway. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that this bill, being one upon which the point of no 
quorum was m ide a week ago to-night, be passed over without 

rejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection that order 
made. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that we begin with Calendar number 371, the one 
indicated to me by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN. That order will be made, without any ob- 
jection. [Aftera pause.| ‘The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 


will be 


ALEXANDER P. MAGAAN, 

The first business called up was the bill(H. R. 4686) to correct 
the military record of Alexander P. Magaan, of Battery H, 
Fourth United States Artillery. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be. and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to cause the military record of Alexander P. Magaan, who 
enlisted as a private in Battery H, Fourth United States Artillery, on the 
&thday of July, 1816, and stands charged with having deserted on the 8th day 
of September, 1848, to be corrected by rem ving said charge of desertion 
and granting an honorable discharge to said soldier, it appearing that he 
didnot desert, but was absent with leave, sick, and was prevented from re- 
turning on account of sickness 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Provided, That no pay, bounty 
tue of the passage of this act 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I would ask that that bill 
be passed over to-night without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. That order will be made, without objec- 
tion. 

Mr. STRONG. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read. 

Mr. STRONG. I ask that the report be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read in the time of the 
gentleman from Texas. 

The report (by Mr. WOOMER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
#86) to correct the military record of Alexander P. Magaan, of Battery H. 
Fourth United States Artillery, have had the same under consideration and 
report the same back with the following amendment: 

* Provided, That no pay, bounty, or emolument shall become due by vir- 
tue of the passage of this act.”’ 

It appears from the record that this soldier enlisted July 8, 1846, at Staun- 
ton, Va., for five years in the regular Army, and was assigned to Battery C, 
Fourth Regiment, United States Artillery, and subsequently transferred to 
Battery H of the same regiment. At the time of his enlistment he was 
about 20 years of age. Soon after his enlistment his battery was ordered to 
proceed to Mexico, and while there his command was engaged in the battles 
of Vera Cruz, Cerro Gordo, Contreras, Molino Del Rey, and City of Mexico 
in which battles he participated. 

After the close of the Mexican war he. with his battery, returned to lort 
Monroe, Va., and in September, 1848, while at Fort Monroe, afldavits before 
the committee show that he became sick, received a furlough, and went 
home. He never returned to hiscommand. There were other a fildavits be- 
fore the committee showing that at the time he returned home he had been 


an invalid, and so remained long after the expiration of his term of enlist- 
ment. 


Your committee believe that as this young man enlisted simply to serve 
through the Mexican war, and having so served faithfully until after the 
war closed, that he should be relieved of the charge of desertion, and there 
ore recommend the passage of the bill 25 amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question isonagreeing to the amend- 

ment reported by the committee. 
_Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make some 
inquiry and have some further explanation than we get in the 
report of the status of this party named in this bill. It seems 
they rely upon a number of affidavits to establish the fact that 
he was away on furlough or on sick leave. Now, the records 
ought to show whether or not he was absent with sick leave. 
The records in the War Department would show that. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. Probably the gentleman in 

charge of the bill can tell you about it. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is one thing I would like to be enlight- 

tued upon. These affidavits state that he was away and re- 


or emolument shall become due by vir- 


[ object. 
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nained away sick, and never returned to his command: and was 
put down asa deserter. Now, I think there ought to 
record in the War Department. [do not think that 


he some 
aflidavits taken fifty years after a thing took place, on u subject 


| of this kind, ought to be worth much unless supported by some 


| report as ought to be made in a case of that 


| troops at that time, he did not return to his command, and 


record in the War Ojfice; and if the events took place as stated 
in that report there must be some record of the fact of his hav- 
ing a sick furlough. 

| do not see haw the afiidavits of these parties can make known 
if he left on sick leave. I do not see how he can prove the fact 
that he remained away sick long enough to be reported as a de- 
serter. The whole report looks unsatisfactory. I do not know 
who wrote the report, and I do not like to charge anybody with 
shenanigan, but it looks as if it was written with special refer- 
ence to suppressing the facts. 1 think an explanation is due the 
committee from the gentleman who seems to be championing 
this bill. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Will the gentleman yield to me 
foramoment? I recognize the qualities of my friend from Texas, 
and [ am sure he would not make such an unkind remark with 
respect to any gentleman who is absent. This report was made 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who is a member of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, who is not here, and I think that 
the gentleman would hardly like his remarks taken down in the 
manner in which they have been made in the absence of this gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ido not know. IfI was going to say any- 
thing about a man, perhaps 1 would rather that he was not 
here. Of course, I do not charge anybody with any intention to 
deceive the House; but the report, it strikes me, is not such a 

kind for the pur- 
pose of putting the House in possession of the facts. 

Mr. STRONG. Mr. Chairman, Aleck Magaan in 1846 was a 
young man, 20 years old, living in Virginia. The Mexicin war 
was in progress. A call was made for troops and he enlisted 
was mustered in, and was assigned to a battery in the service of 
the United States. He went with that battery to Mexico, where 
he remained till the close of the war, taking part, as is shown 
by the report, ina large number of engagements. When the 
war closed he returned with his command to Fortress Monroe 
He was sick and he gota leave of absence and went to his lhiome. 

The war being over, and there being no further use for the 
he 
was dropped as a deserter. I want to say to the gentleman from 
Texas that this man was not only sick at the time he left his 
command, but he has remained an invalid ever since. Forty- 
six years have passed, and they have been forty-six years of 
poverty and sickness to Aleck Magaan. He comes here now to 
ask you, the representatives of the people of the great Nepub- 
lic whose battles he fought, to relieve him in his old age and 
distress from this charge of desertion. He is now neurly 68 
years old. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, of course 1 am not discredit- 
ing anything that the gentleman states; but I should like to 
know how these facts came out. How is it known that this man 
left his command on sick leave and remained away long enough 
to be marked as a deserter? 

Mr. STRONG. The facts are made known to the committee 
by a large number oj affidavits. I am not certain whether the 
records of the War Department disclose the fact about which 
the gentleman inquires or not, but I want to say that this man 
stands in as good a position relatively as many and many « man 
who went into that service and was charged with desertion who 
has been relieved. 

Mr. KILGORE. Lam not disputing that; but I claim that 
before this Committee of the Whole is called upon to pass a bill 
of t1is kind the facts, well authenticated, ought to be before us. 
The report in this case, as I have already said, is unsatisfactory. 
I think, Mr. Chairman, that this bill is a very good one to with- 
draw and letsoak awhile. | Laughter. | 

Mr. STRONG. If the gentlemanfrom Texas could only know 
this man as I know him, a poor old skeleton, he would not op- 
pose this act of justice. 

Mr. KILGORE. Was he able to be in the last war? 

Mr. STRONG. He was not able to be in the last war, 
is now a poor, feeble old man. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
to give him a pension? 

Mr. STRONG. I will be frank about that. LIexpect that if 
this charge of desertion is removed he will be able to get a pen- 
sion of $8 or $12 a month, whatever is allowed to soldiers of the 
Mexican war. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Then what is thee 
the amendment recommended by the committee? 

Mr. STRONG. To provide that he shall have no back pay or 
emoluments. 


and he 


[s it the object of the bill 
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Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I ama member 
of the committee that reported this bill and I have a distinct 
recollection of some of the facts that were brought before us in 
connection with it. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WooMER], the member of the committee who drew the report, 
is not present this evening, so I venture to state my recollection 
of the case. It was under discussion in the committee and 
many facts were brought out in the affidavits produced there 
which would have answered satisfactorily, I am quite sure, the 
objections of my friend from,Texas. 

! recollect that there was a discussion in the committee upon 
this bill, and that the evidence was very complete and satisfac- 
tory, not merely the man’s own statement, but the testimony of 
other well-informed persons,showing that be went home, as 
stated in the report, an invalid, remained there an invalid, and 
has been substantially an invalid ever since. He was a man not 
very well informed as to these matters, and he has continued all 
these years under a charge which it was never his intention to 
bring upon himself. While in health he did his duty faithfully 
as a soldier, and he had no intention of deserting. 

If the case were fully known to my friend from Texas I am 
sure that it would appeal to him with such force that his heart 
would bleed with compassion, and, knowing now what he wanted 
to know about the case,I believe that he will not further oppose 
the passage of this bill. I ask that it be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was.laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ISAAC D. TOLL. 


Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Chairman, [ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6659) to inerease the 
pension of Capt. Isaac D. Toll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to increase the pension of Capt. Isaac D. Toll, late of Company 
E, Piftteenth United States Infantry, in the war with Mexico, from 88 to $20 
per month. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, without objecting, I want 
to inquire whether this bill is taken up out of its order on the 


Calendar? 


The CHAIRMAN. It is; on a reauest for unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have no disposition to object. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I object. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Iask unanimous consent that we 
now begin with the bill No. 390 on the Calendar and proceed 
regularly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that order will be 
made. = 

There was no objection. 


MARY DANAHAY. 


The first business in order was the bill (H. R. 6941) granting 
a pension to Mary Danahay, mother of Daniel Danahay, late a 
private of at H, Eighteenth New York Cavalry. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask that this bill be iaid aside 
to be eeeeee to the House with the recommendation that itlie 
on the table. 


There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
HENRY C. FIELD. 


The next business in order-was the bill (H. R. 4490) granting 
a pension to Henry C. Field. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it eaacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 

and directed to place on the sion roll the name of Henry C. Field, de- 
ndent father of Daniel Field, late a private of Company H, Twenty-ninth 
aine Regiment, and pay him a pension of 812 per month. 


The report (by Mr. APSLEY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions. to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4490) granting a pension to Henry C, Field, submit the following report: 

The beneticiary of this bill is the father of Daniel Field..who served in 
Company H, a Maine Infan The soldier enlisted November 
20, 1563, and was discharged May 1), 1864, on account of disability from 
chronic diarrhea and disea eof heart. He was paid in full to discharge and 
allowed transportation from New Orleans to the place of his enlistment. 

On June |, 1564, while on board the United States steamer Pocahontas, en 
route from New Orieans to New York, that vessel collided with another and 
wassunk and the soldierwas drowned. These facts are shown in a satisfac- 
tery manver by the records of the War Department and Pension Bureau. 
The claim of the mother, and subsequently of the father, was rejected by the 
Pension Bureau on the ground that the soldier's death was not directly 
ehargeabie to his military service, he having been discharged prior to the 
accident which caused his death. 

The mother of the soldier died April 11, 1890. The father, the beneficiary 
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of this bill, is now 80 years of age. The soldier left neither widow » 
surviving him. ; 
Lewis Carville and Jordan G. Carville, of Lewiston, Me., testiry ; 
petitioner is the owner of a small farm and a little live stock wort) 
$000; that he is 80 years of age and in feeble health; the income of h 
erty is not sufficient to support him and an invalid daughter who lives’ 
him, and the deficiency is supplied by relatives not bound for his sy) 
that the soldier lived with his father and aided in his support, ii 
The only pointinvolved in this case is the question whether sola 


Was properly chargeable to his military service. The decision of ‘ 
sion Bureau gives unquestionably the proper construction of 
law, but, on the other hand, the soldier was being transported t 
on a Government vessel as a part of his contract with the Govern: 
was still in a very important sense in the public service, and t 
ment was clearly responsible for his safe delivery at the poin 
ment. Through no fault of his the vessel was sunk and he w 
The facts combine to present one of those exceptional! and an 
which private acts are especially designed to relieve 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, if I have under 
rectly this bill and the report, the purpose of the bill | 
sion the father of a man who was drowned,and whoa 
of losing his life was not a soldier. 

Mr. MAHON. He lost his life while being transpo 
home by the Government on a Government vesse]. 

Mr. KILGORE. Had he not already been discharg 

Mr. MAHON. But the Government was bound to 
him to his home. 

Mr. KILGORE. Suppose he had been traveling in 
which was not a Government vessel: would that hay: 
difference? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; if he was traveling by me 
veyance of his own selection. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. He was not to be 
discharged until he reached his home. 

Mr. KILGORE. The Government was simply givi: 
transportation. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The Government was ret 
him’to his home under its contract to return him to th 
where he had enlisted. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think it is goinga good ways to uni 
to pension the father of a man who at the time of his deat 
nota soldier at all—was in private life, having been disch 
from the military service. The only ground upon whic 
claim can be basel is that the soldier was on his way home : 
Government transport. Now, suppose he had been pa) 
own expenses, would that have made any difference’ 
simply as a matter of accommodation to him that the ( 
ment was transporting him. 

Mr. HAYES. Not as a matter of accommodation, but 
matter of right. 

Mr. KILGORE. But suppose transportation had beer 
nished to him upon a raiiroad or by any other means of t: 
portation. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. It was the bus 
the Government tosend him home on a safe vessel. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam alittle inclined to antagonize ‘ 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. If the gentleman will yield t 
I wish to say that the theory the committee had in it 
recommending the passage of the bill was this: Th 
ment of course took this man away from his home, 
in Maine. He was discharged at New Orleans. Tl: 
ment furnished him transportation back to his home. 
return trip the transport sank and the man lost his |! 
father, who was dependent on him and is now over 

e, has asked for a pension. 

Mr. KILGORE. There is notin the report any state 
the effect that his father was dependent on him or w 
been now. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir; there is. 

Mr. KILGORE. What does the report say on that su) 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Thereportstates that ‘the solu 
lived with his father and aided in his support.” 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, he could not have been expect 
be living with his father all this time, even if he had 5 
Was the soldier a single man? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. He was. Mr. Chairman, |} 
me to say that this is one of those cases in which 





' there ought not to be an insistance on any technica! gr 


this kind in opposition to the granting of the pension. /' *” 
not the fault of the soldier that he was away from home, 20° 
was not his fault that he was drowned while returning. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, he was simply performing ® p®''" 
duty when he enlisted. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes; that is true. 

Mr. KILGORE. When was he discharged? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. On May 17, 1864. oe 

Mr. KILGORE. And he enlisted in November, 186! 








1894. 





Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. Why was he discharged? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. He was discharged on account of 
chronic diarrhea and disease of the heart. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not see how his father could depend on 
him very much in that condition. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Well, if he had not been discharged 
until he put his foot on the shore, back in his home, his father, 
under the present law, would be entitled to a pension. 

Mr. KILGORE. Under the law of 1890? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. Very well; let it go. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this bill will be laid 
aside with favorable recommendation. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

JOHANNA GLEASON. 

The next businss on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5703) 
the relief of Johanna Gleason. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Rea it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the nameof Johanna Gleason, widow of 
Thomas Gleason, of Company A, Thirty-fifth New York Volunteers, on the 
pension roll, and pay her a pension subject to the provisions and limita 
tions of the general pension laws. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following 
amendment: 

Strike out in lines 7 and 8 { 
“act approved June 27, 1890. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. RYAN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, having had 
House bill No. 5703, makes the following report 

Thomas Gleason enlisted in Company G, Thirty-fifth New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and served from June 11, 1801, to April 19, 1863, when he died from 
pistol wound received that day in barroom fight, the weapon having ex- 
jloded while in his own hand. A claim for pension was filed by his widow, 
Johanna Gleason, uner the act of July 14, 1862. It was rejected January 19, 
1866, on the ground that the soldier was killed in an affray, not in line of 
duty. é 

A claim was also filed July 3, 1893, under the act of June 27, 1890. This was 
rejected October 21, 1893, on the ground of no title, the soldier having died 
in the service, not honorably discharged as required by said act, and under 
the present laws and practice the latter claim can not be reopened. 

The evidence shows that the widow has no as or income. 

There is a letter on file from Capt. John A. Haddock, of the soldier’s com- 
pany, dated just prior to soldier's death and addressed to this claimant, 
which tends to show that the affray was not of the soldier’s seeking; that 
he was sober, was assaulted, and wrenched the pistol from the hands of his 
assailant. This is a case where a pension can not be granted because of 
technical grounds, and is one of thatclass of cases where special acts of Con 
gress are necessary, Your committee, therefore, do recommend that the 
bill pass after being amended by striking out the words ‘“‘ general pension 
laws" in Inies 7and 8 andinserting the words, “act approved June 27, 1890."’ 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, is the 
gentleman in charge of this bill present to-night? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. He is not present? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir. 

Mr, TALBERT of South Carolina. Who reported the bill? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It was reported by Mr. Ryan. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. If would like to have some 
explanation other than that covered by the report. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that 
the case is simply this: Had this man been killed under the same 
circumstances, after his discharge, his wife would have been 
entitled toa pension. He served nearly two years and then lost 
his life; but did not lose it in the line of duty. That is the only 

int. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
sonal difficulty, if I uncerstand it? 

Mr. MART iN of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
at the time? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
get a pension under the general law? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 


for 


he words ‘‘general pension laws” and insert 





under consideration 





He lost his life in a per- 
But he wasin the service 


And his widow can not 
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That bill was introduced by the | 


His wife can not get a pension un- | 


der the new law because he had not been discharged from the | 


service. The claim was rejected because it was held that the 
soldier had not been killed in the line of duty; and the widow 
can not get a pension under the general act passed on Wednes- 
day of last week. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the amendments rec- 
ommended by the committee will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

%4r. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman,I do not understand from the 
_——. the report in this case when this killing took place. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. On the 19th day of April, 1863. 

Mr. KILGORE. Where? 


} 
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Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
Mr. KILGORE. 


Well, the report does not state. 
Was he in the Army at the front, or was he 





somewhere in the rear, on leave of absence? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Well, I cannot tell. I may as well 
e entirely frank about it My un standing is that he was at 
the front. 

Mr. KILGORE: And his wife now e} LD on 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana Yes, sit 

Mr. KILGORE. What has the Bureau to say about 

Mr. MARTIN of Indi i He did not die in the lin f duty, 
nd therefore the widow can not draw a pensio n the old 
law. Ho did not have an honorable discharge from th ice, 
and hence she can not get a pension under the new Che 
Pension Bureau, therefore, was compelled to reject the « 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand he met his death while 
service and before he was discharged? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Thatis correct. He had not uu 
discharged, and he was in the service when he met his death. 

Mr. KILGORE. The question is whether he was in the line 
of duty when he was killed. How was he killed? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. In apersonal difficul i mi 
rade. 

Mr. KILGORE. How would it ba Lo let this st li L 
little, so that we can look into it a little further? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Oh, this is M 5 
MAN’S case. Heisnothere. Let it go through. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, he had just aswell be here as the rest 
of us. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. This would come clearly under the 


general law which we passed, so far as the House isconcerned, 
on the day thatwe had assigned tous for business from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. KILGORE. When was this bill reported? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. On the llth of May. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is it a unanimous report? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Unanimous. 


Mr. KILGORE. Was there not some objection in the ccm- 
mittee? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir; none whatever that ! know 
of. 

The faet is this: He died in 1863, over thirty-one years ago 
This woman has lived as his widow ever since. The man was in 
the service while she was at home doing the best she could, and 
the committee felt that the wife, or widow now, ought to} n 


titled to some consideration, and so we granted the pension of 
a month which she would receive under the general law if the 


n 
circumstances had been different. 

Mr. KILGORE. There appears no evidence except a written 
statement by some one that the soldier himself was n 
gressor. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes; that is true. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is a written statement, but it not 
evidence that would be very satisfactory. Was this le! 
ten by some gentleman who was present and knew abo 
facts? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. By Capt. John A. Haddock, 
captain of the soldier’s company, and the letter is dated 
prior to the soldier’s death, and addressed to the claiman 
tends to show that the controversy was not of the soldier’s ix 

Ir. KILGORE. Was not what? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Was notof the soldier’s s« eking, 

and that he was sober, was assaulted, and wrenched the pistol 


from the hands of his assailant. It was not his own pistol. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside, to be re 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
ELIZABETH MOORE ENGLISH. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R, 


6585) granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore English. 

The bill was read at length. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

During the reading of the report, 

Mr MARTIN of Indiana said: Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that that bill be passed over without prejudice. 

There was no objection. 

GRACE HARRINGTON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 6403) to increase the pension of Grace Harrington. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, [ d: 
the gentleman who introduced this bill is present? 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill was introd | by the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. DUNPHY), and he docs not seem to be here. 


to ask if 


sire 
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Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent, then, 
that it be passed over, since it is a bill to increase a pension. 
There was no objection. 
MATTHEW T. LEWIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6923) for the relief of Matthew T. Lewis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretar 
and directed to grant an honorable 
Company K, Third Michigan Cavalry. 

The Committee on Military Affairs recommended the follow- 
ing amendment: 


Add to the bill the following words: 
“ Provided, That no pay, bounty, oremolument shall become due by virtue 


of the passage of this act.” 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I ask that 
that bill be passed over. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
that the bill be passed over. 

Mr. GORMAN. Lhope the gentleman from South Carolina 
will not insist on this bill going over until he hears a statement 
of the merits of the bill. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
gentleman making a statement. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wiil say, Mr. Chairman, that this is one of 
the class of bills that the Committee on Military Affairs consider 
with favor. The claimant comes before Congress asking for re- 
lief because of long andimeritorious services, and because the de- 
sertion was in a measure justifiable. 

This so’dier enlisted in 1861. He served faithfully and gal- 
lantly until January or February, 1864, never being absent a day 
irom his command, He re2nlisted and was allowed thirty days’ 
furlough, the first time that he had been home or absent from 
his command since his enlistment. About a month after he re- 
turned to his command at Benton Barracks, in St. Louis, Mo., 
his wife talegnephed him that if he wanted to see his daughter, 
his only child, before she died, he had better come home at 
once. 

He asked for leave, which was-denied him on the ground that 
he had just had thirty days’ leave, and that the regiment would 
soon be ordered to Arkansas. He talked with some of his com- 
rades, notably one of the officers, the orderly-sergeant, Mr. 
Hartman, who makes an affidavit to the facts here. Mr. Lewis 
said to him, ‘ What shall I do?” He replied, ‘‘If I were in 
your place I know what i should do.” Lewis went home. His 
daughter died either the day he arrived home or the day after. 
He himself was taken sick and was not able to get out of the 
house for over a year, and was not able to move away from his 
home for two years. 

So the affidavitsand proof presented before the Committee on 
Military Affairs show. I sincerely think this is a case that has 
merit in it, on account of his faithful service, and on account of 
the circumstances attending the desertion. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is it the objectof the bill 
to grant him a pension afterward, or just to have the stigma of 
desertion removed. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is the object, and if he can get a pen- 
sion afterward, that is his own lookout. It depends upon the 
merits of his claim. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
pension law? Is he disabled? 

Mr. GORMAN. That I do not know. He is an honorable, 
honest, and worthy old citizen, and a resident of my district, 
and he asks that the stigma of desertion be removed. He feels 
that he has been sufficiently punished for thirty years to con- 
done his leaving without authority. That is what the bill is 





of War be, and hereby is, authorized 
ischarge to Matthew T. Lewis, late of 


I have no objection to the 


Does he come under the 


for. 

I believe it the duty of this great Government to do justice to 
this old soldier, who left his command under apparently justi- 
fiable reasons, by at this late date giving him an honorable dis- 
charge in consideration of the valuable services rendered in 
time of need. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is there a proviso? 

Mr. GORMAN. There isa proviso that no pay, bounty, or 
emolument shall be allowed. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Military 
Affairs was again read. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. In view of the fact that 
possibly this bill might create opposition, and as there may be 
some more meritorious bills that we might , it seems to me 
it would be very well to pass this bill over for to-night. Possi- 


bly, if it was insisted upon, it might break up the meeting. 
Tanghter) 

Mr. GORMAN. I will say to the gentleman that this is the 
only bill I have on the Calendar, while many have asked me to 
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introduce bills for them. This, however, is the one that | 
thought there was the most merit in. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I make no further objec- 
tion. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


GRACE HARRINGTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 
6403) to increase the pension of Grace Harrington. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
we pass over the bills which have been introduced by members 
who are not present, and that we consider the bills introduced 
by gentlemen who are present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentle- 
man who introduced this bill is not present. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

Mr. MAHON. Let them come here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk informs the Chair that he 
read the wrong bill. He will now report the bill which is regu- 
larly in order. 

HENRY HALTEMAN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
1526) for the relief of Henry Halteman. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that that bill be passed without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection that order will be 
made. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is so ordered. 

GEORGE W. HARBAUGH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
6633) for the relief of George W. Harbaugh. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, authorized 
and directed to remove from all the records in his Department the several 
oe of desertion appearing on the rolls and es record of George 
W. Harbaugh, as a late private in Company G of the Sixth Regiment of Wis- 
consin Volunteer Infantry, and as a late private in the Sixth Independent 
Battery, Ohio Light Artillery, and in Battery M, Fourth United States Ar- 
tillery, and grant to said George W. Harbaugh an honorable discharge of 
date October 30, 1863, from Company G, Sixth Regiment of Wisconsin Vo! 
unteer Infantry, and also grant to said George W. Harbaugh an honorable 
discharge of date June 24, 1865, from the Sixth Independent Battery, Ohio 
Light Artillery. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, if there be no gen- 
tleman present interested in the passage of that bill, I ask that 
it be passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, there is; and I so informed 
the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions just now. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I 
did not understand what he said. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I represent that bill. The 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MORGAN] introduced the bill, and 
he is not here to-night. He wants it, however, to be considered; 
and, moreover, the soldier has been here for weeks and weeks 
trying to get his bill passed; and he is a worthy old man. 

Mr KILGORE. r. Chairman, what disposition is proposed 
to be made of that bill? Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. MORGAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
6633) for the relief of George W. Harbaugh, having considered the same. r 
spectfully submit the fcllowing report: 

George W. Harbaugh was enrolled June 15, 1861, as a private in Company 
G, Sixth Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers, and mustered into service July 16, 
186], to serve three years. The hospital records show him admitted to Sem- 
inary General Hospital in Georgetown, D. C., October 3, 1861, with remittent 
fever; transferred and admitted to Camden Street Hospital in Baltimore, 
ae. October 10, 1861, same diagnosis, and returned to duty November 16, 
1861. 

The company muster roll for November and December, 1861, and subse- 

uent rolls to include May and June, 1862, report him present. The roll for 

uly and A t, 1862, reports him ‘absent without leave since August 29, 
1862;" and roll for September and October, 1862, “deserted August 2y, 1862. 
His name does not appear on subsequent rolls of the company. 

This charge of desertion was disproved by the following hospital record, 
showing that his absence was due to the honorable cause of a gunshot 
wound in battle the 29th of August, 1862, at Bull Run. . 

The hospital records show him admitted to Cliffburn Hospital, District 0 
Columbia, September 1, 1862, diagnosis not stated; admitted to Race Street 
General Hospital at Philadelphia, Pa., September 4, 1862, with gunshot 
wound, and returned to duty October 4, 1362: readmitted to the same hos- 

ital October 14, 1862, with catarrhal fever, and returned to duty November 
\. 1862; again admitted December 18, 1862, with “hypertrophy cardis,"’ and 


deserted March 15, 1863; admitted to McClellan General Hospital in Phila- 

delphia, Pa., April 3, 1863 (date or manner of return from the reported de- 

= Se 15, 1863, not shown), with debility, and returned to duty 
uly 9, 


George W. Harbaugh was enrolled January 28, 1864, at Wooster, Ohio, 45 4 
recruit, for three years, in the Sixth Independent Battery. Ohio Light Ar- 
tillery, and joined the battery March 5, 1864. The hospital records show him 
treated in various hospitals, for diarrhea, from July 27, 1864, to September 
5, 1864, and for intermittent fever irom September 5, 1864, to October 6, 1°, 
when he was returned to duty. 
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The muster roll of the Sixth Independent Battery, Ohio Light Infantry, 
for November and December, 1864, reports him on detached service with 
Battery M, Fourth United States Artillery, and the muster roll for January 
and February, 1865, and the muster-out roll of the battery, dated September 
1, 1865, and the records of Battery M, Fourth United States Artillery (to 
which he was attachedsometime in November or December, 1864), show him 
to have deserted from Battery M, Fourth United States Artillery, Decem 
per 24, 1864, at Columbia, Tenn. 

On the 17th of June, 1871, the soldier applied for an honorable discharge 
asof the Sixth Ohio Battery, declaring under oath that he remained with 
the battery up to the latter part of December, 1864, when he was detailed 
in Hospital No. 15, Nashville, Tenn., by the medical director, and was as 
signed to duty as a clerk; that he remained there until June 9, 1865, when he 
received a furlough for thirty days, and went to his home in Wisconsin; 
that before his furlough expired the battery was mustered out of service at 
Columbus, Ohio, and, as he was to report to the battery, and not return to 
the hospital, he could not reach his commana, and was, therefore, not dis- 
charged. No record of this alleged furlough has been discovered. 

In reference to the above furlough. George W. Grubb, age and place of 
residence not stated, under date of October 2, 1883, swears that he was a 
member of the Sixth Ohio Independent Battery, and was personally ac- 
quainted with claimant from January, 1%¢4, to June 10, 1865; that claimant 
participated in all the engagements of the Georgia campaign; that he was 
detached with Battery M, Fourth United States Artillery, about December 
10, 1864, and was in hospital at Nashville, Tenn., from February 1 to June 10, 
1965, when claimant and he were furloughed and traveled together as far as 
Mansfield, Ohio; that he knows that the claimant did not desert in Decem- 
per, 1864, or at any other time, and that he had a“ proper furlough signed 
by the respective departments.” : 

‘It appears from the evidence that the soldier was but 15 years of age when 
he entered the service; that he was a good soldier and fought with his regi- 
ment, the Sixth Wisconsin, a part of the Iron Brigade; that he was also in 
all the battles of the Atlanta campaign, under Sherman, and with Gen 
Thomas at battles of Franklin and Nashville, having served three years 
nine months and eleven days, and was not a deserter, but was absent with 
leave of the hospital authorities on what he supposed a regular furlough 
and incompany with his noncommissioned officer. ; 

He never intended to desert, and was only absent from his command on 
account of sickness or wounds, and this after the last hostile gun was fired 
and the war was really over in the West. 

In view of the facts, and that this was an error made in his case reporting 
him absent without leave when he was absent on account of wounds re- 
ceived in battle, and in view of his extreme youth, he being only a boy of 15 
when he enlisted in the Army, the committee reports back the bill with a 
recommendation that it do pass. 


The supplemental report (by Mr. MORGAN) was read as fol- 
lows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
633) for the relief of George W. Harbaugh, having considered the same, re- 
spectfully submit the following report: 

George W. Harbaugh was enrolled June 15, 1861, as a private in Company 
G, Sixth Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers, and mustered into service July 16, 
1861, to serve three years. 

The hospital records show him admitted to Seminary General Hospital, in 
Georgetown, D. C., October 3, 1861, with remittent fever; transferred and 
admitted to Camden Street Hospital, in Baltimore, Md., October 10, 1861, 
same diagnosis, and returned to duty November 16, 1861. The company 
muster roll for November and December, 1861, and subsequent rolls to in- 
clude May and June, 1852, report him present. TheroliforJuly and August, 
182, reports him ‘‘ absent without leave since August 29, 1862;"’ and roll for 
September and October, 1862, ‘‘deserted August 29, 1862." His name does 
not appear on subsequent rolls of the company. 

The records show that his regiment was in action August 29, 1862. 

This charge of desertion was disproved by the following hospital record, 
— that his absence was due to the honorable cause of a gunshot 
wound in battle the 2vth of August, 1862, at Bull Run. 

The hospital records show him admitted to Cliffburn Hospital, District of 
Columbia, September 1, 1862, diagnosis not stated; admitted to Race Street 
General Hospital at Philadelphia, Pa., September 4, 1862, with gunshot 
wound, and returned tc duty October 4, 1862; readmitted to the same hos- 

ital October 14, 1862, with catarrhal fever, and returned to duty Novem- 

or 3, 1862; again admitted December 18, 1862, with ‘‘ hypertrophy cardis,” 
and deserted March 15, 1863: admitted to McClellan General Hospital in 
Philadelphia, Pa., April 3, 1863 (date or manner of return from the reported 
ae March 15, 1863, not shown), with debility, and returned to duty 

uly 9, L 

The following record disproves any desertion March 15, 1862: The register 
ef men sent to and received from hospitals at Philadelphia. Pa., bears this 
man’s hame and shows him sent from Race and Crown Streets Hospital on 
January 16 (the register covers the years 1862 and 1863) to Race Street Gen- 
eral Hospital. The remark ‘‘a deserter ’’ appears in pencil thereon against 
him. The same register also reports him sent to McClellan General Hos- 
pital at Nicetown, Philadelphia, Pa., April 3, 1863. 

His name appears on the muster rolls of the provost guard on duty at 
Philadelphia, Pa. (as belonging to Spee ye! G, Sixth Wisconsin Infantry), 
as follows: May and June, 1863; July and August, 1863, on detached service 
at Wood and Twenty-second streets; September and to include October 30, 
1863, after which date all record of him ceased, as a member of Company G, 
Sixth Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry. 

George W. Harbaugh, was enrolled January 28, 1864, at Wooster, Ohio, as 
4 recruit, for three years, in the Sixth Independent Battery, Ohio Light Ar- 
tllery, and joined the battery March 5, 1844. The hospital records show 
him treated in various hospitals, for diarrhea, from July 27, 1864, to Sep- 
tember 5, 1864, and for intermittent fever from September 5, 1864, to October 
6, 1864, when he was returned to duty. 

© muster roll of the Sixth Independent Battery Ohio Light sey 
for November and December, 1864, reports him on detached service wit 
Battery M, Fourth United States Artillery, and the muster roll for January 
and February, 1865, and the muster-out roll of the battery, dated September 
1, 1865, and the records of Battery M, Fourth United States Artillery (to 
which he was attached sometime fn 
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November or December, 1864), show him | 


wmv deserted from Battery M, Fourth United States Artillery, Decem- | 


%4, 1864, at Columbia, Tenn. 
This soldier appears, from the records of the hospital at Nashville, Tenn., 
and other evidence on file, to have been treated at Columbia, Tenn., from 
pcember 24, 1864, to February 1, 1865, for chills and fever, when he was 
ordered to report to the medical director of Nashville, Tenn. He was ad- 
mitted to Hospital No. 14, Naxhville, Tenn., February 26, 1865, and he is borne 
— the hospital records of Nashville, 
show him transferred, where to not stated. 
: the 17th of June, 
: the Sixth Ohio Battery, declaring, under oath, that he remained with the 
‘attery up to the latter part of December, 1864, when he was detailed in Hos- 


Tenn., until June 24, 1865, when they | 
1871, the soldier applied for an honorable discharge as | 
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pital No. 15, Nashville, Tenn., by the medical director, and was assigned to 
duty as aclerk; that he remained there until June 9, 1865, when he received 
a furlough for thirty days and went to his home in Wisconsin; that before 
his furlough expired the battery mustered out of service at Columbus, Ohio, 
and as he was to report to the battery, and not to return to the hospital, he 
could not reach his command, and was, therefore, not discharged. No rec- 
ord of this alleged furlough has been discovered 

In reference to the above furlough, George W. Grubb, age and place of 
residence not stated, under date of October 2, 1883, swears that he was a 
member of the Sixth Ohio Independent Battery, and was personally ac 
quainted with claimant from January, 1864, to June 10, 1865: that claimant 
participated in all the engagements of the Georgia campaign; that he was 
detached with Battery M, Fourth United States Artillery, about December 
10, 1864, and was in hospital at Nashville, Tenn., from February 1 to June 10, 
1865, when claimant and he were furloughed and traveled together as far as 
Mansfield, Ohio; that he knows that the claimant did not desert in Decem- 
ber, 1864, or at any other time, and that he had a “ proper furlough signed by 
the respective departments.’ 

As disproving the charge of desertion of December 24, 1865, the following 
evidence has been submitted: 

L. K. Force, a resident of Akron, Ohio (post-office address, Middleberry, 
Ohio), age not stated, under date of September 24, 1883, swears that claim- 
ant and hewere members of the Sixth Ohio Battery, detached with Battery 
M, Fourth United States Artillery; that on or about December 17, 1864, while 
on the march, said claimant was taken sick with chills and fever, and aMfliant 
accompanied him toa housein Columbia, Tenn., where they stayed all night; 
that on the following morning the claimant, being quite sick, had to be left 
at Columbia for medical treatment while afflant went on with the command; 
that he next met claimant about the last of April, 1865, in hospital at Nash 
ville, Tenn., to which place he had been brought from Columbia, and that 
when affiant left Nashville, about May 8, 1865, the claimant was left in hos- 
pital there doing clerical duty. 

Aaron P. Baldwin, aged 55 years, of Akron, Ohio, late captain of the 
Sixth Ohio Independent Battery, under date and seal of November 9, 1893, 
says: 

‘*T was an officer in the Sixth Ohio Light Veteran Volunteer Battery and 
was on duty with the bittery during the years of 1854 and 1865; that while 
the battery was camped at Chattanooga, Tenn., preparing for the Atlanta 
campaign, during the month of March, George W. Harbaugh reported to 
the battery as a recruit. He served through the Atlanta campaign, per- 
forming every duty in a faithful and soldierly manner. During the mouth 
of November he was placed on detached service with Battery M, Fourth 
United States Artillery. 

‘fe Was reported a deserter from Battery M on the pursuit of Hood, and 
so recorded on battery muster rolls. Other men of the Sixth Ohio Battery 
living in Akron at this time, saw him in hospital at Columbus, Tenn., also 
in hospital, Nashville, Tenn., in June, 1865, from which he went home on 
furlough. I am satisfied he never deserted the service and is entitled to an 
honorable discharge, and would recommend such action by the War De 
partment, believing he is entitled to the same as one who performed his 
duty, when health permitted, in a loyal and honorable manner." 

It appears from the evidence that the soldier was but 15 years of age when 
he entered the service; that he was a good soldier and fought with his regi 
ment, the Sixth Wisconsin, a part of the Iron Brigade; that he was also in 
all the battles of the Atlanta campaign under Sherman, and with Gen 
Thomas at battles of Franklin and Nashville, having served three years nine 
months and eleven days, and was not a deserter, but was absent with leave 
of the hospital authorities on what he supposed aregular furlough and in 
company with his noncommissioned officer. 

He never intended to desert, and was only absent from his command on 
account of sickness or wounds, and this after the last hostile gun was fired 
and the war really over in the West, 

In view of the facts, and that this was an error made in his case, — yrt 
ing him absent without leave when he was absent on account of woun 
ceived in battle, and in view of his extreme youth, he being only a boy of 15 
when he enlisted in the Army. the committee reports back the bill with @ 
recommendation that it do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question i on laying aside this bill 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to say in re- 
gard to this bill that it is not my bill. I know very little about 
it except what the report says. I know that this is a bill intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Missouri |Mr. MORGAN}, and | 
understand thatthe soldier lives in hisdistrict. I became some- 
what interested from knowing that the soldier was here, and 
having seen him week after week trying to have his bill passed, 
and that is the reason I[ insist on it now being considered. 

It is true that this man did desert twice; but it is also true 
that the record shows that he was shot at the first battle of 
Bull Run, and that while he was suffering from that wound he 
was reported as a deserter. It is further conclusively shown 
that when he made application to go back to his regiment they 
would not restore him except on some condition, and that he 
wus advised not to go back; and he did not go back, but enlisted 
in another regiment. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. I can not understand how a man who is 
wounded in battle, and thus necessarily fell into the hands of the 
infirmary corps, could be reported as a deserter after being taken 
to the hospital. 


sre 


Mr. PICKLER. That is just the facts in the case. 

Mr. KILGORE. That does not look reasonable. 

Mr. PICKLER. The report shows how that was. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. TALBERT of SouthCarolina. Was he not reported dead 
after the second battle of Bull Run? 

Mr. PiCKLER. Ido not know as to that. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Caro!ina. I did not catch the read- 


ing of the reportexactly, but it seems to me that that isthe way 
it read. 
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Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PICKLER. In a moment. I have just a few words to 
say in addition. I have never talked with this man about that; 
but, as I understand the case, on this firstdesertion he was re- 
ported as dead, probably in the first engagement. He did not 
go back to that regiment, because when he was sufficiently able 
to go back he found that he had been ewe as a deserter, 
and for some reason or other they insisted on some conditions, 
such as.taking his pay, or something of the kind, I do not un- 
derstand what. He did not comply with the conditions, but 
retnlisted in another regiment. e was in the hospital from 
that regiment, and was reported as a deserter while in hospital. 
Now, he at neither time was an actual deserter. One time he 
was shot and the other time he was sick in hospital; and that is 
the way his record stands. 

It seems that fatefollowssome men. I confess thatit is against 
this man that there should be two charges of desertion against 
him; yet both cases admit of full explanation and are fully ex- 

lained. The man himself hasbeen here, and I have talked with 

im. That is the only way I know anything about this case, 
for, as I have said, he is not from my district. I asked him, 
“‘How much bounty did you get the second time?” He stated 
positively that he got only the first installment of the bounty, 
_ ae he did not renlist for a bounty, and | believe he tells 
the iruth. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman has stated that this applicant is 
around the halls of Congress pressing this bill. I ask himif he 
thinks it at all strange that this man should follow up this case 
so persistently when he so persistently enlisted and reénlisted 
at a time when large bounties were given? 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, well, I hope the gentleman will not do 
injustice to himself by raising technical questions in a case of 
this kind. Ido not know how the fact was. | have only the 
man’s own assertion that he did not receive the bounty. 

Mr. LOUD. Still, you know that he must have received two 
large bounties if he enlisted twice in 1564. 

Mr. PICKLER. I know he says he did not receive them, and 
I do not know why the gentleman from California should say 
that he did. The man is here without friends, and the House 
ean vote down this bill if it chooses and let thisstigma rest upon 
him, but [ think these charges of desertion ought to be removed 
from this man before he dies. AsI have said, he does not be- 
long to my district. I have simply met him here and talked 
with him about his case, 

Mr. KILGORE. About how many times does the report say 
that this man deserted? 

Mr. PICKLER. Twice. 

Mr. KILGORE. And you say that in one case he was shot in 
battle and sent to the hospital, and another time he was in the 
hospital sick. 

r. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, those two coincidences are altogether 
too remarkable. That a man should be twico charged with de- 
sertion, once because of being wounded and in hospital, and the 
other time when he was sick in hospital is so remarkable that it 
needs to be very clearly explained. 

Mr. PICKLER. I submit to the gentleman that such a thing 
might very — happen. Of course, it did not happen in many 
cases, but I think both these charges of desertion are very fully 
explained in the report. The man isa stranger to me; I never 
saw him till I saw him here and talked with him about his case, 
but I believe that he states it correctly. 

Mr. KILGORE, I have no doubt that his story excited your 
sympathies, but the question is whether these charges of deser- 

n ought to be removed and whether the evidence in the case 
would oe such action on the part of the House. 

aa ICKLER. Has the gentleman any further questions to 
ask? 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam pretty well satisfied about this case. 

The question being taken upon laying the bill aside to be re- 
ported tothe House with a favorable recommendation, the Chair- 
man declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I ask for a division, 

The committee again divided; and there were-—ayes 18, 
noes 12. 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum has voted, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Chair will —— to act as tellers the gentleman from South 
Dakota | Mr. PicKLER] and the gentleman from Texas |Mr. K1L- 


GORE]. 

Mr. PICKLER (pending the count by tellers). Mr. Chair- 
man, as the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MORGAN], whose bill 
this is, is not present this evening, I ask unanimousconsent that 
be a over without prejudice, retaining its place upon the 

endar. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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JULIA E. LOCK. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar was an q t 
(S. 828) granting a pension to Julia E. Lock, formerly widow 
the late Gen. Daniel McCook. ; 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimoy, 
consent that that bill be passed over without prejudice. 5 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

NETTIE N. SEAVER. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar wa 
(S.16) granting a pension to Nettie N. Seaver. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he j 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 0 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nettie N. Seay 
widow of Henry T. Seaver, late a private in Company K, Fourth ly 
Vermont Volunteer Infantry. : 


The report (by Mr. APSLEY) was read as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bil! 
pension Nettie N. Seaver and submit the following report: 

A similar bill passed the Senate and was also tavorably reported in i) 
ee in the Fifty-second Congress. This bill passed the Senate March 5 


The facts appearing are as follows: 

Henry T. Seaver was a private in Company K, Fourth Regiment Vermoy, 
Volunteer Infantry. He enlisted September ~1, 1861, and was discharged 
July 13, 1885, making his term of service almost four years. The records 
show that he was a brave and faithful soldier. At the battle of the Wilder 
ness he received a gunshot wound, for which he was pensioned, ani a larve 
number of affidavits go to prove that he contracted rheumatism, diarrhes 
and malarial poisoning. Soldier lived until 1872, when he died of a compli 
cation of diseases, apparently involving the stomach, spleen, an dn 
The widow applied for a pension, and after a long time it was rejected on 
the ground that the fatal disease was not clearly shown to be due to Army 
service. 

The matter was placed in the hands of two special examine's, both of 
whom, after an exhaustive examination, repor in favor of the claim 

Special Examiner Frank E. Marilee closed his report as follows 

“From a careful review of the testimony I am of the opinion that tis 
claim is meritorious, and I recommend its admission.” 

Special Examiner Charles Fairbanks, who stands deservedly high in th 
service, says: 

‘lam of the opinion that in the absence of medical testimony and th 
security of the disease of kidneys, further examination is useless. I recom 
mend admission.” 

An autopsy showed ulceration of the kidneys, and the Pension Bureay 
ruled that that disease was the cause of death,and hence the widow was 1 
entitled to pension. 

When the special examinations were made all the physicians who ha 
knowledge of the case were dead, but a general mass of testimony was taken 
from neighbors, which conclusively shows that soldier had been continu 
ously sick from date of discharge to death, and all agreed in the opinion 
that death was the result of diseases contracted in the service. 

The widow is poor and sick, being without ere and unable, a portion 
of the time, to earn a as shown by affidavits quoted in the Senate r 

rt. Nodoubt she is entitled to a pension of #% under the act of June 7 
#800, but it appears that she has never filed a claim under that act 

The facts appearing from the records of the Pension Office and records of 
the War Department, more fully stated, are as follows: 

The soldier was enrolled August 24, 1861; was captured at James River 
June 30, 1862; confined at Richmond, July 13, 1862; admitted to hospital at 
Savage Station, Va.,—date not shown—with rheumatism; paroled Septem 
ber 13, 1862; sent to Washington September 28, 1862, and forwarded to Army 
of Potomac February 24. 1863; mustered out with company July 13 1865. He 
was pensioned #2.66; per month (one third rate) on account of gunshot 
wound of arm, and died January 31, 1872. 

Tt appears that he was treated in the service for rheumatism and for 4.4 
rhea, but that his death was caused by disease of kidneys. 

In view of the fact that soldier is shown to have been ill from discharge 
and the obscurity of his diseases, and the Soper gree that these and his 
fatal disease of kidneys were related. and that all played a part in causing 
his death, your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I move that that bill > 
laid aside, to be reported to the House with the recommen(s 
tion that it do : 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

Mr. KILGORE. I suppose, Mr. Chairman, that we must have 
that bill and report read over again,as there is so much cont 
sion in the Hall that we can not hear anything out here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill hasbeen laid aside. = _ 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I object to its being laid aside with: 
out having an opportunity to know something about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman states that he rose In 
time to object, the Chair will accept his statement. 

Mr. KILGORE. The Chair did not make the announcemen 
so that I could hear it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will accept the gentiomans 
statement. 

Mr. KILGORE. From what I did hear of the report [assume 
that the beneficiary of this bill could get a pension under the 
act of 1890. I think the report so states. It certainly states 
facts sufficient to warrant the granting of a pension under the 
act of 1890, and that being the case, I do not see why we should 
pass this bill. I would like to have a statement from somebod) 
who has some knowledge on the subject. ; . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has noinformation about | his 
bill. I should like to hear from the gentieman from aoaiene 
{Mr. MARTIN], or from some other gentleman who may kno 5° 

of this case, some statement on that subject. i 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. In this case the soldier enlist 











1894. 





September 21, 1861, and was discharged July 30, 1865, after 


nearly four years’ service- 
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Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
rise. Wecan not hear anything that is said. 

The question being put on the motion that the committee | 
rise— 

The CHAIRMAN. The noes seem to have it. 


Mr. KILGORE. I call for a division. 

The guestion being again taken, there were—ayes 4, noes 41. 

So the motion that the committee rise was rejected. 

Mr. KILGORE. if the attention of the House can be 
given to this case, [ should like to hear some explanation from 
the gentleman from Indiana. If we 
we can hear what is said, we may as well stop business. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
committee states this case quite fully. I will try to state the 
matter in brief by saying that this soldier was a private in Com- 
pany K, Fourth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry. He 
enlisted September 21, 1861, and was discharged July 30, 1865, 
having served three years and ten months. He died in 1872. 
As I gather from the reading of the report (having no persenal 
knowledge of the case), this applicant was the wifeof the soldier 
during the war. He died of a complication of diseases, involv- 
ing, apparently, stomach, spleen, and kidneys. 

Now, this widow could obtain a pension under the act of June 
27, 1890, which, as will be remembered, grants pension to the 
widow of any soldier who served ninety daysor more and was 
honorably discharged. But in this case the committee con- 
cluded (as they did in another case recently considered favor- 
ably by the Committee of the Whole) that in view of the report 
made by two different special examiners, who went into the 


INOW, 


field, and summoned witnesses, and reported to the Department | 


that, in their judgment, the claim was admissible under the old 


can not have order so that | 
j 


Mr. Chairman, the report of the 


|; Regiment, Maine Volunteer Infantry, and afte 


| he still suffers. 
| an application for increase has been rejected. 


; constant, severe pain; his mind 


law, it would be no injustice to the Treasury, and would be a | 


clear act of justice to this widow to recommend that she be pen- 
sioned at $12 instead of $8 a month. 

As I have stated, her husband died in 1872. Possibly he might 
have obtained a pension had he himself applied. The record 
does not enable us to determine that matter. There has never 
been, as 1 understand, any pension paid in this case. But the 
soldier served three years and ten months. This lady is still a 
widow. These special examiners who went into the field and 
summoned witnesses in the case, reported that theclaim ought to 
be admitted under the general law. Therefore the committee 
felt that it would not be going beyond what was right to recom- 
mend that she be pensioned under the general law at $12 a 
month rather than under the act vi June 27, 1890, at $8 a month. 


This, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, is in brief the case pre- ; ‘ 
i 


sented to you for your action to-night. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not denying any- 
thing stated by the report or by the gentleman from Indiana. 
Tam not denying the merits of this case. I am perfectly will- 
ing to admit that it is meritorious. From the statement which 


has been given to the House, I believe it is a meritorious case, | 


and that no action on the partof Congress is necessary to enable 
this woman to obtain a pension. 


Thatis my objection to the passage of thisact. I believe that 


| double inguinal hernia and other disabilities, which have proved 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside 
to be reported tothe House with favorable recommendation. 

motion was acreed to 

OT SMITH. 

he next business on the endar was the bill (S. 1640) rrant- 
ing a p ‘nsion to Otis Smith. 

lhe bill was read, as follo 

Beitenacted, Thatthe Secretary o Interion », and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on th nsion 1 s to the provi 
sion d limitations ofthe pension lav 16 nal th, of North 
Cambridge, Mass., late a private in Company D, Twentie ment Maine 
V olunteer Infantry, and that he receive a peasion of 880 per nth in Hew 
of that which he now receives 

The report (by Mr. APSLEY) was read, as follow 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (S > 
increase the pension of Oc:is Smith, which passed the Senate Apri 


and submit the following report: 

The facts stated in the report of the Senate committee are as follow 

“The claimant under this bill was a private in Company D, Twen h 
r an honorable service o 
months received a painful injury in the line of duty, which resultea ina 
perma 
tent fever in the service, from which 
He now draws a pension at the rate of #17 per month, an 
It is admitted on all hand 
that soldier is in a most deplorable physical condition. 

“On one side the hernia can not be retained by a truss, and soldier suffers 
is almostcompletely gone, and he isutterly 
unable to do any work whatever. Claimant is & years old, in extremep 
erty, and can not possibly long survive. 


nent. Soldier also contracted intermi 


} 
‘ 





‘The last medical examination by a board of pension examiners recom 
mended, for the combined disabilities, a rate of $54 per month, and other 
medical examinations have recommended a higherrate than is proposed in 
the pending bill.” 

The records of the Pension Bureau show that this soldier is pensioned at 


i7 on account of double inguinal hernia, malarial poisoning, and injury to 
back. He served from July 1 to December 9, 1862, when discharged becanse 
of age and injury, having been absent in hospital since October 29, 1862 
Medical examination at Boston, Mass.,in May, 1393, rates him $14 for double 
hernia and $4 for lumbago, but states that there are noexternal evidences of 
injury to back. 

The board also reports him 83 years of age and rates him second grade 
($30) for senility (old age) and results, but not for malarial poisoning. A 
previous examination in August, 1891, at Boston, rated $8, for hernia; ®& for 
malarial poisoning, and % for lumbago, and second grade for old age 
May, 1890, he was rated 812 f« 
and fever. 

In view of the general helplessness of this man from all 
committee recommend that the bill do pass 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is 
with favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and on a division (de 
KILGORE) there were—ayes 37, noes |. 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no 
juorum has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. KILGORE and Mr. MARTIN of Indiana we 


In 
or hernia, #2 for injury to back, and # for chills 


causes, yout 


on laying aside the bill 


manded by Mr. 


re appointed 


| tellers. 


neither the House nor the Senate ought to pass measuresin be- | 


half of claimants for pension when those claimants have a right 
of way at the Pension Bureau. We ought not to trespass upon 


the authority and duties and jurisdiction of the Pension Bureau, | 


Mr. McNAGNY. Would not the fact that this old lady has 


remained a widow for twenty years since the death of her hus- | 


band, and has been totally without relief from the Government, 
modify your opinion to some extent as to the equity of this case? 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, that may be so. But many of them 
were in the sime position up to the date of the passage of the 
actof June, 1890. Allof them, in fact, who were situated as 
this woman, were without a pension upto thedate of the passage 
of that act. 

Mr. McNAGNY. 
law. 

Mr. KILGORE. What would she get under the old law? 

Mr. McNAGNY. Twelve dollars a month. 

Mr. BRETZ. Oh, let the poor old woman have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Very well. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a 
correction in my statement. I made the observation a few mo- 
ments ago that probably this man might have obtained a pen- 
sion himself. 
tle of the Wilderness and was actually pensioned. There are a 
large number of affidavits going to show that he had contracted 
rheumatism, diarrhea, and malarial poisoning in the service. 

Mr. HUNTER. How much pension did he draw? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Well, this report was drawn up 
by my colleague on the committee, Mr. APSLEY, who is not 
present, and I can not answer the question. 


She makes a very 


strong case under theold | 


1 find, however, that he was wounded in the bat- | 


The committee again divided; and the 
8, noes |. 
Mr. KILGORE. A quorum has not voted. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indians. I ask unanimous consent that that 
bill be passed over without lice. 
Mr. PICKLER. I object. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
that. 
Mr. PICKLER. There is nm 
more deserving one thun this. 
Mr. KILGORE. I withdraw 
piause. | 
So, no further count being de 
to be reported to the House 


pass. 


tellers renorted—aves 


” 


preju 


the gentleman will not do 
) better bill on the Calendar, or a 
I object. 

the point of no quorum. [Ap- 
aside 


titdo 


manded, the bill was laid 
with the recommendation th 
H. CHAMBERS. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 876) grant- 
ing a pension to Rebecca H. Chambers. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary 
huthorized and directed to place ou the 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Rebecca H. Chambera, 
she being the only sister of Archer S. Harmon, late of Company B. Ninety- 
third Regiment of Indiana Volunteer Infantry, who died unmarried in said 


of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
pension roll, subject to the provi- 





Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The in this 
lengthy. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, that is no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read. 

Mr. MARTINof Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that | may be allowed to make a short explanation in 
place of the reading of the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
bers, is asingle woman, a widow, who resides 
Indiana, in Jennings County; her maiden name 


report case is somewhat 


This claimant, Rebecca H. Cham- 
at Butlersville, 
was Rebecca H. 
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Harman. She wasmarried to the soldier on the 18th of March, 
1886, and her husband died on March 6, 1892. She is now un- 
married and in reduced circumstances. 

Mr. KILGORE. When was she married? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, On the 18th of March, 1886. 

Mr. KILGORE. She was not the wife of the soldier at the 
time he performed the service? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No; thisisa sister. I want to say 
to the Committee of the Whole that this lady was the sister of 
five brothers who enlisted in the service; that when four of 
them had gone, the last one, living with her and her mother, 
hired some one to stay in his place to take care of the mother 
and the sister. The soldier died in the service. This woman 
subsequently took care of her mother until her mother's death. 

She finally had to have one of her limbs amputated. She is 
now a one-legged woman, without anyone in the world to de- 
pend upon, with no property, with five brothers who died in the 
service, and this brother of whom I have just spoken, having 
hired a person to stay in his place and take care of the mother 
and sister for awhile. The effect of this bill would place her on 
the pension roll at $12a month. She is in absolute poverty and 
in nearly as pitiable a condition as it is possible to be. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is there any precedent 
for sisters being pensioned? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Such bills have been 
passed heretofore? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, in this Congress. You see, 
under the law, dependent brothersand sisters were pensionable, 
and in extreme cases like this and cases not so strong as this, 
Congress has felt that where a dependent brother or sister might 
be entitled to a pension, as in this case, where the woman had 
become of age, the act might be extended that far. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. There is no general leg- 
islation that would cover this case? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir; none at all, and I suppose 
that no general legislation could be made that would cover this 
class of cases. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is there no provision in 
that part of the country whereby people who can not take care 
of themselves can be sent to the almshouse or be cared for by the 
county? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I suppose so, but—— 

Mr. RYAN. I hope that the sister of five brothers who died 
in the Army will not be permitted to go to the poorhouse. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 1 should like to know 
what the precedents are for this action? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I wish I could call the name of 
the case. The gentleman questioned me about it one night 
here, within the last two months. It was a bill introduced by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WILLIAMs], I think, and re- 
ported by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MCDANNOLD]. That 
was a case where the woman was then or had been in the poor- 
house. 

Mr. KILGORE. Was this lady ever married? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes; and her husband has been 
dead for several years. 

Mr. KILGORE. Were these brothers who were lost in the 
war, and this one who survived the war, any of them married? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I think probably they were, ex- 
cept this one. These young men, one after another, all enlisted 
in the Union Army, Samuel Harman in the Eighty-second Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteers; John Harman in Company B, One Hun- 
dred and Fortieth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, who died while 
in the service in the hospital at Louisville, Ky.; James Harman 
in Company F, Twenty second Regiment Indiana Volunteers; 
Michael Harman inthe Third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cav- 
alry; Archer S. Harman in Company B, Ninety-third Regiment 
Indiana Volunteers, who died in the hospital in St. Louis, Mo., 
while in the service. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, if they had wives surviving them 
their wives drew pensions onaccount of theirservice and death? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, their widows would be pen- 
sioned, but this one I speak of did not have any wife. 

Mr. KILGORE. When was this lady married? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. She was married in 1886. Her 
husband died March 6, 1892. 

Mr. KILGORE, [think this is going a long way to allow a 
pension in such a case as this. 

Mr. RYAN. This is a very meritorious case. 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, it is a meritorious case, so far as charity 
is concerned, but it is stretching the law a long way, according 
to my notion, to put this lady on the pension roll. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The mother in this case—— 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr, Chairman, as I can not hear what is go- 
ing on from the conversation that is taking place, I may insist 
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on closing up this business if we can not have order in this com- 
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest that the order 
is a little better than usual. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I desire to say, further, Mr. Chair- 
man, the mother of this claimant applied for a pension on ac- 
count of the death of the soldier, who died unmarried, but that 
pension was not allowed until after the death of the mother. 
which occurred September 25, 188). The accrued portion of 
this pension, being the proportional share for three months, was 

aid the claimant, to reimburse her, although avery small re- 
imbursement, for the expenses during the last sickness and death 
of her mother. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ido not think that sort of a bill ought to 
pass. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JOHN C. NUSS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6926) for the relief of John C. Nuss. 

The bill was read. 

The CHAIRMAN, The bill does not seem to be in order un- 
der the rule, 

Mr. MAHON. Who has charge of that bill? Is there any- 
one present who has charge of that bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. From the reading of the bill it does not 
seem to be in order under the rule. Perhaps some gentleman 
can explain the bill. 

Mr.MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the bill be laid aside 
without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
that the bill be laid aside without prejudice. Without objec- 
tion, that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ELLEN G. HEINER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (Ss. 
1427) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Helen G. Heiner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to increase and Bay a pension of $40 per month, in 
lieu of the pension now received, to Mrs. Helen G. Heiner, widow of the late 
Capt. Robert G. Heiner, now deceased, of Company A, First United States 
Regular Infantry, and who was formerly first lieutenant of Company K 
lifty-seventh Pennsylvania Volunteers, to be subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, from and after the pissage of this act 


The report (by Mr. STRAUS) was read, as follows: 


Tae Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1427) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mrs. Helen G. Heiner, have considered the 
same and report as follows: 

This bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 185, this session, and the 
same, containing a full statement of the facts, is adopted by your commit 
tee as their report, and the bill is returned to the House with the recom 
mendation that it do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 185, Fifty-third Congress, second session. | 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1427) grant 
ing an increase of pension to Mrs. Helen G. Heiner, have considered the 
same and reportas follows: 

A similar bill having unanimously passed the Senate outing the last Con 
gress, amended so as to allow an increase to $0 instead of $50 per month, 
your committee adopt the report made thereon, hereto appended, and re 
ommend the passage of the bill as it formerly passed the Senate. 


[Senate Report No. 962, Fifty-second Congress, first session. } 


Robert G. Heiner was mustered into service as a second lieutenant 
Twenty-second United States Colored Troops, December 26, 1863; promoted 
to be first lieutenant January 25, 1868,and was honorably mustered out of 
service October 16, 1865. He accepted appointment of second lieutenant, 
Eleventh United States ee April 27, 1866; was transferred to I'wenty 
ninthInfantry, September 21, 1866; promoted to be first lieutenant July 
1866, and captain September 29, 1879, serving continuously until November 
27, 1890, when he diei at Columbus (Ohio) barracks. Cause of death. apo 
plexy, following chronic Bright's disease. , 

Capt. Heiner, left no property or other means of support for his family 
— a small house in Western Pennsylvania, which rents for #12 per 
month. 

The widow who asks for the increase contemplated by this bill has three 


children, two being dependent, one a daughter of about 17 years, in delicate 
health, and ason about 15 years old. Her mother, aged 72 years, is also ce 
pendent upon her. 


In view of all the circumstances and facts your committee recommend 
the passage of the bill with the following amendment: In line 4 strike oul 
the word * fifty’ and insert “forty.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the views of the 
minority. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr, Chairman, I desire to make an 
inquiry. If there be no gentleman present who will object te 
my request, I will ask that that bill be passed over, in vieW of 
the fact that there is a minority report. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] introduced that bill and the gentle: 
man from New York [Mr. STRAUS] reported it. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to passing this bill over 
without prejudice? 
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Mr. KILGORE. Iobject. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read 


minority. : : 
The views of the minority were read, as follows: 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


The majority of the Committee on Pensions having favorably reported 
the Senate bill No. 1476, granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Helen G 
Heiner, the undersigned, a member of the committee, desires to submit the 
following reasons why, in his judgment, the bill should not pass. 

mrs. Heiner is now receiving a pension rated at 820 per month, and in ad- 
dition to this she receives #12 per month from rented property and &70 per 
month salary as & clerk in the Treasury Department. Her total annual in- 
come is over $1,200. Her children are all past the age of 16 years, and in the 
natural order of things will soon become self-sustaining. In fact one son, 
as the undersigned is reliably informed, is now in the Unitec States Army 
with the rank and pay of a lieutenant. 

There is nothing shown in the soldier’s record or in any of the papers 
submitted to the committee to warrant Congress in favoring this widow 


the views of the 
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above widows of other soldiers of similar rank, and it certainly can not be | 


claimed that the increase of pension asked for is necessary to the comforta- 
ple support of herself and family. She does not need the additional pen- 
sion, and, in the light of the facts above stated, there is no reason whatever 
for granting it to her unless an equal increase is made by general enact- 
ment in all cases of the same class. E 

There has not been, so far as I have hoard, a single valid argument ad 
yanced in support of this bill, and, in my opinion, it would be a gross per- 
version of the powers of Congress to make an exception of a case so utterly 
devoid of merit. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I move that this bill be laid 
aside with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


WEAR CRAWFORD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 6928) a bill to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Wear Crawford. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
that bill be passed over without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ROSANNA COBB. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
5904) granting a pension to Rosinna Cobb, widow of Edmond 
Cobb, deceased, late of Black Hawk war. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rosanna Cobb, of Pike 


Mr. Chairman, I ask that | 


Without objection, that order will be 
| sound man at enlistment, and that his disability still continues 
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month; and an amendment striking out the words “ Black Hawk,” in line 8, 
and substituting therefor the words * Sac and Fox.’ 

Tie CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendments will 
be agreed to, and the bill as amended will be ordered to be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

JOHN F,. FOSTER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
5405) for the relief of John F. Foster, late Company C, Eighth 
Iowa Cavalry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to put upon the pension roll, at the rate of #12 per 
month, the name of John fF. Foster, late of Company C, Eighth Iowa Cay 
alry. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read 
as follows: 

Strike out the words ‘‘at the rate of $12 per month” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “subject to the provisions and limitations of the act ap 
proved June 27, 1890 


Also that the title be amended so as to read: 
Foster.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report of the ma- 
jority and the views of the minority. There isa minority report 
in this case. 

The report (by Mr. LACEY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
51405) granting a pension to John F. Foster. submit the following report 

John F. Foster enlisted July 1, 1863, in Company C, Eighth Iowa Cavalry 
Volunteers. He wentinto Camp Henderson at Davenport, Iowa, where he 
took sick about September 20, 1863, with chronic diarrhea and rhuematism 
and was not mustered into the service because of said disabilities. He filed 
a claim for pension (No. 751605), which claim has not been allowed because 
the soldier was not mustered into the service. _ 

He is now 70 years ofage, and is disabled by rheumatism, has lost the use 
of his left hand and sight of left eye. 

Richard L. McKenzie testifies to the present disability of the soldier 

William C. Cullum testifies as to the enlistment and contracting of dis 
ability in the United States service in camp at Davenport; that he was a 
Said Cul 


“A bill to pension John 


|} lum was a member of the Eighth Iowa Cavalry 


John P. Campbell also testifies as to the soldier's enlistment, and that he 
was sound and healthy at time of enlistment, and that on his return home 
was suffering from chronic diarrhea and rheumatism; that heisstill suffer 
ing from said diseases. 

from the evidence filed with your committee, it appears that the soldi 


| property enlisted and contracted the said diseases in theservice before mus 


County, Ill., widow of the late Edmond Cobb, decease, who was a private in 


McDow’s regimentof Illinois Volunteers in the Black Hawk war, and allow 
her a pension of $8 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


Strike out the word “ eight,’’ in line 9, and insertin lieu thereof the word 
“twelve,” so as to fix the rate of pension at $12 per month; and strike out 
the words “Black Hawk,” in line 8, and substituting therefore the words 
“Sac and Fox.” 


Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, i ask whether the member 
having charge of that bill is present? If not, [ move that it be 
laid aside. 

Mr. McDANNOLD. Mr. Chairman, I introduced that bill and 
would like to have the report read. 

Mr. MAHON. That is all right. 

The report (by Mr. STALLINGS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5094) 
— @ pension to }tosanna Cobb, have considered the same, and report 
as follows: 

The claimant is the widow of Edmund Cobb, who served from June 4 to 
July 2, 1831, as a private in Capt. McDow's Company of Illinois Volunteers 
in the Sac and Fox Indian war. 

The soldier’s service was recognized by the allowance of a bounty land- 
Warrant under the act of 1855, but the widow’s claim for pension under the 
Indian war act of July 27, 1892, was rejected because the service was ren- 
dered prior to 1832 and the act referred to includes only the Indian wars 
from 1832 to 1842. 

It appears from her Saateption on file at the Pension Office that Mrs. Cobb 
is now nearly 80 years old. The soldier died November 10, 1856. The follow- 
ing letter contains a full statement of the merits of the case: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., May 15, 1894. 


My Drar Sir; Having been informed that you have introduced a bill for 
the pension of Mrs. Rosanna Cobb, of Perry, Ill., and wish to know some 
thing of her pecuniary condition, I make the following statement: 

I was born and lived in Perry twenty-three years. I have known her from 
my earliest recollection, and all that time she has supported herself by her 
own labor—doing washing, housecleaning, etc. She did the heavy work 
amy own home for years, and I know her to be an honest, worthy woman. 
Now that she is too old to work, her daughter has done plain sewing for the 
Support of both. She has no sons nor any daughter who is able to give her 
much aid. I would respectfully urge a speedy action in this case, as I under- 
Stand she is now bedridden and may live but a few months. lam, 


Very respectfully, yours, 

E MRS. WILLIAM J. BRYAN. 
on. JOHN J. MCDANNOLD, 

House of Representatives. 
uater full consideration of all the facts your committee are of the opinion 
at the bill is a deserving one, and its passage is respectfully recommended, 
ta li an amendment striking out the word “eight,” in line 9, and inserting 
eu thereof the word ‘‘ twelve,”’ so as to fix the rate of pension at $12 per 


ter, and that by reason of such illness was not mustered into the United 
States service, and the failure to muster him prevents him from having a 
pensionable status. 

Your committee think that he should be pensioned for said diseases 
such rate as his disability would entitle him to. 

Your committee recommend the amendment of the bill ' striking out 
the words ‘‘at the rate of #12 per month” and by inserting in lieu thereof 


at 


| the words “subject to the provisions and limitations of the act approved 


June 27, 1890.” 
' Also that the title be amended so as to read: “A bill to pension John F 
Foster.” 

And that as so amended the bill do pass. 


The views of the minority were read, as follows: 


The salient point in this case is this: 

The petitioner was never in the military service of the United States so 
far as appears from the records of the War Department. As against this 
want of record the petitioner alleges that he enlisted about July 1, 1863, in 
Company C, Eighth lowa Cavalry, went into camp at Davenport, Iowa 
was taken sick about September 20, 1863, with diarrhea and rheumatism, and 
finally lost the use of left hand and sight of left eye; he does not state when 
or how he left the service, or when or why his eye became affected. 

William C. Cullom states, not in his own handwriting, that he knew of 
Foster's enlistment in the Eighth Iowa Cavalry, often met him in camp at 
Davenport, knew of his being taken sick with diarrhea and rheumatism, 
and has seen him suffering since with rheumatism of left hand, arm, and 
side, and believes he was free from these diseases July 1, 1863. ; 

John P. Campbell testifies in almost the same words as Mr. Cullum 
Whether these men were themselves, in fact, in the Eighth lowa Cavalry is 
not shown. 

Richard L. McKenzie testifies that he has known Mr. Foster for thirteen 
years. and knows that he has rheumatism in left side, and appears to have 
lost sight of the left eye and use of left hand. 

Aside from this the committee has no evidence before it. 

Now, the sole question in this case is, was this man a soldier of the United 
States? Is it possible that he could have enlisted and remained with his 
regiment for near three months and yet the rolls of that regiment show na 
trace of him? Whether he was such soldier seems to the undersigned ta 
be clearly a matter within the jurisdiction of the Committee on Military 
Affairs to consider. If a bill should be passed directing the Secretary of 
War to place his name on therolis of that regiment, he could then prosecuta 
his claim for pension under the general law 

In recommending the passage of this bill the committee is unfairly im- 
pinging upon the jurisdiction of the Committee on Military Affairs, and is, 
in effect (upon what the undersigned consider entirely insufficient evi- 
dence), declaring, in contravention of the records of the War Department, 
that this man did serve for ninety days or more as a soldier in Company C, 
Eighth Iowa Cavairy. 

lor these reasons the undersigned recommend that the bill do Me on the 
table. 

M. R. BALDWIN 
Cc. J. ERDMAN 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that this bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. LACEY. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 23, noes 6, 
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Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina 
makes the point that no quorum has voted. The Chair will ap- 
point as tellers the gentleman from Iowa [|Mr. LAacrEy] and the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT]. 

Mr. LACEY (pending the count). Mr. Speaker, Iask unani- 
mous consent that the bill be laid aside without prejudice. 

Mr. KILGORE. I ob ect. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman from Texas objects. The 
tellers will resume their places. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
15, noes 4 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pointof no quorum being made, the 
Chair, under the rule, will cause the roll to be called. 

The C!ark proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana (pending the call). Mr. Chairman, 
T ask unanimons consent that the gentleman from Texas with- 
draw his point of no quorum, and that the bill be laid aside 
without prejudice. I[f that is agreed to, I will make a motion 
that the committee rise, so that we may pass some of these bills 
that have already been disposed of in committee. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

The Clerk resumed the call of the roll. 

Mr. KILGORE (during the call). Mr. Chairman, if I under- 
stand the proposition of the gentleman fvom Indiana it is that he 
will move that the committee rise. In that-case I am willing to 
withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MAR- 
TIN} asks unanimous consent to vacate the order for the call of 
the roll, that the point of no quorum be withdrawn, and that 
this bill retain its place on the Calendar without prejudice. 

There was no objection, aud it was so ordered. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion ‘was‘agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. WiLLIAMs of [lli- 
nois having resumed thechair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DOCK- 
ERY, from the Committee of the Whole, reported that they had 
had under consideration sundry bills and had directed him to 
report the same to the House with various recommendations. 

r. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. pero if there be no objec- 
tion, and if it be in order, I would like to put the bills that have 
been favorably reported upon their passage. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

_ Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; :and the House accordingly (at 9 
ae and 55 minutes p. m.) adjourned until Mondaynext at 12 
o’clock m. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills-and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whoie House, as follows: 

By Mr. HUTCH HSON, from the Committee on Claims: & 
= fo og 5782) for the relief of Charles W. Russey. (Report 

vo. 1364). 

By Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
A bill (H.R. 7339) to pension Samuel F. Tenant. (Report No. 
1365), 

By Mr. HARE, frem the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
= (8. R. 5551) for the relief of Emily A. Mann. (Report No. 

366), 

By Mr. McDANNOLD, from tho Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: A bill (H.R. 3343) for the relief of Mrs. Cinna Rickards, 
widow of John D. Rickards. (Report No. 1367). 

By Mr. POST, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia: A bill (H. R. 7582) providing for reconveyance by District 
Commissioners of certain lands to Andrew J. and Mary E. Cur- 
tis. (Report No. 1368.) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolution, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R.'7886) to prevent mo- 
nopolization of patented inventions—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 7884) to amend 
section 2 of the act approved February 15, 1893, entitled ‘‘An 
act granting addition uarantine powers and imposing addi- 
tional duties upon the Marine Hospital Service—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 7885) to regulate 
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GUST 3, 


fares and transfers on certain street-ear lines in the Distrjo: . 


Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Colum} 


dia. 


By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7837) to provid 


means for gathering and storing rainwater in semi: 


of the United States, and for other purposes—to the Commit: 


on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 
By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 7896) to authorize 


arid regiong 


the ce 


of water for agricultural purposes—to the Committee on ) 


and Means. 


By Mr. BLAIR: A joint resolution (H. Res.214) pro 
the investigation of acts of unlawful violence thro 


country alleged to have been inflicted on account « 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BLAND: A resolution directing the Cr 
Ways and Means to reporta bill for an income tax t 


duce $100,000,000 of revenue annually, and to place a! 
sugar on the free list—to the Committeoon Ways an 





PRIVATE BIULS, ETC. 
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Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the fol 


titles were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7888) f 
of H. K. Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pe 


or the relief 


18] 


By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 7839) for the relief of Thom 


Riley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 7890) for the relief of 


Bateman—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. TKIRT: A dill (H. R.7891) ‘to authorize payment, 


commutation to David Jones—to the Committee on 
fairs. 
By Mr. MAGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 7892) for the 


ATl1% 
NLL 


relief of A 


brecht Nest, late of the United States Navy—to the Committes 


on Claims. 


By Mr. NEILL: A bill (H. R. 7893) to granta pension to A 
stead Rawlings, of Arkansas—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: A bill (A. R.'7894) removing 
the charge of desertion from the record of James H. Andrews 


to the Committee-on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. BRETZ: A dill (H. R. 7895) granting a pemsion to Bu- 


ford W. Patterson—to the Committee on Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Papers to accompany 


House bill 7879, to remove the charge of desertion 
ing against James H. Waters—to the Committee 
Affairs. 


now stu 
on Military 


By Mr. BLATR: Remonstranceof fraternal orders against t! 
income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUNDY: Petition of F. KE. Dougherty and | 
citivens of Pike County, Ohio, for the survey.and estin 
a ship canal from the lakes to the Ohio River by way of Sandusky 


and Scioto Rivers—to the Committee on the Judici 


ary. 


By Mr. DAVIS of Kansas: Petition of 250 citizens of Chica 
Ill., praying for the impeachment of Richard Olney, .\tto 


General of the United States, for misuse of his offi: 


‘al pos 


by the prostitution of Federal courts—to the Committ 


Judiciary. 
By Mr. FITHIAN: Papers to accompany House | 


ill fo 


of Thomas Riley—to the Committeo on Military Affairs. _ 
By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of the officials of Firs! 
Baptist Church of Camden, N.J., against the passage o! |! 


bill 6913, appropriating Government moneys to sect: 


arian schoois 


and undertakings—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Also, petition of George S. Hains and 525 others, 


of Camden 


N. J., and the vicinity, protesting against the passage of |/' 


bill 6913, appropriating public money to sectarian 
or schools—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


institul 


Also, petition of the officers of the board of the Third Met 
dist Episcopal Church, of Camden, N. J., representing 4 el: 
bership of 750, against the passage of House bill 6913, appren? 


ating public moneys to sectarian schools and unde 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Also, petition of Broadway Methodist Episcopal 


Camden, N.J., o‘licial board, representing 1,20) members,& 
the passage of House bill 6913, appropriating public 


sectarian schools or undertakings—to the Comm!tt 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of the officials of the Centenary Met 
copal Church, of Camden, N. J., authorized by the 


rtakings—\W 
Church, of 


mopveys t0 


se on Indian 


hodist Epis 


ir members, 


numbering 350, against the pores of House bill os. appro 
0 underws 


Government moneys for sectarian schools an 
ings—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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Also, petition of the Kighth Street Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of Camden, N. J., against the passage of House bill 6913, appro- 
priating Government moneys to sectarian schools and under- 
takings—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of Rev. M. E. Snyder, pastor of the Slate Street 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Camden, N. J., numbering 200 
members, by unanimous request of the members, against the 
passage of the House bill 6913, appropriating Government mon- 
eys to sectarian schools and undertakings—to the Committee 
on Indain Affairs. 

By Mr. WEADOCK: Petitionof Max A. Dormer, Henry Koch, 
Theo. Mackinson, of Evanyelical Lutheran Zion's Church, Bea- 
ver, Mich, against the amendment of preamble of the Constitu- 
tion—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Rev. J. H. P. Partenfelder, Max Boen, Mike 
Kamm, of Emanuel Lutheran Church of Bay City, Mich., against 
amendment to preamble of Constitution—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of H. C. Kuechle, pastor of Emanuel Lutheran 
Church of Alpena, Mich , against amendment of preamble to 
the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of T. Hartman, pastor; E. O. Summerfeld, and 
U. Miller, trustees of St. Paul Lutheran Church of Posen, Mich., 
againstamendmentof preamble of the Constitution—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Ferdinand Sievers and others,of Bay County, 
Mich., against the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu. 
tion—to the Committee on the Judieiary. 

Also, petition of Rev. George Brenthal, pastor; Christian 
Hildner and George Ortner, trustees, Michael Lutheran Church, 
Richville, Mich., against amendment to the preamble of the 
Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Rev. Emil Durr, pastor; John Graf and 
August Worth, elders, St. Paul Lutheran Church, Unionville, 
Mich., against amendment to the preamble of the Constitution— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, August 4, 1894. 


On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous consent, 
the reading of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dis- 
pensed with. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message trom the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 213) to pay for alley condemned in square 
493, in the city of Washington, D. C.; 

A bill (H. R. 4606) to amend sections 5365 and 5366 of the 
vised Statutes, relating to barratry on the high seas; 

A bill (H.R. 6720) providing for the resurvey of Grant 
Hooker Counties, in the State of Nebraska; and 

A bill (H. R. 7488) authorizing the Secretary of the Inte 
to grant leases for sites on the Hot Springs Reservation, 
kansas, for cold-water reservoirs. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PERKINS. I present a telegram from the Board of 
Trade of San I'rancisco, Cal., an organization representing 
several hundred of the leading business men of that city, re- 
monstrating against the passage of the so-called Bailey bank- 
ruptey bill, which is now upon our Calendar. I move that the 
memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


No. 


Re- 


rior 
Ar- 
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Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Los | 


Angeles, Cal., remonstrating against the support of the Gov- 
ernment in maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian 
education; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
iairs, 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of R. B. Clark and 
sundry other citizens of Detroit, Mich., praying that in the 
passage of any law providing for the taxation of incomes the 
funds of fraternal beneficiary societies, orders, or associations 
oo exempted from taxation; which was ordered to..lie on the 

e. 

He also presented memorials of Rev. Frank Blomfield and 
sundry other citizens of Dexter; of Jacob C. Winning and sun- 
dry other citizens of Adrian; of Rev. Thomas Middiemes and 
sundry other citizens of Alpena; of W. S. Hazelton and sundry 
other citizens of Leonard; of James H. Gaglierand sundry other 
citizens of Detroit; of William J. Hatton and sundry other citi- 
zens of Escanaba, and of William P. Warren and sundry other 





renner LE 
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citizens of Saginaw, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating 
against the support of the Government in maintaining t 

ent system of sectarian Indian education, which w 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


etc.; 


Mr. SQULRE presented a petition of sundry members of the 
bar of Yakima County, Wash.. praying for the tablishment 
of adistrict and circuit court term for the courts of the United 
States at North Yakima, to « race the counties of ‘ 


Kittitas, and Klickitat,in the State of W mn: wh 
reterred to the Committee on the Judicia 





He also presented a petition of the Chamber of ¢ ( 
Astoria, Oregon, praying that an appropriation « 
made for the establishment and maintenance of « 
hatcheries upon the waters of the Columbia River, in tl 


> 
\ ’ 
which was referred to the Committec on Fishe 
t 


He also sented sundry petitions of ci ( 
Wack ‘avine for the passace of Senate bill No. 2! to 
Wash., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 2115, 
vide for the regulated free coinage bullion into 


nres 
pi 


of silver 


ard dollars of the United States, and for the preservatio: 
parity of value of the various kinds of coined money 
United States: which were referred to the Committee o1 


nance. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens 
Tacoma, Reardan, Seattle, Ballard, Castle Rock, 
Bay, Davenport, Ellensburg, Kalama, Sumner, Shelton, 4 
cal Lake, Port Angeles, and Puyallup, all in the State W 
ington, remonstrating against the support of the Governme: 
in maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian ed 
tion, ete.; which were referred to the Committee on Indian 
fairs. 

Mr. LODGE presented the memorial of Samuel H. Tutt! 
27 other citizens of Concord, Mass., remonstrating against 
support of the Government in maintaining the present 


r &, 
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Dering 


of 


enna 


| of sectarian Indian education; which was referred to the Co 


mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VILAS presented the memorial of P. A. Colby and su 
dry other citizens of Waupaca, Wis., remonstrating against the 
support of the Government in maintaining the present system 
of sectarian Indian edueation, etc.; which was referred to th: 
Committee on Indisn Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of 150 citizens of Cin 
cinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the support of the Gov 


| ernment in maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian 
| education, ete.: 


which was referred to the Committee on Indi 
Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry citizens of ¢ 
cago, Ill., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Rockford, | 
remonstrating against the support of the Government in 
taining the present system of sectarian Indian education, « 
which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, towho 
was referred the bill (5S. granting to the Northern Mis 
sippi Railroad Company right of way through certain Ind 
reservations in Minnesota, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
:mendment, and submit 

\ bill |S. 2275) granting a pension to Eli 
of Jethrow New; and 

4 bill (H. R. 4811) to pension Mary Trimble. 

MARINE HOSPITAL 

Mr. GALLINGER. lLamdirected by the Committee on Epi- 
demic Diseases, to whom was referred a letter from the Sec 
tary of the Treasury under date of August 4, 1894, and the draft 
of a bill for the amendment of the act granting additional quar- 
antine powers and imposing additional duties upon the Marine 
Hospital Service, to reporta bill, and, as there is an emergency 
in this case, to ask for its immediate consideration. 

The bill (S, 2280) to amend section 2 of the act approved Feb- 
ruary 15, 1893, entitled ‘‘An act granting additional quarantin: 
powers and imposing additional duties upon the Marine Hos- 
pital Service,” was read the first time by its title. 

’ By unanimous consent, the bill was read the second time at 
length and considered as in Committee of the Whole, as follows: 
act approved February 15, 1893, en 
powers and imposing addi 
is hereby amended by 


2107 


ted reports thereon: 


abeth New, widow 


SERVICE. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 2 of the 
titted “An act granting additional quarantine 
tional duties upon the Marine Hospital Servic« 
adding to the end of said section the following: 

“The provisions of this act shall not apply to vessels plying between for 
eign ports on or near the frontiers of the United States and ports of tae 
United States adjacent thereto: but the Secretary of the Treasury is here- 
by authorized, when, in his discretion, it is expedient for the preservation 
of the public health, to establish regulations governing such vessels.” 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
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OCALA, FLA., A PORT OF ENTRY. 

Mr. RANSOM. Iam instructed by the Committee on Com- 
merce to report back favorably, with an amendment, the bill | 
(S. 1885) to extend the privileges of the transportation of duti- 
able merchandise without appraisement to the city of Ocala, in | 
the State of Florida. 

Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be put 
on its passage. There can be no objection to it, and it is a 
matter of necessity. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committeeof the | 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, after 


the word ‘Florida,’ in line 7, to insert ‘‘and the said city of 
Ocala is hereby constituted a port of entry;” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the privileges of the seventh section of the act ap- 
proved June 10, 1880, governing the transportation of dutiable merchandise 
without appraisement, be, and the same are hereby, extended to the city | 
of Ocala, in the State of Florida, and the said city of Ocala is hereby con- | 
stituted a port of entry. { 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2281) to authorize the 
Postmaster-General to credit account of James A. Sexton with 
amount of funds stolen; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


MINNESOTA SCHOOL AND TIMBER LANDS. 
Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; which was | 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Kesolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to transmit to the 
Senate copies of all correspondence between such Department (or any office 
thereof) and the officers of the Territory or State of Minnesota, or any Dele- 
gate, from such Territory, or Senator, or Representative of such State, re- 
specting theclaim or rights of Minnesota to the sections 16 and 36 as school 
lands, in cases where such sections are or have been situate in any Indian or 
military reservation or in any unceded lands. Also, copies of all ruli or 
decisions by such Department or by any officer thereof touching said hts 
or claims of Minnesota. 

‘The Secretary of the Interior is also directed to inform the Senate how 
mauny acres (and in what sections and townships) have been examined and 
appraised as to the pine timber existing thereon, under the provisions of 
the act approved January 14, 1889, and other legislation on that subject. 
Also, to inform the Senats by stating what Government subdivisions have 
thus been examined and ee and by stating the quantity of pine re- 
ported to be on each of such subdivisions. 


ELIHU ROOT. 


Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 966) to compensate Elihu Root for services 
rendered by direction of the Attorney-General. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the bill take any time? 

Mr. HILL. No, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, $2,000, the amount approved by the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, tocompensate Elihu Root, United States attorney, southern district 
of New York.for services rendered as the attorney for the defendant in the 
suit of the Yale Lock Manufacturing Company vs. Thomas L. James, in 
March, i8, Dy direction of the Attorney-General. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 





RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iask leave to withdraw from the further con- 
sideration of the Senate the conference report made last even- 
ing upon the river and harbor bill. It has been discovered that 
when the report was made up the clerks of the conference com- 
mittee used the House print of the bill as received in the House 
after it had passed the Senate and not the official engrossed | 
copy, Which is now printed on blue paper instead of being en- | 
grossed by hand as heretofore. According to the rule now 
adopted in the House, the House print of the bill with the Sen- 
ate amendments numbered was not the one to be referred to. 
The Clerk of the House informs us that the House Committee | 
on Enrolled Bills will not report that the bill is properly en- 
rolled unless the clerical changes are made in the conference 
report so that the references will conform to the numbers in | 
the blue print, which is the official copy. 

Therefore I ask leave to withdraw the net in order that 
the House, when it meets at 12 o’clock on Monday, may recall | 
the conference report and submit a correct report, correcting 
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the clerical errors caused by referring to page and line in the last 
print made in the House of the bill with te Senate amendments 
rather than the official print which is made for the use of the 
clerks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. WHITE. Linterpose no objection to the request of the 
Senator from Oregon, but I wish to call attention to one item in 
the conference report before the report is withdrawn, as a eor- 
rection ought to be made with reference to it. I know that it is 
not in order to make the correction now, but at the same time | 
wish to make a statement. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have no objection to hearing what the Sen- 
ator from California has to say, but I do not understand that an 
objection would lie to my request. I suppose that as a matter 
of course the report can be withdrawn. Ido not understand 
that it is subject to an objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report is withdrawn by the 
Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Chair will permit me—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from California for the purpose of making a statement on the 


| subject. 


Mr. WHITE. I desire to interpose simply for the purpose of 
offering a suggestion, to which [ understand the Senator from 
Oregon has no objection. 

On page 19 of the bill as it was before the Committee on Com- 
merce of the Senate there was the following item: 


Improving harbor at Wilmington, Cal.: Continuing improvement, 40,00, 


This provision was inserted by the House, and it came to the 
Senate in the bill. The Senate made no amendment whatever 


| so far asthis item is concerned, and it went to the committee of 


conference without any change whatsoever. In the conference 
report which is about to be withdrawn we find that this item is 
—, eliminated, and the elimination is sought to be accom- 
plished by oe it an amendment to another provision, thus 
securing the result. 

On page 259 of Jefferson’s Manual, which according to the rules 
of the Senate is authority here, I understand that thatcan not 
be done; the item not having been amended by the Senate it is 
without the jurisdiction of the conference committee. I make 
the suggestion so that when the matter goes back to conference, 
as it must if the report is withdrawn from the Senate, the error 
which I have stated in the report may be corrected; for I under. 
stand that only the disagreeing votes of the two Houses are sub- 
mitted to the conference. The Senate itself made no amend- 
ment in the item and there has been no opportunity for its 
consideration by the conference. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to inquire of the Senator from 
Oregon whether the effect of the withdrawal of the report and 
of a reconsideration by the other House after the adoption of 
the conference report there will be to send the bill back to con- 
ference? 

Mr. DOLPH. Thatisit. Is the report withdrawn’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request of the Senator from 
Oregon for the withdrawal of the report is granted. 


STATE TAXATION OF NATIONAL CURRENCY. 


Mr. TURPIE. Iask unanimous consent to call up the Dill 
(H. R. 4826) to subject to State taxation national-bank notes and 
United States Treasury notes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
HoaR}, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘currency,” in section |, 
line 6, insert ‘and gold, silver, or other coin.” 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not think my amendment Is 
necessary. I agree with the Senator from Indiana[Mr. TuRPI£] 
that it would not change the legal effect of the bill. But! 
thought it was better as a precaution against somebody raising 
the question that as you mide an expression of the legislative 
will in regard to notes and said nothing about silver or gold 
coin, they would of course be included. However, I do not 
think any court would come to that conclusion, and if the gen- 
tlemen who are managing the bill on the other side think that 
they do not want the amendment I shall not press it. I leave 
it to the Senator from Mississippi(Mr. GzorGE]. If ho thinks 


‘it should not go in the bill I will withdraw it, and if he would 
| like to have it kept in the bill I will insist on it. 


Mr. GEORGE. We agreed on consultation to accept the 
amendment. : 

Mr. TURPIE. The amendment is certainly nugatory an¢ 
harmless. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


—- * 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. PLATT. NowlI desire to have the bill read asamended, 
and I would be obliged to Senators if they will refrain from con- 
versation, 80 that I may be able to hear the reading of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will beread. TheChair re- 

nests the attention of Senators to the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That circulating notes of national banking associations 
and United States legal-tender notes and other notes and certificates of the 
United States payable on demand and circulating or intended to circulate 
as currency, and gold, silver, or other coin shall not be exempt from taxa- 
tion as money on hand or on deposit, under the laws of any State or Ter- 
ritory: Provided, That any such taxation shall be exercised in the same 
manner and at the same rate that any such State or Territory shall tax other 
money or currency circulating as money within its jurisdiction. 

Szo. 2. That the provisions of this act shall not be deemed or held to 
change existing laws in respectof the taxation of national banking associa- 
tions 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the amendment inserted on 
the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts in my judgment 
tends to confuse the matter. I suppose it has never been pro- 
yided by law that coin money on hand can not be taxable. Gold 
and silver when on hand at the time of making up the tax list 
is always subject to taxation like any other property. I do not 
therefore think it is wise to put in the bill those words. The 
Senator from Massachusetts himself admits that there is no ne- 
cessity for the clause, and I think it had better be omitted. 

Money on hand, whether it be in the form of United States 
notes or gold or silver coin, or State bank notes, has always been 
taxable; and I think in every State money is regarded as or. 
erty, to be taxed like other property. Therefore the principle 
isright. An exception, however, was made during the war in 
favor of United States notes; and that was the only exception I 
know of. The reason for that exception, however, has passed 
away, as I stated yesterday. 

Now tbat the notes are redeemable in gold or silver coin on 
demand of the holder, there is no reason why they should be 
exempt from taxation. They should be treated as other prop- 
erty. During the war, when they were constantly declining 
day by day, owing to the exigencies of the war, it was deemed 
necessary, as a matter of favor to the United States notes then 
circulating, that they should be exempted from taxation, and 
they were so exempted. : 

I think, therefore, that the bill as it stood had better be passed, 


so that the Stutes may be restored to their right to levy taxes 
upon money in any form, or property in any form, provided no 
discrimination is made against United States notes. 

Mr. TURPIE. LIentirely concur with what has been said by 
the honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in respect 


to the confusion which would be produced by the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. We can, how- 
ever, remove that confusion, I think, by striking out the word 
“other,” in the tenth line. That will reduce the clause toa 
state, at least, of intelligibility, and I think will reproduce the 
original meaning of the section. 

The exemption from taxation of any property in the United 
States isa very high privilege. Itis only justifiable from ex- 
treme reasons and in the last emergency—the one referred to 
by the honorable Senator from Ohio, a state of war—and the 
necessity for the maintenance of the national credit during that 
condition. ButI do not think it wasever contemplated by Con- 
gress,even during the war—that having relation only to the 
original amount of Treasury notes issued—there now ing in 
circulation $346,000,000, that such a large amount of property 
should be perpetually exempted from taxation. It isequivalent 
toexempting three hundred and forty-six persons worth a mil- 
lion dollars each from all State and municipal taxation. It is 
an unjust and unfair immunity. 

There are no words in the contract from which perpetuity of 
exemption can be implied. The words are simply that these 
notes and other currency of the United States shall not be tax- 
able by or under State or municipal authority. If the contract 
said “shall not be taxable” there would have been permanent, 
absolute, and perpetualimmunity; but when it is said all through 
“under State authority’ it is a clear reservation of the power 
of Congress by the authority of Congress to tax these notes when 
they are money on hand or when they constitute money depos- 
ited, the same as any other property. 

One very good reason for the passage of this bill is the fraudu- 
lent use which is made of the immunity existing under the terms 
of the original enactment. Honest men go to work and habitu- 
ally accumulate greenbacks for the purpose when the day of 
assessment comes of having greenback Treasury notes as a sur- 
plus and reporting no money on hand for taxation; and dishonest 
men make use of the same amountof Treasury notes repeatedly, 
80 that the same sum of money in greenbacks, deposited at a 

nk or some other place of safety, 1 have no doubt serves the 
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purpose of shielding one, two, three, four. and sometimes ten 
different persons from taxation by reason of the rapidity of ac- 
cess, by reason of the felicity and facility of transfer. 

Again, there is another reason, and a very high and sound 
monetary reason, why these notes should be subject to taxation. 
So long as they are the beneficiary of this immunity, so long 
as any portion of the funds circulating as money are privileged 
from taxation, these notes will be hoarded and be taken outof the 
bulk of the currency; they will not circulate as money, although 
they are used as such; they are hoarded by banks, by individu- 
als, by corporations, for the simple reason that they are not sub- 
ject to taxation. The passage of the pending bill wil! destroy 
this propensity to hoarding, because it will destroy the r n 
the profit, and the advantage of such hoarding. 

This bill passed the Senate nem. con., without division, unan 
mously in September, 1890, and no reason has accrued since 
why the same unanimity should not prevail as to its pa sage 
now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, so far as I can understand 
this bill—I hold the official copy in my hand, but it is so covered 
and scratched with marks indicating amendments that it is 
comewhat difficult to understand what it does mean—I under 
stand it to say that a State shall not exempt from taxation any 
currency or moneys of any description. 
States to tax. 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, no; it is that the notes 
empt from taxation on account of Federal law. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand; but why not say ‘‘ may 
taxed.” Suppose a State chooses to exempt deposits from tax 
tion 

Mr. GEORGE. It amounts to the same thing. 
has been fixed in that way there is no use of amending it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think there is a point to be made there 
There is a command on the States to tax all these obligati 
all descriptions. Ido not say but that the States and Territ 
ries will be very glad to avail themselves of this permissior 
perhaps they will, but I affirm that it has never been cust 
ary in Federal legislation to command taxation by a Stat 

Mr. GEORGE. The bill does not do that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not see why it does not doit. It r 
“shall not be exempt from taxation as money on hand or on d: 
posit under the laws of any State or Territory.’ 

Mr. GEORGE, That was the language of the bill which 
passed the Senate at the time referred to by the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am not speaking of what has been done 
here or elsewhere at any time. [Iam speaking of what is her 
in this bill. I think myself it ought to be amended so as to say 
‘may be taxable.” Then the States will take care of the right 
to tax all sorts of property. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator permit me to make a su 
tion? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. Does not the bill simply say that the notes 
shall not be exempt? Does not that merely mean that their 
status is that they shall be taxable’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not think it does. I do not think 
State could exempt them from taxation under this bill. [low 
could it? The language here is: ‘‘Shall not be exempt under 
the laws of any State or Territory.” 

Mr. WHITE. I will suggest to the Senator from Connecticut 
that the State may not tax, but the Federal Government has the 
power to grant the permission. Then the Federal Government 
says that they shall not be exempt. Of course the Federal Gov- 
ernment can not enter within the State and make a State levy. 
That is obvious. Therefore, the Federal Government, it ap- 
pears to me, merely removes the restriction which was formerly 
placed upon this kind of property, and permits the State to tax. 
I think that would be the construction. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator and I do not disagree as to 
what is the purpose of the bill. He wishes to have the National 
Governmert say that these obligations need not be exempted. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But you say now they shall not be ex: 
I think there is a difference. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. As the bill passed the House of Representa 
tives it read: ‘‘Shall be subject to taxation under the laws of 





It is commanding the 


shall not hee 


As the bill 


mpted,. 


any State or Territory.” That language was perfectly satle- 
factory to me. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very well. 

Mr. GEORGE. But the Committee on the Judiciary struck 


out those words. 
Mr. HAWLEY. That would be satisfactory. : 
Mr.GEORGE. Let me get through. On consideration by 
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him for services as a farmerinchargevi Tulalip Indian | o-<, 
Washington Territory, for the month of October, 1982. ~ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendmen; 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third +i, 
and passed. 


the Judiciary Committee, not on my motion, it was deemed bet- 
ter to use the language as at present stated in the bill. I hope 
the Senator, therefore, will allow it to go, especially as this is 
the exact language used in the bill on aformer occasion when it 
passed the Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not know whether a motion to amend 
is now in order or not. I do not know but it is closed, as the 
amendment. has been already adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish, while the Senator has the floor, to 
call his attention to just the thing we want to correct, which is 
this: The present law provides that United States notes shall 
be exempt from taxation by or under State or municipal author- The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the ; 
ity. All that is intended in this bill is to declare that such | eration of the vate by which the concurrent resolut 
notes shall not be exempt from taxation while under State or | passed? The Chair hears none, and the concurrent res, 
municipal authority. That a repeals the clauses in the | js before the Senate. 
several acts providing for issuing United States notes. Itseems Mr. PASCO. I move to amend the resolution by str 
to me that makes the bill very simple and avoids all this verbal | the word “directed” and inserting the word ‘reques 
criticism. z The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. If I can have the attention of the Senator from | ‘The resolution as amended was concurred in. 
Mississippi [Mr. GeorGE] for a moment, I shall be much obliged neue dan eames os ae . 
to him. I do not myself think that any practical difficulty MISSISGIPPS EDGE M2 OT. TAKHB, Mi 
would arise from the point suggested by the Senator from Con-| Mr. MILLS. I move that the Senate do now adjour: 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY}. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the 1 

Mr. GEORGE. . Nor do I. the Senator from Texas. | 

Mr. HOAR. But as some Senators think it might be well,in-| Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to mak 
stead of saying “shall not be exempt from taxation,” to say | gestion to him? 

‘*shall be liable to taxation "—— Mr. MILLS. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. Mr. PALMER. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate 1) 

Mr. GEORGE. Or “subject to taxation.” Let us take the | proceed to the consideration at this time of House bil! 
language of the House bill, and disagree to the amendmvnt,as| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from IIlinois 
that satisfies the Senator from Connecticut. unanimous consent for the present consideration of « )i 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. title of which will be stated. _ 

Mr. GEORGE. Then I move that the vote by which the} The SecreTaRy. A bill (H. R. 5645) authorizing the 
amendment of the committee was agreed to, in lines 6 and 7 of | struction of a bridge over the Mississippi River to the c 
section 1, be reconsidered, and that the words “ be subject to” | St. Louis in the State of Missouri, from some suitable ; 


shall be restored,and the words ‘‘not be exempt from” stricken | between the north line of St. Clair County, Ill., and the so 
west line of said county. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the ch 
Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill: 

Mr. CULLOM. I will state to my colleague that yester 
talked with the Representative from the district m which t! 
bridge is proposed to be built, and I told him what I wish tos. 
to my colleague, I desire to ask that the bill be laid over 
I can hear from a gentleman from whom I received a le! 
few days ago stating that the bill ought not to be passed. | i 
mediately wrote the gentleman to know what reason ho had t) 
urge why the bill should not be passed, and I should like to he: 
from him before action is taken. [have no doubt [ shall h 
from him within a day or two. 

Mr. PALMER. [f the present consideration of the bill is 
jected to, of course I can not help it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will again ing 
as to whether there is objection to the present considerat 
the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply desire to have the bill go ove 
I can hear from the genticman to whom I have referred. 
will be in a day or two. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and th 


ARREDONDO GRANT. 


Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, there was a concurrent )«< 
tion passed yesterday in relation to the Arredondo grant j), ; 
State of Florida, the language of which should be change, | 
substitution of aword. [ ask unanimous consent that it yp: 
reconsidered, corrected, and again passed. 


out, 

Mr. HAWLEY. If if understand the Senator, that will leave 
the House expression ‘‘shall be subject to taxation” in the bill? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thatisright. That is just what I wanted 
to do. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Mississippi that the vote by which the amend- 
ment referred to by him was agreed to be reconsidered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now recurs on agree- 
ing. to the amendment of the committee, which will be stated. 

he SECRETARY. In section 1, line 6, after the word ‘‘ shall,” 
strike out “be subject to” and insert ‘‘ not be exempt from.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TURPIE. I move to strike out the word ‘‘other” inline 
10. Owing to an amendment which has been made I think it 
is necessary to strike out that word. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Indiana, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 1, line 10, after the word ‘ tax,” 
it is proposed to strike out the word “‘ other.” 


| LL 





The amendment was agreed to. | will go over. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
amendments were concurred in. | Mr. CULLOM. I ask leave to call up House bill 3309 
The arnendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill | sion bill. 
to be read a third time. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. unanimous consent for the present consideration of a | 
CAPT. EDWARD WHEELER. title of which will be stated. 


Mr. SQUIRE. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 1 gar ceca A bill (H. R. 3309) to pension Am 
sideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 19) authoriz the Sec- , . 
retary of War aa ie the satthenns ee of Cape. Edward | Mr.MANDERSON, I suggest to the Senator from | 


Wheeler, Fifty-sixth New York Volunteers. _and to his colleague, the chairman of the Committee on Po 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 51028, that this would be a very opportune time to take up t 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. pension bills in their order on the Calendar. I should be ve") 


Mr. SQUIRE. I have here the favorable report submitted in | £184 to have that course pursued, and that would dispose 0! \ 
the case by the Committee on Military Affairs, which can be | °#8¢ for which the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM 
read if desired by any Senator. | present consideration. ’ a 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without | ,Mr-CULLOM. Let us dispose of this case, and then the Se 
amendment, crdered to be engrossed for a third reading, read ate can proceed with the order indicated by the Senator from 


Nebraska. 
the third time, and passed. Mr. MANDERSON. I shall not object to the Senator's bill. 


JOHN O’KEANE. Mr. PALMER. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consider 
Mr. SQUIRE. I ask unaniinous consent for the consideration | ation of the private pension bills on the Calendar. 
at this time of the bill (S. 646) for the relief of John O’Keane, Mr. CULLOM. I should like to have the bill considered that 
of the State of Washington. T have called up. It is a pension bil!. 
There being ho objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | Mr. GORMAN. I understand, and I have been informed by 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It ene to pay to | Senators who were here when the Senate adjourned last ni¢4', 
John O’Keane, of the State of Washington, . a8 salary due | that at the suggestion of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Har- 


1894. 


nis}, the Senate adjourned to meet to-day for the purpose of 
considering the conference report on the river and harbor bill, 
with the understanding on the part of quite a number of Sena- 
tors that no other business should be transacted to-day. I sug- 
gest that there is no objection to the consideration of the pen- 
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sion bills, and that unanimous consent be given to go through | 


with those on the Calendar, and that then the Senate should 
adjourn. 

Mr. CULLOM. If there isany opposition to the bill I desire 
to have considered, of course I will withdraw the request. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to make a suggestion to the Sena- 
tor from Maryland. The senior Senator from New York [Mr. 
Hit] intends to move that the Senate take up a bill submitted 
by the Secret ivy of the Treasury excluding anarchists from ad- 


the Committee on Immigration. I can not conceive that 
absent Senator would object to the consideration of that 


any 


ceedings of to-day’s session. 

As the Senator from Maryland is aware, we have been here : 
very long time, and it is desir 
this hot we ather , that if there is any public business to be done 
itshall be transacted. 
not, as one of the leaders of the majority in the Senate, under- 


take to prevent the Senate from proceeding to do all the busi- | 


ness upon the transaction of which other les aders on his side are 
inclined to enter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill called up by the Senator from [lli- 
nois {Mr. CULLOM]? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to the bill, but I think 
it is fairer and better to take up the pension cases reported and 
on the Calendar. It can not be subject to objection. The Sen 
ator from Illinois calls up one bill, when there are a great many 
pension cases before it on the Calendar, just as meritorious. I[ 
hope aa Senator from Illinois will assent to that agreement. 

Mr. GORMAN. 
to that course and let us take up all the pension cases on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
through the list. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We can do it in a half hour. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
preceed to the consideration of the pension bills on the Cal- 
endar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of unobjected pension cases on the Calendar. 

Mr. HILL. [ask how many pension cases there are? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senate will devote an houror three- 
quarters of an hour to their consideration they will all be out of 
the way. 

Mr. HILL. 
purpose, 
Senator from New Hampshire has referred. 
~ HOAR. What bill is that? 

ir. HILL. Itisabillin relation to anarchists, reported from 

r ‘ommitte © On Immigration. 

Mr. PALMER. I desire to enlarge my motion so as to include 
bills reported from the Committeeon Military Affairs to correct 
militaryrecords. It will not take an hour, I am sure, to dispose 
ofall the pension bills and these private military bills on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. MANDEE The latte 
same character. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
quest as modified by the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. HILL. What is the request? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request of the Senator 
from Illinois is that unobjected pension bills on the Calendar 
and bills to correct military records be taken up for present con- 
sideration. 

Mr. HIGL. 
to that purpose, if it be limited to that length of time. 

Mr.GORMAN. Until 2 o'clock. 

Mr. HILL. All right. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to ask whether the morning business 
has been concluded. 
ation of resolutions coming over from a previous day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the 


I have no objection, 


G 


[ have no objection thatan hour be given for that 


the 


tSON. r are practically bills of the 


bill, | 

and [ trust that the attempt will not be made to limit the pro- 

| withdrawn, 
unanimous 

able, as we are detained here in | 


T hope the Senator from Maryland w ill | 


Senate 


| the 
mission to this country, which has been under consideration by | a 





I trust the Senator from Illinois will agree | 


if the Senate will go | 
| for one should not have assented to the proposition th: 


| up immediately after the reading of the Journal if I had not 


I wish then to move to take up the bill to whivh the | 


| all 


Is there objection to the re- | 


I have no objection to the next hour being given | 
| objection to the 


I have not heard the call for the consider- 


chair is scarcely able to answer the question of the Senator | 


from Nebraska, “having yr been invited to the chair after other 
than routine business had been transacted. 
Mr. ALLEN. 


My recollection is that after the order of in- | 


troduction of bills and resolutions was reached various bills | 


were called up and considered, and that the regular morning 
business has not been concluded. While I do not desire to in- 


S21] 


a 
should lik 


terfere with the consideration of pension bills I 
have the routine business concluded 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Inanswer to the interrocatory 
of the Senator from Nebraska. the present occupant of the ch uir 
will state that he is informed that morn business has not 


6 to 


at 


ing 
closed. 


Mr. sLEN. Then I shall object 
neth of to hav 


> 


ested for 
business con- 


to the 


the mort 


order sugg 
gg 
asumcient le time 


cluded. 
Mr. HOAR. 


ing 
"> 


the 
that 
inani- 
for 
er 


en 


There very general disposition in 

night to intil Monday think 
tun loubte on ive been carried but for th: 
agreement hat the Senate should mee 

Pp of cons iicienarttine eon ‘rence report on th 
nd harbor bill. C nt was given that that should be t 
up immediately after the reading of the Journal, to 

of the morning business and all other matter L und 
stand that for some good reason the conference report has | 
but I do not think the Senate ought, aft 
-consent agreement, to spend the entire day he 
all sorts of miscellaneous business. I have no objection to tak 
ing up the pension measures, of which I am in favor, and I hay 
no objection to the Senate ta r up the measure h the 
Senator from New York has in charge, but after that bu 
is disposed of I think the Senate ought to carry out the 
standing and adjourn. 

Mr. G JORMAN. That is right. 

Mr. HOAR. I shail move an adjournment 
from New York gets through, if nobody else does. 

Mr.GORMAN. That is right. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Massachuset 
allow me to say that I think he is mistaken in assumin 
there was any such understanding. The language 6! the 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] which governs this ca 
as follows: 

Ithink the understanding is that we meet to-morrow espectali) 
Sider this matter. When it is considered, then the Senate cun dete 
what further order it will make 


last 
mot oul 


m 


ion W 

. if ea 
ons 
the oO 


sion 


ir re on 


<1ng which 


after the Se 


u 


This excludes the idea that there was any understan 
no other business would be transacted to-day. 

Mr. HOAR. I will use the phrase ‘‘ general expectatior I 

it the 

conference report on the river and harbor bill should be taken 
pected that when it was over the Senate would adjourn. Ido 
not wish to interfere with any Senator’s desire 

Mr. HILL. IfI had supposed that that was all th: 
to be done to-day, I certainly should have objected. [| caref 
noted the fact that other business could be done if the 
wanted to doit. Iam disposed to stay here; we hav 
else to do; it is the most pleasant day we have had in the we 
and if we are going to adjourn finally durit 
summer or fall we must get through with businevs. \s 
here to-day, let us go ahead and dispose of unobjectionable 

Mr. HOAR. Iwill say to the Senator from New Yor 

I have given notice of is that I shall move that the 

adjourn after the bill he has in charge has been disposed 

Mr. CULLOM. If we could proceed with the pension bil!s we 
would get them out of the way in t! that 
sumed by this talk. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
sideration of unobjected pension cases. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desire 
é ny Senator has interposed an ———— to that course. 

. MANDERSON. Unanimous consent has been hat 
pe sai 1 bills and bills removing charges of desertion or correct- 
ing military records may be taken up in their order on the 
Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Mr. HILL. I desire to limit it to the next hour 
Mr. MANDERSON. All right; for one hour. 
Mr. HILL. With that limitation I make no objecti 
Mr.PALMER. lI accept the modification. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. As modified, the Chair 
request. 
GEORGE. What is the request? 
Mr. PUGH. One hour for pension bills 
Mr. GEORGE. I have a little bill on 
should like to have taken up. I know the Se 
soon as it ist re sad. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 
asks unanimous consent for the pr 
which will be read for information. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I hope that the hour 
to, and that the pension cases will be proce vith 
Mr. PALMER. Allow me . the S tor from Missis- 
sippi that in an hour we can get through with these bills. 
Mr. GEORGE. The bill for which I sllera- 
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e time is being con 
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tion is the bill (H. R. 3130) to repeal in part and to limit section 
3480 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand the Senate has already agreed 
to devote one hour to pension bills and to private bills from the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me get this bill through first, and then 
we can go on with the others. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no; let it come afterwards. Ido not 
think the Senator should stand in the way of matters in which 
we are all interested. 


Mr. GEORGE. This isa pension matter in a sense. It re- 
lates to bounty land warrants. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Then it will be reached in its order. I in- 


sist upon proceeding oo ° 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the request 
of the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. ALLEN. I rose for the purpose of objecting toany other 
business until the morning business is closed. 

Mr. PALMER. May I ask the Senator from Nebraska a ques- 
tion? DoTI understand that there is objection to my request 
that an hour shall be devoted to the consideration of these bills? 

Mr. ALLEN. Notatall, but I think the morning business 
ean be concluded in twenty minutes, and then all the rest of the 
morning hour can be devoted to the consideration of the pen- 
Bion bills. 

Mr. PALMER. 
more. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from Nebraska to object to the request to proceed with 
the pension bills? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do, until the morning business is concluded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. ALLEN. Now, let my resolution, which comes over as 
a part of the morning business, be laid before the Senate. 


PROPOSED ISSUE OF TREASURY NOTES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution submitted by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN], coming over from a previous day. The resolution will 
be stated. 

‘The SECRETARY. A resolution proposing to discharge the 
Committee on Finance from the further sontpherstion of the bill 
(S. 2.64) for the relief of the several States of the Union, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLE A few days ago I introduced Senate bill 2264, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. Assuming 
that the committee has had no opportunity—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. As stated by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts |Mr. Hoar], and as I stated also, the understanding of quite 
a number of Senators was that no business should be transacted 
to-day except to consider the conference report on the river and 
harbor bill. Under the circumstances, in view of the important 
public matter that is in conference, no member of the Finance 
Committee from this side of the Chamber can be here to-day, I 
ask the Senator from Nebraska to permit the resolution to go 
over with the understanding that it shall come up in its regular 
order on Monday. 

Mr. ALLEN. That will be satisfactory. Any course will be 
satisfactory so that the resolution does not lose its place. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the resolution go over, with the under- 
standing that it shall not be placed on the Calendar but shall 


Of course if there is objection, I can say no 


come up on Monday. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 


hears none, and it is so ordered. 
CONSIDERATION OF PRIVATE BILLS. 


Mr. GORMAN, {1 trust the pension bills and those from the 
Committee on Military Affairs may be considered for an hour, 
and after the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL) calis up the 
bill to which he has referred I shall move that the Senate ad- 
journ, because I know that Senators on this side are compelled 
to be away from the Chamber. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is right; now let us proceed. 

Mr. PALMER. I renew my request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from LIllinols asks 
unanimous consent that for one hour the Senate shall consider 
pension bills and bills to correct military records which are not 
objected to. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 
= bill on the Calendar under the order will be proceeded 
with. 

ELIZABETH VOSS. 


The bill (H. R. 855) to amend an act granting a pension to 
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Elizabeth Voss was announced as the first pension bill on the 

Calendar, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro. 

ceeded to its consideration. It proposes to amend the act ap- 

ors March 3, 1883, entitled “An act granting a pension to 
lizabeth Voss,” so as to read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, ay 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Voss, formerly 
the widow of Jacob Mann, late of Company A, Sixteenth Regiment Jow 
Infantry, to take effect from date of said former act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, oy- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES M’CONNELL. 


The bill (S. 857) to correct the military record of James Me 
Connell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with amendments: In line 3, after the words ‘‘Secretary of,” 
to strike out ‘‘the Interior” and insert '‘ War;” and in line 7, 
after the word ‘‘discharge,” to insert the following proviso 

Provided, That no pay, bounty, or emolument shall become due or pension 
granted by virtue of the passage of this act. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the military recor 
of James McConnell, late private in Company B, Fifth Regiment Connect 
cut Infantry, and grant him an honorable discharge: Provided, That no pay 
bounty, or emolument shall become due or pension granted by virtue of t 
passage of this act. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of James McCon- 
nell, late private in Company B, Fifth Regiment Connecticut 
Infantry.” 





HENRY LANE. 


The bill {(S. 1233) for the relief of Henry Lane was considere! 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to sat aside the sp 
cial orders of the War Department dismissing from the service 
Henry Lane, late first Jieutenant Company F, Thirtieth Regi- 
ment New Jersey Volunteers, to date March 1, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, o:- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ALBERT LOCKE, ALIAS SHIPLEY. 


The bill (S. 837) for the relief of Albert Locke, alias Shipley, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment in line 8, after the word ‘‘ service ”’ to insert 
‘*as of date November 15, 1862;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, author 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion now standing agains! 
Albert Locke, alias Shipley, late of Company D, Nineteenth Massachusetts 
Infantry, on the records and rolls of the War Department, and to grant and 
issue to said Locke, alias Shipley, an honorable discharge from said service 
as of date November 15, 1862. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and thx 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, reud 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM B. BARNES. 


The bill (S. 1857) granting an honorable discharge to William 
B. Barnes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

roposes to issue an honorable discharge to William B. Barnes 

ate major of the Eleventh New York Heavy Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time. 
and passed. 

JEREMIAH L. DALY. 

The bill (S. 473) to remove the charge of desertion from th 
military record of Jeremiah L. Daly was considered as in Com: 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military A‘iats 
with an amendment, in line 6, after the word “ by,” to strixe 
out “removing the charge of desertion standing against /!s 
rame and,” and to insert: 


Notwithstanding the sentence of the court-martial promulgated Nove! 
ber 5, 1863, said discharge to bear the date of November 5, 1863. 


So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, #utho: 
ized and directed to correct the military record of Jeremiah L. Da'y, '°"' 
private of Compear = Ninth Connecticut Regiment, United States Volu" 
teers, by granting him an honorable discharge from his said servive, Do’ 
withstanding the sentence of the court-martial promulgated November 4 
1863, said discharge to bear the date of November 5, 1863. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the | JOHN ECKLAND. 
* % ‘ur | ml) s 209 ’ — . . . . 
amendment was concurred in. The bill (S. 1584) granting a pension to John Eckland wascon- 


os thee ume hcaak engrossed for a third reading, read | sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

e A ’ Je , : The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions wit 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to grant an hon- an amendment in line 4, after hn wae a. IL 7 ‘io selereus 

orable discharge to Jeremiah L. Daly. ‘subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws,” 
MARY DOUBLEDAY. and insert ‘‘at the rate of $30 per month:” so as to make the bill 


The bill (S. 1956) granting an increase of pension to Mary | read: 





Doubleday, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Abner Doubleday, was con- | Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on | ae and aeneees s piace ~~ the pension roll, at the rate of $80 per 

/ : ; | month, ename of John Eckland, late a Government laborer in the quar- 
the pension roll a name of Mary Doubleday, widow of Maj. termaster’s department of the army of Gen. Thomas, who has ber me 
Gen. Abner Doubleday, and to pay her a pension of $100 per | totally blind from an injury received while unloading a Government vessel 
month in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. with supplies, said injury being due to the unsafe and slippery condition of 


the gangway. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended,and the 
amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
JEREMIAH F. BROWN. 


The bill (S. 1875) to remove the charge of desertion from the The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
military record of Jeremiah F. Brown was considered as in | the third time, and passed. | 
Committee of the Whole. MRS. LUCINDA C. WHEELER. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with amendments: In line 5, after the word ‘‘ Brown,” to insert 
‘named upon the rolls as Franklin Brown;” and in line 8, after 
the word *‘ discharge,” to insert ‘‘to date October 3, 1862;” so 
as to make the bill read: 

Be ti enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion standing against the 
military record of Jeremiah Ff. Brown, named upon the rolls as Franklin 
Brown, late of Company F, Fifty-eighth Indiana Infantry, and grantto said 
Jeremiah F. Brown an honorable discharge, to date October 3, 1862. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill (H. R. 1463) granting a pension to Mrs. Lucinda C. 
Wheeler, widow of John H. Wheeler, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll 
the name of Mrs. Lucinda C. Wheeler, widow of John H. 
Wheeler, late private in Company L, Seventh Regiment Ten- 
nessee Cavalry, in the war of 1861, and to grant her a pension 
at the rate of 312 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


: JAMES LANE. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, andthe amend- | _,, , iat, Cer 
ments were concurred in. | The bill (H. R. 3065) to increase the pension of James Lane was 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to in- 
the third time, and passed. - crease the pension of James Lane, late a member of Company |, 
The title wen amended so as to read: “A bill to remove the Third Regiment of Illinois Volunteers, in the war of the United 


: h ilitary record of Jeremiah F, | States with Mexico, from $12 to $20 per month. 
a. Se . The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
’ - ” 


GNORGE L. FRYMIRE. dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


: . AMANDA J. LANE. 
ill (H. R.3076) granting a t .F i : ‘ ; pat 
——. as i mttien ree Se Corres oe The bill (H. R. 3033) granting a pension to Amanda J. Lane 
place on the pension roll the nameof George L. Frymire, a per- | ¥45 considered as inCommittee of the Whole. =~ ; 
manently helpless son of William C. Frymire, late a member of The bill was reported from the Committee on I ensions with 
Company B, Pitty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry. | 92 #mendment, in line 4, after the word ‘‘roll,” to strike out 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- subject to the provisions and limitation of the pension laws 
dered to a third reading, r2ad the third time, and passed. and insert ‘‘at the rate of $10 per month;” so as to make the bill 


. read: 
JOHN A. JACK. Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, an 


The bill (H. R. 3032) to remove the charge of desertion from | thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of #10 p 
the record of John A. Jack was considered as in Committee of | Month, tite name of tate a inomber ot Company Ae One itintred mnt 
< ‘ sister Mi. La e, ner ero 70 an P's me hundred and 
the Whole. It proposes to remove from the record of John A. | thirty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

Jack, late of Company I, One hundred and twenty-eighth Regi- The amendment was agreed to 

. . 2 e : ? bs , ‘ ag a 
pre es eee ony charge of re on The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
against him as a private in that company, and issue to him an | ,,endment was concurred in. 








honorable discharge. m ee a tide ™ 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- Boge nag rn pig Soqeres to beengresses, eae the bil 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
J. MADISON CUTTS. y enn 
JOHN SCOTT. 
aes for the relief of Bvt. Lieut. Col. J. Madison The bill (H. R. 1313) toincrease the pension of John Scott was 
TEV ‘ ot ? . considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
enti asa x oa aac — — with this case. | 5n the pension roll the name of John Scott, late a sergeant in 
ae Vol. Vutts a captain in the regular Army! Company A, One hundred and twenty-sixth Regiment Ohio 


Mr. PALMER. I think he was. S ‘ of ; - 
- mm ; : ‘ Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension at the rate of #59 
Pian. hart Genstor tvaun Utada ts eelomeee tae tase per month for total disability (amputation) of left leg and gun 
: , ; s r f right leg, in lie the pensi » is now receiv- 
> restore them to the precise rank they held when they left — ESE TIE a ee vee PORES SP 48 SOW rece! 
the Army. 7. 1 ow : ithe t 
/ ‘ vr ‘ 3 The biil was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
Mr. PALMER. I will consent that the bill may be passed | gored to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
over for the present. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I am not objecting to the bill, but I want to GEORGE WHITTAKER. 
keep up the custom, which was adopted on mature considera- The bill (S. 1229) to correct the military record of George 
tion by the Committee on Military Affairs. Whittaker, late a private of Company C, Twelfth New Jerse 

Mr. PALMER. I hope to get the attention of the Senate to | Volunteers, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
the bill, when I shall be prepared to explain it more fully. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over at the | dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
request of the Senator from Illinois. and passed. 

ELIZABETH ELLERY. MARY P. BROUGHTON. 

The bill (S. 1935) granting a pension to Elizabeth Ellery was The bill (H. R. 953) to increase the pension of Mary VP. 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place | Broughton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth Ellery, widowof Frank roposes to increase the pension of Mary P. Broughton by al- 
Ellery, late commodore United States Navy, at the rate of $20 nine her a rate of $2 per month in addition to her present 
per month, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. | rate as widow of Wilbur F. Broughton, late of Company I, One 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | hundred and twelfth Illinois Infantry, the increase being on ac 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, j count of Allie Dill Broughton, the permanently helpless daugh- 
and passed. ter of the above-named soldier. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
AMBROSE GISEBURT. 

The bill (H.R. 3309) to pension Ambrose Giseburt was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Ambrose Giseburt, of Company K, 
Thirty-third Regiment of Enrolled Missouri Militia, at a rate 

roportionate to the degree of disability from injury to right 
hip and right shoulder, the injury to be shown to the satisfac- 
tion of the Pension Bureau to have been incurred in an engage- 
ment with armed enemies of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

A. F, NEELY. 

The bill (H.R. 6206) granting aan to A. F. Neely was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of A. I’. Neely, late private Com- 
pany B, Second Kansas Militia, who was wounded in the right 
thigh at the battle of the Blue, te be paid a pension proportion- 
ate to the degree of his disability from gunshot woundsof right 
thigh, incurred in that engagement, and disabilities resulting 
therefrom. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOEL A. WALTERS. 


The bill (H. R. 3840) to pension Joel A. Walters was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place 
upon the pension roll the name of Joel A. Walters, of unsound 
mind, and son of James E. Walters, late a private in Company 
C, Fifty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, the pension to be 
paid his lawfully appointed guardian. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH ODDY. 


The bill (H. R. 5374) granting oe to Sarah Oddy was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Sarah Oddy, of Eldorado, Butler 
County, Kans., widow of William Oddy, deceased, late of First 
Battery Colorado Volunteer Light Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JULIA BEWS. 


The bill (H. R. 3992) to increase the sion of Julia Bews 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the pension of Julia Bews by allowing a rate of $2 per 
month in addition to her present rate as widow of Alexander 
Bews, late of Company A, Sixteenth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteers, and Company H, Eighty-third Regiment New York 
Volunteers, the increase being on account of Margaret Bews, 
the permanently helpless daughter of the above-named soldier. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ELIZA HOLMES. 


The bill (H. R. 1717) granting a pension to Eliza Holmes was 
considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Eliza Holmes, widow of John 
Holmes, deceased, late of Company A, Seventy-ninth Regiment 
New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and pazsed. 

JOHN STOCKWELI. 

The bill (H. R. 856) granting an increase of pension to John 
Stockwell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
a are to place on the pension roll the name of John Stock- 
well, late of Company K, of the Seventy-sixth illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, at the rate of $36 per month, in lieu of the pen- 
sion he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PATRICK KELLEHER 


The bill (H. R. 6405) to remove the charge of desertion stand- 
ing agpinst Patrick Kelleher, late private Company C, Thirty- 


we Illinois Volunteers, was considered as in Comzaittee of the | 


e. 
Tho bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY C. SEAMAN 


The bill (S. 1189) for the relief of Capt. Henry C. Seaman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Military A): 
with an amendment, to add the following proviso: ; 


Provided, That no pay or emoluments shall be due said soldier py ye 
of the passage of this act. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directa 
remove the charge of absence without leave and desertion standi 1 
rolis of the Adjutant-General’s Officeagainst Capt. Henry C. Seaman. xt 
Company D, Fifth Kansas Cavalry Volunteers, and set aside the order »: 
missal and accept his resignation as of the date of July 7, 1863, and j 
him an honorable discharge of that date: Provided, That no pay or « 
ments shall be due said soldier by reason of the passage of this a: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill wasreported to the Senate as amended, and the 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 
the third time, and passed. 


L. S. WOODWORTH. 


The bill (S. 1675) to remove the charge of a dishonorable 
missal, after the battle of Stone River, standing against | 
name of L. 8. Woodworth, to correct the record and issue him 
an honorable discharge, was considered as in Committee of t} 
Whole. 

Mr. PALMER. I move to correct the name in line 6. so as | 
read ‘‘Seth L. Woodworth.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER. I move tofurther amend the bill by addino 
at the end the following proviso: 

Provided, That no pay or emoluments shall be due said soldier | 
of the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amci 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to remove th 
charge of a dishonorable dismissal, after the battle of Stouo 
River, standing against the name of Seth S. Woodworth, to cor- 
rect the record and issue him an honorable discharge.”’ 

HARRIET R. TATE. 

The bill (H. R. 6213) to pension Harriet R. Tate was consi(- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll at $12 per month the name of Harriet R. ‘at: 
widow of William S. Tate, late a private in Company L, Thir- 
teenth Regiment Indiana Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY ANN DONOGHUE. 


The bill (H. R. 5816) granting a pension to Mary Ann Don- 
oghue was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Mary Ann Dor- 
oghue, widow of Timothy hue, lateof Company F, lourth 
Regiment United States Infantry, and allow her a pension of $* 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, o:- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WARREN ALONZO ALDEN. 

The bill (H. R. 2108) to perfect the military record of Warren 
Alonzo Alden was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to enter the name of Warren Alonzo Alden upon the 
roll of Company H,of the Ninety-seeond Ohio Volunteer [u- 
fantry, with a statement of the fact that he faithfully served the 
United States in that organization, commencing August 1), 150-, 
and continuing until January 5, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 0: 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADA J. SCHWATKA. 


The bill (S. 2056) granting a pension to Ada J. Schwatka, wido\\ 
of the late Lieut. Frederick Schwatka, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reporetd from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, before the word “dollars,” to strike 
out “ fifty” and insert “ thirty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereDy, 
directed to place on the pension roll the name of Ada J. Schwatka, widow 
of the late Frederick Schwatka, late first lieutenant, Third Cavalry, United 
States Army, at the rate of 830 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. , 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 





| the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM J. MURRAY. 


The bill (S. 1692) granting a pension to William J. Murray 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes t0 





1894. 
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place on the pension roll the name of William J. Murray, who 
served in the Department of the Gulf in the telegraph depart- 
meént in 1862 and in the Red River campaign in 1864, and to pay 
him a pension of $20 per month, he having become totally blind 
by reason of said service. 

“The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

CAPT. E. 


M. IVES. 


The bill (H. R. 2133) to correct the military record of Capt. E. M. 
Ives was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to amend the record of Capt. Ed. M. Ives, late of Company A, 
Forty-second United States Colored Infantry, so as to state that 
his resignation was accepted January 1, 1865. 
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‘* six” and insert 


‘five: in the same lineafter the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,” to strike out ‘‘seven” and insert ‘‘two;” and at the end 
of line 11, after the words ‘‘ Potomac River” to insert “‘and to 
be received by him in full satisfaction of all claimsand demands 
in consequence of the said collision;” so as to make the bill read: 

it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of th ‘reasury be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to George H. Plant eD ict of Colum- 


bia, out of any money in the T'reasury n the sum 
of #5,216.85, the same being the amount found to a o him by the Court 


t ot} W MhT) or tel 


of Claims for losses and damages sustained by him by 1 ym of a collision 
| between the United States steamship Gettysburg and the steamboat Lady 

of the Lake, on the Potomac River, and to be received by him in full satis- 
faction of all claims and demands in cor trence of the sai 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

Che bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH NEW. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I reported favorably two pensions bills 
this morning, and as there will be no objection to them, I ask 
that they be now considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none. 

The bill (S. 2275) granting a pension to Elizabeth New, widow 
of Jethrow New, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth 
New, widow of Jethrow New, late captain of Company D, Twenity- 
ninth Indiana. 

Mr. TURPIE. After the word “Indiana,” at the end of line 
7,1 move to insert the words ‘‘ Volunteer Infantry, of the war of 
1861.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARY TRIMBLE. 


The bill (H. R.4811) to pension Mary Trimble was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension roll the name of Mary Trimble, the permanently help- 
less daughter of Benjamin Trimble, jr., late a private in Nev- 
ins’ Independent Battery, Light Artillery, Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SUBPORT OF ENTRY AT OAKLAND, CAL. 


Mr. PERKINS. The hour set apart for the consideration of 
pension bills not being exhausted, [ ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7187) to make the 
city of Oakland, county of Alameda, State of California, a sub- 
port of entry. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ESTATE OF WALTER S. M’LEOD. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 6384) for the relief of Walter S. 
McLeod. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to adjust and audit the account of Walter S. 
McLeod, late farmer and special disbursing agent of the Meda- 
wakanton band of Sioux in Minnesota, and remove the suspen- 
sions in his account, by the Second Comptroller of the Treasury, 
on account of expenditures made by him, not to exceed $1,556.66, 
disbursed subsequent to June 30, 1887, when the money appro- 
prigted by act of Congress May 15, 1886, was no longer legally 
disburgable, provided it shall appear to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury that the money was expended in pur- 
chasing goods for the Indians, and that they received the bene- | 
fits thereof. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended 20 as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of 
the estate of Walter S. McLeod.” 


GEORGE H. PLANT. 


Mr. PASCO. [ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 429) for the relief of George H. Plant, 
of the District of Columbia. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole ppsesenen to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the words ‘sum of,” to strike out 


the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN Alt 


Mr. PASCO. There is a small bill the Calendar, which 
comes from the House of Representatives, the consideration of 
which will take but a minute. I ask that it may be now con- 
sidered. It is the bill (H. R. 522) for the relief of Benjamin Al- 
ford. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Sec: 
of the Treasury to pay to Benjamin Alford $79.20. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 
dered toa third reading, read the third time, and passed 


ORD. 


on 


the 
tary 


W. D. MACK. 
Mr. MANDERSON. lLask the unanimous consent of the Sen 
ate for the present consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 
68) for the relief of W.D. Mack, a clerk in the Record and Pen- 


sion Division of the War Department. 

There bein g no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It proposes 
to exempt Wiiliam D. Mack, a clerk in the Record and Pension 
Office, and a veteran of the late war, who lost both feet in a rail- 
road accident while returning from the anniversary ceremonies 
of the battle of Gettysburg, on July # last, from the operation of 
so much of the act approved March 3, 1893, making appropria 
tions for legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, as limits 
the amount of sick leave with pay that may be granted by he 
of Departments, and authorizes the Secretary of War to pay him 
such portion of his salary as has been withheld from September 
11 to October 14 (thirty-four days) on account of injuries so re- 
ceived. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate withoutamend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read th 
third time, and passed. 

RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. HiLL. I ask unanimous consent for t 
ation of the bill (H. R. 5246) providing for the inspection of im- 
migrants by United States consul 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
by the Committee on Immigration, with an amendment t 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


us 


, 
‘ 


} . ; . 
ne presenh b&b Cols or- 


Oi the 


strike 


That no alien anarchist shall hereafter be permitted to land at any port of 
the United States, or be admitted into the United States, but thi hall not 
be construed as to political refugees or political offenders. 

Sec. 2. That at the hearing of aliens charged with being anar the 
board of special inquiry shail diligently inquire of tho accused, by per ent 
questions, as to his antecedents, polit opinions, whether he belongs to 
any society or association of known anarchistic tendencies, and he may « 
amine the person for marks indicative of such membership; he may accept 


hist, and the 


evidence of the immigrants common reputation as an anar 
orders, degrees, or judgments of foreign governments and police notifica- 
tions as prima facie evidence, which shall be sufficient, unless successfully 
controverted, to sustain an order of deportation. The Secretary of 
Treasury is hereby authorized, in case he shall be satisfied that an ali 
been allowed to land, or has come into the United States, contrary to the 
immigration laws, to issue a warrant and cause such alien to be taken Into 
custody and returned to the country whence he came, at the expense of the 
importing vessel, or if he entered from an adjoining country, of which heis 





| not a citizen, then tothe country of his nativity, at the expense of the United 
| States. 


In such cases the Secretary may authorize any immigration official 
to summon witnesses, administer oaths, and take testimony, to be submitted 
to him, and inspectors of immigration may execute such process and make 
arrests and convey to port of departure all such persons ordered deported 
Sec. 3. That in cases where, upon the trial and conviction of any foreign- 
born and unnaturalized person of any crime or misdemeanor in any United 
States court, or court of record of any State or Territory or the District of 
Columbia, the presiding judge shail certify that from the evidence pro- 
duced at the trial he is satisfied that such alien is an anarchist, or that he 
is not attached to the principles of the Constitution of the United States 
and well disposed to the peace and good order of the same, and that his re- 
maining in this country will be a menace to the Government, or to the 
peace and well being of society in general. such convict, in addition to other 
punishments adjudged, shall be taken before a commissioner of immigra- 
tion, at a port of entry, who shall order his deportation, at the expense of 
the Uni States, to the country from which he came. Should he return 
to the United States he shall be arrested and sentenced to confinement in 
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the penitentiary for a period not exceeding four years and afterwards 
ain deported. 

Szc. 4. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall appoint at such foreign 
ports of departure as he may deem necessary an immigrant inspector, at a 
salary not exceeding $2,600 per annum, whose duty it shall be, under such 
rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may from time to 
time prescribe, to inspect passengers embarking for the United States; he 
shall have power to erase from the list or manifest of passengers required 
by section | of the act of 1893 the name of any immigrant wko he is satisfied 
should not be permitted to land in this country, and may forbid the trans- 
portation of any person belonging to the excluded classes in the first or sec- 
ond cabin or in any part of any vessel; he shall transmit a written report of 
his proceedings, and give information as to all suspected persons whose 
landing in the United States should be s cially investigated, with the rea- 
sons therefor, andshall warn and admonish the master or the officer in com- 
mand of the departing vessel as to the character of any intended immigrant 
if one or undesirable. This reportshall be signed by the inspector 
and delivered by him, inclosed under seal, to the master or officer in com- 
mand of the vessel, who shall deliver the same to the immigration officer at 
the port of arrival, in the same manner as said manifests or lists of alien 
immigrants are required to be delivered, under a penalty of 8500 in case of 
failure of said master or officer in command so to do; and should the master 
er officer in command of said vessel embark any objectionable or undesira- 
bie immigrant, after notice of said inspector not to do so, he shall pay a 
penalty of $100 in each case, which shall be paid within twenty-four hours 
after arrival and be a lien on the vessel bringing said passenger. Said in- 
spectors shall also diligently inquire and inform themselves as to the char- 
acter of intended immigrants, whether criminals, anarchists, insane, pau- 
pers, or diseased persons, availing themselves of police records, decrees of 
expulsion, and any and every source of information useful and obtainable, 
80 as to enable them to arrive at correct conclusions, and shall execute such 
other duties asthe Secretary of the Treasury may impose. And for thepur 
pose of enforcing this law and paying the salaries of these inspectors the 
sum of $60,000 is hereby apprope ated. 

' Smo. 5. That the fact that an immigrant has declared his intention to be- 
come a citizen of the United States shall constitute no bar to proceedings 
against him under this act or under the acts to which it is an amendment. 


Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, this is an exceedingly impor- 
tant measure, and it appears from the preliminary matter on page 
1 that it was reported to the Senate but yesterday. I did not 
know until a few moments ago that such a bill was pending. I 
think that it involves too many considerations of grave import- 
ance to be considered without the presence of a full Senate. I 
do not intend to suggest the absence of a quorum, but I do ask 
that the bill may be laid over until we can have a little more 
time to look intoit. . 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator, if he has no ob- 
jection, that the discussion go on, if there is to be discussion of 
the bill, and meantime he can consider its provisions and possibly 
it me meet so completely his own ideas that he will wish to 
have it passed to-day. If not, of course the bill can go over. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iam satisfied thatthereare a number of mem- 
bers of this body who would like to be consulted and to be _—- 
ent when the bill is considered. I myself should like a little 
more time to consider it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does theSenator from Kansas ob- 
ject to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PEFFER. I object to the present consideration of the 
bill if it is subject to objection. 

Mr. HILL. What is the objection? 

Mr. PLATT. I thought the bill had been taken up by a vote 
of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. There was a unanimous agreement to take up 
the bill for consideration. 

Mr. HILL. No objection was made to its consideration. 


Mr. PLATT. I thought it had been taken up by a vote of the 
Senate. 
Mr. HILL. Let me say to the Senator from Kansas thatI do 


not think there will be a disposition to press a vote upon the 
bill to-day. I think it might as well be proceeded with and be 
considered for a while, and then we shall probably adjourn, leay- 
ing the bill the unfinished business. 

r. PEFFER. I have noobjection to that; butI give Sena- 
tors notice that, if a vote is insisted upon, I shall call attention 
to the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is the question before the Senate, 
Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and the question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Immigration, which 
has been read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the situation of this bill 
and the proposed amendment is this: Thea bill on the 20th of 
July passed the House of Representatives. It is absolutely sim- 
ple in its provisions. It requires that every alien immigrant 
coming to this country to make his permanent home here shall 
procure from the consul nearest to his place of residence a certifi- 
cate showing that he is entitled to come into the United States 
under existing law; and it provides that regulations for the en- 
forcement of this requirement shall be made by the Secretary 
of State. In other words, the bill nominally provides for a sys- 
tem of compulsory consular certificates. It does not, however, 


provide any pena:ty if an immigrant does not have such a cer- 
tificate; it does not even say that he shall be excluded from en- 
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tering and remaining in the country. If he does not procure 
the certificate which the law says he shall bring, then the «y; 
tion whether or not he can enter depends as before, upon 
provisions of now existing law. 

He may be admitted or he may not be admitted according to 
the present law. So the billas it has come from the Houce js 
the mildest possible requirement of consular certificates {poy 
immigrants seeking to enter this country. 

In nearly every bill which has been introduced into (: 33 
during recent years there has been inserted in some forin» ))- 
vision for a consular certificate such as is contemplated by {jj 
bill as it comes from the House, but never until this time },.. 
such a law passed either House. I am in favor of the passay, 
of the bill in its present form without delay. 

If T could have my own way and have that done which | 
lieve to be for the true interests of the country, I should hays 
this bill pass the Senate to-day and sent to the President fo 
his signature. But the Secretary of State, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and the officials of the Government engaged in ai- 
ministering the present immigration laws, I believe without 
exception, sae the passage of the bill as it comes to the Sen 
ate from the House. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock haviag jy. 
rived, and there being no unfinished business, the Calendar 
der Rule IX is in order. 

Mr. HILL. I move thatthe Senate proceed with the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator from New Hampshire prefer 
to go on to-day? 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
brief statement. 

A few days ago there appeared before the Senate commitice 
in opposition to the bill representatives of the various steam- 
ship companies which bringimmigrants into the United Stxtes. 
So we have arrayed against the passage of the House proposi- 
tion the steamship companies, and we have also the Secretary 
of State, the Secretary‘of the Treasury, and the National Super- 
intendent of Immigration. Moreover, the Secretary of thy 
Treasury antagonizes the demand for consular certificates with 
a counter proposition of his own, which is section 4 of the sub- 
stitute reported by the committee. 

This opposition plan is a provision that the Secretary of the 
Treasury may appoint immigrant inspectors at such foreign 
ports of departure as he may deem necessary, and his scheme 
contemplates the examination of all the immigrants by thoso 
Treasury inspectors upon the docks of the steamship companies 
in the ports of departure of the immigrants, in order in each 
case that the inspector may form an opinion as to the right of the 
immigrant to enter the United States. If the immigration in- 
spector believes that an immigrant has the right to come he 
may make a report to that effect. If he believes the immigrant 
ought not to come he can forbid the steamship company from 
bringing him here. Here, then, are the two conflicting plans, 
the one a requirement of consular certificates to be issued by ou 
consuls abroad to persons intending to immigrate to the United 
States, the other a proposition for Treasury officials upon the 
docks of the steamship companies abroad. 

Mr. President, I am not only in favor of the House bill as it 
stands, providing for consular certificates, but I am, as at presenti 
advised, opposed to any system of Treasury inspectors upon the 
steamship docks in foreign countries. I shall not now enlarge 
upon my reasons for opposing the appointment of Treasury in- 
oe to act in foreign ports. For my present purpose | 
simply present to the Senate the two opposing plans, which ar 
now before us upon the report of the committee. 

Mr.PLATT. LIask the Senator from New Hampshire whether 
we have any right to — an official of the Treasury Depar'- 
ment to go abroad and perform such duty on the wharf o! 
steamship company? Would such an official have any right ' 
ba there if he were simply an appointee of our Treasury |e- 
partment? 

Mr.CHANDLER. It is entirely clear that the Treasury Ve 
partment can not appoint officers to perform any such function 
as that contemplated by the Department bill, without the con 
sent of the foreign governments, which they would never give 
unless the Treasury officials were made a part of the con-ular 
system of the United States. That difficulty could perhaps be 
obviated by making the officials who might be sent abroad 10 
pursuance of this provision, if it should become a law, officers |" 
the consular service. That is a matter of detail. But the ditli- 
culty stated by the Senator from Connecticut is one objection to 
the passage of this clause as it has been submitted by the Sec 
retary of the Treasury. ; 

There are, as I have said, other objections which I shall not 
now recite, but I call careful attention to the antagonism tht 
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exists between the advocates of the House billand all the present 
officials of the State and Treasury Departments. 

Mr. President, under these conditions I realize that at this late 

riod of the session it will be impossible to pass either the 

ouse bill for consular certificates or the provision for Treasury 
inspectors abroad, which the Secretary of the Treasury has pro- 
posed, and which by a pro forma vote of the Committee on Im- 
migration has been reported as a substitute for the House bill. 
Therefore I submit to the chairman of the Committee on Immi- 
gration an important suggestion as to what I think ought to be 
done and may be done at this time. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
one more question? 

Mr. CHANDLER... Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from New Hampshire suggested 
that perhaps the difficulty to which I have alluded might be re- 
moved by making the officers of the Treasury Department, who 
are proposed to be sent abroad to enforce the law in foreign 
countries, also officers of the State Department, or have them 
in some way connected with the consular or diplomatic service 
abroad. I do not exactly see how an officer of the Treasury De- 
partment can, even by law, be made a diplomatic or consular 
officer. It seems to me he must be oneorthe other. He must be 
aconsular or diplomatic official, appointed by the State Depart- 
ment, or he must be a Treasury agent. I do not see how he can 
be both. Does the Senator from New Hampshire see how he 
can be both? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I must confess that I see great difficulty 
in enabling Treasury oflicials to become a part of the consular 
service, but doubtless the Senator from New York, the chair- 
man of the committee, who is in favor of this proposition, will 
be able to enlighten the Senator from Connecticut. 

But even under present circumstances I make a practical 
proposition growing out of certain additional provisions of law 
which are recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury in his 
communication. The scheme for Treasury officials abroad is 
contained in section 4, but the Secretary also submits a proposed 
act, comprised insections 1, 2, 3, and 5, for the exclusion from 
this country of anarchists and for the deportation of anarchists 
who haye succeeded in gaining admission. I will read the first 
section of the bill which the Secretary of the Treasury trans- 
mits: 

That no alien anarchist shall hereafter be permitted to land at any port 
of the United States, or be admitted into the United States; but this shall 
not be so construed as to apply to political refugees or political offenders. 

Then follow sections 2, 3, and 5, which are designed to enforce 
the exclusion provided for in section 1. 

These laws for the exclusion and deportation of anarchists 
have been drawn by the Secretary of the Treasury with great 
skill. I have read them with care and attention, and I believe 
that they are well chosen to accomplish an object which the 
Secretary of the Treasury, the Congress of the United States, 
and all the people of the United States wish toreach. Iam con- 
fident there will be a unanimous assent on the part of the Sen- 
ate to the adoption of these four provisions which the Secretary 
of the Treasury has submitted. They can be separated without 
difficulty from the fourth section, to which I make objection, 
which provides for the appointment of Treasury inspectors 
abroad, and they can be enacted into law, Ido not doubt, by a 
unanimous vote of both Houses. 

I think I have clearly stated the whole case now before the 
Senate. The Senator from New York, the chairman of the 
Committee on Immigration, is not prepared to assent to the pas- 
sage of the House bill, and I am not willing to surrender the 
House bill. Certainly Iam not ready to adopt in the place of 
the House bill the fourth section of the bill of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and other Senators take the same position. So, 
in the present condition of Congress, neither of these provi- 
sions can become a law at this session. 

I am willing, however, to advocate the passage of the four 
sections directed against anarchists, and I respectfully suggest 
to the chairman of the committee that these four sections alone 
be embodied in a new bill; and that this bill be now passed by 
the Senate and sent to the House, where I have no doubt it will 
be taken up without delay and enacted into a statute at the 
present time. Thus while we may not all agree upon a bill for 
consular certificates, while we may not all agree upona bill for 
Treasury inspection of immigrants abroad,we all shall agree upon 
these carefully drawn provisions for the exclusion and deporta- 
tion of anarchists, which I believe the whole people will wel- 
come as a wise and judicious statute of Congress at this particu- 
lar time. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I shall not reply to the Senator 
from New Hampshire {Mr. CHANDLER] this afternoon. I shall 
reserve what I hove tosay upon the subject until the bill shall be 
taxen up on Monday next, 
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I move that the Senate proceed 
tive business. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Will the Senator 
draw that motion for one moment? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Tintroduce a bill containing the four pro- 
visions, proposed to be enacted into law, submitted by the See- 
retary of the Treasury. I ask that the bill may be printed and 
go over until Monday, to be considered in connection with the 
House bill. 

The bill (S, 2282) to amend the various acts relative to immi- 
gration, and to provide for the exclusionof alien anarchists, was 
read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair). 
The bill will go over, and be printed, as requested by the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HILL. LI renew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 5 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened and (at 2 o'clock and 
20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, August 
6, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 


to the consideration of execu- 


from New York with- 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 4, 1894. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Andrew J. Sibley, to be postmaster at Montpelier, in the 
county of Washington and State of Vermont. 

W. A. Hopkins, to be postmaster at Eminence, in the county 
of Henry and State of Kentucky. 

John M. Martin, to be postmaster at Ocala, in the county of 
Marion and State of Florida. 

Jerome W. Pierce, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the 
county of Windsor and State of Vermont. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, August 6, 1894, 
Prayer by Rev. J. H. M’Carry, D.D., of the cityof Washing- 
n 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Saturday last; when, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN, and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7477) 
making appropriations to supply deticiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending J une 30, 1894, and for prior years, 
and for other purposes, asked a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky, Mr. SAYERS, and Mr. 
CANNON of Illinois managers at the conference on the part of 
the House. 

The message also announced that the House of Representa- 
tives requested the Senate to return to the House the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6518) 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and pres- 
ervation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes, 

The message further announced that the House of Represent- 
atives returned to the Senate, in compliance with its request, the 
bill (S. 2151) to amend an act to authorize the construction of a 
steel bridge over the St. Louis River between the States of Wis- 
consin and Minnesota, approved April 24, 184. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6542) to change the 
lines between the eastern and western judicial districts of North 
Carolina and fixing time for holding courts in said eastern dis- 
trict. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 7680) to authorize purchasers of the property and fran- 
chises of the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to organize a 
corporation and to confer upon the same all the powers, privi- 
leges, and franchises vested in that company; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
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had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H.R. 868) for the relief of Charles B. Stivers; 

A bill (H. R. 2582) to authorize the appointment of James 
William Abert to the retired list of the Army; 
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A bill (. R. 2996) for the relief of Mrs. E. 8. Luke, widow of | 


John L. Luke, late a soldier in the Black Hawk war; 

A bill (H. R. 3858) to pension Mrs. Eliza B. Peirce, widow of 
John Peirce, of New Bedford, Mass.;: 

A bill (H. R. 5371) for the relief of certain enlisted men of the 
Marine Corps: 


A bill (H. R. 5481) making appropriations to provide for the 


government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1895, and for other purposes: 

A bill (H.R. 6042) to authorize sale of lot 8, block 93, city of 
Hot Springs, by school directors thereof, and use of proceeds 
for school purposes; 

A bill (CH. R. 6921) for the relief of George B. Cosby; 

A bill (H. R. 7419) for the construction of a military road from 
the city of El Paso to Fort Bliss, Tex.; and 

A bill (H. R. 7494) disposing of four condemned cannon of the 
Navy. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the action of the House of Rep- 


resentatives on the deficiency appropriation bill be laid before | 


the Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of | 


the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7477) making appropriations tosup- 
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1894, and for prior years, and for other purposes, and 
asking a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments, and accede to the request of the House of Repre- 
sentatives for a conference thereon. 

The motion was ag: to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. CocK- 
RELL, Mr. Brick, and Mr. HALE were appointed. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move that the requestof the House of Repre- 
sentatives for the return of the conference report on the river 
and harbor bill be granted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Ohio, remonstrating against the support of the Government in 
maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian education, 
etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MARTIN presented a petition of sundry citizensof Miami, 
Ind. T., prayizg for the passage of the bill providing for the or- 
ganization of the town of Miami, in the Indian Territory; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented memorials of J.W.Hile and sundry other 
citizens of Kansas City; of W.P. White and sundry other citi- 
zens of Kansas City; of H. L. Wykoff and sundry other citizens 
of Axtelle; of A. J. Irwin and sundry other citizens of Hutchin- 
son; of M.O. Webb and sundry other citizens of Ossawatomie; 
and of Izri Hall and sundry other citizens of Larned, all in the 
State of Kansas, remonstrating against the support of the Gov- 
ernment in maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian 
education, ete.; which were referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Port- 

land, Oregon, remonstrating against the support of the Govern- 
ment in maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian ed- 
ucation, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 
Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Alameda, Cal., remonstrating against the ~—— of the Gov- 
ernment in maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian 
education, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. PATTON presented the memorial of Rev. J. A. Johnston 
and 239 other citizens of Kalamazoo, Mich., remonstrating 
against the support of the Government in maintaining the pres- 
ent system of sectarian Indian education, etc.; which was re- 
fe to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. KYLE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Huron, 
8S. Dak., remonstrating against the support of the Government 
in maintaining the present m of sectarian Indian educa- 
a ete.; which was to the Committee on Indian Af- 

rs. 
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Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
cago, Ill.,and a memorial of sundry citizens of Sterling, Il)., po. 
monstrating against the support of the Government in m: 
taining the present system of sectarian Indian education, ot. . 
which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER presented sundry memorials of citizens of De, 
ver, Colo., remonstrating against the support of the Goyory. 
ment in maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian o,. 
ucation, etec.; which were referred to the Committee on 1; 
Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to ww); 
was referred the bill (S. 1470) to relieve George L. Sullivan 
the charge of desertion, submitted an adverse report then 
which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefini« 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, t: 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4952) to amend section 2455 
Revised Statutesof the United States, reported it without 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, t 
was referred the bill (S. 2270) to enable the Secretary of | 
terior to pay JonN T. HEARD for professional services re: 
the “Old Settlers,” or Western Cherokee Indians, out « 
funds of said Indians, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4242) directing the Secretary o! 1 
Interior to make certain investigations concerning consolid 
tions of land districts in California, and for other purposes, : 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and t 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2032) to grant a pension to Ida C. Ma 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report ther 

Mr. RANSOM, from the Committee on Commerce, to w 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6577) to authorize the construct 
ofa wagon and foot bridge across the Chattahoochee River a: 
or near the town of Columbia, Ala., reported it without ameni- 
ment. 

THANKFUL ROBBINS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen. 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4780) to pensio 
Thankful Robbins, to report it without amendment and | 
for its immediate consideration. It will take but a moment. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of t 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pla 
the pension roll the name of Thankful Robbins, and to pay h 
a pension of $12 per month, as the foster mother of George | 
Squires, late private Company C, One hundred and t 
New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendm 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


REPEAL OF FEDERAL ELECTION LAWS. 


Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee to Audit and Contr 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was refer 
following resolution, submitted by Mr. CHANDLER M 
1894, reported it without amendment, and it was consider 
unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the sum of $52.92, being the expense of printing 
copies of Senate Report No. 113, part 2, be paid from the approp1 
the contingent expenses of the Senate. 

MINERAL LANDS IN MONTANA AND IDAHO. 

Mr. POWER. From the Committee on Public Lands, 
sent two letters from the Commissioner of the Gener 
Office, dated August 29, 1893, and July 30, 1894, respectis 
also a letter from the Secretary of the Interior to the ( 
sioner of the General Land Office, dated July 9, 1894, in refer 
to House bill 3436, to provide for the examination and cl: 
tion of certain mineral lands in the States of Montana and 
which I ask to have printed. 

Mr. DOLPH. And also the letter of the Secreiary « 
terior transmitting the report. 

Mr. POWER. Certainly. Let that be printed also. 

Mr. BERRY. Let the bill also be printed with the pap 

Mr. POWER. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will b 
dered. 

JOSEPH G. UTTER. 


Mr. DAVIS. I should like to have the bill for the rele: 
Joseph G. Utter laid before the Senate. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Sen“'e 
a bill returned from the House of Representatives by reques' 
the Senate. i 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1343) to remove the charge 0! 
sertion standing against the name of Joseph G. Utter. 


1894. 
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Mr. DAVIS. I ask for action on the motion entered by me to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed. 
The motion to reconsider was agreed to. i 
Mr. DAVIS. I move to indefinitely postpone the bill, a simi- 
lar bill having passed both Houses. 
The motion was agreed to. 
DEALING IN AND FUTURES. 


OPTIONS 


Mr. DAVIS. I desire to call attention to Senate bill 2277, in 
respect to options, which I introduced on Friday. The bill I 


introduced had indorsed upon it a notation that it should lie 
upon the table. Some confusion arose as to the disposition to be 
made of the bill, I having had to leave the Chamber. I move 
that the bill be read a second time and that it lie on the table. 

The bill (S. 2277) defining options and futures and imposing 
special taxes on dealers therein, and for other purposes, was 
read the second time by its title,and ordered to lie on the table. 

DISTRICT REAL ESTATE ASSESSMENT. 

Mr. HUNTON. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R.6415) to provide an immediate revision and equalization 
of real-estate values in the District of Columbia; also, to provide 
an assessment of real estate in said District in the year 1896, and 
every thitd year thereafter, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I venture to suggest to the Senator from 
Virginia whether it would not be better to take np the Calen- 
dar under the eighth rule and go on with it regularly and not 
waste time by calling up one bil! after another, which gives an 
unfair advantage. 

Mr. HUNTON. I have no objection to that course. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [hope that we shall proceed with the Cal- 
endar as soon as the morning business is concluded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Bills and joint resolutions are in 
order. 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire to state to the Senator from Ohio 
that the bill I propose to call up is an important matter and re- 
quires speedy action, because the Commissioners are about ar- 
ranging for an assessment of the valuation of land upon which 
taxation is based, 

Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. HUNTON. 
on its passage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Virginia for the immediate consideration of 
the billindicated by him? 

Mr. PALMER. I desire tointroduce a joint resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I give notice that I shall insist upon taking 
up the Calendar when the bill called up by the Senator from 

Virginia is concluded. 

Mr. Bavge and Mr. ALLEN addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HUNTON. Without yielding the floor, I give way to any 
gentleman who desires to present morning business. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 2283) for the relief of Slater 
and William Cowart, of Hamilton County, Tenn.; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2284) to grant a pension to 
Mrs. Lucinda Harrington; which was read twice by its title, and, 
-_ the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 100) to pro- 
curea marble bust of the late Gen. Joseph Holt; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask thatthe joint resolution may lie on the 
table temporarily, to be called up at some future time with the 
view of submitting some remarks to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will lie on 
the table for the present. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That Adolph Liebschutz be permitted to withdraw from the files 
of the Senate, on leaving copies of the same with the Secretary, the papers 


relating to Senate resolution No, 45, Fifty-third Congress, “granting a 
medal to Bvt. First Lient. A. Liebschute.” eae z 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr.COKE. Lask that the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 3334) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to the heirs or legal representatives of C. P. 
Gooch certain money due him for carrying the mail, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Claims. It was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads by mistake. I 
make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


1 will interpose no objection to this bill. 
Then I ask unanimous consent that it be put 


PRINCIPLES OF TARIFF TAXATION. 


Mr. MILLS submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Re soived, That in the revision of the existing system of national taxation 
the following principles should be observed 

First. That all taxes are burdens upon the taxpayer, and can only be right- 


fully imposed to raise revenue to support the Government 


Second. When taxes are imposed upon imported goods the rates should 


be so low as not materially to restrict the importation of the articles upon 
which the taxes are imposed. 

Third. In selecting the articles to be taxed, only those ready for consump 
tion should be chosen, and all articles impor or manufacture or reman 


ufacture should be exempt from duty 

Mr. MILLS. Lask thatthe resolution may lie on the table 
for the present. I shall call it up in a few days and submit some 
remarks On lt. 

Mr. BATE. Let it be printed. 

Mr. MILLS. Yes; let it be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theresolution will lie on the tab 
and be printed. 

REPORT SEWERAGE. 

Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following resolution: 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 500 copies of Se 
ate Report No. 623 (without the appendix) on Senate bill No. 2066, to prov 
for continuing the system of trunk sewers in the District of Columbia. t 
provide for sewage disposal, to lay out highways, and for other purpose 

WALTER S. M’LEOD. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the title of the bill (H.R. 6384) for the relief of Walter S 
McLeod was amended on Saturday. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURN. The title of the bill should remain as it 
came from the House, and I ask the Senate to disagree to the 
amendment by which the tithe was made to read: ‘‘A bill for 
the relief of the estate of Walter S. McLeod.” 

The amendment was rejected. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 3d instant approved and signed the act (S. 1999) for 
the relief of Charles T. Russell. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 4th instant approved and signed the following 
acts: 

An act (S. 320) authorizing the Purcell Bridge and Transfer 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge over the South 
Canadian River, at or within 1 mile of the town of Lexington, 
county of Cleveland, Territory of Oklahoma; 

An act (S. 822) granting a pension to Frances Corse, widow of 
Gen. John M. Corse; and 

An S. 1377) for the relief of William 
Butteville, Oregon. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 7680) to authorize purchasers of the property 
and franchises of the Choctaw Coa! and Railway Company to 
organize a corporation and to confer upon the same all the pow- 
ers, privileges, and franchises vested in that company, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 


ON DISTRICT 


which 


act Hendershott, of 


ST. LOUIS RIVER BRIDGE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the the bill 
2151) to amend an act to authorize the construction of a steel 
bridge over the St. Louis River, between the States of Wiscon- 
sin and Minnesota, approved April 24, 1894, which had been re- 
turned from the House of Representatives at the request of the 
Senate. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I 
the bill was passed. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move that the bill be indefinitely post- 
poned. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PROPOSED ISSUE OF TREASURY NOTES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN 
on the 3d instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and the same is hereby, dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 2264) for the relief of 


the several States of the Union, and for other purposes, and that said bill 
be placed on the Calendar for present consideration by the Senate. 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, on the 3(th day of July I intro- 
duced a bill (S. 2264) for the relief of the several States of the 


: , ‘ 
menace 
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move to reconsider the vote by which 
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Union, and for other purposes, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. On the 3d instant I introduced a resolution 
to discharge the Committee on Finance from the further con- 
sideration of that bill—— 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. President, the resolution of the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska and the remarks he is making relate toa bill 
which is before the Committee on Finance, all of the members 
of which, with the exception of myself, are absent from the Sen- 
ate on public duty, as is known by all Senators. [ hope, there- 
fore, without displacing the resolution, that it will be continued 
until some other members of the committee shall be here. As 
I have stated, I am the only member of the committee present, 
and I have no knowledge about the matter to which the resolu- 
tion refers. 

Mr. ALLEN. The course suggested by the Senator from 
Ohio is satisfactory to moe, 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have no objection to the resolution com- 
ing up to-morrow, when the members of the committee are 
present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
resolution will be passed over, retaining its place. 


ALLEYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the Senate to take up for considera- 
tion the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 971) to open, widen, and extend alleys in the District of Co- 
lumbia, simply with a view to asking the Senate to nonconcur 
in the amendment of the House, and having a committee of con- 
ference appointed. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider 
the amendment of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives, and ask for a con- 
ference with the House on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. FAULK- 
NER, Mr. MARTIN, and Mr. froMiLLaN were appointed. 


DISTRICT REAL ESTATE ASSESSMENT, 


Mr. HUNTON. I now ask that House bill 6415 be taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 6415) to provide an immedi- 
ate revision and equalization of real estate values in the District 
of Columbia; also to provide an assessment of real estate in said 
District in the year 1896 and every third year thereafter, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to proceed to the consideration of 
Order of Business 622, being the resolution in relation to the 
Dominion Coal mee . 

The VICE-PRESI ENT. The Chair has recognized the Sen- 
ator from Virginia[Mr. HUNTON]. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to supersede the bill which the 
Senator from Virginia has asked to have taken up by moving to 
proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 622. 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire to state that the bill the Senate was 
about to penenes with is a bill to equalize the values of real 
estate in the District of Columbia. It is a very important bill, 
and it is very important that the Senate should at once pass it, 
s0 that the Commissioners of the District can enter upon the re- 
assesement of real-estate values in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The resolution I desire to have consid- 
ered—-—— : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does theSenator from New Hamp- 
shire object to the request for unanimous consent made by the 
Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. CHANDLER, Idid not object, but I moved to proceed 
to the consideration of a resolution on the Calendar, if that is 
in order. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Oregon will state 
his question of order. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I submit that the Senator from 
New Hampshire can not make the motion to take up another 
subject pending the motion made by the Senator from Vir- 

inia. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I supposed that it was in order to move 
to proceed to the consideration of a subject on the Calendar at 
"J time. 

‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to state, in an- 
swer to the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], that the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] has not made a motion. 
The Senator from Virginia has asked unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I understood the Senator had 
made a motion to 

Mr. CHANDLER, 


roceed to the consideration of a certain bill. 
Pending the consideration of that, I move 
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to proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 622 y, 
the Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTON. I submit, after unanimous consent has }y 
given for the consideration of House bill 6415, it is not in o» 
to supersede that unanimous consent with the transaction o 
other business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
mous consent has not been given. 
the Senator from Virginia asked unanimous consent for t 
sideration of the bill indicated, and the title of the bill wa 
for information. The Senator from New Hamphire, whi 
formally objecting, as the Chair understands, interpos: 
tion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
dent. 

Mr. HUNTON. What is the Senator's motion? 

Mr. CHANDLER. To proceed to the consideration of (, 
of Business 622, being a resolution for the investigation o/ 
Dominion Coal Company, Limited. 

Mr. HUNTON. I hope the Senate will proceed with 
I have indicated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Doesthe Senator from New | 
shire object to the request of the Senator from Virginia 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not; but when the bill is be! 
Senate I shall move to proceed to the consideration of th: 
lution to which I have referred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the 
referred to by the Senator from Virginia is belore the Senat 

The Senate,as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to co: 
sider the bill. 

Mr. HUNTON. I ask that the amendments be agree to 
which have been reported by the Committee on the Distric: o! 
Columbia. I beg leave to state for the information of these 
ate that the bill has very carefully considered by the Sena 
from Vermont [Mr. PRocTOR] and myself, in conjunction wit 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and we hay: 
agreed upon the amendments which are incorporated in the 
printed bill. Iask that the amendments may be acted uponas 
they are reached in the reading of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it \ 
be so ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on the Lis. 
trict of Columbia was, in section 2, line 6, before the wor 
‘* years,” to strike out ‘‘three,” and insert ‘‘four;” and in lin 
8, after the word ‘' thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ five hundred:” so 
as to read: 

Sxc. 2. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall ap; 
three rated rege who shall have been bona fide residents of the D 
trict of Columbia for the period of at least flve years, and conversant wi!) 
real estate values therein, as a permanent board of assistant assessor;, w 
shall hold office for a term of four years, unless sooner removed by said (on) 
missioners for cause satisfactory to them, and shall each receive a salary of 
$3,000 annually, and the-assessor of the District of Columbia shall hereafte: 
receive a salary of €3,500 per annum. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 41, before the word 
“existing,” to strike out ‘‘ then;” so as to make the proviso rea 

Provided, That the collection of taxes on real property and improvemen's 
thereon which will become due and payable in the month of Novem)er. !*! 
be, and the same is hereby, suspended until the month of May, in the 
1895, at which time said taxes shall be due and payable, and the collec! 
thereof shall be enforced in all respects as provided under existing law! 
the collection of taxes on real property and improvements thereon. fo! 
second half of the tax year ending June 30, 1895. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 44, after the « 

‘* 1895,” to insert the following proviso: 


Provided further, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby auth 
and directed to advance to the Commissioners of the District of Coun 
out of any money in the Sreeey not otherwise appropriated, such su 
may be necessary from time to time to meet their uisitions for the 
eral expenses of the government of said District for the fiscal year |‘ 
to reimburse the Treasury for the one-half of said advances payabie » 
District out of the taxes collected, as herein provided for, in the ™ 


May, 1395. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 5, before th 
‘assessors,’ toinsert ‘‘assistant;” soas to make the section 

Sec. 5. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hel 
authorized and directed to make such rules and regulations touchins 


manner in which the real property shall be described in the assessment ! 
turned by the assistant assessors as they may deem best. 


The amendment was agreed to. ed 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 1, after the wore 
‘‘shall,” to strike out ‘‘acting collectively in all cases, 1" '" 
9, after the word “lot,” to strike out ‘‘and shall perform s:°" 
and insert ‘‘and said assistant assessors shall also p* : 
such;” and in line I!, after the word “duties,” to strike ou 


] 


The Chair will state that 
The Chair announce 


That is the state of the case, Mr. P 


Ol 


syform 





1894. 





“not inconsistent with the proper discharge of the duties spe- 
cially imposed by this act;” so as to make the section read: 


sxc. 6. That said board of assistant assessors shall, from actual view and 
from the best sources of information in its reach, determine the value of 
each separate tract or lot of real property in the District of Columbia in 
jawful money, and shall separately estimate the value of all improvements 
on any tract or lot, and shall note the same in the proper field book, which 
shall be carried out as part of the value of such tract or lot, and shall also 
return the dimensions of each tract or lot, and said assistant assessors shall 
also perform such other official duties as may be required of them by the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, in section 8, line 1, after the word 
“any,” to strike out ‘‘ one of said board of assistant assessors ” 
and insert ‘‘ person;” and in line 8, after the word ‘‘ court,” to 
insert ‘‘ for each offense;” so as to make the section read: 


Sc. 8. That any person who shalirefuse or knowingly neglect to perform 
any duty enjoined on him by law. or who shall consent to or connive at any 
evasion of the provisions of this act shall, on conviction thereof, be liable to 
removal from office and to a fine note xceeding 8500, or imprisonment not 
exceeding one year, or both, in the discretion of the court, for each offense. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTON. I beg leave to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. PrRocTor] to what I am about to say. 
In line 7, of section 9, I think the words ‘third year there- 
after” ought to be ‘‘fourth year thereafter.” The assessment 
js to be made every fourth year. I move to strike out the word 
“third” before the word ‘‘ year” and insert ‘‘ fourth.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia was, in 
section 9, line 26, after the word ‘‘ thereof,” to strike out: 


It being the intent of this provision to require the assessment of all pee 
erty to be based on the true value of the property—such value as the said 

operty would sell for on the terms usual in sales of real property in the 
Pistrict of Columbia. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to ask the Senator from Virginia 
whether any other rule has been adopted in place of the matter 
proposed to be stricken out? 

Mr. HUNTON. No,sir. We thought it best, upon consulta- 
tion with the Commissioners, that the board should determine 
upon the value ape 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am satisfied with what is stated by the 
Senator from Virginia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing tothe 
amendment reported by the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia was, in section 10, 
line 6, after the word * complaints,” to strike out ‘‘ of overas- 
sessments” and insert ‘‘as to valuations;” and in line 9, after 
the the word ‘‘ provided,” to insert ‘‘and the Commissioners 
shall fix the rate of tax to be collected thereon, notexceeding the 
rate fixed by present law;” so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 10. That the valuation of the real property made and equalized as 
aforesaid shall be completed as nearly as practicable on the first Monday of 
June, 1896, and of every third year thereafter, after which date no other or 
further complaints as to valuations shall be received, and when approved 
by the Commissioners shall constitute the basis of taxation for the next 
succeeding — of three years and until another valuation is made ac- 
cording to law, except as hereinafter provided, and the Commissioners 
shall fix the rate of tax to be collected thereon. not exceeding the rate fixed 
by present law. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 14, line 1, before the 
word “salaries,” to insert ‘‘ different in the;” and in line 2, be- 
fore the word ‘‘ board,” to insert ‘“‘assessors and the;” so as to 


Sec. 14, That asum sufficient to pay the difference in the salaries of the 
assessors and the board of assistant assessors and the clerk herein provided 
= up to and including the year ending June 30, 1895, is hereby appropriated, 


Mr. HUNTON. In line 2, section 14, for the purpose of mak- 
ing it good grammar, I move to amend the committee amend- 
ment by striking out the word ‘‘salaries” and inserting the 
word “salary;” and in the same line by striking out the word 

assessors” and inserting the word ‘‘ assessor.” 

The SkcrRETARY. In section 14, line 2, strike out “salaries” 
and insert “salary;” and in the same line strike out ‘‘asses- 
tors” and insert ‘“assessor;” so as to read: 
and the bens amatent vo pay. \ nly aa in the salary of the assessor 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

© amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia was, in section 
15, line 1, before the word ‘‘ assessors,” to insert “ assistant;” so 
= make it read: 

BC. 15, Saline 
the min eh Sows paar eneees aaoesoces shall hereafter constitute 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. HUNTON. [fn line 7, section 9, I madea mistake in offer- 
ing an amendment to strike out the word ‘‘third” and insert 
the word ‘‘fourth.” The theory of the bill is to have an assess- 
ment every three years by assistant assessors appointed for four 
years. Therefore the word “ third,” in line 7, is correct. I 
move to reconsider the vote by which the amendment was 
adopted, and that the original text of the bill be restored. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HUNTON. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. HuN- 
TON, Mr. FAULKNER, and Mr. PROCTOR were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced thatthe House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate tothe 
bill (H. R. 6518) making appropriations for the construction, re- 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 

arbors, and for other purposes. 


DOMINION COAL COMPANY OF NOVA SCOTIA. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the resolution proposing an investigation into the 
facts connected with the organization and history of the Domi- 
nion Coal Company, Limited, of Nova Scotia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CHAND- 
LER on the Ist instant, as modified by him August 2, as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed to inquire into 
the facts connected with the organization and history of the Dominion Coal 
Company, Limited, of Nova Scotia, for the purpose of ascertaining wnether 
such company was formed or is being conducted by reason of any assur- 
ances that the tariff duty on coal shall be repealed by Congress; and, if so, 
to ascertain who gave such assurances; ani whether or not any officer of 
the Government or any member of Congress is or was interested in said 
company; and what action, if any, has been taken by any person in fulfill 
ment of such assurances. 

Mr. MILLS. I offer a substitute for the resolution. 
resolution been taken up? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agrecing to the 
motion of the Senator from New Hampshire that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. HILL. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire 
whether the resolution might not go over until to-morrow? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will say to the Senator from New York 
that he has interrupted the reading of the substitute of the Sen- 
ator from Texas. If the substitute can be offered and printed I 
shall make no objection to the discussion of the resolution and 
the substitute going over until to-morrow. 

Mr. MILLS. I shall wait untii the resolution is taken up, and 
then offer the substitute. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I ask for a vote on my motion. 

Mr. HILL. With that understanding [ shall not object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from New Hampshire that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the resolution. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. MILLS. I offer the substitute which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute proposed by the 
Senator from Texas will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the special committee appointed to investigate the charges 
of bribery against Senators be instructed to inquire into the facts connected 
with the organization and history of the Dominion CoalCompany, Limited 
of Nova Scotia, for the purpose of determining whether such company was 
formed or is a by reason of any assurances that the tariff 
duty on coal shall be repealed by Congress, and, if so, to ascertain who gave 
such assurances, and whether or not any officer of the Government or any 
member of Congress is or was interested in said company, and what ac 
tion, if any, has been taken by any person in fulfillment of said assurances. 
And said committee is also directed to investigate and report tothe Sen- 
ate whether or not any officer of the Government or any member of Con 
gress is or was interested in any corporation or company which is engaged 
in mining coal in any of the States or Territories of the United States or in 
any railroad company which is engaged in transporting coal which would 
come into competition with Nova Scotia or Dominion coalin any of the 
markets of the United States, and whether influence has been used by any 
of said coal or railroad companies to maintain a tariff tax on coal for their 
benefit; and also to report to the Senate whether the removal of the duty 
on coal would reduce its price to consumers of coal in any part of the 
a States, and, if so, what part of the United States would be so bene- 

ted. 


Has the 
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Mr. HILL. I understood the otherday that the Senator from | contempt a witness, or a supposed witness, might treat any 
New Hampshire modified his resolution so as to have a special | mittee appointed by this body under this resolution. He w 
committee, rather than the sugar committee, if I may use that | have a right to ignore the process of the commitiee, ay 


Ull- 
( lq 


4na the 


expression. Senate would not dare to incarcerate him, because “the law of 
Mr. CHANDLER. That is true. The substitute of the Sen- | the land declares that the Senate has not the powe1 — 
ator from Texas, however, reverts to the special committee now This is to be a committee to be appointed for the “pu rpose o 
in existence. Does the Senator from Texas prefer the old com- | furnishing texts for amusing speeches. No one |i stoned wit 
mittee or a new committee? more pleasure to the remarks of the Senator from New Ham». 
Mr. MILLS. Ithought it was better to have inquiry made | shirethan I did, because those remarks were exceedinc! vy fun 


by the old committee. They have been engaged in investiga- | He not only amused himself, but he amused us all. ill 
tions, and have had some experience in this business. I have | seriously thinks that the Senator from New Hamyshire ha 
not a doubt that the result of their investigation in this case | idea that this investigation will resultin bringing any 
would be the same as the result of their investigation in the | proposition to the attention of the American people. ' 


sugar matter. Senate should appoint committees and direct them { 
ir. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from Texas what | gate, knowing in advance that nothing can result, : 
that result is,as he understands it? to be worse than a waste of time. 
Mr. MILLS. They have not discovered anything. For these reasons I shall oppose the passage of th 
Mr. CHANDLER. Is that the reason why the Senator pre- | I would gladly vote for any proposition which wou it 
fers to select that committee? placing before the Senate and the country any matter i portant 


Mr. MILLS. No; I mean that I think no committee, special | to the decision of a question pending here; but I will 
or otherwise, will accomplish anything in investigating the pri- | te the appointment of a committee to consume time 
vate affairs of citizens of the United States. It appears to me that there are matters of grave import: 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then we had better not appoint the ecco manding the immediate and sole attention of this body. "He nee 
mittee. But if'we are going to appoint a committee, it see I shall vote against the substitute and against the origina! reso. 
tome we ought not in advance to put a stigma upon the a lution. , 
mittee we are toappoint. Therefore I should prefer a special Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I am very happ 
committee, if it is agreeable to the Senator from Texas. How- | able to amuse the Senator from California. He has bee 
ever, I wish toaccommodate him about all these matters so far | chronic state of being amused all winter. He has been very 
as I can. much amused at the condition in which his party { nde itsel 

Mr. MiLLs8. I think the committee which we have is a very | upon the tariff question, and now when the proposition is to in- 
fair and a very able committee and that it would do justice to | vestigate the Dominion Coal Company, which has been forme 
all sides of this question. I know it would be very flattering to | upon the basis that the existing duty on coal shal! —~ ‘emoy d 
the Senator from New Hampshire to be on the committee, as | and that investigation is to be “made for the purpose of remoy- 
he would be by parliamentary law. ing seandal which has been circulating in this country for the 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will waive, in behalf of the Senatorfrom | last three months, or else for the purpose of finding out what 
Texas, all my rights in that respect. this company has been doing to influence the legislation of Con- 

Mr, MILLS. ‘No; 1 donot want togo upon any of these smell- | gress, the Senator from California finds nothing in it excep’ 

ing committees. I havea great aversion tothat sort of business | umusement. 

in Congress, and especially when the investigations are beyond Mr. President, there is one serious feature in the remarks 
the jurisdiction of either branch of Congress, as they are, and | the Senator from California. He has taken occasion to adver- 
as the courts of the country have held that they are. Such a | tise to the world that no witness need open his head before th 
committee, under the authority of the resolution of the Senator | committee if the investigation takes place. The Senator hs 
from New Hampshire or the one I have offered as a substitute | seen fit to proclaim to those witnesses who may tell us abou! 
for it, would not have the power to compel a single witness in | this coal company, why it was organized, how it proposes to in 
this country to answer a single question. fluence Congress—he has undertaken to tell Mr. Dimock, : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the | rector in this company, who is in this city to-day, possibl wit 
substitute proposed by the Senator from Texas | Mr. MiLLs]. his pockets filled with certificates in this watered stock, tha 

Mr. MILLS. I understand itis desired that the resolution | is not obliged tosay a single word to this committee w hen it 
shall go over until to-morrow, and I have no objection to that | organized. [ think,Mr. P resident, that that issomething 
course. I like toaccommodate Senators. I will withdraw my | for the Senator from California todo. It is getting to be 
Objection to the special committee if the Senator from New | much the fashion in the Senate whenever an investigati 
Humpshire or any other Senator prefers that committee: I want | be made which may prove something that ought to be pt 
to accommodate the Senators who wish to have this matter de- | the publie interest, for Senators to get up here and say th 
ferred until to-morrow. ss is o i ed 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I understand the Senator to modify 
his amendment so as to provide for a special. committee of five. 

Mr. MILLS. Ido. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have not desired that the resolution 
shall go over until to-morrow. I think it would be wise to act 
upon it at this time and have the subject disposed of. 

Mr. MILLS. lask the Senator from New York if he desires 
to have the resolution to go over until to-morrow? 

Mr. HILL. I think we might as well dispose of it now. 

Mr. MILLS. Then I have no objection and I am willing to 
take a vote on the resolution. I donotcare further to discuss 
the question. I am willing to abide by the decision of the Sen- 
ate on the adoption of the substitute. I desire the yeas and 
nays on its adoption. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion on the substitute offered by the Senator from Texas, as 
modified? 

Mr. WHITE. Mr.President,I desire to say.a word upon this 
subject, as explanatory of the vote I intend to give. 

Lam opposed to the adoption of resolution and substitute. I 
think that it proposes a useless expenditure of time. 

Mr. GRAY. nd money. 

Mr. WHITE. <And,as a Senator has suggested, and money. 
' If there was any possible practical result to be reached, some- 
; thing that might inure to the ene of any part ‘of the 
, country, I would be in favor of going on with the investigation. 
But there is no charge before the Senate susceptible of investi- 
gation by any respectable organized body on the face of the | 
earth. There is no accusation which anyone is called upon to | 

meet. 
There is nothing, as the Senator from Texas has well said, 
_ which gives this body any jurisdiction in the premises. With 


is no use in the investigation, because no witness 
testify. 

Mr. President, J think when an organization of this kind 
formed, with thirteen anda half million dollars of watered stock 
and when there isso much scandal about the country : i 
is in connection with it, the Congress of the United Sta 
afford to investigate and find out whether this town 
certificates, whether they surround the Senators when th 
to their hotels and their lodgings, whether the Sens 
New York or the Senator from California may not be in < 
of being approached unduly in connection with thi 
whether they should be compelled to rely upon their o 
alone to resist temptation, and whether the Senate si 
surround them by a repor t upon an investigation of fi ts so that 
their youthful innocence in the Senate and in the n 
properly protected and guarded. 

It seems to mo that this is not a matter of amusement simp) 
I hope to convince the Senator from California thai [am '" 
earnest about it. 

Mr. MILLS. May TI ask the Senatorfrom New — 
as he is very anxious to have a thorough, fair, and f 
gation of both sides of this question, ‘if he will not ac 
substitute, which embraces every word of the Senat 
resolution? ~ 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishall vote for the Senator's suost!\ 
The difference is simply this: The coal company is org2n! 
upon the basis and condition in its prospectus that the duty ¥} 
coal is tobe removed. I do not suppose the Senator can proe”” 
here the prospectus of any domestic coal company or of tes 
railroad company tr ansporting coal w ye h contains a conail 
that the company is not to be organized and ‘to do busi: 
less it can succeed in maintaining the duty upon coal. — 
Senator can produce any such prospectus the cases Wl! 
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allel; but if there are undue influences exerted upon that side of 
the question, I propose to vote for the amendment of the Senator 
from Texas. ’ 

Mr. GRAY. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire what 
difference he perceives in morality, if it be a question of mo- 
rality, between a company organized upon the condition, hope, 
or expectation that a tariff duty shall be taken off and one or- 

anized upon the hope, condition, or expectation that a tariff 

uty shall be put on? . 

Mr. CHANDLER. None whatever, I willsay. _ 

Mr. GRAY. I ask the Senator if he never heard in the past 
three or four years of any mills, factories, or other concerns 
being organized for the purpose of reaping the benefit of the 
so-called McKinley law—tin-plate mills, for instance? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will say to the Senator, first, I know of 
no difference whatever; and that if any company is organized 
the fundamental] condition of which is that it shall have $13,- 
000,000 of watered stock, and that a certain duty on the article 
to be produced by the company shall either have a duty im- 
posed upon it or a duty taken off from it, J would have that 
company investigated by Congress to find out how it proposes 
to influence legislation in the Halls of Congress. 

Mr. GRAY. It does not make any ditlerence, so far as the 
tariff bill is concerned, what the methods of the corporation 


may be as to watered stock, but I merely wanted to know. 


whether the Senator sees any difference, and the Senator says 
he sees none—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. None whatever. 

Mr. GRAY. Between a corporation organized for the pur- 
pose of carrying on business to be benefited by exemption from 
taxation and a company organized by reason of the fact that tax- 
ation is to be placed upon the people of the United States for 
the benefit of that particular so-called industry. The Senator 
agrees that there is none. Now, I do not seeany difference, nor 
do I see that it makes any particular difference to the people of 
the United States how the corporations or individuals compos- 
ing such corporations are organized. We are interested, how- 
ever, in what is done under the impulse and stimulus of private 
greed, if you please, when legislation gives an opportunity to 
gratify it. If a high tariff bill operates upon those ordinary 
motives of human nature, I suppose when a low tariff goes into 
operation somewhere for the first time it may operate in the 
same way. I see no particular immorality in that on either 
side of the question. fdo object, however, to tariff taxes being 
laid which shall give an opportunity to anybody to tax the whole 
people of the country for his private benefit. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Then I welcome the Senator from Dela- 
ware in aid of the resolution, which it appears now both the 
Senator from Texas and myself seek to have passed. 

Mr.GRAY. No; I think that the motives of those who pass 
tariff bills for the sake of benefiting private interests and giv- 
ing them the power to use the great tax-levying power of the 
United States for private benefit had better be investigated 
rather than the motives of people who very naturally avail 
themselves of the advautages which legislators give them. 
That is all I can say. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I will simply restate the case in this way: 
Whenever acorporationis organized with $13,500,000 of watered 
stock, and the condition expressed in the prospectus of the com- 
pany is thatthere is to be a tariff duty either imposed or taken 
off, that company ought to be investigated by Congress. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I shall probably vote for the 
resolution of the Senator from New Hampshire or the substitute 
of the Senator from Texas, because I do not want to put myself 
in the attitude of opposing an investigation. But I should like 
to ask the Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator from 
Texas what is the use of continuing this farce of investigation 
by the Senate? Whatis the use of ordering investigations when 
the Senate has not backbone enough to exercise the authority 
which every tribunal authorized to investigate a question of fact 
has, from a police court up to the highest legislative body or 
judicial tribunal in the land? 

We have just had a report made from the special committee 
which have been investigating the sugar trust. They have re- 
ported to the Senate that a number of witnesses—I do not know 
the number—have refused to answer, and that they have refused 
to answer material questions. The majority of the committee 
simply propose to turn them over to the district attorney of this 
District, and but one or two members of the committee propose 
that the Senate shall exercise any authority to compel them to 
answer. It isnotalone a question concerning correspondents o! 
hewspapers; it is a question that affects brokers, the officers of 
the sugar trust, and others who refused to testify. What reli- 
ance can be placed upon the report of a committee of this body 
that allows witnesses to refuse to answer pertinent questionsand 

keep from the Senate and the public information which they 
are supposed to possess in regard to the facts to be investigated? 
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I see by the newspapers (I have not read the report) it is 
stated that everybody is exonerated; that nobody has been im- 
properly influenced; that the sugar trust has exercised no im- 
—— influences upon anybody; but how does that committee 

now, when half the witnesses before them refused to testify, 
when the witnesses who were supposed to know more about the 
case than others are the very ones who refused to testify, and 
there has been no attempt to compel them to testify or to pun- 
ish them for contempt? I say the whole proceeding is a farce; 
ande very investigation that is ordered by the Senate must be a 





farce just so long as we refuse to compel witnesses to testify. You 
can not get at the facts unless youcan get the testimony. Youcan 
not get at the facts if you will not compel witnesses 


to testify 
before your committees. Such an investigation must ces- 
sarily be partial and unsatisfactory, and the committee ought 
not to come into the Senate or before the public on a re} 
made upon sueh testimony and under such disadvantages. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I donot know how I should 
have voted on the original resolution proposed by the Senator 
from New Hampshire, but I feel under an absolute obligation to 
support the substitute, because it seems to imply (and I do not 
think it should have been offered unless there was some reason 
actuating and controlling the Senator from Texas in offering the 
latter clause) that some improper influence has been exercised 
by Senators who aro in favor of dutiable coal, owing to private 
interests in that subject-matter. 

Having personally advocated on the floor of the Senate and at 
all times a reasonable revenue duty upon coal, if there isany doubt 
or suspicion in the mind of any Senator or anyone else that | 
was influenced in my public action by reason of any private in- 
terest, I feel that that subject should be investigated. Fortu- 
nately or unfortunately for me, I do not know which, I do not 
own a foot of coal lands in the State of West Virginia or any 
other State, nor do I own a cent's worth of stock in any trans 
portationcompany. Therefore,I can look at this matter, I sup- 

ose, in a very impartial manner; but, under the circumstances, 
feel that it is my duty to vote for the substitute. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I shall not vote for the origi- 
nal resolution, nor shall I vote for the substitute. I regard thi 
proceeding and the conduct of the Senate in aspersing itself as 
presenting one of the most humiliating pictures I have ever wit- 
nessed. In another point of view I regard it as unfortunate. 
We are in the habit of speaking of this as one of the most dis- 
tinguished bodies on earth. It is said that the English Parlia- 
ment isa court; and yet we have condescended to apply to a 
court to enable us to get testimony to use in an investigation 
that we thought it proper to order. 

The Senate has apparently parted with one of these most 
valuable powers. We have appealed to the courts of law. W: 
have abdicated the right which pertains to every court to com- 
pel witnesses to testify when they were required to do so, an 
we have quietly asked of the courts punishment of recalcitrant 
witnesses. The whole thing to my mind is something wors 
than a farce, as the Senator from Oregon characterized it. 

Now, it is proposed to begin another investigation. We are 
about starting again in pursuit of ashadow. The Senator from 
New Hampshire, who proposes to institute this investigation 
has not vouched for asingle fact upon his responsibility as a 
Senator. The loose scandals which are published in the news 
papers or are repeated by those who are fond of whispers are 
Lesueks here, and we are gravely asked to institute an investi- 
gation. Somebody has formed a corporation in Canada, and 
some American citizens are interested in that corporation. It 
is said that they have possibly exerted themselves either to re- 
move the duty or to maintain the duty on coal and iron ore, as 
if there have not been a hundred thousand citizens-who are em- 
ploying all the influence they have to effect one or the other of 
those ends. 

Mr. President, I appeal to Senators to spare the Senate this 
further humiliation. Let us not render ourselves more ridicu- 
lous than we are now regarded in the popular estimation. Wo 
are charged with idling away our time and the public time. 
We are charged with being regardless of the present condition 
of the country. Yet we are pursuing these mere shadows. I 
sugyest that no term in the language is sufficient to describe the 
infinite littleness of the stories we are gravely advised to put 
our committee in pursuit of. It is proposed to start somebody 
out to hunt that which has no existence possibly, or which if it 
was found to exist would amount to nothing when we discovered 
it. Ifany Senator here thinks he needs investigation | am will- 
ing to indulge him. If, as intimated by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, any of us need a guard I am entirely willing that an 
application shall be made for guards to protect us from the im- 
proper solicitation of the wicked and seductive men —— 

Mr. MILLS. Will the Senator from [Illinois pardon mea mo- 
ment? 


Mr. PALMER. I will. 








Mr. MILLS. I fully and thoroughly concur in all the Senator 
from Illinois says, and the other day when this question came up 
I voted against the resolution of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire for the reasons the Senator has given to-day. But the 
Senate determined that there should be an investigation, a one- 
sided investigation, and all I ask is that if the Senate intends to 
embark in this business it shall investigate both sides of the 
question. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator from Texas is, I think, entirely 
reasonable and logical. If we are to pursue these shadows in 
one direction why not pursue them in another? But let us get 
rid of the whole ae We are simply aspersing ourselves and 
disgracing ourselves in leaving it to be inferred that there are 
some Senators here who are corrupt. If I believed that there 
was a Senator here who is corrupt I would vote for the investi- 

ation. 

: Mr. President, I have said all that I desire tosay. I depre- 
cate this waste of the public time. I deprecate this further hu- 
miliation of the Senate. I believe that it ought to be ended now. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I wish to briefly respond to the 
Senator from New Hampshire, who objects to me because he 
says thatI have been in chronic and incessant good humor. 
His proximity accounts for that condition. I do not seek any 
controversy with him. I remember that some time ago it was 
said by one of poetical impulses, whose language I apply to my 
friend, that-— 

Men fear him, 
And even angels don't aspire to go too near him. 

Iam notespecially anxious to seek for the protection offered by 
the distinguished Senator. My friend says that being youthful 
(which I will always admit, now and hereafter) I need, perhaps, 
the advantage of some protection. If [ ever feel in such neces- 
sity I shall dislike to seek refuge with my friend from New 
Hampshire. Certainly he will never be able to woo me to his 
side for that purpose. However innocent I may be, [ will not 
commit that error. 

Now, to the merits of thie matter: The resolution offered by 
the Senator I said presents nothing material. Ho objects to my 
remarks because he says I have thus served notice upon sundry 
witnesses that they need not testify. Well, let us see what his 
resolution is: 

That a committee of five Senators be appointed to inquire into the facts 
connected with the organization and history of the Dominion Coal Com- 
pany, Limited, of Nova Scotia— 

That would be avery interesting inquiry, I have no doubt: 
but now the object is outlined— 

or the purpose of ascertaining whether such company was formed or is be- 
conducted by reason of any assurances that the tariff duty on coal shall 
be repealed by Congress. 

What an investigation! To inquire whether a corporation 
has been constituted because of assurances that Congress will 
legislate in a certain definite way about a particular thing ! 
Does the Senator imagine that that is a proper subject for in- 
vestigation here—a material inquiry upon which we can afford 
to expend time? 

Conducted by reason of any assurances that the tariff duty on coal sball 
be repealed by Congress, and if so, to ascertain who gave such assurances. 

That is, Mr. President, the Senator from New Hampshire 
wishes a committee of five Senators to summon witnesses and 
ascertain whether it was Tom, or Bill, or Jim who gave these 
assurances. What an important affair! How vital it is that 
some one, name and rank undisclosed, went to a person inter- 
ested in this Dominion Coal Company andsaid: ‘‘ We assure you 
that there will be free coal when Congress passes a tariff bill.” 

And whether or not any officer of the Governmentor any member of Con- 
gn is or was interested in said com ; and what action, if any, has 

m taken by any person in fulfillment of said assurances. 

Who charges that there has been any improper action taken? 
Does the Senator from New Hampshire intimate that a solitary 
person has given an assurance that he would do a corrupt act in 
any contingency or that anyone else would act corruptly? Does 
he pretend that any persou has done wrong? No; buthe wishes 
w inguire whether some one has visited Congress and has ad- 
vocated free coal. He wishes to find out whether some one in- 
terested in this matter has appeared at the Capitol and has 
spoken toSenators concerning free coal. Would my friend from 

ew Hampshire think that he was personally outraged and that 
he had a cause for war if some one asked him whether he would 
or would not vote in a particular way upon a named measure, 
and if that person adduced arguments of a legitimate character 
could anyone rationally object? Ido not speak of improper ar- 
guments, for I assume that such would not be offered to anyone, 
much less to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

But my criticism of this resolution is that there being init no 
charge of crime, no charge of wrong, no imputation of want of 
rectitude, there is nothing for the Senate to investigate. If 


the Senator from New Hampshire had asked for information 
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which might bring facts regarding the economic features of +), 
tariff before the Senate, that would be a matter proper for th, 
Finance Committee to examine in regular order; but here is a mere 
effort to find out whether an unnamed individual has giyen = 
surances that the duty upon coal will be removed, and whether 
an Officer of the Government, also unnamed, is interested in this 
company or corporation. ’ 

Mr. President, suppose an officer of the Government is intep- 
ested in thiscompany. Ido not know whether that be so op not 
I have no idea who the stockholders are, except as my frien) 
from New Hampshire has told us publicly. : 

But if it be true that an officer of the Government is interesteg 
in this enterprise—and my friend has not even charged tha: 
much—it is absolutely a private affair, which we can not inves. 
tigate. IfI or you, Mr. President, were put upon the witness 
stand and asked as to the stockholdersin this company we mich; 
refuse to reply, it being immaterial to any issue of importance 
here, and we could never be prosecuted successfully for egn. 
tempt. 

My friend from Texas has offered an amendment which, as 
says, is equally irrelevant, but it is also equally relevant to any 
material matter in hand. He proposes to inquire whether off 
cers of the Government are interested in the maintenance of 
high duty equally immaterial, equally nota subject of investiga. 
tion, equally a matter with which the Senate has no concer 
__If the Dominion Coal Company has sent its emissaries her, 
if they have talked to Senators, they had aright todoso. So 
far as I know, so long as there were no improper propositions 
made, so long as there were no undue advances made, I can no’ 
see that we have any right to investigate the matter. Noon 
charges impropriety. 

If my friend from New Hampshire believes that there has 
been wrong attempted, why does he not ask a committee to in- 
vestigate whether there was a crime committed; why does hy 
not recite that it has been charged by somebody that acrime has 
been done, that a wrong has been done, that something mor 
than legitimate argument has been utilized? Why does lx 
not accuse some one of something? Why does he ask for an 
ompibus investigation, which will accomplish no more th: 
consume time and bring about no valuable result, which wi 
naturally make us ridiculous in the eyes of the people? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I understand the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. MILLS] offers a substitute for the purpose o! 
killing notonly the substitute but the original resolution. I un 
derstood him to state that neither of these investigations ough: 
to take place. 

I think there is a distinction which can fairly and properly be 
drawn as to the original investigation proposed and the investi- 
gation now suggested by the Senator from Texas. As I unde: 
stand the statement made by the Senator from New Hampshire 
Nae CHANDLER], it is that a great corporation has been forme 

nthe Dominion of Canada for the purpose, first, of controlling 
all the coal measures in Nova Scotia and Cape Breton; and, -« 
ondly, to remove the duty upon coal now existing, in order tha 
they may secure a market in a large section of our country 
The ostensible object of removing the duty on coal, as | 
stand from those who favor the removal of that duty, is that coal 
=a be cheaper in the United States to those who consume it. 

If it be true, as alleged, that these coal measures, existing i 
a limited area in a neighboring country, are now wholly 
the control of one corporation, that corporation having 
all those coal lands for ninety-nine years, and having promise 
to pay a royalty to the Dominion Government, then it is worth 
while for us to inquire if the effect of this newly created 
monopoly in the sale of their coal to the people of the Unite: 
States will reduce the price of coal, whether we have a duty 
coal or no duty on coal. Therefore, I should have welcome 
this inquiry early in December, and I should then have insisted 
that it should go to the Committee on Finance as a proper an 
legitimate subject of inquiry in connection with the great ques 
tion of removing the duty on coal. 

Mr. GRAY. Then, why not restrict the inquiry to just v2 
the Senator says is a proper one? I agree with him about th! 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

When we look at the distribution and production of coa', * 
find that in the United States we have coal measures in neal’) 
every State in the Union. We know perfectly well that in ‘4 
interior States a duty upon coal is not a duty which affects tue 
price of coal in thatregion. We produced last year in the 5tte 
of Iowa 5,000,000 tons ofcoal. Idonotsuppose that directly that 

roduction was influenced by the duty of 75 cents a ton on Coa. 

t may be, and probably will be, in the future that the coa! meas 
ures of Iowa may be used to a certain degree in furnishing Mao’ 
toba and the Western regions of the Dominion of Canad? Wi‘ 
coal, but it is also true that in Virginia, West Virginis, © 
vama, and Pennsylvania, there are large coal measures, )'<* 
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are very near the sea, but which reouire railway transportation 
before they can reach the seaboard. 

If it be true that here is a monopoly in the Dominion of 
Canada with a capital $31,000,000, whether real or fictitious, 
which intend by means of the removal of the duty on coal to 
charge the people of the United States, as they state in their 
prospectus, such a prico for coal as will yield them a dollar a | 
ton profit, it is worth while to consider whether or not we shall | 
take away the market of the United States from the people of | 
Virginia and West Virginia and Pennsylvania who are now in 
competition with them in the production of coal. I put that 
inquiry upon a very different relation from an inquiry respect- 
ing our own people. There is no more reason for the inquiry 
proposed by the Senator from Texas as to the domestic produc- 
tion and consumption of coal than there is for making the same | 
inquiry with reference to the other five hundred and fifty items 
in the tariff bill. 

It isa question of great public policy about which the two 
sides of this Chamber differ, but do not differ so much as wesup- 
posed when we began the present session of Congress. But we, 
upon this side of the Chamber, suppose that these duties are 
levied in order to enable the hee of the United States to be 
employed, so as to secure the development of our industries, es- 
pecially in comparison with the development of industries in 
other countries. 

What obligationare we under as a Government, or as a people, | 
to so legislate in this Chamber and in the other as to put into the 
treasury of the Dominion of Canada 12} cents a ton upon every 
ton of coal consumed in the United States orsold by them tous? 
What obligation are we under to encourage the development of 
aforeigncorporation, with practically $31,000,000 capital, against 
the people of our own country who are insharpcompetition with 
each other in the production of coal? Are there great profits to 
those who produce bituminous coal in the United States and 
transport that coal across our railwaysand by means of our coast- 
wise transportation to the different portions of ourcountry? It 
seems to me there is a great and wide distinction as to these two 
inquiries. 

[am not interested as to who may be the owners of the Do- 
minion Coal Company. I know we have an energetic and an 
active population in our country, men of capital, whoare willing 
not only to go into Canada, buteverywhereelse, and invest their 
money; but are we to legislate for the benefit of such investors 
against our own producers? 

I believe that the proposed inquiry as to the Dominion Coal 
Company and its relations to the people of the United States, to 
our own production and our own prices, is alegitimateand proper 
inquiry for us to make in connection with the removal of the 
duty oncoal. For that reason I am very willing to favor such 
aninguiry. But for the Senator from Texas to kill the inquiry 
by means of enlarging the investigation soas to inquire into the 
production of coal in the United States and all who may be inter- 
ested in it, and all the corporations who transport it, it seems 
to me is a futile proceeding, for it will never end. 

Mr.GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Iowa how the in- 
vestigation of the current gossip, which is proposed by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, will help along the inquiry, which 
he suggests is a very broad subject of policy, which I admit, and 
amuch broader question than the one which challenges our at- | 
tention? 

Mr. ALLISON. 





| 
That is all that is involved, I understand, | 
in the resolution of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr.GRAY. Then, if there is a real personal relation, it is 
involved on both sides of the question. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am not speaking of the gossip; I am speak- 
ing of a great question, which I understand to be involved in the 
resolution of the Senator from New Hampshire, and the question 
of who are interested in it is a mere incident to the inquiry, as 
I understand it. 

Mr.GRAY. Thatis the principal thingin theinguiry. What | 
difference does it make who is interested in it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ladmit thata citizen of the United States | 
has a right, if he chooses, to invest in a foreign coal company, | 
but I claim when we investigate this question on the broad lines | 
laid down by the Senator from New Hampshire, we can inquire | 
into all these questions; and especially I think it is proper to in- | 
quire whether or not this coal company was formed for the pur- 
a ofremoving the duty on coal. If that isthecompany which | 

behind the effort that is being made here now to take coal | 
from the dutiable list of the tariif bil] and put it upon the free | 
list, I say that is a legitimate inquiry. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator allow me to make 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. Does the Senator think that the assurances | 
referred toin the resolutionof the Senator from New Hampshire 
would affect the economic auestion as such? 
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Mr. ALLISON. I shall not be hypercritical as to the phrase- 
ology of the resolution. The Senator from New Hampshire is 
usually very careful and very accurate in his phraseology, and 
I should not pretend to criticise him on that subject. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I am surprised that there 
should be any opposition to the adoption of this resolution, and 
Iam more surprised that that opposition should come from so 
distinguished a friend and defender of the Ad 
the Senstor from California|Mr. Wuire}]. It is an open secret 
that all progress towards tariff legislation is and has been for 
weeks arrested by a dispute between a Democratic Administra- 
tion and a Democratic Senate in regard to the duty upon coal. 
It has been intimated rather thin alleged that this contest is 
really between the Dominion Coal Company and its friends, de- 
termined to have free coal on one side, and certain great trans- 
portation and coal companies who are determined to have a duty 
upon coal on the other. The public interests, what is best for 
the people of the United States, who are the consumers of coal, 
does not seem to have entered into this controversy at all. 

If we are to believe the statements of leading Democratic news- 
papers we are confined to a choice of evils. We are to take 
duty off coal for the benefit of the Dominion Coal Company and 
its friends and allies, whoever they may be and wherever they 
are located, or to retain it for the benefit of these transportation 
companies. 

It is a question worthy of investigation by the American Sen- 
ate whether this state of affairs exists. If it is true, as inti- 
mated by the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. CHANDLER}, 
who makes the statement on his responsibility as a Senator, 
from investigations which he has made, that attempts are being 
made to influence legislation in the interest of a foreign syndi- 
cate, the facts should be known and communicated to the Amer- 
ican people. 

If, on the other hand, as is intimated in Administration cir- 
cles, the only reason for maintaining the duty on coal is found 
in the interest of certain transportation companies, that fact 
should also be known. Ithink there can be no Senators on cither 
side of the Chamber who will in this crisis seriously object to 

It is not a question that a‘fects alone the well- 

eing and existence of the Truneevatie party. The Senate and 

the Administration will certainly louse the respect and confidence 

of the American people if we stay here for weeks, after having 

been in session a year, haggling over a duty upon coal simply to 

serve either the interest of the Dominion Coal Company or of 
certain transportation companies. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I recognize the Senator from California 
{Mr. WHITE] as the permanent defender of the Administration. 
I recognize the Senator from New York [Mr. Hitt] as only 
employed temporarily in its defense. [Laughter]. Ifind them 
both engaged in suppressing, or attempting to suppress, this in- 
quiry, which, upon my responsibility as a Senator, in apt lan- 
guage I have proposed shall be investigated. 

Mr. President, it may be that the Senators who have spoken 
in opposition to this resolution and it may be that the Admin- 
istration of President Cleveland are not sensitive upon the sub- 
ject which is taken up in the resolution, but the people of the 
country are sensitive, and the Senate has shown that it is sen- 
sitive upon the question of whether or not it is legislating free 
from improper extraneous influences. 

The President of the United States, I know, is not sensitive, 
and | find that he is not sensitive upon the question of sugar. 
I read from his letter to a distinguished member of the,other 
House dated July 2, 1894, in which he says: 

I suggest that we ought not to be driven away from Democratic principle 
and policy which lead to the taxation of sugar by the fear, quite likely exag- 
gerated, thatin carrying out this principle and policy we may indirectly 
and inordinately encourage a combination of sugar-refining interests. I 
know thatin present conditions this is a delicate subject, and I appreciate the 
depth and the strength of feeling which its treatment has aroused. 

Mr. President, notwithstanding all the words of admiration 
and commendation which I have had occasion to speak of the 
distinguished Presidentof the United States during this session, 
there I differ withhim. I believe thatin legislating at this time 
we should be afraid of indirectly and inordinately encouraging 
trusts, and the Senate of the United States has agreed with me 
Early in the session it began an investiga- 
tion of the sugar trust, and the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY], with all his learning and acumen and ability, has been 
doing the best he could to remove every stain connected with 
the sugar trust from either the executive branch of the Govern: 
ment or of Congress, notwithstanding the President of the 
United States all the time has said that we should not be sensi- 
tive upon this subject. ’ 

I am now equally sensitive with reference to the Dominion 
Coal Company and this vast corporation, with its watered stock 
ready to place where it will help the company, basing its opera- 
tions upon the avowed proposition that the duty on coal shall be 
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removed. I am sensitive about this company whose agents 
swarm the capital! city, and which is supposed to have had cer- 
tilicates of stock by the hundreds laid away in some safe in Nova 
Scotia, or some safe in Boston, or some safe in New York, ready 
to be produced when the occasion required. 

The President of the United States and his defenders upon 
this floor need not be sensitive unless they choose to be, and I 
do not understand that the President is sensitive either about 
the sugar trust or the Dominion CoalCompany. No, Mr. Presi- 
dent, he plants himself away up in the sky, consecrating him- 
self always to high principles, and recommends us to protect 
both the sugar trust and the Dominion Coal Company, and not 
to be afraid of our reputations. [Lam not afraid of my reputa- 
tion. I will not say that [am afraid of the reputation of any 
Senator upon this floor; but I believe that we ought to investi- 
gate upon due suggestion. 

The Senator from Delaware the other day wanted me to call 
two or three names. I referred him to the New York World, 
and said that he could read the namesfrom the New York World 
if he pleased. The Senator has not done so. 

[ say there is scandalenough on this subject, so that we should 
investigate, and we should have as faithful, as zealous, as pen- 
etrating, and as earnest a committee to remove the Dominion 
Coai Company scandal as we have had endeavoring to remove 
from all branches of the Government the scandal in connection 
with the sugar trust. 

Mr. President, I shall be glad ifthe result be that which the 
Senator from Texas |Mr. MILs] asserts it will be, the find- 
ing of everybody innocent and the finding outof nothing, which 
result, ex sated tay him, he gave as a reason why he preferred 
the samaliies of which the Senator from Delaware is chairman 
= a new committee of five, as proposed ultimately by my reso- 
ution. 

I say the Senate owes it to itself to be sensitive on this. sub- 
ject, whether the President of the United States is sensitive or 
not, or whether the Senator from New York is sensitive or not, 
or whether the Senator from California is sensitive or not. I 
say treat these two trustsalike; investigate them both. Ifthere 
are improper influences surrounding this Chamber, affecting 
any officer of the Government, or affecting the members of the 
Senate of the United States, drag them to the light. if there 
are none, let there be a report such as the Senator from Texas 
hopes and looks for: but do not let the Senate of the United 
States show the stolid indifference to its own good name and 
fame which the President of the United Statesshows to hisown 
name and fame and the name and fame of his Administratien in 
connection with the sugar trust. 

i ask unanimous consent to annex to my romarks a copy of 
the prospectus of the Dominion Coal Company, Limited. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

The pfospectus referred to is as follows: 

KiDDER, PEABODY & CO., BOSTON, MASS. 
Offer for subscription: 

#1,590,000 first mortgage 6 per cent tweuty years sinking fund gold bonds, 
: Sees per cent cumulative stock, preferred as to principal and divi- 
“$1,500,000 common stock 

of the 
DOMINION CoAL Company, Limurrsp, 

In blocks, on following terms: 

#400 bonds... .... ...... 

#500 preferred stock _ > for $1,050. 

$500 common stock .. 

Payments to be made on each block: 

$50 on application. 
#250 on allotment. 
250 on April 16, 1893. 


$250 on August 16, 1893. 
#250 on Devember 15, 1893. 

Payment in full may be made under discount at the rate of 5 per cent per 
Annum 

The subscription lists will be opened on Thursday, February 23, and will 
close on or before Saturday, February 25, 1893. 

The right is reserved to reject or reduce the amount of any subscription. 

Block certilicates will be issued upon allotment. 

Bonds and certificates of stock will be issued upon fully-paid blocks as 
soon us recetved from the engravirg company. 

talization of the company outecnnalingy 
81,500,000 bonds. 
$1,500,000 preferred stock. 
$15,000,000 common stock. 

One millien five hvadred thousand dollars additional bonds and $1,500,000 
additional preferred steck are reserved in the treasury for the future needs 
of the company. 

The issue of bonds ts limited to 83,000,009. The issue of preferred stock is 
lim ited to $3,000,000, 

The bonds, dated March 1, 1993, and due March 1, 1913, are issued in coupon 
form. Princi may be registered, if desired, or tered certificates will 
be issued. holders of which will receive their interst by mail. Interest paya- 
ble March | and September 1. Principal and interest payable in coin 
of the United States, of the present standard of weight and fineness, secured 
by a first mortgage u all the com ‘s property, real and ; and 
secured also by a sin fand. which buys at not over 110 and interest, and 
if it can not buy, draws at 110 and 

‘The preferred stock has priority over the common stock as to principal in 


TATTOO : 
Av ( rUDp j t ) 
? 
case of liquidation, and is entitled in priority over the common 
cumnlative dividends, at the rate of 8 per cent per annum, payable se 
nually on the first days of January and July, ineach year. The first 


p 

After all the outstanding bonds shall have been called, t or 
will apply to the purchase and retirement of the preferred 
accrued dividends. 

Immediate application will be made to have these securities | 
Boston xchange. 

Owners (and taeir friends) of some of the properties which are um 
this company have taken one-third of this subscription, and that 
will be allotted to them. 

The company is organized under the laws of Nova Scotia, bot 
ferred and common stocks full paid and nonassessable. 

The company has been formed tocarry on the business of minin 
porting, and selling bituminous coal from the county of Cape Bre 
Seotia. It has a charter from the government of the Province, a 
operate under a lease which gives it a tenure of its mining pr 
ninety-nine years, the royalty for the whole period being fixed a 
mum of 12! cents per ton, with a minimum gross amount for each 
be paid on at least as many tons as were, in the year 1891, sold b) 
mines included in the new company. 

Mr. Irving A. Stearns, manager of the coal companies of the P 
vania Railroad Company, visited Cape Breton, and made an exam! 

o: the properties, rendering his report on September 20, 1892. 

Mr. Stearns stated in his report: 

“The developments made show that the different seams are re 
uniform in thickness and quality, and unusually free from faulis 
turbances of any kind; and are also very free from gas and water, 
which are very important factors in the cost of mining. 

“ As all of the coal is shipped in vessels, and navigation is closed fo V 
eral months during the year these mines are compelled to suspen 
tions during that time or to stock whatever coalis mined. This, of 
adds ew to the cost, and materially increases the amount of sla 
when it is put in stock. 

“If the mines were working steadily the average cost of mining of 21! the 
collieries referred to, exclusive of royalty and new improvements, sould 
not exceed 80 cents per ton, and by the use of coal-cutting machine yuld 
be still further reduced. 
ae different mines and colliery plants are, asa whole,in goo mdi 

n. 

“It the different operations were consolidated considerable saving could 
be effected in various ways. 

“It might be found expedient to abandon some of the shafts or slopes fo 
hoisting purposes, and take the coal through other openings in close prox 
imity. thereby increasing the output and reducing the tixed charges 
present each of the operations have shops for doing the colliery work, w 
could be consolidated at convenient points, and the cost of this department! 
very much reduced. 

“A very important advantage in such a consolidation would be in op 
new collieries, which could be located with a view to mining the gre 
amount of coal with the smallest expenditure of money, thereby enal 
one plant todo the work which, with different interests as at present, v 
require two or more. 

** While there is no doubt that the consolidation of the different intere 
in theCape Breton coal field wuld result in decreased cost of Operation a 
@ corresponding increase in the protits at presemt realized, thess p 
could be further increased by reducing the cost of mining, if steady w: 
prevailed throughout the year instead of about one-half the year as at | 
ent, as there are certain fixed charges that have to be met waether the ini 
are idle or working. To do this would necessitate a shipping point open 
all times and a more extenied and constant market."’ 

E. Gilpin, jr., inspector of mines of Nova Scotia, states the 
available coalon these various properties as over 750,000,000 tons 

Mr. Stearns su¢gested in his repor: that an examination ov! the bo 
some of the companies be made by an ee coal accountant, and rx 
mended Mr. Frederick Schneider, formerly and for many years chief 
countant of the Lehigh Valley Coai Company. who examine i the last tive 
years’ accounts of four of the principal companies, and made a repor j 
date December 31, 1892. Mr. Schneider examined the books of the © L! 
Glace Bay,” “ Gowrie,” ** Caledonia,” and “ International” compan } 
his report shows that they have been making during the last five I 
average profitof avout 40 cents per ton on their output. 

These mines are at presentoperated for only ax.o0ub sixor seven n 
each year. as their harbors are usually impeded by ice durimg i! 

About 510.0% tons are seat to ports on the St. Lawrencs, the bala 
to the various ports of Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, and Newfou 

The interruption to work has had a serious effect on the ecouom 
companies now operating these mines; and, as it is, no one of the: 
suiticient business, even if it were prepareito make the outlay. | 
the application of those moiern methods of mining. shipping, a1! 
porting coal, which, when used on a sufficient scale, so materially re 
cost of these operations. 

Thead ministration of some ten individual companies has necess 
expensive, andcompetition among themselves has probably increase 
extent the cost of operating, and most certainly has reduced the n 
of their product. 

It has been arranged to unite and consolidate all these companies 
perhaps one, on which the company holds an option and which cai} 
quired if thought desirable, under the title of the Dominion Coal Uv! 
(Limited), and all of them are now owned by or under refusal ' 
cost of these properties. of the Black Diamond Steamship Compan) 
steamers transport coal up the St. Lawrence River), and of the rallros 
spoken of below, will be cousiterably in excess of the amount 0! 3 
preferred stock issued; and the company will have in its treasury . 
amount of money to be devoted to improvements. : 

Under the new organization, which proposes to immediately construct4 
railroad of about2/ miles to Louisburg, equipping it in the most sub ts 
tia) mauner for the carriage of the heaviest freight (its cost, inciudit: 
equipment, being estimated by Mr. Thomas C. Clarke, of New Yor. ' 
about $750,000), tne mines will be worked throughout the whole year, as“ 
port is open and easily accessible all winter. The new comp iny by cue 
tration will be enabled to employ the most modern appliances for mi"U>, 
handling. and shipping its product, and to do the work at an economy |0 
time lavor which should reduce the cost materially below that reached 
by any of the present organizations. all 

It will be abie to introduce large savings by furnishing adequate term) 
nal facilities at principal ports and by supplying cheaper water transpor’ ir 
tion, the greater of which is at present handled by small vessels un’: 
charter and "n"tted todo the work economically. So, too, the concen'T® 
tion of the administration of the company will prevent the internal «0 =p 
tition between these different companies, and will enable Cape Breton ©o** 
to meet that of other districts in the markets on its merits. ev 

Should the United States duty of 75 cents per ton be removed, it sects © 


annual dividend will be due July |, 1893, and will amount to 3 per cen 





1894. 





dent that this company will find a large market on the New England sea 
poard, for which its position at tide-water would enable it to compete on 
advantageous terms. ; 

It is estimated that it could put coal f,o.b. vessel at Louisburg for about 
$1 a ton, probably cheaper than coal is shipped at any port in the world. . 

The accountant’s statement shows that the companies whose books he ex- 
amined have been making during the past tive years an average proul of 
about 40 cents per ton on their output, not including various sources of 
revenue, such as proiits of the company stores, revenue from railroads 
outside of coal! traffic, and protits of the steamship company. This profit 
per ton should be considerably increased by consolidation, but even this as 
@ basis shows an annual profit, for the combined present output (about 
825,000 tons) of all the mines except the one above mentioned, operated in- 
dividually, of about... .......-.-.-.---------00-- +222 <--000--- 220-2 ~~ +22 #330, 000 
The annual interest on the present issue of bonds ts .__._.... 000 
The annua! dividends on the present issue of preferred stock 


Oe i a 8 sean eReSh PROvercaseorsres 120, 000 
The sinking fund, estimated on basis of the present output — 
of coal will be: First year, at 2 cents per ton, about........ 15, 000 


225, 000 
The sinking fund will receive 3 cents per ton the second year, 4 cents per 

ton the third year, and 5 cents per ton thereafter. i , 
The formation and organization of this company, the legal validity of its 

issues of securities, the title of the properties to be taken over, the com 
any's franchises and privileges, have been passed upon by counsel, who 
ave rendered us the following opinion: 


** Boston, February 17, 1393. 
“Messrs. KIDDER, PEABODY & Co.: 

“GENTLEMEN: Weare of the opinion that the Dominion Coal Company, Lim- 
ited, is legally organized; that the proceedings of the company, authorizing 
the issue of its preferred and common stock and of its bonds, and the mort- 

age securing the same, are lega!] and valid; and that the titles of the ven- 
oo to the various mining properties to be taken over by the company are 
good and valid. 

+* We are alsoof opinion that the concessions and franchises conferred upon 
the company by its act of incorporation, and the act of the Legislature of 
Nova Scotia of the year 1893, entitled ‘Anact for the further encouragement 
of coal mining,’ are legally and effectively vested in and assured to the com- 
pany, according to the terms expressed in said acts. 


“Yours, respectfully, 
- - ’ “HUGH McD. HENRY. Q. C. 
“WILLIAM B. ROSS, Q C. 
“GASTON & SNOW.” 


Officers of the company: President, Henry M. Whitney, of Boston; treas- 
urer, John S. McLennan, of Montreal; chief engineer, F. S. Pearson, of 
Boston; resident manager, David McKeen, of Glace Bay, Cape Breton. — 

Directors: Henry F. Dimock, of New York; Sir Donald A. Smith, K. C. M. 
G., of Montreal; Hugh MeLeanan, of Montreal: W, C. Van Horne, of Montreal; 
F. S. Pearson, of Boston; Henry M. Whitney, of Boston; W. ls. Rosas, Q. C., 
of Halifax; Alfred Winsor, of Boston; Robert Winsor, of Boston. 

Trustees and transfer agents of the bonds; New England Trust Company. 

Transfer agents of the stoeks: American Loan and Trust Company. 

Boston, February 18, 1893, 


Mr. GRAY. The difficulty seems to be, Mr. President. that 
the Senator from New Hampshire |Mr. CHANDLER] has come to 
take himself seriously in these later days of the summer, and I 
think the people of the United States were inclined to take him 
seriously the other day—whether he intended them to take him 
seriously or not is another question—but I am sure they took 
him seriously when he spoke of — 

That magnificent man in the White House, who always stands upon prin- 
ciple, Who sacritices himself upon every occasion when duty calls him, and 
po always subordinates personal ambitions to the public good. 

Ithink the public and the Senator from New Hampshire are 
at one there; I think he will find a very ready response to that 
eulogium of the President of the United States,and that he will 
in this respect bask in the sunshine of popular favor as he has, 
perhaps, even in his successful life, never basked before. 

But, Mr. President, whether the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire takes himself seriously vr no, there is one thing that is 
very apparent to everybody else, that the Senator's enthusiasm 
and zeal are never manifested and exploited except when he 
thinks he can defeat a low tariff bill or help to defeat a low 
tariff bill by such exploitation. The Senator's eloquent voice, 
his invective, and hiscutting sarcasm were never heard in 1s¥0 
when these corridorsand committee rooms were thronged with 
the representatives of every syndicate and trust in this country 
that expected benefit from high tarilf legislation; yet the Sen- 
atorfrom New Hampshire here to-day says tiat ha is so sensi- 
tive and the public is so sensitive on this matter of trusts that 
we ought to investigate every trust which is endeavoring to 
get the best bargain it can and the best result it ean out of 
tariff legislation now asit did in 1590, and the Senator says this 
bill ought to be defeated, and has said over and over again that 
he will vote against it if he has an opportunity, when he knows 
there is nothing that can go tg the sugar trust that will be so 
grateful and so beneficial and will secure to them so large an 
opportunity of plundering the people of this country as the 
McKinley law, which would be left in force if the pending tariff 
bill were defeated, 

It is pretty hard to follow the Senator from New Hampshire 

all this matter; and while I am disposed to admire him and 
give him the meed of my praise for his eloquence and his inze- 
nuity in managing, to alargedezree, theopposition to this bill, I 
am ata loss now to reconcile his different positions in this regard. 
I think he will have some ditliculty in persuading the people of 
this country to understand how he can be so zealous, as he seems 
to be, and doubtless he is, in regard to the sugar trust, when he is 
quite willing the sugar trust should enjoy the largest measure 
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of protection they ever can hope to enjoy under any legislation 


that is possible from the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. RANSOM. 1! beg leave to submit at this time the report 
of the committee of conference on the riverand harbor bill, and 
I ask that it may be now acted upon. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will suspend fora mo- 
ment. The Senator from North Carolina has submitted a privi- 
leged quesiion, the report of a committee of conference, which 
will be reid. 


Mr. RANSOM. I shall wait until the Senator from Delaware 
concludes. I give notice that I shall not give way alter that. 

Mr. GRAY. My friend from New Hampshire and myself dif- 
fer entirely on this question of protection, as to what ought to 


be the policy of this country in rezard to turiif taxation; but I 
feel and I believe, and [ think that the people of this e »untry will 
believe, that the question of morality lies back of any of the 
matters or thingssuggested by the Senator's resolution. It lies 
back at the very basis of this question which divides the two 
sides of this Chamber. I believe, and I think the majority of 
this country believe, that we can never have decency, we can 
never have nigh public morality in legislation on these matters 
until we get rid of the notion that all the business interests of 
the country must depend upon legislation for their support 

Ido not believe, Mr. President, that it is possible that we 
should go on indefinitely and keep this Government in partner- 
ship with the great trusis and business enterprises of this coun- 
try and not seriously injure the moral tone of the Government 
itself. I donot think it is possible that we should give the op- 
portunity for self-interest, for human greed. if you please, to get 
benefit by legislation and not haveconstantly these grounds or 
suggesting scandals in legislation. That is one of the great 
reasons why I believe that the Government should divorce it- 
self entirely from legislation which brings the Government into 
partnership with the business of the country. 

If it is a scandal, as I said awhile ago, and there is any public 
immorality in a syndicate or a corporation or an individual! be- 
ing aifected by taking taxes off, equally so are all these things 
attached to those who are benefited by taxes being kept upon 
the commodities of commerce. There can not be a scandal one 
way unless there is a scandal the other; and if the people of this 
country are not to be allowed to buy where their necessities dic- 
tate they should buy and to spend the dollar that they earn as 
they choose to spend it, then it seems to me we might as well 
investigate both sides of this question. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. If the constituents of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. HOAR] are not al owed to buy coal in Nova Se 
where Providence has placed itright within arms length of 
where they can put out their hands and touch it, for the benelit 
of the favored owners of coal mines in the United St.:tes, or trans 
portation companies whose lines lead from those mines to New 
England, we had better know it. If this tribute must be paid 
by New England, so be it. 

Mr. HOAR. I wanted to ask the Senator a question before 
he sat down with reference to the point he made a minute or 
twoago. He said that in 1890(druwing a parallel with the pres- 
ent condition of things with regard to this great Nova Scotia 
coal company) the great manufacturing interests of the country 
were here thronging the corridors for the purpose of pressing 
their desires upon legislation. I wish to ask the Senator if he 
does not think that there is a great di'’erence between the two 
cases in one respect. In i890 these representatives were here 
in the face of day to be heard by the legislative power, coming 
at its invitation, and the two sides of any question meeting and 
encountering each other in the committee room, subject to 
cross-examination and rigid scrutiny by hostile Senators as well 
as by hostile manufacturers and persons in interest in regard to 


col 
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their methods of procedure. Can the Senator put his finger on 
a manufacturing est:blishment or a manufacturing int-rest 
which was summoned hee by the Committeeon Finance in 150 
that was not.exposed tothe most rigid scrutiny and examination 
in regard to all its business methods, if any whisper of wrongful 


interest was suggested? Is not that the difference? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Delaware will 
suspend. The hour of 2 oclock having arrived, the Chair lays 
before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated 
by title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 5246) providing for tlie in- 
spection of immigrants by United States consuls. 

Mr. RANSOM. I rose to insist upon the consideration of the 
conference report upon the river and harbor bill, but at the re- 
quest of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] I give way to 
him to reply to the question of the Senator from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Hoar 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Massachusetts certainly did 
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not understand me aright if he understood me to cast any seri- 
ous reflections on the representatives of the interests who were 
affected by the tariff bill of 1890. My criticism is directed not 
at the individuals, not at the Senator from Massachusetts, who 
thinks that is right because he starts from different premises, 
but to the policy which invites those people here and makes the 
industries of the country dependent upon the legislation of the 
country. I say that is a high public immorality. Of course, 
the Senator from Massachusetts does not understand that there 
is any imputation on any Senator who differs with me. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator to say, if he will par- 
don me, that a parallel case to that stated by the Senator from 
New Hampshire was when representatives of the industries of 
the country affected by that legislation were here in 1890 throng- 
ing the corridors. 

r. GRAY. Certainly they were. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what I pointed out. DoI now under- 
stand the Senator from Delaware to say that he thinks legisla- 
tion can be conducted without reference to its effect upon the 
industries of the country? 

Mr. GRAY. I say that legislation ought not to be so con- 
ducted that it will be to the interest of those industries to come 
to the Capitol and besiege committees and members of the House 
and the Senate in order to procure special advantages, at the ex- 
pense of the mass of the people. That is what I say. 

Mr. HOAR. That is where I differ with the Senator from 
Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. I said that we differed there; but I should like 
to ask the Senator if there is any immorality in citizens of the 
United States, if they be such, owning stock in a Nova Scotia 
coal com pany? I do not know whether they are citizens of the 
United States. 

Mr. HOAR. 
question? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. I have not undertaken to deal with that ques- 
tion atall. The Senator from New Hampshire introduced that 
subject. I do not think there is a great deal of patriotism, not 
to say immorality-—— 

Mr. GRAY. Ilwish the Senator from Massachusetts would 
answer my question. 

Mr. HOAR,. I do not know whether the Senator from Dela- 
ware considers lack of patriotism immorality. I must therefore 
state my answer in my own way. I do not think there is much 
patriotism in a lotof wealthy American men going into partner- 
ship with the Canadian Government to get a monoply and to 
break down certain United States interests. Whether that is 
immorality or not the Senator from Delaware may state. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Massachusetts apparently 
was not able to answer a very simple question, and Edo not 
think he has answered it. I do not think the Senator will say 
that there is any immorality, patriotic or otherwise, in any citi- 
zen of his State or in any member of this body owning an in- 
terest in an industry which is locatedacrossthe border. I know 
he will not say it is immoral. I think he has covered up the 
answer that I should have had by an ingenious evasion of the 
question, if he will allow me to say so. 

Of course, there is no difference, and if they be affected, or if 
euch an interest be affected by the lowering of taxes, there is 
no more reason why oy should not say they are interested, and 
speak of their interest, if they be citizens of the United States, 
than that those who are interested in keeping up taxes should 
be heard. So I agree with the Senator from California [Mr. 
WHITE] that it is an entirely immaterial question. I do not 
know that any Senator of the United States, or any member of 
the House, or anyone connected with the Government is inter- 
ested in such a company. 

I do not believe they are, but this Government can stand, and 
it is strong enough to stand, a refusal on the part of its friends 
to enter upon any such futile and insincere attempt at investi- 

ation as is proposed by the resolution of the Senator from New 

ampshire. Iam strong enough todoit. Ido not want to be 
investigated about such an impertinent and absolutely irrelevant 
matter as whetherI own or do not own stock in a foreign cor- 
poration. I am able tostand up and say so and to defy ary criti- 
cism by reason of my opposing it and refusing to investigate 
myself or investigate my fellow-Senators upon a matter of this 
kind, which is absolutely irrelevant. 

Mr. RANSOM rose. 

Mr. HOAR,. Will the Senator from North Carolina pardon 
me for one second? 

Mr. RANSOM, I will pardon the Senator for one second, but | 
no more. I can not yield further. 

Mr. HILL. I rise to per senentery inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Senator from New York will state his parliamentary inquiry. | 


Does the Senator from Delaware ask me that 
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Mr. HILL. At 2 o’clock,as I understood, the unfinished busi- 
ness, being the immigration bill, was laid before the Senate, | 
wish to know how that bill was sidetracked. 

Mr. RANSOM. I will tell the Senator from New York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
immigration bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. RANSOM. Icalled up the conference report on the river 
and harbor bill, which is a privileged matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that a. 
cording to the understanding of the Chair the bill towhich the 
Senator from New York refers is still before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought I had theconsent of the Senator from 
North Carolina to proceed? 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. RANSOM. I moved immediately before the unfinished 
business was laid before the Senate that we proceed to the con- 
sideration of the conference report upon the river and harbor 
bill; but I gave way tothe Senator from Delaware. I afterward 
asked when the hour of 2 o'clock arrived that we should pro- 
ceed to its consideration. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that ho 
dic not understand the motion of the Senator from North Car- 
olina as being put and carried by the Senate. 

Mr. RANSOM. Itisa privileged motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itisa privileged motion, but 
the Chair understood the Senator from North Carolina to with- 
draw the motion in order to allow the Senator from Delaware 
to submit some remarks. 

Mr. RANSOM. I took the floor and yielded to the Senator 
from Delaware, who stated that he had it with my consent. | 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the con- 
ference report on the river and harbor bill. I can not give way 
further. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Car 
olina moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
conference report on the river and harbor bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the Gteagrestas votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6518) ‘“‘ making appropri 
ations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” having met, after full and 
free conferences have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 20, 23, 28, 32, 33 
35, 39, 84,113. 122, 126, 133, 135, 150, 155, 185, and 229. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 2, 5, 6,7, iv, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 21, 22, 26, 34, 37, 35, 39, 40, 42, 43, 
44, 45, 43, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 59, 60, 61, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 70, 71, 72,73, 74, 75, 
76, 77. 78, 80, 81, 82, 83, 85. 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 54, 96, 99, 101, 103, 104, 105, 106, 109, 110, 111, 
112, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120,124, 125, 127, 128, 130, 181, 182, 136, 139, 141, 144, 146 
147, 148, 149, 154, 156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 169, 182, 183, 184, 186 
187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 192, 193, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198, 199, 200, 201, 202, 203, 204, 205) 206, 
207, 208, 209, 210, 211, 212, 213, 214, 216, 217, 218, 219, 220, 221, 222, 223, 224, 226, 227, 
228, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of sum proposed insert **$30,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of sum proposed insert ‘$200,000; and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 8, and agree to thesame with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of sum proposed insert ‘$40,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
After the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate insert the following 
as a new item: 

**Merrimac River, Massachusetts: The Secretary of War is directed out 
of the appropriation on hand to make a resurvey of said river with a view 
of obtaining a depth up to Haverhill equal to that over the bar at Newbury- 

rt.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 17, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of sum proposed insert ‘' $15,000; and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute, as follows: Strike out all of amendment numbered 19, and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘ 

“Improving Bay Ridge and Hook Channels, New York Harbor,’ New 
York: Continuing improvement of Bay Ridge Channel by dredging outand 
opening the same from a pointat its junction with the Gowanus Creek Chan- 
nel (near Twenty-eighth street), southerly therefrom, along and in frout of 
Gowanus Bay and Bay Ridge to a point where the said Bay Ridge Channe: 
so to be opened, encounters a 26-foot contour or depth of water, so that the 
channel, so to be opened, sball be of a uniform depth of 26 feet and a W idth 
of 800 feet at low water, and continuing improvement of Red Hook C hannel 
from its junction with the Bay Ridge Channel to its connection with the 
Buttermilk Channel, to obtain a —— of 26 feet at mean low water and £ 
width of 400 feet, $150,000: Provided, That the Secretary of War may, in his 
discretion, a. $20,000 of said appropriation in improving Gowants 
Creek Channel under the project to obtain 21 feet depth of water. 

And the Senate agree to the same. ‘- 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of th¢ 
Senate numbered 24, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
on out the matter proposed to be inserted and insert in lieu thereof the 
ollowing: 

“Improving Niagara River from Tonawanda to Port Day with a view 


and 
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obtaining achannel of 12 feet depth to Schlosser's Dock by cutting through 
the shoal at the head of Conners Island as indicated in the report of the 
Chief of Engineers for 1893, page 313, $10,000; and the unexpended balance 
of the ore heretofore made in theriver and harbor act of cay = 
1892, for the improvement of the Niagara River from Tonawanda to Port Day 
is hereby reappropriated for this purpose.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 2, and agree to the sarne with an amendment as follows: 
in lieu of sum proposed insert ‘ $50,000;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate, and insert on 
page 77, after line 7, the following as a new item: 

“ Baltimore Harbor: co wien the ship channel to 1,000 feet. 

S te agree tothe same. 

thatthe. ‘House Sicode from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $100,000;" and the Senate agree to the 


ame. 
- That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'8110,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the 


game. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 31, and agree tothe same with an amendmentas follows: 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate insert the fol- 
lowing: - 

"improving the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., $30,000, the whole of which 
shall be paid to C. P. Goodyear for depth of water heretofore obtained over 
said outer bar. And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to pay tosaid 
C. P. Goodyear, his heirs or assigns, Le procurement by the said Good- 

ear, his heirs or assigns, of a practical channel over said outer bar at 

runswick at least 100 feet in width and of a minimum depth of 23 feet 
at ordinary mean high tide on or before November 1, 1895, the sum of 
$30,000; upon the procurement as aforesaid,on or before the Ist day of 
January, 1897, of a depth of water in said channel over said outer bar 
of a minimum depth at ordinary mean high tide of 24 feet, and of said 
width, $40,000, to be paid in manner aforesaid; upon the procurement as 
aforesaid, on or before January 1, 1898, of a — of water in said channel 
of aminimum depth at ordinary mean high tide of 25 feet. and of said width, 
850,000, to be paid in manner aforesaid. And should the depth of 25 feet at 
ordinary mean high tide in said channel over said outer bar be procured as 
aforesaid and maintained for two years thereafter for the width above 
named, $25,000 in addition shall be paid in manner aforesaid. Thesaid C. P. 
Goodyear, his heirs and assigns, shall procure said work on said outer bar 
by the explosion of dynamite on the bottom of said channelor sunk beneath 
the bottom thereof, in his or their discretion, and not otherwise, and shall 
use the necessary auxiliary means for smoothing the bottom of the bar. 
The money necessary to carry out the provisions of this item is hereby a 
pria out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: 
Provided, That no payments —— the first, of 830,000, shall be made except 
upon a certificate of a majority of a board of officers, two of whom shall be 
ofcers of the Engineer Corps, detailed for that purpose by the Secretary of 
War, and the third shall be the Chief of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, that 
the said C. P. Goodyear, his heirs and assigns, have complied with all the 
conditions as to any of thedepths and widths named or as to the maintenance 
of adepth of 25 feet accomplished in accordance with the provisions of this 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same With an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of sum proposed insert ‘' $80,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of sum proposed insert ‘$275,000; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 47, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of sum proposed insert ‘$70,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 48, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In liew of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $20,000; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 58, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$20,000; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 69, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out the following item as contained in lines 10and 11, page 19: ‘‘Im- 
yeoving harbor at Wilmington, Cal.: Continuing improvement, #40,000; ” 

¢same having been inserted in the bill by mistake, the improvement hayv- 

been heretofore completed; and the Senate agree to the same. 

at the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the 
Senate numbered 79, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$15,000; ’ and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 

numbered 86, and agreed to the same with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of sum proposed insert ‘'$170,000; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
t the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 

te numbered 87, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Restore the matter papenes to be stricken out by the Senate; strike out 
the od at end of line 12, page 24, and insert in lieu thereof a semicolon; 
lieu of the matter qye to be inserted by the Senate insert the 
following: “And also to take testimony as to the value of said improve- 
ments, and the commercial importance of free navigation of saidriver, and 
the Secretary of War shall report thereon to Congress at its next succeed- 
ing session, to the end that Congress may determine as to the expediency 
of Se oe Navigation of said river free from tolls; and the Senate 
—— same. 


t the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
numbered 108, and agree to the same With an amendment as follows: 

Strike out the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: ‘‘For the survey of the water ways through the 
of North Carolina and for the —— of the Dismal aes anal, 

and North Carolina, with a view of obtaining a depth of 9 feet and 

the necessary width of a ship canal, and for the survey of the rivers and 
Water connections connecting said canal with the sounds of North Carolina, 
%,000, or so much thereof as is necessary; and the Senate agree to the 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 

numbered 95, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
of sum proposed insert ‘‘ $150,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 
the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


F 
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Senate numbered 97, ana agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of sum proposed, insert ‘* $30,900;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
, That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 98, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of sum proposed, insert ‘‘$4,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 
_ That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 100, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of sum proposed insert “ $14,000;"" and the Senate agree io the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 102, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: 
= lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate insert the follow- 

ng: 
“Improving Cape Fear River, North Carolina, from Wilmington to its 
mouth: Continuing improvement, $200,000." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 107, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In leu of sum proposed insert ‘‘ 87,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 121, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
On page 35, line 8, after the word “hundred,” insert ‘‘ and ten.”’ 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 123, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 





In lieu of sum proposed insert ‘* $40,000; "’, and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

_ That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 129, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 


Strike out the sum proposed and insert in lieu thereof the following $135. - 
000,of which $10,000 shall be used in improving Rough River, Kentucky; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 134, and agree to the same withan amendment as follows 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ 830,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 137, and agree to thesame with an amendment as follows: At 
the end of the paragraph proposed to be inserted strike out the period and in- 
sert a colon andthe following proviso: “Provided, That nothing herein shall 
be construed to commis the Government to proceed with the construction 
of said improvement;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 138, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol- 
lows: In lieu of sum proposed insert ‘‘ $51,000; and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 140, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate, insert the fol- 
lowing: ‘‘Improving the re River between the Chicago, St. Paul, 
Minneapolis and Omaha Railroad bridge at St. Paul to the Washington 
avenue bridge at Minneapolis, $51,000, which, together with the unexpended 
balance standing to the credit of this improvement, shall be ex ended under 
the project or plan to extend navigation from St. Paul to the flour mills at 
Minneapolis, estimated for by Maj. A. McKenzie, as appears by his report 
made to Gen. Thomas L. Casey, Chief of Engineers, United States Army, 
under date of March 1, 1894, by the construction of a lock anddam numbered 
2in the same project;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 142, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieuof sum proposed insert ‘#110,000;"" and the Senate agree tothe same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 143, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
After the word * dollars,”’ in line 15, page 46, strike out the period and insert 
a comma and the following words: ‘of which $10,000 may be used in dredg- 
ing the mouth of the Wolf River, in the discretion of the Secretary of War;”’ 
and the Senate agree tothe same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 145, and agree to the same with anamendment as follows: 
At the end of the paragraph proposed to be inserted by the Senate strike 
out the period and insert in lieu thereof a comma, and add the following: 
“and the said Commission is directed to report to Congress, in their next 
regular poport, their views on the advisability of effecting a separation be- 
tween the Mississippi and Red Rivers at the present junction thereof and 
maintaining navigation between the same through Bayou Plaquemine or 
by means of a canal;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 151, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate insert the fol- 
lowing: ‘“‘to be expended by the Missouri Commission;’’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 152, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out the entire paragraph proposed to be inserte:! and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

**Missouri River, from its mouth to the lower limitsof Sioux City, lowa 
The Missouri River Commission is authorized and directed to expend from 
the appropriations for the improvement of said river %75,000 in the rectifi- 
cation of the river at Omaha, Nebr.; $35,000 at Atchison. Kans.; and $50,000 
at St. Joseph and other localities on the riverin the State of Missouri where 
the Commission may deem such improvement necessary.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 153, and agree to thesame with anamendment as follows 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate insert the follow- 


g: 

** Upper Misscuri River between Stubbs Ferry, in Montana, and the lower 
limits of Sioux City, Iowa, $110,000, of which $10,000 may be expended in the 
protection and completion of the works at Sioux City; 840,000 are to be ex- 
pended in the rectification of the river at Pierre and Fort Pierre; 840,000, in 
the discretion of the Secretary of War, may be used for the protection of 
Bismark Harbor and the rectification of the river by works to prevent the 
river from eroding the banks, and cutting a new channel at or near that 

int; $20,000 shalt be expended between the Great Falls of said river, in 
fontana, and Stubbs Ferry, in Montana.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 161, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol- 
lows: 

In lieu of the paragraph proposed to be inserted by the Senate insert the 
following: , 

“Improving Columbia River.Oregon and Washington,2t Three-mile Rapids, 
and the construction and equipment of a boat railway from the foot of The 
Dalles Rapids to the head of Celilo Falls, said boat railway to be provided at 
each terminus with hydraulic lifts, and other necessary appliances, for the 

ur of raising and lowering the boats on suitable cars to and from ite 

acks, the whole to be located, constructed, and equipped for the passage 
of eight boats of 600 tonseach in each direction in twelve hours, on the south 
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side of the Columbia River, substantially in accordance with the tocation 
and plans submivved by the board of engineers, appointed by the President 
in/pursuance of the provision of the act of Congress approved July 13, 1892, 
and encitied ‘Act making appropriations for the construction, r, and 
preservation of certain pablic works on Trivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes,’ With their report, which is contained in Senate Executive Docu- 
ment No. 7, Pifty-third Congress, first session, $100,000: Provided, That the 
Secretary of Waris hereby authorized and directed to proceed to acquire 
without necessary delay by purehase or condemmation, in the manner and 
according to the conditions now prescribed by law, the necessary right of 
way for said boat railway and the right to the use of lands required for ter- 
minal and other facilities for said boat railway, and to expend so much of 
the amount hereby appropriated as may be necessary for that parpose.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 168, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol- 
lows: In lieu of sum proposed insert ‘*825,000; '' and the Senate agree to the 

e, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 170, 171, 172, 178, 174, 175, 176, 177, 178, 170, 180, and 181, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strilee out all of section 
2 of the bill, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Seo. 2. It shall be unlawful for ony person or persons to engage in fish- 
ing or dredging for shellfish in ‘any of the channels leading to or from the 
harbor of New York, or to interfere in any way with the safe navigation of 
those channels by ocean steamships and ships of deep draft. 

“Any person or persons Violating the foregoing provisions of this section 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall 
be ne by fime or fmprisonment, or both, such fine to be not more than 
$250 nor less than #50, and the imprisonment to be not more than six months 
nor less than thirty days, either or both united, as the judge before whom 
conviction is obtained shall decide. 

“It shall be the duty of the United States supervisor of the harbor to en- 
force this act. and the deputy inspectors of the said supervisor shall have 
authority to arrest.and take into custody, With or without process oar Pe 
son or person: Who may commit of the acts or offenses pronibi by 
this act: Previded, That no person l bearrested gee yee en | 
offense not committed in the of the supervisor or his inspector or 
deputy inspectors, or either of them: And provided further, That whenever 
any such arrest is made the person.or persons so arrested shall be brought 
fortirwith before @ commmninglomer, udge, or court of the United States for 
examination of the offenses against him; and such commissioner, 
judge, or court shall preceed in respect thereto as authorized by law in case 
of crimes against the United States." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its eat to the amendment of the 
Senaie numbered ene agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out all of ine 3, page 88; afver the matter proposed to be inserted by 
the Senate strike out the period and Msert tna lieu thereof a comma and 
the feliowing: ‘And Sasanoa River, from Bath to Boothbay;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 245, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike ont the matver proposed to be inserted by the Senate and insert in 
line 6, page 36, after the word ‘ improvement,” the following: ‘Including 
survey from Magnolia to the cltiy of Dallas;"’ and the Semate agree to the 


same. 
M. W. RANSOM, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
J.N. DOLPH, 
Managere on the part of the Senate. 


T..C. CATCHINGS, 
RUFUS B. LESTER, 
THOS. J. HENDERSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the report of the committee of conference. 
Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I rise for the purpose of making 
a remark with reference to one item contained in the report. I 
ask to have read the action of the conference committee on 
amendment numbered 69. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 69, and agree to the same With an amendnrent as follows: 
Strike out the following item as contained fn lines 10 and 11, page 19: ‘‘Im- 
proving harbor at Wilmington, Cal.: Continuing improvement, 840,000," 
the sane havimg been inserted in the Dill by mistake, the tmprovement hav- 
ing heretofore been complered; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Mr. WHITE. The item proposed to be stricken out is cor- 
rectly cited as being on page IY, limes 10 and Il: 
Improving harbor at Wilmington, Cal.: Continuing improvement, $40,008. 


This was found in the bill as it came from the other House. 
It came to the Senate in that condition, and it was sent to the 
Senate Committee on Commerce in that state. It left the Sen- 
ate Committee on Commerce and the bill wes passed upon by 
the Senate without any change whatsoever in this item, and it 
was received by the conference committee without the slightest 
variation from the bill as it came from the House of Representa- 
tives. On page 259 of Je®erson’s Manuai I find the following: 

So the Commons resofved that it is unpariiamentary to strixe out at a 
ee anything im a bill which hath been agreed and passed by both 

Mr. Reep, in hiscollectionof rules applicable to Congressional 
legislation, says: 

The conference may report any agreementon amendments, but may not 
change any item already agreed to by doth Houses. 

That is exactly the condition in which this itemstands. The 
Senate wil! observe that the item is proposed to be stricken out 
oo the oe greene as it was inserted by reason of a mis- 
take, but pe gests ny tis unwise and dangerous to adopt an 
rule which will permit a eommittee of conference to eae 
that which is or is not included by a mistake. The reporttothe 
Senate, and the action of the Senate upon the bill, the bill hav- 
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ing come from the other House with the language therein foyny 
are conclusive negations of the assertion made in the report. 
other words, the testimony furnished by the bill itself is eo 
clusive as to whether it was or was nota mistake. If the matt 
had been before the Senate, or before the Committee on Com 
merece, I believe I could have given reasons why it ought to have 
been retained, notwithstanding the reasons which actuated +) 
committee, but that opportunity, of course, was not affor 

it was never discussed on the floor of the Senate. 

I cite this so that hereafter, if a question shall arise as 
power of a’committee of conference to strike out an iten 
tained in a bill which was not altered by the House to w) 
was transmitted by the other, we may have something of : 
as the judgment of ‘the Senate justifying such action. T 
seems to me plain enourh, and I call attention to it so t! 
have said, this may not be considered a precedent. [tis ii 
rated as an amendment to another item. The next iten 
bill is as follows: 

improving harbor at San Diego, Cal.: Continuing improvement, = 

It is attempted to style the striking out of lines 10 ani n 
amendment to another and wholly distinet item found at lines 
i2and 13. The one is the improvement of the harbor ats 
Diego, the other isthe improvement of the harbor at Wi!min 
ton, a hundred miles away. The two items have no conne 
whatever, either in the bill or elsewhere. 

I do not criticise the committee of conference or the s. 
members of the committee. I know the circumstances sur 
rounding the matter and the importance of having a river and 
harbor bili passed, the necessity of its passage being paramo 
toany item regarding which any Senator might or might not 
be interested. For that reason I do not urge that the Se 
shall take anv action that would prevent the adoption of th 
port. Theriver and harbor bill is a measure too important to 
permit any individual interest to intervene. 

Mr. RANSOM. The committee of conference on the part o 
the Senate was extremely anxious to comsu!t the wishes of the 
Senator from California in every respect, for the true reas 
that those conferees-appreciated his ability and zealin securin: 
prover appropriations for his State. This question arose in the 
eonference, if I may speak of it, in the way he has stated, and ‘ 
conference committee setiled it in the way stated. I may sa) 
with great respect to my friend from California that at last hi 
amendments made in the Senate have given his State an i: 
erease of $39,000. The imcreases reached $179,000 in the Senate 
and I think I am not going outside of propriety when I say that 
I do not know anyoneelse who could have had ‘such large addi- 
tions to the appropriations proposed. 

As chairman of the committee, [ want to thank him for hi 
proper and good course to-day in throwing no obstruction in | 
way of the adoption of the report and the final enactment of 
bill into a law. 

Mr. WHITE. I simply desire to say, as I before stated, 
ing not the slightest criticism upon my associates in the com 
mittee, that while it is true there were appropriations to 
amount of $179,000 added to the Senate appropriations by 
committee as far as California was concerned, there was a \ 
tion of $140,090; that the average amount of the Senate adi 
yielded in the conference was 40 per cent, and in that parti: 
State it was80per cent. That was due, nevertheless, to ' 
eumstances to which I referred, and over which the com 
had no control. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on con 
in the report. 

The report was concurred in. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by 
TOWL&S, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
to the report of the committees of conference on the disagr 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Se: 
the bill (H. R.6777) to amend an act entitled, ‘‘An act 
porate the Washington and Great Falls Eectric Railv 

The message also announced that the House had pass 
following bills: 

A bili (S. 16) granting a pension to Nettie Seaver; 

A bill (S.470) for the relief of George H.Jewett,of Ar! 
Washington County. Nebr.; 

A bill (S. 876) granting a pension to Reb2cca H. Cham 

A bill (S. 1640; granting a pension to Otis Smith: an 

A bill (S. 2217) to provide for the ciosing of a part of 
in square 185 in the city of Washington, D. C. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the (ous 
had signed the enrolled bill(S. 1896) to provide for the paymen' 
of the 8 percent greenback certificates of the District of Colum 
bia, and for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by 2° 
Vice-President. 
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RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate'tr 9 unfinished ‘business. 

The Senate. as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5246) providing for the inspection of 
immigrants by United States consuls. a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the substitute reported by the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFPrER] de- 
sire to be heard on the bill? 

Mr. PEFFER. Ido. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator is ready to proceed he will have 
an opportunity now. 

Mr. PEFFER. I should like to know what amendment has 
been made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment pending be- 
fore the Senate is to strike out the original billand insert the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Immigration, which 
was read at the time the bill was first taken up. 

Mr. PEfFER. Mr. President, all I care tosay is that I think 
the bill is lame in its failure to describe particularly the char- 
acter of persons. at whom the prohibitive features.of the bill are 
aimed. I understand that, while the bill has.a somewhat gen- 
eral application, it is aimed specially at aclass of men known as 
anarchists, and I think the bill is lame in the particular that 
it does.not.detine, nor dees it provide for any means of ascer- 
taining prior to arrest, who shall be deelared an anarchist. 

Iunderstand that when an educated anarchist is permitted 
himself to.define what he believes.or what he understands to be 
meant by the word anarchist in his definition-he will describe 
about the highest type of -human development. ‘There is:noth- 
ing destructive, nothing violent, nothing -denunciatory or de- 
rogatory to human happiness or human government -in such a 
definition as.a man of that kind would give,and yet-he calls 
himself an anarohist. 

Weare accustomed in this country, and I suppose in English- 
speaking countries,generally, to regard an anarchist as one who 
stirs up violence and diseord and strife in a community. With 
that understanding, if\it be only propérly described in the bill, 
Ishould not object to-it. {-shall not :propose any amendment, 
because 1 ‘have not had time ‘to give sulficient thought to it, yet 


I-want to put ‘the thought upon record ‘in connection -with the | 
passage of the bill, if it is passed, that it would be well now or | 


soon hereafter to more’particularly define ‘not only the class of 
persons at whom the bill.is aimed, but to define more in:aecord 
with American institutions the kind‘of tribunal which shall -de- 
termine-who is and who is‘not an anarchist. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Myr..President— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does-the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator-from New Hampshire? 
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Mr. PBFFER. .Certainly. 
Mr.GALLINGER. I rose touask the Senator ifthedefinition | 


insection 3.of the committee amendment, ‘‘that such alien is 
an anarchist, or that he is. not-attached to tho: principles of ‘the 


Constitution of ‘the United ‘States, and well disposed to the | 


peace and good order of the same,” is not'a pretty good defini- 
tion. 
definition, that it-is a man who is not attached to the principles 
of the Constitution of the United States, and is notwell disposed 
to the peace and, good order of our Government? It strikes me 
that that.is'a very good definition. 

Mr. PEPFER. 
to be permitted to landon our shores forany purpose. The first 
bill I believe that I had the honor to introduce when I first be- 
éame a member of the Senate was a bill including language 
somewhat similar to that just read by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, and that bill was aimed largely at the class of per- 
sons at whom this bill is aimed. That bill provided that the 
consuls representing the United States in foreign countries 
should be clothed with power to examine all persons applying 
for permission to come to this country for any purpose, and un- 
less the consuls were satisfied upon careful examination that 
such persons did not come within the purview of our prohibi- 
tive law they should not grant a certificate, and without con- 
sular ¢ertificate no such person should be permitted to land upon 
American shores anywhere for any purpose. 

It seemstome upon a cursory examination thatthere is no pro- 
vision that will require such a careful examination of persons 
immigrating tothe United States as theyare entitled toreceive 
before being denied the privilege of coming here. 

Imerely want to call attention to that feature of the bill. I 
think it is lame in that respect. I will go as far as'any Senator, 
and it has already becn demonstrated repeatedly that I will go 
& good deal further than most Senators in keeping out-of the 
<ountry all such persons as will endanger the peace and safety 


Does he think it would be an easy matter to better the | 


I thiuk persons of that eharacter ought mot | 
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and happiness of the people of the United States; for I think a 
nation is just like a family and has the same right to’ protect it- 
self against intruders. 


[ appreciate as well as anyone the abstract rights of men and 


believe that any well-behaved person hasa right to goanywhere 
he pleases up and down the earth and settle upon land that hes 
not alre idy been octupied properly by some other person. Ido 
not think that those rights depend upon the nativity of men and 
women or their color oronany thing connected with them beyond 
their rights as men and women. All that [ ask in le vislaticn of 
this kind is that human rights shall be guarded, the riehts of 
men, the rights of women, which we as Americans here are vory 
careful to guard in our own interests. Thatisall le , 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, | propose to speak in the first in- 
stance in relation to the provisions of the bill which apply to 
the anarchists, ‘so called. Those provisions are new. There is 


no authority under the existing laws of the United States to pro- 
vent the landingof persons whoarecommonly known as anarch- 
ists. They are the only additional class of persons now deemed 
necessary to provide against. Our laws in regard to immigra 
tion seemed to be remarkably well framed, and if honestly and 
vigorously carried out will do much towards preventing what is 
krown as undesirable immigration. 

[do not propose to’eall the attention of the Senate to the 
classes who are now excluded, and unless a property qualifica 
tion should be added, which is not deemed wise, every other im- 
proper class is excluded by existing lawsexcept the persons who 
may ‘be'called anarchists. The necessity for this portion of tho 
bill arises not only from what 'is patent to everyone who un- 
derstands the existing situation, but also from the fact that 
nearly all the principal European countries are now legislating 
against this class of people, and if they are not excluded from 
the United States this country will soon be thedumping ground 
of the ‘anarchists of the world. Hence the necessity for the 
proposed legislation at this time. ; 

Mr. President, it is not proposed by this measure to make 

lief'in anarchy acrime. Therefore it is not necessary by the 
express terms of the bill to define what anarchy is. No pro- 
vision is made for an‘indietment; no'provision is made for pun 
ishment; but provision is made that sucha person known as an 
anerehist shall not land in this country, and if he does land, by 
certain proceedings to be taken by or through the Secretary of 
the Treasury that person may be deported. 

The first section of the substitute provide 


Thatno atien anarchist shall hereafter be permitted to land at 


of the United States or be admitted into the United States; but 
not so construed as to apply to political refugeesor po 


iny por 
this shall 
tical offends 

ry . . j 

That last clause was deemed necessary so as to avoid all ques 
tion in regard-to persons in other countries who are engaged in 
some proceeding to overturn one government in order to re 
place it with another. 

\n anarchist, according to all well-defined definitions, does 
not believe in-any civil government whatever. He can 
a political refugee within the meaning of the statutes upon that 
subject. He believes in no form of civil or social government. 


not be 


He is a disturber of the peace of society. He believes in social 
chaos. He believes in having no government whatever with 


which to guide humanity. 
the first section of the bill. 
Under laws passed heretofore a board of special inquiry isap 


pointed by the Secretary of the Treasury. At the port of land- 


That provision which I have read is 


ing this board makes inguiry and inspection of all immigrants 
who land. Itis made the duty of this board by the second sec- 
tion of the bill to propound “ pertinent questions ” to the party 


charged with being an anarchist whose landing is obiected to 
because of his besingananarchist. Whatwe mean by “ charged 


is not a crime, the charge of being an anarchist having heen 
made against him simply asa ground why he should not land 


f 


Tiis board proceeds by ‘* pertinent. questions ”’ to inquire of his 


** antecedents, politica! opinions,” ete. The bill will have to b 
amended; there are some misprints, which I| will propose to 
correct later—‘‘ whether he belongs to any society or associa- 


tion of known anarchistic tendencies,” and the board may 
amine the person for marks indicative of such membership. 

The object of that provision is because in Europe it has been 
shown by the trials had that certain of these societies have 
stamped upon their persons certain marks by which they are 
known. Owing to that well-known fact in other countries it is 
deemed wise to place this provision in the bill. 


It is also provided that the board of special inquiry ‘‘ may ac- 
cept evidence of the immigrant’s common reputation as an an- 
archist.” That is proper in such a proceeding. Of coursel 


would not sanction such a provision if it was upon atrial where 
@ person was charged with acrime, but on the question of the 

otection of the United States from undesirable immigrants it 
leeuesee toaccept evidence of the ‘‘ immigrant’s common rep- 
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utation.” In almost any trial in this country a man’s general Mr. SHERMAN. I will read the language of the naturaliza. 


reputation can be admitted in evidence. 
e have the spectacle now presented of a well-known English 
anarchist, well understood to be such in England, who comes to 
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| tion laws: 


And that during that time he has behaved as a man of good moral char 
acter, attached to the principles of the Constitution of the United States. 


this country, lands here—thereis no provision for stopping him— and well disposed to the good order and happiness of the same. 


and he is actually attempting to deliver addresses in the cities 
of New York and Brooklyn in favor of the principles of anarchy— 
if we can speak of the doctrine of anarchy as principles—and 
there is no way to deport him or send him back, although he is 
now prevented by, the police authorities of those cities from 
speaking in behalf of his doctrine. 

Also, it is provided that ‘‘the orders, decrees, or judgments 
of foreign governments and police notifications” may be re- 
ceived ‘‘as prima facie evidence, which shall be sufficient, unless 
successfully controverted, to sustain an order of deportation.” 
The Secretary of the Treasury, when he is satisfied ‘that an 
alien has been allowed to land, or has come into the United 
States contrary to the immigration laws, may issue a warrant 
and cause such alien immigrant to be taken into custody and re- 
turned to the country whence he came.” He “ may authorize 
any immigration official to summon witnesses,” etc. 

ow, there is no difficulty about this provision, I will say to 
the Senatorfrom Kansas. The rights of these alien immigrants 
are well protected. It isa summary inquiry, of course. Itmust 
necessarily be so. If the person is well disposed he can satisfy 
these officials of that fact. Itis proper that he should be bound 
by his general reputation. In other words, the question as to 
whether the person should ‘be allowed to remain here is a mat- 
ter for the wise discretion of our Government officials and there 
it must be left,and we must give our officials broad discretion in 
such cases. 

The bill provides further, in the third section, where there is 
in this country a ‘‘ trial and conviction of any foreign-born and 
unnaturalized person of any crime or misdemeanor in any United 
States court,” if it shall appear “ from the evidence produced at 
the trial that such alien is an anarchist or that he is not at- 
tached to the principles of the Constitution of the United States, 
and well disposed to the peace and good order of the same, and 
that his remaining in this country will be a menace to the Gov- 
ernment or to the peace and well-being of society in general, 
such convict, in addition to other punishments adjudged, shall 
be taken before a commissioner of immigration at a port of en- 
try, whoshall order his deportation at the expenseof the United 
States, to the country from which he came.” 

Mr. GRAY. May [ask the Senator from New York a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Dol understand the provision means that where 
the person —_ trial has been convicted and shall appear to 
the judge to be a person who is not well-disposed towards the 
peace and good order of the United States he may be ordered 
to be deported in lieu of other punishment. 

Mr. HILL. No; ‘ inaddition to other punishments.” 

Mr. GRAY. Suppose he is an anarchist to be imprisoned—— 

Mr. HILL. At the expiration of the term of imprisonment. 

Mr. GRAY. Ought not the bill to say so? 

Mr. HILL. I think thatisimplied. I think possibly it might 
be well enough to add that clause. It reads: 

Such convict, in addition to other punishment adjudged, shall be taken 
before a commissioner of immigration. 

I think perhaps it may be well to add, after the word “‘ con- 
vict,” the words ‘‘after the expiration of any term of imprison- 
ment.” I will move that amendmentafter I finish my remarks, 
Mr. President. 

That, Mr. President, is the theory of this bill so far as anarch- 
ists are concerned. It deals with them summarily, and neces- 
sarily so. 


Mr.SHERMAN. Iam very much in sympathy with the ob- 


— of this bill, and I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator 
ro 


m New York. Inthe naturalization laws, which have stood 
upon the statute books ever since the formation of the Govern- 
ment, the lan e of the old mandate has always been pre- 
served. The language at the bottom of page 3 of the bill is par- 
tially copied from the naturalization laws. The bill reads: 


The presiding Judge shall certify that from the evidence produced at the 
trial he is satisfied that such alien is an anarchist, or thathe is not attached 
to the principles of the Constitution of the United States and well disposed 
to the peace and good order of the same. 


The bill follows the language that has been on the statute 
books, I believe, ever since the formation of the Government, 
except that in the statutes the words ‘‘and happiness of the 
same” are used instead of ‘‘the peace and good order of the 
same.” I think the language of the statute isa little better and 
fuller than that contained in the bill. 

Mr. HILL. I think “well disposed to the and good 
order of the same” is a little better phrase than ‘‘ well disposed 
to the good order and happiness of the same.” 


I would insert those words, and that would cover the whole 
case. The alien has to prove the affirmative of this when he is 
attempting to get his naturalization papers. We know ordi- 
narily that that can not be enforced against aliens. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator from Ohio will put the amena- 
mentin form and propose it at the proper place, I think it wi|| 
be satisfactory. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

Mr. HILL. So far as this bill is concerned and so far as it re- 
lates to anarchists, there was no question whatever in the Cow- 
mittee on Immigration. All the members were in favor of it, 
The Senator from New Hampshire, I regret to say, ditlers from 
the majority of the committee in regard to one provision of th, 
bill. He favors what is known as consular inspection abroad. 

A word as to the history of this bill. The bill as first intro- 
duced in the House of Representatives by a gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. STONE]—it was the first section of this bill 
which is now eliminated—provided for the inspection of immi- 
grants by consuls abroad, and that was all the bill contemplated. 
It was referred to the Committee on Immigration of the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I desire to say to the Senator from New 
York that, as I understand, it is not in order to refer to the 
Se history of a bill in the House of Representatives. 

he bill comes here from the House of Representatives. here 
is probably nowhere in the United States such a complete mas- 
ter of parliamentary law as the Senator from New York, and 
therefore I confidently appeal to him not to make statements in 
this Chamber in reference tothe history of this bill in the House 
of Representatives that, if he were occupying the chair of the 
Senate, he would be obliged to rule out of order. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, if there is anything in the rules 
of the Senate which provides that we can not speak of the his- 
tory of a bill in the House of Representatives, that is only an 
additional argument why the rules of the Senate should be 
amended. I am not casting any reflection upon the House of 
Representatives, but I submit to the good sense of the present 
occupant of the chair that the history of a bill, and simply a 
statement of its procedure through the House of Representa- 
tives, is not a violation of any rule of this body or of any other 
body, and unless the Chair rules—I do not understand the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire to make any point of order-— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I made it in advance, knowing something 
of what I thought the Senator intended to say, so that by way 
of caution he might refrain from making any unparliamentar; 
reference to proceedings in the other House. 

Mr. HILL. Iwas not making any unparliamentary reference. 
I was proceeding to give the history of this bill; and I think 
that is perfectly proper. The bill, as I said, was introduced b) 
a Representative from Pennsylvania, and simply provided for 
the inspection of immigrants. That was all there was of it, in 
one section. The bill was referred to the Committee on [mmi- 
gration. 

The Committee on Immigration was about to take up the Dill 
and proceed to the consideration of it when a motion was made 
by Mr. STONE to discharge the committee from its further con- 
sideration, which was agreed to, and it was then referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, of which he was a member, ! 
sequently, when bills of this character were being called up in 
the House of Representatives and when the House was depleted, 
when, as I understand, a large number of its members were 
here in the Senate Chamber—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. [rise to a question of order, Mr. Presi 
dent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp 
shire will state his point of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The point of order is that it is not com 
petent for the Senator to state what he is about to state with 
reference to the passage of this bill through the House of Repre- 
sentatives. For instance, the Senator is proceeding to say that 
the bill was taken up when a large number of the members of 
the House were out of the House, attending in this Chamber, 
perhaps listening to a speech by the Senator himself. 

Mr. President, it is entirely incompetent for the Senator to 
say anything in connection with the passage of this bill through 
the House of Representatives that is in derogation of the text 
of the bill as it comes to us with the certificate of the Cle:« 0! 
the House that it has passed the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HILL. Possibly what I have to say may be in com- 
mendation of the bill. 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER The Chair understands the 5en- 
ator from New Hampshire makes the point of order as to what 


Sub- 
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the Senator from New York was about to say. It is utterly im- 
possible for the Chair to rule upon a question of that kind. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Chair will allow me to say that I 
make the point of order as to what the Senator has already 
said. 
Mr. HALE. What is the Senator’s authority? 
could have his authority for the point of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from New York proceeded 
to state that when this bill was taken up in the House of Rep- 
resentatives a large number of the members of the House were 
absent from the House. I suppose he is about to criticise—— 

Mr. HILL. I was about to say there was no rule—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I infer from what the Senator has said 
that he was about to criticise the bill because it passed in a thin 
House. 

Mr. HILL. That is no reflection upon the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is in derogation of the bill, and it 
is not within the rules. 

Mr. HALE. What is the Senator's authority when he says 
that no remark shall be made in derogation of a bill? Whazs is 
there in the rule,and where is it found, which forbids comment 
upon the proceedings of one House of Congress by a member of 
the other? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Of course Iam not so familiar with par- 
liamentary law as the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], but I 
understand, not that there is a specific rule, but that under the 
general rule of parliamentary law it is not competent to refer to 
proceedings atthe same session in the House of Representatives, 
except to the formal acts of that House. 

Mr. HALE. My recollection about it is—I am not very fa- 
miliar with the rules upon this subject—that this has been in- 
voked many times heretofore during my service here, but rather 
asa matter,of courtesy between the two Houses, which should 
be observed by members of either House, than in any express 

provision. I donot know of anything in our rules which for- 
ids such a reference. 

If it has ever had any force as a part of the body of parlia- 
mentary law between the two Houses, it is to prevent unseemly 
and improper comment in one House upon the proceedings of 
the other; but it has always seemed to me that that must rest 
largely in the discretion of the Senator or Member of the House 
of Representatives himself. I do not remember that a Pre- 
siding Officer has ever arrested such areference. The old Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], whom we all know, in- 
voked the point, as I remember, and possibly while in the chair 
may have so ruled, though I am not certain about that; but 
generally pretty large liberty has been permitted and it has been 
left to the discretion of the Senator who is upon the floor. 

Mr. GRAY. Ithink, ifthe Senator will allow me, there has 
been a ruling at this session by the Chair on that matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will have read for 
the information of the Senate the general parliamentary law 
and its limitations as found on page 216 of Jefferson's Manual. 

Mr. HALE. Not in the Senate rules? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, the general parliamentary 
law. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

It isa breach of order in debate to notice what has been said on the same 
subject in the other House, or the particular votes or majorities on it there; 
because the opinion of each House should be left to its own independency, 
not to be influenced by the proceedings of the other; and the quoting them 
might beget reflections leading to a misunderstanding between the two 
Houses.—8 Grey, 22. 

Mr. HOAR. Itis very well known, I suppose, that Jefferson's 
Manual was prepared by Mr. Jefferson for his own government 
and for the information of the Senate when he became its Pre- 
siding Officer. So that in point of fact Jefferson's Manual, 
though not adopted in terms into our rules, as far as I now re- 
member, is an authoritative statement of the rule of order. 

It is very well settled, I suppose, that it is out of order to re- 
fer to the votes or proceedings in the House of Representatives, 
to what has been said there, or to the particular votes or ma- 
jority there; but that rule is taken from the English rule, and 
the authority for it is Grey’s Precedents, in the passage which 
the Chair has just caused to be read; but it isabsolutely as well 
settled as the other that that isa rule of form and not of sub- 
stance, and that it is in order tospeak of the House as ‘‘another 
place,” or as “‘a body whose proceedings are reported in a docu- 
ment placed on our tables known as the RECORD,” or any other 
mode of getting out the thing — by actually naming it. 

It isdone every day here, and I suppose frequently in the 
British Parliament. It is just like the rule which prohibits the 
naming of a member of the Senate. It is not in order to speak 
of what was said by Mr. Gray, of Delaware, but it is in order to 
speak of what was said by the senior Senator from Delaware, 
which is exactly the same thing. I suppose that there is noth- 
ing better settled in parliamentary procedure, both in this coun- 


I wish we 
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~ and in England, than that there is a perfect right to use the 
substance of that thing, simply avoiding the little formality of 
the name, : 

_Mr. HALE. Has it not been very common, in the observa- 
tion of the Senator, that Senators upon the floor quote in terms 
from speeches made in the House of Representatives? They 
say ‘‘in another place,” and in that way everything is brought 
up which is done in the other body. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to make one other suggestion before the 
Senator proceeds. 

Mr. GRAY. lam not going on. 
Senator a single question. 

Mr. HOAR. The fact that at large expense everything which 
is said and done in the other House is laid upon our tables every 
morning, and that at equally large expense everything we say 
and do is laid on their tables, would make it seem exceedingly 
preposterous that we should not avail ourselves of the informa- 
tion thus obtained. 

Mr. GRAY. This question is an interesting one, though I 
have no interest in it, except to see administered the well-es- 
tablished gules of procedure; but after the interesting state- 
ment which the Senator has given of what this rule means, 
which I am not at all prepared to take issue with him about, | 
ask how he interprets that part of Jefferson's Manual which 
gives the reason for the rule by — that it is in order to 
oe the independency of the two Houses as to each other? 

f that be the object of the rule, how is that object attained if 
we may by circumlocution destroy it? 

Mr. HOAR. It is not. 

Mr. GRAY. Imerely wished to ask the Senator that ques 
tion for information. 

Mr. HOAR. Itisnot. It isa rule which wasestablished, and 
that reason was assigned for it; ‘but the same parliamentary 
custom which established it has departed from it. 

Mr. GRAY. That reason, then, would not be consistent with 
the interpretation the Senator from Massachusetts puts on it as 
a rule of form and not of substance, would it? 

Mr. HOAR. Not wholly. Idonotsupposeany man wou!d now 
seriously contend that each House ought to be left to its own in 
dependency and not be influenced by the proceedings of the 
other. It would be an absurd position foreither branch to take. 
You might as well say that each member of the Senate ought 
to be left to his own independency and not be influenced by the 
reasons or authority of another Senator. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senatorfrom Maine [Mr. HALE] spoke of it 
as being an unusual thing tocall a Senator to order for the trans- 
gression of that rule. [ recollect, at this session, not a great 
while ago, the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] was called to 
order for reading extracts from a speech made in the House of 
Representatives, and the point of order was sustained by the oc- 
cupant of the chair; I forget whether it was the Vice-President 
or someone else. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Oregon had said ‘‘ an inter- 
esting speech has been made in another place by a member of 
a body whose proceedings we have laid on our tables every 
morning” he would have been perfectly in order, and the point 
of order could not have been sustained. Of course, it is a dis- 
tinction without a difference. 

But to complete the illustration—and I think every Senator 
who hears me will agree with me—it is the well-established 
custom of these two bodies, while the rule prohibits me from 
speaking of the Senator from Delaware by his name, I may 
otherwise refer to him and speak of him as “ the handsome Sen- 
ator from Delaware.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of course, by upanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE. Only aword, Mr. President. The truth is the 
rule, and the reasons which have been given for it, have become 
absolutely obsolete. 

Mr.GRAY. That may be. 

Mr. HALE.- They are of no account. The conditions which 
are presupposed in the reading from Jefferson’s Manual do not 
exist. It is not expected that either House will be in any way 
influenced by the action of the other any more than, as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Massachusetts, any one member 
shall not be influenced by the action or the argumentof another, 
and it never has been thought worth while to incorporate any 
part of this old, obsolete rule, based upon obsolete reasons, in 
the rules of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that this 
question has been frequently ruled upon since the present occu- 
pant of the chair has been a member of the Senate, and very fre- 
quently by the-former Senator from Kansas, Mr. Ingalls, who 
was so long the President pro tempore ofthe Senate. That Sen- 
ator always held that the provision of Jeffersons Manual which 





I merely wished to ask the 


This discussion is proceeding, 
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has been read should govern the Senate, and the chair is of 
opinion that that ruling bas been fully sustained by the Senate 
on an appeal at the present session. 

In the case alluded to by the Senater from Delaware when the 
point of order was made as to a quotation from a speech deliv- 
ered by a member of the other braneh of Congress, which was 
referred to by the Senator from Oregon; and commented upon by 
him, when the point of order was made, the Vice-President de- 
cided that during the same Congress no speech made by a mem- 
ber of the other branch of Congress could be read or criticised 
during such Congress, An appeal was taken from that decision, 
and the Chair was sustained by a vote of 42 to 2. 

The Chair will, therefore, simply ask the Senator from New 
York [Mr. HILL] to be. governed by the limitation provided in 
the parliamentary rule which has been read from the desk. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, if the Senator from New York 
will allow me, I have never known the point of order to be made 
more than two or three times during my experience in the Sen- 
ate that itwas improper to refer to what had been said in debate 
inthe ether House. Two or three times that point of order has 
been raised, and, as stated by the Chair, under the excitement 
of a political tariff debate, the point of order was raised against 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr..DoLPH], when he was reading 
from a speech which had been delivered in the House of Rep- 
resentatives: and itwas decided that it was improper to read from 
a speech which had been delivered there. 

I think there.was something said-about it having been deliv- 
ered at this session; but.since that decision was made by the 
Senate, I venture to say that I have known the same thing done 
in the Senate twonty times without any point of order being 
made upon it, 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Wisconsin/[Mr. VimAs]jread 
elaborately the other day, without being called to order, from a 
speech made in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. PLATT. It is frequently done, and done:without the 
interposition of any pointof order. -Thelast time that I remem- 
ber to have heard the matter discussed in the Senate. and a_point 
of order made was*when.the then Senator from Kansas, Mr. In- 

ails, was in the chair. Speaking merely from ‘recollection, 

hough I think I am not. mistaken, he'said that, strictly speak- 
iag, it was not. in order to’ refer to anything which had been said 
in the other House, but that the practice of theSenate was.such 
that that rule and the strictness of that.rule was avoided day 
by day by referring ‘to what had been done in another place, 
which he did not think was any violation whatever of that rule. 
That is the last time I: remember to have heard the matter dis- 
cussed before the case°which has been alluded to here. 

I-do net want even-this decision to pass so that it shall stand 
as a rule of the Senate that under nocireumstances can anything 
which has been done or said.in the House of i comaasiadiiices be 
alluded to here, without some, protest on my part. Ido not wish 
to take up further time now in discussing it, but at some future 
time I sh ill be glad to discuss the question more fully. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, then I aeppee Tam.-at liberty to 
state that at another place, which I shall not mention, there was 
no roll call, thata Committee on Immigration did not report 
this bill, and that, finaliy, this bill came to this Senate? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rise to.aquestion of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senater from New Hamp- 
shire will state his.point of order. 

Mr. HILL. ThatisallI am.going to say. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I make the. point of order that the state- 
ment of the Senator ought not to have been made. 

I should like to have clesed the discussion of the question of 
the point of order; but inasmuch ‘as it was discussed by such 
learned parliamentarians as Isee before me, I*-waited in the hope 
that [ should be allowed to say a few words before the final de- 
cision. Ido not read what jam about to read in order to.con- 
vince—— 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask that the words excepted to be 
taken down, under the rule, before the Senator proceeds. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I waitfor the action of the Chair upon 
the point made by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
the request of the Senator from Massachusetts only refers toa 

rsonal question. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Chair will. have the rule read, it will be 
seen that when a Senator is called to order for words in debate 
the words excepted to must be taken.down. Thatis the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair-will have the rule 
read = the question made by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. Cu aNnpb*.cRr], but as the Senator from New re 
made the question of order. the Chair thought it proper to.al- 
low him: to t the authcrity to which he was se oe 

Mr. HOAR. I objeet to it, Mr. President. -I desire to have 
the point understood that there is objection. I hope the Chair 
will take that course. 
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The PRESIDING OFPICER. The Senator from New H 
shire will designate the language which he eonsiders to ha , 
of-order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I designate the ‘language out of org 
which the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] has just utteyna: 
and, following the example of a great lawyer in anoth: 
I only want to show, not that the Chair is wrong—beca 
ruling of the Chair as to matters spoken‘in debate or a 
ing aspeech made in the other House.is correet—but a 
remarks of the Senator {rom Maine[Mr. HALE]and the 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], I want to show bow ut 
norant of parliamentary law Mr. Luther Stearns Cushi 
and it seems to me I ought to be allowed to do that, if the« 
will permit me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will requi 
language of the Senator from New York to be read if th: 
to from Massachusetts insists upon it. 

Mr. HOAR. I insist upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Reporter will rea 
mark of the Senator from New York referred to. 

Mr. HILL. I could refer.to what took place in the | 
before the Senate committee, but I might-be met with a 
objection, that I have no right to disclose what took place 
the Senate committee which reported the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFPICER. The Senator from N. 
will suspend until the.stenegrapher reads the language of tho 
Senator from New York.to which the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire took exception. 

Mr. HILL. | withdraw the remark, if that will satisfy the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 


li})=- 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthereobjection? The Chair 
hears-none. 
Mr. CHANDLER. My feelings avconot-wounded. I merely 


want the same right to speak to:the question of order that the 
Senator from New York has had. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
by unanimous.consent the remark of the Senator from New 
York is withdrawn. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does ‘the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HILL. -For what -purpose? 

Mr. CHANDLER. In order that-I may show how little Lu 
ther Stearns Cushing knew of parliamentary law. 

Mr. HILL. That will be conceded. 

Mr-HALE. ‘There is no use of spending time on that. 

Mr..PLATT. Isuggest that there is no quorum present. 

The PRESIDING OrRICER. ‘Phe Senator from Connecti- 
cut suggests the lack of.a.quorum. TheSecretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary calied the roll, and the followiug Senat 
swered.-to their nanves: 
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Aldrich, Dolph, Jarvis, Perkins 
Allison, Faulkner, donde, Nov. Platt, 
Bate, Erye. Kyte, Power, 
Berry, Gallinger, Lindsay, Proctor 
Blackburn, George, Lodge, Pugh, 
Blanchard, Gibson, MeMillan, Roach, 
Brice, Gorman, Manderson, Sherman, 
Call, Gray, Mills, Stewart, 
OCaméen, Hate, Mitehell,Oregon ‘Teller, 
Chandler, Hawiey; Palmer, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Higgins, Pasco, Washburn 
Coke, Hill, Patton, White 
Davis, Hoar, Peffer 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-one Senators have : 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. ye 


The Senator from New York [| Mr. H1i1,].is entitled to the 

Mr. CHANDLER. What has become of the request o! the { 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoarj, that the words of tho 
Senator from New York be taken down? “= 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New 
asked unanimous consent that the words ‘be withdr: 
was. granted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
at that time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair stated the r 
for unanimous consent deliberately, and announced thi | 
being no objection, the remarks were withdrawn. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I now askunanimous consent to be ai.owee 
to say a few words in reference to the pointol order. The 5°0 


Iwas on the floor endeavoring to 


‘ator from New York went-on after.the Chair-had ruled on te 
| point-ef order. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from +0" 
York: to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HILL. Gertainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. Cushing says: 


In order to the preservation of these essential privileges of equality and 
independence it is important that neither branch should encroach upon* 
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other by undertaking any matter of business which the Constitution has 
confided exclusively to such other branch or interfere in any matter de 
nding before us so as to preclude, oreven influence, that freedom of de- 
ate or of action Which is essential to a free council, or claim and much less 
undertake to exercise any controlor authority over the persons of the mem- 
pers or officers of the other. ; 

Hence it is a general rule that neithor of the two Housescan properly take 
notice of any bill or other matter depending in, or of votes given, or ol 
speeches made. by the members of the other until the same are communi- 
cated or otherwise promulgated in the usual parliamentary manner. 

The first two quotations are from sections 1702 and 1703; but 
in section 1705 it says: 

In conseauence of this regular publication of the debates, there isa strong 
temptation constantly presented to members to disregard the rule. The 
gaine questions are discussed by persons belonging to the same parties in 
poth Houses, and speeches are constantly referred to by members which 
this rule would exclude from their notice. The rule has been so frequently 
enforced that most members, in both Houses,thave learned a dexterous mode 
of evading it by transparent ambiguities of speech; and, although there are 
few orders more important than this for the conduct of debate, and for ob- 
serving courtesy between the two Houses, none, perhaps, are more gener- 
ally transgressed. An ingenious orator—- 


Doubtless Mr. Cushing had reference then to the senior Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}— 
may break through any rules, in spirit, and yet ‘observe them to the letter. 


In order to render the rule, as above stated, fully intelligible im its practical 
application, it will be necessary to consider it in a threefold point of view. 


Then the author proceeds: 


Second, as forbidding all reference to or introduction of the proceedings 
or debates of theother Howse, for the purpose of commenting on them, either 
py way of answer, explanation, commendation, discussion, or animadver- 
sion. 

Section 1710 says: 

It is irregular also to refer to or introduce the proceedings or debates of 
the other house, though there is no question pending at the time, for the 
purpose of making them the subject of comment, whethér in the Way of an- 
swer, explanation, commendation, discussion, or animadversion, and when- 
ever'any such allusion is made in any form inwhich it can be brought within 
the control of the house as disorderly, it is immediately ehecked by the 
Speaker; though, perhaps, the matter itself might with strict regularity be 
introduced into the debate, were it not for the impropriety of referring for 
it to the other house. 

The following are instances, taken at random, in whieh references of this 
kind have been checked as irregular: Where a member said he was aston- 
ished to hear that a particular clause in a bill was the production of a nobie 
jord; where'a member said “he thought it likely that this day would not 
pass without a motion being made by a noble lord in another place; " where 
a member said ‘he had read the argument of a noble earl in another place 
on this subject,”’ etc.; mraking the clauses of a bill in progress through the 
Other house the subject of discussion; Where a member “congratulated 
the house @ud the country on the patriotic, open. and manly declara- 
tion made last night by an individual, a most illustrious member of 
theupper house;" Wherea member attempted to read the minister’sspeech, 
in the lords, from a newspaper, beginning with the words ‘my lords;”’ 
where a member said that he ‘‘saw ina publication of that morning ex- 
pressions attributed to a noble lord which he believed and hoped he had 
never made use of—the marquis of Londonderry was reported to have stated 
in a public place,” etc.; where a member said ** thatacer ain individual had 
stood up in his place in another house to stigmatize the people of Ireland," 
referring to the majority by which a bill had passed fn the other house, and 
commenting on the constitution of that majority; where a member said 
“thata noble lord in another place had thought proper to make the inter- 
ests of a mighty people and the captivity of Don Carlos the subject of mer- 
riment."’ 


I submit that the remarks made by the Senator from New 
York, which he withdrew after making them, were absolutely 
out of order as a reference to the proceedings in the other House 
of Congress. 

Mr. HALE. 
fora moment? — 

Mr. HILL, Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I merely wish to read ahalf dozen lines from the 
Journal‘of the Senate, showing how this matter has been con- 
sidered here and as being of some practical force contrasted with 
anything which is found in Cushing's Manual. I may-say here 
that { donot know of any more dreary, unsatisfactory reading 
inany book upon any subject than is found in Cushing s Manual: 

FEBRUARY 28, 1883. 
& & % 

On motion-of Mr. Garland, that the Senate reconsider its vote agreeing to 
ths committee of conference asked by the House of Representatives on the 
disagresing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H.R. 5538) to reduce internal-revenue taxation, 

Mr. Garland asked to have read an extract from the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD of the 27th instant of the proceedings of the House of Representa- 
tives relating thereto. 

Mr. Ingalls raised a question of order, viz, that it was not in order to re- 


fer'to any action had in the Hotss of Representatives upon any question 
not officially communicated to the Senate. 


The President pro tempore sustained the question of order. 
From the decision of the Chair Mr. Garland appealed to the Senzte. 
On motion of Mr. MORRILL to lay the appeal on the table, 


Will the Senator from New York yield to me 


G e ur 


Tv was@evermined in'the negative, ) Co0s-<<---*-0<<00----000--=--=- 

_ Reversing the ruling of the Chair and deciding that the allu- 
Sion could be made, then the point of order was withdrawn. 
That is'the practical result, and I will set itagainst Cushing’s 
Manual any day or any hour. 
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Mr. HILL. Mr. President, in the plaee of the House bill, 
which contains simply one section providing for consular in- 
spection abroad, the Immigration Committee of the Senate sub- 
stituted the bill which relates to anarchists, to which there is 
no objection on the part of the Senator from New Hampshire, 
and also add a provision for inspection by certain Treasury 
agents to be appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury. The 
real and ouly point of difference between the Senator from New 
Hampshire and myself in regard to the bill is this: Shall there 
be the consular inspection, which was provided in the House 
bill, or shall there be certain Treasury agents to be appointed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury? That is the entire p 
volved here. 

I regret that the Senator from New Hampshire sees fit to an 
tagonize the substitute. It is known that formany years he has 
been in favor of consular inspection. He has given this subject 
great study, and [ am here to acknowledge that the Senate and 
the country are indebted to him for much valuable service ren- 
dered in the perfection of our immigration laws. He has pre- 
pared,and mainly and largely through his efforts many good 
laws relating to the subject have been put upon the statute 
books. He is entitled to a large share of the credit for what 
good has been accomplished by those laws, and certainly much 
good has been accomplished during the past few years. 

I regret to differ with him upon the subject. I entered upon 
the consideration of the pending bill without any prejudices 
whatever. I did not know but that I might bo in favor of this 
provision which he favors. The first thing I was met with 
against consular inspection was that during the administration 
of President Harrison there was a commission appointed under 
the Treasury Department to go abroad to investigate among 
other things consular inspection. The commission consisted of 
Hon. J. B. Weber, then commissioner of immigration of the 
port of New York and formerly a member of Congress from the 
county of Erie in New York State; Capt. Judson N. Cross, Mr. 
Walter Kempter, Mr. Joseph Powderly,and Mr. H. J. Schulteis. 
All but Mr. Weber were immigrant inspectors. 

The commission, consisting of five persons, went abroad to in- 
vestigate the whole subject of consular inspection with others. 
I hold in my hand the report transmitted to Congress in 1892, 
wherein four out of five of these gentlemen, having given the 
subject their personal investigation, find that it is inexpedient 
to have this inspection abroad. Thereupon a law was passed, in 
the enactment of which | think the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire largely participated, whereby a system of inspection was 
provided for here at home. Having read this report I was con- 
vinced that the majority, four out of five of the commission. con 
sisting of Mr. Weber and the others, were right in opposition 
to this form of inspection. 

Mr. FRYE. Did the commission report against consular in 
spection? 

Mr. HILL, Exactly. Here is an elaborate report made upon 
that subject, but unless some one desires it I shall not have it 
read. Having read that repo:t I, for one, having no precon- 
esived- opinions upon the sub,ect whatever, thought such inspec- 
tion unwise. The execution of the tmmicration laws is now in 
the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury and his subordinate 
bureaus. The mutter is directly in the hinds of the Superin- 
tendent of Immigration, who is the head of a bureau in the 
Treasury Department. 

It is deemed wise by those who have given this subject much 
investigation, and in that respect I say that I regret to differ 
from the Senator from New Hampshire, not to have two Depart- 
ments of the Government meddling with the same subject, but 
that itis best thatto the Treasury Department, which is invested 
under existing laws with the carrying out of the immigration 
system, should be given whatever authority is to be given, and 
that the Department of State, which has charge of the consular 
service, should have nothing to do with it. Now, that strikes 
me as right and proper. 

in addition I mailed a copy of the House bill to the Secretary 
of State and the Secretary of the Treasury, asking thom to give 
their opinions in regard to the propriety of the billas it came to 
the Senate, and we have beforeus a copy of theirreplies. 1 hold 
in my hand the report of the Secretary of State, in which he 
sees practical objections to the proposed House bill. 

The Secretary of the Treasury also replies in an elaborate 
communication, in which he thinks it unwise to proceed in that 
way. He suggests that the administration of our immigration 
laws should be left where they are now, in charge of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and the Treasury Department, and he says 
that he ought to have authority for the appointment of some in- 
spectors to go abroad, to be stationed at some of the principal 
ports, and there to conduct an inspection; and he gives his rea- 
sons for it in the communication. 


point in- 
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The committee therefore reported in favor of the proposition. 
The substitute, as it comes here, was prepared at the Treasury 
Department and submitted to the ee Committee, and 

b 


the committee concluded to report the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Secretary of the Treasury suggest how 
many inspectors will be required? 

Mr. ALLISON. As many as may be deemed necessary. 

Mr. HILL. That is it. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Secretary make any suggestion as to 
what number he may deem necessary? 

Mr. HILL. He does not; but of course the number will al- 
ways be limited by the appropriation. The substitute reads: 


Atsuch foreign ports of departure as he may deem necessary. 


There are supposed to be about nine principal ports from 
which immigrantscome. We provide simply that that salary of 
each inspector shall be $2,500, and it is —— to appropriate 
for the whole carrying out of the proposed law the sum of $00,- 
0L0, which was regarded by the full committee asa proper sum. 

Mr. President, there is no politics in the bill. I am not here 
pleading that any additional patronage, as such, be given to the 
Secretary of the Treasury. am under no obligations to that 
official, as the Senate well knows. In the original appointment 
of the commissioner of immigration for the port of New York 
neither my colleague nor I was consulted in regard to the ap- 
pointment, although [ was chairman of the Committee on Immi- 
gration. I favor the bill not because I desire to give any addi- 
tional patronage to the Secretary of the Treasury, but because, 
in my judgment as a Senator, it, under all the circumstances, is 
the proper thing to do, 

Whether wisely or unwisely, these gentlemen are to be in 

charge of public affairs for the next two years. Both the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and the Secretary of State being opposed 
to consular inspection, it seems to me it would be unwise for 
the committee, and they took that view, or for the Senate or 
Congress to impose those duties upon the consuls. It is better 
under all the circumstances to take the bill as the Secretary of 
the Treasury has presented it to us here, and see what satisfac- 
tory results may be brought about by its honest enforcement. 
’ It was'said Saturday that the inspectors would have no 
authority as officials abroad. They would not come in contact 
with the Governments. lt is not necessary that they should be 
attached to the consular service. They are simply there to in- 
spect, to report, and to send forward their reports with each 
vessel. They would have no authority, of course, to control the 
vessel. The vessels may bring such people here, if the company 
insist upon it, but the reports come with the vessel, and are an 
additional precaution. Besides, the inspectors stationed at these 
various ports will make inquiries. 

That is to be their sole business, to make inquiries in all places 
from which immigrants come, for the purpose of ascertainin 
the true character of those immigrants. he consuls scatiere 
throughout foreign countries are not adapted for this service, I 
am free to say. Some of them who have been appointed and 
confirmed here I do not think are adapted for that sort of busi- 
ness. Besides, I say it is not necessary for the purpose of dis- 
charging these duties that they should be in any manner con- 
nected with the Departmentof State. The Treasury Department 
now has Treasury agents abroad to look after matters of reve- 
nue. 

The Secretary now has four or five different Treasury agents 
stationed abroad, who are discharging duties relating to com- 
merece. They have mene to do with the Department of State, 
and if they can discharge their duties,so can the inspectors pro- 
posed to be appointed for this purpose. Therefore, the point 
that the Treasury officials should have something to do with 
the Department of State is not well taken. 

The bill does not interfere with the inspection which is to be 
had at the port of arrival. Our board of inquiry authorized un- 
der the act of 1893 is still in force, and inspection is had here by 
that board. This simply is an additional inspection abroad un- 
der charge of the Treasury officials. 

This is an important subject. The $60,000 proposed to be ap- 
propriated by the billisa mere pittance compared with the great 
subject of immigration. 

I think it is best under all the circumstances to take the bill 
as the Secretary of the Treasury recommends it. In the light 
of bis opposition, in the light of the opposition of the Secretary 
of State, and in the light of the report made by Mr. Weber and 
others who went abroad expressly to investigate this subject, it 
strikes me that it is the wise and proper thing to do to have 
— agents abroad for this purpose instead of consular in- 
spection. 

Mr. President, it is not our object, while desiring to prevent 
improper immigration, to place unreasonable obstacles in the 
The emigrants are situated in the 


path of honest emigrants. 
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interior. They desire tocome to this country. How can ou, 
consuls at one of those ports know anything about the circum. 
stances, the history, or the character of the man? He js hun. 
dreds of miles away from the place where the consulis. Before 
the emigrant knows whether he is coming, he must travel to find 
the consul. The consul is not ina situation to make proper in. 
quiries. It would bea useless and unnecessary expense to { 
emigrant. 

It puts him to unreasonable trouble, and it would only opey- 
ate tothe inconvenience of the honest emigrant. Ido notknow 
that it isa proper argument to urge here, but I simply say that 
all the German papers in the United States, without regard to 
party, are against a provision for consular certilicates. They 
do not desire to have such a system adopted. They do not ob. 
ject to this bill; they do not object to any strict regulation; but 
they think consular certificates would be an unreasonable ob- 
stacle putin the way of and would cause unnecessary inconyen 
ience and unnecessary travel] to all those people. Therefore | 
think that under all these circumstances we had better adopt 
the suggestion of the Secretary of the Treasury and provid 
for inspection abroad by Treasury agents. 

That is all there is of this question. The Senator from New 
Hampshire, as I said, seems to adhere with a tenacity worthy 
of a better cause to the system of consular inspection abroad 
If it had been tried years ago it might have proved a: 
I do not say that it would not prove a success, but I think 
the circumstances it is not good policy for us to try it : 
desire to say right here that under existing laws, and th 1° 
ator from New Hampshire is entitled to large credit for their 
enactment, our immigration has fallen off one-half. 

Twenty-three hundred undesirable immigrants were returned 
from the port of New York last year at the expense of the steam- 
ship companies. A better class of people are coming iu now 
There was a reduction of over one-half in the amount of immi- 
gration to this country during the past year as compared wit 
the preceding year. As I say, our existing laws are working 
we!l, Itis desirable that there should be this additional pre 
caution, namely, the nine Treasury agents sent abroad, whose 
sole business it shall be to make inquiries and to report with 
every vessel. 

The theory is that they will look over the manifest and th: 
list, make inquiries as to who the passengers are, getall the facts 
concerning them, and if an emigrant is undesirable protest 
against his being sent. They can not prevent his coming, if the 
master of the steamship desires to take him, but the inspector 
gives tothe master a protest. The master is required to sub- 
mit the protest at New York, and there it goes as additional 
evidence before this board. 

I have thus briefly and concisely stated the points of differ- 
ence involved in the measure. 

There is no dispute between the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire and myself or any other member of the committee in re- 
gard to the provisions of the bill which relate toanarchists. Al! 
are agreed upon that. The only point of difference is that the 
Senator from New Hampshire desires inspection by the consuls 
who are abroad, and [ think it wiser, under the circumstances, 
not to ne see this additional duty upon them, and that we shal 
appoint these additional Treasury agents who are to have charge 
of this business exclusively. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ishould like to inquire of the Senato: 
from New York whether he understands that the inspectors to 
be appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury would have the 
same powers and the same scope of action as consuls in perform: 
ing the same kind of an investigation? 

r. HILL. Their scope of action would be greater, because 
the consuls of course in the discharge of their other duties mus 
remain moreor less at the port where they are stationed, whereas 
the agents, having other duties to discharge, can go into the 
country and can make inquires. I am inclined to think that 1' 
is far better that they should be entrusted with this power. | 

The laws are working satisfactorily. Our present Superin 
tendent of Immigration seems to be a vigilant ofiicer, and 1s «0- 
ing the best he can. The results show well, and if the Treas 
7 oe in their wisdom think this isa proper thing to ¢0 
i think it is wise upon the part of Congress to pass the bill. 
Those are the reasons and I think the only reasons why the com 
mittee reported the present bill as a substitute for the [louse 
bill. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, both the bill as it came from 
the other House and the substitute proposed by the committee 
scem to me inadequate for the subject of immigration, but | 
recognize fully that in dealing with the question of immigration 
it is necessary to deal with it slowly and to take up one sub,cc: 
ata time. The bill as it came from the House put no additional 
restrictions on immigration. It simply provided fora method 
ofenforcing the laws of the United States by consular inspectioe 
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abroad in addition to the inspection of the Treasury officials 
here which now exists. That hasseemed tome a valuable meas- 
ure. I greatly regret that the committee would not agree to 
opt it. 

eat the moment that measure was passed the Administration, 
which had hitherto taken no apparent interest in the question 
of immigration, appeared by the Commissioner of Immigration 
and by letters from the Secretary of the Treasury and the De- 
partment of State in opposition to that bill and with a bill of 
their own. The bill of thoir own is that which is reported by 
the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] as a substitute passed 
by the House. It divides itse f into two parts. — There are cer- 
tain clauses relating to the exclusion of anarchists. As to the 
wisdom of those provisions the committee is absolutely agreed. 
We all of us think that those clauses ought to become law, and 
to become law without delay; and I shall not enter into any dis- 
eussion of those provisions. 

The fourth section provides for Treasury agents, designed, I 
understand, to take the place of the consular inspection pro- 
posed in the bill as passed by the House. I have not the least 
objection to the Treasuryagents. I am in favor of establishing 
every possible means of properly sifting the immigration now 
coming to this country, and there is no doubt that the present 

riod is peculiarly favorable for such action, because the im- 
migration has fallen off very largely. There is no need to go 
into the reasons for it now, but the fact is that the immigration 
has fallen off one-half on the figures, and if we take the state- 
ments of the Immigration Commissioners about returning im- 
migrants, it will be found that there has practically been no addi- 
tion to the population of the country this year in the grand total 
by immigration. Therefore it is a peculiarly fortunate time to 
make any changes or additions to the law. 

The difficulty with Treasury agents is that they have no 
powers at all on the other side of the water. The Senator 
from New Yorksays they will examine the manifests; that they 
will go on the ships and examine the immigrants. That is 
purely a permissive right. —— go there if the owner of the 
ship allows them to go and look at the manifest. They are 
clothed with no authority whatever. I do not mean to say they 
would not do some good and effective work. I think they 
would. I think also that they would probably in practice be 
allowed to inspect the immigrants and tosend out a great deal 
of valuable information such as the Senator from New York 
has described; but I think it is distinctly an inferior method 
to that proposed in the bill as passed by the other House. 

I should like very much to see that bill become a law. I rec- 
ognize that the opposition of the Administration to consular in- 
spection has rendered the passing of the House provision in any 
form very difficult, but I think that itisatleastdue tothe House 
which passed the bill by a unanimous vote that a portion of the 
bill should go back at least into conference, so that the other 
House should have an opportunity of deciding further with us 
upon the fate of its own measure. 

Mr. HILL. . Will the Senator allow me? Of course that would 
bedone. We simply propose to amend the Houss bill. 

Mr. LODGE. The proposition I make to the Senator from 
New York would be that the clauses relating to anarchists and 
Treasury agents, which comprise the whole of the substitute, 
should be sent back, not as a substitute, but as amendments to 
the bill. Perhaps it would go back in any event—— 

Mr. HILL. That is the effect of it. 

Mr. LODGE. What I desire is simply to carry back the con- 
sular inspection clause to the conference committee. Very 
properly moving as a substitute the amendment of the com- 
mittee would have the same effect, but the proposition I make 
is that we should not make it a substitute, but simply add it as 
an amendment to the text of the House bill and then send the 
whole bill back. 

Mr. HILL. I think calling it a substitute does not add any- 
thing toit. It is in fact an amendment to the bill, and when it 
shall go back to the House, if the House does not concur in the 
amendment they can strike outany portion and reinstate clauses, 
or insist upon reinstating their bill. There is no practical diffi- 
culty about it if the House desires to do it. 

Mr. LODGE. What is the Senator's objection to adding the 
committee amendment instead of substituting it? 

Mr. HILL. The first section of the House bill provides for 
consular inspection. We strike that out, of course. 

Mr. LODGE. ThoSenator thinks, then, he would be estopped 
from striking out in conference the first part if we simply add 
the committee amendment to the text? 

Mr. HILL. Oh, no; but we do not want to pass the provision 
for consular inspection and also a Treasury inspection provision. 

© conferees may take either, as the Senator from Oregon 
(Mr, MITCHELL] suggests. 
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Mr. LODGE. I donotsee that there is the least inconsistency 
between consular inspection and inspection by Treasury agents. I 
should be very glad to have them both, for I do not think that 
we can make too strong a provision for the enforcement of the 
existing laws on immigration. 

Mr. HILL. We must strike out the first section, because if 
we leave that alone and simply add to it and pass it there would 
be nothing in conflict between the two Houses. 

Mr. LODGE. That is the point on which I ask the Senator. 
Of course the majority of the committee do not desire the pas- 
sage of the House provision, and if we simply add to itandagree 
to it that prevents further dealing with it in conference. I see 
that that would, of course, prevent the majority of the comn 
tee from carrying out their views. But I do not wanttogetthe 
whole measure into conference, and as I understand the Sen- 
ator from New York he expects to take it all back into confer- 
ence and discuss all the features of the bill with the House con- 
ferees. 

Mr. FRYE. 
ference. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand every line will be in conference 
as agreed upon now if the bill is amended as proposed by the 
committee. To that of course [should not think of offering any 
objection. I am most anxious to see any proper legislation for 
the restriction of immigration, no matter how trifling it may be 
in amount. I am anxious to expedite it and see it pa:sed. I 
think the anachist clauses drawn by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury are particularly valuable at this time. Therefore, so faras 
Iam concerned,I propose to give my support to the bill as pro- 
posed by the Department. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, in view of the suggestions 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE}, and on account 
of the very great importance of some legislation at this session, 
I will waive my objection to the substitution of the Treasury 
provision for the House provision, so that the whole subject may 
go into conference. After the Senate has considered certain 
amendments which the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PRocror] 
and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEF FER] wish to propose, I 
think there need be no difficulty in passing this afternoon the 
bill as reported by the Senator from New York. Though I am 
not willing to give up the idea of consular certificates I will not 
take the responsibility of preventing the action proposed by the 
committee if the bill can be passed and a conference requested 
this afternoon. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I address myself to the sub- 
stitute reported by the committee that I may get at its real 
meaning. I find by the third section— 

That in cases where, upon the trial and conviction of any foreign-born 
and unnaturalized person of any crime or misdemeanor in any United 
States court, or court of record of any State or Territory or the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, the presiding judge shall certify that from the evidence 
produced at the trial he is satisfied that such alien is an anarchist, or that 
he is not attached to the principles of the Constitution of the United States, 
etc. 


Every line of the bill will undoubtedly be in con- 


And that the judge may order his deportation. 

In addition to other punishments adjudged, shall be taken before a com- 
missioner of immigration, at a port of entry, who shall order his deporta- 
tion. 

I wish to know whether that will apply to immigrants whoare 
now in the United Stites or whether it is intended to apply to 
such as may hereafter come to the United States. 

Mr. HILL. I think the bill would be held to apply to any ob- 
jectionable alien immigrant who is in the United States now. 

Mr. PALMER. That, then, I accept as the true construction 
of the proposed act. I find by the fifth section of the proposed 
act— 

That the fact that an immigrant has declared his intention to become a 
citizen of the United States shall constitute no bar to proceedings acainst 
him under this act or under the acts to which it is an amendment. 

I infer, then, that an alien who has come to the United States 
and may have declared his intention to become a citizen is still 
an unnaturalized alien, and that is he would be probably liable 
under this proposed act to trial and conviction of any crime. I 
desire to understand the provision. Iread again from the third 
section— 

That in cases where, upon the trial and conviction of 
and unnaturalized person of any crime 

I assume that an unnaturalized person who has declared his 
intention to become a citizen would not be protected by that 
declaration. 

Sec. 3. That in cases where, upon the trial and conviction of any foreign 
born and unnaturalized person of any crime or misdemeanor in any United 
States court, or court of record of any State or Territory or the District of 
Columbia, the presiding judge shall certify that from the evidence produced 
at the trial he is satisfied that such alien is an anarchist, or that he is not 
attached to the principles of the Constitution of the United States and weil- 
disposed to the peace and good order of the same, and that his remaining in 
this country will be a menace to the Government, or to the peace and well- 
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being of soctety in general, such convict, in addition to other punishments 
adjudged, shall be taken before a commissioner of immigration, at a port 
of entry, Who shall order his deportation. 

To put a case to illustrate what I apprehend would be the 
proper interpretation of this act: An alien comesinto the United 
States and makes a declaration of his intention to become aciti- 
zen. Ifhe istried and convicted of any crime orany misdemeanor 
(it will be observed that the term misdemeanor comprehends 
almost every offense that is merely an act prohibited, not a fel- 
ony at common law), then that person, at the discretion of a 
judge, becomes liable to deportation. 

I do not sce that any appeal is allowed, and according to the 
views of the judge as to whether the party was or was not agood 
citizen, not well disposed to the peace and order of the country, 
[suppose the judge might order the alien to be transported to 
any one of the ports of entry of the United States and there be 
deported. I submit that that is pretty severe. 

Now, I turn again to the third section of the amendment, which 
is nota wise one, it strikes me. I am aware of the prejudice 
against anarchists. They are odious, and they are deservedly 
odious, but there are indefinite shades between anarchy as 
avowed by some and that sentimental anarchism which pro- 
duces socialism. I do not know where the line of separation is. 

Man may entertain merely speculative notions in regard to 
anarchy: it may be nothing more perhaps thana mere sentiment, 
and personally he may be one of the most innocent men in the 
country. I know such men, who teach many great follies, aud 
if their teachings were concrete rather than abstract they would 
be very bad men. I should dislike to see a simple issue made 
upon the question whether a man entertained anarchistic be- 
liefs, and [ should dislike to see him tried upon the rules pre- 
scribed in the second section of this proposed act. 

Sec. 2. That atthe hearing of aliens ch: with being anarchists the 
beard of special inquiry shall diligently ing of theaccused, by pertinent 
questions, us te his antecedents, political opinions, whether he belongs to 
any society or association ef known anarchistic tendencies, and he may ex- 
amine the person for marks indicative of such membership; he may accept 
eviience of the immigrant’s common reputation as an anarchist, and the 
orders, degrees, or juagments of f Governments and notifica- 
tions as prima facie evidence, which 1 be sufficient, unless successfully 
comtroverted, to sustain an order of deportation. 

There are other provisions of the substitute which seem to 
me excessively severe. I believe in the right of every humana 
being to change his residence at his pleasure, aceording to his 
inclipations or couvenience. 

Mr. FRYE. A Chinaman? 

Mr. PALMER. That is God's law, but we are wiser than the 
Almighty, it seems, and have determined otherwise. 

{am willing to restrictit. It was the custom once to limit 
it to white men. I believe we have so modified our institutions 
that the blick man, but not the man whose eolor lies between 
black and white is allowed to come here. However, I do not 
believe that mere abstract beliefs about the powers of govern- 
ment or the claims of individuals on society shouid furnish a 
cause to inhibit immigration. I think there ought to be an 
overt act; there ought to be something tangible. 

I saw the other day that somebody in Chicago, where almost 
all unbeliefs find a home, a Baptist preacher, said that Christ 
was an anarchist. That would be the abstract belief of many 
men. So | do not like the idea of a conviction based upon mere 
abstract be iefs when there is ne overt act, when the man does 
nothing except to think foolishly and perhaps speak foolishly. 
Uniess he speaks dangereusly, unless he menaces the welfare, 
the peace and order of society, I should not like to see him pun- 
ished; and if he is a meritorious man and is guilty of no crime 
I showd not like to see him prohibited from entering this 
country. 

I suggest, therefore, that this measure is in the spirit of our 
fears rather than in the exercise of wise political judgment. 
We are agreed to punish anarchists; but it must be remembered 
that in our eagerness to punish the guilty we ought not to sub- 
ject the innocent to danger. 

I do not like the mode of evidence preseribed. The general 
rules of evidence have been found adequate for the administra- 
tion of justice. I do not want to lgetine police reports. De- 
crees and judgments of foreign courts when properly certified 
would be admissible at common law. I do not like to muke any 
allowance for irregularities or imperfections, and especially do 
I object to the personal examinations provided for and the 
weight given to reports of mere irresponsible police authority. 
I think this is a very dangerous measure, not because it punishes 
anarchists, but because it may result in inflicting punishment 
upon the innecent. It is for the innocent that I desire to have 
protection. The guilty will always find means to take care of 
themselves. . 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the provision contained in section 
5 is inserted for the ene preventing some of these anarch- 
ists from coming to this country and, having neither the fear 
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of God nor man before their eyes, going to the nearest ¢), 
office and filing an affidavit or certificate of an intention to 
come a citizen. Foreigners have no abstract right to come | 
this country. The whole question is, of course, s t to 
wise judgment of this country and the people who own the eny 
try and have built up its Government. 

Aliens who have simply filed a certificate of intention to 
come citizens are to a certain extent the wards of the Go, 
ment, under the control of the Government, under t! 
tion of the Government. The provision is a necessary 
proper one, or else a person like Mr. Mowbray, who is now 
trying to propagate his sentiments throughout the cou 
could go to the clerk's office in the city of New York a 
his certificate, and of course he would by that means evad» ¢}, 
terms of the bill. Therefore it is proper that this pro, n 
should bo in it. Although an alien has filed a certifica\, 
tention to become a citizen, he is nevertheless an alien 
while until he passes the requisite time and the requisi 
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amination and becomes a full-fledged citizen. The pro, 
necessary for the purpose of perfecting the bill. 

Mr. President, we must legislate pretty severely at this ja 
ticular time. I hod in my hand the act passed by the Britis) 
Parliament recently. The English do not attempt to say th 
an anarchistsbail not stay in their country. They give to thei: 
authorities absolute authority to remove from the realm any 
alien when in their judgment it is expedient that he should je 
removed. Itis avery strong act, and it seems to be made nec- 
essary by the recent events which have oceurred abroad. 
other words, her Majesty's officers can deportany alien from t 
realm whenever it is deemed expedient that itshall be done. | 
do not advocate that here. We propose to provide, first, that he 
shall be an alien; and second, that under the wise discretion of 
our officials the person may be deported. What shall be re 
ceived as evidence? Is there any question that the young man 
who killed Carnot showed the other day upon his own stu 
ment upon the examination that he was an anarchist of well- 
knownanarchistic tendencies? 

I have explained why it is necessary to have a provision fo: 
ancxamination of the person, because there are certain sociectic 
which have the mark of their membership placed upon the pe 
son in indelible ink. That is well known to be the case in other 
countries, and it seems to me this alien immigrant m ist be 
bound by his common reputation as every citizen in this country 
is bound by his general reputation. 

The orders, decrees, or judgments. 

Suppose a well-known anarchist is ordered out of France t 
morrow under the severe laws they have just enacted there. 
He comes to this country. Are we toshut our eyes to what 1 
man has been? Of course we may do the man injustice, but it 
strikes me that in carrying ont a great beneficial law of this 
character we must make stringent provisions. 

It is not conelusive. These *‘ orders, decrees, or judgm 
may be acc »pted as conclusive; and so of the notifications 
| police authorities. They are officials of the Governm 
| the person is ordered out of a city we have aright simp 
| that into consideration and, in view of all the other matt 
| closed, the party may be ordered out of the country. It 
| to me that if we are going to have a law which will be ol 
| it needs to be strict and it needs to be capable of enio: 
| I agree with a\l the Senator from Llinois says abou 
stract rights of citizens, but I have no sympathy what 
| these people, beeause they owe no allegiance to God, nor 
| nor any government. They strike at everybody. 

They strike not only at Government officials and bheacs © 
Government, but they strike at their next-door neighbor. 1» 
aim to strike down society, and I would slay them as q 
I would strike a wild beast that came into my track io 2 

To some extent the Government must participate in 122! 
We 


me, 
spirit for the protection of our Government. 
troubled except with these people. The honestIrish immizrst 
gives us no trouble, the German immigrant, the Norweg!4, 
and lots of other people who come here give us no trou)e. 
| is simply a special class that we are aiming at. 
It seems to me that the bill proposed as a substitute is | 
—— fairly well drawn. Let us try it, and if we dis 
| in its enforcement that any injustice is done to any houes! 
| of people, it can of course be remedied. I think we are « 
| to do something like this, or we shall soon witness the 
| that other countries have witnessed. ! 
I propose to offer several amendments to perfect the subs'™ 
tute. Perhaps I may as well do it now as at any other time. ‘2 
| section 2, line 4,after the word “ opinions,” I move to insert % 
word “‘and.” 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. ais 
Mr. HILL. In line 5, of the same section, before the wore 
‘‘may,” 1 move to strike out the word ‘ he” and insert ‘it, °° 
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as to read, ‘‘And it may examine the person for marks,’ etc., re- 
ferring te the board. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. « In the same section, on page 3, line 6, before the 
word ‘‘may.” I move to strike out ‘‘ he” and insert ‘* it.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 2, line 6, before the word ** may,” 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ he,” and insert “‘it;” so as to read: 

It may accept evidence of the immigrant’s common reputation as an an- 
archist, etc. 

Mr. HILL. That wasa misprint. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It has reference tothe board. 

Mr. HILL. It should read ‘and it may accept evidence,” 
referring to the board. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. In line 6, of section 3, after the word “or,” I 
move to insert *‘ that he is not a man of geod character or.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New York to the amendment of the committee 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 3, line 6, after the word “or, 
it is proposed to insert “that he is not a man of good character 
or;” so as to read: 

If such alien is an anarchist, or that he is not a man of good character, or 


that he is not attached to the principles of the Constitution of the United 
States. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. In line 8, of the same section, on page 4, I move 
to strike out the word ‘‘ and” where it first occursand insert the 
words “or is not.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amend menttothe amendment 
will be stated. 

TheSecrReTaRy. In section 3,line8, after the words “United 
States,” it is proposed to strike out the word “and” and insert 
“or is not;” so as to read, ‘attached to the principles of the 
Constitution of the United States or is not well disposed to the 
peace and good order of the same.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. In the same line, [ move to strixe out the words 
“neace-and,” and insert the word “happiness.” I will state 
that these are amendments which were suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. SauRMan]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendmentto the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 9, of section 3, after the word 
“order,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘and happiness.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. In the same section, line 12, after the word 
‘shall,’ I move to insert ‘‘ after the term of his imprisonment 
shall have expired.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator that there may 
be some other punishment inflicted besides imprisonment, and 
therefore it would be beiter to say *‘in addition to other pun- 
ishmen ts adjudged and suffered.” 

Mr. HILL. 1 think that would be an improvement. Then, 
instead of the amendment T have proposed, I will move, in sec- 
tion 3, line 12, after the word ‘‘ adjudged,” to insert the werds 

“and suffered.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from New York to the language in the bill in line 9, of sec- 
tion 4, “‘required by section 1 of the act of 1393,” I suggest to 
the Senator that he should there insert the date of the act re- 
ferred to, which is the act of March 3, 1893. 

Mr. HILL. In section 4, line 9, after the words “‘act of,” I 
move to insert ‘‘ March 3;” so as to read, ‘the act of March 3, 
1893.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR] has 
an amendment he de-ires to offer. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iam in favor of the whole of what is known 
asthe Trexsury bill. I also think there are someexeellent pro- 
visions in the bill as it came from the House of Representatives 
and some that are very unwise. If they both go into the con- 
ference the good may be saved and the unwise rejected. 

It has been objected to the fourth section of the Treasury bill 
that it would tend to do away with the inspection now required 
under the very excellent bill formulated by the Senator from 
New Hampshire (Mr. CAaANDLER]}, and known as the act of March 
3, 1893. I think, therefore, it would be well to make some decla- 
tation expressing the purpose of this bill, and I offer an amend- 
ment to that effect. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont will be stated. 


” 
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The SECRETARY. At the end of the bill it is proposed to in- 
sert the following as a new section: 


Suc. 6. The inspection at the port ef departure authorized by this act 
Shall n« ANY Manner take the place of, limit. or modify the Inspection 
require e port of arrival by the act of March 3, 1803, but shall be pre 
liminary ; auxiliary thereto. 

nm 10 SON 7~T . . ) 

The VICE-PRESIDENT Ch tion ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Vermont to the amendment of 


the committee. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I suggest to the Senator whether he kad 
not better also make that declaration cover the inspection by 
the officers of the steamship companies. We do not want to do 
anything to relieve the steamship companies from their obliga- 
tions in this matter. It seems this only refers to inspection by 
the officers at the ports in this country. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will say to the Senator from West Vir 
ginia that I donot think that is necessary. Wo do not requiro 
specific inspections by the steamship companies, but we require, 
as he will remember, lists or manifests, and the word “ inspec- 
tions ” is not properly applicable to those. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is not exactiy applicable, I will say to 
the Senator from New Hampshire; but yet, in order to make 
those lists, the steamship companies have to make a very thor 
ough examination of immigrants. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ‘The Senator ought to say ‘‘ nor to relievo 
any stenmship company from responsibility under existing law."’ 
There would be no objection to that. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Thatis what I desire the Senator from 
Vermont to insert in the proper place in his amendment. 

Mr. PROCTOR. If the Senator will prepare tae amendment 
I will accept it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will send the amendment to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to modify the amendment of 
the Senator from Vermont by adding: 

Nor shall be construed to relieve the steamship company from any duties 
or responsibilities under existing law. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I will accept that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Vermont, as modified, to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.HILL. The Senator from Massachusetts Mr. Hoar] calls 
my attention to a misprint in line 8 of section 2, on page 3 
where the word “degrees” is used instead of ‘‘ decrees.” I 
should read “orders, decrees, or judgments of foreign govern- 
ments.” 1 move thatamendment to the committce amendux 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to be added as a separate section. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add the following asan 





section: 

Sec. 7. That on and after the Ist day of January, 1895 ‘re shall be col 
lected from each and every alien person coming into ti t states a poll 
tax of #10, under such rules and regulatio.s as the Secretar) he Treasur 
shall prescribe, and the moneys so collected shall be covered into t 


Treasury 

Mr. HILL. I wish the Senator from Kansas would not press 
that amendment now. This bill does not touch any of the ques 
tions involved in the point of charging head money. I am dis- 
posed to concede that the time may come wh n it will be desir- 
able to increase that amount. We have not amended th: 
sections of the Revised Statutes, nor have we considered tha 
subject. I should prefer to let it go over until December, an 
in the meantime, after consultation with our officials, if it 
deemed desirable to increase the amount of head money I shall 
be one to propose the increase; butI wish the Senator would not 
press the amendment at this time. 

Mr. PEFFER. This is one of those ideas that I think it well 
to keep before the public, and on every appropriate occasion | 
feol it my duty to present it. 

I appreciate the situation as presented by the Senator from 
New York, and it is not my purpose to make any particular noise 
about the matter; but it isa very simple process to vote down 
the amendment if the Senators present do not want to incorpo- 
rate it in the bill. 

I suggest, however, that the bill will probably go into con- 
ference, masmuch as the Senate has materially amended the 
bill as itcame from the House; and, in view of that fact, this ad- 
ditional amendment might as well be called to the attention of 
the conferencecommittee, and let the membersof that committee 
dispose of it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to call the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Kansas to the fact that the head money has been already 
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increased at the present session by the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill now in conference from 50 cents to $1. While that is 
uot a sufficient increase so far as the Senator is concerned, it is 
a provision which will probably be ample for paying the ex- 
penses of administering the immigration laws. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is onthe amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment reported by the committee as amended. 

Mr. KYLE. Before the bill passes, I should like to have the 
Senator from New York define what he means by the word 
‘‘anarchist.” I do not wish to quibble upon this matter, but I 
think its definition very important in connection with this bill. 
The Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] a few moments ago 
spoke about how the word “anarchist” is sometimes used inter- 
changeably with the word ‘‘ socialist.” 

Mr. HILL. It was not deemed advisable in this bill to at- 
tempt a definition of what constitutes an anarchist. Wecan 
refer to the dictionary for that. An anarchist is one who is op- 
on to all forms of civil government; an anarchist is also de- 

ned as a man who is opposed to all social order, and in various 
forms the word is described in that sort of way. 

We provide, first, that no anarchist shall be admitted into this 
country. That leaves, of course, a broad discretion, but not so 
broad as is left in England, where the officers have a right to 
keep out or to deport any person whose presence is not deemed 
desirable who is an alien—it refers to no one else, of course— 
and then there is agort of limitation afterwards; ‘‘ but this shall 
not be so construed as to apply to political refugees or political 
offenders.” 

Political offenders, in the ordinary sense of the term, believe 
in overturning one government, perhaps, for the establishment 
ofanother; but an anarchist does not believe in any government. 
He does not believe it is unlawful to kill, to stab, to rob, or to do 
anything he desires todo. There is no question about that. 

Mr. KYLE. I beg the Senator's pardon upon that point. The 
theory of anarchism does not extend to any such thing as that. 
There are anarchists in the city of Boston to-day, men who are 
professors, who hold to the theoretical view that people can at- 
tain to such a high state of perfection where they believe they 


can live without any law at all, except that one man shall treat 
another fairly and that men shall live one with another. 


Mr. HILL. If there is sucha class of people in Boston or any- 
where in the world, we do not want any more of them here. 

Mr. KYLE. They discountenance every sort of violence, as I 
discountenance every sort of violence. e donot want anybody 
in this country who carries the torch and the bomb and who in- 
tends to destroy human life or human liberty. That is certain’ 
But it seems to me this term ought to be defined in some way so 
that the inspectors can get at these people and ascertain those 
who are bent upon violence. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from South Dakota will allow me 
to inquire of him of what those gentlemenin Boston are profess- 

Mr. KYLE. I have read articles from certain men in Bos- 
ton—I do not propose to give their names—who hold to the the- 
oretical view that people can arrive at such a high state of soci- 
ety that they can live without law. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator speaksof them as professors, which 
would imply that they were professors in colleges or schools. 

Mr. KYLE. I do not mean to intimate that they are profess- 
ors in public institutions. 

Mr. HOAR. OF what are they professors? 

Several SENATORS. Of saereny. 

Mr. HOAR. What evidence has the Senator from South 
Dakota that there is anybody described as a professor in the 
city of Boston or other place who holds such views? I do not 
think there are any in Boston. 

Mr. KYLE. Tread anarticle very recently, written by a gen- 
tleman in Boston, a man of culture and of letters, who held to 
that view. . 

Really, according to the definition of anarchism, it is anarchy— 
there is noquestion aboutthat—because it is living without law. 
What do we mean by “anarchists”? Dowe mean those who be- 
lieve that eeeeeam live together ina state of society withoutlaw, 
treating mankind as their brethren, or do we mean those who 
are going to use the torch and the bomb for the purpose of kill- 
ing others, and who are trying to override every form of good 
government that we have in our art 

Mr. HILL. If persons who donot believe in any law gofurther 
and want to overturn all law and all government, they are just 
as bad as the man who stabs another in the back or who applies 
the torch to a house; but if they content themselves with their 
theories, if they stop right there and do not endeavor to put 
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those theories into effect, of course they are harmless creaty 

if they obey the law; but if they go further, and think they have 
the right to carry out their views and bring them to perfect ion 
by violence or any other means, they are justas badas any others 

Mr. KYLE. That is just what 1 want to define in this bil). | 

Mr. HILL. You will define the law away. That is the dif 
culty about it. Something must be left to the good sense of th, 
American people, our officials, and our magistrates. 

The Senator from South Dakota would not want the class o| 
people referred to to be countenanced, and I do not want them 
to be. I think there will be no practical difficulty about the ep. 
forcement of this bill should it become a law. 

Mr. KYLE. I assure the Senator that we entirely agreo upon 
that matter; but I wish to say that if the board donot know any. 
thing more about anarchy or about socialism and some other 
isms that we have heard upon this floor sometimes in discussions, 
we shall get into a great deal of difficulty very soon. 

Mr. HILL. As a general proposition the world-over an a: 
archist isa bad person, and should be deported from any civilized 
society. That, as a general proposition, is true, is it not? 

Mr. KYLE. Of a violent anarchist, yes. 

Mr. HILL. Of ‘‘a violent anarchist” ? 

Mr. KYLE. If aman wants to hold such a theory as that of 
a high state of society where people can live without law, let 
him hold his theory, but I do not believe in anarchy. 

Mr. HILL. [ have no objection to his belief in his theory, 
but he must hold it in some other country than ours. 

Mr. KYLE. There is another point which strikes me. In 
section 2, line 5, the Senator from New York has changed th: 
word ‘‘he” to ‘‘it.” That is correct so far, but the word '‘ may” 
is then used; ‘‘It may examine the person for marks indicative 
of such membership.” Why not make it ‘‘ shall” ? 

Again, on the first line of page 3, in section 2, the bill reads 
“it may accept evidence of the immigrant’s common reputation 
as an anarchist,” etc. Why not say ‘‘it shall accept,” and make 
the language mandatory all the way through? 

Again, in line 22 of the same section, the word ‘‘may” is used 
instead of ‘‘shall.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator from South Da- 
kota that a man may be charged with being an anarchist, and 
the board of inquiry may be satisfied, without examining him, 
that he is not. Wedo not want toenact alaw which shall com- 
pel the board to examine the person of every one who happens 
to be charged with being an anarchist. 

Mr. KYLE. I suggest these amendments, because without 
them I fear the bill will be absolutely inefficient. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In one breath the Senator is for treating 
the anarchists very tenderly, and now he is for treating them 
more severely than are any of the rest of us. 

Mr. KYLE. I wish the Senator from New Hampshire to un- 
derstand that I do not want an anarchist, in my interpretation 
of that word, to come into this country. I am not an anarchist 
myself, though I have frequently been charged with being one 
by the newspapers of the country; but when we find an anarchist 
seeking to come here for the purpose of subverting our institu- 
tions, taking human life, and destroying property, I want him 
kept out of our country by a ‘‘shall,” by a mandate, and not by 
a ‘ ma » 


Mr. CHANDLER. He is kept out by a mandate, but there is 
a discretion given to the board of inquiry as to how they shall 
ascertain the facts. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the Senator from South 
Dakota toafact. Various billshave been introduced into Con- 
gress hitherto excluding anarchists and socialists, but none of 
them have become laws. It was felt thatit would be very difl- 
cult to exclude the socialist, because a socialist may be a very 
harmless person, notwithstanding the opinions he holds that al! 
property should be held incommon. Very estimable people, 4 
a matter of theory, may be socialists, and here we now do not 
exclude socialists in attempting to deal with anarchists. A® 
anarchist is a man who seeks destruction. He is not 4 man 
who has a theory that all property should be owned in common, 
he is a destroyer. 

We havereached the point now in the exclusion of immigran's 
whore we are prepared, the people are prepared, and the Sen 
ator from South Dakota himself is prepared, to say that a mn 
who is an anarchist, that is to say, a man who believes 10 the 
destruction of everything in order to build up nothing upon 't, 
ought to be kept out of this country. Asthe Senator from New 
York says, the question must finally be determined as to w het her 
he shall be admitted by the inspection officers and the Secretary 
of the Treasury. After he gets in, the question whether he 
shall be deported is to depend upon the judgment of a court 
upon proof submitted to it. I do not see how we cin 4ny 
more carefully or wisely guard all persons desiring to come 
this country and all persons who have come. 
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The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] just now asked 
me about the board of inquiry. I will say it is a board of four 
inspectors. Before the strict provisions of this law can be ap- 
plied to a man charged with anarchy, he must be excluded by 
three of the inspection board, and the fourth inspector can take 
the case upon appeal to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

It seems to me that the provisions of the existing law and of 
this bill are co carefully guarded that Senators need notbe afraid 
that even anarchists will be unjustly treated by the great nation 
to which we belong. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from New York to add 
at the end of the firat section the words ‘‘ other than such an- 
archists.” The phraseology literally is that if a person be a 
political refugee or a political offender he is not included in the 
inhibition, even if he be an anarchist. Probably nobody will 
construe it so, but I think the language should be amended soas 
to remove all doubt. 

Mr. HILL. The object of that language is to make it cor- 
respond to the provisions of our treaties so asto be sure that we 
do not violate them as to political offenders. 

Mr. HOAR. That is all right, but if an anarchist has com- 
mitted a political offense abroad, is still an anarchist, and avows 
himself such, you would let him come into the country. For 
instance, suppose the man who has just murdered the French 
President had made his escape and was trying to enter this 
country, we would not want to let him enter the country, al- 
though as a political offender he would be admitted within the 
provisions of a treaty. 

Mr. HILL. I think it will make the bill meet the popular 
judgment better to allow it to remain as it is. 

Mr. HOAR. The provision of the bill is that no anarchist 
shall be permitted to enter this country, but this shall not apply 
to any political offender or any political refugee. The literal 
meaning of that is that, although he is an anarchist, if he is a 
political offender or refugee he may come in. I thought if the 
words were added, ‘‘ other than suchanarchists,” it would make 
the meaning clear; but I shall not press the amendment if the 
Senator from New York does not like it. 

Mr. HILL. This was subjected to the criticism of the Secre- 
tary of State, Mr. Gresham, and he thought this was the proper 
phraseology. rs 

Mr. HOAR. I would rather have the opinion of the Senator 
from New York than that of Secretary Gresham on this sub- 
ject. 

; Mr. HILL. I prefer to leave the language as it stands. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not think there can be any doubt as the 
language stands but that it will admit an anarchist if he can 
prove that he is a political offender. 

Mr. HOAR. So it reads. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from New York does not in- 
tend to permit that, he ought to change the phraseology. 

Mr. HILL. What is the precise suggestion? 

Mr. HOAR. To insert “other than such anarchists.” 

Mr. TELLER. Or “ not anarchists.” 

Mr. HILL. I will accept the amendment suggested by the 
Senator from Massachusetts if he will offer it in that form. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senatorfrom Massachusetts to the amendmentof the committee 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the words “ political offenders,” at 
the end of section 1, in line 6, it is proposed to insert ‘‘ other 
than such anarchists.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from New York will give me his 
attention, I desire to ask what is to be the limit of the powerand 
duty of the inspectors provided forinsection4. The only power 
that is given is ‘‘to erase from the list or manifest of passen- 
gers the name of any immigrant who he is satisfied should 
not be permitted toland in this country.” No matter who the 
person may be, the inspector has absolute discretion. I do not 
want somebody with whom I have a quarrel or some person 
who is indiscreet in speech or anything olse to have such a power 
over me. 

Mr. HILL. The inspector can not stop such persons if the 
shipowners desire to take them, but his statement is forwarded 
by the master of the vessel to be delivered to the officer at the 
port of landing. 

Mr. HOAR. He ‘may forbid the transportation of any per- 
son belonging tothe excluded classes in the first or second cabin 
or in any part of any vessel.” 

a HILL. The steamship companiessbring them at their 
peril. 

Mr. HOAR. So nothing happens if he forbids the bringing 
over of a person, except that his action in so forbidding the 
companies tc bring persons here is brought to the knowledge 
of the officers here. 
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Mr. HILL. That is ail. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well, then; I understand it. 

Mr. HILL. That is the theory of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. The third section provides “that upon the trial 
and conviction of any foreign-born and unnaturalized person,” 
who is described as a person who “is not attached to the prin- 
ciples of the Constitution of the United States and well disposed 
to the good order and happiness of the same ”"—— 

Mr. HILL. I have moved an amendment to that, which has 
been agreed to,so as tocomply with the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio as to the test put when a foreignor is naturalized. 

Mr. HOAR. “And that his remaining in this country will be 


a menace to the Government,” and so on, he is to be deported. 
Is there any provision in this bill by which apersonof that class, 
not an anarchist, can be excluded from coming in: that is, is 


there any provision in the bill under which a person not a crim- 
inal, not found to be an anarchist, can still be excluded if he be 
found to be not attached to the principles of the Constitution, 
etc.? 

Mr. HILL. No. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the way the bill reads. I want it made 
clear. 

Mr. HILL. The bill so provides. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

Mr.HILL. Ifaman stays here and behaves himself, although 
not attached to the principles of the Constitution, if he does not 
come in conflict with the authorities in any way, he is permit- 
ted to remain. 

Mr. HOAR. He is permitted to land? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not propose to object to this 
bill in whichever of its two forms it shall pass the Senate. In 
the first place, it deals with an admitted evil, a very great and 
growing evil. It deals with a terror to all civilized nations, 
all governments, all property, and all social order. 

After a great deal of consideration and reflection, and after 
various propositions which have failed, itis the best that the 
committee having charge of the subject has been able to agree 
upon and propose. It has the great authority of the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], who has been studying 
the subject for years, and of my colleague |Mr. LopGgr}, who 
has been studying the matter very carefully since his entrance 
into public life, and I do not therefore wish, in a matter so 
grave and serious, to put my individual scruple and reluctance 
against the judgment of these gentlemen who have given so 
much honest and unbiased study to the question. If it were an 
ordinary evil, if it were a criminal law, if it were an ordinary 
matter of regulation, in a matter of consequence but still not 
vital, i should resist the bill, because there is a very serious ob- 
jection to it in principle. It is a principle which, if it is 
adopted, will return to plague us, and one which I hope that 
hereafter the legislative bodies of the United States, after try- 
ing this measure a little while, will find a means of improving. 

[t strikes at the serious and valuable human right of expatri- 
ation, a right which the United States has asserted and vindi- 
cated for mankind, and which the diplomacy of President Grant 
and the new power and authority with which the United States 
was clothed after the rebellion had been put down, extorted from 
the unwilling nations of Europe one by one. Itis one of the 
chief glories of that great Administration, as it is one of the 
chief glories of the Republic itself, that we compelled all man- 
kind to agree to the proposition that a human being anywhere 
might lay down one nationality and take upon himself another, 
and that so long as he behaves himself as a good citizen and as 
a good member of society he might go wherever in the world he 
pleased and there find a home. 

The pending bill says that when a majority of the board, three 
nonjudicial officers belonging to the board of special inquiry, de- 
termine, not that a man has done anything,not even that he has 
said anything, but that he is a character defined by the vague, 
indeterminate word ‘‘anarchist,” which the Senator from New 
York with great ingenuity and with great wisdom thinks it is 
better not to attempt to define in the debate, he shall be ex- 
cluded and sent back to the country whence he came. 

I think the Senator from New York manifested his consum- 
mate wisdom when, I think for the first time in our legislative 
history, the author and defender of a bill of this kind though’ 
it was better that it should be passed without stating what it 
meant. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts a question? 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Oregon please, I should 
like to finish this point first. Then I will listen to the Sen- 
ator’s question. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. All right. 

Mr. HOAR. If we were talking about ordinary matters, if 
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we were dealing with American citizens and American citizen- 
ship, I think these reasons would compel me, and I believe they 
would compel the majority of the Senate, to deny their assent 
to the bill. But I agree that we have the absolute right to ex- 
clude persons of other countries from coming here, and we have 
a right to put upon them the burden of showing their fitness, 
not merely in the light of their past conduct, but their fitness, 
judging them by their purposes, judging them by their opin- 
ions, judging them by the nature of their pursuits and thoughts, 
and the burden of showing that they come with safety and 
benefit to the country to which they come. 

Mr. President, I repeat that I thinte the objections to the bill 
in principle ought to be stated, so that this nebulous method of 
legislation shall not get into our general legislative precedents 
in reference to dealing with our own citizens, so that it shall not 
be extended, and so that the wit of committees, of members of 
legislative bodies, and of the American people may hereafter 
sev itself todevising asubstitute which may be better. But hav- 
ing stated these objections and confessing the great weight they 
have with me, I still say that if the committee come to us say- 
ing this is the best they can do, lam prepared to concur with 
them in passing the bill as a means of meeting the present evil 
and the present condition. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I think the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts has substantially answered the question 
which I rose toask. Is itnot a fact that the doctrine of the 
right of expatriation, to.which the Senator referred as being 
one of the giories of the Administration of President Grant and 
of the Republic, has always been considered in the light of the 
other doctrine, that each government has a right to determine 
whether the presence of a particular person or any particular 
class of persons in a country would be pernicious to the govern- 
ment itself, and that it may exclude such persons? 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from O asks me in substance 
whetber I think the doctrine which has been our glory and 
pride has been fearfully demoralized in the matter of Chinese 
legislation, that has been thrust upon us by the representatives 
of the Pacific const. I think it has. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that these rights are absolutely distinct. The 
one isa rightof the government and residesin the government. 
The other is a right of the man. The right to get up and leave 
a ree and go to another is one which resides in the indi- 
vidual. 


Mr. HOAR. 


I said all that, although the Senator from Col- 
orado suid it a great deal better than I did, as he always does. 


Mr. TELLER. But the Senator from Massachusetts insists 
thet the right to say who shall come and reside in a country is 
a violation of the first principle which I mentioned. The right 
ofa man to leave the neighborhood where he was born and to 
throw off the allegiance of the government under which he was 
bern is a right upon which we have insisted. There is no lins 
in our history ee in favor of abrogating or abandoning 
the universal right of every nation to say who shall come within 
its borders. But the two are so distinct that in my judgment 
there can be no possible connection between them. 

Mr. HOAR. The affirmation of that right, made in the Bur- 
lingame treaty, in the legislation which followed it, and in the 
constitution of the State of California, goes very much further 
than does the Senator's statement. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not talking about that. Everybody in 
the United States believes in the ht of expatriation, and we 
have brought the world to believe in it at last. It is denied no- 
where that I know of to-day among the nations of the earth. 
That is one doctrine. It is not inconsistent, I repeat, with the 
doctrine that the United States shall say that while a man in 
Germany has a right to emigrate, if he sees fit, we have a right 
to say he shall not come here if his coming is obnoxious to us. 

Mr. HOAR. Thatis only saying, if the Senator from Colo- 
rado will pardon me, that every bird has a right to fly when it 
chooses, but that it may only alight when it finds a place. 

Mr. TELLER. Therightof expatriation was never anywhere 
tortured into the idea that a man had a right to go where he 
was not wanted. He can only go where the people say they will 
have him. That isa nee of international law which was 
established after tribulation and trial, until [ think Imaysay, it 
is international law now. 

Mr. President, the evil of promiscuous and unrestricted im- 
migration is a very great one,I admit. I think we are suffering 
very severely in this country from it now, but it is not so great, 
in my opinion, that we should violate a fundamental principle 
of free government without at least an effort being made to cor- 
rect the bill if it does violate it. 

The Senator from Massachusetts seems to think the bill does 
violate it. Yet he says that if the committee say they can not 
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doany better he will accept the bill. IL am not willing to dy 
that. I will take a hand at fixing it. I think the Senate mich; 
do that, and that that is the first thing for ustedo. If the com 

mittee have brought here a bill which we do not thinlr ig ; 

proper bill, there ought to be enough wisdom in the Senate, jt 
there is not in the committee, to frame a bill which wil! ho 
within the principles of free government. 

With all due deference to the committee, it seems to me {) 
bill has been hastilydrawn. It seems to me that the commit 
is in a hurry, and I think the bill ought to go back to the 
mittee. I wish to make a few suggestions, however, as to \ 
I conceive to be the objectionable features of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator from Colorado passes to t |), 
part of the argument, will he allow me to make a suggestion” 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to read a part of the statute, 1 
in the Revised Statutes of the United States, passed in |~\\s 
when this country. was all aglow with the Burlingame treuty: 

Whereas the right of expatriation is a natural and imherent right of «| 
people, indispensable to the enjoyment of the rights of life, liberty, and th 
pursuit of happiness; and whereas in the recognition of this principle | 
Government has freely received emigrants from all nations, and inve 
them with the rights of citizenship. 

And so on. 

When that language was enacted into law, it was substantiai\, 
the universal belief of the American people not merely that : 
well-meaning citizen had a right tosever his connection wit) 
his old government, but that he had a right to go wherever on 
the face of the earth he chose, behaving himself properly and 
decently, and attach himself to the new government at hischoice, 
and that the right of any government to reject him was a right 
to reject him for cause and for unfitness. The government is to 
be the judge of that, to be sure, but if he were a fit. and suitabic 
man he had the right to be received. That was the doctrine o 
the State of California in those days. Their Chinese experienc: 
led them very largely to change their minds. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Massachusetts and | dv 
not particularly differ. I am speaking of the right of a na- 
tion to prohibit those whom it does not desire, and of that the 
nation must be the judge. Nobody else can judge of it. If the 
nation says that ared-haired man or a black-skinned man mus! 
not come here, that settles it. It may be all wrong 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me ons 
other sentence, and then I shall sit down? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. That isa good illustration. If, in 1868 this na- 
tion had said we will not admit red-haired men, or if the Con- 
gress had proposed such a provision of law, it would have been 
received with abhorrence by the entire people as a violation of 
the inherent natural rights of manhood. Thatis precisely what 
I say. 

Mr. TELLER. [ think it would be rather straining it to say 
that a man shall be excluded simply because his hair is red; but 
if there had been no black men on this continent the American 
Congress might have said that the citizens of Africa should no! 
land in this country, because they were a people who neve! 
could become harmonious or homegeneous with our own people 
That is a right which i claim the nation has, and that is all | do 
claim. Of course if the nation saw great danger in red-haired 
men they might keep them away as they would any others 

I do not wish to waste any time over that question, but [ wish 
to say a word ortwoabout the measure, as thereseems to be ade- 
termination to passitto-night. The substitute begins, it seems 
to me, in rather a roundabout way. The fourth section ough! 
to be the first section instead of the last section or next to the 
last section, because it begins with the appointment of some- 
body to supervise the departure of the emigrant from the for- 
eign country. Thatseems tobe a logical way to begin, and that 
is the way the measure ought tobegin. Instead of that we have 
in the first section-— 


That no alien anarchist shall hereafter be permitted toland at any port 
of the United States. 


That does not mean very much. ' 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me 
to state that every bill relating to immigration which has ever 
been passed has first defined the persons who should be excluded 
os then has gone and furnished the machinery for excluding 
them? 

Mr. TELLER. That might be better, but is it not a matter 
of taste? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yet the Senator says he would not pro 
vide the machinery until he had provided for the exclusion. 

Mr. TELLER. I will take section 2: 

That at the of aliens chanaet with being anarchists the board of 
special inquiry diligently inquire. 
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Lin .ieof the Senator from New Yerk what the board of | 
special inguiry is, and of whom it consists? 

Mr. HILL. The board of special inquiry consists of four offi- | 
cials in the city of New York, who are designated by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in writing to act as inspectors. 

Mr. TELLER. It is.a sort of asemicourt, I suppose, although 
not a court. 

Mr. HILL. They examine the manifests, etc. 

Mr. TELLER. It is a tribunal of some kind for determining 
the facts. 

Mr. HILL. Yes; they determine every other question as to 
exclusion, whether the person is insane, whether he isa pauper, 
whether, so far as they can find, he has ever been convicted of | 
any crime, or has any disease. 

Mr. TELLER. This inquiry, I understand, is made before the | 
parties have landed. 

Mr. HILL. They have landed on Ellis Island. 

Mr. TELLER. If so understand. 

Mr. HILL. Before they make a legal landing. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to 
this provision: 

The board of special inquiry shall diligently inquire of the accused by 
— questions as to his antecedents, political an whether he | 


longs to any society or association of known anar tendencies, and 
he may ex ne — 


Mr. HILL. ‘‘ It may examine;” the board. 
Mr. TELLER. That has been changed? 
Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. 


It may examine the person for marks indicative of such membership. 
I do not know whether that means his arms or the bedy. 
Mr. HILL. His person. 
Mr. WHITE. For marks and brands. 
Mr. TELLER. 


It may accept evidence of the immigrant’s common reputation as an an- | 
archist. and orders, decrees, or judgments of foreign governments and po- | 
lice notifications as prima facie evidence, which shall be suf#cient, unless 
successfully controverted, to sustain an order of deportation. 


That.is, if it isabsolutely necessary to violate one of the fun- 
damental principles of free government, and provide that the 
accused shall be compelled to convict himself, I suppose that 
may be done. 

Mr. HILL. The immigrant is not charged with a crime. 

Mr. TELLER. But it deprives him of what he claims as a 
privilege and a right. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Colorado allew me? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. There is another provision which apphies. 


The | 


proposed law and all United States laws in regard to immigra- ; ! 


tion are posted up at every port in Europeand in all places where 
immigrants congregate. lt is made the duty of the officials to | 
do that, and the steamship companies have to do it at every 
place where tickets are sold. Sothe person coming to thiscoun- 
try knows what he must submit to. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand all that, and what is proposed 
may perhaps be done without violating the provisions of the 
Constitution of the United States in letter, although I think it | 
does violate it in spirit. 

Mr. HILL. The party is not charged with any crime. It is 
a mere question of governmental policy, is it not, as to whether | 
he shall be admitted? 

Mr. TELLER. You deprive himof a right which he insists 


is his. | 
Mr. HILL. He owes no allegiance to us. 
Mr. TELLER. Ne. 


Mr. MILLS. I wish to ask the Senator from New York, in 
charge of the bill, if he will not let us have an executive ses- | 


sion’ I do not think we-can get throughwith the immigration | 
bill to-night. We have siruck some hard 8. | 
Mr. HILL. It depends upon the Senator from Colorado. 


Mr. TELLER. I shall take but a few minutes more. 
to make afew suggestions. 
but I do not like it. 

Now, here is an anomaly: 

The Secretary of the Treasury is_hereby authorized, in caso he shall be 
satisfied that an alien has been allowed to land,or has come into the United 
States contrary to the immigration laws— 

There are two classes, one where a man has been allowed to 
land and has.already come in without objection, and the other 
is where he has entered in violation of the law. 

; Mr. HILL. He might have come in without permission to 
and, 

Mr. TELLER. ‘‘Contrary to the immigration laws.” 

Mr. HILL. Through Canada or in some other way. 

Mr. TELLER. 


To issuea warrant and cause such alien to be taken into custody and re- 
turned to the country whence he came, at the expense of the importing ves- 


I wish 
[ do not want toantagonize the bill 
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| character, we say he shall stay bere. 
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sel, or ir he entered from an adjoining country, of which he is not a citizea, 
then te the country of his nativity, at the expense of the United States 





I do not see how under this provision you will return such a 
person to Canada if he has walked over the bridge or has come 


Mr. HILL. It has to be done at the expense of 
ment, if he did not come in a ship. 

Mr. FAULKNER. There is thesame provision in the general 
law now and it limits the time in which an immigrant can be 
sent back to one year after landing. 

Mr. TELLER. That may 


the Govern- 


be, but the substitute does not 


| seem to limit it to any time whatever. The Secretary of the 
Treasury may seize any man who is an alien and deport him 
Mr. FAULKNER. On proof. 
Mr. TELLER. He need not have any proof. 
Mr. FAULKNER. Oh, yes. 
Mr. TELLER. ‘In case ho shall be satisfied,” is what the 


provision says. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator from Colorado will allow me, I will 
state that that is precisely the provision of the law which has 
just been passed in England. 

Mr TELLER. I do not care anythingabout that. I am stat 
ing my objections to the pending bill. I think the committee 
could make the bill better bychanging the phraseology. ‘T) 
the substitute provides that— 

In such cases the Secretary may authorize any immigration offi 
summon Witnesses, administer oaths, ete. 


en 
lal to 


Now, | think that is a loose provision. 

Mr. HILL. It says “ to be submitted to him.” 

Mr. TELLER. The truth is that after people who come hero 
have landed they have certain rights which we are bound to re 
spect. Weare not to treat them as citizens, perhaps; they are 
not citizens, but they have the rights of personal protection, 
indemnity from improper arrest and seizure, etc. 

Now, if it is necessary that we should be harsh with these 
people (as may be the case, and I believe it is}, | think the com- 
mittee should define some system by which the usual rules o 
evidence shall be applied. That is all I complain of. | am 
willing that an alien shall be brought before a tribunal, care 
fully guarded, to determine the question whether he is of the 
character that we say we will put ont, and if he is not of that 
If he is not a bad man, he 
has a right tocome under the laws and tostay. It is only when 


| he is among the prohibited classes that we say we will put him 


out. What Icomplain of as to the entire substitute is that it is 
loose in its wholetenor. Itdoes not provide with the care which 
ought to be observed for the preservation of the rights of the 
oerson brought in question. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Colorado would 
that they should be tried by jury? 

Mr. TELLER. I would noé try them by jury, but I would try 
them by a board that would observe the rules of evidence, and 


not advocate 


| I would not let hearsay testimony send a man across the water. 
| Because somebody said he was ananarchist[ would not send him 


home. 

Mr. HILL. No; and we do not do that. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what you do herve. 

Mr. HILL. No, sir; except by common reputation. 

Mr. TELLER. Common reputation as an anarchist. | 
pose Mr. Mowbray and perhaps Herr Most—— 

Mr. HILL. I think Mowbray would be glad to hear the Sen- 
ator from Colorado discuss this subject. 

Mr. TELLER. I donot think the committee have taken the 
care in framing the proposed law that they ought to have taken. 
That is all I desire tosay. I am in full accord with them in de- 
siring to keep out this kind of immigration. My own opinion is 
that the pee to make the examination is abroad and not here. 
A careful examination should be made on foreign soil; and if the 
emigrants escape and come here, as some would, then let us re- 
sort.to the ordinary methods by which we determine facts in a 
country of law and not leave it arbitrarily to the Secretary of 
the Treasury or any official who may be appointed by him. 
Letus give these people an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator from Colorado will p-rmit 
me, we do that by the inspectors, who are provided for and who 
perform the work that is done in addition to that which is en- 
tailed,and is really an obligation imposed upon the agents of the 
steamship companies. I will state to the Senator that we have 
been so guarded in the pending bill that this is the only bill 
which has been passed designating an excepted class who can 
not come into this country in which we have limited the board 
of inquiry as to the character of evidence that they must take 
before they can exclude an immigrant. As to every other ex- 
cepted class, it is absolutely in the discretion of the board; but 
here we have tried to limit it as much as possible, so as net in 
any way to affect the rights of these parties. 


Ss ip- 
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Mr. TELLER. Iam very certain that the bill could be im- 
proved with fifteen or twenty minutes’ work on the part of the 
committee, and a great deal better bill drawn. But if the com- 
mittee say they have exhausted the whole subject, I may possi- 
bly be willing, like the Senator from Massachusetts, to rely 
upon the committee. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Colorado is aware that this is 
a difficult subject to handle. 

Mr. TELLER. I know it is a difficult subject to handle. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me 
to say a word? 

Mr. TELLER. Iam going to yield the floor. 
my objections to the measure. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I wish to say a word before the Senator 
concludes. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the Senator from Colorado will yield for 
a motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Texas allow me? 
The session is, we hope, nearing aclose. The pending measure 
ie what is called an Administration bill. It was prepared atthe 
Treasury Departinent and has only had a few days consideration 
by the committee. I hold that the writ of habeas corpus could 
always be resorted toin the case stated in section 2, and I would 
suggest to the Senator—— 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator from New Hampshire say 
it can not now be resorted to? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think it can be, as the measure stands. 

Mr. TELLER. I presume it can be. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I suggestto the Senator and to the Senate 
that the bill will undoubtedly go into conference, and that it be 
allowed to passat thistime. When the bill goes into conference 
the conferees will undoubtedly give the suggestions of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts and the Senator [rom Colorado careful 
consideration, and make such amendments as justice seems to re- 
quire. But I am afraid that if the bill is not passed now it will 
not become a law at the present session. 

I have waived my objection to the report of the committee in 
order that we may this afternoon get the bill through, and I 
hope that Senators will treat it as of sufficient importance to 
stay here and finish it to-night. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say that I did not rise to an- 
tagonize the bill. I had no idea of doing that. 

Mr. HILL I know the Senator did not. 

Mr. TELLER. I thought the committee might make some 
improvements in the bill. If it is admitted that the bill can not 
be improved, if neither the Senate nor the committee can im- 
prove it, and it must be taken as it comes from that source of all 
wisdom, the Treasury Department, I do not know that I care to 
say anything further. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let us vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [I ask for a vote 

Mr. TELLER. I will say before 1 sit down, if the Senator 
from New Hampshire will allow me, that the bill does not com- 
mend itself to me at all because it came from the executive de- 
partment of the Government. I think the idea that the execu- 
tive department of the Government is tobe called upon on every 
occasion to draft bills for the legislative body is a pernicious 
one. It is a growing evil, and one which, as far as I am con- 
cerned, I do not intend to encourage. 

“ r. CHANDLER. I hope we may now have a vote on the 
ill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HILL, the title was amended so as to read: 
‘*A bill to amend the various acts relative to immigration and 
the importation of aliens under contract or agreement to per- 
form labor.” 

Mr. ChLANDLER. I move that the Senate request a confer- 
ence with the Hous» of Representatives on the bill and amend- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


I have stated 


By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized | 


to appoint the conferees on the partof the Senate, and Mr. HILL, 
Mr, FAULKNER, and Mr. CHANDLER were appointed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 
Mr. MILLS. 
eration of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to: and the Senate proceeded to the 
After fifteen minutes spent 


consideration of executive business, 
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I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- | 


AUGUST 6, 


in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
and 45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-mori 
Tuesday, August 7, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate August 6, 1895. 
. UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE. 

Amos M. Thayer, of Missouri, to be United States circuit judge 
for the eighth judicial circuit, as provided for by act approved 
July 23, 1394. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGES. 

Henry S. Priest, of Missouri, to be United States district judge 
for the eastern district of Missouri, upon the confirmation as cir- 
cuit judge of the eighth judicial circuit of Amos M. Thayer, this 
day nominated as such circuit judge. 

James D. Porter, of Tennessee, to be United States district 
judge for the eastern and middle districts of Tennessee, vive |). 
M. Key, resigned. 

POSTMASTERS. 

John W. Hamerly, to be postmaster at Colton, in the county 
of San Bernardino and State of California, in the place of Wi)! 
iam Henry Wright, whose commission expired June 14, 18:4. 

Luther M. Embry, to be postmaster at Shelbyville, in the 
county of Shelby and State of Illinois, in the place of Ambrose 
M. Chaddick, resigned. 

C. E. Smith, to be postmaster at Correctionville, in the county 
of Woodbury and State of lowa, in the place of Willis W. Over- 
holser, resigned. 

B. W. Hero, to be postmaster at Westboro, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Frank 
W. Bullard, whose commission expired March 7, 1894. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
a Infantry arm. 

First Lieut. Edward E. Hardin, Seventh Infantry, to be cin 
tain July 31, 1894, vice Burnett, Seventh ([nfantry, retired from 
active service. 

First Lieut. Richard H. Wilson, adjutant, Eighth Infant: 
to be captain July 31, 1894, vice Hutton, Eighth Infantry, dis- 
missed. 

Second Lieut. Charles S. Farnsworth, Twenty-fifth Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant July 31, 1894, vice Hardin, Seventh [nfan 
try, promoted. 

Second Lieut. CharlesGerhardt, Twentieth Infantry, to be firs: 
lieutenant August 1, 1894, vice Terrett, Eighth Infantry, ap 
pointed regimental adjutant. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 6, 1894. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Commodore Henry Erben, to be a rear-admiral. 

Capt. Charles S. Norton, to be a commodore. 

Commander Frank Wildes, to be a captain. 

Lieut.-Commander William W. Reisinger, to be a commaniicr. 

Lieut. Albion V. Wadhams, to be a lieutenant-command 

Lieut. (junior grade) John H. L. Holcombe, to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut. (junior grade) William L. Burdick, to be a lieutenant. 

Ensign Joseph L. Jayne, to be a lieutenant (junior grade. 

Ensign James G. Vayle, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 

SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 

Clayton Belknap, of Virginia City, Nev., to be surveyor-ge"- 
eral of Nevada. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Francis L. O'Reilly, of Rhode Island, to be collector of cis 
toms for the district of Providence, in the State of Rhode I> 
land. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

John A. Ely, of Towner, N. Dak., to be receiver of publi 
moneys at Minot, N. Dak. 

William H. McDonald, of North Platte, Nebr., to be rece'' 


| of public moneys at North Platte, Nebr. 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
Michael J. Barrett, of Jamestown, N. Dak.; to be register 0 


‘ 


| the land office at Minot, N. Dak. 


John F. Hinman, of North Platte, Nebr., to be register o! the 
land office at North Platte, Nebr. 
INDIAN AGENT, 
Louis F. Pearson, of Medicine Lodge, Kans., to be agent for 
a Indians of the Pottawatomie and Great Nemaha Agency |" 
ansas. 











1894. 


ee 








POSTMASTERS. 

Peter Geachwind, to be postmaster at Sleepy Eye, in the 
county of Brown and State of Minnesota. ; 

C. F. Buck, to be postmaster at Winona, in the county of Wi- 
nona and State of Minnesota. 

Eugene J. O'Neil, to be postmaster at Chicopee Falls, in the 
county of Hampden and State of Massachusetts. 

Woodbury A. Ham, to be postmasterat Everett, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

Frank Q. Mitchell, be postmaster at Mound City, in the county 
of Holt and State of Missouri. 

George Wallwork, to be postmaster at White Sulphur Springs, 
in the county of Meagher and State of Montana. 

Mrtin E. Conlan, to be postmaster at Alexandria, in the county 
of Hanson and State of South Dakota. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, August 6, 1894, 


The House metat12o0’clockm. Prayer by the Rev. WILLIAM 
BE. PARSON, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday was read and ap- 
proved. 
JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, NORTH CAROLINA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6542) to 
change the lines between the eastern and western — dis- 
tricts of North Carolina, and fixing the time for holding courts 
in said eastern district, with amendments of the Senate thereto. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. WOODARD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr.Speaker, I judge from the amendments 
as read that most of them are merely verbal. There appears, 
however, to be one in relation to the meeting of the terms of 
court. 

Mr. WOODARD. The only substantial change made by the 
Senate is one postponing until the 15th of October the time 
when the bill shall go into effect. The other amendments are 
merely verbal. 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 


COMPENSATION OF OFFICIALS OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a joint resolution 
(S.R. 91) providing for the printing of a digest of the laws and 
decisions relating to the appointment, salaries, and compensa- 
tion of officials in United States courts; which was referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimousconsent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. MOON, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. CORNISH, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
was eo 

A bill (8. 2269) providing for reconveyance by the District 
Commissioners of certain lands to Andrew J. Curtis and Mary 
E. Curtis; 

A bill (S. 2173) to amend an act entitled ‘‘Anact to establish a 
United States court in the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 1, 18°9, and an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
provide a temporary governmentfor the Territory of Oklahoma, 
to enlarge the jurisdiction of the United States court in the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved May 2, 1890; to 
provide for the redistricting of the Indian Territory for judicial 
purposes, for an additional judge and more United States com- 
missioners, and to prescribe the jurisdiction, duties, and au- 
wee such judges and commissioners, and for other purposes: 
anc 

Joint resolution (S. R. 91) to provide for the printing of a di- 
gest of the laws and decisions relating to the appointment, salary, 
and compensation of officials of the United States courts. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the | 


following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concur ring). That the 
etary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested to suspend the open- 

ing of the land in the Arredondo grant of 2,000 acres in Columbia County, 
4., to entry under the land laws of the United States until the close of the 
ee ex ; ‘ess, unless there is further consideration with reference thereto 
BY e. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
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amendments bills of the following titles: in which the concur 
rence of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 86) for the protection of persons furnishing ma- 
terials and labor for the construction of publie works; 

A bill (H.R. 7477) making appropriations to supply deticien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, 
for prior years, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7683) to remove the charge of desertion against 
James Fay; and 

A bill (H. R. 7827) to authorize a bridge across the Perdido 
River between the States of Florida and Alabama. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendment, the bill (H. R. 7803) to amend sections 2401 and 2403 
of the Revised Statutes, asked a conference with the House on 
the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. PAsco, Mr. 
MARTIN, and Mr. DOLPH as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendments bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 855) to amend an act granting a pension to Eliza- 

beth Voss: 
| A bill (H. R. 3076) granting a pension to George L. Frymire: 
A bill (H. R. 3032) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of John A. Jack; 
A bill (H. R. 1463) granting a pension to Mrs. Lucinda C. 
Wheeler, widow of John H. Wheeler: 
A bill (H. R. 3065) to increase the pension of James Lane 
| 


A bill (H. R. 1313) to increase the pension of John Scott: 

A bill (H. R. 953) to increase the pension of Mary P. Brough- 
ton; 

A bill (H. R. 3309) to pension Ambrose Giseburt; 

A bill (H. R. 6206) granting a pension to A. I’. Neely: 

A bill (H. R. 3840) to pension Julia A. Walters; 

A bill (H. R. 5374) granting a pension to Sarah Oddy; 

A bill (H. R. 3992) to increase the pension of Julia Bews: 

A bill (H. R. 1717) granting a pension to Eliza Holmes; 

A bill (H.R. 856) granting an increase of pension to John 
Stockwell; 

A bill (H. R.6405) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against Patrick Kelleher, late private Company C, Thirty-eighth 
Illinois Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 6213) to pension Hariet R. Tate; 

A bill (H. R. 5816) granting a pension to Mary Ann Donohue; 

A bill (H. R. 2108) to perfect the military record of Warren 
Alonzo Alden; 

A bill (H. R. 2133) to correct the military record of Capt. EF. 

M. Ives; 

A bill (H. R. 4811) to pension Mary Trimble: 

A bill (H. R. 7187) to make the city of Oakland, county of Al- 

ameda, State of California, a subport of entry; and 

A bill (H. R. 522) for the relief of Benjamin Alford. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
| Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
| ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 

the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
| A bill (H. R. 868) for the relief of Charles B. Stivers: 

A bill (S. 18965) to provide for the payment of the & per cent 
| greenback certificates of the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 2996) for the relief of Mrs. E. S. Luke, widow of 
| John L. Luke, late a soldier in the Biack Hawk war; 
| A bill (H. R. 3858) to pens:on Mrs. Eliza B. Peirce, widow of 
Charles Peirce, of New Bedford, Mass.; 

A bill (H. R. 5371) for the relief of certain enlisted men of the 
Marine Corps: 

A bill (5481) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6042) to authorize sale of lot 8, block 93, city of 
Hot Springs, by school directors thereof, and use of proceeds 
for school purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6921) for the relief of George B. Cosby; 

A bill (H. R. 7494) disposing of four condemned cannon of the 
Navy; and 

| A bill (H. R. 2582) to authorize the appointment of James Wil- 

| liam Abert to the retired list of the Army. 





GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 
| Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House noncon- 
cur in the amendments of the Senate to House bill 7477, the gen- 
| eral deticiency bill, and ask for a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses: also that the bill be printed with the 
Senate amendments. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The SPEAKER appointed as confcrees on the part of the 
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House Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky, Mr. SAYERS, and Mr. 
CANNON of Illinois. 
KANSAS CITY, OKLAHOMA AND PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 6122) authorizing the 
Kansas City, Oklahoma and Pacific Railway Company to con- 
struct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Kansas City, Oklahoma and Pacific Railway 
Company, a corporation created under and by virtue of the laws of the State 
of Kansas, be, and the same is hereby, authorized and invested and empow- 
ered with the right of locating, constructing, owning, equipping, and oper- 
ating, using, and maintaining a railway and tee and telephone line 
through the Indian Territory, beginning at a point to be selected by said 
railway cmnpeay at or near the town of Coffeyville, in the county of Mont- 
gomery, State of Kansas, and running thence in a south and west direction 
over the most practicable route, through the Indian Territory toa point at 
or near Pawhuska, and also Guthrie and Kingfisher, in the Territory of 
Oklahoma, and thence to the east line of Wheeler County, State of Texas, 
thence to the east line of the Territory of New Mexico, and through the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico to the city of Albuquerque, in the Territory of New 
Mexico, with the righttoconstruct, use, and maintain such tracks, turn-outs, 
sidings, and extensions as said company may deem totheir interests to con- 
struct along and upon the right of way and depot grounds herein provided 
for. 

Sec. 2. That the said co 


oration is authorized to take and use, for all 
purposes of a railway and for no een eae aright of way 100 feet in 
width through said Indian Territory. and to take and use a strip of land 200 
feet in width, with a length of 3,000 feet in addition to right of way, for sta- 
tions for every 5 miles of road, with right to use such additional grounds 
where there are heavy cuts or fills as may be necessary for the construction 
and maintenance of said right of Way, or as much thereof as may be in- 
cluded in said cuts or fills: ovided, ‘That no more of said addition of land 
shall be taken for any one station: Provided further, That no part of said 
lands herein authorized to be taken shall be leased or sold by the company; 
and they shall not be used except in such manner and for such purposes only 
as Shall be necessary for the construction and convenient operation of said 
railroad, telegraph, and telephone lines; and when any portion thereof shall 
cease to be so used such portion shall revert to the nation or tribe of Indians 
from which the same shall have been taken. 

Sno, 8. That before said railway shall be constructed through any lands 
held by Individual occupants, according to the laws, customs, and usages of 
any of the Indian nations or tribes through which it may be constructed, 
full compensation shall be made to such occupants for ay to be 
taken or damages done by reason of the construction of such railway. In 
case of failure to make amicable settlement with any occupant such com- 
pensation shall be determined by the appraisement of three disinterested 

one or referees to be appointed, one, who shall act as chairman, by the 
>resident, one by the chief of the nation to which said occupant belongs, 
and one by said railway company, who, before entering upon the duties of 
thelr appointment, shall take and subscribe, before a district judge, clerk 
of the district court, or United States commissioner, an oath that they will 
faithfully and eoereely discharge the duties of their appointment, which 
oath, duly certified, shall be returned with their award to and filed with the 
Secretary of the Interior within aay Sere from the completion thereof; 
and a majority of said referees shall competent to act in case of the ab- 
sence of a member after due notice; and upon the failure of either 
party to make such appointment within ae days after the appoinut- 
ment made by the President the vacancy shali be filled by the aistrict 
judge of the eourt held at Wichita, Kans., upon the app m of the 
other party. The chairman of said board shall a t the time and place 
for all hearings within the nation to which the occupant belongs. Eaci 
of said referees shali receive for his services the sum of #4 per day 
for each and every day they are engaged in the trial of any case submitted 
to them under this act, with mileage of 5 cents per mile. itnesses shall be 
allowed the usual fees allowed by the courts of said nation. The costs, in- 
cluding the compensation of the referees, shall be made a part of the award, 
and to be paid bysaid railwaycompany. In case the referees can not agree, 
then two of them are authorized to make the award. ee ee being 
dissatisfied with the findings of the referees shall have the right, within 
ninety days after the yr 3 of the award and notice of the same, to appeal 
vy original petition to the district court held at Wichita, Kans., which court 
shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine the subject-matter of said pe- 
tition according to the laws of the State of Kansas providing for the deter- 
mining of damages when property is taken for railway pospeees. If, upon 
the hearing of said a . the Judgment of the court shall be for a larger 
sum than the awards of the referees, the costs of said appeal shall be ad- 
judged against the railway com . If the judgment of the court shall be 
for the same sum as the award of the referees, then the costsshall be adjudged 
against the appellant. If the judgment of the court shall be for a smaller 
sum than the award of the referees, then the costs shall be adjudged against 
the party claiming damages. When proceedings have been commenced in 
court the railway company shall pay double the amount of the award into 
court to abide the judgment thereof, and then have the right to enter upon 
the property sought to be condemned and proceed with the construction of 


the railway. 

Seo. 4. That the said railway company shall not charge the inhabitants of 
said Territory a greater rate of freight than the rate authorized by thelaws 
of the State of Kansas for services or ation of the same kind: 
Provided, That the passenger rate shall not exceed 3 cents per mile. Con- 
gress hereby reserves the ht to regulate the spesmpe for freight and pas- 
sengers on said railway, and of messages on said te = and telephone 
lines, until a State government is formed and shall t in said Territory, 
within the limits of which said railway, or a part thereof, shall be located, 
and then such State government, or governments, shali be authorized to fix 
and regulate the cost of transportation of persons and freight within their 
respective limits by said railway: but Congress expressly reserves theright 
to fix and regulate at all time:: the cost of such transportation by said rail- 
way company whenever such transportation shall extend from one State 
into another, or shall extend into more than one State: Provided, That the 
rate of such transportation of foscmnenrs, local or interstate, shall not ex- 
ceed the rate expressed: Provided fur: , That said railway company shall 
earry the mailat such prices as Congress may by law provide, and until 
such — is fixed by law the Postmaster-General may fix the rate of com- 
pensation. 

Seo. 5. That said railway company shall pay to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, for the benefit of the A oageomengpe nations or tribes through whose lands 
said line may be located, the sum of $20, in addition to the com tion 
provided for iu this act for property taken and damage done to individual 
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occupants by the construction of the railway, for each mile of railway . 
structed in said Territory, said payments to be made in installments 
$200 as each 10 miles of road is finished and in operation: Provided, T) 
if the general council of either of the nations or tribes through whose land 
said railway may be located, as shall, within four months after the filling ‘ot 
maps of definite locations, as set forth in section 6 of this act, dissent tro; 
the allowance provided for in this section, and certify the same to the Se-. 
retary of the [nterior, then a!l compensation to bs paid to such dissen 
nations or tribes under the provisions of this act shall be determine, 
provided in section 3 for the determination of the compensation to be 

to the individual occupants of lands, with the right of appeal to the , 
upon the same terms, conditions, and requirements, as therein prov; 
Provided further, That the amount awarded or adjudged to be paid | 
railway company for said dissenting nation or tribe shall be in lieu o7 
compensation that said nation or tribe would be entitled to receive , 
the foregoing provisions. Said company shall also pay, so long 
Territory is cwned and occupied by the Indians, to the Secretary 
Interior, the sum of $15 per annum for each mile of railway it sh 
struct in the said Territory. The money paid to the Secretary o 
terior, under the provisions of this act, shall be apportioned by | 
accordance with the laws and treaties now in force among the di 
nations or tribes, according to the number of miles of railway 

be constructed by said railway company through their lands: 

That Congress shall have the right, so long as said lands are occu 
possessed by said nations or tribes, to impose such additional tax 

said railroads as it may deem just and proper for their benefit. A 
Territory or State hereinafter formed, through which said railwa 
have been established, may exercise the like power as to such part « 
railway as may be within its limits. Said railway company shall hay 
righs to survey and locate its railway immediately after the pa 

this act. 

Sec, 6. That said railway company shall cause mage, showing the x: 
of its located line through said ‘Territory, to be filed in the office of t 
retary of the Interior; and also to be filed in the office of the princi 
of each of the nations or tribes through whose lands said railwa 
located; and, after the filing of said maps, no claims-for a subse(uent 
tlement and improvement upon the right of way shown by said ina; 
be valid as against said company: Provided, That when a map show 
— of said railway company’s located line is filed, as herein p 

or, said company shall commence grading said located line wit! 
months thereafter or such location shall be void. And such locations 
be approved by the Secretary of the Interior in sections of 25 miles | 
the construction of any such section shall be begun. 

Serco. 7. That the United States circuit and district courts for the dis 
of Kansas, and such other courts as may be authorized by Congress, si! 
have, withoutreference to the amount in controversy, concurrent jurisdic: 
over all controversies arising between said Kansas City, Oklahoma 
Pacific Railway eer and the nations and tribes through whose te 
tory said railway shall be constructed. Said court shall have like juri<( 
tion, without reference to the amountsin controversy, over all controversi« 
arising between the inhabitants of the said nations or tribes and said 
Way company; and the civil judisdiction of such courts ts hereby exte1 
within the limits of said Indian Territory without distinction as to citi 
—_ of the parties so far as may be necessary to carry ont the provisi 
this act. 

Sec. 8. That the officers, servants, and employés of said company, ! 
sary to the construction and management of said road, shall be allowe:! 
reside, while so engaged, upon said right of way, but subject to the p: 
sions of the Indian intercourse laws, and such rules and regulations as: 
be established by the Secretary of the Interior, in accordance with said i 
tercourse laws. 

Sxc. 9. That said railway company shall build at least 50 miles of its 
way within said Territory within four years after the passage of t 
or the rights herein granted shall be forfeited as to that portion i: 
That said railway company shall construct and maintain continual 
fences, road and highway crossings, and necessary bridges over said r 
wherever said roads or highways do now or may hereaiter cross said 1 
way’'s right of way, or may be, by the proper autborities, laid out ac! 


same. 

Seco. 10. That the Kansas City, Oklahoma and Pacific Railway 
shall accept this right of way upon the express condition, binding 
itself, its successors and assigns, that they will neither aid, advise, ! 
sist in any effort looking toward the eons or extinguishing the} 
tenure of the Indians in their land, and will not attempt to secure ! 
Indian nations or tribes any further grant of lands, or its occupancy 
is hereinbefore provided for: Provided, That any violations of the con 
mentioned in this section shall operate as a forfeiture of all rights 
leges of said railway company under this act. 

Sec, 11. That all mortgages executed by said railway company « 
any portion of its railway, with its franchises, that may be constr 
said Indian Territory shall be recorded in the Department of the 
and the record thereof shall be evidence and notice of their executi 
shall convey all rights and property of said company as therein exp! 

Sze. 12. That Congress may at any time alter, amend, or add to th 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration 
this bill? 

Mr. HUDSON. 
carefully considered, and I object to its consideration 


ALLEY IN SQUARE 15, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. CHARLES W.STONE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill which I sen 
to the Cleri’s desk. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman withhold the resol 
tion for one moment? The gentleman from Pennsylvania |“!'. 
CHARLES W. STONE] asks unanimous consent for the prese” 
consideration of a bill which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act (S. 2217) to}provide for the closing of a part of an aliey in 544 
in the city of Washington, D. C. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby authorized and instructed on the petition of the owner of al! tie 
property fronting on that part or os of an alley 15 feet wide, and —_ 
ning north and south through lot 30, square 185, to declare said part oF po*’ 
tion of said alley to be closed, and the title therein is hereby declared to » 
vested in the owner of all the property fronting on said alley. 


Mr. Speaker, I think the bill ought 


9 
now 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer 2 


re 185 











a! 
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The SPEAKER. 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CHARLES W. STONE]? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CHARLES W. STONE, a motion to recon 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker—— 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Mississippi[Mr. CATCH- 
INGS] presents a privileged matter, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to request the Senate to return to the 
House of Representatives the report of the committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses to the amendments of the Senate to 


; 6518, entitied ‘An act making appropriations forthe construction, | + os : 
House bill ov Ms $ appropr oe | oniatnel maar 


repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and 
for other purposes. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say afew words 


in explanation of that resolution. I wish to say that one of the 
amendments which was agreed to by the Senate and House con- 
ferees was lost by the inexcusable carelessness or negligence of 


somebody. Hence the report as printed in the CONGRESSIONAL | 


RECORD, and as it now stands, isnot the report which was made 
by the conferees. 

The enrolling clerk says this amendment was not lest in that 
office. 

Mr. Speaker, if it was not lost in that office it was lost by me. 
Now, I desire to make a simple statement to the House, and it 
can then form its own judgment as to what the probabilities are | 
on this question. 

The report of the conferees was first prepared in the room of 
the Committee on Commerce of the Senate by the clerk of the | 


Senate Committee on Commerce. It was then taken and care- | 


fully copied by the clerk of the Committee on Rivers and Har- | 


bors. Afier that had been done, I sat down myself and took one 
copy in my hand and the clerk took the other in his hand, and 
we made a careful and accurate comparison, and found it to be 
éntirely correct. But lest there might have been some error, 
these two reports were again carefully compared on the next | 
morning by the clerk of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
of the House and the clerk of the Senate Committee on Commerce. 
The comparison was again found to be absolutely correct. 

These amendments, as gentlemen know, are on separato 
sheetsof paper. They were then talten and put carefully to- | 
gether and arubber band putaround them, and broughtstraight | 
from the Senate Committee on Commerce, and handed in by me, | 
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became necessary in in 


is to say, wherever it 











ing to ) House an amendment to a Senate amendment to ) 
some reference to pages and lines in order to gi 

I lescription of the endment, tl fer 

the print of the bill containing the Senate amendm 

the original bill a8 passed by the Ho 

Fifty-second Congress; and th utter } 

the enrolling clerks and the Committee or 

bill was enrolled correctly from that conference 1 

camea law. The conference report in this instance was, as | 
have said, prepared under the direction of the Lexact 
| accordance with that precedent. But when itcame h: t was 








from my seat here. Now gentlemen can form some sort of an | 
opinion as to whether there was any possibility of that shect, 
containing one of the amendments, being lost by me under the | 
circumstances. 

As soon as the House had agreed to the conference report I 
said to one of the young gentlemen standiug at the Speaker's 
desk that I wished it to be carried at once to the Senate, so that 
they could act upon it that afternoon, and I myself saw him go 
out with it in his hand. Some considerable.time after that the 
gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] came to me and said 
that the bill had not gone to the Senate, but that it was then | 
out in the clerk's office and being fumbled over and handled and | 
hauled about by a number of gentlemen. I went out myself, 
and saw eight or ten gentlemen standing there pulling and | 
hauling over the conference report. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No, they were not. 

Mr. KILGORE. How would it do to name them? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. [donot know their names. I then com- 
plained to the Clerk that I had given directions for the report 
to go straight to the Senate. Maj. TOWLES had just come in, 
and he said he was not aware of that condition of things, and 
that he had just reprimanded the enrolling clerk for permitting 
this thing to be done. The report was then sent to the Senate. 
Now, one of the sheets was lost. The House can form its.own 
Opinion as to whether I lost it or whether it was lost in the 
Clerk’s office. I have no sortof doubt myself that it was lost in 
the Clerk’s office. 

Mr. DALZELL. 
lost? 

_Mr.CATCHINGS. An amendment reducing the appropria- 
tion for Boston Harbor. I do not mean to say that it was done 
intentionally. It was simply a piece of carelesaness. Nobody 
could have had an object in misplacing it. I have not the 
slightest doubt in my own mind that it was lost in this confusion 
which took place in the Clerk's office. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, [ desire tosay another thing. A mare’s 
nest was also discovered by the enrolling clerk. 

The conference report was prepared, Mr. Speaker, 
asthe conferenee report on the last river and harbor b 






What was contained in the sheet which was 


recisely 
was pre- 





Were they members of Congress: 


discovered by some man’scagle eye and massive | 
wasa thing which could not be done; thataconferen ( 
ibsolutely a nullity which did not in such cas 


Why, Mr. Speaker, the sole requisite of a conference report 
that it shall give such suitable descriptions and i ra 
tions as will enable the clerk to enroll the bili so as to ve 
ont what the two Houses intend shall become the Ia ou 
may refer to anything you choose; you may u in rt of 


language, formalor informal, artificial or otherwise; and solong 
as it furnishes to the clerk the evidence of what t 
mean to be the act of Congress, he can enroll from it, and 
absolutely legal. 

[ will state, however, that standing in great awe of th n 


tleman referred to, we have,for the purpose of avoiding any 


further controversy, had the clerks of the two Houses, in th 
balf a dozen or more instances in which reference was made to 


| pages and lines, change the report so as to conform tothe high 
and mighty views of this gentleman. 
Mr. Speaker, I now ask a vote on the resolution. 
Mr. REED. What is the resolution? 
Mr. CATCHINGS. Itis a resolution recalling the con 1c 
report so that we may put in another with the lost dment 


in it. 

Mr. REED. Does. the gentleman from Mississippi propose : 
action with regard to this mismanagement of the bill 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Oh, none at all; it was a mere piece of care- 
lessness. 

Mr. REED. But it seems to me it was a piece of carelessness 
calculated to shake public confidence in the operations of the 


| office the businessof which was toattend to this matter,and that 


for our own protection we ought to make a decided impression 
upon semebedy’s mind on this subject, because if we wre liable 
to have such things as this occur merely by accident, it lea 
open a tremendous chance to do something of the same sort b 
design. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. Oh, there is no question that thi 
purely accidental loss—none in the world. 
ir. REED. I have no reason to differ with the gentleman on 
that point; but it seems to me this is an instance of carelessness 
which is pretty nearly criminal 
*. CATCHINGS. I quite agree that there was gross 
lessness somewhere. 
r. REED. And ofa sort that « 3 
prevent completed bills from being pawed over by gentlemen 
vho are not even members of Congr 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I agree with the gentleman absolutely 
ibout that. 
Mr. REED. I respectfully suggest to the gentl n from 


Mississippi that he really ought to take some action on t 





er. 

Mr. DUNN. That can come after rds. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I want to ask the gentleman 
from Mississippi, for information, whether this is the only 


tance among the clerks of various committees of the 3 
Representatives where errors of this kind have been commit 
ted? Isit not worth while that we should have a complete i! 
vestigation of the efficiency of the clerical service in reference 
to the House and its committees. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. This is the only case of the k ab 
ever came under my personal observation. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I thought it might be well if 
we should examine into this whole question. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Errors of this kind have occurred fre- 
quently. One occurred in connection with the McKinley bill, 
which was corrected afterwards by legislation. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I asked my question not in 
any partisan view at all, but with reference merely to the bet- 
terment of the service. 

The question being taken, the resolution offered by Mr. 
CATCHINGS was adopted. 


GEORGE H. JEWETT. 
Mr. HUNTER. Me. Sneaker. I ask unanimous consent for the 
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resent consideration of the bill (S. 470) for the relief of George 
1. Jewett, of Arlington, Washington County, Nebr. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to the right of 
objection. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
ke tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to pay to George H. Jewett the sum of $734, being the amount 
due him for material furnished and work done by him by an order from the 
military authorities at Fort Duchesne, Utah, in 1889. 


Mr. COOMBS. We would like tohave the report read in that 


case, 
Mr. BURROWS. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. RICHARDS) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 470) for the 
relief of George H. Jewett, of Arlington, Nebr., report as follows: 
Jewett entered into a contract with the chief quartermaster of the De- 
rtment of the Platte, at Omaha, Nebr., to construct at Fort Duchesne, 
tah, two sets of officers’ quarters, and as these buildings vs com- 
pletion a controversy arose aboutthe work to be done in the houses. Jewett 
was ordered by the chief quartermaster to put in certain water connections 
which did not form a part of his original contract, and he notified the quar- 
termaster in writing that if he performed the work he should do it under 
protest and ask compensation therefor. 
The quartermaster insisted upon the performance of this extra work 
against the poeren of Jewett, and an account therefor was afterwards ap- 
roved by him, as also by the post commander of the post and by the Quar- 
ermaster-General of the Army, who ordered the vouchers made up and 
forwarded to Washington for settlement; but this work not being embraced 
in the original contract, the account therefor was disallowed on December 


Jewett did not voluntarily perform this extra work, but did so in order to 
save controversy, and because he was ordered peremptorily to do so. It 
seems further that the work was proper and necessary. 

Your committee think that under the circumstances he should be paid 
therefor, and recommend that the bill do pass. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
a third reading, and being read the third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SMITH ofIllinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1465) for the 
relief of the city of Cairo, in the State of Illinois. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I think now would bea good 
time to follow the regular order for a while. I demand the reg- 
ular order. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. 
me for a moment. 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, no. We are even now on each side. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which cuts 
off all recognitions for unanimous consent. 

This being Monday, there is no call of committees. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] desires to submit a report 
on the Indian bill. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, WILLIAMS VS. SETTLE. 


Mr. PAYNTER. Mr. Speaker, res | that, Idesire to make 
an announcement to the House. A few days agolI stated that 
on to-day I would call up for consideration the contested-elec- 
tion case of Williams vs. Settle. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. WoOopDARD], however, who presented the mi- 
nority report, has received a telegram informing him of the 
serious illness of amember of his family, which necessitated his 
leaving the city, and we agreed to let this case stand over until 
December. I ask unanimous consent that it be postponed until 
then. . : 

The SPEAKER. The case will go over; and the gentleman 
from Kentucky gives notice that it will not be called up during 
this session. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I could not understand the announce- 
ment of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky stated that 
= case by agreement would not be called up during this ses- 

on. 

Mr. McCALL. I would like to say, Mr. Speaker, that there 
is a substantial agreement among all parties in interest that 
the case will not be called up by anybody. In other words, that 
no attempt will be made by anybody to get it up during this 
session. 

Mr. BUNN. 
ties. 

The SPEAKER. That is the understanding, as the Chair is 
informed, that it has been agreed to that the case shall go over 
until the next session. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
unanimous consent for the consideration of a matter. 

The SPEAKER, The regular order has been demanded by 
the gentleman from Texas. 


Mr. COOPER of Indiana. 
tle while? 


I hope the gentleman will yield to 


That is correct. It was agreed to by all par- 


Can it not be withdrawn for a lit- 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman has notdoneso. TheChai, 
had recognized the gentleman from Tilinios [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. KILGORE. The House does not seem to be doing any- 
thing in particular now, and I am willing to withdraw the de- 
mand for a few moments. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair will submit the request of 
the gentleman from Illinois for unanimous consent to consider 
the bill (H. R. 1465) for the relief of the city of Cairo, in the State 
of Illinois. 

Mr. BUNN. 
bill comes up? 

The SPEAKER. 
its consideration. 

Mr. BUNN. I object, and wish to state the reason I do so 
The Committee on Claims have instructed me about that class of 
bills; and I can not consent to let that one come up to the ex- 
clusion of the others. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. You object to this bill? 

Mr. BUNN. Yes; by instruction of the committee [ am di- 
rected to report a general bill as a substitute for all bills of this 
character, and let the one question be raised upon that bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. This has been reported favorably by 
the committee. 

Mr. BUNN. L[understand that; but I am acting by instruction 
of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. 
jects. 

Mr. BALDWIN. lIask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 1458) granting to the Du- 
luth and Winnipeg Railroad Company a right of way through 
the Chippewa and White Earth Indian Reservations in the State 
of Minnesota. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I object. 


GREAT FALLS RAILWAY BILL. 
Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a conference 


I would like to inquire, Mr. Speaker, how that 


The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 


The gentleman from North Carolina ob- 


Mr. HEARD. 


— 
he SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 6777) to amend an act entitied ‘‘An act to incorporate the 
Washington and Great Falis Electric Railroad.” 
Mr. HEARD. I ask that the statement of the conferees be 
read. 
The statement was read, as follows: 


After the Great Falls bill passed the House certain residents on Prospect 
street, in Georgetown, objected to the use of the eastern portion of that 
street for railway purposes; and in order to meet every objection the Sen 
ate amended the bill so that all property owners are satisfied. The mer 
chants of Georgetown complained about the blockade caused in M street by 
switching cable cars in that narrow thoroughfare. The bill now provides 
for a union passenger station for both the Great alls and the Washington 
and Georgetown roads, and for doing away with the switching nuisance 
Following out the legislation already enacted to prevent the duplication of 
tracks, the amendment provides that the Eckington road shall be allowed 
to reach the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad station and the Centra! Mar 
ket. These changes the managers on the part of the House agree to 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, as the statement sets out, alter 
the Great Falls bill had passed the House, one of the property 
owners in the block between M and Prospects streets, and 
Thirty-fifth and Thirty-sixth streets, objected to the tracks of 
the road terminating on the street, and insisted that they should 
go onthe private property in the block, which the Commission- 
ers had suggested to be used as a central union station. The 
Senate amended the bill so as to compel the road to run into the 
station on said block, when constructed, and which the bill pro- 
vides for being constructed by the Washington and Georgetown 
road. 

The amendment also contains the substance of the bil! which 
was before the House and the Senate, authorizing the extension 
of the Georgetown and Washington road to this point; and it pro- 
vides, further, for the construction of a central station there 2s 
recommended by the Commissioners, and provided for in said 
bills. The objection to the bill when it was considered here, 
was that it gave the right of condemnation, and one of the prop- 
erty owners in the block, the one to which I have referred, 05 
jected, because she did not want to part with her property. This 

ill omits the provision for condemnation, as the company has 
already bought the ground it needs. The bill now provides for 
the junction of these two roads, under conditions acceptabi© ‘¢ 
said roads and to the public, and it is acceptable to the Commis: 
sioners and to the committees of the two Houses. 

The additional amendment, Mr. Speaker, relating to the 
Eckington road; provides that the charter of that road shall be 
changed in this particular. It now authorizes the road to run 
from Judiciary Square down Louisiana avenue to a pointon the 
The District Commissioners have 
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recommended to Seagrass a draft of a bill, that has been intro- 
duced in the House but has not yet been considered, for the 
creation of a central station, a union passenger station, be tween 
Sixth and Seventh streets on B street, which pointis west of the 
Baltimore and Potomac depot, and between that place and 
Center Market 

This amendment of the Senate provides that the road, instead 
of proceeding down Louisana avenue to Seventh street, shall pro- 
ceed down Louisiana avenue to Sixth street, and cross the avenue 
on Sixth streetto B street, where it makes an intersection with 
the roads already there, and the one which is provided for by 
the bill that passed the House, and which is to come from Alex- 
andria and Mount Vernon, called the Washington, Alexandria 
and Mount Vernon road, and over whose tracks the Falls City 
and Washington road is also to come into the city. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is thisthe bill that passed 
the House last Tuesday? 

Mr. HEARD. No; it passed two months ago. 

Mr.COOMBS. Then there are two bills? 

Mr. HEARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOMBS. I would ask the gentleman, also, with his 

rmission, whether it is not a part of the policy outlined in the 

ill passed last Tuesday, that there should be no more roads 


built north and south, but that they should come down over ex- | 


isting roads? 

Mr. HEARD. As far as practicable. 

Mr. COOMBS. Is not this practicable so far as the Ecking- 
ton road is concerned? 

Mr. HEARD. This only makes provision for new tracks for 
a little more than one block. 

Mr. COOMBS. Where is thai? 

Mr. HEARD. From Louisiana avenue along Sixth street to 
reach B street. 

Mr. COOMBS. It adds no more roads running down from the 
north to the south? 

Mr. HEARD. It is just about one block, and it enables this 
system to connect with the four or five other systems at that 
point, which is a focal point in street railway travel. 

Mr. COOMBS. What are those systems? 

Mr. HEARD. The Metropolitan, Anacostia, the Washington 
and Georgetown, the Alexandria and Washington, which we 
passed a bill to bring in, and which is pending in the Senate, 
and the Falls City road, which is to come in over the tracks of 
the last named company. There are at least four that will con- 
nectat that point with the Eckington when they are all com- 
pleted as now contemplated. 

Mr.COOMBS. Are all of those under that provision that 
there shall be an exchange and transfer? 

Mr. HEARD. That provision is general, and applies toevery 
road in the city and all that shall be built hereafter. It is in 
pursuance of the policy we have entered upon, of providing ar- 
rangements for trackage and transfer, and will be in favor of 
this company and all the companies with which it connects, and 
of great value to the public. The House committee believes 
it is a wise provision, and it is in the line of the policy which 
has been we by the House and Senate in the bill which 
they passed the other day. 

r. COOMBS. It does not change their power? 

Mr. HEARD. Not at all. 

_Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Was this provision that you have been 
speaking of last in the bill prior to the appointment of the com- 
mittees of conference? 

Mr. HEARD. This provision was inserted in the bill by 
Senate. It is a bill in the form of an amendment which 
Senate put on this Great Falls bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If my colleague will allow 
me to explain, I think he does not understand the question that 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] asked him. Heasked 
if this had been put on in the conference committee. It wasa 
re smendment, and the conference committee had jurisdic- 

on of it. 

Mr. HEARD. That is whatI said. I have explained as fully 
as am able to do the purport of the bill. 

Mr. COOMBS. Itdoes not authorize any more roads running 
north and south. 

Mr. HEARD. No; except that it authorizes this Eckington 
+ one Rg run in that direction, as I have stated, for about one 

Mr. HEPBURN. 


the 
the 


What is to be the motive power on that part 
of the road that you have been speaking of. 

Mr. HEARD. It is not mentioned at all in the bill; and the 
motive power now being used by that company is horse power. 
Itis a part of the Eckington system. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. Isit not the intention to operate this horse- 
power road on a portion of the roads whose cars are moved by 
| other power? 
| Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
| road. 
| Mr. HEPBURN. Not this extension? 
| Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It keeps the road on to B 
| Street. 

Mr. HEARD. It will come in on that line. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It runs on that track. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is it intended to enter ona different track? 

Mr. HEARD. If directed by the Commissioners. It leaves 
that to the Commissioners. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous 
question on the report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The conference report was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the conference report was adopted was laid on the table. 


PROPOSED IMPEACHMENT OF JUDGE 


Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s 
desk and ask to have read a memorial of the Central Labor 
Union, of Cleveland, Ohio, presenting charges against Augustus 
J. Ricks, judge of the district court for the northern district of 

Ohio. 
| ‘The memorial was read, as follows: 


70 the honorable House of Representatives of the United States: 


Your memoralists, the Central Labor Union of the city of Cleveland, Ohio, 
respectfully represent to your honorable body and charge: 

Virst. That Augustus J. Ricks, judge of the district court for the northern 
district of Ohio, while holding and administering his office as such judge, 
did unlawfully, willfully, fraudulently, and corruptly on various dates be 
tween September 19, 1889, and December 27, 1891, cheat and defraud the 
United States out of various sums of money, ranging from 812 to 843 in each 
instance, and aggregating #1,558.75, which had been paid into the circuit 
| court of the United States for said district in certain cases in said court. 
and did unlawfully, willfully, fraudulently, and corruptly convert the same 
to his own individual use; and Schedule A, hereto attached and made a 
| part hereof, shows the amount in each instance and the number of the case; 
and Schedule B, hereto attached and made a part hereof, shows the dates 
of the receipt thereof by said Augustus J. Ricks in each instance and the 
number of the case; and Schedule C, hereto attached and made a part 
hereof, shows the number of the cases, the amount in each of costs due Au- 
gustus J. Ricks as a former clerk of said circuit court, footed upon the ap- 
pearance docket of said court at the time his term of office as such ended, 
and the amounts to which they were increased on the judgment docket of 
said court; and Exhtbit D, hereto attached and made a part hereof, is a 
| copy of the entries made in one of said cases on the appearance docket of 
| 








[t does not touch any other 


RICKS. 





said court, and Exhibit E, hereto attached and made a part hereof, is a 

copy of the entries made in the same case on the judgment docket of said 

court; and Exhibit F, hereto attached and made a part hereof, contains a 
| copy from the appearance docket in each of said cases of the entries made 
; therein of the amount due said Augustus J. Ricks as a former clerk of 

said circuit court, as footed thereon at the expiration of his term as such, 

and of the subsequent entries therein, showing amount of clerks’ costs sub 
sequently earned by his successor and taxed, and the date of the final dis 
position of the cases by the court; and Exhibit G, hereto attached and 
made a part hereof, shows the amounts to which the costsdue said Augustus 

J. Ricks as entered upon the appearance docket were increased on the judg 
; ment docket and the amounts due his successor as entered upon the appear 
|} ance docket were decreased upon the judgment docket, and the record of 
the receipt of the money by said Augustus J. Ricks; and Exhibit H, hereto 
| attached and made a part hereof, is a copy of said Augustus J. Ricks’s re 

port as clerk of said circuit court to the Attorney-General from January 1, 
} 1889, to June 30, 1889, of his fees and emoluments as such during said period; 
| and Exhibit I, hereto attached and made oes hereof, is an abstract of the 
| report of said Augustus J. Ricks as clerk of said court tothe Attorney-Gen 
| eral from July 1 to July 30, 1889 (when his term as such ended), show- 
| ing his fees and emoluments during said period; and Exhibit J, hereto at- 
tached and made a part hereof, is copied from the report of Martin W. 
Sanders, clerk of said court, to the Attorney-General showing the fees and 
emoluments of saidoffice from July 31, 1889, to December 31, 1889 (said 61,558.75 
earned subsequent to August 1, 1889, and prior to December 31, 1889, being 
omitted therefrom); and Exhibit K, hereto attached, are copies of those sec- 
| tions of the statutes of the United States that bear upon the subject; and 
| Exhibit L, hereto attached, contains the names and addresses of witnesses 
and the reference to the documentary evidence to prove the above facts. 

Second. Your memoriaiists further respectfully represent and charge 
| that said Augustus J. Ricks, judge forthe district court for the northern 
district of Ohio, on or about the 10th day of January, 1890, wilifully and 
corruptly counseled, advised, persuaded, and induced Martin W. Sanders, 
then clerk of the circuit court of the United States for the northern dis- 
trict of Ohio, as sych clerk to omit from his report to the Attorney-General 
of the United S'ates, of the fees and emoluments of said clerk as such, from 
July 1, 1889, to December 31, 1889, various fees and sums of money earned by 
him as such, aggregating $1,553.75, as shown more specifically and in detail 
in the exhibits hereto attached and made a part hereof, referred to in the 
first specification of this memorial. 

Third. Your memorialists further respectfully represent and charge that 
said Augustus J. Ricks, judge of the district court of the United States for 
the northern district of Ohio, did on or about the 10th day of January, 1890, 
willfully and corruptly as such judge, certify to the correctness of said report 
of Martin W. Sanders, clerk of the circuit court of the United States for the 
northern district of Ohio, referred to in the second specification of this me- 
morial, he at the time well knowing that the same was false and untrue, and 
that there was omitted therefrom fees and sums of money earned by himas 
such clerk, aggregating $1,558.75 as hereinbefore stated. 

Your memorialists further respectfully represent and charge that by 
reason of the facts above stated said Augustus J. Ricks has shown himself 
to be aperson wholly unfitted to properly perform the duties and maintain 
the dignity and character of such judicial office, and that he is an unsafe 
and dangeronts person to be intrusted with the performance of the impor- 
— thereof, and that the public welfare requires that he be re- 
moved. 

Wherefore, your memorialists pray that your honorah'e body take proper 
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and necessary steps and action to impeach said Augustus J. Ricks, judge 
of the district court for the northern district of Ohio, for the crimes, of- 
fenses, misdemeanors,and corruption aforesaid, and duly present the arti- 
cles thereof to the Senate of the United States and secure his removal by 
that body from said position. 
The Central Labor Union of the city of Cleveland, Ohio, by Robert Bandlow 
and Robert Barthels, committee. 

THE STATE OF OHIO, Cuyahoga County, 83: 

— ——-, ——-— :-——-—, being duly sworn, say that they are members of 
the Central Labor Union of the city of Cleveland, Ohio, duly authorized to 
act in the premises, and that the facts and, allegations set forth in the fore- 


going memorial are true, as they verily believe. 
ROBERT BANDLOW. 


ROBERT BARTHELS. 
Sworn to before me by said Robert Bandlow and mehert eran and by 
them subscribed to in my presence this 2d day of August, 

(SEAL. ] KARL A. RAEDE Re. aNotury Public. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I move that this memorial be re- 
ferred to the Committee on oe Judiciary. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mv. Speaker, it seems to me that upona 
matter of such importance — is, going to the country on the ac- 
tion of this House, it ought to be stated atleast on behalf of Judge 
Ricks that he has had knowledge of the statements contained in 
that memorial and claims to be able to show that the memorialists 
are laboring under an entire misapprehension and that there is 
no foundation whatever for these charges; further, that a special 
agent of the Department of Justice has been sent some days ago, 
upon the request, as I understand, of my colleague [Mr. JOHN- 
SON], and is now engaged in making an investigation of the sub- 
ject-matter of this memorial. 

I only want to add that, while I know nothing about the facts 
and have no disposition to. interfere with a full investigation 
from any source whatever, it will be a matter of profound sur- 
prise to the bar of Ohio, regardless of party affiliations, if it 
should be found that there is any stain upon the judicial ermine 
of Judge Rieks. That is all I care to say 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Task that the memorial be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion of Mr. JoHNSON of Ohio. was: agreed to; and the 
memorial was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. [ ask unanimous consent to take 


EThe SPHAKHR. The gentlemam frem. Illinois [Mr. Smrry} 
demanded the regular order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. He is now absent from the Hall. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, [ rise to a parlia- 
mentary inguiry. When a demand has: been made for the reg- 
ular order and the gentleman who makes the demand leaves the 
Hall, does that demand operate indefinitely? 

The SPEAKER. Any member has the right to demand the 
regular order. 

Mr. DOCKHRY. But the gentleman: from Illinois evidently 
intends by his absence to withdraw the demand. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the fellewing titles: 

A bill (H.R. 4780) to pension Thankful Robbins; and 

\ bill (A. R. 6884) for the relief of Walter S. McLeod. 

The solaeen also announced that the Senate had insisted 
upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 7477) making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1894, and prior years, and for other pur- 
poses, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and had 
agreed to the conference asked by the House of Representatives 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
— Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. Brice, and Mr. HALE as the con- 

erees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 


Resolved, 'That the be directed to return to the House of Repre- 
sentatives im compliance with its request, the bill (H. R. 6518) making ap 
propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain a 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move that the 
conference report on the river and harbor bill be recommitted 
te the committee ef conference. 

The SPEAKER. It would be best to reconsider the aetion of 
the House. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. IL meant te have that done. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks that 
the vote of the House on agreeing to the conference report on 
the river and harber bill be reconsidered so that the conferees 
may be-agein in on of the papers. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 


u 


CON GRESSIONAL RECORD— RECORD—HOUSE. 


AUGUST 6, 


ge 


KANSAS CITY, OKLAHOMA AND PACIFIC RAILWAY com) 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Speaker, the objection has been wi 
drawn to the request I made awhile ago. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from { 
SMITH] demanded the regular order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have looked for the gentleman anq | 
sent three pages hunting for him; we can not find him. 
desires the regular order he ought to have stayed here. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 

did not object to the bill of the gentleman from Texas; he 
the regular order on the bill of the gentleman from Minne 
Who objected to the bill of the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. HUDSON. I objected; and I wish to say that having 
amined the bill and tbe report, I withdraw my objection 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again submit the 
for unanimous consent for the present consideration o! 
the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6122) authorizing the Kansas City, Oklahoma and P 


way Company to construct and operate a railway through the Indi 
tory, and. for other purposes. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. COCKRELL] what is the width of the right of way 
by this bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment provides for 100 

Mr. DOCKERY. All right. 

Mr. HUDSON. The report of the committee exp 
matter, I think, satisfactorily. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to | 
eration of the bill. 

The amendments reported by the committee were agre 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and | 
third time: and it was accordingly read the third time, a 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, a motion to reeonsider t 
vote was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I asic unanimous consent that ut 
bills reported last Friday evening from the Committee 
Whole House may be now taken up and acted on. 

There was no: objection. 

PENSION. BILLS, ETC., PASSED. 


House billsof the following titles were severally taken 
the amendments (if any reported ) agreed to, the bil lls order 
to be engrossed, read the third time, and passed; L motions 
to reconsider the votes’ by which the bills were res} ectiv 
passed were laid on the table: 

A bill (H. R. 4686) to correct the military record of Alc 
Magaan, of Battery H, Fourth United States Artillery: 

A bill (H. R. 4490) granting a pension to Henry C. lie 

A bill (Ei. R. 5703) for the relief of Johanna: Gleason; 

A bill (H. R. 6923) for the relief of Matthew T. Lewis: 

A biil: (Hi. R.5994) granting a pension to Rosanna Cobb, 
of Edmond Cobb, deceased, late of the Black Hawk w 
amended by striking out ‘“‘ Black Hawk” and inserti: 
and Fox”). 

Senate bills of the following titles were severally t 
order toa third reading, re: ad the third time, and passe ; 
motions to reconsider the votes by which the bills wer 
tively ps —_ were laid on the table: 

A bill (S. 16) granting a pension to Nettie N. Seave: 

A bill (S. 1690) granting a pension to Otis Smith; an 

A bill (S. 876) granting a pension to Rebecea H. C 

PENSION BILLS LAID ON TABLE, ETC. 


The bill (H.R. 6941) granting a pension to Mary Da! 
mother of Daniel Danahay, late a. private Company H 
eenth New York Cavalry, was talcen up and, in accor: 
the recommendation of the Committee of the Whole 
on the table. 

The bill (S. 1427) granting an increase of pension 
Helen G. Heiner was taken up and, in accordance wi 
ommendation of the Committee of the Whole House, in 
postponed. 


llinois fM, 
n ++ 


ACLY 


ory 
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EDWARD CHASTINE. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, [ ask 
consent for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4724 
lief of Edward Chastine. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which 
will ask if there be objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 2 Rommecnpet War be, and is hereby, 
and.d to recognize Ed hastine as a private of Compan 

ty-seventh. Regiment Illinois. Volunteers, and to place | his name 0° 
of that organization as having been enrolled A st 2, A. D: 182 
‘discharged the service of the U nited States February 10, 1863. 
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The committee recommend the adoption of the following 
amendments: 
inline 7 strike out the words “August second,’’ and insert the words 


“September twenty-second.” 

Inline 9 strike out the words “Februa 
“ March twelfth.” 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amend- 
ments agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a confer- 
ence report on the river and harbor bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6518) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will cead the statement fur- 
nished by the House conferees. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The bill as it passed the House carried appropriations amounting to 
80,538, 689.56. 7 

It was increased by the Commerce Committee of the Senate 83,087,490. 44, 
and amendments carrying appropriations amounting to #164,500 were made 
in the Senate. 

As tho bill passed the Senate it carried $12,790,680. 

It has been reduced in conference $1,292,500, and as reported by the con- 
ferees it carries $11,478,180. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. 
adoption of the report. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the report was adopted. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S.475) for the relief of 
John Little and Hobart Williams, of Omaha, Nebr. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to the right of 
objection. 

The bil! was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the requestof the gen- 
tleman? 

Mr. DOCKERY. [ hope this bill will go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. MERCER. This bill has been amended by the House 
committee, and I hope the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order is equiv- 
alent to an objection. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the conferees on 
the part of the House, I desire to submit a partial agreement on 
the Indian appropriation bill for the fiseal year 1895. Lask that 
the report of the conferees as well as the accompanying state- 
ment be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


ry tenth,’ and insertin lieu thereof 


I demand the previous question on the 


| 


In lines 31 and 32 of said amendment, strike out the words “except lands co! 
taining asphaltum, gi!sonite, or other like substances, which are hereby re 
served from sale;"’ and after the word “States,” in line 35 of said amend 
ment, insert the following: ‘‘ Provided that no person shall be entitled to 
locate more than two claims, neither to exceed 10 acres, on any lands con 


taining asphaltum, gilsonite, or like substances; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

The committee of corference have been unable to agree ou the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 88, 89, 00, 91, 02, 93, 94, 95, 06, 27, 98, 99, 100, LOL, 102, 


103, 104, 105, 109, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, £12, 113, 114, and 115 
W. S. HOLMAN 


JOHN M. ALLEN 
JOHN L. WILSON, 
Ma rs on the part of the H 


WILKINSON CALI 
BF. M. COCKRELL 
H. M. TELLER, 


Managers on the part of t 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the remain 
ing disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the Senate amendments to the 
bill (H. 8. 6913) making appropriations for the Indian Department, submi 
the following statement in explanation of the effect of the action recom 
mended in the accompanying conference report: 

The conferees have been abio to agree on all of the disagreeing votes of th« 
two Houses except Senate amendments numbered 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 08 
97, 98, 99, L00, 101, 1U2, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, LI0, LIL, 112, 113, 114, amd 115 

The House conferees have agreed to Senate amendment numbered 120, 
with an amendment, as set forth in the conference report, to which specia 
attention is called. 

The House recedestrom its disagreement to Senate amendment numbered 
62, with an amendment fixing theamount of the appropriation for the Ca 
liste Indian School, Pennsylvania, at $105,000. 

The House has agreed to the Senate amendment appropriating %5.000 | 
the survey of Indian lands. 

The Senate amendments upon which no agreements have been reached 
are those in relation to the agreements with the Sileta Indians fn California 
the Yankton Sioux of South Dakota, and the Nez Perce Indians. These 
agreements involve something over $2,440,000. These provisions are sti 
open. Reference is made to the former statement of the House conferes 
@ more complete statement of the points in disagreement between th 
Houses 

WM. S. HOLMAN 

JOHN M. ALLEN 

JNO. L. WILSON 
Managers on the part of the Hous 


Mr. HERMANN. Wil the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] allow me to call his attention to the fact that in th 
conference report, as read, there is a clerical error placing the 
Siletz Indian Reservation in the State of California? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itshould be Oregon. The gentleman from 
Oregon calls my attention toa clerical error. The Siletz In 


dian Reservation is in Oregon, instead of California, as stated 


in the reading. 


Mr. HERMANN. And I understand that item is still open : 


| between the conferees? 


Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, itis stillopen. Mr. Speaker, I belicy 
some gentlemen desire to be heard for ashort time on this bil 
I will make avery brief statement, and then I hope that reason- 


| able time may be allowed for discussion on the part of gentlemen 


Thecommittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses | 


on certain amendments of the Senate to the -bill (H. R. 6913) making appro- 
priations for current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiseal year 
ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their resvective 
Houses as follows: : 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 63. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of th: 
Senate numbered 47 and 116, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede fromits disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 21, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

Strike out the matter inserted by said amendment, and strikeout on page 
34 of the bill all after the word “dollars,” in line 13, down to and including 
the word “buildings,” in line 19; and on page 47 of the bill, after the word 
“dollars,” in line 3, insert the following: 

“Provided That whenever it shall be made to appear to the Secretary of 
the Interior that by reason of age, disability, or inability any allottee of 
Indian lands, under this or former acts of Congress, can not personally and 
with benefit to himself occupy or improve hisallotment orany partthereof, 
the same may be leased upon such terms. regulations, and conditions as 
shall be prescribed by the Secretary for a term not exceeding five years for 
ame erating purposes, or ten years for mining or business purposes: 

vided f , That thesurpluslands of any tribe may be le for farm- 
purposes by the council of such tribe under the same rules and regula- 
tions and for the same term of years as is now allowed in the case of leases 
for ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
ouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered @, and ee to the same with an amendment as follows: 
— the sum proposed insert ‘*$105,000;" and the Senate agree to the 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 119, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: 
Add at the end of said amendment the following: “Of March 3, 1803, and 
provision shall not be construed to extend the time nor to increase the 
unt of the of the Government as provided in section 10 of the 

act of March 3, :” and the Senate agree to the same. 
tbat the House recede from its 4 mt to the amendment of the 
nate numbered 120, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 


who desire to speak. 

Mr. BRYAN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BRYAN. On page 49 of the bill, as it was reported to 
the Senate, is a provision that all persons who are in whole or in 
part of Indian blood or descent, ete., may try their cases befor 
the courts as citizens? 


Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 
Mr. BRYAN. Is that retained in the bill as agreed upon? 
Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, except as to the civilized tribes. It 


| does not apply to them. 


Mr. BRYAN. 
in severalty? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not apply to the civilized tribes. I 
does apply to all other Indians claiming citizenship, as I under- 
stand the provision. 

Mr. BRYAN. The reason why I inquire is, that somewhere 
in the bill, I am informed—lI have not been able to find it—there 
is a provision in regard to allotment which a/ffects a question 
now pending before the Secretary of the Interior. There are 
some Indian descendants named Murphy, living in the north- 
east corner of Kansasand the southeast corner of Nebraska, and 
they now have a claim pending before the Secretary of the In- 
terior for the right to take land as Indians. I understand that 
there is some provision in this bill which affects them, but that 
they are protected by this provision which I have referred to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Suppose you read that provision. 

Mr. BRYAN. The provision here is: 

That all persons who are in whole or in part of Indian blood or descent 
who are entitled to an allotment of land upon any Indian reservation under 
any law of Congress, or who claim to be so entitled to land under any allot- 
ment act or under any grant made by Congress, or who claim to have been 
uniawtully denied or exeluded from any allotment or any parcel of jand to 
which he, she, or they elaim to be lawfully entitled by virtue of 
Congress, may commence and ute or defend any action, suit, 


of 

_— 

ceeding in relation to their right theretoin the same manner as May be done 
by citizens of the United States. 


Does not apply to those who are holding land 





Now, does this clause remain in the bill as agreed upon in the 
conference, as it is now? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; except that it does not apply to the 
civilized tribes. 

Mr. BRYAN. To the five civilizedtribes? That, as I under- 
stand, is a technical name applied to certain tribes? 

Mr.HOLMAN. The civilized tribes of the Indian Territory. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
Indian Territory. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker,I wish to call attention to only 
a very few matters, and I will refer to them very briefly. The 
report which was made some days ago, and which the House 
concurred in, and also the Senate, covered most of the matters 
of disagreement, except in relation to the agreements by which 
certain Indian tribes ceded lands to the United States. 

The matters to which [ wish to call attention are, first, in re- 
gard to the ap oo my ne of $5,000 in this bill for the survey 
of lands in the Indian Territory; second, in regard to the asphalt 
lands in Utah; third, in relation to the indebtedness of the 
United States growing out of the purchase of the Cherokee 
Outlet; and, fourth, the subject of three agreements with cer- 
tain Indian tribes for the cession of land. These are all the 
matters that I think can be fairly regarded as now remaining 
open. 

T wish to say incidentally, however, in relation to the Car- 
lisle school, which hds been a subject of some discussion here- 
tofore in the House, that the conferees of the two Houses rec- 
ommend that no additional appropriation be made for the su- 
perintendent of that school, who is a captain in the regular 
Army. One reason for this actionwas this. He has heretofore 
been allowed $1,000 additional; but during the last Congress we 
provided for the detailing of officersof the Army to Indian agen- 
cies wherever, in the judgment of the President of the United 
States, the public interest would be promoted. 

The result of that is that there are twenty-three officers of the 
regular Army serving as Indian agents, and if Congress thought 
proper to pay the superintendent of the school .at Carlisle, 
Pa., $1,000 in addition to his salary and perquisites as an of- 
ticur of the Army, why, then, the argument for paying twenty- 
three agents would be equally as forcible. Imightsay these gen- 
tlemen are all well provided for. They all, superintendents as 
well as agents, have good residences; I might say sumptuous res- 
idences. They have a large number of — sites as regular 
army officers, so that their compensation is exceedingly liberal, 
away beyond what we pay civil employés as superintendents of 
schools or agents at the Indian agencies. 

The Senate receded from its amendment, and that item is not 
recommended. In regard tosurveying Indian lands, the Senate 
amendment appropriated $5,000 for the survey of the Indian 
lands; end also provided that the appropriation of $25,000, made 
by the last Congress for the survey of Indian lands, under cer- 
tain conditions, may be made available. That $25,000 is to be 
expended whenever the Indians themselves desire to have their 
lands surveyed. Now, as a matter of fact, we surveyed some of 
these lands in former years. The lands of the Choctaws were 
surveyed partly or in whole, and some of the Creek lands. In 
the progress of time, as a matter of course, the Indian lands will 
all be surveyed. They have aright under the old treaty of 1835 
to have their lands surveyed and taken in severalty. 

That is the right they have; but up to this time they have 
never exercised it. The effect of this provision is, we are to 
make $30,009 available for the survey of these lands, and we 


The five civilized tribes of the 


have agreed to this, and consent to agree to the appropriation | 


ofthat money. For one, I am not willing that a false interpre- 
tation shall be put upon this appropriation, and if there had 
been ample time, I think the conferees on the part of the House 
would have oe into some details in this matter: but the op- 
portunity did not occur. 

We can not afford, gentlemen, to threaten these Indians. We 
can not afford, as the Congress of the United States, to resort to 
any interpretation that would compel, or seemingly compel, 
these Indians to accept their landinseveralty. I think twoends 
can be accomplished now. First, a division of the land among 
themselves, as the Quapaws have done. They divided the 
whole of their land, leaving nothing to be disposed of. I think 
the five civilized tribes would be willing to divide their lands 
up among themselves. In some of the tribes the individual In- 
dians would receive a very large amount of land. Inothers, for 
instance, the Seminoles, the amount of land would be compara- 
tiveiy small. 

We have taker a large amount of the Creek land, and there- 
fore there would not be much land to divide there. The same 
is true about the Choctaws; and still I do not think Congress 
should enact anything which would possibly be interpreted as a 
threat that we will violate the solemn enactment our fathers 
made with these tribes away back in the last generation. I have 
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before me the last of those most important treaties, the one of 
1835, in which this provision, which has often been read to the 
House, occurs: 

ARTICLES. The United States hereby covenant and agree that the lands 
ceded to the Cherokee Nation in the foregoing article shall in no future 
time, without their consent, be included within the territorial) limits or juris 
diction of any State or Territory. But they shall secure to the Cher, ke - 
Nation the right by their national councils to make and carry into effect qj) 
such laws as they may deem necessary for the government and protect(, . 
ofthe persons and property within their own country belonging to th; tr 
people or such persons as have connected themselves with them. : 


Now, that is the provision in effect. It has been enacted ang 
reénacted over and over again, and nothing should be done jp 
the way of a threat that the Government of the United States 
will override this solemn engagement if these Indians wil] no; 
take their lands in severalty and permit the rest of it to be sola, 
It would be unbecoming, I think, to the dignity and integrity of 
our Government; so that I will consent to the appropriation of 
this $5,000 in addition to the $25,000 being made available fo, 
the survey of this land, when it is done in an ordinary way. 
not by way of intimidation, not of intimation that the Govern. 
ment will override its solemn treaties, but simply because it js 
desirable that sooner or later this land should be surveyed. 

Mr. COX. What is the object of the survey? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The object of the survey is this. Sooner op 
later they will wish to take their lands in some form or other in 
severalty. They are willing now, as [ remarked before, to take 
them and divide them among themselves as the Quapaws huve 
done. Thatis not what our people want to do. Our peopl 
want to get a portion of these lands, and we can not get a por- 
tion of the land. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. This is a provision to survey the 
lands of the five civilized tribes, the Cherokees, the Choctaws 
and so on? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And it is proposed to go into the 
reservation and survey these lands? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; and it has been intimated to the 
country 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
dians? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is not asked for by the Indians. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Itis proposed tosurvey it any way, 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is asked for very earnestly by our com 
mission, now negotiating with these tribes, the Hon. Henry L 
Dawes being chairman of that commission. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is it not true that some few of the Indians 
desire to take their lands in severalty? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The report is that very few of them have 
any such desire. They believe their present condition is th: 
best for them, and when I had the honor of visiting that region 
some years ago in company with my friend from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON], we found that to be substantially tlre universal senti- 
ment among them. They ciaimed that they were ina better 
condition holding their lands in common than they would be in 
if they held them in severalty. The idea is to assign a quarter 
section for each head of a family and a smaller quantity of land 
for each of the other membersof the family, and then to sell the 
balance. 

Now, the effect of that would be to violate the engagement en- 
tered into by our fathers with their fathers more than a gene- 
ration ago, and it is against any possible misinterpretation of 
this appropriation in that way, against this being construed as 
even in the slightest degree intended to intimidate those Indi- 
ans or control their action, that I enter my protest. Whenever 
they wish to dispose of their lands the United States will be pre- 
pared to meet them, but we ought not to force them to do1t 
against their own desire. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Is it not your judgment that 
the chairman of that committee, ex-Senator Dawes, would de- 
cline to recommend anything that he did not believe to be for 
the best interest of the Indians? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Undoubtedly; but Mr. Dawes is the author 
of the act of 1887 known as the allotment law, the design 0 
which was to break up the Indian tribes, and he has been very 
much complimented upon it. Now, the only prominent instance 
of Indians holding their lands in common is that of the ive 
civilized tribes. In almost every other case either negotl& 
tions are pending or surveys have been ordered looking to the 
breaking up of the tribal relations, and in view of the arbi- 
trary character of the management of these reservations, the 
absolute despotism of the Indian agents, I have slowly reached 
the conclusion that it would be better for the Indians to be re 
lieved from that despotism, which is backed up by the Indian 
police, even at the risk of being subjected to temptations and 
vices of our race from which they have been heretofore in 4 
large measure exempted. 


Has it been asked for by the In- 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Is it not a fact, known of all men, that 
ecarcely & train passes ee that country that is not robbed 
or attempted to robbed; that almost every day there occur 
outrages upon the persons and property of citizens traveling 
through that region? Now, what remedy does the gentleman 
propose? Does he propose to let that Territory remain as the 
stamping ground of outlaws and cutthroats? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not my friend know that almost all 
those railroads to which he refers run through portions of the 
country west of the five civilized tribes? 

Mr. COCKRELL. These outrages occur all through that 
country, and the fact is known to all men who live near it or 
who know what is going on there. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend says that these outrages occur all 
over that country, but I think the experience of gentlemen who 


have visited the Indian Territory of late years is that it isabout | 


as safe as any Other part of the country, that property is as safe, 
and that individual rights are as well protected there as any- 
where in this country. 

We have underestimated the five civilized tribes, gentlemen, 
There are a great many able men among them. Keokuk, the 


chief of the Sac and Fox Indians, though he does not speak a | 


word of English, is a man of commanding ability, and there are 
many instances of able men all through that country. The fact 
is we have underestimated the Indian character. The future 
of the Indian race in this country is far more promising than 
anything that our ancestors could have anticipated. 


is well assured; not so much through your schools, gentlemen, 
as through the teaching of experience. 

One other fact in regard tothe fivecivilized tribes. They are 
not only willing to divide up their lands, but they are also will- 
ing to organize a better territorial government. Those tribes 
constitute now, as gentlemen are aware, aconfederacy, and they 
hold, at irregular intervals, a meeting where all the leading 
men of the tribes come together. They are willing to organize 
a better territorial government, substantially on the plan on 
which our Territorial governments have been organized in the 
past and are still, and to send a Delegate to Congress. 

The Cherokees now have that right under the treaty, but 
they have never exercised it. They will send a Delegate to 
Congress as s00n as their government is more systematically 


organized, and these two ends are about all that can be accom- | 
lished at the present time, leading on, I should indulge the 


ope, in the course of a few years to the formation of an Indian 
State, which would be very nearly as large as the State of In- 
diana. 

Taking the five civilized tribes, together with the Quapaws 
and smail fragments of tribes located in the northeastern por- 
tion of the Indian Territory, you would have a region of country 
substantially equal in area to the State of Indiana. And, gen- 
tlemen, it seems to me it would be a pleasant thing for this gen- 
eration of men to carry out the humane and benevolent scheme 
of the men who established that Territory. They were largely 
Southern men. 

In the writings of Jefferson, and later on of President Jackson 
and John C. Calhoun, more will be found urging a high policy 
in regard to the Indian tribes than from the men of our North- 
ern or Northwestern section. They indulged the hope that 
that Indian Territory, embracing as it originally did 42,000,000 


acres, would become the home of the Indians, especially their | 
home, forming a great State of the Union where the remnants | 


of those once powerful tribes would display the beneficent fruits 
of civilization in becoming a great, prosperous, and powerful 
State. And, gentlemen, this would have been accompiished if 
it had not been for the fact that the great States all around that 
Territory, except on the west, found those 42,000,000 acres in 
their way; they wanted to get the land; and therefore as far 


back as 1479 or 1880 we extinguished the power which the Pres- | 


ident had exercised in the days of Jackson of settling friendly 

Indians in the Indian Territory. And from that day to the 

= the progress of population in the Indian Territory has 
en very slow. 

The next subject, Mr. Speaker, to which I wish to invite at- 
tention for a moment, is in regard to the Cherokee bonds— 
amendment 119, I believe; and I ask that the amendment may 

read; for I wish to call special attention to that provision, as 
it will be, I cpprehend, the subject of some comment hereafter. 
lam especially anxious, as are my colleagues on the committee, 
that this subject should be perfectly understood. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before that amendment is read. will the 
gentleman permit me to make one statement? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well; I yield. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The gentleman from Indiana made the 
statement just now that on three sides of those five tries were 
great States that wanted to gobble up the Indian Territory. 
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development that is going on from year to year their progress | 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; | did not siy that: I would not use 
such a term as that with reference to great States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Well, you virtually said that they were 
disposed to do so. , 
Mr. HOLMAN, That country did lie in the path of the busi 

ness of those States, aseverybody knows. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Exactly. Now. I want to say to the gen- 
tleman that so far as concerns the people on one side of that 
Territory, we are friends to those people and always have been. 
We are on the very friendliest terms with them. We admit 
the fact—read and known of all men—that there are in that 
Territory men of intelligence, of standing, of character; men 
competent in every way to govern thems:lves and manage ihe 
affairs of that nation. But there is one fact thatought not to be 
for gotten, that that is a sparsely settled country. And that it 
| is infested by thieves, robbers, and cutthroats, no one can deny. 
| This is not the fault of those Indians. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. May I interrupt the gentle 
man, in the time of the gentleman from Indiana{Mr. HOLMAN], 
to ask him this question, as he has had a varied experience in 
connection with this subject: Is it not a fact, within the gentle- 
man's knowledge, that those persons who have resided nearest 
the Indians, and have lived adjacent to the Indian reservations, 
have been better friends to the Indians and more disposed to 
treat them well and to see that they have their rights than those 
people living far remote who are continually airing their hu 
mantarian ideas with reference to the Indians? 
| Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not want to impeach the motives of 
my friend from Indiana or anybody else who may live remote 
| from the Indian country. But there has always been a false 
sympathy manifested toward the Indians. The men living upon 
the border of the Indian country in Arkansas, Missouri, and 
Kansas are perfectly familiar with those people. No one in 
these communities wants to rob the Indians or take any advan- 
tage of them. But there is in that Indian nation a condition of 
affairs that must be cured by some means or other. This con- 
dition of things is not the fault of the Indians, for as a rule they 
are law abiding. But, as I have said, that country is sparsely 
settled. Whena gang of outlaws goesin and demands that these 
Indians feed them, they are bound to do so, for a refusal would 
subject them possibly to the harshest kind of treatment. 
| Now, under existing circumstances, gentlemen who read the 
newspapers, especially those who come from that portion o: the 
country, know that almost daily we hear that some parties who 
make that Indian country their stamping ground have robbed a 
bank in Arkansas, or Texas, or it may be up in Wisconsi) 
When these men are trailed back it is almost always found that 
they take refuge in the western part of that Territory, in the 
| region of the Kiowas and Comanches. Recently there have 
| been a number of robberies and murders. The other day «a man 
| whom I have tried three times, with a number of others, was 
killed in an attempt to arrest him. There were nine men who 
broke jail, men some of whom were under sentence for robbery 
and other crimes in my court, and they have never been cap 
tured. We have never been able to get them: and they live in 
| that sparsely settled country, and live off of that people—— 

Mr.HOLMAN. Now, my friend has madea very good speech 

| and a very interesting statement, if he will just let me conclude 
my remarks. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, I know: you do not want to hear it. 
{Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. My experience is simply that when you want 
to reach a given objectof high public interest you can make the 
newspapers bristle in its behalf if youchoose. My friend before 
me, the gentleman from Jllinois [Mr. CANNON], and myself 
passed through that region of the country not many years ago, 
and it was just as sparsely settled as now, and we had not the 
slightest apprehension of danger, or any reason to feel that we 
were not secure. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, you and CANNON had not anything to 
| be robbed of. [Laughter.| 
| Mr. HOLMAN. On the contrary, they treated us with distin- 
| guished consideration. 

And that reminds me, Mr. Speaker, of a little incident that 
occurred. I was present and heard the discussion the other day 
on some provision in the army appropriation bill, in relation 
to what are called the Apache Indians, the Cherokee Apaches. 
There is an interesting history there, gentlemen, in connection 
with this people. 

These Indians for generations were living peaceably and pros- 
perously in New Mexico. In the midst of their harvest they 
were driven away. They livedinthe region knownas the \Varm 
Springsregion. They were takenfrom New Mexico and s>ttled 

|among the Mesealero Apaches, and afterwards went to the 
| White Mountains among the Apaches there in Northern Ari- 
| zona. 
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Gen. Crook told us, and he hada poten idea of the Indian 
character, and we did not. meet in all our travels with a single 
Indian that did not recognize his name as soon as spoken—a hu- 
mane, kind-hearted man, always truthful, of a larger experience 
of Indian affairs than any persen of our generation—he told us 
all about the wrongs which had been inflicted on these people, 
which in his judgment had driven them to desperation. Hedid 
not believe that onecrime out of filty attributed to these Indians 
had really been committed by them. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, if | remember correctly all these years, the 
number of Apaches at the San Carlos Agency at that time, ac- 
cording to Gen. Crook, was but 27 men, headed by Geronimo, and 
7 boys and 92 women, and all of the outrages which had been 
committed during that period was the outgrowth of the desire 
on the part of these people, ac to Gen. Crook, to be per- 
mitted to go down into New Mexico amongst their own kin again. 
My blood rose when I went there and heard of the facts, the out- 
rages which had been perpetrated by the Apaches, but when the 
facis were made known by Gen. Crook, it seemed different, and 
I wish to refresh the memory of my friend from Illinois, who I 
saw listening to that discussion, but not participating in it the 
other day, that when wereached the little villagecalled Wilcox— 
there were three or fourof usin the party—on the Southern 
Pacifie Railroad nearly south of Fort Grant, that we got there 
about noon. 

lt would take us about half a day te reach Fort Grant from 
that point, and we were admenished, almost with tears in the 
eyes of our fellow-citizens, that to go 15 miles from that village 
without a military escort, was a foolhardy act that nobod 
would consent to perform whe had any information or know!l- 
edge of the Indiancharacter. But we drove to Fort Grant that 
afternoon, | suppose 30 or 40 miles distaht. During that jour- 
ney we passed one ranch I believe, but saw no Indians. We 
stayed at Fort Grant that nightand drove to Camp Thomas 
the next day, and not a single Indian in sight nor a solitary 
human habitation tiene, I believe. 

The next morning, - moving down the Gila River to the 
San Carles Agency, through the cactus bushes, the first indica- 
tion of a war character that. we saw hove in view through the 
thick eaetus bushes. And what de you think that. military 
demonstration was—the only ene we saw? It was six w 
loads of barley driven by six Indians, and they informed our 

uide that they were going up with their barley, which had 

n raised on the Gila and San Carlos Rivers, that they were 
taking it up toCamp Themas to get a dollar a bushel for it. 
They were well-eondueted drivers. That was all we saw that 
was warlike. 

We got down to San Carlos, and there the only signs of white 
inhabitants were a military man acting as agent, and his clerk, 
and two Indian traders, one with a wife, and the other with a 
wife and two children. The captain—I think it was Capt. 
Greene—toeld us it was the safest place in the United States. 
And yet there were four or five thousand Indians right around 
us. I have no doubt my friend slept in his little cottage there 
near Capt. Greene’s headquarters, without even a 
bolting his door. L knowl did. So gentlemen, these things 
are sometimes magnified. 

I know they are not magnified by my friend here, for he knows 
a great deal more about the matter than I do, because I have had 
comparatively little experience. My friend has spoken so well 
from his standpoint that I hope he will not ask me another ques- 
tion. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. When yeu get through I shall have some- 
thing to say in my owm time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And we shall be glad to hear our friend. 
I shall, at any rate. 

Now, gentlemen, there is an item here to which I wish to call 
very especial attention. In fact, therearetwo. I ask the Clerk 
to read the last clause on page 145 of the bill, beginning with 
line 18. This is a Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the Secretary Treasu issue 
Cherokee Nation or wie ‘analenan oie ° ee ienaens the Unites 
States of interest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum. pay- 

of Marvh ef each year, in amounts of $1,000 and 

; , ve amounts of the second, third, fourth, 

and tifth installments, maturing vely on the 4thday of March, 1396, 

the 4th day of March, 1837, the 4th day of h, 1898, the 4th day of 

—a 1898, and amounting In the aggregate to $6,620,000, as specified in said 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask the Clerk to read the 

which I have marked in the Indian appropriation act 

of the last session, in regard to that indebtedness of the United 
States to the Cherokee Indians. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the 
elie oe rig teat ee pene armen seal faly Restore 
deoreby appropriated shall be immediately available and the remaining sum 


3 
able annualty on the 4th 
000, res for 
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of 88,300,000, or so much thereof as is required to carry out the provision, ,, 
said agreementas amended and according to thts act, to be payable in... 
equal annual installments, commen on the 4th day of March, 1895, ».; 

on the 4th day of March, 1899, said deferred payments to bear jn. 
est at the rate of 4per cent per annum, to be paid annually, and the amo... 
required for the payment of interest as aforesaid is hereby appropriate. ae 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope that gentlemen will so, 
the exact effect of this proposition. The Senate amend ,; 
which has been agreed to with an amendment is this: [ jay, 
not the exact words before me. but added to this provision is , 
clause that nothing in this provision shall be construed as jp a, “ 
way enlarging the liability of the United States, or extengj,? 
the time for the paymentof thismoney. The effect of it, tho». 
fore, if we understand matterseorreetly, is this: The Secreta», 
of the Treasury has issued no certificate under the provisigns ¢; 
this act, a passage from which has been read by the Clerk, py; , 
certificate has been issued by the Secretary of the Interigy :, 
the Cherokee Indians, for $6,460,000. 

That is-one certificate. It was stated to the conferces tha; 
the Cherokee Nation had transferred this certificate over jo , 
gentleman by the name of Wilson, of New York, and that 1))). 
proposition was a change of the original agreement.only in this. 
that instead of one certificate, issued by the Secretary of the |p. 
terior for 36,460,000, which was perhaps not negotiable—al thous), 
I do not know as to that—that the Secretary of the Treasury |, 
authorized by this provision to issue bonds or certificates—| ), 
lieve they are called certificates—of $1,009 or $10,000 each, iy 
lieu of that outstanding certificate for $6,460,000. That seems 
to be the difference. 

The Secretary of the Treasury at one time seemed to under 
stand that the effect of this provision was'to imerease the dura- 
tion of these bonds, and that of course would add to their val 
But I have had the statute read for the purpose of showing that 
the time isexactly the same, and that the interest is cxacily 
the same, beginning from the same date, so that the only change 
is that this sum of $6,460,000 is authorized to be divided up int 
smaller securities. The question is, Is it the policy of the Gov- 
ernment te do that? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. May I ask the gentleman a 
tion? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. We owed the Cherokees, wider 
treaty, or rather under agreement, for these lands, $6,())),())) 
and over? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Payable according to the 
ment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. In five years. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If I understand the gentleman 
aright. the Cherokees have sold this claim against the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLEN. To the extent of this claim of $6,400,000. 

Mr. CANNON of Llinois. And sold it for some pric 
factory to them. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Ata premium. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Of how much? - 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Something over $100,000). 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Something over $100,000. Now, 
practically, the purchaser of thatclaim or indebtedness comes i 
and wants you to give him bonds of the United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the practical result. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, does the Governmen' 
an by that? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It does not take in anything. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, wherein does the owner 0 
this claim take anything? 

Mr. ALLEN. This gives him his certificates in a more coi 
venient form. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. How much more are they wort! 
in that form than the claim in the present form. Let me add 
this, as it has now passed out-of the Indians’ hands: Can we 20! 
borrow the money at: 2} or 3 per cent, and negotiate with the 
man who holds this claim against the United States to take the 
money instead of giving him 4 per cent bonds? 

Mr. ALLEN. Our contract is te give him 4 per cent. 

Mr. CANNON oflllimois. Well, I understand; but he comes 
in now, having this claim by virtue of that treaty, which he 
has bought in substance, and says to the Government of the 
United States, ‘‘I want you to change that and give me bonds 
at 4 per cent.” Now, while we are ‘‘dickering ” with him, > 
we are not taking anything, why not borrow the money % <7 0 
3 per cout and pay off the debt and make the difference of |! 

r cent: 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was tebe paid in five installments. °* 
ten over a period of five years. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certzxinly. id 

Mr. HOLMAN. And it wasvery obvious that Congress co" 
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not enter into a new contract and change that contract so as to 
make a heavier burden upon the people. I[ am acquiescing in 
this matter. Other gentlemen have studied it very thoroughly, 
and | was anxious that the House should know what is proposed 
» done. 
to me SSANNON of Illinois. [I do not know very much about it; 
put I do know from the gentleman's statement that this indebt- 
edness was to be paid in five installments at 4 per cent interest. 
Now, the Indians sold that claim against the Government, ac- 
cording to the gentleman's statement. It has gone into the 
hands of a third party. 


The third party comes in and says to | 


the United States, ‘‘ Now, I would be glad if you would execute | 


me in lieu of the indebtedness ” 
Mr. ALLEN. A new certificate in lieu of one of six million. 
Mr. GANNON of Illinois (continuing). 
States bearing 4 per cent interest. Now, I want to make—— 
Mr. HOLMAN. The term ‘‘ bond” is not used. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Itis the same thing. Would not 


he be glad to get his money; and can not we aiford to borrow it | 
| Interior? 


at 2+ per cent instead of giving him the 4 per cent? 
Mr. ALLEN. 
who purchased the claim paid a premium of $100,000 for it. He 


would not be glad to pay out $100,000 for a contract and then | 


take that back in money. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Why interfere? Why not let the 
man alone, without any requeston the Government. 

Mr. ALLEN. We can let him alone, but if we can doa favor 


to somebody without hurting the Government, if we can give | 


him these securities in a more convenient form, I do not see 
exactly with the gentleman, that because we are not ‘ beating 


aman outof the amount, that we ought not to do anything for | 


him. 
Mr.CANNON of Illinois. How much are these bonds worth— | 


this present Indian indebtedness? 

Mr. ALLEN. 
that they would be in a more convenient shape to him. 

Mr. PICKLER. This is not to cost the Government a cent. 

Mr. ALLEN. It does not cost the Government a single cent. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
they were worth more, that the Indians probably ought to get 
the benefit of the increased value. 

Mr. ALLEN. They are worth more probably to him, being 
in more convenient shape, but they donot cost us any more and 
the liability of the Government is not increased a solitary cent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr.Speaker, I was exceedingly anxious that 
this matter should be understood, and I hope it is now well un- 
derstood. I concede that nothing in this contract is beneficial 
to the United States; but,on the other hand, there is nothing in 
it detrimental to the United States. The Government suffers 
no injury. I yielded on this pointwith reluctance. TheSenate 
was very anxious for it, and, with the amendment to which I 
have referred, the proposition was finally agreed to. 


Bonds of the United | 


The statement was just made that the mar | 


They would not be worth a dollar more, except | 


The only object | have is this, if | 


| these three contracts. 





Up to this point I have spoken altogether of matters upon | 


which an agreement has been reached. 
reach agreements upon a bill like this, which is the most diffi- 
cultof allthe great appropriation bills. One hundred and twenty 
amendments have been putupon the bill. Thereare three prop- 


It is no easy matter to | 
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lowed on deforred payments at the rate of 5 percent. You 
agreed to pay them for their lands from $1.25 to $3 an acre, the 
latter price in the case of the Nez Perces. [ understand that 2 
large portion of that land is notvery good, but we agreed to pay 
$3.an acre for it, and now, in addition to paying for it at that 
rate, the Senate insists that we shall pay interest at the rate of 
5 percent. There isa case where my friend can see the injus 
tice that is done to theGovernment. You can borrow money at 
2+ per cent, but it is proposed to pay these Indians 5 per cent, 
and yet you are at the same time paying them a larger price for 
their lands than you ever paid before. 

Mr. MARSH. Did we agree in the treaty to pay them 5 per 
cent? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The men who negotiated these avreement 
which had, of course, te be ratified by Congress 

Mr. PICKLER. They agreed to give the Indians 5 per cent 


| did they not? 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


They agreed to give the Indians 5 per cen‘ 
Mr. PICKLER. 


Under the direction of the Secretary of the 


Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not know under whose direction, but | 
should think not. I do not think that the Secretary of the [n- 
terior or any other officer of this Government would have ven- 
tured to give such instructions. 

Mr. PICKLER. I suppose he limited them tosome rate. Hoe 


| probably did not instruct them to allow 5 per cent, but it is not 
| likely that he would send them out without any limitation. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Was there notan example right before him 
in the case of the Cherokee Outlet, where we paid $1.40 an acre 
for the land and allowed 4 per cent interest on the money? 

Mr. PICKLER. That was $6,000,000, while this is 
$590,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The case in your State is, but in the case of 
the Nez Perces to which [ was referring, the amount is over a 
million dollars, and upon that it is proposed to pay 5 per cent 
interest. 

Mr. PICKLER. It has always been the practice, I believe, 
to pay the Indians 5 per cent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not uniformly. 

Mr. PICKLER. It has been nearly universal, has it not? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not undertake to say how many of tho 
later agreements have been at the rate of 4 per cent, but I cal! 
attention to the very prominentinstances that I have mentioned. 

Now, all I wish to say in conclusion is thatthe conferees upon the 
part of the House ask the House toaccept our agreements as far 


only 


| as we have been abie to agree and to decline to recede from the 


disagreement to the amendments of the Senate in regard to 
Lam in favor of ratifying the contracts, 
placing the money to the credit of these Indians and paying 4 
per cent upon it, but [do not think Congress ought to go beyond 


| that. Three percent would be liberal, 4 per cent is very liberal 
| but 5 per cent is going beyond reason when you are paying the 


Indians twice as much for their jands as you ever paid before. 
I believe I havenothing further toadd, Mr. Speaker. I amonly 


} anxious that thereshail bea distinct understanding of what has 


| been agreed upon and what has not been agreed upon. 


ositions to which I now desire to ask the attention of the House | 


for a few moments. 
ferees on the 
sist that a further conferenco be asked for. 
tracts with the Siletz Indians of Oregon, the Yankton Sioux of 
South Dakota, and the Nez Perces of Idaho. 

The amount involved is something near two million and a half 
of dollars. The proposition of the House was that, inasmuch as 


They are the matters as to which the con- | 
tof the House recommend that the House in- | 
They cover the con- | 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, [ am as anxious 
as the gentleman from Indiana {[Mr. HOLMAN] can possibly be 
that there shall be a distinct understanding relative to the rat- 
ification of these treaties. While itis true that my colleague 
[Mr. ALLEN] and I have signed this report, I think he will bear 
testimony that we were in favor of the ratification of the trea- 


| tiesand were disposed to move when we came back here that the 


we held those lands simply in trust for the Indians, we should | 
nhotappropriate the money directly out of the Treasury for the | 


purpose of paying for them, but that, as the Government re- 


House recede. That was our understanding so faras these agree- 
ments were concerned. 

Of course, Mr. Chairman, [am more interested in the ratifi- 
cation of the Nez Perce treaty which the gentleman from In- 
diana has spoken of than any other of the treaties named in this 


ceived the money from time to time, it should place it to the | bill, because that treaty virtually affects the immediate section 


credit of the Indians on the books of the Treasury. That would | of the country in which I reside. 
seem to be an act of justice to the Government of the United | cause it affects my neighbors. 


[ am more interested in it be- 
The area of country involved is 


States,as wellas tothe indian tribes. For that reason the House | as large as the State of Maryland: and while I do not wish in 
did not make any appropriation of the money. The Senate, how- the slightest degree to criticise the gentleman from Indiana, | 
ever, insists on an appropriation direct in all three instances, | 


one case involving over a million dollars. 
Gut thatis not the worst feature. When the rate of interest 


do not think he has been entirely fair in the statement he has 
made to the House. 
His main opposition to the ratification of this treaty appears 


in this country was 8 and even 10 per cent, and when you were | to be based on the rate of interest; but unfortunately perhaps 


paying the | tribes 30 and 40 cents an acre for their lands, 
oe paid 5 per cent interest on their money that you held in the 

Treasury. When you began to pay for these Indian landssome- 
thing approaching their real value, as in the case of the Chero- 
kee Outlet, where you paid, I believe, $1.25 0r about that amount, 
—_ $1.40, then you put the rate of interest down to 4 per 


The three agreements made with the three tribes that I have 


men con provisions that the interest should be al- 


| 


for the Government, the commissioners (one of them a trusted 
officer of the Interior Department) who made this treaty could 
not secure from these Indians any lower rate of interest than 5 
percent. Moreover. the statement made thata large portion of 
this land is not very valuable is not be borne out by the men who 
reside close to that reservation. I have here the statement of 
Mr. Robert Schleicher, who has resided upon the borders of 
this reservation a lifetime, and who was one of the commizsion- 
ers that made this treaty. 
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Let me read from his statement; but before doing so I want 
to say that I know of my own knowledge that there is no more 
valuable land in the country between the Bitter Root and the 
Cascade Mountains than the Nez Perces Reservation. It con- 
tains 350,000 acres of fine agricultural land, and Mr. Schleicher, 
who is well acquainted with the land, estimates these 350,000 
acres at $3.75 per acre. This is the estimate of a conservative 
man, who has resided for a lifetime on the borders of the reser- 
vation. For the information of the House, I embody the report 
of the committee in my remarks: 


On the Istof May, 1893, Robert Schleicher, James F. Allen, and Cyrus 
Beede concluded an agreement with the Nez Perces Indians, of Idaho, by 
which agreement the said Indians released to the United States about 
556,207 acres of land, to be opened to settlement under the provisions of the 
homestead, town site, timber, and stone and mineral laws of the United 
States. The bill reported by the committee provides that persons entering 
these lands shall pay $3.75 per acre for agricultural lands, and $5 per acre 
for timber and stone and mineral lands. 

It is believed that the money received from the sale of these lands at the 
prices fixed in the bill will fully reimburse the Government for all expendi- 
tures made in connection with the purchase of the land or negotiation of the 
treaty, and all incidental expenses in any manner connectedtherewith. It 
is believed that the first payment made under the treaty will be returned to 
the Treasury as quickly as settlers can make the payments required under 
the bill. In support of this eee two statements are submitted, esti- 
mating, each independently of the other, the classes of land and the acreage 
thereunder, thrown open tosettlement by the terms of the treaty referred to. 


Robert Schleicher, chairman of the commission which negotiated this | 


treaty, submits the following estimate: 


Prairie agricultural land 

Timber agricultural land 

Mineral land 

Timber and stone land............ 
Mountainous land not estimated ..... 


Total number of acres under this estimate...................... 556, 2074 


The estimate thus made at the prices fixed by the bill would bring to the 
Government the following sum: 


$50,000 acres agricultural land, at $3.75 per acre ..................-.. 31,312, 500 
70,000 acres timber agricultural land, at $3.75 per acre. ............. 262, 500 
20,000 acres mineral land, at $5 per acre.....................-.-..-.-- 100, 000 
70,000 acres timber and stone, at 85 per acre.............-.......---. 350,000 


SIN chdde taackitiseep ne. aheekibetnagkhecsseeabens cecnccee 8,088,000 


It further appears that Mr. Schleicher has resided near this reservation, 
and in the county in which it is situated many years. He is familiar with 
the resources of that country, a conservative man in all things, and his 
setgmens good with reference to the matter upon which he has expressed 
an opinion, 

Hon. Frank A. Fenn furnishes another estimate covering the same ground. 
Mr. Fenn was born in the county in which this reservation is situated, has 
lived there all of his life, and since the organization of a State government 
for Idaho has been connected with the public lands department of the State. 
He is as well informed concerning the resources of any section of Idaho, and 
the resources of the section of land proposed to be ceded by this bill in par- 
ticular, as any man in the United States. His estimate is as follows: 


SS land, 336,207 acres, at 83.75 per acre_................ 81, 260, 776. 25 
mber agricultural land, 40,00 acres, at $3.75 per acre.._........ 150, 000. 00 
50,000 acres timber and stone land, at % per acre ......... 250, 000. 00 
30,000 acres mineral iand, at 35 _ acre ; 150, 000. 60 
100,000 acres mountainous grazing land, at 50 cents per acre.... 50, 000. 00 
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The surplus to the Government at the price paid and at the price sold 
under the Schleicher estimate, would be $356,378. 

The surplus under the Fenn estimate would be $192,154. 

Mr. Fenn did not, of course, fix the price peracre of any of thisland. The 
100,000 acres is estimated at 50 cents r acre for the purpose of showing 
what the Government ought ultimately to realize out of it, assuming that 
the estimate is correct. It would not, of course, cut any immediate tigure 
in reimbursing the Treasury. 

There are about 1,500of these Indians. They have taken land in severalty, 
are well advanced in civilization, and are desirous of becoming citizens of 
the United States. 

A copy-of the agreement is included in the substitute. The Indians look 
upon the sale of this land as being accomplished, and are now anxiously 
awaiting the consummation of the —— as signed by them and the 
commissioners on the of the United Sts.tes. 

Attention is called to S. Ex. Doc. 31, Fifty-third Congress, second session, 
which contains the report of the commission, and all of the proceedings un- 
der which the treaty was negotiated. and a copy of the agreement and the 
letters of the Secretary of the Interior and Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
relative thereto. 

temps the treaty and its ratification are in line with well-established 
policy of the Government, 


Now, how do we appropriate this money’ Some gentlemen 
have said to me that we had better make an appropriation now 
for the first instullment, next year for the next installment, and 
s0 on until the whole is paid. But, gentlemen, that would be a 
violation of the treaty which we have entered into with these In- 
dians; and certainly the obligations of the Government with the 
Nez Perce Indians should be as honorably and as sacredly ob- 
served as its obligations with the civilized tribes of whom the 
gentleman from Indiana has spoken so eloquently. Now, the 
appropriation which we make in this bill is as follows: 

In consideration for the lands ceded, sold, relinquishe.1, and conveyed as 
aforesaid the United States stipulates and agrees to pay to the said Nez 
Perce Indians the sum of $1,620,222, of which amount the sum of $26,222shall 
be paid to said Indians per capita as soon as practicable after the ratifica- 
tion of this agreement. The remainder of said sum of $1,626,222 shall be de- 

in the Treasury of the United States to thecredit of the “ Nez Perce 


ndians, of Idaho," and shall bear interest at the rate of 5 per cent per an- 
num, which principal! and interest shall be ‘paid to said Indians per capita 


AUGUST 6, 


as follows, to wit: At the expiration of one year from the date of the ratif 
cation of this agreement the sum of 80,000, and semiannually t hereafter * 
sum of $150,000 with the interest on the unexpended porticn of the fy. -° 
$1,000,000 until the entire amount shall have been paid, and no part o; 1), 
funds to be derived from the cession of lands by this agreement made | 

be diverted or withheld from the disposition made by thisarticle on acco. 
of any depredation or other act committed by any Nez Perce Indian, pri 
to the execution of this agreement, but the same shall be actually paid : 
the Indians in cash, inthe manner and at the times as herein stipulated 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is according to the treaty 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That is exactly accordin> ; 
the treaty. - 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Whatis the contention of the 
tleman from Indiana? 7 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman’s conten;;, 
is that we should not pay the 5 per cent interest and that w, 
should not make this appropriation. Now, if we are going ; 
pay no interest and appropriate no money we shall have no |, 
dian bill, because that is the whole subject of controversy, _ 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. You mean we shall have no tica; 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes, we shall have no trea:) 

Mr. MADDOX. I wish the gentleman would state to us pro. 
cisely what the conferees have agreed on. ’ 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I will dosoas sconis[ , 
but I want to get through with this statement. 

Now, if we do not pay this interest of 5 per cent, what 
be the result? We shall have-to send commissioners ag,j 
treat with these Indians; and the cost of such a commission w; 
in my judgment be equal to the difference between 4 ani 5 | 
cent. Moreover, if we send another commission to mak. 
treaty with the Nez Perces it is doubtful whether we can secu 
a bargain as good as that we have already secured in this treat 

The Nez Perces Indians are pretty highly civilized; they k: 
the value of their lands, and they are going to realize that va 
before ceding them to their white neighbors. 

We are requiring here that whenever an acre of this lan 
taken up as a homestead there shall be paid for it $3.75. 1} 
lieve, knowing something of the conditions that surroun: 
case, that before the Treasury will be called upon to pay t 
$650,000 that the entire amount of money would be in the T 
ury from the sale of the lands on this reservation. 

All over the West, all over my State, all over Idaho, as w: 
as other portions of the country, they have been writing to 
constantly letters to know when this reservation will be open: 
settlement. It isexceedingly valuableand fertile land, und \ 
give an opportunity to build up a great agricultural comn 
there. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have the opportunity here to do it o’ 
fered to us; and yet we are quibbling whether we shal! pay : 
per cent or 5 per cent, a difference of only 1 per cent, or wheth 
we will send another commission to treat with these Indi 
the expenses of which will amount to as much money as it wi. 
take to ratify the treaty. So that a mere question of interes: 
which runs only for five or six years, is a mere nothing 
ratification of the treaty and as compared to the importan:«« 
the subject. 

I can very well see how gentlemen might dissent from 
amount of money appropriated or disagree on such an it 
that. But I can not bring my mind to discuss the questio 
involves only 1 per cent running through a period of thr 
four years, and take the alternative, that we may be con 
to send another commission to treat with these Indians. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Do I understand the gentlen 
maintain that the question is one of ratification or no ratific:! 
of this treaty? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That is it exactly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The bill which the Senat: 
poses, and which you advocate, I understand, ratifies t! 
and the provision which the gentleman from Indiana ad\ 
sets it aside. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That is it. 

Mr. PICKLER. All three of the treaties. 

Mr. WiLSON of Washington. The gentleman has sta‘ 
ina nutshell. All three treaties are involved—the treaty 0! 
friend from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN], the treaty of m) 
from South Dakota | Mr. PICKLER], and the other treat 
which were passed upon in the committee. The Com 
Indian Affairs of the House, of which you, sir (referri: 
MADDOX}, have the honor to be a member, discussed | 
ter, considered it in all of its details, passed upon it, rec" 
it to this House, and to-day we are back here with a con' 
report quibbling over a rate of 1 per cent on the am: as 
whether the Government of the United States will carry 0"' 
sacred obligations made with a semibarbarous tribe 0! pe?’ 
or whether the Government will refuse positively to rath y " 
agreement made by its own sanction through its own 0! 
sioners. ; 

Now, the Indian is peculiar; yoa know that better than 1 40. 
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After he has entered into a treaty with what he pleases to term 
the Great Father, he is ready to carry it out. 
do it himself. He stands ready to comply with his agreement. 
Will the Government of the United States be less honorable, or 
the Congress of the United States less honorable in regard to 
its contract with a semibarbarous tribe than these people have 
been or propose to be with the Government? 

Mr. Speaker, it is our duty to comply with our agreement 
with this people. 


gradually getting them settled by the white people. Weare 


radually educating the Indians—I think myself they ought to | 
‘ educated on the reservations—but all the same the Indian | 


problem is rapidly passing away, and will soon become a thing 
of the past. 

Only a few more questions remain to be dealt with. But if we 
are to be continually pressed back here, it is useless to go there, 
expend labor, time, and trouble and get the treaties into shape, 
and after they have been properly ratifiedand agreed to and the 
gacred obligation entered into, to find the Congress of the United 
States unwilling to carry out the promises. 

It was understood, sir, when we came back with this report, 
that while we signed the report as conferees to a disagreement, 
and while my honorable friend, Mr. HOLMAN—and while [ am 
often compelled to dissent from him, he knows as 1 do that I re- 
spect him and honor him and love him for the services he has 
rendered tothe Republic of the United States—yet I mustdissent 
from him, knowing the surroundings and the conditions that 
exist in the section of country that [ have the honor in part to 
represent; and I can not—I can not agree to again send these 
treaties back for ratification, again appropriate money for a 
commission that can go there and undertake to make a new 
agreement and go over the same ground that has been already 
covered by the former commission. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman must remember that this in- 
yolves a big appropriation of money. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I said, while my friend was 
out, that there might be a disagreement upon the appropria- 
tion: and I called the attention of the House and the committee 
to the appropriation as it exists in the Indian bill. I think 
those around me will bear testimony that I stated it correctly 
and asitexists. So I hope, in the interest of the settlers, in the 
interest of the people of the State of Idaho, in the interest of 
the people of the State I have the honor in part to represent, 
and in the interests of all the people of the West who are build- 
ing up a great empire upon the other side of the Rocky Moun- 
tains, that when a motion is made to recede from the disagree- 
ment, as it will be made, the House will promptly sustain us. 

It is right, it is just, it is fair, it is honorable, and why not 
carry it out? Now, my friend from Georgia [Mr. MADDOX] 
wishes to know what we had agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is fully stated in the conference report. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. In the last report the Senate 
receded from its amendment of a thousand dollars for additional 
pay of the officer of the United States Army in charge of the 
Carlisle school. The gentleman from Indiana has stated that, 
and as he has also stated, we have twenty-three army officers 
nowin charge of various Indian agencies throughout the country. 
If we make an appropriation for one army officer, it probably 
would be just and equitable that we make a similar appropria- 
tion for all army officers. 

Perzonally I am opposed now, as I always intend to be, to the 
Government of the United States detailing any military officer 
to act as an Indian agentin the West. I am opposed now, as I 
always intend to be, to the appointmentof any indianagentfrom 
any State or Territory other than the State or Territory in 
which the Indian agency to which he is appointed is located. 

I do not believe that the appointment, either of these army 
Officers, or of these outsiders, and the sending of them in our 
country is a good thing for the Indian service. WhenI offered 
my amendment, when this bill was first being considered, I 
Stated upon the floor of the House the reason why I opposed 
the appointment of my fellow-citizens from other sections of 
the country to be sent into our country to hold these offices. 


he Democratic party as it exists in my State has met me in | 


times gone by in honorable and fair battle. The members of 
that party have upheld it in that section against an overwhelm- 
tuft ee. opposed to them, and when that party came into 
full and absolute power, it was entitled to the benefit of whatever 
offices there might be in our midst to which members of that 
party could be appointed. 
ow, they have not received such appointment. The Demo- 
cratic party of the State which I have the honor in part to rep- 
resent have no representative upon this floor, and I hope it will 
many years before they do have one; but in their name I pro- 
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He proposes to | 


We must maintain the integrity of our deal- | 
ings with them. This country is greatly interested in the re- | 
sult. We are gradually closing up our reservations; we are | 
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| test against the honorable Secretary of the Interior sending his 
men from his section into our midst, in these times of distress 
among our people, to take that which lawfully and legitimately 
| belongs to them. 

I had not intended, Mr. Speaker, to discuss this branch of the 
| question. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man from Washington if there are any differences between the 
two Houses besides this 1 per cent? 

Mr. HOLMAN. And the appropriation. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman from Indiana 
says, ‘‘And the appropriation.” Of course that is always the 
difference. 

Mr. LUCAS. What other difference is there? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. There is no other difference 
than the 1 per cent and the appropriation of the money. That 
means in the usual able, artful manner of the gentleman from 
Indiana, who hopes for the defeat of the treaty, and that is what 
he is seeking to accomplish. That is ail thero is in that. If 
he can defeat the 1 per cent he can send the treaty back, sond 
the commissioners back for another treaty, and thereby obviate 
the appropriation of the money, and in that way cut down, as 
he hopes to do, the appropriation of money in this direction. 
That is all there is in that. 

Now, I want to say that we shall probably be met with de 
feat. The Senate in my judgment will not recede from these 
amendments. The House of Representatives might just as wel! 
recede first as last. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Ought they to? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I think they ought to recede, 
and the majority of the conferees think so. Speaking with all 
| respect, we stand 5 to 1 for the ratification of these treatie 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why do not you so report, then? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. COCKRELL] asks me why we do not so report. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I should like to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ‘There are so many of these conferees, 
representing so many different bodies, that perhaps the gentle- 
man from Washington has not heard from all of them. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, the conferees on the 
Indian bill, unlike the conferees on the tariff bill, had no letter 
from the President of the United States. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What about the conferees on the part 
of the sugar-refining {nterest? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, they have a letter. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What about the conferees on the part of 
the sugar-growers, and what about the conferees on the part of 
the people; that is, the Republicans, who have not been cilled 
in yet? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, if the gentleman wants 
to go off on that line, I will say to him in my own time that it is 
my judgment that when the tariff conferees agree it will be to 
the Senate bill, the same as when the conferees agree upon the 
Indian bill, on the differences now remaining; I think it will be 
upon the Senate bill. When the report on the tariff bill comes 
in the Democrats shall vociferate a good deal, of course, and ges- 
ticulate and talk about the people. 

Mr. MAHON. And the farmers. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. And the farmers; but all the 
same I will say to the gentleman from Ohio thatif any tariff bill 
is passed at this session of Congress, in my opinion it will be the 
Senate bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
Indian bill. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 





[should like to reply to the 


st 


You had better stick to your 


I think so myself, and would 
have done so if it had not been for theinterruptions. I haveall 
I want to do on this one conference report. 

Mr. HULL. Lunderstood the gentleman from Washington to 
say that five of the conferees were in favor of the House bill, 
and only one in favor of the Senate. That being so, why does 
the gentleman say we must agree to the Senate amendment? 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman stated just the reverse. 
| Mr. WILSON of Washington. WhatI intended to say was 
| that five of us were for the Senate amendment. 

Mr. HULL. I understood you to say the House bill. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Five of us are for the Senate 
amendments to the House bill, for the ratification of the treaty. 

Mr. HERMANN. May I make an inquiry of the gentleman? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes, sir. 

Mr.HERMANN. From the answer given by you to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HULL] the understanding would seem to be 
thatthere was but one main disagreement, and that was as to the 
1 per cent interest agreed to be paid to the Indians according to 
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the treaty. I would ask you, then, what is the status of the 
other disagreement, as to the ratification of the agreement upon 
the three different reservations? 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. The same condition of affairs. 


The same trouble exists upon the treaty that you are interested | 


in; the same trouble exists with the treaty that the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] is interested in as exists rel- 
ative to the Nez Perces. Around the Nez Perces revolves all 
the ratifications of these treaties. 

Mr. HERMANN. 
ment 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. There are three disagree- 
ments, involving the same central point. Yours provides for 5 
per cent interest and the money appropriated. Now, the gen- 
tleman from Georgia[Mr. MADDOX] says [ cut him off. Has the 
gentleman any other questions to ask? 

Mr. MADDOX. No. 

Mr.OGDEN. Whatamountisinvolved in the disagreements? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. About $2,000,000: and while 


it is all appropriated at one time, I wish to be entirely fair and | 
state it does not come out of the Treasury except in install- | 


ments. 

Mr. LUCAS. In five years. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. In five years, and that the 
first installment is paid as soon as practicable. Now, we people 
who reside around the Nez Perce Reservation think that the 
money will be paid in before the Government will have to pay 
itout. This question of the treaty with the Nez Perces has 
been battled over since 1887. We have had commission after 
commission. It has been next to impossible to get the In- 
dians to treat. They know they have valuable lands; and now 
that we have succeeded, after seven years’ work, in securing a 
treaty—now that we have gotiton an Indian appropriation bill, 
it seems to me that the Congress of the United States can at 
least afford to ratify this treaty, not only in justice to the com- 
missioners and in justice to the Indians, but also in justice to 
all those people who wish to develop that country and make it 
a profitabie and rich portion of our section. | Applause. | 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question right there? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Isit notrightin line with the general policy 
we have been pursuing in making treaties with the Indians,and 
is it not afact that there is nothing new about this treaty? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. There is nothing new about 
the treaty except that the Committee on Indian Affairs of the 
House have adopted the rate of 4 per cent interest. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Speaker, I never listen to one of these an- 
nual debates upon the appropriation of money, not from the im- 
mense accumulations of the Indian funds for the education o- 
their own children, but from the Treasury of the United States, 
that I am not filled with astonishment at the lamentable incon- 
sistency, not to say folly and wicked negligence of which we are 
guilty toward our own people in contrast with the broad and 
philanthropic sentiments which dictate our policy toward the 
children of 250,000 savages, comprising an educable population 
of not more than 100,000 children and probably not more than 
three-fourths of that number, many of whom are provided for in 
schools of their own. 

[do not object to the appropriation of the public money to 
the education of the Indian child; on the contrary, I demand it. 
[ demand the appropriation thereof for the support of purely 
public and nonsectarian schools, although it must be admitted 
that the heathen savage must receivefrom the education of civili- 
zation thatinculcation of moral sentiments and of religious ideas 
and beliefs which the child of a Christianized people acquires 
mainly from other sources than the schools. 


So that the teaching of a nonsectarian Christianity and mo- 
rality as well as mere intellectual training is almost indispen- | 


sable in an Indian school; and a publicschool among the Indians 
must give much of a broad, moral, and religious as well as in- 
tellectual instruction: and to my mind something of this is es- 
sential even in the public schools of the country at large, since 
one-third of the children receive nothing or little of this, either 
in the family or the church, and without a character built upon 
the great nonsectarian ideas of morality and Christianty it is 
impossible to createa competent republican citizenship and give 
stability to free institutions. 

There never yet was anation thatamounted to anything with- 
out an affirmative religion and definite moral precepts which 
were the foundation of its activities, its customs, and laws. In 
these the child must be instructed at some time by somebody, 
and if not in the chureh nor family, then the state, for its own 
preservation, must perform this great nonsectarian work in the 


public school. 
The education of the Indian child must goon. The sectarian 


So that there are more than one disagree- | 








| which there is not anything. 








schools among them are entitled to support until we give thei 
something better; that is to say, the nonsectarian schoo! such 
as | have described. I am, sir, in favorof increasing the ayy); 

priations and Opening the pub.ic school to every Indian chil, 

The existing schools, school buildings, teachers, and al! fa:i]j 
ties may well be utilized, but upon condition that all sec 
features be eliminated, if it bo found possible; but if not, ; 
the public school, pure and simple, should receive suppor 
the Treasury of the country at large. I would add, how 
that I think that means should be taken to train the | 
child in the arts of civilized industry on the spot whe 
lives as even more important than mere knowledge of rea 
and writing alone. Men must live, even if they do not 
and write. 

I think that the people are dissatisfied with the workiny o 
the system of denominational schools among the Indians, and 
should proceed at once to the eliminaticn of the public reven 
from their support, while increasing the public school prope 
until it becomes adequate to the wants of the entire In 
childhood of the country not otherwise provided for. But, 
my purpose was 

TO CONTRAST OUR SENSITIVENESS 
to the intellectual and moral and religious wants of these fe 
Indian children with the stupid and brutal treatment we are 
guilty of toward our own. 

Why, sir, the last census, the census of 1890, demonstrated 
that the public school system is upon the decline in this coun 
try; that the children of the American people are not so well 
vrovided with the means of primary education now as ten years 
ago,or as shown by the census of 1880. In the great State of 
New York and in many other Northern States the superintend- 
ents of public instruction, the press, and the watchful citizens 
have noted and commented upon this alarming fact with well- 
founded anxiety for the future. 

While there has been some improvement at the South in some 
localities, yet ignorance has increased in the body politic during 
the decade just over, in which we fondly supposed we were rap- 
idly improving. 

The New York World recently showed that seventeen thou- 
sand more seats were called for in the public schools than could 
be supplied inthe metropolis alone. There can not be less than 
50,000 children of school age uninstructed at all in that city, for 
ignorance and poverty are seldom heard demanding seats in tho 
schoolhouse unless hunted out and compelled to come in. And 
here I state a fact which is demonstrable from the school data 
given us by the last census which I have taken special care to 
verify. 

In the State of Louisiana there are more than 100,000 children 
of school age unprovided with any school education whate 
This is more than twice the whole number of Indian children 
throughout the country requiring aid, over whom we are Dill- 
ing and cooing year after year, while our own rising citizens 
the progenitors of the Republic or of the despotism that is to b: 
the America of the future, are crying out unto God agains 
their unnatural countrymen because they are deprived of t 
light of knowledge and of the opportunity to learn now, in the 
days of their youth, their duty toward man and God. 

WENDELL PHILLIPS 
once said that ‘‘there is no true statesmanship which does | 
devote itself primarily to education.” 

The education of the children of the Republic is that without 
While endeavoring to negli 
nothing else, [ have devoted many years of my public life to t! 
eause, for until ample provision is made for the education of 
children and our children’s children forever, the destruction oi 
our people and of our institutions is sure. 

And now while we are providing for the red child let us not 
forget that we have thirty-six times more black children 
two hundred and forty times more white children of our own 
citizens to educate than of these wild unfortunates, who wi! 
many of them roam life away even after we have done for them 
our best. The schools, public and private and parochial, do not 
reach efficiently two-thirds of our children, and we have twenty- 
five millions of them to-day. But we canstick our heads in te 
sand like the ostrich. ope 

The problem of the education of the children of America } 
not yet solved. We have the means. We have aneflicient sy* 
tem, but it does not yet perform its perfect work. Ignorance 15 

rowing faster than knowledge in the land. More and more |t 

s impossible to submit the great issues of self-government ‘0 
an intelligent constituency. A general election throughout the 
country is not the verdict of competent sovereignty deciding 
upon itsown weal and woe. And until we have begun at the 
beginning and made the voter intelligent, more and more ra) 
idly will the elements of ignorance, incompetency, misrule, 
violence, and disorder increase. Sooneror later, and it should 
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pe no later, the country must take up this question of the uni- 
versal education of all the children of the Republic. It should 
be constantly agitated in Territories and States, in Congress 
and the country everywhere. 

TO AGITATE IS TO EDUCATE. 

The great struggle for the educational bill gave no money to 
the public schools. from the Treasury; but, sir, the agitation 
of the ten years between i880 and 1890 wrought much good. 
But for it the great progress in schools at the South would 
never have been and the retrograde condition of the whole 
country would have been deplorable. 

I have been furnished with an article meant for the Bureau of 
Education by the most competent and extensive personal ob- 
server and writer upon the origin, progress, and condition of the 
public schools in this country, and especially throughout the 
South, within my knowledge. I refer to Dr. A. De Mayo, of 
Boston, so widely known for his able, unceasing, unselfish, and 
fruitful labors for the common school, and in fact for all institu- 
tions of learning throughout our country, during the last twenty 

ears. 

- There are some too flattering personal allusions in Dr. Mayo’s 
article, but as it is prepared as a public document and is of 
great historic value, and especially pertinent as bearing upon 
the great corrective importance of a continual agitation of the 
evils that threaten the country, particularly upon the education 
of the people, which I am trying to enforce, | beg leave here- 
with to incorporate the article of Dr. Mayo with these remarks. 

If we were gaining upon ignorance we could sit down, trusting 
that, as we were moving in the right direction, the time 
would come, even if it were delayed for ages, when we should 
reach the happy fields of which we dream. But we are on the 
downward course. The great trouble in our land, tempest- 
tossed, bewildered, plunging like a wounded animal in her dis- 
tress, now is that there is no intelligent constituency to which 
reason can appeal. What better is an appeal to the — than 
an appeal to the dice? Witness the last Presidential election. 
Will another be any better? If so, it will be the correction of 

calamity and not of intelligence. 

Knowledge and logical conviction are subverted by ignorance 
and false influence. Truth is nullified by error, and the na- 
tional problems remain unsolved in the minds of the people. 

Thereis aremedy for all this, but we have yet toapply it. The 
sunshine is more powerful thun the storm, and 


EDUCATION BILLS ARE THE ONLY FORCE BILLS 


which can do any good in this country. Either by general dis- 
cussion and agitation throughout the country must the people 
everywhere be stimulated to self- -preservation by local effort 
which shall properly educate every child who is to be a citizen, 
or the father or mother of a citizen, or the nation, as a nation, 
for the defense and preservation of itself and of the States and 
of all the people of all the States, must light and feed the torch 
of knowledge and virtue in the soul of every chiid of the Repub- 
lic and keep it burning there for all time until the flag floats in 
millennial glory. 


THE RESULTS OF THE DISCUSSIONS IN CONGRESS CONCERNING NATIONAL 
AID TO EDUCATION, ESPECIALLY OF THE BLAIR BILL, FROM 1880 TO 1890; 
UPON THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE COMMON SCHOOL IN THE SOUTHERN 


STATES. 

' By Rev. A. D. Mayo, M. A. 

The educational public of the United Statesis now sufficiently 
removed from the notable discussions, in and out of Congress, 
connected with the movement for national aid to education sub- 
sequent to the civil war, to calmly review that interesting epi- 
sode in public affairs and form a rational opinion in respect to 
the direct and indirect results of the movement as a whole 

In the present essay, omitting the action of Congress and the 
National Government in support of education in the South dur- 
ing the war and the period of reconstruction, in several States 
extending through ten years, I propose to call attention to the 
remarkable interest awakened by the debates and action in the 
Senate of the United Stateson the bill upon national aid to edu- 
cation, of which the author and mostefficient supporter was Sen- 
ator HENRY W. BLAIR of New Hampshire. 

In connection therewith I incidentially consider the passage 
of the law of 1862, for the establishment of colleges of agricul- 
tvre and the mechanic arts, by the gift of public = 
States; and the subsequent ‘enlargement of this plan in 1890, by 
the grants for experiment stations in agriculture and the fur- 
ther endowmentof the forty-one colleges then established; both 
under the leadership of Hon. JUSTIN MORRILL, of Vermont. 
Also the project of a measure for the establishment of a national 
ind for the support of common and normal schools, by the sale 

public lands and the appropriation of patent otlice fees; under 
tne leadership of Hon. GeorGE F’. Hoar, of Massachusetts, in 
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the House of Representatives; and a similar bill in the Renate, 
engineered by Senator MORRILL. These and other similar 
movements were only the symptoms of a general anahuning of 
interest to the educational needs, especialiy in the Southern 
States, in Congress during the thirty years from 1862 to 1892. 

The object of this essay is not the discussion of the special 
merits of either or ail these measures; certainly not to revive 
the excitements and recriminations amid which the so cailed 
Blair bill came to an end through its a rrest for several years in 
the Heuse of Represeniatives by the refusal of the appropriate 
committees to report it after its passage three times s by the Sen- 
ate and its repulse in 1890. Itis rather concerning the results 
of the entire movement, beginning in Congress and exten — 
in widening circles through the entire Union, that I now write 

There is a class of topics brought before our American State 

and National Legislatures which o {ten accomplish their ultimate 
purpose rather “by discussion and popular agitation in and ou 
of halls of legislation than if crystallized into statute laws of 
doubtful enforcement. They concern especially those depart- 
ments of American life in which it is difficult and often practi- 
cally impossible to obtain the etfective enforcement even of just 
and righteous laws; while their consideration in the highe - 
realms of public life often awakens an interest among the po 
ple which practically accomplishes the end in view. 

Having for the past fifteen years been in a — to ob- 
serve the results of this Congressional handling of educational 
matters, Iam moved to put on record what seems to mo a just 
tribute to the author of this beneficent movement in behalf of 
American children and youth, with a statement of the wide- 
spread and profound results of the discussions, especially of the 
Blair bill for national aid to education, through the entire dec- 
ade from 1880 to 1890. 

No better text could be found for this essay than a passage 
from a speech of Senator BLAIR, on December 17, 180, in the 
discussion called up by the Morrill bill for the establish ment of 
a@ national eommon school fund from the sale of public lands and 
other sources, to be invested in Government bonds and the in- 
come distributed among all the States and Territories, for the 
aid of common schools, @ portion to be given to the agricultural 
and mechanical colleges, with provision for the education of 
teachers. Itwasconfessed by the authors of these bills, in both 
Houses, that the immediate aid would be very small, as far as 
the actual support of universal education was concerned. 

Ihese measures were supported with tho hope that the pro- 
vision would forma nucleus around which, as the years went on, 


a competent fund could be gathered. Mr. BLAIRsaid: ‘‘Among 
the good results of this law will be the factthat public attention 
will necessar ily be drawn to the support of education by the i: 

perative requirement that there shall be reports from every 


school, distinctly showing the status of every child in the coun- 
try, and leading to discussions among those who are interested 
in the subject-matter of the educatioa of the people; so that the 
people of all sections will learn their own wants and seek to re- 
lieve them.” [From this point of view the larger and far more 
profound and intense discussions awakened by the biil introduced 
by the Senator one year later takes on a permanent historical 
interest. 

In 1830 the agitation of the educational question in the Con- 
gress of the United States had reached one practical result, 
the establishment of colleges for 

INSTRUCTION IN AGRICULTURE AND THE MECHANIC ARTS 
in forty-one States of the Union, with an attendance of 6,671 
students under the charge of 41 professors; including an ex- 
penditure of nearly $1,000,000. This law, first enacted in 1458 
only to fall under the veto of President Buchanan, was one of 
the first fruits of the conflict for the Union: passed in 1862 and 
approved by Abraham Lincoln; an act of sublime confidence in 
the perpetuity of the Union and grand good will toward the 
eleven States then in arms for their own unalterable separation 
from the Republic. Meanwhile, bills for the establishment of a 
rmanent national fund for the support of the common schools 
ad been passed by both Houses of Congress, though failing to 
secure concurrent action; and another, in charge of Senator 
MoRRILL of Vermont, was under consideration. 

It was at this juncture that Senator BLArR of New Hampshire, 

one of the younger members of that body.on his appointment to 


ote ; 7 y ; s ahor 
dsto all the | the chairmanship of the Committee on Education and Labor, 


and who had delivered a widely circulated speech entitled, 
“OUR PUBLIC SCHOOLS—ARE THEY IN DANGER,”’ 
while a member of the House in 1876, which had excited great 
attention, conceived a comprehensive scheme, including the bill 
already under consideration and a new act for the immediate 
relief of the terrible illiteracy under which especially the South- 
ern States were suffering and the encouragement and national 
aid of the great Southern movement for the establishment of 
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common schools for the whole people, inaugurated at the close 
of the war. 

Both these measures were contemplated in the motion pre- 
sented to the Senate in December, 1581, authorizing the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor ‘‘to inquire into the condition 
of common school education in the United States and report 
thereon, and what measures, in the opinion of the committee, 
Congress can lawfully and properly enact in aid of such educa- 
tion.” 

It did not require a prolonged examination to show that in 
the United States in 1880 a larger number of people were unable 
to read and write than the entire population of the Republic un- 
der the Presidency of Washington—4,204,363—equally divided 
between the tworaces, and that 2,000,000 of yes me | illiterate 
and other millions of grossly ignorant voters actually held in 
their hands the destiny of the country. 

In January, 1882, the chairman of the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor in the Senate introduced the bill for national aid 
to education, generally known by his name, and supported it in 
the first of that remarkable series of Congressional speeches 
which, if coliected in more than one stout volume, would form 
the most important contribution to the literature of the relation 
of common-school education to American life since the days of 
Horace Mann. 

The Blair bill as first drafted proposed a gift aggregating in 
ten years a total of $105,000,000 to all the States and Territories 
for the common schooling of all children, with provision for the 
instruction of teachers continued through ten years. The first 
year’s appropriation was to be $15,000,000, with an annual de- 
crease of $1,000,000, the last to be $6,000,000. It was believed that 
at the end of ten years the permanent national fund would have 
become sufficiently productive tosupply the future needsof all the 
States, so far as sational aid would be found necessary. Every 
State during the first five years of the distribution was required 
toraise by public levy one-third, and during the last five years an 
com sum to that received fromthe GeneralGovernment. The 
Blair bill did not propose toestablish a national system of schools, 
or even a national supervision of American education, but sim- 
ply a temporary grant for national aid to education in all, but 
especially in the Southern States. 

All the details of the measure were dominated by this idea. 
The money was to be distributed through the Department of 
the Interior, under the agency of the United States Commis- 
sioner of Education. An agent of the Government was to act 
conjointly with the State superintendent of education in every 
Commonwealth in matters concerned with the distribution of 
the fund. The money was to be given to the States for the sole 
purpose of unsectarian common schooling, according to the rela- 
tive illiteracy of the people over 10 years of age, chiefly for ele- 
mentary instruction, according to the general methods in opera- 
tion in all the States. 

It was believed by the author of the bill that if fairly ap- 
plied and economically used, this munificent gift would add 
three months to the term of the average Southern common 
school, which, with the three months already enjoyed, would 
give to the vast majority of children in the open country prac- 
tically a six-months good common school—about as much as the 
condition of the people and the state of the country would 
permit. It would also stimulate the villages ana cities to es- 
tablish systems of graded schools from eight to nine months in 
the year, and greatly aid in the support of normal schools and 
institutes for the training of teachers. 

It would also enable the 


NONFAVORED STATES OF THE NORTH 


to originate reforms in their schools hitherto not practicable. 
And it is not to be doubted that this statesman, even then so well 
informed on the coming conflict between capital and labor, 
looked to his bill as a national safeguard against the gross ig- 
norance of millions of immigrant laborers concentrated in the 
c= cities and eT ae districts of the North, and re- 
ied on it as a powerful factor in the effort to lift the multitudes 
of children of this class from their perilous condition. 
The grand discussion of this bill came between its introduc- 
tion and first — in the Senate,in 1882-1884. It was then 
ssed by the Senate only to encounter the obstinate and calcu- 
ated resistance of ene committee in the House of Represent- 
atives by which it could be reported. For, although there is 
little doubt that, if fairly treated,,it would have passed the 
House by anample majority and received Executive approval, 
yet it was thus re and delayed through three Con- 
resses, and at the fourth trial in the Senate in 1890 was defeated 
y asmall majority, which would probably have been overcome 
if the motion to reconsider could have been acted upon, but this 
was prevented by the deadlock in the Senate upon the Federal 
elections bill in the same Congress. 
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In its first passage the bill was somewhat modified, the entire 
sum reduced to $70,000,000, with the first distribution limiteg 
to $7,000,000; the States required to appropriate an equal sum 
to that received from the nation; and the provision for the 
double supervision stricken out and left entirely to the States. 
Of the 22 Senators from eleven ex-Con‘ederate States 17 at 
this time voted ‘‘aye” and 5 ‘‘no,” the 2 from Texas assertine 
what was true, that their State had an abundant land endowmenj 
for a generous system of education. Two of the remaining 
three were on record as opposed to the public schooling of the 
negro; the remaining Senator responsible for the wrecking of 
one of the largest Southern State educational funds at the be- 
ginning of the war. 

The most determined opposition was from the Senators of 
the border States of Delaware, Maryland, Kentucky, and Mis- 
souri, only one vote in favor of the bill being cast in these 
States. There was also developed a violent opposition in several 
of the new Northwestern States beyond the Mississippi that had 
shared most abundantly in the national land grants for educa- 
tion. With the passage of the years an inroad was made on the 
vote of the ex-Confederate Commonwealths, although a decided 
and influential majority persisted in their approval. There 
was also an evident coldness displayed by some of the most in- 
fluential Senators from the great States between the Atlantic 
and the Mississippi. 

The fall of the Blair bill carried down the measure for the es- 
tablishment of a permanent national school fund. But imme- 
diately after the defeat of the two came the movement for the 
larger endowment of the agricultural and mechanical colleges, 
while during the discussion the act for the formation of the 
agricultural experiment stations was passed, beside several gen- 
erous gifts of land and public property to the States of Arkansas, 
Louisiana, South Carolina, and Alabama, with a continuation 
of the appropriations for the education of negro and Indian 
youth at Hampton and Carlisle schools and Howard University, 
and an annual appropriation of $1,000,000 for education among 
the Indian tribes, largely under the direction of the different 
religious denominations. 

As this discussion continued in Congress, a determined and 
singularly violent opposition was developed in the great educa- 
tional centers of the nation; a combination of ecclesiastical, 
political, sectional, and social influences, including the consid- 
erable party radically hostile not only to this special measure 
but to the 

ENTIRE AMERICAN SYSTEM OF COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Asa result the defeat of the measure was hailed with triumphant 
satisfaction by this combination, which hastened to give the 
Blair bill a disgraceful burial and to overwhelm its author with 
the odium always cast upon the unsuccessful leader of a prom- 
inent reform. 

But while we may reasonably deplore the outcome of the move- 
ment, end believe that the passage and thorough enforcement 
of this law would have been a great aid to that good common 
schooling which underlies all practical schemes for the uplift 
of the Southern States of the Republic, yet there was a result 
not fully anticipated by the friends and studiously ignored by 
the opponents of the measure, perhaps more widely extended and 

rofoun:i than could have been predicted by anybody. It may 
G that, in view of the Providence that guards the foundations 
and shapes the ongoings of the national life, it was best that 
this thirty years agitation in the National Congress on the edu- 
cational question should be left to work its way into the mental 
and moral convictions of the masses, to reappear as a mighty 
reverve force in that greater conflict, in which the final destiny 
of the American system of common schooling for republican 
citizenship shall be confirmed by its incorporation in the very 
life principle of the national existence. 

1. In considering the final resuit of this remarkable educa 
tional movement which centered in Congress and was especially 
directed toward the Southern States, I first notice the prodi- 
gious impression thereby made upon the people of the South in 
favor of the Americancommon school. It is not so well uncer- 
stood as it should be that from their earliest settlement 4 
growing public in all the Southern Atlantic States had strongly 
favored a system of public instruction for the masses of the 
white population. From the earliest period a determined body 
of influential public men had foreseen the danger from the pre- 
vailing illiteracy which so largely involved the lower orders of 
their own race and even invaded the realms of social respects 
bility. No treatise on popular education would be more inter- 
esting and profitable than a volume containing the deliverances 
of many of the 

MOST EMINENT SOUTHERN LEADERS 


in professional sagt poe life, anticipating the standard argu- 
ments of to-day, in defense of popular education. 
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These efforts during the one hundred and fifty years before 
the Revolution culminated at the organization of the Common- 
wealth of Virginia, in thescheme of ThomasJetferson in behalf 
of universal education. Jefferson's plan, as originally outlined, 
involved the emancipation and industrial training of the negroes 
for whatever future might await them; a free elementary 
school for the whites, with an expansion through the public 
academy or coilege, crowned by the University of Virginia, or- 
ganized on a broader foundation than any existing institution of 
the higher education then in the country. His views were 
shared by the majority of the Southern fathers of the Republic— 
Washington, Cabell, Maiison, and numerous others, in all the 
Southern States then organized. 

This noble scheme failed; partly from the indifference of the 
people most in need of it, but largely from the jealousy of the 
clergy and the great planter aristocracy; both wedded to the 
British system of private and church secondary and higher edu- 
cation for the superiorclass, with such inefficient and spasmodic 
provision for the masses as might be forced upon the upper 
strata of society by the demands from below. 

Before 1860 every Southern State had made more than one 
effort to put on the ground asystem of public elementary in- 
struction for the mass of the white people. The subject had 
been largely discussed; laws passed; money spent, often for the 
time, ina generous way. But from various causes, especially 
the local jealousy of central State control, there had been no 
satisfactory result. The State of North Carolina had made the 
nearest approach to a working system in the old Southern At- 
lantic States. Something valuable had been done in the trans- 
Alleghany border States and several of the larger cities of the 
section had adopted a public-school system. The close of the 
was, in 1865, left the entire system of the secondary and higher 
education in the majority of these States groatly depressed. 

Few of the old institutions were in a condition to meet the de- 
mand from the class that had hitherto depended upon them. 
The universal poverty yawned like an impassable gulf between 
even the better sort of families and the schools to which they 
had been accustomed. During 

THE BRIEF ERA OF RECONSTRUCTION 


attempts were made in all the ex-Confederate States to put in 
operation the Northern system of common schools. Of course, 
the people were in no proper mood to receive this gift, especially 
as it included the education of the freedmen at the public ex- 
pense. But during the years before 1870 there was a good deal 
of public schooling in these States, and, for the first time, the 
humbler classes beheld an open door through which their chil- 
dren could go in even to a scanty feast of knowledge. 

Partly by reason of this pressure from below; largely from the 
inability of the leading class to educate its own children at pri- 
vate tuition schoois; but far more than has been understood, 
as the outcome of a long cherished and steadily growing desire 
of the Southern educational public; every Southern State had 
been brought to the speneteten and legal establishment of the 
American common school system before 1880. The movement 
in Virginia, under the superintendency of Dr. W. H. Ruffner; 
the admirable work of Hon. John Eaton as military superin- 
tendent of the education of the negroes during the war, and 
State commissioner of education for Tennessee, and the organi- 
zation of the State system, under Dr. Newell, in Maryland, 
were the most conspicuous instances up to this period. 

At the time of my own earliest visit to the South—extending 
from Virginia to Texas, in 1880—every Southern State had 
placed on its statute book a common school law which only 
needed behind it the force of an intelligent and resolute public 
ae and sufficient pecuniary ability in State and district to 
educate the entire population. All the Southern States, save 
three, included the freedmen in the full advantages of the new 
system, and even these had made a arrangements, 
and afterwards adopted the policy of the majority. 

But I found, even in the older and most intelligent of these 
States, that the common schoo! was still a new-come visitor, not 
yet quite domesticated. The system was working uphill, 
against a formidable resistance of ecclesiastical, social, race, and 
political prejudice. In 1480 no Southern State had an effective 
provision for even a three months’ school for 

THE NINE-TENTHS OF ITS CHILDREN 
thatlived in the open country. Even Texas, with its immense 
land fund, had not half a dozen graded schools in all its cities. 
There were not a dozen effective graded public schools in the 
larger towns either of North Carolina, South Carolina, or Vir- 
ginia, 

The Gulf States, outside a few of their chief cities, were even 
less favored. ‘The common school had evidently “come to stay:” 
but the decisive question, ‘‘ Whatshall it be?” was not answered. 
Should it be a reflection of the New English system of lower 
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class elementary instruction, only partially favored by the mid- 
dle and repudiated by the upper class, ora gcnuine extension of 
the American common school for American citizenship, reach- 
ing from the plantation primary to the State university, ac- 
cepted by ‘“‘all orders and conditions of people ” as the perma- 
nent and mosteffective method of educating the new generation ? 

Nobody save one who, like myself, has been living among the 
Southern people since the year 1880, in the most intimate inter- 
course with the common school public of every grade and both 
races, can realize the 

PRODIGIOUS UPLIFT IN PUBLIC SENTIMENT 
that came in as the result of the first great discussion of the Blair 
bill in the Senate of the United States in 1882-84. From the 
first the Southern folks have been emphatically a political peo- 
ple; far more under the influence of great public leaders than 
the masses in the other portions of the country. 

To the multitudes of parents, anxious for the schooling of 
their children, but almost despairing of the meagre common 
schools, which were their only reliance; to the abler and more 
earnest class of their teachers, working on a pittance, often dis- 
couraged by the lack of appreciation from,the superior families, 
which is so powerful an element in our American public school 
life; to the resolute advocates of popular education in the State, 
city, and county legislatures, confronting a solid wall of indif- 
ferenve or hostility; to the more thoughtful and progressive 
element of the superior class, who looked to universal education 
as the soul of all future success in their section, was suddenly 
revealed a startling spectacle in the Senate of the United States, 
always the most dignified and influential department of the Na- 
tional Government. 

The younger Senator from New Hampshire—the birth State 
of Daniel Webster—had appeared, ‘‘ bearing gifts,” in a spirit 
so generous and patriotic, so devoid of sectional and partisan 
prejudice, that as by common consent almost the entire body of 
Senators from the ex-Confederate States gave him hearty wel- 
come, and with the uttermost force of their great public influ- 
ence came to the front in the most earnest support of the meas 
ure. With the exception of Senator BLAIR, for ten years the 
head and front of this movement, himself a walking library of 
information, better informed on the relations of universal edu- 
eation to American civilization than any public man in the 
country, the ‘‘ weight of the meeting ” in this early debate was 
undeniably with the Senators from the ex-Confederate States. 

Gibson and Jonas, of Louisiana; Jackson, of Tennessee; Col- 
quitt and Brown, of Georgia; Hampton, of South Carolina; 
RANSOM and Vance, of North Carolina; PuGH, of Alabama; 
Jones and CALL, of Florida; Lamar and GEORGE, of Mississippi: 
Mahone and Riddleberger, of Virginia; Garland and Walker, 
of Arkansas; seventeen of the twenty-two Senatorial represents 
atives of the States most in nee? of national aid, rose to the oec- 
casion. With only the exception of an occasional discordant 
note the educational speeches of the majority of the Senators 
who participated in the debate ranged through a higher alti- 
tude of patriotism witha greater display of general informa- 
tion and practical ability and a broader appreciation of the fu- 
ture destiny of the Republic than any series of Congressional 
discourses heard in that body during the thirty years since the 
close of the civil war. 

Of course this remarkable development from the body of men 
most eminent for political position in this group of States could 
have but one result. It came to all people in the South, and 
longing for the dawnof the children’s great day of the Lord, 

LIKE THE OUTBURST OF SPRING 


from a Northern winter. At once there was a visible lifting 
up—a notable revival of courage, hope, and great expectation 
through the entire common-school public. 

An examination of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORDOf the period 
containing the list of petitions to Congress during those years; 
the hearings before the Congressional committees from the 
most influential public schcol officials of the South, State Super- 
intendents Newell and Orr, Mayor Courtney, of Charleston, S. 
C., Dr. J. L. M. Curry, Presidents William Preston Johnson 
and Gilman, with the faculties of Tulane and Johns Hopkins 
Universities: the votes of confidence from hundreds of local, 
State,and the national associations of teachers; petitions from 
Southern State Legislatures, the pathetic appeals of all the 
great missionary associations engaged in the superior education 
of the freedmen; perhaps moresignificant thanall—the devoted 
labors of the leading women educators and reformers of the 
whole country, testify to the profound and widespread influence 
of this new departure. , 

The assertion that this movement for national aid to education 
was local, insincere, and unpopular, especially repugnant to the 
best mind and heart of the South, is absolutely without fcanda- 
tion. There was violent opposition from the characteristic 
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uarters thatcan always be relied upon to antagonize any na- 
tional movement toward popular education. Gen. Grant inthe 
White House said: “There is too much reading and writing 
now for a good many men upin the Capitol.” But no movement 
of similar import has ever bess placed before the educational 
public of the South that has met with a response so enthusias- 
tic, and from which so much was expected in so many ways. 

INDEED THIS WAS THE FIRST TIME 

that the subject of universal education had really been discussed 
in a commanding way in the Congress of the United States. 
The original policy of the magnificent national gift of school 
lands to the new States was a bequest from the Congress of the 
old Confederation, and adopted almost without debate in the 
new Congress of the United States. The educational action of 
the National Government during the civil war was chiefly in the 
interest of the negro, and soobscured by the rush of great events 
that it never attracted general public attention. The subse- 
quent discussion connected with the grant of public lands for 
the establishment of the agricultural and mechanical colleges 
and a permanent national school fund had been rather a scit- 
tering tire, in no large manner arousing a national interest. 

But here, at last, the Senate of the United States had boldly 
faced the radical problem of the new century—the education of 
the whole American people, in common schools, by the 

COOPERATION 

of State and nation. This discussion, with the emphatic vote of 
the Senate on the first passage of the Blair bill, gave a new as- 
ect to the whole subject of popular education such as never 
1ad been feit in all the Southern States. The provision that 
the national bounty would be proportioned to local effort at 
once turned the attention, through the whole South, of the in- 
fluential classes to the subject of local taxation for education. 
During these ten years, while the subject was really before the 
public, there was a notable and most gratifying progress through 
all these States in matters relating to the schooling of the whole 
people; marked even in the least able and most indifferent of 
these Commonwealths. 

And this spirit, once aroused, could never besuppressed. Al- 
though the disappointment of the final defeat was great, yet the 
new energy developed had already ‘‘ got in its work.” It was 
realized in all quarters that more could be done by local effort 
than had been sup d. The people of many of the smaller 
cities and larger v es had been persuaded to embark in the 
experiment.oi the graded school, and after even a brief experi- 
ment of its merit could not recede. For it is thé most notable 
characteristic of the educational spirit that, once aroused, it 
allies itself with all that is noblest and most refined in personal 
character, and progressive and cosmopolitan in public life. 

The movemeniof hundreds of little neighborhoods for the 
eiectionof school officials and the supervision of adistrict school 
was in itself an education in practical ‘‘civics * more important 
than all the theoretical instruction of the universities. It may 
still be a subject of honest doubt whether the South in 1880 was 
sufficiently prepared for the reception of a sum of money so 
large and its economical use in the working of a public-school 
system. I have never doubted that, far beyond inevitable mis- 
takes and occasional abuses, the result would have been so de- 
cisive as to convert the whole people to a permanent policy of 
national encouragement of that universal education which is 
the nation s hope through all the generations to come. 

But there can be ne intelligent doubt of the fact that the great 
discussion in the Congress of the United States and the corre- 
sponding movement through the entire Union in behalf of na- 
tional aid to education through the memorable decade of 18*0 
1890 was one of the most potent agencies in generating that won- 
derful activity of the whole Southern people in behalf of popu- 
lar education, 





OF WHICH OUR CHILDREN WILL SPEAK 


asone of the most remarkable and hopeful events in the history 
of the modern world. 

2. But the influence of this great movement in Congress was 
also a powerful agency in bringing together the foremost edu- 
cators and the common school public of all sections of the coun- 
try. For the first time, in any large way, these discussions 
brought face to face the educational public of North and South. 
There had, in fact, been less of estrangement at any period be- 
tween the educators than in any body of superior people in the 
Republic. 

he appearance of Dr. Barnas Sears in the South as the agent 
of the Peabody education fund, and of Dr. Eben Stearns as the 
chancellor of the revived University of Nashville, Tenn., and 
the — of the Peabody Normal School, had been hailed 
by the limited circle that came inrange of the influence of these 
eminent representatives of Northern interest in Southern edu- 
cation. The beneficent work of the Northern churches and 
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ciently disentangled itself from its inevitabie environment 
social, sectarian, sectional, and race prejudice to be commended 
to the calm consideration even of the majority of influentia| 
Southern educators. Even in Northern educational cirelas 
there was almost nothing known concerning the developme) 
of the common school through the South. 

At my own first educational tour through several of the Sou: 
ern States, in 1880, I was amazed at the progress already 
in the upbuilding of the common school. My own sta 
concerning these matters, on my return to the North, w 
first received with a large discount, as the personal esti: 

a susceptible visitor proved a grateful appreciation of a ki 
reception. But now, for the first time in the history « 
Republic, the leading educators of the North and South 
brought face to face by the startling revelations of these » 

The National Bureau of Education co‘perated in the mos 
ergetic way under the leadership of United States Commis:! 
of Education, Hon. John Eaton, himself the most disting 
pioneer of the new education in Tennessee and the Southy 
and one of the most conspicuous figures in the educatiou: 
tory of thecountry. The massof educational statistics laun 
upon the publie, for the first time skillfully arrayed an 
sented in the most impressive shape in the Senatorial sp: 
especially in the voluminous Senatoria treatises of S 
B.wAtrR, condensed and explained in the educational press, 
then first assumed the form of the Educational Weekly, and 
considerable extent presented in the leading journals and 
azines of the country, brought the education of the peopi 
that fraternal relation which now grows with the passing ye: 

And no man who, like myself, has lived for the past ! 
years among the Southern children and youth, their tc r3 
and young parents, their progressive clergy and the more en- 
lightened circles of every class, can underrate this peculiar 
fluence, so potent for the general reconciliation of the bett 
sort of people in both sections; the steady advance of a genuin 

atriotism and the gradual wearing away of State, sectional a 

ocal provincialism. It is to this silent but irresistable grow'! 
of a patriotic and fraternal spirit in the educational public t 
we must look for the most decisive and permanent contribu 

to peace and good will, mutual appreciation and mutual help 
fulness. 

With all due respect to other classes of influential people —t! 
clergy, the leaders of political opinion and national iniustr 
the festive mingling of *“‘blue and gray,” the social reciproca 
tions of Northern summer and Southern winter—I am convinc: 
there is no influence now at work so profound, so irresistib 
transforming, so sure to tell in the future development | 
high national spirit through the Union, as 


Christian people in behalf of the freedmen had not yet sy 

















































THIS MUTUAL UNDERSTANDING 


of the friends of the common school in all sections. 
one cause of this state of feeling was more marked thu 
Congressional agitation of national aid to education from 
to 1890. This is an influence so powerful that no cha 
national polities, no ups and downs in our disturbed ind 
affairs, can disturb its permanent and beneficent influen 
the national life. 

3. And this fraternal spirit among the educators of t 
try, shared by the educational common schoo! public in 
tions, is the soul of the higher spirit of mutual apprecia‘ 
respect, especially of the habit of looking at the past his 
the Republic with the all-round survey which alone can 
a final just estimate of what has been and a rational exp 
of what is to come in national affairs. 

When we reflect that the people of these sixteen great 
ican Southern Commonwealths in the first twenty-fi' 
since the overthrow of the system of slave society, inv 
the ruin, sorrow, and discouragement of an unsuccess 
lution, have shaken themselves clear of the oid tim: 
ment and taicen to heart the most radical institution « 
ican life, the common school for the training of acomm: 
ican citizenship, doing a greater work in the establishm 
universal education than was ever achieved in any lat 
conditions in any way similar, we can realize the int 
tenacious hold of the American idea of self-help for a rep 
civilization among all classes and conditions of our peo} 

For there is this in the very genius of the American co 

chool that a people which has once put its hand to thi 
national subsoil plow can never look backward for its hingvo™ 
of Heaven. Hereafter its life must, in all ways, be moided 
the training of all children together for the common 
Such a Republic will grow, year by year, into a cosmop 
and truly democratic civilization, and almost uncons:ious!y 
itself , in God's time, become a model people—the nors 
school of the nations. 
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Our American public life, as represented in the national capi- 
tal, is now dominated by the imperious, industrial, financial, and 
socialistic questions which concern the material development of 
the Republic as one of the most powerful and wealthy of the 
nations. 

BUT IN THE INEVITABLE REACTION 

from this fearful absorption in the concerns of the passing 
hour there will come, perhaps before we know it, a demand that 
the National Congress shall again concern itself with the higher 
interests of the people. The three coming questions to be | 
faced, and in some decisive way settled by this Republic early | 
in the second century of its existence are, first, the reorganiza- | 
tion of labor under the conditions and demands of modern life: | 
second, the obligation of the nation to aid, in all constitutional 
and practical ways, in the educational training of all Amer- 
ican children for intelligent, morai, and effective American 
citizenship; third, the right and obligation of the American 
State and nation to legislate in the interest of public morality 
for the extirpation of social unrighteousness that is the eternal 
enemy of liberty. 

And of all statesmen who have appeared as the immediate 
successors of the great men who carried us through the tlood of 

| 


war to the great salvation of the Union, no man has so thor- 
oughly studied these three questions—especially the radical 
problem of the relations of universal education to the national 
welfare—as the author of the defeated bill that bears his name. 
But here, in fact, there has been no permanent defeat. Al- 
ready has the great principle incorporated in this bill and so 
amply vindicated by the debates of ten years in Congress; the 
obligation of the nation to stand by and in all constitutional 
ways aid the American common school in the training of Ameri- 
can citizenship, with the corresponding duty and right of every | 
Commonwealth to use the national bounty, not as a dependence, 
but as a stimulant to the greatest possible effort at the local 
support of free education for the whole people; both State and 


nation 
STANDING LIKE A ROCK 
| 
i 
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against the ecclesiastical demand for a division of the common 
school fund; been so wrought into the mind and heart of the 
educational public that much has been accomplished which the 
friends of this measure anticipated from its passage. 

Happily for the people he represents, and for the whole coun- 
try, this wise and farseeing public servant is still in the matur- 
ity of his powers and, whether in public or private station, can 
be relied on to be faithful unto death to the cause he so honored 
by the splendid advocacy of his earlier public career. Mean- 
while, during the long months, perhaps years, in which the 
sober second thought of the American people is gathering itself 
for the inevitable Appomattox of the noisy popular rebellion | 
against all the established facts and proofs of a sound indus- 
trial and financial policy, no service to the great educational in- | 
terest of the nation would be more valuable than a thorough 
history of this movement for national aid to education, with the | 
republication of the most important of the Congressional dis- | 
cussions connected therewith. 

For ‘‘now is the accepted time” to fire the magazines with | 
the ammunition of accurate statistics, historical records, and | 
able and elog ient deliverance by tongue and pen against the day | 
when the unpatriotic and unholy revolt against the American 
common school shall be overwhelmed in complete oblivion and 
the new education become the perpetual heritage of the chil- | 
dren through generations to come. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Amessagefrom the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- | 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (H. R. 6518) making appropriations for the construc- | 
tion and repairand preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills | 
of the following titles, with amendments; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was re juested: 

A bill (H. R. 3033) granting a pension to Amanda J. Lane; and | 

A bill (H. R. 4326) to subject to State taxation national-bank | 
notes and United States Treasury notes. 

The me also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. | 
971) to open, widen, and extend alleys in the District of Colum- | 
bia; asked a conference with the House on the bill and amend- 
ment. and had appointed Mr. FAULKNER, Mr. MARTIN, and Mr. | 
McMILLAN as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


The mess ge also announced that the Senate had passed bills | 
and joint resolutions of the following titles, in which the con- | 
currence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1885) to extend the privileges of the transportation 
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of dutlable merchandise without appraisement to the city of 
Ocala, in the State of Florida: 

A bill (S. 966) to compensate Elihu Root for services rendered 
by direction of the Attorney-General: 

A bill (S. 1956) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
day, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Abner Doubleday; 

A bill (S. 1375} to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Jeremiah F. Brown; 

A bill (S. 1935) granting a pension to Elizabeth Ellery 

A. bill (S. 1584) granting a pension to John Eckland: 

A bill (S. 1229) to correct the military ree rd 
taker, late a private of Company C, T'welfth 
unteers; 

A bill (S. 1189) for the relief of Capt. Henry C. Seaman 

A bill (S. 1675) to remove the charge of a dishonorable dis 
missal after the battle of Stone River standing against tho 
name of L. S. Woodworth, to correct the record and issue him 
an honorable discharge; 

A bill (S. 2056) granting a pension to Ada J. Schwatka, widow 
of the late Lieut. Frederick Schwatka; 

A bill (S. 1692) granting a pension to William J. Murray; 

A bill (S. 2275) granting a pension to Elizabeth New, widow 
of Jethrow New; 

A bill (S. 429) for the relief of George H. Plant, of the Distri 
of Columbia; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 68) for the relief of W. D. Mack,a clerk 
in the Record and Pension Division of the War Department 

Joint resolution (S. R. 19) authorizing the Secretary of Wa: 
to correct the military record of Capt. Edward Wheeler, Forty 
sixth New York Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 646) for the relief of John O'Keane, of the State of 
Washington; 

A bill (S. 857) to correct the military record of Ja 
nell; 

A bill (S. 1233) for the relief of Henry Lane; 

A bill (S. 837) for the relief of Albert Locke, alias Shipley: 

A bill (S. 1857) granting an honorable discharge to William 
B. Barnes, late major of the Eleventh New York Heavy & 
tillery; 

A bill (S. 473) to remove the charge of desertion from the re 
ord of Jeremiah L. Daly; and 

A bill (S. 2280) to amend section 2 of the act approved febru- 
ary 15, 1893, entitled “‘An act granting additional quarantine 
powers and imposing additional duties upon the Marine H: 
pital Service. 


Double- 


ies MeCon 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, as I understand the tion 
pending, it consists of two propositions, first, to adopt t 
port of the conferees in so far as the conferees of both Houses 
have agreed,and next that the House instruct the conferees 
upon the disagreeing items which they have reporte! back 
Now, if it is in order, and no further debate or opposition be 
made to the report of the conferees as filed, I would that 


the report be adopted by the House, and then I would offer a 
motion to further insist on disagreement to the amendment of 


| the Senate, which would be in order and the question pendin 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. Let us take the first proposi- 
tion—that the House agree to the amendments. 

Mr. LYNCH. That the House agree to the report of the con- 
ferees on the agreements already reported. [ would, therefore, 
ask that that question be taken. 

The SPEAKER protempore |. Ir. SWANSON.) The quest ion is 
on agreeing to the report of the conference committee. After 
that motion is disposed of, a motion would be in order to recede 
from the disagreement and agree to the amendment of the Sen- 


| ate, or to insist on the disagreement and agree to a further con 


ference. The vote will first be taken on the question of agre 
ing to the conference report. 

Mr. LYNCH, That isthe wayI put it. That the Speaker 
first put to the House the motion to agree to the report of the 


| conference committee as filed. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the motion made by the 
gentleman from Indiana. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Let us understand this dis- 


| tinetly, because I do not wish to get complicated. 


AsI understand it, the motion of the gentleman from Indiana 
at the time he took his seat was, and the motion now made by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin is, that the House agree to the report 
of the conferees in so far as anagreement has been reached, and 
then, after that question has been put, if it is carried there 
will be a motion to disagree and ask for a further conference. 
Then I or some other gentleman, will make a motion te recede 
from the disagreement, and upon that we will ask for a vote of 
the House. That motion will be first in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
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gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] moves that the report 
of the conference committee be adopted, and that is the pending 
question. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
motion 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question on the motion of 
the gentleman from Indiana that the report of the committee of 
conference be adopted has not yet been submitted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to occupy a minute or 
two to explain a matter to which I ask the attention of the 
House. 

Mr. LYNCH. Why not dispose of the pending motion to 
agree to the conference report as made? 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no objection to that, but before it is 
done I wish to occupy a minute or two. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that 
we agree to the conferefice report as submitted. 

Mr. LYNCH. Ido not yield the floor, Mr. Speaker, for any 
gentleman to make a motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
refuses to yield. If the motion of the gentleman from Indiana 
ag HOLMAN] prevails itsimply ratifies the agreement reached 

y the conferees. After that has been disposed of, it will be in 
order to move that the House insist upon its disagreement on 
the other points and ask for a further conference. Then it will 
be in order to make a motion to recede from the disagreement, 
and the vote will be first taken upon the motion to recede. 

Mr. MADDOX. After those two questions are voted upon, 
will the other one be open for discussion? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, my motion has 
precedence over the second motion, as stated by the Chair. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The motions come in this order. First, the 
motion on the adoption of the report itself-—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair understands, no 
motion has been submitted to the House except a motion to 
agree to the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker,I overlookeda matter towhich 
JT wish to call the attention of the House, and 1 should feel very 
much mortified if, by an oversight on my part—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Who has the floor, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. LYNCH] has the floor. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I make a 


Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin yields to me. 


Mr. LYNCH. I yield the gentleman from Indiana five min- 
utes to make some remarks on the part of the report already 
agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The matter to which I wish to call attention 
is a matter of much moment—— 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I understand 
that the chairman of the committee of conference is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. LYNCH. 
diana. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. LYNCH] will not be in order until after the 
motion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has been 
voted upon. After that, the gentleman from Wisconsin will be 
recognized. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, of course there can be no diffi- 
culty as to the order in which the votes shall be taken upon the 
several motions. First comes up for consideration the question 
of the adoption of the report of the committee of conference. 
After that two other motions are in order; one, that the House 
insist on its disagreement and ask for a further conference, and 
the other, that the House recede, and the latter question must 
be first put. 

Now, the matter to which I wish to ask attention is this, and 
I especially ask the attention of the members of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. It will be remembered that when the sub- 
ject of these asphalt lands in Utah was under consideration a 
provision was inserted in the House bill fixing the minimum 
price at $50 per acre. The Senate adopted an amendment, 
which will be found on page 147 of the printed bill, which reads 
as follows: 

Sec.20. Thatthe remainder of the lands on said reservation, except lands 


containing asphaltum, gilsonite, or other like substances, which are hereby 
reserved from sale. 


The House proposition was to sell, and we fixed the minimum 
price at $50 per acre. It was supposed that these asphalt lands 
would be of very she value, and accordingly the House fixed 
that price. The Senate, on the other hand, determined towith- 
hold the lands from sale, but oy they submitted a proposi- 
tion to strike out the words ‘except lands containing asphaltum, 

ilsonite, or other like substances, which are hereby reserved 
rom sale,” which words they had themselves inserte , and then 
to provide for the disposal of the remaining lands under the 


I yield five minutes to the gentleman from In- 
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homestead and mineral land laws of the United States. At the 
last meeting of the conferees the Senate abandoned that: but 
insisted upon these words: 

That these lands shall be disposed of under the homestead and mineral] 
laws of the United States. 

The mineral laws being applicable to land containing asphalt 
and like substances. Now, the House conferees have receded 
from the disagreement on that point; so that the bill as it now 
stands authorizes the entry of those asphalt lands under the 
mineral land laws, it being, however, provided at the instance 
of the House conferees that no one person shall be permitted to 
make more than two entries of 10 acres each. . 

Mr. LYNCH. There is no controversy over that provision. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The House therefore understands that in 
adopting this report it adopts the provision authorizing the en- 
try of these mineral lands under the mineral land laws, with 
this qualification, that instead of allowing 40 acres to be en- 
tered no one person can make more than two entries of 10 
acres each, or 20 acresinall. This is all I wish to say. 

Mr. LYNCH. I now ask a vote on adopting the report of the 
conferees so far as they have agreed. 

The question being taken, the report of the committee of con- 
ference was adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. LYNCH claimed the floor. 

Mr.HOLMAN,. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lyncu] 
of course yielded the floor when he made his motion. 

Mr. LYNCH. I yielded five minutes of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman wishes to be heard I will, 
of course, yield to him. 

Mr. LYNCH. I decline to yield further at this time. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin lost the floor when the motion which he made was sub- 
mitted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion indicated by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LYNCH] was that the House 
further insist on its disagreement on the remaining amend- 
ments and ask for a further conference with the Senate. 

Mr. LYNCH. Thatis my motion. 

The SPEAKER protempore. On that motion the gentleman 
from Wisconsin is recognized. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. The gentleman from Wisconsin made a motion which 
was put to the House and adopted. Under those circumstances 
did not the gentleman lose the floor? 

Mr. LYNCH. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Wait a moment. 
will decide this question. 

Mr. LYNCH. I decline to yield further. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] that the conference re- 
port was agreed to. Before that question was submitted, the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LYNCH] rose toa parliamentary 
inquiry as to whether a motion to insist upon the disagreement 
to the remaining amendments and ask for a further conference 
would be in order. The Chair stated it would be, but that the 
report must be first disposed of. Having agreed to recognize 
the gentleman from Wisconsin to make that motion, he is now 
recognized for that purpose. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, during this session there have 
been submitted to both Houses of Congress seven or eight prop- 
ositions to treat with the Indians. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs of the House has considered each of the treaties sub- 
mitted to it and has agreed to three of those treaties. Having 
examined the provisions of each treaty separately, it has recom- 
mended the ratification of these three treaties with certain 
amendments proposed by the House committee. In each of 
these treaties we have changed the rate of interest from 5 per 
cent to 4 per cent, believing that at this time the Government 
ought not to be required to pay over 4 per cent interest. ; 

We have applied the same rule to all those treaties, inserting 
this express provision in each, and providing that in each case 
the treaty be submitted to the Indians for a ratification of the 
changes made. 

Mr. PICKLER. Right there, allow me to ask whether the 
proposition of the House committee does not remit all these 
treaties back to another agreement with the Indians? 

Mr. LYNCH. It is provided that the treaties shall be sub- 
mitted again to the Indians for the ratification only of the 
amendments made by Congress. 

Mr. PICKLER. And three new commissioners are to be ap- 
pointed. : 

Mr. LYNCH. Oh, no; that is stating the matter entirely 
wrong. 

Mr. PICKLER. 

Mr. LYNCH. 


The Chair 


That will be the result. = 
Notatall. The treaties as passed here will 
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be sent back to the agent in charge of the Indians to procure 
their consent to the change, if possible; if not, then the treaties 
will fail. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
treaties to fail. 

Mr. LYNCH. The question is simply whether Congressshall 
deal directly with the Indians or follow implicitly the action 
of the commisssioners. eae 

Mr. PICKLER. The question is whether Congress will in 
good faith carry out its agreements with the Indians or will go 
pack on the contract of the Government. 7 

Mr. LYNCH. Congress should not be subject to the wnaims 
or freaks of two or three commissioners. 

Mr. PICKLER. Your Secretary of the Interior, one of the 
highest officers of the Government, sent out these commission- 
ers to make these treaties. 

Mr. LYNCH. It was his predecessor who sent them out, asI 
understand it. We have had instances in the past where com- 
missioners went out and gave to the chiefs of tribes $300 or $500 
or some other sum in the nature of a bribe. We have had that 
happen repeatedly. That is the way our commissioners have 
acted in certain cases. Now.I do not feel that we are bound at 
all by the action of the commissioners, but that what they do is 
subject to our ratification. 

r. PICKLER. Does the gentleman say that any of these 
commissioners bribed any of the chiefs? 

Mr. LYNCH. Let the gentleman remember the Yankton- 
Sioux treaty and what was done in connection with it—a twenty 
dollar gold piece given to each head of a family as an induce- 
ment, or a bribe, to sign the treaty, 

Mr. PICKLER. But does the gentleman assert that there 
was Anything improper in the conduct of the commissioners in 
these cases? 

Mr. LYNCH, I donot assert any such thing. I have only 
asserted what has taken place in the ue within the knowledge 
of many of the older members of the House. 

I claim that this House ought not to be bound for one minute 
by such action on the part of commissioners. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then why did you send them out there? 

Mr. LYNCH. Well, they go and they are very anxious to do 
something, and they do many things that they have no right to 
do, and make agreements by which they try to bind the Gov- 
ernment when they ought not to do it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Certainly these commissioners have general 
instructions from the Secretary of the Interior to do what they 
do. Ile lays down the rules and regulations to guide them, and 
fixes the geperal scope of their duties. The commissioners are 
understood to be acting within the rules laid down by the De- 
partment. 

Mr. LYNCH. But there is very much left to their discretion, 
and they always make out to secure some kind of a treaty. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well then, it is 5 per cent you oppose, is it? 

Mr. LYNCH. I will tell you after a while. 

Mr. Speaker, there are three of these treaties—one with the 
Siletz Indians, of Oregon; the Yankton Indians, of South Da- 

ko a; and the Yuma Indians, in which treaties the amount in- 
volved is small. 

Mr.HOLMAN. The Yanktons is over $600,000. 

Mr. LYNCH. Well, the land is worth it. The committee 
went carefully over the bills, and particularly guarded every- 
thing connected with the treaties. Three of these treaties were 
put on the bill by the House, but when it went to the Senate 
that body put on another weer with the Nez Perces Indians, in 
Idaho, and it is to that particular treaty that I wish to address 
myself a short time. 

r. HOLMAN. We do not call it a ‘‘treaty;” it is simply an 
agreement or understanding. 
_Mr. LYNCH. Certainly it is a misnomer to call it a treaty; 
itis, in its present stage, only an agreement. 

Mr. PICKLER. The same kind of a treaty we have always 


made, 

Mr. LYNCH. The Nez Perces Indians, according to the last 
census, have a population of 1,838. They already have 1,900 al- 
lotments. You will notice, therefore, that there are more al- 
lotments of land than there are Indians. The total amount of 

ind in the reservation was 756,968 acres. There has been di- 
vided or allotted 182,234 acres to the Indica of the reservation 
and 32,660 additional reserved, leaving a balance of about 542,- 
0id acres to be sold under this treaty. The price agreed to be 


That is just the point. We do not want the 
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Mr. LYNCH (continuing). Bytwomen. Oneis Mr. Fenn, who 
was born in the county and lived there all his life; and the other 
is Mr. Sleicher, who has resided near the reservation for many 
years and is familiar with the country and its resources. The 
report says he is a ‘conservative man, aman of good judgment, 
as we are informed.” Now, let us see how these two men differ 
as to the quality of this land and its value. Mr. Sleicher says 
that there are 350,000 acres of agricultural land worth $3.75 an 
acre. That is the value put by himself upon it. He further 
says that there are 70,000 acres of timber and agricultural land 
worth also $3.75 an acre. The other commissioner values that 
timber and agricultural land at $ anacre. Mr. Sleicher says, 
70,000 acres of mineral land at $5 an acre, and the other fellow, 
only 30,000 acres at $5 an acre. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
mineral land. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Sleicher says that there is some moun- 
tainous land on it which is of very little value; and Mr. Fenn 
says that there is a hundred thovsand acresof mountainous land 
of nominal value—50 cents an acre. And yet we are asked here 
to pay $3 an acre for every acreof thatland! That is the injustice 
of the proposition. Three dollars an acre for the good and the 
bad land alike. And we are asked tosell theagricultural land for 
$3.75 an acre,and the mineral and timber landsat an estimate of 
$5 put on two qualities of land, leaving us, of course, all of the bad 
lands on our hands for all time, because we will never be able to 
get rid of them. 

Mr. PICKLER. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr.LYNCH. Certuinly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the gentleman suppose we will ever be 
able to buy these lands for less than $3 an acre? I can only tell 
the gentleman that when you go again you will find that you 
will have to pay $4 an acre for them. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. LYNCH. Certainly. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. If that reservation is sold, and the 
bad land is left entirely out, does it not still leave a surplus to 
the Government? 

Mr. LYNCH. Why, if you could sell all of the other lands at 
the estimates it would perhapseven up. But who believes, when 
these two commissioners differ so much in their estimates, one 
estimating that there is buta small quantity of mountainous land, 
and the other a hundred thousand acres of land of this charac- 
ter, and when they are so wide in their estimate of the value of 
the land, who believes that we can rely upon such an estimate 
as that? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Is it not a fact that one of the com- 
missioners failed to estimate the hundred thousand acres, and 
that was putin by the committee at 50centsan acre? The whole 
amount of land is accounted for by each, but differently classi- 
fied and appraised. 

Mr. LYNCH. He gives the whole of it here on the bottom of 
the first page. 


Mountainous lands, not estimated, about 46,000 acres. 


That is the way one of them puts it. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. The other failed to estimate 100,000 
acres, and the committee put it ia at 50 cents an acre. 

Mr. LYNCH. One of them estimates it at 46,000 acres and 
the other at 100,000 acres. But the point I make is that these 
commissioners agreed to pay altogether too much for that land, 
and that the Government will eventually lose a million of dol- 
lars if it approves of this treaty in its present form. The idea 
of buying a chunk of land out there in Idaho, 542,000 acres, and 
paying $3 an acre for every acre of it, when the commissioners 
admit that from one-third to one-half is of littie or no value! 

Mr. PICKLER. There is no necessity to sell the lands until 
the Government can get that price for it, is there? 

Mr. LYNCH. There is no guaranty that we will ever get 
that price or any other price for all the land. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then we can hold the land? 

Mr. LYNCH. Yes, and pay 4 or 5 per cent interest on it. 
That is not a very profitable transaction for the Government. 

Mr. HAUGEN. If you remit this treaty back to the Indian 
agent, do you put a limit on the authority given to the agentas 
to price? 

Mr. LYNCH. I certainly would. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Do youdo that now, in this proposed amend- 


Well, that is the price of all 


d is $3 anacre for the whole 542,000 acres, amounting to | ment? 


1,662,000 and some odd dollars. 


Mr. LYNCH. No; there isnosuch proposed amendment; but 


Mr. HAUGEN. How is that land, good or bad; and what | if I did, I wouldsell every footof that land to the highest bidder, 


are the eeepoesions of each kind? 
Mr. LYNCH. I am coming to that in a moment. 
This treaty was 


e—-- 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


is agreement. 


and give the Indians every dollar there is in it, and not let the 
Government makea dollar. I would give the Indians the whole 
benefit of it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. When this treaty isremitted back to the In- 











8266 


dian agent to treatanew with the Indians, how is itproposed to 
limit his authority? 

Mr. LYNCH. By proper instructions from the Interior De- 
partment. 

Mr.LYNCH. Noamendments have been prepared to obviate 
the objections [I have made. 

Mr.HAUGEN. Are you going to prepare any? 
to know is, what it is proposed to do here? 

Mr. LYNCH. To reject the treaty, for the present, and by 
proper amendments protect the interest of the Indians and the 
Government. 

Mr. PICKLER. And then when a new treaty is made there 
will be a proposition to reject that? 

Mr. LYNCH. Notifit gives the Indians all that belongs to 
them and the Government a fair deal. I think a treaty ought 
to be made by which the surplus lands there would be thrown 
open to settlement; but I am opposed to the Government paying 
what seems to me a clean million of dollars more for this tract 
of land than it will ever get for it. 

Mr. HERMANN. This treaty has been made on the part of 
the Indians and on the part of the commissioners. Thatis, the 
two parties, the Indians and the commissioners, have agreed to- 
gether. Now, if this treaty should be repudiated by us and sent 
back to them the same proceeding must be had over again. 

Mr. LYNCH. As to the amendments only. 

Mr. HERMANN. Now, does the peailemnain believe that 
these Indians will agree to dispose of this land for aiess sum 
than they have already done? 

Mr. LYNCH. I suppose they will, and if they domotI would 
do the other thing, and I think the Government will come to 
the other plan in a very short time. That is, to sell all of these 
surplus lands under the sealed bid process; and if these lands 
are worth more than the price mentioned here, give it to the 
Indians. I want them to get at cent there is init. This is 
a wealthy, prosperous tribe of Indians. They are now cultivat- 
ing over 30,000 acres of land. They have 75,000 acres under 
fence. There are 1,900 allotments already made, and they are 
pretty well able to take care of themselves. 

Mr. LUCAS. Whatis the aggregate price thatit is proposed, 
under this treaty, to pay the Indiansfor the lands purchased? 

Mr. T:YNCH. Three dollars an aere for the whole reserva- 
tion. 

Mr. LUCAS. ‘To pay the Indians that? 

Mr. LYNCH. Yes,and to pay them rightoff, whether the Gov- 
ernment sells any of the land or not. e have got to pay them 
that amount of money, or put it out at interest at 5 per cent. 

Mr. LUCAS. ‘That is the Nez Perce Reservation? 

Mr. LYNCH. That is the Nez Perce Reservation. Now, in 
regard to the quality of the land, I want gentlemen who disa- 
gree with me about this to pay special attention to what the 
commissioners say. They say: 

Much of the land, however, is fine agricultural land, worth perhaps eight 
or aon dollars an acre, while from one-third to one-half of it is of little 
vaiue. 

‘*Oflittle value” is the language they themselves use. 

That is the judgment of the commission and in their report 
they say so— 

That while some of itis worth from §8 to $10, that one-third or one-half of 
it is of little value. 

That is undoubtedly true; and that is the point I make—that 
we are paying too much when we pay $3 all around. 

There is another thing. In the first place the Indians are al- 
lowed to take their allotments before anything isdone. They 
have selected the very choicest pieces of land on that reserva- 
tion. The commissioners practically say so. They have gone 
all over it and pieked all the land that has water or that can be 
watered, and they have got the cream of the whole reservation. 
Now, they want to sell the balances of that great tract of land to 
the United States for $3 an acre and commence to draw their in- 
terest on it immediately whether the Government sells any of 
it or not. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now,I want toask the gentleman if that has 
not been the universal practice of the Government, and if we 
have not bought Indian lands during a period of time immemo- 
rial? Have we not also sold the lands to settlers? Is there any- 
thing new in that? 

Mr. LYNCH. There is nothing particularly new about it; 
and it is all right where all the land is good. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Government will have the land until it 
is paid for. 

r. LYNCH. Yes; by paying interest on it. 
extent not worth $3 an acre. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Government ought to stand byits agree- 


ment. 
Mr. LYNCH. The Government did not make any agree- 
ment. 


WhatI wish 


It is toa great 
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Mr. PICKLER. Youare asking the Government to repudiate 
its agreement. 

Mr. LYNCH. There is no agreement to repudiate. 

I want to say that there are 1,00 selections or allotmen:, 
made already, every one of ther. a choice piece of land, \ 
gentlemen who have traveled through the Western eoun 
on the borders of these mountains, have some idea o! 
broken the land is; and you know, after they have ta 
many good allotments out of an areaof twenty-three town 
nearly one hundred choice allotments in a township, the , 
eral character of the land left, for which $3 an acre in ce» 
to be paid, can not be otherwise than a losing job to the « 
ernment. As to the quality of the land, the agent in his, t 
in 1892, in speaking of the Indians.as farmers and the quali: 
of lands, says: 

Owing to the many years of successive failure in raising crops the In , 
have become heartily discouraged, and the progress or advancement 1)4.\, 
by them in this industry has been very slow. Nothing more could e 
pected of them when from year to year they have been compelled to conte 
with the many failures in raising their crops. This year is included wit; 
the preceding years of failure. 

The hay — this year would not average more than a half : th 
acre, and the yield of wheat and oats averaged not more than 7 or 8 bushe!s 
to the acre. This small amount of hay, wheat, and oats raised they were 
compelled to feed to their stock during the cold and severe mouths of |as: 
winter. They were compelled to buy the seed oats and wheat which they 
planted this spring. 

From a tract of land of about 10 acres, which I sowed to hay for the | 
poses of subsistence for the agency horses, I was abletocut the insigniti 
amount.of about! ton. These successive years of failure in rais.ng crop; 
is due to the hot scorching winds with which this section of the country {s 
invariably visited each summer. 

While the Indiaus have mude no great showing in the way of advancemer 
or progress in this great industry, nevertheless it can be noticed, i: 
instances, that many steps forward have been taken by them. C: 
tion must be given the fact that they do not tiller farm any large 
land, but confine themselves mostly to the valleys and low lands, whe! 
small tracts can be found that are tillable. When they have each re 
their allotment, and have placed such improvements as will enable themt 
live upon and cultivate the same, then, and not till then, will rapid and 
progressive strides be made by them in this industry, their chief revenue of 
support. 


This is the report of the agent himself; but one objection to 
this treaty, taking the judgment of the men who made it, is the 
commissioners did not classify the lands, by putting a fair valus 
on the good lands and a lower value on poor lands. My shor‘ 
experience on the Committee on Indian Affairs has taught mo 
that in every instance the Government has lost in its deal by 
buying these lands of the Indians. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman be kin 
enough to state a singe case? 

Mr. LYNCH. Why,in all of them. The highest price we 
ever paid was a dollar until the treaty with the Yankton Sioux 
Reservation came up; andeven on that we shall lose. I am sut- 
isfied that about all of it is good land and will sell so that the 
Government will get out of it whole. But when you go out to 
the State of Idaho and pay $3 an acre for that immense boiy of 
land of which the commissioners in their report say ‘‘ one-third 
or half of it is of little or no value,” I can not see how you are 
doing justice to the Government when you do it. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. LYNCH. Certainly. 
Mr. HARTMAN. If one-half of it is worth nothing anit 
other one-half of it is worth $8 or $10 an acre, how can the Go 

ernment, purchasing it at $3, lose anything by it? 

Mr. LYNCH. Then let the Government confine itse!{— 

Mr. HARTMAN. If one-half of it is worth nothing and 
other half is worth $8 or $10, how can the Government |ose * 
thing by buying it at $3 an acre? 

Mr. LYNCH. If the Government could sell the lands w 
$8 to $10 per acre it would lose nothing; but that is not the p! 
visions of the bill. The Governmentis paying $3 an acre 
of it and paying interest on the whole amount, with scarce!y 4 
hope of ever selling more than half. 

Mr. HARTMAN. That is evading the question. 

Mr. LYNCH. It is not evading the question. Th : 
proposition in the bill tosell the good lands for double wiel 
was paid for them. If there was, the question of the gentiemae 
would be pertinent. ; 

Mr. MCRAE. The bill only fixes $3 as the price to be pile 
for the land, and only land which is worth that will be taxer 
at all, and it will be taken at that price. ar 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. he gentleman is mistaken 
Three dollars and seventy-five cents is the price for agricur 
tural lands. . 

Mr. MCRAE. Very well. The other portion of the land will 
be left on the Government's hands, so that we shall lose the 
value of all those lands which will not bring $3.75 an acre. 

Mr. LYNCH. ‘That is, the Government will lose very ney 
half the amount that it pays for these lands. 
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Mr. HARTMAN. I speak from the testimony that is printed 
and laid before the House. 

Mr. LYNCH. I speak from that, too. 

Mr. MCRAE. If there wasa provision, as the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. LYNCH] suggests, authorizing these lands to be 
disposed of for their full value, I suppose the Government might 
realize out of the part of them which it could sell the cost of 
the whole, but you can not sell half these lands for $3.75 an acre 
and have tho other half left on your hands without losing 
money. 

Mr. HARTMAN. The statement is that about half of these 
Jands is worth from eight to ten dollars an acre. 

Mr. LYNCH. Oh, no; they do not say that. They say that 
much of the land is worth that. 

Mr. HARTMAN. They say virtually that from one-third to 
one-half is worth that. 

Mr. LYNCH. Notatall. Youcan not sell half those lands 
for $3.75 and have the Government come out whole. 

Mr. HARTMAN. One thing is certain, that if you put up the 
lands at public auction you will not get much for them. 

Mr. LYNCH. That again shows the injustice to the Govern- 
ment. That is all the more reasonwhy the Government should 
not approve this treaty atall. It is to this unfair feature of the 
treaty that I am opposed. 

Iam willing that we should buy this land upon any reasonable 
basis which will bring the Governmentout whole. I submit that 
the Government is under no obligation to pay such a price for 
this tractof land thatitcan notcome out whole. You can amend 
this bill—and I will raise no objection to that—so as to provide 
for selling these lands to the highest bidder under the sealed 
bid system recommended by the Interior Department. 

Mr. HARTMAN. ‘That is for the benefit of the speculators. 

Mr. LYNCH. No; for the benefit of the Government. 

Mr. HARTMAN. The settlers will not get any benefit out of 


it. 

Mr. LYNCH. Well, the Government ought to protect itself 
first. Speculators usually take care of themselves. 

Mr. COOMBS. Is not the Government in this case becoming 
a speculator with the certainty of loss? 

Mr. LYNCH. With a dead certainty of loss. Mr. Speaker, 
this whole system of buying lands must soon come to an end. 
It is notthe proper method. Some of the land in these reserva- 
tions is valuable, and it ought to be sold to the highest bidder, 
and the {ndians ought to get every dollar it brings, but much of 
this land is not wortha cent. It will lie there for centuries and 
nobody will pay the taxes on it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. What is the date of the 
treaty in this case? 

Mr. LYNCH. it has been made within the past year. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Was it not made subject 
to ratification by Congress? 

Mr. LYNCH. Certainly. 

Mr. TALBERT of SouthCarolina. Thenif Congress does not 
ratify it, [ do not see how that can be called breaking a treaty. 

Mr. LYNCH. Itis not breaking a treaty. This is simply a 
proposition submitted by the Indians for us to act upon. Mr. 
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr.Speaker,I desire to call the attention of 
the House very briefly to the provision in this bill in relation to 
the treaty for the Yankton Sioux Reservation; and what can be 
said of that treaty can, in general terms, be said of the others. 

The proposition that is before the House to-day is very simple. 
Weare needing more lands for settlement. By an act of Con- 
| gress we provided for sending out a commission to treat with 
the Yankton Sioux Indiansfor their reservation. That commis- 
sion was organized by the Secretary of the Interior and was sent 
out with general instructions. 

,. The commission called together the chief men of the tribe. 
They were about a year, as I now remember, getting up this 
treaty, and finally they agreed with the Indians to buy the lands 
upon certain terms, to pay them acertain amount for their lands, 
and they further agreed that on thedeferred payments we were 
to allow them 5 per cent interest. That agreement comes here 
for ratification, and the proposition now is to abandon it and to 
go back to those Indians and say to them: ‘‘ You got the best of 
us in that agreement. so we do not propose to stand by it; but we 
want to make a new treaty with you.” 

Mr. COOMBS. Were those commissionersauthorized to bind 
the Government in any way? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOMBS. Were they not merely authorized to see what 
could be done? 

Mr. PICKLER. NowlI hope the gentleman will not evade 
the matter in that way. 

Mr. COOMBS. I do not evade anything. 

Mr. PICKLER. If you are going to split hairs with these In- 
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dians when you treat with them, let me tell you it is not acting 
in good faith. The commissioners were sent out there under an 
act of Congress, and under instructions from the Secretary of 
the Interior. They called the Indians together and said to them, 
“We want to make an agreement with you.” Of course it was 
understood that the agreement would come back to Congress for 
ratification, and the Indians were so told: but now we are com- 
plaining here that the Indians got the best of the bargain, and 
saying that we will not stand by it, 

[t seems to me Congress will occupy a humiliating position if 
it should say “* We do not want to pay what we agreed to pay in 
dollars and cents.”’ 

Mr. COOMBS. But the commissioners had no right to make 
such an agreement. 

Mr. PICKLER. They had the right; they were authorized 
by the Government. 

Mr. COOMBs. They were authorized to go and treat—— 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Coomss], if he desires to do so, can join in voting these treaties 
down; he can join in breaking faith with the [ndians. Wehave 
the power asa great Government to badger these Indians, to 
tell them that they must consent to whatever we say. That is 
the position which the question of the gentleman from New 
York would seem to indicate he desires to take. But there is 
no reason why these agreements should not be ratified. Theso 
commissioners went out in good faith; the Secretary of the In- 
terior gave them their instructions; they kept within their in- 
structions; they have made an agreement for these lands; and 
now Congress ought to live up to the agreement. 

What will you tell these Indians when you send the matter 
back tothemy What faith will they have in the Government 
under such circumstances? How will another agreement be ar- 
rived at? If the present agreement be sent back, then why may 
not a new agreement be sent back, and so continue to agree with 
the Indians and repudiate the agreements indefinitely? 

Mr. TALBERTof South Carolina. Lf theaction of these com- 
missioners was final, if they had a perfect right to make an ab- 
solute bargain, why should it benecessary to bring these treaties 
baek to Congress for ratification? 

Mr. PICKLER. The commissioners had not the power to 
make an appropriation for the payments under these treaties; 
and therefore the matter must come back to Congress for fina! 
action. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. It comes back, then, not 
for ratification. but for appropriation. 

Mr. PICKLER. I will ask the House to observe that if we 
agree to the Senate proposition, a reasonable proposition, to 
which five out of the six conferees have agreed, we simply procure 
these lands in the same way we have always procured lands from 
the Indians. We make no departure from our past policy; we 
are following in the same line. 

Now, a word as concerns the economy of this transaction. 
Upon the reservation now in question there is a deferred pay- 
ment of $500,000, upon which the gentleman from Indiana and 
the gentlemen supporting him think we ought to pay but 4 per 
cent interest instead of 5,as has been agreed upon. Now, there 
are about 1,750 of these Indians. Theyare poor. They have 
only this fund of $500,000, which, at 5 per cent, will yield them 
only $25,000a year, which will not support them; and when their 
own means of support are exhausted the Government must sup- 
portthem. There is nothing, then, to be made by sending these 
treaties back. We will have to pay for their support in addition 
to this interest. Aside from the question of breaking faith with 
the Indians, aside from the humiliating position which we as- 
sume in declining tostand by the agreement of our own commis- 
sioners, there is no economy to the Government in any such line 
of conduct. 

There is another very bad proposition in this bill as it passed 
the House, to which I am glad to see the Senate has declined 
toagree. Heretofore in all similar treaties within my knowl- 
edge, without any exception, the Government has always said, 
** We will pay the Indians so much money, and on the deferred 
payments we will pay a certain rate of interest;” and then the 
Government has taken the lands and disposed of them to the set- 
tlers. In other words, the Government has closed the contract 
with the Indians at the time of purchasing their lands. 

But the gentleman from Indiana and others now propose, in 
the bill as passed by the House, to say to these Indians (they 
will never agree to it, however, I fear): ‘‘When we sell 100 acres 
or 1,000 acres, or 10,000 acres. we will pay you the money for that 
proportion of the land.” In other words, itis proposed toopen u 
a system of bookkeeping with the Indians; and if we do not sel 
the lands to settlers, then we are never to pay the Indians! 

That is the position which the House took in the bill which 
it passed. But, gentlemen, that is not the correct way of doing 
business. You could not do business with white men in that 
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‘way, much less can you do business in that way with the In- 
dians. It has been the policy of the Government always in 
these treaties to close up the contract with the Indiansand then 
to step in and dispose of the lands to settlers as it may deem 
proper. 

So far as the Yankton treaty is concerned, there is no economy 
in such a policy as is now proposed. Weshall inanyevent have 
to insure to these Indians a support, and the money derived from 
this treaty willnotsupportthem. There areabout 1,75Vof these 
Indians; and, as I have said, the interest at 5 cent on the $500,000 
which they are to receive would be only $25,000 annually. 

Mr.COOMBS. What becomes of the remainder of the money— 
that portion in addition to the $500,000? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is paid at once. 

Mr. COOMBS. But what do they do with this money paid at 
once? 

Mr. PICKLER. The Government is to pay them $100,000, to 
be divided among them. Let me remind the gentleman from 
New York what is the uniform policy of the Government in these 
matters. The Government does not want to speculate off of set- 
tlers; so it buys lands from the Indians as fairly and as cheaply 
as it can, and then disposes of the lands to the settlers at such 

rices as will reimburse it for the money paid to the Indians. 
The aim always is oar to get back from the settlers the 
amount we pay to the Indians. 

That is the eee pursued in all these cases. And until very 
recently the Government purchased the lands of the Indians and 
disposed of them to the settlers free, but lately it is charging 
the settler what it paid the Indians. 

And while I am notso much concerned about the Nez Perces 
agreement, I want tosay thatif the settlers do not take these 
lands at once the Government will have them on hand. They 
are valuable lands, and it will be only a very short time before 
they will be disposed of. 

In regard to the Yankton lands which are situated along the 
Misgouri River, in the southern part of my State, splendid 
lands, these will be taken up at once. They are as good farm- 


ing lands as can befoundanywhere. The Government will have 
the settlers’ money coming into the Treasury at once from 
their sale. 

Now, the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana—and I 
admire the gentleman as a financier, and as keeping down the 
appropriations of the Government—the gentleman from Indiana 


brings up the other proposition. He says that we must let this 
matter go back. He does not want to pay the Indians for the lands 
except as they are sold; and here is the whole point, and he 
will tell you so himself. He wants the bill to show no increase 
in appropriations. 

That was the argument before the Indian Committee, when we 
were almost compelled to agree to it; so if you say in the bill 
that we will pay the Indians as we get pay from the settlers for 
the lands, then of course we make no appropriation in the bili, 
and it shows no increase. But the Senate has said in an honest 
and a businesslike way, as we have always said in our dealings 
with the Indians, and in our treaties heretofore, we will pay you 
so much for the land; we will close the contract and have done 
with you, and then deal with the settlers. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. PICKLER. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Supposing, now,we ratify the 
treaty to-day, is that binding on the Indians? 

Mr. MAHON. Of course. 

<a WILSON of Washington. Will that bind the Indian 
tribes? 

Mr. PICKLER. Undoubtedly, if we ratify it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Then, is it not equally bind- 
ing on the Government? 

Mr. HUNTER. Of course, if we ratify it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. But suppose we do not 
ratify it. 

Mr. PICKLER. The question of the gentleman from Wash- 
ington is well put. We have gone out there with our machinery 
of the Government, and the Indians understood that they repre- 
sented the Government. They were allowed to believe that 
such was the case. 

It was the Indians who were hard to get into the agreement; 
and they understood that when they agreed with the Commis- 
sioners there would be no difficulty about the ratification of 
the matter by Congress. They were led to believe that such 
was the case. There has never been such an attempt hereto- 
fore to defeat an agreement of that character. I[t was a fair 
agreement, and these representations were made to the Indians 
as the basis of the agreement. If we were paying twice what 


we are paying the Indians in this bill, we could not afford to | 


break faith with them and repudiate the contract and agree- 
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ment as we are doing if we deny these contracts and refuse to 
ratify them now. 

We could not afford to do it for three times the amount in- 
volved in the bill. We must act with them in good faith. The 
Indians understood that the commissioners were empowered to 
deal with them. Let us, then, stand by our agents and by the 
agreement our agents made. ‘They made a good contract; and 
let me say to you, gentlemen, that if you defeat these treaties 
(and these are treaties, just as all other cessions of land have 
been), then you may appoint all the agents you want and send 
them out there, but they will never make an agreement again 
as fair to the United States as this one is. 

You can not buy these lands cheaperthan the commissioners 
have agreed with the Indians to pay for them, and the probabil- 
ity is that you will pay a great deal more if you do not take advan- 
tage of thisopportunity. We have been dragging along for two 
years out in our country trying to settle the matter; the people 
want the land, and therefore let us end the trouble now by re- 
ceding from the disagreement to the Senate amendments. [.e; 
us settle with the Indians at once and give the settlers all over 
this country who want homes an opportunity to secure them. 

Let us agree with the Senate oeuean. (tis no difference in 
the end to the Government. The only question is whether we 
will settle up with the Indians now or keep books with them and 
pay them hereafter as the lands are sold, supposing they would 
soagree. You will never agree to such a proposition, [ trust, 
as that which has been suggested by gentlemen who oppose thes 
treaties. 

I hope the House will recede from its disagreement. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, when I first went into the In- 
dian Committee room and heard these agreements discussed | 
thought they were something binding on the Government, }ut | 
soon found to the contrary and that that impression was not true. 

Now, as a matter of fact, as I understand the functious of these 
commissioners or agents sent out amongst the Indians, it is 
simply to find out a basis of agreement; in other words, nego- 
tiate a trade with the Indians and then the matter is referred 
to Congress, whether we will accept the terms proposed or not. 
We are not bound, as I enheretan’ the gentleman from South 
Dakota to maintain, by any obligation, legal or otherwise, to 
carry out such an agreement. It is simply a proposition made 
to us for legislative action. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Undoubtedly. 
Cherokee Outlet case? 

Mr. MADDOX. And as the distinguished gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] tells me, there has been scarcely a treaty 
made with the Indians which has not been amended in some 
way by Congress before its ratification. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman, I think, is mistaken. 
exceptions are largely the other way. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the penticmest allow a question? 

Mr. MADDOX. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Are the Indians bound by this treaty? 

Mr. MAHON. Thatis the question. Are the Indians bound 
by it now? 

Mr. MADDOX. They are bound by it if we do not change it 
and accept it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Suppose we do not ratify it—can they get 
away from it? 

Mr. MAHON. I hope the gentleman will answer that ques 
tion. Can the Indians get away from it whether we ratify it or 
not? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That settles the question. ie 

Mr. MADDOX. We are not bound to accept or ratify the 
treaty at all. We are not compelled to do it by any means. 
The gentleman from South Dakota maintains that the House 1 
self is in honor bound to do it; that the Government itsel! 15 
in honor bound. Butif that be so whyisit here? Why are Ww 
discussing it at all? 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the gentleman say it is not in hono’ 
bound? Are we playing with these Indians? Were we p'*y!tt 
with them when we sent the commissioners out there? ; 

Mr. MADDOX. No; we are not playing with these Indians. 
We are simply trading with them; and if the trade does not suis 
us, we are not bound to acceptit. That is the common Hnglish 
of it. Now, what are we asked todo? The House commitice 
adopted a principle which we are insisting upon here. 

We did not think this Government was in a condition to &p 
tg money to buy these public lands to besold at mere hap- 

azard. We did not think that was proper, and we provided 
that these lands should be sold, and that as fast as they were 
sold and the money received from the sales it should go to a 
credit of the Indians. That was the principle which goverre 
the Committee on Indian Affairs of the House. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. And they to get interest 
in the mean time? 


Why, what did we do in the 
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Mr. MADDOX. Oh, yes; at 4 per cent. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the gentleman think that would be a 
gatisfactory way of doing? Suppose some of these lands wero 
not sold for twenty-five years. We should have to keep an ac 
count with these Indians for twenty-five years. 

Mr. MADDOX. Very likely, and we have accounts with them 
now, which have been running that long, and longer yet. But 
we have been told by gentlemen advocating the ratification of 
these treaties—and we are told in this House to-day—that these 
lands will be taken up at once. 

I think the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LYNCH], my col- 
jeage on the committee, has demonstrated the fact to this House 
that they will not be taken, and that the Government will lose 
largely in this transaction. Now, the question that presents 
itself to the common sense of this House, and especially to this 
side of the House, is whether we can appropriate $2,500,000 to 
puy a lot of Indian lands that we have no present use for, when 
at the same time we are borrowing money and selling bonds in 
order torunthis Government? That isthe question that I want 
you toconsider. That is the question that presents itself to our 
minds; whether you are ready to do that or not. 

Now, we are not obliged to accept this contract. Weare not 
obliged to open up this land. The truth of the matter is this: 
We have now got a bill before this House and before our com- 
mittee asking the Government of the United States to pay 
taxes upon the Indian lands in those States and counties where 
they have been allotted—actually to bear the burden of local tax- 
ation, and yet you want to open more, adding an additional bur- 
den to the Government. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is where lands are allotted to the In- 


dians. 

Mr. MADDOX. I understand that. And now you want the 
lands allotted here. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. MADDOX. You want these lands allotted. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. They are already allotted. 

Mr. LUCAS. They have been allotted. 

Mr. MADDOX. And as soon as they are opened up to settle- 
ment you will come in and ask to have the taxes paid, just ex- 
actly as you have done in other locations of the same character, 
where you are now absolutely asking the Government to pay the 
taxes on the Indian lands to help support the counties. hat is 
the next thing to follow. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is unnecessary for me to go into details 
in regard to our objections to this matter, because they have 
been so ably presented by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
LyNncH] that I am satisfied that the members of this House un- 
derstand this question and that they will not recede, but that 
they will insist that if these treaties are to be ratified at all, 
they shall be ratified in accordance with the terms laid down by 
the House committee, which is that as fast as these lands are 
sold and paid for the Indians shall be given credit for the 
moneys so paid. Or if that is not acceptable tothem, why, they 
need not accept it. That is my position and my proposition. 
Weare not obliged to accept this agreement. e are in no 
condition to accept it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, we have the brute force to go back on 
the Indians, of course, if we want to. 

Mr.MADDOX. Weare not going back on the Indians, 

Mr.PICKLER. That is exactly what we are doing. 

Mr. MADDOX. If we do not accept the contract, if we do 
not buy the land, the Indians will still have the land. They 
will still have title to it. 

Mr, TALBERT of South Carolina. It will not take anything 
away from them. 

Mr. PICKLER What are we doing, then? Is this boy’s 


play? 

: Me. MADDOX. The lands will remain in the same condition 
in which they now are. The Indians never have done anything 
with them yet, and it will not disturb them at all; and fromthe 
argument made by the gentleman and those whoagree with him, 
itis said that we have got to support them anyway. The ques- 
tion is whether we are willing to advance this money—to ap- 
propriate $2,500,000, when, as I have said, we are already bor- 
rowing money to run the Government? Ought we to e this 
oe for something that is unnecessary? 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me a question 
right there? 

t. MADDOX. Yes. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does not the gentleman know that it is only 
of very late years that the Government has taken money from 
the settlers at all for public lands? Does not the ventleman 
know that heretofore we have bought the lands of the Indians 
and given the lands to settlers? Now we are buying land 
from the Indians and selling it to the settlers, and in that way 
Getting our money back. It is only within the last few years 
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that we have done this, but now we are making ourselves whole 
by selling the lands to the settlers for all that we pay the In- 
dians for it. 

Mr. MADDOX. But I say we have come to that period in our 
history when we should change our policy again, and thatis, that 
Congress ought not to buy any more of these lands from the 
Indians and sel! to the settlers, but let the settlers deal directly 
with the Indians. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is impossible. 

Mr. MADDOX. I do not think so. 

Mr. PICKLER. The settler can not deal with the Indians, 

Mr. MADDOX. It will not be but a few years whén we will 
have but little of the public domain left. There are three or 
four other treaties to follow; and under this precedent you are 
about to setit is not only a question of $2,500,000. It will not stop 
at $8,000,000 when we get to the other treaties to be ratified and 
the money to be paid under them. When youare talking about 
this question of interest you will remember that: and when you 
are talking about appropriations for advancing the money, you 
will remember that others are to follow. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr.MADDOX. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. In the last Congress a very 
important matter came up from your section of the country. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mine? 

Mr. WILSONof Washington. Yes,sir; to your whole section 
of country. Ithink every member upon this side of the question, 
with the exception of the gentleman from Mississippi, was in 
favor of the purchase of what is known as the Cherokee Outlet 
at an expense of $8,000,000. Now, your people were greatly in- 
terested in that. 

Mr. MADDOX. My cane 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Your whole section. 

Mr. MADDOX. Idid not know that my people were inter- 
ested in that. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Maybe not directly, but indi- 
rectly. Itwill beof great advantage to you in the future. You 
were interested in that the same as I am interested in this. 
You received about all the Western votes, because it was right 
and proper and just for the benefit of the settlers of your sec- 
tion; and we think to-day that your people should meet us half 
way in the development of our section of the country. 

Mr.MADDOX. Now,as the gentleman has raised that ques- 
tion I will state that we had no interest in it. We have got 
none of itand did not have any interest in itso faras that iscon- 
cerned. Now, there is about 6,000,000 more acres to be opened 
up, and this House will remember that we went forward and 
made a treaty with the Cheyennesand Arapahoes and paid tiiem 
for their lands according to the treaty and acts of Congress. 
We paid $2,900,000 to the Chovtaws and the Chickasaws for the 
same land. Thatis another proposition that 1 want to call your 
attention to. Two million nine hundred thousand dollars we 
paid to get a title to that property. 

Mr. HUNTER. And have not got the title yet. 

Mr. MADDOX. And we have notgotthetitle yet. We have 
two treaties. We have the treaties with the Comanches, the 
Kiowas, and the Wichita and affiliated bands, which will prob- 
ably cover about 4,000,000 acres of land; and they have the same 
interest in this land that they had to the Cheyennes and Ara- 
pahoes Reservation; and if we are asked to ratify these treaties, 
according to the gentleman from South Dakota and the gentle- 
man from Washington, we are bound to do so when we have a 

recedent before us that the Government had paid twice for this 
and and will be called upon to do the same thing again unless 
the question of title be settled before we indorse the action of 
our commissioners. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. When was that treaty first 
made with the Arapahoes and Cheyennes? 

Mr. MADDOX. I think it was four or six years ago. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Thatwasthe first. When was 
the one made previous to that? 

Mr. MADDOX. Ido not remember; away back. 

» Mr. WILSON of Washington. Away back. 

Mr. HUNTER. In 1820. 

Mr. MADDOX. The treaty was made with these Choctaws 
and Chickasaws in 1820, and the Cheyennes and Arapahoes 
claimed title under Executive order and by right of possession, 
and the Choctaws and Chickasaws claimed that they only ceded 
these lands in trust to the Government tolocate friendly indians 
on, and when open for settlement to the whites that the title re- 
verted to them. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I will not interrupt the gen- 
tleman further with questions at this point, as I see that it dis- 
turbs him; but I desire to reply to some things that he has said 
before the debate closes. 
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Mr. MADDOX. So you will see that there is another ques- 
tion which opensitself up for the consideration of this House; and 
behind that is the proposition that the Government is bound to 
accept this treaty or agreement. It is nolonger a treaty, as the 
Supreme Court says it is not a treaty, but an agreement, and 
that the consent of this House and of the Senate is required in 
order to ratify that agreement and makeita contract. It isnot 
a contract and binding upon this Government until we do con- 
sent, and the question is whether you will consent to ratify itor 
not. If you do not do it, it is not a contract with the Indians. 

Now, even if that side of the House or this side of the House, 
as the case may be, does believe that this agreement ought to 
be ratified, Lask you gentlemen again, Is this the acceptable 
time to do it? Is thisGovernment in a condition todoit? That 
is the question for you to consider. I claim that we are not in 
a condition to do it at this time. 

Mr. HERMANN. Will my friend, who is, I believe, a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Indian Affairs, permit me to make a 
suggestion? Take the case of a reservation that has not been 
enlarged upon by any member on the floor to-day, one which 
lies within my own State, the reservation of the Siletz Indians. 
I wish to point out to the gentleman the injustice that will be 
done to those Indians if we do not recede from our disagreement 
to the Senate amendment. 

Those Indians agreed to receive $142,000 for their surplus 
lands. The Government, through its agents,agreed to pay them 
that amount, The money was to be paid out of the Treasury of 
the United States, $100,000 of it to be deposited at 5 per centin- 
terest for an indefinite length of time, and $42,000 to be paid to 
the Indians individually as they came of age, $75 per capita. 
Now, those Indians have had their landsallotted to them. They 
are there assuming that they have title to the lands which they 
have received by allotment. The House proposes that the In- 
dians shall receive their pay out of the sale of those lands at the 
rate of $1.50 cents per acre. 

The fact is that the Indians have selected the best lands in 
that reservationand the balance is compartively refuse land, so 
that very few people will pay anything for it at this time, for 
the reason thatit consists largely of mountain ranges which at 
some time or other have been burned over, so that the land is 
not valuable either for timber orfor agricultural purposes. It is 
utterly arenes therefore, within any reasonable length of 
time to realize out of the sale of those landseven a small percent 
of the amount of money that we have agreed to pay the Indians. 
Now, the gentleman will see that if this agreement is not rati- 
fied at the present time and is again submitted to the Indians 
for reconsideration, they never will agree to any better terms 
than they have agreed to already, because they will know that 
if the money is to come out of the sale of the lands it will not 
be realized within the present generation. 

The bill was submitted to the House over a monthago. I 
have heard from the Indians, and I have taken some pains to 
ascertain publie opinion as to the value of these lands. Many 
people have gone upon them for the purpose of taking appro- 
priate locations to be homesteaded, but they have declined to 
take the lands and have given theiropinion that they are worth- 
less for homestead purposes. 

Now, | submit that a refusal to recede from our disagreement 
to the Senate amendment will render it utterly impossible for 
us to treat with those Indians hereafter for those lands. And 
see the position that we shall leave them in. They have their 
allotments upon which they are living, believing themselves to 
be entitied to them, and the surplus lands are left upon their 
hands with this condition attaching to them. 

Mr. COOMBS. Is not the gentleman's own statement an ad- 
mission that by this treaty the United States is buying worth- 
less lands from these Indians, after allowing them to take up the 
best part of the reservation by allotment? Upon what principle 
can the gentleman justify such legislation? 

Mr. HERMANN. I desire to say that that is the considera- 
tion that is being paid to these Indians for the excess lands. 

Mr. COOMBS. But, according to the gentleman s own state- 
ment, those lands are worth nothing. He has just told us that 
settlers have gone upon them and have declined to take them. 

Mr. HERMANN. Ultimately those lands will be valuable; 
but I say that at the present time and for many years to come 
we can not realize the money that we are to pay Indians from 
selling the land at $1.50 an acre. Now, in the meanwhile, how 
are those Indians to be paid the consideration which has been 
promised tothem? That is the question. 

Mr. MADDOX. Itseems to me that the question, or rather 
the speech of the gentleman from Oregon shows clearly that 
my position in this matter is correct. it appears that we have 
sent agents out there to negotiate for lands which, according to 
the gentieman’s own admission, are absolutely worthless. As 
to the position of the Indians. if we refuse to ratify this agree- 
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ment the Indians have got just what they had before; they haya 
got their entire reservation; we have not hurt them in any way, 
According to the gentleman's own statement, these lanis n+, 
worthless at the present time. 

Mr. HERMANN. No. What I say is that at the present 
time, and in the present financial condition of the country, y,. 
can not sell such a large body of land as that and re.lize {}), 
amount that is to be paid to the Indians. Ultimately the lang 
will undoubtedly be disposed of at a good price. 

Mr. COOMBS. But did you not say a while ago that set: 
had gone upon those lands and had declined to take them 
worthless? 

Mr. HERMANN. I say that large bodies of people wil! yo; 
settle upon those lands at the present time. Ultimately | 
lieve those lands will be disposed of, but it will take a consider. 
able time, and meanwhile the Indians desire some assurance t})9; 
they are to receive the money that has been promised thew. 

Mr. LYNCH. Does the gentleman think it is fair or prope 
that the Government should pay $3 per acre for such la: 
pay 5 per cent interest on the deferred payments when, accori- 
ing to his own statement, the lands will not sell for 31.5 


4 


re 


Mr. HERMANN. The Government is not paying these peoply 
$7 an. acre, but only 89 cents an acre; and the Secretary of the 
Interior certifies toCongress that the Governmentis making t\\o 
difference between 89 cents and $1.29 an acre, amounting to some- 
thing over'$20,000. Thatis so much to the credit of the Govern. 
ment of the United States. 

Mr. MADDOX. I think, from what the gentleman from Oregon 
{[Mr. HERMANN] has said,that we have negotiated a very bad 
trade with the Indians; and the question is whether this !\o ise 
should ratify thattrade. According to theadmissions made hero, 
a considerabie portion of this land can not be disposed of at tho 
presenttime. Now, we should take into consideration the finan 
cial condition of the Government. Is it in a condition to pur 
chase land on credit and pay interest on the purchase money? 

Mr. PICKLER. This will bring to the Government more 
money than it pays out. 

Mr. HERMANN. Allow me to ask the gentleman from Geor- 
gia[Mr. MADDOX| whether there is any reservation in the United 
States where all the surplus land could be disposed of immedi- 
ately at a good purchase price? 

Mr. MADDOX. Is there any portion of this that may be dis- 
posed of at once? 

Mr. HERMANN. There is. 

Mr. MADDOX. After the allotment? 

Mr. HERMANN. Lamspeakingentirely of the surplus after 
the allotmentshave been made. Aconsiderable portion of thes 
lands which have not been disturbed by fire contain timber, and 
can be readily disposed of. But I wasspeaking of the possi ilit; 
or probability of realizing $142,000 at once to pay these Indians. 
I say it can not be done in the present condition of affairs. 

Mr. COOMBS. Why should we want to do it? 

Mr. HERMANN. In order to settle the title of these allot 
who have taken land in good faith, and in order to settle tit 
generally. 

Mr.PICKLER. Somethings which have been said here wou'd 
leave the impression that this transaction is actually going | 
take money outof the Treasury. Isay it will bring more mon: 
in than it will take out. 

Mr. HERMANN. Ultimately it will. 

Mr. PICKLER. No, now. We pay only a small amount 0 
money down, and give bonds for the balance. Then tie appl 
eants for these lands pay into the Treasury three times as ! 
as we take out. Uk 

Mr. MADDOX. But I protest against the policy of issu. 
bonds to put money into the Treasury. ae 

Now, I think it has been clearly demonstrated that this | 
bad trade for the Government. The question is whether \ 
shall ratify itor not. The agreement is not binding upon t 
Government until we do ratify it. In the present condition 
the Treasury should we now go forward and ratify this trace 
appropriating for the purpose $2,400,000? I think not. 

r. WILSON of. Washington. Will the gentleman 
Georgia [Mr. MAppOx] yield to me for five minutes? 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes, sir. I yield five minutes to the geut'> 
man from Washington, and reserve the residue of my tim’. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I express "yy 
thanks to the gentleman from Georgia for kindly yielding to mo 
ut this time. I desire only to call attention to one or two things 
stated by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, LyNcu] in the 
course of his argument. oe 

Of course, Mr. Speaker, the ratification of these treaties 1s °° 
the greatest importance to our section of the country. 1 have 
seen this reservation; I think I know something about this a 
ter, and it is my judgment that the Government of the Unite 
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States, notwithstanding the statement of the gentleman from | tion of the country I voted for. 





Wisconsin, has made an exceedingly good bargain with refer- 
ence to these lands. I know of my own knowledge that within 
thirty-six hours a company could be formed to pay $3 or $3.75 
for every acre of this land if the Government would permit that 
arrangement to be carried out. 

The gentleman talks about half of this land being of no value. 
That statement is not correct as a matter of fact. As shown by 
thereport of the committee, the agricultural lands are estimated 
toembrace 350,000 acres, amounting, at $3.75 an acre, to consid- 
erably more than $1,000,000. The timber land, which has been 
stated to be worthless, is in my judgment the most valuable por- 
tion of this reservation, because in that section of the country 
timber is exceedingly scarce: and whenever you can secure a 
tract of timber land it seils promptly. 

Such land would quickly bring the price estimated here. The 
mineral lands weak sell, of course, under the mineral land law 
at$>anacre. Here you have in this reservation 350,000 acres 
of valuable agricultural land, which the Commissioner has esti- 
mated to be worth from $8 to $10 an acre. 

Consequently, it is my judgment that the Government, taking 
these lands and selling them as provided for in the treaty and 
in the bill, at $3.75 an acre, will recoup itself every dollar of 
allof the expenses attending the transaction. I believe that 
every acre of the agricultural land will be taken up within thirty 
days after the reservation is opened. 

All over the State of Idaho—and the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin {Mr. Lyncr], speaking of the landas being in Idaho, would 
seem to be trying to establish the idea that the lands of Idaho 
were of no value—all over Idaho are valuable lands. Why, Mr. 
Speaker, in the Pan Handle district of Idaho, which is as large 
as the entire State of Maryland, there are over over 10,000,000 
acres Of valuable timber lands. 

There are in the Pan Handle counties that produce more 
wheat to the acre than any land on the habitable globe. There 
are mines also which have produced wealth in the last five years 
enormous in amount. And this reservation is standing as a 
block in the way of the development and progress of the coun- 
try. That is one reason why it is so important that action, and 
prompt action, should be taken upon this treaty. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
yield to me a few moments longer. 

Mr. MADDOX. I will yield five minutes more. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Now, I think, Mr. Speaker, 
that it is exceedingly unfair, it is exceedingly unjust to this 

ple out there, that Representatives on this floor should come 

n here and state to people who do not knowanything about the 
facts that these lands have no value, and that the Government 
will lose a million dollars or more by the transaction proposed. 

Why, both of the commissioners who made this agreement 
with the Indians, taking the highest and the lowestestimate they 
have made, show that the Government will receive according 
to the highest estimate $2,025,000, and the lowest $1,860,776. 
Is it fair then, in view of these facts, to say that these lands are 
of no value? Is it fair to take the judgment of these men resid- 
ing there who know the value of the lands, who know their 
quantity and who give us these figures as the result of the trans- 
action? Ithinkitisfair. I think weought totakeit. I think 
_ competent to make the estimates. 

ill the Government lose anything when we get an estimate 
of $1,800,000 from the lowest estimate, and over $2,000,000 from 
the highest? Where is the ground for the assertion? The 
whole busis of the argument of the gent‘eman from Wisconsin; 
the whole argument of gentiemen who have discussed in oppo- 
sition to the ratification of these treaties, is an argument which 
is designed for the purpose and the sole purpose of defeating 
their ratification. ‘They say, or that is the inference to bo gath- 
ered from their remarks, whether we will make anything or 
not, “‘ we do not propose to ratify the treaty.” Mr. Speaker, 
that is no way to oat with such a question. 

I spoke awhile ago of the opening of the Cherokee Outlet. In 
the course of business in the last Congress it was my good for- 
tune to be a conferee on the bill which provides for the ratifica- 
tion of that treaty and which was talked over fully in confer- 
ence. It was talked over in the House, and it was contended 
that we were paying $8,000,000 on the ratification of that treaty, 
and so in order Seaaviate the adding of that amount to the biil 
the agreed that they might sell the land or the certificates, and 

x the Government would hereafter appropriate for it. 

et to-day we have come here and ratified an agreement 
eureby the purchaser of that certificate might receive a bond 
the Treasury of the United States in paymentfor it. That 
aa all done simply ‘‘ to beat the devil around the stump,” that 
all. But we opened the Outlet: and the opening of that sec- 


[ hope the gentleman will 
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U am glad to vote for anything 
in Oklahoma or Texas or Alabama or Georgia that will advance 
the prosperity of that people. 

I hope in return that they may be as generous to the people of 
the West, and help us to develop that empire, and throw open 
the reservations of the Government, giving the Indians their 
allotments, teaching them how to sow and reap and raise crops, 
and throwing open the lands to the settlement of the whites, 
letting them get homes, and in this manner shedding the bless- 
ings of civilization upon our Western country. 

Why should you retard the growth of that section? There is 
not an Indian reservation in my State that I have not had to 
stand here and plead and plead for a bill to get the right of way 
for a railroad or canal or something across it. They stand in 
the path of progress. They stand right in the highway of the 
growth and development of the country. When we want to gei 
a railroad over one of these reservations we have got to come 
to Congress,.and the people have the inconvenience that comos 
from such a condition. I have already referred to a condition 
of affairs that exists there. 

A great reservation is locatedat Tacoma. Fifty thousand peo- 
ple have built a great city there, but they can not get a railroad 
without the consent of Congress. The Indians are in the way. 
They can not use the land themselves and we can not get the re- 
strictions removed—which, itis true, last but eightyears longer 
because when an effort of that kind is made we are met by the 
point of order. We are stopped all the time. We are com- 
pletely at the mercy of the conditions that surround us, and we 
have no aid from Congress. Why should there be this opposi- 
tion to the development of cur Western country? 


{[Mr. ALLEN addressed the House. See Appendix. | 


Mr. ALLEN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
cede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment with refor- 
ence to the treaties and agree to the same; and on that I move 
the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. LYNCH] moves thatthe House insist upon its disagreement 
and ask for a further conference; the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi moves that the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate and agree to the same; and upon thut 
he demands the previous question. That motion takes prece- 
dence of the motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Thequestion was taken and the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN. Myntotion now is to recede from the disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate and agree to the Senate 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thequestion is, Shall the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sennte 
and agree to the same? 

‘Yhe question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MADDOX. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. REED. “All up.” This is what we will have todoall 
along the line, and you may as well practice it. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 73; 

Mr. MADDOX. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as tell- 
ers the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. MADDOX, and the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, Mr. ALLEN. 

Mr. MADDOX. I call for the yeasand nays. [Aftera pause.} 
I withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays, and insist upon 
the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as tell 
ers the gentleman from Georgia and the gentleman from Missis 
Ssippl. 

‘iy. PICKLER. Irise to a point of order. After the yeas 
and nays are demanded and refused, what right has the gentle- 
man to make tie pointof no quorum? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman made the point 
of no quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. But the yeas and nays were demanded and 
refused. [Gries of ‘‘Oh, no!”} 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The yeas and nays were not re- 
fused. The Chair was taking the count when the demand was 
withdrawn. 

Mr. PICKLER. [ demand the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The question was talren; and the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pr ‘¢:npore. The Chair will appoint as tel- 
lers the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MADDOX] and the gentile- 
man from Mississippi |Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. MADDOX. Pending that motion, I move that the House 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 
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* ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were adversely re- 
ported and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. LOUD, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H. R. 
4703) for the relief of Capt. George A. Johnson. (Report No. 
1372.) 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs: A bill (H. R. 3552) to carry into effect the order of the 
Secretary of the Interior, etc. (Report No. 1373.) 

By Mr. RICHARDS, from the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 1712) for the relief of D. G. Griffith. 
No. 1874.) 

A bill (HB. R, 4207) for the relief of the heirs or assigns of 
Joshua Shaw. (Report No. 1375.) 


PUBLIC BILLS AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a memorial of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. GEISSENHAINER: A bill (H. R. 7897) to amend as 
amended the various acts relative to immigration and the im- 

rtation of aliens under contract or agreement to perform 
ixvet te the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RICHARDS: A bill (H. R. 7907) making it unlawful 
for committees and subcommittees of the Senate and House of 
Representatives to transact business in secret—to the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 

By Mr. BOEN: A bill (H. R. 7908) to provide for internal im- 
provements, an additional volume of currency, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BOATNER: Joint resolution of the General Assem- 
bly of Louisiana, asking an appropriation for improvement of 
Macon and Boeuf Rivers—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 


(Report 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, pie bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7898) granting in- 
crease of Pension to Dr. T. M. Coleman, of Newton, Kans.—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8899) granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
seph B. Williams, of Osage City, Kans.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7900) granting a pension to Hannah B. 
Glaze, of Baxter Springs, Kans., and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 7901) granting a pension to 
Isom Gibson, of Newton County, Ark.—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7902) granting a pension to Lavina Smith, 
widow of Pry Amos Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7903) for the relief of Wil- 
liam J. Maddox, administrator of Laura E. Maddox—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R.7904) granting an increased 

onsion to Sally Rodman, widow of Gen. Isaac P. Rodman, of 
Rhode Island—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 7905) for the relief of 
S, we Wills, administrator—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. . ‘4 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 7906) for the relief of Charles S. 
Mills—to the Committee on Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Resolutions of Plymouth Council, 
No. 4, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Denver, 
Colo., favoring go of House bill 5242, known as the Stone 
bill, which provides restriction of foreign immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of citizens of Minnetonka, State 
of Minnesota, protesting against appropriations for sectarian 
heels in the education of Indians—to the Committee on Indian 

rs, 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of J. H. Calderhead, Benjamin 
W. Downey, and others, of Montana, asking the impeachment of 
the ee the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Samuel M. Nye and 53 other citizens of Mon- 


conce education of indians at sectarian schools—to 


the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
By Mr. IKIRT: Papers to accompany House bill 7891, claim 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 

















































AUGUST 7, 


of David Jones, Company C, One hundred and first Pennsy). 
vania Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs, — 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: Memorial of the Central Labo, 
Union of Cleveland, Ohio, to the House of Representatives of 
the United States, preferring chargesagainst Augustus J, Rieks 
judge of the district court of the United States for the northern 
district of Ohio, and asking that he be impeached—to the Com. 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Perry Engle and sundry othe, 
citizens of Newton, Iowa, asking for the impeachment of the 
Attorney-General of the United States for high crimes ang 
misdemeanors—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Perry Engle and sundry citizens of New. 
ton, Iowa, representing that the Attorney-General of the Unite 
Staies has been guilty of high crimes and misdemeanors, ani 
asking that appropriate action be taken—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, August 7, 1894, 


Prayer by Rev. J. H. M’Cartry, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

THE JOURNAL. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent that the reading 
of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings be dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I-feel constrained to object to the re 
quest for the reason I shall state. The rule imperatively re- 
quires that the Journal shall be read. Of course the reading 
can be dispensed with by unanimous consent. 

Frequently on the reading of the Journal before it is approved 
it has been found that corrections must be made. This ignor- 
ing of the reading of the Journal every morning is a new depar- 
ture for the Senate which Tf do not think ought to be permitted. 
Besides, the reading of the Journal gives Senators who are be- 
lated an opportunity to get to their seats in time for the trans- 
action of routine business. I therefore feel constrained to ob- 


ject. 

: Mr. CHANDLER. Of course the objection ends the matter; 

but if I may be allowed I take occasion to say that I do not agree 

as to the advisability of reading the Journal merely to allow be- 

lated Senators to make an excuse for their absence, as the Sen- 

ator from Nebraska states. 
Mr. MANDERSON. That is merely a collateral considera- 


tion. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Moreover, itis notof frequent occurrence 
thatthe Journal is corrected after it hasbeenread. Itisone year 
ago to-day since we assembled in this Chamber to do the business 
of the country, and I hope that within a very few days we may 
depart. It was in order to expedite what business remains to be 
cone that I ventured to incur the disapprobation of the Senator 
from Nebraska by asking unanimous consent that the reading of 
the Journal shall be dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal will be read. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. 0. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
ere is signed by the Vice-President: ae 
A bill (H. R. 2896) for the relief of Henry James, residing in 
the original Hot Springs Reservation, in the State of Arkansas; 
A bill (H. R. 6518) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes; all 
A bill (H. R. 6937) making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. HUNTON. Laskan indefinite leave of absence for my 
colleague [Mr. DANTEL], who is detained at home by family a 
fliction of a serious character. a 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and leave of absence is granted. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Michigan State 
Millers’ Association, praying for the enactment of legisiation 
to secure the decrease of the present excessive duties on Amer 
ican flour over American wheat imposed by France and Ge™ 
many; which was ordered to lie on the table. ny a 
Mr. POWER presented the memorial of Charles Watson $0 
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12 other citizens of Anaconda, Mont.,and the memorial of G. W. 
Kessler and 22 other citizens of Anaconda, Mont., remonstrat- 
ing against the support of the Government in maintaining the 
present system of sectarian Indian education, ete.; which were 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BRICE presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for an early settlement of the pend- 
ing tariff question; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. R. S. Rust, of Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, corresponding secretary of the Woman’s Home Mis- 
sionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church, in behalf of 
65,000 members of that organization, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to secure the better preservation of the Sabbath 
in the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Northwestern Ohio Medi- 
cal Association, of Sandusky, Ohio, praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the creation of a department and 
secretary of public health; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of 151 citizens- of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, remonstrating against the support of the Government in 
maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian education, 
ete.; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PALMER. I present the petition of Cissna, Wilder & 
Co. and 4,300 other citizens of Chicago, Ill., praying for the 
early settlement of the tariff question, alleging that the failure 
to dispose of this question will work incaiculable loss and irrep- 
arable injury to the financial and industrial interests of the 
country. I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2920) to pension John Maholm, de- 
pendent father, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the poowing bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1214) granting a pension to Hannah Welch; and 

A bill (H. R. 7294) empowering fourth-class postmasters to ad- 
minister oaths to pensioners. 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4954) relative to recognizances, 
stipulations, bonds, and undertakings, and to allow certain cor- 
porations to be accepted as surety thereon, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iam permitted by the Committee on Pensions 
to report the bill (S. 1173) to grant service pensions to soldiers 
and sailors of the war of the rebellion without recommendation, 
but with certain amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed upon the 
Calendar. 

Mr. PEFFER. Inconnection with that bill, lam also directed 
by the same committee to report unfavorably a bill of the same 
purport, being the bill (S. 1938) to grant pensions for service in 
the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States. I ask 
that this bill may be indefinitely postponed, for the reason that its 
provisions are substantially incorporated in the bill which I have 
reported without recommendation. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned, in the absence of ep om 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1175) to require payment of pension money 
to wives in cases where male pensioners desert or abandon their 
families or are habitual drunkards, or for any reason fail and 
neglect to support their families, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1969) granting a pension to Harrison C. 
Hobart, late brevet brigadier-general of volunteers, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4667) to provide for the opening of 
certain abandoned military reservations, and for other purposes, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

¢ also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1012) to correct the muster roil of J. 
Seymour Taylor, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
Was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

STATE, COUNTY, AND MUNICIPAL CORPORATE TAXES. 

Mr. COKE. J am directed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to report with an amendment, in the nature of a substitute, the 

(| H. R. 6284) to prevent interference in the collection of State. 
County, and municipal taxes assessed against corporations and 
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corporate property, and for other purposes, and to ask for its 
present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the amendment be stated. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May TI ask whether the bill has been re- 
ported from any committee? 

Mr. COKE. I have been directed to report the bill by the 
Committee on the Judiciary with a substitute for it as it came 
from the House. I was also requested by the committee to ask 
for its present consideration, and 1 ask unanimous consent that 
the Senate may now consider it. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the substitute which was agreed to unani- 
mously by the committee be read. I think Senators will find 
that there is no objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute will be read. 

The SECRETARY. The committee report tostrike out all after 
the enacting clause of the bill and insert: 


Whenever there shall be dueany State, county, or raunicipal tax, which tax 
shall constitute a lien or claim upon property in the hands ofareceiver ap 
inted by a court of the United States, or any part thereof, it shall be the 
uty ofthe court to takeorder thatsuch taxshall be paid promptly from said 
property, and no —s or disposition of such property shall be per- 
mitted by said court until said tax shall be paid, except lor the purpose of 
raising money to pay thesame, without the consent of the officer whose duty 
it shall be to collect such tax, or except for the purpose of paying taxes due 
the United States. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary,which 
has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

‘The title was amended soas to read ‘‘A bill to provide for the 
collection of State, county, and municipal taxes, assessed against 
corporations and corporate property in the hands of receivers, 
and for other purposes.” 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Committee on the Judiciary direct me to 
report sundry amendments to the bankruptcy bill. and to ask 
that the bill as proposed to be amended by the amendments be 
printed. [ ask for that order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection it will be so or- 
dered. 

Mr. HOAR. The minority of the Judiciary Committee, con- 
sisting of the Senator from Connecticut[Mr. PLATT], the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], and myself, and [ have no doubt 
the absent Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], from what I know 
of his opinion on the general subject, dissent from the report of 
the committee in favor of the bill, whether as originally re- 
ported or as proposed to be amended. 

I am also authorized to propose an amendment to the bill, pro- 
viding, in the case of express and actual fraud, a system of in- 
voluntary bankruptcy where the debtor has committed the acts 
which by this bill would prevent his discharge. I ask leave to 
have the amendments which are proposed printed with the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, that 
order will be made. 

Mr. PLATT. What was the order which was asked for by 
the Senator from Mississippi, {Mr. G&ORGE] in reporting the 
amendments? Did he desire them printed separately as amend- 
ments or as a part of the bill as proposed to be amended? [ did 
not understand the request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is that the bill be printed with 
the amendments of the Committee on the Judiciary. In theab- 
sence of objection it is so ordered. 

SUSAN E. CUNNINGHAM. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions to report favorably and without amendment the bill (S. 
1018) granting a pension to Susan E. Cunningham. As thisbill 
was mislaid and should have been reported months ago, and as 
it will take but a moment to consider it, I ask for its present 
consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, after the word ‘‘roll,” in line 4, to strike out the 
words ‘‘subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws; after the word “Cunningham,” inline 6. where it oecurs 
the first time, to insert ‘totally and permanently blind:” and at 
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the end of the bill, after the word ‘‘Artillery,” to insert ‘at the 
rate of $12 per month;” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Susan E. 
Cunningham, totally and permanently blind daughter of Thomas Cun- 
ningham, late private Company IF’, Fourth Regiment New York Heavy Ar- 
tillery, at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR SURVEYING PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. VILAS. JT am instructed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2234) to further amend 
section 2399 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to re- 
port it without amendment, and to ask for its immediate consid- 
eration. The bill simply provides for substituting in the Re- 
vised Statutes the recently prepared manual of instructions for 
surveying in place of that formerly used. 

‘By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 





JAMES A. SEXTON. 


Mr. VILAS. Iam instructed by the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2281) to au- 
thorize the Postmaster-General to credit account of James A. 
Sexton with amount of funds stolen, to report it without amend- 
ment, and to ask its present consideration. 

I desire to say in reference to the bill that it simply proposes 
an allowance by Congress to the credit of a postmaster of an 
amount of loss sustained by him without his fault, through a 
robbery, and which would have been allowed by the Postmaster- 
General himself but for the fact that the general law vesting 
him with jurisdiction to consider such cases requires him to re- 
port sums above $2,000 in amount to Congress for its action. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Postanas- 
ter-General to credit the account of James A. Sexton, post.mas- 
ter at Chicago, Ill., $3,757.05 for postal funds stolen fram his 
office December 12, 1893. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

AMERICAN PRISONERS IN CUBA. 


Mr. GRAY. Iam instructed by the Committee on oes 
Relations, to whom was referred the resolution submitted 
the Senator from Florida [Mr.CALu], to report it with an amend- 
ment. I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution (submitted by Mr. CALL July 23, 1894), as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and is hereby, re- 
quested to institute negotiations for the release of citizens of the United 
States now held in confinement by the Government of Spain, in the Island 
of Cuba, upon charges of complicity with or aid to the rebellion in the Island 
of Cuba or resistance to authorities in ail cases where such persons are 
held upon suspicion merely; and in cases where there is evidence against 
them, that they be brought to a speedy trial, and also that the President be 
requested to instruct the consul-general of the United States to make ar- 
rangements for the defense of such citizens where they are unable to pro- 
cure the means to employ counsel and procure witnesses. 

The amendment of the Committee on Foreign Relations was, 
after the word ‘‘held,” in line 7, to insert the words ‘‘ without 
trial;” so as to read: 

W here such persons are held without trial upon suspicion merely. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. 1 should like toinquire of the Senator repor 
the resolution whether the holding of citizens of the Uni 
States without trial and upon suspicion only be not a violation 
of the laws of nations, in regard to which the term “ negotia- 
tions’ is rathera mild one, and whether instituting negotiations 
on such a subject does not imply abnegation of the rights of 
citizenship? 

Mr. GRAY. I am not the author of the resolution. The 
Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] offered the resolution. Per- 
haps the word ‘‘ negotiations” is a word that might be sup- 
planted bya better; but I think ‘‘ negotiation ” includes inquiry 
and investigation. Whether indeed there be any reason for 
making the demand, I do not know. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the phrase ought to be, if the Senator 
will permit the suggestion, in ard to persons who are held 

n suspicion without trial, ‘‘ to take measures tosecure their re- 
lease.” That is an entirely courteous phrase. 

Mr. GRAY. I should think the phraseology ‘ to make in- 
auiry as to the facts and take measures to secure their release,” 


OONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


AUGUST? 7, 








would be preferable. The matter ought to be inquired aboy; 
as it is an allegation without proof. ie 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. If the Senator will modify the 
lution to that extent that will be acceptable. rs 

Mr. GRAY. I accept the modification suggested by the so 
ator from Massachusetts, and will move to insert the words «;., 
make inquiry as to the facts and to take measures to secure thei, 
release,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 2285) to provide for the s 
ing of plans and for the erection of the public buildings o; 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and refe, 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HIGGINS introduced a bill (S. 2286) granting jurisdic; 
and authority to the Court of Claims in the case of the stexme, 
Pocahontas; which was read twico by its title, and referred {5 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2287) in relation to 
by juries in United States courts; which was read twice b 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2288) providing for the ere 
tion of public buildings at the cities of Norfolk and Hastincs 
Nebr.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to | 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2289) for the relief o 
pensioners ne disabled in the line of duty; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committeo on Pen 
sions. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill(S. 2290) to amend an act entitle 
‘‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act granting the right o! 
way to the Hutchison and Southern Railroad Company throug) 
the Indian Territory;’” which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on [n- 
dian Affairs. 


DETAIL OF PENSION OFFICE EMPLOYES. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed: 
inform the Senate at the earliest practicable time of the number and grai 
of all employés borne upon the rollsof the Pension Bureau who are detail» 
for duty in other bureausor offices of the Interior Department, not includin: 
those detailed for duty with boards of a appeals in the office of the 
Secretary, the necessity for such detail, and the nature of the work upon 
which such employés are engaged outside of the Pension Bureau 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING AND BINDING. 


Mr. GRAY. I submit a resolution, which I ask may 'e 
printed and lie over. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to lie over and to be 
printed, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed to consider an 
report asto the advisability of having Government printing and binding 


done under the contract system by private concerns, and to inquire as to 
the difference in cost between private and public work of the same class 


HOLMES & LEATHERS. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Iask unanimous consent that the Sen 
ate take up at this time for consideration the bill (S. 1945) for the 
relief of Holmes & Leathers. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee o! the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It. proposes to pay 
Holmes & Leathers $13,361.64 for transporting the United 
States mail on route numbered 7402, Mississippi, and on route 
numbered 8165, Louisiana, for the months of April and May, !*)!. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to have some explanation 
of the reason why this claim, which is now 33 years old, has 10! 
been acted upon heretofore, and why it should now be paid. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The bill has been reported favorably 
the Senate by the Committee on Claims at the present session. 
It was reported favorably to the other House by its Committce 
on Claims at the present session, and it also received a fivor’ 
ble report in the an Congress at the hands of the 
House Committee on Claims. 

The bill proposes to pay Holmes & Leathers for transpo'' 
ing the United States mails for the months of April and May, 
1861. In the report of the Senate Committee on Claims, which 
I hold in my hand, I find a letter from T. B. Coulter, Auditor, 
dated February 3, 1892, addressed to Hon. C. H. Mansur, louse 
of Representatives, from which I read the following extract: 


Ste: In reply to your letter of the 29th ultimo, inclosing H. B. 1238, Fifty. 
second Co session, “for the relief of Holmes & Leathers,” an¢ 
requesting that your committee be informed whether oF no! ee ee hondt 
this office show the amounts now due them to May 31, 1861,1 have t aa T 
to inform you that the records of this office show that T. C. Holmes, po 
P. Leathers were contractors in Mississippl, route No. 7402, and ne 
isiana, route No, 8165, and that a balance for service to May 31, ting t 
a2 Sere service was discontinued, stands to their credit, amoun* 
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Lalso find in the report a letter from D. McConville, Auditor, 
dated June 6,1888, addressed to Hon. I. H. Maynard, Assistant Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, from which I read the following extract: 


In reply to your reference of the petitionof T. P. Leathers, of New Or- 
Jeans, La., herewith returned, relative to his claim as survi tner of 
the firm of Holmes & Leathers, mail contractors in the States o: issippi 
and Louisiana in 1861, routes Nos. 7402 and 8165, I have the honor to inform 
you that the records of this office show that service on the tworoutes named 
was certified to May 31, 1861, and that payment on the former route was 
made in full to December 31, 1860, and on the latter route to March 31, 1861. 

There stands to the credit of Holmes & Leathers for service from January 
1 to May 31, 1861, on route No. 7402, the sum of 86,207.05, and for service from 
soe’ 1 to May 31. 1861, on route No. 8165, the sum of $6,708.30, a total of $12,- 
910.35. 


The report goes on to state: 


Numerousclaims similarto this have been reported favorably to the House, 
and always upon the statement in writing of the Auditor of the ‘Treasury 
for the Post-Office Department that the amount so reported stands upon the 
books of the Department to the credit of the claimant. 

The Auditor of the Post-Office Department, in a letter addressed to the 
Hon. I. H. Maynard, Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, of date June 6, 1838, 
reported as due Hoimes & Leathers for the months c ed in the bill, April 
and May, 1861, $12,910.35. 

In the letter first referred to, addressed to Mr. Mansur, on February 3, 
1892, the Auditor proffers the opinion that all, or nearly all, of the mail serv- 
ice performed in the Southern States prior to June 1, 1861, has been paid for- 
and sugmeste that it would be unsafe to make any further payments. 

In this case Mr. T. P. Leathers, a citizen of almost national reputation 
and standing, the surviving partner of the firm of Holmes & Leathers, to 
whom the money is due, makes affidavit that this claim or no part of it has 
ever pen pest and that he performed this service, ar. the mail under 
the United States flag upon own boat at great peril both to himseif and 
to his property, the said boat. 

As Capt. Leathers has been kept out of the payment of this money forover 
thirty years, during all of which time the sum has stood to his credit upon 
the books of the Government, and makes affidavit that he has never been 
paid, to meet the objection suggested or proffered by the Auditor, your com- 
mittee have no hesitancy in reporting t bill to the House for its favor- 
able actiomrand recommend that the same do pass. 


I now call the attention of the Senator from Nebraska to the 
following affidavit, which is also found in the report: 


STATE OF LOUISTANA, parish of Orleans, city of New Orleans: 

Personally appeared before me, the undersigned notary public in and for 
the parish of Orleans, duly commissioned and qualified, Thomas P. Leathers, 
who, being first duly sworn, d sand says that he is the partner sur- 
viving the late firm of Holmes & Leathers; that heis the Leathers referred 
to in claim No. 1238, House.of Representatives of the United States; that 
his said partner is now deceased; that said firm were the contraetors for 
carrying the United States mails on routes No, 7402, Mississippi, and No. 
8165, Louisiana, and that there is due said firm for transporting said United 
States mails over said routes and under said contracts, for the months of 
April and May, 1861, the sum of $13,361.61, which said amount is still unpaid 
and due to the present time. 

That said T. P. Leathers further avers that he was the commander and 
master of said steamboat which carried said mail, and that neither he nor 
his r has ever received any pay or remuneration from the so-called 
Confederate States, and that said mail was carried under the United States 
flag and no other on said boat until service was discontinued by order of 
the honorable Postmaster-General of the United States on May 31, 1861, at 
great peril both to himself and his property. 

T. P. LEATHERS. 


R, PRUYNE. 
F. D. OGDEN. 


Sworn to and subseribed before me this 23d day of January, A. D. 1892, at 
the city of New Orleans, State of Louisiana. 

[SEAL.] B. B. HOWARD, 

Notary Public for the Parish of Orleans. 

It will be recollected that in one of the letters to which I have 
referred a statement is made by the Auditor of the Treasury for 
the Post-Office Department that perhaps the claim may have 
been paid by the Confederate yovernment. Inorder to dissipate 
any doubt upon that point, I will read a letter from the present 
Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department, dated 
the 7th day of May of the present year. He says: 

Your letter of the 20th ultimo, addressed to the hono: ble Postmaster- 
General, relative to the claim of Messrs. Holmes and Leathers, for carrying 
the mails in Mississippi and Louisiana in 1861, has been forwarded to this 
office. In reply, I have the honor toinform you that the records of this office 
showthat T. C. Holmes and T. P. Leathers, under the firm name of ‘‘ Holmes 
& Leathers,” were contractors on route No. 7402, Mississippi, and No. 8165, 
Louisiana; that payment on the former route was made in full to December 
31, 1860, and on the latter route to March 31, 1861, and that there is standing 
to their credit for service from January 1 to May 31, 1861, on route No. 7402, 
the sum of $6,207.05, and for service from April 1 to May 31, 1861, on route No. 
$165, the sum of 86,703.30, a total of $12,910. 

That much of theletter refers to what the books of the Treas- 

show in reference to the a claim. 
® succeeding portion of the letter refers to payments made 
by the Confederate government for mail service during the late 
war. Onthat point the present Auditor of the Treasury for 
the Office rtment says: 

Within the past year this office has been put in possession of a register of 

to mail contractors, under contracts with the United States 

others, by the Confederate States government, a careful examination of 

which fails to disclose any payments to Holmes & Leathers on account of 
their contracts with the United States. 

In addition to that there is the affidavit of Capt. Leathers to 
the effect that neither he nor his partner at any time received a 
cent on account of these contracts, either from the United States 

t or from the Confederate States government. 

Mr. President, I repeat that the bill has the favorable reportof 

the Senate Committee on Claims, and has been twice reported 
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favorably to the House of Representatives by the House Com- 
mittee on Claims. It would thus seem to beameritorious claim. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I see by the letter of the Auditorof the 
Treasury dated June 6, 1888, that in 1882 the claim of these par- 
ties went to the Court of Claims, and that there was found due 
them for services on both the routes named, for the months of 
April and May, 1861, only (pay for the quarter ended March 31, 
1861, having been omitted) the sum of $9,191. Does the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana know why the entire claim was not sued 
in the Court of Claims, or what was the action in the court at 
that time? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Itseems that the claimsof these parties 
for the transportation of the mails on route No. 7402, in theState 
of Mississippi, amounting to six thousand two hundred and seven 
dollarsand somecents, was referred to the Courtof Claims. The 
other claim, the one based upon the transportation of the mails 
on the Louisiana route, No. 8165, was not referred to the Court of 
Claims, but was reported in one of the estimates of the Treasury 
Department in 1882 for an appropriation to pay it. Since that 
tinie we have the letters of three Auditors of the Treasury for 
the Post-Office Department, including the present Auditor, all 
of which letters state that the claim has never been paid in any 

art and that this sum of money is standing on the books of the 

easury Department to the credit of the contractors. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Lobserve thatall of the service rendered 
was after the ordinance of secession was passed by the State of 
Louisiana. The committee, of course, fully investigated the 
fact as to whether there was any pay from the Confederate gov- 
ernment for any part of the contract. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The letter of the Auditor shows 
that there was not. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I have just read, and I will read again 
for the information of the Senator from Nebraska, a portion of 
the letter written by the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post- 
Office Department relative to that very matter. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The letter is not in the report? 

Mr.BLANCHARD. No,sir; itis of later date. The Auditor 
says: 

Within the past year this office has been put in possession of a reister of 
payments made to mail contractors under contract with the United States 
and others by the Confederate States government, a careful examination of 
which fails to disclose any payments to Holmes & Leathers on account of 
their contracts with the United States. 

And, in addition to that, I will state to the Senator from Ne- 
braska, in the report of the committee which he holds in his 
hand, on the last page of the report, he will find an affidavit of 
Capt. Leathers, personally known to me and many gentleman 
on this floor to be a reputable citizen, stating that he never did 
recciveacent onaccount of the transportation of mails on either 
of these routes either from the Confederate States government 
or the United States Government,and that when he carried the 
mails during the time for which this claim is made his boat 
floated the flag of the United States. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam fully aware that the Committee on 
Claims usually examines claims of this character with very 
great scrutiny. The only matter which has prompted me to 
this inquiry was that all the facts might appear of record. The 
claim is of ancient date, going back to 1861, and it seemsstrange 
that Congress in all this time has not taken some action, espe- 
cially in view of a judgment for a part of the claim had in the 
Court of Claims. 

I will ask only one further question. Does the Senator from 
Louisiana know whether either of these claimants was in the 
Confederate army. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. No, sir; I do not know whether either of 
them was in the Confederate States army. I know that this 
service was rendered before actual war raged in that section of 
country. The mail was carried under the flag of the United 
States, and it was carried until an order of discontinuance was 
made by the Post-Office Department here. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In addition to what has been 
said by the Senator from Louisiana, I wish to state to the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska that some years ago there were a number of 
claims of this character before the Committee on Claims, and 
some of them before the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. It cropped out that a portion of them had been paid by 
the Confederate government, and a halt was them called at 
once in reference to all the claims as far as the Senate Commit- 
tee on Claims is concerned. 

Finally Congress made an appropriation, I think of $10,000, 
or $12,000 perhaps, for the purchase of certain Confederate 
archives supposed to show all that took place in regard to these 

ayments, and the papers were purchased for the use of the 

ost-Office De ment. Those archives showed that some of 
the claims which had been presented here had been paid; but, 
as shown by the letter from the Auditor, they failed to show 
that any payment had been made on this particular claim. In 
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view of all the facts, as this service was rendered by Capt. 
Leathers and his partner by boats carrying the Uni States 
flag, although perhaps for a short time after the ordinance of 
secession had been adopted in that State, as the service was 
recognized by the Government, judgment rendered, and all 
that, we thought it was no more than right that the claim 
should be paid. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator from Oregon whether 
this claim does not stand relatively in the same position which 
the large number of claims for similar service in the Southern 
States occupy, and, if paid, whether it will not form a precedent 
for the payment of all such claims; at least those that were not 
paid by the Confederate government, so-called, as shown by the 
archives to which the Senator refers? Why should this claim 
be segregated from the others and paid now: 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not know how many such 
claims there are. Ido not think there is a very large amount 
of claims of this character, and even if there were, if the service 
was rendered before the war for the Government of the United 
States, and accepted by the Government, I do not see any reason 
why the Government should not pay them. In this casea judg- 
ment was rendered, I believe, in the Court of Claims, showing 
a recognition of the claim by the court representing the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Lou- 
isiana what is the reason for the amount of the claim named in 
the bill being $13,361.64? ‘House Report No. 1701, of the Fifty- 
second Congress, first session, which is made the basis of the 
present Senate report, suggests the following amendment: 

Strike out, in lines 6 and 7, ‘ 813,361.64" and insert in lieu thereof 
‘$12,910.35. being the amount reported by the Auditor as standing to the 
credit of Holmes & Leathers upon the books of the United States.”’ 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will state to the Senator from Dela- 
ware that he is entirely correct in that respect, and I had in- 
tended before the bill was put upon its passage to amend it in 
that particular. When the bill was reported recently from the 
Senate Committee on Claims an error was made in not amend- 
ing itso as to reduce the amount to $12,910.35, but I intended 
to offer the amendment before the bill was placed on its passage. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I will further ask the Senator what possibly 
he said in answer to the Senator from Nebraska a few moments 
ago, but I did not quite understand him, how it is that there 
can be justly a claim made for a larger sum than that awarded 
by the Court of Claims? 

The Court of Claims allowed on these two routes as due the 
contractors the sum of $9,191.60, and I should suppose that the 
judgment of the Courtof Claims would be decisive of the amount 
to be paid unless it was sent back to the Court of Claims for cor- 
rection. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will state to the Senator from Dela- 
ware that one of these claims was never sent to the Court of 
Claims, so I understand at least. The claim based upon the 
Louisiana route was reported in the estimates in 1882 for appro- 
priations by Congress to pay it. I have the estimate here. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I believe there are only two routes involved 
in the claim. I ask the Senator from Louisiana whether there 
are more than two routes? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. There are only two routes. 

Mr. HIGGINS. In the letter of Mr. McConville, the Auditor, 
dated June 6, 1888, he says: 

Anexamination of the letter books in this oMice discloses the fact that 
this claim was taken before the Court of Claims in 1882, and that the balance 
then reported as due the contractors, namely, 89,191.60, was for service on 
both the routes named for the months of April and May, 1861, only, the pay 


for the quarter ended March 31, 1861, on route No. 7402, amounting to ®,- 
718.75, having been omitted. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. The $3,718.75 added to $9,191.60 makes 
this sum of $12,910.35. 

Mr. HIGGINS, But the court gave judgment for the smaller 
sum. It presumably had ali the facts before it. I can not see 
any reason givenin this report why Congress should pay alarger 
amount than the judgment thus ascertained. Of course if the 
claim is just it ought all to be paid, but that is apparently the 
way it is left here on the face of the report. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think it fair to say that it is evident 
the part which went to the Court of Claims, while it included 
both routes, was not for all the time. That is to say, the claim- 
ants brought their action on both the routes for the service 
during the months of April and May, 1861, but they omitted to 
cae an action on route 7402 for the quarter ending March 31, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. That is correct. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That seems to have been the fact. 

Mr, HIGGINS. Now, I should like to have some explanation 
as to why, if the case went before the Court of Claims, the whole 
of it did not go there, and why there should be thus a judgment 
a toa part, when properly the whole seems to be a single entity. 
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Mr. BLANCHARD. The explanation pointed out by the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska from this report seems to cover the point 
made by the Senatorfrom Delaware. It pen that part of the 
claim was not passed upon by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is correct. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It will be seen from the report that the 
court did pass upon a portion of the claim arising from the 
transportation of the mails upon both these routes. I was then 
in error in stating that no part of the claim based upon one of 
the routes, to wit, the Louisiana route, had ever gone to the 
Court of Claims for adjudication. 

It seems from the statement which the Senator from Delaware 
read that the two claims did go before the Court of Claims, but 
that the court did not pass upon that part for the quarter end- 
ing March 31, 1861, on route 7402 in the State of Mississippi, 
amounting to $3,718.85. Now, that sum added to the other will 
make the $12,910.35 due. 

On this point I further call the attention of the Senator from 
Delaware to the more recent letter from the Auditor of the 
Treasury for the Post-Office Department, which I have in my 
hand. The Auditor states that in 1882 a partof this claim—not 
all of it but a part of this claim—was taken before the Court of 
Claims, and in 1886 a part was reported to Congress for an ap- 
propriation. 

It therefore appears that the Court of Claims has never sat 
in judgment upon all of thisclaim. It sat in judgment upon 
part only, and awarded a judgment of $9,191.60. The reports 
from the Committee on Claims of the Senate and the Committee 
on Claims of the House show that in addition to the amount 
found due by the Court of Claims, $3,718.85 for the quarter end- 
ing March 31, 1861, isalsodue. This part of theclaim does not 
appear to have been before the court. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Now, I should like to ask the Senator if he 
knows—I do not—under what act, general or special, this claim 
originally went before the Court of Claims by which that court 
took jurisdiction? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I have not the information. 

Mr. HIGGINS. The reason why I ask the question is because, 
if it is a subject-matter which under the laws of the United 
States was required to go before that court, and as we are called 
on to pass upon a judgment of that court as to one of the parts, 
and the larger part of the claim, it seems fair that the remain- 
der of it should pass before that court also, unless there be some 
good reason shown to the contrary. 

I do not wish to be considered as antagonizing this claim, but 
upon the face of the case it appears to be-a proper subject of in- 
quiry—possiblysome member of the committee may explain it- 
that here is a judgment fora part, showing that the court ha 
jurisdiction of the question, and yet the court did not pass on 
the other part. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It seems to me an answer to that diffi- 
culty is this: Admitting that the Court of Claims did pass upon 
a portion of this claim, then the claim is strengthened to that 
extent, because sanctioned by a judgmentfor $9,191.60 rendered 
by thet tribunal. Then, for the remaining $3,718.85 necessary 
to make up the $12,910.35, we have the judgment of three Com- 
mittees of Claims of Congress, two during the present Congres 
and one during the last Congress, which state that, besides the 
$9,191.60 found to be due by the Court of Claims, there is al-o 
due the further sum of $3,718.85, making in the aggregate the 
$12,910.35. 

Mr.PASCO. Mr. President, this claim has been very cure- 
fully considered by the Committee on Claims, as already stated 
by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], who for years 
was the able chairman of that committee. It is not a new mat- 
ter at all; and the case has undergone careful examination again 
during the present session of Congress. ‘The amount actually 
due is fully established by the report from the Auditor's office 
dated June 6, 1838. That report states that — 

There stands to the credit of Homes & Leathers, for service from January 


1 to May 31, 1861, on route No. 7402, the sum of 86,207.05, and for service from 
a — 1 to May 31, 1861, on route No. 8165, the sum of 86,703.30, a total of ©!-. 


And the committee have recommended that that amount be 
placed in the bill instead of the amount which was in the bil: 
when it was originally introduced. 

The question was asked, why was not this money paid years 
ago? The history of the claims for services rendered the Post- 
Office a just prior to the war is well known, and most 
of those claims, it seems, have been paid at one time and another. 

The letter from Mr. Coulter, which is also in the report of the 
committee, says: 

I am clearly of the opinion that nearly if not all of the mail service per 
formed in the Southern States prior to June 1. 1861, has been paid for once, 
and some of it twice, and that in the absence of a complete record of pay- 


ments made for said service by the Confederate States governwent it would 
be unsafe to make further payments, 
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The payments were arrested for thisreason. The Confederate | or a part of the matter before it I do not know; but the com- 
records were obtained; they were searched, and they have been | mittee felt perfectly safe in recommending the payment of that 
the guide of Congress in allowing claims of this kind since that | amount, which isthe amount we propose to put in the bill when 
time. The Confederate records have been searched in vain for | the amendment suggested by the committee is offered, asalready 
any proof that this amount was paid to Capt. Leathers and his | stated by the Senator from Louisiana. 
partner, and it must be manifest that in the absence of any proof The claim has been well and maturely considered by the com- 
upon the record, with the positive evidence of Capt. Leathers | mittee. It has been carefully examined by the senior Senator 
and other evidence before the committee showing that this | from Louisiana. It was passed upon by the full committee unan- 
amount has never been paid and it isa just claim due him, it | imously; and it being the policy of the Government to pay these 
should be paid, unless the policy of the Government is opposed | claims, there can be no doubt that the bill should give thisamount, 
to it. The Senator from fowa [Mr. ALLISON] this morning | and that it should be passed when it is amended so as to include 
asked whether it was proper that this class of payments should | the amount in it. 
be made. Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. President, when this claim was called 

I understand that the policy was settled many years ago when | up for the consideration of the Senate I did notat first recall the 
there was @ gross amount appropriated for the payment of all | fact that this class of claims was once very fully and very care- 
theseclaims. I tried to find the statute, but not expecting this | fully considered by the Treasury Department, when I also par- 
discussion to come up, I have not had time to find it; but I am | ticipated in that examination as the Secretary of the Treasury. 
told by those who are acquainted with legislation that there was | Congress in 1877, as near as I can remember, passed an appro- 
ageneral gross appropriation made in 1879 to pay this very class | priation mainly upon the recommendation and statement of the 
of cases. Senator from Texas, Mr. Reagan, who was then, I think, a mem- 

Mr. HIGGINS. I should like to ask my friend from Florida | ber of the other House, and not of the Senate, that these claims 
if thatis the explanation of the fact that this claim and other | made by postmasters had not been paid by the Confederate gov- 
like claims have been befora the Courtof Claims? Wasittaken | ernment. 
there in order to get the benefit of that general appropriation? A large appropriation, I think, amounting to $800,000, was 
I do not know whether that is the case, and I ask for informa- | made directing the Secretary of the Treasury to examine and 
tion. s ascertain whether they had been paid, or whether they are just 

Mr. PASCO. Ido not think so. I think it has been the re- | claims against the Governmentof the United States, and a very 
sult of some individual efforts on the part of some of the claim- | thorough examination was made. The claims amounted, as | 
ants to get their cases through under the the Bowman act, and | said, to nearly a million dollars. The reports of the Treasury 
very probably they have gone there from the House of Repre- | Department were to the effect that in almost every case the ex- 
sentatives. Cases are very frequently sent from the House of isting contracts for the carrying of the mail were assumed by 
Representatives simply to get information when they find that | the Confederate government, and that that government pid 
no final action can be taken. The Senator from Delaware has | backsums due the contractors, and also the amount of the cur- 
had large experience upon the Committee on Claims of the | rent earnings under those contracts. That report was made to 
Senate. He knows that a different policy has been pursued | Congress and that was the end of it. It seems to me that the 





here, and that no cases have been sent to the Court of Claims | claims were dropped, and considered as having been practically 
when the information was already in the possession of the Senate | disposed of. 
or could be obtained from some of the Departments. As to this particular claim I can not speak, but unless there is 


All this information being in the Department, certified to by | some showing to distinguish it from the other claims that were 
the Auditor, there can be no possible reason why this claim | made in such a large amount, I do not think it would be just or 
should be dependent upon any partial hearing of the case before | right for the Government of the United States now to pay any 
the Court of Claims. The record information of the Depart- | of the claims. The Confederate government had control of the 
ment is worth more than any finding that might come from a | country covered by these routes. This was a route to New Or- 
partial investigation of the case in the Court of Claims made by | leans, and in the early part of the war the whole of the country 
referring one of these claims (if there are two of them aggre- | embraced by the route was unquestionably in the hands of the 
gated in this amount) or a part of the whole claim to the Court | Confederate government, a government hostile to the Govern- 
of Claims. 5 7 7 ; ment of the United States. There can be no existing contract 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator from Florida allow me a | that could fairly compel the Governmentof the United States to 
moment? pay for the postal service in a country that was under the con- 

Mr. PASCO. Certainly. trol of a hostile and foreign government. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I will say to the Senator that I entirely ap- That was the ground taken by the Treasury Department and 
prove of the policy of paying these claims. I think that it is | the ground which I believe was afterwards sustained by Con- 
simply the payment of an honest debt. I say so because I had | gress. If these contractors had earned anything before the es- 
occasion to look into one of them that was of a similar charac- | tablishmentof the Confederate government there might be some 
ter, though concerning other parties entirely, which was before | claim for it, but it was shown in those cases that the contractors 
the Senate heretofore, growing out of the post-office work done | came forward and practically surrendered their contracts with 
by the Mississippi Central Railroad Company. But I simply | the United States and the Confederate government assumed the 
wanted the explanation made as to how there was jurisdiction | contracts and agreed to pay not only the future, but the past 
taken by the Court of Claims and that they gave judgment for | earnings under the contracts. If that be the case, whether the 
only apart of theclaim. If that was the case, it seemed to me | Confederate government performed its part of the contract or 
to give some reason to require that the whole claim should be | not, it would be very improper to call upon the Government of 
scrutinized by them. I only ask for information. | the United States to pay these claims. 

Mr. PASCO. I have understood from our previous associa- | [sent for the document I referred to. I have received one, 
tion upon the Committee on Claims that the Senator from Del- | but it is not the document I desired, though covering the sime 
aware feels as I do, that this classof claims ought to be paid. I} subject-matter. It is in regard to another class of claims. I 
am glad to observe the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] is in | have not yet been able to procure the document that will give 
his seat again. i was speaking a while ago in reference to the | proper and full information upon this subject, and which will 
policy of the Government as to paying thisclassof claims. The | probably state whether this is one of the claims that was cov- 
Committee on Claims understands that was settled in 1879, or | ered by that appropriation. If so, it ought not to be paid. 
about that time, when a gross sum was appropriated by Con- | Therefore I hope the Senator from Louisiana will be willing to 
gress to meet such claims. The measure as proposed by Con- | let the bill goover. Ido not want to interfere witha just claim 
gress at that time was not fully carried out. It is not worth | against the Government of the United States, andif the Senator 
while to go into all the circumstances here, and I do not sup- | will allow the bill to go over until to-morrow, I will look into 
pone I could give them as accurately as the Senator from Iowa | the matter a little further. I think the Senator from North 

imself, but that act established the policy of the Government | Carolina{Mr. RANSOM] had something to do with this matter. 
in reference to this class of claims, a policy the Senator from| Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me? 

laware says he agrees in. Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. : 

From time to time the larger part of these claims have been Mr. BLANCHARD. Perhaps the Senator from Ohio was not 
paid, and probably very few of them are now left. I can not | present when a letter was read from the present Auditor of the 
speak with any degree of certainty as to that point; but the | Treasury for the Post-Oflice Department? 
policy being settled, and the amount being settled by the books| Mr. SHERMAN. [I have it here. 
of the Government as by the letter from Mr. McConville, dated Mr. BLANCHARD. No; it is not inthereport you hold. It 
June 6, 1888, that this amount of $12,910.35 stands there to the | is a later letter, in which the Auditor states that the Post-Office 


credit of this party, that must be better than any finding of the | Department has acquired ard now holds the register of pay- 
Court of Claims. Whether the Court of Claims had the whole | ments made by the Confederate government for the transporte- 
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tion of mails, and that no mention of the peading claim is to be 
found upon it. In other words, it shows that this claim was 
neither paid nor assumed by the Confederate government. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Atany rate itis very cortain that upon a 
statement made by Mr. Reagan that these claims had not been 
paid by the Confederate government that appropriation was 
made, and it turned out that he was mistaken, for the records 
of the Confederate government, then in the hands of our Gov- 
ernment, actually showed that money had been paid to the ex- 
tent of $800,000, and there the claims were dropped. I think, 
therefore, it would not be right to press this claim until that 
matter can be known, and it ought to be ascertained from the 
report made by the Treasury Department to which I refer. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Of course, if the Senator from Ohio de- 
sires the bill to go over until to-morrow, I shall make no objec- 
tion to it; but if he will allow mea moment, on page 2 of the 
report he holds in his hand is a communication from the former 
Auditor of the Treasury, T. B. Coulter, in which he says: 

There is a register of individual payments made to contractors and others 
by the Confederate States government for service performed prior to June 
1, 1861, in the hands of private parties, and in the Post-Office appropriation 
bill for 1892, approved March 3, 1891, the Postmaster-General was authorized 
to expend a sum not to exceed $10,000 for its purchase. 

When the United States is placed in possession of this register it will aid 
greatly in determining what claims have been or have not been paid. 

Since that. letter was written the Postmaster-General has pur- 
chased the register referred to, and they have it now at the 
Post-Office Department, and in a letter of May 7, of the present 
your, the present.Auditor for the Post-Office Department states 
that an examination of the register, now the property of the 
Post-Office Department, shows no payment or assumption of 
this debt by the Confederate government. 

Mr. SHERMAN. L[would not rely at all upon a private paper 
in the handsof private parties to show whether money had been 
paid or not; but if l remember correctly, at the time the exam- 
ination was made in the Treasury Department we had the offi- 
cial records of the Confederate government itself. I will read 
the first part of the letter of the Auditor of the Treasury from 
which the Senator from: Louisana has read. 

The Auditor says: 

Sim: In reply to your letter of the 29th ultimo, inclos H. R. 1238, Fiity- 
second Congress, first session, ‘for the relief of Holmes & Leathers,’’ and 
requesting that your committee be informed whether or not the records in 
this office show the amounts now due them to 31, 1861, L have the honor 
to inform you that the records of this office show that T. C. Holmes and T. 
P. Leathers were contractors in Mississippi, route No. 7402, and in Louisi- 


wra, route No. 8165, and that a balance for service to May 31, 1861, the date 
when service was discontinued, stands to their credit, amounting to #12,- 


910.35. 
You have, therefore, the basis 





There is no doubt about that. 
for the claim that at that time there might have been that 
amount due, although in May, 1861, the Confederate govern- 
ment was in full force in the Southern section of the country. 
Then the letter says: 

The inmclosed copy of a letter from this office, addressed to Hon. Il. H. May- 
nard, Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, June 6, 1888, relative to 
claim, is furnished for your information. 

Iam clearly of the opinion that nearly if not all of the mail service per- 
formed in the Southern States ‘or to June 1, 1861, has been paid for once, 
and some of it twice, and that the absence of a complete record of - 
men's made for said service by the Confederate States government it would 
be unsafe to make further payments. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If the Senator from Ohio will allow me, 
the Auditor goes on to state that. the — of these pay- 
ments by the Confederate government was in the hands of pri- 
vate individuals, but so rtant was it deemed that the 
United States Government should get possession of it, that in 
an act approved March 3, 1891, the sum of $10,000 was appro- 
priated for the purpose of purchasing the register. It was 
purchased, and is now the property of the United States, in pos- 
session of the Post-Office Department, and an examination of it 
discloses that this claim was not one of those paid by the Con- 
federate government. 

In addition to that, here is the affidavit of Capt. Leathers 
well known as a oem citizen and business man, to be found 
on the last page of the report of the committee, in which he 
says he never received acent from the Confederate governnient 
or the Federal Government. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Still, it is unsafe to pay money under these 
circumstances. It is clear to every Senatcr, without to 
the issues of the war, that after lst day of April, 1861, the 
United States Government had been prac ly superseded by 
a de facto government, and a government of great power and 
foree. That governmentassumed all the contracts then existing 
with theGovernment of the United Statesfor carrying the mails 
ail over that section of the country. 

Among the first acts of the Confederate government—I donot 


remember the date—they assumed, as is shown by the public 
records, not only to pay for the future but for Soe not, 
however, going back beyond the Ist of July, 1860. en this 
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matter was examined it was found that such claims had been 
paid. True, the payments may not have resulted to the advan. 
tage of these c ants; but still there was no reason why the 
Government of the United States, when its power over that ter- 
ritory had been suspended, should pay for carrying the mails 
through thatcountry. Thatwould beunreasonable. That snc}, 
claims were assumed and paid by the Confederate governmen; 
is a historical fact, which [ think will be shown by the record 
to which I refer, when I can obtain them. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, I think it is very proper, aft 
what the Senator from Ohio has said, that this bill should 
over, 80 that the further examination which the Senator sug, 
may be made; but before the bill goes over, [ should like to: 
a little to what I have already said. 

The Senator suggests that the territory where at that tin 
this service was rendered was under the control of the Confed 
erate government, but the facts show differently. In the rep 
it will be seen that service on these routes was certified, and th 
Government of the United States paid to May 31, 1861, whic! 
shows that the Government of the United States had full con 
trol of this postal route up to the time named, and recogni 
the service as being rendered to the United States Government. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What was the date of the Confederate or- 
der assuming the control of the mails? 

Mr. PASCO. I can not give that, but it is well known thas 
the power of the Confederacy did not extend all over that ter- 
ritory. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This, I understand, was some Souths: 
route, to New Orleans, I think. 

Mr. PASCO. That was a Louisiana route. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It was down the Mississippi River. 

Mr. SHERMAN. From what point? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The mail was carried on steamboats. 
Capt. Leathers was a prominent steamboat man for a period o! 
fifty years, and these mails were carried upon his steamboats 
There were two routes, one in Louisiana, and one in Mississippi. 
The route on the Mississippi River was from New Orleans to 
Vicksburg. The other was on the Yazoo River. 

Mr. PASCO. But the service was accepted by the Unite 
States Government as rendered in its own territory and certified, 
and everything indicates that the whole matter was within the 
control of the United States Government up to the time when 
this certification took place. We have these payments. The 
committee, before passing upon the claim, understood that the 
Confederate records themselves had been examined to ascertain 
whether Capt. Leathers had ever been paid. 

The result of that examination, according to these letters and 
statements, was that he never had been paid; butif the Senato 
from Ohio has access to other records, it certainly is most desir 
able that they shall be searched, and if there is anything that 
was not before the committee, it is most desirable that they 
should have it, and the chairman of the committee will regar 
it asa favor if the Senator from Ohio will let him know of the 
existence of this document and obtain a copy of it if possible. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 have sent for it, and I ought to be able to 
obtain it. 

I will ask the Senator from Louisiana anotherquestion. Was 
this postal service continued by this contractor after the 31st o! 
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1861! 
Mr. BLANCHARD. I can not tell about that; but 1 call tho 
Senator’s attention to this clause in Capt. Leathers’s affidavit. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Iam inclined to think they will proba»: 
be found to have surrendered their contract and made a |! 


one. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Astowhether or not Leathers & Holmes 
continued to carry the mails after May 31, 1861, I do not know: 
but I call the Senator’s attention to the paragraph in Capt 
Leathers’s affidavit in this case, in which he says: 

That said T. P. Leathers further avers that he was the commander in! 
master of said steamboat which carried said mail, and that neituer he ror 
his mer has ever received any pay or remuneration from the so-callce 

States, and that said mail was earried under the United States 
flag and no other on said boat until service was discontinued by order of the 
honorable Postmaster-General of the United States on May 31, 1861, at gre" 
peril both to himself and his property. 

It would seem from this that. Capt. Leathers continued to 
earry the mail under the flag of the Union until he received a0 
order from the Postmaster-General at Washington to discon: 
tinue it, and that was on the 3lst day of May, 1801. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Then theother question comes up, whether 
he did not continue the contract beyond that, and receive pay 
from the Confederate government. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If he did, that was under another con- 
traet with which we are not dealing, As to whether he did = 
not, I do not know; but he did earry the mail under the ee 
States contract until he was ordered by the Postmaster-Genera 
to discontinue the service, which was on the 3ist day of May, 
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1861; whereupon the Treasury Department at once entered upon 
its books a statement of his account, showing this amount of 
twelve thousand nine hundred and tendollars and some cents to 
be due. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, some years ago I was a 
member of the Committee on Claims, and there was something 
about the name of Capt. Leathers which seemed familiar to me. 


Did he have any other claim against the Government? Was | 


there nota claim for a steamboat taken for the use of the United 
States forces? Is the Senator from Louisiana aware of anysuch 
claim? 
Mr. BLANCHARD. I have no knowledge of such a claim. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Iam not sure that this is the name. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. It seems to me thatI heard of some- 
thing about a steamboat—I do not know thatit was Capt. Leath- 


ers, but perhaps it was—when I was a member of the House of | 


Representatives. I do not think it was Leathers. It was some 
other steamboat captain, and perhaps Capt. Leathers may have 
been interested init. I only know this, { will say to the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska, thatI have an indistinct recollection of some 
claim about steamboats, and in that connection some recollec- 
tion of Capt. Leathers’s name. What it is I do not know. 
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Mr. MANDERSON. That is indistinctly in my own mind. | 


While this debate has been going on I have been trying to ran- 


sack my memory to ascertain whatI did know about Capt. Leath- | 


ers. I know that years ago the name was familiar to me in con- 


nection with some claim. It may be that this very claim was | 


before the Committee on Claims at the time I was a member of 
of that committee. 

Mr. PASCO. Idonotremember that any such claim has been 
passed upon by the committee during the years I have been con- 
nected with it, though there may have been other bills in behalf 
of Capt. Leathers. I do not recollect that any such claim has 
come up for action. 

Mr. MANDERSON. This was eight or ten years ago, and, of 
of course, my memory is very indistinct in regard to it. 

Mr. PASCO. 
after the Senator from Nebraska retired, and I do not recollect 


I came on the Committee on Claims shortly | 


| 


any other claim of Capt. Leathers, though there may have been | 


others referred to the committee which have not yet been con- 
sidered. 

Mr. MANDERSON. This was certainly ten years ago, for I 
think it is that length of time since I was a member of the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

This claim was of such ancient date that I felt that some ex- 
planation was due the Senate. and due to those who are cham- 
pioning the passage of this bill. I have looked witha great deal 
of care over the report and have listened very attentively to the 
letters of the officers of the Treasury; and to my mind there is 
but one question remaining, and that is, whether the records 
which have been purchased from the Confederate government, 
or whoever was the custodian of those archives, will show that 
there was @ payment or an assumption of payment of this debt 
by the Confederate government. 

Wr. President, of course we all understand that it is not en- 
tirely condemnatory of a bill that it is based upon a claim which 
is old, because it is notorious that the United States—and to the 
shame of the Government be it said—is not only a very slow 
debtor in the paymentof itsclaims, but is frequently delinquent, 
not to say dishonest, in its treatment of creditors, Weall know 
of cases where men have grown gray and died and left claims 
against the Government which were legitimate and honest, and 
should have been paid, yet year after year goes by without ac- 
tion of the two Houses of Congress for their payment. 

So far as the payment of this claim is concerned, my explora- 
tion has satisfied me that as against the Government the best 
— proof is the statement by the accounting officers of the 

reasury that the amount of $12,910.35 is to the credit of these 
contractors upon the books. That, it seems to me, ought to 
estop the Government, and the only matter upon which light 
should be thrown is the question corroborative of the state- 
ment of Capt. Leathers, whether or not this debt was paid or 
assumed in whole or in part by the Confederate government. 
That can very easily be ascertained by a reference to the regis- 
ter to which the Senator from Louisiana has referred, and to the 
document referred to by the Senator from Ohio. I think if the 

l can go over until to-morrow morning and that examination 
can be made, there will be no question about its pomegs \ 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The Senator from Ohio and the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska desire this claim, which has been before the 
Senate for the last hour anda half, to go over until to-morrow, 
and I ask that an order be made by the Senate that the further 

of the bill be resumed immediately after the morn- 
ing hour to-morrow. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair). 


} 
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Is there objection to the request of the Senator from Louis: 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 86) for the protection of persons furnishing ma- 

erials and labor for the construction of public works: 

A bill (H. R. 4326) to subject to State taxation national-bank 
notes and United States Treasury notes; 

A bill (H. R.7683) to remove the charge of desertion 
James Fay; 

A bill (H. R. 7803) to amend sections 2401 and 2403 o! 
vised Statutes; and 

A bill (H. R. 7827) to authorize a bridge across the Perdido 
River, between the States of Florida and Alabama. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: 

A bill (S. 901) for the relief of the owners of the schooner 
Henry R. Tilton and of personal effects thereon: 

A bill (S. 1949) for the relief of James E. North; and 

A bill (S. 2280) to amend section 2 of the act approved Kebru- 
ary 15, 1893, entitled ‘An act granting additional quarantine 
powers and imposing additional duties upon the Marine Hospita! 
Service.” 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the coneurrent resolution of the Senate requesting the Secretar) 
of the Interior to suspend the opening of the lands in the Arre- 
dondo grant, Columbia County, Fla. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 7874) to enable the Secretary of the [uterier to pay John 
T. Heard for professional services rendered the ‘‘ Old Settlers ” 
or Western Cherokee Indians out of the funds of said Indians, 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


WASHINGTON AND GREAT FALLS ELECTRIC RAILWAY. 
Mr. MCMILLAN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6777) entitled ‘‘ An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to incorporate the Washington and Great 
Falis Electric Railway'’’ having met, aiter full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fo! 


lows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1,3, 4,5, and 7, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same; amended so as to read as follows: 

At the end of section 1 add: Every car shall be brought to a fullstop be 
fore crossing the Foxhallroad. It shall be the duty of the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to inspect, or to cause to be inspected, from time to 
time, the cars operated on said road, andto require of thesaid company tha! 
all cars and stations shall be of the first class, and shall be maintained in 
good condition, and that cars shall be run according toschedules which shal! 
accomodate the public; the said Commissioners shall also have the power to 
make such regulations as to the rate of speed, the use of tracks, the removal 
of ico and snow from off the tracks, as the pubiic interests may require; 
failure to comply with any such requirement or regulation, or failure to 
stop cars before crossing the Foxhall read, shall subject the company to a 
fine of %0 for each such failure, which fine may be recovered in any court of 
competent jurisdiction; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recode from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same, amended to read as follows: 

That the act to amend the charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company, approved July 5, 1892, is hereby amended by striking out 
in section 1 beginning in line 6, with the word * beginning at the intersection 
of,” to and including the words “ point of beginning,” in line 29, and insert 
ing in place thereof the following: 

Beginning at the intersection of Fifth and G streets northwest, esta 
along G street to New Jersey avenue and First street; thence south along 
First street northwest to C street northwest; thence east along C street 
around the south side of Stanton Square, by single track to Fifteenth 
street northeast; thence north on Fifteenth street to D street northeast; 
thence west on D street to Fourth street northeast; thence south on Fourth 
street to C street northeast; thence west on C street to New Jersey avenue; 
thence north on New Jersey avenue to D street northwest; thence west on 
D street to First street, and to the point of beginning; also, beginning at the 
intersection of G street northwest and New Jersey avenue; thence across 
New Jersey avenue to and along G street to North Capitol street; thence 
north on North Capitol street to New York avenue, connecting with the 
main line and the North Capitol street branch; also beginning at the inter- 
section of G and Fifth streets northwest; thence south on Fifth street to 
Louisiana avenue; thence along Louisiana avenue to Sixth street west; 
thence south along Sixth street to B street northwest; thence west on B 
street (Over its own tracks, for such adistance as the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia shall determine) to a point to be located by the said 
District near the east curb line of Seventa street northwest, 
and returning by the same ronte to Fifth street northwest. 

Also by insert in section 2, after the word ‘“‘ hundred,” the words “and 
fifty.” 

‘iso by inserting in section 3 as amended, after the words “ two years,” 
the words “and three months;"’ and that the Senate ee to the same. 

JAMES McMILLAN, 
ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JNO, T. HEARD, 
JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
P. S. POST. 
Managers on the part of the House, 














against 


the Re- 


The report was concurred in. 
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A. W. WILLS. 


Mr. BATE. I ask for the present consideration of the bill (S. 
628) for the relief of A. W. Wills, administrator. There is no 
controversy about it, and its consideration will take but a mo- 
ment. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to refer to 
the Court of Claims the claim of A. W. Wills, administrator of 
the late Alvan C, Gillem, who served as captain, assistant quar- 
termaster United States Army, and brigadier-general of volun- 
teers in the United States Army in the late war of the rebellion, 
for a balance of wages earned by him in the suppression of the 
rebellion, and during his entire time of service in the Army as 
a seraneer or regular, and not paid to him or to anyone for 

m. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, | 
and passed. 


j 
\ 
| 
} 


LIGHTS ON FISHING VESSELS. 


I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of House bill 7383. Itisa bill relating to lights on 
fishing vessels, which was suggested by the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and has had the unanimous concurrence of the Committee 
on Commerce. All parties interested are desirous that it 
should pass. It is a general measure, and very short. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H.R. 7383) relating to 
lights on fishing vessels. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PAYMENT OF ACCRUED PENSIONS. 


Mr. PEFFER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S.1876) to provide for the payment of ac- 
crued pensions in certain cases. ‘ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for infor- 
mation, subject to objection. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the 28th day of September, 1892, the 
accrued — to the date of the death of any pensioner, or of any person 
entitled to a pension aarins an application therefore pending, and whether 
a certificate therefore shall issue prior or subsequent to the death of such 
person, shall, in the case of a person pensioned, or applying for pension, on 
account of his disabilities or service, be paid, first, to his widow; second, if 
there is no widow, to his child or children under the age of 16 years at his 
death; third, in case of a widow, to her minor children under the age of 16 
years at herdeath. Such accrued pension shall not be considered a part of 
the assets of the estate of such deceased person. nor be liable for the pay- 
ment of the debts of said estate in any case whatsoever, but shall inure to 
the sole and exclusive benefit of the widow or children. Andifno widowor 
child survive such pensioner, and in the case of his last surviving child who 
was such minor at his death, and in case of dependent mother, father, sis- 
ter, or brother, no payment whatsoever of their accrued pension shall be 
made or allowed except so much as may be necess: to reimburse the per- 
son who bore the expense of their last sickness and burial, if they did not 
leave cufiicient assets to meet such expense. And the mailing of a pension 
check, drawn by a pension agent in payment of a pension due, to the ad- 
dress of a pensioner, shall constitute payment in the event of the death of 
a pensioner subsequent to the execution of the voucher therefor. Andall 
prior laws relating to the payment of accrued pension are hereby repealed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I reserve the right to object until I can 
hear some explanation of what changes the bill proposes to make 
in existing law. | 

Mr. PEF TER. I will state for the information of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri and others that there has been some conflict 
of decisions in the Pension Office in cases of pensions which 
have accrued, but which the pensioner had not received at the 
time of his death as to how they ought to be disposed of. On 
account of these differences, the Pension Bureau have recom- 
mended the passage of this bill. I am informed thai there are 
a number of cases now awaiting the action of Congress upon this | 
bill, so that those cases may be determined in accordance with | 
the provisions of the bill. The object of the bill is to settle | 
ambiguities. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why is the date fixed ‘‘from and after | 
the 28th of September, 1892,” instead of the date of the passage 
of the act? 

Mr. PEFFER. It is some time since I have examined the bill. 
I drew the report and copied one or two letters from the Com- | 
missioner of Pensions and also one from the Secretary of the In- 
terior, if I remember correctly, in reference to the bill. The | 
report shows that; and [ will say to the Senator all that I can | 
state with much clearness now is that the Pension Bureau and | 
the Interior Department both favor the biil. i 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. | 

The ee proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
PEFFER from the Committee on Pensions, April 10, 1894. 

Mr. COCKRELL. lLask that merely the letter of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior be read. 


Mr. WHITE. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE [NirERIOR, 
Washington, March 29. 1894. 


Sim: I have the honor to transmit herewith a draft of a bill which has 
been prepared as a substitute for the laws now in force disposing of accrued 
pensions, and to commend the same tothe consideration of Congress for 
eaactment into law. 

The laws at a on the statute books relating to the disposition of un 
paid pension that accrued prior to the deathof a pensioner, or that might 
accrue upon the grant of a pension to a person who had a claim therefor 
pending in the Pension Office at the date of his death, are found in section 
4718 Revised Statutes United States, the act of March 1, 1889, and the thirg 
ana fourth provisos of the pension appropriation act of June 30, 1890 

‘The provisions of the laws referred to are more or less ambiguous and un 
certain in terms, and admit of several constructions which have given ris 
to a contrariety of decisions asto their meaningand application and to vreat 
an and confusion in their execution, the practice of the Pension Ortice 
in the adjudication of such claims having been radically changed more than 
once. 

{n the draft of the bill herewith submitted I have endeavored to avoid the 


| difileulties and incongruities which practical experience in their execution 


has shown to exist in the present laws on the subject of accrued pensions, 
and also to eliminate such provisions as have resulted in unecessary hard 
ship and injustice. 

Very respectfully, 


HOKE SMITH, Secreta 

Hon. JOHN M. PALMER, 

Chairman Committee on Pensions, United States Senate. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee o! the 
Whole, es to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HEIRS OF H. E. SIZER. 


Mr. MCLAURIN. Iask unanimous consent for the conside:- 
ation of the resolution reported from the Committee on Claims 
in relation to the heirs of H. E. Sizer. It will call forth no di: 
cussion, 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider 
the resolution reported from the Committee on Claims by Mr. 
McCLAURIN on the 3d instant, which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the claim of Eliza H. Gerger and Mary Virginia Roulins, 
daughters and only heirs at law of H. E. Sizer, deceased, late of Jackson 
State of Mississippi, represented by Senate bill No. 1406, with al! the 
ee relating thereto, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of 

laims to find the facts, proceeding under existing laws, whether, barring 
all statutes of limitation. the said claim mentioned in the said Senate bill, 
or any part thereof, and if so, what part, is, under the laws of the United 
States, a valid and subsisting claim against the United States. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 5 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, August 
8, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, August 7, 1894, : 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by Rev. W. FE. Par- 


son, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


proved. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker,I desire also to enter a motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered 
on the question before the House at the adjournment last even- 
ing, and to have it remain pending until the Indian appropria- 
tion bill comes up to-day. I further desire to enter a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the House, on the motion of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LyNcow], agreed to the confer- 
ence report. 

The SPEAKER. What is the number of the bill? 

Mr. PICKLER. It is the Indian appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The motions will be entered and regarded 
as pending when the bill is reached. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear what the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota said. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota entered 
a motion to reconsider the vote ordering the yeas and nays, and 
also a motion to reconsider the vote by which the conference re- 
port on the Indian appropriation bill wasagreed to. __ 

Mr. PiCKLER. r. Speaker, perhaps we might dispose of 
one matter now. [ask unanimous consent that the order by which 
the yeas and nays were ordered be vacated. : 

Mr. MADDOX. I suggest that the gentleman withhold that 
request until the chairman of the committee is present. 

TAXATION ON NATIONAL-BANK NOTES, ETC. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House an act (H. R. 4326) “t 
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subject to State taxation national-bank notes and United States 
Treasury notes,” with amendments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, the Senate amend- 
ments are all formal; none of them go to the substance of the 
pill; and I move that the House concur. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be read. 

The amendments of the Senate were read. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, [ask thatthe bill be read as amended 
by the Senate. 

The Clerk read the bill as amended. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the amendments of the Senate, and upon that I demand 
the previous question. : 

The previous question was ordered. The motion toconcur was 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. COOPER of Indiana, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the Senate amendments were concurred in 
was laid on the table. 


SECTIONS 2401 AND 2403, REVISED STATUTES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House an act (H. R. 7803) 
to amend sections 2401 and 2403 of the Revised Statutes with an 
amendment by the Senate thereto. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

Page 2, section 2, line 12, after ‘‘ United States,’ insert ‘‘in the States 
where the surveys were made.”’ 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, { move that the House concur in 
the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment was concurred in was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE PERDIDO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House an act (H. R.7827) 
to authorize a bridge across the Perdido River between the 
States of Florida and Alabama with an amendment of the Sen- 
ate thereto. 3 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Senate amend- 
ment be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


At the end of the billinsert: 
“Sxo. 3. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved.” 


Mr. MALLORY. 
ate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motionof Mr. MALLORY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by _ the Senate amendment was concurred in was laid on 
the table. 


I move that the House concur in the Sen- 


AMANDA J. LANE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House an act (H. R. 3033) 
granting a pension to Amanda J. Lane with an amendment of 
the Senate thereto. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. Can that bill be allowed to lie on the table 
and have the right of way to be called up in the future? 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill lie on the table for the present with the right to be called 
up hereafter. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be made. 


JAMES FAY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House an act (H. R. 7683) 
remove the charge of desertion against James Fay with an 
amendment of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. COOMBS. I move that the Senate amendment, which is 
merely an amendment of the title, be concurred in. 

The Senate amendment changing the title to ‘‘An act to cor- 
rect the naval record of James Fay and grant himan honorable 

ischarge,” was concurred in. 


MATERIALS AND LABOR FOR PUBLIC WORKS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 86) for 
the protection of persons furnishing materials and labor for the 
construction of public works. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been returned from the Senate 
with amendments, which will be read. 

The amendments were read. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I have examined these amend- 
ments; and in my judgment they tend to perfect the bill. They 
have also been examined by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
CULBERSON], the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
by which committee the bill was reported, and they have his 
ta I therefore move that the amendments he concurred 


» The amendments were concurred in. 
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LANDS IN ARREDONDO GRANT, COLUMBIA COUNTY, FLA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following concur- 
rent resolution of the Senate: 





Resolved by the Senate (tha House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested to suspend the open- 
ing of the lands in the Arredondo grant of 20,000 acres in Columbia County, 
Fla., to entry under the !and laws of the United States until the close of the 
—— Congress, unless there is further legislation with reference thereto 

fore that time. 


Mr. COOPER of Florida. I ask unanimous consent that this 
resolution be considered and passed. 

Mr. COOMBS. [should like to hear some explanation of the 
resolution. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. This resolution simply proposes to 
suspend any disposition of the iands referred to until Congress 
can consider the question. This section of our State has bean 
settled by afarming community, andis covered with their homes. 
It was settled long before I was born. There has been a recent 
decision of the Interior Department affecting the titles of these 
lands; and we simply wish to withhold the lands from entry 
under the public land laws until Congress can consider what may 
be proper legislation to be adopted with reference to the sub- 
ject. 

Mr. MCRAE. 
adopted. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to consider the 
resolution; and it was concurred in. : 

On motion of Mr. COOPERof Florida, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Senate bills of the following titles were laid before the House, 
read twice, and referred as stated: 

A bill (S. 966) to compensate Elihu Root for services rendered 
by direction of the Attorney-General—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (S. 1956) granting an increase of pension to Mary Double- 
day, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Abner Doubleday—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1375) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Jeremiah F. Brown—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1935) granting a pension to Elizabeth Ellery—tothe 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1584) granting a pension to John Eckland—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1229) to correct the military record of George Whit- 
taker, late a private of Company C, Twelfth New Jersey Vol- 
unteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1189) for the relief of Capt. Henry C. Seaman—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1675) to remove the charge of a dishonorable dismis- 
sal after the battle of Stone River standing against the name of 
L. S. Woodworth, to correct the record and issue him an hon- 
orable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2056) granting a pension to Ada J. Schwatka, widow 
of the late Lieut. Frederick Schwatka—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 162) granting a pension to William J. Murray—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2275) granting a pension to Elizabeth New, widow of 
Jethrow New—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 429) for the relief of George H. Plant, of the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on Claims. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 68) for the relief of W.D. Mack, aclerk 
in the Record and Pension Division of the War Department—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Joint resolution (S. R.19) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to correct the military record of Capt. Edward Wheeler, Forty- 
neg New York Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

A bill (S. 646) for the relief of John O’Keane, of the State of 
Washington—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 857) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of James McConnell, late private in Company 
B, Fifth Regiment Connecticut Infantry—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1233) for the relief of Henry Lane—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S.837) for the relief of Albert Locke, alias Shipley— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1857) granting an honorable discharge to William 
B. Barnes, late major of the Eleventh New York Heavy Artil- 
lery—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

A bill (S. 473) to remove the charge of desertion from the rec- 
ord of Jeremiah L. Daly—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 


I hope the resolution will be considered and 
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A bill (S. 2173) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish 
a United States court in the [Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 1, 1889, and an act entitled “‘An act to 
provide a temporary government for the Territory of Oklahoma, 
to enlarge the jurisdiction of the United States court in the In- 
dian Territory,and for other purposes,” approved May 2, 1290; 
to provide for the redistricting of the Indian Territory for ju- 
dicial purposes, for an additional judge and more United States 
commissioners, and to prescribe the jurisdiction, duties, and 
authority of such judges and commissioners, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1885) to extend the privileges of the transportation 
of dutiable merchandise without appraisement to the city of 
Ocala, in the State of Florida—to the Committee on Commerce. 


MARY DOUBLEDAY. 


W hen the bill (S. 1956) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Doubleday, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Abner Doubleday, was laid 
before the House— 

Mr. RYAN. Lask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of this bill. 

Mr. KILGORE ealled for thé regular order; and the bill was 
referred as above stated. 


MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2280) to 
amend section 2 of the act approved February 15, 1893, entitled 
‘An act granting additio quarantine powers and imposing 
additional duties on the Marine Hospital Service.” 

Mr.DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, lask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill. ; 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask if there be objection to the request. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be itenacted, etc., That section 2 of the act approved February 15, 1893, en- 
titled “An act granting additional quarantine powers and imposing addt- 
tional duties upon the Marine Hospital Service,”’ is hereby amended by 
adding to the end of said section the following: 

“The provisions of this act shall not apply to vessels plying between for- 
eign ports on or near the frontiers of the United States and ports of the 
United States adjacent thereto; but the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized, when, in his diseretion, it is expedient for the preservation of 
the public health, to establish regulations governing such vessels."’ 

Mr. DANIELS. May I explain the object of the bill? } 

The SPEAKER. Without objection ‘explanation. from New 





York will be permitted to make a brief explanation. 

Mr. DANIELS. The object of this bill, Mr. Speaker, is simply 
to relieve the ferryboats and excursion boats on the northern 
frontier from the force and effect of the quarantine law which 
was passed in 1893, as it now stands, and to leave them hereafter 
subject tothe eontrol of the Secretary of the Treasury under any 
rules and regulations he may make for the purpose of securing 
the observance of the health laws of the United States. 

Along this northern frontier there are upwards of a thousand 
miles of coast where ferryboate are plying every day from one 
side of the rivers te the other, and excursion boats are coming 
and going from the large cities for 10 or 15 miles along the 
shores of the lakes and returning the same day with passengers 
and excursionists; and it is the purpose of this act to relieve 
them from the observance of the requirements of the act of 1893, 
by which a consular certificate of health is required to be ob- 
tained every time they leave the foreign country for our shores, 
and subject them hereafter to the control of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, under such regulations as he may regard as necessary 
to preserve the health laws of the United States. 

Rn ett aris I do not think there is any objection to 
the . 

Mr. COOMBS. None whatever. 

Mr.DANIELS. The Secretary of the Treasury recommends 
its passage as shown by the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There being no objection the bill was considered, was ordered 
to a third reading, and read the third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. DANIELS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2269) 
providing for the reconveyance by the District Commissioners 
of certain lands to Andrew J. Curtis and Mary E. Curtis; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


AMANDA J. LANE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of 


~ Senate to the bill (H. R. 3033) granting a pension to Amanda 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Iliinois. Mr. Speaker,I ask that the 
House concur in the Senate amendment. 
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The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In lines 4 and 5 strike out the words ‘subject to the provisions an 
tion of the pension laws,” and insert “‘ at the rate of $10 per month 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves ty 
cur in the Senate amendment. 


The motion was agreed to. 

VETO MESSAGE, EUGENE WELLS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the followir 
sage from the President of the United States; which w 
and, with the accompanying bill, referred to the Commit 
Military Affairs: 

The House of Representatives; 

I herewith return without approval House bill No. 2637, entit 
for the relief of Eugene Wells, late captain Twelfth Infantry 
lieutenant First Artillery, United States Army.” 

This bill authorizes the President to nominate and, by and w 
vice and consent of the Senate, to appoint the beneficiary there 
second lieutenant of artillery in the Army of the United States 
rects that when so appointed he shall be placed upon the retired 
count of disability, thus dispensing with the usual examination a 
by @ retiring board and all other ordinary prerequisites of retirem: 1 

Appointments to the Army under the authority of special le, 
which names the proposed appointee, and the purpose of which i 
mediate retirement of the appointee, are open to serious objection 
I confess I have been persuaded through sympathy and sentime: 
number of occasions, to approve such legislation. When, howe: 
proposed to make the retirement compulsory and without reference ¢. 
or previous examination a most objectionable feature is introduce 

‘The cases covered by the special enactments referred to are usua 
as should, if worthy of any consideration, be provided for under gener 
private pension laws, leaving the retired list of the Army to serve the 
mate purpose for which it was established. 

A recent discussion in the House of Representatives upon a bill sin 
the one now before me drewfrom a member of the House Comn 
Military Affairs the declaration that hundreds of such bills were before 
committee, and that there were fifty precedents for the passage of t 
ticular one then under discussion. 

It seems to me that this condition suggests such an encroachment 
the retired list of the Army as should lead to the virtual abandonn 
the — referred to. 

In addition to the objections to such legislation, based upon sound po 
and good administration, there are facts connected with the case ed 
J the bill now before me which in my judgment forbids its favorable: 

deration. 

The beneficiary named in this bill entered the military service as firs 
lieutenant in 1861. In September or October, 1870, then being a captai 
charge of conduct unbecoming an officer and a gentleman was preferre 
against him with a view to his trial on said charge before @ court-martial 

he Articles of War provide that any officer convicted of this offense sh 
be dismissed the service. 

The first specification under this charge alleged that Capt. Wells did \i 
lently and without just cause or provocation assault First Lieut. P. H. bres 
lin, “by furiously striking and hitting him (Lieut. Breslin) upon the 
with a hickory stick, the butt end of a billiard cue, and did continue the 
sault (upon Lieut. Breslin) until forced to desist therefrom by First Lieu: 
Cart Veitenhimer, Fourth United States Infantry, thereby endangering the 
life of Lieut Breslin and disgracing himself (Capt. Wells) as an officer of t! 
United States Army.”’ 

The second specification alleged that Capt. Wells “did becom 
under the influence of intoxicating liquor as to behave himself i 3Ca 
dalous manner by violently attacking the person of First Lieur. P 
Breslin, Fourth United States Infantry.” 

These offenses were charged to have been committedon the 
September, 1870, at Fort Fetterman, in Wyoming Territory. 

the 15th day of Jv.ly, 1870, alaw was passed, among other things 
bring abont a redueticn of the Army, which law provided that the Presi 
dent should, before the Ist day of July, 1871, reduce the number ist 
men in the Army to 30,00°. and authorized bim in his discretion toh 
discharge from theservice of the United States officers of the A 
mig! t apply therefor, onor Sefore January }, 19871. 

fore the trial by court-martial upon the charge then pending agai 
him, Capt. Wells applied for his discharge under the provision of th 
above recited, whereupon the charge against him was withdrawn 1 
eeled, and on the 27th day of Oetober, 1870, his application for a dis 
was granted. 

On the 6th day of July, 1885, he was againappointed to the Army 4 
lieutenantin the artillery, against which a remonstrance was made b 
tain officers in the Army. 

In August, 1877, Second Lieut. Wells was charged with being ‘(run 
duty, in violation of the thirty-eighth article of war.” 

He was also charged with ‘‘conduct to the prejudice of good order 4 
niilitary discipline.’ i 

The first specification under the latter charge alleged that the accused ui 
“engage in an affray with First Lieut. E. Van A. Andruss, First Artillery 
The second specification under said charge alleged that the accused 
dressed his su r officer in a deflant and disres ful manner, and neg: 
lected and hesitated to promptly obey the order of said superior officers 

All these offences were alleged to have been committed at Reading, P 
the 2d day of August, 1877. ‘ 

Soon after these charges were preferred, a court-martial was convened ! 
the trial of the accused thereon. He pleaded not guilty to the charges 40. 
epee mgm but was convicted of them all, and sentenced “to be dismisse 

e service of the Unived States.” ; 

On the 6th day of October the peeceetnw. findings, and sentence of the 
court-martial were es by the President, who ordered the sentence * 
be executed; and on the 13th day of October, 1877, in pursuance thereof, Lieu! 
=o Wells was dismissed from the service. ae 

Since that time repeated efforts have been made to vacate this judgmen' 
and restore the dismissed officer to the service. While a number of com 
mittees in Congress have madereports favorable to such action. at least two 
committees have recommended a denial of legislative relief. Both of these 























reports were made on behalf of House Committees on Military Affairs. by 
distinguished sol 

tion to be not ey a 
to recommend a of application restoration. n COB: 
ports was made to the Forty-seventh and the other to the Forty-ninth 
Sam impressed with the belief that legislation of the kind proposed 13 of 
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extremely doubtful anptions in any save very exceptional cases; and I am 
thoroughly convinced by the facts now before me that the discipline and ef- 
ficiency of our Army, as well as justice to its meritorious members, does not 
permit my approval, on any ground, of the bill herewith returned. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
PXECUTIVE MANSION, August 7, 189%. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted asfollows: 


To Mr. CuRTIS of New York, indefinitely, on account of sick- | 


ness. ; ae : 
To Mr. COFPEEN, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


TITLE TO CERTAIN INDIAN LANDS. 


Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill H. R. 7810. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask if there be objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas-certain commissioners appointed and authorized on the part of 
the United States, have entered into an agreement with the Wichita and 
affiliated bands of Indians whereby said Indians agree to cedea certain part 
of their reservation in what is known as the leased district; and 

Whereas the commissioners duly appointed and authorized on the part of 
the United States, have entered into an agreement with the Comanche, 
Kiowa, and Apache tribes of Indians, whereby said tribes of Indians agree 
to cedea certain part of their reservation in what is known as the leased 
district; and 

Whereas the said lands agreed to be ceded by the aforesaid tribes of In- 
dians are located between the ninety-eighth and one hundredth degree of 
west longitude, in Oklahoma Territory, and are located within the territory 
leased from the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes in the year 1855 and ceded in 
1866; and 

Whereas itis claimed by the said Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes that they 
only ceded said land in trust for the purpose of locating friendly Indians 
thereon, and that when said land is opened for settlement. to other than 
friendly Indians that the titlein said land reverts to them, and that they are 
entitled to pay for the same; and 

Whereas it is claimed by the tribes, that is to say, the Wichita and afill- 
jatea bands. of Indians, the Comanche, Kiowa, and Apache tribes, that they 
are the absolute owners of said lands, and deny that the Choctaw and Chick- 
asaw tribes have any right, title, or interest, either legal or equitable, inthe 
same, but, on the contrary, claim that said Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes 
ceded all their right, title, and interestin the said leased districts to the 
United States, and that the United States thereby became the absolute 
owner thereof, and that they, the Wichitas, and affiliated bands, and the 
Comanche, Kiowa, and Apache tribes, are now the owners of said land; and 

Whereas Congress is called upon to ratify said agreement, witha view of 
opening said lands for settlement; and 

hereas it appears from the claims and contentions of said Indians that 
the title to the aforesaid lands is unsettled and undetermined, to the end 
that the Co’ of the United States may know the interest, either legal 
or equitable, of the different parties claiming title thereto, and that the same 
may be adjudicated and finally settled: Therefore 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Attorney-General of the United 
States be, and is hereby, authorized and directed toat once bring suitin the 
supreme court of claims of the District of Columbia, for the purpose of de- 
termining the right, title, and interest, either legal or equitable, of the 
aforesaid tribes of Indiansin the lands above mentioned, and that he be 
authorized and directed to make all of said tribes, or any others that may 
have any claim or interest therein to said lands, parties defendant to said 
suit. 

Sec. 2. That the Attorney-General cause to be served upon said tribes, 
through their proper agents or yo a ge copies of the original pro- 
ceedings in the suit so brought sixty days before the hearing thereof, ac- 
cording to the usual method of procedure in said court, and that said tribe 
or tribes shall be allowed to file their pleas and answer to said suit, and to 
defend the same in as full and as complete a manner and according to the 
same rules and methods as now allowed parties litigant in said court. 

Src. 3. That it shall be the duty of the court to hear and determine all the 
issues arising in said suit, and that the court shall decide fully tho right, 
title, and interest, either legal or equitable, that the aforesaid tribes’ have 
in said lands, if any, according to the interpretation of Indian treaties by 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and shall specify the character 
and the amount of said interest, if any. 

Sec. 4. That any of the parties at interest in said suit shal! have the right 
to — direct to the supreme court of appealsof the District of Columbia, 
and that said courts shall give precedence to this case, and shall hear and 
determine all the points at issue as early as practicable. 

Sec. 5. That the courts shall have full power to assess the costs in this 
case against the United States. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 


ation of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MCRAE. r. Speaker, I move to amend the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment- pro- 
posed — gentleman from Arkansas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 5, section 1, page 3 of the bill, strike out the words “‘ Supreme court 
of the District of Columbia” and insert in lieu thereofthe words “the Court 
of Claims.” Also in lines 2 and 3, of section 4, page 4, strike out the words 
“court of appeals of the District of Columbia,” and imsert in lieu thereof 
“the Supreme Court of the United States.” 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What is this all about? I wish 
you would please tell us. 

Mr. MADDOX. The objection to the amendment is simply 
this: This bill was offered by the direction of the Committee on 

Affairs, and the Supreme Court of the United Statescan 
hot entertain jurisdiction because it has been so determined in 
&deeision of the court in the case of Gordon vs. United States, 
decided. by Chief Justice Taney himself, the decision being to 
the effect that the court will not entertain jurisdiction of any 
case where it had to depend upon an act of Conavess to enforce 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





S283 


its judgment. When this case is determined that court can not 
enforce judgment without the aid of Congress, and that being 
true, the Supreme Court, under its own decision, can not enter- 
tain jurisdiction. We tried to get it there; it was our purpose 
to get it there, and was advised by the Assistant A ttorney-Gen- 
eral, but we found that this could not be done. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mp. Speaker, Iam notfamiliar with the case to 
which the gentleman refers. It seems to me, however, that, as 
this isa bill to confer jurisdiction, we can select the court we 
| want. It is very questionable tomy mind whether there ought to 
be any reference of this matter to the courts at all; but if 
| We can pass 2 bill conferring jurisdiction on the supreme court 
| of the District of Columbia, we can upon the Court of Claims. 

If there is any necessity for litigation, let us have such litiga- 
| tion as the country will respect, and as the Indians will be bound 
| by. Let us submitit to the Court of Claims with the right of 

appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, if we are to 

haveitdoneatall. Congresscan confer the jurisdiction, I think, 

and if it can, I hope it will be done,as my amendment provides 

Mr. MADDOX. In face of the decision of the Assistant At 

| torney-General and Supreme Court that can not be done. We 
| wanted the bill that way, and were perfectly willing that the 
| bill should be so drawn. We tried to get it to the Supreme 
| Court of the United States, but could not. 


Mr. Speaker, so far as the necessity for the suit is concerned, 
| if [can get the attention of the House, I think I can show that 
in a very few minutes. It will be remembered by the olde: 
members of this Houso, at least those whoserved two years ago 
| that the Government entered into a treaty with the Cheyennes 
; and Arapahoes in what is now known as Oklahoma Territory, 
| by which we agreed to pay them a certain sum for their reser- 
vation and to locate them, or in other words let them take al- 
lotments in that land, and when that was done the Choctaws and 
Chickasaws came before this body and made a claim for $2,900,- 
000, which was advocated by the gentlemanfrom Arkansas [Mr. 
Peel] at that time; and they not only advocated, but succeeded 
in passing a bill through this body authorizing this Government 
to pay it, and we did pay for it; and now they claima reversion 
ary interest in this land. 

Now, we have two treaties—one between the Comanches and 
Kiowas, and the Wichita and affiliated bands, and these Chick- 
asaws and Choctaws have the very same claim to this land that 
they had to the Cheyenne and Arapaho Reservations. Now, 
before we ratify these treaties it was the opinion of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs that we ought to have a decision of some 
competent court of this country to determine the fact as to 
whether these people had title or not. 

It will be remembered that President Harrison decided they 
had no title to this property and he refused to sign a bill on that 
ground, because they did not have thattitle. He wassupported 
in that decision by Seeretary Noble, and he is now supported in 
the same decision by the present Secretary of the Interior. 

The Choctaws and Chickasaws claim that they have a remain- 

der interest in this land, and on that they havea precedent inthe 
action of this House, by a large majority, saying that they have 
gotit. So it was the opinion of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs that this question should be submitted to the courts of this 
country and let that questson be determined, and if they havea 

remainder interest, as they claim to have, let us treat with them 

| before we go so far that we can not well retract. That is the 
purpose of the legislation. It wasthe purpose of our committee 
to have that case decided in the Supreme Court, if possible; but 
we found that we could not do that, as there were two decisions 

| of the court which precluded our doing so. 

| Mr. HOLMAN. And if we could do that there would be a 

| great deal of delay. 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes; and there would be a great deal of de- 
lay if we could; but notwithstanding that, we wanted to do it 
| that way. It was our purpose to have it go there, and we found 
that we could not do it on account of two decisions that had been 
| 


rendered. ‘ 

Mr.CANNON of lilinois. Will the gentleman yield to me 
for five minutes? 

Mr.MADDOX. Yes,sir; I will. 

I want to say, further, that the Committee on Indian Affairs 
have no desire to evade the Supreme Court of the United States, 
because it was our purpose to go there; but we found we could 
not do that, as there were two different decisions of the Supreme 
Court to that effect. We had the decision of the Assistant At- 
torney-General of the Interior Department himself, who gave 
that opinion, which I have here. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And he framed this bill. 

Mr. MADDOX. We amended it according to his decision, 
and brought it. in according to his recommendation. The bill as 
a framed by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS] 
and myself set out with the determination to bring the case ex- 
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actly as the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] wants it to 
be brought now, but we found that we could not do it, and we 
had to take this direction under the law. That is the reason 
oe we propose to bring it in the district court now, with the 
right to appeal to the court of appeals of the District. 

fr. FLYNN. In the event that you ratify the treaty pend- 
ing before you, to which this legislation refers, and open up 
those lands to settlement, the claims of these people, if they 
have any, will not be interfered with a particle, will they? 

Mr. MADDOX. Not at all. 

Mr. FLYNN. Then there has been nothing to hinder the 
ratification of those treaties and a favorable report from your 
committee except the view of the committee that they wanted 
this kind of legislation. 

Mr. MADDOX. We simply wanted to have the question of 
title settled before we went into this business. We did not 
want to have to pay for this land twice. 

Mr. FLYNN. I have no desire to see the land paid for twice. 
All I desire is the land. The committee decided that this was 
the only bill they would report, and as it seems to me the near- 
est re to accomplish the purpose, I think the bill ought to pass. 
But I do not want it to go to any court where it will hang fire 
for eight or ten years. 

Mr. MADDOX. I think you are right about that. Mr. 
Speaker, I retain the balance of my time, yielding five minutes 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. r. Speaker, I ask the attention 
of the House for a few moments. I am in harmony with this 
bill, and I ask this side of the House to give it on for the 
following reasons: In the Fifty-first Congress a bill was passed, 
in connection with the Indian appropriation bills, under the 
leadership of the gentleman from Arkansas, who is not now in 
Congress [Mr. Peel], giving, as I recollect, over $2,000,000 to 
these Indians—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Two million nine hundred thovsand dollars. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The — from Indiana sug- 


8284 


ests $2,900,000. A bill was passed giving that amount to the 

hoctaws and Chickasaws for an alleged claim that they had in 
them for those lands and having paid the Arapahoes for them 
also. I recollect that fightvery well. ItwasonaSenateamend- 
first Congress, in the last hours of the session, and could not be 
vetoed by the President without vetoing the whole appropria- 
was geen by the President, he stating that he would not 
pay the money without further action of Congress, which action 
in the teeth of the statement of both the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior and the President that these Indians had no interest in 
here, the House almost — divided, with substantially a 
solid Democratic vote for the bill with a sprinkling of Repub- 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, yes; the gentleman from In- 

Now, then, with a House strongly Democratic, you gentlemen 
come here and confess your error; and this side of the House, 
will, I hope, coSperate with you to pass this bill, and let the 
rights of these Indians in these lands, if they have any, be set- 
honest thing todo. Therefore I shall vote for the bill. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I have stated that I do not know 
serious doubt as to whether it ought to pass, but I have notseen 
fit to object to its consideration. I believe the treaty with 
ment, and I regret very much that the Committee on Indian 
Affairs have struck this legal*difficulty, which will of course 
ment of the committee and of the Interior Department that the 
legel question should be submitted to the courts, I have notob- 

am, therefore, in favor of the bill, but I want it so amended 
that Congress and the people of thecountry will have respect for 
can afford tolegislate upon it. 
thesupreme courtof the District of Columbia jurisdiction to pass 
tracts, and to settle questions arising between two tribes of 
Indians. 
these courts were organized, and is unusual and unprecedented. 
We have never undertaken to confersuch jurisdiction upon them 


certain lands, the Government having by treaty compensated 
ment to the Indian appropriation bill, the second session Fifty- 
tion bill; this being one of the itemsof the appropriation bill, 
was had by the Fifty-second Congress. And this action was had 
the land. I well recollect the vote by which the bill was carried 
licans —— 
diana, however, voted against it. 
not following the example of the Democrats on that occasion, 
tled. That is the only proper and,in my judgment, the only 
whether there is any necessity for this billor not. Ihave very 
these Indians ought to be ratified and the lands opened tosettle- 
delay the matter. Butasit appears to be the deliberate judg- 
jected, and stand ready to aid in bringing aboutaspeedy decision. 
the decision of the court which S upon it, and so that we 
upon the questions involved in Indian treaties and Indian con- 
That is a matter entirely Soreiae to the purposes for which 


The bill as itstands confersupon | 


‘ 
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before. All matters of this kind have heretofore gone to the 
Court of Claims,with the right of appeal from the Court of Claims 
to the Supreme Court of the United States. The questions jn. 
volved in the French spoliation claims and like matters haye 
taken that course, and I believe that this matter ought to take 
that course, unless it is perfectly clear that wo can not give 
them jurisdiction. I do not understand why wo have not th, 
same power over the Court of Claims as over the District courts 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I hope the amendment wij] 
not be adopted, because the effect of it would be simply to ki]] 
the bill, if [ understand the decision of the Supreme Court, anq 
if the Assistant Attorney-General understands it. We would 
have no objection to this matter taking the course suggested by 
the gentleman from Arkansas if the Court of Claims had juris- 
diction, or if there could be an appeal from that tribunal to the 
Supreme Court, but that court itself has held that it can not and 
will not take jurisdiction of such questions. This is not in any 
sense a Claim, and it is not within the jurisdiction of that court 
i repeat, therefore, that I hope the amendment will not be 
adopted. I now demand the previous question on the amend- 
ment and on the bill to its passage. 

Ths previous question was ordered. 

The amendment of Mr. MCRAE was again read. 

Mr. FLYNN. Does that retain the provision that the court 
shall give the matter immediate consideration? 

TheSPEAKER. Theprevious question having been ordered, 
debate is not in order. 

Mr. FLYNN. I was merely asking a question for information 
as to what the bill contained. 

The SPEAKER. That is in the nature of debate. 

The amendment of Mr. MCRAE was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third t 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 
and passed. 

Onmotionof Mr. MADDOX, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his sec- 
retaries, who also informed the House that the President had 
approved and signed bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles: 

On August 3, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 650) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against Oliver O'Brien; 

An act (H.R. 6754) toamend section 15 of an act approving 
with amendments, the funding act of Arizona, approved June 
25, 1890; 

An act (H. R.7753) to exempt the articles of foreign exhibit- 
ors at the interstate fair at Tacoma, Wash., from the payment 
of duties; and 

An act (H.R, 2795) to amend section 5 of the act approved 
18, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act to organize the Life-Saving Ser 

On August 4, 1894: 

An act(H. R. 4561) granting a pension to Harriet T. Vosburgh 

An act (H. R. 3487) granting an increase of pension to Fliza K 
Starr; 

An act (H. R. 1196) to pension Mary E. Trickey; 

An act (H. R.5351) granting a pension to Celestia P. Hartt 

An act (H. R. 5020) granting a pension to Washington H 

An act (H. R. 1686) granting a pension to Margaret Enzgiis 

An act (H. R. 4567) establishing a fog signal at Ke 
Wis.; 

An act (H. R. 366) providing for the sale of the old 
house and lot connected therewith in the city of Louisville 
An act (H. R. 5312) authorizing the construction of : 
ship, with fog signal, to be established to the eastward of Host 
light, Massachusetts, and for the establishment of range 

in Boston Harbor, Massachusetts; 

An act (H.R. 7518) to amend an act to authorize the co! 
tion of a steel bridge over the St. Louis River. beiw 
States of Minnesota and Wisconsin: 

An act (H. R. 6969) for the relief of Benjamin F. Poteet: 
An act (H. R. 6719) to provide for the validation of affidavits 
| made before the United States commissioners in all land 


August 7, 


ime, 
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tries; 
| Anact(H. R. 4448) for the relief of persons who have ‘i\ 


declarations of intention to enter desert lands: 5 
Anact(H. R. 7335) to grant to the Arkansas, Texas and Mexican 
Central Railway Company a right of way through the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes; , 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 207) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to approve a certain lease made in Polk County, Minn 
An act (H. R. 1461) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Andrew L. Grugett as a former member of Cour 
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pany E, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry, in the war of the rebellion, 
and to grant him an honorable discharge therefrom; 
An act (H. R. 4346) extending the benefits of the marine hos- 
pitals to the keepers and crews of life-saving stations; 

An act (H. R. 4903) to authorize a compromise and settlement 
with the State of Arkansas. 

On August 6, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 6373) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other 

urposes,; 
¥ inant (H. R. 4606) to amend sections 5365 and 5366 of the Re- 
vised Statutes relating to barratry on the high seas; 

An act (H. R. 7071) toexempt the property of the Young Men's 
Christian Association of the District of Columbia from taxation; 

An act (H. R. 213) to pay for alley condemned in square No. 
493, in the city of Washington, D.C.; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 121) authorizing proper officers of the 
Treasury Department to examine and certify claims in favor of 
certain counties in Arizona. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments the 
pill (H. R. 5246) providing for the inspection of immigrants by 
United States consuls, asked a conference with the Houseon the 
pill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. HILL, Mr. FAULK- 
NER, and Mr. CHANDLER as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H.R. 6415) to provide an immediate re- 
vision and equalization of real-estate values in the District of 
Columbia; also to provide an assessment of real estate in said 
District in the year 1896, and every third year thereafter, asked 
aconference with the House on the bill and amendments, and 
had appointed Mr. HUNTON, Mr. FAULKNER, and Mr. PROCTOR 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and 
joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

A bill (H.R. 2896) for the relief of Henry James, residing in 
the original Hot Springs Reservation, in the State of Arkansas; 

A bill (H. R. 6518) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6937) making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895; 

A bill (H. R. 522) for the relief of Benjamin Alford; 

A bill (H. R. 855) to amend an act granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Voss; 

A bill (H. R. 856) granting an increase of pension to John 
Stockwell; 

A bill (H. R. 953) to increase the pension of Mary P. Brough- 
ton; 

A bill (H. R. 1313) to increase the pension of John Scott; 

A bill (H. R. 1463) granting a pension to Mrs. Lucinda C. 
Wheeler, widow of John H. Wheeler; 

A bill H. R. 1717) granting a pension to Eliza Holmes; 


A bill (H. H. 2108) to perfect the military record of Warren | 


Alonzo Alden; 


“ae (H. R. 2133) to correct the military record of Capt. E. 
. Ives; 

A bill (H. R. 3076) granting a pension to George L. Frymire; 

A bill (H. R. 3032) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of John A. Jack; 

A bill (H. R. 3065) to increase the pension of James Lane; 

A bill (H. R. 3309) to pension Ambrose Giseburt; 

A bill (H. R. 3840) to pension Joel A. Walters; 

A bill (H. R. 3992) to increase the pension of Julia Bews; 

A bill (H. R. 4780) to pension Thankful Robbins; 


A bill (H. R. 4811) to pension Mary Trimble; 

A bill (H. R. 5374) granting a pension to Sarah Oddy; 

A bill (H. R. 5816) granting a pension to Mary Ann Donoghue: 
A bill (H. R. 6206) granting a pension to A. I’. Neely; 

A bill (H. R. 6213) to pension Harriet R. Tate; 


A bill (H. R. 6384) for the relief of Walter S. McLeod; 
A bill (H. R. 6405) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
fy tet Patrick Kelleher, late private Company C, Thirty-eighth 
ois Volunteers; 
A bill (H. R. 6542) to change the lines between the eastern and 
Western judicial districts of North Carolina, and fixing time for 
ing courts in said eastern district; and 
A bill (H. R. 7187) to make the city of Oakland, county of Al- 
imeda, State of California, a subport of entry. 
A bill (S. 876) granting a pension to Rebecca H. Chambers; 
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A bill (S. 470) for the relief of George H. Jewett, of Arling- 
ton, Washington County, Nebr.; 

A bill (S. 1640) granting a pension to Otis Smith; 

A bill (S. 2217) to provide for the closing of a part of an alley 
in square 185, in the city of Washington, District of Columbia; 
and 

A bill (S. 16) granting a pension to Nettie N. Seaver. 

JAMES E. NORTH. 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 


lL ask unanimous consent for the 
— consideration of the bill (S. 1949) for the relief of James 
| E. North. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and directed to pay to James E. North, of the State of Nebraska, out of any 
} money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $489.11, due 
; him from the United States for services as collector of internal revenne for 
the district of Nebraska, from the 4th day of November to the 13th day of 
December, 1893, inclusive. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let us hear some explanation of this. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. In the report there is a letter 
from Hon. Jos*phS. Miller, Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 
Iask that the letter be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., April to, 1894 

Sir: In reply to your letter of the 6th instant asking information in regard 

| to the course of procedure necessary to be taken inthe matter of recovering 
the ¢489.11, personal salary, disallowed for the period from November 4 to 

December 13, 1893, you are advised that as you failed to renew the oath of 

office November 4 (the day after the adjournment of the extra session of 

Congress), as directed in the telegram from this office of thatdate, until De 

cember 13, the only course that now appears to be left is for you to apply to 

Congress for relief, as is the practice in similar cases. 

Your accounts for the period from October 1 to November 3 and from No 
vember 4 to December 31, 1893, were rendered strictly in accordance with the 
instructions in the letter from this office of December 6, 1893, and had the 
oath been taken (see section 1769, Revised Statutes, as to the termination of 
temporary appointments) the difference would have been obviated, but it ts 
thought that no difficulty Is in the way of getting the required relief: ay 
plication for which should be made without unneceszary delay. 

Respectfully, 
JOS. S. MILLER, Commision: 

J. E. Norra, Esq., 

Collector Internal Revenue,Omaha, Nebr. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. This bill has been considered by 
the Committee on Claims of this House, and a unanimous re- 
port in favor of its passage has been made by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Cox], to whom I will gladly yield for fur- 
ther explanation if any be needed. 

Mr. COX. As the gentleman asks me to make a statement in 
regard to this matter, [ will say that this bill has been favorably 
considered by the Committee on Claims, The circumstances 
are these: The claimant was appointed a revenue collector 
under the law, but before he was confirmed the extra session of 
the Senate adjourned. He was notified to take an additional 
oath, but he failed to do this in pursuance of the telegrain sent 
tohim. He, however, entered upon tiie duties of the office and 

discharged them continuously. 

| Afterward he was dulyconfirmed. This bill proposes to pay 
him compensation for services actually performed by him before 
confirmation, and when he had not taken the oath required. He 
had already taken one oath; and he thought that obviated the ne- 
cessity for taking an additional oath. The amount is $18), and 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue reeognizes the claim as 

| absolutely just. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 

| eration of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, a motion to recon 


| sider the last vote was laid on the table. 
OWNELS OF SCHOONER HENRY R. TILTON, ETC. 


Mr. FIELDER. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 3275) for the relief of the owners of the 
schooner Henry R. Tilton and of personal effects thereon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, autho 
ized and directed to ascertain, as soon as practicable, what was the reasor 
able value of the schooner Henry R. Tilton and the proportion thereof bh 
longing to each of her several owners at the time she was sunk by a deflected 
projectile from a gun on the United States proving grounds at Sandy Hook 
on or about the 9th day of July, 1892; and he shall, in like manner, ascertain 
| what was the reasonable value of the persona! effects of each of the several of 
ficers and sailors on the said schooner at the time of her sinking as aforesaid 
and he shall report to the Secretary of the Treasury the several amounts so 
ascertained; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and di 
rected to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropr! 
ated, to the owners of the said schooner the value thereof so ascertained 
and reported as herein prescribed: Provided, That the aggregate amount so 
reported as the value of said schooner does not exceed $10,000, Ie the 
amount of the net proceeds of the sale of the schooner; and he siia!l! pay to 
the officers and crew of said schooner the several sums so ascertained to 
have been the value of their personal effects lost: Provided, That uggre 
gate of said several sums shall not exceed $1,000: Provided furt/ That all 
and each of said several amounts shai! be received by the person e.n de 
scribed in full satisfaction of all their claims against the United Statet og 
account of the loss of the said schooner Henry It. Tilton. 


——— 
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The SPEAKER. 
ation of this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. It seems to me this is a bill of too much im- 
20rtance to be called up for consideration by unanimous consent. 

demand the regular order. 

Mr. LOUD. LI hope the gentleman will withdraw that demand 
foramoment. This is one of the clearest and plainest. cases 
that ever came before Congress. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think there is merit in this claim, but it 
seems to me the bill ought to be amended. As now drawn, it 
gives the Secretary of the Treasury authority to pay theseclaims 
without further action of Congress. It seems to me he should 
simply be authorized to ascertain the amounts which appear to 
be due and report the matter to Congress for its action. 

Mr. LOUD. It seems to me we can trust the Secretary of the 
Treasury to ascertain what ought to be paid these parties, and 
to settle with them. 

Mr. KILGORE. ‘That is not, however, the common practice. 
It is usually left to Congress to take final action with regard to 
payments. 


Mr. LOUD. [I hope the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGoRs] 
will allow me two or three moments to explain thisecase. I have 
some interest in it because I objected to it when an effort was 
made heretofore'to call it up. 1 objected then on the ground 
that the bill had net come from the Committee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman from 
California {[Mr. Loup] will be permitted to make a brief explan- 
ation. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LOUD. This schooner was sunk about two years ago by 
a shell from the proving grounds at Sandy Hook. Probably 
most of the members of the House recollect the circumstance. 
The officer who was in charge of the practice going on at the 
time stated in his evidence that before firing he scanned the 
horizon and that there was not a vessel within a mile. They 
were then firing into the sand on the beach. This shell, in its 
course of 5 miles, deflected a mile out of the direct line, struck 
this schooner on the side next the port about six or eight feet 
above the water line, and went through the vessel, coming out 
on the other side below the water line, thus sinking her. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, I understand that the court reported 
that this shell, in order to have struck the vessel, must have 
deviated from any ordinary line known to physics or philosophy 
in order to get there. 

Mr. LOUD. The report of the officer shows that this vessel 
was suuk by a shot fired from a Government gun during target 
practice. 

Mr. COOMBS. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. LOUD. Itis afact that this man was sailing his vessel 
in the harbor of New York attending to his own business, and a 
shell from the United States gun sunk his ship. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is it conclusive that the vessel was sunk by 
a shot fired under such circumstances? 

Mr. LOUD. There is no question about it. 

Mr. GORMAN. No doubt whatever. 

Mr. LOUD. And a letter from the engineer officer is on file 
which substantiates all the facts. 


Is there objection to the present. consider- 


Mr. GQUTHWAITE. In addition to that, let me suggest that | 
the value of this vessel has been investigated in the United | 


States court on the question of salvage. 

Mr. GORMAN. By four suits [ think. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And it has been already determined as 
accurately as anything can possibly be determined, or as this 
could be by any further investigation, as to what the value of 
the vesselis. The discretion lodged in the Secretary of War is 
that he shail investigate as to the rights, and determine the 

uestion of ownershipof the vessel, so that nothing more is paid 
than the party is entitled to receive. It is as just a bill as was 
ever before this or any other Congress. 


Mr. BUNN. And the amount is not toexceed that mentioned | 


in the bill. 
Mr. KILGORE. Isitarulethat the Government shall be held 


responsible for the negligence of Government officials, or the | 


agents of the Government? 

Mr. LOUD. I think it should be held liable in a case of this 
character. 

Mr. FIELDER. Undoubtedly it. ought to be. 

Mr. KILGORE. The rule isthe other way. If you establish 


that rule here, by such action as this bill proposes, there is no | 


mg it is going to end. 
Mr. B - This officer was in the line of duty, and follow- 
ing the direction given him by his superior rs to pursue a 
system of t practice, when this vessel was sunk. 

Mr. KI Then it was an accident? 

Mr. BUNN. Certainly. 
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Mr. KILGORE. TheGovernment ought not-to be held ia) 
for an accident merely. 7 

Mr. COOMBS... It certainly should be in such a ease ag +));. 

Mr. KILGORE. Very well, I will not insist upon the dema,, 
for the regular order if gentlemen want to consider the aay 

Mr. FIELDER. The Senate committee have reported 
ably, and the bill passed the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con- 
tionof the bill? Doesthe Chair understand the gentlemyn | 
Toxas to withdraw the demand for the regular order? 

Mr. KILGORE. I withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. Is thereobjection to the present 
tion of the bill? 

There being noobjection, the bill was considered, . 
be engrossed, and read a third time; and being engros 
accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. LOUD. There is a Senate bill, Mr. Speaker, 
been reported from the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jerse 
send up the Senate bill 

Mr. LOUD. Itis on the Calendar. 

Mr. FIELDER. I move to substitute the Senate bi 
House: bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is it identical with the House bil! 

Mr. PIELDER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. Identical in all respects. 

The SPEAKER. Then the action of tho House w 
coasidered, if there be no objection, on this bill, and 
tion will be on the third reading of the Senate bill. the : 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 901) for the relief of the owners of the schooner Henry 
and of personal effects thereon. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and being v 
third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. FIELDER, a motion to reconsider t 
vote was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Tho House bill will be laid on the t 

MACK SACKRIDER. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask consen' 
the present consideration of the resolution I send to the d: 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be di 
pay ont of the contingent fund of the House to the mother of Mack Saeii 
der, deceased, late apage in the House of Representatives, a sum equal | 
his. salary fersix months; and that the Clerk be directed to pay out of the 
contingent fund of the House the expenses of the late illness and ¢ 
of the said Mack Sackrider; said expenses not to exceed 250 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe present cons 
tion of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolution was consider 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. WEADOCK, a motion to reconsider ' 
vote was laid on the table. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The previousquestion wasordered on 
ference report which comes over, end is the regular order. 

The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (4. R. 6913) making appropriations for current and contingent ** 
| 


1@ 


penses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for othe! 
purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The yeasand nays were ordered upon mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] to concur 
in the Senate amendments. The gentleman from South Daxot 
{[Mr. PICKLER] entered a motion this morning to reconsider ‘ 
vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered. 
| Mr, PICKLER. I ask consent to withdraw that motion. — 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws that motion 

The gentleman also entered a motion to reconsider the vote °Y 
which the partial report of the committee of conference ¥S 
| agreed to. 
| Mr. PICKLER. Would not that come up after the other mo- 
| tion was dis d of? 

The SPEAKER. No; the House can not pass upon the ques 
tion of concurrence or otherwise until that matter has been dis 
posed of. 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw that. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws that. So that 
the question, then, would recur upon the motion of the gemtic 
man from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] that the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate and agree ” 
the same, 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make the privileged 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the report of the com- 
mittee of conference was agreed to, and also to move that that 
motion lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that order willbe made, 

Mr. PICKLER. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. Then the question will be on the motion to 
ay on the table. 

Mr. PICKLER. I will withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is, then, on the motion 
of the gentleman from Mississippi that the House recede from 
its disagreement to the Senate amendments and agree to the 
same. Perhaps the Clerk had better report the amendments. 
{After a pause.|] If gentlemen do not desire it the amend- 
ments will not be reported. 

Mr. TRACEY. Let them be reported. 

Mr. PICKLER. They are lengthy treaties. 

The SPEAKER. Unless demanded the amendments will not 
be reported. 

There was no further demand. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia, Mr. MAD- 
DOX, and the gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. ALLEN, will please 
act as tellers, and on this question the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

Mr. MADDOX. I ask that the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
Mr. LYNCH, actas teller in my place, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PICKLER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PICKLER. To vote ‘‘ yea” recedes from the disagree- 
ment and agrees to the Senate amendments, as I understand it. 

The SPEAKER. That is right. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the motions will be again stated. 
One is that the House insist on, and the other is that the House 
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Lynch, Moora, Richardson, Tenn. Terry, 
Maddox, Morgan. Robbins, Tracey. 
Maguire, Neill, Robertson, La. ‘Tucker, 
Martin, Ind. O'Neil, Mass. Sayers, Turner, Va. 
McCreary, Ky. Outhwaite, Shell, Tyler. 
McCulloch, Page, Snodgrass, Washington, 
McDannold, Paschal, Sperry, Weadock 
McDearmon, Patterson, Strait, Wells, 
McEttrick, Paynter, Swanson, Williams, IL 
McKaig,. Pearson, Talbert, S. C, Wise, 
McLaurin, Pendleton, Tex. Talbott, Md. Wolverton, 
McNagny, Pigott, Tarsney Woodard. 
McRae, Richards, Ohio Teat 

NOT VOTING—115 
Abbott, Curtis, N. Y. Linton, Sibley 
Adams, Ky. Denson, Lockwood, Sickle 
Bailey, Dingley, Magner, Simpson, 
Bankhead, Dinsmore, Mahon, Sipe, 
Belden, Dunphy, Marshall, Somers 
Bell, Colo. Edmunds, McAleer, Sorg 
Biack, Il. English, N J. McDowell, Stallings, 
Bland, Erdman, MeGann, Stevens, 
Boatner, Gardner, MeMillin Stockdale, 
Bower, N. C. Gear, Meiklejohn, Stone, W. A. 
Breckinridge, Ari.Gillett, Mass. Mereditn, Stone, Ky 
Breckinridge, Ky. Goodnight, Milliken, Storer 
Bunn, Graham, Montgomery, Swe 
Burnes, Gresham, Moon, Taylor, Ind 
Campbell, Grosvenor, Morse Taylor, Tenn 
Causey. Harter, Moses, Thomas 
Chickering, Hayes, Newlands, Turner, Ga 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, [ll Oates, Turpin. 
Cobb Ala. Hendrix, Ogden, Updegraf 
Cobb, Mo. Hicks, O'Neill, Mo. Van Voorhis, Oh 
Cockran, Hines, Pendleton, W. Va. Wadsworth 
Coffeen, Hooker, Miss. Rayner, Walker 
Conn, hooker, N. Y. Reilly, Wever, 
Cooper, Fla. Hopkins, Tl. Richardson, Mich. Wheeler Ala 
Cooper, Tex. Ikirt Rusk, White 
Cornish, Kribbs, Russell, Ga. Whiting 
Cousins, Lacey, Schermerhorn, Wilson, Ohio 
Covert, Lapham Shaw, Wilson, W. Ya. 
Crain, Latimer, Sherman, 


The following pairs were announced: 


recede from, its disagreement on the Senate amendments. 


The SPEAKER. 


‘There is but one motion. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Well, practically there are really two. 
The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Missis- 


sippi is that the House recede from its disagreement. 
can only be taken on one motion. 


motion of the gentleman from Mississippi, that passes the bill. 


If the House disagrees to it, then that 
the part of the House. 


not voting 115; as follows: 


Regular order. 


a further insistence on 
A negative vote on the motion to re- 
cede amounts to an affirmative vote on the motion to nonconcur. 
Mr. PICKLER. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 133, nays 103; 


YEAS—133 
Adams, Pa. Dalzell, Hermang, Post, 
Aitken, Daniels, Hitt. Powers, 
Alderson, Davey, Hopkins, Pa. Price, 
Aldrich, Davis, Houk. Quigg, 
Allen, Dolliver, Hulick, Randall, 
Apsley, Doolittle, Hull, Ray, 
Avery, Draper, Izlar, Reed, 
Babcock, Dunn, Johnson, Ind. Reyburn, 
Baker, Kans. Durborow, Johnson, N. Dak. Ritchie, 
Baker, N. H. Ellis, Oregon Kem, Robinson, Pa. 
Bartholdt, English, Cal. Kiefer, Russell, Conn. 
Bartlett, Everett, Kyle, Ryan, 
Beltzhoover, Fielder, Layton, Scranton, 
Bingham, Fletcher, Lefever, Settle, 
Blair, Funk, Loud, Smith. 
Boen, Fyan, Loudenslager, Springer, 
Boutelle, Geary, Lucas, Stephenson, 
Bowers, Cal. Geissenhainer, Mallory, Stone, C. W. 
Broderick, Gillet, N. Y. Marsh, Straus, 
Brosius, Griffin, Marvin, N. Y. Strong, 
Bryan, Grout, McCall, Tawney, 
Bundy, Grow, McCleary, Minn. Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Burrows, Hager, MeKeighan, Wanger, 
Cannon, Cal. Hainer, Mercer, Warner, 
Cannon, Ill. Hall, Minn. Meyer, Waugh, 
Caruth Hall, Mo. Money, Wheeler, Ill. 
Catchings, Harmer, ee Williams, Miss, 
Childs, Harris, Mutchler, Wilson, Wash. 
Clancy, Hartman, Northway, Woomer, 
Cockrell, Haugen, Payne, Wright, Mass. 
Cogswell, Heard, Pence, Wright, Pa. 
ooper, Wis. Heiner, Perkins, 
ulberson, Henderson, lowa Phillips, 
Curtis, Kans. Hepburn, Pickler, 
NAYS—103, 
Alexander, Bynum, Dockery, Hatch, 
old, Cabaniss, Donovan, Henderson, N. C. 
Baldwin, Cadmus, Bilis. Ky. Holman, 
Barnes, Caminetti, Enloe, Hudson, 
wig, Capehart, Epes. Hunter, 
Bell, Tex. Clark, Mo. thian, Hutcheson, 
Berry, Coombs, Forman, Johnson, Ohio 
Black, Ga, Cooper, Ind Goldzier, Jones, 
neh, x, Gorman, Kilgore, 
i an in 
er. ‘ es, wson, 
y De Armond, Hammend, Lester, 
Brown, De Forest, Hare, Livingston, 


The vote 
If the House agrees to the 


Until further notice: 

Mr. OATES with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DINGLEy. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. MCALEER with Mr. WANGER. 

Mr. SorG with Mr. HICKS. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. BLACK of Lllinois with Mr. CURTIS of New York 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia with Mr. HOOKER of New York 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. Coss of Alabama with Mr. SHaw. 

Mr. DENSON with Mr. THOMAS. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. Houx. 

Mr. GRESHAM with Mr. MAHON. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama with Mr. WRiGH’Y of Penns: 
vania. 

Mr. MOSES with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of [llinois 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. BRODERICK. 

Mr. STALLINGS with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HopKins of Illi 
nois. 

Mr. Lockwoop with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. COFFIN with Mr. LACEY. 

For this day: 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. 

Mr. CONN with Mr. MCDOWELL. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. APSLEY. 

Mr. COVERT with Mr. Smita of Illinois. 

Mr. CORNISH with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. ALLEN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the House receded from the disagreement to the Senate 
amendments and agreed to the same was laid onthe table. [Ap- 

lause. } 
. LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows 

To Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia, indefinitely. 

To Mr. STEVENS, indefinitely. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 

ports. 
INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 
Mr. TERRY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
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back with a favorable recommendation a bill (H. R. 7690) toamend 
sections 4 and 5 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the ad- 
judication and payment of claims arising from Indian depreda- 
tions, approved March 3, 1891; which was referred to the House 
( —a and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


NATURALIZATION OF JAPANESE. 


Mr. LANE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back adversely a bill (H. R. 7630) to enable persons of Japanese 
descent to become citizens of the United States; which was laid 
on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

SETTLERS IN SEQUOIA AND YOSEMITE PARKS. 

On motionof Mr. MCRAE, the Committee on the Public Lands 
was discharged from further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
5747) autheriniag the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain 
damages resulting to any person who made 7 upon lands 
within the present limits of the Sequoia and Yosemite Na- 
tional Parks, in the State of California, prior to October 1, 
1890, and the bill was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. MCRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported back adversely bills of the following titles; which were 
severally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports or- 
dered to be printed: 

A bill (H.R. 5187) granting to the Fort Jesup Masonic Col- 
lege, Louisiana, for school purposes, the lands remaining unsold 
in the abandoned military reservation at Fort Jesup, Sabine 
Parish, La. 

A bill (H. R. 6414) to amend section 1 of the actof May 14, 1890, 
so as to harmonize the town-site acts and settle the question of 
jurisdiction. 

A bill (H. R, 5652) setting aside section 13, township 27 north, 
range 2 east, of Indian meridian, for university purposes. 

A bill( A. R. 6106) toextend the mineral-land laws of the United 
States to lands embraced within reservations created by Presi- 
dential proclamations, and for other purposes. 

A bill (H. R. 6379) authorizing settlers on the Cherokee Outlet 
to commute their homestead entries, and for other purposes. 


WILLAMETTE VALLEY AND CASCADE MOUNTAIN W. R. COM- 
PANY. 

Mr. MCRAE, also from the same committee, reported back 

adversely an act S. 1649; which was indefinitely postponed. 
FORT LYON MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. HARE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back with amendments a bill (H. R. 6168) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to grant a part of the Fort Lyon military 
reservation to the State of Colorado for a soldiers’ home and 
other purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. HARE, also from the same committee, pomeries back ad- 
versely a bill (H. R. 5066) to encourage and establish better facil- 
ities for travel to, from, into, and through, the Yellowstone 
National Park, and for other purposes; which was laid on the 
table, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported back adversely a bill (H. R. 59) to authorize the construc- 
tion and operation of an electric railroad in the Yellowstone 
National Park; which was laid 6n the table, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

PREEMPTION OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. NEILL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back adversely a bill (H. R. 1964) to restore the right of pre- 
emption of public lands; which was laid on the table, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, STOCKTON, CAL. 


Mr. ABBOTT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with a favorable recommendation a bill 
(H. R. 6989) to increase the Oe omnes for the erection of a 
public building atStockton, Cal.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, ST. PAUL, MINN. 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with a favorable recommendation a bill 
(H. R. 220) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a 
public building at St. Paul, Minn. 

Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Speaker, | desire toobject to that report, and, 
in doing so, I wish tomake a parliamentary inquiry. at bill is 
pending now before the Committee on Public Buildings and 
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Grounds on amotion to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was ordered, and my inquiry is whether the bill can be reported 
under such circumstances? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BERRY] 
will please give his attention. The gentleman from Indiana 
states that this report is not authorized, because there is pend- 
ing in the committee a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the report was ordered. 

Mr. BERRY. I understand that the gentleman from Indiana 
so claims, but there was action of the committee in his absence 
directing me to report the bill. 

Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Speaker, at the meeting of the commitice 
this morning I entered a motion to reconsider, and that motion 
was in time under the rules, and it is now pending. 

Mr. BERRY. But the committee had directed the other day 
that the bill be reported. ; 

Mr. BRETZ. Yes, sir; that is true, but the minutes of th 
committee meeting this morning show that the motion to 1 
consider is pending. 

Mr. KIEFER. ‘here was no quorum there. 

Mr. BRETZ. How do you know? 

Mr. KIEFER. Iam so informed. 

Mr. BRETZ. Mr.Speaker,I object to this report being made 
under the circumstances. 


The SPEAKER. If the point is good at all it can go aloug 
with the bill. The Chair will not interrupt the call. 
Mr. BRETZ. In order to save all necessary: points, I desire 


also to state that, if the Chair holds that it is proper to repor 
this bill under the existing circumstances I desire to file a mi- 
nority report, to accompany the report of the committee. 

Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman have the privilege of filing « 
minority report. 

Mr. BRETZ. Unanimous consent is not necessary. | 
take my right as a member of the House. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman having made his objection, 
be waives nothing. The Clerk will proceed with the call. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the call of committees for 
reports. 


will 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The second morning hour begins at five 
minutes of 2 o’clock. The Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads has a measure pending. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker. | ask 
unanimous consent that that matter be passed over withou 
prejudice, retaining its existing status. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


PORT ANGELES, WASH. 


Mr. MCRAE (when the Committee on Public Lands was called). 
Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 7499) to grant to the city 
of Port Angeles, State of Washington,certain lands within the 
town site of Port Angeles, Wash., for cemetery purposes. 

The SPEAKER. That bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. MCRAE, Iask unanimous consent that it be considered 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. MCRAE. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose 0! von- 
sidering this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

. The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee o! tl 
Whole, Mr. BRevTz in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Who 
for the consideration of a bill which the Clerk will read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That suburban blocks numbered 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92. 95 
$4, within the limits of the Government town-site reserve of Port Anz 
in the State of Washington, shall be, and are each hereby, granted and 
firmed to the town or city of Port Angeles, Wash., for use as @ burs 
ground or cemetery; and upon application therefor by the proper muni:!)4: 
authorities of said town or city to the Secretary of the Interior, paten' ='\4 
be issued for said blocks, respectively, to said authorities and for ti: 
pose herein expressed, 

Mr. MCRAE. Iask that the report be read. I think tha 
will give the committee all the information required with re'e™ 
ence to this bill. 

The report (by Mr. MCRAE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (HK 
7499) tograntto the city of Port Angeles, State of Washington, certain lands 
within the town site of Port Angeles, Wash., for cemetery purposes, have 


had the same under consideration, and report the same back with the 
recommendation that it pass. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, July 24, 1894. : 

Sir: I transmit herewith a report from the Commissioner of the Geners 
Land Office on House bill No. 7499, ‘To grant to the city of Port Angees, 
State of Washington, certain lands within the town site of Port Ange’es 


Wash., for cemetery purposes."' 











1894. 





I concur in the recommendation of the Commissioner that the bill should 


become a law. 
Very respectfully, 
HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 
flon. THOMAS C. MCRAE, 


Chairman Committee on the Public Lands, House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., July 16, 1894. 


Sir: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by reference of the 
honorable Assistant Secretary of the Interior for report thereon in dupli- 
cate, of House bill No. 7499, present session, entitled ‘‘ A bill to grant tothe 
city of Port Angeles, State of Washington, certain lands within the town 
site of Port Angeles, Wash., for cemetery purposes,’’ which bill was trans- 
mitted to you by the honorable the chairman of the Committee on the 
Public Lands, House of Representatives, with a request for areport thereon 


by you. 
the legislation [— by the said bill (H. R. 7499) is approved of by me. 

By the general deficiency act of March 3, 1891 (26 Stat., 879), authority was 
given the tment for a public sale of lots in the Port Angeles town:site 
reserve, and by act of Congress, August 5, 1892 (27 Stat., 369), certain privi- 
leges were granted those who had established residence upon and improved 
lots in said town site, etc. 

Under date of July 17, 1893, by letter G of this office, instructions and orders 
were given the register and receiver at Seattle, Wash., for the sale of lots in 
Port Angeles under the acts aforesaid. It being properly represented to 
this office that as to certain described lots in said town site, those named in 
the bill before me, it was desired by the inhabitants that the said land might 
be secured to them as a buriai ground, and on which many of their dead are 
now buriei, the sale of said squares was suspended temporarily pending 
any application to Congress for relief in the premises by the people of Port 
Angeles. 

In the case of the city of Kingfisher, Okla., Congress, by special act (27 
Stat., 612-631), permitted said city to purchase sufficient land in section 16, 
reserved for school purposes, for a cemetery, and on which section the peo- 
ple of the city, by necessity, had already buried their dead. 

The bill should, in my opinion, become law, and the papers transmitted 
are herewith returned. 

Very respectfully, 
S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. MCRAE. I move that the committee rise and report the 
bill to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BRETZ reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 7499) to grant to the city of Port Angeles, State 
of Washington, certain lands within the town site of Port An- 
geles, Wash., for cemetery purposes, and had directed him to 
report the same back with a recommendation that it pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the last 


vote was laid on the table. 
RIGHT OF WAY FOR TRAMROADS, CANALS, ETC. # 


Mr. MCRAE. I now call up the bill(H. R. 7828) to permit the 
use of the right of way through the public lands for tramroads, 
canals, and reservoirs, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. MCRAE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be con- 
sidered in the House. 

Mr. REED. I object. 

Mr. MCRAE. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. CoomBs in the chair) and 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7828) to permit 
the use of the right of way through the public lands for tram- 
roads, canals, reservoirs, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and rece under general regulations to be fixed by him, to 
ae use of the right of way through the public lands of the United 

tates, not within the limits of any park, forest, military, or Indian reserva- 
tion, for tramroads, canals or reservoirs to the extent of the ground occupied 
by the water of the canals and reservoirs and 50 feet on each side of the mar- 

al limits therof; or 50 feet on each side of the center line of the tram- 
cena citizen or any association of citizens of the United States en- 
gaged in the business of cutting timber and manufacturing lumber. 

Mr. HERMANN. I wish toask the gentleman from Arkansas 
Sows MCRAE] in what respect this bill differs from the existing 

aw? AsI understand, there is now a law providing for right 
of way for just such purposes as this bill contemplates. 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman is mistaken in assuming that 
there is existing law on this subject. There is a law granting 
the right of way to railroads; and there is also another statute 
authorizing the granting of right of way for canals for irriga- 
tion purposes. But there is no law permitting the right of way 
over the public lands for the purposes named in this bill. In- 
stead of making the railroad right of way act applicable to this 
class of cases and allowing the use of timber, this bill simply 
permits the Secretary of the Interior to issue permits, with 
no privileges in respect to timber or stone; and it vests no 
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rights that can not be revoked by the Department. It simply 
permits the use of the right of way through the public lands for 
these temporary purposes. There fs quite a demand for,some 
such a measure in certain sections of the country, and we have 
a number of petitions asking for it. 

Mr.PICKLER. Towhat companies or organizations will this 
privilege be granted, and for what purposes? 

Mr. MCRAE. For tramroads, canals, and reservoirs connected 
with the manufactureof lumber. The object is to allow the con- 
struction of tramroads and canals over the public lands when 
necessary. 

Mr. PICKLER. How wide is this right of way to be? 

Mr. MCRAE. It is 50 feet on eich side of the marginal limits 
of canals or reservoirs, and 50 feet on each side of the center line 
of any tramroad. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is there any specification as to how much 
lumber parties must manufacture before they can be entitled to 
this grant of right of way? 

Mr. MCRAE. Oh, no. 

Mr. HERMANN. Does this provision apply to the trans- 
portation of lumberalone? 

Mr. MCRAE. Of course, onthesetramroads the owners could 
transport anything they wanted. 

Mr. HERMANN. How as to the canal right? 
general purposes of traffic and transportation? 

Mr. MCRAE. For the purpose of logging and in the trans- 
portation of lumber by those engaged in the business of cutting 
timber and manufacturing lumber. 

Mr. HERMANN. Entirely for that purpose? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HERMANN. The purposeof the bill, asI understand, is 
to authorize these tramways and canals, not for general trans- 
portation purposes, but in the interest of lumbering? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes,sir. The granting of right of way for 
other purposes is, as I understand, already provided for. The 
law already allows right of way to railroads and for irrigation 
purposes. 

Mr.HERMANN. Itwas for that reason that I asked the gen- 
tleman in what respect this bill differs from the general law 
now existing. ; 

Mr. LOUD. These tramways when constructed can be used 
for any purpose. 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. LOUD. Under this bill the right of way can be granted 
for any purpose whatever. 

Mr. MCRAE. Oh, no; it is to be granted only to people en- 
gaged in cutting timber and manufacturing lumber. 

Mr. LOUD. I think the bill is not strictly enough drawn to 
confine it to that purpose. Under this bill, it seems to me, a 
company might obtain authority to extend a street railroad over 
Government land. : 

Mr. HERMANN. The language seems to be rather general 
than specific. 

Mr. MCRAE. Why, I do not see how the gentleman can say 
that. It says explicitly: 

And 59 feet on each sideof the marginal limits thereof; or 50 feet on 
each side of the center line of the tramroad, by any citizen or any associa- 
tion of citizens of the United States engaged in the business of cutting and 
manufacturing lumber. 

Mr. LOUD. But what is the effect of the other portions of 
the bill? 

Mr. MCRAE. Nothing to alter that. There is but one sec- 
tion of che bill. Itis all to be done under the regulations of the 
Departinent. It simply empowers the Secretary of the Interior, 
under general regulations to be fixed by him, to permit the use 
of the right of way through public lands for such purposes. At 
present, parties engaged in such business are unable to secure 
the right of way across the public lands to get logs to and lum- 
ber from their mills. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. The grant, when made by the 
Secretary of the Interior under the regulations the bill author- 
izes, can be used only for the purposes indicated by the bill? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly; that is all. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Willit empower the Secretary to grant 
ig hts of way across national parks? 

Mr. MCRAE. No; that is expressly prohibited in the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. As I understand it, it would permit a man 
owning a small sawmill and manufacturing only a few thousand 
feet of lumber each year to have a right of way 50 feet wide on 
each side of his tramway for any distance through the public 
lands, even 10 miles or more. 

Mr. MCRAE. A concern carrying on a business of manu- 
facturing only a few thousand feet would hardly go to the ex- 
pense of building a tramway for 10 miles. It would hardly pay 
to do that. ‘ 
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Mr, PICKLER. But he might want it for the very purpose 
of cutting out the lumber of some other man who was engaged 
in the same business. 

Mr. MCRAE. Well, Mr. Chairman, I do not care to discuss 
a supposition of that kind. If a lumber manufacturer has a 
tramway 10 miles long it is a pretty good evidence of the fact 
that he is carrying on a very considerable business and ought 
not to be hindered in these efforts to extend. 

Mr. PICKLER,. But suppose he can get somebody else out of 
the way and thereby reach valuable timber? 

Mr. MCRAE. But there is no timber granted by this bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. How is he to manufacture lumber without 
timber? 

Mr. MCRAE. If he owns the land on which the timber is sit- 
uated, or the timber, and it is necessary for him to go through 
the public lands in order to get at his timber, then he can get 
the right under the operation of this bill, and build his tram- 
way across the public lands. 

Mr. PICKLER. But does not he get the timber on the 50 
feet on each side of the tramway? 

Mr. MCRAE. Well, he woul probably have to cut some of 
the timber on the right of way for his tramroad. But the De- 

artment can regulate how much, and what shall be done with 
t. This bill grants no timber whatever. 

Mr. PICKLER. He will demand the timber on the line, of 
course. Now, it seems to me, these manufacturers who claim 
such a right of way ought to manufacture a reasonable amount 
of lumber before this privilege should be extended. It might 
be a very serious injustice to a great many who are engaged in 
this business. 

Mr. MCRAE. Why, any man who wants it, and can show that 
fact to the Department, could get the permit under the opera- 
tion of this bill, and I think should have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. But the right of way across the public land 
may involve in many cases a great deal of very valuable timber, 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, people do not build tramways 
through the country for the mere pur of getting the priv- 
ilege of cutting off the right of =e hey do not build them 
unless they have something to haul over them. Congress has 
granted to the railroads a hundred feet on each side of the road, 
and has given them the right to take timber and stone from all 
the adjacent lands. Nosuch privilege is granted here. The 
railroad grants also give, every 10 aie 20 acres for stations; 
the most unreasonable grants have been made to them. But 
these manufacturing concerns, if they have to cross the public 
lands, are absolutely unable now toget the right of way by pur- 
chase or condemnation, This is unfair and unjust. They can 
not under the present law purchase the land for the right of 
way,for the Government does not want to sell it. Shall we 
— in the way of great enterprises by refusing so simple 3 

rivilege? 

. The objection seems to me to be drawing the line rather fine, 
in view of the fact that all through the section of country from 
which these gentlemen come they have legislative grants with 
all the protection of the law, and can goon and build their rail- 
roads and secure the rights of way for irrigation. Why, we do 
not seek to make a grant for a right of way a perpetual grant, 
but only a permit thatis temporary and can be rescinded at any 
time by the Department. 

Mr. HERMANN. As to that point, is there alimitation as to 
the time when this privilege shall be ended? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly, 

Mr. HERMANN. Then it is to be used only temporarily for 
the purpose indicated? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly; and the permission does not carry 
the title to the land. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. It can be reclaimed at any time. 

Mr. McRAE. Of course. If the necessity for a tramroad 














» across a piece of land has disappeared, then youdo not want the 


right of way any longer. It is only to be used so long as neces- 
sary to get the timber to the mill and from it, and for no other 


urpose. 
. Mr. HERMANN. I think it can serve a useful purpose. 
Mr. BLACK of Illinois. How many acres of land would this 
give in running a mile? 
Mr. MORAE. It gives only 100 feet; that is to say, 50 feet on 
each side, 
Mr. BLACK of Illinois. But how many acres would that be? 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. Oaly about 5 or 6 acres in a mile. 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois, Then whatis the grant? Does the 
Government reserve the timber? 


Mr. MCRAE. It only grants the right of a oa who 
are engaged in the milling business to build or canals, 
across the public land. 


if necessary 
Mr. BLACK of Illinois. And the Government retains the 
timber upon the lands? 
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Mr. MCRAE. This bill has nothing to do with the timbe, 
and does not grant it or authorize its use. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE, The effect of the bill would be that th, 
Government would retain the timber. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, of course [ suppose the 
tleman thinks the bill well guarded, and it may be; but supposo 
aman should have a mill and have his timber 5 miles from ; 
and Government land intervened, he will control this 10) 5, 
and the timber on it. 

Mr. MCRAE. He can not without the consent of the Dens 
ment. 

Mr. PICKLER. How will he put his tramway there’ 

Mr. MCRAE. The Department can stipulate how he sha)! 
build his tramway. If the Secretary of the Interior thinks th. 
timber is worth anything let him sell itor make the concern 
pay for it. There is nothing in the bill here to give the timpe, 
to the manufacturer who gets the right of way on it. 

Mr. PICKLER. If he should take a circuitous route 
might find a great deal of valuable timber on that route. 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman certainly does not think th 
any concern would build a tramway in a circle in order to get 
timber on the right of way? 

Mr. PICKLER. What will the tramway cost? 

Mr. MCRAE. Did you ever build one? 

Mr. PICKLER. No; butI could build one very cheaply if you 
gave me the opportunity. 

Mr. BARTLETT. DoT understand the gentleman that this 
is a proposition to grant this franchise and license without any 
compensation? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly: butit ishardlyafranchise. It sim- 
ply authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to permit the use of 
this right of way. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Is not a right of way a franchise? 

Mr. MCRAE. I will not discuss that question with the gen- 
tleman. Thisis a permit for a right of way to go over tho 
public land for certain purposes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Itis with the right of condemnation. 
Mr. MCRAE. It is an authority, a permit, the use of th 
right of way over the public lands, and you may call it what you 

please. 

Mr. BARTLETT. For a tramroad. 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. On the statement that you make, 
that the timber is not granted, and that the right of way is 
granted with this reservation to the Government, and with the 
Secretary of the Interior to control that matter, I shall favor 
the bill. 

Mr. MCRAE. There is no question but that we have under- 
taken to and intended to prevent the use of the timl 
upon that land or upon adjacent lands, All we want to do is to 
enable the Secretary of the Interior, upon a showing by any 
manufacturer, to allow tramroads and canals to go over the 

ubliclands. ‘There is no grantof the timber orstone, and asit 
is not granted it is reserved of course. I move that the com- 
mittee rise and report the bill favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. RICHARDSON o! 
Tennessee having assumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, \\r. 
Coomss, Chairman of Committee of the Whole, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill H. It. ‘s-> 
and had directed him to report the same to the House with tle 
recommendation that it do pass. - 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: an 

ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, an‘ 


On motion of Mr. MCRAE,a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


PURCHASERS AND OWNERS OF CERTAIN LAND IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill (H. B. 
7834) for the relief of the bona fide purchasers of land in section 
36, township 1 north, range 9 west (San Bernardino meridian’, 
in the State of California. 

The title of the bill was read. ed 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is on the Union ©*- 
endar. 

Mr. MCRAE. I yield to my colleague [Mr. NEILL], who re 
ported the bill. . 

Mr. NEILL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it 
+ cecmepaamaad the Whole for the purpose of considering 
th a 


The motion was to. 5 — 
The House acco ly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Mr. Coomss in the chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
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for the purpose of considering the bill which tie Clerk will re- 


port. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That all the right, title, and interest of the Government 
of the United States had, or may have had, in and to section 36, in townshi 
lJ north and range 9 west (San Bernardino meridian), in the State of Call- 
fornia, prior to or after the Ist day of March, A. D. 1877, be, and the same is 
hereby, released, relinquished, and forever Leos to the bona fide pur- 
chasers of the same holding under Richard Eads or John J. Bodkin, who 

urchased the same from the State of California as school lands, and to the 
Reirs and assigns of such purchasers, and that upon payment to the United 
States of the sum of $1.25 per acre by each of them for the lands so owned 
py them, respectively, such purchasers and holders shall be entitled to re- 
ceive patents therefor. 


Mr. NEILL. Mr. Chairman, there is a report accompanying 
this bill, and I ask that it be read. 
The report (by Mr. NEILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6198) for the relief of the bona fide purchasers and owners of the land in sec- 
tion 36, in T. 1 N., R.9 W., S. B. M., have had the same under consideration, 
and report the accompanying substitute therefor, and recommend its pas- 
sage. 6 facts are as follows: 

By act of Congress all sections numbered 16 and 36 of the public lands in 
California were granted to that State for school purposes. 

The act approved July 23, 1866, authorized the State to make selections of 
other public lands in iieu of such sections 16 and 36 (or portions thereof) as 
were found to be included in any private Mexican or Spanish grant, upon 
final survey of such grants. 

The plat of survey of the southern part of T.1N., R.9 W., S. B. M., was 
approved by the surveyor-general of California July 28, 1865, and section 36 
was shown to be public land in place. By the approval of that survey the 
tithe to said section vested in the State of California at that date, provided 
there had been nosettiement upon it prior to said survey. 

At that date the claimed limits of the Rancho San Jose addition under 
the survey made by Deputy Surveyor Hancock in 1858, and approved by the 
surveyor-general in January, 1860, did not Inchude said section. 

Application was made by the San Jose grant claimant for a resurvey of 
this claim, which was refused, and the surveyor-general, on May 6, 1868, 
Was directed to make publication of the Hancock survey, as required by the 
act of July 1, 1864. Instead of proceeding under the Hancock survey, a new 
survey was made by Deputy Surveyor Thompson, under orders of sur- 
veyor-general, in August, 1868, and forwarded to the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office for his action. On May 6, 1869, the Commissioner re- 

ted the Thompson survey. Finally a new survey of the grant was made 
order of the Secretary of the Interior by his decision of September 20, 

2, Under this decision the final survey of the grant was made and ap- 
proved by the surveyor-general May 22, 1874, which survey also excluded 
the thirty-sixth section in question, and under this survey patent issued to 
the San Jose grant claimant for its land. 

The disapproved surve¥ by Deputy Surveyor Thompson having included 
within its the aforesaid section 26, the State of California made in- 
demmity school selections of the E. } of sec. 21 and W. 4 of sec. 23, T. 2.N., R. 
4 W., S.B. ML, in lieu of the E. 2 the SW. 3, the S. 4of NW. }, and NE. } of 
NW. 3, see. 36, T. 1 N., R. 9 W., S. B. M. (the land in question), alleging that 
said section 86 was within the limits of a Mexican grant, and said selections 


vas by the Secretary July 1, 1870. 

By to the act of Congress approved July 23, 1866, entitled ‘‘An 
act to land titles in California,” it will be seen that the selection by 
the and thesubsequent approval by the Secretary were clearly unau- 


thorized by that portion of the act which authorized selections to be made 
in lieu of sections 16 and 36 covered by Mexican grants. Section 6 of saidact 

ves the State of California the right to select for school purposes other 

ands in Heu of such sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections as were covered by 

grants made under Spanish or Mexican authority, or where such sections 
would beso covered if the lines of the public surveys were extended over 
such lands, Which shall be determinedin case of Spanish or Mexican grants 
when the final survey of such grants shall have been made. 

It will be observed that at the time the State made the foregoing indem- 
nity selections the final survey had not been made; the selections were, 
therefore, clearly illegal in their inception, and the act of the secretary in 
approving them was also contrary to law, and his approval consequently 
void. The further fact that when the fina] survey of the San Jose grant was 
made said section 36 was not covered by it, made the selections fllegal be- 
yond controversy. 

After the final survey of the Rancho San Jose addition had been made, a 
= of survey of T. 1 N., R. 9 W., S. B. M., was filed in the United States 

d office at Angeles, Cal., viz, on September 23, 1875, and no claim hay- 
ing been presented by anyone claiming to be a settler before survey on said 
section 36, within three months after the filing of said township plat, the 
title to said section 36was shown to be vested in the State of California, and 
such fact was duly certified to the State surveyor-general by the register of 
the United States land office at Los Angeles, Cal. a Exhibits A and D.) 

This section, 36, was then sold by the State of California as school land. 

On 5, 1875, Richard Eads made application to the State of Cali- 
fornia to purchase the east half of said section 36. His application was ap- 
a by the surveyor-general on January 5, 1876, and rn uired 

y law having been made by him, certificate of purchase No. 6878 was issued 
to himon Mareh 20, 1876, and, upon final pee, patent was issued to him 
January 27, 1883. (See Exhibits A, B, and C.) 

On December 26, 1876, John J. Bodkin made application to purchase the 
west half of said section 36; his application was approved by the surveyor- 

March 10, 1877, certificate of purchase No. 7219 was issued to him 
— 16, 1877, arsi nt on July 25, (See Exhibits D, EB, and F.) 
ince the s2ie of said section 36 by the State, the section has been subdi- 
ed by variovs sales into small holdings of from 5 to 100 acres in extent to 
various owner, who have improved the land, established homes thereon, 
and ted groves, orchards, and vineyards, and no one suspected 
any flaw in the title until about four years ago when several parties made 
7 to enter said land as public lands of the United States. 
are at present a large number of owners and settlers upon this sec- 
tion who have ae title to the lands they occupy, in good faith, through 
these grantees of the State. The improvements made by them are very val- 
uable, and many of them have their all invested in their homes, and would 
be reduced to poverty if they lost them. 

The State ha made many similar il selections, the purchasers 
from the State of these illegal selections app! to Co for relief. 

On March 1, 1877, Congress passed an act to confirm the invalid and de- 
fective selections, made prior to the passage of said act. 

In 1889, Michael J. Nolan, and other speculators residing in the city of Los 
Angeles, through their attorney, J. H. Call, made application to enter this 
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section, 36, on the ground that by virtue of said act of March 1, 1877, the title 
to the indemnity selections, made in lieu of said section 36, had been con- 
firmed to the State, and that the title to the said section 36 had been rein 
vested in the United States, and consequently that it was public land ef the 
United States subject to entry under the homestead and other land laws. 

The controversy was carried up to the Secretary of the Interior, who, by 
his decision dated November 19, 1892, held that it was his duty to dispose of 
this section as public land of the United States. 

His decision can be found in the case of Nolan vs. State of California, vo! 
ume 16, page 477, decisions of the Department of the Interior, published by 
the Interior Department. 

The Secretary in his said decision November 19, 1892, says: 

‘The acceptance by the State of the provisions and benefits of the act 
completely divested it of the title to the school section and reinvested the 
title in the United States.” 

The State of California, though nominal defendant, was not a party in in- 
terest in the case, and the Secretary of the Interior was probably misled by 
overlooking that fact. The Legislature of the State of California has never 
passed any act accepting the provisions of said act of March 1, 1877, provid 
ing for thereinvesting of the title to such sections in the United States, l 
evenif such anact had been passed, it would not be possible for the State t 
reconvey to the United States lands which it had sold or contracted to se}! 
prior to March 1, 1877, and which sales and contracts had subsequently 
ripened into patents issued by the State. 

While we are strongly of the opinion that Eads and Bodkin, the purchasers 
from the State, each of whom inaugurated proceedings for purchase by fil 
ing his application to purchase and performing other conditions required 
by law prior to March |, 1877, acquired legal or equitable rights that were 
good and might be enforced in acourt of equity, still we think the circum 
stances are such as to not only give Congress jurisdiction, but also to make 
itan urgent duty for that body to hasten to exercise its full power to protect 
these innocent owners in their titles and possessions. 

Your committee think it the duty of Congress as far as possible to ail 
honest settlers in perfecting their land titles against the claims of mere 
speculators, whose rights are founded wholly upon technical grounds, and 
to that end think Congress should pass a bill for the rellef of these settlers 

The committees submit the accompanying substitute and recommend its 
Speedy passage. 


Mr. NEILL. There is no necessity for reading all the ex- 
hibits. If there be no objection, I move that the committee 
rise and report this bill favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Coomas, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole, reported that that committee had had under con- 
sideration the bill H. R. 7834, and had directed him to report 
the same to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. NEILL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


TIMBER LANDS IN CALIFORNIA, OREGON, NEVADA, AND WASH- 
INGTON. 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 5714) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the sale of timber lands in 
the States of California, Oregon, Nevada, and Washington.” 
This bill has already been considered, and the previous ques- 
tion considered as ordered. 

Mr. HERMANN. Whatis the status of that bill, Mr. Speaker” 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered on 
the bill by unanimous consent, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. COOMBS. When? 

The SPEAKER. On July 24. The previous question to be 
considered as ordered, and thirty minutes to be allowed for de- 
bate when the bill is called up. Thatis the order which was 
made, as the Chair supposes, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HERMANN. Idesire toinquire further, whether amend- 
ments to the bill are precluded? 

The SPEAKER. Of course, the previous question being or- 
dered, no amendments can be in order. 

Mr. HERMANN. Lunderstood the original motion to be that 
the previous question should be ordered on the bill and the pend- 
ing amendments. 

The SPEAKER. If any amendments were pending when the 
previous question was ordered, of course it would apply to them. 

Mr. HERMANN. lLunderstand that there was only one, an 
amendment that was recommended by the committee. If that 
is so, and amendments are precluded,.very great injustice wilt 
be done to this House, because there are many amendments 
which we desire to offer in order to cure what we believe to be 
very great defects in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that no amendments 
are pending; that the amendments that were offered were agreed 
t 


0. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, is this the forestry bill that 
was under consideration here a few days ago? The title seems 
to be a little misleading. 

Mr. MCRAE. This bill was considered by the House in July. 

Mr. BURROWS. Can the question of consideration be raised 
against it, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. MCRAE. This is not the forest reservation bill, if that 
is what the gentleman refers to. 
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Mr. HERMANN. That is what we want to know. 

Mr. MCRAE. Oh, no. This isthe Minnesota bill, introduced 
by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. BALDWIN]. An amend- 
ment was offered by the gentleman from Washington [Mr. WIL- 
SON] and agreed to; the previous question was considered as 
ordered, and the biil went over. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The gentleman says this is ‘‘the Minnesota 
bill.” Does this bill relate at all to any lands in Minnesota? 

Mr. MCRAE. I think not; though it may. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I do not think it touches Minnesota at all. 

Mr. MCRAE. I called it the Minnesota bill because it was in- 
troduced by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. BALDWIN]. 

Mr. HAUGEN. LI understand that the gentleman from Min- 
nesota introduced it by request, and that he disclaims all re- 
sponsibility for it. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill that ought to pss, 
and I think there is no objection to it. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, let the bill be reported with 
the amendments, so that we may understand just what it is. 

The bill as amended was read. 
ae BARNES. Mr. Speaker,I move that the House do now 

ourn. 
he motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 2 
o'clock and 45 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2o0f Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committtees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs: A bill (H.R. 6244) to remove the charge of 
Se ayaa rom the military record of Jacob Eckert. (Report 

0. 6. 

By Mr. MEYER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs: A 
bill (H.R. 3784) to promote Commodore Louis C. Sartori, now on 
the retired list of the Navy, to be a rear-admiral on said list, in 
accordance with his original position on the Navy Register. 
(Report No. 1377.) 





PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A bill (H. R. 7909) to facilitate and ex- 
—_ te legal proceedings by the United States and other cred- 
torsagainst Government-aided railroad companies, their officers, 
stockholders, and the trustees of their mortgages—to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 7910) toamend “ An act to pro- 
vide for the inspection of live cattle, hogs, and the carcasses and 
products thereof, which are the subjects of interstate commerce, 
and for other eo the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Joint resolution (H. Res. 215) defining 
the intent and meaning of the act of June 30, 1886, and the act 
amendatory thereto of August 1, 1888, entitled ‘‘An act to ex- 
tend the leave of absence of employés in the Government Print- 
ing Office to thirty days per annum ”"—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 7911) for the relief of John F. 
Frank, of Memphis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 7912) granting a pension to 
Lida L. Overly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 7913) granting 
jurisdiction and authority to the Court of Claims in the case 
of the steamer Pocehontas—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. WAUGH: A bill (H. R. 7914) granting a pension to 
Malvina Linsday—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7915) granting a pension to Andrew J. Hel- 
mick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
rs were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

y Mr. BUNDY: The petition of Lyman Abbott, D. D., and 106 
doctors of divinity and doctors of law, and 46 citizens of the 
United States, praying that the Government of the United 
States make the antilottery laws effective —to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


een 


By Mr. CHILDS: Memorial in opposition to the proposed 
amendment of section 4887, Revised Statutes—to the Committes 
on Patents. 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: Petition of 70 merchants and man- 
ufacturers of St. Louis, Mo., Pees prompt action on tariff 
bill-—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana: Petition of Encampment No. | 
Union Veteran Legion, Pittsburg; of Encampment No. 4, 
Union Veteran Legion, Beaver Falls, Pa.; of Encampment No, 
12, Union Veteran Legion, of Oil City, Pa.; of Encampment No. 
18, Union Veteran Legion, of Allentown, Pa.; Encampment No, 
19, Union Veteran Legion, of Pottsville, Pa.; Encampment No. 
27, Union Veteran Legion, of Hazelton, Pa.,for passage of House 
bill 7025, a per diem service pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of Encampment No. 28, Athens, Pa.; Encamp- 
ment No. 32, Bloomburg, Pa.; Encampment No. 36, Union Vet- 
eran Legion, for the passage of House bill 7025, a per diem sery- 
ice pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Encampment No. 42, Union Veteran Legion, 
of Warren, Pa.; Encampment No. 43, Union Veteran Legion, of 
Reading, Pa.; Encampment No. 45, Union Veteran Legion, of 
Butler, Pa.; Encampment No. 49, Union Veteran Legion, of 
Norristown, Pa.; Encampment No. 58, Union Veteran Legion, 
of Sharon, Pa.; Encampment No. 59, Union Veteran Legion, 
of Bellefonte, Pa.; Encampment No. 68, Union Veteran Legion, 
of York, Pa., for passage of House bill 7025, a per diem service 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Encampment No. 67, Union Veteran Legion, 
of Harrisburg, Pa.; Encampment No. 71, Union Veteran Le- 
gion, of Lock Haven, Pa., for the passage of House bill 7025, a 
— diem service pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, petition of Encampment No. 92, Union Veteran Legion, 
of Huntington, Pa.; Encampment No. 104, Union Veteran Le- 
gion, of Philipsburg; Center County, Pa.; Encampment No. 
120, Union Veteran Legion, of Punxsutawney, Pa., for the pas- 
on of House bill 7025—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of Encampment No. 10, Union Veteran Legion, 
of New Bedford, Mass.; Encampment No. 83, Union Veteran 
Legion, of Worcester, Mass., for the passage of a per diem 
service pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Encampment No. 16, Union Veteran Legion, 
of Steubenville, Ohio; Encampment No. 35, Union Veteran 
Legion, of Mount Vernon, Ohio; Encampment No. 41, Union Vet- 
eran Legion, of Cincinnati, Ohio; Encampment No. 64, Union 
Veteran Legion, New Lisbon, Ohio; Encampment No. 66, Union 
Veteran Legion, Bucyrus, Ohio; Encampment No. 82, Union 
Veteran Legion, Dayton, Ohio; Encampment No, 112, Union 
Veteran Legion, Lancaster, Ohio; Encampment No. 118, Union 
Veteran Legion, Zanesville, Ohio, and Encampment No. 123, 
Union Veteran Legion, Cincinnati, Ohio, for passage of a per 
diem service pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also. petition of Encampment No. 100, Union Veteran Legion, 
Newark, N.J., for passage of per diem service pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Encampment No. 113, Union Veteran Legion, 
Bridgeton, N.J., for passage of per diem service pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Encampment No. 80, Union Veteran Legion, 
Indianapolis, Ind., for passage of per diem service pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Encampment No. 15, Union Veteran Legion, 
St. Louis, Mo., for passage of per diem service pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Encampment No. 75, Union Veteran Legion, 
Louisville, Ky., for passage of per diem service pension bil!—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, petition of Encampment No. 24, Union Veteran Legion, 
Salina, Kans., for yume of per diem service pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, petition of Encampment No. 106, Union Veteran Legion, 
Lewiston, Me., for the passage of per diem service pension Dill— 
to the Committee on Invaiid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Encampment No. 38, Union Veteran Legion, 
New York City, for e of per diem pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ’ 

Also, petition of Encampment No. 91, National Soldiers Home, 
Virginia, for age of per diem service pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, petition of Encampment No. 116, Union Veteran Legion, 
Galena, Ill., for passage of per diem service pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, August 8, 1894, 
Prayer by Hev. J. H. M’Carry, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


ington. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. CHANDLER. In behalf of the senior Senator from Kan- 
gas [Mr. PEFFER] I ask that he be granted leave of absence until 


Friday. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and leave of absence is granted. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CULLOM presented resolutions adopted by the Chicago | 


Freight Bureau, favoring certain proposed amendments to the 
interstate-commerce law; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Chicago, 
Roseland, and Oconee, in the State of Illinois, remonstrating 
against the support of the Government in maintaining the pres- 
ent system of sectarian Indian education, etc.; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr.GALLINGER. A few days agolI introduced a Dill (S. 
2258) to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of Patrick Larkin. I now present the sworn statement of the 
soldier, with amedical certificate. As this case has been before 
Congress for a good while, I move that the statement and medi- 
cal certificate be printed as a document, and that they be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MINERAL LANDS IN MONTANA AND IDAHO. 

Mr. POWER. On the 6th of this month I offered, by direc- 
tion of the Committee on Public Lands, some correspondence 

rtaining to the classification of mineral lands in the States of 

ontana and Idaho to be printed. I wish to add to those papers 
some additional correspondence with the Interior Department 
since that date. Iask that they be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PLATT. On the 6th of August the bill (H.R. 7680) to au- 
thorize purchasers of the property and franchises of the Choc- 
taw Coal. and Railway eras to organize a corporation and 
to confer upon the same all the powers, privileges, and fran- 
chises vested in that company, was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. A similar bill has been under consideration 
by the Judiciary Committee, and the Judiciary Committee have 
been practically ready to report upon the House bill and would 
be ready to report now upon it. I report the bill back from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ask that that committee be 
discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7095) to provide for the 
erection of a national home for aged and infirm colored persons 
and for the maintenance of the inmates thereof, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1314) for the relief of Mathew 


8. Priest, asked to be discharged from its further considera- | 


tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1589) for the relief of Louis 
Pelham, reported it without amendment. 


E. H. NEBEKER. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5901) to reimburse 
KE. H. Nebeker, late Treasurer of the United States, to report 
it favorably without amendment, and at the request of the 
chairman of the committee [Mr. VOORHEES], who is sick in bed, 
l ask the indulgence of the Senate to put the bill upon its pas- 


e. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. It pro s to pay to E. H. Nebeker, late Treasurer of 
the United States, $1,000. to reimburse him for the payment of 
that sum to the chief of the redemption division of the Treas- 
ury, May 26, 1893, to make good a shortage of that amount in 
the cash of the redemption division of the Treasurer's office, 
caused by the loss of one one-thousand-dollar Treasury note be- 

to a remittance of $87,000 from the assistant treasurer 








of the United States at New York, which was counted, assorted, 
and reported correct by Mrs. C. V. Millar, counter, on the 28th 
of March, 1893, but found to be short as aforesaid when re- 
counted in the offices of the Secretary and Register. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2291) to prevent professional 
lobbying, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2292) for the relief of 
William J. Landram; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 2293) to provide for the im- 
provement of the building and grounds of the United States 
court and post-office at Little Rock, Ark.; which was read twico 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 


DISTRICT HOSPITALS AND CHARITABLE INSTITUTIONS. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be, and are 
hereby, instructed to investigate and report to the Senate information with 
regard to the several hospitals and charitable institutions of this city that 
are supported in whole or in part by appropriations made by Congress, with 
a view of ascertaining— 

First. Whether the grounds and buildings of such institutions belong to 
the local or General Government. 

Second. Whether these institutions are managed orcontrolled by the Com- 
missioners of the District or by boards of incorporators. 

Third. Whether there is a uniform rule or law governing the manage- 
ment of such institutions, or whether any of them have been discriminated 
against by recent legislation to the embarrassment and injury of said insti- 
tution or institutions. 

Fourth. They will make such recommendations as in their judgment are 
necessary to placing all the eleemosynary institutions of the District of Co- 
lumbia receiving Government aid upon the same basis, subject to the same 
rules and regulations. 


GETTYSBURG BATTLEFIELD COMMISSION. 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, | will thank the Senate to 
indulge me a few moments while ! make a statement on a sub- 
ject which is of some interest to me. 

I was absent from the Senate on last Wednesday when the 
distinguished Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] offered to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill an amendment, to which I 
wish to call the attention of the Senate and of that Senator. I 
ask the Secretary to read the amendment, as stated in the copy 
of the RecorD which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to employ, at such compen- 
sation as he shall deem reasonable, from among those veterans who served 
in the battle of Gettysburg, a person who is recognized as well informed in 
its history, as a representative of the Army of Northern Virginia, to assist 
in such way as the Secretary of War may direct in preparing the historical 
tablets of that army for the Gettysburg battlefield. 


Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, knowing as I do how justand 
thoughtful a man, if I may be permitted in his presence to 
say so, the Senator from Virginia is, I can not believe, and do 


| not believe, that he intended the inference which I think is 


naturally drawn from that amendment. Any stranger in read- 
ing it would conclude at once that upon the commission appointed 


| by the Secretary of War to fix the lines and establish the his- 
| toric tablets at Gettysburg there was no veteran of the Army 


of Northern Virginia; that there was no recognized representa- 
tive of Southern soldiers upon it. 

I beg leave to remind the Senator from Virginia that the 
late Gen. William H. Forney,of Alabama, major-general in the 
Confederate army, and for nearly twenty years a Representa- 
tive of his State in the other House of Congress, was, until his 
death, the Southern representative upon that distinguished 
commission. In this presence I need not say who Gen. Forney 
was. He is known over the country for his high character, 
great ability, and usefulness, and for his eminent services in 
civil and in military life. 

After Gen. Forney’sdeath the Secretary of War, with extreme 
eare and after the fullest consideration,appointed upon that 
commission a gentleman from the South, and I can say no more 
of him than that he is the peer of Gen. Forney. I refer to Maj. 
William M. Robbins, of North Carolina, major of the famous 
Fourth Aiabama Regiment, and at one time professor of history 
and literature and at another time professor of mathematics in 
the University of Alabama. 

Maj. Robbins, though a native of North Carolina, entered the 
Southern army with one of the first companies from Alabama, 
and served throughout the war in the Army of Northern Vir- 
ginia in the regiment which I have named. He entered the 
army as a private and rose to the rank of major, and was fre- 
quently in command of his regiment. Maj. Robbing has often 
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represented his county in both houses of the North Carolina 
Legislature. He was a member of the other House of Congress 
for six years, and a very distinguished member. 

He is—and I speak with all deliberation when I say so—a 
scholar; he is a student; he isascldier. He pursues the truth 
as but few men in this or any other country pursue it. He is an 
able lawyer, with distinguished attainments in his profession. 
He is a man of very large acquirements in the field of science 
and of literature. He isa man of general knowledge. Heisa 
man of uncommonly fair disposition and temper. 

He is a fair, just, conscientious man, with a mind and a juag- 
ment and a disposition as superior to prejudice as any man I 
ever met. Te has been a constant student of politics, of history, 
and of scientific matters all his life, and is to-day one. There 
can not be found in the United States a man who will perform the 
duty of laying off the lines and establishing the historic tablets 
at Gettysburg with more intelligence and more fidelity than 
Maj. Robbins. 

| had the pleasure some weeks since of reading an address 
which he made on the Fourth of July to the people of Gettysburg, 
and if I were called upon to designate a h in which the just 
sentiments of the Southern people towards the Union have been 
more correctly and properly and gracefully represented, I would 
say thatit is the speech of Maj. Robbins atGettysburg—a —_— 
just to Southern history and memory, but faithful to the Union, 
full of candor, full of spirit, but full of absolute reconciliation 
and restoration in every sense. 

Mr. President, permit me to say that I can well understand 
the deep interest and the high sensibility which the Senator 
from Virginia feels, and justly feels, in all which concerns Get- 
tysburg. I did not have a part in the honors or perils of that 
grand battle; but I know that he led one of the bravest of bri- 
— in that fearful charge up the bloody heights of Cemetery 

ill, and helped to make the immortalities of Gettysburg; and 
Tecan think, sir, with what thrilling emotions he remembers 
the sublime action of the soldiers of his State upon that bloody 
and glorious field. 

| would not take one leaf from the laurels upon Virginia’s 
brow; if I could possibly find a place, I would put another jewel 
in her great crown, but I say nothing to the ee of 
the Senator himself, nothing to the injustice of Virginia, the 
great mother ofstatesmen and soldiers, when I declare that no 
State, not one of her Southern sisters, has a better right or a 
higher claim to recognition in all which concerns the distinc- 
tion and the excellence of conduct at Gettysburg than the State 
of North Carolina, modest and unpretentious as that State has 
always been. 

Alithe world knows—I shall attempt noeulogy upon my State— 
that North Carolina sustained the heaviest loss of any of her 


Southern sisters upon that field. It is history, sir, that she left- 


764 dead soldiers scattered over those shotted hills, and many 
of them lying right under the guns and upon the very works of 
the Union Army. She left3,264 wounded and bleeding soldiers 
on the field and 666 missing, and many of them now known 
to have been killed. The largest regimental loss in that bat- 
tle was sustained by the Twenty-sixth North Carolina Regi- 
ment, commanded by gallant Harry we That regiment 
went into the engagement on the Ist day of July with over 800 
men, according to the report of its officers, and on the 4th day 
of July i¢ mustered but 80 for duty. 

This is part of her record. North Carolina offered upon the 
altars of Gettsburg the flower of her soldiers, and the god of 
battle in those days of fire reaped his richest and his proudest 
harvest from her ranks. 

I shall not pursue this sabject further. I simply wish to re- 
peat that Maj. Robbins was a soldier, a veteran soldier in that 
oe battle, dutiful, faithful, devoted; an actual observer, an 
ntelligent actor,and a real part of its greatest scenes. He was 
in almost every engagement of the Army of Northern Virginia 
with the Army of the Potomac for four years, and with one 
brother, the Hon, Frank C. Robbins, of Lexington, N. C., laid 
down his arms with his flag together with my friend from Vir- 
ginia and Lee’s army at Appomattox. 

Sir, those two brothers were the survivors of six sons of their 
father, four of whom were left dead upon the battlefield, and one 
of them now represented in the other House of Congress by his 
son, Mr. GASTON RosBIns, a distinguished Representative from 
Alabama. 

North Carolina, sir, as does Virginia, loves and cherishes the 
character and the lives and services of these men; and Maj. 
Robbins will be faithful to the truth; he will be faithful to his- 
tory; he will be faithful to Virginia; he will be faithful to North 
Carolina; he will be faithful to the North and to every true sol- 
dier in that t struggle. 

Mr. President, I have given this brief touch of his life. 
There is his record; there are his four brothers left upon the 
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battlefield, but two survivorsof six sons who fought inthat gr 
struggle. This is the record, and these are the hostages whi 
he presents to the country for a faithful performance of th. 
cred duty of laying out the lines, establishing the historic tab! 
and preserving the truth of history about the great batt! 
Gettysburg. 

I thank the Senate for having indulged me in this staten 

Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President, I can not understand h: 
distinguished friend, the Senator from North Carolina, co 
imagine that the amendment which I offered, and which was 
finally engrafted into the sundry civil appropriation bill, cou! 
be tortured into a disrespect or a reflection upon Col. \Villi 
M. Robbins, of North Carolina. I call the attention of thes 
ate to the amendment, which reads: 

And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to employ at such com); 
sation as he shall deem reasonable, from among those veterans who « 
in the battle of Gettysburg, a person who is recognized as well informe: j; 
its history, as a representative of the Army of Northern Virginia, to assi 
in such way as the Secretary of War may direct in preparing the histori: 
tablets of that army for the Gettysburg battlefield. 

I knew when I offered the amendment that Col. William \, 
Robbins, of North Carolina, was the commissioner. The object 
of the amendment was to make an assistant to Col. Robbins, ani 
the thought was far from my mind of reflecting upon that good 
and gallant man, Col. Robbins, of North Carolina. I served wii 
him in the army; I served with him in the House of Represent 
atives; and he tort both positions in the army and in the coun- 
cils of the Government with my entire respect and regard: and 
it could not be that I could in an amendment which I offered to 
the sundry civil bill be guilty of casting a reflection upon Co! 
Robbins. 

It is due to candor to say that Col. Robbins did put the con 
struction upon the amendment which my friend from North 
Carolina says might be placed upon it, and wrote me a letter to 
that effect. I replied to him, as I have remarked now, sir, that 
it was farthest from my mind to reflect upon him, and I received 
a letter from him in reply, in which he stated that he was en 
tirely satisfied, and that he was sure that no disrespector reiec 
tion was intended by my amendment. 

The object of the amendment was to put two men to work 
where only one was at work before; and as Col. Robbins is ¢! 
commissioner, the new appointee will be the assistant, and I so 
stated in my remarks when I offered the amendment. 

I acknowledge the gallantry of Col. Robbins, as [ do the gal- 
lantry of the North Carolina soldiers headed by my distin- 
guished friend who sits behind me [Mr. Ransom], and I take 
great pleasure in saying in return for the high compliment he 
has paid to me, that the Army of Virginia had few, if any, n 
bler, better, and more gallant soldiers than that distinguished 
soldier from North Carolina. There is nothing between h 
and me, and I beg to disclaim upon the floor of the Senate, what 
I have disclaimed already in a letter to Col. Robbins, whic! 
should be perfectly satisfactory to him, any design or intention 
however remote, of reiiecting upon Col. Robbins, but my ob_ect 
was merely to give him an gssistant in the arduous duties he i 
about to perform. 

Mr. RANSOM. I thank the Senator from Virginia. [ knew 
this would be his course; I knew that he could take no 0'! 
course; I knew he would do what was right in the matter. 

Mr. DAVIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Virginia 
af it is perfectly clear that both these gentlemen will bo « 

oyed? 

: Mr. BUNTON. Ican notsay; Isupposeso. The amend 
gives aithority to the Secretary of War to appoint an assis‘an' 
commissioner, and I understood when I offered the amendment 
that an assistant commissioner was necessary. 


NORTHERN MISSISSIPPI RAILROAD COMPANY. 
Mr. WASHBURN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 


consideration of the bill (S. 2107) granting to the Northern Mis 
sissippi Railroad Company right of way throughcertain /nais® 
reservations in Minnesota. ce 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been report¢ 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with amendments. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs wis, 
in section 1, line 3, after the word ‘ Mississippi,” to strike out 
Railroad” and insert ‘* Railway;” in line 13, after the word 
“adjacent,” to strike out ‘for ” and insert ‘‘ to;” in line 15, after 
the word ‘‘ amount,” to strike out “ three” and insert ‘‘ two;” in 
line 17, before the word “miles,” to strike out ‘six’ and insert 
“ten;” and in line 18, after the word ‘‘ reservations,” to inser! 
the following proviso: 

Provided, That no part of such lands herein granted shall be used exce)' 
in such manner and for such purposes only as are necessary for the con 
struction and convenient operation of said railroad line, and when any po! 
tion thereof shall cease to be used such portion shall revert to the nation of 
tribe of Indians from which the same shall be taken. 
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So as to make the section read: 


That there is hereby granted to the Northern Mississipi Railway Company, 
a corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State of Minne- 
gota, and itsassigns, theright of way for thejextension of its railroad through 
the Leech Lake Indian, Chippewa Indian, and Winnebagoshish Indian Res- 
ervations, in the State of Minnesotn; such right of way to be 50 feet in 
width on each side of the center line of said railroad; and said company 
shall also have the right to take from the land adjacent to the line of said 
road materials, stone, aud earth necessary for the construction of said rail- 
road; also ground adjacent to such right of way for station buildings, de- 
pots, machine shops, side tracks, turn-outs, and water stations, not to ex- 
ceed in amount 200 feet in width and 3,000 feet in length for each station, to 
the extent of one station for every 10 miles of road constructed within the 
limits of said reservations: Provided, That no part of such lands herein 
granted shall be used except in such manner and for such purposes only as 
are necessary forthe construction and convenient operation of said railroad 
line, and when any portion thereof shall cease to be used such portion shall 
revert to the nation or tribe of Indians from which the same shall be taken. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 2, before the word 
“compensation,” to strike out ‘‘and ” and insert ‘‘of;” so as to 
read: 

That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to fix the amount 
of compensation to be paid to the Indians for such right of way and provide 
the time and manner for the payments thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, before the word 
“years,” to strike out ‘‘ ten ” and insert “ three;” so as to make 
the section read: 

Sec. 3. That the rights herein granted shall be forfeited by said company 
unless the road is constructed through sald reservation within three years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting to the 
Northern Mississippi Railway Company right of way through 
certain Indian reservations in Minnesota.” 

CHOCTAW COAL AND RAILWAY COMPANY, 


Mr. PLATT. From the Committee on the J ee report 
back favoratly with certain amendments the bill (H. 7680) to 
authorize purchasers of the property and franchises of the Choc- 
taw Coal and Railway Company to organize a corporation and to 
confor upon the same all the powers, privileges, and franchises 
yested in that company. As it is necessary that the bill, if 
passed at all, should be passed at the present session, I am in- 
structed to ask for its immediate consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, preceeded to consider the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendmentsof the Committee 
on the Judiciary will be stated in their order. 

The first amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was, 
in section 2, line 15, after the word ‘* Congress,” to strike out 
‘or of the State of Minnesota;” in line 16, after the words “‘ laws 
of,” to strike out ‘“‘said State” and insert ‘‘ Minnesota;” so as to 
read: 

That the purchasers of the rights of way, railroads, mines, coal leasehold 
estates, and other property, and the franchises of the said Choctaw Coal 
and Railway Company at any sale made under or by virtue of any process 
or decree of any court having jurisdiction thereof, shali be, and are hereby, 
constituted a corporation and shall be vested with all the right, title, in- 
terest, property, possession, claim, and demand in law and equity. of, in, 
and to such << of way, railroads, mines, coal leasehold estates, and prop- 
erty of the said Choctaw Coa! and Railway Company, and with all the rights, 
powers, immunities, privileges, and franchises which have been heretofore 
granted to or conferred upon said company by any act or acts of Congress, or 
which it possesses by virtue of its charter under the laws of Minnesota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_The next amendment was to strike out the last clause of sec- 
tion 1, beginning with line 17, in the following words: 

Said State, with the same force and effect as if the provisions of said acts 
were herein fully reénacted and made applicable to such new corporation. 

And to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That such new corporation shall not have the right to acquire 
and hold any houses or buildings in South McAlester situate off the right of 
way and depot grounds of said Choctaw Coal and Railway Company. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

:: The next amendment was, in section 2, line 11, after the word 
on” to strike out ‘‘ this” and insert ‘‘ whose;” so as to read: 
And shall adopt acorporate nameand common seal, determine the amount 

ot —eee stock and bonds to be issued to the persons for or on whose ac- 

count said property may have been purchased, and shall have power and au- 
thority to make and issue certificates for the said capital stock in shares of 

850 each and bonds. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 21, after the word 

corporation,” to insert the word ‘‘ to,” and in line 22, after the 

word “thereafter,” to strike out ‘“‘acquired” and insert ‘ ac- 
quire;” so as to read: 

ms! Lot act shall be construed and treated as an assent upon the part of 


tea States to the uisition and holding by such new oO 
the estates and premises thereby conveyed, subject to the right of anual 


corporation to thereafter acquire and hold such additional property as it 
may lawfully do by virtue hereot. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was to add at the end of section 4 the 
following proviso: 





Provided, That the right to construc aes conferred by this section 
shall exist and be exercised in the Indian ‘ierritory only for the purpose of 
developing and working the leases mentioned in the a { Congress of Oc- 


tober 1, 1890, 
The amendment was acreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 


be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third timo, and passed. 

Mr. PLATT. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Puen, 
Me. VILAS, and Mr, PLATT were appointed. 

JOHN T. HEARD. 

Mr. ROACH. Lask the Chair to lay before the Senate a bill 
from the House of Representatives which is on the table. 

The bill (H. R. 7874) to enable the Secretary of the Interior to 
pay JOHN T. HEARD for proiessional services rendered the ‘‘ Old 
Settler” or Western Cherokee Indians out of the funds of said 
Indians was read twice by its title. 

Mr. ROACH. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROACH, I move to indefinitely postpone the bill (S. 
2270) to enable the Secretary of the laterior to pay JOHN T. 
HEARD for professional services rendered the Old Settlers or 
Western Cherokee Indians out of the funds of said Indians. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MBSSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the second report of the committee of conference, on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on theamendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill(H. R. 6913) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and fulfill- 
ing treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1595, and for other purposes; receded fro 
its disagreement to the residue amendments of the Senate to 
the said bill upon which the committee were unable to agree, 
and agreed to the same. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 971) to open, widen, and extend alleys 
in the District of Columbia; agreed to the conference asked for 
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Mr. Rusk, 
and Mr. HARMER managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5246) provid- 
ing for the inspection of immigrants by United States consuls; 
agreed to the conference asked for by the Senate on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. BOATNER, Mr. TERRY, and Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed tothe 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6415) to provide an 
immediate revision and equalization of real-estate values in the 
District of Columbia; also to provide an assessment of real es- 
tate in said District in the year 1896 and every third year there- 
after, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution granting permission to the Citizens’ Com- 
mittee, Knights of Pythias encampment, to illuminate the Dome 
of the Capitol on the nights of August 27, 28, 29, and 30, 1894, 
under the control and direction of the Architect of the Capitol; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4490) granting a pension to Henry C. Field; 

A bill (H. BR. 4685) tocorrect the military record of Alexander 
P. Magaan, of Battery H, fourth United States Artillery; 

A bill (H. R. 4724) for the relief of Edward Chastain; 

A bill (H. R. 5703) for the relief of Johanna Gleason; 
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A bill (H. R. 5994) granting a pension to Rosanna Cobb, widow 
of Edmond Cobb, deceased, late of Sac and Fox war; 

A bill (H. R. 6122) authorizing the Kansas City, Oklahoma and 
Pacific Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory, and for other pur 8; and 

A bill (H. R. 6923) for the relief of Matthew T. Lewis. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 16) granting a pension to Nettie N. Seaver; 

A bill (S. 470) for the relief of George H. Jewett, of Arling- 
ton, Washington County, Nebr.; 

A bill (8S. 876) granting a pension to Rebecca H. Chambers; 

A bill (S. 1640) granting a pension to Otis Smith; 

A bill (S. 2217) to provide for the one a part of an alley 
in square 185, in the city of eto .C.; 

A bill (HH. R. 522) for the relief of Benjamin Alford; 

A bill (A. R. 855) to amend an act granting a pension to Eliz- 
abeth Voss; 

A bill (H. R. 856) granting an increase of pension to John 
Stockwell; 

A bill (H. R. 953) to increase the pension of Mary P. Brough- 


ton; 

A bill (H. R. 1813) to increase the pension of John Scott. 

A bill (H.R. 1463) gene pension to Mrs. Lucinda C. 
Wheeler, widow of John H, Wheeler; 

A bill (A. R. 1717) granting a pension to Eliza Holmes; 

A bill (H. R. 2108) to perfect the military record of Warren 
Alonzo Alden; 

A bill (H. R. 2133) to correct the military record of Capt. E. 


. Ives; 

A bill (H. R. 3032) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of John A. Jack; 

A bill (H. R. 3065) to increase the pension of James Lane; 

A bill (H. R. 3076) granting a pension to George L. Frymire; 

A bill (H. R. 3309) to pension Ambrose Gisebert; 

A bill (H. R. 3840) to pension Joel A. Walters; 

A bill (H. R. 3992) to increase the pension of Julia Bews; 

A bill (H. R. 4780) to pension Thankful Robbins; 


A bill (H. R. 4811) to pension Mary Trimble; 
A bill (H. it 5810 granting a pension to Sarah Oddy; 


A bill (H. R. 5816) granting a pension to Mary Ann Donoghue; 

A bill (H. R. 6206) granting a pension to A. F. Neely; 

A bill (H. R. 6213) to pension Harriet R. Tate; 

A bill (H. R. 6384) for the relief of Walter S. McLeod; 

A bill (H. R. 6405) to remove the charge of desertion standing 

ainst Patrick Kelleher, late private Company C, Thirty- 
eighth Illinois Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 6542) to ane the lines between the eastern and 
western judicial districts of North Carolina and fixing time for 
holding courts in said eastern district; 

A bill (H. R. 7187) to make the city of Oakland, county of Ala- 
meda, State of California, a subport of entry; and 

A bill (4. R. 7803) to amend sections 2401 and 2403 of the Re- 
vised Statutes. 

COLUMBIA RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. DOLPH. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1772) extending the time for the com- 

letion of a railroad bridge over the Columbia River at or near 

ancouver, in the State of Washington. 

The preamble is long, and the Committee on Commerce have 
— to strike it out. I think the preamble need not be 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 3, after the word “ the,” to 
strike out ‘‘said;” and in line 5, after the word ‘‘ the,” to strike 
out ‘‘said;” so as to read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the time for the completion of the bridge across the 
Columbia River at or near Vancouver, in the State of Washington, under 
the act of Congress approved August 29, 1890, entitled “An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Columbia River by the Oregon Rail- 
way Extensions Company,” be, and the same is hereby, extended until the 
—day of —, 18— 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to fill the blanks in line 9 by insert- 
ing “‘ fifteenth ” and ‘‘ April,” and in line 10 by inserting “ ninety- 
seven;” so as to read: 

The same is hereby extended until the 15th day of April, 1897. 

Mr. DOLPH. I havethe consentof the committee to move as 
an amendment to the amendment to make the date ‘' 1898,” ex- 
tending the time a year longer. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee report tostrike out 
the preamble. 

The amendment striking out the preamble was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6913) making appro- 
priations for current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
and fulfil treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fisca] 
yee ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes, having met, after full and 

ee conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re. 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 63. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 47 and 116, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 21, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
Strike out the matter inserted by said amendment, and strike out, on page 
34 of the bill, all after the word ‘‘dollars,” in line 13, down to and including 
the word Jan ry g in line 19, and on page 47 of the bill, after the wor 
“dollars,” in line 3, insert the following: ‘ Provided, That whenever it shal] 
be e to appear to the Secretary of the Interior that by reason of age, 
disability, or inability, any allottee of Indian lands under this or former acts 
of Co can not personally and with benefit to himself occupy or improve 
his allotment, or any So thereof, the same may be leased upon such terms, 
regulations, and conditions as shall be prescribed by the Secretary for aterm 
not exceeding five years for farming and grazing eepenes, or ten years for 
mining or business purposes: Provided Jurther, That the surplus lands of 
any tribe may be leased for as pur by the council of such tribes 
under the same rules and regulations and for the same term of years as {s 
now allowed in the case of leases for grazing purposes;”’ and that the Senate 
agree to the same. 

atthe House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 62, and a to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum propo: insert: ‘One hundred and five thousand dol- 
lars;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 119, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Add at theend of said‘amendment the following: “ Of March 3, 1893; and this 
provision shali not be construed to extend the time nor to increase the 
amount of the yg AY the Government as provided in section 10 of the 
said act of March 3, 1893;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 120, andagree to thesame with an amendment as follows: 

In lines 31 and 32 of said amendment strike out the words ‘‘except lands 
contain asphaltum, gilgonite, or other like substances, which are peneey 
reserved m sale,’’ and after the word ‘' States,”’ in line 35 of said amend- 
ment, insert the following: 

“ Provided, That no person shall be entitled to locate more than two claims, 
neither to exceed 10 acres, on any land containing asphaltum, gilsonite, or 
like substances.”’ 

And the Senate to the same. 

The committee of conference have been unable to agree on the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 
108, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, and 115 

WILKINSON CALL, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
H. M. TELLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 
W. S. HOLMAN, 
JOHN M. ALLEN, 
0. L. WILSON, 
Managers on the part of the House 


The report was concurred in. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 4686) to correct the military record of Alexander 
P. ae, of Battery H, Fourth United States Artillery; 

A bill (H. R. 4724) for the relief of Edward Chastani; and 

A bill (H. R. 6923) for the relief of Matthew T. Lewis. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 4490) granting a pension to Henry C. Field: 

A bill (H. R. 5703) for the relief of Johanna Gleason; and 

A bill (H. R. 5994) granting a pension to Rosanna Cobb, widow 
of Edward Cobb, deceased, late of Sac and Fox war. 

The bill (H. R. 6122) authorizing the Kansas City, Oklahoma 
and Pacific Railway Company to construct and operate a rail- 
way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER BRIDGE, 


Mr. PUGH. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 6577) to authorize the construction of 4 
wagon and foot bridge across the Chattahoochee River at or 
near the town of Columbia, Ala. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ees to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOLMES & LEATHERS. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Yesterday the Senate made an order 
that after the morning hour to-day the consideration of the 
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pill (S. 1945) for the relief of Holmes & Leathers should be re- 
sumed. Iask unanimous consent that the consideration of the 
pill may be postponed until 1 o'clock to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it will be so ordered. 


GUARANTEE COMPANIES. 


Mr. HILL. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 4954) relative to recognizances, stipulations, 
bonds, and undertakings, and to allow certain corporations to be 
accepted as surety thereon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 

D. 
rhe Secretary read the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill called up by the Senator from New 
York? 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, the bill is a most remarkable 
one. I think it deserves greater consideration than it can re- 
ceive in the morning hour. I have no disposition to object to 
its present consideration, but it will certainly cause debate, be- 
eause debate is necessary before the bill can be passed. 

Mr. HILL. This bill has passed the House of Representatives, 
and there can be no objection to its consideration. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HILL. Pending the discussion of the bill the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] would like to havea private bill passed, 
and I consent. 

ENOCH DAVIS. 


Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from New York yields to me 
for a moment, as I desire to have the bill (S. 1688) for the relief 
of Enoch Davis put on its passage at this time. I assure the 
Senator from New York it will lead to no debate. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. 1688) for the relief of Enoch 
Davis was considered as in Committeeof the Whole. Itdirects 
the proper accounting officers of the Government to liquidate 
and settle the claim of Enoch Davis, late amember of Company 
Gof the Sixth Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry, for pay 
and bounty; and appropriates $300 for the payment of the 
amount that may be awarded to him on account of the claim. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MOUNT VERNON ELECTRIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 7006) to authorize the Washing- 
ton, Alexandria and Mount Vernon Electric Railway Company 
to extend its line of road into and within the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask that the amendments reported by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia be considered as they 
are reached in the reading of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia 
was to strike out section 1, as follows: 


That the Washington, Alexandria and Mount Vernon Electric Railway 
Company, a body incorporated under the laws of the State of Virginia, be, 
and it is hereby, authorized to construct and lay down a streetrailway with 
the ni switches, turn-outs, and other mechanical devices, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, through and along the follo routes: 

A main line commencing on B street between Sixth and Seventh streets 
northwest, at a point to be designated by the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, thence westward along B street to Seventeenth street, thence 
northward on Seventeenth street to E street, and thence westward on E 
street to the Potomac River, thence across the Potomac River by a suitable 
steam ferry or transfer barge to Analostan Island, thence across said island 
to that part of the arm of the Potomac River known as Little River, and 
thence across said Little River by a suitable trestle or bridge tothe dividing 
line between the District of Columbia and the State of Virginia. 

Also a branch from the intersection of B and Fifteenth streets northwest 
along th street to its intersection with Pennsylvania avenue. 

Also a branch from the intersection of B street ana Fourteenth street 
northwest along Fourteenth street to the Long bridge. 

And the saia company is hereby authorized and empowered to construct 
and maintain at the foot of E street and New _——_ avenue, and on 
Analostan Island, the necessary landings and slips for the operation of a 
ferryboat or transfer steamer, said landings and slips to be constructed on 

approved by the Secret of War. 6 necessary land at the foot of 
j ew pshire avenue and E street for f aie and landing may be 
eased to said company by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia at 
such rental and on such terms as said Commissioners may agree upon with 
sald company. The said company is also authorized and empowered to 
construct, maintain, and operate, subject to the approval of the Commis- 
sloners of the District of Columbia, a double-end steamboat or transfer 
att for Sno teanater of gm. — — may be a. or Seas 

will of Congress,and the said railway company s comply wit 

such modifications or extensions. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 
the Washington, Alexandria and Mount Vernon Electric Railway 


Company, a body incorporated under the laws of the State of Virginia, be, 
and is hereby, authorized to construct and lay down a double track street 
railway, except as hereinafter provided, with the necessary switches, turn- 
outs, and other mechanical devices, the number and location of which shall 
be approved by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, said street 
ae to be constructed aud laid down through and along the following 

Commencing on B street, between Sixth and Seventh streets north west, at 
a point to be designated by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
thence westward along B street to Thirteen-and-a-half street, thence north- 
ward on Thirteen-and-a-half street to E street by single track, thence west- 
ward on E street to Fourteenth street, on a single track, thence southward 
on Fourteenth street, using the tracks of the Belt Line Street Railway,to 
the Potomac River, thence across the Potomac River by a suitable ferry or 
transfer barge to the Virginia shore, with the privilege of a double track on 
B street from Thirteen-and-a-half street, connecting with the Belt Line 
Street Railway tracks at Fourteenth street. 

And said company is authorized to construct its road across the tracks of 
the Pennsylvania Railroad at or near the Long Bridge, under such regula- 
— as may be prescribed by the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 

a. 

And the said Washington, Alexandria and Mount Vernon Electric Rail- 
way Company is hereby authorized and empowered to construct and main- 
tain, after acquiring title to the same, at the foot of Fourteenth street, a 
necessary landing and slip for the operation of a ferryboat or transfer 
steamer, said landing and slip to be constructed on a approved by the 
Secretary of War, and to use an overhead wire for a distance of not exceed- 
ing 400 feet, commencing at the extreme southern end of the slip 

And said company is also authorized and empowered to construct, main- 
tain, and operate, subject to the approval of the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, a double-end steamboat or transfer barge for the transfer 
of its cars, With all the modern improvements for the safety and protection 
of its passengers: Provided, That the said company be authorized to con 
demn for its use for said landing and slip, as provided for in this act, aspace 
not exceeding 150 by 200 feet. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I have one or two slight amendments to 
offer to the bill, and I desire to inquire whether J shall offer 
them as the reading proceeds or wait until the reading is con- 
cluded? 


Mr. FAULKNER. I think the Senator had better propose 
his amendments as the reading proceeds, while we are acting 
upon the amendments reported by the committee. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. On page 3, in line 12, section 1, where the 


amendment reads ‘‘ commencing on B street, between Sixth and 
Seventh streets northwest,” I move to amend by striking out 
‘*Sixth and Seventh,” and inserting ‘‘Seventh and Fighth.” 
Seventh street is very narrow at that point, and it will answer 
the purpose if the railway company brings the railroad to that 
point. I move to amend the amendment of the committee in 
that way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment re- 
ported by the committee, in section 1, line 12, page 3, after the 
word ‘‘ between,” by striking out ‘‘ Sixth and Seventh,” and in- 
serting ‘‘ Seventh and Eighth.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is right. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.McMILLAN. In line 38 of the same amendment, I move 
to strike out the word ‘‘ approval ” and insert ‘‘ supervision.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. There is no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 38 of the amendment, after the 
words ‘‘ subject to the,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ approval ” 
and insert ‘* supervision;” so as to read: 

And said company is also authorized and empowered to construct, main 
tain, and operate, subject to the supervision of the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that that part of the bill which has just 
been read touching overhead wires be again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PAsco in the chair). 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Said landing and slip to be constructed on plans approved by the Secre 
tary of War, and to use an overhead wire for a distance of not exceeding 400 
feet, commencing at the extreme southern end of the slip. 


Mr. HALE. On which side of the river will this be? 

Mr. FAULKNER. On the Washington side, at the southern 
end of the street, the extreme limit of the slip extending out 
into the river, which does not bring the overhead wires at all 
into the city’s streets, but on private property. 

Mr. HALE. What is the necessity of this intrusion of over- 
head wires when we can do without them? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The reason for it is that this line of rail- 
way runs by overhead wires on the Virginia shore and by an 
underground cable on the Washington side, but in order to get 
the cars off the ferryboat overhead wires have to be used to a 
certain limited extent on private property, which the company 
will have to purchase to bring the cars from the boat to con- 
nect with the underground cable. 

Mr. HALE. Do the overhead wires cross any street? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Oh,no. The wires are merely from the 
end of the slip, so as to connect with the underground line. 

Mr.HALE. They cross no street? 

Mr. FAULKNER. No. 


The amendmentto the amendment 


The 
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Mr. HOAR. Would it not be safe, I suggest to the Senator 
from Maine, a8 there is objection to overhead wires on the pub- 
lie streets, to provide that they shall only be placed on private 

roperty? 
* Mr. HALE, I think that is a good suggestion. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think with the limitation of 400 feet the 
provision as it stands is perfectly safe, certainly with reference 
to any of the public interests. I do not know what amount of 
land in width the company could acquire there, and whether it 
might not be necessary, in order to connect with the under- 
ground system, to go somewhat on the — road, but certainly 
at that point in the city it could do no harm under any circum- 
stances. This point is right at the banks of the river, where, as 
[ understand, it is only a distance of 400 feet from the extreme 
southern end of the slip, which is the end running into the 
river, 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] and I were very 
careful in drawing this bill, and we tried to guard it in every 
way. Iam satisfied that no public interest and no policy of the 
Senate will be affected by any of its provisions. 

Mr. HALE. The committee ought to jealously scrutinize 
every Ss to place overhead wires in this city. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I fully concur with the Senator in that, 
and [ agree with him in thatpolicy. I think the Senator will 
find that we have examined this subject with great care and in- 
serted every limitation he would himself suggest if he had ex- 
amined it. 

Mr. HALE. I would insert the words ‘‘for the purpose of 
connection,’ so as to show that the overhead wires are to be 
used only for that pu . 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HALE, After the word “and,” in line 34, I move to in- 
sert ‘‘for the purpose of connection;” so as to read: 

And for the pur of connection to use an overhead wire for a distance 
of not exeeting Ko feet. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think that is exactly the meaning of the 
language as it stands. 

Mr. HALE. I desire to have it clearly defined and stated 
that it is to be for that one purpose. Let the amendment be 


read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will bestated. 

The SEcoRuTARY. In line 34 0f the amendment to section 1, 
after the word ‘‘ and,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ for the purpose 
of connection.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia was, in section 4, 
line 4, after the word ‘‘ pattern,” to insert ‘and subject to the 
approval of the District Commissioners;” so as to make the sec- 
tion read: 
~ Sec. 4. That the said railway shall be constructed in a substantial and 
durable manner; and all rails, electrical and mechanical appliances, con- 


duits, stations, etc., shall be of approved pattern, and subject to the ap- 
proval of the District Commissioners. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 15, after the word 
be,” to insert ‘ used or;” in the same line, after the word ‘‘con- 
structed,” to strike out ‘‘or,” and insert ‘nor steam power;” 
and in line 16, after the word ** Washington,” to insert the fol- 
lowing previso: 


Provided, That the tracks of said road shall not be used for the transpor- 
tation of any cars other than those used for the transportation of passen- 
gers on street railways. 


So as to make the section read: 


Src, 5. That the said corporation shall at all times keep thespace between 
its tracks and rails, and 2 feet exterior thereto, in such condition as the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia or their successors may direct, 
and whenever any street occupied by said railway is paved or repaired, or 
otherwise improved, the said corporation shall bear all the expense of im- 
proving the s above descri Should the said corporation fail to 
comply with the orders of the Co: the work shall be done by the 
proper officials of the District of Colum and the amounts due from said 
corporation shall be collected as by section 5 of the act entitled 
‘An act providing a permanent form of government for the District of Co- 
lumbia, approved June 11, 1878.’ But no overhead wires shall be used or 
constructed, nor steam power used within the limits of the city of Washing- 
ton: Provided, That the tracks of said road shall not be used for the trans- 
portation of any cars other than those used for the transportation of passen- 
gers on street railways. 


Mr. MCMILLAN. In line 15, section 5, after the word “con- 
structed,” I move to insert ‘‘ except as hereinbefore provided.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. I was just going to offer that amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 5, line 15, after the word ‘ con- 
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structed,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘excopt as hereinbefore pro 
vided;” so as to read: 

But no overhead wires shall be used or constructed except as hereiy 
fore provided. ; 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN, In connection with the amendment 
adopted, after the word “‘ nor,” in line 15, I move to ins 
word “shall,” and in line 16, before the word ‘' used,” to ing 
the word ‘' be;” so as to read: 

Nor shall steam power be used within the limits of the city of Washinc: 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Now I ask that the entire provision be read 
it stands, beginning in line 14, after the date ‘‘ 1878.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as » 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


But no overhead wires shall be used or constructed, except as hereinte. 
fore vided, nor shall steam power be used within the limits of the city or 
Was : Provided, That the tracks of said road shall not bo used for 
the transportation of any cars other than those used for the transportation 
of passengers on street railways. 


Mr. HALE. That is right. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendmen 
reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia was, ; 
section 9, line 8, after the words ‘‘ operation of a,”’ to strike out 
‘cable motor, electric, pneumatic, or other railroad,” and in. 
sert ‘‘street railway;” so as to make the section read: 

SEc. 9. That it shall also be lawful for said corporation, its successors or 
assigns, to erect and maintain, upon private grounds, at such nient 
and suitable points along its lines as may seem most desirable to the board 
of directors of the said ene and subject to the approval of the said 
Sees an engine house or houses, boiler bouse, and all other build. 
ings necessary for the successful operation of a street railway. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, line 1, before the word 
“said,” to strike out ‘* main line of the,” and in line 3, after the 
word ‘‘ act,” to strike out ‘‘and the branches of the samo shall 
be completed within two years from the passage of this act;” 
so as to make the section read: 

Szc. 10. That the said railway company shall be commenced within ons 
year and completed within two years from the passage of this act. 

Mr. HUNTON. I call the attention of the Senator from 
West Virginia to line 1, of section 10, which reads: 


That the said railway company shall be commenced within one year. 


It ought to be ‘‘ the said railroad.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes. I move, after the word “said,” in 
section 10, line 1, to strike out the words ‘railway company,’ 
and insert the word “ railroad,” so as to read: 

That the said railroad shall be commenced within one year and 
pleted within two years from the passage of this act. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia was, in section 1], 
line 1, after the word ‘‘ run,” to strike out ‘‘ public carr " 
and insert ‘street railway cars;”’ in line 2, before the word 
* cable,” to insert ‘‘underground;” after the word ‘‘cable,” in 
the same line, to insert ‘‘or:” in line 3, after the word ‘‘elec 
trie,” to strike out ‘‘or other mechanical;” in the same line, 
after the word ‘‘ power,” to strike out ‘* but nothing in this act 
shall allow the use of steam power in locomotives;” and in line 
5, after the word “Provided,” to strike out “‘surther;” so as to 
read: 

Sec. 11. That the said company may run street railway cars propelled | 
underground cable or electric power: Provided, That for the pur} 
making a continuous connection over the route hereinbefore described an 
designated the said company shall have the right to cross all streets, Ave 
nues, and highways that may be along the designated route. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In section 11, line 1, after the word “com: 
pany t move to strike out the word “ may” and insert the wor 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SEORETARY. In section 11, line 1, after the word ‘com 
pany,” itis proposed tostrike out ‘‘may” and insert ‘' shall; 50 
as to read: 

That the said company sball run street railway cars, etc. 

Mr. FAULKNER. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Iask the Secretary to read the provision in sew 
tion 11 as it will read if amended as proposed. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


That the said company shall run street railway cars propelled by un 
ground cable or electric power. 


Mr. HALE. I think it should read “underground cable or 
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underground electric power.” I move to insert the word ‘‘ un- 
derground,” after the word “ or,” in line 3, and before the word 
“electric.” : wet 

Mr. PAULKNER. There is no objection to that, though I 
think it is covered by the language which is used. 

Mr. HALE. As itis left, it very clearly will be a debatable 
question whether the electric power shall bo overhead or un- 
derground. a ta 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Maine will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment of 
the committee in line 3, after the word “‘ or,” by inserting ‘‘ un- 
derground;” so as to read: 

That the said company shall run street railway cars propelled by under- 
ground cable or underground electric power. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia was, in section 
12, line 10, after the word “dollars,” to insert ‘“‘for each day 
said failure oceurs;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 12. That the said company shall furnish and maintain passenger 
houses as required by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia and 
shall place first-class cars on said railway with all the modern improve- 
ments for the convenience, comfort, and safety of passengers, and shall run 
cars as Often as the public convenience may require in accordance with a 
time table approved by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 
Every failure to comply with the conditions of this seetion shall render the 
said corporation liable to a fine of 80 for each day said failure occurs, to be 
recovered in any courtof competent jurisdiction at the suit of the Commis- 
sioners of said District. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. In section 12, line 2, after the word “houses,” I 
move to insert the words ‘‘and transfer stations.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The amendment will be stated. 

TheSECRETARY. Insection 12, line3, after the word “ houses,” 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘and transfer stations;” so as to read: 

That the said company shall furnish and maintain passenger houses and 
transfer stations as required by the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. HALE. In line 3, after the words ‘‘ District of Colum- 
bia,” I move to insert the words “‘ but no such passenger house 
or transfer station shall be built upon the public streets or side 
walks or upon public property.” I want to save the public 
reservations. If the railroad company erect houses or stations 
they should put them on private property and pay for it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. There is no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 12, line 3, after the word ‘‘ Co- 
lumbia,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘ but no such passenger house 
or transfer station shall be built upon the public streets or side- 
walks or upon public property.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia was, in section 15, 
line 6, after the word ‘‘expenditures,” to insert ‘“‘ within the 
District of Columbia;” and in line 12, after the word ‘‘ made,” to 
strike out ‘“‘at the specified time or;” so as to read: 

Seo. 15. Thatsaid company shall, on or beforethe 15thof February of each 
year, make a report to Congress, through the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, of the names of all the stockholders therein and the amount of 
stock held by each, together with a detailed statement of the receipts and 
expenditures within the District of Columbia, from whatever source and on 
whatever account, for the preceding year ending December 31, and such other 
facts as may be required by any general law of the District of Columbia, 
Which report shall be verified by the affidavit of the president and secretary 
of said comdany, and, if saic report isnot made within ten days thereafter, 
such failure shall of itseif operate as a forfeitureof the privileges and rights 
hereby granted to said company,and it shall be the duty of the Commis- 
sioners to cause to be instituted proper judicial proceedings therefor, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

i The next amendment was, in section 16, line 2, after the word 
passenger,” to insert ‘‘including transportation to the Vir- 
giniashore;” soas to make the section read; 

Suc. 16. That said company shall receive a rate of fare not exceeding 5 
cents Passenger, including transportation to the Virginia shore; and 
the said company may make arrangements with all existing railway com- 
panies in the District of Columbia for the interchange of tickets in pay- 
ment of fare on its road: Provided, That within the ilmits of the District 
of Columbia six tickets shall be sold for 25 cents. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

S The next amendment was, in section 17, iine 12, after the word 
dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ to said company;” so as to read: 

; The person or persons so offending shall forfeit and pay for each such of- 

‘Snse not less than twenty-five nor more than one hundred dollars, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, the Chair announces that the morning hour is closed, 
and the Calendar of General Orders under Rule [X is in order. 

Mr. FAULKNER. [ask that the Senate proceed with the 


| consideration of the pending bil 


| 
j 


| 
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lL. The reading is almost through. 
There are but two pages remaining. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere objection? The Chair 
hears none. The reading of the bill will be proceeded with. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia was, in section LS, 
line 4, after the word “‘construct” to insert “‘atits own cost 


and in line 5, after, the word ‘‘ railways,” to insert ‘‘under the 
supervision and control ofthe Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia”; so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 18. That the said company shall have the right of way a tch 
other railways as arenow in operation within the limits of the lines granted 
by this act, and is hereby authorized to construct, at its own cost, its 
road across such other railways, under the supervision and control of th 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia: Provided That it shall not 
interrupt the travel of such other railways in such construction. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 20, line 6, after the word 
“exceeding,” to strike out ‘‘one hundred and;” and in line 7 
after the word “‘instituted,” to strike out “in the usual way in 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia, under such rules 
and regulations as said court may prescribe for such purposes,”’ 
and insert ‘‘ under the provisions of chapter 11, Revised Stat 
utes, relating to the District of Columbia;” soas to make the sec- 
tion read: 


Suc. 20. That in the event the company showld not be able to come to an 
agreement with the owner or owners of any land through which the said 
road may be located or pass, proceedings for the condemnation for the use 
of the company of so much of said land as may be required, not exceeding 
50 feet in width, may be instituted under the provisions of chapter 11, Re 
vised Statutes, relating to the District of Columbia: Provided. That any 
property owner shall have the right of trial by jury in any such issue. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state that section 21 was inadver 
tently left in, I suppose by the printer. It applies to a route 
which was stricken out by the committee and is not in the bi! 

I therefore move that section 21 be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia tostrike out 
section 21. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Section 22 should be changed so as to be 
section 21. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerks will make the nec 
essary changes in the numbering of the sections. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendmen! 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia was to strike out 
section 23, in the following words: 

Sec. 23. That said company shall have the right to carry parcels, farm and 
dairy products on its lines in the city, and nothing in this act shall be con 
sidered as prohibiting the transportation of other freights between poin' 
in the State of Virginia and its landing at the foot of E street and New 
Hampshire avenue. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading the bill was continued to the end of section [23] 22. 

Mr. HALE. How does this provision, in what is now section 
22, accord with the proviso put on as inCommittee of the Whole, 
at the end of section 5, on page 6: 

Provided, That the tracks of said road shall not be used for the transpor 


tation of any cars other than those used for the transportation of passen 
gers on street railways. 


Mr. FAULKNER. It accords with it exactly. The Falls 
Church Railroad is a street railway. It comes in just to the 
south of the Arlington grounds, and strikes this road just about 
at the point where it will have a branch up to Arlington. We 
wish for the convenience of the people there to bring in that 
street railway over this same track, with all the limitations and 
conditions, as the Senator will see, which we impose upon this 
road. 

Mr. HALE. The reading of the bill, to anyone not informed, 
would convey the idea that the Falls Church and Potomac Rail- 
way Company is a general railway company. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Oh, no; it is not. 

Mr. HALE. It isa street railway? 

Mr. FAULKNER. A street railway. 

Mr. HALE. But it is not so entitled. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is not soentitled. 
name. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from West Virginia is certain 
about that, I shall make no point on it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam certain about it. 

Mr. HALE. The provision, then, grants nothing but a desir- 
able connection with another street railway company? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from Maine willsee that the 
latter clause of this section applies to that road all of the lim- 
itations, conditions, and restrictions, after it gets to the District 
of Columbia, that we put upon this road. 

Mr. HALE. I perceive that that is done by the provisoin the 
latter part of the section. 


This is its corporate 
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Mr. McMILLAN. I will state to the Senator from Maine 
that the object of the committee has been to bring in all of 
these suburban lines over one track where it can be done, and 
to avoid a multiplication of the number of tracks on the streets. 

Mr. HALE. I think that is right. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia was, at the end 
of section [23] 22 to insert as a new section: 


Sno, 23. That should the Washington, Alexandriaand Mount Vernon Elec- 
tric Railway Company fail or refuse to construct a double-track street rail- 
way on the Virginia side of the Potomac River to the Arlington Reserva- 
tion and provide accommodations for the necessary travel from the city of 
Washington to Arlington within one year from the approval of this act, 
then all the rights, powers, privileges, and franchises conferred upon said 
company by this act within the jurisdiction of the District of Columbia 
shall be, and the same are hereby, forfeited. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. La 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Senator from West Virginia to go back 
with me to section 1, line 12, whether the route that the road is 
to follow in the city is given. 


Commencing on B street, between Sixth and Seventh streets northwest. 


Mr. FAULKNER. Between Seventh and Eighth streets 
northwest. We changed that. 

Mr. HALE. Between Seventh and Eighth streets northwest. 
Where is that with relation to the present station of the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The station is on Sixth street, and this is 
the very wide cobblestone street just back of the market. The 
object and purpose of this line is to get to the market. 

r. HALE. Then it does not go so far easterly as the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad station? 

Mr. FAULKNER. It commences a block from the Pennsyl- 
vania station, just back of the market. 

Mr. HALE, — 

Thence westward along B street— 

That is the cobblestone street. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE, — 
to Thirteen-and-a-half street, 

Mr. FAULKNER. That isa very inferior street, if the Sen- 
ator knows it. It is one we could not hurt by putting anything 


on it. 

Mr. HALE. It isastreet between Thirteenth and Fourteenth 
streets. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
streets. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes. 
with a single track. 


Between Thirteenth and Fourteenth 


It is Thirteen-and-a-half street. 
The road is to come up that street 


Mr. HALE. It is between the two streets, Thirteenth and 
Fourteenth streets. 

‘ =agaee northward on Thirteen-and-a-half street to E street, by a single 
rack, 

How near to Pennsylvania avenue is the point where Thirteen- 
and-a-half street reaches E street? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Itcan not be said that it is a block, be- 
cause, as the Senator will remember, the reservation commences 
on the east side of Fourteenth street right at the avenue. Just 
that reservation separates itfrom theavenue. We contemplate, 
in the ultimate arrangement of these street railways, as I dare 
say the Senator from Maine has heard, that the route of the 
Fourteenth street cable road shall be changed, so that it will 
run up Feurteenth street from Pennsylvania avenue. There we 
propose to have the transfer station, so as to relieve the con- 
gested condition of Fifteenth street. The pro road will 
then run along E street, which is south of the little reservation, 
to Fourteenth street, where the Belt line runs, after having come 
across Pennsylvania avenue from E street, north of the avenue. 

Mr. HALE. But it is all below Pennsylvania avenue. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is all below Pennsylvania avenue. 
Then it uses the tracks of the Belt line down to the Potomac. 

Mr. HALE. I should think, from my recollection of the lo- 
caiion, that coming up E streetanywhere westerly of Thirteenth 
would bring the road pretty near the avenue. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That little reservation merely separates 
it 


Mr. HALE. That is all? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I will state to the Senator from Maine 
that the power house of the Washington and Georgetown Rail- 
road are is right at the corner of Thirteen-and-a-half and 
E streets. Thirteen-and-a-half is an old-fashioned little street, 
and is not used much except for the trucks of the Washington 
and Georgetown Railway. In fact, it is hardly used atall. It 
a not come to the avenue. There is a very wide space 
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Mr. HALE. All below the avenue? 

Mr. FAULKNER. All below the avenue. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The company wanted to come up Thir. 
teenth street and touch the avenue, and we declined to grant 
permission to do that. r 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and tho 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the Senate request a confer. 
ence with the House of Representatives on the bill and amend. 
ments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
FAULKNER, Mr. HARRIS, and Mr. MCMILLAN were appointed 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 0, 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Pres}- 
dent had, on the 3dinstant, approved and signed the act (S. 2150 
to provide an American registe: for the steamer Oceano, of New 
York, N. Y. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had, on the 6th instant, approved and signed the act (S. 
1468) for the relief of James L. Townsend. 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. GEORGE. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate take 
up the bill (H. R. 4609) to establish a uniform system of bank- 
ruptey. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr.PLATT. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. GEORGE. I[ move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill, notwithstanding the objection. 

Mr. PLATT. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘I'he Senator from Connecticut 
gee the absence of aquorum. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roil, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allison, Faulkner, 
Bate. Etre. Kyle, 
Gallinger, Lindsay, 
George, Lodge, 
Gordon, McLaurin, 
Hale, McMillan, 
Harris, Manderson, 
Hawley, Martin, 
Higgins, Mills, 

Hill, Mitchell, Wis. 
Hoar, Murphy, 

. Hunton, Palmer, Washburn, 
Dubois, Jarvis, Pasco, White. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-two Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The question 
recurs on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Mississippi 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bankruptcy 
bill. (Putting the question.) The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. HOAR and Mr. HIGGINS called for the yeas and 
and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. m 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. If he were present | 
should vote “yea.” 5 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was cailed). I am paired with 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. meee 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called’. 
I am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Carey]. !f 
he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). The Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], with whom I am paired. }5 
absent from the city. I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I am paired ¥ 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Grsson]}. i 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). Iam paired wit! 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. If he were in the 
Chamber I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. . 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I inquire if the senior Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. MANDERSON] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not know how the senior Senator 
from Nebraska would vote, and therefore withhold my vote. 
If he were present I should vote ‘ yea.” ai. 

Mr. McMILLAN (after having voted in the affirmative). 1 


Jones, Ark. Patton, 
Perkins, 
Platt, 


Power, 


e 
Chandler, 


Sherman, 
Cockrell, 


Shoup, 
Teller, 
Vest, 
Walsh, 
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inquire if the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] has 


a? 


t 
"“The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


He has not voted. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Then I withdraw my vote, being paired 
with that Senator. 
The Secretary recapitulated the vote. 


Mr. MANDERSON. 


I desire to know whether the senior 


Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] has voted upon this 


uestion? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Mr. MANDERSON. 


from Kentucky. 
The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 14; as follows: 


Bate, 
Cail, 
Coke, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 
Dubois, 
Faulkner, 


Dixon, 
Frye, 
Gallinger, 
Hale, 


Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Allison, 


Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Brice, 
Butler, 
Caffery, 
Camden, 
Cameron, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum having voted, the | 


YEAS—27, 
Gray, McLaurin, 
Harris, Martin, 
Hill, Murphy, 
Hunton, Pasco, 
Jarvis, Pugh, 
Kyle, Ransom, 
Lindsay, Roach, 

NAYS—14. 
Hawley, Perkins, 
Higgins, Platt, 
Hoar, Power, 
Mills, Proctor, 

NOT VOTING—44. 

Carey, Jones, Ark. 
Chandler, Jones, Nev. 
Cockrell, Lodge, 
Daniel, McMillan, 
Dolph, McPherson, 
George, Manderson, 
Gibson, Mitchell, Oregon 
Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. 
Gorman, Morgan, 
Hansbrough, Morrill, 
Irby, Palmer. 


Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, 
Bate, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Caffery, 
Cali, 
Coke, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 
Dixon, 
Faulkner, 
Frye, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
swered to their names. 


Gailinger, 
George, 
Gordon, 
Harris, 
Hawley, 
Higgins, 
Hill, 
Hoar, 
Hunton, 
Jarvis, 
Jones, Ark. 
Kyle, 


Lindsay, 
McLaurin, 
Manderson, 
Martin, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Murphy, 
Palmer, 
Pasco, 
Patton, 
Perkins, 
Proctor, 
Ransom, 


He has not voted. 
I am paired with the senior Senator 


Sherman, 
Shoup. 
Teller, 
Walsh, 
Washburn, 
White. 


Turple, 
Vest. 


Patton, 
Peffer, 
Pettigrew, 
Quay, 
Smith, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 


Roach, 
Sherman, 
Shoup, 
Smith, 
Teller, 
Turpie, 
Vilas, 
Walsh, 
Washburn, 
White. 


Forty-six Senators have an- 
There isa quorum present. The Sec- 


retary will again call the roll on agreeing to the motion of the 
Senator from Mississippi to proceed to the consideration of House 


bill 4609. 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. GEORG 


(when his name was called). 


Iam paired with 


the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH], butI havea right to vote 


to make a 


Mr. Mc 


uorum. 


I vote ‘* yea.” 
ILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 


with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name wascalied). I 
wish to announce for the day my pair with the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 


Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 


pair for the day. 
The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. CAFFERY. I am paired with the Senator from Montana 
{Mr. Power]. I am not aware how he would vote on this ques- 
ton, and I therefore withhold my vote. 
Mr. PALMER. When my name was called I failed to an- 
nhounce my pair with the Senator from North Dakota[Mr. HANns- 


Iam paired with 


I announce the 


BROUGH]. I withhold my vote. 
Mr. CULLOM. Iam paired with the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. GRAY]. 
The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 11; as follows: 
YEAS—27. 
Ane. Davis, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
B son, Faulkner, yte. Sherman, 
ae George, Lindsay, Shoup, 
Cale rm Gray, McLaurin, Teller, 
Cock Hill, Manderson, Walsh, 
Con Tell, Hunton, Martin, Washburn. 
oke, Jarvis, Pasco, 
ts NAYS—i1. 
rry, Gallinger, Perkins, Turpie, 
on, Hawley, Platt, White. 
e, Hoar, Proctor, 
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NOT VOTING—47. 


Aldrich, Dubois, McPherson, Pugh, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Mills, uay, 
Brice, Gordon, Mitchell, Oregon ansom, 
Butler, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Smith, 
Caffery, Hale, Morgan, Squire, 
Camden, Hansbrough, Morrill, Stewart, 
Cameron, Harris, Murphy, Vest, 
Carey. Higgins, Palmer, Vilas, 
Chandler, Irby, Patton, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Jones, Nev. Peffer, Wilson, 
Daniel, Lodge, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Dolph, McMillan, Power, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no quorum voting, 
The roll will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Aldrich, Dixon, Jones, Ark. Proctor, 
Allen, Faulkner, Kyle, Pugh, 
Allison, Frye, Lindsay, Ransom, 
Bate, Gallinger, Lodge, Roach, 
Berry, George, McLaurin, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Gordon, McMillan, Smith, 
Brice, Gray, Manderson, Teller, 
Call, Hawley, Martin, Turpie, 
Carey, Higgins, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Cockrell, Hill, Murphy, Walsh, 
Coke, Hoar, Pasco, Washburn, 
Cullom, Hunton, Patton, White. 
Davis, Jarvis, Perkins, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-one Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. GEORGE. Isee there is no voting quorum present. The 
Senate may be able to transact some business for which the pres- 
ence of a voting quorum will not be required. I therefore ask 
leave to withdraw my motion to proceed tothe consideration of 
the bankruptcy bill, with the understanding that I will renew it 
to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the motion is withdrawn. 

GUARANTEE COMPANIES. 

Mr. HILL. Now, I should like to have the Senate proceed 
with House bill 4954, which was displaced by another weasure. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of t 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4954) re! 
tive to recognizances, stipulations, bonds, and undertakings, 
and to allow certain corporations to be accepted as surety 

thereon. 

Mr. HILL. The bill has already been read through. The 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] wanted tostate some objec- 
tions to the bill. I have sent for him to have him come to the 
front. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. If 
there are no amendments as in Committee of the Whole the bill 
will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I have discharged my duty. [| 
think I will let the bill gothrough. If the Senator from [lli- 
nois wants to reconsider it afterwards he can make the motion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
ordered to a taird reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HARRISON C. HOBART. 


Mr. VILAS. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
1969) granting a pension to Harrison C. Hobart, brevet briga- 
dier-general of volunteers. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place upon 
the pension rolls the name of Harrison C. Hobart, late brevet 
brigadier-general of volunteers, and to pay hima pension at the 
rate of 350 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ABANDONED MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 

Mr. CAREY. Iask unanimous consent o call up the biil (H. 
R. 4667) to provide for the opening of certain abandoned military 
reservations, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 4, after ‘‘hereto- 
fore,” to strike out ‘‘ or hereafter;” in line 7, after ‘‘ 1484,” to in- 
sert ‘‘the disposal of which has not been provided for by a sub- 
sequent act of Congress;” in line 11, after the word ‘‘now,” to 
insert ‘‘or may be;” in line 14, after the word “‘of,” to strike out 
‘*ninety days” and insert ‘‘six months;” in line 18, after the 
word ‘‘of,” tostrike out “‘ ninety days” andinsert ‘‘ six months;” 
in line 22, after the word “ the,” to strike out ‘‘ appraised;” in 
the same line, after the word “ value,” to insert ‘‘ heretofore or 
hereafter determined by appraisement;” in line 24, after the 
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word “entry,” to insert ‘‘and sueh payment may, at the option 
of the purchaser, be made;” in line 25, after the word ‘‘ times,” 
to insert ‘‘ and at rates of interest;’’ and in line 27, after the 
word ‘‘Interior,” to strike out ‘‘in general regulations to be 
fixed by him;” so as to make the section read: 

That all lands not already —— of included within the limits of any 
abandoned military reservation heretofore placed under the control of the 
Secretary of the Interior for disposition under the act approved July 5, 1884, 
the disposal of which has not been provided for by a subsequent act of Con 

ress, Where the area exceeds 5,000 acres, except such legal subdivisions as 

ve Government improvements thereon, and except also such other parts 

8 are now or may be reserved for some public use, or hereby opened toset- 
tlement under the public-land laws of the United States, and a preference 
right of entry for a period of six months from the date of this aci shall be 
given all bona ilde settlers who are qualified to enter under the homestead 
law and have made improvements and are now residing upon any agricul- 
tural lands in said reservations, and for a period of six months from the 
date of settlement when that shall occur after the dateof this act: Provided, 
That persons who enter under the homestead law shall pay for such lands 
not less than the value heretofore or hereafter determined by appraise- 
ment nor less than the price of the land at the time of the entry, and such 
pay inent may, at the option of the purchaser, be made in five equal install- 
ments, at times and atrates of interest to be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 4, after the word 
* lands,” to.strike out ‘‘not entered under the public-land laws 

rior to the day of sale” and insert ‘included in abandoned mil- 
itary reservations hereafter placed under the control of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior for disposal; so as to make the section 
read: ; 

Sec. 2. That nothing contained in this act shall be construed to suspend 
or to interfere with the operation of the said act approved July 5, 1884, as to 
all lands tnetaded in abandoned military reservations hereafter placed under 
the control of the Secretary of the Interior for disposal, and all appraise- 
ments required by the first section of this act shall bein accordance with 
the provisions of said act of July 5, 1884. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CAREY. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer wasauthorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Pasco, 
Mr. MCLAURIN, and Mr. CAREY were appointed. 


STEAMERS CLARIBEL AND ATHOS. 


Mr. WHITE. [desire to call up the bill (S. 1706) to provide 
registers for the steamers Claribel and Athos. The bill was 
unanimously reported from the Committee on Commerce, and 
is very brief. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby author- 
ized and directed to cause the foreign-built steamers Claribel and Athos, 
purchased and owned by a corporation created under the laws of New Jer- 
sey, and repaired in American ports, to be registered as vessels of the United 
States. 

Seo. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to cause the inspection of said vessels, steam boilers, steam pipes, 
and their appurtenances, and cause to be granted the usual certificate issued 
to steam vessels of the merchant marine, without reference to the fact 
that said steam boilers, steam pipe. and appurtenances were not con- 
structed pur nt tothe laws of the United States and were not constructed 
ofiron stamped pursuant to said laws; and the tests in the inspection of 
said boilers, steam pipes, and appurtenances shall be the same in all re- 
sSpects as to strength and safety as are required in the inspection of boilers 
constructdéd in the United States for marine purposes. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

CONSTRUCTION OF REVENUE CUTTER. 


Mr. PERKINS. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R.2669) making an appropriation and providing for the con- 
struction of a United States revenue cutter for service in the 
harbor of San Francisco, State of California. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill. It proposes to appro- 

riate ,000 to have constructed a revenue cutter for service 
n the harbor of San Francisco, State of California. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third rezding, rt »ad the third time, and passed. 


KNIGHTS OF PYTHIAS ENCAMPMENT. 


Mr.GALLINGER. There isa concurrent resolution of the 
House of Representatives on the table which I ask to have laid 
before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a concurrent resolution from the House of Representa- 
tives which will be read. 
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The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States (the Sena 
curring), That permission be, and is hereby, given to the citizens commit: 
Knights of Pythiasencampment, of which Chapin Brown is chairman +. 
illuminate the Dome of the Capitol on the nights of August 27 a anc 
1894, under thecontrol and direction of tho Architect of the Capity| ’ ; 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iask the Senate to concur in the reso! 
tion. 
The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimoy 

sent, and agreed to. 
WORLD’S EXPOSITION AT ATLANTA, GA. 


Mr. WALSH. I ask unanimous consent to call uy; 
(S. 2261) to further encourage the holding of a world 
tion at Atlanta, Ga., in the year 1895. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Commit 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read 
lows: 

Be it enacted, ete.. That all articles which shall be imported fr 
countries for the sole purpose of exhibition at said exposition, u 
there shall be a tariff or customs duty, shall be admitted free of pa 
duty, customs fees, or charges, under such regulation as the Secr 
the Treasury shall prescribe; but it shall be lawful at any time du 
exhibition to sell, tor delivery at the close of the exposition, any 
aw imported for and actually on exhibition in the exposi' 

ngs or on its grounds, subject to such regulation fer the securi' 
revenue and for the collection of import duties as the Secretary 
Treasury shall prescribe: Provided, That all such articles, when s 
withdrawn for consumption in the United States, shall be subj« 

duty, if any, imposed upon such article by the revenue laws in for the 
date of importation, and all penalties prescribed by law shall be applic 
and enforced against such articles and against the persons who may ly 
guilty of any illegal sale or withdrawal. 

Sec. 2, That medals with appropriate devices, emblems, and ins 
commemorative of said Cotton States and International Exposition, ani 
the awards to be made to exhibitors thereat, be prepared at some mint 
the United States for the boardof directors thereof, subject tothe provision 
of the fifty-second section of the coinage act of 1893, upon the payment of a 
sum not less than the cost thereof; and all the provisions, whether pena! 
otherwise, of said coinage act against the eounterfeiting or imitating 
me of the United States shall apply to the medals struck and issued under 
this act. 

Sxc. 3. That the United States shall not in any manner nor under any 
cumstances be liable forany of the acts, doings, proceedings, or representa 
tions of the said corporation organized under the laws of the State of Ge 
gia, its officers, agents, servants, or employé6és, or any of them, or for the 
service, salaries, labor, or wages of said officers, agents, servants, or em 
ployés, or any of them, or for any subscriptions to the capital stoc 
any certificates of stock, bonds, mortgages, or obligation of any kind iss 
by said —— or for any debts, liabilities, or expenses incidental t 
the exposition. 

Sxc. 4. That the President is hereby authvrized and requested to det 
not exceeding one company of troops. or marines, to report to the chairma 
of the board of management of the Government exhibit, for the pur; 
guarding Government property on exhibition. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendme 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third tim 
and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to, as follows: 


Whereas the Cotton States and International Exposition Company 
poration under the laws of the State of Georgia, has undertaken ' 
exposition at Atlanta, Ga., to open in the month of September, in the 
1895; and to close on the 3ist day of December of said year, for the 
of arts, industries, manufactures, and the products of the soil, mi 
sea; and 

Whereas the Congress of the United States has given aid and « 
ment to said exposition by providing, first, that the General G:< 
shall become an exhibitor of articles and materials illustrative oi 
tions; and, second, by providing space in its own building for an 
the arts, industries, manufactures, and products of the colored 1 
United States, illustrative of their progress and development 
thirty years of their freedom and citizenship; and 

Whereas said exposition is to be national and international in i 
ter, in which the governments and people of Mexico, the Centra 
American States, and the other nations of the world are invited | 
pate with a view to the establishment of more intimate trade re! 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. COKE. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded tot 
consideration of executive business. After twenty minutes spe"' 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 0c! 
and 25 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until t 
Thursday, August 9, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 


) to 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate Augusts, 1 
SECRETARY OF EMBASSY. 


Larz Anderson, of Ohio, to be secretary of embass: 
United States at Rome, Italy, vice H. Remsen Whiteh 
signed. 


APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

Louis D. Voltz, of New York, to be appraiser of merchant 
dise in the district of Buffalo Creek, in the State of New Yor’ 
to succeed George Bingham, resigned. 


SUPERVISING INSPECTORS OF STEAM VESSELS. 
John H. Galwey, of Michigan, to be supervising inspecor 0 

















ont 


ly 
CK 


cr 


an- 
rk, 


r of 


1894. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 8303 


_ oC ore 





steam vessels for the eighth district, to sueceed Charles H. George A. Sweeney, to be postmaster at Attleboro, in the 
Westeott, removed. county of Bristol and State of Massachusetts. 

Michael J.Galvin, of New York, to be supervising inspector John Stallman, to be postmaster at Lee, in the county of Berk- 
of steam vessels for the ninth district, to succeed Alexander | shire and State of Massachusetts. 
McMaster, removed. Leonard J. Presson, to be postmaster at Gloucester, in the 


George Winans, of Wisconsin, to be supervising inspector of | county of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 
steam vessels for the fifth district, to succeed John D. Sloane,| William E. Smith, to be postmaster at Millbrook, in the county 


removed. of Dutchess and State of New York. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. Charles A. Hall, to be postmaster at Binghamton, inthe county 
Dixon Buchanan, of Sterling, Colo., to be receiver of public + saci, oo oe oa ee 
noneys at Sterling, Colo., vice Norman H. Meldrum, term ex- | ,“05!ah Woodbury, © postmaster at beverly, in the county 
et ; ~ : ; ° of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 
mire POSTMASTER. Lewis W. Terwilliger, to be postmaster at Hancock, in the 


county of Delaware and State of New York. 


‘John H. Harrison, to be postmaster at Waco, in the county of Hudson Ausley, to be postmaster at Salamanca, in the county 


McLennan and State of Texas, 23 the place of salen A. Conger, of Cattaraugus and State of New York. 
whose commission will expire September 27, 1894. Patrick Mahan, to be postmaster at Natick, in the county of 
PROMOTION IN ARMY. Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 
Quartermaster’s Department. William H. Stickle, to be postmaster at Weedsport, in the 
Capt. Charles A. H. McCauley, assistant quartermaster, to be county of ¢ 7 and ery of New York. a i 
quartermaster with the rank of major, August 8, 1894, vice Kirk, James P. O’Brien, to Ne sana at Holley, in the county 
retired from active service. of Orleans and State of New York. Se 
Z Charles H. Kavanaugh, to be postmaster at Waterford, in t 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. ; county of Saratoga and State of New York. 
Lieut. Commander John C. Rich, to be a commander in the/ John H. Harrison, to be postmaster at Waco, in th 
Navy, from July 31, 1894, vice Commander Frank Wildes, pro- | McLennan and State of Texas. 
moted (subject to the examinations required by law). 
Lieut. George W. Tyler, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 


> CcU inty Ol 





Navy, from July 31, 1894, vice Lieut. Commander John C. Rich, REJECTIONS. 

promoted (subject to the examinations required by law). r Executive nominations rejected by the Senate Auqust 8, 1894. 
Lieut, (junior grade) Harry Kimmell, to be a lieutenant in the SR teat E 

Navy, from July 31, 1894, vice Lieut. George W. Tyler, pro- POSTMASTERS. 

moted. George F. Van Dam, to be postmaster at Tompkinsville, in 


Ensign John J. Blandin, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in | the county of Richmond and State of New York. 
the avy from July 31, 1894, vice Lieut. a grade) Harry Jonas Shays, to be postmaster at Owego, in the county of Ti- 





Kimmell, promoted (subject to the examinations required by | oga and State of New York. 
law). Treadwell B. Kellum, to be postmaster at Babylon, in the 
county of Suffolk and State of New York. 
CONFIRMATIONS. Thomas H. Manion, to be postmaster at Herkimer, in the 


i. aed ty of Herkime State of N fork. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 8, 1894. county of Herkimer and State of New York 


SECRETARY OF EMBASSY. SES 


Larz Anderson, to be secretary of embassy at Rome, Italy. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
SEORETARY OF LEGATION AND CONSUL-GENERAL. a i 7 7 
Ellis Mills, of Virginia, now consul-general at Honolulu, WEDNESDAY, August 8, 1894, 
Hawaiian Islands, to be secretary of legation andconsul-general | The House metat 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. G. N. 1) 
of the United States at that place. cock, of Washington. 7 
TERRITORIAL PROBATE JUDGES. The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


John C. De La Mare, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate proved. a iain te i a 
in the county of Tooele, in the Territory of Utah. ALLEYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
J. M. Grant, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in the | The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (S. 971) to open 


county of Rich, in the Territory of Utah. and extend alleys in the District of Columbia. 
James L. Bunting, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate The SPEAKER. This is a Senate bill with a House amend- 
in the county of Kane, in the Territory of Utah. ment. The Senate nonconcur in the amendment and ask for a 


Thomas J. Brandon, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate | conference. 
in the county of Davis, in the Territory of Utah. Mr. HEARD. I move thatthe House agree to the conferen 
William S. Willes, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate | asked for by the Senate. 
in the county of Wasatch, in the Territory of Utah. The motion was agreed to. 
Noble Warrum, jr., of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate | The Speaker appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
in the county of Cache, in the Territory of Utah. Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Mr. RUSK, and Mr. HARMER. 
Achilles Perrin, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in | ,gcessmenT OF REAL ESTATE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Gecoumy of Weber, in the Territory of Utah. The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (H. R. 6415) to pro- 





REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE, vide an immediate revision and equalization of real estate values 

Peregrine J. Dempster, of Holyoke, Colo., to be register of | in the District of Columbia; also toprovide an assessment of real 

the land office at Sterling, Colo. | estate in said District in the year 1896 and every third vear 
a thereafter, and for other purposes. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. : Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, this is the 

Gibson Clark, of Wyoming, to be attorney of the United States | House bill providing for an assessment of real estate in the Dis- 

for the district of Wyoming. trict of Columbia, which was passed a few days ago. Tht Sen- 

MARSHALS. ate has made some amendments which are not important, being 

Richard GC. Morris, of Connecticut, to be marshal of the United mainly changes of verbiage. The District Commissioners have 

States for the district of Connecticut. examined the amendmentsand recommend concurrence. I there- 

John A. McDermott, of Wyoming, to be marshal of the United fore move that the House concur in the amendments of the 

States for the district of Wyoming. Senate. 


James I. Cru The Senate amendments were read. 
for + cna ane rey 7 agen tobe marshal of the United States Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, the mere reading of those 
POSTMAS amendments disconnected from the body of the bill conveys no 
TERS. idea as to the scope of the changes proposed, and I should like 
John Huxtable, to be postmaster at Wareham, in the county | to have some explanation of the amendments. 


of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will have read a letter 
John M. Griffin, to be postmaster at Madera, in the county of | the assessor transmitted through the District Commissioners, 
Madera and State of California. who have examined these amendments. 
Robert B. Evans, to be postmaster at Blairsville, in the county Mr. BURROWS. Lnotice thatin one place there isan amend- 
of Indiana and State of Pennsylvania. ment striking out $500. I think there are also other material 
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amendments, and | would like to know the significance of them. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask the 
Clerk to read the letter received from the Commissioners. 
The letter was read, as follows: . 
OFFICE OF THE ASSESSOR, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
ashington, August 6, 1894. 


DEAR Sir: Referring to our conversation of a few days ago, I beg to in- 
vite your attention to the urgent importance of speedy attention to the bill 
(H. BR. 6415) proves for the assessment of real estate in this District. 

The bill passed the House of Representatives under date of July 9 and the 
Senate to-day with a few amendments. 

The amendment fixing the annual salaries of the assistant assessors at 
$3,000 each is in conformity with the action of the House, and is simply the 
correction of a typographical error. The other amendments are substan- 
tially in line with the bill as reported and advocated by your committee, and 
are in full accord with the views of the Commissioners and of this office. 

Having had reasonable aoe of the passage of this bill, the commence- 
ment of the soepoenee of the tax ledgers for the current fiscal year has 
been delayed beyond the usual time, and hence the failure of its passage at 
*his session might seriously embarrass the semiannual collection of taxes 
«sn November next, as provided for under existing law. 

I therefore suggest that you ask, at the earliest opportunity, a concur- 
rence on the part of the House with the Senate amendments. 

This letter receives the approval of the Commissioners. 


Very respectfully, 
MATTHEW TRIMBLE, 
Assessor District of Columbia. 
Hon, JonN T, HEARD, 


Chairman Committee on District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The five hundred dollar 
amendment about which the gentleman from Michigan inquires 
is an amendment to correct a typographical error. The bill as 
it passed fixed the salaries of the assistant assessors at $3,000, 
but as engrossed and sent to the Senate it provided for $3,500, 
and the amendmentsimply strikes out the “five hundred,” which 
was improperly inserted. 

Mr. BURROWS. DotheSenateamendments make any change 
in salaries, or any increase in the amount carried by the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Not at all. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the Senate 
has put on a proposition authorizing the Treasury Department 
to advance money to the District of Columbia to pay current ex- 
penses. That, I think, is rather an important provision, which 
ought to be fully understood by the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The bill simply author- 
izes the Secretary to advance to the Commissioners, upon their 
requisition, such sums as may be necessary to meet the expenses 
of the District where money hes been appropriated for that pur- 
pose by Congress. 

Mr. KILGORE. This isan advanceof money belonging tothe 
District of Columbia? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes; money that has been 
appropriated by Congress for that purpose. The Secretary of 
the Treasury is authorized, -_ requisition of the Commis- 
sioners, to draw that portion of the money which the District is 
authorized to expend. 

Mr. KILGORE. One other inquiry. The bill as passed by 
the House provided for a board of assessment to be appointed by 
the Commissioners. Has the Senate made any change in that 
regard? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE, Then this board will be appointed by the 
Commissioners? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
just as provided in the House bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think that ought not to be. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman from Tennessee will 
explain the necessity for authorizing this advance to be made 
to the Commissioners. I do not understand the purpose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The necessity, as I under- 
stand, grows out of the provision in section 2 of the bill: 

That the collection of taxes on real property and improvements thereon 
which will become due and payable in the month of November, 1894, be, and 
the same is hereby, suspended until the month of May in the year 1895, at 
which time said taxes shall be due and payable, and the collection thereof 
shall be enforced in all respects as provided under existing law for the col- 
lection of taxes on real property and improvements thereon for the second 
half of the tax year ending June 90, 1895. 

Members will understand that under this bill the payment of 
the semiannual tax which would be due next November is ex- 
tended until May; and this bill authorizes the Secretary of the 
Treasury, upon request of the Commissioners, to advance money 
to cover the deficiency thus temporarily created in the District 
resources. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then this is a loan of money to the Dis- 
trict, rendered necessary by achange of the time of the collec- 
tion of taxes? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
stand it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Why is that necessary? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. For this reason: As the 
gentleman will remember, this bill postpones until May next 


They will be appointed 


That is the way I under- 
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the payment of taxes which would otherwise be paid next Noy- 
ember. Taxes are paid here in two semiannual payments in 
May and November. Under this bill the payment which would 
be made in November is postponed until next May. 

Mr. KILGORE. And the object of the provision referred to 
is that the money which the District would receive from such 
payments may be anticipated by a payment from the Treasury? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Thatisall; the bill makes 
no change at all exceptin the respect Ihave named. I move to 
concur in the amendments of the Senate. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 


INSPECTION OF IMMIGRANTS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5246) pro. 
viding for the inspection of immigrants by United States consuls, 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been returned from the Senate 
with amendments and with a request for a conference. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I move that the House nonconcur in the 
amendments of the Senate and agree to the conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointmentof Mr. Boarnrr, 
Mr. TERRY, and Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE as conferees on the 
part of the House. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. MCKEIGHAN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of 
absence for to-day, on account of sickness. 


B. D. GREENE, 


Mr. LESTER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 859) for the relief of B. D. Greene, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe Secretary of the Treasury is directed to pay 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise Giereeemtes. to B. D 


Greene, bondsman of George E. Ward, who shall file the proper vouchers for 
money advanced or labor and materials furnished in and about the work of 


‘ 


improvement on the Rappahannock River during the year 1889, the sum of 
$1,916.97, aioe the amount due reatee E. Ward by the Government, which 
said sum shall be paid to the said B. D. Greene. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. Cox) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred House bill 859, having 
carefully considered the same beg leave to submit the following report 

The evidence in this case conclusively shows that seen the failure of Ward 
to complete his contract with the Government his bondsman, Greene, un- 
dertook and did complete the contract in accordance with the specifications 
The bill is to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Greene the 
amount that would be coming to the original contractor. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill dopass. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
LESTER] will make some explanation of this matter. 

Mr. LESTER. It appears that George E. Ward contracted 
with the Government todo some work on the Rappahannock 
River, Virginia. in 1889. B.D. Greene, the person named in 
the bill, was surety on the bond of Ward for the performance 
of this contract. Greene also made advances to Ward of money 
for labor and materials for the prosecution of the work. Sub 
sequently Ward absconded, leaving the work unfinished, very 
little having been done. Mr. Greene, the bondsman, undertoox 
to finish the work and did complete it. 

The amounts, however, were credited up to Ward, as the con- 
tract was in his name. Greene subsequently did the work, and 
advanced much more money than is specified. as the balance left 
in the Treasury to the credit of Ward. Besides he has gone 02 
and finished the work. 

Now, the amount in the Treasury credited up to Ward on this 
account is nineteen hundred and some odd dollars. It does not 
begin to cover the amount expended by Greene on account 0! 
Ward. That sum of money, however, remained on the books 0! 
the Treasury to the credit of Ward; and Greene having per 
formed the work the Committee on Claims thought that in jus 
tice and in equity it ought to be paid to Greene. Ward a” 
sconded about five years ago and can not be found. Greenepalc 
the debts and performed the work in the meantime. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand from the gentlemans S\~ 
ment that this does not involve any direct appropriation © 
money from the Treasury? 

Mr. LESTER. None whatever. a 

Mr. DOCKERY. But simply takes the balance that was ¢ve 
on this work and transfers it from Ward to his surety’ | 

Mr. LESTER. That is it exactly, the surety having perm 
formed the work and paid the expenses of it. _ 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman will allow me, in addition to tha! 





tate- 


I would state that when Ward absconded, and failed to comply 
with the contract, Greene assumed the obligation and did t¥° 
work 

Mr. 


by consent of the Government. a 
LESTER. He had to finish it or make the bond g00¢- 
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Mr. DOCKERY. And the money is on the books of the Treas- 
pry to the credit of Ward? 

Mr. LESTER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Georgia if there is any communication from the Chief of Engi- 
neers of the War Department showing that this amount is due 
to the orgie claimant? 

Mr. LESTER. Yes, sir. I hold in my hand the documents 
which establish that fact. 

Mr. DINGLEY. They have not been read. Perhaps they 
had better be read. 

Mr. LESTER. Here is a statement from the United States 
Engineer's Office giving the items, and astatement from the 
Chief Engineer's Office with the indorsement of the Secretary 
of War, which oe clearly the condition of the account. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let both of them be read. 

Mr. LESTER. I will quote some extracts from these which 
show exactly the condition of the account. 

UNITED STATES ENGINEER'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 21, 1890. 

GENERAL: In obedience to your order of March 20, 1890, I have the honor 
to report that the sum earned by George E. Ward, under his contract for 
dikes and mats in Rappahannock River, Virginia, and remaining unpaid, is 
4 yo items of expense were incurred and paid by the Unitod 
States because of the failure of Ward to complete his contract on the 3d of 
September, 1889. 

Then follows a list of items embracing the “ services of an in- 
spector” at various times, ‘‘ traveling expenses,” and various 
other expenses, making a total of $298.81, and leaving a balance 
of $1,916.97 remaining due to Ward on the books of the engineer's 
office. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Who sends that communication? 

Mr. LESTER. This is signed **S. T. Abert, United States 
agent.” 

“Mr. DOCKERY. Does he recommend the payment of this 
amount? 

Mr. LESTER. He does not say anything about the payment. 
He simply states the facts in connection with the account, and 
shows the balance due. 5 

On the 11th day of May, 1894, a communication was addressed 
to the Secretary of War by the chairman of the Committee on 
Claims of the House, with a request that he furnish all the 
papers, statements, and accounts showing the amount due 
George E. Ward for work done on the Rappahannock River, 
and also the contract and bond under which the work was done, 
and a statement as to the completion of the work, on which is 
the following indorsement: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, May 19, 1994. 


Respectfully returned to the chairman of the Committee on Claims of 
the House of Representatives, inviting attention to the preceding indorse- 
ment of the Acting Chief of Engineers and the papers therein referred to. 


This indorsement of the Chief of Engineers is as follows: 


There is also, with the previous indorsement, acopy of the succeeding 
contract with B. D. Greene, for the uncompleted rtion of the work, by 
which it will be seen that the prices are the same as in the orignal contract 
with Ward. There is herewith a report dated March 21, 1890, from Mr. S. T. 
Abert, United States agent, in charge of the work, by which it will be seen 


thatthe amount earned by Ward and remaining unpaid is #2,215.78. Deduct- : 


ing the expenses incurred by the United States because of the failure of 
Ward to complete the contract in the time designated in the contract 
($208.81), there will remain the sum of #1,916.97, the same as the amount 
named in House bill No. 859. 

H. M. ADAMS, 


Acting Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is this a unanimous report from the Com- 
mittee on Claims? 

Mr. LESTER. It is. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LESTER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


NEWBERRY COLLEGE. 


Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the — consideration of the bill (H. R. 2714) for the relief of 
the Newberry College. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as this bill involves 
a considerable amount, about $15,000, I hope the gentleman wil! 
let it go over. 

Mr. BURROWS. I was about to ask the amount of the bill. 

Mr. LATIMER. Fifteen thousand dollars. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let it go over. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think this is a matter that ought to be 


considered when these questions can come regularly befo h 
House on Friday. . ’ . thes 


The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
XXVI——520 
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WILLIAM R. STEINMETZ. 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the bill (S. $12) for the relief of William R. 
Steinmetz. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and ishereby, 


authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate, to appoint Capt. William R. Steinmetz, United States Army, retired, a 
major on the retired list of the Army, with the rank and pay of that grade 
from February 26, 1891, under the provisions of sections 3 of ‘An act to pro- 
vide for the examination of certain officers of the Army, and toregulate pro 


motions therein,’’ approved October |, 1890 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman will consent t 
this go over. It is open to the objection that it isa bill t 
crease the retired list. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This is nota bill to increase the retired 
list, but to make a correction. 

Mr. GORMAN. This officer is now on the retired list. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If1 have misapprehended the bill, I would 
be glad to have the report read. 

Mr. GORMAN. The report is quite lengthy; but I could 
make a short explanation. 

TheSPEAKER. Withoutobjection, the gentleman can make 
a brief explanation. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwill say, Mr. Speaker, that Capt. Steinmetz 
entered the volunteer service as a private early in 1861. He 
served continuously, excepting the time he was on sick leave, 
until 1891. There were three captains, Capt. De Hanne, Capt. 
Elbery, and Cap. Siteinmetz,on sick leave. Capt. Elbery,as the 


o let 
» in- 


report says, ‘* by some curiously involved procedure, as well as 
ingenious, was put .n the retired list over Capt. De Hanne,” who, 
I understand, is now deceased, ‘‘as major.” Capt. Steinmetz was 
then entitled to be retired under the law of 1801, and to be ex- 
amined by volunteer officers. Heaskedforit. Instead of that 
they retired him on a law of 1862, which was repealed by the act 
of 1891, which says: 

And no act now in force shall be so construed as to limit or restrict the re 
tirement of officers as herein provided for. 

He was retired under an examination that ‘‘ was curiously in- 
volved as well as ingenious,” and the Department has not been 


able to explain the reason for its action in this matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman read that portion of the 
act again? 

Mr. GORMAN. It is: 

And no act in force shall be so construed as to limit or restrict the 
ment of officers as herein provided for, 

Mr. HOLMAN. How provided? 

Mr. GORMAN. Here is how they are provided: 


That should the officer fail in his physical examination, and be foun’ in- 
capacitated for service by reason of physical disability contracted in e of 
duty, he shall be retired with the rank to which his seniority entitles liim to 
be promoted. 


His seniority entitled him to be retired asa major. He took 


the examination, but he should have been examined by oflicers 
from the volunteer service. Instead of that, he was examined 
hy an examining board, that made a report in 1875, every one of 


whom was in the regular service. I say that the old German 
uoctor has been grossly abused. 

Mr. COOMBS. When was he retired? 

Mr. GORMAN. After the act of 1891. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the effect of the bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. It is simply to give him his legal right, and 
retire him as a major. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the additional charge involved? 

Mr. GORMAN. The difference between the pay of a captain 
on the retired list and a major. 

Mr. DOCKERY. How much is that? 

Mr. HUNTER. About $18 or $20 a month. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I ask the gentleman to let it go over or I 
shall have to object. 


Mr. GORMAN. I hope the gentleman will not do that, as 
the matter has been up twice before, and is too meriturious, | 
think, to be put off in that way. 

Mr. BARTLETT. We had evidence yesterday of the danger 


of these bills. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This is not to put a man on the retired 
list, but aimply to give him the status on the retired list that 
he is entitled to under the law. 

Mr. GORMAN. There can be no question about that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This is an assumptionthat the War De- 
partment has violated the law of the land and done a gross in- 
justice to a member of the Army. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is the Senate report, which Senator 
DAVIS makes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This is an indirect way of pensioning a 
retired officer. That is all. 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, no. Thelawis as plainas it can be, and 
by right this man was entitled to be retired by a retiring board 
composed of volunteer officers. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR, 
power to do justice. 

Mr. GORMAN. Not at all; because his vacancy has been 
filled and it can not reinstate him; nor can the President rein- 
state him. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 
over until to-morrow. 
amine it. 

Mr. GORMAN. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 

The SPEAKER. 


Then the War Department has entire 


I shall insist on my objection that it go 
1 desire to have an opportunity to ex- 


I hope the gentleman will not do that. 
Is there objection? 

I object. 
Objection is made. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr.Speaker,I present a report from the 
Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That this calendar day, after the second morning hour, be as- 
signed to the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, in the order indicated by said committee. 

That Thursday, the 9th instant, after the second morning hour, be assigned 
to the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Claims, in the 
order indicated by said committee. ' 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question Was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was agreed to. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, by unanimous consent, the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads wasdischarged from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 7909) to facilitate and expedite 
legal proceedings by the United States and other creditors 
against Government-aided railroad companies, etc., and it was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


JUDGE RICKS. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report 
from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The report was read, as follows: 

Your Committee on the Judiciary, having had under consideration a memo 
rial of the Central Labor Union of Cleveland, Ohio, preferring charges of 
oMcial misconduct and dishonesty against Hon. Augustus J. Ricks, judgeof 
the United States court for the northern district of Ohio, beg leave to re- 
port the following resolutions, and recommend their adoption: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and it is hereby, in- 
structed to avemnenes the said charges against the Hon. Augustus J. Ricks, 
judge of the United States court for the northern district of Ohio, and re- 
port to this House what action, if any, ought to be taken in reference to 
such charges. 

Resolved further, That, for the purpose of this investigation, the said Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary is hereby authorized andempowered tosit atsuch 
time and place as it may determine, tosend for persons and papers, to admin- 
ister oaths, to take testimony, toemploy a stenographer, and to appoint a 
subcommittee, which subcommittee, if appointed, shall have the same pow- 
ers as the full committee. 

Reeolved further, That the Sergeant-at-Arms is hereby directed to attend 
the sessions of the committee or subcommittee in person or by deputy, to 
servo stich process as may be issued, and to execute its orders; and the sum 
of $500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out 
of the contingent fund of the House to defray the expenses of this investi- 
gation 

And the Clerk of the House is directed to pay said sum to the chairman of 
the committee or of any subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary 
that may be appointed toconduct said investigation, on voucher or vouchers 
to be approved by the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I suppose there will be no ob- 
jection to these resolutions, and if not, I will ask for the previous 
question. I observe, however, that the gentleman from Ohio 
| Mr. GROSVENOR|] is on his feet, and if he desires to debate the 
matter I will withhold the demand for the present. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I think this matter has 
been hurried with indecent haste. I compliment the Judiciary 
Committee upon the fact that occasionally it is capable of pro- 
ducing a result with such spontaneous combustion as is mani- 
fested in this case. Here is a judge of the district court of the 
United States who, as the House knows, has had no notice what- 
ever of the pendency of this matter, and now this resolution is 
launched upon him for an investigation to proceed without any 
notice whatever to him, a sort of star-chamber, ex parte perform- 
ance. : 

Now, I want to put myself exactly right upon this question. 
If the Judiciary Committee have any evidence whatever which 
justifies them in supposing that this investigation ought to be 
made, I have not the slightest objection to it; but I submit that 
a judge of one of the great courts of this country ought to be 
treated with at leastas much respect as adefendant on a charge 
of ‘‘drunk and disorderly” in a police court. He at least ought 
to have a copy of the charges furnished to him and an opportu- 
nity to come here from the distant point where he now is, and 
be heard by counsel or in some way before this committee. 

To launch this matter upon him on twenty-four hours’ notice 
and provide in this way for a junketing expedition out into Ohio 
is, in my judgment, rather premature, and, to say the least of 
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it, isa very hurried performance. [I have no knowledge about 
this question. I know nothing about the truth of these charges: 
but I submit again, that decent respect ought to be shown to 
the dignity of the office held by this gentleman, in providing 
for an examination of so high a character as one which involves 
the possible impeachment of a judge of one of the courts of the 
United States. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, the only possible excuse for the 
intemperate language of the gentleman from Ohio is that ho 
confesses that he knows absolutely nothing about the matters jy 
volved in this resolution. I say to him now thatif he is a frien 
to Judge Rieks he should want these charges investigated j; 
mediately, because an honest man would not want to sleep 
single night under the imputations which are contained in ¢) 
sworn charges which are presented in this memorial. 

Since the gentleman has seen fit to characterize this proce 
ing as one of indecent haste,I will say to him that an avent , 
the Judiciary Department was at one time instructed to proceed 
to Ohio to investigate these charges, but Judge Ricks is now o 
upon his summer vacation, and the investigation was ther 
postponed. It does seem to me that a man who rests un 
charges of this kind would rather go home and face his acc 
than be taking his ease at the seashore. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Can the gentleman state that Jud, 
Rieks has any knowledge whatever that this memorial has been 
presented in this House? 

Mr. BAILEY. I have no knowledge as to whether he has or 
not; but I say to the gentleman from Ohio that this is merely 
an effort to put the committee in a position to give Judge Licks 
an opportunity to refute the charges. This implies no censur 
upon him. It only implies that charges have been made of suc! 
a grave character as to justify an investigation. I understo 
the gentleman from Ohio himself to say the other day, when 
this memorial was presented by his colleague, Mr. JOHNSON, 
that he would be glad to have an investigation. I say to him 
now, without disclosing the secrets of the committee room 
that there was not a Republican on the Judiciary Committee 
who asked for delay or suggested that delay was proper. They 
all spoke like men and lawyers, and said that the judiciary 
ought to be above reproach. If there is a taint of suspicion 
upon a judge, it ought to be removed from him or else he ought 
to be removed from the bench. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the gentleman propose to inaugu- 
rate a drumhead court-martial of a United States judge at this 
stage of the session, and carry it over to the Senate and try it 
in twenty-four hours, and make a vacancy? Is that the pur- 

ose? 

Mr. BAILEY. This gentleman can not answer that questi 
That is a question to be determined by the Judiciary Commit- 
tee after action by the House on this resolution. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They seem to have determined almos 
everythingalready. They have proceeded to inaugurate a court, 
to fix the terms of the trial, and to appropriate money for the 
expenses of it, without giving any notice to the accused that he 
is accused. 

Mr. BAILEY. But he will have ample notice before the 
mittee proceeds to the investigation. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman speaks of Judge Ricks 
as being my friend. I donot know him by sight; I never spoxe 
to him in my life, except upon one occasion, when I wa: 
duced to him. The only object I have in the world with 
ence to this matter is simply to have the ordinary procee 
of a respectable tribunal carried on in thiscase. I haveno 
fidence in the fairness and justice of the Judiciary Committ 
in this matter. 

Mr. BAILEY. The committee feels complimented to knov 
that it does not enjoy the confidence of the gentleman [ro! 
Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well. 

Mr. BAILEY. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. BAILEY, a motion to reconsider the \ 
by which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table 


KNIGHTS OF PYTHIAS ENCAMPMENT. 
Mr. WARNER. I ask consent for the immediate conside 


tion of the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States of A! 
Senate concurring), That permission be, and is hereby, given to the ©! 
committee, Knights of thias Encampment, of which Chapin Brown © 
chairman, to illuminate the Dome of the Capitol on the nights of Augus® 
28, 29, and 30, 1894, under the control and direction of the Architect Of t 
Capitol. 


A MEMBER. What is this? he 
Mr. WARNER. Itis a resolution which involves no expense 


tizens 








1894. 





to the Government. 
designated the Dome of the Capitol may be illuminated, under the 
control and supervision of the Architect of the Capitol, at the 
expense of the citizens’ committee of the Knights of Pythias. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 


or is there anything to prevent them from speaking from the 
Capitol steps? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WARNER. There is no provision of that kind. This 
organization has already been granted the use of the ‘*‘ White 
Lot,” so that no provision of the sort referred to is necessary. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 
adopted. 

JOSIAH B. ORBISON. 
I ask unanimous consent for the present 
279) for the relief of Josiah B. 


Mr. PHILLIPS. 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 1 
Orbison. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. IfI remember aright this bill has already 
been objected to once. [ think it had better go over. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I ask that the report be read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let it be read subject to objection. 

The report was read. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. By request of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. DockERY] I ask that the bill go over until to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the House. The gen- 


It simply provides that on four evenings | 


Is there any provision that | 
these people shall ‘‘ keep off the grass” in the Capitol grounds, | 
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tleman can withdraw his request, and he will be recognized to- | 


morrow to renew it, if he will remind the Chair of the matter. 
WILLIAM R. STEINMETZ. 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr.Speaker, the gentleman from New York 
has withdrawn his objection to the bill (S. 812) for the relief of 
William R. Steinmetz, on the condition that an amendment be 
inserted, providing for the usual examination and finding by a 
retiring board. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. GOr- 
MAN] states that the objection made to the consideration of the 
pill (S. 812) for the relief of William R. Steinmetz has been 
withdrawn. Is there further objection? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the bill be read again. 

The bill was read. 

Mr.GORMAN. Lask that the amendments which I propose 
to offer to the bill be also read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word ‘“‘army,” in line 7, insert ‘‘subject to examination and find- 
ing by a retiring board.”’ 


The SPEAKER. 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. BYNUM. Perhaps I did not catch fully the purport of 
the bill; but I believe it is a bill to place some one on the re- 
tired list. { think I must object. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICT IN GEORGIA. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 7461) to amend an act entitled 
“Anact tocreate a new division of the northern judicial district 
of Georgia,” approved March 3, 1891. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the terms of the circuit and district courts for the 
western division of the northern judicial district of Georgia, held at Colum- 
bus, shall convene on the first Monday in May and the first Monday in De- 
cember, instead of the first Monday in June and the first Monday in Janu- 
ary, as now provided by law. And each of said terms shall continue as long 
as the presiding judge may deem necessary. 

Sxc. 2. That all laws and parts of laws conflicting with this act are hereby 
repealed. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill: which was ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WOLVERTON, a motion to reconsider the 


last vote was laid on the table. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6531) to pension 
Nancy Gabrilla Anderson. 

The SPEAKER. The bil’ will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask if there be objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. JONES. I would like to inquire whether this bill has 
been considered by the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. BRODERICK. It has not been. It has been reported 
favorably from the Committee on Pensions, is on the Calendar, 
and there is no minority report against it. 

Mr. JONES. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. BRYAN. I ask the gentleman to withdraw that a mo- 
ment until Ican present a petition. 


Is there further objection to the considera- 
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Mr. HOPKINS of [llinois. 
regular order. 

Mr. LOUD. Petitions can go through the box anyway. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 

The committees were called for reports. 

OCALA, FLA., PORT OF DELIVERY. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back with a favorable recommenda- 
tion the bill (S. 1885) extending the privileges of transportation 
of dutiable merchandise for appraisement to the city of Ocala, 
in the State of Florida; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at three minutes 

= Lo’clock, The Committee on the Public Lands hada Dill 
efore the House which the Chairisinformed the committee do 
not desire to consider in this hour. 

Mr. McRAE. No; the bill has reached the stage where it i 
privileged, and I do not care to use the morning hour for that 
purpose. 

The SPEAKER. 
other committees. 


I think we had better have the 


Then the Chair will direct the call of ¢! 


1e 


MINERAL LANDS. 

Mr. WEADOCK (when the Committee on Mines and Mining 
was called). Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Mines and Mining, I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7840 
to amend section 2335 of the Revised Statutes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section twenty-three hundred and thirt ve of 
the Revised Statutes be amended to read as follows: 

“SEC. 2335. All affidavits required to be made under this chapter may be 
verified before any officer authorized to administer oaths in any State o 
Territory of the United States or in the District of Columbia havine an 
Ofiicial seal, and all testimony and proofs may be taken before any su 
officer, and when duly certified by the officer taking the same, attesied b 
his seal of office, shall have the same force and effect as if taken before the 
register and receiver of the land office. In cases of contest as to the mi 
eral or agricuitural character of land the testimony and proofs may | 
taken, under such regulations and notice asthe Commissioner of the Gen 
ral Land Office —— Tibe: Provide?, That the presence of rock in pla 
or of deposits, bearing gold, silver, cinnabar, or other valuable mineral. 
shall be regarded as prima facie evidence that the land containing the 

ame is mineral in character: Provided further, Thatin investigating the 
character of land, with a view to ascertaining whether it 1s more valuable 
for mineral than agricultural purposes, eviderce may be taken of the mine 
ral discovered or developed adjacent to such land, proof of which shall be 
corroborative evidence that the land in question is mineral in character 
And provided further, Vhat, except in Utah, wherever land is proven to be 
within a well-defined mineral belt, it shall be deemed prima facie evidence 
of the mineral character of said land.”’ 


Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to make an inquiry as to whether 
there is anything in this bill which would require its considera- 
tion in Committee of the Whole. It seems to be a bill which 
covers a good deal of ground. 

Mr. WEADOCK. There is nothing in the bill that would re- 
quire its consideration in committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Doesitindirectly grant any public property? 

Mr. WEADOCK. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. On what Calendar is it? 

Mr. WEADOCK. On the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Itis on the House Calendar. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Speaker, this bill proposes to amend 
the statute named (section 2335, Revised Statutes), relating to 
mineral lands, in three particulars: The first is, that whereas 
affidavits are now required to be sworn to before any officer 
authorized to administer oaths within the land district, they 
may be sworn to under the proposed amendment to the law be- 
fore any officer authorized to administer oaths in any State or 
Territory of the United States, or the District of Columbia, 
having an official seal. 

This change will save both time and expense to those who 
have located land, and of course costs the Government noth- 
ing. Whenever legal proceedings can be made cheapar with 
safety to the public, the change in that direction should be 
made. 

A bill (5S. 1515) has already passed the Senate, and has been 
favorably considered by the House Committee on Mines and 
Mining, which amends various sections of the statutes relating 
to mining, among others section 2335, the one we now propose 
toamend. This section in the Senate bill is as follows: 


Sec. 2335. All affidavits required to be made under this chapter may be 
verified before any officer authorized to administer oaths in any State or 
Territory of the United States or in the District of Columbia having an of- 
ficial seal, and all testimony and proofs may be taken before any such off 
cer, and when duly certified by the officer taking the same, attested by his 
seal of office, shall have the same force and effect as if taken before the reg 
ister and receiver of the land office. In cases of contest as to the mineral 
or agricultural character of land the testimony and proofs may be taken, 
under such regulations and notice as the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office may prescribe: Provided, That the preset of rock in place bearing 
goid, silver, cinnabar, petroicum uneral sLalk be re- 
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garded as prima facie evidence that the land containing the same is min- 
era) in character: And provided further, That in investigating the character 
ot land with a view to ascertain whether it is more valuable for mineral 
than agriculture, evidence may be taken of the mineral discovered or de- 
veloped adjacent to such land. 

The second change the bill makes over the old law is one in 
practice in the land offices. At present testimony is to be taken on 

rsonal notice of at least ten days, and if the person can not 
be found, then by notice published once a week for thirty days 
in a newspaper to be designated by the receiver, etc., in cases 
of contest. The bill before the House proposes to leave that 
matter witbin the discretion of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, and the testimony shall be taken under such 
rules and regulations as that officer may prescribe. 

The third change is putting, perhaps, into the statute what is 
now aruls of evidence. That is, that in cases of contest as to 
the agricultural or mineral character of the land between agri- 
cultural claimants, who can take up 160 acres of land, and mineral 
claimants, who can take up only a small alba of the public 
lands, when a question arises before the officers of the Land Of- 
fice, as the case may be, and the testimony shows that the land 
is withina certain well-defined mineral belt, where we find rock 
in place carrying ore in the immediate vicinity, that fact shall 
be regarded as prima facie evidence that the land itself is min- 
eval incharacter. Thatis, in other words, if a piece of land that 
is claimed to be mineral land, and alsoclaimed to be agricultural 
land, is surrounded by other portions of land, all of which are 
mineral in character, the evidence of that fact shall be regarded 
as prima facie evidence that the land in question is mineral and 
not agricultural. 

The prospective State of Utah is excepted from the bill on ac- 
countof the peculiar geological formation of mineral lands there, 
being very different from other mining localities. 

I desire now to yield five minutes, or such further time as 
he wishes, to the gentleman from California, who is the author 
of the bill. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. I think it is not necessary to occupy the 
time of the committee after the statement the gentleman has 
made. . 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Speaker, if no other gentleman de- 
sires to be heard on the bill, or to ask a question in regard to it, 
I shall ask the previous question on the bill. 

Mr. HERMANN. Before that, not having had the pleasure 
of hearing the gentleman’s statement, I would like to ask if this 
bill is merely to define the character of mineral land? 

Mr. WEADOCK, That is one of the objects sought; but the 
purpose of the bill is rather to define the rule of evidence which 
shall be applied in contests relating to the mineral or agri- 
cultural nature of the land in question. 

Mr. HERMANN, In mineral contests. 

Mr. WEADOCK. In contests as to whether land is mineral 
or agricultural; that is, when the contest is between persons 
claiming the land for agricultural or mineral purposes, I have 
just stated that when the surrounding land is shown to be min- 
eral land, that fact shall be regarded as prima facie evidence 
that the land which is in controversy is mineral in character. 
This fixes a rule of evidence that has been followed in the Gen- 
eral Land Office. The Commissioner of the General Land Office 
and the Secretary of the Interior both approve of the measure 
which has been incorporated in the bill for the givens stated. 

I will here refer briefly to the statements of these officers: 
The Commissioner of the General Land Office, in a letter to the 
Secretary of the Interior bearing date July 9, 1894, says of the 
first proposftion in the bill: 

Iam aware of no objection to the amendment, but on the other hand am 
strongly of the opinion that it would result in much greater convenience to 
mineral claimants. 

The Secretary of the Interior, in a communication to the 
chairman of this committee, dated July 16, 1894, suggests a sub- 
stitute for the second proposition contained in the original bill 
in the following language: 

I concur generally in the views of the Commissioner, with the modifica- 
tions and amendments recommended in his report, but I would suggest 
= ed en in the nineteenth line, on page 5, be amended so as to read 
as [fo : 

Provided, That the presence of rock tn place, bearing gold, silver, cinna- 
bar, or other valuable deposit of minerals, shall be regarced as prima facie 
evidence that the land containing the same is and always has been mineral 
in character: Provided further, That in investigating the character of land, 
with a view to ascertaining whether it is more valuable for mineral than 
agricultural purposes, evidence may be taken of the mineral discovered or 
developed adjacent to such land, proof of which shall be corroborative evi- 
dence that the land ip question is mineral in character: And provided fur- 
ther, That wherever land is proven to be within a well-defined mineral belt 
it shall be prima facie evidence of the mineral character of such land until 
the contrary is proved. 

Mr. HERMANN. As the gentlemans knows, under the rules 
for adjustment of mineral land titles, if the major portion of the 
last legal subdivision shall be adjudged as mineral, that deter- 
mines its quality as distinguished between agricultural and min- 
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eral lands. If it be mineral it carries the character of mineral] 
as to the remainder. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How is that? 

Mr. HERMANN. If the major portion of the last legal sub- 
division is mineral in character, that makes the entire legal 
subdivision mineral. That is the rule. ‘ 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to ask the gentleman one question, 

Mr. WEADOCK. I yield to the gentleman from South Da- 
kota for a question. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understand that this changes the rule of 
evidence to some extent? 

Mr. WEADOCK. It does not change the rule of evidence, but 
makes the rule of evidence which ought to prevail, the law upon 
the subject. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
already exist. 

Mr. WEADOCK. It can not do that. 

Mr. PICKLER. They may construe it over in the Interior 
Department differently from whatthe gentleman supposes. We 
have had a great deal of trouble over a law which passed in 1891, 
The contest should be determined on what the law was hereto 
fore. 

Mr. WEADOCK. That would seem to be so. 
intended to be retroactive. 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope the gentleman will express in terms 
in his bill that it shall not be retroactive. 

Mr. WEADOCK. It is not necessary; as we can not make a 
law retroactive, except it be done in express terms in the law 
when it is passed. 

Mr. PICKLER. I know that it is what all you lawyers claim; 
but all we who have had experience on the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands know we have had a great deal of trouble over the law 
which was passed in 1891, and they construed that as being r 
troactive in regard tocontests. I ask the gentleman to accept 
an amendment that it shall not change the rule of evidence as 
to pending contests. 

Mr. WEADOCK. 
it was that way now. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to amend the bill by inserting: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall change the ruleof evidence 
as to pending contests. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the amen 
ment of the gentleman from South Dakota. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That nothing herein contained shall change the rule of eviden 
as to pending contests. 


Mr. WEADOCK, I re that amendment. 
previous question on the bill and amendment. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the amendment was agreed to, the billas amended was or: 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WEADOCK, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


EFFECT OF MACHINERY ON LABOR. 


Mr. McGANN (when the Committee on Labor was called): 
Mr. Speaker, I call up the House joint resolution (H. Kes 
providing for an investigation relating to the effect of machinery 
on labor. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Commissioner of Labor be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to investigate and report upon the effect of the u 
machinery upon labor and the cost of production, the relative produ 
power of hand and machine labor, the costof manual and machine power as 
they are used in productive industries, the effect upon wages of the us 
machinery operated by women and children, and whether changes in the 
creative cost of products are due to a lack or to asurplus of labor or tot! 
introduction of power machinery. To enable the Commissioner of Labor 
to carry out the provisions of this resolution the sum of $10,000 is hereby : 
pro out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropria 

ut should not this sum be sufficient to —— the investigation called 
herein, the Commissioner of Labor is hereby authorized to complete it ub: 
der the regular appropriations for the Department of Labor. 


TheSPEAKERprotempore. This billison the Union Calendar. 

Mr. McGANN. I ask unanimous consent to consider this bill 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. Asics 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from [!linols 
asks unanimous consent to consider this bill in the House as 10 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. a 

Mr. McGANN. I move that the House resolve itself inte 
Committee of the Whol, to consider this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of th: 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. CoOoMBS 1D the 
chair. 


It ought not to interfere with contests that 
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The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill which the Clerk will now report. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. McGANN. I move that the committee rise and report 
the joint resolution to the House with a favorable recommenda- 


tion. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would like to ask a single ques- 
tion before that motion is put. It seems to me to be a wise res- 
olution; but I would be glad to ask if this resolution has been 
placed inform after consultation with theCommissioner of Labor? 

Mr. McGANN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And it meets with his approval? 

Mr. McGANN. It meets his approval; and the statement is 
made by him that he can not furnish the information which is 
asked of his Bureau in that regard. It is information which is 
desirable not — to the members of the House of Representa- 
tives, but to students of political economy and business men 
throughout the country; and he says that this is a most oppor- 
tune tne to get that information. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And he thinks it is practical to 
make the investigation? Is the sum, 610,000, large enough? 

Mr. MCGANN. The sum was suggested by himself. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It seems to me that it isa well- 
timed resolution. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DOCKERY having 
resumed the chair as —- vo tempore, Mr. COOMBS, Chair- 
man of the Committee of the ole, reported that that commit- 
tee had had under consideration the joint resolution H. Res. 
95 and had directed him to report the same to the House with 
a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. MCGANN. I demand the previous question on the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
erect the joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCGANN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


EFFICIENCY OF THE MILITIA. 


Mr. MEYER (when the Committee on the Militia was called). 
Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the bill H.R.7819 I 
would state that the bill which I present—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. he Clerk has not the Calendar 
print, and the Chair is advised that this bill has never been re- 
ported. 

Mr. MEYER. The bill has been slightly amended and a re- 
print of the original bill and amendment ordered by the com- 
mittee and approved by the committee; and therefore I jask 
unanimous consent that the bill H. R. 7819, which I send to the 
desk, be substituted for the bill H. R. 5039, and the report which 
has been made to accompany it. 
me SPEAKER protempore. 

ill? 

Mr. MEYER. Yes, sir. The committee has reported the bill 
H. R. 5039, for which it is proposed to substitute this bill. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. The gentleman calls up the bill 
H. R. 5039, 

Mr. FITHIAN. That bill has not been reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill H. R. 5039? 


Has the committee reported any 


Mr. FITHIAN. I think not. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That has been reported, the 
Chair is advised. 


Mr. MEYER. I have the report in my hand, Mr. Speaker, 
The title of the bill was read, as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 5039) to promote the efficiency of the militia. 


The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Louisiana, 
the Chair understands, asks unanimousconsent to substitute the 
bill H. R. 7819, as amended by the committee, for bill H. R. 5039. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill had better be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill H. R. 5039 will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the militia shall consist of every able-bodied male 
citizen who is of the age of 18 and under the age of 45 years, and shall be di- 
vided into two classes, the organized to be known as the National Guard, 
the unorganized to be known as the reserve militia. That the National 
Guard shall consist of such regularly enlisted troops as are or may be or- 
fanized in the several States and Territories and the District of Columbia 

Ppareuance of their respective laws, not in conflict with the provisions of 
this act, and the ation shall conform as closely as possible to that 

SEC. 2, 


y. 

That the reserve militia shall not be subject or liable to any mili- 
tary duty to the United States, except when called into service by act of 
88 oeeet for that purpose; that the National Guard shall not besub- 
ect or liable to any military duty tothe United States, except when called 
to service by act of Congress passed for that purpose or by the President 
of the United States, as hereinafter provided; and every officer and enlisted 
man of the National Guard cailed into service of the United States whoshall 

refuse to obey such call shall be punished as a court-martial may direct. 


eee 
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Stc.3. That the Vice-President of the Unitea States: the officers, judicial 
and executive, of theGovernment of the United States; the members of both 
Houses of Congress, and their respective officers; allcustom-house officers, 
with theirclerks; all postmasters and persons employed in the transportation 
ofthe mail; allferrymenemployed at any ferry on post-roads; all inspectors 
ofexports; allartificers and workmen employed in the armortes and arsenals 
of the United States; all pilots; all mariners actually employed in the sea 


service of any citizen or merchant within the United States; all persons in 
the Army and Navy of the United States, and all persons who now are ex- 
empted by the laws of the respective States, shall be exempted from militia 


duty, notwithstanding their being above the age of 18 and under the age of 
45 years. 

Sxc. 4. That the adjutant-general of each State and Territory shall, under 
the direction of the governor thereof, make returns and reports to the Sec 


retary of War at such times and in such form as he shall from time to time 
vrescribe. 

Sec. 5. That the Secretary of War shall, in his annual report each year, 
transmit to Congress an abstract of the returns and reports of the adju 
tants-general of the States and Territories, with such observations thereon 
as he may deem necessary for the information of Congress. 

Sec. 6. That the national guard shall be instructed in the same system of 
drill and tactics that may from time to time be prescribed for the Army. 

SEc. 7. That whenever the United States are invaded or are in imminent 
danger of invasion from any foreign nation or Indian tribe, or of rebellion 
against the authority of the Government of the United States, it shall be 
lawful for the President to call forth such number of the national guard of 
the State or States most convenient to the place of danger or scene of action 
as he may deem necessary to repel such invasion or to suppress such re- 
bellion, and to issue his orders for that purpose to the governor or gover- 
nors thereof for such number of the national guard as he may think proper; 
and he may, in time of peace, accept from the governor of each State and 
Territory, respectively, as he may think proper, each number of the na- 
tional guard as may be offered for the purpose of united instruction and dis- 
cipline, when the state of the ore will permit. 

Seco. & That when the nationa guard of more than one State is called into 
the actual service of the United States by the President he may, in his dis- 
Sa oo apportion them among such States according to representative pop- 
ulation. 

Sec. 9. That the national guard and militia, when called into the actual 
service of the United States for the suppression of the rebellion against 
and resistance to the laws of the United States, shall be subject to the same 
rules and articles of war as the regular troops of the United States. 

Seo, 10. That whenever the President calls forth the national guard of the 
States, to be employed in the service of the United States, he may specify 
in his call the period for which such service will be required, not exceeding 
nine months, and the national guard so called shall be mustered in and 
continue to serve during the terms so specified, unless sooner discharged 
by command of the President. 

Src. 11. That the reserve militia and national guard, when called into the 
actual service of the United States, or accepted by the President, shall, dur- 
ing their time of service, be entitled to the same pay and allowances as may 
be provided by law for the Army of the United States. 

Sgo. 12. That whenever the {militia or national guard is called into the 
actual service of the United States their pay shall be deemed to commence 
from the day of their appearing at the place of rendezvous of the forces 
called out. 

Sec. 13. That the expenses incurred by marching the militia or national 
guard of any State or Territory to their place of rendezvous, in pursuance 
of a requisition of the President or of a call made by the authority of any 
State or Territory and approved by him, shall be adjusted and paid in like 
manner as the expenses incurred after their arrival at such places of ren- 
dezvous, on the requisition of the President; but this provision does not 
authorize any species of expenditure previous to arriving at the place of 
rendezvous which is not provided by existing laws to be paid for after their 
arrival at such place of rendezvous. 

Sec. 14. That courts-martial for the trial of the militia or national guard 
shall be composed of militia or national-guard officers only. 

Sec. 15. That the sum of 8600,000 is hereby annually appropriated, to be 
paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
purpose of providing arms, ordnance stores, signal stores, engineer stores, 
subsistence stores, medical stores, quartermaster stores, and camp equipage 
for issue tothe national guard. 

SEc. 16. That said aaeeeee eee shall be apportioned among the several 
States and Territories, under the direction of the Secretary of War, accord- 
ing tothe number of Senators and Representatives to which each State, 
respectively, is entitled in the Congress of the United States and to 
the Territories and District of Columbia, in such proportion and under 
such regulations as the President may prescribe: Provided, however, 
That no State shall be entitled to the benefits of the appropriation appor- 
tioned to it unless the number of its regularly enlisted, organized, and uni- 
formed active national guard shall be at least one hundred men for each 
Senator and Representative to which such State is entitled in the Congress 
of the United States. And the amount of said appropriation which is thus 
determined not to be available’shall be covered back into the Treasury. 

Sec. 17. That the purchase or manufacture of arms, ordnance stores, sig- 
nal stores, engineer stores, subsistence stores, medical stores, quartermas- 
ter’s stores, and camp equipage for the national guard, under the provisions 
of this act, shall be made under the direction of the Secretary of War, as 
such arms, ordnance, signal, engineer, subsistence, medical, and quarter- 
master's stores and campequipage are now manufactured or otherwise pro 
vided for the use of the regular Army, and they shall be yoosspooe for and 
shall remain the property of the United States and be ——, accounted 
for, for which purpose the Secretary of War shall prescribe and supply the 
necessary blanks and make such regulations as he may deem necessary to 
protect the interests of the United States. 

Sgc. 18. That all arms, equipments, ordnance, or other military stores, or 
tents which may become unserviceable or unsuitable, shall be examined by 
a board of officers of the national guard, and its report shall be forwarded 
by the governor of the State or Territory direct to the Secretary of War, 
who shall cause such stores to be inspected by an inspector-general or such 
other officer or officers of the Army as he may appoint for that purpose, 
and shall then direct what disposition, by sale or otherwise, shall be made 
of them, and if sold, the proceeds of such sale shall be covered into the 
Treasury of the United States. 

Sec. 19. That any State or Territory may,in addition to the stores and 
supplies issued under the provisions of this act, purchase for use of its 
national Ee or militia, at regulation prices for cash at place of sale, such 
stores and supplies from any department of the Army as in the opinion of 
the Secretary of War can be spared, and funds received from such sales 
shall not be covered into the Treasury, but shall be used for the purchase of 
supplies by the department making the sale. 

SEc. 20. at when any State, Territory, or the District of Columbia turns 
into the War Department arms, equipments, or other military supplies ob- 
solete or unserviceable, under instructions from the Secretary of , which 
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have been issued by said Department under the law for arming and omni. 
ping the national guard or militia, the Secretary of War will cause suchold 

and unserviceabie or obsolete material to be sold, and willreport theamount 

received therefor from time to time to the Secretary of the Treasury, who 

is directed to then credit to the appropriation for arming and equipping the 

national guard the amounts so reported to him by the Secretary of War. 

The Secretary of War, on receiving notification from the Secretary of the 

Treasury that the amounts have n carried to the appropriation afore- 
said, will credit the respective States, Territories, or District of Columbia, 

as the caso may be, with the amounts to which each shall be entitled. 

Sec. 21. That each State and Territory furnished with stores and supplies 
under the provisions of this act shall require every organization in its na- 
tional guard, not excused by the governor of such State or Territory, to go 
into camp of instruction or to be quartered at a United States fort for in- 
struction in heavy artillery at least seven consecutive days in each year, 
and to assemble for drill and instruction not less than twelve times in each 
year, and shall also require an annual inspection of each organization in its 
national guard, and that the Secretary of War shall, in his annual report 
each year, transmit to Congress an abstract of the returns and reports of 
these inspections, with such observations thereon as he may deem neces- 
sary for the information of Congress. 

Sxc. 22. That upon the application of the governor of any State or Terri- 
ritory furnished with stores or supplies under the provisions of this act, the 
Secretary of War may, in his discretion, detail one or more officers of the 
Army to attend any encampment of the national guard of such State or 
Territory, and may Cirect that such officer or officers as he may appoint for 
that purpose shall visit such camps and make reports to the Secretary of 
War, who shall cause the reports to be consolidated and prepared for publi- 
cation in the office of the Adjutant-General, and copies thereof to be fur- 
nished to the governors of the States and Territories. 

Suro. 23. That upon the application of the governor of any State or Terri- 
tory furnished with stores and supplies under the provisions of this act the 
Secretary of War may; in his discretion, detail one or more officers of the 
Army to report to the governor of such State or Territory for duty in con- 
nection with the nationalguard. The governor may, in his discretion, com- 
mission such officer in the national guard during said detail with such rank 
as he may deem Poe, and the ———— of such an appointment 7, an 
officer so detailed shall not be considered a violation of section 1222 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States. An officer so assigned shall receive 
no pay or emoluments from the United States, except those of his rank in 
the Army. All such assignments shall be revoked at the request of the gov- 
ernor of the State or Territory or at the pleasure of the Secretary of War. 

Suc. 24. That this act is to take effect at the beginning of the fiscal yeer 


after its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Louisiana to the fact that this is on 
the Union Calendar. 
wen HOLMAN. Let it be considered in Committee of the 

hole. 

Mr. MEYER. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the —— of considering this bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MEYER. Division. 

Pending the count, Mr. MEYER rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise? 

Mr.MEYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that this 
bill be withdrawn till to-morrow, without losing its privilege. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I have no objection to the gentleman with- 
drawing the bill, but I do object to his committee having the 
hour to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gen- 
tleman to withdraw the bill; which he has a right to do. 

Mr. MEYER. I desire to withdraw the biil, reserving what- 
ever privilege we may have for its consideration in the morning 
hour to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itcan have no privilege to-mor- 
row except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. FITHLAN. Lobject to theCommittee on the Militia hav- 
ing the morning hour to-morrow. 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the vote be announced. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlemanfrom Louisiana, 
then, withdraws his request, and the Chair will announce the 
vote on the motion to go into Committee of the Whole to con- 
sider the bill. 
are 28. The ayes have it, and the motion is agreed to. 








The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the | 


Whole, Mr. OUTHWAITE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in the Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of a bill (H. R. 5039) to promote the 
efficiency of the militia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the militia shall consist of every able-bodied male 
citizen who is of the age of 18 and under the age of 45 years, and shall be 
divided inte two classes, the to be known as the national guard 
ot ee ek nen ae es ae ee ee 
guard sha of such r ar’! Troops as are or may or- 
na in the several States and Territories and the District of Columbia 

pursuance of their respective laws, not in conflict with the provisions of 
this act, and the organization shall conform as closely as possible to that 
preseribed for the Army. 

Seo. 2. That the reserve militia shall not be subject or liable to any mili- 
tary duty to the United States, except when called into service by act of 


Congress for that se; that the national guard shall not be subject 
or liable to any military duty to the United States, except when led 
into service by act of C assed for that purpose or by the President 


of the United States, as is hereinafter ; and every officer and en- 

listed man of the national guard called into service ofthe United States 

= shall refuse to obey such call shall be punished as a court-martial may 
irect. 
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Sexe. 3. That the Vice-President of the Uni States; the officers, judic; 
and executive, of the Government of the United States; the members 5 
both Houses of Congress, and their respective officers; all custom-houss 
officers, with their clerks; all postmasters and persons employed in 1} 
transportation of the mail; all ferrymen employed at any ferry on px 
roads; all inspectors of exports; all artificers and workmen employe, 
the armories and arsenals of the United States; all pilots; ali ma 
actually employed in the sea service of any citizen or merchant wit 
United States; all persons in the Army and Navy of the United Sta 
all persons who now are exempted by the laws of the respective St 4 : 
be exempted from militia duty, notwithstanding their being above tho ar 
of 18 and under the age of 45 years. 

SeEc. 4. That the adjutant-general of each State and Territory sh 
the direction of the governor thereof, make returns and reports t 
retary of War at such times and in such form as he shall from tim 
prescribe. 

Suc. >. That the Secretary of War shall,in his annual report ¢ 
transmit to Congress an abstract of the returns and reports of th: 
general of the States and Territories, with such observations the 
may deem necessary for the information of Congress. 

Sxzc. 6. That the national guard shall be instructed in the same 
drill and tactics that may from time to time be prescribed for the A 

Sxc. 7. That whenever the United States are invaded or are in im 
danger of invasion from any foreign nation or Indian tribe, or of r 
against the authority of the Government of the United States, it 
lawful for the President to call torth such number of the national 
the State or States most convenient to the place of danger or sc: 
tion as he may deem necessary to repel such invasion or to suppr: 
rebellion, and to issue his orders for that purpose to the govern: 
ernors thereof for such number of the national guard as he m 
proper; and he may, in time of peace, accept from the governor 
State and Territory respectively, as he may think proper, such num 
the national guard as may be offered for the purpose of united in 
and discipline, when the state of the appropriation will permit. 

Szc. 8. That when thenational guard of morethan one Stateis ca 
the actual service of the United States by the President he may, i: 
pe es may apportion them among such States according to representa 
ulation. 

Src. 9. That the national guard and militia, when called into th« 
serviceof the United States for the ate tne of the rebellion aga 
resistance to the laws of the Onited States, shall be subject to 
rules and articles of war as the regular troops of the United State 

Sxc. 10. That whenever the President calls forth the national guard 
States to be employed in the service of the United States he may syx 
his call the period for which such service will be required, not exce 
nine months, and the national guard so called shall be mustered in an 
tinue to serve during the terms so specified, unless sooner dischar 
command of the President. 

Sec. 11. That the reserve militia and national guard when calied in 
actual service of the United States, or accepted by the President 
during their time of service be entitled to the same pay and allowan 
may be provided by law for the Army of the United States. 

Sc, 12. That whenever the militia or national guard is called int 
actual service of the United States their pay shall be deemed to com: 
from theday of their appearing at the place of rendezvous of the forcesca! 
out. 

Src. 13. That the expenses incurred by marching the militia or nati 
guard of any State or Territory to their place of rendezvous, in pursua 
a requisition of the President or of a call made by the authority of any S 
or Territory and approved by him, shall beadjusted and paidin like ma 
as the expenses incurred after their arrival at such places of rendez 
the requisition of the President; but this provision does not authorize 
species of expenditure previous to arriving at the place of rendezvous \ 
is not provided by existing laws to be paid for after their arrival at 
place of rendezvous. 

SEo. 14. That courts-martial for the trial of the militia or nation 
shall be composed of militia or national guard officers only. 

Sec. 15. Thatthe sum of #600,000is hereby annually appropriat 
paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriat 
purpose of providing arms, ordnance stores, signal stores, engin¢ 
subsistence stores, medical stores, quartermaster stores, and cam) 
age for issue to the national guard. 

Sxc, 16. That said appropriation shall be apportioned among th: 
States and Territories, under the direction of the Secretary of Wa! 
ing to the number of Senators and Representatives to which each + 
spectively, is entitled in the Congress of the United States, and to 
ritories and District of Columbia in such proportion and under su 
lations as the President may prescribe: Provided, however, That no 
shall be entitled to the benefits of the appropriation apportioned t 
less the number of its regularly enlisted, organized, and uniform: 
national guard shall be at least one hundred men for each Se! 
Representative to which such State is entitled in the Congress « 
United States. And the amount of said appropriation which is thus 
mined not to be available shall be covered back into the Treasury 

| Sxc. 17. That the purchase or manufacture of arms, ordnance stor 

| nal stores, engineer stores, subsistence stores, medical stores, quar! 
| master’s stores, and camp eguipage for the =2ttunal guard, under ihe 

| visions of this act, shall be made under che direction of the Sec 





War, as such arms, ordnance, signal, engineer, subsistence, medica), au! 
| quartermaster’s stores and camp equipage are now manufactured or 0! 
wise provided for the use of the regular Army, and they shall be rece!p' 
for and shall remain the property of the United States and be annu 
counted for, for which —— the Secretary of War shall pre 
supply the necessary blanks and make such 
necessary to protect the interests of the United States. 
Sxc. 18. That ail arms, equipments, ordnance, or other military store 
tents which may become unserviceable or unsuitable, shall be examined ©) 
a board of officers of the national , and its report shall be forwarlcs 
by the governor of the State or tory direct to the Secretary ©! \)*" 
who shall cause such stores to be inspected by an inspector-general oF su" 
other officer or officers of the Army as he may appoint for that purpose, 4" 
shali then direct what disposition, by sale or otherwise, shall be made 0! 
them, and if sold, the proceeds of such sale shall be covered into the Tress 
ury of the United States. : s 
Sec. 19, That any State or Territory may, in addition to the stores ar 
supplies issued under the provisions of this act, purchase for use O° ° 
aaa or militia, at regulation prices for cash at place0' sale ee 
stores and supplies from any department of the Army as in the opinion © 
the Secretary of War can be spared; and funds received from such sal 
shall not be covered into the Treasury, but shall be used for the purchas 
su by the department making the sale. urns 
iC. 20. t when any State, Territory, or the District of Columbia tu > 
into the War Department arms, equipments, or other military supplies 7 
solete or unserviceable, under instructions from the Secretary of War, 





ations as he may 
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which have been issued by said Department under the law for arming and 
equipping the national guard or militia, the fant went = of War will cause 
such old and unserviceable or obsolete material to be sold, and will report the 
amount received therefor from time to time to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, who is directed to then credit to the appropriation for arming and 
equipping the national guard the amounts so reported to him by the Secre- 
of War. The Secretary of War, on receiving notification from the 
Secretary of the Treasury that the amounts have been carried to the appro- 
riation aforesaid, will credit the respective States, Territories, or District 
of Columbia, as the case may be, with the amounts to which each shall be 
titled. 
"SEO. 21. That each State and Territory furnished with stores and supplies 
under the provisions of this act shall require every organization in its na- 
tional guard, not excused by the governor of such State or Territory, to go 
into camp of instruction or to be quartered at a United States fort for in- 
struction in heavy artillery at least seven consecutive days in each year, 
and to assemble for drill and instruction not less than twelve times in each 
year, and shall also require an annual inspection of each organization in its 
national guard, and that the Secretary of War shall, in his annual report 
each year, transmit to Congress an abstract of the returns and reports of 
these inspections, with such observations thereon as he may deem neces- 
sary for the information of Congress. 

SEO. 22. That upon the application of the governor of any State or Terri- 
tory furnished with stores or supplies under the provisions of this act, the 
Secretary of War may, in his discretion, detail one or more officers of the 
Army to attend any encampment of the national guard of such State or 
Territory, and may direct that such officer or officers as he may appoint for 
that purpose shall visit such camps and make reports to the Secretary of 
War, who shall cause the reports to be consolidated and prepared for publi- 
cation in the office of the Adjutant-General, and copies thereof to be fur- 
nished to the governors of the States and Territories. 

Sec. 23. That upon the application of the governor of any State or Terri- 
tory furnished with stores and supplies under the provisions of this act the 
Secretary of War may, in his discretion, detail one or more officers of the 
Army to report to the governor of such State or Territory for duty in con- 
nection with the national guard. The governor may, in_ his discretion, 
commission such officer in the national guard during said detail with such 
rank as he may deem a. and the acceptance of such an appointment by 
an officer so detailed shall not be considered a violation of section 1222 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States. An officer so assigned shall receive 
no pay or emoluments from the United States, except those of his rank in 
the Army. All such assignments shall be revoked at the request of the gov- 
ernor of the State or Territory or atthe pleasure of the ee of War. 

Ss 


Sxzo, 24. That this act is to take effect at the beginning of the fiscal year 
after its passage. 
Mr. HOLMAN. That is the original bill, I believe. I hope 


the amendments will be read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Amendments are not in order until after 
general debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate is now inorder. If there 
is no objection, general debate will be considered as closed. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, I desire tospeak on this subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no substitute pending, I believe? 

The CHAIRMAN. Nosubstitute has been offered. It would 
not nein order at this time. The gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. MEYER], in charge of the bill, is recognized for general de- 
bate. 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, in considering this bill ‘to 
promote the efficiency of the militia,” it is proper to review our 
constitutional powers, our past policy, and our present exi- 
gencies. The bill is in accordance with our undoubted powers, 
and involves no change in the general policy of the Govern- 
ment; but it does provide some slight modifications of existing 
laws on the subjectof the militia, which are calculated to make 
the system more adequate to our present needs and require- 
ments. 

The Constitution, in Article I, section 8, declares that— 


Congress shall have power to raise and support armies, but no appropria- 
tion of money to that use shall be for a longer term than two years. 
‘ To make rules for the government and regulation of the land and naval 
orces. 


To provide for calling forth the militia to execute the laws of the Union, 
—— insurrections, and repel invasions. 

To provide for organizing, arming, and disciplining the militia, and for 
as such part of them asmay be employed in the service of the United 

tates, reserving to the States respectively the appointment of the officers 
and the authority of training the militia according to the discipline pre- 
&cribed by Congress. 

In Article IV, section 4, it is further proyided: 

The United States shall guarantee to every State in this Union a republi- 
can form of government, and shall protect each of them against invasion; 
and on application of the Legislature, or of the executive (when the Legis- 
lature can not be convened), against domestic violence. 

Again in Article IT, section 2, it says: 


The President shall be Commander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy of the 
United States, and of the militia of the several States, when called into the 
actual service of the United States. 


Article II of the amendments declares that— 

A well-regulated militia, being necessary to the security of a free State, 
the right ofthe people to keep and bear arins shall not be Tntringed. 

The slightest consideration of these elaborate provisions will 
disclose the great importance attached by the framers of the 
Constitution to this feature of our policy. The powers given to 
Congress and to the President in re to the militia are great 
indeed. They were conferred at a time when the spirit of per- 
sonal freedom and regard for State rights were universal and 

r even than now, but these very sentiments only served 
to quicken the p se to provide for the national defense. 
Only afew years before this country had established its inde- 
pendence, after a long and painful struggle with England, in 
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which it was assisted by the generous and powerful hand of 
France. The experience of history, the dangers to free institu 
tions from large standing armies, warned our ancestors against 
the creation of a large regular army in our midst. The young 
Republic wisely adopted the policy of maintaining only a small 
regular army, and though we suffered some from this lack of a 
standing force during the war of 1812, the gallantry of our peo- 
ple made partial amends for the deficiency of regular troops and 
finally gave us the signal victory of New Orleans. 

But with the adoption of this scheme of having only a small 
standing army, well equipped and officered as a nucleus for de- 
fense, Congress felt the increased necessity of promptly invok- 
ing its ample powers under the Constitution for organizing and 


arming the militia of the Union. The report which accompa- 
nies this bill gives a recital of the laws passed so repeatedly by 
Congress for this purpose. They are republished in that re- 
port. The existing law on this subject for the organization, 
equipment, and governing of the militia is found in sections of 
the Revised Statutes 1625 to 1662, inclusive, and section 1667, 
and chapter 172 of the laws of 1882, which provides for supply- 
ing heavy guns and mortars to the militia for practice at sea- 
coast ports. Chapter 129 of the laws of 1887 provides for the 
annual appropriation of $400,000 for the militia, and chapter 372 
of the laws of 1889 relates to the purchasing of arms for the 
militia. 

The first law directing the organization of the militia was 
passed by Congress May 8, 1792. It was a very thorough and 
comprehensive statute. This act was reénacted by that of 28th 
February, 1795, and was amended by the act of 18th April, 1814. 

In these several statutes, sir, you find an interpretation by the 
men who made the Constitution, and by their contemporaries, of 
the powers of Congress over the subjectof organizing and disci- 
plining the militia. The necessities of that period may have 
been greater or less than now, but the measure of power then 
exercised can fairly be claimed now, if our present or future exi- 
gencies, in the discretion of Congress, shall require us to exer- 
cise them. 

In addition, sir, I may say that these statutes of May, 1892, 
February, 1795, and April 18, 1814, have each and all been the 
subject of the mostcareful judicial review by the Supreme Court 
of the United States, in the case of Houston vs. Moore, 5 Wheaton. 
This case grew out of a Pennsylvania State law, passed March 
28, 1814, providing that officers and privates of the militia 
of that State neglecting or refusing to serve when called into 
actual service, in pursuance of any order or requisition of the 
President of the United States, shall be liable to the penalties 
defined in the act of Congress, approved February 28, 1795, and 
also to such as Congress might subsequently impose. 

After reviewing these three Federal statutes the court says 
that ‘‘the whole ground of Congressional legislation is covered 
by the laws referred to; the manner in which the militia is to be 
organized, armed, and governed, and provision made for calling 
out the quota, and that these laws amount toa full execution of 
the powers conferred upon Congress by the Constitution. 

The court says that the President's orders calling out the mili- 
tia may be ‘‘ given to the chief executive magistrate of the State, 
or any militia officer he may think proper.” 

In every word of this full, careful, and elaborate opinion the 
constitutionality and validity of these laws are upheld. In the 
dissent of Mr. Justice Story, who denied the validity of the Penn- 
sylvania statute, he said: 

No doubt has been breathed of the constitutionality of the provisions of 
the act of 1795, and they are believed to be in all respects within the legittl- 
mate authority of Congress. 

In the case of Martin vs. Mott, reported in 12 Wheaton, 19, 
the court again expressly says that the act of 1795 is within the 
constitutional authority of Congress over the militia. The 
court further says that “‘the distinction between a requisition 
and an order is untenable.” 

Such is the reasoning and the decision of the United States 
Supreme Court in respect to these statutes. They stand on our 
statute book as respects power and validity wholly unassailed, 
and the only point of difficulty is that in some provision for 
armament ond for organization the progress of the military art 
requires changes and modifications. 

Mr. FITHIAN. What is to be the annual amount of appro- 
priation under this bill? 

Mr. MEYER. This bill fixes the annual amount of appropri- 
ation the same as under existing law, namely, $400,000 a year. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Under this bill there may be organized, as I 
observe, 100 militiamen for each Representative and Senator 
in Congress, making about 45,000 soldiers. The bill also in 
another section provides that the President may authorize the 
organization in the different Territories and in the District of 
Columbiaofas many companies of militiaas he may see fit. There 
is absolutely no limit fixed in the bill to the number of men that 
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may be thus organized in the District of Columbia and in the 
different Territories. 

Mr. MEYER. I will say to the gontleman that although this 
bill, under the construction which he places upon it, authorizes 
aforce of 45,000, we have now ovzr 100,000 orgunized militia 
called the National Guard of the respective States; and as I 
shall proceed further with my remarks the gentleman will find, 
I trust, a satisfactory explanation with regard to that matter. 

Mr. FITHIAN. The Jitteront organizations of State militia 
are not, however, a charge upon the General Government. 

Mr. MEYER. Norisit proposed that the organizations under 
this bill shall be, as I stall presently explain, 

Mr. FITHIAN. Oh, yes; these militia must be paid. 

Mr. MEYER. But the money goes to the respective States. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Letmecall the attention of the gentleman to 
the fact that this appropriation is only for arms, ordnance, sie 
nal stores, engineer stores, subsistence, etc. [read from the bill: 

That the sum of $400,000 is hereby annually appropriated, to be paid out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of 
providing arms, ordnance stores, signal stores, engineer stores, subsistence 
Btores, medical stores, quartermaster stores, and camp equipage for issue to 
the National Guard. 

Now, none of that money would be appropriated for the pay- 
mentof these militiamen; and whenever the Government nation- 
alizes them, then the sngeane of keeping them up becomes a 
charge upon the General Government. 

Mr. MEYER. But the only condition under which the Gov- 
ernment can nationalize these troops—the only condition under 
which the President is authorized by the provisions of existing 
law, or by the provisions of this bill, to call out the troops, is in 
case of such emergency as is contemplated and provided for by 
law that has stood on our statute books for over one hundred 
years, and under which Presidents have in every emergency 
exercised their powers. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. How much does this bill increase 
the econ over the present law? 

Mr. MEYER. Not one dollar. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, I would like to ask 
whether the appropriation asked for in this bill is covered in 
the general re bill that has been passed? 

Mr. MEYER. es, sir. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
any new appropriation? 

Mr. FITHIAN, It will be found that there are expenses for 
eee and a great many other expenses covered in this bill 
which are to be ee against the General Government. 

Mr. MEYER. Ifthe gentleman willallow me, I will continue 
my remarks, in the course of which he will perhaps find some of 
his es answered. Nota dollar is authorized to be ex- 
pended for inspectors or any purpose under ‘the provisions of 
this bill, except for arms, stores, etc., as specified in the section 
quoted by the gentleman from Illinois. 

No greater rose are desired or necessary than these laws 
contain. I ask that the pending bill may be compared with 
these early statutes of Congress, and it will be seen that they 
merely codify these laws, retrenching surplusage, repealing the 
obsolete, and making slight additions to existing arrangements 
for organization. The powers and rights of the States are left 
as they were placed and defined by the provisions of the Federal 
Constitution and by the early statutes of Congress. I proceed, 
sir, Soe and explain this bill before us now as briefly as 
may be. 

Section 1 follows the act of 1892 in declaring that the militia 
shall consist of every able-bodied male citizen who is of theage 
of 18 and under 45 years. It goes on to divide this force into 
theorganized andthe unorganized, the latter to t2 known as the 
reserve militia. The first, or organized,are to consist of such 
regularly enlisted troops as are or may be organized in the States 
and Territories or the District of Columbia. There can be no 
objection, I conceive, to this distinction. The title of ‘' National 
Guard ” applied to the organized militia may be objected to by 
some, but is one of form and not of substance; hence authority 
is given that these may be known as the National Guard of the 
State, or such other designation as the respective States ma 
oarent It might be changed so as to read the “‘ active mili- 

a,” but the matter is one of mere unimportant detail. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I wish to call the gentle- 
man's attention to the fact that when we mobilize the militia 
of the several States and put them under the control of the 
Federal authorities we thereby destroy their present efficiency 
as State —. 

Mr. MEYER. Not in any degree when they are called forth 
for objects especially authorized by the law. 


Then this does not make 
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Mr. MEYER. In the present law there are many thines 
which have become obsolete, useless, and inappropriate, in . 
of the progress of military science and the use of improved fire 
arms and ordnance. The object of this bill is to codify 41] tho 
existing laws and to make such changes as will render those 
laws intelligible and reasonable, capable of being underst: 
anyone who may look into them, and without rendering it 
sary to search throughout the entire field of legislation { 
hundred years past. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Does not this bill gi 
the President the right to call out the militia, and transfer th 
from one State to another when he chooses? 

Mr. MEYER. He is already invested with such authority in 
case of war or insurrection. That power was given to the Pre; 
dent under the act of 1792, and has never been changed. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. As the President has 
always been recognized as the commander-in-chief of the 
militia when called into actual service of the United States, 
what is the necessity of inserting such a provision in this bil|? 

Mr. MEYER. Itis desirable to embody in precise form all 
the laws relating to the militia, with such changes as the modern 
system of warfare and tactics may make necessary. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I am only calling the 
gentleman’s attention to these points; I have not had time to 
examine the bill. 

Mr. MEYER. Section 2 declares that the reserve militia shal] 
not be subject to military duties to the United States unless 
called out by Congress. The organized militia may be called out 
by Congress or by the President in certain contingencies defined 
in section 7. That section is simply a reaffirmation of the Con- 
stitution and of the act of February 28, 1795, judicially declared 
to be valid. Section 3 repeats the exemptions from militia dut 
provided for by existing laws: All persons actually needed to 
muintain and manage the postal and military service of the 
United States, and all persons who now are or may hereafter 
be exempted by the laws of the respective States, and all loco- 
motive engineers on post roads, and other persons employed in 
the management of roads used for tue postal or military service 
of the United States, shall be exempted, etc. All persons now 
exempted by the laws of their respective States are exempted 
by this law. 

Section 4 follows the law of March 2, 1843, in requiring re- 
turns and reports from the adjutant-general of each State and 
Territory. Without such reports the President can not frame 
an intelligent call for service. 

Section 5 directs the Secretary of War to make report and ab- 
stracts to Congress of these returns with such observations as he 
may deem necessary. Congress is clearly entitled to this infor- 
mation. 

Section 6 says that the organized militia shall be instructed 
in the same system of drill and tactics that may be prescribed 
from time to.time for the Army. This follows the act of May 
12, 1823, and the terms of the Constitution, giving power to disci- 
pline the militia. 

Section 7 has already been cited. 
and existing law on the subject. 

Section 8 declares that wnen the militia of more than on 
State is called into actual service of the United States by th 
President he may in his discretion apportion them among the 
States according to representative population. This merely 
repeats the law of July 27, 1862, now in force. 

Beetion 9 declares that when the militia shall be called into 
actual service of the United States to suppress rebellion against 
the laws of the United States, they shall be subject to the sam 
rules and articles of war as the regular troops. This repeat 
the lawsof 1795, and July 29,1861. Possibly this provision shou 
be extended to all occasions when actual service by the militia 
to the United States is required. 

Section 10 follows the existing law of July 7, 1862, in declar 
ing that whenever the President calls forth the militia of ¢! 
States to be employed in the service of the United States. he 
may specify in his call the period for which such service wi! be 
required, not exceeding nine months, and the militia so cai‘ed 
forth shall serve during the term specified, unless sooner (ls 
charged. 

Section 11 follows the laws of March 19, 1836, and July >" 
1861, in giving the militia when in actual service the same Pp‘) 
and allowances as may be provided by law for the Army of the 
United States. 

Section 12 declares that the pay of the militia shall be deemed 
to begin from the day of their appearing at the place of rendez: 
vous. This follows the law of January, 1795, now in force. | 

Section 13 reénacts the laws of 1795 and April 20, 1818, relative 


view 


It follows the Constitution 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. If this bill does not af- | to reimbursing expenses of marching the militia to their place! 


fect the present law in that respect, what is its object? 


' 


of rendezvous, 
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Section 14 declares that courts-martial for the trial of the mi- | 


litia shall be composed of militia officers only. 
jaw of 1798 now in force. 


This follows the 


Section 15 appropriates the sum of $400,000 for providing arms, | 


ordnance stores, and other stores and military supplies for issue 
to the militia. This follows the existing law of February 12, 1887, 
and is certainly not a large appropriation or excessive in com- 
parison with the important objects desired to be obtained. 

Section 16 declares that this appropriation shall be appor- 
tioned according to the number of Senators and Representatives 
to which each State is entitled, but each State before receiving 
its quota must have an active enlisted force of at least 100 men 
for each Senator and Representative it is entitled to in Congress. 
This last provision is clearly just, in order to prevent any State 
from receiving the benefit of the appropriation without having 
afair body of organized troops, and in general the section fol- 
lows the line of existing laws. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Then the bill requires each State to have 
an organized force of not less than 100 for each Representative 
and Senator, before it can be entitled to any part of this appro- 
priation? 

Mr. MEYER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FITHIAN. That means that it shall have its full quota. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Under the existing law is not the money 
divided upon a different method? 

Mr. MEYER. The method is somewhat different. Each 
State receives its quota in proportion to the available force of 
militia, whether organized or not. Certainly, for common 
safety, every State should be encouraged, even required, to main- 
tain some organization, that it may contribute to the national 
defense when occasion requires. 

Sections 17 to 20, inclusive, of the reported bill relate to the 
purchase and distribution of arms, stores, and supplies for the 
militia, their care and the method of accounting for tha same, 
the disposition of those that may become unserviceable and 
obsolete, and other matters of detail, to which no objection can 


¢ ion ‘‘ that t 7 re 
be made, and adds a provis 0 hat the Secretary of War may, State of Kentucky shall have ceded to the United States exclusive juris- 


at the request of any State or Territory, exchange any arms for 
such later or improved patterns as may be on hand in any United 


States arsenal, and the apportionment shall be made in the same | 


ratio as provided in section 16 of this act.” 

Section 21 of the bill enacts that each State and Territory re- 
ceiving stores and supplies under this act shall require every 
organization in its active forces, not excused by the governor of 
such State or Territory, to go into camp of instruction or be 
quartered at a United States fort for instruction on heavy artil- 
lery at least seven consecutive days in each year, and to assem- 
ble for drill and instruction not less than twelve times in each 

ear, also to eeneely inspected. Theobject of this provision 
is that the militia shall learn how to use the arms they receive 
at the hands of the Federal Government and be able when called 
into actual service to perform proper and efficient military duty. 
There can be no hardship in the State requiring this much of 
the organizations whose armament is supplied in whole or in 
part by the National Government; and even here the organiza- 
tions may be excused by the governor of the State or Territory 
in his discretion. The control of this provision for discipline 
remains entirely with the States. 

Section 22 allows the Secretary of War, upon the request of 
the governor of the State or Territory furnished with stores and 
supplies, to detail one or more officers to attend the encampment 
of the organized militia of such State and make report to the 
Secretary of War. 


Section 23 goes farther and allows the Secretary of War upon | 


application of the governor of the State or Territory receiving 
swwres and supplies, to detail one or more officers of the Army to 
report to the governor of such State or Territory for duty in con- 
nection with the militia. The governor may commission such 
officer with such rank as he may deem proper, but the officer is 
to receive no additional pay or emoluments from the United 
States. These assignments may be revoked at the request of 
the governor or at the pleasure of the Secretary of War. 

I need not point out the value to the State and the service 
whose efficiency we desire to improve of having the advantage 
of the presence and instruction of trained officers of the regular 
Army. For the time being they are in the service of the State. 
The tendency of such arrangements is to secure a far better 
force than now, and one that in event of war may be able to act 
m conpurt with the regular Army for the national defense and 

y. 

Such is the bill now proposed for adoption. It conforms to 
the language of the Constitution, is clearly within the scope of 
's powers, trenches on no rights reserved to the States of the 

ay and in the main is a reSnactment of old and well-known 


Mr. BARTLETT. I would like to have that stated. 
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The morning hour has expired and the 


The CHAIRMAN. 
committee will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee of the 
| Whole, reported that they had had under consideration a bill 
| (H. R. 5039) to promote the efficiency of the militia, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the special order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That this calendar day, after the second morning hour, be as- 
signed to the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds in the order indicated by said committee 


The SPEAKER. The bills referred to in the special order 


| are all in Committee of the Whole. 





| 


Mr. BANKHEAD. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for consideration of business under 
the special order. 

The motion was agreed to; the House accordingly resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole, Mr. MCCREARY of Ken- 
tucky in the chair. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, NEWPORT, KY. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 
2337) for the erection of a public building at Newport, Ky. 
The bill was read, as foilows: 


Bett enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to purchase, or otherwise provide a 
site for, and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, with a fireproof 
vault therein, for the accommodation of the post-office at the city of New- 
yess, Ky. The plans, specifications, and full estimates of said building shall 

96 previously made and approved according to law, and shall not exceed, 
for the site and building complete, the sum of $100,000: Provided, That the 
site shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire inadjacent build- 
ings by an open space of not less than 50 feet, including streets and alleys; 
and for the purpose herein mentioned the sum of $100,000 is hereby appro 
riated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
92 expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided 
Jurther, That no yest of said sum shall be available until a valid title to the 
site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the 


diction over the same, during the time the United States shall be the owner 
thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of 
said State and the service of civil process therein. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Is there a report in this case? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. LI ask to have it read. 

The report (by Mr. BERRY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 2337) for the erection of a public building at Newport, Ky., 
submit the following report: 

The city of Newport, Campbell Say Ky., is one of the oldest cities in 
the State and the third in population and importance. Spepepeuntion is now 
about 35,000, with several small towns and a thickly settlec pulation about 
her dependent upon it forits postal accommodations, including Fort Thomas, 
a military post of the United States, making in ali 50,000 people who receive 
their mail at this point. 

The Government has never had a public building here, buthas rented from 
time to time such building as might be offered. The Government is now oc- 
cupying an old store which is totally unsuited for the purpose, being dark 
and incommodious. The rental paid therefore is 81,400 per annum. 

The Newport post-office handles not less than 8,000 pieces of mail per day, 
and the number is still increasing. It will pay anet revenue this year to 
the Post-Office Department of over $10,000. he location of Newport being 
directly opposite Cincinnati, Ohio, and connected by two bridges and an ad- 
mirable system of electric street railroads, causes a large amount of the 
mailing receipts to go to the Cincinnati office, which lessens the receipts of 
the Newport post-office. It will be a measure of economy for the Govern- 
ment to own its own building and thus have asuitable home for its post- 
office. 

Your committee, therefore, report the bill favorably, and recommend its 
passage. 


{Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote! 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to hear some 
explanation of this bill. 

Mr. SICKLES. The explanation is in the report. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I would like to hear a statement from 


| the gentleman from Kentucky. 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texes de- 
sires me to make a statementin regard to the necessity for this 
pablia building. The city of Newport is part of a center of popu- 
| lation of half a million, including the three cities of Cincinnati, 
on the one side, and Newport and Covington on the opposite 
side of the river, but all three reaily constitute a homogeneous 





| population. Newport is the third city in the Commonwealth, 
and is in a very prosperous and growing condition, with large 
manufactories. The postal receipts are about $50,000 a year. 
And I wish to say to this body that nearly every city in the 
State of Kentucky of any importance has nowa public building; 
smaller towns than this being so supplied—such towns as Padu- 
cah, Owensboro, Richmond, Frankfort, Lexington, Covington, 
and towns of that kind. 
This town of Newport has shown itself to be a very prosperous 
and grewing city. its population is increasing rapidly; it has 
all modcra appliances in the way of pavements and electricroads, 






















8314 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. AUGUST 8, 


andsoon; and we ask only $100,000 for the purchase of the ground | on tobacco and whisky last year, about one-fifth of the ent 
and theerection of the building. It will be ameasureofeconomy | revenue collections. 


for the Government to make this appropriation, because to se- Mr. BURROWS. I understand you have no United Stat 
cure the proper facilities now, with sixteen or eighteen carriers, | court. 
requires the annual payment of a rental thatis largely in excess Mr. BERRY. No, sir; not at Newport. There is at Covin 
of the interest upon the amount of the investment which would | ton, just opposite, where the Government paid $225,009 for ¢lf. 
be required for the construction of the building. building. 

In all respects this measure, it seems to me, should commend Mr. BURROWS. Could not you erect a suitable p 
itself to the consideration of the House. The proximity of the | building for less than $100,000? 
city of Newport to Cincinnati, its growing importance, and the Mr. BERRY. Well, I do not think so, if the proper site; 


amount of mail business done there, both for the city and the | secured forit. I think it would cost about $40,000 to sec 
adjacent towns, warrant the townof Newportand its Representa- | site, and we could put up a suitable building for $50,000 m 


tive on this floor, in asking this appropriation. Mr. BURROWS. In my city, where we have a | 
Mr. HUTCHESON. Let meask the gentleman this question: | building, $75,000 erected a suitable and very substantia 
What is the population of that town? ing for the purpose, and also obtained the ground. 
Mr. BERRY. It is about 35,000 at this time. Mr. BERRY. Well, I would rather take $75,00 
Mr. HUTCHESON. What did the census show? altogether. 


Mr. BERRY. Thelastcensus showed a population of twenty- 
six or twenty-seven thousand. But that does not embrace the 
adjacent villages which are a part of the town of Newport. 
Belleview and Dayton are adjacent, there being no water course 
or other natural boundary to divide them from Newport; and 
they were simply incorporated as separate towns to prevent 
taxation from the central portion—Belleview having a popula- 
tion of about 6,000, and Dayton of about 8,000 more, a legitimate 
population, all of which belong geographically and properly to 
the town of Newport. 

This town is connected by three excellent bridges with the 
city of Cincinnati. We have a rapid transit bridge there across 
the river which cost about $1,000,000. We have lines of electric 
railroad which extend and operate all through the post-office 
district, extending - to Fort Thomas and the cemetery and to 
the adjacent towns of Dayton and Belleview, carrying fifteen to 
twenty thousand people daily from Newport to Cincinnati; and \ 
the receipts from the post-office there, let me state in this con- Mr. HUTCHESON. I would like toask the gentlen 
nection, would be very much larger except for the fact that the | question. 
business men doing business in Cincinnati, and living in New-| Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 
port, purchase their postage stamps largely on that side of the Mr. HUTCHESON. I would like to state to the House 1 
river, which increases the business of the Cincinnati post-office | [ do not propose to oppose any reasonable and just appropria. 


Ido not want to ask anything unreasonable, but it 
me that the amount this bill proposes is quite small i 
ison with thenecessitiesofthe case. Itmustberemen 
we live under the shadow of the Queen City of the \\ 
strongest and most powerful city in Ohio; and we have 
up in some extent to the character of people we associat 
Our streetsare graded, sewered, and paved with brick; \ 
the most magnificent system of electric railroads anyw 
the country, and living as we do near Cincinnati, we 
keep up somewhat with the conditions that surround « 

Mr. BURROWS. Well, I will say to the gentleman ‘ 
locality is quite favorably situated, and we have kept 
with the civilization of the times. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Have you to put on style to 
with Cincinnati? 

Mr. BERRY. We have to keep up with Cincinnati, or 
will not come on our side of the river. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote! 










































and lessens that which properly belongs to Newport. | tion, but I have in mind my own town, when the same maiter 
Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. What courts are held | was under consideration, and the action of this House the Rzc- 
there? ORD will show as to what wasdone. We were compelled to cou: 


Mr. BERRY. We do not have any courts there. We do not | tribute the land upon which the post-office was built; and Tote 
ask the construction of a court-house; we ask only a plain brick | an amendment, Mr. Chairman, to this bill, that the sum appro- 
building, with limestone trimmings, and a place for the post- | priated shall not exceed $60,000, and that the ground sh 
office. furnished by the city. That is exactly what we had to do 
Mr. Chairman, Iam aware of the fact that there isa spirit of | have a commerce to-day, as shown by our clearing house, 
economy pervading this body that might prevent it from acting | 700,000 a week. 
on measures of this kind and doing what is fair and proper in| There are but ten cities in the United States that cx 
connection with such matters as this. We had to give the ground. Ours is a city of 60,000 populat 
This is the first bill making an appropriation for a public | and we only got $75,000 for the erection of the public buildin. 
building that has been presented for the consideration of this | Now, Mr. Chairman, it sebms to me to be fair, and that is 
House during this session, and [ dislike, as a Democrat, to be | want, and I hope the gentleman will not ask anything 
compelled to acknowledge that we, in charge of the Govern- | what is fair. 
ment, are not able to do what is absolutely necessary for its sup- Mr. WASHINGTON. What were the postal receipts in 
port. While I believe in frugal living and economy in public | town? 
matters as well as in private, 1 am not willing to say that fn this| Mr. HUTCHESON. They were four times the amount 
matter the Democratic party can not make such appropriations | place. 
as are necessary for the public service; and for that reason I A MEMBER. What is the name of your city? 
have no hesitancy in asking you to support this bill. Mr. HUTCHESON. Houston,Tex. That is the di 
Mr. WASHINGTON. May Task the gentleman a question? | point for nearly 300 miles square. 
Mr. BERRY. Yes, sir. Mr. HOPKINS of Lilinois. Why should you make 
Mr. WASHINGTON. What rent is the Government paying | contribute the ground on which to erect a public | ge 
now? This is a Government building, and I see no equity in 1 
Mr. BERRY. Fifteen hundred dollars a year, and we have | the city to furnish the ground. 
fifteen or eighteen mail-carriers and the system is rapidly ex-| Mr. HUTCHESON. That is exactly what was r: 
tending, while our post-office facilities are so bad that you have | us. We were required to contribute the ground in or 
to pass through between these carriers to get to the post-office | the building. 


1 


at all. | Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But if an injustice was done yo 
Mr. WASHINGTON, Thiswill take a hundred thousand dol- | that is no reason why you should do an injustice toanother 1‘) 
lars, I believe? Mr. HUTCHESON. I would like to ask the gentleman 1! & 
Mr. BERRY. Yes, sir. has a bill to follow which might be an inducement for 11 
Mr. WASHINGTON. And yet you have no court? support this bill? 
Mr. BERRY. No court. r. HOPKINS of Illinois. I might ask the gentleman 4 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Are there any other Federal offices | wanted to be discourteous. 
ere? Mr. HUTCHESON. Ido not want to be discourteous. 
Mr. BERRY. Yes; there is a board of examiners in pension Mr. POST. I desire to ask the gentleman aquestion. 


cases, .and things of that kind. Mr. HUTCHESON. I will send up my amendment. | move 
Mr. WASHINGTON. The Government never furnishes pen- | to strike out ‘‘one hundred” and insert “‘ sixty,” and that We 

sion examiners with a room in a public building. city shall contribute the ground. i 
Mr. BERRY. Oh, yos; they do in Covington, opposite us. Mr. BERRY. Mr. Chairman, I can not accept that amen 
Mr. WASHINGTON. Well, they do not in my district. m 


ent. 
Mr. BERRY. And let mesay further in this connection that | TheCHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment p'™ 
we have a right to ask thisthing. The State of Kentucky paid | posed by the gentleman from Texas. ba 
into the Treasury of the United States, as revenue, $26,700,000 | Mr. HUTCHESON. I ask for a division of the questiod. 
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—— on the question of appropriating $60,000, and then on the 
uestion as to the city contributing the ground. 
oT he CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from Texas. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 15, strike out ‘‘hundred” and insert “sixty.” 


Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. 


t 
Mr. Chairman, I am op- 
posed to the amendment of the gentleman from Texas [cries 
of ** Vote!”], and in favorof the bill of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. In regard to the appropriations for public buildings, I 
am myself interested in a matter in the sundry civil bill, a 
Senate amendment which has been approved by the Supervis- 
ing Architect, for an item of $20,000 additional to complete the 
public building at Chester of stone instead of brick. Chester is 
a city through which all you gentlemen pass on your way to the 
metropolis of New York or the metropolis of our own State, 

Philadelphia. 

We have received, through a bill passed in the Fifty-first Con- 
gress, $80,000 for the C hester public building, secured through 
the efforts of my predecessor, and we are asking for an addi- 
tional $20,000. The amendment has passed the Senate and is 
now in conference. I have made a comparison of statistics and 
population upon this subject, and it is my judgment, in view of 
what has been done in the past, that when a city can come be- 
fore this body with claimssuch as the city of Newport has, with 
about 35,000 inhabitants, and a postal distribution such as the 
gentleman has told you of, that an appropriation of $100,000 
is not too much. It is what we ask for Chester, a larger city, 
with greater interests and population. I will not trespass upon 
the patience of the House by reading this comparative state- 
ment which I have prepared. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will not the gentleman read a part of 
itso that we may have the benefit of it? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. 
printed in my remarks. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. But we can not get that until to-mor- 


I am going to have it 


row 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. I will read some of it; and 
I think it comes with a little bad grace from my friend from 
Texas to say anything against public buildings, because the 
State of Texas has been most liberally treated by the United 
States Government. 

{ do not know whether his town has received any appropria- 
tion. The Supervising Architect’s report wili show that any 
town which has such claims as Newport or Chester, when they 
ask for $100,000 for the construction of a public building, it ought 

to be granted by this Congress, no matter what the result would 
be elsewhere. From the Super vising Architect’s report I see 
there are towns like Asheville, N. C., with a population of 10,- 
235, where there has been an appropriation of $100,000; and so 
Icould goon down the list. Hereis Bay Cit ty, Mich., with a 
population of 27,839 and an appropriation of $200,000. ’ Here is. 
Fort Worth, Tex.—and I ask the attention of the gentleman 
from Texas—with a population of 23,076 and an appropriation 
of $175,009. Here is Dallas, Tex., with a population of 38,067 
and an appropriation of $291, 000; El Paso, population 10,338, 
appropriation $200,000. 

Now, gentlemen, these comparisons are, of course, odious, but 
at the same time they serve to throw light upon the ‘reasonable- 
ness and the justice of appropriations for this purpose. Iam in 
favor of the pending appropriation, and I am in favor of an ap- 
propriation of $100,000 for a public buildihg for every town in 
the United States that can show, as Newport shows, and as the 
city of Chester shows, that it has a ma l distribution, letter- 
carrier service, population and business environment sufficient 
to warrant the expenditure of somuch money. I might say that 
my case is a little stronger than that of Newport, as the Archi- 
tect favors it, although Iam not appealing to the jury before 
whom my case will be heard, except indirectly by these remarks 
and statistics. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. How many of the buildings on the gen- 
tleman’s list are used for post-offices only, no courts being held 
in them? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. The gentleman knows 
very well that it takes just the same size of building to conduct 
the postal business as it does to accommodate the judicial busi- 
ness, because the judicial business occupies most —— the 
second story of these buildings and the postal ilities the 
ground floors. 

Mr, WASHINGTON. Oh, no; it takes twice as much space. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Not at all. Now, Mr. 

airman, I ask leave to submit with my remarks and have 
printed in’ the Recorp this list of cities, with the population 
and the appropriation in each case, for the information of the 

and of the public generally, the list including cities of 
the same or smaller population as Chester, Pa. 
There was no objection. 


The list is as follows 


Cities Popula- 


tion Amount. 
Asheville, N.C . =i. $100, 000 
I ON ee 5 ks eee 9, 856 100, 000 
ee 13, 963 | 100. 000 
PI i oc ce Manne Geeiiostheiateatahs Stele te 19, 688 | ; 100, 000 
Baton Rouge, La .................. Ne 10, 478 | 100; 000 
I OT es ise 27, 339 | 200; 000 
Birmingh: am, Ala . iat } 26, 178 335, 000 


I ines wcieniian } 26, 189 100, 000 
Carson City, Nev _.... raha Sicatnnaea aie ecadere antennae 3, 950 | 146, 000 
Cedar Rapids, Iowa . Ea ee 18, O20 } 130, 000 
Charleston, S.C., wharf. | 

Charleston, S. C., post-office . 
Charleston, Ww. Va 
Cc hattanooga, Tenn 


i} ~s OOO 

















wt, UA 
I IS oo ccitein exces ctis winniinedaae : 17, 308 LOO, OOK 
Dallas, Tex Ie ac al a 38, 067 291, 0 
SE a a ai cree 11,491 100, 000 
Davenport, Iowa. ancient elie ti Ee 26, 872 | $25,000; 100,000 
BN i a aR i 4, 908 117, 971 
I ee 10, 338 200, 000 
ace oon oe 10, 634 261, 000 
Fargo, a acetals | 5, 664 | $40,000; 100, 000 
Fort Worth, Tex - \ 23, 076 175, 000 
Frankfort, Ky. i at ae , 892 136, 429 
Galveston, MS Sl ar es 29, O84 280, 581 
Greeny ille, eae 8, 607 | LOZ, Ot 
SI i al ae 20, 798 105, 000 
Po, EE Ea eee 7,201 | 275, 000 
I Ss as weenie mela aa | 132, 716 750, 000 
tae 32, O11 00, 000 
I ae ! 13, 102 125, 000 
I i oe 50, 395 | 153, 000 
Lynn, Mass | EE EEE ES EL SEER TS 55, 727 125, 000 
Mankato, Minn ...... Se Be eS. es 8, 838 100, 000 
New Bedford, Mass. . 10, 733 150, 0 
TOTTI Ts cacemenncaoocscan 23, O87 | 100, ¢ 
sone ano RRR Ree srt | 90, 000 
Paris, Tex ll lan stein aati bela oe a) ons | 100, 000 
I } 4,558 | 240, 000 
I } 24,558 | 100, 000 
I ee 21,014 | 100, 000 
i ac 23, 5a4 100, 000 
Saginaw, ce ee ee 46, 322 100, 000 
St. Albans, Vt.......... Ses eee sae 7.971 009 
San Jose, Cal. 200, 0 


Savannah, Ga.- ee ‘ \ 200, 003 
Sioux City, Iowa _ a TE SE Se 37, 806 | $25,000; 165, 000 
Sioux Falls, S. Dak. 10, 177 | 150, 000 





a e. 21, 850 | 150, 00 
Texarkana, Tex.. | 2, 852 110, 0 
Vicksburg, Miss - a 13, 373 | 109, fui 
I cc mcsmine cee i 27, 132 5, OOD 
I ee nic pauiues a 61, 431 | ay 
Wilmington, N.C Siew a 20,056 | 200), GOO 
Worcester, Mass. OOO ae eae } 84, 655 | 300, 00 
For sites and buildings at Cheyenne, Wyo------ 11, 690 | ) 
Ce iiamaiaan ‘ 2,311 | > 100, 
S| Oe LEE GES 13,834 | } 

Spokane, Wash.. indi donsgen baiaihen oid: dhtiashiacaapeiateinecasidelaeilbal 19, 922 0 


* Not to exceed. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. The side figures for Day 
enport, Fargo, and Sioux City are being asked for in thesundr: 
civil bill additional, and the last four cities, Cheyenne, Bois: 
Helena, and Spokane, are asking for $100,000 in all in same bil 
I do not antagonize any of these items, and merely allude to 
them that the comparison may be before the public. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Chairman, I am willing to accept $75,000 
and to have the bill so amended. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I offer that amendment. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. HUTCHESON to 
amend the bill in line 15, by striking out ‘‘one hundred thou- 
sand,” and inserting ‘‘ seventy-five thousand” before the word 
‘* dollars;” and it was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed by the Clerk tha 
the words ‘‘ one hundred thousand ” occur in another part of the 
bill. If there be no objection the amendment will bo made there 
also, so as to conform to the one just adopted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PIGOTT. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky a question. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman,I move that the bill : 
amended be laid aside to be reported to the House with the seo 
ommendation that it do 

Mr. PIGOTT. Mr. Chairman, I thought I had been recog- 
nized for the purpose of asking a question. 

Mr. BERRY. What is the gentleman’s question? 

Mr. PIGOTT. I understand the gentleman to say that the 
profit of the Government from the post-office at Newport is about 
$10,000? 

Mr. BERRY. A little over $10,000. 

Mr. PIGOTT. If that is so, do you think it is good policy for 
the Government to erect public buildings i in towns where the 
profits are only $10,000, while refusing to crect them where the 
profits are $30,000 and $40, 000? 

Mr. BERRY. No, sir; T do not. 


I suggested, however, in 
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the remarks I made a while ago thatfrom the peculiar location 
of the city of Newport a large portion of its postal receipts nat- 
urally went to Cincinnati. 

Mr. PIGOTT. Another question: Do you think thisis a 
good time to go into the erectiox of public buildings, in view of 
the present condition of the Treasury? 

Mr. BERRY. I think it is,if the Government needs them. 

A MEMBER. Youcan build them cheaper now than in more 
prosperous times. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. BANKHEAD; 
and there were—ayes 113, noes 11. 

Mr. PIGOTT. No quorum, 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Chair will appoint to actas tellers the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut, Mr. Picort, and the gentleman from Alabama, Mr. BANK- 
HEAD. 

The committee divided by tellers. 

Mr. PIGOTT (pending the announcement of the vote). 
Chairman, I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The motion of Mr. BANKHEAD was then agreed to, and the 
bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, BROCKTON, MASS. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Iecall up the bill (H. R. 116) for the erec- 
tion of a — building at Brockton, Mass. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to purchase a site for a suitable building, with fire- 
proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the post-office and other Gov- 
ernment offices at thecity of Brockton, Mass., and cause such building to be 
erected thereon. The plans, specifications, and full estimates of said build- 
ing shall be previously made and approved according to law, and shall not 
exceed, for the site and building complete, the sum of 875,000: Provided, That 
the site shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent 
bulidings by an open space of not less than 40 feet, including streets and 
alleys; and no money appropriated for this aencee shall be available until 
a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the United States, 
nor until the State of Massachusetts shall have ceded to the United States 
exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the adminis- 
: Fetion of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process 

ereln, 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
MorRSE] who introduced this bill is absent at this time, and I 
move that it be a over without prejudice. 

Mr. BURROWS. Oh, no; let us pass the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Whatwas the request of the gentleman from 
Alabama? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. This bill was introduced by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE], who is absent, and I 
thought that in justice to him it had better be passed over for 
the present without prejudice. 

Mr. BURROWS. There will be no trouble about the bill. 
Let the report be read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Brockton is a city of 30,000 population, a 
much larger place than Newport, Ky., for which we have just 
passed a bill. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama that this bill be passed over without prej- 
udice? 

Mr. BURROWS. I object. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I merely made the suggestion because of 
the absence of the gentleman from Massachusetts. [Cries of 
“Vote!” ‘* Vote! ”] 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have the report read and some ex- 
planation of the necessity for the bill. 

The report (by Mr. MORSE) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R.116) providing for the erection of a public ae at Brock- 
ton, Mass., having had the same under consideration, respectfully report: 

The city of Brockton is a most prenponves and rapidly growing manufac- 
cong town of some 80,000 inhabitants, having increased to that number 
from 13,600 in 1880. The post-office receipts have increased from $14,189 in 
1881 to above $39,000 in 1891, to $40,271.29 for year ending June 30, 1892, and to 
$44,708.31 for year en June 30, 1893; and the convenience of the Federal 
business demands, and its extent justifies. the erection of a public building 
for the purpose. 

After a careful investigation. SEE believes that an appropriate 
site can be secured and a suitable building erected thereon at a total cost 
not to exceed 875,000. 

It is therefore recommended that the bill do pass. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the biil be 
laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BANKHEAD, 
the Chairman declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 102, noes 7. 

Mr. CABANISS. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia makes the 
point of no quorum, and the Chair will appoint to act as tellers 
the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. CABANISS, and the gentleman 
from Alabama, Mr. BANKHEAD. 


Mr. 
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The committee again proceeded to divide; but before the te). 
lers had made a report — 

Mr. CABANISS withdrew the point of no quorum. 

So the bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PATERSON, N. J. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the next public 
building bill in order on the Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 27) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a py, 
building at Paterson, N. J. : 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the amount heretofore fixed as the limit of « 
the erection of a public building, by the United States Government 
erson, N.J., be, and the same is hereby, increased to $250,000, and 
same is hereby fixed as the limit of cost for the purchase of a sit 
erection thereon of said building; and said additional sum is here) 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropria: 
used and expended for the purposes provided in this act. 

Sec. 2. That the officers of the United States Government havinz . 
of the erection of public buildings are required to be governed by 
tation hereby prescribed in making the plans and contracts for th 
of said building. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a point of 
order against so much of this bill as makes an appropriation o 
money. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I observe that this bill carries an appro- 
priation. The committee did notintend so toreport it. I moy 
that the clause making the appropriation be struck out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the clause which t 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] moves to strike out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And said additional sum is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be used and expended for t 
poses provided in this act. 


The amendment of Mr. BANKHEAD was agreed to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would be glad to have 
the report read in this case. 

The report (by Mr. CADMUS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referr 
House bill 27, respectfully report: 

The question in this case is not whether a building shall be construct 
but as to whether the building to be constructed is atoqnate to the n 
ties of the Federal business of Paterson, N.J. <A building was auth: 
by act of Congress approved June, 1888, limiting the cost of site and bu 
ing to $80,000, which amount was appropriated. It was soon ascertained 
that this sum was entirely inadequate; the proposed site alone would cost 
$50,000. This site is now secured at a cost to the Government of $23,000, the 
balance having been subscribed by the 7, of Paterson, leaving the amount 
of only $57,000 available for the erection of the building. This amount is a! 
together inadequate for the wants of the city of Paterson, even at the pr 
ent time, regardless of its rapid prospective growth. 

r The population of Paterson in 1883 was 58,000; in 1893, 97,000; estimated 
increase in the next ten years, 60 per cent. These figures are exclusive ofa 
large and rapidly increasing suburban ponulation. 

The postal receipts for the year 1883 were 635,054; in 1893, $63,157; estimat 
increase in the next ten years, 75 to 100 per cent. 

The industries of Paterson have kept pace with the increase of population 
It has 599 establishments, ar 24,232 hands. The silk industry 
Paterson alone ranks first of all the States in the Union, amounting to #4 
350,000, being 28 per cent of the total value of this industry in the whole 
er the total wages paid being $5,000,000 per annum. 

Nearly the entire amount of raw silk which is used in the industry 
to Paterson by way of San Francisco, thus passing throngh the city 8 
way to the custom-house in New York City, and causing increased expens 
and much delay by reason of extra carting, storing, and reshipping back ' 
Paterson, all of which could be avoided by having custom-house facilities in 
the proposed new Federal building. j 

This claim will appear reasonable when it is considered that of the 
ports of entry situated at different points throughout the United States 
there are only 7 where the value of merchandise passing through is create 
than the amount which would pass through acustom-house located at Pate! 
son with the silk industry alone. ; 

A plain building, two stories high, about 86 feet by 80 feet in dimension 
of fireproof construction, suitable for the necessities of the Government 
not be provided for less than the amount named below. No immedia 
propriation is necessary, as the amount already appropriated wil! 
cient to start and carry on the work for the next fiscal year. 

In view of the facts stated the committee recommend that the limit 0! 
for site and building be iucreased to $250,000, and recommend that th 
do pass. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I move to amend the bill by strixinz 
out, in line 6, ‘*$250,000” and inserting ‘‘ $200,000” as the limit o! 
cost. 

The amendment was agreed to. s 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, with the amendment )\5! 
agreed to, I do not know that I shall offer any further obection 
to this bill. I realize that itis a most ungracious thing to!” 
terpose any sort of opposition to the passage of these bil!s; ye" 
I realize also the influences which are at work to-day on ‘"» 
floor to impose = the Treasury of the United States an eno™ 
mous additional burden. i 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not appeal so much to the gen! ad 
men on the other side of this Chamber as I do to the genticme® 
who sit around me, gentlemen who were chosen to these places 
upon the demand of the country for economy in public expen? 
tures. a 

I am not prepared to discuss this somtion fully and thorough'y 
as it ought to be discussed to-day; but if I am not misinforme, 
this Government is already liable to the extent of millions 0° 
dollars, for which we have no money in the Treasury, to moe! 
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the requirements of — building bills. Lappeal to gen- 
jlemen on this side of the House not to allow their personal in- 
terests to dominate the general interest and impose additional 
taxes upon the people. ‘ 

Since I came into this Hal) a few moments ago Representa- 
tives—most excellent gentlemen, for whom I have the highest 
respect—have come to me and said: ‘‘I must get my bill through, 
pecause it is essential to my interest in my district.” I have 
heard the same plea from the other side. I appeal again to 
Democrats on this side. With a depleted Treasury, with the 
gold reserve down to $50,000,000, with the gold reserve and the 
current revenues of the Government aggregating less than 
$100,000,000, I appeal to you, in this condition of the Treasury, 
to postpone these demands upon the people of the United States. 

Ido not intend, Mr. Chairman, to interpose factious opposi- 
tion against these measures. It is possible that I may feel con- 
strained to make the point of ‘no quorum” against some bill 
which I consider peculiarly unmeritorious. But I prefer not to 
take that course. I believe that the majority ought to control. 
The object of the appeal which I now make is simply that Dem- 
ocrats around me may not press these demands upon the Treas- 
ury at a time when millions of our people are out of employment. 

Gentlemen, these bills that you propose to pass will do you no 
good in yourcampaigns for reélection. Those gentlemen on the 
other side of the Chamber—adroit, shrewd, and able—will pa- 
rade these figures in the campaign as an evidence of the prolli- 
gacy of a Democratic House and a Democratic Congress in times 
of great financial stringency. 

In view, therefore, of the Treasury condition, with $50,000,000 
already added to the interest-bearing debt of the country, I 
again ask Democrats to be true to their pledges and withhold 
their demands upon the Treasury until prosperous times shall 
return. 

Mr. GROSVENOR rose, 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield to the gentleman a moment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish to suggest to the gentleman that 
there is about an equal amount of danger that these bad men 
over here will parade the fact that the Democratic party is in- 
capable of carrying on the ordinary incidental business of Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not know what those ‘‘ bad men ”— 
and that expression, let it be remarked, is the gentleman's own 
language and not mine—may say. But if the “bad men,” to 
whom the gentleman refers, indulge in that comment, I feel 
warranted in the assertion that they would be departing from 
amaxim of a great leader of the Democratic party, when he 
said on a certain occasion: ‘‘ Tell the truth.” ([Laughter.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What was the truth he wanted told? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, well, he wanted the truth told. That 
is sufficient. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, when we reach the end of this ses- 
sion, the legislation of the Fifty-third Congress will be a suffi- 
cientanswer to the suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. SICKLES. Well, tet us come to a vote now. We have 
agreed on a tariff bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I am very glad to hear it and hope the 
rumor is correct. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Missouri a question. I advocated one of the 
bills,and voted for several of them, for the erection of public 
buildings here, and I do not think that that action is such as 
would justify the charge, or warrant the assertion, that I was 
indulging in profligacy or extravagance in voting away the pub- 
li¢money. Is it not a fact, however, that the appropriation for 
the erection of these buildings will not come out of the present 

reasury fund, but that it will be carried forward into the future, 
to be paid for out of appropriations hereafter? 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is true. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Yet you speak of the 
workingman being out of employment. Is it not true that the 
erection of these buildings in every city where there is a neces- 
— a public building will give thousands of the unemployed 

ork? 


Mr. DOCKERY. Well, the gentleman’s own statement an- 
swers itself. In one breath he tells us that these bills make no 
present charge upon the Treasury, but that the amount is to be 
carried forward to be paid hereafter, and in the next breath he 
tells us that the working people are to derive employment from 
the erection of these buildings. How are they to be employed 
or to be pad when there is no appropriation? 

_Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. I say that the appropria- 
Pn is carried forward into the future. It is not made in the 
ls, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does the gentleman consider it a wise busi- 
hess policy to pursue such a course as that at a time when the 

reasury is nearly empty? Is that a policy that the gentleman 
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himself would pursue in the ordinary course of his own private 
affairs? The gentleman knows that we have borrowed money 
to pay the ordinary running expenses of the Government. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. No, sir; I would not con- 
sider it good policy; but I think the Government of the United 
States is big enough, strong enough, and able enough to appro- 
priate all the money that is needed for such a purpose as this, 
and that there will be little or no trouble in securing all of the 
money that is necessary to carry on the affairs of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I move that the bill be laid aside 
favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
DOCKERY) there were—ayes 115, noes 16. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia and Mr. BANKHEAD were appointed 
tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers 
136, noes 26. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. 
of no quorum. 

So (no further count being demanded) the motion was agreed 
to, and the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


with a 


reported—ayes 


Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles, in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 528) for the relief of A. W. Wells, administrator; 

A bill (S. 1018) granting a pension to Susan FE. Cunningham; 

A bill (S. 1876) to provide for the payment of accrued pensions 
in certain cases; 

A bill (S. 2234) to further amend section 2399 of the Rey 
Statutes of the United States; and 

A bill (S. 2281) to authorize the Postmaster-General to credit 
account of James A. Sexton with amount of funds stolen. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H.R. 5901) to reimburse E. H. Nebeker. late Treasurer 
of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 6577) to authorize the construction of a wagon 
and foot bridge across the Chattahoochee River, ator near the 
town of Columbia, Ala.; 

A bill (H. R. 7874) to enable the Secretary of the Interior to 
pay JOHN T. HEARD for professional services rendered the 
“Old Settlers” or Western Cherokee Indians out of the funds of 
said Indians. 

A bill (H. R. 7383) relating to lights of fishing vessels. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 6284) to prevent interference in the collection of 
State, county,and municipal taxes assessed against corporations 
and corporate property, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the reports of committees of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to bills of 
the following titles: 


ised 


porate the Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway; and 

A bill (H. R. 6913) making appropriations for current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment the following resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That p 
mission be and is hereby given to the citizens’ committee of Knights « 
Pythias eneanrpment, of which Chapin Brown is chairman, of illuminating 
the Dome of the Capitol on the nights of August 27, 28, 29, and 30, 1834, under 
the control and direction of the Architect of the Capitol 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 4954) relative to recognizances, stipulations, 
bonds, and undertakings, and to allowcertain corporations to be 
accepted as surety thereon; 

A bill (H. R. 2669) making an appropriation and providing for 
the construction of a United States revenue cutter for service 
in the harbor of San Francisco, State of California. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
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ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

\ bill (H.R. 7803) to amend sections 2401 and 2403 of the Re- 
vired Statutes; 

A bill (H.R. 7827) to authorize a bridge across the Perdido 
River between the States of Florida and Alabama; 

A bill (H. R. 7683) to correct the naval record of James Fay 
and grant him an honorable discharge; 

A bill (H. R. 4326) to subject to State taxation national-bank 
notes and United States Treasury notes; 

A bill (H. R. 3033) granting a pension to Amanda J. Lane; 

A bill (A. R. 86) for the protection of persons furnishing ma- 
terials and labor for the construction of public works. 

\ bill (S. 901) for the relief of the owners of the schooner 
Henry R. Tilton, and of personal effects thereon; 

A bill (S. 2280) to amend section 2 of the act approved Febru- 
ary 15, 1893, entitled ‘An act granting additional quarantine 
power, and imposing additional duties upon the Marine Hospital 
Service; and 

A bill (S. 1949) for the relief of James E. North. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his 
secretaries, informed the House that the President had approved 
and signed bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

On July 30, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 4822) granting the use of certain land to the 
town of Castine, Me., for a public park; 

An act (H. R. 5735) to remove the political disabilities of Caleb 
Huse; and 

An act (H. R. 5860) to amend sections 4, 6, and 10 of the act 
of February 9, 1893, entitled ‘‘An act to establish acourt of ap- 
peals for the District of Columbia, and for other purposes.” 

On July 31, 1804: 

An act (H. R. 7097) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expensesof the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 

An act (H.R. 2586) granting certain property to the city of 
Newport, Ky. 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 208) to continue the provisions of a 
joint resolution approved June 29, 1894, entitled a ‘‘ Joint reso- 
lution to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Gov- 
erninent.”’ 

On August I, 1894; 

An act (H.R. 3202) donating condemned cannon to the St. Law- 
rence State Hospital, at Ogdensburg, N. Y. 

\n act (H.R, 4858) making pees for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes. 

An act (H.R. 38) relating to the pay and retirement of mates 
in the United States Navy. 

An act (H. R. 6309) for the relief of the dependent relatives of 
the seamen of the Netherlands steamer Amsterdam who lost 
their lives in the effort to save the crew of the American 
schooner Maggie E. Wells, and also for the relief of the sole 
survivor of the rescuing party. 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 94) providing for an investigation rel- 
ative to the work and wages of women and children. 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 32) to establish an observatory circle 
as a provision for guarding the delicate astronomical instru- 
ments at the United States Naval Observatory against smoke or 
currents of heated air in their neighborhood and undue vibra- 
tions from traffic upon the extension of public thoroughfares in 
the vicinity, and for other purposes. 

An act (H.R. 4328) for the relief of William B. Chapman, 
ae W. Street, John W. Hoes, Emmet C. Tuthill, and Joseph 

. Curtis. 

An act (H. R. 5459) to pension the minor children of Alfred 
Phipps. 

An act (H. R. 7197) to provide a register for the schooner barge 
Astoria. 

On August 2, 1894: 

An act (H.R. 6171) to authorize the Metropolitan Railroad 
to change its motive power for the propulsion of the cars of 
said company. 

On August 3, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 6111) for the disposal of the accretions of the 
Virginius indemnity fund; 

An act (H. R. 4452) adding the towns of Manchester and Ver- 
non,in the State of Connecticut, to the customs district of Hart- 
— Conn., and making the city of Rockville, Conn., a port of 

elivery; 

An act (H. R. 83) as the State of Montana to make 
selections from certain public lands; 

* An act (H. R.5293) concerning leases in the Yellowstone Na- 
tional Park; 
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An act (H. R. 4806) for the relief of Andrew Gray: 

An act (H. R. 7734) to amend an act entitled “An act ay: 
izing the construction of a high wagon bridge across the 
souri River at or near Sioux City, lowa,” approved March 
1889, as amended by acts of April 30, 1890, February 7, 1893 
March 24, 1894; aon ; 

An act (H. R. 108) to fix the times and places for holdino 
Federal courts in the State and district of Nebraska. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SOUTH OMAHA, NEBR. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I now call up the pil! 
R. 109) to provide for the purchase of a site and the ere 
a public building thereon at South Omaha, in the State o 
braska. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, an i 
authorized and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation 
wise, a site, and to cause to be erected thereon a suitable buildin 
ing tireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators 
proaches, for the use and accommodation of the United States ; 
and other Government offices in the city of South Omaha and Stat 
braska, the cost of said site and building, including said vaults, h 
ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, complete, not t 
the sum of $200,000. 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be i: 
public advertisementin one or more of the newspapers of said city o 
circulation for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in sa 
tisement for the opening of said proposals 

Proposals made in response to said advertisement shall be addr 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shali then cause the s 
posed sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate. t 
amined in person by an agent of the Treasury Department, who : 
written report to said Secretary of the results of said examination 
his recommendation thereon, and the reasons therefor, which sh 
companied by the original proposals and all maps, plats, and stat 
= shall have come into his possessivn relating to the said p 
sites. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, th 
tary of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, 
appoint a commission of not more than three persons, one of who 
be an officer of the Treasury Department, which commission shal! al 
amine the said proposed sites and such others as the Secretary of the] 
ury may designate, and grant such hearings in relation thereto as t! 
deem necessary; and said commission shall, within thirty days aft 
examination, make to the Secretary of the Treasury written report 
conclusion in the premises, accompanied by all statements, maps, | 
documents taken by or submitted to them, in like manner as here: 
provided in regard to the proceedings of said agent of the Treasury !) 
ment; andthe Secretary of the Treasury shall thereupon finally aet« 
the location of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Se 
of the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed 8 per day and actual tr 
ing expenses: Provided, however. That the member of said commiss! 

inted from the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actua 
gZ expenses. 

No money shall be used for the purpose mentioned until a valid tit 
site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor untilthe st 
of Nebraska shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jur 
over the samo, during the time the United States shall be or re! 
owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the « 
laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open s 
least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the fol 
amendment: 

In line 12, page 2, strike out ‘‘and fifty;” so that it will read $200,( 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Imove the adoption of the amend 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 
[Cries of “Vote.” ‘‘ Vote.”] 
Mr. SNODGRASS. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. MERCER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom wa 
the bill (H. R. 109) to provide for the erection of a public buildin 
Omaha, Nebr., submit the following report: 

South Omaha is the third largest city in Nebraska. Ten years a: 
town lot in sight; to-day 15,000 people enjoy the privileges of its pr 
and throng its busy thoroughfares. 

South Omaha is the third largest stock marketin the world. The pac) 
houses employ 5,000 persons, paying them in one year almost $3,000,(0 
1,000,000 hogs and 500,000 cattle killed in 1893. 

The stock yards cover an area of 75 acres. 


South Omaha continually grows; her industries are varied and pros 
great. 


Mr. SNODGRASS. 
that report read. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
port has been read. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. 
then, of this bill. 

Mr. HAINEK of Nebraska. The report explains it. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. There is very little explanatio! 
tained in the report. 

Mr. MERCER. The report is very full, if the gentleman 
examine it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There are certain letters accompany 0* 
the report that have not been read. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. They form a partof the report 
Mr. Chairman, that the committee rise. Ea 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced tat ¥) 
the sound the noes seemed to have it. 


3 


I would like to hear the remai! 
The Chair is informed that the 


I would like to have some explanati! 


[I move 
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Mr. SNODGRASS. [ask a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 0, noes 120. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I call for tellers on the vote. 

Tellers were refused, there being nine members only voting 
in favor thereof. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. 
House now adjourn? : 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion could not be made in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I move that this bill be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BLAND) there were—ayes 106, noes 6. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no 
quorum has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 


Would a motion be in order that the 
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Mr. SNODGRASS and Mr. BANKHEAD were appointed tellers. | 


The committee again divided; and tellers reported—ayes 166, 
noes 13. 

So the bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable rec- 
ommendation. {Applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. A parliamentary inquiry. 

TheCHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Washington. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. At the present rate of pro- 
cedure it would take a very long time to get through the Cal- 
endar. Would it be in order to move to lay aside fifty bills, so 
that we can all get in? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. At this rate we can never 
reach my State atall. I move that the committee rise. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Division, 

Pending the count— 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I withdraw the demand for a division. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the bill S. 22 


be passed by. : Fone 
he CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that request will be 
granted. 


There was no objection. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT POTTSVILLE, PA. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The next bill on the Calendar is the bill 
(H. R. 155) to erect a public building at Pottsville, Pa. I call 
that up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill called up 
by the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to purchase, acquire by condemnation, or other- 
wise provide a site, and cause to be erected thereon a suitable, commodious, 
and substantial building, including firepreof vaults, heating and ventilat- 
ing apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommodation 
of the United States post-office, internal-revenue office, commissioners’ of- 
fice, and ovher Government Offices, in the borough of Pottsville and State 
of Pennsylvania. The cost of the site and the building, including fireproof 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, com- 
plete, not to exceed the sum of €100,000, which said sum of $100,000 is hereby 
appropriated for said purpose out of any moneys in the United States Treas- 
= not otherwise appropriated, upon the following provisions, namely: 

roposals for the sale of iand suitable for said site shall be invited by public 
advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said city for at least 
fourteen days prior to the date specified in the advertisement for opening 
the p . The proposals made in response to said public advertise- 
ment at the time named in the advertisement, or within ten days subse- 
(leat havete, shall be received, opened, and considered by a commission of 
he who shall be appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
it bethe duty of said commissioners to forward to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, within forty days from the date named in the advertisement for 
Opening the als, a written report, with the original proposals, maps, 
and so forth, and the oaths prescribed by act of Congress approved June 23, 
i874, and to definitely state in said report the site selected by them, and their 
selection of the site shall be final, and each commissioner shall be allowed 
& compensation for his services of an amount within the discretion of the 
of the Treasury, said compensation not to exceed 00 and actual 
traveling expenses to each commissioner. So much of the appropriation 
herein made as may be necessary to defray the expenses of advertising for 
, compensation, and actual traveling expenses of the commission- 

és, and other expenses incident to the selection of the site, shall be imme- 
Giately available; so much of said appropriation as may be necessary for 
the preparation of sketch plans, drawings, specifications. and detailed esti- 
mates for the building by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Depart- 
ment shal) be available immediately upon the receipt of the report of the 
commissioners Selecting the site; so much of said appropriation as may be 
ney tomake payment for the site shall be available upon the receipt 
tone written opizion of the Attorney-General in favor of the validfty of 
to the site selected, and when the State of Pennsylvania shall have 

ee the United States jurisdiction over the site selected, during the 
that the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all 
the an administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
Service of civil process therein. or so much of said a. as 
may be necessary to acquire title tothe site by condemnation be im- 
mediately available; and after the site shall have been paid for and the 
sketch plans and detailed estimates for the building have been pre- 
by the Supervising Architect and approved by the Seeretary of the 

, the Secretary of the Interior, and the Postmaster-General, the 
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balance of said appropriation shali ve avaliabie for tne erection and comple 
tion of the building, including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating 
apparatus, elevators, and approaches. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


Amend by substituting ‘sixty’ instead of ‘one hundred” in line 14; by 
striking out the appropriation clause in lines 14, 15, 16, and 17, and by strik 
ing out all of the bill including and following the word “so,” in line 38. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the amend- 
ments be adopted. 

The amendments 
agreed to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire the reading of the report, or some 
explanation. This is a proposition to appropriate $100,000. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It is $60,000, now that the amendments 
of the committee have been adopted. 

Mr. REILLY. I will be very glad to make a statement or to 
have the report read. The report is not lengthy. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania) was read, as fol- 
lows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred 
the bill (H.R. 155) for the erection of a public building at Pottsville, Pa., 
having had the same under consideration, submit the following report: 

A similar bill was introduced in the Fifty-first and Fifty-second Con 
gresses and favorably reported by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

The population of Pottsville 1s about 16,000, to which is to be added the 
boroughs of Yorkville, Mount Carbon, and Palo Alto, contiguous to it and 
included in the delivery from the Pottsville post-office, which, with the other 
settlements surrounding the town, all accommodated with postal facilities 
at the same office, make ee pee & population of over 20,000. . 

The town is prosperous and growing, and the postal business very large. 
The gross receipts of this post-office for the year ending June 30, 1893, were 

22,768.67, and the net revenue $9,934.43. The money-order business, both do- 
mestic and international, is extensive, aggregating over $100,000 annually. 

The number of registered letters at this office is also very large, averag- 
ing about 20,000 per year. Pottsville is besides a distributing center, five 
railroads having terminals there, and nearly 100 passenger trains movin 


recommended by the committee were 


| in and out of the town daily. There are 9 letter-carriers at this office, an 
| the accommodations and facilities are totally inadequate for the volume of 


business done at this place. 

The Government is also at present obliged to rent rooms for its internal- 
revenue business at Pottsville, which is considerable and fast increasing 

The extent of the public business at this place justifies and the public inter- 
ests and convenience require a public building. The committee believeo 
that a suitable site can be secured and a building erected thereon such ao 
will accomodate for many years to cume all Federal business at Pottsville 
at a tota! cost not to exceed $60,000. 

Your committee, therefore, recommend that the bill 
amended by pee “sixty ’ instead of “one hundred” tn line 14; by 
striking out the appropriating clause in lines 14, 15, 16, and 17, and by strik- 
ing out all of the bill including and following the word *' so,”’ in line 38. 

And that so amended the bill do pass. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. I wouldlike toask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania if there is a Federal court held in Pottsville. 

Mr. REILLY. No, sir. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Have you any other Federal officials 
there except the postmaster? 

Mr. REILLY. Yes, sir; we have an internal-revenue collac- 
tor, for whose office the Government now pays rent, as well as 
for the post-office. We aiso have a United States commissionor. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. How much rent is paid for the pres- 
ent post-office? 

Mr. REILLY. For the internal-revenue office and the post- 
office it is, | think, about $1,000 a year; I do not know the exact 
figures. I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee and to the 
House that this post-office has notonly always been self-sustain- 
ing, but that it has yielded a net revenue to the Government, 
and now yields a net revenue of $10,000 a year; so that in six 
years we will be able to pay back this money to the Government, 
if any gentleman has scruples as to the propriety and justice of 
this investment. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. 
interest on $50,000. 

Mr. REILLY. That is true; but the facilities at this office 
have been and now especially are utterly inadequate, and we 
have been endeavoring to secure improved facilities, butin view 
of the ee of some action of this kind no definite arrange- 
ments have yet been made. Inspectors of the Department have 
repeatedly reported as to the inadequacy of the present quar- 
ters and the necessity for better accommodations to transact 
the public business at this place. This is a very important of- 
fice. Besides the office foree proper, there are ten letter-car- 
riers and ten railway mail clerks sign out from that place; so 
that the gentleman can see that it is a great distributing point. 
In addition to the large local business, there are nearly a hun- 
dred passenger trains, many of which carry mail, in and out 
every day, and there is a very large amountof mail matter han- 
dled at this office. In the Filty-first Congress, when a ma ority 
of the committee was of the opposite political party, a similar 
bill was reported, and twice since, and every time it has been 


in quest ion be 


The rent is a good deal less than tho 
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reported unanimously; and | think that is very fair evidence of 
the merits of the proposed bill. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Does not my friend think that they 
can rent sufficient accommodation there for a while longer? 

Mr. REILLY. Oh, of course that could be done; but Ido not 
think there is a place in the country, considering the revenues 
that this office has yielded in the past, and the volume of business 
transacted, in which action of this kind can more properly be 
taken, or which is so much entitled to have a public building, 
both in the interest of the Government and of the public. More- 
over, as a matter of public policy, I think it wiser to erect neces 
sary public buildings than to pay out annually large sums for 
rent. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say this in ref- 
erence to this particular bill: I believe it is a worthy measure 
and one which should receive the approval of this House. But 
I wish to say—and I ask the ear of the chairman of the commit- 
tee to this proposition—that one building in a State should be 
considered at a time, and then another building in another State 
should be considered. There should be some equality in this 
matter. I discover by looking at the Calendar that there are 
several public buildings in this particular State. Possibly the 
rest of em are not as deserving as this one which we are con- 
sidering. 

But what I particularly desire to call the attention of the 
House to is this: that from the way in which these bills are 
placed on the Calendar there is some injustice done to other 
States in the Union. I particularly call attention of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildingsand Grounds to the condition of my 
own State. The capital of that State, which 1 have the honor 
in part to represent, is without a public building of any kind or 
character; and in the district which I also have the honor to 
represent, you will find an area equal to the entire State of Penn- 
ey vania, and I desire to call the attention of the Committee on 

ublic Buildings and Grounds to this great injustice that seems 
to be shown on the Calendar in placing two or three bills for the 
erection of public buildingsin one State, while other States have 
none placed on the Calendar at all. 

Mr. REILLY. This is the first bill of this kind called up for 
the State of fee in thisCongress. 

Mr. HERMANN, I am in favor of this bill. I am simply 
calling the attention of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds to the injustice of giving twoor three public buildings 
to one State, while other States are neglected. That is the case 
with Pennsy) vania, as shown by the Calendar, and some other 
States are in the same favored position; and that, I say, is an 
injustice to the States that are entirely left out. 

ir. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be 
laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that itdo pass. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BANKHEAD, 
the Chairman declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 113, noes 8. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. No quorum. 

HALL of Missouri and Mr. BANKHEAD were appointed 
tellers. 

Mr. HALLof Missouri (pending the count by tellers). I with- 
draw the point of no quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The motion of Mr. BANKHEAD was then agreed to, and the 
bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, CUMBERLAND, MD. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 
4283) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a 
public building thereon at Cumberland, Md. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or other- 
wise, a site, and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, including 
fireproof vaults, hea and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and ap- 
proaches, for the use and accommodation of the United States court-house, 
post-office, and otherGovernment offices in the city of Cumberland and State 
of Maryland, the cost of said site and building, including said vaults, heat- 
ing and ventila a a. elevators, and approaches, complete, not to 
exceed the sum of ; 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall be invited by pub- 
lic advertisement in one or more of the newspapers of said ov of largest 
circulation for at least twenty days prior to the date specified in said ad- 
vertisement for the opening of said proposals. 

Pro ls made in response to sai vertisement shall be addressed and 
mailed to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall then cause the said pro- 
posed sites, and such others as he may think proper to designate, to be ex- 
amined in person by an agent of the asury tment, who shall make 
written report to said Secretary of the results of said examination, and of 
his a postece, and the ee ae which shall be ac- 
compan y the origina ss an maps, plats, and statements 
= shall have come into his possession relat 7) the said proposed 

8. 

If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the Sec- 

retary of the Treasury shall deem further investigation necessary, he may 
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appoint a commission of not more than three persons, one of whom sh 

an officer of the Treasury Department, which commission shall also ex 1 > 
the said proposed sites, and such others as the Secretary of the Treasy, 
may designate, = such hearings in relation thereto as they shan 
deem necessary; and said commission shall, within thirty days after suo, 
examination, make to the Secretary of the Treasury written report of the a 
conclusion in the premises, accompanied by all statements, maps aie ox 
documents taken by or submitted to them, in like manner as herelaner. 
provided in regard to the proceedings of said agent of the Treasury Da 
partment; and the pegretea? of the Treasury shall thereupon finally dora 
mine the location of the building to be erected. — 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secreta 
of the Treasury, but the same shall not exceed #6 per day and actual t 
ing mp nome Provided, however, That the member of said commis 

nted from the Treasury Department shall be paid only his actual tray, 
ng expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to 
the expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling expen 
agent, and the compensation and actual traveling expenses of said , 
sioners, and other expenses incident to the selection of the site, and 
essary survey thereof, shall be immediately available. 

So much of said appropriation as may be necessary for the preparat 
sketch plans, drawings, specifications, and detailed estimates for t! 
ing by the Supervising Architectof the Treasury Department shall 
— immediately upon the approval by the Secretary of the Treas 
site. 

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as 
fore provided, until a valid title to the site for said building shal! 
in the United States, nor until the State of Maryland shall have 
the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during 
United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purpos: 
the administration of the criminal laws of said State and the servic: 
process therein. 

After the said site shall have been pes for, and the sketch plans an 
tailed estimates for the building shall have been prepared by the Sui 
ing Architect and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury,(the S 
of the Interior, and the Postmaster-General, the balance of said a) 
tion shall be available for the erection and completion of the bu 
cluding fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevat 
approaches. 

he building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open 
at least 40 feet on each side, including streets and alleys. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. I wish to occupy just about a minut 
making a statement with reference to this bill. It provides for 
the erection of a public building at Cumberland, Md., the site 
and building to cost not exceeding $75,000. 


be 


nbefora 


There is a United 
States court held there, there is also an internal-revenue o 
and the post-office receipts are about $20,000. I regard this 
one of the most meritorious bills on the Calendar. It was re 
ported last year, but was not reached forconsideration. | hops 
that it will now be favorably reported by this committee a 
passed. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask thatthe report be read. 

The report (by Mr. McKAIG) was read, as follows: 


Mr. McKAlIG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Ground 
mitted the following report (to accompany H. R. 4283) : 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds have had under con 
eration the bill (H. R. 4283) to provide for the purchaseof asite and the ere 
tion of a public building thereon at Cumberland, in the State of Marylan 
and report the same back with recommendation that it be adopted 

The committee further report the following factsdn relation tos 
of Cumberland to sustain their favorable report: 

Cumberland is the second city in size in the State of Maryland; it is: 
— seat of Seay oma which is one of the largest and riches: 
counties inthe State. The taxable basis of the city is 86,500,000, whilst the 
taxable basis of city and county is $18,500,000. 

The buildings generally are of a substantial rather than a showy « 
ter, though many of them, such as the city hall, court-house, academy 
and churches, are pleasing specimens of architectural beauty. 

The city is lighted by both gas and electricity, Edison and are lights 

The city is well supplied with schools and churches, Of the former! 
are seven public schools and of the latter there are eighteen. 

The population of 1870 was 8,056, in 1880 it was 10,693, in 1890 it was |. 
Since taking the last census the number of inhabitants has largely incre 
making the present actual population not less than 14,000. 

The moving of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company’s divisions 
to the - l bring a permanent addition of 1,000 mechanics and olbe 
high-grade workingmen and cause an increase of from 4,00u to 5,000 in 1h 
population of the city, and that will add largely to the receipts of its post 
office. The Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company are now ergaged in put 
ting down 53 tracks, each a mile long, a part of which is in the city! 
as now constituted, to provide a m ificent yard for the use of the te 
of the second and third divisions of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad (om 
pany and the first division of the Pittsburg and Connellsville Railroad Com: 
pany, which are to be located at the city of Cumberland. ; 

The oS the center of the great coal and lumber region of the Alleghe 
nies and is the source of supply for all the towns along the the seve ‘ 
roads that enter the same, thus making it an important railroad center ane 
ns a distributing point in a radius of country over 150 miles 10 
extent, in which there areno largetowns. The nearest cities are Pittsbure 
149 miles to the northwest; Baltimore, 192 miles to the east; Washingtco 
152 miles southeast; Wheeling, 204 miles to the west, and Harrisdurs, = 
miles to the northeast. This vast country is filled with building mate 
of every kind, and light and fuel in the shape of coal and gas coal, beside 
& grade of coal that is used and is dependent gen said city for its supp. 

“ne Georges Creek soft-coal region is annually aischarging trom |.- 
to 1,400,000 tons of the finest steaming coal in the world, which 1s transpo! 
to the markets of the Eastern and Western cities via Cumberland, °'' 
seven railroads radiating therefrom. ie 

The city has 15 miles of paved streets, 30 miles of water pipes, 9 Ni\" 
electric street railway, and 32 manufacturing plants, employing M4) © 
chanics and laboring men and manufacturing products that are shipper’ *” 
over the country. » 0100.00 

It also possesses three national banks, each with a capital stock 0! *: 
and an aggregate deposit of $1,500,000. ce a 

Cumberland is an important deputy station of the internal-revenue’’) | 
of the State of Maryland. The receipts from the internal revenue © . 

ear 1889 were $19,331.40; for 1890 were 833,672.49, and for the year 1891" 

anuary receipts in 1892 were $4,146.55, making a grand total in three)", 
and one month of $99,158.44. Receipts of February, 1891, were $2,053.70, 
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from February 1 to the 10th day of said month, 1892, they were €2,144. An- | on the Calendar that ought to be considered and acted upon. 


nual rental of said deputy office, #200. 

Thearea of territory covered by distribution of mail matter from the Cum- 
periand post-office reaches an average radius of 5 miles beyond the city 
limits, covering now the 14,000 people residing in the corporate limits under 
the free-delivery system of distribution, and the whole distribution from 
said office covering the city and country delivery would not be overesti- 
mated when placed as a ore of 17,000 souls. Amount of business 
transacted by the post-oflice, including gross receipts, fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1881, was $10,200.68, whilst the postal receipts for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1891, were $16,750.62, showing a net increase of %,549.04 in ten 
years. Annual receipts from box rents, $734. 

Receipts from all sources, June 30, 1891, $17,489.43, whilst the receipts from 
all sources, June 30, 1890, were $14,946.67, showing an increase of 82,542.76, be- 
ing 17 per cent of an increase for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891. 

The classification and postal standing of said city are shown _— follow- 
ing extract from the Postmaster-General’s report for the year 1891: 


Cumberland, class 2: 
dnd cctncntetnte tenlube budbvendth tnaetavhorendane $17, 481. 91 
BAIR ..ncccocccccccccnce 2, 400. 00 







Clerk hire 2, 100. 00 
Rent, light, and fuel 700. 00 
Incidental expenses 143.19 
ina. an cuenianadeta dudes webalawadavalebaaaiireabnes 3, 328. 77 
Oe ok eaieidianacewsaia 3, 671. 96 
i a a cat 8, 809. 95 
ae ns alee ails acelin aca mite empha paineipens magiel 50 


The Government agent, when the releasing took place this year, owing to 
the crowded condition of the office and great want of space, undertook torent 
at several other points in said city; but failing to procure a suitable place 
for less than $1,200, was forced to re-lease the sarae building, showing that, 
while the present post-office is conveniently located on the principal street 
of the a re the Government agent considers it entirely inadequate for 
the accomodation of the constantly increasing volume of business now being 
transacted by the said office. 

To provide a suitable lot for the site of a post-office building with the re- 
quired space of 40 feet upon all sides of said building, thus providing that 
it shall be unexposed from fire (the said 40 feet including streets and alleys), 
would necessitate the purchase of land which at present has valuable build- 
ings upon it; 40 feet of said buildings would have to be cleared entirely off 
of said lot to give the fy cena space upon each side of said post-office build- 
ing where said building faces upon two streets and a 40-foot alley. 

The city of Cumberland, being located in a valley of small dimensions, sur- 
rounded by large mountains upon the west, northwest, and south, and large 
hills on the east and southeast, and a portion of said territory being taken 
up by the water space formed by the intersection of the Potomac River and 
Wills Creek at a point within the corporate limits, necessarily makes a 
limited area for the accommodation of over 14,000 people, thereby enhanc- 
ing ee cost of building lots, making property by the square foot or 
otherwise very expensive. 

Large sums of money are kept in the post-office after banking hours, in a 
safe that is not at all burglar-proof, and the building is so located and of 
such a character that burglars could easily break into it and rifle the con- 
tents of the post-office. 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. McKAIG] will make an explanation with refer- 
ence to this bill. 

Mr. McCKAIG. Mr. Chairman, I do not think it is necessary 
for me to make a speech on this subject. The report, I admit, 
is longer than itought to be. All I have toadd is that Cumber- 
land is a city over a hundred years old; being old Fort Cum- 
berland, from which Braddock marched upon Fort Du Quesne. 

It has a population of from twelve to fifteen thousand. The 
United States courts are to be held there, and there is also a 
deputy internal revenue office. Itisthe secondcity in Maryland 
in population, and I believe that State has only two United States 
public buildings. There may be asmali one at Annapolis, but 
the two to which I refer are in the city of Ba'timore, and one is 
over eighty years old; so it can not be charged that Maryland 
has asked too much in the way of public buildings. 

Mr. HITT. What are the gross receipts of the post-office at 
Cumberland? 

Mr. McCKAIG. Twenty-one thousand dollars. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to supplement 
what my friend from Maryland has just said, and I take great 

leasure in availing myself of this opportunity to say a word in 

half of the old city in which I formerly had the ple:sure to 
reside. Cumberland occupies a very important position in the 
commerce of that portion of the Stateof Maryland. It has con- 
siderable manufactures, and there are great coal mines all 
around it, and it is a very important business center. Then, 
too, as my friend [Mr. McK AIG] says, it is one of the oldest cit- 
ies in the State, and it is in every way entitled to have such a 
public building as this bill provides for. 

Mr. McKAIG. Mr. Chairman,I move that the bill be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it do pass. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. McKaic, the 
Chairman declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina asked for a division, but 
subsequently withdrew the demand. 

e motion was then agreed to, and the bill was laid aside to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, Mr. Chairman,I ask the gentleman 
in charge of these bills [Mr. BANKHEAD] to move that the com- 
mitteerise. We have reached almost the usual hour of adjourn- 
ment and have disposed of six bills. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, there are two other bills 
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One of them isa bill authorizing the erection of a new post-office 
building in the city of Chicago. That isa very important meas- 
ure, a new building being absolutely necessary there in the near 
future. The present post-office building is in a dangerous condi- 
tion and is entirely inadequate for the business. It has been in- 
spected and condemned as dangerous. 

Then, there isa bill on the Calendar providing for an addi- 
tional appropriation for the Appraiser’s warehouse in the city 
of New York. That, also, is an exceedingly important matter, 
New York being, as we all know, the city where three-fourths 
of the revenue of the Government iscollected. There are, also, 
four or five other bills that ought to be passed upon, and [ am 
somewhat at a loss to know just what todo. If we should goon 
and undertake to consider the two bills [ have specified, we 
should then be unable to dispose of those bills which we have dis- 
posed of in Committee of the Whole, and if we fail to consider 
them now we may not have another opportunity at this session. 
I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
BLACK] be permitted to make a brief statement. 

There was no objection. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHICAGO. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. BLACK] will be allowed to make a statement 
on the bill indicated by the gentleman from Alabama as tleone 
he proposes to call up next. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope that, in conjunction with this per- 
mission to the gentleman from Illinois, my colleague from New 
York, Gen. SICKLES, may also be permitted to make a short 
statement in regard to the public building at New York. ‘That 
is perfectly fair. 

Mr. SICKLES. I should like to be heard, Mr. Chairman. | 
have been waiting here all day, against the protest of my phy- 
sician, upon an assurance that the New York public building 
bill would be called up early. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I am not enough 
versed in parliamentary methods to determine exactly what 
ought to be done to carry out the purpose I have inview. | be- 
lieve a majority of the members of this House would favor the 
measures which we propose to present, if they could have an 
opportunity of hearing them stated and of passing upon their 
merits. What I want to do is by some parliamentary process to 
get an hour’s time. If there is any motion thatcan be suggested 
by some parliamentarian—— 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Extend the session until 6 o'clock. 

Mr. SICKLES. There is no reason why the Committee of 
the Whole should not go right on with its business. Let us vote 
down any motion to rise. No motion for the extension of the 
session is necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in the power of the committee to 
determine when it will rise. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I desire to make a statement as to 
the merits of House bill No. 397, which I desire to have taken 
up and considered now. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. In connection with this proposition I hope 
it will be agreed that the New York public building bill shall 
also be taken up. The Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds adopted a resolution that this New York bill should be 
one of the first considered. I am in favor of the Chicago bill; 
but if that bill is to be considered, [ want the New York bill 
considered at the same time or immediately afterward. [Ap- 
plause. | 

Several MEMBERS. That is all right. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I call up the bill (H. R. 397) to provide 
for the erection of a Government building at Chicago, Ill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and directed to cause to be erected upon the present post-office site in the 
city of Chicago, in the State of Illinois, which site is bounded by Adams, 
Jackson, Clark, and Dearborn streets, a commodious and sufiiciently fire- 
proof building for the use of the post-office, United States courts, United 
States subtreasury, United States collectors, and other necessary officers 
of the Government not otherwise provided for; the building to be so con- 
structed as.to occupy all the available area of the present site tothe street 
lines on all sides, 2nd all of the old material to be used in the new building 
as far as may be practicable and consistent with permanent work; and the 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby further authorized and directed to have 
prepared by the Supervising Architect full and complete plans, specifica- 
tions, and detailed drawings within ninety days after the approval of this 
act, the said plans to be first approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
Postmaster-General, and the Attorney-General of the United States, after 
which the work shall be publicly advertised according to law for not less 
than one month, and the work let tothe lowest responsible bidder or bid- 
ders. 

Sec. 2, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby further authorized 
and directed, in the specifications for the erection of the building, to require 
that the entire work of constructing the building shall be finished and the 
building ready for occupancy within eighteen months after the approval of 
contract. And for the erection of the said building the sum of $4,000,000 is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the United States Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the said sum to be available immediately after the 
passage of this present act. 
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Mr. BLACK of Iiinois obtained the fleor. 

Mr. DOCK ERY. I make a point of order against the appro- 
priatiou carried in this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri[Mr. Dock- 
HRY | reserves a point of order. 

Mr. BLACK of Lilinois. I move to amend the bill by striking 
out that part which relates to the appropriation. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the part of the bill 
which the gentleman from Llinois |Mr. BLACK] moves to strike 
out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And for the erection of said building the sum of $4,000,000is hereby appro- 
priated, out of any money in the United States Treasury not otherwise 7, 


Aveusr 8, 











The question was taken; and.on a division there were—ayes 
66, noes 54. 

Mr. SICKLES. Tellers, 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. BANKHEAD and Mr. MAppoOx were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 48 
noes 59. , 

Mr. MADDOX. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Speaker announced the appointment of Mr. 
and Mr. BANKH®PAD as tellers at the desk. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 48, nays 
not voting 227; as follows: 


Mapp 












































propriated. the said sum to be available immediately after the passage of YEAS—48 
rte ape eon Bartholdt Orawford ‘Lapham Richards, ¢ 

. — . ‘ fford, a ’ 1cnaras, O! 

Mr. CANNON of Llinois. If it is the desire of the Commit- | pBiack, Ga’ DeArmené, Colona. i on . 
tee of the Whole to strike out this appropriation, I do not ob- | Bland, Dockery, Maddox, Russell, Conn 
ject, but it is not subject toa point of order. I will ask my col- anise, Decitetie, Mahon, Scranton 
league[M r. B LAC mx | whether he intends to follow up this motion, Capehart, Prdman, ane ene 
if adopted, by an authorization to place the building under con- Setchin 8, Geary, Meyer, Talbort,S.C 

‘ 2 iobb, Ala. +rifiin, oney, Pate, 
tract, to be p: aid for as appropriations may hereafter be made® lg on Grachinaton, 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Of course it is understood that the | Cooper’ Tex. Jones. Page, Wilson, Ohio 
necessary steps will be taken to complete the building as rapidly | Cox. Kribbs, Paschal, Wise, 
as practicable. Crain, Kyle, Price, Woomer. 

‘The amendment.of Mr. BLACK of Illinois was agreed to. NAYS—76. 

Mr. BLACK of Iilimeis. I move that the bill as amended be | aiaricn, Cooper, Wis. Hunter, Richardson, Mi 
laid aside to be re favorably to the House. Apsley, Covert, Kiefer, Robbins, 

The question being taken— Bankhead, Cummings, Lane, Sickles, 

" Bar n ’ ¥v ion, smith, 

The CHAIRMAN, The ayesseem to have it. . nae —- ——. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I eall fora division. a... — Destin. _ Soringer, 

T . Durbor ceCreary, one, O. W. 

- question being again taken, there were—ayes 140,n008 | 8. Boatner, Bnglish, Gal. McDannoid, Stone, Ky. 

Mr. JONES. No quorum, ee Boutelie, Forman, MeBttriok, Straus, 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Buack of Dilinois and Mr. | Bretz, Geiss nhainer, McGann, Tawney, 
JONES were appointed. bona, ae, Mohan” — 

. ’ c. . aoey, 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported —ayes | Cadmus, Hainer, Mercer, Updegratt, 
141, noes 2. Campbell, Hatch, Morgan, Van Voorhis, N.Y 

Mr. JONES. No quorum. 7 Tu. oa Ti. — Mo. — Veorhts, Ohio 

4 ; ‘est, vnger, 

The CHATRMAN. There being no quorum, the Clerk will | Clancy, Hicks, Quigg, emmen. 
eall the roll. Cockran, Hitt, Reed, Williams, Hi 

The voll was called, when the ‘following members failed to | ©°7%™* ephinn til. mall. Waigea, Ho. 
answer to their names: NOT VOTING—227. 

Abbott, Ourtis, N.Y. Kilgore, Abbott, Dingley, Johnson, Ind. Randall, 
Adams, Ky. Denson, ‘Lacey, Adams, Pa. Dinsmore, Johnson, N. Dak. Ray, 
Adama, Pa. Donovan, on. a Mich. | Adams, Ky. Doliiver, Johnson, ‘Ohio Rayner, 
Aitken, Draper, ever, Aitken, Donovan, Kem, Reyburn, 
Alderson, Dunphy, Linton, Roberton, La. Alderson, Draper, Kilgore, Ritchie, 
Allen, KHamunas, E Alexander, Dunphy, Lacey, Robertson, Ta. 
Arnold, Bilis, Ky. Loud, —” Allen, Bamunfs, Latimer, Robinson, Pa 
Babcuck, pitta, Oregon Loudenslager, ’ Arnold, Ellis, Ky. Layton, Rusk, 
Batiey, Epes, Lynch, Schermerhorn, Avery, Bilis, Or Lefever, Russell, Ga 
Baker, N. H. Dverett, Magner, aw, ° Pneglish, N. J. ‘Lester, Ryan, 
Baldwin, Fielder, Maguire, . Bailey, , Lénton, Sayers, 
Barnes, Fyan, Maysball, Sibley, Baker, Kans. Everett, Leckwood, Schermerhor: 
Belden, Gardner, Marvin, N. Y. Sim Baker, N. H. Fielder, Loud, Settie, 
Bell. Colo. Gear, McAleer, q Baldwin, Fithian, ‘Loudenslager, Shan, 
Bell, Tex. Gilles, N. Y. McCall, Sorg, Barnes, Fletcher, Laicas, Shell, 
Re)tzhoover, Gillett, Mass. McDo Sperry, Belden, Funk, Lynch, Sherman, 
Bower, N. CO. Goldzier, MekKeighan, Btallings, . Bell, Colo. Fyan, Magner, Sibley, 
Bowers, Cal. Goodnight, McLaurin, Stephenson, Bell, Tex. Gardner, Maguire, Simpson, 
Branch, Gorman, McMillin, Stevens, Beltzhoover, Gear, Marshall, Snodgrass, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Graham, McNagny, Stockdale, Bingham, Giliet, N. Y. Marvin, N Y Sorg, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gresham, Metklejoun, Strong, Bl Gillett, Mass. McAleer, Sperry, 
Brickner, Grow, Meredith, Swanson, Boen, Goodnight, McCall, Stallings, 
Broderick, rr, Millixen, Sweet. Bower, N. ©. Gorman, McCleary, Minn. Stephenson 
Burnes, Baines, Montgomery, Talbott, Md. Bowers, Cal. Graham, McCulloch, Stevens, 
Cabaniss, Hall, Minn. Moon, Tarsney, Branch, Gresham, McDowell, Stockdale, 
Cadmus, Hare, Moore, Taylor, Ind. Breckinridge, Ark. Grosvenor, McKeighan, Stone, W. A. 
Causey, Harmer, Morse, Taylor, Tenn. Breckinridge, Ky. Grout, McLaurin, Storer, 
Chickering, Harter, Moses, Thomas, Brickner, Grow, McMillin, Strait, 
Childs, Haugen, Murray, Tucker, Broderick, Hager, McNagny, Strong, 
Clark, Mo, Hayes, Mu i Turner, Ga. Brosius, Haines, Meiklejohn, Sweet, 
Olarke, Ala. Heard, Newlands, Turner, Va. Brown, Hall, Minn. Meredith, Talbott, Md 
Cobb, Mo. Heiner, Northway, a Bundy, Hall, Mo Milliken, Tarsney, 
Cockran, Henderson, Iowa Oates, Wadsworth, Burnes, fHlammond, Montgomery, Taylor, Ind 
Cockrell, Hines, O'Neill. Mass. Walker, Burrows, Hare, Moon, Taylor, Tenn 
Coffeen, Holman, Outhwalie, Waugh, Cabaniss, Harmer, Moore, Thomas, 
———. Hooker, Miss. Payne, Weadock, Caminetti, Harris, Morse, Tucker, 

Hooker, N. Y. Paynter, Wever, Cannon, Cal. Harter, Moses, Turner, Ga 
eat Fia. Hopkins, Pa. Pence, White, Ca ‘ Hartman, Murrey, Turner, Va 
Cooper, Ind. Houk, Pendieton, Tex. Whiting, Chickering, Haugen, Mutchler, Turpin, 
Cornish, Hudson, Pendleton, W. Va. Wilson, W. Va. Childs, Hayes, Newlands, ler, 
Cousins, Hulick, Pigott, Wolverton, Clark, Mo. Heard, Northway, adsworth 
Crain, Bul, Powers, Woodard, Clarke. Ala. Heiner. Oates, ‘Walker, 
Culberson, Johnson, Ind. Price, Wright, Maas. Cobb. Mo. Henderson, Iowa Ogden, Waugh, 
Curtis, Kans. Johnson, Ohio Randall, oa. eee, N. CO. — a. = ock, 

> een, ermann, uth waite, e1is, 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will now rise. Cogswell, Hines, Patterson, Woever. 

The committee accordingty rose; and the Speaker having re- | Conn, Holman, Payne, Wheeler, Ala 
sumed the chair, Mr. McCaEary of Kentucky reported that the meee Fila. moa, Paynter, ole Ill 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. hav- —- Hopkins, Pa. a, Whiting. 
ing had under consideration the bill (H. R. 174), had found itself Calnerson. Houk. Pendleton. Zex. Williams, Mise 

without a quorum, whereupon he had directed the roll to be ans. . eton, W.Va. Wilson, Wash. 
Curtis, N. Y. Hulick, Perkins, Wilson, W. V& 
called, and now reported the names of theabsentees to the House. | 5) 7¢1), Hull, ps, Wolverton, 

The ‘SPEAKER. The names of the absentees will be entered | Davis, Hutcheson, Pickler, Woodard. 
upon the Journal. One hundred and seventy-five members have | DeForest, vt Piso th, Wright, Mass 
answered to their names; nota quorum. seasuae , ; 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that the | So the House refused to n.. 

House now take a recess until 11 o’clock te«merrow. the roll eall the fol proceedings took place: 


Mr. MADDOX. I move that the House do,now adjourn. Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
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the roll call be suspended, ard that the House do now stand | The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a call of the House that 
has been ordered. 


adjourned. 

Mr. TRACEY. Regular order. 

Mr. DOCKIERY. Iask unanimous consent to reconsider the | 
yote by which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL.. [ object. 

The roll call was then resumed and concluded, as above. | 

Mr. HOPKINS of Iliinois. Mr.Speaker, I desire toask unan- | 
jmous consent that the point of no quorum be withdrawn on the | 
bill and that we take a recess until to-morrow—— | 

The SPEAKER. Butacall has developed a record of no quorum. | 

Mr. HOPKINS of Ulinois. Thatis-so. 

The call of the roll was resumed and concluded. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. OATES with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. THOMAS. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia with Mr. Moon, 

Mr. BRICKNER.with Mr. MCDOWELL. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. Curtis of New York. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. Tayuor of Tennessee. 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr: Houx. 

Mr. GRESHAM with Mr. MAHON, 

Mr. Moses with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. GOOPNIGHT wit: Mr: WALKER. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

Mr. STOUKDALE with Mr. BRODERICK. 

Mr. Tourpry with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. Bruck novRiIpGEeof Arkansas with Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. | 

Mr. Loexwoop with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr: Corrpen with Mr. Gacrey. 

For this day: 

Mr: TURNER:of Georgia with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr: PAYNTER with Mr. SHaw. 

Mr. HinpErRson of North Carolina with Mr. SHERMAN, 

Mr. CORNISH with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. STALUINGS with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. SorG with Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. 

Mr. ALDERSON with. Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. 

Mr: BARNES with Mr. McCiuBary of Minnesota: 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
vote on this call. 

The SPEAKER(pro tempore. Was the gentleman inthe Hall 
of the House and failed to hear his name called? 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. I would have been had not the 
door been locked in the passage which connects the basement 
committeerooms with the House. [had beenattending thenum- 
erous:votes in the House, and went to my committee room for | 
afewmoments. I returnedin ample time to vote, but found the | 
door locked, and I had to walk clear around. [Laughter. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheChair can not entertain the | 
request on the statement of the gentleman. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I did not expect to be allowed 
to vote, and it is not essential that I should have voted upon the | 
pending motion, but I wished to call attention to the incon- | 
venience to which members are subjected by locking this door | 
while the House is in'session. 

The result. of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I move acall of the House. 

The question wastaken; and the Speakerpro tempore announced 
that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Division. 
The committee divided: and there were—yeas 43, noes 25. | 

‘ 


So a call of the House was ordered. 

Mr. JONES. Tellers. [Cries of ‘‘ Too late!”] 

Mr. MADDOX. I move that the Housce do now adjourn. 

Thequestion was taken; and the Speaker pro temporeannounced 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama and others. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 38, noes 47, 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr.JONES, Tellers. 

Mr. MADDOX. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SICKLES. Regular order. I ask that the call of the | 
House be ed with. 

Mr. BERRY. A pointof order. 

Mr. SICKLES: A call of the House has been ordered, and I 
demand thatiit proceed. 

The question ‘was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 
_ TieSPEAKER protempore. Seventeen gentlemen have risen 
‘nsupportef the demand—not a sullicient number—and the yeas 
and nays are refused. The Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 

The Clerk to call the roll. 

Severai MEMBERS. What is the question? 


Mr. SICKLES. 


That isall right. 


That is what ( understand. 


The roll wascalled, when the following-named me bors failed 


to respond: 
Abbott, 
Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 

Avi ry, 
Babcock, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baker, N. H. 
Baidwin, 
Barnes, 
Belden, 

Bell, Colo, 
Bell, Tex. 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Blair, 
Bland, 
Boen, 
Bower, Cal. 
Branch, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
brown, 


| Bundy, 


Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Caminetti, 
Cannon; Cal. 
Cannon, Ill. 
Capehart, 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Childs 

Clar Mo. 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockram, 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
Conn, 
Cooper, Fa: 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Texas 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 
Culberson, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis. N. Y. 
Dalzell, 


Davis 

De Forres 
Denson, 
Dingley, 
Dinsi P 
Dolliver, 
Donovan, 
Draper, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Ellis, Oregon 
English, N. J. 









Fielder, 
Fithian, 
Funk, 

a ra 





Goodnight, 
Gorman, 
Graham, 
Gresham, 
Grifin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout. 
Grow, 
Hager, 
Haines, 

Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hare, 
Harmer, 
Harris; 
Harter, 
Hartman, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Henderson, N.C. 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 
Hines, 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss; 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 
Hudson, 
Hulick, 

Hull. 
Hutcheson, 


Lockwood, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 
Lynch, 
Magner, 
Maguire, 
Marshall, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McAleer, 
McCall, 
McCleary, Minn. 
McCulloch, 
McDowell, 
McKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
MeMillin, 
McNagny, 
Meiklejohn, 
Meredith, 
Milliken; 
Money, 
Montgomery, 
Moon, 
Moore, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Moses. 
Murray, 
Mutchiler, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Oates, 

Ogden, 
Outhwaite, 
Page, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Payne, 
Paynter, 
Pearson, 
Pence, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va 
Pertins. 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 


Richardson, Tenn. 
Ri 
Robertson, La 
Robinson, Pa 
Rusk 
Russell, Ga 
Ryan, 
Schermorhorn 
Shaw, 
Shell, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Simpson, 
Snodgrasa, 
Sorg, 
Sperry, 
Stallings, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky 
Storer, 
Strait, 
Straus, 
Strong, 
Swanson 
Sweet, 
Talbott. Ma 
Tarsney; 
Taylor, Ind 
Taylor, Tenn 
Thomas, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga 
Turner, Va 
Turpin, 
Tyler, 
Updegraff 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Waugh 
Weadock, 
Wells 
Wever, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Whiting, 
Williams, Misa, 
Wilson, Wash 
Wilso 1, W.Va 
Wolverton, 
Woodard, 
Vricght, Mass 


The SPEAKER. Thedoors will now be closed and the Clerk will 
call the namesof those who failed to respond on the first roll call. 
The roll was called the second time. 


The SPEAKER. 


answered to their names. 


Mr. JONES. 
under the call. 


Mr. DOCKERY. 


ings under the 


The SPEAKER. 


I move to dispense with further proc 


eall. 


ings under the call. 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 


noes seemed to 


Mr. DOCKERY and Mr. JONES. 


have it. 


Division. 


One hundred and twelve gentlemen have 


edings 


I move to dispense with further proceed- 


The gentleman from Virginia and the gen- 
| tleman from Missouri move to dispense with further proceed- 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 43. 


Mr. DOCKEI 


tY. 


The yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. BOATNER. 


I move that the House do now adjourn. 


The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 


ayes seemed to 


Mr. CAMPBELL and others. 


have it. 


Division. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 30, noes 39. 


Mr. BOATNER. 


The yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 43, nays 36, 


not voting 272; 


Bankhead, 
Barwig, 
Black, Ga. 
Boatner, 
Bower, N. C. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cogswell 
a 
Cooper, Tex. 
Co 


‘x, 
Crawford, 


as follows: 


YEAS—43. 


Davey, 

De Armond, 
Dockery, 
Enioe, 


McCreary, Ky. 
McEttrick, 
Meyer, 

Neill, 

Paschal, 
Price, 
Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Robertson, La. 
Sickles, 

Sipe. 


Stone, C. W 
Stone, Ky 
Strait, 
Talbert, S.Q 
Tate 

Terry, 
Warner, 

W ashington, 
W oomer, 
Wright, Pa 
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NAYS—36. 

Aldrich, Covert, Hopkins, OL 
Apsley, Cummings, Kiefer, 
Bartholdt, Daniels, Livingston, 
Black, IL Dunn, Marsh, 
Boutelle, Durborow, McGann 
Bryan, English, Cal. McKaig, 
Cadmus, Geissenhainer, Mercer, 
Campbell, Hainer, O'Neill, Mo, 
Cooper, Wis. Hitt, Quigg, 

NOT VOTING—272, 
Abbott, De Forest, Izlar, 
Adams,Ky. Denson, Johnson, Ind. 
Adams, Pa. Dingley, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Aitken, Dinsmore, Johnson, Ohio 
Alderson, Dolliver, Kem, 
Alexander, Donovan, Kilgore, 
Allen, Doolittle, Kyle, 
Arnold, Draper, Lacey, 
Avery, Dunphy. Lane, 
Babcock, Edmunds, Lapham, 
Bailey, Ellis, Ky. Latimer, 
Baker, Kans. Ellis, Oregon Lawson, 
Baker, N. H. English, N. J. Layton, 
Baldwin, Epes, Lefever, 
Barnes, Everett, Lester, 
Bartlett, Fielder, Linton, 
Belden, Fithian, Lockwood, 
Bell, Colo. Fietcher, Loud, 
Bell, Tex. Forman, Loudenslager, 
Beltzhoover, Punk, Lucas, 
Berry, Fyan, ‘gon. 
Bingham, Gardner, agner, 
Blair, Gear, Magutre, 
Bland, eary, Mahon, 
Boen, Gillet, N. Y. Mallory, 
Bowers, Cal. Gillett, Mass. Marshall, 
Branch, Goldzier Marvin, N. Y. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Goodnight, McAleer, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gorman, McCall, 
Bretz, Graham, McCleary, Minn. 
Brickner, Gresham, McCulloch 
Broderick, Griffin, McDannold, 
Brookshire, Grosvenor, McDearmon, 
Brosius, Grout, McDowell, 
Brown, Grow, McKeighan, 
Bundy, Hager, McLaurin, 
Bunn, Haines, McMillin, 
Burnes, Hall, Minn. McNagny, 
Burrows, Hall, Mo. McRae, 
Bynum Hammond, Meiklejohn, 
Cabaniss, Hare, Meredith, 
Caminettt, Harmer, Milliken, 
Cannon, CaL Hi » Money, 
Cannon, ILL Harter, Montgomery, 
Capehart, Hartman, Moon, 
Caruth, Hatch, Moore, 
Catchings, Haugen, Morgan, 
Causey, Hayes, Morse, 
Chickering, Heard, Moses, 
Childs, Heiner, Murray, 
Clancy, Henderson, Ml. Mutchler, 
Clark, Mo. Henderson, Iowa Newlands, 
Clarke, Ala Henderson, N.C. Northway, 
Cobb. Mo. penaese . Rates, 
Cockran, epburn, en, 
Cockrell, Hi O'Neil, Mass. 
Coffeen, Hicks, Outhwaite, 
Conn, Hines, Page, 
Cooper, Fla. Holman, Patterson, 
Cooper, Ind. Hooker, Miss. Payne, 
Cornish, Hooker, N. Y. Paynter, 
Cousins, Hopkins, Pa. Pearson, 
Crain, Houk, Pence, 
Culberson, Hudson, Pendleton, Tex. 
Curtis, Kans. Hulick, Pendleton, W.Va. 
Curtis, N. ¥. Hull, Perkins, 
Dalzell. Hutcheson, Phillips, 
Davis, Ikirt, Pickler, 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, is it not practicable for the 
in a special rule to extricate us 


Committee on Rules to brin 
us to pass upon this legislation? 


from this difficulty and enab 
[Laughter. | 


fo 


Reilly, 
Robbins, 
Smith, 
Somers, 
Tawney, 


Tracey, 
VanVoorhis, N. Y. 
W ever, 

Wheeler, Ala. 


Pigott, 

Post, 
Powers, 
Randall, 
Ray, 

Rayner, 
Reed, 
Reyburn, 
Richardson, Mich. 
Ritchie, 
Robinson, Pa 
Rusk, 
Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 
Ryan, 
Sayers, 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 

Shell, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Simpson, 
Snodgrass, 
Sorg, 
Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Straus, 
Strong, 
Swanson, 
Sweet, 
Talbott, Md. 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Taylor, Tenn 
Thomas, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 
Tyler, 

U pdegraff, 
VanVoorhis,Ohilo 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Waugh, 


Whiting, 
Williams, Ill. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va 
Wise, 
Wolverton, 


The SPEAKER. This is a question of no quorum. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I supposed that the Committee on Rules 


could accomplish almost anything. 


The SPEAKER. 


to make a motion to adjourn. 


The SPEAKER protempore. Without objection, that may be 


done. 


They can not make a quorum. 
Mr. BANKHEAD (during the call). 
imous consent that this roll call be suspended, my purpose being 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I object. 
The Clerk resumed and completed the call. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I am entirely satisfied we 


ean not bring a quorum here to-night—— 


Mr. HOP 
Mr. BANKHEAD, 


aye. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to print in the ReEcoRD, in connection with the remarks I 
made this afternoon, certain documents for the information of 


INS of Illinois. 


Regular order. 
I therefore change my vote fromno to 


the House and its further consideration. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr. TATE}. 


The only trouble is 


that the recerd shows there is no quorum present. 


[Laughter.] 
Mr. Speaker, [ ask unan- 


August 8, 





Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Well, if nobody makes objection-— 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina objected, but immediately 
withdrew the objection. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Now, Mr. Speaker, there being no 
objection, [ ask unanimous consent-—— "9 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The record shows bya yea-and- 
nay vote that there is no quorum present. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that if 
no gentleman objects or raises the point it is not a question for 
the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. Without objection, the request 
of the gentleman from Illinois will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

The documents are as follows: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATF¥Es, 
Washington, D. C., January 16, 1594, 
To the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, House of Representatives, 
United States, and to the said House of Representatives: 


The undersigned, your memorialists, members of this House and Repre- 
sentatives therein from Chicago and the State of Illinois, respectfully pre- 
sent: 

That on the 23d day of September, A. D. 1893, House bill No. 397, a copy of 
which is here inserted, was presented to the House, referred to your honor- 
able committee, and still remains under consideration thereby: 


“A bill (H. R. 397) to provide for the erection of a Government building 
at Chicago, Ill. 


** Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treas 
ury is hereby authorized and directed to cause to be erected upon the pres- 
ent post-office site in the city of Chicago, in the State of Illinois, which site 
is bounded by Adams, Jackson, Clark, and Dearborn streets, a commodious 
and sufficiently fireproof building for the use of the post-office, United 
States courts, United States subtreasury, United States collectors, and 
other necessary officers of the Government not otherwise provided for; the 
building to be so constructed as to occupy all the available area of the pres- 
ent site to the street lines on all sides, and all of the old material to be used 
in the new building as far as may be practicable and consistent with perma 
nent work; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby further authorized 
and directed to have prepared by the Supervising Architect full and com 
plete plans, specifications, and detailed drawings within ninety days after 
the approval of this act, the said plans to be first approved by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, the Postmaster-General, and the Attorney-General of the 
United States, after which the work shall be publicly advertised according 
to law for not less than one month, and the work let to the lowest responsi 
ble bidder or bidders. 

“Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby further authorized 
and directed, in the specifications for the erection of the building, to re- 
quire that the entire work of ee the building shall be finished 
and the building ready for occupancy within eighteen months after the ap 
proval of contract. And for the erection of the said building the sum of 
4,000,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the United States 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the said sum to be available imme 
diately after the passage of this present act.” 

Your memorialists further state that it is matter of public notoriety, here 
officially declared by us to the House and the committee, that the put 
building in the city of Chicago mentioned as the ‘‘old building ’”’ in said bi! 
and situate between Adams, Jackson, Clark, and Dearborn streets, {s by 
reason of faulty construction, bad workmanship, defective material, an 
imperfect foundation work, unfitted for continued use, perilous to life ar 
property, and in danger of falling at any time, all of which matters wil! 

ater ~ in the course of this memorial; that so great and apparent ar 
this peril and danger that the said building has, ina formal and official ma: 
ner, been abandoned and vacated by the United States court of appeals, as 
eats by the following order, duly entered of record in said court ont! 
12th of October, 1893: 

“THURSDAY, October 12, 159 


“Present: Hon. William A. Woods, circuitjudge; Hon. James G. Jenkins 
circuit judge. 

**General order. 

“The court being satisfied that the rooms in the Federal building in ' 
city of Chicago, provided for the use of thecourt, are not proper rooms. ' 
building having nm declared by the official inspector to be unsaf: 
being believed by the court to be unsafe and dangerous, the marsha! 0! 
court is directed to communicate this order of the court to the Attorn 
General of the United States, and to ask his approval for the leasing of su 
rooms in the city of Chicago as may be necessary for the use of the court 

“It is further ordered that upon the conclusion of the argument of cases 
assigned for hearing on the 20th of October, instant, the court will adjourn' 
meet at the city of waukee on the 2d day of November, proximo, and! 
sume the call of the calendar.”’ 


“United States circuit court of appeals for the seventh circuit 


“TI, Oliver T. Morton, clerk of the United States circuit court of appea's 
for the seventh circuit, do hereby certify that the foregoing written pazes, 
numbered frem 1 to 2, inclusive, contain a true copy of the general order 
the United States circuit court of appeals for the seventh circuit, mad 
entered on the 12th day of October, A. D. 1893, October term, 1893, as thes 
remains upon the files and records of said United States circuit court 0! 4 
peals for the seventh circuit. ; 

‘In testimony whereof I hereuntosubscribe my name and affix the sea: 
said United States circuit court of appeals for the seventh circuit, a‘ ' 
city of Chicago, this 2ist day of October, A. D. 1893. : 

[SEAL] “OLIVER T. MORTON, 


“Clerk of the United States Circuit Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circ 


Your memorialists further show that the work upon this building ws 
begun under an act passed December 21, 1871, two and one-half months after 
the great Chicago fire, which act made an appropriation of $2,000,000 for the 
construction of said building. e attention of the Secretary of the Treas 
ury at an early day was called t6 alleged defects in said building, its foun- 
dation and superstructure; thereupon he ———— a commission of thre: 
gentlemen, eminent civil engineers, namely, Gen. William Sooy Smith 
(who will appear later as a witness in this memorial), Mr. George B. t on 
and Mr. O. W. Norcross, who reported that the foundation was too weak to 
sustain the building and dangerous settlements would occur, rendering 
very large expenditures of time and money necessary to secure the founda- 
tion; that the construction stone of the building was unfit for the peepee) 
and that the building, if completed, owing to defects in construction 4 
material, would not deserve to stand. : 
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The report of the commission to which we refer is found at page 650 of the 
Finance rt of 1875, and some of its startling statements and prophecies 
have been since fully verified and affirmed. 

We quote a few of them: ‘‘ The borings and sections show the presence of 
two mud deposits under the building, the first extending along nearly the 
entire Jackson street front and one-half the Clark street front of the build- 
ing; the second underlies the northwest corner. * * * 

“The worst movements of the walls have taken place over these mud de- 
posits, and it seems wonderful that the walls, even with their present weight, 
stand at all upon such insecure foundations. 

“The foundation of the building * * * isa bed of concrete varying in 
width with the thickness of the walls, about 2 feet wider than the footing 
courses, and of varying thicknesses from 2feet6inches to 4 feet. Asthe angle 
of fracture of good concrete under pressure of a wall is 45degrees, it should 

roject beyond the footing courses on each side a distance equal to its 
thickness, or in this case from 2 feet 6 inchesto 4 feet. But it does actually 
project beyond the footing courses only about 1 foot. This error is not ma- 
terial, as it appears impracticable to spread the bearings sufficiently with 
concrete to provide the necessary resistance to sustain the weight of the 
completed structure. The quality of the concrete is good, but it was care- 
lessly left without adequate protection from the effect of freezing last win- 
ter, from which cause, in combination with unequal settlement, the cracks 
in the concrete and walls have occured.” 

The Secretary of the Treasury thereupon, and upon the 24th of August, 
1875, appointed another and greater commission, composed of seven of the 
most eminent civil engineers in the United States, drawn from civil and 
military life, asking them to examine with uttermost care the building and 
its foundations. This last commission proceeded to the performance of 
their duty in apparently the most thorough, accurate, and painstaking man- 
ner, and on the 23d of September, 1875, this commission ae substan- 
tially that the foundation had not been carried to the requisite depth, where 
it might have been made perfectlysecure; that the foundation of the build- 
ing Was not on firm ground; that the stone was not that which should have 
been selected for such a building. They recommended that a portion of the 
building should be taken down and rebuilt; that a part of tne stonework 
should be removed, a part of it entirely omitted; and they commended the 
suspension of the work on account of the apparently dangerous crack in the 
wall and the general appearance of the building after its winter exposure. 

And your memorialists refer to said reports, as found in said Pinanctal 
Report of 1875,on page 650 aforesaid, and request their careful consideration 
by your honorable bodies. Yet they show that despite the various reports 
aforesaid, the last of which was acted upon by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury by ordering compliance therewith, such was the situation that the said 
pbuilding was completed as at present itis. These defects, early pointed out, 
were notremedled. The walls have settled and cracked; the whole super- 
structure threatens at any time to fall into a ruinous mass. 

Certain of these developments became very startling, and such of your 
memorialists as are members from the city of Chicago, being particularly 
acquainted with such developments, conceived it their duty to present facts 
in the case to the Treasury Department, whereupon the Secretary of the 
Treasury directed the Supervising Architect to proceed to Chicago and ex- 
amine and report on the condition of the building. This he did, filing 
his report on the 3ist of August, 1893, and as it presents an admirable 
résumé of the building operations, failures, and existing dangerous condi- 
tion, we here incorporate it wholly in this report. 

It is shown therein that the prophecies of evil found in the early reports 
had been fulfilled, and we call particular attention to parts of the statement 
underscored by us: 


‘TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
“OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 
“ Washington, D. C., August 31, 1893. 


“Str: Various reports relative to the condition of the United States cus- 
tom-house and post-office in the city of Chicago culminated about the Ist of 
July last in letters from the Hon. Judge Grosscup and Mr. H. J. Toolin, in- 
spector of public buildings, Chicago (referred to this office), urgently call- 
ing attention to the alleged dangerous condition of said building, in conse- 
quence of which, and with your approval, I visited Chicago, leaving this city 
on July 28, accompanied by Mr. Adolph Cluss, chief inspector of public build 
ings, attached to this office, made a thorough inspection of said building, 
and have the honor to report, as follows: 

“The condition of the building as regarding order and cleanliness i found 
to be discreditable throughout, and in places filthy and dangerous to the 
health of the occupants, betraying gross negligence or incompetence, or 
both, on the part of the custodian and superintendent, ana calling impera- 
a forthe appointmentof anactive, competent, and conscientious person 
0 fill this important and responsible position. 

“Por a clear understanding, from a structural point of view, of the condi- 
tion of the building in question, it is necessary to give in due sequence a 
short résumé of its record from the beginning. 

“The excavations for the building were made and the concrete founda- 
tions put in place in the seasons of 1872-73. In the spring of 1875 the walls 
of the first story and part of those of the second story were erected. 

“At this early stage of the work settlements were perceptible, and charges 
were made that there were serious defects in the foundations and in the 
stone used for the superstructure of the building, in consequence of which 
charges, Hon. B. H. Bristow, then Secretary of the Treasury, appointed W. 
S. Smith, civil engineer, of Chicago, George B. Post, architect, of New York, 
and O. W. Norcross, builder, of Massachusetts (three men eminent in their 
cailings), as acommission for the purpose of examining the condition of the 

ng. 

“On the 15th of June, 1875, this commission reported that the clay under 
the foundations contained dangerous mudholes, and was too weak to sus- 
tain the weight of the proposed building; that the sandstone used in the 
building was totally unfit for the purpose; that muchinferior labor was in- 
corporated in the building, and that it would be a waste of time and money 
to proceed further with the construction. Upon receipt of this report, on 
June 24, the Secretary of the Treasury ordered work upon the building to 
be suspended until Congress had taken action in the case. 

‘This stoppage of the work and the prospect of delay in the completion 
of the buil alarmed the municipal authorities of Chicago, and the 
mayor, acting under instructions from the city council, appointed a com- 
mission of seven local architects for the purpose of reporting whether 
the building could be safely completed upon its then foundation. John M. 
Van Osdel acted as chairman. This commission, “in an evil hour,” re- 
ported that the structure was strong and stable; that the cut stone used 
was durable, and that with minor changes in the foundation of some of the 
wid - &@ moderate cost, the work could be resumed and carried to com- 

“Since these conclusions differed radically from those of the Government 
commission, the Secretary of the Treasury appointed another commission 
consisting of three architects, two civil-engineers, and two builders, Gen. W. 
B. Franklin selected as chairman, for the purpose of reviewing the 
conflicting reports, and to make a new inspection of the building. 

This commission reported on the 23d of September, 1875, that the whole 
building was underlaid witha compressible mixture of clay, sand, and water, 
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in thickness from 24 to 25 feet, below which there is a hard blue clay, down 
to which hard blue clay the foundation should have been carried, and had 
this course been adopted there would never have been any question concern- 
ing the safety of the building. 

“They pronounced the cut stone of the building inferior; but in view of 
the fact of the large amount of money that had already been expended in 
the cutting of the stone and delivering it on the ground, they did not recom- 
mend a change in that item. f 

“They recommendec that certain defects in the foundations should be 
remedied; that a radical reduction of the weight of the building should be 
made, observing the principle of equalizing the pressure on the footing 
stones; that certain defective piers should be rebuilt: that all stone work 
above the main cornice should be omitted, and then, notwithstanding the 
first report and their own tests and observations, unwisely recommended 
that the work be resumed. 

“On the 25th of September, 1875, the Secretary of the Treasury, Hon. B. H. 
Bristow, unfortunately approved this report; instructed the then Super- 
oe Architect toresume operations, and to be guided by its recommenda- 

ons. 

‘**On the resumption of operations litule attention seems to have been paid 
to the recommendation of this report by the persons having the construc- 
tion of the building in charge, and on May 13, 1878, William H. Smith, col- 
lector of customs, and H. W. Thompson, assistant district attorney, of 
Chicago, brought grave charges of alleged fraud, abuses, and neglect of 
duty on the part of officers, employés, and contractors connected with the 
construction of the building. 

“These were reported upon on June 8, by H. F. French, Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury, and on June 10 Hon. John Sherman, Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, approved the report as to frauds, abuses, and neglect by the Superin- 
tendent, contractors, and chief subordinates, deeming it best to employ 
other oficials. French's report being turned over to the Attorney-General, 
a@ number of the officials were subsequently indicted; and there the matter 
seems to have ended. 

‘In May, 1880, the building was taken possession of by the postal service, 
although yet unfinished, and requiring another year for completion 

“Continued settlements were noticeable all through the period of con- 
struction, and the years 1881 to 1887 the record of the settlements of the 
building were kept by exact levels and measurements. Extensive repairs 
had to be repeatedly resorted to, and a complicated system of heavy iron 
tie rods were introduced—to hold the walls in position—which extend on the 
second and third floors, transversely and longitudinally over the whole area 
of the building, and which, it is almost needless to say, do not accomplish 
the object intended. 

‘In February and October, 1890, exhaustive reports, based upon exact in- 
strumental determinations, and tests from foundations to roofs, were made 
by Mr. Adolph Cluss, an experienced expert of this office. In November fol- 
lowing these were personally revised in all branches by Mr. James H. Wind- 
rim, then Supervising Architect, who indorsed and reported them in De- 
cember, 1890, to Mr. Windom, the then Secretary of the Treasury. 

‘Observations and tests made at my recent inspection and during the 
three months last past prove that since the year 1875 the greatest settlement 
of the building has occurred at the corner of Jackson and Clark streets, and 
amounts to 11} inches below the original level; the settlement at the corner 
of Adams and Clark streets amounts to 8} inches, while the settlement in 
the center between these two points is but 6 inches. 

“The interior wWalis and columns have settled very irregularly, and less 
than the heavy exterior walls. These unequal settlements have caused the 
present alleged unsafe condition ofthe building, and are shown by the 
cracks and fissures in the walls throughout, particularly at the junction of 
the exterior and interior walls; bulges and cracks in the walls surrounding 
the court yard and numerous humps and wavy surfaces in the floors of the 
offices and corridors throughout the entire building. 

‘Phe observations prove further that during the last three years the set 
tlements have been going on at the same slow and steady rate of the earlier 
periods, and that the settlements are still largest and most pronounced at 
the points where originally the least reliable soilwasbuilt upon. Many old 
cracks repaired in 1891 indicate by fresh fissures thatthe movement has not 
stopped, but continues to the a date, and is likely to continue. 

“The roof construction is in an equally deplorable condition with the 
other parts, and, as a whole, I have never been called upon to examine a 
building which shows so many plain and convincing evidences of grossly 
corrupt administration and wasteful and defective construction as this, 
with perhaps the single exception of the recently erected immigrant build- 
ings on Ellis Island, New York Harbor. 

* Taking it as a whole, I am inclined to say that there is no cause to fear 
an immediate collapse of the structure; but this is the best that I feel war- 
ranted in saying inits favor. Ina building, however, which is unquestion- 
ably in movement pieces of heavy plastering and stucco cornices in the 
rooms and corridors, and of iron moldings, or even detached bricks, may 
occasionally, and are likely, to fall at any moment, to the imminent danger 
of life and limb, if not ae and prevented by the watchful care of a 
vigilant, alert, and conscientious superintendent. 

‘It is evident that unless the defects in the foundations are cured, there is no 
telling when a tragedy mau occur. A radical cure would require a complete sys- 
tem of underpinning of the exterior walls with steel beams and concrete, thus ex 
tending the area of pressure upon the weak soil beneath. This underpinning, 
including the regulating and relaying of floors, rebuilding of walls, repairs to 
roofs, drainage and mechanical appliances, renewal of decorations, etc., would 

involve an enormous expenditure, which I estimate at from 500,000 to #750,000, 
and would interfere Jor a length of time with the occupation of the building by 
the postal and other services, and in the end result in an unsightly patched-up 
structure. 

“I therefore hesitate to make any recommendation, further than the ex- 
penditure of the minimum amount of money necessary for the safety and 
convenience of the occupants, until the case is brought to the attention of 
Congress. 

“The cost of the building has been as follows: 


er Ce Bi sc dasa ceescesce pe eens oO he 8 a cl baie $1, 250, 285. 
a a tT ed se skae aabeuaie ace did halal 4, 615, 121. 35 


en, sidan deciade haendhb ec hwou career Se i .---- 5,874,507. 00 


“To this must be added $100,000 appropriated last winter for the annex, 
not yet ready for occupation, and intended for the accommodation of the in- 
creased business resulting from the World's Fair. 

“To this, also, must be added the —— for repairs for March 
1885 to date, aggregating #419.000, of which a sum of $43,427 was unexpended 
on the Ist day of August, and which is now being drawn upon dally and 
heavily for the necessary repairs and preservation of the building 

* Respectfully, yours, 








“JEREMIAH O'ROURKE, 
* Supervising Archilect. 
“Hon. JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
“Secretary of the Treasury.” 


Upon the receipt, by the courtesy of the Secretary of the Treasury, of said 
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report of the See, certain of your memorialists addressed 
a communication to the > evary of the ,% of which we here 
insert as best embodying our views of the situation at that time, and which 
have been intensified by recent events: 


‘‘ HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
** Washington, D. 0., September 16, 1893. 


* Dear Sir: The undersigned members of Congress from the State of Ili- 
nols representing, some of us, the State at large, and others particularly 
the interests of the p-ople of the city of Chicago, respectfully suggest that 
we have, by ro courtesy, had opportunity to and have examined carefully 
the report of Mr. Jerentiah O'P--—~ <e, Su ing Architect of the Treasury, 
submitted to you by that official on the Sist of August ultimo, touching the 
condition of the Federal building in the city of Chicago, commonly known 
a8 Lhe post-office wausing. andin which are located various Government 
offices, the post-office, the collector's office, the United States marshal's 
office, the Untted States circuit and district courts for the northern district 
of Tilinois. and the appellate courts, ete. We respectfully invite your atten- 
tion to certain prominent features of that report. 

“it shows that since the beginning of the post-office building in the city 
of Chicago there have been a number of careful examinations made of said 
buildings by commissions duly authorized thereto and by officials detailed 
for that purpose. 

‘Mach and every one of said examinations has resulted in the exposure 
of gross faults of construction and serious defects in the materials employed 
in said building and they have exhibited a constantly increasing condition 
of danger and threatened ruin of said buildin 

“The report of the Supervising Architect of the Jist of August shows that 
one side of this building has sunk on varying lines from inches to 11} 
iches; that the sinkings are irregular, and that the results of such irregu- 
larities are plainly visible in the breaking of the superstructure now par- 
tially held together by a system of fron rods passing at different heights 
from side to sideand from end to end of the building for the purpose of hold- 
ing the walis in position. But the Supervising Architect declares substan- 
tlally that the purpose for which these rods have been used has not been 
accomplished. 

“The Supervising Architect declares that a tragedy may occur at any 
time in this building. His jauguage is: ‘It iseyident that ess the defects 
in the foundation are cured there is no tel. when a tragedy may occur.’ 

“The ¢ rs Sn ctene 1 oF states a me ae involve ees 
expense; wou terfere with occupation of the building during its prog- 
ress, and when completed leave the building an unsightly and patched-up 
structure. He further states that, with possibly a single exception, ‘no 
build he has ever been called upon to examine shows so many plain and 
convincing evidences of careless and corrupt administration, and wasteful, 
defective construction as this.” He states that the building is unquestion- 
ably in movement, and that ts of it are likely to fallat any moment 
to the imminent danger of life and limb,and that constant mee and 
Watchfulness are n to preventrecurring minor tragedies. He states 
that the settling of the is going on now, as it did at the first; that 
the walls are bulged and cracked and the floors of offices and corridors 


ee and bate! 3 

The nation, . Secretary, was recently shocked by the falling of a pub- 
Iic building in Washington where a few score men were employed. In the 
Government building at Chicago thousands of citizens enter and depart 
every day, except Sunday. and bably one thousand post-office employés 
come and go at all times, incl g the carriers who receive and dispatch 
mail matter, the clerks, the Ses. and the various attachés of the post- 
office proper, in addition to ch the courts are thronged with judges, at- 
torneys, clients, and spectators. In short, it isa tly frequented build- 
ing, and the dimensions of a disaster, in the event of the tragedy occuring, 
which the Supervising Architect's report refers to, would be measured in 
its loss of buman life only by the occupancy at the unforeknown hour at 
which it may occur. 

* We are aware that the condition of the public Treasury is such that no 
unnecessary expenditure should be incurred, but the warning in this case 
is so plain, the information officially given is so explicit, and the possible 
disaster so grave that we do not feel that any ordinary financial considera- 
tion should ana in oe the course to be pursued. 

“In view of all the facts recited in the report to which we respectfully but 
earnestly invite your attention, wa suggest and urge that you will direct 
the proper — to be taken for the immediate vacation of the Federal 
building at Chicago and for securing other quarters for the transaction of 
the postal and other governmental services at that pofnt. 

“Thiscourse would be insisted upon by the municipal authorities of Chicago 
in case a private building was in the condition of the Federal building which 
the Supervising Architect alleges toexist. We furthermore request that you 
will cause said Supervising Architect’s report to be communicated to the 
Congress of the United States to the end that legislation may be had looking 
to the erection of new and safe quarters for the transaction of the business 
ofthe Government in its postal services and in its various revenue offices 
and in its courts and other attachments. 

‘We beg farther to suggest that the conipletion of this cane after the 
report first made to the Secretary of the Treasury, Hon. B. H. Bristow, 
would not have been allowed but for the circumstances which surrounded 
the inception of its construction. The —— made for its buildin 
Were made partly because the city had devastated by fire of unparal- 
leled magnitnde and it was deemed expedient toafford relief to its workers, 
and so the ordinary prudent investigations and restrictions surrounding 80 
large a structure were neglected, evaded, or disregarded. The amount ex- 
pended upon the building ts prodigious, but nevertheless it stands to-day a 
veritable deadfall, the hour of whose crumbling into ruin can not be fore- 
seen nor averted without other enormous and unsatisfactory expenditures. 

“We are aware, Mr. Secretary, that this unsightly pile may endure for a 

riod. We are certain that there will bea y end tothat period. We 

ee] that we must, in justice to our fellow-ci ms and constituents, make 
the request of you that we have made. We urge this, in no sensational or 
alarmist spirit, but because men of eminence as engineers and the Govern- 
ment officials thereto, appointed, qualified,and delegated, have each and all 
declared that this structure is insecure, threatening, and dangerous. A fail- 
ure upon the part of thoseresponsible would be attended with consequences 
to be remembered and regretted while the city has a history. 

“We earnestly ask your codperation in every just and practicable measure 
which may be taken to avert the disaster foreseen and foretold by the scien- 
tists and experts, and to aid us in securing fitting accommodations for the 
great services of the Government at Chicago. 

“ Very respectfully, yours, 

“JOHN C. BLACK, M. C., JUénois. 
“A. J. HUNTER, C., Ttinois. 
“J, FRANK ALDRICH, M. C., First Iinoie. 
“L. B. MCGANN, M.C., Second Illinois. 
“ALLAN C,. DURBOROW, Jr... M. C., Third Illinois. 
“JULIUS GOLDZIER, M. G., Fourth Illinois. 
“Hon. JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
“ Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. 0." 
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In replying to our said communication the Secretary, on the 4 t oO 
ber, 1298, aalwecast to us the following letter, in which he said a. 
comply with our requests contained in our communication to him Was not 
in him, but in the Congress, adding: See 

“I concur, however, with the conclusion reached by the Supervising A rchi- 
tect, that it will be necessary to provide at a reasonably early day for the 
erection of a new and larger pubtic building at Chicago.” . , 

We here add a copy of the Secretary's letter: 


“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SEcreTARy, 
*“ Washington, D. C., October 4, 1 

“GENTLEMEN: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
munication of the 16th ultimo, in which, after reviewing the report recen: 
made by the Supervising Architect upon the condition of the public 
ing at Chicago, you say: 

**In view-of all the facts recited in the report, to which we respectiu 
rbut earnestly invite your attention, we suggest and urge that you will 
rect the proper steps to be taken for the immediate vacation of tho F, 
eral building at Chicago and for securing other quarters for the tray 
of the postal and other Governmental services at that point.’ 

“This communication has been referred to the Supervising Archit: 
the Treasury Department, with instructions to reéxamine the sub 
submit such suggestions and recommendations as he might consider pro; 
in view of the situation, and a copy of his response herewith trap 
mitted. 

“It is scarcely necessary for me to call your attention to the fact that in 
the existing state of legislation upon the subject the Secretary he 
Treasury has no power to vacate the building now occupied by the | 
officers at Chicago or to secure by rental or otherwise other buildi: 
that place for the transactionof the public business. Congres x 
the power to determine what shall be done with the present building, an 
whether or not a new one shall be erected or necessary accommodation se 
cured for the public officers by renting suitavle quarters. 

“TI coneur, however, with the conclusion reached by the Supervising Arc! 
tect that it will be necessary to provide at a reasonably early day for the 
erection of a new and larger public building at Chicago; but whether it shal! 
be located on the present site or at some other — in that city is a qu 
tion w which I prefer not to express an opinion at this time. 

“a inclose herewith a copy of your communication above referred | 


“Yours, respectfully, 
“J. G. CARLISLE, Secret 


“To Hon. Joan OC. BLACK, Hon. A. J. Hummer, Hon. J. PRANK ALDrIcH 
Hon. L. E. (McGawy, Hon. ALLAN C. DuRBOROW, Hon. JULIvS GolLpzirr 
House of Representatwes." 


Your memorialists respectfully submit that the unbroken testimony 
line of architects, commissions, and officials, covering the entire lif the 
building, show it to be,as we affirm, unsafe, discreditable, and dangerous | 
human life anc: Government property, and that for these reasons ft sh 
be replaced at the earliest possible day by suitable governmental structure 


ne 


But for other than mere reasons of humanity, heretofore urged, and be 
cause that, if it was perfectly safe, thé said public building in Chicago bas 
become outgrown and unfitted for the discharge of the work required to h« 
done in it, because that it is antiquated in its structure, having noiic of the 
modern facilities for the doing of tre immense business centering in Ch ZO, 
bearing no more relation tothe building that should succeeditthan afreigh: 
caboose bears to a vestibuled palace car, we urge the passage of the b 

And we submit for your consideration the following statements 

* Chicago is to-day easily the second great postal point in the | 
The matfis of 25,000,000 people are distributed through its limits. th 
itself having a population of a million and a half, and all of this done with 
facilities prep: twenty years ago, in a town with a population of 40,00 
We have not need to convince the Post-Office Department inthis particula 
for in his able report of last year the Postmaster-General declare: . 
lows: 

“The greatest concentration of the Railway Mail Service of the couniry is 
at Chicago, hence its importance as areceiving and distributing poin 
greatly out of proportion to its postal revenues or the number oi L 
trons. It needs further special attention also, by reason ofits greate 
sion of territory. * * * Thereshould be no hesitancy, therefore, t 
such direct and needful appropriations as w7i:! admit of bringing these 
fices (Chicago and New York) up to the aighest standard of efficienc) 

Wecommend the further recitals of the report, found on pages 36 
wherein these two great cities are designated as collectors and dist: 
of the world’s through mail, and that all emphasis may be given to | 
laration of the Postmaster-General, that the importance of the 
over proportionate to its revenue, we find him stating (page 620) |) 

ross revenues of this office are $4,672,018.12; that its net revenues are f5.\ 

.70. Give us the net revenue for eighteen months and we will build 
fairest building in the postal service of the Union. 

So earnest was the Postmaster-General in this matter that he u 
we repectfully ask at your hands—separate action. ‘ 

We have already quoted the declaration of the Secretary of the | 
as tothe pressing need for adequate buildings in place of the prese 
quate one. : 

Because, therefore, of the facts herein recited; because of the possibic grs 
consequences to citizen and Government which may occur, and to pre’ 
which does not lie within the power of the citizen, save by quitiin 
ice of the Government; because that the buildings nowin use hive bec 
outgrown, antiquated, and unsuitable, we respectfully ask that te: 
tee will report the bill No. 397 to the House with such amendmeé 


Ad I 


as the committee in its wisdom may desire to make, and that action may 
taken at an early day. Bo 
With great regard, we are your fellow-members and memorialists, 


JOHN J. McDANNOLD 
WM. M. SPRINGER 
GEO. W. SMITH. 


JOHN C. BLACK, M. C., 
Illinois. 
ALLAN C. DURBOROW, Jr. 
A. J. HUNTER. P. 8. POST. 
L. E. MOGANN. B.F. FUNK. 
JULIUS GOLDZIER. T. J. HENDERSON 
J. FRANK ALDRICH. EDWARD LANE. 
W.S. FORMAN. R. A. CHILDS. _ 
GEO. W. FITHIAN. J. R. WILLIAMS. 
A. J. HOPKINS. H. K. WHEELER. 
*I have not had time to inform myself as to statements contatned in fore 
going memorial, but from the reputation of the custom-house and post: 
office at Chicago, and from examination of same, I am satisfied at 4 now 


building should be constructed upon the site of the old, and will cheerfully 
cooperate to that end. J. G. CANNON. 


R. R. HITT. 


JANUARY 17, 1994. 
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We add that the building site is ample for the public needs, being 321 
feed by 396 feet between the building lines; that it is in the heart of the 
city, Whose whole postal life has become accommodated to its present loca- 
tion; that it cambe made as secure as a rock foundation by proper and ex- 
naustive use of piles and cement, as shown in Government Engineer Board 
report of September, 1875, and as further shown by the stability of buildings 
on either side much greater in dimensions than the Government building, 
and which are stable and secure. 

Also, part of letter from Gen. Smith, recently received, casting light on 
the “corrupt methods of construction’ spoken of by architects: 


‘SEPTEMBER 21, 1893. 


“Tnere is a very important fact that, I think, was not stated in our report 
years ago, viz: While the plans showed the concrete underlying the footing 
courses spread at angle of 45°, it was,actually cut under by the contractor 
tosave material, giving it the form of a wedge with the point cut off. 

“ven if the concrete had been put in as planned the load per squares foot 
on the underiying soil would have been largely in excess of its sustaining 

wer: but the weakness of the foundations was aggravated by this rascally 

iminution of area. 

“The prediction I made in my testimony before the second Government 
poard, that ‘if the building was completed according to the plans (it was in 
course of construction when the investigation was in progress) it would be 
a first-class wreck imside of twenty years,’ was absolutely fulfilled; and it 
needed no prophet to make it, nor does it now require divine inspiration to 
foretell the absolute collapse. of the building within another twenty years, 
and probably very much sooner.”’ 





TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OPpFICE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 
Washington, D..C., September 28, 1803. 


Sie: In-comp lianee “with your verbal instructions, that I.enpplement, 

with practical suggestions and recommendations, my recent report ‘on the 

t-office andcus tom-house’building -in the City of Chicago, dated August 

2, 1¢93, in connection with the recent communication addressed to you by 

Hon. JOHN C. BLACK and other members of Congress from Illinois, ‘dated 
16th instant, I have the. honer to do so, as follows: 

While I must repeat and even emphasize the statement’'iInmy report as to 
the unsafe condition of ‘the building in question, I desive.to-say that those 
statements were not intended to be understood in the extreme sense which 
the honorable members from iliinois seem to have taken them, as expressed 
in their very able communication to you on the subject. 

Ihave been and, after mature reflection, I am still satisfied that the build- 
ing is in no danger of an immediate collapse,.and that, if so desired, it can 
be safely maintained and used for its present purposes for some years, or 
during the time required for the erection of amore suitable and permanent 
building: provided, however, that it is placed and kept. under watchful care 
and receives the constant attention of a thoroughly competent and vigilant 
superintendent, with a-suitable contingent foree of alert and intelligent 
workmen at his command. 

Ihave:no hesitation in'suggesting and recommending the erection of a 
new and larger building, in keeping with the growing ‘wants of the city of 
Chicago, to be erected on the Lake frontor omany suitable location that may 
be selected, other than the present site. This recommendation I make in 
the interest of economy as regards the Federal Government and eventual 
satisfaction to the citizens of Chieago. 

The recent erection of the post-office annex at a cost of nearly $100,000 
makes this by far the most convenient and suitable building in the city for 
present requirements. To tear this annex down immediately after its erec- 
tion would be.a cause of just criticism: and.scandal. Its use:for post-office 
purposes, etc., pending the erection of a new buil would be far more 
convenient for the peopie of Chicago, would save the Government the very 
large expenditure required for the renting aad fitting up of suitable build- 
ings, even if such could be found. in the city of Chicago, w is very doubt- 
f 


In case it is decided to sell the present building and site, and use the re- 
eeipts for theerection of a new Federal building on the Lake front, or else- 
where, [would recommend in the strongest manner, that the parties pur- 
chasing shail be bound strictly and without evasion totearthe present build- 
ing down to the foundation, for to.allow it to be ‘‘ busheled up” or repaired 
by a private purchaser would be, in my opinion, to court inevitable disaster 
in the future. 

Lreturn herewith my report of August 31,.and the communication of Sep- 
tember 16, and have the honor to be, 

Respectfully, yours, 
JEREMIAH O'ROURKE, 
Supervising Architect. 
Hon. JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 
CHICAGO, January 22, 1894. 
Hon. W. HESING, Postmasier: 

Sir: Referring to your request for sanitary investigation of the post- 
office building in this city, I have the honor to inform you that I caused 
Officers of this Department to investigate the same, and make a chemical 
examination of the air in certain rooms specified in the reports. 

Iherewith transmit them as a part of this report, and it will be seen that 
the present situation is such as to jeopardize the health and lives of theem- 
ployés. In my opinion the present building should be either thoroughly 
overhauled or vacated. The renovation necessary to place it in proper san- 
itary condition would necessarily include new ae and paintiog, and 
& proper system of ventilation. This opinion is shared by the representa- 
tive of the Marine Hospital Service, Dr. Hamilton, whose office is in the 
building,and with whom I have consulted. 


lam,sir, v respectfully, yours, 
_ _ ARTHUR R. REYNOLDS, 


Commissioner of Health. 
I have read the foregoing report and transmitted papers, and respectfully 


concur therein. 
JOHN B. HAMILTON, 

Surgeon, United States Marine Hospital Service. 

CHICAGO, January 19, 1894. 
Dar Str: We desire to make report ing the investigation of the 
air in the Government building. The building was visited in the forenoon, 
at which time the fewest number of employés are present. The conditions, 
therefore, are unusually good at this time. After remaining in the rooms 
for a short time we noticed the fuliness in the head which is due to an ex- 


088 of carbon dioxidein theair. The amount of dustwas marked. ‘The air 


of the building was examined in four places: No. 1, basement; No.2, bag 


— 8, carriers’ room; No. 4, west gallery of carriers* room. 


the amount of dust was most marked, and Petri dishes 
four inches in diameter that were exposed here for three minutes- showed 
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350. bacteria to have fallen upon them. The amount of carbon dioxide esti- 
mated in parts per 10,000 was 12.28 parts. In the washroom in the base- 
ment the presence of hydrogen sulphide was shown to be marked by using 
lead papers. , 











The bag room had been ventilated during the forenoon and was sald to be 
in unusually good condition. Theamountof carbondioxide here wasshown 
to be 12.34 parts per 10,000,.and the number bacteria that fell upon the ex 
posed Petri dishes in three minutes was 4! : 

The amount of carbon dioxide in the carriers’ room was shown to be 21.25 
parts per 10,000, and the number of bacteria that f upon the plates exposed 
as before was 178. , . 

The air taken from the west gallery showed 16.33 parts of carbon d ide, 
but the conditions were unusually good, as a number of the transoms were 
open at the time. The number of bacteria that fell upon the plates exposed 
in the gallery was 154. 

The examination of the air in the building shows that the ventilat in 
the building is bad, as the amount of carbon dioxide should never be over 5 


or 8 parts per 10,000. and the amount of dust would be much less. When tho 
carbon dioxide is over 8 parts the sensation of headache and giddiness from 
which the men complain occurs, and when it is over 18 parts no mental 
work can be carried out satisfactorily. j 

Very respectfully submitted. 

ADOLPH GEHRMANN, M. D 
CASS L. KENNICOTT 
Dr. A. R. REYNOLDS, 
Commissioner of Health. 
REPORT AS TO SANITARY CONDITION OF POST-OFFICE. 

DEAR SiR: In compliance with your request to make a thorough examl- 
nation of the sanitary condition of the Ohicago post-oftice, I respevifully 
submit the following report: 

The building was visited in the forenoon, at which time the fewest number 
ofemployés were.present. Atthis time the chemical examination was made 
The sanitary examination extended through a period of four days 

The basement,in which about two hundred men are constantly employed, 
is dark, grimy, and unventilated. Upon.application of the peppermint test 
we found the sewerage defective, catch-basius full and even with the floor sur 
face. Found water-closet. connections connecting with catch-basins and hu 
mamexcretion floating on the surface, especially in room calied the weigh 

room. 
. Theawater-closets. and wash room insoutheast corner of building, contain 
ing fourteen water-closets, several urinals and wash bowls, we found in a 
decidedly unsanitary condition. The fixtures themselves are covered with 
filth from constant. use, soaked and impregnated, white underneath the tix 
tures water constantly. stands. The airof this room isdecidedly bad. Du 
ing the peppermint test, peppermint was plainly discernible in and about 
fixtures, showing defects.in. sewerage system. Thesamegeneralconditions 
apply to toilet rooms wherever found in basement or on the main tioor 

Upon removing the covers of catch-basins in different parts of the base 
ment the odor of peppermint was plainly discernible. As a properly con 
structed basin is supposed to be trapped against. the main sewer or connec 
tion, it.is plain to. be seen that they are deficient in the most important re 
quisite looking to safe or perfect sewerage. 

No provision seems to have been made fora supply of fresh air to base 
ment, while the building of the annex has darkened and decreased any chance 
for ventilation on that side of the building. In conversation with employés 
we found many of them complaining bitterly of the conditions with which 
they are surrounded. Sickness among employésis the rule rather than the 
exception. 

On the main:floor, in carriers’ roomand gallery, the'air is exceedingly close 
and stifiing. Here the empioyés complain of lassitude, headaches, et As 
at times there.are from four hundred to five hundred working on this maim 
floor their condition without ventilation may be imagined. (See chemical! 
test). 

The postmaster's room, northeast corner of building, is deficient in venti- 
lation, being closed in from outer air by reason of the annex part of build 
ing, the supply of fresh air in this room being very deficient 

The offices occupied by officials of the Governmentin the upper part of 
building are fairly well off-as regards light and air, but the plumbin:: work 
in general is radically wrong. 

Returning to the carriers’ room, the fresh-air supply is presumably taken 
from the corridor. The only supply the corridor receives is from the open 





ing of the doors leading thereto. This is irregularand inefiicient. Aithough 
transoms are provided over doors and windows, there is no indication of 
their ever having been opened of late years, as their appliances for opening 
are rusted and outof order. I failed to find an official or employ6 of the 
building who knew of their having been opened at any time. 

The carriers’ room is inclosed by skylight, noventilation on same. Atthe 
time of our visit daylightwas hardly discernible through it on account of 


the dirt upon it. 

Lean only say in regard to this building, it is utterly deficient in every 
requisite as regards drainage, light. and ventilation. Seven hundrea em 
ployés in basement and carriers’ room upon whom the sun can not shine 
during their employment in the building. The conditions are inexcusably 
bad, and would not be allowed in any mercantile esiablishment in the city 
of Chicago without action, prompt and vigorous, by this Department 


Very respectfully, 
ANDREW YOUNG, Chief Inspector 

ARTHUR R. REYNOLDS, M. D., 

Commissioner of Health. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING ARCH'TECT, 
Washington, D. C., September 28, 1593, 

Str: In compliance with your verbal instructions that I supplement, with 
practical suggestions and recommendations, my recent report on the post- 
office and custom-house building in the city of Chicago, dated August 12 
1893, in connection with the recent communication addressed to you by Hon. 
Joun C. BLACK and other members of Congress from Lilinois, dated 16th in- 
stant, Lhave the honor to do.so, as follows: 

W hile I must repeat, and even emphasize. the statement in my report as 
to the unsafe and dangerous condition of the building in question, I desire 
to say that these statements were not intended to be understood in the ex- 
treme sense which the honorable members from Lllinois seem to have taken 
them, as expressed in their very able communication to you on the subject, 

I have been and, after mature reflection,I am still satisfied that the build- 
ing is in no danger of an immediate collapse, and that if so desire: it can be 
safely maintained. and used for its present purposes for some years. or dur- 
ing the time a for the erection of a more suitabie and permanent 
building, provided, however, that itis placed and kept under the watchful 
care and receives the constant attention o!.a thoroughly competent and vig- 
ilant superintendent, with a suitable contingent force of alert and intelll- 
gent workmen at. his command. 

IT have no hesitation eee and recommending the erection of a 
new and larger building,in ping with the growing wants of the city of 
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Chicago, to be erected on the Lake front, or on any suitable location that 
may be selected other than the present site. This recommendation I make 
in the interest of economy as regards the Federal Government and eventual 
satisfaction to the citizens of Chicago. 

The recent erection of the post-office annex, at a cost of nearly $100,000, makes 
this by far the most convenient and suitable building in the city for _— re- 
ceremnente. To tear this annex down immediately after its erection would 

a cause of justcriticism and scandal, Its use for post-office purposes, etc., 
pending the erection of a new building, would be far more convenient for the 
poems of Chicago, and would save the Government the very large expendi- 

ure required for the renting and fitting up of suitable buildings, even if 
such could be found in the city of Chicago, which is very doubtful. 

In case it is decided to sell the present building and site, and use the re- 
ceipts for the erection of a new Federal building on the Lake front or else- 
where, I would recommend in the strongest manner, that the parties pur- 
chasing shall be bound strictly and without evasion to tear the present 
building down to the foundations, for to allow it to be “busheled up” or 
repaired by a private purchaser would be, in my opinion, to court inevita- 
ble disaster in the future. 

I return herewith my report of August 31, and the communication of Sep- 
tember 16, and have the honor to be 

Respectfully, yours, 
JEREMIAH O'ROURKE 
Supervising Architect. 
Hon. JOHN G. CARLISLE, 
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 


{From Chicago Herald, October 13, 1893.] 


OUT OF THE OLD RUIN—JUDGES WILL NOT RISK THEIR LIVES—UNSAFE CON- 
DITION OF THE FEDERAL BUILDING CAUSES THE REMOVAL OF THE COURT 
OF APPEALS TO MILWAUKEE—NEW QUARTERS MUST BE SECURED. 

An order entered by the Judges in the United States circuit court of ap- 
peals yesterday will do more to draw attention to the need of asafe Fed- 
eral building iin Chicago than all the opinions expressed during the last 
few years. Judges Woods and Jenkins have decided that it is unsafe longer 
to hold court in the building. In the order yesterday next Friday is the last 
day in which the court will occupy its room in theChicagoruin. Thejudges 
will reopen the court November 2 at Milwaukee. There is good accommo- 
dation to be had in the Federal building there without the probability of 
several pounds of plaster cornice cutting short the attendance of judges or 
counsel in asuit. The order in its entirety reads: 

The court being satisfied that the rooms in the Federal building in the city 
of Chicago provided for the use of the court are not proper rooms, the 
buildi aving been declared by the official inspector to be unsafe and be- 
ing believed by the court to be unsafe and dangerous, the marshal of the 
court is directed to communicate this order of the court to the Attorney- 
General of the United States, and to ask his approval for the leasing of 
such roomsin the city of Chicago as may be necessary for the use of the 
court. . 

It is further ordered that upon the conclusion of fhe argument of cases 
assigned for hearing on the 20th of October, the court will adjourn to meet 
at the city of Milwaukee on the 24 day of November and resume the call of 
the calendar. 

WHY THE ORDER WAS ISSUED. 


Speaking of the intended removal of the court Judge Woods said after 
court had adjourned yesterday: 

“We have had the matter under consideration for some months, and in 
view of the nature of the recent reports upon the building the order was 
made. It is not the intention to give the court a papetor character, but 
even if we personally had no fears of the safety of the building it would not 
be right to compel others to come into it during the sitting of court. I be- 
lieve myself that there is no danger of a general collapse, but there is every 
likelihood that some section of it may come down atany moment. It is not 
necessary that the entire building should fall to accomplish the destruction 
of perhaps half a dozen persons. A small-sized section of stone work could 
easily do that. Chicago is centrally located and the most convenient place 
in the circuit to hold court, but, of course, if we can not find a court-room 
here we must go elsewhere.”’ 

Judge Woods then referred to the narrow escape from injury which some 
attorneys had recently in the building. After lea the court-room they 
were assembled at the elevator door when a large section of plaster fell from 
the ceiling and smashed into fragments at their feet. 


OFFICE OF SUPERINTENDENT OF CONSTRUCTION, 
UNITED STATES CUSTOM-HOUSR, ETC., 
Chicago, Ill., December 4, 1893. 
our favor of the 27th ultimo, I beg to inform you 
that the nare of ground on which the post-office stands measures on pro 
erty line 321 feet on Adams street and Jackson street, and 396 feet on Clar 
and Dearborn streets, making 127,116 square feet in the square. 


Respectfully, yours, 
M. B. BAILEY, Superintendent. 
Hon, Jonn C. BLACK, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 


The following is from the report of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds: 


Your committee is of the opinion that the needs of Chicago are immedi 
ate; that the Government, as a matter of justice toitself and in justice to 
its employés now see in the old building, can not afford to wait until 
the lake front title is udicated, if it ever can be. 

In conclusion, your committee submits the following facts: 

1. The site now owned and occupied by the Government is more desira- 
ble from a practical point of view, and we believe a more suitable location 
for the business of the Government than the lake front. 

2. The needs of Chicago are immediate, and we believe aneffort tosecure 
the lake front equivalent to an indefinite postponement of action. 

3. As the Government now owns ample ground in the very business cen- 
ter of the city, it is in the interests of convenience and economy to concen 
trateron that spot all of the business of the Government. 

4. The lake front was dedicated to the ple, and should be preserved 
for their use and benefit. It affords the a a. convenient to 
the densely populated business center of this great city, and is the only 
place within easy reach of those who are without the time or the means, 
when their work is over, to visit suburban parks and resorts. 

No building would be thought of if it were not that the prooming needs of 
the Government actually demand it. There is scarcely a city in the United 
States which furnishes the National Treasury with more revenue than Chi- 
cago. This revenue arises from business transacted by the Government 
upon its own land and in its own buildingin that city. No reason can be 

ven why the Government should call upon Chicago to purchase or donate 
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thisland. ‘o call upon Chicago as a matter of business for this donation is 
unreasonable, and to call upon her as a matter of charity is-unnecessary. 
It is recommended that the bill do pass. 
The following statement is given as showing the business done, 
the cost of doing the same, and the service performed in the fivé 
cities of Chicago, New York, Philadelphia, Boston, and Brooklyn: 


Number of| Cost of 


Cities. Streets. | Population. 


COD snttniwuniiont t 


Philadelphia 
Boston 


1, 225 
782 
524 2 3 
#82 |... > 


The State of Illinois pays of internal revenve $31,000,000, or 
one-fifth collected in the United States. The district of Chicago 

ays $9,000,000 which will be collected inthe Government build- 
ings under advisement, and is one-seventeenth of all that is col- 
lected in the United States. (See report collector of internal 
revenue dated July 26, 1894, page 8.) 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a similar re- 
quest to that made by the gentleman from Illinois lag BLACK], 
I ask to be permitted to print certain documents in connection 
with the remarks which I made to-day on the bill providing for 
the erection of an appraiser’s warehouse in the city of New 
York. 

Pending Mr. CAMPBELL’S request, the result of the vote was 
announced as above recorded; and the House accordingly (at 6 
o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the following 
bills; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions, to 
wit: 

A bill (S. 1935) granting a pension to Elizabeth Ellery; 

A bill (S. 2056) granting a pension to Ada J. Schwatka, widow 
of the late Lieut. Fredrich Schwatka, 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. MADDOX: A bill (H. R. 7916) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to correct errors where double allotments 
of land have erroneously been made to an Indian, to correct 
errors in patents, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: A bill (H.R.7917) extending the 
time for the completion of a railroad bridge over the Columbia 
River at or near Vancouver, in the State of Washington —to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

y Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 7@18) authorizing bona fide set: 
tlers on public lands to cut timber therefrom, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: “ 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7919) for the relief 
of J. J. Hitt—to the Committee on Claims. : 

By Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey: A bill (H. R.7920) granting 
an honorable discharge to Patrick Kelly, late alandsman, United 
States steamship Ohio—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARSON: A bill (H. R. 7921) granting a pension to 
Samuel D. Worral—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7922) for the relief of J. Stephen Wilcoxen— 
to the Committee on War Claims. so 

By Mr. PENCE (by request): A bill (H. R. 7923) for the relic! 
of Charles M. Larsh, of Denver, Colo.—to the Committee 02 
the Public Lands. : 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7924)for the relief of Mrs. Emma 
D. Larsh, of Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H. R. 7925) to pension Hanna B. 
Munson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryiand: A bill (H. R. 7926) for the 
relief of Thomas J. Benson —to the Committee on War C laims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7927) for the relief of Barney Moore—te *"¢ 
Committee on War Claims. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Petition of Sarah Cassendra Newport, for 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Charles M. Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of citizens of West Minnea 
olis, Minn., protesting againstappropriations tosectarian schools 
for the education of Indians—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. MEYER: Petition of Robert M. White, of New Or- 
leans, La., asking for the restitution of a tract of land donated 
to the United States under certain conditions and known as the 
“Jump revenue station,” in the parish of Plaquemines, La.—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of 
New Orleans, La., in favor of the completion and control of the 
Nicaragua Canal] by the United States Government—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the New Orleans (La.) Post-Office Clerks’ 
Association, in favor of the passage of the bill (H.R. 56) for the 
classification of postal clerks in first and second class post-offices— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of certain manufacturers of alcohol in the State 
of Louisiana, in favor of the alcohol industry of said State—to 
the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, resolutions of the General Assembly of the State of Lou- 
isiana, in favor of appropriations for the streams known as River 
Boeuf and Bayou Macon—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

Also, resolution of the Board of Trade of New Orleans, La., in 
favor of maintaining rice schedule in the pending Wilson tariff 
bill as the same passed the House of Representatives—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of J. W. Howarth, M. A.Good- 
win, and others, of Scranton, Pa., against taxing incomes of fra- 
ternal beneficiary societies—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. TERRY: Memorial of a meeting of colored people of 
Little Rock, Ark., approving the appropriation for the Cotton 
States and Industrial Exposition at Atlanta, Ga.—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 
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eee by Rev. J. H. M’Carry, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
gton. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings; when, on motion of Mr. TURPIE, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PATTON presented the memorial of J. H. Van Coeverd 
and 47 other citizens of Detroit, Mich., remonstrating against 
the support of the Government in maintaining the present sys- 
tem of sectarian Indian education, etc.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MARTIN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Miami, Ind. '’., praying for the passage of Senate dill No. 2267, 
toincorporate the town of Miami, in the Indian Territory; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented the memorial of H. Brown, W. F. Peters, 
Frank Smith, and sundry other citizens of Kansas City, Kans., 
remonstrating against the support of the Government in main- 
taining the present system of sectarian Indian education; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr, BLANCHARD presented a petition of the General As- 
sembly of the State of Louisiana, praying that an adequate ap- 
eerie be made for the improvement of the Boeuf and 

acon Rivers, in that State; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. BATE presented @ memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce, of Nashville, Tenn., remonstrating against the rejection 
by the conferees on the river and harbor appropriation bill of 

e additional appropriation for the improvement of the Cum- 
berland River below Nashville, Tenn.; and also against the re- 
jection of that portion of the Senaie amendment which appro- 
eaten $15,000 for a dam near the mouth of the Harpeth River, 
n the State of Tennessee; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE presented the memorial of A. Z. Conrad and 130 
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other citizens of Worcester, Mass., remonstrating against the 
support of the Government in maintaining the present system 
of sectarian Indian education, etc.; which was referred to tho 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2143) for the relief of Rufus 
Betz, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2255) for the relief of Capt. William 
Fletcher, United States Army, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1451) for the re- 
lief of George B. Cosby, reported adversely thereon, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1578) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to recognize Frank D. Baldwin as lieutenant-colonel of the 
Nineteenth Michigan Infantry Volunteers from the 15th day 
of May, 1865, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3005) for the relief of George 
Isenstein, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, front the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 361) for the relief of C. M. Shaffer, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


MARIA HALL, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 253) granting a pension 
to Maria Hall, widow of Joseph E. Doak, deceased, to report it 
favorably without amendment. As the bill has been mislaid for 
several months and proposes to pension a woman 90 years of age, 
I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded toconsider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Maria Hall, widow of Joseph E. 
Doak, deceased, late a private in Capt. Renshaw’s company of 
Tennessee militia from December 6, 1812, to April 20, 1813, and 
from a 26, 1813, to December 10, 1813. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

GUARANTEE COMPANIES. 


Mr. PALMER. If in order, I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate yesterday passed the bill (H. R. 4954) relative 
to recognizances, stipulations, bonds, and undertakings, and to 
allow certain corporations to be accepted as surety thereon. 

Mr. HILL. I suppose that motion would more properly be 
made when we reach the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from 
Illinois can be entered at this time. 

Mr. PALMER. Very well. I enter the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is entered, and will be 
considered hereafter. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2294) for 
the relief of Caroline V. English, widow of the late Lieut. Col. 
Thomas C. English, Second United States Infantry; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2295) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to correct errors where double allotments of land 
have erroneously been made to an Indian, to correct errors in 
patents, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 2296) granting increxse of 
pension to Caroline V. English: which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2297) to provide for the 
restatement, readjustment, settlement, and payment of dues to 
army Officers in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


LOUIS PELHAM. 


Mr. TURPIE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1589) for the relief of Louis Pel- 
ham. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. PALMER. I dislike to object to the bill, but I shall be 
obliged to the Senator from Indiana if he will explain it. 
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Mr. TURPIE. The.beneficiary of this bill~was aman named 
Pelham, who resided in Indiana. He .wasadebtor. The cred- 
itor resided in Kentueky. The Kentucky creditor, also named 
Pelham, sympathized and took part. with the Confederate States. 
Proceedings were instituted to confiscate a note in the district 
court of the State of Indiana because it was due toa person who 
sympathized with the Confederate States. Under the usual gar- 
nishee process, proceedings went on to the extent of a-sale by 
the marshal, when the Indiana beneficiary of the bill bid at pub- 
lic sale $3,000 for the note. 

After the war the creditor, the Kentucky person having his 
disabilities removed, brought sit to have the proceedings of 
the district court of Indiana set aside, and ‘the case finally ter- 
minated here when the Supreme Court of the United States de- 
cided that the distriet court of Indiana, not having pessession of 
the rei, that is the note in controversy, and there being no per- 
sonal service upon the party interested, the proceeding was 
totally void,and the person had paid $3,000 for a tithe which was 
utterly worthless and void ab initio. 

It was upon that decision of the Supreme: Court and the cir- 
cumstances and history of the ease as I have-stated it that the 
other House passed the bill for the relief 6f Louis Pelham, the 
bidder of the $3,000 and the payer of the “63,000 for this worth- 
less title. 

Mr. PALMER. I think'l understand the Senator from Indi- 
anu. This note was condemned, seized,-and sold, and the party 
to whom the money is to be paid by the bill was the purchaser 
of the judicial order. 

Mr. TURPIE. ‘Yes. 

Mr. PADMB®R. And it is desired to réfund the money from 
the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes. 

Mr. PALMER. The bill ought to pass. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee ofthe 
Whole, proceeded’ to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the ‘Senate without amendment, or- 
dered toa third reading, read the third time, and, passed. 


MARYLAND AND WASHINGTON ‘RAILWAY. 


Mr. MCMILLAN. A few days since I calied up the joint res- 
olution (S. K.96) to-extend the charter of ‘the Maryland and 
Washington Railway Company. The joint resolution was read, 
but was not passed on account of an objection made by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. ‘TurpPre]. He no ‘further ‘objection 
to the joint resolution, and I ask that it’ be put on its passage. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of ‘the 
Whole, proceeded to consider’ the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported :to ‘the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be-engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, amd passed. 


ROUNTY LAND WARRANTS—REMOVAL OF" BAR OF DISLOYALTY. 


Mr. GEORGE. Iask unanimous consentfor the consideration 
of the bil! (H. R. 3130) to. repeal in part.and to limitsection 3480 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. I.wish to know to:what the bill relates. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The billwill be-read at length. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

leit enacted, etc., That section 8480 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same is hereby, so far and no farther, modified and re- 
— ed as.to dispense with proof of ae during the late war of the rebe!- 

ion asa prerequisite in an application for bounty land where the proof 
otherwise shows that the applicant is entitled thereto. 

Mr. HOAR. The title of the bill is not in .aceordanece with 
the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. Whatdoes the ‘Senator from Massachusetts 
say! 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to object to it, and to all-sueh bills. 

If I may be permitted to make a statement whieh bas been 
made a hundred times, I will-say that it is of vast importance to 
the country that the country should know what legislation is 
proposed in Congress. The most-vigilant Senator can not un- 
dertake to read every bill which is upon’ the Calendar, still less 
can the whole body of the Senate. The Senate has a rule 
requiring that the subject-matter of a bill shall be stated in the 
title, and that rule is not complied. with by merely stating that 
a certain section of the Revised Statutes'is to be amended. I[ 
feel constrained to object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘There isobjection to the present 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. I move to take up'‘the bill. If the Senator 
from Massachusetts and the Senate will allow me, I will makea 
statement. I thought it was outof order todosoor Lewould 
have made the statement:before. May:I) have unanimous con- 
sent to make # statement in: regard to the bill? 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the re 
of the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. HALE. What is the Senator's request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi as} 
permission to make a statement in regard to the bill moved } 
him. 

Mr. GEORGE. ‘May'I proceed, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no obj 
the Senator from Mississippi will proceed. 

Mr. GEORGE. Section 3480 of the Revised Statutes r 
follows: 

It shall be unlawful for any officer to pay any account, claim, 
against the United States which accrued or existed jprior to the | 
April, 1861, in favor of any person who promoted, encouraged 
manner sustained the late rebellion, or in favor of any person wi 
such rebellion was not known to be opposed thereto, and distinct!» 
of its.suppression; and no pardon heretofore granted, or hereait« 
granted, soall authorize the payment of such acconunt,: claim. or 
until this. section is modified orrepealed. But this.section shall n 
strueéd to prohibit the payment of Claims founded upon contract 
any of the. Departments, Where such claims were assigned or con! 
beassigned prior to the ist day of April. 1861, to the creditors of s 
tractors, loyal citizens of loyal States, in payment of debits incurre 
to the ist day of March, 1861. 

By virtue. of the-statute-which I have read the accoun 
ficers of the. Government have declined to issue in pursuance: 
law bounty iland -warrants to:soldiers who had -served in : 
United States Army prior to the rebellion, unless proo{ o 
alty.could.be.made. ‘The object of.the bill is to remove th 
pediment to the issuance of land warrants. 

Inasmuch asthe very parties who have made claim und: 
statute for bounty land warrants have been relieved of their. 
abilities on.account.of participation in the rebellion so far a 
give them pensions, [ supposed that there would be no ob: 
to extending the law to the very few persons—I-.kuow of but: 
andi learn there are only. a few others-+who-served in the 
ican war and are entitled:to a bounty: land.warrant for 160 ac 
according to the time theyserved. I-supposed that there w: 
be.no objection. to removing. that impediment andallowing th 
to: receive bounty: land warrants. 

Mr. DOLPH. I-want to:ask.the Senator a question o 
but before doing so I will say that I think, from some questions 
heasked me aboutit, theSenator from Connecticut {[Mr. PLA‘ 
who:is.not inithe Chamber, takes some.interest in the bill. 

Do Lunderstand a law was passed by Congress which requir 
a soldier in the Mexican war applying fora bounty land wari 
to make proof of loyalty during the rebellion? 

Mr. GEORGE. [I have read the statute to that effect. 

Mr. DOLPH. And if he can not do that, he is not to r 
the warrant? The Senater proposes to repeal that prohi 

Mr. GEORGE. That only. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ‘havenot had time to: look it up sin 
afew words on the subject with the Senator from Conn 
and I should like to ascertain from the Senator from Missi 
if he knows how these bounty land warrants may be | 
for what purpose? lam not certainwhether they can o 
used in:the payment of preimption or commuted hon 
claims and for other publiclandsof the United States, or w 
they may be located upon land, and the land entered by ' 
without residence? If the latter. they would be now 
very large amount, from’$75 to’ $100 an acre, and would b 
alent toscrip, which may be located anywhere for the p 
of taking up town-sites or other vaiuable tracts. They co 
believe, 160 acres of land. If they can only be used in t! 
ment for lands subject to private entry or located un 
homestead and pre*mption laws, they would be worth 
more than they were worth originally, which was ad 
a quarter an acre. 

At the time the law was passed granting bounty land \ 
they were'worth no more in‘the market than $1.25 an 
There were then ample public iands,and in every Stat 
subject to private entry, and that was the maximum | 
public lands when they had been offered at public sa! 
came sub,.ect to private entry. But if they may be used 
purpose of locating and entering land without residen 
are very valuable. They would be fifty times as valuabic 
were originally, when the law was passed authorizing 
be issued. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator say where there are an 
lic lands subject toentry worth $75an acre or any sum app! 
ing that? 

Mr. DOLPH. The different kinds of serip which may be lo 
cated upon public land andthe land-secured without residence, 
are worth to-day about $75 an acre, because they may be locate: 
for the: purposes of a town site: they may be located where t's 
important'to get title to the land without delay. That is tie 
reason why’ the scrip is so valuable. I 

I never had any experience with bounty land warrants. As 
havesaid, have not had time to look the matter upsince it was 
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called to myattention. Therefore! haveasiked the Senator from 
Mississippi, if he has examined the subject, to state how these 
bounty land warrants may be used. ; 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam unable, never having given the slight- 
est attention to the question submitted by the Senator from Or- 
egon, to answer it. I have made my statement, and I hope the 
Senate will allow the bill to be tried upon its merits, and when 
it comes to its merits I have nodoubt the Senator from Oregon, 
as well as nearly every other Senator in‘thjs body, will see the 
absolute propriety and the absolute justice, as suggested by a 
Senator near me, of passing the bill. I hope, without my going 
any further into the discussion of the bill, that the Senate will 
allow it to bo considered, and then I shall proceed further. 

Mr. CAREY. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 

jon? 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator from Wyoming will allow the 
bill to come before the Senate for proper consideration, then [ 
shallanswer anyquestion. We are talking nowout of order. I 
ask the Senator from Wyoming to allow the bill to be placed 
before the Senate, and then every Senator can discuss it, and 
every one can vote against it who proposes todo so. That is all 


T ask. 

Mr.CAREY. The question I wish to ask will probably help 
the bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. 

Mr. CAREY. I wanted to ask the Senator if he knew how 
much scrip representing how many acres of land wil! have to be 
issued if this bill passes and applications are made for the scrip? 

Mr. GEORGE. Lam unable to answer the Senator. I was 
not aware until about six weeks ago that there was a single case 
to which the existing law would apply. _I had a letter from a 
Mississippian, stating that his application for a land warrant 
had been rejected. That is the only case of which I know. As 
the bil) originated in the House of Representatives, I presume 
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that there are some cases elsewhere. I do not think thereare two | 


dozen, but I can not say positively. I had supposed that every 
single bounty land warrant had been issued and located many 
years ago until I received the letter to which I have referred. 

Mr. CAREY. If the Senator will permit me in his time, as 
he has unanimous consent to proceed, I should like to make a 
statement in reference to this scrip. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator will allow the bill to be taken 
up, then he can make his statement. 

Mr. CAREY. I have no objection to its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Mississippi to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. Now the Senator from Wyoming may pro- 


Mr. CAREY. Mr. President, bounty land warrant scrip has 
been used in the payment of land entered at private entry at 
$1.25an acre. By the passage of a resolution, I think in 1888, 
we withdrew all the land of the United States from private en- 
try, except that in the State of Missouri. To-day Missouri is 
the only place where bounty land warrants can be used for the 
payment of land. Congress on different occasions provided for 
what purpose this scrip might be used. So they extended the 
right of this scrip, and permitted it to be used in the payment 
of land taken up under the pre*mption law and to the commuta- 
tion of homesteads. 

There is now pending in the House of Representatives a bill 
which passed this body, which authorizes the receipt of this 
scrip not only in the payment of the outstanding preémption 
claims which are not yet sold, the preémption law having been 
repealed, and the commutation of homesteads, but in the pay- 
ment of lands sold in abandoned military reservations restored 
to the public domain, also for timber and stone lands on the 
basis of $1.25an acre. The scrip to-day is only worth, as repre- 
sented before the Public Lands Committee of the Senate, about 
30 or 40 cents an acre, because of the limited area where it can 

be used. If that bill, which has already passed the Senate, be- 
comes a law this scrip will be worth $200. or adollar and a quar- 
ter an acre, because there will be apt to be a slight discount, for 
there will be no advantage in a person purchasing it, unless it 
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can be boughtat a discount below a dollar and a quarter an acre. 


Mr. BOAR. 


[Mr. PLATT}, who is temporarily absent from his seat, has taken | 


an interest in this subject and desires to be heard upon it. 
Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator address his veined to me? 
Mr. HOAR. No; I am addressing the Chair. It is not sup 
cs to be in order for me to address the Senator from Missis- 


. GEORGE. I meant to inquire if the Senator desired me 
Wanswer him. I could not hear him. 7 
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Mr. HOAR. Yes,I did. I understand the Senator from Con- 
necticut, who is now absent, has investigated this subject and 
has taken some interest in it, and I should not like to have the 
bill come to a final vote until that Senator comes in. 


Mr. GEORGE. I dislike to refuse any reasonable request 
made by any Senator, but this bill is so manifestly just, not a 
single suggestion being made or capable of being mado against 
it; and as it is nowat the close of the session, I must decline the 
request and ask the Senate to pass the bill as it came from the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. HOAR. Then, Mr. President, I shall be obliged to ask 


for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PLATT entered the Chamber. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Connecticut is now her 

Mr. PLATT. Let the bill be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be again read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

. a PLATT. What is the parliamentary condition of the 
ill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was taken upon motion o! 

the Senator from Mississippi |Mr. GrorGg], und is before the 

Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

_ PLATT. I should like to make some observations on the 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to hear them. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not think the bill ought to be considered 

now, unless tho Senator who reports it is able to tell us what it 

means and how far-reaching it is. 

Il have heard the statement made that the bill affects only a 

very few persons. I have been endeavoring to obtain through 

the Pension Office some statement or indication as to the amount 

of money involved in the bill—for that is what is involved in it; 

not bounty land, but money. 

If I understand correctly, there isonly one place in the United 

States where bounty land warrants can be located, and that is 

somewhere in the State of Missouri, and that bounty land war- 

rants can be used for location only on asmall tract in the south- 

eastern part of that State, or in paying for land which home- 

steaders or preémptionists have to pay for when making final 

entry and proof. 

[ believe, Mr. President, that this bill involves the issuing not 
of a few or a few hundred bounty land warrants, but that it in- 
volves the issuing of many thousand bounty land warrants, very 
few of which can be located under our laws. I will appeal to 
some Senator who is more familiar with the land laws of the 
United States than I am as to whether there is any other place 
in the United States where bounty land warrants can be located 
except in Missouri. That is my understanding of it. 

As for the others, which are to be issued under this proposed 
law, they are simply to be used to make payment by locators o 
lands elsewhere in the United States; in other words, it is nota 
gift of land, but a gift of money to these soldiers: and it is not 
a few of them still lingering on the stage, but it is thousands of 
them and of their heirs, whoever their heirs may be. 

In a letter addressed to Assistant Secretary of the Interior 
Bussey by the Commissioner of Pensions, when this matter was 
once before under consideration by Congress, he attempted ap- 
proximately to indicate the number of persons who would be en- 
titled to have bounty land warrants issued to them if an ac! 
similar to this should be passed. To ascertain that fact he said 
it would be necessary to look at all the rejected applications for 
bounty lands pending in the Pension Office, and to find what 
portion of them had been rejected, which would be taken up if 
this bill should pass, a matter which the office had not the time 
to examine; but he said it would be, in his judgment, several 
thousand. Every rejected bounty land application is still pend- 
ing in the office, and the heirs of any Mexican soldier, who for 
any reason has had his bounty land application rejected, would 
be entitled to bring it forward and prosecute it. 

I have said this much about it, which, I agree, is but a ver 
a, and superficial statement with regard tothe matier. As 

said before, I have endeavored to get more direct information 
through the Pension Office and through oijicials in the Pension 
Office, and persons whom I supposed to be as well qualified to give 
factsand dataasanybodycanbe. I have been unable as yet toget 
that information. Iam quite sure that make no mistake in say- 
ing that instead of there being, as is represented, perhaps I old 


{ understand that the Senator from Connecticut | soldiers of the Mexican war who are to be benefited by this pro- 


vision, it will inure to the benefit of thousands, and I have the 


| authority of the Commissioner of Pensions in a former Adminis- 


tration for that statement, which I could get if I had time. 

Mr. President, I do not think we should enter upon legislation 
of this kind at a time like this, when nobody is giving attention 
to matters of ordinary legislation, when the minds of Senators 
are concentrated upon one issue, and where legisiation of this 
sort is so apt to be taken up and passed upon without the Sen- 
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ate knowing anything about what is involved in the measure. 
I confess my surprise that on such a matter as the pending bill, 
on a matter like the bankruptcy bill, which was desired to be 
taken up yesterday, there should be an apparent haste and deter- 
mination to rush the bills through now in what we hope at least 
may be the closing hours of the session, under circumstances 
where every Senator knows that no proper consideration can be 
given to any matter or bill which ought to be discussed and thor- 
oughly investigated. 

I wish that the bill might lie over until the next session. I 
think we ought to understand just what we are doing. 

With regard to the merits of the case, I think we have treated 
the soldiers of the Mexican war pretty well. Wehave removed 
any disability to their getting pensions, and every soldier in the 
Mexican war who was sixty days in service from the time of his 
muster in, althouyh he never saw a battle and scarcely reached 
the scene of action, and although he subsequently went into the 
Confederate army and fought against the United States, has 
been granted a service pension or the opportunity to get such a 
pension. I regard it somewhat in the light of magnanimity, 
and I think it ought to be so received and considered by the 
soldiers and pensioners of the Mexican war. 

A Union soldier in the last war gets no bounty land; he gets 
no service pension, and I do not see any reason why we should 
now make what seems to me is somewhat of an invidious dis- 
tinction by the passage of the pending bill. I think a soldier 
of the Mexican war gots a service pension of $8 per month, not 
depending atall, as I said, upon whether he saw a battle; and I 
“a there is a proposition before Congress to increase it to 
There seems to be an idea that we are doing too much for the 
soldiers, that we have overloaded and overdone the pension 
business. If that be so, let us make it applicable to the soldier 
of the Mexican war as well as to the volunteer soldier of the 
late war. If we have overdone it, do not let us overdo it further 
by now giving to the soldiers of the Mexican war, who already 
receive pensions, the opportunity to sell a bounty warrant and 
to get $200 more in -cash, for that is what it amounts to. The 
warrants are not to be located on land. They are to be sold 
to people who can use them for the purpose of paying for land 
upon which ow have located. I shall move that the further 
consideration of the bill be postponed until the first Monday in 
December next. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I wish the Senate to under- 
stand the case exactly as it exists. In the first place there is 
not in the bill any grant of bounty land. The bill merely re- 
moves an impediment, growing out of the applicant’s relations 
to the late war, to his getting what the law already grants him. 
I desire that the Senate shall understand, too, that every man 
who served in the Mexican war and who was not engaged on 
the Confederate side in the late civil war, can go and get his 
bounty land to-day. If, as suggested by the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT], there be a large number of persons who 
are or would be entitled to bounty land under the act of Con- 
gress, [ venture to say that they are not of the kind who would 
be benefited by the e of the pending bill. 

I wish tocall the attention of the Senate to the exact situation. 
The section of the statute proposed to be modified refers only to 
debts due by the United States, and it is applied to the bounty 
land claims upon the ground, and let the Senate understand that 
point, that they constitute a debt due by the United States to 
the applicants. I will read the statute to show that that is cor- 
rect; ; 

It shall be unlawful for any officer to pay any account, claim, or demand 
aginst the United States which accrued, etc. 

It is simply because the United States owe the claim, the de- 
mand, or the debt and there is an obstacle in the way of paying 
it, and that obstacle is merely that the claimant, the andlor 
served in the Confederate army. I desire the Senate to under- 
stand that if they refuse to pass the pending bill they put them- 
selveson recordin favor of the proposition thatalthough theclaim 
or debt is a just one, and valid under the laws of the United 
States, yet the United States refuse to pay the debt, refuse to 
recognize the claim, simply upon the ground that the claimant, 
or creditor, was on the Confederate side in the late war; and 
that is all there isin it. It is not within the power of human 
ingenuity tomake anything more or less out of it. These men 
(Ido not know how many there are; I know of but one) under 
the laws of the United States have a right to demand from the 
United States bounty for their services in the Mexican war. 
That part of the claim is not interfered with by the bill. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me for 
a moment? I understand that the measure which the Senator 
desires to have enacted into law proposes to remove a legisla- 
tive punishment on a few old veterans of the Mexican war. 

Mr. GEORGE. I am obliged to the Senator from New York 
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for asking that question, because he states the situation exactly 


right. 

fir. HILL. In order to enable those people to have what is 
due them from the Government every other disability except 
this has been removed, has it not? 

Mr. GEORGE. Every disability except this one has been ro- 
moved. 

Mr. HILL. And the pending bill is intended to remove the 
last vestige of that punishment? 

Mr. GEORGE. he last one. I am very much obliged to 
the Senator from New York for putting those questions to me 
in that very pungent way, so that every one may understand the 
case as it is. 

Now, I wish to submit to the Senate the question whether 
they are prepared at this day to repudiate a debt due by the 
United States to one of their citizens, because and because oniy 
that citizen happened to be on the Confederate side during the 
late war? That is all there is in it. 

Itis said that there are a great many ciaims; that there are 
thousands of these persons. What is the difference? Are the 
United States in the condition of paupers? Are we ready to 
take the bankrupt law because there are more claims than w 
are willing to recognize or pay? Are we to say that becaus 
there are numerous persons who will get, not a bounty fromthe 
Government, not a new grant, but the privilege of securing what 
is already due them, we will not allow them to set up their 
claim on account of their service in the Mexican war simply be- 
cause they were in the civil war on the Confederate side” 

Now, one other word and I shall be through. There is a con- 
sideration which ought to havesome weight. The valor of these 
men secured to the United States millions of acres of land in 
New Mexico, millions of acres of land in Arizona, millions of 
acres of land in California, millions of acres of land in Utahand 
Nevada, and about one-half of the State of Colorado. Their 
valor gained to the country this immense body of land, and the 
United States, recognizing the value of their services, said, 
**You shall have a part of the land.” Now, the question is 
whether, they standing in that attitude, we are willing to say 
because they were on the Confederate side in the late civil war 
we will not pay the claim, when we are paying claims of that 
sort every dav? 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CaREy| is 
here I wish he would state—perhaps he stated before I came in— 
where, at the present time, bounty land warrants can be located 
under the laws of the United States. 

Mr. CAREY. I before stated that land warrants can be used 
only to locate land in the State of Missouri, land in all the other 
States having been withdrawn from private entry and sale. 

Mr. PLATT. What amount of land is there now subject t 
such location? 

Mr. CAREY. Probably the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] can state. ounty land warrants can be used in 
cases of commuted homesteads, in the payment of preéemp- 
tion claims, where there are any preémption claims left, the 
preémption law having been repealed. Under a bill which has 

ssed this body at the present session Congress proposes 10 

urther extend the use of these land warrants so that they may 
be applied in payment for desert lands and land sold in aba: 
ional valitiacs reservations, on the basis always of $1.25 an acre 
for those lands. 

Now, the scrip, because of the withdrawal of the land from 
sale by the resolution passed in 1888, has become of very little 
value. I understand it sells on the basis of 30 or 40 cents an 
acre, but it is a just claim against the Government of the United 
States. The proposition in the bill passed by the Senate and 
pending in the House of Representatives is to give the scrip the 
value of $1.25 an acre in payment for commuted homesteads, 
desert lands, and timber and stone lands, still retaining the 
right of the holder to locate land in the State of Missouri. 

Mr. PLATT. Ihave sent for the RECORD, and I will read 
from a letter addressed by the Commissioner of Pensions 
Hon. Cyrus Bussey, Assistant Secretary of the Interior, dated 
March 26, 1892, ian it I read this extract: 

There are more than 193,000 rejected claims for bounty land in the Bureau 
The only means of ascertaining the ground of rejection of any one of them 
is an examination of the papers or, in many cases, the perusal of a letter 
recorded in a book which is referred to by an indorsement on the jaciet 0: 
the claim. The vast majority of these claims were not formally reject, 
and were not briefed. The number rejected on the ground of disloyalty ° 
inability to prove loyalty is doubtless comparatively small. The number 
rejected on other grounds in which evidence of loyalty would be required z 
reopened is probably larger. As any one of the very large number of rejecte 
tains in the files might belong to one or the other of these two classes, the 
ascertainment of the number belonging to them would be impracticable. o 

If the right to complete these claims was confined to the soldier or oom 
of his heirs as can make claim in their own right, the number would 
limited; but as the legal representatives of a deceased claimant whose claim 
was filed prior to his death, may file the proofs necessary to perfect suc 


= the failure to complete any claim susceptible of proof can not be pre 
cted. 
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While it appears to be impossible to make any reliable estimate of the num- 
per of bounty land claims whose allowance is conditioned on the passage of 
this bill, it is not believed that the number is likely to exceed a very few 
Oe reted that the difficulty experienced in securing satisfactory data 
has caused the delay = making this report. 

Very respectfully, Guens BRAUN, 
Commissioner. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 
tries to raise the issue that there is a debt due tosomebody, and 
that if we refuse to pass the bill we put ourselves in the attitude 
of saying that we will not pay it because the person happened to 
serve in the Confederate army. I made no such issue. What 
I said about it was that there is neither the proper opportunity 
to consider the bill now as it ought to be considered, nor is there 
the data at hand upon which the Senate ought to act in such 
matters. It will . seen from the extract which I have read 
from the letter of Commissioner Raum, that not only the living 
soldier who has had hisclaim rejected, in which it was necessary 
that he should prove his loyalty, would have a right to prose- 
cute his claim if the bill passes, but his heirs at law and legal 
representatives would have a right to prosecute such a claim. 

his brings me to a matter which I omitted tostate when I was 
on my feet before. The experience of the Pension Office shows 
that these claims for Mexican bounty lands were in great num- 
bers presented by people to whom they had been assigned. The 
truth is that almost whole regiments of soldiers of the Mexican 
war assigned their claims for bounty lands when they were 
paid off; that they assigned them at the pay table. This is not 
a bill solely for the benefit of surviving soldiers of the Mexican 
war, to whom, as the Senator from Mississippi says, we owe a 
debt, which we do not want to pay because they served in the 
Confederate army, but it is for the benefit of their heirs, and 
not exclusively their legal descendants but any collateral de- 
scendants, and any assignees of the original claims of the sol- 
diers of the Mexican war are to receive the benefits of this pro- 

osed act. 

There is a good deal more involved in this measure which I 
am unable to state with positiveness, because I have not been 
able as yet to collect the necessary data upon which I may ground 
my statements and my remarks; but there has not been a bill 

din the Senate with reference to pensions that is so much 
foe the benefit of the claim agent and the assignee as the one 
pending. f 

Now, Mr. President, suppose we did owe a debt? 

Mr. HUNTON. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. PLATT. Yes. 

Mr. HUNTON. I understand one of the main objections the 
Senator makes to the passage of the bill is because the bounty 
land will not go to the original soldier, but to his heirs, his 
widow, or his assignee. I wantto knowif thatis not true to-day 
of soldiers of the Mexican war who did not serve in the Con- 
federate army; and if he excludes the heirs, the widows, repre- 
sentatives, and assigneesof the Confederate soldiers while those 
very same representatives of the Union soldiers come in and 
get the bounty, I ask him if that is not an exclusion directed to 
these people because of their service in the Confederate aoaes 

Mr. PLATT. What does the Senator from Virginia mean by 
Union soldiers coming in and getting bounty? 

Mr. HUNTON. I refer to anyone who was not in the Confed- 
erate army, whether he wasa Union soldier or not. If the rep- 
resentatives of Confederate soldiers are excluded because they 
are the representatives of Confederate soldiers, and the repre- 
sentative of every other person who was not a Confederate sol- 
dier is allowed to come in, then is not theexclusion now directed 
to people who in all human probability had nothing to do with 
the late war, but are excluded because the dead soldiers whom 
they represent were on the Confederate side? 

I desire to ask the Senator another question, that he may an- 
swer both at once. One of his main objections to the bill is on 
account of the number of persons who would come in as claim- 
ants if thisbar should beremoved. I ask the Senator from Con- 
necticut why these people are still entitled to bounty land and 
would receive it but forthe barof the statute? Is it not because 
they have not been allowed to apply for it? If the number be 
great or small, that nuiber exists to-day not from any fault of 
theirs, not from any lagyardness in making claim for the bounty 
given to the soldier for his valiant services on the battlefields 
of Mexico, but because the Federal Government has said to these 
people, “You must not apply now, because the soldier was after- 
wards inthe Confederate army.” If there be anumber of claim- 
ants now it is because, owing to this very bar, they could not get 
the bounty at the time the others got it. 

Another Senator has objected to the bill because in the mean- 
time the price of the land has risen. Whose fault isthat? They 
would have had these claims through and the bounty lands lo- 
cated longago but for the bar of the statute, andif the land in the 
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meantime has risen in value, about which I know nothing, it is 
not because these people are speculating upon the public lands 
of the country, but because they were not allowed to make the 
claims on account of the bar of the statute. I desire the Sena- 
tor to answer the questions that I have propounded. 

Mr. PLATT. The questions have so spun out into the nature 
= an argument that I do not know whether I can remember 

em. 

The first question which I understand the Senator from Vir- 
ginia to propound is, admitting that the majority of these claims 
are for legal and collateral heirs and assignees and the heirs of 
assignees, would not those parties, who never fought, and some 
of whom bought the right of the soldiers, be entitled to it ex- 
cept for the fact that the soldier went into the Confederate 
army? Very probably thatis true. I donot propose to evade 
thatissue. But I say that I will be ready, and Iam ready now, 
to pass a bill enacting a statute of limitations against legal and 
collateral heirs of soldiers and assignees of soldiers’ rights and 
the heirs of the assignees of soldiers’ rights to prevent them 
from making application for bounty warrants now, after a period 
of from ai to fifty years. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Connecticut a ques- 
tion right there? 

Mr. PLATT. I have answered but one question of the Sena- 
tor from Virginia. 

Mr. GRAY. It has an important bearing upon the point the 
Senator is discussing. 

Mr. PLATT. If it will recall to my mind the other question 
the Senator from Virginia asked [ will yield. 

Mr. GRAY. It will dosoin one regard. I recollect to have 
read a case in the Supreme Court recently which arose out of 
the attempted assignment of one of these bounty land warrants, 
and the assignment was declared void because the statute pro- 
viding for the issue of such warrants forbade any assignment. 
I ask the Senator from Connecticut whether that law is not in 
existence, and if it does not entirely dispose of that part of the 
objection which refers to the claims on behalf of assignees? 

Mr. PLATT. That just shows upon what inaccurate informa- 
tion, or want of information, we are proposing to act in a mat- 
ter of this sort. I insist-—— 

Mr. HUNTON. Right there—— 

Mr. PLATT. Waita moment. Let me answer the question. 
I insist that the parties who are asking for this legislation ought 
to tell us what is involved in it from beginning toend. I will 
not speak very positively in reference to this point, but my un- 
derstanding is that the law providing for the Mexican war land 
warrants has some clause in it by which they can be issued to as- 
signees. If there has been any decision of the Supreme Court 
(of course I have not had an opportunity to look at it, and I may 
be mistaken) of the character suggested by the Senator from 
Delaware, I imagine that it applies to the bounty warrants 
issued under some other law, and not under the ee issuing 
bounty warrants to soldiers of the Mexican war. 

I confess I do not know much about it; but I insist that when 
a bill of this sort is brought here the parties bringing it and re- 
sponsible for it should be able to tell us what is involved in it. 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire to ask a single question of the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut in the line of the Senator’s answer to me. 

Mr.PLATT. There is one unanswered question yet. 

Mr. HUNTON. I now understand the Senator to say that he 
for one would be willing to pass an act of limitation to bar these 
claimants for bounty lands because of the lapse of time since the 
Mexican war or the lapse of time from the passage of the orig- 
inal law. Now, the Senator from Connecticut is a fair and 
candid man; I hope so and believe so. 

I ask him if he is willing to assume the position that is clearly 
deducible from his line of remarks, that this great Government 
shall say to these claimants, ‘‘ You shall not make this claim 
now, because the time has elapsed in which you ought to have 
made the claim, and not having made it, I will bar you for the 
future,” when at the very time the Federal Government las said 
to these same men, “ Youshall not make theclaim”? While the 
Federal Government has been excluding these men from making 
the claim, does the Senator say that that very exclusion of the 
Federal Government ought to be used by the Federal Govern- 
ment to bar them forever from making the claim? [ take it for 
granted that the Senator from Connecticut is not willing to put 
himself in that position. 

Mr. HOAR (at 1 o’clock and 10 minutes p.m.). Mr. Presi- 
dent, I wish to know whether there is a special order for this 
morning? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. There was a special order for | o'clock, 
but having charge of the special order, at the request of the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], who brought up the 
pending bill, I agreed that it should run along, giving a little 
time for the pending bill to be gotten out of the way. — 

Mr. HOAR. I object to that proceeding, and I rise te @ 
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— of order. That can only be done by am order of the 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The Senator from Massachusetts has a 
right to objeet, and I take it one objection will lay aside the 
pending bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOAR. I object. 

The VICE-PRESiDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I call for the regular order, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the regular order, which is the bill (S.1945) for the relief of 
Holmes & Leathers. 

Mr. PLATT. Let memakea single suggestion. In the course 
of a day or two I will have more accurate information. I have 
endeavored to state nothing this morning except what I thought 
was accurate, but in the course of a day or two I shall have a 
great deal of information oa the subject which we have been 
discussing. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. GRAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty-two minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1 
o’clock and 37 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-mor- 
row, riday, August 10, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS: 
Haecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 9, 1894. 
CIRCUIT JUDGE. 


Amos M. Thayer, of Missouri, to be United States circuit judge 
for the eighth judicial circuit. 


DISTRICT JUDGE. 


Henry S. Priest, of Missouri, to be United States district judge | 
for the eastern district of Missouri. 


POSTMASTER. 


Luther M. Embry, to be postmaster ati Shelbyville; in the 
county of Shelby and State of Lllineis. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, August 9, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m: Prayer by the Rev. G. N. 
Luccocg, of Washington. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
CORRECTION. 


Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday afternoon I pro- 
sented a petition signed by about ten thousand citizens of the 
United States, residing in thirty-eight States, some of them in 
the State of Nebraska, which I have the honor in part to repre- 
sent, asking foran investigation of the conduct of Attorney-Gen- 
eral Olney, and I find that it doesnot appear inthe Recorp this 
morning. I simply make the statement now that it may be 
known thatit was presented yesterday. I have just learned that 
it got in so late as not to appear in the RECORD of to-day, but 
will appear to-morrow. I will say also that I appended to the 

retition a statement that it was introduced by request, and that 

i, not having any knowledge of the facts u which the peti- 
tion was base d, expressed no opinion as to its merits, but pre- 
sented it, because I believe in the sacredness of the right of 
petition. 

The SPHAKER. The Chair understands that the 
came in late and was omitted from the REcoRD of to- 
that it will appear to-morrow. 

COLLECTION OF TAXES AGAINST CORPORATIONS, ETC. 

The SPEAKER. laid. before the House a bill (H. R.6284) to 
prevent interference in the oe of State, county, and 
municipal taxes assessed agains tions and corporate 
property, and for other ieeuneaen wile amendment of the 
Senate thereto. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Housenon- 
concur in the amendment, and ask for a conference. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the amendment be read. 

The Senate amendment was read, as follows: 

ie coun 
tax shall constitesse tien of claim Upos propery An: in the hands of arecetve of areceive 
rates, OF aa or any ames it shall be 


th duty of the -4-%— A order that Sense uo path promapenr 
6 wis court e such tax 

or disposition of such 
said tax shait be paid, oxeepe tor the 


tition 
ay, but 


from said property, and no consam 
shall be permitted bysaid court 
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purpose of r money to pay the same, without the consent of the officer 
whose duty i iteball be tocoliect such tax, or except for the purpose of pay we 
taxes due the United States, 


Mr. DINGLEY. This seems to be an entirely new bill. 

Mr. BURROWS (to Mr. CULBERSON). Why do you ask to 
nonconcur? 

Mr. REED. I would like to hear what the original bili was 

The original bill (H.R.6284) was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That taxes heretofore or hereafter assessed by 

county, or municipal authority against any corporation or corpora 
erty shall not be classed as debts to be passed upon in the first instance 
any court of the United States, but shall be collectible by the pr: 
thorities of such State, county, or municipality according to the t 
ment, whether such corporation be in the handsof a receiver or n¢ and 

udge or court of the United States shall have any other or greate r author. 
ty or power to enjoin, restrain, or in any way interfere with the collec: 

of such taxes against any corporation or corporate property in the hand 
or under the managementof a receiver than if no such receiv oe ex 

and the seizure as well as the sale of any property for the collectio: ny 
such taxes shall divest the receiver and the court of all control over the 
same: Provided, That any and all property taken out of the hands o 

ceiver and from under the control of the court and not sold for such ia 
shall be returned to the receiver, and shall again be under the cont 
the-court: And provided further, ‘That a corporation or receiver of a « 
ration shall have the same right that a citizen of such State, county, or 
municipality may have, under thelaws of such State, to apy ir the : vbat 
ment of any’ tax, or to sue ordefend on account of any alleged overa 
ment or improper or illegal assessment in any court having jurisdic 

Sxo. 2. That all actsand parts of acts, in so far as thesame are repugnant 

to or inconsistent with the provisions of this act, are hereby repealed 


Mr. REED. Did wo pass such an act as taat? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly we did; and itis good law; it 
has been so decided by the courts since the bill was passed. 

Mr, REED. Then:what are you passing the bill for? 

aot CULBERSON. We want.to make all the courts « 
to it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiaua. You want to make the courts of 
the United States inferior tothe Statecourts. Thatis what you 
want to do. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I move that the House nonconcur, 
on that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. REED. L think thisought to be referred to the Judiciary 


inform 


and 


| Committee. The amendment is a totally different bill. 


The previous.question was ordered. 

The motion of Mr. CULBERSON was then agreed to. The 
Speaker appointed as conferees on the part of the House Mr. 
DE ARMOND, Mr. WOLVERTON, and Mr. POWERS. 


SURVEYS OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


TheSPEAKER proceeded to lay before the House Senate bills 
for reference. The bill (S. 2234) to further amend section 2399 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States. was laid beforo the 
House. 

Mr. McRAE. At the request of the Acting Commissioner of 
the General Land Office I ask unanimous consent for the imme- 
diate consideration of this bill. 

The bill was read, as follows. 

Beit enacted, ete., That section 2399 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, as amended by act of Congress:of October 1, 1890, Statutes at Large 


volume 26, hg be further amended so as to read as follows, na 
“SEC. e printed manual of surveying instructions for th: 


of the pe ublic lands of the United States and private land claims, prep pared 
e 


at the General Land Office, and bearing date June 30, 1894, the instructions 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and the special instru action 
of the surveyor-general, when not in conflict with said printed manu 
the instructions of said Commissioner, shall be taken and deemed to bea 
part of every contract for surveying the public lands of the United Stat 
and private land claims.”’ 

TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid 
tion of this: bill? 

Mr. COOMBS. Let us have some explanation. 

Mr. McRAE. The bill, it seems to me, explains itself. The 
only pointin it is that it makes the manual of surveying inst/uc 
tions a a of all contracts for public surveys, and this is desir 
able and entirely proper. 

Mr. COOMBS: Has.this bill been referred to the Commi 
on. Public Lands of the House? , 

Mr. MCRAE. It hasnot. This isa Senate bill which [ have 
asked to take from the Speaker’s table and pass-it, upon the ro 
quest of the Acting Commissioner of the General Land Ollice. | 

Mr. COOMBS. Itseems to me it would bo best thatit should 
be considered by the committee of this House. 

Mr. MCRAE. Then it may not be reported back this sess ion, 
as there is. dificulty in getting a quorum of the committee Do. 
It is important to pass it at.once,so that it may apply to 11° 
new contracts for surveying. 

Mr. COOMBS. Has the gentleman a request from the Secre 

of the Interior that the bill be passed? 

r. MCRAE. I have a.telegram from. the Acting Commis- 
sioner of the Land Office, Mr. Bowers, received a few moments 
ar | oe es me to ask the immediate consideration of the 

have done so, I know that it. is important, or be 
would not ask such action. 
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Mr. COOMBS. And the Seeretary of the Interior, you think, 
approves the measure? - ; 

Mr. MCRAE. Limagine that he does. I amcertain that the 
Acting Commissioner of the General Land Office would not ask 
legislation that the Secretary does not want. ; 

Mr. COOMBS. It seems to me thatthis isa rather important 
question to be disposed of by the House without reference to a 
committee. : ; 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill? ; 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill, which was read three times, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. McRAE, a motion to reconsider the last 
yote was laid on the table. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Senate bills of the following titles were laid before the House, 
read twiee, and referred as respectively stated: 

A bill (S. 428) for the relief of A. W. Wells, administrator— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 1018) granting a pension to Susan E. Cunningham— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ' 

A bill (S. 1876) to provide for the payment of accrued ponsions 
in certain eases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2281) to authorize the Postmaster-General to credit 
account of James A. Sexton with amount of funds stolen—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. BRICKNER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of 

absence indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Unanimous consent(by request of Mr. TATE) was given to Mr. 
CAMPBELL to print remarks in the RECORD on the New York 
publie building bill. 

AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAMER S. OTERI. 


Mr. MEYER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S.1852) to provide an American register 
for the steamer S. Oteri. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby author- 
ized and directed to cause the fo -built steamer S. Oteri, owned by 
Salvador ‘Oteri, a citizen of the United States, residing at New Orleans, La., 
meeps Sanat States ports, to be registered as a vessel of the 
U states, 

Snuc.?. Phat the Secretary of the’Treasury is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to cause the inspection of said vessel, steam boilers, steam pipes. and 
their appurtenances, and cause to be ted the usual certificate issued to 
steam vesseis of the merchant marine, without reference to the fact that 
said steam boilers, steam pipes and appurtenances were not constructed 
pursuant to the laws of the United States and were not constructed of iron 
stamped pursuant to said laws; and the tests in the inspection of said boil- 
ers, steam pipes, and appurtenances shall be the same in all respects as to 
strength and safety as are required in the inspection of boilers constructed 
in the United States for marine purposes. 


Mr. PAYNE. I hope the report in this case will be read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read, reserving the right 
to object. 

The report (by Mr. BERRY) was read as follows: 


The Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1852) to provide an American register for the steamer S. Oteri, 
submit the following report: 

Your committee, having carefully considered said bill, adopt the Senate 
Report No. 459, hereto annexed, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


[Senate Report No. 459, Fifty-third Congress, second session. } 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1852) to 
provide an American register for the steamer S. Oteri, having duly consid- 
ered the same, oe tee as follows: 

The steamer S. ri was built in England in 1881, and has a tonnage of 542 
tons net . She has been engaged in the fruit trade between New Or- 
leans and Honduras. She was wrecked in March, 1885, in the Gulf of Mexico, 
outside of American waters, when a shaft was broken and other injuries sus- 
tained, rendering her unseaworthy. She was towed into New Orleans and 
repaired at an expense of 89,373.85. 

© steamship was again wrecked in August, 1887,in the Caribbean Sea, 
off the coast of Yucatan. Her machinery broke down, her cabins were swept 
overboard, saqeties with nearly all her rigging, besides very serious damage 
done to her hull and engines. She was again towed to New Orleans 
and docked in the shipyard of O. F". Valette, where she was thoroughly re- 
paired at an aggregate cost of $22,021.75. Since this last wreck general re- 
pairs have been made aggregating 823,900.16. 
wie gous So of re vessel, according toa valuation, under oath, 
the board of harbormasters 
of New orl ts 25,000 and other officials at the port 
@ statute requires that therepairs to awrec ssel t - 
fourths of the value of the vessel after having ee repained, oma that this 
sum must have been expended in American ports to American labor. 
The evidence shows an expenditure for repairs in American ports con- 
preg in excess of the three-fourths of her value, but havin 
n wrecked outside of American waters, a special act of Congress is re- 
juired to give the vessel an American re: . As she is owned by an 
tt and has beep substantially rebuilt in the United States, 
is believed by your commi..ee that she is justly entitled to this privi- 


eam 
granting an American register to this ve: ‘was favorably reported 





the House Committee on Merchant Fisheries in the Pifty- 
Y but was not acted on for want of time. 
‘our recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. MEYER. Mr. Speaker, tho report that has just been 
read states explicitly the facts in connection with this bill. 1 
have in my hand, sir, for examination all necessary evidence to 
sustain these statements. 


First. The aflidavit of the owner giving history of the vessel 
and of the disasters and repairs. 
Second. Affidavits of the owner of the dry dock at New Or- 


leans where she was repaired. 
Third. The appraisement of the vessel after being repaired. 
A favorable report was made by the House Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries on this steamer February 12, 


18¥1. This report was not acted on for want of time during that 
Congress. Mr. Oteri isan old, well-known, and highly respectod 
citizen of New Orieans. He has four steamships in his line, all 


flying the American flag,and he desires greatly to have this one 
also under the banner of his country. 

The Oteri has been practically rebuilt in the United States. 
She is now a good, substantial, and seaworthy vessel, made so by 
American labor in American shipyards. Many bills of this na- 
ture have passed. His case is in all respects similar to that of 
the Foxhall, which was granted a register by special act of the 
Fifty-second Congress, and also in all respects to that of the 
steamship El Calloa, owned by B. F. Clyde, of Philadelphia, 
which has been registered by special act of the present Con- 
gress, and that of the steamship Goldsworthy, which was favor- 
ably acted upon by this House but a few days since. 

At the time Mr. Oteri built this vessel, in 1881, he could not 
have one constructed in the United States within the time re- 
quired, and was compelled to have it done in England. 

Had she been built in this country of course an American reg- 
ister would have been granted him. 

Now, that it isshown that he had substantially rebuilt her 
here, I trust that no objection will be made to the provisions of 
the bill, although a “child of misfortune,” as the distinguished 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. ReEzp] termed her, she is now 
staunch and strong, and under our American standard will re- 
deem herself and prove a valuable addition to our commerce with 
our southern neighbors. 

Mr. PAYNE. Could not this vessel get a new register under 
the amendatory act which we passed the other day? 

Mr. MEYER. She could if that bill were a law: but it is not 
a law. 

Mr. PAYNE. It has passed the House. 

Mr. MEYER. But it may linger in the Semate; and inas- 
much as the present bill has been passed by the Senate and ap- 
proved by our committee, 1 can not see why thisspecial act should 
not be passed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. AsI understand, the only reason this vessel 
ean not be registered by the Secretary of the Treasury under ex- 
isting law is that she was wrecked outside of American waters? 

Mr. MEYER. That is the only reason. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The vessel is appraised at $25,000, and the 
cost of repairs is $23,000. 

Mr. MEYER. Yes, sir; such are the facts. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Are those statements sustained by affida- 
vits? 

Mr. MEYER. As I have stated they are sustained by affida- 
vits in my possession; and the evidence has passed the scrutiny 
of the committees of both the Senate and the House. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill: which was ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MEYER,a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


JOSIAH B. ORBISON, 


Mr. PHILLIPS. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 1279) for the relief of Josiah B. 
Orbison. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. COOMBS. I believe this bill was up before. I should 
like to hear the report. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. MAHON) was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. I should like to know of what nationality 
this claimant was. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. He was colored. 

Mr. KILGORE. A colored man? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Yes; but not a citizen of the United States. 

Mr. KILGORE. Why was he not at that time? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. He could not be. 

Mr. KILGORE. Where was he born? 

s 4 PHILLIPS. I do not know; probably somewhere in the 
outh. 
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Mr. KILGORE. Did not he owe something to the country in 
which he was born? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Well, however that may be, it was illegal 
to draft him. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ob,I can not agree to that, Mr. Speaker. 
I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION, ETC. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
cue st the present consideration of the resolution I send tothe 
desk. 

The Clerk read us follows: 

Resolved, That the clerk to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands be 
continued upon the rolls of the House until the end of the present session; 
and that he paid at the rate of $2,000 per annum from and including July 


31, 1894, until the end of the session, the same to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I would like to offer an amend- 
— I can, providing that the clerks of the members be con- 
tinued. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is whether there is ob- 
jection to the request? 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not understand this proposition. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would like an explanation of it by the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I wili make an explanation. 

This resolution provides that theclerk to this committee shall 
be continued until theend of thesession. He wasan annual clerk 
under existing law, or under the previous appropriation bill. 
The present legislative appropriation bill discontinued him as 
an annual clerk, and provided for putting him on the session 
roll. It was evident! the intention of the law, however, to put 
him on the session rolls, commencing at the time he was discon- 
tinued as an annual clerk; but the Comptroller thinks that as 
he is discontinued as an annual clerk, and being a on the 
session rolls, the new arrangement will only apply to the next 
session. He is therefore working now without any compensa- 
tion. 

Mr. KILGORE. When did the change occur? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana, On the 31st of July of this year. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would be willing to see any injustice done 
to this man corrected by a bill for that special purpose; but I 
do not see why we should discriminate in this particular case 
against all others who may be similarly situated. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana, This is the only case of the kind 
that will be found upon the roll. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would be wiiling to see it corrected, but I 
do not poemens to go further and put him onas an annual clerk. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. This only provides that he shall 
be paid until the end of the present session of Congress. It does 
not put him on any permanent roll. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understood it provided ‘‘at the rate of 
$2,000 per annum.” 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. He has been an annual clerk, and 
this only provides that he shall be paid until the end of the ses- 
sion. e agree that he shall be transferred to the list of ses- 
sion clerks. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is all there is of it? 

Mr.COOPER of [ndiana. That is all the resolution does. 

Mr. COX. What compensation does this give him? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Only the compensation which he 
was entitled to. It was the evident intention of the legislative 
bill to put these clerks on the session roll during the next session. 

Mr. COX. The compensation is just the same, then, that he 
has been receiving? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. That is all. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That was undoubtedly the intention—to con- 
tinue the clerk until the end of this session. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 
agreed to. 

MARIA DAVIS. 

Mr. MAHON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6186) for the relief of Maria Davis. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. Let us have some explanation. 

Mr. JONES. _I will ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I object. 


JOHN W. KENNEDY. 


Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 4162) for the relief of John W. Kennedy. 

The bill was read at length. 


Mr. COOMBS. Let the report in that case be read. 

The report was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considora. 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. FITHIAN. I desire to ask the gentleman a question 
By what authority was this attorney employed? , 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. By the district atto,. 
ney, with the assent of the Attorney-General of the United States, 
The district attorney lived 350 miles from where the case was to 
_ —— and where the testimony and local management was tg 

e had. 

Mr. FITHIAN. There is nothing in the record which indi. 
cates that the Attorney-General directed the district attorney 
to employ outside counsel. F 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. But there are letters 
on file with the evidence in the case—— 

Mr. FITHIAN. They are not contained in the report. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I know; but the report 
shows that this was done with the assent of the Attorney-Gen. 
eral. That is all contained in the report. 

Mr. FITHIAN. The law requires that this service shall be 
performed by the district attorney in such cases; and itis proper 
that he should take charge of the case of litigation in which the 
United States is concerned. I do not think the Government 
ought to be subject to the payment of extra counsel fees ing 
case of this character. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I do object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Regular order. 


PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Irise toapersonal statement, Mr. Speaker, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the statement of 
the gentleman. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states that he rises to a 
question of ey privilege. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. On the 30th day of July, Mr. Speaker, I 
introduced er in the House and asked the immediate con- 
sideration of a series of resolutions embodying a cordial recog- 
nition of the Republic of Hawaii. They were decided by the 
Speaker not to be privileged resolutions, and were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. Ata meeting of that con- 
mittee, held subsequently, it was reported in the public press 
that those resolutions were considered. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I fail to find a question of 
personal privilege in the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam endeavoring to enable the Speaker 
to find a question of privilege in my statement, which is very 
much more ee than that the gentleman from Kentucky 
should ascertain it. In order to convince him I might be com- 
pelled to take more of the time of the House than I wouldcare 
to occupy. pen) 

In the public reports of the proceedings alleged to have taken 
place before that committee, which were unusually detailed, al- 
though, of course, I am unable to state with what accuracy they 
were given, the gentleman from California, my esteemed friend 
Mr. GEARY, was reported to have said—and 1 read from the 
Washington Star—that— 

Mr. GEARY furnished the most interesting passages of the discussion t 
day, as he did at the first meeting. He informed his Democratic colleagues 
frankly that Mr. BOUTELLE had introduced the resolution hoping and ex 
ea that the Democrats would rejectit. For one he did not propose t 

elp to fulfill Mr. BOUTELLE’s desire and furnish the Republicans witha 
paign material. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have no idea that the gentleman from 
California used that language. [ donot believe that he imputed 
to me any lack of faith in my action as a Representative upo" 
this floor. That report has gone to the public, nevertheless: an¢ 
I desire here and now absolutely to repudiate and denounce any 
imputation, from any source, or in any language or degree, that | 
introduced those resolutions with any other motive than that ol 
absolute good faith; that from the beginning until now | have 
had any desire or have used any influence to accomplish ®0y 
other perpers than a prompt and cordial passage of those reso: 
tions by the House of Representatives as expressive of the prac: 
tically universal sentiment of the American people on this sub- 
ject. 

é And in confirmation of that statement, Mr. Speaker, I desire 
to say that I have conversed and pleaded with numerous Demo 
cratic members of the Committee on Foreign Affairs not to ¢& 
lay or obstruct the passage of these resolutions: that instead - 
seeking to obtain any Republican advantage through the Seilure 
of Democrats to rise to their plain duty in this case, I have urge 
upon those gentlemen repeatedly the importance, from a 4 


Do not object to it now, 
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tional and patriotic point of view, of a prompt and favorable 
consideration and report of those resolutions. 

Smang those members I may cite the chairman of the com- 
mittee himself; and the gentleman must certainly confirm my 
statement, that I have not only once, but repeatedly, urged 
upon him my belief that this question had reached a point when 
partisanship should be laid aside, that the mistakes of the past 
should be ignored, and that the dignity and traditions of the 
House of Representatives, and the honor of our country among 
the nations of the world should be vindicated by extending a 
cordial welcome to the new Republic. : 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I take up a leading Democratic paper, 
the New York World, this morning, and the information that 
it conspicuously proclaims seems to demonstrate that instead of 
my acting in apartisan manner, instead of my attempting to use 
this great subject for the purpose of making political capital, 
this paper states that the Executive Administration of the United 
States Government has been so using it for the purpose of dis- 
crediting the action of a Republican Representative upon this 
floor—myself—and of anticipating and preventing a proper and 
independent expression of the House of Representatives upon 
animportant public matter. 

A special dispatch in this morning's New York World, headed 
“Recognition for Hawaii,” states that— 

The Republic of Hawaii has been formally recognized by the United 
States, through the President and Secretary of State, etc. 

And then it goes on to say: 

Secretary Gresham visited the Capitol to-day and informed Senator GRAY, 
of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, and Chairman MCCREARY, of 
the House Committee on Foreign Affairs, that the President had formally 
recognized the Hawaiian Republic. No official announcement of the action 
taken Was given out for publication to-day, and for this reason neither Sen- 
ator GRAY nor Mr. McCREARY would discuss the subject. 

So far as the House was concerned, secrecy was observed Sor the purpose of 
springing @ surprise on the Republicans to-morrow. 

Then, a little further on, it proceeds to say: 


The Boutelle resolution will be considered again at to-morrow’s meeting 
of the committee, when Chairman McCREARY expects to surprise the Repub- 
licans by announcing that no object could be served bg oe ay the resolu- 
tion, as the Government has already recognized the Hawaiian Republic. 

This, Mr. Speaker, in spite of the oft-repeated official assur- 
ances given this House by the Executive that the disposition of 
the Hawaiian matter had been transferred to Congress and that 
in dealing with it the Executive Department of the Government 
desired to take into its confidence in the fullest manner the 
House of Representatives and the Senate of the United States. 
Mr. Speaker, I am willing that this Administration and the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs shall take to 
themselves all of the credit, all of the honor, and all of the 

lory they may be able to obtain by ‘‘ getting ahead” of Mr. 

UTELLE and ‘‘springing this surprise upon the House of 
Representatives.” 

ut, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of this House, 
andthe attention of the Committee on Foreign Aflairs, to the 
fact that this subject can not rest here; that if the Secretary of 
State of the great American Republic, instead of dealing with 
this grave international matter in the broad, open, and digni- 
fied manner befitting its importance, sees fit to sneak up into 
the lobby of the House and privately inform the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs that certain great inter- 
national transactions have occurred, but which were to be kept 
secret fromthe House ‘for the purpose of springing a surprise 
on the Republicans” next day—— 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to say that the duty 
rests upon this House as imperatively-—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine will suspend. 
The gentleman from Ohio calls the gentleman to order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh,I did not know that the gentleman 
from Ohio had “p red! 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman from Maine rose osten- 
sibly to a question of privilege. To that no objection could be 
made. He has taken the opportunity to use disrespectful lan- 
fuage of a member of the Cabinet, and I submit that that is not 
norder. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine will please con- 

fine himself to his personal explanation. 
_Mr.BOUTELLE. Mr.S er, [desire to proceed absolutely 
in order, and if the Speaker will rule that my remark trans- 
gresses in the slightest degree the parliamentary privileges of 
this floor I will withdraw it. I ask for a ruling by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that the gentleman rose to 
4 question of personal privilege, and under the guise of that has 
discussed another subject. He has no right to go beyond the 
question of eR privilege. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will keep directly to the question. 

The SPEAKER. That is all the Chair desires. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, it is a question not only of 
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my own personal privilege, but of the privilege of this House 
which is thus raised, and when we are informed by a public 
newspaper which is regarded as a semiotiicial organ of the Ad- 
ministration, that it has been deliberately determined to take 
sucha furtive course in regard to a great public matter as to 
elude and evade an expression of the sentiment of the House of 
Representatives; to take advantage of the House; to preventthe 
House from exercising those functions of sympathy which it 
never has failed to exercise on such occasions, it seems to me. Mr. 
Speaker, that we have presented a questionof very high and im- 
portant privilege. 

I desire to say to the Foreign Affairs Committee, concerning 
which it is rumored—I have no right to know what has trans- 
pired in the committee—concerning which it is rumored that by 
a majority and partisan vote it has substantially taken the 
ground that the Executive Department having recognized the 
Republic of Hawaii, it is therefore unnecessary for this House 
to have anything to say about it—I desire to inform that com- 
mittee that if they adhere to that course they will traverse the 
undeviating precedents and traditions of this Republic and of 
this body, and we shall have, for the first time in the history of 
the United States, the advent of a new republic among the 
galaxy of free nations without an expression of cordial welcome 
and congratulation from the Congress of the greatest republic 
of all, the United States of America. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, the mere formal performance of a duty on the 
part of the Executive which ought to have been performed long 
ago, long before the emmissaries of a defunct monarchy were 
allowed to find a side-door entrance to the anterooms of power— 
the fact that the Administration has performed this duty re- 
luctantly, haltingly, grudgingly, and secretivelv—for to-day 
this great body, representing the people and expected to speak 
for the people, is officiaily unaware of the great public transac- 
tion, notification of which has been peddled out to some parti- 
san members of this body. I say, the fact that the Administra- 
tion has in such a manner, at this late day, performed that duty, 
does not relieve us from our responsibility or our duty. 

Mr. Speaker, it would be gross disrespect to a great commer- 
cial product of several States in this Union for me to denounce 
the course pursued by the Administration in this whole trans- 
action as ‘* peanut politics.” [Laughter.| The outrage upon 
every principle of public honor that has characterized the so- 
called *‘ Hawaiian policy ” from the beginnimg has been carried 
fittingly to the end, and while, in the outset, every principle of 
international probity, every idea of national dignity, every sen- 
timent of public honesty, and every impulse of American man- 
hood have been trampled under foot by this Administration, 
we have to-day another attempt to violate the unbroken prece- 
dents and traditions of the House of Representatives of the 
United States. 

In the name of the people, in the name of the people’s rep- 
resentatives, in the name of popular government, in the name 
of freedom for mankind, in the name of that sentiment which 
recognizes struggles for liberty wherever they exist or suc- 
ceed, I ask this Houss to repudiate this mass of tergiversation, 
to come back to the bedrock of the first principles of the Re- 
public in its better days, and to join heartily in doing what 
ought to have been done long ago, namely, to express our cor- 
dial congratulations to the Republic of Hawaii. [Applause on 
the Republican side. | 

And, Mr. Speaker, with that view and to place the responsi- 
bility exactly where it may belong 

Mr. COOMBS. Icall the gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York calls the 
gentleman from Maine to order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will proceed in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has gone away beyond the 
question of personal privilege. 

Mr. BOUTELLE (holding up a paper). Mr. Speaker, to place 
the responsibility where it may belong, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the passage of the resolutions of congratulation- 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Maine has been called 
to order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Letany man, be he whom he may, take the 
responsibility of objecting—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine will come to 
order. He has transgressed the rules of the House. He has 
gone beyond the question to which he referred 

Mr. BOUTELLE. [rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER (amessenger from the Senate having epyserea 
at the bar of the House). The House will receive 4 message 
from the Senate. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman has been called to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine will be seated. 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. 
of this resolution— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from :Maine will be-seated. 
The rules of the House cannot be continuously and persistently 
disregarded by the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will.the Chair-kindly inform me in what 
particular I have violated the rules? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman rose, ashe stated, to.a ques- 
tion of personal privilege in regard to some matter referring to 
himself in the public prints, but he has discussed:a question en- 
tirely foreign tothat; and the gentleman must know from his 
loug experience here that he has violated the rules of the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Idesire tosay that I immediately informed 
the Speaker that my question of personal privilege involved 
also a question of the privileges of this House. 

The SPEAKER. That is another question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is exactly what I-stated. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman was recegnized to present 
a question of personal prividege,and he read from a public print 
something that he said reflected upon his motives, and the Chair 
thought that was a question of personal privilege. But the gen- 
tleman has gone away beyond that—— 

Mr.BOUTELLE. Does the Speaker rule that what I have 
stated does not constitute a question of the privileges of the 
House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that when a gentleman is 
called to order, he isnot in order in continuing to oceupy the 
floor and to address the Chair. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. [I insist upon.a ruling on the question of 
the privileges of the House which I have presented. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine will take his 


T ask unanimous consent for the passage 





seat. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask a ruling on the question of privi- 
lege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine will conform to 
the rules of the House. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1688) for the relief of Enoch Davis; 

A bill (S. 1706) to provide registers for the steamers Claribel 
and Athos; o 

A bill (S. 1772) extending the time forthecompletien of a rail- 
road bridge ever the Columbia River at ornear Vancouver, in 
the State of Washington; 

A bill (S. 1969) granting a pension to Harrison (. Hobart, 
brevet brigadier-general of volunteers; 

A bill (S. 2107) granting to the Northern Mississippi Railway 
Company right of way through certain Indian reservations in 
Minnesota; and 

A bill (8. 2261) to further encourage the holding of a world’s 
exposition at Atlanta, Ga., in the year 1895. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the bill (BH. R. 1589) for the relief of Louis Pel- 
ham. 

The message also anaounced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 7680) to authorize purchasers of the 
property and franchises of the Choctaw Coal and Railway Com- 
pany to organize a corporation and to confer upon the same all 
the powers, privileges, and franchises vested in that company, 
asked a conference with the House on the bill and amendments, 
and had appointed Mr. PuGH, Mr. VILAS, and Mr. PLATT as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 4667) to provide for the opening of 
certain abandoned military reservations, and for other purposes, 
asked a conference with the House on the billand amendments, 
and had appointed Mr. Pasco, Mr. MCLAURIN, and Mr, Carry 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 7006) to authorize the Washington, 
Alexandria and Mount Vernon Electric Railway Company to 
extend its line of road into and within the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes, asked a conference with the House on 
the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. FAULKNER, 
Mr. Harris, and Mr. MCMILLAN as the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 
ain. Mi ARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker—— 
The see Por what purposedoes the gentieman rise? 


; Mr. MoCREARY of Kentucky. 1 rise to a question of privi- 
ego. 


he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky states that 
he rises to a question of privilege. The House will be inorder. | 


r 
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Mr.McOREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Spsaker, the gentiem.; 
from Maine (Mr. BoureLLe), who never loses.an opportunity ¥ 
parade before this House his views on Hawaiian affairs. }\,. 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and I desire : 


respond to him briefly. 


he Committee on Foreign Affairs has used all prope: 


patch, and has in aceordance with every precedent taken }y 


action with regard to the resolution offered by the gent 
from: Maine.on the 30th day of last month. 
The:gentieman from Maine, before any information ha 
officially communicated to the House of Representatiy 
the Republic of Hawaii had been established and proc! 
offered in this House resolutions recognizing that Repu}! 


congratulating the people on their self-government, which we 


referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. Those 
tions, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE} siid, » 
a form similar to resolutions offered by:me when Ir: 

off the monarchy and proclaimed the republic. 

J did offer resolutions similar to those: but the Kep 
in this Honse.at that time refused to allow them to be c 
ered; and when they were referred to the Committee on }\ 

\ffairs that committee, then having amajority of Repu 
members, refused to consider them. -After-awhile, howe, 


accordance with the precedents, the President of the Uni 


States, Mr.. Harrison, recognized the Republic of Brazi 


AUGUBT 9, 


»} 
Cin 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs have given pro) onsi 


eration to the resolutions offered bythe gentleman from Main 


{Mr. BOUTELLE]. There is no necessity for demagoyy. 


Affairs. 
regard to the recognition of the oo of Brazil in 1%: 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman allow me? 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. ‘Does the gentleman desire to answ 


question just there in that connection? 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentueky. 

question directly in point—— 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, a very brief question. 


L.sim piy™ 


to ask if the committee is favorable or otherwise to the res 


tion? 
Mr. McOREARY of Kentucky. 


nection with this matter have:done their fulkduty. When 
lar resolutions recognizing the Republic of Brazil were « 
bymyself and referred to the Committee on Foreign Afiain 
were not.only not considered by the committee, but the: 
referred to subcommittee, which never reported. It w: 
claimed that as the President had recognized the Repu 
Brazil pending the consideration of the resolutions i 
necessary to.adopt them. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does not the gentieman know 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 1 decline to be interr 


I desire to say to him.and to this House that we followed 


precedents of the past. It has been:an unbroken rule fo 
years in the United States when a monarchical form 0! 


ment has been overthrown :and :a republican form oi gover 


ment established in any foreign country for the President | 
United States inia reasonable time to recognize the repu! 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker,I rise to1a question o 
I make the point of order that the:gwentleman from Ken 
not stating amy question of privilege. 
enough of this Hawaiian matter, and {think we had | 
a stop to it right here and:now. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. [ am answering t 
ment of ‘the gentleman from Maine, in which he critic! 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Well, we have had enough of Haw 
put.an-end to it now. 

Mr. McOREARY of Kentucky. Iswillbfinish in a ™ 

Mr. FITHIAN. [ insist upon the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairwill state to the gent! 
Kentucky that the discussion of the Hawaiian question 40 
constitute a question of privilege. Neither does the qucs' 
the action o 
question of privilege. 


The gentleman from Maine reac © 


on—— 


q 
Mr. MOCREARY of Kentucky. But, Mr. 


on Foreign Affairs. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. 
now. 


I decline to be interrupt 


is mo necessity ior any criticism of the Committee on Foreig: 
That committee has acted with more promptuess : 


courtesy than was extended when resolutions were oflered wit 


Uniess the. gentleman has 


I pwill:state, Mr. Speake: 
that the members of the Committee on Foreign Affairs in co: 


ere 


tract from«a:newspaper and stated that it imputed to him |” 
‘proper motives,and thereupon proveeded to discussthe Hawa: 


Lae 


We have had ab 


ion of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs constitute ‘ 


Speaker, the £¢ . 
tleman from Mainecharged improper motives on the Comm" 


I charged absolute énaction, and charg°"' 


Mr. McCRBARY of Kenweky. To that charge | wish to re 

















1894. 


The SPEAKER. What does the gentleman understand as 
eonstituting a question of privilege; the term “inaction” of the 
committee? : 

Mr. McCREARY of Keatueky. The gentleman charged im- 

oper motives te the committee in not reporting a resolution 
S one week which is not privileged, and which, [ think, if 
reported would have been discourteous and an infringement of 
the rights of the President. 

The SPEAKER. But this is no question of privilege. There 
is no reflection on the gentleman. If there was, it would author- 
ize him to rise toa question of privilege. But the mere inac- 
tion of the committee, if that is the charge of the gentleman 
from Maine, can not constitute a question of privilege. 

Of course the Chair would recognize the gentleman if the 
question, in the judgment of the Chair, involved one of privi- 
lege; but the mere question of the action of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, or the inaction of the committee, or any other 
committee, in relation to the measures brought before it, the 
Chair does not think constitutes a question of privilege. If that 
were s0, why, of course, we might discuss everything that was 
discussed before any of the committees of the House. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. But the gentleman from 
Maine has, as I have said, charged improper motives on the part 
of the committee, and that makes a question of privilege. A 
charge of improper conduct on the part of a committee, or of 
any member of the House, constitutes a question of privilege; 
for one of the rules of the House declares that questions of 
privilege are those affecting the rights, reputation, or conduct 
of members individually in their representative capacity. 

Now, Mr. S er, in answer to the gentleman—— 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, is there not.aregular order for 
to-day? 

The SPEAKER. There is. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Then let us have it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the regular order. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs has followed an unbroken precedent —— 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state his question of 
privilege? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I understand the gentleman 
from Maine to say that the Committee on Foreign Affairs, of 
which Lam a member, was prompted by improper motives in 
making no report on his resolution. Now, any question aflect- 
ing the conduct of any member of the House, or the action or 
the integrity of a committee of the House, is aquestion of privi- 
lege, and to that question | wish to address myself. 

he SPEAKER. What does the gentleman understand by 
‘‘improper” motives? There must be something reflecting 
either upon the committee or the gentleman himself, to warrant 
the assertion that. he presents a question of privilege. 

Mr. MCOREARY of Kentuckv. The manner of the gentle- 
man from Maine and the words used by him indicate it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iwithdrawthe ‘‘ manner.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I desire toclose the discus- 
sion which, if not in order now I think it was not in order when 
it first began, with a few words. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman from Kentucky has man- 
ner enough for both of us. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I wish only to say in conclu- 
sion that the committee followed the unbroken line of prece- 
dents in their action in regard to the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Maine. It has been the custom of the House for many 
years, and was the custom when the Republican party had con- 
trol of the House, for the recognition of a republican form of 
government, established on the ruins of a monarchical system, 
to be first made by the President of the United States. 

When the empire of France was overthrown and the republic 
proclaimed the President of the United States recognized the 
republic. When the republic of Brazil was declared it was 
recognized indue time by the President of the United States. 
When the Argentine Republic and the republics of Chili and 
Peru and Mexico and Guatamala were severally proclaimed, 
they were in a few months recognized by the President of the 
United States. In some instances, afterwards Congress passed 
congratulatory resolutions. The gentleman from Maine de- 
sired that there should be are ition of the Hawaiian Repub- 
lic by the Congress of the Uni States before the President 
had time to take.any action upon the subject. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I renew my point of order. I am getting 
tired of hearing this entire discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point that no 
question of privilege is presented. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. [ean only state in conclu- 


— 





Mr. FITHIAN. I demand the regular order. 
Mr.McCREARY of Kentucky (continuing). Thatthecommit- 
tee bas followed the unbroken line of precedents. 
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The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr.BOUTELLE. My inquiry is whether it would be in order 
at this stage to ask unanimous consent for the immediate con- 
sideration of these resolutions? 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has just been demanded. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the resolutions, and that they be considered now 
in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order cuts off 
all requests for unanimous consent. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. When will it be in order? 

The SPEAKER. When the regular order is demanded, it is 
never in order, of course, to ask unanimous consent. The reg- 
ular order is the call of committees for reports. 

SILK CULTURE. 

Mr. ALEXANDER, from the Committee on Agriculture, re- 
ported favorably the bill (S. 115) fer the development and en- 
couragement of silk culture in the United States under the 
supervision of the Secretary of Agriculture; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the State of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADULTERATION AND MISBRANDING OF FOODS AND DRUGS. 

Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 4863) to prevent the adulteration and mis- 
branding of foods and drugs,and for other purposes; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL COMPENSATION TO ASSISTANT COMMISSIONERS TO 
INDUSTRIAL EXPOSITION AT MELBOURNE. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, re- 
ported favorably the bill (S. 2024) authorizing additional com- 
pensation tothe assistant commissioners to the Industrial I2xhibi- 
tion held at Melbourne, Australia; which was referred to the 
Conrnittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, «nd, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

OLEOMARGARINE AND IMITATIONS OF DAIRY PRODUCTS. 

Mr. FORMAN, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported 
favorably the bill (H.R. 7125) to make oleomargarine and all 
other imitation dairy products subject to the laws of the State 
or Territories into which they are transported; which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

PREVENTING FREE USE OF TIMBER ON PUBLIC LANDS. > 

Mr. MCRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H.R. 7854) to prevent the free 
use of timber on the public lands and to revoke all permits here- 
tofore granted in certain States, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. MCRAB, from the Committee on Public Lands, asked 
that that committee be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7855) donating 610 acres of land to Okla- 
homa Territory for a home for old soldiers, and for other pur- 
poses, and that the same be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Public Lands will be 
discharged from the further consideration of this bill, and it will 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PUBLIC LANDS IN CHEROKEE STRIP FOR CEMETERY PURPOSES. 

Mr. LATIMER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported adversely the bill (H. R. 5470) to authorize legally or- 
ganized cities and towns in the Cherokee Strip, Oklahoma Terri- 
tory,.to purchase public landsfor cemetery purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH YAKIMA INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, reported favorably the bill (H. R. 6854) to grant the Ta- 
coma and Yakima Land Company a right of way through the 
Yakima Indian Reservation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CLERKS TO MEMBERS. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on Accounts, reported favor- 
ably the resolution relative to clerk hire to Members and Dele- 
gatesduring the period from adjournment of the present sersion 
until the assembling of the next regular session; which was re- 
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ferred to the Union Calendar, and, with accompanying reportand 
views of the minority (filed by Mr. TATE), ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of committees for 
reports. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
DRAPER, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at fifteen min- 
utes past 1 o’clock, and the Committee on the Militia has a bill 
before the House. The bill is in Committee of the Whole. The 
Clerk will report the title of the bill. 


EFFICIENCY OF THE MILITIA. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5039) to promote the efficiency of the militia. 

Mr. MEYER. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the further consideration of the pend- 
ing bill. 

The question being taken, the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. FITHIAN. lLask fora division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 60, noes 20. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Let us have the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, they 
were refused; only 6 members voting in favor thereof. 

The motion of Mr. MEYER was then agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. OUTHWAITE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is inCommittee of the Whole 
for further consideration of the bill (H. R. 5039) to promote the 
efiiciency of the militia. 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, I doubt very much indeed 
whether it will be practicable within the short time allotted 
for the consideration of this bill to pass it to-day, but even if 
it must be postponed, I believe that much will have been gained 
by the brief discussion of yesterday and to-day. There is a 
great deal of ignorance, a great want of knowledge of the laws 

overning the militia of this country. In the bill which we 
Gees before us there is very little that is altogether new. As 
I stated yesterday, it proposes to remodel and adapt to modern 
conditions the laws which have been in existence for a hundred 

ears. 
. And now, sir, let us look at our present force as it stands, and 
our possible necessities for the future. 

The last annual message of the President states the strength 
of the regular Army on the 30th day of September last at 25,778 
enlisted men and 2,144 officers. The expense of this military 
establishment, exclusive of fortifications, was about thirty mil- 
lions of dollars per annum. 

The President says that the total enrollment of the militia of 
the several States was on the 3lst of October last, 112,597 officers 
and enlisted men. 

The officers of the Army detailed for the inspection and instruction of this 
reserve of our military force report that increased interest and marked 
progress are apparent in the discipline and eMciency of the organization. 

The report of the Adjutant-General of the Army, giving an 
abstractof the militia force by States and Territories, with speci- 
fications of each branch of the organized force, accompanies 
House Report No. 619, presented with the pending bill. 

Sir, there is no example on earth of so small a regular army 
for a country so vast as our own, and having such a large popu- 
lation and wealth to be defended, with such an enormous fron- 
a line and seacoast, and so many points of attack by foreign 

oes. 

Mr. FITHIAN. If it is necessary to have a larger standing 
ay, would it not be better that the General Government 
should increase the regular Army? 

Mr. MEYER. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
Iam no advocate of an increase of the regular Army. On the 
contrary, I should oppose such a proposal, and this bill does not 
contemplate anything in that direction. 

Mr. I'THIAN. It nationalizes the militia of every State and 
Territory, and of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MEYER. I think that on acareful reading of the bill the 
gentleman will find there is nothing in it whatever that looks 
= the remotest degree towards nationalizing the militia of the 

tates, 

Mr. FITHIAN. Does it not provide that inspectors are to be 
appointed by the Federal Government to inspect the militia of 
the different States and Territories? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That is already the law. 

Mr. FITHIAN,. That inspectors shall be appointed to inspect 
the militia of the States? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
campment every year. 

Mr. MEYER. I will state to the gentleman that the War De- 


Yes, sir; to visit every en- 
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partment sends an officer to any State encampment whenever 
application is made by the State authorities, for the purpose of 
inspecting the militia and making a report under the direction 
of the State commander; and the only provision in this bill look- 
ing in that direction is that it proposes to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War, upon the application of the governor of any State, 
to assign an officer of the regular Army to that State to serve 
under the governor and to give instruction to the organized 
militia of the State. 

And the gentleman will remember that this is to be done only 
in the event that the governor of the State should apply for it. 
Furthermore, if at any time the State government should re- 
quest the Secretary of War torecall such officer, he must be re- 
called, under the provisions of this bill, and, on the other hand, 
the Secretary of War has authority to recall such officer at his 
discretion. Beyond that there is nothing in this bill which 
looks to any Federal supervision, and I think the gentleman will 
admit that that is not Federal supervision, in any objectionable 
sense. 

Mr. Chairman, itis true that there is now little fear of Indian 
wars on any largescale, such as we have had up to a very recent 
date in our history; but while this danger is greatly diminished by 
the construction of the transcontinental railroadsand the advance 
of civilization and population in all the States and Territories, 
the risk of trouble from this quarter is not wholly removed. It 
would be an act of great unwisdom to assume that we can treat 
all the Indian tribes as no longer to be distinguished from the 
other citizens of the country, and as requiring no military guard 
or control. Todo so would be to invite aggressions upon them 
from bad white men and conflicts among themselves, or disor- 
ders by their young braves. 

But, sir, there is to be defended, the long seacoast of the Pacific 
and the Atlantic Oceans, our many fortifications, arsenals, our 
mintsand depositaries of treasure in the great cities, our public 
records and departments at the national capital, and last, not 
least, our long line of northern frontier where we see the flag ofa 
greatnation with which we have had two fierce wars in our his- 
tory, and have had repeated international questions which have 
led us to the very vergeof war. Itmay be happily true that be- 
tween the people of England and the people of the United States 
there is now a greater feeling of amity than at any time in the 
past and a more intimate and a larger commercial intercourse; 
but, sir, we must remember that England has her own policy 
and interests to pursue and they often infringe upon our own. 
Whenever these two may conflict the British Government will 
not be sentimental, but eminently practical. 

Moreover, sir, she will be ready for war. Sheis ready. Her 
fleet is more than ten times our own in effective strength, her 
regular force far outnumbers our own, and is easily mobilized. 
The Atlantic Ocean, once so great an obstacle to her attacks 
upon us, is now an absolute convenience and facility—a high- 
road which, with her war steamers and commercial marine, 
would enable her to hurl 50,000 troops upon an exposed point 
of our coastintwelve or fourteen days. Outof our small regular 
Army how many could be spared for a special point of service? 
In the past few days there were reasons which, in the judgment 
of the President, required a concentration of United States troops 
at Chicago, Sacramento, and some other points in order to en: 
force Federal authority and laws. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Does the gentleman claim that at the tim 
when Federal troops were sent into Illinois the governor and 
the _ authorities were not able to maintain the peace of the 
State 

Mr. MEYER. I do not propose, Mr. Chairman, to discuss 
that question, as the time at my command is so limited, nor do 
I think that it a especially to this subject. 

Mr. HEPBURN. You might answer that, whether the gov- 
ernor was able or not, he was not doing it. ; 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I hope the gentleman from Louis- 
iana will make the answer that the governor of the State of Llli- 
nois was not maintaining the peace, and that, on the contrary, 
he protested when the President exercised his power under the 
Constitution for that purpose. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I want to say to my colleague that I differ 
with him aa inthatregard. The fact is that the governor 
of the State of Illinois at the time the Federal troops were sent 
there had not been called upon by either the mayor of the city 
of Chicago or the Republican sheriff of Cook County to send a 
single a of State militia into Cook County. As soon as 
the demand was made upon the governor, he did send the militia. 
There is a sufficient organized militia force in the State of Lli- 
nois to protect the peace of the State, and the present governot 
of the State, whenever the demand is made by the constituted 
authorities, can and will protect the peace without the inter 
ference of any Federal eatherity. 

Mr. MEYER. Since my friend from Illinois [Mr. FITHIAN] 
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desires an answer to his question, I will cheerfully give it, al- 
though I did not — to enter into that subject at all. 

I do believe—I believed at the time, and in the light of the ex- 
perience of the past month I am confirmed in that belief—that 
the exigency had arrived when it was necesssry for the Presi- 
dent to call for troops of the United States to maintain peace 
and order in the city of Chicago; nor need his action be neces- 
sarily construed as a reflection upon the governor of Illinois. 
The conditions required prompt action. 

Mr. FITHIAN. You believe, then, that it is the — of the 
President to invade a State with Federal nee before he is re- 
quested to do so by the governor or the Legislature of a State? 

Mr. MEYER. Allow me to say—— 

Mr. FITHIAN. Answer that question. Is that your belief? 

Mr. MEYER. I will answer the gentleman’s question. It is 
not my belief that itis the duty of the President to invade a 
State under the conditions suggested by the gentleman from II- 
linois, unless the situation is so critical that, in his judgment, 
urgency demands it. 

Mr. FITHIAN. That was not the condition in the State of 
Illinois. 

Mr. MEYER. ButI do assert that under the Constitution of 
the United States, and in accordance with every law that has 
been recorded on the statute book for the last hundred years 
the President has the right which he exercised in that case. I 
do believe that had he not exercised it at the time he did we 
would have had greater riots and greater destruction, and pos- 
sibly civil war, in the city of Chicago and the State of Illinois. 
I think, sir, that the history of the past—— 

Mr. FITHIAN. In other words, you believe that the State of 
Lilinois is not capable of self-government. The factis that when 
troops were sent into Cook County the governor had not been 
called upon by the sheriff of that county or by the mayor of 
Chicago to send a single company of militia there. 

Mr. MEYER. I do not think that my language is capable of 
such an interpretation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Did he not know the condition? 

Mr. FITHIAN. He knew what was in the newspapers, the 
same as oreeey else did. The fact of the matter is that 
at the time Federal troops were sent into Cook County the 
mayor of Chicago and the sheriff of Cook County were keeping 
the peace there; and if matters had reached a point where the 
militia of the State of Illinois under the command of the gov- 
ernor was not sufficient to cope with the rioters, then the gover- 
nor would have called upon the President of the United States 
to send Federal troops there. I claim that it is a Democratic 
doctrine that the President has no right to send troops into a 
State until he is requested to do so by the governor or the Leg- 
islature of aState. And I want to say that any —— who 
takes the contrary position on the floor of this House is flying 


in the face of Democraticdoctrine that has been adhered to ever | 


since the organization of the Democratic party. 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CANNON of Iilinois. Will my friend from Illinois yield 
to me five minutes in order that I may reply to my colleague 
[Mr. FrTHIAN]? 

Mr. MEYER. I will yield a little later. 

Mr. CANNON of lilinois. I desire to answer him right now. 
Mr, Chairman——- 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
MEYER] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I believe the gentleman yields to 
me five minutes. 

Mr. MEYER. I prefer to go on with my remarks. 

a. The gentleman from Louisiana declines 
to yield. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As my colleague [Mr. FITHIAN] 
has spoken of the condition of affairs in Illinois—his State and 
mine —I appeal to the gentleman from Louisiana that he allow 


me, just at this point while the matter is fresh, to state what I | 


understand the fact to be. 

Mr. PICKLER and others. That is right. 

Mr. MEYER. I shall be very glad to yield to the gentleman 
re ee little later; I shall finish my remarks in a few 
minutes. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 


tend the gentleman's time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] must understand that the gentleman from Louisiana de- 
clines to yield, and is entitled to proceed without interruption. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me put it in this way—— 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is notin order. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I merely ask unanimous con- 
sent—— 

Mr.MEYER. [yield to the gentleman from Illinois for a 
question. 


The right time to speak about a | 
matter is when it is “‘on;” and the House, I am sure, will ex- | 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman from Louisiana is 
so fair that under the guise of a question, I would not impose 
upon him by making even a brief speech. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman from Louisiana yield? 

Mr. MEYER. No, sir; I regret that I can not yield at this 
moment; I will when I shall have finished my remarks. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. How much time is to be had on this 
matter? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom Louisiana is entitled 
to twenty minutes more. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I ask unanimous consent that 
his time be extended ten minutes. 

Mr. FITHIAN. IL object to any extension of time. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. My friend makes his charges, and 
then seeks to avoid an answer. 

Mr.FITHIAN. No, sir; notatall. But we are proceeding inthe 


morning hour, and it expires at fifteen minutes after 2 o'clock. 
Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield, and ask for 
order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 
gentleman from Louisiana is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, there is no member of the 
House who has a higher admiration or a higher regard for the 
patriotism and integrity of the State of Illinois than I have. 
Mr. MORGAN. And the governor. [Laughter.] 
Mr. MEYER. In all of the conditions in which she has been 
placed the people of that State have been true to every duty 
| that can be required of patriotic and free citizens. But I take 

occasion to refer to the remark of the gentleman from Illinois 
| [Mr. FITHTAN], and say in response, that whether true or not— 

and, in my judgment, it is true—there prevails a well-founded 
| belief in the minds of many people here and in this country that 
| the governor of Illinois did not rise equal to the occasion or the 
| emergency which confronted him and his State. [Applause.] 
| And for that reason, and also because he was exercising an un- 
| doubted constitutional right, the country ratified and approved 
the act of the President of the United States in maintaining or- 
der and in acting jin conformity with the Constitution and the 
laws of the country as they had been engrafted on our statute 
books in the past. [Applause.] 

Mr. FITHIAN. There is no ground for any such belief; no 
ground for Sere ae such belief as that. 

Mr. MEYER. But, Mr. Chairman, to continue, it took some 
days to put even so small a body as 2,000 men at Chicago, while 
1,000 men were all that could be spared for Sacramento. These 
examples teach us that, with our vast distances to overcome 
and numerous — necessary to be guarded, we might be in 
great danger of being overwhelmed at a given point by such a 
power as Great Britain, Germany, or France. Our seacoast is 
menaced by such powerful fortresses and bases of operation for 
fleets and armies as Vancouver, Halifax, and Bermuda. They 
have been well compared to a man pointing a pistol at our 
breast. It is obvious, sir, that our regular force would not be 
sufficient for such an emergency as war. Ifa serious question 
were to arise with a great saval and military power like Great 
Britain, the American people would have to submit to unjust 
demands and dishonoring aggressions, or to embrace the alter- 
native of a war for which we would be unprepared. It is idle 
to shut our eyes to this truth, painful as it may be. The money 
that might have gone to building up a powerful navy and other 
means of national defense has been devoted to other objects. 

The wonderful exhibition of American prowess on a large 
scale in the late civil war has led many to believe that the work 
of putting an army in the field sufficient for all purposes would 
be an easy task. [tis thus that a feeling of security has been 
imparted to our people which is not warranted by the actual 
facts of oursituation. The time was when a million of seasoned 
troops, disbanded in 1865, were still available for national de- 
fense, but long years have passed since then and the soldiers of 


The 


the civil war are rapidl — away. Other are advanced in 
life, with impaired health and unable to stand the hardship: of 
thecamp. Fewindeed comparatively would now be available for 


actual service. Other reasoners have rashly concluded that the 
| civil war demonstrated that good troops could be improvised, 
and that what was done then can be done again. Sir, that war 
demonstrated just the contrary, as all wars have done. 

The American, like the Frenchman, is quick in learning the 
| profession of arms, but both and all classes of soldiers require 
time, instruction, and something of actual service to make re- 
liable troops. If we are to supplement our regulars by an or- 
ganized militia, that militia must be well drilled and disciplined 
and accustomed to camp life and to act in bodies, or the force 
will be to usin the hour of triala broken reed. Give them arms, 





instruction, camp life, and the march, and they will be efficient 
for the great and necessary purpose of national defense. 

Again, sir, there are many persons who, not stopping to note 
the lessons of history, imagine that before war can come upon 
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us, there will be some preliminary warning and fair time given 
us in order togetready. Vain expectation! History is full of 
contrary examples. Many of the bloodiest wars of modern 
times have been sprung suddenly. The example of the Franco- 
Prussian war is fresh in our recollection. Every nation with an 
organized and powerful foree, whether land or nawal, is always 
on the alert to strike the first blow, if war must come. It is a 
word and a blow, and very often the blow precedes the word. 
Thus we witness the painful endeavors of the nation thus taken 
at a disadvantage to catch up with its adversary in military 
preparation and supply, but itis very hard to make up for lost 
time and deficient preparation in war. There is not a great 
soldier, living or dead, whose teaching does not confirm this 
statement. 

But, sir, recent events have demonstrated that there are 
other occasions, and very numerous ones, in which the presence 
of a citizen soldiery is indispensable to preserve law and order. 
In the case of mobs and outbreaks against Federal or State 
authority, or both, it is of the highest importance to have a 
steady and firm eitizen soldiery to support the constituted 
authorities and restore order. In the late unfortunate conftict 
the great transportation system of the eountry, soi to 
its business, happiness, and safety, was interrupted in a number 
of States and Teorteavina, extending from Ohio, Indiana, and 
Illinois to the Pacific coast, and em a large number of 
trunk lines of railroad and large cities with man inter- 
ests. 
should be quelled by State troops and by the State militia act- 
ing under State authority. The valuable services rendered by 
State troops in this and in former emergencies must not be for- 

otten. 

° It is on this force, so often tried and employed of late years, 
that the State and local autherities must in the main 
for the maintenance ef the law and order are the right- 
ful inheritance of all the people of the land. In a great number 
of maveeane eer ae — citizen lers ee 
sponde ompitly to the.call o proper authority, in 
saintalainn w.. In an excellent — delivered by Mr. 
Cutting in the House on the 12th of January, 1893, there is 
appended a most valuable table,showing the active service al 
formed by the State militia from I870 tothe present time. e 
showing is a most striking one, and deserves to be studied. It 
embraces nearly all the States and Territories of the Union. 

In the same carefully prepared speech there is an account ef 
the many wars begun in modern times without any declaration 
of hostilities. It appears from this interesting recital that, 
while there were ten wars by.a declaration of war, 


there were one hundred and seven in which thisformality was dis- | 


pensed with. These medern wars, it.is well said, are shortand 
sharp. The Franco-German war occ only forty-nine days 
up to the decisive victory of Sedan, which France lay at 
the merey of the conqueror. The war of 1866 between Austria 
and Germany occ just seventeen days prior tothe decisive 
struggle at aon And this is what we may expect.as a rule 
hereafter. In any event, by timely preparation for defense, we 
shall be able te escape great calamities and much suffering at 
the outset if unfortunately we shall be involved in war. 

And now, sir, it is obvious that we have before us the alter- 
natives of going on with wholly inadequate preparation for for- 
eign war, tating submission -on our part ic injustice.and 
aggression from streng governments or an to.arms, with 
the certain knowledge that our Pane grees for war 
and that we are not prepared. If this is. ry to,gentle- 
men who profess to have the national honor and interests at 
heart, then it may be, in their minds, some excuse or palliation 


It is mugh to be preferred that these c vl disorders 
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for doing pei But.our plan is to take now a moderate and 
gradual step in the nature of greater preparation for the dread 
contingency which has happened in the past, and which mo 
happen. again any day when we least expectit. I feel assured 
sir, that the sentiment of the country will, regardless of part) 
divisions, indorse and demand the policy embodied in the pro 
posed bill. 

We haveenough soldiers in our regular Army— supplemented 
as itis, by the national guard of the respective States, whose 
numbers, over 100,000 men embracing all arms of the servic; 
infantry, cavalry,and artillery—form an ample reserve for eme; 
gencies. Thereis much Stateand national pride in their standin, 
and efficiency; they are well drilled, disciplined. and equipp i 

Besides these, the reserve militia would afford nearly })). 
000,000 men liable to military duty, whowould be ready for 

atriotic call. The strong military spirit of our peoplo need 

ut little. stimulus to maintain the efficiency for prompt service, 
With the States amply prepared, we need no costly standine 
armies as in Europe, drawing, like an octopus, upon the 
stance and the fruitsa-of the labor of our toiling masses. 

It is our duty to aid by legislation this most import.n 
meni .n.our State and national life. Our young men are cnt! 
siastic everywhere in the preparation for any peril likely 
arise. ‘True, no war is imminent; we are at rans with all t! 
world; the horizon isagain clear, but it isneedless to insist upon 
the duty to for all possible conflict. It is only by main 
taining efficient.organizations that we can achieve the devree | 
security essential to the happiness.of our communities. 

The national guard of our various States affords the se 
and safaguard we require. 

Weil. do. remember a.speciacle, scaree more than five 
sinee, Which illustrated its capabilities. Within less than forty- 
eight.hours there were concentrated in the great metropolis 0! 
our country, more than fifty thousand men,.a nificent array 
thatcame Lonamaieait the States:of our Union, frem the Nort! 
and the South, the East and the West, to commemorate the cen- 
tennial anniversary of our Government’s founding. As the) 
marchedin soldierly tread, their helmets glistening in the noon 
day sun, amidst.the ebecersand plaudits of the throng that lined 
the broad:avenues for miles, our hearts swelled with pride ind 
emotion under the inspiration of the scene. 

Tosome this eens havescemed a mere holiday seiy- 
ice-or “Sunday iering,” but to the more thoughtful it had: 

+, grander significance. Here were gathered the soldic:- 
. national guardof the sovereign States, showing by its fore 
ite great. possibilities, the embodiment.of the nation’s patviot- 
ism, to whom, when in danger, the Government must turn fo 
against domestic strife or foreign foe. The cheer: 
greeted them were not so much for their gallant array o 
that joyous march,,as because all felt that the hearts that melted 
under the imfluence of the bright eyes that shot them their 
glances at every step would become as hearts of oak and their 
pliant sinews as of steel whenever their country’s safety shoul’ 
require their wilhing services. 
Such.a bedy. so noble a phalanx, should not be denied its en- 
| couragements. They are our walls, our casements, and our for- 
tresses in times of danger, for they constitute a State— 
Men, high-minded wae: 2 * 
Men who their duties know, 


But know tiretr rights, and knowing dare maintain 
* : * * * 4 


These constitute a State * 
[ Applause. ] ; 
I append atable, giving an abstract.of the militia of the United 
States. 


APPENDIX. 
Abstract of the militia porceos the United States according lo the latest returns received at the office of the Adjutant-General, United States Army, for the 
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68 
1,013 | 
791 | 1,141 
New Jersey: 
Generals and generai staff 


Light battery 
Infantry ..... 2, 912 | 
Total ... eet biilantitieictipe inten vinretee 3,010 | 3, 626 | 


* Not reported. 
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Generals and general staff ..........- 5 | ee ee |--s--225- | | J-o------5-| a ee el 72 
Cavalry . ....--.----------+-----0-+---- 0022-22) ------- w-n|eeeneeeeee} 6 | 6 | 15 1} 89 105 | 111 
TAGE DACCOTICS .... 220 conc cc cwee cone nonce cece] anne cnce|oe coos ccoe|---nccecce 22 22 72 | 8 | 287 | 367 | 3x9 
Ere tut hie sacl pedkadebbregnavneslanetcarn ia iotaie 206 420 626 2, 055 | 305 9, 157 11, 517 12, 143 
Signal COPPs . .. 2.2. 22.0 cnc wcee cans cccececees sears en penensnnoein ares eine | 5 5 BD fnccscscees 59 | 84 89 oe 
Total . .. 22-22 -ne cece oo - cece savececceeceee | 5 73 | : 453 737 2, 167 314| 9,592 | 12, 073 12, 810 650, 000 
North Carolina: | ee aye ee, ae 
Generals and Srnpess WUE vpabbadivesvigtuand 2 28 fonnnssnceafonennn nese ee. eae ae ae Se oe ee re 
ET Sintieve-neeascn0 eae 
IMfAMtEY - - - .--- conn -- ene oe oon oe een n nen eelnoweence -| B Gae Beseseseseen 
Naval battalion aofe- 171 - 
a ins cong au cpasiieaaninaen 1, 782 235, 000 
North Dakota: 
SE UNE « dwanvcaqenesucet cane nenepscesebelsesocouss | 3 |. 
eee WkpshassGetdheauce st ctor nececcasencusn : 7 
IEE vccstacascye devisees vec: grnccase Baill ata etiela  a Sil Le caaa! 9 
In antry OOS CL OS OSs SO ESSe CO SOEs CO0e CEOS ES SESE 9 24 3 72 1 °34 | 317 359 |. 
Total ..........--- 222-222-220 02 ee ee ee ee eee [eno oe 13 34 os 50 | 98 | 14 | 3171 44291 #44791  # 40.500 
onto: ’ , : ae atk ee a. =e a 
General and general staff.........---------- 1 17 |.--.---2--]-+-------- DD has wicninings Sila wasisign Reivestiraiemaa t raiks wea 18 | 
a oes swt aaley occs Cingloncacacnan 9 9 20 | 4 | 57 | 81 90 |. 
Light batteries ...............---2------+-200]---- 00 Basti 16 2 45 104 | 33| 846 483 523 |. : 
Infantry ...-.------------------- +--+ ++ +++ eee) -------- EES | 117 241 358 | 932 263 3. 722 5, 017 5. 375 | : 
Hospital and ambulance corps.............-|--.-22.2]2000 12221] ---------- = bch abaaan Lasobetinees 114 114  ) eee 
EER ten nt aTe=aretenupsesens <sonscence : 17 | 133 79 430 | 1,056 | 400| 4,230; 5, 695 | us| en ), 000 
Oregon: ee ee ae | ee eT } | Pe oe Fe ee 
General and general staff. _................. 1 ASS, ae WE 25k dd on eee ts Ts: 14 | 
Cavalry ....-------------- 200+ ---- ~~ 2-2 eee nen] enn een e nee ee eeenl owen eee eee 6 6 | 23 4| 73 100 106 | 
Light battery ....-..-..-----.---------- wotee|enennnee|eeweeeenwn|ennene 4 4 | 11 2 29 42 46 | 
Infantry ---..-------------------+-02--00--0-- | ware enee|enee------ 2 67 96 | 241 56 1, 016 | 1,313 1, 409 
heidldmandienid sindspalea di eneniileapeestipt cams linia +———_— nen an 
Total....... ween ccance cs cece cose sccccsneee hae 13 29 7 12 275 | 62 1,118 1, 455 1, 575 | 44, 444 
Pennsylvania: —— ee ; =| = —— - | sao 
Generals and general staff.................. | 64 238 ei 123 187 |...... s 
Cavalry .......---------------++---- 15 42 6 130 | 178 193 |.... 
Light batteries } 18 42 5 183 | 230 248 | ° 
ERTRMUEY «22 odeo- --2 cnn een on enna nee none nn enloeee eens 564 1, 732 266 5, 225 | 7, 223 7, 787 | : 
IN ico nds case cces cocccencce acai 19 29 1 150 180 199 | 
j | 
|—— ae |\—-—_-~ heidi a 
ROUEE peas wk sawensseees seccecsss-cecsceeseees 680 | A, ee 373 __ 5,688 | 7, 934 | 8, 614 | 790, 451 
Rhode Island: Ps ee ieee _— tT = 
Generals and general staff _................- | 25 | See ‘| 4 5 | 30 
Cavalry - Tt cereetc pees a0 ncn tenes tune wk 13 22 5 | oo 
Artillery (heavy) ‘ 2 345 | 
Light batteries......... | a 
>. oc ecwtcdecbuelecse'cacs 792 | 
ere, aCe 110 | 
eine cd ouccse'venes -sicdiaces 4,476 | 130,566 
South Carolina: | | | “ . 
ee at peiuiekbishelteeu dbela 7 i ee BF | 20a 2 nnnelooce----- piabtahiswtddahpen 8&7 
ese. ae eked 1, 035 | 1, 375 1, 544 | 
Light eee 418 427 431 | 
SREROEY css... 2, 426 | 3, 047 | 3, 378 
Total .......... 3,879; 4,849| 5,440 ss | 
South Dakota: it Meats | 
Sl cM RT oS la a 23 | 
Light battery........... 34 | 43 46 
Ne cneccecenceuce 423 | 643 | 710 
ES eee 457° 686 79| «32, 189 
Tennessee: ke | =) ae g 
CTE ee ee ee ee eS oi 16 
ans, . ce cksddicsceks fiecnconefusadvaaawe 90 | 104 111 
i. asin cnecidninudéasacdulsiecadeniéuecenaine gg2 | 1, 029 | 1, 096 
ee. 5. iv cousins baeed sunvedneleawabmbadl 409 | 529 | 571 
MG cecei ‘3 1, 391 | ~ a | £ 74 169, 000 
Texas: a ‘| a) eT eer rede 
Generals and DONE. 6. scctundseiescte eces -| 6 45 
eg in lees 299 | 3&3 420 
alana ata 98 | 128 144 
er occ .nneseurcntecnbclereuaseslecenneceus 2 | 1, 497 | 1,990 2,175 
PM Neen needed novncoen n+ anne —nenraee | 1,804|  2,807| 2,784 | 300,000 
Vermont: Skee Sau. 
General and general staff.............-. 2 s acdahcnercaiglh cet 2 bc acne 
Artillery (heavy)..................- 38 46 49 
RN ha as ce cncb vavwseealoont 57 72 80 Sale 
Aa: coca. .-c-0-napra-o-e-eclooeseses 456 545 GB f.ccasnians 
EE OTe eee ae 705 | 734 | 44, 164 








* Not reported, 


+ Not classified. 
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Abstract of the militia force of the United States, ctc., for the year 1893—Continued. 


] Organized strength. 
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+ ----- ——-- -— - ——-— — - —_.. |Number of 
Commissioned officers, Enlisted men. —_— avail. 
States and Territories. “ ee ee eed weer Santi 
, Regi- Noncorn-| Agere: | sity 
Gener-| General} mental,| Com- Total | mis- Musi- Pri- Total. | gate. - 
als. staff. ifield,and| pany. * | sloned | cians. | vates. | ee 
staff. officers. 
« eee ie IN aaa a \ 
| j | ; 
TERRITORIES—continued. | | 
Virginia: | 
General and general staff...................! j ee 10 
a a a 216 | 204 | 326 
Light battery.............- cantiitaleaetiiin sting neal 140 | 196 if 
Infantry dp nepadenbassvoaguaeieerbntensas 1,899 | », 484 669 
SD a | = 

Total ientninintntihiniawe é coum cnahiiiditin didn ° 255 | > 974 | 3, 221 

Washington: ce eh a 
Generals.and general staff.................- eh | 34 
a a Bs lias el Mn arti 180 | 248 85 
GION liken swiss vo erus 966 | 1, 322 | 1, 408 
eter eidndsnbtnineneppeietia 1, 146 1,570 | 1,702 


West Virginia: 
General and general staff.........-. 
infantry picdahnencian domaine 


Total .. 


Wisconsin: 
| ae ee 
Oavaley .ccace : 

[J ~<cthbenidbananmeens 

ST RGis Cetths Geter duis sicmennces 









Total. ... 





2, 412 
















Wyoming: 
lla iirecininnnncontancdaimmenaanspieed 
EE itinihan svbbatithinarcerniiineanensnaiill 
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, 589 8, 
eS 


’ 
a7 46 
Aggregate State'militia .................. 


TERRITORIES. 


oe eS CEwe oe Seer an «oes ce cceceesecese 





Alaska? ...... 









Arizona: 
General staff....... petegasiudl 
SOOT nbc ccccceces 


ila nd cite tee aiaiblie tas a om enirisintons 






New Mexico: 

eee 
PT stilt an nconeibghihienne bh 
Total .... 
Oklahoma? __.. 


eee ee 






























Aggregate Territories ................ 
District of Columbia: 





General and general staff........... Bk ie al aie 8 che) SE Se king A Deities 
ice eR acentE ln eet bee adh l tien dm acedddeaaaloa mene 
a Ni a ae 


4 


















} 
| 
I hihadssicakebitbtennnscns sty 135 | 20, 15/ 1,123 1, 428 | 1,563) 4 
278 | 19,920| 3,968! 78,026 102,912) 112,190) 4,223.9 
' } 











Grand aggregate ..........................} 


* Not reported. + No organized militia. 
GEO. D. RUGGLES, Adjutan/ 





ADJUTAND-GENERAL'S Orrick, Washington, D. C., February 2, 1894. 
r Mr, DUNN was recognized. a codificatzon, substantially, of existing law, and therefore | be 
f Mr. CANNON of Iilinois. How much time has the gentle- | lieve it to be wise and shall vote for it. I would not have salt 
eg man from Louisiana remaining? anything were it not that my colleague from Hlinois {Mr. PIT! 
3 The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has seven minutes of his | LAN], speaking of the late troubles in the State of Illinois - 
e time remaining. the city of Chicago, did not put the action of the President 0 
if Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I ask the gentleman to yield me | the United States, in my opinion, upon the true ground. He 
‘i that time. takes the position that the governor of the State of I\linols had 
= Mr. MEYER. Certainly. I will yield five minutes of the | power to enforce the law, and that having that power ie had 
i. time to the tleman from Mlinois [Mr. CANNON]. the will to exercise it, and was-enforcing the law; that the P - 
Mr. VITHIAN. Has not the gentieman from Louisiana ex- | dent of the United States was an interloper in the teeth 0 " 
the hour? law when he sent the Federal troops into that State. 


TheCHAIRMAN. He has not. The gentleman has seven I will say, in reply to the gentleman from Illinois, that 1n i 
minutes ene. enforcement of a State law the governor has plenary power, 2n® 
Mr. DUNN. I thought the time had expired. the President.can not interfere excepton the request of the gor 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, in the five minutes | ernoror of the State Legislature. But in the case in — 
to me by the gentleman from Louisiana can not under- | the process of the Federal courts was openly and notorious!y 

to discuss the provisions of this bill. I understand it tobe | defied: the civil officers of the United States were powerle’s 
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enforce the laws of the United States; commerce among the 
States ceased—was prevented by mob force; arsonand mob force 
ruled supreme in the county of Cook, and the laws of the United 
States were nullified and as powerless as if they did notexist. The 
President of the United States, having jurisdiction to enforce 
the laws of the United States anywhere in our boundaries, reached 
out and performed his sworn duty; and in the performance of 
that duty it was not in the power of the ae of the city of 
Chicago or the governor of the State of Illinois to stand in the 
way, and he kept his oath when he enforced the laws of the 
United States, as it was his duty to do. : 

Republican as I am, Mr. Chairman, I indorse the action of the 
President in the ses. Republican Presidents in former 
administrations have enforced the laws of the United States, and 
the people of this country took it as a matter of course. And 
when this Democratic President, keeping his oath, against the 

rotest of the Democratic governor of the State of Illinois, en- 
foscad the laws of the United States, he but did his duty, and 
secured the cordial indorsement of the great mass of the people 
of the United States of all parties. However we may diifer as 
to party politics, ‘‘the enforcement of the laws” should be the 
shibboleth for all the people. Pa . 

And let me say to my colleague from the State of Ilincis, this 
coming fall, if he wants to make the question in our State of 
sustaining the action or nonaction of the governor of the State 
and the mayor of Chicago atthe crucial period a party ques- 
tion, well and good. He can do it, and he will find me and he 
will find the Republican party indorsing the action of the Presi- 
dent of the United States in the performance of his sworn duty 
and condemning the unpatriotic course of the governor of the 
State of Illinois. (Apetenns on the Republican side. | 

Mr. FITHIAN. r. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] should take advantage of the time yielded tohim 
by the gentleman from Louisiana to make a political speech I 
am not atall surprised, but that the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. MEYER] should support a measure of this kind is more than 
asurprise tome. Iam aware that.almost every service of the 
United States has its organization, floating somewhere around 
the corridors, looking after some advantage that they may gain 
out of the public Treasury. 

I know that the military organization of this city, which is 
back of this measure, means to saddle one.of its members upon 
each State in this Union at the expense of the Government; and 
[know that they want to furnish from the General Government 
the arms by which the militia are to be armed; and I know that 
once the Generai Governmentarms the militia of a State, it be- 
comes a servant of the central power, that which was never in- 
tended by the framers of the Constitution. 

Mr. B of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DUNN. Yes. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Are you not aware that the 
United States Government furnishes these thi to the entire 
extent required by this bill—that it pays $400,000 for the pur- 
pose of furnishing arms to the militia 

Mr. DUNN. Iam fully aware of that,as lam aware alsothat 
the United States Government has protected certain industries 
to the injury of other industries, thereby violating the Consti- 
tution. applause.] I do not care what your precedent is; 
Tam as you it is wrong; that the General Government 
is undertaking to grasp a power reserved to the States and car 
rying it to the Fed power. i want members of this House 
to look at what this bill means. 

It means this, if it means anything—that each State in the 
Union and each Territory s have a military officer of the 
United States quartered upon it with not only such pay as 
now allowed to the rank of that officer, but it the in- 
ference that in the State on which that officer shall be saddled 
he shall have an ne ee and everything else that 
is now supplied by the G Government su to him by 
the State. ng Se a meg hoy ts militia, and 
when the war was d upon this Uni 
State in it that more faithfully and more numerously 
in proportion to its population than did the State of New Jersey. 
We do not want any Federal officers for the training of our mi- 
litia. We only want the United States to have what the Con- 
stitution gives it—that is the to regulate the militia 
when in the service of the United States Govermment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
One questicn? 

Mr. DUNN. Cer 


tainly. 
Mr. BA : 26.23 
hon tae RTLETT. Why does your State, then, a 


Government for the use of Lit railitia 
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Mr. DUNN. I donot care what New Jersey does. [ do not 
know what it does. If itis wrong I will not indorse it. It is 
not right to do it. I know that every lame duck that wants 
some benevolence, whether it is a State, a Territory, or an 
individual, comes down here jo Congress for it; and it seems to 
be a hospital for lame ducks generaily, judging by the num- 
ber of pension claims that is passed by this body. [Laughter 
and applause.| Every fellow who thinks he wants something 
simply comes down here and is backed up by some power behind 
the throne to rob the General Government. 

There is, as I said before, hardly any service of the Gov- 
ernment, or that has not an office here, which is not engaged in 
this business; and now to advance private interests, because 
New Jersey receives $6,000 or $600,000 under a provision of law 
enacted clearly outside of the intents and purposesof the Con 
stitution, is no reason why we should go still further and impose 
upon the General Government an expenditure of $400,000, which 
will only be a drop in the bucket compared to what we will have 
to pay if this bill is enacted. 

Besides that, Mr. Chairman, I want to read you what the Con- 
stitution says upon that particular subject. [ suppose you are 
familiar with it, and it is not necessary to call attention to it: 
but it is evident that there are some members whose knowledge 
of that instrument is rather musty. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Before the gentleman enters upon that, 
will he allow me to ask him one question? 

Mr. DUNN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Youhave spoken of the participation of the 
militia of New Jersey in the war of the rebellion. Was there » 
single organization of the militia of New Jersey that as suc} 
participated in the war of the rebellion? 

Mr. DUNN. Why, my dear friend, what age have you been 
living in? The First and Second New Jersey Militia partici- 


pated. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I assert that the contributions of the New 
Jersey militia to the Army that put down the rebellion were xb 
solutely inconsiderable—that it was the volunteers and other 
such organizations that participated. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairmano,I ean not yield to the gentleman 
to make a political speech. The man who says that New Jerse, 
didnotdo its part and much more than its part as compared with 
other States is utopian. 

I say at the time the Constitution was framed we were under 
a Federal system. The people were jealous of the power they 
granted at that time in the Constitution. They surrounded that 
instrument with every safeguard known to the great minds who 
framed it, and what.did they say when they formed the Consti 
tution, in relation to the militia? 

Paragraph 16, section 8, says: 

To provide for organizing, arming, and disciplining the militia and for go\ 


— such part of them as may be employed in the service of the United 
tates. 


And while in the service of the United States might be added 
to put contention outside of dispute, though that is the clear 
meaning of the word. 

And again it repeats: 

The President. shall be commander-in-chief of the Army and Nayy of tir 
United States, and of the militia of the several States when called into ac 
tual service of the United States. 

Now, here was the peint at which the safeguards were thrown 
around the States and their militia. Nowhere is the Genera! 
Government allowed to mterfere with the militia of the States 
except for the purpose of giving such instructions, and arming 
them when in theservice of the United States. Thereisno pre- 
tense anywhere that the Constitution ever gave the right to this 
Congress to arm the militia of the States within the States in 
time of peace at the expense of the General Government, or to 
send representatives of the General Government into the States 
to train their militia; and whenever you enact such a law you 
depart from the clear principles of the Constitution; and as one 
of the lovers of my country and of its institutions I must lift my 
voice in protest whenever any attempt of that kind is made. 

It may be said that this is only a little infringement of the 
Constitution, but St. Paul says: He thatcontemneth small things 
shall fall by little and by little; and by little and by little you 
and I, gentlemen, have seen Federal laws enacted to interfere 
with the rights of the States in their elections. We were all 
pledged to repeal those Federal laws because they were an in- 
terference with the rights of the people in the States, and the 
man who attempts now tofasten upon the States sucha measure 
as this goes even a step further, because he makes the militia of 
the State the servants of the General Government, so that when- 
ever a tyrant gets into the Presidential chair and the militia of 
the States are organized with an officer of the General Govern- 
ment as their trainer in each State, it will be an easy matter for 
him to transfer the power of the State intoan engine of 
sion and tyranny, or upon which he could ride to @ throne, 
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Now, let me goa step further. I am satisfied that even my 

friend from Illinois [Mr. CA if he had read this bill, would 
have manifested as violent opposition to it as I have done; that 
is, if he has any regard for the Constitution. 
In this bill there is a grant of $400,000 from the General Gov- 
ernment to be divided among the States. I fail to find that a 
single State has asked for this. The sum of 86,000, or $50,000, 
the portion which you say New Jersey might get under this 
bill, would be only a drop in the bucket compared with what we 
ens to maintain as good a militia as there is in any State in 
the Union. And New Jersey is too proud to ask that wrong may 
be done that it might become a pay mye 8 in crime. 

It would not amount to a drop in the bucket in the State of 
New York, which spends more than a million to maintain as 
good a militia as there is anywhere. No, gentlemen, we must 
not depart from the landmarks of the fathers. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. DUNN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is not the gentleman aware that from 1808 
until 1887 the National Government appropriated annually for 
this purpose $200,000? In 1887 the appropriation was increased 
to $100,000, and for the next fiscal year $400,000 has been ap- 
propriated. 

r. DUNN. Iam fully aware of that. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then there is nothing novel in that phase 
of this bill. 

Mr. DUNN. There is nothing particularly novel except the 
fact that you furnish the several States with arms, and furnish 
an officer to take control of those arms in the hands of the State 
militia, and only one step further is necessary in order to build up 
atyrant in the White House, a man who, having the opportunity 
and the desire, will have at his hand the power to command 
your State militia to crush your liberties. 

Mr. REED. Do you think he will command them as thor- 
oughly as he does the House conferees on the tariff bill? [Laugh- 
ter. 

hie. DUNN. I make no allusion to him. He is able to take 
care of himself. 

Mr. REED. And of you fellows too. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DUNN. Yes; and of you, too. By and by he will show 
you what he can do. I had no reference to the honorable gen- 
tleman who now occupies the White House. He is too much of 
an American, too much of a gentleman, too much of a states- 
man to ever pass beyond the barrier of constitutional restric- 
tion; but if he ever should attempt to go beyond that boundary 
as it was established by the fathers, you wi 
sail him more bitterly than I will for the attempt. 

Mr. Chairman, since I have been a member of this House I 
have discovered that there is a disposition to make our Treas- 
ury a hospital for lame ducks of every kind and character; the 
lame and the lazy of every class of public servants are aiming 
for that end; every pretense is urged by the applicants for pub- 
lic benevolence. 

This Government is not a benevolent institution to take care 
of such characters, though action is sometimes taken that would 
indicate that view of it. There is hardly a service under the 
Government that hasonot its organization the first purpose of 
which is to overreach the people through their representatives 
for the benefit of their own particular service. 

The military service is evidently no exception to this rule, as 
this bill abundantly proves. Its meaning is to find soft ‘‘snaps” 
for about a military men to be distributed among the States 
and Territories under the alluring pretense of training the mi- 
litia of the States and Territories. 

I am a friend of the militaryin their places. They area body 
of men of whom the country should feel proud, but I am a still 
greater friend of the Constitution of my country and am opposed 
to its infringement even in the slightest degree. By little and 
by little is liberty stolen. 

The people of the States should be allowed to do for them- 
selves that which is clearly within their province, and there is 
— clearly guarded right than that of training their own 
militia. 

How much time have I remaining, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has ten minutes. 

Mr. DUNN. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. FrTHIAN]. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Chairman, I am not surprised at all at 
the attitude which my colleague (Mr. CANNON] has taken in re- 
gard to sending Federal troops into the State of Illinois during 
the Chicago strike. He is only defending what has been Re- 
Seppe policy and Republican doctrine ever since the Repub- 

ican party was o , and in doing so he is opposing the 
express doctrine of the Democratic — , the doctrine which 
the Democratic party has always m talned, the idea of local 
self-government. 
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Mr. HEPBURN, Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. FITHIAN. Ihave nct time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Only asingle question. 
to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. FITHIAN. I have no time toyield; I have only ten min. 


I wanted simply 


utes. 
Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman will not yield. Well, tha; 


8 wise. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Chairman, in the last national Demo 
cratic convention we declared that— 

The need of a return to those fundamental prcaeyies of free popular goy 
ernment, based on home rule and individual liberty, was never more urvent 
than now, when the tendency to centralize all power at the Federal capita) 
has become a menace to the reserved rights of the States, and strikes at the 
very roots of our Government under the Constitution as framed by 
fathers of the Republic. ; 

So that I am glad to know that when it becomes necessary to 
defend the President of the United States against Democratic 
doctrine, that defense has to come from the other side of the 
House. 

The gentleman says that the governor of the State of [Illinois 
made no attempt to maintain the peace of the State. I want to 
call his attention to the fact that from the first governor of the 
State of Illinois to the last there was never a precedent set of a 
governor sending troops into a community without first being 
called upon by the sheriff of the county or the mayor of the city 
at the seat of trouble. : 
(Governor Altgeld was only following the precedents that had 
been established by every governor, both Democraticand Repub- 
lican; and up to the time Federal troops were ordered by the P resi- 
dent into the State of Illinois neither the mayor of Chicago nor 
the sheriff of Cook County had called upon the governor for a 
single soldier to assist in keeping the peace. And as soon as 
that demand was made upon the governor of Lllinois troops were 
sent immediately bv his order. 

I want to say to the House that the great State of Illinois is 
capable of taking care of itself. We have an organized State 
militia large enough to cope with any riot that may occur within 
the State. I want to say further that the governor of Illinois, 
as the commander of the State militia, stands ready and will- 
ing, whenever the necessity demands and whenever called upon 
by the constituted authorities, to send the militia of the State 
to the seat of trouble to suppress all riot andinsurrection within 
the State. 

Sir, if the organized companies of militia at any time were 
found to be insufficient, on the request of the governor of [Ili- 
nois for volunteers, if necessary a hundred thousand—yea, two 
hundred thousand—patriotic citizens of Illinois would respond 
to his call to protect the peace and maintain the dignity of that 
great State. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I love peace 
and good order as well as any man, but I love the Constitution 
and the laws of my-country, and I deprecate the violation of 
the Constitution and the laws by the President, or by anybody 


the 


else. 

Sir, thischargeso repeatedly unjustly madeand made, too, with- 
out any foundation, that the governor of the State of Illinois had 
been derelict in the discharge of his duty is an untruth, uttered 
with malice and uttered with a total disregard of the truth. 
Sir, at the time of the coal strike companiesof militia were sent 
at once into every county in which there was trouble, upon the 
request of the sheriff of the county or the mayor of the city 
where the trouble existed. Where it was not deemed necessary 
by the local authorities that troops should be sent, arms and 
munitions were sent to the sheriffs for the purpose of aiding in 
keeping the peace and protecting property. 

I desire to say that from the foundation of this Government t 
the present time no Democratic Presidentever flew in the face 0! 
the Constitution and in defiance of Democratic doctrine by 10 
vading a State with Federal troops without the request and de 
mand of the constituted authorities of the State and over the 
protest of the governor of the State. 

It may be said that this is not good Democratic doctrine now. 
It was good Democratic doctrine in 1892 when the Chicago con- 
vention made the platform upon which President Cleveland was 
elected, and upon which a large majority of the members!\!p ©! 
this House was elected. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

The CHAIRMAN. Themorning hour hasexpired. The Com 
mittee of the Whole will now rise. ; 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. RICHARDSON 0! 
Tennessee having taken the chair as Speaker pro paonpers, Mr. 
OUTHWAITE reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. !'. 
5039) to promote the efficiency of the militia, and had come & 
no resolution thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The morning hour bas expired 
and the Clerk will report the special order which now operate$ 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

That Thursday, the 9th instant, after the morning hour, be assigned to the 
consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Claims in the order 
indicated by said committee. , 

Mr. BUNN. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of bills on the Pri- 
yate Calendar under the special rule. a 

The question being taken, there were, on a division (called for 
by Mr. KILGORE)—ayes 104, noes 2. 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. KILGORE and Mr. BUNN were 


appointed. 
The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 142, 
noes 3. 

So the motion of Mr. BUNN was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, Mr, BAILEy in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole for the purpose of considering bills on the Private Cal- 
endar, under the special order, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk again read the special rule. 


MERRILL DENHAM. 


Mr.BUNN. Icall upfor presentconsideration, under the order 
for to-day, the bill (H.R. 1075) for the relief of Merriil Denham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Merrill Denham, of Madison County, Ky., 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
#8, for seventeen days’ service as storekeeper in the internal-revenue 
service, bogiuateg < anuary 21, 1889, under order of the collector of internal 
revenue of the eighth district of Kentucky. 

Mr. BUNN. I desire to say only that this bill is to pay this 
party for seventeen days’ work that he performed for the Gov- 
ernment before he could take the oath of office. Afterwardshe 
took the oath of office and performed the duties regularly for a 
year or more, and the Department suggests that he should be 
paid the sum which is properly due him for the time that he 
acted before taking the oath, which can not be allowed by the 
Department. s 3 

Mr. BYNUM. How long did this man serve as an officer of 
the Government? 

Mr. BUNN. He served a long time after this date for which 

yment is now asked to be made, and until the distillery was 
discontinued, g year or so. He was appointed, but for seven- 
teen days after his ee although he performed the 
duties of his position, hedid not qualify. This is recommended 
by the Department. 

Mr. BYNUM. Dol understand the gentleman to say that he 
performed the duties before he qualified? 

Mr. BUNN. Yes; absolutely. He was on duty all the time. 
I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MCCREARY]. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, it became 
necessary at the distillery of W. S. Hume & Co., in Madison 
County, Ky., to employ extra revenue officials in the month of 
January, 1889, and the collector of internal revenue required 
theservice of an additional storekeeper. Herecommended the 
appointmentof Merrill Denham for the position of storekeeper; 
and as he was needing the services of a storekeeper at the time, 
Mr. Denham was immediately assigned to duty. It took seven- 
teen days to get the commission from Washington; but in the 
meantime he was discharging the duties of storekeeper all the 
time, and he is entitled to pay for the seventeen days he thus 
served. As he had not secured the commission, however, he 
was not able to secure payment from the Department. 

The collector of internal revenue recommends that he be 
peld, andi the Commissioner of Internal Revenue was willing that 

¢should be paid, but he had no authority to pay him under 
the circumstances. 

He discharged the duties faithfully as a $4 storekeeper before 
the commission arrived, and for more than a year afterwards. 
He is clearly entitled to the compensation. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to propound an interrogatory 
to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. KILGORE. 1 did not understand the name of the bene- 
fciary of this bill. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Merrill Denham. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ithoughtitwassome lady. Well, when was 


the service rendered? 
= McCREARY of Kentucky. In the month of January, 


Mr. KILGORE. This party actually discharged the duty and 
"eceived no compensation for it? 
‘ Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. He actually discharged the 
bet? being placed on duty by the collector of internal revenue 
ore the time he received the commission for seventeen days, 
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and he could not be paid because he had not received his com- 
mission. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, you are paying him $17 a day? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. No; $4 a day for seventeen 
days. Under the law Merrill Denham was not entitled to draw 
pay until he had regularly executed a bond and been assigned 
to duty, but the collector of internal revenue had to stop the 
distillery and thereby cause heavy loss to the distillers and the 
Government or place Merrill Denham on duty immediately. 
The collector of internal revenue states that Denham performed 
his duties faithfully and efficiently, not only for seventeen days 
before his commission was received and for which he has not 
been paid, but for many months thereafter. He is entitled to 
his pay, but the Commissioner could not pay him. Out of the 
abundance which our Government has he should be paid this 
— claim withoutdelay. He has been kept out of itlong enough 

cause the bill could not be reached. Nowthatwe have at last 
reached it, I hw it will pass unanimously. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ithink the House might reject this claim on 
the general principle of law, de minimis non curat lee—the law 
takes no cognizance of small matters. I do not think we ought 
to bring in thi.t sort ofa bill here, and put the whole machinery 
of Government in operation. I would rather pay it myself—ifI 
had the money. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUNN. I move that the bill be laid aside with favorable 
recommendation. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass, 


H. W. M’CONNELL. 


Mr. BUNN. I now call up the bill (H. R. 5368) for the relief 
of H. W. McConnell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to settle with and pay to H. W. McConnell the sum of #28 on ac- 
count of his claim for thatamount, growing out of the robbery of the mails 
between Jacksboro, Tex., and Dallas, Tex.; and to enable the Postmaster- 
General to carry this into effect the sum of 8423 is hereby appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the report be read. 
It is very short and states the facts concisely. 

The report (by Mr. HUTCHESON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5368) for 
the relief of H. W. McConnell, having considered the same, report as follows: 

That McConnell was postmaster at Jacksboro, Tex., in 1883; that he mailed 
a registered package of surplus funds of 8350 on September 6, 1883, to Dallas, 
Tex., the stage containing which was robbed and the peewee lost. Butthe 
committee find that he allowed 84 accumulations of funds, against the re- 
quirements of the postal law, and that of the 8350 only 904 was received dur- 
ing the day of transmittal, and that, therefore, he was guilty of negligence 
as to the loss of all except the 894. We recommend that the sum of 95 be re- 
funded to him. 

They further find that on the 22d of September, 1883, he transmitted $120, 
which was likewise stolen by highwaymen; but that, as before, he had per- 
mitted accumulations, and only #42 of the $120 were received by him on the 
day of transmittal, and for the loss of all of the balance of said sum he was 
clearly responsible for negligence and violation of law. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the words ‘four hundred and 
twenty-eight,” in lines 4 and 5, be stricken out, and that the words ‘“‘ one 
hundred and thirty-six” be substituted therefor, and that as so amended 
the bill do pass. 

Mr. BUNN. I notice that there isa misprint in the report. 
It reads ‘‘ $4 accumulations.” I should be four days’ accumula- 
tions of funds. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is only an error in the report; not 
in the bill. 

Mr. BUNN. That is all. 

Mr. COOMBS. I would like toask the gentleman from North 
Carolina if this postmaster made the loss good to the Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. BUNN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOMBS. Have you any communication from the De- 
partment to that effect? 

Mr. BUNN. Oh, yes; and he asked to be reimbursed. 

Mr. COOMBS. That does not appear in the report. 

Mr. BUNN. We did not print all of the evidence, as it was 
quite full and cumulative, but the proof was that he paid the 
whole loss himself, and we relieve him now only to the extent 
of the loss that he was bound to send by that day’s mail. The 
other accumulations, which were laid over and not sent in time, 
we do not allowcompensation for. 

Mr. COOMBS. As amatter of law isthe Government respon- 
sible for the loss of funds transmitted through the mail? 

Mr. BUNN. Certainly, when they are transmitted in accord- 
ance with the regulations. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from 
North Carolina—I could not hear the report or the bill read 
here, there isso much confusion—is this a loss sustained by 4 
postmaster? 

Mr. BUNN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. And for a burglary? 








8350 


Mr. BUNN. It was the robbery of a mail after it was made 
up and went from his office. 

Mr. KILGORE. The elaim is.$400, andthe committee recom- 
mend a reduction? 

Mr. BUNN. Yes:;in accordance with the statement I bave 


made. 

Mr. KILGORE. The committee charge that he was guilty of 
negligence as to a portion of the loss? 

Mr.BUNN. Yes, sir. 

Lir. KILGORE. Now, if he was guilty of no negligence, can 
not the Department afford him relief? 

Mr. BUNN. They think not. 

Mr. KILGORE. The law is that way, I think. 

Mr. BUNN. We think his relief can only be given by Con- 
gress; and we were so advised by the Department; and we nat- 
urally would take their word. 

Mr. KILGORE. Did you submit this matter to the Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. BUNN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is it nota fact that the law provides that 
where the loss is less than $2,000 the Department can settle it 
with the postmaster; but if loss arises from his neligence then 
there is no hardship in the matter? 

Mr. BUNN. The gentleman is speaking of a case where the 
post-office was burglarized. The gentleman hasnotkept up with 
the law. 

Mr. KILGORE. How much do youallow him at. last? 

Mr. BUNN. One hundred and twenty-nine dollars. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then the loss of that $129 was not caused by 
his neglect at all? 

Mr. BUNN. We.thought not; ibly we were mistaken. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think you likely were; you are generaily 
mistaken. 

Mr. BUNN. 


wise. 

Mr. BYNUM. -Mr. Chairman, we arenot at‘all well-advised 
as to how this less occurred. i-would like to hear the gentie- 
man explain hew:the money was lost, and how the money’ was 
transmitted, and what evidence there is that it was transmitted 
and lost. 

Mr. BUNN. 'Theevidence as tothe carrying of the money 
and its loss-was conclusive. 

Mr. BYNUM. It may have been conclusive to the genile- 
man; but what I would like would be for him to give that evi- 
dence to the House. 

Mr. BUNN. We did not print the evidence in the report be- 
cause it would cost more'to print it than it would'to pay this 
sum. 

Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman can state the substance of it. 

Mr. BUNN. Lhave stated the facts in the matter, but will 
repeat them. The mail was made up in this office to be sent in 
accordance with the law. The stage that carried it was robbed 
and the funds were stolen. 

Mr. BYNUM. Was this:money transmitted simply through 
the mails? 

Mr. BUNN. Why, certainly it was. It was in the jar 
course of transmission of these postal funds, by order of the De- 

tment. It was the only way he could doit. He followed his 
instructions. 

Mr. BYNUM. Is there anyone other than the tmaster 
himself who testifies that this money was transmitten? 

Mr. BUNN. It was proven by all the parties. 

Mr: BYNUM. I do not understand how that could be. 

ae. BUNN. I will yield to the gentleman who made the re- 

port. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. The Postmaster-General and the Sixth 
Auditor had this investigated, and I have their report; but we 
did not print it, because it would be more expensive to do so 
than to pay this ‘sum; but there is no question about the loss. 
The only thing about the whole case which is not in favor of 
the claimant is that there was a portion of the money that he 
had kept too long by two or three days. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will state for the benefit of the gentie- 
man from Indiana that this matter occurred in my district, and 
I am perfectly familiar with it. The point of deposit was at 
Dallas. The mail had to pass 65 miles from.Jacksboro to the 
railroad, and the mail was robbed twice during this time when 
= funds were in the office. There is no question about it at 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendments pro- 
by. the committee. 
The ameniments were to. 
Mr. BUNN. I move that the bill 
ble recommendation. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Lam glad to say that the House has found other- 


be. laid aside with .afavora- 
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JOSEPH HAXTHAUSEN. 
Mr..BUNN: Mr. Chairman, I now call up the bill (H. 1: : 
for the relief of Joseph Haxthausen. . ‘ 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is he 
authorized:and directed, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherw. 


appropriated, to pay to Joseph Haxthausen, of Louisville, Ky., the 
#110, being the amount of special taxes overpaid by him in the yaar 1¢>: 


Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, the report in this mat; 
little lengthy, and I desire to makea brief statement o/ ; 
facts. In the fiscal year commencing with the 30th day of Ay» 
1872, and eading with the lst day of May, 1873, the firm of R 
& Haxthausen paid a special tax amounting to $320, lice 
the entire year. 

Mr. COOMBS. 

Mr. BUNN. As rectifiers of spirits. That was the amoy): 
that the law required them topay. During thatyear Mr. [%o»| 
died, and the Department called upon Mr. Haxthausen to » 
this additional license tax, as he could not.continue tho busino: 
under the old firm mame. So he paid for January, !ehrugy, 
March, and -April up to the 3lst, amounting to $110, it } 
been covered t the refiners’ license which had alrea 
paid for by his tirm. The Revenue Departmentcertitied to ; 
jact.and addressed Mr. Haxthausena note stating that he 
be-entitied toa refund but for the fact that he did not n 
application in time; and therefore this amountcould not be px 
back to.him. That is the statement of facts; and | wo 
to answer any questions gentlemen may desire to ask 

Mr.:‘COOMBs. It has been standing, then, for tw 

ears? 

Mr. BUNN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOMBS. Has it been brought up in Congress bel 

Mr. BUNN. Yes, sir; it has been here ever since [ have b 
here, and years and years before. 

Mr. COOMBS. Has it ever been acted upon? 

Mr. BUNN. It has been reported, but never called 
consideration. 

Mr. GOOMBS. 
lapse of time. 

Mr. BUNN. It was no laches on the part of the man. | 
has been trying his best the whole time to get his bill throug 

Mr. COOMBS. It must be admitted that wnder the law: 
man was not entitled to this refund. 

Mr. BUNN. He was, if he had made it in time. 
this letter of the Department to the gentleman 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICER OF INTERNAL REEVES 
Washington, February 23, 139! 

Sim: Your letter of the 20th instant has been received, in which you as 
on behalf of the Committee on Ways and Means, to be informed whet 
certain special taxes, amounting to $110, paid by Joseph Haxthausen w 
the dissolution of the firm of Ropke & Haxthausen, as surviving party 
of said firm, for the period commencing January 1, 1873, have ever been r 
aoe Lhave.the. honor to state that.a claim for refunding $110), pailas 
above stated, was filed in this office by Mr. Haxthausen in September, ! 
and was rejected, not having been presented within three years from | 
date of the purchase of the 5 . 

There is no record of any allowance by this office to Mr. Haxthauss 
account of the special taxes above mentioned. 


Respectfully, 
WALTER EVANS, ( 
Hon..AbBERT S. WILLIs, 
House of Representatives. 


So it will be seen from the report of the Commissioner ‘1 
the only reason in the world why this money was not paidiot 
man befcre was, that he did not demand it within three } 
and it was barred by the statute of limitations. : 

‘Mr. COOMBS. But do you think the Government ough’ ' 
reopen matters of this kind now? ; 

r.BUNN. [think so. Thiswas adoubletax. He pai’ 
tax twice, and the Department says that they would have ™ 
funded it tohim if he had asked it. I see no reason Wy 
should not be paid now. Timeand again we have passed | 
in cases of this kind. 

Mr. COOMBS. The amount involved in this case 
small, but it may serve as a precedent. we 

Mr. BUNN. I assert that the precedent has been em oe 
in every such bill that has come before this Congress, ®u¢ "" 

int of that kind hasever been made. It seems to me therec! 

no doubt as to the justice and propriety of this bill. | ™0’ 
that it be laid aside to be reported to the House with the rece™ 
mendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

GEORGE C. TANNER. ; a 

Mr. BUNN. Icall up the bill (H. R. 2842) to reimburse ss 
C. Taaner, late consulete,, the sum of €200 paid by him for re? 
of room. 

The. bill was read, as follows: 

Bett enacted, etc., "That the sum of $200 be, and the same is hereby 
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priated, out. of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and 
that the same ba paid to George C. Tanner, late consulat Verviersand Liege, 
for rent of rooms paid by him. 

Sec. 2. That this act shall be in force from its passage. 


Mr. COOMBS. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. RicHARDS) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the Dill (H. R. 2842) to 
relieve George C. Tanner, having duly considered the'same, submiit the fol- 
lowing report: 

Tis is-a bill to reimburse George C. Tanner, late consul of the United 
States at Verviers and Liege, Belgium, the sum of €200 paid by him for rent 
of rooms for use of the consulate. 

It appears from the evidence that while Mr. Tanner was absent on leave 
the term of lease of the consulate expired and the vice-consul renewed the 
lease for‘another year. On Mr. Tanner's return, he being ignorant of the 
renewal of the lease at Verviers by the vice-consul, removed the consulate 


eee then brotght against him by the owner of the building at Ver- 
viers which had been vacated, for the unexpired term, and he was compelled 
to pay 2 sum amounting to #200 with costs, the receipts for which are on file 
at the State Department. 

The Maximum amount allowed for rent of the consulate was necessarily 
expended for the quarters actually oceupied at Liege and there remained no 
fund from which the $200 could be paid by the State Department. 

Mr. Tanner was without fault in the premises. He should be reimbursed, 
and your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, the report in this caso is very 
brief. Itwas made by the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. RicHARDs, 
who investigated the case. He says he finds,as a matter of 
fact, from the evidence before him, that Mr. Tanner, who was 
our consul at the point named in the bill—— 

Mr. COOMBS. At what time? ; 

Mr. BUNN. In1885,I believe, though Lam not quite certain 
of that, for I have not the evidence before me. 1t appears, I 
say, from the evidence that the viee-consul in the absence of 
the consul rented these premises—— 

Mr. KILGORE. Do I understand that some one connected 
with the consulate contracted for the renting of these rooms in 
the absenee of the consul and without his authority? 

Mr. BUNN. Yes, sir; the vice-consil, who wasacting consul 
in his absence, did makethe arrangement. ‘The vice-consul, as 
a matter of course, had charge of the office until the consul ar- 
rived. 

Mr. KILGORE. Was there any necessity for these r 9 

Mr.BUNN. ‘There was an absolute necessity at that time. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does the Departmentsay anything about it? 

Mr. BUNN. The Department says that he paid the money 
and thatit should be refunded. ‘The consul at first refused to pay 
the amonnt, but he was sued and a judgment was recovered 
against him for $200. He paid the judgment, and this bill sim- 
ply provides that he be reimbursed the $200. 

Mr. KILGORE. Was it the Democratic consul or the Repub- 
lican vice-consul that made this arrangement? [Laughter.| 

Mr. MEREDITH (to Mr. BUNN). Is this the case of my friend 
from Loudoun? 

Mr. BUNN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Well. he isa good man,and the bill ought 
to pass. 

Mr. BUNN. As to the questionof the gentleman from Texas, 
lcan not answer it, because the question of politics has not en- 
tered into the examination of these cases in the Committee on 
Claims. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid aside to be 

reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
r. BYNUM. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BUNN. I yield to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
MEREDITH], who introduced the bill, and the gentleman from 
Indiana can address his questions to him. 

Mr. BYNUM. I understand that this consulate was in a cer- 
tain building? 

Mr. MEREDITH. Yes. sir. 

Mr. BYNUM. And the consul took a leave of absence? 

Mr. MEREDITH. Sy proper authority. 

Mr. BYNUM. Butwithout making any arrangements for the 
continuation of the lease or the continuation of the eccupancy 
of the building after the lease should expire. Then while he 
was away the vice-consul, who was in charge, renewed the lease 
for one yéar. The consul returned and took the consulate out 
of the building before the time had expired—— 

Mr. MEREDITH. Yes, sir; but, as the report states, he was 

t of the fact that a lease had been made by the vice-con- 
sul, and the parties sued him and he was compelled to pay this 
amount. 

Mr. BYNUM. He must have been a very ignorant consu! if 
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he was ignorant of the fact that he was occupying premises | 


which he had:no right to occupy, or if he went away withoui 
making provision for the retention of the consulate in the 


bu . 
TH. ‘The reeords show that he was a very efli- 


Cient consul, and this is a very small matter for the Government 
of the United States to kick against. It is only $200. 


Mr. BYNUM. The Government of the United States ought 
not to pay $200 for his negligence or carelessness. 
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Mr. MEREDITH. I deny that this happened because of his 
negligence or carelessness. 

Mr. BYNUM. I think it did. 

_Mr. COOMBS. I will ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Claims whether the Department recommends the payment of 
this claim? , 

Mr. BUNN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOMBS. ThenI have nothing more to say. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. Just a word, Mr. Chairman. | 
suppose this matter is all right, because the committee have in- 
vestigated and reported it, but it seems to me that this consu! 
ought not to rest under the stigma of being ignorant and inefti 
cient. He is one of our Virginia constituents, is he not” 

Mr. MEREDITH. Yes, sir: and a good man, and he made a 
good consul. 

Mr. BUNN’s motion was agreed to, and the bill was laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 

CHARLES DEAL. 

Mr. BUNN. I call up the bill (H.R. 7603) for the relief of 
Charles Deal. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., "That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and directed to pay to Charles Deal, late a deputy collector of customs a! 
Champlain, N. Y., the sum of $240.04, for expenses incurred by him in the 
case of Hugh O'Hara against said Deal, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. . 


Mr. BUNN. Iask that the report, which sets forth the facets 
very clearly, be read. 

The report (by Mr. BUNN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee eon Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 7603) for 


the relief of Charles Deal, havimg had the same under consideration. report 
it back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Asa part of this report we print House Executive Document No. 195. se: 
ond sesston Fifty-third Congress, which fully explains this bill and contains 
the reasons given for our action. 


House Executive Document No. 185, Fifty-ihtrd Congress, second session 
TREASURY D®PARTMENT, April 7, 189! 

Sik: I have the honor to transmitherewith copy of acommunication from 
the Commissioner of Customs of the 4th instant, submitting the account of 
Charles Deal, late deputy collector of customs at Champlain, N. Y., for re 
imbursement. of expenses incurred by him in the case of Hugh O'Hara 
said Deal, $240.04. , 

This account grows out of a snit brought by Hugh O’Hara to recover 
the value of certain goods seized and sold by said Charles Deal, deputy col 
lector, in which suit the jury, in Jamuary, 1892, returned a verdict of no cause 
of action, and the fees of witnesses and other expenses to the suit, amount 
ing to $240.04, as per sworn.account submitted to the Department, were paid 
by the said Charles Deal. 

The provision of law for the payment by the United States of costs in suit 
against officers of the revenue is that made by section 989 of the Revised 
Statutes. Thatprovision is restricted to cases in which a recovery is had 
against such officer of the revenue upon conditions prescribed by statute 
There having been no recovery against the deputy collector in the case 

against Mr. Deal, there is no authority of law for puying the costs therein 

The amount accruing to the United States by the sale of the goods referred 
to was $350.06. 

As these facts constitute equitable ground for relief, I have to recommend 
that the appropriation of $210.04 asked for be granted. 

Respectfully, yours, 
8. WIKE, Acting Se 

The SPEAKER OF TNE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

} 
j 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
Washington, Bin Gee April 4d, 1894. 

Sin: Referring to the claim of Charles Deal, late deputy collector of cus- 
toms at Champlain, N. Y., for reimbursement of expeuses incurred by him 
in the case of Hugh O’ Hara rs. Charies Deal, etc., Which was reported to you 
by me on the 16th of January last, I have now to further report that he has 
furnished vouchers in support of said claim amounting to $240.04, being the 
whole amount of said claim, with the exception of the item charged by him 
for interest, which, in my judgment, should not be allowed. Bach voucher 
contains a statement that the amount thereof has been paid to the person 
receipting therefor by Charles Deal, and is attested under oath. 

This proof removes my previous objection tu the recommendation of this 
claim to Congress for an appropriation. 

The vouchers referred to are herewith transmitted 

Respectfully, yours, 

WM. H. PUGH, 
Commissioner of Custome. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS, 
Howse OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., March 29, 1894. 
| Srp: I have the honor to inclose herewith papers in the matter of claim of 
Charles Deal, late a deputy collector, against the United States, to which 
| papers I ask your kind attention. 
Yours, respectfully, 


JOHN M. WEVER, M. C. 
Hon. J. G. CARLISLE, 
Secretary of the Treasury, Washinglon, D. ¢ 


CHAMPLALN, N. Y¥., March 20, 1804. 


Sin: Herewith find statement, with vouchers, for full amount of claim, as 
requested. 
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In reference to the item of interest will say, as the Government has had 
$350.06, net receipts from seizure since October, 1890, and it was in the execu- 
tion of my duty, sustained by the court, that this money was paid, is it not 
but Just that I should be allowed the interest thereon? 

Respectfully, yours, 


Hon. WM. H. Puen, 

Commissioner of Customs, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, as will be seen from this report, 
Charles Deal, being a deputy collector, seized goods of Hugh 
O’Hara which he, as the deputy collector, thought were subject 
to seizure under the statute. O’Hara thought differently, and 
brought suit against thedeputy collector for damages on account 
of the seizure. The judgmentof the court was in favor of Deal, 
thus sustaining the sSgultey of the seizure; but, notwithstanding 
this fact, under the law as it now exists, the deputy collector 
was obliged to pay his own costs, the party bringing the suit 
against him proving to be insolvent. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the judgment was in favor of 
the defendant in this case, did not that carry costs? 

Mr. BUNN. Undoubtedly; but, as I have here stated, the 
plaintiff proved to be utterly insolvent. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I did not hear that statement. 

Mr. BUNN. The vouchers have been duly certified and trans- 
mitted and the Department, after examination, has recom- 
mended to Congress the payment of this claim. I move that 
the bill be laid aside to be favorably reported to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

J. E. MERRIAM. 
I call up the bill (H. R. 507) for the relief of J. 


CHARLES DEAL. 


Mr. BUNN. 
E. Merriam. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to J. E. Merriam the sum of 8240, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropeiated, for services as custo- 
dian of the Northwest Point, Royal Shoal light-house, fifth United States 
light-house district. 


Anamendment reported by the Committee on Claims, striking 
out ‘* $240” and inserting ‘‘ $120,” was read. 

Mr. BUNN. I will ask that the report be read. 

Mr. COOMBS. Let the gentleman make an explanation. 

Mr. BUNN. Verywell. As requested by the gentleman from 
New York, I will explain this matter without occupying time in 
having the report read. 

Mr. Merriam, the beneficiary named in this bill, was appointed 
kee os of the Northwest Point Royal Shoals light station, and 
at the same time he was given the care and custody of the Gov- 
ernment aeporey eh Southwest Point Royal Shoals light station, 
both onthe North Carolinacoast. He held the position of keeper 
of the Northwest Point Royal Shoals light-house until May 31, 
1885, when he resigned the same, but he continued to care for 
the property of the Government at Southwest Point Royal 
Shoals a station for two years after his said resignation. 
Mr. Merriam has never been paid anything for this service. 

The committee fully examined the proof and fond that, though 
living 10 miles away from the place where this Government prop- 
erty was, he had gone across in his boat twice a week, opened 
and aired the building, and looked after the property of the Gov- 
ernment. For this service we thought he was entitled to $120, 
one-half the amount claimed. 

Mr. COOMBS. Is this recommended by the Light-House 
Board? 

Mr. BUNN. Yes, sir; it is recommended by the light-house 
authorities adjacent to this station. The amount recommended 
to be paid was $240; but we thought that, according to the proof, 
the services were not worth that much, so we have made the re- 
duction named in the amendment. 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUNN. I move that the bill as amended be laid aside, to 
be reported favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MARTIN MADDUX. 


Mr. BUNN. I call up the bill (H. R. 2845) for the relief of 
Martin Maddux. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to pay Martin Maddux, of Culpeper, Va., $972 for services ren- 
dered and performed as clerk in Unived States land office, Tucson, Pima 
County, Ariz., between the years 1888 and 1889. 

Mr. COOMBS. I would like to hear the report read; and I 
hope we shall have order, so that we may hear it. 

he CHAIRMAN. Before the report is read, the Chair de- 

sires to call the attention of the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina{Mr. BUNN] to the fact that by the report the bill appears 
to have been reported with an amendment, but the amendment 
does not appear in the printed bill. 

Mr. BUNN. I will ask, then, that the bill be amended in ac- 
cordance with the report of the committee. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that will be done. 
The report (by Mr. BUNN) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2825) for 


the relief of Martin Maddux, report that they carefully examined the same 
and recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the words ‘nine 
hundred and seventy-two,”’ in line 6, and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
“four hundred and forty,’”’ and as so amended it do pass. 

We present herewith as a part of our report copies of letters on file in the 
General Land Office, together with a statement of the amount claimed by 
the claimant; also, a letter dated June 8, 1892, from Hon. Willam M. Stone. 
Acting Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

By reference to this letter it will appear that he fixes the balance due to 
Mr. Maddux at 844°, This is done by calculating his wages at 83 per day. 

The evidence before your committee justifies us in the conclusion that he 
made a special contract to perform this work at 8 perday. Wehave there- 
fore added 81 per day for 280 days to the 8440, making the aggregate 8720. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFIcr, 
Washington, D. C., June 8, 1392 

Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your communication of 
the 31st ultimo, with certain inclosures, and, in reply to your request for 
further information respecting the claim of Mr. Martin Maddux for com 
pensation for clerical services in the Tucson (Ariz.) land office, I have to 
state as follows: 

As appears by the above-mentioned inclosures, Mr. Maddux was employed 
chiefly as a contest clerk in that office for the time stated, and would pro 
ably have been paid for such services had not the receiver, Fred. W. Smith 
absconded. 

The period during which Mr. Maddux claims service is from November 1, 
1888, to November 30, 1889, less Sundays and 16 days’ absence sick, computed 
as 343 days, at $4 per day; total, $1,372. He allows acredit of 8400, which he 
acknowledges to have received of Mr. Smith, the ex-receiver and disbursing 
agent. 

The total number of days embraced in the period designated is 395; « 
ducting Sundays, 66 days, and time absent sick, 16 days, total 72 days, and 
there remains 323 days. 

The receiver was absent from the office, under an application for leave of 
absence, for fifty days, from October 9 to November 27, 1889, and under the 
rules was — to employ a clerk to take his place in the office at his own 
expense. Itis believed Mr. Smith employed Mr. Maddux, and that during 
the time last mentioned the former alone is responsible for the latter's com 

nsation. Therefore, deducting 50 days, less 7 Sundays, namely, 43 days, 
rom 323, leaves 280 days for which compensation remains due if service wa 
rendered as claimed, and paid for only in the amout of $400 as stated. 

The usual rate of pay to contest clerks is #3 per day, instead of H, as 
charged by claimant; two hundred and eighty days at 83 per day amounts 
to $840. Deducting the 8400 acknowledged to have been received by Mr. Mad- 
dux there remains $440 apparently yet due him upon this claim. 

The returns from the Tucson land office were so incomplete and unsatis- 
factory for the period in question as to render further report in the case im 
practicable. 

No oath was ever filed in this office by Mr. Maddux, as required by all em- 
“ve in local land offices, 

our inclosures are herewith returned. 


Very res tfully, 
ae Ea W. M. STONE, Acting Commissioner 
Hon. B. H. BUNN, s ; 
Chairman Committee on Claims, House of Representatives, 


UNITED STATES LAND OFFICE 
Las Cruces, N. Mex., December 11, 1889 

Sir: At the request of Martin Maddux, of Tucson, Ariz., I inclose here 
with his bill against the Government for services rendered as ‘ 
clerk’ in the Tucson land office, Arizona. 

I was unable to find any letter authorizing the appointment of Mr. Mad- 
dux as “contest clerk,” and he was unable torefer to the precise date of his 
appointment; but from his conduct I am satisfied he thought he was a regu- 
larly appointed contest clerk by the late officers. 

I tind that in June, 1889, he was paid $256 as ‘‘ contest clerk,’’ but the pcoks 
of the receiver show no other payment to him since November 16 last te Ist 
instant. Mr. Maddux, to my knowledge, has been working every day in the 
office at Tucson, Ariz., and he informed me that he was the ‘‘contest clerk,” 
and woen I arrived at Tucson he was working on the contest docket. 


Respectfully, 
W. D. HARLAN, IJnspecio) 
The COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C. 


contest 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., December —, 1859 
GENTLEMEN: W. D. Harlan, inspector, submits bill of one Martin Maddux, 
of Tucson, who was a contest clerk in said office during the time from No- 
vember 1, 1888, to December 1, 1889. This office can take no action in the 
matter, as said clerk hire is paid from fees received by receiver. You cau 
report to this office all the facts in the case and notify Mr. Maddux that he 
must look to the late register and receiver for his pay. 
Very respectfully, 
W. M. ST2NE, 


Assistant Commission:r. 
REGISTER AND RECEIVER, 7J'ucson, Ariz. 


The United States of America to Martin Maddux, Dr. 


To services rendered in the United States land office at Tucson, Ariz., as con: 
test clerk, by virtue of an sprgenemene as such clerk by A. D. Duff, then 
register, and by Maj. Fred. W. Smith, who was thenand during the entire 
period of employment herein referred to continued to be receiver of public 
moneys at said land office at Tucson, Ariz. 


Said appointment was made on the Ist day of November, 1888, and said 
services were rendered continuously (Sundays excepted) from said Ist day 
of November, 1888, up to and including the Ist day of December, 1889, except 
ng days, during which said Martin Maddux was sick and unable to 
work. 

The services consisted in reducing the testimony of witnesses in contested 
land cases to writing, and preparing papers for such contest cases, aud do- 
ing such general clerical work in the offices of the said register and the said 
receiver as there was to be done; and, at the request of the receiver, perform: 
ing contest and general clerical work in the register’s office during the ill: 
ness of A. D. Duff, whilst said Duff was register of said land office at saic 








1894. 





Tucson, until and since the appointment of Herbert Brown as such register, 
and up to said Ist day of December, 1889, at $1 per day: 


I SI, an a5 s ceninibh eves chu adaescaseaae abe $1, 372. 00 
By cmb received from Receiver F. W. Smith -...............--...--- 400. 00 
To balance due from United States of America...............- 72. 00 








Exhibits 1, 2,and 3, are hereto annexed, referred to, and made a part of this 

demand. 

TERRITORY OF ARIZONA, COUNTY OF PIMA, 
District of Arizona, 8s: 

Martin Maddux, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that he has ren- 
dered the foregoing services as stated in the foregoing demand, and that 
the same are true and just, and were necessarily rendered, and that the 
compensation asked therefor is reasonable. 

MARTIN MADDUX. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 10th day of December, 1889. 

SEAL. . 

. : Notary Public, Pima County, Ariz. 

TUCSON, ARIZ., December 10, 1889. 
Thereby approve the foregoing account or demand and certify that the 
services therein mentioned were ae and eee rendered in dis 
harging the business of the office of register and of receiver of the United 
States land office at Tucson, Ariz.; and that said services were rendered by 
gaia Martin Maddux. 
FRED. W. SMITH. 


EXHIBIT 1. 


UNITED STATES LAND OFFICE, 
Tucson, Ariz., December 10, 1889. 
Sim: I have the honor to report that Mr. Martin Maddux has since July 
16, 1889, acted as contest clerk in this office and attended to such business in 
that department as properly came before him. He was officiating in that 
capacity when I assumed the duties of register and continued so to act un- 
ti] the Ist instant. a 
vee anenr en HERBERT BROWN, Register. 
The COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C. 


EXHIBIT 2. 
UNITED STATES LAND OFFICE, 
Tucson, Ariz., December 10, 1889. 

Martin Maddux, of Tucson, Ariz., has been performing the duties of con- 
test clerk in this office, to my own personal knowledge, since August 1, 1#89. 
and the records show his work prior to that date. 

He has performed said duties, so far as I know, to the perfect satisfaction 
of all concerned, and has been of great service to the special agent of the 
General Land O:fice in giving the correct data of contest cases now pend- 
ing. I respectfully recommend that he be fully compensated for his 
serviges. mesttally 

ery res u 
P D. A. BOWMAN, 
Special Agent, General Land Office. 


I, M. R. Slater, do hereby certify that I was a specialagent of theGeneral 
Land Office from May, 1886, to April, 1889, and that Martin Maddux was em- 
loyed as a contest clerk in the Tucson land office (in which office I had my 
eadquarters) from November, 1888, until a few days ago, — at one pe- 
riod he was absent for a few days, probably not more than ten days or two 
weeks; that as special agent 1 had several hearings on behalf of the Gov- 
ernment, and that I always found said Maddux efficient, courteous, and com- 
tent, and common justice demands that he should receive remuneration 

tor his services as such contest clerk. 

M. R. SLATER, 


Tate Special Agent, General Land Office 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 19th day of December, A. D. 1889. 


[SEAL.] THOS. A. BORTON, 
Notary Public, Pima County, Ariz. 


Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, the report accompanying the 
billis very fullandcomplete. I think it coversall of the points 
involved, explains thoroughly the basis of the bill, and I there- 
fore move that it be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will be first on the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee. 

Mr. McNAGNY. efore the question is submitted I would 
like to get some information from the gentleman from North 
Carolina. Under the law are not these clerks regularly paid by 
the Government on accounts sent in and audited? 

Mr. MEREDITH. The register or the receiver in this case 


ran —. 

Mr. McNAGNY. The gentleman from Virginia informs me 
- in this instance the register or receiver ran away from the 
office. 

Mr. BUNN. Yes, sir; that is correct. Mr. F. W.Smith, who 
was the receiver at the land office, absconded. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. Is it possible, or is it in evidence that this 
man would have been continued in that place, unless he was act- 
ing in the absence of his principal, oar no inquiry was made 
about it? 

Mr. BUNN. It does seem, I admit, to be a very strange case. 
But the Commissioner of the General Land Office, Mr. W. M. 
Stone, ina letter addressed to me, explains the fact and states that 

is man performed the duties, and he recommends the payment. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. Is it not probable, let me ask the gentle- 
man, that this man was acting as the deputy of the receiver, and 
in his place; and that the Government is not at all liable for the 


compensation; in other words, that this party must look to the 
receiver? 


XXVI——523 
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1 think not, from the evidence accompanying 





Mr. BUNN. 
the claim. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. Is it not more probable that he ought to 
have looked to the receiver for payment? 

Mr. BUNN. I think not. The receiver was an officer of the 
Government 

Mr. MCNAGNY. Is it not a very remarkable case that a man 
would have continued inthe employment so long a time without 
any compensation whatever? It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, 
that this case is surrounded by such peculiarities as require a 
further investigation of it. I hope the gentleman will not 
press it. 

Mr. MEREDITH. If the gentlemanfrom North Carolina will 
yield to me for a moment, I would like to state that if there is 
anything harder than for a ‘‘camel to pass through the eye of 
a needle,” it is to get a claim, although a just one, through the 
Claims Committee of this House. 

Now, the evidence in this case shows that this man Maddux 
performed the services for which the claim is made against the 
Government for payment, and that according to the testimony 
this service was necessary to be performed, and that it has been 
of large benefit to the Government. Every day that he was 
sick, every Sunday and every day on which he was notemployed, 
has been deducted from the claim, and he has been allowed but 
$3 a day for the time actually in the service and performing 
duty. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. 
gestion? 

Mr. MEREDITH. Certainly. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. [ff thisman was acting for the receiver, who 
had absconded, and discharged his duties all of this time. is it 
not a fact that the Government was very likely liable to the 
receiver for the service performed? ‘here isno proof here that 
the Government has not paid already for the services to the re- 
ceiver, not only the amount covered in the claim, but largely in 
excess of the amount in the shape of fees. 

Mr. BUNN. Not at all. Here is a letter from the Acting 
Commissioner of the General Land Office showing that the man 
has not been paid. 

Mr. COOMBS. What is the date of that letter? 

Mr. BUNN. June, 1892. 

Mr.MEREDITH,. Theletter is dated since the services were 
rendered and since the bill has been before the committee. 

Mr. BYNUM. Will the gentleman have that letter read 
again? 

Mr. BUNN. Well, it has been read already from the desk. It 
it quite a long letter. 

Mr. BYNUM. That part of it to which the gentleman now 
refers. 

Mr. BUNN. Certainly; I will read that part of itfor the gen- 
tleman. The Commissioner ssvs: 





Will the gentleman pardon a further sug- 


The usual rate of pay to contest clerks is ¢ per day instead of 84 as charged 
by claimant. Two hundred and eighty days, at 83 per day, amounts to #840. 
Deducting the amount acknowledged to have been received by Mr. Maddux, 
there remains #440 apparently yet due him upon this claim. 

Mr. BYNUM. 
in controversy. 

Mr.BUNN. Itcovers the fact that the office has not paid him. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. But it does not say the receiver had not 
been paid for that identical service. 

Mr. BUNN. Why, undoubtedly. 
the land office 

Mr. MCNAGNY. But the gentleman does not get my point. 
My point is that the receiver absconded, and that this man under 
some arrangement was discharging the duties, but there is noth- 
ing to show, no proof submitted here, that the receiver had not 
already been paid in full. 

Mr. BUNN. The receiver has been paid in full. 
the money—— 

Mr. MCNAGNY. Certainly. 

Mr. BUNN. And it was his duty to disburse the money? 

Mr. MCNAGNY. Certainly. 

Mr. BUNN. Andif he did receive the money and did not 
disburse it, why our committee thought that the Government 
was liable. The evidence they act upon is very clear in that 
respect. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. But my point is that there is an entire ab- 
sence of proof that the Government has not already paid this 
receiver for the services that would have been rendered by him 
if this man had not rendered the services here claimed for. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Does not he make an afiidavit to the fact 
that he has not been paid. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. No,sir: there is nota particle of proof that 
the Government has not paid for this service. 

Mr. MEREDITH. The Government ordered that it be paid 
out of the receipts of the land o'tice. 


“Apparently.” That does not cover the facts 


The receiver reported to 





He received 
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Mr. MCNAGNY. Certainly. 

Mr. MEREDITH. And that man certainly was the agent of 
the Government. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. This man discharged his duties during his 
absence. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MGNAGNY. And now what evidence is there that this 
man’s employer has not paid him for his services and taxed the 
Government with it? 

Mr. BUNN. The Government could not have paid Martin 
Maddux, having putit in the hands of the receiver. The re- 
ceiver was an officer of the Government, and the.receiver held 
it as the property of the Government until he discharged the 
duty, and then it comes against the Government. 

Mr. MEREDITH. The Government was responsible for the 
act of its agent. 

Mr. BUNN. Undoubtedly. That has been held for a consid- 
erable period. Weall have some recollection of the holding in 
the Silcott case here. 

Mr. BYNUM. You will have toget a quorum before you can 
pass this bill. 

Mr. BUNN. I move thatthe bill be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BYNUM. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. BUNN. I withdraw this bill from consideration. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


WILLIAM H. QUINN. 


Mr. BUNN. I now call up the bill (H. R. 3605) for the relief 
of William H. Quinn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be et enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to William H. Quinn, of the District of Columbia, the 
sum of 4.000, for services rendered by him in addition to his duties as draw- 
keeper at Anacostiaor Navy Yard Br , inexercising supervision oversaid 
bridge, and also over Bennings Bridge; in making ali estimates for repairs 
for both of said bridges and purchasing material for same from 1869 to 1878; 
and also for services as inspector for the Government of all mechanical work 
of the said noe Yard Bridge, and supervising the construction of same, in 
1874 and 1875, 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, [ would like to hear a good 
deal of explanation about that. 

Mr. BUNN. You shall have it. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, strike out the words “ four thousand ”’ and insert ‘‘nine hundred 
and forty." 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state that this is a 
perfectly plain bill. The claim has been before the Court of 
Cloims and that court has rendered its judgment. On the 25th 
day of January, 1888, the account was rendered, and I wiil ask, 
if uny One desires information, that the findings of the Court of 
Claims be read. 

ir. COOMBS. Let them be read. 

Mr. PICKLER. How much did the court give? 

Mr. BUNN. Nine hundred and forty dollars, instead of $4,- 
00»; and that is all my committee recommends. 

Mr. KILGORE. Send that up and let it be read. 

Mr. BUNN. I have no interest in the case, except that this 
is a poor Irishman in the city whom I never saw before. Let 
the report be read. 

lhe report [by Mr. BUNN] was read as follows: 

‘The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3605) for the 
relief of William H. Quinn, submit the following report: 

That the facts upon which this claim is based sufficiently appear in the 
findings of fact by the Court of Claims in William H. Quinn vs. The United 
States, which are below given in full and made a part of this report. 

Your committee are of opinion that the claim is a just one, and do there- 
fora report the bill back with the recommendation that the words “four 
thousand,"’ in line 6, be stricken out. and the words “nine hundred and 
forty" be inserted in their stead, and as so amended that the bill do pass. 





[Court of Claims. Congressional case No. 2%. William H. Quinn vs. The 
United States.] 


FINDINGS OF FACT, 


Ata Court of Claims held in the city of Washington on the 19th day of De- 
cember, A. D. 1887, the court filed the following findings of fact, to wit: 

The claim in the above-entitied case was transmitted to the court by the 
Committee on Claims of the House of Representatives on the 10th day of 
February, 1885. 

James H. Embry, esq., appeared for claimant, and the Attorney-General, 
by F. P. Dewees, esq., his assistant, and under his direction, appeared for the 
defense and protection of the interests of the United States. 

The case having been brought to a hearing on its merits on the 6th day of 
December, 1887, the court, upon the evidence and after considering the 
and arguments of counsel on both sides, finds the facts to be as follows: 

I. Theclaimant was a inted a drawkeeper at the Anacostia or navy-yard 
bridge over the Eastern Branch of the Potomac in October, 1869, and contin- 
ued in said capacity until May, 1878, and received com on as draw- 
noe -. ome rate of 8720 per annum. He was without an assistant until 

u > «4, 
The following letter defined his duties at the time of his appointment: 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





AUGUST 9, 





OFFICE OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS, GROUNDS, AND WorKs 
Washington, D. C., October, 19¢9 
Sir: Youare hereby directed to take charge of the Navy-Yard Bridge. | 
will be your duty to keep the floor of the same in good condition, free from 
breaks and holes, to keep it at all times clean. and for this purpose it wi 
be swept at least once a day, to prevent fast driving over the bridge, to pre 
vent all accidents or damage, as far as is possible, and in general to keen a 
strict watch over it at all times, and for this purpose you had better live 


somewhere in the immediate vicinity of the bridge. 


Very respectfully, 
TIMOTHY LUBERRY, 
Superintendent in charge of Briag 

Mr. WM. C. QUINN, Bridge-keeper. 

Il. While soemployed, in pursuance of instructions, he exercised cons 
supervision over the Anacostia bridge, and aso over Bennings brid 
miles above, and inthe discharge of these duties he made all estimates ¢ 
the constant repairs of both bridges, purchased and inspected all materia 
employed ail mechanics and laborers and kept their time, supervised th 
work, and witnes ed their payment. 

Ill. Wheu the new Anacostia Bridge was built under contract, in i874 ang 
1875, the claimant represented the Government as inspector in seeing that a)| 
the requirements of the contract were complied with, both inthe materi 
used and in the construction of the bridge, from the driving of the piles tot 
completion thereof. His time was fully occupied, and in many instances | 
was required to be on duty at night when the work was going on. For 
of the services enumerated on the two bridges he has never received 
pensation beyond his salary as drawkeeper. 

IV. The condition of the two bridges, during claimant's term as dra 
keeper, was such that his time was largely occupied in the work of super 
vision and ins tion and in the purchase of materials and employment of 
mechanics and laborers. The draw at the Navy-yard Bridge required only 
occasional service, and Bennings was not a drawbridge. 

V. The services of claimant were necessary and useful, and if he had n 
been soemployed some other superintendent and inspector would have beon 
indispensable to the eseer care and necessary repairs of the two brid: 

VI. In 1870 his additional service did now begin till December. [For | 
years 1871, 1872, and 1873 the additional service was reasonably worth #100 per 
year, at the same time taking into consideration the fact that he was in 
Government employment and not fully occupied. For the years 13s) 
1875, when the new Anacostia Bridge was building, and the claimant a: 
as inspector both as to work and materials, and superintended the dri 
ing of ihe piles, being frequently on duty at night, the additional servi 
was reasonably worth #200 a year. Forthe years 1876 and 1877, and u 
May, 1878, the additional service in supervising both bridges was reasona 
worth $100 a year, amonunting in all to #040. 

Vil. The claimant applied to Gen. Babcock, while he was Commission: 
Public Buildings, for additional compensation, and was informed tha 
would be approved by him, but would require the action of Congress. |! 
subsequently applied to the present Commissioner of Public Buildings (Co! 
Casey), Who decided, with the approval of the War Department, that t! 
claim was barred by the provision of the Revised Statutes, section 11% 


By THE CouR! 

Filed December 19, 1887. 

A true copy. 

Test, this 25th day of January, A. D. 1888. 

[SBAL.] JOHN RANDOLPH, 

Assistant Clerk, Court of Clai 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I understand from the rea‘ 
ing of that report that the party named in that bill received a 
drawkeeper something over $700 a year, and that when he \ 
put in charge of that bridge and his duties were multiplicd o 
enlarged he received the same pay that he did before. 

Mr. BUNN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, the purpose of this bill is to give hi 
an increase in his pay during that time that he was on di 
an inspector, etc., is it not? 

Mr. BUNN. It is to increase his pay for the extra work. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. If the gentleman will pardon an int 
tion, he will find that the claim is absolutely barred by the 
ute of limitations. 

Mr. KILGORE. When it went to the Court of Claim: 
not the Hcus«, when it referred it to the Court of Claims, r: 
the bar? 

Mr. MCNAGNY. It could not, 

Mr. KILGORE. How much did the Courtof Claims find t! 
this man would be entitled to ata reasonable rate of compen 
tion, and how does it happen that there is such a great dis 
ancy between the amount found by the court and the an 
originally claimed? I would be willing to hear an explan 
of that from the gentleman from North Carolina or any 0! 
gentleman who knows anything about this case. 

Mr. BUNN. In response to the gentleman from Texas, | \\ 
say that I do not know why this man claimed $4,000. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to inquire if he claimed : 
extra compensation by reason of these extra duties? 

Mr. BUNN. Undoubtedly he did at the time. 

Mr. KILGORE. Have you proof to that effect? 

Mr. BUNN. Yes. The evidence was befure the committ 

Mr. KILGORE. Written proof? 

Mr. BUNN. Yes, sir. Our committee has rarely taken te> 
timony in any other form. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not mean the man’s own aflidavit, bu! 
testimony from other sources. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Texas evidently 
did not hear the report read. 

Mr. KILGORE. I could not hear it; there was so much con 
usion around me. ae 

Mr. GROSVENOR. One of the findings of the court is th«' 
the claimant “ applied to the Commissioner of Public Building= 
for additional compensation and was informed that it would be 











at 
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1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


8355 





approved by him, but would require the action of Congress; 
that he subsequently applied to the present Commissioner of 
Public Buildings, Col. Casey [that was back in 1887], and that 
he, with the approval of the War Department, decided that the 
claim was barred by the statute of limitations.” 

Mr. KILGORE. Had not this man been drawing a salary or 
compensation from some other source while he was performing 
the duties for which he claims pay now? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Itdoes not so appear, and I do not see 
why the gentleman should assume that. 

Mr. BYNUM. He was getting a:salary of $700 from the Gov- 
ernment all the time. : 

Mr. KILGORE. IL understand that, and I understand that it 
is the difference between that amount and the araount it is sup- 
posed he ought to have that is claimed under this bill; but my 
inquiry is whether he was not drawing some other compensa- 
tion—a pension, or something of that kind—from some other 
source. 

Mr. BUNN. He was not drawing a pension. 

Mr. KILGORE. Was not he a Union soldier, and had not he 
been shot all full of holes? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUNN. Well, sir; I did not examine into that. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, that is what I understand to be the 
case; and if so, he ought to have a pension. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Lhave not seen the old gentleman, but 
I understand that-he is in a helpless condition and that he has 
been prosecuting this claim for a great many years. ; 

Mr. BUNN. Thegentleman from Indiana says thatthisclaim 
was found by the courtto be barred by the statute of limitations. 
There is not a word in the report which justifiesthatstatement. 
The report says that ‘‘he subsequently applied to the present 
Commissioner of Public Buildings and Grounds, Col. Casey, who 
decided, with the approval of the War Department, that his 
claim was barred by the statute of limitations.” 

Mr. BYNUM. When did he apply? 

Mr. BUNN. [donot know just when. The statement here 
is that/he ‘‘subsequently applied. There is not.a word ‘to the 
effect that the court decided that the claim was barred. 

Mr. PICKLER. What:services did he render that he was 
not obliged to perform under his contract? 

Mr. BUNN. Thereport answers thatquestion. It states the 
conditions of ‘theservice. He was first employed to keep the 
Anacostia bridge:and then he was sent to Bennings, an entirely 
different bridge, which did not come under the contract. 

Mr. PIGKLER. And the Court of Claims found that this 
overwork was reasonably worth 8v00? 

Mr. BUNN. Yes, sir; and the finding sets forth definitely 
what the work was. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. He also acted as inspector 
of materials for the repair of the bridge? 

Mr. BUNN. Certainly. It seomed to the committee that 
there was no doubt about the propristy of this claim, and I may 
add that it has been reported upon favorably in every Congress 
since the Court-of Claims passed upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the committee. 

Mr. BYNUM. I suggest to the gentleman that he withdraw 
this bill. I donot think it ought to pass, and I shall antagonize 
it. Soif the gentleman wishes to save time he will do well to 
withdraw it. 

Mr. BUNN. Weil, if it is the gentleman's idea to antagonize 
everything, of course he has a right to do-so. 

Mr. BYNUM. I am not antagonizing everything, but I am 
going toantazonize this bill; and if the gentleman wishes to 
proceed with this business let him call up another bill. 

Mr. BUNN. Well, I wiilendeavor to find something that will 
please the gentleman from Indiana. I withdraw the bill, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman must not be toopertaboutit, or 
he may findthat! can not bepleased with anything. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUNN. Well, I will try to please the gentleman from 
a. I call up the bill (H. R. 3315) for the relief of James 

ooper. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the sum of $28,150.20, with interest thereon from 
July 10, 1864, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any moneys 
Rot otherwise a ricted, to be paid to James Hooper, of Baltimore City, 
ry the State of Maryland, for the difference between the value of the bark 

eneral Berry, owned by him, $41,650.20, and the net amount received from 
the Government as a war risic, $16,000, less $2,500 costs of collection; and the 
i cretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to pay to James 

Coper, or to his order, said sum of $23, 150.20, with interest thereon at the rate 
cnaiper cot from July 10, 1864, out of any moneys in his hands, or which 
shall come to ‘his hands, not otherwise appropriated. 
fol naments recommended by the committee were read, as 

ows: 


wake}. lines 4 and 5, strike out ‘“‘ July 10, 1864," and insert ‘‘ September 9, 
Page 2, lines 17 and 18, make the same amendment. 


Ri 
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Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, [ have called up this bill at the 
request of the gentleman from ‘l‘ennessee| Mr. Cox], and I yield 
to him. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, if I can have the attention of the 
committee a few minutes I think [ can make this question plainer 
than it would be made by the rapid reading of the report from 
the Clerk’s desk. ; 

I do not hesitate to say at the outstart that a more meritori- 
ous and absolutely upright claim was never presented against 
this Government. I[t is based upon these facts: In 1864 Mr. 
Hooper was the owner of a vessel known as the General Berry, 
which was chartered by the Government to transport freights 
from New York to Fortress Monroe. There were no other 
freights on the vessel except such as belonged to the quart 
master’s department of the Government. During the transit 
from New York to Fortress Monroe, the Florida, a Confederate 
cruiser, took the Berry and one or two other vessels, and d 
stroyed the cargoes and the vessels. 

When the arrangement was made between the United States 
and Great Britain as to the awarding of damages for the de 
struction of vesselsunder circumstances of this kind, the vessels 
destroyed by the cruiser Florida, except this one, entered into 
the consideration of the Geneva arbitrators and were paid for 
On the first consideration of the matter this vessel, the (ienera! 
Berry, was omitted upon some technical ground; and the claim 
for this vessel was not adjusted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Can the gentleman state what was that 
‘technical ground”? 

Mr.COX. Yes,sir. The technical ground, asalleged by the 
claimant, was that his attorneys failed to prosecute the claim. 
But that is all obviated, as will be seenin a moment when I make 
a further statement of the facts. Afterward the abitrators se- 
lected to adjust these claims and make awards considered the 
claim in reference to the General Berry, and decided that the 
claimant was entitled to a certain amount of money, which was 
paid by Great Britain in discharge of the claim of Mr. Hooper 
and passed into the Treasury of the United States for the pur- 
pose of being paid to him as the owner of this vessel. 

Now, the present claim is based upon the recovery of that 
money by our Government from Great Britain for the destruc- 
tion of this very vessel. That is the whole case. In the exam- 
ination as to the value of the vessel, she was valued, I believe, 
at $10,737. [am speaking from memory. 

Mr. BUNN. That is the amount which was paid in. 

Mr. COX. That is the amount paid into the Treasury of the 
United States by Great Britain. 

Now, the United States Government, when it took charge of 
the vessel to transport these supplies, took what is called a ‘* war 
risk” of $16,000. This amount was paid to Mr. Hooper. He set 
up a claim of two thousand and:some hundred dollars as ex pense; 
in the collection of this $16,000. The committee decided that he 
was entitled to receive from the Government of the United 
States the forty-odd thousand dollars which the papers show to 
have been the value of the vessel, less the $15,000 which the 
Government paid him; and the committee further decided that 
he was not entitled to receive anything as compensation for ex- 
penses incurred in the collection of that sum of $16,000. 

Now the whole case issummed up in this statement: The Gov- 
ernment of the United States has received from Great Britain 
in payment for the destruction of this identical vessel; and the 
committees hasallowed Mr. Hooper the amount paid by Greit 
Britain less the $16,000 paid to him by the United States—all ex- 
penses of collection to fall upon Mr. Hooper. Consequently the 
amount of this claim is the balances (after deducting the $16,000) 
of the money awarded by the Geneva arbitrators and paid into 
the Treasury of the United States by Great Britain to compen- 
sate the owner for the loss of this vessel. 

This money was paid into the Treasury of the United States 
in September, 1873; and as it was paid over by Great Britain 
for the purpose of meeting this claim, the committee thought it 
right to allow the claimantintereston the amount. This is the 
whole case. 

Mr. KILGORE. When this man received th 
execute any receipt? 

Mr. COX. Oh, yes. 
of the $15,000. 

Mr. KILGORE. Did he accept that as a full payment of all 
claim against the Government? 

Mr. COX. No. 

Mr. KILGORE. Have you seen'a copy of the receipt? 

Mr. COX. Oh, yes. This claim has been investigated in 
every Congress of the last six or eight. 

Mr. KILGORE. Was this award of $49,000 made specifically 
by the Geneva arbitrators to this man or for his vessel? 

Mr. COX. Precisely. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then why was it not paid like all other 
awards? 


» $16,000 did he 


There is noquestion about the payment 
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Mr. COX. I have been trying to explain that this man did 
not get his claim through upon the first award; but on a reix- 
amination of the matter his claim wasallowed; and the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain paid over the money. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is no reason why the Government of 
the United States should pay it now. 

Mr. COX. I think it is a reason why it should be paid now. 

Mr. KiLGORE. If it could have been paid under the law, it 
seems that it would have been paid unless something was wrong 
about it. It could have been paid without a special act of Con- | 
gress. 

Mr. COX, 
been here. 

Mr. HUNTER. Let me ask the gentleman whether he pre- 
sented his entire claim to the award in the first instance, and 
why any part of it was deducted and not the whole? 

Mr. COX. Well, only apart was paid in the shape I think my 
friend hasin mind, I willexplain,though. The vessel was val- 
ued at forty thousand seven hundred and some odd dollars, 
That valuation was finally allowed by the board of arbitration. 
But the Government of the United States in taking charge of 
the vessel in the first instance assumed a war risk of $16,000. 
Now, the Government of the United States had paid the $16, 000 
before they got the money from Great Britain, but the vessel 
was valued at forty thousand and over, as I have said, and the 
remainder of the money which has not been paid is still in the 
a a 

HUNTER. 
Pa “war risk.” 

Mr. COX. Why, the Government of the United States, in 
transporting supplies, assumed the war risk; that is, to the ex- 
tent of $16,000 in case the vessel was destroyed. It is a kind of 
insurance. 

Mr. HUNTER. Then the Government was in the insurance 
business at that time? 

Mr. COX. Yes, toa certain extent. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, this bill is 
a very peculiar one-— 

Mr. COX. Does the gentleman desire to ask a question? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. No; I want to take the floor 
in my own time. 

Mr. COX. I have yielded only for a question, not for a 
speech, 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then I propose to take 7 
floor to make a speech before this bill passes. 

Mr. COX. Well, you may make as many as you desire, but 
I have the floor at present. This claim is nothing to me, Mr. 
Chairman, except that it is to do an old man an act of jus- 
tice. 

Mr. BAKERof New Hampshire. Thecase has not been one- 
half presented to the House. There are some important mat- 
ters to which the attention of the House should be called before 
action is taken upon it. 

Mr. COX, Then I wish you would call my attention to 
them. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I will, in my own time. 

Vr. COX. I do not propose to yield the floor to the gentle- 
™m M. 

. BAKER of New Hampshire. Very well; that may be, 
bat " can assure the gentleman that this bill will not pass until 
1 have had an opportunity of being heard at least. 

Mr. COX, Oh, well; have hese that kind of talk all my life. 
You will not get the floor now until m apes is up. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. well. 

Mr. HICKS. Will the gentleman aire t a question? 

Mr. COX. If you will come to the point I will answer any 
question. 

Mr. HICKS, The question is this: What is the exact amount 
of this claim? 

Mr. COX. The exact amount paid into the Treasury of the 
or States was forty thousand seven hundred and odd dol- 
ars 

Mr. HICKS. What do you claim? 

Mr. COX. Well, the Government paid under the war risk 
$16,000, which left a balance of about $24,000. 

Mr. HICKS. Why was not that balance paid along with the 
rest of the claim? 

Mr.COX. Why,I have just explained. When the money 
was first paid over by Great Britain this claim had not been 
considered, but was considered afterwards. Afterwards Great 
Britain paid the money into the Treasury on the award, and this 
money is still there. Now, it belongs either to the Government 
of Great Britain or old man Hooker—— 

ae BAKER of New Hampshire. That is not the question 


all. 
Mr. PICKLER. Does it require an actof Congress to get any 
of that money out of the Treasury that was paid subsequently? 


I wish he had been paid; this bill would not have 


[ do not understand what you mean by the 
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Mr. COX. Precisel 

Mr. PICKLER. 
Treasury? 

Mr. COX. Why, this old man has been knocking here ey: 
since the award was made, and has been working all the time as 
he is working now, to get this claim allowed. . 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. It was passed in the Forty. 
eighth Congress. . 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. In the first place, can the gentleman be right in 
saying that this money is now in the Treasury? 

Mr. COX. There is no doubt about it. 

_ REED. But the whole Geneva award has been distrib 
uted. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Ever 

Mr. COX. No, sir; this money has not aid. 

Mr. REED. I had something to do with om ast distribution 
made of the Geneva award, and if my seestivetion serves me 
right, and I think it does, although I have not kept all the de 
tails of the subject in my mind—but if my recollection serve 
me, the remainder of the Geneva award was distributed pro 
rata among the war premium men. Consequently ther re can not 
be any of the Geneva award still left in the Treasury. ‘That is 
the first place. 

In the second place, Mr. Hooper had an opportunity to appear 
before the first Geneva award conmission, which was ia 187 4, or 
thereabouts. 

Mr. COX. Eighteen hundred and seventy-three, I think. 

Mr. REED (continuing). And he did not receive a favor 
report, the case being decided against him by the commissio i 
Subsequently, I find by the report, Congress permitted the cla 
ant to present his claim a second time. So he has had two. 
Mas OY nities to have a hearing on the claim. 

As to the ultimate justness of it I know nothing. Only these 
three facts: First, that there is no Geneva award now remaining 
in the Treasury, consequently this money will have to be paid, 
if paid at all, out of the United States ‘Treasury; second, ‘that 
there has been one adjudication on the case brought directly be 
fore the Alabama claims commission; and the third fact is that 
he has had a second opportunity. 

Now I think that these two last things ought to be explained 

to the satisfaction of the committee, or else he ought a tor 
cover. 

Mr. COX. Now, I will ask the gentleman to listen to me for 
one moment and see if I do not make it satisfactory to him. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. MayI suggest to the gentleman from 
Tennessee—— 

Mr. COX. After I answer the gentleman. When the {i 
arbitrators passed upon this question the claim of this old man 
was presented, but it was not passed upon. Afterwards 

Mr. REED. It was passed upon. 

Mr. COX. It was not allowed or disallowed. 

Mr. REED. It was disallowed. You can not say that it wis 
not passed upon. 

Mr. COX. Afterthat he presented hiscase again fora second 
examination. The gentleman from Maine will remember that 
on that cruise the Florida destroyed other vessels than the Gen- 
eral Berry, and under the same circumstances as his claim was 
based they were allowed. Now, the firstaward was distributed 
but this, being for the destruction of the General Berry by the 
Florida, hasnever been distributed; and there is no other: lain m 
there as to this fund, as we are informed by the Departmen 
except for the General Berry, which belonged to this gent! 
man. 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman mean to say that this sum 
of forty-odd thousand dollars has been retained in the Treasury 

Mr. COX. No, sir; I mean there has been forty-odd tho: said id 
dollars received by the Treasurer of the United States. The 
Government of the United States had paid the old gentleman 
$16,000 (I speak in round numbers) on the war risk which he 
had assumed, which is in the nature of insurance, and | 
$24,000, which was paid by Great Britain, in the Treasury of the 
United’ States. Now, my point is this, if I am not mistaken, 
that of the forty thousand paid by Great Britain into the Treas 
ury the Government has the right to retain $16,000, which it 
= and that left $24,000 there. Now, whose money is 
that s 

Mr. REED. But the trouble is that the $24,000 was no! - 
there. The United States distributed that under the seco ad 
Geneva award bill, which came from the committee of w hic th I 
was at that time chairman, the Committee on the Judiciary 

Mr. COX. I would not upon a question of fact set myse!! 
against the gontleman from Maine, but that matter was inves! i- 
gated by the committee, and we had no trouble in arriving 
the fact that $24,000 remained in the Treasury paid by Great 
Britain for this vessel. 


Why has it been kept all these years in the 


— of it. 
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Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Will the gentleman allow me 

to ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. KILGORE. I would like to have the statement of the | 
entleman from Maine in regard to the matter which has just 

en referred to. 5 

Mr. COX. I would not know this old man, Mr. Hooper, if I 
met him inthe road. All I care for is to present the facts as I | 
understand them. | 

Mr. REED. I have no doubt the gentleman has stated the 
facts as he understands them, but I think that he has been mis- 
led in the matter. I do not mean improperly misled. 

Mr. COX. Oh, no. ‘ 

Mr. REED. Or that anybody has improperly misled him. I 
do not mean that; I only mean that there is an error as to facts. 

Mr. COX. You think the $24,000 has been paid out? 

Mr. REED. It has been paid out. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. To somebody else. 

Mr. REED. Paid out generally. Now,I have no desire to 
cloud this question the least bit in the world. I make no oppo- 
sition to it. I only want the committee to know upon what basis 
it is proceeding. Ido not know whether it is a just claim or not. 
I do not pass any opinion upon that. But, as 1 understand, the 
situation is this: The arbitrators did not give any specified 
sum in any specified case. They gave the sum of $15,000,000 in 
lump to cover the differences between the United States and 
Great Britain, whatever they might be; and that was given to 
the United States. 

Mr.COX. Pardonmeonemoment. That was the firstaward. 

Mr. REED. It was the only award. 

Mr. COX. No, sir; there was another award. 

Mr. REED. There was but oneaward of $15,000,000 given for 
the purpose of satisfying claims, not of individuals, but of the 
United States; and the United States was to dispcese of thatentire 
sum to suit itself. Accordingly a bill was passed by which the 
damages inflicted by certain specified vessels to our shipping was 

aid for, and then the sums paid out by insurance companies on 
camages because of these particular vessels. That left some- 
thing like $7,000,000, not counting the interest (and I do not pre- 
tend to be exact as to the amount), which was to be disposed of. 
In the Forty-seventh Congress it was disposed of on this plan. 
We paid on a certain class of vessels outside of those considered 
by the commisssion, because, inour judgment, the United States 
ought to protect the owners of those ships. Then there were 
one or two other claims paid, and then the rest of the sum was 
given to the war-premium men. 

Gentlemen will recollect that during the war, owing to the 
attacks of Confederate cruisers, heavy premiums were assessed 
on marine risks. Premiums went up to a very high point; and 
so high a point, and so entirely loud were they, that not only 
did they pay what the insurance companies paid, but the insur- 
ance companies made an immense amount of money besides. 
Therefore we concluded that the more just course wonld be to dis- 
tribute this amount among the people who had paid war pre- 
miums on account of the fright occasioned by the Confederate 
cruisers; and accordingly a commission was appointed to take 

roof on which a distribution should be made, and that distri- 

ution was made. 

Now, inasmuch as there was not enough money to pay the 
whole of that and only a percentage was paid, it would seem to 
follow as an inevitable result that that entire fund was ex- 
hausted, and consequently that there can not be $48,000 of it in 
the United States er: 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Twenty-four thousand dollars. 

Mr. COX. The whole amount was some $40,000, which was 
paid by Great Britain on thisaccount. Now, the insurance com- 
panies had no claim whatever on that fund. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman is in error. 

Mr. COX. No; wait a moment. The Government of the 
United States assumed the war risk, and paid this claimant 
$16,000 out of that money — 

Mr. REED. That was the first distribution. 

Mr. COX. Well, that was the result of it, $16,000. 

Mr. REED. The fundamental error which the gentleman is 
committing is this. He is assuming that Great Britain paid for 
this vessel co nomine a certain sum of money, $40,000, and that 
the Government paid $16,000 of that to the man and that he is 
entitled to the balance. 

Mr. COX. That is all right, except that the Government 
paid it before it got the $40,000. 

Mr. REED. low that is an entirely erroneous idea. Great 
Britain never paid any sum of money whatever to the Govern- 
mentof the United States for this vessel. Great Britain paid 
$15,000,000 in a lump sum as an indemnity to cover the whole 
Subject to be disposed of by the {UnitedStates as they saw fit, 
and the United States have disposed of that sum in the way I 
have stated, and in disposing of it have they not necessarily 
passed upon this case? 
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Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. No,sir. They have not. 

Mr. REED. There are two proofs of that. First, the fact 
that this claim was before the first commission, and, if the state- 
ment of it be correct, it was under the term of the first com- 
mission and should have been allowed; but the first commission, 
hearing the case, disallowed the claim. Thereupon Congress 
gave the claimant permission to present himself again before 
the commission, and your report says that his attorney, for some 
unknown reason, failed to docket the action. : 

Mr. COX. That was the first commission. 

Mr. REED. It may have been the first commission, but it was 
the second presentation of the case under a special act of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. So that the claimant has had two days in court. 
I do not say that that is enough; I say nothing aboutthet; only! 
want—— 

Mr. COX. Iagree with the gentleman from Maine, and he 
will have no trouble with me, for I am trying to getat the facts. 
Of course, if the Government of the United States got this 
money for this vessel under any sort of award, the money does 
not belong to the United States. . 

Mr. REED. ButI have been trying to show the gentleman 
that the Government did not get the money for this vessel. 

Mr. COX. Well, if the Government never got it, that isa 
different matter. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Whatevidence has the gentleman from 


Tennessee to show that this vessel figured at $40,000 in the gross 
award? 

Mr. COX. This vessel did not pass under the general award, 
but it was afterwards examined and the value found to be some- 
thing over $40,000, and that money was paid by Great Britain 


into the Treasury of the United States. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Where is the evidence of that? 


Mr. COX. The evidence is here in the record. Then the 
Government of the United States appropriated $16,000 of that 
money—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But the gentleman who was chair.nan of 
the committee states here, apparently with full knowledge, that 


there never was anything paid. 

Mr. COX. Well, that is important if it is a fact, for we are 
trying to get at the facts. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I want to say just a word in re- 
ply to the gentleman from Maine. I do not know much about 
the facts of this case, but I know this claimant very well and ] 
know him to be a very worthy man. 

Mr. REED. I have not a doubt of it. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I know him to be one of our 
best citizens, a man who has been impoverished by this trans- 
action. Congress allowed him to go to the Court of Claims a 
second time, because his attorney failed to go there within the 
time fixed. Thatis why the claimant has tocome here. That 
is a reflection upon the attorney, but I believe he is dead now— 
for I think I know who he was. 

The only point that I want to call attention to is that before 
the assembling of the board of arbitration at Geneva, the Gov- 
ernment advertised for persons who had suffered loss in this 
way, and Mr. Hooper came in and proved his claim and it was 
filed among the other claims and presented at Geneva, so that 
it was one of the claims that went to make up the total sum 
awarded. 

Mr. REED. Was it? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. That must have been because 
the claim was found to be due, for the claimant proved his 
claim; and if he received this first allowance of $16,000, then 
the only reason why he did not get the balance must have been 
that his attorney did not file his claim for the full amount. 

Mr. REED. Oh, no. The gentleman from Maryland has not 
read the report in this case. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I am frank to say I have not 
read it very carefully. 

Mr. REED. Now, let us see whether the section I am about to 
read does not cover the claim, if the facts are correctly stated 
by the gentleman: 

No claim shall be admissible or allowed by said court for any loss or dam- 
age or in respect to which the party injured, his assignees or legal repre- 
sentatives, shall have received compensation or indemnity from any insur- 
ance company, insurer, or otherwise; but if such compensation or indem- 
nity so received shall not have been equal to the loss or damage so actually 
suffered, allowance may be made for the difference. 

That section covers whatthe gentleman is claiming here, does 
it not? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. If there were any doubt about 
the claim that would settle it; that would remove all doubt. 

Mr. REED. Now, here was the action of a tribunal that had 
this claim before it. The report goes on to state: 

Under this section the claimant brought sult before that court, and the 
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value of the vessel (less the amount originally pald), the $28,150.20, was dis- 
allowed, 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The re- 
port goes on to say: 

Shortly afterwards allowance was made for the bark Greenland, destroyed 
under precisely similar circumstances, and for which a similar part pay- 
ment had been made by the United states. 

These two vessels were captured the same night by the same 
cruiser; and the court decided that the owner of the General 
Berry was not entitled to compensation and that the owner of 
the Greenland was. 

Mr. REED. Why did the court so decide? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. That I do not know. 

Mr. REED. There is the mystery about it. If it should be 
shown satisfactorily to this House by evidence that another case 
involving tie same question was subsequently decided by the 
court a different way, then one of two things must necessarily 
follow, either the United States ought to pay this money out of 
its own Treasury, or else this man was to blame for not having 
brought the case subsequently before the court in order to have 
the correction made. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Previous Congresses did not 
take that view. 

Mr. REED. Iam notspeaking of previous Congresses. Iam 
speaking of the action of this commission. Let us understand 
this ease. It is admitted that the claim was disallowed; but it 
is asseverated that a similar claim was allowed right afterwards. 
Now, if that was so, either the United States ought to pay the 
money, or else it ought to be able to show that this man was 
negligent in not calling the attention of the commission to this 
different method of treating the two cases. If he failed to do 
this when he had wy, then, having had his day in court, 
having suffered by hisown laches, he must take the consequences. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Congress gave this old man 
this relief and allowed him—— 

Mr. REED. No, Congress did not give him relief. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Notthe relief called for by this 
bill; but Congress gave him relief by authorizing him te go back 
to the tribunal that had this special matter within its jurisdic- 
tion. 

Mr. REED. No. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Oh, yes. 

Mr. REED. Congress never gave himany relief. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Congress gave him the right 
to go back to this court; and he did go there. He is not per- 
sonally to blame for the laches of his attorney. He is simply 
asking that theGovernmentpay him the amount that it received 
from the British Government for the purpose of satisfying this 
claim; for it is not disputed that the claim was presented to the 
Geneva arbitrators and allowed by them. 

Mr. REED. The fact is that this claimant had his trial in 
court: and the court allowed part of the claim and refused the 
balance. 

Mr. COX. All that I desired in the explanation I made was 
to put this case before the House on its merits. If the Govern 
ment of the United States had not received this money in some 
shape from England I do not think this would be a just claim 
against our Government. But I amso thoroughly satisfied that 
when the facts are understood there can be no trouble in secur- 
ing the passage of this bill (because the Government of the 
United States received the money for this claim), that I ask per- 
mission that the claim be withdrawn for the present in order 
that the facts may be further looked into by members. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I object. 

— BUNN. I had risen for the purpose of withdrawing the 
claim. 

Mr. meter of New Hampshire. I object. 

Mr. BYNUM. I objeut, Mr. Chairman, until the gentleman 
from New Hampshire is heard. [ would like to getall the facts 
in this case that aie accessible. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Hampshire ob- 
jects to the request of the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. REED. I wish to make one correction in my former 
statement. If this report be correct the $16,000 was allowed by 
a direct act of Congress and not by the first commission, as [ 
suggested before. 

Mr.OOX. The gentleman is absolutely correctin that. The 
Government got the money — 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, what has become of the request 
I submitted? 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection was made to that. 

Mr. BUNN. Then I raise the question as to whether I have 
not the right to withdraw the bill. There has been no amend- 
ment ollered to it; no action taken in reference to it, merely a 
—_— of discussion. I ask if have nota right to withdraw the 

i 


Now, read further. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is perfectly certain that it 
would be competent for the gentleman to withdraw a proposi- 
tion before an amendment had been adopted or the previous 
question ordered in the House; and the Chair thinks that the 
rule prevailing in the Committee of the Whole is the same. 

But the gentleman asked unanimous consent to withdraw the 
bill. The Chair submitted the request, andthe gentleman from 
New Hampshire ob,ected. 

Now the Chair understands the gentleman from North Cay 
lina proposes to withdraw the bill as a matter of right. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Pending that, Mr. Chai: 
man, [ had been recognized as entitled to the floor, and desire 
to proceed with my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman his not been recocy 
except to make the objection. The Chair will recognize 
gentleman if he desires to be heard as to the right of th 
tleman from North Carolina to withdraw the bill. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I rise to a point of o1 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I think the Chair is mis 
taken as to the facts. I had objected to the withdrawal of the 
bill. The Chair had stated that without objection it would 
withdrawn, Lobjected. I then addressed the Chair for the p 
pose of debating the merits of the bill, and was recognized 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman had only stated the 
objection, and the Chair recognized the gentleman to make the 
objection; or, subsequently, as stated by the Chair, to discuss 
the > of the gentleman from North Carolina to withdraw 
the bill. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But I had been recognized 
to discuss the bill upon the merits; and while I was on the floor 
the gentleman from North Carolina rose and insisted upon his 
right to withdraw the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Hampshire 
misapprehended the action of the Chair. The truth of the mat- 
ter is, that after the gentleman from North Carolina had asked 
unanimous consent to withdraw the bill, and the gentleman from 
New Hampshire objected, a member who was standing by the 
a table asked if it required unanimous consent; the 
Chiir replied that it did not, but in responding to this inquiry 
did not observe that the gentleman from New Hampshire was 
still attempting to obtainrecognition; and when the Chair again 
gave his attention to the proceedings in the committee, the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina addressed the Chair, was recog- 
nized, and proposed as a matter of right to withdraw the bill, 
and the Chair has decided that the gentleman, asa matter of 
right, may withdraw the bill. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. From that I appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of t 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. No vote has been taken by which th 
absence or presence of a quorum can be determined. 

The ayes have it, and the decision of the Chair siands as tho 
judgment of the committee. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I demand a division. 

Mr. WiLLIAMS of Mississippi. Against that I make the 
oint of order. The gentleman did not ask a division unti! too 
ate. He made the point of no quorum when there had been no 

vote to determine the fact, and after the Chair had announced 
the result of the vote, he made the demand fora division. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman made the point of no 
quorum, but there had been no vote upon which the presence or 
absence of a quorum could be determined. 

Mr. BYNUM. But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New 
Hampshire might make the suggestion of the absence of a 
quorum whether there is a vote or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not the practice of the House, the 
Chair will state to the gentleman from Indiana. 
tice in the Senate, but has never been in the House. 

Mr. BYNUM. It hav been the practice of the House since | 
have been here. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks only in the morning, 
before the approval of thé Journal; and that practice obtains 
because the rule of the House provides that the Speaker of the 
House shall assume the chair, ‘‘and on the appearance of a quo- 
rum” cause the Journal to be read. Under that rule any gen- 
tleman may suggest the absence of a quorum. in which case the 
Chair orders a call of the roll to determine the fact. But the 
Chair thinks it has never been the practice of the House to 
merely suggest the absence of a quorum: the only time when 
that question can be raised is when there is a vote, which of it- 
self discloses the fact. . 

Mr. BYNUM. In the interest of a correct ruling upon this 
subject, I beg leave to differ with the Chair and suggest that 
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any member has the right, at any time during the proceeding 
before the House, to suggest that a quorum is not present, 
whereupon it is the duty of the Chair to cause a count to be 
made and if there is no quorum then a call of the House must be 
had or an adjournment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman 
from Indiana that while he may have some reason to believe 
that to be the practice of the House, the opinion of the Chair is 

ositive tht such is not the custom. 

The Chair will make the further suggestion that if the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire had first demanded a division, and 
on a count no quorum had voted, then his point of no quorum 
could have been made. But he did not do that. He undertook 


to make the point of no quorum when the point could not lie. | 


The gentieman therefore lost his opportunity, and the Chair 
announced that on the vote the decision of the Chair had been 
sustained as the judgment of the committee. 

Mr. BUNN. lask unanimous consent tosay to the gentleman 
from New Hampshire that [I have no sort of objection to his be- 
ing heard, and if I can get an opportunity I will bring up the 
bill at another time, so that he ean be heard. But inasmuch as 
to-day is set apart for a special purpose, I am instructed bythe 
committee that if any claim is seriously fought to withdraw it. 
The gentleman from Maine and the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire will have an opportunity hereafter. : 

Mr. REED. I want it distinctly understood that I am not in 
any way fighting or opposing the bill, but = as a matter of 
duty stating the facts within my knowledge. It may be that 
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Congress, upon examination, may think the court did such an 


injustice that it ought to right it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
now rise. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 26, noes 40. 

So the motion was rejected. 

HENRY HERRMAN. 


Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 6236) for 
the relief of Henry Herrman, 
The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to the lawful heirsof Henry Herrman. late a 
citizen of the State of New York, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,451.54, with interest thereon from May 
18, 1867, the same to be received by them in full settlement for custom duties 
claimed to have been illegally exacted and paid into the Treasury of the 
United States. 


Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, at the request of my colleague 
on the committee [Mr. CAMPBELL]I call up this bill, and I 
yield to him. 


IT move that the committee 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The report of the committee speaks for | 


itself. 

The report (by Mr. BUNN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6236) for 
the relief of Henry Herrman, have considered the same, and find the fact 
clearly stated in the report of the Committee on Ways and Means in the 
Forty-seventh Congress. 

Your committee therefore adopt the said report and recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill. 


{House Report No. 1634, Forty-seventh Congress, first session.] 


The accompanying bill proposes torefund to Henry Herrman, of the city of 
New York, the sum of #2,451.54, that being the amount paid by him for du- 
ties erroneously assessed and collected on woolen goods imported by the 
firm of Herrman & Co., of which firm Henry Herrman was the senior part 
—= April, 1867. The facts on which this claim for refund is based are 


Messrs. Herrman & Co. imported into the port of New York a certain lot 
of woolen goods per steamer Manhattan, which arrived at that port on 
Saturday, March 2, 1867. Anentry of these goods was made at the custom- 
house March 4, 1867 (Monday), and the rate of duties stated in such entry 
Was that im by the act of June 30, 1864, on such class of goods; but the 
entry was liquidated April 9, 1867, at the increased rates imposed by the act 
of March 2, 1867, entitled “An act to provide increased revenue from im- 
ported wool, and for other purposes.” 

Under date of May 23, 1867, Messrs. Herrman &Co., by their attorneys, filed 
4 protest against the exaction of duties under the act of March 2. i857, on 
tho ground that that act was notin force at the time the importation was 

© and until after the importers had duly entered and paid duties on 
their goods under the act of June 30, 1444. Due notice of the liquidation of 
the entry at the advanced rates was given the parties, but the protest not 
having been filed within teu days after liquidation of the entry, as required 
by section [5 of the act of June 30, 1864, the Treasury Department declined 
entertain the appeal. The foregoing statement of facts in this case is 
taken from a letter of the Secretary of the Treasury. dated March 30, 1880. 

The act of March 2, 1867, under which the increased duties were exacted, 
although pu’ g to have received executive approval on March 2, was 
in fact approved on Monday, March 4. as the records of Congress show, the 
egislative day beginning Saturday, March 2, having been extended to noon 
of Monday, March 4, when the Congress expired by limitation. The Secre- 
sary ee Treasury, in a letter reviewing this case, dated March 30, 1880, 


.. Lhe following facts may be considered as established: 
_ First, that the importation was complete on March 2, 1867. 
that the act bearing date March 2, 1867, was not approved until 
March 4, 1867 and therefore was not a law until that day; and, 


Third, that therefore, as a matter vv, the 
subject to duty under the act of June 3 
While there is no dispute as to the legal right of the goods to entry and 
liquidation under the lower rate of duiies imposed by the act of June 30, 
1834, it appears that, in consequence of the failure of Messrs. Herrman & Co 


foods N question were 


to tile protest in due time, the exaction of additional duties under the act of 
March 2, 1867, was insisted upon, and the amount of additional duties 
($2,451 54) was paid by them. Your committee are of opinion that the mere 
laliure to enter protest within the time prescribed by law should not ex- 
clude these parties to the refund of excessive duties paid by them, particu 
larly as it is admitted by the Secretary of the Treasury that the Govern- 
ment had no legal claim to exactt increased duties imposed by the act of 
March 2, 1867. 

In reference to the failure to enter protest within the prescribed period 
it appears that the business partner of Henry Herrman, Jules Bb. de Mesquito, 
who attended to the custom-house business of the tirm of Henry Herrman & 
Co., Was sulfering from mental derangement when the impor tation in ques 
tion was made, although this fact was not apparent to his business partner 
and friends at that time. Shortly thereafter De Mesquito committed sui 
cide. These facts,in the opinion of your committee, should remove any 
technical obstacle that may exist touching the failure to enter protest within 
the period prescribed by the statute 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. [understood from the read- 
ing of the report that this claimant did not protest and appeal 
as required by law. it has been the universal practice of Con- 
gress, so far as I know, to refuse favorable action on bills where 
that protest and appeal are lacking; and, therefore, move that 
the bill lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope that motion will not prevail, so 
that the friends of the bill may have an opportunity toexplain it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Hampshire 
moves that the bill be laid on the table—— 

Mr. REED. The Committee of the Whole has no table. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was going to%uggest that the 


| Chair presumed that the intent of the gentleman was to move 





thatthe bill be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it lie on the table. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I move that the bill be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that itlie on the 
table. 

Mr. BUNN. I suppose that is debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire t» be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair had recognized the gentleman, 
and he expressed the hope that the motion would not prevail, 
and concluded. The Chair did not intend to defeat the gentle 
man’s opportunity to be heard. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, in answer tothe gentleman 
from New Hampshire, I would state thatI do not think his argu- 
ment is sound on the question under consideration. The facts 
are simply these: We were living under a tarilf law that existed 
from 1864 until 1867. A law had passed both branches of Congress 
on the 2d of March, 1867, but had not received the President's 
signature, and therefore it was not the law until the ith of the 
month. Inthemean time thecollector of the port, or the people 
who had charge of that branch of the business, insisted that this 


| party should pay excessive duties under a law which had not yet 


been signed bythe President. He demurred tothat at the time, 
and in the meantime the gent'em tn in the firm who had charge 
of the custom house branch of the business—— 

Mr. KILGORE. I can not hear what the gentleman says. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Oh, yes, youcan. A partner of the firm 
committed suicide, and during the unfortunate troubles of the 
firm they failed to comply with this requirement within sixty 
days. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ten days. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. And the result was tnat this party had to 

ay this duty; and the only way in which he can be reimbursed 
is to obtain an enabling act from Congress. That is all there is 
of it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
New York if in his belief the excessive duty upon these goods 
caused the suicide of this man’s partner? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I would not be surprised; but I can not 
te.l. I was not there at the time, general. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. if he will yield to me? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Can the gentleman give 
the committee any precedents where Congress has relieved a 
claimant under circumstances where a protest was not made or 
an appeal taken? 

Mr.CAMPBELL. Icannotatthistime, but [know that there 
are cases, and there are equitable cases of that kind pending. 
I think it is only right that equal justice should be dealt out to 
all people on that basis. 

Mr. BAKERof New Hampshire. With the understanding that 
the gentleman from New York will cite to the House these prece- 
dents at some future time, | ask unanimous consent to witudraw 
my motion. 
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The CHAIRMAN. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman from North Carolina, the 
chairman of the committee, hascharge of this bill; but as Ihave 
been making an explanation, I move that the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. KILGORE. Before the motion is put I would like to un- 
derstand what is meant there by paying this amount to the legal 
heirs of a particular individual: 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I think I havefully explained the matter. 
One of these people committed suicide. 

Mr. KILGORE. I could not hear a word of what was said, 
or the report when it was read; and I would not be inclined to 
let this claim go through this evening with the meager informa- 
tion that the committee possesses. If the committee votes 
against it, I would have no objection. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman was seri- 
ous in his remarks I would make furtherexplanation. The bill 
has received the unanimous ——— of the Committee on 
Claims in former Congresses. It has been thoroughly inves- 
tigated by our committee, and has its unanimous favorable rec- 
ommendation. 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to inquire of somebody I can hear 
[laughter] whether or not this claim—— 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If the gentleman wiil not get angry, I 
will buy a speaking trumpet for him. 

Mr. KILGORE (continuing): Whether or not this claimant 
has not forfeited his right by his own laches, by failing to make 
a protest, or by paying the duties under protest. If he had paid 
them under protest he could go tothe Treasury Department and 
they would have the matter investigated, and if they found the 
facts as they have been stated, the Treasury Department would 
have refunded his money without any occasion for this party to 
come to Congress. 

Mr. BUNN. I want to say to the gentleman that the proof in 
the case shows that the partner of this gentleman, whose dut 
it was to attend to these matters, was insane. It was not foun 
out until afterwards. | 

Mr. KILGORE. But it was as much the duty of the one to 
do it as it was of the other to do it. 

Mr. BUNN. Iam just speaking nowabout thecustom. This 
protest was not made in time, but the Department has recom- 
mended the pene of this claim, and it is absolutely just. 

Mr. KILGORE. Who recommends the payment? 

Mr. BUNN. I do not remember now. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is it in the RECORD? 

Mr. BUNN. No; it is not printed there, because the RECORD 
is very voluminous, but it is in the files room. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is there any reference in the report to the 
fact that the Department has recommended it? 

Mr. BUNN. 0, sir; but I state it as a fact. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Now, ifthe gentleman from Texas will just 
keep quiet! He has my best wishes in his convention to-day, 
and I hope he will be renominated. [Laugbter.] 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, this claim is similar toa much 
more meritorious one which was presented by the gen 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAHON] and was rejected. There was 
no protest in this case under the law, and therefore there is no 
legal right. The gentleman who favors this claim [Mr. CAMP- 
BELL] any to a party which believes that every importer 
who pays a duty adds that duty to the price of the goods. Now 
these importers, if they paid a high duty, added it to the price 
of their goods and collected it from the consumer, so that they 
have been long since reimbursed, and itis ridiculous for them to 
at in now thirty years afterwards with this claim. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr.CAMPBELL, That is nonsense. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, following up the suggestion 
made by the gentleman from Indiana,I want to say that on this 
side of the House our Republican friends believe that the for- 
eigner pays the duty. Therefore this man is out nothing, and 
therefore he is not entitled toany reimbursement. [Laughter.] 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, 
that the bill be laid aside to be reported favorably to the House, 
the Chairman declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BYNUM. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 52, noes 37. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. No quorum. 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to with- 
draw this bill, and then I will move that the committee rise and 
— to the House the bills that we have passed upon favor- 


It does not require unanimous consent. 


ably. 
There was no objection. 
The bill was accordingly withdrawn. 

Mr. BUNN. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having ro. 
sumed the chair, Mr. BAILEY, from the Committee of the Whole 
reported that they had had under consideration various bills. and 
had directed him to report the same back to the House with 
sundry amendments. 

BILLS PASSED. 


House bills of the following titles, reported favorably from 
the Committee of the Whole House, were severally taken up, 
the amendments (if any) concurred in, the billsordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed: and 
motions to reconsider the several votes by which the bills were 
passed were respectively laid on the table: 

A bill (H. R. 1075) for the relief of Merril Denham; 

A bill (H.R. 5368) for the relief of H. W. McConnell; 

A bill (H. i. 526) for the relief of Joseph Haxthausen: 

A bill (H. R. 2842) to reimburse GeorgeC. Tanner, late consul, 
etc.; 

A bill (H. R. 7603) for the relief of Charles Deal; and 

A bill (H. R. 507) for the relief of J. E. Merriam. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, 
HOPKINS of Pennsylvania, for this day, on account of sickness, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills o; 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 2669) making an appropriation and providing for 
the construction of a United States revenue cutter for service in 
the harbor of San Francisco, State of California; 

A bill (H. R. 4954) relative to recognizances, stipulations, 
bonds, and undertakings, and to allow certain corporations to 
be accepted as surety thereon; 

A bill (H. R. 5901) to reimburse E. H. Nebeker, late Treasurer 
of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 6415) to provide animmediate revision and equal. 
ization of real-estate values in the District of Columbia; also to 
provide an assessment of real estate in said District in the year 
1896 and every third year thereafter, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6577) to authorize the construction of a wagon 
and foot bridge across the Chattahoochee River ator near the 
town of Columbia, Ala.; 

A bill (H. R. 6913) making appropriations for current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1895, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7388) relating to lights on fishing vessels; and 

A bill (H. R. 7874) to enable the Secretary of the Interior to 
pey John T. Heard for professional services rendered the ‘Old 

ttlers” or Western Cherokee Indians out of the funds of said 
Indians. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads to ask that that committee be dis- 
charged from further consideration of the bill (H.R. 7878) to 
facilitate and expedite legal proceedings by the United States 
and other creditors against Government-aided railroad com- 
panies, their officers, stockholders, and the trustees of their 
mortgages; and that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. BUNN (at 4 o’clock and 50 
minutes p. m.), adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands: A 
bill (S. 447) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue 4 
eine) acertain land warrant to Emma A. Ripley. (Report 
No. 1394. 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 7645) for the relief of Kate Eberle, an Indian woman. 
(Report No. 1395.) 

By Mr. TAWNEY, from the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 7129) granting a pension to Henry Schnetberg, 
of Indiana, Pa. (Report No. 1404.) 

A bill (H. R. 7468) for the relief of William T. Holman. (Re- 
port No. 1405.) 

By Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 7937) granting an honorable discharge to Adam Hand, 
in lieu of a bill && R. 955) of the same title. (Report No. 1400.) 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 20f Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills and joint resolution; 
which were referred as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 68) for the relief W. D. Mack, a clerk 
in the Record and Pension Division of the War Department— 
the Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 7923) for the relief Charles M. Larsh, of Denver, 
Colo.—the Committee on the Public Lands discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (H. R. 7924) for the relief of Mrs. Emma D. Larsh, of 
Denver, Colo.—the Committee on the Public Lands discharged, 
aud referred to the Committee’on Claims. 











PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H.R. 7928) to amend section 1 
of the act of August 4, 1892, entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the 
entry of lands chiefly valuable for building stone under the 
placer mining laws”—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 7929) directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to examine and settle the accounts of certain 
States and the city of Baltimore growing out of moneys ex- 
pended by said States and city for military purposes during the 
war of 1812—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H.R. 7930) to authorize and enable 
the Commissioner in charge of the census to procure certain in- 
formation of public value not derivable from any existing re- 
ports—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the foilowing 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 7931) for the relief of the 
estate of A. Bowie, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7932) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of William McCutcheon—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill(H. R. 7933) for the relief of Peter Runquist—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill (H. R. 7934) for the relief of the estate 
of Onezeine Leleu, deceased, late of Vermilion Parish, La.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7935) for the relief of the estate of Desiri 
Le Blane, deceased, late of Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R.7936) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Williay War- 
del—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H, R. 7938) for the re- 
lief of Bartley Harris, of Madison County, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7939) for the relief of Nathan L. Williams, 
administrator of Martha R. Williams, deceased, late of Madison 
County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H. R.7940) for the relief of Han- 
nah Bailey Munson—to the Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Underclause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitionsand papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of Local Union No. 356, American 

way Union, of Pullman, Ill., concerning the action of the 
Attorney-General of the United States in the recent strike—to 
the Committee on the J oer 

By Mr. BRYAN: Petition of about 10,000 citizens, residing in 
thirty-eight States, some of them residing in Nebraska, asking 
for an investigation of the official conduct of Attorney-General 

lney during the recent Pullman strike, with the following in- 
dorsement: *‘ Having noevidence before me by which to judge of 
the charges made in the petition, I express no opinion upon the 
merits; but believing in the sacredness of the right of petition 
48 guaranteed by the Constitution, I present the petition to the 
House and ask its reference to the proper committee ”—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Petition of the Geological Society of 
America, for the establishment of a national park in the State 
of Washington-—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial from the Chamber of Commerce of Seattle, 
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Wash., praying for the survey of public lands in Washington— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens of Skagit County, Wash., praying 
for the improvement of the Skagit River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of citizens of Minneapolis, 
Minn., protesting against appropriations to sectarian schools 
for education of Tetlane—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of W. H. Gallagher et al., of 
Montana, favoring impeachment of Attorney-General Olney— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of N. B. Ringeling and other citizens of Mon- 
tana, concerning appropriations for Indian education—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of Samuel N. Griffith and 111 
other citizens of Rice Lake, Wis., in favor of nationalizing the 
telegraph business and the interstate commerce of the United 
States—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, protest of W.J. Lawrence and 117 other citizens of Bar- 
ron County, Wis., against the appropriation of public funds for 
sectarian instruction in Indian schools—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of S. B. Hills and other eiti- 
zens of Jermyn, Pa., against the income tax as affecting fra- 
ternal beneficiary societies—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Papers to accompany House bill 7925— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: Papers to accompany House 
bill 7926—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in claim of Barney Moore, to accompany House 
bill 7926—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition for a Federal act to enable the 
States to enforce State laws regulating the sale of substitutes 
for dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, August 10, 1894. 


Prayer by Rev. J. H. M’Carrty, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
O. L, PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had on the 8th instant approved and signed the following 
acts: 

An act (S. 829) granting an honorable discharge to Cyrus 
Payne; and 

An act (S. 1471) to provide for the adjustment and payment of 
the claim of the American Transportation Company for dredg- 
ing done at Fairport Harbor, in the State of Ohio. 


CALL OF THE SENATE. ‘ 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quo- 


rum. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Cullom, Hoar, Peffer, 
Allen, Davis, Jarvis, Perkins, 
Bate, Dixon, Jones, Ark. Platt, 
Berry, Dolph, Lindsay, Pugh, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, McMillan, Sherman, 
Blanchard, nt Manderson, Teller, 
Brice, Gallinger, Mills, Turple, 
Call, George, Mitchell, Oregon Vest, 
Carey, Gray, Murphy, Walsh, 
Chandler, Harris, Palmer, Washburn 
Coke, Hill, Patton, White 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-four Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The Senate will 
receive a message from the House of Representatives. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disa- 
greed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6284) to 
prevent interference in the collection of State, county, and mu- 
nicipal taxes assessed against corporations and corporate prop- 
erty, and for other purposes, asked aconference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. DE ARMOND, Mr. WOLVERTON, and Mr. Pow- 
ERS managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: 
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A bill (S. 1852) to provide an American register for the steamer 
S. Oteri; and 

A bill (S, 2234) to further amend section 2399 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolutions; ia which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 859) for the relief of B. D. Greene; 

A bill (H. R. 7461) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to create 
a new division of the northern judicial district of Georgia,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1892; 

A bill (H. R. 7499) to grant to the city of Port Angeles, State 
of Washington, certain lands within the town site of Port An- 
geles, Wush., for cemetery purposes; 

A bill (1. R. 7810) to authorize the Attorney-General to bring 
suit in the supreme court of the District of Columbia against 
the Wichita and afliliated bands of Indians, the Comanche, 
Kiowa, Apache, Choctaw, and Chickasaw tribes, to determine 
and settle the legal or equitable interest in said Indians in cer- 
tain lands located between the ninety-eighth and one hundredth 
degree of west longitude, in Oklahoma Territory, and located 
within the territory leased from the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
tribes in the year 1855, and ceded in 1866, and for other pur- 

JOKES, 

; A bill (HB. R. 7828) to permit the useof the right of way through 
the pubiic lands for tramroads, canals, and reservoirs, and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (H.R. 7834) for the relief of the bona fide purchasers of 
land in section 36, township 1 north, range 9 west (San Bernar- 
dino meridian), in the State of California; 

A bill (H. R. 7840) to amend section 2335 of the Revised Stat- 
utes; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 95) providing for an investigation 
relating to the effects of machinery on labor. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

\ bill (S 01) for the relief of the owners of the schooner 
Henry R. Tilton and of personal effects thereon; 

A bill \S. £949) for the relief of James E. North; 

A bill (S. 2280) to amend section 2 of the act approved Febru- 
ary lo, 1893, entitled ‘‘An act granting additional quarantine 
powers and imposing additional duties upon the Marine Hos- 
pital Servico; 

A bill (HL. R. 86) for the protection of persons furnishing ma- 
terials and labor for the construction of public works; 

A bill (H.R. 2669) making an appropriation and providing for 
the construction of a United States revenue cutter for service 
in the harbor of San Francisco, State of California; 

A bil (B. R. 3033) granting a pension to Amanda J. Lane; 

A bill (1 R. 4326) to subject to State taxation national-bank 
notes and United States Treasury notes; 

A bill (H.R. 4954) relative to recognizances, stipulations, 
bonds, and undertakings, and to allow certain corporations to be 
accepted as surety thereon; 

A bill (A. R. 5901) to reimburse E. H. Nebeker, late Treasurer 
of the United States; 

A bill BH. R, 6415) to provide an immediate revision and equal- 
ization of real-estate values in the District in the year 1896 and 
every third year thereafter, and for other purposes; 

\ bill-(H.. R. 6577) to authorize the construction of a wagon 
and foot bridge across the Chattahoochee River at or near the 
town of Columbia, Ala.; 

_A bill | H. R. 6¥13) making appropriations for current and con- 
tingent expenses of the [Indian Department, and fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1895, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H.R. 7383) relating to lights on fishing vessels; 

A bill (H. R. 7683) to correct the naval record of James Fay, and 
grant him an honorable discharge; 

A bill | H. R. 7827) to authorize a bridge across tiie Perdido 
River between the States of Florida and Alabama; and 

A bill (H. R, 7874) to enable the Secretary of the Interior to 
pay Joun T. HEARD for professional services rendered the *‘ Old 
Settlers” or Western Cherokee Indians out of the funds of 
said Indians. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. BRICE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2293) to provide for 
the improvement of the building and grounds of the United 
States court and post-office at Little Rook, Ark., reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

INVESTIGATION BY THE COMMITTEE ON PATENTS. 
Mr. CALL, from the Committee on Patents, reported the fol- 
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lowing resolution; which was referred to the Committee to Audi: 
aygd Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, and ord: 
to be printed: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Patents have authority to sit during th 
recess of Congress and continue their session during said recess for the i 
vestigation of the proposed change of the patent laws, to send for perso1 
and papers and take such evidence as they may think proper and necessary 
and visit such places as they may think advantageous for gathering info 
mation upon the subject and report the same to Congress at the next ses 
and also authority to employ a stenographer and the necessary cleri 
sistance, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

INVESTIGATION BY THE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 

Mr. RANSOM, from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
the following resolution; which was referred to the Commit: 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate 

Resolved, Tha the Committee on Commerce be, and they are hereby, a1 
thorized and directed to sit during the recess of Congress. and to \ , 
examine the Pacific coast between Points Duma and Capistrano. witha \y 
to determining the best location for the construction of adeep-water har! 
Said committee is also hereby authorized to visit and examire suc} 
works of river and harbor improvement on the Pacific coast, existing o; 
proposed, as in their judgment the interests of commerce May demand, and 
shall have power to subpoena witnesses, to administer oaths. and take i 
mony, to employ a stenographer, and to appoint a sergeant-at-arms from 
the messengers of the Senate; and that the actual necessary expenses 
said committee, properly incurred, shall be paid out of the coutiugent fund 
of the Senate in the usual manner. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2298) for the relief o! 
Michael Lynch; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accom ying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 2299) to authorize and ena- 
ble the Commissioner incharge of the Census to procure certain 
information of public value not derivable from present existing 
reports; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Census. 


RECENT ELECTION IN ALABAMA. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I submit a resolution and ask for its pres 
ent consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be directed to 
inquire into the facts of the election held in the State of Alabama on the (1h 
of the present month of August, aud to ascertain and report whether such 
election was full, fair, free, and honest, and resulted in the choice of a Legis 
lature entitled to elect a United States Senator, and that said committee as 
@ whole or by subcommitteeshall have power to send for persons and paper 
and sit during the approaching recess of Congress. 

Mr. HILL. I should like to have the resolution go over for 
further examination. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the rule. 


The resolution will go over und 


EFFECTS OF MACHINERY ON LABOR. 


Mr. BATE. If the morning business is closed I ask the Chair 
tolay before the Senate House jointresolution No. 95, which has 
just come from the other House, with a view to its present con- 
sideration. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 95) providing for an investigation 
relating to the effects of machinery on labor, was read twico by 
its title. 

Mr. BATE. 
resolution. 

By unanimous consent, the joint resolution was read at length 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed. 


Lask for the present consideration of the join' 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their till 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill (H. R. 7499) to grant to the city of Port Angeles, State 
of Washington, certain lands within the town site of Port An- 
geles, Wash., for cemetery purposes; 

A bill ( H. R. 7828) to permit the use of the right of way throug. 
the public lands for tramroads, canals, and reservoirs, and for 
other purposes; ; 

A bill (H.R. 7834) for the relief of the bona fide purchasers 0 
land im section 36, township 1 north, range 9 west (San Ber 
nardino meridian), in the State of California; and 

A bill (H. R. 7840) to amend section 2335 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, 

The fo ll wing bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. 7461) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to create 
a new division of the northern judicial district of Georgia,” 8D 
proved March 3, 1892; and d 

A bill (H. R. 7810) to authorize the Attorney-General to bring 
suit in the supremecourtof the Districtof Columbia against the 
Wichita and affiliated bands of Indians, the Comanche, Kio\w®. 
Apache, Choctaw, and Chickasaw tribes, to determine and settle 
the legal or equitable interest of said Indians in certain lunds 
located between the ninety-eighth and one-hundredth degree of 
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west longitude, in Oklahoma Territory, and located within the 
territory Jeased from the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes in the 
year 1805, and ceded in 1866, and for other pur poses. 

The bill (H. R. 859) for the relief of B. D. Greene was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AVERY D. BABCOCK AND WIFE. 


Mr. DOLPH. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (S. 744) for the relief of Avery D. Babcock and wife, 
of Oregon, which has been reported from the Committee on 

Claims. It will lead to no discussion, I think. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
Avery D. Babcock, of Polk County, Oregon, and to Margaret I. 
Babcock, his wife, $2,000, to be equally divided between them, 
in full payment of their claim against the Government of the 
United States for the use and occupation by the United States 
of their donation claim. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to hear some explanation of the 


bill. 
Mr. DOLPH. 
tion law of the 2 


Avery D. Babcock and wife, under the dona- 
ith of Septembe r, 1850, took up a donation claim 
in the Willamette Valley. The wife was entitled to one-half of 
it, and that is the reason why she is named in the bill. In 1856, 
after they had occupied and improved it for several years, Gen. 
Hazen selected it as the site of Fort Yamhill, and it was after- 
wards also embraced in an [Indian reservation, and they were de- 
prived of the use of it for about ten years. Afterwards the fort 
was abandoned, and the lines of the reservation were limited so 
that this was excluded, and the land was patented to them 
This is the lowest estimate of all the parties, so the committee 
says, for the use and occupation of the United States, and for 
being deprived of the use of the land for some ten or twelve 

ars. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
PROPOSED EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. GRAY. Pursuant to notice, I now move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Delaware that the Senste proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. HILL. I should like to offer a resolution, if the Senator 
from Delaware will allow me. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to oblige the Senator from New 

York, but. under the circumstances, I must insist on my motion. 
Severa! other Senators this mor ning have asked me to yield, 
and I have been compelled to decline. 

Mr. HILL. Is the motion to proceed to the consideration of 
executive business in order at any time? 

Mr.GRAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Debate on such a motion is not in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Debate is not inorder. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

Mr. HILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON}, and withhold my vote. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], who is not present. If 
he were here I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll cali was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], who isnot present, 
and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. QUAY. AsIstated when my name was called, I have a 
general pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGaN], 
who isabsent. The Senator from Nevada[Mr. JONEs] is also 
absent. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Alabama to 
the Senator from Nevada, and vote ‘ nay.” 

Mr. DIXON, J have a general pair with the junior Senator 
— Mississippi [Mr. McLAURIN], and therefore withhold my 

#3) 

Mr. CAREY (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL], and 
withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 
Betsy Faulicner, aetila, Vilas, 
' George, Pasco, Walsh, 
Blackbarn, Gray, Ransom, White. 
on - Jarvis, Roach, 
. Lindsay, Smith, 
Coke, Martin, Vest, 
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NAYS—32. 
Aldri h, Frye, Lodge, Perkins, 
Alle Gallinger Me Millan, Power, 
Allison, Gibson, Manderson, Proctor, 
Bla h ard, Hale Mitchell, Oregon Pugh, 
Chi andi er, Hansbrough, Murphy, Quay 
Cullom, Hawley, Palmer, Shoup, 
Dolph, Hill, Patton, Teller, 
Dubois, Hoar, Peffer, Washburn 
NOT VOTING—32. 
Butler, Dixon, Jones, Nev. Platt, 
Caffery, Gordon, Kyle, Sherman, 
Camden, Gorman, McLaurin Squire, 
Cameron, Harris, McPherson, Stewart, 
Carey, Higgins, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Morgan, Voorhees, 
emmaet, Irby, Morrill, W ilsoa, 
Davi Jones, Ark Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
So the motion was not agreed to. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. HILL. I offer a privileged resolution. I submit the 
resolution which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the conferees on the part of the Senate, who are now con 
sidering the differences between the two Houses on House bill 4464, - ing an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the vern 
ment, and for other purposes,” be, and they are hereby, requested an r port 
to the Senate if they are lixely to come to an agreement, and, if not, to re 
port to the Senate, and also to report the principal items of disagreement, 
50 that the Senate nay take action thereon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon the resolu- 
tion submitted by the Senator from New York. [Putting tho 
question. | 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, it is perhaps proper that I, 
one of the conferees on the part of the Sen: ate, should say th: st 
the representatives of the ma ‘ority party of the two Houses have 
for many days conferred. We have encountered serious diffi- 
culties, and it is proper to say that up to this moment we have 
reached no agreement. There are serious differences of opinion 
in respect to at least three items in the bill. Possibly, if agree 
ments could be reached as to those, other items might beagr: od 
to; but the items of sugar, of coal, and of iron ore, are all thre 
items in respect to which serious differences of opinion have 
been entertained and various propositions have been made pro 
and con, but no one of them has as yet proved quite acceptable 
to the conferees. We arestillat variance, no agreement having 
been reached. This much it is perhaps due to the Senate that 
I should say. 

Perhaps I need not refer to the various other items of dilfer- 

ence; they are somewhat numerous; but, asI said before, Ishould 
indul; ge astrong hope, if the three things which I have men- 
tioned were agreed upon, that we might reach agreements upon 
all other matters. But my associates on the committee know 
quite as well as I in regard to this subject, and I should be glad 
if = xy would make any statement they desire. 

. SHERMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, through the Chair, whether in his judgment the tar af ff 
bill isnow before the Sen: te for such action as the Senate choose 
to take? 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon the contrary, in my opinion, it is most 
certainly not now before the Senate for the action to which the 
— or refers. 

. SHERMAN. It does seem to me that the resolution—- 

Me. HARRIS. I mean only, Mr. President, if the Senator will 
allow me, that I, as one of the conferees, have made a statement 
of facts to the Senate. Thecon/erence committee has submitted 
no report, nor would the conference committee undertake to sub- 
mit a report until it had nen the Senator from Ohio and his 
associates to sit down with us and determine what report we 
should make. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand tho Senator to say that the 
tarilf bill is not now before the Senate. It seems to me, there- 
ore, that the resolution now pending is premature. Until we 
can have something to act upon, it is scarcely worth while for 
us to take up a resolution such asis proposed. I shall therefore 
object to the consideration of the resolution. [‘*‘ No!” *‘No!”| 
I waive the suggestion for the present; but I do not wish to en- 
ter into a moot-court discussion. Let us havesomething before 
us that is tangible. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not understand clearly what the Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr. HiLt| proposes. If I heard aright the 
resolution as offered by him, it is a resolution asking the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate to state the prospect of an 
agreement, the dilferences between the two Houses, and to re- 
port either an agreement or a disagreement. J think the reso- 
lution should be moditied; and therefore I move its modification, 
so that the conferees be instructed to report a disagreement if 
they can not agree. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. a 
properly, I have no doubt, states that there are great difficu 
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ties surrounding the differences, and I, as one Senator, should 
be glad to know the propositions which have been made and 
those which have been rejected on one sideortheother. If the 
conferees had had a meeting, as is usual with conferences, it 
would be legitimate for me to inquire or for any Senator to in- 

uire of the Senator from Tennessee as to the details of the dif- 
erences; but inasmuch as this proceeding has been going on in 
an entirely informal way, and has partaken rather of the nature 
of secret and friendly conferences between members of the same 
political party, I do not feel that I have any right to inquire of 
the Senator from Tennessee, under the present situation, whether 
or not the obstacles to agreement are obstacles which present 
themselves through the conferees on the part of the House of 
Representatives or whether they are obstacles which can be re- 
moved by some intimation or suggestion from the Senate itself 
to the Senate conferees. 

Mr. President, we, I submit, are in no condition to make an 
inquiry as to the real situation between the conferees, because, 
for myself, Ishould not feel thatI could properly inquire whether 
the conferees on the part of the House of Representatives are 
obstinate as to the suggestions and propositions which I under- 
stand, at least from the newspapers, have been made repeatedly 
by our conferees to the House conferees as to these differences. 
Therefore, it seems to me until these differences in the confer- 
ence committee are unfolded, unless the Senators who are and 
have been in these conferences are willing to state the difficul- 
ties, we are not in a position to inquire of them what the differ- 
ences are. 

The conference having now been for nearly three weeks en- 
gaged in the discussion of this question, I think we ought to 
exact from our conferees either that they report an agreement 
or that they report a disagreement, so that we may know in this 
Chamber what are the troubles as to this great bill now hang- 
ing between the two Houses. I should be glad if the Senator 
from New York would so modify his resolution or accept my 
suggestion of amendment that the conferees shall either report 
an agreement or a disagreement in order that the two Houses 
may have unfolded to them in all the details the differences 
which now exist between the two Houses upon the tariff bill. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer the amendment, and T hope the Sen- 
ator from New York will acceptit. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. One moment, if the Senator pleases. I rise to 
a parliamentary inauiry. What is the present status of the 
resolution? 

Mr. HILL. It is before the Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. Subject to objection. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing tothe 
resolution proposed by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. Has the request for unanimous consent been put 
to the Senate? I object to the present consideration of the res- 
olution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the objectionis too late. An 
amendment has been offered and the resolution has been dis- 
cussed on both sides of the Chamber. 

Mr. GRAY. The discussion has been proceeding by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. HILL. In the first plave, I desire to suggest that that is 
not the case, and, in the second place, that after the resolution 
has been proceeded with for fifteen minutes it is too late to make 
the objection. 

Mr. GRAY. The debate has been proceeding by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. BERRY. An objection will lie to the further considera- 
tion of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will answer the parlia- 
mentary inquiry of the Senator from Delaware. When the res- 
olution was presented by the Senator from New York, with the 
request for present consideration, the Chair submitted to the 
Senate the question as to whether there was objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iso understood. 

Mr. GRAY. I did not hear it. 

Mr. VILAS. That certainly was not heard here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was heard everywhere. 

Mr.GRAY. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], as 
a member of the conference, proceeded by unanimous consent to 
make a statement. ‘ 

Mr. HILL. Thatwas when the Presiding Officer was putting 
the question on agreeing to the resolution. Then the Senator 
from Tennessee rose and desired to make a statement before it 
was carried. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The “aye” vote had been taken on agree- 
ing to the resolution. 
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Mr. HILL. Yes, sir; and nearly everybody said *‘ aye.” 

Mr. MANDERSON. Then the Senator from Tennessee rose 
and was recognized. 

Mr. BATE. But the noes were rot called. 

Mr. RANSOM. The Reporter can determine that question 
at once by reading his notes of what took place. 

Mr. BERRY. An objection can be made at any time. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, am I not entitled to the floor? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has not yet answorog 


the parliamentary inquiry raised by the Senator from De| rare 


[Mr. GRAY]. 
Mr. HILL. I submit that the proper time to raise an objeo 
tion to the consideration of a resolution of this characte, jg »: 


the beginning. My recollection is that the Chair asked whet jo» 
there was objection to the consideration of the resolution. [Thor 
wasnone. Then the Chair proceeded to put the question on ayes. 
ing to the resolution. He called for the ayes, and was just ahoy: 
to call for the noes, when the Senator from Tennessee desire, 
to make a few remarks, as he had a right to do. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to make a suggestion to the Chair. Aj] 
understand the matter, the Chair submitted the request fo, 
unanimous consent, and it was granted. Then the Chair i; 


the question on the resolution, and the ayes answered. The 
ayes having answered, the Senator from Tennessee ros 


the custom in the Senate, and addressed himself to the resoly. 
tion, the noes not having been called for, and the result of t}, 
vote not having been declared. Now the Senator from \; 
York has taken the floor. 

I submit to the Chair that if that be the fact, it is altog:! 
too late now to displace the resolution by an objection 
Senate has given consent for its present consideration, 

uestion on its adoption was put after that consent was ¢ 
f that be not the fact, the record of the stenographer wil! ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires the record to be 
read. The recollection of the Chairis that the Chair submits 
to the Senate the question as to whether there wasob_ ect \ 
the consideration of the resolution offered by the Senator 
New York. The ruling of the Chair will be deferred wnti! thy 
record is read. 

Mr. VILAS. Will the Chair oblige me by permitting me to 
make one suggestion in reference to the matter? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the Senat 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. VILAS. If the proposition was submitted to the Senat 
it certainly was not heard at my desk or by my immediate veigh- 
bors. The methods of business in the Senate have not been so 
exact heretofore with respect to these nice, finical compli- 
ances with technical rules that an important resolution like the 
one proposed by the Senator from New York should be crowded 
upon the Senate in haste and against the will of the members 
of the body who would like to consider it, as the rules provide 
and especially not upon any misunderstanding. 

But I was about to call attention to the fact that the rule does 
not particularly limit to the instant of proposal the necessity 
for objection. Rule XIV says: 


Whenever a bill or joint resolution shall be offered, its introduction sha 
if objected to, be postponed for one day. 


That is the first clause. The fifth clause is: 

All resolutions shall lie over one day for consideration— 

That is, this resolution— 
unless by unanimous consent the Senate shall otherwise direct. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me 
a moment? 

Mr. VILAS. In one moment. I am sure that if in the con- 
fusion existing in the Chamber the invitation of the President 
of the Senate for objection was not heard, it will not be con 
sidered as against the objection of many Senators on the {loor 
as a foreclosure and consent on their part. There ought to be 
no misunderstanding, no — judgments, no nice and finical 
adherence to technical rules in a body like this, and no sur- 
prises, as the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] well 


says. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I do not propose to beg the ques 
tion, as I think the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] does. 
The resolution must be treated in the same manner 4% any 
other motion pertaining to the business of the Senate is treated. 
It is entitled to no more favors and no more consideration that 
any other resolution, The Senate ought to be permitted once 
in a while to do what it wants to do. If the Senate desires t0 
pass the resolution, it ought to be entitled to the right to do lt, 
and no finical, technical objection ought to be raised by 2 5e2: 
ator to prevent the Senate from passing upon the resolution; an¢ 
the technicality, sir, is upon the other side. 

I therefore submit to the Senate that the resolution, which 
pertains to a most important subject pending before this body, 
ought to be discussed and disposed of. The Senator from Tex 
nessee did not ask unanimous consent to make his remarks 
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He assumed, and properly so, that he had a right to speak and 





resent his sentiments. Noother Senator who spoke asked 
or unanimous consent. It was treated as though the resolution 
was properly before the Senate, and it was only when I took the 
floor that the technical objection was raised that I should not 
be permitted to speak on my own resolution. 

vir. President, it strikes me that the technicality is invoked 
after other Senators have been permitted to discuss the resolu- 
tion. The Senate is at liberty to dispose of the resolution. We 
are not very much pressed with business now, and we might as 
well spend our time in the discussion of the resolution. Other- 
wise the Senate simply adjourns, and we stay around the city 
and wait until to-morrow. The discussion can do no harm, and 
it may expedite the tariff bill. Therefore I think debate ought 
to be entertained. 

In addition, no one objected to the resolution, and we pro- 
ceeded to discuss it without objection on the part of anyone. 
Therefore I think it might properly be held that the objection 
comes too late now. Does the Senator from Wisconsin claim 
that a resolution can be read, that Senators can proceed to dis- 
cuss it upon its merits, and that then, at the close of the discus- 
sion, objection can be raised? No, sir; the point—— 

Mr. VILAS. We do that under the rule. 1 

Mr. HILL. I think the Senator from Wisconsin is the only 
Senator around this circle who would make any such point. It 
reminds me of a ruling I once heard by a gentleman in the New 
York Legislature. He was the only speaker who ever made 
such a ruling, and I think the Senator from Wisconsin is the 
only man who ever made such a point. , 

A member of the agsembly rose and asked unanimous consent 
tospeak. The chair asked, ‘‘Is there objection?” Nobody ob- 
jected, and the gentleman pene een with his speech. He tired 
the legislative body a little and was worrying the other side 
against which he was speaking, and finally another gentleman 
rose and said, ‘‘Mr. Speaker, I object to the gentleman’s pro- 
ceeding.” Thespeaker actually rapped for order, and said, ‘‘ The 
gentleman must take his seat.” When he asked why, the 
speaker said, ‘‘ The gentleman is proceeding by unanimous con- 
sent, and the moment that consent is withdrawn by anybody 
the gentleman must take his seat.” It was ridiculous, and it 
was always so treated in that body. 

Mr.GRAY. May I ask the Senator from New York a ques- 
tion about the precedent he has cited? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. In that case the Senator says the speaker had 
submitted the request for unanimous consent for the member to 
proceed, 

Mr. HILL. That does not affect the question in the slightest 
degree. 

Mr. GRAY. We shall see. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Wisconsin takes the broad 
— that the President of the Senate can wait until any time 

uring the whole discussion and then can ask whether there is 
objection, just before the vote is taken. Is not that the Sena- 
tor's point: 

Mr.GRAY. The statement ofthe Senator from Wisconsin is 
that unanimous consent had not been given. 

Mr. HILL. Let the Senator from Wisconsin state his own 
proposition. He is as competent as the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. VILAS. I will state my own proposition. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair requests Senators to | 


address the Chair. 

Mr. HILL, Ido not wish to misrepresent the Senator from 
Wisconsin, and he knows I do not. 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly the Senator from New York does not. 
The Senator from New York naturally recurs to the Legislature 
of New York for parliamentary instruction. 

Mr. HILL. It isa good body to refer to. 

Mr, VILAS. It has been thesource of a great deal that would 
perhapsconflict with the methods in the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. I should hope so. 

Mr. VILAS. I will state what my point is, and I wish to have 
the attention of the Senator from New York, because he talked 
about the matter strictly as a proposition of parliamentary law. 
Fairly stated and without an attempt to be unfair, I think he 
will agree that my proposition is right. Here is the rule—— 

Mr. HILL, 1 coke the Senator to state precisely what the 
proposition is. 

r. VILAS. Here is the rule: 

Allresolutions shall lie over one day for consideration unless by unani- 
mous consent the Senate shall otherwise direct. 

Is it finical to insist upon adherence to the rule? Is it finicai 
to insist that the same fair opportunity to oppose a resolution 
shall be afforded to those who may wish to examine it which has 
been enjoyed by those who have prepared the resolution and 
seek to spring the discussion suddenly upon the Senate? 
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Now, unanimous consent was not given by the Senate for the 
consideration of the resolution, and I should like to ask the 
President of the Senate if upon inquiry he is not satisfied that 
that was an error. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear any sugges- 
tions that Senators may desire to make, but the Chair is ready 
to determine the question now. 

Mr. VILAS. i do not wish to discuss the question, but I de- 
sire to answer clearly the point made by the Senator from New 
York, and to state the point made by myself, which is that the 
rule compels the resolution to go over unless the Senate by 
unanimous consent agree to take it up to-day, and that no unani- 
mous consent has been given, first, because it was not asked for, 
if we here understood correctly. I think the Chair was in error 
in respect to it, confounding something else with this particular 
matter. 

But if the Chair asked whether there was objection, and in 
the confusion it was not heard in the Senate and no objection 
was made, has it reached the time whenitis to be declared that 
unanimous consent was given while men are protesting in every 
direction against it? 

Now, I state the proposition in this way to the Senator from 
New York. The rule compels the resolution to lie over unless 
unanimous consent is given to the contrary. Such consent has 
not been given. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Wisconsin and I only differ as 
to the method of getting atthe same point. If, when the reso- 
lution was submitted, any Senator had objected, of course the 
resolution would have gone over, unless it can be regarded asa 
privileged resolution. The moment the question was raised, I 
understood the Chair to say that his recollection was that he 
had submitted the question to the Senate and that there was no 
objection. The point I make is thatif he did that a Senator 
could not afterwards raise an objection. I say further that if 
the Senate proceeded to discuss the resolution on its merits 
without objection that is a waiver of objection. Like every 
other point it must be raised before the Senate proceeds to dis- 
cuss a bill or resolution on the merits, and a Senator can not 
wait until the discussion is concluded. If the question has not 
been submitted to the Senate even directly, then that presents 
a different question. 

I do not know what the RECORD may show; that is a question 
between the Presiding Officer and the stenographer, and I am 
willing to accept the statement of the Presiding Officer upon 
that question; but I submit that whether the question was ex- 
pressly submitted to the Senate every Senator here understood 
the full force and effect of the resolution, and could have ob- 
jected to it. We proceeded to vote upon it, however, and there 
was a large number of ayes in its favor. The Presiding Officer 
started to call for the negative vote when the Senator from Ten- 
nessee rose, as he had a right to do, to speak upon the question. 
Is there no limit? Cana Senator make objection after we have 
taken a vote upon either side and before the result is declared? 
It violates every principle of parliamentary law. Itisone of those 
points which must be made in some form before the Senate pro- 
ceeds to discuss a billor resolutionon the merits. Usually whena 
resolution of this character is offered itis read for information to 
see whether any Senator desires toobject. Whatis the object of 
reading aresolution for information? Sothata Senator can make 
objection then and there orforever after hold his peace. Thatis 
the object of it; and the question must be determined at the out- 
set of the proceedings and notafterwards. After there has been 
a discussion for two hours upon a subject, aye, would you say 
that even when the roll was being called, you might still object? 
That is the legitimate conclusion of the Senator’s argument. 
Mr. President, I do not think that is so. 

I now give way to enable the President of the Senate to de- 
cide upon this question of recollection between the Presiding 
Officer and the stenographer. 

Mr. PALMER. [I should like to ask a single question and 
make an explanation. The Senator from New York announced 
that he had a privileged resolution to offer. When it was pre- 
sented [ should like to know for my own information whether 
unanimous consent for its consideration was asked. I confess 
that I supposed the Senator from New York was offering the 
resolution in the exercise of his right as a privileged question, 
and I am somewhat curious to know whether the President of 
the Senate did ask for consent or not? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair willdetermine the pend- 
ing question. Section 5 of Rule XIV is as follows: 

All resolutions shall lie over one day for consideration unless by unani- 
mous consent the Senate shall otherwise direct. 

The resolution of the Senator from New York will lie over 
under the rule unless unanimous consent was given for its pres- 
ent consideration. 1t was the impression of the Chair that 
unanimous consent had been given; in other words, that no ob- 
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jection had becn interposed to the present consideration of the 
resolution. The notes of the Reporter, however, do not sustain 
the Chair in that recollection. ‘They fail to show that the ques- 
tion was submitted to the Senate as to whether unanimous con- 
sent would be given for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion presented by the Senator from New York. 

More than that, a Senator states that he was unable to hear 
the request for unanimous consent submitted to the Senate. 
The Chair would be very reluctant to hold that a Senator had 
waived his right to object to suspending the rules when the 
Senator stated from his place that he was unable to hear the 
reguest when presented. The present occupant.of the chair 
bas ip more than une instance, when a Senator has made such 
a statement, recugnized it as an objection to a suspension of the 
rules. It occurs to the Chair that that is the proper and fair 
interpretation of the rule. For that reason, the Chair will sub- 
mit to the Senate, is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution of the Senator from New York? 

Mr. GRAY. 1 ob,ect, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection, and the resolu- 
tion will go over under the rule. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, just a word. I desire to submit 
for the consideration of the Chair the question as to whether 
the resolution is not of a privileged character and that it can be 
acted upon atany time. Allow me to suggest that the ordinary 
rules of the Senate to which attention has now been called do 
not apply to resolutions of a privileged character. The Chair 
will recollect the discussion which we had on the presentation 
of a report from the special committee to investigate in regard 
to bribery of Senators. It was held to be a privileged resolu- 
tion. I objected to the report. It was held that it had a right 
to be made. I submit that the same rule applies on all matters 
which are themselves questionsof privilege. The presentation 
of a conference report would be a matter of privilege. 

If the conference committee should report a resolution to this 
body asking for further time, if their time had been limited, that 
would beaquestionof privilege. If, for instance, in appointing 
this committee, we had limited the time in which the committes 
should report, and the committee desired further time, and they 

resented a resolution to that effectfrom the committee, would 

t not bo held that that was a privileged reselution? Are not 

all privileged resolutions taken out from under the rule? For 
example, a resolution to investigate the charge of bribery 
against a Senator can be brought up at any time. Will it be 
said that a single objection puts such a resolution over to an- 
other day. The very point in having it privileged is that it 
muy be acted upon at any time and that itisdifferent from other 
resolutions. 

Mr. President, there is no question but that the resolution re- 
lates to a privileged matter. The presentation of aconference 
report is privileged. Anything that grows out of or pertains to 
that conference report, 48 a request to the conferees to meke 
either a general or a special report, seems to me to carry with 
it the character of being privileged. Therefore, sir, in my 
judgment this resolution is one of a privileged character, and 
a single objection does not put it over until another day. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I apprehend the Senator from 
New York does not draw the distinction that exists in parlia- 
mentary law in reference tu privileges. The legislative body 
has certain privileges. Then there are certain privileges that 
pertain to the individual member of each body, distinct from 
the body. Then there are privileges that pertain to a commit- 
tee of the body which do not belong to any distinct member of 
the body. Now, itis parliamentary isw, I suppose as old as par- 
liamentary bodies, that a report of a parliamentary body to be 
made by a conference committee is of the highest privilege. 
They have that privilege, but it is not a privilege of a member 
of the body to propose to compel or instruct the conference com- 
mittes to make a report, or to take any charge of the business 
of the conference committec. That business has been given by 
the legislative body to the committee itself, and with the appoint- 
mentof the committee that privilege has gone to the committee 
of conference. The committee of conference have the privilege 
tocome in and male a report when they pleuse, and displace all 
other business. 

Mr. BILL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. MILA. Ina moment. I have seen in another legisla- 
tive body a member taken off the floor when he was moving to 
adjourn in order to give way for a conference committee. 

Mr. HILL. Then, has theconferencecommittes greater power 
and authority over its report than the Senate has when acting 
in reference to that particular report? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes; for the present time. 

a HILL. I think, of course, you are bound to make that 
aim. 

Mr. MILLS. The Senate, as a matter of course, has absolute, 
paramount sovereignty over all its business. 
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Mr. HILL. My point is, if the Senator will allow me, that as 
the report itself is privileged, any resoiution in reference to th; 
report is also privileged. ; 

r. MILLS. Privileged by the conference committee, } 
not by any other member of the body. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator says it is privileged by the co 
ence committee, but that no othér Senator, nor the Senate its-| 
ean do anything in regard to the report that is privileged, | 
can not comprehend that. 

Mr. WHITE. Rule XXVII is in these words: 

The presentation of reports of committees of conference shall ; 
in order, except when the Journal is being read, etc. 

The statement made by the Senator from New York, it ap- 

ears to me, is a misinterpretation of this rule. The rule itsels 
imits the matter to the presentation of reports. Iteexpressiy 
singles out the presentation of reports from the various motions 
which may be made with reference to aconference. The pre 
sentation is privileged, but when the rule was adopted making 
that exception of course everything else was omitted. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Would not a resolution to appoint a conference 
committee be regarded as privileged, and could you raise tho 
point that such a resolution must go over to another day? 
think not. 

Mr. WHITE. It would not be liable to the section of the rulo 
to which [ have allude. itis a privileged motion. 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator from New York again fails to draw 
the distinction between tie ordinary procedure of business in the 
body and a privilege. He says that if the conference committe. 
alone has the privilege to report the body is powerless to act. 
No; it acts under its regular rules. <A resolution comes in to- 
day, under its rules, proposing to call this committee of confer- 
ence to the bar of the Senate to report or to do anything else 
the Senate wants them todo. The resolution goes over under 
its rules, made by the Constitution of the United States for the 
orderly transaction of its business, and it comes up to-morrow, 
and then the Senate acts on it. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow mo to repeat the question 
I put to the Senator from California? A motion to appoint a 
conference committee is nothing more nor less than a resolution 
of the Senate. Would a single objection throw that resolution 
over until another day? 

Mr. MILLS. I think it would. The committee of conferenco 
is privileged to report when appointed. 


Mr. HILL. Thatisa new proposition, if that is true. 
Mr. MILLS. It is not at all new in parliamentary law. 
Mr. WHITE. itis plain under the rules. 


Mr. ALLISON. Before this matter passes from the consid- 
eration of the Senate to-day, I ask if my amendment has been 
noted. The amendmentI propose is to inset the words ‘' a dis- 
agreement” after the word “Senate,” in the last line but one of 
the resolution of the Senator from New York. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chairwilil determine the peni- 
ing question and then recognize the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. [I do not wish to be recognized, excepi to 
have my amendment pending when the resolution again comes up. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insert after the word ‘‘ Senate” in the las 
line but one, the words ‘‘a disagreement;” so as to read: 

To report to the Senate a disagreement, and also to report the pri 
items of disagreement, so that the Senate may take action thereon. 

Mr. VEST. After the Chair has decided the question raised 
by the Senator from New York, I ask that the resoijution may 
be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution of the Senator from 
New York will be read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the conferees on the part of the Senate, whoare now consid 
ering the differences between the two Houses on House bill 4864, being an 
act entitled ‘*Anact to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Govern: 
ment, and for other purposes,’’ be, and they are hereby, requested to repor 
to the Senate if they are likely to come to an agreement, and if not, tre 


— to the Senate a disagreement, and also to report the principal ite! 
isagreement, so that the Senate may take action thereon. 


Mr. HILL. Will theSenator from Iowa state his amendment’ 

Mr. ALLISON. My amendment has just been read by the 
Secretary as part of the text of the resolution. 

Mr. HILL. [ accept it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is ready to determine 
the question raised by the Senator from New York. The Char 
holds that the resolution is not a privileged question, but comes 
under section 5 of Rule XIV: 

All resolutions shall lie over one day for consideration, uniess by un80! 
mous consent the Senate shall otherwise direct. 

A single objection carries the resolution over until to-morrow. 

Mr. VEST. I asked for the reading of the resolution, because 
I am under the impression that until the Senate acts upon it it 
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will not be proper for any member of the conference committee 
to make a statement in regari to the status of the tarilf bill at 
yesent and the points of difference between the conferees. 

[simply desire to state now, without violating any of the 

roprieties of the occasion, that so far as I am concerned I am 
heartily in favor of the resolution. I desire to turnthe calcium 
light upon the differences between the two Houses and to re- 
move the false issue that has been made before tho country. I 
shall take occasion when the resolution comes up to-morrow, if 
it should be adopted, as [ hope it will be, to state for myself all 
that has occurred in regard to the bill and to puta stop to the 
infamous lies that are being circulated in regard to the Demo- 
cratic conferees on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. Is the Senator ready to proceed to-day. Possi- 
bly he might get unanimous consent to have the resolution 
taken up. 

Mr. VEST. Iam ready at any time. 

Mr..HILL. That is right. 

Mr. PALMER. I insist on the regular order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Before we enter upon the regular order, what- 
ever that may be, I want to suggest to the Senator from New 
York, the mover of the resolution, and the Senator from lowa, 
who offers an amendment, that the language, ‘‘ report,” which 
carries with it a technical meaning, is used. If the Senate 
chooses to instruct its own conferees to do any given thing, to 
follow any given line of policy, or to give information, that is 
ono thing. A report from a conference committee must be the 
agreement or disagreement of the conferees of the two Houses, 
and neither House has, or ought to have, the power to coerce 
the other to make any report. I beg that the word “report” 
be stricken from the resolution, and that the words ‘fany in- 
formation upon the points of difference” may be inserted. The 
Senate conferees can not report by themselves, in the technical 
language of the word “ report.” 

Mr. HOAR. May Iask the Senator from Tennessee a ques- 
tion with a view of understanding his proposition? 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam giving my entire and undivided atten- 
tion to the Senator from Massachusetts. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOAR. I rose to ask the distinguished Senator from 
Tennessee, in all courtesy and respect, as an eminent parliamen- 
tarian, whether he meant to be understood to say that the com- 
mittee of conference of one House could not report to that House 
under any circumstances without the consent of the committee 
on the partof the other House? For instance, suppose, if it 
could be conceived, that the Senate committee should say, ‘* We 
never will act and we never will report; we three or five men 
will keep a measure which both Houses want to pass forever, 
without any further action,” does the Senator from Tennessee 
claim that that could be done? I supposed that either commit- 
tee was responsible‘to its House, and it could report that the 
other committee refusing unreasonably to concur in anything, 
and inform the House which constituted it of that fact, and that 
would bring back the measure without further action. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is there any question before the Senate? 

Mr. HOAR. Let the Senator from Tennessee answer my 
question, 

Mr. HARRIS. I think I have already answered the question 
of the Senator from Massachusetts by the statement I made. A 
conference committee is a joint committee. It represents the 
two Houses of the legislative department of the Government, 
and the conferees of both Houses meet with equal rights. 
Neither can make what may be called technically a report with- 
out the consent of the other. The Senate may instruct me as 
“conferee, and so far as I can I should feel bound to respect its 
instructions. If it demands of me information, so far as I can 
legitimately give it I should hold it my duty todo so. But to 
make what is technically and formally called a report I say the 
Senate conferees have no powerto do. They can not do it with- 
out the concurrence of the other House. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the resolution coming over from 
& previous day, offered by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. AL- 
LEN], be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. PALMER and Mr. GRay addressed the Chair. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair has recognized the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask what is now the regular order? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have called for the regular order. 

Mr. PALMER. There is morning business yet to be trans- 
acted, and the morning hour has not expired. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘his is morning business, I will say to the 
Senator from Illinois. 


PROPOSED ISSUE OF TREASURY NOTES. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair lays before the Senate 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


8367 


the resolution of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], com- 
ing over from a previous day. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN 
on the dd instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and the same is hereby. dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 2264) for the relief of 
the several States of the Union, and for other purposes, and that said bill 
be placed on the Calendar for present consideration by the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out all after the word ‘‘ Re- 
solved” in the resolution and insert the followineg—— 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have not yielded the floor. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to make the point thit we were 
Calendar and we can not pass from that and take 
tion except by a majority vote of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is before the Senate now. 

Mr. BERRY. It is not before the Senate, because the Calen- 
dar was before the Senate, and we were acting on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask that my amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will determine the ques- 
tion. The resolution of the Senator from Nebraska was entitled 
to be laid before the Senate and the Chair has done so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [submit an amendment tothe resolution. 

Mr. BERRY. I submit that the resolution was entitled thi 
morning before we passed to the Calendar to be laid before | 
Senate by the Chair, but it was not done, and it is not now in 
order except by a majority vote of the Senate, because the C 
endar now is the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that the reso 
tion is properly laid before the Senate under the rule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I offer the amendment which [ send to the 
desk and ask that it may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

_ The SECRETARY. Strike outallafter the word “ Resolved” and 
insert: 

That the managers on the —_ of the Senate in the conference now being 
held on the bill H. R. 4864 be directed without fyrther delay to report th: 
bill and amendments back to the Senate with a disagreement. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, I wish to raise the question of 
consideration against the resolution. It was brought in on th 
3d of the month, and while it was a privileged resolution on the 
next day it is not a privileged resolution to day. 

Mr. ALLEN. [undertook to call up the resolution accord- 
ing to the rule the morning after it was offered, and for two 
successive days I undertook to call it up and have it considered; 
but it was passed over on the request of the senior Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] with tho distinct understanding that it 
would not lose its place, and would be subject to be called up at 
any time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is my understanding of the situation. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator from Nobraska will permit 
me, I will state that it was done on my suggestion; that owing 
to the absence of every member of the Committee on linance 
on this side of the Chamber, I appealed to him to let the res- 
olution go over and not lose its place. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is true as to the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is my exact understanding of the situ- 
ation. i think there is no question about it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Both Senators made the appeal to me, and with 
the understanding that the resolution should not lose its place, 
it went over. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I decline to yield any further. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tho Chair can not possibly hear 
three Senators atone time. The Senator from Nebraska has 
the floor. 

Mr. ALLEN. I distinctly understood that at the request of 
the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Maryland the reso- 
lution was passed over, retaining its place. 

Mr. PASCO. The question of order has not yet been settled. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that there is no such thing as 
raising a question of consideration in the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the point of 
order of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. PASCO. I make the point thatthe resolution was intro- 
duced on the 3d day of August; that it was a privileged question on 
the nextday and the day after, and thatif the:e was not unanimous 
consent given after that time the resolution went under the rules 
of the Senate to the Calendar. If there is anything different 
from that, in accordance with any understanding or unanimous 
agreement, let that consent be shown by the Recorp. Under 
the rules of the Senate the resolution has gone to the Calendar. 
If there is an exception it must be by something that is of rec- 
ord, and I have not been able to find it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask that the indorsement on the papers 
themselves be read. That shows that the resolution is to be 
laid before the Senate in the morning hour. 













on the 
up this resolu- 









































8368 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state, in reply to 
the Senator from Florida, that the resolution has not gone to 
the Calendar, but, as was stated by the Senator from Maryland 
Mr. GORMAN], unanimous consent was asked, for the reason the 
nator stated at the time, that the resolution should go over. 

Mr. PASCO. That can be shown by the RECORD, but no one 
has yet produced any such record as that. My understanding 
and recollection is that the resolution went over one day under 
that consent, and that the next day it would go to the Calendar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The record which is on the table will show. 

Mr. PASCO. Let me get through what I have to say. 

The resolution would then go, under the rules of the Senate, 
to the Calendar. If there is any such record, as stated by the 
Senator from Maryland, which sets aside this rule by virtue of 
unanimous consent, it can very easily be shown, and the record 
can be produced. If that is the case, I have no further words to 
say in reference to the subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I remember as distinctly as possible that 
when the resolution was called up in order, | myself appealed 
to the Senator from Nebraska to withdraw it, stating that I was 
the only member of the Committee on Finance present; that the 
resolution contained a direction to that committee, and that the 
members of the committee ought to be present when it was con- 
sidered. The Senator from Nebraska acquiesced, and the reso- 
lution was by order of the Senate put over without prejudice. 
There is no doubt about that, and that is doubtless shown by 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The REcoRD shows conclusively that the 
resolution went over, retaining its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have the Recorp 
read, 

The Secretary read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 
August 7, 1894, page 9685, as follows: 


PROPOSED ISSUE OF TREASURY NOTES. 

The VicE-PREesipgent. The Chair lays before the Senate a resolution 
coming over from a day, which will be read: 

The retary read the resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN on the 3d in- 
stant, as follows: 

* Hesolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and the same is hereby, dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 2264) for the relief of 
the several States of the Union, and for other purposes, and that said bill 
be placed‘on the Calendar for present consideration by the Senate.” 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, on the 30th day of July I introduced a bill 
(S, 2264) for the relief of the several States of the Union, and for other pur- 

20s8e8, Which was referred to the Committee on ce. On the 3d instant 

introduced a resolution to discharge the Committee on Finance from the 
further consideration of that bill—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the resolution of the Senator from Ne- 
braska and the remarks he is making relate to a bill which is before the 
Committee on Finance, all of the members of which, with the exception of 
myself, are absent from the Senate on public duty, as is known by all Sen- 
ators. Lhope, therefore, without displacing the resolution, that it will be 
continued until some other members of the committee shall be here. AsI 
have stated, I am the only member of the committee present, and I have no 
knowledge about the matter to which the resolution refers. 

Mr. ALLEN. The course suggested by the Senator from Ohio is satisfactory 
to me, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection tothe resolution coming up to-morrow, 
when the members of the committee are Pa 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the resolution will be 
passed over, retaining its place. 

Mr. PASCO. That was on the 7th of August, and it will be 
seen from that that the resolution went over until ‘‘ to-morrow.” 

Mr, ALDRICH and Mr. SHERMAN. “ Retaining its place.” 

Mr. PASCO. That does not mean that the resolution retains 
its place indefinitely. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
stated: 


I haveno objection to the resolution coming up to-morrow, when the mem- 
bers of the committee are present. 

‘‘ To-morrow ” came; the members of the committee were pres- 
ent. ‘' To-morrow” passed and the nextday d, and the res- 
olution was not called up. Then I insist, Mr. President, that 
under the rules of the Senate the resolution went to the Calen- 
dar, and can not be called up asa privileged question at any 
time within the morning hour. It must give way,as other busi- 
ness must, to the regular morning business of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The language read by the Secretary shows 
conclusively that the resolution retains the place it had on the 
3d day of August, when it was offered, which was that it might 
be called up at any time. 

Of course this discussion does not amount to anything, for we 
can very easily move to take up the resolution, and if we have a 
majority of the Senate with us, the motion will be carried. 

r. BERRY. Certainly, if you have a majority. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It could not pass unless a majority of the 
Senate were in favor of it. 

I do not see any particular stress of circumstances which re- 
quires Senators on the other side to filibuster against a plain 





roposition of this kind. It seems to me the question which it 
nvolves is of sufficient consequence for us to meetit squarely as 
men. The Senator from Missouri {Mr. VEST] has expressed his 
desire to explain the situation of the conferees in regard to this 
matter; the Senator from Tenneesee [Mr. HARRIS] has already 
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explained in part; and certainly the country is anxious to hea, 
the real status of this case, and is anxious to have this matte, 
taken up and disposed of; and it is with very great regret tha; 
I find any Senator upon the other side resorting to such unusya! 
parliamentary methods to filibuster this question out of sight of 
the country. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is ready to determine 
the question raised by the Senator from Florida. The Chai, 
thinks that the resolution retains its place under the unanimoys. 
consent agreement given at the time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lask that the resolution and amendment 
may be read, that there may be no misunderstanding as to the 
question. 

Mr. RANSOM, Will the Senator excuse me for one momen: 

Mr. ALDRICH. I can not excuse anybody and can not yield 
for any purpose. It is now nearly 2 o'clock, and I propose to go 
on as far as I can with this resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution proposed by ¢}, 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], together with the ameni. 
ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricy’, 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution of Mr. ALLEN and th, 
amendment proposed by Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I make the point of order th 
the amendment is not germane to the resolution before thc Ser 


ate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This is not the House of Representatives 

Mr. BERRY. The amendment is, in fact, a new resolution 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Texas wil! please 
restate his point of order. 

Mr. MIL My point of order is that the proposition made 
by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] has no rela. 
tion whatever to the proposition contained in the resolution. 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and is not german: 
to it. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to suggest to the Chair that it is th 
universal rule in this body that itis not an objection toanameni- 
ment that it be not germane to the pending proposition, unless 
it be on an appropriation bill. A signal instance of that wil 
found in our Paocen, where a very dangerous bill, taking a large 
sum of money from the Treasury, had been passed by both Hous 
and signed by the President, when its true nature was disco; 
ered and it was repealed by an amendment to a private pension 
bill on the last night of a session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senat. 
for its decision the point of order raised by the Senator fron 
Texas [Mr. MILs]. 

Mr. HILL. What is the precise point raised, Mr. Presiden 
I did not hear it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas raised th: 
— of order that the amendment proposed by the Senator 
rom Rhode Island to the resolution submitted by the Senat 
The Chair submits the 


from Nebraska is not germane thereto. 
point of order to the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the rule read or cited 
by the Senator from Texas under which he claims that th 
amendment is not in order. 

Mr. MILLS. In response to the inquiry of the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Hii], [ will state that my point of order 's 
that the bill of the Senator from Nebraska, from the considers- 
tion of which he proposes by the pending resolution to have ti: 
Committee on Finance discharged, provides for the issuing 0! 
$50,000,000 to lend to the different States of the Union for 
tain purposes. The resolution of the Senator from Rhode | 
land is to require the conference committee on the tariff bill \ 
report. I say the two things have no relation to each other 
that the amendment is not germane, in parliamentary paran’ 
and the two can not go together. Nobody has ever propos © 
ingraft a bill proposing to support the Army upon a bi! « 

se revenues for the support of the Government. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes. 

Mr. HILL. Is the amendment not just as proper as it is for 4 
Senator to make a speech on the Chinese question when a tans 
bill is under consideration? : 

Mr. MILLS. That is a question about making a speech, “¢ 
this is a question about complying with the rules in making 
amendment to a bill. 

Mr. HILL. The only question is whether it is pertinent” 
the matter, and there is no rule of the Senate which preven 
making an amendment upon an entirely different subject \4° 
that contained in a pending bill, any more than there is to p' 
vent a Senator from making a speech upon a bill that relates 
an entirely different matter from the one under considerat!o!: 
Such are the rules of this body. —— 

Mr. MILLS. I will state that the Senator is himself contuse® 
in not drawing the distinction. Theunwritten rule of this boy 
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js—and it isa body almost without rules except the unwritten 
ones ~—that any Senator may speak as much as he pleases on any 
subject he pleases, at any time he pleases, and as long as he 
pleases, > makes no difference what is before the Senate. That 
s the rule. 
: Mr.GRAY. May I interrupt the Senator for one moment? 
Mr. MILLS. Yes. 
Mr. GRAY. Twould ask the Senator, as one familiar with 
parliamentary law, what, in his. opinion, becomes of the rule 


which has just been authoritatively stated by the President of 
the Senate, that a resolution introduced must lie over for one | 


day, if, immediately upon such a resolution being ordered to lie 
over for one day, it can be substituted for another, and immedi- 
ately discussed and passed? 

Mr. MILLS. The Senate would be simply trampling upon 
its own rules. 

Mr.GRAY. And stultifying itself. 

Mr. MILLS. Yes; and stultifying itself. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
aquestion. I understand the original resolution to be a resolu- 
tion seeking to discharge a committee of this body from the 
consideration of a particular subject. Now, would it not be in 
order to amend that resolution by adding toit that another com- 
mittee shall also be discharged from another subject? 

Mr. MILLS. In reply to the Senator, I will say that on the 
question of whether the amendment is germane to the resolu- 
tion or not, would the Senator from Iowa think it would be in 
order to add to this resolution a bill raising $50,000,000 for the 
annual support of the Army of the United States’ 

Mr. ALLISON. [If it was a measure for the general support 
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I should like to ask the Senator from Texas 


of the Government, I should think it would be a very proper 


pill to add to it in the present condition of the Treasury. 

Mr. MILLS. But would it be in order and germane under 
the resolution now pending? 

Mr. ALLISON. Under the practice of the Senate I think so. 

Mr. MILLS. Then we have no rules. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President,asingle word. The only ref- 
erence in our rules, so far as | know, toan amendment not being 
germane is contained in section 3 of Rule XVI, relating to ap- 
propriation bills, and is as follows: 

8. No amendment which Deepones general legislation shall be received to 
any general appropriation bill, nor shall any amendment not germane or 
relevant to the subject-matter contained in the bill be received; nor shall 
any amendment to any item or clause of such bill be received which does 
not directly relate thereto; and all questions of relevancy of amendments 


under this rule, when raised, shall be submitted to the Senate and be decided 
without debate; and any amendment to a geueral appropriation bill may 


be laid on the table without prejudice to the bill. 

My = is that one rule of the Senate relating to appropri- 
ation bills only containing the clause that an amendment must 
be germane to the subject-matter, that is, to the appropriation 
bill, conclusively proves that as to all other matters an objec- 


tion toan amendment that is not germane is not to be enter- | 


tained. 

If all amendments must under the rules or practice of the 

Senate be germane to the subject-matter, why provide that as 
to appropriation bills no amendment not germane or relevant 
shall be received? When the Senate finds it necessary to make 
that provision with reference to a particular class of bills, it 
conclusively proves that such amendments would be in order 
and are in order as to all other bills and resolutions. 
_ Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, the Senate in adopting that rule 
in reference to appropriation bills, in speaking of amendments 
to be offered to appropriation bills simply recited and reaffirmed 
the well known and never disputed proposition in any legisla- 
tive assembly that any amendment to a pending proposition 
must be of the samenature as the proposition then pending be- 
fore the body. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I think theye is a more 
serious point of order against the amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Rhode Island than the one suggested. That 
amendment requires the conferees on the part of the Senate to 
report the revenue bill with a disagreement. I am satisfied 
that the Senate has not the power to instruct its conferees to 


take a bill which is in the custody of the two Houses out of that 


custody and return it with a general disagreement. 
_ The Senate might have power to recede from the conference; 
it might have power to instruct the conferees to act; but it has 
not the power to instruct conferees to take a bill which is in the 
int custody of the two Houses under a conference which has 
n agreed to, and direct them as to the character of the re- 
port they shall make. It would be an absolute infringement 
upon the rights and powers of every gentleman upon that con- 
ference committee. 
Tam satisfied the point of order I suggest is conclusive against 
the amendment the Senator from Rhode Island has proposed. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the suggestion now made by 
the Senator from West Virginia |Mr. FAULKNER] is certainly 
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not pertinent to the point of order raised by the Senator from 
Texas (Mr. Miuus]. In my experience in the Senate no ques- 
tion of this kind has heretofore been raised. 

_ Here is a resolution of instructions to the Finance Committee 
in regard to acertain metter. It is proposed to amend that by 
instructing a portion of the Finance Committee in regard to an- 
other and similar measure. If there was any rule of the Senate 
that amendments of this kind should be germane toa resolution, 
that question would not apply to my proposed amendment; but 
there is no such rule of the Senate. 

from the time [have been a member of this body it has al- 
ways been the practice both upon bills and resolutions to offer 
amendments and have them acted upon, without regard to the 
fact whether or not they were germane to the original.proposi- 
tion. Itseems to me that the Senate certainly can not retrace 
its stepsin a matter of this kind without violating all of its tra- 
ditions. 

{am certain that the parliamentarians upon the other side of 
the Chamber will agree with me that there is nothing in the 
point suggested by the Senator from Texas. It is notstrange, 
perhaps, that that Senator, fresh from another body which has 
a rigid rule upon this subject, should have thought it necessary 
to raise the point of order; but I am sure, if he had studied the 
rules and practices of the Senate he would not have made this 
point. I hope that this question at least may be determined 
without a division. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. I want to say one word. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, from the standpoint of one of 
the conferees, I propose to be silent as to what the Senate may 
do in the way of direction or may do in respect to the subject- 
matter under their control, but | have some interest in main- 
taining something like a decent respect for the principles upon 
which the rules of this body are based. 

_ The reason why, upon the objection of one Senator, a resolu- 
tion introduced this morning shall go over one day, is that every 
Senator may have an opportunity to look at it, to examine it, to 
see what it means, and what effect it will have. It goes over 
one day on the objection; and having given that day for exami- 
nation and arriving ata conclusion as to what it will accomplish, 
the resolution comes up as a matter of right the next morning. 
Suppose it does, as in this case, and a resolution upon a totaliy 
different subject, having no earthly connection or relation with 
the subject-matter of the resolution as originally drafted, is of- 
fered asa substitute, it is in the nature of a new proposition that 
the Senate has had no hour, no day to investigate and deter- 
mine whether the resolution is right or wrong. The same rea- 
son why the original resolution should go over one day upon the 
objection of a Senator would apply with exactly the same and 
equal force to a substitute upon a totally different subject and 
declaring totally different ideas. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Tennes 
see allow me? 

Mr. HARRIS. I always allow the Senator, and generally dilf- 
fer with him after allowing him. [Laughter.| 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator is yenerally wrong 
when he differs from me. 

Mr. HARRIS. So the Senator would say. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask the distinguished Senator 
the question, would not the rule for which he has justcontended 
place it in the power of any one Senator on this floor to incefl- 
nitely postpone the consideration of a resolution? 

Mr. HARRIS. By no means. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Why not? By offering a sub- 
stitute such as the Senator contends this is, something not per- 
tinent, under the contention of the Senator it would have to gu 
over each day and every time it is offered. 

Mr. HARRIS. A resolution upon a totally different subject, 
which is to all intentsand purposes a different and a distinct reso- 
lution, having no relation whatever to a pending proposition, 
should be'treated as a new and a distinct resolution, and the 
Senator would have his day in court upon such a resolution. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And any other Senator might 
come in the next day and offer another substitute. In my opin- 
ion, the effect would be to place it in the power of any one Sena- 
tor on the floor to indefinitely postpone the consideration of the 


The Chair submits the question to 


| original resolution. 





Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the objection made by the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] is rarely made in the Senate. 
It has been so well understood that such an objection would not 
lie that I do not myself remember to have ever heard it made. 

It is understood in this body that the custom prevailing in the 
House of Representatives by virtue of a rule, and not by virtue 
of general parliamentary law, does not exist in this body and 
never did; and the Senator is in error when he says it is the 
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an ral parliamentary law that anamendmentmust be germane. 
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Mr. FAULKNER. iI do not desire to be discourteous to the 


will venture to say he can not find an. authority on this subject | Senator from Colorado, but if the-resolution goes over, as it noc 


which will sustain him. I have before me.Jefferson’s Manual, 
which is recognized in this country at least os authority, and 
speaking of the general parliamentary law it says: 

Amendments may bo made s0.a8 totally to alter the nature of the po- 
sition; and itis a way of getting rid of.a proposition by making it bear a 
sense different from what it wus intended by the movers, ‘so that they vote 
aga@inst.it themsdéives. (2Hats., 71; 482,84.) Anew bill may be'ingrafted, 
by way of.amendment, on the words ‘‘Be it-enacted,” etc. (1 Grey, 180, 182,) 

That is the rule of the British Parliament, and thatis the rule 
here; and so strictly have they held to that:rule in the British 
Parliament that where an amendment ‘has been olfered and 
adopted und anotheramendment offered absolutely inconsistent, 
it can not be held te be out of order, but must be voted down. 

Iuny heve, after some experience im the Senate, that that rule 
has never been adopted in this body,and it is not general par- 
liamentary law. The general parliamentary law is as I have 
read. Uartil the Sonate adopts a rule which will declare that 
all amendments must be germane, under the general parlia- 
mentary low amendments must be held to be in order whether 

mane ornet. So the Senator is merror when he says that 

is tthe @eneval parliamentary law that amenttments must ‘be 

armane. if he will refer itoCushing,.or to Grey., or 40 amy par- 

entary authority, he will find that thatis nota conrectstate- 
ment. 

I should dislike very much indeed to have the‘Chair rule dif- 
ferently here from whut has been the practice of ‘this body for 
the last one hundred years,and which, as the Senator éromOre- 
gon [Mr. MITCHELL] tas aptly said, would put it in the power 
of any ome Senator, under just such conéitions as these, to in- 
detinitely pospone the proceeding ‘upon a resolution. Every 
resolution and every ‘vill which is entitled to come before the 
Senute, when it is before the body for consideration may be 
amended by striking out everything after the resolving or the 
enacting dlause and mserting #n entirely different resolution or 
bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, Mr. President; but if: theSenator will 

rmitame, when a motion is mate to stridce-out.an entire reso- 
fstion and substitute anew one which relates to.an-entirehy dif- 
ferent subject, does not that resolutionnecessarily lieover under 
the rule which I shall wead? 

Mr. THLLER. Oh, no; not at all. There is no rule which 
says iteball lie over. 

r. CULLOM,. itis im the nature of an amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Willthe Senator permit me tocall iis at- 
tention to the rule? 

Mr. (TOLOR. Ihave read the rule, and Ihave itnow before 
me. 1 have, however, noobjection to the Senator reading the 
rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Clause :20f Rule XXXVI :veads: 

2. All rts of committees'and motions 'to discharge a conimittee from 
the consideration of a subject, and all subjects from which a committee 
shall be discharged, shall lie over one day farconsideration, unless by unani- 
mous consent the Senate shall otherwise direct. 

The resolution of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] 
was to discharge the ‘Committee on Finance from the further 
consideration of Senate bill 2264. That was a given subject- 
matter. The Senator from Rhode Island|{Mr. ALaRIcH}oefiered 
an umendment to discharge another committee from another 
and entirely different.subject-matter in aseparate:.and ‘inde pend- 
ent bill. That makes it a new motion practically. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the Senatorfrom Missouri rather mis- 
understands the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island; but 
if the Senator were correct, if a bill were before the Senate:and 
I should move to strike out all after the.enacting clanse:and ‘in- 
sert another bill, some Senator might rise and say that it was 
reguisite that it should havea first and second reading before 
it could be brought before the Senate. Nobody contends that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That does not apply. Here is a resolu- 
lution referring toa particular sub ect, tess bill 2264. That 
is one independent matter. Here is a motion to substitute for 
that.an entirely independent proposition, to.discharge another 
committee from another and .an-entirely different bill. I ad- 
mit much that the Senator eeys in regard to the latitude of 
amendment, but. here isan entirely different bill. It ismot.sub- 
stituting a new bill, but it.is substituting.a new matter, a new 
subject entirely. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri will 
please suspend. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, the Cal- 
endarunder Rule IX isin order. Dhe 4irstcase on the Calendar 


will be stated. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 
Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senater from Golorado may have 


unanimous consent to finish his remarks upon the subject. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isithere objection? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I object. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know that I care to continue. 








essarily will, I ‘have no doubithe Senator would prefer ‘to finis) 
his remarks when the resolution is properly before the Senat» 
I therefore ob‘ect. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is:objection to the reque 
of the Senator from Massachusetts that the Senator from Co), 
rade may conclude his remarks. 

EXECUDIVE SESSION 

Mr..COCKRELL. tn view-of the fact that there:cre excee, 
ingly important executive matters which must be acted 0: 
move that the Senute proceed to the consideration of exce.t;, 
business. 

The motion was agreed to; aud the Senate preceeded to th 
consideration of executive business. After ‘two hours and tw 
ty-five minutes spent in executive session the doors were 
opened, and (at 4 o’clock and 28 minutes p.m.) the Senite 
journed until to-morrow, Saturday, August i, 164, a 
o'clock m. 


OCONFIRMA TIONS. 
Heevutiue nominctions :conjfirmei by the Senate August 10. | 
PROMOTIONS IN DHE ARMY. 
Quartermaster’s Departmont. 

Capt. Charles A. H. McCauley ,nssistant quartermaste: 
quartermaster with \the rank of major. 

Napoleon J. 2. Dana, ‘htte assistant «quartermaster, Un 
States Army, to be ‘assistant quartermaster with the rin 
captain. 

George:S. Greene, hate dirst Hewtenant Third Artiller) 
first lieutenant of artillery. 

Infantry arm. 

First Lieut. Edward E. Hardin, Seventh Infantry, to be 
tain. 

First Liewt. Richard fi. Wilson, adjutant Eighth Infan 
to be captain. 

Second Lieut. ‘Charles S. Farnsworth, Twenty-fifth Infant 
to be first lieutenant. 

‘Second Lieut. Charles Gerhardt, Twentieth Infantry. to 
first lievttenant. 

SUPERVISING INSPECYOK OF STEAM VESSELS. 

George Winans, of Wisconsin, tobe supervismg inspect 
steam vessels for the Fifth district. 

POSTMASTERS. 

iii Mead, to ‘bo postmaster:at Hutchinson, in the count) 
Reno-an State of Kansas. 

Sdin WN. Scarborough, to ‘be —postmaster at Americus, in th 
county of Sumter and State of Georgia. 

George K. Otis, to be postmaster at Hicksville, in the 
of Defiance and State of Ohio. 

Emmett H. ‘Kennedy, to be postmaster at Scio, in the co 
of Harrison and State of Ohio. 

Thomas J. ‘Goodwin, to ‘be postmaster at South Berwick, in 
the county of York anil State of Maine. 

Eaward ©. ‘Carlton, to be postmaster at Farmington, in th 
county of Strafford and State of New Hampshire. 

Charles E. Bliss, to be postmaster at Bangor, in ‘the county of 
Penobscot and ‘State of Maine. ; 

George 'W. Owens, to bo postmaster at Northwood, in 1! 
county of Worth and State of Iowa. 

‘Charles E. Howard, to be postmaster at Webster ‘City, in t! 
county of Hamilton and State of Iowa. 

‘George W. Hill, to be postmaster at Pomona, in the county o 
Los Angeles and State of California. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, August 10, 1894, 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. ‘Prayer ‘by Rev. W. E. PAt- 
son, D. D. 
THE JOURNAL. 

The Journal.of yesterday was read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be noobjection, the Journal as read 
will beapproved. 

Mr..GROSVENOR. Before that isdone I desire to make 4 
remark. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BouTELL&) is 00% 

resent; and as the approval of the Journal in theform in which 

understood it.as.it was read wou.d :result in m decision by the 
Speaker .of the House which in my judgment-ought perhaps 
be veconsidered, or which at leastshould mot be accomplished 
inadvertently, Il want to bring the matter to the attentiono! the 
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Chair and the House. 
enes to the question. 
The gentleman from Maine yesterday, in addressing the House 
upon a question of personal privilege, made some remarks ia re- 
gard to the Secretary of State which were possibly unparlia- 
mentary, if it be held that criticism of a Cabinet officer can not 
be made by a. member of the House. The Journal shows that 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] called the gentle- 
man from Maine to order, and thereupon the Speaker made a 
ruling. [ will thank him if he will give me the exact lan- 


guage . - : 

The SPBAKER (reading from the Journal): 

Mr. BOUTELLE addressed the House— 

When,, being called to.order by Mr. OUTHWALTE— 

The SPPAKERB held that Mr. BOUTELLE must confine his remarks to the 
question.of privilege presented. 

Mr. BowTELLE continued his remarks. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, if that decision only means that 
the attack upon the Secretary of State was a deviation from th> 
question of personal privilege, there can be no objection to that 
entry wpon the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the Speaker did not intend to 
hold thas the question was affected at all by the reference to a 
Cabinet minister. The Chair had no-idea of that sort. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then I have nothing further tosuggest. 
E do not know what the parliamentary rule is—whether it is 
considered unparliamentary to assail a member of the Cabinet 
or not; and I do not care about having that questiondecided. I 
only want te have it appear that it was not decided. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair certainly did not intend to de- 
cide such question. If there be noobjection, the Journal as 
samanl he approved. 


The Journal was approved. 


WASHINGTON, ALEXANDRIA AND MOUNT VERNON BLECTRIC 
RAILWAY. 


[ have no partisan feeling with refer- 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (#. R. 7006) to | 


authorize the Washington, Alexandria and Mount Vernon Elec- 
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tric Railway Company to extend its line of road. into and within | 


the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been returned from the Senate 
with amendments. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, it is my purpose toask concur- 
rence in these amendments. They are material in their char- 
acter, but they tend decidedly to improve the bill. [ hope the 
House will listen to the amendments as read, and then F shall 
ask that they be coneurred in. 

The amendments of the Senate, as appearing in the Senate 
proceedings (pages 9755-9758 of the RECORD) were read. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, Ff will state substantially the 
changes proposed in this bill, which changes I am sure every 
member of the House will approve when he understands them. 
This bill, as passed by the House a short time ago, provided for 


a road beginning practically at the Seventh Street market, run- | 


ning on B street out around the White Lot, up Seventeenth 
street to BE, and on I street to the Petemac River, it being pre- 
posed to eross the river on a ferry at the intersection of E with 
New Hampshire avenue. The bill also proposed the construe- 
tion of a spur, beginning at the intersection of B and Fiiteenth 
streets, running up Fifteenth street to Pennsylvania avenue, by 
the Randali Hotel. The billalso proposed a branch to run from 
the intersection of B and Fourteenth streets, down Fourteenth 
street over the tracks of the Belt Line Railroad, to a point near 
the footof the Long Bridge. 

The Senate has eliminated all that part of the route which 
would carry the road on 5 street around the White Lot, up Sev- 
enteenth street, and across theriver atthe upper ferriage. That 
has all been wiped out. The bill, as new presented with the 
Senate amendment», contemplates a route from the initial point 
near the market up B street to Thirteen-and-a-half street, thenee 
north om Thirteen-and-a-hulf street to the avenue, thence west 
on E street, in front of the power-house of the Washington and 
Georgetown Railroad Company, to Fourteenth street, there in- 
tersecting the Belt. Line tracks, and following those tracks 
south to the Long Bridge. 

This. route would require no new track except from Ninth 
street to Thirteen-and-a-half street, and on Thirteen-and-a- 
half street from B North to E street, at. the corner of the 
power house of the Washington and Georgetown Railroad Com- 

¥, and then one block west to the intersection with the Belt 

eroad. This route would be very much more direct. It 
would eliminate that part over which there was contention 
both in the committee and in the Hause. [t would appropriate 
only afew squares of streets not now occupied by street-ear 
tracks—adopting as it dees the line now on B street.and th 
Belt Line on Fourteenth street. As will be seen, this is a more 
direct route with smaller appropriation of new streets. 
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Mr.. BAKER ot New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr.. HEARD. Does my friend from New Hampshire rise to 
ask a question? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I wish to ask if it would 
not be entirely satisfactory to the gentleman from Missouri, as 
the changes made by the Senate in the House bill are very 
material, to have the bill as it passed the Senate printed in the 
usual form, and let the matter go over until to-morrow without 
prejudice? 

Mr. HEARD. I would say to my friend from New Hampshire 
that [ have no objection in the world to that, excepting that it 
is just that much further delay at a time when we ean not very 
well afford much delay. The bill as proposed to-day is printed 
by the Senate. The amendments of the Senate are printed al- 
ready in the bill. 

Mr. COOMBS... I have been unable to find the 
printed amendments. 

Mv. HEARD. If my friend had made inquiry at the Clerk's 
desk he would have found the bill there as it comes from the 
Senate. 

Mr. COOMBS. Not the House bill with the Senate amend- 
ments printed. The Senate amendments are there. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is a very important bill, and we ought 
to be able to see the Senate amendments in connection with the 
House bill. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to finish my statement 
first, and them if any gentleman wishes to insist that the bill 
shall go over [ will make no objeetion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. These 
all been printed in the RecorD already. 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


bill with the 


amendments have 


In yesterday morning's 
The amendments.are also printed by the Senate. 

Mr. COOMBS. Not in a way that makes them intelligible in 
connection with the House bill. 

Mr. HEARD. Iam sure my friend from New York, if he un 
derstands the amendments, will not insist wpen delay at this 
stage of the session, when it is very desirable to progress with 
the business, and since there is not a single new feature in the 
bill, and as the Senate amendments eliminate the part of the 
original course, about which there was some contention in the 
House, I do not think there is a single member present who 
would not approve of the changes proposed by the Senate bill 
So believing, I therefore desire to move econeurrence in the Sen- 
ate amendments; but if anybody insists that the bill shall go 
over, with a view to examining these amendments in connec- 
tion with the House bill, I shall not oppose the request. 

Mr. HULL. I would like to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
a question. 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. 

Mr. HULL. Do not the Senate amendments eliminate that 
portion of the House bill which prohibits freight cars to run 
over the road? 

Mr. HEARD. They do. 

Mr. HULL. Do they not also eliminate that portion of the 
House bill as to permitting the use of steam in the locomotives? 

Mr. HEARD. Yes, sir. 

{ will say to my friend from Iowa perhaps I misunderstood 
his question. As the bill passed the House it authorized some 
licht freight to be carried over the line of the road, but the 
Senate bill eliminates that provision, and confines it exclusively 
to passenger trafiic. The further prohibition ou the part of the 
House as to the use of steam on the road, is preserved in the 
bill as amended by the Senate. 

Mr. HULL. It seems to me it would be better to let the bill 
be printed in the usual form with the Senate amendments. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Itis already published in 
the KECORD of yesterday's proceedings. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 1 could not find it. 

Mr. HULL. 1! think it had better go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The amendments will be 
found on page 9755 of the RECORD. 

Mr. HEARD. In view of the application of my colleagueson 
the committee, Mr. HuLL, and of other gentlemen, I will with- 
draw the motion to coneur in the Senate amendments, and now 
request that the bill be permitted to remain on the table; that 
it be printed with the Senate amendments in italics, and I give 
notice thet I will call it up to-morrow morning. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The request is that the 
bill be printed also? 

Mr. HEARD. lt is alre-dy printed, 

Mr. DINGLEY. But it ought to be printed in bill form, with 
the amendments numbered. 

Mr. HEARD. [ will say that I am advised by the gentleman 
from Tennessee that it has already been printed in full in yester- 
day’s RECORD. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. But notin the form that makes it available 
for comparison, It ought to be printed in the usual bill form 
with the Senate amendments numbered. 

Mr. HEARD. AsI have just saidI have no objection to that. 
T ask that the bill be printed, giving in italics the amendments 
proposed in the Senate. 

Mr. COOMBS. That is right. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, that is only a mul- 
tiplication of expense. The bil! has already been printed and 
is accessible to anybody who wishes to examine it with the 
amendments. 

Mr. HEARD. 
I have said. 

Mr. COOMBS. Has the gentleman from Tennessee any ob- 
jection to having the bill printed in the usual form? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. My only objection is the 
unnecessary expense it entails. 

Mr. HEARD. I hope mycolleauge will not object. 
only make a delay of one day. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
pense of printing. 

Mr. COOMBS. Oh, that comes with very bad grace. 

Mr. HEARD. I agree with my friend from Tennessee in 
opposing the bill as a but he andI have had an opportu- 
nity of examining the matter and understand these provisions. 
Other members may not have had the opportunity. I think 
there is no reasonable objection to letting the bill be printed 
and go over. Letit be printed with the amendments of the 
Senate in the usual form. Isubmit thatrequest, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
meus consent that there be a print of this bill with the Senate 
amendments, as proposed, in italics, and that it lie on the table 
for the present, to be called up at some subsequent date. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

OPZNING CERTAIN ABANDONED MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4667) to 
provide for the opening of certain abandoned military reserva- 
tions, and for other purposes, with Senate amendments. 

‘The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in 
the Senate amendments. 

‘he Senate amendments were concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate amendments were concurred in was laid on 
the table. 

CHOCTAW COAL AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7680) toau- 
thorize purchasers of the property and franchises of the Choc- 
taw Coal and Railway Company to organize a corporation and 
to confer upon the sameall the powers, priviliges, and fraanchises 
vested in that company, with Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, these ainmendments are not ma- 
terial, and I ask that the House concur. 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. BAILEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate amendments were concurred in, was laid on 
the table. 





It has already been printed in the RECORD, as 


It will 


Lam objecting to the ex- 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPRAKER laid before the House the following bills of the 
Senate; which were severaliy read a first and second time, and 
referred as indicated below: 

A bill (S. 2261) to further encourage the holding of a world’s 
exposition at Atlanta, Ga., in the year 1895—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

A bill (S. 1706) to provide registers for the steamers, Claribel 
— Athos—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

A bill (S. 1688) for the relief of Enoch Davis—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

A bill (S.1772) extending the time for the completion of a 
railroad bridge over the Columbia River at or near Vancouver, 
in the State of Washington—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1969) granting a pension to Harrison C. Hobart, 
brevet brigadier general of volunteers—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

NORTHERN MISSISSIPPI RAILWAY COMPANY. 

— Speaker laid before the House the bill (S. 2107) granting 
to the 
through certain Indian reservations in Minnesota. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Soeaker. I esk unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of this bill. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentieman from Minnesota asks unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of this bill. The 
bill will be read, after which the Chair will ask if there be ob- 
jection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby granted tothe Northern Missis 
sippi Railway Company, a corporation organized and existing under the 
laws of the State of Minnesota, and its assigns, the right of way for the ex- 
tension of its railroad through the Leech Lake Indian, Chippewa Indian 
and Winnebagoshish Indian Reservations, in the State of Minnesota; such 
right of way to be 50 feet in width on each side of the center line of said rajl- 
road; and said company shall also have the right to take from the land aq- 
jacent to the line of said road materials, stone, and earth necessary for the 
construction of said railroad; also ground adjacent to such right of way for 


station buildings, depots, machine shops, side tracks, turn-outs, and water 
stations, not to exceed in amount 200 feet in width and 3,000 feet in length 
for each station, to the extent of one station for every 10 miles of road con- 
structed within the limits of said reservations: Provided, That no part of 
such lands herein granted shall be used except in such manner and for such 
purposes only as are necessary for the construction and convenient opera 


tion of said railroad line, and when any portion thereof shall cease to be 
used such portion shall revert to the nation or tribe of Indians from which 
the same shall be taken. 

Sec. 2, That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to fix the 
amount of compensation to be paid to the Indians for such right of way and 
provide the time and manner for the payments thereof; and also to ascer- 
tain and fix the amount to be paid to individual members of the tribe for 
damages, if any, by them sustained by reason of the construction of said 
road. Butno right of way of any kind shall vest in said railway company 
in or to any part of the rizht of way herein provided for until plats thoreo!, 
made upon actual survey for the definite location of such railroad, and in- 
cluding the grounds for station houses, depots, machine shops, side tracks 
turn-outs, and water stations, shall have been ores by the Secretary of 
the Interior, and until the compensation aforesaid shall have beeu fixed and 
paid, and the consent of the Indians on such reservations, as to the amount of 
said compensation and right of way, shall have been first obtained in a man 
ner satisfactory to the President of the United States. Sail company is 
hereby authorized to enter upon said reservations for the purpose of survey- 
ing and locating its lines of railroad, provided that said line of railroad 
shall be located, constructed. and operated with due regard tothe rights 
of the [ndians, and under such rules and regulations as the Secretary ofthe 
Interior shall prescribe. 

Sec. 3. That the rights herein granted shall be forfeited by said company 
unless the road is constructed through said reservations within three years 

a 4, That Congress may at any time amend, add to, alter, or repeal this 
act. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to considering this bi 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill wasordered toathirdreading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TAWNEY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I move that the Houss bill on the same sub- 
ject lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the House bill on th 
same subject will lie on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
HARMER, for three days, on account of sickness. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. ¢ 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mv 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, informed the House that the 
President had approved and signed bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles: 

On August 7, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 5481) making appropriations to provide for th: 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 4611) toamend an act approved January 23, 18) 
to authorize the construction of bridges across the Hiwassee, 
the Tennessee, and Clinch Rivers, in the State of Tennessee: 

Anact(H. R. 7488) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
grant leases for sites on the Hot Springs Reservation, Arkan 
sas, for cold-water reservoirs; 

An act (H. R. 7494) disposing of four condemned cannon of 
the Navy; and 

An act (H. R.5371) for the relief of certain enlisted men of 
the Marine Corps. 
fe August 8, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 6937) making appropriations for the Departmen’ 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895; 

An act (H. R. 6080) granting a certain military reservation to 
Oklahoma City, Okla., to aid the public free schools thereo!, 
and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 3606) to require railroad companies operating 
railroads in the Territories over a right of way granted by the 
Government to establish stations and depots at afl town sites on 





the lines established by the Interior Department; and 

An act (H. R. 868) for the relief of Charles B. Stivers. 

On August 9, 1894: 

An act H. R. 6542) to change the lines between the eastern 
and western judicial districts of North Caroliaa and fixing tim: 
for holding courts in said eastern district; 
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An act (H. R. 6042) to authorize sale of lot 8, block 93, city of 
Hot Springs, by school directors thereof,and use of proceeds for 
school purposes; 

An act (H. R. 3032) to remove the chargeof desertion from the 
record of John A. Jack; 

An act (H. R. 6405) to remove the charge of desertion stand- 
ing against Patrick Kelleher, late private Company C, Thirty- 
eighth Illinois Volunteers; 

An act (H. R. 6802) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Susie Conway; 

An act (H. R. 7419)for the construction of a military road from 
the city of El Paso to Fort Bliss, Tex. 

An act (H. R.6921) for the relief of George B. Cosby; 

An act (H. R. 6720) providing for the resurvey of Grant and 
Hooker Counties, in the State of Nebraska; 

An act(H. R.2996) for relief of Mrs. E.S. Luke, widow of John 
L. Luke, late a soldier in the Black Hawk war; and 

An act (H. R. 3858) to pension Mrs. Eliza B. Pierce, widow of 
Charles Pierce, of New Bedford, Mass. 

Notrr.—The following-named bill having been presented to 
the President July 27, 1894, for his approval, and not having 
been returned by him to the House of Congress in which it origi- 
nated within the time prescribed by the Constitution of the 
United States, has become a law without his approval: 

An act (H. R. 894) for the relief of Robert Travila for loss of 
carbine in late war. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles: when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1589) for the relief of Louis Pelham; 

A bill (S. 1852) to providean American register for the steamer 
S. Oteri; and 

A bill (S. 2234) to further amend section 2399 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment joint 
resolution H. Res. 95, providing for an investigation relating to 
the effects of machinery on labor. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill 
and joint resolution of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 253) granting a pension to Maria Hall, widow of 
Joseph E. Doak, deceased; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 96) to extend the charter of the Mary- 
land and Washington Railway Company. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I present the conference report 
on the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. ENLOE. I desire to raise the question of consideration 
on that. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill 
on which the conference report is made. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


said ship, at not exceeding $70,000; for a light and fog-signal station, Balti- 
more Harbor, 860,000; for completing range lights above Grassy Island, 
Mich., $1,500; for establishing range lights, Boston Harbor, #1,000; author- 
izes the establishment of a light vessel off South Pass of the Mississippi 
River, in the Gulf of Mexico; for additional aids tonavigation, Tampa Bay, 
Florida, 81,670.81; for completion of Buoy Depot at Absecom, N. J., 81,200; 
for completion of the boat house for light-ships’ boats, Cape May, N. J., 
$500; for establishing lights in Mobile ShipChannel, Alabama, #30,000, instead 
of $40,000, as proposed by the House, and 860,000, as proposed by the Seflate, 
with authority to contract for said additional lights at a total cost not ex- 
ceeding $60,000; for establishing  , a safer site, near by the Chandeleur, 
Louisiana, light station, wrecked in October, 1893, 835,000; for removing and 
rebuilding range iights, Sandusky Bay, Ohio, #25,000; for expenses of ob- 
os title to Devil’s Island light station, Wisconsin, $283.04; for North 
Head light station, Washington, 25,000, instead of #30,000,as proposed by 
the House, and #50,000, as proposed by the Senate, with authority to con- 
tract for said light station complete at a cost not exceeding %50,000; author- 
izes the Light-House Board to lease land for sites for lights provided for in 
the bill, and authorizes the use of the unexpended balance appropriated for 
establishing a light and fog-signal at the mouth of Coquille River, Oregon, 
in the erectionof a light-keeper’s dwelling and a fog-signalat the Cape Arago 
light station. 

On amendments numbered 32 and 33: Strikes out the provisions proposed 
by the Senate authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury toexpend the ap- 
propriations for the light-house establishment other than for surveys, esti- 
mates, and sites, by contract or otherwise, and authorizing the construction 


of a light station at Outer Diamond Shoal, off Cape Hatteras, to be effected 
by contract or otherwise. 
On amendments numbered 34 and 35: Makes the appropriation for the 


Life-Saving Service available for maintaining the old Chicago station 

On amezument numbered 36: Strikes out the appropriation proposed by 
the Senate rnaking the reduction of compensation of cadets in the Res nue 
Cutter Service apply only to those cadets hereafter appointed 

Or. amendments numbered 37 and 38: Inserts the provisions proposed by 
the Senate, declaring that the appropriation for materials for the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing be held to be contingent expenses, under section 
240 and section 3683 of the Revised Statutes, and appropriates #200 for rent 
of office for the agent of the Post-Office Department to supervise the dis 
tribution cf stamps by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

On amendments numbered 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50,51, and 52, re- 
lating to the Coast and Geodetic Survey: Appropriates #107,800, instead of 
$105,800, as proposed by the House, and #110.750, as proposed by the Senate, 
for fleld expenses, and makes 10 per cent_of the several appropriations for 
fleld expenses, instead of 20 per cent,as proposed by the Senate, available 
interchangeably, with the proviso that not more than 10 per cent shall be 
added to any one item of appropriation by reason of such interchange; ap 
propriates for forty-three field officers at a total cost of $99,300, instead of 
forty-one, at a cost of $92,8.0,as proposed by the House, and forty-four, at a 
cost of $109,300, as proposed by the Senate: appropriates $135,000 for the office 


force, instead of #125,000, as proposed by the House, and #143,131, as proposed 
by the Senate, and restores to the bill the provision proposed to be stricken 
out by the Senate requiring the Secretary of the Treasury to reduce the 
number or compensation, or both, of said office force so as to bring the same 


within the amount appropriated. 

On amendment numbered 53: Authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury, 
as proposed by the Senate, to furnish precise copies of standard weights and 
measures to the States and Territories. 

On amendment ae 54: Appropriates 600, as proposed by the Sen 
ate, for rent of workshops for the National Museum. 

On amendments numbered 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70,71, 
72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82,83, and 8&4, relating to the Fish Commission 
Appropriates $1,600, instead of $1,200, as proposed by the House, and #1,800, 
as proposed by the Senate, for the stenographer to the Commissioner, and 
leaves the appropriations for the several employés of the Fish Commission 
and for superintendents of fish stations at the sums fixed in the bill by the 
House, instead of as proposed by the Senate: appropriates for fish hatch- 
eries, as proposed by the Senate, as follows: In Tennessee, $12,000; Lake 
County, Colo., 26,500; on or near the St. Lawrence River, New York, #7,000; 


| and provides that the miscellaneous expenses of the Commission may be 


A bill (H. R. 5575) making appropriations for the sundry civil expenses of | 


the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other pur- 


poses. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee raises the 
question of consideration against this report. The question is, 
Will the House consider the conference report? 
The question was taken, and the House decided to consider 
the conference report. 


Mr. ENLOE. I think we ought to consider bills on the Pri- | 


vate Calendar, but as nobody else seems to think so it is not 
worth while to press the matter. 

The’SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement. 

The statement was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate tothesundry 
civil enon bill submit the following written statement in explana- 
tion of the effect of the action agreed upon and recommended in the accom- 
panying conference report on each of the amendments of the Senate, namely: 

On amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4,5, 6,7, 8,9, 10, 12,13,and 14: Extends the 
limit of cost of the following buildings, as orcas by the Senate: Clarks- 
ville, Tenn., $15,000; Fort Worth, Tex., $40,000, and Sioux City, Iowa, #25,00); 
appropriates $25,000 additional for the public building at Davenport, Iowa; 
Strikes out the appropriation of #20,000 epeees by the Senate, for the pub- 
lic building at Chester, Pa. ; appropriates 88,000 for anelevator and new steam 
boiler for the public building at Topeka, Kans., 850,000 for continuing public 
build at Worcester, Mass., and $210,000, as proposed py the Senate, instead 
of $200,000, as proposed by the House, for repairs of public buildings; strikes 
out the provision proposed by the Senate requiring the Secretary of the 

to submit estimates in detail for all employés required in connec- 

tion with superintendence and construction of public buildings; and appro- 

Priates 065, for the purchase of additional ground for the post-office at 
adelphia, instead of #175,000, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendments numbered 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 
and 31: Makes spevegniatens for light-houses, beacons, and fog-signals in 
addition to those authorized in the bill by the House, as follows: For Boston 

bor, light-ship, $35,000, with authority to contract for the whole cost of 


used interchangeably, but that not more than 10 per cent shail be added to 
any one item. 

On amendments numbered 85 and 86: Provides that not exceeding #20.000 
of the appropriation for the Interstate Commerce Commission may be ex- 
pended in the employment of counsel. 

On amendment numbered 87: Strikes out the appropriation of 971,000, pro 


posed by the Senate, to pay the French Government and French exhibitors 
at the World's Columbian Exposition for losses incurred by fire, and inserts 
a provision requiring the Secretary of State to investigate and report to 


Congress at its next session what amountof such losses was sustained by t} 
Republic of France and by French exhibitors. 

On amendment numbered 88: Appropriates 82,500, as proposed by the Sen 
ate, to enable the President to signify to the governments of the several 
countries represented at the World's Columbian Exposition the great ap 
preciation of the Government and of the people of the United States for their 
valued contributions to the success of said Exposition. 

On amendment numbered 89: Authorizes James D. McBride to have en 
graved on stone or wood fac-simile copies of the seals of the Supreme Court 


| of the United States, of the Senate and House of Representatives, of the 





| 


several Executive Departments,and of the Government of the United States 


On amendment numbered 90: ty ee 23,500, as proposed by the Sen 
ate, to enable the Committee on Final Report of the World's Columbian Ex 
position to arrange the reports of the various departments and prepare a 


synopsis of the same, and limits said reports, with synopsis, including index, 
to not exceeding ten volumes of 1,000 pages each. 

On amendment numbered 91: Strikes out the appropriation proposed by 
the Senate of #205.15, to reimburse Briscoe B. Bouldin on account of wounds 
received in the discharge of his official duties in the Internal Revenue Sery 
ice. 

On amendment numbered 92: Strikes out the appropriation of #2,500 pro 
»osed by the Senate, for salaries of special agents of the independent 

‘reasury. 

On amendments numbered 93 and 94: Makes verbal correction in the text 
of the bill, and appropriates 100,000 instead of 8300,000,as proposed by the 
Senate, for recoinage of uncurrent fractional silver coins. 

On amendment numbered %: Appropriates #60,000, as proposed by the 
House, instead of #72,070, as proposed by the Senate, for distinctive paper 
for United States securities. 

On amendment numbered 96: Appropriates #750,000, instead of #725,000, as 
proposed by the House, and #800,000,as proposed by the Senate, for pay of 
assistant custodians and janitors. 

On amendment numbered 97: Makes the appropriaticn for fuel, lights, 
and water for public buildings available for procuring electric power, as 
proposed by the House. 

On amendment numbered 9&: Strikes out the authority proposed by the 
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House to use $5,000 of the appropriation for suppressing counterfeiting and 
other crimes in the necessary investigation of violations of section 5209 of 
the Revised Statutes. 

On amendments numbered 99 and 100: Appropriates $400, as posed by 
the Senate, instead of $500, as proposed by the House for cust , care, and 
protection of lands and other property belonging to the United States. 

On amendment numbered 101: Appropriates $100,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $90,000, as proposed by the House, for enforcing the alien 
contract labor laws. 

On amendment numbered 102: Makes, as proposed by the Senate, the de- 
cision of immigration or customs officers, When adverse to the admission of 
aliens, final, unless reversed on appeal to the Seeretary of the Treasury. 

On amendment numbered 103: Increases, as proposed by the Senate, the 
head money from alien passengers, after October 1 next, from 50 cents to 
#1, and covers the receipts from all such head money, after July 1, 1805, into 
the Treasury, and requires the Secretary of the Treasury to report to the 
next session of Congress a plan for the organization of the immigration 
service and make detalied estimates therefor. : 

On amendment numbered 104: Inserts the provision proposed by the Sen- 
ate requiring that commisstoners of immigration at the several ports shall 
pe appointed by the President, with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

On amendment numbered 105: Authorizes, as proposed by the Senate, the 
payment of watchmenand night watchmen in custom-houses, who may be 
designated as inspectors of customs. 

On amendment numbered 106: A opriates $4,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, for the protection of salmon fisheries in Alaska, 

On amendment numbered 107: Requires, as pro by the Senate, that 
$3,325 of the appropriation for food and clothing for the inhabitents of the 
islands of St. Paul and St. George, Alaska, be paid tothe bishop of the Greck 
Church, San Francisco, Cal. 

On amendment numbered 108; Appropriates #800, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for two coal houses on the islands of St. Paul and St. George, Alaska. 

On amendment numbered 108: A opriates $1,500 for necessary expenses 
of enforcing tae condstions of sec 4 of the oct give effect to the award 
rendered by the Tribunal of Arbitration at Paris in. 1893. 

On amendment numbered 111: Appropriates $4,000), instead of 95,000, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, for a report upon explosives. 

On amendment numbered 112: Authorizes, as proposed by the Senate, the 
SS of one assistant appraiser of merchandise at $2,500 at the port 
° 


Jaltimore. 
On amendment numbered 113: A iates $7,000. one-half to be paid out 
of the revenues of the District of Columbia, inssead of $10,000, as proposed 
by the Senate, for grading Massachusettsavenue, in the District of Columbia. 

On amendment numbered Li4: Strikes out theappropriation of $2,600, pro- 
pase by the Senate, for an elevator in the Home for Incurables in Wash- 

gton. 

On amendments numbered 115, 116, and 117: Appropriates 3/25,000, instead 
of $75,000, as proposed by the House, and $90,000, as dv the Senate, 
for maintenance and expenses of quarantine stations, and $5,000, as proposed 
by the Senate, for repairs, buildings, etc., for the Gulf quarantine station. 

On amendments numbered 120, 121, 122, and 123: Authorizes, as proposed 
the Senate, the use of the epidemic f to prevent the introduction of - 
nese plague or b.ack death, and strikes out the additional appropriation of 
#376,000, proposed by the Senate, for the epidemic fund. 

On amendment numbered 124: Appropriates $28,560, as proposed by the 
Senate, for 1. new copper roof for the Pension Office Building. 

On amendments numbered 125, 126, 129, 130, 131, and 132, relating to the 
Capitol building: Appropriates, as proposed by the Senate, as follows: For 
repairs and improvements ef steam-heatin paratus, etc,, of the Senate 
wing, $2,575; for removal of ranges, etc., the Senate restaurant, $1,500; 
for construction of an elevator leading to the Supreme Court rooms, $2,300; 
for flags, $100; for repair of paintings, $1,000; and strikes out the appropria- 
tion of $1,000 proposed by the Senate to purchase a copy of a portrait of 
George Washington. 

On amendment numbered 135: Strikes out, as proposed the Senate, the 

oviston requiring the Secretary of the Interior to consolidate the district 

and offices, so as to bring their total compensation for 1895 within the ap- 
propriation made in the bill. 

On amendments numbered 136 and 137: Appropriates 960.000, as proposed 
by the Senate, instead of $85,000, as proposed by the House. for protecting 
timber on public lands, and for protecting public lands from illegal entry 
or appropriation, and requires the Secretary of the Interior to so apportion 
the appropriation as to prevent a deficiency therein. 

On amendments numbered 138, 139, and 140: Appropriates forsurveys only, 
as pro d by the Senate, instead of for surveys and resurveys of public 
lands, 00H, Instead of $175,000, as proposed by the House, an 8400, 00, as 
proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment numbered 143: Reappropriates the appropriation of $125,- 
000 made fn the sundry civil act for 1893, ds proposed by the Senate, for the 
survey of public lands lying within the limits of land grants made by Con- 
gress to aid in the construction of ratlroads. 

On amendment numpered 144: Appropriates $500, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for the retracement of the boundary line between the States of Louisi- 
ana, Arkansas, and Texas. 

On amendment numbered 146: Grants to the city of Port Angeles, Wash., 
for use as a burial ground or cemetery, certain suburban blocks, as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

On amendment numbered 147: Appropriates $212,000, as ~ ey by the 
Senate, to adjust and pay the claims of settlers on the spose Des Moines 
River lands. 

On amendments numbered 149, 150, 151, 152, 153, 154, 155, 156, 157, amd 158: 
Readjusts the several appropriations, as proposed by the Senate, for the 
Geological Survey and appropriates there er for ganging the streams 
and determining the water supply of the United States $12,500, instead of 

25,000, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendments numbered 159, 160, 161, and 162: Ape lates $25,500, as 
proposed by the House, instead of $28,030, including 8. for the law de- 
partment, as d by the Senate, for maintenance of the Howard Uni- 
versity, and appropriates $1,000,as proposed by the Senate, for books for 
the library of the law department of said university. 

On amendment numbered 163: gly ey td $10,000, as 
House, instead of $15,000, as proposed by the Senate, for mz 
fixtures for the Rock Ish Arsenal. 

On amendments uumbered 164, 165, and 166: A 
posed by the House, instead of 967,500, as by the Senate, for extra- 
ordinary repairs of the aykes and for the repair of line Dam, of the Rock 
Tsiand water power, and anthorizes a contract for all of said works at an 


additional cost not exceeding $37,500. 
On amendment numbered 167: Appropriates $5,759, as proposed by the 
Arsenal. 
of War to pur- 


Senate, for a new fence for the Indianapolis 
On amendment numbered 168: Authorizes the Secreta 
chase trees and stock for the nursery for public grounds in Washington by 
contract or otherwise, as proposed by the Senate. 
On amendment numbered 160: Strikes out the yy ey of $3,000, pro- 
rs. 


posed by the Senate, to purchase the portrait of ly Madison. 
On amendments numbered 170,171, and 172; Limits the price of gas in the 


roposed the 
inery ssataoe 


priates $30,000, as pro- 
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> grounds im Washington to $20.50 per lamp, as proposed by the Hous 
nstead of $21.50, as proposed by the Senate, and the price of electric licht 
to 30 cents light per night, as proposed by the House, instead of 40 cents 
as proposed by the Senate. =i 

On amendment numbered 173: Instead of the provision proposed by the 
Senate, relating to the water power of the Great Falls of the Potomac in 
serts a provision directing the Secretary of War and the Attorney-( teneral. 
to make report to Congress as to the existing claims of all parties to land 
and water rights at Great Falls and the cost of acquiring the title or titl< 
to such land or water rights. ; 

On amendments numbered 174 and 175: Appropriates $200,000, as proposed 
by the House, instead of $350,000, as proposed by the Senate, for bui) ling sat 
military posts, and, as proposed by the Senate, extends the limit of cost o 
Fort Crook, Nebraska, to $700,000, and of Fort Harrison, Montana, to 8300 00 

On amendmentnumbered 176: Appropriates $7,000, as proposed by the S 
ate, for additional lands for ort Ethan Allen, Vermont. 

On amendments numbered 177 and 178: Strikes out, as proposed by { 
Senate, the provision placing the expenditures for the Yellowstone Par 
under the acting superintendent thereof, and appropriates $1,000, as prop 
by the Senate, for the salary of the commissioner for the park. : 

On amendments numbered 179, 180, and 191: Strikes from the bill th 
vision as proposed to be amended by the Senate, authorizing the emp|o, 
ment of a representative of the Army of the Tennessee in connection \ 
the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Park. 

On amendments numbered 182 and 1Is3: Makes a correction of a cleri 
error in the Army appropriat ion act for the fiscal year 1895, and authori 
a5 proposed by the Senate, the payment to discharged employés of the Rk 
ord and Pension Office of the War Department for leaves of absence. 

On amendment numbered 184: In lieu of the provision proposed by t 
Senate relating to certain revolutionary archives, inserts a provision 
quiring that all military records of the war of 1812 be transferred tothe S 
retary of War, to be preserved, indexed, and prepared for publication. 

On amendments numbered 185 and 185: Appropriates #600,0U0, as prop: 
by the Senate, instead of $500,000, as proposed by the House, for improvin 
the harbor at Galveston, Tex. 

On amendments numbered 187 and 188, relating to Gettysburg battle! 
Inserts the provision proposed by the Senate authorizing the acquiremen 
of land for sites of tablets and construction of aventies; and strikes out the 
provision proposed by the Senate authorizing the employment of a repr 
sentative of the Army ef Northern Virginia to assist in preparing histor 
ical tablets of that army. 

On amendment numbered 189: Requires, as proposed by the Senate, t 
the appropriation for appliances for disabled soldiers shall be disburs 
under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

Onamendment numbered 190: Appropriates £19,000, as proposed by the ‘ 
ate, instead of $15,000, as proposed by the House, for the Garfield Hospita 

On amendments numbered 191, 192, and 198: Appropriates $45,000 for the 

urchase or construction of one steam tug for use in the harbor of New York 

n preventing injurious deposits, instead of $90,000 as proposed by the Se: 
ate for two tugs and $15, for pay of crew and maintenance of said tug 

On amendment numbered 194: Inserts the provision proposed by the Sen- 
ate declaring the appropriation for arming and equipping the militia to | 
permanent and not subject to be covered into the surplus fund. 

On amendments numbered 195, 196, 197, 19¢, 190, 200, 201, 202, 203, 204, 205, 208, 
207, 208, 200, 240, 211, 212, 213, 214, V5, 216, 217, 2B, 219, 220, 228, 222, 223, 224, 225, 
226, and 227, relating to the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers 
Makes the appropriations for each branch home as proposed by the Senate 
and inserts a provision requiring thatno part of the ap for con 
struction and repairs for any of the branch homes shall be used for the « 
struction of any new buildings,aod strikes out the provision proposed by 
the Senate authorizing theinterchangeahbie use of 10percentof the amo 
appropriated for each branch. 

On amendments numbered 223, 229, 230, and 231: Provides for the officer 
and employés of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers, as follows: For president, $4,000: secretary, $2,000: gen 
eral treasurer, $3,000; one inspector-general, $2,500; one assistant inspecior- 
general, #2,000; clerical service for offices of the president and general trea 
urer, $4,500; messenger service for president's office, $144; messenger service 
for secretary's office, %2; clerical service for managers, $1,500; agents, #2, 40) 
traveling expenses of Board of Managers, $11,500; out-door relief, $1,750; and 
rent and incidental expenses, $2,500. 

On amendment numbered 232: Requires that all amounts disbursed from 
the appropriation for a branch home shall be disvursed and accounted for 
monthly to the general treasurer by the treasurer of that branch, excep 
such expenditures for services, stationery, tableware, clothing, and bediin 
as may be required by the Board of Managers to be legally made by the gen 
eral treasurer; that such stationery, tableware, clothing, and bedding as 
may be required for each branch home shall be shipped directly from the 

lace of purchase or manufacture to such branch home; and that al! 
Coceapaente shall be made in conformity with sections 3878 and 3679 of the 
Revised Statutes; and inserts a provision requiriug the general treasurer 0 
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soidiers to give good and sul 
cient bond to the Unite i States in the sum of not less than $100,000, a 
Secretary of War may direct, and to be approved by him, and the trea: rs 
of the several branch homes to give good and sufficient bonds to the general 
treasurer in such sums as he may require. 

On amendments numbered 233 and 234: Authorizes the Board of Man.cer 
of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers to establish a rate 0! 
pay and allowance for all officers and employés of the home, and strikes out 
the provision proposed by the Senate, authorizing such rate to be increase 
upon written authority of the Soard of Managers. = 

On amendment numbered 235: Appropriates $570,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $575,000, as proposed by the House, for State and Terr! 
torial homes. 

On amendments numbered 236 and 237: Inserts a provision proposed by tic 

to correct a clerical error in the naval appropriation act for 15 

On amendment numbered 239: Appropriates Won, as proposed by the > 
ate, to publish the opinions of the Atiorney-General. s 

On amendment numbered 240: Authorizes the payment of traveling © 
penses to the clerk of the court in Alaska. 

On amendment numbered 241: Appropriates $2,000, instead of $1,000, 48 pro 
— by the House. and $3,000, as proposed by the Senate, for rent and inc! 

ental expenses In Alaska. ; 

On amendment numbered 242: Inserts the provision proposed by the Sel 
ate, authorizing the use of the appropriation heretofore made for a peniten- 
ti in the State of North Dakota, for the erection of an institution for th: 
feeble-minded in said State. he 

On amendment numbered 43: Strikes from the bill, as proposed by = 
Senate. the provision authorizing the use of the approprleevE consainc’ 
in the bill for the enforcement of the provisions of Title XXVI of the i 
vised Statutes orany acts amendatory thereof. 

Un numberea 244 and 245: Strikes out. as pro fa for 
Senate, the provision that only actual tra ex s shall be Oe hal! 
each prisoner and guard by United States marshals, and that no fees — 
be paid to marshals for the execution of warrants from Commissioners 
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jess the same shall have been executed within sixty days after they were 
ssued, : 

; On amendment nunibered 246: Appropriates $250,000, instead of $404,000, as 
proposed by the Sonate, for defraying expenses incurred by marshals in ex- 
ecuting processes, etc., of United States courts for the protection of prop- 
erty in the hands of receivers. 

On amendment numbered 217: Authorizes, as proposed by the Senate, the 
allowance of mileage to United State attorneys in certain cases. 

On amendments numbered Ms and 249: Authorizes, as proposed by the 
House, that persons charged with crime may be taken before the nearest 
circuit court commissiouer or the nearest judicial officer. 

On amendments num bered 250 and 251: Authorizes, as eapeens by the Sen- 
ate, the transportation of United States prisoners to the place of bona fide 
residence in the United States on discharge, and the support of such pris- 
oners becoming insane before as well as after conviction. 

On amendment numbered 252: Provides, as proposed by the Senate, for 
meals for bailiffs in attendance upon jurors in United States cases. 

On amendment numbered 253: Appropriates 96,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for the salary of the additional circuit judze. 

On amendments numbered 254 and 255: Appropriates, as proposed by the 
Senate, for an assistant or deputy clerk of the court of appeals of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia at $2,000, and $500 for necessary expenditures in the conduct 
of the office of the clerk of said court. 

On amendment numbered 256: Appropriates $30,000,as proposed by the 
Senate, to enable the Attorney-General to represent and protect the inter- 
ests of the United States in suits affecting the Pacific Railroads. 

On amendment numbered 257: Appropriates $500, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for the payment of supervisors of elections at Lynchburg, Va. 

On amendments numbered 258 and 259: Continues, and makes available 
until completion, the a of 85,000 made for the fiscal year 1304 for 
marking the boundary line between the United States and Canada in Passa- 

Bay. 
a pree b numbered 260: Strikes out the appropriation of 310,000 pro- 
posed by the Senate. to publish the revolutionary archives in the State De- 
partment, and inserts a provision requiring the Secretary of State tocause 
said archives, except military records, to be carefully examined, witha view 
to publication, and report the result to Congress. 

On amendment numbered 262: Strikes out the appropriation of 5,009 pro- 
posed by the Senate for delegates to the international prison congress. 

On amendment numbered 263: eee $6,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, to execute the obligations of the United States and protect the in- 
terest of the United States in the Samoan Islands. 

On amendment numbered 264; Appropriates $1,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, for an index of Congressional documents. 

On amendment numbered 265: Appropriates $11,000, as proposed by the 


Senate, to certain discharged officers and employés of that body. 
On amendment numbered 266: Strikes out the provision proposed by the 
Senate, to pay a sum equal to one month's pay to the officers and employés 


of the House and Senate, for extra services during the second session of 
the Fifty-third Congress. 

On amendments numbered 267, 268, 269, 271, and 272: Appropriates, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, for certain objects relating to that body. ‘ 

Onamendments numbered 273 and 274: Limits, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, the contracts that may be entered into for work and materials for the 
Library of Congress building to not exceeding $200,000, and directs the offi- 
cer in charge of said building to report to Congress at its next session plans 
and estimates for a tunnel with suitable conveying apparatus for the rapid 
transmission of books, etc., between said building and the Capitol. 

On amendments numbered 275 and 276: Appropriates 875,000, as proposed 
by the Senate, to enable the Chief of Engineers to provide fire escapes to 
put the Government Printing Office in a safe and secure condition. 

The committee of conference have been unable to agree upon the follow- 
ing amendments, namely: 

On amendment numbered 11, appropriating $100,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, for purchase of sites and commencing construction of public brild- 
9 = Cheyenne, Wyo.; Boise City, Idaho; Helena, Mont., and Spokane, 

ash. 

On amendment numbered 110, appropriating, as proposed by the Senate, 
$105,000, for payments on account of the Ford Theater disaster. 

On amendments numbered 118 and 119, appropriating, as proposed by the 
Senate, $25,000 for a quarantine station at Southport, N. C., and 840,000 for a 
quarantine station at the mouth of the Columbia River. 

On amendments numbered 127, 128, 133, and 134, appropriating, as proposed 
by the Senate, 210,000 for the purchase of the electric lighting plant in the 
Senate wing of the Capitol, and $10,000 for repairs and extension thereof, and 
striking from the bill, as proposed by the Senate, authority to rent electric 
lighting plants in the Senate and House wings of the Capitol, and inserting, 
as proposed by the Senate, a provision authorizing any existing qlectres 
ae company in Washington to furnish electric current for the Capitol 

u g. 

Onameniments numbered 141 and 142, striking from the bill, as proposed 
by the Senate, the legislation inserted by the House, relating to the survey 
of public lands to satisfy public land grants in the State of Washington, and 
insert in lieu thereof a vision applying to the States of Washington, 
Idaho, Montana, North and South Dakota, and Wyoming, authorizing the 
survey of lands to satisfy land grants in said States. 

On amendment numbered 145, woreeae $16,000, as Leeapeese by the 
Senate, to resurvey lands in Grant and Hooker Counties, Nebr. 

Onamendment numbered 148, inserting a provision, as proposed by the 
Senate, relating to soldiers’ additional homestead certificates. 

On amendment numbered 238, appropriating, as proposed by the Senate, 
$86,000 for dry dock at Puget Sound, Washington. 

On amendment numbered 261, appropriating $16,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, for the Bureau of American Republics. 

On amendment numbered 270, fixing the compensation of the agsistant 

eorien in charge of the Law Library at $1,600 and allowing him #480 for 


services, 
On amendment numbered 277, providing for the acquisition of a new site 
“Eoas ae ts ; ered a78 anal 279, priati posed by th 
num 27 appro ng, as pro’ y the 
es for the Cotton States and International Exposition at At- 


On amendment numbered 280, inserting a Vision, as proposed by the 
Senate, to enc the reclamation of Grid lands and the cultivation and 
Sale thereof in tracts to actual settlers. 
The Senate, by its amendments, added to the bill $3,707,882.40. Of this sum 
ference the Senate 


Senate. 
lanta, 


the con: committee recommend that recede from $1,670,- 
310.65, and that the House agree to $1,416,491.75. 

The which the committee have been unable 
to agree involve $21, 


Managers on the part or the House. 
Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
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pense with the reading of the report, that it be printed in the 
RECORD, and I will make a statement as to the bill. 

The SPEAK ER. The statement has been read. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What is the request? 

The SPEAKER. ‘To dispense with the reading of the report 
and have it printed. The statement has been read. Without 
objection, then, the report will be printed and not read. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The report of the conference is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5575) making appropria 
tions for sundry civil expenses for the Government for the fiscal vear end- 
ing June 30, 1895, and for other purposes, having met, after full and fr 
ference have agreed torecommend anddo recommend to their r 
Houses as follows: 

‘hat the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4, 12, 14, 17, 1 
36, 40, 42, 46, 48, 49, 56, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, T4, 75, 
78, 79, 91, 92, 05, 97, 114, 122, 123, 182, 159, 160, 168, 164, 165, 16 
195, 1965, 226, 230, 234, 248, 249, 262, and 266. : 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3,6, 7, 10, 13, 16, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 84, 35, 37 
45, 58, 54, 80, 81, 82, 83, 85, 88, 93, 98, 99, 1U0, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 112. 
117, 120, (21, L24, 125, 126,129, 130, 131, 135,136, 137, 138, 140, 143, 144, 146, 149. 150. 
151, 152, 158, 154, 155, 157, 161, 162, 167,168, 175, 178, 177, 178, 179, 183, 185, 186, 187, 1% 
190, 194, 198, 199, 200, 201, 202, 208, 204, 205 6, 207, $ 
218, 219, 220, 221, 222, , 227, 228, : 
2 , 21, 252, 253, 254, 255, 286, 257, 258, 259, 267 
275, and 276, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 5: That the House recede from itsdisagreement tv 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree tothe same with a: 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendme 
insert the following: “That, in order to give the necessary full and free 
gress and egress to the Wagons carrying the United States mails into am 
out from the Philadelphia post-ollice, the Secretary of the Treasury, actin 
for and in behalf of the Government of the United States, is hereby author 
ized to acquire, by purchase or condemnation, acertain lot or piece of ground 
in the city of Pniiadelphia, State of Pennsylvania, adjoining or adjacent to 
the Philadelphia post-oilice building on the west, and more particularly de 
scribed as follows, to wit: : 

“All that certain lot or piece of ground late of John J. Ridgeway, deceased 
situate on the south side of Market street, in the Nintb wardof the said city 
of Philadelphia, beginning at a point on the line of said Market street where 
the same intersects the west side of Post-Office street, containing in front 
on Market street 16 feet 8 inches, and extending in length or depth of that 
width southwardly between parallel! lines at right angles with said Market 
street 231} feet, to the north side of Chant street, and for this purpose not 
exceeding the sum of $65,000 is hereby appropriated.” 

And the Senate a: to the same. 

Ameniment numbered 8: That the House recede from its disagreemen! 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with a 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: ‘‘ For public building at Sioux City, lowa: The limit of 
cost of site and building is hereby extended $25,000, said increase being 
necessary by increased cost of foundation, and the Secretary of the T'reas 
ury may authorize a contract or contracts to be entered into for the con 
struction of any portion or the whole of said building, subject to appropria 
tions to be made therefor by Congress;’’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendmen! 
insert the following: “For public building at Topeka, Kans.: For the con 
struction of anelevator, including new steam boiler, $4,000;"’ and the Senats 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered i5: That the House recede from its disagreemen 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same wit)! 
amendments as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment in 
sert ‘*$35,000;"’ and at the end of said amendment insert the following: *, and 
the total cost of said steam light vessel with asteam fog signal, under a con 
tract which is hereby authorized tnerefor, shall not exceed $70,000;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 25: That the House recede from its disagreemen 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'#30,600;"" and 
at the end of line 19, page 5 of the bill. insert the following: ‘*, and the total 
cost of establishing said additiona! lights, under a contract which is hereby) 
authorized therefor, shall not exceed §60,000;"' and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 31: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 51, and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: In Heu of the sum proposed insert ‘'$25,000;"" and at 
the end of line 25, page 6G of the bill, insert the following: “, and the total 
cost of said light station, under a contract which is hereby authorized there 
for, shall not exceed $50,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with 
an amendment asfollows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $10,500;"" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 41: That the House recede from its disagreemen' 
to the amendmentof the Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an 
ameudment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'$13,500;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from its disagreement 
tothe amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and agree to the same with an 
amendmeni as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
inser: the following: ‘‘and 10 per cent of the foregoing amounts shall be 
available interchangeably for expenditure on the objects named, but no more 
than 10 per cent shall be added toany one item of appropriation; and the 
Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 44: That the House recede from its disagreement! 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert *$107,800;"" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendmen: numbered 47: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 47, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of tae matter proposed to be stricken out 
by said amendment, insert the following” 

‘* For four assistants, at $3,000 each; 

‘Por four assistants, at $2,500 each; 

“ For eight assistants, at $2,200 each; 

‘Por eight assistants, at $2,900 each; 

“For four assistants at $1,800 each; 

‘For four assistants, at $1.600 each; 

‘Por three assistants, at $1,400 each; 
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“Por four assistants, at 81,200 each.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 50: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 50, and ee to the same with 
anamendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ‘'899,300;”" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 51: That the House recede from its disagreement 
ofthe amendment of the Senate numbered 51, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘8135,000;”’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 52: That the House recede from its disagreement 
tothe amendment of the Senate numbered 52, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Restore the matter proposed to be stricken out 
by said amendment amended as follows: Strike out “twenty-five” in line 
15, page 23 of the bill, and insort ‘‘thirty-five;” and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

Amendment numbered 55: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $1,600;’’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 57: That the Houses recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 57, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'$25,260;" 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numpered 84: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 84. and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: At the end of said amendment insert the follow- 
ing: ‘', butno morethan 10 percent shall be added to any one item of appro- 
priation: ’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 86: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the umendment of the Senate numbered 86, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: At the end of line pace 35, of the bill add the 
following: “, of which sum not exceeding 820, may be expended in the 
employment of counsel; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 87: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 87, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: 

“The Secretary of State is hereby authorized and directed to investigate 
and report to Congress at its next session what amount of losses was sus- 
tained by the Republic of France and by French exhibitors at the World’s 
Columbian Sapentton at Chicago by fire on the night of January 8 and 9, 
1804, in the building of Manufactures and Liberal Arts of said Exposition; 
he shail cause proofs to be taken, satisfactory to himself, to determine the 
amount of such losses sustained by the French Government and by the 
several French exhibitors, and also by whose fault or negligence, if any, 
the losses occurred.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 89: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 89, and agree tothe same with 
an amendment as follows: In line 13 of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment, after the word *‘ America,” insert the following: ‘“; and also, to have 
engraved in like manner, true and fac-simile copies of the seals of the Ex- 
ecutive Departments, and to print the same in combination with the seals 
before mentioned, in a group under the following title: ‘The seal of the 
United States and seals of the executive, judicial, and legislative depart- 
ments of the Government;’”’ andthe Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 90: That the House recede from its disz.greement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 90, and agree tc the same with 
amendments as follows: At the end of said amendment inser, the jollow- 
ing: ‘'; and said reports, with synopsis, including index for eaczr, volume, 
shall not exceed ten quarto volumes in all, of not exceediu, 1,000 pages 
each,” and insert said amendment as amended in the bill,tc piecede the 
matter inserted by amendment numbered 89; aud the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 94: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 94, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment 
insert ‘'$100,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 95: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 96, and agree to the same with 
an amendment asfollows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $750,000;"’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 111: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 111, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment in- 
sert ‘‘#4,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 113: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 113, and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment in- 
sert ‘ 87,000," and add at the end of said amendment the following: “one-half 
of which sum shall be paid out of the revenues ofthe District of Columbia;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 115: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 115, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment, 
_— the following: ‘‘and supplemental station;” and the Senate agree to 

e same. 

Amendment numbered 116: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendmentof the Senatenumbered 116, and agree to thesame with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ‘'$125,000;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 189: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 139, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$250,000; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 147: Thatthe House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 147, and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: In lines 7, 8, and 9 of said amendment strike out 
the following: “ persons, their heirs and assigns, ae ee or other 
written evidence of title to the lands in the so-called Des Moines River land 
grant,” and in lieu thereof insert the following: ‘settlers, their heirs and 
assigns, who, being sul — thereunto, have, under the homestead, pre- 
emption, or other public land laws, entered or filed upon lands included in 
the grant made by an act entitled ‘An act granting certain lands to the Ter- 
ritory of Iowa to aid in the improvements of the navigation of the Des 
Moines River, in said Territory,’ approved August 8, 1846, and by the ‘ joint 
resolution to quiet title to lands in the State of Iowa,’ approved March 2. 
1861;"° and in line 39 of said amendment, strike out the word ‘‘or’’ where it 
first occurs and insert in lien thereof the word ‘‘of;"’ and the Senate agree 
to the same, 

Amendment numbered 156: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 156, and agree to the same with 
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an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendmen; 
insert ‘‘ $12,500;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 158: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 158, and agree tothe same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘421.609: 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 166: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senatenumbered 166, and agree to the same with 
anamendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendmen; 
insert the following: ‘‘and the Secretary of War is authorized to contract 
for all of said works at an additional cost not exceeding $37,500; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 173: That the House recede from its disagreemen; 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 173, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amenq 
ment insert the following: ‘' Provided, That the Secretary of War and the 
Attorney-General are hereby authorized to investigate and ascertain what 
action has been taken by them or their pcg ge in office, or by any See. 
retary of the Interior, under the act of July 15, 1882, entitled ‘An act to iy 
crease the water supply of the city of Washington,’ and under any previoy 
acts; and also the existing claims, if any, of the State of Maryland. the 
Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company, the Great Falls Manufacturing Com 

any, and any other owner of land and water rights, or either, at the Grea: 

“alls; and also, further, the cost of acquiring the title or titles to such lang 
and water rights, or either, as may be necessary to vest in the Government 
complete ownership of the water rights and necessary lands, and to make ; 
full report of all the facts to Congress: and the sum of $4,000, or ; 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby .ppropriated for such investicatioy 
examination, and ees and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 180 and 181: That the House recede from its disa 
greement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 180 and 181, and agre 
to the same With an amendment as follows: Strike out the matter inserte 
by said amendments, and on page 64 of the bill strike out all after the word 
“dollars,” in line 14, down to and including the word “park,” in line 2! 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 182: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 182, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: After the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert, as a separate paragraph, the following: 

“That the proviso in the paragraph for the Medical Department, under title 
‘For pay of the general staff,’ in the act making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other 

urposes, approved August 6, 1894, is hereby amended so as to read as fol 
ows: ‘Provided, That hereafter no appointments shall be made to the office 
of assistant oo until the number of assistant surgeons shall be reduced 
below 110, and thereafter the number of officers in that grade in the Me:ical 
Department shall be fixed at 110.’”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 184: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 184, and agree to the same wit! au 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: ‘‘That all military records, such as muster and pa 
rolls, orders, and reports relating to the personnel or the operations of the 
armies of the Revolutionary war and of the war of 1812, now in any of the 
Executive Departments, shall be transferred to the Secretary of War to be 
preserved, indexed, and prepared for publication;” and the Senate agree 
to thse same. 

Amendment numbered 191: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 191, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amend 
ment insert the following: ‘ Forpurchase or construction of one steam tu 
$45,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary;’’ and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 193: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 193, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of thesum proposed insert ‘$76,000; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 197: That the House recede from its disagree: 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 197, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Before the word inserted by said amendment in 
sert the following: ‘Including fuel for cooking;’’ and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 224: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 224, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: On page 84 of the bill, at the end of line 3, afier 
the word “dollars,” add the following: ‘‘: Provided, That no part of the a] 

ropriations for construction and repairs for any of the branch hom: 
oS used for the construction of any new building;” and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 229: That the House recede from its disagr 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 229, and agree to the sam 
an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the matterstricken out by said am 
ment insert the following: 

‘*For president of the Board of Managers, $4,000; secretary of the B 
Managers, $2,000; one general treasurer, who shall not be a member 
Board of Managers, $3,000; one inspector-general, $2,500; one assistant 
spector-general, 82,000; clerical service for the offices of the presiden! 
general treasurer, $4,500; messenger service for president's office, $i44; ies 
senger service for secretary’s office, 82; clerical services for managers. *!,° 
agents, 82,400; for traveling expenses for the Board of Managers, their: 
and employés, $11,500; for outdoor relief, $1,750; for rent, medical examina 
oo onery, telegrams, and other incidental expenses, $2,500; in al! 

»846."” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 231: That the House recede from its disagr' 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 231, and agree to the samo \\ 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘#2,0"! + 
and the Senate agree to the same, . _ 

Amendment numbered 232: That the House recede from its disagrecmen’ 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 232, and agree to the same Wit) 
amendments as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amend 
ment, insert the following: ‘‘That all amounts disbursed from the appro" 
priation of a branch home shall be disbursed and accounted for month'y iL 
the general treasurer by the treasurer of that branch, except such expenc™ 
tures for services, stationery, tableware, clothing, and bedding as ™ ae es 
required by the Board of Managers to be legally made by the general treas: 
urer, and all such stationery, tableware, clothing, and bedding as may a 
required for each branch home shall be shipped directly from the —- ; i 
ant or manufacture to such branch home; and all dis oursements s = a 

e made in conformity with sections 3678 and 3579, Revised Statutes; | a! 


on page 86, after line 5 of the bill, insert as a separate paragraph the follow: 
ng: Tite 
he general treasurer shall give good and sufficient bond to the United 
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States in a sum not less than $100,000, as the Secretary of War may 
direct, and to be approved by him, faithfully to account for all public 
moneys and property which he may receive, and the treasurers of the sev- 
eral branch homes shall give good and sufficient bonds to the general treas- 
urer in such sums as he may require, and to be eres by him, faithfully 
to account for all public moneys and property which they may receive. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 241: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 21, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'$2,000;’’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 246: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of theSenate numbered 246, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieuof the sum named in said amendment in- 
sert ‘'8250,000;"’ and the Senate agroe to the same. 

Amendment numbered 260: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment ofthe Senate numbered 260, and agree to the same with 
an amedment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by 
said amendment, insert the following: ‘‘The Socretary of State is hereby di- 
rected to cause the Revolutionary archives, except the military records, 
now deposited in his Department, to be carefully examined, and toascertain 
what portions are of sufficient importance and historical value to publish, 
and the number of printed volumes they would make, and the reasonable 
cost of their publication, and editing, and report the result to Congress, 
with such recommendationsas he may deem proper;” and the Senate agree 

the same. 
ermenament numbered 263: That the House recede fromits disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 263, and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: In lines 5 and 6 of the matter inserted by said 
amendment, strike out the words ‘‘the sum of’’ and the words “ to be im- 
mediately available, and: ’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 264: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 264, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Strike out, of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment, the following: ‘‘ Provided, That no work upon the index of other Con- 
gresses shall be done;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 265: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 265, and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: Strike out, in lines 6 and7 of said amendment, 
the words: “Compensation paid them according to law,’’ and insert in 
lieu thereof the words: ‘rate of compensation paid them at the time of 
their discharge;”’ and add at the end of said amendment the following: 
“: Provided, That in case any of the employés above referred to have de- 
ceased since November 3, 1893, the amount herein provided shall be paid to 
the widow of such deceased employé;”’ andthe Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference have been unable to agree upon the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 11, 110, 118, 119, 127, 128, 183, 134, 141, 142, 145, 148, 
238, 261, 270, 277, 278, 279, and 280. 

JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 


JOS. H. O’NEIL, 
WM. COGSWELL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


F. M. COCKRELL, 

A. P. GORMAN, 

W. B. ALLISON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker,if the House will give me itsat- 
tention I will make a brief statement as to the present status of 
this bill. The Senate by its amendments increased the biil 
$3,707,882.40. Of this sum the conference committee recom- 
mends that the Senate recede from $1,670,310.65, and that the 
House agree to $1,416,491.75. The amendments upon which the 
conference committee have becn unable to agree involve $621,- 
080. The total number cf Senate amendments to the Senate on 
the sundry civil bill is 280. All of these have been settled by 
the conference report except 19. I will read them for the in- 
formation of the House. 

Amendment numbered 11, public buildings in new States, 
$100,000. Amendment 110, Ford’s Theater disasater, $105,000. 
Amendment 111, North Carolina quarantine station, $25,000. 
Number 119, the Columbia River quarantine station, $40,000. 
Numbers 127 and 128, Senate electric light plant, $10,000 each. 
Numbers 133 and 134, electric light service in the Capitol. Num- 
bers 141 and 142, selection of land in new States. Number 145, 
Grant and Hooker Counties surveys, $16,000. Amendment 148 
is for soldier’s homestead certificates. Amendment 238 is for 
dry dock at Puget Sound, $36,000. Amendment 261 is for Bu- 
reau of American Republics, $16,000; amendment 270, for law 
librarian, $2,030; amendment 277, for Government Printing Of- 
fice, $10,000. Amendments 278 and 279 relate to the Atlanta 
Exposition and appropriate $200,000, and amendment 280 is with 
respect to arid lands, $1,000. 

I will state for the further information of the House that the 
amendments 127 and 128, for Senate electric light plant, and 
amendments 133 and 134, electric light service in the Capitol, 
have only been formally disagreed to in order that the conferees 
may got the amendments into better shape. Amendments num- 
bered 141 and 142, selection of lands in new States, and amend- 
ment 148, soldiers’ homestead certificates, and amendment 230, 
arid lands, have been brought back to the House by the House 
conferees in order to enable gentlemen who represent States in 
which the arid lands are situated to consider the Senate amend- 
ments. They did not have an opportunity to do so when the 
bill was first reported to the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understand there is no serious objections 
with the conferees. 

Mr. SAYERS. There is none. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Onamendment 142 I will state 
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that wher it passed the House it passed only for the State of 
Washington. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. But at the suggestion of the 
Senator from Missouri I redrafted the amendment and inserted 
the other new States, so that it would apply to them. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. I intend to bring the matter be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. DUNN. Is this the bill that contains the provision for 
the purchase of the Mahone site? 

Mr. SAYERS. It is. 

Mr. DUNN. Did the committee agree to that? 

Mr. SAYERS. They did not. Now, Mr. Speaker, before pro- 
ceeding further I ask for a vote on the adoption of the report. 

The SPEAKER. This is a report ofa partial agreement, and 
the gentleman from Texas moves that it be adopted. 

Mr.HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentleman 
about amendment 107. At the end of thatamendmentlI find this 
language: ‘‘ And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby re- 
quired to fix a reasonable price to be paid the natives of said 
islands for blue fox skins secured by them.” 

I want to know what that means, and who is going to have 
these fox skins? 

Mr. SAYERS. The Government has been supporting those 
Indians ever since the United States purchased Alaska, and —— 

Mr. HAUGEN. I know; but have we received anything in 
return for that support, in the form of furs or otherwise? 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir. Ever since the treaty between Rus- 
sia and the United States for the transfer of Alaska the Govern- 
ment has been supporting these Indians—— 

Mr. HAUGEN. I understand the general purport of the 
amendment; but what does this provision in regard to ‘‘blue fox 
skins” mean? What do we do with the fox skins after we re- 
ceive them? 

Mr. COGSWELL. We do not have anything to do with 
them. We do not receive them. That is only a provision to 
fix the price. 

Mr. SAYERS. It is intended to enable the Government to 
prevent the Indians from being overreached by speculators and 
traders. 

Mr. HAUGEN. 
fox skins? 

Mr. SAYERS. Notatall. This is merely to fix the price, in 
the interest of the Indians. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. AsI understand the gentleman 
from Texas, his proposition is, first, that we ratify the agree- 
ments thus far made by the conferees. 

Mr. SAYERS. It is. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. And secondly, that we adhere to 
our disagreement upon the other items. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes; I will make that motion later. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. And also that certain matters 
are to be left to be discussed in the House, so as to get an ex- 
pression of the sense of the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. I wish to ask the gentleman about amend- 
ment 194, in regard to the militia. 

Mr. SAYERS. Under the ruling of the present Comptroller 
of the Treasury it is thought that the permanent appropriation 
which has been made by Congress will lapse into the Treasury. 
That is to say, that an appropriation of the money would have 
to be made every year. This contains no new language, gives 
no additional authority to the militia, does not increase the ap 

ropriation, but only fixes the amount of $400,009 as it has ex- 
isted for many years, I believe ever since the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on the adoption of 
the conference report. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
make a brief statement in regard to one item in this bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Idesire tosay, Mr.Speaker, 
that there is an item in this sundry civil bill which was intro- 
duced as an amendment in the Senate by the senior Senator 
from my State, Mr. CAMERON, appropriating an additional $20,- 
000 for the post-office at Chester, Pa., and which passed the Sen- 
ate. When the bill went into conference I took the trouble to 
write to the chairman of the Senate conferees, asking to be heard 
for ten minutes before the conference committee on the subject 
of this amendment. I was referred by him to the chairman of 








Then the Government does not purchase the 


the House conferees, and he referred me back to the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL], the chairman of the Senate con- 
ferees, 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman ought to stat> further that I 
told him that we would mect that evening at 5 o'clock, and that, 
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as the chairman of the Senate conferees had control of the con- 
ference for all such purposes, I referred the gentleman to him. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. He referred mein writing 
back to you, and you referred me to him again, and the conse 
quence was that | did not have a hearing before the conference 
committee in regard to this matter. I merely want to put the 
responsibility where it belongs, and to call attention tothe fact 
that the recession from this amendment is on the part of the 
Senate, as stated by the gentleman from Texas and the other 
members of the committee of conference. The item embodied 
in the amendment was one recommended by the present Super- 
vising Architect of the Treasury, and it went through the Sen- 
ate, and 1 can not understand why it was not adopted in confer- 
ence. The reason assigned is that the Senate by its conferees 
receded from itsownamendment. Thecity of Chester, through 
which gentlemen pass as they go North, is acity which contains 
more wealth and more manufactures than are to be found in the 
whole district of the distinguished gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS. There is nothing in this bill for the district 
which [ represent. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. No; but I make that re- 
mark to show the propriety of the Senate amendment, and I 
want to have it distinctly understood that I could not get a hear- 
ing before the committee of conference; indeed it was with dif- 
ficulty that I could find out where they met. It was as much as 
{ could do to find out where they met. 

Mr. SAYERS, I will state to the gentleman that there is not 
a dime, not a penny, in this bill for my district. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. But the State of Texas, as 
{ said the other day when I was onthe floor, has appropriations 
of $175,000, $150,000, and $110,000 for towns the aggregate of 
whose population will not exceed the population of the city of 
Chester. IT want merely to be on record in this matter, and to 
piace the responsibility where it belongs. 

Mr. COGSWELL. | hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
|Mr. Rogrnson}] is not criticising the House conferees for per- 
suading the Senate conferees to recede on this matter and 
thereby put themselves in accord with the House. I supposed 
that was our duty. The instructions of the House to its con- 
ferees were practically that we should, without putting the bill 
in peril, persuade the Senate conferees to recede from as many 
of these amendmentsas possible. The Senate has receded from 
this amendment. 

My associate on the conference committee, the gentleman from 
Texas |Mr. SAYERS], does not need any word from me in answer 
to the unfair reflection which the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has made about appropriations for Texas. This bill was made 
up, so far as this conference is concerned, in a way that does not 
invite any such unkind reflections upon the gentleman from 
Texas as those which have fallen from the lipsof the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. COGSWELL] need not attempt to defend the gen- 
tleman from Texas from any imputation that he may suppose I 
have made upon that gentleman. I am not casting any imputa- 
tion upon him or upon his State. Iam simply making a compari- 
son, and putting my statement on record for the purpose of me 
ing the responsibility where it belongs for the recession from 
this item. 

Mr. SAYERS. If it will be pleasant to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to know, I will say to him that if he will give us 
a few years longer, Texas will have some cities as large as 
Chester. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Certainly; and I shall be 
very glad to see her have them. Iam not making any imputa- 
tion upon the gentleman or his State. 

Mr. PICKLER. AsI understand, amendment 237 in regard to 
naval cadets has been agreed to. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. That amendment seems to reénact the pro- 
vision which we passed here a few weeks ago on the naval ap- 

ropriation bili. I donot understand the object. I feel a direct 
nterest in that item. 

Mr. SAYERS. The naval bill, which has become law, pro- 
vides under the ruling of the Secretary of the Navy for the ap- 
pointment of more than three hundred additional cadets. The 
clause to which we have agreed on the pending bill was put on 
to correct that provision, so that it might meet the evident wish 
of the House. It is merely a correction of erroneous language 
in the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. We want the cadets that we are entitled to. 
I want that understood. 

Mr. SAYERS. Bat you will not secure them if the clause 
proposed as an amendment to this bill does not pass. 

Mr. Speaker, I now move the previous question on the adop- 
tion of this report. 
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The question being taken, the report was agreed to, 

On motion of Mr, SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the | 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, unless some gentlem 
desires a separate vote, I will ask that the House insist upon its 
disagreement to the following amendments: Amendment No. || 
in relation to public buildings in the new States; amendmoe, 
No. 110, relating to the Fords Theater disaster; amendmen 
No. 118, with regard to the North Carolina quarantine statio; 
amendment 119, in reference to the Columbia River quarant 
station; amendments Nos. 127 and 8, in reference to the Se; 
electric-light plant; amendments 133 and 4, relating to th 
tric-light service in the ee amendment 145, with recs 
resurvey of Grantand Hooker Counties, Nebr.; amendm 
238, in regard to dry dock at Puget Sound; amendment } 
relating to the Bureau of American Republics; amendme 
in regard to the law librarian; amendments Nos. 278 and 
lating to the Atlanta exposition. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, in refere 
amendments 278 and 279, providing an appropriation for tho A 
lanta exposition the gentleman proposes, as I understand, + 
the House further insist on its disagreement. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Before that is done, the Ho 
my judgment, should consider that item. 

Mr. SAYERS. Verywell. Then, Mr. Speaker, I excep 
item from the amendments to be voted on in gross, and wil! r 
serve it to be considered separately. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I hope the gentleman from Illinoi: 
CANNON] will not ask that. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I wish tosay—and I should be ela 
if the gentleman from Texas would yield to me 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly; how much time? 

Mr.CANNON of Dlinois. I desiretooccupya very little tim 
and only because the gentleman from Georgia |Mr. LIvINGs7ToN 
has expressed the hope that I will not call for separate consi: 
ation and vote upon this amendment. I want to say that I: 
inclined to call for a separate vote, and for this reason: | 
member of the subcommittee of the Committee on Appro; 
tions, the gentleman from Georgia being its chairman, that 
vestigated the matter touching the Atlanta Exposition, and alt 
two or three weeks of investigation we prepared a bill with ve 
great care, which was reported to the House by a majority vo 
of the Committee on Appropriations on the 4th day of June las 
and went upon the Calendar, where it has slept from that d 
to the present time. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of that bill. It is prop: 
guarded, in my judgment; the rights and duties of the Govern 
ment are clearly defined, and I would have been glad if it c 
have been called up by some special rule, or otherwise, and | 
sidered in the House. That, however, has not been done. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Right there will the gentleman al! 
me to say that the very bill to which he refers is now on t! 
Speaker’s desk and ready to be taken up. The Senate saw fi 
simply to put a provision on the mee civil bill making t 
appropriation. Then they passed a bill through the Sen 
which is now on the Speaker’s table, and will be laid befor 
House to-morrow, which contains the details to which th 
tleman from Illinois refers. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now. in that condition the Senat 
passed on these two amendments that for the first time | hav: 
read this morning. They are entirely different, i am inc! 
to think from my examination of the bill reported, and 
judgment these amendments should not be agreed to by ' 
House conferees until they have been discussed and consi 
by the House fully; because, it seems to me, that it has cithe 
got too much or too little init. There are many provisions | 
out; unless the sweeping provision that would seem to ado))t the 
World's Fair legislation at Chicago almost in its entirety, by 
reference, is init. If so it is too large; otherwise — 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It only adopts the sixteenth section 0 
that act. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
that. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It can not be; and if it did itis not, 9 
my opinion, in many respects broad enough. sa 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, in my judgment, good legis 
lation and the interest behind it will be served, and correc’ 
and ~ r action arrived at, if the amendment is considerc¢ 
by the House, so that there may be, after such consideration, 
a proper instruction to the conferees on the part of the House. 

herefore, Mr. Speaker, now, or at some proper time, before 
the bill goes back to the conferees for consideration, this matte! 
should come before the House, so that instructions may be giv°" 
to the conferees in regard to it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 


I think it is very much broader than 


Mr. Speaker—— 
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Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentlemanfrom New Hampshire de- 


sire time? - 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 


ion. 

OMir. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I find in the list of amend- 
ments theamendment of the Senate, No. 110, relative to the pay- 
ment to the victims of the Ford's Theater disaster. I would like 
to inquire of the gentleman from Texas what objection there is 
to the Senate amendment? 

Mr. SAYERS. I have no hesitancy, Mr. Speaker, in saying 
to the gentleman from New Hampshire that I have found, on a 
casual examination—as one reason for the objection—that one of 
these men, indicated asa sufferer by the Ford’s Theater disas- 
ter, if Congress should adopt the policy of insuring the lives of 
those in its a , would not be entitled to relief. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Why? Who is he? 

Mr.SAYERS. Soin my judgment this appropriation should 
not be made until the House of Representatives has had an op- 
portunity to pass upon the measure separate and distinct from 
an appropriation bill. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I will suggest to the gen- 
tleman that there can be no shadow of doubt that the death of 
the individuals was through the fault of the Government officers. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, that is the question, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I think, if the gentleman 
from Texas had been in the city as I was at the time this disas- 
ter happened, and saw the suffering of the people in consequence 
of it, he would have raised no objection of a technical character, 
and I suggest, if there is one to whom there is possible objec- 
tion on the list of sufferers, that can be remedied by striking 
out the name. 

Mr. SAYERS. When we get into conference, I will state to 
the gentleman, we will consider the question fully in all of its 
details. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Let us have a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Before the gentleman from Texas 
submits his motion, I understand thata se te vote will be 
made to consider the amendments to which I have referred; 
that is. with reference tothe Atlanta Exposition. I donot press 
the consideration now, unless it is agreeable to the gentleman. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want tosay tothe gentleman, with the 


I only wish to ask a ques- 


consent of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, | 


that if he intends to press the matter he ought to do it now. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. lit was my purpose to ask a sepa- 
rate vote on that amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. I will not include that amend- 
ment in the motion I am going to make. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Let us have a vote on the other amend- 
ments, 

Mr. SAYERS. Isend up the motion I wish to make. 

Mr. PICKLER. These are the items on which you still de- 
sire to disagree? 

Mr.SAYERS. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Texas 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House insist upon its di eementto the amendments 
numbered 11, 110, 118, 119, #27, 128, 133, 134, 145, 238, 261, and 270. 


The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the vote will 
be taken upon all the amendments embraced in the motion. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I ask the gentleman to ex- 
cept No. 110. 


Mr. SAYERS. I hope the gentleman will let us have a vote 
on that also. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Very well; I withdraw the 
request. 


he motion of Mr. SAYS&RS was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
at SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amend- 
nt. 
Mr. SAYERS. I desire to call up amendments 278 and 279. 
ae LIVINGSTON. On that, Mr. Speaker, I want to 
Boe 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments. 
The amendment 278 was read, as Fe ona 
COTTON STATES AND INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION AT ATLANTA, GA. 


See. 3. That for the expense of the selection, purchase, , trans- 
ation, care. and return of articles and materials to comprise an exhibit 
Ustrative ofthe functionsof the Government of the United States, to be 
Of ne Bt the Cotton States In Ex tion, to be held in the city 
© oon atta, im the State of in the year of which not exceeding 
May be expended for clerical services, $150,000, to be disbursed by the 
tonne created by section 16 of the ae pee 2%, 1990, entitled “An act 
provide for celebrating the four hundredth versary of the discovery of 
America by Christopher Columbus, by holding an int: exhibition of 
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arts, industries, manufactures, and the products of thg soil, mine, and sea, in 
thecity of Chicago, in the State of Illinois; and the juFisdiction, powers. and 
duties of the said board are hereby extended to include the said exhibit at 
the Cotton States and International Exposition, under all the provisions of 
law which governed the Government exhibit at the World’s Columbian Ex 
position: Provided, That the foregoing sum shall be apportioned among the 
several Departments, the Smithsonian Institution, and the Fish Commis- 
sion, by the Secretary of the Treasury, and such apportionmont shall be 
final and shall be so made by him as not to create a deficiency, and shall 
cover every expenditure on the part of the United States, including the r 
turnof said exhibits, except as hereinafter provided. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
upon its disagreement. 

Mr. CANNON of illinois. I wiil ask the gentleman from 
Texas if the two amendments should really not be read, so tha 
they may be considered together? 

Mr. SAYERS. I think so. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. 
ment read. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let the next amendment also be read. 

Amendment numbered 279 was read, as follows: 


Yor taking down the Government main building erected for the Gover 
ment exhibit at the World’s Columbian Exposition. and its transportation 
or so much of the material thereof as may be available, and its reerectior 
upon the site selected for the said Cotton States and International Expo 
tion, including the purchase of such new material as may be found neces 
sary, 50.000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be disbursed by tl 
Secretary of the Treasury: Provided, That if it be found impracticable t 
take down, transport, and reérect said building for the sum herein appr 
priated, then the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause a new building to 
be erected upon said site of the Cotton States and International Exposition 
for the Government exhibit, at a cost not to exceed $50,000, for which pur 
pose the amount herein appropriated is hereby made available: Provided! 
rurther, That the United States shall not be in any manner responsible for 
the conduct or management of said exhibition, nor shall it be liable in any 
manner for any sum on account of the erection of any buildings for the 
Cotton States and International Exposition, or for the expenses of the oft! 


House insist 


You have only had the first an 


cers or emplovés thereof, or for any expenses incident to or growing out « 
said exposition. 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves to further 


insist upon the disagreement to these amendments. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I desire to submit a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr.CANNON oflIllinois. I believe that the House should fur- 
ther insist on its disagreement; but I am desirous, if I can do so, 
to get the sense of the House as to what legislation should be 
had, if any, on this subject. My recollection is, that if the 
House should further vote to insist, under parliamentary usages, 
that then it would be in order to instruct the conferees covering 
the views of the House, or expressing the sense of the House 
upon the matter. 

The SPEAKER. That would be in order. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That would be in order, but would 
not be in order until after the vote? 

TheSPEAKER. It would not be in order untilafter the vote. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have no objection to the House 
insisting on its disagreement, and then taking the sense of the 
House. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
disagreement. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, Mr. 
following resolution: 

That the House conferees are instructed to present to the Senate conferees 
the proposition to strike out Senate amendments numbered 278 and 279, and 
to agree in lieu thereof, in substance, to the provisions of House bill 7324, re- 
ported by the House Committee on Appropriations to the House on the 4th 
day of June tast. 

Mr. SAYERS. Willthe gentleman send the bill to the Clerk? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House conferees are instructed to present to the Ser 
ate conferees the proposition to strike out Senate amendments numbered 
278 and 279, and to agree in lieu thereof, in substance, to the provisions of 
House bill 7324, r rted by the House Committee on Appropriations to the 
House on the 4th day of June last. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard 
touching this motion. I suppose it would be proper, before | 
submit any remarks upon it, that the bill reported from the 
Committee on Appropriations on the 4th of June last should be 
reac. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I would ask the gentleman to read the 
bill that passed the Senate and is pending inthe House. That 
covers the very point that the gentleman wants. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not care to complicate the 
Senate bill with this. 

The bill can be read later onornow. [ can probably state the 
substance of the bill so as perchance to dispense with its read- 
ing, unless the gentleman from Texas wants it read later on; 
and gentlemen can send to the document room and get House 
bill 7324, if they desire. 


t move that the House further insist on its 


Speaker, I offer the 
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Mr. SAYERS. Very well. 
man want? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have been recognized, and will 
use no more time than I have to. 

Mr. SAYERS, Will the gentleman yield back his time to 
me? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Some gentleman about me may 
want alittle time; I do not know. 

Mr. Speaker, on the 4th day of June last the Committee on 
Apvropriations reported the bill (H. R. 7324) to the House, en- 
titled ‘‘A bill toaid and encourage the holding of a cotton 
States and International Exposition at Atlanta, Ga., in the year 
1895, and making appropriation therefor.” This bill was re- 
ported as a substitute for a bill before that time introduced by 
the gent!eman from Georgie {[Mr. LIVINGSTON] and referred to 
that committee. The bill that the gentleman from Georgia, if 
I recollect properly its provisions, first introduced, provided in 
round numbers for an appropriation of say half a million of dol- 
lars for this purpose; and provided also that the President of 
the United States should invite foreign peoples to participate in 
the exposition. 

A subcommittee was appointed to consider that bill, of which 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] was chairman, 
and I had the honor to be one of the minority members. Com- 
mittees from Atlanta appeared before us; hearings were had be- 
fore the full committee and before the subcommittee, a portion 
of which are in print; and after full consideration this bill that 
I hold in my hand was agreed to by the majority of the subcom- 
mittee, and ne by the full Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and reported. 

Mr. VAN OORHIS of New York. How much money does 
it carry? 

Mr. é ,ANNON of Illinois. Two hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON (to Mr. CANNON of [llinois). I will accept 
your proposition, and let it go right through. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In a minute. We found that a 
company was eenees to hold this exposition at Atlanta, that 
they had subscribed in good faith over $200,000 for that pur- 
pose, and after we had made full inquiry as to the estimates of 
receipts and expenditures, as to the grounds that they had and 
the improvements and the buildings thereon, we came to the 
conclusion that the Government might and could afford, in pur- 
suance of its former policy, to make a Government exhibit at 
Atlanta. 

But there we wanted to stop, so that, instead of $600,000, we 
recommended an appropriation of $200,000 for this purpose, and, 
recollecting the trouble that we had had with some expositions, 
notably the one at New Orleans, to which the Government had 
invited foreign countries and where it came in and footed the 
deficit because it felt in honor bound to do so, we struck out of 
the bill all authority on the part of the President of the United 
States to invite foreign nations to participate. So that the bill 
which I hold in my hand merely appropriates $200,000 for a 
Government exhibit at Atlanta, authorizes the removal of the 
Government building at Chicago provided it can be done for 
$50,000, provides that the Government shall have such portion 
of that building as it may desire for its exhibit, and that the re- 
mainder may be used for the exhibits at the exposition at At- 
lanta, 

The bill provides further that all goods imported from foreign 
countries for the exposition may comeindutyfree. It expressly 
provides that the Government shall not be Yiable for one dollar 
ubove the amount appropriated, and itis carefully drawn soas to 
provide that the Government can not be, in honor or in any other 
way, bound to foot the deficit, if any deficit should result from 
this exposition. For some reason, I know not what, it hasslept 
upon the Calendar from that time to this, and if we make this 
appropriation, I believe that the provisions so carefully guarded, 
reported from the Committee on Appropriations, should go in 
substance if not in hec verba, into the sundry civil bill. 

The Senate amendment—and I read it for the first time this 
morning, the House not having heretofore considered this mat- 
ter—appropriates $200,000, and provides for the removal of the 
Government building in Chicago; but instead of creating a board 
for the Government exhibit it adopts the board that was in ex- 
istence under the law for the World’s Fair at Chicago. 
further. I call attention to the language: 

And the qereetotion, powers, and duties of the said board are hereby ex- 
tended to include the said exhibit at the Cotton States and International 


Exposition under all the provisions of the law which governed the exhibit 
at the World's Columbian Exposition. 


Now, just how broad that adoption of all the provisions of law 
that governed the exposition at Chicago is I can not tell, but I 
—— that it is ae broad. 

t least the drawer of this amendment thought it was broad 
enough tolet foreign imports for exhibition come in free of duty, 
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How much time does the gentle- 
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because the Senate amendment does not provide for that, and I 
think it is probable thatit is broad enough to authorize the Pres. 
ident toinvite foreign countries to participate in the Atlanta Ex. 
position. If so, and those peoples should accept, it commits the 
Government, in good faith and in honor, to the payment of the 
expenses if the Atlanta corporation should fail, as the Govern. 
ment was committed inthe case of the New Orleans Exposition, 
Therefore I think the House did right when it insisted furtho, 
on its disagreement to that amendment of the Senate, and | 
believe that the instruction which I had the honor to offer. ¢, 
incorporate in substance the well-considered bill reported py, 
the Committee on Appropriations, or at least to do what the 
House conferees can to that end, ought to be adopted. 

Now, having said that much by way of explanation, I want the 
attention of the House for a very few minutes to the merits of 
the proposed appropriation. I ask it because, since I concurred 
with the majority of the Committee on Appropriations in report. 
ing favorably this bill, I have been somewhat critised in som, 
portions of the country, and I want to answer those criticisms 
here and now. Idonotwanttoembarrass this bill. [aimin eoog 
faith for it; but the proper place, as it seems to me, to answer 
these complaints is here, upon the consideration of this ques. 
tion. 

One gentleman criticises my favoring the appropriation, say- 
ing that the State of Georgia made no exhibit at Chicago: tha 
she had no State building there; that Georgia and South Cayo. 
lina, of all the States in the Union, were the only two that had 
no exhibits at Chicago, and then goes on to say—I presume cor- 
rectly, although I do not know the facts—that not only was there 
no Georgia building, that not only was there no exhibit of the 
State of Georgia, but that the total individual exhibits from the 
State of Georgia were five in number—two from negro colleves 
or schools, industrial exhibits; two from nursery and fruit meu, 
and one of watermelons. [Laughter.] He queries why |, com 
ing from Illinois, should favor this appropriation. Anothe: 
questions the right under the Constitution to appropriate. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in answer to the criticism: First, I believe 
that under the Constitution of the United States we have the 
right to make this exhibit, illustrating the progress ofthe United 
States, its wealth and resources. Many gentlemen have consti- 
tutional scruples on questions of this kind. I have not now, ani 
never had. t had no constitutional scruples when [ reported 
from the Committee on Appropriations the bill for the New 0r- 
leans project. I had none when I advocated the Government 
appropriation for Chicago; none when I voted for the exhibits 
(small although they were) at Louisville and at Cincinnati, and 
I have none now. 

Whatever differences there may have been about the strict 
construction or liberal construction of the Constitution ave be- 
hind us. In the last thirty years, on the battlefield,in the Sen 
ate, in the House, in the Executive Mansion, in every State o 
the Union, the Constitution of the United States has been con- 
strued; and it stands to-day an instrument adjustable according 
to the national necessities and bounded only by the needso! the 
whole nation. 

Having said that much, this os within that dotfini- 
tion of our constitutional powers is justifiable—— 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. Under the bill that the gentleman has spoken ol, 
what is the amount which it is definitely ascertained the Gov- 
ernment would have to pay? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 


Two hundred thousand dollars 


Mr. COX. Under this bill what would be the amount’ 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Under the proposition of the Sen 
ate? 


Mr. COX. Yes,sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It is probable, while the Senate 
amendment Se in terms only $200,000, it so adopts the 
provisions of the Chicago World’s Fair legislation that the whoe 
world may be invited; and under such general legislation we 
may incur such expenses that if the Atlanta ex osition should 
fail to pay we may have to march up and pay half a million or 8 
million dollars, as we did, according to my recollection, for New 
Orleans. an 

Mr. COX. Then the point of difference is that under the bill 
reported by. the committee the amount to be expended by t° 
Government is ascertained and definite, while under the amend- 
ment from the Senate it is uncertain. ee 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes, sir; in my judgment it 1s u™ 
certain. : _ 

Mr. COX. Does not the gentleman think that in 4 little 
while it might be well to have an exposition of this kind down 
at neeane> Tenn., where we can exhibit almost everything: 

ughter. 
ene CANNON of Illinois. If Nashville, if Tennessee and the 
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adjacent States get ready, as no doubt they can if they under- 
take it, and make as large an appropriation as Atlanta has 
made, and make an equally good showing, I will say that if I 
happen to be a member of the House when such a proposition 
js presented | will vote to appropriate $200,000 to enable the 
United States to make an exhibit at Nashville. 

Mr. COX. That is very clever on the part of the gentleman. 
And Nashville will be there just as soon as you give her a 
chance. P : 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, let Nashville first give us a 
ance. 

= VAN VOORHIS of New York. I would like to inquire 

whether it is the settled policy of this Government that one or 

two or three or four international exhibitions or fairs—so-called 

“‘iaternational ” exhibitions—shall be held every year and that 

Uncle Sam shall assist in footing the bills? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not think it is. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Do you not think it isa 
fraud to call such an exhibition as this ‘‘ international,” when 
everybody knows that the term “international” is simply an 
advertisement; that the exhibition will not be in fact interna- 
tional, although it is so designated in the bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will say, in reply to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. VAN VOORHISs] (because his question 
is apt), that I do not agree in the view which he indicates. On 
inquiry I found that the Georgia corporation had made efforts 
which they reasonably expect to bear fruit, to have exhibits 
from many of the South American countries and from Mexico. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mexico has signified her intention to 
take part in the exhibition. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes, sir. But whether it is to be 
international or not, whenever a great railroad center full of an 
enterprising population like Atlanta goes to the trouble and ex- 
pense of making the appropriation that she has made—a city 
with a country about herextending 500 miles in every direction 
except on the east, where the sea would not allow it to extend 
§00 miles—as rich in mineral and in other natural resources as 
that country is, awaiting development, awaiting information, [ 
will, whenever any portion of the United States comes here un- 
der such circumstances, having made a similar ete 
vote, if lam here, for an or so that the United States 
may participate in the exhibition by making an exhibit. 

I want to say further, in justice to this Georgia corporation, 
that in the bearings before the full Committee on Appropria- 
tions and the subcommittee, great stress was laid upon the op- 
portunity they were going to give (and which they asked us to 
assist them in giving by the means indicated) to the colored 
people to show what progress they have made since they were 
freed—on the farm, in the shop, in the school. And some as 
bright men, I think, as I ever saw—both white and colored— 
came before the committee and presented this question not only 
from the standpoint I have spoken of, the industrial standpoint 
of the whole country, but from the eo of giving the 
colored people a chance to show what they have wrought out in 
less than a generation since they came to rely upon themselves. 

Now, cne or two minutes more and I will not further take up 
the time of the House. 

[ think, Mr. Speaker, when I see about me here one of the 
heroes of Gettysburg (referring to Gen. SICKLES) as a member of 
this House; when I see before me my own colleagues from Illinois, 
Gen. BLACK and Col. MARSH, Gen. HENDERSON, and others, 
men yet full of yigor, who, with over two millions of other men 
inthe Union Army, met that great flock of population known then 
asthe Confederate States; and fought forfour years the most des- 
perate series of battles that the world ever saw, at the end of 
which the labor system of nearly one-half of the country was 
cut up by the roots, and men who had before worked under com- 
pulsion must work in the future from choice, or else starve or 
steal; when I reflect that the results of the contest were in part 
written in the Constitution of the United States, and nearly all 
of the States South, and a new public sentiment was created 
that is greater than constitutions; and when I see these men 
about me that participated in these great contests on both sides, 
Iam filled with wonder and amazement that in less than ons 
generation so much of the hatred and heartburnings engendered 
inthat great civil struggle have been so soon wiped out and over- 


come, and that we have so nearly a reunited people in interest 


and insentiment. [Applause.] 

I do not believe that the annals of history anywhere show a 
parallel to this. Mr. Speaker, now when the late master and 
slave and their descendants strike hands and propose to exhibit 
their products at Atlanta and invite the people of the whole 
country and the world to come and see and oe 


well expend $200,000 in making a Government exhibit. 


r. Speaker, that $200,000 will make a better Government 
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exhibit than $800,000 would have made, were it not that many 
portions of the Government exhibit at Chicago are yet in being. 

Now, having said this much, in conclusion [ make a summary 
of the whole matter: I want us to see to it that this $200,000, 
with the Government building at Chicago thrown in—no more 
and no less—that that is the end of it; that with that aid and 
with that exhibit, and with a ‘“‘God bless you” from the people 
of the United States let Atlanta and the cotton exhibition and 
the people contiguous to Atlanta work out their own salvation. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the gentlemanfrom Illinois takes his 
seat will he permit a question? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understood the gentleman from Illinois, 
in referring to the language of the Senate amendment, to say 
that the act relating to the World's Columbian Exposition had 
been accommodated and made in some respects to apply to this 
exposition; and that his judgment was that it would admit, or 
it had been claimed that it would admit, foreign exhibits free 
of duty, at least that such a construction had been given to it. 
Am I correct in understanding the gentleman in that way? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not know what construction 
may be given to it, but the Senate amendment goes veryfar. In 
my opinion it was intended to do so because it does not provide 
for the admission free of duty, and Iam inclined to think the 
Senate amendmentis so broad that it adopts all of the provisions 
of the Chicago World's Fair legislation in that regard. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I was about to say if it goes as far as that, 
necessarily it extends all of the provisions of the World's Co- 
lumbian act to this exposition. But I did not suppose the lan- 
guage could be construed to go so far. I supposed it was con- 
fined simply to the powers and duties to be exercised by the 
board that was created by that act with reference to the Gov- 
ernment exhibit, and affected nothingelse. Butif it goes as far 
as the gentleman suggests, I do not see why the act is not com- 
pletely extended to this exposition in all of its provisions. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It seems to me that there ought 
to be no question about that. And I know our committee, of 
of which the gentleman is a member, carefully provided for a 
board to consider the question from every standpoint. There- 
fore my instruction proposes that in substance that bill shall 
be proposed to the Senate conferees. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
a question with his consent. 

Ir. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I understood the gentleman from Illinois 
to state that he had no constitutional scruples with regard to 
this proposition because it was so broad as to include all the 
Federal Union, and that as it was a measure for the general 
welfare, therefore he thought this appropriation was proper. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman has stated it better 

than I could. 
' Mr. HEPBURN. Lask him if he understands this to bea na- 
tional exposition? As I understand it, itis an exhibit of the 
‘*cotton States, and international exposition,” and that in order 
to be a participant here it is necessary that the community that 
may participate shall be either a cotton State or a foreign na- 
tion. Is that correct? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me reply to the gentlemtn, 
that we found on making inquiries of the Atlanta committee 
that appeared before us, and that has the eee. of this work, 
that they extended their invitation especially to the South 
American countries and to Mexico, and their invitation toevery 
State and every considerable city of the whole country; and 
they expect, let me say to my friend further, that a consider- 
able part of the exhibits that will make this exposition a suc- 
cess will come from what is known as the Northern States, on 
account of our greater industries. 

Mr. SAYERS. [ask unanimousconsent that all debate upon 
the proposition offered by the gentleman from Illinois be closed 
in twenty minutes, and the previous question considered us or- 
dered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee). 
The gentleman asks unanimous consent that all debate upon the 

proposition of the gentleman from Illinois be closed in twenty 

minutes, and that at that time the previous question be consid- 

| ered as ordered. 

| Mr. DINGLEY. Before that is asked, I make the suggestion 
as to the motion of instructions that has been offered by the gen- 


| tleman from Illinois. It doesnotreach the primary question as 
to whether it is the desire of a majority of this House to aid this 
exposition. Now, it seems to me that the motionshould include 





a substitute that is to be offered or may be offered to test the 
| sense of the House as to whether it desires to aid any exposi- 
tion. 
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Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the gentleman that the House 
has already insisted upon its disagreement to this amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I know; butthatisonly formal. It does not 
reach the point where the conferees would consider it as an in- 
struction. A mere formal disagreement like that is never ac- 
cepted by the conferees as an instruction binding on them; 
and I ask whether or not a modification should not be had, which 
will cover any substitute, for the yore of testing the ques- 
tion of whether a majority of the use desire to give any aid. 
I suppose this may be voted up or down, but thatis only a question 
as to the method of doing it. It still leaves the Senate proposi- 
tion, and the conferees may take the rejection of the motion to 
be an instruction to assent to the Senate proposition. 

Mr. SAYERS. L yield to the gentleman from Maine to offer 
a modification. ; ° 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ido not desire to offer an amendment, but 
several gentlemen have indicated a desire to have offered asub- 
stitute that will test the question. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will say to my friend, parlia- 
meutarily, it may be arrived at, as I understand it, by an amend- 
ment to the resolution which I offered, striking that resolution 
out and instructing the conferees to insist on the provisions going 
out—that it is the sense of the House that no appropriation 
should be made. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That would reach it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The House can then vote upon the 
amendment to the resolution; and if that be voted down, it 
would register the feeling of the House that it should appro- 
priate; and if the resolution were adopted, that the House 
scheme was a proper one. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I will accept the suggestion of- 
fered by the gentleman from Maine, and will amend my request 
and ask unanimous consent that all debate upon the proposition 
submitted by the gentleman from Illinois and any amended 
proposition to test the sense of the House as to the making of 
any appropriation whatever for this purpose be closed within 
twenty minutes, and that the previous question be considered as 
ordered on the proposition offered by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois and upon such amendntent as may be offered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas asks 
unauimous consent that all debate upon the proposition or mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois and any amendment that 
may be offered thereto be closed in twenty minutes, and that the 
previous question then be considered as operating upon the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois and such amendment as may 
be offered. Is there objection? 

Mr. DURBOROW. If object. 

Mr. MURRAY. [I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tlemen. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that all debate be closed on the pend- 
ing amendment—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think that if the gentleman will yield 
to the gentleman from South Carolina time may be saved. (To 
Mr. MURRAY) How much time do you want? 

Mr. MURRAY. About twenty minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. How much time does the gentleman from 
South Carclina want? 

Mr. MURRAY. Twenty minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move that all debate—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can give notice 
when he will move the previous question. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DurRBo- 
ROW] very kindly tells me that if I will consent to an hour for 
debate that be will withdraw his objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentieman can give notice 
when he will demand the previous question. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I will yield twenty minutes to the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a few re- 
marks in favor of the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Illinois. 1 think this presents a favorable opportunity not only 
to the colored people of the United States, but to the white peo- 
ple as well, for a demonstration of their capacity and a vindica- 
tion of some of the wrongs that have been perpetrated upon the 
colored citizens of this country. 

The colored people are in favor of this Cotton States Expo- 
sition, because they are to be allowed an opportunity to exhibit 
the progress that they have made within the = thirty years. 
Thirty or forty years ago our ability to even learn to read and 
write, or to learn ordinary arithmetic, was doubted. There 
were those who denied that we were a part of the Adamic crea- 
tion, and assigned as a reason that we could not vie with the 
other members of the human family in producing what they 
produced, in making what they made, or in doing anything ex- 
cept the lowest order of manual labor. 


Objection is made by two gen- 
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We have proven in almost every line that we are capable 
doing what other people can do. We have proven that w 
work as much and as wellasother people. We have proven tha 
we can learn as well as other eran We have proven that we 
can fight as well asother people, as wasdemonstrated in the lat, 
war. There are still, however, traducers and slanderers of 0 
race who claim that we are not equal to others because we hy 
failed to produce inventors: because, as they say, we haye jo 
contributed to the progress that has been made in the inyentig 
of useful implements and machinery. - 

Now, sir, we feel that if we are allowed the space provide | fo 
in this amendment, and are given a fair opportunity, we wi!) 
demonstrate to the satisfaction of everybody that we have mid 
and are capable of making almost anything that other peop! 
can make or have made. I hold in my hand a statement py 

ared by one of the assistants in the Patent Office, showing th 
inventions that have been made by colored men within the pas: 
few years. 

It is intended io be a complete statement, yet I consider it jy. 
complete, because the inventors are not always classified in the 
olfice according to race, as is shown in the case of one n j 
my own locality whom I know to be acolored man, but wh, 
not down on the list. 

This statement shows that colored men have taken out p ten 
upon almost everything, from a cooking stove to a locomotiy.. 
Patents have been granted to colored men for inventions and 
improvements in the workshop, on the farm, in the factory. ; 
the railroad, in the mine, in almost every department of !::bo:, 
and some of the most important improvements that go to mik 
up that great motive power of modern industrial machincr 
the steam engine, have been produced by colored men. 

Mr. Speaker, if we are permitted to have the opportunity pro- 
posed in’ this amendment, we will show to the satisfaction of th 
world that we are capable of producing nearly everything tha‘ 
other people can staliane, and in doing so we will in a certain 
sense vindicate our white fellow-citizens, by showing that in 
spite of all that has been done to retard his progress, in spite of 
all the wrongs that he has suffered, the American negro has 
been able to accomplish more, has made more progress 0: the 
American continent, than the members of his race in any other 
part of the world. [Applause.] 

I trust, Mr. Speaker, that this amendment will meet the ap 
proval of every member present. The colored people all over 
the United States are doing everything in their power to pr 
pare to make such an exhibit as will do credit not only to them- 
selves but to the United States. In all the townships, in al! the 
churches, in all the schools throughout the length and breadih 
of this land, they are organizing for that purpose. They hay 
entered into the matter full of enthusiasm, determined to mik: 
their exhibit all that it can be made, determined to help thei: 
white fellow citizens to make this great exposition what t! 
desire to make it. 

Mr. Speaker, there is another consideration involved in this 
matter about which I wish tosay a word before I take m) 

I think that this exposition, to be managed and controlled by t 
white and colored people of the South combined, will | 
about a better state of feeling between the two races. | !e 
that contact with the colored man of the South, I fee! tlata 
knowledge of his ability to manage affairs which will be there 
demonstrated, will tend to educate the white people of thi 
section to appreciate the fact that the colored man is entite! 
to a share in the governmentof the country. 

I feel that thinking white men will begin todonsider whether 
it is just continuously to deprive the colored manof hisrigh' 
participate in the Government. Mr. Speaker, the colored | 
ple of this country want an opportunity to show that the prog 
ress, that the civilization which is now admired the world over, 
that the civilization which is now leading the world, that the 
civilization which all the nations of the world look up to ane 
imitate—the colored people, I say, want an opportunity to 810% 
that they, too, are part and parcel of that great civilization. — 

We want an opportunity to prove that this country is truly 
cosmopolitan country, that it 1s neither a white man’s country 
nor a black mans country, but a country to the building oP of 
which all American citizens have alike contributed, whether 
by effort of muscle or of brain. [Loud oes a 

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I ask the liberty of appending 


of 


my remarks the statistics to which I referred. 
There was no objection. 


A PARTIAL LIST OF PATENTS GRANTED BY THE UNITED STATES FOR INVEN- 
TIONS BY AFRO-AMERICANS. 


1. 3973, Joseph Hawkins, West Windsor, N. J., March 26, 1845, improved 
on. 

2. 61941, Henry Lee, Richmond, Va., February 12, 1867, animal trap 

1870, cornstalk 


8. 64205, W. A. Dietz, Albany, N. Y., Aprii30, 1867, shoe. 
4, 99463, William Murray, Alexandria, Va., February 1, 
harvester. 





f 
n 


~ of 


1894. 





5. 110599, Hardy Spears, Snow Hill, N. C., December 27, 1870, shield for in- 
fantry and artillerymen. 

6, 115153, Landrow Bell, Washington, D. C., May 28, 1871, locomotive smoke- 

ck. 

on 123063, 'T’. J. Martin, a. Mich., March 26, 1872, fire extinguisher. 

8. 130805, Elijah McCoy, Ypsilanti, Mich., August 6, 1872, improvement in 
jubricators for steam engines. 

9, 133823, Landrow Bell, Washington, D. C., December 10, 1872, dough 


kneader. 

10. 139407, Elijah McCoy, Ypsilanti, Mich., May 27, 1873, improvement in 
lubricators. 

11. 146697, Elijah McCoy, Ypsilanti, Mich., January 20, 1874, improvement 
in steam lubricators. 

12. 149543, E. H. Sutton, Edenton, N. C., April 7, 1874, cotton cultivator. 

13. 150876, Elijah McCoy, Ypsilanti, Mich., May 12, 1874, improvement in 
ironing-tables. : 

14. 162281, David A. Fisher, jr., Washington, D. C., April 20, 1875, joiners 
1 Fé062, Alex P. Ashbourne, Oakland, Cal., June 1, 1875, process for pre- 
paring cocoanut for domestic use. 

16. 167519, Henry H. Nash, Baltimore, Md., October 5, 1875, life-preserving 


1. 
— 170460, Alex. P. Ashbourne, Oakland, Cal., November 30, 1875, biscuit cut- 


er. 
7 18. 173032, Elijah McCoy, Ionia, Mich., February 1, 1876, improvement in 
steam-cylinder lubricators. : 

19. 174794, David A. Fisher, jr., Washington, D.C., March 14, 1876, furniture 
caster. 

20, 179585, Elijah McCoy, Ionia, Mich., July 4, 1876, improvement in steam- 
cylinder lubricators. 
91, 180323, T. A. Carrington, Baltimore, Md., July 25, 1876, range. 


92, 194287, Alex. A. Ashbourne, Oakland, Cal., August 21, 1877, treating co- 


coanut. 
93, 202888, B. H. Taylor, Rosedale, Miss., April 23, 1876, rotary engines. 
24. 203517, J. R. Winters, Chambersburg, Pa., May 7, 1878, fire-escape ladder. 
%, 208184, W. A. Lavalette, Washington, D. C., September 17, 1878, printing 


ress, 
PB. 214224, Joseph R. Winters, Chambersburg, Pa., April 6, 1879, fire-escape 


ladder. 

27. 218154, William Bailis, Princeton, N. J., August 5, 1879, ladder scaffold 
su rt. 

BP 250518, A. P. Ashbourne, Boston, Mass., July 27, 1880, refining cocoanut 


il. 

99, 231355, Traverse B. Pinn, Alexandria, Va., August 17, 1880, file-holder. 
$0. 234059, Powell Johnson, Barton, Ala., November 2, 1880, eye protector. 
31. 242001, James Wormley, Washington, D. C., May 24, 1881, life-saving ap- 

paratus. 

$2. 255443, Elijah McCoy, Detroit, Mich., March 28, 1882, lubricator, 

33. 256610, R. . Alexander, Galesburz, Ill., April 18, 1832, cornplanter 


check-row. 

$4. 261166, Elijah McCoy, Detroit, Mica., July 18, 1882, lubricator. 

%. 270236, Elijah McCoy, Detroit, Mich., January 9, 1883, lubricator. 
” 36. 274207, J. E. Matzeliger, Lynn, Mass. (Cuban), March 20, 1883, lasting 
machine for sboes. 

$7. 275271, H. H. Reynolds, Detroit, Mich., April 3, 1883, ventilator for rail- 
road cars. 

38 276563, Jonas Cooper, Washington, D. C., May 1, 1883, shutter and fas- 
tening therefor. 

99. 285545, Leonard C. Bailey, Washington, D. C., September 25, 1883, com- 
bined truss and bandage. 
maigvien’ Lockrum Blue, Washington, D. C., May 20, 1884, hand corn-shell- 

evice. 

41. 299894, C. T. Woods. Cincinnati, Ohio, June 3, 1894, steam-boiler furnace. 

42. 308256, Dodges & McCoy, Detroit, Mich., Nonember 18, 1884, lubricator. 

48, 308817, G. ‘T. Woods, Cincinnati, Ohio, December 2, 1884, telephone trans- 


mitter. 
4. eee A. B. Blackburn, Springfield, Ohio, December 23, 1884, railroad 


signal. 

45, 315368, G. T. Woods, Cincinnati, Ohio, April 7, 1885, apparatus for trans- 
mission gf messages by electricity. Assigned to the American Bell Tele- 
phone Company, ton, Mass. 

46. 320354, Hodges & McCoy, Detroit, Mich., June 16, 1885, steam dome for 
locomotives. 7 

47. 320879, Elijah McCoy, Detroit, Mich., June 16, 1885, lubricator. 

48, 388731, J. Kicks, Washington, D. C., March 30, 1886 horseshoe. 

49. 35.086, Henry Brown, Washington, D. C., November 2, 1836, receptacle 
for storing and preserving oe 

50. 357491, Elijah McCoy, Detroit, Mich., February 8, 1887, lubricators. 

51. 357787, Samuel Pugsiey, New Rochelle, N. Y., February 15, 1887, gate 


latch, 

eae, Liijah McCoy, Detroit, Mich., April 19, 1887, lubricator attach- 
ment. 

53. 361987, Joseph Gregory, Bogansville, S. C., April 26, 1887, motor. 


— wil R. Davis, New York City, N. Y., May 10, 1887, game 
a 363529, Elijah McCoy, Detroit, Mich., May 24, 1887, lubricator for slide 
ves. 


56 om, A. B. Blackburn, Springfield, Ohio, January 10, 1888, railway 
. 380420, A. B. Blackburn, Springfield, Ohio, April 3, 1888, spring seat for 


58. 386289. Miss M. E. Benjamin, Washington, D. C., July 17, 1888, gong and 
chair for hotels. 
301577, A. B. Blackburn, Springfield, Ohio, October 23, 1888, cash-car- 
rs. 
60. 392908, J. S, Coollige, Washington, D. C., November 13, 1888, instanta- 
neous detachment for harness. 
Gi. 394388, Moses Payne, Bellevue, Ky., December 11, 1888, spring horse- 


62. 405117, Sadgwar & Purdy, Washington, D. C., June 11, 1889, folding chair. 
68. 418139, McCoy & Hodges, Detroit, Mich., December 24, 1889, iubricator. 
64. 426149, H. M. Browne, Washington, D. C., April 29, 1890, device for pre- 
es flow of water in cellars. 
65. - P. B. Downing, Boston, Mass., June 17, 1890, electric switch for 
66. 438308, Abram Pugsley, Jamestown, R. L., July 29, 1890, blind sto 
— Abram Pugsiey, Jamestown, R. L, August 5, 1800, shutter 
63, 435095, A. P. Hilyer, Washington, D. C., August 28, 1890, water eva 
rators for hot air registers. = 
@. 437987, H. ti. Reynolds, Detroit, Mich., October 7, 1890, safety gate for 


59, A. F. Hilyer. Washington, D. C., October 14, 1890, water evapo- 
for hot-air registers. 


i 


70. 
Tators 
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71. 450550, W. B. Abrams, Wells, N. Y., April 14, 1891, hame attachment. 

72. 451086, George Toliver, Philadelphia, Pa., April 23, 1891, propeller for 
vessels. 

73. 451789, J. R. Watts, Springfield, Ill., May 5, 1891, drill for boring and 


aming. 

74, 45u899, J. B. Matzeliger (deceased), Lynn, Mass. (Cuban), September 22, 

1891, lasting machine 
%. 460215, Elijah McCoy, Detroit, Mich., September 29, 1891, dope-cup. 
76. 465875, Elijah McCoy, Detroit, Mich., December 29, 1891, lubricator. 

7%. 470163, Elijah McCoy, Detroit, Mich., March 1, 1892. Imbricator. 

78, 471843, James Dixon, Cincinnati, Ohio, March 29, 1892, car coupling 

79. 472066, Elijah McCoy, Detroit, Mich., April 5 
; 80. 493137, J. R. Watts, Springfield, 111... March 7, 1893, bracket for miners’ 
amps. 

81. 497747, L. W. Benjamin, Boston, Mass., May 16, 1893, broom moistener 
and bridle. 

82. 498809, Elijah McCoy, Detroit, Mich., June 6, 1893, lubricator. 

83, 517950, G. W. Murray, Sumter, S. C., April 10, 1894, combined furrow 
opener and stalk-knocker. 

84. 517951, G. W. Murray, Rembert, S. C.. April 10, 1804, cultivator ani 
marker. 

85. 520887, G. W. Murray, Sumter, S. C.. June 5, 1894, planter. 

86. 520888, G. W. Murray, Rembert, S. C., June 5, 1894, cotton chopper. 

87. 520889, G. W. Murray, Rembert, S. C., June 5, 1894, fertilizer distributer. 

88. 520890, G. W. Murray, Rembert. S. C., June 5, 1894, planter. 

89, 520891,G. W. Murray, Rembert, S. C., June 5, 1804, combined cotton 
seed planter and fertilizer distributer. 

90. 520892, G. W. Murray, Rembert, S. C.. June 5, 1894, reaper. 

91. 208378, W, R. Davis, jr., New York City, N. Y., September 2, (878, Li 
brary table. 

92. 423311, Coit T. Chapman, Elliott, S.C.. March 11, 1890, cotton plant 
and fertilizer distributer. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. CoomBs}. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, [ am glad to have an oppor- 
tunity to express my most hearty approval of the suggested 
participation on the part of Government in the Atlanta Exposi- 
tion; and shall briefly state my reasons for favoring it. 

It has been urged in opposition, that it is a local affair, and 
one in which only a limited portion of the country has an espe- 
cial interest. 

{ do not so regard it, but look upon it as an enterprise which 
will havea beneficial effect upon the whole country. The inter- 
estsof each section are so linked to the prosperity of all that we 
can not truthfully call anything that deeply effects the interest 
of any section a local one. 

The South before the war and immediately after its conclusion 
had a comparatively limited field of agriculture. By limited | 
mean limited in variety; her commerce was, for the same rea- 
son, limited in its scope. It has only been in recent years that 
she has widened the field of her enterprises and discovered the 
richness and variety of her mineral and manufacturing re- 
sources. Thesearestill not half understood or appreciated. and 
so far have not inspired the confidence that they are entitled to. 

At this proposed exposition they will be able to compare their 
products with one another and with those of the outside world. 
Wiil be able to judge of the advances that they have made, and 
will, I am sure, be encouraged to undertake larger enterprises. 
The days of crude speculations are over, and the era of legiti 
mate development has begun. It can not be denied that there 
has existed and still does exist in many sections of the South a 
narrow prejudice against the more commercial sections of the 
country. Nothing willremove these narrow views more quickly 
than an invasion of commerce and manufactures. 

Commerce is a great educator; out of its conflicts comes a 
broader intelligence and a more tolerant spirit. I believe that 
this enterprise will largely increase the variety of the commerce 
and manufactures of the South and demonstrate the fact that we 
are not as poor as demagogues try to make us believe that we 
are. It will deprive agitators of half their political capital and 
help stamp out many of the financial and economic heresies that 
threaten the stability of the Government by promoting a more 
perfect unity of interests. 

Any money spent by the Government toward accomplishing 
this purpose is wisely spent. If instead of the tacit antagonism 
toward the commercial centers that now exists, a better under- 
standing can be reached through a community of interests the 
whole country will profit by it. 

I do not look with any disfavor upon the possibility of some of 
the trade of our neighbors in the republics south of us being di- 
verted from my own city to Southern cities. I would like to 
have them acquire a knowledge of and a taste for foreign com- 
merce, to feel that they have a direct interest in its extension, 
and assist us in obtaining from our Government a more efficient 
consular service. 

There is another reason, which was impressed upon me more 
powerfully than I ever had it impressed before, by the addresses 
of the two colored bishops who appeared before the Committee 
on Appropriations. Up to that time I had no idea of the ad- 
vances which have been made by the colored race. 

I had always looked upon it as almost exclusively devoted to 
agriculture, but found that they were largely employed in fac- 
tories and were steady and reliable workmen,and that they 
have an ambition to improve themselves by study and practice 
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in technical schools. The exhibits from some of these schools 
will be made at the fair. If these statements are correct, and I 
have no reason to doubt them, they furnish grounds for the 
hope that the race problem which has puzzled the country is in 
the way of settling itself. 

Instead of being a hindrance to the prosperity of the South, 
they will furnish a body of workmen to be drawn upon for the 
development of the future enterprises of that section. It is 
proposed, as I understand, in this Atlanta Exposition, to have 
the colored people cobperate with the white men. They are not 
to be kept separate and distinct, but the two races are to act to- 
gether. Anything that will induce them to act together and 
come to mutual appreciation and understanding of one an- 
other's abilities and desires must be helpful tothe whole Union. 

I hope, sir, that in deciding this ——- Congress will be 
governed by a broad and liberal spirit. It is true that our 
national finances are ata low ebb, but we are not poor. We are 
arich people; none other has such magnificentresources. Any 
temporary expenditure that serves to develop them is true 
economy. Any effort in the direction of giving our people an 
appreciation of the magnitude of our resources should be en- 
couraged. 

Anything that tends to obliterate sectional lines and promote 
a greater community of interests between the various parts of 
the nation is well worthy of the encouragement of this House. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SICKLEs]. 

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Speaker, the remarks of my colleague 
Mr. CooMBs] and of the distinguished gentleman from Illinois 
Mr. CANNON] have covered so completely the ground that I 
should have occupied that I have but little to add beyond the 
expression of my concurrence in what they have so well said. 
I would like to see, on the part of this House, in some appro- 
priate form, an expression of concurrence in this proposition; 
and 1 would advise the friends of the measure to accept the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON], because it so carefully guards the Government from any 
expenditure beyond the sum appropriated, while it recognizes 
the national obligation to promote these exhibitions of industry. 

The cruel exigencies of war compelled the destruction of At- 
lanta and much of the adjacent country, and it is a glorious ex- 
hibition of the common fraternity of the American people now 
to erect on that very spot and in that center of Southern indus- 
try and enferprise temples devoted to the commemoration of 
the peace and prosperity of the whole country. 

I shall vote for the appropriation with the greatest satisfac- 
tion. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts[ Mr. COGSWELL], or so much time as he may 
desire to comer. 

Mr. COGSWiLL. Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will vote 
that the Government of the United States shall take part in this 
proposed exposition at Atlanta; and if it so votes, I hope also 
that it will instruct its conferees on the sundry civil bill that 
the appropriation for the purpose may be made in the language 

of the bill which was reported by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the House, rather than in the language of the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate. 

Mr. Speaker, on the morning of the 3d day of September, 
1864, as a member of the Federal Army, I marched into the city 
of Atlanta. It had been _—— destroyed by the retreating 
Confederate forces under Gen. Hood. We occupied it until the 
ivth day of November following. A‘ that time it had a popu- 
lation of but 10,000 inhabitants. Ouring our occupancy of the 
city we sent north or south the people there residing, and made 
ita complete military post. On the 16th day of November Gen. 
Sherman's army withdrew rom the region of country surround- 
ing that city, and, as the commandant of the t of Atlanta, it 
became my duty to remain the night follow with my com- 
mand. The day and night following, and indeed for nearly the 
entire three days, ending on the morning of the 17th of Novem- 
ber, the city was wholly destroyed for any military purposes 
and occupancy under the sad exigencies and nevessities of war, 
and I left it a heap of smoldering ruins and of ashes. 

Mr. Speaker, I returned to the city of Atlanta not many years 
ago, and I found that that city, which was then, when I last saw 
it, but a mound of ashes and ruins, had arisen from its fires, 
from its ashes, and from its sad condition, and had grown to be 
a magnificent city of 100,000 inhabitants, with all of the evi- 
dences of prosperity, of enterprise, of push, and of business ex- 
hibited by any other city on this continent. I found that from 
the narrow limits which formerly environed it, it had grown 
out 7 miles, and where we had surrounded the city with earth- 
work after earthwork, it had pushed its settlements, its dwell- 
ing houses, its factories, its workshops, and its places of 
business away beyond the old limits, and had so far obliterated 
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the whole line of earthworks and the evidences war that I 
could hardly find one of the fields of the many where we had 
engaged in battle when we besieged the city. 

I came back to see a typical American city, built upon the 
ruins and the ravages of war, in a contest in which its defenders 
had been defeated, and I was proud to see it capable so soon o! 
renewing its old American spirit and putting itself in the front 
where the noble and enterprising citizens of Atlanta have put 
that beautiful ‘‘ gate city” of the South. 

Mr. pt nay ee when the proposition came before me, asa mem. 
ber of the Committee on Appropriations, whether in this ep. 
terprise, which contains all of the elements of success, weshoulq 
take a part and have the Government exhibits displayed anq 
help along the great exposition, I said to that people, [Ff | 
stand alone there is one voice and one vote that will give At- 
lanta any reasonable assistance from the General Government: 
and so all hail to herin her grand and what I believe will he 
successful exposition. [Loud applause. | 

Mr. SAYERS. I now yield five minutes to the gentlemay 
from g ccd WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer 
the following substitute for the motion of my colleague from |]- 
linois [Mr. CANNON]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the conferees on the part of the House be instructed not t 
agree to Senate amendments numbered 278 and 279 or to any proposition a 
asubstitute therefor,making an appropriation for the Cotton States and 
International Exposition at Atlanta, Ga. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I shall consume 
the time of the House but afew moments in discussing the pend- 
ing proposition. 

I fully agree with what my colleague on the committee has 
said with reference to the beauty and the enterprise as wei! as 
the rs pecans of that great city in which it is proposed to 
hold this exposition. Butwhat I wish to say is that we can not 
expect the United States to hold a successful great internation 
exposition every year. Coming so soon after the World's air 
at Chicago, which was in truth an international exposition, we can 
not expect this to be any more than a local affair; andasa mem- 
ber of the majority party of this House, that party which is re- 
sponsible for the appropriations of this Congress, [ want to say, 
for one, thatI am not willing to issue interest-bearing bonds for 
the people to pay in order that the Government should go into 
the show business now or hereafter. [Applause.] 

I know you always find members on this floor, and especially 
on the other side of the House, who are always ready and will- 
ing for the Government to help forward anything that needs 
help. But when itis remembered that whatever help is fur- 
nished to this exposition must come from the taxes levied upon 
the people, if we shall but for a moment reflect upon the condi- 
tion of the people’s treasury at this time, I am inclined to think 
we will not hesitate to vote down any proposition to commit the 
Government to this exposition. 

It is true that i. is -_ proposed to appropriate $200,000. 
And I believe they claim that is all they want. But we know 
from sad experience, in more thau one instance, that when the 
Government is once committed to this exposition it may expect 
hereafter to be called upon for additional aid. 

Now, I am perfectly willing that Atlanta, if she will only wait 
one hundred years, may have the nextinternational exposition. 
But if we grant this request to Atlanta now, next year, or in two 

ears from now, you can not refuse the same request if made )) 

nver, Omaha, San Francisco, or some other great Western 
city, claiming, as they will, that that great section of the coun- 
try has never received any aid from the National Governmen| 
for such purpose. o 

It is simply ridiculous to compare this proposed exposition 
with the great World’sFair held in Chicago. Youcan not have 
these every year. As I have said, it is only a local affair, and! 
am opposed to this appropriation. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. DocKERY]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, in the one minute allowed me 
I desire to say that I believe in the doctrine that public money 
should be appropriated for public purposes; and I do not con 
cede that this exposition comes within the purview of this whole 
some doctrine. I voted against the $1,300,000 for the New Ur 
leans Exposition; I opposed giving $2,500,000 to the Chicago Ex- 
position; and in the balance of the minute remaining I want \¢ 
say that I shall vote against this appropriation. 

r. SAYERS. Lyield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN]. ap 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, if this proposition embodied a 

poe by which we should give anything to the corporation hav- 
ng it in charge, as the proposition did against which the ge” 
tleman from Misouri yoted—and I voted with him—I would op* 
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ose it. As I recollect it, the money given the New Orleans 

xposition, against which he voted, was also a gift to the cor- 

oration having it in charge. I would have voted with him 
against it; but this proposition is not a gift. This is a proposi- 
tion to make an exhibit there, just as the United States Govern- 
ment made an exhibit at Chicago, at an expense of more than 
$1,500,000. To the extent of making an exhibit I shall heartily 
favor this appropriation. : a 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that the expense of making an exhibit 
of the Government's work is fora public purpose when, as in this 
case, the exposition is national in its scope and interest. The 
city of Atlanta is 750 miles from Washington, and the people of 
that section are not able to see the Government's agencies at 
work. It is, I believe, the first time that any great exposition 
of this kind has been attempted in that city or in that section; 
and I think it is money well spent to show to the people who 
will gather there, and people who can not come here, some of 
the work of the Government of the United States. We have 
done it in other places; we have done it on many former occa- 
sions; and to the extent of exhibiting the Government work, I 
believe that it is a Government purpose and does good. 

Iam glad this exposition is to be held in the city of Atlanta. 
That is the city that took the lead in building up the New 
South; and I am glad that the people of the North are to have 
an opportunity to go down there and see the city and the peo- 
ple. Tos glad they will have an opportunity to see the statue 
erected by admiring friends to the memory of the leader of the 
movement in favor of the New South, Henry W.Grady. Itwill 
do them good to read the inscription on that monument—the 
words of the great orator that the country’s security is to be 
found not in her army, but in her contented and happy citizens. 
It will be worth something as a patriotic lesson. 

{ was surprised at the growth and prosperity of Atlanta. It 
will do our people good to mingle with the people of the South- 
land; to march again from ‘‘ Atlanta to the sea,” and note the 
difference that a generation has wrought and become acquainted 
with people who make hospitality a business. [am glad that 
they are going to have an opportunity to exhibit the work of 
the freedmen in the last thirty years. This alone would jus- 
tify the exposition. It will also bring us into closer trade re- 
lations with the Southern Republics, and ought to increase our 
commerce with them. 

As I said, if there was attached to this a proposition to give 
money to the corporation which has it in charge, I should vote 
against it. If they come on a subsequent occasion and ask, as 
they did for Chicago, help for a private corporation, I shall vote 
againsttheaid; butas thisis a proposition confined to an exhibit 
of the Governmentat that place, I gladly voteforit. [Applause.] 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. PENCE]. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, it was to be expected, I suppose, 
that some one would come forward to oppose this appropriation. 
I expected to find that, after this House had listened to the 
words of Gen. COGSWELL and the words of Gen. SICKLES, and 
the words of Mr. MURRAY of South Carolina; but I wassorry, Mr. 
Speaker, that the objection had to come, even after that, from 
&® young man of my generation, and an objection, too, from a 
young man from Illinois. It seemed to me that if some old 
stickler for a strict construction of the constitutional power of 
Congress to vote money for any purpose had seen fit to take five 
minutes of our time in objecting, no one would have been 
amazed, 

I myself was amazed, disappointed, aye, infinitely grieved, 
that those words had to come from a young Representative of 
Southern Illinois, the State in which Chicago presides as me- 
tropolis, the beneficiary of the broadest liberality and generos- 
ity of this Government during the last two or three years. He 
has mentioned the fact that maybe farther Western cities, 
Omaha or Denver, might come in, following up Atlanta as an 
example, and ask at some time for a donation for a similar pur- 
pose. Ido not know but that may be true. Itisnotafairargu- 
ment if any such suggestion had ever been made. Nosuch pur- 
pose is contemplated. One thing is true, Mr. Speaker, the 
cities farther west than Egypt, Ill., will not be ungrateful in 
any year that shall come hereafter if such a favor as this shall 
be given; and if perchance they should be the recipients of 
favor, they will not object unseemingly to any such claim or re- 
quest that may come from any other section. 

Mr. Speaker, if the old sectional troubles which seem to be 
dying out, as shown by the words here to-day of the distin- 
guished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL], the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SICKLES], and others—if those old troubles between 
the North and the South are really to die out entirely, the proof 
of it is going to be found in those of us who have come upon the 
stage since the conflict of the sixties. It is to me a source not 
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only of satisfaction, but of infinite pleasure, and I undertake to 
say to every young Representative on this floor, except one only, 
to vote for an appropriation of this kind, that shall give token 
to the South—which has been for the last year, in the midst of 
all the difficulties and disturbances in the North and West, the 
single seat of peace and conteptment—that shall give token to the 
South thatthe past is put behind us, that the future isnot theirs 
alone, nor ours alone, but theirs and ours together; and the sec- 
tion of country from which I come, which has been mentioned 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. W1LLIAms], will be found 
at this exposition displaying, exploiting that which in the Prov- 
idence of God it has been possible for us to accomplish, hailing 
the day of peace that has come and the day of prosperity that is 
promised. I am in favor, sir, of thisamendment. [Applause. } 

Mr. SAYERS. LIyield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I shall not attempt to deal 
in any beautiful language while I pressa thought or two in favor 
of this appropriation with the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. I do not believe the Government of the 
United States will be any better off five years hence, or two 
years hence, or to-morrow, by proclaiming to the world its in- 
ability to make proper and suitable appropriation to demonstrate 
its wealth, its power, its magnanimity in all the sections of this 
mighty country. I wholly differ from the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. WILLIAMS] on that point. I do not believe that an 
exhibition of penury ever added to the wealth of anybody. 

I believe that when a great government demonstrates that it 
is incapable of making suitable provision for matters of this 
kind, it paves the way for loss of credit, loss of character, and 
loss of self-respect. Somuch, Mr. Speaker, upon that branch of 
the question. 

Now, sir, there is no place on this continent where I, asa 
humble representative of the great body of loyal men who went 
to Atlanta during the stirring times from 1861 to 1865, would 
rather go than to Atlanta, the ‘‘Gate City” of the New South, 
and see the flag of my country waving over a great exposition 
in which the wealth of the South, the loyalty of the South, the 
intelligence of the South shall be demonstrated, and the mag- 
nificence of my Government in close accord with the spirit of 
the exposition itself. 

The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. PENCE] says, in very elo- 
quent language, that he hopes the dead past is buried. Let me 
say to him that if there is any class of men in this country who, 
above all others, denounce and condemn sectionalism, whether 
it be in the form of adherence to old customs, ancientlandmarks, 
bygone prejudices about constitutional limitations, or other heir- 
looms of the past misfortunes of the country, it is composed of 
the old soldiers. Ihave been in favor of having the Grand Army 
of the Republic go down in a solid column and meet the people 
of the Southat Atlanta. [Applause.] We wentdown there once 
when the men of the South stood by tens of thousands in arms 
against us. We got along tolerably well then, and now, when 
they stand with outstretched arms to welcome us, surely we can 
get along very much better. 

For my own part, I would rather go the whole way there now 
than to have gone half way there on the former occasion to which 
[havereferred. [Laughterandapplause.| Mr. Speaker, I had the 
distinguished pleasure of being present not many years ago at 
Crawfish Springs,Ga. The occasion wasagreat gathering of the 
men of the North, men who in 1861 did not stand on the ques- 
tion of constitutional power of the President to put down rebel- 
lion, and we were met by a great army of the men who had re- 
sisted the Federal Government in 1861, and it was a glorious 
sight to see surrounding that magnificent stand the veterans of 
both sides—old Rosecrans, of the North, and the distinguished 
leader of the chivalry of the South, now the senior Senator from 
Georgia. [Applause. } 

If there is anything left of the old feeling which the gentle- 
man from Colorado deprecates, and $200,000 will contribute to 
obliterate it, in the name of patriotism let us give the money 
and give it quickly. [Laughter and applause.| I want to live 
to see the time when I can contend with the men of the South 
upon legitimate political lines, without feeling either that they 
have any war sentiment against me or that they expect me to 
utter or to entertain any war sentiment againstthem, and when 
that time comes I shall be content. [Applause.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, as we have succeeded in an- 
nexing the United States to Georgia, I think we ought to have 
a vote on this question. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. SNODGRASS]. 

Mr. SNODGRASS, Mr. Speaker, I do not expect to say any- 
thing that will stay the disposition which seems to prevail here 
to violate the fundamental law of the land and to waste the money 
collected by the taxation of an overburdened people. 
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I have learned long ago that when a man rises on this floor to 
oppose an illegal and unconstitutional appropriation of the peo- 
abe s money, there is a certain class of statesmen who turn up 
their noses at him and call him a stickler for the strict con- 
struction of the Constitution. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am proud 
to be denominated a stickler for the strict construction of the 
Nonstitution. Lam one of the men who believe that this is a 
body of limited and delegated powers. I am one of those who 
believe that this Congress has no power to expend one dollar of 
the people s money except for a public purpose. And I insist 
that upon no construction of the Constitution can any man find 
a place to stand and claim that this expenditure is for sucha 
public purpose. 

Gentiemen need not be alarmed about the feeling of the South 
toward the people of the North. Long years ago all the bitter- 
ness, all the strife, all the turmoil of the war passed from the 
hearts of our people; and they have been willing, they are will- 
ing to-day, to join hands with their brethren of the North who 
assisted in establishing the independence of this country and to 
go with them shoulder to shoulder in the upbuilding of this 
great country. But we are unwiliing—I say the sticklers for a 
strict construction of the Constitution are unwilling—to stultify 
ourselves by the usurpation of a power of this kind, although 
the benefit is to come to our own section. And I appeal to Dem- 
ocrats on this floor to stand by the Democratic doctrine of a 
strict construction of the Constitution and refuse on this occa- 
sion —no difference if the benefit does come to the people of the 
South—to set a precedent that will come back to mock us in all 
the years of the future. {Applause.] 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. EVERETT]. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Speaker, I do not ask any further con- 
stitutional warrant for this expenditure than may be found in 
reading the preamble of the Constitution in its first clause. As 
soon as the ‘people of the United States” are named the pur- 
pose of the nstitution is declared—‘‘to form a more periect 
union.’ And if this appropriation for the Government exhibit 
in the city of Atlanta-can ‘form a more perfect union” and 
unite North and South together more thoroughly, I am content 
to vote for it—on that ground alone if for no other. 

Mr. Speaker, this does not strike my people as a local exhibi- 
tion. There is no local teeling between Massachusetts and 
Georgia. On the contrary, there is between them a bond of 
perhaps the most ancient union in this country. In tho early 
days of the Revolution, before the Declaration of Independence, 
when the colony of Georgia hesitated to come into the Conti- 
nental Congress, a single parish in the colony of Georgia sent a 
single native of Massachusetts to represent it on the floor of the 
Continental Congress. Lyman Hall,of Massachusetts, stood there 
ulone to represent Georgia. In the next Congress he drew to 
him Button Gwinnett and George Walton; and their three sig- 
natures were appended to the Declaration, under the lead of 
Midway Parish and a Massachusetts man. Massachusetts re- 
members that to this day. As her great statesman said in that 
Hall, she indulges in refreshing remembrances of the past. 

And it is particularly agreeable to me, Mr. Speaker, to vote 
an appropriation of money by which the great central light of 
the country shall show itself to the citizens of that noble city in 
that noble State—the ancient empire State of the South. e 
former exhibition of Atlanta delighted Massachusetts manufac- 
turers and merchants and visitors of every class. We look for- 
ward with equal interest to the exposition now at hand; and I 
hope there will be no opposition from any one from the North 
to making this most graceful and impressive demonstration of 
the fevling of the whole country toward the “New South.” [Ap- 

lamse. | 
. Mr.SAYERS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
ee ee LIVINGSTON]. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, the friends of this meas- 
ure have asked for no aid to Atlanta; and we ask no aid to the 
South. Weask for no subsidy. Weare here with a proposi- 
tion that the Government may help herself by — her ex- 
hibit in the South on the occasion contemplated. at is all 
there is in this proposition. This is simply a clean-cut exhibi- 
tion to be made by the Government, the provision being hedged 
by every possible means to prevent any afterclap or aftermath. 

The gentleman from [llinois [Mr. WILLIAMS] said this was a 
local exhibition. I hold in my hand petitions and resolutions 
from every city in the gentleman's State, and from his own town, 
his own home—from every city and town in the State of Texas, 
and al! the way up to Montana, and all the way around to New 
York, and all the way back to Wash n City. 

I am proud to eay here to-day to this side of the House that 
there is nota city in either a Republican ora Democratic 
State of the N that has not responded to this movement and 
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promised not only to send visitors and exhibitors, but to se 

State exhibit if possible. 
I want to say to this House and to these gentiemen who 

spoken so kindly for us and our people, we thank you from | 


bottom of our he rts. 


And in closing,! will say we cheer! 


accept as a substitute for the proposition in the bill the re 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois |Mr. CANNoN|. 


Mr. SAYERS. 


[ask the previous question upon the : 


tion of the resolution of the gentleman from illinois | Mr, \\ 

LIAMS] as a substitute for the proposition of the gent! 

Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 
The previous question was ordered. 


The SPEAKER. 


The question is first upon the substitut 
offered by the gentleman from Lilinois, Mr. WEILLIAMs, for th 


resolution of the gentieman from Illinois, Mr. CANNON 
The resolution of Mr. CANNON was read, as follows: 


That the House conferees are instructed to present to the Senate c 
ees the proposition to strike out Senate amendments 275 and 279 
agree, in lieu thereof, in substance, to the provisions of House bill ; 
ported by the House Committee on Appropriations to the House « 


day of June last. 


The SPEAKER, For the resolution just read the gen{! 
from Illinois [Mr. WILLIAMS] offers as a substitute the r 
tion which the Clerk will now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the conferees on the part of the House be instru 
to agree to Senate amendments numbered 278 and 279, or to any | 


tion as a substitute therefor making appropriation for tho Cot 
and International Exposition an Atianta,Ga. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the su 


tute just read. 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 


41, noes 152. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. 


Alderson, 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Bell, ‘Tex. 
Bland, 
Bretz, 
Brookshire, 
Bynum, 
Capehart, 
Cockrell, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cox, 
Culberson, 


Adams, Ky. 
Alexander, 
Avery, 
Babcock. 
Baker, Kans. 
Baker, N. H. 


Black, Ga. 
Black, I. 
Boen, 
Boutelle, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Bryan, 
Burrows, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Cannon, Ill. 
Caruth, 


YEAS—4. 
De Armond, Lane, 
Dockery, Latimer, 
Dunn, Layton, 
Fithian, Marvin, N. Y. 
Forman, McCulloch, 
Fyan, Mc Dearmon, 
Grady, McNagny, 
Hall, Minn. McRae, 
Hudson, Moore, 
Hutcheson, Morgan, 
Jones, Neill, 
Kilgore, Paschal, 
Kyle, Pearson, 

NAYS—171. 
Palzell, Johnson, Ina. 
Danieis, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Davey, tem, 
Davis, Kiefer, 
Denson, Kribbs, 
Dingley, Lapham, 
Donevan, Lawson, 
Doolittle, Lefever, 
Durborow, Lester, 
Ellis, Oregon Linton, 
English, Cal. Livingston, 
English, N. J. Lucas, 
Enloe, Lynch, 
Epes, Maddox, 
Everett, Maguire, 
Funk, Mallory, 
Gear, Marsh, 
Geary, Martin, Ind. 
Gillet, N. Y. McCreary, Ky. 
Goldzier, McDannold, 
Grosvenor, McEttrick, 
Grout, McGann, 
Grow, McKaig, 
Hager, McLaurin, 
Hainer, Mercer, 
Hare, Meredith, 
Harris, Meyer, 
Hartman, Money, 
Haugen, er 
Hayes, Muitchier, 
Heiner, Northway, 
Henderson, Iowa Ogden, 
Henderson, N.C. O'Neil, Mass. 
Hepburn, O'Neill, Mo. 
Hermann, Outhwaite, 
Hicks, Page, 
Hitt, Patterson, 
Hooker, Miss. Payne, 
Houk, Pence, 
Hull, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Hunter, Perkins, 
Ikirt, ’ 
Izlar, Pickler, 


I demand the yeas and nays 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER announced as tellers at the desk Mr. Wi.- 

LIAMS of Llinois and Mr. LIvINGSTON. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 49, nays 171, 

not voting 131; asfollows: 


Pendleton, Tex 
Sayers, 
Snodgrass, 
Strait, 

Talbert, 5. C. 
Taylor, Ind 
Tucker, 

Van Voorhis, N.Y, 
Williams, [| 
Williams, Miss 


Pigott, 
Post, 
Powers, 


Richards, 0 
Richardson 
Ritchie, 
Robbing, 
Robinson, Pa 
Russell, Co 
Russell, Ga 
Ryan. 
Scranton 
Settle, 
Shell, 
Sherman 
Sickles, 
Sipe, 
Smith, 
Somers, 
Springer, 
Stephenson 
Stone. C. W 
Stone. Ky 
Straus, 
Talbott, Md 


Wilson, Wash 
Wise, 
Worverton. 
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Abbott, Dinsmore, Lacey, Sperry, 
Adams, Pa. Dolliver, Lock wood, Stallings, 
Aitken, Draper, Loud, Stevens, 
Aldrich, Dunphy, Loudenslager, Stockdale, 
Allen, Edmunds, Magner, Stone, W. A. 
ley, Ellis, Ky. Mahon, Storer, 
eee aaa Marshall, Strong, 
Bell, Colo. Fielder, McAleer, Swanson, 
Beltzhoover, Fletcher, McCall, Sweet, 
Blair, Gardner, McCleary, Minn. ‘Tarsney, 
Boatner, Geissenhainer, McDowell, Taylor, Tenn, 
Bower, N. ©. Gillett, Mass. McKeighan, Terry, 
Bowers, Cal. Goodnight, MeMillin, Thomas, 
Branch, Gorman, Meikiejohn, Turner, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Grahaw Milliken, Turner, Va. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gresha: Montgomery, Turpin, 
Brickner, Griffin, Moon, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Broderick, Haines, Morse, Wadsworth, 
Bundy, Hall, Mo. Moses, Walker, 
Bunn, Hammond, Newlands, Washington, 
Burnes, Harmer, Oates, Wells, 
Chickering, Harter, Paynter, Wever, 
Clark, Mo. Hatch, Randall, Wheeler, Ala. 
Clarke, Ala. Heard, Rayner, Wheeler, Il. 
Cobb, Ala. Henderson, Ill. Reyburn, White, 
Cobb, Mo. Hendrix, Richardson, Mich. Whiting, 
Coffeen, Hines, Robertson, La. Wilson Ohio 
Conn, Holman, Rusk, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cornish, Hooker, N. Y. Schermerhorn, Woodard, 
Crain, Hopkins, Il. Shaw, Woomer, 
Crawford, Hopkins, Pa. Sibley, Wright, Mass. 
Curtis, N. ¥ Hulick, Simpson, Wright, Pa. 
De Forest, Johnson, Ohio Sorg, 


So the substitute was rejected. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Untii further notice: 

Mr. OATES with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. CORNISH with Mr. SHAW. 

Mr. BUNN with Mr. Loup. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WriGuatT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ABBorT with Mr. THOMAS. 

Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. MCDOWELL. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. Curtis of New York. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiania with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. McMIiLLIN with Mr. Houk. 

Mr. GRESHAM with Mr. MAHON. 

Mr. Moses with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. WHITING with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. HUTCHESON with Mr. DRAPER. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. BRODERICK. 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. Hopkins of ILli- 
nois, 

Mr. Lockwoop with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. CorfFEEN with Mr. LACEy (including tariff). 

For this day: 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. STALLINGS with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. WELLS with Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HOLMAN with Mr. Wriacut of Massachusetts. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. WooparRp with Mr. Moon. 

Mr.-Coss of Alabama with Mr. McCALL. 

Mr. EpmMuNDS with Mr. HopxIns of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

Mr. Sorc with Mr. MEIKLEJOHBN. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. DINSMORE with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. FLETCHER. 

Mr. HAUGEN. My colleague, Mr. SHAW, is confined to his 
home in Wisconsin by very serious illness, and I ask that he be 
indefinitely excused. 

There was no objection. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the resolution of 
— proposed by the gentleman from Illinois {Mr. Can- 
NON]. 

The instructions were again read. 

The question was taken, and the motion of Mr. CANNON of 
Illinois was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. LIVINGSTON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire now to call up amend- 
ments numbered 141 and 142. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment numbered 141: Strike out all after the word “lines” in Line 18, 
page 48 of the bill, down toand including the word “ lands " in line2, on page 
50, and insert: 

(142) That it shall be lawful for the governors of the States of Washington, 
Idaho, Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota. and Wyoming toapply tothe 
Commissioner of the General Land Office for the survey of any township or 
townships of public land then remaining unsurveyed in any of the several 
surveying districts. with a view to satisfy the public land grants made by 
the several acts admitting the said States into the Union to the extent of 
the full quantity of land called for thereby; and upon the application of said 
governors the Commissioner of the General Land Officeshall proceed to im 
mediately notify the surveyor-general of the application made by the gover 
nor of any of the sald States of the application made for the withdrawal of 


said lands, and the surveyor-general shall proceed to have the sur vey or 
surveys 50 applied for made, as in the cases of surveys of public lands; and 
the lands that may be found to fall within tho limits of such township or 


townships, as ascertained by the survey, shall be reserved upon the tiling 
of the application for survey from any adverse appropriation by settleme 
or otherwise a" under rights that may be found to exist of prior li 
tion, for a period to extend from such application for survey until the ex 
piration of sixty days from the date of the filing of the township platof sur 
veyin the proper district land office,during which period of sixty days the 
State may selectany of such lands not embraced in any valid adverse claim, 
for the satisfaction of such grants, with the condition, however, that the 
governor of the State, within thirty days from the date of such filing of the 
application for survey, shall cause a notice to be published, which publica 
tion shall be continued for thirty days from the first publication, in some 
newspaper of general circulation in the vicinity of the lands likely to be em- 
braced in such township or townships, giving notice to all parties interested 
of the fact of such application for survey and the exclusive rightof selection 
by the State forthe aforesaid period of sixty days as herein provided for; and 
after the expiration of such period of sixty days any lands which may re 
main unselected by the State, and not otherwise appropriated according to 
law, shall be subject to disposal under general laws as other public lands 
And provided further, That the Commissioner of the General Land Ofiice 
shall give notice immediately of the reservation of any township or town 
ships to the local land office in which the land is situate of the withdrawal 
of such ——— r townships, for the purpose hereinbefore provided 
And provided fur , That the governors of the several States herein named 
are authorized to advance ae from time to time for the survey of the 
townships withdrawn at such United States depository as may be designated 
by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and the moneys so ad 
vanced shall be reimbursable. The foregoing provisions shall be applica- 
ble to Utah when admitted as a State into the Union and a governor is duly 
inaugurated and acting. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House recede from its disagreement to these two amendments 
of the Senate and agree to the same. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, this action of the House affects 
the two amendments 141 and 142. I desire now to have consid- 
ered amendment numbered 148. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON uf Tennessee). 
The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 51, after line 12, insert: 

(148) That all soldiers’ additional homestead certificates heretofore issued 
under the rules and regulations of the General Land Office under section 
2306 of the Revised Statu es of the United Staies, or in pursuance of the de- 
cisions or instructions of the Secretary of the Interior of date March 10, 1877, 
or any subsequent decisions or instructions of the Secretary of the Lnterior 
or the Commissioner of the General Land Office, shall be, and are bereby, 
declared to be valid, notwithstanding any attempted sale or transfer thereof; 
and where such certificates have been ur may hereafter be sold or trans- 
ferred, such sale or transfer shall not be regarded as invalidating the right, 
but the same shall be good and valid in the hands of bona tide purchasers 
for value; and all entries heretofore or hereafter made with such certificates 


by such purchasers shall be approved, and patent shall issue in the name of 
the assignees. 


Mr. SAYERS. I ask to have printed, in connection with the 
motion I may make with reference to this amendment, a letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, dated March 
23, 1894, which | will not detain the House to read. 

The letter is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 23, 1894. 

Str: I have had the honor to receive, by reference from the Department 
on March 2, 1894, for report in duplicate and return of paper, Senate bill No. 
1590, ‘** To validate outstanding soldiers’ additional homestead certificates, 
and for other purposes,” which was transmitted to the Department by Hon, 
JAMES H. BERRY, chairman of the Senate Committee on Public Lands, with 
a request for the views of your Department thereon. 

The bill provides: 


“* Re it enacted by the Senateand House of Representatives of the United States 
of Americain Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized to allow the location of soldiers’ additional certificates hereto- 
fore issued under the rules and regulations of the General Land Office, un- 
der section 2306 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, or in pursu- 
ance of the decision or instructions of the Secretary of the Interior of date 
February |, 1883, where such certificates hive been transferred or sold to 
purchasers in good faith; and all such transfers or sales shall be treated 
and considered as valid,and patent upon all such locations shall issue inthe 
name of the transferee.”’ 

In reply, { have the honor to report that the practice of certifying to the 
soldiers’ additional right under section 2306, Revised Statutes, originated in 
the following manner, viz: 

Prior to August 5, 1874, all applications for soldiers’ additional homestead 
entries were required to be made in person at the local offices, but, by cir- 


cular of that date (1 Copp’s Land Owner, page 92), applicants were relieved 
from going to the local offices to make entry, and it was provided that the 
affidavits might be made before the clerk of any court of record for the 
county in w 
tion and fee, by mail or through an attorney, to the proper land office, 


h the applicant resided, and transmitted, with the ~~ 
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departmental decision of M»y 17, 1876 ($ Copp’s Land Owner, page 22), the 
instructions contained in the above-mentioned circular were revoked, be- 
cause it was found that said regulationsled to many abuses. In accordance 
therewith, the circular of May 22, 1876 (3 Copp’s Land Owner, page 52), was 
issued, requiring soldiers’ additional entries to be made in onan, at the 
local offices. These regulations were made — to app ications then 
pending, but on July 10, 1876 (8 Copp’s Land Owner, pa, 2), the Depart- 
ment modified ths before-mentioned decision so as to make the said regula- 
tions apply only to entries made ay ee to _ 17, 1876. 

“~The Department, on March 10, 1877 (4 Copp’s Land Owner, page 87), further 
modified the circular of May 22, 1876, 80 as to permit entries to be made in 
the following cases, viz: (1) Those presented prior to March 20, 1876, which 
were rejected, but kept alive by appeal; (2) those in the hands of agents or 
attorneys at the date of the promulgation of the circular of May 22, 1876, 
which, under said instructions, were not recognized; (3) to allow entries to 
be made by the agents or attorneys of the party originally entitled to the 
entry, after the right shall be certified to by this office. 

The practice was discontinued by the circular of February 13, 1883 (9 
Copp’s Land Owner, page 232), since which time parties entitled to the ad- 
ditional right have been required to present themselves at the local land 
— ane make their applications in the same manner as in cases of orig- 

nal entries. 

It appears that the penctice of cortitying to the additional right originated 
with the decision of the Secretary of the Interior, dated March 10, 1877, not 
February 1, 1883, as stated in the bill. This error is corrected in the amend- 
ment herein eeepeete. Said practice was discontinued by the circular of 
February 13, 1883, 

Over 5,500 of these certificates were issued, covering an estimated area of 
400,000 acres. Most of them have been located, and the entries made there- 
under patented, but entries made under a small number of them have been 
canceled for various reasons. 

a lands which the outstanding certificates cover approximate about 10,- 
acres. 

The Department has uniformly held that the additional right is a per- 
sonal right and not assignable. But under the body of the seventh section 
of the act of March 3, 1891 (26 Stats., 1095), the rights of bona fide creas 
for a valuable consideration, who made such purchase after final entry. and 
prior to March 1, 1888, are protected, and a number of entries of the class 
under consideration have been passed to patent under this provision of law. 
Also, under departmental decision of August 11, 1893, in the case of Carroll 
Salsberry (17 L. D., 170), entries of this class may be approved under the 

roviso of said section? of the act of March 3, 1891, where the said entries 

ad been pending in this office for more than two years after the date of the 
final receipt, and no contest or protest had been filed against them. 

Further legislation was had looking to the protection of the rights of 
transferees in entries made under the certifica of right, which is found 
in the act making appropriations for sundry ciyil expenses, approved March 
8, 1898 (27 Stats., ve and which provides: 

“That where soldiers’ additional homestead entries have been made or 
initiated, upon certificate of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
of the right tc make such entry, and there is no adverse claimant, andsuch 
certificats is found erroneous or invalid for any cause, the purchaser there- 
under, oa making proof of such purchase, may perfect his title by payment 
of the Government price for land; but no person shall be permitted to ac- 
—_—ae than 160 acres of public land through the location of any such 
certificate.”’ 

In some cases it has been found that certificates were erroneously issued; 
that at the time of the issue thereof the soldier was not entitled to enter ad- 
ditional land as set forth therein. Insuch cases, the soldier, acting directly 
or through an agent by power of attorney, may have entered land and dis- 
posed of his + thereto to innocent purchasers, relying on the certificates 
of right issued by this office; in other cases, certificates of right have been 
secured through the presentation of spurious and fraudulent papers, and 
these have passed into the hands of innocent purchasers. The provisions 
of the act of March 3, 1893, seem to fully cover these classes of cases, and af- 
ford relief to the purchasers thereof, such as they are equitably entitied to. 

The bill under consideration proposes to allow the location of certificates 
of right heretofore issued by office where such certificates have been 
transferred or sold to purchasers in good faith, without regard as to whether 
the parties in whose names they were issued are entitled to the additional 
right or not, or whether said certificates were issued on spurious and fraud- 
ulent papers, and also to enact thatall such transfers or sales shall be treated 
and considered as valid, and that patent upon all such locations shall be is- 
sued in the name of the transferee. 

Probably the most of the outstanding certificates are held by parties who 

urchased them in good faith, believing in their ow as in all cases they 
re the signature of the Commissioner of the Gene ‘Land Office, and in 
some cases the seal also of said office. 

The purpose of Co: is undoubtedly to recognize as legal and valid all 
assignments or sales of these certificates heretofore made and to recognize 
the validity of all future transfers. This is, in my opinion, strictly in accord 
with the rights and equities of the situation. I therefore have the honor to 
suggest that the bill be amended to read as follows, viz: 

“That all soldfers’ additional homestead certificates heretofore issued un- 
der the rules and regulations of the General Land Office, under section 2306 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, or in pursuance of the deci- 
sions or instructions of the Secretary of the Interior, of the date of March 10, 
1877, or any subsequent decisions or instructions of the Secretary of the In- 
terior or the Commissioner of the General Land Office, shall be, and are 
hereby, declared to be valid, notwithstanding any attempted sale or trans- 


fer thereof. 
hereafter be sold 





“Spo, 2. That where such certificates have been or ma 
or transferred, such sale or transfer shall not be regarded as invalidating 
the right, but the same shall be good and valid in the hands of bona fide pur- 
chasers for value, and all entries heretofore or hereafter made with such 
certificates by such purchasers shall be approved and patent shall issue in 
the name of the assignees.” 

Said bill is herewith returned. 

Very respectfully, 
S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man from Texas submit? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I want to ask a question of 
the chairman, because that isa matter, as I understand, that 
has been reported on once or twice by the Committee on Public 
Lands. I would like to ask whether the Committee on Public 
Lands has any objection? 


What motion does the gentle- 
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Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Public Lands 
has not reported in favor of this amendment. Whenever thera 
has been any action it has been against it. From time to time 
however, the Committee on Appropriations has assumed to lec. 
islate upon this subject until it has about exhausted the certifi- 
cates issued. There are now outstanding certificates for only 
about 10,000 acres of land. I believe that the ruling of the De- 
partment referred to in the amendment, by which assignments 
were allowed, was an error, and that the certificates should 
never have been locatable by attorney. I think the present 
ruling of the Department, holding that the right is personal to 
the soldier, is correct, and I do not approve of the legislation, 
It can not be said that the Committee on Public Lands approves 
it; on the contrary, I know it has never recommended such leg- 
islation. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker,I desire to say in behalf of the 
conferees on the part of the House on the pending bill that, hav- 
ing no personal knowledge with reference to this amendment, 
we concluded that it was the better plan to bring it back to the 
House so that gentlemen with a fuller understanding of the land 
system of the United States might have an opportunity to make 
known their objections to the legislation. The letter which | 
have forwarded to the Clerk’s desk, and which will appear in 
the morning’s RECORD, shows that the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office advises legislation word for word like that 
which aoe in thisamendment. I therefore have no objec- 
tion to the House receding. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Ohio, that the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the Senate amendment and agree to the same. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I desire to ask one question. As I under- 
stand this is a motion to recede from the disagreement to the 
Senate amendment and to accept it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is. 

Mr. HARTMAN. That is all right. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr.SAYERS. I desire to call up amendment 280, Mr. Speaker. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. TheClerk will report the amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ARID LANDS. 


Szc. 4. That to encourage the reclamation of arid lands, and the cultiva- 
tion and sale thereof in small tracts to actual settlers, there is hereby re- 
served, for the purposes and upon the conditions provided in this section, 
in each of the States to which the desert-land law of the United States is 
i and to each of the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and to each 
of the States that may be formed out the Territories of Arizona, New Mex- 
ico, Oklahoma, and Utah, one million acres of the surveyed public arid lands 
in said States, respectively, to be selected by each of said States within the 
ten years after the passage of this act, and such reservation to take effect 
from the date of such selection and approval, and be thereafter withheld 
from other disposal anos as hereinafter provided: Provided, That any 
lands so reserved, which shall not be reclaimed within five years from the 
date of their selection and approval, as aforesaid, or as to which the State 
has not expended or caused to be expended the sum of $3 per acre in works 
intended for the reclamation of such lands, as now required by the United 
States desert-land law from claimants thereunder, shall be released from 
such reservation and become subject to disposalas other public lands of the 
United States, after proclamation by the President so declaring. 

That any State re the conditions of this section is hereby authorized 
tomakeall necessary —_ ations governing the manner or extent of the recla- 
mation, and to make all contracts to cause said lands to be so reclaimed 
and settled and cultivated by actual settlers in accordance with such regu- 
lations: and as rapidly as the State may furnish competent proof that any 
of said lands are reclaimed and occupied by actual settlers, in accordance 
with its said regulations, patents shall issue to the State or its assigns for 
said lands so reclaimed and settled: Provided, That said States shall not 
sell or dispose of more than 160 acres of said lands to any one person, and 
the net proceeds derived by each State from the sale of said lands shall be 
held an i as a separate fund to ajd the workof reclaiming the lands 
so reserved by this section, and the surplus, if any, shall be devoted by the 
State to reclaiming other arid lands in said State. 

That all lands, exclusive of timber lands and mineral lands, which will 
not, without irrigation, produce some agricultural crop, shall be deemed 
arid lands within the meaning of this section, which fact shall be ascer- 
tained by affidavit of two or more credible witnesses, filed in the land « 
of the district in which such land may be situated at the time of the selec- 
tion thereof, as herein provided: Provided, That this section shall not be 
construed to authorize the leasing of the lands selected or the disposal or 
use of them by the States, respectively, in any way whatever except to se- 
cure their reclamation, cultivation, and settlement; and the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office shall, subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
the Interior, make all rules and regulations necessary to carry out the pro 
visions of this section; and toenable the Secretary of the Interior to examine 
any of the lands that may be selected under the provisions of this section 
there is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other 
wise appropriated. $1,000. 


Mr. PICKLER. I desire to move that the House recede from 
its disagreement to the Senate amendment and agree to the 
same. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Before that is done, I would like to have 
some explanation made. . 

The SPEAKER pvo tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. MCRAE. I move as a substitute for that motion that the 
House conferees be instructed to strike out the Senate amend- 
ment and insert the following section—— 


I favor that. 











1894. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair understands it, the 
motion of the gentleman from South Dakota would be first in 
order, that the House recede; and if that motion be voted down, 
then the proposition of the gentleman from Arkansas can be 
voted upon. 

Mr. MCRAE. I hope the motion of the gentleman from South 
Dakota will not prevail. 7 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. PICKLER. I will accept this amendment in lieu of my 
motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Da- 
kota desires to withdraw his motion and accept the one offered 
by the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. PICKLER. As I understand it there is a practical 
agreement by the Commissioner of the General Land Office and 
the Committee on Public Lands on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Arkansas; and I do not wish to antagonize 
that. Therefore I will withdraw my motion to recede from the 
Senate amendment. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I desire tomake the sugges- 
tion that inasmuch as this amendment spoken of by the gentle- 





man from South Dakota and the gentleman from Arkansas has | 


not been read, and is not before the House, those interested can 
not agree to any other motion such as suggested by the gentle- 
man from South Dakota. 

Mr. PICKLEXR. Let the amendment be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will have the amend- 
ment read, for information at least. 

Mr. SAYERS. But before that amendment is read, I trust 
the Speaker will inform the gentleman from South Dakota and 
the House as to what motion shall be made in order that the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Arkansas may be 
adopted or rejected by the House in connection with the motion 
to recede. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
gentleman from Arkansas desires to offer an amendment which 
ue sends up as an instruction to the House conferees, to be 
agreed to in lieu of and asa substitute for the Senate amend- 
ment. Is that what is offered by the gentleman from Arkan- 


eas? 
Mr. CANNON of illinois. The only way, then, that that can 
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be reached would be for the House to insist upon its disagree- | 


ment, and if the House should sodo then a resolution of instruc- 
tion would bein order. Butif the motion of the gentleman 
from South Dakota prevails, why that closes the whole mat- 
ter up. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Unquestionably. The Chair un- 
derstands the gentleman from South Dakota to be willing to 
withdraw the motion in order that the motion of the gentleman 
from Arkansas may be made. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to recede, and the gentleman moves 
to recede with instructions; and that motion is proper. 

The SPEAKER protempore. With an amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. That motion is in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rules of the House provide 
that that motion which brings the two Houses to an agreement 
is first in order, as the Chair understands; and, inasmuch as the 
motion of the gentleman from South Dakota brings the two 
Houses to an immediate agreement, it is first in order. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Can not the gentleman from 
South Dakota withdraw his motion, and then can not the gentle- 
man from Arkansas move to recede with an amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Wouldnot that be the proper 
line of procedure? 

Mr. PICKLER. That is the varliamentary status now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would accomplish the pur- 
pose suggested by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MCRAE. I suggest, if the gentleman from South Da- 
kota is satisfied with the amendment which I have proposed as 
instructions, that he make his motion to insist upon our disagree- 
ment and then to instruct our conferees to agree to the amend- 
ment; that is, that the House conferees agree to recede from our 
disagreement to the Senate amendment, and agree to it with 
this amendment. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. A great many of us would like to have 
that amendment read, so that we may know what it is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In order that the House may 
act intelligently, the Clerk will report the amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

SEo, 4. That to aid the public land States in the reclamation of the desert 
lands therein, and the settlement, cultivation, and sale thereof in small 
tracts to actual settlers, the Secretary of the Interior, with the approval of 
the President, be, and hereby is, authorized and ee ae upon a ad 


a plication of the State, tocontract and agree, from time to time, with each 
of the States in which there may be situated desert lands as defined by the 
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act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the sale of desert land in certain States 





| and Territories, approved March 3, 1877," and the act amendatory thereof, 
| approved March 3, 


1891, binding the United States to donate, grant, and 
patent to the State free of cost for survey or price such desert lands, not 
exceeding 1,000,000 acres in each State, as the State may cause to be irri- 
gated, reclaimed, and cultivated by actual settlers, within ten years next 
after the passage of this act, as thoroughly as is required of citizens who 
may enter under the said desert land law. 

Before the bo pe ete of any State is allowed or any contract or agree- 
ment is executed or any segregation of any of the land from the public do- 
main is ordered by the Secretary of the Interior, the State shall file a map 


| of thewaid land proposed to be irrigated, which shall exhibit a plan showing 
| the mode of the contemplated irrigation and which plan shall be sufficient 
to thoroughly irrigate and reclaim said land and prepare it to raise ordi- 


nary agricultural crops, and shall also show the source of the water to be 
used for irrigation and reclamation; and the Secretary of the Interior may 
make necessary regulations for the reservation of the lands applied for by 
the States to date from the date of the filing of the map and plan of irriga 


| tion, but such reservation shall be of no force whatever if such map and 


plan of irrigation shall not be approved. That any State contracting under 
this section is hereby authorized to make all necessary contracts to cause 
the said lands to be reclaimed, and to induce their settlement and cultiva- 
tion in accordance with and subject to the provisions of this section; but 
the State shall not be authorized to lease any of said lands or to use or dis 


| pose of the same in any way whatever, except to secure their reclamation, 


cultivation, and settlement. 

As fast as any State may furnish satisfactory proof, according to such 
rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, 
that any of said lands are irrigated, reclaimed, and occupied by actual set 
tlers, patents shall be issued to the State or its assigns for said lands so re 
claimed and settled: Provided, That said States shall not sell or dispose of 
more than 160 acres of said lands to any one person, and any surplus of 
money derived by any State from the sale of said lands in excess of the cost 
of their reclamation shall be held as a trust fund for and be applied to the 
reclamation of other desert land in such State. That to enable the Secre 
tary of the Interior to examine any of the lands that may be selected under 
the provisions of this section, there is hereby appropriated, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, $1,000. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, while I prefer the measure 
reported by the Senate, I do not desire to antagonize this prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Arkansas, and I withdraw my 
motion. 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman must not understand that this 
is any proposition of mine. This proposition was prepared with 
some care to take the place of the one in the bill. Iam not ad- 
vocating either one of them, but as between the two I very 
much prefer this to that of the Senate. But if the gentleman 


| from South Dakota does not want it, he need not accept it. I 
| think that we are hardly ready to legislate upon this subject, 


anyway. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] withdraws his motion, and moves that 
the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amend- 
ment and agree to it with this substitute therefor. The ques- 
tion is on that motion. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk a 
letter, which I desire to have read in this connection. 

The letter was read, as follows. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., August 8, 1894, 

Srr: In reference to the subject of the amendment proposed as a substi- 
tute for Senate amendment No. 280 to the sundry civil bill, this day submit- 
ted for an expression of my opinion in letterfrom the clerk of the Appropri- 
ations Committee of the Senate, I have the honor to state that the amend- 
ment proposed seems to be similar in its general purposes to the Senate bill 
No. 1591, ‘*To provide for the reservation, sale, and settlement of certain 
lands in the several States and Territories,’ in regard to which the views of 
this office were expressed in a report of March 2, 1894, which is incorporated 
in the report of the Senate Committee on Public Lands of April 17, 1891, in 
reference to that bill. 

The proposed substitute appears, on careful examination, to differ some- 
what in its provisions from said bill, but as a result of such examination, I 
see noreason why the purposess ought to be accomplished by the bill referred 
to, which was favorably reported upon by this office in the report mentioned, 
may not be attained under the provisions of the proposed substitute, should 
it be adopted. 

It is the opinion of this office, however, that should the proposed substi- 
tute be adopted, such amendment be made as will make it clearly and une- 
quivocally applicable not only to existing States or the States to which ex- 
isting desert land laws apply, but also to the States of Nebraska and Kan- 
sas, and to the States that may be formed out of the Territories of Arizona, 
New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Utah, when admitted, as provided for in fourth 
section of Senate bill 1591. 

The draft of substitute is herewith returned. 

Very respectfully, 
EDW. A. BOWERS, 
Acting Commissioner. 
Hon. FRANCIS M. COCKRELL, 
United States Senate. 


Mr. SAYERS. Inconnection with this subject I also ask to 
have printed in the RECORD the report made to the Senate upon 
Senate bill 1591. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The report (by Mr. CAREY) is as follows: 


The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred S. 159!, a bill to 
provide for the reservation, sale, and settlement of certain lands in several 
of the States and Territories, having considered the same, report the bill 
favorably and recommend its passage with amendments. 

The letter of the Commissioner of the General Land Office to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, hereto annexed and made part of this report, sets forth 
very fully the objects and og one of the bill. : 

A large number of bills have been introduced in this and previous Con- 

esses having in view legislation which would secure or encourage the rec- 

amation of portions of the arid lands. Many planus have been proposed, 
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but not one save the desert land law of 1878 has received the favorable con- 
sideration of Congress. All the bills introduced on the subject appear to 
have been based on either of two propositions, namely, to donate the arid 
lands to the States in which they are situated, on condition that the States 
undertake their reclamation; or that the General Government, by appropria- 
tions of money from the Treasury, should undertake the construction of 
canals, dixes, dams, and other necessary works to reclaim the arid lands 
wherever water is available, or can be made available by storage basins. 

Many think the General Government can distribute the lands far better 
nmong those who seek homes in a new country than would be possible under 
the diferent systems that would be adopted by the several States, but even 
these stand in awe of the proposition for the Government, commenging di- 
rectly the reclamation of the arid lands. Itcan not be denied that thé under- 
taking would be @ most formidable one, and would cost many hundred mil- 
lions of dollars. 

The purpose of this bill under consideration is, so far as possible, to over- 
come these objections. The plan coatemplated by the bill will prevent the 
lands falling into a few hands, and if the States avail themselves of its pro- 
Visions it will cause as wide a distribution of the lands as could take place 
under the homestead law. The arid lands belong to the General Govern- 
ment. Without additional legislation by Congress on thesubject the States 
are helpless. ‘he land laws in existence are not well adapted to the arid 
region, but until some other mode is adopted and found practicable it will 
not be wise to repeal these laws. 

The States where the arid lands are situated have done all it is possible to 
do in the absence of Congressional legislation. They have passed good laws 
for the distrivution of water. Some of these have provisions in their con- 
stitutions which provide thatall water shall belong to the State, but that 
80 long as Water is available that no one shall be denied of its use for agrl- 
cultural purposes. These States have officers to reguiate the apportion- 
ae - water and to settle disputes between settlers growing out of its dis- 
tribution. 

All the various plans and usages of countries where irrigation is practiced 
have been considered and the best means to regulate the important subject 
have beenadopted. These States have arrived ata time when Congressional 
action is absolutely necessary, The irrigation of arid lands under the most 
favorable circumsiances is very costly. Before a settler can make a living 
upon these lands large expenditures of money must be made. The task is 
beyond individualeffort. Itwill bedifficult toestimate the amount of money 
(in the absence of reliable statistics) that has already been expended in irri- 
ga! ion work in the arid regions of the United States—probably not less than 
#200,000,000. Thess works may have cost double this amount; yet the begin- 
ning has scarcely been made. 

W hen all the visible water has been utilized, then the investigation and 
experiments will haveto be made to determine whe.her great storage basins 
are practicable for the conservation of the snow and rain precipitated dur- 
ing other than the growing seasons. Whether the raising of subterranean 
water supplies for purposes of irrigation is feasible is yet to be determined. 
There are many millions of acres where there is no available water supply 
for irrigation, but before these lands will have to be considered there are 
millions of acres, the trrigatioa of which is practicable and which would be 
undertaken if favorable legislation should be adopted. 

The object of the bill is to permit the States, and the Territories when 
they shall become States, in which arid lands are situated to reserve a lim- 
ited amount of such lands for reclamation, settlement, and disposal in small 
tracts to actual) settlers. 

The bill does not pespeee to grant any lands to the States, but only to re- 
serve them for disposal to actual settlers after satisfactory proof has been 
furnished the Government that they have been reclaimed and settled upon. 
The title is not to pass out of the Government until the two chief conditions 
of the bill are fully complied with. First, that the lands shall be fully re- 
claimed; and second, that the lands shall be settied upon in tracts not ex- 
nveding 160 acres to each settler. There is no inducement in the bill for the 
States to take steps to cause any of the land to be reserved in advance of 
some well formulated plan for their reclamation and settlement, for the 
States. under the provisions of the bill, can exercise no control over the 
lands reserved, except for the purpose of their reclamation and settlement. 

If all the States to which the bill applies should avail themselves of the 
full acreage proposed to be reserved, it Would amou !t to but asmall percent- 
age of the total acreage of the arid lands of the United States. The Govern- 
ment can not be injured by the experiment. If the States, or any of the 
States, should undertake the reclamation of any of the lands under the pro- 
visions of this bill and should fail to accomplish the purposes of the act, 
thelands would, by proclamation of the President, be released from such res- 
ervation and become subject todisposal as other lands of the United States. 

If the States complied with the conditions of the act, the lands would be 
reclaimed, settieda upon, ana disposed of to actual settlers in small tracts, 
thereby accomplishing the same purpose as is contemplated by the home- 
Stead laws of the United States. 





DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, March 12, 1894. 


Srr: Lam in receipt, by your reference, of a copy of Senate bill No. 1591, 
“To provide for the reservation, sale, and settlement of certain lands in 
several of the States and Territories,’ said lands being of the class com- 
monly known as ‘desert land."’ Ihave referred the same to the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, a copy of whose report I submit herewith, 
and concur in his favorable recommendation. 

Very respectfully, 
HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 

Hon. JAMES H, BERRY, 


Chairman Committee on Public Lands, United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 2, 1894. 


Srr: I have the honor to receive by reference from the Department on 
February 15, 1894, for report in duplicate and return of papers, Senate bill 
No. 16¥1, “*To provide for the reservation, sale, and settlement of certain 
lands in the several States and Territories,’’ transmitted to the Depari- 
ment by the Hon. JANES H. Berry, chairman of the Senate Committee on 
Public Lands. with a request for the views of your Department thereon. 

In reply thereto I have to report that the object of the bill is to encourace 
the reclamation, settiement, and disposal of lands in the arid belt of the 
United States, which will not produce, without artiticial irrigation, agri- 
cultural crops. 

The bill proposes that there may be selected and reserved, by each of the 
States to which the desert land law is applicable, 1,000,000 acres of the arid 
lands therein, with the proviso that any of the said lands selected and re- 
served which the State shall not reclaim or cause to be reclaimed within a 

riod of three years, or shall fail to expend or cause to be expended in a 

ke period in works for the reclamation of said lands at least 83 an acre, 
sha'i on the proclamaticn of the President to that effect, again be subject 
to disposal under the land laws of the United States. 
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The bill further provides that when competent proof is furnished by 
State that any of the lands reserved are reclaimed and occupied by a 





settlers, in tracts not exceeding 16 acres toeach settler, patents shall 
to the State or its assignees for such lands so reclaimed and sett): 
tracts not exceeding 16V acres to each person, with the proviso that th: 
ceeds derivedfrom the sale of the lands shal! become a fund in the ba 


the State for the reclamation of the arid lands so res 
in such State. 

The bill is clear and is guarded inits terms. It is in the interest of ; 
settlers. The United States holds the title until the lands rese 
actually reclaimed and settled. The States will have no power o 
land, except for the purpose of reclamation and individual! sert), 
expressed in the bill, while it will clothe the States with authori 
induce the reclamation and settlement of the reserved lands, e 
colonies, a system which has worked admirably in several of the § 
which the bill will apply. 

The bill does not propose to interfere with the existing laws of the | 
States affecting the disposal of lands to individuals. 

The building of irrigation works has been found to be very expe 
ing from 85 to $ 0 an acre for land irrigated under the most fa 
cumstances, and only where it has been possible to secure laro 
land has the cost been the minimum. Consequently, the mo 
settlements, notably in California and Colorado, under irrigati 
have been where the lands could be procured in bodies, genera 
Spanish and railroad grants. 

Now that the lands along the water courses, as a rule, havo | 
the question arises, how can the lands dilficult and expensive to i: 
made available for settlement ? 

The people of the States in which the arid lands are locaied wou) 
see the United States undertake their reclamation. This is ce 

racticable now, and it is duvubtful whether it will ever be o 

here are those who think that the arid lands should be given to the 
under certain restrictions. Public sentiment would scarcely jus! 
legislation at thistime. The experience of the United States an 
eral States under the swamp-land acts does not argue in favor of 
posal of the arid lands. That additional legislation to induce the 
tion and settlement of arid lands is necessary can not be denied, an 
the entire acreage to be reserved under the bill, if all the States to \ 
is applicable should avail themselves of its provisions, would not 
great as each of the several States acquired unijer the swamp acts 

Congress may well try the experiment here proposed, retaining th 
in the United States as the bill proposes, so that if the results are sa 
tory, which I have no doubt will be the case, like comprehensive ley! 
may hereafter be enacted to cover other large bodies of land. ‘The fo 
ing table approximates the average of public lands vacant in the se 
States and Territories to which the bill, if it should become a law, wo 
applicable: 


rved and other | 


CR ates ccmenine i a 
Nl AE IEE TN 


LL ttice-dingn stam dqeumueupocenwenercsinndinde<itmnentsins éaibtnb <tide 
ee I Ie RE SRR a RR em irate Se el 
i i i a eee he aes aie Rehan bre ce ii Sae 18,0 
teks las ca miaeaduabiibnnens UubinirtiniS aie hmcccens ones 


Utah 
SE oe eee nnanes queens otek ee 
RUINED 5 2 ercisn wsltnnen brcdoctbie oes weno ROS ETE 53, 000 


. 529, 000, | 


Maximum amount to be reserved under this bill, 13,000,000 of the to 
amount of 529,000,000 acres. 

The general desert-land law requires payment to the United States of 

er acre, but does not require actual settlement and residence on the !2! 

‘his bill proposes to both reclaim and settle the lands reserved the: euni 
The State will thereby accomplish under this law what the Federal d 
land law and homestead laws separately provide. As the State is re 
to devote the entire proceeds of these lands to aid their reclamation 
ditional condition of settlement by individuals on each 160-acre trac! 
full equivalent of the Federal policy of disposing of the public do: 
a settlers, and fully justifies legislation in the form propose! by tho 
bill 


The reclamation of the arid lands can not be accomplished to any «i 
extent through the efforts of any single individual. Home seekers 
men of means. The construction of canals and ditches to irrigat 
quarter section usually involves expenditure far beyond individual! abil 
and far beyond the values which a reclaimed single quarter section 
yield. Combined effort of many settlers to reclaim large bodies of jan 
not be secured, nor successful results accomplished except under suc! 
ipal superintendency as shall insure economic and safe expend! 
intelligent control, and yielding thereby the greatest measure 0 

Enterprise thus undertaken under State control, under plans su 
scrutiny of State officers, disbursements directed by intelligent c 
sion of the plan proposed and utility of the end designed and the c 
through State superintendency that the settlers will be protected in 
terprise, fu nish the strongest guarantee of success which experic 
suggest. The States are highly interested in the reclamation of the 
lands within their boundaries and the settlementand cultivation there 
individual citizens. The work is too vast to be undertaken by the G 
Government. Localand community interest under Statecon! list 
late resuits with far greater zeal and success. : 

The principal as invoived, reclamation and settlement Dy 
viduals in small holdings, meets my strong approval, and this bill se 
me to present full opportunity for the practical experiment and u 
proper safeguards. The United States retains title until reciama' 
accomplished and the land occupied by actual settlers. ‘This, if su 
is the great object to be attained; and if unsuccessful the United ° 
still holds the unincumbered fee, ; 

I suggest that the bill be amended by striking out the word ‘'' 
line 9, in section 1, and insert in lieuthereof the word “six,” as time 
required for the States to perfect legislation to carry the provisions 0 
proposed law into effect. After a careful examination of the bili au 
the reasons stated, I recommend its passage with the amendmed 
gested. 

Very respectfully, 











Ss. W. LAMOREUX, Commiss: 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Mr. SAYERS. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. PicKLER}. 
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Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to detain the 
committee further than to state just what the proposition is that 
the Senate has placed on this bill. 
six hundred million acres of Government land not yet taken, 
consisting largely of arid and desert lands. The question has 
been discassed in the House for many years past as to the best 
disposition to make of those lands. Now, this is simply a prop- 





osition to donate to each of the States that the desert lund laws | 


apply to, a million acres of such lands. Gentlemen will under- 
and that we have between five hundred and six hundred mil- 


Sta 


lion acres of the public domain left, and this simply proposes 
to appropriate thirteen or fourteen millions of these arid lands, 
giving 1,000,000 acres to each of the States named. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. A million acres of desert 
lands. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; a million acres of desert lands. 

Mr. MERCER. Provided there are a million acres of arid 
lands within the State. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes. These lands are doing nobody any 
good now, and they never will do anybody any good until they 
are irrigated. This proposition does not cost the Government 
anything. It simply allows each of these States to take a mil- 
lion acres of these desert lands and see whether or not, under the 
direction of the State Legislatures, they can be irrigated and 
reclaimed. 

Mr. MERCER. Dol understand that the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] has been framed 
by the Land Oifice?. 

“Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. The proposition that is now be- 
fore the House is cnc that has boen approved by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office and I think there can be no 
ob ection to it. Gentlemen will remember how sensitive this 
House has shown itself from time to time in regard to making 
direct appropriations for the irrigation and reclamation of arid 
lands. Now, here is a proposition which costs the Government 
nothing, but simply donates these lands to the States, leaving 
them to bexr the burden of irrigation and reclamation. Fur- 
thermore, it is provided that the title to these lands shall not 
pass to the States until it is shown to the satisfaction of the 
Secretury of the interior that the lands have been reclaimed ac- 
cording to law and the money expended upon them. 

That, I believe, is the whole proposition. I understand that 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office indorses it. I 
think it will lead to something practical, and will help us in that 
Western country to reclaim these arid lands. At all events, I 
repeat, it costs the Government nothing, but simply gives these 
States an opportunity to try this experiment upon lands which 
are utterly worthless as they stand to-day. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, as I have already stated, I do 
notapprove of legislating in this way. This isan experiment 
which Congress has been urged to try. Tue ob ectistoencour- 
age the irrigation of these lands by the States. The Committee 
on Public Lands has given this question but little attention. 
The Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands has jurisdiction of 
the bill which passed the Senate, and which is now pending as 
an amendment to this bill. 

At the suggestion of the conferees on the part of the House, 
this substitute for the Senate proposition was prepared, because 
they were not satisfied with that of the Senate. If anything is 
to be done at this time it should be carefully guarded so as to 
protect the United States against fraud in the proof of reclama- 
tion. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to state briefly what I understand to 
be the main ditference between the two propositions. The Sen- 
ate proposition makes a reservation outright for the States and 
will make it possible for the States to puta million of acres in 
each State in reservation for anindefinite period. It leaves the 
question of irrigation to be determined under rules and regula- 
tions ‘to be made by the States themselves. In short, the States 
will decide whether they have complied with the conditions as to 
irrigation. The pending proposition does not make any grant, 
but only authorizes the Secretary of the Interior with the ap- 
proval of the President to make a contract with any States in 
which any of these lands may be situated for the reclamation 
of not exceeding a million acres in each State, the question of 
irrigation to be finally determined by the Executive officers of 
this Government. No reservation or withdrawal is permitted 
except for temporary purposes until the plan is approved: and 
no title is topass until thorough irrigation is accomplished and 
shown to the satisfaction of the Interior Department. 

If an experiment of this sort is to be be made I desire to put 
around it ali the conditions and limitations necessary to insure 
the irrigation of the land. This will give ample power to the 
Secretary to secure it. As the gentleman from South Dakota 
has said there are five or six hundred million acres of desert 
tand—land worthless without irrigation, and very valuable with 


| 


There ae between five and | 





it. The United States owns the lands, but has no inclination 
to enter upon its reclamation. We want settlers upon all our 
public lands. This is simply an experiment by which it is pro 
posed to aid the States in their efforts to reciaim the land, by 
remitting the price and cost of surve We charve the individ- 
ual settler $1.25 an aere for dese nd \ n irt ed. One of 
the conditions of this measure is th not exceeding 160 acres 
shall be sold by the State to any one individual. 

Mr. WILSON of Washinzton. And it beeor the duty of 
the State to provide each 160 acres with a cient quantity of 
water to irrigate those 1t0 acres. 

Mr.McRAE. Yes according to t] wplied rt 
land law to the individual settler. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. According to the te oO 
fore invoked. 

Mr. MCRAE. And this will require the State not only to 1 
claim the land, to supply it with the necessary water to grow o 
dinary agricultural crops, but to dispose of it to settlers who 
will occupy it; and in considerat on of this the State is exempt 
from the payment of the $1.25 an acre which we exact of the in- 
dividual settler. That is all the aid granted or authorived. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Hasthe gentleman ever exam 
ined any figures as to the cost of constructing these irrigation 
ditches? 

Mr. MCRAE. I have not. Gentlemen who are familiar with 


it huve discussed the question with me, and from whit they have 
said I am satisfied that it is very expensive, and will require all 
the aid the States and counties can give to accomplish it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. My reason for asking the ques 
tion is that I am exceedingly doubtful whether lezislation of 
this kind can be effectual. However, we can go ahead and try 
the experiment. I[f it is a failure we shall have profited, no 
doubt, by the experience. But in the section of country where 
I reside, although there are only two counties requiring irriga- 
tion, a ditch for the irrigation of 1,000,000 acres of land would 
probably cost $600,000 or $700,000. 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman will understand that 
is required toirrigatea miilion acres. The limitation proposed 
is ‘*not exceeding a millionacres;” but each State may irrigate 
less and secure it upon proper proof. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Of course: but in reaching 
the water supply it is generally necessary that these ditches 
should run a long distance; and therefore works of this kind 
are very expensive. lor instance, the Sunnyside irrigation 
ditch in Yakima County of my State irrigates about 80.010 
acres, and it cost over $100,030. Another ditch, now in course 
of construction, willirrigate 120,000 acres and will cost $300,00). 
Then there isa ditch in Kittitas County which will extend : 
70 miles, and cost over $500,000, The great expense is in 
ting to the streams which furnish the water supply. 

[t is a serious question, therefore, whether this problem ¢ 
be taken up and handled successfully. ButI believe this is a 
movement in the right direction. We can at any rate try the 
experiment. If itshould prove a failure we can of course r 
the legislation, and we shall have had the experience. 


0 State 
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Mr. MCRAE. If this substitute be adopted it will only au- 
thorize contracts which will lapse in ten years after their date. 
It is not a legislative grant; it does not require any action « 
Congress for its forfeiture. It does not even put the land in a 


state of reservation until a map is { 
tion is approved. 

My friend from New Mexico[Mr. Jos&PH 
more about this question than any other man on this floor, 
gests to me that it costs from four to five dollars an acre tor 
claim desert land, but when reclaimed it is worth from 4 to 


iled and the plan of irri 
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$50. So, Mr. Speaker,it is possible that a proposition of this 
kind on the part of the Government may aid in making this arid 
region the richest and most fertile part of our country. This 
is a proposition coming from the Representatives of the States 
and Territories in which the arid lands are situated, and is de- 
signed to induce them to take hold of the matter and deal with 


it as States. The great questions of preserving our forests and 
the storage of the water now wasted will aid very much in re- 
claiming our deserts. These greit questions must soon be con 
sidered by the people of this country. 

As the gentleman from Washington has said, the States may 
not be able to secure the capital toirrigate these lands. We that 
as it may, this is at least an invitation to them to undertake it, 
and will be the cause of much investigation as to plans and meth- 
ods. 

Mr. PICKLER. Butmany places can be irrigated by artesian 
wells at a very much less expense: and [ think that this will 
lead to beneficial results in the future. 

Mr. HERMANN. Let me ask the gentleman from Arkansas 
as to the limitation of 160 acres to which he refers. I wouldask 
him, after all his extensive examination of the subject, whether 








a 


he thinks it would be practicable for the State to obtain the ap- 
propriation to make the large expenditure necessary to irrigate 
these lands if the limit is fixed at 160 acres as the maximum? 

Mr. MCRAE. I would not favor any proposition that would 
allow the sale of land in larger quantities. If there is a change 
at all the limit ought to be reduced. But this limit has been 
fixea, that is, the quantity allowed for a homestead, notwith- 
standing the fact that on arid lands, when it is once reclaimed, 
80 acres are equal to 160 acres of ordinary agricultural lands. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then the State must take its chances. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON of Iilinois. Mr. Speaker, it is with very much 
diffidence that I take the floor to say anything about the Senate 
amendment or the proposed substitute to this bill. Especially 
is that true as I do not come from a State that has arid lands in 
it. I want to express a doubt, however, about the wisdom of 
legislation of this kind upon the sundry civil or any other ap- 
propriation bill. 

I will confess, at the beginning of what little I shall say, that 
proper legislation ought to be had that will enable the States, 
or compel them, if they do — with the lands, to make 
such regulations and appropriations of money as will insure their 
reclamation by irrigation. 

But I very much doubt whether the proposed provision will 
bear good fruit. I recollect—I do not recollect, but all of us 
know—that in 1850 there was a grant of swamp land to the vari- 
ous States— Minnesota, Illinois, Arkansas, andall of the States 
that had publiclands of thatcharacter. The question presented 
then was to get rid of the water in certain sections, This isa 
proposition to supply the water in certain other sections. 

ow, I must say that the operation of the swamp-land grant 
act was not satisfactory. Great lots of land were selected, for 
instance, in my own State of Illinois, the most valuable agricul- 
tural lands we have now, and great claims of indemnity are still 
agg sy in some of the States, so that that appropriation of land 
n the main was worse than wasted—not properly considered, 
not proper! guarded. 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. Did not the lands fall into the hands of 
speculators? 

Mr. LUCAS. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois this 
question: Does he not know that irrigation is possible in the 
swamp lands; that the drainage of the a is practica- 
ble? That is a matter that men can control by labor. But the 
maiend moisture or of rain is something that man can not 
control. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, I understand that. But this 
is a subject that I have had just enough to do with in the Forty- 
ninth, Fiftieth, and Fifty-first Congresses to have dawn upon 
me, namely, the magnitude of the question. Why, we went to 
work in the Forty-ninth Congress and absolutely withdrew all 
lands from sale in the arid regions and made magnificent appro- 
priations for the purpose of surveying the water sites, and went 
along for three or four years, and found a good many water sites; 
but in the meantime the people wanted to enter the lands for 
homesteads, or under the desert land act, and they found they 
could not doit. Then there came up a cry and a great contest 
in the Fifty-first Congress to repeal that legislation, and it was 
subsequently repealed, and I have no doubt a great many reser- 
voir sites got into the hands of some people, I presume availing 
themselves of the work of the Government. 

Now, to me this is one of the most interesting and important 
of questions. A great area of the most productive lands on this 
earth in a very large section-of this country if we can get water 
on them will be available for agricultural purposes. But you 
can not get the water economically with a population of 70,000,- 
000 of people; but when you get, within the century, twice 70,- 
000,000 or three times 70,000 of ogee then these lands in 
my judgment are to be utilized. ll of the rivers are to be 
utilized for irrigation, the mountain streams are to be utilized, 
the waters of the mountains that come from the snow are to be 
utilized, and in my opinion a century from this time will give 
us the storing of storm water in all this section to be utilized, 
because this race of ours, given a necessity, will reach out and 
— everything that can be utilized to attain a desired re- 
sult. 

Now, then, when you come toenter upon this question and grant 
a million of acres in each one of these Statesand undertake to 
properly grant it upon an hour or two's discussion; and put it 
upon an appropriation bill, so that it must pass because the ap- 
propriation bill must , 1am very much afraid that some im- 
provident action will be taken in some of these new States, be- 
cause in the recollection of all of us who have grown up in the 
States that were young, even where there was not arid land we 
know that much of improvident legislation was enacted, much 
of ignorant legislation, much of wasteful legislation. And what 
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I fear is that such steps will be taken in some if not all of these 
States as will hang about the necks of those people in a future 
generation or generations like a millstone. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me r.ght there? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In a moment I will. 

Now, then, it may be claimed by the gentleman from South 
Dakota and others that this is but the commencement. Hoe 
may be right; but I believe this subject is important enough 
that one or more of the great committees of this House should 
investigate, discuss, and thoroughly mature legislation. It is 
not the land. I would be glad to give every acre of land in the 
arid regions to those States that would wisely and properly use 
it, and take care of it for the millions that are to come, and not 
waste it. That is not the question. 

It may not follow that these lands will be given away to be 
used as I have indicated, but I fear that in this hasty legislation 
we may do great damage for want of proper consideration; and 
I am inclined to the view that whatever legislation is had should 
be had after the maturest committee work and then should stand 
from day to day if not from week to week under discussion and 
consideration in both House and Senate upon its own merits and 
not be dragged through upon an appropriation bill that carries 
$30,000,000. Now, then, I yield to my friend. 

Mr. PICKLER. If I can have the floor—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have nothing further to say. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield five minutes tothe gentleman from 
South Dakota. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, in reply to the 
gentleman from Illinois, that for probably ten or twelve years 
this matter of irrigation in the arid regions has been before 
Congress, has been discussed, has been talked about, and we have 
so far failed to get any legislation in regard to the matter—an 
utter failure in any legislation. Now, thissubject is well under- 
stood by the House of Representatives. Everybody knows that 
this land is lying out there. They know that it is useless; and 
everybody desires it reclaimed. It is avery simple proposition; 
and the answer to the objection of the gentleman from L[Iilinois 
is this: that where this differs from the swamp-land grants is 
that the Government does not grant this atall. The Govern- 
ment only grants it and the State 7 receives title to it 
after it has made its proof that the la: 1 is reclaimed. So this 
does not pass to the States as the swamp land passed to the 


States. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will my friend allow me just a 
single question right there? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I understand the letter of the bill 
imperfectly; but you take the timber-culture grants. Why,any 
man could take a timber-culture claim and under the letter of 
the law it was expected that the man should have a growth of 
timber, that he should have so much planted and so much cul- 
tivated; yet in former years hundreds of grants were made when 
men did not live upon them, in many instances where men never 
sawthem. The formsoflaw were complied with and the affidavits 
filed, but the spirit of the law in most instances was not ob- 
served. Now, I donot know that that would be the case in this 


matter. 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. The law does not require them tolive 
on timber-culture claims. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I understand that. 

Mr. PICKLER. There may be some instances in all public 
business where you will sometimes have false affidavits made; 
but you can not stop because some one will swear to an exag- 
gerated statement. i submit that the objectioa of the gentle- 
man from Illinois that this is similar to the swamp-land grants 
is not tenable. Under the swamp-land grants, grants were made 
of the amount stated to the States and they could go intoa spec- 
ulation. Under this er. it isa mere bagatelle. Out of 
between 500,000,000 and ,000,000 acres we are only asking 12,- 
000,000 or 14,000,000; and we are not asking for that until it is 
improved; and why should we not have an opportunity to take 
it and see if we can do anything inthisexperiment? Whois go- 


ing. to be harmed? 
he gentleman talks aboutappropriations. I want tosay that 
it has become so that you can not get any legislation in the 


American Congress unless you get it on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. BRETZ. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. , 

Mr. BRETZ. Have you a single dollar in any State or Terr!- 
tory in the West with which you would be enabled to irrigate 
land of this character? 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not know how that may be? 

Mr. BRETZ. Then you propose to impose a debt on your 
people that they will be required to pay interest on for mony 
years to come, 
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Mr. PICKLER. If we can not do it we dono harm to any- 
pody. I think this is an advantage to theGovernment. Itsays 
“You take this land, if it is worth anything to you, and if you 
can reclaim it we charge you nothing for it;’ and if we can not 
reclaim it we do not damage anybody. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. MERCER]. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk to 
have read a telegram which appeared recently in the Nebraska 
Journal, published at Lincoln, Nebr. 

The telegram was read, as follows: 

[Special.]} 
O’NEIL, NEBR., August 6. 


The big irrigation meeting advertised for O'Neil to-day has passed into 
history. It was abig meet ng indeed, one of great importance to North- 
ern Nebraska, and was attended by representatives from Brown, Rock, 
Cherry, Keyapaha, and Boyd Counties. It was composed of men of energy 
and determination, who came together to consider the great question of ir- 
rigation and how to get it. The big court room was literally packed at the 
morning and evening sessions. 

The a gy a called to order at 10 o’clock by T. V. Golden, secretary of 
the North Nebraska Irrigation Association, who stated the object of the 


meeting. Capt. Whitmore, of Long Pine, waselected chairman. r. Golden 


stated to the meeting that the Niobrara Irrigation and Power Company, a 
corporation, had spent $2,400 in a preliminary survey, filing and holding 
water rights, and had succeeded in getting people interested who would 
construct the canal, provided certain conditions were complied with b 

le of those counties interested. Said proposition was made in writing 
Py. ames M. Kerr, representing a New York syndicate of unlimited capital, 
and it was wepenses that Kerr was well impressed with the feasibility of the 
route, with the country to be watered; and further, the company would con- 
struct said canal, flumes, reservoirs, and laterals, guaranteeing to water 
105,000 acres next year, — the people of Holt, Rock, and Brown Coun- 
ties would vote ,000 bonds, to take water rights for 100,000 acres at $10 
per acre, payableten or more years hence, and for other things of minorim- 

The meet ofthe afternoon was especially participated in by many, and 
finally, after due deliberation, a vote taken declaring it to be the sense of 
the meeting that the proposition be accepted. Mr. Kerr, during the course 
of his remarks, said that the ditch promised the best results, and was in most 
respects the best scheme out of two thousand offered them by Western 
States. Committees were aes for each county to present the matter 
to their people, after which the meeting adjourned. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, my purpose in having this 
telegram read was to inform members of the House not only 
that some ee of Nebraska were in serious need of irriga- 
tion, but that the enterprising citizens thereof were actively 
engaged in any movement which would bring about some relief 
to those acres of the State so much in need of moisture, 

I do not think the measure pending is in any sense a response 
to the needs and necessities of a large part of the Western coun- 
try, but if it will ameliorate even in a small degree the unfor- 
tunate conditions now prevailing there, and we are assured by 
its sponsors that it is a step in the direction of finally reclaiming 
all arid lands in America, we welcome the assistance it does con- 
tain, and sincerely trust that some Congress will be wise enough, 
magnanimous enough, to give the arid lands of the country an 
equal show with rivers and harbors. 

The people of the Westare becoming serious over this matter 
of irrigation; the dream period has vanished; air-castle build- 
inghascometoanend. Active, effective labor is now demanded, 
and something must be done by somebody to transform these 
arid lands into flower gardens—for such a transformation easily 
takes place through the means of irrigation. 

Some years ago it was my good fortune to visit the State of 
Oregon, and I there noticed some of the benefits of irrigation. 
On one side of a roadway the soil was pure sand, while 10 feet 
away the same sand, through the merits of irrigation, was made 
rich in a most profusive production of vegetation. In Nebraska 
the same success has crowned the efforts of the enterprising 
farmers who have attempted irrigation. The sand lots of one 
year were made to produce a most remarkable yield of potatoes, 
— farm after farm emerged from the valueless to the valu- 
able, 

Eastern Nebraska has been fortunately blessed in nature’s 
gifts, and does not need irrigation or other artificial methods to 
insure crops. I venture the assertion that this partof Nebraska 
isthe cream of the agricultural kingdom, no matter in what 
part of the world competition is sought. A failure of crops has 
not occurred since the first settlement, and year after year this 
qualification of the soil increases in its usefulness. 

It is the western part of Nebraska which seeks and needs irri- 
gation, and if irrigation is given this part of Nebraska—a State 
which now stands second in the Union as acorn-producing State— 
it will soon take rank with the eastern part, and then will Ne- 
wae be the greatestcornand wheat producing State in Amer- 
Ca. 


the 


to settle upon the frontier and the nerve to stay there, for of 
such po the best citizenship is made. They have been hop- 
ing that Congress would authorize a sum of money to be expended 


in the discovery and the determination of methods for the de- 
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velopment and distribution of the water supply for irrigation 
purposes in the arid regions of America. Accurate field notes 
of surveys, maps, and other data could be made and preserved 
and this information might lay a foundation for the solution of 
systematic and successful irrigation. 

_In March, 1894, a most successful interstate irrigation conven- 
tion was held in Omaha, and much good has already grown out 
of the meeting. Irrigating ditches and canals are being con- 
structed in different parts of the State, and many more, I hope, 
will follow. This convention was attended by delegates from a 
dozen States and Territories, and after a session of several days 
adopted the following resolutions: 


Whereas American citizens wishing to secure homes have moved on these 
lains, bought and paid the Government for land, and expended money in 
improving it; and 

Whereas it has been demonstrated, by the experience of these men and 
by the signal stations of the Government, that the amount of rainfall at 

— seasons is insufficient to make agriculture successful: Therefore 
8 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this convention that it is the duty of Con- 
gress to make increased appropriations to test the practicability of the fol- 
lowing methods of irrigation for these plains: 

First, That the Government should, by experiments, determine whether 
the underflow and artesian water is of sufficient volume and can be brought 
to the surface at a cost to make it available for general irrigation purposes. 
Second, That it should determine the extent to which reservoirs can be con- 
structed for the purpose of storing storm water sufficient in quantity for ir 
rigation purposes. 

fesolved, That we fully indorse the following extract from the report of 
the special committee of the United States Senate made May 18, 1890, and 
that the same be made a part of the resolutions of this convention: 

“Ifanything can be done to encourage the people of these great plains, it 
is important thatitshould bedonespeedily. There are over 1,000,000 people 
in the arid and semiarid belt, who have paid into the United States no less 
than 840,000,000 for ee lands. The Government should demonstrate 
to them the practicability before they can have the courage Or can com- 
mand the means to prosecute the work on any considerable scale. 

Resolved, That since forest culture can be made an effective agent in the 
reclamation of an arid region, we therefore recommend that every farmer 
on the prairie be urged to plant and cultivate the growth of forest trees. 

Resolved, That we favor the creation of the office of State engineer in the 
various States, and legislation which shall encourage irrigation, construc- 
tion, and development. 

Resolved, That as authoritative meteorological data is of great impor- 
tance to irrigation interests, it is the sense of this convention that it is to 
the best interests of the people of Western America that the present meteo- 
rological stations in the arid and semiarid sections of this country be 
maintained, and their number be increased, and we respectfully urge the 
Secretary of Agriculture and our representatives in Congress, to use their 
best efforts to that end. 

Resolved, That we ask the agricultural colleges inthe various States to de- 
vote a portion of the funds received from the United States Government for 
agricultural experiment work to experiment with and demonstrate the ag- 
ricultural possibilities with and without irrigation inthe plains region, and 
to javestite the various irrigation problems. 

Resolved, That we urge the people of each county to organize county irri- 
gation associations, and put themselves in communication with the officers 
of their State associations, or with this association where there are no State 
associations, 


In conclusion, I desire to insert in the RECORD the speech of 
ex-United States Senator Warren, delivered before this Omaha 
convention, upon the subject of ‘‘ The powers of Congress with 
reference to irrigation.” Senator Warren spoke as follows: 


Mr. Chairman and Gentlemen of the Convention: 


Iam oer somewhat of a ‘surprise party,” for I had not intended to 
address you. aving a few hours in your city on my way from the East, I 
had pleasure in joining you for a little time this morning, and was called 
before you and introduced by my good friend Dr. Miller. Still later your 
chairman announced that I would address you, and now I am asked to rep- 
resent, for the time being, your worthy executive, Governor Crounse, inex- 
tending the welcome of the State of Nebraska to the delegates to this con- 
vention. 

I regret exceedingly, as you undoubtedly will before I have finished, the 
absence of the governor. Itismy pleasure to knowyour governor, and while 
I can not hope to do him justice in the capacity in which I have been called 
upon torepresent him, I yetconsider ita compliment and an honor toeven for 
a moment occupy his shoes and, standing in his place, bid you welcome. 

GovernorCrounseis a big, broad man—big physically; large intellectually— 
and a man who presides over the affairs of a State as large and as broad in 
advantages as any State or any nation in the world of an equal number of 
square miles. arene} 

‘he State of Nebraska is notable in very many ways. We remember 
that during the early struggles of the State, her citizens, seemingly 
prompted by the spirit of 76, declared that the State of Nebraska and her 
soil should the home of highest human freedom. She declared that she 
would be a free State, that human flesh should not be dealt inand that slav 
ery should not exist within her borders. In this respect she formed one of 
that notable group of which Kansas is another distinguished example. Ne- 
braska entertained most patriotic views then, and she has always since en- 
tertained them. 

The spirit of freedom possessed by her citizens then has grown and de- 
veloped at every stage of the State’s existence and progress. It is curious 
to notice that that same love of fair play has continued in all her affairs of 
life—in religion, in politics, and in social matters. Following in this line 
we observe she has been most tolerant to all those new parties and societies 
that spring up now and then. All have been recognized, have been given a 
place, and their representatives put upon trial without prejudice, but just 


| asfsoon as any one of those parties or societies has undertaken to be over- 
I regret that this amendment falls so far short of the expecta- | 
tions of those hard-working pioneers who have had the courage | 


radical, or has shown signs of anarchy, communism, or oppression, then 
the idea of highest freedom has asserted itself, and such parties have been 
“turned down” and relegated to their proper place. Radicalism will find 
no place in Nebraska hereafter any more than heretofore. [Applause.| 

ow we meet in this marvelous city of Omaha, in this great State of 
Nebraska. For Nebraska, I most heartily welcome you. As to Omaha, 
what shall I say of her? Certainly I can add nothing to the generous wel- 
come that has been extended by your handsome and accomplished mayor. 
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Wo remember, nearly all of us, when Omaha wasa little, struggling hamlet, 
gnd it seemed to me then and it seems to me now, that scarcely a place above 
or below upon this river but what a city could have been as well buiit as 
here. It has been, however, the spirit of pee the ambition, the brain. 
and the will power of the ctizens of Omaha that have made it what it is. 

Omaha, when but a small village, took advantage of opportunities and 
made her supreme effort ata time when the nation declared that it would 
have a railroad constructed acruss the continent, connecting the vital life 
of the great Hast with the mighty possibilities of the boundless West. 
Umaha became the gateway of thistranscontinental line. There has always 
been in Nebraska and in Omaha supreme ae In this State, espe- 
cially in Omaha, a sptrit has always existed which said to every man seek- 
ing a home, *‘We welcome you. Law-abiding citizens, all come to us and 
make your home with us."’ So to this Nebraska and to this Omahait gives 
me the very greatest pleasure to say on the part of and for the governor of 
this State, there is extended to ~ a hospitality which is proverbial. not 
only in Nebrasxa, but in all this Western country. I can affirm truthfully. 
from an experience dating back over more thana quarter of a century, that 
no act has ever been permitted or committed by this people that was not in 
line with the most bospitable hospitality. [Applause.] 

Now, a word as to irrigation. You have met in convention to take up a 
branch of this question that I can not, perhaps, instruct yon in, but one that 
I very much desire information upon. My t ht and research heretofore 
has been more in the line of irrigation with reference to such localities as 
can be irrigated from living streams, and it has been largely my purposes 
and the object of my study to find some way by which we could bring about 
a greater development through taking the waters that now rush by dronght- 
stricken sections of country unused and with such w «ters fertilize and fruc- 
tify the greatest amount of soil, insuring greater production. 

But it is all one subject and the branch of it that is now before you, that 
of development and use of the undertiow, is one of importance and interest. 
It gives me great re to be here, and it will give me still ter pleas 
ure to hear and learn from those who have given the matter close suudy. I 
am as anxious that we obtain control of that mysterious element, the un- 
derfiow, and bring it to the surface to irrigate the plains remote from 
streams, as | am that we shall take the flowing water from the streams and 
utilize it in fertilization. 

Now, here we are; a mation far advanced. One, we beliove, as great as 
any in the world, and we have not as yet, been obliged to depend very 
largely — irrigation, because nature has furnished so large a proportion 
of our co’ _— upon which we annually receive sufficient rainfall. 

But it is to remember that irrigation is liable to soon affect us all, 
directly or indirectly. Its a subject as old as time; in fact agriculture it- 
self is only coexistent with tion. One-half of all the world d ds 
at the present time wpon the tical application of water for production of 


crops, and a8 we grow and extend, and increase our landed possessions and 


population, we must depend more and more upon the effects of irrigation. 
f we are to make of this nation one greater than any other, it depends, I 
think yn Ae = upon efforts such as you are here making, for substan- 





tial ald in the value of our arid lands. 

You seek. if I mis not, the aid of the Government in a survey of the 
semiarid region; youask that the Generai Government shall, from its great 
fund, use for its own benefit a portion of its revenue in making ee 
determine where this underflow water is located, where it can be en 
from, and where it can be best applied. From the two or three bills now 
before Congress and from conversations with some of your members, I as- 
sume this to be the work you hzve in hand. 

You will find, of course, as you proceed with the work, many objectors— 
the world can not Move without objectors. But they singty incite the 
ardor of others, who believe that the world does and should move. Itis 
unnecessary to discuss the right and justice of the proposition for this sur- 
vey. Every principie of right and justice suggests that the Government 
should be most liberal in its nee Gye to aid you in this work. It is 
simply a question of how to pr to bring about the consent of Congress 
and secure the approval of the Executive. wish 1 could say of some one 
of the bilis now before Congress that to obtain a ‘vote would be to accom- 

lish a law—butcandor compels me to say tha it will require con- 
inued and vigorous effort before you will obtain the assistance for which 


you pray. You have right on your side, and, in a. no constitu- 
tio pee in your pathway, but no doubt men will rise in their 
places in both Houses of Congress to misquote or misinterpret the Consti- 


tution—that much-abused instrument sometimes used, as an old violin, upon 
which to play any tune in the humor of the performer. 

Time will be consumed to show thatit is paternalism, and that itis un- 
constitutional to use the Government's money in this way, applying it to 
the improvement and betterment of lands which are largely in the hands of 
private owners. etc., yet men who make these arguments will probably 
vote “aye” upon a bill to appropriate $10,000,000 or $20,000,000 for the !m- 

rovement of rivers and har and will use revenue largely contributed 

vy usin the interior, to uses entirely in the interest of Coast States and 
then dony us their vote for appropriations to care for our waters on the 
surface and under the surface in this section of the country. 

But it seems to me that if you take this matter -— right —take it up earn- 
estiy, putting it upon broad grounds to begin with—not that you desire 
these surveys to be upon Tom, Dick, and Harry's land, but that you ask the 
United States to make these surveys throughout this particular country 
upon the lands largely the properiy of the United States, located in the 
semiarid region, which by right should be thade ready for settlers, you can 
hardly fail Putit upon the grounds that the Government should always 
be impartial with its citizens; remind them how many thousands—yes, mil- 
lions—of one have found homes upon the public domain, when the lands 
were fertile. 

It has long been recognized as the right of 6 
public domain a homestead, and until lately a mption claim in addition 
upon payment of a certain sum of money. great mass of people who 
have heretofore had the advantage of homestead and preémption laws have 
taken land 80 good that it simply required the tickling of soil with the 
plow or spade to bring forth in one year a crop, oftentimes sufficient in 
value to pay the entire expense of settlement. Such settlers have had the 
benefit of those good lands which to-day are worth from 810 to $50 per acre. 
The Governmen the fact it has given to these earlier set- 
tlers nothing but their rights. Now, turn, if you please, to those who have 
settled later in Western Kansas and Western Ne ‘a, and ask the Gov- 
ernment to consider existing conditions. Here we find cases by the 
score—yes. by the hundreds and thousands—where men equally deserv- 
ing have settled Spee tate, worth less perhaps than on the day they settied. 
whore they are ekin 6 oe ee eee have even been 


ob! to their and wore ere ere to earn a living. 
All is on account of the great {neq ty between their and those 
n, Ww 


citizen to take from the 
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leys. It is right and just that we should be put upon the same lev: 
condition with those more fortunate settlers. The fact that we were }) 
year later, or that we emigrated two years lator, should not take fro 
value of our legacy, and our rights should not be sacrificed because 1 
mained longer Kast with our aged parents. We should be put as ne 
possible upon an equality. , 
When you ask the Government to do this, it is policy to ask it to 
itself. It is policy to ask simply the incidental benetits for settlers a 
located. It isa busines proposition for the Government to mak: 
land more valuable and to provide in some Way, so that settlers . 
public domain can be successful agriculturists, producing their par 
nation’s wealth. ea 
You have to deal, in securing legislation, with the people of t}, 
and the middle West. You will have to deal with many kinds of ; 
with the class who always look backward; the class who never |5¢ 


where; and with those who only look down their own chimneys anu 
yards. Thereare those who look selfishly after their own interest, o) 
but there are others who look forward and for the good of the whole nati 


Some look intheir old geographies, where ali this country appears a \ 
waste—an unexplored desert—and they petition Congress that no mo; 
be spent within the arid regions: they wish us to do nothing further ; 
ing it will bring about disastrous competition for them, and because; 
they put it, it will take money which they have earned and paid and 
priate it for our use. 

Of course, no argument need be wasted on this class of objectors, \ 
class such objection as rubbish—the productions of dwarfed intellects. ° 
question at issue must be tied up and associated with that of the py 
lands of our Government throughout; it must be associated with tho 
lands further west as well as here, and it must be connected With the gener,| 
subject of irrigation in order to be successful. bint 

Now, I believe you will find in Congress representatives of other local; 
ties ready to vote for you and with you, and ready to champion yo Luise 
and youin turn should be willing to afford them the relief which they ay 
asking for other arid sections. 7 

The forests, which form practically great natural water reseryoj) 
should of right be protected and preserved against the havoc that j 
nually going on. Probably 95 per cent to 97 per cent of the consump f 
the great forests goes up in smoke as a result of forest fires. the other 
per cent to 5 per cent only being used for wood anc lumber. The people are 
asking that the forests shall be preserved. 

There are others who.ask that there be some effort made to collect and de 
tain in reservoirs the surpius water which falls in rain or snow in the highe: 
lands, in order that it be made available and useful for irrigation i 
growing season, instead of going to waste in those torrents Which somstime 
rush down and aa devastation in the lower southern regions at certain 
seasons of the year. In the region wholly arid wherelarge streams of wa: ey 
arerunning to waste, the Government should do something to utilize tho 
surplusage, but if any of you have been led to believe that people living in 
States and Territores situated higher and nearer the heads of streams ar 
proposing to act regardless uf your wishes, you have been misinformed 

e simply ask of the Government either to move on, or step aside ani le! 
us move on, You in the semiarid region ask that the Government s)ha! 
make its past promises good, and that it shall do itself credit and honor by 
being fair and just to you in assisting to solve this problem. Let us siii\ 
to work together; to work with force; to make it a matter nonpolitical, 
but a matter of importance in every political party. And in every electior 
that occurs we must insist that the rnen who represent us in Congress shi! 
be pesess to the relief of this arid and semiarid region. 

© have got to go farther, if you will permit me to say so, and r« 
that when our delegates go to the next national convention, in whateve 
name they go and for whatever party, they shall not sit supinely by and le! 
the Bast nominate a President Who never has been west of his own ba 
wick. Ido not wish to be understood as inveighing against President Cley 
land, the present occupant of the White House; farfrom it. It may betr 
that Grover Cleveland had never been west of Buffalo when he was nom 








“mated for President of the United States, and it may also be true that whil: 


serving as our Chief Executive for four years and in all the four years a 
erward, while planning for another term, it did not suit his purpose to. 
further west than the western bank of the Missouri River, but itis not al: 
gether his fault; itis the fault of the people. 

They knew when they nominated him that he was not conversant wi 
West and its interests. They knew, furthermore, when they nominat 
the second time that he was not yet acquainted with our Wester: de ire 
and needs. The West is:sure to become, in fact has already becom», an im- 

ortant factor in this Government, and I say to you that I believe «ur 

hief Executive should be chosen from some Western Stato, where arr 
ture is the leading feature of the lives and industries of the peop!e 

Ido notencroach upon party politics, parties or party lines, when | : 
that bills of importance now before Congress show as plainly upor 
face as itis possible for written words to show that the West and le 
ests, and agriculture in general, ore not properly protected. We \ 
interested in agriculture avd Western interests, not only in Cong 
we wantan Executive and a Cabinet made up of able men, who 
thize equally with Easte a and Western interests, so that the p 
our mines and soil shal: not be considered of so .ittle importance (hat 
are relegated to the rear in all legislative deliberations. : 

We want men who deem the manufactories of the Bast of no more impor 
tance than the mines and the farms of the West. There is no antag u's! 
existing between the East and the West that can not be overcome. 1b 
Kast looks out for its own interests, andexpects us, my dear friends, ‘0! 
out forours. The time is ripe, and more than ripe, for the West to make | 
stand and assert its rights in that spirit of kindness which should always: 
ist between neighbors, and so state our wants and represent our interests 6 
to force from the Bast an equal consideration in the affairs of the nation. | 

Here is a group of States, important so far as the present is cone: 
and preéminentiy most important in considering the future, 4 gro!) ©! 
States that has never enjoyed the benefits of a dollar, not even ons vol 
of all the vast sums of money appropriated by Congress for rivers anu 5a: 
bors, now asking for a mere pittance for water development in the W° 
and the amount you have asked for, for this survey, isa mere bigateic 
The nation could put in. not only $500,000, but a round million. to f900 8 
vantage, and sweep aside, as unworthy of consideration, all objection» urse 
against paternalism and unconstitutionality. 

Go into court and listen to a case that is upon trial; you hear" 
learned counsel upon one side, and come to the conclusion that he is righ’: 
then you hear the celebrated opponent upon the opposite side: yo! _ 
him brush away the arguments opposed to his view and then he seems '!5 
You wonder what the judge is going todo. The judge takes the case une! 
advisement and delivers his opinion. He states tha. John is rigat in = 
cnt eush geisha on some constitutional und, per . he is in at 
righ then he takes up Peter's side and shows wherein he also might 
be right in his views of the case: but finally the judge gets down to bo . a 7 
facts and gue the whole case upon enoscons groané pro publico. V 4 
ever may be tho meshes and uncertainties of the law, it is for the public G00 
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and the ruling of the judge is made toconform to this great principle. Now, 
I believe that after a proper presentation of your case you will receive from 
the nation a favorable verdict. 

When I came to Omaha twenty-six years ago it was said there was a 
pretty.good country out as far west as 30 miles from here—tkat they could 
raiso corn as far west as Fremont, but that beyond it Was all a desert. Now 
two or three hundred miles west of here we have a corn-producing country 
unsurpassed by any in the world, and this brings to mind a theme. ‘ 

Sometimes We meet men who claim that the natural reclamation of the 
arid region is simply a matter of a little time, and that further settlement 
will change the soi) and the climatic conditions just as it has done in East- 
ern Kansas and Nebraska. I suggest, therefore, that you prepare your ar- 
guments with reference to this phase of the question and be able to present 
facts to show Why the semiarid and arid region, under discussion, will not 
yield to cultivation without irrigation. 


Oftentimes mon whom you consider educated and enlightened on general | 


topics will overlook the fact that the evaporation in our altitude renders it 
impossible for us to expect an extension of the rain beit further west. In 
addition to your other arguments, make this point as strong as possible. 

In conclusion, be assured that if I know the people with whom I dwell, 
you Will have the heartiest codperation of those who live west of you in 
your efforts. 

God speed you, and good luck be with your projects. 

Mr. MERCER. Iask leave tosupplement these remarks with 
data which I will not now read, but send to Clerk’s desk for in- 
sertion in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The data referred to were the resolutions of the Omaha con- 
vention and the speech of Senator Warren. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. Kr]. ; 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, the question that this committee 
is now discussing is one of the greatest questions that Congress 
has ever been called upon to consider. We are to day face to 
face with this problem, and it is one that we have got to solve 
whether we wish to or not, because the logic of events is driv- 
ing it fast uporf us. 

l regret very much that we could not secure two, or three, or 
four days to discuss this all-importantquestionas its importance 
demands. But that seems to be impossible, and I simply avail 
myself of this opportunity to say a few words and then will, if 
permitted, extend my remarks in the RECORD, 

[am not opposed to the proposition before us in this appro- 
priation bill; but I want to say that it wili not solve this irriga- 
tion problem. I believe it is a step in the right direction only 
in so far as it brings the matter ?. for discussion, and to some 
extent educates the people of the United States. 

CRYING NEED OF IMMEDIATE ACTION. 

The supreme importance, the crying need of irrigation was 
never so keenly realized by the people of the West as it is to- 
day. An awful calamity has fallen on the people of the trans- 
Missouricorn belt. Anextraordinary period of droughtand hot 
winds has almost annihilated the greatstaple crop of that-section. 

Mr. Speaker, the people of the West are brave, hardy, and 
proud-spirited. Nevertheless, they are forced by the extreme 
necessities of the present to cry aloud for help in some 
form. Thousands and tens of thousands of them will be com- 
pelled to accept charity before another crop can be raised. 

All these people ask, even in their hour of greatest need, is 
a chance to help themselves. They ask only a temporary loan 
of the Government's strength and resources to enable them to 
establish a system of irrigution that will make them independ- 
ent of climatic extremes in the future. In view of the facts 
as they exist to day, the indifference of Congress on this sub- 
ject seems astonishing and well-nigh criminal. 

When the bankers and stock-gamblers of Wall street call for 
help tosave themfrom thee ‘ects of their own nefarious schemes 
the Government responds with unseemly haste. But when mil- 
lions of wealth producers in the West are brought face to face 
with ruin through no fault of theirs, the Governmept is deaf to 
their appeals. li this Congress were inclose touch and sympathy 
with the toiling masses. no adjournment would occur till some 
plan were adopted by which the people of the West could go to 
work at once constructing works of irrigation, thereby earning 
something to tide them over, and at the same time protecting 
themselves against like calamities in the future. 

The irrigation of arid lands is as old as history, and began 
with the intelligent cu.iivaiion of the soil by mah. Upon it al- 
ways depended the welfare and happine-s of the human race. 
No it empires have been built, and the fate of dynasties hung. 

e 
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| I trust this discussion will resul 
| ** playing borse.” 


veying which has been conceded in a half-hearted manner in 
years past as a sort of sop to Western members. Of course this 
work is valuable and well enough as far as it goes, but unless it 


| is followed up by liberal and intelligent action on a broader plan, 
| embracing the entire arid region, it will amount to nothing, 


neither furnish bread to the hi n¢ry nor homes to the homeless. 
tin something more than simply 

The Western people will not be satis 
appropriations of afew thousand dollars to make preliminary 
surveys. What we want, and what justice demands, isa practi- 
cal system of irrigation. Nothing short of this will suffice, and 
Congress is the only power that can give ts a system which will 
meet all the exigencies of the case. 

MAGNITUDE OF THE PROBLEM 

As I have already remarked, but few have studied tho matt 
sufficiently to comprehend the magnitude of the proposition to 
irrigate the arid landsof the United States. <As at least a par- 
tial understanding of this is necessury in order to realize the 
need of Government action, I desire to cail the attention of the 
House to the following facts: 

Nearly one half the total area of the United States lies in the 
arid and subhumid district, all of which needs irrigation for 
successful agriculture. The district is compos:d of the follow- 
ing seventeen States and Territories: North Dakota, South Da- 
kota, Nebraska, Kansas, Indian Territory, Texas, Montana, Wy- 
oming, Colorado, New Mexico, Idaho, Utah. Nevada, Arizon:, 
Washington, Oregon, and California. Narrow strips on the east- 
ern and western borders of this great district are well watered 
naturally, Contiguous to these strips are considerable tracts 
that are classed assubhumid. The rainfall in these tracts is 
often sufficient to produce good crops, but it can not be depended 
on year after year. This subhumid region includes about half 
of the Dakotas, Nebraska, Kansas, Indian Territory, and Texas. 

This arid and subhumid region contains about 2,000,000 square 
miles of territory, or 1,280,000,000 acres, 100,000,000 acres of 
which may be irrigated in time. This at a fair estimate gives 
ample room for 1,250,000 rural homes, sheltering an agricultural! 

opulation of 6,250,000. Along with these will come other mil- 
ious to engage in various trades and professions. Just as irri- 
gation spreads out over this vast region will it become popu- 
lated and brought within the pale of a higher civilization. 

Just as the supply of water which is daily running to waste on 
its way to the sea, is gathered up and utilized in irrig:ition, the 
farmers will reach out and take possession of the fertile plains 
and valleys, the forests that cover the mountain sides will be 
utilized, and the mountains will surrender the stored wealth of 
ages. It is estimated by high authority that the full develop 
ment of this mountainous region alone would create a market 
equal to thatofall Europe. In short, the possibilities of this 
country under a proper system of irrigation can not be computed 
by the mind of man, 

This vast region offers the opportunity and the raw materials 
for almost every occupation known tomankind. It produces the 


fied longer with petty 





| cotton and tropical fruits of the Sunny South, the cereals, vege- 





re was no greater fuctor for good in past ages, and there is | 


none greater now. It is daily becoming more important, espe- 
cially to the people of this country, and the destiny of millions 
of American citizens to-day rests on the proper solution of the 
irrigation problem in the United States. Notwithstanding this, 
I venture to say that there are few questions about which the 
people know so little or this body is more ignorant. 
Recognizing the importance of this question, I have from time 
to time endeavored to arouse interest enough among the mem- 
ts of the House to secure some practical results in the way 
of legislation, something more than the little preliminary sur- 


tables and hardy fruits of the North. 

On its eastern and western slopes are great tracts of fertile 
plains the settlement of which hus only well begun. Through- 
out the entire mountain region are innumerable valleys, whose 
soil of unsurpassed richness is unbroken by the plow of the hus- 
bandman. On the mountain sides are vast forests of valuable 
timber, in which the ring of the woodman’s ax has not been 
heard. Within the strong recesses of the mountains an almost 
inexhaustible supply of all the principal minerals of the planet 
lie untouched. I believe, Mr. Speaker, 1 am justified in say- 
ing that nowhere on the globe is there a country, virtually un- 
occupied as this is, which offers such varied and abundant 
opportunities as that part of the United States lying west of the 
ninety-seventh meridian. And all these opportunities are open 
to man on one condition only—proper irrigation. 

A PERFECT SYSTEM. 

It is not difficult to see, Mr. Speaker, the importance of es- 
tablishing as perfect a system as mun is capable of vevising, a sys- 
tem in which all the natural rightsof the citizen shall be secure 
regardless of his station in life or the location of his habitation. 
In my opinion this can only be done by nationalizing the system 
and placing the distribution of the water under control of | ed- 
eral law thatshall apply throughout the entire arid region alike. 
I do not suppose for a moment that this suggestion wil! meet the 
approval oi a majority of this Congress, for { have long since 
discovered that it is built on the way-back plan, and belongs to 
the ages that were. 

But | have great hope that Congress may soon be modernized, 
when it will be able to meet the requirements of the people, by 
keeping abreast with civilization. Without irrigation this re- 
gion can never be settled, and its civilization must and wili 
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dwindle. Not only the welfare but the absolute existence of 
unborn millions rests wholly upon the success with which this 
irrigation problem is worked out. 

NOT SECTIONAL. 


Now, I desire to say, before some gentleman from New England 
charges this with being a sectional measure, that it is not sec- 
tional in any true sense. It should be as much the concern of 
the member from Maine or Massachusetts as from Nebraska or 
Colorado, and it will be if he is a statesman instead of a politi- 
cian. There has already been too much sectional feeling dis- 
played upon this floor for partisan purposes, and I hope for the 
good of our country it may cease and every member view each 
measure in the light of its effect upon the nation. 

I think there ought to be no question about a measure bein 
national when it affects directly millions of our citizens an 
reaches over seventeen different States and Territories, as this 
does. It affects not only our own people directly, but it affects 
equally, though notso directly perhaps, the people of the East, for 
it solves, in a measure at least, another grave problem, namely, 
What shall be done with the surplus of humanity which is ac- 
cumulating as it never did before? Upon the proper solution of 
the one depends largely the solution of the other. Heretofore 
- all history westward the course of empire has steadily taken 

ts way. 

As the East became filled up and homes more difficult to secure, 
man has sought an opening in the West and never sought in 
vain; for there has always been an outlet for the crowded East 
in the great and fertile West where the man from Maineor Mas- 
sachusetts might go and, with only brains and muscle ascapital, 
build himself a home. This was comparatively an easy task in 
all that portion of the West embraced in the humid regions 
where the copious showers from heaven were distributed 7 
over the earth, watering the soil without cost to the husband- 


man. 

But suddenly we find this all changed. The outlet is closed, 
and the cheap homes of a few years ago are a thing of the past. 
Nevertheless millions of acres of just as fertile soilas any now 
occupied are waiting oer ready to yield 7 the stored 
wealth of centuries. But irrigation is the only key that will 
unlock this storehouse of richness, which is just as necessary to 
the man in the East asin the West. Unless this Western out- 
let is kept open, where will the surplus of the East go, and what 
will become of them? Verily, this is a national question. 


PRINCIPLE INVOLVED. 


I desire before pene further to notice briefly the princi- 

ple involved in this proposition, recognizing that, before Con- 
ress will agree to anything of the sort, it must be convinced 
hat the principle is a true one. J 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, the principle of Government control 
to be both true and safe. I believe it is the only solution of 
many problems with which weareconfronted at this time. The 
rights of one should be the concern of all. Itis the duty of the 

ational Government to step in at any time and protect the 
rights of the citizens as individuals, or collectively as a State. 

Vhen the rights of the citizens of one State are jeapordized 
by the conduct of the citizens of another State, then it becomes 
the duty of the General Government to act. Every great pub- 
lic improvement which is not confined to one State should be 
taken charge of and controlled by the General Government. 
Matters pertaining to the welfare of the citizens of two or more 
States and governed by the different laws of their respective 
States are always a fruitful source of evil in pecuniary loss by 
clash of interests. 

One general law should govern all such interests, regardless 
of State lines. In short, the principle involved is this: National 
control of all matters which are not strictly local in their nature 
and effect, such as railway, telegraph, and telephone lines 
finance and irrigation. The application of this principle would 
save to the pee le millions that otherwise gointo the pockets of 

rivate individuals as profits on fictitious capital, commonly 
csnown as ‘‘ watered stock.” We should abolish the present 
system, by which private corporations control these great — 
necessities and build up colossal fortunes for a few by robbing 
the many. These necessities should be controlled by one gigan- 
tic corporation, composed of the whole people. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, in that sort of trust in which every 
one shares the profits. This method would yield the greatest 
benefits at the least cost. All the advantages which a large 
business has over a small one would accrue to the people, and 
the cost of service would be reduced to a minimum. Under 
national control pope’ would be paid such fair and regular 
wages that strikes and labor troubles would entirely cease. 

The work of redeeming these arid wastes through a system of 
irrigation is more gigantic and fraught with — good to 
humanity than any work ever undertaken in this country. It 
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is so colossal both in size and benefits that the mind of man can 
scarcely comprehend it, and no power on earth can successfully 
grapple with it, except that of the whole people combined Oper- 
ating through the National Government. But this power can 
solve the problem successfully, cause this desert to blossom as the 
rose,and dot its hillsides and valleys with prosperous, happy 
homes. , 

There is no question about the Government's ability to do this 
but will it? I fear not, Mr. Speaker, until Congress compre. 
hends to a greater degree than it does now the size and neces- 
sity of the undertaking, and changes its opinion of the proper 
relations that should exist between the Government and the 
people. I trust the time is near when these views wil] po 
changed by study, or the personnel of this body may be changed 
by the ballot : 

Mr. Speaker, this arid region, embracing seventeen different 
States and Territories, exists as a great whole regardless of the 
arbitrary lines between political divisions, and it must be treated 
as such. 

PRIVATE ENTERPRISE. 

If the work of reclaiming these arid lands is left to private 
enterprise it will only be accomplished in spots, here and there, 
where the water is most available. The vested rights of those pri- 
vate parties who firstenter the field will interfere with the richts 
of those who may come after. The work will be done under seven- 
teen different sets of laws in as many different States. As a re- 
sult of this a large amountof irrigable land will remain in « wild 
state. Endless litigation will follow. The water supply wil! 
pass into the control of syndicates. The farmer will be robbed, 
as is always the case when his necessities are controlled by oth 
ers. And the final outcome of the whole business will be that 
the husbandman will become a tenant on his own land, while ho 
turns over to theattorney and water owner everything he makes 
<a the privilege of eking out a miserable existence in his own 

ome. 

These may seem strong words, Mr. Speaker, but I assure 
you they are not idle ones. [have watched the process of home 
destruction from like causes as it has gone forward year after 
year, and I speak advisedly. This ought not tocontinue. This 
Congress has the power to take the initiative step to prevent this 
state of affairs and inaugurate an era in which the home 
builder will be the home owner. Will you doit? Youcan not 
begin the work ofreclaiming these lands a moment toosoon. In 
fact, it should have begun long since. 

JUSTICE TO THE SETTLERS. 


This Government owes it to the thousands it has deceived to 
begin the work at once, and by irrigation make that country 
what the settler had the right to believe it was when, fifteen or 
twenty years ago, he entered it under the alluring enticements 
of the homestead and preémption laws, to find after years of 
dreadful experience that he had beendeceived. What the Gov- 
ernment had led him to believe was a country with sufficient 
rainfall, he learned to his sorrow can be depended upon for a 
crop only at intervals. I say the Government deceived these 
pone by failing to make a proper division of the country. 

illions of acres of these western lands were opened to settle- 
ment under the provisions of the homestead and preémption 
laws that should have been opened under the desert land act. 
If this had been done no one would have been deceived, and 
these people would not have lost their all in a hopeless fight 
against fate. 

Scattered all over the Eastern slope of this vast Empire are 
thousands of as fair women and brave men a3 the sun ever shone 
upon, whose honesty, integrity, frugality, and industry are un- 
surpassed the worldover. Thousandsof them have been bravely 
fighting a hopeless battle for years in their endeavor to build 
up homes where there is not sufficient moisture to enable them 
to produce crops with certainty. Many of these, after exhaust 
ing their little all, destitute and heart-sick, are drifting back to 
the already crowded East where they come in direct competl- 
tion with the millions who now are struggling for bread, thus 
making the let of both more miserable. 

Common justice to these people demands that the Government 
take hold of this matter and, so far as possible, make this country 
what it said it was when these pao entered it. More than 
$300,000,000 have the settlers of this region paid into the Na- 
tional Treasury for these lands. One-third of this amount will 
suffice to carry this work of irrigation to a point where it will 
be self-supporting and not cost the Government a cent. Now's 
the accepted time for this Congress to begin the work of rescu- 
ing this country and people from the blast of hot winds and the 
curse of railroad monopoly. 

PRECEDENTS AND THE CONSTITUTION. 


Two of the greatest enemies of reform in legislation are the 
precedent hunter and the constitutional objector. One can not 
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gee to go forward because he is always looking backward for a 

recedent. The other can notadvance because he fears he may 
trample on the Constitution. Therefore, knowing this measure 
must run the gauntlet of these two progress obstructors, Ideem 
it proper to offer a few thoughts relative to them. 

Ifa measnre is proposed which seemingly encroaches some- 
what upon old ideas, the man after precedents is sure to rise and 
want to know if there is a precedent for it. He at once begins 
to search among the musty files of past ages to learn if at any 
time in the dim savage past any of our barbarous ancestors did 
the same thing. If he finds that they did, the proposition is all 
right; but woe unto it if he fails to find a precedent. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it would be difficult to cite precedents 
for government control of irrigation from the time of the Pha- 
raohs down to the present time. The principle is as old as gov- 
ernment itself, but I shall not cumber the record with citations, 
for I do not care, neither dol believe the people care, whether a 
thing we propose to do now has ever been done before or not. 
The only question should be: Is it right, is it feasible, is it an 
improvement on the old? If these questions are answered af- 
firmatively, it is our duty to push it to success. 

The man whois always searching for precedents is not the 
man of progress. He simply stands rooted in the foot-prints of 
hisancestors with his face turned tothe past. Progress means 
getting away from the past. The progressive man is the one 
who has stepped out of his father’s footprints, and, with hisface 
to the future, digs into its mysteries for the hidden truths al- 
ways lying there awaiting to bless mankind just as soon and 
often as prejudices for the past can be overcome. The man who 
does not advance beyond where his father stood had justas well 
never have been born so far as any benefit he may be to human- 
ity, for though he were to live a thousand years, he would leave 
the human race just where his father left it. 

To think different thoughts from what our fathers thought, 
to dodifferent deedsfrom what our fathers did, to discover truths 
our fathers never dreamed of—this is progress, and without it 
there can be no advancement. 

The precedent hunter is a back number, stale and mossgrown, 
standing in the shade of the glory which belongs to dead ages. 
Afraid of the bright lightof a higher civilization, he endeavors 
to prevent others from entering it by his persistent demands for 
precedents. 

What is true of the individual singly is true of him collect- 
ivelyasanation. Therefore let us cease this overzealous search 
for precedents. Let us search for the truth and act on the 
merits of every measure, regardless of what our ancestors may 
have done or thought. 

Ifa reform measure escapes the precedent hunter, it is sure 
to be run down by theconstitutional constructionist, who always 
stands ready to hurl the Constitution in the way of all progress. 
He has been at it from the foundation of the Government, and 
I presume he will keep at it till the end of time, for he seems 
never to learn anything. 

Mr. Speaker, I have as high regard for the organic law of 
my country as [ think should be required of any man, but I do 
not place an iron-clad construction upon it, as did the Jews upon 
their law, which visited the penalty of death upon one found 
gathering faggots on the Sabbath Day. The Constitution was 
made for man and not man fortheConstitution. Itis the creature 
of the people, made to give them greater liberties and benefits. 
If time has proved it not sufficiently elastic to permit the people 
to reach outward and upward in improvement and reform, then 
alittle more elasticity should be injected into it, either by the 
construction of the courts, or by proper amendments. Nothing 
— stand in the way of our progress, not even the Constitu- 

ion. 

The fathers wisely provided the means by which this instru- 
ment could keep pace with reform ideas and principles. It ever 
bss done so despite the objections of the strict constructionist, 
and it ever will, for the creator is mightier than the creature. 
History shows us that every step of progress made by humanity 
toward a higher civilization in either church or state has been 
made in the face of determined —— by the precedent 
hunter and the strict constitutional constructionist. They are 
the barnacles which fasten themselves on the keel of the ship of 
state, from which they must occasionally be scraped to enable 
her to move forward at all. 

Tomy mind, Mr. Speaker, there are no constitutional diffi- 
culties in the eS the present —— They have all 
been removed by the action of the Government itself in the con- 
struction of the national road years ago, the building of levees 
on the Lower Mississippi to prevent overflow of lands,and many 
other internal - But if there be any doubts in the 
matter, I think this a good time to run the = into the dry dock 
and give her bottom a thorough scraping. She will sail all the 
smoother for it ia the future. 


OUTLINE OF PLAN. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire now to outline briefly the plan of Gov- 
ernment irrigation which I have in mind. I shall not enter 
into the details of such a plan, for those can only be perfected 
as the work proceeds. We will undoubtedly learn a great many 
things by practical operation which we do not know now; but 
we do know enough to begin, and in this case, as in most others, 
a good beginning is half the work. 

In my opinion this Congress should at once establish an irri- 
gation bureau under the Agricultural Department with a com- 
petent chief at its head, whose duty it should be to have sole 
charge of irrigationin the United States. Heshould be allowed 
all the help necessary to push the work. This bureaushou!d be 
made permanent, for it will take many years to complete the 
work. Then under the supervision of this bureau the army 
officers, in order to make first cost as light as possible, should 
be put to work making a systematic survey of this whole re- 
gion. The bureau should (1) ascertain the amount of water 
available under the different plans of obtaining water in the 
different watersheds; (2) the cost of ditches and reservoirs for 
collecting and storing the water during the season when it is 
not needed until the season of crop growing; (3) the amount of 
irrigable land. 

This work should begin first in the more thickly settled por- 
tions of the territory to be irrigated in order to give speedy 
relief to those who have been struggling against drought and 
hot winds for years. As fast as finished in these portions, the 
work should be pushed into the wilderness, preparing the way 
for the civilization that will follow fast in its wake. 

The drainage of this country, as in all others, consists of vari- 
ous basins or watersheds, each of which is drained by a certain 
stream or streams. For instance, in my district there is a sec- 
tion of country drained by the Platte and its tributaries. This 
is one watershed. 

Another section is drained by the Loup Rivers and their trib- 
utaries; another by the Elkhorn; another by the Niobrara, and 
soon. Each one of these basins forms a natural basis for a sys- 
tem of irrigation. Each basin has its own water supply. Na- 
ture has established the lines regardless of any arbitrary boun- 
daries established by man. This fact alone shows the prob- 
lem to be interstate, therefore national. Hence the entire sys- 
tem must be operated regardless of State lines; otherwise the 
laws of Wyoming or Colorado might shut off the water supply 
of the citizens of Nebraska, and so on throughout the whole dis- 
trict. 

When the surveys are begun in one or more basins, as may be 
thought best, the work in each should be completed, ready for 
the work of construction to begin before the survey in a new 
basin is taken up. As soon as the survey in any basin is com- 
plete the work of excavating should begin, and the water of 
the entire basin available for irrigation or manufacturing pur- 
poses should be made applicable before the parties having the 
work in charge are permitted to enter a new field. In this way 
we shall have each system complete in itself, and, although it 
may lie in one or more States, the equal rights of all residents 
of the same basin will be secured regardless of whether they 
reside in one State ora half dozen States. The Government 
will begin to derive revenue from this source just as soon as one 
system iscomplete, thus making the work self-supporting almost 
from the beginning. 

I want it distinctly understood, Mr. Speaker, that ~ peo- 
ple are not asking something for nothing. We simply ask that 
the nation shall do for us that which is so essential to our wel- 
fare, and that which is impossible for us to do in a proper man- 
ner for ourselves, and give us proper time in which to reimburse 
the Government for all it expends. We ask this in the belief 
that it is the duty of the Government to do for its citizeus whut 
they individually or in small groups can not do for themselves. 

We ask for no paternal gifts of any kind from this Govern- 
ment. What we ask for is fraternal help to aid us in surmount- 
ing difficulties we can not surmountalone. Neither are we pro- 
posing any Pacific Railroad ‘‘confidence” or subsidy ‘‘skin 
games ” of any sort to fleece the people of millions. We pro- 
pose that the people already in this country and those to follow, 
shall pay for all of the direct benefits derived from this system 
of irrigation, and no citizen be robbed of a dollar, while all will 
be greatly benefited. This can be accomplished by the Govern- 
ment retaining control of all water rights and charging each 
user of water a small annual water rental no larger than just 
sufficient to reimburse the Government in a reasonable period, 
a! thirty or forty years, for money expended. 

he object is to make the burdensof the settler in a new coun- 
try just as light as possible consistent with safety to the Gov- 
ernment. This would be an absolutely safe undertaking for 
both. Not only would the Government be absolutely sure of get- 
ting back all moneys expended, but it would be the most mag- 











It would not 
‘only add millions of citizens to our population, but citizens with 
homes, therefore contented, loyal, patriotic citizens, ready, if 
need be, to deiend their flag and country; for in so doing they 
would be defending their homes. 

Kivery home owner has a pecuniary interest in the Govern- 


nificent investment ever made by a government. 


ment. He feels that he is part and parcel of it. Each home is 
a tower ofnational defence. The more home owners we have the 
stronger we are. Therefore it should be the desire of every 
statesman to enact laws which will make it easy for the citizen 
to own his own home, for so long as we are a nation of home 
owners this Government is invincible. Make the people tenants 
by vicious legislation, or for want of legislation, and you have 
made the Government an easy prey to foes within and foes with- 
out. ‘Therefore, I say, thata greater inheritance than millions 
of home owning, self-supporting, loyal citizens, can no Govern- 
ment have. 
STATE CONTROL. 

Mr. Speaker, there seems to be a disposition on the part of 
some to confine this irrigation problem, so far as the Govern- 
ment is concerned, to Government lands. It is proposed to cede 
these lands to the States and allow the States to assume full con- 
trol of the matter. As a representative in part of a State in 
which the Government has no agricultural lands left, I protest 

inst any such a ement for various reasons,any one of 
which seems to me a sufficient objection. 

First. Tho lands owned by the Government suitable for agri- 
culture are but a small part of the arid on, and if all were 
irrigated the problem would yet be ved. In several of 
these States the Government has no lands left that are fit for 
agriculture, either with or without irrigation. 

Second. If these lands are ceded to the States, it will result 
in jobs and steals State Legislatures, as so often has 
happened heretofore, by which the water rights will pass into 
the contcol of combines, and the agriculturist will continue to 
be their victim. 

Third. Each State can only control a small portion of the arid 
district. This, as already stated, will cause a conflict of inter- 
ests between the citizens of the different States, and result in 
endless liti and loss. 

Fourth. 1t is an interstate question, therefore a national one, 
and the Federal power is the only power capable of dealing with 
it successfully in a way to secure to allcitizens their just rights. 

PACIFICO RATLROADS. 


The settlement of the Western country began in earnest with 
the beginning of the construction of the Pacific Railroad, and 
this system of irrigation should have begun with the completion 
of that road. It is not necessary for me to enter into the details 
of that colossal steal. I[t is sutiiciont to say, it was one of the 
most gigantic thefts of the people's wealth by corporate power 
that has ever been quietly submitted to by a civilized na > 

But for the enlightenment of those who are soafraid the Gov- 
ernment will become paternalistic under the seductive influ- 
ences of Populist ne, I desire to point out a few facts in 
connection therewith. 

These facts were taken from a report made by the United 
States Railway Commission appointed by President Cleveland in 
1887, in compliance with a law the saine year. That re- 
port shows that this Government, under the control of the Re- 
publican por gave tothe Pacific wo a eg ey err A for the 
— of aiding ire ic lands and interest-be :r- 

ng ee in round numbers $447,000,000 of ‘the 
people's th. In addition to this fabulous sum, municipali- 
ties voted millions more to aid in the construction of these roads. 
Yet the most in ‘lated estimate of the actual cost of construction 
could not exceed $100,000,000. 

In other words this Government, which is ee so shy of 
paternalism, built these roads, gave them to its favorite sons, 
the corporations, and in addition $347 ,000,000 to run them with, 
and ailowed them to charge the nee mtn nag what they ought 
to for transportation. This robbery gone steadily on. We 
have to date been taxed $72,000,000 to pay the interest on $64,- 
000,000 of the read’s indebtedness. This ,000,000 of original 
indebtedness is still mr The e will continue to be 
taxed to pay the accum g interest, and in the end we wiil 
have to pay the principal, for the security is not worth the paper 
on which it is written. 

The sum total of Government donations to the Pacific Rail- 
road Companies, as already stated, amounts to $447,000,000, be- 
sides the municipal donations of millions more, and all for the 
privilege of being robbed in their transportation. In the face 
of all this, C. P. Huntington has had the gall to lobby this Con- 
= for the right to continue this robbery for the next hun- 

years. This is the paternalism I detest, and the kind the 
ists are organized to exterminate. 


r. Speaker, the average citizen learns something by ex- 
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perience, and so ought governments. It remains to be seon 
whether this Government will, in the lightof all this experience 
learn wisdom, or whether it will go on in its folly, sowing th. 
wind from which it can hope to harvest nothing but whirl wing 
This folly of granting to private corporations subsidies to do :),., 
work the Government ought to do should cease. We ought :, 
face square about, inaugurate anew policy of reconstruction » d 
reform, recognizing in that policy the rights of no mono; 
composed of a less number than the whole people. ; 

Mr. Speaker, the time to have inaugurated this policy wa, 
when these roads were constructed. What a grand openin 
that was for the beginning in practice of ‘‘a government by ti). 
people, of the people, and for the people,” by constructing tie 
roads and running them in the interests of the whole people 

This magnificent empire at that time was an absolute wildey- 
ness, Without a foot of railroad and withscarcely an inhabitant. 
What a splendid opportunity to have followed this railro ig 
building up with a system of irrigation throughout the who's 
region! 

What a greatsaving to the people it would have been in mono, 
hardsaip, and misery! It would not have cost the Governmen} 
a cent in the end, and the people would have received an ‘ 
lent for every dollar paid out. But it isuseless to weep over tiie 
mistakes and sinsof the past. I only refer to them as tho 
onee hidden rocks of monopoly upon which the hopes and {oy- 
tunes of so many millions of worthy citizens have been wrecked, 
that we may, by keeping our eyes on the beacon light of expe. 
rience, avoid them in future. 

PATERNALISM, 
Mr. Speaker, is a word that has been in great demand ever 
since the organization of the Populist party. It has been hurled 
at us upon every occasion with a vim and energy worthy of a 
better cause. We are accused of seeking to establish a patenal 
government. Why should we seek to establish something wo 
already have in its very worst form? Paternalism is just what 
we are organized to destroy. 

What is paternalism in Government? It is the favoritism of 
the Government towards a few of its citizens by which they are 
given special privileges, enabling them to control the necessi- 
ties of the people and rob them. The Pacific Railroad case just 
cited isanexample. This is the Government paternalism of an 
unjust parent pure and simple. 

But I think it should be called infernalism, for really tiat is 
its nature. No more paternal infernalism, if you please. We 
have already had too much of that under Republican and Demo- 
cratic rule. Our motto is: “Equal rights to all and specia! 
privileges to none;” and we hope to see the day soon when the 
present paternal form of government, which means the Gov- 
ernment for the few and the devil take the balance, will be 
changed to a fraternal form, which means the good of all. 

It is a little strange, Mr. Speaker, that these people who sud- 
denly became so frightened at this word upon the advent o/ the 
Populist party, never got scared at it before. It is not a new 
word. It embodies no new principle. This Government, be 
said to our shame and sorrow, has been practicing puterna ism 
for many years, as I have already shown, and these people have 
had, not only all of these years, but all these reasons for becom- 
ing scared before. But for some reason they never became 
frightened until the people began to organize to crus! it out 
onl endeavor to establish in its stead the principle of fraternal: 
ism. Then they at once saw the danger (to their own jet 
schemes) and began to shout “‘ paternalism,” which is simply ‘ho 
ery of “Stop thief.” They are endeavoring to shift their own 
sins onto the new organization, break it down, and thereby per- 
petuate themselves in power and continue the very priucip!6 
they pretend to dread so much. a. 2 

It is very clear to me that this ery originated with the po 
tician who was afraid of losing his job. It was taken up by the 
great trusts and combines, the Governments favorite chiiure, 
who by this paternal discrimination in their favor have been 
made masters of the people as completely as ever the slave 
driver was master of the black man. . ge 

As a matter of course, when any proposition is made looking 
to Government control of these interests, these fellows become 
frightened, and use “ paternalism” as a catchword to foo! the 
people with. Itis taken up by the plutocratic press and her- 
alded through the land as something dreadful, and to be avoided 
asa pestilence. It is echoed and reéchoed — politician and 
the fellow who is so full of party prejudice that he can not see 
a truth outside of his own party, though it be as large as @ hay- 


stack. . 
All they say is true of the kind of paternal government which 
now to our ee 

tical experience. But the fact that they do not seem able to & 
throug their beads fo that it is their own that sr 
guilty, and not the Populists. If they are so afraid of pater 
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ism, let them help place the Populist party in control of the 
Government, and [ assure them that it will be wiped out and 
replaced by fraternalism, which differs from it just as much as 
right differs from wrong. 

The paternalism referred to here is that of the parent who 
gives toone of his children favors and opportunities he does not 
give to the others. 
~ ‘The principle of government is inherent in man, was born in 
him, and first appeared in the private family as paternal gov- 
ernment. Out of this came patriarchal government through 
the banding together of the several families of a community for 
mutual benefit and protection, \. aich they could not have as sin- 
ole families. This simply meansa fraternal organization, the 
principle of which underlies all true government, and is that 
which we are contending for to-day. 

Our Government was constituted by organizing all of the fami- 
lies of this great country into one fraternal organization known 
as the National Government. The relation that should exist 
between the Government and the people is not the same which 
exists between the parent and his helpless infant or a doting 
father and a favorite son, in which the father lavishes upon the 
gon all the good things of life, while his brothers and sisters go 
hungry and ragged. The true relation is that existing between 
the members of a fraternal organization and its officers, the 
members contributing to thesupportof the organization accord- 
ing to their several abilities, the officers in turn enacting and 
executing the laws in such a way as to give protection to all 
alike. 

EXAMPLES OF PATERNALISM. 

Mr. Speaker, we have steadily grown away from the declara- 
tion of principles, on which this Government was founded, and 
so stondtiy and surely grown into the very worst form of pater- 
nalism, of which I desire to give you a few more examples. 

This change began in an early day by the Government giving 
away large grants of the people’s property, known as swamp 
lands, to individuals and combines on the most frivolous pre- 
texts. 

This was followed by giving away franchises of different kinds 
worth miiiions to railroad and other corporations, a flagrant 
example of which is seen in the Pacific railroad deal already 
cited. 

In addition to this the Government has practiced an equally 
bad form of paternalism in taxirg all the people, regardless of 
their ability to pay, for the benefit of the favored few. In the 
early history of thisGovernmenta small tariff tax was placed on 
certain articles shipped into our ports from foreign lands, in 
order, by raising the price of them, to induce their manufacture 
in this country. This was done with the distinct understanding 
that said tariffs should only remain in force long enough for 
the home manufacturer to establish his business, when it should 
cease. 

But as the lion, when he has tasted blood and learned how 
good it is, thirsts for more, so from that day to this the pro- 
tected manufacturer has never ceased to beat at the doors of 
this Capitol, clamoring for more tariff, under which he has 
grown fat, sleek, and strong, while the masses have paid the 
bills and grown poor. When, because of the magnificent pro- 
Harare to which he had grown, he could no longer plead the 

by act, then he hid behind the laboring man and plead for 
protection to American labor against the pauper labor of Eu- 

. But he has never neglected an opportunity to bring into 
this country this same pauper labor by the shipload to compete 
with the American laborer in his own dooryard. 

This favorite child of the Government succeeded in making 
this beautiful theory work so well that the tariffs have steadily 
grown higher and higher, while he has grown fatter, sleeker, 
and stronger, until it has culminated under the McKinley bill 
in the highest tariff and the richest manufacturers the world 
ever saw, while millions of men and women are out of employ- 
ment, and thousands of the enforced idle are organized into 
armies marching across the country seeking relief. This is 

ternalism in its worst form, but you can not get one of its 

neficiaries to call it by that name, oh, no! 

One more sample of this miserable paternalism, and I am done 
with this phase of my subject. 

If there is one policy of this Government more thoroughly 
saturated than any other with paternalism that is absolutely 
vicious in its nature it is its financial policy. The poverty, want, 
misery, and crime resulting therefrom is absolutely beyond the 
mind of man to compute or imagine. 

All through it we can see the finger-marks of the English pa- 
rent who robs all his younger children to give to the oldest, so 
en one may revel in luxury, though it beggars the rest to 


Under this policy the right to control the volume of our cur- 
rency has been placed in the hands of a fewof the Government’s 
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pets. By the granting of this special privilege the happiness 
and wolfare of the millions were placed under control of heart- 
less corporations, whose sole motive power isavarice. It is this 
money combine which has the Government by the throat to-day 
with the power to crush it the moment it fails to do the bidding 
of Wall street. Under this power we have the disgusting spee- 
tacle of seeing the Executive of ths Nation hopping like a jump- 
ing jackatevery pull of the string,and talking of the patriotism 
of the fellows who compose this combine, when everyone knows 
or ought to know that there is not now, nor ever was, a drop of 
patriotic blood in their veins. 

History fails to show a single instance, even in the Govern- 
ment’s darkest hour, when these fellows came to the nation’s res- 
cue or made any display of patriotism, except under circum- 
stances which would yield them the largest dividends in return. 
It was this same money power that changed the terms of the 
bond payment, destroyed the greenback, passed the credit- 
strengthening act, demonetized silver in 1873, repealed the Sher- 
man act in 1843, vetoed the seigniorage bill, and issued a new 
lot of bonds. It has steadily contracted the volume of the cur- 
rency to one-half the amount necessary to doa suflicient amount 
of business to meet the requirements of our people. This has 
resulted in the loss of millionsof dollarsand thousands of homes 
to the wealth-makers. It has created paupers on the one hand 
and millionaires on the other. 

I might cite many other examples of the paternalism with 
which our people have been cursed, but these will suftice to show 
how the Government has given to a few of her favored sons spe- 
cial privileges by which they have the people in their power as 
absolutely as the highwayman has bis victim, and can rob them 
with greater dispatch and absolute safety. 

Mr. Speaker, this is the sort of paternalism that has de- 
stroyed every Gove: nment which kas gone down in history, and 
it will destroy this one if persisted in. This seems to me to be 
a good time to begin to check it, and I know of no better open- 
ing than in this matter of irrigating the great West. We can 
not begin a day too soon to head off, not the land-grabber, but 
the water-grabber, for the fellow who gets control of the water 
supply is absolute monarch of all he surveys. 

THE PRESENT SITUATION. 

But, Mr. Speaker,as above stated, I have no hope of getting 
any relief from Congress as now constituted. It is almost im- 
possible to get even a hearing on this matter, to say nothing of 
action that will accomplish the work. Thousands of dollars are 
appropriated for monuments to dead men, thousands for firing 
the sun-down gun, millions to build cannons so large that it 
costs hundreds of dollars to fire them once, and millions more 
for the general interests of the East; but not one cent for irri- 
gation, the West's greatest interest, although we are more than 
willing to repay it. 

In conclusion, I will say that I have endeavored to arouse the 
interest in this body which the importance of the proposition 
demands, and whether I will succeed or not, I will have the sat- 
isfaction of knowing I have done my duty. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. CAMINETTI]. 

{[Mr. CAMINETTI addressed the House. See Appendix.} 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, as no other gentleman, I be- 
lieve, wishes to speak on this question, and as we can not take a 
vote this evening, I will ask, as it is now nearly 5 o’clock, that 
the usual recess be now taken. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
lows: 

To Mr. Coss of Alabama, for one day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. WOODARD, for two days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. RANDALL, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 
ness. 





WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to withdraw from the files of the House of the Fifty-second Con- 
gress, without leaving copies, papers in the case of Alfred Reb- 
samin. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask unanimous consent that the recess be 
now taken. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the House will now 
take its usual recess of Friday evening, without waiting until 5 
o’clock. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROOK- 
SHIRE] will perform the duties of the chair at the evening ses- 


The House (at 4 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.) took a recess 
until 8 o’clock p. m. 
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EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o'clock 
p.m.,and wascalled to order by Mr. BROOKSHIRE, as Speaker pro 
‘tempore. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


_ The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is now in session for 
the consideration of business under the special rule for Friday 
evening sessions. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the 
purpose of considering bills specified in the rule. 

The question was taken, and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT of South Carolina) there were—ayes 20, noes 2. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I do not think we have enough 
people to work to-night; and I will have to make the point of 
no quorum, at least for awhile, to see how many are here. 

r. MARTIN of Indiana. Oh, no; I hope not. This is the 
first pleasant evening we have had; let us go on and do some 
work, 

Mr. KILGORE, Oh, there are no members here yet. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order being made, 
the Chair will appoint tellers. 

— KILGORE and Mr. MARTIN of Indiana were appointed 
tellers. 

The House again divided, and the tellers reported—ayes 34, 
noes 1, 

Mr. PICKLER. Is the point of no quorum withdrawn? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that it 
is not insisted upon. 

So (no further count being demanded) the motion was agreed 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. DocKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole under the special rule, and the Clerk will report the un- 
finished business coming over from the last session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5405) — 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that, passing over bills that have been considered and dis- 
agreed to, we begin with Calendar No. 421, page 29. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, that order 
will be made. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, before that I wish to ask unani- 
mous consent for the consideration of a bill that has been before 
the committee on several occasions, and to which I think there 
can be no ae objection. I have letters furnished me—a let- 
ter from Gen. WHEELER and from the Speaker of the House, 
stating that the bill will be passed whenever it is taken up. It 
is a very meritorious bill. 

A MEMBER. What is the number of the bill? 

Mr. HULL. No. 5260. My people think that I am not doing 
my duty by not calling it up, especially as it is near the head of 
the Calendar. I therefore ask unanimous consent that it be 
first considered, and afterwards I will make no objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Indiana. 

he CHAIRMAN. There is one request already pending for 
unanimous consent. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. HULL. ‘Mr. Chairman, I shall have to object. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I rise to submit 
a parliamentary in ae 

The CHAIR AN . The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. It concerns abill on the Calendar 
(Calendar No. 406) for the relief of John C. Nuss. My inquiry 
is whether or not this is a bill of such a character as to require 
consideration at a Friday night session in Committee of the 
Whole? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Chair will examine it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The bill is not toremove acharge 
of desertion or to remove a disability, but to revoke a finding of 
a court-martial. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I beg leave to suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana that the liamentary inquiry would 
hardly come —_ the bill itself is called up. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I trust the gentleman will not 
raise that point now. I shall occupy but a moment. 

This bill has been twice called up by myself in the House, and 
objection there made to its consideration. The emt 89 
who objected asked if it had been considered, at a Friday night 
session in Committee of the Whole. I claim that it is not nec- 
essary that it should be so considered. and so stated at the time 
in the House; but I desire to ask a ruling of the Chair on that 


If the gentleman will send up the bill, the 
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point. The object of the bill is to revoke the finding of a court- 
martial. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman refer to House bi!] 
No. 6926? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. That is the number of the bill. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, the rule under which we are operating 
on these Friday night sessions provides: 7 
That the House shall, on each Friday at 5 o'clock p. m., take a recess until] 
8 o’clock, the evening session to be devoted to the consideration of bills re. 
ported from the Committee on Pensions— 
This bill is not reported from the Committee on Pensions, but 
from the Committee on Military Affairs. 
and the Committee on Invalid Pensions— 
a bill is not reported from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
to bills for the removal of political disabilities— 
This is not a bill for the removal of political disabilities— 
and bills removing charges of desertion only. 


This is not a bill to remove a charge of desertion. It there. 
fore does not come within any of the provisions of the rule, 
The whole purpose of the bill is to modify the finding of acourt 
martial dishonorably discharging a soldier for alleged mutiny 
after the war had closed. 

I desire to ask the Chair for a ruling as to whether or not it 
is a bill that requires to be first considered in Committee of the 
Whole on Friday evening sessions? 

The CHAIRMAN. he gentleman from Indiana has cor- 
rectly stated the rule, which limits the consideration of bills at 
this session to those bills which have been reported from the 
Committee on Pensions, on Invalid Pensions, for the removal of 
political disabilities, and for the removal of tharges of deser- 
tion. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. This bill, then, being favorably 
reported from the Committee on Military Affairs, is on the Cal 
endar; and it would be in the power of the House to pass the 
bill without going into Committee of the Whole for that pur- 

ose? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that this bill does not 
come within the provisions of the rule providing for lriday 
evening sessions. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. That is what I desire to know, 
Mr. Chairman. This bill carries no appropriation whatever. 


THOMAS CORIGAN, 


Mr. HULL. I want to ask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of this bill, which is practically at the head of the list, 
and then we can proceed under the request for unanimous con- 
sent made by the gentleman from Indiana. Iask that the House 
bill 5260 be acted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which the 
Clerk will report, after which the Chair will ask if there be ob- 
jection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5260) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Corigan. 

Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and empowered to place on the invalid pension roll of the United States th 
name of Thomas Corigan, late a member of Company Bof the Eighty-eight 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of 872 per month, from and aftef 
the passage of this act. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of this bill. Isthere 
objection? 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. KILGORE. How is it that it should be considered out 
of its regular order? 

Mr. HULL. It is at the head of the Calendar. 

Mr. KILGORE. I have no objection myself, but I want to 
know how it comes up. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? —_ 

Mr. WEADOCK. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry 
as to whether this is the same bill that we spent nearly aneven- 
ing on a while ago? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is a question of fact rather thana 
parliamentary ey: 

Mr. HULL. It is; but I do not think there will be any objec 
tion to it now. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Iam anxious to save time. 


ject. ; 
: The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection? [Afterapause.] The 
Chair hears none. 
Mr. HULL. I move that it be laidaside with a favorable rec: 
ommendation. 
ane eeee. As it is now before the House, let the report 
read. 


I will not ob- 
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The report (by Mr. LACEY) was read, as follows: 


The Cominittee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H.R. 5260) 
to increase the pension of Thomas Corigan from 830 to $72 per month, and 
gubmit the following report: 

Thomas Corigan Was @ corporal in Company B, Eighty-eighth Illinois In- 
fantry, enlisted July 28, 1862, and was discharged on January 24, 1864. 

At the battle of Chickamauga, September 20, 1863, he was severely wounded 
in the left hand, and is now drawing a pension of #30 per month for that in- 

ury, the arm being rendered wholly useless by the wound. At the same 
dune he was wounded by a buckshot in the neck, and the soldier claims that 
this wound has affected his spine and has produced epilepsy. 

The medical evidence shows that the wound in the neck produces distinct 
crepitus on movement of the neck. The epileptic fits have gradually in- 
creased until the soldier is totally helpless and requires constant aid and 
attendance and has become almost imbecile mentally. 

The Pension Bureau in 1892 holds that itcan not accept the ‘fits’’ as a re- 
sult of the wound in the back of the neck, but no other cause is evident, and 
medical evidence has been furnished to show that the wound in the neck is 
the cause of his present condition. 

The soldier’s condition is —— in the extreme, andif the wound in the 
neck is the cause of his injury he would be entitled to $72 per month under 
the generallaw. We are not disposed to criticise the action of the Pension 
Bureau in rejecting this portion of the soldier's claim, but we think that it 
might have very rsa J decided the other way under the evidence and exam- 
ination of the medical boards. 

Your committee think that the soldier should be given the benefit of the 
doubt to the extent of being raised to the second grade or 80 amonth. The 
committee is adverse to reporting bills changing the rate of pension as fixed 
by the Pension Bureau, but in a case of extreme helplessnes like the pres- 
ent, where the wound has been followed by such helplessness, and there is 
much evidence to show that the soldier’s condition is due to his wound, we 
are inclined to relax the rule. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out 
“seventy-two,” in line 7, and inserting ‘‘ fifty.” . 

If the case were before us as an original question, we would probably 
have come to a different conclusion from that arrived at by the Pension 
Bureau, but in the doubt raised in the case we think that the second grade 
would relieve the wants of the soldier and ought to be granted, especially 
as the claimant was an excellent soldier, highly commended by Col. F. " 
Sherman, and his severe wounds received in the battle of Chickamauga are 
clearly shown. 

The letter of Col. Sherman is as follows: 


“HEADQUARTERS FIRST BRIGADE, 
“SECOND DIVISION, FOURTH ARMY CORPS, 
“Camp near Blains Cross Roads, Kast Tennessee, January 10, 1864. 
“To whom it may concern: 


“This is to certify that Thomas Corigan, an enlisted man of the Eighty- 
eighth Regiment Infantry Illinois Volunteers and corporal of Company 8B, 
same regiment, is a soldier good and true; ever faithful in the discharge of 
duty, never absent without leave, brave as a lionin action, and always at his 
post. He won the confidence and esteem of his commanding officers by his 
uniform goodconduct and soldierly bearing. I therefore take great pleasure 
and bear willing testimony to his merit, and request that his wishes may be 
consulted, inasmuch as he is disabled from active field service by reason of 
wounds received on the hard-fought and bloody field of Chickamauga on the 
20th of September, 1853. 

“PF. T. SHERMAN, 


“Colonel Highty-eighth Infantry, Illinois Volunteers.” 


Your committee recommend that the bill do pass after being amended by 
striking out the word ‘' seventy-two,”’ in line 7, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the word “ fifty.” 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I understood the gentle- 
man to say that he had a letter from the President. 

Mr. HULL. No, sir; I did not say that. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I[ understood you to say 
that you had a letter from somebody, giving a reason why this 
bill should be passed. 

Mr. HULL. Some parties now living in Des Moines who 
were in the Confederate army—— 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
being done now by writing letters. 

Mr. HULL (continuing). Now citizens of Des Moines, and 
well acquainted with this gentleman, and they claim—— 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Have the letters read. 

Mr. HULL. I want to tell you first how they came into my 


It seems that business is 
{Laughter. ] 


ssion. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Have them read. 
Mr. HULL. I propose tohave themread. These parties live 


in Des Moines,and I understand from their letters that they were 
formerly Confederates and now live in my town. They are well 


acquainted with the claimant in this bill, and they believe that | 


he should have this increase of pension, and express their 
astonishment that objection should be made toit. Oneof them 
claims to be a personal friend of the Speaker, and the other a 
personal friend of the gentlemanfrom Alabama|[Mr. WHEELER], 
and we all know that Gen. WHEELER wasa gallant Confederate 
soldier, and they wrote letters to the Speaker and to Mr. 
WHEELER. These are their replies, and I will ask the Clerk to 
read them. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SPEAKER'S ROOM, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., May 22, 1894. 
Dg£AR Str: Your letter is received. The bil! to pension Mr. Corigan has 
the committee, and beer favorably reported, and is incharge of Mr. 
cey. On some Friday night, perhaps next Friday, or the following one, 
Mr. LACEY will endeavor to bring it up and have a vote on it, and hopes he 
Will be able to pass it. 
Yours, very truly, 


CHARLES F. CRISP. 
Mr. WILLIAM BERRY, 
Box 95, East Des Moines, Iowa. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. U., August 2, 1894 
MY DEAR SiR: Your letter is received, and I am sorry to know of the op- 
sition to Mr. Corigan’s bill. If Mr. LACEY will bring it up at once I think 
t will pass without opposition, as some of the members who opposed it are 
absent. I return the letter from Mr. Crisp, thinking you may wish to pre- 
serve it. 
Very truly, yours, 





JOS. WHEELER, 
Per S. 
Mr. SAMUEL JONES, 
Des Moines, Iowa. 

{Laughter. ] 

Mr. HULL. I will yield to my friend from Alabama. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Like other members of Con- 
gress Itryto have matters attended towell whether Iam here 
or away. On the 2d day of AugustI was making speeches twice 
a day in the cause of the glorious Democracy of Alabama. On 
the 2d day of August I made a speech to a large audience at 
Scottsboro, Ala. That evening I went to Larkinsburg, Ala., 
made a speech that night to a large audience composed of the 
good citizens of that vicinity. 

At half past 10 that night I took the cars, traveled between 
one and two hundred miles, and reached Florence the next 
morning, where I again made a speech to the good people of 
that city, and that night I had the pleasure of addressing the 
good citizens of Sheffield. It will therefore be seen that I had 
no time to write the letter which has been read; but in my ab- 
sence my excellent clerk did the best he could in reply to that 
letter. [Renewed laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, since my name has been brought into 
that matter, I want to reply to the charges made that this Con- 
gress has been derelictin its duty; and Il assert in reply to those 
charges, made on the Republican side of the House, that no Con- 
gress has occupied this Hall for a third of a century that has 
done as much to relieve the people and to aid in the prosperity 
of our land as has been done by the Congress now in session. 

Yes, Mr. Chairman, I assert that the present Congress has 
—_ more laws for the benefit of the people, and particularly 

or the farmers and laboring people in general, than any Con- 
gress for a third of a century. 

Mr. HULL. One minute. I hope my friend will yield the 
floor tome. I yielded to him for an explanation of the letter. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will not hold it long. 

Mr. HULL. I think there will be no objection to the gentle- 
man printing his remarks. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. But then I want to express my 
views to the House. 

Mr. KILGORE. I submit to the gentleman from Iowa and to 
the gentleman from Alabama that the gentleman from Iowa 
might be allowed to get through with his statement, and then 
the gentleman from Alabama might foliow and consume all the 
time he pleases. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
tory to me. 

Mr. HULL. Ido not want the gentleman to take up all my 
time. I want to have a vote on this bill. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. From the moment that the 
House of Representatives voted for a law which required the 
people of wealth to pay a tax upon their incomes the metro- 
politan press, and I may say the press of all the large cities of 
| the North without distinction of party, commenced a most viru- 

lent attack upon the House of Representatives, which they ex- 
tended to the Senate the moment that body sanctioned this just 
measure by their vote. These papers, the all-powerful agencies 
in controlling public opinion, have successfully sought to con- 
vince the public that this House has been derelict of duty, or, to 
use their expressions, ‘‘has done nothing.” In reply to this 
very unjust charge, I assert without fear of contradiction that 
no Congress fora third of a century has done one-tenth as much 
for the people as has been done by the Congress now in session, 
REPEAL OF FEDERAL ELECTION LAWS. 

We passed the law repealing the Federal election laws, laws 
which were enacted by Republicans and which have been a con- 
stant menace to American institutions. 

According to our principles of government, and according to 
the spirit of the Constitution, all elections were directed to be 
‘* by the people.” 

| But, according to the Republican election laws, which we 
| have now repealed, the supervision and conduct of this impor- 
tant safeguard to liberty was virtually taken from the people 
and placed in the hands of Federal agents, in many cases for- 
| eign in interest and feeling to the people of the States whose 
elections they sought to control. Sometimes these Federal 
| agents were good men, but when Federal officials desired to sup- 
| press the will of the people, the lowest and most unscrupulous 
villains, who disgraced the communities where they lived, wore 
made the instruments to supervise and control the elections of 
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free, honest, and patriotic Americans. Our best citizens were 

arrested on trumped-up charges, and outrages almost unparal- 

leled were committed. 

REPEAL OF LAW EXEMPTING GREENBACK OR NATIONAL-BANK MONEY FROM 
TAXATION, 

Anvther unjust and un-American law has been repealed by 
this Congress. A million dollars of greenback or national-bank 
money might be piled up in a bank, and while it is protected by 
State and city authorities they were not allowed to tax the 
owner of this property one farthing. Policemen were employed 
to protect it and all the agencies of State and city governments 
were exercised to keep it secure and safe, and to pay this great 
expense other people, even including the poorest of the land, 
were taxed to meet these expenditures. This unjust law we 
have repealed, and in future the owners of this character of 
property will be compelled to pay taxes the same as other citi- 


zens. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question there? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
bankruptey bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield 
to the gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I must beg the gentleman not 
to interrupt me. 

Mr.TAWNEY. Alll desire to knowishow much time elapsed 
between the passage of the bill repealing the Federal election 
laws and these other bills of which you speak? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. On account of opposition on 
the part of Republicans some time elapsed. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Abouta year. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No; much less than a year. 


VOLUNTARY BANKRUPT ACT. 

I was making an effort to state that the House has also passed 
a law which authorizes any citizen who is in debt to have him- 
self declared bankrupt, and by that means become discharged 
of all indebtedness. 

ELECTION OF SENATORS BY THE PEOPLE. 

‘The House has also passed a joint resolution providing for an 
amendment to the Constitution authorizing States to have their 
Senators elected directly by the people. The proposed amend- 
ment says: 

The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators from 
each State. elected by the people thereof, at large, for six years; and each 
Senator shall have one vote. The electors in each State shall have the qual- 


ifications requisite for electors of the most numerous branch of the State 
Legislature. 


The nearer the lawmakers are to the people the better and 
more beneficent will be the laws. 

Mr. LOUD. Congress has not done that. 
the House. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. 
passed the House. 

SAFEGUARDS TO IMMIGRATION. 

We have also — a very beneficent measure (H. R. 5246) 
restricting and piacing very important safeguards upon immi- 
gration, 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. Will the gentleman per- 
mit a question? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. One question. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Do you think this bill 
ought to pass? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I have been trying to discuss 
the measure, but you gentlemen on the Republican side seem to 
desire to prevent discussion. [Laughter.] 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. If you do, why do you 
not let us vote on it? 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. Then, Mr. Chairman, we passed 
alaw reclaiming 40,000,000 acres of lands worth a thousand mil- 
lion dollars. [Laughter.] 


AN EMPIRE RECLAIMED TO THE PBOPLD. 

Yes, Mr. Chairman, the House has also @ this very im- 
portant law by which it reclaims to the people 48,000,000 acres 
of land, which Republicans have permi gigantic corpora- 
tions to withhold and use and claim as their own, although they 
had no right to these lands whatever. Many of these lands con- 
tained valuable minerals, and their value has been estimated as 
exceeding $1,000,000,000. 

ADMISSION OF UTAH, ARIZONA, AND NEW MEXICO. 


I am also glad to remind the House and country that the com- 
mittee of which I have the honor to be chairman has reported 
four bills for the admission of Territories into the sisterhood of 
States. Three of these bills, viz, the bills for the admission of 
Utah, Arizona, and New Mexico, have passed the House, and 
the one for the admission of Utah has already become a law. 


And then we passed a voluntary 


It has only passed 
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The bills for the admission of Arizona and New Mexico, atter 
passing the House, have been favorably reported by the Senate 
committee, and are now on the Senate Calendar with every 
prospect of favorable action by thatbody. The fourth, a bill for 
the admission of Oklahoma, is now upon the House Calendar with 
every hope of prompt action. 

BENEFICENT POSTAL LAWS. 

We have also enacted laws very beneficial to the people upon 
our appropriation bills. On the Post-Office bill we extended the 
1 cent a pound rate to— 

All periodical publications issued from a known place of publication a 
stated intervals and as frequently as four times a year by or under the auspices 
of a benevolent or fraternal society or order organized under the lodgesystem 
and having a bona fide membership of not less than 1,000 persons or by a 
regularly incorporated institution of learning or by or under the auspices 
of a trades union and all publications of strictly professional, literary, his- 
torical, or scientitic societies, including the bulletins issued by State boards 
of health, shall beadmitted to theimails as second-class matter and the post- 
age thereon shall be the same as on other second-class matter and no more 

Then by the judicious provisions in that bill regarding the man- 
ufacture and distribution of stamps, postal cards, etc., we hope 
to make an annual saving of at least $200,000, and although our 
appropriations for the Post-Office during the coming year reac hei 
the enormous and unprecedented sum of $87,240,599.55, which 
became necessary on account of the extended facilities given to 
the people, yet by our judicious and economical provisions, we 
fee! confident that the Department will be self-sustaining and 
that every dollar of this sum will be returned to the Treasury. 

MANY MILLIONS TO BE ANNUALLY SAVED. 


Another great evidence of Democratic economy is shown by 
the position of the legislative bill which I hold in my hand, by 
which a great many offices have been abolished and the work of 
the Treasury Department materially simplified. These provi- 
sions are found on pages 49-52 of the legislative act approved 
July 31, 1894. By the economies instituted by this legislation 
and the economies inaugurated by the War Department and the 
Government Printing Office, by which thousands of surplus em- 
ployés have been dispensed with, many million dollars are savei 
which under Republican administration was useless expense. 

But this inauguration of economy in the administration of 
Government affairs would of necessity extend into all branches 
of the Government service, and resultin the reduction of annual 
expenditure very many million dollars. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I make the point of order that tho 
remarks of the gentieman are not germane to the subject. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I insist, Mr. Chairman, that 
my remarks are in reply to charges which have been made by 
Republicans that this House has been derelict. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend. The gen- 
tleman from [Indiana makes the point of order that the remarks 
of the gentleman from Alabama are not in order. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I insist, Mr. Chairman, that it is 
due to this House and to the rules of the House that the re- 
marks of members shall be confined to the question that is under 
consideration. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Now, Mr. Chairman, on that 
pointof order I want to sayaword. A bill thathas been broug!.' 
up for consideration which appropriates money, and the charge 
has been made repeatedly, even by the gentleman from Indiana, 
that we are neglecting our duty here, and I want to show that 
we are not. That is pertinent to thisbill. Itapplies to this bill 
as much as it does to all other bills. [Laughter. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The ruleof the House is well understood. 
Paragraph 1 of Rule XIV is in these words: 


When any member desires to speak or deliver any matter to the House he 
shall rise and respectfully address himself to ‘‘ Mr. Speaker,*’ and, on being 
Popes rar pe may address the House from any place on the floor, or from tho 
Clerk's desk, and shall contine himself to the question under debate, avoid- 
ing personalities. 

Paragraph 8 of Rule XXIII provides that— 


The rules of proceed'ng in the House shall be observed in Committees of 
the whole House so far as they may be applicable. 


The gentleman from Alabama will observe the rule, which 
requires him to address himself to the question under debate. 
The question under debate now is a bill granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas Corrigan. The Chair asks the gentleman ‘0 
confine himself to the question under debate. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to suggest that 
it is not possible for the Chairman, or for the gentleman from 
Indiana who makes the point of order, to anticipate what wil! 
be the conclusion from the argument which the gentleman {rom 
Alabama proposes to present to the committee. ughter.| 
Besides, he has a right to tulk about the state of the country, 
and especially about the state of the finamces, because money 
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must be provided to meet this proposed increase of pension. 
{Laughter.] a 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill under consideration is a bill to 
increase the pension of Thomas Corrigan. The Chair holds 
that the gentleman from Alabama must proceed in order under 

erule. 
as WHEELER of Alabama. I shall endeavor to make my 
remarks applicable to the question, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I renew the point 
of order and insist on the observance of the rule. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Iamcoming rightto the point. 
I do not think the gentleman ought to insist upon his point of 
ordor until he sees the applicability of my remarks. [Laughter. | 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Does the gentleman say he is going 
to discuss this bill? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
priety of passing this bill. 

Mr. HUDSON. May [ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. One question. 

Mr. HUDSON. Have you any objection to the letter which 

ou say was prepared by your clerk? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I have not seen either the bill 
or the report, and I never kn>w of that letter until it was pro- 
duced by the gentleman from Iowaand read here a few moments 


ee 


I am going to discuss the pro- 


0. 
“eur. HUDSON. But you have heard the letter read; now do 
you object to it? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The general tendency of the 
letter is probably all right. My clerk, I suppose, investigated 
the mat er fully, but I have not seen him about it, and I do not 
know what was the result of the investigation. 

Mr. HUDSON. Well, if you think the letter is allright, why 
not let us vote on the bill? 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. Then, Mr. Chairman, we passed 
a law to place on the free list agricultural implements, iron cot- 
ton ties, bagging for cotton, bags for grain, many agricultural 
seeds, cotton gins, and binding-twine. Besides this—— 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, [ insist upon the 
point of order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Now, Iam going to show how 
all these illustrations of the work of this Congress will enable 
us to pass this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I make the point of order that the 
gentleman is not discussing the bill under consideration, as the 
rwe requires him to do. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Clerk wil! read paragraph 4 of Rule 


‘ant 


; The Clerk read as follows: 


4, If any member, in speaking, or otherwise, transgress the rules of the 
House, the Speaker shall, or any memver may, call him to order; in which 
case he shall immediately sit down, unless permitted on motionof another 
member to explain, and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the case, 
without debate; if the decision is in favor of the member called to order, he 
shall be at liberty to proceed, but not otherwise; and, if the case require it, 
he shall be liable to censure or such punishment as the House may deem 
proper. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I was going on 
ina very proper manner for the purpose of showing what ap- 
propriations had been made by this and previous Conyresses—— 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. [rise toa pointof order. 
The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And the economy to be exer- 
cised by the passage of this bill. But I see that the chairman of 
theCommittee on Invalid Pensions objects to this line of remark. 
I hope he will allow me to go on without further objection. It 
will not take me long. 


Mr. HUDSON. How much time does the gentleman want to 


occupy? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I donot want more than fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. HUDSON. Could you not make it five? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I think I ought to have fifteen 
minutes, 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman ask unanimous con- 
sent to be allowed fifteen minutes? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I do. 

Several members ob ected. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. ThenI ask unanimous consent 
that I may print these remarks. 

oe CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that order will be 
made. 

Mr. LOUD. I object. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Well, then, Mr. Speaker, I 
think I can make my remarks pertinent to this bill in a way that 
will satisfy even the distinguished chairman of the Committee 
on Pensions. But I am so unwilling that anyone should think I 
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am tranusgressing the rules of the House thatI renew my request 
that [ be permitted to proceed without interruption for a period 
of only ten minutes. 

Mr. HULL. I renew the request that the gentleman from 
Alabama have leave to print his remarks. 

Mr. MAHON. I object. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Well, Mr. Chairman, I am go- 
ing to make some remarks perfectly pertinent to this question. 
Here is a proposition making appropriation 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. The gentleman trom 
Alabama is too good a soldier to insist upon disobeying orders. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. I willnotdisobey orders. I will 
promptly comply with any suggestion from our excellent Pre- 
siding Officer. [ have great respect for him. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman from Alabama is 
as persistent in peace as he was in war. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. If in what I am going to say | 
do not make my remarks in order on this bill, I shall sit down. 
L have such great respect for the Chair that I would not trans- 
gress even a suggestion from him upon any subject. 

Now, the question is about the means in the Treasury in order 
to make these appropriations proper 

A MEMBER. Regular order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And in that line [ will call at- 
tention to the fact that both the House and the Senate are Demo 
cratic, and that all Democratic Congresses have been so econom 
ical in their expenditures that we can with great propriety 
make the expenditure now proposed. And to prove this I wil! 
state some fucts regarding appropriations. 

For six years prior to the Forty-fourth Congress the average 
appropriations by the various Congresses—all Republican Con- 
gresses—was $181,000,000a year. Then the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress : 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I make the point of order 
that the gentleman is not proceeding in accordance with the 
ruling of the Chair, and is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not catch the last 
of the gentleman from Alabama. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 

in the line of eeonomy—— 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama has not the consent of the House to proceed. 

Mr. KILGORE. But he has the floor, and he has the right to 
proceed in order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
doing something. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair asks the gentleman from Ala- 
bama to proceedin order. Hehas had long serviceon the floor, 
and is familiar with the rules. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I shall certainly try to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair feels sure the gentleman from 
Alabama does not desire to trangress the rules of the House. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. [I assure the Chairman, for 
whom I have great respect, that I am trying to keep strictly in 
order. 

Now, the Forty-fourth Congress came in, and it economized 
appropriations so that the average annual appropriation was 
only $149,00.,000, 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I make the point of order 
that the gentleman from Alabama is not proceeding in order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I insist, Mr. Chairman, that 
on a bill making an appropriation of money it is proper toshow 
the condition of the Treasury. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
der. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama will sus- 
pend. The Chair will again call the attention of the committee 
to the rule: 


If any member, in speaking or otherwise, trangressthe rules of the House 
the Speaker shall, or any member may, call him to order— 


Now, in this case the gentleman has been called to order— 


in which case he shall immediately sit down, unless permitted on motion of 
another member to explain, and the House shall, if appealed to, decide the 
case without debate. I[f the decision isin favor of the member called to 
order he shall be at liberty to proceed, but not otherwise. 

Underthe univers:l practice of the House when a member has 
been called to order for exercising liberty in debate it has been —— 

Mr. TATE. I move thit the gentleman proceed in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Allow the Chair to conclude his state- 
ment. It has been the practice, as the Chair remembers, to 
allow a motion that a gentleman be permitted to proceed in 
order; and if the committee or the House desire him to proceed 
in the line of remarks he is pursuing, it is within the power of 
either, as the case may be, to so determine. It seems to be in 
the power of the House to say whether or not a gentleman may 
proceed in the line of remarks he is pursuing. 





remark 


[am proceeding to show that 


Well, I can stay here an hour 


I call the gentleman to or- 





XS 





81404 





Mr. HUDSON. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
may be permitted to proceed for ten minutes. 

A MEMBER. What, outof order! 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I object. 

Mr. TATE. I move that the gentleman be allowed to pro- 
ceeu in the line of remarks he is pursuing, for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. MAHON. That, I believe, is debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not debatable, under the rules. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. [rise toaparliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, Allow the Chair first to state the pending 
motion. The gentleman from Georgia moves that the gentle- 
man from Alabama be allowed to proceed for fifteen minutes 
in the line of remarks he has been pursuing. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
ask whether or not that motion is in order under the circum- 
stances? Is it not true that the only motion in order is that the 
gentleman be allowed to proceed in order or to explain under 
the rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair isof the opinion that the prac- 
tice has been to allow a gentleman to proceed in the line of re- 
marks he is pursuing, if such be the willof the House. That 
was decided, as the Chair recollects, in a case that arose in the 
Fiftieth Congress, by Speaker Carlisle. The Chair has been 
trying to recall the case. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. Is that motion debata- 
ble? 

The CHAIRMAN, It is not. 

; oe BAKER of New Hampshire. I rise to a parliamentary 
nquiry. 

‘The GHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Inasmuch as the gentle- 
man from Alabama has been called to order by the Chair, is it 
in order to entertain any motion that he be allowed tocontinue 
in that line of remarks which have beep held to be entirely out 
of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks so, under the practice 
ofthe House. Itis, of course, with the committee tosay whether 
the gentleman shall proceed in the lineof remarks he is making 
or not. The Chair will submit the question. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. TATE; and, on 
a division, there were—ayes 24, noes 31. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Now, Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
a teres a ae 

‘he CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, Whenabill is before the House 
which appropriates money, is it proper, in-discussing the bill, 
in the opinion of the Chair, or is it pursuing a proper line of 
argument to state the condition of the Treasury? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it would be. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Thatis whatI was trying todo. 

Mr. MAHON. Icall the gentleman from Alabama to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama has only 
asked a parliamentary question. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I wish to make a parlia- 
mentary res 
' The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama has the 
floor. 

Mr. VAN-VOORHIS of New York. I understand that the 
gentieman is called to order—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN: The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. VAN VOORKHIS of New York. A motion was made that 
the gentleman be permitted to proceed, which motion was voted 
down. Now, can the gentleman from Alabama proceed exactly 
as if that motion had been voted up? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is the question I wanted to submit. 

The CHAIRMAN. He can not. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Then I raise the point 
of order that the gentleman is not entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HEPBU That is the point. The gentleman has not 
the floor, but was taken off the floor by the direct action of the 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis true. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama, by a vote of the committee, of course can not proceed in 
the line of the remarks he was pursuing. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. But hecan proceed on the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Let me make a parliamentary 
inguiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, I wish to ask whether or not 
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the gentleman can be permitted to proceed at all, in view of the 
action of the committee? 


The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks he can proceed in 


order. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I insist that he can not, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Hecan not proceed out of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. He can not proceed at all. The 
committee have so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly, if the gentleman gets tho 
floor. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I make the point that the House 
having refused the gentleman permission to explain, that that 
takes him off his feet and he looses the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Notatall. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. And he can not proceed in viola 
tion of the action of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not at all. The gentleman was recoc- 
nized for the purpose of debate, and can proceed under the rules 
in order. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. But under the rules—— 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair. 

Mr. JOHNSON of [ndiana (continuing), When a member is 
called to order, after he takes his seat he may be permitted to 
explain, if the House votes that he be permitted to explain; 
but the question is whether he shall continue in debate after 
the House has decided against him, and I hold that he can not: 
otherwise the making of a point of order would be of no ayail, 
and might just as weil be waived if a member is not to be con- 
trolled by the rules in the House or in committee. Iam quite 
sure I am right about this. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the gentleman has 
the right to proceed in order. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But the House has refused 
to hear him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The action of the House was only taken 
on the motion of the gentleman from Georgia, that he be per 
mitted to proceed in the line of remark he was pursuing. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. With due respect to the Chair, 
I think I am right, but will not appeal. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I rise to a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Is an appeal in order 
from the decision of the Chair? If so, I make that appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not from a parlimentary inquiry. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. No; but from the de- 
cision of the Chair. The Chair has decided that the gentleman 
from Alabama is entitled to the floor. From that decision I ap- 


al. 
P The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not allow an appeal upon 
a question of recognition. The matter of recognition is entirely 
with the Chair. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will the Chair permit me just 
one moment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I call the attention of the Chair 
to the latter clause of Rule—— 

The CHAIRMAN. What rule? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Section 4 of Rule XIV. The 
latter clause of it provides. 


If the decision is in favor of the member called to order, he shall! be at 
liberty to proceed, not otherwise. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think a proper inter- 
pretation of that rule would prevent the gentleman from pro 
ceeding in order. 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. Well, it is very evident 
that the gentleman does not intend to proceed inorder. He 
intends to proceed in the same line that he was going on. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I abandoned the line | was on 
before, dropped my papers, and came back to speak on this bill. 

Now, the annual saving by the Forty-fourth Congress was 


, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point that the 
gentleman is not inorder. He was taken off the floor by the 
action of the House. He proposes now to make another speech. 
I submit, sir, that he is not entitled to speak until all othe: 
members who are entitled to speak have been heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. But no other gentleman asked recogn* 
tion. [Cries of ‘Oh, yes.”] 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Oh, yes; half a dozen 
asked recognition. 

Mr. PICKLER. He has occupied the floor all the time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman has attempted to occupy 
the floor. I make the point now that he is not in order; tha! 
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he hasspoken once. That speech has been concluded by the 
action of the House, and under the rule he is not entitled to 
occupy the floor again. [Cries of “That is right!”] 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, shall I pro- 
al? 
. BAKER of New Hampshire. Not now. 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Wait until your turn 


1894. 


comes. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I am unwilling to embarrass 
the committee or the Chair, and as I see there isa determination 


to embarrass the Chair, I yield the floor; but I ask unanimous | 


consent to print the few remarks that I had prepared to make. 
There was no objection. 
BENEFICENT LAWS PASSED BY THIS CONGRESS. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman,I will now con- 
nectedly state some of the laws which come to my mind which 
have been enacted by this Congress. They are as follows: 

1. The repeal of the Federal election laws, which will forever 
prevent any interference in elections by Federal officials. 

2. The law providing for taxing greenback and national-bank 
money. 

3. The voluntary bankrupt act. 

4. A beneficent law restricting and placing safeguards upon 
immigration. 

5. Law to amend the Constitution so that Senators may be 
elected by the people. 

6. Law reclaiming 48,000,000 acres of land, worth $1,000,000,- 
000, and now illegally held by corporations. 

7. Laws to admit Utah, New Mexico, and Arizona into the sis- 
terhood of States. 

8. Laws extending mail facilities, reducing — expendi- 
tures, and reducing postage upon periodical publications. 

9. Removing all tux from the following articles used by farm- 
ers, by placing thein on the free list, viz: Agricultural imple- 
ments, iron cotton ties, bagging for cotton, bags for grain, salt, 
many agricultural seeds, cotton gins, binding twine. 

10. Besides this the House has reduced the tax on nearly 
omens bought by farmers from one-half to one-fifth the tax 
which was imposed by Republicans. 

11. Congress has also abolished thousands of offices, so as to 
reduce the expenses of the Government many million dollars. 

12. Last, though probably most important, this Congress has 
passed an income-tax law, which requires people of wealth to 

y their part of the burdens of Government; and all this legis- 
ation will remove hardships and lift burdens from men who 
work, and,in addition, the law is so framed as to increase the 
foreign demand, and therefore the price, of American farm 
products. 

TEMPORARY DEPRESSION THE FIRST EFFECT OF ALL REFORMS, 

The Republican press are filled with denunciations of the 
Democratic party, charging them day after day with the respon- 
sibility of the temporary depression which prevails throughout 
our land, and they grow eloquent in depicting the discontent 
which exists among many of our good citizens. 

Mr. Speaker, it is not strange that the depression in business, 
reduction in prices of products, and the distress which has been 
attendant thereto, should have caused great discontent through- 
out our land. And it is not strange that the party in power 
should be held responsible for thiscondition. But, Mr. Speaker, 
when we look into the history of the past we find that in all great 
reforms the first effect has invariably been similar to our expe- 
rience during the last yearormore. The older members of Con- 
gress no doubt recall the great distress, bankruptcy, and ruin 
which followed the financial reform inaugurated by that heroic 
Democrat, Andrew Jackson. 

This greatcommoner and friend of the people found ithis duty 
toattack the powerful vampire octopus, the United States Bank, 
which was denounced by President Jackson in these words: 

The result of the ill-advised legislation which established this great mo- 
nhopoly was to concentrate the moneyed power of the Union. 

Gen. Jackson also said: 


Itis to be regretted that the rich and powerful too often bend the acts of 
government to their se)fish purposes. 


He also said that the— 


peculiar privileges bestowed upon it enabled it to exercise despotic sway 
over the other banks in every part of the country. From its superior 


— it could seriously injure, if not destroy, the business of any one of 


In his address Gen. Jackson also said: 


That it asserted the power to make money scarce or plenty at its pleasure 
at any time and in any quarter of the Union ne [pemeiiting an expansion 


wi qompelling a contraction of the circulating medium according to its own 


Gen. Jackson said the bank charter— 


8ave to its advocates the position they had to struggle to attain from the 
commencement of the Federal Government down to the present hour. 


As might be expected, the beneficiaries of legislation which 
Maintained this gigantic monopoly used every effort to retain 
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the special privileges thus bestowed upon them, and the result 
| was astruggle which, though it resulted in a victory for the 
| people, brought with it unparalleled temporary distress, bank- 
| ruptey, and ruin. Cotton, which averaged 18 cents in 1835, fell 
| as low as 12 cents in 1836 and 7 cents in 1837. 

Younger members of this House will recall the general de- 
pression which followed the passage of the Walker tariff of July 


| 30, 1846, and they will also recall how soon the country recov- 


ered, and how bounteous was the prosperity with which we were 
blessed soon after that law went into operation. 


TEMPORARY DEPRESSION CAUSED BY REVENUE TARIFF OF 1846, FOLLOWED 
BY UNEXAMPLED PROSPERITY. 


In a speech I haa the honor to make in this Hallon May 4, 
| 1888, I alluded to the depression which existed during the pend- 

ency and immediately following the passage of the bill, and 
quoted from the messages of President Polk, in which he por- 
trayed the wonderful revival of business and unexampled pros- 
perity which without much delay resulted from the passage of 
that act. President Polk said: 


Its effects are visible in the great and almost unexampled prosperity which 
| prevails in every branch of business. While the repeal of the prohibitory 

and restrictive duties of the act of 1842, and the substitution in their place 
of reasonable revenue rates levied on articles imported according to their 
actual value, have increased the revenue and augmented our foreign trade, 
all the great interests of the country have been advanced and promoted 
The great and important interests of agriculture, which had been not only 
too much neglected but actually taxed under the protective policy for the 
benefit of other interests, have been relieved of the burdens which that pol- 
icy imposed on them, and our farmers and planters, under a more just 
and liberal commercial policy, are flunding new and profitable markets 
abroad for their;augmented products. Ourcommerce is rapidly increasing, 
and is extending more widely the circle of international exchanges. 


After calling attention to the fact that the reduction of taxa- 
tion had been quite as advantageous to the manufacturing as to 
other industries, he said: 


While the interests of agriculture, of commerce, and of navigation have 
been enlarged and invigorated, it is highly gratifying to observe that our 
manufactures are also ina prosperous condition. None of theruinous effects 
upon this interest ;which were apprehended by some as the result of the 
operation of the revenue system established by the act of 1846 have been ex 
perienced. On the contrary, the number of manufactories and the amount 
of capital invested in them are steadily and rapidly increasing. 


President Polk also said: 
While by the repeal of highly protective and ee duties the rev 
enue has been increased, the taxes on the people have been diminished. They 
| have been relieved from the heavy amounts with which they were burdened 
under former lawsin the form of increased prices or bounties paid to favored 





classes and pursuits. 

The President then points out that experience has falsified the 
predictions of the high-protective theorists. On this point Mr. 
Polk said: 

Agriculture, commerce, and navigation are prosperous, the prices of 
manufactured fabrics and other products are much less injuriously affected 
than was to have been anticipated. 

From 1847 to 1861 the progress and prosperity of our country 
under that law far exceeded the progress of any nation at any 
period in the history of the world. 

MR. BLAINE COMMENDS REVENUE TARIFF. 

Even Mr. Blaine, in his history, joins his testimony to this 
indisputable fact of history. He characterizes the tariff law of 
1846 as a free-trade tariff. On page 105 Mr. Blaine says: 

The free-trade tariff of 1846 was passed. 


And in describing the effect of that law upon the prosperity of 
the country Mr. Blaine says—! read from page 196: 

The Whig victory of 1848 was not sufficiently decisive to warrant any at 
tempt, even had there been desire, to change the tariff. Gen. Taylor had 
been elected without subscribing to a platform or pledging himself to aspe 
cific measure, and he was therefore in a position to resist and reject ap 
peals of the ordinary partisan character. Moreover, the tariff of 1846 was 
yielding abundant revenue, and the business of the country was in a flour- 
ishing condition at the time his Administration was organized. Money be- 
came very abundant after the year 1849; large enterprises were undertaken, 
speculation was prevalent, and for aconsiderable period the prosperity of 
the country was general and apparently genuine. 

After 1852 the Democrats had almost undisputed control of the Govern- 
ment, and had gradually become a free-trade party. The principles em- 
bodied in the tariff of 1846 seemed for the time to be so entirely vindicated 
and approved that resistance to it ceased not only among the people but 
among the protective economists, and even among the manufacturers toa 
large extent. So general was this acquiescence, that in 1856 a protective 
tariff was not suggested or even hinted by any one of the three parties which 
presented Presidential candidates. 


I have alluded to these facts as they area reflex of what is oc- 
curring at the presentday. We are enacting a law based upon 
the same lines and the same principles as the Walker tariff of 
1846, and there can be no doubt but what its beneficent results 
will be very similar fo those which blessed us at that time. 

It would be well for those who opposed the passage of the re- 
form tariff bill now before the House to observe Mr. Blaine’s as- 
sertion that the principles, very similar to those contained in 
this bill, which were embodied in the tariff law of 1846 were ap- 
proved not only among the people, but also among the protec- 
tive economists gnd manufacturers. Further, on the same page, 
Mr. Blaine says: 


It is not surprising, therefore, that * * * the Democratic Congress, ig 
the closing session of Pierce’s Administration, enacted what has since been 
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kenown as the tariff of 1857. By this law the duties were placed lower than 
they had been at any time since the war of 1812. The act was well received 
by the people, and was indeed concurred in by a considerable proportion of 
the Republican party. 

I desire now to call attention to the fact thatamong the prom- 
inent Republican Senators who spoke in favor of and voted for 
this extremely low tariff bill of 1857, were Senators Sumner and 
Wilson of Massachusetts, Senators Hamilton Fish and Seward 
of New York, Senator Foster of Connecticut, and Bell of New 
Hampshire. Senator an the Democratic Senator from Con- 
necticut, also voted for the bill, and to use Mr. Blaine’s words: 
ey the House the New England Representatives generally voted for the 

This included the Representatives of Maine, all of whom sup- 
ported this extreme free-trade measure. 

PANIOCS CAUSED BY VARIOUS BENEFICIARIES OF VICIOUS LEFISLATION 
IN 1836, 1846, AND 1992. 

T have shown that a temporary depression is ae the first 
effect of great reforms. The beneficiaries of special privileges 
given by vicious legislation use the power and money thus 
acquired to prevent the passage of laws which place them vpon 
equality with other men. This was done in 1836, and again in 
1846, at which time it would have been more severely felt had 
it not been that their efforts to depress business were in a great 
measure neutralized by the activity consequent to the prepara- 
tions for and the carrying on of the war with Mexico; but never in 
the history of any country did the beneficiaries of vicious legis- 
lation use more efforts to create bankruptcy, Yoav and ruin 
than were used by such men immediately after the inauguration 
of Mr. Cleveland. In my former speeches I gave extracts from 
newspagers and other incontrovertible evidence that in the 
spring of 1893 the moneyed men and manufacturersof the north- 
east and north combined together for the avowed p s of 
withholding money from the channelsof trade, refusing credits 
to the South and West, and by other means, bringing about 
depression and discontent throughout the country, the purpose 
being to disparage the Democratic Administration, a 
the passage of laws which interfered with their special privi- 
leges, and, if possible, secure the restoration of the Republican 
party to power. 

REMARKABLE EVIDENCE OF DEMOORATIC ECONOMY. 


I will now, Mr. Chairman, give a comparison of priations 
bv Democratic and Republican Congresses, showing the hundreds 
of millions of dollars that have been saved by the Democrats in 
the last few years. Ths Republican party controlled the House 
of Representatives from 1860 to March, 1875. The Forty-fourth 
Congress, with a Democratic majority, then took their seats in 
this Hali. 

During the five years immediately preceding the 

Forty-fourth Congress, the average regular 

annual appropriations by Republicans were.. $181, 826, 321. 52 
The Democrats then came into control of the 

House of Representatives, and immediately re- 

duced the regular annual appropriations to-- 
Thus making an annual saving of_........-..-. 
The Republicans again came into control of all 

branches of the Government in the Forty-sev- 

enth Congress, and they immediately increased 

the annual ave appropriations to ------ -- 
This was an annual average increase by Repub- 

—- in excess of Democratic appropriations 

Ol... scints accatininiieciileneeliias ua tatiiecninna tere eee anal en 
In the Forty-eighth Congress the Democrats 

again had control ef the House, and they im- 

mediately reduced the annual average appro- 

priations to... no.cscncae sadineeenialiamseeiitibdadeeainh 
Thus making an annual saving to the people of - 
During the six years of Democratic rule in the 

House of Representatives following the Forty- 

seventh Congress the average annual appro- 

te once ncitemene 
The Republicans then obtained control in the 
Fifty-lirst, commonly called “the Reed Con- 
gress,” and immediately increased the average 
annual appropriations to. __..........-------- 
Which was an increase above the average an- 
nual appropriations during the preceding six 
years when the House was controlled by Dem- 

ROI Bi ines ies bad oo. ka peas aenaicn 
For the first time ina third of a centu 

Democrats now have contro! of all 

the Government, and notwithstanding Repub- 

liean laws, which compel them to ~opriate 

$151,581,570 for pensions, and sotntlin ing 

many Other exvenses made necessary by Re- 

publican laws, they have succeeded in reducing 

appropriations, as they passed the House, to. 380, 107, 455. 24 





149, 572, 894, 44 
32, 253, 427. 08 


264, 652, 624. 96 


86, 034, 554. 04 


253, 587, 560. 05 


382, 150, 961. 17 


128, 663, 401. 12 
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A reduction below the appropriations of the 
PONE CORIINET Cin ccmesncccnsennet samen 
In these calculations I have confined the figures 

to the annual appropriations by Congress, re- 

garding that as the juster method of com- 
parison. If weshould include permanent appro- 
priations, the comparison of the present Con- 
pres with the Reed Congress will be as fol- 
ows: 
Reed Congress, first session_...-..-.....-.-..-- 
Reed Congress, second session.............-.-.-. 
Present Congress, second session 
The appropriations this year would be much less, 
but the appropriations for pensions exceed that 
of the first session of the Reed a by -- 
And theappropriation for the Post-Oflice by the 
present Congress exceeds that of the Reed 

Congress for the same purpose by -_...--.--.. 15, 013, 900.51 

Most of which latter sum will be returned to the Treasu, 
asour eminent Postmaster-General has inaugurated many jy 
provements in the postal system and economies in all branches 
of the service. 

The figures which I have given for the appropriations of the 
present Congress are as the bills passed the House. Since pre- 
paring these figures all the bills have passed the Senate, ani 4!) 
have been sent to the President except the sundry civil! and 
a deficiency bill. The appropriationsas they stand to-da; 

or this Congress are as follows: 


2, 043, 505. vs 


463, 398, 510, 79 


525, 018, 672. 53 


> 


481, 182, 135, 24 


eee eee ew wee tone 


9" 99) Ont 
aw, 622, ZU] 












I iaiittidinttintisancininnchteipitniisiisin buns acttinnin tin inteningenns $3, 219, 023. 0 
eh Kkb ein deh eb eeednn #~ 6 dkinnsdwabadseveenennermee 23, 592, 884. 68 
ED ons duce ange peweneadadnunh susadusecsne a 1, 563, 918,76 
District of Columbia 5, 544, 593. 57 
I i ee lle ne 2, 427, 004. 00 
i iiiaeeteeiehiimielinninnis tibia aideiiinemmanintiniinnhstdiennpenmn 


9, 329 






, G48. 49 
997 ~9 





I laa in Clad eiieecninmineatipmadibea.et 11, 473, 180.00 
ia crticis nn i dossenchaninensiiieg niatisbnman tit ainintieeintaibiis temitidieleniiaion ~ 32, 523, 383. 80 
ae tdivnnins on cone wedcemnntiies 5, 617, 641.85 
ED chien cctrchnoqeonssehitcee eiadinud 515, 000. 00 
ET os ccidindindnamtan cccenan:deineeccetbadbbegls onc alae se 5, 005, 032, 58 
386, 371, 425. 0 
*As passed by the House. 
As sed by the Senate, the sundry civil bill is $36,216,166.70, 


and the general deficiency bill is $7,939,551.41. Both of these 
bills are in conference and will be acted upon very soon. This 
evidence of economy on the part of the Democratic party ough’ 
to be very gratifying to every pace of our land. 

I can not express too much admiration for the good judgment 
and arduous labors of the Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate and the House and their preéminent chairmen, Senator 
COCKRELL and Governor SAYERS. They are entitled to the 
highest commendation. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, thereis a minority report in 
this case, which I would like to have read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itcan be readin the time of the gentie- 
man from Texas. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam quite willing that it shall be read in 
my hour. [Laughter.] . 
' e minority report (by Mr. MCDANNOLD) was read, as {ol 

ows: 

The minority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the 
bill (H. R. 5260) to increase the pension of Thomas Corigan, and submit the 
following statement of their views: 

The records of the War Department show that this soldier served from 
July 25, 1862, to January 29, 1864, in Company B, Eighty-eighth I[ilinois In 
fantry He was discharged on account of disability from gunshot wound 0! 


hand received at Chickamauga. Ho has been med for this wound ever 
since di and now receives $30 per month since A t 4, 1886. His 


application, filed F’ 12, 1864, only this w , 
P iater tention. tad aegemateer 1, 1866, states that he also ‘ suffers 


pain in the neck from the effects of a wound there received.” In 1887 he 
claimed that deafness had resulted from that wound, and states that tie 
ball was removed in the field hospital; in April, 1888, he alleged resuiting 
im ent of vision and of hearing; in September. 1888, he refers 0 
“buckshot wound in back of neck;” in February, 1892, he alleged affection 
of sight and hearing and epilepsy as a result of said wound. : 
In September, 1 the Pens Bureau accepted the fact that he had re 
ceived this wound fn the neck, but rejected the claim for additional pension 
on the ground that he had suffered no ratable from it at any time 
since the war, and none of the alleged results were accepted as sequences of 
such wound. This action was taken after a careful special examination 
the claim and was affirmed by Bussey, on a January 3, 1899 
In his deposition before the special examiner in June, 1892, the pensioner 
Wap tock the Galen out paseatbiinn pase oear ane round and it Te 
oO out a ter over wound and it tr 
mained until it fell off. ™ ae eis 
“The first time I felt any serious disability from the wound of my Les 
Was about fourteen years ago (1878). I was ata railroad crossing 
* * * in 0. I felt. a cloud come over me and I fell downright in 
track. * * * It wasa hot day just likethis. * * * I have had convul 
sions for oe fourteen years, butnot so much until the last eight year: 
I saw the that was from my neck. I had it a long eae. - 
lost it. It was a buckshot,and went as far as the point of my ear. The 4° 











rs. 
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tor said to me when he extracted it, ‘Pat, if the shot had gone a quarter of 
an inch further you would never eat any more potatoes.’ * * * Iwas 
not bothered with the wound of my neck in 1873, but I knewI had been 
shot inthe neck. In 1875 Lwas not suffering with the wound in my neck 


mouch. 

His wife, Rosetta Corigan, corroborates his statement as to the first con- 
vuision or fit about fourteen years previously. 

Anexamination by medieal officers. of the Pension Bureau September 6, 
1873, reports: ‘** Flesh wourd on the neck, notrated;"’ September 7, 1875, *‘ slight 
flesh wound on the back of neck, not rated;’’ September 4, 1877, “slight 
wound of neck, not rated;”’ June 22, 1892, ‘“wound on posterior surface of 
neck, size of a nickel, white in color, nonadherent, nondragging, nonde- 
pressed, the vertebr do not seem to have been injured, but there is thick- 
ening of soft tissues beneath the integument.” 

From the facts stated it seems reasopably clear that the pensioner's pres- 
ent condition as to epilepsy is not chargeable to the siight wound of the 
neck, but rather originated in 1873 in the manner described by himself and 
wife. 

Moreover, he is in receipt of a pension of $1 a day and the question in- 
yolved is purely one for the determination of the Pension Office, and the 
committee has repeatedly refused to interfere in the individual adjudica- 
tions of the Pension Bureau in matters clearly within their jurisdiction and 
presenting no technical hardship. To pass this bill is squarely in violation 
of the principle enunciated in several adverse reports on bilis of this char- 
acter, and the minority do earnestly recommend that the bill do lie onthe 


table. 
JOHN J. McDANNOLD, 
M. R. BALDWIN, 
Cc. J. ERDMAN. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know who 
made the majority report in this case? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair isadvised that it was prepared 
by the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. LAcEy. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Texas if he thinks a man ought not to get an 
increase of pension because he was shot in the neck? 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, a great many people get shot in the 
neck and sometimes they fall down in the streetafter being shot, 
but it does not always follow that they ought to be pensioned. 
Mr. Chairman, from the reading of the minority report [ did 
not catch a when it was that the ball was extracted from this 
man's neck. 

Mr. HULL. I ought to say that the man denies absolutely 
telling the inspector what the inspector reports him to have 
said. Asa matter of fact, his mind is affected, and he is liable 
to say one thing at one time and another thing at another time. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. What is his age? 

Mr. HULL. He looks as if he were 90, but he is probably be- 
tween 60 and 70. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is itclaimedin the majority report that this 
flesh wound in the neclr created any disability at all? 

Mr. HULL. It is claimed in the majority report that the 
flesh wound in the neck is the probable cause of all his trouble 
apart from the disability of his hand, for which he was pen- 
sioned. I want to say further that the majority report should 
have quoted more fully from the reports of the boards of exam- 
iners. 

For example, in 1867, the local board found that he could not 
raise his arm above a certain point, and that there was some 
difficulty as to the rotary motion of the head. Every board of 
examiners in Des Moines during the past ten years, and during 
that time we have had both Republican and Democratic boards, 
have held that that was the reasonable and probable cause of his 
epilepsy and paralysis. 

Mr. KILGORE. It was simply a flesh wound in the neck ac- 
cording to the report. 

Mr. HULL. True; but you do not know how far the ball went 
in. When he moves his head there is crepitus, as you will find 
stated in the report. It isa case of a difference of opinion be- 
tween the doctors here in the Pension Office and the doctors 
who have examined the mam personally. If there was nodoubt 
in the case he would be entitled to $312 a month under the law, 
but the committee fix $50 a month as a compromise. 

Mr. KILGORE. If heis pezralyzed, and if there was no doubt 
that the paralysis came from the gun-shot wound, the gentle- 
man's statement would be correct; but I know something about 

ople being shot, and the idea of a man living for fifteen or 

enty years without feeling any inconvenience from a flesh 
wound and then a!lat once becoming paralyzed from it isabsurd. 
I don't. care how many doctors, or boards, or members of Con- 
gress lay down that proposition, it is absurd. 

Mr. HULL. But there ia no telling whether the ballever was 
taken out. 

Mr. KILGORE. It is within the comprehension of any man 
of ordinary intelligence that a flesh wound could not affect a 
man 80 as to produce any degree of paralysis, It might aifect 
some of the muscles of his neck, and might perhaps affect the 
motion of his head a little, but it could only affect the muscles 
through whieh it passed. It could not preduce the slightest de- 
gree of ysis, and it is ridiculous to talk about it. 

Mr. HULL. There is no evidence that the ball has ever been 
removed. 

Mr. KILGORE. He says it was, himself. 

Mr.HULE. The man says that he never did say that. 
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Mr. KILGORE. He says himself that the ball was extracted, 
and that he kept it twelve or fourteen years. 

Mr. HULL. Well, he writes me about ouce or twice a week, 
and he says that he never did say that—that the statement is 
absolutely false. 

Mr. KILGORE. Why, that is the principal testimony that 
the majority rely upon. 

Mr. HULL. No. The testimony they rely upon consistsof re- 
ports of thedifferentlocal boards that have examined him person- 
ally, commencing in 1867 and running down to the present time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now, Shall the bill be 
laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recom- 
mendation? 

The question being taken; there were—ayes 31, noes 25. 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum. 


Tellers were ordered; and Mr. KILGORE and 


appointed. 


Mr. HULL were 


The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 


36, noes 26. 


Mr. KILGORE. No quorum has voted. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 


committee do now rise. 


Mr. MAHON. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


I object. 


T ask unanimous consent 


named members failed to answer: 


that the 


The Clerk will call the roll. 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following- 


a 


Abbott, Crawford, Johnson, N. Dak. Rayner 
Adams, Ky. Culberson, Johnson, Ohio Reed, 
Adama, Pa. Cummings, Jones, Reyourn, 
Aitken, Curtis, N. Y. Kem, Richardson, Mich 
Alderson, Dalzell, Kribbs, Richardson, Tenn. 
Aldrich, Davey, Kyle, Robbins, 
Alexander, De Forest, Lacey, Robertson, La 
Allen, Denson, Lapham, Robinson, Pa. 
Apsley, penePe. Latimer, Rusk, 
Avery. Doolittle, Lawson, Russell, Conn 
Babcock, Draper, Layton, Russell, Ga 
Bailsy, Dunn, Lefever, Schermerhorn, 
Baldwin, Dunphy, Lester, Scranton 
Bankhead, Edmunds, Livingston, Settle, 

Barnes, Ellis, Ky. Lockwood, Shaw. 
Bartlett, Ellis, Oregon Loudenslager, Shell, 

Barwig, English, Cal, Lynch, Sherman, 
Belden, English, N. J. Magner, Sibley, 

Bell, Colo. Enloe, Maguire, Sickles, 

sell, Tex, Epes, Mallory, Simpson 
Beltzhoover, Erdman, Marshall, Sipe, 

Berry, Fielder, Marvin, N. Y. Smith 
Bingham, Fithian, McAleer, Snodgrass, 
Black, TL Fletcher, McCall, Somers, 

Blair, Forman, McCleary, Minn. Sorg. 

Bland, Funk, he. McCreary, Ky. Sperry, 
Boatner, Fyan, McDearmon, Springer, 
Boutelle, Gardner, McDowell, Stallings, 
Bower, N.C. Gear, McGann, Stephenson, 
Bowers, Cal Geary, McKeighan, Stevens, 
Branch, Geissenhainer, McLaurin, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gillet, N. Y. MeMillin, tone, W. A. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gillett, Mass. Mercer, Stone, Ky 
Brickner, Goldzier, Meredith, Storer, 
Brosius, Goodnight, Meyer, Strait 

Brown, Grady, Milliken, Straus, 
Bundy, Graham, Money, Swanson, 
Bunn, Gresham, Montgomery, Sweet, 
Burnes, Grosvenor, Moon, Talbott, Md. 
Burrows, Grout, Morgan, Tarsney. 
Bynum, Grow, Morse, Taylor, Tenn. 
Cabaniss, Hainer, Moses, Terry, 
Cadmus, Haines, Murray, Thomas, 
Campbell, Hall, Minn. Mutchler, Tracey, 
Cannon, Cal. Hall, Mo. Neill, Tucker, 
Cannon, IIL Hammond, Newlands, Turner, Ga. 
Caruth, Harmer, Northway, Turner, Va. 
Catchings, Harris, Oates, Turpin, 
Causey, Harter, Ogden, Updegraf, 
Chickering, Hartman, O'Neil, Mags. Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Childs, Hatch, O'Neill, Mo. Wadsworth, 
Clancy, Haugen, Outh waite, Walker, 
Clark, Mo. Heard, Paschal, Wells, 
Clarke, Ala. Heiner, Patterson, Wever, 
Cobb, Ala. Henderson, Iowa, Payne, Wheeler, Il. 
Cobb, Mo. Henderson, N.C. Paynter, White, 
Cockran, . Hendrix, Pence, Whiting, 
Cockrell, Hines, Pendleton, Tex. Wilson, Ohio 
Coffeen, Hitt, Pendleton, W. Va. Wilson, Wash. 
Conn, Holman, Perkins, Wilson, W. Va. 
Coombs, Hooker, Miss. Phillips, Wise, 
Cooper, Fla. Hooker, N. Y. Pigott, Woodard, 
Cooper, Tex. Hopkins, [1 Post, Woomer, 
Cooper, Wis. Hopkins, Pa. Powers, Wright, Mass. 
Cornish, Houk, Price, Wright, Pa. 
Cousins, Hulick, Quigg, 
Covert, Hutcheson, Randall, 
Crain, Ialar, Ray, 


The committee rose; and Mr. BROOKSHIRE having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DocKERY reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House, having found itself with- 
out a quorum, the chairman had, in accordance with the rule, 
directed the roll to be called, and now reported the names of the 
absentees to the House, to be entered on the Journal. 








RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask that my colleague, Mr. Hot- 
MAN, be excused on the ground that he is not able to be here. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
I have been here all evening. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be so recorded. 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. I ask that my colleague, 
Mr. STRAUS, be excused on account of his duties on the tariff 
committee. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move a call of the House. 

The question was taken, and there were—ayes 16, noes 29. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 
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The SPEAKEK pro tempore. 
be entered on the Journal. 
to their names. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
journ. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

The question being put on the motion to adjourn, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I call for a division. 

The eee being again taken, there were—ayes 43, noes 19. 

Mr. BAILEY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 21, nays 50, 
answered “‘ present 1,” not voting 279; as follows: 


Aveust 10, 





The names of the absentees will 
Eighty-one members have answered 


I move that the House do now ad- I ask to be recorded as present, 


TIA i AR i gen TE NY Sa Sl es A Sa MP i Te con 









; YRAS—21. Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. It is perfectly apparent that we 
Black,Ga. Daniels, Hunter, Sayers, can not get a quorum here to-night, and I appeal to the good 
| ee i oo — sense of the House to sustain me in the motion I now make. 
i Bryan, Everett, Loud, I move that the House do now adjourn. 
i Cogswell, Hare, Martin, Ind. The question was taken; and on a division, demanded by Mr. 
Cooper, ind. Hayes, McRae, PICKLER, there were—ayes 43, noes 1. 
sate een ea 3 pice Mr. MAHON. I demand the yeas and nays. 
Baker, Kans. Hermann, McKittrick, Talbert, S. C. The yeas and nays were ordered. o- a 
: Baker, N. H. Hicks, McKaig, Tate, The question was taken; and there were—yeas 25, nays 36, 
Bartholat, Hudson, Meiklejohn, Tawney, answered ‘‘ present” 1, not voting 289; as follows: 
i Blair, Hull, Neill, Van Voorhis, N, Y. ai 
: Boen, Ikirt, Page, Wanger, YEAS—25. 
: Caminetti, Johnson, Ind. Pearson, Washington, panier. Cox, Herman , Sayers, 
i x, Kiefer, Pickler, Weadock, Bell, Tex. Daniels, Hunter, Taibert, S. C. 
4 Curtis, Kans. Kribbs, Reilly, Williams, Ill. Black, Ga. De Armond, Kilgore, Tate, 
Davis, Lane, Richards, Ohio § Williams, Miss. Brookshire. Dinsmore, Kribbs, Taylor, Ind. 
Dinsmore, Linton, Ritchie, Wolverton. Bryan, Dockery, Martin, Ind. 
p Donovan, Mahon, Ryan, Caminetti, Everett, Moore, 
; Durborow, Marsh, Smith, Capehart, Hare, Page, 
} ANSWERED “PRESENT” —1, NAYS—36. 
: Wheeler, Ala. Baker, Kans. Gorman, Mahon, Pickler, 
: NOT VOTING—279. baker, N. H. Hicks, Marsh, Reilly, 
j Abbott, Culberson, Hutcheson, Randall, Bartholdt, Hudson, McCulloch, Richards, Ohio 
5 Adams, Ky. Cummings, Izlar, Ray, Blair, Hull, McEttrick, Ritchie, 
: ' Adams, Pa. Curtis, N. Y. Johnson, N. Dak. Rayner, Boen, Ikiri, McKaig, Ryan, 
; Aitken, Dalzell, Johnson, Ohio Reed, Curtis, Kans. Johnson, Ind. McRae, Stone, C. W. 
Alderson, Davey, Jones, Reyburn, Davis, Kiefer, Meiklejohn, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Aldrich, De Forest, Kem, Richardson, Mich, | Donovan, Lane, Neill, Wanger, 
Alexander, Denson, Lacey, Richardson, Tenn, | Durborow, Linton, Pearson, Williams, Miss. 
a Allen, Dingiey, Lapham, Robbins, “ ISENT ’— 
i Apsley, Doll we, talteer, Robertson, La. AESWERED hg nn t. 
Arnold, Doolittle, Lawson, Robinson, Pa. Clarke, Ala. 
' Ore, peepee, 4 ton, uae, On NOT VOTING—299. 
abcock, unn, ‘ever, ussell, Conn. 
Baldwin, Dunphy Lester, Russell, Ga. Abbott, Coombs, Harter, Meredith, 
; di Adams, Ky. Cooper, Fla. Hartman, Meyer. 
; i Bankhead, Edmunds, Livingston, Schermerhorn, ’ 
j Barnes, Bllis, Ky. Lockwood, Scranton, Adams, Pa. Cooper, Ind. Hatch, Milliken, 
; Bartlett, Ellis,Oregon -——- Loudenslager, _— Settle, ee. Coens. £ee- eouem, Money, 
é Barwig, English, Cal. Lucas, Shaw, erson, oper, Wis. ayes, Montgomery, 
Belden, English. N. J. Lynch, Shell Aldrich, Cornish, Heard, Moon, 
Bell, Colo. Enloe. ° Maddox Sherman. Alexander, Cousins, Heiner, Morgan, 
Bell’ Tex. pes 4 M e Sibley ’ Allen, Covert, Henderson, Ill. Morse, 
Beltzh oover, Erdman, M e, Sickles Apsley, Crain, Henderson,Iowa Moses, 
Berr Fielder M ry, Simpson Arnold, Crawford, Henderson, N.C. Murray, 
Bingvam, Fithian Marshall, Sipe , Avery, Culberson, Hendrix, Mutchler, 
Black, Ill. Fletcher, Marvin, N. Y. Snodgrass, Babcock, Cummings, Hepburn, Newlands, 
Bland, Forman, McAleer, Somers, Baldwin, Curtis, N. Y. Hines. Northway, 
Boatner, Funk, McCall, Sorg, Bankhead, Dalzell, Hitt, Oates, 
Boutelle, Fyan, McCleary, Minn. Sperry, Barnes, Davey, Holman, Ogden, 
Bower, N.C. Gardner McCreary, Ky. Springer Bartlett, DeForest, Hooker, Miss. O'Neil, Mass. 
Bowers, Cal Gear, McDannola Stallings, Barwig, Denson, Hooker, N. Y. O'Neill, Mo. 
Branch, f Geary, McDearmon, Stephenson, Belden, Dingley, Hopkins, Ill. Outhwaite, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Geissenhainer, McDowell, Stevens, aon eee eee : ge Pa. pu 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gillet, N. Y. McGann, Stockdale, oo —_” fHoliek — 
Brickner, Gillett, Mass. McKeighan, Stone, W. A. B +e Dow Hut “ Bs canan 
Broderick, Goldzier, McLaurin, Stone, Ky. oe Ir unn, oe oo” 
Brosius, Goodnight, McMillin, Storer, ack, Ill. Dunphy, zlar, ence, 
Brown. Grady. McNagny. Strait Blana, Edmunds, Johnson, N. Dak. Pendleton, Tex. 
Bundy, Graham Mercer. ’ Straus Boatner, Ellis, Ky. Johnson, Ohio Pendleton, W. Va 
Bunn,’ Gresham , Strong. Boutelle, Ellis, Oregon Jones, Perkins, 
Burnes Griffin, ° Swanson. Bower, N. C. English, Cal. Kem, Phillips, 
Burrows, Grosvenor, Sweet. Bowers, Cal. English, N. J. Kyle, Pigott, 
Bynum, Grout,_ Talbott, Ma. ae nee ee ee. —— 
Cabaniss, Grow, Montgomery, Tarsney. Beeckinvids “iy, Bron, apnam, oa” 
Cadmus Hager, Moon, Taylor, ind. rec’ ge, Ky. Erdman, Latimer, Price, 
Campbell, Hainer, Moore, Terry, Bretz, Fielder, Lawson, Bulge. 
Cannon, Cal. Haines Morgan, Thomas, eet Fithian, Layton, ndall, 
Cannon, Il. Hall, Minn. Morse, Tracey, Broderick, Fletcher, Lefever, Ray, 
Capehart, Hall, Mo. Moses, Tucker, Bresius, Forman, Lester, Rayner, 
Caruth, Hammond, Murray, Turner, Ga. Brown, . Livingston, Reed, 
Catchings, Harmer, Mutchler, Turner, Va. Bundy, Fyan. Lockwood, ee ih 
Causey, Harris, Newlands, Turpin Bunn, Gardner, Loud, Richardson, Mic 
Chickering Harter Northway Tyler . Burnes, Gear, Loudenslager, Richardson, Tenn. 
Childs, , Hartman Oates, , Upde rraff Burrows, Geary, Lucas, Robbins, 
Clancy, Hatch, | Oden Van Voorkis Ohio Bynum, Geissenhainer, Lynch, Robertson, La. 
Clark, Mo. Haugen, O'Neil , Mass. Wadsworth, Cabaniss, Gillet, N. Y. Maddox, Robinson, Pa. 
Clarke, Ala. Heard, O'Neill, Mo. Walker, joa eee aon Oo 
Cobb, Ala. Heiner, Outhwaite, Warner, Canaen O Goodnigh oficese oo 
Cobb, Mo. Henderson, Ill. Paschal, ~ Wells, Cannon IIL a ees Russell, Ga. 
Cockran, Henderson, lowa Patterson, Wever, . ys arshall, Schermerhorn, 
Cockrell, Henderson. N. 0. Payne Wheeler, Ili Caruth, Graham, Marvin, N. Y. Scranton, 
Coffeen, Hendrix, ° Paynter, White. Catchings, Gresham, McAleer, Settle, 
Conn, Hepburn, Pence, Whiting Gniclering Grimn, : McCall. Sa Shaw, 
Coombs, Hines, Pendleton, Tex. Wilson, Ohio Childs — MoGoey K Sherman, 
Cooper, Fla. Hitt, Pendleton, W. Va. Wilson, Wash. Clan a McDonnsia,” Sibley, 
Cooper, Tex Holman, Perkins, Wilson, W. Va. Clark. Mo. ened Goitotemen Sickles, 
Cooper, Wis. Hooker, Miss. Philli Wise ” ; . _ Simpso 
Cornish. Hoo N.Y Pigot Woodard Cobb, Ala. er, McDowell mpsou, 
Cousins, Hopkins, 11. Post, Woomer, Cobb, Mo. - #eGenn, orn, 
Covert, Hopkins, Pa. Wright, Mass. a oe Sen. eo Sn 
cree, woes. p: va ee Coffeen, Hammond, MeMillin, Somers, 
Crawford, Hulick, Quigg. Cogewell, Pe McNagny, rg, 
So the House refused to adjourn. Conn, Harris, Mercer, Sperry, 
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Springer. Talbott, Md. VanVoorhis, Ohio Williams, Tl. 
Stallings, Tarsney, Wadsworth, Wilson, Ohio 
Stephenson, Tawney, Walker, Wilson, Wash. 
Stevens, Taylor, Tenn. Warner, Wilson, W. Va 
Stockdale. Terry, Washington, Wise, 

Stone, W. Thomas, Waugh, Wolverton, 
Stone, Ky. Tracey, Weadock. Woodard, 
Storer, Tucker, Wells, Woomer, 
Strait, Turner, Ga. Wever, Wright, Mass. 
Straus, Turner, Va. Wheeler, Ala. Wright, Pa. 
Strong, Turpin, Wheeler, Ill. 

Swanson, Tyler, White, 

Sweet, Updegraff, Whiting, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. BAKERof New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, unanimous con- 
sont was given to the gentleman from Alabama|Mr. WHEELER] 
to-night to print remarks on the general subject of pensions. I 
ask that unanimous consent be given to all present to-night to 
do the same. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
be granted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks, in the absence of a 
quorum, such an order could not be made. [Cries of ** Regular 
order!” 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I move a callof the House. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
18, noes 24. 

Mr. MAHON. Yeas and nays. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Imake the point of order 
that the rule of the House provides that 15 members may have 
acall of the House. Here are 18 demanding it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it would re- 

uire a majority of the 15, if that were the total number present. 
ss than that number, however, could not order acall, or com- 
pel the attendance of the absent members. 

The question now is on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TATE. Pending that, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 26; noes none. 

Mr. MAHON. The yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 17, nays 35, an- 


Then I move that consent 


swered “‘present” 1, not voting 298; as follows: 

YEAS—17. 
Bailey, De Armond, Hunter, Tate, 
Black, Ga. Dockery, Kilgore, Taylor, Ind. 
Brookshire, Everett, Martin, Ind. 
Caminetti, Gorman, Page, 
Cox, Hare, Talbert, S. C. 

NAYS—35. 
Baker, Kans. Hicks, * McCulloch, Richards, Ohio 
Baker, N. H. Hudson, McEttrick, Ritchie, 
Bartholdt, Hull, McKaig, Ryan, 
Boer, Johnson, Ind. McRae. Smith, 
Curtis, Kans. Kiefer, Meiklejohn, Stone, C. W. 
Daniels, Lane, Neill, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Davis, Linton, Pearson, Wanger, 
Donovan, Mahon, Pickler, Williams, Miss. 
Durborow, Marsh, Reilly, 

ANSWERED “PRESENT’’—1. 
Clarke, Ala. 
NOT VOTING—299, 
Abbott, Broderick, Jousins, Geissenhainer, 
Adams, Ky. Brosius, Covert, Gillet, N. Y. 
Adams, Pa. Brown, Crain, Gillett, Mass. 
Aitken, Bryan, Crawford, Goldzter, 
Alderson, Bundy, Culberson, Goodnight, 
Aldrich, Bunn, Cummings. Grady, 
Alexander, Burnes, Curtis, N. Y. Graham, 
Allen, Burrows, Dalzell, Gresham, 
Apsley, Bynum, Davey, Griffin, 
Arnold, Cabaniss, De Forest, Grosvenor, 
Avery, Cadmus, Denson, Grout, 
Babcock, Campbell, Dingley, Grow, 
Baldwin, Cannon, Cal. Dinsmore, Hager, 
Bankhead, Cannon, Ill. Doliiver, Hainer, 
Barnes, Capehart, Doolittle, Haines, 
Bartlett, Caruth, Draper, Hall, Minn. 
Barwig, Catchings, Dunn, Hall, Mo. 
Belden, Causey, Dunphy, Hammond, 
Bell, Colo, Chickering, Eamunds, Harmer, 
Bell, Tex. Childs, Ellis, Ky. Harris, 
Beltzhoover, Clancy, Ellis, Oregon Harter, 
mer: Clark. Mo. English, Cal. Hartman, 
Bingham, Cobb, Ala. English, N. J. Hatch, 
Black, Ml, Cobb, Mo. Enloe, Haugen, 
Blair, Cockran, Epes, Hayes, 
Bland, Cockrell, Erdman, Heard, 
Boatner, Coffeen, Fielder, Heiner, 
Boutelle, Cogswell, Fithian, Henderson, Ill. 
Bower, N.C, Conn, Fletcher, Henderson, Iowa 
R Wwers, Cal Coombs Forman, Henderson, N. C. 
Breach. Cooper, Fila. Funk, Hendrix, 
reckinridge, Ark. Cooper, Ind. Fyan, Hepburn, 
RB ge, Ky. Cooper, Tex. Gardner, Hermann, 
Tetz, Cooper, Wis. Gear, ines, 

Brickner, Cornish, Geary, tt, 


Ee en SSS he _ inn, 


Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Il. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 
Hulick, 
Hutcheson, 
Ikirt, 

Izlar, 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Jones, 

Kem, 

Kribbs, 

Kyle, 

Lacey, 
Lapham, 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Layton, 
Lefever, 
Lester, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 

Lynch, 
Maddox, 
Magner, 
Maguire, 
Mallory, 
Marshall, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McAleer, 
McCall, 
McCleary, Minn. 
McCreary, Ky. 
McDannold, 


Mr. PICKLER. 


the vote. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 


McDearmon, 
McDowell, 
McGann, 
McKeighan 
McLaurin, 
McMillin, 
MeNagny, 
Mercer, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Milliken, 
Money, 
Montgomery. 
Moon, 
Moore, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Oates, 
Ogden, 
O'Neil, Mass, 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Payne, 
Paynter, 
Pence, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pigott, 

Post, 
Powers, 
Price, 


that as a matter of right? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The vote was 


recapitulated. 


Quigg, 
Randall, 

Ray, 

Rayner, 

Reed, 
Reyburn, 
Richardson, Mich. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Robbins 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 

Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 
Sayers, 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 

Shell, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe. 
Snodgrass, 
Somers, 

Sorg, 

Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, W. A. 
Stone, Ky. 
Storer, 

Strait, 

Straus, 
Strong, 


Swanson, 
Sweet, 
Talbott, Md. 
Tarsney, 
Tawney. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Terry, 
Thomas, 
Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va 
Turpin, 
Tyler, 

U pdegraff, 
Van V oorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Waugk, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ala 
Wheeler, Ili. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Williams, Ill. 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Woodard, 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass, 
Wright, Pa. 


Mr. Speaker, I demand a recapitulation of 


Can a member demand 


The Chair thinks so. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The question was taken; and there were 


The question now recurs on the 
motion of the gentleman from New Hampshire, for a call of the 
House, on which the yeas and nays were demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


y 


eas 32, nays 16, 


answered “ present” 1, not voting 302; as follows: 
YEAS—32 


Bailey. Donovan, MeEttrick, Ryan, 

Baker, N. H. Durborow, McKaig, Stone, C. W. 

Boen, Hicks, McRae, Talbert, S.C, 

Cox, Hull, Meiklejohn, Tate, 

Curtis, Kans. Lane, Nefil, Van Voorhis, N.Y 

Daniels, Linton, Pearson, Wanger, 

Davis, Mahon, Richards, Ohio Wheeler, Ala. 

Dolliver, McCulloch, Ritchie Williams, Miss. 
NAYS—I6. 

Baker, Kans. Dockery, Hunter, Martin, Ind. 

Black, Ga. Everett, Ikirt, Page, 

Brookshire, Hare, Kiefer, Reilly, 

De Armond, Hudson, Marsh, Taylor, Ind. 


ANSWERED ‘“‘ PRESENT’—1. 
Clarke, Ala. 
NOT VOTING—302. 


Abbott, 
Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Barwig, 
Belden, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bell, Tex. 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Biagham, 
Black, Ill. 
Blair, 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N. C. 
Bowers, Cal. 
Branch, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Bretz, 


Brickner, 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Bryan, 
Bundy, 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Cannon, IIL 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Clancy. 
Clark, Mo. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockran, 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
Cogswell, 
Conn, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. 


Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 
Covert, 
Crain, 
Crawford, 
Culberson 
Cummings, 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dailzell, 
Davey, 

De Forest, 
Denson, 
Dingley, 
Dinsmore, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Ellis, Oregon 
English, Cal. 
English, N. J. 
Enloe, 

Epes, 
Erdman, 
Fielder, 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Forman, 
Funk, 

Fyan, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 


Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass, 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Graham, 
Gresham, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 

Grow, 

Hager, 
Hainer, 
Haines, 

Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Harmer, 
Harris, 
Harter, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Ill. 
Henderson, l6wa 
Henderson, N. O. 
Hendrix, 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
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Hines, 

Hitt, 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Lil. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
“Louk, 
Hulick, 
Hutcheson, 
Izlar, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnson, Ohto 
Jones, 

Kem, 
Kilgore, 
Kribbs, 

Kyle, 

Lacey, 
Lapham, 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Layton, 
Lefever, 
Lester, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Loud, 
Loudenelager, 
Lucas, 
Lynch, 
Maddox, 
Magner, 
Maguire, 
Maliory, 
Marshall, 
Marvin, N. Y¥. 
McAleer, 
McCall, 
McCleary, Minn 


McCreary, Ky. 
McDannold, 
McDearmon, 
McDowell, 
McGann, 
McKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
MeMillin, 
McNagny, 
Mercer, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Milliken, 
Money, 
Montgomery, 
Moon, 
Moore, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Murrray, 
Mutchler, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Oates, 
Ogden, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Payne, 
Paynter, 
Pence, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 
Pigott, 

Post, 
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Powers, 

Price, 

Quigg, 

Randall, 

Ray, 

Rayner, 

Reed, 

Reyburn, 
Richardson, Mich. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa 
Rusk, 

Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 
Sayers, 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 


Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe. 
Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
somers, 
Sorg, 
Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, W. A 
Stone, Ky. 
Storer, 
Strait, 


At the conclusion of the first call, S “dl 
Mr. HULL said: I ask unanimous consent that the second call | for enlarging the old Government lock at Sault Ste. Maric to 


of the roll be dispensed with, on account of the tired conditio 


of the Clerk, and that the House adjourn. 
Mr. MAHON. I object. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
The call was resumed and concluded. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas 


32, the nays ——— 1. So a call of the House is ordered. 


The hour of 


the House adjourned, under clause 3 of Rule XXVI, until to-mor- 


row af Doon. 


ecordingly (at 10 o’clock and 30 minutes p.m.) the House 


adjourned. 


Straus, 
Strong, 
Swanson, 
Sweet, 
Talbott, Md. 
Tarsney, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Terry, 


Turner, Va. 
Turpin, 
Tyler, 
Updegraff, 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, IL. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Williams, Ill. 
Wilson, Ohto 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise, 
Wolverton, 
oodarda, 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


Objection is made. 


AUGUST I , 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the follow 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 7943) for the relief of se: 
in Oklahoma Territory —to the Committee on the Public | 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 7944) for the r 
Mary A. Barry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 7945) for the relief of 
Mattie S. Holland—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H.R.7946) to remo, 
charge of desertion from the record of James Davis 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H.R. 7947) granting an 
of pension to John M. Collison—to the Committee on In 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: A bill (H. R. 7948) granting a pensi 
Aloysius Oberle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALDWIN: Resolution of Chamber of Comm 
Duluth, Minn., favoring a canal from the Great Lakes to | 
Atlantic Ocean—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, resolution of Manitoba Central Farmers’ Institute, , 
Brandon, favoring connecting the Great Lakes with the \| 
Ocean by improvements of canals and the St. Lawrence {ti 
and for a canal from Red River of the North to the Lake of 
Woods—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, resolution of Chamber of Commerce of Duluth, Minn. 


n | the Committee on Railways and Canals. 


By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of the druggists of Louisville: 
Ky., in favor of free alcohol used in arts and manufactur 
medicine, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

| By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Petition of J. B. Steadman Post a 


are | of J. L. Reas Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of the State. 


Washington, praying that the 12th day of February be mad 


past ten having arrived, the Chair declares | tional holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Also, petition of Commercial Club of Tacoma, Wash., praying 
for construction of the Nicaragua Cana!—to the Committee 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of Astoria, Orego 
praying for the establishment of fish hatcheries on the Colum 

ia River—to the Committee on Merchant and Marine Fisher 
ies. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private billsand resolutions were | _ Also, petition of Western Central Labor Union, of Seatt! 
severally rted from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and | Wash., praying for amendment te public land laws, restrictiny 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: benefit of same to citizens of the United States—to the Com- 

By Mr. HUTCHESON, from the Committee on Claims: A | mittee on the Public Lands. ’ a 
bili (B. R. 7405) for the relief of Juan S. Hart, administrator of | Also, — of the citizensof Chehalis County, Wash., pray- 
Simeon Hart, deceased. (Report No. 1407.) ing for theestablishmentof a harbor of refuge in Grays Harbor 

By Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia, from the Committee | Wash.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. _ 
on Military Affairs: A bill (H.R. 6243) to remove the charge of | Also, petition of the members of-the bar of Yakima Count) 
desertion from the military record of Peter R. Eddy. (Report | Wash., ae ho the establishment of a district and circul 
No. 1408.) ‘ court term of United States courts at North Yakima 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A | to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
joint resolution (8S. R. 68) for the relief of W.D. Maci:, aclerkin | Also, petition of citizens of Pierce County, Wash., pray it 
the Record and Pension Division of the War Department. (Re- | passage of House bill 5246—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
port No, 1409.) Also, petition of residents of Mason County, Wash., prayin 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: | for passage of House bill 5746—to the Committee on \ 

A bill (H.R. 6881) grants a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Wyse, | ture. ei 2 
widow of Lieut. Col. F. O. Wyse. (Report No. 1410.) By Mr. GRADY: Papers to accompany the claim of Day! 

By Mr. LAPHAM, from the Committee on Military Affairs: | Darrock, of Cumberland County, N. C.—to the Committee on 
A bill (H.R. 6851) for the relief of James Berry Duckett. (Re- | War Claims. ie : 
port No. #411.) By Mr. HAGER: Petition of residents of Pottawatiam 

By Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia, from the Commit- | County, Iowa, asking the impeachment of Attorney-Geners 
tee on Military Affairs: A bill (H. R. 3043) for the relief of Cur- | Olmey—to the Committee on the Judiciary. : . 
tis P. Wise. (Report No. 1422.) By Mr. McRAE: Resolution of the Young Men's Democratic 

Sie Club, ask action on Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee on 
> Ways and Means. 
PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of Rev. S. P. Shipusn and 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials | Rev. S. A. Ball, praying for the passage of Senate bil! 120, ea 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as | titled ‘‘A bill to prevent lottery traffic,” ete.—to the Committee 
follows: on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A bill (H. R. 7941) grant- By Mr. PENCE: Petition relating to sending copies of CO%- 
ing to the State of North Dakota certain portions of the aban- | GRESSIONAL RecorD to all post-offices for public use—to tue 
doned Fort Abraham Lincoln military reservation, together | Committee on Printing. ~~. 
with the buildings thereon—to the Committee on the Public By Mr. SPRINGER: Papers to accompany House bill 1940— 
Lands. to the Committee on War Claims. ee 

By Mr. PLYNN: A bill (H.R. 7942) gran to K County, By Mr. TERRY: Resolution of Young Men's Democratic C!", 
in Oklahoma Territory, authority to build a bridge across the | of Hot Springs, Ark., in favor of passage of Wilson tariff bill, 
Arkansas River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | or the speedy passage of some measure as nearly in conformi!y 
Commerce. thereto as possible—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


i 
| 
: 


cra 


RE ee ya INE A! NORTE Me 





1894. 





- 


SENATE, 
SATURDAY, August 11, 1894. 
Prayer by Rev. J. H. M’Carry, D. D., of the city of Washing- 


ton. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
roceedings, when, on motion of Mr. TURPIE, and by unanimous 
onsent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


DESTEUCTION OF USELESS PAPERS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. In accordance with the provisions 
of the joint resolution approved February 16, 1889, relating to 
the destruction of certain papers in the Executive Departments, 
which are not needed in the transaction of public business, etc., 
the Chair appoints Mr. ViLASand Mr.CULLOM members of the 
joint committee on the part of the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 4667) to provide for the opening of certain aban- 
doned military reservations, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 76:0) to authorize purchasers of the property and 
franchises of the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to organ- 
ize a corporation and to confer upon the same all the powers, 
privileges, and franchises vested in that company. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
pill (S. 2107) granting to the Northern Mississippi Railway 
Company right of way through certain Indian reservations in 
Minnesota. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which itrequested the concurrence of the 
Senate: ; 

A bill (H. &. 507) for the relief of J.E. Merriam; 

A bill (H. R. 526) for the relief of Joseph Haxthausen; 

A bill (H. R. 1075) for the relief of Merril Denham; 

A bill (H. R. 2842) to reimburse George C. Tanner, late con- 
sul, etc., the sum of $200, _— by him for rent of rooms; 

A bill (H. R. 5368) for the relief of H.W. McConnell: and 

A bill (H. R. 7603) for the relief of Charles Deal. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1852) to provide an American register for the steamer 
8. Oteri; 

A bill (S. 2234) to further amend section 2399 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; and 

A bill (H. R. 1589) for the relief of Louis Pelham. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr, TURPIE gene a memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against the adoption of certain 
proposed amendments to the so-called Patterson bill amending 
the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pa- 
gods, Colo., praying for the reduction of the White River tim- 

r reserve in Colorado; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Denver, 
Colo., remonstrating against the support of the Government in 
maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian education, 
ete.; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of Pomona Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Petaluma, Cal., remonstrating against 
the passage of the Pacific Railroad funding bills; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. VILAS presented the memorial of C. F. White and sun- 
dry other citizens of Ontario, Wis., remonstrating against the 
support of the Government in maintaining the present system 
of sectarian Indian education, etc.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

GOLD AND SILVER PRICES. 

Mr. TELLER. I present an address delivered before the 
London Chamber of Commerce on the 24th of July by E. E. Ise- 
monger, colonial treasurer and member of council of the Straits 
Settlement, on the ‘ Evidence of a Crown Colony on Gold and 


Silver Prices.” I move that the address be printed as a docu- 
ment. 


The motion was agreed to. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PALMER. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7515) granting the 
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right of way through the Arlington reservation for electric rail- 
way purposes, to report it with amendments, and submit a re- 
port thereon. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. The bill is a very important one, and it ought to 
go to the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the present 
consideration of the bill, and it will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1558) for the correction of the 
military record of Capt. Joseph H. Richards, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred tho 
bill (S. 1858) to grant an honorable discharge to George S. Ray 
mond, late captain Company G, Sixty-fifth Regiment New York 
Volunteers, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 562) for the relief of Marlin Parks, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1572) to extend the time for building a street railway on 
the military reservation, Fort Riley, Kansas, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 3334) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to the heirs or legal representatives of C 
P. Gooch certain money due him for carrying the mail, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 1314) for the relief of Mathew S. Priest, reported it 
without amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6050) to pension Margaret A. Woods, 
widow of William W. Woods, late of Company FE, Sixteenth II- 
linois Volunteer Infantry, reported it without amendment, and’ 
submitted a report thereon. 


JOHANNA GLEASON. 


Mr. GALLINGER. [am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5703) for the relief 
of Johanna Gleason, to report it withoutamendment. Asit will 
take but a moment to put the bill on its passage, I ask unani- 
mous consent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place the 
name of Johanna Gleason, widow of Thomas Gleason, of Com- 
pany A, Thirty-fifth New York Volunteers, on the pension roll 
and pay her a pension, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the act approved June 27, 1890. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY C. FIELD. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4490) granting a pension 
to Henry C. Field, to report it favorably without amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. This is a House bill. I know personally the 
beneficiary. He is 80 years of age and very feeble. I ask that 
he may receive the benefit proposed by the present considera- 
tion of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Henry C. Field, dependent father 
of Daniel Field, late a private of Company H, Twenty-ninth 
Maine Regiment, and to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAFFERY introduced a bill (S. 2300) for the relief of the 
heirs of Mrs. Gabriel Le Breton Deschapelles; which was read 
twice by its title,and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2301) for the relief of 
Charles M. Larsh, of Denver, Colo.; which was read twice by 
its title. and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2302) for the relief of Mrs. Emma 
D. Larsh, of Denver, Colo.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

LOUIS A. YORKE—VETO MESSAGE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read: 

To the Senate: 


IL hereby return without my approval Senate bill numbered 1438, entitled 
“An act for the relief of Louis A. Yorke."’ 





8412 


Inthe year 1886 the beneficiary named in this bill wasa passed assistant pay- 
master in the Navy. In December of that year he appeared before a naval 
examining board, convened pursuant to law for the purpose of passing upon 
his fitness to be promoted to the grade of paymaster. 

The investigation of the board was conducted fairly and thoroughly. 
Much of the evidence relating to the candidate's moral fitness for promotion 
was Cocumentary and the examination toucbing his professional compe- 
tency was of the usual character in such cases. 

Considerable evidence was before the board menene uite a large amount 
of personal indebtedness owing by the candidate, and it appeared that ina 
few instances his accounts with the N a Department had not been promptly 
settled. It was also shown that he had not at all times deposited the Gov- 
ernment money intrusted to his care, in the places required by law and the 
regulations of the Navy. In connection with his personal indebtedness in- 
cidents and circumstances were prongs to light which certainly indicated 
that he entertained very lax ideas of honest dealing and fairness, and which 
developed a disregard of the obligations and requirements of his position as 
an officer in the Navy. Hewasgiven abundant opportunity to meet aud ex- 
plain every damaging allegation and every adverse inference arising from 
the evidence, and his claim, not without foundation it appeared, that the 
—— against him were instigated by malice, was doubtless given full 
weight. 

‘ “00 examining board on the evidence made the following decisions and 
ndings: ‘ 

‘The written examination of the candidate shows that he is deficient in 
his knowledge of the duties appertaining to the next higher grade; and the 
record evidence puts in question his moral fitness, and he has failed to es- 
tablish both his professional and moral qualifications for promotion to the 
satisfaction of the board: 

“Therefore, we hereby certify that Passed Assistant Paymaster Louis A. 
Yorke, United States Navy, has the mental fitness to perform efficiently all 
the duties both at sea and on shore of the next higher grade; but he has not 
the professional and moral qualifications required, and we do not recom- 
mend him for promotion.” 

After the board had thus disposed of the case and adjourned it was, at the 
request of the candidate, reconvened by order of the Secretary of the Navy, 
who issued for its guidance the following directions among others: 

‘The board will inform Passed Assistant Paymaster Yorke ofits findings 
and of the evidence upon which it finds him to be not morally qualified for 
promotion and will afford him a further hearing and an opportunity to pre- 
sent such evidence as he may desire as to his moral fitness for promotion.” 

The board met pursuant to such order on the 4th day of January, 1887, 
when the findings of the board were read to the candidate for promotion 
and also the evidence upon which said findings were based, and he was in- 
formed that the board woulé accord him a further hearing as to his moral 
fitness for promotion and would afford him reasonable time in which to 
submit his case. Thereupon he requested the board to allow him until the 
26th day of January to produce the necess: witnesses in his behalf. This 
request was granted, but on the day ap ted, upon his representation 
that he was then unable to submit defense, he was upon his request al- 
lowed another day for that purpose. 

In availing himself of the opportunity thus afforded him to present evi- 
dence in defense or explanation of the matters charged aoeines im, he ex- 
amined no witnesses and contented himself with presenting his own state- 


ment, containing little more than a reiteration of statements he had al- 
ready made before the board at previous a See by slight 


documentary evidence which established no new facts in his favor. 

The board thereupon reviewed all the evidence and proofs which had been 
submitted during the entire examination, and after full consideration de- 
cided that there was nothing in the additional evidence uced to warrant 
a modification of the original finding, and the board therefore again certi- 
fied and decided that the candidate had not the moral qualifications to per- 
form efficiently the duties of the grade to which he sought promotion. 

The Secretary of the Navy transmitted the record, proceedings, and find- 
ings of said examining board to the President, with the recommendation 
that the same be approved and that the candidate be discharged from the 
Navy with one year’s pay, pursuant to a statute passed on the 5th day of Au- 
gust, 1882, directing a disc - from the service in such cases. 

Thereupon, and on the 19th day of February, 1887, the record, yigeseen " 
and findings of said board were approved by the President and Passed As- 
sistant Paymaster Yorke was ordered discharged from the naval service 
with one year’s pay. 

The bill now under consideration provides that the action of the examin- 
ing board above recited “be set aside and declared null and void.” It also 
authorizes the President “to appoint the beneficiary to the office to which 
he would have been promoted but for said action, and to retire him in that 
gerade as of the Gate he was wholly retired.” 

The authority attempted by the bill to be given to the President, to thus 
make an appointment to the office of paymaster in the Navy without the 
interposition of the Senate, ap to be inadmissible under the clause of 
the Constitution which only permits the President to appoint certain offi- 
cers ‘by and with theadvice and consent of the Senate.’ ; 

The bill provides for the immediate retirement of-the beneficiary. He is 
now but 47 years old, thus lacking fifteen years of the time when he would 
be entitled to retirement onaccountof age. There is no suggestion that he is 
physically incapacitated. On the contrary, when he was examined for pro- 
motion, a medical board certified that he was ae qualified to perform 
all his duties at sea, and the candidate himself not only certified to the same 
thing, but further declared that he was “free from all bodily ailments.”’ If 
this condition continues, and if he should be restored to the Navy at all, he 
should be sent to duty on the active list instead of being retired. On the 
facts as presented he would seem to be out of place among those who, though 
still compensated by the Government, have been on account of age, rae alia 
honorable service, or disabilities incurred in the discharge of duty relieved 
from further activity. 

A careful investigation of the facts submitted to the examining board and 
a consideration of all thestatements made on behalf of the beneficiary named 
in the bill utterly fail, in my opinion, to justify the impeachment of the find- 
ings and determination of the board. 

J have no doubt malicious feeling gro out of domestic difficulties en- 
tered into the affair and gave impetus to the search after inculpating evi- 
dence; but facts were nevertheless established beyond any reasonable doubt 
which abundantly uphold these a. 

I feel obliged to disapprove the bill herewith returned because I believe 
the power to appoint a paymaster in the Navy ought not, under the Consti- 
tution, be conferred upon the President alone, because if the beneficiary 
were restored to the Navy there would be no justice or propriety in placing 
him upon the retired list,and because upon the merits of the case 1am of the 
opinion the judgment of the examining board ought not to be reversed. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, Atigust 11, 1894. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question Is, Shall the bill pass, 
the objections of the President of the United States to the con- 
trary notwithstanding? 
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Mr. BUTLER. I move that the message of the President of 
the United States, together with the bill, be printed and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


STATE, COUNTY, AND MUNICIPAL TAXES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6284) to prevent interference in the 
collection of State, county,and municipal taxes assessed agains 
corporations and corporate property, and for other purposes, an« 
asking for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. PUGH. I move that the Senate insist onits amendmen; 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and agree to th¢ 
conference asked by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorize to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Pucu, 
Mr. CoKE, and Mr. HOAR were appointed. 


RECENT ELECTION IN ALABAMA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a previous day, which wil! be 
read, 

The Secretary read the resolutionsubmitted yesterday by 
CHANDLER, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be directed to 
inquire into the facts of the election held in the State of Alabama on the ‘t 
of the present month of August, and to ascertain and report whether s 
election was full, fair, free, and honest, and resulted in the choice ofa Lexis 
lature entitled to elect a United States Senator, and that said committee as 
a whole or by subcommittee shall have power to send for persons and papers 
and sit during the approaching recess of Congress. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The counting of the votesin Alabama has 
not yet been finished, and the senior Senator from Alabama| Mr. 
MORGAN] has not yet returned. I therefore propose to ask that 
the resolution may go over, not losing its place, until Monday, 
when I understand the senior Senator from Alabama wil! be 
present. I desire to say, however, that I very much hope that 
the resolution will pass. 

ee repeatsitself. Twenty-two years ago, as the result of 
the election in Alabama, there were organized two Legislatures, 
and as the result of those two Legislatures two United States 
Senators were chosen. The two Legislatures were organized 
because of the wrongful change of the vote in the two counties 
of Barbour and Marengo, It required judicious conduct on the 
part of the Administration of the Government at Washington 
to put an end to civil commotion and two Legislatures in Ala- 
bama, and I very much fear, unless there is an immediate in- 
vestigation by the Senate, that there will be two Legislatures, 
two governors, and two United States Senators from the State 
of Alabama. I believe that by a rome investigation of tho 

uestion by the committee of which the Senator from Delawaya 

r. GRAY] is chairman this great calamity to the State of Ala- 

ma will be averted. 

Iask that the resolution may go over until Monday in the 
morning hour, not losing its place. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, the resolution proposes to inves- 
tigate an election that took place in my State on last Monday 
There has been no official report of the result of that election 
in any county. The returns involving the election of members 
of the Legislature have to be made to the State next November, 
and the State Legislature has the exclusive power to deal with 
the right of the members of the Legislature to their seats. 

There is no authority in law, organic or statutory, for this 
investigation. It would be a naked usurpation of power by the 
Senate if this resolution were to pass. It would authorize an 
investigation into matters over which the Senate has no juis- 
diction. whatever. That has been decided repeatedly by the 
Senats. I undertake to say that if there were an investigation, 
znd if there were any authority to make it, it would be discov- 
ered that there has been nothing whatever in that election to 
authorize, justify, or to ee the investigation. 

Iam willing for the resolution to goover. The next Legis- 
lature elects a successor to my colleague [Mr. MoRGAN]. [le 
has been in the State of Alabama engaged in the canvass resu''- 
ing in the election last Monday. I do notdesire that any action 
shall be taken upon the resolution or any discussion be had upon 
itin his absence. I think I can say he will be present in the 
Senate on next Monday, and I therefore ask that the resolution 
go over until he is present. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr.President, if I understood the Senator from 
New Hampshire[Mr. CHANDLER], he asked unanimous consen! 
that the resolution might go over, reserving its place. 1 must 
object to that, if it requires unanimous consent. I do not wish 
to give the sanction even of withholding an objection to a prop- 
osition which seems to me so far away from any jurisdiction 
which the Senate can rightfully exercise, to be so long a step 
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in the direction of centralization, and to be without any prec- 
edent worthy of the name in the history of our country. If it 
requires unanimous consent that the request of the Senator from 
New Hampshire shall be granted, I must object. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I ask leave to withdraw 
the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
hears none, and the resolution is withdrawn. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [I offer the resolution which I send to the 
desk and ask that it may go over until to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lution. : 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be directed to 
inquire into the facts of the election held in the State of Alabama onthe 6th 
of the present month of August, and to ascertain and report whether such 
election was full, fair, free, and honest, and resulted in the choice of a Leg- 
islature entitled to elect a United States Senator, and that said committee 
as a whole or by subcommittee shall have power to send for persons and 
papers and sit during the approaching recess of Congress. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
the rule. 


The Chair 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 507) for the relief of J. E. Merriam; 

A bill te R. 526) for the relief of Joseph Haxthausen; 

A bill (H. R. 1075) for the relief of Merril Denham; 

A bill (H. R. 2842) to reimburse George C. Tanner, late con- 
sul, ete., the sum of $200 paid by him for rent of rooms; 

A bill (H. R. 5368) for the relief of H. W. Connell; and 

A bill (H. R. 7603) for the relief of Charles Deal. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution submitted by the Senator from New York [Mr. 
HILL}, coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
HILL, as follows: 

Resolved, That the conferees on the part of the Senate who are now con- 
sidering the differences between the two Houses on House bill 4864, being an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment, and for other purposes,” be, and they are hereby, requested to report 
to the Senate if they are likely to come to an agreement; and, if not, to re- 
port to the Senate a disagreement; and also to report the principal items 
of disagreement, sothat the Senate may take action thereon. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, some question has arisen as to 
the parliamentary status of the tariff bill in case the resolution 
which I offered yesterday should prevail. I do not know that 
any doubt absolutely exists in regard to it, but there ought not 
to be any question upon such an important point. The status 
of the bill should be determined; and there is no better time to 
determine it than now, before any action is actually taken upon 
the bill, either by a favorable vote or an adverse vote. For that 
purpose, and in order to perfect the resolution, I offer the 
amendment to the resolution which I send to the desk, only add- 
ing a few words to it. 7 . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The modification proposed by the 
Senator from New York will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution as modified, as follows: 

Resolved, That the conferees on the part of the Senate, who are now con- 
sidering the differences between the two Houses on House bill 4864, being an 
act entitled “‘An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment, and for other purposes,’’ report to the Senate if they are likely to 
come to an agreement; and, if not, report the principal items of disagree- 


ment, delivering said bill to the Secretary of the Senate for the further ac- 
tion of the Senate thereon. 


Mr. HILL. On that I call for the yeas and nays, 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, I should like to hear from the 
Senator from New York some reason for the parliamentary po- 
sition which is asserted by the amendment to the resolution. It 
isa very important question, as he has stated, and I think ought 
not to be voted upon without some discussion at least. I should 
like to hear from the Senator before I say anything. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator can not be heard on this side. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the Senator from New York 
has a right to modify his resolution in the form now suggested 
byhim. That is not a question to be submitted to the Senate. 
All he has to do is to submit the modification. 

Mr.GRAY. The Senator from Rhode Island quite misunder- 
stood me. I have not objected to the right of the Senator from 
New York to modify his resolution. I know as well as the Sen- 
wd — Rhode Island that the Senator New York has that 

r.PLATT. The Senator could not be heard. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator was addressing his colleagues 
upon the other side in such a tone of voice that he could not be 
heard on this side. 

Mr, GRAY. T beg the Senator’s pardon. 
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Senator trom New York to give some explanation of the princi- 
ples embodied in the amendment which he has offered to the 
resolution. 

Mr. HALE, Itis not an amendment; it is a modification. 

Mr. HILL. There is not the slightest objection to complying 
with the very pertinent request of the Senator from Delaware. 

In my judgment, under the situation in which this bill is now 
placed, the custody of the bill must be deemed to be in the pos- 
session of the Senate for every practical purpose of legislation. 
It is somewhat a new question where this bill can be said to be 
in a parliamentary sense. I do not know that the question will 
be of the slightest importance; but it is only to guard against a 
possible contingency and a complication between the two Houses 
that at least, so far as we are concerned, the Senate should as- 
sert what we believe to be its rights. 

I do not propose to indulge in comment as to newspaper dis- 
cussion of this question. Senators are aware of the various 
claims which have been made pro and con as to ‘‘ where the bill 
is at,” [laughter] and it is important that we should determine 
the question. The history of the bill is patenttoeveryone. The 
request for a conference came originally from the Senate. The 
House of Representatives acceded to it, a conference was had, 
and a disagreement was had. A report was made to the House 
of Representatives and then to the Senate, and at the request of 
the Senate a further conference is being had. In my judgment 
the bill is deemed in parliamentary law to be in the custody of 
the Senate at all times for every practical purpose of legisla- 
tion. My object, however, is simply to have that question set- 
tled so far as the Senate can settle it. Of course if an agreement 
shall be reached at any time, that will end the question, but if 
a disagreement shall be reported, as was yesterday intimated to 
be quite likely, then it is important to know, pending the dis- 
cussion of the question of disagreement, what the parliamentary 
status of the bill is. 

I should judge that there can be no real objection to the first 
part of the resolution. I think it will throw light upon the dif- 
ferences between the two Houses to hear an explanation from 
the distinguished gentlemen who are our conferees. It can do 
no harm; it may do much good. It may facilitate the disposi- 
tion of this measure for the Senate to know what has taken 
place and what is now taking place and what the real points of 
disagreement are other than what we simply know from rumors 
in the newspaper press. In view of the suggestion made yes- 
terday that there is no objection to the resolution on the part of 
the conferees themselves, in whom we have confidence, I sup- 
pose there will be no substantial objection to that portion of the 
resolution.~ I have merely added the words requiring the de- 
livery of the bill to the possession of the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate. I might assume that that would be the course. I do not 
know that the conferees themselves would take any other posi- 
tion. Adding those words is, of course, no sort of reflection on 
them. I disclaim any such intention. But let us settle this 
question here and now while we can, if it needs any settlement. 
If any one doubts where the possession of the bill would be in 
law ifa report of a disagreement should be made, then that 
question can be raised. 

I do not understand the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] 
to take a contrary position. He has expressed no opinion upon 
the question. In case the resolution shall pass and a disagree- 
ment shall be reported, where is the bill? Who has its cus- 
tody? Where is it ina parliamentary sense? Letussettle that 
question now. I therefore give way for the present to hear the 
views of the Senator from Delaware upon tht point. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the proposition as it came over 
from yesterday, embodied in the resolution of the Senator from 
New York, was one which we all understood, whatever might 
be thought of its parliamentary propriety. I do not care just 
now to discuss those matters which seem to me to affect the par- 
liamentary propriety of the resolution as it was originally 
framed. I desire to say a few words about the propriety of plac- 
ing upon the resolution adeclaration of parliamentary law so far- 
reaching and important as I conceive that declaration to be. 

I do not see, to use a favorite expression of the Senator from 
New York, why we need cross a bridge until we come to it. 
After the committee of conference shall have reported a dis- 
agreement, if they shall indeed report a disagreement, that 
question will arise. If the resolution as originally framed by 
the Senator from New York be adopted and the conferees feel 
constrained to modify their action in accordance with what they 
conceive to be the mandate of that resolution and make de! iver- 
ance to this boly that they can not agree and the cause of the 
disagreement, even if it be not the report of a dis:gree went, 
which I understand can come only as a conference report from 
all of the conferees, then there will be time to raise the ques- 
tion and consider it. But I do not see wh:t purpose there can 
be or what good is to be accomplished by raising this question 
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in advance of the facts and circumstances to which alone it can 
apply. 

Phere is no parliamentary situation here which demands your 
decision, Mr. President, or the decision of the Senate, as to who 
has the legal custody of the bill, because the bill is in confer- 
ence. Ihave averystrong notion, after some consideration and 
reflection, that the bill is in the possession of both the House of 
Representatives and the Senate. Notwithstanding some of the 
propositions of the old text writers on parliamentary law, I do 
not believe that at this day and at this time the physical pos- 
session of the particular copy of House bill 4864 is to determine 
its parliamentary status or where it rightfully belongs. The 
bill was passed by the Senate and was sent to the House of Rep- 
resentatives and became a part of the records of that body, as 
it remained a part of the records of this body as to the action of 
the Senate upon it. 

I do not believe that the House of Representatives has ever 
disabled itself from taking such action upon the bill as in its 
wisdom it may determine to take. Ido not think that the bill 
could be stolen, for instance, and spirited away, so as to defeat 
tariff legislation. Ido not believe that a groat people, 65,000,- 
000 in number, are to depend upon the safety of a Yale lock or 
the absence of temptationon the part ofsome thief to get manual 

ossession of the particular print which may be used by the con- 

erence committee. I do not believe that legislation can bs de- 

feated in that way in the last decade of the nineteenth century. 
T do not believe that a burglar can destroy the rights of the 
Senate or the House as constituent members of the greatest 
legislative body in thiscountry. Therefore I am of theopinion 
that the manual possession, as it is sometimescailed, the physical 
possession, the manucaption of the bill can not determine the 
matter for either the Senate or the other House. 

Mr. President, as to the more technical question raised by the 
amendment of the Senator from New York, the Senator says 
that after the bill had sed the Senate and was on its way to 
the other House the Senate requested a conference and ap- 
pointed conferees. He says that that has something to do with 
determining which House alternately has possession of the bill; 
that if the Senate had not first requested aconference the other 
House would have requested a conference, and that the House 
which was requested to agree to a conference would have the 
possession of the bill, and then seesaw back and forth again. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. I misstated myself inone particular. The Sen- 
ate unquestionably asked for the first conference, and the House 
of Representatives asked for the second conference. 

Mr. GRAY. I did not intend to misquote the Senator from 
New York. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator did not misquote me. I misstated 
myself. The second conference was asked for by the other 
House. 

Mr. GRAY. If thatis to determine it, according to prece- 
dent, as to who has the first move, so to speak, if we come down 
to that technicality, let us see what actually was done. The 
Senate passed the bill with amendments and sent it to the other 
House. It was in the possession of the other House, The House 
could have concurred in the amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Deleware permit 
me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not want to interrupt the Senator’s 
line of argument. 

Mr. GRAY. Lam hardly making an argument. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senate passed the bill with amend- 
ments, and then resolved to insist upon its amendments and ask 
for a conference. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam coming to that 
other House had possession of the bill. It could have done as 
it pleased with it. It could have concurred in all of the amend- 
ments, and then the bill, if it had received the signature of the 
President, would have become a law without any further action 
on the part of the Senate. 

The Senate did, on the motion of some Senator on this side, 
ask for a conference and appoint conferees. I recollect that I 
was very much struck with what the Senator from Iowa | Mr. 
ALLISON] said upon that occasion, for I always listen to him 
upon those matters where his great experience is so illuminat- 
ing, not having it myself and not being much of a parliamen- 
tarian. He said, and [ think properly said, that that was an 
improper motion at that time. Non constat but that the other 
House would accept all the amendments, concur in them, and 
here we were anticipating a dilference of which we had no sug- 

estion from the other House. The question was discussed, and 
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Certainly other gentlemen on this side, who are able parlia- 
mentarians, participated in the discussion, and they all agroad 
with the Senator from Iowa, that there was no place in parlia- 
mentary law for such a motion; but it was said that. in order to 
save time, there had beena practice growing up of anticipatin y 
a request by the other House and appointing the conferees in, 
advance; that we did not in effect take the unparliamentar 
course of requesting a conference when no disagreement ha)! 
occurred, but merely appointed in advance the conferees who 
when the other House asked for the conference, were all ready 
to act. : 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me» 

Mr.GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Both the Senator from fowa [Mr. ALuison]and 
the Senator from Delaware |Mr. GRAY] have forgotten what has 
taken place on this question in the history of the Senate hero- 
tofore. There was a shipping bill sent over from the other 
House, to which the Senate made a great many amendments, | 
regarded it as very important to get the bill into conference 
without submission in the other House to the Committee of the 
Whole. Itoccurred tomethat the moment the Senateamended 
a bill there was, in a parliamentary view at any rate, a disa- 
greement between the two Houses, and that the Senite had » 
right to ask for a conference. I looked up the authorities with 
great care. Senator Edmunds was President of the Senate. | 
asked him in relation to it, and he made the declaration which 
the Senator from Iowa made, and which the Senator from Dela- 
ware now makes, that such a motion was not in order. 
him to examine the authorities. 
made a thorough examination. 

The next morning the matter came up in the Senate. [ made 
my request that the Senate insist upon its amendments and re- 
quest a conference with the other House. The Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] declared that that wasentirely outo! order. 
A discussion arose in the Senate which lasted several hours. The 
Presiding, Officer ruled that the motion was entirely in order, 
and that it was justified by all of the principles of parliamentary 
law and by practices under it. An appeal was taken from the 
decision of the Chair. The Chair was sustained, and from that 
day to this the Senate has at any time, on amending a House 
bill, immediately insisted upon its amendments, requested a con- 
ference, and appointed its conferees. 

Mr. GRAY. Of course the interesting precedent cited by 
the Senator from Maine is important; but what I was stating is 
that when the bill was passed by the Senate, with the amend- 
ments, the question I have discussed was raised by the Senator 
from Iowa. It seemed to go bycommonconsent, repeating what 
I have already said, that though there was no place in parlia- 
mentary law for such a practice, it was merely the appointment 
of conferees in advance of a request of the House for a confer- 
ence. That, precedent or no precedent, seemed to be the loyica 
situation—the philosophy of the situation, if I may so state; 
and with great deference to the Senator from Maine, whose a 
thority in parliamentary law I gladly acknowledge, I say it i 
the only interpretation of that action which seems to me conso- 
nant with common sense and with those rules of conduct which 
ought to govern the intercourse between the two Houses in re- 
spect to legislation. 

Mr. President, all of this is a matter which has been thrown 
on the yeasty waves of debate here suddenly this morning. | 
admit that it isan important question, but why should we seek 
to determine it now? I have a very fixed notion about it: | 
may be wrong, but I should like to hear it discussed by thos 
who are better able than I am to discuss matters of parliamen- 
tary law. Therefore I hope the Senator from New York will 

ee to disembarrass the resolution of that subject. 

Mr. HILL. I willinquireof the Senator from Delaware, in 
order to facilitate the matter, whether the Senator is at liberty 
to assure me that there will be no objection to the remainder 0! 
the resolution? 

Mr. GRAY. Ican speak only for myself. [have had no con- 
ference with anybody about the matter, and have no authority 
to speak for anyone else. 

Mr. HILL, Possibly this is ee 
may never arise, I thought that that wast 
the question before the Senate. If my resolution shall pass 0 
first proposed and the conferees shall report a disagreement, 
the question then will more properly arise. [ am not strenuous 
in regard to this portion of the resolution. If the resolution ! 
to pass and we are to make progress in the matter and I c.n be 
assured of that fact, I have no objection to withdrawing the 
amendment which I offered. 6 

Mr. HALE. Let the Senator, then, take the question upon 
the resolution as it came over from yesterday, leaving the other 
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Mr. HILL. If I hear no objection to the other part of the 
resolution I assume, of course, that that course is to be taken. 

Mr. GRAY. I would not want to deceive the Senator about 
that. Weshall wait and see. 

Mr. TURvIE. The Senator is not deceived at all. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, Il think the Senator from 
New York has clearly erred in his parliamentary law as de- 
elared in the amendment he has offered this morning to the 
resolution submitted by him yesterday. Without discussing 
the question as to whether the House which accepted the confer- 
ence is entitled to the papers ona disagreement, which I believe 
is generally considered to be the parliamentary status in case 
of a disagreement, the fundamental error in the resolution as 
amended by the Senator from New York is as to what a disa- 
greement is. When the two Houses agree to a conference and 
appoint the conferees, the bill is then in the joint poseession of 
poth Houses. If there isan agreement or a disagreement be- 
tween the two Houses,then under general parliamentary law 
the House that acceded to the conference first acts upon the re- 

ort of the conference. 

But, sir, what constitutes a report of a conference committee 
under which that law, parliamentary law at least, is applicable? 
To constitute a report of a conference committee it must show 
a majority of the conferees of both Housesconcurring in the re- 
port, either of agreement or disagreement. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I yield to the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. FRYE. _What is the Senator’s authority for asserting 
that the bill is in the hands of a jointcommittee of conference— 
as much in the hands of the House conferees as in the hands of 
the Senate conferees? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Upon the common-sense proposition that 
when two bodies of equal privilege and dignity appoint a joint 
committee to act upon a given subject both Houses have equal 
rights over the subject-matter while it is before that joint com- 
mittee. 

Mr. FRYE. There is no such thing as a joint rule or a joint 
committee of conference. There is no rule either of the House 
or Senate which determines in relation to the passing of the 
bill. The papers were in the Senate's possession. Seven con- 
ferees were appointed on the part of theSenate. Now, amotion 
can be mada this moment todischarge the Senate conferees from 
the further consideration of the bill, and if that vote passes the 
United States Senate, those papers resume their place in the 
United States Senate, and are subject to our orders to do with 
them whatever we please. They never have really been out of 
the possession of the Senate. 

l call the Senator's attention to this point, so that he may an- 
swer it. Weecommit every bill that comes into the Senate to a 
committee, special orgeneral. Now, this committee of confer- 
ence on the part of the Senate is nothing but a special commit- 
tee; it has no different powers from a special committee. The 
Senator again and again in the Senate has heard a motion made 
that a certain committee be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of a certain bill. Did he ever hear added to that 
what the Senator from New York has added to his resolution, 
that the bill be returned to the Senate? Never. The moment 
the committee is discharged the bill resumes its place, and the 
Senate resumes its entire jurisdiction. It would be exactly so 
in thisease. If the committee of conference of the Senate alone 
was discharged from further consideration, the very moment 
that discharge was made those papers are on the Senate table, 
: _ possession of the Senate, and subject to the Senate’s juris- 

ction. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from West Virginia per- 
mit me to ask the Senator from Maine a question? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does not the Senator from Maine know 
the fact that when the Senate agreed to the conference the tariff 
bill with that indorsementon the back of it was taken by one of the 
clerks of the Senate and bodily delivered to the House, and was 
in possession of the House, was taken by the House conferees 
to the conference committee, and will be in the possession of the 

conferees legally and constitutionally until they come to 
a conclusion, they ers or disagree and report, and then under 
parliamentary law the conferees of the Senate must first make 
the report, and then they will bring the bill back to the Senate, 
and that is the only way it can get back here? 

Mr.FRY@. No; [donotunderstand any such thing. I under- 
stand that the Senate simply sent a message to the House. On 
inquiry at the table four or five days ago as to where the papers 
in the tariff matter were. I was informed by the clerk having 
charge that they were in the Senate, where they properly ought 
to have been in my opinion, and they are still in the Senate. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. And I was informed that they had beon 
bodily taken back to the House with the indorsement of the 
Senate upon them, that they vere le{t with the House, and were 
taken by the House conferees to the conference. I understand 
the record shows that fact, and that the papers are there now. 

Mr. RANSOM. May [ask the Senator from Maine a question? 
IknowI may. When the tariff bill went from the Senate tothe 
House with the proposition to have a conference, was it not com- 
petent for the House not to agree to that conferenceand to take 
the tariff bill and agree to the amendments of the Senate to it? 
If that is true, how could the House do that unless they had the 
bill in their possession? 

Mr. FRYE. Butif the House had the bill in possession and 
agreed tothe conference they would send the papers back to 
the Senate with the agreement to the conference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And then the Senate had to send them 
back to the House with the announcement that they had agreed 
to the conference. The Senate did that, and the papers are 
over there. If the Senator will go over to the House he will 
find them there, 

Mr. FRYE. I am rather inclined to think, from what the 
newspapers say and from rumors which are flying around the 
Senate this morning, that the papers may be in the possession of 
the House or of the chairman of the conferees on the part of the 
House. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no question about it. 

Mr. FRYE. It being insisted that in some way or other, prop- 
erly or improperly —— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Properly. 

Mr. FRYE. The House conferees had got possession of th: 
bill and carried it back to the House when, as [ assert, it was in 
the Senate, and they had no right to its possession and never 
had any right to its possession. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The statement I made was that the Senate 
conferees did not take the bill to the conference; that it was 
bodily delivered to the House. 

Mr. FRYE. I beg pardon of the Senator from West Virginia. 
I did not intend to get into this colloquy. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to ask a question of the Senator 
from Missouri. Is he entirely certain as to where the bill is? 
May it not be at the White House. [Laughter on the floor and 
in the galleries. | 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will see 
that order is preserved in the galleries and upon the floor of 
the Senate. The Senator from West Virginia will proceed. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, | suppose the most proper 
answer that could be made to the remark of the Senator from 
New Hampshire is to say, as I say with confidence, that if the 
bill has not gone to the White House it certainly will in a few 
days go there for the signature of the President. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator be kind enough to in 
form usin what form it will finally get there? 

Mr.FAULKNER. It will get there in the form in which a ma- 
jority of a Democratic Congress deemsit proper tosend it tothe 
Executive for his signature; and with equal confidence, I may 
say that it will gothere without the approval of the Senator from 
New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [I have only one other request to make of 
the Senator from West Virginia, in view of his assurance, and 
that is, to ask him to be kind enough to make as much haste 
with the business as he possibly can. 

Mr. FAULKNER. [ think the admonition of the Senator 
from New Hampshire comes with very bad grace after the long 
and weary months he has kept us here, day in and day out 

Mr. CULLOM, Mr. FRYE, and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Listening to every possible objection that 
he could either conceive in his fertile mind or which could be 





. brought forward by the active agency of those he represents, pre- 


pared for him and his associates. 

Mr. President, the question here suggested by the Senator 
from Maine is simply begging the question which I was urgu- 
ing. It is not ouly that, but it is trying to divert the attention 
of Senators from the real question before this body. 

The question here is not as to the power and the right of the 
Senator from New York to move that the Senate conferees be 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and in 
that way exercise a power of this body, but it is to leave the con- 
ferees and the conference committee absolutely intact as it was 
originally appointed, and simply tosuggest that upon that fact, 
with the power to instruct a part of the conference to report a 
disagreement if they could not agree, then the bill must be 
brought back by the conferees of the Senate. I say that princi- 
ple of parliamentary law never applies except where there is an 
agreement or a disagreement of a conference committee. 

I assert as a parliamentary principle, that will be undisputed 
by any parliamentarian who has studied the question, that taere 
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can not be an agreementor a disagreement of a conference com- 
mittee unlessa majority of both Housesconcur in that agreement 
or disagreement. Consequently, until that is done, they have 
no power under the resolution as now framed. I say to the 
Senator from Maine that when the question he proposes comes 
up there will be time enough then to enter intoany discussion as 
to the parliamentary condition of the bill under a motion simi- 
lar to the one to which he refers. 

Mr. President, there is another objection I have to the reso- 
lution of the Senator from New York. ‘‘If not, to report tothe 
Senate a disagreement.” That can have but one meaning. It 
is a technical question. It is that the conference committee 
shall report to the Senate a disagreement. According to the 
views I have already expressed and the principles laid down by 
all the parliamentary writers, and even according to the view of 
the distinguished Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], who is re- 
garded by the friends on the other side as the ablest par]iamen- 
tarian here, that is an instruction to the House and the Senate 
conferees to disagree and report a disagreement as to the bill. 
What right, what privilege, what function has the Senate to as- 
sert that a majority of the free conferees of the other House 
shall enter into a disagreement, so that a conference report can 
be made back to this body reporting a disagreementon the bill? 
Yet, if that is not its meaning, it has no meaning whatever. 

It is, then, simply an instruction that these gentlemen shall 
come back and state to us that they, or a majority of them, and 
a majority of the House conferees, have not agreed upon a re- 
port. I hold that in acting with reference to the rights and 
privileges of the other House, a codrdinate branch of the Gov- 
ernment, we should use no terms in the resolution that would 
imply that we attempted to exercise any power over the con- 
ferees of the House. For that reason, as well as the objections 
I have tothe amendment submitted this morning, I think the 
resolution ought not to pass in its present form. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I understood the honorable and 
learned Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] to ask whether any 
person had any objection to the pending resolution excluding 
the parliamentary part of it, the close of it. I wish to state for 
the information of the Senator that I have some objections, ob- 
jections to every part of the resolution, to the beginning, to the 
middle, and to the close. I have been working for some time, 
many days indeed, with the men in the trenches, belonging to 
the reserve corps of silence. I believe that the services of that 
corps have been as valuable to the Senate, to the people, and to 
the country as those of any member on this floor, notwithstand- 
ing the more ambitious and more public réle which may have 
been taken by others. 

Sir, on the 13th of April last I participated in this debate, re- 
fusing at that time to enter into a discussion of the comparative 
merits of the House and the Senate bill as perempteny: declar- 
ing also that the question was not whether the House bill should 
pass or the Senate bill should pass, but whether any bill, any 
measure of tariff reform, could be passed during the present 
Congress. As that was the questionin April, it is the question 
in August; and in view of that question I have steadily voted 
against every sort of instruction to the conferees. 

I did not deem that it was parliamentary to instruct a part of 
the committee without a special rule, and we have none: and I 
did not deem myself competent, and do not now deem myself com- 
petent, to instruct the conferees of the honorable House upon this 
subject or any other. Ihave therefore steadily voted against 
any instructions, direct or indirect. I voted against express in- 
structions, not because there was no merit in those instructions. 
I voted against receding because sousens is an instruction. 

I voted against any modification of the rules, the ordinary 
rules of a conference committee, because such modification would 
have been an instruction. I vote now against every clause in 
the resolution offered by the Senator from New York, because I 
do not think that the conferees are capable of instruction by one 
branch, and I do not think it would be expedient to instruct, 
even if we had the legal capacity to do so. I am unwilling at 
this late stage to change the basis of negotiation. The con- 
ferees were made free; let them remain so. I donot ask for a 
report, and I do not want to have a report from this conference 
committee unless and until they have agreed. I wish to know 
nothing about the items of disagreement unless they see fit vol- 
untarily to disclose them. 

When we had a conference very early of the Democratic party 
in respect to this bill we did not attempt to settle details, but 
what we did settle and decide was the means of adjusting these 
details; and that means was the reference to a subcommittee, 
that by their agreement and their labor our action should be fa- 
cilitated. What we have in the Senate to settle and consider is 
not the details of the tariff bill or disagreements between the 
two Houses, but to create a means by which those differences 
may be adjusted. We have created such means in appointing 
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{ do not believe we have the power, nor dol believe it wise 
prudent if we did have it, to compel any dischnmuee of tes a 
ceedings of the joint conferees upon the bill at this time ah 
especially am I opposed to the return of the bill to the Senate 
which, with this resolution or without the resolution, would bh. 
its defeat. Legislation could then only be had in one way—by 
forcing the House to pass one bill pending. Iam not vet pre- 
pared for this alternative. : 

Many bills have been longer in conference than this, A great 
many bills have been under consideration by committees where 
there was less hope of agreement than there is this mornine 
and yet agreement and legislation have followed. [ wil] refey 
to one where agreement occurred, legislation followed, and the 
legislative action was a complete success, ; 

Not only am I opposed to this resolution on account of iis text 
but its terms. Its terms mean the wreck of this bill. Its terms 
mean the destruction of tariff legislation at this session, the fina) 
termination and end of tariff legislation for this Congress. That 
is the meaning of this resolution. That is the effect of it. 

Iam not only opposed to it, sir, on account of its meaning ang 
purpose, but I have some misgivings with respect to its source 
and origin. It is offered by the learned and honorable Senator 
from New York. Is hea friend of this bill? I am notspeakine 
of the House bill nor of the Senate bill. Iam speaking of the 
bill that is to be framed under the title, ‘‘ A bill toraise revenue 
for the support of the Government and to reduce taxation,” and 
its enacting clause. 

The Senator from New York hasopenly, publicly, repextedly, 
informed us that he was opposed to this bill; that cae sition 
was implacable to both bills and to all bills that contain certain 
a in them which do not receive his approval. How 

oes it come, then, that an open enemy is to offer here a resolu- 
tion for our guidance and our government, and how is such a 
resolution to be commended to our support? 

I did very much admire, I had profound esteem for, the {irst 
sentence of the Brooklyn decree encyclical, now famous, per- 
haps, as those of Berlin or Milan—‘'I am a Democrat.” but, 
sir, I have not the same esteem nor admiration for the revised 
and amended edition of the encyclical, **Iam a Democrat, with- 
out the income tax.” In that expression, sir, there seems to be 
an indescribable bathos; a marked decadence of the original. 

I could say with all sincerity, because I think it is prudent, 
ust, and, especially at this time, a wise manner of raising pub- 
ic revenue, that ‘‘I am a Democrat, with the income tax;”’ but, 

sir, I infinitely prefer another declaration. I am a Democrat 
with or without the income tax, without condition, without 
limitation. No mere detail of expediency shall sever me from 
the action of the eee of my party. 

I wish, therefore, to offer a proposition, a proposition which 
may be thought harsh and unkind. It is not sointended. A 
proposition which has a precedent well known in the legisla- 
tive history of the country, a history that some of us are old 
enough to recollect. During that long period of expectancy 
while the compromise measures of 1850 were pending here the 
precedent I speak of was made and formed. The proposition 
which I make is one which I do not conceal; it is born of neces- 
sity. Itsprings from the dividing line, between the sharp edge 
of that which is possible for us and utter failure. 

At this juncture, sir, although I voted against all instructions, 
I feel tempted to offer some myself. Perhaps I ought not seri- 
ously to call them instructions. This proposition is suggest:d 
for careful consideration. If authority were needed, I might 
perhaps plead the privilege of seniority. I think the record 
will show that I occupied a seat on this side of the body many 
years before any sitting member here, many years before any 
sitting member on the other side except the senior Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. I occupied a seat on this side oi the 
— when we counted just thirteen on the Democratic roll 
call. 

There has been a good deal said here about a minority col 
trolling the Senate. If you had seen that minority on one 0! 1'8 
field days you would have thought it might have controlled ‘wo 
Senates had it been necessary. We did, after a manner and for 
aseason. We were always beaten atthe last. We were «always 
beaten, but we were never cast down. I amnot saying this with 
respect to any anticipated dissolution of the Democratic par'y. 
No man will see the destruction of the Democratic party in ths 
country without witnessing at the same time the downia'! of 
popular liberty. But Iam asking Senators especially upon ou" 
side, although I enjoyed that service and the recollection 0! 1! 
not to relegate this side to a minority so small again, and t0 
consider very carefully their action here with reference to 4 com 
tinued representation of Democratic principles in this Chamber. 

This suggestion of mine is born of necessity. Itsprings !ro™ 
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the irresistible duress of a force inevitable. It is a present ne- 
cessity, a burning presence with face of flint and eyes of flame, 
that may not be bidden down, that will not be ouaiel or avoided. 
It is the duty of our appointees upon the committee of confer- 
ence toagree. That is their office and function. They were 
appointed to agree, not to divide or to sever; and as they were 
appointed to agree, I believe it is appointed, destined, predes- 
tined, that they shallandmustagree. They are as free toagree 
as they are to confer. 

Therefore I am in favor of preserving the present status and 
retaining the bill in conference. What will disagreement be? 

It will be, sir, to court inadvance defeat, disaster, and discom- 
fiture; it will be toturn back the handson the clock of progress 
and reform for the period of another generation. 

Disagreement is the unpardonable political sin, not to be for- 
given in this age or the next. I have notallowed myself as yet 
to conceive or imagine that there is to be a final disagreement 
in conference. 

Mr. President, my proposition is one which may cost some 
self-sacrifice, which will call for the exercise of pure patriotism, 
of self-denial, of disinterestedness, butit will costno Senator any- 
thing of political consistency or any shadow of reproach. The 
proposition is, sir, that the majority conferees upon this com- 
mittee tender to the Senate their resignation as conferees and 
let the Chair appoint theirsuccessors. Similar action must fol- 
low elsewhere. No one will be appointed here who is not a 
friend of the bill, the bill after its enacting clause and subse- 
quent to its title, that bill which is to be written. As to condi- 
tions and terms of unanimity no one will be appointed from this 
Chamber who is not in favor of legislation, legislation now, to 
repeal the present law and to abolish protection and its mon- 
strous brood of trusts and monopolies. 

It is a mere usage of the Senate to appoint only members of 
the Finance Committee upon such a committee of conference. 
Any Senator is just as legally competent to serve in that posi- 
tion as those who are now serving. Those gentlemen have 
served honorably, nobly; they have done the country and the 
Senate great service, invaluable service; they have reduced the 
sum of discrepancy between the two Houses to the minimum of 
difference, and that is a very great work. There they stand 
like sentinels, and why like sentinels may they not be relieved? 
Why should they not welcome relief from this protracted vigil 
of labor and endurance? 

I have no doubt of the fate of an enactment reported by the 
conference committee formed either in this way or the present 
mode. I have no doubt it will become the law. It will bea 
measure of reform, carefully framed within the lines of Demo- 
cratic purpose and policy; it will be a measure for which every 
Democrat in either House may vote, and it will be a measure 
that no Democrat anywhere in the Republic need discourage or 
disavow. 

Mr.WHITE. Mr. President, the question before the Senate, 
as I understand it, arises upon the resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. HILL] and the amendment proposed. 
[shall not attempt to inquire into the parliamentary proposi- 
tion which has been debated to some extent. I prefer to let 
that matter rest for some little time tocome. I find nothing 
definite regarding it in the Silurian epigrams miscalled the 
rules of the Senate. Whenever we are confronted with the ac- 
tual question of order suggested by the Senator from New York, 
I shall call upon those whose long experience in the Senate en- 
ables them to tell us what the Senate has been in the habit of 
doing in that regard. 

The resolution itself, dissevered from the amendment pro- 

this morning, will bear rereading in the light of the 
rief comment which I propose to make: 

Resolved, That the conferees on the part of the Senate who are now con- 
side the differences between the two Houses on House bill 4854, being an 
act entitled ‘An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment, and for other purposes,’ be and they are hereby requested to report 
to the Senate— 

As [ understand it, the Senator from New York designs to 
a the resolution so as to make the report imperative. He 
has eliminated the request. Am I not right? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. WHITE. The resolution continues: 


to report to the Senate if they are likely to come to an agreement. 


They are ordered to report if they are likely to come to an 
agreement; and, if not, to report to the Senate a disagreement. 
They are instructed to report to the Senate if they are likely to 
come to an agreement; and I presume the resolution means that 
if, in their opinion, they are not likely to come to an agreement, 
then they shall report a disagreement. 

In a parliamentary sense it is absolutely impossible that the 
gentlemen who constitute the confereeson the part of the Sen- 
ate can unaided report a disagreement. They may come into 
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this body with the declaration ‘‘ we can not agree with the gen 
tlemen who represent the House of Representatives.” But our 
conferees can not of themselves report a disagreement. The 
disagreement must result from the failure to act of those who 
represent both Houses, and must under all parliamentary rules 
not only represent the opinions of both sets of conferees, but 
must likewise bear the signatures of those assenting toit—a ma- 
jority of each committee. I presume, however, that the object 
of the Senator from New York is to bring about such a condi- 
tion of things that the various gentlemen composing the com- 
mittee of conference on the part of the Senate shall arise here, 
or report herein some mode, their belief as to the probability 
of an agreement. ‘ 

Mr. President, while it is true that a majority of the commit- 
tee of conference is composed of members of the Democratic 
party, we must not forget that there is a mmority representing 
the other side. We were told when this resolution was intro- 
duced—and in the nature of things we know it to be a fact—that 
that minority has not been in continuous consultation with the 
majority during the consideration of all the various matters of 
dispute which have had the consideration of the Democratic 
conferees, and as has been admitted and as must necessarily be 
true, there was no discourtesy involved or intended in that pro 
cedure; but until the Senate conferees and the House confer- 





ees meet together, regardless of party, how can it be said that 
there has been any conference whatever? 
The impossibility, or the impropriety rather, of suggesting a 


report to the Senate at this time, consists net only in the fact 
that the Senate conferees have no power to make such a report, 
but likewise because, as we were informed by a distinguished 
minority member of the committee, the Republican representa- 
tives have not even had official notice as to the points of threat- 
ened disagreement. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the conferees have not yet hada meeting, 
is it not time they were discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill and new conferees appointed? 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Oregon will excuse me, 
if I said the conferees have not had a meeting, I did not intend 
to make such a statement. Thev have had many meetings, but 
they have not had meetings upon all the occasions when exch of 
the various items which are the subject-matter of dispute wore 
being considered, nor was it proper that they should, because 
naturally those who are responsible for the bill prefer to meet 
and discuss its merits before presenting it to the entire confer- 
ence. There is no objection to that, I understand, upon any 
score or by anyone. 

Again, if the members of the conference on the part of the 
Senate desire to be relieved or if they believe they should re- 
ceive from the Senate any particular instruction upon any topic, 
they will come here and make the request. I do not propose to 
go upon record or to be anywhere regarded as manifesting any 
want of confidence in our conferees, in their ability, their in- 
tegrity, or their desire to serve their party and their country, 
and I do not think that it will subserve any useful purpose to 
order them or to ask them in an imperative way to do a partic- 
ular thing. 

Our equals upon this floor, we have selected them for their 
peculiar qualifications, transcending that of the average Sena- 
tor, to represent the entire body in this delicate and intricate 
work. The majority of the committee have been persistentiy 

; and constantly engaged in endeavoring to effect an agreement. 
| That we well understand. Not one word did any member of 
| this committee utter, until this subject was introduced, to in- 
' dicate that he was tired of his task or anxious that he should 
| be relieved. 

I do not agree with my able and eloquent friend from Indiana 
[Mr. TURPIE] that the passage of this bill or the formulation of 
any tariff measure would be promoted by such radical action as 
he desires to have taken or as he has suggested; nor do [ think 
that an instruction such as the Senator from New York proposes 
will have any other effect than to breed discontent and to make 
an agreement less probable. 

I confess, like my friend from Indiana, that I look witha 
doubt at the outset upon the resolution when I know that it 
comes from my friend from New York [Mr.HI.Lu]. ladmit that 
if he offers a resolution in which I find actual merit the mere 
fact that he may differ from me with reference to this bill can 
not justify the withholding of my support. But certainly when 
we know that the objects of our friend, so far as the bill now be- 
fore the conference is concerned, are essentially destructive, 
we should scan with more than ordinary care and attention any 
resolution which he tenders concerning it, and when we find 
our distinguished friends upon the other side of the Chamber 
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likewise somewhat enthusiastic for the adoption of this resolu- 
tion we must not be blamed if we are critical or suspicious. 

I believe that, notwithstanding the delay, notwithstanding the 
manifest desire of the entire country that something shall 
speedily be done, it will be better that this resolution shall not 
be passed, and that this conference shall stand as it is now con- 
stituted for a while longer. I may be asked how long; I may 
be asked if the conferees have not had time enough to agree. 
It is easy for those who have no burdens upon their own shoul- 
ders, who are unaware of the difficulties of the conference room, 
who know nothing of those matters which are being considered 
by our committee day by day, to attack those who are intelli- 
gentiy doing their best and to cry for immediate action. Ishall 
be pleased personally if they are able to evolve a tariff measure 
agreeable to the country, though they have to wait many days 
yet. The sooner the better, but it must be done. 

Mr. Presixent, the great question is, will action such as the 
Senator from New York suggests expedite the passage of this 
measure? That Senator declares that the adoption of this res- 
olution will hasten the result. I think that in one respect he 
is right. I believe that the adoption of the resolution as he has 
written it, this instruction to the Senateconferees, will expedite 
the determination of this matter, because such an expression 
now means, in my opinion, the death of the bill and the defeat 
of tariff legislation at the presentsession. I am willing to waita 
short time; Iam willing to pause @amoment more; Lam willing to 
publicly take my share of responsibility for some further pro- 
crastination, rather than to take thataction which, in my judg- 
ment, must bring about not only political chaos, but worse than 
that, the permanent injury, or the injury for many years, of the 
whole United States. 

Mr. President, the importance of the present enactment of 
tariff legislation is not confined to the Democratic party; the 
business interests of this country are clamoring forit. The de- 
mand is for affirmative action, too, not negative action, and the 
mandate for the enactment of a bill is not confined to any par- 
ticular section or any particular class of om. My friend con- 
cedes that. He has given this as one of his reasons for the pas- 
sage of his resolution, ‘But the means and methods which he 
has adopted here constitute, in my judgment, the strongest proc- 
esses which human ingenuity can devise to prevent the accom- 
plishment of the object closest to the heart of the Democratic 
party as well as to the business interests of the United States, 
namely, action upon the tariff at this session. 

Mr. President, not only is business prostrated, but we have 
a Treasury threatened with depletion; we havea Treasury which 
can not be supplied because of the insufficient revenue derived 
from the tariff law enacted by the Republican party. We are 
not Jegislating merely to restore trade and prosperity through- 
out the land, but also to enable the Government to maintain 
itself, carry on its business, meet its obligations, and supply 
those deficiencies which have been created as the result of mis- 
guided antecedent Congressional policy. 

Believing, therefore, that the immediate adoption of this reso- 
lution would, instead of hastening, retard the enactment of a 
tariff bill, I shall register my vote against it. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, as Congress is soon to ad- 
journ and there is very important executive business which 
must be transacted, I move that the Senate now proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HILL. Upon that I call for the yeas and nays, and I hope 
the motion will not prevail. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], and therefore 
withhold my vote. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BRICE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcort], and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). On this 
Iam paired with the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WiLSON]. 
If he were present I should vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON], who has been called 
away by sickness in his family. I should vote ‘‘nay” if he were 
present. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called), I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Alabama[Mr. MorGAN]. If thatSenator 
were present I should vote ‘‘nay,” but in his absence I withhold 
my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GORDON. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
IRBy], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 
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_ Mr. HILL. I desire to know by what authority that tran 
is made? . 
Mr. GORDON. I will state to the Senator from New Yor! 
that I inquired before making that transfer, and was informe: 
by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNnEs| that he has some 
telegrams from the Senator from South Carolina {Mr. IRBy| 
which I hope he will now read for the information of the Senator 
from New York. a 
Mr. HILL. That will be entirely satisfactory; but I desired 
to know. . ; 
Mr. LINDSAY (to Mr. JonrEs of Arkansas). 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
follows: 


fer 


Read them. 
1 havea telegram, dated July 30. 4 
{Telegraan. ] 
: LAURENS, S. C. 
Senator J. K. Jonrs, Washington: 
Please telegraph me every day status of tariff bill, and pleas 
pair for me in favor of it. 
J. L Ml. | 
On a subsequent date, the 7th of August, I received thi 
gram: 
(Telegram. ] 
; LAvURENS, S. C., Aug 
Senator JAMEs K. JoNEs: 
Ithank you for keeping me advised. Itelegraphed you soveral d 
pair me in favorof the passage of some tariff bill. I hope you wil! 
bey if you have not already arranged it. Please telegraph me ou re 


J.L. M 
I have another telegram, which reads as follows: 


{Lelegram. | 


CrossHi, 8. C., Auguel 10, 1394 
Senator JAMES K. Jongs: 


Pair me in favor of free sugar if a proposition of that sort comes up 
answer to Laurens. 


Mr. TURPIE. I wish to announce that my colleague {Mr 
eee is detained at his residence in this city by a ver) 
serious indisposition. If he were present he would vote * yeu. 

Mr. BRICE. I will transfer my pair with the junior Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorT] to the senior Senator from In 
diana {Mr. VOORHEES] and vote. I vote “yea.” 


dg. L. M. IRBY 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I havea general pair with the S 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. If he were present I should vote 
os ” 

yea. 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 35; as follows: 

YEAS—35. 
Bate, Coke, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Tr. Faulkner, Lindsay, Roach, 
Blackburn, George, McLaurin, Smith, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Martin, Turpie, 
Brice. Gordon, Mills, Vest, 
Caffery, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Call, Gray, Palmer, Walsh, 
Camden, Harris, Pasco, White. 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Pugh, 

NAYS—33. 
Aldrich, Dubois. Jones, Nev. Perkins, 
Allen, Frye, Kyk. Pettigrew, 
Allison, Gallinger, Lodge, Power, 
Carey, Hale, McMillan, Proctor, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Manderson, Sherman, 
Cullom, Hawley, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Davis, Higgins, Murphy, Teller, 
Dixon, Hill, Patton, Washburn 
Dolph, Hoar, Peffer, 

NOT VOTING—1I5. 

Butler, Irby, Platt, Voorhees 
Cameron, McPherson, Quay, Wilson, 
Daniel. Morgan, Squire, Wolcott. 
Hunton, Morrill, Stewart, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon the motion of the Senator 
from Missouri, that the Senate proceed to the consideration 0! 
executive business, the yeas are 35 and the naysare 3). .\s {il 
Senato is equally divided, the Vice-President votes “yea,” and 
the motion is agreed to. The Sergeant-at-Arms wil! clear the 
galleries and close the doors of the Senate. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. After ten minutes spent in executive session the (00's 
were reopened, and (at 2 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.) tlic 5el- 
ate adjourned until Monday, August 13, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 11, 1°" 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Commander John C. Rich, to be a commander. 

Lieut. George W. Tyler to be a lieutenant-commander. 

Lieut. (junior grade) Harry Kimmell, to be a lieutenant. 

Ensign John J. Blandin, to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 
ASSAYER. 


John W. Pack, of California, to be assayer of the mint of the 
United States at San Francisco, Cal. 








1894. 


——$_—_— 


POSTMASTERS, 

John W. Hamerly, to be postmaster at Colton, in the county 
of San Bernardino and S:ate of California. 

Charles E. Lillpop, to be postmaster at Chehalis, in the county 
of Lewis and State of Washington. 

Robert Johnson, to be postmaster at Corvallis, in the county 
of Benton and State of Oregon. d 

Frank E. Abbott, to be postmaster at Riverside, in the county 
of Riverside and State of California. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, August 11, 1894, 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
PARSON, D. D. ' 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


Prayer by the Rev. W. E. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. BARTHOLDT, for three days, on account of ill health. 
To Mr. KEM, for ten days, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. BUNN, on account of sickness in his family. 
To Mr. CUMMINGS, for this day, on account of sickness, 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask leave of absence 


for the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. HARMER, for three | 


days, on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair 
granted on yesterday. 
WASHINGTON, ALEXANDRIA AND MOUNT 

COMPANY. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker,I call up the House bill (H. R. 
7006) to. authorize the Washington, Alexandria and Meunt Ver- 
non Electric Railway Company to extend its lines into and 
within the District of Columbia, which was laid before the House 
on yesterday with amendments of the Senate thereto. In view 
of the fact that the Senate amendments were read yesterday 
and partially discussed, and that subsequently the bill with the 


understands that that was 


VERNON RAILWAY 


amendments was printed by the order of the House, I now ask | 


unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of the bill. 

There was no objection. ' 

Mr. HEARD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I renew my motion that 
the House concur in the Senate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the House concurred in the Senate amendments was 
laid on the table. 

NATIONAL RAPID TRANSIT RAILWAY COMPANY, 

Mr. POWERS, by unanimous consent, submitted the views of 
the minority of the Committee on the Judiciary on the bill (H. 
Kk. 7567) to incorporate the National Rapid Transit Railway 
Company; which were ordered to be printed with the views of 
the majority. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments to 
the bill (H. R. 6284) to prevent interference in the collection of 
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A bill (H. R. 7680) to authorize purchasersof the property and 
franchises of the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to orga 
ize a corporation and to confer upon the same all the powers, 
privileges, and franchises vested in that company. 


SUNDRY 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report 

on the bill (H. R.5575) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government. 

The SPEAKER. The questionis on the motion of the gentle- 

man from South Dakota |Mr. PICKLER], that 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. * 


the House recede 


from its disagreement to amendment No. 280 and agree to the 
same with anamendment. The Clerk will report the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from South Dakota. 

The Clerk again read the amendment as printed on page 


8389 of the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gen 
tleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN]. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, before submitting any remarks 


| lask unanimous consent that gentlemen who have spoken, o 





who desire to speak, on this question of the irrigation of arid 


lands, may have consent toextend their remarks in the Re 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. ‘ 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, it is customary with all of us, | 
presume, not to discuss great questions or even to consider them 
until they are thrust directly in our paths, and I presume that 
a large number of the members of this House have not given to 
the su bject of irrigation any serious attention. I confess that 
until recently my own attention has not been called to the sub- 
ject, and lam not now prepared to discuss it as I hope to be 
after I shall have taken time, as I will, to make a thorough in- 
vestigation of it. But, Mr. Speaker, this question of irrigation 
is one which is pressing itself upon our attention more and more 
every day. So long as we had a large quantity of public land 
which could be cultivated with the natural water supply out 
people did not pay much attention to the question of irrigation. 
I'hey took up and cultivated the good land, but now that land 
is nearly all taken up, and wehave on hand a large quantity of 
land which is absolutely worthless unless water can be brought 
upon it by artificial means. Of course we who live in the West 
are more closely related to this question than those who live in 
the East and the South. [tis a question of growing importance 
in my own State. Last March an irrigation convention was 
held in Omaha; about two months later another convention was 
held at McCook, and quite recently another was held at O'Neill, 
in our State. The people are becoming interested in the sub- 
ject. They see what great improvement can be mide in our 
arid land by the use of water brought upon it artificially, and 
they know how useless it is to attempt to cultivate land in the 
arid regions except by such means. 

Mr. KILGORE. Dol understand that the proposition now 
before the House is to cede to the several States these arid pub- 


| lic lands for the purpose of enabling the States to engage in the 


~ vo ; ; 
State, county, and municipal taxes assessed against corporations | 


and corporate property, and for other purposes, disagreed to by 
the House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


thereon, and had appointed Mi. PUGH, Mr. COKE, and Mr. Hoar | 


as the conferees on the part of. the Senate. 
The message also announved that the Senate had passed with- 


out amendment bilis of the following titles; in which the con- 


currence of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 5703) for the relief of Johanna Gleason; and 

A bill (A. R. 4490) granting a pension to Henry C. Field. 

‘The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
bill (S. 744) for the relief of Henry D. Babcock and wife, of Ore- 
gon; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 


ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills aud 
joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 95) providing for an investigation re- 
lating to the effects of machinery on labor; 

A bill (H. R. 4667) to provide for the opening of certain aban- 
doned military reservations, and for other pur S; 


A bill (A. R. 6777) to amend an act entitled “‘An act to incor- | 


Porate the Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway;” and 


| 





| when they have filed their maps and plans and shown j 
| they are going to get water to accomplish irrigation. 


work of irrigation? 

Mr. BRYAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I am willing that all such lands shail 
go to the States in which they are situated. 

Mr. BRYAN. I was going to say, Mr. Speaker, that this 
proposition is to give to the States for this purpose land which 
is absolutely worthless unless water is brought upon it artili- 
cially, for there is nothing that we can conceive of that is more 
utterly useless than a tract of land without water. Such land is 
absolutely useless for cultivation. There are millions of acres 
which unless we can by some means bring water upon them lie 
there absolutely bare of vegetation. 

Now, this bill proposes to let the States take not exceeding 
1,000,000 acres each of these lands upon condition taat they pro- 
vide for their irrigation. Iam not sure whether irrigation by 
State authority is going to settle this question or not. It is a 
matter about which wemustexperiment. Butcertainly no one 
will object to allowing these States to take these lands, useless 


| tous as a nation, and irrigate them, make them valuable, and 
| then sell them to citizens who will establish homes upon them. 


This amendment provides that these lands shali not be disposed 
of in greater quantities than 169 acres to one person. 

It provides that the lands shall only be given to the States 
ist how 
it pro- 
vides further that every dollar received from these lands by the 
States over and above the cost of irrigation shall be held as a 
trust fund for further irrigation. It seems to me that no objec- 
tion can be made to this proposition. 

Mr. Speaker, I was surprised to find in reading an address of 
Maj. Powell that there are in Asia to-day 70,000,000 people 
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who are living on land irrigated by wells and that more than 
that number of people are living on land irrigated by the stor- 
age system—not to speak of those who have their homes upon 
land irrigated from living streams. It is also stated that the 
average value of irrigated land in the United States is about 
$83 per acre and the yield of such land is wonderful. 

Iam sure thatif the members of this House will take a little 
time to investigate the subject of irrigation they will be glad to 
make this simple experiment in that direction. If it should 
prove a success, if the States to which theselands are to be ceded 
shall be able of themselves to provide a sufficient system of irri- 
gation, it will leave the control of this business nearer home 
than if the General Government should attempt to do the work 
itself. I for one am anxious that this experimentshall be tried. 
I shall bid it godspeed, hoping the States themselves may be 
able to attend to the business efficiently and that the aid of the 
General Government may not have to be called in. 

Here the hammer fell. 
ir. SAYERS. I yield the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
BRYAN] two minutes more, 

Mr. BRYAN, When we have made the experiment, we may 
find that this work of irrigation must be attempted on a larger 
scale than can be carried out by a single State. If the time 
should come when the General Government must take up this 
matter, then it will have to take it up as it takes up the improve- 
ment of the harbors and the great water ways of the country. 

Mr. Speaker, I see in this movement an advantage which is, I 
think, of great importance to the people of our country. Wesee 
our cities crowded. The people crowded in those cities need 
some outlet, some means of making a living under more favora- 
ble conditions. Irrigation gives us intensified agriculture. It 
gives us the opportunity to spread our city population over our 
prairies—not as the people are spread out in cattle-grazing 
districts, but gathered together in villages where they can en- 
joy the advantages of both town and country life. 

It seems to me, Mr. Poo that this measure gives a prom- 
ise of very great good, because the more homes we can estab- 
lish, the more independent citizens we can put upon our lands, 
the more stable is the Government under which we live, and the 
more general will be our prosperity. I want this experiment to 
be tried, and I hope that it will perteeatee this question. 
If it should prove not to be a satisfactory solution, we can study 
the cause of failure and discover perhaps some other means of 
accomplishing the result. But this question is one of growing 
importance and must be met; and the plan here proposed is the 
simplest, it seems to me, that can be tried. 

Mr. COOMBS. I should like to ask the gentleman from Ne- 
braska a question. 

Mr. SAYERS. ILyield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CooMBs] one minute for that purpose. 

Mr. COOMBS. I wish to ask, for information, how many 
States could avail themselves of this measure if it be adopted? 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Thirteen or fourteen. 

Mr. BRYAN. Ican not give theexactnumber. Jn the west- 
ern parts of Nebraska and Kansas there are arid lands; also in 
Wyoming and Colorado and the States west and south of them. 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. There are twelve States to which the 
measure would ope: 

Mr. COOMBS. Then this gsant would embrace about 12,000,- 
000 acres. 

ee ee Yes, sir; if that is the number of States in- 
cluded. 

Mr. COOMBS. In the amendments proposed to the Senate 
bill what provisions are there for condemning these lands as 
arid lands? 

Mr. BRYAN. Iam not informed as to that. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman willexamine the RECORD of 
this morning he will see the precise terms of the amendment. 

Mr. BRYAN. I was advocating the amendment proposed in 
the House, which I think is a very satisfactory one, but I shall 
gladly support any paeee which will give additional security 
to the people that the ceded lands will be properly used. 

Mr. SAYERS. Lyield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa[Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I am heartily in favor of the 
reclamation of these arid lands, but Iam utterly opposed to the 
method that is proposed by the Senate amendment for the ac- 
complishment of that purpose. It is proposed here to donate a 
strip of this arid territory, about 100 miles long and 20 miles 
wide in each of thirteen States, and allow these States to pro- 
ceed to their selection. The grant is not a grant in place, in 
bulk, but the selection may be made wherever the States see 
proper. 

Now, it is a well-known fact that there is not a sufficiency of 
water in the arid regions to reclaim all of the lands; and yet 
under the provisions of this bill the practical operation of it 
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will be that the States owning this grant will secure all of the 
available water for their reclamation, and all of the lands for 
which there is available water, and that the other and larger 
areas of the land, probably through the improper use of the 
water or the wasteful and extravagant use of it, or to the unskill- 
ful manner in which it is supplied to the lands, will be and re- 
main arid for all time to come. 

in my judgment the proper method to be pursued in regard to 
this matter is that the Government should take hold of the 
enterprise itself, make proper surveys, ascertain the quantity 
of available water and the possibilities of utilizing it, and then 
in a comprehensive scheme reclaim the largest possible number 
of acres that may be brought under such conditions as to be 
available for the husbandman’s use. I am utterly opposed to 
parceling out the land in this way. I believe no good will ever 
come of it. It will be a repetition of the old swamp and over- 
flowed land grant to the States, which amounted practically to 
nothing in the way of reclamation. 7 

I know of one State to which 10,000,000 acres of this swamp 
and overflowed land was granted on condition that it would re- 
claim the lands; and yet under various actsof Congress, passed 
from time to time, they secured title to all of the lands without 
an attempt at the reclamation ofanacre. And years afterwards 
the owners of these lands came to Congress urging that through 
the scheme of Mississippi improvements, through the building 
of levees, the Government should accomplish that purpose for 
which the lands thirty years before had been granted to the va- 
rious States. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not want that kind of ‘‘ bunco” game 
to be played on the Government again. I have no hostility to 
a scheme of the reclamation of arid lands. I believe in all that 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] has said about the 
advisability and the necessity of doing this. But when dono | 
want it to be done properly, and that the largest possible num- 
ber of acres shall be reclaimed with the available water. I want 
it done under some systematic plan, to be determined by scien- 
tific men after careful search for water supply and other in- 
vestigation of the subject. 

Mr. BRYAN. Let me ask the gentleman if it is not far more 
likely that the States which are immediately concerned and in- 
terested in this matter will attend toit properly than that it will 
be done by the Government itself when but few of the States are 
interested? 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is far more likely the States will take all 
the advantage they can under the grant, and will reclaim the 
million of acres they receive, if it be possible to do so, even at 
the expense of the use of all the available water, which bya 
proper system of irrigation might be applied to the reclamation 
of a far greater area. 

Mr. BRYAN. Are the States not just as much interested in 
the proper application of the available waters as the General 
Government? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think not under the provisions of this 
amendment. The area of lands to be irrigated by the States is 
limited to 1,000,000 acres. If they have the grant they will use 
the water on the lands belonging to them without regard to the 
condition of the lands belonging to the Government. Hence | 
think it unwise to place it in their power to accomplish such a 
result. I think it will amount to the use of the entire available 
water to the lands belonging to the States. I prefer that the 
Government should do it in a proper and systematic manner s0 
as to utilize the largest possible area of these lands for agricul- 
tural purposes. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. But would not this proposed action lay 
the foundation for the Government to do it hereafter? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think not. I believe the effect would be 
disastrous, because in the meantime the water supply would be 
exhausted. 

Mr. HARTMAN. If the gentleman will permit me to make 
a statement? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HARTMAN. The gentleman says the States will con- 
sume more water than would be required for the proper irrig®- 
tion of the lands to which they would become entitled under the 
operation of this provision. s the gentleman not know that 
in every State we have an act of the Legislature which makes 
it impossible for any more water to be used than is absolutely 
necessary to irrigate the lands, and in fact that the waste of 
water is a public offense? 

Mr. BRYAN, It is to the interest of the States of course to 
take care of the water supply. 

Mr. HEPBURN. In response to the suggestion of the gentle- 
man—— 

The SPEAKER. 
expired. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 


The time of the gentleman from Iowa bas 


I should like to have a few minutes longer. 
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Mr. COGSW ELL. 
man from Iowa. 

Mr. HEPBURN. In response to thesuggestion of the gentle- 
man from Montana [Mr. HARTMAN], I have no doubt that after 
this system of canals or irrigating ditches is established—after 
the system has been adopted in some shape—then there will be 
aproper use of thewater. But under the system proposed here 
is it not altogether likely that for the purposes of reclaiming 
the millions of acres which would belong to the State all of the 
water available for irrigation purposes will be used? 

Mr. CAMINETTI. All the available water is now taken up. 
This provision would require the storage of water that goes off 
in the winter and spring without doing anybody any good. 
Once you store successfully that water you open the way for the 
reclamation of all of these arid lands. That is the advantage of 
the proposed system. ee 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think it doubtful whether all the water 
would be profitably used. I have seen ditches 30 or 40 miles 
long that carried infinitely more water than would be re- 
garded as necessary at the present time which had been dug by 
irrigation companies, by individuals, or communities, and if you 
allow this system, in my judgment it will take up all of the 
available water without reclaiming any very considerable area 
of these lands. 

It is adifferent matter entirely, giving this grant asit is pro- 
posed, allowing selections to be made along the margins of 
streams, from what it would be if there were blocksof land, 
and only certain water could be brought to them. I assert that 
under this plan all of the water of any one of these arid States may 
be used recklessly andimprovidently, perhaps, in the reclama- 
tion of the million acres granted by this amendment, leaving 
numberless other millions withoutany possibility ofsupply. It 
is not a wise thing todo inthis way, inmy judgment. 

Mr. HARTMAN. The man who wastes the water lays him- 
self liable criminally under the laws of the State. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The bulk of the water will be secured. It 
may not be used, but it will be in the hands of individuals or 
corporations. 

r. HARTMAN. It must be used or it can not be held. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

r.COGSWELL. I yield fiveminutes tothe gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. BRETz]. 

Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Speaker, I hope this amendment will not 
beadopted. 1t occurs to me thatit is arevival of the old swamp- 
land regime in another form only. This amendment provides 
that if any State within this arid region shall expend $3 per 
acre in the way of irrigation, the State shall then become the 

‘ owner of the real estate within its borders, or rather the mil- 
lion acres. Now, to my mind, the passage of this amendment 
will result in a system of interminable lawsuits. 

It will entangle the title to every acre of this real estate in 
such a way that it will be worth more than the land to find 
where the title is. Besides, in addition to this, the question of 
State water rights and national water rights arises, which will 
further complicate the title to the real estate, and will lead to 
lawsuit after lawsuit between citizens of one State and citizens 
of another, and the same will be true with the citizens of Mex- 
ico and thiscountry. To cede to these States this arid land is 


I will yield additional time to the gentle- 


to place in the hands of the Legislatures of the several States | 


an opportunity to increase the already burdensome debts of these 
States and Territories. 

No State can enter upon this irrigation system without first 
appropriating money for that purpose. They must firstexpend 
at least $3 per acre before they are entitled to an acre of this 
land. Now, the first thing you do for a State or Territory is to 
say to it: ‘‘ You must make provision for $3,000,000 before you 
begin this work.” I believe there are fifteen of these States 
and Territories. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thirteen States. 

Mr. BRETZ. Including the Territories there are fifteen; 
which means an additional expense and burden upon the people 
of $45,000,000. Now, I hope this House will pardon me PT call 
attention to the financial condition of some of the States. And 
in doing sol desire first to disclaim any purpose to embarrass 
or criticise their unfortunate condition. I asked my friend on 
last evening if he thought there was a State or Territory in the 
West that was financially able to enter upon any such scheme 
as this, and now I desire to call his attention to the financial 
condition of some of these States, and ask him, in view of these 
facts, if itis just to those States to place in the hands of the 
Legislatures—withoutmakingany imputations whatever against 
their honesty—to place in the hands of these syndicates and 
M>nopolies and corporations that are seeking to get possession 
of these arid regions for the purposes of gain—if you think it is 
policy to put in their hands the opportunity of manipulating the 


election of members of the Legislature, with a view of saddling 
this additional debt upon the people? 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me right there? 

Mr. BRETZ. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not know as to other States 

Mr. BRETZ. I have but five minutes. 

Mr. PICKLER. We will give you more time, I think. As 
far as my State is concerned, we could not do that, because we 
are constitutionally limited. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
stitutionally limited. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is not compulsory on the States anyway. 

Mr. BRETZ. I will take the State of Nebraska, for instance, 
with a population of 1,058,910 people. It hasa bonded anda float- 
ing debt of $15,536,772. Her people pay an annual interest upon 
this debt of $925,663. It has a per capita debt of $14.67. Take 
the State of Nevada—— 

Mr. BRYAN. Do you mean to state that that is the debt of 
Nebraska? There is no State debt in Nebraska. 

Mr. BRETZ. Yes, sir; outside of individual debt. 

Mr. BRYAN. You mean the county and general indebted- 
ness. We have no State debt in Nebraska. 

Mr. BRETZ. Oh, yes you have —$253,879. 

Mr. MERCER. There is no State debt in Nebraska. 

Mr. BRETZ. I take these figures from the census report. 

Mr. BRYAN. It is the county and other indebtedness. 

; Mr. BRETZ, Take the State of Nevada, with a population of 

5,761. 

The SPEAKER. 
Mr. SAYERS. 
man from Indiana. 

Mr. BRETZ. The State of Nevada has a population of 45,761, 
with a bonded and floating debt of $1,337,501. Her people pay 
an annual interest upon this of $62,826. Itsper capita indebted- 
ness is $29.23. 

Take the State of South Dakota, with a population of 32%,808, 
with a bonded and floating debt of $6,613,707, paying an annual 
interest of $400,466. Its per capita indebtedness is $20.11. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is on account of county indebtedness 
and everything. It is very smali. 

Mr. BRETZ. I take the statement of the debt as I find it, 

; and I do not criticise the gentleman’s State. 

Mr. PICKLER. Itdoes not begin to compare with the in- 
debtedness of Indiana, not even in per capita. 

Mr. BRYAN. Iwill state to the gentleman as a matter of 
| fact that we have no State debt. 
| Mr. BRETZ. I will state to the gentleman from Nebraska 

that I am speaking from the record, and I know what I am 
speaking of. I take it from the record of the bonded and float- 
| ing debt of that State. 

Mr. BRYAN. 
city debts. 

Mr. BRETZ. What difference does it make; it is the indebt- 
edness of your State. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 
| this debt is based. 

Mr. BRETZ. Now, let me call your attention to the State of 
North Dakota. 

Mr. GEARY. What makes you think it necessary for these 
States to incur any debt at all for the reclamation of this land, 

Mr. BRETZ. Because this amendment says you must expend 
$3 an acre on it before you acquire title to a single acre of it. 

Mr. GEARY. Let me tell the gentleman that they will do as 
they do in our State, form regular land districts, selling the 
land and levying assessments for the amount of the improve- 
ment. That would not come out of the State. 

Mr. BRETZ. In your State there is a syndicate holding the 
water rights to over 2,000,000 acres of this character of land. 

Mr. GEARY. Oh, no. 

Mr. BRETZ. They own and control over 300,000 and nearly 
400,000 acres of land. You have got within the borders of your 
State a gentleman who has 258,000 acres of your land. 

Mr. GEARY. Who is that? 

Mr. BRETZ. Notan acre of which is mountain or hill—the 
most fertile soil in your State. 

Mr. GEARY. Where is that? 

Mr. BRETZ. In your State. 

Mr. GEARY. What is the name of the party? 

Mr. BRETZ. I do not know. 

Mr. GEARY. Iwill give youthe name. That is the Haggin 
and Tevis tract. That was taken up twenty-eight years ago 
under the desert land act. 

Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Speaker, I decline to yield any further. 
Now, take the Stateof North Dakota. Yesterday evéning some 
question was made as to its indebtedness. It was claimed tbat 





So are all the new States con- 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
[ will yield five minutes longer to the gentle- 


It is not individual debt. 
It is not the State debt, but the county and 


But the State has the property on which 
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the State of North Dakota had no debt, but statistics show a 
bonded and floating debt of $3,842,790, and pays an annual inter- 
est of $224,096. The per capita indebtedness is $21.03. Do you 
think, gentlemen, that you can afford to have your State Leg- 
islature® increase that debt? 

Mr. PICKLER. We have not the power. 

Mr. BRETZ. Well, then, thisamendmentis useless and could 
not be made operative. Let me call attention to Montana, 
which has a population of 132,159, with an indebtedness, bonded 
and floating, of $2,918,892. 

Mr. HARTMAN. What State is that? 

Mr. BRETZ. Montana. Her people pay an annual interest 
of $144,162, with a debt per capita of $22.09. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I want to interrupt the gentleman by ask- 
ing him if | do not understand that he has got that statement of 
febt from the abstract of the census report showing the debts 
df the different cities and municipalities? Is not that right? 

Mr. BRETZ. Let me state to my friend that I obtained this 
statement of the debt from the census. 

Mr. HARTMAN, The debt of which the gentleman is speak- 
ing includes the municipal indebtedness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee). 
The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. [I yield five minutes more to the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. BRETZ. I will say tomy friend from Montana thatin the 
Fifty-second Congress I happened to be on the Committee on Ir- 
rigation of Arid Lands. There was a great pressure then, just 
as there is now, for the Government to cede all of these arid 
lands to the several States and Territories. <A bill to that effect 
was reported. I was opposed toit, and I then madesome investi- 
gation of the subject, and this is the result of my investigation. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Where did you get your information? 

Mr. BRETZ. Ido not remember now just where I got all of 
it, but I gathered it from the statistics of the country—the cen- 
aus abstract. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I want to say to the gentleman that I am 
satisfied he believes those statements to be true or he would not 
present them to the House 

Mr. BRETZ. Absolutely so. 

Mr. HARTMAN, But they are absolutely not true. They 
are not correct as tomy State. The gentleman’s figures include 
the municipal and county indebtedness, 

Mr. BRETZ. Suppose they do. That is an indebtedaess of 
your people. 

Mr. HARTMAN. If we derive the revenue from the sale of 
these lands, how can this matter increase our debt? 

Mr. BRETZ. But how can you derive the revenue until you 
have first expended at least $3 an acre upon these lands? 

Mr. HARTMAN. We propose to expend the money that is 
necessary to reclaim the lands, and then we shall be able to sell 
them for more than enough to reimburse ourselves. 

Mr. BRETZ. But you have got first to raise the money 
through your Legislatures. You have first to raise at least $3 
an acre before you are entitled to an acre of these lands. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Does not the gentleman think that we 
ought to decide that for ourselves without him? 

Mr. BRETZ. I decline to yield, Mr. Speaker. Let me refer 
new to the State of Washington, with a population of 349,390-—— 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Will the gentleman permit an 
interruption? 

Mr. BRETZ.. I decline to yield. 

Mr. HATINER of Nebraska. I am sure the gentleman does 
not wish to misrepresent. 

Mr. BRETZ. I decline toyield. I would like to be courteous 
to my friend from Nebraska ifI had the time but I have already 
trespassed upon the time of House and I must beg to beexcused. 
Take the State of Washington, with a population of 349,390, with 
a bonded and floating debt of $3,145,658, on which her people pay 
an annual interest of $77,502; her per capita indebtedness is $)). 
Oregon, with a population of 313,767, and a bonded and floating 
indebtedness of $2,479,360, pays an annual interest of $82,140 and 
has a per capita indebtedness of $7.80. 

Mr. HERMANN. What is that last? 

Mr. BRETZ. I decline to yield. Wyoming, w‘sh a popula- 
tion of 60,705, with a bonded indebtedness of $1,(47,381, pays an 
annual interest charge of $72,192, and hasa per capita indebted- 
ness of $27.14. Yet, Mr. Speaker, these gentlemen are here 
asking that their Legislatures shall be authorized tolay further 
indebtedness upon their people. Take Idaho with a population 
of 84,3°5, with a bonded and floating indebtedness of $1,504,333; 
she pays an annual interest of $81,236, and her capita indebted- 
ness is $18.89, The State of Colorado, with a population of 412,- 
192, has a bonded and floating indebtedness of $3,411,027; she 
pays an annual interest of $381,089 and has a per capita indebt- 
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edness of $20.41. Kansas, with a population of 1,427,096, has 
bonded and floating indebtedness of $10,629,022. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. May I correet the gentleman? 

Mr. BRETZ. I beg to be excused. Kansas pays an annual 
interest of $2,385,975. . 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
his list except Indiana. 

Mr. BRETZ. Yes; but Indianais not asking for a slice of this 
pie. The mortgage indebtedness of Kansas this is individual 
ae is $243,146,826, and her per capita indedtedness js 

28.47. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. 

Mr. BRETZ. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. 
is not one dollar. 

Mr. BRETZ. 
official records. 

Mr. CURTYS of Kansas. You are including all municipa! 
debtedness. Besides, we have cash and productive asse: 
by the State amounting to $5,713,199. 

Mr. BRETZ. I decline to yield. 

The State of California has a population of 1,208,130. He 
people owe a bonded and floating debt of $15,569,439, and th. 

ay an annual interest of $1,008,654. The per capita debt 

12.89. The Territory of New Mexico has a population of 
593. Her people owe a bonded and floating debt of $2.531.4 
and pay an annual interest thereon of $171,19'. Her per capita 
debt is $18.44. Arizona has a population of 53,620. Her people 
owe a bonded and floating debt of $2,937,971, upen which the 
pay $170,097 interest annually. Her per capita debt is $})).: 

tah, with a population of 207,905, owes a floating debt of $745) 
501, upon which her people p»y an annual interest amounting 
to $33,880. Her per capita debt is but $3.69. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask these gentlemen who are so . 
nestly advocating this amendment if they think their people 
can stand an increase of this enormous debt? Donot you thin 
it. would be better for your people not to add $3,000,000 mom 
burdens in each Siate and Territory included in this proposed 
amendment? A great number of irrigation congresses ha 
met in various places in the great Westin the last few years. 
very noted one of these congresses was the one that met about 
three years ago at Salt Lake City. A very peculiar thing abou! 
that congress was that the delegates composing it were in som 
way connected with all the land syndicates of the West. 

One of the most prominent characters in that congress w 
the general land agent of the Central and Southern Pacili: 
Railroad Companies, and was also the land commissioner of th: 
Oregon and California and the Houston and Texas Railroa 
Companies. This gentleman was there backed byall the powe: 
and influence of these great and powerful corporations, urgins 
that congress to adopt memorials and resolutions to the Con- 
gress of the United States, asking it to cede to the several 
States and Territories all the arid lands within their border. 
That convention, surrounded as it was, unanimously adopted 
series of resolutions favoring the ceding of all the arid lands to 
the States and Territories, and accordingly sent resolutions wit 
a lengthy memorial to the Fifty-second Congress. 

Shortly after the Salt Lake City convention Governor Tool 
of Montana, called a convention to meetat Helena, in that State 
for the purpose of taking, as was stated in the call, the sense o 
the people of the State on the Utah resolutions. That conven- 
tion was composed of representative men of the State {ro 
almost every locality in it. It was not packed by represenia- 
tives of railroad and other land syndicates, but was composed 0 
the best representative business men in the State. That co 
vention, after careful consideration of the subject, reso! 
against the Utah plan of ceding the arid lands to the seve 
States and Territories. 

I cite these two conventions for the purpose of showing t 
difference of opinion in the West on this subject,and also 
show that its chief promoters in the West are the men holding 
vast areas of land, who expect to hold still more if they can ge 
Congress to cede the lands to the States. : 

I think Congress had better keep its hand on the pilot whce: 
a while longer. It has managed our public domain with reasou- 
able satisfaction and justness to the home-seeker for more thai 
a huadred years, and would do well, in my opinion, to continue 
to do so. 

{tis very strange how sensitive these gentlemen from te 
West are when anyone living elsewhere presumes tosuggest any: 
thing concerning legislation affecting our public lands in the 
West. If we consult their ideas about the right of a member 0! 
Congress coming from some other section of the country, an 
having anything to say about legislation affecting the West, Ww 
soon learn that some of them, at least, regard it next to hig! 


He has got all the States in 


Are you speaking of Kansas? 
Her per capita State indebtedn: 


The State indebtedness is only $1,11)),653, 
I beg to differ with the gentleman. [ take th 
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treason for anybody to interfere in legislation affecting their 
partof thecountry. They say, ‘‘ We want you to help uscarry out 
ourschemes at whatever expense in land or money, but you must 
not oppose us.” 

The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HAINER] saw fit in his re- 
marks to suggest I had never been farther West than Chicago, 
and did not know anything about their wants and needs. It is 
true I have never circumnavigated the earth, neither do I live 
under the seductive and persuasive influences of all the land- 
grabbers and land syndicates of the great West. Ihavenosuch 
environments, and can think and act independent of their inilu- 
ence. 

The gentleman [Mr. Harmer] says I have never been West. 
That is true, and I am informed that before his election to Con- 
gross the gentleman had scarcely gotten beyond a day’s journey 
from his ereameries, and when it came time for Congress to meet 
he went to Lincoln, and was found there wandering around in an 
aimless sort of way looking for Congress. So that honors are 
about even; if any odds, slightly in his favor. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GEARY. Mr. Speaker, the argument of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. BRETZ] would be a good one if he was speak- 
ing for his own State, but it is a very singular thing that, with 
all the Representatives of the Western States present and will- 
ing to assume this obligation for their people, the objection 
should come froma man who knows nothing about the condition 
of those States. Can not we be trusted to represent the wishes 
of our own people here better thanyoucan?’ But we know more 
about our ability to assume debts and obligations than any man 
from Indiana does. 

Mr. BRETZ. Ido not know whether you do or not. 

Mr. GEARY. The country will presume that we do. 

Now, the gentleman called my attention to the fact that we 
had in our State two or three syndicates which have gobbled up 
large areas of desert land under the old desert land law. I ad- 
mit the fact of their procedure. But the manner in which they 
reclaimed those lands and made them available for population 
furnishes a reason why we are here now trying to prolit by their 
experience in applying the same system which they applied— 
applying it not on behalf of a syndicate, but on behalf of every 
man in our State who wants to buy and settle upon and cultivate 
160 acres of land. We found in California, as was found inevery 
other State holding arid lands, that no individual settler, lim- 
ited to a tract of 160 or 320 acres, could perfect and carry out a 
system of irrigation which would make his land of any value. 
But when we are permitted to embrace in a reclamation dis- 
trict or anirrigation district 4,000, or 5,000, or 10,000, or 20,000 
acres, this large area justifies the adoption of a system that may 
make every acre of it available. 

The purpose of this measure is merely to permit a State in 
which the lauds are situated and which presumably knows more 
about the wants of its people than any outside authority, to seg- 
regate from the public lands within the State any such portions 
as may be designated as convenient tracts to be irrigated from 
acommon source, making all that area capable of maintaining 
population. 

The plan which would bo adopted in California under the 
operation of this amendment would be this: We would form an 
irrigation district of 20,000, 30,000, or 40,000 acres; we would re- 
quire our surveyor to repert upon the most convenient mode of 
irrigating it; we would throw thatland open to settlement witha 
water right secured to every acre; and at the very inception of 
the enterprise we would ievy upon that land an assessment sul- 
ficient to complete this work. 

In the course of one, two, or three years we would have utilized 
all the water available forirrigation. We would have taken the 
land upon which to-day nothing will grow, and by bringing water 
upon it, by wedding the clements necessary for its successful 
occupation, we would make it capable of maintaining a grand 


population. Let us in California settle for ourselves what we 
want. We do not ask for interference from Indiana or any other 


State. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York |Mr, Coomus]. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, I realize the fact that the sub- 
ject of irrigation is oneof vast importance, calling for as prompt 
action on the partof the Government as can possibly be given it. 
The efforts before this time have been directed to propositions 
whereby the General Government should assume the manage- 
men‘ and expense of reclaiming the desert and arid lands. The 
proposition contained in this amendment is that the Govern- 
ment shall give to each of the States in which such lands exist a 
quantity not exceeding 1,004,000 acres, on the condition that they 
reclaim it and sell it to settlers in quantities not exceeding 160 
acres toeach. This proposition, which —s called an exper- 
iment, for itembraces only a very small portion of our arid lands, 
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is a very attractive one, and if it had come before the House as 
a bill properly introduced, referred to a committee, and by it 
carefully considered and reported to the House, I should have 
given it my hearty support, and I now say to gentlemen who 
have this matter in charge thatif that course is pursued and the 
bill brought up before the next session of this Congress I shall 
most heartily support it. ; 

I am afraid of legislation of such magnitude which comes be- 
fore the House in the shape of amendments to appropriation 


bills. Iam afraid of such hasty preparation of matters of large 
importance. Errors may be committed that will defeat the very 
object that we have in view. I believe that the States in which 


these lands are situated are more interested, have a more in 
ligent interest in making them valuable than can possibly 
held by the General Government. The question atfects th 
prosperity and their home life. For this reason lam very anx 

ious that the first step in that direction shall be wisely taken, 
and not lead to complications that will discredit the plan. I do 
not believe that in the few moments which can be devoted to 
this discussion proper eare can be taken to avoid errors. 

{ notice that Representatives from the various States 
ested in the question are not united as to the details of th 
posed plan. This fact adds to my misgivings. 

I wish distinctly to state, and so plainly that I may not be mis 
understood, that my objection to this experimentis solely based 
upon the form in which it comes before us. Government wil 
probably uever undertake to reclaim these now worthless lan 
the States can do so, but let great care be taken that when 
Government makes transfers of any of them for that purpose, 
that such transfer shall be surrounded by such safeguards as 
wiil insure the accomplishment of the purpose, and not di: 
credit the plan by hasty legislation that may lead to complica- 
tions. 

|Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SAYERS. Lyield five minutes to the gentleman f 
Oregon {Mr. HERMANN]. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, this is not the first time this 
great subject has been considered by Congress. Not only du: 
ing this session, but in former sessions, has this question been 
presented; and Congress, upon ample consideration, has di 
cided, first, in favor of reclaiming these vast desert lands: and 
secondly, upon apportioning them to actual settlers. How th« 
lands oheuld be reclaimed, and by whom they should be re- 
claimed, are questions resolving themselves into problems which 
we have endeavored heretofore, and with some success, to meet 
in committing the General Government to the reclamation of 
these lands. 

Hundreds of thousands of dollars have been appropriated an 
expended in that direction toward the selection of reservoirs 
toward the survey of the arid and semi-arid belt, and in othe 
ways looking toward the ultimate reclam:tion of these lands. 
We have, however, failed in securing any further material as 
sistance from the public Treasury. Other great works have in- 
vited the attention of the Government, and it has been found 
impossible to give sufficient means for the great purpose we 
have had in view. So that the committee has come to the con 
clusion that we should test the capacity of the diiferent States 
in which these lands are situated to meet this question—ihat 
we should permit them to try the experiment for themselves. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if there is anything that weshould be cau 
tious about in this legislation, it is in regard to the protection 
of the actual settlers on the lands to b> reclaimed under the pro- 
visions of this amendment. With all the vastexpe:ience which 
some of the States of this Union have had inthe pastin connec- 
tion with this matter, notably those States whieh derived lands 
under what is known as the ‘swamp land grant,” or, as it might 
very much more properly be called, in view of subsequent events, 
the swamp land grab—it is natural that those of us who have 
seen the inconveniences and experienced the inequalities and 
the injustice which have resulted from such legislation, with 
reference to the distribution of public lands through State in- 
strumentality under such grants, should desire to be cautious as 
to any future action that may be taken. 

I have, Mr. Speaker, very serious misgivings as to the suc- 
cess of the method which is provided for in this conference re- 
port with reference to the disposition of these arid lands. | 
seriously question whether, under the language in which this 
proposed legislation is expressed, the Stites can adequately 
make the reclimition designed, and whether the States can 
fairly, under the machinery which they hav» h»retofore used to 
apportion out State lands, justly app :rtion the lands which may 
be reclaimed under this provision to the deserving and land- 
less of the country. 

But it is the best we can do at the present time, and as an ex- 
periment—the General Government failing to take a more aetive 
part in the matter—I am willing for one to waive any objections 
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I may have to it, hoping in the results of the experiments to be 
made by the States that there will be developed such a means 
and such a mode fr the solution of the great question that here- 
after we may be able to consider it with very much more intel- 
ligence than we are now in possession of withregard to it. But 
I particularly caution this Congress and the members of the 
conference on the part of the House on this question that the 
safeguards to be chrown about the lands when reclaimed, and 
their disposal to actual settlers should be clear, explicit, and 
satisfactory. Iask the chairman of the managers on the part 
of the House to give his attention to the language of the amend- 
ment to which | wish now to call his attention. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman will permit me—— 

Mr. HERMANN. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will give the gentleman additional time for 
the interruption. 

When the amendments were being considered by the confer- 
ence committee, the conferees on the part of the House not be- 
ing familiar with our land system, disagreed to that particular 
amendment of the Senate for the purpose of bringing it back to 
the House to discover the sense of the House upon the amend- 
ment, and also to enable gentlemen who are entirely familiar 
with the subject to so instruct the conferees in the shape of the 
language to be used, that no error could be committed. And I 
give the gentleman fair warning that if the sense of the House 
should be in favor of such legislation, he and those gentlemen 
who are familiar with this land system must prepare amend- 
ments so as to giye the conferees of the House in dealing with 
the subject full information, and that such amendments shall go 
into the conference with us. 

Mr. HERMANN. In view of the remarks of the gentleman 
from Texas, I feel that [am entirely justified in the suggestions 
I have made and those which I now propose to make. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The timeof the gentleman from 
Oregon has expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me make one more suggestion, because it 
seems to me the question has been like the farmer's cow, it has 
been feeding on both sides of the brook in this matter. I want 
to know exactly what the gentleman thinks of the shape of the 
amendment to be offered for the consideration of the Senate con- 
ferees. 

Mr. HERMANN. The “brook” is avery wide one and a very 
dry one, and there is not much feed on either side of it. That 
is just the difficulty. If the gentleman will yield to me for five 
minutes longer—— 

Mr. SAYERS. I have not that much time at my disposal, but 
will yield the gentleman two minutes more. 

Mr. HERMANN. In order to illustrate still further what I 
desire to call to the attention of the House and to the House 
conferees, in reference to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] now under consideration as an amend- 
ment to the section of the report of the conference committee, 
you will find embodied this proviso: 

Provided, That said States shall not sell or dispose of more than 160 acres 
of said land to any one person. 

This is upon the assumption that these lands when reclaimed 
are the most fertile and will yield abundant and lucrative har- 
vests to the husbandman and will make profitable homes. I be- 
lieve this to be true. 

But it may be that before that provision can be carried out 
the title will have passed to the State on the reclamation of the 
lands, and my point is that there may still not be a sufficient 
safeguard as to the possible reckless squandering and wholesale 
disposition of the lands after the title shall be vested in the 
State and in violation of the spirit of this proviso. It may, 
* therefore, be advisable to provide that no title shall vest until 
it is shown that the purchaser is an actual settler and on 160 
acres or less of those lands. The necessity of such precaution 
is illustrated in the history of the swamp land grants to the 
States, and not only in that, but in various other grants which 
have been made to the States in the matter of railroad and 
wagon-road construction and for other purposes. I have in my 
mind at this time in my own district an illustration where 125,- 
000 acres of land had been — to the State for the purpose 
of the construction of a military wagon road, which grant con- 
tained several conditions embodied in the general granting act. 
Among the conditions it was provided that the lands should be 
disposed of in quantities not exceeding 160 acres and at a price 
— exceeding $2.50 an acre, and should besold to actual settlers 
only. 

But what are the facts? Every one of these conditions have 
been violated. The lands have been sold to individual pur- 
chasers not only in large quantities and in excess of the 160 
acres fixed by the granting act, but the lands have been sold in 
many instances to persons Who were not actual settlers and at 
prices far exceeding $2.50 an acre—in some instances as high as 
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$10 an acre to my own knowledge. The title passed from tho 
Government and it was not made conditional upon the perform. 
ance of the limitations I have mentioned; and so the Depart- 
ments of the Government exacted no proof as to compliance 
before patent issued. 

The settlers have been told, ‘If you can not pay this price you 
need not take it;” but in the mean time the patent title has 
passed out of the United States into the State, and from the 
State into this particular wagon-road assignee, and now the road 
company say to these settlers on the lands, who are thus to bo 
taken advantage of, ‘‘What are you going to do about it?” 

For one I do not desire that such experience shall be entailed 
upon the future people of the reclaimed arid regions of the coun- 
try. I think that in view of this experience we should so hedge 
in and so guard and so protect the interests of the homeless. 
landless people of the country, who will seek the rich empires of 
the West which are to be reclaimed, and they are the ones 
chiefly in whose interests, as I understand it, this legislation js 
proposed. 

I think we should look into the past for the purpose of getting 
experience for the future. Therefore I would suggest to the 
House that this language may prove to be too vague, if not too 
loose, and if this measure is passed in its present form and the 
title passes to the State after the reclamation of the lands, it 
may be an inducement for the syndicate and the intriguer and 
the monopolist to go before the various legislative bodies and 
by deceit and misrepresentation and selfishftinterest secure lec- 
islation in the interests of large holdings, as has been done so 
often in other matters, and then, when our authority is gone, 
our title divested, and when it is too late, the people of the 
United States and Congress will be told, ‘‘ What are you going 
to do about it?” 

If I shall find the amendment insufficient to protect the inter- 
ests of theactual bona fide settler I shall at the proper time 
submit a proper amendment or substitute. Let the bill so pro- 
tected be passed, for our people will welcome it as the best we 
can secure, and while we are doing this it behooves us to guard 
every provision which otherwise may be construed adversely to 
the interests of the real beneficiaries for whom this legislation 
is had—the home-seeking and home-deserving people of the 
United States. Let this be the character of our heritage to the 
future, and we shall then have reason to feel that we have 

rformed our duty faithfully, conscientiously, and guardedly 
oy the whole country. 
Here the hammer fell.]} : 
r. SAYERS. I yield five minutes tothe gentleman from 
Oregon [Mr. ELLIS]. 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon said. Mr.Speaker, naturally, this isa 
question in which I feel great interest, because the people ina 
large part of the district which I represent feel a deep interest 
init. The | emmegeenna from New York [Mr. CooMBs], who has 
just taken his seat, says tous wait until the next Congress; bring 
in something, and we will then give you appropriate legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, we do not know whether any gentleman who is 
here now can promise us with any certainty as to what will be 
done in the next Congress. There are very few gentlemen who 
have a fee simple title to their seats in the next Congress. 
Promises may be made as to what will be done by gentlemen 
who, if they were here, would try to carry out their promises in 
good faith. Butrealizingas Ido the uncertainty of nominations, 
to say nothing of elections, those of us who have a constituency 
that will be affected by this amendment much prefer to have 
action taken now, while we have men here who are entitled to 
act in this House, rather than take promises from men who may 
not be here at a session of the next Congress qualified to vote 
upon the question. 

Mr. COOMBS. The same members will be here at the next 
session of Congress. 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. The next session of Congress will be 
ashort one, and a matter of this kind will be too important to 
consider at that time. There is no time like the present time 
in which to dispose of this question. It is nota question of rob- 
bing the public domain of vast acres, it simply permits the 
States which come within the provisions of this bill, provided 
they meetits requirements, to go forward and take such action 
as will add thousands and thousands of dollars to the value of 
these lands, and then the Government permits them to take the 
lands reclaimed and dispose of them, subject to the restrictions 
of this amendment. ; 

The Government does not seem to care to do anything with 
this character of lands. That has been urged upon Congress 
time and again, and no action looking to any general reclama- 
tion of arid lands has been taken or favorably reported. This 's 
simply a proposition to allow the States to do something of that 
kind. If they do not do anything, nothing will be lost to the 
Government. Until all the requirements of the pending meas 
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ure are fully met the title to the lands will remain where it now 
js, in the Government of the United States. Gentlemen tell us 
what we need in the West, gentlemen who never saw the West, 
who never saw an acre of arid land, who do not know what it 
looks like. 

I tell you, gentlemen, if you could see the thousands of acres 
of arid lands and fully know the worth of the same as they 
now are, and could see and understand the results that would 
follow irrigation; if you could see the vast improvements made 
by the process, I do not think there is any man who would op- 
pose a measure that asks so little and is fraught with so much 

ood and such great possibilities as would inure to the country 
by the reclamation of these lands. Itis a matter of great im- 

ortance, and it is a matter, while it immediately concerns the 

est alone, it will be of great benefit to the whole country. 
Those of you who live here in the East have not had to meet 
this great question and know nothing about it in the sense of 
knowing how it affects us practically. 

The people of the States who could act under this bill know 
the wants of their States. They know the water sources and 
supplies, and they know how this water can best be preserved and 
utilized. There is no one more competent than the State itself 
to know in what manner this work should be done, and I assure 
you that under the care and guidance of the laws of the States 
affected, the question will be more carefully considered, more 
carefully looked after, and there will be less improvident use of 
the water, than there would if the General Government were to 
undertake the reclamation of the arid lands sought to be re- 
claimed by this measure. 

It would be to the interest of a State to utilize every available 
gallon of water, and to make the best use of it that could be de- 
vised for the purpose of reclaiming such land as could be irri- 
gated. It would be to the interest of the State to see that none 
of the water was wasted or improvidently used. Hence if it is 
left to the States, guarded by such careful legislation as could 
and would be enacted by legislators fully acquainted with the 
country and the people, the best results will attained. Our 
own State has enacted laws relative to irrigation, and many 
of the other States have dons the same thing. These laws have 
been enacted by men who are upon the ground, who understand 
the country and the climate, and who understand everything 
connected with the question. 

I want also to say that certainly as far as our own State is con- 
cerned, its Legislature will, in my opinion, take such action look- 
ing to the reclamation of the lands granted that in a few years 
no one will doubt the action or question the wisdom of this Con- 
gress in passing this measure. This act,if passed, does not 
suspend the desert land act, nor prevent those who desire to 
take land directly from the Governmentfrom doing so, provided 
they comply with the law, rules, and regulations. It only en- 
ables the State to do what the individual by reason of poverty 
can not do, and after it has made the land fertile and the pros- 
pect of obtaining an easy living therefrom, then the man who 
could not accomplish the result alone may come in and pur- 
chase for himself and family a home, his success will be assured, 
and the State or General Government will in no sense be losers. 

The Western States donot ask for a guardian in order to keep 
their Legislatures from bankrupting or involving them hope- 
lessly in debt, as intimated by the gentleman from [ndiana| Mr. 
BRETZ] would be the result should this bill pass. They willlook 
after that for themselves; all they ask is a full and free chance 
to develop their own resources, and they will be fully able to go 
alone, even though it should be to the surprise of those gentle- 
men who oppose this measure to protect a State affected from 
becoming bankrupt should the General Government allow it to 
irrigate 1,000,000 acres of arid lands within its borders. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I would not have taken 
amoment’s time of this House had not the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. BRETZ] referred to thefinability of the States to take 
care of the arid lands should this amendment be adopted. 

The citizens of Kansas are greatly interested in this question, 
and many conventions have been held for the purpose of adopt- 
ing some policy by which these lands may be reclaimed and for 
irrigating lands in Western Kansas. 

It would suit the people of Kansas better if Congress would 
appropriate a sufficient sum for making examinations and sur- 
veys in the western —= of the State and for constructing reser- 
voirs for irrigating lands in that part of the State; but if this 
can not be done the amendment of 
(Mr. HAINER] should be agreed to. 

I was a little surprised at the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
fey er referring to the indebtedness of the various States and 
his including Kansas. 

Of course, the citizens of Kansas are in debt; they could not 
have made such great developments, they could not have opened 
and improved so many fine farms, constructed so many comfort- 


the gentleman from Nebraska 


able dwellings, provided somany pleasant homes for their fami- 
lies, and they could not have made Kansas the best State in the 
Union without going into debt. 

But the gentlemanis a little mistaken about our State indebt- 
edness; according to the report of the Eleventh Census it only 
amounted to $1,119,658; the population of Kansas is given as 
1,427,096, which would make her per capita indebtedness less 
than $1. 

The State debt of Indiana, by the same report, is given as 
$8,538,059, her population 2,192,404, which makes her per cap- 
ita State debt amount to nearly $4. 

Then again, the cash and productive assets held by Kansas in 
1890 amounted to $6,713,199, while that of Indiana only amounted 
to $5,362,892. . 

The citizens of Kansas are perfectly willing to have a com- 
parison made between her and other States. 

In the ten years from 1880 to 1890, as is shown by the report 
of the Eleventh Census, it appears that the following States 
made an increase per cent of assessed valuation, to wit: Indiana, 
16.33 per cent; Massachusetts, 35.93 per cent; New York, 42.36 
per cent; Pennsylvania, 54.05: while Kansas increased 116.58. 

This same report gives the true valuation of the real and per- 
sonal property of the several States and Territories, and also 
the per capita of total true valuation, which is as follows: I[n- 
diana, $956; Pennsylvania, $1,177; Massachusetts, $1,252; while 
that of the State of Kansas amounted to $1,261. 

Upon a former occasion I called attention to the great growth 
of Kansas, and located her indebtedness and called attention to 
the indebtedness of other States. 

While Kansas had in 1890 a per capita real estate mortgage 
indebtedness amounting to $170, yet Massachusetts had 3144, 
Minnesota $152, New Jersey $161, California $200, Colorado $206, 
the District of Columbia $226, and New York the large amount 
of $268. 

When you compare Kansas with Eastern States so far as per 
cent of increase in wealth or per capita of true valuation, the 
citizens of Kansas may well be and are proud of the showing 
made by their State. 

When it comes to her wonderful products, there is no produe- 
ing State in this Union that desires to stand the test of compari- 
son. 

When the gentleman from Indiana recalls the fact that Kan- 
sas has within her borders over 9,000 public echoolhouses; that 
there are a larger number of children between the ages of 5and 
18 years enrolled in our schools than any other State in the 
Union according to the population; when he remembers we have 
over 4,500 churches; when he remembers we have great colleges 
and universities which our citizens are maintaining, and when 
he remembers that our citizens are fast reducing their indebt- 
edness, he will not question the ability of Kansas to take care of 
this land should it be intrusted to her. 

There is nothing in the objection urged by some of the gen- 
tlemen —— to this measure, that it is impracticable to irri- 
gate much of the arid lands, forit has been already demonstrated 
by investigation by a number of eminent and scientific gentle- 
men, among them Prof. Robert Hay of Kansas, and fully estab- 
lished in his valuable report that it is practicable to obtain water 
supply to reclaim the greater portion of these lands. 

There is about 734,000 acres of Government land still vacant 
in Western Kansas; I am unable to say how much of it comes 
under the provision of this act, but with irrigation Western 
Kansas can be made one of the most productive spots in the 
United States. 

If you include Kansas and Nebraska you need have no fears in 
regard to their ability to comply with the provisions of the act, 
and the land within their borders will be reclaimed as soon as 
they are in any other State. 

While this provision is not what the people want, it is a step 
in the right direction, andI hope the amendment will be agreed 
to. [Applause.] 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, strange proposi- 
tions are submitted to us in the discussion of great questions; 
but perhaps none is more strange than the proposition submitted 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRETZ], who I am reli- 
ably informed has never been west of Chicago and never 
even saw that metropolis until sent there as a member of a 
special committee within the past few months and who under- 


| takes to oppose this measure, basing his opposition on the fact 


that the States of the West are very heavily in debt. Among 
other States which he saw fit to traduce in that manner is the 
State which I have the honor in part torepresent. Why he 
has seen fit to lugin the question of State indebtedness no reas- 
onable person can guess. In the West at least our debts, State 
and individual, represent actual assets in hand. We went in 











debt only for property we have and need. I do not know the 
source of the gentleman’s information. I have, however, in my 
hand the report from the Eleventh Census on ‘‘Wealth, Debt, 
and Taxation.” 

On page 202 I find the record of the State debt of Nebraska, 
and submit this as an authority to the gentleman. I find that 
the entire debt of the State of Nebraska, less the sinking fund, 
was, in 1890, $439,799.09; and at the same time its available cash 
assets in its treasury was $956,865.96, or more than twice the 
amount of its debt, and I apprehend, if his figures were tested 
by the real facts in the other States, they would prove him to 
be equally in error as to those States. 

But, Mr. Speaker, on behalf of myself and colleagues { Messrs. 
MEIKLEJOHN and MERCER], with whom I have just had a hur- 
ried consultation, I desire to call attention to a very serious de- 
fect in the proposed amendment. We take it for granted that 
the purpose of this amendment is to do actual good tothe West- 
ern States and the States which have arid lands—lands which 
may with profit be reclaimed. Thatis the purpose ofit. Butthe 
operation of the proposed amendment, I find, is limited to the 
States containing within their borders desert lands. Desert 
lands and arid lands are two very different and distinct terms. 
Desert lands are not necessarily arid lands; and arid lands are 
not necessarily desert lands, as the term is technically used, 
though the term arid includes desert. By arid lands we mean 
such as do not in an average year, without irrigation, produce 
any considerable agricultural crop. 

Now, take the Stateof Kansasand the State of Nebraska, both 
of which do contain within their borders arid land, but not an 
acre of desert land. You would not affect these States with this 
proposed amendment. You would not aid in the reclamation of 
the best lands in the West by means of thisamendment. You 
would not have your legislation apply to those States to which 
it might most profitably be applied, nor would it apply to one of 
the Territories which you propose to admit as States. 

It seems to me that this amendment ought to be further 
amended, and should be made to include all the Statesor Terri- 
tories which include within their borders arid lands; and for that 
purpose I desire, and if this is the proper time I submit an 
amendment, if it is in order now, to this section by inserting 
‘after the word ‘‘of” in line 2 of the amendment, which is on the 
Clerk’s desk. the words ‘' the arid and,” so as to make it include 
not only desert, but alsoarid lands; and after the word “ States,” 
in line 7, the following words: ‘tof Nebraska and Kansas and to 
each of the States which may be formed out of the Territories 
of Arizona, New Mexico, Sitelhontins and Utah, and also the 
States.” 

By interpolating the words which I have used here you will 
include all the States and Territories which contain arid lands. 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. What is the difference 
between arid and desert land? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Desert land is that which is 
specifically named in the desert-land act. 

Mr. PICKLER. On which no agricultural crop will grow 
without irrigation. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. They have been specifically set 
apart and ascertained. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Now, what is arid land? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Arid lands are those which in 
fact, and under the decision of the Department of the Interior, 
can not be profitably cultivated without irrigation, and which 
could be profitably cultivated with irrigation. 

Mr. COOMBS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask another 
question? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Certainly. 

Mr. COOMBS. I desire toask the gentleman if tho irriga- 
tion congress that has been held out West lately passed any res- 
olutions that would favor such a plan as this? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Oh, unquestionably. The West 
is a unit on this proposition. 

Mr. COOMBS. I understand; but as to this specific proposi- 
tion and this specific plun. I want to say to the gentleman 
that 1 have noantagonism to this irrigation problem. The only 
point I desire to make is that it should be taken up in the proper 
way, 80 that there may be no entanglement. You have pointed 
out some mistakes that have been made. Do not you think that 
on a careful examination others might be pointed out? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. That may be, ibly. There is 
much force in the gentleman’s suggestion. ubtiess there are 
other ob ections than that which I have pointed out and the 
gentleman from Oregon has pointed out. It is a vital question 
to the people of the West. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. WhenI yield to gentlemen they should not 


The time of the gentleman has 
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be interrupted. 
gentlemen. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Have you not lands in the State of No 
braska that can be entered under the desert-land act as it exis: 8 
on the statute book? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Not one acre. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Where has it been so decided? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. We have none that is known a 
desert land. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 
made in your State? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
or in Kansas, 

I desire specially to call the attention of the House to th; 
fact that the act of March 3, 1877, to which this amendmen; 
refers and which is made a pari of it, defines desert lands io 
be such as will not without irrigation produce any avricul- 
tural crop; and the same act in terms, by section 3, expres 
limits desert lands to the States of California, Oregon, Neyad 
Washington, Idaho, Montana, Wyoming, and the Dakot:s 
the Territories of Utah, Arizona, and New Mexico. Ito 
include Nebraska, Kansas, or the Territory of Oklahoma 

In this view of the case, one which is compelled by a consid- 
eration of the act of 1877, I am reénforced by the opinion of 
Acting Commissioner of the General Land Office, who on 
gust 4, 1894, wrote the following letter: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICr, 
Washington, D. C., August 8, 1 


Sir: In reference to the subject of the amendment proposed as a substi 
tute for Senate amendment No. 280 to the sundry civil bill, this day submit 
ted foran expression of my opinion in letter from the clerk of the Appropri 
tions Committee of the Senate, I have the honor to state that the amend- 
ment peegeeee seems to be similar in its general purposes to the Senate bill 
No. 1591, **To provide for the reservation, sale, and settlement of certain 
lands in the several States and Territories,” in regard to which the views of 
this office were expressed in a report of March 2, 1894, which is incorporated 
in the report of the Senate Committee on Public Lands of April 17, 1894, in 
reference .o that bill. 

The proposed substitute appears, on careful examination, to differ 
what in its provisions from said bill, but as a result of such examination, | 
see no reason Why the purposes sought to be accomplished by the bill re 
ferred to, which was favorably reported upon by this office in the report 
mentioned, may not be attained under the provisions of the proposed sub 
stitute, should it be adopied. 

It is the opinion of this office, however, that should the pocgnees substitute 
be adopted, such amendment be made as will make it clearly and unequiv 
ocally applicable not only to existing States or the States to which existing 
desert land laws apply, but also to the States of Nebraska and Kansas, ani 
to the States that may be formed out of the Territories of Arizona, New 
Mexico. Oklahoma, and Utah, when admitted, as provided for in fourth se 
tion of Senate bill 1591, 

The draft of substitute is herewith returned. 

Very respectfully, 


[ have buta limited time to yield to severa! 


But have not desert-land entries bee 


Not an acre, either in our Stx: 


and 


some 


EDW. A. BOWERS, 
Acting Commisstoner 


Hon. FRANCIS M, COCKRELL, 
United Stutes Senate. 

There is neither reason nor justice in excluding from this act 
the States which may derive the greatest benefit from it. 

I regret exceedingly that this great question is precipitated 
upon the House without a fair opportunity for discussion and 
perfecting a bill which will effectuate the great purpose which 
should be accomplished. We are in the closing days of a years 
continuous session without even so much as a day being given 
to this important matter. I recognize, however, it is a move- 
ment in the right direction. A wise conservation of the water 
supply will make the untold millions of acres of arid and semi- 
arid lands in the West fruitful as the most fertile valleys of the 
East, affording homes for the homeless, extending and diversi- 
fying industries, and adding immensely to the permanent wealth 
of the nation. I desire that Congress dothe right thing. I may 
be obliged to see this measure pass in a form which will be of no 
value to the greater part of the great West, which in spite o/ the 
neglect and discrimination so iashionable to be visited upon it 
by this Congress, will one day be in position to demand and com- 
mand a fair hearing and a fair measure of justice. 

Mr. SAYERS. | yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
North Dakota |[Mr. JOHNSON]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Speaker, without en- 
tering upon a discussion of the merits of the question its lf, I 
would hardly feel justified in allowing this occasion to Pp. 
without an explanation of the indebtedness of the district which 
I represent, the State of North Dakota, inasmuch as a 5! te- 
ment has been made here by the gentleman from Indian‘ | Mr’. 
BRETZ] which, if allowed to go without explunation, would 40 
our people great injustice. ; 

In the first place, let me call attention to the fact that 10 
debtedness itself, provided you have assets, is not necessarily a 
matter of reproach. For instance, as to private debts, the |ate 
census of the United States shows that the State of New York 
has the greatest mortgage indebtedness of any State in the 
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Union, namely, $268 per capita. But that is not necessarily a 
matter of disgrace or reproach to the gallant and intelligent 
Representative from that State [Mr. C 'OOMBS] who has been 
antagonizing us on this bill. The next greatest per capita in- 
debtedness is right here in the District of Columbia, namely, 

226; but it is not necessarily a fact which implies reproach or 
disgrace, or which indicates that the people of this District are 
not selvent or worthy of credit. 

The same census shows that in the State of Arkansas the per 
capita mortgage indebtedness is only $13; but that is not neces- 
sarily an indieation of wealth, of foresis ght, or of great business 
sagacity in the State of Arkansas. [ have 6,000 constituents in 
my district who are entirely clear of debt; namely, the Wahpi- 
tas, the Sissetons, the Chippewas, and the Cut-head Sioux. They 
are entirely clear of debt, yet their credit is no better than the 
eredit of the people of the District of Columbia with this enor- 
mous indebtedness of $226 per capita hanging over them. 

In the organic law organizing our Territory, while we were 
in partnership with South D: ukota, there was a provision, which 
amounted to a constitutional limitation, as to municipal and 
county indebtedness, fixing the limit at 5 per cent. We serupu- 
lously and religiously adhered to that limit until we entered the 
Union, and then we put the same limitation upon our statute book, 
thus giving it the same force and effect. The maximum of those 
debts, seldom reached, is after all very moderate, only 5 per cent 
of the assessed valuation. So much for municipal and county 
indebtedness. Coming now to State indebtedness, at the time 
we dissolved partnership with South Dakota we assumed our 
share of the debt, which amounted to only $250,000. That did 
not represent an amount of money that we had fallen behind in 
the ordinary running expenses of the Territory. We had some- 
thing to show for every dollar of it. 

That debt was upon bonds that we had issued to erect our 
ublic, penal, charitable, and educational institutions. We had 
or it our magnificent State university at Grand F orks, our hos- 

ove il for the insane at Jamestown, and our capitol and peniten- 
iary in the city of Bismarck, worth fully the amount of the debt. 
The amount, $250,000, was all the indebtedness we assumed five 
years ago when we entered upon Statehood. Since then we 
have run up to the constitutional limit, which is only $500,000 
more, for in our Constitution we inserted an article forbidding 
the State ever to incur an indebtedness more than $500, 000 
above what then existed. Why, sir, it is a mere bagatelle. 

And, Mr. Speaker, for that $500, 000, as for the $2! 90,000, we 
have something to show. We have our two beautiful normal 

schools at Valley City and Mayville. Wehave our agricultural 
college, built with this money, at Fargo, and we have our sehool 
for deaf mutes at Devils Lake, our Soldiers’ Home at Lisbon, 
and other institutions of charity and of education, that we are 
proud of and consider money well invested. 

The wealth of the State is ample security for this debt, and 
our credit ranks with the very best. 

The people I represent produce one-tenth of the entire wheat 
crop of the United States every year right in one Congressional 
district, and they do it in four months’ work. Three ye ears ago, 
when we produced 64,000,000 bushels of wheat which was sold at 
anaverage of over 80 centsa bushel, the people that I represented 
produced more wealth than any equal number of people ever 
produced in the same length of time in any Congressional dis- 
trict in the United States since Columbus discovered America, 
no matter whether they were engaged in banking, railroading, 
manufacturing,or gold mining. In the palmiest days of Cali- 
fornia’s placer mining there was never a time when 180,000 peo- 
ple, only half of them : engaged in that particular work, produced 
in four months $50,000, 000 of value upon a single item of pro- 
duetion. 

Why, sir, in North Dakota we have $2,000,000 of school funds 
in our treasury now that we do not know what to do with, money 
which we received for only about 4 per cent of our school lands 
that we have up to this time placed upon the market. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr.SAYERS. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from 
Nevada |Mr. NEwWLANDS]. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. Speaker, the arid-land question has 
been agitated for a great many years, not only in the western 
regions of our country, but in the Halls of Congress. Conven- 
tions have been held th ‘zhout the West upon this important 
subject, and the uaanime sentiment is now, after long discus- 
sion, that the question of the reclamation of these arid landscan 
be settled alone by the respective States. They have come to 
that conclusion, iiiough they desired in the first place that the 
Government of the United States should undertake the work of 
a and shouid then open the reclaimed lands to settle- 

The Government of the United States has been unwilling to 
do that, for the reason that it involved the selection of vast 
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areas of land, the erection of irrication works, reservoirs, dis 
tributing canals, ete., and the expendit.ire of asum ranging from 
$10 to $50 per acre in the work of reclamation. The National 
Government is unwilling to undertake the work, though the 
States in the arid region desired it to do sv, and thought it 
ought todo so. 

Various measures have be: n introduced 
erence to the granting of these arid 


1¢ 


in Congress with ref- 
lands tothe various States. 
Measures looking to this end have repeatedly passed one House 


and failed of consideration in the other. Committees have passed 
upon the questionin variousforms. I think I am safe in saying 
that it is almost the unanimous sentiment of the various irriga- 
tion committees of this Congress and of pust Congresses that 
grants of these lands should be made to the States, and that 


they = undertake the work of reclamation. 

Mr. BOATNER. Is not the principle of this measure exactly 
the same as that on which the United States granted the swamp 
lands > aoe states? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes, the same principle. 

Now, the objection is made that this proposition appears in an 
appropriation bill. Very well, it is here; and if it isa good thing 
why should it not remain in the appropriation bill? 

But gentleman say there is not time for the consideration of 
the restrictions that should be imposed upon the grants. Now, 
I admit that it is a matter of the greatest importance that these 
restrictions should be carefully considered, and this m ay not b 

the time and place for their consideration. But I maintain that 
there should be no restrictions upon the grant, and that any re- 
strictions whatever are likely to defeat the grant itself. The 
Congress of the United States is not able to frame restrictions 
upon this grant—— 

Mr. COOMBS. But I call the gentleman’s attention to the 
fact that this very amendment makes restrictions. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. That is true. 

Mr. COOMBS. And that is one point which [ think ought to 
be considered 

Mr. NEWL ANDS. I was going to consider that. It is true 
that this very amendment provides restrictions. I have not 
time to examine them; I donot know whether those restrictions 
are wise or not. My position is against any restriction. but 
this [| do say, that if the grant should ba made now, and it 
should be found that the restrictions are unwise, we can here- 
after modify the restrictions. And I would rather now avail 
myself of the opportunity to make the grant than trust the 
matter to future Congresses, with the delays attendant upon 
legislative action. 

Mr. HERMANN. How ean the restrictions be modified after 
the title to these lands has vested in the several States? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Theonly way I would modify the restric 
tions would be by doing away with them absolutely, so far as | 
ain concerned. I say this matter should be intrusted to the 
wisdom of the various Legislatures; and though gentlemen say 
that the Legislatures of these States have: < xd unwisely in the 
past—a matter which I am willing toadmit say that they have 
passed through a severe education in reg: se to such mutters; 
and | believe | the Legislature of every State to which a grant is 
made will act wisely in imposing restrictions upon 
ment of these lands. 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. Ifthe States should dis- 
regart a the restrictions, is there any remedy? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I presume there is. 

Mr. PICKLER. This amendment provides that the lands 
shail not be ceded to the States until they have complied with 
the regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. As [| understand, the grant is not to take 
effect until a certain amount per acre has been expended in the 
work of reclamation. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Butsuppose that aSt: = 
instead of selling this land in 160-acre tracts, should sell th 
whole million acres in one body; is there any remedy? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. VAN Voorais}. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 
in these Western States an association called the Interstate 
Irrigation Associ: ution. They had a greatconvention at Omaha 
on the 2ist and 22d days of March last. Able men were present 
from all of these States, and I desire simply to present to the 
House the conclusions at which they arrived, showing that they 
make no such recommendation as this amendment c ontemplates 

I send to the desk to be read the resolutions adopted by them. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


BESOLUTIONS OF THE CONVENTION 


Whereas American citizens wishing to secure homes have moved on thes® 
lains, bought and paid the Government for land, and expended money im 
mproving it; and 


the settle- 


Mr. Chairman, there is 
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Whereas it has been demonstrated by the experience of these men and by 
the signal stations of the Government that the amount of rainfall at proper 
seasons is insufficient to make agriculture succssful: Therefore 

Be it resolved, That it is the sense of this convention that it is the duty of 
Congress to make increased appropriations to test the practicability of the 
following methods of irrigation for these plains: 

Firet, that the Government should, by experiments, determine whether 
the underfiow and artesian water is of sufficient volume and can be brought 
to the surface at a cost to make it available for general irrigation purposes; 
second, that it should determine the extent to which reservoirs can be con- 
structed for the purpose of storing storm water sufficient in quantity for 
irrigation purposes. 

Resolved, That we fully indorse the following extract from the report of 
the special committee of the United States Senate made May 18, 1890, and 
that the same be made a part of the resolutions of this convention: 

‘If anything can be done to encourage the people of these great plains, it 
is important that it should be done apeeany There are over | ,000 people 
in the arid and semiarid belt, who have paid into the United States no less 
than 640,000,000 for public lands. The Government should demonstrate to 
them the practicability before they can have the courage or can command 
the means to prosecute the work on any considerable scale.”’ 

Resotved, That since forest culture can be made an effective agent in the 
reclamation of an arid region, we therefore recommend that every farmer 
on the prairies be urged to plant and cultivate the — of forest trees. 

Resolved, That we favor the creation of the office of State engineer in the 
various States, and legislation which shall encourage irrigation, construc- 
tion, and development. 

Resolved, That as authoritative meteorological data is of great impor- 
tance to irrigation interests, it is the sense of this convention that it is to 
the best interests of the people of Western America that the present meteoro- 
rognaee stations in the arid and semiarid sections of this country be main- 
tained and their number be increased, and we respectfully urge the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture and our Kepresentatives in Congress to use their best 
efforts to that end. 

Resolved, That we ask the agricultural colleges in the various States to 
devote a portion of the funds received from the United States Government 
for agricultural experiment work, to experiment with and demonstrate the 
agricultural sibilities with and without irrigation in the plains region, 
and to investigate the various irrigation problems. 

Resolved, That we urge the people of each county to organize county irri- 
gation associations and put themselves in communication with the officers of 
their State associations, or with this association where there are no State 
associations. 

Resolved, That the executive committee of this association be instructed 
to codperate with the executive committees of the various State organiza- 
tions in sending able delegates from each State to Washington to urge Con- 

ess to take immediate action upon the bills now pending in behalf of the 
rrigation of the Great Plains. 


Mr. SAYERS, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. DOOLITTLE]. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, it has been stated during 
the course of the argument ee this provision of the bill, by 
the gentleman from [ndiana (Mr. BRETZ], that the indebtedness 
of the State of Washington considerably exceeded a million of 
dollars, [ think the figures used being $1,700,000. 

Now, I do not regard that statement in this discussion as be- 
ing of any particular importance or consequence either one way 
or the other. If the indebtedness of that State should at any 
time amount to more than a million, or even two millions, of 
dollars the assets of the State of Washington are so greatly in 
excess of such a sum, that it certainly would cut no figure and 
would not lessen the credit of the people of that State or of the 
State itself. But I merely wish to call the attention of the 
House tothe facts. I find that the constitution of the State of 
Washington provides that in no case shall the indebtedness of 
the State exceed $400,000, and the indebtedness of the State of 
Washington to-day for all purposes—the State indebtedness—is 
nowhere near the limit. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, so far as the pro 
ation is concerned: In the first place, I have always believed 
that the General Government of the United States should itself 
undertake a system of surveys in these States that contain arid 
lands with a view to their ultimate reclamation. I believe that 
these surveys should be made for the purpose of ascertaining 
where reservoirs at the base of the mountain ranges can be prof- 
itably constructed and properly situated, so that the melting 
snows of the winter and the winter rains may be stored up for 
use during the crop season on the lands that require this sort 
of artificial assistance or irrigation to render them adaptable for | 
agriculture. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. If the gentleman will allow me, these res- 
ervoir sites are reserved now, under the public laws, and in many 
instances locations have been made by the General Government. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes, to some extent; but they have not | 
been made at the base of the mountain ranges, which would seem 
to be the ey r points for their location in my State. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Oh, yes; they have. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Oh, no; I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr.CAMINETTI. Why, I can show you that they have. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. That may be the case in some localities; 
but there has been no such general system carried out, and the 
gentleman is simply mistaken. Besides, these surveys should 
be made for the purpose of ascertaining where artesian wells 
can be profitably put down in these States. In fact, the whole 

uestion should be taken up and considered by the General 

vernment. No State can doit as thoroughly or satisfactor- 

ily as it is within the ability of the General Government to per- 
form this necessary and exceedingly important work. 


ition under consider- 
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Mr. Speaker, since I have been here amendments have been 
offered repeatedly to bills which have been presented in Con. 
gress from time to time for the promotion of this work, but the 
people of this country, through their representatives, have not 
seemed willing to take it up. 

Now, then, inasmuch as this amendment is offered, and I bo. 
lieve it to be astep in the right direction and that it will at 
least keep the minds of the masses of the people to some extent 
fixed on the subject, and that eventually good will come from it. 
I am willing to support it and am willing to take it as a step in 
the right direction, and as something which the people wil] ro. 
gard in that light, and as paving the way for what may be dono 
in the future to settle the whole question satisfactorily. 

So far as the irrigation of the land conveyed to the States js 
concerned, I do not want the General Government, or any gen- 
tleman here if he has any apprehension on the subject, to allow 
his soul for a moment to be disturbed by the idea that the lands 
will not be properly treated and made productive, or that they 
willnot be protected. Itisin the interest of the States to do 
so; and to-day they have in their power, if this amendment he. 
comes a law, the necessary means for the protection of the land, 
and there is no question in my mind whatever that they will be 
as well looked after in all respects by the States asit is possible 
for them to be managed by the General Government so far as 
honesty is concerned. 

I have some misgivings, it is true, as to what will be done, 
whether any great good will come from the proposition. But 
at the same time I believe the people of the country where there 
are arid lands will be willing to accept this proposition and do 
all in their power to bring good out of it. 

Mr. BOATNER. Has the Commissioner of Agriculture com- 
pleted his rain-making experiments? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Well, sir, I am unable to answer the gen- 
tleman. I have not been in partnership with him in his ex- 

riments, neither have I kept cases for the Department re- 

erred to. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SAYERS. Lyield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Washington. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr, Speaker, I can notexpect 
to say anything to add to what has been already said by my col- 
league fromthe State of Washington. Butto correct one or two 
figures that he made,I will say that the indebtedness per mitted 
by our constitution limits us to $400,000, not $500,000. 

Iwill further state in reply to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. BRETZ], that the State indebtedness of the State of Wash- 
ington is not given in the census. If the gentleman will take 
occasion to examine the indebtedness of States in detail, he will 
find that the State of Washington is not mentioned. If he will 
examine the municipal and county indebtedness, he will find 
that that indebtedness of the State of Washington, both munic- 
ipal and county, is about $1,000,000. Consequently the gentle- 
man must have made some error as far as the State indebtedness 
of Washington is concerned. have made diligent search 
through this report, and find that the State indebtedness is not 
given in the record. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am not certain, in common witn some of 
my colleagues from the West, that this amendment will accom- 
plish very much good. I so expressed myself in private yester- 
day, and itis my — opinion to-day; but what we are attempt- 
ing to do is to take some step forward. 

n the Fifty-first Congress a scheme was brought in appro- 
priating a large amountof money, and including the reservation 
of all the lands west of the one hundredth parallel. It required 
a large amount of money. It was defeated because of the oppo- 
sition to it coming from the West. It turned out that many o! 
the people were occupying 160 acres of land, and they thought 
taken from them, and so they rose 
up, as the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] will well 
remember, and defeated the proposition that we then attempted 
to inaugurate for the purpose of irrigating the Western arid 
lands. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that the Government of the United 
States ought to donate to the several States all of the arid and 
desert lands within their respective geographicalareas. As far 
as the State of Washington is concerned, this amendment <loes 
not amount to much. The two great counties of Kititas and 
Yakima have already, by private enterprise, constructed grea 
irrigating ditches and brought the land under cultivation, 0! 
are rapidly doing so. There isa plateau arising above the Uo 
lumbia River, upon its eastern side, to which a donation of this 
character might be of some benefit. Whether it will or not de- 

nds largely upon how these experiments are conducted. 
What we ought to try to do is to take some step forward in this 
matter. 

Gentlemen have said that the States would fritter away their 
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lands. I want to say that every one of the six new States that 
recently came into the Union has provided by constitutional 
enactment for the protection of the lands granted to the State. 
We have provided in the constitution of the State of Washing- 
ton that no school lands or lands granted to the State for the 
purpose of building a State house and an agricultural college 
shall be sold for less than $10 an acre. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is the same in South Dakota. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Itis the same in South Dakota. 
All of these States have realized the mistakes that were com- 
mitted in the State of Indiana and the other older States of the 
Union, and they have tried to take advantage of those errors, 
and so they have provided that not an acre of this land which I 
speak of shall be sold for less than $10 an acre. ; gy 

Now, Mr. Speaker, whether our municipal debt is a million 
dollars, or whether our State debt is nothing, I think that the 


gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRETZ] will be quite busily enough | 


engaged if he attends to the State indebtedness of Indiana, and 
allows us to look after our own affairs. 

Mr. BRETZ. We will attend to Indiana. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Whatever our indebtedness 
is, we will pay it. You have got all you can do in Indiana to pay 
your own debts. : 

Mr. BRETZ. We will pay our honest debts, 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
State debts, not for fifty years. 

Mr. BRETZ. We keep our credit good all the same. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iyield two minutes to the gentleman from 
South Dakota [Mr. Lucas]. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, the amendment offered by my 
colleague is one of such importance to the people of the great 
Northwest that I beg the indulgence of the House for a brief 
time that I may speak to it. 

Some eminent writer, commenting on American institutions, 
said: ‘‘ What Europe is to Asia, what England is to the rest of 
Europe, that, and all that, the Western States and Territories 
are to the Atlantic States.”” The same writer also said: ‘‘ The 
heat, and the bustle, and the stir of life all increase as one goes 
toward the setting of the sun; so he who stands on the shores of 
the Pacific will be about the very center of the great pulse of 
life.” 

The great and absorbing question west of the Missouri River 
to the valleys of California, from the line of the British Posses- 
sions to the warm waters of the Gulf, is one of sufficient mois- 
ture for agricuitural purposes. The soilis the richest and most 
lasting there is onthe continent; the climate is not surpassed for 
health, vigor, andcrops by any other portionof the Union. The 
people are of the hardiest, pluckiest, most determined, and in- 
dustrious of our citizenship. They do not falter in the task of 
conquering and reclaiming the wild lands of the plains, if they 
can have an open field and fair fight. 

In the absence of a sufficient rainfall they are handicapped in 
their efforts and labor against great disadvantages. By no 
means are they discouraged, conquered, and driven out, for they 
know that sometime in the future this great body of what is now 
semiarid land will be reclaimed by the ome rocesses of an 
intelligent civilization. But this means years of toil and time, 
and it will be the third or fourth generation who will see the 
country blossom like a garden and yield magnificent crops in 
response to the touch of the farmer's hand. 

It is needless to argue that civilization acts like magic upon 
what is marked upon all the old maps ‘‘The Great American 
Desert,” for thousands of cities, villages, and farms are to-day 
found within this scope in a prosperous condition. Indeed, the 
splendid city of Omaha stands upon the eastern border of this 
(then) desert, and west of it, stretching for hundreds of miles are 
found young cities, towns, and farms unsurpassed in any other 
section; and all reclaimed land from the ‘‘ Unknown Desert,” 
within the recollection of most of the members of this House. 

One of the potent powers in this revolution was the building 
ofthe Union Pacific Railroad by a subsidy from the Congress of 
the United States. That body of legislators builded wiser than 
they thought when they provided for that line of railroad across 
a trackless desert; for following its line came the hardy, sturdy, 
and dauntless pioneer who pitched his tent or built his sod 
shanty upon the unpromising hot and dry prairie, and with a 
of make and spirit that challenges admiration begun the work 
of making a home. For years this class of men have battled 
with drought, hot winds, and short crops in summer and keen, 
cutting blasts in winter, until they are well nigh worn out. 
lrue, many of them have lived long enough to see their hopes 
raelie, and are fairly well provided for in their afternoon of 
ife. 

ut the obstacles they have met and in part overcome were 
many. The one most dreaded of all was a lack of moisture. 
The rainfall moves west very slowly, and as it nears the base of 
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the mountains from the east—and the same is true west of the 
range—goes much slower,and less precipitation is observed. 
Perhaps at a given distance almost a failure may always be ex- 
pected because of certain atmospheric influences that are not nec- 
essary to be discussed at this time. 

The scope of country that is embraced in the arid belt com- 
prises parts of the Dakotas, Montana, Idaho, Washington, Ore- 
gon, Wyoming, Nevada, California, Nebraska, Colorado, New 
Mexico, Arizona, Utah, Kansas, Oklahoma, and Texas—more 
than 1,000 square miles in area. 

I know the opposition of the majority of this House to what 
they are pleased to call ‘‘ paternalism.” But I remind them of 
the fact that for years and years Congress has appropriated 
money, and large sums of money, not to furnish water to fertil- 
ize land, but to build levees and protection to restrain floods of 
water from destroying the utility of {magnificent plantations 
that lie along the great water courses of the nation; and in this 
good work they are always sustained by the people of the whole 
country. Itis a proper function of Congress to protect the prop- 
erty of the people in such cases as much as to protect their lib- 
erty or lives when oppressed or in danger. 

It is not a consistent objection to say it is ‘‘ paternalism” to 
aid the great West in redeeming the millions of acres of iand 
from its arid condition and making them the most fruitful and 
valuable of any in the nation. We come pleading a righteous 
cause, asking aid to inaugurate a system by which this may be 
done; we ask it because the undertaking is too great for indi- 
vidual means or effort. The question of irrigation will not 
down at the bidding of men; it is before the people, and has 
come to stay until a response is made that is fair, just, and right. 

[If the answer is not given in the affirmative, this year or next, 
it will be ata later day, for the young giant Westis growing 
stronger each year. With the admission of all the new Ter- 
ritories to statehood, as I hope to see done} before this Con- 
gress adjourns, stalwart Western men will be found upon this 
floor in the next Congress who will know the wants and neces- 
sities of their people and will have the courage to demand rec- 
ognition. This is not intended asa threat, but a bit of prophecy 
that is certain to be fulfilled. 

The millions of acres of land now in the arid district belongs 
to the Government. As conditions now are they will not be set- 
tled for generations to come, but will lie unoccupied, a waste 
and desert in the very heart of the nation, acting as a wall be- 
tween the Atlantic and Pacific. Asa prudential investment the 
Government can not do better than to take steps to redeem this 
vast body of land from its aridity and make it possible and 
practicable to have a prosperous settler upon every quarter sec- 
tion of it. 

It is not necessary to argue the good results of irrigation farm- 
ing, for so many examples may be found in the valleys of the 
West that there is no doubt about it. All the experiments so 
far have been made by individual or corporate means, and in 
most cases are crude and imperfect, and with either a great 
waste of water or a monopoly of ownership that is detrimental 
to the public good. This to my mind is an unanswerable argu- 
mentin favor of the Government establishing a system that 
shall be just and fair to all interested, and the best location is 
upon a reservation to demonstrate the practicability of a suc- 
cessful system of irrigation. 

The irrigation now in use is nearly all taken from streams and 
carried on a natural, inclined grade. Waste follows to such an 
extent that only a few are benefited and a comparatively small 
area provided for. What must be done to redeem the valleys 
and plains is to establish a system of basins and reservoirs by 
building dams at the mouths of canyons, drains, and water ways 
to secure and save up the snow waters and early rains from the 
mountains and hills until the dry season approaches, and then 
utilize the same for crop purposes. Another feature presents 
itself while considering the storage plan, and I call the atten- 
tion of the gentlemen of this body who represent the great Mis- 
sissippi Valley to it. 

From the mountains of the great west flow rivers and streams 
in great number in the spring and summer months into a com- 
mon stream, the Father of Waters, and when the volume reaches 
the Lower Mississippi becomes a terror of destruction to the 
plantations and inhabitants of that great valley, often requiring 
the expenditure of immense sums of money to protect life and 
property. Byadiversion of these waters into basins, reservoirs, 
and ditches what to your section is a menace and constant dan- 
ger each year will be made a means of fruitful fertilization for 
millions of acres of now worthless land. 

If you say it is ‘‘ paternalism ” for the Government to exercise 
its power in developing and making valuable its own lands, I 
answer, it is a good, safe, and business proposition, worthy of 
the careful attention of this House. By the way, too, were we 
engaged to-day in this laudable enterprise, Mr. Coxey and his 
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army would find plenty of work, and when the lands were re- 
deemed they could find magnificent homes as well, and become 
producers instead of consumers of the people s charity. 

The fact of the Government engaging in the work of provid- 
ing irrigation for the people is nota new thing atall. Russia 
begun it many long years ago; indeed, history shows that Peter 
the Great, the reformer and founder of that great empire, first 
introduced the systeminhiskingdom. The Emperor Alexander 
gave impetus to the work and established a system of engineer- 
ing that facilitated the work. Alexander, the liberator, im- 
proved upon his predecessors and ordered his ministry to push 
forward the drainage and irrigation of the wet and barren soils 
of his kingdom. In that country dams, basins, and reservoirs 
are built of stone, concrete blocks, and clay, providing gates and 
sluice ways by which the stored waters are handled assafely and 
economically as the merchanthandles vinegar or molasses in his 
store. 

Spain provides by law an annual subsidy, which is declared to 
be a vested right, for all irrigation enterprises, the amount to 
be equal to one-half the cost of the work. 

Germany goes further than Spain in its support of irrigation; 
while france does nearly as well. Even England lends a help- 
ing hand at this time to her subjects in this line of work. in 
fact, the books are full of examples where governments have 
taken hold of the work of irrigation to redeem their arid lands 
and bring them into productiveness for the benefitof the people. 

To know that irrigation has been extensively practiced in the 
great and old kingdoms and empires that have risen and fallen 
in the past, and practiced successfully, argues strongly in favor 
of this Congress taking the initial steps toward adopting a sys- 
tom that will result in restoring to the public domain millions 
of acres of the finest agricultural land on the continent that 
is now and ever must be worthless and useless without moist- 
ure, beside being a menace and obstruction to the flow of com- 
merce and civilization. 

In this entire arid belt nature has provided in one way or 
another a sufficient amount of water, and all the necessary ma- 
terial for the construction of dams, basins, and reservoirs. All 
that remains is for mian to provide plans, system, and methods 
for saving and distributing the necessary moisture at the times 
and seasons when needed. 

In some —— this territory water taken from the streams 
that flow through it will be sufficient. Inother partsthe waters 
that rush down from the hills and mountains in the springtime 
from the melting snows and heavy rains, if secured and hus- 
banded, will be ample toirrigate the valleysand insure luxuriant 
crops. in other parts where there are no mountains, but wide 
and practically level stretches of plains of the richest soil, un- 
derneath the surface lies the great artesian water basin that will 
supply the entire surface if brought up through wells. In the 
State of South Dakota, which I in t represent on this floor, 
there are to-day more than one h red wells spouting streams 
of water from a depth of 500 to 1,200 feet with a pressure of 
sufficient power to hurl a 3-inch stream more than 100 feet into 
the air. 

All these wells have been put down by individuals or towns. 
Contiguous to many of them are large bodies of land belonging 
to the Government. I hold that it is competent, legal, and 
right, as well as a good business investment, for Congress to 
take hold of the work of reclaiming these lands and preparing 
them for homes for the people. It is as much the duty of Con- 
gress to assist in conquering this drought-infected section, to 
aid in making it habitable and productive, as has so often and 
liberaily been done in providing against raging streams and 
floods to protect the adjacent country from inundation and de- 
struction. 

It is not paternalism for the strong arm of the Government 
to assist the people in overcoming these natural difficulties that 
are too momentous for individuals to do; if it is, then I favor 
it, no matter from what State or Territory the call comes, 
for I believe the Government ‘‘is for the people,” as well as 
‘‘of the people.” The means to overcome these physical diffi- 
culties are within the reach of the people of this nation; the ap- 
plication and success is wholly a question of labor and money to 
pay for it with. 

Maj. Powell estimates that there are 1,200,000,000 acres of 
land in the arid and semiarid districts, of which 700,000,000 has 
been disposed of to the five great transcontinental railway lines 
and private citizens, leaving still in possession of the eral 
Government 500,000,000 acres. Does not this statement show 
that it is time the Goverment is moving in the direction of in- 
augurating a system or work by which these millions of acres 
shall be reclaimed and offered to the ae for homes? The 
dill before us is not what the friends of irrigation prefer; they 
hoped to secure legislation broader and fuller in its provisions; 
but we are willing to accept this bill because it is a step in the 
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right-direction and is the beginning of a new era in the eroas 
Northwest and will bring about all necessary legislation in ¢., 
time. aah? a 

in view of the delays and uncertainties attendine attem) 
governmental control and management of as stupendous a wor'- 
as would be a national system of irrigation, I favor the pre: 
bill most heartily. I believe the several States will enter uno. 
the work of reclaiming the arid lands within their borders w): 
alacrity and industry that wil produce beneficial results j 
comparatively short time. I donotshare in the fears expres. 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], that the St: 
will not manage the business of reclaiming these lands ceny 
ically or successfully, nor in the fears of the gentleman /; 
Towa [Mr. HEPBURN], that waste and loss will occur becay 
jobs or conniving of State Legislators. 

The importance of this advance movement is 80 great that t) 
people of the States will not suffer unnecessary delay or eng 
anything that will retard the speedy compliance with th 
visions of this bill by the Legislatures. If this bill becomes y 
immediate action will be taken by the several States to cyp)y 
into effect its provisions. It will be hailed as a godsend to ¢ 
wealth and prosperity of each Commonwealth that now is hay, 
capped with large bodies of arid and sterile lands. Active ay 
intelligent measures will be provided by which acres and ac 
will be added to the productive and valuable part of tho Sta 
It seems to me that the bill is explicit and careful in its prov; 
sions, guarding all the rights of the Federal Governmen: 
title can not pass to the State until reclamation is secured 
then must be awarded to settlers in 160-acre lots for bona ‘ 
homes. 

I do not recall a bill that has been before this Congress tha: 
is of more importance and benefit to the people, the States and 
the nation. This bill makes it possible for 500,000,000 acres « 
land to be redeemed from a condition of utter worthlessness in 
turned into a more reliable state of productiveness than an 
other acres outside of the irrigation districts. 

It may sound strange to our Eastern and Southern frienis to 
say that one-half of the area of agricultural lands in the Unit 
States is dependent in whoie or in part on irrigation, leaving 
out Alaska. There are 1,340,000 square miles in the arid di:- 
tricts where irrigation is absolutely necessary. 

East of the arid district line is a doubtful belt of 10° 
miles wide that some years needs irrigation as badly as dvcs 
positively arid districts, This section Powell calls the : 
mid region. It requires from 20 to 25 inches of rainfall for th 
production of acropin the dry atmosphere of the Northwes' 
if the water wasdistributed at the right times during cropseaso 
9 inches is abundant to produce aluxuriant crop. In an addres: 
delivered by Governor Markham, of California, on irrigatio: 
he argues the question so ably that I use the substance of his 
remarks. Hesaid: Close and observant communion with natu 
is one of the most potent forces to affect thought and charic' 
In manufactures the vast number, at least in modern times. : 
mere directors of, or assistants te, ingenious machines. 

In trade the mind is directed almost entirely to barter, ca 
ried on in limited inclosures. In the former the great miss : 
subservient to the will of the master; in the latter to th 
of each other, and in each the condition of dependence and s 
serviency to the will of others is most pronounced. These 
ditions naturally tend rather to pliancy than toindepend:nc 
character. 

The agriculturist who owns his own land, and who from i! 
cultivation derives a reliable and competent support for himse! 
and his family, has attained to a most important and self-relia! 
condition of independence, and is the mos‘ reliab! 
among this class are never found anarchists or tramps. 

Proper irrigation of lands tends to multiply their produ 
from two to ten fold, and ina like manner develops 4 love ' 
home and a patriotic and strong character, such as is {ound 
among the agriculturists all over the country. I[n countr 
where the different great leading industries have aneirly equ 
strength the agricultural population has been universally rec 
ognized as the most reliable and uniform friends and supports 
of good morals and good government. The highest stages | 
civilization are only reached under some force of good govern 
ment. Good government does nothecessarily consist of rep 
licanism, democracy, monarchy, aristocracy, or oligarc!y. 0 
it consists of that form of government which in each pariic 
ular case is best adapted to the mass of the people under suc! 
government, and thisof necessity varies with varying conditions 


and oe Si 
The United States of America, with its vast and rapicaly ¢ 
veloping natural resources, has so far made greater progr: ss |" 
civilization and ethics upon a republican form of govern™e!® 
than it would have done under any other. But this docs 1°! 
prove that the same form would be best adapted to every (tie! 
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country, nor does it necessarily prove that it will always be best 
adapted to thiscountry. But as civilization and ethics are most 
likely to be advanced by just and stable government, and as a 
self-supporting, independent, and contented agricultural popula- 
tion is one of the most important factors in obtaining and sus- 
taining such government, therefore whatever tends to numerl- 
eally increase that class is an important desideratum. As the 
irrigation of lands, where irrigation is required, mutiplies its 
productiveness from two to ten fold, and will reclaim millions 
of now useless acres, it will also increase the contented popu- 
lation in the same proportion. y 

The great modern agencies of progress are the railroad, the 
telegraph, the press, and education. The efficiency and availa- 
bility of all of these are largely dependent upon the density of 
population. The value of railroads tocommunities is almost en- 
tirely determined by their number and by the cheapness of rates 
of transportation. _in sparsely settled countries these rates are 
necessarily high; in densely populated and highly productive 
countries these rates naturally are low. The rates required to 
compensate telegraph service are dependent upon the same 
principles. The press is dependent for its efficiency and success 
upon the amount of its support, and only attains its maximum 
efficiency in centers of dense population. _ 

The practice of irrigation tends to vastly increase the density 
of the farm population, and to the increase of urban population 
as well. Our statistics of the great modern nations show that 
one farmer is the basis of support in other occupations of from 
five to seven persons. The education of the youth is chiefly ac- 
complished through the agency of instruction in the common 
schools. In sparsely settled countries these agencies are want- 
ing in sufficient support and of convenientaccess. The higher 
departments of education are of inestimable value to both civili- 
zation and prosperity. The high school, the seminary, the 
college, and the university can only be most efficient when pop- 
ulation is sufficiently dense to afford a large attendance from 
their immediate localities. 

[t is a striking fact that advanced learning in the United 
States has drawn a very large proportion of its most illustrious 
graduates from those who were bred upon the farms. But in 
civilization and advancement the fine arts and literature are not 
to be overlooked. While their influence is widely felt, there is 
nosystem by which their influence can be measured. Their 
suecess depends upon their votaries wealth, ieisure, and taste. 
Leisure can only come with wealth or comfortable living. In 
the great Northwest all the conditions for comfort and moder- 
ate wealth, except moisture, is found. To supply thisonething 
insures prosperity and happiness among the people and affords 
the chances for leisure, of wealth, and a devotion to art and lit- 
erature; and other acquirements are in like manner multiplied. 

In the grand constant march of all mankind from the cradle 
to the grave with labor, sorrow, and pain, music, painting, 
sculpture, and literature are great sources of the purest pleas- 
ure, the most lofty contemplation of ideals, and the solace of the 
realization of the beautiful. They draw the mind of man from 
mortality and sorrow, and refine and ennoble him. 

From the basis of these suggestions and arguments, we believe 


Congress to make available all possibilities that will lead to such 
results. I believe that the practice of irrigation of the arid 
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proceed with all the caution and care that is possible under the 
circumstances, for the legislation is important and far reaching. 
The amendment does not appear to be understood by some who 
have opposed it. It has been likemed to the swamp-land grant 
of September 28, 1850. 

That was a grant in presenti and passed the title as of the date 
of the grant. This is no grant at all, but only gives authority 
to the Secretary of the Interiorand President to make contracts 
binding the United States to donate the land to the States when 
reclaimed. That act passed the title to the whole of the swamp 
and overflowed lands which were untit for cultivation and unsold 
at that time to the States. This grants nothing and authorizes 
no conveyance until reclamation. 

There was no limit to the swamp land grant as to the area to 
be taken or the time when it should be selected. Under this 
bill the area to each State is limited to 1,000,000 acres and th 
time for reclamation ten yearsaftercontract. Under the swamp 
land grant the States were left free to dispose of the lands be- 
fore reclamation and without any limitation as to the quantity 
that could be sold to one person. Under this amendment the 
States must reclaim the land before they get it and must provide 
for its settlement and occupancy by bona fide settlers, and ean 
not sell exceeding 160 acres to any one person. 

The gentleman from Nebraska |Mr. HAINER] appears to be 
under the impression that it would not apply to the State of 
Nebraska. It is intended to apply to all the public land Stat 
in which there may be desert lands. The desert land act of 
March 3, 1877, is by section 3 limited to certain States, but this 
provision is general. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. 
him a question? 

Mr. MoRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. If your construction of the amendment 
is correct, why does Mr. Bowers, the acting Land Commissioner, 
in his letter of August 8, 1894, to Senator CocKRELL use thi 
language? 

Mr. MCRAE. I understand what it is without reading it. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN,. In which he says that an amendment 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask 


| should be made to the amendment so as to include Kansas, } 


| 
| 


braska, Arizona, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Utah. 

Mr. MCRAE. I can only answer you as [ have answered your 
colleague—that I think he does not fully understand the scope 
of this amendment. The reference to the desert-land law in 
this amendment is only for the purpose of securing a legal test 
for determining the character of the land in question which is 
furnished in section 2 of the act of March 3, 1877,and I will 
now read it: 

Sec. 2. Thatall lands exclusive of timber lands and mineral lands which 
will not without irrigation produce some agricultural crop shall be deemed 
desert lands within the meaning of this act, which fact shail be ascertained 
by proof of two or more credible witnesses under oath, whose affidavits 
shall be filed in the land office in which said tract of land may be situate 

If there is land of that character in the State of Nebraska or 
in Kansas it will be the subject of contract under this amend- 
ment, because by this we remove the limitation as to the States 


| placed in section 3 of the act of March 3, 1877, which excluded 


and semiarid lands, in its results toourcommon country, direct | 


and indirect, can be properly classed as one of the important 
factors in the progress and development of our country; and will 
open up wide fields of splendid lands for homes for people who 
are crowded in the cities of the East. To reclaim these lands 
will provide homes for millions of people who are now homeless 
and landless. This bill is a long step in the right direction, and 
I trust will pass the House without opposition. [Applause. | 

Mr. SAYERS. 
Arkansas {Mr. MCRAE]. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I repeat what I stated yester- 
day—that I am opposed to legislating upon appropriation bills. 
This proposition ought to be considered by the proper com- 
mittee of this House, and subjected to the same treatment as 
other measures are under our rules; but as it has been attached 


by the Senate to one of the most important of the great money | 


ASS OL tN | nts, | Nebraska and Kansas by failing to mention them. 
we are fully justified in concluding that a duty is imposed on | 


Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, 
him another question? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Do you think the Commissioner mis- 
apprehends the meaning and intent of your amendment? 

Mr. MCRAE. I say he does not understand the full scope of 
the amendment, if he thinks it would not be general. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Then, if your construction is right, 
what objection would you have to naming Kansas, Nebraska, 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask 


|}and the Territories of New Mexico, Oklahoma, Arizona, and 


I yield five minutes to the gentleman from | 


Utah in your amendment? 

Mr. McRAE. If you name one State you should name them 
all. I am opposed to special legislation for one section of the 
country which does not apply to another section. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Would not that include them all? 

Mr. McRAE. Idonotknow. I have no definite information 


| as to where our desert lands are,so far as State lines are con- 


| 


billsof this House which must be acted upon by us, I think it | 


should at least be fairly discussed and properly understood. The 
Senate amendment is inmy judgment extremely dangerous, and 
should not be adopted. 

_On yesterday I pointed out some of the objections to it, but 
since the gentleman from South Dakota has abandoned it and is 
satisfied to adopt the substitute which I offered, it is not now 
necessary to discuss it further. I would prefer to see no legis- 
lation at this time and in this way, but if the question can not 


be postponed for a more careful consideration then we should | from Arkansas. 


cerned. I find that the gentleman who wrote the act of March 
3, 1577, and the Congress that passed it, did not include your State 
nor Kansas, presumably because there was supposed to be no 


| such lands in either, and yetI find you hereasserting that there 


are desert lands in those States. 1 assume that you arecerrect, 
and I have proposed the amendment so as to give you the bene- 
fitof the law. Let us not commit the same mistake that was 
committed when that act was passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 


Mr. SAYERS. I yield ten minutes more to the gentleman 
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Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. May I inquire of the gentleman—— 

Mr. MCRAE. I hope the gentleman will not consume the 
whole of my time. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, If your amendment includes Kansas and 
Nebraska have you any objection to naming those States? 

Mr. MCRAE. I have no objection if you name all the States 
to be included, all those in which there is any desert land or 
supposed to be any; but I do object to naming those States the 
gentleman has mentioned and no others. 

Mr. MEIKELJOHN. What States would you include? 

Mr. MCRAE. Idonot know. That is the very reason I do 
not want to name any—because I do not know what States to 
name; and by making it general, you give every State the same 
So apgpamatid and do not exclude any from the provisions of the 

aw. 

The only purpose of referring to the desert land act in this 
amendment was to fix a legal test by which the Interior Depart- 
ment can determine the question of whether the land is desert 
land or not and to give the Interior Department authority to de- 
cide what is reclamation. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
BURN] asserts that if this is adopted the lands will be taken up 
along the rivers, streams, lakes, springs, and other bodies of 
water. The Commissioner of the General Land Office has issued 
instructions under the desert land law to which reference is 
made in this amendment, as follows: 

First. Lands bordering upon streams, lakes, or other natural 
bodies of water, or through or upon which there is “0 river, 
stream, arroyo, lake, pond, body of water, or living spring, are 
not subject to entry under the desert land law until the clearest 
proof of their desert character is furnished. 

Second. Lands which produce native grasses sufficient in 
quantity, if used by grazing animals, to make an ordinary crop 
of hay in usual seasons are not desert lands. 

Third. Lands which will produce an agricultural crop of any 
kind, in amount to make the cultivation reasonably remunera- 
tive, are not desert. 

We know that if this amendmentis adopted what construction 
will be put upon the term ‘‘desertlands,” and the States can not 
take the streams and lakes, but they must take land which is 
desert, as defined in the section which I have read, as construed 
by the Department. We intend to adopt the accepted construc 
tion of the act of March 3, 1877, for the ascertainment of the 
lands that may be disposed of under this provision if it should 
become a law. 

The vacant lands in the public land States and Territories, ex- 
clusive of Alaska, containing 369,529,600acres, is about 560,000,- 
000 acres. Perhaps ounball of this land will require irrigation 
in order to produce agricultural crops. The late very able Di-- 
rector of the Geological Survey says that the stream waters are 
sufficient to irrigate and reclaim about 100,000,000 acres. 

We know from authentic sources that less than 5,000,000 acres 
of desert lands have been reclaimed by irrigation. We know 
also that it requires time, labor, and large expenditures to com- 
pletely reclaim it. This vast barren waste ought and can be 
transferred into productive and prosperous homes for our con- 
stantly increasing population. The progressive civilization of 
the American people will not allow this great empire to remain 
a wilderness much longer. Thetitle toit toa great extent isin 
the United States. 

Three plans have been proposed. One is to leave the whole 
matter to private enterprise; another is to have the General 
Government undertake the reclamation an :ievelopment by 
direct appropriations; the other is to grant the lands to the 
States and trust them. Since 1877 we have been trying the first 

lan under the desert land act, and while a considerable area of 

and has been reclaimed the results have not always been satis- 

factory. Much fraud has been practiced upon the Government 
and great wrongs have been perpetrated against the settlers by 
syndicates who own or control the water and the right to charge 
the owner of the land for its use. 

To check and avoid this as far as possible the Governmenthas 
wisely reserved from sale and entry the most important reser- 
voir sites, and now holds them for public use. No one proposes 
to stop or in the least interfere with individuals who may wish 
to proceed under the present law, but there are many who are 
demanding something more than this. I do not hesitate to say 
that [ am opposed to any plan that looks to the taxation of the 
—_ at large to construct and maintain irrigation works. I 

o not believe that Congress has any such power in the first 
place, and if it has it would be manifest! unjust to the people 
at large to tax them for such a purpose. 

When the magnitude of that proposition is considered I as- 
sume that the prudent, conservative men of all parties will op- 
pose it. I think the Representatives here from the desert-land 
States have already reached the conclusion that the United 
States will never undertake to do more than make surveys, re- 
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serve reservoir sites, and protect the forests at the heads of the 
streams. There is a strong sentiment in favor of granting all 
the remaining public lands to the States, and while I believe 
this will be done at no very distant day, the country is not yet 
ready for it. 

The people in the desert-land States with practically one 
voice have asked through their Representatives and Senators 
for the chance of reclaiming some of these immense deserts 
Conventions have been held and resolutions passed; irrigation 
associations have been organized, and the study ot this great 

roblem has commenced in earnest. The people of the West 

ave a deeper interest in the matter than any other part of our 
country and, so far as I am concerned, I think it our duty to 
allow this experiment to be made. I donot share the fear that 
has been expressed that the Legislatures of the States will not 
honestly administer this trust. 

The people who are to occupy and cultivate the land must 
elect the Legislatures, and I have sufficient faith in the hon- 
esty, patriotism, and energy of the self-reliant population of the 
great and growing West to trust them fully in this matter, 
But we have so guarded the authority as to prevent the con- 
summation of any fraud upon the Government unless there js 
a concurrence in such fraud of both the State and Federal au- 
thorities. If this amendment is permitted to remain as offered, 
then ample power is reserved to the Interior Department to pre- 
vent fraud in any shape. In conclusion upon this point I desire 
to quote from a late able Representative from Texas, Mr. Lan- 
ham, whom many of us remember so kindly. He said: 

A sufficient answer to the inquiry as to the ability and competency of the 
States to deal with this question is the fact that they are States, clothed 
with all the paraphernalia of statehood, invested with the power and 
charged with the responsibility of conducting their own affairs and con- 
serving the liberties, property, and happiness of their people. If they can 
not be safely trusted in all that concerns the well-being of their citizens 
within the sphere of State legislation, then their existence as States isa 
blunder and a reproach and they ought to beremitted to mere dependencies 
upon the Federal Government. They are presumed to be intimately con- 
versant with their own immediate necessities and conditions, and conti 
dence must be reposed in the virtue and intelligence of their people. 

If anything at allis to be done upon this subject, let it be done 
in the direction and along the lines indicated in this amend- 
ment. Make no grant that will take all of the desert Jands away 
from actual settlers or put it beyond their reach. Make no 
grant that will put it in a state of reservation until the work of 
reclamation begins, but if you find a great, progressive, enter- 
prising State like California, which has developed a grand sys- 
tem of irrigation and which has taken the lead in the movement, 
that is willing to undertake this work of reclamation, then | say 
we should aid her by remitting the price of the land, which is 
only $1.25 an acre. Thatis ali the help that is contemplated by 
this amendment. The State is required to submit to the same 
tests of reclamation that the individual settler is required to 
submit to. 

All the advantage the States get’over the individuals is that 
they are exempt from the payment of the purchase price. If we 
will preserve the forest reserves along our great mountains of 
the West, soas to conserve the water flow and forever preserve 
for public use the immense reservoirs that have been reserved 
by the Government, we will in the course of time be able to hold 
for the arid region much of the water which now comes down 
in floods through the Missouri and the Mississippi to annually 
overflow and wash away the crops that the people of the Sout 

row. 

. If we can properly distribute the water that is now wasted 
and use it upon the vast arid region that is now without any 
water supply, we will have done that which will bless millions 
who are to come after us. 

Whatever may be the fate of this amendment, I appeal to 
Congress and to the country generally to give careful consider- 
ation both to the preservation of our forests and to the protec- 
tion of our reservoirs sites, which willenable us to house and 
hold for the public the immense volume of water now wasted 
and use it for irrigation. Any system which will make it pos 
sible to have it carried upon the arid lands and keep it from 
overflowing Arkansas, Florida, Louisiana, and Mississipp! will 
be hailed with delight by that section of our common country, 
as well as the desert land States. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield five mintues to the gentleman from 
South Dakota [Mr. A ge wD ‘ 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, for a number of years this 


question of the improvementof our arid lands has been discu-se¢ 
in the House, and the idea has been often expressed, which the 
gentleman from Arkansas[Mr. MCRAE] has just reiterated, that 
the General Government will never engage in the work of irr 
tion. Taking that as the pererery J sentiment, gentlemen 

a 


ere who are interested in this subject have gone off on another 
roposition, which is to let the States take these arid lands ant 
io something with them. 
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It seems to me, gentlemen, that this simple experimentof giv- 
ing to each State where these lands are situated a million acres 
of them, to see what can be done in that way to improve them 
and make them productive, is one to which the House ought to 
consent. I have no fear of these syndicates that are talked 
about. I wish more men and more syndicates with money would 
come West to help us to reclaim these arid lands and develop 
that region. There is no danger in that direction. We have 
provided ample safeguards to take care of the land. 

Mr. HERMANN. This bill guards against that danger at 
any rate, so that it is perfectly safe in that respect. ; 

Mr. PICKLER. I think it is. And, besides, Congress is in 
session every year, and if it should be thought desirable to im- 
pose further restrictions it can easily be done. 

Gentlemen have said to me that we have plenty of land in the 
United States, and that we do not need these lands. Now, here 
is a question which calls for a solution. In the next ten years 
what are you going to do with the vast numbers of people who 
will be seeking homes upon the lands of the West—people equal 
in number to those who have within the last ten years occupied 
the States of Washington, Montana, North and South Dakota, 
and the Territories of Oklahoma and New Mexico? How are 
these people, who during the coming ten years will be desiring 
cheap homes, to be accommodated? 

Mr. HERMANN. The gentleman will allow me to suggest 
that, as shown by statistics, this nation in 1915 will have 100,- 
000,000 of inhabitants. 

Mr. PICKLER. I thank the gentleman for interrupting me 
to give that information, for it enforces the point I was mak- 
ing. We shall during the next five or ten or fifteen years need 
these lands; and it is going to require these yearr to solve this 
question, even if we take this initial step now, as [ believe we 
ought to do. 

Mr. Speaker, I shall take the liberty of printing in the RECORD 
in connection with my remarks a bill introduced by me into this 
House and referred to the Committee on Public Lands—a bill 
authorizing the President of the United States to appoint a 
commission of five persons to investigate not only the subject 
of irrigation, but the whole subject of the public domain, em- 
bracing agricultural lands, mining lands, grazing lands, desert 
lands, etc., and report to the Secretary of the Interior, by whom 
the report shall be laid before Congress. I ask for this bill the 
attention of the gentlemen interested in this question. 

I have been forced to the conclusion that on this subject we 
have too many theories, and I believe we shall never arrive at 
a practical and effectual solution of the question with regard to 
the disposition of the great public domain of the West in the 
interest of the people of the whole nation until such a commis- 
sion has been appointed and has made a thorough examination 
and report. This bill proposes to give this commission a year 
for the performanceof this service, allows them a secretary, and 
gives them authority to examine witnesses. In my opinion it 
is time that we should have such an examination. In the in- 
terest of the people of the country we should determine what 
we are to do with our public lands—how we are to dispose of 
our mining lands, how we are to utilize our desert lands, how 
we are to Erigate this great public domain in the West. 

I believe, as I have said, that a proper solution of this ques- 
tion will never be reached until we have the report of a non- 
partisan and unbiased commission, based upon a scientific inves- 
tigation of the whole matter. Such an investigation will give 
us data that willlead to something practical. Let us determine 
how to dispose of our public domain in the interest of the whole 
people. In the meantime the measure now before us is merely a 
step in that direction. The lands we are talking of are not in 
their present condition worth anything to the United States 
Government, and nothing tothe people. Itseems to me it would 
be well to take the step here proposed. The bill referred to is 
as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7950) to provide for the appointment of a commission to ex 
amine and classify the mineral, timber, agricultural, grazing, and desert 


‘ands west of the ee ee meridian, with regard to their practical 
irrigation and use, and disposition of the same by the Government. 


Whereas there is in the Western portion of the United States 529.000,000 of 
acres of mineral, timber, agricultural, grazing, and desert lands of unoccu- 
pied public domain; and 

Whereas the constantly increast population of the country is ever de- 
manding new homes for our people in the great West; and 

Whereas large portions of these lands are useless for agricultural pur- 
poses without irrigation; and 

Whereas the interest of the whole people of the country demands the util- 
ization of these lands: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That there be an appointment, by the President of the 
United States, of five commissioners, not more than three of whom shall 
belong to the same political party, and two of whom shall reside west of the 
ninety-eighth meridian of longitude, whose duty it shall be, under such 
rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe, to 
make a thorough examination of the mineral, timber, agricultural, graz- 
ing, and desert lands west of the ninety-eighth meridian of longitude, and 
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ascertain and report what practical means can be employed by the Govern- 
ment, and what legislation, if any, is;necessary for the utilization of these 
lands in the interest uf the people of the whole country; that said commis 
sion shall report as to the best practical disposition of the minerai, timber, 
agricultural, grazing, and desert lands, and approximately the number of 
acres of each, and also the number of acres that can be irrigated, by all 
means of irrigation, including that by artesian wells, and the approximate 
cost per acre of such irrigation. 


SEO. 2, That said commission shall take into consideration the question 
as to the disposition of said lands by the Government for the best interests 
of ths people, as to the practicability of ceding them to the States and Ter- 
ritories wherein situated, as to what practical assistance, if any, the Gov- 
ernment shall render in establishing a system of irrigation by which land 
susceptible of irrigation may be reclaimed, and to examine and report as to 
the advisability of the Government assisting in the irrigation of said land, 
whether the same shall be ceded to the States and Territories or the title 
remain in the Government, and fully investigate and report as to the duty 
of the Government to utilize for settlement and occupation the unoccupied 
public domain of the United States west of the ninety-eighth meridian, 
and to papers what steps it should take’to accomplish thesame. And said 
commission shall fully sXamine and report the most practical treatment 
and disposition of the different classes of said lands herein set forth by the 
Government in the interest of the people. 

Sec. 3. Thatsaid commissioners shall be paid each the sum of $10 per day 
while actually employed and their actual expenses, under such rules as the 
Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe. Their accounts shall be audited 
by the Secretary of the Interior and paid monthly. Before entering upon 
their duties each of said commissioners shall take an oath to faithfully per- 
form the duties of his office. The oath of office of said commissioners 
shall be filed by them in the office of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, They may take the testimony of witnesses as to the character of 
any of said lands, and receive any other evidence relating to said matter, 
and shall have power to summon witnesses to appear before them, and to 
administer oaths. All testimony taken by said commissioners shall be re 
duced to writing. The commissioners shall employ a stenographer, who 
shall be clerk of said commission and shall receive the sum of 86 per day 
and expenses when actually employed, and his account shall be audited by 
the Secretary of the Interior and paid monthly. : 

Sec. 4. That said commissioners shall, immediately upon their appoint- 
ment, enter upon the discharge of their duties, and shall not later than one 
year thereafter submit a full and complete report of theirexaminations and 
findings concerning the lands aforesaid, and the Secretary of the Interior 
shall submit said report to Congress at its next regular session after the 
same is flied in his office: Provided, That if Congress shall be in session at 
the time of the filing of said report by the commissioners in his office, the 
Secretary of the Interior shall report the same to Congress within thirty 
days after the same is filed in his office. That for the purpose of carrying 
out the provisions of this, there is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury nototherwise appropriated, the sum of $40,000, or as much 
thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me unfortunate 
that so important a subject of legislation as this should be pre- 
cipitated upon the House on an appropriation bill by an amend- 
ment of the Senate. The whole question of irrigation is exceed- 
ingly important, and should receive not only the careful atten- 
tion of the appropriate committee of this House, but should be 
brought in here and considered without connecting it with other 
questions. In the limited time now given to the House for the 
consideration of this paragraph upon an appropriation bill, it is 
impossible for us to give the subject that consideration which its 
importance demands. 

Feeling, as I do, that it is exceedingly important some action 
should be taken after due consideration on this subject, I am 
somewhat in doubt as to what course ought to be adopted with 
reference to the amendment now presented from the Senate. I 
am satisfied that the amendment as it comes to us from the Sen- 
ate is so loosely constructed, with so many loopholes, that it 
would be very dangerous for this House to concur in it. The 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from South Dakota or 
the gentleman from Arkansas—I am not sure which—is much 
more carefully drawn, and protects the interests of the Govern- 
ment perhaps to the extent that may be necessary. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Has this proposition been considered by a 
committee of either House? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ido not understand that it has, unless the 
he eae submitted by the gentleman from Arkansas may 

ave been formulated by the Committee on Public Lands. Lask 
the gentleman from Arkansas whether that is the fact? 

Mr.MCRAE. Ithas not been considered by the committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then it does not come from any committee? 

Mr. MCRAE. No; the part I have taken in the matter was at 
the request of the conferees of the House who were not satisfied 
with the Senate amendment. The Senate bill on this question 
is before the Committee on Arid Lands. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has theCommittee on Arid Lands made any 
report on this subject? 

Mr. MCRAE. Not so far as I know. They have reported 
another bill, but not embracing this proposition. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is always extrémely dangerous for the 
House, by an amendment on an appropriation bill, to undertake 
to legislate, without the appropriate committee having carefully 
considered thesubject-matter of theamendment. Itis entirely 
possible that the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
South Dakota may be safe and well-guarded. But yet, Mr. 
Speaker, I can see from the criticisms which have been already 
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made by several gentlemen around me, during the course of this 
discussion, that there are some provisions that should be in the 
nmendment which are not included in it, 

If it is the design of this House to enter upon legislation of 
this charweter and in this way on an appropriation bill—and I 
regret the necessity that exists for any such method of legisia- 
tion —I am certain that the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from South Dakota is much more acceptable than the Sen- 
ate amendment. TIor example, I notice in the Senate amend- 
ment that the question as to what are “' desert lands ” is to be 
determined by two affidavits, or the affidavits of two individuals, 
and is to be conclusive. Now, evidently such legislation as that 
is so loose that it ought not to be enacted or undertaken by any 
legislative body. 

fhe amendment proposed by the gentleman from South Da- 
kota, on the contrary, accepts the definition in the desert land 
aet of 1877, and that definition is undoubtedly safe, as | under- 
stand the act; and I would like to have information from the 
gentleman from Arkangas, the chairman of the Committee on 
the Public Lands,onthat point. [understand that the actof 1877, 
known as the desert land act, ig we: that lands that will not 
produce a cote without irrigation shall be deemed desert lands, 
and that faet is to be determined prima facie by the affidavits of 
twodifferent persons; but the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office finally determines the question. 

Mr. McRAE. That is correct. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, thatis the act of 1877. The amend- 
ment of the Senate omits entirely the provision giving to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office the final decision of 
the question as to what shall be deemed to be desert land. I 
do net find in the statutes any mention of the words ‘arid 
lands.” The term used is “desert lands,” and the statute de- 
fines distinctly what are desert lands, Now, if this should be 
amended by inserting the words ‘‘arid lands,” will some one tell 
me what lands will be included that are not now covered by the 
statute of 1877 to which I have just referred? 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I will say in response to the gen- 
tleman from Maine, that I have no knowledge or information as 
to what the term arid lands might cover in its legal sense, In 
this amendment we have used the term desert lands because we 
have a desert land law which has been in force for nearly twenty 
years. And we purposely avoided using the term “ arid lands” 
beeause of the fact that we did not want to deal with a new char- 
acter of lands. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Se it seems to me that if the word ‘‘arid” 
was introduced in conneetion with these lands that we should 
probably include in the bill another class of lands not now cov- 
ered by desert land legisiation. 

Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman from Maine will permit 
me, the term ‘‘ arid” ineludes exactly the same lands that the 
committee of this House has jurisdiction of. We have a com- 
mittee known as the Committee onthe Irrigation of Arid Lands, 
amd these words apply exactly to the land over which this com- 
mittee nae Marlediovas. 

Mr. DINGLEY,. That is the inquiry I desired to make to 
some gentleman familiar with the subject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The time of the gentleman 
from Maine has expired, 

Mr. DINGLEY, I will be glad if the gentleman could yield 
to me for five minutes longer. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman 
from Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY, I mention this, Mr, Speaker, simply for the 
purpose of illustrating the importanee of a more careful ¢on- 
sideration of such far-reaching legislation, i do not know 
whether the term “arid lands” means exactly what I under- 
stood the gentleman from Nebraska to indieate, that is to say, 
lands thet ean be made profitable by irrigation, or not. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. If the gentleman will allow me? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly, 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman, I think, did not 
understand me. Asa matter of fact any and all lands will pro- 
duce better under irrigation than without. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Evidently. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, But [ had reference to such 
lands that in the majority of years will not produce crops with- 
outirrigation, We have, for instance, in my own State, espe- 
cially in the western part of it, a large area of country which 
can not in ordinary years produce erops. These lands it is nec- 
essary to irrigate in order to produee anything. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That was my understanding ef the general 
term used; but I was desirous of ascertaining what was included 
under the term arid lands, because whatever legislation is pro- 
posed on this subject ought to be exeeedingly carefully consid- 
ered, and mueh more carefully considered than is possible now 
under these circumstances. 
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But it seems to me that if it is not proposed togo further than 
the amendment of the gentlemanfrom South Dakota [Mr. Pici- 
LER], I do not know that there would be any serious danger in 
permitting that simple experiment to be made. : 

It is an experiment that is well guarded, I admit, in the 
amendment that has been offered. I understand that it has 
been approved by the Commissioner of the General Land Office: 
but, as the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McKa®k| has already 
substantially said, I deprecate any attempt to include lands th (t 
are not now covered without more careful consideration. While. 
therefore, [ am entirely willing to accept the amendment t); 
has been pespenes by the gentleman from South Dakota, I tr 
that we shall be very careful in the consideration of the 
visions that may be included within the terms of that amend- 
ment. Certainly, if we are to go beyond that, I hope we shall 
not undertake it without more careful investigation. And I de. 
sire tosay, before sitting down, that in my judgment the amend 
ment sent to us by the Senate is open to too many objections, j 
insufficiently guarded, and on no account ought to be accept 
by the House. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
Colorado [Mr. BELL]. 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, the conditions the: 
selves obviate the very question raised by the gentleman [roi 
Maine [Mr. DiIneGLEy.| In the first place, there is no consi 
able appropriation requested. Only $1,000 is asked in the way 
of an appropriation. In the second place, in the arid region. 
in the West, you may say, practically, every acre of ground t 
will produce good crops without irrigation is taken up. Along 
every stream of the irrigating region, the ground which an in- 
dividual can irrigate is taken now; but there are millions of 
acres as bare as this floor, where the ground, by diverting water 
at a great expense, and spreading over it,can 4 made very fer- 
tile, productive, and profitable. 

I see by the Colorado papers that there are hundreds of fam- 
ilies from the western portion of the State of Nebraska and 
Western Kansas on their way to Colorado now, hunting lands 
that can be irrigated—driven out by the uncertainty of rain and 
frequent recurrence of the drought. They can not take up ayail- 
able lands under the Government license, but they must go into 
the State and buy Colorado's school lands, or lands that have 
been sold to other individuals, for building canals, and in this 
way cheap lands can be obtained. They are going to the San 
Luis Valley, where the great Travelers’ Insurance Company and 
other syndicates have expended millions of dollars in building 
canals, taking their remuneration in these lands. They came to 
us saying, “ You have valuable State lands here. We will build 
canals; we will takeour pay in these lands, and we will sell them 
to settlers, with permanent water and ditch rights.” They sell 
these lands very cheap, expecting to make their profitsor to re- 
munerate themselves by selling an interest in these ditches. 
To-day the roads are lined with men from Western Nebraska 
Western Kansas, and elsewhere looking for ground that can b 
irrigated. 

In the great valleys of Colorado, if you give the State these 
lands, the Government of the United States will lose nothing. 
A sheep can not live comfortably on 10 acres of such ground, in 
the absence of irrigation. Nota bunch of thrifty grass, nots 
shrub, not a living thing grows there, but the moment the water 
is put upon it everything luxuriantly thrives. The men livin; 
around theirrigated regionsalwaysmovethatway. Alli farmers 
long for irrigation as soon as they learn its advantages. The 
man who once irrigates never goes back to the humid climates 
In the rain belts of the East the vegetation comes up in tlie 
spring. In July and August it withers, 

Go to the irrigated lands of the West and you will see the 
herbs, the grass, and everything perfectly green up to Novem- 
ber. Then the farmer takes off the streamlet and says, ‘Put 
on your winter clothes for the icy blasts.” Growth never stops 
there until he saysso. They can grow from four to six tons of 
hay per year to the acre, cutting it three or fourtimes, ‘Threc- 
fourths of these sterile lands are lying there waiting for +om 
great power to come in and build canals. The Travelers’ Insur- 
ance Company and other great companies have been there an 
spent their millions. The ditch from which my immediate 
neighbors water their lands cost $200,000. They furnish th 
farmer water for $1.10 an acre per year. They can furnish 1,()\ 
people more cheaply than 500 people can furnish themselves 11- 
dividually. And if you put this land where the States ean build 
the canals, it can furnish a thousand people more cheaply than 
590 can furnish themselves. 

In other words, no individual can build these canals; some 
oreperatien, public or private, must. : 

he Government will lose nothing by this plan. The land 1s 


! 
ro 


now absolutely valueless. Where my ranches are I had an op- 
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portunity oi settling and paying $1,25an acre for land. I would 
not have taken the land if I could have had the whole 60,000 
acres that ison the mesa. Soon afterward a canal was built, 
the land tested, and at once it began to sell for from $12 to $0 
anacre. Inaddition to this, the owner rented the water at from 
$1.10 to $1.25 per acre, or paid $10 an acre for a permanent water 
right, and then submitted to a tax of 25 cents an acre, the acre 
proportion of the expense of keeping up the canal. - 

You think this is hard—expensive. Who of your agricultur- 
ists would not give $1.10 per acre to have enough and no excess 
of moisture furnished him? Who would not pay $1.10 per acre 
per year to be insured against drought, to be insured against in- 
jured grain and bleached hay in harvest time? The one item of 
a field-cured stubble for winter pasture is worth the price of the 
water. In the ‘dry and thirsty” arid region the stubble, the 
grasses upon the plains, cure in autumn and do not decay, but 
remains nutritious throughout the winter. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Will my friend permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. Yes, sir; with pleasure, 

Mr. BROSIUS. From whom do you obtain the water with 
which you irrigate your land? 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. The water comes down the Uncom- 
pahgre River. The land is 150 feet above the bed of the river. 
This water is carried through a canal to amésaembracing about 
60,000 acres. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. 

entleman's question, 

Mr.BROSIUS. lask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Colorado have two minutes longer, in which to answer 
that question. 

Mr. SAYERS. I object. 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. 
man’s question. 

Mr. SAYERS. How much time do you want? 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. [ want enough to answer the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I think that this will throwsome light upon 
this question, if the gentleman will state where the water comes 
from which he pays $1.10 an acre. 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. It comes from the Uncompahgre 
River and is carried over the Spring Creek, California, and the 
Cushman mésas, from 50 to 150 feet above the bed of the river. 

No indivic sal could ever think of building a ditch for himself, 
because it would cost from $30,000 to 340,000. Parties came in 
early after the Ute Indians ceded this land to the Government 
in 1582 and startec 1canal. They borrowed the money from the 
Travelers’ Insurance Company, and put in about $200,000 in 


The time of the gentleman has 


But I want to answer the gentle- 


building a hundred miles of canal and distributing laterals, carry- 
ing the water from 5 to 150 feet above the river bed. We pay 


an annual rental of $1.10 an acre to secure the carriage of this 
water through the company’s canal, on the same principle a 
railroads are paid for carrying goods over their highways, 
Much of the school lands ceeded to the State by the Govern- 
ment in the San Luis and Arkansas Valleys have been re- 
claimed by the State. It has negotiated certain portions of the 
lands for the watering of the remainder. The State is more 
wieldable than the Government, has a special interest in this 
reclamation, and has some practical knowledge of the subject. 
This is more than can be said for some of the nation’s represent- 
atives who assume to edify their Western neighbors not only 
on irrigation, but on their dangerous financial condition. 
Irrigation, where feasible, has been a great boon in all ages 
and climes. It is an automatic fertilizer, constantly depositing 
virgin soil conveyed as muddy water through the irrigating 
streams settling upon the surface as the water soaks into the 
ground. 
fall and a preventive of sour root from excessive dampness. 
The dryness of the air prevents poisonous mildew and enables 


Ss 


the husbandman to put up his crop without any injuries from | 


dampness. 
Much of the drought-stricken portien of the eastern rain belt 


will, like Jacob of Canaan, have to send their sons into the irri- | 


gated regicn for bread this year. The great production of the 
Orient is through irrigation, 


six persons are maintained on asingle acre of ground. By con- 


stant fertilization, intensive cultivation, and continuous irriga- | 
tion in China from three to four crops are gathered from the | 


same piece of ground per year, making it productively equal to 
three or four acres of ground in the rain belt. I was surprised 
the latter part of June, in the humid climates of the East to see 
the grass and clover wither and turn brown. the sap in the trees 
turn downward, the tips of the poplar and horse chestnut har- 
Cen and tinish the annual aeaett. while in theirrigated portion 
of the country the sap in all vegetation has had an uninter- 





I want time enough to answer the | 


It is a security against drought from scarcity of rain- | 


Ila China families of from four to | 
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| rupted upward flow, the cottouwood, maple, and fruit trees yet 
| 
} 
| 





tipped with tender unripe shoots, and will so continue until the 
husbandman, who directs the fall decay as well as the summer 
growth, withdraws the fructifying streamlet and bids them pre- 
pare for the winter blists. 

Without intend.ng irreverence any disrespect for more 
sacred things, I must say the agriculturist of the irrigated 
region seems to liave outstripped the Contriver of the universe 
in applying moisture for vegetable thrift, or it is more probable 
that through the husbandman nature offers this greater reward 
as & Meritorious tribute to the ingenious and industrious appli- 
cation of natural laws to these move successful ends. No one 
not having spent a crop season in an irrigated country can have 


. 1; 
oi i 


any true conception of the great benefits of irrigation over the 
| haphazard rainfall for the maturing of crops. 
Why should not Western Kansas and Western Nebraska 


| thrive by irrigation? Who knows what can be accomplished 

| until the experiment ismade? Different conditions require dif- 
ferent treatment everywhere. In the great Arkansas and San 
Louis Valleys in Colorado the husbandmen have turned loose 
the waters of the Arkansas and RioGrande Rivers over the sur- 
face of their rich black loam soil with such a marked success 
as to make these valleys the granaries of this part of the West 
for wheat, oats, and barley. Just across the main range of the 
Rocky Mountains of the same State, in the great Uncompahgre, 
Gunnison, and Grand Valleys, cereals would not thrive from 
trickling the waters over the main surface. 

| The land is impregnated with lime, oxide of iron, and other 
natural fertilizing minerals. If the ground is inundated with 
water a Silica slime forms upon the surface which is very detri- 
mental to vegetable lfe. The farmer uses what he calls a mar- 
ker, a machine trenching the land like acorrugated roof, creas- 
ing the surface about every 2 feet, through which the water 
runs, and from these it percolates throughout the whole sur 

| 


face. With this subirrigation these latter valleys have become 


in a period of twelve years, since the land was ceded to the 
Government by the Ute Indians, one of the most suczessful 
grain, vegetable, hay, and fruit producing counties in the 
United States. The peach, prune, apricot, plum, cherry, pear, 


apple, and all fruits common to a temperate climate thrive to 
perfection there. 

The minerals that are unfavorable to a submerging of the 
whole surface of the ground is the chief support and producer of 
the stone fruits. These arid lands are a barren waste until arti- 

ficially watered. Some great national method of reclamation 

should be devised. Water them and raise the price to the set- 
tler to $11.25 per acre, $1.25 for the land and $10 per acre for 
water right, payable at the rate of $1 per acre per annum, with 
such a rate of interest as the bonded indebtedness of the Gov- 
| ernment draws or some other more liberal and feasible plan 
to the settler. We know this plan or any other national one 
will have to have years in which to mature. The present plan 
is but an experiment—a rominder. [ am in favor of any rea- 
sonable step which will keep eventhe subject before the public. 

The great agricultural production of the future in the United 

States will be, must be, through irrigation and the subject 
finally must be dealt with as a national question. 

The SI 
expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move the previous question upon the Sen- 
ate amendment and the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from South Dadota as a substitute, and also the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Nebraska. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
for the previous question. 

The question was taken, and the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I desire to withdraw my amend- 
ment, and offer this amendment as a substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tion. 


*EAKER pyro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


The question is on the demand 


The Chair will state the ques- 
The gentleman from South Dakota moves that the House 
recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment and 
| agree to the same with an amendment in the nature of a substi- 
tute, to which the gentleman from Nebraska has offered one 
amendment. The Clerk will report the proposed amendment 
to the substitute offered by the gentleman from Nebraska. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska movesas asubstitute for section 4, the following 
Sec. 4. That to aid the public-land States and the States which may be 


| formed from the several Territories in the reclamation of arid or desert 
| lands therein, and the settlement, cultivation, and sale thereof in small 
tracts to actual settlers, the Secretary of the Interior, with the approval of 
the President, be, and heis hereby, authorized and empowered upon proper 
application of the said States to contract and agree from time to time with 
each of the States in which there may be situated lands which are either arid 


or desert as such desert lands aredefined by the act entitied “ Anact to pro 
| vide forthe sale of desert land in certain States and Territories, approved 
| March 3, 1877,"" and the act amendatory thereof. approved March 3, 1801! 
binding the United States to donate, grant, and patent to the State free of 
cost for survey or price such desert lands, not exceeding 1,000,000 acres in 
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each State, as the State may cause to beirrigated, reclaimed, and cultivated 
by actual settlers, within ten years next afver the passage of this act, as 
thoroughly as is required of citizens who may enter under the said desert- 
land law. 

Before the application of any State is allowed or any contract or agree- 
ment is executed or any segregation of any of the land from the —_— do- 
main is ordered by the Secretary of the Interior, the State shall file a map 
of the said land proposed to be irrigated, which shall exhibit a plan showing 
the mode of the contemplated irrigation and which plan shall be sufficient 
to thoroughly irrigate and reclaim said land and prepare it to raise ordi- 
nary agricultural crops, and shall also show the source of the water to be 
used for irrigation and reclamation; and the Secretary of the Interior may 
make necessary regulations for the reservation of the lands applied for by 
the States to date from the date of the filing of the map and plan of irriga- 
tion, but such reservation shall be of no force whatever it such map and 
mee of irrigation shail not be Sara That any State contracting under 

his section is hereby authorized to make all necessary contracts to cause 
the said lands to be reclaimed, and to induce their settlement and cultiva- 
tion in accordance with and subject to the provisions of this section; but 
the State shall not be authorized to lease any of said lands or to use or dis- 
pose of the same in any way whatever, except to secure their reclamation, 
cultivation, and settlement. 

As fast as any State may furnish satisfactory proof, according to such 
rulesand regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary ofthe Interior, 
that any of said lands are irrigated, reclaimed, and occupied by actual set- 
tlers, patents shall be issued to the State or its assigns for said lands so re- 
claimed and settled: Provided, That said States shall not sell or dispose of 
more than 160 acres of said lands to any one person, and any surplus of 
money derived by any State from the sale of said lands in excess of the cost 
of their reclamation shall be held as a trust fund forand be applied to the 
reclamation of other desert land in such State. That to enable the Secre- 
tary of the Interior toexamine any of the lands that may be selected under 
the provisions of this section, there is hereby aeugoresstes, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, $1,000. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is first on this 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. BRYAN. A parliamentary inquiry. I would like to ask 
if most of this is not simply a repetition of the other? What is 
the effect of this? 

Mr. SAYERS. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to know what 
this is, 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from Nebraska in his remarks 
indicated the character of the amendment he was going to offer. 
He sent that amendment to the Clerk’s desk for the information 
of the House; and now,,. just as we are going to take the vote, he 
sends up another paper in place of the one that he informed 
the House he was going to offer, and he should take the conse- 
quences if he has not informed the House about it. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the 
previous question was ordered, and debate can not now interfere 
with its operation, The question which the gentleman from 
Nebraska has addressed to the Chair is not a parliamentary in- 
quiry. The Chair is asked what is the object of the amendment. 
The House is as fully informed as the Chair as to what the mean- 
ing and the intent of the amendment is. The Chair did not 
know what it was until it was read, and every gentleman had the 
same opportunity to know the effect of the amendment as the 
Chair. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 


man, 

Mr. BRYAN. If the purpose of the amendment is simply to 
remove the doubt as to whether Nebraska and Kansas are in- 
cluded, I do not see that there can be any objection to it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not a parliamentary in- 
quiry. The question is on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I rise to a parliamentary eT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr, PICKLER. I desire to ask whether the House has not 
the right to know before voting on a proposition what that prop- 
osition is? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
quiry. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, I rise toa parliamentar 
wish to ask whether it is not a fact that all this su 
is to include arid lands with desert lands? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is a matter of argument, 
not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska[Mr. HAINER] havé one minute to explain 
his amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. I object. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the gentleman want us to vote in the 
dark? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair calls the gentleman 
to order. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then the Speaker holds—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not hear the 
gentleman debate the question after the previous question has 
been ordered. 

Mr. PICKLER,. ButIam making a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 


That is not a parliamentary in- 


inquiry. I 
titute does 
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Mr. PICKLER. I wish to know whether the Chair 
that the House has to vote blindly on a proposition withoi 

derstanding it? : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not hold any 
such thing, and no such question is presented to the Chair. ~ 

Mr. PICKLER, It seems to me that that is just what the 
Chair is holding. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
been read to the House. 
the amendment. 

The question being taken; there were—ayes 42, noes 100. 
the amendment of Mr. HAINER of Nebraska was rejected. 

The question being taken on the original amendment, the 
Speaker pro tempore declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. COOMBS. L[ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 159, noes 9. 
amendment was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vota 
by which the amendment was agreed to was laid on the table, — 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire now to have considered 
amendment No, 277. 

The SPEAKER 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

(277) That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, empowered and 
instructed to purchase for andin the name of the United States, for the site of 


the Government Printing Office, by direct nogotiation with the owners, the 
south half of square 673, containing about 213,815 square feet, and bounded 
as follows: Two huadred and seventy-three and one-fourth feet fronting on 
North Capitol street, along the same from the intersection of L street there 
with to what is called Pierce or Babcock street; thence east extending 
through the said square for 782} feet to First street; thence south along Virst 
street for 273} feet to L street; thence west along the sume for 782} feet to 
point of beginning; or, failing to secure such described property by nexo- 
tiation with the owners or a satisfactory title thereto, as may be approved 
by the Attorney-General of the United States, he is hereby empowered and 
directed to secure the same by aap wel prep as provided in 
chapter 11 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the Dis 
trict of Columbia: Provided, That the said south half of square 673 shall be 
acquired at a cost not exceeding the amount appropriated inthe sundry « 
appropriation act approved August 30, 1890, to provide accommodations for 
the Government Printing Office, which is hereby made immediately avai! 
able for the object of this act; and the Treasurer of the United States is 
hereby authorized and directed, upon the requisition of the said Secretary, 
to pay over tothe ownersof the said described properse such purchase price 
or in the event of the condemnation of the same, into court, the condemna- 
tion price thereof, in. either case not exceeding the sum of 8250.000. 

That the Joint Committee on Printing, as soon as such site shall be a 
quired, shall cause to be prepared the requisite plans for a Government 
printing establishment, fireproof all the way, which shall be fully equal to 
the prompt and efficient performance of the work now required by the Gov- 
ernment, and such plans to be so arranged as to admitof progressive exten- 
sions, as the growing demand upon the establishment may, from time to 
time, require; and for the preparation of such plans the sum of $10,000 is 
hereby appropriated. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
at 4 o'clock to-day all debate shall be considered as closed on the 

nding amendment and all amendments that may be offered, 
and that the es question shall be then considered as or- 
dered upon the amendment and such amendments as may be 

nding. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas asks 
unanimous consent that all debate on the pending amendment 
and all amendments thereto may be closed at 4 o’clock this af- 
ternoon, and that at that time the previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the amendment and any pending amend- 


ments. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I think it is rather too early to 
undertake to limit debate on this amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman object to 
the request of the gentleman from Texas? ’ 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Say 5 o’clock, instead of 4, if 
that is agreeable to the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to have it earlier than 5 o'clock, 
because we want to have a full House here to vote on this ques 
tion, but I am willing to agree to half past 4. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. This being Saturday, I do not 
think the gentleman will have a quorum here even at 4 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the saree from Texas, that the previous question 
be considered as ordered at half past 4 o’clock this afternoon on 
the amendment and all amendments thereto? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This matter is not debatable. 
Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I want to get an agreement with the 
gentleman in charge of the bill as to the distribution of the 
time. 5 

Mr. SAYERS. The time will be distributed impartially be 
tween the conflicting propositions. 

Mr. COX. Who will represent the Government? } 

Mr. SAYERS. I will, if the gentleman will permit me 
[Laughter.] 


holds 
it un 


; It is not. The amendment has 
The question is on the amendment to 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
of the gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As to the division of the time, 
the Chair suggests that the gentleman from Texas or some other 
gentleman who opposes the amendment should control the time. 
It would be difficult for the Chair to do it, because he would not 
know on which side gentlemen seeking the floor might be. 

Mr. SAYERS. I think I can furnish a satisfactory solution of 
this question. I understand that there will be two amendments 
offered to this proposition. What I propose is to give gentle- 
men favoring the Senate amendment half an hour, and the same 
time to the gentlemen who favor each of the other amendments. 
In other words, I will divide the time equally among the sup- 
porters of the three amendments—the Senate proposition and 
the two others that are to be offered in the House. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentlemanfrom Texas him 
self to parcel out the time? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. As I understand the matter, 
there can be but two sides to this, those who favor the Senate 
amendment and those who oppose it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iwill say to the gentleman from Iowa that 
there are two other amendments that are proposed to be offered 
which are antagonistic to each other as well as to the Senate 
amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. The result will be that two of 
the half hours will be used in opposition to the Senate amend- 
ment and only one in favor of it, but I have no doubt the gen- 
tleman from Texas will see fair play. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Iwish toask the gentleman whether 
his attention has been called to a statement from the Public 
Printer in the morning papers which seems to make it our im- 
perative duty to do something to protect the employés of the 
Government Printing Office temporarily? 

Mr.SAYERS. That has already been provided for in the 
partial agreement. 

There being no objection, the request of Mr. SAYERS was 
agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS (to Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa). 
porting the Senate amendment? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I purpose tosupport the amend- 
ment. I understand that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
WISE] will make a motion to recede and agree to the Senate 
amendment, and if that is the case I think it would be proper 
that he should control the time on that side. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
WISE] will apportion the time in support of the Senate amend- 
ment, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is it the purpose of the gentleman incharge 
of this bill that at half past 4 o'clock, the previous question 
having been ordered, a vote shall then be taken? 

Mr.SAYERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iask the question because there are sev- 
eral pairs in my hanéds, and I want to arrange them. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, how much time is there to be 
divided? 

The SPEAKER pvo tempore. One hour and forty-five min- 
utes, of which thirty-five minutes will be allowed to each of the 
three sides. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WISE] will 


Is there objection to the request 


Is there objection to the request 


Are you sup- 
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have thirty-five minutes, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. | 
BANKHEAD] thirty-five, and the gentleman from Texas 

Mr. SAYERS. I will reserve the balance, twenty minutes of 
which I propose to yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BRETZ]. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I now submit my motion that the | 
House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment | 
andagree tothe same. This is a very important question and 
ought to receive careful and deliberate consideration. Themem- | 
bers of the House know that the amendment which has just been | 
read provides that the south half of square 673 shall be pur- 
chased asasite for the Government printing establishment. 
Members are alsoaware that in the appropriation bill approved 
August 30, 1890, nearly four years ago, the sum of $250,000 was 
appropriated for the purchase of a site for a new Government 
Printing Office. 

As was remarked a moment ago by the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. BLACK], the Public Printer, in the Post of this morn- 
ng, has called our attention to the fact that the present struc- 
ture is not only too small for the business of the establishment, 
but that the lives of the employé¢s are daily and hourly in dan- 
ger. If such a calamity should happen there as happened re- 
cently at the building on Tenth street known as Ford’s Theater, 
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the blood of those employésof the Government who might be its 
victims would be upon our hands. 

I rejoice, then, that the Senate bas taken action upon this ques- 
tion. For four years the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds of the House and Senate have failed toagree. During 
these four years—and if I make any mistake I hope my friend 
from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] will correct me—the commit- 
tee of this House, I believe, has recommended the purchase of 
only one lot. Ido not wish to be understood as casting any cen- 








sure upon these committees; I simply state the fact that they 
have not agreed upon any proposition, and that the House Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds has made only one 
recommendation, which has been rejected by the House. | 

Now the Senate has placed on this appropriation bill the 


amendment which has been read and to which my motion re 
[t provides for the purchase of the south half of square 673. 
This property contains 213,815 square feet, andis offered to the 
Governmentat the rate of $1.17 per square foot. I have been 
told and believe that no other property in that neighborhood 
can be purchased for less than $2 persquare foot. If it shall be 
determined to purc’:ase this property, we will then not only have 
sufficient space for the accommodation of the proposed building, 
but the price paid for it will be within the limit of the appropria- 
tion already made. That ground is 16 feet higher than the site 
of the present Government Printing Office, and therefore not sub- 
ject to moisture. 

It is surrounded by commodious streets, so as to exclude the 
danger of fire from adjacent buildings. It has on its eastern 
border the Metropolitan branch of the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road. The Public Printer tells us that the cost of carrying sup- 
plies to the Printing Office and taking the product from itis an- 
nually very large. I[ do not think I overstate it when I say it 
is in excess of $25,000 or $30,000 per annum. 

This property, as I have said, is within two or thres squares 
of the present location of the Printing Office. Allthe employs 
of that establishment have their homes in that neighborhood: 
and when we are determining where the new Printing Office 


ates. 


| Shall be located it ought to be a matter for serious considera- 


tion that we do not put them to the trouble and expense of chang- 
ing their homes. 

Mr. JONES. Will my colleague allow me a question? 

Mr. WISE. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES. As Lunderstand, the property now under con- 
sideration is three or four squares beyond the present Printing 
Office? 

Mr. WISE. I have so stated. 

Mr. JONES. At present the only way by which members of 
Congress can reach the Printing Office is either by walking or 
by hiring a private conveyance. 

Mr. WISE. I wascoming to that point in a moment, 

Mr. JONES. I would like to know whether this proposed 
site will not be still more difficult to reach? 

Mr. WISE. You will have the same means of reaching this 
proposed site that you have of reaching the present. 

But I will say, in reply to the gentleman, that an electric 
street railroad is already being laid down on North Capitol 
street, and will be completed in a short time, by means of 
which the gentleman will have street-car connection by elec- 
tricity with the site for this building in favor of which I am now 
speaking. He will also have connection from that locality with 
all of the Departments by the street-car line on New York 
avenue. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it has been stated by the Public Printer 
that not less than 170,000 square feet of space would be sufficient. 
Here we would have 213,815 square feet. Not only sufficient for 
all the present necessities of the Government, but enough for 
future enlargement, with railroad connections, and with broad 
streets surrounding it on all sides. At the present site you have 
no railroad connection, and there is no possibility of obtaining 
it; and, as I have before said, the Public Printer this morning 


| told the members of this House that the cartage of supplies to 


the present building involves an expenditure of not less than 
from $25,000 to $30,000 per annum. 

Mr. JONES. I would like to know if the letter of the Public 
Printer, to which the gentleman has referred, was not written— 
although it appears this morning—before the appropriation of 
$75,000 was made on yesterday to strengthen the present build- 
ing? 

Mr. WISE. I have no knowledge as to when the letter was 
written; but I do know the statements that it embodies, and I 
am satisfied of their accuracy. 

Mr. JONES. On yesterday we appropriated $75,000 for 
strengthening of the present building. 

Mr. WISE. Iam aware of that. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of the mem- 
bers of this House to some statements ind romarks which have 


the 
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been made by members of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds of the Senate with reference to this very important 
subject. Senator VEST, although at present opposed to the 
- + . . . , ¢ 

purchase of this site, in his speech on the loth day of July, 1592 
(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 6873! , speaking of this location, 
the southern half of square 673, says: 

which I beliave to ve in every respect the most available aud best adapted 
and cheapest of all the property that is offered to the Government. 

Again he says: 

In the communication from the Public Printer, referred to in the letter I 
have read, he states that at least 170,000 square feet is necessary for this 
building (the printing plant), and that as much more as can be purchased 
at suitable terms would be better. 


And Senator VEST also says that— 

In building an enormous establishment of this sort, to be suitable for the 
purposes of the Government for all time to come, there should be parking; 
hat there should not be simply a naked structure running up to the lines of 

the street. 


In another speech the Senator said: 

The Government of the United States, in putting up any permanent struc- 
ture, should never for an instant contemplate theerection of a building with- 
out any parking around it, and without all the facilities that would come 
from a large area and increased space. 

Again he says: 

The first consideration in regard to erecting a public building in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and elsewhere should be as to the area covered by the 
building. 

I aoe hesitation in giving it as the deliberate judgment of the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds that the interests of the Government 
Will be subserved by accepting the proposition as to the sale of the south 
half of square 673. 


Senator MANDERSON, who is also a member of the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds of the Senate, and who has 
examined the various sites that have been offered to the Gov- 
ernment for the printing establishment, says: 


There are advantages connected with the south half of square €73. It is 
not made ground, it will undoubtedly afford a good foundation for this 
building, and I donot know that it is toofarremoved from the Departments 
on the one hand and the Capitol on the other. 


And he further says: 

Another proposition ur, against the spreading of the Government Print- 
ing Office at the present site, or near it, Was that it Was impracticable to ob- 
tain that which above all other things is needed for an economical adminis- 
tration of the printingaffairs of the Government—a railway tnat shall carry 
in the crude material and that shall take out in mail cars from the distrib- 
uting warehouse, the tinished product. 


These, Mr. Speaker, are important considerations. 

Now, | have explained to the members of the House that not 
only have you in this location a sufficient space, at a smaller 
price than that-for which any other property can be purchased 
in that locality, but you have also railroad connection, which 
Senator MANDERSON tells us is s0 important for the cheap ad- 
ministration of the Government printing establishment, and 
which would in a few years save to this country money enough 
to pay the price that you will have to pay for the site proposed 
in the Senate amendment for this establishment. 

May I ask how much time I have remaining. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has used sixteen minutes 
and has nineteen minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. WISE. I reserve ths remainder of my time. 

Mr. BRETZ. Mr. pesener, I move to concur in the Senate 
amendment with the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out ali of amendment 277, and insert: 

‘That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to 
cause to be erected, as soon as practicable, of brick and metal, a substantial 
and commodious fireproof building, with fire f vaults, heating and ven- 
tilating apparatus, elevators, and oppeceches, or use as a Government Print- 
ing OMce, at.a cost not to exceed $1,250,000, upon plans to be agreed upon by 
said Secretary, the Supervising Architect, and blic Printer. That said 
building shall be erected upon the south end of that part of public reserva- 
tion numbered 2, in the city of Washington, D. C., bounded on the east by 
Sixth street, on the south by B street southwest, on the west by Seventh 
street, and on the north by B street northwest: ovided, That all appro- 
priations made for the purpose of constructing said building shall be ex- 
pended under the supervision and control of the officer in charge of the con- 
struction of the builiing for the Library of Congress, and in accordance 
with the laws tyes the disbursements of the appropriations for said 
Library building, and he shall annually make a report to Congress of his 
suessekions under this act: And vided further, That while said officer is 

in the construction of said Somes his army pay and allow- 
ances shall be the same as for officers of his grade on the active list: And 
provided further, That the sum of $250,000, to provide accommodation for the 
Government Printing Office and the construction of the needed storage and 
distribution warehouses in connection therewith, in the act making appro- 
peotous for sundry civil expenses of the Government approved August 39, 
880, and suspended by act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, approved March 
5, 1801, is hereby made available for beginning the work on said building 
and for each and every purpose connected with the same. 


Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have a resolution read 
that was adopted by the House on the 9th day May last. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the pending bill (House bill 5438) be recommitted to the 
Committee of Public Build and Gryunds with instructions to amend 


the bill so as to’ provide for the establishment of a Government Printing 
gee on land now owned by the United States in the city of Washington, 
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Mr. BRETZ. Me. Speaker, in accordance with that reso] 
tion and the direction of the House the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds made an investigation of the reserva. 
tions in the city of Washington, with a view of reporting a bi! 
in accordance with thut resolution. [ may say here that th 
committee are divided upon the question of taking any public 
reservation whatever. I was directed, however, by the Com 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds to report this bill, | 
is not the desire of the majority of the committee, but I f: 
the site. 

I do not take it that it is necessary for me to say anything j 
regard tothe site. I presume every member of this House j; 
fully acquainted with its location. It is the site that is eo; 
monly known as the Fish Commission site—a reservation | 
enough to put two or three public printing offices upon. [ft 
located just south of the Pennsylvania Railroad depot, and ea 
be approached on the west side by the Seventh streetcable li 
is but a few steps from Pennsylvania avenue, is accessib] 
three sides, without subjecting anyone to any danger incid 
tothe railroads. I[t is immediately adjacent tothe Penns 
Railroad track, so that all of the appliances and materia! 
the Printing Office can be transported without extra cartag 
was the unanimous view of the Committee on Public Buildi 
and Grounds that if a public reservation should be taken at 
= was the best and most available site to be had in the D 
trict. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I desire toaddanythi: 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Before the gentleman sits down, 
allow me to ask him one question? 

Mr. BRETZ. I will. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Ido not know but what the gentleman 
fully stated it, but I did not catch it. Wasit not the decis 
of a majority of the committee thatno public reservation sho 
be taken for a Public Printing Office? 

Mr. BRETZ. I have so stated. 

Mr. PENCE. What committee does the gentleman refer t 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Committee on Public Buildings 
Grounds, which has jurisdiction of the subject. 

Mr. PENCE, Is that since the action of the House declar 
for a reservation site? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That is since the action of the House. 

Mr. BRETZ. This bill is on the Calendar by direction of t 
House; and three or four members of the committee favor it. 
reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from India 
has used nine minutes of his time and has eleven minutes 
maining. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, we have now reached that 
point in the consideration of this question that I apprehende 
would be reached after the action of the House on the rep 
made by the Committee on Public Buildings andGrounds. Th 
committee, having been charged with the duty of selecting 
suitable site upon which the Government Printing Office wa 
be located, performed that work as faithfully as they knew how, 
and madeareporttothe House. The gentleman from Nebrask 
[Mr. BRYAN] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr, Houma’, 
who had never given the matter one moment's thought, who ha 
never investigated the subject from any standpoint, ran ‘ 
House off on a pees to locate this Government Printi 
Office on one of the public reservations in the city of Wa: 
ington. 

As has been stated by my colleague on the committee 
BRETZ], the committee felt compelled, under the instructions 0 
the House, to reporta bill. The committee, however, are \ 
posed, with the exception of two members, J believe, to invading 
any of the parks or public reservations of the city of Washi! 
ton for any purpose whatever, except that for which they 
now used. 

We are face to face now, Mr. Speaker, with a proposition tliat 
involves the expenditure of a million and a half of dollars. \\e 
are confronted with an amendment upon an appropriation bil!, 
put on by the Senate, not with the purpose perhaps o! hand: 
capping the House and preventing free expression on this qucs 
tion—I do not charge that—but they have made it impossib'e 
that this question should have that consideration to which it 15 
entitled. ; 

The Mahone preperty, proposed by the Senate amendment to 
be purchased was examined by the committee on the part o! the 
House and the Senate. The joint committee made a thoroug) 
examination, so far as they could, of that property, and were 
unanimously of the opinion that the location was not suited for 
a public printing office, and that the character of the land itself 
was such as to positively forbid the erection of a Government! 
Printing Office on that property. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will thegentleman allow me right there’ 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Certainly. 
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Mr. KILGORE. [understand this proposition now under con 
sideration was put on the bill by the Senate? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Thatis true. 

Mr. KILGORE. Andit has not been considered in the House 
since the time referred to by the gentleman from Alabama?’ 

Mr. BANKHEAD. No. 

Mr. KILGORE. How much is it proposed to appropriate for 
the purchase of that land? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Two hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

Mr. KILGORE. When the amendment was pending. was it 
considered in the Senate by the Senate Committee on finance? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I presume s0. 

Mr. KILGORE. And reported by them to the Senate? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I understand that to be the situation. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand it was thoroughly considered 
up at Chamberlin’s grocery and was unanimously agreed to 
there. 

Mr. BROWN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I can not yield any further. 

Mr. BROWN. I know the gentleman would not like to make 
any incorrect statement. I understood the gentleman to say 
that this Senate amendment carried an appropriation of $250,- 
000 to buy this Mahone property. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is not that true? 

Mr. BROWN. itis not. 

Mr. WISE. The appropriation was made in 1890, 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is begging the question. 

Mr. WISE. Itis not begging the question. 

Mr. BROWN. It does not carry a dollar of appropriation. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Idecline to be further interrupted. 

{ will now answer the gentleman from Indian«, and the gentle- 
man from Virginia. They have undertaken to say that this 
proposition of the Senate makes no appropriation. That may 
be true, Mr. Sveaker, but it re‘stablishes or revives an appro- 
priation made three or four years ago of $250,000, and that is 
made applicabie to this purpose. 

Mr. COX. It takes that much money. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Ittakesthatmuch money out of the Treas- 
ury. 

Rr. BROWN. The gentlemanis mistakenaboutthat. It does 
not take that money. 

The SPEAKER pyvo tempore. The gentleman declines to 


> 
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amined by the committee and reported against without a single 
objection on the part of the committee. The reasons for that 
were, in the first place, its looation is very inconvenient. It is 
very remote from the Capitol and from transportation to and 
from the location by street railroads and otherwise at this time. 

Mr. PENCE. That is the Mahone property. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I mean the Mahone property, of course. 
But the main reason which influenced the committee in reach- 
ing the conclusion they did was that we had information that 
can not be questioned, in my judgment, that this lot, or that por- 
tion of this section knownas the Mahone property, the southern 
portion of it, included in this amendment, isa filled lot, nearly the 
whole of it. It can not be questioned fora moment that the 
old Tiber Creek at one time, if the official maps of the city are 
tobe believed, ran immediately, or almost immediately, through 
the centerof it. When the sewer was built the bed or chan- 
nel of the creek was straightened, and that the sewer now runs 
through one end of this lot; and nobody will deny that proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. WISE. I deny it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Then you deny the official maps of this 
city. 

Mr. WISE. I have got an official map. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Sohavel. [Laughter.| 

Several MEMBERS. That is a ‘‘show down.” 

Mr.BANKHEAD. Now, Mr.Speaker, as the gentlemanfrom 
Virginia has ‘“‘cailed me,” I propose to ‘‘show down.” [Laugh- 
ter. | 

Now, here is the official map of the city, that has been on file 
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Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. ‘he money is yours 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Now, Mr. Chairman,I have no feeling in 
this ma ; none whatever. vant a Publie Printing Of : 

i has been my d ire, if Lever had an honest desire in life 
to secure during this session legislati on this subject. | 
have devoted much time to it, and now we are cilled upon to 

t upon this important proposition, involving, as I have said, 

0U,000, never having beenreported by any committee of this 
House; and it is totally unfit fe 1e purpose fer which it is in- 
tended. 

Now, I prefer, « course, the lot x po tea Dy the Lon ilite of 
the House. believe that is the place where this olflice ought 
tobelocated. L[believe all the requirements would met t e 
I beiieve that many thousand dollars annually would b ed in 


transportation to and from and transportation of 

all of that. 
Mr. HUNTER. Where is that lot? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Near the Baltimore and Ohio depot her 
We have now reached that point in the proeeediugs where it 


appears to be impossible to get an expression from the Hous 
and Senate that would permit the erection of a building upen 
the site reported by the commiitee. I want to say that I sh 
feel very much disappointed; I shall | that th fous 
Representatives have acted upon this question witho 
information and investigation if they are persuaded 
lobby or by any other influence that has been swarmin, 
this Capito! seeking favorable action on t TH 

Mr. COX. Wili the gentle n yk ld to » for a mome 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Ju a questiol 
Mr. COX. What is the reason that the property hica bo 


longs to the Government and ona part of which the 


Printing Office is built shouldnotb »dinstead of m ng th 
expenditure for new property? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. \s L have aiready ilnak ited to tbe 


House, Lam about to take a position on this question that does 
notfully meet my judgment. Before I take my seat I shal 

fer a substitute for the amendments of the gentlem:n from \ 
ginia and the gentleman from Indians. It is one towhich | « 
not give my full approval: but I have reached the conclusio 
Mr. Speaker, that it is the very best that can be done, and | ix 
lieve every member upon this floor will agree with me that i 
is absolutely necessary that some action should be taken on this 


: | question before this Congress adjourns. [ amsgoing to offer a 
Mr. BANKHEAD. This property, as I have stated, was ex- | 


proposition authorizing the purchase of additional land adjac 
to the present Government Printing Office and authorizing 
construction there of a building which it is believed by the Pub 
lic Printer will give immediate relief to the overcrowded con 
dition of the Printing Office, and probably obviate the dangers 
that now surround the situation in that establishment. Is 
this proposition does notmeect myfull approval. Ido not beli 
that a great Government establishment such as our 
Office is and is to be, shouid be located in such a place as that 
where the present office is located. On a former occasion | 
stated to the House the reasons for the view which I hold on 
that subject. 

But, sir, we must recognize the fact that we can not have our 


rrintin 


| own wayabouteverything. We have not been, and we can notand 


shall not be, able to induce the House of Representatives to agree 
with us as to the proper location of this building and as to the im 
portance of that question. The letter from the Public Printer 
referred to by the gentiemanfrom Virginia this morning is con- 
clusive to my mind that immediate action should be taken with 
respect to this matter. The gentleman has referred to that 


| letter, and has made the statement that the Public Printer has 


in the Committee of Public Buildings and Grounds. If any gen- | 


tleman will examine this map he will see the old Tiber Creek, 
as indicated in this map, runs almost immediately through the 
center of this lot. This map was made before the sewer was 
built. The creek, as shown atthe time this map was made, was 
a surface creek, and it can be exactly told where it was. 

Now. here is another map, prepared by a gentleman who is 
competent to make a report, and I expect my friend has got a 
copy of it. Itshows the sewer which now exists. Here is the 
aw that is proposed to be bought. This here (indicating) 

ereek, and there is the sewer as it now exists; and I will 
guarantee it is correct. 


» 


declared that $20,000 or $25,000 is expended annually in carting 
materia!s to and from the present Public Printing Office. That 
is q@xplained by the fact that a former administration of the of 
fice rented astorehouse in the city of Georgetown, and the sup- 
plies have been carted back and forth between Georgetown and 
the Public Printing Office. 

That is how this heavy expense for transportation has been 
incurred, and it would have been perfectly fair in my friend 
from Virginia to have stated the facts. The Public Printer in 
that letter, while making reference to the past expenditures for 
the transportation of supplies, states that a storehouse has now 


| been secured in the immediate vicinity of the office, and that 
| much of the expenditure for that purpose will be avoided in the 


near future. He states further that, if the proposition which | 
am about to submit shall be adopted, he will give his personal 
bond that he will save enough money in one year’s operation of 
the office to erect the building that he proposes to erect on this 
site, and that after that building is occupied, the overcrowded 
condition of the Government Printing Office and the danger to 
the lives and limbs of the occupants will disappear. 

Mr. Speaker, that is about all that I care to say on this sub- 
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ject. I have stated that this proposition does not meet the ap- 
proval of my judgment, because it means the permanent loca- 
tion of the office where it is now. 

Mr. HUDSON. Who recommends this proposition? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The present Public Printer. The adop- 
tion of this plan undoubtedly means, as I have said, the perma- 
nent location of the Government Printing Officedown there. It 
involves an expenditure of a million and a quarter or a million 
and ahalf of dollars. This is to be, perhaps, the greatest public 
printing office in the world, and it ought to be erected ata more 
accessible point. It ought to be erected where visitors to the 
city of Washington could reach it without inconvenience, be- 
cause it is always an object of interest to visitors. 

It ought to be erected where members of the House and Sen- 
ate could get to it withoutaday’s travel. It ought to be erected 
upon a more suitable site, where the foundations would be bet- 
ter, where the atmosphere would be better, where the comfort 
of the employés would be advanced. But it seems to be impos- 
sible to secure that. <A fit of economy has seized some gentle- 
men in the House, and they are not willing that a great estab- 
lishment like this should be located in that section of the city 
where common sense and business principles would require. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. What section is that? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I think the Printing Office ought to be 
upon some of the squares along Pennsylvania avenue. When I 
speak of common sense and business principles, I mean just that 
application of them which a prudent business man would make 
to his own affairs. Such aman, in spending so large an amount 
of money, would not stop to consider ten thousand, or twenty 
thousand, or fifty thousand dollars in securing a proper site; he 
would first select a suitable site and secure it and then put a 
building upon it. ‘ 

Mr. TUCKER. I desire to know whether, if the proposition 
which the gentleman states he is going to introduce by way of 
amendment is adopted, it will,in the opinion of the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, ki!l the propo- 
sition for the erection of a new Government Printing Office? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Certainly; I think there is no question 
about that, because the amendment itself contemplates that the 
whole of the site shall be covered by anew building suited for 
the purposes of the Printing Office. 

Mr. TUCKER. If theamendment which my friend advocates 
should be adopted, then I understand that there is to be no more 
proposed legislation for a new printing building during this 
Congress? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Nor for many years to come, in my opin- 
ion. I think it settles the whole question. 

Mr. PENCE. AsI understand the gentleman's proposition, 
it is one on which the Senate voted only two or three weeks ago. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes, sir. 

es FENCE. And voted it down. Is not this the same prop- 
osition? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes, sir. 

Mr, PENCE. Then, if we oe ourselves on that proposition 
and the Senate is against it, how are we going to get any new 
building at all? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Well, that is a matter for the conferees; 
I can not answer that question. 

Mr. PENCE. Iam losing my faith inconferees. [Laughter]. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I believe there will be no trouble in the 
two Houses getting together on the question. 

Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk the amendment which I desire 
at the proper time to offer, but I do not wish it to be read now 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is aware that 
the previous question will operate at half past 4 o’clock, and that 
any amendment which it is desired to offer must come in before 
the previous question begins to operate. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Iam reserving enough time in which to 
have that amendment read. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman understands that 
it must be read in his thirty-five minutes? 

Mr. BANKHEAD, Yes, sir. How much time have I re- 
maining? 

The SPEAKER _ tempore. Fourteen minutes. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I reserve that time. 

Mr. DUNN. [ should like to ask the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. BANKHEAD] one question. Is it not a fact that if 
land next to the present printing establishment should be pur- 
chased and a building such as ts contemplated by the Public 
Printer should be erected, the present building can be utilized 
for many years to come? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have nineteen minutes 
remaining. I yield that time to the gentleman from Iowa[Mr. 
HENDERSON]. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, if there is one duty 
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to which every member of this House should give his attention, 
it is the settlement of this controversy about a public printing 
establishment. You have no duty more solemnly pressing upon 
you at this moment than that. With a vast body of men and 
women in the present establishment working day and nicht 
under the shadow of death, and with the horrors of the Ford’s 
Theater disaster still sounding in our hearts, we should vive at- 
tention tothismatter. Forone,asa member of the committee be- 
fore which this question came, I have addressed myself to the 
subject with no little care. 

Let me call attention to two or three matters which are em- 
barrassing the minds of some members. first, there is no ap- 
propriation covered by the Senate amendment. Many ventle- 
men think that carrying this amendment will appropriat» $50,- 
000. Thatisnotso. This appropriation was madein the sundry 
civil act approved August 30, 1890. 

Mr. HUDSON. I should like to ask—— 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I must decline to yield. I sup- 
posed I would have an hour to discuss this question, instead of 
a few minutes. 

Mr. HUDSON. LI only wanted to ask a question. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Very well, ask it. 

Mr. HUDSON. Would not the passage of this amendment 
take $250,000 out of the Treasury? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Why, the money is already ap- 
propriated. 

Mr. HUDSON. Will it not take that much money out? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. This is no appropriation: the 
money is already appropriated, and this amendment simply de- 
termines where it is to be spent. Will you stop to weigh hu- 
man life with money? 

Since 1889 the importance of this question has been urged 
upon the attention of Congress. We have allowed it to go un- 
disposed of. Threecommittees have failed to dispose of it. First 
a commission composed of the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
Architect of the Capitol, and the Government Printer grappled 
with the question, and failed. Then the Printing Committee 
grappled with it, and failed. Then the Committee on Public 
Buil ings and Grounds grappled with it, and this body rejected 
their report. Now what do we see? 

A representative of the minority of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds offers an amendment to take for this pur- 
pose a public reservation; and the chairman of that committee 
does not support the bill coming from his committee, but offers 
another amendment—to buy property to extend and build upon 
the present site. Is that solving the problem? You have it 
within your power to-day, gentlemen of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to agree to the amendment of the Senate. Then 
the question is solved; life is saved, and this question is re 
moved from public discussion. 

The gentleman from Alabama refers toa ‘“‘lobby.” Aye, | 
know that there isalobby. There are half a dozen different 
projects here pressing themselves on Congress; and whenever 
anything is about to be agreed upon the whole pack of the lobby 
outside jumps on it, hoping that it will be beaten, and that their 
special infant will finally have access to the national pap ani 
get nourishment according to their desires. Gentleman h 
better notintroduce such themes. 

Now, let us see, first, what is the condition in regard to the 
lot covered by this amendment; and, in discussing this topic, | 
will touch arguments which have been advanced here in this 
debate. Gentlemen object that the lot covered by the Senate 
proposition is not a safe lot, because the course of Tiber Creek 
was through that lot. 

In the first place, no gentleman here will dare contend tha‘ 
there is better or more solid ground in the District of Columbia 
than there is on this lot outside of the trackofthe Tiber. The 
gentleman from Alabama[Mr. BANKHEAD] has referred toa map 
of that part of the city. [holdin my hand the reportof the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 15!-, 
and I call your attention to the map of that region here exhib- 
ited, and you will see on that map that between one-ninth anc 
one-tenth only of that lot is traversed by the Tiber Creek at all. 
Take the map among youand look it over. You will find that 
all the rest is solid ground; and remember that this lot has in 
round numbers about 5 acres. It lies right adjoining the Balti- 
more and Ohio Railroad—behind it; there is room to build all 
of this establishment, and what this Government will need in 
thecoming centuries, on the lot, and we have railroad communt- 
cation from it directly, through the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road, with the world outside, and in that manner can stop the 
enormous expense for cartage, which can not be curtailed if you 
take the old site, I will say in passing. So much about tho 
Tiber. It simply passes through the back corner of the lot and 
then comes up a street, and is formed there into a sewer, ax 
ing the lot still drier and better in other respects. 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, as to the price—— 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Do not you think $250,000 is too much 
7? 
mir. HENDERSON of Iowa. Twohundred and fifty thousand 
dollars is the price fixed on the lot. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is it not too much? 

Mr. HENDERSON of lowa. No, sir; and I think the gentle- 
man from Georgia will credit me with sincerity. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. It amounts toa little over $1.16 
er square foot; call it $1.17 Right across North Capitol street 
‘ou can not buy a lot for less than $2.50 per square foot, and on 

the other side you can not buy a lot for less than $1.50 per square 
o0ot—— 
; Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Some gentlemen will ask—pos- 
sibly the gentleman from Texas—why it is that they want to 
sell under the circumstances. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes; why are they so anxious to sell? 

Mr. HENDERSON oflowa. I can not yield to the gentleman, 
for my time is very brief. 

Mr. KILGORE. You have already anticipated the question. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Very well; if I have, I will an- 
swer it. If the House wants to gointo a fuller discussion of the 
matter let us have more time for that purpose. 

But I will answer the gentleman's question as to the reason 
why the parties wish to sell. To begin with, there is a mort- 

gage of $125,000 on the lot, quiteanimportantitem. By selling 
now, even at a low figure, it is like a sale at wholesale as against 
one at retail; and you and I know that when a man has a mort- 
gage on his property he will sellitat a reasonable advance rather 
than retain the burdenof iton hisown shoulders any longer than 
is necessary. So much for that, 

Reference was made by the gentleman from Alabama to the 
fact that there was no street carconnection with this lot. That 
istrue now. But you have railroad connection, and a connec- 
tion is now being completed by electric cars, and you who ride 
around the New Jersey avenue line can see the coming connec- 
tion with the proposed line to the Capitol. 

Another thing—on one side is a row of houses, nearly all of 
them owned by the employ¢sof the Government Printing Office. 
Move the Printing Office to your reservation, and you take these 
peoplefrom their homes. ‘The reservations! Gentlemen of the 
House of Representatives, that reservation covered in your bill 
is overflowed at times during the year. That is a decisive ob- 
jection to using it for this purpose. 

Where this army of men and women work we want health and 
safety for them, and not put them where they are to be subjected 
todanger and death from floods or from sickness. Aside from 
that we will need all of our reservations. At this day and hour 
when you can buy property at $1.16afoot that answers the pur- 

ose, and willanswer it for centuries better than any possible se- 
ection that we can make on your Governmentreservations, which 

were laid aside and dedicated to the public for their use forever, 
I say we had better pay the $1.16 a foot. So much for that. 

Germane to the question as to whether that is a suitable lot 
or otherwise I call the attention of the House of Representa- 
tives to the fact that it is 16 feet higher than the old site, which 
it is proposed by some to take. It is as near every Department 
of the Government as the old site is. Itis only about 350 yards 
from the present site. 

Now, remember that the matter that is being pressed by the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds is 
the old site. Let us look at the question of cost to the Govern- 
ment for that. We own there now 60,000 feet where the old 
site is, and it is proposed to buy 52,000 feet additional. In this 


report from the Government Printing Office the old proposition | 


was to take 152,000 feetin order to get sufficient accommodations. 
Less is insufficient. Todo that you will pile upa bill so big 
that it would stagger any Congress to appropriate the money 
unless it was an absolute necessity. Now, mark it, 60,000 feet 
we own. Then purchase 52,000 feet and your scheme contem- 
plates 112,000 feet in all. It is estimated that you will have to 
pay about $3.25 per foot for what you buy. If so, the 60,000 feet 
we own is worth that sum; thatis to say, $3.25 a foot. Three 
dollars and twenty-five cents a foot for the 52,000 to be bought 
would be $175,000. 

Three dollars and a quarter for what we own, which we will 
now save if we take the present amendment, would be $195,000; 
total cost for the ground, $370,000. By taking this amendment 
you get it for $25(),000 and get 100,000 more square feet. The 
gentieman from Alabama would pay $100,000 more money and 
get 100,000 square feet less. Besides, you will, in the near future 

ve to buy 100,000 more feet, making the total cost atleast $350,000 
more. Is that business and commonsense: and is it the way you 
Would treat your own business? There is not a man in this 
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House, 1f he were going to put up a printing office for his own 
use, but what would take this amendment, and feel he was mak- 
ing the biggest profit in the transaction and doing the wisest 
thing. 

Now, mark you, the original scheme was to have 170,000 
square feet for the old site. This plan now is to have 112,000 
square feet. That is 58,000 feet less than the amount that is 
recommended for a proper building for the Government Print- 
ing Office. Remember, too, that if you depend on the old site 
you can get no railroad connections without using the public 
streets. Now, for one, gentlemen of the House of Representa- 





tives, I do not intend to stand here and be influenced by Tom, 
Dick, and Harry, who hope to be pulled in, in the sweet by and 
by. Isee now before me a solution of this problem, and if we 


let it go by God Almighty and humanity will indict the House 
of Representatives for deliberate murder, for murder is com- 
ing. 

Three different commissions have condemned that site as un- 
safe. With these three condemnations, with every Government 
Printer saying, ‘“‘I want to be rid of the responsibility,” will 
you sit idly here and deal in quibbles, when you have it before 
you, at half past 4 this afternoon, to settle this question once and 
for all? 

How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has six minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire to yield 
three minutes to the gentlemanfrom Virginia/Mr. MEREDITH], 
and reserve the remaining three minutes. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. Speaker, I intend to support this 
amendment. I doit because I believe the location selected is 
the best, because I believe it will be cheaper to the Government 
in the end; and I desire to say tosome of my colleagues from 
Virginia that I can not be frightened from the position which | 
take because this is called the Mahone lot. I shall vote for it 
whether it is called the Mahone lot, the Windsor lot, the Snow- 
den lot, or by what other name it may be called. [ vote for it, 
sir,as a Representative of Virginia, because Ibelieve inso doing, 
I am best serving the Government which I represent; because 
I believe I am best serving the people of my State and the people 
of every State in thisUnion. I vote for it because I believe that 
the building now occupied by the Public Printer is in adanger- 
ous condition; and I fearevery day lest we hear that that build- 
ing has gone down, as Ford's Theater went down, killing hun- 
dreds of the people employed in that Printing Office. 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MEREDITH. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNN. Are you aware that there is $75,000appropriated 
to make that building secure? 

Mr. MEREDITH. I am aware of that fact; but Iam -aware 
also of the fact that a crack has been recently discovered in one 
of the walls, and that with the immense amount of machinery 
and material in that building, and the thousands of people who 
are there every day, it is in a dangerous condition, and I feel 
afraid whenever I walk through it. I was there this morning. 
I go there frequently, as I have to. 

I had a conversation with the Public Printer this morning, 
or heard a conversation in my presence, and he called attention 
to the fact that a crack has been recently discovered in one of 
the walls; that he is having it watched, but that he believes 
that the people employed under him in that building are in 
danger; and this House would be purticeps criminis not to do 
something by which the danger could be avoided and averted. 

[Here the hammer fell. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
HENDERSON] reserves the remaining three minutes of his time. 

Mr. BRETZ. How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has eleven min- 


utes, 
Mr. BRETZ. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ne 
braska. 


Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, it is admitted that we need a 
new Printing Office. I presume there is no difference of opinion 
in this House as to that fact, but [ do insist that those who stand 
here and say that we shall never have a new Printing Office 
until we buy somebody's lot can not clear their skirts if this 
building should fall down before a new on> can be provided. 

What I object to is, that people who are interested in building 
sites come here and lobby and lobby and keep Congress from 
erecting a public building when it is in our power to do so, and 
do it at once. 

We decided here a few months ago by 39 to 149 in favor of 
putting this building upon public ground. The gentleman from 
Alabama complains, and says we did it without a moment’s 
thought; but after the House has had time to think it over the 
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gentleman himself abandons the plan that he proposed then and 
comes in with a new plan for a public building. The commit- 
tee, in compliance with the resolution of this House, has reported 
in favor of a site upon public ground. 

There island that is not peeded for a soonag park; land not 
used for a public park; land upon which there is a small build- 
ing, now known as the Fish Commission, which is more conven- 
iently situated than any land that is proposed here. It lies mid- 
way between all these Departments; it adjoins the Smithsonian 
Institution and the Museum, and is more accessible to the Capi- 
tol and to all the Departments than the present site. It lies be- 
side the railroad track, and it would save a great deal of money 
to erect a building on this land, near to the Departments, and 
save the cost of carrying books backward and forward and to 
and from the present Government Printing Office site. 

I think, in view of the fact that we have land available for 
this purpose, we should not vote to buy anybody's property, and 
yet those who claim to be afraid that the building will fall down, 
who claim to be afraid that we wiil have the blood of employés 
on our hands, will stand and quibble and quarrel about some- 
body else’s land, and refuse to use the land we have, [I insist, 
Mr. Speaker, if this was private business, if we were acting for 
ourselves, we would not stop to hunt up somebody who wanted 
to sell his land to us, but we would erect a building upon our 
own land, and make it secure for our printers, and not go on, 
Congress after Congress and year after year, inorder to furnish 
a market for somebody's land. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] has convinced 
us that the site chosen by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
BANKHEAD] is not a good one and would be expensive, and the 
gentleman from Alabama has convinced us that the site desired 
by the gentleman from lowa should not be taken. -But, sir, 
this House on a previous occasion, after a discussion longer than 
that of this afternoon, decided by a vote of nearly four to one in 
favor of using public ground instead of buying either site. 

And, sir, if we instruct our committee to select Government 
land to be used for a building, and they come back without ob- 
taining an agreement with the Senate, and after that this build- 
ing falls and any employés are killed because we have refused to 
take the Mahone site, the Senate will be to blame and not we. 
[Loud applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I do not see that there 
is any necessity for spending a great amount of time upon this 
subject. We have several propositions before us, all of them but 
one looking to the purchase of land for the building of a Print- 
ing Office. Now,if I was to favor any proposition for the pur- 
chase of any land for the erection of such a building I would 
certainly be in favor of purchasing the ground next to the pres- 
ent Printing Office, which, I understand, belongs to the Govern- 
ment. Butwhy is there any necessity for our going to that ex- 
pense? 

A good many gentlemen of this House have an economical 
streak upon them, and ought to exercise it in this case, I think. 
We have property belonging to the Government, and the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana proposes to erect 
the Government Printing Office upon property which is now 
owned by the Government and which is of no use as a public 
park, and from its location the property never will be used for 
that purpose in my judgment. It is high, it is healthy, it is 
convenient; and it seems to me like good business sense would 
say take-that property anderect our Government Printing Office 
upon it and settle this question. 

[suppose the real estate agents in Washington want to sell 
some property to the Government; but I suppose those of us who 
do not live in Washington or in the District of Columbia have 
no special interest in subserving the interests of the reale-state 
agents in Washington. Hencel would favor the amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. . 

i he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana[Mr. BRrtTz] 
has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. BRETZ. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BERRY]. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, asa member of the Committee 
on Public Buildings nnd Greunia. I visited every point in Wash- 
ington that has been recommended as a site for a Public Print- 
ing Office. I find, sir, that the Government is in possession of 
property that is of ample elevation above tide water to give us 
a suitable site for this building. 

The argument presented upon this floor, that because we now 
have a Public Printing Office around which printers have lo- 
sated, we ought to continue it there, is to me a reason why there 
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ought to beachange. If men have been long enough in p 
lic positions to secure homes in the neighborhood of the o}) 
where they are employed, then I, as an opponent of civil se 
ice reform, think it is about time that we change the situat 
and let somebody else be accommodated. (Laughter. | 

There is plenty of property in Washington more available t 
the lot suggested by the Senate, property which can be bough: 
for 90 cents afoot. Thereis alot within 1,500 feetof thisCay:, 
that can be bought at that price, and which is far more dex 
ble than any property mentioned. Still, sir, Iam of the opi 
that as long as the Government owns property that is suit 
for this purpose we ought to utilize it, and not look around | 
property to expend the money of the Government upon. [| 
no fear about the old Public Printing Office. Ihave been in; 
old building a good many times, as probably have most cent 
men here, and [ think this cry about its being unsafe is me 
acry gotten up for the purpose of forcing a purchase upon th: 
Government rather than because of any real apprehension as 
the safety of the building. 

Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my + 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has on 
remaining. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. 
desk. 

The-proposed substitute was read, as follows: 


That in order to procure a suitable site for a building to be used a 
ernment Printing Office the Secretary of the Treasury and the Put 
are hereby authorized and directed to purchase from the owners thy 
following-described real estate, situate in Washington City, D. C.. nam 
Beginning at the southeast corner of square 624, at the intersection of 
G street and North Capitol street; thence running north 175 feet 3 in 
an alley 30 feet wide running east and west through said square 62); 
west along the south line of said alley 336 feet to a point immediat 
of the southwest corner of the site of theGovernment Printing O 
located; thence directly south to a point on the northern side of Nor 
street, and thence east along the southern boundary of said square on No; 
G street to the place of beginning, except an alley 14 feet wide runnin:y 
and south from the alley 30 feet wide, hereinbefore named, to North Gst 
which alley is hereby declared to be closed, and shall be appropri 
used as a part of the site of the building to be located on said real « 

In case the Secretary of the Treasury and the Public Printer 
within thirty days after the passage of this act, be unable to purchas: 
land ata reasonable price, they shall make application by petitio 
supreme court of the District of Columbia, at any general or speci: 
thereof, for the condemnation of such land and forthe ascertainmen| 
value. Such petition shall contain a particular description of the pro) 
with the names of the owner or owners and their yeuldenees. so far 
same can be ascertained, together with a description of the land pr: 
to be condemned, and thereupon the said courtis authorized and requ 
cite all such owners and all other persons interested to appear insti 
within a reasonable time to answer the said petition; and if it shall 
to the court that there are any owners or other persons interested w 
under legal disability the court shall cause public notice to be given o 
time at which the said court will proceed with the matter of condemniat 
and at such time, if it shall appear that there are any persons under 
bility who have either appeared or not appeared, the court shall a; 
guardians ad litem for each of such persons, and the court shall the: 
proceed to appoint three capable and disinterested commissioner 
praise the value of the respective interests of all persons named in p! 
petition. Such commissioners shall thereupon, after being dul: 
for the proper performance of their duties, examine the premises 
to be condemned and hear the persons in interest who may 4| 
fore them and ascertain their appraisement of the value of the | 
of all persons respectively in such lands; and when such report shal! | 
been confirmed by the court, the President of the United States 
he thinks the public interest requires it, cause payment to be made | 
respective persons entitled, according to the judgment of the court 
case any of such persons are under legal disability, or can not be f 
neglect to receive payment, themoney due to them shall be deposi'c 
Treasury of the United States to their credit, unless there shall be 
lawfully authorized to receive the same under the direction of th ! 
and whensuch payments are so made, or the amounts belonging to per 
to whom payment shall not be made are so deposited, the real « 
scribed in the petition shall be deemed to be condemned, and take 
United States for public use. 

The sum of $250, appropriated by the act entitled ‘‘An act 1 
propriation for the sundry civil expenses of the Government for th 
year ending June 30, 1891,and for other purposes,” approved A 
1890, is hereby reappropriated and made available, and, in addition t 
the sum of $75,000, or any part thereof, appropriated in this act for | 
pairsof the present Government Printing Office building, is hereby! 
available, together with the further sum of $51,000, for the purchase of 
landand the erection of a building or buildings thereon for the use 
Government Printing Office and for eachand every purpose conn 
the construction of such building or buildings. ; 

The Chief of Engineers of the Army is hereby authorized and dir 
under the supervision of the Secretary of the Treasury and the Public!’rinte! 
during the present fiscal year, to erect a building or buildings for th p tee 
of the Government Printing Office, plans for which are to be prepares 
him, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury and the 'U) 
lic Printer. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have read 1 
letter from the Public Printer. 


The letter was read, as follows: 
OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, D. C., January 19, 159%. 

DEAR Sir: In answerto your verbal request, communicated to me to-day 
that I should explain the necessity for speedy action looking to the erection 
of a new Government Printing Office building, I have the honor to state (ha! 
in each annual report made by me to Congress I have urged the importance 
of such action. ram 

Du the first session of the F'ifty-first Congress an gerry was 
made of $250,000 for the purchase of a site for such a building, and col 
mission, consisting of the Secretary of the Treasury, the Architect of t 
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I offer the substitute which I send to} 
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Capitol, and the Public Printer, were authorized to select asite and effect the 
purchase. For reasons heretofore reported by me to Congress, the negotia- 
tions for the purchase of the site selected was suspended indefinitely, and 
the sum appropriated remains a. Noother site foraGovernment 
printing Office has yet been selected by authority of Congress. 

Meantime the necessity for a new building, or the extension of the pres- 
ent structure, becomes each day more apparent. The urgency relates to 
the inconvenience, disadvantage, and consequent expense of doing the work 
in the present building, as Well as to the ever present danger of its destruc- 
tion by fire, with all its valuable property, and the probable loss of human 
life. That plan which would afford relief in the briefest time and at the least 
expense, seems to me in the present exigency most practicable. With these 
ends in view, I suggest the expediency of an extension ofthe present site to 
G street on the south and to a point corresponding with the west boundary 
of the building. : 5 he ; 

The estimated cost of a fireproof building, six stories hich, on the ex 
tended site would be $126,000, and the site itself, with all the improvements 
thereon, $175,000, making in all $301,000. Should the appropriation of $250. - 
000 authorized by the lifty-first Congress be made available for the ex- 
tension herein proposed, the additional sum of %51,000 would be all that would 
pe needed to furnish the relief which the extraordinary exigencies of this 
office demand. 

Very respectfully, 
Pr. W. PALMER, JWubdlic Printer. 

Hon. J. D. SAYERS, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask to have read the 
papers I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
| Telegram. ] 


Hovusb OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 31, 
Hon. T. E. BENEDICT: 


Please send me at your earliest convenience a plat showing the land adja- 
cent to the present Printing Office which you believe it would be wise to pur- 
chase for an addition to the Printing Ofice; also a statement of its probable 
cost, the total probable cost of necessary bui.dings to be erected thereon in 
order tocompletely accommodate the requirements of the office; the amount 
necessary to be appropriated at this session to erect within this fiscal year 
a sufficient building to relieve the prosent structures from danger to human 


life and property. 
JOS. D. SAYERS, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations. 


— 


OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, D. C. Auqust 2, 1894. 

Sim: In reply to your telegram of the 3ist of July, requesting me to send 
you a plat showing the land adjacent to the Governmeut Printing Office, 
which I believed it would be wise to purchase for an addition to same, with 
astatement of the probable cost, and an estimate of the total probable cost 
of necessary buildings to be erected thereon, in order to accommodate the 
requirements of the office at the present time, said building “ to be erected 
within this fiscal year.’’ I have the honor to hand herewith diagram of the 
block bounded by North Capitol, G, First, and H streets northwest, in which 
is situated the Government Printing Office. (See Exhibit A.) 

On the piat I have indicated in blue field all the land owned and occupied 
by the office. South of the office, across Jackson alley, are two lots sepa- 
rated by a 14-foot alley. These lotscan be purchased, { am informed, and 
partieshaving options on same are ready to sell to theGovernment at prices 
agreed upon with F. W. Palmer, esq., late Public Printer. 

Lot 1, Exhibit A, on North Capitol street, containing 22,813 square feet of 
ground area, lam informed, wil! cost $82,468.90. or 83.415 per square foot. 

Lot 2, on G street adjoining, containing 30,845 square feet of ground area, 
Will cost $92,072.32, or $2.985 per square foot. 

tam confident that the purchase of lot 1, on North Capitol street, would 
afford all the land needed to give present relief now required in working ac- 
commodations here, and also afford assured safety and comfort to the vflice 
employés. A five-story iron and brick building, with basement cellar, 
erected on same, covering the lot except a parking space of 25 feet left va- 
cant on North Capitol and G streets, the building to cover the 14-foot alley 
running north and south from G street to Jackson alley, thus adding 2,453 
square feet to the proposed purchase. This 14-foot alley should be declared 
closed by act of Congress. 

i suggest a building 190 feet 3 inches in length north and south and 75 feet 
in width east and west, with wings reaching to the Government Printing 
Ofice Warehouse across the 14-foot alley, each wing 44 by 50 feet (see dia- 

am, Exhibit B), said building, when erected, giving about 77,000 square 

eet of working space. I estimate such building, if erected under contract, 
of brick, with steel and iron beams, brick arches, iron rafters, and thor- 
oughly fireproof, to cost not exceeding $200,000, including elevators and 
bridge connections with thepresent Printing Officeover and across Jackson 
alley, or a total not exceeding $282,468.99 in cost of land and building. I ur- 
gently recommend that this — of land be purchased and such a building 
be directed to be erected during the present fiscal year, that the working 
— of the office be met, and the safety and comfort of the employés se- 
cured. 

Ihave in previous annual reports and in recent communications to Con- 

ess and members thereof stated in detail the urgent need of immediate re- 
lef in the directions here indicated as a measureof business and economical 
results, from which Congress and the country will at once receive the bene- 
fits, and the total cost saved to the Government within two years. I now 
urge the matter as ademand made by acommon humanity that my work- 
ing force may not be required longer to work in part under conditions here 
ee an outrage upon our fellow-beings for which we are in part re- 
sponsible. 

This is the only plan I can suggest for relief. [tcan be made immediate 
if accompanied by the necessary legislation to execute it this fiscal year. 
The same results can not be obtained elsewhere for four times the cost. Any 
other plan would require all the new expense of power, electric lights, steam 
heat, sewer, gas, and water connections, which can be secured here without 
duplicating expensive plants and connections. 


Very respectfully, 
TH. E. BENEDICT, Public Printer. 
Hon. Jos. D. SAYERS, 

Chairman Committee on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 
Mr.SAYERS. How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman has eleven min- 

utes remaining. 
Mr. SAYERS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 


Maryland [Mr. McKaic]. 
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Mr. McKATG. Mr. Speaker, like our distinguished chairman 
[Mr. BANKHEAD], I look forward to the speedy erection of ane\ 
Government Printing Office with agreat deal of pleasure. When 
[ was upon the Printing Committee in the Fifty-second Congress 
we had this matter under consideration both in the House and in 
the Senate committees, and we then obtained some figures upon 
which I based my judgment in voting for the site now occupied 
by the Government Printing Office. I believed then, as I believe 
now, that the purchase of additional land adjacent to the present 
building and the early erection of a new andcommodious strue- 
ture upon the same would not only assure the safety of the em- 
ployés, but also subserve the interest of economy. 

There seems to be an impression here that the present Gov 
ernment Printing Office is an old broken down building, when 
in fact you have $150,000 worth of fireproof structure there to- 
day in good serviceable condition. The foundations of all those 
buildings are in good shape; but a portion of the superstructure 
of the present Public Printing Office is in bad condition. On 
this question 1 have gleaned some data which I wish to submit 
to the House. 

Three propositions are before Congress for relieving the 
present overcrowded and dangerous condition of the Govern- 
ment Printing Office. 

The first is that of the Senate Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, which provides for the purchase of additional 
ground contiguous to the present site and the preservation of 
the fireproof portion of the present building, which contain- 
over 70,000 square feet of floor space, and the building of asuitas 
ble fireproof addition to it large enough to accomodate ti: > de- 
mands of the office for at least twenty-five years to come. 

The second is that for the purchase of what is known as th 
Mahone site, which on a small vote was substituted by the Sen- 
ate for the committee proposition. A motion to reconsider thi 
vote is now pending in the Senate. 

The third is that of the House, to erect an entirely new build 
ing on one of the public reservations of the city. 

The following is a comparison of the cost under the three 
propositions: 

COMMITTEE SITE. 
SEE da thtvicavbnannecdibad tretpindeerankinakshe 
Ground...... 


MAHONE SITE 
ke a saat ta i tarecichbiininsin 1, 500, 000 
Ground... ..-- ‘ ~~ D 
Sewers, water and gas mains...... salt i : 75, 000 


HOUSE PLAN. 
Building ........ ‘s ee i ead od at seb 1. 500. 000 


Sewers, gas and water mains oe pe 7, 000 


Total i lee cihcens clit thn alta Ba 7 an — 5S 1, 575, OOK 
Saving by the committee plan over Mahone site 1, 549, 000 
Saving by the committee plan over House plan ra 1, 274, 000 


Now, here are some facts to which I[ wish to call the particu- 
lar attention of the House. By the selection of a new site the 
Government will abandon and render useless the following 


Over $150,000 worth of fireproof buildings, nearly new, and abso- 
lutely safe and perfectly adapted tu the purposes... _. : : 

A complete motive power plant of boilers, engines,coal vaults, etc 50, 000 

A complete and nearly new electric light plant, with miles of wiring 
through the fireproof buildings-__- ec 0. OOO 


The finest electrotype foundry in the world _...___- oe ae 
A complete system of water and gas supply, and perfect sewerage 
which it will cost to duplicate on a new site ee 


Complete and commodious stables and wagon houses.......... 


8150, 000 


OO i tla na hid ai seh ielbttaaiisnshacrarenies ----- 315,000 

So that if you choose any of the sites spoken of here to-day 
you abandon some $315,000 worth of good property belonging to 
the United States Government. 

Besides, if the present site be retained, when you erect addi- 
tional buildings, you erect them alongside of property you al- 
ready have in possession, and as only a portion of the present 
structure is dangerous, you would be able to move out of the 
dangerous part in the course of something over eight months, 
according to thestatement which comesfrom the Public Printer 
himself, whereas if you purchase property in another part of 
the city, and undertake to erect the buildings specified here, 
you can not put them up within less than three or four years at 
the lowest calculation. 

The committee proposition has the indorsement of everybody 
conversant with the needs of the public printing, including the 
Committee on Printing, the Public Printer, and the Foreman 
of Printing, all of whom have made a careful and exhaustive 
investigation of the matter from every point of view. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. DUNN]. 
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Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I have been quite amused at the 
description of the land which the Senate amendment proposes 
to purchase—what is known as ‘‘the Mahone lot.” In 1861 I 
happened to be called to Washington. I know what was the 
condition of that lot at that time. If you had a dead dog and 
wanted to bury him you would not be obliged to use a shovel; 
you would simply have to throw him into the lowest part of 
hat lot, and he would bury himselfina short time, [Laughter.] 

That is the character of the ground upon which gentlemen 
want us to erect a Public Printing Office, and in doing so to 
abandon the commodious buildings we already have, which, if 
the property alongside be purchased, can be utilized for years 
to come. All we want to-day is groundwork for our heavy 
presses; the additional building can be utilized for the lighter 
work. Thus agroat many thousand dollars can be saved by re- 
taining the present site and buying additional property along- 
side of it. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

{r. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, for many years the 
necessity, urgent and immediate, for anew Government Print- 
ing Office has been presented. Inthe Fifty-first Congress, when 
I had the honor to be chairman of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, after waiting the greater part of the long session for 
action on the part of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, the necessity for immediate action seemed to us so 
imminent that our committee secured an appropriation of 
$250,000 to buy a site. Wethought itwise that a new site should 
be bought. We did not know where it would be, and did not 
care, 80 that it should be fairly located and should be purchased 
quickly. We constituted a commission to locate and buy the 
property. That commission performed itsfunctions; but in that 
Congress and the last Congress the House and the Senate re- 
fused to ratify the location made by the commission; and we 
still have no site selected. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Did the House refuse? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, the matter failed; the two 
Houses did not ratify it. 

Now, I still believe that there ought to be a hew Government 
Printing Office. We have about 70,000,000 people in this coun- 
try. Weare not going to have fewer, but more. This Govern- 
ment Printing Office is now, and will always be, the greatest 
oltice on earth, We have in round numbers about 3,000 em- 
ploy¢s there. 

Now, having fully considered the present site (located off of 
a railway, so that material arriving Lf rail must be carted to it, 
and you can not get a railway to it), [have come to the conclu- 
sion, as I did in the Fifty-first Congress, that you had better 
not build an addition to the present structure. It would give 
temporary relief; but inside of a very few years you would 
again have the crying necessity for a new Government Printing 
Office. Isubmit that you should buy a new site and erect an 
office sufficient for present needs, and in such a situation as will 
alow all the improvements to be made that may be required in 
all futere time. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
h’s one minute of his time remaining and the gentleman from 
Lowa has three minutes. 

Mr. BRETZ. . Mr, Speaker, all of this controversy between 
the two sites proposed to be purchased can be obviated by adopt- 
ing my amendment. AsIsaid before, that is the unanimous 
conclusion of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
If we take a public reservation at all, it is their conclusion that 
this is thé best site to be adopted. 

This site is 14,7 feet above tide water, and a good foundation 
can be had. There has been some question raised as to what we 
would do with the property down here, the old site that we 

yropose to abandon, if this is adopted. Thatiseasily answered. 

Ve are renting buildings all over the city for sohitle purposes, 
and it can be used for Government purposes for which we need 
such buildings, and thus save rent. 

The ee protempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I yield the three minutes re- 
maining to me to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWN]. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, the question now before the 
House, as we all know, was brought here by an amendment upon 
an appropriation bill. The twoseveral propositions which have 
been submitted to-day have been submitted for the express pur- 
pose of defeating that amendment of the Senate. 

In my judgment, Mr. Speaker, it will be very unwise for the 
Congress of the United States to take any one of the public res- 
ervations belonging to the Government in this city for building 
purposes at this time, and especially so with reference to the 
very valuable piece of property that my friend and colleague 
from Indiana proposes to use. 

Mr. BRETZ. You have given it to the railroads. ‘ 
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Mr. BROWN. I have given nothing to the railroads. 

Mr. BRETZ. Well, they are occupying it. 

Mr. BROWN. Well, I hope my friend will not take up my 
time. a 
This question is between what is known as the Mahone sit 
on the one hand, and all of the other propositions which haye 
been submitted, on the other. There has been an attempt to 
cast discredit upon the Mahone provertv on several grounds 
It has been already stated, and all are agreed, that this site con. 
tains about 5 acres of land; that less than one-fifth of j 
through which the Tiber Creek runs, is called ‘‘made ea; ; 

but no one disputes the fact that there is an abundance o! ; 
ural earth there on which to erect a building five times as lapis 
as the one that will be necessary for the Printing Office of this 
Government for many years to come; and besides it is now read, 
for building. It will not cost a twenty-five-cent piece to clear jt 
ready for building uses and purposes. 

As to the cost of it: My friend says that this bill carries an 
appropriation of $250,000 which must be expended in tlie ac 
sition of the site. My friend, usually correct, is very much : 
taken in this instance. This amendmentdoes notcarry a dolla 
of appropriation. 

Mr. BRETZ. Well, the money will have to be paid for it 

Mr. BROWN. Now,I hope my friend will observe th 
tesies of debate and remain quiet. 

Mr. BRETZ. Ali right; I will. 

Mr. BROWN. It will be the first time if you do. [Laughter 

Mr. BYNUM. How are we to pay for this? 

Mr. BROWN. Iwillshow you. How are you to pay [o: 
— 50,000 feet that you propose to acquire at the pr 
site: 

Mr. WISE. And which is not enough. 

Mr. BROWN. Which is notenough. These gentlemen t 
= though the property was absolutely worthless at the present 
Site. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield the remaining time to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. WILLIAMs]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the gentlemin 
from Indiana [Mr. BROWN] and the gentleman from [owa | Mr. 
HENDERSON] are technically correct when they say that this 
calls for no appropriation. An appropriation of $250,000 was 
made in 1890, and that appropriation has since been suspende 
This amendment revives the project and takes out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States that sum of money to pay for the |: 

Now, Mr. Speaker, with a little addition to this we can 
chase enough eae adjoining the present office and er 
building that will do this Government for years, accordiny | 
the report of the Public Printer, who knows more about tl 
needs of that office than any member of this House. [ hope tly 
members of the House therefore will not be frightened by th 
gentleman from Iowa and the gentleman from Indiana into 1! 
acceptance of the Senate amendment. 

This building can not be erected to-day or this week. If youars 
desirous of granting relief and for a lessamountof money, if you 
want to do the best thing for the Governmentof the United Stat 
then take this sensible and practical course, send Mahone !)ack | 
Virginia to pay off his mortgage in some other way, and if ¢! 
Government has no suitable lot of its own for this building, buy 
the ground adjacent to the present site of the Governmen 
Printing Office, erect an addition to the — building, and 
thus utilize the $300,000 worth of good buildings and grounis 
you already have, and you will getrelief much quicker and much 
cheaper than by investing in this Mahone property. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

he SPEAKER protempore (Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennesse 
By agreement of the House the previous question is now 
dered upon the three propositions. The gentleman from \ 
ginia [Mr. WISE] moves that the House recede from its dis:y) 
ment to the Senate amendment and agree tothe same: «nit! 
motion takes precedence over the other two. The question Wi 
first be taken upon that motion. 

The — was taken, and the Speaker pro temjyie 20- 
nounced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WISE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 53, noes 127. 

Mr. WISE. I will call for the yeas and nays. a 

The yeas and nays were refused, 34 members, not a suliivic nt 
number, seconding the demand. 

So the motion was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRETZ]. 

Several MEMBERS. Let it be reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the qu’ 
tion. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRETZ] moves that te 
House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendmer! 
and agree to it with an amendment he has offered. 


The question now ison the mo 








K 
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Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I understand that is the amend- 
ment to erect a printing office on a Government reservation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment has been read. 
It is to erect a building on a public reservation. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. BRETZ, and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRETZ. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 105. 

Mr. BRETZ. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and 
the Speaker protempore announced that 34 gentiemen, not a suf- 
ficient number, seconded the demand. 

Mr. BRYAN and Mr. FITHIAN demanded tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers on the yeas and nays were refused, 18 members, not a 
sufficient number, seconding the demand. 

Accordingly the motion of Mr. BRETZ was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the mo- 
tion made by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] 
that the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate 
amendment, and agree to it with an amendment which he has 


offered. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let us have that amendment 





read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been read, but it can be 
read again if there is no objection. 

Mr. BYNUM. I object. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, we ought to under- 
stand what we are voting on. I hope it will be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment has been read 
and debated. It can now only be read by unanimous consent. 
The Chair will submit that request. Is there objection to the 
reading of this amendment? 

Mr. COGSWELL. I object; and I ask that the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] have a minute to explain it. 
It is an extension of the present site. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made to the read- 
ing of the amendment. The gentleman from Massachusetts 

r. COGSWELL] asks that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 

ANKHEAD] be allowed one minute in which to explainit. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. GROW. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made, and the 
question is on the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What is the amendment about to be 
voted upon? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment has been read 
and debated for twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. IfI can get a minute—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The — was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BROWN demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 138, noes 41. 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. BANKHEAD, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House ask fora 
further conference. 

The SPEAKER ste tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
Mr. SAYERS] asks that a further conference be asked with the 

nate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. Is there 
objection? 

here was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of 
Mr. SAYERS, Mr. O’NeIL of Massachusetts, and Mr. Coas- 
WELL, as the conferees on the part of the House. 

And then, on motion of Mr. SAYERS (at 4 o'clock and 40 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

on. RICHARDS, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
§. 2281) to authorize the Postmaster-General to credit account 
. eg A. Sexton with amountof funds stolen. (Report No. 

By Mr. MCNAGNY, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
bill (H. R. 853) for the relief of B. F. Moody & Co., or their legal 
representatives. (Report No. 1414.) , 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 


7912) granting a pension to Leda L. Overly, and it was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. ' 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H.R.7949) to provide for the 
collection and disposal of garbage and dead animals in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 7950) to provide for the ap- 
pointment of a commission to examine and classify the min- 
eral, timer, agricultural, grazing, and desert lands of the pub- 
lic domain west of the ninety-eighth meridian, with regard to 
their practical irrigation and use and disposition of the same by 
the Government—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill(H. R. 7951) to amend section 3847 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 7952) providing for 
the punishment of persons falsely making, forging, altering, or 
counterfeiting military and naval commissions or discharges or 
other public records for the purpose of defrauding the United 
States or deceiving the public, ete.—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A resolution instructing the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce to investigate the cause of 
strikes on railroads and to propose remedies therefor—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri: A bill (H.R. 7953) granting an 
honorable discharge to Denis Byrnes, of Company D, Sixth 
United States Artillery—to the Committee on Military A ffairs. 

By Mr. SETTLE: A bill (H. R. 7954) for the relief of William 
Rommel—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of W. J. Footner, 
L. H. Hunt, G. F. Backus, E. J. Davenport, W. W. McCallum, 
S. C. Kelsey, and George Thane, officers of the Grand Council, 
Royal Arcanum of Minnesota, representing 2,500 members, ask- 
ing that the income tax be not applied to fraternal beneficiary 
societies—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: Petition of the residents of Wins- 
low, Ariz., for the impeachment of the Attorney-General of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Prayer by Rev. J. H. M’Cartry, D.D., of the cityof Washing- 
ton. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Saturday last; when, on motion of Mr. HILL, and by 
unanimous consent. the further reading was dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the Senate of the 4th instant, a report 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office relative to 
the claim or rights of the State of Minnesota to sections 16 and 
36 as school lands in cases where such sections are or have been 
situated in any Indian or military reservation, or in any un- 
ceded lands; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committees on Public Lands, and ordered ‘to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 5575) making appropriations forsundry civil expenses 
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of the Government for the fiseal year ending Juno 30, 1895, and 
for other purposes; receded from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments numbered 141, 142, and 148, and agreed to the same; re- 
ceded from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 277 
and 280. and agreed to the same with amendments; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate; insisted upon its dis- 
agreement to the amendments numbered 11, 110, 118, 119, 127, 128, 
1383, 134, 145, 288, 26], 270, 278, and 279; asked a further conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Savers, Mr. O’NErL of Massa- 
chusetts, and Mr, COGSWELL managers at the conference on 
part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 7006) authorizing 
the Washington, Alexandria and Mount Vernon Railway Com- 
pany to extend its line of road into and within the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed tne following enrolled bills and joint resolution, and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (i.'R. 4667) to provide for the opening of certain aban- 
doned military reservations, and for other purposes; 

A bill (EL. R. 6777) to amend an act entitled “An act to incor- 
porate the Washington and Great Falls Electric Company; 

A bill (A. it. 6780) to authorize purchasersof the property and 
franchises of the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to organ- 
ize a corporation and to confer wpoa the same all the powers, 
privileges, and franchises vested in that company; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 95) providing for an investigation 
relating to the effects of machinery on Sober. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PERKINS presented sundry memorials of citizens of San 
Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the support of the Gov- 
ernment in maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian 
education, etc.; which were referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Chicago, Ill., remonstrating against the appropriation of public 
funds for sectarian Indian schools, etc.; which was referred to 
the Comusittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON presented memorials of Isaac H. Ward, J. L. 
Heilges, Ralph M. Brown, and sundry other citizens’ “turling- 
ton; of C. H, Judd and sundry other citizens of Clin.on; of J. 
M. Cummings and sandry other citizens of Sheldon; of G. F. 
Devol and sundry other citizens of Bristow: of L. H. Lowery, 
Henry Cutehen, and sundry other citizens, all in the State of 
Lowa, remoustrating against the support of the Government in 
maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian education, 
etc.: whieh were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

\ir. BLANCHARD presented a petition of 100 citizens of Lou- 
isinna, praying for the passage of the land-grant forfeiture bill, 
lately passed by the House of Representatives; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. CALL. I present, by request, the memorial of Charles 
H. Aldrich, of Chicago, Iil., remonstrating against the adoption 
of the proposed amendment to section 4887 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, relating to patents. I move that the 
memorial be referred to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VILAS presented a memorialof the Norwegian Synod of 
the Lutheran Church, of the eastern district of Wisconsin, re- 
monustrating against the adoption of the proposed amendment 
to the preamble of the Constitution of the United States reeog- 
nizing the Deity; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5575) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses for the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 3, 1805, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference, have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respec- 
tive Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4, 12, 14, 17, 18, 32, 
33, 36, 40, 42, 46, 48, 49, 5G, 58, 59, 60, 61, G2, 63, 64, 65, 65, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 
75, 76, 77, 78. 70, G1, S2, OS, OT, 114, 122, 12S. 132, 159, 160, 163, 164, 165, 169, 170, 171, 172, 
174, 188, 192, 195, 196, 226, 230, 234. 248, 249, 262. and 266. 

That the House recede frora its ment to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3,6, 7, 10, 13, 16, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 27, 28, 29, B30, 34, 35, 37, 
33, 45, 53, 54, 80, 81, 82, 83, 85, 88, 93, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 112, 
117, 120, 121, 124, 125, 126, 129, 190, 131, 135, 135, 137, 188, 140,143, 144, 146, 14y, 150, 
151, 152, 153, 144, 165, 157, 161, 162, 167, 168, 176, 176, 177, 178, 179, 183, 185, 186, 187, 189, 
190, 194, 192, 199, 200, 201, BO2, BOS, 204, BVS, BOS, 2O7, BOS, 209, 2i0, Vii, 212, 213, 2i4, 215, 
216, 217, 218, 219, 290, 281, 222, 223, LVS, 227, 2VS, 233, 235, ~36, 237, 239, 240, 242. 243, 244, 
245, 247, 250, 251, 252, 253, 254, 255, 256, 257, 258, 250, 267, 268, 269, 271, 272,273, 274, 275, 
and 276, and agree te the same. 

That the House recede from its ment to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 


AUGUST 


In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the ‘ 
“Phat, in order to give the necessary full and free ingress and ae 
wagons carrying the United States mails into and out from the Phil 

Loffice, the Secretary of the Treasury, acting for and in behalf of 


overnment of the United States, is hereby authorized to acquire, by pu : 


sround in the city of Phil, 
acent to the Philadelphia 


chase or condemnation, a certain lot or piece of 
delphia, State of Pennsylvania, adjoining or ad 
pou-enee building on the west, and more particularly described as ¢ 
to wit: 

‘All that certain lotor piece of ground late of John J. Ridgeway. deces 
situate on the south sideof Market street, in the Ninth ward of the said. 
or Phisadelphia, beginning at a point on the line of said Market street whe 
the same intersects the west side of Post-Office street, containing in fr. 
on Market street 16 feot 8 inches, and extending in length or depth of | 


olk 


width southwardly between parallel lines at right angles with said Mari, 


street 2319 feet, to the north side of Chant street, and for this purpose r 
exceeding the sum of $65,000 is hereby appropriated.” . 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an amendment as fo)| 
In lieu of the matter inserted by saidamendment insert the following 

public building at Sioux City, lowa: The limit of costof site and build) 
nereby extended $25,000, said increase being necessary by increased . 
foundation. and the Secretary of the Treasury may authorize a contra 
contracts to be entered into for the construction of any portion or th 
of said building, subjectto appropriations to be made therefor by C 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendme) 
Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amendment as { 

In lieu of the matter inserted by saidamendmentinsert the following 
publie building at Topeka, Kans.: For the construction of an elev. 
cluding new steam boiler, $8,000;’’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmen 
Senate numbered 15, and agree to thesame with amendment as follo\ 
lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert **#35,000;"" and at the en 
said amendment insert thefollowing: ‘“,and the totalcost of saidsteam 
vessel with a steam fog signal, under a contract which is hereby au'h 
therefor, shall not exceed 370,000;" and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmen 
Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as | 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$30,000;"’ and at the end of line 19 
5 of the bill, insert the following: “*, and the total cost of establishi 
additiona) lights, under a contract which is hereby authorized the: 
shall not exceed %50,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmen: 
Senate numbered 31, and agree to the same with amendments as fo! 
In lieuof the sum proposed insert ‘* $25,000; ’’ and the end of line 25, pax 
the bill, insert the following: ‘‘, and the total cost of said light station. u 
der a contract which ig hereby authorized therefor, shallnot exceed $50," 
and the Senate ugree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an amendment as f{ 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘310,500;"" and the Senate agree t 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an amendment as [oll 
In lieu of the sum propose insert ‘‘313,500;"’ and the Senate agree to 
same. 


Wing 
to the 


13, 


adelphia 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of th» 


Senate numbered 43, and agree to the same with an amendment as foll 
In lieuof the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
10 per cent of the foregoing amounts shall be available interchangeab! 
=a on the objects named, but no more than 10 per cent sh 
added to any one item of appropriation;’’ and the Senate agree to thes 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmen' 
Senate numbered 44, and agree to the same with an amendment as { 

In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$107,800;’' and the Senate agree | 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
Senate numbered 47, and agree to the same with an amendment as f 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be suricken out by said amendment 
the following: 

‘For four assistants, at $3,000; 

‘For four assistants, at $2,500; 

“For eight assistants, at $2,200; 

‘For eight assistants, at 2.000: 

‘For four assistants, at $1,800; 

‘*For four assistants, at $1,600; 

** Por three assistants, at $1,400; 

‘For four assistants, at $1,200 each." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
Senate numbered 50, and agree to the same with an amendment as fo! 
In Meu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$99,300;"' and the Senate agree to | 
sane. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmen' 
Senate numbered 51, and agree to the same with an amendment as fo! 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$135,000; and the Senate agree to ‘ 


, 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
Senate numbered 52, and agree to the same with an amendment as fo!! 
Restorethe matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment ame 
as follows: Strike out “‘twenty-five’’ in line 15, page 23, of the bill, an 
sert ‘thirty-five; and the Senate agree to the same . 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 0! 
Senate numbered 55, and agree to the same with an amendment as foll 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'$1,600;"" and the Senate agree | 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment o 
Senate numbered 57, and agree to the same with an amendment as fo 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'$25,260;"" and the Senate agree | 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
Senate numbered 84, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow 
At the end of said amendment insert the following: “, but nomore | 


per cent shall be added to any one item of appropriatiom;"’ and the >«n4 


a to the same. 


hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
Senate pumbered 86, and agree to the same with an amendment as [0!.0'"> 


At the end of lime 15. page #5, of the bill add the following: “*, of which 5" 
not exceeding $20,000 may be expended in the employment of counse! 
the Senate agree to the same. . 
That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment 0o' 
Senate numbered 87, and agree to the same with 


ait wee 


an gmendment as fol 


























jows: In lien of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the follow- 


ME ne Secretary of State is hereby authorized and directed to investigate 
and report to Congress at its next session what amount of losses was sus- 
tained by the Republic of France and by French exhibitors at the World’s 
Columbian Exposition at Chicago by fireon the night of January 8 and 9, 
1994, in the building of Manufactures and Liberal Arts of said Exposition; 
he shalleause proofs to be taken, satisfactory to himself, to determine the 
amount of such losses sustained by the French Government and by the sev- 
eral French exhibitors, and also by whose fault or negligence, if any, the 
Josses occurred.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 13 of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word “Amer- 
ica,” insert the following: “; and also, to have engraved in like manner, 
true and facsimile copies of the seals of the Executive Departments, and 
to print the same in combination with the seals before mentioned, in a group 
ynder the following title: ‘The seal of the United States and seals of the 
executive, judicial, and legislative departments of the Government;’’’ and 
the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 90, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
At the end of said amendment insert the following: "; and said reports,with 
synopsis, including index for each volume, shall not exceed ten quarto vol- 
umes in all, of not exceeding 1,000 pages each,” and insert said amendment 
as amended in the bill. to precede the matter inserted by amendment num- 
pered 89; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 94, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert **#100,000;’’ and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the 
Senate numbered 96, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In Heuof the sum proposed insert ‘‘$750,000" and the Senate agree to the 

ame. 
seThat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 111, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert ‘%4,000;" and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Tuat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 113, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
In lieu of the summamed in said amendment insert ‘‘ 67,000,” and add at the 
end of said amendment the following: * one-half of which sum shall be paid 
outof the revenuesof the District of Columbia;’’ and the Senate agres tothe 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Sen 
ate numbered 115, and agree to the same withan amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the mattér inserted by said amendment, insert the following: “and 
supplemental station;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

"hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 116, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed, insert *$125,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Sen- 
ate numbered 139, and a to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert *‘ $250,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate num Dered 147, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
In lines 7, 8, and 9 of said amendment strike out the following: ‘*persons, 
their heirs and assigns. holding patents or other written evidence or title to 
the lands in the so-called Des Moines River land grant," and in lieu thereof 
insert the following: “settlers, their heirs and assigns, who, being duly 
qualified thereunto, have, under the homestead, Dy mgs ge or other pub- 
lic land laws, entered or filed upon lands included in the grant made by an 
act entitled ‘An act granting certain lands tothe Territory of lowa to aid in 
the improvements of the navigation of the Des Moines River, in said Terri- 
tory,’ approved August 8, 1846, and by the ‘joint resolution to quiet title to 
lands in the State of Iowa,’ approved March 2, 1861;” and in line 39 of said 
amendment, strike out the word ‘‘or’’ where it first occurs and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “ of;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 156. and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of thesum named in said amendment insert ‘'312,500;’’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 158, and agreeto thesame with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $121,600; and the Senate agree to the 
same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 166, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In sieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“and the Secretary of War is authorized to contract for all of said works 
at - additional cost not exceeding %87,500;’’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 173, and agree to the same with anamendmentas follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“Provided, That the Secretary of War and the Attorney-General are hereby 
authorized to investigate and ascertain what action has been taken by them 
or their ecessors in office, or by any Secretary of the Interior, under 
the act of July 15, 1882, entitled ‘An act to increase the water supply of the 
city of Washington,’ and under any previous acts; and also the existing 
claims, if any, of the State of Maryland, the Chesapeake and Onio Canal 
Company, the Great Falls Manufacturing Company, and any other owner 
ofland and water rights, or either, at the Great Falls; and also, further, 
the cost of acquiring the title or titles to such land and water rights. or 
either, as May be necessary to vest in the Government complete ownership 
of the water rights and necessary lands, and to make a full report of all the 
facts to Congress; and the sum of 84,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, is hereby appropriated for such investigation, examination, and 
—. and the Senate agree to the same. 
hat the House recede from its ment tothe amendments of the 
Senate numbered 180 and 181, and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: Strike out the matter inserted by said amendments, and on page 
& of the bill strike out all after the word “ ,”’ in line 14, down to and 
ine} the word “ park,”’ in line 21; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
— paambered -, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

Matter inserte y said am ment insert, as a se ra- 
graph, the following: ee te 


wit {the proviso in the paragraph for the Medical Department, under 
title * x pay of the general seat 5 = the act making sfor tue 
support Army for the fiscal year ending June and for other 


ars August 6, 1894, is hereby amended so as to read as fol- 
ows: * , That hereafter no appointments shall be made to the office 
of assistant surgeon until the number of assistant surgeons shall bereduced 
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below 110, and thereafter the number of officers in that grade in the Medical 
Department shall be fixed at 110.’” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 184, and agree to the same withan amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following 
“Phat all military records, such as muster and pay rolls, orders, and re 
ports relating tothe personnel or the operations of the armies of the Revolu 
tionary War and of the war of i#i2, now in any.of the Executive Depart 
ments, shall be transferred to the Secretary of War to be preserved, in- 
dexed, and prepared for publication;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 191, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the matterinserted by said amendment insert the following: “ For 
purchase or construction of one steam tug, 845,000, or so much thereof a 
may be necessary;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 193, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ''$76,00u;"* and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend ment of the Sen 
ate numbered 197, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: Li 
fore the word inserted by said amendment insert the following: ‘ Includ 
fuel for cooking;’” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 224, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
On page 84 of the bill, at the end of line 3, after the word “ dollars,”’ add the 
following: *': Provided, Thatno pers of the appropriations for construction 
and repairs for any of the branch homes shalt be used for the construction 
of any new building;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 





Senatenumbered 229, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol! 
In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the follow 


“For president of the Board of Managers, 64,000; secretary of the Board o 
Managers, 62,000; one general treasurer, who shall not be a member of the 
Board of Managers, 83,000; one inspector-general. $2,500; one assistant! 
Spector-general, 82,000; clerical service for the offices of the president and 
general treasurer, 64,500; messenger service for president's office, 8144; mee 
senger service for secretary's office, $52; clerical services for managers 
$1,600; agents, $2,400; for traveling expenses for the Board of Managers, their 
officers and comple és, $11,500; for outdoor relief, $1,750; for rent, medical 
examinations, stationery, telegrams, and other incidental expenses, 82.500 
in all, $37,846."’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 231, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$2,324,478;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
Senate numbered 232, and agree to the same withamendments as follows 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: ‘That 
all amounts disbursed from the appropriation of a branch home sha!) be dis 
bursed and accounted for monthly tothe general treasurer by the treasure 
of that branch, except such expenditures for services, stationery, tablewar: 
clothing, and bedding as may be required by the Board of Managers to l« 
legally made by the general treasurer, and all such stationery. tableware 
clothing, and bedding as may be required for each branch home shall ix 
shipped directly from the place of purchase or manufacture to such branch 
home; and all disbursements shall be made inconformity with sections 3'7s 
and 3679, Revised Statutes;’’ and on page 86, after line 5 of the bill, insert 
a separate paragraph the following: 

“The general treasurer shall give good and sufficient bond to the Unit 
States in a sum not less than $100,000, as the Secretary of War may direct 
and to be approved by him, faithfully to account for all public moneys and 
oper which he may receive, and the treasurers of the several brane! 

omes shall give good and sufficient bonds to the general treasurer in su’) 
sums as he may require, and to be approved by him, faithfuliy to accoun 
for all public moneys and property Which they may receive.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 241, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieuof thesum proposed insert ‘ $2.000; ’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 246, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In Heu of the sum named in said amendment insert “#250,000;" and the Sen 
ate agree to the same. 

That the House recede fromits disagreement to the amendment of the Sen 
ate numbered 260, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendments insert the 
following: “The Secretary of State is hereby directed to cause the Revolu 
tionary archives. except the military records, now deposited in his Depart 
ment, to be carefully examined. and to ascertain what portions are of suffi 
cieut importance and historical value to publish, and the number of printed 
volumes they would make, and the reasonable cost of their publicaulon, and 
editing, and report the result to Congress, with such recommendations as he 
may deem proper;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 263, and agree tothe same with amendments as follows 
In lines 5 and 6 of the matter inserted by said amendment, strike out the 
words “the sum of” and the words “to be immediately available, and;"’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 244, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
Strike out, of the matter inserted by said amendment, the following: *Pro- 
vided, Thatno work upon the index of other Congresses shall be done;’’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 265, and agree to the same with amen iments as follows 
Strike out, in lines 6 and 7 of seid amendment, the words: “Compensation 
paid them according to law,” and insert in lieu thereof the words: ‘rate of 
compensation paid them at the time of their discharge;"’ and add at theend 
of said amendment the following: **: Provided, That in case any of the em- 

jloyés above referred to have deceased since November 38, 1893, the amount 
ecohe provided shall be paid to the widow of such deceased employé;"’ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference have been unable to agree upon the amend. 
ments of the Senate numbered 11, 110, 118, 119, 127, 128, 183, 134, 141, 142, 145, 148, 
288, 261, 270, 277, 278, 279, and 280. 

fF. M. COCKRELL, 


A. P. GORMAN, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
Managers on the part of the Benate 


JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 

JOS. H. ONELL, 

WM. COGSWELL, 
Managers on the part of the Houee. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, in order to facilitate the 
passage of the bill and remove one controverted question from 
it, 1 move that the Senate recede from its amendment num- 
bered 277, which is the amendment of the Senate in regard to 
the purchase of property for the site of the Government Print- 
ing Office. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask whether the Senator hav- 
ing the conference report in charge will not consent to let it go 
over, at least until the routine morning business is concluded? 
There are bills to be reported by committees and other routine 
business to be transacted which can be disposed of in half an 
hour. I make that suggestion, but I understand there is a spe- 
cial order. . ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. The conference report is privileged; but 
the Senator from Delaware desires tosubmit a motion to go into 
executive session, I understand. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will yield to me in order to make 
& motion pursuant to an order of the Senate, I will do so. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Certainly. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. GRAY. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose my proposition will be consid- 
ered as pending when the consideration of the conference re- 
port is resumed? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the pend- 
ing question is on concurring in the report of the committee of 
conference. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I havesubmitted a motion that the Senate 
recede from its amendment numbered 277. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator’s motion will be in order 
when the conference report again comes up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Sen- 
ator from Ohio when the motion of the Senator from Delaware 
is disposed of. The question ison the motion of the Senator 
from Delaware. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty-one minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Public Lands, 
I report back adversely the bill (H.R. 7499) to grant to the city 
of Port Angeles, State of Washington, certain lands within the 
town site of Port Angeles, Wash., for cemetery purposes. The 
bill is reported adversely thereon because the same matter has 
been passed upon in the sundry civil appropriation bill. I move 
that the bill be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1739) to grant public lands to the State 
of Mississippi for the use of the Industrial Institute and College 
of that State, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1863) to provide for and to regulate the 
admission of attorneys and solicitors to practice in the courts of 
the United States, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the committee, to whom the subject was referred, 
reported a bill (S. 2307) to require the prompt prosecution and 
none determination of the claim of the United States against 
: e —— of the late Leland Stanford; which was read twice by 

ts title. 

Mr. BRICE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the followin bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S, 501) granting a pension to John P. Biehn; 

A bill (S.890) granting a pension to George C. Abbey; 

A bill (S. 1996) granting a pension to Mrs. Abby Jane Ward; 

A bill (S. 1383) granting a pension to Russel N. Reynolds; and 

~ so (S. 1970) granting an increase of pension to William T. 
Walker. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7668) to authorize the St. Louis, Avoy- 
elles and Southwestern Railway Company to bridge Bayou Des 
Glaises and Atchafalaya River, in the State of uisiana, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred thefollowing bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6228) granting a pension to Adaline J. Props; 

A bill (H.R. <u0} for the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Menefee; 

A bill (H. R. 6361) to grant a pension to Pauline J. Smith; 
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A bill (H. R. 6050) to pension Margaret A. Woods, widow o: 
William W. Woods, late of Company E, Sixteenth Illinois Vo). 
voteer Infantry; and 

A bill (H. R. 4290) for the relief of Druzilla J. Rigg, of Ma. 
comb, Ill. = 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whoy 
was referred the bill (S. 2038) for the relief of Oklahoma «so. 
tlers, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a reyom 
thereon. r 

COMMISSIONERS OF TERRITORIAL COURTS. 


Mr. PLATT. From the Judiciary Committee J report bac), 
favorably with an amendment the bill (H.R. 4605) grantip 
chief justices of United States courts in Territories power to a). 
point commissioners to take proof in land cases, etc. I ask {, 
the present consideration of the bill. It is short, and wil), | 
think, create no debate, and it is important that it shall } 
passed at the present session. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on the Judiciury \ 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the United States commissioners who have been, or may here 
be, appointed by Territorial courts or judges thereof shall hav: 
exercise all the powers now conferred, or that may hereafter be 
by law, upon commissioners of United States circuit courts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. an | 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill prescribi 
powers of commissioners appointed by Territorial cou 
judges thereof.” 

Mr. PLATT. I move that the Senate request a conf 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amend: 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. |! 
Mr. HILL, and Mr. PLATT were appointed. 

AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am directed by the Committee « 
Rules to report a resolution for which I ask immediate consi 
eration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
formation. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be instructed toinquire and r 
to the Senate, what revision of, or amendments to, the rules, if any, s 
be adopted to secure a more efficient and satisfactory disposition of th: 
ness of the Senate; and for this purpose the said Committee on Kk 
authorized to sit during the coming vacation, and any expense in 
thereto shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. FRYE. I wish the Senatorfrom Kentucky would addon 
amendment to the resolution, that the committee shall «also 
port to the Senate a code of joint rulesfor the governmento‘t 
two bodies. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the committee should deem it expedient 

Mr. FRYE. If they should deem it expedient. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam entirely in favor of such an amen 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so moiilied. 

Mr. HILL. I hope the resolution will be passed without ob 
jection on the part of anyone. It is very necessary. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to suggest to my colleague upon th 
Committee on Rules that as his resolution creates a charge upon 
the contingent fund of the Senate—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN, It will have to go the Committee 01 
Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. HARRIS. It necessarily must go to that committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask that that reference be made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred t 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expe: 
of the Senate. 

PIER AT MOUTH OF CHICAGO RIVER. 

Mr. CULLOM. From the Committee on Commerce [ re) ort 
back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 6038) to rep 4 
House resolution No. 104, first session Fifty-first Congress, grant 
ing to Secretary of War a permit to license to usea pier at moult) 
of Chicago River. It is a brief bill, and I ask that it be consid 
ered at this time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; let it be read. It isa short bill. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent, the 
ag as inCommittee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider 
ation. 


The resolution will be read fo 
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Mr. CULLOM. This bill is recommended by the Secretary of 
War. I desire to state that it pertains exclusively to the ques- 
tion of leasing a pier extending into the Chicago River. The 
Secretary of War was authorized to lease it under an act of Con- 
gress passed in 1890. The people of Chicago, and I think the 
shipping interests generally of the lakes, are opposed to the act, 
and the Secretary of War has never exercised the authority 
granted to him under it, except that a lease has been made to 
the Western Seamen's Friend Society for the use of a part of 
apier. That privilege is excepted inthe bill. Sol think there 
can be no objection to the measure. 

Mr. COCKRELL. For what length of time does that lease 
continue? . 

Mr. CULLOM. Itis not stated, I think. The Chief of En- 
gineers says in a report to the Secretary of War: 

The use of a part of the outer 225 feet of this pier. which projects into 
water beyond the Illinois Central Railroad Company’s dock, has been granted 
to the Western Seamen's Friend Society by the Secretary of War for a sail- 
ors’ snug harbor, refuge, or home, but not yet used. 

Mr. FRYE. 
of time, with the right reserved on the part of the Secretary of 
War to rescind them. 

Mr. CULLOM. Both the Secretary of War and Gen. Casey 
desire that that permit shall not be interfered with. Otherwise 
they are absolutely in favor of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DEPUTY CORONER FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S.1007) to 
authorize the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to ap- 
point a deputy coroner, and for other purposes, to report it fa- 
vorably without amendment, and as this isa very urgent matter, 
and it will take but a moment to pass the bill, I ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. RANSOM introduced a bill (S. 2303) toauthorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Contentnea Creek at Grifton, 
Lenoir County, N. C., and to establish it as a post-road: which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. PASCO introduced a bill (S. 2304) to establish a term of 
the district and circuit courts of the United States at Ocala, in 
the southern judicial district of Florida; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FAULKNER intvoduced a bill (S. 2305) to provide for the 
collection and disposal of garbage and dead animals in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, etc.; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying letter from the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 2306) for the relief of set- 
tlers on public lands lying in the semiarid regions; which was 
read the first time by its title. 

Mr. PEFFER. Inasmuch as the bill concerns a matter of 
great cg and is quite brief, I ask that it be read in full. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Whereas, by reason of long continued drought and heat in the semiarid 
regions of the United States, large numbers of settlers on the public lands 
are occasionally obliged to leave their homes temporarily in order to sup- 

es — families, thus jeopardizing their titles to the lands they occupy: 

erefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the laws of the United States so far as they are 
oes to public lands lying between the meridians of 22° and 30° of longi- 
tude west from the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia, be and 
they are hereby so amended as to allow settlers to make final proof and entry 
of their homesteads at the end of two years continuous settlement and im- 

rovement, under and subject to such rules and regulations of the Interior 
3 pestmens as are now in force or may be hereafter prescribed to prevent 
raud. 


Sec. 2. That provisions of this act shall apply to cases of settlers now on 
such lands, as well as to those who may hereafter make settlement. 


Mr. PEFFER. I ask that the biii be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands; and I wish to say through the Senate to 
that committee that there are now large numbers of people resi- 
dent upon homesteads in the semiarid region and that by reason 
of long-continued and excessive dry weather during this year 
and also during a portion of last year many of them will be com- 
pelled temporarily to leave their homes, and to that extent they 
of course jeopard their titles to their claims. This condition 
extends over a very large tract of country north and south, and 
ee a stretch perhaps 150 miles in width, and it is a great 
hardship upon those people. 

I have here a petition which I want to have go with the bill 
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to the committee. Itis a petition signed by 194 citizens, most 
of them homesteaders, of one county in Northwestern Kansas— 
Sherman County—in which they set forth their present condi- 
tion. The petitioners rever in the petition to their own county, 
and they state that during the present year and during last year 
their crops have been largely a failure, and they ask for legis- 
lation of thiskind. In behalf of them and thousandsof other per- 
sons similarly situated, I ask thatthe petition be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands with the bill, and I hope the bill 
will be given early attention. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Dill, with the accompanying 
petition, will be referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 2308) for the relief of Juan S. 
Hart, administrator of Simeon Hart, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

STATE, COUNTY, AND MUNICIPAL TAXES. 

Mr. HOAR was, on his own motion, excused from further 
service on the committee of conference upon the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 6284) to prevent inter- 
ference in the collection of State, county, and municipal taxes 
assessed against corporations and corporate property, and for 
other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT was, by unanimous consent, author- 
ized to appoint a conferee on the part of the Senate in place of 
Mr. HOAR, and Mr. PLATT was appointed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WALSH. Iask unanimous consent to call up from the 
Calendar for immediate consideration the bill (S. 1453) for the 
transfer of a portion of the exhibit of the Department of State 
at the World’s Columbian Exposition to the Columbian Museum 
of Chicago. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was willing to yield for morning busi- 
ness, but before we proceed with any cases on the Calendar I 
must insist in disposing of the conference report on the sundry 
civil appropriation bill. Itis absolutely necessary and essential 
that the report of the conference committee shall be acted on. 

RECENT ELECTION IN ALABAMA, 

Mr. CHANDLER. lIrise to morning business. The resolu- 
tion which I offered proposing an investigation of the Alabama 
election, inasmuch as the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN] has not yet returned, [ask may go over, and that it 
be considered as a part of the morning business to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none. 

BRIDGE OVER CONTENTNEA CREEK, NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. VEST. I amdirected by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2303) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Contentnea Creek, at Grifton, Lenoir 
County, N. C.,and to establish it asa post-road, to report it fa- 
vorably without amendment. I ask unanimous consent for its 
present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 





AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Iam directed by the Committee to Auditand 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted this day by the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], to report it favorably, without 
amendment, and I ask unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be instructed to inquire and re- 
port to the Senate what revision of, or amendments to, the rules, if any, 
should be adopted to secure a more efficient and satisfactory disposition of 
the business of the Senate, and for this purpose thesaid Committee on Rules 
is authorized to sit during the coming vacation, and any expense incident 
thereto shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and report 
also a code of joint rules for the government of the two Houses, if, in their 
opinion, it is expedient to do so. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Does it require unanimous consent to 
take up the resolution for consideration at this time? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Chair will state. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I object to the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection, and the reso- 
lution will go over under the rule. 

PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND DEPENDENT RELATIVES. 


Mr. PALMER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. kt. 7574, ) toamendsection 3 of 
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an act entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors 
who are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and 
providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and depend 

ent parents,” approved June 27, 1890, to report it favorably 
without amendment. The bill is of very great importance, and 
if it will not interfere with the order of business the Senator 
from Missouri has in charge, I ask for its immediate vonsider- 
ation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the bill lead to any diseussion? 

Mr. PALMER, I think not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill, which is as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That section 3of an act entitled “Anact granting pen- 
sion to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of 
manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and 
dependent parents,’’ approved June 27, 189), be so amended to read as fol- 
lows: 

Sxo. 3. If any officer or enlisted man who served ninety days or more in the 
Army or Navy of the United States during the late war of the rebellion, and 
who was honorably discharged, bas died, or shall hereafter die, leaving a 
widow without other means of support than her daily labor, or minor chil- 
dren under the age of 16 years, or a child or children who then are, or shall 
subsequently, prior to attaining the age of 16, become insane, idiotic, or 
otherwise permanently helpless, such widow shall, upon due proof of her 
husband's death, without proving his death to be the result of his militar 
or naval service, be placed upon the pension roll from the date of the appli- 
cation therefor under this act, at the rate of 88 per month during her widow- 
hood, and shall aiso be paid 82 per month for each child of such officer or 
enlisted man under 16 years of age, and also for each insane, idiotic, or otner- 
wise permanently helpless child of such officer or enitsted man, of whom 
she has the care and custody, irrespect.ve of age; and in case of the death 
or remarriage of the widow, leaving « child or children as above described. 
or if such soldier or sailor left no widow, such pension shall be paid to such 
ehild or children unéil the age of 16, and, to such insane. idiotic, or otherwise 

rmanentiy helpless children, the pension, whether heretofore granted or 

ereafter to bo granted either under this or any former statute, shall con- 
tinue during the life of such children or during the period of such disability 
Provided, That such condition of insanity, idiocy, or permanent helplessness 
shall have originated and existed prior to the arrival of such child or echil- 
dren at theage of 16 years: And provided further, Thatsaid widow shall have 
married said soldicr or satior prior to the 27th day of June, i890: And provided 
Surther, That in case of the death of a soldier or sailor herein deseribed from 
causes not chargeable to his service in the Army or Navy, leaving a wi low 
to whom he was married smeeqness to the 27th day of June, 1890, and leav- 
ing, by a former marriage, a child or children under the age of 16 years, or 
insane, idiotic, or otherwise permanently helpless, such child or children 
shall be pensioned tn like form and manner as if no widow had survived. All 
pensions under this section shall commence from the “ate of filing the ap 
plication therefor.”’ 


Mr. HARRIS. Let the remainder of the bill be printed in 
the Recorp as though it had been read, and let the bill go 
over. It seems to be an amendment of the general pension laws, 
and ought te be looked to and not railroaded through in this 
way. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is the bill not reported from the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, I ask the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. HARRIS. Itis reported from the committee, I under- 
stand. 

Mr. PALMER. Itis reported from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and has been very carefully considered. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Thope the Senator from Tennessee will 
allow it to go through. We want to do all the business—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill go to the Calendar. I want an 
opportunity to look at it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Time is short, [ will say to the Senator, 
and we are going home in a few days —— 

Mr. HARRIS. I do notknow that time is short. The time is 
as long as we choose to make it sofaras that matter is concerned. 
But the bill will gv over for the p ‘esent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bili will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 


LONG ISLAND LIFE-SAVING STATION, 


Mr. RANSOM. Tam directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.387) to authorize the 
construction of a life-saving station at or near Rocky Point or 
East Marion, Long Island, N. Y., to report it favorably without 
amendment, and | ask for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If it leads to any discussion I must object. 

Mr. RANSOM. I will withdraw the bill if it does. 

Tne Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whale, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the conference report on the 
sundry civil a» propriation bill may be considered, and that the 
report be concurred in. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes the consider- 
ation of the conference report. The question is on concurring 
in the report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. CUCKRELL. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me? 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The conferees on tho part of the Senate 
and House reported a disagreement on amendment No. 11, w hich 
relates to public buildings in Cheyenne, Boise City, Helena and 
Spokane; upon amendment No. 11v, which isthe Pord s Theator 
disaster amendment, as it is cailed; upon amendment No. | 
which relates to the ouarantine station at Southport, N. C 
upon amendment No. 119, which relates to the quarantine station 
at the mouth of the Columbia River; uponamendments os, {27 
128, 143, and 134, which reiate to the e.ectric lights in the s; 
ate, about which there will probably be no disagreement in th 
future; upon amendment No. 145 for the resurvey of lands j 
Grant and Hooker Counties, Nebr.; upon amendment No, 2 
relating to the appropriation for the dry dock at Puget Sound: 
upon amendment No. 21, relating to the Bureau of American 
Republics; upon amendment No. 270,relating to the librarian 
the law library of Congress; upon a:uendment No. -77, relations 
to the Government Printing Office site; upon amendments Nos. 
278 and 279, relating tothe Atlanta Exposition; and upon 
ment No. 280, in regard to arid lands. 

In regard to the arid-lands amendment the House have p) 
posed a substitute,and in regard to the Government Printi 
Otfice the House have proposed a substitute. They propose to 
recede from their disagreement to the Senate amendment with 
an amendment striking out the Senate amendment and substi- 
tuting another. It is the same way with reference to amend- 
ments No. 278 and No. 279, relating to the Atlanta Exposition 

I ask that the conference report may be concurred in. and t} 
the question in regard to theamendments disagreed to will co 
up. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I should like to inquire of the Senator f: 
Missouri what became of Senate amendment No. 11,I think it 

Mr. COCKRELL. That I stated as the first item of disag: 
ment. That was disagreed to and is still disagreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ifa vote is now taken on the amendment 
that were agreed to it, will leave the disputed amendments 0} 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want the Senate simply to concur in t 
report of the committee of conference, and that settles th 
amendments which have been agreed to in conference, and leay 
all the others open. 

Mr.SHERMAN. To that I have no objection at all. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to know what becomes of the amendment 
< the Senate relating to one months extra pay for the e 
ployés. 

Mr.COCKRELL. That was agreed to be stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring 
the conference report. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I notice that the item for the Bur 
American Republics is one upon which there is a d sagreen: 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is amendment No. 261, and is in d 
agreement. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish tocall the attention of the Sena' 
from Missouri to the fact that that amendment was reported 
the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate, and it i 
important that thatamount or some portion of it shall be gr 
if that Bureau is to be miintained in accordance with the « 
ing understanding with the other American republics. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, before the vote is t 
I wish to occupy the attention of the Senate for asingle mo 
When this bill was under consideration in the Senate | 
certain inquiries concerning the paragraph to be found on p1 
102, which reads as follows: 

Support and medical treatment of destitute patients: For the supp 
medical treatment of ninety-iive medical and surgical patients who are 


titute, in the city of Washington. under a contract to be made with t 
Providence Hospita! by the Surgeon-General of the Army. $19,000, 


T inquired how it happened that it required $19,000 to ta 
care in that hospital of ninety-five medical and surgical patien' 
using the pre ise language of the bill. I further inquired cv! 
cerning that item, how it happened that the General Gov 
ment was re j;uired to pay this entire appropriation, why it wa: 
not, as in similar appropriations, arranged that the treas ry | 
the District should pay one-half and the Treasury of the Unite 
States one-half. 

No direct answer was made to my inquiry; but a day or two 
after. at a time when I was necessarily absent from the Cham! 
the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] made a statemen! 
to the Senate in reference to this matter, somewhat criticis/ng 
the language I had used. I understand he made the statemen: 
at the request of the authorities of the Providence Hospital. | 
do not find fault with anything that was said by the Senator 
from Ohio, but [ want now to say. inasmuch as I have received 
a great many letters concerning this matter, and there seems 10 
be very peculiar sensitiveness somewhere in regard to it, tha! [ 
was not mistaken in making the inquiry, basing it upon the 
language of the bill itself, ‘for the support and medical treat- 
ment of ninety-five medical and surgical patients.” 








1894. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. S45] 





AsI understand the matter, instead of ninety-five patients 
being cared for, the hospital provides ninety-five free beds for 
the treatment of medical and surgical patients, which is a very 
different matter altogether. If that language had been used in 
the proposed act, and it had said ‘‘ for the maintenance of ninety- 
five free beds for destitate medical and surgical patients,” I 
never would have made the inquiry I did 

I am still of opinion, Mr President, thatrequiring the Gen- 
eral Government to pay this entire amount both to that hos- 
pital and to the Garfield Memorial Hospital is a dangerous de- 
parture from the custom of the Government heretofore, and 
which it has applied in the matter of appropriations for the 
other hospitals and charities of the District. a 

This is all I care to say upon the matter. However, I wish to 
sav one word in reference to an amendment that was put upon 
the bill on the motion of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor- 
GAN], providing $2,60) for an elevator in the Home for Incur- 
ables, but which I find has been stricken out by the conferees. 
It is just possible that Senators generally have little knowledge 
of the Home for Incurables in the District of Columbia. The:s 
building is situated on Georgetown Heights, directly back of the 
beautiful residence of Mr. Blount. The land was donated by a 
charitable lady whose name, I think, up to the present time has 
been withheld from the public. 

Money was collected to construct the building, and a board of 
directors, largely, | think, composed of ladies, one of them be- 


asked nor received one penny either from the General Govern- 
ment nor from the funds of the District of Columbia; and when 
they come here upon the presentation of a case as made by the 
Senator from Alabama, asking a pittance of $2,600 to putan ele- 
vator in that beautiful charity so that the patients on the sec- 
ond and third floors may be permitted the privilege of stepping 
upon the ground a few times before they leave earth, it strikes 
me as being a very remarkable circumstance that the conferees 
on the t of the Senate agreed to allow that item to goout of 
the bik, 

Lam not going to make any motion concerning it. I appre- 
hend thatall the matters connected with the hospitals and chari- 
table institutions of the District will be reviewed before another 
Congress, and I hope that in the future appropriations made by 
Congress the Home for Incurables will not be ignored, as it cer- 
tainly has been ignored by the action of the conferees upon the 
bill under consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, one word. I hope the 
Senator from New Hampshire will see that these items are 
brought up for consideration in connection with the District of 
Columbia appropriation bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will gladly do so. 

Mr.COCKRELL. That was the principal point made in this 


case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the report. of the com nittee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. SAERMAN. I move that the Senate recede from its 
amendment numbered 217, which provides for purchasing a site 
for the Government Printing Otfice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Ohio that the Senate recede from its amend- 
ment numbered 277. The amendment wilt be stated. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Houss of Representatives agreed to 
recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment with an 
amendment: and I ask that the amendment agreed to by the 
House of Representatives may now be read. Then the Senate 
will see what is before it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. IL have no objection to its being read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read the amend- 
ment proposed by the House of Representatives. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That the House recedes from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 277 to the said bill and agrees to the same with an amenu- 


ment. inwhich said amnendment the concurrence of the Senate is requested, 
~ = In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the fol- 
owing: 

“That in order to procure a suitable site for a building to be used asa Gov- 
ernment Printing Oitice the Secretary of the Treasury aad the Public Printer 
are hereby authorized and direcied to purchase from the owners thereof tae 
following described real estate, situate in Wasbington City. D C.. namely: 
Beginning at the southeast corner of square 64. at the intersection of North 


G street aud North Capitol street, thence running north 175 feét 3 inches, to | 


an alley 30 feet wide, running east and west through said square 624; thence 
West along the south line of said alley 336 feet to a point immediately south 
of the sou: hwest corner of the siteof the Government Printing Office, as now 
located; thence directly south to a point on the northern side of North G 
Street, and thence eastalong thesouthern bound: of said square on NorthG 
Street to the place of beginniug, except an — feet wide runn north 
and south from the al.ey 30 feet wide, hereiube named, to North G street, 


which alley is hereby declared to be closed, and shall apne and 
used ag. a part of the site of the building to be located on real estate. 
In case the Secretary of the Treasury and the Public Printer shall, within 





ing the daughter of a distinguished Senator, have looked after 
the poor people who are sent there to die. They have never 


thirty days after the passage of this act, be unable to purehase this land at 
&@ reasonable price, they saail make application by petition to the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia, at any general or special term thereof, 
for the condemn.tion of such land and for the qucurtalansent of its value 
Such petition shall contain a particular description of the property, with 
the names of the owner or owners ani their residences, so far as the same 
can be ascertained, together with a description of the land proposed to be 
condemned, and thereupon the said court is authorized and required to elite 


all such owners and all other persons interested to appear in said court 
within a reasonable time to answer the said petition; and if it shall appear 
to the court that there are any owners or other persons interested Who are 
under legal disability, the court shall cause public notice to be given of the 
time at which the said court will proceed with the matter of condemnation: 
ani at such time, if it shall appear that there are any persons under disa 
bility who have either appeared or not appeared. the court shall appoint 
guardians ad liter foreach of such persons, and the court shall there rpon 
proceed to appoint three capable and disinterested commissioners to ap 


praise the vai.ue of the respective interests of all persous named in plain 

tif’s petition. Such commissioners shall thereupon, after being duly sworn 
for the proper performance of their duties, examine the premises sought to 
be condemned and hear the persons in interest who may appear be ore them 
and ascertain their appraisement of the value of the interests of a.) person 

respectively in such land; and when such report shall have been contirmed 
by the court, the President of the United States shall, if he thinks the pub- 
lic interest requires it, cause payment to be made to the respective persons 
entitled, according to the a of the court, and in case any of such 
persons are under legal disability, or can not be found, or neglect to receive 
ayment, the money due to them shall be deposited in the Treasury of the 

nited States to their credit, uniess there shall be persons lawfully author 

ized to receive the same under the direction of the court: and when such 
payments are so made, or the amounts belonging to persons to whom pay 

ment shall not be made are so deposited, the real estate described in the pe 
tition shall be deemed to be condemned, and taken by the United States for 
public use. 

The sum of $250,000, appropriated by the act entitled “An act making ap 
propriations for the sundry clvil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1831, and for other purposes," approved August 30, 15.4, 
is hereby reappropriated and made available. and in addition thereto the 
sum of $75,000, or any part thereof, agereerions in this act for the repairs 
of the present Government Printing Orfice building, are hereby made avai! 
able, together with thefurther sum of %1,000. for the purchase of said Lind 
and the erection of a building or buildings thereon for the use of the Gov 
ernment Printing Office and for each and every purpose connected with the 
construction of such building or buildings. 

The Chief of Engineers of the Army ts hereby authorized and directed, 
under the supervision of the Secretary of the Treasury and the Pubiie Prin 
ter, during the present fiscal year. to grect a building or buildings for the 
use of the Government Printing Office, plans for which are to be prepared 
by him, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Public Printer. 


Mr. DOLPH. Eshould like to inquire what it is that has been 
read? 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I will state to the Senator. The Senator 
from Missouri {|Mr. COCKRELL} asks the Senate to agree to 
the proposition made by the House of Representatives in the 
nature of a substitute for the amendment of the Senate num- 
bered 277, which was passed upon by the House of Representa- 
tives, although it was not put in formally after the disagree- 
ment occurred. I am satisfied that the prope: way to dispose of 
this matter is to drop it from the conierence report. [t isa 
great abuse on the purt of the Committee on Appropriations 
and also on the part of the two Houses to put in appropriation 
bills long le rislative provisions; and that remark applies to 
either the proposition of the Senate or the proposition of the 
House of Represeatatives on this subject. It is very common 
now to insert long legislative provisions in appropriation bills; 
it is a habit which has grown up very largely of late years, al- 
though it has always existed more or less. 

The appropriation for the purchase of what is called the Ma- 
hone tract was adovted by a very large majority of the Senate, 
and the identical proposition which is now presented to us has 
b-en re ected by tae Senate. So that the House is definitely in 
favor of one proposition and the Senate is definitely in favor of 
another. It would seem to me, therefore, that it is but right 
and proper under the circumstances to drop both propositions 
at this time and allow thisimportant sundry civil appropriation 
bill to pass and become a law without this controversy interfer- 
ing with it. 

lam glad to notice that the Committee on Appropriations 
have inserted a provision for improving the present building so 
that it may be put in a safe and secure condition, and that the 
Public Printer is authorized. under the direction of the Joint 
Committee on Printing, to rent necessiry buildings for the use 
of the Printing Otfice, and that $75,000 has been appropriated 
for those-purposes. I am told by the Senator having charge of 
the bill that that amount has been reduced to %$0U,0U0, or some- 
thing like that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will ascertain in a moment and inform 
the Senator. He refers to amendment numbered 276. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Atall events,amp e provision is made by a 
specific sum to protect the present Printing O'lice against 
danger from fire or against falling. There has been great fear 
expres#éd by the officersin charge of the Printing Office and 
by many of the people who work there that the buiiding is un- 
safe and may fall at any time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will state to the Senator that the ap- 
propriation was finally agreed to as put in by the Senate of $75,- 
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Mr. SHERMAN. So that there is no haste now and the $75,- 
000 is to be disbursed under the charge of the Chief Engineer 
of the Army, and no doubt the present building can be put in a 
condition of safety. 

I am utterly opposed to the proposition of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and | am surprised that there should be any favor 
shown either in the House or in the Senate for a building upon 
the old site, a crowded locality, surrounded by buildings. Sev- 
eral buildings will have to be torn down inorder that the ground 
may be occupied again by other buildings, and it will be in a 
narrow, cramped place, insufficient in extent. 

Whether the Makone lot, or what is called the baseball lot, 
or the lot near the Capitol is taken, some place ought to be taken 
which is entirely detached, and not surrounded by other build- 
ings. Sol think it would be a great deal better to leave this 
matter entirely to the judgment of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and have them consider it. Therefore 
I move that the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 

77 


Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Ohio spoke of the Sen- 
ate having voted amendment numbered 277 into the bill by a 
very large majority. The Senate sometimes changes its mind. 
In the first session of the Fiftieth Congress the Senate inserted 
u pee a deficiency aepeepe eee bill a provision for the selection 
of ground around tke Public Printing Office the same as the 
amendment now proposed by the House, and insisted upon it, 
but the House would not agree toit. Again, in the second ses- 
sion of the Fiftieth Congress, the Senate by a decisive majority 
agreed to another amendment on the sundry civil appropriation 
bill to select the ground around the present Government Print- 
ing Office for the completion of the necessary buildings for the 
accommodation of the Public Printer. We twice insisted upon 
that proposition, but finally had to yield. 

The Senate subsequently changed its mind and selected an- 
other location. The House of Representatives has now come 
back to the original proposition which the Senate made. I 
think it isa very wise and just conclusion to which the House 
has come. Ithasagreed toselect the ground around the present 
Goreme Printing Office so as to have all the buildings to- 
gether. 

The controversy will arise, if we recede from this amendment, 
what will become of the House amendment? Willitfall? The 
Senator doubtless means that it shall fall; and I do not say that 
that will not be the effect, for I think it will be the effect. If 
the Senate amendment is disagreed to the entire provision is 
stricken out. So that the question comes before the Senate 
purely as to whether the Senate will accept the amendment of 
the House of Representatives and locate the Printing Office on 
the lands adjoining the present site, or whether we shall insist 
on purchasing the Mahone lot, as it is called, in order to renew 
the struggle again and keep the question open for all eternity. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I think I can discuss this ques- 
tion without the slightest personal feeling in the world. I have 
nothing but the kindliest sentiments toward Gen. Mahone. I 
admire the persistency with which he has pusmeee his object in 
regard to this matter. If it were an original question I might 
support the perenne of the Mahone lot, that is to say, if the 
Government had no printing office location and owned no prop- 
erty which could be used for that purpose now. 

I have endeavored, as I said to the Senate before, as the chair- 
man of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, tolook 
upon this question simply as I would look upon a question of busi- 
ness for myself. I do not think that I have aright to use the 
money of the people in order to subserve the personal objects or 
aims of anybody. 

A god deal can be said for the Mahone lot and a good deal 
against it, but one thing is absolutely certain—and I told the 
Senate so when this matter was up before—we can agree upon 
nothing except upon the proposition that is now before the Sen- 
ate. I mean the House amendment. 

I found from the House Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds —I can speak of this, because it is a joint committee — 
that they were unalterably opposed to the purchase of the Ma- 
hone lot. A majority of them were also opposed to ert 
the present site of the Printing Office. They finally offered to 
us a proposition to purchase the lot upon which the Senate sta- 
bles and the engine house are located, just below the Capitol. 
That was rejected by the Senate, and so we are remitted to 
the single question of whether we shall compromise upon the 
improvement of the present site, where the Governmentalready 
owns more than 60,000 square feet of property, and w it has 
a building, a tof which can be used efficiently f © pur- 

ses of a printing office, or allow this matter to remain open 
or another ten years, as it has been for ten years past. That is 
the whole question. 

The Senator from Ohio raises the point that this is general 
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legislation on an appropriation bill. The Senator ought to 
have raised that point the other day when he and others by 
their votes inserted a provision for the purchase of the Mahone 
lot in this same appropriation bill. But, Mr. President, that 
question ought not to be raised, in view of the facts which sur- 
round this case. J have letters in my possession, one of them 
published in the report made by me as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, from Mr. Palmer, the 
former Public Printer, in which he declared that the H stree} 
wing of the present building was unsafe and imperiled life day 
by day and night by night. 7 

I have another letter from the present Public Printer, Mr. 
Benedict, in which he repeats the statement, and says he wil] 
not be responsible if that building is left in its present condi- 
tion. We have spent thousands of dollars in trying to make it 
safe, I have gone over it from top to bottom, and I know we have 
braced it with iron girders and with all kinds of contrivances 
and means; yet under the working of the heavy machinery and 
the rush by employés, which may take place at any time to that 
part of the building, great loss of life may occur any day. Do 
we want another such scandal as we had in regard to the old 
Ford’s Theater which fell? Do we want Congress again lam- 
pooned and a officers indicted for murder? 

Mr. President, it isnot a personal question; it is a question of 
plain, common business sense. Wecan by the presentexpenii- 
ture of $75,000 prevent in the course of eight or twelve months, 
as Gen. Casey informs me, any danger; we can at the same time 
perfect the plan for a large Printing Office suitable to this Goy- 
ernment, and we can do it as a private man would do it, upon 
business principles, by using property which we already own. 
The employés of the Government Printing Office are located al! 
around this building. That is one inducement to accept the 
House amendment. 

The Senator from Ohio tells us that it would be putting the 
Public Printing Office into a narrow and cramped place. | have 
been with the Joint Committee on Public Buildings and Groun's 
over that square, and know that wecan obtain all the ground 
want at reasonable prices, with wide streets upon three sides; 
for five or six thousand dollars more, to give us an open space of 
40 or 50 feet upon the other side. 

The present Printing Office is located in a part of the city en- 
tirely healthy, whatever may be said tothe contrary. It is con- 
veniently located, because it can be but a very short time until 
there will be a railroad on North Capitol street, and then there 
= be direct access between the Capitol and the Printing Of- 

ce. 

Sir, I have no more doubt that the proper thing for Congress 
to do now is toadopt the proposition of the House of Represent- 
atives than I have in regard to my own existence. 

What will be the result if this amendment is rejected? The 
question will be left open; Congress adjourns ina few weeks, 
at any rate, if not in a few days, and this standing scandal and 
reproach upon the Government of the United States will be left 
here. Is it possible that we are to add to the charge of inca- 
pacity, already so freely made, the shameful one that we are 
unable to provide a Printing Office for the employés of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, in the face of what is known to 
every intelligent man that by day and night we are in danger 
of bringing upon ourselves the charge of acrime because we 
leave that building in its present condition? 

I have done and said all I could. I have foregone personal 
feeling and personal association, and withstood personal appeal 
in order to do what I honestly believe is the duty of Congress 
in this present conjuncture, and I appeal to Senators to look at 
the facts as they stare us in the face and to do the only thing 
which is possible to be done to give immediate relief at this 
time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have put myself on rec- 
ord so often in favor of the amendment which has come to us on 
this bill, indorsed by the conferees on the part of the House oi! 
Representatives, that perhaps it is unnecessary for me to add 1 
single word; and yet I shall detain the Senate a moment by re- 
calling to their attention once more the advantages which the 
present proposition has over any other proposition which has 
been presented to Congress, and the urgent necessity of some 
action, not next year, but this moment, that Congress and the 
country may be saved from what the Senatorfrom Missouri (Mr. 
Vest} has properly characterized as a possible crime. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] calls attention to the 
fact that the Senate had passed favorably by a large majority 
the proposition to purchase the so-called Mahone lot, while the 
House of Representatives had taken different grounds and had 
advocated some different proposition. The House of Repre- 
sentatives, Mr. President, ah heretofore put itself in oppos! 
tion not only to the Mahone lot, but I think in opposition to the 
enlargement of the existing plant, and through its committee 











1894. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 8453 


auepenemna aS 








of the present Congress recommended that the Government | can not dispose of the House amendment by simply receding 

Printing Office should be located upon one of the public reser- | from its original amendment to the sundry civil bill. 

vations, something which I apprehend Congress would never Mr.SHERMAN. The conference committee of the House of 
rmit to become an accomplished fact. The House of Repre- | Representatives have never acted upon this proposition. The 

sentatives has receded from that contention and has consented | House of Representatives have expressed an opinion. That is 

to an appropriation for the purchase of ground adjacent to the | all. There is no amendment pending to the proposition in the 

existing printing house, so that we may get speedy relief from | formal sense of the word ‘‘amendment.” 

the emergency and the imminent danger which exist to the | Mr. HARRIS. It isa fact, however, that the House of Rep- 

lives of the 3,000 men and women employed in that great work- | resentatives amended the Senate amendment. Is that not true? 





shop. 

The present Public Printer in a recent interview called atten- 
tion to the danger which surrounds the employés in the print- 
ing house. The employés themselves have petitioned Congress 
for relief, setting forth in language more eloquentand more im- 

ressive than I can use, not only the necessity but the duty of 
ongress to come to their rescue. 

I have heretofore called attention to the fact that on the point 
of economy no proposition has ever been presented to Congress 
which compares with the proposition to purchase land adjacent 
to the present printing house. 

Ishall not say that if I could see relief possible, within the 
next year even, in the direction of a magnificent printing house 
on a great square of ground which would compare, for instance, 
with the Congressional Library which is being erected, [ should 
not be willing to vote for the motion of the Senator from Ohio 
and defer this matter asingle year; but the attitude of the House 
of Representatives and the divided sentiment of the Senate per- 
suade me to believe that unless we make some provision this 
year in this bill for a printing house the matter will be delayed 
very likely a great many years to come. 

The House of Representatives has come to the position which 
avery respectable minority of the Senate held when the vote 
was takenafew weeksago. There isachance now for an agree- 
ment between the two Houses; there is a chance to obtain relief 
in a direction which is recommended by at least two Public 
Printers—the one now in possession of the office and the one who 
has recently retired; a site recommended by the present accom- 
plished foreman of printing, who knows more about the Print- 
ing Office than any other man living and who has as deep an in- 
terest in this matter as any man can possibly have; a site which 
I know commends itself to the practical printers of the city of 
Washington and to the men directly connected with the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office. We have there nearly $300,000 worth 
of property, as good as money can construct, which will be saved 
if we make this appropriation. 

It seems to me that good business judgment: it seems to me 
that the dictates of common sense; it seems to me that the de- 
mands of humanity, so far as the employés are concerned, call 
upon us to-day to recede from the position which we have here- 
tofore held and agree with the House of Representativesin mak- 
ing this appropriation for this very desirable purpose. 

Mr. President, I can not add anything towhat was so forcibly 
said by the Senator from Missouri; I can not add much to what 
I have heretofore said on this question, which touches my heart 
very deeply, and which eguetie to my sense of justice and of 
humanity as has no question which has come before the Senate 
during my term of service heretofore. I hope the motionof the 
Senator from Ohio will not receive a majority vote of the Sen- 
ate, and that we may agree with the House of Representatives 
in making this appropriation and in relieving ourselves from the 
stigma which already rests upon us, in refusing to these 3,000 
men and women the protection which they have a right to de- 
mand from us, protection to their lives and to every interest 
which is dear to humanity. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, if I understand the parliamen- 
tary status of the pending question it is this: In the sundry civil 
appropriation bill the Senate incorporated an amendment pro- 
posing to purchase a given plot of ground as a site for the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office. The bill went to the House of Rep- 
resentatives with that and many other amendments, and that 
House amended this particular amendment by agreeing with 
the Senate that they would in this bill select a site for a Print- 
ing Office, but designating and prescribing and proposing to 
take another and adifferent lot. In that condition’of affairs the 
bill went to conference; it comes back from the conference com- 
mittee, and, if I understand the pending question, it is upon the 
motion of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] that the Sen- 
ate recede from its amendment upon the printing lot question. 
If that be the parliamentary status of the question, I propose to 
raise a —— of order upon the motion of the Senator from 
Ohio. Is that the parliamentary status, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). That 


is the question, as the Chair understands it. 

Mr.HARRIS. Very well. ThenI raise the question of order 
that when the House has amended the Senate amendment and 
the bill has gone into conference, in that condition the Senate 


| Mr.SHERMAN. No amendment has been offered to it, as I 
understand. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then, does the Senator from Ohio deny that 
the House amended the Senate amendment by designating 
another and a different lot for the Printing Office site. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do say so, and the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. CoCcKRELL], who sits near the Senator from Tennessee, and 
who has charge of the bill, stated substantially the same. This 
is an amendment which has not been acted upon by the confer- 

| ence. Therefore, in order to remove the dispute from the con- 
ference, I propose on behalf of the Senate that the Senate re- 
cede from the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. As the conference report is at the desk let 
the Secretary read the action of the House of Representatives 
in respect to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That has been done in full already. How- 
ever, it may be read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 277 to the said bill and agrees to the same with an amend- 
ment, in which said amendment the concurrence of the Senate is requested, 
s — In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment, insert the fol 

owing. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I understand that amendment has not been 
presented to or been acted upon by the conferees. The matter 
is entirely open between the conferees. No action has been 
taken by the conferees upon the subject and it is still pending 
in that position. The Senate has an unquestionable right to re- 
cede. It has been done over and over again. 

Mr.HARRIS. It isan amendment with an amendment which 
. — by the conference committee. Is not that the status 
of it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the way I understand it. 

Mr. HARRIS. If it be the action of the House, amending a 
Senate amendment, I assert with absolute confidence that the 
Senate can not dispose of the House amendment to its amend- 
ment by the method suggested by the motion of the Senator 
from Ohio. If it be an amendment proposed by the conference 
committee, then itisa matter within the discretion of a majority 
of the Senate. I should be glad to ascertain the exact fact. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that asthe 
Chair understands the proposition the sundry civil bill passed 
the other House; it came to the Senate, and an amendment was 
put upon it providing for the purchass of a certain lot. The 
bill went back to the House of presentatives, and the House 
agreed to the Senate amendment with an amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Chair will pardon me, the [House 
agreed to the amendment by striking it all out and inserting 
something else. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is anamendmenttoaSenateamendment, 
and the Senate can not dispose of the House amendment by sim- 
ply undertaking to recede from the amendment to which the 
House has attached an amendment. There is an authority in 
Jefferson's Manual 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state, if the 
Senator from Tennessee will permit, that the Chair understands 
that the House agreed to the Senate amendment with an amend- 
ment. Then the question would be upon agreeing or disagree- 
ing to the House amendmentand notupon receding. The Chair 
is of opinion 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not very familiar with the rules, but I 
do not see how the House can agree toan amendment by striking 
it out. That seems to be an anomaly. It can not agree to an 
amendment by striking it out and putting on the bill a propo- 
sition entirely different. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to sug- 
gest to him how I think the House can do exactly that thing? 
The Senate amendment presents a new feature, anew subject- 
matter, and the Senate incorporates it in a House bill. The 
House agrees to it to the extent of saying ‘‘ This is a proper sub- 
ject-matter to be dealt with in the bill, and by the bill, and we 
submit an amendment which designates another and a different 
lot to be selected in place of the one the Senate amendment 
selects.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Here is a sufficient answer to the point 
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made by the Senator from Tennessee. Theconferees themselves 
have reported a disagreement upon amendment numbered 277. 
The action of the other House has not yet been presented to the 
conferees. I ask for the reading of the report of the committee 
of conference, where it states distinctly the action of the con- 
ferees on amendment numbered 277. 

Mr. HARRIS. I quite understand. The Secretary need not 
read from the report to establish the fact that this is a question 
of disagreement between the twoHouses. But the Senator from 
Ohio can not remove the disagreement by undertaking to re- 
cede from a Senate amendment that has been stricken out and 
a different lot selected by a House amendment, which istheonly 
question now pending before the conferees of the two Houses. 

Mr. SHERMAN. While these amendments are pending be- 
tween the two Houses, either Housecan recede. Theright isin- 
herent in a legislative body, if a proposition which it has made 
is disagreed to or some substitute offered, to recede from that 
proposition and say, “if you will not agree to it, well and good.” 

Mr. HARRIS. Either House may recede from itsown amend- 
mont, but the amendment of the Senate is not now a pending 
question before the conferees, except so far as it presents the 
issue between the two lots. The Senate can not recede from 
the Hguse amendment. ‘The Senate has no power over that 
amendment except to agree to it, or disagree to it, or amend it. 
The Senator from Ohio proposes to recede from the origin of 
this question, when the matter has advanced a step beycnd his 
power to control it, except by such compromise as a committee 
of conference may agree to, and as the two Houses may agree to. 
He can not getrid of the question by a motion to recede from 
the Senate amendment, which was the original starting point 
and the beginning of this question. 

Mr. DOLYPH. Mr. President, I desire to state what I under- 
stand to be the parliamentary condition of the matter. The 
Senate placed in the bill an amendment proposing to purchase 
the Mahone lot. The Housedisagreed to the amendment. The 
disagreement was submitted to a conference, and the conference 
committee has reported a d ent as to this amendment. 
The bill is in the.possessionof the Senate, and being in the pos- 
session of the Senate,and the report of the conference commit- 
tee being of a disagreement as to this amendment, the matter 
is before the Senate, it appears to me, for its action. 

The action of the House upon this amendment was not sub- 
mitted by the conference committee. It comes here asa sepa- 
rate proposition. It had not been read to the Senate when the 
Senator from Ohiomoved to recede from the Senate amendment 
to the biil, a motion which I claim was in order, the bill being 
before the Senate by a report of the conference committee disa- 
greeing to the amendment. 

Now, if we admit the right of the House, which I think is ex- 
tremely doubtful, acting by itself and not through the report 
of a conference committee, to entirely change a Senate amend- 
ment and send it as ase a to the Senate for its 
action, it does not necessarily follow thatsuch consideration has 
to precede the motion of the Senator from Ohio. 

That motion was in order the moment the Senate conferees 
had reported a disagreement as to the amendment under con- 
sideration. The communication from the House of Representa- 
tives was not read to the Senate until the Senator from Ohio 
made his motion and it was under discussion. To hold that a 
member of the Senate would be precluded from moving that 
the Senate shall recede from its amendment, because the House 
has taken some action concerning the amendment independent 
of the conference committee and communicated it to the Sen- 
ate, it seems to me is not correct. 

Mr. PLATT. Amendment numbered 277 to the sundry civil 
bill was put in by the Senate and was disagreed to by the other 
House. Then the bill went into conference. The conferees 
agreed on certain amendments, but disagreed as to that amend- 
ment of the Senate. The conference report then went to the 
other House, and the House accepted the report and undertook 
to amend the bill in a different way from what the Senate had 
amended it. In other words, they undertook to strike out of 
the bill the amendment which the Senate had put in the bill 
and to insert the amendments which they propose. I insist 
that that can not be done by the House in the present stage of 
the bill. The only way in which the Senate amendment can be 
shifted around inte another amendment is through the action 
of a conference committee recommending it and the report of 
the conference committee being concurred in by both Houses. 

I do not believe that the House had any right to do what they 
have done, to strike out the Senate amendment. How could 
they do it? They could disagree to the amendment, but they 
could not strike it out and put in another amendment. The 
only way that that is ever done in Congress is through the ac- 
tion of a conference committee recommending to both Houses 
tnat it be done, and both Houses then conaenting in the report 
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of the conference committee. But whether that be so or 
not —— 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Connecticut knows that 
conference report can not be amended in either House. 

Mr. PLATT. This is not an attempt to amend a conference 
report. The conferees have disagreed; they are unable to agree 
as to a Senate amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. It is an attempt to amend the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Then when the bill got into the other House 
the House struck out the Senate amendment and put in an 
amendment of their own. 

Mr. FRYE. That is another matter. 

Mr. PLATT. Thatis, they said they agreed to the Senate 
amendment with another amendment, which was an entirely dif 
ferent affair, and proposed to purchase another lot of land upoa 
which the building should be erected. Ido not believe that can 
be done. But whether it can be done or not, the Senator from 
Ohio moves to recede from the Senate amendment, and I belicy. 
that is a perfectly proper way to dispose of the whole matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
the sundry civil bill passed the House of Representatives and 
came to the Senate. An amendment was placed upon it provid- 
ing for the purchase of a certain lot for a Government Printing 
Office. The bill went back to the House. There was a gener: 
disagreement to all of the Senate amendments, and the bill ani 
amendments went into conference. After the conferees h:d 
been in session, the bill was reported back to the House, and 
the amendment now under consideration was offered in the 
House asan amendment tothe Senateamendment. TheSpeakor 
put the question as follows, as shown by the RECORD: 

The question now is on the motion made by the gentleman from Alabam. 
(Mr. BANKHEAD] that the House recede from its disagreement to the Sen 
ate amendment, and agree to it with an amendment which he has offered 

Thereupon the House did recede from its disagreement and 
agreed to the amendment with an amendment. The Chair 
thinks it was entirely competent for the House to do that, and 
that the question is upon agreeing or disagreeing to the House 
amendment. After the House has amended the Senate amend 
ment the Senate can not recede from its own amendment and 
thereby avoid a vote either on agreeing or disagreeing to the 
House amendment. The Chair therefore thinks the motion to 
recede is not in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The parliamentary question is on insisting 
upon the amendment. If this technical point is made, and |! 
think this is the first time it has been made in the parliamen- 
tary history of this or any other country, I will move an amend- 
ment to the pending motion that the Senate insiston its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House except as to the amendmen: 
numbered 277. 

I desire the question to be put in that way. The Senator from 
Missouri, I understand, moves that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments and agree to the further conference asked by tho 
House. Thatis the only form in which the matter can be put. 
Now, instead of that I move that we insist upon all the amend- 
ments except amendment numbered 277. We certainly have 
that right. The Senate of the United States is an equal de 
erative body. We have the right toassist in making laws. Wo 
have the right to make propositions to the other House. Wo 
have madea proposition to the House of Representatives an 
they have declined it. Another proposition, entirely differen' 
is proposed to be adopted. If we are denied the privilege : 
withdrawing our own amendment, then asa matter of cour: 
there is no free conference to be had. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate insist upon 
amendments and accede to the request of the House of Rep 
sentatives for a further conference. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I propose to amend the motion by moving 
that the Senate insist upon all of its amendments except amend 
ment numbered 277. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In other words, the Senator from Ohio 
does not want that amendment to go into conference. : 

Mr.SHERMAN. Ido not want that amendment to go into 
conference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator desires a separate vote on 
that amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT. Allow me to say one further word upon the 
question, for it is a most important one. Let meiilustrate it by 
the tariff bill. The Senate made 634 amendments to the House 
bill. The report of the conference committee was of an entire 
disagreement. Is it claimed that when that proposed legis!a- 
tion went to the other House the House could have gone to work 
and amended every amendment of the Senate in that condition 
of the bill? 

There was but one question before the House, and that was 
whether it would agree or disagree to the amendments of the 
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Senate. It can not betrue thatwhen there has been a disagrec- 
ment, either as to the total numberof amendments to a bill or a 

ortion of them, and a conference committee reports adisagree- 
ment, the House to which it is reported can then go to work 
and amend the amendments of the other body. It would bea 
precedent to be sct in our legislation from which innumerable 
evils would flow. Just think what would have happened to the 
tariif bill if, when adisagreement had been reported by the con- 
ferees, the other House, instead of insisting upon its disagree- 
ment, had gone to work and deliberately attempted to amend 
every amendment of the Senate and sent the bill back to us in 
that condition, and the Presiding Officer had then held that 
every right had been taken away from us except to say whether 
we would agree to the Senate amendments as the House had 
amended them! It is entirely new in parliamentary practice, 
and to my mind is notallowable for a moment. 

Mr, GORMAN. Mr. President, 1 think the decision of the 
Chair is exactly in accordance with parliamentary usages and 
law. I beg to call the attention of the distinguished Senator 
from Connecticut to the facts. The Senate amended the appro- 
priation bill by inserting a provision for the purchase of what is 
known as the Mahone lot. After a full and free conferenee the 
conferees failed to come to an agreement, and that amendment 
among others went back to the House of Representatives for its 
action. There was one of two things only that the House could 
do by its vote. It could either nonconcur in the Senate amend- 
ment or agree to it with or without an amendment. 

Now, Cushing, as Senators will find on page 871, laysdown the 
rule, which has been universal, that one house may recede from 
its disagreement to an amendment or the disagreeing house may 
recedefromits disagreement to the amendment and agree to the 
same absolutely or with anamendment. An amendment may b> 
a substitute or it may be of any character whatever, so that it 
relates to the same subject. Thore never has been any question 
as to the power of either House to do that. The Senate having 
adopted the amendment, if the House had rejected it and it hac 
come back to this body, we could not have amended it in the 
Senate, because it is our amendment; but the other House had 
a perfect right to substitute for the amendment anything upon 
the face of the earth which is kindred to the subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Therecan not be any doubt that the bill is 
before us and that we can withdraw an amendment proposed, if 
we choose to do so. Is it possible that parliamentary law is re- 
duced to an absurdity? The object of a conference is to bring 
about an agreement. When the Senate makes a proposition to 
the House in the form of an amendment, that proposition is in- 
dependent of all the rest. If they say, ‘‘ No; we will not aceept 
that amendment; wo will provide some other site for the print- 
ing house,” ete, and send the measure back to us, the bill is be- 
fore us and we can recede; we can insist and ask for a further 
conference; we can adhere; we can do anything. 

Therefore, I say it is an entire reversal of all ideas of parlia- 
mentary law, the intentionof which is to bring the two Houses 
together, for us to say that we can not withdraw from a propo- 
sition which has been made. The House is allowed to act upon 
it; it has made its alternative proposition, and the bill is sent 
back to us on adisagreement between thetwo Houses. We say, 
‘Very well; if the other House can not agree to that proposi- 
tion we will withdraw it.” That is all there is to it. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iwish tostate the whole case as [ understand 
it. The House, as it had the undoubted right to do, declined to 


accede to our amendment and sent back an amendment to it in 
the nature of a substitute. When the matter reaches this body 
the first proposition necessarily to come before us is for the 
Senate to insist upon all of its amendments disagreed to, and 
send the bill bick for a further conference with the other House. 
If the Senate does not see proper to do that, then for the pur- 
pose of bringing the two Houses together, the first vote, and 
the only vote that can be properly taken, is upon the new prop- 
osition from the other House. If the Senate accedes to it, then 
the amendment becomes a part of the measure. If the Senate 
by & vote says, ‘‘ Nay; we can not take your substitute,” then a 
motion thatthe Senate recede from its original amendment is 
unquestionably in order. I believe that the precedents are all 
one way, not only as to the motion to recede when that stage 
has been reached in the Senate, but after the bill has gone into 
conference and is actually being considered by the conferees; 
= — can recede from an amendment placed by it upon 
Mr. SHERMAN. The bill is not in conference. It has been 
from the conference and is before the Senate. 

-GORMAN. I understand that perfectly, but I say that 
under the rule the House had the right to make the proposi- 


tion. The motion of the Senutor from Missouri is to insist upon 
the amendments and send the bill back toconference. The next 
motion, and the only one that could be voted on in order, would 
be upon the question of agreeing to the House proposition. 


If 
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that is voted down, then a motion to recede would unquestion- 
ably be in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I agree fully with the statement made by 
the Senator from Maryland, with one exception. A motion to 
recede is, for obvious reasons, always first in order, and need 
not wait until after some other action is taken or is declined to 
be taken by the Senate itself. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Missouri made a propo- 
sition a momentago. I do not care anything about the form of 
procedure, provided wo can have a vote. I desire to have a 
separate vote upon tho printing house site proposition, so as to 
determine whether the subject-matter had not better be post- 
poned until next session, that we may have a full and fair ex- 
amination of the question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Idid notapprehend thatany trouble would 
come up. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
numbered 11, 110,118, 119, 127, 128, 133, 134, 145, 233, 261, and 270, 
and agree to the further conference asked by the House of Rep- 
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resentatives on the disagreeing votes thereon. That will leave 
out these other propositions. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Ican callfor a division of the question, | 


will ask for a separate vote on amendment numbered 277. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us get through with these amend- 
ments. I donot includeamendment numbered 277, in reg: 
the Printing Office, or amendments numbered 278 and 27), as to 
the Atlanta Exposition. Neither do Linclude amendment num 
bered 280, which relates to arid lands. Let us first insist upon 
the other amendments, and then the remaining amendments 
will be open. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Missouri that the Senate in- 
sist upon all of its amendments except the four amendments 
named, and accede to the request of the House of Representa- 
tives for a further conference on the disagreeing votes thereon 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. [ask in the case of amendments numbered 
278 and 279, relating to the Atlanta Exposition, that the Senate 
disagree to the amendment proposed and agree to the confer 
ence asked. That will leave amendment numbered 280 open. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Missouri that the Senate disa 
gros to the amendment proposed by the House of Representa- 
tives and accede to the request for a further conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I make the same motion with respect to 
amendment numbered 280,in relation toarid lands. That leaves 
amendment numbered 277,as to the Government Printing Office 
site, alone undisposed of. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Missouri proposes to i 
sist upon that amendment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
» motion of the Senator from Missouri. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER, What is the motion of the Sen 
ator from Missouri as to amendment numbered 271? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the amendment as toasite for th 
Government Printing Office. The Senate understands the m 
ter, and it is for the Senate to determine whut it will do in the 
premises. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
pose to do? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iintended to move that the Senate dis- 
agree to the House amendment and agree to the further confer- 
ence asked. But, then, that is a matter for the Senate to deter- 
mine. 

Mr. LINDSAY. 
amendment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It provides for the purchase of land adja- 
cent to the present site and for the erection of buildings thereon. 
A motion to agree to the amendment of the House of Represent- 
atives would take precedence. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If necessary, i will move that the Senate 
insist upon amendment numbered 277, which will raise the ques- 
tion at once. 

Mr. ALURICH. There are two questions. There will have 
to be a motion made to recede from the Senate amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If we disagree to the proposed amend ment 
and insist upon our amendment, it does notchange the attitude 
of the matter a particle, in my opinion. 

Mr. SHERMAN If the Senator moves to insist upon the 
amendment and that question is determined in the negative, 
then as a matter of course the conferees will have no right to 
insist upon the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In order to save trouble,I move to recede 
from the amendment. That brings the question right up, and 
then there need be only one vote. 
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What does the Senator from Missouri pro- 
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What is proposed to be done by the Ho 
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Mr. COCKRELL. That is precisely the motion which the 
Senator from Ohio made, and it was decided to be out of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. By whom? 

Mr. FRYE. By the Chair. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Without an appeal? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. That ae up the direct question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Kentucky, that the Senate 
concur in the amendment of the House of Representatives to 
the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called), I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN], which I 
transfer to the Senator from South Carolina[Mr. BUTLER]. I 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GORDON. Iam paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
WILSON]. 

Mr. VEST. Iam paired with the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. WASHBURN]. transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. WALSH], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
New Jersey oh SMITH]. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (after have voted in the negative). I in- 
quire if the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] has 
voted? 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I withdraw my vote, being paired with 
that Senator. 

Mr. CAREY (after having voted in the negative). I inquire 
if the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL] has 
voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. CAREY. Iam paired with that Senator, and withdraw 
my vote. 

Mr. PERKINS ((after having {voted in the negative). I in- 
quire if the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. RoAcH] 
has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then I will withdraw my vote, as I am 
paired with the junior Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have been requested to pair on this mo- 
tion with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. DIXON, Has the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
McLAURIN] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. DIXON. Iam paired with that Senator and withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I am paired with the senior Senator 
from Nebraska |Mr. MANDERSON], who is detained by illness 
from the Chamber. If he were present he would vote “ nay,” as 
I am informed, and I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to announce that the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. VooRHEES] is paired with the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. POWER]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (after Mr. BERRY had voted in 
the affirmative). The present occupant of the chair is paired 
_ the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and withdraws 

8 vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—20. 
Bate, Gibson, Pasco, 
Camden, Gorman, . . Peffer, 
Cockrell, Harris, . Turpie, 
Coke, Hill, b» Vest, 
Faulkner, Hunton, Palmer, Vilas. 
NAYS—28. 


Aldrich, Davis, Kyle, Pugh, 
Allen, Dolph, —_ 
Allison, A Mitchell, Oregon m, 
Call, Hale, Patton, Sherman, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Pettigrew, Shoup, 
Chandler, Hawley, Platt, Stewart, 
Cullom, Higgins, Proctor, White. 
NOT VOTING—3%7. 
Berry. Gallinger, Manderson, Squire, 
Blackburn, George, Martin, Teller, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Voorhees, 
Brice, Walsh, 
Butler, A Washburn, 
Caffery, Wilson, 
Wolcott. 
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So the amendment of the House of Representatives to amend- 
ment numbered 277 was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate recede from its 
amendment numbered 277. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Rhode Island that the Senate recede from 
its amendment. 

Mr. VEST. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BATE. Whatis the question? We do not understand 
it over here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Rhode Island that the Senate recede from 
its amendment numbered 277 to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. BERRY’S name was 
called). The present occupant of the chair is paired with the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and would vote ‘nay ” if 
not paired. 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN], and withhold my 


vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). On this ques- 
tion I am paired with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONEs). 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when hisname wascalled). I announce my 
pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was an- 
nounced—yeas 26, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—26. 


Mitchell, Oregon Ransom, 
Patton, Sherman, 
Perkins, Shoup, 
e, Pettigrew, Stewart, 
Hansbrough, Platt, White. 
Cameron, Higgins, Pugh, 
Chandler, Kyle, Quay, 


NAYS—19. 


Bate, Gibson, Jarvis, Pasco, 
Camden, Gorman, Jones, Ark. Peffer, 
Cockrell, Harris, Lindsay, Roach, 
Coke, Hawley, Martin, Vest. 
Faulkner, Hunton, Mills, 

NOT VOTING—40. 


Berry. Gallinger, McMillan, Smith, 
Blackburn, George, McPherson, Squire, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Manderson, Teller, 
Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Morgan, Vilas, 
Morrill, Voorhees, 
Murphy, Walsh, 
Palmer, Washburn, 
ge, Proctor, Wilson, 
Dubois, McLaurin, Power, Wolcott. 
So the Senate receded from its amendment numbered 277. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That places the matter in conference. | 
ask now that the Senate further insist upon its amendments, and 
agree to the further conference asked by the House. 
Mr. CULLOM. It places what matter in conference? 
Mr. ALDRICH. It takesit out of conference. 
Mr. COCKRELL. J mean that it places the bill in confer- 


ence. 
Mr. HARRIS. Before the bill is finally disposed of I should 
be glad to ask the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions as to whether the disagreement in respect to the appro- 
riations for the relief of the sufferers by the Ford’s Theate: 
Nisaster is upon the principle of granting relief at all or as to 
the amount of relief that the Senate has agreed to incorporate 
in the bill. a 
Mr. COCKRELL. The disagreement is first on the principle 
that if we recognize this liability it will make the Government 
liable in cases of accident to railway mail employés, etc., and ex- 
tend the principle of liability of the Government to its employ: s 
beyond anything that hasever beendone. It isalsourged on the 
part of the House conferees that the House have had no oppor- 
tunity of making an investigation into this matter and no time 
to considerit. They have had no committee that has had juris- 
diction of it, and they want time to consider it. Then they ob 
ject in one or two instances where they think that there were 
no relatives so near to the deceased as to entitle them to any 
compensation in the event that compensation should be paid. 
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They are very stubborn in their opposition to this provision, 
which is No. 110, on page 59. 

Mr. HARRIS. As chairman of the committee having charge 
the subject-matter of the sufferers from the Ford’s Theater disas- 
ter I deem it proper to say in this connection that the sufferers 
in the Railway Mail Service or any other Government service 
bear no sort of parallel to the case presented to the two Houses 
of Congress in respect to this case. The Government owned 
the Ford’s Theater. The Government placed five or six hun- 
dred of its employés there to perform their official duties. The 
Government undertook to change thatstructure, and by reason 
of that undertaking and in its execution the building collapsed 
and a number of men were killed instantly by the disaster. A 
number of other employés were more or less seriously injured, 
and many of them very seriously. 

Ishall not undertake to assert that there would notbe a legal 
liability under exactly the same facts occurring between em- 
ployé and employer if they were private individuals and could 
sue each other, but I need not assert the legal liability that ex- 
ists for the injuries thus sustained. Whether there be a legal 
liability or not, no fair-minded man can hesitate to believe and 
act upon the opinion that there is the highest order of equity in 
favor of a fairand reasonable compensation for the injuries sus- 
tained by reason of that accident. The committee of which I 
have the honor to be the chairman are unanimously of that 
opinion, without the shadow of doubt or dissent. 

As to the amount of compensation in the death cases, there 
may be margin for differencesof opinion, but that afair and rea- 
sonable measure of compensation is demanded by every consid- 
eration of equity and justice no fair-minded man can doubt, in 
my opinion. 

From the unfortunate position that I occupy as chairman, I 
am the recipient of the statements of the suffering widows and 
orphans whose fathers and husbands were killed by that disas- 
ter. Most of them are to-day suffering in penury and want. 
Delay is exceedingly hurtful, if it may not be even more fatal 
than hurtful. The Senate amendment merely provides for the 
death cases. The cases of injury require a much larger scope 
and a more accurate investigation than where the persons were 
killed upon the instant. 

Therefore, the committee of which I have the honor to be the 
chairman reported an amendment and asked the Committee on 
Appropriations to incorporate the appropriation to provide for 
the widows and orphans of the persons who were killed there. 
In respect to the injured parties the committee propose to scru- 
tinize and carefully investigate and finally determine according 
to their honest judgment what measure of compensation should 
be granted in each individual case. 

This much I have deemed it due to the position I hold to say 
to the Senate, and having said it, I hope our conferees will give 
itsuch weight as in their judgment they think fair and reason- 
able and right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair.) How 
shall the conferees be appointed? ; 

Mr. COCKRELL and others. By the Chair. — 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate atthe further 
conference, and Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. GORMAN, and Mr. ALLI- 
80N were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, quueutenl that the House had passed 
a joint resolution (H. Res. 217) to continue the provisions of ex- 
isting laws providing temporarily for the expenditures of the 
Government; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

COINAGS LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iask for the adoption of the resolution 
which I sendtothedesk. I hope there will be no oe to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read for 
information. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Committee on Finance 
1,000 cones of the report of the Finance Committee on the coinage laws of 
the United States, fourth edition. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The cost will not be $500. I ask for the 
immediate consideration of the resolution. 
Mr. CULLOM. Let it be passed. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 
TARIFF COMPARISON. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I submit a resolution similar to the one | 
just adopted, and ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Committee on Finance 
1,000 copies of Senate Report No. 559, Fifty-third Congress, 


second session. 
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Mr. FRYE. What does that report relate to? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is the comparison of the tariff and ad- 
ministrative acts of 1890 and House bill 4864 as it passed the 
Senate with the rates of the bill us it passed the House and of 
the Mills bill of 1888, 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a joint resolution from the House of Representatives. 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (H. Res. 217) tocontinue 
the provisions of existing laws providing temporarily for the 
expenditures of the Government. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object to the first reading of the joint res- 
olution. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. ALDRICH subsequently said: I am satisfied, upon an ex- 
amination of the rules, that I could not properly object to the 
first reading of the joint resolution which came from the House 
of Representatives. Therefore I withdraw the objection to the 
first reading, and object to its second reading. 

Moxy COCKRELL. Let it be considered as read the first time, 
then. 

The joint resolution (H. Res.217) to continue the provisions of 
existing laws providing temporarily for the expenditures of the 
Government was read the first time by its title. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made to the sec- 
ond reading of the joint resolution. 


LAWS RELATING TO DISTRICT STREET RAILWAYS. 


Mr. GORMAN. From the Committee on Printing I report 
back with amendments the joint resolution (S. R. 99) to compile 
and publish the laws relating to street railway franchises in the 
District of Columbia, and I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The amendments of the Committee on Printing were, in line 
5, after the word ‘‘Congress,” to insert ‘‘ that may be in force at 
the end of the second session of the Fifty-third Congress;” in 
line 6, after the word ‘‘Columbia,” to insert ‘‘the same to be 
compiled under the direction of the attorney of the District of 
Columbia;” in the same line after the word ‘‘ that,” to fill the 
blank by inserting ‘five hundred;” in line 7, after the word 
‘* Senate,” to fill the blank by inserting “ one thousand;” and at 
the end of the joint resolution add, ‘‘ but the usual number shall 
not be printed;” so as to make the joint resolution read: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United S ates of 
America in Congress assembled, That there be printed and bound into one con 
venient volume, at the Government Printing Office, all the various acts of 
Congress that may be in force at the end of the second session of the Fifty- 
third Congress relating to street railway franchises in the District of Colum- 
bia, the same to be compiled under the direction of the attorney of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; and that 500 copies of the same shall be furnished for the 
use of the Senate, 1,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 


and 1,000 copies for the use of, and distribution by, the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia; but the usual number shall not be printed. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THE COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 


Mr. GORMAN. I report from the Committee on Printing a 
resolution, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theresolution will be read for 
information. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolwed, That the Committee on Printing be, and is hereby, authorized 
to sit during the coming recess for the performance of any and all duties 
devolving upon it. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no expenditure involved in the reso- 
lution. It is the usual and necessary provision for the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


SENATE EMPLOYES AT MALTBY BUILDING.. 
Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 


| considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he hereby is, authorized to 
continue the present session employés at the Maltby Building, authorized 


| under resolution of July 26, 1892, during the coming recess of Congress. 


Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, August 14, 1894, at 12 
o’clock m. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATTV ES. 
MonpDay, August 13, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Rev. W. E. 
PARSON, D. D. 
The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the consideration ofa 
joint resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A joint resolution (H. Res.217) tocontinue the provisions of existing laws 
providing temporarily for the expenditures of the Government. 


Resolved by the Senateand House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assemoled, That the provisions of the joint resolutions 
approved June 29 and way $1, 1894, providing temporarily for the expendi- 
tures of the Government, be, and the same are ae. extended and contin- 
ued in full foreceand effect to and including the 24th day of August, 1894. 


Mr. SAYERS. I will state for the information of the House 
that the resolution and the amended resolution, which have 
been adopted, extending the appropriations will expire to-mor- 
row, and I do not believe itis possible for us to agree upon the 
sundry civil bill to-morrow in time to reach the President. I 
therefore ask the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Why not make it the 14th instead 
of the 24th? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does the gentleman think the ex- 
tension of ten days is long enough? 

Mr.SAYERS. Abundance. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Give yourselves plenty of time. 

The SPEAKER. Is 'there objection to the consideration of 
the resolution? [After a cumand The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is that an extension of the appropriations 
for ten days. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

‘The resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and .passed. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 
ports. ; 

SALE OF LAND IN MONTGOMERY COUNTY, MD. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committeeon M Affairs, re- 
orted favorably the bill (S. 2118) authorizing the sale of title of 

nited States to « tract of land in Montgomery County, in the 
State of Maryland, te William H.and George Bobinger; which 
was referred to the Union Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 20¥) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to deliver condemned cannon to Asher 
Gaylord Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Plymouth, Pa., 
and to Eckley B. Coxe Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Freeland, Pa.; which was referred to the Union Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported favorably the bill ( H. R. 7873) disposing of two condemned 
cannon; which was referred to the Union Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

YUMA, COLO. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOSN, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
reported the bill H. R. 7955 as substitute for the bill (H.R. 5713) 
to perfect the title to a quarter section of land in the town of 
Yuma, Colo.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

“he bill H. R. 5713 was ordered to lie on the table. 
ERRONEOUS ENTRY OF LANDS. 

Mr. MADDOX, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
ported favorably the bill (H. R. 7916) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to correct errors where double allotments of land 
have erroneously been made to an Indian, to correct errors in 
patents, and for other purposes; which wasreferred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

NORTHERN MISSISSIPPI RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr, CURTIS of Kansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
reported back the bill (H.R. 7450) granting to the Northern 
Mississippi Railway Company right of way through certain In- 
disn reservations in Minnesota. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask that that bill lie 


= the table, the Senate bill having passed the House last Thurs- 
ny. 
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The SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be mado 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. F 


MISSOURI, OKLAHOMA AND TEXAS RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, from the Committee on Indian A ffairs 
reported with amendments the bill (H. R. 5651) to authorize the 
Missouri, Oklahoma and Texas Railway Company to construc 
ana operate railway, telegraph, and telephone lines through the 
Indian Territory and Territory of Oklahoma; which was re 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state o! 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
printed. 


OKLAHOMA CENTRAL RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, from the Committee on Indian Af 
fairs, reported with amendment the bill (H. R. 5624) to autho 
ize the Oklahoma Central Railway Company to construct and 
operate a railway through the Indian and Oklahoma Territories 
and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with +! 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

DAMS ACROSS ST. LOUIS AND CLOQUET RIVERS. 

Mr. LYNCH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
the bill H. R. 7956 as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 6022) to au- 
thorizethe construction of certain dams across the St. Louisand 
Cloquet Rivers, in the State of Minnesota, and for other pur- 

oses; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
ouse on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanyi 
report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas submitted the views of the minority 
which were also ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEW ORLEANS. 


Mr. McKAIG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported favorably the bill (H.R. 7022) to provide { 
a public building at New Orleans, La.; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Unio: 
and, with the accompanying repoy ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING Ai  &ADFORD, PA. 


Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsyivania, from the Committee on Pub 
lic Buildings and Grounds, reported favorably the bill (H.R 
2676) to provide for the erection of a public building at Brai- 
ford, Pa.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

MARYLAND AND WASHINGTON RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the District of Colum)i: 
reported back with a favorable recommendation a joint reso 
tion (H. Res. 202) to extend the charter of the Maryland a 
Washington Railway Company; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW J. CURTIS AND MARY E. CURTIS. 


Mr. POST, from the Committee on the District of Columbi 
reported back with a favorable recommendation a joint re: 
tion (S. 2269) providing for the reconveyance by District © 
missioners of certain lands to Andrew J. Curtis and Mary & 
Curtis: which was referred to the Committee of the W 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompan: 
ey ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BAILEY). 
the call of committees for reports. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. Speaker, has the regular order 


This comp! 


Mr. BURROWS. 
called? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has not. 
Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent for the passage « 
the Senate joint resolution, which | send to the desk |S. R. >, 
for the relief of William D. Mack. a clerk in the Record and 

Pension Division of the War Department. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of this resolution? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let it be read. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved dy the Senate and House of Representatives, ete., That William D 
Mack, acierk in the Record and Pension Office, and a veteran of the late 
war, who lost both feet in a railroad aceident while returning from the ar 
niversary ceremonies of the battle of Gettysburg. on July 4 last, is hereby 
exempted from the operation of so much of the act approved March 3, |*\, 
making appropriations for legislative. executive, ani judicial expenses 
the Government for the fiscal year ending J une 30, 1894, as limits the amou! 
of sick leave with pay that may be granted by heads of Departments. 
that the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to pay to 54 
William D. Mack sucb portion of hissalary as has been withheld from S°p 
tember 11 to October I (thirty-four days) on account of injuries receive 
in the said railroad accident. 


Mr. BURROWS. I will say to the House thatthis isthe ma‘ 
ter to which I directed attention some time since—the case 0! & 
man employed in the War Department who, on the 4th of July, 
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ing to Gettysburg, accidentally lost both of his feet, and was 
yut in a hospital, where he was confined for one month beyond 
the term of sick leave allowed under the law. The amount in- 
yolved is $132. When I called attention to the case before it 
had not been considered by the House Committee on Military 
Affairs, but since that time they have considered it, and have 
reported it favorably, and I will have the report read if it isde- 
sired. 

Mr. COX. What does the gentleman say is the amount? 

Mr. BURROWS. One hundred and thirty-two dollars. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of this joint resolution? 

Mr. ALDERSON. I object, Mr. Speaker. I think that can | 
taxe the regular course. 


DEPOSITIONS DE BENE ESSE. 


Mr. TERRY, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, reported back with a favorable recommendation 
a bill H. R. 7957 as a substitute for the bill(H. R. 7048) toamend 
section 864 of the Revised Statutes of the United States in re- 
lation to taking depositions de bene esse. The substitute was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- | 
port, ordered to be printed, and the original bill was laid on the 
table. 


th 
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ing hour and the second morning hour has been dispensed 
with. 

Mr. HEARD. Well, Mr. Speaker, I failed to make the point 
at the beginning because in the confusion which existed on the 
floor [ did not observe that the call of committees for reports 
had been completed, and in fact reports continued to be made 
by unanimous consent after the completion of the call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon that statement the Chair 
will recognizethe gentleman from Missouri | Mr. HEARD] tocall 
up for consideration matters reported from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BUNN. A parliamentary inquiry: The call will rest with 
the Committee on Claims in the next morning hour? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call will properly rest with 
the committee which was entitled to be called first this morn- 
ing. 

FREE LIBRARY IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 6642) to estab- 
lish a free public and departmental library and reading room in 
the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is on the Union Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HEARD. If no motion is made to go into Committee of 
the Whole for the consideration of the bill, I hope we may pro- 


| ceed with its consideration in tite House as in Committee of the 


Mr.GOLDZIER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the Senate bill (S. 2241) to author- | 
ize the Postmaster-General to credit account of James A. Sex- 
ton with amount of funds stolen. 

Mr. COX. Has that bill been considered by any committee? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Yes, sir; by the Committee on Claims. 
The bill has passed the Senate, and the report of the Committee 
on Claims is on file. 

Mr. COX. Who reported that bill from the Committee on 
Claims? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. The gentleman from Ohio[Mr. RicHarpDs], 
who authorized me to call it up. 

Mr. COX. I would like to have the report in that case read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us first have the bill read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to credit the account of James A. Sexton, postmaster at Chicago, | 
m., > the sum of $3,757.05 for postal funds stolen from his office December 
12, 1993. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- | 
questfor the present consideration of this Senate bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. I object, Mr.Speaker, and demand the reg- 
ular order. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I trust the gentleman will not insist on his 
objection. This bill is recommended by the Department. 


x ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The Clerk proceeded under the rule to call the committees in 
the second morning hoar. 

Mr. BUNN (when the Committee on Claims was called). Mr. 
Speaker, I ask that the Committee on Claims be informally 

ssed over without prejudice. P 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from North Carolina? 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, dol understand that this is the | 
call in the second morning hour? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. HEARD. Well, I protest that, this being a day to which 
the District of Columbia is entitled under the rule, there is no 
second morning hour, and I therefore call for the regular order, 
which is the consideration of District business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman had made his 

int of order in the beginning the Chair would have sustained 
it, on the ground that the practice heretofore has been as the 
gentleman suggests, but unless the Committee on the District 
of Columbia claims the day, the regular order would be the call 
of committees in the second morning hour. Paragraph 2 of 
Rule XXIV provides that— 

On all days other than the first and third Mondays in each month, as soon 
as the business on the Speaker's table has been disposed of, there shall be a 
morning hour for reports from committees. 

Then, in paragraph 4, it is provided that— 


After the m: hour shall have been devoted to reports from commit- 
tees (or the call completed), the Speaker shall again call the committees in 
Tegular order for one hour, upon which call, each committee, on being 
named, shall have the right to call up for consideration any bill reported by 
it on a previous day. 

The Chair thinks under the rules, therefore, there is a second 
morning hour on every day, except the firstand third Mondays; 
but the practice has been that whenever the Committee on the 
District of Columbia desired the second or the fourth 8 
of the month, it has been accorded to them after the first morn- | 


W hole. 

The SPEAKER proitempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. HEARD] asks unanimous consent that this bill be consid- 
ered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

Mr. HEARD. I move thatthe House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
considering bills on the Union Calendar from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of tho 
Whole (Mr. HaTcs in the chair), and proceeded to the consicd- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 6642) to establish a free public and de- 
partmental library and reading room in the District of Colum- 


| bia. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Statra 
of Americain Congress assembled, That there be, and {s hereby, established 
in the city of Washington a free public and departmental library and read 
ing room, being also a circulating or lending library, for the use of the citi 
zens of the District of Columbia and of the employés of the several Depart 
ments and offices of the Government in Washington. The general manage 
ment of the library shall be committed to a board of trustees, consisting of 
eleven citizens of the District of Columbia, to beappointed by the Preside 
of the United States. 


Sec. 2. That said library shall be located in the new post-office bulldi 
of Washington, D.C., and the architect of the same ts hereby directed to pro 
vide in his plans and specifications rooms in said building suitable for and 


adapted to library and reading-room purposes, adequate to the accommo 
dation of not less than 75,000 volumes. 

sxc. —. That whenever provisions forthe library arecompleted such book 
periodicals, and papers in the existing Moraries of the several Executive De 
partments and olfices of the Government in the city of Washington as in the 
judgment of the head of the Departanent, bureau, or office affected are not 
required for the special official use of said Department, bureau, or offic 
shall be transferred to the free public and departmental library and reading 
room, for its use, and it is hereby made the duty of the head of each Depart 
ment, bureau, or office in which a circulating library is maintained for the 


| use of employés of the Government to deliver all such books, postodicale, 
and papers, without delay, to the free pubiic and departmental 

| reading room, and thereafter no general circulating library, but only such 

| library as is required for its special official use, shall be established or main 


library and 


tained by any Vepartment, bureau, or office of the Government In the Dis 
trict of Columbia. 
Sec. 4 Tuat the Librarian of Congress is hereby authorized and directed 


| to turn over to the free public and departmental library and reading room 
| such duplicate copies of books in his charge as are not required for the use 


of the Library of Congress. 
Sec.5. That upon the completion of rooms for the library herein provided 
for tue said board of trustees shall appoint one librarian and such assistant’ 


| librarians and other employés as the said board may deem necessary 


Suc. 6. That all citizens of the District of Columbia, and all officers, c 
and other employés of the Government on duty in the city of Washingt 
shall be entitled to the privileges of the free publicand departmental library 
and reading room, free of all charge, including the use of the books con- 
tained thereir_as a lending or circulating library, under such rulesand regu 
lations as shall bs prescribed by the board of trustees: Provided, That the 
library and reading room shall be kept open from 9 o'clock ante meridian to 
lv o'clock post meridian each day excepting Sundaysand holidays, on which 
days said library and reading room shali be kept open from 3 o'clock post 
meridian to 10 o'clock post meridian. 

Sec. 7. That of the expenses incurred in the maintenance of the free pub 
lic and departmental library and readingroom, including all silaries of em 
Pployés, one haif siall be prid by the United States and one-half by the Dis 
trict of Columbia, and it is hereby made the duty of the Commissioners of 
the District to include these expenses in their annual estimates submitted 
to Congress. 


The amendmeuts reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
lows: 


erkes 





In Line 14 ofsection3, after the word “library,” insert the words ‘ of miscel- 
laneous books,” and in line 1 of section 4, after the word “the,” insert the 
words “Joint Committee on the Library upon report by the.” 
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Mr. HEARD. I desire to offer from the committee some for- 
mal amendments. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is understood that this does not dispense 
with the general debate. The gentleman does not desire that? 

Mr. HEARD. Oh, not at all. 

The amendment of Mr. HEARD was read, as follows: 


In line 1 of section 6, strike out “citizens” and insert “residents.” 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let us understand whether the 
bill has reached the amendable stage. 

Mr. HEARD. I will say to the gentleman that the object of 
this amendment is simply to change the word ‘‘citizens” to the 
word ‘‘ residents.” If there be any objection I will withdraw it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want it understood whether gen- 
eral debate is closed. I do not understand that we have yet 
reached the amendable stage. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman 
from Missouri to send this amendment to the desk to be read 
simply for information. 

r. CANNON of Illinois. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, as has doubtless been observed 
by members who have listened to the reading of this bill, its 
object is to establish a free library in the District of Columbia. 
It will no doubt surprise a great many members when I state 
that there is no free library in this city. I suppose it is prob- 
ably true that there is not in the United States another city of 
equal population—certainly not one of equal importance—that 
has not a free public library. The object of the bill is to estab- 
lish such an institution. 

Permit me to state the provision made by the bill for the ac- 
cumulation of books for this library. There are in, I believe, 
three of the Executive Departments of this Government located 
in Washington, what are known as departmental libraries, con- 
sisting largely of books of a technical character, for specific use 
in the conduct of affairs of such Departments. There are also 
in these three libraries a considerable number of books relating 
to general subjects, the use of which is enjoyed free by the offi- 
cers and employés of those Departments respectively, but by 
them only. 

Now, one design of this bill is to authorize the withdrawal 
from these several Departments of those books which do not 
relate to the specific business of the same; and to these it is pro- 
posed to add such duplicate volumes as can be spared from the 
Congressional Library. These contributions are to be made the 
nucleus of this free public library. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand the gentleman to say there is 
no library in this city to which residents or citizens can have 
access? 

Mr. HEARD. I understand that to be the case, so far as the 
masses of the peeve are concerned. 

Mr. EILGO E. Do they not have access to the Congressional 
Library? 

Mr. HEARD. They do not; at least, not everybody. 

Mr. KILGORE. Can not any reputable man or woman go 
there and get a book out of that library? 

Mr. HEARD. My understanding is that within certain limits 
the public can have the use of the books in the Congressional 
Library, as the gentleman from Texas knows; but that privilege 
is not general, and the hours for the oe and closing of the 
Library practically forbids its use to a very large proportion of 
the inhabitants of the District who would like to avail them- 
selves of the privilege. 

Mr. KILGORE, ould it not be betterand cheaper, though, 
to change the hours of opening and closing the Library and ex- 
tend them, rather than to go to the expense which would -be 
necessarily incurred in starting an entirely new establishment? 
Besides that, we arenow having constructed a new Library build- 
ing in which there will be no difficulty inaccommodatingevery- 
body who desires to enjoy that privilege, and without the ex- 
pense of establishing another, or the necessity for encroaching 
upon any of the space in the Post-Office building, which ought 
to be devoted entirely to some other matters. 

Mr. HEARD. Well, Mr. Chairman, these are important 
questions, of course, which are to be considered in connection 
with the bill. I want to say, however, that so far as keeping 
the Congressional Library open longer hours than at present is 
concerned, in order to accommodate the rooms. there would be 
this advantage in favor of the proposed bill: that under it one- 
half of the expense would be paid by the District of Columbia, 
and only one-half by the General Government; whereas if the 
other plan were adopted it would all be paid out of the Treasury 
of the United States. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, the saving that would be effected by 
this plan would be a lessening of the expense that has now to 
be met by the General Government in keeping up the depart- 
mental libraries to which I have referred, the uses of hich be- 
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ing so narrowed they would require less attention, or fewer at. 
tendants to care for them than at present. ; 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand it would not add a dollar to 
the expense to keep the Congressional Library open a little 
longer hours each day; that is to say, alittle earlierinthe morn- 
ing and a little later in the afternoon. Besides, that is already 
provided for, and if there are books in the departmental libra. 
ries which could be withdrawn without detriment to them. they 
could go into the Congressional Library when it gets into oper. 
ation in the new building, and thusafford additional accom moda. 
tion for everybody who chose to avail themselves of it. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman from Texas, though, as every 
other member of the House, knows that there is at present 4 
great want of room in the Congressional Library. 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh,I understand that, of course; but we ex. 
pect to move out of it before very long. 

Mr. HEARD. Ifthe gentleman will hear mea moment. The 

entleman’s idea, us I understand it, is that when the new bujlq. 
ng for the Congressional Library is completed there will be 
ample opportunity to store there the books that have now no 
place because of the want of room in the present library, and jp 
addition the accumulation of books which are not needed in the 
departmental libraries, and in that event the accommodation 
could be given to the people without appropriating any portion 
of the space in the new post-office building. 

Mr. KILGORE. And plenty of time. 

Mr. HEARD (continuing). Now, it has been suggested by 
some, and urged with a good deal of force, that instead of set. 
ting apart space in the new post-office building, it might be bet- 
ter to set apart a section in the new library building. Thatis, 
of course, a matter that the House will consider before it dis- 
poses of the bill. On the other hand, it is contended that a lo. 
cation nearer to the center of the city would be more advan. 
tageous and accessible to the reading public than up here inthe 
new building. 

But, as I say, these are all matters of detail to be determined 
hereafter. The main proposition is to fix upon the plan which 
the bill embodies, orsome better one, to give to the people of 
this city the privileges of a free library. 

Mr. KILGORE. If the gentleman will allow me a moment. 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand the post-office building now 
being constructed is for the purpose of accommodating every- 
thing relating to the city post-office, and to other post-office 
matters besides, so as to accommodate those offices that are now 
in rented buildings. If that building is to be partly occupied 
by a new public library, it seems to me it would not commend 
itself as a matter of economy, in view of the fact that we are 
renting other buildings which would continue to be rented un- 
der that arrangement. 

Mr. HEARD. Within the limits to which the library would 
subject that building, which would be comparatively small, it 
would undoubtedly absorb some space. But it would not bea 
very material encroachment — the building. It was the de- 
_ of the law to provide a building for the use of the city post 
office and other departmental work in the District. That is 
true. It is contended, however, and with some force, that the 
reduction of the space now occupied in these different Depart- 
ments where libraries now exist would compensate largely for 
the use of the space in the new post-office building to be used for 
the library, which is estimated to be only 6,000 square feet. The 
House is to consider, therefore, whether the benefit to be con- 
ferred will justify a further appropriation for the space designed 
to be occupied in that building. 

Butaside from the question of whe‘her the library should be 
located in one building or another, » greater question of im- 
portance is whether there shall. be established for this peo 
ple in the District of Columbia a public library. That is amat- 
ter entirely for the judgment and action of Congress, and as t0 
where it shall be established, whether in a building entirely 
apart or in the post-office building, or in the library building, 
that is a matter for further consideration. : 

Mr. KILGORE. My theory is that the one great library 
ought to be ampleand sufficient, by arranging the hours, to meet 
all the requirements to which the gentleman has referred. 

Mr. HERMANN. Let me ask the gentleman from Missour! 
whether it is contemplated by the bill now before the House 
that the entire amount of money for this proposed library shall 
be appropriated by the General Government? 

Mr. HEARD. ot at all. 

Mr. HERMANN. How much of it? 

Mr. HEARD. I will say that the provision here for the do- 
nation of the books is simply that there shall be transferred 
from the departmental libraries those books relating to general 
subjects not necessary in the proper conduct of Department 
business—in other words, not applying specifically to Depart 
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mentwork—and that large number of books, estimated I think 
at 25,000, that are now in the Congressional Library, which can 
be transferred, as we are informed, to the proposed new library 
without detriment to the present Congressional Library. 

Mr. HERMANN. So we are to understand that there is to 
be no additional appropriation, as I understand it? 

Mr. HEARD. Not for the purchase of books. 

Mr. HERMANN. But that the books are on hand, and that 
they are to be distributed—— 

Mr. HEARD. Distributed where they will do the most good. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, it is represented to the committee by citi- 
zens of the District that there are many people here who are ready 
and willing to liberally donate books and money for the purchase 
of books for the establishment of a public free library, to which 
the masses of our people may have access at all reasonable 

urs. 
borne CHAIRMAN (Mr. HatcH). The gentleman from Mis- 
souri will suspend. The Chair will request visitors in the gal- 
leries to cease audible conversation. There is so much conver- 
sation in the galleries that the public business can not be trans- 

ted. 
ovr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Under what obligation is 
the Government to make any appropriation by which to furnish 
reading matter to the citizens of the District of Columbia? 

Mr. HEARD. None, I will say, more than that they are all 
citizens of the United States 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. It does not furnish read- 
ing matter to the people all over the United States. 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly not. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Iaskthisfor information. 

Mr. HEARD. But the gentleman from South Carolina real- 
izes, of course, that a different relation exists between the 
people of the District toward the Government than that which 
the Government sustains to people outside of the District in 
many material matters. We have here a sort of partnership 
government; that is to say, the Government of the United States 
being liable in part for the money necessary to carry on the ex- 
penses of the District. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, That ought not to apply 
to free reading matter. 

Mr. HEARD. It is not proposed in this bill to tax the Fed- 
eral Treasury one farthing for the purchase of these books; but 
it is simply that these books are now in libraries where, so far 
as the Department libraries are concerned, those persons in the 
Departments alone can get access to them, and in the Con- 
gressional Library, by reason of the rules for its conduct, only 
a limited portion of our people have access toit. Since these 
books in the Department libraries and in the Congressional Li- 
brary are limited in their circulation, it is simply proposed that 
these books may be placed, by the voluntary action of the Gov- 
ernment, where they will be of benefit to the people of the Dis- 
trict. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Then the bill carries no 
appropriation? 

Mr. HEARD. None whatever for the purchase of books. 

Mr. HERMANN. But the real expenditure is to follow, and 
that will consist in the maintenance of the library? 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly; there will be required a librarian 
and such attendants as are necessary. 

Mr. HERMANN. And also a library room? 

Mr. HEARD. Why, yes; this bill suggests the application 
or use of certain space in the post-office building. As to 
whether that will be donated or not is a question for Con- 
gress. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. If that is not donated, do 
you not have to buy land and erect a building? 

Mr. HEARD. There is no provision whatever for it, and if 
at any time in the future the provisions of this bill are carried 
out and the library located in the new post-office building, it 
will be within the power of Congress at any time to remove it. 

Mr. HULL. Asafurther answer to the gentleman from South 
Carolina, this is the only way in which the city of Washington 
can get a library. 

Mr. HEARD. I intended to present that question. I thank 
my friend from Iowa. I will say to my friend from South Car- 
olina, and I ask his careful attention to this point, that another 
reason is, that independent of this partnership relation which 
exists here in this Distriet—— 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. That partnership does 
not extend to reading matter. 

Mr, HEARD. Aside from the obligations fixed by law tomect | 
our percentage of the cost of carrying on the government, there 
is this fact, which is superior to that, which my friend should 
not lose sight of. 

That while Congress has absolute power to tax these people, 
to take from them any amount of money we please and put it in 
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our Treasury, and absolute power to expend iteven if we think 
fit on a worthless water tunnel costing them a million of 
dollars, and from which they get no good, they have no power 
to appropriate their own money to build a library, hospital, or 
anything else in the world. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Then pass a law giving 
them a representative here. 

Mr. HEARD. You would have to overturn the existing sys- 
tem to do that; and with one representative what power would 
~— have here, except by the grace of the entire Congress? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Then you may as well 
provide a library in every township in the United States. 

Mr. HEARD. My friend says that you might as well under- 
take to provide a library in every township inthe United States. 
There is no analogy, I beg my friend to consider, between this 
city and the townships and towns in the different States, for the 
reason that all townships and villages which have erected li- 
braries for their own benefit have their own laws and regula- 
tions about these things, and can provide for them. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. And they pay the money 
for it, without looking to the Government for it. 

Mr. HEARD. I understand that. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Lot the people here do 
the same thing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina must 
not interrupt the gentleman from Missouri without his consent. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, my friend is not annoying or 
disturbing me; I only ask that he permit me to explain the 
matter to him, and = to the questions as he puts them. 

Mr. HERMANN. If the gentleman will permit me, there is 
one point he has not made clear. In your answer toa former 
question by me, as to whether one-half of the expenses of main- 
taining this library was to be expended by the General Govern- 
ment. Isee a very favorable provision here that one-half of 
the expenditures shall be paid out of the funds of the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. HEARD. I so stated. 

Mr. HERMANN. Excuse me; I did not catch that in your 
statement. 

Mr. HEARD. I want to say to my friend from South Caro- 
lina that it is within the competency of Congress to make these 
people maintain this themselves, if you want to do so; but I do 
not believe it to be right todoso. 1 thinkif there is a proper 
charge in the entire list of the expenses of this District that 
should rest in part on the Government it is one for the estab- 
lishment of proper library facilities. In other words, I do not 
know a community whose legislative body would slight the duty 
of providing for the information and improvement of the minds 
of the people. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Then you might as well 
make an appropriation of money for the purpose of building 
their churches and building their private buildings, and all 
that sort of thing. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Do not we at present appropriate 
for the schools? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Then you might as well 
appropriate for the churches, and so on. 

Mr. HEARD. Now, let me say to my friend, that in almostall 
the States of the Union, and certainly in all the publicland States, 
generous donations have been made by the Federal Government 
for the establishmentand maintenance of educational institutions, 
such asschools, universities, and agricultural colleges. All have 
received munificent provisions from the public Treasury, but in 
this District not a dollar has been given for this purpose. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. No money for public 
schools? 

Mr. HEARD. I say for the establishment of public schools in 
these public land States—for the support of schools, colleges, 
and universities. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will pardon 
me for inter»upting him, I would like to make an inquiry. Do 
I understand this is a proposition that one-half of the expense 
of the maintenance of this public library for the District shall 
be borne by the Government? 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And it is proposed that rooms shall be as- 
signed for that purpose in the post-office building? 

Mr. HEARD. That is the proposition of the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Are there any rooms thereavailable for that 
purpose? 

Mr. HEARS. I will state tothe gentleman from Maine my 
understanding is, 2ud I think the gentleman understands, that 
when that building was ‘irst designed toacertain height for the 
use of the city post-office, that Congress concluded to add prob- 
ably three additional stories, with a view to obtaining a good 
deal of office room above that which was demanded for the pur- 








» for which it was originally designed. Now, I suppose, and 

have no: purpose of concealment, that that space could be used 

for housing departmental business which is now earried on in 
rented buildings. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This Government is paying $180,000 a year 
for such rent of buildings. 

Mr. HEARD. Lunderstand. I apprehend every member of 
the House is informed upon that subjeet—that the Government 
is now paying large sums for rented placesin this District. The 
question is, therefore, whether the public benefits that are pro- 
posed in this measure are such as to justify Congress in appro- 
priating space in this building which would be in excess of the 
space vaeated in the Departments from which these books would 
be removed, and that is a.question about which every gentile- 
man will have his independent opinion. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Is it not true that if this space 
is oecupied in the post-office building much space will be va- 
cated in the Departments? 

Mr. HEARD. I have aimed to make that clear, and the loss 
or gain in space is the diiference between the space which this 
bill seeks to accord in the new building and the space which will 
be surrendered in the differeat Departments. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What space will be vacated in the Depart- 
ment libraries? 

Mr. HEARD. I understand that there are im each of three of 
the Departments about 10,000 volumes which are. not required 
there, and which would be transferred to this building; and the 


portion of spaeo occupied by these volumes in the Departments, 
which is very considerable, would be surrendered. 

Mr. DOCK ERY. My understanding is that those are gener- 
ally books which are in actual use in connection with the con- 
duet of the business of the Departments. I understand that to 
be the fact, except.as to the Interior Department, where they 
have some books of s miscellaneous character. 

Mr. HBARD. My inform :tion is that there is an average of 
10,000 books of general reading matter in three of the differ- 
ent Departments. 

Mr. GROUT. There isa total of 20;000 circulating volumes 
in those Departments. 

Mr. HEARD. I thought there were thirty thousand. I ac- 
copt the correction. 

Mr. HULE. Twenty thousand. The subcommittee, consist- 
ing of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. CADMUS] and myself, 
made special inquiry of all the Departments and ascertained that 
they had about. twenty thousand volumes which were not neces- 
wry for the operation of the Departments, circulating library 

OOKS, 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, it isnotintended by the.authors 
of this bill to withdraw, nor does the bill itself contemplate the 
withdrawal, from any of the Departments of any books which are 
necessary for the convenience and proper cond uet of the business 
of such Departments. Now, Mr. Ch virman, if any gent!eman de- 
sires to present objections to this bill [ hope he will proceed, in 
order that we may reach a vote as soon as possible, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I shall be glad to hive five minutes. 

Mr. HEARD. I cheerfully yield five. minutes to the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, in that time, if I 
can get the attention of the House, I want to say that if there 
ought tobe apublie library for the District of Columbia, and Iam 
convineed of that faet, [stand ready to help to lease a building or 
to construct a building to put it in; or I stand ready to take from 
the new Library building such room as is not now needed and 
Will not be needed for fiity years tocome forthe Library of Con- 
gress, and give thisproposed public library quarters there. Mr. 
Chairman, the new post-otlics building is not yet completed and 
will not be for a year or two. I know something about that 
building. 

Under the lead of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds the site was bought and the construction of a five-story 
building was authorized. Then the matter went to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and, in connection with the late Su- 
pervising Architect, Mr. Windrom, and under the lead of that 
committee Congress provided that there should be a modern 
building erected, eight stories high, with elevators and all mod- 
ern conveniences, and the intention of Congress was that that 
building, covering the great space thut it does, should take the 
Post Ottice employés, the employésof the Geological Survey, the 
Patent O lice if there was room enough, portions of the Land 
Office if there was room enough—the intention, I say, was that 
all the employés and revords of this Government now scattered 
im dilferent parts of Washington in old fire-trap buildings, for 
which we pay in the aggregate $180,000 a year rent, should be 
putinto this mo lern fire-proof building, so that there might be 
security for valuable public records, and so that we t get 
rid of this burden of rent. 
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Congress, after the fullest consideration, entered on that 
oliey, and while [T have the honor to be a member of Congr 
fmy vote can prevent it there shall be no legislation, whet 

under the guise of providing a city library or any otier fo 
which will divert one foot of that great building from the 
poses for which it was intended by Congress. 

[ have nothing to say in the way of antagonism to a public 
brary, but, in my judgment, this great building just e st of | 
Capitol, which will be completed about ay soon as the post-o 
building, will accommodate the Library of Congress for one | 
dred years to come, and this public library, it it is neces: 
ean be housed there. 

But I ask this House not to take any portion of thi 
modern building which is being constructed for the purpos 
have recited, namely, to contain the Government emp!o, 
the valuable Government records now scattered about the « 
in leased buildings. I ask this House not to divert afoot of 
great building from the purposes for which it was int 
originally, and for which its construction was authorized, 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentioman allow an inquiry?” 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly, if the gentleman 
yield me a little further time. 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. HEARD. I yield the gentleman a minute or two long 
T want toask him a question. Would my friend be in favor 0) , 
bill allowing for this institution the necessary space in the new 
library building when completed? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, if I have the honor thr 
om from now to bea member of Congress, when Congress wi! 
© Republican in both the House and the Senate, with a lep 
lican President, and when the building will be ready, [ sh.l! 
then be ready tolegislate on the sub ect, and legislate favorably, 

if in the meantime other arrangements are not made, 

Mr. HEARD. I appreciate the gentleman’s obliging dis)osi 
tion, but he puts the matter off too long. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Well, I huve no objection to doing 
thatif there bea crying necessity for it. I am willing to build 
at the joint expense of the Government and the District of Co- 
lumbia a structure for this library, if its importaneevan be de) - 
onstrated. But Iam not willing to take this building of whi 
I have been speaking, even before it is completed, and dev 
it to a purpose that Congress did not contemplate when it mad 
that building exceptional by making it eight stories high, wit 
its enormous rooms dedicated to the purposesindicated. | hop 
this bill, in. that feature at least, will fail. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman [ron 
Towa [Mr. HENDERSON) such time as he may desire within tle 
limits-of my own time. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I[ do not 
whether it is a Democratic House or a Republican House. w! 
the cause of education knocks at the door of Congress and | 
hand of labor knocks, I will help to open the door. Thomas 
Carlyle said: “Why is there not a majesty's library in ove 
county town? There isa majesty s jail and a gallows in 
one.” This city has a jail and a gallows; yet with 225,00) | 
ple it has not a free public library. 

Now, the people ask for this. A bill comes in taking steps to 
establish it. It asks no dollar now from the publie ‘I’reusury. 
We have a city full of books and yet not one book free to ‘'' 
common people,” as Abraham Lincoln leved to call th 
There will be room in the great Congressional Library w 
finished: there will be plenty of room in the post-ollice wh-n it 
is finished: and one great ad vantage that the last-named build 
ing has is that the people who go to the post-oilfice will be conven 
ient to the free books and the free reading room proposed 10 
this bill. : 

Let the masses of your people who have not money to 
books or pay for their use find in a building provided by ‘his 
District government an inviting room where they can go «nt 
rend and study. If you would strengthen your Government, ! 
you would give power to your people, if you would make your 
National capital what it ought to be, pour intelligence like a 
flood of light fresh from Heaven into the mindsof the mass ‘s 0: 
your people. I will not remain silent while I can give voice 0° 
vote for a free public library and a free reading room for ‘he 
working people of the District of Columbia. [{Applause.| _ 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, how much time have Iremain- 
ing? 

The CHAIRMAN. Seventeen minutes. 

Mr. HEARD. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. BAKTLETT obtained the floor. a 

Mr. CANNON of Hlinois. Is the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BARTLETT] for or against this bill? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I am against it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I hope when the gentleman ©02- 
eludes he will yield me a few minutes. 
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Mr. BARTLETT. Ihave promised to yield to the gentleman 
from Missouri |Mr. DocKERY]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is all right. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mit ee, I am opposed to this bill for two reasons, and it has 
seemed to me fitting that as chairman of the Library Commit 
tee [ should say a few words to the House upon the measure now 
offered forconsideration. And I will say at the outset that lam 
just as much in favor of the spread of education and of granting 
all the facilities for education to the laborer and the mechanic 
as the gentleman who has justeloquently addressed this House. 
But there are special reasons, it seems to me, why this bill 
should not be passed. You mustbear in mind thatthe functions 
of punlic libraries are two-fold. : 3 

In the first place and in the main a public library isalibrary 
of research. It is intended to be the receptable and repository 
of original records, of rare volumes coming hither from all parts 
of the world, of which each library can secure only one copy. 
And it is the design of public libraries that they should be 
established for the promotion of special investigation in the line 
of scienceorart orliterature. Itis intended that all these great 
original records and these rare volumes should be kept there 
for the inspection and study of the scholar, the student, the 
author, the inventor. 

All the great public libraries of the world are libraries of re- 
search —not open for the carrying away of volumes, but open to 
the reading public, the books to be read within the walls of the 
library—not to be taken away, because in the first place they 
are too precious: and in the second place, the demands of those 
coming there daily within the hours of 9and 4 could not be met 
if the volumes were removed. 

So I conceive, Mr. Chairman, that it is the duty of this House, 
if we establish any libraries anywhere, to build libraries for re- 
search, and not circulating libraries, The other cities through- 
out this country provide their own libraries, and I can see no 
good reason why the District of Columbia should be treated dif- 
ferently from any of the othersin this regard. It is no part of 
the Governmental function to start a circulating library. It is 
no part of our duty to maintain libraries for the accommodation 
of working girls or for shopkeepers in order that they may be 
able to take cheap novels to their homes and read them at night. 
It is no part of our duty asa part of the lawmaking power to 
take the action proposed here. 

Now, U wish to call attention to the fact that the city of Wash- 
ington and the District of Columbia will be more amply pro- 
vided with all that is necessary for study and research when the 
new Library Buiiding is completed, which will be in about 
twenty months, thanany other city in the country-—— 

Mr. GOLD ‘IER. Wilil the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT (continuing). And for that reason I do not 
think that the District can with any show of justice come and 
ask the passage of any such bill as this, which will involve 
eventually a large appropriation of the public money. 

There is another consideration. Of whom is the reading pub- 
lie of the District of Columbia composed? You must beur in 
mind that the Congressional Library is open to anyone whom- 
soever, even to remove books, on the order of a Representative 
or a Senator and various other Government officials. The read- 
ing public here principally consists of the employes of the Gov- 
ernment, and the departmental books are accessible to each and 
every one of these employés. It would hardly be worth while 
toestablish a circulating library for the small body of citizens 
who would tse it. 

But there is another salient objection, and thatis to the fourth 
section of the bill. which provides that the Librarian of Congress 
shall deliver all the superfluous volumes in the Congressional 
Library to this new circulating library. 

Mr. Chairman, there is a prior claim on the Librarian of Con- 
gress and on this Government for these volumes, and I call your 
attention to Senate resolution No. 12, which passed the Senate 
and which has been reported favorabiy by the Committee on the 
Library of the House. That embodies a claim of the city of 
Beaufort, S. C., for the destruction of its library by fire during 
the civil war. All gentlemen present in the House know my at- 
titude on war claims, and all of them know that in the main I am 
opposed to such claims. 

_But I believe that a claim arising from the destruction of a 
library during the war, and especially under the circumstances 
connected with this Beaufort library, is a claim in equity which 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 





8463 


in Washington, and it remained here from January, 1863, until 
January, 1st5, when it was destroyed by fire. Secretary Chase, 
in his letter forbidding the sale of these volumes at public auc- 
tion, says: ‘‘I never thought of selling it. We do not war on 
libraries.” Gen, Halleck, in his instructions to our armies at 
the inception of the civil war, gave special instructions in refer- 
ence to the preservation from injury, or the preservation intact 
in every way, of all the precious instruments of science, such as 
astronomical instruments and all public libraries. That was the 
rule of our civilwar. Now, we can see that under these circum- 
stances we are bound to give back these volumes destroyed 
through our agency in the civil war to the Beaufort library. 

[t was first alleged that 2,000 volumes had been destroyed. If 
find, however, on inquiry of Mr. Spofford, the Librarian of Con- 
gress, that there were over 11,000 volumes in the Besufort Li 
orary. The total number of surplus volumes in our Congres 
sional Library amounts to between 11,000 and 13,000. I concede 
that it would not be quite desirable perh ps to take all of that 
number and give them to this Southern library to replace those 
that have been destroyed—that is to say, it would be fair and 
just, but not entirely wise, to strip ourselvesof every superilu- 
ousvolume. But at the proper time, when the resolution comes 
before the House, | propose to offer an amendment that we give 
them anywhere from 2,000 to 5,000 volumes out of the number of 
volumes on hand, whatever may be agreed upon in the judg 
ment of the House, and that we retain the remainder. 

This provides for one of the class of claims in equity which 
must be met, and we have no right, when we owe these books 
to these libraries in the South, to appropriate the volumes to 
the District of Columbia and deprive ourselves of the means o 
replacing those whick were lost or destroyed by our agency. 
So [ shail move, if we proceed to vote upon this measure, to 
strike out section 4of the bill. [ think the surplus volum 
should be kept as a resevve and that {rom two to live thous in 
books should be delivered to the Beaufort library or any other 
library in the same condition. I know, however, of no other 
measure of like tenor before our library committee. but we 
should not appropriate all the books to that library, but w 
should keep on hand a number suffivient to meet any exigene: 
that may arise in the future. 

These are some of the reasons why I object to this bill at this 
time. I conceive that the whole measure is unwise, since | 
have no doubt but that all the reading public in the istrict wil! 
be amply provided, in the way of study and research, throug! 
the medium of the Congressional Library. 

I know that the Astor Library in my city, one of the greatest 
libraries in the world, is only open for the reading and exami- 
nation of books during ceriain hours of the day. Not one vo 
ume can be taken out. Our rule here is much more lax, and 
books can be taken out. On our order, or on theorder of aS 
ator, anyone who wishes to examine a book can obtain the 
lief he desires. I submit that on the whole this bill should not 
be enacted. 

I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON}. 

Mr. CANNON of Lilinois. I want to say in addition to what I 
have said, and partially by way of commeat upon what the gen- 
tleman from Iowa {Mr. HENDERSON] submitted, that I suspect 
that every member upon the floor of this House indorses VCar- 
lyle s statement. possibly, as unreservedly as he does. [ suspect 
that every member upon the floor of this House stands ready, 
acting for the District of Columbia, to give the employ s of the 
Government and those who ae not employes of the Govern- 
ment in this District,as good or superior advantages for lib ary 
privileges as are enjoyed by citizens in our respective communi- 
ties which werepresent. When we go thatfar perhaps we have 
performed our duty. 

Now, let us strip this question of the fireworks with which 
the gentieman from lowa can so well surround ail questions that 
he discusses. I can notcompete with him in that, and shail not 
try; but let us get back agiin to the proposition. Here isa 
building that is to cost 33,000,000, and when completed, two or 
three years from now, wiil take the valuable records of this 
Government, in which all the people are interested, laboring 
people and everybody else, out of insecure reated fire traps. and 
with the employés in charge thereof. and put them ina modern 
fireproof Government building, saving thereby every year $180,- 
00» that we now pay in rent for these insuflicient, dangerous, 
leased buildings. 

That is what Congress intended to do and what I want done. 


should be met and redeemed. Our forces in the year 185] went | Who objects? The Committee on the District of Columbia ob- 


down to Beaufort and took possession of the town, and the li- 
brary was removed and sent to the collector of the port of New 
York, at that time Mr. Hiram Barney. The library was adver- 
tised for sale, and the sale was only stopped by the intervention 
of the then Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Chase. 

The library was then removed to the Smithsonian Institution 


jects. They say, No;let a portion of these Government records, 
oelonging to the people, still remain in perilous rented build- 
ings, and take a portion of that space in the Government buiid- 
ing and give it to the city library. And by inference at least 
those of us who do not agree to that proposition are said to 
stand in the way of enlightening labor. Ido not accept the des- 





gn RUE at sa pony Oe Se 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ignation, even by implication. I stand ready here to devote a 
rtion of the new library building, or to build or lease a build- 
ng, if itis necessary, for a city library. There is the building 
occupied by the Geological Survey, which is quite sufficient for 
a city library. 

If we must have it and ought to have it, lease the building 
and putitin. I do not believe, however, that it is necessary to 
lease a building. Sometimes in the name of intelligence we run 
wild and run into exvravagance. Here is a great publiclibrary 
belonging to the Government, the greatest in the United States 
to-day. Any man, woman, or child can make an insignificant 
deposit and take the books from that library and read them. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. It takes a five-dollar bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. We can cheapen it, if we desire to 
do so. Weare just completing the expenditure of $10,000,000 
for the most magnificent library building on this earth, where 
the same thing can be done, and where there will be room 
enough, not demanded by the books we now have in the Library 
of Congress, to accommodate half a dozen city libraries. But 
all that will not do. an erennee to take a portion of this city 

st-office building for this purpose, and by implication set 
Sone those of us who object as favoring ignorance. I will not 
accept’the designation, nor will I be placed in a position of ob- 
structing the course of intelligence when, exercising my duties 
as a member of Congress, I vote to keep a Government building 
for Government purposes. 

I do not know that anything else can be said about it. Madam 
Roland is reported, just before she fell under the guillotine, with 
all her attachment to liberty and intelligence, to have said, ‘‘O 
Liberty ! Liberty ! what crimes are committed inthy name !”. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I yield ten minutes of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri a eres 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, this is a proposition to cre- 
ate a partnership between the Government of the United States 
and the District of Columbia inthe matter of establishing afree 
circulating library. I understand it comes to the House in- 
dorsed by the unanimous report of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and as such I feel some hesitancy in offering 
any objection to the measure. But upon an examination of its 
provisions I am constrained to call the attention of the House 
tosome objectionablefeatures. In the first place, a partnership is 

roposed between the Government of the United States and the 

istrict. Whatis the Government todo? The Government 
provides the building. The new post-office building is to be 
turned over for the use of this library. 

Mr. HEARD. DolI understand my friend to state that the 
building is to be turned over to it? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Such part of it as is not used by the post- 
office. 

Mr. HEARD. A very insignificant part. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, whatever remains of the building 
notin use by the — post-office is to be used—and if I am not 
correct I would be glad if the gentleman would correct me— 
whatever space not necessary for the city post-office is to be 
turned over for the use of a free er 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. It is calculated and reported by the 
committee that in that building there are 340,000 square feet, 
and this library would occupy only 6,000 feet. It is not to turn 
over that building, but only asmall part, sufficient to accommo- 
date the library. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then the bill moapenes to turn over suffi- 
cient space in the city post-office building for such a library. 

Then the Government of the United States is to turn over, 
according to section 4, certain books in the Congressional Li- 
brary; and then the United States is to pay one-half of the cost 
of maintenance. . 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not believe it is wise or judicious 
for the United States toenter into a scheme of this sort with the 
District of Columbia. If there is a necessity for a free circulat- 
ing library in this District, then that apy ny bee to be fully 
met by an appropriation from revenues of the District of Colum- 
bia; and in reaching my judgmentas tosuch necessity I should 
be governed very largely by the desires and wishes of the peo- 
ple who pay the taxes. 

Now, then, if weare to go into partnership with the District 
of Columbia, it seems to me that the first section of the bill 
ought to be amended, because it provides for a board of eleven 
trustees who shall be appointed by the President of the United 
States from the citizenship of the District of Columbia. If the 
United States is to be an equal partner, it seems to me that at 
least half of the eleven trustees authorized to be appointed for 
this board should be taken from the citizenship of the United 
States outside of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. Chairman, those who are familiar with the legislation 
which led up to the authorization of the construction of the 
post-office building know that the additional stories were placed 
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on it and were authorized to be constructed, either for the stor- 
age of documents belonging to the United States, or for the use 
of clerks of the Government of the United States. It has been 
already stated on the floor of the House in this debate that the 
Government is paying an annual rental of over $180,000 for build- 
ings used for governmental purposes; and it seems to me that 
this space ought to be reserved for Government uses and thus 
economize on our rental account. The fifth section of the 
bill, it seems to me, if it is to become law, is too broad. It pro- 
vides— 

That upon completion of rooms for the library herelr provided for tha 
said board of trustees shall appoint one librarian and such assistant libra. 
rians and other employés as the board may deem necessary. 

That is a very large grant of power: ‘One librarian and such 
assistant librarians” as ‘‘ the board may determine to be neces- 


sary.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say, inconclusion, that I am op- 
posed to any proposition that involves one dollar of expense tothe 
Government for afree public library. I believe these depart. 
mental libraries ought to remain where they are, with the pos- 
sible exception of the miscellaneous books, and if weare to have 
a District library, I might be willing toturn over miscellaneous 
publications to that library, the building to be erected and paid 
for and the operating expenses of the library to be paid out of 
the revenues of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BARTLETT. [I yield ten minutes tothe gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. SMITH of Llinois. Mr. Chairman, I permit no man in 
Congress or in any portion of this world over which the flag of 
our country floats to go beyond myself in encouraging education 
or in furnishing facilities to all classes of people within the bor- 
ders of our country to secure liberal educations and to post them- 
selves upon all subjects, scientific and otherwise. ut while 
that is true, yet I can not favor the adoption of this bill for sey- 
eral reasons. Probably my limited time will not give an oppor- 
tunity for stating all of them; but it does seem to me that as 
legislators, representing every portion of this country, we should 
have in view the interests of the people of all portions of our 
country as well as the interests of the citizens or residents of 
the District of Columbia. 

There are several libraries within the city, as I understand 
from statements made upon this floor and from the statements 
contained in the report furnished by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Some of these libraries are departmental 
ones, containing books specially adapted to the use of employs 
and officials in these Departments, as well as certain miscella- 
neous books; and, as has been stated, each of these libraries is 
free and open to every employé of the Departmentin which the 
library is established. 

We have, in addition to those, the Congressional Library, and, 
as has also been stated, under certain conditions every citizen 
and resident of the District of Columbia is entitled to the priv- 
ileges and benefits of that library as now established. And, al- 
though the room in the building where that library is now lo- 
cated is possibly not sufficient at this time to accommodate all 
who desire to avail themselves of those privileges, yet when the 
Congressional Library building, costing the Government mil- 
lions and millions of dollars, is completed, and it is now nearing 
completion, there will be, as I am informed, ample room in 
which to place all the books and in which to consolidate, if need 
be, all of the libraries of the city in that one building. 

Then it will require but little time and no expense for Con- 
gress to proviae by law that every citizen and resident of this 
District shall have the benefit of all the books and periodicals 
which will be contained in that Congressional Library building. 
Possibly the expense of establishing this proposed free circulat- 
ing library would not be very great to begin with, but we do 
not know what the expense would be eventually; and, apart 
from that consideration, why not let the people of the District 
of Columbia—the actual residents of the District—establish 4 
public circulating library here for themselves, as the residents 
of every other city, town, and village in the United States have 
the right todoand are doing. The citizens and residents o! 
this District can now do that voluntarily. There is no law, as 
I understand, against their voluntarily establishing such a li- 
brary, is there? 

Mr. HULL. There is no law; but the gentleman’s suggestion 
is an eo 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. The gentleman from Iowa replies 
that there is no law against their establishing such a library if 
they desire, but that my statement is an absurdity. Well, sir, 
if it is an absurdity, so far as the residents and citizens of the 
District of Columbia are concerned, it is equally an absurdity 
say that the different cities, villages,and towns throughout the 
United States outside of this District should establish libraries 
for themselves, and yet they have done it and are doing it still. 
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Mr. HULL. They do it through the action of their local gov- 
ernments, but where is your local government here? ; 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. The gentleman admits that there is 
no law against the {citizens and residents of this District vol- 
untarily establishing such a library for themselves; andif there 
is no law against it they can do it; and I imagine that the only 
reason why the Government employés are named as beneficiaries 
under this bill is to induce Congress to shoulder half the ex- 
pense attending the establishment of this proposed library for 
the benefit of the people of this District. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. And those employés draw 
from the Government about $21,000,000 in salaries. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairmnn, as is suggested by the 
gentleman from South Carolina, the Government employés draw 
$21,000,000 of Government money in salaries, and I doubt not that 
all of the employés of the Government would be willing to join 
with the actual citizens of the District in contributing to estab- 
lish such a library and reading room for the benefit of them 





ll. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, while since I have been here I have al- 
ways spoken and voted in favor of making liberal appropriations 
for all proper and legitimate purposes, yetin this particular 
case ond ender the existing circumstances, I am not in favor of 
the Government entering intoa partnership with the District 
of Columbia to establish a free library and reading room here. 
At the same time I say give the citizens of the District by leg- 
islation, if the same is necessary, all the authority they want or 
need to establish such a library and reading room themselves, 
and let them conduct it as they see fit. I yield the remainder 
of the time to the gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT]. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I regret to see a disposi- 
tion here on this occasion, as I have seenit onso many other oc- 
casions, to assume a position antagonistic to the District of Co- 
lumbia. It is to be regretted, it seems to me, that the Congress 
of the United States should fail to duly appreciate its relation 
to the District of Columbia. Ihave never beenamember of the 
District committee and have had no — relations with any of 
the special interests of the District. In dealing with this subject 
loccupy simply the positionof a representative citizen of the 
United States of America. 

Mr. Chairman, the capital of any great State in this Union 
without a free public library would a stigma upon the in- 
telligence and civilization of the State, and there is scarcely a 

reat city in the country that to-day has not one or more free 
fibraries created, ee sustained by taxes drawn by opera- 
tion of law from the taxable property of the constituency. We 
have here the capital of a nation of sixty-five or seventy millions 
of people, a nation that ought to be proud of its capital, a na- 
tion that ought to be ready and able and willing to challenge 
France in her beautification of her beautiful Paris; to challenge 
Belgium in her adornment and development of her beautiful 
Brussels. 

In this mightiest of all the republics of the world the capital 
city should be fostered, builded, and furnished with every ap- 
pliance of civilization in competition, in successful competition, 
with the capitals of all the nations of the earth. If the Govern- 
ment of the United States can not build an appraiser’s warehouse 
in New York; if we have come to a point where we can not erect 
a public building for the transaction of the public business of 
the city of Chicago; if, as suggested by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri (Mr. DocKERY], we have reached a condition of practical 
insolvency, I think we had better resign and go out of business 
as a nation. 

Mr. QUIGG. Or else change the Administration. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But while we are in business, I protest 
against advertising to the world that weare incompetent or un- 
willing to do that which civilization demands of every govern- 
ment. 

Here inthis great city, with ne 275,000 people, with its out- 
lines of beauty, its capacity for beautification such as no other cit 
in the world has, we learn with mortification and shame as Ameri- 
can citizens that the people residing here have no publiclibrary. 
And then somebody talks about having the people of the Dis- 
trict, the employés of a great government, the men who are 
here temporarily, ‘‘ chipping in” something to buy the books 
for a, public library—the Government of the United States going 
out upon the ‘streets, hatin hand, ‘‘Coxey ’wealer” fashion, to 
petition the temporary lodger in the city to help buy books for 
the edification, enlightenment, and education of the people of 
the country. 

I certainly feel it my duty to see to it that the people of this 
District have as good a chance for education as have the people 
of the other cities of the United States. 
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I do not discuss the details of this bill. It may be wise to 
strike out the Congressional Library and insert the new post- 
office building or provide a new building specially for the li- 
brary. But what I stand here to insist upon is that it is due to 
the honor, the integrity, the grandeur, and the civilization of 
the people of the United States that now, when this appeal has 
been made to Congress, we shall recognize the propriety, the im- 
re duty, of Congress to legislate in. favor of this great li- 

rary enterprise. What are the people of this District? What 
is this District? Is it antagonistic to the Government of the 
United States? It is our District; it is the property of the peo- 

le of the United States, politically speaking. It is under the 
jurisdiction of Congress. Congress provides and must provide 
all its legislation. 

We have disfranchised the people of the District. They have 
no power to legislate; no power to establish a free circulating 
library. They are,as might well be said, the wards of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. Now, will the Governmentof the 
United States treat the people of the District of Columbia in a 
manner that no great city of this country or of Europe treats 
its constituency? 

Take the city of Birmingham, in England—the low wages dis- 
trict. You find there a magnificent library, open to every man, 
woman, and child. Take the city of Inverness, in Scotland. 
Take all the large cities—I need not discriminate or speak of 
one above another—and you find ample provision in this respect. 
Yet when you come to the capital of free, enlightened Amorica, 
we have a restricted library, a library with a restricted li erty 
as to its use by the citizen. When you come to inquire for x 
great, free, people’s library we have it not. 

I deny that this Government stands paralyzed inits functions. 
I deny that even in the hands of the present Adminisiration 
this Government is unable to do that which is fair and just and 
right. And [am in favor of this library bill upon the system 








most conducive to a wise administration, and I think the peo- 
ple of the country will indorse the action of Congress in that be- 
half 


Mr.COOPER of Florida. Mr.Chairman, this bill isone which 
excites myearnestsympathy; and [amreally surprised, although 
I know the jealousy that exists in this House against anything 
which looks like a local appropriation or a local expenditure in 
the city of Washington, that this measure has not met with more 
sympathy than has been manifested on this floor. 

I have a vivid recollection of the time when I wasa boy and when 
the war had destroyed the opportunitics for schools and the ma- 
terials for reading and for libraries—I recollect the boon it was 
to me when I could get hold of some old odd volume that had 
survived the wreck and destruction of war. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] has no sym- 
pathy with a provision for a library which shall circulate books 
among the people. He has no sympathy with a library open at 
convenient hours, making it accessible to the working people, 
to those who are confined during business hours, and to the 
school boys and girls who have to come after school hours to get 
their books or to do their reading. He says that a great library 
should be simply a collection of antique works of reference, or 
rare volumes for the literary connoisseur. I say, sir, that the 
great function of books is to be read, and to be read by as many 
people as can be reached by them. 

Mr. Chairman, this proposition has nothing of the character 
which gentlemen have sought to impress the House that it pos- 
sesses. We already have in Washingion ua public school system, 
and a good one. It is paid for out of the funds of the District 
and of the United States. It is paid for by District appropria- 
tions. And a free library is nothing in the world but a supple- 
ment to the public school system. It is nothing in the world 
but the poor man’scollege. Howis he to get access to the great 
volumes of thought? how is he to have the time and the op- 

rtunity to seek the wellsprings of knowledge, of truth, of 
information? He can get them in this way and in no other way. 

Gentlemen may sneer at the proposition that it is a far better 
plan to establish libraries than to build jails; nevertheless it is 
a truth that a taste for reading and the opportunity for read- 
ing—the access to books—is one of the greatest benefits that we 
can confer on the great masses of our fellow-citizens; and one of 
the greatest benefits that we can put in the way of growing boys 
and girls, who come out of the tedious routine of mere school 
studies, is an opportunity of looking into these great vistas of 
enlightenment, of beauty, and of wisdom, that are opened to 
them through the doors of the free public library. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I wish tocall the attention of the Housea 
moment to what is proposed to be done and for whom this action 
is proposed to be taken. We haveinthe Congressional Library 
at present about 15,000 volumes that the Librarian says are 
worse than useless; that they simply inc umber that much space. 
Mr. Spofford says that it would be embarrassing to the Congres- 
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sional Library proper, agreat library of reference, to have italso 
a circulating library, in the sense of a free library, with the 
right to remove books, with reading rooms, etc.; that the Li- 
brary would be better off without them. So we have 15,000 
volumes that are of no service in the present Library, and can 
be applied to the purpose contemplated by this bill. 

When I walk to the door of that great collection and look into 
it and consider that I have access to hundreds of thousands of 
books, when I have now no time to read them and but little ap- 
petite for them, and consider what they would have been to me 
when [ had both time and appetite for them, I will not stand 
here throwing any objections in the way—mere technical objec- 
tions—to prevent the people of the District of Columbia from 
having that privilege so much desired, and which they can only 
have through our action. It is nota peculiar privilege. Every 
progressive city throughout the country—I mean one after the 
other as they come to the question—either have established 
public libraries or are establishing them as the time goes by. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. COOPER of Fiorida. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Whatright have you to give the surplus 
volumes in-the Congressional Library to the District of Colum- 
bia when we owe them to the town of Beaufort, in South Caro- 
lina? 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. lt am exceedingly giad the gentile- 
man has called attention to that point. I desire to answer him 
now. I have sat here, Mr.Chairman, and heard the gentleman 
from New York, time after time, get up and object to and com- 
bat every just claim for eompensation t came from the South 
against the United States Government regardless of its merits 
and wholly regardless of whether he knew anything about it 
or not. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Not for a library, however. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. But now, when by interposing 
such an objection he can embarrass the location ofa free public 
library in Washington, for the first time since the gentleman 
has been «a member of this House such a claim finds favor with 
him, and he proposes to pay the town of Beaufort, not in money 
for the books taken and destroyed, not by buying and giving 
them others to replace them, but by faking away the books 
now in the library here and sending them down there. That is 
a system of ‘‘ robbing Peter to pay Paul” that I do not favor. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in addition to the 15,000 volumes already 
in the Library, there are sume 20,000 volumes of books for cir- 
culating purposes, books of general reading, in the libraries of 
the various Departments. 6 are not creating a new thing. 
We furnish now in the Department of the Interior, in the 
Treasury Department, and in the War Department free circu- 
lating libraries, and are paying the expenses of maintaining 
them. You have already bought the books and are paying the 
expenses of running the libraries, although no one has access 
to these libraries except the clerks in the several Departments. 
This bill does not touch a single technical book there. They 
are expressly excluded, but the general circulating books it is 
proposed to take away and put them in some place here where 
the people of the District can reach and read them, and where 
the working people and theschoolchildrencan readthem. The 
sole purpose, in other words, is to make them accessible to our 
people, and this is the best way we can do it. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, these books are encumbering the Li- 
brary and occupying a large space. Determined objection has 
been made to using any portion of the new post-office building 
for this-purpose, but when the gentleman from Illinois [{Mr. 
CANNON] was asked whether he would vote for the bill if we 
substituted the new Library Building instead of the post-office 
building we could get no assurance from him on that head. It 
is the pretext of men who want to vote against the measure. If 
that is the great objection it can easily be obviated. It is by 
no means material. The recommendation of a portion of the 
post-office building was made because of the fact that it wasa 
central location and easily accessible from all parts of the city. 

We wanted to make a li that would be accessible to the 
working people, 4 useful library for the general reading public 
most convenient of access, and for that reason this site was se- 
lected. This post-office building has 340,000 square feet of room. 
It is proposed to take for this Maeney a small portion of this im- 
mense space, about 6,000 square feet, which can readily bespared 
for the purpose: but if the House is sed we will not combat 
an amendment to put the library in the new Library Building, 
although I think the other location is far more desirable. 

Mr. Spofford thought it was better to keep it entirely apart. 
That was one reason why it was ietented 40 keep it apart. 
Doubtless it could be added there; but because the new post- 
office was more central, and for the other reasons, we preferred 


to + that. 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I understand you to say 
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that this bill will give the citizens of the District of ia: 
right which they could not otherwise have. Please a ti 
there any law that will prohibit the citizens of the District o: 
Columbia from having a free circulating library as they do in 
other cities and towns? Whatlaw is there which prevents them 
from exerci that right? . 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. In the first place, they can not ha 
access to these volumes of United States books. ~ 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Do they not have 
access now? 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. 
to them. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I understand they do 

_Mr. COOPER of Florida. They do not in a way that a 
circulating library and reading room would reach the people 
who would be most benefited by it. They can not take away 
books without complying with certain regulations which mz 
them inaccessible to those that need them most. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I understood the cen 
man to say they were prohibited by law? 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I said nothing of the sort. I sai 
that there was no law which made these books properly acces. 
sible tothem. I said that there was no provision of law which 
did for them what is done in other cities, in making a freo |j- 
brary and reading room, and I said that they could not make » 
public ne and reading room for themselves, to be paid for 
out of the public funds, without an act of Congress. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, who are particularly to be reache 
this bill? There are inthe District of Falenide about 63,000) 
children of school age. There are over 30,000 of these over 1: 
ears Ofage. They are at that time of life when access to a fr 

ibrary and tothese sources of knowledge will assist them in th 
forming of a literary taste and keep them from forming ot! 
tastes that are injurious, instead of promotive of their welfarc 


1 


They do not,ina way that is of | 


fy 
Ai 


through life. This large class should be taken into considera. 
tion. There arein the District about 23,000 adults engaged in 


lines of work classed as manufactures, omitting all the other nu. 
merous forms of labor. A free public library and reading roou 
under such regulations as would permit proper access to and use 
of the books and reading room is highly important to thein, 
the present library does not at all accomplish it. 

But gontlemen say, ‘‘ Why should the United States do this: 
Why should the United States have a fire department here’ 
Why should the United States have public schools here? ! 
should the United States have anything else that belongs to 
city? We should have it because the Congress of the Unit: 
States is the city government of this city, and because this ci: 
is set apart as the capital of the United States, under peculiar 
conditions. It has no local government. We should have it 
because we should do for Washington what every progress\\« 
local government does for every progressive city in this land. 

It is said that the United States should not make any ap): 

riations for libraries here. How many of you on this tloor 
ve school systems aided by the United States? How many / 
you have agricultural colleges? The United States has grante 
80,000,000 acres to the States for public schools, 1,500,000 : 
for State universities, and this is a people’s university that we 
are asking this House to provide. The United States has given 
nearly 10,000,000 acres of land for agricultural colleges. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will my friend allow me to suggest that 
the United States is now and has been for a long time payin: 
half the expenses of maintaining the public-school system | 
this District? 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Undoubtedly, and for that revsoa 
this isnonovelty. A proper free library is simply a supplcme' 
to the common-school system of the country. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is something of an offset against te 
donations of land to the States. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Not atall. The United States*: 
simply contributing its part of the taxes,substantially. It gave 
away these countless millions of acres for schools and univers: 
ties and colleges. A free public library is nothing but a 
mon-school extension. I remember in our part of the country, 
with the independent ideas of our old-time people, when tley 
stoutly maintained that it was no part of the functions of a yov- 
ernment to assist any public school; but that idea has pass’ 
away, and this idea of opposing governmental aid to an ed 
tional institution like this is just as much a mossback prejudi 
as ever was the prejudice against public schools, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have said that we are the governmen! 
of Washington. This is the capital of the United Staic- 
know that it is a cheap form of supposed political capital to **: 
up and to object to every expenditure made for public purposes 
here of which the United States will pay a portion. But | »™ 
lieve the gentlemen who think that that line of talk and that that 
sentiment meets the approval of their constituents are far wrods: 
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There is scarcely a citizen of the United States who does not 
come through Washington at different times. I believe that the 
people of this country appreciate and take pride in this beauti- 
ful city—this Paris of America. 

This is the capital of our country. I believe the people of the 
country desire tomake proper expenditures for all that the Gov- 
ernment should do here; and I do not believe that they desire 
to have this city withouta free public library such as every sec- 
ond and third-rate progressive city of the land is establishing 
under government agencies for the development of the city and 
the enlightenment of its people and the perfection of its citizen- 
ship. This is a question of educating our citizens, giving them 
habits of reading, and keeping them out of objectionable places. 
This is in the line of progress, of good government; and I trust 
the bill may pass. 

How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida has thirty- 
five minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I yield my time to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Hut}. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I confess that I have been very 
much surprised at the course the debate on this bill has taken. 
I supposed that on the general proposition of establishing a free 
public library there would be absolutely no dissent on this floor. 

Mr. Chairman, if any city of the United States outside of 
Washington with one-tenth the population of this city, was 
charged with being entirely out of a free circulating library, it 
would be considered a disgrace to the city. In my State, a city 
of 1,500 inhabitants without a free circulating library is consid- 
ered an anomaly. In cities of 5,000 and over, by an act of the 
General Assembly, they are authorized to vote taxes to support 
one. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. But the State does not 
pay half the expense. 

Mr. HULL. I will come to that, if my friend will wait. In 
my own city, where we had less than 30,000, we had a circulat- 
ing library containing more books than willbe contained in this 
proposed library, with all the volumes that the Government 
proposes to turn over to it. 

Mr. GEAR. We have had it since there were less than 15,000. 

Mr. HULL. We had a free library when the city had less 
than 10,000 inhabitants; and we started it at the expense of ail 
the city. Now, why is Washington without one? Simply be- 
cause Washington has not the means that every village and 
town and city of the United States has to establish one for itself. 
It must come to Congress. 

Why, gentleman talk as though this was an unheard-of propo- 
sition for the Government to pay half the expenses of this li- 
brary. The Government pays half of all taxes here and owns 
more than half of the property. I will say to my friend from 
South Carolina, who suggested that the employés were drawing 
salaries such that they could afford to establish a library of their 
own, that the Congressional Library spends thousands and thou- 
sands of dollars practically for the benefit of Members of Con- 
gress and judges of the Supreme Court for the law library, as I 
understand that is a part of the Congressional Library, and for 
afew people with abundant leisure who can come to the Con- 
gressional Library and read. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. They all have the same 
right. These employés can come there, too. 

Mr. HULL. The Congressional Library is open at the same 
time these employés are compelled to be at their desks. Not 
only that, but I will say to my friend from South Carolina that 
the Government has been paying about $10,000 a year to keep 
up a medical library alone; and we are now paying $8,500 each 
year for it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. The Government hasbeen 
doing a good many things that I do not think right, and I ex- 
= it will continue to do a good many things [ do not think 
right. 

r. HULL. Now, Mr. Chairman, the only way the people of 
the District of Columbia can obtain a library is through the ac- 
tion of Congress. Debate has not taken the position or line or 
shape that I thought it should do, but has been simply a ques- 
tion of location. Let us establisha library. The place tc open 
it can be changed. 

Now a word as to another question. My friend from Illinois 

r. SMira|, whom I esteem highly, made an argument that if 

was necessary for the people to have a library, for them to 


- come together themselves and vote upon it and establish one. 


I want to say that I donot think there are more than one or two 
in the country where a library has been established by 
ey contributions. Have you any such libraries in Illi- 


Mr. SMITH of Illinois. We have. 
Mr, HULL. I ask the gentleman if they were not established 
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by the proper authorities, in the form of local government, and 
not by voluntary contributions. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. If I can have just a moment, I will 
say to the gentleman from Iowa that there are quite a number 
of public libraries in my district. [am proud of the fact, and 
the vote shows the necessity of it, | suppose. 

Mr. HULL. But my question is whether they were estab- 
lished by your local government? 

Mr. SMITH of L[ilinois. By individual contributions. 

Mr. HULL. Your local government did not establish the li- 
braries? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. The iocal governments did not estab- 
lish them. We got together and formed associations that con- 
tributed money to procure rooms and furnish periodicals. 

Mr. HULL. Are they incorp. rated? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Some of them are and some are not. 

Mr.HULL. Mr.Chairman,I think that is very much against 
the gentleman's district. According to my friend’s statement 
they have a few public spirited people there who are willing to 
establish libraries, but the local governments of the cities, 
towns, and localities are not public spirited enough to establish 
such libraries under the forms of law. Now they must be incor- 
porated as private corporations or else there is no authority to 
take care of the books. In this case the city of Washington 
coming to Congress for this library is simply coming to its town 
council. My friend from Illinois[Mr. CANNON] talks as though 
this bill proposed to appropriate the entire surplus space in the 
new post-office building. Why, sir, it appropriates only 6,000 
square feet, and we gain more than twice as much spacein the 
Departments. 

Mr. HEARD. It appropriates less than one-fiftieth part of 
the total area of the building. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It appropriates 

Mr. HULL. [ know what the gentleman is going to say; he 
said it before. [Laughter.] [It appropriatesspace enough to ac- 
comodate 75,000 volumes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I never said that before. [Laughter.| 

Mr. HULL. Yes, youdid. You read the section. It appro- 
priates just enough space to accomodate that number of vol- 
umes, which is estimated by competent authority to be 6,000 
square feet. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the proposi- 
tion to establish this library should not be combatted by anyone. 
So Jar as the point of the Government being in partnership in 
the matter is concerned, that is no argument, because the Gov- 
ernment of the United States is in partnership with the District 
of Columbia on all lines of local improvement. 

It is not so in our home localities. It is not so in the home of 
the gentleman from South Carolina {[Mr. TALBERT], or in the 
home of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY]; but it is 
so here. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. If the people here have 
not the right to do this, suppose we just pass a law giving them 
the right to organize their board and go ahead and establish 
their library without any appropriation from the Government. 
I would be very glad to do that. Let them go ahead and build 
their own building and furnish their own library. 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. But it should be remembered that 
nearly one-half the patrons of this library will be Government 
employés. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. And I would like to say 
at that point that these Government employés are the best paid 
people in the world. 

Mr. HULL. No, they are not. The gentleman from South 
Cardlina, himself, is better paid than any man who sits at the 
clerk’s desk in this country. [Laughter.] We who sit in this 
Hall are all better paid, and yet we have a library provided for 
us, and not only that, but wedo not even have to carry the books 
home; we have them sent to our rooms. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the point I want to get atis that these 
Department employ¢s are at their desks from 9 in the morning 
until 4 in the afternoon, the very hours when the Congressional 
Library is open, and therefore it is of no benefit to them. 

The fact is that a free public library, to be of any use to the 
masses of the people must be open at night, and it would be for- 
eign to the purposes of the Congressional Library to make it a 
circulating library. In such a library as is here proposed the 
hours when it would be of the greatest benefit to the poor boys 
and the poor girls, and the working people of the District, 
would be from 7 to10o0 clock in the evening. We have libraries 
for Congress, we have libraries for our judges,we have libraries 
for our doctors; now, my good friend from South Carolina, join 
with us in helping to establish a library for the people of the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. How about the people all 
over the country? 

Mr. HULL. As tomy part of the country, it would be a dis- 
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race to any town of a thousand people in the State of Iowa not 
fo have a public library. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, But they have them at 
their own expense. 

Mr. HULL. If we were legislating for the gentleman’s dis- 
trict, if the Government of the United States owned one-half the 
property in his district, if we were in partnership with his con- 
stituents in their public schools, in their street improvements, 
in all their public improvements, then it would be entirely 
eee that we should be in partnership with them in their 
ibrary, but we have no such connection with them. 

This proposed library, as was well stated by the gentleman 
‘rom Florida [Mr. COOPER], is really to be an extension of the 
ceo.nmon-school system, to bring within the reach of every child 
aad every family the means of literary culture. In my judgment 
it ‘s adisgrace to thisnation that Washington, with nearly three 
hundred thousand people, has not a library for the common peo- 
ple of the District. Now, if it is wrong to take a part of this 
new post-office building for this purpose, let gentlemen who are 
opposed to that feature of the bill move to substitute something 
alse. If this library should be put in the Congressional Library 
building an amendment will carry it there. 

So far as I am concerned, I believe that itshould be nearer the 
center of the city, and should be kept open at night for the ac- 
commodation of the people of this District. As I have already 
said, more space will be gained in the Departments than is = 

osed to be given to this library in the new post-office building. 
We do not trench upon any purpose for which the building is 
being erected. We take 6,000 square feet, less than oxe-fiftieth 
part of the space in the building, a space which will not be 
needed at present, and before it is needed for other purposes I 
trust that the District of Columbia will have a building where 
this library can be kept. 

And I wish to say to my friend from Illinois [Mr. SMITH} 
that if we will establish this library, if we will do as we ought to 
have done ten years ago, inaugurate a free library for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, there will be many wealthy people who will 
contribute to build it up and make it a library that the people 
of the United States can have pride in. 

I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. GROUT]. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman,I shall detain the committee 
but a moment, for the gentleman who has just occupied the floor 

Mr. HULL] and others have stated many of the reasons that 

ave occurred to me why this bill ought to become a law. Iam 
glad to see here a bill looking in the direction of establishing 
a free public library and reading room for the common people 
of the District. 

The fact is that no such reading room or library now exists. 
Gentlemen have said that we have the Congressional Library to 
which the people have access. It has been replied that that 
Library is open only during certain hours. It is open onl 
from 9 to 4 daily, except when Congress may sit later, an 
then the moment the two Houses adjourn the Library is closed. 
That Library is in no way accessibls to the 33,000 children over 
12 years of age who need library facilities, for during these hours 
theyare in school. It is in no way accessible to the 23,000 work- 
ing men of the District who ought to have library facilities, for 
during those hours they are at work. It is accessible merely to 
certain privileged classes; and let me read an enumeration of 
those classes, that it may be seen how restricted are the opera- 
tions of this library: 

No book shall be taken from the Library except by the President, the 
Vice-President, Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congresa: 

Heads of Departments: 

The ay reporter, and clerk of the Supreme Court; 

The Judges and clerk of the Court of Claims: 

Representatives at Washington of foreign governments: 

The Solicitor-General and Assistant Attorneys-General: 

The Secretary of the Senate: 

The Clerk of the House of Representatives: 

The Solicitor of the emer 

The disbursing agent of the Committee on the Library: 

Ex-Presidents of the United States: 

The Chaplains of the two Houses of Congress: 

The Secretary and Regents of the Smithsonian Institution: 

The members and Secretary of the Interstate Commerce Commission: 

Chief of Engineers of the Army. 

There is a provision, Mr. Chairman, by which on the order of 
a Member or Senator a book can be procured, but not for the use 
of the individual presenting the order; always for the use of the 
Senator or Member. 

This is shown by the following: 

INSTRUCTIONS OF THE JOINT COMMITTEE OF CONGRESS ON THE LIBRARY 
TO THE LIBRARIAN, 


The Libr Committee have instructed me to ask you to enforce strictly 
the law in relation to the use of the Library. 

No books should be given out upon the orders of members in favor of those 
who are not members. 
This is directly contrary to the law, which confines the delivery of books 
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to members themselv d ot ‘ 
order for 8 particular book which ee entitled Toit: bue itis be 
not be delivered according tolaw. | BSF Person's use, it can 

Such are the limitations upon the use of this great Library 
which it has been argued here serves the purpose of a popular 
library. It is far from doing so in fact. 

Mr. Chairman, we should remember our relations to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. It is objected to this bill that by it the 
United States go into partnership. But the fact is the United 
States has already taken this District into partnership in every- 
thing pertaining to District affairs—everything, the police de- 
partment, the fire department, the public schools, etc.—and the 
measure now proposed is only another step in the process of edu- 
cation. 

It seems to me the judgment of every candid man will say 
that there should be some place provided for workingmen and 
others who desire the use of an institution of this kind in the 
evenings. You license saloons all over the District, but you 
provide no places that may afford a healthful and elevating 
counter attraction. It is true there are the theaters, but they 
are only a sort of midway plaisance. It is the duty of the 
American Congress to establish a free reading room, and have it 
open during the evening hours, to which men with their dail; 
labor completed may repair and enjoy the companionship of 
books. You should do this for the benefit of the young work- 
ing men and women of the District. You should at least place 
over against the saloons which you have licensed and tolerate 
as legal establishments, and on account of which you have re- 
ceived the cash, the competition of afree reading room, the anti- 
dote for ignorance and dissipation. How can we do less and do 
our duty? On reflection, all will agree that the people of this 
District ought to have the library provided by this bill. 

Just a word as to where this henry should be housed. Ob- 
jection has been made to the place designated in the bill—the 
new post-office building. This objection was first suggested by 
my friend, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]; but when 
he undertook to state the objection it was apparent to all that 
it was sentimental rather than substantial. 

The objection, as stated by the gentleman, is because this 
building was dedicated in the first instance to the uses of the 
post-office in this city; and on second thought was to be sent up 
eight stories, to store public records belonging to the various 
Departments and make room for the overflow of clerks from 
the Departments. 

Well, I will admit that these are all good uses, but are they 
better than that proposed by this bill which asks for only 6,000 
of the 340,000 for afree library, called by some one a minority 
of the people? What is there so sacred about this new post- 
office building, ‘this modern building,” as the gentleman desig- 
nates it, apparently as a reason why it should not be used by 
this proposed library as to make it improper for this university 
of the people to have a place in it? 

There seems to be no good reason against the use of this build- 
ing for this purpose; not only this, but the fact that it is built 
for local purposes, viz, taaccommodate the city post-office, is really 
a reason why this library should be accommodated there also; 
inasmuch as it is conceded jthat not one-fourth partof the space 
within it will be needed for gotten urposes. It is also cen- 
trally located, and a place of continual public resort,as every 
post-office is, and the library there would be more easily avail- 
able than in almost any other place that could be named. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's time has expired. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly arose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. HATCH reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill H. R. 6642, had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

THE TARIFF. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker,I submit a privileged re- 
port from the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That after the adoption of this resolution it shall be in order in 
the House to move that the order heretofore made requesting a conferencs 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on H. R. 4864 be 
rescinded; that the conferees herefore appointed on the part of the House be 
discharged from further duty in that behalf, and that the House recede from 
its disagreement to the Senate amendments to said bill in gross, and agree 
tothe same. That after two hours’ debate on said motion (which shall be 
indivisible) the vote shall be taken without delay or other motion; general 
leave to print is hereby granted for ten days. 

Resolved, second, That at any time after the adoption of this resolution it 
shall be in order to — for consideration, without reference to a com- 
mittee, separate bills placing upon the free list sugar in all its forms, coal, 
iron ore, and barbed wire. Each of said bills when presented shall be co 
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sidered in the House. Thirty minutes’ debate shall be allowed on each bill, 
and at the end of such debate the previous question shall be considered as 
ordered thereon, and without delay or other motion the vote shall be taken. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. On the adoption of the resolution I de- 
mand the previous question. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I desire to raise a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

‘Mr. REED. One portion of the order presented by the Com- 

mittee on Rules proposes to take action upon a bill which, in 

my judgment, is not before the House at this time, and conse- 

quently it would not be in order for the House to pass the reso- 

lution now submitted by the gentleman from Mississippi, and I 

will state briefly to the Speaker my reasons for occupying that 
osition. 

When the two Houses differ in reference to a matter of leg- 
jslation it is at their —_ to leave the matter there, and the 
pill is lost; or one of the Houses, having possession of the pa- 
pers, may ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes, in 
which case there is either an agreement or a disagreement. If 
there is an agreement by the conference committee the bill 
then goes to the assenting House; not to the House that asked 
for the conference, but to the House that assented to the confer- 
ence. Incase of adisagreement, the bill goes to the body first 
asking the conference, the reason of this difference being very 
simple and founded on a principle of parliamentary law. 

In the case of an eee the bill goes to the assenting 
House, and not to the House asking the conference, because the 
assenting House is supposed to be the most reluctant or the more 
reluctant to come to anagreement. Hence, unlessit passes that 
House, it is no use to present it to the other. Therefore, in the 
case of an agreement, the papers go, as I have said, to the as- 
senting House. 

nthe case of a disagreement the papers go to the House which 
first asked the conference, upon the ground that the House hav- 
ing asked the conference is the House most desirous of accommo- 
dating the difference between the two Houses, and therefore that 
House is intrusted with the papers because all parliamentary 
law favors an agreement. 

The papers can not remain with both Houses, because they 
must be in parliamentary sense, as they must be in a 
sense, in one place only at onetime. Otherwise the result would 
be that the two Houses might take entirely different action on 
the sume subject, which would be the frustration of all agree- 
ment, or extreme confusion. 

If you take this case as it stands at present, we might have 
the spectacle--provided the Senate possessed as little firmness 
as this body seems to possess—we might have the Senate pre- 
senting the spectacle of a recession from its amendments to the 
Hoyse bill, at the same time when the House was receding 
fromits disagreement to the amendments of the Senate; and 
then which bill would be iaw would be excessively puzzling ex- 
cept to those persons who cut Gordian knots and do not untie 
them. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what is the position in regard to this bill? 
But before going to that I desire to fortify myself by reference 
toa ruling of Mr. Speaker Colfax on the Ist day of June, 1864, 
in the first session of the Thirty-eighth Congress. Mr. Wash- 
burn undertook to submit a conference report on House bill 426. 
Mr. Colfax, the Speaker, inquired which House asked for the 
conference; and was informed that it was the House of Repre- 
sentatives. And the Speaker further inquiredif the Senate had 
acted on the report, and was told that it had not. The Speaker 
then ruled the motion out of order. This entirely irrespective 
of the question where the bill physically was. 

This case is authority for two propositions: First, that the con- 
ference report must be acted upon primarily by the body which 
assents to the conference; and, second, that even if the papers 
are before the House, unless they are rightfully before the 
House, the House has no authority to act. These two proposi- 
tions are perfectly plain and clear in parliamentary law. The 
status of the bill in case of agreement, and in case of disagree- 
ment, is also equally clear. 

I admit—because I should notundertake to speak to this House 
without stating what I knew upon the subject—I admit that the 
action of the two Houses, no dispute being made, is often irregu- 
lar; but never, so far as my knowledge goes, when the point has 
been raised and the question presented to either of the bodies. 
It may be that such irregular action has been taken, but so far 
as — limited research I have been able to give, that is my 
opinion. 

Now, that being the case, what is the condition and situation 
of this bill? The House passed the bill and it went to the Sen- 
ate. The Senate added six hundred and odd amendments. It 
voted to insist upon those amendments, and to ask a committee 
of conference before the House had had an opportunity for ac- 
tion, That is rather a new method, but it has been established, 
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apparently, within the last six or eight years. The bill then 
came over to the House, and the House assented to the confer- 
ence, 

The bill and the papers came here. The conferees reported 
a disagreement, and the House and Senate then acted upon 
that disagreement, and continued to disagree. The legal result 
was that those papers wentto the Senate. I have been told that 
upon agreeing to the proposition for a conference the Senate re- 
turned the bill with the message. If that was done it was ir- 
regular, because no papers need to be sent to any House unless 
that House is to take action upon those papers. | 

Recollect that the key to the whole situation is the rule that 
no House can act upon papers which are not before it, and not 
properly before it. It is impossible thatit should be otherwise. 
If it were possible that it should be otherwise, we might have 
the two bodies acting at the same time upon the same or similar 
papers, which could only lead to confusion and to discredit to 
the business action of both bodies. The papers then, it being a 
case of disagreement, are properly before the Senate, because 
that body was the body that first asked for a conference. 

There can be no better illustration of the wisdom and sound- 
ness of this than the actual position of public affairs at this mo- 
ment. The Senate said: ‘‘ We will pass your bill if you will ad- 
mit our amendments:” That was upon July 2, a month and ten 
days ago, if I have the date right. The House refused the 
amendments of the Senate. There has been one conference, 
which has resulted in a disagreement. Another conference is 
now pending and inexistence. The bill must be in the hands of 
the Senate, although it may be in the custody of the conferees. 

Nevertheless that is where the bill is, and the Senate to-day 
is proposing action upon it, and the House to-day is proposing 
action upon it, the House having repented of its bill and the 
Senate having repented of its bill also, and there being at this 
moment no assenting agreement possible between the two bod- 
ies, because each one of them is very properly ashamed of its 
own offspring and disgusted with the offspring of the other. 
{Laughter on the Republicanside.] Nowitis proposed that one 
body, the body which has not the papers, shall proceed to take 
action and actually climb over every legal obstacle in order to 
get at the nauseous meal which has been set before them, the 
nature of which they themselves have described. 

Upon my word, I never heard of such a spectacle in purlia- 
mentary history, or any other; but I will not dwell upon that, 
because my point is entirely upon the parliamentary situation. 
I say that there can be no better example of the absurdity of the 
doctrine which that rule contemplates to uphold than just this 
present. It is intended that the laws of this land shall have the 
assent of both Houses. Thus far this bill has had the dissent of 
both of them. Thus far it has the opposition of both Houses, 
and this House is endeavoring to take a snap judgment, ready to 
take what it has so utterly denounced on all occasions for fear of 
worse. 

Mr. DUNN. For fear of McKinleyism. 

Mr. REED. The Senate, on the other hand, is contemplating 
some sort of action on this question. Now, suppose that should 
happen to be simultaneous. Suppose that the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. DUNN] who just interrupted me should suc- 
ceed in his effort to swallow what he has been unwilling even 
to look at. [Laughter.] Suppose he should adorn his record 
by this interesting back-down. Suppose he should be wreathed 
and garlanded by this action. He was rather late in getting 
upon the rollof honor. He seems to be ahead in getting on 
the roll of dishonor. [Laughter.] Suppose the Senate at the 
same moment should demand the bill for the oe of taking 
other action upon it. What situation should we in? 

But, on the other hand, upon the proposition that the House 
which ought to take action upon the bill is the House which 
has the papers, why, the whole matter is perfectly simple, and 
it passes from one House to the other. 

Lam quite well aware that one precedent, and very possibly 
more, might be found, in which the Senate or the House may 
have taken some action like this without having the question 
raised; but if that is so, that is no authority, no more than it 
would be authority, for instance, to claim that I might attempt 
to send this rule back to the Committee on Rules, upon the 
ground that two Democrats have already been allowed to do it. 
The Speaker would say if some Republican asked it—very pos- 
sibly the Speaker would say, that the question had not been 
raised; and thereupon rule according to his idea of parliamen- 
tary law. Authorities are to be found only in cases where the 
question has been brought up; and even the statement of a 
judge, made in deciding another case, never controls the case 
that is up, unless that was the case which was decided. 

I do not know that I shall succeed in conviacing gentlemen 
who come here to record caucus action; very possibly not; but 
I shall certainly put them in the condition of the heathen after 
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having listened to the missionary—they will not have any chance 
of redemption. [Laughter. | 


Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker—— b 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to decide the question. 
In order that the House may fully understand the exact question 
that is—— 

Mr. REED. Permitme a single word; to present one citation 


that I wanted to make. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. It is from Jefferson's Manual, which is the rule 
of the House. 

In the case of a conference asked after a vote of disagreement the con- 
ferees of the House asking it are to leave the papers with the conferees of 
the other body; and in one case where they refused to receive them they 
were allowed to lie on the table in the conference chamber. 

The SPEAKER. In order to fully understand the exact ques- 
tion presented by the gentleman from Maine it is necessary, 
first, to look at the exact condition of this bill, and, second, to 
the exact proposition that has been recommended in the report 
which has been read. 

The House passed a bill. It went to the Senate. The Senate 
amended that bill and requested a conference. The House ac- 
ceded to the request for a conference. The conference was held 
and a report of disagreement reported to the respective Houses; 
the House received the report,and asked a conference and 
transmitted the papers to the Senate. : 

When itreached the Senate, that body did something more than 
agree to the request for a conference. It was then in the power 
of the Senate to have receded from its disagreement in toto, 
and the bill would have become law; but the Senate did not do 
that. They insisted upon their amendments and returned the 
bill to the Llouse. Now, of course, under the parliamentary law, 
where a bill is theoretically it ought to be practically and physi- 
cally. The gentleman from Maine cites a case where the point 
was made upon a report presented in the House that the Senate 
had acceded to the request for a conference and it was notin or- 
der to present the reportin the House until the Senate had acted. 
Thatseems to be the scope and effect of Jefferson’s Manual. But 
the rule which is now before the House proposes to change the 
rule in Jefferson’s Manual so far as this proceeding is concerned. 
So that the question arises, not whether under Jefferson’s Man- 
ual this course may be pursued, but whether if the House chooses 
to change that rule its act is legal, binding, and valid. 

There is no question that the House has the right te change 
or abrogate or alter any rule in Jefferson’s Manual so far as it 
applies to its proceedings, but the question to consider now isas 
to the validity of the act, conceding that the rule authorizes the 
act to be done. So that the precedent cited by the gentleman, 
where the Speaker under that rule refused to receive the report, 
does not cover this question. Now, as to the effect this rule 
would have if adopted, I have found but one precedent, and that 
was in the Forty-second Congress at the second session. I have 
the history of that bill, Senate bill 508. It passed the Senate on 
May 16,1872. 

On May 31 a message was received from the House stating 
that the House had passed with amendment the bill of the Sen- 
ate 508. On June 1 the Senate ——— tothe amendment of 
the House to said bill, asked a erence on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and appointed conferees. On 
June 4 a me e was received from the House stating that the 
House had insisted upon its amendment to Senate bill 508, and 
had agreed to the conference. On June 10, 1872, on motion of 
Mr. Harlan, one of the conferees on the part of the Senate, the 
committee of conference on said bill was discharged from its 
further consideration, and the Senate receded from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the House and agreed to the same; 
and the House Journal shows that on June 10, 1872, when this 
action was taken in the Senate on motion of one of the confer- 
ees, and during the existence of the conference committee, the 
bill was in the House. 

Now, that case is on all fours with this. In that case the Sen- 
ate passed the bill; in this case the House passedit. In that 
case the Senate d to the House amendment and asked 
for a conference, and the House acceeded to the request for a 
conference. Under the rule laid down in Jefferson’s Manual if 
an agreement to report had been made it must first have been 
made in the House. But there was no agreement. The con- 
ferees in that case, as ir this case, had failed to reach an 
ment, and in the Senate, on motion of Mr. Harlan, one of the 
conferees, the conferees were discharged and the Senate re- 
ceeded and the bill became a law. 

Now, the object of all conferences between the two Houses is 
to get the minds of the Houses together to pass the bill. The 
Senate conferees are insisting upon the Senate amendments. 
The House conferees are insisting upon the rejection of those 
amendments. That conference committee is now in existence, 
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and it has been held in the case just indicated that, pendi) 
that condition of affairs, the House which has rejected th 
amendment may recede from that action and permit the bil! : 
become a law. In this connection, as showing the difference | 
the character of proceedings where there are disagreemen 
between the two Houses, and the proceedings had generally i 
either House, I ask the Clerk to read from a decision of Speak: 
Carlisle. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Speaker overruled the point of order, upon the ground that the p) 
ceedings, When there has been a disagreement between the two branches 


a legislative body, are different in many respects from the proceedings ; 
other cases. The paramount object of all such proceedings is to pring 
two branches to an agreement. Therefore either may, without reconsid 
ing previous votes, take action in a directly opposite direction. For j 
Stance, the House may refuse to concur inan amendment, and may afte 


ward insist again and again upon its disagreement to the amendment. .; 
yet it may ultimately, without reconsidering any of these votes, recede a 
solutely from its disagreement, or recede from it with an amendment, as { 
Judgment may dictate. And, while itis competent under the recen } 
tice of the House to instruct conference committees, still the House j: 
case, asin the other, may ultimately recede from its disagreement 
very amendment in regard to which it had instructed its conferees to in 
on a disagreement; and that may be done with or without a confer: 

port upon the subject. 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of orde 
by the gentleman from Maine. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I demand the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered. ; 
Mr. REED. I will yield the floor until the gentlema 
we lains this matter. 
I 


Mr. C: NGS. I prefer that the gentleman should « 
his time now. [Cries of *‘ Vote!” on the Democratic side. 

Mr. REED. I think your feeling, gentlemen,isperfectly : 
ural. The job that you have got to do is such that the soone 


you get over it the better you willfeel. [Laughter and cries 
**Vote!” “Vote!” on the Democratic side.}] But at the sam 
time you will have to listen toa plain statement of what yo 
are doing, and you will recognize it yourselves, and it is be- 
cause you recognize it in advance that you are crying, ‘‘ Vo' 
“Vote!” “‘Vote!” Your class of people in the latter day \ 
be crying, in similar fashion, for the mountains to fall on th: 
{Laughter.] 

The first proposition which you are called upon to vote is t 
you will take action upon papers which are not before you, tha 
you will violate the principles of parliamentary law in order ‘ 
do a thing which you yourselves have proclaimed to be disgus' 
ing. Youaregoing to trample upon the barriers whicb prese: 
the rights of the pone of this country, iv. crder to perform a 
act which would distasteful to gentlemen who were dif 
ently constituted from yourselves. [Laughter on the R: 
lican side. } ; 

You are going to do it in defiance of all your protestation: 
defiance of all your declarations. You are going todie not ov 
in the last ditch, but in the very lowest part of the dit 
{Laughter on the Republican side.} You realize how distaste- 
ful and dissatisfying all this is, and you put into the order son 
trimmings. You are satisfied that what you are going to 
needs seasoning, and you propose to garnish it with suitab 
seasoning, too. You are going toenacta bill which you belie: 
not to be an honest bill, and youare going toaccompany it wi! 
a parade which you also know is not honest. You are going ' 
desert the ‘‘roll of honor” [laughter] in order to trick your 
selves out with the gewgaws that are contained in this propo- 
sition, You are going to give us free sugar—yes, in your minus. 
{Laughter.] You are going to give us freecoal—oh, my friends 
And then you are going to give us free iron, and you are going 
to do it ina bold and manly way, like the backdown you are 
making here. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. 

You are going to have no committee of this House, not even 
your own pliant committee, to stand between you and the nob:s 

urpose that thrills your souls. hanes and applause on the 

publican side.}] You fear that a bill for free sugar will be 
contaminated by passing through a committee which may have 
become an appendage of another portion of what has been discov- 
ered to be the legislative branch of this country. You are go. 
ing to march to free coal over the dead bodies of the Ways and 
Means Committee. You are going to have free iron ore in de- 
fiance of the rules of this House, in defiance of the rules whic! 
you have always proclaimed were necessary for the due transac- 
tion of public business. You are going to give half an hour to 
the discussion of free sugar in all its branches! You are going 
to give fifteen minutes on a side to discuss the question of coa! 
You are going to give fifteen minutes on a side to discuss the 
question of iron! You are going to give an hour on a side tocl~ 
cuss six hundred amendments, no one of which has been touche¢ 
by this House, one-tenth of a second for each amendmen! 

oe and applause on the Republican side.] Now, how «0 
you like the whole programme? You are going to vote it: sa) 
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how you like it. [A voice on the Democratic side, ‘‘ First rate!” | liamentary law. And so the gentleman's plausible contention 


and laughter.] Providence loves a cheerful devourer. [Laugh- 
ter. 

ie. Chairman, I reserve the remainder of my time. [Cries 
of ** Vote!” ‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, how much time has the 
gentleman from Maine used? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee). 
The gentleman has used eight minutes. [Cries of ‘* Vote! 
“Vote!” 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia | occupi 


evaporates. Let me suggest to him that the two Houses are in 


| close proximity, and each generally knows what the other is 
| doing. Argument must always yield to common sense. [Ap- 
plause. } 


| 
| 


Now, the gentleman from Maine has inveig hed with some force 
against the limitation which we —— now to place upon this 
debate. Andonarecentoccasion, when the Committee on Rules 
reported to the House a special dispensation—which was never 
in very great favor with me when the gentleman from Maine 
the chair, [admit—the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 


[Mr. TURNER] so much of my time as he may wish. [Loud ap- | BURROWS] complained that two hours was a very limited time 
plause on the Democratic side as Mr. TURNER rose to address | in which to debate six hundred and thirty-four amendments. 


the House.] - . 
Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I begin by making 

aconfession. I confess that in this rencontre I engage with the 

gentleman from Maine on a field of honor in which he has won 


| 


| 


already many prizes. And 1 am encountering, sir, one of the | 


oracles of liamentary law. IfI were inclined to cherish ani- 
mosities, ii I were disposed to visit upon the head of my tor- 
mentor the direst punishment that I could devise, I would point 
the finger at the gentleman from Maine amd say, ‘‘This is his 
own work,” or, as the boys inthe street would say, 1 am com- 
mending to his own lips the medicine which he has so often de- 
vised for us. 

After having argued with so much force and ability. the par- 
liamentary situation in his opening remarks on the point of 
order (and the gentleman from Maine always states his propo- 
sitions with great force and ability) and after the Speaker had 
overruled his punctilio, the gentleman from Maine now re- 
argues the question, and assumes that this bill is not in the cus- 
tody of the House, and that what we are about to do is illegal. 


That gentleman did me the honor to read, with very much 
better emphasis than I could have commanded, some rather 
indignant remarks of my own when the five hundred and odd 
amendments of the McKinley bill were in similia casu in this 
body. 

I hope the gentleman quoted the remarks with a distinct per- 


| sonal approval of them. Let me say to the gentleman that | 


had to “eat dirt” so many times under the administration of 
the gentleman from Maine, that it has got to be less nauseous to 
me than it used to be. [Applause.] And I want to commend to 
my friend from Michigan, as I have already done to the gentle- 


| man from Maine, the full measure of even-handed justice. [f it 


took only two hours to impose the burden of the McKinley bill 


| on the American people, in the name of all that is fair ought it 


I cite against the gentleman’s last proposition the decision of | 


this House just taken. 
But if he wishes to retry the question, in the nature of an ap- 
1 on the discussion of this rule, I desire to say to him that he 


s assumed a great deal when he said that the transmission of | 


this bill to the House, with the last message ofthe Senate, was 
an inadvertency or was an illegality. Why does the gentleman 
assume that that was a wrengiul procedure? It was the action 
of a codrdinate branch of Congress—— 

Mr. REED. I will state—— 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The gentleman will pardon me 
untl I have finished my statement. 

Mr. REED. I do notwish tointerrupt the gentleman without 
his consent. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I will consent with pleasure in a 
moment. 

T state that the gentleman assumes this bill came back to the 
House when the Senate sent its message here agreeing to our 
last conference; and yet he assumes further that that action of 
the Senate was wrongful or inadvertentor a mistake. I ask the 
gentleman why he makes that assumption? 

Mr. REED. I answer in the first place that I did not assume 
the bill came back. I simply stated that I was informed that it 


came back. And if it did come back, I assumed that it was an | 


error, for this reason: The bill was sent to the Senate because 
the Senate must take action on it; it was not sent back to the 
House properly, because the House had noaction to take. There 
is the point I made exactly. And the gentleman from Georgia 
islargeenough to answer the point made by me—notone that he 
makes himself. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The gentleman overestimates my 
importance, Mr. Speaker. I must look at things plainly, and 
take that view which occurs to a plain man. he sending 
of this bill back to the House by the Senate, with its message 
informing the House of its action, was, in fact, as I understand, 
accompanied by the bill in question. The gentleman says that 
there are irregularitiesin the precedentson these occasions; yet 
he would not dare take the further step of assuming that such 
irregularity would vitiate the action taken. 

The gentleman from Maine contends that we take the risk of 
an absurd predicament if we insist on the course we are pursu- 
ing, and that one House might concur in an amendment and at 
the same time the other House might recede from the amend- 
ment. This is a forcible statement of the philosophy on which 
the gentleman bases aa. But the gentleman from Maine 
knows that in cases in which no conference has been ordered, 
and where one House has one ofits bills returned with amend- 
ments, the same absurd predicaments could occur by one House 
concurring in the amendments at the same time that the other 
recedes from these amendments. Either House could in this 
supposed case act, or both could have acted, at the same moment 
and in opposite directions. 

And this same condition of affairs might arise in conference 
cases, if Mr. Carlisle is to be regarded as an authority on par- 


to have taken any longer to remove these burdens from the peo- 
ple? [Loud applause on the Democratic side.]} 

And, sir, my honorable friend from Michigan|Mr. Burrows], 
whose beaming face now confronts me across the aisle, took oc- 
casion to use some of the eloquent words uttered by Mr. Garfield, 
I believe, to the effect that the Democratic party would always 
be found on the old abandoned camping grounds of the Repub- 
lican party. Mr. Speaker, we have for a long time been pursu 
ing the trail of the Republican party, and in order that we may 
overtake them, we are compelled to go over the ground tramped 
by their feet. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maine took occasion to say, 
by implication at least, that the limitations imposed on this de- 
bate by the special order reported by the gentleman from Mis 
sissippi do not allow adequate debate on the various items in- 
cluded in the rule. Each one of these items has been in diseus- 
sion in this Congress for weeks in this body at least, and for 
months in the other. 

Mr. REED. When’? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The gentleman’s party associates 
in the Senate had three months of unlimited debate upon them. 

Mr. REED. But you said in this House. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. ! said in this body these were 
under discussion for weeks. 

Mr. REED. These amendments: 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. These amendmenis were under 
discussion for weeks, if anybody had desired to do so. 

The gentleman from Maine, [I am sure, does not wish to be 
specially technical. The gentleman knows that I mean that the 


| subjects of these propositions involved in the separate bills to 


be offered were here, liable to discussion, for weeks, and for 
months in the other branch of Congress. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman allow me to suggest that we 
could not possibly have discussed these amendments before they 
were made? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Does not the gentleman know that 
the whole tariff question was open here for debate for a whole 
month? 

Mr. REED. No, sir. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Why does the gentleman say so? 

Mr. REED. Simply because we were cut off and limited in 
our discussion of these matters, and we did not know what tho 
Senate amendments would be, and I never heard of a man who 
could discuss an amendment which had never been made. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Now, the gentleman does not un- 
derstand me, or is taking a very technicai position. 

Mr. REED. It really does not strike me that way. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. The gentleman knows that I am 
referring to the subject-matter of these propositions, and the 
gentleman knows that they were subject to his assault here at 
any time for a month, and the gentleman knows that the same 
matters were undergoing discussion, exclusively by his party 
associates, in the Senate for months. [ therefore assume, Mr. 
Speaker, that the discussion of these matters had been adequate 
and sufficient. Andlam glad of the opportunity to be able to 
dispose of these matters, under all these circumstances, after a 
= limited debate. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Carlisle sugar-trust schedule had not 
been made when the bill was under discussion in the House. 





— 


A MEMBER on the Democratic side. 
floor? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine(Mr. REED] has 

seven minutes. 

Mr. REED. Iam very glad that the gentleman from Georgia 
has addressed the House. Iam always delighted when I know 
that the heaviest artillery has been fired, because I can then 
look over the field and estimate accurately what the damage 
will be. The fact that the gentleman from Georgia is unable to 
say more in defense of his side shows how weak the condition 
of that side is; for if anybody could say mag enes that would 
get them out of this difficulty he would do it. ow, the gen- 
tleman undertook to say, and he created a greatdeal of applause 
on his side when be said it, thatif it took two hours to pass the 
McKinley bill, two hours toget rid of it ought to be enough. 

Now, that was a beautiful antithesis, but the difficulty with it 
is like the difficulty always with the Democratic position. It 
has no foundation in fact. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 
When the McKinley bill came back finally, in the latter part of 
September, it had six bours of discussion, and the gentleman on 
the other side and his friends were clamoring for more. He 
says he has got used to eating dirt. I am afraid he has got too 
used to it. [Laughter on the Republican side.] I am afraid he 
has got to like the flavor of it, and perhaps what he is going to 
do now under this bill will become tasteful to him also. 

Mr. TURNER of a Ido not desire to interrupt the 
gentleman in his line of remarks, although the gentleman is 
amusing himself somewhat at my expense. 

Mr. REED. I yield with pleasure to the gentleman from 
Georgia. 

Mr. TURNERof Georgia. I would ask the gentleman to what 
action does he refer when six hours were given for debate? 

Mr. REED. I refer to the time when the McKinley bill was 
finally passed. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. But the time to which I refer—— 

Mr. REED. The time as to which the comparison was made 
was six hours. 

Mr. TURNERof Georgia. The gentleman perhaps is accurate 
in his recollection, but I want to appeal to his memory further. 
In the rule which the gentleman’s committee framed for agreeing 
to nonconcur in the five hundred and odd amendments of the 
Senate to the McKinley bill was not the time limited by that 
rule to two hours? 

Mr. REED. [can notsay. Ifrankly state that I donot know. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I think that was the limitation, 
and I will endeavor to look it up. 

Mr. REED. I donot remember; but I do say here that not 

“One of the six hundred and odd amendments of the Senate to 
this bill ever had a moment's discussion in the House. The gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER], with that skill which has 
stood him in such g stead at the bar no doubt, undertakes to 
confuse that with the general discussion. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Thereisaquestion of fact between 
the gentleman from Maine and myself—— 

Mr. REED. But my time is passing. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I have not been captious with the 
gue. The gentleman knows I was referring to an inci- 

ent that occurred here the other day when the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] arraigned me for an incident on the 
occasion when we reported a rule limiting debate to two hours 
on ‘So to nonconcur in the Senateamendments to the Wil- 
son , 

I meant to say just now that that rule was dissimilar to the 
one reported by the gentleman’s committee. I oughtat least to 
say when the Senate amendments to the McKinley bill were 

, brought up for concurrence or nonconcurrence, that the time 
then was limited to two hours and not six. 

Mr. REED. Then, if the gentleman made that statement, or 
intended to make that statement, it was not understood; and I 
suppose both the applause of the Democratic party and my re- 
marks will be withdrawn. [Laughter.] I am glad also to see 
that the gentleman from Georgia recognizes the inadequacy of 
the decision that was made upon the point of order and comesto 
the rescue. But Iam sorry also to see that he does not seem to 
quite fill the hiatus. 

Itis quite proper for me, even after the decision of the Speaker 
that this was in order, to represent—it is very proper for me to 
represent to the House the absurdity of the position in which 
they are placing themselves. A bill from one House to 
the other. Itisneverin both. It is not like Mahomet’s coffin, 
suspended between heaven (which is the Senate at present) and 
the earth. [Laughter.] It is always in one body or the other; 
and it is there fora reason. It is there in the natural course o 
events, Now, the proper place for it is in the Senate, because 
there is the last place anything was done to it. It was the last 
place where they were expected todo anything. When they 


How did you get tke 
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sent a message stating that they had agreed to our request for 
a committee of conference that did not bring the bill with it. 

The Speaker was kind enough to say in his decision that this 
rule overruled Jefferson's Manual. But this rule can not over- 
rule Jefferson's Manual so far as that relates toboth Houses. It 
takes both Houses to do that; and avcording to the parliamen- 
tary law which obtains between the two Houses to-day that bill 
is in the Senate, and you are performing upon it in the House. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has one minute remaining, 

Mr. REED. [reserve that. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. LIyield to the gentleman from Georgia 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I would be very glad if the gen 
tleman would indicate whether he will use the remainder of his 
time, because he is so formidable that I dislike very much to 
have him follow. 

Mr. REED. That the gentleman from Georgia may have a 
free course and be glorified, [ will give that one minute to him. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, there is nothing 
necessary for me to say in closing the desultory remarks | 
have endeavored to submit on this occasion except to refer to 
the criticism which the gentleman from Maine has made on 
the authority, or rather of the reasoning, of the Chair. He has 
commented with some sharpness on the statement of the Speaker, 
that it would not be competent for this House to repeal or modify 
one of the joint rules. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. There are no joint rules. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman misunderstands me. 
say the joint rules. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. 
tleman to correct me. 

Mr. REED. WhatlI said was that the regulations of parlia- 
mentary law which subsisted between two Houses can not be ab- 
rogated by oneofthem. There are no joint rules. 

r. TURNER of Georgia. The gentleman from Maine knows 
we have no joint rules agreed to by the two Houses, but would 
invoke vague, mystic, and irregular tradition, which he says 
has varied on different occasions. 

Mr. REED. No. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. If, Mr. Speaker, we had a code of 
joint rules, agreed to between the two Houses, and formally set- 
tled and codified and expressed in all the forms and sanctions 
of law, I have no doubt in the world that either House would 
have aright of its own motion to repeal, modify, or abrogate 
any such rule; and if it could do so under the constitutional au- 
thority to formulate rules for its procedure at the beginning of 
each session of Congress or at any other time, why could it not 
modify and repeal or abrogate this tradition or practice to which 
the gentleman from Maine refers? 

It seems to me that if there isany such thing as a reduction to 
an absurdity the gentleman from Maine has involved himself in 
that predicament. Why, sir, the rules between the two Houses 
would have no higher or stronger footing than a treaty between 
two different nations; and yet either one of those nations, ac- 
cording to all authority, could by the independent act of itsown 
lawmaking department repeal the treaty; and so either House 
of Congress can repeal even a formal joint rule previously agreed 
upon by the two Houses. I wish to say—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The question being taken, the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 188, noes 3. 

[Applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. REED. Let us have tellers. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. I demand the yeasand nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Speaker ee 
to act as tellers at the desk Mr. OUTHWAITE and Mr. HOOKER 
of New York. 

Thequestion was taken; and there were—yeas 176, nays 97, an- 
swered ‘‘ present” 11, not voting 67; as follows: 


I did not 
Then I will be glad for the gen- 


YEAS—176. 
Branch, Clark, Mo. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Clarke, Ala. 
Bretz, Cobb, Ala. 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Bryan, 
Bunn, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus, 
Caminetti, 


De Forest, 
Denson, 
Dinsmore, 


Alderson, 
Alexander, 


Dockery, 
Donovan, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 


Coombs, 
Cooper, Fa. 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cornish, 
Cox, 

Crain, 
Crawford, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
De Armond, 


Ellis, Ky. 
English, Cal. 
ee lish, N. J. 


Epes, 
Erdman, 
Everett, 


Boatner, 
Bo wer, N.C. 








1804. 


Fithian, 
Forman, 
Fyar, 

Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Goldzier, 
Grady, 
Griffin, 
Haines, 

Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Hare, 

Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 
Henderson, N. C. 
Hendrix, 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss, 
Hunter, 

lkirt, 

Izlar, 

Jones, 
Kribbs, 

Kyle, 

Lane, 
Lapham, 


Adams, Pa. 


Avery, 
Baker, N. H. 
Bingham, 
Blair, 
Boutelle, 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Burrows, 
Cannon, Ill. 
Childs, 
Cogswell, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Covert, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Daniels, 
Davey, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Doolittle, 
Ellis, Oregon 
Funk, 


Gear, 


Baker, Kans. 
Bell, Colo. 
Black, Ill. 


Abbott, 
Adams,Ky. 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, 
Babcock, 
Bartholdt, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bowers, Cal. 


Breckinridge, Ky. 


Brickner, 
Bundy, 
Burnes, 
Bynur, 
Chickering, 
Clancy, 
Cockran, 


Latimer, 
Lawson, 
Layton, 
Lester, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Lynch, 
Maddox, 
Maguire, 
Mallory, 
Martin, Ind. 
McAleer, 
McCreary, Ky. 
McCulloch, 
McDannold, 
McDearmon, 
McEttrick, 
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Oates, 

Ogden, 

O'Neil, Mass. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 

Page. 

Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Paynter, 
Pearson, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
Pigott, 

Rayner, 

Reilly, 

Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Mich. 


McKaig, Richardson, Tenn. 
McLaarin, Ritchie, 
MeMillin, Robbins, 
McNagny, Rusk, 
McRae, Russell, Ga. 
Money, Ryan, 
Montgomery, Sayers, 
Moore, Shell, 
Morgan, Sipe, 
Mutchler, Snodgrass, 
Neill, Somers, 
NAYS—97. 
Gillet, N. Y. Loud, 
Gorman, Loudenslager, 
Grosvenor, Lucas, 
Grout, Marsh, 
Grow, Marvin, N. Y. 
Hager, McCall, 
Hainer, McCleary, Minn. 
Harmer, Meiklejohn, 
Hartman, Mercer, 
Haugen, Meyer, 
Heiner, Milliken, 
Henderson, Iowa Murray, 
Hepburn, Newlands, 
Hermann, Northway, 
Hitt, Payne, 
Hooker, N. Y. Perkins, 
Hopkins, Ill. Phillips, 
Hopkins, Pa. Pickler, 
Houk, Post, 
Hulick, Powers, 
Hull, Price, 
Johnson, Ind. uigg, 
Johnson, N. Dak. ay. 
Johnson, Ohio Reed, 
Keifer, Reyburn, 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”’—11. 

Boen, Hudson, 
Davis, Hutcheson, 
Harris, Kilgore, 

NOV VO'TING—67. 
Coffeen, Lacey, 
Conn, Lefever, 
Curtis, N. Y. Linton, 
Dalzell, Magner, 
Draper, Mahon, 
Fielder, Marshall, 
Fletcher, McGann, 
Gardner, McKeighan, 
Gillett, Mass. Meredith, 
Goodnight, Moon, 
Graham, Morse, 
Gresham, Moses, 
Harter, Randall, 
Henderson, Il. Robinson, Pa. 
Hicks, Schermerhorn, 
Hines, Settle, 
Kem, Shaw, 


Sorg, | 
Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stevens, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 

Straus, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S.C. 
Talbott, Md. 
Tarsney, 

Tate, 

Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 

Tracey, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Tyler, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Williams, 011. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Woodard. 


Robertson, La. 
Russell, Conn. 
Scranton, 
Sherman, 
Smith, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Tawney, 
Updegraf, 
Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Waugh, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Woomer, 
Wright, Pa. 


McDowell, 
Pence. 


Sibley, 
Sickles, 
a. 
Stallings, 
Stockdale, 
Sweet, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Turpin, 
Walker, 
Washington, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ill. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Wright, Mass. 


The following named members were announced as paired until 


further notice: 


Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. THOMAS. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. ALDRICH. 
Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. CurtTIs of New York. 
Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. MCDOWELL. 
Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 
Mr. GRESHAM with Mr. MAHON. 
Mr. HUTCHESON with Mr. DRAPER. 
Mr. WHITING with Mr. WHITE. 
Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. WALKER. 
Mr. SURPIN with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 
Mr. Co¥FEEN with Mr. LACEY. 


For this day: 


Mr. SICKLES with Mr. SETTLE. 
Mr. SVALLINGS with Mr. HENDERSON of [ilinois. 
Mr. GRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky with Mr. BELDEN. 
Mr. CLANCY with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. MARSHALL with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. MAGNER with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. FIELDER with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. ADAms of Kentucky. 
Mr. MOSEs with Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts. 
Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. FLETCHER. 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER with Mr. WHEELER of [llinois. 
Mr. HARTER with Mr. BuNpDy. 


8473 


The following on the tariff bill: 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. Ray. 

Mr. BYNUM with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. AVERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
LINTON, be excused, on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DALZELL. I am paired with the gentleman 
Indiana, Mr. BYNUM. 
and I would vote ‘‘no.” 

Mr. MCDOWELL. 
Wisconsin, Mr. 
vote ‘‘no.” 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. DRAPER. Were he pres- 
ent, I would vote ‘‘ aye.” 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my col- 
league, Mr. GARDNER, be excused, on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr.Speaker, I have voted, but I desire to with- 
draw my vote, being paired with the gentleman from Wyoming, 
Mr. COFFEEN. Were he present, I should vote ‘‘no,” and he 
would vote ‘‘aye.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask whether 
my colleague from Ohia, Mr. OUTHWAITE, has voted? 

The SPEAKER. He has. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam paired with him, and I was about 
to withdraw my vote unless his vote was recorded. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that Mr. Mc- 
KEIGHAN and Mr. KEM of Nebraska have been excused on ac- 
count of sickness. If they wore here they would vote “ present.” 
[Laughter.} 

The SPEAKER. On this vote the yeas are 176, and the nays 
are 97, present and not voting 1l. The ayes have have it and 
the resolution is agreed to. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I submit the 
motion which I send to the desk. 

Mr. DINGLEY. [I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is so much confusion that it is diffi- 
cult to hear. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. The 
gentleman from West Virginia moves that the order heretofore 
made requesting a conference with the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on bill H. R. 4864be rescinded; that 
the conferees heretofore appointed on the part of the House be 
discharged from further duty in that behalf, and that the House 
recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendments to said 
bill and agree to the same. On this motion two hours are al- 
lowed for debate under the special rule. The gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. WiLson} will control one hour of the time 
and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] the other. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, in order to preserve any rights 
that may be involved, I make the point of order that the bill to 
which this resolution refers is not before the House. The 
Speaker has already ruled on it, but I make the point now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state in connection with the 
point made by the gentleman from Maine that the bill is in fact 
on the table. 

Mr. REED. Of course, any fact can be stated in connection 
with the matter, but the bill is still in conference. 

The SPEAKER. The bill ison the table. The Chair only 
desires to let that fact go along with the gentleman’s point. 

Mr. REED. That the bill is physically here? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; that it is here. 

Mr. REED. Ido not see how it can be here under parliamen- 
tary law. [Laughter. | 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I have made 
the motion which I have sent to the Clerk’s desk not on my own 
responsibility or from my own volition, but as the official organ 


from 
If he were present he would vote ‘‘aye,” 


I am paired with the gentleman from 
BRICKNER. If he were present, I would 


| «? the caucus of my associates on this side of the House and by 


their direction. 1 shall say very little myself on this occasion 
in advocacy of the motion; and [ shall be sincere and frank in 
what I shall submit to this House. 

[ do not pretend that I am gratified at the outcome of this pro- 
longed controversy. I do not pretend that up to the very last 
moment I had not cherished the hope and the faith that we 
should reach another and a better conclusion of this conflict be- 
tween the two Houses of the American Congress. 

I had hoped and believed, until there seemed no ground scarcely 
for hope or belief, that in such a contest this House, backed by 
the American people and enthusiastically sustained by the Dem- 
ocratic party, would be able to achieve some honorable compro- 
mise between the two Houses which we could have accepted, 
not from a sense of duty, but with a sense of satisfaction and 4 
feeling that we had responded to the mandates of the American 


people. 
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But, Mr. Speaker, we have simply realized in this great fight 
the fact so well stated by the great leader of the tariff reform 
fight in Great Britain—that when the people have gained avic- 
tory at the polls they must have a tasthor stand-up and knock- 
down fight with their own representatives. And we have realized, 
if nothing else, the warning lesson of the intrenchment of the 

rotective system in this country under thirty years of class 

gislation, until the mere matter of tariff ccnaleion is a matter 
of insignificance, and the great question presents itself, is this 
to be a Government by a self-taxing people or a Government of 
taxation by trustsand monopolies? [Applause on the Democratic 
side. | 

If we have taken out of this fight no other lesson than that, it 
has been to us a great, an inspiring, amd valuable lesson. If we 
have not been able to get all that the mandates of the people 
told us to get, allthat the high enthusiasm of the people ex- 
pected us to get, we have brought this dangerous fact face to 
face with American freemen, and we have made some breach, 
I hope, in the protective system through which the hosts of 
American freemen will continue to march. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. | 

I shall not say to the people of this country, I shall not sa; to 
my colleagues here (from whom even at the expense of what 
may seem ill taste on this occasion I can not withhold the ex- 
pression of my unspeakabie gratitude for their personal frie nd- 
ship and their loyal and enthusiastic support)—I shali not say 
to them that white is black or that false is true, or that protec- 
tion is a just and honest system of taxation. [A on the 
Democratic side.] Nothing which is not done right ever lasts. 
No work that is not thorough ever remains undisturbed. You 
can settle no question like the great question of taxation per- 
manently and safely except upon the eternal basis of right and 
of liberty. [Applause.] 

I shall not attempt, as Isaid at the outset, to explain the merits 
or to dwell u the demerits of the six hundred and odd amend- 
mends to this bill which this House is about, of necessity, to 
concur in. Perhaps [ could not cogeeeee as yet to the merits 
of the amendments. My attention necessarily been so con- 
stantly and so steadily directed to their demerits that it would re- 
quire some experience to learn what the meritsare. [Laugh- 
ter and ees But whatever the measure of shortcoming 
of this bill in its 6 ener oe be its demerits in mere 
schedules—this I do believe, that it is not as bad as the McKin- 
— [Loud applause on the Democratic side.} 

his I do know, that in part of it it does afford some relief 

to the taxpayers of this country, and does clip the wings of the 

— monopolies that are now oppressing them and blocking 

gislation. if pplause on the Democratic side; derisive cries 
on the Republican oy 

Take even those ons of the bill over which this contest 
between the two Houses has heen waged. Take iron ore and 
coal, upon which we have confronted, and to a ceriain extent 
unsuccessfully confronted, the great railroad syndicates of the 
country; yet we have reduced them both nearly 50 per cent be- 
low the McKinley bill. eeeaes Take the sugar schedule, 
over which the greatest all the contests between the two 
Houses has been ed. Vicious as it may be, burdensome to 
the people as it may be, favorable to the trust as it may be, it is 
less vicious, less favorable to the trust, less burdensome to the 
people than is the McKinley law, under which this trust has 
grown so great as to overshadow with its power the American 
people. [Applause.] 

If for noother reason, then, those who believe that when they 
can not take the full step which they desire, when they can not 
do that which the people commissioned them to do, they must 
take the best they can and step as far as they can, may find some 
justification for a choice between the two bills. 

Mr. HUDSON. Will the gentleman permit an interruption 
just here? 

Mr. WILSON of West Mo arog Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUDSON. I should like to ask the gentleman whether 
he has investigated fully so as to be able to state definitely that 
this bill as amended by the Senate will furnish sufficient reve- 
nue to meet the entire ex of the Government? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr.Speaker, that is a ques- 
tion which no man, = rtainly not I—can answer in ac- 
curate terms. But I have no difficulty whatever in saying that, 
when the schedules of the bill with the Senate amendments get 
into normal operation, it will produce sufficient and more than 
sufficient revenue for the “ee of the Government. 

I should add to the answer that perhaps in the inning the 
bill will not produce as much revenue as will result {rom it later 
op under its ordinary working, because I am informed, whether 
it be true or not I do not know, that the sugar trust, in antic 
tion of the of the bill, have imported many millions’ 
worth of raw sugar. 
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Mr. HUDSON. Will the passage of this bill, in your 
ment, save the country from the further issue of bonds? — 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I think I have alread, 
ered that question in my previousanswer. It may bein the 
few months of the operation of the bill, because of this eres: 
accumulation of raw sugar to which I have just referred, ‘ 
the revenues of the Government will not be sufficient to 1 
the expenditures of the Government. But it is my belie 
view of the large amount of imported goods, and also in vi: 
the fact that*there will be larger imporitations when the : 
rates are definitely known and fixed, that if the necessi| 
not already been incurred it will not exist under the oper 
of this bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman pardon m: 1 
point? I understood him tosay that the sugar trust had al: 
imported a hundred millions worth of sugar. If so, in: 
as Only $109,000,000 worth of sugar was imported last | 
not all of the revenue that we get from sugar, under | 
tion of this bill, for the first year be missing? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I did not intend ‘ 

| figures that one hundred millions of raw sugar had b 
oa. E stated that I had been informed that the s 

| had imported a very large amount, and [ have even | 

| stated that it reaches that amount. It has been put at 44s 
| tons by gentlemen who profess to know. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to : 
question? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Yes; but I do no! 
take up much of the time, as [ have promised to yield 1 
sociates. 

Mr.MILLIKEN. Willnotallof theduty on thatsuga 
go into the hands of the trust, and not into the Treas 
the operation of this bill? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. 
Maine can answer that question for himself. 
that he would answer it. 

Mr. HEARD. Will my friend yield to me for a question 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Certainly, for a questi 

Mr. HEARD. I want to know fromthe gentleman from We: 
Virginia if itis not true that whatever may be this bonus to: 
sugar trust in view of the passage of this law, if it w: 
reap a still larger bonus under the operation of the \e 
law, if that were still left in force? 

| Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. They would not d 
| mediately, but under the operation of that law from y: 
they would certainly reap a larger sum. 

Mr. Speaker, in answer toall of these questions, Ihave + 
to say that under the rule just adopted by the House. imn 
ately followjng the passage of this bill we propose to present a’ 

| pass a bill putting sugar on the free list. {Applause on 

| Democratic side.] The question is now made as to whether th: 
is a Government by the American people for the American 

| ple, or a Government of the sugar trust for the benefit o 

sugar trust. And this House will show the people, [ do 
what its position is on that question, and the Senate 
the people its position. 

I will reserve the residue of my time. 

| Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, lam somewhat reluctant to ad 

| the House, because my feelings are divided between two 
tions. One is an emotion of regret for the Democratic p: 
and for its position, and the other is a feeling of equal reg" 
for the country and its position, too. So far as the gent 
from West Virginia is concerned and his compatriots, tLe: 
not the slightest necessity of my commenting on the difle 
between thisscene of sorrow and the triumphal procession Ww! 
carried him out of this House. [Laughter and applause on ' 
Republican side.} He is not so joyousnow, having been carr 
out in another branch, and more effectually. [Renewed lavr* 
ter. ] 

It is unfortunate for the gentleman from West Virginia th: 
he and his compatriots have had to contend with gentlemen 
s0 much more capacity and skill. Undoubtedly the House « 
ferees meant well. ndoubtedly their intentions were hon 
able; but they were no match for the gentleman whom they ™°¢! 
in the other branch. They were not skillful as these men 2" 
Why, our conferees came back to us, gentlemen of the Hous° 
without so much as the name of the bill that they transporte: 
across this building a month } 
as the ‘‘Gorman-Brice vice the Wilson bill, dead.” [Laughte’ 
and applause on the Republican side.] Aye! dead on the fic © 
“dishonor.” [Renewed laughter and applause. | 

The gentleman from West Virginia and his compatriots “)" 
pear before us now, not as the triumphal reformers, marc!” 
to glory at the sound of their own sweet voices. They are oe 
babes in the wood, and it will be found pretty soon that 11°) 


Well, the gentlema 
I would ; 





It will be known in history 





~ 
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were left there by their ‘‘uncle” in the White House. [Great 
laughter and applause on the Republican side. } : 

And I can hear the coming sound of the pinions of the little 
pirds bearing the ballots that are to bury them out of sight. 
{Laughter on the Republican side.] But their fate is of small 
consequence. Their disappearance is the leastand smallest par- 
ticle of this event. I told this House, speaking on this tariff 
question, that one of the great misfortunes of this attempted ac- 
tion would be the fact that whatever basis was reached, it would 
not be a permanent basis on which this country could do busi- 
ness, that that was only an effort on their part to do something, 
an effort which they were going to continue; and the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] signalizes his departure 
from history by talking about this being a step in the onward 

arch. 

"BO, not even content with this Senate bill, not even content 
with what attacks it makes upon our industries, these men, at 
the moment when they seal their personal discredit by submit- 
ting tothe bill, snnounce tous that itis only the herald of future 
attacks upon the business industries of this country. Great God! 
Has not this country suffered enough during the last twelve 
months, that these men should come and assure it that their 
ravages are to continue? I tell you, when the people of this 
country get an opportunity to express their opinion of you, you 
will listen to it more intently than you are listening to me, and 
with sadder hearts than you have to-day even. 

Not content with what you have done, you have threatened 
the people of this country with yourselvesagain. {Laughteron 
the Republican side.] We shall not write your epitaph. That 
has been done by a nearer andadearer. That has been done 
by the man whose name must be affixed to this bill before it can 
discredit the statute book. His name must be toit. He tells 
you that this bill is an instance of perfidy, injustice, and dis- 
honor. We have gotnothing to do in the next campaign except 
to read the testimony of your Chief Magistrate, under whose 
protecting wing the Committee on Ways and Means of the 
House of Representatives have lived, so that we did not know 
at any moment whether they were a committee of the House of 
Representatives or acommittee of the Executive. [Applause on 
the Republican side. | 

Out of your own household has come your condemnation. 
Nay, out of your own mouths has your condemnation come. 
For we shall read that bold and uncompromising declaration of 
the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means that we 
were to sit here until the end of our term to put down the sugar 
trust. What do we have instead? Why, we havea proposition 
to fire one of those pop-gun tariff bills for which the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] was deposed from the Committee 
on Ways and Means. [Laughter on the Republican side.] His 
suecessor, after filling the atmosphere with his outspread wings, 
finds his nest in some other bird’s premises. [Laughter on the 
Republican side.} Why not resign if you were to adopt the 
action of the other person? I congratulate the gentleman from 
Iilinois [Mr. SPRINGER] upon his personal triumph. I wish I 
could congratulate the country upon something, and I will—upon 
the speedy departure ofincompeteney. [Applause upon the Re- 
publican side. 


{Mr. McMILLIN withholds his remarks for revision. See 
Appendix.] 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I hope the gentlemen on the 
other side will now consume a part of this time. 

Mr. REED. I yield five minutes tothe gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. Burrows]. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. WILSON], chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, who but a few short months ago confidently led the 
Democratic forces, bannered and shouting, on to the battle of 
tariff reform, finds himself to-day, before the battle isfought or 
the victory won, ignominiously deserted and abandoned to an 
inglorious fate. Remembering what occurred then, and look- 
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scattered, looking more like the remnants of Coxey’s army than 
the gaudily appareled forces of tariff reform. Where are those 
enthusiastic f: se traders, the young gentleman from Mississippi 
(Mr. WILLIAMs], and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Tuck- 
ER}, and the new fledged Populist from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN], 
through whose physical exertion: the gentleman from West 
Virginia (Mr. WiLson] was enabled to reach an eminence in 
debate excelled by few and envied by none? Even they have 
deserted their leader, and their names are no longer borne upon 
the ‘‘ rollof honor,” but will be found among the list of deserters. 

No wonder the gentleman from West Virginiais disheartened, 
and he is justified in disclaiming al! responsibility for the dis- 
astrous Outcome of this first campaign for tariff reform and in 
charging it to the treachery of those upon whose fidelity he had 
a right to depend. 

But the retreat has been sounded, the terms of capitulation 
accepted, and it only remains to consummate the formal sur- 
render. After all this parade and bluster and show of resist- 
ance on the part of the House to the demands of the Senate, it 
is finally agreed to abandon the House bill and accept the bill 
of the Senate without dotting an ‘‘i” or crossing a‘‘t.” It is 
proposed to accept this Senate bill, with its abandonment of the 
recognized principles of tariff reform and its acknowledged sub- 
serviency to trusts and combines, and with all its errors and in- 
consistencies, take it down at one gulp. 

To this complexion has it come at last. 

The reason for this sudden abandonment of the House bil! and 
the unconditional acceptance of the Senate measure wil! prob- 
ably never be known, but that there was some overmastering 
influence contributing to that end can not admitof doubt. Last 
Friday morning, August 10, the House never seemed more de- 
termined in its opposition to the Senate and apparently was 
never more sanguine of ultimate success. It had the approval 
and powerful influence of a determined Executive, the loyal sup- 
port of the party at large. and the almost united Democratic 
press of the country. . 

On the morning of that day the supporters of the Wilson bill 
presented a solid front, united and determined and apparently 
never more confident of victory. Thus the Democratic mem 
bers of the Senate and House stood confronting each other in 
persistent antagonism, when suddenly the whole camp wa: 
thrown into consternation by the announcement of a purpose by 
one of the conferees at the meeting of the Senate on the follow- 
ing day ‘‘ to turn the calcium light on the doings of the confer 
ence. 

Ah, then and there was hurrying to and fro 
And gathering tears and tremblingsof distre«s 
And cheeks all pale, which but an hour azo 
Blush'd— 

No, not that; here the simile ends. 

What there was in this threatened exposure to create alarm | 
do not know, but that it was followed by an immediate cessatio. 
of hostilities, culminating in abject submission by this body and 
the adjustment of all differences between the two Houses by 
taking the Senate bill, is now a matter of hisiory. Under the 
leadership of the Speaker of this House, who up to that moment, 
if rumor can be credited, had been adverse to caucus action, 
call for a Democratic caucus was at once circulated, and on the 
following day, August 11, public announcement was made that 
at 10 o'clock Monday morning, two hours before the regular 
meeting of the House of Representatives, there would be a Dew- 
ocratic caucus to consider the question of tariff legislation. 

Before the meeting of the Senate on Saturday and the arrival 

| of the hour for the threatened exposure it was an open secret 
that a call for acaucus was to be promulgated and that the House 
would surrender to the demands of the Senate. All this was 
publicly known before the meeting of the Senate on Saturday, 
and it is needless to say that the threatened exposure was never 
made. Silence was purchased by agreeing to a bill which had 
been publicly branded by your President asa measure of “‘ party 
perfidy and party dishonor;” but better that than the threatened 


ing upon this spectacle of to-day, one is forcibly reminded of | *‘exposure.” [Applause on the Republican side and derisive 


the words of the chairman in his opening speech, which, in the 
light of the present, reads like a propheey. On the 8th of Jan- 


uary last he said: 

We knew and some friends would fall away from us whenever we 
presented any definite measure . Weknewfromali rience 
of the past that not all who march bravely in the parade are found in line 
when the musketry begins to rattle. [Applause. | 

always thecase. Reform is beautiful wpon the mountain top or in 
the clouds, but ofttimes very unwelcomeasit approaches our own threshold. 

Laughter on the Republican side.] 

hus the gentleman from West Virginia, when he lashed the 
gards into line, seemed even then to have a foreboding of the 
and humiliating disaster which has befallen him to-day. 
.,. Where isthat army of tariff reformers, which in the ing 
marched so bravely in the parade”? Utterly disorganized and 


cries on the Democratic side. | 

Let us consider for a moment what is involved as a matter of 
principle in the proposed substitution of the Gorman bill for the 
Wilson bill. 

First, it is a sacrifice of the doctrine of “‘ free raw material ” 
for which you have so strenuously contended. The Wilson bill 
was claimed to have been constructed on the basis of free raw 
material, and the persistent contention has been that this prin- 
ciple was essential to any true measure of tariff reform. The 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON], in the advocacy 
of his bill, said: 


We begin our task by an effort to free from taxation those things on which 
the ae aie and growth of our country so largely 

Of all the tions made in this bill there are none in their benefit to the 
consumer, none in their benefit to the laborer, that can be compared with the 
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removal of the taxes from the materiais of industry. We have felt that we 
eould not begin a thorough reform of the existing system, built up, as Ihave 
shown, story by story, until it has pierced the clouds, except by a removalof 
all taxation on the great materials that lie at the basis of modern industry, 
and so the bill proposes to put on the free list wool, iron ore, coal, and lum- 
ber. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

In violation of this principle, the Senate bill removes most of 
these articles from the free list and subjects them to taxation, 
destroying one of the essential and fundamental principles upon 
which the Wilson bill was constructed. 

In the second place, your proposed action is a surrender of 
the ad valorem method of assessing duties, concerning which 
the author of the House bill said: 


A most important change in the bill proposed from the presentlaw will 
be found in the general substitution of the ad valorem for apectte duties. 
This must always be the characteristic of a revenue tariff levied upon a 
large range of articles. 

It will be observed that these two principles are substantially 
eliminated from the Senate bill and taxed raw material and spe- 
cilic duties substituted therefor. 

The adoption of the Senate bill is therefore a complete aban- 
donment of the fundamental principles of tariff reform. The 
Senate bill has been constructed upon entirely different lines. 
It was framed upon the broad bedrock foundation of the neces- 
sity of securing 43 votes, and all minor considerations had to 
give way to this great underlying principle. 

Coal is taxed in order to secure the necessary votes of the 
self-styled embassador from the sovereign State of Maryland; 
protection is accorded to the industries of the State of Maryland 
as the price of her votes; seventy-five millions of people are to 
be burdened with a tax on sugar in order to hold the votes of 
the sugar-producing State of Louisiana, and the sugar trust had 
to have its demands satisfied in order to insure liberal contri- 
butions to the Democratic campaign fund; while Republican 
Senators had but to threaten interminable debate to secure full 
protection to the industries of their State. 

In this way the Gorman bill was constructed and passed and 
it is this measure so framed, you now pro without amend- 
ment or debate to indorse and approve. How you are able todo 
this .with any sense of self-respect, it is difficult to under- 
stand. You voted for the Wilson bill under protest, declaring 


you did so because it was a movement in the right direction, a 
mt hap free trade; and now you accept the Gorman bill 
t 


out regard to the principles upon which it was constructed 
and without knowing whether it leads towards protection or free 
trade and in the face of an acknowledged abandonment of all 
principle. Such unexampled party stultification can not be too 
severely condemned. The measure you are about to adopt has 
been fittingly characterized by one of your own organs, the 
Louisville Courier-Journal, in the following vigorous language: 
If in the Democracy of thiscountry there is a depth of contempt which 
had not before been stirred by Democracy's alleged representatives in the 
United States Senate within the past six months, it has certainly been 
reached by the action of the Finance Committee in the latest ‘‘compro- 
mise’ billagreed on. Instead of a bill pecocanes the pledges they were 
commissioned to redeem a mongrel piebald of patches and pusillanimity, a 
grotesque hodgepodge of pretense and pettifogging, a nondescript abortion 
of incompetency, selfishness, cowardice, and treachery is the outcome. 


Again, a gentleman of yourown party, amember of this House 
(Mr. HARTER of Ohio), speaking of this very measure which 
you now propose to adopt, said: 

If passed and branded as a Democratic measure, it will stamp us as a lot 
of imbeciles, and our managers in both Houses as driveling idiots. 


This is not my language, but the declaration of one of your 
own party adherents. ut this is not all. The President of 
the United States, the chosen and acknowledged leader of —_— 
party, in that now famous epistle to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, makes use of the following lan- 
guage: 

There is no excuse for pe or misapprehending the feeling and 
temper of the rank and file of the Democracy. They are downcast under 
the assertion that their party fails in ability to manage the Government, 
and they are apprehensive that efforts to bring about tariff reform may fail; 
but they are much more downcast and apprehensive in their fear that Demo- 
cratic principles may be surrendered. 

Every true Democrat and every sincere tariff reformer knows that this 
bill in its present form— ‘ 


Alluding to the Senate bill— 


and as it will be submitted to the conference, falls far short of the consum- 
mation for which we have long labored, for which we have suffered defeat 
without discouragement; which in its anticipation gave usa ing cryin 
our day of triumph, and which in its mise of accomplishment is so inter- 
woven with Democratic pledges and Democratic success, that our abandon- 
ment of the cause or the principles upon which it rests means party perfidy 
and party dishonor. 


And yet, this Gorman bill, which your President declares to 


be a measure of ‘‘ party perfidy and party dishonor,” you pro- | 
If anything | 


pose to take without question or compunction. 
could add to your humiliation, it is the fact that you accept un- 
pre eapencnins Boa terms of surrender — and prom ted 
- the very beginning of the contest. It was said in another 
place: 
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Gentlemen, there is our bill. [tis the result of great labor and infini: 
pains. It has met with the approval of both the free trade and protect; 
elements of our party. Itisadaptedtoconditionsnottheories. It isnot p 
fect, but it as nearly perfect as we can hope to make it at this session. 
lear _ such as it is, there it lies. You are at liberty to take it or 
eave it. 


Let me quote for your edification another passage from the 
letter of the President. You propose to tax coal and iron ore 
in violation of your doctrine of raw material, while leaving the 
farmers’ wool on the free list and exposing that great industry 
to swift and sure destruction. You will have some difficulty, | 
apprehend, in explaining to the woolgrowers of this countpy 
how wool in your philosophy is raw material and coal is noj. 
You will have some trouble in making the common people un- 
derstand why you protect coal and expose the woolgrowers to 4 
ruinous foreign competition. 

Let me say here, you will not deceive the people by supple 
menting your action of to-day on the Gorman Dill by passing 
measures for free coal and free iron ore, for the people uni 
stand as well as you that this is done with no expectation that 
these measures will pass the Senate, or be enacted into law, and 
you must therefore go before the people in the attitude of pro- 
tecting coal and iron ore and putting woolon thefree list. The 
inconsistency of such action is forcibly expressed by the Presi- 
dent as follows: 


One topic will be submitted to the conference which embodies Democrat 
rinciple so directly that it can not becompromised. We have in ouryia: 
orms and in every way possible declared in favor of the free importation 

raw materials. 6 have again and again promised that this should be a 
corded to our people and our manufacturers as soon asthe Democratic party 
was invested with the power to determine the tariff policy of the country 

The party now has that power. We are as certain to-day as we have ever 

been of the great benefit that would accrue to the country from the inaug. 
uration of this policy, and nothing has occurred to release us from our op 
—— to secure this advantage to our people. 

t must be admitted that no tariff measure can accord with Democrat 
principles and promises, or bear a genuing Democratic badge, that does 
not provide for free raw materials. In these circumstances it may well ex- 
cite our wonder that Democrats are willing to depart from this the most Dem 
ocratic of all tariff principles, and that the inconsistent absurdity of such 
& proposed a should be emphasized by the suggestion that the woo 
of the farmer put on the free list and the protection of tariff taxation be 
— — the iron ore and coal of corporations and capitalists. [Ap 
plause. 

How can we face the people after indulging in such outrageous discri: 

nations and violations of principle? 


But, independent of all this, I am curious to know how t! 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON], after recording 
his vote for the Gorman bill, which places a tax on coal, wil! 
explain to his admiring tariff reformers throughout the country 
his speech delivered in this House only a few months ago in 
opposition to taxing coal. [ propose to place in the RECORD by 
the side of that vote the gentleman’s own condemnation o! it, 
with the note of applause which greeted this declaration on th: 
Democratic side. In the debate on the Wilson bill the gentle- 


man said: 

The Democratic party has advanced immensely on tariff reform in the 
last ten years, and [ hope thatI have at least kept up with the procession 
[Applause on the Democratic a) 

Me. Chairman, I have been unabie to find a justification for a duty upon 
coal either in the platform of the Democratic pore or in the platform of 
the Republican ty. In their platform the Republicans declared in {a 
of levy such import duties as would compensate for the wages of 
in this country as compared with the countries that come into competi! 
with us in our own markets. Gentlemen seem to have failed also to o! é 
that together with the advanced position taken Ma the Democratic party in 
the = adopted at Chicago it expressly declared in favor of free raw 
materi 

I have the platform before me in which I find this declaration: 

** We indorse the efforts made by the Democrats of the present Congress 
to remove its most oppressive features (referring to the McKinley bill) i! 
the direction of free raw materials.” 

No man can contend peomeaty. in view of the facts brought out befor 
the Ways and Means Committee, in view of the facts accessible to anyou 
who Willexamine the subject, that we can not mine coal more cheaply inthe 

at coal fields of this country than it can be mined in England or in Nova 
tia, about which gentlemen seem to have gotten up such a scare. is 

The point in controve: is, Shall we continue to tax the people of this 
country to enable rail corperations to haul this coal to the remotes 
sections of the Union? fe mop got The only question involved in this coal 
tariff isthe question of road transportation. 

Mr. Simpson. That is right. cs 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. If you want to put more money into tas 
treas of the railroad carriers, vote for this duty upon coal. co 

It is the common knowledge of every man who reads the newspapers 0! 
the country that the price of coal is often put up and put down as the rail 
road corporations choose. 

And I hope that I have not served in Co ten years and not grown 
some. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Iam not pleading the baby act 
But when I come to make a tariff bill for all the people of the country, ! 
have no right to look especially at the interests of my own district. (Ap 
plauseon the Democratic side. } 


Again, on the 9th of January, the gentleman from West Vir 


| ginia used the following language: 


Yet, here is a duty of 75 cents per ton, which is in excess of the entire cos! 
of production, either in the United States or elsewhere. = 
In the testimony before the committee on Ways and Means it was prove 
was from 40 to 60 cents a ton, 
that in the district of my colleague [Mr. ALDERSON], in what is known as ‘hé 
Pocahontas region, the cost of mining is from 25 to 30 cents aton. That is 
what is paid to the miner. We are not only the great iron-producing coun 
try, we are the great coal-producing country of the world. If the regulat 
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pook of the coal trade—Saward’s Coal Trade, 1893—is reliable, and I ampere 
itis, We have 192,000 square miles of territory underlaid with coal, of which 
120,000 square miles can to-day be profitably worked—three times, more 
than three times, greater than the coal area of the rest of the world. With 
such exhaustless supplies, so close to the surface that the cost of mining 
nas been reduced to a minimum, to less than is possible in Nova Scotia, to 
jess than is actually paid in England, the question of a tariff on coal is 
neither a uestion of protection nor a question of revenue, but simply a 

yestion of subsidy to the great railroad corporations of the country. 
fh plause on the Democratic ed 

Ui; n neither Democratic ground nor Republican ground can you justify 
a tariff on coal, unless you believe that the people of the Un ted States 
should be taxed to pay subsidies to the great railway carriers of the coun- 


try. 

Yet in the face of this declaration, that a duty on coal is 
“neither a question of protection nor a question of revenue, but 
simply a question of subsidy to the great railroad corporations 
of the country,” the gentleman from West Virginia will to-day 
stultify himself by recording his vote in favor of this ‘‘ subsidy.” 

Other gentlemen on that side of the Chamber were no less 
emphatic in their denunciations, particularly the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER], who, with much of error in his 
speech, uttered some wholesome truths which gentlemen onthe 
other side would do well to consider. The distinguished gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] used this language: 


I desire to enter a Democratic protest and demurrer againstany Democrat 
standing upon this floor and demanding protective duties for the district 
that he represents. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The attempt by this amendment is to retain theduty; or a partof the duty, 
upon coal. ow, coal is the principal product of my own State that is af- 
fected by this bill, and I can not be sile2's and permit my own position upon 
this subject to continue in any doubt either upon this floor or among m 
constituency at home. [amo os to keeping the duty upon coal. it 
great deference to those who differ with me, and without in the slightest de- 
gree impugning their motives, { challenge the right of any Democrat to 
stand upon this floor and vote for free trade in everybody else’s district and 
then vote for protection in hisown. [Applause.] 

Iam not a Democrat on everything else and a Republican oncoal. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] If raw materials are to be ri upon the 
free list, I want them put in the very places where I can stand in the thick 
of the contest and bear the brunt of battle with my colleagues on this floor. 
{Applause.] I have followed the membersof this committee far beyond the 
outposts, and I shall never desert them now when the poisoned shafts are 
fiying from the very citadel of protection. [Applause.] 

Now, I utterly deny that it comes within our province as Democratic rep- 
resentatives to stand here and demand protection for the industries of our 
respective districts. 

if such a course is justifiable, then there is an end of all Democracy and 
tariffreform. If we are all tariff reformers for everybody else’s district ex- 
cept our own there will be no revenue reform at all; and we may as well 
resolve ourselves into a mercenary mob, ready to retreat whenever our in- 
terests are involved, instead of presenting an unbroken front upon the 
solemn pledges that we made to the people. [Applause on the Democratic 
side). 

The Gorman bill also ga to tax iron ore in violation of 
the accepted doctrine of the Democratic party, and the gentle- 
man from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] is about to record his 
vote in supportof it. When he has done so, will the gentleman 
reconcile that vote with the following remarks made by him on 
the 25th day of January last, as follows: 

Mr. Chairman, every reason for putting coal upon the free listapplies with 
equal if not stronger force to removing the duty from ironore. If duties 
are laid for revenue we could not select any duties more hurtful to Ameri- 
can industries or more injurious to American labor than duties levied upon 
production. Just so far as you increase the cost of the article by a tax laid 
upon the materials of which it is composed you limit its market, you limit 
the an, and you take away from labor the opportunity for employ- 
men 

Upon no ground of protection can the duty on iron ore be any longer justi- 
fed'in this country. ger j 

If we are to gather revenues through a tariff system, weshould levy those 
taxes for purposes of revenue and not for p es of protection, and in se- 
lecting the articles on which to lay taxes for the sake of revenue we should 
select results and not processes, finished products and not the materials 
which go into those products. Every tax which we impose upon the mate- 
rial doubles and increases when it reaches the consumer; every tax that we 
impose upon the material increases the cost of the product and lessens the 


— ment of the labor that produces that product by narrowing its mar- 
ket. 


There is no possible excuse, then, either on the ground of revenue or pro- 
tection, for continuing any duty upon iron ore; first, because it is not a 

oper subject of taxation under a revenue tariff; and, secondly, because we 

ve to-Gay reached such a degree of capacity for its production, and possess 
such exhaustless stores that we can defy all the world; and a ta: upon 
ore, the raw material, has no other home effect than to operate as a protec- 
tion to foreign manufacturers. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

Thave selected these few citations from Democratic speeches 
made in this House when the Wilson bill was under considera- 
tion, not only for the edification of gentlemen on the other side, 
who are about to stultify themselves by voting for this meas- 
ure, but that the country may know something of the hypocrisy 
and double-dealing of which the Democratic party is capable. 
But let me say to you, gentlemen, you will deceive noone. The 
people of this country ‘see clearly through this day’s business,” 
and in November next will record their verdict against a party 
capable of such duplicity and cowardice. 

hat will be the fate of this bill at the other end of the ave- 
nue, it is im ible to forecast, but the President of the United 
will belie his reputation for courage and tenacity of purpose if 
he does not promptly stamp it with his veto. 

When this bill is laid before the President for Executive ap- 
proval and he has sufficiently examined it to be assured of its 
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identity as the very measure which he himself has already pub- 
licly repudiated, I can imagine him taking the Wilson letter in 
one hand and reading his own words, ‘‘ This is an act of party 
perfidy and party dishonor,” and then dropping his pen from 
the other, exclaiming with ineffable:scorn, “Is thy servantadog 
that he should do this thing.” [Prolonged applause on the Re- 
publican side}. r 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I yield now ten minutes to 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. PENCE]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia has thirty-one minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, the Populists of this House voted 
for the Wilson tariff-reform bill mainly because it had free sugar 
and the income tax init. We thought then, and we still think, 
that there had been a good deal of asham battle between the 
two old parties in this country on this question. Certainly the 
mock fury of the gentleman from Michigan|[Mr. BURROWS| just 
now exhibited, as in attempting to advocate his own principles 
he time and time again swears the Democratic President, Mr. 
Cleveland, as the chief witness, proves to us that we have been 
right all the while. 

The chief interest in this discussion during the last hour has 
been, first, that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] proposes 
inthenext campaign tointroduceas hischief witness Mr. Grover 
Cleveland, the President of the United States, and quotes some 
words of his respecting the tariff question which appeal for the 
enactment of some particular tariff law. 

Let me remind the gentleman [Mr. REED], because he has 
been out of the law practice longer than I have, that when he 
introduces his witness, he becomes his witness for all purposes. 
And there are other purposes for which he may not want to use 
him; although I am free to admit that in the one year that I 
have been here I have not yet witnessed an occasion where 
there has been any serious disagreement between them, except- 
ing as they attempt to arrange the details of a mock conflict, a 
sham battle, under the smoke, powder, noise, and confusion of 
which they propose to deceive and mislead the people in the 
next campaign. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BuRROws] 
has used more earnest words about the President than Iever did, 
although I voted for the present President at one time, voted 
for him twice, in fact. Once he won, andthe other time he lost, 
and the next time I left him. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And then he won. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PENCE. And then he won again, against my will and 
the will of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BuRROWsS]. He 
speaks of him as ‘‘earnest, devoted, and sincere” in his support 
of the bill that he himself, the gentleman from Michigan, is op- 
a He speaks of the ‘‘ courage of his convictions,” says we 

now something of his ‘‘ courage and his devotion to principle.” 
Is this the language that the gentleman is to use about the pres- 
ent President of the United States in the coming campaign? I 
imagine not. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not know, I donot suppose anybody knows, 
unless you do, what the |President will do with respect to any 
tariff-reform bill. [Laughter.] [Mr. TRACEY occupied the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore.| 1 beg the pardon of the Chair. 
I meant another Representative from New York. Iam wrong. 
{Laughter.|] I believe though, in common with the American 
people, that the President of the United States is conscien- 
ee committed toa reform of the tariff laws of this land, and 
he believes that one of the greatest reliefs that can come to the 
masses will be the repeal of the McKinley law and the enact- 
ment of some law in its stead; and believing that, I believe he 
will sign this bill, although ,he has heretofore said that it is 
covered with “‘ perfidy and dishonor.” 

Mr. BOUTELLE. A little thing like that will not stop him. 
[Laughter]. 

Mr. PENCE. Ihopethe gentleman from Hawaii will not take 
any of my time. fLanahbert 

The gentleman from Michigan |[Mr. BURROWS] complains of 
the bill the House is about to adopt, because it is ‘‘an utter 
abandonment of Democratic principles.” When he comes to 
read the proof of his speech, he will find that is exactly what 
he said, although he said it when he was not reading from his 
manuscript. I took it down for that reason. If it isan aban- 
donment of Democratic principles, what is it, under the issues 
that have been before the people so long, but an adoption of your 
own Republican principles? 

Why is it you complain so seriously because a Democratic 
House is taking a McKinleyized-Wilson bill? There is no res- 
sonleftfor you to complain, except for campaign purposes. You 
speak of it as an ‘‘ unconditional surrender.” [I remember hear- 
ing those words last fall,or reading them. I remember that the 
lips of him who stood so long a leader in the Senate, now sainted, 
honest old Zeb Vance, of North Carolina, announced to you and 
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your leader, and to the like of you in the Senate last fall, that 
unconditional repeal in the fight then on in the silver question 
meant unconditional surrender. You faced it then. ou face 
it again. 

Mr. Spvaker, | am not prepared to agree with the course of 
the majority here to-day, although it may be the best that my 
fellows and I can do. But we can not hesitate to recognize the 
magnificent courage as well as ability of the men who have led 
this fight, above all the man who is standing here to-day with 
blindfold off, who is a great deal bigger than he was the other 
day when he stood here blindfolded. Mr. Speaker, the gentle- 
man from West Virginia [Mr. WiLSON] may not live to see the 
end of the fight for tariff reform. He may not live to stand 
again and sound the call to the clans for the roll of honor and 
every man to answer, but if I live to be a hundred years old, 
when I remember him it will seem to me that as he stands to- 
day, accepting the inevitable as he does, I shall feel like he 
stands, quoting the words of Edwin Arnold when he said: 

Charge, charge once nore 
Then, and be dumb. 
Anda let the victors, when they come, 
When the forts of folly fall, 
ind your body by the wall. 
{ Applause. | 


The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has thirty min- 
utes of his time remaining. 

Mr. REED. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker, it seoms to me that the ques- 
tion before this House, the real, practical question, has n 
somewhat overlooked, if not actually misstated. The gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] has declared that the 
question for the House to consider is whether the Senate bill, 
in which we are asked to concur, is an improvement on the Mc- 
Kinley act from a Democratic point of view. I do not agree 
with the gentleman from Tennessee. There isa higher, amore 
vital point atissue here; and that is whether the American Con- 
— is to legislate, or whether some unknown, unmentioned 

orce can block the wheels of legislation and make the repre- 
sentatives of the people cower in the dust and surrender, they 
know not to whom. [Loud ees 

Last winter we passed a bill through this House under the 
leadership of the gentlemen from West Virginia[Mr. WILSON]; 
a bill for tariff reform, which inmy humble judgment meant the 
industrial emancipation of this country and the ultimate indus- 
trial conquest of the world by American labor and American 
genius. That bill passed through this House, amid such a 
scene of triumph and joy as never has been witnessed in the 
history of a legislative ar On that momentous day the 

ntleman from West Virginia, borne upon affectionate and 

oyal shoulders, was the central figure of ademonstratiou which 

evidenced the depth of feeling throughout the American peo- 
ple, long pent up, at last fondly considered triumphant over 
all obstructions. 

To-day no more pathetic figure in the history of the world can 
be observed than that same leader, shorn of his support, walk- 
ing down these aisles, disdaining to prevaricate or misrepresent 
the actual condition which confronts us, confessing that he has 
been deserted by those in whose support he had every reason to 
confide, and asking us to record our betrayal of every principle 
which this House under his leadership has maintained. 

We are told by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMI- 
LIN], and we are told by some nameless rumor the source of 
which it is impossible to ascertain, that we must pass the Sen- 
ate bill or nothing. On what is this statement based? Who 
says that, authorized tospeak for the codrdinate branch of Con- 

ress? What has the Senate of the United States declared? 

hy, sir, the record shows that a conference committee has 
been appointed; it is in existence to-day, and it isextending now, 
so far as official action is concerned, an open invitation to the 
Representatives of this House to meet them in conference and 
seek to recuncile their differences. 

But we are told that three, four, five, six, seven, or eight in- 
dividuals have managed to make such a combination in the 
other House that any change in its terms will be fatal to the 
— of the measure. If that be so,in the name of the Amer- 

can people, in the name of liberty and honor, let us know who 
they are. [Applause on the Republican side and in the galler- 

.]| We owe a duty to the American people above and beyond 
fixing schedules. If any given body of men in these United 
States has grown so great that they can forbid the operation of 
this Government, it is due to the American le that their 
names should be disclosed. If Democratic principles are to be 
basely surrendered, then we whe have been loyal to our plat- 
form should ask judgment against those who have betrayed us. 
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If the motion of the gentleman from West Virginia preyaj) 
and these Senate ments be concurred in by this Hou. 
under the influence of terror and fear, we never can critic;., 
the men who have forced us to this surrender. It is no lonos. 
a question of concessions, a question of compromise. | :; 
question of honor and of honest dealing with the constituenei, 
which have chosen us. Weowe it to the American people when 
two Houses charged with legislation disagreo, that the disa>>... 
ment should be attested by open official action. Those y },,, 
we accuse of taking a position hostile to the Democratic p,;;, 
are entitled to the judgment of the people. If they bo rich: 
they will have judgment in their favor; if they have dose: 
their party, judgment will be taken against them. We ace. 
them of treason under our breaths, and now we are invited ; 
make them our leaders. If weaccept their treason as our stay). 
ard, ae are not discredited as much aswe are. Their suoes 
makes their treason respectable. 

Weare hopelessly discredited because our cowardice who: 
our surrender disgraceful. [Applause on the Republica: 
Weare asked tosurrender the privileges and prerovatiy; 
the House without striking a blow in their defense. Wo, 
asked to surrender tosome persons whose identity is not know, 
the right to frame tariff legislation for the American people, | 

And what are we to gain by this abject and ignoble course. 

Why, we are told that we may get a concession of 5 or 10 ». 
cent from the consent of the protected interests of this count 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to state here that in my hum)}) 
judgment the measure which we are now asked to pass throu 
this House and to make the permanent law of this country js 
more obnoxious protective measure than the McKinley act, whic) 
it is designed to supplant. [Cries of dissent on the Democrat: 
side and jeers.] Mr. Speaker, I am addressing myself to the iy 
telligence of the House; its ignorance 1 can not enlighten jy 
twenty minutes. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Itis over there [indicating the Repu). 
lican side}. : 

Mr. COCKRAN. The gentleman from Tennessee says tha: 
over there is the intelligence of the House. I hope that ti 
vote on this motion will not prove it. Mr. Speaker, I repea! 
that this is a more obnoxious protective measure than the \\:. 
Kinley act, and I hope to proveit. What is the principle tha 
underlies the McKinleylaw? What is ovr objection to it? We 
are opposed to protection because ve velieve that by making 
production expensive it restricts the total productive capacity 
of the country and to that extent limits, impedes, and restric\s 
its material growth. But when protection is given equally: 
all, when every man gets the protection that he demands or 
thinks he needs, each man finds his product restricted i 
portion to his neighbor's. 

Under such conditions men exchange their goods upon a fic 
tious basis of high values, but all are affected alike by w 
conceive to be that economic enormity. Now, under this ac‘, 
by the concession of the gentleman from Tennessee {Mr. Me: 

ILLIN] himself, it is only in spots that there is any reduction 
made from the provisions of the McKinley act from the burdens 
of taxation laid upon the people by that law. 

Now, when protection passes by favoritism, there is no ds 
fense for it either among Republicans or among Democrats 
When we declare that all protection is in its mature robbery v° 
utter a profound truth, but those who openly support protec 
tion on the other side, at least believe in its value, but we wv! 
know what protection reaily is, when we give it toa few ind 
viduals and deny it to others, or when we bestow it among ov! 
citizens in unequal proportion, are committing a crime witho 
eyes wide aeons we are sinning against the light; we are hug 
ging to our breasts the enormity that we affect to despise au! 
that we have not hesitated to denounce. 

What is the parliamentary character of the question now pr 
sented? Opposition to thismotion is not an attempt to defes! 
this bill, or even to defeat the Senate amendments. Whatis' 
be the effect of a vote against the resolution of the gentlen 
from West Virginia? It is noteven to defeat the Senate bi. ' 
is simply to send back our conferees to a conference; it is 51a 

ly to give life to the conference that has been ordered by bo! 

ouses. If no agreement is reached we can still show our «s+ 
pacity for self-abasement. : 

It is still within our power to submit to the arrogant dem 
of these nameless enemies of popular government; but we a” 
asked now to fiy from a shadow, to run from a threat which |* 
never even taken definite form; and, as I recollect the pride a0: 
circumstance and confidence with which but a few weeks *.° 
the conferees of this House, backed by the Speaker, went ou! 
the conflict, and behold the spectacle presented here to-day, | >’ 
an attempt to accomplish t which, if it be successiu', ")° 
form the most discreditable page in the history of the Amore 
Government. 
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These conferees, aided by the Speaker, emulating the exam- 
ple of afamous king of France, who has been celebrated in song 
and story, *“‘*marched up the hill,” and tien, even without wait- 
ing for enemy to appear in sight, apparently alarmed at the 
solitude and silence which surrounded them, they turned pale 
and fled back to this House, declaring that they must not be 
asked to make such a perilous journey again. [Laughter and | 
applause. } Think of my friend from West Virginia |[Mr. WIL- | 
gon] standing here and declaring that this is at least one step 
in the march against the citadel of American protection and 
that it constitutes a breach in its wall! 

Why, Mr. Speaker, no hand has been raised hero against that | 





citadel of protection which the other House of this Congress has 

roved itself to be. Our representatives have fallen prostrate 
before the frowning wall of special privilege and craved leave 
to make their submission without striking a blow for industrial 
emancipation. If the current rumors be true we owe it to the 
Senate itself to stamd out and make one fight more to liberate 
the thirty-eight members of that body who claim to be Demo- 
erats from the four or five custodians who have taken their con- 
sciences and their votes under their control. 

We owe a duty to the American people greater and more im- 
portant than the mere fixing of schedules—more vital than the 
mere adjustanent of rates of taxation. Itis to stand here now 
for the dignity of the House of Representatives, for the right 
of the American people at least to have their representatives 
polled upon any important question—for the right to have the 
yeas and nays called upon the question whether a great party 
shall sacrifice its principles and itself in a state of abject cow- 
ardice and panic-stricken fright and accept sehedules which 
this House has denounced under the leadership of the gentile- 
man who has now moved that we recede from the position of 
honor we have occupied for the last month. 

it is said, Mr. Speaker, that something must be done; that 
trade is languishing in every quarter of the country; that the 
moment this tariff agitation isended the wheels of industry will 
again spring into motion, and that we shall see prosperity 
throughout the length and breadth of this country. I do not 
believe, Mr. Speaker, that we are upon the verge of the dawn 
ofsuch ahappy day. Before youcan have good times again this 
country must travel through industry, hard laborious industry, 
and self-denial, the path which itis necessary to pursue in order 
to restore the material of production to its former volume. 

All trade is but the exchange of commodities. When com- 
modities are plentiful this abundance leads to free exchange 
nnd makes prosperous trade. When the volumeof commodities 
is reduced, there is less to be exchanged; and you have that de- 
pression of trade which is known as ‘ hard times.” The revival 
of prosperity in this country must come from the earth; it must | 
come from an abundant crop; and then, with freer trade condi- | 
tions, with emancipation from oppressive taxation, this country | 
can enter upon a career of prosperity the like of which it has | 
never seen in ali the glories of its past history. 

But now it is proposed to establish a new tarifi—a new pro- | 
tective tarifi—‘‘ protective in spots,” freer of taxation in other 
spots. Whatmustbe the necessary consequence of that? Surely 
I can appeal to the distinguished Speaker of this House, who is 
largely responsible for its management, who will be largely 
charged with the result of whatever it may accomplish, who 
will enjoy the larger share of its credit if it win renown, who 
will have to submit to the larger share of its discredit if it be- 
come discredited throughout the country—surely I can appeal 
to him to justify me in saying that where one industry is highly 
protected and another is protected in lower proportion, the 
more highly protected industry will prosper at the expense of 
those less highly favored. 

The first revival of activity and prosperity will beshown in the 
industry to which all other industries are made tributary. The 
American people, when the revival of industry comes, will see 
the protected industries more prosperous than all others. In 
every town this will serve as an ‘‘ object lssson ” to which those 
who are interested in maintaining high ratesof duty will point. 
They will declare ‘‘ Behold the effect of protection; tection 
means prosperity; lower tariff taxation means adversity!’ The 
iron industry will march to greater activity under this bill than 
the woolen industry: and protectionists will claim that its pros- 
perity is due to the high proteetion which this measure bestows 
on it. Thus you stab the cause of tariff reform in the house of 
its friends. You surrender the dignity and independence of the 

to secure the passage of a bill which will so firmly in- 
trench protection in popular favor thatthis generation may never 
see another successful effort to overthrow it. 

r. , i believe it was Lord Macauley who declared 
that there never yet wasa quarrel in which the equities were 
50 exquisitely balanced that the right was all on one side and 
the wrong all on the other. But here we have a dispute be- 
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tween the Senate and the House; and the Senate does not even 
claim to be right. There is not within the length and breadth 
of this country a single disputant who declares that the attitude 
taken by the Senate is a sound position, consistent with any prin- 
ciple of legislation. Yet we are asked to surrender not to pow- 
erful or even plausible reasons, not to arguments which would 
justify our course, but we are asked to yield to some nameless 
public enemy that which both sides concede to be right and to 
debase ourselves before men who act notas part of the American 
Congress but who assume to constitute themselves a force that 
can absolutely control it. 





Sir, the gentleman from Georgia has spoken recently of an 
article of diet to which he has been compelled to habituate him- 


self. The article which he has named is too strong a dish for 
my digestion. Let those whose digestion is more robust than 
mine crowd around the table and dispute among themselves for 
the ranker portions. Formy part, before I surrender my sword, 
I want to know who will take it. Rather than yield it to some 
foe who dares not show his face, I prefer to break it upon my 
knee and cast aside the pieces. I accepted this bill as it passed 
this House, although everyone here knows how bitterly I op- 

osed the income-tax feature of it. I voted for it because I be 
ieved tariff reform essential to the progress of this country; and 
I was willing to submit to what I conceived to be an odious sys- 
tem of class taxation in order tosecure for American labor eman- 
cipation from oppressive and restrictive laws. 

[ find now this bill returned from the Senate with tariff reform 
stricken outand nothing but the income tax left. True, you 
have the promise of a few pop-gun bills, as the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] has described them, and I rejoice that in 
adopting such a method of procedure my friend from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] is given the leadership of the House, although 
in the fruncheon of the marshal which has been handed to him 
there is a barbed point, which shows at once the broad founda- 
tion on which the leadership of this House is based and the 
lofty height to which it may upbuilded. 

Mr. Speaker, I will not vote for this proposition unless some 
reason be given me for it. i must atleast be satisfied by the 
declaration of some competent person that the Senato will not 
consent to recede from any of its amendmenis. I will not !\) 
from shadows. I will not fly from threats coming from unau 
thorized and unknown sources. If we are to swallow this ob 
noxious bill, if we are to take to this article of diet which the 
gentleman from Georgia |Mr. TURNER] has described, then in the 
name of fair play, in the name of propriety, in the name of de- 
cency, in the name of American liberty and American [reedom, 
let the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] name the 
men at whose hands we must take the dose, tell us to whom we 
are surrendering, tell us who they are who constitute the new 
force in this Government to which we are compelled to pay trib- 
ute, tell us fully and without reserve the character of the action 
which he asks us to take, that we may judge the depth of the in- 
famy into which we are invited to descend. [Applause on the 
Republican side. ]} 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from West V ir- 
ginia [Mr. WILSON] is recognized. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. [ hope the gentlemen on tho 
other side will consume the balance of their time. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Maine /[Mr. 
REED] has fifteen minutes remaining. 

Mr. REED. I yield two minutes to the gentieman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. TARSNEY]. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, the question to be decided at 
the conclusion of this debate is not whether any particular bil! 
shall become a law or shall be defeated. The tariff bill has 
already passed both Houses of Congress. There is a disagree- 
ment as to details, which might remain in the conference com- 
mittee, might be reported from the conference committee, and 
might be acted upon by both Houses of this Congress on every 
day until the 4th of March next before it was determined 
whether there should or should not bea tariff bill passed. That 
is the parliamentary situation. 

But we are now asked under this rule to accept, to make final, 
a certain bill that is familiar to all the members of this House; 
that is known to all the country; that has been reviewed by the 
press and the people of the country, and its manner and method 
of enactment is thoroughly understood by the people. That 
bill, Mr. Speaker, has by the highest authority in my party, 
has by the leaderof my party, by the President of the United 
States, been stigmatized as an abandonment of Democratic prin- 
ciples to that degree that it involves party perfidy and party 
dishonor. In that characterization I thoroughly concur, and 
for me to vote for it now would, in my judgment, involve per- 
sonal perfidy and personal dishonor upon my part, and this no 
individuals or organization, no party, can extort from me. 
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Mr. REED. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois[Mr. HOPKINS]. 


{Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois withholds his remarks for revision. 
See Appendix. } 


{[Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio withholds his remarks for revision. 
See Appendix.] 

{[Mr. STORER addressed the House. See Appendix.] 

Mr. REED. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

[Cries of ** Quia@!” Quiae!”] 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I hope the gentleman from 
Maine will consume the remainder of his time. 

Mr. REED. We have used continuously thirty minutes of our 
time, and I hope the gentleman from West Virginia will take a 


part of his. 

Mr. QUIGG. Your Wilson bill issmashed. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER). 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, when the last Re- 
publican President sent his annual message to Congress, after 
the defeat of his party in 1890, he stated to the two Houses and 
to the American people that that defeat was due to misinforma- 
tion. When his party, including himself, had been beaten in 
the election of 1892, he had the candor to announce to Congress 
in his annual message of December, 1892, a better estimate of 
that result. He said: . 


It is not my purpose to renew here the arguments in favor of a protective 
system. The result of the recent election must be accepted as having intro- 
duced a new policy. 


Again he says: 

irecommend that the whole subject of tariff revision be left to the incom- 
ing Congress. Itis a matter of regret that this great work must be delayed 
for at least three months, etc. 

This Congress assembled in extra session on the 7th day of 
August last, and it has been engaged in the task imposed by the 
political revolution. Let it be remembered that if it had been 
simply a question of providing a bill which should give ade- 
quate revenues to the Government, it could have been formu- 
lated and passed within a fortnight. 

The rest of this long year has been spent in an effort on the 
part of our friends to take care not of the Government, but of 
private interests claiming the power of taxation! [Applause 
on the Democratic side. 

Mr, Speaker, it must be remembered, too, as some further ex- 
cuse for this long delay, that the bill,in order to be enacted 
into law, has to pass the two Housesof Congress. Under the op- 
eration of that great impulse which the people had given to the 
popular branch, we were able after one month of debate to pass 
the bill through the House of Representatives. It then went to 
the Senate, and there,in the various stages which marked its 
history, it was undergoing some sort of discussion or considera- 
tion from the Ist of ae until the 3d day of July last. 

Let it also be remembered that during that long delay in the 
other branch of Congress our friends in that body, who repre- 
sented the view that we entertain, and for the success of which 
their hearts beat as earnestly as ours, in the absence of rules 
oe debate, had to sit in their seats in silence and endure 
the fusilade and fire of every pop-gun that could be raised against 
the measure in that body. I do not wish to disparage any hon- 
orable gentleman on either side of that illustrious body, butall 
gentlemen will remember the devices which were employed there 
to delay and obstruct the passage of the bill. One Senator is 
reported to have had a fifteen days’ speech on the subject. 

ir. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia (continuing). In this closing hour 
po’ it be borne in mind what our friends in that branch had to 
endure. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Did not the gentleman—— 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Will the gentleman forbear, ifhe 


pleases. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman stated the same thing 
to me a few months 
Mr. TURNER of 


0. 
Gestaie. The gentleman is mistaken. I 
ig been so occupied that I have:not spoken to him for some 
time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman said then that it was not 
in order to attack the Senate. That is what you said. 


Mr. TURNER of Georgia. 
not mean to interrupt m 

Mr. GROSVENOR. i 
me? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I decline to yield. I state to my 
honorable friend that no part of my ten minutes can be spared 
for his benefit. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is not for my benefit. 

Mr. TURNER or Georgia. Let me finish what I have to say. 


I know that the gentleman does 
remarks without my consent. 
ask you if that is not what you said to 
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Mr. Speaker, it must be borne in mind that in that othe, 
branch of Congress we had not the Democratic majority which 
we had in this House. The country, I hope, understands now 
that the tariff reformers were in a minority in that body. But 
whatever may be the relative strength of parties in the Senate 
they completely changed many of the features of the bill, and 
a conference was instituted to adjust these differences. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROwWs] has just men- 
tioned a remark made by some honorable gentleman in the Sen- 
ate about ‘‘ turning a calcium light on the conference.” [It j, 
too contemptible to notice; but 1 beg to say to him that if ho 
really suspects any wrong of any sortin the conference | wj|/. 
in behalf of my colleagues in the conference, gladly emancipate 
every man I met on the other side or anywhere else from any 
injunction. I bid the calcium light welcome whenever it ma\ 
come. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] The facts can 
be easily ascertained. Honorable gentlemen met us there from 
the Senate who sincerely desired tariff reform. 

But let it be said to their credit that from the beginnine to 
the end of that remarkable controversy they said to us that we 
were right; they had no doubt that our positions were sound 
and correct; but that under their obligations to their associates 
in the Senate, and on account of the condition that prevailed ip 
that body, they did not believe that they could material), 
change the bill. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. 
| have ten minutes. 

yr. Speaker, when that light is turned on it will show 
another fact. There was my friend from Tennessee [| Mr. Mv- 
MILLIN] and my friend from Kentucky [Mr. MONTGOMERY) and 
my humble self, led by my gifted and devoted friend from West 
Virginia. [Applause.] It may be that we were too persistent: 
but when that calcium light is turned on it will be shown t! 
the time that we spent there was spent in an honest effort to re- 
deem the pledges of our party and to reinstate somewhat the 
bill which the House of Representatives had passed; and that 
struggle continued, through infinite complications, until the last 
hope of success perished on Saturday last. 

My eloquent friend from New York [Mr. COCKRAN] has jus: 
said something about dietetics, and I understood him to refer 
to a remark which I had made earlier in this debate. I beliey, 
the reference was to eating something that was disagreeable. 

Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. 
the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I confess, Mr. Speaker, that this 
article is not altogether agreeable to my taste; but my diet on 
this occasion is more agreeable to me than the diet of the Me- 
Kinley bill taken from under the feet of the Republican party. 
De gustibus non disputandum. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] Let the gentleman take the latter if he will. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, I wish to state two or three reasons why I shal! vote 
for these Senateamendments. I shall vote for them, in the first 
place, because I know that they do not suit the Republican 
party. [Applause on the Democratic side.] In the next place, 
one of the main reasons why I shall vote for this bill—and [ say 
it for the benefit of my honorable friend from New York—is be- 
cause it still contains the income tax. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

Mr. COCKRAN. That is frank and candid. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. TRACEY). 
ognizes the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. REED. I desire to reserve my time. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair thinks the gentleman 
from West Virginia[Mr. WILSON] is entitled to close the debate. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman from West Virginia wanis 4 
vote he can have it. If he wants to talk he can do that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the gen 
tleman from West Virginia is entitled to close the debate. Does 
the gentleman desire to use his time? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Does the gentleman from 
Maine decline to use his time? a 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine de- 
clines to use his time. 

Mr. REED. I reserve my time. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I yield five minutes to thé 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp]. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, there ought not to be any 
misunderstanding. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED) did 
not decline to use his time. He reserved it. 

A MEMBER on the Democratic side. Then let him use It. 
This side is entitled to conclude the debate. 

Mr. REED. That side is entitled to a vote if itdoes not want & 
talk. 


My friend will remember that | 


I yield one minute more to 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will not recognize 
the gentleman from Maine later. 

Mr. REED. Well, if the Chair refuses to recognize the gen- 
tleman from Maine, he will only be carrying out what seems to 
be natural to the seat. [Derisive cries on the Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. CrisP] is recognized. 

Mr. CRISP. The rule is too well understood in this House to 
be misapprehended by anyone, that those holding the affirma- 
ative of a proposition have the right to conclude the debate, and 
jf the gentleman from Maine loses the four minutes that remain 
to him he has himself alone to blame for it, because he now has 
full notice. 

Mr. REED. Both from the floor and the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Maine 
desire to use his four minutes? 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Maine desires to use them 
when he chooses. [Jeers on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to say—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. r. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his 
point of order. oe : 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Isubmit that the majority, having buncoed 
the Senate out of the bill and the House out of its judgment, are 
now trying to bunco the Republicans of the House out of their 
time. [Cries of ‘‘Sit down!” on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CRISP. I only desire in the few moments allowed to me 
to publicly assume my full share of grea | for the action 
this side of the House is now asked to take, and to aver in the 
face of my colleagues and the country that we are doing what, 
in the judgment of those who have been actively engaged in 
this struggle, those who have taken earnest part in this fight, is 
for the best interests of the cause of tariff reform. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] It is very easy for a distinguished 
gentleman like my friend from New York who, as we all know, 
with all his ability and amiability spends but little of his time 
inattending to the details of the business of the House [laughter 
and applause], it is very easy for him to come hereand indulge in 
pyrotechnics about ‘ principle” when we whoare here as plain 
practical business men are seeking to obtain some relief for a 
suffering people. 

But I want the gentleman to understand, and I want the coun- 
try to understand, that the deserters from the cause of tariff re- 
form are not these conferees and others who have been making 
this great struggle and who now advise that this bill be ac- 
cepted, but the deserters are rather those gentlemen who, in the 
midst of the fight, because they do notapproveall the provisions 
of this bill, hold back and say ‘‘ We will have no lot or partin 
this struggle further.” [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Those gentlemen can receive the approbation and applause of 
Republicans who desire nothing better than the maintenance of 
the McKinley bill; but they can never meet the approbation and 
applause of the plain people of this country who have been op- 
pressed and downtrodden by thatlaw. [Applause.] 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BuRROws] taunts this 
side of the House by saying that we wanted free iron ore, we 
wanted free coal, we wanted free sugar, and we have giventhem 
allup. I say to my friend from Michigan that these gentlemen 
who have labored day and night, in season and out of season, to 
secure some changes in the Senate bill, say to us that we must 
take that bill or we get nothing. 

What should we do? We are plain, practical men. We are 
not discussing a theory. We believe in homely phrase that 
a are starving, ‘half a loaf is better than no bread.” 
Therefore we say we will take the Senate bill; but before this 
House adjourns to-night, if our friends will stay with us—— 

Many members on the Democratic side. We will do it. 

Mr. CRISP (continuing). We will send to the Senate, crystal- 
lized into the form of acts passed in this Hall, bills making sugar 
free [loud epplense), making coal free [renewed applause], mak- 
ing iron ore free [continued applause], and making barbed wire 
free. [Renewed applause.] If my friend on that side isso much 
concerned about these articles, let him stay here and vote with 
us. [Laughter and applause. } 

lt is — apparent that you gentlemen on the other side pre- 
fer the McKinley bill. There are gentlemen on this side who 
prefer the McKinley bill to the House bill with the Senate 
amendments. Those gentlemen are willing to incur all kinds 
of risks and hazards, because they feel that in the end they can 
not be losers, because they prefer the McKinley law to this bill. 

Here the hammer fell.| 

Mr. CRISP. Just one word further. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Irise to apointoforder. The gentleman’s 
time has expired. 

Mr. REED. I yield two minutes of my four minutes remain- 
ing to the gentleman from Georgia [loud applause on both sides 
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of the House], and the other two minutes I will yield to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. CocKRAN]}. {Renewed applause. ] 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I yield one minute more to 
the gentleman from Georgia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia is 
entitled to another minute yielded by the gentleman from West 
Virginia. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, I only want to say 
that so far as I am concerned, I was willing to continue the con- 
test for a better bill so long as there was any hope of obtaining 
it. But when the conferees on the part of the House, in whom 
we have the utmost confidence, who are familiar with all the 
facts, tell us that in their judgment we must take this bill or be 
remitted to the penalties of the McKinley bill, I do not hesitate 
amoment. I take the Senate amendments. 

If there is a sugar trust in this country which is dominating 
legislation, the Republican party created it. | Applause on the 
Democratic side.] And although this bill does not destroy that 
trust, as we wish it did, it takes away more than one-half of the 
protection accorded to that trust. [Applause.] If there is a 
‘*coal combine,” the legislation of the Republican party built it 
up; and although we do not make coal free in this bill, we reduce 
the duty from 75 cents to 40 cents. 

If there is a steel and iron combine the same remark applies. 
Going through these schedules, whilst they are not all we wish, 
they are (and we want the country to understand it) the best we 
can now get. The moment we get this we intend to move for- 
ward; we do not intend there shall be any backward step in tar- 
iff reform. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] We be- 
lieve that the adjournment of this Congress without the passige 
of some tariff bill would be a blow for tariff reform from which 
it would not recover for years to come. [Long continued ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa question of personal 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion 
that, operating under the order of the House, it would not bein 
order to recognize any member for any question of the kind sug- 
gested by the gentlemen from New York; but if the gentleman 
— to use his minute yielded to him by the gentleman from 
Maine—— 

Mr. COCKRAN. Two minutes. I desire to state, Mr. 
Speaker, that the remark of the gentleman from Georgia—— 
[Derisive cries on the Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Housewillbeinorder. The 
gentleman from New York has been recognized for one minute. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I desire to say that the gentleman from 


Georgia, in making astatement that my absence from this House 
formed any part or should form any part of this discussion, has 
made an exhibition which I am sorry to find made by any moin- 
ber. The gentleman from Georgia knows why I have been ab- 


sent; nobody knows it better. He knows the painful circum- 
stances which have compelled me to be absent; and that state 
ment of his is but an evidence of the growth of Georgia chivalry 
since Alexander H. Stevens was replaced in the statesmanshir 
of the country by the present Speaker of the House. [Applause 
derisive cries, and great disorder. ] 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, that statement was not made—— 
[Cries of ‘* Regular order!” on the Republican side. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. 
Gentlemen will take their seats. Gentlemen on the left of the 
Chair will be seated. Gentlemen on the right of the Chair wil] 
be seated. Members will take their seats. 

Mr. CRISP. I ought to be allowed to say 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker [Great confusion in the 
Hall. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Gentlemen will be seated. Tho 
gentleman from Maine will be seated. The gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] is recognized. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. ey 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I want to say, in justice to myselt 
and to the gentleman from New York [Mr. CockRAN}, that the 
reference to his absence had no relation and was not intended to 
be any reflection on him as a Representative. It was intended 
to show his ignorance of the situation here because he had been 
away. Thatisall. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. COCKRAN. Will the gentleman from Georgia tell us 
now why he is surrendering, and to whom? [Applause on the 
Republican side. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlemen from New York 
will be seated. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why do you not make the gentlemen on 
your right sit down as well as thos» on your left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Gentlemen on the right will be 
seated. 
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Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia (Mr. WILSON] has three minutes in which to close the de- 
bate. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, in closing the 
debate I wish to correct or make more accurate a statement 
which I made in answer to the question of the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Hupson]. I stated to him that | was informed 
that the sugar trust had imported nearly $100,000,000 worth of 
raw sugar in anticipation of the going into effect of an ad va- 
lorem duty upon rawsugar. Thatstatement was made to me by 
a member of Congress personally familiar with these matters 
and whose statement I supposed to be one that I could rely upon. 
It seems, however, that he was mistaken, and that my other 
statement was the correct one. About 448,000 tons is said to be 
the amount which the trust has imported in anticipation of the 
passage of this bill. 

A MemBer. How much is that in dollars and cents? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I can not tell you, but it is 
something like $25,000,000, perhaps. 

Mr. M:MILLIN. Twenty-two million dollars. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Certainly; I will answer a 
question. 

Mr. PENCE. Ido not seek to aaa the gentleman, but 
I have read the rule which was reported here. I wish to ask 
him if we are to understand that after the passage of the motion 
that has been made by the gentleman from West Virginia it is 
the ——— of the majority of this House to sit here and at this 
session to-night pass a free sugar bill? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Yes. Now, Mr. Speaker, I 
do not know that I shall occupy even the few moments of time 
that I have left. Ido not know that it is necessary for me to 
add any word to what I havealreadysaid. {[ indorse in themain 
the sentiments of my friend from Georgia [Mr. TURNER]. I do 
not believe that this is an occasion for Democratic enthusiasm. 
I believe that we are doing that which is possibly our duty, or 
our plain necessity todo. But if the Democratic party istolive 
in this country, and ii the Democratic deserves to live in 
this country, it can not lay down its weapons until it has made 
this a country where class taxation shall be unknown and no 
man shall bear burdens vr the enrichment of any other man. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] Now, Mr. Speaker, I call 
for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia |Mr. Wruson], which will be read 
by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I move that the order heretofore made, 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
rescinded; thatche conferees heretofore ap ted on the part of the House 
be discharged from further duty in that f, and that the House recede 
— its disagreement to the Senats amendments to said bill and agree to 

© same. 


The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seomed to have it. 
A division was demanded. 


uesting a conference with the 
on House bill 4864, be 


McDannold, 
McDearmon, 
McEttrick, 
McGann, 


McLaurin, 
a 
aguy, 
McRae, 
Money, 
Montgomery. 
Moore, 
Morgan, 
Mutchiler, 
Neill, 
Oates, 
Ogden, 
O'Neil, Mass. 


Adams, Pa. 
Apsley, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. H. 
Bartlett, 


Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Burrows, 
Cannon, IIL 
Childs, 


Cooper, Wis. 
Cousins, 
Covert, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Daniels, 


Fide 


ver, 
Doolittle, 
Dunphy, 
Biack, Ill. 
Abbott, 
Adams, Ky. 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, 
Bartholdt, 
Belden, 
Brickner, 
Bundy, 
Burnes, 
Bynum, 
Chickering, 
Clancy, 
Conn, 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell. 


O'Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Paynter, 
Pearson, 
Pence, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
Pigott, 

1 


Reilly, 

Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Mich. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie, 

Robbins, 
Robertson, La. 
Rusk. 


AvGustT 13, 


Russell, Ga. 
Ryan, 
Sayers, 
Shell, 

Sipe, ( 
Snodgrass, 
Somers, 
Sorg, 
Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stevens, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 
Straus, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S.C. 
Talbott, Md. 
Tate, 
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Ellis, Oregon 
Everett, 
Funk, 

Gillet, N. ¥. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Gorman, 
Grosvenor, 


Grout, 
Grow, 
pet 


ANSWERED *' 
Hutcheson, 


Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Kiefer, 


McDowell, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meyer, 
Milliken, 
Murray, 
Northway, 
Pa 


yne, 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pickler. 
Post, 


Powers, 
Price, 
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Draper, 
Fielder, 


Gardner, 
Goodnight, 


Gresham, 


. Harter, 
Henderson, Ill. 
hicks, 


Meredith, 
Moon, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Newlands, 
Randall, 


y, 
mores, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Schermerhorn, 


Settle, 
Shaw, 


Sibley, 


Sickles, 
Ss 


McKeighan, 


So the motion was agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. Hicks, until further notice. 
Mr. RAYNER with Mr. WEVER, for the rest of this day. 
Mr. TRacey with Mr. FLETCHER, on this vote. 


St 


Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 


‘Tucker, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Tyler, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss, 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Woodard, 

The Speaker. 


igg, 

eed, 
Reyburn, 
Russell, Conn. 
Scranton, 
Sherman, 
Smith, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W.A 
Storer, 
8 ’ 
Tarsney, 
Tawney, 
Upa . 
Van Voorhis, N.Y, 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Wangh, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash 
Woomer 
Wright, Pa. 


Stockdale, 
Ss 


Taylor, T 
ayior, Jenn. 
Thomas, 
Tracey, 


Water, 
Washington, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ul 
White. 


Whiting, 
Wright, Mass 


The yeas and nays were demanded. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The SPEAKER a inted as tellers Mr. JonES, and Mr. 


Hooker of New York. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 182, nays 106, 


answered ‘‘ present” 3, not voting 61; as follows: 


Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 


Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 

Biack, Ga. 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Boen, 
Bower, N. C. 
Branch, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Bretz, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 


Caminetti, 
Campbell, 


Cannon, Cal. 


Capehart, 
Caruth, 


Catchings, 
Ca 


Cornish, 
Cox, 

Crain, 
Crawiord, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
Davis, 


YEAS—182. 


Dockery, 
Donovan, 
Duna, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Elis, Ky. 
English, Cal. 
English, N. J. 
oon 

pes, 
Erdman, 


Fithian, 
Forman, 
Geary, 
Geisset 


Goldzier, 
Grady, 
Granam, 
Griffin, 
Haines, 
Hall, Minn. 
Hei, Mo. 
BH 


Harris, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 


Heard, 
Henderson, N. C. 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hudson, 
Hunter, 
Izlar. 
Jones, 

ore, 
Kribbs, 
Kyle, 
Laph: 

am, 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 


Lester, 


Mr. HUTCHESON. I am 
Massachusetts [Mr. DRAPER]. 
**no” and I would vote ‘‘aye.” 

Mr. DALZELL- Iam paired with the gentleman from L1- 
diana{Mr. Bynum]. If he were present he would vote ‘‘ aye 
and I would vote ‘‘no.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask indefinite leave for my colleague, 
Mr. BUNDY, on account of sickness. 

There was no obj 


paired with the gentleman from 
If he were present he would vote 


Mr. RAY. I desire to withdraw my vote, as I am paired with 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] on this tari! 
bill. If he were present he would vote ‘“‘aye;” I should vote 
se no.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to announce the absence, on accout! 
of sickness, of my colleague Mr. CONN. - 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, leave of absence will be 
granted to the gentleman on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Iam paired with the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Curtis]. If he were present I would vote 
“ss aye. ” 

Mr. PENCE. Before the vote is announced, Mr. Speaker, ! 
wish to say in behalf of Mr. Kem and Mr. MCKEIGHAN of Ne- 
braska and Mr. SIMPSON, all of whom are exeused on account 
of sickness, that if present they would vote “aye.” ; 

The result of the vote was then announce. as above recorde.. 

—— on Democratic side. ]} 
motion of Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, 2 motion to re 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 
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FREE COAL. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, by direction 
of the Democratic caucus I send up this bill to the desk for im- 
mediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7968) to place upon the free list bituminous coal, shale, slack, 
and coke. 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act the following 
articles, When imported into the United States, shall be admitted free of 
import duties: Bituminous coal, shale, coal slack, or culm, and coke. 

The SPEAKER. Thirty minutes, under the rule, are allowed 
for debate. Tho Chair will recognize thegentleman from West 
Virginia |[Mr. WLLSON} for fifteen minutes, and the gentleman 
from Maine | Mr. REEpD| for the remainder of the time. 

Mr. REED. Isuppose the gentleman from West Virginia will 
explain what this biil is. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer 
an amendment to this bill, to add after the word ‘‘ coke,” in the 
last line: 

And machinery for ths manufacture of cotton goods. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not open to amendment, 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I have no desire to debate 
the bill. : 

Mr. REED. The gentleman has the opening. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. J have nothing to say about 
it, because the House has debated the subject. 

Mr. BURROWS. I would suggest that it would contribute to 
good order in the Hall if the Speaker would direct those ma- 
chines to be stopped. It is late in the evening, and we do not 
need them. 

The SPEAKER. The fans? 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The fanswill bestopped. Does the gentle- 
man from Maine desire to debate the bill? 

Mr. REED. Of course [ desire debate. I will not be a party 
to this game without exposing it. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. CRAIN. I move the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, during the debate this 
afternoon upon the tariff bill I sought opportunity to put a 
question to the gentleman from Georgia |Mr. TURNER]. I 
sought the opportunity in a regular parliamentary way, as I 
have always done. I have never yet attempted upon this floor 
to inject any remarks into the speech of any gentleman without 
asking his permission under the rules. What I desired to do 
was to call the attention of the gentleman from Georgia, in a 
respectful manner, to an interruption which he gave to me on 
former oceasion, and the reason why I desired to interrupt 
him was because the gentleman at the particular time had made 
utterance as follows. Speaking of this bill he said: 

It then went to the Senate, a codrdinate branch of Congress, and there in 
the various stages which marked its history it was undergoing some sort 
of discussion or treatment and consideration from the istof February until 
the 3d day of July last. Let it also be remembered that during that long 
delay in the other branch of Congress our honorable friends in that body 
who represénted the views that we entertain, and for the success of which 
their hearts beat as cordially as ours, had to sit in their seats because they 
had no rules to co business, and endure the fusilade and fire of every pop- 
gun that could be raised in the Senate against the bill which we sent to that 
body. 1 do not wish to disparage any honorable gentleman on either 
side of that illustrious body, but all gentlemen will remember the tactics 
which were employed to delay and obstruct the passage of that bill; one 
Senator having a fifteen days’ speech on his desk for the purpose of hurling 
it against this measure. 

At that time I desired to call the attention of the distin- 
guished gentleman to page 54600f the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
of the current session of Congress, that he might see the fol- 
following language: 

Mr. MARSH. What is the date? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The 10th of May. 

Take the lead trust, take the linseed oil trust, takeall the trusts, as I have 
said, even the collar and cuff trust, they have gone one by one through their 
o— representatives, have taken the body politic of Congress by the 
° oat, and have established their domination in a way that no man can re- 
8 


Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Will the gentleman yield for a suggestion’ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yea, sir. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I wish to ask the gentleman whether in his 
— it is exactly proper, on the naval appropriation bill, to arraicn gen- | 

at the other end of the Capito! and on an entirely different subject? 

Now, I was trying to say in the most respectful manner, or to 
call the distinguished gentleman’s attention, without any inter- | 
ruption or without any purpose of injuring his feelings or to in- | 
commode him to the difference between a gentleman coolly list- | 
ening to a speech and another gentleman in the full tide of abuse | 
of a codrdinate branch of the Government. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia such time as he desires. b 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,I wish to say, in an- 
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swer to the remarks ot the gentleman from Ohio just made, that 
when he undertook to interpose during the brief remarks I was 
making a short time ago, I was going under some stress of ex 
citement, and endeavoring to say a great many things ina very 
short time. I declined on account of my limited time to be in- 
terrupted by the gentleman from Ohio. I begged the gentle- 
man not to persist, because I wished to finish my statement with- 
out losing my opportunity for discussing the pending subject. 
If I had understood correctly the gentleman's reference, I could 
not have resisted his request. 

Let me say now, that the gentleman from Ohio has been uni- 
formly courteous. I have never had any otherexperience at his 
hands; and when [| found that he was somewhat rutiled at my 
refusal to yield the floor to him for an interruption, I sought the 
first occasion I had to find what the subject-matter was that he 
had in hand. [ regret very much now that I said or did any 
thing which in any manner offended the gentleman. I really 
think, from the remarks which he has just made, he can find 
nothing really at which to take umbrage, let me say te my hon 
orable friend. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me say to my friend that I am pot 
offended with him. I was only trying to satisfy the gentleman 
from Georgia and the House that | was not making an imperti 
nent interference in his remarks. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. If I were to reply to the gentle- 
man in the same spirit which he has just replied to me, | would 
say that I did not intend on that occasion to which he refers to 
give any offense at all. The gentleman says that he took no o!- 
ense. Lamvery gladofit. I wish to say that on the occasion to 
which he refers, when I had asked his consent to interrupt him 
he consented, and I did interrupt. 

There is a little difference there, which I am sure the gentle- 
man will recognize, perhaps tomy disadvantage. The gentleman 
had an hour and I had only ten minutes. I desire to make one 
other statement, and that is that the gentleman now arraigns me, 
properly, for having, in reply to some strictures that were made 
on tho floor here on the proceedings in tne Senate, used language 
in reference to the affairs of that body which were not entirely 
in order. 

I wish now toset the gentleman from Ohio an example which 
he may follow on a similar occasion when he next arraigns tho 
Senate. I call his attention to it and hope he will not do as he 
did in May last. I propose to strike out of my remarks every- 
thing that could offend anybody in the Senate. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Should the gentleman from Georgia be 
found in the Senate at that time [ shall great pains not to say 
anything offensive to that body. [Laughter.] 

{[Mr. PAYNE withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix. | 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a 
vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The question being put, there were, on a division (called for by 
Mr. REED)—ayes 78, noes 47. 

Mr. REED. Noquorum, Mr. Speaker. You would not think 
of passing an important bill like this without a quorum. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Let us have the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. Hop«InNs of lilinois and Mr. BROOKSHIRE were appointed 
as tellers to act during the call of the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 162, nays 104, 
answered ‘‘ present” 1, not voting 84; as follows: 





YEAS—1®. 
Allen, Catchings., Ellis, Ky. Holman, 
Arnold, Causey. English, Cal. Hooker, Miss 
Baldwin, Clark, Mo. Enloe, Hunter, 
Barnes, Clarke, Ala. Erdman, Ikirt, 
Bartlett. Cobb, Mo. Everett, Izlar J 
Barwig, Cobb, Ala. Fithian, Johnson, Vhio 
Bell, Tex. Cockran, Forman, Jones, 
Beltzhoover, Cockrell, Fyan, Kilgore, 
Berry, Coffeen, Geary, Kyle, 
Black, Ga, Coombs, Geissenhalner, Lane, 
Bland, Cooper, Ind. Goldzier, Lapham, 
Boen, Cooper, Tex. Gorman, Latimer, 
Bower, N.C. Cornish, Grady, Lawson, 
Branch, Covert, Graham, Layton, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Cox, Griffin, Lester, 
Bretz, Crawford, Haines, Livingston 
Brookshire Culberson, Hall, Minn. Lockwood 
Brown, Cummings, Hall, Mo. Lynch, 
Bryan, Davis, Hammond, Maddox, 
Bunn, De Armond, Hare, Maguire, 
Cabaniss, De Porest, Harris, Mallory, 
Cadmus, Dinsmore, Hatch, McAleer, 
Caminettl, Dockery, Haugen, McCreary, Ky. 
Campbell, Donovan, Hayes, McCulloch, 
Cannon Cal —_ aes, -—<« — 
Capehbart, unphy, enderson, N.C. McDearmo 
Carutn, Durborow, Hendrix, McEttrick, 
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-- 


McGann, 
McLaurin, 
McMillin, 
McRae, 
Money, 
Montgomery, 

oore, 
Morgan, 
Mutchler, 
nest 

en, 

O'Neil. Mass. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 


Adams, Pa. 
Alderson, 
Avery, 
Babcock. 
Baker, N. H. 
Bankhead, 
Beli, Colo. 
Bingham, 
Blair 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Brosius, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Cannon, fl. 
Childs, 
Cogswell, 
Cousins, 
Crain, 
Curtis, Kans. 


Page, 

Paschal, 
Pattersoii, 
Paynter, 
Pearson, 
Pence, 
Pendleton, Tex. 


Pendleton, W. Va. 


Pigott, 
Richards, Ohio 
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Russell, Ga. 
Ryan, 
Sayers, 
Shell, 

Sipe, 
Somers, 


Sorg, 


Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stone, Ky. 


Richardson, Mich. Strait, 


Richardson, Tenn. Straus, 


Ritchie, 
Rusk, 


Talbert, S. C. 
Talbott, Md, 


NAYS—104. 


Doolittle, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Oregon 


Gillet, N. ¥. 
Grosvenor, 
Grow 

Hager, 
Hainer, 
Harmer, 
Hartman, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hits, 

Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Ill. 
Hopkins, Pa 


Lacey, 
Linton, 


Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 

Marsh, 

Marvin, N. Y. 
McCall, 
McCleary, Minn. 
McDowell, 


Northway, 
Oates, 
Payne. 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 
Post, 
Powers, 


Tarsney, 


Tate, 
oo Ind. 
erry, 
Tracey, 
Turner, Ga. 
Warner, 
Wells, 
Williams, IL 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Woodard. 


Ro»bins, 
Russell, Conn, 
Scranton, 
Sherman, 
Smith, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, 0. W. 
Stone, W. A, 
Storer, 
Swanson, 
Tawney, 
Tucker, 

ler, 


pdegraf, 

Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Ww - 

a ’ 
Weatock, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wilson, Ohio 


Daniels, 
Davey, 
Denson, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 


Houk, 

Hull, 
Johnson, Ind. > 
ijefer, Reilly, 
Kribbs, Reyburn, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT”—1. 
Hutcheson. 
NOT VOTING—S&., 


Curtis, N. ¥. 
Dalzell, 

raper, 
English, N. J. 
Fielder, 
Fletcher, 
Gardner, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goodnight, 
Gresham, 
Grout, 
Harter, 
Henderson, Il. 
Hicks, 
Hines, 
Hudson, 
Hulick. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 

em, 


igg, Wilson, Wash. 
y, Wise, 
Wolverton, 
Woomer 
Wright, Pa 


bdbott, 
Adams, Ky. 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Apsley, 
Uailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Bartholdt, 
Belden, 
Black, Ml. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 
Broderick, 
Bundy, 
Bynum, 
Chickering, 
Clancy, 
Conn, 


Mahon, 
Marshall, 
Martin, Ind. 
McKeighan, 
McNa . 
Meredith, 


eee: 
Milliken, 
Moon, 


Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Snodgrass, 
Stallings, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Strong, 
Sweet, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Turner, Va. 


pin ’ 
Van Voorhis, N. Y. 


Moses, 
Marray, 
Newlands, 

ice, 
Randall, 
Rayner. 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Schermerhorn, 
Cooper, Fla. Lefever, Settle. 

Cooper, Wis. Magner, Shaw, Wright, Mass. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Nest of this day: 

Mr. STEVENS with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 

On coal and iron schedule: 

Mr. BAILEY with Mr. APSLEY. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. SHAW. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I am paired with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts |Mr. DRAPER]. If he were present, I would vote 
‘*aye;” he would vote ‘‘ no.” 

Mr. BRODERICK. I was paired with the gentleman from 
Mississippi |Mr. STOCKDALB], but the bill proper was excepted 
from the pair. These other tariff bills were not contemplated 
or considered, and so in order to keep faith with him I shall re- 
frain from voting except on the question of sugar. I know how 
the gentleman would vote on this question if present. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The bill was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


FREE IRON ORE. 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I am instructed by the Dem- 
ocratic caucus to present the following bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (B. R. 7969) to place upon the free list all ores of iron. 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act the follow- 
ing articles, when imported into the United States, shall be admitted free of 
import duties: 

Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore; also the dross or residiuum 
from burnt pyrites, and sulphur ore, as pyrites or sulphuret of iron in its 
matural state. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
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from Weat Virginia to control fifteen minutes of the time in sup- 
snp of, and the gentleman from Maine the other fifteen minutes 
n opposition to the bill. 

Mr. REED. I hope the gentleman from West Virginia will 
give us some explanation of the bill. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I do not desire to speak. 

Mr. REED. I thought some gentleman on that side would 
say something. 

r. BLAIR. I would like to ask the gentleman from West 
Virginia a question, if he will take the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Very well. 

Mr. BLAIR. During the debate this afternoon—the discus- 
sion on the main question—it was stated by the honorable gen- 
tleman from Ohio|Mr. JOHNSON], and I donot now see him in his 
seat, and to whom I would have addressed the inquiry if pres- 
ent, that the Republican Senators had agreed to withdraw their 
er to the Senate bill, as it was sent to the House and 
adopted to-day, provided that certain schedules were fixed to 
their satisfaction, or the satisfaction of the great interests con- 
cerned in them. 

Now, I challenge that declaration. I challenge its accuracy, 
and I ask the proof.. Iask the chairman of the Committce on 
Ways and Means, seapeuee more than any other one man for 
this legislation, whether that statement is true or otherwise’? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. And, if so, to name the man. 

Mr. BLAIR. Again I ask the gentleman if it is true? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Of course, Mr. Speaker, | 
do not know what information the gentleman from Ohio has. 
I do not see him in his seat at this time. I have no definite in- 
formation that would enable me to answer the question of the 
gentleman from New Hampshire. But my understanding is 
that several times—or my information is ina general way —that 
several times during the progress of the tariff bill through the 
Senate the silence, that is, the agreement to stop debate and 
come to a vote of the Republican Senators, or some of them, 
— obtained by conceding to them some interest in the tariff 
bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. What interest was referred to? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Well, perhaps something in 
the line of the iron and steel and cotton schedules. I would not 
undertake to be accurate as to that. I have not followed the 
debate thoroughly, being absent at the time, and do not know 
exactly what its progress was in the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then it can be reduced to nothing more definite 
than the statement the gentleman now makes? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Notso far asI am concerned. 
The gentleman is aware of the fact that they have no previous 
question in the Senate, and any Senator can speak for or against 
a matter and occupy the floor as long as he pleases. In the case 
of the tariff bill they had to buy the silence of the Republican 
Senators, or some of them, by the granting of additional taxes 
on the American people. 

Mr. BLAIR. You mean to be understood as saying that cer- 
tain protected interests bought their protection in the bill, 
which has just become a law by sacrificing the other and perhaps 
four-fifths of the people who were receiving protection under 
the McKinley bill? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Well, that isa question that 
has many sides to those who make the sacrifice. would like 
to sacrifice, I would state to the gentleman, a great many more 
of them. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desired toask the gentleman from Ohio the 
question, but did not see him in his seat. 

Mr. REED. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. ee 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, after a year’s session 
of Congress we seem to be approaching an adjournment. We 
have justenacted the Gorman-Brice tariff bill, which the gentle- 
manfrom West Virginia[Mr. WILSON], in answer to the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire | Mr. BLAIR] intimates, if he does not 
state, to be an improper bill, passed through another body by 
improper if not dishonorable methods. 

Mr. BLAIR. And if the gentleman will allow me to suggest, 
a very proper subject-matter of investigation by this House. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And yet the gentleman from West 
Virginia and that side of the House by wane for it breathed 
the breath of life into the improper and dishonored product. 
The gentleman from West Virginia is estopped from making 
the accusation of dishonor, because he becomes an accomplice 
when he adopts it and blesses it by action. Votes are vital, not 
words. [Applause on the Republican side.} After all, you are 
to stand or fall by the merits of this legislation. With the no- 
tice that our Democratic friends give us, what istocome inthe 
future? The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILS N], fol- 
lowing the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. MCMILLIN] and the 
honorable Speaker of the House, or they following him. give 








1804. 


——_——— rs 


notice that this is but one stage of the journey to what they 
cal) tariff reform. 

Think of it! From high prosperity to business despair, uni- 
yersal nonemployment, the borrowing of money, strikes, riot, 
arson, and murder, suppressed by the strong arm of the law, in 
less than eighteen months, from one condition to the other, with 
the gentleman from West Virginia heading the organized threat 
against the country’s welfare. And now, when under protest he 
takes this dishonored legislation and adopts it, he gives notice 
to a distracted country that he is ready to hoist his flag and 
draw his sword and make another onslaught upon the people. 
Instead of giving quiet and rest, even if this legislation be im- 
proper, and enabling the country to say, ‘‘ We will adjust our- 
selves to it,” he still further unsettles it by saying, ‘‘ We have 
not yet begun to fight.” I thank God that his masters and mine 
will have a chance to say in November next whether he and his 
party shall remain in command in this House during the bal- 
ance of this Administration. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. 
feated for Congress! 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Personally, I wish the gentleman 
no harm. As he embodies the vicious economic principles 
which have bankrupted the country, I can say nothing too se- 
vere concerning him. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, whathave we? Thegentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. WiLson] in his first statement has, I suspect, 
stated substantially the truth. And what was it? That the 
dealers in sugar who control the product in the United States 
have now on hand—that they have imported, duty free, or sub- 
stantially so—a hundred millions of dollars’ worth of that prod- 


uct. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Icorrected that; I said 448,- 
000 tons. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, yes; the gentleman afterward 
said about one-fourth of the amount which he first stated. I 
think his first statement was right. Now, what does he do if 
his first statement is right? By doing that which he said he 
would not do, by taking, as he calls it, this dishonest product 
that comes from the Senate and breathing the breath cf life 
into it, he legislates into the pockets of the men who control 
that great product of sugar, which richand poor alike must have 
under all circumstances, $40,000,000 in the twinkling of an eye, 





You do not want me de- 


if he is correct in his statement. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. If the Republican Senators 
will vote for the bill I have in my hand, they will not get one 
dollar of the forty millions. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, “if!” Thatis nonsense. In 
the single period of six hours, under the gentleman’s flag and 
command, you give these men $40,000,000 profit, and then turn 
around and say, ‘‘Oh, we will put sugar on the free list as anin- 
dependent proposition.” The gentleman knows, as he sits be- 
fore me this evening, that that legislation is not to go upon the | 
statute books, and that when he voted to pass this law placing 
this duty uponsugar that he fastened that burden upon the peo- 
ple of this country and upon all the people. 

Mr.SWANSON. Will the gentlemanallow me for a moment? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will later on, because I have but 
little time. Now I want to talk about sugar a minute. What 
does this bill do? It not only gives this $43,000,000 of profit on 
the present product in the handsof these men, butthe consump.- | 
tion of sugar in the United States per annum is 4,000,000,000 | 
pounds in round numbers, worth $)20,000,000. Forty per cent | 
on that you can count, and then add, if you please, your one- 
eighth differential, and you have over $53,000,000 added by this | 
legislation annually on sugar aloneas a burden uponall the peo- 
ple of this country. 

But that is not all. The bounty under the McKinley law to 
producers of sugar in the United States so as to establish that 
industry here is the béte noire of the Democratic party. They 
hold up their hands and they say, ‘‘ What, pay a bounty on 
sugar; why not pay a bounty on the farmers’ corn?” What, gen- 
tlemen, is it that you putin the Gorman-Bricelaw? Inthe Mc- 
Kinley law we put sugar on the free list,even all the sugar that 
came from all the world, the Sandwich Islands included, com- 
ing in free. 

Mr. TYLER. Raw sugar. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Oh, yes, raw sugar; and we do aot | 
import any other kind. 

Mr. SWANSON. Of which the trust gets the benefit. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman will get into very | 
good company if he could get into my remarks; but I have not 


time to yield to him. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will you allow me to ask you a | 
question? 


Mr. REED. Ask him in the timeof the gentlemanfrom West | 
} One puts coal, one puts iron ore, one puts sugar on the free list. 


Virginia. He has time. 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In a moment I will yield to the 
tornado from Missouri. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Ali right. 

The SPEAKER protempore (Mr. DocKERY in the chair). The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. REED, I give the gentleman five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has a memorandum 
that the gentleman has three minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. REED. Ido not care what memorandum the Chair has; 
I have got a measure ia the RECORD which shows what the memo- 
randum amounts to up there. I know just what time I had, and 
just what time I gave; and 10 from 15 leaves 5. 

The SPEAKER pio tempore. The gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. The gentleman from Maine 
is entitled to five minutes more, unless the gentleman from New 
Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] occupied a part of his time. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from New Hampshire occupied 
part of the time of the gentleman from West Virginia. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why, certainly. He asked the gentleman 
to take the floor long enough to answer some questions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from Illinois for five minutes as soon as order is re- 
stored. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. - I do not object. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is an open 
secret that Mr. Claus Spreckels and other members of the sugar 
trust control the sugar product in the Sandwich Islands, own 
most of the plantations, or have a contract with the whole prod- 
uct. That product already amounts to 300,000,000 pounds per 
annum, and can be indefinitely increased, and under the treaty 
with that country sugar from that country comes free into the 
United States. Your law puts 40 per cent tax on sugar that 
comes from all other countries. The result is that the moment 
the Sandwich Island sugar lands in the United States it has 
added to it 40 per cent of value, and that 40 per cent goes into 
the pockets of the sugar trust, and will amount to $5,000,000 an- 
nually, bounty paid practically from the Treasury to the sugar 
trust. Ah, you are not willing for the beet-sugar industry tobe 
established in our country, by our own citizens; but you vote 
this bounty into the pockets of these men on the Sandwich Is- 
lands’ product. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. And abrogate a solemn treaty. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. There, gentlemen, is the whale 
story; and if you think you can muddy the water and not let 
the light on the 14 cents a pound of increase in price of sugar 
that everybody will have to pay after Grover Cleveland signs 
this bill, you are mistaken. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
JOHNSON] gave you a fair warning, but after all his warning, 
after my warning, after the people have given you notice, with 
bankruptcy upon us, with disaster upon us, with strikes upon 
us, with almost civil war upon us in some sections, with our 
mills idle, with our farmers’ products going for a song, you in- 
sist on this legislation that gives this great bounty to the sugar 
trust. 

The English language does not afford words, or at least I have 
not ability enough to properly describe your political shortcom- 
ings, and I will remit you to your people in your respective dis- 
tricts, expecting, personally, that they will treat you well, but 
politically they will leave you at home as they ought to do, and 
send somebody here that believes in the country, that believes 
in her industries, that believes in her protection, that would 
rather our people should do well than to do ill, that our mills 








| should be open and running and making profit enough that labor 


should have a fair price, rather than to be closed or running at 
aloss. Why, do you know, if I had time and was a preacher I 
would send a lot of missionaries to talk to your people about you. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. That last supposition isa 
very violent one. 

Mr. CANNON of lllinois. I might not catch the chief of sin- 
ners, the Sveaker, or the gentleman from West Virginia, but I 
would catch some of our New York friends, because up there 
you have suffering people; up there you have industries; up 
there they are crying for employment. I would open wide the 


| church door, and I think I could secure some of these New York 


people, and possibly some New Jersey people. It might tax the 
grace of the Lord a great deal to convict and convert the aver- 
age New Jersey Democratic politician, but I have faith to be- 
lieve that thousands of farmers and working people in New Jer- 
sey who have followed the tariff reform ‘ will-o-the-wisp ” are 
ready to acknowledge their error. 

Go on, gentlemen; you have passed the Gorman-Brice bill with 


| your eyes open; that is to be the law. The Senate and House 


concur, and now, having done the devilment, you hear thecry of 
a long-suffering and indignant peop'e, and hope to escape their 
condemnation by pas-in : th “se pop-gun bills through the House. 
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You know the Senate will never pass them; you are exhibiting 
the ostrich act. You push your heads in thesand and think you 
are in hiding. It does not require a microscope to witness the 
exhibition. 

Somebody asks will the President sign your Gorman-Brice 
act? Idonot knew. Lexpeect he will. Somebody says, do not 
GORMAN and Vest & Co. gain a victory over him if he does? 
I donot know. [donotcare. itdid seemto methat the Presi- 
dent had the best of the Senatorial junta. It seemed to methat 
he had the press and his party behind him, but they seem to 
have turned up on top some way, and now I suppose he willsigp 
the bill. [Laughter.} Goon,gentlemen. Itis a Kilkenny cav 
fight, and while you are at it honest men may get their due. 
| Laughter and applause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I can assure my friend from 
Illinois, whose oratory I always delight to hear, that if he will 
hire a chureh anywhere within a convenient distance I shall be 
aconstant attendantontheservices. {Laughter.}| So farasthe 
apimadversions he has made on the sugar trust are concerned, 
or Ou any profit that it may get on the raw sugar already in its 
warehouses or on any profit it may get from the continuance of 
the Hawaiian treaty, 1 indorse—not his figures, for Ido not 
know that they are accurate—but [ indorse his position u 
that question, and before this House adjourns to-night I shall 
otfer and ask him to vote for a bill putting sugar upon the free 
list, so as to cut off from the trust its yearly revenues from sugar 
imported from the Hawaiian Islands and its prospective profit 
on the sugar now stored in its warehouses; and I will say to the 
gentleman from Illinois that if he can find two or three or four 
Republican Senators who will vote for that bill, it will be on the 
statute book before this present session ends. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to say to the gentleman 
from West Virginia that | will vote for his popgun free-sugar 
proposition, but I tell him further that, while | shall vete for 
it, L shall do so without any hope of its becoming a law, and I 
will remind him that within the last sixty minutes I have voted 
to keep sugar on the free list, while ke has voted to put it on 
the taxable ‘list. [Laughter. Applause on the Republican 
side. | 

The question being being taken on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill, the Speaker declared that the ayes seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. BARTLETT and others called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, | ask unani- 
mous consent that the and nays be considered as ordered 
on the passage of the bill, and not on the third reading. 

Mr. BURROWS. That will be satisfactory. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time. 

The question being taken on the passage of the bill, there 
were—yeas 172, nays 103, answered “‘ present” 1, not voting 75; 
as follows: 


YEAS—172. 


Hudson, 
Hunter, 


Crain, 
Crawford, 
Baker, Kans. Culberson, 
Baldwin, Cummings, 
Barnes, Davis, 
Bartlett, De Armond, 
Barwig, De Forest, 
Bell, Tex. Dinsnrore, 
Berry. Dockery, 
Black, Ga. Donovan, 
Bland, Dunn, 
Boen, Dunphy, 
Bower, N.C. Durborow, 
Branch, Ellis, Ky. 
Breckinridge; Ark. English, Cal. 
Bretz. English, N. J. 
Brookshire, Enloe, 

Brown, kK 

Bryan, Erdman, 
Bunn, Everett, 
Cabaniss, Fithian, 
Cadmus, Porman, 
Caminetti, Fyan, 
Campbell, Geary, 
Cannon, Cal. Geissenhainer, 
Capehart, Goldzier, 
Caruth, 


Alexander, 
Arnold, 


Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Paynter, 
Pearson, 


ce, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Pendleton, W. Va. 
Pigott, 
Richards, Ohio 
Richardson, Mich. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie, 
Russell, Ga. 


Hatch, 
Hayes, 


Heard, 
Henderson, N. C. 
Hendrix, 


Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 


Adams, Pa. 
Aléeremm, 
very, 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. H. 
Bankhead, 
Bell, Colo. 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Blair, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Brosius, 
Burrows, 
Cannon, DL 
Childs, 
Cogswell, 
Cousins, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Daniels, 
Davey, 
Denson, 


a 
Doll ver, 


Doolittle, 


kk. EL. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brickner, 
Broderick, 
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Edmunds, 
Ellis, Oregon 
Funk, 


Gear, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 


Hartman, 
Haugen, 

Heiner, 
Henderson, Lowa 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, fl. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Houk, 

Hulick, 

Huil, 

Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 


Kiefer, 
Lacey, 
Linton, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 
Marsh, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McCall, 
McCleary, Minn. 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meyer, 
Northway, 
Oates, 
Payne, 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pickler. 
Post 
Powers, 
Price, 

uigg, 

y. 

Reed, 
Reilly, 


ANSWERED “PRESENT ’’—1. 
Hutcheson, 


NOT VOTING—%5. 


Cooper, Wis. 
Curtis, N.Y. 
Dalzell, 
Draper, 
Pielder, 
Pietcher, 
Gardner, 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goodnight, 
Gresham, 
Harter, 
Henderson, Ill. 
Hines, 

Kem, 
Lefever, 
Lockw' 


Lynch, 
Magner, 


Se the bill was passed. 

Mr. Lock Woop and Mr. WHEELER of Illinois were announce 
as paired on all political questions for the rest of this day. 

Mr. LYNCH and Mr. SHAW were announced as paired on the 
iron and barbed-wire schedules. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the ¢ 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. DRAPER]. 
I should vote “aye.” 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with the gent 


man from Indiana [Mr. Bynum]. 


Mahon, 
Marshall, 
McDowell, 
McKeighan, 
Meredith, 
Milliken, 
Moon, 

Morse, 

Moses, 
Murray, 
Newlands, 
Randall, 
Royner, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 

Scher merhorn, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 

Sibley, 


vote ‘‘aye” and I would vote ‘‘no.” 


Mr. PENCE. 


Mr. S 
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Reyburn, 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La 
Russell, Conn. 
Scranton, 
Sherman, 
Smith, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, ©. W. 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Swanson, 
Tawney, 
— 

Tpde: 
Van 


aff, 
oorhis, N. ¥ 
Van Voorhis, Oni 
Wan ger, 
Wangh, 
Weadockx, 
Wheeler, Ala 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wiltson, Wash. 
Wise. 


Siekles, 
Simpson, 
Snodgrass 
Stallings, 
Stockdale, 
Sweet, 
Taylor, Tenn 
Thomas, 
Turpin, 
Wadsworth, 
ween: 

V ashington, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ill. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


If he were present 


If he were present he would 


aker, the gentlemen from Nebraska 


[Mr. KemMand Mr. MCKEIGHAN] and the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. SIMPSON] are absent on account of sickness, either peor- 
sonal or in their families, and if present they would vote *‘ «ye. 
The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded. 
On motion of Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, a motion to re 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 


table. 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. 


FREE BARBED-WIRE FENCING. 


Mr. Speaker, by direction 


of the Democratic caucus, I offer the bill which I send to the 


desk and ask for its immediate consideration. 


The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 


A bill (HE. R. 7970) to place on the free list barbed-wire fencing and v 
rods for the manufacture of the same. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act the followin- 
articles, when imported into the United States, shall be admitted free o 
import duties: Barbed wire, fencing wire; wire rods of iron or steel whe: 
imported for the manfacture of barbed-wire fencing, under such rules an 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 


The SPEAKER pre tempore (Mr. DOCKERY). 


Thirty minutes 


are allowed for debate, fifteen minutes on each side. 
ey of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘ Vote!”] 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


[Mr REED] is recognized. 


Mr. REED. 


The gentleman from Mai! 


I desire to inquire of the gentleman from W: 


Virginia what was the duty on barbed wirein the late ‘* Wilson 
bill?” [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. 


cent; I do not recallat this moment which. 


Mr. REED. 


change of heart? 


Mr. PAYNE. 


It was either 30 or 35 per 


Will the gentleman give us the reason for thi- 


And will the gentleman at the same teme tell 
us why wire rods are not also made free? 
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Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. 

essing on the tariff question. 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I would like to know from the 
gentleman in charge of this bill—— 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I do not hear what the gen- 
tleman is saying. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine has been recog- 
nized. 

Mr. REED. Iwill yield to the gentleman from Illinois to ask 
the gentleman from West Virginia a question. 

The SPEAKER. How long does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REED. Long enough for the gentleman toask whatever 
questions he wants to ask, and more time, if he wants it, after 
he gets through with his questions. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I would like to know from the 
gentleman in charge of this bill whether there is anything per- 
sonal in this measure, and whether it isintended asareprimand 
to my friend from the Sangamon district of Illinois? |Criesof 
of “Vote!” “Vote!”] If the gentleman doesnot answer, I take it 
that my question is answered in the affirmative. [Renewed 
cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘*Vote!”| 

Mr. REED. Iam afraid that the House has not understood 
the remark of the gentleman from West Virginia, because it 
was applauded on the other side. He says his views are always 

rogressive on the subject of the tariff. He means by this that 

e has jumped to-day from his old position in favorof taxed coal 
as a ar to free coal (that, however, was a jump of several 
yours}, and that he is now ready to jumpin a single session from 
taxed barbed wire at 30 or 35 cents to free barbed wire; and he 
declines to answer any questions as to why wire rods out of 
which barbed wire is made are made dutiable. 

A MEMBER on the Democratic side. He will jump farther 
than that. 

Mr. REED. Yes; he will jump farther than that; he will 
jump overboard. [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side.] [Renewed cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”] 

Mr. REED. Wait a moment. You gentlemen had better 
iearn fully the lesson of what you are doing. I do not wonder 
you can not speak distinctly in view of the mouthful you have 
taken to-day; thatis but natural. But I want you now to un- 
derstand this matter. The gentleman from West Virginia, 
while he has been deposed practically from his position, and 
while the principles of the gentleman from Illinois have been 
adopted, still remains the ‘shadow of a name,” which still re- 
verberates somewhat in the country. And I want this House 
and the country fully to understand the significance of the utter- 
ance of the gentleman from West Virginia. His progressive- 
ness on tariff mattersin the past does not concern us very much; 
it is possible it may not in the future. 

But so far as he represents his party, his views may be of some 
importance. And this enables me to reiterate—and neither he 
nor any gentleman on his side can contradict the proposition— 
that the actions of to-day are not in any sense a basis upon 
which this country can do business. Even the practical, plain, 
homely person that the Speaker to-day described himself to be 
with tremenduous accuracy [laughter on the Republican side}— 
even that plain and simple business person can not be able in 
any way todo business in this country as long as his feet rest 
pee the shifting sands, which are represented by the present 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means [applause on the 
Republican side], who, in the presence of this House, publicly 
submits to the reflection put upon him by the House in refusing 
to allow the committee over which he presides to have a word 
to say with regard to tariff matters which are presented here. 

Bowled out by the Senate and by the House, he still repre- 
sents their willingness to go from one point to another without 
regard to his and their = position; and he announces to the 
country (Ifrecallagain the significance of it) that this raid which 
has been made upon the industries of the land is to be repeated 
toe the fullest extent, so far as he can get followers. 

He has said here again and again, and he is always right, 
that he had destroyed some industries by this bill and was will- 

to destroy some others. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!” on the Democratic side.] 

r.CRAIN. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. REED. I do not think that the gentlemen of the Demo- 
cratic party are in their usually sweet temper this afternoon. 
Something they have eaten has perhaps disagreed with them. 

ughter and applause on the Republican side.} Perhaps it is 

digestion that makes them adopt such acourse as we have wit- 

nessed here during the time that this discussion has progressed. 
[Laughter. } 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I do notthink 
it necessary to reply to the sneering remarks of the gentleman 


Oh, well, we are always pro- 
{Laughter and applause on the 
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from Maine, in which he tries to work himself up to the idea 
that when the caucus gave me authority as an individual and 
ordered me as an individual to introduce these separate bills it 
put any affront upon me as chairman of my committee. 

Now, I say to the gentleman from Maine that so far as I am 
concerned, and I believe so far as the people with whom I am as- 
sociated in this great work here are concerned, we do not in- 
tend to give up this fight. [Prolonged applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

The right of the American people to be relieved of class dis- 
tinction is higher than the right of any protected industry to 
repose in its industry. [Renewed applause.] In so far as I am 
individually concerned, and my humble views, I can say to the 
gentleman that there will be no let up in the fight as long asthe 

yoke of monopoly is on the neck of any citizen of this country. 
laaeivem and cheers on the Democratie side. | 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, that is good. [Lauehter.] That 
was my object in making those remarks. I have got the gent 
man to the surface, and the whole Democratic party. There is 
where you are, and you can not fool the people again with your 
talk. 

Mr. BUNN. 
side. 

Mr. REED. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illi 
nois, my colleague on the committee. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire that tl 
members of this House should remember that when the Wilson 
bill was prepared under the guidance of the gentleman from 
West Virginia, who has just addressed the House, that barbed 
wire was placed on the dutiable list at 35 per cent ad valorem. 
This amount of duty was placed there, not in the excitement o1 
heat of debate, as this bill is presented to-day, but under the 
deliberate judgment of the gentleman himself and of his col- 
leagues that it was a proper revenue duty. [n the consideration 
of this item in the Senate it was found that the best interests of 
the Government would be subserved by retaining a duty on barbed 
wire, and it was retained, but changed from an ad valorem to a 
specific duty. 

The only person in either branch of Congress who fa 
putting barbed wire on the free list was the Populist Senat 
from Nebraska. This bill is an abandonment of Democratic 
principles. It is a surrender to the Populists of the House and 
Senate. It may be that itis the price the leader of the Demo 
cratic party of the House has paid for the support the Populist 
gave his party less than an hour ago, when the abject surrendo| 
of the House was made to the Senate in the adoption of the Gor 
man bill in place of the Wilson bill. After the humility and 
disgrace you have voluntarily taken upon yourselves tliis afte: 
noon in receding from the Senate amendments to the House 
and adopting all of the six hundred and thirty-four amendme 
without even the dotting of an ‘‘i” or the crossing ofa‘ t”’ \ 
probably are prepared to pass this bill, although it is a comp! 
abandonment of all Democratic principles. 

The gentleman himself said when he presented the original 
Wilson bill to the House that the various schedules were so 
graduated and regulated that they were in the interest of true 
revenue reform. Now I know that under the duty that is im 
posed in the Gorman bill as cheap barbed wire will be offered to 
the country as any individual can well ask. Under the duti 
that have been imposed by the Republican party great bar) 
wire industries have been established in Illinois and in other 
States of the Union, and under this duty barbed wire has de- 
creased in value steadily from 18 cents a pound until to-day, 
under the McKinley bill, it is sold for less than 2 cents a pound. 

A MEMBER. One and three-quarter cents. 

Mr. HOPKINS of llinois. My colleague from lowa says 1} 
cents, and yet these gentlemen, for the purpose of destroying 
this industry, are willing to putiton thefree list. One of these 
large industries is now located in the district I have the honor 
to represent. This industry has made rapid progress there, and 
has given employment to four or five hundred men who have 
been retained in that employment during the whole time that 
the Republican party has been in control in this country. 

The manager of that industry has told me that during the 
present year, owing to the conditions of trade and commerce 
that has been brought on the country by this threat to annihi- 
late all manufactories that have been developed under Repub- 
lican legislation, he has lost $20,000 in that industry alone in 
endeavoring to give employment to his hands. Now, in the 
face of such facts as these,I find that the members of the Dem- 
ocratic party are willing to put this industry on the free list. 
Why, what causes this change on the part of the Democratic 
party? Does your party, Mr. Speaker, expect to gain some po- 
litical advantage by this sudden change of front on barbed wire? 

I wish to say, sir, that during the entire debate that has been 
had on this tariff legislation, both in the Senate and in the 


We have not tried to; we reserve that for your 
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House, I have heard no Democrat rise in his place and talk 
about what is for the best interest of the Government. I have 
listened with interest to know from them by any statement they 
might make whether the proposed legislation would be in the 
interest of the wage workers of America or of the consumers. 
I have listened, Mr. Speaker, in vain for the expression of any 
such sentiments. 

The great concern, Mr. Speaker, has been: ‘‘ What shall we 
do to protect and to perpetuate the power of the Democratic 
party?” And in this they are simply playing with the people, 
they are undertaking what has been stated here to-day, to lead 
the people to believe that by these free coal and free iron and 
free sugar bills some legislation is to bs had on these subjects. 
They know,and they knew whenthey surrendered here to-day, 
that the legislation that is proposed in these separate bills here 
will sleep the sleep of death in the Finance Committee of the 
Senate. 

They knew, Mr. Speaker, that they could afford to pass this 
legislation, because nothing but the bill that they first voted 
for, the Gorman bill, would be the legislation that would be 
given to the people of the country. Now, see the position the 

ut themselves in. In one hour they vote for a duty upon coal, 

ron ore, and sugar, and barbed wire. In the next hour they 
retend to vote for free iron ore, free coal, free sugar, and free 
rbed wire. 

Gentlemen, the people of this country are not as ignorant as 
you assume them to be. You will find when you go to your seév- 
eral homes that they know and appreciate the situation quite 
as well as youdo. You have proven false to them upon every 
question upon which they placed ha in power in 1892. You 
told the wage workers that under Democracy their wages would 
be maintained at the standard under Republican rule and they 
would be given cheaper clothing and food. 

By your tinkering with the tariff you have reduced their 
wages from 10 to 25 per cent, and in the barbed-wire industry 
you propose in this bill to make tramps of all who heretofore 
have found employment at good wages in these industries. 

Your race, however, is nearly run. In November these same 
wage workers will have an opportunity to express their present 
opinion of you and your broken promises. It requires no pro- 

hetic qualities to now tell what their verdict of you will be. 

hey will not make the mistake of being fooled twice by the 
same party. 

[Here the hammer wow A 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. CooMBs]. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, if there is any duty more inde- 
fensible than another, it is the duty upon barbed wire. For 
many years barbed wire, manufactured in the United States, has 
been exported to all poe theworld. The price to-day for ex- 
ag is $1.45 per hundred pounds, delivered free on board vessel 

n the port of New York. 

If our manufacturers of barbed wire have been able to compete 
in foreign markets while paying a a upon the raw material, 
how much more will their ability be increased when the iron 
rods from which they make their product are given them free 
of duty? The addition of the free material clause justifies the 
House committee in changing from 35 per cent to free list. In- 
stead of closing the factories of our friend from Illinois, the sec- 
ond section of this bill will make them more able than ever to 
control the markets of the world. 

And now I wish, Mr. Speaker, to make another statement 
that I consider as very important, for in it lies our only defense 
in receding from our disagreement with the Senate amend- 
ments. 

li has been charged by gentlemen on the other side of the 
House that these independent tariff bills which we are passing 
to-night are popgun bills, not seriously intended to be passed or 
insisted upon inthe Senate. This is a most serious charge, and 
strikes at the dignity and good faith of this House. It can not 
be too warmly resented. for one would never have voted to 
recede except upon the most —- assurances that we should 
stay here and fight it out and insist upon the Senate's voting 
before we adjourn Congress. Tl expect the House to sustain its 
good faith and dignity and not permit Congress toadjourn until 
they become laws. 

The action of to-day by which we recede from our differences 
with the Senate was simply, as I believe, to untie the deadlock 
existing between the House and the Senate and to fight out 
these other matters, sugar, coal, and iron, upon their own bases, 
not complicatcd with other articles—not a c ange of front, but a 
necessary change of tactics. This ought to have been the course 
from the beginning. We should not have united all the indus- 
tries and trusts in one formidable opposition; it was bad ocateny 
If we had proceeded in this way, and I insisted upon it from the 
beginning, taking groups, of industries and passing upon them 
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with deliberation after careful consideration, tariff legislation 
would have been more effectual, more certain, and less hurtfy| 
to the industries of the country. 

And now I want to say that this House can not afford to ad- 
journ, can not afford to let the Senate adjourn, until every one 
of these measures is acted upon by that body. {[Applause.] I 
received assurances from the leaders of the House, gentlemen 
in whom I have confidence, before I consented to vote for con- 
currence, that that should be the case, and any variation from 
that course would be undignified and indefensible. The Repub. 
lican Congress stayed here until October to pass the McKinley 
bill. The Democracy, the people's representatives, can and 
should stay here until December, if necessary, toachieve its over- 
throw and redeem the pledges of the party. I for one will stay 
and make one vote to keep a = of the House here and en- 
force action by the Senate. [Immense applause. ] 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois[Mr. 
HopkKINS] has expressed some solicitude about a barbed-wire 
factory in his district. Of course we could not expeci him to 
feel any interest in the farmers of his district, who buy of that 
factory. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I want to say to "7 friend that I 
represent the farmers in my district, and there is not a Demo- 
crat in the district but what will support me in my vote against 
this bill. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!” on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BRYAN. We shall be able totell better about that after 
the vote is polled than we are now, when the gentleman tells 
I want to reassure the gentleman 
by reading from a letter written by a manufacturer of barbed 
wire, so that the gentleman will not feel any concern about his 
constituents who are engaged in thatindustry. Senator AL- 
DRICH, as a partof a speech made on the 28th of July, 1892, gives 
a letter which was dated at Worcester, Mass., July 13, 1892, 
signed by the Washburne & Moen Manufacturing Company, 
Charles fF. Washburne, vice-president. In the course of that 
letter Mr. Washburne says, on page 7538: 

There is only one other thing in addition which we wish to add, and that is 
that barbed wire is sold a good deal lessin the United States than it is any- 
where abroad, 

Now, if a manufacturer of barbed wire states that it is sold in 
the United States ‘‘ a good dealless ” than it is abroad, he need 
not be afraid of the high-priced wire from abroad coming in 
here and ruining the industry. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. You need not be afraid of protection then 
if it has enabled us to sell it cheaper than it is sold anywhere 


else. 

Mr. BRYAN. ButI am telling you the condition of the in- 
dustry now. I am showing that there is no need of protection 
to keep the aera ~ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. You wanted it cheaper and you got it 
cheaper. 

Mr. BRYAN. I want the Republicans of the West who have 
been voting to give free salt to the fish curers of the State rep- 
resented by the gentleman who has been interrupting me [Mr. 
BOUTELLE] to let us know by their votes whether they are 
willing to give our farmers free barbed wire. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Why did not my friend do that in the bill 
which was framed by his committee? 

Mr. BRYAN. IdidallI could do then, and am doing alll 
can do now. We are going to give to you gentlemen who pre- 
tend to be interested in the Western farmersa chance to show 
your hand and to defend yourselves. [Loud applause on the 
Democratic side.[ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is the trouble with you; you have 
shown your hand too clearly. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BRYAN. Iwill. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. We of us who are in favorof the 
farmers in the West are going to run — in our districts on 
the doctrine of protection to American laborand to American 
industry, a position which the gentleman does not dare to assume 
with his record in this House. 

Mr. BRYAN. We will give the gentlemen from Nebraska 
a chance to tell their constituents whether they are for free 
sugar or not. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. You can have it. 

Mr. BRYAN. We will give to the Senators who claim to be 
for free sugar a chance to go on record. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Did not the gentleman vote for 
a tariff on sugar to-day? 

Mr. BRYAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. Did you not vote for a tariff upon barbed 
wire to-day? 
antl BRYAN, Yes, sir; I voted foreverything in that bill to- 

Vv. 


Will the gentleman allow me to 
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Mr. PICKLER. And that will become the law. 

Mr. BRYAN. I voted for cverything in that bill to-day, be- 
cause that is the best we could do, andnow I am going to do bet- 
ter by voting for these separate bills. (Cheers on the Demo- 


cratic side.] 3 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me to 


ask him a question? 

Mr. BRYAN. No; I only have five minutes time. 

Mr. Speaker, just another word. I want to suggest to those 
gentlemen who find fault because we do not go far enough, that 
they stand in the attitude of the criminal who, when sent to the 
penitentiary, complained of the inefficiency of the prosecuting 
attorney and said, ‘‘ He has not done his duty; he ought to have 
had me hung, but instead of that I got off with a term in the 
penitentiary.” ]Applause.] : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine has five minutes 
and the gentleman from West Virginia has three minutes re- 


maining. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” 
Mr. REED. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa. 
{[Mr. GEAR withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix.] 


Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, it would be a hard thing to dis- 
cuss a question like this in three minutes, the time allotted to 
me. So far as barbed wire is concerned—and that is the ques- 
tion before the House, notwithstanding the animadversions of 
the gentleman from Iowa—no man stands here to oppose this 
bill except the gentleman who represents the district where the 
trust has its abiding place. There is no question, in my judg- 
ment, in the minds of the members of this House as to what 
should become of the barbed-wire trust or what should be done 
as to this bill. This House is for it; the country is for it; there 
should be free barbed wire, and if you can not make it in the 

entleman’s district in Illinois we will buy itelsewhere or make 

t for ourselves. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. You will buy it abroad. There 
will not be a pound of it made in this country. 

Mr. PENCE. As to the gentleman who has just spoken, let 
me answer him in two minutes. Two minutes do not suffice for 
the discussion of that question, but when the gentleman from I1- 
linois attempts in ten minutes to persuade this House, and 
through this House the country, that there should be a tax left 
in some form or other upon sugar, he attempts that which no 
man can accomplish, I care not what his ability may be. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Did not you vote to put ataxon sugar this 
afternoon? 

Mr. PENCE. Yes, sir; I voted for the Senate bill this after 
noon. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And did not that bill tax sugar? 

Mr. PENCE. That bill taxed sugar. I did it, if the gentle- 
man from Hawaii will permit me [laughter], because I knew 
that after that there would be a chance to give to the American 

ople free sugar regardless of any tax that might be desired 
[ the gentleman’s clients. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How did you expect to secure free sugar? 

Mr. PENCE. How did I expect to secure it? I do not know 
that I can answer questions in one minute, Mr. Speaker. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ido not think you can. 

Mr. PENCE. I ask unanimous consent for five minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the gentleman is to have five ninutes 
by unanimous consent to answer my question, I want an oppor- 
tunity to put my question. 

Mr. PENCE. Go on with the question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I want to know how the gentleman justi- 
fies his course in voting this afternoon to put a tax on sugar, 
and now undertaking to claim that he is going to relieve the 
people from that tax by voting for a bill which he knows will 
never go farther than this House? 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, of course I can notexpect to keep 
_ with the gentleman from Maine as to what a fellow may 

ow. He knows a great many things in his mind thatI never 
dreamed of. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is true. 

Mr. PENCE. Now we are agreed on that. The gentleman 
asks me how it happens that this afternoon I voted for the mo- 
— of the gentleman from West Virginia to pass the Senate 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Taxing sugar. 

Mr. PENCE. Taxing sugar. And I answer him, because the 
resolution which he had read and I had read contained a pro- 
vision that immediately after the passage of the Gorman bill 


ee the Senate this question should be presented in this 
ouse—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Yes, and nowhere else. [Laughter.] If 
the gentleman knows anything, he knows just that. 

Mr. PENCE. The gentleman had the resolution before him, 
sohadI. The difference between him and me was simply this: 
He did not believe that the majority in this House would follow 
the adoption of the Senate tariff bill by the adoption of a free- 
sugar bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Certainly, I did believe it. 

Mr. PENCE. I believed that they would do it. I believed, 
wes believe yet, that before yonder clock shall strike the hour 
of 10—— 

Mr. MERCER. 
ter.] 

Mr. PENCE (continuing). 
putting sugar on the free list. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in this question I feel much concern, be- 
cause on the income tax and this matter center all the interests 
of the party to which I belong. 

Now, let me remind the gentleman who has said in retort to 


That clock never doesstrike. [Great laugh- 


This House will adopt the bill 


me that the bill which is to follow—the free sugar biil—will 
pass this House, but not the other—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is my judgment. 

Mr. PENCE. That is your judgment. Upon your judgment 


I would not bet a markee on any matter. [Laughter.] 
Mr. BOUTELLE. What is the judgment of the gentleman 
from Colorado about that matter? 

Mr. PENCE. Now, Mr. Speaker, [have lost track of the time 
by my watch 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I should like to see how much the gentle- 
man knows about the Democratic programme, or what is his judg- 
ment about the fate of the sugar bill. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired 





The question is upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

The question being taken, the bil) was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third 
time. 


The question being upon the passage of the bili— 

Mr. BRYAN and others called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee and Mr. HOOKER of New York 
were appointed as tellers to act during the roll call. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 191, nays 84, 
answered ‘‘ present” 0, not voting 76; as follows: 


YEAS—191. 
Alderson, Cooper, Tex. Holman, Patterson, 
Alexander, Cornish, Hooker, Miss. Paynter, 
Allen Covert, Hudson, Pearson, 
Arnold Sox, Hunter, Pence, 
Bailey, Crawford, Ikirt, Pendleton, Tex. 
Baker, Kans. Culberson, Izlar, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Baldwin Cummings, Johnson, Ohio Pickler, 
Bankhead, Davey, Jones, Pigott, 
Barnes, Davis, Kilgore Richards, Ohio 
Bartlett, De Armond, Kribbs, Richardson, Mich, 
Barwig, De Forest, Kyle, Richardson, Tenn. 
Bell, Colo. Denson, Lane, Ritchie, 
Bell, Tex. Dinsmore, Lapham, Robbins, 
Beltzhoover, Dockery, Latimer, Robertson, La. 
Berry, Donovan, Lawson, Russell, Ga. 
Black, Ga, Doolittle, Layton, Ryan, 
Bland, Dunn, Lester, Sayers, 
Boatner, Dunphy, Livingston. Sipe, 
Boen, Durborow, Lucas, Snodgrass, 
Bower, N.C. Edmunds, Maddox, Somers, 
Branch, Ellis, Ky. Maguire, Sorg, 
Breckinridge, Ark. English, Cal. Marsh, Springer, 
Bretz, English, N. J. Martin, Ind Stone, Ky 
Brookshire, Enloe, cAleer, Strait, 
Brown, Epes, McCreary, Ky. Straus 
Bryan, Erdman, McCulloch, Swanson 
Bunn, Everett, McDannoid, Talbert, S.C. 
Burnes, Fielder, McDearmon, Talbott, Md. 
Cabaniss. Fithian, McEttrick, Tarsney, 
Cadmus, Forman, eGann, Tate. 
Caminetti, Fyan, McKaig, Taylor, Ind. 
Campbell, Geary, McLaurin, Terry, 
Cannon, Cal. Geissenh siner, MeMillin, Tucker, 
Capehart, Goldzier, McNagny, Turner, Ga 
Caruth, Gorman, McRae, Turner, Va. 
Catchings, Grady, Money, Tyler, 
Causey, Griffin, Montgomery, arner, 
Clancy, Haines, Moore, Weadock, 
Clark, Mo. Hall, Minn. Morgan, Wells, 
Clarke, Ala. Hall, Mo. Mutchler, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cobb, Ala. Hammond, Neill, Williams, Ill. 
Cobb, Mo. Hare, Oates, Williams, Miss. 
Cockran. Harris, Ogden, Wilson, Wash. 
Cockrell, Hatch, O'Neil, Mass. Wilson, W. Va 
Coffeen, Hayes, ON eill, Mo. Wise, 
Conn, Heard, Outhwaite, Wolverton, 
Coombs, Henderson, N.C. Page, Woodard. 
Cooper, Ind. Hendrix, Paschal, 
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NAYS—S84. 
Adams, Pa. Ellis, Oregon Hull, Reed, 
Apsiey, Funk, Johnson, Ind. Reilly, 
Avery, Gear, Johnson, N. Dak. Reyburn, 
Babcock, Gillet, N. Y. Kiefer, Russell, Conn. 
Baker, N. H. Graham, Lacey, Scranton, 
Bingham, Grosvenor, Loud, Sherman, 
Biair, Grout, ommemeange, Smith, 
Boutelle, Hager, Marvin, N.Y. Sperry, 
Bowers, Cal. Hainer, McCall, Stevens, 
Brosius, Harmer, McCleary, Minn. Stone, C. W. 
Burrows, Haugen, McDowell, Stone, W. A. 
Cannon, Ill. Heiner, Meiklejohn, ‘Storer, 
Chiids, Henderson, Iowa Mercer, Strong. 
Cogswell, Hepburn, Northway, Tawney, 
Cooper, Wis. Hermann, Payne, Updegraff, 
Cousins. Hitt, Perkins, Van Voorhis, N. Y 
Cur/is, Kans. Hooker, N. Y. Phillips, Van Voorhis, Ohio, 
Dalzell, Hopkins, Tl. Post, Wadsworth, 
Daniels, Hopkins, Pa. Powers, Waugh, 
Dingley, Houk, Quigg, Woomer, 
Dolliver, Rulick, Ray, Wright, Pa. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "’—0. 
NOT VOTING—76. 
Abbott, Gillett, Mass. McKeighan, Sickles, 
Adama, Ky. Goodnight, Meredith, Simpson, 
Aitken, Gresham, Meyer, Staliings, 
Aldrich, Grow, Milliken, Stephenson, 
Bartholdt, Harter, Moon, Stockdale, 
Belden, Hartman, Morse, Sweet, 
Slack, IL. Henderson, Il. Moses, Taylor, Tenn. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Hicks, Murray, Thomas, 
Brickner, Hines, Newlands, Tracey, 
Broderick, Hutcheson, Price, Turpin, 
Bundy, Kem, Randall, Walker, 
Bynum, Lefever, Rayner, Wanger, 
Chickering, Linton, Robinson, Pa. Washington, 
Cooper, Fla. Lorxwood, Rusk, Wever, 
Crain, Lynch, Schermerhorn, Wheeler, Ill. 
Curtis, N.Y. seageet. Settle, White, 
Draper, Mahon, Shaw, Whiting, 
Fletcher, Mallory, Sheil, Wilson, Ohio 
Gardner, Marshall, Sibley, Wright, Mass. 


So the bill was passed. 

The following additional 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN wit 
rest of the day. 

Mr. McK8IGHAN with Mr. BARTHOLDT, for the rest of the 
day. 

Mr. Kem with Mr. WANGER, on this question. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. WILSON of West Virginie, a motion tore- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


FREE SUGAR. 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. 5 
of the Democratic caucus I send to the des 
and ask its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (4. R.7971) to exempt from duty sugar, molasse3, etc. 


Be it enacted, ete., That on and after the passage of this act the following 
articles, when imported into the United States, shall be admitted free of all 
import duties: 

All sugars, all tank bottoms, all sugar drainings and sugar sweepings, 
syrups of cane juice, melado, concentrated melado, and concrete and con- 
centrated molasses, and molasses. 

Mr. 8 


Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. aker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
I first ask consent that the amendment be read. 

The SPEAKER, 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Louisiana? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I object. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I hope the gentleman will 
allow it to be read. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. 
read. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
proposed amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add t the bill: 

‘That the bounties authorized to be paid to producers of sugar by section 
231 of the act entitled ‘An act to reduce revenue, equalize duties, and for 
other purposes,’ approved October 1, 1890, shall be reduced one-eighth part 
of their respective amounts, as prescribed in said act, each year, beginning 


with July 1, 1896, and extending to July 1, 1901, inclusive, and shall thereat- 
ter cease and determine.”’ 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana to be permitted to offer this amendment 
to the bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from West Virginia to control the time in support of the bill, 
and the tleman from Maine in opposition. 

Mr. N of West Virginia. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

[Mr. SPRINGER withholds his remarks for revision. 
Appendix.] 


irs were announced: 
Mr. TaYLORof Tennessee, for the 


ker, by direction 
the following bill 


I ask the Clerk toread the 


See 


Ihave no objection to its being | 
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| ported, thus making the duty a tax—and to give a bounty to en- 


Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I yield to my colleague [Mr. Din 
LEY] ten minutes out of my fifteen. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from LllLinojs 
[Mr. SPRINGER], who has just addressed the House, has mad 
the remarkable statement that the Gorman-Brice bill, which has 
passed the Senate and has beenconcurred in by the Demoerati 
majority of the House to-day, givesless than half the protectio 
to refined sugar which the tariff act of 1800 gives. The gent); 
man has come so far out of the way of the actual facts, that } 
statement can only be excused on the ground that he has no; 
carefully read the sugar schedule. 

I desire to call the attention of gentlemen to the provisions of 
that bill which have received the almost solid vote of the Demo. 
ocratic side to-day. The bill provides for one-eighth of | cen: 
differential duty upon refined sugar, and gentlemen have been 
talking as though that was all the protection there was to refined 
sugarcontained init. But the bill further provides that 40 pe: 
cent dutyshall be imposed upon imported raw sugar and also upon 
imported refined. ; 

How much concealed protection is there in that, I ask the ge 
tleman from Illinois? assuming that it requires, as sugar refin 
ers claim, 105 pounds of centrifugal raw sugar, polarizing 9%), 
to make 100 pounds of refined sugar. Raw sugar polariziug 9 
has averaged 3} cents per pound in Cuba during the past year. 
One hundred and five pounds of raw sugar, polarizing %%-~, woul: 
be valued at $3.15. A duty of 40 per cent upon it would be $1.2i. 
When that sugar is refined, what is the foreign value of it? I; 
is Leent per pound more than raw sugar, thatis 4 cents per pound. 

Now, you have 100 pounds of refined sugar, valued at #4, and 
your duty of 40 per cent ad valorem on it immediately becomes 
$1.60 instead of $1.26. Now, how much concealed protection is 
there in the difference between $1.25 and $1.60? There is a dil 
ference of 34 cents, or thirty-four one-hundredths of a cent pe 
pound. Add that to your one-eighth of acent differential, or 
twelveand one-half hundredths, and you have forty-six and one- 
half hundredths per pound as the protection that is given tho 
sugar trust by the bill that you have passed, instead of the 
eighth of a cent per pound. And that is on the assumption, 
claimed by the trust, thatit requires 105 pounds of raw centrifugal 
sugar to make 100 pounds of granulated sugar. 

But it must be borne in mind that there isa residuum of sugar 
below No. 16,and of sirup, which is of value, not to mention the 
certainty that under an ad valorem duty sugar will be under- 
valued, making the real protection of refined sugar thatis given 
by the bill that you have passed at least one-half of 1 cent per 
pound, or substantially the same as that given by the tarilf act 
of 1890, instead of one-half as claimed by the gentleman from 
Illinois and the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr.GEAR. In addition to theother differential of one-tenth 
of a cent? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The differential of one-tenth on sugar im- 

rted from bounty-paying countries is in the bill which ha: 
te passed to-day, and also isin the present law, hence that may 
be set aside in making a comparison. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will my friend permit me to ask him a 
question there? 

Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 


Certainly. 
Is it nota fact that when you framed the 


| McKinley bill you only gave for refined sugar about 35 cents per 
Is there objection to reading the amend- 


hundred? 

Mr. DINGLEY. You mean as the bill passed the House? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. As it passed the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Four-tenths of a cent. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then,on the demand of the same combina- 
tion of manufacturers, did you not give 5 cents, with the addi- 
tional one-tenth of a cent on sugar coming from countries that 
gave a bounty? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The facts relating to the framing of the 
sugar schedule of the tariff act of 1890 were these: After it was 
decided to place raw sugar upon the free list—because sugar 1s 
an article of food and nine-tenths of our consumption is im- 





courage its production here, the question arose as to what. i! 
any, duty should be placed on refined sugar to maintain tle 
business of refining in this country. 

Inasmuch as we found that nearly half the refined sugar con- 
sumed in this country was refined by independent industrics, 
the trust at that time not being able to prevent competition, wo 
treated sugar refining as we did other competitive industries, 
and endeavored to ascertain the difference in cost of refining 
here and abroad. All the sugar refiners who came before us 
were independent refiners, struggling against the sugar trust, 
who appealed to us to strengthen their hands in the contest by 
preventing such foreiyyn competition as would make the continu- 
ance of their business impossible. So far as [know,no member 
of the sugar trust came before the committee. 
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Acting on such information as we were able to obtain from in- 
dependent refiners, it was decided in the House to fix the duty 
ou imported refined sugar at four-tenths of 1 per cent per pound. 
When the bill reached the Senate the duty was increased, and 
when the bill reached conference, in view of the representations 
of the Senate conferees that four-tenths was an insufficient duty 
to protect the industry carried on by independent refiners, we 
finally compromised by making the duty five-tenths of 1 per cent 
per pound, not in response to the request of any trust, but in 
response to the appeal of independent refiners, and to aid so far 
as ible in maintaining home competition in the industry, 
kp venting the trust from breaking down independent re- 


fineries. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then, the McKinley bill created the trust. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Notatall. The trust originated under the 
act of 1883, whose sugar schedule has been described by the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia as providing for a revenue duty, 
which he favors, ata when fierce competition was leading 
up to trusts all over the world; and even the su schedule 
Z the Mills bill of 1888 gave a higher differe for refined 
sugar than did the McKinley act. The Mills bill fixed the duty, 
on refined sugar at 2.80 cents per pound, and the duty on raw 
sugar polarizing 96° at 1.83 cents, thus giving a protection of 
over nine-tenths of 1 cent protection on refined ; Which 
was 80 per cent more than protection given by the McKin- 


ley act. 

Mr. ENLOE. Then you perfected the control of the trust. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman think that a reduction 
by the McKinley act of the differential duty on refined sugar to 
one-third that of the tariff of 1883, and but little more than half 
that by the Mills bill of 1888, improved the opportu- 
nities of the sugar trust? 

As I was saying, the five-tenths of a cent differential duty on 
imported refined sugar imposed by the McKinley act was im- 
posed when nearly half our consumption was refined outside of 
the trust and was intended to strengthen independent refineries 
and enable them to make successful opposition to the trust. If 
the situation in 1890 had been as now, if the sugar trust had in 
1890 strangled competition and held the industry by the throat 
as it does to-day, am sure that the Repu who framed 
the McKinley act would never have made the differential duty 
on refined sugar five-tenths or even one-fourth of a cent. At 
least I never should have consented to it. For, from my point 
of view, a protective duty on competing imports of a home in- 
dustry capable of supplying our wants without natural disad- 


vantage, rests on the sure defense of home competition, th h 
n which prices are keptat the lowest ble level consistent with 
l. never any industry is able 


the oes of high wages; and w 

by the formation of a trust tostrangle home competition—as has 
yet never been successfully done except in the cases of refined 
sugarand petroleum—then itforfeits all claim to protection until 
such time as such a trust is broken and the industry is opened to 
home competition. [Loud applause on the Feepubllonn side.] 
DEMOCRATIC FAVOR FOR TRUSTS. 

The complaint that I now make against the Democratic ma- 
ority which has approved the tariff bill that has passed the 

use to-day, is not that it approved the differential duty of 14 
cents on refined sugar in the tariff actof 1883, which the gentle- 
man from West Virginia has styled a revenue duty and under 
which the sugar trust was inaugurated; not that it favored the 
sugar schedule of the Mills , Which made the differential 
duty on refined sugar nine-tenths of 1 cent; not that the Demo- 
crats in Congress solidly voted in 1890 to retain the sugar sched- 
ule of 1833, which gave a differential duty on refined sugar 
nearly three times as large as that provided by the McKinley 
law, ata time when the sugar trust was not able to stifle compe- 
tition and when nearly half of our sugar was refined by inde- 
a industries; but that now,in this year of our Lord 

894, when everybody knows that the sugar trust has broken 
down competition and controls the entire sugar refining in- 
dustry of this country and makes prices according to its 
own sweet will, this Democratic majority has deliberately en- 
acted a tariff bill whose sugar schedule is so constructed as to 
give substantially as much differential duty to protect the prod- 
uct of this monopoly as was given four years ago by the Mc- 
Kinley tari before the monopoly had d control of the in- 

,; and when severe competition between independent re- 
fineries assured to the consumers the lowest prices possible with 
the pageant of American wages. 

Nei will it answer for our Democratic friends to excuse 
the votethey have just given in favor of the sugar trust by say- 
ing that they voted two hours em rotect the sugar trust 
with the expectation of voting t urs later to place all 
sugar on the free list. Thisdodge is too transparent to deceive 
anybody. When they voted for the Gorman-Brice tariff and its 
sugar-trust schedule thev knew that that vote would make the 
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trust schedule alaw unless vetoed by the President. Now, when 
they vote for these popgun bills, the pending one to place sugar 
on the free list, designed simply todeceive somebody, they know 
that neither of them will become a law. They know, indeed, 
that in the Senate on a yea-and-nay vote the Democrats voted 
nearly solidly against free sugar. They know, also, that Presi- 
dent Cleveland in his tariff letter to Chairman Wilson, for fear 
that it would be inferred that he opposed the sugar schedule of 
the Gorman-Brice bill, declared not only in favor of taxed sugar, 
but also in favor of a differential duty on refined sugar. More- 
over everybody knows that the duty on sugar is indispensable 
if the reductions of duty proposed by the new tariff in other 
schedules are to be made. No, gentlemen, you will not escape 
the responsibility of voting for taxed sugar and a differential 
duty to protect the sugar trust by the performances youare now 
going through. 

More than this, Mr. Speaker, you will not avoid the responsi- 
bility of voting for a tariff bill whose sugar schedule not only 
gives the sugar trust, at a time when you know it absolutely 
controls the sugar-refining industry of this country, as it did 
not in 1890, the benefit of a differential duty substantially as 
large as that given the industry when it was competitive, a sum 
estimated by the gentleman from West Virginia |Mr. WILSON] 
as exceeding $25,000,000 per annum, but which has also given 
the sugar trust an opportunity to import millions of tons of raw 
sugar free of duty to be refined and sold at the increased prices 
— by the imposition of a duty of not far from 1? cents per 

und. 

Perhe gentleman from West Virginia[Mr. WILSON] said to-day 
that the sugar trust had already imported raw sug ur that would 
have a value of nearly one hundred millions in anticipation of 
the duty; whereupon I remarked to him that if this were so, 
then, as it would make nearly a year's supply, the sugar trust 
would tically pocket the $43,000,000 revenue expected from 
sugar during the present fiscal yaar and the Government would 
get almost nothing. Probably this estimate of the quantity of 
sugar already re is too large, but there is no doubt that 
the s trust's vest through the simple transfer of sugar 
from the free list to the dutiable list will exceed $5,000,000. 
THE WHISKY TRUST SLICE, 

And I may add that the 20 cents increase of the internal-reve- 
nue tax on whisky, from 90 cents to $1.10, as provided by the 
tariff bill which a have passed to-day will for the present fiscal 
year be nearly all pocketed by the whisky trust, which has al- 
ready withdrawn from bond and paid the tax at the old rate on 
a large proportion of the whisky that will enter into consump- 
tion during this period. It is estimated that the whisky trust 
and other owners of whisky in bond will thus pocket nearly the 
whole $20,000,000 increase of tax on whisky estimated for the 
present fiscal year. 

But, Mr. Speaker, this is little as compared with the profits 
which the whisky trust and owners of whisky will realize from 
the five years’ extension of the bonded period for whisky pro- 
vided by this tariff bill. 

Under the law asitexisted previously, the bonded period, 7. e., 
the time during which the owner of whisky could retain it in 
a bonded warehouse without ene of tax, was three years. 
For years the whisky interest has been seeking for an extension 
of this bonded period; but always heretofore when the request 
has come squarely before Congress it has been refused. Now, 
it seemed to the whisky trust that trusts were in the swim, and 
hence while the sugar trust was securing its points the whisky 
trust appeared and secured in the Senate an amendment to the 
tariff bill extending the bonded period for whisky from the 
present period of three years to the astounding period of eight 
years. And now the Democratic majority of the House have 
concurred with the Senate in giving the whisky trust this as- 
tounding gift. 

I say “ gift,” for it can be considered nothing else Consider 
that the object in putting whisky into bond, especially in hold- 
ing it in bond for years, is not simply to hold it temporarily for 
a market, as ordinary imported merchandise is held, but to hold 
itto age and become more valuable. It is known that whisky 
worth only 25 cents per gallon when put into bond becomes 
worth more than $3 per gailon when held for six or eight years. 
It is proposed the new tariff bill not only to allow the owners 
of whisky to hold their whisky in a Government bonded ware- 
house for eight years without payment of the $1.10 per gallon 
tax until the expiration of the eight years, but also to make an 
allowance of 9 gallons in every 40 for evaporation, etc., in the 
estimate of the amount on which the tax is to be paid. 

In other words, this bonded extension legislation grants to 
the whisky trust and owners of whisky an extension of eight 
years, without interest, in which to pay their tax on whisky 
while it is being kept in bond for the purpose of aging and in- 
creasing in value from 25 cents to $3 per gallon, and then actu- 
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ally makes the Government pay for the loss by evaporation while 
this process is going on. 

it is estimated that after deducting loss of interest by this de- 
ferred payment of tax and diminution of taxable gallons by 
evaporation the Government will not realize over 50 cents per 
gallon tax on any whisky kept — years in bond to improve in 
value, while the cheap whisky which refiners of but small capital 
must sell as fast as made will pay $1.10 tax. How much this 
bonded extension — to the whisky trust may be worth tothe 
whisky interest I do not know, but it is easy to see that it must 
be many millions peraunum. And the Government practically 
loses what the whisky trust gains. 

No wonder the New York World, the leading Democratic 
pares in the country, should have been moved to ny of such 
egislation as this, enacted by a nearly solid Democratic vote in 
the Senate and in the House, that itis ‘‘a surrender tothe sugar 
trust, the whisky trust, the lead trust, and the oil trust.” 

THE 2'WO TARIFFS COMPARED. 


Mr. Speaker, gentlemen on the other side have excused them- 
selves for voting for the Gorman-Brice tariff bill by saying 
that, in spite of some objectionable features, it is better than the 
McKinley tariff. 

Better in what particulars? In its extension of the bonded 
period for whisky? Is that the feature which makes our Demo- 
cratic friends favor it? 

Or perhaps you regard it better because it imposes a duty of 
40 per cent on sugar, an article of food as important as flour, 
nearly all of which is imported, and on which in the absence of 
on product here the duty becomes a tax. Yet you 
confess by this bill to place sugar on the free list that you re- 
gard the McKinley tariff as better than the bill which you have 
just passed. 
The gentloman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] has just 
= at some length his reasons for regarding the Gorman- 

rice tariff as much better than the McKinley tariff—enough 
better in his opinion, I presume, to justify the disastrous re- 
sults on the business and industries of the country during the 
last fifteen months of the tariff revolution threatened by the 
elections of 1892. These reasons are summed up by him in his 
declaration that the new tariff has greatly reduced the tax bur- 
dens of the people. 

Inasmuch as the new tariff proposes to raise from duties on 
imports, on the basis of the imports of 1893, only nineteen mil- 
lions less than that raised under the McKinley tariff, resorting 
to an income tax only on persons possessed of an estate of $80,- 
000 or more, as that isthe average estate yielding an income 
of $4,060 or more—so smallareduction of taxation israther an in- 
significant result to offeet against the mischievous consequences 
of the Democratic tariff revolution. 

The gentleman from Tennessee has read with much unction 
a table of average reductions of average ad valorem duties, and 
has informed us that the average duty on dutiable goods has 
been reduced from 49} per cent under the McKinley tariff to 38} 
per cent under the Gorman-Brice tariff, entirely overlooking 
the fact that while the average duty on all imports was 23 per 
cent under the Mckinley act, the average under the Gorman- 
Brice bill is 20} per cent—a reduction of only 24 per cent. 

The difficulty about comparisons of average duties of dutiable 
imports is that they are so greatly affected by changes from the 
dutiable to the free list, and vice versa, as well as by reductions 
or increases of luxuries, as to be worthless as any indication 
of comparative burdens. The Gorman-Brice tariff transfers 
an importation of one hundred and nine millions of sugar 
from the free to the dutiable list, and reduces the duties on 
liquors, cigars, silks, and other luxuries; thus on the one hand 
swelling the dutiable imports by — sugar ata duty lower 
than the average, and on the other hand re:lucing the average 
by diminishing the duties on luxuries, while in fact the real 
burdens are not diminished. 

REDUCTION OF DUTIES ON LUXURIES. 


This is made clear by the fact that the new tariff would have 
imposed a duty of $43,478,957 on the raw sugar imported and con- 
sumed in this country in 1893, FP ars oe to nearly 14 cents per 
pound, where the McKinley tariff admitted itfree of duty. And 
this increase of burdens laid on the — by the new tariff 
has been made in part to make it practicable to reduce duties on 
the following luxuries: 

On leaf tobacco and Havana cigars .............-.....---2.-----00-- $1, 434, 012 

This reduction is one which the gentleman from Tennessee 
seems to regard as a great relief to the suffering taxpayers. 
Ce a rink cites siccch usivcuahbeisiieniaetiinasnne 232, 950 

To accomplish this relief, among other things the duty on 
brandy is reduced from $2.50 under the McKinley tariff to $1.80 
under the new tariff. Is this one of the reductions which make 
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the new Democratic tariff so great an improvemen rer 
McKinley tariff? ? , a « 
Se i ns ons cesbhAbpon en upedAlinnessoeenccececs $1, 537, 899 

What joy must come to the poor man’s household over the ap. 
nouncementthataftera year’s struggle the Democratic ma jority 
has reduced the duties on laces and embroideries a million and a 
half, even at the price of the imposition of a duty of forty-three 
and a half millions on sugar. 


On silk dress goods, plushes, velvets, etc -........................... #2, 720, 605 


18 


EN nae nob in vanegnebsecd eens neenacedkeecttweserencce 215, 667 
I Ue nec coeenle ndobececce O73 
cia tus dels abbsineshuedeedasbeca cece 76, 000 

I might go on enumerating luxuries like these or which the 
new Democratic tariff bill makes reductions of duties amount- 
ing to about $15,000,000 on the basis of the imports of 1493, 
There was not the slightest necessity for these reductions, be- 
cause these articles are luxuries or articles of voluntary con- 
sumption, consumed mainly by the rich or well to do, who are 
entirely willing to pay the large duties imposed upon them by 
the McKinley tariff because they are luxuries; and especially 
no excuse for these reductions when they necessitated the im- 
position of a duty onan article of food like sugar, consumed 
nearly as largely by the poor as by the well to do. 

Such reductions go far to make it appear that the average 
duty of the new Democratic tariff is reduced 11 per cent, when 
as a matter of fact the reductions are largely on articles where 
relief was not needed. It will be no relief to the workingman 
to be told that there has been a large reduction by the new 
Democratic tariff of the duties on laces, silks, Havana cigars, 
kid gloves, pearl buttons, opium, jewelry, ostrich feathers, vel- 
vets, and liquors, when he finds that ne must pay 2 cents per 
pound more for the 200 pounds of sugar which his family use 
every year. 

WOOLEN GOODS AND FREE RAW MATERIALS. 


The gentleman from Tennessee has called special attention to 
the reduction of the duty on woolen goods, as a great relief to 
the people, yet every dollar of that reduction must come outo! 
the farmers who keep sheep and who compose a large propor- 
tion of our population. Wool has been put on the free list, and 
the duties on woolen goods have been reduced to the extent of 
the compensatory duties to cover the duty on wool. The farmers 
of the country have been chosen by the Democratic leaders for 
the sole sacrifice on the altar of free raw materials. The farm- 
ers’ wool, the farmers’ lumber, and certain of the Northern 
farmers’ products that have to meet Canadian competition have 
been put on the free list; but the free raw material theory of 
the Democratic party has ended there. Even the crudest of all 
so-called raw materials—coal and iron ore—are retained on the 
protected list. 

Even the official head of the Democratic party, President 
Cleveland, in his letter to Chairman WILSON, felt obliged to 
say: 

It may well excite our wonder that Democrats are willing to depart from 
this most Democratic of all tariff principles (free raw materials), and that 
the inconsistent absurdity of such a proposed departure should be empha- 
sized by the suggestion that the wool of the farmer should be put on the 
free list and the protection of high tariff taxation be placed around the iron 
ore and coal of corporations and capitalists. 

Yet, even the reduction of the duties on woolen goods, com- 
ing as they do almost entirely out of the farmers who keep 
sheep, affects mainly fine imported goods worn by the well-to- 
do—for very few woolen goods worn by the masses are imported. 
The reduction of duties on woolens, on the basis of the imports 
of 1893, is $18,428,889, and an examination of the list of articles 
imported will show that more than $12,000,000 of the duties thus 
remitted came not from anything used by the masses of the peo- 

le, but from wool plushes, embroideries, Axminster carpets, 
fine cloths and dress goods, and fashionable garments used by 

rsons of ample means—those who have a fancy for something 

ported, ‘ lish, you know ”—and whocould have continued 
to pay these duties to the Government without feeling the 
burden, if the burden of such duties falls on the consumer. 

And of the $2,404,319 of duties remitted on cotton goods, at 
least $2,000,000 was on imported goods used only by the well- 
to-do. 

Indeed, in many cases the reduction of duties will not affect 
the price here. The foreign manufacturers will simply pocket 
the duty by raising their prices, just as they practically paid 
the increases of duty made by the McKinley tariff by reducing 
their prices. The remission of $6,000,000 duties on tin plate 
will not reduce the price here, just as the increase of duty 12 
1890 did not materially increase the price. 


Sb Cer nees SEENON GING IOWOED 05 nccncnscscccccccccsnccccceccccccees. 265. 330 
eo oe. carck ube anaiberceciucaceece 875, 000 
eae er Re de. daub cniGnedicacemencces. 2 233" 987 
ED SN anc nc canwncteus coneuncceentadconscoceces- 432! 647 
i tee ndiel ewahibeeraishebahaudecsacecasss>--. 896.000 

400, 073 
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DESTRUCTION OF BENEFITS OF RECIPROCITY. 

One of the serious evils resulting from the enactment of this 
new Democratic tariff bill, Mr. Speaker, is the fact that it de- 
stroys all of our reciprocal treaties with South American coun- 
tries, Cuba, and Puerto Rico, by placing on the dutiable list the 
sugar im rted from these countries, and used asa basis for the 
recipr agreements. Thus atone blow the increased markets 
for our agricultural products and manufactures opened in Cuba, 
Puerto Rico, and Brazil by these treaties, are destroyed. 

Indeed, so unreasoning is the hostility of the Democratic ma- 
jority to the great advantages gained by reciprocal treaties, 
that they have deliberately surrendered our great markets for 
lumber and in part to fish and agricultural products without 
compensation when Canada was ready to grant us in return for 
such favors important reciprocal advantages in the admission of 
our manufactures at lower rates of duty than she admitted sim- 
jlar goods from other countries. A private business man who 
should be guilty of such thriftlessness in the management of 
his property as the Democratic party has shown in this great 
national concern would have his sanity questioned. But the 
Democratic leaders seem to regard this stupidity—for that it 
really is—as one of the crowning advantages of the new Demo- 
cratic tariff. 

THE DISCRIMINATIONS OF THE NEW TARIFF. 

Mr. Speaker, while the tariff which has been finally passed 
by the Democratic party, after more than a year’s incubation 
isnot as bad as the ee em ed itself to enact; while it is 
not as bad as the Wilson bill which passed the House, in that 
it has retained much of protection—a result due partly to the 
wholesome fear inspired by the disasters which had resulted 
from the Democratic threats of tariff revolution, and partly to 
the narrow Democratic majority in the Senate; yet it has in so 
many features disturbed the basis on which many industries 
have so long stood that it will take a long time for them to re- 
adjust themselves to the new conditions, and will necessitate a 

rmanent reduction of wages, which in itself is a public mis- 
fortune that will ee affect the prosperity of the people. 
Business will of course slowly revive, because our people will 
not lie down, but it will revive on a new wage basis. And in 
the meantime the reduced duties on imports, which we ought 
to make for ourselves, will increase such foreign importations 
and correspondingly reduce our own production and the oppor- 
tunities for labor. 

The new Democratic tariff has amply protected many indus- 
tries—as amply as any bill constructed on a protective basis 
could, notwithstanding the platform of that party declared pro- 
tection to be ‘‘ robbery ”—but it has opened up so many other in- 
dustries to increased foreign —" that the blight on these 
latter industries will be felt by all. 

It issuch discriminations between industries by the new Dem- 
ocratictariff—discriminations sectional, political, and personal— 
which will always make this tariff known as one of bargain and 


sale. 

On what basis of justice, for example, is the Southern plant- 
ers’ rice given a protection of 83 per cent, and the Northern 
farmers’ oats, dairy products, vegetables, horses, cattle, hay, 
etc., subject to a sharp competition from Canada, have their 
protection practically obliterated by a reduction to 20 per cent? 

Why should planed and tongued and grooved lumber, laths 

ickets, shingles, clapboards, staves, and other manufactured 

umber, constituting one of the most important manufacturing 
industries of many States, be placed on the free list, while the 
coarse cotton goods of the South are given from 30 to 40 per cent 
of protection? 

hy should hoop iron when made into cotton ties be free, and 
when made into hoops for hay bales bear a duty of 30 per cent? 

Why should collars and cuffs be protected by a duty of 584 per 
cent—the highest duty on manufactured goods—whils the most 
highly finished manufacture of granite is admitted to compete 
with our granite-cutters at the destructive rate of 30 per cent? 

How does it happen that so crude raw materials as mica, coal 
and iron ore are accounted finished products worthy of a pro- 
tective duty, while manufactured articles like planed lumber, 
barbed wire, and cotton bagging are placed on the free list? 

No wonder President Cleveland, in his letter to Chairman 
WILSON, was compelled to exclaim: 


How can we (the Democracy) face the people after indulging in such out- 
Tageous discriminations of principle? 


While the McKinley tariff was constructed throughout on the 
protective principle, 7. ¢.,on the basis of imposing on all im- 
rts which come into competition with the products of our in- 
ustries duties equivalent to the difference in the cost of pro- 
duction growing out of our higher wages, the new Democratic 
tariff is not framed on any principle. It has high protection, 
free trade, free raw materials, protected raw materials, free 
manufactured products, protected manufactured products, duties 
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for revenue only, duties for protection only—everything thrown 
together promiscuously, very much like one of the bargain coun- 
ters of a class of stores found in our great cities. It is evident, 
too, that no such diverse and inconsistent measure could have 
been framed except on the bargain and sale principle. 

The Democratic party in 1892 declared that protective duties 
are *‘ unconstitutional and robbery.” It has now passed a tariff 
bill having in part high protective duties. 

The Democratic party in 1892 declared for free raw materials. 
It has enacted a tariff law which places the crudest of all so- 
called raw materials, to wit, mica, coal, and iron ore on the pro- 
tected lists, and at the same time commits wool, the farmer's 
finished product, and planed lumber and other manufactured 
lumber to the free list. 

The Democratic party in 1892 bawled itself hoarse in denun- 
ciation of alleged Republican favors to trusts which did not ex- 
ist, and now passes a tariff bill which has gone so far to aid 
trusts which everybody knows exist and strangle competition, 
that by common consent the new tariff act will always be known 
as the ‘‘sugar trust” and ‘‘ whisky trust” tariff. 

FURTHER DEMOCRATIC TARIFF SMASHING THREATENED. 

Yet, incongruous as it is, the tariff bill passed, outside of its 
trust features, is far better than the controlling elements of the 
Democratic party intended or would have consented to under 
other circumstances. Indeed, the very men who finally made it 
alaw announce thatfrom this time forward they intend to renew 
their agitation for further tariff changes in the direction of free 
trade. Notabashed by the destruction to our industries which 
they have caused in the past fifteen months, they feel aggrieved 
that any industries have been saved outof the disasters, and de- 
clare that the war must go on. 

It is evident already that even the passage of this tariff bill, 
after a year’s upheaval of the business of the country, is not re- 
garded by the Democratic leaders as a finality. It remains for 
the people of this country in the election of Representatives to 
Congress in the coming autumn, and in the Presidential elec- 
tion two years hence, not only to pronounce their verdict against 
the uncalled-for Democratic war upon our industries which has 
resulted in such disasters during the past year, but also to put 
out of power at once and for the future a party which has proved 
itself so incapable and so mischievous. 

REPUBLICAN PROSPERITY—THE “ CHANGE’ TO DEMOCRATIC CONTROL, 

Mr. Speaker, for thirty-two years, from 1861 to 1893, under 
the uninterrupted —s of the Republican party, prosperity 
and progress marked the history of this country. From an in- 
consequential manufacturing country we became the largest 
manufacturing nation on the face of the earth. Agriculture de- 
veloped until the products of our soil far surpassed the products 
of the soil of any other country. We grew in wealth as no 
other country ever did. The development of our railroads and 
internal trade was so marvelous as to be regarded with astonish- 
ment by the civilized world. Wages increased in purchasin 
pee 80 per cent, and everyone who wanted employment Sound 

t with good pay. 

In 1892, when the people of this country went to the polls, and 
under theappeals of the Democratic leaders voted for a‘' change,” 
no uation in the world approached us in all the elements that go 
to make a prosperous nation and a happy people. 

A year and a half has elapsed since it was known that a 
‘*change” had been decreed, and the full control of the country 
committed to the Democratic party. For over a year that party, 
with a majority of 90 in this House, as well as a majority in the 
Senate, and in possession of Executive power, has kept Con- 
gress in almostcontinuous session for the purpose of formulating 
the policy which they had promised in the convention of 1892, 
to give the country the increased prosperity they had promised 
a deluded people. 

What have the Démocratic party done? They have repealed 
the Federal law designed to secure honest national elections. 
They have after a year’s struggle at last passed a tariff, which 
President Cleveland, the official head of the Democratic party, 
declares embodies ‘‘ party perfidy and party dishonor.” This is 
all of their legislation of national importance, unless the un- 
successful attempt of the Democratic Administration to re- 
instate a savage queen as the ruler of Hawaii is to be added to 
this roll of dishonor. They found the country with ample rev- 
enue to meet the national expenditures, notwithstanding the 
remission to the people of $60,000,000 in duties on sugar b 
the act of 1890—a revenue which, in 1891, had paid all expendl- 
tures and left a surplus of thirty-seven millions; which, in 1892 
and 1893, had paid the large increase in pensions, as well as all 
other expenditures and had left a small surplus each year. 
Yet in the first fiscal year of the Democratic Administration, 
notwithstanding the pensions of Union soldiers have been cut 
down $18,000,000, while no reduction of expenditures has taken 
place elsewhere, a deficiency of $/0.000.000 has occurred, which 
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has been supplied by issuing bonds in time of peace and bor- 
rowing $58,000,000 and drawing the balance out of the gold _ re- 
demption fund set apart for the payment of the greenbacks. 

The Democratic Administration found the nate with a 
gold redemption fund of $105,000,000. To-day this emption 
fund es gone down to $52,000,000, and another issue of bondsis 
imevitable. 

The prosperity which the country had for thirty-two years 
has vanished. business and industries which prospered socon- 
tinuously for thirty years have been for fifteen months wrecked 
as never before in the history of the country. Millions of men 
are seeking work in vain; wages have been reduced; industries 
are RANE and capital has suffered losses which are 
appalling. 

The distrust caused by the Democratic threats of a tariff 
revolution has produced its bitter fruits, and the end is not yet. 
The people have had bitter ex ence of the ‘‘change”’ for 
which — unwittingly voted in 1892, and they have got enough 
of it. Unless the signs of the times are m ing, in the a 
proaching elections the country will hear the voice of the people 
proclaiming to the Democratic party in thunder tones, ‘‘ Weighed 
and found wanting.” 





APPENDIX. 
PRESIDENT CLEVELAND TO CHAIRMAN WILSON. , 
(Letter from President Cleveland read _ House of Representatives July 19, 


[Personal.] 
EXECUTIVE MaNston, Washington, July 2, 1894. 
My DEAR Sim: The certainty that a conference will be ordered between 
the two Houses of Congress for the purpose of usting differences on the 
subject of tariff legislation makss it also that you will be again 
eae en eae aan ee the scala 
been ao closely related antes, ve so lon 
P pitshm: h realization to my 


tor earnest appeal to 
party hensety ond goed Saith 


these are absolutely necessary conditions to the continuation of 
Democratic existence. 

I can not rid myself of the feeling thatthisconference will present the best 
if not the only hwpe of true . Indieations point to its action as 
the reliance of those who desire the genuine fruition of Democratic effort, 
the fulfillment of Democratic p! and the redemption of Democratic 
promises to the people. To rec differences tn the cetails comprised 
within the fixed and well-defined lines of principle wil! not be the sole task 
of the conference; but as it seems to mo its members will also have in 


— the question whether Democratic principles themselves are to be 
saved or ehandened. 
‘There is no excuse for or the feeling and tem- 


mistaking 
per of the rank and file of the Democracy. They are duwncast under the 
assertion that their party fails in ability to manage the Government, and 
they are apprehensive % efforts to bring about tariff reform may fail; 
but they are much more downcast and apprehensive in their fear that Dem- 
oeratic principles may be surrendered. 
{Ae lause on the Democratic side. ] 
n os cireumstanees they can not do otherwise than to look with confi- 


dence to you and those who with youhave —— and si ebam- 
Ee lines and by 
Yemocratic principles. This confidence fs vastly augmented by the action 


under your leadership of the House of Representatives upon the bill now 


nding. 
Fivest true Democrat and every sincere tariff reformer knows that this 
bill in its Ape form and as it will be submitted to the conference, falls 
far short of the consummation for which we have long labored, for which 
we have suffered deteat without discouragement; which in its anticipation 
gave us a rally cry in our day of triumph, and which, in its promise of 
accomplishment, is so interwoven with Democratic pl and Democratic 
success that our abandonment of the cause or the principles upon which it 
rests means perfidy and party dishonor. 
es on Democratic side. } 

@ topic will be submitted to the conference which embodies Democratic 

= so direetly that it can not be We have in our plat- 
orms and-in every way possibile declared in favor of the free tation of 
raw materials. e have again and again that this be ac- 
corded to our people and our manufacturers as soon as the Democratic party 
Was invested with the power to determine the tariff policy of the country. 

The party now has that power. Weare as certain to-day as we have ever 
been of the great benefit t would acerue to the country from the inau- 
a of this policy, and nothing has occurred to release us from our ob- 
igation to secure this Sa to our people. It must be admitted that 
py ae ee trai does not provide papa 
@ genuine ¥ ‘or raw 
these circumstances tt excite our wonder that 
ouoe + abeaedinpat com proposed se d be emphasized by the 
sieten a sug- 
gestion that the weel of the farmer be put on the free list and the pr 
terty tanation be placed around the iron ore and coal of corporations and 


{Apptause. 
Hoev can me Face the peop after indulging in suck outrageous discriminations 
and violations of princi: le? 

lv is quite apparent that this question of free raw materials does not ad- 
mit of adjustment on any middle since their subjection to any rate 
of tariff taxation, great or small, is alike violative of Democratic principle 
and Demecratic g: od faith. 

I hope you will not consider ft intrusive ro something in relation to 

to the conference. 


another subject which ean hardly fail to be 

I nefer te the t of tariff taxation on sugar. 
| Laughter an ee. 
Under our Pp 


tform and in accordance with our declared ~~ a 
timate and logical articleof revenue taxation. 


art 
poses, sugar is ak 
neidents have accompanied certain stages of the legis- 


tunately, however, 
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lation which will be submitted to the conference that have arou: 
connection with this subjecta natural Democratic animosity to the py, 
and manipulations of trusts and combinations. ; 

I confess to sharing in this feeling; and yet it seems to me we oy 
possible, to suMficiently free ourselves from prejudice to cnable us co. 
weigh the considerations which, in formulating tariff legislation, ou 

eour treatment of sugar as a taxable article. While no tend 
should be entertained for trusts, and while I am decidedly opposed to e+. 
ing them, under the guise of tariff taxation, any opportunity to further { 
peculiar methods, I suggest that we = not to be driven away fr 
Democratic meiple and policy which lead to the taxation of s 
fear, quite likely exaggerated, that in carrying out this principle ; ¥ 
we may indirectly and inordinately encourage a combination of sugar ; 
ing interests. I know that in present conditions this is a delics! 1 

ughter on the Republican side}— 

and I appreciate the depth and strength of the feeling which its t, 
has aroused. 

I do not belleve weshould do evil that good may come, but if 
that we should not forget that our aim is the completion of a tariff bil! 
tnt sugar for proper purposes and within reasonable bound 
else may be said of our aclion, we are in no danger of running coun! 
ocratic principles. With all there is at stake there must be in the t: 
of this article some ground upon which we are all willing to s‘ar 
toleration and conciliation may be allowed tosolve the problem wi 

the entire surrender of fixed and conscientious convictiv: 

Lought not to prolong this letter. If what I have written is w 
I beg ae to believe in ny good intentions. 

In the conclusions of the conference touching the numerous i!ec 
will be considered, the peopie are not afraid that their interests wi |. 
lected. They know that the general result, so far as these are con 
will be to place home necessaries and comforts easier within th« 
and to insure better and surer ation to those who toi! 

We all know that a tariff covering all the varied interests and « 
of a country as vast as ours must of necessity be largely the resi 
orabie adjustmentand compromise. I expect very few of us can 
our measure is ——_ that all the features are entirely as we \ 
fer. You know how much I deprecated the incorporation in the 
bil! of the income-tax feature. In matters of this kind, however. 
not violate a fixed and recognized Democratic doctrine, we are v 
defer to the judgment of a majority of our Democratic brethren. 
there is a general agreement that this is party duty. 









This is more palpably apparent when we realize that the busines 
country timidly stands watches for the result of our efforts to 
tariff legislation, that ae and certain return of prosperity wait 
a wise adjustment. and t aconfiding people still trust in our han 
prosperity and well- 1 

The of the Plead most earnestly for the speedy « 


Democracy 
Somat the tariff legislation which their representatives have unde? 
ut t 
those 


demand not less carnestly that no stress of necessity shal 
trust tothe abandonment of Democratic principle. 
Yours, very truly, 
GROVER CLEVELA 
Hon. WILLIAM L. WILSON. 
ed applause on the Democratic side. | 
r. WILSON of West Virginia. I yield five minutes \ 
gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, while I realize that nothing | 
say at this time will ene atfect the result, it is, neve 
less, my duty to the people whom I represent upon this floor 
enter one last appeal and one last protest against the wrong ' 
is to be done them now. In fact, all of our State is inter 
and over half of its population is dependent upon the sug 
dustry. Lrepresent 218,00 people whoare agriculturists. : 
of people who are entitled to the consideration and the sy: 
ofthisCongress. I representa class of people who are esp: 
entitled to the sympathy of the Democrats upon this “oor 

Coming as I do from a State of which every gover: 
branch is Democratic, and represented upon this floor by |) 
cratsonly, I did feel, my Democratic friends, that we w 
titled to some consideration and fair treatment at your |: 
Now, what is the situation? A great cry has arisen tha 
must be free sugar, and that the trust must be stricken 
and in an effort to strike at the trust youare striking us a ¢ 
blow that will bring poverty and distress and ruin to 
now a fair and prosperous country. 

I speak not in anger; I make no threats, but I do appea! 
personal friends and Democratic colleagues upon this floor, « 
ask if it is not possible for them even at this late hour to 
something to save our people from utter ruin. Some may 5:): 
is necessary to this bill. The honored Speaker of th: 
House, if I mistake not, said that he regretted in doing this 1 
that a blow had to bestricken at some that he and others did 10 
want to strike. . 

Iam very thankful for the sympathy he expressed then, anc 
hope that something can yet be done. It is entirely possible, \ 
you are to have free sugar, to ee us the bounty, after our 
people have planted their crops, incurred their expenses, made 
their contracts, and gone eight months into this year, and som 
thing should be done to prevent them from being made ban«- 
rupts. 

r. COOPER of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me ” 
ask him a question? , 

Mr. PRICE. I have only five minuies; but I will yield to tLe 
gentleman. ; 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I will ask the gentleman {rom 
Louisiana if it is true that the two Senators from Louisiana «" 
tered into a written contract to defeat the whole bill? 

Mr. PRICE. That I do not know. 

Mr. MEYER. It is not true. 


yur 


- would be put upon sugar or that a 





1894. CONGRESSION AL 


Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, and if they did, is it right for the 
gentleman from Indiana or other member upon this floor to 
visit upon my Congressional district and the State of Louisiana 

u t for anything that others might have done that was 
not approved by him? I appeai ic you, my friends, to have 
some consideration, to have some pity, if 1 may use that word, 
for our people. Let us see what the facts are. 

When this Congress assembled and the Committee on Ways 
and Means brought in a bill they proposed to gradually abolish 
the sugar bounty. That encouraged our people to believe that 
they would at least have some Governmental aid for several 

ears. That was voted down; and the bill went to the Senate, and 

e Senate immediately reported a bill giving a duty on sugar 
and providing that the law should not go into effect until the 
Ist of January, 1895. The newspapers told our people that they 
would not have any change in the existing law during this year. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman permit mo to say that 
it was stated in the press and it was understood to be an agree- 
ment in the Finance Committee of the Senate that the duty in 
the bill should take effect on the Ist day of January? 

Mr. PRICE. It was said that the bill should take effect on 
the ist day of January, 1895, and our people were all led to be- 
lieve that there would be no change in the McKinley sugar 
schedule until that date. ; 

The bill came into the House to-day and it is d with a 
duty on sugar; and lo, ina few hours afterwards, here comes a 
proposition to take from our people absolutely everything, not 
only the bounty, but the duty given in the bill just a 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COOMBS. I hope the gentleman will be allo further 


Mr. PRICE. I realize that I can not make an argument in 
this short time, 

Mr. COOMBS. Lask that the gentleman’s time be extended 
ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Louisiana 
may be extended ten minutes. 

Nr. REED. I think itis nothing more than fair that he should 
b» allowed time. [Applause.] . 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from Louisiana is reeog- 
nized for ten minutes. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I realize, as I have said, that per- 
haps nothing that Lcansay cando any good; butis there notsome 
parliamentary method by which our people shall be saved from 
destruetion? Can it not be by saying that we shall get a bounty 
for this year? Is it not good faith that these nangie should be 
allowed to go through the current year under the existing law? 
Would you, gentlemen, in your desire to strike at the sugar 
trust, that you talk so much about, wreck these farmers and 
these men who have believed that your course would be fair and 
just, regardless of what your views might be on economic ques- 
tions? 

Did we not proclaim all over this land that the Democratic 
party was not a party of destruction? Has not it been the doe- 
trine of the Democratic party that a — on sugar was a proper 
revenue duty? Had not our people a right to believe that un- 
der a revenue duty they would get at least incidental protec- 
tion? My friends, 1 say to every one of you, before you cast 
_ vote on this question, that unless some remedy follows this 

ill, you are casting a vote which will as destroy half 
of a sovereign State, a State that has done, I believe, as much 
for the Demoeratic party as any State in the Union. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Do you contend that the 
sugar planter ought to receive any more protection or aid than 
the cotton planter? 

Mr. PRICE. My dear sir, I have no time now to enter upon 
a discussion of theories of protection and freetrade. I am talk- 
ing about the condition that confronts our people; but I willsa 
that if the cotton planter had been led to believe that he woul 
get during this year a certain amount of Government aid, God 

nows I would aever be the one to say that he should not have 
it, after he had been promised it and had made his contracts for 
the year with reference to it. 

Another thing. You are doing worse tham decreeing free 
sugar. You have allowed our people to expect that a duty 
unty would be retained. 
You have raised that expectation all over this land. Another 
thing, Mr. Speaker, the storehouses are filled with recently im- 
ported raw sugar, and what will be the consequence? hen 
our le go to the refiners this fall and undertake to sell their 
sugar— half the su sold in Louisiana is sold to the 
reliners—they will be told that the refiners do not need it, that 
they have already 2 great stock of sugaren hand, and the re- 
finers will give the planter just what they choose and not what 
the sugar is worth. 
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Why, gentlemen, evon if a man is the most ardent free trader 
in the world; if he believes in tearing down every custom-house 
in the land, he certainly ought to feel that in this instanee it is 
only just and tair and equitable and right to allow these people 
to go through the current year under the existing law. Have 
you not given in this bill six months in which to put the woolen 
schedule into effect, and why should you be more considerate 
of those manufacturers than you are of the sugar-planter in our 
State? 

My Democratic friends, do you remember that in 1884 the State 
of Louisiana held the balance of power, and that if her vote had 
not been recorded for the Democratic party and its leaders we 
never would have had our Democratic victory in that year? And 
now, are you going to strike down your friends without regard 
to the promises you have made or the equitiesthat exist? | ask 
you earnestly to consider this question, and I do again most sol- 
emnly protestagainst the great injustice which you are about to 
do our people. Fr serve I yield the remainder of the time 
to my coileague | Mr. BOATNER}. 

Mr. BOATNER. Is there any time left? 

The SPEAKER. Itwill require unanimous consent for the 
elo from Louisiana [Mr. PRiIcs| to traasfer his time. 

s there objection to the gentleman [Mr. Price: yielding to his 
colleague the five minutes of the ten minutes accorded to him? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I merely desire to call the 
attention of the House to the legal aspects of this question. If 
the bill which House to-day is to become a law, sup- 
plemented by the bill which is now before the House under con- 
sideration, it will amount to a repudiation by the United States 
of a legal obligation in favor of the sugar producers of this 
country for the bounty for this year. Under the terms of the 
MeKinley act a bounty was to be paid for the production of sugar 
—_ —_ to those who availed themselves of the provisions of 

© ac 

The sugar producers of this country have availed themselves 
of the provisionsof that actfor the present year. A great many 
of them have taken out licenses. More than six months of the 

ear have passed, and the crop is now practically made. And 
or the Government to refuse to this bounty which has been 
earned under the provisions of its laws is merely to take advan- 
tage of its sovereignty and to avail itself of the privilege that 
it is subject to the jurisdiction of no court and can not be com- 
pelled to perform its obligations. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Did the gentleman vote for the tariff 
bill to-day? 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes; I did. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If that bill becomes a law, is not that a 
en of the sugar bounty? 

. BOATNER. It will be repudiation to some extent, unless 
the bounty for this year is otherwise provided for. I have just 
stated that. I have said that if that bill becomes a law in con- 
nection with the bill now under consideration, it will bea total 
repudiation of the obligation of the United States to pay the 
bounty which has been earned under the McKinley law. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The other bill has practically become a 
law. 

Mr. BOATNER. It has not become a law; I hope it will; I. 
kope the President will sign it. 

The gentleman knows very well that I voted for that bill be- 
cause it contained more of good than it did of bad. [ could not 
have that bill altogether to suit me. If it had been within my 
power, I would have written it differently. There is no use to 
enter into a discussion of how gentlemen came to vote for that 
bill. The gentleman knows that as well as I can tellhim. | 
am not now speaking of a matter of politica for the benefit of 
the gentleman from Ohio. I am appealing to this House for leg- 
islation which will require the officers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment to pay tothe su rowers of the United States the bounty 
for this year which has been earned under the provisions of 
the existing law. This should be done as a matter of common 
justice. Tho United States ought to pay tothe sugar producers 
of this country, whether they live in Louisiana or Nebraska, 
the money which has been earned for the present year under the 
bounty law which is the law of the land. 

As my colleague h said, it was given out authoritatively that 
the Committee on Finance of the Senate agreed that the bounty 
for this year should bepaid by agreeing that the sugar schedule 
should not take e fect until the Ist day of next January. That 
meant that the bounty should be paid under the provisions of 
the existing law. It was stated authority that that agree- 
ment had been made. Subsequently,in violation of that agree- 
ment, several Democratic Senators voted in favor of an amend- 
ment which made the sugar schedule take effect with the other 
provisions of the bill. 

But, in the mean time, contracts had,been entered into; ex- 
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penses had been incurred; people had made all their arrange- 
ments and obtained their credits upon the faith of a statute of 
the United States and its continuance until the Ist day of next 
January. Now,I repeat that after the year has more than half 

assed, after obligations have been incurred, after the bounty 
bes been earned under the very terms of the law, to repeal it 
without making adequate provisions for the performance of the 
obligations created by the law, is nothing short of absolute re- 
pudiation. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, this is the last of the air-cushions 
which the statesmen of this little kingdcm of Liliput, in which 
we are now living, have arranged for themselves to tumble on 
thisevening. Of course, itis a cushion thatis filled with air 
like the rest—not wind, because wind is air in motion; this isair 
that has gone to rest. Laughter. } 

I am inclined to feel a deep sympathy for the gentleman from 
Louisiana; and the cogent fact that land my compatriots had 
that feeling towards him when it was of some use is proven by 
the fact that in order to do justice to an established industry in 
his State, we of the Republican party entered upon a new sys- 
tem of encouragement of home industries; and we did it because 
of a sense of ‘justice which I should blame him for not indicating 
in his vote for the bill which passed to-day if I did not know that 
he is a Democrat; but knowing, as I do, that tariff and charity 
and good feeling are “ oe local” with him from the nature 
of his party relations, I am not at all surprised that he should 
appeal to meand to the rest of us on behalf of his fellow-citizens, 
i be utterly forgetful of the fact that his vote to-day has helped 
to destroy ten ora dozen manufacturing institutions in my State. 

But I bid him to be of good cheer, for this is only a part of the 
farce of which we have gone through some four acts preceding. 
There is really at it—nothing but one of those little 
resolutions that used to be introduced here years ago when the 
Greenbackers were flourishing and the money question was 
made a trap to catch respectable gentlemen. 

Now, the sugar tax is composed of two different things; but 
the great bulk of it is the 40 per cent taxation upon sugar of all 
kinds introduced into this countryfromabroad. That tax comes 
from the poor people of this country in a larger proportion than 
in my judgmentis justandfair. I donot propose in this thimble- 
rigging arrangement to have myself put upon record as being 
opposed to the repeal of that particular tax. We Republicans 
repealed the tax and gave the people of this country free sugar. 

You Democrats have reimposed the tax on sugar, and have also 
imposed a tax on its manufacture, in such afashion that it is ab- 
solutely a stench in the nostrils of the people, so that there can 
be no sort of honest discussion of the question here so thor- 
oughly has your conduct clouded it with prejudice. I do not 
wonder you are anxious to get from under it, by even so chea 
and me a pretense as this. [Applause on the Republi- 
can side, 

Why can not the Democratic party once in a while at least, 
be middling honest? paneer hy not come once in a 
while into the open, like men? But they never do and they 
never will; it is useless to expect it. 

Now, we have a repetition of the same farce that has been 
perpetrated so often before. These things do not mean any- 
thing whatever; and when a man awe his vote, or allows th 
bill to pass by his vote in favor of it, there is nothing meant by 
it except a meeting with a political trap and crushing it. [Ap- 
plause on the a side.} There is nothing in the vote I 
shall give upon this question which will prevent me, by boun- 
ties or other judicious methods, whatever I may consider wise 
and right, whenever the time shall come, from dealing with the 
question in a proper way, nor shall anything in this vote pre- 
clude me from retaining the manufacture and the production of 
sugar in this country. It is too = and important an indus- 
try, of too great necessity in the lives of all of our people, to be 
a shuttlecock between the battledores of the two discordant 
dey of the Democratic party. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The SPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom West Virginia has five 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, if there be any 
hardship to come to the —— of Louisiana by this legislation, 
the responsibility for that hardship rests immediately at the 
door of the sugar trust; and the responsibility for the existence 
of the sugar trust liesat the doorof the Republican party. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] Under a revenue duty upon 
sugar, no such great and threatening monopoly could have ap- 
peared on the political horizon of this country as has now made 
its appearance. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. And hasnow been made the special partner 
of the Democratic party. 
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Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. 
not interrupt me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to be interrupted 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. The gigantic power of thai 
great organization, which has been felt from the beginning a)- 
most to the end of this great tariff controversy in Congress, is 
the result of the legislation of the Fifty-first Congress, which 
gave them the power to tax the American people 50 cents on 
every hundred pounds of sugar, and possibly 60 cents, and then 
paid people a bounty to raise the material for them to manu- 
facture. 

You found, in the Fifty-first Congress when you came here, a 
large and fruitful duty flowing into the public Treasury from 
the revenue tax on sugar as the law then existed. For every 
dollar of tax paid by the people in that respect, at least s\ 
cents of it went-into the Treasury of the Government to be ap- 
plied to the sapport of the Government. In your haste to di- 
vert from the public Treasury as large a part of the tax paid by 
the people as possible, and to pour those taxes into the pockets 
of your favored beneficiaries, you struck down the revenue tax 
on sugar that you might resort to protective taxation for the 
benefit of the monopolies, and then went through the sham and 
pretense of putting a bounty, paid directly out of the Treasury, 
to the growers and agricultural producers of sugar in this coun- 
try, knowing full well that whenever protection came out of its 
hidden lair, and materialized itself inthe openas a bounty, that 
the American people would give it the coup degrace. [Applaus: 
on the Democratic side. } 

Sir, I sympathize with what has been said by the gentleman 
from Louisiana [My. ROBERTSON]. I knowsomethingaboutth 
constituents he represents so faithfully and so ably upon this 
floor. Ido not hesitate to say to-day, as I have said from the 
beginning in this debate in all of its stages, that I have always 
been a bel‘ever in a revenue tax upon sugar, and what little in- 
cidental protection came from the revenue tax on sugar the ag- 
ricultural people of this country were welcome to, sofar as Iam 
concerned. Iam ready to-day to codperate with the Democrats 
of the House in the restoration of a justrevenue tax upon sugar 
[Applause on the Democratic side. | 

he SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
‘Lhe question is on the engrossment and third reading of the 
ll 


I hope the gentleman wil} 


Mr. REED. The time, I think, has not elapsed, Mr. Speake 
The gentleman from West Virginia has more time. 

TheSPEAKER. The time has been consumed. 

Mr. REED. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate has expired, and the 
question is on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question recurred on the passage of the bill. 

Several MEMBERS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Hooker 
of New York and Mr. TRACEY, as tellers. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 276, nays 11, no! 
voting 65; as follows: 


YEAS—276. 

Adams, Pa. Bunn, Dalzell, Hager, 
Alderson, Burnes, Daniels, Hainer, 
Alexander, Burrows, Davis, Haines, 
Allen, Cabaniss, De Armond, Hall, Minn. 
Apsley, Cadmus, De Forest, Hall, Mo. 
Arnold, Caminetti, Denson, Hammond, 
Avery, Campbell, Dingley, Hare, 
Babcock, Cannon, Cal. Dinsmore, Harris, 
Bailey, Cannon, Ill. Dockery, Hartman, 
Baker, Kans. Capehart, Dolliver, Hatch, 
Baker, N. Bh. Caruth, Donovan, Haugen, 
Baldwin, Catchings, Doolittle, Hayes, 
Bankhead, Causey, Dunn, Heard, 
Barnes, Childs, Dunphy, Heiner, 
Bartlett, Clancy, Durborow, Henderson, Iowa 
Barwig, Clark, Mo. Edmunds, Henderson, N. C. 
Bell, Colo. Clarke, Ala. Ellis, Ky. Hendrix, 

ll, Tex. Cobb, Ala. Ellis, Oregon Hepburn, 
Beltzhoover, Cobb, Mo. English, Cal. Hermann, 

rry, Cockran, Enloe, Hitt, 
Bingham, Cockrell, Epes, Holman, 
Black, Ga. Coffeen Erdman, Hooker, Miss. 
Black, I) Cogswell Fielder, Hooker, N. Y 
Blair, Conn, Fithian, Hopkins, Ill. 
Bland, Coombs. Forman, Hopkins, Pa. 

n, Cooper, Ind. Funk, Houk, 

Bontelle, per, Tex. Fyan, Hudson, 
Bower, N. C. Cooper, Wis. Gear, Hulick, 
Bowers, Cal. Cornish, Geary, Hull, 
Branch, Cousins, Geissenhainer, Hunter, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Covert, Gillet. N. Y. Ikirt, 
Bretz, Cox, Goldzier, Tzlar, 
Broderick, Crain, Gorman, Johnson, Ind 
Brookshire, Crawford, Grady, Johnson, N. Dak 
Brosius, Culberson. Graham, Johnson, Ohio 
Brown, Cummings, Griffin, Jones, 
Bryan, Curtis, Kans. Grosvenor, Kiefer, 
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Kilgore, McKaig, uigg, Talbott, Md. 
Kribbs, McLaurin, ga8 Tarsney, 
Kyle, McMillin, Reed, Tate, 
Lacey, McNagny, Reilly, Tawney. 
Lane, McRae, Richards, Ohio Taylor, Ina. 
Lapham, Meiklejohn, Richardson, Mich. Terry, 
Latimer, Mercer, Richardson, Tenn. Tracey, 
Lawson, Money, Ritchie, Tucker. 
Layton, Montgomery, Robbins, Turner, Ga. 
Lester, Moore, Russell, Conn Turner, Va. 
Linton, Morgan, Russell, Ga. Tyler, 
Livingston, Mutchler, Ryan, vpeagat, 
Loud, Neill, Sayers, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Loudenslager, Northway, Scranton, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Lucas, ates. Shell, Wadsworth. 
Lynch, O’Neil, Mass, Sherman, Wanger, 
Maddox O'Neill, Mo. ipe, Warner, 
Maguire, Outhwaite, Smith, Waugh, 
Mailory, Paschal, Snodgrass, Weadock., 
Marsh, Patterson, Somers, Wells, 
Martin, Ind Payne, org. Wheeler, Ala. 
Marvin, N. Y. Paynter, Springer, Williams, Il. 
McAleer, Pearson, Stephenson, Williams, Miss. 
McCall, Pence, Stone, C Wilson, Ohio 
McCleary, Minn. Pendleton, Tex. Stone, W. A. Wilson, Wash. 
McCreary, Ky. Pendleton, W. Va. Stone, Ky. Wilson, W. Va. 
McCulloch, Perkins, Storer, Wise, 
MeDannold, Phillips, Strait, Wolverton, 
McDearmon, Pickler, Straus, Woodara. 
McDowell, Pigott, Strong, Woomer, 
McEitrick, Post, Swanson, Wright, Pa. 
McGann, Powers, Talbert, S.C. The Speaker. 

NAYS—11. 
Boatner, Harmer, Price, Sperry, 
Davey, Meyer, Reyburn, Stevens. 
Everett, Ogden. Robertson, La. 

NOT VOTING—65. 

Abbott, Gillett, Mass. Meredith, Simpson, 
Adams, Ky. Goodnight, Milliken, Stallings, 
Aitken, Gresham, Moon, Stockdale, 
Aldrich, Grout, Morse, Sweet, 
Bartholdt, Grow, Moses, Taylor, Tenn. 
Belden, Harter, Murray, homas, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Henderson, Ill. Newlands, Turpin, 
Brickner, Hicks, Page, Walker, 
Bundy, Hines, Randall, Washington, 
Bynum, Hutcheson, Rayner, Wever, 
Chickering, Kem, Robinson, Pa. Wheeler, IL 
Cooper, Fla. Lefever, Rusk, White, 
Curtis, N. Y. Lockwood, Schermerhorn, Whiting, 
er Magner, Settle, Wright, Mass. 
English, N. J. Mahon, Shaw, 
Fletcher, Marshall, Sibley. 
Gardner, McKeighan, Sickles, 


So the bill was passed. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

For the rest of this day: 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. FLETCHER. 

Mr. PAGE with Mr. GROUT. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. SWEET. 

Mr. KEM with Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

[The announcement of the result was received with applause. ] 

On motion of Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


The following reports were handed in at the Clerk’s desk, re- | 
ferred to their appropriate Calendars, and otherwise disposed of | 
as indicated below: 

BRIDGE ACROSS SOUTH CANADIAN RIVER. 


Mr. DURBOROW, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7811) 
authorizing the El Reno Bridge Company to construct a bridge 
across the South Canadian River, between Blaine County, Okla., 
and the Wichita Indian Reservation; which was referred to the 
_——e a, and, with the accompany report, ordered to be 
printed. 


BRIDGE OVER COLUMBIA RIVER. 


Mr. DURBOROW, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back favorably the bill (S.1772) ex- 
tending the time for the completion of a railroad bridge over 
the Columbia River at or near Vancouver, in the State of Wash- 
ington; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. | 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- | 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills | 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker | 
signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 4490) granting a pension to Henry C. Field; 

A bill (H. R. 5703) for the relief of Johanna Gleason; 





ADJOURNMENT UNTIL WEDNESDAY NEXT. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the tariff 
bill can not be enrolled in time for to-morrow’s session. I there- 
fore move that when the House adjourn to-day, it be to meet on 
Wednesday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WILSON of West Virginia (at 
10 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned until 
Wednesday, August 15, 1894, at 12 o’clock noon. 


n 





REPORTS .OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on l’ensions: 

A bill (H. R. 7002) to pension Mrs. Martha Frank. (Report No. 
1415. 

A dn (H. R. 7524) granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Shipp. (Report No. 1416.) 

By Mr. WOOMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 6305) for the relief of Henry M. Schrawder. (Re- 
port No. 1417.) 

By Mr. WOLVERTON, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary: A bill (H. R. 6472) for the relief of John N. Quackenbush. 
(Report No. 1432.) 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims: 

A resolution referring to the Court of Claims the bill (H.R. 
4018) for the relief of the First Baptist Church of Helena, Ark. 
(Report No. 1433.) 

A resolution referring to the Court of Claims the bill (H. R. 
445) for the relief of the estate of Jacob A. Wolfson, deceased, 
late of Natchitoches Parish, La. (Report No. 1434.) 

A resolution referring to the Court of Claims the following 
bills (H. R. 427, 3366, 4532, 1013, and 424) for the relief of the Bap- 
tist Church of Corinth, Miss.; Primitive Baptist Church of 
Huntsville, Ala.; Baptist Church, of Grand Junction, Harde- 
man County, Tenn.; St. Philip’s Church, of Atlanta, Ga., and 
the Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Corinth, Miss. (ie- 
port No, 1435.) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a joint resolution of 
the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 7958) to provide for and 
regulate the free coinage of silver bullion, ete.—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROW: A bill (H. R. 7959) providing that the widows 
of pensioners married before the close of the late war shall re- 
ceive the same rate of pension that the pensioner was receiving 
at the time of his death—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana; A bill (H. R. 7960) pro- 
viding for the ae of the bounty on sugar to the producers 
of sugar in the United States until February 28, 1895—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TARSNEY: A bill (H. R. 7961) to permit the construc- 
tion and maintenance of adam across the Rio Grande from a 
point above El Paso, in the State of Texas, to a point in the 
Republic of Mexico—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7962) to amend pcan 165, Schedule C, 
of the act of August —, 1894, entitled ‘‘Anactto reduce taxation, 
to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 
poses ’—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 7963) to provide revenue for the 
Government—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LANE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 218) declaring the 
a section 1059 of the Revised Statutes—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill(H. R. 7964) for the relief of Nathan H. 
Whitlow, of Madison County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7965) for the relief of the estate of L. C. 
Dumont, deceased, late of Perry County, Tenn.—to the Commit- 


| tee on War Claims. 
A bill (H. R. 7006) to authorize the Washington, Alexandria, | 


By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7966) for the relief of the 


and Mount Vernon Electric Railway Company to extend its line | heirs of B. H. Jordan—to the Committee op War Claims. 


of road into and within the District of Co!umbia, and for other 
purposes. 


XX VI——532 


> = 


By Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7967) for the relief 
of William P. Buckmaster—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7972) for the | 
relief of heirs of John Hogan—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 

Underclause | of Rule XXIT, the following petitions and papers | 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. FLYNN: Petitionof citizens of Blackwell, inK County, 
Okla., asking an appropriation of $15,000 for wheat—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Resolution from Board of Trade, Little Rock, 
Ark., that Congress should without delay take such steps as it 
may deem proper to the speedy construction of the Nicaragua 
Canal—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MADDOX: Petition of the Rome Council, No. 213, of 
the American Legion of Honor, of Rome, Ga., asking that fra- 
ternal beneficiary societies be exempt from the provisions of the 
income tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Resolution of Catholic Total Abstinence 
Union, diovese of Scranton, Pa., asking for removal of causes of 
present unrest—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Memorial of the Chamber 
of Commerce of Seattle, together with resolutions of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of-Fair Haven, Wash., for an appropriation 
for publication of pilot chart of the North Pacific—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, memorial of Puget Sound Harbor No. 16, for an appro- 
riation of $10,000 for the issuance of a pilot chart of the North 
2acific Ocean—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of 75 citizens of Washington, against the pas- 

sage of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Spokane Pressman’s Union, No. 48, favorable 
to the passage of House bill 4478—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Council of Goldendale, in opposition to free 
raw materials—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, August 14, 1894. 


Prayer by Rey. J. H. M’CARTY, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent that the further read- 
ing of the Journal be dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. BLANCHARD, I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Louisiana ob- 
jects. The reading of the Journal will be proceeded with. 

The eer resumed and concluded the reading of the 
Journal. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there are no suggestions of 
amendment or correction, the Journal stands approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 7968) to place upon the free list coal, shale, slack, 
and coke; ~ 

A bill (H. R. 7969) to place upon the free list all ores of iron; 

A bill (H. R. 7970) to place upon the free list barbed fencing 
wire, and wire rods for the manufacture of the same; and 

A bill (H. R. 7971) to exempt from duty sugars, molasses, etc. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (A. R.4490) granting a pension to Henry C. Field; 

A bill (H. R. 5703) for the relief of Johanna Gleason; and 

A bill (H.R.7006) to authorize the Washington, Alexandria 
and Mount Vernon Electric Railway Company to extend its 
line of road into and within the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes. 


PETITION. 

_Mr. PEFFER presented a petition of Local Assembly No. 
1562, Knights of Labor, of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation embodying a provision taxing immi- 
grants $50 apiece: which was referred to the Committee on Im- 
migration. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Finance, to whom 
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was referred the bill (H.R. 5439) for the relief of Richard Haw- 
ley & Sons, asked that the committee be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7571) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Osage River in the State of Missouri, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate bill of the same title, be- 
ing the bill (S. 2137) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Osage River, in the State of Missouri, which ha 
been reported from the Committee on Commerce, and is now 
upon the Calendar, be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7572) to authorize the construction o 
bridge across the Missouri River, at De Witt, Carroll County 
Mo., and to establish it as a post-road, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. From the Committee on Pensions [ re- 
port back adversely the bill (S. 2124) granting a service pension 
to soldier, sailors, and marines, and their widows and orphans, 
and forother purposes. Byrequest of the Senator from Nebrask 
[Mr. ALLEN], who introduced the bill, I ask thatit be placed on 
the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The biil will be placed on the‘ 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4017) for the rei 
statement of clerks dismissed from the Railway Mail Servi 
between the 15th day of March and the Ist day of May, 1889, re 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. WASHBURN, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6529) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the St. Croix River between Wis- 
consin and Minnesota, reported it without amendment. 


NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I am unanimously directed 
by the Committee on Military Affairs, te whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6060) to amend section 4833, Revised Statutes, and for 
other purposes, to report it favorably without amendment. It 
is a matter of some urgency and to meet an emergency which 
has arisen in the management of the Soldiers’ Home, and I ask 
that the bill be considered at this time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Letit be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4833 of the Revised Statutes of the Unit 
States be, and the same hereby is, amended to read as follows: 

‘Sec, 4833. The Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteec: 
Soldiers are authorized to aid persons who are entitled to its benetits by 
outdoor relief, in such manner and to such extent as they may deem proper, 
but such relief shall not exceed the average cost of maintaining an inmate 
of the home: Provided, That in the event that buildings at any branch o 
the home shall be destroyed by fire or rendered unfit for habitation because 
of pestilence or by the elements, then and in that event the Board of Mana 
gers shall have authority to remove the members of said branch so afflicte 
or destroyed to any other branch not so affected, and to do this they may 
use any funds appropriated for the home, notwithstanding they may ho 
been specifically appropriated for other purposes, to the extent that suc! 
funds shall be necessary to effect such a transfer and the maintenance and 
support thereafter of said members so transferred, and shall report their 
doings therein to the Congress and their expenditures as in other cases 
expenditures: Provided further, That the appropriations for any fiscal y: 
shall not be exceeded.”’ 

Sno. 2. That this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? a 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of tho 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. RLATT. Is the bill reported from a committee? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. It is reported unanimous!) 
from the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to hear the title of the bill again 
read. 

The SECRETARY. A bill to amend section 4833, Revised Stat- 
utes, and for other purposes. Binds a 

Mr. PLATT. Ti relates to the National Soldiers’ Home, | 
understand. , 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LOUIS C. SARTORI. 

Mr. GIBSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Nava: 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1713) to promote Com- 
modore Louis C. Sartori, now on the retired list of the Navy, to 
be a rear-admiral on said list, in accordance with his origina! 
position in the Navy Register, to report it favorably with an 
amendment, and to ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill. : ; 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
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The amendment of the Committee on Naval Affairs was to 
strike out section 2 in the following words: 

Src, 2. That the accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they are 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to thesaid Louis C. Sartori, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the difference of pay 
between the sum which he has received as an officer of the Navy and the 
amount to which he would have been entitied had he not been passed over, 
put promoted regularly according to seniority. 

And to insert: 

Src. 2. That upon promotion, as authorized by this act, he shall be allowed 
the pay of a rear-admiral retired on account of age, in conformity with the 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1873; but no additional back pay shall be 
allowed . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

EMPLOYES IN DISTRICT HEALTH DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. HARRIS. By direction of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia I report a joint resolution. I will make a 
brief statement in regard toit. Onthe 2dof October a special 
act was approved authorizing the health department of the 
District of Columbia to employ two additional clerks at $100 per 
month. That act provided for their payment up to the begin- 
ning of the fiseal year, the Ist of July, upon the presumption 
that the District appropriation bill would be passed by that 
time. These clerks are provided for permanently in that ap- 

ropriation bill, but the Auditor decides that they can not be paid 

‘or the time between the Ist day of July and the time at which 
the appropriation bill takes effect. I therefore report the joint 
resolution from the committee. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 101) providing for clerical assist- 
ance in the health department of the District of Columbia was 
read the first time by its title and the second time at length, as 
follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the provision of the act entitled ‘‘An 
act to provide for clevical assistance in the health department of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia” approved October 2, 1893, are hereby continued and de- 
clared to be in full force and effect from July 1, 1894, and until the date of 
the approval of the uct making a mg ere for the expenses of the gov- 
ernment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 1895. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the unanimousconsentof the Senate that 
the joint resolution be considered at this time. It simply pro- 
vides for the payment of those two clerks during the period of 
time I have indicated. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

INDEX TO PRIVATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, submitted a 
report, accompanied;by the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Ordered, That the usual number of the index to private claims, from the 
Forty-seventh to the Fifty-first Congresses, inclusive, prepared by the Sec- 
retary of the Senate, in compliance with a resolution of the Senate of Sep- 
tember 30, 1290, be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 2309) to supplement and 
carry out and enforce the provisions of a treaty made pursu7nt 
to a convention concluded at Washington, D. C., March 1i. 
1894, between the United States of America and His Imperial 
Majesty the Emperor of China, and to more completely pro- 
hibit the coming of Chinese laborers into the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. VILAS introduced a bill (S. 2310) to limit the benefit of 

nsions under the general law, founded upon theservice of sol- 

iers and sailors in the late war, to such persons as claim or 
shall hereafter claim the same through marriages contracted 
prior hereto; which was read twice by its title,and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SQUIRE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2311) to provide 
for the establishment and maintenance of a college for the edu- 
cation of daughtersof American soldiers and sailors; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 








WITHDRAWAL OF PAPEBS. 


On motion of Mr. MANDERSON it was 


Ordered, That Jonn W. Walker be permitted to withdraw from the files of 
the under the rules thereof, the papers relating to the bill (S. 468) in 
the Fifty-third Congress to remove the charge of desertion standing against 
him, leaving copies thereof. 


AMERICAN PRISONERS IN CUBA. 


Mr. CALL. I introduced a resolution in the Senate on the 
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23d of July requesting the President of the United States to in- 
stitute negotiations for the release or trial of certain citizens of 
the United States claimed to be held in unlawful imprisonment 
in the Island of Cuba. Isend to the desk a letter received from 
one of them, and ask that it may be read and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

CARCEL REAL, SANTA CLARA, CUBA, August 9, 1894. 

DEAR SIR: I amaresidentof Key West, Fla., a citizen of the United States 
of America, having lived and voted in-Key West and New York City, and I 
am registered as a citizen of the United States of America in the United 
States of America’s consulate at Cienfugos by our consul, after having ex 
hibited to him satisfactory evidence of citizenship. 

Now, my object in writing to you is to ask your aid in my behalf, for | 
have now been a prisoner in the Carcel Real here in Santa Clara for some 
ten months, without trial, or much hopes or prospects of being tried and re 
leased, for if I could get a trial before any fair and impartial court I would 
be speedily set at liberty. 

i am held here as a political prisoner without any just cause. The only 
cause of my arrest and long imprisonment is that I was unfortunately 
working in the town of Cruces last October when there was some kind of 
trouble in the country near that town, and being a citizen of the United 


ae of America, was arrested on suspicion of sympathizing with the Cu 
ans. 


Is it not possible for you to ask our Secretary of State, Mr. Walter Q 
Gresham, to instruct our consul-general at Havana to act promptly in my 
behalf, to the end that I obtain what rights and privileges are afforded to 
American citizens in such cases, under our treaties and regulations between 
Spain and the United States of America? 

Your prompt and favorable action in this matter is urgently requested 
by one of your fellow.citizens in trouble. 

Yours, very truly. 
JOSE MENDEZ NIMEZ 

Hon. WILKINSON CALL, 

U.S. A. Senate, Washington, D. C., U. S. A. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the United States are a great 
power. Theycommand inexhaustible resources of force and for 
peaceful and respectful negotiation. I have no reason to think 
that this and other cases of like character have any other-cause 
than the “law's interminable delay;” but whether this be true or 
not, the Government of the United States owes protection to its 
citizens in foreign countries, and has a right and is bound to 
demand their release after a reasonable detention without trial. 

_This duty is especially imperative in relation to the Cuban 
citizens of the United States, whose relations to the Government 
of Spain render them liable to unreasonable suspicion and to 
arbitrary arrest. I —_ that prompt action will be taken by 
by the Government in this and all other like cases for the release 
of citizens of the United States subjected to arbitrary and un- 
reasonable arrest and confinement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, in the absence of objection. 


PRINTING OF THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, there will be a great demand in 
the country for copies of the tariff biil which has recently been 
passed, and I[ offer the order which I send to the desk providing 
for its printing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Ordered, That 5,000 copies of bill H. R. 4864, as passed, and to be known as the 
sugar-trust tariff bill, be printed for the use of the Senate 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that lie over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
the rule. 

Mr. VEST. What was the motion in regard to the resolu- 
tion of the Senatorfrom Maine? I[ could not hear it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair willstate that the reso- 
lution was offered by the Senator from Maine, to which resolu- 
tion there is objection, and it goes over under the rule. 

Mr. HALE. Letit be again read, so that the Senator from 
Missouri may understand it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be again read. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. VEST. Is that the title of the bill, or does the Senator 
give the title himself? 

Mr. HALE. I refer to what will be the popular acceptation 
of the bill as the sugar-trust bill. I do not insist that it be put 
into the title of the bill, of course, but public sentiment upon 
the matter will settle all that. 

Mr. VEST. I respectfully question the right of the Senator 
from Maine to say what is the popular acceptation. He has no 
right to give any such appellation to any bill here, and it is an 
outrage upon the Senate for him to do so. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to lay the resolution on the table 

Mr. ALDRICH. Regular order, Mr. President. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have the yeas and nays on my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair willstate that the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution of the Senator from Maine 
having been objected to, it has gone over under the rule, and is 
not before the Senate for consideration at this time. 
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PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr.O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the llth instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 1640) granting a pension to Otis Smith; 

An act (S.470) for the relief of George H. Jewett, of Arling- 
ton, Washington County, Nebr.; and 

An act (S. 2217) to provide for the closing of a part of an alley 
in square 185 in the city of Washington, D. C. 


FREE COAL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
bills from the House of Representatives; which will be read by 
title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill(H.R. 7968) to place upon the free 
list bituminous coal, shale, slack, and coke. 

Mr. MANDERSON. lIask that the bill on its first reading 
may be read at length. 

The Secretary read the bill the first time at length, as follows: 


assage of this act, the follow- 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the 
States, shall be admitted free 


ing articles, when imported into the Unite 
of import duties: 
Bituminous coal and shale, and coal slack or culm, and coke. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I object to the second reading of the 
bill. 

Mr. VEST. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. [am 
not very familiar with the rules of the Senate; but as [ under- 
stand the rule a — objection carries this bill over until to- 
morrow. Isitin order to move, notwithstanding that objection, 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of this measure? 

Several SENATORS. Oh, no. 

Mr. VEST. I submit the inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that such a mo- 
tion would not be in order, and that a single objection carries 
the bill over. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I call attention to Rule XIV, which is 
very explicit on the subject. 

Mr. VEST. I was under the impression that that was the 
rule—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has no doubt that it is 
the correct ruling. 

Mr. VEST. But I desired to make the motion if possible. 


FREE IRON ORE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the bill (H. 
R. 7969) to place upon the free list all ores of iron. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [ask for the reading of the bill in full. 

The Secretary read the bill the first time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That from and after the passage of this act the follow- 
ing articles, when imported into the United States, shall be admitted free 
of importduties: 

Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or residuum 
from Hyon pyrites, and suiphur ore, as pyrites or sulphuret of iron in its 
natural state. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Lobject to the second reading of the bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 


FREE BARBED FENCING WIRE, ETC. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the bill (H. R. 
7970) to place upon the free list barbed fencing wire, and wire 
rods for the manufacture of the same. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iask thatthe bill may be read at length. 

The Secretary read the bill the first time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That from and after the passage of this act, the follow- 
ing articles, when imported into the United States, shall be admitted free of 
import duties: 

: BARBED FENCING WIRE. 

Wire rods of iron or steel when imported for the manufacture of barbed- 
wire fencing under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may prescribe. 

Mr. MANDERSON. _Lobject to the second reading of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 


FREE SUGAR, MOLASSES, ETC. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the bill (H. 
R. 7971) to exempt from duty sugar, molasses, etc. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask that the bill may be read at Jength. 

The Secretary read the bill the first time at length, asfollows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That from and after the passage of this act the followin 
articles, when imported into the United States, shall be admitted free of al 
import duties: All sugars; all tank bottoms; all sugar drainings and sugar 


sweepings, sirups of cane juice, melada, concentrated me:ada, and concrete 
and concentrated molasses, and molasses. 


a MANDERSON. I object to the second reading of the 
Mr. HILL. If it is in order, I desire to give notice of some 
amendments to those bills, which I now ask to have printed, and 
I ask to have one of them read. By reading one, it will be dis- 
covered what the other amendments are. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 
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The Secretary read the amendment intended to be proposed 
by Mr. HILL to the bill (H. R. 7969) to place upon the free list 
all ores of iron, which was to add at the end of the bill: 

All [perme of law in existence at the time of the passage of this a, t 
providing for the taxation of incomes are hereby repealed. 

RECENT ELECTION IN ALABAMA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire 
Mr. CHANDLER], coming over from a previous day, which wil] 
read. 
The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CHAnp.- 
LER on the 11th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be directed to 
inquire into the facts of the election held in the State of Alabama on the 6th 
of the present month of August, and to ascertain and report whether such 
election was full, fair, free, and honest, and resulted in the choice of a Lez 
islature entitled to elect a United States Senator, and that said committee 
as a whole or by a subcommittee shall have power to send for persons and 
papers and sit during the approaching recess of Congress. 


Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, I received a telegram from my 
colleague [Mr. MORGAN] on last Saturday, informing me that he 
would be inthe Senateon yesterday. I haveheard nothing from 
him since that time, and I ask that that resolution go over, be- 
lieving that he will certainly reach the city to-day, or that | 
shall be informed of his inability to get here. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have no objection to the resolution 0+. 
ing over until to-morrow, retaining its place as a part 0? the 
morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
resolution of the Senator from New Hampshire will go over, re 
taining its place. 

DOMINION COAL COMPANY, OF NOVA SCOTIA. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of Order of Business 622, being a resoluti¢n that 
the special committee appointed to investigate the charges of 
bribery against certain Senators be instructed to inquire into 
the facts connected with the organization and history of the 
Dominion Coal Company, Limited, of Nova Scotia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
resolution indicated. Is there objection? 

Mr. GRAY and Mr. BERRY. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF JOHN WIGHTMAN, DECEASED. 

Mr.QUAY. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (S. 886) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of John Wightman, deceased. 

here being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of tho 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill, the pending ques- 
tion being on the amendment reported by the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert a substitute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute has been previously 


read. 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill seems to be voluminous, and I should 
like to havea statement as to its purport before I consent to its 
further consideration. What does the claim amount to, and 
what is it based upon? 

Mr. QUAY. The bill proposes to make an appropriation of 
$6,888 to the heirs of a former mail contractor. The matter is 
in charge of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON], who will 
explain the details of the measure. 

tr. HARRIS. Has the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads favorably reported the bill? 

Mr.HUNTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. Unanimously? 

Mr. HUNTON. I will explain the matter. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not care for a lengthy explanation. 

Mr. VILAS. Will the Senator from Virginia permit me to 

a word right there. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. HUNTON. No, sir; I will make a statement, and then 
the Senator from Wisconsin can follow. 

In response to the inquiry made by the Senator from Tennes- 
see, I beg to state that the bill was reported unanimously from 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads in the absence of 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS], who is now the chair- 
man of that committee. Atthat time the committee was pre- 
sided over by our late distinguished friend from Georgia, Mr. 
Colquitt. When the bill came up in the Senate the Senator 
from Wisconsin, who had then become chairman of the commit- 
tee, moved its reference back to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

The bill was considered by the committee a second time and 
was reported back to the Senate favorably, I believe, with only 
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one dissenting vote. The question now comes before the Sen- 
at> as to whether it will pass the bill thus twice reported from 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post Roads. WhileI am on 
the floor I may as well explain to some extent the provisions of 
the bill. 

It appears that Mr. Wightman was a post-office contractor for 
carrying the mails from Pittsburg to Erie, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania. He carried the mails six times a week for the sumof 
$9,000 per annum. An appropriation for a daily mail was not 
made in the appropriation act of 1859, and the service was re- 
duced from six times a week to three times a week. 

There was great distress along the line of the route; it was a 
thickly settled country and very much in need of mail facilities, 
and a petition as long as the moral law was sent to the Post- 
master-General asking him to restore the daily mail service. 


Thereupon the Postmaster-General and Mr. Wightman had an | 


interview, and the Postmaster-General said: ‘‘ Mr. Wightman, 
if you will carry the mails over this route six times a week I 
will recognize you as the contractor for carrying the mail six 
times a week and willrecommend that the Congress of the United 
States shall pay you in the next appropriation bill the old sum 
of $9,000.” This arrangement was entered into between the 
Postmaster-General and Wightman, and the latter did carry the 
mail between those two points six times a week for one year. 
He received therefor in money $4,500, leaving still due him the 
sum of $4,500. 

At the next meeting of Congress, when the appropriation had 
to be made or refused, the Postmaster-General made an urgent 
request that Mr. Wightman should be paid his $4,500. Mr. 
Buchanan, who was then President of the United States, in the 
conclusion of his message in regard to this contract and others 
of a similar character, says: 

For these reasons I recommend the passing ofa bill, at as early a day as 
may be practicable, to provide for the payment of the amount with inter- 
est. 

That was not done, sir. Mr. Wightman first, and then his 
representatives afterwards, appeared before every succeeding 
Congress and asked the payment of thissum. Finally, in a re- 
cent Congress, a bill was passed referring the case to the Court 
of Claims. The Court of Claims reported back as a matter of 
fact and as its judgment on the law of the case that Mr. Wight- 
man was entitled to the principal sum, leaving out the interest, 
becauss the court was not allowed by the law under which it 
was acting to pay interest on claims. 

From the time of the payment of the principal, Mr. Wight- 
man’s representatives have had a claim before both Houses of 
Congress to pay the interest on that sum of money from the 
time the money became due until the principal was paid under 
the judgment of the Courtof Claims. That is the provision of 
the pending bill. It is to pay the interest on the principal, 
$4,500, that principal having been paid. The interest amounts 
to the sum mentioned in the bill, $6,888.75. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What was the amount of the principal? 

Mr. HUNTON. The principal was $9,000 originally, and the 
principal sum — under the judgment of the Court of Claims 
was $4,500 or thereabouts. 

When this matter was up before there was something said 
about the Government not paying interest on what it owes. I, 
for one, do not sympathize with any such view. I know, Mr. 
President, that if youowe a debt the law mikes you pay interest 
on itfrom the time it falls due, and if the law did not compel 
you to do it your own sense of propriety would. I can not draw 
a distinction between the morality and binding force of the law 
as applied to an individual and their application to a govern- 
ment. It wassaid heretofore by my friends, the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] and the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
HARRIS], I believe, that the Governmentnever paid interest on 
such claims. 

With great respect to those two Senators, I beg leave to take 
issue with them. I have beforeme adocument published under 
the authority of Congress, andI call the attention of the Senate 
to a large list of claims where the Government has paid inter- 
est. I read from House Report No. 40, Forty-fourth Congress, 
first session, with respect to the claim of the Choctaw Nation. 
In this document are cited fifty-three acts of Congress in which 
interest has been allowed upon claims when paid. There is one 
very notable case to which I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate. There will be found on page 51 of this document an 
act approved July 29, 1854, directing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay John U. Fremont $183,825, withinterest thereon from 
the Ist day of June, 1851, at the rate of 10 per cent per annum 
in full of hie account for beef delivered to Commissioner Bar- 
bour for the use of the Indians in California. 

_ [might go through the whole list of fifty-three claims cited 
in the document, where acts have been passed paying interest 
on claims, but the time of the Senate is too precious to do so. 
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But here is the claim of John C. Fremont for beef delivered to 
Indians, and I ask the Senate whether a claim for furnishing 
beef is any more sacred than aclaim for labor actually performed 
in carrying the mails along the route from Pittsburg to Erie, in 
the State of Pennsylvania? 

More than that, the Senate will find upon examination of this 
document and of the claims, fifty-three in number where inter- 
est has been allowed, that there is no claim among them which 
could appeal to both Housesof Congressfor interest to the same 
extent that the claim of Wightman does. It was recommended 
by Mr. Holt, the Postmaster-General who made the contract: it 
was recommended by Mr. Buchanan, who was then President of 
the United States, and it has been recommenced repeatedly 
since by Postmasters-General and Presidents. 

I beg leave to state one more fact. Mr. Wightman in carry- 
ing out the understanding between him and the Postmaster- 
General paid out $1,500 in cash in order to execute the coutract. 
So he lost the interest on the $1,500, and it is but fair that the 
Government should pay him interest upon what the Govern- 
ment owed him at the time the contract was completed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a written report in the case? I 
understand the Senator from Wisconsin (Mr. Vitias) has madea 
minority report. 

Mr. VILAS. I think perhaps the views of the minority will 
state just what is the nature of the bill as well as anything can. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The views of the minority will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the views of the minority accompanying 
the report, as follows: 


The undersigned, a minority of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 886) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of John Wightman, deceased, is unable to agree toa favorable 
report on the bill, and submits, as briefly as possible, his reasons for dissent. 

This is a claim for interest, pure and simple, upon a sum of money which 
was claimed by the deceased as due him under a contract for carrying the 
mail during the year ending June 30, 1860, and which was finally paid in pur 
suance of an act of Congress approved August 4, 1886. The amount found 
due and paid under that act was ey ts. The amountof interest now claimed, 
computed from the time when the service was performed until the payment 
of that judgment, is $6,888.75. Nothing else is now claimed, the debt—if it 
ever was a debt—having been fully dis: harged. 

Interest is neverclaimable except by virtue of express contract or express 
law. It is unnecessary to say that no law exists forthe payment of interest 
to creditors of the United States, except in the case of its bonded debt, upon 
which interest was expressly provided to be paid. 

In this case there was no contract for the payment of interest. More than 
that, there was no contract for the payment of the a That was paid 
entirely by virtue of the special act above referred to, under the authority 
of which alone the Court of Claims had the right to render a judgment 
against the United States. 

The case presented, then, is simply an appeal to Congress to bestow inter- 
est as a favor or gratuity, upon the theory of some special equity. 

The case was, briefly stated, that the deceased had a contract to carry the 
mails six times a week, which the Postmaster-General, in pursuance of the 
contract itself, and because of a failure of appropriation. reduced to three 
times a week; and the contractor carried the mail six times a week upon 
the expectation that Congress would authorize his periment: which was 
effected twenty-six years afterwards. It is impossible to distinguish any 
just reason why such a claim should have interest awarded to the claimant 
when none is allowed to a creditor with a legal debt, payment of which has 
been deferred for years. 

The deceased voluntarily put himself in the attitude of a claimant instead 
of a creditor; and, although his claim was eventually allowed, his equity 
is not so great as that of a creditor would have been. 

It can require no discussion to show that if this claim for interest is to be 
allowed it ought to take the form of a general bill to allow interest to all 
creditors who have hitherto suffered delayin the payment of their demands 
against the United States. 

WM. F. VILAS. 


Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I have no possible interest in 
opposing this claim. I merely desire to call the attention of 
the Senate plainly to its nature. It is simply a bill to pay over 
$6,000 interest upon a claim amounting to about $4,000, which 
Congress passed an act to grant several years ago. The theory 
of the claim is that the deceased, Mr. Wightman, was a mail 
contractor in 1859 and 1860, just before the war broke out, and 
the Department, because of the lack of appropriations, and ex- 
ercising the authority which the contract preserves in every 
case to the Postmaster-General, and which the law requires him 
to exercise, reduced the number of trips from six times a week 
to three times a week. 

The contractor, however, at the solicitation of people inter- 
ested, continued to carry the mail the full number, six times a 
week, and thus he had a claim against the United States for 
compensation for carrying the mail the additional three times 
a week. He had received, of course, one month’s pay upon no- 
tice of discontinuance of the extra service, for the law requires 
and authorizes the Postmaster-General to pay one month's serv- 
ice in such case. 

Some years afterwards, in 1886, Congress finally passed an act 
appropriating the amount of the balance due for the service of 
the additional three times a week; and this is a bill simply to 
pay interest upon che amount so appropriated from the time 
when the mail service was rendered to the date when the act 
was passed. 
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Of course, as I state in the views of the minority, Mr. Wight- 
man voluntarily put himself in the position of a claimant. He 
was not a creditor of the United States; Congress made him a 
ereditor. This bill would rr him to every other creditor, 
except those who hold the bonds of the United States, and it 
would necessarily make every creditor entitled to interest on 
every deferred debt unless there is reason for a discrimination 
between one and another of the Government’s creditors. 

I have felt it my duty to make a plain statement of what the 
bill is, the entire committee disagreeing with me, I am bound to 
say. If the Senate thinks we will, inrespouse to repeated solici- 
tation, establish the precedent of passing a bill to pay interest 
upon a claim some yearsafter we have allowed the claim, i make 
this statement plainly in order that the Senate may be possessed 
of the facts, and without a particle of care otherwise as to what 
is done with the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Wis- 
consin one question in explanation. What was the language of 
the act of Congress authorizing the pagent of the $4,000? 

Mr. VILAS. I think it reierred the case to the Court of 
Claims. Lam not quite sure for the moment. 

Mr. HUNTON. That is exactly right. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Virginia says Lam right. It 
referred the case to the Courtof Claims, and authorized the Court 
of Claims to allow the amount if the court found the facts to be 
as stated. 

Mr. HUNTON. I think the Senator is wrong there. There 
was a reference of the case to the Court of Claims without say- 
ing anything about what the Court of Claimsshould allow. The 
Court of Claims considered the case and allowed the principal, 
but was not authorized under the law which gave jurisdiction 
in such eases to give anything but the principal. That is the 
fact. 


Mr. VILAS. If the Senator from Virginia will allow me, he 
will see that | was correct in my remembrance of the act. The 
act says: 


That the claim of the legal representatives of John Wightman, ad 
for and on account of the mail service rendered by said John W 
ceased * * * be, and the same is hereby 
and the said court is authorized and req 
same; and if, wpon the evidence in the case, it shall appear to the satisfac- 
tion of the said court that the said service was performed— 

Omitting the details— 
and the same, or any part thereof, has not been paid for, then and in that 
case the said court s render j t in favor of claimants for thesaid 
ouves sorendered and not paid for at the rate of compensation provided for 
in said contract. 


Mr. HUNTON. The Senator from Wisconsin reads from the 


record—— 
Mr. VILAS. I read from the act itself. 
Mr. HUNTON. The Senuater reads from the act itself to 


show that I am wrong and the act which he reads very clearly 
shows to my mind that he is wrong and Iamright. AsI stated 
before, according to the language of the act referring this case 
to the Court of Claims, it was a reference to that court to deter- 
mine what should be done in the way of 2 to Wight- 
man if he had rendered the service, and the Court of Claims 
was limited to the principal amount due; it could not give the 
interest. 

There was one point omitied by the Senator from Wisconsin 
in his statement of the facts of the case to which I desire to call 
his attention and that of the Senate. He states the facts with 
entire accuracy except that he omits one, and it is the import- 
ant fact in the case, because I believe that the question of the 
right of this party to the interest on the sum that was due him 
hinges upon the fact that I am about to relate. 

When this mail service was reduced from six times a week to 
three times a week there was complaint all along the line of the 
route from Erie to Pittsburg. The partieswent before the Post- 
master- , and the Postmaster-General said: ‘‘I am power- 
less to give you a daily mail, but if the contractor will to 
carry out his former contract, I will legalize it as far anYoon by 
directing the al the line of the route to the 
post-office and receive the and deliver it out to to 
whom the mail isaddressed.” Underthatarrangement between 
Wightman and the Postmaster-General, Wightman undertook 
to carry and did carry the mail six times a week, performing 
the service thus legalized by the Postmaster-General, under a 

mise from the Postmaster-General that ‘‘as far as in me lies, 
will see that you are paid for it when meets.” 

If it was not an express contract between Mr. Wightman and 
the Postmaster-General it was such a strong implied contract 
as between individuals always carries interest to the party re- 
eovering upon an implied eontract. 

If Tam right in statement of the fact in the case, there 
can not be any doubt about the omy of Wightman’s repre- 
sentatives to interest upon the sum that was due him from the 
time the original sum became due until the principal was paid 
afew years ago. Upon this point I desire to call the atten- 
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tion of the Senate to a joint resolution that was passed in tho 
very beginning of the Government. I believe itis maintaine, 
that it isnot in force now, but I will show what the Governmen: 


thought was right. It was passed on the 3d of June, 1784, an 
reads as follows: 

That an interest of 6 per cent per annum shall be allowed to all credito 
of the United States for supplies furnished or services done from the tim 


that the payment became due. 


I hold that that joint resolution of Congress of 1784 express, 
nothing more than the law of the case, which ought to bind ¢), 
Government if the Government was subject to be bound by |», 
We know that if this condition of affairs existed between + 
individuals, and it was recognized as the Government has 
ognized in this case, that the principal sum was fairly due ; 
Wightman, then as a necessary appendage to that fact wou 
follow the payment of interest on the claim. I think that )| 
Wightman is as much entitled to the interest on this mon 
he was to the principal. 

I beg to say, in the language of the Senator from Wisconsin. 
that I have no particle of interest in the case, any more than h 
has. I never heard of John Wightman or his legal representa 
tives until the case was put into my hands as a member o 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. I considered { 
ease with a great deal of care, and I could not eseape the con 
elusion that when the Government admitted, as it did by paying 
the sum, that it owed John Wightman $4,125 from 1860 dow), 
to the time when the principal was paid, that admission cary ic- 
along with it. an admission that he is entitled to interest up 
that sum also, and especially when carrying the mail six tim 
a week was the cause of an expenditure of $1,500 to a subc 
tractor to help him carry out this contract or stipulation wi: 
the Postmaster-General. 

How much more it cost Wightman we can not tell. The ina 
could not be ran every day on a route of that magnitude withou: 
a large outlay of money, and he expended money under the in- 
plied contract between Holt and himself with the expectation 
that when the money became due it would be paid to him, an 
as the money was not paid to him when it became due [I hold 
I could not hold any other doctrine as an honest man; howey: 
honorable Senators may differ from me—that when the Govern- 
ment failed to pay that money which was justly due him, an 
which it has admitted to be due him, it owes the interest also. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, this claim ha- 
received more than usual consideration at the hands of the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offiees and Post-Reads. The bill, it will be 
membered, was rted heretofore from that committee unin- 
imously and considered for a time by the Senate, and it was ve- 
committed at the instance of the friends of the measure to 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads for further consi: 
eration. It was carefully reconsidered, and the result is tha‘ 
the committee, with the single exception of one member, unite 
in reporting back the bill favorably, as stated by the Sena‘ 
from Virginia, who was instructed by the committee to re) 
the bill. It is true the chairman of the committee dissenis: an! 
he has given his reasons for the position he takes. 

This is an exceptional case, and even if it were not exce) 
tional, it will not do to say that the e of the bill is to es- 
tablish a precedent that the Government of the United St:‘e: 
will pay interest on a claim. Such ground can not be taken 
from the fact that I hold in my hand a list of fifty-three acts 0/ 
Congress heretofore ad by which interest was allowed. Th 
first act was passed the I4th of January, 1793, and the last u0' * 
great while ago. Such an act was passed May 31, 1794, and Ju: 
23, 1795, and January 23, 1798; another in 1802, one in 1804, two 
in 1807, two in 1810, two in 1812, three in 1813, two in 1814, one 
in 1815, two in 1816, one in 1818, two in 1820, one in 1822, two in 
1823, two in 1824, two in 1526, one in 1827, one in 1828, one in 
1830, five in 1832, two in 1834, four in 1836, one in 1838, one in 
1842, one in 1846, one in 1859, one in 1847, one in 1852, another ' 
1854, and two in 1870. ‘ 

E one of these fifty-three cases was an act where interes’ 
was paid onclaims against the Government of the United States. 
So it will not do to say that we are inaugurating a new princip!e 
here, or that we propose to establish a rule for which there is 
no preeedent. 

It has not been the custom, I admit, to pay interest generai|y 
on claims, although to tell the truth, so far as I am concerned | 
could never see any very good reason why if the Government owe: 
an honest debt to one of its citizems and fails to pay it when |' 
is due, it should not pay interest, just the same as an individual 
is expected to pay interest in law and in morals. 

But this is an exceptional case as stated fully by the Senator 
from Virginia, and t shall not detain the Senate by going 
into its histery further. It is enough to know that this com 
_— Democrats and Republicans, after a second investig® 
tion of the case, have come to the conclusion that this is a2 
honest claim and one that the United States ought to pay. ! 
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may refer to one fact. Under Mr. Buchanan's Administration, 
when Mr. Holt, recently deceased, was Postmaster-General, this 
claim by mame was referred to in the Postmaster-General’s re- 
port and in the message of the President of the United States, 
and it was there stated that it was a claim, principal and inter- 
est, that would not be withheld on the part of the Government 
without dishonor to the Government. 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator from Oregon will allow me, I 
should like to ask him a question. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Are there precedents for the payment of in- 
terest? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There are fifty-three, to which 
I have just called attention, giving the date of the acts. 

Mr. HIGGINS. It is an old policy of the Government? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The general policy of the Gov- 
ernment is the other way, I presume, although as I have said 


there are fifty-three acts of Congresson the statute book to-day, | 


placed there since the formation of the Government, where in- 
terest pure and simple has been paid. There have been excep- 
tional cases. 

Mr. HIGGINS. On what ground has this exception been 
placed? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. On that which has been stated 
fully by the Senator from Virginia who made the report, and 
who is more able to give the details than I am. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Then the Senator himself can not stateit. I 


am sorry. 

Mr.MITCHELLofOregon. Icanstate it. The appropriation 
failed on an important mail route in the State of Pennsylvania, 
where itseemed to be absolutely necessary to continue the mails. 
The President of the United States and the Postmaster-General 
said to this man, ‘‘ There is no appropriation; we can not pay 
you, but if you will go on and go to the expense of putting on 
stock and supplying the re on the route with the mails, 
taking your chances, we will ses that you are paid at the end of 
the time.” Thecontractordidso. Hewentto greatexpense, as 
the report shows, in putting on stock, and he carried the mails 
and performed his contract. Then the Government failed to 
pay him. It failed to pay him the old contract price until some 
twenty or a afterwards. 

Now, we say is entitled to interest on the amount of that 
claim from the time he ought to have been paid until the time 
when he was paid, whether it amounts to $1 or whether it 
amounts to $500,000. Itis a matter of honoron the part of the 
Government; it is a matter of justice to the claimant; it is a 
matter of right between the individual ; andit isa matter 
of right between the Government and one of its citizens, the 
contractor. That is the view we of the committee with one cx- 
ception take of this case. I do not wish to detain the Senate 
any longer. I submit the question to the Senate. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Mr. President, there is some mystification 
in regard to this case, and I beg to say that with this report 
before me I can not agree to the statement of facts made by the 
Senator from Oregon. Here are the facts as found by the Court 
of Claims and that finding divests this case of a great deal of 
the sentimentality of obligation on the part of the Postmaster- 
General which has been woven into it by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia and the Senator from Oregon. What are the facts? 

5. On the 23th of Juue, 1859, the Postmaster-General— 

This is the finding of facts by the Court of Claims— 
the Postmaster-General, by reason of failure by Congress to make necessar 
appropriations, reduced the service to three times per week and correspon 
ingly reduced the compensation, to wit, to the sum of 4,500 per annum. 

That was perfectly legal. It was in accordance with the ex- 
pressed will of Congress in refusing to appropriate the moncy to 
earry the mails six timesa week. Now, let us go further. 


6. Shortly after the order of curtailment to three times a week, owing to ap- 

made to the Postmaster-General by citizens al the route interested 

_ mails for revocation of the order of reduction, Postmaster-Gene- 
ral— 


Did what? 
the Postmaster-General indicated to the agents sent by these citizens to the 
Postmaster-General— 

Not to ihe contractor. The contractor was not present. 
There was no promise, direct or indirect, on the part of the 
Postmaster-General, but— 
the Postmaster-General indicated to the agents sent by these citizens to the 
Postmaster-General that if the contractor, John Wightman, would carry 
the mails six times per week, and trust to the justice of Congress for future 
appropriations to pay for the restored service, he would— 

Do what? 
he would cause the postmasters along the route to deliver the mails to 
him times a week. 

There is the only kind of contract that was in any manner 
made. it was an indication by the Postmaster-General to citi- 
zens who wanted service six times a week instead of three times 
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a week that if the contractor went on and performed the service 
and trusted to Congress for payment he would cause the post- 
masters to deliver the mails to him six times instead of only 
three times as he was required to do under the law. 


7. On the faith of such assurances from the Postmaster-General, Wight- 
man did carry the mails six times a week each way from on or about the Ist 
day of July, 1859, to and including the 30th day of June, 1860, the mails during 


that time having, under the orders of the Post-OMice Department, been de 
livered to him six times a week each way. 

8. The said contractor, John Wightman, was paid for carrying the mail 
three times a week each way during all said year ending June 30, 1860, and 


was also paid, on or about the %&h day of May, 1860. the sum of $375, one 
month's extra pay, and no more. 
9% The amount at the contract rate, for the service of carrying the mails 


three times a week from and including the ist day of July, 1859, to and in 
cluding June 30, 1860, is $4,125, after deducting the credit of 8375 for one 
month's service. 

CONCLUSION OF LAW 


On the foregoing finding of facts the court decides as a conclusion of law 

The claimant is entitlea to recover $4,125 for the additional service of carry 
ing the mails set forth in the findings. 

That amount was paid and the question is whether interest 
shall be paid upon it? I know there are precedents for paying 
interest, isolated examples, the facts of which we have not be- 
foreus. Weknow that constantly in the Departments where an 
appropriation has failed or has not been made up to the amount, 
employés of the Government are told, ‘‘ You can goon and do 
the work; we will accept of it, if you will trust to Congress for 
the appropriation.” It may be that the appropriation is made 
at the next session or it may not be made for years. That is the 
case all through the service. 

Mr. President, there are a hundred such cases as this, and 
probably a thousand. lf we establish it asa matter of law that 
we are to pay interest upon mail contracts, where will it end? 
I sympathize with the claimant in this case. It was probably 
an extraordinarily great hardship to him; but where is it to 
end? Are we tosay that the Government is liabie for the pay- 
ment of interest upon all contracts? Here are claims for sup- 
plies taken by a competent authority during the war. We paid 
for the supplies in 1880 and in 1890. Those supplies were fur- 
nished; they were worth a certain amount of money; the Gov- 
ernment got them on that day; and are we to say that we shal! 
go back and pay interest from the time the Government re- 
ceived the benefit of the supplies up to the time when the prin- 
cipal was paid? 

Mr. President, this would be a dangerous precedent; and 
while this isan extraordinarily hard case, and I sympathize with 
those who claim the money, I can not in justice tothe taxpayers 
of this country favor such a precedent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I know nothing about this 
case except what has been stated to-day before the Senate. I 
is perfectly clear to me that the payment of a claim like this 
would not only be a very bad precedent, but it would involve per- 
haps the payment of millionsof money. In 1859 and 1860 we 
were passing through a period of great financial stringency, and 
throughout the country the postal routes were limited and the 
cost of the service in every respect was reduced to the lowest 
possible sum. Thisgentleman who had thecontractin Pennsy|- 
vania suffered only the same inconvenience that probably thou- 
sands of other contractors did. A general reduction of the 
amount of service on all the postal routes of the United States 
occurred in those two years, and every one of those claimants, 
whether living or represented by heirs, would have a stronger 
right to claim money from the Government of the United States 
than this claimant. 

This claimant had no contract with anybody authorized to 
make a contract to pay for any more service than three times a 
week. The Postmaster-General performed his bounden duty to 
keep within the limits of the expenditure appropriated by law. 
He had no right to make a contract for any more service than 
was authorized by Congress. The service was limited by the 
appropriation. e same rule of reduction of service was ap- 

ied all over the United States. I happen to know that at that 
time it was applied in Ohio, and I have known of contractors 
who, for the convenience of the people, went on and carried 
passengers and mails six times a week when they were only 
paid for three times; but there was no pretense of any claim 
ever made by them 

Mr. HUNTON. 
him a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me goon a little further. As to the 
pretended declaration made by the Postmaster-General, it had 
no more operation in law or in equity than the declaration of 
any man walking along the road. He had noright to make 
such a stipulation, nor did he make it, because he never agreed 
thatthe money should be paid or that an additional appropria- 
tion would be made in the future. He did not promise anything 
of that kind. He promised nothing except that the mail would 
be received by the postmasters and delivered to the contractor 


Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask 
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every day if he presented himself at the post-offices along the 
route. Now I wiil hear the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. HUNTON. I beg toask the Senator from Ohio, if a party 
had done service for the Senator by his consent without a con- 
tract, and the dealing between him and that individual raised 
an implied contract on the Senator’s part to pay him $5,000, 
would he as an honest man say, ‘‘I will pay you the $5,000 ten 
years afterwards, but I will not pay the interest ”? 

Mr.SHERMAN. That is a very fallacious argument. It 
is an absurdity on the part of my honorable friend, it seems to 
me. This work was not done for the benefit of the United States 
of America. The United States of America, through its officers, 
said they could only afford to pay for service three times in 
the week, and the work was done for the convenience of the peo- 
ple along the route. If this case is to be tried in acourt of honor 
as being under a contract those people ought to be called upon 
to pay the money. Clearly the people who were benefited along 
the route ought to have paid it. 

Bat there is another point, Mr. President, about the payment 
of interest. Itis true there have been fifty or sixty cases dur- 
ing the history of our Government, going back a hundred years, 
in which we have paid interest, but what were the circumstances 
as to the particular claim? In more than a million cases we 
have refused to pay interest. It is the standing rule not to pay 
interest. No one expects interest in collecting a claim from the 
Government. The Government of the United States is always 
presumed to pay when due, and therefore there is no interest to 
pay; but if we do not pay when bound to pay we only exercise 
the same power thatall governments sometimes exercise in de- 
laying payments on account of public exigency. 

tis not wise to depart from the established rule, except in 
some clear and strong case of a contract made fora stipulated 
amount and for a stipulated time, which would create an obli- 
gation to pay interest. Fifty or a hundred ora thousand such 
cases might occur where the interest ought to be paid, but if 
this bill should be passed this claimant would receive a sum of 
money which we never promised to give him. He has alread 
received a sum of money to the full amount of the principal, 
obtained, it is true, by badgering Congress year after year, and 
now he comes in and wants interest. If interest at 6 per 
cent is allowed, instead of $5,000 interest, we ought to pay him 
$10,000 interest, because the claim has been in existence for 
thirty or forty years, and he will come back after awhile and 
— we have not paid him enough interest. 

rivate claims against the Government ought to be subjected 
to the severest test and scrutiny, and the Committee on Claims, 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and all branches 
of the service ought to be careful not to set precedents like this 
and open the door to unreasonable demands. 

For the benefit, therefore, of the ple of the United States 
I mako these remarks. I should like to vote in compliment to 
my friend from Pennsylvania for his bill, but under the circum- 
stances I believe it will be setting a bad precedent, and I think 
the bill ought to be defeated. 

Mr.PLATT. Mr. President, I have not been in the Senate 
all the while this matter hasbeen under discussion, but I under- 
stand this isa claim for interest where the principal claimed 
to be due has been paid by the Government. That being so, I 
desire to say a word or two about the importance of adopting a 
precedent by the payment of interest in this case. 

It is only a short time since a bill passed the Senate in quite 
a similar case, for money claimed to be due a constituent of 
mine, residing in the State of Connecticut, upon a contract for 
carrying the mail away back in 1860. The principal only was 
paid, and I never thought in behalf of my constituent nor did 
my constituent think of asking for interest in that case. There 
were some four or five thousand dollars of principal due, which 
were paid. The case to which I refer is the case of Nancy E. 
Day, administratrix, and the claim dated back to the 24th of 
May, 1861, being one month's pay of her husband for carrying 
the mail upon a contract from New Orleans to Mobile. That 
has been what Congress has done with regard to all these claims. 
Congress has not paid interest upon claims justas much entitled 
to interest as this, I have no doubt, and more. The case of 
Nancy E. Day, I think, was moro entitled to the payment of in- 
terest than the one now under consideration, because that was 
upon a contract, the amount being due for the carrying of the 
mail one month prior to the time, or at the time when the South 
set up the so-called Confederate government. 

The question of the payment of interest is a very large ques- 
tion, Mr. President. It may be that the Government ought to 

vay interest in all cases where it withholds money, but the fact 
s that it has not done so, and that, whether the rule be founded 
in equity and good morals or not, the rule is the other way. It 
is only when some person comes and by persistence in pressing 
a particular claim induces Congress to interest that any ex- 
ception has been made to the rule. ,as the Senator from 
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Ohio says, there are a few cases in which Congress has allowed 
interest; but in the innumerable cases where claims have not 
been paid and the parties have had to come toCongress for pay- 
ment, no interest has been allowed. 

Take the case of claims which are set up by the Indians 
against the Government, which come to my knowledge by rea- 
son of my service on the Committee of Indian Affairs. “I phe- 
lieve I am not mistaken in saying that if the rule of paying in- 
terest upon such claims asthis is to be adopted and settled as the 
rule of Congress, there are from five to ten million dollars due 
to the Indians for interest upon their transactions with the Goy- 
ernment which should be paid. I merely speak of this to show 
how large a question this is. I have in my mind as a member 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs, not yet reported upon— 
and, ofcourse, I donot know what report will be made—a bill pro- 
posing to pay $590,000 of interost, tho principal having been 
paid, which was only $240,000. 

In sending acase to the Court of Claims last year the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs provided that the Court of Claims 
should not consider the question of interest. That was a case 
in which the principal sum claimed was about $700,000, dating 
back to 1838, and the interest would haye been about a million 
and a quarter dollars. At this very session claim after claim 
has been urged upon the Committee on Indian Affairs and the 
Committee on Appropriations by parties representing Indians, 
asking for the payment of interest in very much larger sums 
than the principal sum. 

If we are to reverse the rule and provide that the Government 
shall pay interest on all claims where the payment of money is 
deferred for any reason and under any circumstances, then let 
us do it by general act. A general act of that kind would not 
get five votes in the Senate, in my judgment; it would get 
scarcely any votes, because the amount which would have to be 
paid under such a general law would be simply enormous. The 
rule of the Government having been the other way, I think wo 
should either maintain the rule, or else, if we change the rule, 
we should change it to make it applicable to all persons. 

What reason is there that the party in this case should have 
the interest paid to him, the principal having been paid, which 
does not exist in the Day case, which I hold in my hand, where 
the Government paid $3,000 for one month’s service under acon- 
tract for carrying the mail? So of innumerable other cases. 
We must have some rule on the subject which will be just and 
equal to all claimants. It will not do to say that it is just and 
equitable that this claimant should have thisamount of interest 
and then not provide for the great number of other claimants. 
If we are going to change the rule, let us change it as toall and 
not change it as to one. 

Mr. HUNTON. One word, Mr. President, and then I shall 
submit this case to the Senate, so far as I am concerned. 

I admit the general practice of Congress has been to deny in- 
terest to claimants, but from the foundation of the Government 
to this time there have been exceptional cases. The Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] and I laid before the Senate fifty- 
three of those exceptional cases. How many more there are 
we do not know, and nobody in the Senate Chamber does. A\l 
I mean to maintain is that this is an exceptional case, as much 
so as any one of those alluded to in the list produced by me to 
the Senate, and we ask the Senate to pay interest because it is 
an exceptional case. 

I beg to state to the Senator from Connecticut and to the Sen- 
ate th at two different committees of the House of Representa- 
tives have reported that this was an exceptional case and that 
interest ought to be paid; two committees of the Senate have 
reported to the Senate that this is an exceptional case and that 
it ought to carry interest; the Postmaster-General has said it is 
an exceptional case and ought to carry interest; and the Presi- 
dent of the United States has said it is an exceptional case and 
oughtto carryinterest. ThereforeI hope the Senate will concur 
in their view that this is an exceptional case, which ought to 
carry interest, and will pass the bill. j 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
was read the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestionis, Shall tse bill pass? 

Mr. COCKRELL. On that I ask for the youn and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. PUGH(when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 


I am paired with 
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Senator from Alabama ang MORGAN]. Not knowing how he | tween Melville ana the mouth of Red River, in saia State, at such point as 


would vote on this question if he were present, I withhold my 
vote. 

: Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], and I withhold 
my vote, unless it be necessary to make a quorum. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PATTON. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GrBson]. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Hae). If he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea,” and he would 
vote ‘nay.’ 

Mr. BATE. Lam paired with the Senator from South Da- 
kota [Mr. KYLE}, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. BERRY. Iam paired with the Senator from Colorado 
{Mr. TELLER]. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. SQUIRE. In order to make a quorum, I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I have ageneral pair with the senior Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], but as this is a private bill, I think 
Iam at liberty to vote, notwithstanding the pair, and I vote 
na . 

My. BATE. Inorder to make a quorum I shall vote. I de- 
sire to say that if the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] 
were here, I believe he would vote ‘‘ yea.” I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. SMITH. Lam paired with the junior Senator from Idaho 
{Mr. DuBots], but in order to make a quorum I vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 36; as follows: 


YEAS—10. 
Call, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Washburn. 
Cameron, Hunton, Shoup, 
Dolph, McMillan, Smith, 

NAYS—36. 
Aldrich, Davis, Manderson, Proctor, 
Allison, Faulkner, Martin, Roach, 
Bate, ye, Mitchell, Wis. Sherman, 
Blackburn, Socew>. urphy, Squire, 
Blanchard, Hansbrough, Pasco, Stewart, 
Camden, Hawley, effer, Turpie, 
Carey, Jarvis, Perkins, Vest, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Vilas, 
Cullom, Lindsay, . Piatt, White. 

NOT VOTING—39. 

Allen, Gibson, Jones, Nev. Power, 
Berry, Gordon, Kyle, b 
Brice, Gorman, ge, uay, 
Butler, Gray, McLaurin, som, 
Caffery, Hale, McPherson, Teller, 
Chandler, Harris, Mills, Voorhees, 
Coke, ne Morgan, Ww b 
Daniel, Hill, Morrill, Wilson, 
Dixon, Hoar, Palmer, Wolcott. 
Dubois, Irby, Patton, 


So the bill was rejected. 
EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the — joint resolution in regard to the extension of appro- 

riations. 
: The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the joint resolution (H. Res. 217) to continue the provisions of 
existing laws providing temporarily for the expenditures of the 
Government. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I ask that the joint resolution may be read 
the second time by its title. 

Mr. ALDRICH. After the second reading I shall object to 
the third reading of the joint resolution to-day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Letthe joint resolution be read the second 


e. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 217) to continue the provisions of 
existing laws providing temporarily for the expenditures of the 
Government was read the second time by its title. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object to the third reading of the joint 
resolution to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the joint 
resolution will go over. 


BAYOU DES GLAISES AND ATCHAFALAYA RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. _I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H, R. 7668) to authorize the St. Louis, 
Avoyelles and Southwestern Railway io to bridge Bayou 
Des Glaises and Atchafalaya River in the State of Louisiana. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with an amendment, in sec- 
tion 1, line 7, after the word “‘Avoyelles,” to insert ‘‘ State of 
Louis ;” and in line 9, after the words ‘‘ Red River,” to in- 
sert ‘in said State;” so as to read: 

That the St. Louis, Avoyelles and Southwestern Raiiway Company, its 
Successors or penne, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct and main- 
Geka raway bridge and approaches thereto over and across Bayou Des 


the oman of Avoyelles, State of Louisiana, and also a railwa 
bridge and approaches thereso over and across the Atchafalaya River, be 


may be selected yd said railway company for crossing said bayou and river 
with its railroad line, subject to the approval of the Secretary of War. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
BOUNTY LAND WARRANTS—REMOVAL OF BAR OF DISLOYALTY 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3130) to repeal iu part 
and to limit section 480 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. 

Mr. PLATT. I suggest that there is no quorum present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLOMin the chair). The 
ee of a quorum is suggested. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Bate, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon omn 


Berry, George. Murphy, mith, 
Blanchard, Gray, Pasco, Squire, 
Camden, Harris Patton, rpie, 
Cameron, Hawley Peffer, Vest, 
Carey. Higgins, Perkins, Vilas, 
Chandler, ill, Platt, Walsh, 
Coke, Hunton Proctor, Washburn, 
Cullom, Jarvis, Pugh, White. 
Dolph, Kyle, Quay, 

Faulkner, Lindsay, Roach, 

Frye, Martin, Sherman, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-five Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. Is 
there objection to the request of the Senator from Mississippi 
for the present consideration of the bill indicated by him? 

Mr. PLATT. I object. 

Mr. GEORGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill, notwithstanding the objection. 

Mr. PLATT. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. GEORGE. lI ask for the yeas and nays on the motion to 
adjourn. 


The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Tennessee that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 5 minutes 
p- m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, Au- 
gust 15, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 


SENATE, 


WEDNESDAY, August 15, 1894, 


Prayer by Rev. J. H. M’CARTY, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following resolution, August 13, 1894: 


Resolved, That the order heretofore made requesting a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on H. R. 4864, “‘An act 
to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other 
purposes,” be rescinded; that the conferees heretcfore coe on the 
part of the House be discharged from further duty in that behalf, and that 
tho House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendments to said 
bill and agree to the same. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to 
provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes; 
and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, presented sundry memorials 
of citizens of Manitowoc, Montfort, and Milwaukee, all in the 
State of Wisconsin, remonstrating against the support of the 
Government in maintaining the present system of sectarian In- 
dian education, etc.; which were referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce and Merchants’ Exchange, of Cincinnatti, Ohio, praying 
that an appropriation of $260,000 be made for the construction 
of a lock and dam in the Cumberland River below the mouth of 
the Harpeth River, in that State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 
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Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of Mrs. Jane Dickson 
Vardell, of Newbern, N. C., establishing her claim for prop- 
erty destroyed by the Federal troops during the eivil war and 
praying to be reimbursed therefor; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Chicago, Il., remonstrating against the support of the Govern- 
ment in maintaining the present system of sectarian Indian edu- 
cation, etc.: whieh was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Maine, 
praying for the passage of the antioption bill: which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5363) for the relief 
of Henry W. Lee, reported it without amendment. 

B. D. GREENE. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 859) for the relief of B. D. 
Greene, to report it favorably, without amendment, and submit 
& report thereon. 

Mr. HALE. I should like to have the bill taken up and put 
on its passage. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The Seeretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to pay. 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to HB. D. 
Greene, bondsman of George EB. ard, who shall file the proper vouchers 
for money advanced or labor and materials furnished in and about the work 
of improvement on the Ra: ock River during the year 1889, the sum of 
#1,916.97, being the amount due Seorgs E. Ward by the 
said sum s be paid to the said B. D. Greene. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall not object to the consideration of this 
bill, but I give notice now that until the routine business of the 
morning hour is concluded I shall object to the consideration of 
7. other measure. 

ir.GEORGE. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will allow 
me to get in one bill that [ have been trying for a week to have 
assed. 
. Mr. HARRIS. _ As soon as the reutine business is over I think 
every Senator will have an opportunity to call up bills for con- 
sideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PASCO. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2231) for the relief of B. D.Greene, 
the bill having the same purpose in view as the bill just passed, 
to reportitadversely. I move that the bill be indefinitely post- 
»oned. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, 
towhom was referred the bill (S. 1056) to authorize the Third 
Auditor of the Treasury to auditcertain quartermaster’s vouch- 
ers belonging to John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo., to report itfavor- 
ably with amendments. 

The bill is intended to correct a technical mistake in a bill 
passed in the last Congress, and I ask unanimous consent to 


lace it.om its ‘i 
. Mr. HARRIS. Whatis the uest? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. © bill is intended to correct 
an error in an act in the last , and I hope I may 
be allowed to have it considered at the present time. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have given notice that until the routine 
morning business is disposed of I shall object to the considera- 


tion of bill. 

Mr. of Oregon. By unanimous consent I will 
withdraw the report for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be withdrawn, if 
there be no See 

Mr. MITC of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 118) for the relief of Peter 
Grant Stewart, of on, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. SHOUP, from Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 898) ing a pension to Jesse Daven- 
port, of Company A, Second Regiment Oregon Mounted Volun- 
teers, in Oregon Indian wars of 1855 and 1856, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted areportthereon. 

Mr. GORM from the Committee on eens peas a 
bill (S. 2312) to authorize the preparation and pu of a 
descriptive ca ue and index of Government publications; 
which was read twice by its title. 


overnment, which 
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Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Immigration, rep 
bill (S. 2314) to provide for the exclusion and deportation of 9); 
anarchists. 

INVESTIGATION BY INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMITTEE) 
Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Interstate Comm, 
reported the following resolution; which was referred to ; 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expens 

the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce be, and is ) 
authorized and instructed to inquire and report to the Senate whet), 
Southern Steamship and Railway Association has violated the int 
commerce law in the fixing of its passenger and freight rates diff 
for the shipment of freight from the interior to or through its vari 
| eagee or otherwise, and whether said rates are notin derogation 
~ of competition, intended to be preserved by said interstate 

aw. 

Seeond. And, ifit should find said rates*in violation of the inters 
merce law, said committee is hereby further instructed to report | 
respect said rates violate said law, and suggest a remedy fora 
of the same. 

That said committee have leave to sit during the recess of the 1a 
such ints as. may be most convenient for a full and complete investi, 
tion of the matters embraced in the foregoing, and shall have authority: 
send for persons and papers, administer oaths, and examine witne-; 
employ a stenographer; and the necessary expenses incurred by said 
mittee in the conduct of the investigation shall be paid out of t! 
gent fund of the Senate. 


INVESTIGATION BY THE COMMITTEE ON PATENTS. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee to Audit ang 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
referred the following resolution submitted by Mr. CALL on th 
10th instant, reported adversely thereon: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Patents have authority to sit during 
recess of Congress and continne their session during said recess for the {; 
vestigation of the proposed change of the patent laws, to send for pers 
and papers and take such evidence as they may think proper and necessar 
and visit such places as they may think advantageous for gathering i: 
mation upon the subject and report the same to Comgress at the next ses 
sion, and also authority to employ a stenogra rand the necessary cleri 
assistance, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I intend to ask leave of absenc 
from the Senate for a few days, and in regard to the resolution 
which has just been reported adversely, I ask the Senate to tak 
it up for consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the res 
tion which has just been reported. 

Mr. HARRIS. When routine morning business has been 
concluded I shall certainly interpose no objection to such re- 
quest; now [I do. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the reso! 
tion can not now be considered. 

INVESTIGATION BY THE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee to Audit an 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was: 
ferred the following resolution, submitted by Mr. RANnso™ 
the 10th instant, reported adversely thereon: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be, and they are hereby. i 
thorized anil directed to sit using the recess of Congress, and to visit ant 
examine the Pacific coast between Points Duma and Capistrano, witha vie 
to determining the best location for the construction of adeep-water harbo 
Said c is also hereby authorized to visit and examine such: 0! 
works of river and harbor improvement on the Pacific coast, existing 
propees®. as in their judgment the interests of commerce may demand, an 
shall have power to subpcena witnesses, to administer oaths and take tes! 
mony, to employ a stenographer, and to appoint a sergeant-at-arms {rou 
the messengers of the Senate; and that the actual necessary expenses 
said committee, property incurred, shall be paid out of the contingent {! 
of the Senate in the usual manner. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2313) for the relief of Wi- 
liam J. Maddox, administrator of Laura E. Maddox, deceased. 
sole executrix of Joseph H. Maddox, deceased; which was res 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be propos: 
by him to the bill (H. R. 7971) to exempt from duty sugar, mo 
lasses, etc.; which was ordered to lie on the table. bi 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed ») 
him to the bill (H. R. 7969) to place upon the free list al! ores 
of iron; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed bj) 
him to the bill (H. R. 7970) to place upon the free list barbe! 
fencing wire and wire rods for the manufacture of the same: 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed », 
him to the bill (H. R. 7968) to place upon the free list bitum! 
nous coal, shale, slack, and coke: which was ordered to lie 00 
the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
posed by him to the bill (S. 2297) to previde for the restatemen', 
readjustment, settlement, and payment of dues to army officers 
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in certain cases; Which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tarv Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

Mr. GORMAN. By ———— and at the request of the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], I ask that he may be 
excused from further service as a member of the Committee on 
Claims. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objeetion? The Chair 
hears none, and the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANTEL] will 
be excused from further service upon the committee named. 

Mr. BRICE was, on his own motion, excused from further 
service upon the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask that the junior Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. JARvIs} be appointed a member of the Commit- 
tee on Claims, the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
the Select Committee on National Banks, and the Select Com- 
mittee to Establish the University of the United States; that 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANTEL] be appointed a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Privileges and Elections; and thatthe 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. MARTIN] be appointed a member of 
the Committee on Pensions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. MANDERSON. We were unable to hear the request on 
this side. We haveno idea what itis. LI ask that it be read at 
the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the re- 
quest of the Senator from Maryland. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


That Senator JARVIS be appointed on the Committee on Claims, the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, the Select Committee on National 
— and Select Committee to Establish the University of the United 

tates. 


That Senator DANIEL be appointed upon the Committee on Privileges and 


That Senator MARTIN be appointed upon the Committee on Pensions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Maryland? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 

Mr. toe pe ee = ee ies to ask the ee — 
Maryland whether he is ready to report an appointment to 
the nr the Committee on iinanee? 

Mr. G N. I have not made such a request. The re- 
quest is confined to the committees named. 


CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY BUILDING STATUARY. 


Mr. TURPIE. I offer, on behalf of my colleague [Mr. Voor- 
HEES], who is a member of the Committee on Additional Ac- 
commodations for the Library of Congress, a resolution which 
Isend to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resol That the Committee on Additional Accommodations for the Li- 

be instructed to inquire what oe if any, are 
existing law for works of statuary connection with the 
new Library ‘ , and whether any contracts or expenditures have been 
made for such works, and that said committee have leave toreport at any 
time on said subject to the Senate. 


Mr. TURPTIE. I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Additional Accommodations for the Library of 
Congress. 

motion was agreed to. 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS IN SENATE WING OF CAPITOL. 

Mr. KYLE. I offer a concurrent resolution, which I send to 
the desk, and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That d the recess of Co no intoxicating liquors shall 
be sold or used in the of the Capitol building; and Capitol 
Police Board is hereby authori and directed to enforce this resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. Under the rule the resolution should go to 
the Committee on Rules. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution under the rules will 
be referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. KYLE. I thought the resolution in regular form would 
lie on the table until to-morrow. Lrequested in the first place 
its immediate consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objeetion to the request 
of the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr, GORMAN. Lobject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution, and it will go over under the 


RECENT ELECTION IN ALABAMA. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
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Mr. CHANDLER. The senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN] has not yet reached the city. I therefore ask that 
the resolution over, a3 it did yesterday, for another day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 
The Chair hears nane, and it is so ordered. 

PRINTING OF THE REVENUE BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a ee coming over from a previous day, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary reali the order yesterday submitted by Mr. 
HALE, as follows: 

Ordered, That 5,000 copies of bill H. R. 4864 as passed, and to be known as 
the sugar-trust tariff bill, be printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Let theresolution go to the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


FREE COAL, ETC. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the revenue bills which came from 
the House of Representatives on yesterday and had their first 
reading have their second —s at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Secretary will read the bills. 

The bills were respectively read the second time by their 
titles, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7968) to place upon the free list bituminous coal, 
shale, slack, and coke; 

A bill (EL. R. 7969) te place upon the free list all ores of iron; 

A bill (H. R. 7970) to place upon the free list barbed fencing 
wire, and wire rods for the manufacture of the same; and 

A. bill (H. R. 7971) to exempt from duty sugar, molasses, etc. 

Mr. HARRIS. I deem it my duty to submit to the Senate a 
communication fromthe Secretary of the Treasury, received this 
morning, I send it to the Secretary's desk, inorder that it may 
be read tothe Senate. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 


quested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 

We on, D. ©., Auquat 15, 1804. 
me that the House of Representatives ha: 
and sent to the Senate bil sen. iron ore, and barbe:! 
wire on the free list, and Lan nee | “an official statement from you (me) 
as to the effect that the passage of t 
wpon the revenues of the Government,” is received, and in 
the honor to say that, according to the most careful estimates that can be 
made, if no change is made in the proposed revenne legislation which has 
recently passed through onan, the total receipts into the Treasury dur 
ing the current fiscal year will be as follows: 

Estimated revenues for fiscal year ending June i’, 1895 


From duties on pues 


DEAR Srm: Your letter 





rts: 
Senate bill, including $43,000,000 om sugar _____ __........-..... 79,000, 000 
internal : 

ED ti cdiertindimint tn minanminmomscnsece Gas 
A. iedmedeadinkdheudeihanddeenetiasnmene Une 
I rah ocinses hchareiatetsns thier Sites mien albert 33, 000, 000 
(a ee ee ee ee 15, 000, GOO 
CI i ces ener cccwennnmiwdn cumnircomecdian 1, 800, 000 
Playing cards -- “ 1, 000, 000 
I a gata lidliths dintrctntinb eta cciewinigingnin wunid tote 200, 000 

——-_ 179, 008, 0 

From sales of lands and other miscellaneous sources._.......... 2,000, 000 

Total estimated revenue.........................--- delineated 378,000, 000 


The estimated receipts for the present year from the posed tax on in- 
comes and playing cards, and the posed additional tax of 20 cents per 
gallon on spirits, are, it be observed, much less than fs stated 
in the various tabulated statements which have heretofore been used in 
the discussion of these subjects, but I am satisfied the amounts here given 
are approximately correct. 

The a income tax will not become payable, by the terms of the bill 
recently passed, until ‘‘on or before” July 1, 1895, which ts the close of the 
fiscal year; and it is estimated by the Commissioner of ; mue that 
by reason of the large stock on the ree from: the tay on playing 
ecards Will not amount to more than $1,000,000 year. 

The estimated increase of receipts on account of the additional tax on dis- 
tilled spirits during the present year ented to a great 
extent by the withdrawal of large from the bonded 
warehouses and the payment of the tax thereon af #@ cents per gvilon, and 
this process is still going on. 

The total expenditures during the current fiscal year will be as follows 


Civiland miscellaneous, including deficiency in pos- 


I artical occ edeaaemeo ciccimastinte ahvitndicrens #90, 000, 000 
War, including rivers and harbors. .................... 56,000,000 
Navy, including new vessels and armament .......-.. 33, 000, 000 
PR SU Aes coh ub taawewdaus toqsacewesescosewane |: Nn 
scalar anc tei hreidiccid tn cllininstn cilibtiinn intecnisini 143, 500, 
I bcd eeteictedcinteientndce opss suatiipenanteceginl 30, 
Total estimated expenditures _.........................-.--.. 3963, 000, 000 
pg Se ere ae 15, 900, 000 
The duty on sugar proposed in the recent bill will, according to importa- 


tions of that article «uring the fiscal year 1893, yield an annual revenue of 
#43, 478,958, and the duties on the other articles mentioned in your commmuni- 
that bill, about $1,000,000; that is to say, iron ore, 
#270,920; coal, $436,149; and barbed wire, fencing wire, and wire rods, of iron 
or steel, when imported forthe manufacture of barbed-wire fencing, about 


a resolution submitted by the Senatorfrom New Hampshire [Mr. | #200,000. 


coming over from a previous day, in relation tothe 
» recent election in Alabama. 


It will be seen, therefore, that if sugar alone is placed upon the free list, 
the Yr fiscal year will exceed the to 
the amount of $28,478, tf the duties are removed from all thearticles 
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specified in your letter the deficit will be 829,478,058, not including any ex- 


mditure on account of the sinking fund, or the payment of #2,363, of 
acific Railroad bonds which will mature during th scal year. 
In view of the existing and prospective requirements of the public service, 
{ am of the opinion that it would not be safe to place all the articles enumer- 
ated in your letter, or even sugar alone, upon the free list, without impos- 
ing taxation upon other articles or subjects sufficient to raise an annual 
revenue of about $30,000,000, 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully ours, 
G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 
Hon. IsHAM G. HARRIS 


Acting Chairman Senate Finance Committee. 

NorTEe.—The bonds of the Pacific Railroad guaranteed by the Government, 
to the amount of $2,362,000, mature during the _—— fiscal year; and this 
amount is not included in the above estimate of expenditures. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I desire to make a motion, if it 
is in order, to proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
7971) to exempt from duty sugar, molasses,etc. I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of that bill, and I hope it 
will be disposed of one way or another at this time. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I feelitmy duty to say a word, 
and move to refer these bills to the Committee on Finance, if 
the Senator from Missouri will allow me. I shall be very brief. 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course I yield to the Senator 
from Tennessee. I presume his motion will permit debate. 

Mr. HARRIS. es; the motion which I shall make is debat- 
able. 

Mr. VEST. Then I yield to the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, while I am heartily in favor of 
free sugar, raw and refined, and certainly have no objection to 
putting the other articles dealt with by the other bills which 
are now on the table upon the free list, in view of the commu- 
nication just received from the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
the strong probability, if not the absolute certainty, thatif these 
bills shal come laws we shall during the current fiscal year 
have a deficiency in the Treasury of twenty-nine or thirty million 
dollars, I feel it my duty to move the reference of each of those 
bills to the Committee on Finance, in order that that commit- 
tee may, in dealing with those bills, so deal with them that we 
may provide against that probable or inevitable deficiency which 
must occur during the current fiscal year according to the state- 
ment submitted by the Secretary of the Treasury. I do not 
think that Congress can afford to adjourn without such provision 
as will effectually guard against such deficiency. For that rea- 
son, and that reason only, I move that the bills be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HUNTON. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire to know from the Senator whether 
an abolition of the differential duty on refined sugar would create 
any deficiency in the Treasury for the next fiscal year? I, for 
one, am in favor of a duty on sugar, and I am opposed to the 
differential duty of one-eighth of l cent. If itis in the power of 
the Senator from Tennessee to say that an abrogation of that 
duty of one-eighth of 1 cent wil! not create a deficiency, then I 
desire to separate the two points in that bill, and concur in the 
House | edema as to the differential duty of one-eighth of 1 
cent and nonconcur in the bill so far as raw sugar is concerned. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I do not hesitate to express 
the opinion that a duty of 40 per cent straight on raw and re- 
fined sugars, which would eliminate the one-eighth of 1 cent 
to which the Senator from Virginia refers, would produce more 
than $30,000,000, which deficiency the Secretary of the Treasury 
thinks the Treasury is threatened with by these bills. Iam 
quite as much opposed to the differential duty as is the Senator 
from Virginia, but my opinion is that the Finance Committee 
ought to deal with the bills, and so deal with them that we may 
effectually guard against that dreaded deficiency. More than 
that, Mr. President, I do not care to say. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Tennessee permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. This matter has been so thoroughly discussed 
during several months past and is so thoroughly understood by 
every Senator on this floor as to what his own views are, that I 
wish to ask the Senator from Tennessee why we can not proceed 
now, without sending the bills to the committee? Let us con- 
sider the Secretary's letter, and everything connected with the 
subject, and determine whether we will agree with the bill as it 
passed the other House, or whether we will let the tax remain 
on raw sugar and knock off the tax on refined sugar. 

Let the Senate determine the matter and not bury it inacom- 
mittee. The free-sugar bill was passed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives with only 13 dissenting votes. An overwhelming 
majority of the le of the entire United States are in favor 
of free sugar, and I believe it is the duty of the Senate to take 
up the bill now and vote on it and let each Senator record him- 
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self, so that the country will know how the Senate of the Uniteg 
States stands on this question. ‘ 

We have been handicapped here for months; the Senate has 
been charged with being in favor of the sugar trust; we havo 
been charged with being opposed to free sugar, and my object in 
moving to consider the bill now is to let the country know how 
each Senator stands on the bill. Let him record his vote for 
free sugar or againstit. I for one believe that the Senate ought 
to pass the bill precisely as it came from the other House with. 
out the dotting of an ‘‘i” or the crossing of a ‘‘t’—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BERRY. And thata provision for free sugar ought to 
become the law of the land. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator from Arkansas submit 
toa question? Iam led toask it because the Senator's state- 
ment as to his views shows very conclusively to some of us that 
the matter has not been debated sufficiently, and the Senator 
certainly needs more light. 

Mr. BERRY. I decline to yield to the Senator from Ne. 
braska. 

Mr.MANDERSON. The question I desire to ask is whether— 

Mr. BERRY. I have stated that I decline to yield to the Sen. 


r. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator from Arkansas state 
how he voted on the differential of one-eighth when the tariff 
bill was before the Senate? 

Mr. BERRY. I decline to yield to the Senator from Ne. 
braska. 

Mr.MANDERSON. All right,if the Senator from Arkansas 
does not desire to answer any question I propound to him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas is en- 
titled to the floor, and declines to yield. 

Mr. BERRY. What I wish to ask the Senator from Tennes- 
see is whether, in case the bill is referred to the Committee on 
Finance, there will be a report made in time to enable the Sen- 
ate during the — session to vote upon these questions? | 
do not want to have the bill buried in the committee. I take it 
for granted that the Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
will desire to vote for free sugar, as many of them have done 
already. I certainly wish to vote for the bill as it came from 
the other House. It seems to me it is the duty of the Senate to 
dispose of this question now and not bury it in the Finance 
Committee, which I understand is equally divided between the 
two political parties, as it stands at present, or leave it there 
until we have no quorum or until the next session of Congress, 
All I desire is that the question shall be determined now in one 
way or the other, so that each Senator can say whether he is in 
favor of free sugar or is opposed to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. in answer tothe question of the Senator from 
Arkansas I can say, for myself only, that if this bill or these 
bills are referred to the Finance Committee i shall ask the com- 
mittee to meet for the purpose of considering them immediately: 
and, so far as I am personally concerned, I shall insist upon the 
earliest report consistent with a fair consideration of the bill. 
If it could be done in three hours, I should gladly have them 
report the bill back within that time, but I think in dealing 
with a probable deficiency probably involved in these four bills, 
the measures ought to be considered by the appropriate com- 
mittee and the deficiency provided against before the Senat? 
takes definite action on any one of them, and certainly befors 
the Senate takes definite action upon all of them. 

As to the committee being equally divided, if, as the commit- 
tee is to-day constituted, the majority party is not permitted to 
exerciseits willin respect to the timeand manner of report, I wil! 
promise the Senator from Arkansas that one hour shall not pass 
until I ask the Chair to fill the vacancy on the Finance Commit- 
tee, when we will have the power to control the action of the 
committee. 

Mr. VILLAS, Mr. BLANCHARD, and Mr. COCKRELL addressed 
the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair had recognized the jun- 
ior Senator from Missouri [Mr.VeEstT], who yielded to the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is true. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will receive a message 
from the House of Representatives. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. 0. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon 
its amendment to the amendment of the Senate numbered 277 
to the bill (H. R. 5575) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June '\), 
1895, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the Senate. 

The e also announced that the House had passed the 


me 
following bills and joint resolutions: 


to 
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A bill (S. 253) granting a pension to Maria Hall, widow of 
Joseph E. Doak, deceased: 

A Bill (S. 1772) extending the time for the completion of a rail- 
road bridge over the Columbia River at or near Vancouver, in 
the State of Washington; 

A bill (S. 1885) to extend the privileges of the transportation 
of dutiable merchandise without appraisement to the city of 
Ocala, in the State of Florida; 

A bill (S. 2269) providing for reconveyance by District Com- 
missioners of certain lands to Andrew J. Curtis and Mary E. 
Curtis; 

A bill (S. 2303) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Contentnea Creek, at Grifton, Lenoir County, N. C., and to 
establish it as a post-road; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 68) for the relief of W. D. Mack, a 
clerk in = Record and Pension Division of the War Depart- 
ment; an 

A joint resolution (S. R. 96) toextend the charter of the Mary- 
land and Washington Railway Company. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced thatthe Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (S. 2107) granting to the Northern 
Mississippi Railway Company right of way through certain In- 
dian reservations in Minnesota; and it was thereupon signed by 
the Vice-President. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I submit a conference report on the gen- 
eral dificiency bill. I ask that the report be concurred in, and 
that the Senate insist upon its amendments numbered 127 and 
128, upon which no agreement has been reached by the confer- 


ence. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 
The Secretary read the report, as follows: 


Thecommittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill{(H. R. 7477) *‘ making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the re for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1 and for prior years, and for other purposes,”’ having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 15, 23, 28, 29, 46, 51, 
67, oe! 139, 168, 169, 171, and 172. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6,7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 25, 26, 31, 33, 
> 59, 60, 62, 63, 65, 


: 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 
0, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 
142, 143, 144, 


Be 
25 


; 1 

118, 122, 124, 125, 129, 130, 3 145, 146, 147, 148, 
149, 150, 151, 153, 154, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167,170,173, 
174, and 175, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 9, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the mattter inserted be pees amendment insert the following: 

“Theaccounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized and directed 
to examine the accounts of A. G. Studer, late consul at Singapore, and allow 
him credit for unofMicial fees received by him for notarial and unofficial serv- 
ices performed by him during the period of his said consulship at Singa- 
= from the beginning of same to March 31, 1888, and by mistake paid by 

im into the Treasury, and to pay the balance, if any, which may be found 
due thereon.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 24, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert ‘'86,000;"’ and the Senate 

ee to the same. 
t the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert ‘81,000; and the Senate 


— to the same. 

‘hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 
“includ. expenditures for counsel employed, with the approval of the 
Attorney-General; ’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 82, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out in lines ¢ and 5 of said amendment the words “eight hundred 
dollars,”’ and insert in lieu thereof the following: * 8800, in addition to the 
sum of $500 heretofore  appropeseses and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 61, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 

“Territory of Arizona: The Attorney-General shall pay out of the appro- 
priation for support of United States prisoners for the fiscal year 1895 such 
sums as may be found ey | due upon examination to the Territory of 
Arizona for maintenance of Indian convicts in Territorial prisons hereto- 
fore convicted under the provisions of section 9 of the Indian appropriation 
act, approved March 3, 1885: Provided, That hereafter no payment shall be 
made to any State or Territory for maintenance and keeping in prison of 
Indian convicts convicted in any State or Territorial court for violation of 
the provisions of said section 9 of the said act approved March 3, 1885." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 

numbered 64, and ee to the same with an amendment as follows: 
pa 7 — inserted by said amendment, insert as a separate para- 
‘ollowing: 

“For fees and expenses of marshals, United States courts, $250,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 85, and agree to the same with anamendment as follows: 
In line 2 of said amendment, after the word ‘‘attorney,” insert the words 

in full satisfaction;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


Senate numbered 119, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert ‘$400; and add at the 
end of said amendment the following: ‘**, and hereafter the eee of 
memorial addresses on deceased Senators and Members of the House of 
Representatives shall be done under the ‘direction of the Joint Committee 
= ~rinting without extra expense therefor;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 120, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
After the matter inserted by said amendment insert as a separate para- 
a = the oer ae: 

‘To pay J. E. Johnson for services as stenographer on special hearings 
before the Committee on Education and Labor, €37.50."" 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of tho 
Senate numbered 121, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
pa page 51 of the bill, after line 9, insert as aseparate paragraph the follow- 

ng: 


To pay the guardian of the a of M. C. Lisle, late a Representa- 
tive in Congress from the State of Kentucky, $3,508.60; and on page 52 of the 
bill, in lines 7 and 8, strike out the following: ‘In all, €24,777.50,"" and insert 
in Meu thereof the following: 

“To E. H. Funston, $2,000; 

“To H. L. Moore, $2,000; in ail $28,777.50.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 126, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lines 5 and 6 of said amendment, strike out the words ‘‘discharge the ex- 
—— justly’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “‘ pay the expenses, and 

or legal services justly or equitably;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 134, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ‘‘8175,000;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 136, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
** Provided further, That any and all judgments included in said documents 
which the present Attorney-General has already examined and is willing to 
certify under the provisions of this act, and any and all judgments rendered 
during his term of office which he shall be will ng to certify under the pro- 
visions of this act may be certified notwithstanding the order of payment 
herein specified; ’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 152, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out lines 27, 28, and 29 of said amendment, and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: ‘For horses and other property lost in the military service, 
except the claims of the Globe Mutual Insurance Company, of St. Louis, 
Mo., Gilbert Elliott, receiver, and the claim of the Security Insurance Com- 
pany, of the city of New York, 814,462.14;'’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

The committe of conference have been unable to agree on the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 127 and 128. 

F. M. COCKRELL, 


CALVIN S. BRICE, 
EUGENE HALE. 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
J. G. CANNON. 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The only point in dispute is the proposed 
appropriation of $1,809,539.70 to pay a judgment in favor of the 
Southern Pacific Company. The House has refused to agree to 
that amendment of the Senate. I move that the report be con- 
curred in, and that the Senate further insist upon its amend- 
ments numbered 127 and 128. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to know what has become of the 
amendment increasing the appropriation for the payment of 
Indian depredation claims? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendments that were made by the 
Senate were substantially agreed to, and the amount as the Sen- 
ate proposed was reduced somewhat. The appropriation is left 
substantially as it was. 

Mr. DOLPH. Is the appropriation left substantially as the 
House put it, or as the Senate put it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. As the Senate put it, except that there is 
some reduction. The House conferees would not agree to the 
full amount that the Senate put in. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senate increased the appropriation from 
$100,000 to $250,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I donot remember the exact amount of the 
reduction which has been made, but there is some reduction. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ieall for a separate vote on the amendment 
providing for the paymentof the judgmentin favor of the South- 
ern Pacific Company. I desire to vote against the amendment. 
Let the vote be taken upon the general agreement which has 
been made, and a separate vote on the two amendments which 
have not been agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the report. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, the question is in respect to the 
amendment to pay the judgment in favorof the Southern Pacific 
Company. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate recede from its 
amendment numbered 127. I have not had time during the pres- 
ent session to consider the very important question involved in 
the finding of the Court of Claims. I wish time to examine it. 
It not only involves the one or two million dollars proposed to 
be appropriated here, but it will involve also, arising outof this 
judgment, many other millions. I therefore hope that the Sen- 
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ate will recede from the amendment with a view to its consid- 
eration next session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before the Senator from Ohio makes that 
motion, will he allow me to state that this isa judgment already 
rendered by the court. Subsequent liabilities have been paid, 
and every month the Government is paying this very company 
because of such claims. This isa back amount which was sus- 
pended, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Payment was refused; the matter was 
taken into court; the court rendered a judgment, and there the 
judgment stands, drawing 5 per cent interest now, I believe, un- 
der the law. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. Thatis what I wished to inquire 
about. It is 4 per cent, is it not? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is 4 per cent. 
that rate of interest under the law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As we are borrowing money now, and as 
our receipts do not equal our expenditures, I think the Senate 
had better recede from the amendment. We are paying inter- 
est, anyway. I think a little more careful consideration should 
be wiven to this subject, which involves so much money. It will 
be only ashort time until the next session of Congress. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Ohio must also remem- 
ber that this is a nonbond-aided railroad. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The fact thatthe House of Representatives 
has declined to agree to the amendment is a sufficient justifica- 
tion in itself why we should not press it, at least until a fuller 
examination is made. If the objection of the House of Repre- 
sentatives is final, if they insist upon it, we might as well recede 
now as ata later date. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from o, that the Senate recede 
from its amendments numbered 127 and 128. 





The judgment draws 


ove oo On that I ask for the yeas and nays. [‘‘ No,” 
“a } oa” 
Mr. GEORGE. Let the amendments be read. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays are demanded. 
Is there a second? 

Mr. DOLPH, I withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays. 

Mv. GEORGE. I ask that the amendments be stated. 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be read. 

The SECRETARY read as follows: 

To Southern Pacifie Company, $1,809,539.70; in all, $3,083,785.85. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Ohio, that the Senate recede from 
its nmendments numbered 127 and 128. 

The motion was not id to. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I think I must ask for the yeas and nays. 
The amendments must be receded from if the other House in- 
sists upon its disagreement. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. The matter will be considered in confer- 
ence fully in connection with what the Senator from Ohio has 
said. The vote of the Senate is equivalent to insisting upon the 
amendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; I have no objection to letting 
the matter go back to conference with the statementI have 
made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate request a further 
conference with the House of Representatives on the amend- 
ments numbered 127 and 128. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Cock- 
RELL, Mr. BRICE, and Mr. HALE were appointed. : 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. / 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the Cienquestng votes of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5575) “making appro- 
eS for sundry civil of the Government for the fiscal end- 

June 30, 1895, and for er purposes,’’ having met, after full and free 
conference have to recommend and do recommend to their respec- 
tive Houses as f 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 11, 119, 127, 128, 133, 
134, 270, and 279. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 118; and agree to the same. 


to 
Senate numbered 110, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“That a joint commission, fe ne garg by! the select committee of five Sena- 
tors appointed by the President of the Senate to investigate the Ford The- 


ater disaster, and five members of the House of Representatives, to be a 
SS Pe the House of tati shall investigate 
Ford disaster and report to the Senate and House whether in 
uity and justice the Governmen: the of that 
Gibnater for the Saguntes : if it shall be that 
——— be compensated, then the commission in each in- 
dividual caseand report the amount of be allowed 
in each case. The a ge ye ets is a stenographer, 
and who shall do the stenographic w of the as clerk; and 
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that the commission shall have power to send for persons and papers. 4», 
the chairman of the commission or of any subcommittee may admini-.... 
oaths. The expenses of said investigation shall be paid out of the con: 
ee fund of the Senate and House of Representatives on vouchers anyr,.. 

y the chairman, and the commission may report by bill or other, 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment o; ;) 
Senate numbered 145, and agree to the same with amendments ag follow.” 
Add at the end of said amendment the following: ‘to be paid out of the 

oO tion for surveys of public lands made by this act:" and on nace | 

n line 14 of the bill, strike out the words “two thousand five hundre | 
lars” and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘four thousand dollars:"’ 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmen 
Senate numbered 238, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert ‘'$45,000;"’ and the «, 

e to the same. 

at the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmen 
Senate numbered 261, and agree to the same with amendments as {.) 
In leu of the sum named in said amendment insert ‘$5,000;"" and add a: 
end of said amendment the following: “The Bureauof American Rep 
shall ease under the control jand direction of the Secretary of 
who shall report to Congress at its next regular session the pro y 
continuing said Bureau, or if any obligation exists upon the part of the ("y) 
States requiring the continuance thereof;’’ and the Senate agree | 
samo. 

That the House recede from its amendment to the amendment 0 S 
ate numbered 277, from which amendment numbered 277 the Se: 
receded. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmen: 0! Se] 
ate numbered 278, and agree to the same with an amendment as folloy 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following 


“OOTTON STATES AND INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION AT ATLANTA, (4 


‘Sno. 3. For an exhibit by the Government of the United States of ; 
articles and materials as illustrate the function and administrative 
of the Government, to be made at the Cotton States and Internation 
position to be held at Atlanta, Ga., in the year 1895, and for the employm 
of proper persons as officers and assistants by the board of manage, 
hereinafter created, and for the maintenance of the building herei: 
provided for, and for other contingent expenses incidental to the |: 
ment exhibit, to be approved by the chairman of the board of manage 
and by the Secretary of the Treasury upon itemized accounts and vo 
$150,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be disbursed 
board of management, of which not exceeding $10,000 shall be expended 
clerical services. And tosecure acomplete and harmonious arrange m:«: 
said Government.exhibit a board of management shall be created. 

with the selection, purchase, preparation, transportation, arran; 
ment, a exhibition, and return of such articles and materia!s 
the heads of the Executive Departments, the Smithsonian Institutio 
National Museum, and the United States Fish Commission .Tespectivel: 
decide shall be embraced in said Governmentexhibit. The President may 
also designate additional articles for exhibition. Such board shall be co: 
posed of one member to be detailed by the head of each Executive Depar 
ment, one by the head of the Smithsonian Institutionand National Muse. 
and one by the head of the United States Fish Commission, and the Pre 
dent name one of said members as chairman. 

“But the United States shall not in any manner nor under any circu: 
stances be liable for any of the acts, doings, ceedings, or representation 
of the said Cotton States and International Exposition, organized un ler t> 
laws of the State of Georgia, its officers, agents, servants, or employ<s. o: 
any of them, or for the service, salaries, labor, or wages of said oflicer 
agents,servants, or employés, or any of them, or for any subscript! 
the capital stock, or for any certificates of stock, bonds, mortgages, 0 i 
gations of kind issued by said oration, or for any debts, liabilities 
or expenses incidental to the e tion: Provided, however, That all ar 
ticles which shall be imported from foreign countri2s for the sole pur 
of exhibition at said tion, upon which there shall be a tariff or cus: 
duty, shall be admit free of payment of duty, customs fees, or churc 
under such regulation as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescrib< 
itshall be lawful at any time during the exhibition to sell for delivery a 
the close of the exposition any goods or property imported for and actu 
on exhibition in the exposition building or onits grounds, subject t 
regulation for the security of the revenue and for thecollection of import 
ties as the Secretary of the Treasury shall cribe; and all such arvicl 
when sold or withdrawn for consumption in the United Statesshal! be 
— to the duty, if any, imposed upon such article by the revenue 12" 

force at the date of importation, and all penalties ibed by | 
shall be — a against such articles and against the pcr 
guilty 


andt 













who may any illegal sale or withdrawal: And provided jurt\« 
That medals with appropriate devices, emblems, and i — c = - em 
m, and of t 


orative of said Cotton States and International Exposi 
awards to be made to exhibitors thereat, be prepared at some mint of ‘1 
United States for the board of directors thereof, subject to the provisions 
of the fifty-second section of the co: act of 1873, upon the paymen' 
sum not less than the cost thereof; and all the provisions, whether pens 
or oth of said coinage act against the counterfeiting or imits‘io¢ 
of coins of United States shall apply to the medals struck and issue 


under thissection. : 
“For taking down the Government main building erected for the Goven 
mentexhibit at the World's Columbian Exposition, and itstransportation,0° 
so much of the material thereof as may beavailabie, and its reérection up” 
the site selected for the said Cotton States and International Exposition 
including the of such new materials as may be found necessary 
$50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be disbursed by the Se: 
retary of the Treasury: , That if it be found ble to tak: 
down, and reérect said building for the sum herein appropriated, 
then the of the Treasury shall cause a new to be erected 
upon said site of the Cotton States and In ition for the 
Government exhibit, at a cost not to exceed $50, for ch eepose the 
amount herein appropriated is hereby made @ ble: Prov always 
That the United States shall in no manner and under no circumstances 
liable for any bond, debt, contract, expenditure, , orliability of any 
kind whatever of the said Cotton States and International Exposition, i's 
officers, agents, servants, or employés or incident to or gro out of said 
nor for any amount whatever in excess of the $150,000 and of (he 

000 herein authorized; and the heads of Executive Departments. th? 
Smithsonian Institution and National Museum, and the United States 
Fish Commission, and the board of t herein authorized, thei! 
officers, agents, servants, or oa in no manner and under no cir 
eee or create bility of any kind for sum in excess 


herein ie, or create any deficiency.” 
And Senate agree to the same. 
That the Senate recede from the amendment of the House to the amen: 
ment of the Senate numbered 280, and agree to the same with an amelu 





he 
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: Inline 15 of said House amendment strike out the word 
= in lieu thereof the following: ‘‘ occupied. and not less 
than 20 acres of each 100-acre tract;” and the Senate agree to the same. 


F. M. COCKRELL, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
JOS. H. O’NEIL, 


WM, COGSWELL, 
Managers on the partof the House. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
t of the committee of conference. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Is this a final report? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is a final report. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Itcompletes the agreement between the 
two Houses? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [I should like to have read again that 
feature of the report that has reference to the names of those 
who were killed in the Ford’s Theater disaster. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itis amendment numbered 110, on page 59. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The part of the report indicated 
by the Senator from Nebraska will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 110, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“That a joint commission, consisting of the select committee of five Sena- 
tors appointed a President of the Senate to investigate the Ford Thea- 


ter disaster, and five members of the House of Representatives, to be ap- 
pointed by the Speaker of the House of a a investigate 
the Ford 


eater disaster and report to the Senate and House whether in 
unity and justice the Government should com ate the sufferers of that 
disaster for the injuries sustained by them, a 


, if it shall be decided that 
= be compensated, then the commissi 


the on Will investigate each in- 
di case and —— the amount of compensation that should be al- 
lowed in each case. may em 


co: oy aclerk who is a stenog- 
rapher, and who shall do the stenographic work of te ceusantnaion anetert, 
and that the commission shall have power to a 
and the chairman of the commission or of any subcommittee may is- 
ter oaths. The expenses of said investigation shall be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate and House of Representatives on vouchers ap- 
proved by the chairman, and the commission may report by bill or other- 
wise;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, [ think that this is a 
most unfortunate if not a very cruel result. The Ford’s Theater 
disaster occurred, as I recall the date, early in June, 1893. The 
whole country was shocked by that result, attributable clearly 
to negligence somewhere, for which the Government of the 
United States was responsible. Twenty men were killed and over 
one hundred men were injured; and all of them were employés of 
the Government, working in the capacity of clerks in the ram- 
“i shackle building that tumbled about their ears. When the 
ar Senate met at the extra session it appointed a special commit- 
aoe tee, men some of whom were certainly well qualified by experi- 
eace for the investigation of this matter. That co ttee had 
as its efficient chairman the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Har- 
RIS], who, with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. PAULK- 
NEr], the Senator from California [Mr. Wurrs}], the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], and the senior Senator from 
Nebraska were charged with the duty of the investigation. 

The committee was composed of four lawyers, men of large 
practice in their profession, and a business man who hasachieved, 
as as is well known, great success in that capacity. They set them- 
selves to this work. They held numerous meetings. There 
was prepared with great care a blank application or petition 
that should form the basis of each claim. No step has been 
taken by that committee which has not been akin in thorough- 
ness of exploration to that which would have been had had 
those men gone into court for the purpose of a settlement of 
their claims. There was no question in the mind of any mem- 
vn ber of that committee, »nd there can be noquestion in the mind 
of any member of either House of Congress, but that the Govern- 
ment is liable in damages to the people who were thus injured 
and to the heirs of those whowere killed. There is no question 
of the moral or equitable liability. There can be none in the 
mind ofany man. Inthe mind of no lawyer can there be any 
— the legal liability if a private individual and not the 

tof the United States were substituted for the party 


to blame. 

The blanks having been thus prepared they were carefully 
filled by those who applied. There devolved upon me as one 
ai member of the committee the exploration of the claims of those 
who were instantly killed or those who died immediately after 
theoceurrence. I made very h exploration inevery line 
not only as to the character of the injury, the result where death 
did not immediately follow, and the examination of physicians 
and those who had examined the body after death, but we also 

the facts concerning the survivors. I wish it were 
possible for me to go through that list of names and that list of 
survivors to show the deplorable condition of the families of the 
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soa thus killed—widows in some cases with six or eight chil- 
ren, with no income, dependent upon the charity of the public 
or such aid as they can get from individual relatives, perhaps of 
relatives unable to give them the sustenance that they demand. 

Even during this long session. of Congress, with its daily sit- 
tings from 10 o'clock in the morning until 6 o'clock in the even- 
ing, the committee was unable to give that thorough examina- 
tion that was needed as to the claims of those who were not 
killed, but great progress has been made in that direction. My 
impression is that the Senator from California and the Senator 
from Michigan have, as to all of the claims submitted to them, 
some twenty-two to each, made the exploration, and they have 
been ready to report. The Senator from Tennessee has not been 
able to make that exploration on account of the dutiesdevolving 
upon him as a member of the Committee on Finance, but in the 

tial report made from the special committee it was shown 
that there had been such investigation that during the coming 
recess undoubtedly we would be able toreport as to ali the cases, 
that the aid they absolutely need may be given to them. 

Partial report was made that $5,000 should be appropriated to 
the families of those who were killed, making a total appropria- 
tion of $105,000. This has apparently been abandoned by the 
Senate conferees. I regret it exceedingly, for I see that these 
a are to have that sickness of heart which comesfrom hope 

eferred. This new proposition is that there shall be raised a 
joint committee of ten, five from each House, and that they 
shall again exploreand investigate, and so time will creep along 
with petty pace, day will succeed day, week will succeed week. 
and month will succeed month, and there will be no relief to 
these people who are in such great suffering and distress. 

When can the proposed committee of ten of the two Houses 
of Congress meet for the purpose of this exploration. With 
this long continued session running close up to the fall elections 
it is not presumed that that committee will get to work durin 
the recess. Then will come the short session of Congress with 
its numerous demands, requiring of every man the expenditure 
ofall the forces in him, taking up great time. Certainly it will 
not be until after the close of the present Congress that any 
committee will have the opportunity to make that exploration: 
and then what will come? There then will be no organization 
of the House of wt Ce pe that will permit a joint com- 
mittee to be establ ; and Ican foresee that for years to come 
these poor people will be clamoring at the door of Congress for 
that relief which common decency, common honesty should re- 
quire that we should give at once. 

Mr. President, for this reason alone I shall vote against this 
conference report. I appeal to the Senator from Missouri, in 
view of the circumstances which have been stated and that were 
stated a day or two since when unfortunately I was not in the 
Chamber, that an effort be made again to pay these people the 
money that is fairly due them. 

Another item has been abandoned in the report. Itis per- 
haps too late to make comment upon it, but here we are to be 
left with another adjournment of Congress without any steps 
being taken towards tle erection of a new Government Printing 
Office. That item is, { understand, entirely stricken out of the 
biil by some sort of parliamentary juggling that for one I cer- 
tainly can not understand. But L appeal tothe Senator from 
Missouri and I appeal to my colleagues upon the special com- 
mittee to see if we can not obtain for these people, by some 
process, that which is fairly and decently their due. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I desire to offer a suggestion in 
connection with the amendment relating to the Ford's Theater 
disaster. The Senator from Nebraska as well as the Senator 
from Tennessee have gone over the matter thoroughly before 
the Senate and I fully agree with them as to everyth they 
have said. We have done, of course, a great deal of work indi- 
vidually upon that committee. We have examined a number of 
cases, ind with great care. I ask the chairman of the Commift- 
tee on Appropriations if it would not be possible to insist upon 
this provision to pay the relatives of these who are dead, at the 
same time stating that we shall certainly be willing and glad to 
meet a joint committee on the part of the other House with ref- 
erence to the cases concerning which there has been no formal 
conclusion reached. 

{ have no doubt the Senator from Nebraska will agree with 
me thatit would be practicable to have a joint committee in the 
future with reference to the claims not yetreported to the Sen- 
ate. If the House were willing to take that view of it, the pay- 
ment could be made in those cases where there can be really no 

uestion. There is no doubt of the death. No one claims that 

ere is any pretense here that a person applying for relief 
does not represent the family of the decedent, nor is there any 
doubt to anyone who has taken a most casual look at the trans- 
action that if the property were owned and controlled by an in- 
dividual that individual would be liable for gross neglect in 
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placing his employés in a building which was inherently unsafe 
and the unsafeness of which was patent. Under these condi- 
tions a private individual would undoubtedly be liable. 

Of course if we can not agree, we can not agree, but it seems 
to me that itis worth an additional effort to see whether or not 
these people can not be to the limited extent proposed in the 
bill compensated at the present session. The chairman of the 
committee, of course, understands the situation better than I 
can understand it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I have no desire to embarrass 
the committee of conference in charge of this bill. Believing 
as I did that the Government ought to make a measure of com- 
pensation to the heirs of the deceased and to the seriously in- 

ured parties in the employment of the Government who suf- 
fered by reason of the disaster, I introduced the resolution that 
raised the committee, of which I have the honor to be the chair- 
man, to investigate and report whether compensation should be 
made at all, and, if at all, towhat extent. That committee was 
unanimously of opinion that compensation ought to be made, 
asIlam. I regret that the other House did not raise a similar 
committee at the same time. [would have been glad to have 
had a joint committee; but in the light of such investigation as 
we have been able to make, there is no member of that com- 
mittee who has a doubt as to the fact that compensation ought 
to be made. 

I stated the other day when the conference report was before 
the Senate that we had merely asked for appropriations in this 
bill to compensate the widows and orphans of those who were 
killed outright in the disaster, the injured parties requiring 
more scrutiny of investigation as to the extent, the character, 
and probable duration of their ae and as to the measure of 
compensation they ought to receive. 

In view of the fact that the widows and orphans of those per- 
sons who were killed outright by that disaster are in the main 
penniless and suffering, I had hoped—and if there be a ground 
on which to base a hope, I still shall indulge it—that the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate may induce the House of Rep- 
resentatives to appropriate by this bill the money necessary to 
relieve the sufferings of those widows and orphans. 

So far from objecting, I am exceedingly glad to have the 
House of Representatives appoint a similar committee, or a 
joint commission, if it may be so called, and let both Houses in- 
vestigatg to their entire satisfaction all the circumstances lead- 
ing to that disaster and its fatal results, and determine the ques- 
tion as to compensation; but being perfectly satisfied myself 
that compensation is demanded by every consideration of jus- 
tice, of equity, and pee Ihave indulged the hope, and in- 
dulge it still, it possible, that the widows and orphans of those 
— persons may be provided for by the passage of this 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I must sayfrankly and can- 
didly to the Senate that the House conferees will not agree to 
the amendment proposed by the Senate. They say that they have 
had no opportunity of ne the matter, and know noth- 
ing about it; that it does not belong to an appropriation bill, and 
ought not to have been sent to them in thatform, when they had 
no opportunity of investigating it and determining it, and that 
it involves questions of lawas well as questions of fact. When 
they made the suggestion to us that they did not understand 
the case, we then as a last _aeee to the substitute di- 
recting the select committee al appointed by the Senate 
in connection with a similar committee to be appointed by the 
House of Representatives, to investigate and report upon the 
subject.- In my = I say frankly it is either this pro- 
vision, or none at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY inthechair). The 

ences is on concurring in the report of the committee of con- 
rence. 
¥ The report was concurred in. 


EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the House joint resolution continuing the appropriations for the 
executive branches of the Government provided for in the sun- 
pt civil appropriation bill, and I ask for its present considera- 

on. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. Res. 217) 
to continue the provisions of existing laws providing tempo- 
rarily for the expenditures of the Government. 

Mr. COCKRE The sundry civil appropriation bill has 
now passed the Senate and will doutless pass the House of Rep- 
resentatives, where the conference report will be agreed to to- 
on but it can not possibly be enrolled and aquest y the Pre- 
siding Officers of the two Houses and —— or the signature 
of the President of the United States before to-morrow evening, 


probably,if then. Theclerks have already worked so hard that 
they are not able to work any longer until they havea few hours 
rest. Therefore the passage of this joint resolution for : 
time is absolutely necessary. 
and we can modify the time. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the provision 
of joint resolutions approved June 29 and July 31, 1894, providing tempora. 
rily for the expenditures of the Government, be, and the same are hereby 
extended and continued in full force and effect to and including the 24th day 
of August, 1894. y 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend the joint resolution by 
changing the time it is to take effect by striking out “ twenty. 
fourth” and inserting ‘‘ twentieth;”’ so as to read ‘20th day of 
August.” 4 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to the joint resojutioy 
in the form now suggested. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the ameng. 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended 
and the amendment was concurred in. : 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. , 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


FREE SUGARS, ETC. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The junior Senator from Mis. 
souri[Mr. VEST] has the floor on the motion to refer the )jj] 
(H. R. 7971) to exempt from duty sugars, molasses, etc., to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is with very great reluctance 
I find myself compelled to differ with the acting chairman of 
the Committee on Finance, of which committee I am a member, 
Ihave not the slightest doubt if this motion to refer the bills 
which have come to us from the House of Representatives pre- 
vails it will be the end of the consideration of those measures, 

The fact has already been alluded to that the Committee on 
Finance as now composed consists of five Republican members 
and five Democrats. Evenif the Senator from Tennessee should 
fill the vacancy occasioned by the death of our late lamented 
colleague, Senator Vance, of North Carolina, it is we]! known to 
every intelligent man that at this stage of the session, with the 
probability of the absence of a quorum in one ez both Houses 
within a very few days, it will be impossible to bring those bills 
back here and secure their consideration. 

Mr. President, in addition to the reasons which have been so 
forcibly urged why there is no necesssity for areference of these 
bills to the Committee on Finance, I desire most earnestly and ex- 
a to urge another. It is due to the Senate as a body, it is 

ue to individual Senators, and particularly to those of us who 
have been called upon to discharge the difficult task imposed 
on members of the Finance Committeein the majority and men- 
bers of the conference committee. I repeat what I said the 
other day, that the calcium light should be turned into this 
Chamber and every Senator should assume the responsibility 
before the American people of taking his position upon the ques- 
tions which have been fruitful of gross and miserable scandals 
against the personal character of many of us. 

The Senator from Nebraska |Mr. MANDERSON| asked the pres 
ent occupant of the chair [Mr. BERRY] if he could now support 
free sugar after having voted for the one-eighth differential on 
refined sugarin the pending bill? Let meanswer that question. 
I voted for that one-eighth differential. I am willing to stand 
by that vote and by the bill as it is to-day, rather than have the 
party to which I belong convicted before the American people 
of incompetency and incapacity and of utter obliquity as to the 
pledges which it made to the people in the canvass of 1892. 

I was called upon as a member of the Finance Committee «nd 
as a member of the conference committee to make a choice be 
tweenevils. Iwascalled upon to stand before the people of this 
country and say we could pass no bill at all, that our party was 
utterly incompetent, or to take a bill infinitely better than the 
McKinley act, and go before the Democrats of the United States 
and say tothem, ‘‘ I have brought you the best thatcircumstancss 
— and I have done my duty honestly and faithfully as 1 
saw it. 

There is no inconsistency in the position of those who voted 
for the aatag Se and who now favor free sugar or a duty upon 
sugar which will produce the revenue which the Secretary 0! 
the aye says is necessary to carry on the Government. 

Mr. President, I am most unfortunate in that I am compelled 
again to say something in the nature of criticism as against the 
oe Administration. It has not been many days since the 

resident of the United States, the head of our party. under 
whose flag to-day and now I am ready to fight to the death for 
tariff reform and Democratic policy, declared in a letter to the 


4D 50me 
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chairman of the Ways and Means Committee of the House of 
Representatives that the Senate bill, now accepted, constituted 
rfidy to the Democratic party and dishonor to Democratic 
rinciples. 
Phe Wilson bill came to us with no duty atall upon sugar, raw 
orrefined. Every word in the letter the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury sent to us to-day, and which was read from that desk, is an 
arraignment of that bill, because it shows that if passed there 
would have been a deficiency of more than $30,000,000, and it 
would have been necessary to again issue interest-bearing bonds 
jn order tocarry on the operations of theGovernment. It must 
be remembered that we have increased duties by the amend- 
ments adopted by the Senate to the House bill, and it must be 
remembered that we have produced more revenue—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. We had to do it. 

Mr. VEST. And were compelled to do it; but if what the 
Secretary of the Treasury now says be true—and I do not gain- 
say it—what would have been the condition of this country with 
the Wilson billenacted? A deficiency of from forty to fifty mil- 
lion dollars se us immediately in the face. 

Sir, the letter of the Secretary of th Treasury is a vindica- 
tion of the bill as passed by the Senate. Much has been said 
against that bill. I propose before I close to show that the 
self-constituted critics of the newspaper press and the miser- 
able demagogues who want to pull down men in high places in 
order that they may climb there themselves, have perverted 
the truth and have assailed the bill as passed by the Senaté in 
such fashion as convicts them before the American people of 

slander or willful ignorance. 

Mr. President, the Hebrew superstition which turned a goat 
into the wilderness in order that it might carry away the sins 
of the people still exists. In times of great popular depression 
and Salty a scapegoat must still be found even amongst civ- 
ilized nations, and the Senate of the United States is now filling 
that position with the American people. Much of this we have 
brought upon ourselves. We have brought it upon us because 
we have norules for the transaction of business. For some years 
after oe a member of this body, attracted by the idea of 
its great dignity and conservative character, I favored the ab- 
sence from our rules of the previous question, as it is termed. 

Sir, after my experience in the last five months, I have not an 
enemy in this world whomI would place in the position that [ 
have occupied as a member of the Finance Committee under the 
rules ofthe Senate. I would put no man where I have been, to be 
blackmailed and driven in order to pass a bill that I believe is 
necessary to the welfare of the country, by Senators who desired 
to force amendments upon me against my better judgment and 
compel me todecide the question whether I would take no bill at 
all or a bill which had been distorted by their views and = 
Sir, the Senate ‘‘ lags superfluous on the stage” to-day with the 
American people, because in an age of progress, advance, and 
aggressive reform we sit here week after week while — of 
the census reports, almanacs, and even novels are to us, 
and under our rules there is no help for the majority except 
to listen or leave the Chamber. 

Is it to be wondered at that in an age like this the people 
should at last turn upon a body which seems to be made for 
obstruction and not progress? Ido not wonder that the Senate 
has become a byword and reproach with the loose tongues and 
pens, bought and acting for every sort of mercenary interest 
throughout the land. 

Sir, let us look for a minute at the history of the sugar sched- 
ule, which has been the rock in all this debate around whose 
base the cross currents and eddies of discussion have boiled and 
seethed. In one end of the Union, in that beautiful State of 
Louisiana, were the cane-growers, on 74 per cent of whose prod- 
uct as refined sugar, is all the protection that is given to the 
product of the trust, and who demanded protection because they 
aon an American interest. For myself, let me say, that 
al to them geographically and by the ties of blood and com- 
merce, I had rather give to them protection than to any other 
class within our broad domain. At the other end of the Union 
was a giant monopoly, stretching its Briarean arms into every 
family and to every breakfast table throughout the land, with 
watered stock amounting to $75,000,000, upon one-half of which 
they were paying 7 per cent, and upon the other 12 per cent 
quarterly, with a surplus of $18,000,000 ready for distribution 
pers their stockholders—aggressive, defiant, almost domi- 
nant in the legislation of the country. Between these two was 
the minor interest of the beet-sugar producers, so small, how- 
eee 0 enter into thediscussion as to the duties to be 

Mr. President, under the Mckinley act the duty upon refined 
sugar, the product of the trust, amounts to 60 cents on the hun- 
dred —50 cents upon the face of the act and one-tenth 
differential as to all countries that impose an export duty; and 
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as Germany is the only country that imposes this discriminating 
duty, and the only country that sends to us the refined sugar 
that competes with our product, the duty upon refined sugar 
under the McKinley act amounts practically and really to 60 
cents on the hundred pounds. Under the Wilson bill, about 
which we have heard so much, and which is so often placed anti- 
thetically against the bill as it passed the Senate in regard to 
tariff reform, and especiaily in regard to the duty upon sugar— 
under the bill as originally reported by Mr. WILSON from the 
Committee on Ways and Means to the House of Representa- 
tives, and which was endorsed in the President's message of De- 
cember last, the duty upon refined sugar, the productof the trust, 
was 25 cents on the 100 pounds, with the raw material free, as it 
was in the McKinley act, and a bounty for eight years upon the 
raw sugar of the South. The House of Representatives struck 
out the duty and sent tous a bill with free sugar, raw and refined. 
That bill was sent to the Finance Committee and taken charge 
of by a subcommittee composed of the Senator from Texas | Mr. 
MILLs], who had taken the place of our late lamented colleague, 
Mr. Vance, the Senator from Arkansas[Mr. JONES], and myself. 

Sir, it has been said that we are the creatures of the sugar 
trust. The liars and slanderers and libelers, the miserable 
creatures who live upon the garbage and filth of public life, 
and whose bread has been breathed upon by infected lungs, dare 
to make this statement about men who have gone through these 
five months of labor and anxiety and humiliation in order to do 
their duty. 

Here is the bill we proposed [exhibiting], printed and brought 
to the full Committee on Finance. Here is the sugar sched- 
ule as we made and agreed upon it. It imposed eighty hun- 
dredths of a cent on sugar not above 80 degrees under the 
polariscopic test, and one-hundredth of a cent for each ad- 
ditional degree up to 100 degrees, without any differential at all 
in favor of the sugar trust. It imposeda revenue duty upon the 
sugars of Louisiana, but gave nothing to this trust, which is 
said now to dominate the Senate. 

This bill, upon the morning that we proposed it to the Finance 
Committee. was taken out of our hands and put before a caucus 
of Democratic Senators, without our knowledge or consent, and 
for three days we wrangled and disputed in regard to the terms 
of the tariff measure to be proposed to Congress. 

The end of that discussion was—and if any Senator here de- 
nies it let him rise in his seat and say so—that this bill as we 
had made it was rejected, although a better bill than the Wil- 
son bill in the way of tariff reform, lowering duties upon woolen 
goods and in the metal and other schedules. 

Mr. MILLS. Reducing duties $15,000,000. 

Mr. VEST. Reducing duties $15,000,000, as my friend from 
Texas says. 

Mr. GRAY. And with more ad valorems and fewer specifics. 

Mr. VEST. Andwith more ad valorems and fewer specifics. 
It came nearer to my idea of what a tariff-reform bill should be 
than any that had been enacted since the Walker tariff of 1846. 
At the end of these three days of miserable wrangling and re- 
crimination we were turned out of that caucus with the intel- 
ligent and definite instruction to make a bill that would secure 
43 Democratic votes, and which could be passed by the Senate! 
To that task we addressed ourselves. The result is seen in the 
bill which has been passed. 

Mr. President, I shall speak of that bill in a few moments; 
but I desire to say now in passing that much of it, a very large 

rtion of it, was agreed to by me simply in order toescape the 

umiliation of going back to the Democrats of the United States 
with ne bill at all It is as well known as that we are assembled 
in the Senate of the United States that in this Chamber are 
some six or seven Democrats as honest as I, whose motives I do 
not impugn, with whom I differ radically and essentially in re- 
gard to the tariff. 

It has been said that we have made a fight here for the Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] against the President. Mr. 
President, in 1892 I wrote the first letter that came from a mem- 
ber of this body in favor of Mr. Cleveland’s nomination for the 
Presidency. It was written to the Greystone Club, of Denver, 
Colo., and in it I said that, whilst my personal relations with 
the Senator from Maryland were as pleasant as they could pos- 
sibly be, I would not support him for the nomination because he 
did not represent my views in regard to tariff reform; that, 
whilst I differed with Mr. Cleveland in regard to the silver 
question, I was prepared to support him for the nomination, and, 
of course, for election, because he stood the foremost representa- 
tive of what I believed right in regard to the tariff question. 

Sir, I have fought for no man, and never shall. I[ belong to 
no faction. I am neither of the house of Montague nor Capulet, 
of York nor Lancaster. I shall fight under any flag which leads 
to the principles I believe to be right, no matter in whose hands 
the staff of that banner may be placed. I am ready now to follow 
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the President. 


I shall not follow him when I know that he is 
committing an injustice upon members of his party and doing 
violence to the results that ought to be achieved by the Demo- 


cratic 


rty in the coming canvass. 
Mr. 


-resident, pursuing what I was saying in to the 
sugar duty, the result of our labors in rd to it is seen in 
the provisions of the tariff bill which has n accepted by the 
House of Representatives. The bill passed the Senate, but under 
circumstances which convinced many of us that the margin was 
so slight and the danger so great that it would be almost rash- 
ness to bring it back to the Senate with any great difference in 
its composition. 
It has been said repeatedly—and I shall come to that more ex- 
meee y directly—that there never has been a time, and this 
asformed thestaple of theeditorials of the metro eee. 
that a bill like the Wilson billin its provisions substantially and 
generally could not be passed in this Senate. 
ure cowardice or sin- 
similar to the Wilson 


It has been asserted that nothing but 
ister motives keptus from reporting a bi 
bill which would have been passed, and which would have forced 
certain Senators ‘into the open,” as the expression was, and 
who then would not have dared to vote against it. If there is 
a Senator here to-day = either side of this Chamber who be- 
lieves that the Wilson bill, or anything equivalent to it, could 
have been passed in the Senate at any time I ask him as a per- 
sonal favor to rise in his seat and say so. [A ] I have 
been in this contest from the beginning, giving time and labor 
at the risk of life and health to the work before me, and I assert 
there never was a time when anything like the Wilson bill could 
have been enacted into law. 

Senators from the great manufacturing States of the North- 
east looked upon that bill as murderous to the interests of their 
constituents. and would have fought it to the death. The com- 
plications growing out of the sugar interest assisted them in 
their opposition, and with no rules in the Senate and a major- 
ity of one, possibly of two, we were at the mercy of the minor- 
ity, and it was as impossible to have passed that bill as for me 
to-day to carry this mass of marble upon one hand. 

I come now to another phase of this measure, and I shall 

nothing extenuate, 
Nor set down augat in malice. 

When we came into conference with our brethren in the other 
House after the first di ment—and it is unnecessary to go 
behind that—I stated myself (and I make that remark in order 
to assume the full responsibility), when the conference first as- 
sembled, that it was useless to go any further with the bill or 
with the disagreement between the two Houses until we had 
disposed of this Medusa head of the sugar tariff continually con- 
fronting us. It was agreed unanimously that we should take up 
the sugar schedule to the exclusion of every other subject, and 
come to a determination upon it. 

We did take it up, and finally agreed, without a dissenting 
vote in the conference, upon a schedule. That schedule 
was 4) per cent upon the saccharine matter in the sugar im- 
ported, together with a differential of one-fifth of 1 cent in favor 
of the refiners, constituting 20 cents upon the 100 pounds. The 
one tenth dillerential as to countries which impose a discrimi- 
nating duty was left out and the bounty upon sugar until the 
first of January was left out. The schedule as I have stated it 
was unanimously agreed upon in the conference, and was set 
aside. 

The argument in favor of this schedule was that it removed 
the nebulous and scandalous accusation that in the 40 per cent 
upon raw and retined oe in the bill there was some hidden 
profit to the trust, to which they clung closely, and which was 
not known to the public. As the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee of the other House suggested, when the 40 

r cent was placed upon the saccharine matter alone, itstrip 

he bill of this objection and let the whole world know thatthe 
trust received :( cents upon the 100 pounds instead of 25 cents 
under the Wilson bill as originally framed, and 60 cents under 
the McKinley act. 

Mr. President, for five long months the waves and winds had 
roared around Congress in regard to sugar. , edito- 
rials, lying correspondents, demagogues on the hustings had 
accu the Senate of having been sold out to the sugar trust. 
Everywhere and anywhere, by night and day, the question was 
in regard to the sale of the Senate to the sugar trust. When 
we had agreed with our associates of the other House, and the 
sugar schedule had been disposed of, we fondly supposed that 
the great obstacle to agreement had been removed, and that we 
should then and there meet and embrace like brethern and 
stand as one before the American Imagine our surprise 


when we found that the insuperable obstacle was not in the 
duty, but that it came from theduty upon coal and iron cre. 

the 2uth day of March. when the tariff bill was pub- 
lished to the world, to the 2d day of July, when the President 
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wrote his letter to Mr. Wilson, no intimation had been mad, :, 
the members of the Finance Committee that a bill with » , = 
upon coal or iron ore, or both, constituted perfidy to Democ).;° 
principles and dishonor to the Democratic party. 

Sir, recurring again to an unpleasant sdhteoks I hope fo ‘ 
last time, I have no quarrel with the President of the Uni:,) 
States. I made no attack upon the President of the 1; 
States. The Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] did m, 
justice when he put me in the classic réle of the envious Cy 
who stabbed Cesar at the foot of Pompey’s statue. [ sin), 
defended the motives of myself and my colleagues upon the |} 
nance Committee against the imputation in the Presig 
letter. 

if it were necessary, in order to remain in public lifo, ; 

I should retract one word of what I said in the Senat, 
would not utter it. Noman,no matter how high his position 
has aright to perpetrate an injustice upon another. After the 
President of the United States had told my colleagues—for | }\.¢ 
not been to the White House—that although he preferred fre, 
coal and free iron, still the bill us we were preparing it wo.|q 
receive his support; and after we had given our labor, our 
ergy, almost our lives, to the preparation of the bill, for ; 
President to come before the American people and denouncs 4 
measure which he had failed to denounce before, althouch }\, 
knew its provisions, was an act of gross injustice to thos» 
who had suffered far more than he. 

The result has been and will be under existing circumstanors 
that the best campaign document furnished the Republicay 
party, of which we will not hear the last until the approaching 
canvass is ended, will be the letter of the President denouncin 
the Senate without exception for having framed a bill, the pro 
visions of which are now necessary, according to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, to prevent the issue of interest-bearing bonds 
to carry on the Government. 

After two days or more of altempt at amicable adjustment 
and I beg to say here and now that for each of the conferees on 
the partof the other House Lentertain the most sincere persona! 
regard and have nocomplaint to make of their action in any 
way whatever—we offered to the conferees on the part o! the 
House to allow the sugar schedule to stand as we had made it, 
and to which we ail agreed, and that they should take cither 
free coal or free iron ore, as they pleased. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Missouri means as the con- 
ferees had made the sugar schedule. 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course as we, the conferees, had 
made and agreedupon it. Weoffered them the privilege of tak 
ing either free coal or free iron ore, stating to them that 
seemed to us fair to adjust the differences between tlie two 
bodies by their taking one-half and Jeaving the other hl! 
the Senate had voted it. 

Let it be understood that all this time the Senate con/erees 
personally agreed with the House of Representatives, bu: 
were there as conferees, representing the Senate, standing b 
the votes of the Senate, instructed to maintain the position 
the Senate. While I did not consider myself bound to the ex 
tremity of standing by all the amendments of the Senate wit 
out exception and without further amendment, but was prep 
to give up many of those amendments in order to save the b 
yet, at the same time, as a conferee on the part of the Sena' 
considered myself honorably bound to defend and advociic 
far as possible, the instruction which had been given to me. 

When this proposition was made to the House conferees tha 
they should tuke either free coal or iron ore, they exp: 
great gratification, and said the spirit which we had mani 
would be met by them in the same conciliatory and fricn 
manner. They went out for consultation, and aiter some 1 
hours came back and suggested that it would probably be ! 
to take free iron ore instead of free coal. We told them t! 
was a matter to be determined by them, and that we were W! 
ling to make the chunge. ' 

e then adjourned, with a sort of parliamentary love fea 
for the second time, concluding that the matter had been (ul: 
adjusted and that we could make a report.. We stated to | 
at the same time, I should hive said, that with our knowledg 
of the Senate and the close vote that must occur here upon 41) 
disputed question, it was not safe to go through all of the s 
ules and cut down duties, and that it would be dangerous to « 
back to the Senate with reductions in the m tal schedule. ‘! 
woolen scheduie, the cotton schedule, the glass schedule, #0" 
the other schedules in the bill. The next morning ¥° 
met again in conference, and our friends from the House (15 
informed us that they had concli ded it was best to have '! 
coal instead of free iron ore. We said ‘‘ Gentlemen, take yo." 


| 


choice. We can be 
Happy * * * with either, 
Were t’other dear charmer away.” 
[Laughter.] 
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After we had concluded upon free coal and had settled the 
sugar question, the chairman of the conferees on the part of the 
House stated that he considered it his duty and that of his co- 
conferees to demand that wo take up the whole bill and go 
through all of the schedules and agree tosneh adjustment as 
would not endanger the fate of the bill in the Senate. 

Speaking for myself, I can state that while I personally was 
willing to agree to any report that they might see proper to 
make in order to get the bill through the Senate—lI stated 
frankly that to commence such a general reduction, or even any 
material reduction, of the duties in the bill would endanger its 
passage through the Senate, and that this was the great peril 
to be avoided above all others. 

We also ofiered them free sugar instead of free coal, or 40 conts 
a ton for five years on coal and iron ore, with a reciprocal pro- 
vision imposing the same duties on coal and iron ore from other 
countries as might be placed by such countries on coal and iron 
ore from the United States. 

The House conferees insisted upon those reductions, and from 
the beginning to the end of the whole conference the trouble 
was, and I say it most respectfully and kindly, that our friends 
in the other House could never be made to understand that we 
knew more sbout the condition of affairs in the Senate than 
they did. Their idea seemed to be that for some sinister or oc- 
cult purpose we were avoiding an open vote. They continuall 
demanded of us, ‘‘ Take the bill back to the Senate with suc 
amendments as you yourselves concede with us ought to be 
made, and let the Senate, in the broad, open light of day, vote 
upon it.” 

We, upon the other hand, with one view under heaven, sofar 
as I am concerned, that of avoiding the absolute destruction of 
all tariff legislation during this Congress, assured them, and 
every day confirmed usin our opinion, that if the bill came back 
here with material amendments it would be defeated and the 
country would be told that the Democratic party was incompe- 
tent to make any bill at all. 

While the House conferees were insisting upon taking up all 
of the schedules and we were warning them against the inevita- 
ble result, the Senator from New York [Mr. His} introduced 
his resolution which brought about the tie vote, in which the 
Chair gave the deciding vote, so well known to the Senate and 
to the public. After that there was noconference, because that 
vote demonstrated —— all sort of question that what. we had 
said to them in regard to the conditions in the Senate was abso- 
lutely and inevitably correct. 

Mr. President, what are the salient points in the Senate bill, 
which has been so much derided and abused? What has the 
Democratic party of the country given to the American people 
in the shape of tariff reform as compared with the McKinley act? 
A false issue has been made before the people, and it has been 
made deliberately and intentionally for sinister purposes. It 
has been teleyraphed, written, and spoken everywhere that the 
question was between the Senate bill and the Wilson bill. 

That never was the question. It isasg false as the assertion so 
often made that this is a Democratic Senate. This is nota Dem- 
ocratic Senate on the question of tariff reform. It never was, 
and it never will be. as at present constituted. But it has been 
said © where that the question was between the Wilson bill 
and the Senate bill. The question all the time has been be- 
tween the Senate bill amd the McKinley law. That was the 
ee be made, and every man who understood the situation 

ew it. 

Now, what have we done; and I shall dis of that. ques- 
tion in a very few words? The bill which the Howse has ac- 
cepted, and which in a few hours will go to the President of the 
United States, puts wool, lumber, salt, copper, burlaps, bags and 
eotton bagging, flax and hemp, all agricultural implements. cot- 
ton ties, and binding twine absolutely on the free list, in antag- 
onism to the provisions of the McKinley law. On coal and iron 
ore the duty has been decreased from 75 cents to 40 cents a ton. 
On Jead ore the duty has been decreased one-half. On zine 
sheets it has been decreased one-half. On woolen goods, the 
citadel of protection, the great fortress of monoply and out- 
rage in the McKinley law, the duties have been reduced 50 per 
cent. They have been reduced 38 per cent im the metul sched- 
ule, 22 per cent on cotton goods, 31 per cent in the glass sched- 
ule, 22 per cent on chemicals, where the House bil! reduced the 
duties only 20 per cent. 

If Senators and the opponents of the Democratic party, before 


they criticise the bill further, will take the trouble to examine 
the ““Com n of the Tariff and Administrative Acts of L400 
and the H. R. 484,” being report No. 559, Pifty-third Con- 


and turn tothe comp :rative statement from the Treasu 
tment, they will find a summary, the substance of whi 
I will state. Under the present law the a e@ ad valorem is 


49.58 per cent; under the House bill it is 35.51, and under the 


Senate bill it is 38.68 per cont. In other words, between the 
McKinley act and the House bill there is a deerease of I4 per 
cent; between the McKinley act and the Senate bill there is a 
decrease of over Il per cent, being a differential between the 
House and Senate bills of 3 per cent. We have sugar included 
in our bill, while the House bill came to us with no duty on raw 
and refined sugar, 

Mr. HARRIS. Under the McKinley act, of course, sugar was 
free. 

Mr. VEST. It was free with a bounty of 2 centsa pound. If 
Senators will turn to page 394 they will find another summary. 
The average ad valorem rate based on the value of importations 
of the fiscal year 1887, in the act of 1883, was 47.10 per cent; aver- 
age ad valorem rate of the Mills bill, based on the value of im- 
portations of the fiseal year 1887, 42.38 per cent, or a difference 
of 5 per cent; average ad valorem rate in the McKinley act, 
based on the value of the importations of the fiscal year !> 
49.58 per cent; average ad valorem rate, based on the value of 
the importations of the fiseal year 1893, in the House bill, 35.4! 
per cent; average ad valorem rate, based on the value of the im- 
portations of the fiscal year 1503 in the Senate bill, 38.68 percent. 

So it appears, Mr. President, that all this scandal, vitupera 
tion, and criticism arise upon a difference of 3 per cent between 
the two bills. When we have made the immense step in ad- 
vance on the path of tariff reform of putting wool upon the free 
list,and have reduced the duty upoa woolen goods 50 per cent, 
when we have put lumber and salt upon the free list, and hive 
reduced the duties upon lead and zine, we are still told that in 
framing the Senate bill we have been guilty of perfidy to Demo- 
cratic prineiples and dishonor to the Democratic party. 

Nor should it be forgotten that the Senate bill retains the 
Income Tax, shorn of many ob.ectionable provtsions, which es 
tablishes, [ trust, for all time the democratic principle that 
taxation should be in proportion to Governmental protection, 
and that the citizen should pay upon his income above a fixed 
sum, and not upon consumption. 

Mr. President,I am glad now to be able tospeak as an Ameri- 
can Senator and not as a conferee. My friend from Maryland 
[Mr. GORMAN] suggests to me that I should say something in re- 
gard to the deficiency. The Secretary of the Treasury has in- 
formed us that if the duty is taken from sugar there will be a 
deficiency of $30,000,000. I make noissue with the Secretary of the 
Treasury. I regret that this fact was not made known to us be- 
fore, but since it has come tous now I shall not avoid the issue. 
If it be true thata deficiency of $30,000,000 will be created and 
that bonds are to be issued, why should we send the bill to the 
Pinance Committee, never to be heard of again? 

Why should we not grapple with the proposition now’ What 
are committees for except to give information to the Senate as 
to details? Whodoesnot know all about the sugarduty? Who 
is not pre d toact uponit? If to make sugar free wil! cre- 

| ate a deficiency of 330,000,000, then why not puf 40 per cent on 
| sugar, raw and refined, and leave it there and take the responsi- 


| bility each one for himself before the American people, with no 
protective duty tothe refiners atall? Take Mr. Theodore Have- 
meyer, president of the trust, at his own proposition, when. in 


LS88, he said that the refiners of the United States could hold 

their own with those of any other country in the world. 

Why should we continue this scandal? Why should we now 

| send the bill into a tomb and put the seal of the everlasting 
upon it. and then have the American people say, ‘*Oh, yes; 
they did their work for the trust, and then they were afraid to 
face what the representatives of the people had sent them in 
the shape of a free sugar bill?” Why can not we settle it now? 

Why shall we put it of? Where stands the majority of the 

Senate upon the sugar question? Why fores afew of us to be 
the scapegoats of popular indignation, scania!, and defamation 
everywhere? Why not leteve -y man stand out and answer to 
his name and say what he thinks should be done, and go back to 
his people with the result? 
} Sir, I am tired of evasion, suspicion, and lies. I want the 
truth to be known, and let each man assume the responsibility 
| for himself. Another word and I| shall have concluded. 

Mr..HARRIS. Before the Senator from Missouri, my col- 
league on the Committee on Finance, concludes, I should be 
glad to have him state, as he opposes the reference of the bill 
to the commit ee, what remedy ke suggests for the threatened 
evil of a deficiency of $30,000.0 0 in the Treasury. 

Mr. VEST. I have just stated it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have not understood the Senator. I wasun- 
fortunate in that respeet. 

Mr. VEST. I endeavored to make it as clear as possible. I 
would impose arevenue duty upon raw and refined sugar. Lumder- 
stand my friend from Arkansas [ Vir. JONES} has prepared such 
\22 amendment. He showed it to me this morning. It meets 

a)l doubt about a deticiency,answers the Secretary of the Trens- 
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ury completely, and relieves us of al! this nebulosity of defama- 
tion which has been so rank in the country for the last five 
months. I have, for myself, always advocated free sugar, but 
I am willing, in order to meet the demands of the Treasury De- 
partment, to vote for the amendment which the Senator from 
Arkansas has prepared and willoffer. I will make another re- 
mark, and then 1 am done with the subject, I hope forever. 

Mr. President, it is not pleasant ever to indulge in personal- 
ity, but my attention has been called recently to an infamous 
statement, coming from a generally reputable source, made in 
the public press, to the effect that my action in reference to the 
letter of the President to Mr. WILSON, and in regard to the bill 
had been dictated bya feeling of revenge against his Excellency 
because he had ignored me as to the patronage of my State. 
The Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] was kind enough in his 
concluding remarks, when he played the role of Mare Antony, 
and when some people suspected that he would like to have 
played Marc Antony in earnest, and ‘‘come to bury Cesar, not 
to praise him,” to say as to those who formed the classic group 
that had attacked our modern Cesar: 

What private griefs they have, alas, I know not. 

Mr. President, I have no private griefs; but I wish toacknowl- 
edge in the most public manner my gratitude to the President 
for having relieved me from all van mg epson | in regard to aP- 

intments in Missouri. Sir, if there is anything in my public 
Fite which has afforded me any pleasure, real and substantial, it 
has been the fact that the President in the exercise of his con- 
stitutional right, of which I do not complain, informed me that 
he no longer desired my advice or assistance in regard to Mis- 
souri patronage. 

Not again during this Administration will I stand inacrowded 
anteroom looking into the anxious and haggard faces of expect- 
ant officeholders. Not again when admitted to his august 
presence, will I watch the shadows, possibly produced by indi- 
gestion, that float across the Executive brow and feel hope 
sink ‘‘ to rise no more.” Not again will I be damned at country 

t-offices and upon street corners as an ingrate who has given 
no Offices to his friends. Sir, were it not for this tariff I could 
now irdulge in the ecstacy of that well-known hymn: 
There shall I bathe my wearied soul 
In seas of endless rest, 


And not a wave of trouble roll 
Across my peaceful breast. 





—— ter.] 

have no complaint against the President as to patronage. I 
am ready to follow him now as the old Scotch followed the ban- 
ner of the Bruce, when he fought for country and honor. I fight 
for no man; I fight for my principles, my party, and my country. 
Men pass away like clouds from the evening sky, but prin- 
ciples live forever. Sir, when any man accuses me of personal 
motives in what I have done in connection with the bill, my con- 
nection with which is now ended, I simply answer him as Mar- 
mion to Douglas: 

Lord Angus, thou hast lied. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, in view of the letter 
of the Secretary of the Treasury which has been read to the 
Senate, I offer an amendment to the pending bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated at the desk. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not understand thatthe bill isopen 
to amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let theamendment be read for information. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That can be done. Let it be read for 
information and ordered printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDE The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas that the amendment can be read for informa- 
tion. The pending question ison the motion of the Senator 
from Tennessee to refer the bill to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask that the amendment may be 
considered as pending, and that it be printed with the bill and 
go over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itcan not be considered as pending, but the 
Senator may offer it and have it printed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment be read and printed, and 
if the bill is referred, let it be referred with the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all after the enacting clause, 
and insert: 


That from and after the passage of this act there shall be levied, collected, 
and — on all sugars and on all tank bottoms, sirups of cane juice, or of 
beet Juice, melada or concentrated melada, concrete or concentra mo- 
lasses, a duty of 30 pet cent ad valorem. 

That there shall levied, collected, and _ on molasses testing above 
40° and not above 56° polariscope, a duty of 2 cents per gallon; if testing 
above 56° polariscope, a duty of 4 cents per gallon. 


Me. MILLS. Mr. President, [ have not risen either to attack 
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or defend the bill which has recently passed Congress and is 
now awaiting the signature of the President. [ think perhaps 
the least that we can say about that measure the better it will 
be. It is the most remarkable measure that has ever found it- 
self upon the pages of the statute books of any country. Itisa 
phenomenon in political science; and especially is it so when we 
consider that this is a popular Government oan that legislation 
in a popular government is the crystallization of the public will, 
I make bold to say here to-day that that bill does not reflect 
the sentiment of one thousand people of the United States. 

I do not think I will be far from the truth when I say there is 
nota Republican in the United States who favorsit. I donot 
think I will be far amiss when I say there is not a Populist in 
the United States who favors it, judging by the votes of their 
representatives in this Chamber. I do not believe I will be 
far from the truth when I say that the great masses of the Dem- 
ocratic people of the United States condemn it. It is the prod- 
uct, as we all know, of five or six, or at best seven, members on 
this floor. 

As my friend from Missouri said, and well said, a while ago, 
there is no Democratic majority on this floor on tariff reform, 
and there has not been at any time since I have been a member 
of this body. There are four distinct parties upon this floor, 
There is a Republican party, a Democratic party, a Populist 
party, and a Conservative party. The Conservatives hold the 

alance of power, and we all know what the balance of power 
means. It isone of the most potent instruments wielded either 
in legislation or in the executive departments of government. 
It is the balance of power that has adjusted the territorial 
boundaries of the dominions of Europe for more than a century. 
It is the balance of power that has kept crowns upon heads in 
es and the balance of power here, five or six members ex- 
pressing by their votes their will and not the will of the people 
of the United States, or any considerable number of them, have 
made the bill what it is, and it will be a lawin askort time. 
In agovernment of freemen the ballot box is the source of all 
power and the expression of all power. It is the crystallized 

ublic will, so to speak, of the people of the United States. 

et, as] said, I do not believe if the entire body of the people 
of the United States were polled 1,000 voters would say that it 
is a bill that meets their SEEeere: 

We all voted for it over here. Wepassed it. Asthe Senator 
from Missouri well said, the issue was between that bill and the 
McKinley law; and asI said, perhaps not in such fine language 
as my friend would use, and perhaps not exactly in parliamen- 
tary language, especially when used in the Senate of the United 
States, we all found ourselves ‘‘ between the devil and the deep 
sea,’ and we went to the sea rather than see the country go to 
the devil. [Laughter.] 

We have no apologies to make for it. 
the McKinley law. 
cumstances. 

I regret, Mr. President, that my friend and other distin- 
guished gentlemen will continue to attack the President of our 
party because we differ. The President may have been wrong 
or he may have been right. I believe that he is an honest man. 
I believe that he sincerely wants the redemption of the pledges 
made to the six million Democrats at the ballot box when they 
voted to change the control of the Government. The issue is 
not between the President and this body on the sugar question. 
The President's letter showed that he is in favor of a tax on 
sugar. The letter of the Secretary of the Treasury is no con: 
demnation of the President’s letter to Mr. WILSON. 

The nervous language that he used in the letter to Mr. WIL- 
SON that to abandon the cause and the principles of the Demo- 
crati¢ party and its professions would be party perfidy and party 
dishonor was not made about sugar. It was made because we 
were departing from the pledges that we had made for free 
materials of manufacture and the reduction of the cost of the 
production of American manufactures, giving employment to 
our people, manufacturing more, aud sending our manufactures 
out to the world and soltien them in competition, driving all 
rivals and competitors before us and taking the world’s market. 
The President of the United States wanted to give employment 
to the idle people of the United States. We had promised them 
not only free coal and free ore, but our platform pledge was that 
tariff reform should take the direction of free materials for 
manufacture. The bill we had passed was not doing it. 

Now, my friend from Missouri was not hit by those words. He 
need not lose any sleep. They were notaimed at men whohave 
his principles and his record in public life. I know what his 

litical convictions and his principles and his record have been. 

is record has been the same as that of the great majority of 
our party. It has been for tariff reform, for reduction of taxes, 
for exempting from taxation the materials of manufacture. It 
was not at him that those words were aimed. I myself lose no 


The bill is better than 
It was the best we could do under the cir- 
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sleep on account of those words. ‘‘Let the galled jade wince; 
my withers are unwrung. 

Y will state some of the things at which the President was 
aiming. If you will look on pages 324 and 325 of this document, 
here are nearly two pagesof materials that were taken from the 
free list in the Wilson bill and transferred to the dutiable list in 
the Senate bill. [ willnottake timetoreadthem. We were going 
backward when we had promised to go forward and exempt mate- 
rials of manufacturers from taxation. It was at these and at 
this line of policy that the criticism of the Executive was leveled, 
and not at such a man as my friend from Missouri [Mr. VEST), 
or my friend from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], or my friend from 
Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

I have no criticism to make on the committee of conference. 
They have done all that they coulddo. We were within a power 
we could not resist,and we either had to take the terms dic- 
tated to us or to take the McKinley law. Thatisall there is 
about it. 

My friend quoted in defence of the bill the per cents in the ta- 
bles. Nothing is more deceptive than per cants. Suppose we 
had $400,000,000 worth of dutiable goods coming into the United 
States, and that is in round numbers the amount in 1893. Sup- 
pose the duties paid on those goods amounted to $400,000,000 
this year, that would be 100 per cent, would it not? Suppose, in 
revising the tariff, we put $200,000,000 worth of these same im- 
ports on the free list and receive $200,000,000 of duty on the 
other $200,000,000 of imports, the duty would still be 100 per 
cent and show that we had not reduced taxation. 

Suppose we put $300,000,000 worth on the free list and $100- 
000,000 worth on the dutiable list, and tax them $100,000,000, it 
would still show that we have done nothing, for it is still 100 per 
cent. Suppose you put everything on the free list but a pound of 
candy worth a dollar and charge a dollar and a half duty upon it, 
you are arrayed before the country for increasing taxation 50 per 
cent, notwithstanding you have exempted 400,000,000 worth of 
imports from taxation, and removed that great burden from the 
shoulders of the people. 

In looking at a question of this sort, you must take into con- 
sideration the goods that you exempt entirely from taxation 
and add to the free list. That was the peculiar value of the bill 
of 1887. In that bill we put about $20,000,000 worth of imports 
on the free list. This bill only puts about $11,000,000 worth on 
the free list. Weare going backward instead of forward. I say 
for myself (and I know I speak for my friend from Missouri, and 
my friend from Tennessee, and my friend from Arkansas, and 
all the rest of them), we do not at all accept this as a final set- 
tlement of the question of tariff reform. e have carried the 
outposts that defended the citadel of the enemy, and we intend 
to push the contest until we carry the gates of the city and 
sweep the streets of the enemy and take everything from him. 

We intend to restore to the people of this country the God- 
given right to work for life and to sell the products of their 
work in whatever markets they can sell them. The right to 
work is worthless if you can not sell the products of your work, 
for we are all working for other people. If we entirely forbade 
commerce and trade and exchange, civilization would perish in 
one generation from off the face of the earth. The greatest 
possible calamity that could befall the human family would be 
to carry the doctrine of protection to its logical analysis and 
forbid everybody from trading. The greatest possible benefit 
that could occur to the human family would be to remove all 

barriers and permit them to enjoy free trade all over the world. 

Mr. President, I shall say nothing more about the bill. It is 
a step in the right direction. It is a substantial step in the 
right direction, with the exception of the policy of taking from 
the free list any articles that enter into free manufacture. It 
will be a substantial benefit to the country. It will reduce the 
cost of woolen goods to the people of the United States from 
$150,000,000 to $200,000,000, to say nothing of other schedules. 

But, Mr. President, I rose to say something about the letter 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. I rose to say that there is no 
cause whatever to apprehend a deficit. I say that you may take 
all the tax off sugar and you will have more money than you 
can spend legitimately. All the estimates that have been made 
by the Finance Committee, which have been adopted by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, are based upon the imports of 1893 
under the McKinley law. 

W hat has been the fact with reference to every tariff act in 
the history of the Government that reduced duties when they 
were above the protected point? Importations increased, and 
with increased importations came increased revenue. It was so 
in the Walker tariff of 1846. We had no surplusrevenue under 
the protective tariff of 1842. In 1846, though the duties were 


decreased down to a revenue standard, the revenue increased 
$8,000,000 the very next year. I want toread good standard au- 
thority on this question. I read from the reportof the Finance 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


S517 


Committee of this body made by my friend from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] in 1888. At that time, as we all know, we had 
about $100,000,000 in the Treasury that we had no use for, and 
one of the main arguments for the bill of the House of Repre- 
sentatives was that it would empty the Treasury and reduce the 
revenue. 

_ What do our friends say? I read from the report of the ma- 
jority of the Committee on Finance on the Mills bill in 1888. 
Listen to it. Here is the truth enunciated and a principle to 
which all of us agree, both Republicans and Democrats, that 
when you have protective duties above the revenue point and 
reduce them you increase importations and increase the reve- 
nue. Wecontend that thatis right. Our friends on the other 
side contend that it is wrong: but the fact we both admit. 

Mr. GRAY. Both admit itas true. 

Mr. MILLS. The fact we both admit, that when the duties 
are above the revenue point and a reduction of duties is made, 
the logical and inexorable consequences are increased importa- 
tions and increased revenue. I read from the report made by 
my friend from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] in 1888: 

Your committee, after a thorough examination of the provisions of the 
bill (H. R. 9051) referred to them by the Senate, have become convinced of its 
inade juacy as a remedial measure in view of the condition which confronts 
us. 

1, Its adoption would probably result in an increase, instead of a reduc- 
tion, of the revenue from customs. 

it is claimed by the friends of the bill that the reduction of revenue from 
this source would amount to 849,486,240.75, but we are confident that the 
large reduction in rates proposed would result ‘in greatly increased impor- 
tations. When American producers supply a considerable portion of our 
market with articles in general use and the rates on these are reduced be- 
low the protective point, both importations and revenue must increase. 

By the acts of July 14, 1870, May 1 and June 6, 1872, important reductions 
in tariff rates were made and the free list greatly enlarged. It was officially 
estimated at the time of the passage of the various acts that these changes 
would result in a reduction of the revenue from customs of 857,227,510. The 
revenue from this source in 1869 was $176,114,904, and in 1873 it was $184,929,- 
542, or an increase of 888,814,138, instead of a reduction of 857,227,510. This in- 
crease took place notwithstanding the fact that free importations increased 
in value $157,707,264 between 1869 and 1873. Similar results may be reason- 
ably expected should the House bill become a law. 


Now, listen to this: 


If foreign manufacturers should, through the changes made in the cotton 
and woolen schedules, secure a quarter of the market now held by our cot- 
ton and woolen manufacturers—and this is certainly a very conservative 
estimate—the additional amount of duty collected from increased importa- 
tions would amount to at least %60,000,000 annually. The expansion of im- 
ports which would surely follow the reduction of rates on china, poreclain, 
common window glass, manufactures of iron and steel, flax, jute, hemp, 
and a large number of minor manufactures, would greatly augment the 
revenue, 

The importations in 1888 were about what they were in 1893. 
The reduction proposed is in the same neighborhood, only this 
approaches more closely to the revenue point and therefore will 
bring greater importation and greater revenue. 

Mr. GRAY. ay I ask the Senator for information—which 
bill ee nearer the revenue point? 

Mr. MILLS. The Senate bill. 

Mr. GRAY. Nearer than the so-called Mills bill? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes,sir; the dutiesarelower. Now, with these 
facts before us, and they are mathematical and can not be con- 
tradicted, there is to be a very large increase of importations 
under the bill. My friend from Rhode Island nods his head in 
assent toit. A large increase of importations means a large in- 
crease of revenue. It was estimated at $60,000,000 in 1888 on 
cotton and woolen goods alone, to say nothing of the other ar- 
ticles in the schedules. 

There is no necessity for putting a dollar of taxation on sugar, 
and yet I consented to it with my friend from Missouri and my 
friend from Arkansas when we were arranging these sched- 
ules. Iwill be frank enough to say that I proposed it, and that 
my friend from Missouri and my friend from Arkansas opposed 
itforatime. I proposed it and urged it, fortwo reasons. One 
was that we could not pass the bill without it, which is justthe 
same reason that I gave for voting for the bill. The other was 
that a number of our friends, as some of them appear to-day on 
the floor, felt that it would not be safe; that the bill upon its 
face looked like it would bring a deficit. They had not looked 
at the question of the increased importations that would follow. 
I consented that a tax on raw sugar might be placed in the bill. 
That would bring $35,000,000 or $40,000,000. 

That tax was placed in the bill, as my friend has read. It 
was changed, however, but the amount of revenue produced un- 
der the changed specifications in the bill will be about the same. 
The only fact that reconciles me to the duty on sugar is that if 
we receive forty, fifty, sixty, orseventy-five million dollars more 
money than we want, we are in debt and can purchase our in- 
terest-bearing bonds and extinguished them. 

But I prefer to put sugar on the free list, and to do it now. 
There is no necessity for sending this bill to the Finance Com- 
mittee. We are in possession of all the facts. A number of us 
have been dragooned from day to day and week to week and 
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month to month as voting the way we did not believe we ought 
to vote in accordance with our own private convictions, and be- 
cause we deferred to others in voting to get a bill that was bet- 
ter than the McKinley law. Now, I ask for a vote on this ques- 
tion in order that we may all show what our convictions were as 
to this item. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. 
question? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Does the Senator take issue with the 
Secretary of the Treasury in the statement made by him this 
morning, and does the Senator hold that there is no necessity 
for ihe revenue to be derived from sugar? 

Mr. MILLS. I do, most unequivocally. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I understand the Senator to say that he 
would vote to put sugar on the free list? 

Mr. MILLS. I will. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will he do so in the face of the state- 
ment made by the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. Md LLS. I tell you the Secretary of the Treasury copies 
the estimates made by the Finance Committee and they are 
made on the imports of 1893 and on the duties of the McKinley 
law. Asi have shown, in every instance where we have re- 
formed the tariff and brought the rates of duty down the im- 
ports have increased and the revenues have increased. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If I correctly understood the Senator's 
contention since he began his remarks, it was simply that while 
we had placed many things on the free list, notably wool, salt, 
lumber, and other articles, still the bill had been maintained 
nearly up to the McKinley rates. If that be the case, how is it 
possible for him to claim a large importation of goods over and 
above the imports of 1893? 





May I ask the Senator from Texas a 


Mr. MILLS. The Senator has got things mixed up. If he 
will notice the estimates he will find that, ing the tion 
of 1893 with the rate of taxation existing in 1893 000,000 


worth of ds were imported. Now, take the goods which are 
made dutiable under the bill according to the amount imported 
in 1893 and we get$179,000,000, when underthe McKinley law the 
amount was $198,000,000. Ofcourse,someof the dutiable articles 
in the McKinley law are put on the free list, but take these same 
— and — will find that the imports will be increased per- 

aps $100,000,000 or $150,000,000 in value, and then at our rate, 
say 38 per cent, they will bring over $30,000,000 more than the 
amount indicated by the Secretary of the Treasury. If you go 
to the Secretary of the Treasury and ask him he will tell you 
that he made his estimate on the importations of 1893. 

Mr. McPHERSON. He could make it upon nothing else. 

Mr. MILLS. Hecould make it upon nothing else. He had 
nothing else to make it on. 

Mr. HARRIS. He 80 states. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I have made these remarks to 
present the facts to the Senate that we may act intelligently on 
the question. There is no earthly necessity for any considera- 
tion of the bill by a committee. We now have ail the facts. 
These questions were discussed over and over again in this body 
during the long continued debate on the tariff bill, and I hope 
my friend from Tennessee will withdraw his motion to refer and 
let us vote upon this measure. 

Mr. HARKIS. With great respect, as I have, for the opin- 
ions of the Senator from Texas upon this question, the actual 
conditions of the Treasury of the United States, the demands 
upon it and the revenue necessities, I trust, as 1 know he will 
pardon me for saying, I shall be governed by the statements of 
_ the Secretary of the Treasury as to these necessities and as to 

the probable revenues derivable from the bill just passed rather 
than upon his opinions. 

Now, I move the reference of thesefour bills. My motion, to 
be strictly in order, should refer to each of them separately, and 
inasmuch as the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] has made 
a motion that the Senate proceed tothe consideration of the bill 
for free sugar, as it may be called, I apply my motion to that 
bill. I can not withdraw it; believing, as I do, that the proper 
committee of this body should carefully consider and report the 

per method, whatever that may be, of guarding against this 

apprehended and, asI believe, absolutely certain deficiency if 

— bill shall pass in the form it comes to us from the other 
ouse. 

I am in full sympathy with the Senator from Texas. [If I felt 
at liberty to exercise my own judgment and inclinations, inde- 
pendent of revenue necessities, I should go with him; but, as a 
member of the "inance Committee and as a member of the 
American Senate, I shall never consent for this Congress to ad- 
journ until we have made such provision as will avoid the bank- 
ruptcy of the Treasury and a deficiency of twenty-nine or thirty 
million dollars. It is the highest of our duties to provide 
against such deficiency. If the amendment of the Senator from 
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Arkansas [Mr. JONEs] will cover that contingency, as I belioya 
it will, and the Senate chooses not to refer to the commi: 
upon the idea that the Senate knows quite as much 
informed by any committee, I shall have no regrets. 

I would myself prefer absolutely free sugar, raw and re{in, 
but in view of the present revenue necessities, and in view «} 
the fact that the duties upon coal, the duties upon iron ore, th. 
duties upon barbed wire, and rods to make it, are infinitesi, 
and cut no figure which is appreciable in respect to this 
ficiency, we have todeal with sugar in respect of this deficic; 
Whether the Senate may choose to deal with it without a ry 
ence to the Committee on Finance or not I am not so particula, 
but in respect to questions such as these I- have always deeme 
it safest for the appropriate committee to consider, an 
fully consider, and report to this body the exact meth: 
calculated to accomplish a given and a necessary result. 

Let the Senate decide the question as it may as to wheth 
bill shall be referred or not, but if it is not referred, frec-sy, 
man as I am, in reference to this inevitable deficiency [ s) 
vote to put such a duty on sugar, raw and refined—and | 
to be a straight duty upon both, equal and alike—as will give 
solute assurance of furnishing the revenues necessary to m 
the demandsof the Government. No more than thisdo Id 
to say. 

Mr. MILLS. Before taking my seat I wish to state, as | | 
stated repeatedly here before,in the other House, and in 
country, that I am in favor of a tax on sugar, on coffee, on 
on tropical fruits, and on every article that does not com 
competition with anything that is produced in this country, 
eept the materials of manufacture. That I understand to be a 
tariff for revenue. I have taken that position everywhere. 

The only reagon why I would favor the repeal of the sugar 
tax now is that it would be going backward, and, as I said awhile 
ago, I do not want to go backward. It has been placed on the 
free list, and I do not want to go back and vote it on the duti- 
able list, nor do I advocate putting coffee and tea and those 
other things upon the dutiable list now; but if there was a ma- 
jority of this body and of the other body in perfect harm 
with my views, then I would construct a tariff, and in construct- 
ing that tarit I would put a tax on coffee and on tea, and! 
would put everything that is to be remanufactured on the free 
list, in order that we might produce our products at the lowest 
possible cost and drive all rivals before us in all the markets of 
the world. 

Mr. President, for the same reason I would put a tax on sugar, 
because nine dollars out of every ten would go into the Treasury 
and only one dollar out of évery ten would go into the private 

etof a protected producer; but when you put sugar on the 
e list, which was done in carrying out the Republican policy, 
thatrevenue shall be the incident and protection the principle, 
andthey put a heavy tax on woolen goods in order that nine do 
larsmight go into the pocket of the private producer wher 
dollar goes into the Treasury. 

For these reasons I would puta duty on sugar. But we aro 
not now constructing a Democratic tariff, a tariff for revenu 
and such a tariff as the industrial interests of these people re- 
quire. The time will come when we shall be engaged in tiat 
work here in this body, for, if 1am not mistaken in the public 
judgment and public eommon sense of this country, they a 
growing stronger in the faith that the best possible condition of 
the human family is that in which the God of nature pla 
them, every man to be free, and every man following his own 
pursuits of happiness in his own way, choosing his own occu) 
tion, and government existing alone for the purpose of securing 
him in the full enjoyment of those rights. 

Mr. GRAY. And of keeping the peace. 

Mr.MILLS. Yes. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, before this matter is disposed 
of, I wish to make one suggestion in respect to the course which 
may be, and I think ought to be, taken with this bill. But b:- 
fore doing so I will call a moment’s attention to the observ:- 
tions of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], witha view to 
correctone or two points to which he adduced facts, and of supple- 
menting what he said with some further facts in relation to the 

e of the revenve bill. Whenever we hear the charming 
eloquence of the Senator from Missouri we are captivated and 
enthralled for the time, and it is almost with difficulty that one 
is able to direct his attention to facts which are not presente! 
or reasons which have influenced the actions of others. 

The distinguished Senator from Missouri truly said that 4 
caucus of Democratic Senators was called, and that as the end 
of it the Finance Committee was required toreporta bill which 
should command the assent of 43 Democratic Senators; and ot 
least at that time it was hoped it would command the assent of 

Mr. President, let me call attention to the fact that the ca 
cus which charged the Finance Committee with that duty as 
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sembied long before the report of the Finance Committee was 
made to the Senate. The Finance Committee undertook to ex- 
ecute that behest. They did execute it so far as it was in 
their power todoso. If wecan understand the action they took, 
the fact that they reported a bill implied attempt to discharge 
the duty imposed upon them. 

The bill had come to the Senate on the 2dof February. It 
was not until the 20th of March, after weeks of labor, that the 
Finance Committee reported their bill. That bill was then en- 
titled to have had the support of a Democratic majority in the 
Senate. That bill was, as the Senator from Missouri said, a 
justifiable bill in its general features, while criticism might be 

assed upon some points in respect to it. We have been speak- 
ing of caucus action, and it is only fair to Democrats, of whose 
caucus so much has been told, to add that they voted in that 
caucus for free iron ore, and the bill reported to the Senate did 
not execute that vote. But upon the general behest to prepare 
a bill which should command a majority of the Senate, the com- 
mittee reported the bill with a duty upon iron ore as well as 
upon coal. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I beg the Senator's pardon, but he 
is entirely mistaken about the facts. There never was but one 
bill, except the bill which the House has accepted, prepared b 
the majority of the Finance Committee. That was a bill which 
I had a moment ago upon my table here, which proposed a duty 
uponcoal, butnot a duty uponiron ore. It provided a duty of 50 
cents upon coal and made iron ore free. I helped to make that 
bill and I know every word init. That bill was carried to the 
Democratic caucus on the morning we preparedit. The chair- 
manof thecommittee, the Senator from Indiana[Mr. VOORHEES), 
had called the Finance Committee together, and notice was 
served upon us of a caucus, 

That was the only bill that ever was presented to a caucus of 
Democratic Senators. I said nothing in my remarks about the 
lastone. The amendments had all been made and were sub- 
mitted. I spoke of the caucus at which we presented that bill 
with a duty of 50 cents on coal and with iron ore free. The bill 
is in print and the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] has it. 

Mr. VILAS. Let me understand the Senator from Missouri. 
Does he say that he spoke of a caucus after the Finance Com- 
mittee had reported the bill to the Senate? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no; before the bill was reported to the Sen- 
ate. There were two caucuses. The bill which I had upon my 
desk, and which was printed and put in the hands of each mem- 
ber of that caucus, had 50 cents duty on coal, and iron ore free, 
together with a specific duty on sugar, to which I referred this 
morning, commencing at 80° by the polariscopic test and going 
up one-fourth of a cent on the hundred. That was the only bill 
we presented until the bill which was accepted by the House of 
Representatives was reported from the committee. The Sena- 
tor has his dates and facts all wrong. 

The second caucus called was in regard to the Jones amend- 
ments to the bill as to which we took a vote in the caucus—I 
will say since the matter has been mentioned—upon iron ore, 
and the vote stood 18 to 18, if 1 remember. 

Mr. VILAS. I remember it as 19 to 17. 

Mr. VEST. I know the vote was very close. Then we were 
dismissed with the advice to make a bill which could be passed. 

Mr. VILAS. Has the Senator from Missouri the bill which 
was reported by the Finance Committee? 

Mr. VEST. [had ita few moments ago, and will procure it 
for the Senator. 

Mr. VILAS. I may be in error in respect to the report of the 
Finance Committee. It may be easily corrected iflam. Upon 
that point there ought to be no difference of statement although 
there is liable to be always a difference of remembrance in re- 
spect toa particular fact, which it will be easy enough to cor- 
rect if lam wrong. 

Mr. VEST. I now have the bill and will hand it to the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. VILAS (examining). This is not the bill as it was re- 
ported by the Finance Committee. 

Mr. VEST. It is the bill reported by thesubcommittee of the 
Committee on Finance; it is the caucus bill. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri and 
Lare not at difference. He is speaking of a bill which was 
printed as a mere tentative report of the subcommittee of the 
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Committee on Finance before the time when the caucus was | 
held. I was speaking of the bill which the Finance Committee | 
reported a long time—I shall not say how many days, for I do | 
not remember the d:ute of the caucus —but a long time after the | 


caucus, and the bill of the Finance Committee as reported 
first to the Senate, the only report the Finance Committee ever 
made, I am vefy sure contained a duty of 40 contsa ton on iron 


ore and a like duty on coal, although the caucus had previously | conference. 
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voted for free iron ore, and Senators about me confirm my re- 
membrance, 

Mr. VEST. That isa very different statement. 

Mr. VILAS. That is the identical statement which I made, 
and it was with reference to that bill that I was about to re- 
mark that if the Finance Committee discharged the duty im- 
posed upon them—and I think they did at that time faithfully 
and laboriously, and after great labor to do so—the duty then 
fell upon the Sénate tosupport them; itfell upon the \ 
here to accept the best solution which the Finance Committee 
had been able to make, at least, and pass the bill in the Senate. 

But, sir, all that faded away. Nothing came of it. Why? 
Because the action of the Financa Committee in the exeeution 
of the direction of the Democratic caucus was not aceepted by 
all professing Democrats. From the 20th of March to the 7ti 
of May,a period of forty-eight days, the bill was unfinished 
business in the Senate, talked about, filibustered ayainst, de 
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bated after a fashion which our rules permit under the name of 
debate, but not a step of advance was made. Why? Because 
the Finance Committee had not made a Democratic bill? No; 
it was for the reason given this morning both by the Senator 
from Missouri and the Senator from Texas, that there is no 
Democratic majority here so far as tariff reform is concerned, 
which would accept and follow the principles of the party as 
pressed by its constituted authorities in caucus 
Finance Committee. 

Then came the second caucus, as a result of which a long list 
of amendments were proposed. I do not wish to review what I 
said the other day upon that subject nor to repeat; but I desire 
to ask this of the distinguished Senator from Missouri, as an in- 
dependent fact which is necessary to my justification and to the 
justification of the Democratic members on this side of the Sen- 
ate. Lask himif it was his understanding that the result of 
that caucus in a request to support those amendments in the 
Senate was obligatory, or regarded as obligatory, upon members 
on this side of the Chamber after the time when that bill should 
pass the Senate and go into conference: 

Mr. VEST. Do you want an answer now? 

Mr. VILAS. I will thank the Senator to answer. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, my understanding is—I speak for 
myself alone—that as members of the Democratic party and the 
caucus we were to support those amendments. [ never under- 
stood that after we went into conference, and I was a member 
of that conference committee, that I could agree to nothing ex- 
cept those amendments. In other words, | considered it my 
duty to carry out the wishes of the Senate as expressed by their 
votes so far as possible consistent with securing a tariff bill, but 
no farther. If I had found that any of those amendments by be- 
ing modified could have secured the passage of any sort of a 
tariff reform bill, I should have been willing to modify th: 
and so expressed myself in conference. 

Mr. VILAS. I call attention to the fact that the Senator 
from Missouri did not quite answer the question which I havo 
put to him, but I have no doubt he will. I was not speaking of 
what might be his opinion of his duty as a member of the con- 
ference committee, but whether or not he understood that any 
oblization upon those who attended that caucus extended be 
yond the passage of tie bill in the Senate? 

Mr. VEST. I thoughtI answered that question. If I didnot, 
I shall doso. I did not think so. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator answers precisely as I thought he 
would. 

{ wish to observe another fact and ask the Senator another 
question, for I know, or I believe [ know, heagrees with me upon 
thatsubject. After the »mendments, known as the Jones amend 
ments, were reported and the bill was thereupon further debate! 
inCommittee of the Whole, there was a great number of amen 
ments proposed, and more than 60 distinct and important in 
creases of duty were placed upon that bill in Commitiece of th 
W hole; eleven different subjects that had been left upon the fr 
list after all previousaction were placed upon the dutiable |ist in 
Committee of the Whole. Now,! desire to ask the Senator from 
Missouri if it was not a common expression which he and other 
Senators of the Finance Committee made use of, which passed 
continually among Democratic Senators on this side of the Cham 
ber, that this bill was to be made in confe:ence and that none of 
those amendments were to be regarded as obligatory or binding 
upon us, but would be corrected f 





in conference? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, { will state frankly that my idea 
in regard to those amendments was that they were to be changed 
in conference if it were possible. There were a great many 
amendments put upon the bill, which I supposed we could after- 
wards get ria of in conference, and sume of them were put on 
with the distinct understanding that they could be changed in 
{ never understood that when we adopted those 
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amendments they were to remain there without regard to the exist between the Senator from Wisconsin and myself, I regret 
y E y ’ gret 


consequences upon the r:easure. The result in conference, as a 
matter of course, was governed by circumstances, about which 
I knew nothing and could have known nothing at that time. 

I agree with the Senator from Wisconsin, if f cadastend him, 
that there were amendments which were put on that we hoped 
to get rid of. I could name a great many of them that we hoped 
to get rid of in conference, but it so eventuated that we could 
not do it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think the Senator from Missouri 
ought to add inconnection with his statement that about that 
class of amendments there would have been no difficulty in cor- 
recting them in conference if other things could have been 
agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. That is true. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, one other thing ought to be 
understood here if we are having a plain talk about the facts, 
and that is that most of those amendments, if not all of them— 
no, perhaps not all, but nearly all—were made at the instance 
of Senators upon the other side of the Chamber, and were made 
with the expectation that they were not to be defended and 
fought for in conference, at least to someextent. Idonotknow 
as to what number of them that would be true, but it was true 
as to a considerable number. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator passes from that state- 
ment, I want to say that I had no such understanding as he now 
states. 

Mr. VILAS. I donot remember whether the Senator from 
Towa had any amendments made or not. 

Mr. ALLISON. I had one made, but I had no understanding 
tht it was to be surrendered at any time or under any circum- 
stances. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I have had no understandingsof 
the sort, but I am only speaking of reports and conversations 
current on this side of the Chamber. 

Now, I wish to draw attention to the facts, or to the inference 
which is properly to be drawn from these facts. And, first, let 
me observe that it isthe explanation of the votes that were given 
on this side of the Chamber by Senators who were ready to trust 
the Finance Committee in their leadership of this bill, but who, 
except for their confidence in a justification by the final result, 
would have been er ape to have gone on assenting to those 
amendments, I think all of them, or nearly all of any great sig- 
nificance. 

Take the amendments that were put on in reference to wool. 
I wish I had at hand the documents by which I could show the 
eect of those amendments. The Senate would never have 
accepted them. 

I do not care to attack the bill which has passed; I do notcare 
to carry forward fora moment any controversy among ourselves; 
‘Let the dead Past bury its dead;” but, sir, I can not permit the 
statements which have been made to go without calling atten- 
tion to these very important and significant facts upon which 
turns the justification of Democratic Senators on this side, men 
who have been sincere and honest in their belief that this sys- 
tem of taxation, which has failed so far of redress, is an intent 
and an injustice upon the people of the United States. 

I wish right here to make another remark, for the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. VEST], I am sorry to say, felt it permissible 
to cast some animadversions upon the President. Just these 
facts here disclosed, and the others stated by the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. JONES] and the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
HARRIS] some days ago, completely exonerate the President 
from any obligation to the Senate bill, and that ought to be told 
as it has been now pay told. He constantly expressed his 
wish and hope that the bill when made in conference, as it was 
to be made, as it was expected to be made, by Democratic con- 
ferees in fidelity to Democratic principles, would carry to the 
extent claimed the principle of free raw materials. 

The Senator from Missouri began by saying ths President 
accused the Senate of party perfidy. e lette: does not bear 
that interpretation. 

The President spoke only to a conferee n the part of the 
House, in a private letter, a conferee who had been foremost in 
chempionship of the cause of free raw matevials, when he said 
that in that particular conjuncture of affairs to abandon that 
cause would be party perfidy and party dishonor. He did not 
= it to him in personal terms, but simply said that the aban- 

onment of the cause would be such perfidy and dishonor. There 
was no accusation of the Senator from Missouri, and I am aston- 
ished and regret that he should assume to believe that he could 
be accused of party perfidy or party dishonor by reason of any 
effort which he made here to pass the bill through the Senate, 
or that any other man, who has been so honestly and zealously 
laboring to bring about that result, could be so accused. 

Mr. HARRIS. In view of the most kindly relations which 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





Aveust 15, 





to interrupt him; but he stated a few minutes since that the 
Democratic Senators had trusted the Finance Committee, and [| 
beg to know whether he meant to be understood as saying that 
the committee had in any sense, to any extent, or in any way 
ae the trust which the Democratic Senators reposed in 
them? 

Mr. VILAS. I will presently speak to the point to which the 
Senator from Tennessee calls attention. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will wait patiently until it suits the conve- 
nience of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. VILAS. I was not speaking with the view of accusing 
members of the Finance Committee—— e 

Mr. HARRIS. Idid not quite understand the Senator's refer. 
ence to the trust which the Democratic Senators had reposed 
inthe committee, and then I thought he somewhat complained 
of their action. 

Mr. VILAS. No; I did not. What Iwas saying was that the 
members of the party on this side of the Chamber did place 
their trust in the Finance Committee and its leadership, and 
therefore they voted, asthey did in special and particular cases, 
against the principles they would have supported or what the 
principles they supported would have required of them. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Wisconsin willallow me, 
I will state that the Democratic members of the Finance Com- 
mittee did the same thing under the absolute necessities which 
confronted them. 

Mr. VILAS. Yes,sir; precisely. I made that statement with 
a view of explaining the basis of our action. 

Iam going to make a remark in respect to the way in which 
the bill was passed. The Senator from Missouri asked if anyone 
in the Senate believed that the Wilson bill would have passed the 
Senate. I am perfectly sincere in saying that I donot. I have 
not believed it. If I had believed it I should not have consented 
to a single amendment increasing a duty above that reported by 
the Wilson bill, and I should have been glad to have had many 
duties lower than the Wilson bill provided. 

To the point to which the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. H Ar- 
RIS] called my attention I will make this observation. Those 
Senators assigned to conference failed to agree with the House 
conferees. Ido not know, except as I have heard shadowy re- 
ports outside, and some statements by conferees, what took place 
or why they failed toagree. I do not know upon what basis our 
expections for a better bill were disappointed, except that the 
Senator from Missouri has said that it was because the con- 
ferees believed they could pass nothing else through the Senate. 

I have but one criticism upon that, and that criticism I desire 
to make openly and plainly, since the Senator from Tennessee 
has called my attention to the matter. I by no means impute to 
him or to any of these honorable gentlemen any motive differ- 
ent from that which ought to govern a man of honor, but I do 
not believe they ought to have subjected all of us to the conse- 

uences of that fear without giving it a trialin the Senate. 
There is the point which I make. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me 
foramoment? My answer tothe suggestion of the Senator is 
this. When I wasinformed by individuals who had the power 
to defeat the passage of the bill as originally reported by the 
Senate committee or as it came from the other House, and | 
was informed that it could pass and could only pass by certain 
concessions, and in good faith we agreed to make those conces- 
sions in order to harmonize and unify the elements necessary to 
its passage and thereby acquired power to pass the bill, which is 
a vast improvement upon the existing law, though not what the 
Democratic members of the Finance Committee would have de- 
sired, and not what the majority of the Democrats on this side 
of the Chamber would have desired, does the Senator from 
Wisconsin assume that having entered upon such an agreement 
and it having been carried out in good faith by the other side, 
we were at liberty to throw it off, ignore and abandon it be- 
cause it was not exactly consistent with our views? If he does, 
he and I entertain very different opinions as to the obligations 
of an honorable agreement. 

Mr. VILAS. I do pot pelieve—— 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to 
make a statement? 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to make one observation. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator's pardon, but I should like to 
make a statement. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to make an answer to the Senator 
from Tennessee first, and then I will give way. 

I desire very particularly to state, and I may refer here to 
the friendly and pleasant personal reiations between the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee and myself, which I am sure will not be 
broken by any difference between us in respect to what our 
duty requires of us in the Senate—— 
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Mr. HARRIS. I certainly hope not. 

Mr. VILAS. That from my intimate knowledge of his char- 
acter I could conceive of no such thing as his abandoning or 
preaking an agreement; and [ do not believe that the Senator 
from Tennessee imagines that I would either do it myself or 
would suspect it of him. 

Mr. VEST. Now, if the Senator from Wisconsin will permit 
me, I thought I had stated clearly this morning, but perhaps it 
was obscurely stated, that the ditficulty all the time between ths 
House conferees and the Senate conferees consisted in the fact 
that the House conferees seemed to think, like the Senator from 
Wisconsin, that we exaggerated the obstacles in the way of 
passing in the Senate any bill that might be reported from the 
conference. Finally, all the Senate conferees agreed in the offer 
to the House conferees that we would come back and submit to our 
respective Houses the disagreement between us and allow the 
respective bodies to vote upon those disagreements. 

We repeatedly stated to the House conferees, “If you doubt 
our judgment in regard to this matter, all of us being anxious 
to pass a tariff bill, let us go back to the Senate and report the 
action we have taken, and the fact that we are unable to agree, 
and let the Senate instruct us;” and they refused to allow us to 
doit. Finally,speaking for myself alone, I said to the House 
conferees, ‘‘ Write out your report; I will not even read it. I 
will sign it and go back to the Senate and take the result, and 
you gentlemen can then be satisfied whether we are fighting a 
shadow or whether we understand the real condition of affairs 
among our colleagues.” 

There never was & more unjust statement than that made by 
the Senator from Wisconsin. We exhausted every proposition 
in order to get the bill back into the Senate, to report a dis- 
agreement, to — a general disagreement, to report what we 
had done, and then report specifically what we had disagreed 
about. They said, ‘‘ No; we have the power to prevent any such 
report, and it can not be made.” 

Mr. VILAS. If the Senator from Missouri will add that the 
conferees on the part of the Senate offered to the House confer- 
ees to make any report which they thought they would be will- 
ing to intrust to the chances of passing and that the conferees 
on the part of the Senate would agree to such a report being 
made, certainly there can be no criticism in respect to it. But 
Ido not understand from the statement which the Senator has 
made that that was offered on the part of the Senate conferees, 
but that it was only an expression of personal willingness on his 
part. 

Mr. VEST. I stated distinctly that the Senate conferees 
offered to report a disagreement, a general disagreement or a 
report of the progress we had made in agreeing, and then the 

ts on which we disagreed, and let the Senate vote upon it. 
eof course did not say to the conferees as a body ‘‘ Make out 
your report and we will — itand go tothe Senate.” That 
would have been absurd, although for myself I was willing to 
come here with any report at all, in order to show the world that 
the House did not understand the situation and that we did. 

Mr. VILAS. I haveno desire to enter intoany criticism upon 
the action of the Senate conferees. I desire only to state the 
justification for our action during the progress of the bill on this 
side of the Chamber. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HaR- 
RIS] invited me, impliedly, to state what I thought about it, and 
I felt bound todo it. I can only say this, in further justification 
of the remark, that I myself am not happy under the idea that 
there is or was some specter, undefinable, intangible, unnam- 
able, that should have frightened the Senate and the House of 
Representatives into the acceptance of a bill with all those sixty 
amendments put on hereas in Committee of the Whole, in super- 
addition to those which were reported by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. JONES], and which we undertook to pass into con- 
ference with hope of improvement there. 

Mr. President, Ido not peiover to prolong any discussion of the 
methods by which the bill was passed. I know, and do not ques- 
tion, the personal honor of the men who were especially en- 
gaged in trying to pass the bill. Criticism can be made, expla- 
nation of the position which the rest of us were placed in can be 
made, without any imputation of that kind upon any of them. 
We are not talking here of personal action. e are talking of 
party ao the maintenance of party principles; and I am 
sure the Senator from Missouri will not claim, whatever may be 
the gain of the bill that has passed over the McKinley law, that 
it comes near to being the fulfillment of the pledges of the Dem- 
ocratic party to the people, which we hope yet to meet in time. 

Iam unwilling to let it go, asthe Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
ni stated in his speech, that we are settling the tariff 
measure for twenty years by the passage of this bill. Iam not 
willing to let it go that this meets my sense of obligation asa 

mocrat, my sense of obligation as the servant of mocrats, 


who has often appealed to the people to support these measures 


of tariff reform. It is true something has beon gained. I do 
most profoundly hope that it is more than I have supposed it to 
be from the examination I have made. 

I wish it had been vastly more than it is; and while I agree 
that tho Wilson bill could not have been passed, I can not yet 
discharge myself from the belief that something better could 
have been done than what we have done. Yet in that I am 
perhaps unsupported by the opinions of others; it may be merely 
an erroneous individual belief. At all events the Senate in its 
majority and the House of Representatives have acknowledged 
the justification of fear, and the bill has been therefore passed. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Wisconsin a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Is the Senator from Wisconsin of the opinion 
that the Wilson bill, so called, as it passed the House, wasa bill 
which presented to the country a measure of full tariff reform as 
he and I understand tariff reform? 

Mr. VILAS. No, sir; I wish it had. I myself would have 
been far better pleased to have seen the bill come from the House 
of Representatives constructed on the principle on which the 
Walker tariff of 1846 stood. Iwould have been far better pleased 
to have seen a bill brought here which was everything that a 
Democrat could wish for. I believe it would have had a better 
chance of passage. Oh, no, Mr. President, let us have no mis- 
understanding on that matter. The Democratic party has lost 
such an opportunity, it seems to me, as in the providence of 
ie offered to man or parties but seldom in the history of the 
world. 

While Ilament it, while I feel, and do notattempt to conceal my 
regret, that we have not done more, I by no means undertake 
thereby to say that we have not done much. The Democratic 
party in the nation understand by this time, I believe, the situ- 
ation in which we stood. I hope they understand the paralysis 
which the rules of the Senate give it in the power of any minor- 
ity to inflict upon its action. I hope they understand by this 
time with what constancy of effort, with what humiliation, al- 
most, we have bowed our necks in faithful desire to pass a bill 
that will give them as much relief as it was possible for us to 
obtain from those who were preventing so far as they could the 
passage of any bill. Upon that belief, upon that bspe, [ stand 
alone for justification before my countrymen for having contrib- 
uted to a union of effort by support of some duties that I never 
could have justified except because thus, and thus only, could we 
gainanything fromthe enemy intrenched in power and possession. 

I have been led into extending the observations that I desired 
to make, preliminarily towhat | wishspecially to urge, much be- 
yond what I originally intended. It seems to me that now is 
the opportunity for us. The Senate, if we can judge by the ex- 
pression elicited when the first conference report was under dis- 
cussion, is not, on either side of it, ready to defend a special and 
particular duty in favor of the sugar trust. We are now given 
the opportunity to deal with it, and no longer does the safety of 
the tariff bill, with all its various features of beneficence, stand 
involved in the attempt to correct the iniquitous advantages 

iven to that great trust. Let us, therefore, take up the pend- 

ng bill, and if we can not remove the duty upon sugar, let us 
amend the measure and place the duty upon sugar where it 
ought to be. 

Mr.GRAY. A revenue duty. 

Mr. VILAS. A revenue duty upon sugar, without one single 
particle of gift to a great monopoly, and above all things with- 
out winning the hand of corporate greed with any of the great 

wers of government to levy taxes upon every home and every 
amily in this land. 

It is easy to deal with this subject. We need no reference of 
the bill to the Finance Committee. The Senator from Missouri, 
himself a member of the Finance Committee, has well expressed 
that. We need no further incubation out of the Senate. 

Right here, under the light of day and the witness of all who 
may assemble to observe our action, let us take the bill, and 
leaving the duty on sugar as a revenue duty or fixing it where 
you will, let us eliminate from it, by suitable amendment, all 
these advantages given to the sugar-trust monopoly, and send 
it back to the House of Representatives. And I aver my belief 
that when that action shall be taken there will be acry of re- 
joicing from the people of this country from one end to the 
other, not Democrats alone, but Republicans as well, that at 
last their great Government, their Congress with its two 
Houses, is not the servile dependent of a sugar trust or any 
other monopoly in the land. 

Mr. President, was a motion made for the present considera- 
tion of this bill, or was it withdrawn? 

Mr. BERRY. I made the motion, and I did not withdraw it. 
I made the motion that the Senate now proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 


| 
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Mr. VILAS. Then that motion was made before the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will answer the inquiry 
of the Senator from Wisconsin, if he desires. 

Mr. VILAS. Ifthe Senator from Arkansas has not answered it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not hear the remark 
of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY. I stated to the Senator from Wisconsin that I 
made a motion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill now on the table, calling it bynumber. Thereupon the 
Senator from Tennessee moved to refer the bill to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that under 
the rules the motion of the Senator from Tennessee takes prece- 
dence. The rule can be read if there is any question about it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr, President—— 

Mr. VILAS. I yield to the Sena‘or from Oregon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Wisconsin whether, in the event the motion to refer the 
bill to the Committee on Finance should fail, he favors the pas- 
sage of the bill as it came from the other House, or whether he 
proposes to put some kind of a duty upon sugar? 

Mr, VILAS. Mr. President, I have no concealment of my 
opinions on this subject. Sugar isa fair subject for a revenue 
duty, and when that duty shall be laid in fair and moderate 
measure so that none but the Treasury of the United States 
shall derive the gain which comes from it except so far as it is 
impossible to withhold incidental protection to the fields of ag- 
riculture, I have no doubt the people of the United States will 
willingly and cheerfully pay it. They will gladly pay it rather 
than be bestridden by this Man of the Sea. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator will allow me, I 
will say, with all deference, that is hardly an answer to my ques- 
tion. Tom in favor of the passage of the bill as it came from 
the other House. I am not in favor of the passage of a bill put- 
ting any kind of a duty on sugar, and my vote on the motion to 
refer might be influenced somewhat if I werefully advised as to 
the intention of parties on the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. VILAS. Ido not know what may be the opinionof others 
on the subject. Formy own partI think a revenue duty on sugar 
isproper. I would, however,rather than have the trust profit to 
the extent of millions, abandon sugar as a subject of revenue 
duty. But I do not think it is necessary to take that course in 
order to relieve ourselves. We may obliterate from the law the 
differential duties in favor of this gigantic monopoly and leave 
a revenue duty that shall give no protection but that which will 

‘o to a class of people who, as a whole, pay the tariff duties and 
do not enjoy them—the agricultural class of the country. 

Therefore I was about to make a remark, but the President of 
the Senate anticipated me. I thought that a motion to take up 
a bill for consideration was not debatable, and therefore when 
it was made, except debate proceeded by unanimous consent, it 
was necessary that a vote should be immediately taken upon it. 

Me. FAULKN ER. If the Senator from Wisconsin will per- 
mit me, I will state that a motion could not be made to take up 
the bill until it has reached the Calendar, but before it reached 
the Calendar the Senator from Tennessee intervened with a mo- 
tion to refer, which takes precedence in that way, and the mo- 
tion to refer is debatable. 

Mr. VILAS. Can a debatable motion be made upon the top 
of a nondebatable motion, and thus debate be opened? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The order of precedence of motions is laid 
down in the rule. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that 
the motion to refer takes precedence of the other motion, and is 
the first motion in order. 

Mr. VILAS. Ido not conceive that it makes any difference 
in what order we vote, so that there is an intelligent under- 
standing of what we mean to do. If we vote to refer the bill 
(and I mean no imputation at all upon the Finance Committee 
when I say it) I think we vote to do what the distinguished mem- 
ber of that committee who sits near me [Mr. VEST] said we 
thereby should to bury it or hide it, or put it beyond possibility 
of immediate action at the present session of Congress. There- 
fore, those who are willing to make this effort to take off the 
tentacles of this gigantic sugar truss from the Senate and the 
people of the county wil! vote against a reference and in favor 
of the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Before the Senator from Wisconsin sits 
down, a8 my mind is leaning in the direction of voting in favor 
of thse motion of the Senator from Tennessee, and yet I stand 
very much on the line he has been discussing, I sheuld like him 
to state to the Senate in a way to satisfy me that a vote to refer 
means the killing of this bill. By what authority, after the 
declaration of the Senator from Tennessee, does the Senator 
make that statement to the country? I understeod the Senator 
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from Tennessee to say that he would call the committes 
gether at once, and if there was any question about the mat; 
the political division being equal inthe committee, if it diyiga, 
on party lines, within one hour after that division he would ea. 
that the Democrats had a majority of the committee. Now. af; - 
that statement, upon what authority does the Senator from W 
consin state that there will be no action by the committee? | 

Mr. VILAS. Ido not make that statement upon autho;; 
though if I sought to obtain it the distinguished Senator /,<) 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] is sufficient authority to justify the opiy. 
ion. But upon avery few circumstances or reasons, which , 
be readily presented, I base thatidea. If it is necessary fo, 
bill to go to the Finance Committee at all, after the month 
instruction which we have had hereby our mutual debate, j¢ ;, 
necessary that it should go there for some time; it is necess,g 
that it should go there for reflection and study, perhaps ara; 
to struggle with the idea whether the bill can be passed or yo 
or what amendment is necessary topass it. Thatwill take timo. 
The moment we fail to act on this measure, that mome: 
shall see our quorum disappear and our power to dispose of j: 
at all at the present session willgo withit. Now, while ' 
the Senate present, a Senateinstructed in this business, able to 
“— with it to-day as well as to-morrow, withoutas well as afte, 
a Finance Committee's report, let us proceed to deal with 1 
subject and discharge our obligation to the country. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, if no other gentleman 
on the other sideof the aisle desires to unfold thesecrets of that 
great charnel house know as the Democratic party, I move t 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the Senator will allow an executiy 
sion and withdraw his motion. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Very well. 

Mr. CALL, I hope neither motion will be insisted upon 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. 0. 
TOWLS, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agr 
to the second report of the committee of conference on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of tho Sen- 
ate to the bill (A. R. 5575) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending J une 
30, 1895, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 21) 
to continue the provisions of existing laws providing temporar'! 
for the expenditures of the Government. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker ofthe Ho 
had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolutions: and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 2303 to authorize the construction of a bridge a 
the Contentnea Creek, at Grifton, Lenoir County, N. C., 
establish it as a post-road; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 96) to extend the charter of the M 
land and Washington Railway Company; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 217) to continue the provisions o 
existing laws providing temporarily for the expenditures of tl 
Government. 

OFFICERS OF THE ARMY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to: 
resolution of the Senate of July 24, 1894, information as to the 
percentage of the enlisted men, noncommissioned and commis- 
sioned officers of the regular Army of the United States who ar 
aliens, and what percentage are citizens of the United States by 
birth or naturalization; which, with the accompanying papers 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and orde: 
to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DOLPH. With theconsent of the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON], I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Oregon to withdraw that 
motion while I ask the consideration by the Senate of a resolu- 
tion which was reported adversely by the Committee on Con- 
tingent Expenses. 

Mr. DOLPH. Very well. ; 

Mr. BERRY. I shall have to object to the consideration 0! 
the resolution the Senator from Florida desires tocall up. | 
want to have the question determined whether we are going ‘0 
settle this free-sugar proposition before any other thing is inte’ 
jected intoit. Iam compelled, therefore, to object to the con- 
sideration of the resolution. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the resolu- 
tion called up by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I renew my motion. 
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Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Nebraska yielded to me a 


Mr. DOLPH. Isimply desire to say that the motion I made 


moment ago that I might move that the Senate proceed to the | has no reference whatever to the pending measure. The Sen- 


consideration of executive business. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have no objection to that. 
an executive session. 

Mr. GRAY. ILask for the yeas and nays on the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness, upon which the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to eall the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ nay,” and Isuppose he would vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 7 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon]. I transfer 
my pair to the junior Senator from South Carolina {Mr. IRBy], 
and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama |Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. WALSH (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Nebraska (Mr. ALLEN]. 
present T should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PLATT. Mycolleague [Mr. HAWLEY] is paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], I believe. 

Mr. FAULKNER (after having voted in the negative). Idid 
not know that the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]had 
left the Chamber. He said he would leave some time to-day. 

Mr. PLATT. He has gone. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Under those circumstances, I withdraw 
my vote. 

Mtr. BLANCHARD. I am paired with the senior Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. MCMULLAN]. Having ascertained that if 
he were present he would vote “yea,” [ will vote. I vote 
“ ea. ? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I was requested to announce that the 
Senator from Minnesota |Mr. Ww 
Senator from Kansas {[Mr. MARTIN]. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the negative). I voted 
“nay,” but [am paired with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN], who I see is not present and has not voted. I will trans- 
fer my pair with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to the 
Senator from Indiana | Mr. VOORHEES]. 

Mr. PASCO. 
paired with the Senator from Montana |Mr. POWER]. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I suggest to the Senator from Penn- 
syivania [Mr. QUAY], who is paired with the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MorGAN], that we transfer our respective pairs. 

Mr. QUAY. Lhave no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. QUAY. I vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. CALL. 
PROCTOR], but with the privilege of voting on this question. I 
therefore vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MARTIN. lam paired with the Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 34; as follows: 


I yield for 


If he were 


YEAS—18. 
Aldrich, Davis, Manderson, Quay, 
Allison, Doi Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Blanchard Gallinger, Patton, Smith. 
Caffery, Higgins, Perkins, 
Chandler, Kyle, Plats, 

NAYS—H. 
Bate, Dubois, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Berry, George, Lindsay, Roach, 
Blackburn, Gibson, McLaurin, Stewart, 
Brice, Gray, Milis, Turpie, 
Call, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Camden, Harris, Palmer, Vilas, 
Carey, Hill, Pasco, White. 
Cockrell, Hunton, ‘fier, 
Coke, Jarvis, Pettigrew, 

NOT VOTING—33. 

Allen, Gorman, Martin, Teller, 
Butler, Hale, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Hawley, Morrill, Walsh, 
Cullom, Hoar, Murphy, Washburn, 
Daniel, Irby, Power, Wilson, 
Dixon, Jones, Ney Pro/aox, Wolcott. 
Faulkner, Lodge, Pugh, 
Frye, MeMiilan, Sherman, 
Gordon, McPherson, Squire, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


I am paired 


fam paired with | pill and for most of the amendments, and I accept the distinct 


| responsibility of having done so. 
| here for any vote I gave. 


ASHBURN] is paired with the | 


The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] is | 








ator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] was about to move an 
adjournment. There was someexecutive business thatI thought 
should be transacted, and obtaining his consent, | moved an ex- 
ecutive session. [f it is the desire of the Senate to discuss the 

nding measure I shall certainly be very glad to have it done, 
and if I get « chance to vote upon the House bill relating to sugar, 
I shall vote for the bill as it came from the other House. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask unanimousconsent for the present con- 
sideration of House bill 5645, which is a bridge bill. 

Mr. BERRY. I object to any bill called up by any: 
the sugar matter is disposed of. 
pending motion. 


me mtil 
Let us have a vote on the 


FREE SUGARS, ETC. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee | Mr. Harrts] to refer 
to the Committee on Finance the bill (H. R. 7971) to exempt from 
duty sugars, molasses, etc. 

Mr. PALMER. As the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] 
declines to allow the consideration of the bill [ wished to call up, 
I will for a few moments turn my attention to the consideration 
of what might be fairly called the pending measure. 

The tariff bill now in the hands of the President received the 
vote of every Democratic Senator except the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Hii]. Itisa Democratic measure. I voted for that 


I have no apologies to make 
Whatever apologies or explanations 


| I may hereafter undertake to make, I will make tothose towhom 


| tariff for revenue only. 
Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. | 





Iam responsible. 1 voted as in Committee of the Whole for 

nearly all the amendments. I voted for the bill on its final pas- 
y $ >) 

sage in this body. Iam, I repeat, responsible for my votes, and 

Iam surprised that Senators decline that proper responsibility. 

Mr. President, I am not a party leader, and lam glad that I 

am not. I have been a soldier in a very small way, and I have 


| read something of military history. Napier,in the marvelous 


account he gives of the Peninsula campaign, says that the cry 
of save yourself was never heard in the English army, but he 
says that in the French army the French expression equivalent 
to it was often heard. I have never on any occasion used the 
cry, ‘‘save yourself,” or “‘save myself.” I voted for the meas- 
ure with my Democratic friends, and whatever responsibilities 
may result from it I accent without the slightest hesitation. 

I do not regard the billas perfect. It is obnoxious to some of 


| the objections which have been urged by Democratic Senators: 


but T shall expect to hear those objections sufficiently urged 
within ashort time by those who are opposed to the bill. I am 
not disposed to furnish them any material myself, if I could do 
so. Even though my humble sharemight be beneficial to them, 
I am not disposed to vouch it now. All that can be said for the 
bill is that itis a very great improvement over the law which 
it is to supersede, and that is glory enough. 

We talk about the pledgezof the Democratic party dnring the 
last campaign. What were those pledges? So far as lam con- 
cerned, the pledge I made to the people was to exert myself to 
secure the best possible tariff bill, based upon the principle of a 
That the bill which has been passed 
falis short of the perfect realization of that purpose may be ad- 


| mitted, but we have done what we could in that direction. 


Neither do I agree with gentlemen who say that there is not 
a Democratic majority in the Senate. Thereis. I know of no 
authority toimpose any cast-iron rule upon Democratic Senators 
or Democrats in either public or private life. 

Gentlemen here have presented their opinions, they have 
urged them, and they have stood by them. The majority mem 
bers of the Committee on Finance exerted themselves wit! 
fidelity to principle, with a devotion to the opinions of the ma- 
jority of the Senate to an extent that is worthy of all praise. 
They accomplished the very best possible results, and what more 
can be expected? They have simply expressed the views of tho 
Democrats in this body. It is true our private opinions were 
expressed to them. [t was their task to have a bill passed 
which would be the best possible approximation to a perfect bili 
in the conceptionof those who claim to be masters of the science, 
They had done that. 

It is true my eloquent friend from Wisconsin [Mr. V1LAs]says 
an offering has been made to the sugar trust. Mr. President, 
this is not the first time it has been done. Letthe act thatwill 
be superseded by the bill just passed be examined and it will be 
found that there are large concessions in it to special interests. 
In the canvasses that have occurred since 1890 we nave charged 
it, and we have demonstrated it. That the bill recently passed 


should have a particular blemish is not surprising. Special in- 
terests have great power. 
I return again to the original proposition. 


We have dore the 
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very best that could be done. Think of the condition in which 
we were placed. I repeat that it isa Democratic measure. The 
Democratic party is entitled to all the credit that can possibly 
be derived from it. The Democratic party must accept all the 
blame. 

Mr. President, I have made it the rule of my life never to com- 
a. publicly at least. Whatever little private swearing I may 

ave done on my own account, I have never complained of that 
which I intended to submit to. I must confess that my party 
leaders with their needless confessions, I think, with their 
gratuitous confessions of imperfections in the bill are going far 
beyond the wisdom that should characterize party leaders. 

Mr. President, I think this is about what I wish to say in this 
connection. I have no disposition, I may remark by the way, 
to go into the history of party controversies over this question. 
I doubt the wisdom of these disclosures; I doubt the propriety 
of these discussions of what took place before the conference 
committee. I am sure so far they have done no good, and I am 
sure that neither of the gentlemen who represented the Demo- 
cratic side of the Senate have‘any reason to suppose a defense 
of their conduct is in any possible sense necessary. They need 
no defense; and whatever they have said in defending them- 
selves or any explanation they have made I think is the re- 
sult of extreme sensibility, because I think that we know and 
the country knows how faithfully and earnestly they have ex- 
erted themselves to secure tho best a. result. The con- 
ference committee knew yery well what the di’Sculties were; 
the conference committee recognized them, and it dealt fairly 
with us and dealt fairly with the conferees on the part of the 
House of Representatives. The result has been realized so far 
as our votes go. 

I say all these measures are to be tested not by any absolute 
rule. I wish I could get some cast-iron mode, some cast-iron form 
of a tariff bill. I should like to see the production even in mere 
delineation. ‘hese measures are good or bad as they are com- 
pared with what precedes or what may follow. The Senator 
from Missouri ‘dep enumerated the great results which have 
been accomplished when we have struck at the foundation of the 
whole doctrine of protection. 

Mr. President, the abolition of the tariff on wool is of itself a 
triumph. I hope my friends will allow me to say that it used 
to be said in Illinois before the war and during the war that if 
a man had an interest in a negro, however small, it necessarily 
made him sympathize with the Southern Confederacy; and wool 
has been the very type, the shibboleth of protection. We have 
step after step aixtchen it down; we have destroyed that method 
by which the protectionists have captured the farmers of the 


est. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Would it interrupt the Senator if I were 
to call his attention toa little matter in that connection? 

Mr. PALMER. Not inthe slightest. Nothing ever disturbs 


me. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Here isa dispatch from Ottawa, Ontario, 
dated August 14, which says: 

At last we Canada wool men will have an opportunity of selling our goods 
in the United States. For the past eighteen months we have had to grin 
and bear it; now we have a chance of getting even. 

Does the Senator think that removing the tariff on wool and 
permitting the woolgrowers of Ontario to take possession of our 
markets will help the farmers of the United States? 

Mr. PALMER. I have an answer to the Senator from New 
Hampshire that does not cost me aneffort. If the Canadians 
will bring their woolens into Illinois and sell them cheaper than 
the manufacturers of New England, in God’s name let them 
come. 

Mr. GALLINGER. This is in reference to raw wool. 

Mr. PALMER. Let them bring in the raw wool. 

_ GALLINGER. And blot out the sheep industry of Ili- 
nois? 

Mr. PALMER. Never. That is one of the humbugs of this 
whole controversy. It has been argued again and again that 
sheep can not be raised without some protection, some help. 
The sheep industry would be benefited by cheap wool. 

Mr. GALLINGER, If the Senator will allow me—I do not 
wish “© trespass upon his time—if wool is raised in Canada and 
brougit into Illinois, and if woolen goods are manufactured in 
Canada and brought into Illinois and displace both wool and the 
woolen manufactures in Illinois, how are the people of Illinois 
to be benefited by that? Will they not be damaged? 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator says ‘‘if.” If the Senator will 
affirm that those things Will certainly follow, then I shall con- 
tradict him as emphatically as politeness will allow. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is what this telegram from Ontario 
says. Will the Senatoralso permit me to read astatement from 
= = consulsin Scotland covering substantially the same 
matter 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


AUGUST 15, 


Mr. PALMER. I shall consider it as having been read, as | 
understand it covers the same matter. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Very well; I shallread it in my owntime 
when I get the opportunity. 

‘ Mr. PALMER. It will afford me the greatest satisfaction 
ear it. 

Mr. President, the age of humbug is rapidly passing away 
| and the day has passed in this country when people can be do. 

ceived by this humbug protection. It is claimed that wool can 

not be raised without protection, and the same claim has been 

made for every other product. One of the successesof the tarif 

bill recently passed is in the destruction of that miserable de- 
lusion which has kept the sheep-growers of the West attached 
to the protectionist ty. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Illinois kindly allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. PALMER. With the greatest satisfaction in the world, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is the Senator now approving, defending, 
or opposing the bill which has surreptitiously passed recently jn 
regard to the tariff? 5 

Mr. PALMER. Am I approving it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; or is the Senator opposing it? I do 
not understand exactly what the Senator’s position is? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Or apologizing for it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oris the Senator apologizing for it? 

Mr. PALMER. I shall answer that question so fully that the 
Senator, even though he is from Rhode Island, in my opinion 
can noterr. I sperere the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Which one? 

Mr. PALMER. Imean the bill inthe hands of the President. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not know whether the Senator meant 
the bill which is now pending or the one which has been passed. 

Mr. PALMER. I think the Senator is not quite so ignorant 
as he professes to be. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thereisabillon the table for putting barbed 
wire on the free list. 

Mr. PALMER. LIapprove that, because it also provides for 
the free admission of the material of which barbed wire is made 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Illinois, then, 
approves both bills. One puts barbed wire on the free list and 
the other puts a duty upon it; and yet the Senator approves both, 

Mr. PALMER. r. President, Ido approve both as stated. 
[Laughter.] Iapprove them upon the principle that I had rather 
take a cup of coffee than a dose of salts. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Which is the cup of coffee and which is the 
dose of salts? 

Mr. PALMER. The McKinley law is the dose of salts. 
Senator ought to know that without being told. 

I have said already that the value of such measures is to be 
determined by comparison. I have said that I approve the bill 
now before the President. I regard it as one not perfect, but 
one which admits of improvement. I should regard the bill 
proposing toabrogate the duty uponsugarasagreatimprovement. 

Mr. BUTLER. Did the Senator ever know of a tariff 
which could not be improved? I have never seen one which 
could not. 

Mr. PALMER. I have just asked fora cast-iron form of a 
tariff bill, or the picture of it. I should regard the barbed- 
wire bill as an improvement; I should regard the bill proposing 
to remove the duty upon iron as an improvement; I should re- 

ard the bill removing the duty upon coal as an improvement, 

ut, with all that, I regard the bill as it is as an infinite im- 
provement over the law which it proposes to repeal. By its pro- 
visions we get rid of the infamy of a bounty on sugar. 

There is nothing in the history of legislation so indicative of 
corruption, and never was an attempt made by any party in the 
world to corrupt a whole section such as was the imposition of 
the sugar bounty of 1890. Look at it; think of the effect of it. 
I speak not now of the Louisana Senators; I speak of the Popu- 
lists. The Populists, as I understand them, are free traders, 
are in sympathy with us, and yet the bounty upon sugar has 
embarrassed those gentleman to an extent which is pitiable. 
Although there were improvements, changes in the tariff much 
to their advantage, yet they were—I shall not say bribed, | 
shall not say corrupted, but yet they cling to this miserable 
bounty, and their known opposition to this bill has been one o! 
the embarrassments which stood in the way of its final passage. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senatorfrom Illinois allow me just one 
word: 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. KYLE. I wish to say for the Populist Senators in this 
Chamber that they are in favor of fulfilling every moral con- 
tract made by the United States Government with the humblest 
of its citizens. That is their position. 

Mr. PALMER. Does my friend from South Dakota put that 
upon the ground of contract alone? 
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Mr. KYLE. Upon the ground of contract alone. Ab initio 
[am not in favor of the oe system. : 

Mr. PALMER. The question of ethics involved in this is 
one which I shall not now discuss; but I think my friends the 
Populists are & good deal like other people; they insist upon 
the absolute and perfect fulfillment of every bargain where they 
pave the long end of it. (Laughter.) But I doubt, with great 
respect to my friend, whether they would have been so consci- 
entious about a bargain which operated in favor of other people. 

It can be said with equal confidence that manufacturing es- 
tablishments have been constructed in New England, in New 
York, in New Jersey, in Pennsylvania, in Illinois, in which 
large investments have been made upon the faith of the McKin- 
ley law; and if the judgment of those persons were to control 
Congress it would be but a little while until all the powers of 
Congress over revenue questions would be held to be irrevoca- 
bly abandoned on the score of some moral contract. ae. 

Mr, KYLE. I presume the Senator from Illinois, then, is in 
about the same category as the Populists. 

Mr. PALMER. I should be willing to be like them in many 
respects. 

Mr. KYLE. I understand the Senator is a free trader upon 
general principles, but when it comes to barbed wire he is not 
afree trader, but wishes to protect the barbed-wire interests in 
llinois. 
ar, PALMER. I confess I am somewhat like a citizen of 
Maine who said he was in favor of the Maine ee law, but 
against its enforcement. [Laughter.] I have explained myself 
fully on that point, I trust. hen I have expressed my satis- 
faction with the bill which has passed the House that ought to 
acquit me, at least so far as I need an acquittal, but I need to 
be acquitted of nothing. About half my lifetime was spent in 

roving my consistency, and I regard that portion of my life as 
faving been substantially thrown away. [Laughter.] From this 
time forth no Senator, no friend of mine, can stop my mouth by 
any testimony that I have given by my past acts. Iam trying 
to do the best I can now. If [ erredin the past, I have repented 
thoroughly. 

But that has been the effect of the bounty, and although my 
friends the Populists had in the bill which has passed pro- 
visions which were largely in the interest of their people, 
although the whole country will feel the benefit of them at no 
distant day, still the bounty was not there, and because the 
bounty was not there our friends would not even peoons the 
very great advantages which were offered them by the bill. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to have one word just there. 

Mr. PALMER. With pleasure. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to ask whether the Senator from 
Illinois does not recognize the justice of paying the bounty to 
the sugar growers for the present year? 

Mr. PALMER. I do. 

Mr. KYLE. Thatisall the Populists contend for. 

Mr. PALMER. But, Mr. President, I do not put it upon the 
ground ofadebt. I felt, and I feel yet, that the retention of 
that bounty was too much to pay, or rather we could not sacri- 
fice ali which that bill contained for the sake of the bounty. 

Mr. KYLE. Butwecould sacrifice the honor of the American 
people to the sugar trust. 

r. PALMER. I do not quite understand what my friend, 
the Senator from South Dakota, means by the sugar trust and 
sacrificing the honor of the American ay to the sugar trust. 
= I ask the Senator what he means by that? 

r. KYLE. I mean the granting of the differential of one- 
eighth of 1 cent per pound on sugar. 

Mr. GEORGE. They have a half cent now. 

Mr. PALMER. [understand that under the present law they 
get more. 

Mr. HARRIS. It gives them 60 cents on the hundred pounds. 

Mr. PALMER. Solam told;and thedifference is altogether 
in favor of the consumer, as i understand. I was told by the 
distinguished Senator from Louisiana that even the sugar pro- 
ducer derived a very considerable benefit from that same one- 
eighth differential. 

ut, Mr. President, I said sometime ago, and I repeat it, that 
l expected to pay a large price to get rid of the bounty. It did 
not make much difference to me into whose pocket the money 
went. We had to buy the exemption from the bounty on sugar, 
and had to pay for it. The bounty, as I said before, had demor- 
alized South Dakota, it had demoralized Nebraska, and we had 
to buy out the representatives from those States where they 
raised cane and beets. Somebody has said they had us by the 
throat. They said, “Give us bounty,” not “your life or your 
bounty,” but ‘‘ You can have no bill that will reform the tariff 
unless Pi pay for it by a bounty.” 

Mr. KYLE. Then, according to that statement, the Senator 
finally concluded that it was cheaper to buy the sugar trust than 
to buy the Populist Senators? 


Mr.PALMER. Yes,I did do that, too. The price is much 
less, I confess. [Laughter.] I have said in reply to the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] in another connection, 
when my people have to buy, Iwant them to buy where the thing 
is to be bought the cheapest. But the great point was to buy 
outof this bounty, and we had to pay that price for it, unless we 
can get rid of it by the passage of the bill now before us. 

Mr. President, I have been betrayed into criticisms upon the 
bill that I did not intend to indulge in. There is nothing in 
this matter for recrimination among Democrats. We have dif- 
fered in opinion about the provisions of the tariff bill. Gentle- 
men whose Democracy will never be questioned have enter- 
tained one view of the question—I need not name them—and 
another gentleman, who need not be named, and whose boast it 
is ‘‘ | am a Democrat,” has voted against this bill. [Laughter.] 
We have found him not opposing it on all grounds, but at all 
points. So itis not fair to say that gentlemen who differ about 
these things are not Democrats. 

I propose to go home and tell the people of Lilinois—for they 
are very sensible people— The House passed a bill which was 
confessedly imperfect”—perhaps I ought not to say ‘‘confess- 
edly "—‘‘and the Senate received that bill. There were a num- 
ber, whoin I need not name, who favored a different bill from 
that which has passed; some Democrats felt that they could not 
in conscience vote for the bill under any aspect of the case; that 
was the situation; and we have presented you a bill ”"—that is, if 
the President shall think — to sign it [laughter], and that 
is a matter about which I do not, of course, know anything— 
‘fat all events the House and the Senate have passed a bill, and 
I take for myself the full and absolute responsibility for every 

rovision of that bill. You may think that I erred; no doubt I 
id; but I will give you the reasons why I did it.” 

Mr. President, I want to say, in conclusion, that aside from 
the people of the State of Illinois, whose confidence I had once, 
and I hope to retain it, although I expect it will cost me some 
explanations [laughter], I am responsible to no earthly being. 
I am simply doing the very best I can, and I am willing to take 
the consequences. If any Senator here thinks that he needs ex- 

lanation, in God’s name let him make it. I need none. I have 

one the best I could; I have done my duty; I will take the re- 
sponsibility, and I have no complaints to make of any Senator 
on either side. 

The gentlemen on the other side have fough» us steadily. 
They must be answerable for that. We have been somewhat 
divided, but do not let us aggravate the trouble by any contro- 
versies here. If we are going to have any fight, let us retire to 
a private room. Indeed, I understand we had a caucus, but I 
think the divisions there have been so far exposed that it might 
as well have been had out of doors. 

Mr. CAREY. Will the Senator permit me toask him aques- 
tion? 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. CAREY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Illinois 
whether he is favor of the repeal of the bill as passed by the 
Senate in whole or in part before the President signs it. 

Mr. PALMER. Neither. I want to answer that so distinctly 
that the Senator can not misunderstand it. I am in favor of 
neither. I am in favorof improving the bill, whether the Pres- 
ident signs it or not. 

Mr. CAREY. Then, the agreementon the part of forty-three 
Senators on the other side did not go any further than simply 
getting the bill through; that is, you propose to fool some peo- 

le on your side of the Chamber. 

Mr. GRAY. Ob, no. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator means by that question to ask 
me whether I mean to fool anybody or not, I hope he will pardon 
me for not answering. If the Senator means to use an appella- 
tion, I hope he will still pardon me for declining to answer. 

Mr. CAREY. Reference has been made to forty-three Sena- 
tors who agreed to pass the Senate bill. Does the agreement last 
up to the time the President approves the act, or is that off now? 

Mr. PALMER. Iam not prepared to answer the question. 
I would advise the Senator, if he desires information on that 

oint, to consult gentlemen who know better thanIdo. That 
is the best source of information from which he can getit. I 
think I have stated my own views and opinions, and the Senator 
will pardon me for not answering his question. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I desire to present certain 
statements obtained from authentic sources with reference to 
the operations of the tariff bill as passed by the Senate when it 
becomes a law. 

I regret exceedingly that Democrats should decry and de- 
nounce a measure for which the Democratic party is in honor 
bound to accept the entire responsibilitv. This bill is at best a 
compromise measure, for the passage of which no Democrat is 
called upon to apologize. 

We know the situation which surrounded us in the Senate; 
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we all know the formidable opposition which confronted this 
measure on the other side of the Chamber; and we must admit 
that this bill isin ameasure a compromise to the strength of the 
formidable opposition arrayed against it on the other side of 
the Chamber, Rocmate under the rules of the Senate, or rather 
in the absence of a rule, it is impossible to bring any question toa 
vote until the utmost limit of debate has been exhausted. 

So, instead of Democrats, after the passage of the bill, indulg- 
ing in crimination and recrimination about it, we should make 
up our minds to assume the full responsibility and go before the 
country and say that we have done the best we could under the 
circumstances. Ido notconsider that thisis the end of this great 
question. It will continue to be a live question before the Amer- 
— akan until the issue of tariff reform is finally and ulti- 

ccom plished. 

iin en [ did not rise to make any extended remarks, 
but merely to submit for publication in the REcORD certain 
authentic statements which will show how beneficial the bill as 
it passed the Senate will be to the taxpayers of the country in 
removing onerous tariff rates and in opening up the way for 
freer trade among the nations. I shall not trouble the Senate 
or consume its time by reading these tables, ete., but shall ask 
permission to have them published in the RECORD. 

The PRESLDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). If 
there be no objection, the statements referred to will be printed 
in the Recorp. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be giad to have thestatements made 
by the Senator from Geergia read, and I should also be giad if 
the would state the authority upon hich they are based. 

Mr. WALSH. I have here an official statement showing the 
schedules of importations under the McKinley law, the estimated 
duties under the bill as it eame from the House, and the duties 
under the bil! as it passed the Senate. I have a statement here 
by Mr. Durfee thesecretary of the PinnaceCommittee, and I have 
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certain other statements of importance prepared by Mr. S. | 
hof, one of the tariff experts connected with the Pinance 
mitvee. I give them now upon my own responsibility, of c 

Mr. ALDRICH. If they are to be published in the Rei 
as coming from a authority, I desire to have them read 

Mr. WALSH. will have them read. It will takesome 
to read them, however. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Dves the Senator from R 
Island object to the publication in the RecoRp of the state, 
mentioned? 

Mr. HARRIS. I imagine the Senator from Rhode | 
does not desire to have these tabulations and statements 

Mr. WALSH. It would be very interesting to him. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the statements are to be published j) 
REcORD with more or less authority, I should be glad, as | may 
not have time to read them, to hear them read. ; 

Mr. HARRIS. Would it not answer the Senator's p 
read them in the RmcoRD in the morning? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mytime is taken up with the sessions 
Senate, and I have very little time to read the R: 
should be glad to have the statements read. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is now 5 o’clock, and I was about 
the Senate to devote its attention to some other busines: or 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Tennessee d: 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of « 
business, or adjourn, I am willing toquit. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Georgia must be p 
to print the papers in the Revorp. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that being done 

Mr. HARRIS. Lett be done, then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objectio 
statements will be published in the Recorp. Is there ob 
The Chair hears none. 

The statements referred to are as follows: 
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Imports, rates af duty and revenues under McKintey law and estimated revenues under House and Senate bills. 




































portations of the fiscal! a: RYT er | Average ad valorem 
ending June 30, 1893—| a a under— 
by the— | Senate in- | 
Schedules. en ——— a = ae 
te ae ©S- | House Sonate 
House. 3 ent 
(July 3). law. | bill. bill. | 
«oc wo PT | | Per ct.| Per et Per ces 
A Chemicals, olls, and paints ...................... 066, 224. 294, 555. 13; 65, 096, 316.00) $4. 860,370.05, 8235, 945. = 25.00; 24 44 : 
B | Barths, earthenware, and glassware.........__. 666, 698. 41] 8,080, 370. 31) 8,333, 152.65 272,782.34] 51.20 34.13) 3.2 
c Metals, and manufactures of._................... , 206, 500. 26, 954, 071. 84) 15, 605, 146. 03) 16, 878,956.08 1, 272, 810. 58. 33° 34. 99 36.5 
D Wood, and manufactures of...................... 2. 247, 205. 714, 518. 62) 488, 098. 36 484, 931. 17 73,167.19, 31.79% 2 . 96} 23.6 
EK Sugar _. miginininierdiisheantetrnseiimianinietid 14 193, 204. 16, 832. 14: 43, 478, 957.57) 43, 462,125.43, 14.55 28.43 39 
r Tobacco, and manufactures.....--- 12, 588, 407. 12, 14, 831, 989. 11, 528,783. 11| 13, 337,977.28, 1, £09, 194. 17 117. 82 91. 58) 105 
G Agricultural products and provisions - 41, 526, 278. a 12, 421, 205. 7, 983, 441.78, 9,594,583.51) 12,611,141.73| 33.21) 21.50) 2 
H | Spirits, wines. and other beverages ____ 13, 874, 921.06' 9, 698,336.91) 8, 421,347.54 8, 465, 386. 86) 44, 039. 69.90 60.69 61.' 
I Cotton manufactures. ........................ --| 20, 510, 438. 98) 1%, 333, 605. : 7, 885, 585. 28) 8, 929,286.92) 1,043,701.64) 55.25 38. 45) 43.5 
J Flax, hemp. and jute, and manufactures of....| 41,706, 792. 44) 18,767, 353. 37) 12, 724,279.49, 13,848,060.04 1,123,780.55) 45 30.51; 41. 
K Wool, and manufactures of...................... 36, 913, 737. 96, 404. 797. 81| 14,714, 879. 28 18,090,778.37' 3,304,809.14) 98.62 39.78) 48 
L Re OS I, 37,919, 948. 92) 20,310, 258. 74) 17, 113, 647. 62) 17,589, 653. 77; 476, 006. 15 53.56 45.13) 46 
M | Pulp. papers, and books.....................-<-.- 8, 680, 319. 2,070, 124.10} 1, 658,398.97, 1,781,922.00, 123,523. 23.8) 19.10 2% 
N IOI isn coetlihoaliasicisintidpinutnacspieneaiurinigaehnelsatiensiiaeiiunte 54, 975, 796. 63) 14, 573, 886. 16) 13, 100, 352. 45, 13, 444, 152. 56 343,800.11? 26.80) 26.33) 24 
Sec. 4. | Unenumerated_. Caen 1, 364, 192. 258, 951. 01 2358, 951. 01) 203, 973. *54, 977. 63} 13.9% 18.98 18.7 
Articies transferred to free list by both House | 
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* Schedules A, D, and section 4 are decreases. 
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+ Increase. ¢ Net increase over House. 


Nors.—The computations of the average ad valorem rates of duty are calculated upon the dutiable value only. The value of the articles 


free of mand: by either the present law, House or Senate bills, are excluded 


—=-- - ——- 





Under I nccitictictstintintes aiiireteail 
Under House Dill eles 
IES hits nent mis inintsiniticnhaatinibacibints ose 














Dutiable value. Duty. | Advalorem rate. | Decrease 
| ag | 
Per cent. 
068, 658. 48 $198, 373, 452. 97 Se i nikedeeeo- 
351, 041, 963. 12 124, 657, 429. 32 35. 51 $73, 7 
463, 447, 163. 11 179, 251, 142. 16 38. 68 | 19, 122 








The increase in duties under the Senate bill as compared with the House bill is due almost entirely t to the duty plac: 


sugar by the Senate. 
ESTIMATES OF REVENUBS UNDER HOUSE AND SENATE BILLS. 


The estimated revenue by Senate bill: j 
Prom customs. eee 
Internal revenue. additional from— 


in ome... sa scepmminintngntes Se 

Spirit. 1 o~siennetithtigesdbainteaiaintnaaaialiaenaiass - Ga ae 

ping cards. sou» wiasiniahebllibeieettieialasiahtaphaiadiiatiiaatitiiniantion 3, 000, 080 
—————_ 53, 000, 000. 00 


232, 251, 142. 16 | 
Se Oe ee ee 


Internal TOvEne._..........c..cc...c-csoccccccsocececere.... 200,400,000 08 
SIR II oi ters ecninstnnict enconchtiirneeninsstintheipsiliiditien landiniceamemninis | 
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Estimate of revenuce under House biil 4894 as it passed the Hou- 





Customs....... eee eet en, oo 
| Imernal revenue (under present REE 160, 0 
| Internal revenue, additional «ander bill 4964) _..._............. 53, 
Miscellaneous items (under present law) __.................... 20 
Postal service (under present law) ............................. 477 
472, Us 
Estimate of revenues under House bill as amended and passed by the Sen w+, / 
2, 1894. 
ae Adit ak tind edna nctabiaeemdsremaionweiwawuweneiti eec---~ S179, B51, if? 
Internal revenue (as above stated) -_.................-...-..... 213,00, 
Misceliameous items (as above stated) ___...........------...... We.» 
Postal service (as above stated) .................:............. %&,# 
496, 673 
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COMPARISON OF THE M’KINLEY SUGAR BOUNTY AND THE SENATE DUTY. 


The following in reference to the sugar schedules of 1883, 
1890, and the Senate bill was prepared by Mr. Benjamin Durfee, 
statistician of the Finance Committee of the Senate: 


Imports of sugar (dutiable only). 





1883. 
Pe ge ne pounds... 1, 884, 267, 751 
ins re aninwecenecete saaeeeerveruueeweens itcincitindion $84, 355, 545 
eed nn, chink nunddasitnansnchoedacueadensieunninnl $46, 711, 795 
Average ad valorem of duty ._.......................... per cent.. 55. 37 
Average value of imports, per pound ..................... cents.. 4. 47 
CO eee elma 2.47 
1890. 
nn con etieennes agen eretomengeeenititaanianti 2, 709, 554, 549 
Value of imports... jinn dame octane: wane $82, 743, 777 
Duty Geitectes ................. $53, 985, 873 
Average ad valorem of duty 65, 24 
Average value of imports per pound....................- . 3. 05 
I dann pnemecrngubenendhimnawedeudl 1,99 
Imports of free sugar, 1898. 
pg ee agen seen pounds... 3,728, 783, 783 
SC GUN OE ccs cores doesoges cu_gaebnereungenseweus éanecahe €114, 796, 397 
Under tariff act of 1804, at 40 per cent duty, would be-......._... $45, 917, 558 
Average Value of imports per pound _............--.....conts.. 3.78 
Average duty per pound under tariff act of 1804 _......... a 1.51 


Under the operations of such a law as the Senate bill there would have 
been payments of $45,917,558 into the United States Treasury as duties on 
the imports of sugar in the fiscal year 1892-93, instead of payments of 99,375,- 
130 out of the Treasury as bounty to American producers of sugar. 

The payments of bounty to sugar producers are increasing at the rate of 
29 per cent per annum. or the past three fiscal years the amounts paid 
have been as follows: 





Amount 
of bounty. 


Year ending June 30— 











At the same rate of increase the payments for the next ten years would 
be as follows: 








Amount 


Year ending June 30— of bounty. 


815 608, 22 
20, 134, 608 
25, 973, 644 


55, 780, 234 
71, 956, 501 
92, 823, 586 
| 119, 742, 812 
154, 568, 22 


.| 633, 326, 876 











re SR iinnas Grauskudnthsccebercenses 








Such a rate of increase in the domestic production of sugar would be nec- 
essary to enable the industry to supply the entire amount consumed in this 
country by the time fixed for the expiration of the bounty provisions of the 
tariff act of 1890. namely, July 1, 18%. In the fiscal year ended June 30, 1884, 
the consumption of raw sugars in the United States was approximately 
2,933,017,920 pounds, this amount representing the sum of the imports and 
domestic production for that period. On asimiiar basis, the consumption 


33, 506, 000 | 
43, 232, 740 | 
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for the year ended June 30, 1894, was 4.931,711,251 pounds, an increase of 68 | 
per cent in the ten years. Acontinuance of this ratio of increase in the con- 


sumption of sugar for the next ten years would reach 8,275,274,901 pounds in 
1904. in which year the domestic production would have reached a slightly 
smaller figure at the = rate of increase, or about 7,728, 411,350 pounds. 
The import value of sugars has decreased from an average of 4.47 cents in 
1883, to 3.78 cents in 1893. Assuminga similar decrease in the next ten years, 
the price would be about 3.20 cents per pound in 1904, making the value of 
the amount necessary to supply this country in that year #261,808.796. If all 
the demands of the country at that time were to be supplied by domestic 
producers, under a continuance of the present bounty, it would necessitate 
the payment of $165,505.498 out of the NationalTreasury. If the wantsof the 
ople were to be met by imports of sugar, there would be paid into the 
freasury the sum of #105.923.518 in duties under the rates fixed by the Sen- 
ate bill and upon a price for sugar assumed to be as much below the present 
valne in 1904 asthe pre ent price is below thatoften yearsago. There would 
be a difference of $2 1.429.016 between the operations of the McKinley bounty 
and the Senate bill duties on sugar ten years hence. 
The average yearly bounty under the McKinley bill if continued to termi- 
nation would be 263.232.6867. while the duty under the Senate bill based on 
imports for 1493 would be only $45,.917.558 


The advantages of the sugar schedule of the Senate bill, as | 
compared with the bounty provision of the McKinley law, are | 


still further emphasized by contrasting the operation of the two 
measures in the matter of refined suvars. Lhe McKinley law 
givesthe refiners a protection of five-venths of a cent per pound, 


and an additiona! tenth of a cent upon refined sugars imported | 


from countries that pay an export bounty, making a total of six- 
tenths of a cent per pound, or 60 cents per 100 pounds. 

The Senate bill gives refiners a protection of one-eighth of a 
cent per 
additional tenth of a cent is provided for sugars imported from 
countries that pay an export bounty, but im can be re- 
lieved from this additional duty upon proof that any particular 


und over and above the duty on the raw sugar. An | 
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invoice of sugar has not received any such export bounty, either 
direct or indirect. Based upon the differential the protection 
to refiners under the Senate bill is, therefore, virtually one 


eighth of a cent per pound, or 12¢ cents per 100 pounds. The 
benefit to consumers of refined sugar by reasen of the Senate 
bill can be stated thus: 

Duty } wy rds of refined sugar 
McKinley law-..... wineiteaieas = a ona 30. GOO 


Senate bill ............ 


Saving by Senate bill__..._. , {75 

The approximate consumption of raw sugars in the United 
States during the fiscal year 1892-93 amounted to 4,210,008, 80-4 
(imports 3,728,783,783 pounds, domestic production 482,1 l 
pounds). Upon the usual allowance of 112 pounds of r 
for 100 pounds of refined this would equal a consumpt 
759,740,067 pounds of refined sugar. The saving to cor 
on this quantity by the difference between the MeKin| ( 
and the Senate bill, at the rate of 47.5 cents per 100 poun 
would amount to $17,858,765. The cost of the McKinley bounty 
to producers of raw sugar and protection to refiners may bo 
stated as follows: 


Coat of McKinley sugar bounty and duty to conswme?rsa, 139 


I ti ; $17 
See NOUN so ctiitcanundecncccacesewases ’ 


cic citneeeisessiiiniesanie i sail ela cia init : b7, 2 , 
Not a penny of this amount went into the United State. 
Treasury; the people paid direct to the reliners the amount ol 
the protection given to this industry, while the amount of the 
bounty was paid out of the Treasury receipts from customs and 
other taxes. As the total duties paid during the fiscal year 
1892~93 on sugars above No. 16 Dutch standard amounted to 
only $160,500, the taritf on refined sugars was not paid by im- 
porters, in accordance with the protectionist theory. A tariii 
rate of 40 per cent, like that provided in the Senate bill, applied 
to the imports of 1892-’93, would have yielded $45,917,558 in 
revenues, instead of costing the consumers and the United 
States Treasury $27,233,895 on the above basis. The duty im 
posed by the Senate bill saves the payment of over $9,000,000 
per year out of the Treasury to sugar producers, and also savy: 
the payment of nearly $18,000,000 by the people, as consumers, 
into the coffers of the sugar trust. 


SAVING TO CONSUMERS OF WOOLEN GOODS BY THE SENATE DUTIES. 


English cloth made in Leeds, imported into the port of New York, woo! 
and cotton warp, 60 inches wide, weighing 11} ounces per yard: Cost per 
yard 1s. 3d. less 5 and 5 per cent discount, 27 cents net per yard 

Cent 
McKinley duty (38) cents per pound +- 40 per cent per yard) _____. 9. 80 
Senate Geer (60 Pal CGN HSE FOIE) .ccccewcewscccccsesenccccscececees- 10. 80 


Ns sc'<daieeiiibisnipiiaininitinies oder cinininmectinbyauninmndininaiiins : } ) 
The samples No.1 to No. 6 attached to the respective statements repr« 
actual importations made in the current year. The prices are the actus 
invoice prices, as passed by the appraiser’s department in New York 
J. SCHOENHO! 
Deputy Appraiser of the Port of New York 


English eloth, wool and cotton warp, imported into the port of New Yor'lc, 
54 inches wide, weight 13 ounces per yard: Cost per yard Is. 24d4., less 7 per 
cent, 27 cents net yer yard 


McKinley duty (38) cents per p yund -+- 40 per cent per yard) ....-. i 
Senate duty (40 per cent per yard) ___....... sel : 10. 40 
re OU OO 6g nicest tnvactwnccncessns gitnbiscniawns . 31.00 


English overcoatings, wool and cotton warp, imported into the port o 
New York, 50 inches wide, weight 26 ounces per yard: Price 1s. 0d. net per 
yard, 42 cents net per yard 

Cent 
McKinley duty (33 cents per pound 40 per cent yer yard). nee o» 20. 45 
SERA GG (6D HOE CORS. DOE FADE) once cn cen ereccqwecestacescowewenves 16. 80 


oe 


Worsted coating, Bradford, England, imported into the port of New Yo: 
57 inches wide, weight 20 ounces: Cost 2s. $d. per yard, leas 7 per cent, 62 
cents per yard: 


McKinley duty (44 cents per pound 4-50 per cent), per yard 45 
Senate duty (50 per cent), per yard meine ‘on i $1 


Saved to consumer... inepeaiinl 
French cashmere, imported into the port of New York, 45 in 
Cost 0.95 francs per meter net, 14 cents per yard: 


Cents 

McKinley duty (12 cents per square yard +50 per cent), per yard ooo 2A 
Senate daty (69 per cent), pert Fara ..... .. ...nccececcuseecuscececce ale 

Saved to consumer sidiiegtinien bis 


“French dress goods, challies, all wool, imported into the port of New 
York, 30 inches wide, weight 2) ounces pe? yard: Cost per yard, 2} cents 


net: Oo 
AU 
ann 
woe 10 


ccaesereenseoseenuin 19 


McKinley duty (12 cents per square yard +50 per cent), per yard 
Senate duty (00 per cent), per yard , ad cieiteiilia’ 


I 
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Balance sheet, showing the amount saved to the consumer b 
Senate bill in place of the McKinley act. 


SCHEDULE K.—WOOL AND WOOLENS. 











1892-93. Imports of manufactures of wWool................-...--..- $36, 993, 000 
pn titheinhimigeiansveeesdbandan eee whenerorestiateiave 36, 448, 000 
ee Cn EE ...., a cvenavonnsopnensibeeacone 73, 441, 000 
1889-'90. Census year, domestic manufactures: 
0 I ERS Se ee $133, 577, 000 
I Ms cack we scbncandmtbisnsihemonnels 79, 194, 000 
Hosiery and knit goods ........... $67, 241, 000 
Deduct cotton hosiery ............. 17, 000, 000 
——— 50, 241, 000 
I vintcns dnbeddadobnnecvibusiteanntniolimes 47,770, 000 
—— 310, 782, 000 
Value of domestic manufactures_...............-..-. 384, 223, 000 
Add 334 per cent to cover wholesale and retail profits.... 128,074, 000 
Cost of wool manufactures to consumers.......... 512, 297, 000 
Cost of wool manufactures under Senate bill on same 
amounts: 
SE ODEDOEEN ba wudcocccceccencosysdbincoectie $36, 993, 000 
| RE a ae 16, 665, 000 
53, 658, 000 
1889-20. Value of domestic manufactures, $310,000,000, 
reduced from an average of 100 percent duty 
to 45 per cent rate as a result of free wool.. $224, 525, 000 
278, 183, 000 
Add 334 per cent as profits ...............-..-- 92, 728, 000 
~———— #370, 911, 000 
Amount saved to consumers under Senate bill ....- 141, 386, 000 


Articles transferred from the dutiable list of the House bill to the free list of the 
Senate biil. 





Opium, crude or unmanufac- 
tured. 

Boards, plank, deal, and other 
sawed lumber: 

Of hemlock, whitewood, syc- 
amore, white pine, and 
basswood— 

Planed or finished on 
one side. 

Planed or finished on 
two sides. 

Planed on one side and 
tongued and grooved. 

Planed ontwo sidesand 
tongued and grooved. 

All sawed lumber not spe- 
cially provided for. 

Planed or finished on 
one side. 
Planed or finished on 
two sides. 
Planed on one side and 
tongued and grooved. 
?laned on twosides and 
tongued and grooved. 
Burly.ps, of flax, jute, or hemp, 
or of which flax, jute, or 
bmp, or either of them, shall 
be the component material 
of chief value (except suchas 
may be suitable for bagging 
for cotton)— 

Not exceeding 60 inches in 
width. 

Exceeding 60 inches in 
width 

Bags for grain made of burlaps. 
Bagging for cotton, gunny 
cloth, and all similar mate- 
rial for covering cotton, com- 
»08sed in whole or in part of 
emp, fiax, jute, or jute 
butts— 

Valued at 6 cents or less 
per square yard. 

Valued at more than 6 





#2.50 per M feet...... 
$3.50 per M feet...... 


1§ cents per pound ..) 15pr. ct... 


40 per cent........... 30 pr. ct... 


8 $ 


2cents per pound...| 20pr. ct... 


Do. 
Do. 
Do. 


1.6 cents per square | 15pr. ct... 
— 

1. ag per square |..do....... 
yard. 


cents per square yard. 
Enfleurage grease .............. 


20 pr. ct... 












Imports, 1893. | Duties, 1893. 






A. Chemicals, oils, and $712, 180. 57 $114, 967. 29 
B. Earth, earthen and glass ware 636. 00 95. 40 
©. Metals, and manufactures of ................- 1, 131, 240, 45 128, 657. 23 
D. Wood, and manufactures of..................- 10, 198,391.11 | 1,143,204. 34 
G. Agricultural products, etc.................... 1, 512, 574. 31 494, 365. 84 
H, ae wines, etc ..... aa cache de a 31, 490. 00 5, 896. 53 
J. , hemp, jute, ete ......... EERE 1, 730, 231. 60 207, 485. 99 
K. Wool, and manufactures of ................... 18, 496, 553.92 | 8, 203,323.14 
RRR EER eS Ss 3, 195, 695. 85 432, 667. 93 
Articles under section 4, act of October 1, 1890..| 4,389, 007.00 717, 530. 79 

Total........ enecetsuseh paul itihinien es neenenne 41, 398, 000.71 | 11, 438, 264. 48 


-_ 
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the adoption of the | AVERAGE AD VALOREM RATES OF MILLS BILL, M’KINLEY LAW, AND SEN ATE 


BILL, WITH PER CENT OF REDUCTION BY SENATE BILL, 
{From the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of Wednesday, August 1, 1894,] 
TARIFF STATEMENT SUBMITTED BY HON. PATRICK WALSH. 


Mr. WALSH. I present a petition of the Commercial Club of Savannah 
Ga., praying for the early settlement of the tariff question. I ask that the 
petition lie on the table, and be printed in the RECORD. 

The petition was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in the Ry 
ORD, as follows: 

“SAVANNAH, GA., July 20, 1994 


“The Commercial Club of Savannah, at a meeting duly held and regular; 
called for that purpose, distinctly and emphatically records its earnest pro 
test against the dilatory action which now marks the progress of the tariz 
bill pending before the Congress of the United States. This club embrac; 
within its ae men who represent the leading commercial and in 
dustrial pursuits of this community. Its interests are not circumserijeq 
within the limits of this city, nor within the great State of Georgia, but the 
objective purpose of its formation was to advance alike the material pros 
— of the entire nation. It believes that it voices the sentiment of the 
people of the United States when it says that the uncertainty attendan: 
upon the adjustment of that measure has caused untold financial empbar. 
rassment, restricted the use of capital, limited investment, and has had a 
general and most depressing effect upon all lines of material activity. 

“The delicate and complicated machinery of business at this time is not 
unlike the condition of a sick patient who has long been deprived of the sus 
taining forces of life; and the great financial convulsion which has recent]; 
swept over this country has left its business interests in such a condition 
jan - immediate application of restorative remedies is imperatively r 

uired. 

. “Any concession which would tend to effectuate the immediate passage of 
this bill would be infinitely preferable todelay at this crisis. It is therefor: 

** Resolved by the Commercial Clubof Savannah, That immediate action upo: 
the tariff bill is necessary to end the existing financial depression and ¢: 
barrassment and to stimulate trade to its normal condition. Itis 

** Further resolved, That the Representatives and Senators of the State o! 
Georgia in Congress be, and they are hereby, requested to use every effort t 
bring about some speedy and definite action upon this bill. Itis 

‘Further resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to each of the 
Representatives and Senators from the State of Georgia.”’ 





TARIFF STATEMENT. 


Mr. WALSH. Lask the unanimous consent of the Senate to have print: 
in the RECORD a statement of the average ad valorem rates of duty of t 
Mills bill, the McKinley law, and the Senate bill, with per cent of reducti 
by Senate bill on the articles contained herein. It is a matter of informa 
tion in which I think the country generally is interested. 

The statement was ordered to be printed in the RECORD as follows: 


Statement of average ad valorem rates of duty of the Mills bill, McKinley la 
and Senate bill, with per cent of reduction by Senate bill on the undermentioned 
articles. 














| Per cent 
| of redu 
Mills bill | McKinley} Senate | U0D >) 
seen (1888). bill. i | penete 
McKinlke 
bil 
— ——— ae 
} 
Camphor, refined..........--.-. 15, 25 12. 20 10 =| 12 
Sumac, extract of .............. 20 23. 24 10 } 56 
Epsom salts ....,..------------- 63. 90 38. 34 25. 51 | 33.4 
RRO GEE 5 nececonsensvonceseces 50.17 100. 35 43. 87 16 
SEE OEE cncacawesdneavennnse 25 28. 65 20 30 
Opium, prepared for smoking. 141. 58 169. 65 84. 82 50 
Okromiam DONT nccncsceve cscs 25 30. 84 20. 56 33 
QSREP. scone cccee -nigubnensnseaece 19. 64 19. 64 16. 37 | if 
BIGBRD, ccccccncescecsneccesescos- 21. 14 21.14 17. 62 16 
Oe 25. 80 25. 80 21. 50 16. 6 
Spirit varnishes................ 74. 56 69. 56 59. 56 14 
All other varnishes ............ 40 35 25 28 
Whiting: 
El culisiae cndube es ccee sean cees 142. 48 143. 48 71.24 50 
Ground in oil (putty) -..... 189. 50 189. 50 94. 75 50 
, | een 39. 47 59. 21 29. 60 50 
Nitrate of potash..............- 21. 32 21. 32 10. 66 50 
Bicarbonate of soda.........-... 45. 35 60. 47 30. 24 50 
Bichromate of soda............-. 45. 59 20 25 45. 16 
Strychnia, or strychnine. ...... 117. 24 93. 7! 70. 34 25 
Sulphur, sublimed.............. 34. 39 28. 66 20 20. 22 
ee 14. 86 19. 81 10 49. 52 
China: 
en 50 60 35 41. 
eS 40 55 30 45. 4 
Bottles: s 
ST <ccehi shiescapetnncdane 70.17 70.17 52. 63 25 
i cithivduia ns heed gddmanen 71.48 71. 48 53. 61 25 
Demijohns, empty.............. 7. 91 37.91 28, 43 25 
Manufactures of glass ......... 40 60 41. 67 
Cylinder glass, polished, unsil- 

icc Hels mccwth. Hececemsice 17- 64 20- 64 13- 48 25- 38 
Plate glass, fluted, etc ......... 49- 64 49- 64 37- 43 25- 33 
Plate glass, unsilvered,cast,etc.| 98-174 98-174 88-122 10- 30 
Plate glass, cast, silvered, inl 

BRITON Oeste a vvecsncse. <see 37. 04 49. 39 31. 28 36. ¢ 
Cylinder and crown glass, sil- 

NE 2) <iunkineaicbhbanesniwe= 0s 32. 91 43. 88 27.79 36. 
Spectacle lenses .......---..-.-- 40 60 41 
Stained or painted window : 

DL dtectahencntephbigdedsauces 40 45 35 22. 2 
a 25 25 20 20 
TFOD OFC. ...... ---- cnveneseoecens | 23- 37 26- 41 15- 21 40. 47 
Tron in pigs, etc... ...........-.- 42.7 42.70 22.77 46. 67 
0 EE ee 42.7 47. 83 28. 47 40. 48 
SS ELT 38. 39 43 25. 59 40. 49 
EER. i RT AT AES 27- 53 25- 53 16- 32 25- 40 
Bars of rolled iron.......-.....- 56.18 61.77 44, 93 27. 25 














1894. 





Statement of average ad valorem rates of duty of the Millis bill, McKinley law, 
and Senate bill, etc.—Continued. 
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| Bronze metal 





Per cent 
“ a 
Mills bill |McKinley| Senate | {O” 0Y 
Articles. Senate 
(1888). bill. bill. bill over 
| McKinley 
bill. 
Boiler or other plate iron or | | 
Ee 95 25 53. 70 
Ss coneursamananeus 60. 67 33. 99 24. 47 | 
Sheets of iron or steel, com- 

MEE WENOM. cecccccccceccces] Gs 20- 55 21- 30 
aig ince aancce onde | Pree ..... 42. $2 46. 05 
Tin, manufactures of ........-. 40 35 36. 36 
Steel ingots, etc ........ ceo... | -22- 45 20- 40 20- 35 
ccs sedecivanan 34 22. 67 33. 33 
Cast-iron vessels, etc........... 28. 31 17. 98 33. 33 
Malleable iron castings.......-. 36. 37 3 16. 37 48. 57 
Ct onc cecndadin de eewe 29. 43 23.55 33. 34 
ES - G5 hin weed acauisdes ase sien 39. 41 30 36. 55 
ee 35 30 27- 62 
NE ie ele dna decotecnes | 23- 39 23- 30 4- 46 
Railway fish plates--............ 57.54 25 65. 36 
Hand, back, and other saws. --| 30 25 37. 50 

.| 53-133 “1 33- 67 28- 40 

; 41. 86 50 

Plates, rolled, brazier’s copper. 30 2 2. 
ST. ove ncns cnadasubeonede 33. 65 3 30 33. 14 
SL <cudwcwiiasededcne enne 77. 30 61.4 
Lead sheets ............: Sabie 32. 98 18. 33 50 
i ctideeskehvece cccecannes 36. 65 14. 26 40 
Es nd hendensaes—cuceons 35 25 16. 67 
Penholders and parts of . _....-. 30 25 16. 67 
es on cite da@hadawee mamma 30 25 16. 67 | 
DI ONOGEE. .cceccncndencacces 23. 35 _ 59 50 
Manufactures of metal ........ 40 22. 22 | 
Shooks and boxes -............- 30 Eo 33. 33 
Casks and barrels .............. 30 20 33, 33 
Clocks, SS ig icdukacoun 30 25 28. 57 
Rice, cleaned ..............-.... 111. 85 83. 89 25 
DIE 6 cw nccessseceee 64. 19 ; 41.08 20 
DTN dines ketodyecevecscce 44, 83 22. 42 49. 99 
Oranges, lemons, and limes...| 15- 33 12- 31 ot a ee 
Comtits, ‘sweetmeats, etc ...... 35 35 30 14. 29 | 
Nuts, not shelled (almonds) - 2 51. 34 51. 34 30. 80 40. 01 
Nuts, shelled (almonds) -....... 42. 42 42. 42 28. 28 33. 33 
Filberts, not shelled............ 52. 90 52. 35. 32 33. 35 
Peanuts, unshelled............. 54. 64 72. 86 20 72. 85 | 
Extract of meat................ 20 17. 95 _ 15 10, 87 | 
Spirits, distilled................ 73-294 91-367 65-264 28 
Cotton cloth: 

Not over 100 threads: 

Not bleached ............... 40 35.17 25. 05 37.39 
ES Snawhittwoesens ccce 40 38. 60 26. 53 31. 27 | 
Dyed, colored, etc.......... 40 40. 80 30. 54 25.1 

Exceeding 100 threads: 

oo) ee 40 42. 39 32. 39 23. 59 
tee oss ceneeoneane 40 43, 27 35 18. 88 
Ss ebciikenknanncace 40 43. 84 38. 84 11- 40 

Cables, cordage, and twine....| 16- 25 16- 31 | 10-20 40- 17 
Bagging for cotton....... tence 15, 24 $2.52 | Free ..... 100 
ERD ccccnca. » dconncons 40 278. 66 30 89. 23 
Shawls, woolen, not above 40 

cents per pound ............... 40 150. 30 35 76. 71 
Knit fabrics, not above 40 cents | 

phn in dekhnes asiawscannmes 136 35 74, 27 | 

en edens cccnkekescenee 40 80-104 35 66- 71 
is nannne 40 86-106 35 72.00 
i — not over 50cents per 

tie cana Matin tasees 40 85-104 25- 35 66- 71 } 
i, partially manufactured... 60. 50 60. 20 66. 94 

Suk webbings, gorings, etc ... 50 50 45 10 
Silk buttons ..........-.--..-... 50 50 45 10 
Silk dress goods 50 50 45 10 
VS eee 50 50 45 10 
All other silk _..... 50 50 45 10 
Writing, eae and other 

TT Ui nis snphtedinhe whee 25 25 20 20 
Dolls and other toys... 30 35 25 28, 57 
BENET pxAndandacncs cseuteusdddibe 25, 19 25. 19 20. 15 2 
eae 100 147. 32 50 66. 06 
Coal. bituminous -.............. 22.72 22.72 12. 12 46. 65 
Siack or culm of coal .......... 28, 68 28. 68 14. 34 50 
cnt Jndacitetsliden a kediieaaaes 20 20 15 25 
Matches_- 35 33. 93 20 41. 06 
Haircloth, known as ‘crinoline’ 

Sin cidnase+on sages aleauanad 30 27.99 20. 99 25 
— known ashair seat- 

I pidéiwscs pecn abe ideds 23, 22 23. 22 15. 48 33. 33 
Deaths bend or belting, and 
CEES cincsnnccccen cscecnce 15 10 10 eo — 
Calfskins, japanned--__-.-........ 30 30 20 33. 33 | 

All not specially provided for... 15 10 10 

Boots and shoes_...............- 35 25 20 20 
Manufactures of India rubber. 30 30 25 14. 29 | 
Umbrellas covered with silk 

EE 50 55 45 18. 18 | 
Burrstone, manufactured -..... 20 15 | Free ....- 100 
Composition metal, copper... 35 6. 49 Free ..... 100 
Plates of copper, not rolled, 

ES 18. 88 11.80 | Free ..... 100 
Eo . ccenecancoce 20 18.52 | Free ...-- 100 
IP EWIG ....060-5+0c000--- 15 6.47 | Free _.... 100 
Paintings in oil or water colors. 30 15 Pree ..... 100 

ny Ne aca sees 30 15 Pree ..... 100 

th watetakvencwouse 15 10 WOO tac. 100 
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PRINCIPAL ITEMS OF REDUCTION BY SENATE BILL. 


The most prominent reductions of duty proposed by the Sen- 


ate bill are set forth below: 


Articles. 


sn ia. ddan kab ncinssidtadadeceder 
SOE cided duarieccces 
Peppermint . 

Baryta, mé anufactured 
tiie eins cocecaenwene's 
SE ED GER. Ssccicccccdee cecess 
ET sabatadiiecknadducadedceceueds 
DE Me ecnctvesntencecaveuce< 

OS ee 
Allother not specially. provided for 
Soda (saleratus) .............. 

Soda, caustic - 

Sal, or sodac rystals_. aileaiaisiaiiens 
Eee 

tT eee 
a elaine iindain indWontre aammnmcmcined attedwatn date dies ada 
I vine wihetinaaake’ 
Iron ores | 
ee NS On on ac cans anesuuce 
All other and siabs, blooms, or _—— ae douieewend 
Sheets or plates (iron or steel) ..............-22-. 8. | 


SE MON Bieta anil bce civaasincwauecuexneune 

Wire rope made of steel wire not smaller than No. 5 wire gaug 
NT 60 elite cit cinta dl tk ies al hal anna amides au eaten alate Sanit 
id aca cals nennaininictnsingion 
Penknives and pocketknives.................- 
Knives and forks.............- 
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I dsk unanimous consent that the resolution pro- 


posing an investigation by the Committee on Patents, reported 
may be 


adversely by the Committee on Contingent Expenses, 
considered by the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When was it reported? 

Mr. HARRIS. This morning. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object. 


I do not think the Senate is in 


condition to take up a resolution that comes from a standing 
committee of the Senate adversely reported, and undertake to 


pass itover the adverse report. 


Mr.CALL. Allright. Ishall not press the request at this time. 


Mr. COCKRELL. 
tetic traveling committee to go over the country. 
to such propositions on general principle. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
quiry to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 


It is a resolution providing for a peripa- 
I am opposed 


I ask unanimous consent to address an in- 
The whole 


day has been wasted with useless debate, and I wish to know 
whether the Senator is not prepared to fix an hour to-morrow 


when we may vote upon the pending question. 


[ Laughter. | 
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Mr. HARRIS. It is always with profound attention, and gen- 
erally with admiration, that I hear a suggestion from the .Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire, and I always regret, as I regret now, 
when I am unable to give him a perfectly frank, full, and satis- 

- factory answer. 

Mr. CHANDLER. A suffering country, I say to the Senator 
from Tennessee, waits upon his answer. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARRIS. I admit that there is a suffering country, and 
it has suffered for many months because of the conduct-of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. [Laughter.] But nottoprolong 
this execedingly interesting and important discussion between 
the Senator from New Hampshire and myself, unless he hank- 
ers to make a reply to my remarks—— . 

Mr. CHANDLER. I simply wish to ask the Senator 'to fix a 
time when the country may be relieved from suffering because 
of cither of us by an adjournment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Whenever the Senator from New Hampshire 
will consent to be absolutely silent, that result wiil be brought 
about. [Laughter.] I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at5o’clock and5 minutes p. m.) 
the Senatejadjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, August 16, 1894, 


at 12 o’clock m. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


WEDNESDAY, August.15, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Rev. W. E. 
Parson, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Monday was read and ap- 
proved. 

CORRECTIONS. 

Mr.GROW. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa question of personal privi- 
lege. [ desire to correct the daily RECORD. On page 995ti, on 
the vote on the bill for free sugar, I am recorded as paired with 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]. I was not paired 
with 5 Mr. CULBERSON, I see;voted “yea,” and if present 
T shoul 
tinue the bounty provided for the producers of sugar in this 
country under the act of 1890, believing that the Governmentin 
good faith was pledged to that. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I destiretocorrectthedaily REcorD. On 
page 950 I am recorded as voting in the affirmative on the ques- 
tion of free iron ore. I did not-vote on that.question.atall; but 
was paired with myvolleague from Tennessee [Mr. TayLor]. I 
want the RECORD so corrected. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

OMr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Speaker (after makinga correc- 
tion as to how he would have voted on the motion to discharge 
the | louse conferees on the tariff bill had he not been paired, said: 
**T desire to be recognized for the purpose of presenting a reso- 
lution.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gpentle- 
man. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois, I desire to be recognized for the pur- 
pose of presenting a resolution. 

The SPEAKER. We have not reached that period yet. 

THE TARIFF. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that that committee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled the bill (H.R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to — revenue 
for the Government, and for other purposes; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I am requested 
to ask indefinite leave of absence for my colleague, Mr. ADAMS, 
on account of sickness in his family. 

There was no objection, and it was-so ordered. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I am requested 
league, Mr. CocKRAN of New York, to ask ingefni 
absence on account of sickness in his family. 

There was no objection, and it was-so naieval. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from ‘the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H.R. 6060) to amend section 4833 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, and for other purposes; 

A bill (HR. 6038) to repeal House resolution numbered 164, 
first session Fifty-first Congress, granting 
a a to license to use a pier at the mouth of Chicago River; 
an 


by my col- 


have voted the same way. I would have voted to con- | 


te leave of 


to Secretary of War 
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A bill (H. R. 387) to authorize the construction of a life-syv. 
ing station at or near Rock Point.or East Marion, Long Islanc 
New York. P F 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed wit 
amendments the bill (H. R. 4605) granting chief justices of United 
States courts in Territories power to appoint commissioners to 
take proof in land cases, etc., asked a conference with the Hous 
on ‘the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. Pucu, \y 
Hinu, and Mr. PLATT as the conferees on the part of the Se, 
ate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had pas. oi 
resolution (S.R. 99) tocompile the public lews relating to str 
railway franchises in the District of Cohumbia; 

A bill (S. 1007) to authorize the Commissioners of the Di 
of eee to appoint a deputy coroner, and for other purpo 
an¢ 

A bill (S. 2303) to authorize the construction of a bridge : 
the Contentnea Creek at Griften, Lenoir County, N. C., an 
establish it a _post-road. 

The message also announced that the Senate had pass 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That Mr. HOAR be excused as one of the conferees on the } 
the Senate on the bill (H.R. 6284) to prevent interference in the collec: 
State, county, and municipal taxes assessed against corporations a) 


a property, and for other purposes, and Mr. PLatTr be appoin 
is-place. 


The message also announced ‘that the Senate had disagree 
the amendment of the House to the amendment of the Se 
numbered 277, and had reeeded from the amendment o 
Senate numbered 277 to the bili (H. R.5575) making appro 
tions for. sundry civil expenses of the Gevernment for the 
year ending June 30, 1895, and for other-purposes. 

RESIGNATION OF HON. CLIFTON R. BRECKINRIDGE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following comm 
cation: 


Avaust 15, 


House oF REPRESENTATIVES, Washington, D. 0., August 14, 1 
DEAR SIR: Lhave to-day resigned my commission as member of Cong 
for the Second Gistrict of Arkansas. 
Very truly, yours, 
CLIFTON R. BRECKINRIDG | 
Hon. CHARLES I’, Crisp, 
Speaker Houseof Representatives. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call wp the sund 
civil appropriation bill. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title.of the bi 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 5575) making appropriations for sundry civil expenres 
Government-for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other pur 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House i 
upon its amendment to the Senate amendment numbered ° 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment i 
cated by ‘the gentleman from Texas, so that the House can 
what it is. 
Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the House, Mr. Speaker. t 
the amendment of the House is simply the amendment fo: 
purchase of ground upon which to erecta public building n 
| the present Printing Office. 
| The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman’s motion? 
Mr.SAYERS. To insist upon the House amendment to 
Senate amendment 277. 
| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman moves that the House fu 
| ther insist upon its amendment ‘to the Senate amendment ind! 
| cated. 
The motion was agreed to. 
SAUGATUCK HARBOR, MICHIGAN. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House-a letter from the Sec 
retary of War, transmitting, in:response to aresolution of Co! 
gress, information asto the probable: cost of completing the im 
provement of Saugatuck Harbor, Michigan; which was referre« 
tothe Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSHUA BECK, DECEASED, VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a copy of the find 
ing of the Court of Claims in the case of Jeshua Beck, decease: 


against the United States; which was referred to the Commi'- 
| tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


| GHARLESTON HARBOR. 
| 





/ 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a ietter from th 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, showing the necessity for 
ditional aids to mavigation in Charleston Harbor, South Care- 
lina; which was referred to the Committee .on Interstate an 
Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

A. D. BABCOCK. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S, 744) fo: 








m- 
eu 
be 





1894. 





the relief of Avery D. Babcock and wife, of Oregon: which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


MARIA HALL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House an act (S. 253) | 
granting o pension to Maria Hall, widow of Joseph D. Doak, de- | 


ceased. ‘ 

Mr. DEARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacled, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria Hall, widow of 
Joseph E. Doak, deceased, late a private in Capt. Renshaw's company of 
Tennessee militia from December 6, 1812, to April 20, 1813, and from Septem- 
ber 26, 1813, to December 10, 1813. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri for the present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. I think we have passed that bill two or 
three times already in this House. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. No, sir. It has never been presented 
before. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read, Mr. Speaker. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 253) grant- 
inga pension to Maria Hall, widow of Joseph Doak, deceased, have exam- 
ined the same and report: 

The following facts are established in this case: 

Soldier performed military service as recited in the bill. 

Soldier's widow remarried, and for this reason pension was denied her in 
the Pension Bureau. 

Claimant is now a widow, aged 90 years, and entirely supported by charity. 

The bill is a meritorious one, and your committee recommend its prompt 
passage. 7 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed, 

On motion of Mr. DE ARMOND, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MARYLAND AND WASHINGTON RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a joint resolution | 
(S. R. 96) to extend the charter of the Marylandand Washington | 


Railway Company. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, in the temporary absence of the 
gentleman from Maryland | Mr. Rusk], I ask unanimous consent 
that Senate joint resolution be taken up and passed, as the 
House committee has reported a like measure unanimously. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc, That the time for 
pbuilding and completing the railroad provided for in an aet entitled ‘‘An 
act to iIncorporaté the Maryland and Washington Railway Company,” ap- 


proved August 1, 1892, be, and the same is hereby, extended six months from 
and after the ist day of August, 1894. 


Mr. HEARD. I only want to say, Mr. Speaker, that this is 
a road chartered in the State of Maryland to run to the District 
line, and by Congress to come from that point to the boundary 
of this city, and this joint resolution extends for six months the 
time for its construction. I think there can be no objection to 
it on the part of anybody. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has the work been commenced? 

Mr. HEARD. I understand that they have commenced work 
on the road in Maryland, and they ask only six months to com- 
plete it to the boundary of this city. 

The joint resolution was ordered toa third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEALD, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Lucas, for two wecks, on account of sickness. 
s = Mr. MCCALL, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
amily. 

To Mr. Ropsrns, indefinitely. 

To Mr. GORMAN, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. CocKRAN, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee, indefinitely, on account of sick- 
ness. 

To Mr. CONN, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. WELLS, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 
To Me. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania, indefinitely, on account of 
sickness in his family. 
. To Mr. ENLOF, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his fam- 

y- 

To Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. for one week, on account of 
important business. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
Mr. HULICK, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
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draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
| papers (a petition for a pension) in the case of Joseph Shayler, 
| Seventh Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

TURNER MERRITT. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
| mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
32635) for the relief of the estate of Turner Merritt, late of the 
parish of East Baton Rouge, La. 


The bill was read, as foliows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Court of Claims be, and it hereby is, authorized 
and directed to investigate and tind whether or not Turner Merritt, late of 
the parish of East Baton Rouge, La., was loyal to the United States 
throughout the late war; and if said finding should be that he was so loyal, 
then and in that event, said court is further authorized and directed to in 
vestigate, find, and report to Congress how much cotton, if any, was taken 
from him and used by the Federal Army in the defenses of Port Hudson. and 
what its value then was, and whether any payment has been made therefor 
also how much of said cotton was thereafter sold by the Government and 
forhow much. And if it should appear from the testimony to be given in 
said court that any witnesses have died whose affidavits are now on file in 
the case, such affidavits shall be received as evidence and shall be allowed 
such weight as said court may deem proper. 


An amendment recommended by the Committee on War 
Claims was read, as follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


‘That the claim of Turner Merritt, late of the parish of East Baton Rouge 
La., for cotton alleged to have been taken from claimrnt during the war of 


the rebellion by the United States forces, and used b; them in the defenss3 of 
Port Hudson, be referred to the Court of Claims under the provisions of 
what is commonly known as the Bowman act and section 14 of the Tucker 
act, and said court is authorized to take jurisdiction in the premises and 


report to the House of Representatives as authorized and required by said 
statutory provisions, reserving to said House of Representatives the right 
to finally pass upon said claim upon the receipt of said report.’ 


} TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I object. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. The gentleman, I am sure, 
will withdraw his objection when he undersiands that this 
merely refers the case to the Court of Claims, without binding 
Congress in any way, shape, or manner to make an appropria- 
tion in case the court should pass favorably upon the claim. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Is this for cotton seized? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. No, sir; it isfor cotton used 
for breastworks in the defense of Port Hudson. 

Mr. BARTLETT. By whom? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. By Gen. Grant. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I object. 
| STEAMER MARGARITA. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6986) to 
provide for the American registry of the steamer Margarita. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navication is hereby author 
ized and directed to cause the foreign-bullt steamer Margarita, of Philad 
phia, purchased and owned by an American citizen and repaired by him in 
the United States, to be registered as a vessel of the United States. 

f 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized and 
directed to authorize and direct the inspection of said steam vessel, steam 
boilers, steam pipes, and appurtenances of said boilers, and cause to be 
granted the proper and usual certificate issued to steam vessels of the mer 
chant marine, without reference to the fact that the said steam boilers, 
steam pipes, and appurtenances were not constructed pursuant to the laws 
of the United States and wore not constructed of iron stamped pursuant to 
said law; and the test to be applied to the inspection of said boilers, steam 
pipes, and appurtenances will be the same in all respects as to strength 
| and safety as are required in the inspection of boilers constructed in the 
United States for marine purposes, save the fact that said boilers, steam 
pipes, and appurtenances not being constructed pursuant to the require- 
ments of the laws of the United Statesand areof unstamped iron, shall not 
be an obstacle to the granting of the usual certificate if said boilers, steam 
pipes, and appurtenances are found to beof sufficient strength and safety 


Mr. FITHIAN. Is there a report in this case? 

The SPEAKER. There is. 

Mr. PIGOTT (to Mr. FirHIAN). The bill is all right. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. Picorr) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 6986) to provide for the American registry of thesteamer Mar 
garita, having considered the same, respectfully report as follow: 

This steamer was purchased in England by A. J. Drexel, an Americanciti- 
zen, of the city of Philadelphia, Pa., for the sum of $00,000. The owner has 
expended in repairs upon the said steamer in an American shipyard the 
sum of $15,000 and has made and approved plans for further expenditure of 
£30,000, including the following alterations: Replumbing, refurnishing, elec- 
tric light, painting, calking decks, new boats, and entirely overhauling the 
machinery. 

During the Fiftieth, Fifty-first, and Fifty-second Congresses a large num 
ber of vessels were authorized by simiar acts to be registered as vessels of 
the United States,in volume % of the United States Statutes at Large, 
pages 134, 475, and 668; volume 26, pages 145, 312,414, 491, 495, 561, anci 530. 

Your committee, having carefully considered all the facts in the case, re 
spectfully recommend that the bill be passed. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania for the present consideration of this 
bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection to the gentleman making 
an explanation of the bill. 


we SC 
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Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gen- 
tleman will not interpose any objection in the way of the patriot- 
ism of an American gentleman who wishes to sail under his 
country’s flag, and who has made every effort to do so. Mr. 
Drexel last summer had an American yacht, which he owned 
andsailedin. Owing to the ill health of his wife, he was ordered 
to take a trip abroad. 

He endeavored to have built in an American shipyard a yacht 
large enough for this purpose, but was informed that a year and 
a half would be the shortest time in which it could be completed, 
and he was unable in any shipyard in the country to succeed in 
getting a promise of its construction in less time than that. 

‘here was no yacht of sufficient tonnage of American build that 
could be found for sale; and eo under all of the circumstances, 
being unable to purchase here or have the yacht built, he pur- 
chased one abroad, paying for it $90,000. 

But true to his American instincts, which he had inherited 
from his father, he brought the ship into our ports, and ex- 
pended $45,000 additional in an American shipyard to put it in 
proper condition for the purpose contemplated. He discharged 
the English captain and the English crew, and in these bard 
times keeps in constant employment a crew of forty men and a 
Yankee skipper; and with that natural pride which belongs to 
an American citizen he comes here now asking Congress, hav- 
ing used every honorable and patriotic effort to get this ship of 
American build 
and with an American register. 

I trust, Mr. Speaker, when these circumstances are known 
that this courtesy will be extended to him. I trust, in view of 
the patriotic instincts exhibited by one of our citizens, under 
such circumstances, who desires to sail under his own flag, as a 
loyal American citizen, and = in every way the laws of his 
country, that this privilege will be granted to him that the 
bill contemplates. I trust when these facts are known that 
there will be no member of this House who will make an objec- 
tion to the request for unanimous consent to consider the bill. 
Does any member of this House suppose that I, being the repre- 
sentative in part of one of the great cities of this country, in 
which are the largest shipping interests in the United States; 
that [, coming from the city of Philadelphia, full of shipyards, 
and now building the great American Navy, would dare to rise 
in my place and introduce a bill or ask consent to have one con- 
saarel that would hurt in any way American shipbuilding in- 
terests? 

I hope, therefore, in view of the peculiar circumstances of the 
case, and the large amount expended in an American shipyard 
on the remodeling of this yacht, that the strict letter of the law 
will not be allowed to stand in the way of doing a simple act of 
justice to an American citizen who desires the privilege of sail- 
ing with an American register and under the American flag. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. I object. 


OCALA, FLA., PORT OF DELIVERY. 


Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 1885) to extend 
the privileges of the transportation of dutiable merchandise 
without appraisement to the city of Ocala, in the State of Flor- 
ida. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the privileges of the seventh section of the act ap- 
proved June J0, 1880, governing the transportation of dutiable merchandise 
without appraisement be, and the same are hereby, extended to the city of 
Ocala, in the State of Florida. And the said city of Ocala is hereby consti- 
tuted a port of delivery. . 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Before consent is given to the considera- 
tion of this bill, 1 think there should be some explanation of it. 
Is this recommended by the Department? 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. It is recommended by the Treasury 
Department. 

Mr. DOCKERY. As Icaughtthe reading of the bill itcreates 
some additional officers. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. No. Let me say to the gentleman 
that this is recommended by the Treasury Department for the 
reason that Ocala has become a very large cigar-manufacturing 

int, and they are peepeeng now to transfer several large cigar 
actories from Havanna to a, if it can be made a portof 
entry. For that reason, in view of the largely increasing busi- 





ness of the place in this direction, the Department recommends 
the passage of the bill. 
Mr. DOCKERY. What number of additional officers does it 
create? 
— COOPER of Florida. 
of. 


It does not create any that I know 
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Aveust 15, 
Mr. WISE. None whatever. 
Mr. DOCKERY. No additional charge on the Treasury? 
Mr. COOPER of Florida. No, sir. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera. 
tion of the bill? r 
There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
a third reading, and being read the third time, was passed, _ 
On motion of Mr. COOPER of Florida, a motion to reconsido, 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE COLUMBIA RIVER. 


Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous cop. 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 1772) extending 
the time for the completion of a railroad bridge over the ('v. 
lumbia River at or near Vancouver, in the State of Washincton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the time for the completion of the bridge across 
the Columbia River at or near Vancouver, in the State of Washington, under 
the act of Congress approved August 29, 1890, entitled ‘An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Columbia River by the Oregon k,)|. 
way Extension Company,” be, and the same is hereby, extended until! the 
15th day of April, 1898. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the Senate bill? 

Mr. COOMBS. I would like some explanation first, Mr, 
Speaker. Has this bill passed the Committee on Interstate Com- 
mercer 

Mr. ELLISof Oregon. It has. It is the unanimous report of 
that committee. The report is very short, if the gentleman de- 
sires to have it read. I will state, however, that this is simply 
the ordinary extension of a franchise which was granted about 
four years ago. 

Mr. COOMBS. 
time. 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. Under the circumstances it is nota 
long time. The river is very broad, and the company got into 
some financial difficulties, and is nowin the hands of areceiver. 
Prior to that time the work was partly done. The piers are 
already built; but it will take some time to complete the super- 
structure. It is a gigantic enterprise. 

Mr. COOMBS. Have there been any protests against it? 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. None whatever. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered tc 
a third reading, and being read the third time, was passed. 

On motionof Mr. ELLISof Oregon, a motion to reconsider th: 
last vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS CONTENTNEA CREEK, NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. BUNN. Iask unanimous consent for the present con-id 
eration of the bill (S. 2303) to authorize the construction of « 
bridge across the Contentnea Creek, Grifton, Lenoir County, N. 
C., and to establish it as a post-road. 

The bill was read. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid 
eration of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, r 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BUNN, a motion toreconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 





It extends the franchise to 1897; quite along 


W. D. MACK. 


Mr. HULL. I ask unanimous consent for the present consic: 
eration of the joint resolution (S. R. 68) for the relief of W. D. 
Mack, a clerk in the Record and Pension Division of the War 
Department. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of ee ete., That William D 
Mack, a clerkin the Record and Pension Office, and a veteran of the late wa 
who lost both feet in a railroad accident while returning from the anniver 
sary ceremonies of the battle of Gettysburg, on July 4 last, is hereby e* 
empted from the operation of so much of the act approved March 3, 183 
making appropriations for legislative, executive, and judicial expenses o! 
the Government for the fiscal year ending J une 30, 1894, as limits the amount 
of sick leave with pay that be granted by heads of Departments, and 
that the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to pay to 
said William D. Mack such portion of his salary as has been withheld from 
September 11 toOctober 14 (thirty-four days) on account of injuries received 
in the said railroad accident. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution; which was ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS NEWARK BAY. 


Mr. DUNN. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 7839) to bridge Newark Bay. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the boards of chosen freeholders of the counties o! 
Hudson and Union, in the State of New Jersey, or the legally constituted 
authorities of the city of Bayonne and the city of Elizabeth, as may be de- 
termined by the authorities of the State of New Jersey, now or hereafter to 
be granted, shall be, and they or either of them are hereby, authorized to 
locate, build, maintain, equip, and operate a bridge across Newark Bay, in 
the State of New Jersey, between the city of Elizabeth, in the county of 
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Union, and the city of Bayonne, in the county of Hudson, at a point not 
less than 500 feet above the present bridge structure known as the Central 
Railroad bridge: Provided, That the bridge herein authorized shall be built 
asa drawbridge, with a draw giving a clear width of opening of not less 
than 100 feet, and said bridge shall be located aid built in such manner and 
under such regulations for the security of navigation as the Secretary of 
War may prescribe; and to secure that object the parties proposing to build 
said bridge shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his examination and 
approval, a design and drawing of the bridge and a map of the location, and 
until the said — and location of the bridge are approved by the Secretary 
of War the bridge shall not be commenced or built; and should any change 
be made in the my of said bridge during the progress of its construction, 
such changes shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War: 
Provided also, That the draw of said bridge shall be promptly opened, upon 
reasonable signal, for the passage of vessels and boats; and the owners of 
gaid bridge shall maintain theron, from sunset to sunrise, such lights and 
other signals as the Light-House Board shall prescribe. 

Sxo. 2. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
— herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed 
within three years from the eve of this act. 

Sec. 3. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been favorably reported 
by the Committeeon Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and per- 
sonally I have no objection ,to its passage. But itis proper to 
state that one of the Representatives from New Jersey [Mr. 
eaen now absent is bitterly opposed to it; and therefore I 
do not think it ought to go through by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DUNN. My colleague [Mr. ENGLISH] has withdrawn his 
ao. to the bill. I think the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BARTLETT] will sustain me in this statement. Since the 
objection of my colleague was made, the bill has been amended 
so that there is no objection to it now whatever. 

Mr. BARTLETT. On the occasion of my last conversation 
with Dr. ENGLISH, he was still os to the bill; so that I can 
not state that he has withdrawn his opposition. 

Mr. DUNN. He withdrew his opposition in committee. 

Mr. WISE. I would cheerfully give consent to the passage of 
the bill; but I know that in the last interview I had with Dr. 
ENGLISH he expressed himself as bitterly opposed to the bill, 
and as wanting an opportunity to be heard in opposition to it on 
the floor of the House. I see him entering the Hallnow. He 
can speak for himseli. Personally I have no objection to the 
bill. 

Mr. DUNN. I will ask my colleague [Mr. ENGLISH], whom I 
now see in his place, whether he has any objection to this bill 
as amended by the committee. 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. Not at all. It is the substi- 
tute that I favored. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, my colleague states that he has no 
objection to the measure. 

r. WISE. I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is not a railroad bridge? 

Mr. DUNN. No, sir; it is a bridge for public travel between 
the cities of Elizabeth and Bayonne. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr. DUNN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words ‘‘Secretary of War,’’in line 27, page 2, insert the folowing: 

“And the said bridge shall be held to be a public highway forever.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS SOUTH CANADIAN RIVER. 


Mr. AVERY. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the biil (H. R. 7811) authorizing the El Reno Bridge Com- 
pany to construct abridge across the South Canadian River, be- 
tween Blaine County, Okla., and the Wichita Indian Reservation. 

The bill was read. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

: The amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol- 
ows: 


Amend by adding at the end of section 2 the following: 

“And equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all tel 
egraph companies, and the United Statesshall have the right of way across 
said bridge and approaches for tm telegraph purposes: Provided, That 
before the construction of any bridge herein authorized is commenced the 
said company shall submit to the etary of War, for his examination 
and approval, a design and drawing of such bridge and a map of the loca- 
tion, giving sufficient information to enable the Secretary of War to fully 
and satisfactorily understand the subject, and unless the plan and location 
of such bridge are approved by the Secretary of War the structure shall 
not be built: Provided, also, That any bridge constructed under authority 
of this act shall at all times be so kept and managed as to offer reasonable and 
a means for the passage of vessels and other water craft through or 

er said structure, and for the safety of vessels passing at night there 
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> 
shall be displayed on such briage, from sunset to sunrise, such lights or 
other signals as may be prescribed by the Light-House Board.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. AVERY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

THE CURRENCY. 

Mr. BLACK of-Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading 
of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks consent 
for the consideration of a resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the balance in available gold in the Treasury of the United States 
on the Ist day of August, 1894, had been reduced, despite the sale of $50,000,000 
in gold bonds, to the sum of $54,975,607; and 

Whereas the demand for gold in the Treasury made for shipments to for 
eign ports continues and increases; and 

Vhereas the reports from the Treasury show that during the month of 
July not a dollarin gold was added to the Treasury stock from the port of 
New York, the largest customs port in the United States; and 

Whereas it is a matter of common knowledge that gold coin and gold cer 
tificates have virtually ceased to be used in Guchareing obligations to the 
Government, but that the obligations to the Government are discharged in 
Silver certificates, United States notes and United States Treasury notes, 
which are so used as to deplete the Treasury of gold faster than it accumu 
lates from all sources, including customs, internal revenue, and sales of 
bonds; and 

Whereas there is in the Treasury unused and available an amount of sil 
ver equal to 8513,880,682 of American standard coin value; and 

Whereas the income of the United States does not now equal its expendi- 
tures: Therefore, 


Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States, That the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures is directed to at once report 
to the House for its consideration a bill providing for the proper use and 


avail of the said silver. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules is directed, upon the report of said 
bill from the said committee, to report a rule for the consideration of the 
House under which suitable, full, and reasonable debate may take place, and 
amendments be offered and votes taken within a reasonable time, to be 
fixed by the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this resolution? 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. I object. 


Mr. TRACEY. Let it go to the committee. 
POTOMAC STEAMBOAT COMPANY. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, [ ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 425) for the relief of the 
Potomac Steamboat Company. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill which 
the Clerk will report, after which the Chair will ask if there be 
objection. 

The biil was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the requestof the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. SAYERS. I object, Mr. Speaker. 


JOEL A. KING. 


Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2231) for 
the relief of Joel A. King. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
STONE] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
a bill which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is horepy, 
authorized and directed to pay to Joel A. King, of Caldwell County, Ky., out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of #1, 400, 
being for stores and supplies furnished the Army of the United States dur 
ing the late war for the suppression of the rebellion. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have an expla- 
nation of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman can make 
a brief explanation. 

Mr. STO.,E of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the report is very 
short. 1t sets forth the facts. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the report can be read, 

The report (by Mr. STONE of Kentucky) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2231) 
for the relief of Joel A King, submit the following report: 

This is aclaim for quartermaster’s stores furnished to the Army of the 
United States by Dr. Joel A. King, of Caldwell County, Ky., during the late 
war for the suppression of the rebellion, under orders from Lieut. Col. S. P. 
yr Forty-eighth Regiment Kentucky Mounted Infantry. Claim stated 
at $1,800. 

The committee find that Joe] A. King was loyal to the Government of the 
United States throughoutthelate war; and that in 1863 and 1864 he furnished 
stores and supplies for the military use of the United States at or near 
Princeton, Ky.. then reasonably worth #1,800. 

Your committee report back the billan/] recommend its passage. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 
Mr. BARTLETT. J object. 
TITLE TO LAND IN YUMA, COLA. 


Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R.7955) to perfect the title 
to a quarter section of land in the town of Yuma, Colo. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the preémption cash entry numbered 4990, of George 
F. Weed, made at the district land office at Denver, Colo., on the 19th of 
September, 1885, for the southeast quarter of section 22, township 2 north, 
of range 48 west, which tract embraces the town of Yuma, Colo., the county 
seat of Yuma County, Colo., be, and the same is hereby, confirmed: and that 
patent of the United States issue therefor tosaid Weed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of gen- 
leman from Colorado [Mr. PENCE]? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, let the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. Thereport isquite long. By consent, the 
gentleman can make a brief explanation. 

MrPENCE, Mr. 5 ev, the bill is simply to perfect the 
title to the land on which the town of Yuma, in Eastern Colo- 
rado, now stands. This bill is reported favorably by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, unanimously. 

In 1885 Mr. Weed made his proof upon the land. Thereafter, 
within the next twelve months, when the railroad came through, 
a town sprang up and was organized under our State laws, and 
proceeded to build its public improvements. In October, 1888, 
some three years afterwards, an affidavit was filed of record that 
raised some question as to the title to these town lots. It has 
caused some considerable trouble to the owners of the lots, and 
the petitioners who have presented this bill have presented such 
facts to the Committee on Public Lands that they feel that these 
people ought to be relieved by this act. There is nobody who 
is interested in it now except the lot claimants, and they wish 
to perfect their title. 

Mr. COOMBS. Are there many of them? 

Mr. PENCE. There were a good many lastspring. I have 
forgotten how many voted last spring. is is county seat 
of the county. There are probably less people there now since 
the drought. 

Mr. COOMBS. Do I understand this bill is reported unani- 
mously and favorably? 

Mr. PENCE. Yes. 

Mr. COOMBS. Is it understood out there, so that the people 
who would have the right to object to it could have done so? 

Mr. PENCE. I should not present it otherwise. 

Mr. COOMBS. I make no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Colorado [Mr. Pence]? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; 
and being en , Was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

' On motion of Mr. PENCE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 

was Jaid on the table. 

RECONVEYANCE BY DISTRICT COMMISSIONERS OF 
LAND. 

Mr. POST. Mr. Speaker, Iask for unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill S.2269. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Lllinois asks unani- 
mous consent to consider a bill which the Clerk will report, 
after which the Chair will ask if there be objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 2269) providing for reconveyance by District Commissioners of 
certain lands to Andrew J. Curtis and Mary E. Curtis. 

Be it enacted dy the Senateand House of iwes of the United States 
of America in Congress That the missioners of the District of 
Columbia be, and they are hereby, directed to reconvey by a suitable deed 

or quiteclaim to Andrew J. and Mary E. Curtis, 
the District of Co- 
bed and 


age oe 
heirs and assigns, all the right, title, and interest of 
lumbia in and to all that lot or parcel of land fully d acg 
in a deed from Andrew J. Curtis and Mary E. Curtis to the said District of 
Columbia on the 10th day of September, A. D, 1891, and recorded in Hber 
1638, folio 294 of the land records of the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois? 

Mr. COOMBS. I would like to hear the report. 

Mr. POST. The simple facts are these, if the gentleman will 
allow mc. A street in Bennings was deeded to the District. 

Mr. COOMBS. Where? 

Mr. POST. In Bennings. The Commissioners say that the 
topography of the — makes it unsuitable for a street; and 
the only effect of this conveyance is to relieve the owners from 
taxation: and they desire to have it reconveyed. 

Mr. COOMBS. Have you a letter from the Commissioners? 

Zo r. POST. I have a letter from the Commissioners to that 

efiect. 

The SPEAKER. 





CERTAIN 


Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
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tleman from Illinois? [After a pause.] The Chair hears nono. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. POST, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was was laid on the table. 

Mr. POST. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the House bill relating 
to the same subject lie on the table. ; 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that order will be mad: 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

JOEL A. KING. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my objection 
the bill of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STONE]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York withdraws 
the objection he entered to the request of the gentleman from 
Kentucky. The Chair will have the title of the bill read again 
and ask if there is any other objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2231) for the relief of Joel A. King. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objecte 
the consideration of this bill. Is there further objection? 

- Mr. LOUD. Iwillask if this bill was not considered so 
few weeks ago? 

= SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will be again 
read, 

The bill was read again. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like toask if that bill was not con 
ered here one Friday afternoon? 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. No, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. Ido not think this bill ought to pass with: 
some discussion. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. It never has been before th 
House, but it has been reported from the committee a numbe 
of times. 

Mr. LOUD. 
Friday. 

The SPEAKER. 


to 


I think it ought to come up in committee o 


Tae gentleman from California objects. 
FINANCES. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask tha: 
the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk be read, afte: 
which I will ask unanimous consent for its consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas, etc., the tariff bill has been a by the House reducing th 
duty and cheapening the necessaries of life; and 
hereas by separate acts coal, iron, barbed wire, sugar, and molas 
have been put upon the free list; and 
Whereas without further legislation the masses of the people will be ver 


little better off than before: Therefore, 


Be it resolved, That it is the sense of the House of Representatives that the 
people’s money should be restored to its original status by the remonetiza 
tion of silver at a ratio of 16 to 1, followed by some fin legisiation in 
ereasing the circula of the country, so that the people may 
able to purchase the necessaries of life lately reduced in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina as 
unanimous consent to consider this resolution. Is there objec 
tion? 

Mr. TRACEY. Let it go to a committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which i; 
equivalent to an objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted— 
To Mr. ALDERSON, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, indefinitely, on account of sicknes 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


By unanimous consent, on the request of Mr. PHILLIPS, a re- 
print was ordered of the bill (H. R. 7756) authorizing the appoin'- 
meut of a nonpartisan commission to collate information and to 
consider and recommend legislation to meet the problems pre- 
sented by labor, agriculture, and capital. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION, BOSTON HARBOR, MASSACHUSETTS. 


Mr. CARUTH, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, reported the bill (H. R. 7973) as a substitute for the 
bill (H. R. 7213) to establish a life-saving station at or near City 
Point, Boston Harbor; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with accom- 
panying report, ordered to be ted. 

e original bill was orde to lie on the table. 


INVESTIGATIONS AND TESTS OF AMERICAN TIMBER. 


Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 313) appropriating funds for investi- 
gations and tests of American timber: which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole Fouse on the state of the Union. 
and, with accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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INSPECTION OF LIVE CATTLE, HOGS, AND CARCASSES AND 


PRODUCTS THEREOF. 

Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 7910) to amend ‘‘ Anact to pro- 
yide for the inspection of live cattle, hogs, and the carcasses 
pnd products thereof which are subject to interstate commerce, 
and for other purposes;” which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

EXPLORATION AND PURCHASE OF MINES. 

Mr. WEADOCK, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, 
reported favorably the bill (H. R. 7148) to authorize the explora- 
tion and purchase of mines within the boundaries of private 
land claims; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, JAMESTOWN, N. Y. 

Mr. CADMUS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported favorably the bill (H.R. 2891) for the erection 
of a public building at the city of Jamestown, N. Y.; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 


the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be | 


printed. 
VIEWS OF MINORITY. 

Mr.CHILDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted 
the views of the minority on the bill (H. R. 6411) relating to is- 
suance of writs of habeas corpus by Federal courts or judges 
thereof, and on the bill (H. R.5217) to regulate and discharge 
the payment of contracts in any money made a legal tender by 
law for the paymentof debts; which were ordered to be printed. 

TheSPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. lask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of a bill reported from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order during the call. 

The cali of committees was resumed and concluded. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour beginsat fifteen minutes 
past 1, and the cail rests with the Committee on Patents. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the committees. 

Mr. BUNN (when the Committee on Claims was called). Mr. 
Speaker, I ask that the Committee on Claims be passed, with the 
privilege of being called later. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that asimilar privilege 
be granted to the Committee on War Claims, owing to the tem- 
porary absence of the chairman. 

There was no objection. 

PAYMENT OF CONTRACTS IN LEGAL-TENDER MONEY. 

Mr.CULBERSON. Mr.Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 5217) 
to regulate and discharge the payment of contracts in any money 
made a legal tender by law for the payment of debts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it. enacted, eic., That allcontracts forthe payment of any money, whether 
in gold, silver, or coin, may be discharged by any money which is by law a 
legal tender for the payment of debts when the contract matures. 


An amendment recommended by the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary, inserting in line 3, after the word ‘‘ contracts,” the | 


words ‘‘hereafter executed,” was read. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. LANE}. 

Mr. LANE. Mr.Speaker, the importance of this bill can not 
beoverstated. The purpose of the measure istosecure stability 
inour financial system. Under our present financial method we 
have various kinds of money, and the law, as it is now inter- 
preted by the courts, allows parties to discredit various forms 
of our money by contract. 

Mr. COOMBS. Does not the gentleman think thatis proper? 

Mr. LANE. Itis notproper, and I will show that it is not. 
Our law requires that all the proceedings of our courtsshall be 
expressed in dollars, dimes, cents, and mills. It wasalways the 
practice in this country up to 1878. The records of this country 


everywhere were always kept in that way, and the Supreme | 


Court in 1878 for the first time changed that mode of pro- 
cedure. 


I have examined with great care the decisions of the courts | 


of the various States on this question, and I find a uniform con- 
currence of opinion up to the time the question came before the 
Supreme Court of the United States. The courts of the va- 
rious States had formerly held that when an obligation was 
given for the payment of money, it meant that that obligation 
could be discharged in whatever was declared to be the legal 
money of the country. I know that some gentlemen may claim 
that this bill is an attempt on my part to bring up the silver 


question, but I beg to state that such an idea never entered my 
mind in connection with this bill. 
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| What brought this question to my attention was the fa 
to borrow money, were offered 


notes, to give an 


some, but were required, in executing their 


obligation that the money should be repaid in geld. They sent 


some of my constituents, desiring 
the papers to me and asked my view about it. I advised them 
that that was not necessary, and with a view to meet that eon- 
tingency I introduced this bill. 
Mr. COOMBS. Has this bill been t cu by 
the Judiciary Cominittee? 
Mr. LANE. There is no dissenting report, as I understan 
Mr. POWERS. One was filed this morning. 
Mr. LANE. Ididnot know that. The Democratic members 


of the committee, as I understand, all agree in recommending 
this bill,and some of the members on the other side, but 1] 
I wish tocall attention now to the law as it was before this: 
tion came before the Supreme Court. 

Mr. DANIELS. When this question came be 
of New York they decided that all contracts could 
by the tender and payment of greenbacks, and 
as all debts were payable only in gold and silver 
was passed, it made no difference whather that provision -was i 
the contract or not, the greenback law covered the whol: 
tion. 

Mr. LANE. I have those decisions here. I wish to 
tention now to the decision of the courts of Massachu 
1863 this question eame before the supreme judicial court of t 
State of Massachusetts, and I have here a brief summary of 1 
decision of the court. 


not al! 


in 


iore the Ia 


toa ia 


The note in that case was for #5 
in specie, and of course the plaintiff insisted that he w 
The court 


I pay adit 


itled 


+} 


as ent 


' . 
in 


| to gold or its equivalent on that contract. 

| case said: 

| All the court can do is to treat 
United States legpy enacted declare to be money 
to render a specific judgment designating a species of currency in which it 
should be 
no such power. 


| Thatis the opinion of the court of Massachusett 
| 


which the statutes he 


If it were in 


as money that 


ur powe 
d, we might avoid some of the existing difficulties, but we have 


3 in 1863. 

Mr. COOMBS. That was before the war. 

Mr. LANE. It was during the war and after Congress ha 
passed an act declaring greenbacks to be a legal tender for tix 
payment of all debts. 
| Mr. Speaker, I wish to say thatin this controversy I do not 

raise at all the question about the power of Congress to declare 
| what shall be a legal tender. That question is not involved in 
this discussion. 

Congress saw proper to declare that greenbacks should be a 
legal tender for the payment of debts; and my contention is that 
no private party has a right to annul an enactment of Congress. 

Mr. COOMBS. Does not the form of the bill prevent con 
tracts being made for the payment of a debt in specie even | 
the parties desire to so frame the contract? 

Mr. LANE. The effect of the billif it should become a | 
will be that a money contract may be discharged with an) 
| money that Congress has declared shall be legal tender. 

Mr. COOMBS. No matter what the contract may be. 

Mr. LANE. Thatis,a money contract. But it does not pre 
vent a contract to be executed for a commodity, and gold may 
be a commodity. 

Mr. COOMBS. I think it does. 

Mr. LANE. It applies only to money contracts. 

Mr. TRACEY. But it prevents the enforcement of a gold 
contract. 

Mr. LANE. If itis a money transaction, you can discharg: 
the debt in legal-tender money. Thatis the purpose of the bil 

Mr. DOCKERY. Thatis what ought to be done. 

Mr. LANE. If you desire to purchase gold as a commodit; 
you may provide that the contract may be diseharged in so man 
grains of gold. But that is a different transaction. If the in 
tention of the contract is the payment of money, then the leg 
tender money will discharge the obligation. That is the pu 
pose of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And avery proper purpose. 

Mr. COOMBS. I call the attention of the gentleman to this 
provision of the bill: 

All contrdcts hereafter executed for the payment of any vumof money 
whether in gold or silver or coin, may be discharged by any money which is 
by law a legal tender for the payment of debts when the contract matures 

Mr. LANE. Yes; that is the provision of the bill. 

Mr.COOMBS. And that prevents a man from making acon 
tract for payment in specie. 

Mr. LANE. That is exactly what we intend shall be the law. 
But it applies only to money contracts. When a man makes a 
money contract that contractought to be dischargeable in money 
of the United States declared by law to bea legal tender. No 
man has a right to discredit that which the Governinent has 
| declared to be money. No contract can be made except in con- 











8536 CONGRESSIONAL 


formity with the law. The law is the essence of every con- 
tract. A contract which does not conform to the law is void. 
This bill pooremienireeny tres making acontract that a money 
debt shall be discharged specifically in gold and nothing else. 

Mr. COOMBS. Sol understand. 

Mr. LANE. In other words, if you loan greenbacks you can 
not exact from your debtor an obligation that he shall repay the 
debt in gold. 

Mr. RYAN. But suppose gold is the money loaned? 

Mr. LANE. You can loan gold if you want to loan it, just as 
you can loan paper. 

Mr. RYAN. The bill prevents acontract being 
both parties may be willing) for the payment of 
dollars. 

Mr. LANE. It prevents any man from discriminating against 
the currency of the country. If there has been a loan of gold, 
and if, when the contract matures, paper money is legal ten- 
der, you are allowed to discharge that obligation with paper 





made (though 
a debt in gold 


money. 
Mr. COOMBS. Then it restricts contracts? 
Mr. LANE. It does not. 


Mr. RYAN. But if both parties are willing to make the con- 
tract payable in gold this bill forbids it, though gold be loaned. 
Mr. LANE. It does, because such a ing is oe public 
policy. We propose not toallow any man to discredit the money 
of his country. At one time it was regarded as treason for any 
mar to undertake to discredit the money of his country. Why 
should we allow a privileged class in this country to make gold 
contracts and cast upon the debtor the burden of preserving the 
currency of the country from depreciation? We have in this 
country now thousands, I may say millions, of dollars of money 
out on contracts of this very kind, contracts which are payable 
in gold; and the holders of such contracts can force gold to a 
remium in two hours, thus filching from the cane of the 
ebtor class millions of dollars. I say the principle is wrong. 
Mr. COOMBS. But suppose the parties have made contracts 
payable in gold? 
r. LANE. This bill does not affect contracts already made; 
only those hereafter made. 

Mr. COOMBS. But you said it was wrong that such con- 
tracts should be recognized by the law. 

Mr. LANE. I do say it is wrong, morally wrong. 

Mr. COOMBS, I see thatit was an afterthought to amend 
the bill so as not to affect contracts already made. 

Mr. LANE. That makes no difference. You have a right to 
make contracts in conformity to the existing law. Contracts 
must always be made in obedience tolaw. When there is nolaw 
there can be no binding contract. If there was no government 
contracts would have no legal force; they would simply be moral 
obligations, dischargeable at the pleasure of the maker. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I should like to ask the gentleman 
a question. A bill was presented here not long ago proposing 
to permit the Territory of Arizona to issue gold bonds, because 
it was stated that as gold bonds they could be floated at a lower 
rate of interest than if they were payable incurrency. Now, this 

‘ bill will prevent any State or municipality from issuing gold 
bonds, although the inability to do so may involve the payment 
of a higher rate of interest for years on the bonds issued. 

Mr. LANE. I beg to differ with the gentleman from Florida. 
This has nothing whatever to do with contracts of the States or 
the nation. 

Mr. GOOPER of Florida. Why? 

Mr. LANE. Simply because it has not. That question was 
settled in Lane County vs. Oregon (7 Wall., 71); or, rather, a kin- 


dred question. ; 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I think it has. 

Mr. LANE. It relates only to private contracts. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. There is nothing in it that confines 
it to private contracts. 

Mr. LANE. Oh, yes. The States and the nation can take 
care of themselves. They can Te sued by their consent. 

Mr. COOPERof Florida. I would risk my judgmentas a law- 
yer thatit covers all contracts—State, municipal, or any other— 
coming within the purview of the law. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois a 
question. 

Mr. LANE, Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. How does the gentleman from Illinois rec- 
= his position with that taken by the Supreme Court of the 

nited States in the case of Brownson vs. Rodes, where the Su- 
— Court say, in speaking of a contract to pay acortain num- 

r of dollars in gold and silver, that— 


Itis not distinguishable, as we think, in principle from a contract to deliver 
an equal weight vf bullion of equal fineness. 


Mr. LANE. Well, I will come to that in a little while, and I 


think I can satisfy the gentleman on that point. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Before the gent!eman from Illinois proceeds 
I wish to ask him if, in his judgment, this prohibits a munici- 
pality from issuing bonds payable in gold? . 

Mr. LANE. It would. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Even if they could borrow money at 3 per 
cent to pay a debt which carried 5 per cent or more? 

Mr. LANE. It would. The bond could be made payable in 
gold, but it could be discharged in legal tender. 

I want to read now from what Judge Cooley says on this sub- 
ject. He has some followers on this floor, and there are many 
gentlemen here who regard him as eminent in his profession gs 
a lawyer. Ina citation in 13 Michigan Reports, 420, in the case 
of Buchegger vs. Schultz, where the question before the court 
was in reference to a contract to pay acertain number of dollars 
stipulated to be paid in gold, not being a contract for merchan- 
dise, but for money, and to be discharged in money, Judge Cooley, 
delivering the opinion of the court, among other things, said: 

If legal-tender laws were designed chiefly to confer upon debtors a privi 
lege, there would be force in an argument that the class to be benefited 
might waive the privilege by stipulation in their contracts. But thes: 
are also based in great measure upon reasons of state policy, which ; 
times to a considerable degree override and disregard individual inter 

The act in question was based exclusively upon reasons of a public char 
acter, which, in the opinion of the lawmaking power, imperatively demands 
that Treasury notes shall be made equal in legal value to coin, and parties 
have no more right to stipulate that their contracts shall not be governed 
by it than those of a particular locality have to agree among themselves that 
a law shall not be in force in that locality. 

That was in 1865, before the question came before the Supreme 
Court of the United States, which declared that a contract pay- 
able in gold could be discharged by legal tender, it being held 
that under the law of Congress legal-tender notes were equal in 
value with gold. 

Now, in the State of Illinois, my own State, the question came 
up there on a similar presentation of fact, and that State held 
the same view of the law. 

It was declared in 1866,in the case of Appel vs. Woltman, 
Thirty-eighth Missouri reports, that the same principle would 
apply, the court using this language: 

But by law Congress has made Treasury notes of legal value with gold, 
and declared they should be legal tenders in satisfaction of private debts 
As a legal medium, then, there can not be a dittinction taken between them 
and gold. 

The same principle, promeely, was laid down in the Illinois 
case. Of course when the Supreme Court decided the question 
they had to reverse that decision, as the Supreme Court of the 
United States had primarily full power in the premises. 

The court in the Missouri case continue as follows: 

Itis a notorious fact which has passed into the history of the country that 
for the purpose of trade and incommercial transactions there is adifference 
made between Treasury notes and specie coin; but whatever fluctuations 
there may be arising from extraneous causes, the debtor’s right to pay in 
whatever medium he chooses can not be affected. In administering the law 
gold and Treasury notes must be considered as equal, and no difference or 
discrimination can be allowed. 

That was followed by the decision in the Indianacase, in 1886, in 
the case of Brown vs. Welch, where the court used this language: 

When Treasury notes were made a legal tender in the payment of debts 
they were made the equivalent of coin as a means of payment in all but the 
cases excepted bylaw. If, then, the law makes them equivalent for the pur 
pose of payment, a failure to pay a given sum in gold,as required by con 
tract,can not possibly beget an obligation to pay a@ greater sum in legal- 
tender notes, Whatever premium men may voluntarily choose to give f 
gold when forced to obtain it for a specific purpose or when impelled by a 
spirit of speculation or by a weak distrust of the Governm: nt. 

Without giving a citation from all of the other cases I can 
say, in brief, that this same principle was followed uniformly 
by a perfect concensus of opinion in all of the States—in Mas- 
sachusetts, Pennsylvania, Michigan, Illinois, Missouri, Indiana, 
Kentucky, New York, Texas, California, Georgia, Louisiana, 
Vermont, Alabama, Nebraska, and Iowa. 

Mr. POWERS of Vermont. To what case does the gentle- 
man refer from Vermont? 

Mr. LANE. I will refer to that case particularly. : 

It was the case of Townsend vs. Jennison, quoted in the Forty- 
fourth Vermont Reports, where the courtheld that when a debt 
is payable in specie it is an error for the court to allow the 
plaintiff premium on silver coin, there being more thanone kind 
of money called “specie,” and the kinds being capable of differ- 
ent values. 

Mr. TALBOTT of ee Then you wish to provide that 

, A can not contract with Ba debt which shall be paid in gold? 

Mr. LANE. Ido; simply that and nothing more. 

Mr. COOMBS. And it was an afterthought that they put in 
the word ‘' hereafter.” 

Mr. LANE. It is in the bill now. 

Mr. COOMBS. But it shows the wisdom of the bill! 

Mr. LANE. In the Alabama case, the court say: 

The verdict is for 85,000 in gold, and the judgment follows the verdict. 


| The present law of the United States governing the currency and defining 
| what shall be legal tender for the payment of debts forbids such a paymen& 
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The verdict ought, therefore, to have been for dollars simply. A judgment 
for dollars in gold is erroneous. 

That is the decision of the courtin that case. If you will take 
the pains to read through all these cases you will find they all 
hold that when a private contract is made to be paid in gold, 
silver, or specie, that the debt is discharged by any money that 
islegal tender at the time the debt matures. I find that the 
court of Georgia delivered this utterance on the question: 

As the debt was contracted long after the passage of the legal-tender acts 
of Congress regulating the paymentof such contracts, the Judgment should 
have béen for so many dollars only, leaving it to be discharged in any legal- 
tender currency or money of the United States. 

[say that uniformly the State courts of this country have held 
that this kind of a contract could be discharged in any money 
that was a legal tender. The courts of France, construing not 
a special act, but their general law, held that it was against 
public policy to allow a man to contract against the currency of 
his country, and it was treason in England to discredit the money 
of the realm, and subjected the offender to the penalty of death. 
Now, these gentlemen, every time they make a contract of this 
kind, discredit the money of this country, discredit the paper 
money or any other money, excepting the special money con- 
tracted to be paid. 

As I said before, all contracts must be made according to law, 
not contrary to law, and if the law was as indicated by this bill, 
then we should have a uniformcurrency, uniform contracts, and 
uniform decisions everywhere. This question came before the 
Supreme Court of the United States in 1868 for the first time, in 
the case of Bronson vs. Rodes, reported in7 Wallace, 229. I call 
your attention to the anomalous position in which the question 
was placed under that decision. Thecontract was for $1,507, to 
be paid in gold and silver cin. The court went on and decided 
in that case, and adopted a new rule, for the first time, I think, 
in this or any othercountry. They held that on a note payable 
in gold and silver coin the judgment should be for coined dol- 
lars and part of dollars. 

The judgment in that case was for coined dollars. We all 
know that an execution is the end of the law or was up to that 
time. When you go into court and geta judgment, and take out 
an execution, that is the end of the law; but under this decision 
itis not the end of the law. How will you collect a judgment 
for coined dollars? How are you going to enforce it? When 
you get an ordinary judgment for dollars and cents, the execu- 
tion runs to the sheriff or marshal, to collect from the debtor so 
much money in dollars and cents. Under the decision of the 
ease here in Bronson vs. Rodes, 7 Wallace, it is to collect coin 
dollars. 

Under that kind of an execution, what must the sheriff do? 
He takes the execution, goes out and makes a demand for the 
coin dollars. Hecan not getthem. They are notin the coun- 
try at all. Coin does not circulate. What does he do? He 
levies his execution on a farm or some other property of the 
= and sells it. What does he sellit for? Why, for green- 
backs. 

The marshal is compelled to accept the legal tender from the 

rty purchasing the property. The law compels him to do so. 
What is he to do then? 

Go to New York or some other market and purchase coined 
dollars. How is he going to know what premium to pay for 
gold? Who made him a judicial officer? What market is to 
control the price? 

Mr. COOMBS. I would ask the gentleman if the original 
error does not lie in the party making that contract to pay in 
coin? 

Mr. LANE. No. The error lies in the court legislating in 
the interest of the gold bugs. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Howisthereany more difficulty in enfore- 
ing such a judgment than in enforcing any judgment for specific 
performance? 

Mr. LANE. I will tell you. When you geta judgment of a 
court for specific performance, the court tells you what you are 
to do. 

Mr. BARTLETT. They can do the same in this case. 

Mr.LANE. Here you geta judgment forcoindollars. Now, 
the sheriff or the marshal goes with the execution, and how is 
he going to buy gold? (n what market shall he buy? Shall he 
take the premium on gold in [Illinois or New York or Louisi- 
ana, or in England? What right has anyone to make of hima 
judicial officer? He isa ministerial officer, toexecute a process. 

ow is he going to doit? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I should like to ask the gentleman a 
question. Half dollars are legal tender, are they not? 

Mr. LANE. For acertain amount. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. They are legal-tender money? 

Mr. LANE. For certain amounts. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Under this contract you could redeem a 
contract for a million dollars in half dollars. 
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Mr. LANE. You could under certain conditions. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But there is no condition. They are 
legal tender. ‘1 

Mr. LANE. They are only legal tender for $5. 

Mr. MARSH. A limited egal tender. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But nevertheless what is known as legal 
tender. 

Mr. LANE. But if you make a contract for $10, you can not 
pay it off in half dollars. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Read the bill and see. 

Mr. LANE. I know what it is; and I say you can discharge it 
in any money that is legal tender to that amount. Now. the 
State courts follow the case of Bronson vs. Rodes. There sre 
only two cases in the Supreme Court, Bronson vs, Rodes, and the 
case of Trebilcock vs. Wilson, 12 Wall., 687. In that case there 
was a note given for $900, a plain promissory note. Inthe court 
below the debtor tendered the amount due on the note in legal 
tender, and the trial court below held that that wasa good tender. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Did this note call for gold? 

Mr. LANE. Iwill give you the exact words [reading]: ‘‘Pay- 
able in specie.” P 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Payable in specie. 

Mr. LANE. Now, specie is gold and silver, and it is also 
copper. There are three kinds of specie. So you will see the 
absurdity of the position. The definition of specie in the law 
books and in ordinary dictionaries is given as coined money, in 
gold, in silver, or in copper; and according to the literal meaning 
of this note the debtor could have discharged it in copper coin. 
It is payable in specie. Now, the court below held that as he 
had tendered in greenbacks or Treasury notes the amount of the 
contract it was a sufficient tender. 

The case was appealed to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and they held that he was entitled to a coin judgment 
for the amount due. You find the same condition as in the 
other case. The marshal is to tuke out an execution and go to 
the party and make his collection, or sell the property, and then 
go and buy gold. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me just a moment 
to make a suggestion to him? 

Mr. LANE. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Isitnottrue that the effect of these two 
decisions is entirely destroyed, so far at least as silver is con- 
cerned, by the declaration of the statute of the policy of this 
Government to preserve gold and silver ata parity? Isnotthat 
obligatory upon the courts, as well as on the other branches of 
the Government? Would the court be permitted to discredit a 
portion of the coin of the United States by holding that it would 
not discharge an obligation, in the face of the declaration of the 
Government that silver is equivalent to gold? 

Mr. LANE. Iam glad the gentleman made that point, and 
I will show him howit operates. When this contract was made, 
there was no question between gold and silver. That was be- 
foresome people in this country had discriminated against silver; 
now they claim that a silver dollar is only worth 50 cents, and 
they insist that the contract shall be in gold, not in specie. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Make it gold. 

Mr. LANE. A silver dollar is just as much a dollar as a gold 
dollar, and it has the same purchasing power. 

Mr. BARTLETT. But make the contract in gold. 

Mr. LANE. This contract is not made for gold. The rate is 
payable in specie and it can be discharged in specie. But it is 
a contract for the payment of money and it should have been 
held by the court that it could be discharged in any money that 
was by law made a legal tender. Thisisand should be the legal 
effect of such acontract. The law must control. The law de- 
clares that a certain per cent per annum shall be the legal rate 
of interest for the use of money, and any amount over that would 


| be usury. 


Parties, by private contract, can not annul suchalaw. The 
law controls the contract and the lawmaking power has the 
right to say that all contractsfor the paymentof money, whether 
in gold or silver, shall be discharged and satisfied by the pay- 
ment of any money made by lawa legal tender. You have no 
more right to make a contract in gold than you have to make a 
usurious contract. 

Mr.BARTLETT. What right have you to restrain the lib- 
erty of making a contract if the contract is not against good 
morals? 

Mr. LANE. It is contrary to public policy, and it is there- 
fore against good morals. No contract can be lawful unless it 
is in conformity to law, and the law has the right to control 
the contract. The law is greater than the contract or the par- 
ties to the contract. 

Now, let me show you what the court did here in this case. 
In the case of Vaughn vs. Telegraph Company, 14 Wallace, the 
action was for the loss of a cargo of goods, valued at $2,436 in 
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gold. Now, in this case there was no contract at all. It was 

simply an action of tort. The court below held that the value 

of the — destroyed was $2,436, and they turned round and 
C 


entered up a judgment for $6,515.51. 

Putting it mildly, this —— be called legal robbery. This 
property was worth in g only a little over $2,000, and the 
court rendered a judgment for over $6,000. That is the Su- 

sme Court of the United States that rendered this judgment. 

f you will take and read this case, you will see what the court 
did in the premises. 

A Memper. That is the case veperiat in your report? 

Mr. LANE. Itisin my brief. I will r you from 12 Wal- 
lace, page 548. 

But the obligation of a contract to pay money is to pay that which the 
law shall recognize as money when the payment is to be made. If there is 
anything settled by decision itis this, and we donot understand it to be 
controverted. 

That is what the Supreme Court itself decided in this class of 
cases. 

Mr. COOMBS. That was not a gold contract. 

Mr. LANE. It was in regard to a contract for the paymentof 
money. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Yes; but that gold contract was 
before the statute establishing the equality of gold and silver 
and im sing the duty of maintaining that — 

Mr. LANE. What the gentleman states is true, but the ques- 
tion then before the court was not a question between gold and 
silver, but the difference between specie or coined money and a 
legal tender in paper money. At that time there was no ques- 
tion as toa difference between gold and silver. Theattemptthen 
was to discredit paper money, and having succeeded in doing 
that, since that time the war has been made on silver and the at- 
an made to recognize no money as lawful money but gold. 

The act of July os in regard to the purchase of silver 
bullion, known as the Sherman act, expressly vides that it 
is ‘‘ the established poliey of the United States to maintain the 
two metals (that is, gold and silver) ona parity with each other 
upen the prone ratio, or such ratio as may be provided by 
law.” This was the solemn declarationof Congress, but clearly 
that was not the intention of Congress in ng this act, for 
the act destroys the parity of the two metals by prohibiting the 
free coinage of silver. Parity means equality, and a law that 
grants a certain right to one metal and denies it to another does 
not put the two metals on a parity. 

The statute does not d that the parity shall relate to 
their legal-tender quality or their susthediad power, but simply 
to maintain the two metals. on a parity witheach other upon the 
pow ratio or such ratio as may be provided by law. But I 

g leave to remind gentlemen that the Supreme Court of the 
United States, so far as I know, hasnever discriminated against 
the silverdollar. When the decisions in the cases of Bronson vs. 
Rodes and Trebiicoek vs. Wilson were rendered there was no 
complaint that a silver dollar was not as good as a gold dollar. 

In the first case the promise was to pay in ‘gold and silver 
coin,” and in the case in ‘‘specie,” and the judgments in 
both cases were for so many “ ed dollars.” Asa matter of 
course a coined silver dollar would discharge the judgments as 
wellas acoined gold dollar. If, however, acase should be carried 
tothe United States Supreme Court now where the promise would 
be to pay so many dollars in gold, I do not know whether the 
court would or not render a judgment for coined dollars. The 
ar gb of this bill is, however, simply to change the law as 

id down in these cases where the court diseriminated against 
Treasury notes or greenbacks and denied their validity as a 
legal tender. . 

he Congress of the United States declared that Treasury 
notes should be equal in value to coin, and private ties have 
no right nor power to annul that law. Itis no violation of the 
right of contract to provide that a certain thing shall not be 
done, and every act is now regarded as unlawful which the law 
forbids to be done, and the courts generally hold that contracts 
made in violation of law are void. 

Lobbying contracts are held void on the 
policy. Services in procuring contracts from heads of ae 
ments of the Goverament and to secure appointments to offices 
or places of trust or an agreement to influence the action of an 
officer are void. Contracts made on Sunday, wager or gamin 
contracts are void. Option, future, and margin contracts an 

in restraint of trade are void. Contracts given for 
Confederate money are vi as being against public policy. 
And so should contracts be void that discriminate against Treas- 
ury notes, which are al tender by law. Contracts for hu- 
man flesh were permitted by the laws of Venice: 
But, in the it, if entonaet " 
mice, conkecate 


apne of public 


sont ee 
Guo the state at Venton. 
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This condition was the restraint on Shylock, but our modern 
Shylocks oppose all restraint. The gestlenanen from New York 
[Mr. CooMBS] asked me some time ago if this bill prevents con- 
tracts being made for the payment of a debt in specie, even if 
the parties desire to so frame the contract. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman states a false assumption in his 
question. No person ever desires to sign such a contract. No 
Bane man mouth voluntarily sign such a contract. Such a con- 
tract might be signed to-day for 2 hundred dollars in Treasur; 
notes with the gold or specie clause in it, and within six mont})s 
gold might go toa premium and the debtor would be compelled to 

ay $200in Treasury notes in discharge of his contract for $16 
Buch things have happened and may happen again, and the lay 
that permits it is manifestly unjust. 

There is no equality between the creditor and debtor when 
the one is about to borrow of the other; the parties are not on 
equal terms. The debtor is pressed formeans and he must yie), 
to the tyrannical exactions of the creditor, whatever his terms 


re. 

If all men were just wo would need no laws, but human ex- 
perience teaches that they are not, and therefore the law must 
protect the weak against the strong. The question finally re- 
resolves itself into one of justice. The reason a gold contract is 
exacted by the creditor is to protect himself againstany fluctu 
tion in our currency. 

Why should the debtor alone be held responsible for the s: 
bility of the money of the country. Should not this burden | 
borne as well by the creditor as the debtor. Equality is justic 
and every man should have an equal chance in the race of life 
When an ordinary money contract is given, if the volume o! 
money in the country increases it is to the interest of the debtor, 
if it decreases it is to the interest of the creditor. These are 
chances that all business men must take in the affairs of life. 

But under the gold contract the rule is changed and the re- 
sponsibility is all cast on the debtor. 

Justice demands that this measure should be enacted into law. 

Mr. Speaker, my time has about expired, and I therefore asi 
perm: to extend my remarks and to print in connection 
with them the report which I made to the House on this bill. 

There being no objection permission, is therefore granted. 
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TO REGULATE AND DISCHARGE THE PAYMENT OF CONTRACTS IN ANY MONEY 
MADE A LEGAL TENDER BY LAW FOR THE PAYMENT OF DEBTS. 
july 17, 1804.—Referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. LANE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the following 
— (to accompany H. R. 5217): 
e Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred House bill 5217 
introduced by Mr. LANE, which reads as follows: 


“A bill to regulate and discharge the payment of contracts in any mone; 
made a legal tender by law for the payment of debts. 

‘Be @t enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Stlules 
of America in Congrese assembled, That all contracts hereafter executed fo 
the payment of any sum of er 
discharged any money which is 
Gebts w contract matures.” 
Beg leave to report that they have considered said bill, and find that the 
purpose of this bill is to regulate the practice im the Federal courts in re 

ard to entering judgments, in requiring such judgments to be expresse: 
fa dollars and parts of dollars, and to preserve the stability and uniformi'‘) 
of ourecurrency. 

The act of Congress of i792, establishing a mint and regulating the coin 
of the United States, provides that the money of accounts of the United 
States shall be expressed in dollars, dimes, cents, and mills, and that all 

in the courts of the United States shall be kept in conformity 
with this ation. 

The law now is that gold and silver coin and Treasury notes are a legal 
tender mes the payment of all debts, public and private. There are some ex 


whether in gold, silver, or coin, may be 
by law a legal tender for the payment of 


ce rd to the payment customs, etc., in Treasury notes. but 
this has no application to judgments between private ties. The law 
the payment 0 


makes coined money and Treasury notes a legal tender 
private debts, that is, makes both kinds of money equal for this purpose 
my neither the courts nor private individuals have the right to annul the 
aw. 

The law is greater than the court or the individual, and neither have the 
right to set it aside. The courts have no power to legislate or to annul the 
laws ¢Conquee. or to permit private pates to set aside a public statute. 
This the Federal courts have done in holding that a judgment can be en- 
tered in ‘coined dollars,” which is done for the very purpose of annmulling 
the act of ~~ —* making Treasury notes a legal tender for the ae 
ofdebts. In Eugiand it wasa felony to discredit the money of the realm 
The courts of France have held that parties can not, by special contracts, 
discriminate between the bank notes of the Bank of France, which are made 
a legal tender, and coin money, which is also a legal tender. eas 

The decision will be found in nes eee France, volume 75, No. 
46, of date February 11, 1873. latre vs. Scouteters the court 
said: “ crisis laws directing the legal tender of bank notes have 
the character of and surety laws, and are for the public benefit; con- 
sequently these laws can not be avoided by written contracts, made either 
after the prom on of such laws or even before. Therefore creditors 
can not, in view of such contracts, refuse payment if it is tendered him in 
notes of the Bank of France, them at their legal value, which ts by 
law equivalent to that of coin.” other nations of the earth even wen! 
— — made it a crime punishable by death to discredit the money ©! 

6 country. 

The State courts of many of the States of the Union have passed on this 

uestion, and they hold the law substantially as it was held by the court in 
France 
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These decisions were rendered in the State courts after the passage of the 
jegal-tender act by Congress and before the decision of the United States 
Supreme Court was fully known. A few of the cases will be examined and 
the date of trial given. . 
~ Attention is first called to the following case: 

In 1863, in the case of Wood vs. Bullens, 6 Allen (Mass.), 516, the note wa 
for #00, With this statement in the note: “The above payable in specie 
The court held that the note could he discharged in currency, and in édecid- 

¢ the case used this language: 

“All the court can do ts to treat as money that which the statutes of the 
United States, legally enacted, declare to be money. If it were in ourpower 
to render a specific judgment designating the species of currency in which 
itshould be paid we might avoid some of the existing difMiculties, but we 
nave no such authority.”’ - : A a 

In 1862, in Shoenburger vs. Watts, 10 Am. Law Reg., 553 (Pa.), a bond for 
28,000 was executed payable in specie, “current gold and silver of the United 
States,” and the court held that the bond could be discharged in currency. 
The court says in that case: 

“This being the object and design for which the coining and money- 
making power was given to the Government of the United Statesin common 
with all other governments, we may well doubt whether, while that Govern- 
ment has exercised its high prerogative by deciding that certain modes or 
forms of value shall all be money, and all money be equal, that the same 
named quantities of each shall be worthas much as any of the others, itcan 
pecompetent for the citizen to distinguish to make a bargain excluding 
those With whom he contracts from a means of payment which the law has 
decided shall be open to and available for all and encumber them with a 
debt of a new and special nature not capable of being discharged in the way 
in which the ordinary debts are by law payable.” 

In 1864, in Schallenberger vs. Brinton, 12 Am. Law Reg., 591 (Pa.), the lease 
was for ground rent payable in “lawful silver money of the United States 
the court held that the rent could be paid in legal-tender notes. 

In 1865, in the case of Buchegger vs. Schultz (13 Mich., 420), itis held by the 
court that @ contract for a certain number of “ dollars,” though stipulated 
to be paid “‘in gold,” is not a contract for merchandise, but for ma and 
therefore can be discharged in any lawful money. J —_ Cooley delivered 
the opinion in this case, and in doing so, among cther things, he said: - 

“Tf legal-tender laws were designed chiefly to confer upon debtors a priv- 
ilege, there would be force in an argument that the class to be benefited 
might waive the privilege by stipulation in their contracts. But these laws 
are also based in great measure wpon reasons of State policy, which some- 
times to a considerable degree override and disregard individual interests. 

“The act in question was based exclusively upon reasons of a public char- 
acter. Which, in the opinion of the lawmaking power, imperatively demands 
that Treasury notes shall be made equal in legal value to coin, and parties 
have no more right to stipulate that their contracts shall not be governed 
by it than those of a particular locality have to agree among themselves 
that a law shall not be in force in that locality.” . 

In 1865, in Whetstone vs. Colley (36 LLL, 328), suit was on a note for $150, 

ayable in “gold.” The court held that the note could be discharged in 
Prited States Treasury notes, and in an action thereon evidence as to the 
yalue of gold compared with legal-tender Treasury notes is inadmissible. 

In 1866, in Appel vs. Woltman (38 Mo., 194), the action was ior arecovery of 
#000, which, the terms of the contract, ‘‘should be paid in the current 
gold coin of the United States, in full tale, or without regard to any legal 
tender that may be established or declared by any law of Congress.’’ It was 
held by the court that this contract could be discharged in legal-tender 
Treasury notes. The court say in this case: 

“But by law Congress has made Treasury notes of legal value with gold, 
and declared they should be legal tenders in satisfaction of private debts. 
As @ legal medium, then, there can not be a distinction taken between 
them and gold.”’ 

Again the court in the same case say: : 

“It is a notorious fact which has passed into the history of the oun] 
that for the purpose of trade and in commercial transactions there is a dif- 
ference made between Treasury notes and specie coin; but whatever fiuc- 
tuations there may be arising fromextraneous causes the debtor's right to 
pay in whatever medium he chooses can not be affected. In administering 
the law gold and Treasury notes must be considered as equal and no differ- 
ence or ination can be allowed." 

In 1866, in Brown vs. Welch (26 Ind., 116), the contract was for the “ pay- 
ment of a specified sum in gold or if paid in paper the amount thereof 
necessary to purchase the gold at the ay ace of a. It was held by 
the court that the contract could be discharged in Treasury notes at the 
sum named in the contract. The court uses this language in the opinion: 

* When Treasury notes were made a legal tender in the payment of debts 
they were made the equivalent of coin as a means of payment in all but the 
cases excepted by law. If, then, the law makes them ge for the pur- 
pose of payment, a failure to pay a given sum in gold, as required by con- 
tract, can not possibly beget an obligation to pay a greater sum in legal- 
tender notes, Whatever premium men may volunt choose to give for 
gold when forced to obtain it for a ific purpose, or when impelled by a 
spirit of speculation, or by a weak distrust of the Government.”’ 

In 1866, in Rily vs. Sharp (1 Ky., 348), itis held that anote payable in “gold”’ 
can be discharged in legal tender in the amount named in the contract. 

In 1871, in Kellogg t#¢. Sweeney (46 N. Y.), 03.51 in gold coin was stolen 
from the plaintiff, and in a civil suit for its recovery it was held that the 
amount could be discharged by Treasury notes, although the values of gold 
coin in currency was #1.59 at the time, and if the matter was in contract the 
law would be the same. (Chysier vs. Renois, 4 Hand, 209.) 

Tn 1870, in Killough va. Alford (32 Texas, 457), the court holds that 8750, 
payable “ in cold coin, or the equivalent thereof in the United States lega!l- 
tender notes *’ can be paid in legal-tender notes of the United States, and 
gold coin are the same dollar for dollar; that things which are equal to the 
saine thing are equal to each other. 

In 1867, in Beatty vs. Rhodes (3 Nebr., 240), it is held that in the payment 
of a debt legal-tender notes are in contemplation of law equal to coin, and 
making the salary of a State officer payable in legal-tender notes after it 
had previous!» made it payable in coin is not unconstitutional. 

In 1865, in Reise ve. Stearns (29-Cal., 273), a suit Was on a contract to pay 
in gold coin of the United States, “or the equivalent of such gold coin, if 
paid in lega! currency,” and it was held that such contract can be paid in 
any kind of lawful money of the United States. The court sayin this case: 

“In contemplation of law a dollar im legal-tender notes is equal to and 
therefore the equivalent of a dolar ineoim. Imcomparing the two kinds of 
money the law knows no difference in value between them. Where none is 
alopted the standard of eqnivalents must be that which the law estabiishes. 
Tried by this standard, auy given number of dollars in legal-tender notes is 
eguivaient to the same number of dollars in coin.” 

In (873, in Glover ez. Robbins (49 Ga., 219), the note was ef date October 10, 
1864. and im five vears after date promised to pay $6,500 in specie with 4 per 
cent interest. The trial court in this case rendered the follo judgment: 

“ft is there ore considered and ordered by the court that piaintif 
have and recover of the defendant the said sum of $7,540.15 in gold or silver 
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coin or its equivalent in United States currency, for which execution may 


issue to be levied and collected in gold or silver coin or its equivalent in 
United States currency, and also that the said platinttif have and recover of 






said defendant the costs of this suit. fo h execution may issue to be 
levied in Unit tates currency F 

On appeal the supreme courtol Georgia reversed this judgment, and in tho 
ypIMion, amone other things, said: 

* Yet, asthe debt was contracted long after the pa ge of the legal-tender 
acts of Congress regulating the payment of such contracts, the judgment 
should have been for so many dollars only, leaving it to be discharged in 


any legal-tender currency or money of the United State: 
In 1866, in Jump vs. Pettier (18 La. Am. 193), it is held that a nete payable 
in gold can be satisfied by the tender of United States Treasur y notes : 

In 1872,in Townsend vs. Jennison (44 Vt., 315), the court held that when a 
debt is payable in specie it is error for the court to allow plaintiff premium 
on silver coin, there being more than ons kind of money called le, and 
the kinds being capable of different values : ; 

In 1876, in Hunter vs. Rogers (50 Ala., 283), the court used this langnac 
“The verdict is for #,000in gold, and the judgment follows the verdict 
The present law of the United States governs the currency, and detir : 
what shall be legal tender for the payment of debts forbids such a payment 
The verdict ought, therefore, to have been for dollars simply. A juden ? 
for dollars in gold is erroneous.” ete ; 

The decisions of the supreme courts of fifteen of the States are now give 
and they all hold with singular unanimity that private parties can not dis 
criminate against the different kinds of leval tender in thiscountry. We 
have here the opinion of fifty judges, many of them men of eminent learn 
ing, celebrated as jurists, and of national reputation, among them such men 
as Judge Cooley, of Michigan, and Judge Breese, of I!linois, ali substantially 
agreeing that the debtor could not be held as an insurer against the fluctua 
tion of our currency and that the debtor could discharge his debt in the 
payment of Treasury notes made a legal tender. Up to that time such a 
thing as a@ judgmentin “coin dollars” was unknown to thelaw. Attention is 
now called to the decision of the United States Supreme Court on this poin 
It is not intended to question the power of Congress to issue Treasury 
notes or make them a legal tender for the payment of debts. The simnle 
inquiry is, did not the court misinterpret the act of Congress in regard t 
making Treasury notes a legal tender? If they did, here and now is the 
time to make the correction. It will further be noticed that these decision 
in the United States Supreme Court were by a divided court, sometimes b 
one judge in the majority, and the dissenting opinion being joimed in b 
sometimes three or even four of the nine judges composing that angus! 
tribunal, and the dissenting opinion being in harmony with the decision 
of the State courts, as will be seen by a fair comparison. Attention is now 
called to some of the decisions of the United States Supreme Court. 

In 1868, in Bank vs. Supervisors (7 Wall., 26), the United States Supremy 
Court held that Treasury notes were not subject to tvxation in the same 
manner and to the same extent as coin issued under like authority, and 1 
versed the decision of the New York court. The decision of the Suprem 
Court Was predicated on the act of February, 1862, which declares that 

** All United States bonds and other securities of the United States held} 
individuals, associations, or corporations within the United States shall | 
exempt from taxation by or under State authority.’ 

It was held that Congress had the power to make this difference between 
coin and Treasury notes; so it will be seen that this case has no applicati 
to the question presented by this bill. 

In 1968, in Lane County vs. Oregon (7 Wall., 71), the Legislature of Orego1 
passed a statute enacting that the sheriff of that State shall pay over to the 
county treasurer the full amount of the State and school taxes in gold and 
and silvercoin. The county of Lane brought suit against the sheriff to, 
cover $5,460.96 in gold and silver coin. The sheriff answered that he had 
tendered the amount in United States notes, but the circuit court held thi 
Was not a good tender and rendered judgment against the sheriff for th« 
sum claimed, in goldand silver coin withcosts. This judgment was affirm 
by the supreme court of the State and also by the United States Suprem 
Court. e reason for this decision was placed on the distinct ground tha 
the law making United States notes a legal tender for debts has no re! 
erence to taxes imposed by State authority. So it can be safely claimed 
that this case has little or no bearing on the question at issue, as this bil! 
only a to private debts. 

In 1808, in Bronson vs. Rodes (7 WalL, 229), a bond or note was given for 
#1, 100, payable in gold and silver coin, with 7 per cent interest, payable also 
incoin. A tender of $1.507in United States notes, the nominal amount of 
the note, was made and refused. 

At this time #1 in coin was worth 22.2 in United States notes. So the 
question is here fairly presented, whether the United States notes have an 
equal debt-paying power as coin and whether the practice should be that 
judgments may be entered for ‘‘ coined dollars and parts of dollars’’ on coin 
contracts, ana in dollars generally in other cases. In this case the supreme 
court of New York held that the plea of tender was not a good plea, but on 
pest to the supreme court in general term the plea was held good and 
t judgment was affirmed by the court of appeals of New York and the 
case was brought to the United States Supreme Court, when the judgment 
Was reversed, Justice Miller dissenting 

The United States Supreme Court heldin this case that a bond or note, 
payable in gold and silver coin, must be paid in coined dollars and can only 
be satisfied by the payment of coined dollars, and that such judgments ma) 
be entered for coined dollars and parts of dollars. 

A judgment for coined dollars isa judiciai curiosity. When Congres: 
made Treasury notes a legal tender it was clearly the intention to give thos 
notes the same purchasing and debt-paying power as coin, and public policy 
demanded that the statutes should be so construed. A “coin judgment 
also an undesirable innovation in our judicial practice. 
In Butler vs. Harwitz (7 Wall., 258), the decision in Brownson vs. Rodes i 
followed. 
In 1869, in Willard vs. Taylor (8 Wall.. 557), the court in a suit in equity for 
the specific performance of contract, decreed that the complainant shouid 
payin gold, although the contract which was made in 1854 did not in express 
terms contract for gold payment 
This case had no general application and does not demand further notice 
In 1869, in Hepburn vs. Griswold (3 Wall., 604), a suit was brought ona note 
of date June 20, 1860, for $11,250. but there was no express promise to pay the 
note in gold. In March, 1854, the makor of the note tendered $12,720 in 
Treasury notes in full payment. The trial court held the tender good, and 
the case was taken to the court of errors of Kentucky, which reversed the 
judgment, and the case was then taken to the United States Supreme Court, 
where the judgment of the court of errors of Kentucky was affirmed. 
The United States Supreme Court placed the decision in thiscase on the 
ground that the act making Treasury notes a legal tender in payment of all 
Gebts, public and private, had no application to debts contracted before the 
yassage of the act, Justices Miller, Swayne. and Davisdissenting. This case 
i ioe since been overruled by the court, and therefore has noapplication now. 
| Jn Knox vs. Lee and Parker vs. Davis (12 Wail., 457). the decision in Hep- 
| burn vs. Griswald (8 Wall, 603), is overruled, and the court holds that the 
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acts of Congress known as the legal-tender acts are constitutional when ap- 
lied to contracts made before their passage, the Chief Justice and Justices 
lifford, Field, and Nelson dissenting. t will be noti , however, that 
there Was ho express contract to = coin in this case. 

In 1871, in TrebDilock vs. Wilson Re all., 687), a note was given for 8900, due 
in one year, with 10 per cent interest, “‘ payabie in s je.’’ The amountdue 
on the note was, after its maturity, tendered in United States notes, being a 
legal tender for all debts, public and private. The district court of lowa 
held that the tender was good, The case was then appealed to the supreme 
court of lowa and the decree was affirmed; the case was then brought to the 
United States Supreme Court and the decree reversed, Justice Bradley and 
Miller dissenting. The United States Supreme Court held that the note 
could not be discharged in its nominal value in Treasury notes, but that the 

—_ was entitled to a judgment to be entered for the paymentof ‘‘ coined 

ollars.”’ 

In 1871, in Vaughan vs, Telegrap (14 Wall., 258), the action was for the loss 
of a cargo of goods, valued at $2,436 in gold, and the decree was for $4,896.30 
and interest, making in all $6,515.51. At this time gold was 101 per cent 
above legal-tender notes. On appeal from the Uni States circuit court 
at New York to the United States Supreme Court this decree was affirmed, 
the Chief Justice and Justices Clifford and Field dissenting. The principle 
announced in this case seems to be indefensible. 

In the first place, the court heard evidence and found that the value of the 

oods destroyed was $2,436 in gold, and then heard further testimony and 
vaund that $2,436 in gold was worth 84,896.30, more than double the value of 
the goods, and rendered judgment for this sum and the interest, making 
6,515.51. If this was not simple robbery, it was very near of kintoit. Why 
should the debtor be held alone responsible for the fluctuation of the cur- 
rency when Congress declared that currency and coln money should be a 
legal tender, dollar for dollar, one as good as the other? What right had 
the court to annul the law in order to favor the creditor? It can not be ex- 


lained. 
’ It is no part of the design of this bill to consider the authority of Congress 
to issue Treasury notes and declare them a legal tender. These were burn- 


ing questions at one time in this country, but they may be regarded as set- 
tled now. Before the adoption of the mstitution the power of coining 
old and silver and emitting bills of credit or making wv and declaring 
ta legal tender existed in the several States, but now by the Constitution 
= is — in all the States except the right to make gold and silver a 
egal tender. 

“he power to issue money does not exist in the States, and it must there- 
fore exist, if at all, in Co The fact is not forgotten that a great many 
constitutional lawyers believe that when the Constitution was drafted the 
intention of its framers was not to grant to the General Government the 
right to emit bills of credit, and if the General Government did have a right 
to issue bills of credit in certain emergencies, still they had no right tomake 
them alegal tender. The United States Supreme Court, however, has finally 
held that Congress has the power in times of peace or war to issue Treasury 
notes, and also to make them a legal tender. 

These questions are now settled in the affirmative, it is true, by a divided 
court, but they are settled, and it is to be hoped that they will remain so. 
But the trouble now is that, after the court decided that Co: can make 
Treasury notes a legal tender in payment of all debts, public and private, 
the court annuls its own decision by holding that these coin contracts can 
be satisfied by entering a “coin judgment.” The uniform j ent of 
common-law courts is for a specific sum of money in pounds and parts of 
pounds, or in dollars and of dollars, leaving such judgment to be dis- 
eateet in whatever has been rightfully made a legal tender for the payment 
of debts. 

Judgments are not rendered and can not be rendered without an act of the 
Legislature or Congress in ony but dollars. Congress can say what a 
dollar shall be, and in such dollars Judgments of courts shall be paid. It is 
the stamp of the Government that bestows upon a piece of gold or silver the 
value of a dollar. So Congress can make Treasury notes money, transmit- 
ting, if you please, the _— into coin and cause it to pass in all private 
transactions at their ared value, and all ju mts rendered by the 
courts between individuals being entered up for dollars can, and of a right 
should be, disch tn dollars, paper money as well as coin. 

When Congress declared that ury notes should be lawful money and 
a legal tender for the payment of all debts, public and private, the design 
was to render paper dollars legally equivalent to specie and an adequate 


performance of a contract expressly stipulating for payment in coin. 
If the law does not mean this it means not ing. hen the parties in- 
tended by their contract that money should be paid, then it can paid in 


any lawful money. Thisis made plain by the court itself. In Knox vs, Lee 
(12 Wall., 566) Justice Bradley, in concurring in the opinion of the majority 
of the court, among other t said: 

“So long as the money of the country, in whatever terms described, is in 
contemplation of theparties it is the object of the legal-tender laws to make 
the credit of the Government a lawful substitute. Therefore, if the con- 
tract is for the delivery of a chattel or a specific commodity or substance 
the law does notapply. If itis bona fide for so many carats of dlamonds, 
or so Many ounces of gold as bullion, the s ¢ contract must be per- 
formed. Butif terms which naturally import such a contract are by 
way of evasion, and money is intended, the law reaches the case. Not 
but that Congress might tthe operation of the law in any way it pleased. 
It might make an exception of cases when the contract expressly promises 
gold and silvermoney. Butif it has not done so, if the enactment is gen- 
era) in its terms, specific promises to pay the money in specie are just as 
much subject to the operation of the law as a mere promise to pay, s0 many 
dollars, for in contemplation of law is a promise to pay in specie." 

No language could be plainer than this. Can any person doubt that inthe 
cases cited and decided by the court it was not the intention that money was 
to be paid and not a commodity delivered? 

There are but two of the f cases that have adirect bearing on this 
ee. and those are the cases of Brownson vs. Rodes and Trebilock vs. 

yilson. In the firstcase the court tells us that a contract was givén for 
$1,400, payable in gold and silver coin. Then there can be no doubt but it 
was a contract for the ment of money, coupled with an attempt to hold 
the maker as a r against any fluctuation in the currency. 

Now, & prow ry note is anagreement in wri to pay acertain person 
acertain sum of money by a time certain. These three elements are indis- 
pensable to a promissory note. An ment to deliver toa certain person 
& certain numberof ounces of gold orsilver by a day certain is not a promis- 
sory note, nor is ita negotiable instrument. If, therefore, the note for 81,400 
was not for a sum of money, but the amount had to befixed by testimony as 
to the difference between coin and Treasury notes, then the sum would not 
be certain, and the court was in error in calling it a promissory note. It 
was payable in gold or silver coin, so it is in which coin. 

Suppose a suit was brought on this note at the present time; it might be- 
come a question in which coin it should be 4. Some members of Con- 
ga state on the floor of the House that a silver dollar is only worth 50 or 
oot tare ‘it is supposed they would swear to itif called on in court, 

? 


in that event in whicn coin would the court hold that the note could be 


discharged 
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No one can tell. If parties have a right to discriminate between Treasnr 
notes and coin, then they have the right to discriminate between the coin. 
themselves, and the whole matter is at sea. Nor did it help the matter ; 
the court to legislate that the judgment should be for ‘coined dollars.’ 
the same trouble still remained. 

The means of satisfying a judgment is byexecution. The execution mye: 
follow the judgment and be founded on it. What would a sheriff or a » 
shal do with an execution for “coined dollars?*’ The usual] language of an 
execution is a command to the officer to cause to be made so many dollar. 
out of the defendant by levying the same on his goods and chattels. jay) 
and tenements,etc. Whenthe execution would be for coined dollars + 
the sheriff would be compelled to sell the property of the defendant, an 
he could not get coined dollars, and then he would be compelled t» a xt 
Treasury notes and with that buy gold or silver coin, how would he dere 
mine what price he would pay? What market would control the pric; 
= as compared with Treasury notes? Such asystem leads to endl 

usion. 

Again, suppose the promise was to pay #1,400 in wheat. The promise, 
would have the right to discharge his note by tendering 81,400 worth «; 
wheat, but if he defaulted and suit should be brought on the paper th: 
would not inquire into the value of wheat but simply render a judy 
for $1,400, The instrument itself fixed the measure of damages. N 
pose in the place of wheat the word “ gold " should be used—gold is sj 
commodity and the rule would not be changed, and in default of pa 
in gold the judgment would be for $1,400. The parties themselves in 
contract fixed the amount to be paid at $1,400,no more nornoless. An 
contract further provided that this sum should be paid in gold and 
coin; so according to the very terms of the contract the maker had 
to pay $1,400 in gold and silver coin, and if gold and silver were a 
mium then why should not the maker of the contract be allowed t 
the claim with less than $1,400 in gold coin? But the truth is the ; 
was for $1,400, and the judgment should be for that sum. 

All that has been said with reference to the case of Brownson leg 
— with even greater force to the case of Trebilock vs. Wilson (12 \\ a 

). In this case a promissory note was given for a debt of 8900, pay in 
‘specie.’ -Now, what is specie? It is coin; gold, silver, and copper as cur 
rency. How could the court determine what kind of specie would discharg 
this note? Suppose a promise is made to pay 8900 in wheat, oats, or 
The maker could discharge the obligation by a tender of #000 worth of « r 
of these commodities, ese three articles were of different values. ani if 
default was made in the payment ofthe note the court would not go into an 
investigation of the value of the wheat, oats, and corn. but would render a 
judgment for 8900. The court was correct in the Vermont case just cited 
when they said that it was ‘error for the court to allow plaintiff premium 
on silver coin, there being more than one kind of money called specie and 
the kinds being capable of different values.” 

Again, the maker of this promise to pay 8900 in coin could lawfully dis 
charge it in silver half dollars and quarter dollars. When, then, did the 
court find authority to render judgment for ‘‘coined dol!ars’’? It was c! y 
amoney contract,jand Judge ley was right when he said in Buchegger 
Schultz: 

‘yThe act in question (meania\g the ents act) was based exclusively 
upon reasons of a ag chara ‘ter, which, in the opinion of the lawmaking 
pore. imperatively demanded that Treasury notes should be made equal 

n legal value to coin, and parties have no right to stipulate that their con 
tracts shall not be governed by it." 

Parties can not make contracts in violation of public policy. The statute 
of usury can not be anuulled by contract; gambling contracts, and 
tracts for the sale of margins and for speculation in the rise and fall ot 
commodities, and contracts for the sale of ‘“‘puts’’ and “‘calls,”’ and « 
tracts in restraint of trade, are all void. 

A contract to defeat a public statute is void. No lawyer will deny this 
proposition, for it can be sustained by unlimited authority from the courts 
of this and other countries. 

Congress passed a public statute ae Treasury notes equal in | 
Value to coin in Se of debts; yet in the two cases mentioned ths 
Supreme Court held that the parties could by private contract annul and 
defeat this statute. The rule is a menace to trade and commerce. A party 
desires to borrow money to go into business, and when he applies for 
is told that there must be the usual gold clause in the note. e risk is 
much, and he refuses to borrow. It is to the interest of society that mo 
should be used in business. The borrowers of money are the men who bt 
our railroads, span our rivers, tunnel the mountalns, build cities and towns 
churches and schoolhouses, and engage in our vast industrial pursuits, all 
at t risk to them financially, and it is unjust in addition to the risk 
their business to hold them responsible for the fluctuation of the currency. 
This rule also offers a premium for rascality. When themoney of the coun: 
try is loaned in the gold contracts, then the money Pp can greatly in- 
crease their wealth by forcing gold toa premium and compel the debtor to 
SS the amount of money borrowed. 

ere can be no stable currency in this country if private parties are per- 
mitted to contract against a certain kind of currency and in favor of anothe! 
kind, both of which the law declares shall be equal. Legal tender is a {un 
tion of money, and no private contract should be permitted toannulit. Con 
tracts must he made in pursuance of law and not contrary toit. There is 
no class of persons in this country who should be more interested in sus- 
taining the commercial law of the land and the financial policy of the Gov: 
ernment t “the credit class. 

When default is made in their contracts for the pene of money they 
apply to the courts to enforce the law for its collection, and, therefore, th 
should not themselves violate the law when they make their contracts 
. The tor and debtor rarely ever 
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@ necessities of the debtor often de- 



























demonetize the money of the coun 
oer the same vantage und. 
prive him of the freedom of contract. . 
The object of law is to defend the weak t the strong, ‘to restrain 
men from inj oneanother.” “ Bqual an exact justice to all and special 
privileges to none,” is the basis of all governments; andit is not just to 
the debtor that he should be held liable for any and all fluctuations that may 
take place in the currency between the date of contract and the time of per- 
formance. The creditor should be willing to submit to the law and accep! 
on his money contract the money declared by Congress to beclegal tender 
for the _—— of all debts. . 
This is what the United States Supreme Court declared in its second lega:- 
tender decision, when it used this language: By 
“The obligation of a contract to pay tty » tomy that which the law 
recognizes as money when the ent is to 2.” : 
The flag of the country is to sustain our financial system, and to 
make every dollar of our money equal to every other dollar in purchasing 
and debt-paying power, and no person should have the right to repudiate 
the money or the of the — lic. Patriotism, justice, and State policy 
demand that this bill should become a law, amended, however, by adding 
after the word ‘‘contract ” in line 3 of said bill, the following words, to-wi t: 
“Hereafter executed;” ana as amended the bill is reported back to wie 
House with a recommendation thaé the same do pass. 
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Mr LANE. 
CULBERSON }. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker,I understand that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations desire to submit a conference report, 
and as they could take us off the floor anyway, I am willing to 

eld now. I suppose, however, that when the conference re- 

port is disposed of I may be permitted to occupy the remainder 
of the hour. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that can be done. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will merely state that I intend to with- 
draw this bill and present another one, inasmuch as the time at 
command will not give sufficient opportunity for the discussion 
of this measure. 

Mr. WARNER. I trust the gentleman will allow the time to 
be so divided as not to have the discussion of this bill, which 
goes into the RECORD, all on one side. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Iam going to withdraw the bill. 

Mr. WARNER. Well, that is one way to defeat it. 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, after the conference re- 
port is disposed of, twenty minutes will be’given to the consider- 
ation of this bill. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed tothe report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7477) making 
appropriations to supply the deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for prior years, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 7668) toauthorize the St. Louis, Avoy- 
elles and Southwestern Railway Company to bridge Bayou Des 
Glaises and Atchafalaya River, in the State of Louisiana; in 
which the concurrenee of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 859) for the relief of B. D. Greene. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed joint 
resolution and bill of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

Joint resolution (S. Res. 101) providing for clerical assistance 
in the Health Department of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 1713) to permit Commodore Louis C. Sartori, now on 
the retired list of the Navy, to be a rear-admiral on said list in 
accordance with his original position on the Navy Register. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I present the conference report 
on the bill (H.R.7477) making appropriations to supply defi- 
ciences, 

As the report is quite long, I ask that the reading of it be dis- 
pensed with, that oaly the statement of the House conferees be 
read, and that the report be printed in the REcorD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

For conference report see Senate proceedings. 

The statement of the House conferees was read as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the Senate amendments to the bill H. R. 7477, 
making ees to — deficiencies, submit the following written 
statement in explanation of the effect of the action recommended in the 
oeereering conference report, namely: 

The bill as it passed the Senate appropriated $7,939,551.41, being an increase 
of #2,934,518.83 over the bill as it passed the House. 

Of this sum, $1,809,539.70is to pay a judgment in favor ofthe Southern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company, and upon this amendment the committee of confer- 
ence have been unable to agree; 877,453.34is for payment of certain so-called 
charter party cases and insurance claims, from which it is recommended 
that the Senate recede, together with other amendments involving appro- 
priations amounting to $107,163.06. 

It is recommended that the House agree to the amendments appropriat- 
ing $940,362.73, to cover deficiencies, final judgments of the Court of Claims, 
and audited accounts certified to Congress since the passage of the bill by 
the House. An additional appropriation of $250,000, for fees and expen ses of 
marshals, United States courts, is recommended in the conference report, 
in accordance with a recommendation of the Attorney-General, certifying 
that at least that sum will be necessary to settle accounts on account of the 
fiscal year 1894. 

Exclusive of the judgment of the Southern Pacific Railroad Company, the 
bill as finally agreed upon appropriates 86,202,903,91, being $1,736,647.50 less 
than as it passed the Senate, and $%1,197,871.33 more than as it passed the 


House. 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
J. G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inform the House 


I now yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 


that all the differences between the two Houses upon this bill | 


have been settled with the exception of one item, amounting to 
about $1,500,000 in round numbers, in relation to the Southern 
Pacific Railroad Company,and I suggest to my colleague on the 
conference committee, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Can- 
NON], that the House be asked to agree to the partial report, 
leaving that item still open for discussion. 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
House to adopt the report? 

Mr.SAYERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. What has been done about the judgments for 
Indian depredation claims? 

Mr. SAYERS. The item was increased $50,000. 


That is, the gentleman desires the 


It passed 
the House at $100,000, and was increased $59,000 in conference. 
Mr. PICKLER. And was the provision retained which the 
House adopted with regard to a future investigation? 
Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 
The SPEAKER. 
ference report. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 


The question is upon agreeing to the con- 


Mr. Speaker, | would be glad to 
have a few minutes before this report is adopted. I understand 
that there is still one amendment upon which no agreement has 
been reached. 

Before this vote is taken I would be glad to have two minutes 
to state generally my understanding as to the appropriations of 
this session 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to my friend that when the de- 
ficiency bill comes back I will yield to him. We want to pass 
the sundry civil bill immediately; but when we come back with 
our final report on the general deficiency bill, the gentleman 
can have as much time as he wants. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. There will be no final report ina 
certain contingency. If the House should insist upon its dis- 
agreement to the Senate amendment, we would have to go into 
conference again; if the Senate should recede from its amend- 
ment, that would pass the bill. 

| Mr.SAYERS. Certainly. Iam willing to accommodate the 
| gentleman from Illinois as to the time he desires to occupy. 
|} Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 





I think I had better take a few 
minutes now, as my friend from Iowa [Col. HENDERSON], who is 
| now temporarily absent, desires to be heard when the deficiency 
| bill comes up. 
Mr. SAYERS. Very well, I willyield to the gentleman from 
| Illinois as much time as he desires. 
| The SPEAKER. Before the gentleman from Lilinois begins, 
| the House will receive a message from the Senate. 
| A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
| announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
| mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
| on the bill (H. R. 5575) making appropriations for sundry civil 
| expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895, and for other purposes. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw from 
consideration for a few minutes the report on the general de- 
ficiency bill in order that the House may agree to the report on 
the sundry civil bill. Itis important that this bill should be 
enrolled and signed as quickly as possible. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the conference 
report on the deficiency bill will be temporarily withdrawn, and 
the House will take up the conference report on the sundry civil 
bill. The Clerk will read the statementof the House conferees. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the 
sundry civil ps pers sony bill, submit the following written statement in 
explanation of the action recommended in the accompanying conference 
report on each of the amendments, namely: 

On amendment numbered 11: Strikes out the appropriation of 8100,000 pro- 
pases by the Senate for the purchase of sites for and commencement of 
buildings at Cheyenne, Wyo.; Boise City, Idaho; Helena, Mont.; and Spo- 
kane, Wash. 

On amendment numbered 110: Strikes out the appropriation of $105,000 
roposed by the Senate for the sufferers of the Ford Theater disaster, and 
nserts in lieu thereof provision for a joint commission of the two Houses 

to investigate and report upon the claims of said sufferers. 

On amendment numbered 1/8: A pregetes $25,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, for a quarantine station at Southport, N.C. 

On amendment numbered 119: Strikes out the appropriation of 840,000 pro- 

sed by the Senate for a quarantine station at or near the mouth of the 
Solumbia River. 

On amendments numbered 127, 128, 133, and 134: Strikes out the supremtio 
tions proposed by the Senate of $10,000 for the purchase of the etectric-light 
plant in the Senate wing of the Capitol and 610,000 for the repairs and ex- 
tension thereof, and restores to the bill the provision proposed to be stricken 
out by the Senate authorizing the payment of 8200 per month rent for the 
electric-light plants in the Senate and House wings during the sessions of 
Congress; and strikes out the provision proposed by the Senate authorizing 
the introduction of electric-light current into the Capitol building by any 
existing electric-light company in Washington. 

On amendment numbered 145: Authorizes the use of $16,000 of the appro- 
priation made for surveys of public land, for making a resurvey of lands in 
Grant and Hooker Counties, Nebr., and makes a verbal correction in the 
text of the bill. : 

On amendment numbered 233: Appropriates $45,000, instead of 86,000, as 
| proposed by the Senate, for dry dock at Puget Sound, Washington. 

On amendment numbered 261: Appropriates #5,000, instead of 816,000, as pro- 

osed by the Senate, for the Bureau of American Republics, and places said 

| Buresa under the control and direction of the Secretary of State, and re- 

| quires him to report to Congress at its next session the propriety of con- 

tinuing said Bureau, or if any obligation exists on the part of the Govern- 
ment for its continuance. 
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On amendment numbered 270: Strikes out ee peeve proposed by the 
Senate, fixing the salary of the assistant libr in charge of the Law 
Library at #1,000, and allowing him 80 for laborer’s service. 

On amendment numbered 277: Strikes out the amendment, proposed 
by the House, providing for the purchase of additional land for the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, and for the construction of additional buildings 
thereon. 

On amendments numbered 278 and 279: Appropriates $200,000 for the Cot- 
ton States and International Exposition at Atlanta, Ga., in terms substan- 
tially in accordance with the instructions of the House. 

On amendment numbered 280: Provides for the reclamation of desert lands 

/ 0s provided by the House, with an amendment that not less than 20 acres of 
each 160-acre tract shall be irrigated, reclaimed, oecnpied, and cultivated by 
actual settlers. 


The bill as finally agreed upon appropriates $34, 209,776.05, being $1,991 ,300.65 
less than as it passed the Senate, and $1,086,393.25 more than as it passed the 
House. 

JOSEPH D. SAYERS 


JOS. H. O'NETL, 
W. COGSWELL, 
Managers on the part of the House 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Before the question is taken, 
I would like to occupy three or four minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. ield to the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I desire only to 
call attention to the receding on the part of the Senate from 
amendment numbered 11, viding an appropriation for the 
purchase of sites for public buildings in the four new States— 
in Boise City, Idaho; Cheyenne, Wyo.; Helena, Mont., and Spo- 
kune, Wash. 

Taking into consideration the environment of this question, 
the conditions operating in that section of the Union, and the 
further fact that this amendment was placed on the sundry civil 
bill in the other end of the Capitol, it seems to me the House 
conferees might, in their extreme liberality, have granted to 
each of these new States a public building for United States 
courts, for marshals’ offices, for postal pape. and for other 
official uses needed by the Government. believe that every 
State in the Union’is provided with at least one public build- 
ing except the States of Wyoming, Idaho, and Montana. 

‘The difficulty in this case, Mr. Speaker, is that the responsi- 
bility for the ure of this appropriation will be ed as 
coming with peculiar and particular hardship upon the Repre- 
sentatives of these States in the House. I do not know of any- 
thing in the nature of appropriations with which I have had 
any connection since I have been in the House that will cause 
me eee eee so much damage as the defeat of this 
amendment. By reason of the fact that when the amendment 
was placed on the appropriation bill it was telegraphed to the 
various newspapers of our locality, causing the people to become 
intensely interested; all the responsibility for the defeat of the 
amendment will now be as falling upon the members 
from the various new States, to which the amendment apper- 
tains. 

The postal receipts at the town of Spokane are $60,000 a year. 
It is the headquarters of a postal division. Besides, we have 
there the United States court, United States marshal's offices, 
United States land office, the offices of the deputy collector of 
internal revenue and deputy collector of customs, etc. Itseems 
to me that now, when the Ng “Serene ~ wes the Government 
should acquire a site there, because in the course of a or 
two it may not be able to do so; for since the great fire of 1889 
which swept over that city and destroyed $6,000,000 worth of 
property, the available sites for the location of a public building 


are being rapidly appropriated. 
Del the of a gentleman who addressed 


T am not here (in 
the House the other e g) asking for pity; but I do think 
that in view of the large appropriations embraced in this bill 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors; in view of the large 
appropriations made in every direction by this Congress, it 
would have been nothing more than fairand just to have granted 
to these four States these sites for the erection of public build- 
You must of necessity come to it sooner or later. 

had on this floor a controversy relative to an tion 

for a public building that was already constructed in the State 


shat my friend from Texas represents so atly and honorably on | 
this floor. There they had no United States court; there ir 
postal receipts were not equal to ours. 

got a provision for a third story to be placed on their buildin 


z 


on this sundry civil bill. Now, if they could not pass that bil 

through the House; if I could mot y mine through the House 
eee it seems to me that if the new States are 
to be cut out from any consideration, then all of them should be 
placed upon the same footing, and all of this appropriation 
should have been stricken out. 

| know, sir, and I make my public acknowledgmen 

now, that the gentleman from Texas, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on ea has upon many occasions rendered 
net only te myself but to the a of my State tservices, 
and I here and now wish to thank him for myself and for them 
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But they came here and | the sum appropria ) | 
| the House passed it, and we increased it $75,000 more, making 


| man's consent. 
| constituents who are directly involved, in the Ford’s Theater 
| disaster. 


t of the fact | amounts to this: That the President of the 
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for the many and extensive acts of courtesy shown throuch h: 
committee. Iam not here to criticise the gentleman on thi 
subject; but I do think I may be permitted to say that ail th 
responsibility for the defeat of this amendment should not ha. 
been placed on the members of the House of Representatives 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield now what time my colleague on th 
committee desires. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to occupy but a ve 
few moments. 

As the statement of the conferees set forth, the amendm, 
agreed to in the report in regard to the Atlanta Exposition 
substantially in accord with the instructions of the House itse 
The only material variance is in retaining the Governme 
building exclusively for the Government exhibit. 

The House instructions involved the setting apart of the ya. 
cant space in that building for the exhibit of the colored »: 
ple. It was thought best, however, that the Government o . 
hibit should occupy the Government building exclusively: « 
this was yielded because of the assurance that the corporati 
itself would erect a proper structure for the colored exhibi 
and in this connection, and at the request of the friends of : 
exposition, I desire to have read from the desk as a part o 
remarks the following letter: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Hon. JosePH D. SAYERS, 
Chairman House committesin conference on the sundry civil dill: 

Str: The Cotton States and International Exposition Company here 
eee that said com y will provide upon their grounds a sults 

uilding, to contain not less than 25,000 square feet of space, and as m 
more as may be needed for an exhibit by the colored people of the Un 
States, free of all expense for rent and entrance fees for exhibits. 

Said space so provided to be used exclusively by said race for the pur; 
of making exhibit of the progress of the said race in education, art, mining 
agriculture, and all other pursuits and industries; said exhibit to be n 
ie time and under the rules and regulations governing all other 

ts. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., August 1. | 


In witness whereof, the said Exposition Company hereunto attaches | 
signature by its president. 
TSE CoTroN STATES AND INTERNATIONA! 
ExPosirion COMPANY, 
By C. A. COLLIER, President. 
EVAN P. HOWELL, Director. 
CLEMENT A. EVANS, Director. 


In presence of: 
J. B. GorDON, United Siaies Senator. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will yield a few minutes to the gentlem: 
from South Dakota [Mr. i 

Mr. PICKLER. r. Speaker, I desire, as a Representatiy. 
of one of the Northwestern States, to join in the commendatory 
words of the gentleman from Washington [Mr. WILSON] in 
gard to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, th 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAyErRs], for his uniform courtes; 
and consideration of the interests of our section of the country. 

I desire now, with the gentleman's permission, to ask one « 
two questions in regard to the agreement just submitted. | un- 
derstand the conference committee agres to the proposition to 
donate the million acres of land to the States, with an amend- 
ment? 

Mr. SAYERS. With an amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman please state the pur 
of the amendment? 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman will recollect that the ameni- 
ment of the House vided that the 160 acres of land should 
not only be occupied, but also cultivated. Instead of that, we 
now provide that at least 20 acres of the land shall be occupie/ 
cultivated, and . Wethought that if you let the Hous 
amendment stand, requiring the entire 160 acres to be culti- 
vated and irrigated, it would be of little or no benefit to the 
States; but by only requiring thatat least 20 acres of it shall be 
cultivated or irrigated, the real purpose of the House would be 
accomplished. 

Mr. PICKLER. I did not understand the House bill required 
that; but I am glad that it is made certain and definite. 

Mr.SAYERS. We consider it as more liberal to the States 
than the House amendment as it originally stood. , : 

{ will state to the gentleman that we have further increased 
for surveys to $250,000. It was $175,000a 


$250,000 in all. . 
Mr. PICKLER. Then one more question. with the gentle- 
I have felt a great deal of interest, as I have 


That question goes over, I understand. 
Mr. SAYERS. The agreement reached by the conferees 
ate and the 
Speaker of the House appoint five Senators and five Members 
the shall investigate the matter and report to the two Houses. 
Mr. PICKLER. When? 
Mr. SAYERS. At the next session. 
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Mr. PICKLER. Well, will this matter be then disposed of? 
Mr.SAYERS. That is for the House to determine. 


Mr. PICKLER. 

eir report? 
OO. SV ERS. That is for the commission tosay. They have 
the power to act if they chcose to do so. 

Mr. PICKLER. If it were going to put the matter off indefi- 
nitely I should have very grave objections. 

Mr. SAYERS. That was certainly not the intention of the 
conferees. 

Mr. COOMBS. This isa very specific arrangement. 

Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts. It was the distinct under- 
standing, I will state with the gentleman’s consent, in the con- 
ference committee that this was not an attempt on the part of 
the conferees to evade any responsibility of the United States at 
all, but was an honest effort on the part of the committee, 
through a commission to be appointed in the manner suggested, 
to secure a report of all the facts by the time Congress meets in 
December for whatever action was proper to be taken at that 
time. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think I understood the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. ONEIL] this morning in private conversa- 
tion to say that it not only relates to death claims, but to all 
claims. 

Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts. 
Ford's Theater disaster. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to amend the statement of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. O’NEIL] by saying that so far as 
my understanding goes, and speaking for myself, it was not in- 
tended to admit any responsibility on the part of the Govern- 
ment for that disaster. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. 
bility, if any existed. 

Mr. HERMANN. What changes have been made by the con- 
ferees as to the arid lands provision? 

Mr.SAYERS. The only change was, that instead of requir- 
ing the whole 160 acres tobe occupied, cultivated, and irrigated, 
it only requires that at least 20 acres of the 160 shall be so occu- 
pied, cultivated, and irrigated, making it more favorable to the 
States than the House amendments. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then, in that case, upon proof being made 
tothe Secretary of the Interior, that 20acres have beenregularly 
cultivated and resided upon, that will carry the remainder of 
the 160 acres into title? 

Mr. SAYERS. Thatis my understanding of the matter. 

Mr.HERMANN. Then,I ask the gentleman further whether 
the precaution has been taken by the conferees as to requiring 
that these prerequisites shall becomplied with before tithe vests 
in the State? 

Mr.SAYERS. I will state tothe gentleman from Oregon that 
the amendment adopted by the House was passed with the sin- 
gle amendment thereto, requiring that at least 20 acres of the 
land be occupied, cultivated, and irrigated before title should 
pass. 

Mr. HERMANN. Otherwise the McRae amendment stands. 

Mr.SAYERS. Yes. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. CorrEEn]. 


[Mr. COFFEEN addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. SAYERS. I ask for a vote on the conference report. 

Mr. BRYAN. Was there any concession made in regard to 
the arid lands on which we passed the resolution the other day? 

Mr. SAYERS. The conferees amended the House amend- 
ment, by making it more favorable, putting 20 acres in as the 
minimum, instead of 160, to be cultivated and irrigated, and not 
requiring them to cultivate 160 acres. 

Mr. BRYAN. Did you include Nebraska and Kansas, or did 
you consider them included in the present terms of the bill? 
mn SAYERS. We adopted the resolution passed by the 

ouse. 

The question was taken on the motion to sgree to the confer- 
ence report; and the Speaker pro tempore [Mr. TARSNEY] an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Division. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw thatdemand. [amas much interested in this matter 
as the gentleman from Wyoming, and it is impossible to secure 
anything. I appeal to him to withdraw that motion. We can 
not help ourselves. If we could I would be with the gentleman 
until the last moment in attempting to accomplish something. 

Mr. COFFEEN. I am not disposed to’ be captious, butyou have 
given us no time to consider the injustice = 4 
to our States. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I hope you-will withdraw your 
demand. We are interested the same as you are. 

Mr. COFFEEN. I withdraw on that plea. 


But will they come toaconclusion and make 


To claims growing out of the 


I meant simply the responsi- 


ich has been done | 
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The SPEAKBER protempore. The ayes have it; and the re- 
port of the committee on conference is agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the report of the committee of conference was agreed 
to was laid on the table. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I have returned geod for evil 
to my friend from Texas. |Laughter.] 

INSPECTION LIVE 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, | inimous consent of the 
House to consider at this time a bill of great public interest to 
the entire meat industries of the United States, in relation to 
the enforcement of a section of the law now upon the statute 
books. If the Clerk will read the bill, it will explain itself or 
I will explain it to the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr.Speaker,I desire to know how much timo 
it will take. 

Mr. HATCH. It will not take two minutes to explain it. 

The report is only a few lines, and I will explain it to the 
House. i do not think that any gentleman will object, and if 
they do I will withdraw it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (HL. 8.7910) to amend ‘‘ An act to provide for 
cattle, hogs, and the carcasses and products thereof 
of interstate commerce, and for other purposes.’ 

Be it enacted, ete., That the *‘ Act to provide for the inspection of live cat 
tle, hogs, and the carcasses and products thereof, which are the subjects « 
interstate commerce, and for other purposes,” approved March ¥%, 1891, b 
and the same is hereby, amended by the addition of the following section 
which shall be designated as ‘section 8°’ of said act, and which shall read a 
follows, to wit: 

“SEc. 8 That the Secretary is hereby authorized to mak uch rules, reg 
ulations, and orders as he may decide to be necessary to prevent the trans 
portation from one State or Territory or the District of Columbia into any 
other State or Territory or the District of Columbia, or to any foreign 
country, of the condemned carcasses or parts of careasses of cattle, sheep, 
and swine, or the edible products of the same, which have been inepected in 
accordance with the act entitled ‘An act to: provide forthe imspection of live 
cattle, hogs, and the carcasses and products thereof, which are the subjects 
of interstate commerce, and for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 189! 
Any person, company, or corporation owning or operating any such 
slaughter-house, abattoir, or meat curing, packing, or canning establish 
ment, or any employé of the same, that shall willfully violate any rulk 
ulation, or order made pursuant to this section shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished for each offens: 
by afine not exceeding $1,000 or imprisonment not exceeding one year, or b 
both said punishments, in the discretion of the court, one-half of the fine t 
go to the informer.’ 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I would state to the House, in 
explanation of this matter, that it is simply to carry out the pro- 
visions of a law now upon the statute beoks in regard to the in 
spection of meats for interstate commerce, in which an omission 
was made as to any penalty for the violation of the law in takin 
the carcasses or any part of the carcasses condemned and putting 
iton the market for sale. The Secretary of Agriculture, in a 
personal conversation, and in a letter written, part of which is 
embodied in this report, states that he has ascertained, after hay- 
ing complied with the law and made the inspection of animals, 
such as lump-jawed cattle and cholera hogs, and they had been 
condemned and sent to the tanks for rendering into grease, he 
found portions of them had been stolen out of the tanks, after be- 
ing put into them, and shipped outside of the State and sold for 
human food. 

The Secretary says that it isimpossible for him to execute the 
law properly without this additional legislation, and he asks 
that it be passed at once, and i have asked unanim onsent 
to pass it, so that it may be sent to the Senate and passed before 
weadjourn. [Cries of “ Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman fr 
asks unanimous consent to consider this bill. Is 
tion?’ |After a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COOMBS. What is the usual course taken with con- 
demned cattle after being slaughtered. 

Mr. HATCH. I can not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. COOMBS. I-want to ask a question for information as to 
the disposition of these condemned cattie’ 

Mr. HATCH. The law is that after the meat has been in 
spected either ata slaughterhouse, a packing house, or a can- 
ning establishment, and has been found defective, and for any 
reason unfit for- human food, it shall be condemned by the in- 
spector, and under the regulation of the Department theowner 
of the carcass can only take it to a rendering establishment to 
be rendered into what is known as common grease, and it is for 
the violation of that rule (which had no penalty attached to it) 
that we ask this additional legislation. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HATCH, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. Now. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the cen- 
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ference report on the general deficiency bill, and I ask consent 
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a 


expenditures of the United States Government for the past year 


that the members of the Committee on Appropriations have | I hold in my hand and read the official comparative statement 
leave to print remarkson the subject of the evepnations made | for the fiscal years 1894 and 1893, respectively: ee 


by the present and previous Congresses. at is a privilege 
which has always been granted to members of the Committee 
= Appropriations ever since I have been a member of this 
ouse, 
There was no objection to the request of Mr. SAYERS, and it 
was so ordered. 


[Mr. COFFEEN addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield to my colleague on 
- committee [Mr. CANNON of Illinois] such time as he may de- 
sire. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, under our Constitu- 
tion and laws the Congress appropriates the moneys for the 
public service and the President expends the same. In prac- 
tice the Congress appropriates from year to year for the service 
of the succeeding year. The law requires the Executive tosend 
to each session of Congress his estimates in detail for the public 
service and the amounts he desires therefor. There are, how- 
ever, certain appropriations for the public service made by 
vermanent law, and known as ‘‘permanent,” as distinguished 
irom annual appropriations. Among the permanent appropri- 
ations are those for the interest on the public debt, the collec- 
tion of the customs revenues, the sinking fund, etc. 

When the Executive forwards yearly to Congress his esti- 
mates for annual aereeeens he also forwards his estimate of 
the amount that will be expended for the coming year under 
permanent law. Mr. Cleveland, by his estimates, asked Con- 
gress to appropriate for the public service, for the coming fis- 
cal year, including permanent appropriations, $520,652,840.71, 
and Congress has appropriated for such service $490,668,369.51. 
This, in round numbers, is $30,000,000 less than the President 
asked for the public service. A large part of this $30,000,000, 
however, will be appropriated next winter by way of defi- 
ciencies. 

i hold inmy hand a table which I will submit, to be printed as 
a part of and at the conclusion of my remarks. It is a compara- 
tive statement of appropriations made at this Congress for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, next, with appropriations made at the 
first and second sessions of the last Congress (the Fifty-second 
Congress), and at the first and second session of the Fifty-first, 
commonly known as the ‘‘ Reed Congress.” 

This statement shows, Mr. Speaker—and such is the fact— 
that the appropriations this year are greater by $27,269,858.72 
than were those made by the first session of the Fifty-first, or 
‘*Reed Congress.” Thestatementalsoshows that the appropria- 
tions made this year are $28,835,989.70 less than those made at 
the second session of the lastor Fifty-second Congress. The Dem- 
ocrats controlled the House in both the last Congress and this. 
But, Mr. — ask the House and thecountry to notice that 
thisreduction is covered by the item for pensions alone. There 
was appropriated this year for pensions $29,099,504.85 less than 
was appropriated last year. It will be noticed, therefore, that 
the appropriations this year, except pensions, are greater 
than the appropriations made last year by $263,515.15. 

Mr. Speaker, the total appropriations for the Fifty-first, or 
**Reed Congress,” two years, were $988,417,183.34; those for 
the Fifty-second, or last Congress, two years, were $1,027,104,- 
547.92; and itis absolutely certain that, starting off at $490,- 
000,000, as we do, for this year, when the deficiencies are 
added next winter to the regular appropriations then to be 
made for the coming year, the total on will aggre- 
gate at least $1,050,000,000 forthe Fifty-third Congress, ess 
by unfriendly administration further heavy reductionsare made 
in payment of pensions. 

In the main, Mr. Speaker, these appropriations are necessary. 
Ours is the greatest country on earth, and the demands of the 
public service will grow as the country grows. I would not call 
attention to this matter now were it not that in 1890, 1891, and 
1892 the Democrats in the House, in the press, on the stump, 
and everywhere in the country, denounced the Republicans for 
having made the Fifty-first Congress a ‘billion-dollar Con- 

ress." You Democrats had two-thirds of the House in the last 
ongress, and in that Congress you increased the appropria- 
tions over those of the ‘‘ Reed Congress” by $40,000,000, in round 
numbers, and now in this Congress you are to increase the ap- 
Eugertetone over and above the * Reed Congress ” by $60,000,- 


You were either guilty of misrepresentation and deceit then 


which defense you will make. 
RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES OF 1804 COMPARED WITH 1893. 


Mr. Speaker, under the law the Executive is required at the 
close of each fiscal year to make a statement of the receipts and 


Comparative statement of the receipts and expenditures of the United States 


Fiscal year | Fiscal year 
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TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Warrant Division, July 2, 1894. 

This statement does not include the postal receipts or expend- 
itures therefrom, and as they balance each other it is not ma- 
terial to state them here. It shows the receipts of the United 
States for the twelve months ending June 30, 1894, to have been 
$88,859,292.78 less than the receipts for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1893. 

This alarming deficit was paid in part from moneys in th 
Treasury on the 4th of March, 1893, when President Cleveland 
was inaugurated, and in part from a sale of 5 per cent interest- 

earing bonds made by the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Car- 
lisle, in February last, yielding $58,633,295.71, and increasing the 
annual interest charge against the Government $2,000,000. 

Mr. Speaker, this statement shows also that the expenditures 
for the twelve months ending June 30, 1894, were $16,884,595.31 
less than for the twelve months ending June 30, 1893; but, Mr. 
Speaker, I call the attention of the House and of the country to 
the fact that this same statement shows that the payment for 
pensions made for the year ending June 30, 1894, was $18,1S)),- 
272.91 less than they were for the year ending June 30, 1593. 

In other words, exclusive of pensions, President Cleveland, 
for his first full fiscal year, expended $1,295,677.50 more to carry 
on the Government than was expended in the final fiscal yea 
under President Harrison. Whatever was saved by President 
Cleveland was saved at the expense of the soldiers of the lat 
war and of their widows and orphans by an unfriendly and un- 
just administration of the pension laws. 

Mr. Speaker, during the whole of the Harrison Administra- 
tion we were on the highway of prosperity. The Government 
was liberally and effectively performing its functions. [’ublic 
improvements were being made where needed, and the Govern- 
ment, by wise and economical expenditures, kept step with a 
prosperous and happy people; whereas for the last year, under 
Cleveland, there has been great distress throughout the land. 
The revenues of the Government have fallen off and the expend- 
itures of the Government have increased, except for pensions. 

In other words, it is more expensive to enforce the law wit! 
great blocks of our citizens out of employment, the Government 
making its strong arm felt by force, than it is to expend th: 
public moneys for the common ss for public objects, with our 
people profitably employed, and therefore contented—the peo 
ple obeying the law from love,rather thanfrom force. __ 

The oondition of the country under the respective policies of 
Harrison and Cleveland is known by all, and its future condi- 
tion will depend upon the economic and fiscal policies which wi: 
be chosen by the people at the ballot box. 

Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding the great distress throughou! 
the country, there have been many increases in the salaries of 
Democratic officials, especially in the diplomatic and consular 
service. I specify afew of them. The salary of the First As 
sistant Secretary of State is increased from $3,500 to$4,500. The 
minister to Belgium, Mr. Ewing, of Illinois, the former law 
partner of the Vice-President, is increased from $7,500 to $1\'.- 
000. The ministers to Switzerland and Portugal, Messrs. Ca- 


5 respec- 
or you are guilty of fearful extravagance now. You can choose ruth and Broadhead, are increased from $5,000 to $6,500 res] 


tively. 

The minister to Mexico, ex-Governor Gray, of Indiana, who re 
ceives an annual salary of $17,500, has the salary of his s:cretary 
of legation increased from $1,800 to $2,650. The ministers to 


Nicaragua and Costa Rica, for the first time, are allowed secre 
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taries of legation at $1,800 each, while the Bureau of American | aries of officials,and pledged that if they came into power there 
Republics, established under the auspices of Secretary Blaine | should be economy and reform. There is no excuse for the in- 
to promote commerce and reciprocity—a real service—is cut | crease of most of thes: salaries. I call attention to the matter 
down from $30,000 to $10,000. The six Auditors of the Treasury to show the difference between promise and performance. 
| 
| 
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Department are increased from $3,600 to $4,000each. The sala- Mr. Speaker, I ask how many more poor widows of soldiers of 
ries of a great many consuls and other officials are largely in- | thelagje war and how many worthy veterans must have the small 
creased, but I have not the time to enumerate them or you the | pensions which they receive taken away or reduced by an un- 
patience to hear. | friendly Administration, to meet these and many other increases 

Mr. Speaker, all these Democratic officials have received their | of salary to already well-paid officials? From every standpoint 


appointments under Mr. Cleveland. For years they declaimed, | the Democratic party fails. The best interests of all the people 
jn common with all other Democrats, about the extravagant sal- | demand that the Democratic party step down and out. 


Comparative statement of appropriations made by the Fifty-first and Fifty-second Congresses. ant by extra and first regular sessions of the Pifty-third Con 
gress, fiscal years 1891 to 1895 inclusive. 
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* Deficiencies included as follows: 1891, on account of 1890, 825,321,907.25; 1892, on account of 1891, $29,335,598.34; 1893, on account of 1892, 87,674,332; 1904, 
onaccount of 1893, $14, 149,724.85. 

+ This is the amount originally submitted to Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury as estimated to be necessary under psrmanent specific and 
permanent indefinite appropriations. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, the figures to which the gen- | the increasing pensions, for the first year of the present Dem- 
tleman from Illinois has called the attention of the House seem | ocratic Administration there is a deficiency of $70,000,000. 
to make it desirable that three facts should be emphasized to Having stated these three facts by way of reply to the billion- 
the people of this country. dollar charges of the Democratic party in 1892 against the Re- 

It will be remembered that two and four years ago there rang | publican party, I desire to add—what is the simple truth—that 
all through this country denunciations of the Republican party, | there was no extravagance in 1890 beyond the requirements of 
the Republican Congress, and the Republican Administration | the country; there is none now. The Governmentof this coun- 
for alleged extravagance of appropriations and expenditures. | try two and four years ago was conducted as reasonably, eco- 
We replied at that time, showing that there had been only the | nomically, and efficiently as any government upon the face of 
ordinary growth of the expenditures of the country, except so | the earii,and I donot stgnd here to declare that those whoare 
faras permanent work had been done which had been delayed | now in power and who, two and four years ago, criticised us for 
too long, and that the charges were without foundation. Yet | extravagance have themselves become participants in extrava- 
these unfounded charges were iterated and reiterated, and had | gance, notwithstanding they have appropriated and expended 
more or less influence in bringing the Democratic party into | more than we did. 
power. This simply illustrates the fact that gentlemen who are out 

It is certainly a gratification, after the Democratic party has | of power have little difficulty in criticising those who are in 
been in power in every department of the Government for one | power, and that when the critics themselves come into power, 
year, now to have it so clearly demonstrated that these gentle- | if they do as well as the party they criticise, they will be doing 
men who, when out of power, made such denunciations of Re- | better than our friends on the other side have done thus far. 

ublican extravagance two and four years ago, now find the boot |_ I took up a few moments ago an editorial article in the Kan- 
ison the other leg. The extravagance now is onthe partof the | sas City Times, in which the editor proceeded to say that the 
Democratic party in power, who denounced alleged Republican | Democratic party had inherited a deficiency which had been 
extravagance two and four years ago, and who find themselves | created by their predecessors, and upon that ground to excuse 
now subject to the criticism of those whom they thencriticised. | the deficiency which now exists. 

Tn short, it appears from thestatement of the gentleman from |) The editorial stated thata hundred million dollars of the bank- 
Illinois, first, that the appropriations at the first session of the | redemption fund was turned into the Treasury by the act of 
Fifty-first Congress, which had been denounced throughout the | July 14, 1890, and was used for the purpose of meeting current 
country as the ‘‘ billion-dollar Congress,” were $27,000,000 less expenditures. Gentlemen here very well understand that there 
than the appropriations at the corresponding session of thisCen- | is not a particle of truth in that statement. Fifty-four million 
gress, the round figures being $463,000,000 for the first session | dollars—not a hundred millions—of the bank-redemption fund 
of the Fifty-first Congress and $490,000,000 for the first session was turned into the Treasury by the act of July 14, 1890, and 
of the present Congress. that $54,000,000 was used not for current expenditures, but for 

Second, that the expenditures under the Democratic Admin- the reduction of the public debt. 
istration, with both Houses of Congress Democratic, for the Every year since the passage of the tariff act of 1890 up tothe 
fiseal year ending June 30, 1892, have been only seventeen mil- close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, the revenue was 
lions less than the last fiscal year of President Harrison, and this | sufficient to meet the currentexpenditures. For the fiseal year 
reduction has been entirely in pensions, leaving an increase of | ending June 30, 1891, the revenue exceeded the expenditures by 
one milhion in other expenditures. $37,000,000. For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1592, the reve- 

And third, that while the revenue after the enactment of the | nue exceeded the expenditures by nearly $10,000,000, and even 
McKinley tariff was more than enough all through President for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, in the last portion of 

rison’s Administration to meet all expenditures, including | which the revenue was affected by the disturbance of business, 
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resulting from the threatened tariff revolution, the revenue ex- 
ceeded the expenditures by $2,500,000. Thus, for ner _ 
after the enactment of the tariff act of 1890 up to and including 
the fiscal year 1893, the revenue under that act was ample to 
meet all the current expenses of the Government, including the 
current expenditures for pensions. ; 

For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, the revenue exceeded 
the expenditures by $105,000,000. Gentlemen will remember 
the demand that was made at that time by our Democratic 
friends that such a surplus should not be allowed to continue 
which necessitated the purchase of our bonds at a premium. 
We were told thata ‘‘ condition ” of asurplus and “ nota theory” 
confronted us which called for a reduction of revenue by a re- 
vision of the tariff. In response to that demand the annual rev- 
enue was reduced $60,000,000 by the abolition of the duty on 
sugar, by the remission of the duty on sugar. 

At the same time expenditures were increased from year to 
year by enlarged appropriations for pensions; yet, notwith- 
standing the fact that by the repeal of the duty on sugar $60,- 
000,000 was thus remitted to the people in the fiscal years 1891, 
1892, and 1893, as I have already roa we were able to meet all 
expenditures and leave a surplus each and or year. Every 
doliar, let me repeat, of the Soak redemption fund which was 
turned into the Treasury by the act of June 14, 1890, was used 
for the reduction of the public debt. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. hatabout the postponement of the pay- 
ment of bonds and the running of contracts on them? 

Mr. DINGLEY. What does the gentleman mean by the “‘run- 
ning of contracts”? Surely the gentleman does not include the 
ee of bonded indebtedness a current expenditure incarry- 

ng on the Government. It is sufficient for me to repeat, Mr. 
Speaker, that every year up to the close of the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1893, the revenue was ample to meet all currentexpen- 
ditures of the Government, and if it had not been decreed in 1892 
that a Democratic tariff revolution should come upon the coun- 
try, there is no doubt whatever that this condition of things 
would have been continued. 

In the last fiscal year, the year ending June 30, 1894, for the 
first time in time of peace since 1860, we had a deficiency of 
$70,000,000. That deficiency has not been caused by anincrease 
of expenditures. The expenditures, as has been stated by the 
gentleman from Illinois[Mr. CANNON], are $17,000,000 less than 
those of the previous year, but the whole of that $17,000,000 re- 
duction, and one million more, has been brought about by re- 
ducing and discontinuing pensions for the boysin blue. The ex- 

enditures for the ordinary purposes of the Government are 
ki ,000,000 more for this fiscal year under Democratic rule than 
ma were for the preceding year, under Republican rule. 

it ere the hammer fell, 

y unanimous consent, Mr. DINGLEY’s time was extended. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, as I have said, the deficiency 
for the past fiscal year has been brought about entirely by a 
falling off of revenue. There has been a decline of the revenue 
in the last fiscal year of $39,000,000, of which $71,000,000 is in 
customs revenue, $14,000,000 in internal revenue taxes, and $4,- 
000,000 miscellaneous. In order to meet this deficiency of over 
$70,000,000, occurring for the first time in peace since 1860, bonds 
have been issued and money borrowed to the extent of $58,000,- 
000, and $12,0V0,000 more have been taken from the gold redemp- 
tion fund to meet current expenses. 

Now, in this condition of th 
fund run down to-day to $52,000, 
amount contemplated by law and by the regulations of the De- 
partment, this amount being necessary to preserve the public 
confidence in the currency of the nation, the situation is such 
certainly as should command the serious attention of Congress 
and the people. Fifty-two million dollars only as the gold re- 
demption fund to maintain at par $346,000,000 0 greenbacks and 
$163,000,000 of Treasury notes! 

This is a situation, Mr. Speaker, which if we will but carefully 
consider must inspire a feeling of alarm in the minds of those 
who understand that with so small a redemption fund the public 
confidence may be impaired at a single stroke. 

And, Mr. Speaker, the otherday when the ‘‘ gun ” bill for 
the abolition of the duty on sugar imposed the Gorman-Brice 
bill, was passed by this House, I could not but think that gen- 
tlemen of the ma ority who voted for it and also for the Gorman- 
Brice tariff, could not have considered the fact that the duty on 
sugar is absolutely required to meet the expenditures of this 
Government for the present fiscal year, if the bill which has 
been known as the Gorman-Brice act should become a law, as I 

resume it will, because the latter measure reduces the revenue 
rom a large number of sources— v upon luxuries—to 
such an extent that it is impossible the expenditures of this 
nation can be met without the duty on . And it must 
have been obvious to gentlemen here that tis sugar bill was 
presented and put through, not with the slightest purpose of 


, with the gold redemption 
, While $100,000,000 is the 
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its becoming a law, but for buncombe, with the distinct know). 
edge that it could not be enacted into law in the present con(j. 
tion of the finances of the nation if the Gorman-Brice bill is ;, 
stand in the terms in which it has been enacted. 

Why, sir, in that Gorman-Brice bill—just as there was in ¢} 
Wilson bill—there has been a reduction of revenue to the ext: y+ 
of over $15,000,000 upon pure luxuries, such as liquors, cigars. 
leaf tobacco, opium, ostrich feathers, silks, kid cloves, etc.’ 
where there was no earthly call for a single dollar’s red.acti.,, 
In order to meet the deficiency created by such reductions, it j; 
inevitable that the duty on sugar, as provided by the Gorman. 
Brice act, must remain, if that act in its other provisions js ty) 
become law as the Democratic majority have willed. 

Mr. Speaker, I had not intended to enter upon any discussioy 
of these questions. I simply desired to call attention to the fact 
that the situation in which this country finds itself at the clos 
of the fiscal year just passed—the first year of full Democratic 
control since 1860—is one which may indeed attract the aiten- 
tion and arouse the alarm of every true friend of our institu. 
tions. I trust that before this Congress shall reassemble the 
clouds will to some extent have broken away; that gentlemen 
who have the responsibility of the government of this nation 
will feel the sense of that responsibility,and that from this timo 
henceforth we shall have legislation designed to promote the 
interests of the people—legislation calculated to restore conifi- 
dence—not the revolutionary threats which we have had through- 
out the past year, which haveso destroyed confidenceand excited 
alarm throughout the country that business has been shattered, 
industries overwhelmed, and millions of men have found them- 
selves out of employment, with wages reduced, consumption di- 
minished, and all the springs of industry dried up to an extent 
which may well arouse the commiseration of every friend of the 
American Republic. [Loud applause on the Republican side. | 

{Here the hammer fell. | 


EXTENSION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with an amendment, in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested, the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 217) to continue the provisions of existing 
laws providing temporarily for expenditures of the Government. 

Mr. SAYERS. Il ask unanimous consent that the further con- 
sideration of the conference report be suspended for the purpose 
of considering the resolution just received from the Senate. 

There was no objection. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows. 

In line 7, strike out the word “ twenty-fourth” and insert ‘‘ twentieth;"' so 
that the resolution will read as follows: 

** Resolved by the Senateand House of Representatives, etc,, That the provisions 
of joint resolutions approved June 29 and July 31, i804, providing tempora: 
ily for the expenditures of the Government, be, and the same are hereby 
extended and continued in full force and effect to and including the 20th day 
of August, 1894."’ 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, it will be impossible for the 
sundry civil bill to be enrolled and sent to the President to-day. 
The resolution of which this is amendatory expired last nig)t 
at 12 o’clock; hence it is important that this resolution go to 
the President as soon as possible. I move that the House con- 
cur in the amendment of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
just taken was laid on the table. 

GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now call up, Mr. Speaker, for further con- 
sideration the report of the conferees on the general deiicicncy 
bill, and yield to the gentleman from Iowa |Mr, HENDERSON | 
such time as he desires. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I want the Hou: 
of Representatives and the country to understand the leadin: 
facts touching the appropriations for 1895 and their relations to 
the appropriations in the near past. 

THE REDUCTIONS BY THIS CONGRESS—THE FIFTY-THIRD. 

The total appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 3, 
1895, just e by the Fifty-third Congress, amount to $490,(''* 
369.51. This includes the permanent annual appropriations : 
well as those for the postal service. It includes all appropris- 
tions. The total amount appropriated for the last fiscal year, 
ending June 30, 1894, made by the second session of the l'i/ty- 
second Congress, amounted to $519,504,359.21. The details 
these several appropriations will be found in a table appended to 
my remarks and marked “ Exhibit A.” ; 

These figures give a reduction for 1895 of $28,835,989.70, anc 
doubtless much credit will be claimed during the campaign 10 
coming on for this reduction, and the ory of *‘demonstrat 
economy by the Democracy ” will be heard on every stump. 

First, let it be borne in mind that this is a reduction by one 
Democratic Congress below the appropriations of a former De mn 
ocratic Congress, the former doing work under the watch!u! 


wo 


& 








1894. 





eye of Judge HOLMAN, the ‘‘ watchdog of the Treasury.” Let 

e question come up, If these are proper, were the former 
improper? 

Let us now examine the appropriations for the two years 184 
and 1895, and find where these reductions come from. Itwill bs 
found that in the single item of appropriations for pensions alone 
the difference can be accounted for,and not in acutting down of 
the other current expenses of the Government. 

The pension appropriations for last year amounted to $180,- 
681,074.85, while for next year it is $151,581,570. Here is a eut 
of $29,099,504.85, more than accounting for the reductions in the 
bills just passed for the next year, and leaves a margin of $2t3,- 
515.15. 


But let us look astep further. The second session of the last 
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The Fifty-first Congress appropriated $988,417,183.34 for the 
two years of its service. But that amount includes deficien- 
cies made by its Democratic predecessor, the Fiftieth Congress, 
amounting to $38,617,448.98, and included in that was a deficiency 
for pensions, amounting to $25,321,907.35. Deducting the above 
deficiency, which belonved tothe Fiftieth Congress, and itleaves 
the appropriations of the Fifty-first Congress at 3949,799,734.38. 

‘The appropriations of the Fifty-second Congress were for its 
two years $1,027,104,547.92. The present Congress has only ap- 
propriated for one year, and it has done its bestatcutting before 


the elections just coming on. At the next session, after the 
| elections, look out for a large increase by reason of forced defi 
eiencies and deferred appropriations. But let us assume that 


Congress had to appropriate for the Eleventh Census $1,020,000. | 


This session only had to give $356,580 for that work. Again, 
the second session of the last Congress had to give $958,000 for 
the World's Fair. This Congress had nothing to appropriate 
for that purpose. Now, let us take the three items of pensions, 
Eleventh Census, and World’s Fair and see what the three cuts 
aggregate: 


I Sas wis ch cc Sipe se qu tgs ae ave ps ae we $29, 099, 504. 85 
Cen meevent: Conéus: ...............-.5.2.-.- 663, 500. 00 
gk ee 958, 000. 00 





30, 721, 004. 85 
28, 835, 989. 70 


Total 
Subtract reductions for ’95 





Tee View Gimorence Of... 222.222 se nas 1, 885, 015. 15 


is found over and above all reductions by this Congress. 

The passing by of the great fair and the almost tinished work 
of the Eleventh Census dropped, unasked, $1,621,500 from the 
appropriations for next year. Leaving out these three items, 
for doing which no credit can be claimed by this Congress, and 
it will be seen that there is an increase of the current expenses 
of the Government of $1,885,015.15. 

THE OLD SOLDIER SACRIFICED TO ECONOMY. 

These facts will demonstrate that the reductions made, the 
‘‘economy” practiced, falls alone upon the old soldiers—the de- 
fenders of the country from 1861 to 1865. 

Of the appropriations made even by the last Congress for pen- 
sions, the sum of $23,822,715.04 was withheld from them and cov- 
ered back into the Treasury last year. 

One is filled with horror when the brutal attacks on the pen- 
sion roll by this Administration isexamined. I callattention to 
Senate Executive Document No. 121 of the second session of this 
Congress, being a report of the suspensions ordered by the pres- 
ent Administration—a report called for by a Senate resolution 
introduced by the watchful, true-hearted Senator CULLOM of 
Illinois. 

This report con‘esses that between March 4, 1893, when Har- 
rison went out and Cleveland camein,and May 10, 1894, the pen- 
sions of 15,520 old soldiers and widows had been suspended. Of 
this number the Pension Office found that it had to reinstate at 
their former rates, 9,09, thus confessing the hasty and incon- 
siderate and unfeeling attack upon these deserving men. But 
3,014 were reduced from former rates, cutting them mostly 
down to $6 and #8 per month, where they had been drawing 
mostly $12 and $10 per month; 2,671 were dropped altogether 
from the rolls, and 326 are still under suspension, pursued, un- 
doubtedly,. by the detectives of the Pension Bureau. 

These men sent out to examine into pension claims are called 
‘special examiners.” The real aim of the law creating them 


was to look into doubtful cases and to help out ignorant but 
worthy claimants who did not know how to properly prepare 
their proofs. I fear that now instead of ‘‘special examiners” 
they are used as detectives to cut off pensioners from the great 
roll of honor. 

As bearing upon this point it may be well to note that for the 
year 1893 there was appropriated for special examiners the sum 
of $225,000, while for 18%4, at the request of the Pension Office it 
was increased to $400,000. Evidently anassault of deadly char- 
acter was being made on the pension roll. It is however signi- 
ficant and gratifying that even an unfriendly Administration 
was forced to restore the 9,509 at the rates formerly allowed. 


THE FIFTY-FIRST, FIPTY-SECOND, AND FIFTY-THIRD CONGRESSES COM- 
PARED. 


The Fifty-first Congress was Republican, and was denounced 
by the Democratic party as ‘‘ the billion-dollar Congress,” and 
T believe that the able, genial, and creative mindof the present 
chairman of the Committee of Appropriations in the House 
first gave birth to the name. 

Time ought to make the blind see and the deaf hear. 
ought also to cause some to blush. Let us see what these three 
Congresses have been at. The figures are now made up show- 
ing the work done, and I refer to table “A.” 


It 


the appropriations for next year will be the same as th 
made, and the total for this Congress will be $981,336,7: 

Let us now look at the work of the three Congresses placed 
together: 
Fifty-first Congress (Republican 
Fifty-seeond Congress (Democratic) 
Pifty-third Congress (Democratic) ------ 

Where, I ask my Democratic friends, is your cry of economy? 
You may slash at the defenders of your country in order toswell 
other bills, and yet you can not keep the appropriations down to 
the Republican standard. 

ADDITIONS BY THE SENATE. 

It has been one of the great pleasuresof our Democratic friends 
to call attention to the fact that the appropriations, as made by 
the House of Representatives, were increased by the Republican 


ose 


just 
9 0? 


$949, 799, 734 
1, 027, 104, 547. 92 


981, 339, 7: 


OL 


Senate. But now the Senate is Democratic as well as the House, 
| and yet the Senate increased the House bills to the amount o 
$15,372, 977.34. 


_ Lam not questioning the constitutional right of the Senate to 
Increase or to decrease the House bills, but [ invite attention to 
it and hope that the Democratic press and stumpers will tell tho 
country of the outrages perpetrated by the Democratic Senate. 

The table marked ‘“ Exhibit B” will throw full light on this 

question, and give im detail the work of the two Houses. 
INCREASD OF SALARIES, ETC 

While Republicans filled the public offices every effort was made 
by the Democracy in Congress to reduce the salaries of public 
otlicials; even to cutting the amount appropriated lower than 
the compensation fixed by law. But now that Domocrats fill 
the offices their economic zeal has calmed down materially, and 
increases have commenced all along the line. They can find 
the heart to eut down pensions, while they are increasing the 
salaries of Democratic officials, and that, too, in the face of a 
hungry Treasury, with bonds being sold to meet the running 
expenses of the Government. 

I will give a few illustrations: 

Minister to Belgium is increased from $7,500 per annum to 
$10,000. The First Assistant Secretary of State increased #1 ,(00. 
Secretary of legation to Mexico increased $850. Minister to 
Switzerland is increased from $6,000 to $7,500. Contingent ex- 
penses of foreign missions is increased $15,000. ‘Two new secre- 
taries of legation are created at $1,800 each. Salaries of two 
consular clerks increased $200 each. In the Departments at 
Washington there are several other increases in the salaries of 
bureau chiefs. No increases were made by the Fifty-first Con- 
gress, excepting a large clerical force given to bring up the 
work in the Pension Office. 

CERTAIN OTHER REDUCTIONS REASES., 

The bills showing reductions as compared with appropriations 

made at the last session of the last Congress are as follows: 


The Agricultural bill $101, 476. 94 
FI cis cls ines tardies intl seme 632, 755.10 
The legislative bill ‘ 557, 507.02 
The Military Academy bill...................... 26, 033, 04 
The pension bill... __- ... 14, 949, 780. 00 
The sundry civil bill _- peat 7, 506, 535. 10 
Deficiencies nilasiac psd ctplech ck cis i noo 10, 456, 540. 60 
Permanentappropriations after deducting for both 

sessions the amounts charged for ‘‘ Refund of na- 

tional-bank notes” ....... 


$7 
ta 


AND IN« 


12, 393, 593. 92 


TD I inc ticcc nniceacibenines 46, 624, 221. 72 
Of the reduction on the legislative bill, $345, 000 is on account 
of 300 clerks dropped in the Record and Pension Office. This 
reduction was promised both by Secretaries Proctor and Elkins, 
Republicans, in their last annual reports, the work on which the 
clerks were employed in carding war records having just been 
completed. I presume that the claim will be made that because 
of these reductions great credit is deserved by this Congress. 
The reduetion in the pension bill is in accordance with recom- 
mendations of the Commissioner of Pensions. 
Of the reduction of $7,506,535.10 on the sundry civil bill, 
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The deficiencies of the last session of the last Congress in- 
cluded #14,149,724.85 for payment of pensions. Deducting that 
gum from the whole amount of deficiencies of the last session, 
only $8,127,361.51 remain, or $3,693,184.25 less than the deficien- 
cies appropriated by this Congress. 

The permanent sprees show an apparent reduction of 
$14,393,593.92, which includes $11,000,000 for sugar bounty and 
$450,000 for expenses under election laws. 

The bills which have been increased are as follows: 

The diplomatic and consular bill $6, 473. 76 
The District of Columbia bill 131, 396. 66 
Se DONNY BENE S diaecescctcccentcenceeasses 216, 949. 00 





ee Bn nivckinpcne Wiese Seddnvewens Career 1, 475, 408. 11 
TEL... asp etnvgcdiiad ouchempicngioneiinal 3, 223, 065. 34 
en CELL. .cneksdewoccecstercsnateneee 3, 232, 285. 33 
re PEUOP Oe RAFUOP WEE 6 oacccc ccc c cc cscdendens 1. 473, 180. 00 
IRONED 0. is nccmwainirntirhes weeds uemcumeleelen 29, 500, 82 

DORE, SUC 0ONG ic kin ccdndicbtnncucne tne 19, 788, 232. 02 

Net apparent reduction............--.----- 28, 835, 989. 70 


ane the last session of the last Congress there was appro- 
priated for pensions, including a deficiency of $14,149,724.85, the 
total sum of $180,681,074.85. At this session there is appro- 
priated for pensions only $151,581,570, or $29,099,504.85 less, 
which reduction in pensions exceeds the whole apparent net re- 
duction in all appropriations by this session, under the last ses- 
sion of the last Congress, by $263,515.15. I have already alluded 
to this and to other items of reduction forced upon this Congress 
and not of its seeking. 
WHAT HAS THIS CONGRESS DONE? 

It has repealed the purchasing clause of the Sherman act, but 
wholly failed to keep the promise made at the time that during 
this Congress other legislation would follow for the proper utili- 
zation of both our metals. 

It has let the Mormons into the Union of States. 

It has wiped out the last vestige of Federal protection to the 
ballot box, and thus opened the door for frauds and a high car- 
nival of crime. 

It has utterly failed to keep its pledges touching a revision of 
the tariff, and after a surrender to the sugar trust, after stop- 
ping commerce, closing factories, throwing millions of laboring 
men out of employment, keeping order with fixed bayonets and 
the slaughter of the people, it winds up by giving the country 
an unwise revision of the McKinley law. 

I see but one thing to commend it for,and over that the whole 
country will heartily rejoice, and that is that both Houses are 
without a quorum, and give promise of an early adjournment. 

DEMOCRACY AND FOREIGN COMMERCE. 

I invite the attention of the House and the country to the 
terrible effectsof Democratic control upon the foreign commerce 
of the country. 

During the last year of President Harrison, and before the 
elections warned the people here and abroad that Democracy 
had the power, by carrying the legislative and executive branches 
of the Government, to carry out the dangerous doctrines of the 
national Democratic platform, the foreign commerce of this 
country reached the highest point ever attained by the nation, 
the aggregate reaching the enormous sum of $1,857,680,610 in 
1892, 

In 1893, after the Democracy were in power, it fell to $1,714,- 
066,115, and in 1894 to $1,547,138,698. 

Here is a falling off in 1893, as compared with 1892, of $143,- 
614,494, and in 1894, as compared with 1892, of $310,541,912. 

In 1892 the exports from this country exceeded our imports 
$202,875,686. We were doing a safe business, selling more than 
we bought; but after the advent of Democracy, in 1893, the im- 
ports exceeded the exports $18,735,728, and we were buying more 
than we were selling. 

How did agriculture fare under Democracy? Let ussee. We 
exported in 1892, under Harrison, $799,328,232 of our agricul- 
tural products. In 1893, under Cleveland, $615,382,986, and in 
1894 only $628,318,773. Here is a falling off in 1893 of $183,945,- 
246, and in 1894 of $171,009,459. 

In supportof my statement I refer totable from the Bureau of 
Statistics appended to my remarks and marked ‘“‘ Exhibit C.” 

REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES. 

I come now to consider the management of the finances by this 
Administration. 

In 1865 the expendituresof the Government exceeded revenues 
$936,840,619.33, and during the civil war our expenditures each 
year exceeded our revenues. But from 1865, the last year of the 
war, we have had no such experience until the fi year just 
closed, when we find that the expenditures exceeded the reve- 
nues ip the startling sum of $69,803,260.58 





766,153 is on account of contracts for river anda harbor works. With this ae the revenues and the cash in the Treas- 
ur 
D.) 
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y have met all of our necessities since 1865. (See Exhibit 

I find that the receipts, exclusive of postal, from March 1 
1885, to March 1, 1889, under President Cleveland, was $1.451.- 
660,246.74, while from March 1, 1889, to March 1, 1893, under 
President Harrison, they amounted to $1,540,225,448.35. This 

| gives an excess of receipts for the four years of Harrison of 
$88,565,201.61. This is the key to the efficiency of a Republican 
Administration executing Republican laws. 
But here comes a sharper test of the two Executives, leaving 
out postal receipts: 
Receipts: 
For first sixteen months of Harrison's Administration 
(from March 1, 1889, to July 1, 1890) ...................... 
For first sixteen months of Cleveland’s Administration 
(from March 1, 1893, to July 1, 1894) 
For last sixteen months of Harrison's Administration 
(from November 1, 1891, to March 1, 1893) __.............- 493, 691, 074. 39 

A study of these figures will show that the first sixteen months 
of Harrison's Administration collected $110,595,413.55 more than 
the first sixteen months of the present Administration, and the 
receipts for the lastsixteen months of Harrison’s Administration 
exceeded the first sixteen months of the present Administration 
$71,543,224.91. Is itany wonder that a deficit in the Treasury is 
upon us, and that this Administration is selling bonds to pay the 
running expenses of the Government? 

Let me give afurther test of the administration of the laws 
by the different Executives. I call attention to ‘‘ Exhibit E,” 
appended to my remarks—a statement prepared in the Treas- 
ury Departmentat my request. Observe the receipts from ‘ cus- 
toms, internal revenue, and miscellaneous,” which gives the true 
test of an honest and efficient enforcement of the laws: 

Collected by President Arthur, $1,487,749,110.37. 

Collected by President Cleveland, $1,451,661,246.74. 

Collected by President Harrison, $1,540,225,448,35. 

When President Cleveland came inthe revenues in four years 
fell off $36,087,863.63, and when President Harrison came in they 
oy in four years over President Cleveland's work $88,564,- 

The moonshiners and violators of law evidently had an easy 
time of it under Mr. Cleveland's appointees. 

“THE SURPLUS.”’ 

The favorite argument of the ignorant, or those who under- 
standing wish to deceive the people is that Mr. Cleveland left 
a full Treasury on March 4, 1889, and found an empty one on 
March 4, 1893. Let us examine this question. 

On the first line in ‘*‘ Exhibit E” will be found the amount avail- 
able at the beginning of the several Administrations of Arthur, 
Cleveland, Harrison, and again Cleveland, and on the last line, 
opposite the word “ surplus,” the amounts overand above expend- 
itures during each period indicated. 

Mr. Arthur had, when he was inaugurated, in round numbers 
$170,000,000, Mr. Cleveland $159,090,000, Mr. Harrison $183,000,- 
000, and Mr. Cleveland, second term, 2124,000,000. President 
Harrison did start with $59,000,009 more than President Cleve- 
land started with in 1893. Why? Because Harrison, during his 
term paid off $233,588,950 of the public debt of the country. 
During Mr. Cleveland's first term he paid off only $143,8384,350, 
and had to be forced to pay of any by the passage of aresolution 
in the House of Representatives, assailing him for his delinquency 
in this particular. 

Even after so lashed to his duty he paid off $89,704,609 less 
than Mr. Harrison paid during the four years following. Mr. 
Harrison applied the cash locked up in the Treasury to pay off 
the debt of the people, and in doing so he saved in interest $55,- 
352,493.51, as against $42,832,538.3% saved by Mr. Cleveland. 

The Democracy used to abuse the Republicans for keeping too 
much cash in the Treasury, but now wees it is applied to lift 
the debt burden, they are displeased and regret that the money 
so pes was not left in the Treasury for them to spend. 

There is nothing clearer to my mind than this: That if the 
Democracy had not come into power on their revolutionary plat- 
form the Republicans would have had plenty of money with 
which to run the Government, and that the $50,000,000 of bonds 
lately issued by this Administration would not have been 
needed. 

I call attention to Exhibit F, following my remarks, being a 
statementof the bond purchases, prepared in the Treasury De- 
partment. 

If Harrison left$59,000,000 less for Cleveland than he received, 
he paid off 389,704,600 more of the public debt. 

I have demonstrated that the revenues were vastly greater 
under the Republicans, and if they had been continued in power 
Saas would have been plenty of cash to pay the Government 

1 8s. 

It is a sad sight for this country to see the bonded debt in- 

creased, while the revenues that come from the foreigners are 


$532, 743, 253. 03 
422, 147, 819. 48 
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being transferred so as to come directly from the pockets of | laughingstock of the people and the Administration the rich 
ourown people. The burden is increased at home, while the | subject for the cartoonist. 
jaborer abroad is allowed to do the work of our people, thus The people are sick at heart, and hope for the first time has left 
lessening our ability to lift the burden. the breasts of alarge army of workers only willing and eager to 
i deiteis eatin | carn their daily bread. ; ; 
5 or For the first time in the history of our country the capital city 
I do not see one claim that can be advanced by the President | has become the camping ground and rallying place for an unem- 
or this Democratic Congress for the continued support of the | ployed army. ea 
people. Leaving out the pension roll, and the current expenses} But even Democracy can no} destroy this great Republic. 
are increased in the appropriation bills just passed. There is a sure remedy—the ballot in the hand of the sovereign 
In our dealings with foreign questions we have become the |! citizen. ; " 
EXHIBIT A. 


Appropriations made by the Fifty-first and Fifty-second Congresses, and by extra and first regular sessions of the Fifty-third Congress, fiscal years 1891 and 1895 
inclusive. ' 
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Fifty-first Congress. Fifty-second Congress ee a a i 
Title. ea ey a a er ee eee ar 
First session, Second session, | First session, | Second session, Extra — ‘ 
1801, 1892. 1893. 1s04 Sret regular 
Sessions, [ovo 
a as sad js cin Sin lla a tissu dail eaelgeia $1, 799, 100. 00 | €3, 028, 153. 50 $3, 232, 995. 50 #3, 222, 023. 06 
EE dh ia can: 5c cucak san divdsnbsceessnnenseusepenaishinosihedes 24, 206,471.79 | 24, 613, 529. 24 308, 499. 82 | o3' 59> R84. 68 
Diplomatic and consular. .. 2.2... 22.222 - 220-0 nnn oe wn en en cone cone en en nes ceee 1, 710, 815. 00 1, 656, 925. 00 1, C04, 045. 00 | 1563. 918 76 
I ao ce mmaatlineseldteesdaaindetemabiedsa 5, 769, 544. 15 | 5, 597, 125. 17 5, 317, 973. 27 f », 544, 508. 5 
Portifications. .. .... 0... 22... enn cnn n cnn e ence enn e cece ewes cc en ec ecec cece cccces 4, 232, 935. 00 | 3, 774, 803. 00 2, 734. 276. 00 2, 210, 055. 00 2 427.004. 00 
Indian... ---- ---~ ---- +--+ 00 enn- on n- ee nee nnn ee nee n nace een n ee enes an necececnes 7, 262,016.02 | 16, 356, 284. 86 7, 664, 017. 84 7’ 854, 240. 38 29) 6 
Lagisiative, etc. ................-..- a at rel i alae ee 21, 030, 752. 75 | 22, 027, 674. 75 21, 9-0, 132. 97 21, 865, 802. 81 
6 cid cnuindaten sos ccawe cece suse soneesensuneeben seen senesene 435, 296. 11 | 402, 064. 64 428, 917. 33 432, 556. 12 
ed tin a GARE dad 0c ndad sade seadsecusesneten ssbnad capewece sesnube 24, 136, 035. 53 | 31, 541, 654. 78 | 23, 543, 385. 00 22, 104, 061. 38 
Pension, including deficiencies* -...._. a ton gl oan liaise eels acter wee 123, 779, 368.35 | 164, 550, 383. 34 154, 411, 682. 00 180, 681, 074, 85 
I on ale wu ehcinnnhbee atk cluibeee camdrnmbee aenneee 72, 226, 698. 99 | 77, 907, 222. 61 | 80, 331, 276. 00 | 84, 004, 314, 22 
a le lee, iat al ae ee eesadcetaemashbGuiaweute } 25, 136, 295.00 }..... PREP ae 21, 154, 218.00 |...... 2 
natn causline teneiebuoosd conn vase drddanhe cucu eneseuedsnemwas 29, 738, 282. 22 37, 410, 363. 99 27, 665, 076. 93 41, 716, 311. 15 
il es Fe ioe wi tiin eaenreeceeapanth aneike 3, 295, 541. 61 | 9, 364, 148. 62 8, 127, 361. 51 . ; ’ 
i a a oa ainneia@aniatl aicssthlinaiaiiendnltigsal ape teacapelinasidaiaas 354, 759, 152. 52 398, 260, 033. 45 | 403, 515, 586. 11 389, 043, 689. 51 
cecikudia >< tite cebu aceuseatoecsygeneesansassmsscses oscncenuesue | 7, 010, 905. 27 | 4, 271,531.10 | 520, 499. 18 550, 000, 00 
Total regular annual appropriations .... .............2....--0.----<0 361, 770, 057.79 402, 531,864.55 | 385,736,308.71 |  404,036.085.29 | 389. 593. 680. 51 
Permanent annual DENNING 6 's55.53 lavonubandacoccnaciteaucusodl 101, 628. 453. 00 | 22, 486, 808.00 | 121, 863,880.00 | 115, 468,273.92 | 101,074, 680. 00 
a | —_ quam _ aus seen —E aaa —_ 
Ne a el ae os sins hui aetesneibihtitels Goan bennatnaiiee 463, 398, 510. 79 525, 018, 672. 55 507, 600,188.71 | 519, 504, 359. 21 490, * 68, 360. 51 
Total Fifty-first and Fifty-second Congresses. ................------ | $988, 417, 183. 34 | $1, 027, 104, 547. 92 | 





* Deficiencies included as follows: 1891, on account of 1890, #25,321,907.25; 1892, on account of 1891, $29,335,598.34; 1893, on account of 1892, $7,674,332; 1894, 
on account of 1893, $14, 149,724.85. + This is the amount originally submitted to Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury as estimated to be necessary 
under permanent specific and permanent indefinite appropriations. . 

SXHIBIT B. 


Tabular history of appropriation bills, first and second sessions of the Fifty-third Congress; estimates and appropriations for the fiscal year 1894-95, and appro- 
priations for the fiscal year 1893-'94. 






















































nniaipebeassiaheaiaiiiaal Sn acidic ik 
Reported to Passedthe | Reported to Passed the | 04 OR | aa: 
Title a te House, House, the Senate, Senate, Law, 1894-'95, | L weed 1608-"94, 
; amount. amount. amount. amount. —aas. 6} Ssmou 
| 
Agriculture ..........- panes ye cewn cosesenscescanes $2, 233, 843. 06 $3, 180, 643.06 | 83,215, 643.06 | $3,203, 183.06 | $4, 225,183.06 | 83, 222,023.06 | 83, 32: 00 
i dins atpentinkkeyens caabsccovecennneen 25, 332, 918. 52 23, 568, 284.68 | 23,586,924.68 | 23, 606,384.68 | 23, 611,384.68 | 23,592, 884. 68 | 24, 39. 78 
Diplomatic and consular.............--..-...--- 1, 642, 638. 76 1,511,738. 76 1,509, 738.76 | 1, 580, 438. 76 1,591,218.27 | 1,563, 918.76 | 1, 557, 445. 00 
District of Columbiad............-.....-.------- 5, 381, 473. 91 5, 157, 573. 57 5, 206,473.57) 5,854, 535.57 5, 887,088.57 | 5,544, 503.57 5 413. 223. 91 
eee id eh wibnadcesdconenidauoneuell 7, 438, 413. 00 2, 219, 654. 00 2, 221,654.00 | 2,779,104.00 |} 2,836, 604. 00 2, 427, 004. 00 2, 210, 055. 00 
Indian......-.-2-----22--200-0-- -- eee eee cess eeees 6,931, 156. 61 6, 611, 260.78 | 6,735,518.90 | 9, 327,386.69 | 9,404,248.49 | 9,329,648.49| 7,854, 240.28 
cis edvwadncad encimececonsiaanens 22, 310, £10. 33 21, 086, 923.29 | 21, 105, 787. 29 21,348, 739.79 | 21,378,315.70 | 21, 308, 295. 79 21, 865, 802. 81 
i  ccnhicidenkepacadsacnenonen wedi 463, 183. 58 401, 283. 08 401, 283.08 | 410, 203. 410, 203. 08 | 406, 523.08 | 432, 556. 12 
SE Rintks cdbudhat dcnecasensegsnencaccenss 27, 875, 914. 02 25, 280, 930.27 | 25, 339, 580. 27 25, 215,080.27 | 25,437,105.30 | 25,327,126.72 | 22, 104,061. 38 
Pension 162, 631, 570. 00 151, 581,570. 00 | 151, 581,570.00 | 151,581,570. 00 | 151,581,570. 00 | 151,581,570. 166, 531, 350. 00 
cata 90, 399, 485. 33 87, 470,599.55 | 87, 240,599.55 | 87,236,599.55 | 87, 236,509.55.) 87, 236,509.55 84, 004, 314. 22 
EE nice dbis cb necwcsneee vede<easanee €7, 625, 000. 00 9, 458, 689. 56 9, 538, 689.56 | 12,771, 180.00 | 12,946, 680:00 | 11, 443, 130. 00 | (d) 
EE Bike kreunsnsndiqutenhinkatbhena owas 34, 966, 002. 81 32, 308, 642.80 | 32,523, 383.80 | 35, 061, 685. 70 | 36, 202, 165. 70 | 34,209,776.05 | €41,716, 311. 15 
ali alin ain toca endian 395, 232, 109. 93 369, 837, 793. 40 | 370, 209, 846.52 | 379,981,004. 15 | 382, 748, 367.49 | 377,223, 143.75 | 381, 238, 499. 75 
Urgent deficiency, recdjnage silver coins, etc 300, 000. 00 300, 000. 00 | 306, 000. 00 306, 000. 00 306, 000. 00 | ) 
Further urgent deficiency, assistant custo- | i | 
I a ie i ac ebiimce apis } 338, 000. 00 338, 000. 00 | 370, 588. 33 370, 588. 33 | 370, 588. 33 } | 
Further urgent deficiency, customs, census, | | | | 
pO i a no mn coi Sa 1, 651, 896. 31 | 1, 889, 455.86 | 1,889, 455.86] 1,889,455.86 | 1,968, 470.86 
urther urgent deficiency, United States ” — 
courts, ete ..._.. eee m ea | J V7, 012, 627. 31 338, 958. 00 338, 958. 00 | 453, 278. 00 453, 278. 00 | 768, 278, 00 | (9%) 277, 086. 36 
Further urgent deficiency,.engraving and | | 
SG COUE UN GOO. euninacncnndsnepencain cece 1, 237, 255. 66 1, 242, 255. 66 1, 785, 889. 66 1, 842, 304. 66 1, 854, 304. 66 | 
Further urgent deficiency, printing and i] 
PE Riiansnessienpe hagratatacvssadeseeseesoe | 350, 000. 00 350, 000. 00 | 350, 000. 00 350, 000. 00 350, 000. 00 | | 
Deficiency 1894 and prior years. ...............- j 4, 890,593.78 | 5, 005,032.58 | 7,910, 219. 96 7,939, 551. 41 6, 202, 903. 91 | } 
ci dined ddenhd Ghnbhentsneneedadnagnk 412, 244,737.24 | 378,944. 497.15 | 379, 673, 548. 62 | 393, 046, 525. 96 395, 899, 545. 75 | 380,043, 689.51 | 403,515, 586. 11 
I il ll Fo GEN IntGascatce odusaees Bei he satinn email ee oe Laates is ate t AE EG 550, 000. 00 520, 499. 18 
———$ —— - = cactaswiinensiiodal aati a 


Total, regular annualappropriations....| 419,598, 160.71 |..............-.-./......--- | 389, 593, 689.51 | 404, 036, 085. 29 
Permanent annual appropriations. -....... cone! PET Cdnsintsddedsccnéel sicwece A101, 074, 620.00 | £108, 468, 273. 92 








j } 7 


Grand total, regular and permanent an- 
nual appropriations ...................- 





in seliicodeics oe | 490, 668, 369. 51 | 512,504, 250. 24 














aQOne-half of the amounts for the District of Columbia payable by the United States, except amounts for the water department (estimated for 1895 
at $265,083.93), which are payable from the revenues of the water department. b Includes all expenses of the postal service payable from postal reve- 
nues and out of the Treasury. ¢This is the amount estimated for rivers and harbors for 1895, exclusive of 4,885,000 required to meet contracts anthor- 
ized by law included in the sundry civil estimates. ‘The amount that can be profitably expended ”’ in that fiscal year, as reported by the Chief of Engi- 
neers, is $43,760,611. [Book of Estimates for 1895, pages 192-197. | d No river and harbor bill was passed for 1894, but the sum of $14,166,153 was inciuded in 
the sundry civil act to carry out contracts authorized by law for river and harbor improvements. é This amount includes $14,166,153 to carry out con- 
tracts authorized by law for river and harbor improvements, and for improvements under the Mississippi River and the Missouri River Commissions. 
J This amount includes %3,974,646.14 judgments, and claims audited and certified as due the several Pacific railroad companies. q This amount includes 
$14,149,724.85, deficiency for pensions for the fiscal year 1893. hk No amount is included in the estimates of permanent annual appropriations for 1895 for 
bounty on sugar, for the reason stated in the following note on page 267, Book of Estimates for 1895: “Nore.—The Secretary of the Treasury having 
Tecommendet the repeal of the sugar bounty law, no estimate is submitted for the fiscal year 1895. In case the law is not repealed, $11,000,000 will be re- 
quired for the purpose, which should be added to the sum total to the estimates for 1895." iThis is theamount submitted by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in the annual estimates for the fiscal year 1894, the exact amount appropriated not being ascertainable until two years after the close of the fiscal year. 
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Imports and exports of merchandise of the United States, 
EXHIBIT D. 


Receipls and expenditures of the Government. 
RECAPITULATION OF REVENUE BY FISCAL YEARS. 
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EXHIBIT D—Continued. 
Receipts and expenditures of the ¢ rnment—Continued. 
RECAPITULATION OF EXPENDITURES BY FISCAL YEARS—continued. . 
Civil and x misecilaneous. | 7 i. a ae ais 
| ee ee En P } Test . . Bonds and 
ae | Premium on , | War Depart- | Navy Depart- ” res Total expendt-| osha» sent 
Year. ie miu a  Jotherctvitand W — a ae ar | Indians Pensions. antes ; 2 on tures, including |, O*@er Seeurt 
| ane miscella- : | puolic Gent. premium i to 
| purchase of | 1, items | | se i sinking fi 
| bonds, ete. | eous items. } | 
_ quent a i ential sills om 
856, 252, 066. 60 | 37, 082, 735. 90 | $14, 959, 935. 36 07. 3, 752. 27 2 i a ) 
; 53, 177, 703. 57 32, 154, 147. 85 { 17, 365, 801, 37 280 , 019.08 17.0 7 
7s 65, 741, 555. 49 $0, 425, 660.73 | 15, 125, 126. 84 5, 206, 109. 121, 482. 39 | j 
: 54, 718, 529. 76 38, 116, 916. 22 | 13, 586, 984. 74 945, 457.09 | 56,777, 174.44 73, 004 
8 64, 416, 824. 71 40, 466, 460.55 | 15, 686, 671. 66 8 514, ge 5 74.4 ; 
3: 57,219, 750. 98 43, 570, 494. 19 15, 032, 046. 26 0,1 ; 
aan al sauces caaniensinahtionhiote 68, 678, 022. 21 48, 911, 382.93 15, 283, 437. 17 : 41 6 
i ivtetiteids onal i gti 70, 920, 433. 70 89, 429, 603. 36 | 17, 292) 601. 44 5d, 420, 228. | +6 0 
haa a I te ala ital | 87, 494, 263. 38 2, 670,578.47 | 16,021, 079. 67 56, 102, 267. 49 | | 3 
ta ree ie ann on emma | “74,166, 229. 85 34, 324, 152. 74 13, 907, 887.74 63, 404, 864. 03 | ) 
ec. waca-a----| €0, 264, 825, 5g 38, 561,025.85 | 15, 141, 126. 80 75, 029,101.79 | 47,741, (8.15 
1888 * ---| 70, 842.46 | 72,962, 260. | 8, 522) 436. 11 16, 926, 437. 65 80, 288, 508. 77 44,715, ’ oo 
SI accseupthcpiaaiaiiiaialll , 202, 862. 65 80, 664, 064.2 rv 435,270.85 | 21, 378,809. 31 ° | 87,624,779. 11 41, 001, 484. 29 5 
I cat eee alae 20, 304, 224. 06 81, 403, 256. 49 44, 582, 838.08 22, 006, 206. 24 6, 708, 046. 67 | 106, 936, 855. 07 86, 099, 284. 05 | 3 i 0 
1891 ie .-| 10,401,220. 61 110, 048, 167. 49 48, 720, 065.01 | 26, 113, 896. 46 8, 527,469.01 | 12 4, 415, 951. 40 37, 547, 37 14, 00 
1892 iid rs. 4 iecianaciaue 99, 841, 988. 61 46, 895, 456. 30 29, 174, 188. 98 11, 150, 577. 67 134, 583,052.79 | 23,378, 116. 23 ? ‘ ) 
| apap Ee | 103, 732, 799.2 49, 641,773.47 | 80, 136,084.48 | 13,345, 847.27 | 159. 357,557.87 | 27,264’ 392.18 6 708 744.50 
tie at ies weak sadieeiadatistcalll | 101, 943, 884. 07 | 54, 567, 929. 85 31, 701, 293. 79 10, 293, 481. 52 141, 177, 284. 96 27, "S41, 405. 64 87. 20 
| ' ! ‘ 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Warrant Division. * Expenditures in excess of revenue + Excess supplied from cash in the Trea 
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Mr. DUNPHY. Before that, I would like to ask the chair- | the RECORD, because some question has come up betweer 


man of the committee a question with his consent. I find on | members of the House on this point. 
page 54 of the bill as reported by the Senate this provision: Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman understands me to say, how 
And the clerks of the United States court may act as United States com- | ver, that I do not pretend to speak with absolute accuracy on 
missioners Without receiving additional compensation for their services | the subject. 
from the United States. | Mr. DUNPHY. I understand th: - 
[ see from the report that the Senate has receded from that| The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. TARSNEY). The question is 
amendment. |} on the adoption of the conference report. 
Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. | The report was adopted. 
Mr. DUNPHY. I would like to know the reason why? On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the 
Mr. SAYERS. Well, they receded, in the first place, because | vote was laid on the table. 
it is legislation on a general deficiency bill;andIamoneofthose; Mr.SAYERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will call the attention 
who do not believe that there should be legislation onan appro- | of my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Lllinois 
»wriation bill. In the second place, itis believed that under the | [Mr. CANNON], to the remaining question at issue k how 


matter? 
exactly; but 


much time he ‘would like to have in dis scussing that 
Mr. CANNON of L[llinois. Well, I can not tell 
we will not occupy very long. 
Mr. SAYERS. Well, say a half hour on each 
A MemBEer. What is the amendment? 
Mr. SAYERS. It is the amendment of 


aw passed at this Congress there-was embodied a provision that 
no one man shall hold. two offices unless hereafter or heretofore 
specially authorized to do so;.and I was informed that there 
was alaw which authorized this clerk to act as eommissioner. I | 
think these are the facts in connection with the matter, al- 
theugh I do not pretend to speak with absolute accuracy. 
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ating $1,800,000, in round numbers, to pay the Southern Pacific 
Company. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will say to the gentleman from 
Texas it seems to me as this is the last appropriation bill to be 
passed—I suppose about the last piece of legislation Congress 
will enact-—— 

Mr. COGSWELL. Oh, no; there are four tariff bills in the 
Senate to be passed. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois (continuing). I think that a half 
hour on this side would be enough, although I would prefer not 
to be limited in that way. 

Mr. SAYERS. We want to got through with the discussion 
of this matter with a view to adjourning. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think we can get through ina 
half hour, but I hope the gentleman will not regard it as abso- 
lutely necessary to close up the time definitely. I think my 
friend from Iowa (Mr. HENDERSON] desires some time, and per- 
haps other gentlemen. The length of debate will depend a little 
on the course it takes. I think we can get through by 5 o'clock. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suggest that we take a vote at twenty min- 
utes to 5. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Iwillnotoccupy very much time. 

Mr.SAYERS. Iwilldividethetime with you. Lask consent 
that debate be closed at twenty minutes to 5. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think you had better let it alone. 
We will get through sooner. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. There will be no trouble about 
that. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think if the gentleman will just 
let the debate run along, we can close it up more quickly than 
if we make an agreement. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I first desire to have the amend- 
mont read, 

The Clerk read as follows; 

To the Southern Pacific Company, 81,809,539.70. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield twenty minutes to the 
gentleman from California [Mr. MAGUIRE]. 


[Mr. MAGUIRE addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. DALZELL. DoI understand the proposition to be one 
for the payment of any judgment in favor of the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company? 

Mr. SAYERS, This bill proposes to pay a judgment in favor 
of the Southern Pacific. 

Mr. DALZELL, I understand; but there are judgments ex- 
isting in favor of the Central Pacific Railroad which, as I under- 
stand, this bill does not propose to pay. That is true, is it not? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DALZELL, This bill proposes to pay a judgment of the 
Southern Pacifie, which is the lessee of anumber of Ss, among 
others the Central Pacific, but not for services on the Union Pa- 
cific or any of the nonaided lines, 

Mr. SAYERS. That is so. 

Mr. DALZELL. Then the proposition of the gentleman from 
California is that we shall punish this innocent company, be- 
tween whom and the Government no relation exists. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Leave out the word “ innocent.” 

Mr. MAGUIRE, The same men own it. 

Mr. DALZELL. They are separate organizations, and this 
Government has connection with them. 

Mr. MAGUIRE, This same set of men promoted and incor- 
porated the Southern Pacific Company in Kentucky for tbe pur- 
pose of using it as a cover for the diversion of these funds and 
earnings of the Central Pacific road. 

Mr. DALZELL. - All of which would have been good matter 
to present in a trial of the cause. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. No, sir; because the Central Pacific Com- 
pany would have had a legal right to recover if it had sued. 

r. DALZELL. I would like to know why not? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Because the Supreme Court, in the case of 
the United States against the Union Pacific, held that these 
fraudulent diversions could not give rise to a cause of action or 
suit in equity in favor of the Government until the obligations 
of the Central Pacific Railroad Company to the Government 
shall have matured. 

Mr. DALZELL. I understand the decision. 

Mr.SAYERS. How much time does the gentleman from IIli- 
nois want? 

Mr. DALZELL. Why, I am told there are 30,000 stockhold- 
ers in the Southern Pacitic Railroad Company. 

Mr. MAGUIRE, Where is the evidence of that? 

Mr. DALZELL. The evidence is quite as good as the evi- 
dence the gentleman has furnished. 

Mr.MAGUIRE, The attorney of the company does notsay so. 

Mr. SAYERS. How much time shall I yield to the gentle- 
man from Illinois? 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not know; several gentlemen 
desire to have some time. 

Mr. SAYERS. How. much time does the gentleman from 
Iowa desire? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I cannot tell exactly, but I think 
not over ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will fifteen minutes satisfy the gentleman? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I think that will cover my ne- 
cessities. If I need more, I shall get it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield the gentleman fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, as a member of 
the Committee on Appropriations, it is my duty to explain 
this matter as I understand it. We have had repeated hearings 
before the Committee on Appropriations in respect to this sub- 
ject. Now, let us not have any confusion in this discussion. 

t us know exactly what we are talking about. This amend- 
ment provides $1,809,539.70 to be paid to the Southern Pacific 
Railroad Company. Fix that in your minds. For what is that 

yment to be made? For carrying troops, mails, and freight 
or the Government of the United States. Is there any contro- 
versy between the Government and the Southern Pacific Rail- 
way Company as to the rates? None whatever. They have 
always been able to agree as to the compensation to be paid for 
the work done by the Southern Pacific Railroad. There is not 
to-day pending a single issue between the Government and that 
railroad company, not one. 

Fix another point in you minds. The amount covered by this 
amendment, inserted in the bill by the Senate without a dissent- 
ing voice, is allin judgment. Suit has been brought for these 
amountsand they are covered by judgments in the Federal courts, 
and every question has been adjudged by the highest tribunal 
in this country. So much for that. 

Now, an attempt has been made, I think, to confuse the House 
by a discussion of the Central Pacific Railroad and its relations 
to the Government. The Central Pacific and the Union Pacific 
Railroads are roads that were aided by the issue of Government 
bonds, the amountaggregating, I believe, without interest, some 
$27,000,000. The amount covered by this amendment for the 
Southern Pacific Railroad Company is for work done and for 
money earned wholly by nonaided railroads. Nota single Gov- 
ernment bond was issued to one of the railroads that performed 
this work. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Is it not a fact, well known in the 
history of these railroads, that the Southern Pacific Road is 
owned by the Central Pacific Company, and that it was created 
out of the profits of the Central Pacific, which were diverted 
to the Southern Pacific?’ And is there not now pending litiga- 
tion between the Government and the Central Pacific and its 
owners to recover money that they owe the Government by rea- 
son of the aid extended to them? 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I do not so understand it at all. 
Let me read at this point from the hearings on this subject be- 
fore the Committee on Appropriations a question which I put to 
Judge Payson and his answer. There are many gentlemen here 
who remember the attitude of Judge Payson in this House on 
these railroad questions, and I voted with him in every instance 
when a vote was taken for the forfeiture of the railroad land 
grants. Here is a question that I put to him when he was re- 
cently before the Committee on Appropriations: 


Mr. HENDERSON. One other matter, because I am quite interested and we 
have gone into this thing more comprehensively than before, in order to 
bring up a question which bas appeared in the discussion, as I am not clear 
as to what was done, and that is in relation to the idea that Governor Sayers 
brought out when he made clear from your answers that the same men own- 
ing the Central Pacific own the Southern Pacific. 

t has been stated that the funds derived from the sale of Government 
bonds for the construction of the Central Pacific were diverted by the man- 
ment of the Central Pacific for the purchase of lines and for the construc- 
tion of lines of the Southern Pacific system. and that therefore an equity 
arises affecting the whole Southern Pacific as an offset, or equitable offset, 
to the claims nstthe Government for transportation, etc. Now, I want 
— to state whether that question has ever been investigated and decided 
court, or in anyway adjudicated. 
Judge Payson. I will answer first in a general way, andin the letter 


| which I wil! prepare and send you I will give you a citation of the book and 
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page where you will find a brief of it. First, I will state that every dollar 
which the Government aided the Central Pacific system was used upon that 
road. The entire amount of both the bonds furnished by the Government, 
$27,000,000, and the bonds issued by the railroad a which were also 
$27,000,000, was sold on the market forgold. At that time, if you remember, 
the currency of California and west of the Rocky Mountains was in gold. 

The official reports show that out of that amount of 854,000,000 there was 
realized only forty-odd millions—between $40,000,000 and $41,600,000 in gold 
That had to stand the ehaving; you understand as to that. So there was 
a pn pany in cash on the Central Pacific system bet ween $42,000,000 and $43, 

,000 of cool cash in its construction before it commenced its practical 

operation. More money was expended upon this road than was realized 
from both sets of bonds. I will refer you to the book and page. 


Now, if $54,000,000 was expended upon this road and the Gov- 
ernment aid was $27,000,000, it would require a smart methema- 
tician to demonstrate that there was a diversion of $52,000,000 
or $62,000,000 or any other sum to build the Southern Pacific. 
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Here is Judge Payson’s statement in the brief which he sub- 
sequently: filed: 

The report of the Pacific Railroad Commission of 1887 shows fully that 
there has been no improper diversion of funds by the Central Pacific Com- 

any, and that every legal requirement has been met and satisfied; that no 
Fividends have been paid in violation of law, page 111; no diversion of earn- 
ings through constructive mileage accounts. 

So much for the information that wasfurnished the committee 
on that point, and Judge Payson stated further that there was 
nothing now in controversy between the Southern Pacific and 
the Government. If there is anything I have no knowledge of 
it. I have only the information that we derived from the in- 
vestigation we have made as a committee. 

Now, let me say another thing. It is true, as Judge Payson 
stated before our committee, that the chief owners of the South- 
ern Pacific are the same men who are the chief owners in the 
Central Pacific. 

But [am assured that in the Central Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, a8 was shown before the committee of which the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvnnia [Mr. REILLY] is chairman, there are 
some 10,000 stockholders, and that there are many thousands 
more in the Southern Pacific. Bear in mind that the whole at- 
tempt here is to keep back payment from the Southern Pacilic 
on principles which might apply to the Central Pacific. 

he Central Pacific being a bond-aided road, the statement is 
made (and it isamatter that has occupied my mind and troubled 
me nota little) that as the bonded indebtedness of that road 
will fall due or commence falling due in 1895, and they admit 
that they can not pay it, it might be well for us to hold back 
what is due to the Central Pacific road until that indebtedness 
matures, so that we may put it in as an offset. 

But no such consideration can apply in the case of the South- 
ern Pacific Road. If we were to-day in such a position thatthe 
bonds of the Central Pacific Road were due, there is no offset 
that can apply to the Southern Pacific or any of the branches 
that are entitled to this $1,900,000. Then why put this off? We 
should not have the benefit of any offset even if the time were 
come for a settlement between the Government and the Central 
Pacific Road. 

But there is another consideration. Granting the stockhold- 
ers, anil the largest stockholders are common to both these lines, 
the one line aided, the other nonaided, what follows? If I owe 
athousand dollars to the gentleman from California [Mr. Ma- 
GUIRE] and the gentleman from Texas, Governor SAYERS, owes 
me a thousand dollars, does it follow that [ can not settle with 
the gentleman from Texas because the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia has some arrangement with me? For my part, I can not 
understand such logic. I see no reason in it. 

Here is another point that I want to impress upon this body. 
We have already been paying this very class of claims to the 
Southern Pacific Railroad Company. Indeed, I believe we are 
paying them now. And I call attention to avircular which 
was issued by Secretary Fairchild June 4,1886. Prior to that 
time there had been a general holding up of payments in re- 
gard to these railroads; then after matters were settled by the 
Supreme Court, he issued this circular: 

The attention of the accounting officers of the Treasury Department is in- 
vited to the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in the case 
of The United States, appellants, vs. The Central Pacific Railroad Company, 

mdents, No. 1291, calendar October term, 1885, rendered May 10, 1886, as 


to the right of the Government to withhold and apply under the Thurman 
act the compensation due the Central Pacific Railroad Company— 


This applies even to the Central Pacific road— 


for transportation and other services for the Government over the non- 
aided portions of the lines owned, leased, or operated by such company, and 
hereafter the accounts and claims of the company for such services will be 
settled, adjusted, and paid in conformity to such decision. 

All Department circulars heretofore issued upon the subject are modified 


accordingly. 
C. S. FAIRCHILD, Acting Secretary. 
Under that order a large amount of these earnings was paid 
even to the Central Pacific Railroad Company. When Mr. Har- 


rison came in as President a temporary suspension of that order 
was had, on the advice of an officer of the Department of Jus- 
tice. But there was no revocation of the order, as Iunderstand; 
there was merely a suspension until another question, not pre- 
viously raised, in regard to these claims could be settled. That 
question was raised in the Court of Claims and unanimously de- 
cided against the Government; and so clear was the case that 
no one thought it necessary to appeal; no appeal has ever been 
taken, and the time for appeal has long since gone by. 

Thus it will be seen that the Central Pacific Company cuts 
no figure in this case. That company is not here. No aided 
line is covered by this proposition. The only question now is 
whether Congress shall exercise a power, which I grant it may 
exercise, the power of refusing to pay an honest debt. The 
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the country the example of not paying debts thut are jrstly due 
for services faithfully rendered, there being no controversy as 
to the legality of the claim. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Just a word more. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield the gentleman a few moments more. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I believe for one 
that the Government ought not to be adding to the distress, al- 
ready mountain high, upon the railroad systems of the country. 
I believe in holding the railroads toa strict accountability to the 
people. I have voted for the mostradical propositions that have 
come before Congress to so hold them. I| believe in that doc- 
trine. But with our railroads passing one after another into 
bankruptcy, and when they do so are throwing armies of laboring 
men out of employment, is it wise policy to hold back this sum 
of nearly $2,000,000 honestly earned, the work having been well 
done by a line of road which never had a dollar of aid from the 
United States Government? I state the facts; and this House 
can do as it pleases. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois rose. 

Mr. SAYERS. How much time does the gentleman from II- 
linois want? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
here who want to speak. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will yield to the gentleman if he will state 
what time he wants. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman yields to me. I 
will yield ten minutes tothe gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
DALZELL}. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not yield the floor to the gentleman. I 
have asked him how much time he wants? 

Mr. CANNON of Iilinois. Oh, 1 donot know. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania wants ten minutes; the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PAYNE] ten, and I may want ten or fifteen min- 
utes myself. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, I yield thirty minutes to the gentle- 
man from Illinois, and he can parcel out that time as he 
chooses. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. All right. I would be glad to 
hear from the gentlemen, however, on the other side. But I 
will yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania |[Mr. DALZELL 
for ten minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the only interest I have in the 
pending controversy at this time is largely a personal one. It 
so happened that early in my service in Congress I was brought 
into a study of the relations existing between the United States 
Government and the Pacific railroads; and in a discussion inthe 
Fifty-first Congress—in the second session of that Congress—I 
strenuously resisted, so far asI could resist, an appropriation 
then proposed for the payment of certain judgments which had 
been rendered by the Court of Claims and affirmed by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, in favorof the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company and against the Government. 

It has been said in the course of this discussion that the posi- 
tion I have assumed to-day, judging that position from the in- 
terrogatories I propounded to the gentleman from California 
{[Mr. MAGUIRE], is inconsistent with the position I then assumed. 
I do not think that itis so in any sense of the word; in fact, I 
think it quite the contrary; and | desire to occupy the floor for 
a few moments in order to establish that fact. 

Now, what was the question before the Fifty-first Congress? 
The question then presented was whether or not that Congress 
should appropriate a sum of money for the payment of certain 
judgments rendered in favor of the Central Pacific Railroad 
Company against the Government. These judgments were ren- 
dered for services performed by that company on the nonaided 
lines, and were rendered in favor of the Central Pacific Com- 
pany, because the Supreme Court had held that, under tiie 
contract relations existing between the company and the Gov- 
ernment, it had a right to be paid in full for all services ren- 
dered upon the nonaided lines. 

The situation then was this: There was a judgment in favor 
of the Central Pacific Railroad Company against the Govern- 
ment for services rendered on what is known as the nonaided 
lines, for which services the Supreme Courtof the United States 
said the company hada right to be paid in full. It was urged 
here on the floor of the House that the judgment having been 
so rendered, and there being no money due to the Government 
from these companies at the time, we could notseto!f the amount 
of money to be due by them in the future against the judgment 
that they had already recovered. 

I conceded that principle; but [ stood on this principle: That 
the Central Pacific Company having the judgment, was an in- 
solvent company; that it had presented itself at the doors of 
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question is whether the Government will set to the people of | every Congress within my recollection declaring that when the 
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time came to pay the $70,000,000 which it owed to the Govern- 
ment of the United States it would be unable to meet its obli- 
gations, and I stood on the proposition that a court of equity 
would always grant an injunction to restrain an executionon the 
part of an insolvent judgment creditor issued against a party to 
whom the insolvent would be bound to pay a greater sum of 
money in the future. 

That was the position I then assumed, and I stand on that 
Cy re and the principles it enunciates now. No man on 

he floor of this House will go further than I will in resistance 
of the payment, on the partof the United States, of a single dol- 
lar to these subsidized railroads, whether for services rendered 
on the subsidized portions of the lines or upon thenonaided por- 
tions of the lines. But that is not the case here. 

Mr. RILEY. If the gentleman will permit me, I think it is 
exactly the case presented here, the only difference being, as [ 
understand, that the judgments before were in the name of the 
Central Pacific Railrvoed Company, whereas to-day they are in 
the name of the Southern Pacific, its lessor, but for the same 
services and over the same nonaided lines, : 

Mr. DALZELL, That is precisely the fallacy of the position 
that is assumed by these gentlemen. The gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia | Mr. MAGUIRE] says itis true the judgmentis not in favor 
of the Central Pacific Railroad,but in faver ofthe Southern Pa- 
cific. He says, however, that the stockholders of the Central 
Pacific and the stockholders of the Southern Pacific Railroad 
are one and the same. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, is there any lawyer here who will have 
the temerity to claim that identity of stockholders makes iden- 
tity of corporations? If it were a defense that this is a 
scheme on the part of the steckho of the Central Pacific 
road, under cover of another corporatename, to recover a judg- 
ment against the Government of the United States, it was a 

ood defense to set up in court where the case was tried, but it 
8 no defense here; and because we refuse and still refuse, and 
will continue to refuse to pay judgments, how many or how 

reat it does not matter, rendered in favor of the subsidized 
ines, is no reason why we should refuse to pay a judgment in 
favor of another company for services rendered on roads not 
aided by the Government and having no connection with the 
subsidized lines. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Now, if the gentleman from Penn- 
qpreein will allow me, had the Central Pacific Company under 
the terms of its agreement with the Government in the first, in- 
stance the right tc make leases with the Southern Pacifie Com- 
pany, or any other company to deprive the Government of its 
opportunity to obtain services to be rendered, or which should 
have been rendered to it under the terms of its creation? 

Mr. DALZELL. I understand the services were rendered on 
lines belonging to the Southern Pacific 
which was not aided by the Government, and 
with the Government at all. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I think the gentleman is mistaken 
in that. The services in this case were rendered on branches 
— Central Pacific which were leased by the Southern Pa- 

2. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, notatall. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. [understand from the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. REILLY] chairman of the ittee 
on Pacific Railroads, that that is the situation of the case. 

Mr. REILLY. Thatis the way I understand it. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Now,I want to ask as to the valid- 
ity of this lease made withoutthe consent of the General Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. DALZELL. I can not = upon that question. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. they had no power to make that 
lease without the consent of the General Government, then we 
are under no obligations to deal with them. 

Mr. Seamamaniniiiees to too pope eg nan me to on 
now. your correct, why simpli e in 
this appropriation bill the judgment cashevalde vor of the 
Southern © Railroad pany? Whydo you not put in 
the judgments rendered in favor of the Central Pacific Rail 
road Com that are yet unpaid? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. You understand that this amendment 
was put into the bill at the other end of this p 

Mr. DALZELL. I understand, but they must be consistent. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, but they are not consistent. 

Mr. DALZELL. The mere fact that they have ed for 
the payment of this judgment and have not provided for the 
others is a declaration upon their part that there is a funda- 
mental distinction between the Central Pacific judgment and 
this judgment. As I stated when I started, I have no interest 
in this matter except that I want to be consistent; and if any 
gentleman can conv me that the ground I now occupy is not 





, ® company 
has no contract 
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the ground I occupied in the Fifty-first Congress, I will go bac 
to that ground. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I wish the Chair 
the end of ten minutes, would call me down. 

This is a Senate amendment that provides for the payment o/ 
a judgment rendered in favor of the Southern Pacific Railro., 
Company for carrying the mails and transportation of Govern. 
ment troops over the Southern Pacific Railroad—not the \ 
tral Pacific Railroad—prior to 1889. 

Since the passage of the Thurman act the Central Pacis 
Railroad, which was built by Government aid and a loan o! Gov. 
ernment bonds, performed services over its line which haya 
never been paid for, but under the laware held toreimburse +}, 
Government for the debt of that road hereafter to accrue. 

But there came up a question between the Government ap 
the Central Pacific Railroad, that was then operating itse!/ ay 
also operating certain leased lines built without Governme, 
aid, as to whether payment could be recovered for the servi, 
the Government upon those lines, or whether under +} 
such earnings could be held by the Government to reimb; 
for debts hereafter to accrue from the Central Pacific Rai 
Well,some said one thing and rome said another. The question 
went to the Supreme Court of the United States, and was fy! 
argued by way of appeal from the Court of Claims, and the s 
preme Court of the United States, construing the Pacific ra. 
road laws and the Thurman act, said that for services perform 
on the nonaided lines they wereentitled to pay. The judgmen: 
was rendered and is still a That judgment is not 
unpaid, but isnot on this bill. 

n 1885 or 1886, I am not sure which, a new corporation w 
organized, the Southern Pacific Railroad Sey , and t 

to build railroads and bridges, and to nila, own, end 

acquire 2,000 miles of railroad in that system. The Centra! Px- 
cific Railroad is less than 1,000 mileslong. Now, from that time 
up to 1889, on these 2,000 miles of railroad, owned and opera‘ 
by the Southern Pacific Railroad ie they carried o 
mails and troops until we owed them $1,800,000. The Souther 
Pacific Railroad went into the courts and got judgment, wh 
was finally adjudicated. This is on the Southern Pacific, upo: 
its own lines, not upon the Central Pacific at all. 

Now, the gentleman from California [Mr. MAGUIRE] can tel‘. 
The gentleman from Texas and the gentleman from Ohio can 
talk, and I can talk about this question and that question ani 
the other question, but the codrdinate branch of the Govern- 
ment, the Supreme Court of the United States, was create: ‘0 
settle questions, and when it has solemnly settled them and re: - 
dered a judgment, that is the last guess, and is the guess th. 
binds everybody. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. rtainly. 

_Mr. MAGUIRE. Would it not or ot true if you owed 
one of your colleagues $2,000 immediately maturing, and he 
owed you $10,000 to mature within a few days after judgment 
was rendered; would not the court be bound to render jud 
ment in his favor upon the note against you, notwithstandin: 
the greater obligation in your favor about to fall due? That i: 
the situation here. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is not the situation; and ¢! 
gentleman doesnot state it fairly when he states it to be the = - 
uation. Notatall. The Southern Pacific Railroad system is 
entirely different system from the Central Pacific. It was bui 
independent of the Government. The Government never aid: 
in its construction. It has different stockholders from the ‘ 
tral Pacific in part. 

Mr. MAGUT Did not the Governmentaid it to the exten: 
of a grant of several millions of acres in aid of its construction’ 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. I stated that it had notaide: 
it in the issue of bonds. It aided the Northern Pacific ani 
10,000 miles of other roads; but that is not the question. “ ° 
Southern Pacific Railroad owns 2,000 miles of road, has built»: : 

id for its construction, and it has its own set of stockholdec:: 

ependent of the Central Pactfic. Iam told there are 2). 
of them. And now, after they have earned this money, and!» 
highest court of the land has rendered a judgmentin their favo 
the gentleman seeks to come in here and muddy the water »; 
not correctly stating the situation. Now, one further matter 

Mr. BOP Sof Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me ') 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lllinois. Where does this $1,800,000 com 
from? Is it an allowance for carrying the mails, etc., on no- 
aided roads; and is it pro to hold this as security for the 
debts and obligations of aided roads? 

Mr. CANNON of Mllinois. Oh,no; it is for money due by the 
United Statesfor carrying the mails on 2,000 miles of the South 
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ern Pacific Railroad, and notovera single foot of the Central Pa- Mr. CANNON of Illinois. My colleague on the committee, 
cific. ei : the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], answered that 
Mr. HEPBURN. Over a nonaided road. question in part. 


Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. It has 2,000 miles of nonaided road, 
having no connection with the Central Pacific, but having dif- | 
ferent stockholders; and after exhaustive litigation the judg- 
ment has been rendered. 

Now, let me tell you another fact, and I hope I will have the 
attention of the gentlemen from California, Ohio, and Texas. 
Under Mr. Cleveland’s former Administration, a part of it, after 
the decision of the Supreme Court, and under Mr. Harrison's 
Administration, and under this Administration, and by our ap- 
propriations last Congress, and by Congresses before, and this 
Congress, we are paying money this day to this Southern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company for carrying our mails quarter by quarter. 
You have appropriated for it in the army bill, in the naval bill, 
and you have appropriated foritin the Post-Office appropriation | your own time. Now, Mr. Speaker, even if it were so, it would 
bill; and in all these years we pay them every dollar that they | cut no figure. The corporations are different. Their debtors 


| Mr. MARSH. Well, will you not answer it in whole? 
earn, if there is enough appropriated; and there is oe) and creditors are different. Each one of these roads is bonded. 
| 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. And [ answer that, if 
Judge Payson’s word can be taken, the stockholders of the two 
companies are different. I have no doubt that there are some 
stockholders common to each company; butall the stockholders 
in one company are not all the stockholders in the other. 

Mr. MARSH. Then the statement of the gentleman from 
| California is not correct. ‘ 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I understand that it is not correct 
if that gentleman intended to make that statement. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Judge Payson is contradicting the testi- 
mony taken by the Pacific Railway Commission. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let us have the testimony, but in 


enough. The Southern Pacific Railroad, with its 2,000 miles of road, is 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has | bonded. Its bonds were sold to build the road step by step 
expired. through Texas long after the Central Pacific was completed. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will take two minutes more. 

Now, I can not say anything more about it. That is enough. 
If the gentleman from Ohio and the gentleman from California 
object to the payment of this claim after the money has been 
earned, and after the Supreme Court has rendered a judgment, Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, well, the road runs through 
pray, if you want to be consistent, why do you not withholdthat | Texas, and I made that asa general remark. Ido not know 
money, or why do you permit its payment for current services? | specifically that they sold bonds to build the part of the road 
Why do you not amend this very amendment if you want to do | that runs through Texas; but I understand that the Southern 
that, and say that there shall be no money paid for services ren- | Pacific Railroad, in whole or in many of its branches, did soll 
dered by the Soutbern Pacific Railroad? bonds for construction purposes. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to Mr.SAYERS. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment? 
ask him a question right there? Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman has any special 


They have different interests. Their creditors are different. 
Their stockholders are different in part, as I am informed. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Do I understand the gentleman to say 
that they sold bonds to build the railroad through Texas? 


Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Certainly. knowledge on this subject I will yield to him. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. DoTI understand the gentleman Mr. CULBERSON. I would like to have three or four min- 
to say that the chairman of the committee, under the present | utes on this question. 
Administration, is reporting provisionsfor paying the Southern Mr. SAYERS. I will yield the gentleman time. 
Pacific Company for carrying the mails, the class of services Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman has any informa- 
for which it refused to pay on a judgment—for carrying the | tion on the subject that I have not, I will yield to him. 


mails prior to 1879? Mr. CULBERSON. I was simply asking the question for in- 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. We refuse to pay if we vote down | formation. 

this amendment. | Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Ididnotmean United States bonds. 
Mr. HEPBURN. It is the same class of case. | Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the getitle- 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It is the same thing. | man from Lilinois [Mr. CANNON] and the gentleman from Penn- 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That is what I wanted to find out. | sylvania [Mr. DALZELL] have used about twenty-five minutes, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The United States mails were car- | and the gentleman from Iowa {[Mr. HENDERSON] about fifteen 
ried in 1888 or 1589, or parts of those years, and troops trans- | minutes, making forty minutes altogether used on that side. 

rted to the amount of $1,800,000, which the Southern Pacific | Now, I intend to move an adjournment at 5 o’clock—— 

ilroad went into the courtand recovered bya final judgment;| Mr. CANNON of Illinois. You can not complete this matter 
and in the last quarter and the quarter before, and for years be- | this evening. 


fore, we have been paying the same company for similar serv-| Mr.SAYERS. Lam not going totry. I am going to submit 
ices, and are doing it to-day. a proposition to the House. L[askunanimousconsent that, after 
Mr. HULICK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a | the reading of the Journal to-morrow the debate on this amend- 
question? ment be continued for an hour and a half, when the vote shall 
Mr. MARSH. Will my colleague allow me to ask himagques- | be taken; the time for debate to be divided in proportion to the 
tion? consumption of time to-day; that is, those in favor of the amend- 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I will; both. ment having consumed forty-five minutes and those opposed to 


Mr. HULICK. In the suit in which that judgment was ren- | it twenty minutes, each side shall have its proper proportion of 
dered was there any defense, legal or equitable, set up against | the remaining time. 


the payment of the judgment bearing upon this defense now Mr. CANNON of Illinois. There is no disposition to prolong 
set aoe the debate, but I think it would be better to let it run tem- 
Mr.CANNON of Illinois. On which defense? | porarily. 
Mr. HULICK. The claim that the Central Pacific Railroad| Mr.SAYERS. I would like to reach an agreement because 
Company would be insolvent, and that it could not pay. members will desire to know when they are required to vote. 


Mr. CANNON of Lilinois. All thedefenses were set up that | I ask consent that the debate continue now until 5 o'clock and 
could be set up, apprehend. I have not read the pleadings; | for an hour and a half to-morrow inmediately after the reading 
but I am satisfied that every defense wasset up. | of the Journal—— 

Mr. MARSH. Thisis just what I want to ask my colleague.| Mr. CANNON ofIllinois. Why not say that you will not as! 
The gentleman from California made the point, and it made | a vote before half past 1 or half past 2? We on this side have 
some impression upon my mind, that four individuals, and he | used a good deal of the time, and I do not know what may be 
named them, are the owners of the Central Pacific, which rail- | said on the other side that may require a reply. 


road is about to default to the United States. Mr. SAYERS. Iam willing to give the gentleman time. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. And it is sustained by the testimony | Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, the gentleman has it in his 


taken. | power to move the previous question at any time. I will coép- 
Mr. MARSH. Ido not want to know anything from you. I | erate with him toclose the debate as soon as it can be dono 
want my colleague to answer my question. The point the gen- | reasonably. 
tleman from California made was that four certain men, whom| Mr.SAYERS. I believe I have the floor, Mr. Speaker, and I 
he named, are the owners, and the sole owners, of the Central | do not want to yield it so that other motions may be made. 
Pacific Railroad, and that the same four men are the owners of | What I desire isto reach some fair and eauitable agreement be- 
the Southern Pacific Railroad. And hence he says, properly, | tween those whoarein favor of the Senate amendment and those 
as I believe, if his statement is correct, that what the Central | who are opposed toit. I do not wish to pressa vote unless with 
Pacific road owes the Government might, in equity, be set off | the consent of the gentlemen who are in favor of the amend- 
inst what the Government owes the Southern Pacific. Now, ment. 
what is the fact? Are the same men the ownersof the two cor- Mr. CANNON of Llinois. I can say nothing further than I 
porations? have said. There is no disposition on my part to occupy one 
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minute of time for the mere purpose of consuming time, and I 
will, to the best of my ability, codperate with the gentleman to 
bring this matter to aspeedy vote, but I am not prepared at this 
moment to a 7 how much time we require. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman agree that the vote be 
taken at 2 o'clock to-morrow? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will agree that I will notask the 
gentleman to call for a vote before 2 o'clock. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. CULBERSON. There are afew of usover here that want 
a little time. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire also wants ten minutes, and quite a number of gentlemen 
over here want to be heard. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I think we can get through by 2 o’clock. 
. Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I hope so; but there isa morning 

our. 

Mr. SAYERS. No; I am going to call upthe report the firat 


_ thing after the reading of the Journal. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will agree to two hours and a 
sr this side to have an hour and the other side an hour and a 


Mr. SAYERS. All right,sir. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the debate on this question may be limited to two 
hours and a half—one hour and a half to be used by those gen- 
tlemen who are opposed to the Senate amendments, and the re- 
maining hour by those who are in favor of those amendments, 
the hour to be controlled by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON], and the hour and a half by myself. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is, two hours and a half to- 
morrow. 

Mr. SAYERS. Perhaps the gentleman might be willing to 
go on now. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ob, I will not go on now. It is 
quarter before 5. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. TARSNEY). The gentleman 
from Texas asks unanimous consent that, after two hours and a 
half of further debate, the previous question may be considered 
as ordered and a vote be taken on the pending proposition. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. SAYERS. With the understanding that this conference 
report will be called up as soon as the Journal is read to-morrow, 
I will move that the House adjourn. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill(S. 2107) granting to the Northern Mississippi Railway 
Company right of way through certain Indian reservations in 
Minnesota; 

Joint resolution (H. R. 217) to continue the provisions of exist- 
ing laws providing temporarily for the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment; 

A bill (S. 2303) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Contentnea Creek at Grifton, Lenoir County, N. C., and 
establish it as a post-road; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. No. 96) to extend the charter of the 
Maryland and Washington road Company. 

WINNEBAGO INDIANS IN MINNESOTA. 

Mr. PICKLER, by unanimous consent, reported back favor- 
ably from the Committee on Indian Affairs the bill (H. R. 7731) 
for the relief of certain Winnebago Indians in Minnesota; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The motion of Mr. SAYERS was then agreed to; and accord- 
ingly (at 4 o'clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2o0f Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committtees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. “an granting a pension to William Armstrong. 
(Report No. 1438, 

Also, a bill (S. 577) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Chill. repens No. 1416.) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6441) togranta pension to Mrs. Mary Button, 


of Arkansas, widow of Asa Button,deceased. (Report No. 1447.) | 


By Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 1512) for the relief of Slater and William Cowart, of Ham- 
ilton County, Tenn. (Report No. 1439.) 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7802) for the relief of William Pickett, ad- | 


ministrator of Jesse Pickett, late of uatchie County, Tenn., 
as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 
1883. (Report No. 1440.) 
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By Mr. BAKER or Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions: 
A bill (S. 2056) granting a pension to Ada J. Schwatka, widow 
of the late Lieut. Frederick Schwatka. (Report No. 1448.) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6663) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. Annie E. Colwell. (Report No. 1449.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 7974) providing for the punish- 
ment of persons falsely making, forging, altering, or counter- 
feiting military and naval commissions or discharges or other 
public records for the purpose of defrauding the United States 
or deceiving the public, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 7975) to provide to whom con- 
tracts for carrying the mails shall be awarded—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 7976) to repeal section 
1 om of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: A bill (H. R. 7977) to amend the internal 
revenue laws of the United States—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. PENDLETON of Texas: A resolution asking for a 
special order providing for the consideration of a bill repealing 

I specific and differential duties on sugar—to the Committee 
on Rules. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A resolution calling for a committee to as- 
certain the status of lands granted to railroads and other cor- 
porations—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BLACK of Illinois: A resolution directing the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures to report to the 
House a bill providing for the ogy ad use and avail of the silver 
in the Treasury, and asking the Committee on Rules to report 
a rule providing for the consideration of said bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 219) instruct- 
ing the Secretary of War to return to the State of Mass ichu- 
setts the flag of the Twenty-third Regiment of Massachusetts 
Volunteer [nfantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 








CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill :H. Rh. 
7948) granting a pension to Aloysius Oberle, and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H.R 7978) for the benefit of 
Martin W. Greene—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7979) for the benefit of Edward Lauten- 
schlager—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 7980) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alvin I’. Kimball—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. COOMBS: A bill (H.R. 7981) for the relief of Capt. 
John T. Bruen, of the State of New York—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: A bill (H. R. 7982) for the relief of W. 
L. Clifford, a letter-carrier in the Post-Office Department of the 
United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R.7983) for the relief of Daniel 
Cupples, Claiborne Wilson, J. B. King, and R. A. Mitchell—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H. R.7984) for the relief of Mrs. 
Celeste H. McCoy, widow of W. D. McCoy, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. OATES: A bill (H. R. 7985) for the relief of R. R. Bar- 
row, of Geneva County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana: A bill(H. R. 7986) to correct the 
military record of Christopher Bolin—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

| By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H.R. 7987) for the 
| relief of the estate of James Campbell, deceased, late of Jack- 
| son County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of eet: A bill (H. R. 7988) for the 
| relief of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Phoenix, 
| Yazoo County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims, 
| 


PETITIONS, ETC. 








| Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
| papers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
| By Mr. BRODERICK: Petition of W. H. Griffith and 600 other 
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citizens Of Kansas City, Kans., against appropriating public 
money for sectarian purposes—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fajy Mr. COFFEEN (by request): Petition of 100 American 
Railway Union members of Uinta County, Wyo., asking for im- 
peachment roceedings—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Papers to accompany the bill for the relief 
of Daniels Cupples, Claiborne Wilson, J. B. King, and R. A. 
Mitchell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: Petition of Samuel Moore 
and 54 other citizens of Grand Forks County, N. Dak., residing 
near Turtle River, asking that John R. G. Karlen be relieved of 
the contest now pending against his free claim, viz, the north- 
west quarter of section 8, township 154, range 51, and that he be 
allowed to prove up on said land—to the Committee on the Pub- 
ic Lands. 

Gy Mr. MADDOX: Petition of William Hadaway, for a claim 
against the Government—to the Committee on War Claims. — 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Papers to accompany House bill 7966— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PENCE: Resolutions of the taxpayers of Rio Blanco 
County, Colo., urging that White River forest reservation be 
abolished or very materially reduced—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. : 

Aiso, petition of the citizens of Colorado, for the impeach- 
ment of the Attorney-General of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, August 16, 1894, 


Prayer by Rev. J. H. M’Carry, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLEs. its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4605) grant- 
ing chief justices of United States courts in Territories power to 
appoint commissioners to take proof in land cases, etc.; agreed 
to the conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing 
votesof the two Hcuses thereon, and had appointed Mr. MCRAE, 
Mr. SomMERS, and Mr. ELLIS of Oregon managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed tothe 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7668) to authorize 
the St. Louis, Avoyelles in 1 Southwestern Railway Company to 
bridge Bayou Des Gluises and Atchafalaya River, in the State 
of Louisiana. 

The messige further announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 101) providing for clerical assistance 
in the health office of the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 7811) authorizing the El Reno Bridge Company 
to construct a bridge across the South Canadian River, between 
Blaine County, Okia., and the Wichita Indian Reservation; 

A bill (H. R. 7839) to bridge the Newark Bay; 

A bill (H. R. 7910) to amend ‘‘An act to provide for the inspec- 
tion of live cattle, hogs, and the carcasses and products thereof, 
which are the subjects of interstate commerce, and for other 
purposes;” and 

A bill (H. R. 7955) to perfect the title to a quarter section of 
land in the town of Yuma, Colo. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R.387) to authorize the construction of a life-saving 
station at or near Rocky Point or East Marion, Long Island, 
New York; . 

A bill (H. R. 859) for the relief of B. D. Greene; 

A bill (H. R. 6038) to repeal House resolution numbered 104, 
first session Fifty-first Congress, granting to Secretary of War 
— license to use a pier at mouth of Chicago River; 
an 

A bill (H. R. 6060) to amend section 4833, Revised Statutes, 
and for other purposes. 

MEMORIALS. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the memorial of Robert Lipton and 
sundry other citizens of lda County, lowa, and the memorial of 
H.G, Harshburger and sundry other citizens of Woodbine, Iowa, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


ee mee 


S97 








remonstrating against the support of the Government in main- 

taining the present system of sectarian Indian education, ete.; 

which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
EXCLUSION AND DEPORTATION OF ALIEN 


Mr. HILL. [ask unanimous consent to call up for present 
consideration the bill (5. 2314) to provide for the exclusion and 
deportation of alien anarchists. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr.CALL. Ido not wish to interfere with the Senator from 
New York, but this seems to be a very long bill, and it will 
probably occupy some time. 

Mr. HILL. I will explain it to the Senator, if he will permit 
me just a moment. 

This bill is virtually a report from a conference committee. 
The other House passed a bill to provide for consular inspection 
abroad. The Senate did not like that bill, and we substituted 
another measure. A conference committee was appointed, and 
we finally agreed upon this bill; but the conferees on the part 
of the House did not wish to have their bill killed, but wanted 
the principle of consular inspection to remain open and go over 
until the next session. We consented to allow that bill to re- 
main in conference, they in the mean time agreeing that we 
should pass this bill here and send it to the House, when that 
body would concur in it. 

Mr. CALL. If there is to be no debate, I will withdraw my 
objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ceed. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. When this bill or a similar bill was before 
the Senate the other day, on the motion of the Senator from New 
York there was a provision inserted that when any person had 
come into our country and had been naturalized, if it could be 
proven before the proper tribunal that he was not aman of good 
moral character, that he was not attached to the Constitution 
and principles of our Government, and was not disposed to the 
good order and happiness of the same, he should be deported. 
That language is omitted from this bill, and I do not see why it 
should not be contained in it. 

Mr. HILL. By the provisions of this bill, in the first place, 
if an alien immigrant should be convicted of a crime and the 
judge shouid determine upon a further hearing that the person 
had been guilty of a crime involving moral turpitude, and that 
his presence in the country would be a menace to the Govern- 
ment and the peace and good order of society, he may be ordered 
deported. It was thought wise by the conference committee not 
to use the words ‘‘ attached to the principles of the Constitution 
of the United States,” as it left too much open. As the man is 
an alien, of course it is not expected that he will be attached to 
the principles of our Constitution. An alien who behaves him- 
self in this country would not and could not be touched under 
this bill, and we do not propose to do it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Idonotpropose to offer an amendment—— 

Mr. HILL. The bill was very carefully considered by the 
committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But it does seem to me tliet every person 
who has been admitted under our immigration laws ought to be 
required to stand by the declaration we require for admission; 
and if it be proven afterward that he is nota man of good moral 
character, that he is not attached to the principles of our Gov- 
ernment, and is not disposed to the good order and peace of the 
same, he ought to be excluded. 

Mr. HILL. We do not touch the citizen who is naturalized. 
We do not think it wise to go so far as that. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Iseeno reason why persons whoare brought 
into our country under our naturalization laws should not only 
prove at the time they are admitted that they come within its 

rovisions, but that they should maintain that condition, or else 
be liable to be deported. 

Mr. HILL. I will simply say, as has been said heretofore in 
regard to other bills, that it is a step in the right direction. 
Sooner or later we may adopt the idea, which is anentirely good 
one, of the distinguished Senator from Ohio, but it is alittle too 
early todo it now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to say that it was not deemed ad- 
visable by the committee to provide that every alien should be 
deported whom we would not be willing to naturalize and make 
a citizen of. 

This bill was drawn inthe Treasury Department, and bas been 


ANARCHISTS. 


The reading of the bill will pro- 








8558 


subjected to very careful scrutiny. It may not go so far as the 
Senator from Ohio would like to go, but it isan excellent bill, 
which has been carefully rewritten by the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Hii], the chairman of the Committee on Immigra- 
tion, and there has been inserted by the committee a provision 
in reference to the writ of habeas corpus, which effectually 
guards any alien against being deported without all the pro- 
ceedings which result in the order of deporting being carefully 
reviewed by « judicial tribunal. 

The bill is stringent enough for the time; it is sufficiently 
well guarded, and it isof the highest importance, in the opin- 
ion of the committee, that it should be passed without delay 
and sent to the House of Representatives, where we are assured 
it can be immediately acted upon. 

Mr. PALMER. r. President, I desire to say in reference 
to the pending bill that, while I shall not resist its passage in 
any way, the language is so general that I fear under some cir- 
cumstances it may be greatly abused. 

With this remark I shall content myself with the action of 
the Senate; but if the yeas and nays were called on the passage 
of the bill I should not vote for it with its present loose lan- 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, towhom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4686) to correct the military record 
of Alexander P. Magaan, of Battery H, Fourth United States 
Artillery, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred tho 
bill (S. 1770) to place Maj. Robert P. Barry on the retired list of 
the Army, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2186) for the relief of the widow 
and —— representatives of the late Orsemus B. Boyd, captain 
in Eighth United States Cavalry, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 


REPORT OF LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 
Mr. MILLS submitted the annual report of the Librarian of 
Congress for the calendar year 1893, 
He also, from the Committee on the Library, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was referred to ommittee on 
Printing: 


Resolved, That the annual report of the Librarian of Congress for the 
calendar year 1893 be printed, and that 500 extra copies, with paper covers, 
be printed for distribution by the Librarian. 


PRINTING OF THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
the following resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


That there be printed in pamphlet form, for the use of the Sen- 


Resolved, 
ate, 15,000 copies of the bili (H. R. ) entitled “An act to reduce taxation, 
to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes.”’ 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION REPORT. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a concurrent resolution of the House 
of Representatives for the printing of the tenth report of the 
Civil Service Commission, to report it without amendment. 1 
ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The Senate, unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
eoncurrent resolution, which was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 28,000 
copies of the tenth report of the United States Civil Service Commission be 

ted, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the 
use of the House of Representatives, and 20,000 for distribution by the United 
States Civil Service Commission. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I desire to say in reference 
to this concurrent resolution to print the report of the Civil 
Service Commission, that it is a resolution which came from 
the House of Re tatives in the midst of the pressure of the 

bliec business here. The resolution had been lying in the 
Benate for some days, wren the president of the Civil Service 
Commission called here ten days or two weeks ago to press its 

and not finding it passed, the Commission, as Ses been 
usual with it, furnished to the public press malicious and slan- 
derous statements about the d , for the purpose, I take it, of 
creating a false impression in the country. I have reported the 
—— ata time when it is convenient to the committee to 
report it. 
wish to emphasize the statement that that Commission had 
better in the future seek to have its re published and 
printed by respectful communications to body and to the 
other, and keep out of the public press. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
concurrent resolution. J 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to, 

JOHN FINN. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. I am instructed by the Commit. 
tee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1066) to autho, 
ize the Third Auditor of the Treasury to audit certain quarter 
master’s vouchers belonging to John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo. to 
report it with amendments. 

will state that this is a very brief bill of ono page, inten’ og 
to correct certain defects in a private act which was passed a} 
the last Congress. I ask unanimous consent that the bill may 
be now considered. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of tho 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. : 

The amendments of the Committee on Claims were, in ling 5 
after the word ‘* Missouri,” to strike out the words “‘ as owner" 


and insert “ claimant;” in line 8, after the word “ vouchers.” 
where it appears the second time, to insert ‘‘it is alleged;” jp 
line 10, after the word ‘‘ now,” toinsert “ alleged to be;” in ling 


15, after the word “authorities,” toinsert ‘‘ and came rightfully 
and for value into the hands of said Finn,” and at the end of tho 
bill to insert: 


Provided further, That all or al payees who do not present claims {or 
payment on said vouchers within thirty days from the date of the approya| 
of this act shall be forever barred from present such claims, and said 
John Finn shall, after said thirty days, be entit) to receive the amount 
found to be due thereon upon the conditions aforesaid. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Third Auditor of the Treasury be, and ho js 
hereby, authorized and directed to permit John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo. 
claimant of 371 quartermaster’s vouchers, aggre 363.95, more or 
less, to sign the receipts upon the said vouchers, which said vouchers, it is 
alleged, were presented by the said Finn to the Quartermaster-General, andj 


are now alleged to be in the office of the Third Auditor of the Treasury; ani 
the receipts so signed shall be acceptable as a sufficient compliance with the 
laws and rulesregulat such cases: Provided, Thatit shall be found, upon 


examination, that the said vouchers were duly issued by the legally consti 
tuted authorities, and came rightfully and for value into the hands of saii 
Finn, and that they have not heretofore been audited and paid: Provided 
further, That alloriginal payees who do not present claims for payment on 
gaid vouchers within thirty days from the date of the approval of this act 
shall be forever barred from presenting such claims, and said John Finn 
shall, after said thirty days, be entitied to receitve the amount found to be 
due thereon upon the conditions aforesaid. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and tho 
amendments were concurred in, 

Tho bil! was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, the title was 
amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to authorize the Third Auditor 
of the Treasury to audit certain quartermaster’s vouchers allered 
to belong to John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo.” 


. POWERS AND PRIVILEGES OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. GRAY. From the Special Committee to Investigate At- 
tempts at Bribery, ete., I beg leave to submit a report at their 
instance, which L ask may be printed as a miscellaneous docu- 
ment. The document will consist of decisions and precedents 
in the Senate and House of Representatives relating to the 
powers and privileges of the Senate and House of Representa 
tives in respect to their members, investizations, contempis 
libels, contumacious witnesses, and soon. It will make a ver 
valuable volume, in the opinion of the committee. Itis alreuly 
in print, and I ask by authority of the committee that it may ) 

rinted as a miscellaneous document. The index will be ver) 
ull and complete, and I think it will be a valuable document for 
reference and of much use to the public. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order to print will be made, i 
the absence of objection. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2315) granting a pensiou 
to Mary C. Minnick; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen 


Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 2316) to repeal section 4°)! 
of the Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a joint resolution (S. R, 102) au: 
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to provide rooms ‘vr 
the accommodation of the United States circuit and district 
courts and their officers at Meridian, Miss.; which was read 
twiee by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 


Buildings and Grounds, 
AMENDMENT TO BILL. 
Mr. DOLPH. I submit an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by me to the bill (H. R. 7971) to exemptfrom duties sugars, 
molasses, etc. I will state that the amendment provides for the 
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restoration and continuation of the McKinley duties on wool. I 
move that the amendment lie on the table and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. FAULKNER, it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal of the papers in the case 
of A. H. Herr for reference to the Treasury Department for further exami- 
nation; subject to the provisions of the rules of the Senate. 


CORPORATIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 2263) to amend section 553 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. CALL. 
allow me to bring up for consideration a resolution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The bill I wish considered is an important 
one, as Senators will understand the moment it is read, and one 
to which there will be no objection. 

Mr. CALL. I make no objection. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator not let us get through with 
morning business? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from Oregon to object? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Senators will not object when they hear 
the bill read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
tion. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 553 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States relating to the District of Columbia be, and the same is hereby, 
amended by adding to the said section the following provision: 

“That any corporation heretofore cr hereafter organized under the pro- 
visions of this section may renew its charter for any stated number of years 


not exceeding twenty, by filing in the office of the recorder of deeds of the 
District of Columbia a certificate in writing, signed by a majority of its 


The bill will be read for informa- 
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[ hope the Senator from New Hampshire will | 


SS 


trustees and duly acknowledged, certifying that at the last regular meeting | 


of the stockholders held prior to the date of such certificate, or at a special | 


meeting called for that purpose, the stockholders of such company, by a 
vote of at least two-thirds of all the shares of the stock of the company, re 
solved to renew the charter thereof for a period designated by them: Pro- 
vided, That the proposed renewal shall be approved by the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia in writing indorsed on said certificate: And pro- 
vided, That a duly authenticated copy of the resolution of the siockhoiders 
in respect of such’renewal shall be attached to said certificate. 

‘*The filing of such certificate so approved shall be and operate as a renewal 
of such charter for the time specified therein. The charter so renewed may 
afterwards be renewed from time to time: Provided, That no one renewal! 


shall be for a longer period than twenty years, and that each renewal shal! | 


be authorized by the stovekholders and be subject to the approval of the | land in the 


Commissioners of the District of Columbia in the manner hereinbefore pro 
vided. 
“ The provisions of section 593 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 


relating to the District of Columbia shall apply to the record of all certifi- | 


cates of renewals of charters authorized by this act." 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or,'! 


g, read the third time- 


dered to be engrossed for a third readin 
and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill toamend section 
553 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to 
the organization of corporations within the District of Colum- 
bia.” 

DESCRIPTIVE CATALOGUE 

Mr. GORMAN. 
consideration of the bill (S. 
and publication of a descriptive catalogue and index of Govern- 
ment publications, which was reported yesterday from the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 


OF GOVERNMENT 


2412) 


PUBLICATIONS. | 
I ask unanimous consent for the present | 
to authorize the preparation | 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 


Whole, procecded to consider the bill; which was read, as fol- 
lows: 


tion of the Joint Committee on Printing, a classified, analytical, and de- 
acriptive catalogue and index of all Government publications, issued sub- 
sequent to March 4, 1881, the date at which the Descriptive Catalogue, by 
Poore, prepared under act of Juiy 27, 1882, terminates, and prior to the Fifty- 
third Congress; and upon the request of the said joint committee, the of- 
ficers of the Senate and House of Representatives. and the heads of all the 
Executive Departments and of the bureaus and offices thereof. shall furnish 


to the said joint committee all such information and assistance in reference | 


to said publications as will facilitate the completion of said work; and the 
sum of $2,500 is hereby appropriated for the purposes of this act. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, | 


and passed. 
CAPT, JOSEPH H. RICHARDS. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
1558) for the correction of the military record of Capt. Joseph 
H. Richards. It is a small matter. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator trom Delaware will not do 
that until the resolution which I desire to call up is considered. 

Mr. GRAY. This is a matter which will not take five min- 
utes. I think that when the Senator from Florida hears the bill 
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read he will have no objection to it,and [shall have to leave the 
Chamber soon on public business, 

Mr. CALL. I will yield for a moment. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, in 
line 7, after the word ‘‘ Volunteers,” to insert ‘on the 26th day 
of April, 1864; the bill read: 


so as to make 








Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, authoriz 
and directed to corre the rolls of the Ad wnt-General's Ofice s 
show Capt. Joseph H. Richards honorably mustered out of the 






eighth Pennsy 


the United States as an ofice 
teers, on the 26th day of April 





r of the Eighty 


, 1864 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and th 


amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,1 
the third time, and passed. 

INVESTIGATION BY THE COMMITTEE COMMER 

Mr. RANSOM. Yesterday morning the Committee on Con- 
tingent Expenses reported back a resolution of the Committee 
on Commerce in reference to the latter committee 
ing the vacation. The resolution was reported adversely, and 
indefinitely postponed. I am desired by the chairman of the 
committee and the member of the committee who made the re 
port to ask that the indefinite postponement may be reconsid 
ered,and that the resolution may be racommitted to the Com 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. 

Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H.R. 7811) authorizing the El Reno Bridge Company 
to construct a bridge across the South Canadian River, between 
Blaine County, Okla., and the Wichita Indian Reservation; and 

A bill (H, R. 7838) to bridge Newark Bay. 

The bill (H. R. 7910) to amend “An act to provide for the in 
spection of live cattle, hogs, and the carcasses and products 
thereof, which are the subjects of interstate commerce, and for 
other purposes,” was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The bill (H. R. 7955) to perfect the title to a quarter section of 
town of Yuma, Colo., was read twice by its title, and 


ON 


‘E. 


sitting dur 


The Chair 


>> 
wih 


refe: o the Committee on Public Lands. 
RECENT ELECTION IN ALABAMA. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
aresolution submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr 


CHANDLER], coming over from a previous day, in relation to the 
recent election in the State of Alabama. 

Mr.CHANDLER. The Senator from Alabamaf[{Mr. MORGAN] 
is sti ent from the city. I am very desirous that he shall 
ye pre when the resolution is considered, and therefore | 
the favor of allowing the resolution to go over until 
to-morrow, retaining i's place i morning busin 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 


i 
hears n and it is so ordered. 


? 
LD 


agaln as 
-} 
Ln 


18 “he Chair 
ne, 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had on the 13th instant approved and signed the following 
acts: 

An act (S. 1896) to provide for the payment of the 8 per cent 
greenback certificates of the District of Columbia, and for other 


| purposes; and 
Be it enacted, etc., That there be prepared and published, under the direc- 


An act (S. 1852) to provide an American register for the 


| steamer S. Oteri. 


The me-sage also announced that the President of the | 
States had on the 15th instant approved and signed the follow- 
ing acts: 

An act (S. 901) for the relief of the owners of the schooner 
Henry R. Tilton, and of personal effects thereon; 

An act (S. 2234) to further amend section 2399 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States: 

Anact (S. 876) granting a pension to Rebecca H. Chambers; and 

An act (S. 1949) for the relief of James i. North. 

INTOXICATING LIQUORS IN SENATE WING OF CAPITOL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution submitted by the Senator from South Dakota | Mr. 
KYLE}, coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
KYLE, as follows: 


Resolved, That during the recess of Congress no intoxicating liquors shall 
be sold or used in the Senate wing of the Capitol building; and the Capitol 
police board is hereby authorized and directed to enforce this resolution. 
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Mr. KYLE. Ido not think there can be any objection to the 
resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. I desire to state that I interrupted the con- 
sideration of the resolution when it was up before in order to 
suggest that under the rules the resolution must go to the Com- 
mittee on Rules; but I have no objection to waiving the point 
of order for the presentif the Senator from South Dakota desires 
to be heard. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish toask why it is proposed to prohibit the 
sale of liquors only during the recess of Congress. 

Mr, KYLE. I wiil answer the Senator from Connecticut. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland makes 
the pointof order, as the Chair understands, that the resolution 
must be referred to the Committee on Rules. Is that the point 
of order? 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to know by what rule the resolu- 
tion must go to the Committee on Rules. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota 
will suspend until the Chair can hear the Senator from Mary- 
land. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is the point of orderI made, but I sug- 
gested that if the Senator from South Dakota wishes to say a 
few words I would withhold the point of order until he can be 
heard. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from South Dakota upon the point of order. 

Mr. KYLE. I merely wish to know by what rule the resolu- 
tion must go to the Committee on Rules without first being con- 
sidered here. I supposed that any current resolution was sub- 
ject to the disposition of the Senate at any time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from 
South Dakota whether there is any rule which authorizes the 
sale of intoxicating liquors here during the recess. If not, the 
Senator's resolution is clearly in order, unless it seeks—— 

Mr. KYLE. I will read the rule for the benefit of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio. Rule 10, on page 181 of the Manual, states: 


No spirituous liquors shall be sold, furnished, or kept in the restaurant, 


Mr. SHERMAN. If no ruleof the Senate allowsliquors to be 
sold during the session or during the recess, then it is clearly 
in order to prohibit their sale, because such sale would bea vio- 
lation of the rule. Any change of the rules, of course, requires 
u notice, ete. 

Mr. GRAY. Under those circumstances the resolution would 
be for the enforcement of the rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It would be for the enforcement of the rule. 

Mr. KYLE. The resolution merely relates to the enforce- 
ment of the rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it is clearly jn order. 

Mr. KYLE. 1 will state to the Senatorfrom Connecticut [Mr, 
PLATT] that it would be my wish to enforce the rule during the 
three hundred and sixty-five days inthe year. It has been tried 
heretofore, but as everybody in the Senate Chamber knows, it 
has been an absolute and flat failure. The late Senator from 
Kansas, Mr. Plumb, on August 18, 1890, offered a resolution to 
the effect that the rule should be enforced and that nointoxica- 
ting liquors should be sold. It was discussed on three or four 
different days, as [ notice in the RECORD of that date, but was 
finally passed over and was not agreed to by the Senate. 

Now, there are those in the Senate Chamber, of course, who 
may object to the abridgment of their privileges along this line. 
I do not wish to abridge any Senator's privileges with reference 
to the use of intoxicating drinks. He can use them in his own 
private house, in his own private committee room, or whereso- 
ever he chooses, but I do not think it proper and I never have 
thought it proper that intoxicating liquors should be sold openly 
over the counter of the Senate restaurant. There is not a Sen- 
ator in the Chamber to-day who does not know that liquors are 
sold and sold openly, not to members of this body alone—I make 
no charge against anybody—but sold openly to visitors to the 
Capitol, sold to the young men—almost boys—who are occupied 
in the Capitol,and to clerks to Senators. I have seen these 
things; you have seen them—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I never have. 

Mr. KYLE. Ire%er to some Senators who have seen the same 
thing. I do not refer to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Some Senators may, but not all. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to see this practice stopped at 
once and for all time; but if we can not stop it during the ses- 
sion of the Senate, we certainly can stop it during the time of 
the recess of Congress, when nobody is left here perhaps except 
the clerks around the Capitol. I ask therefore for the consid- 
eration of the resolution, and I hope it may be d to. 

Mr, GORMAN. Instead of the point of. order, I shall move 
to refer the resolution to the Committee on Rules. I know how 





easy it is for Senators to pose in public and make a display of 
their personal virtues, or rather by introducing resolutions pre- 
vent other gentlemen from enjoying this life as they see proper. 
I happen to be one of the Senators who can, at all events, talk 
about and deal sith the whisky question as one who does not 
understand the taste of liquor. I neither indulge myself nor 
encourage others to indulge, but I have never yet, in public or 
in private, and especially in public, imposed my tastes upon 
others and posed before the country as a special reformer, and 
then, as reformers frequently do, slip behind the door and take 
two or three private drinks. 

The rules of the Senate prohibit the sale in this end of the 
Capitol of intoxicating liquors, and it is only a question of the 
enforcement of the rule. 

Mr. KYLE. That isall, and that is all the resolution calls for. 

Mr. GORMAN. But the Senator from South Dakota wants 
the sale to be winked at during the session of the Senate and 

rohibited during the recess. The rule says intoxicating 

iquors shall not be soldat all. The resolution proposes a modi- 
fication, and a bad modification, of the rule. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from Maryland vote to prohibit 
the sale during the whole year? 

Mr. GORMAN. No vote is necessary. There is nothing 
necessary in this case except an opportunity to pose before the 
public. The rule is as pertect asitcan be. If the rules are not 
enforced, it is the fault of those who are charged with their en- 
forcement. If the Senator desires to reach the difficulty, let 
him ascertain who is the guilty party in the failure to enforce 
the rule and bring in his resolution condemning him. If the 
Senator has information, which [ have not, that Senators have 
witnessed the sale of liquor to boys and other young people, it 
was his duty to report that fact to the Committee on Rules, who 
have charge of this matter, or to the proper officersof the body, 
and try and get a reform without this public display. 

Mr. President, that is all there isin this case. I will change 
my motion, sir. I move that the resolution lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is withdrawn. 

Mr. KYLE. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Maryland that the resolution lie on the table, 
on which the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I suggest to the Senator from Maryland 
that it would be very proper to refer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Rules for some investigation of the matter and for 
some proper enforcement of the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well; I will change my motion tograt- 
ify the Senator from New Jersey, and move to refer the resolu- 
tion to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. PLATT. I understand the motion now is to refer the 
resolution to the Committee on Rules. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the motion now made by 
the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. PLATT. I shall support that motion. I doubt whether 
there is any occasion for this resolution. As I understand it, 
when we go away from here the restaurant is practically closed 
up; that it is not kept open during the summer, and there is no 
necessity for the resolution. I think it is clearly to beseen that 
there is no necessity for it. 

I desire to say a few words further. I think that this talk 
which we read in the papers,and which tosome extent has been 
to-day reaffirmed by the Senator from South Dakota, to the 
effect that we have a bar in the Senate restaurant, and that 
liquors are sold over it indiscriminately, is very much exag- 
gerated, if notuntrue. The Senator from South Dakota said that, 
as all Senators know, intoxicating liquors are sold there. I do 
not know it, Mr. President. I never saw it. Ihave never stood 
about watching to see whether that is the case. I never drink 
liquors of any sort myself; and I do not know that a practice is 
made of sell liquors in the restaurant of the Senate wing of 
the Capitol. know it is against the rules; and I believe if 
there had been any serious infraction of the rules, and the fact 
had been brought to the attention of the Committee on Rules, it 
would have been remedied. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, I wish to say just one word in an- 
swer. It is furthestfrom my thought to pose as a reformer along 
the line of prohibiting the sale of intoxicating drinks in the 
Senate wing of the Capitol. It has not been the habit of my life 
to pose in any sense of the word. I never have done so, and I do 
not pro to do so now; but I do think that if people wish te 
drink they can at least go to the nearest saloon, which is only ¢ 
wy few hundred feet away. 

r. BUTLER. Why, Mr. President—— 
Mr. GRAY. How does the Senator from South Dakota know? 


rg nn 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. 
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Mr. BUTLER (to Mr. KYLE). 
est saloon? 

Mr. KYLE. The Senator from Delaware wishes to know how 
I know. If the Senator from Delaware will walk down Pennsyl- 
yania avenue, as I do very frequently for exercise, he will find 
that he can not pass perhaps three or four blocks from the Capi- 
tol without running against a drunken man at 6 or7 o’clock at 
night. Those are facts. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 


In which direction is the near- 


Mr. President, in order to relieve the 


mind of the Senator from South Dakota, I ask that the parts of | 


Rules X and I, which I have marked, regulating the Senate 
wing, beread at thedesk. 
be read first. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 


quested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
RULE X. 
* * * s ° & * 
No spirituous liquors shall be sold, furnished, or kept in the restaurant. 
Rute I. 
os oJ * ” a on * 


The Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, under the direction of the Presiding 
Officer, shall be the executive officer of the body for the enforcement of all 
rules made by the Committee on Rules, for the regulation of the Senate wing 
of the Capitol. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I simply desired to have the rule read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Maryland, that the pending resolution be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. KYLE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called.) I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont[Mr. PROCTOR]. 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 
present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONEs]. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
Has the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I withhold my vote; being 
paired with that Senator. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name wascalled). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBois]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. [am paired with the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. PALMER. By distinct reservation of my pair I am au- 
thorized to vote if my vote is necessary to make a quorum. I 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MARTIN. I am paired with the senior Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I transfer my pair with the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] to the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. VOORHEES], and vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will vote to make a quorum. 
rea.” 
Mr. McLAURIN. I have reserved the right to vote to make 
aquorum. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

r. CALL. I will vote to make a quorum. 


[am paired with 


I am paired with 


I am paired with 


aired with 


Iam paired with 


I vote 


ay 


I vote *‘ nay.” 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (after having voted in the | 


affirmative). I understand the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES] is paired with the Senator from Montana {[Mr. POWER]. 
I withdraw my vote. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The vote of the Senator from Wis- 


consin is withdrawn. 
XX VI——536 
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The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 14; as follows: 





YEAS—3, 
Aldrich, Cutlom, Mitchell,Oregon Shoup, 
Bate, Faulkner, Murphy, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Pasco, Vest, 
Brice, Gorman, Perkins, Vilas, 
Butler, Gray, Piatt, Walsh, 
Caffery, Harris, Pugh, White. 
Camden, Hunton, Quay, 
Cockrell, Manderson, Roach, 
NAYS—I4 
Allison, Gallinger, Lindsay, Peffer, 
Call, George, McLaurin, Sherman, 
} Chandler, Jarvis, Palmer, 
| Dolph, Kyle, Patton, 
NOT VOTING—4I. 
| Allen, Gordon, Me Millan, Smith, 
Berry, Hale, McPherson, Squire, 
Blanchard, Hansbrough, Martin, Teller, 
Cameron, Hawley, Mills, Turpie, 
Carey, Higgins, Mitchell, Wis. Voorhees, 
Coke, Hil), Morgan, Washburn, 
Daniel, Hoar, Morrill, Wilson, 
Davis, Irby, Pettigrew, Wolcott, 
Dixon, Jones, Ark. Power, 
Dubois, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 
Frye, Lodge, Ransom, 


So the resolution was referred to the Committes on Rules. 
INVESTIGATION BY THE COMMITTEE ON PATENTS. 

Mr. CALL. [ask that the resolution proposing an investiga- 
| tion by the Committee on Patents, reported yesterday from the 
Committee on Contingent Expensesof the Senate, be laid before 
| the Senate. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Patents have authority to sit during the 
recess of Congress and continue their session during said recess for the in 


vestigation of the proposed change of the patent laws, to send for persons 
and papers and take such evidence as they may think properand necessary, 
and visit such places as they may think advantageous for gathering infor- 


mation upon the subject and report the same to Congress at the next ses- 
| sion, and also authority to employ a stenographer and the necessary cleri 
| calassistance, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

| Mr.CALL. The resolution is recommended by the Commit- 
tee on Patents unanimously. It was brought forward in re- 
sponse to a request from large numbers of people in the United 
States for radical changes in the patent laws. The committee 
are of the opinion that no such legislation should be attempted 
without a full consideration of the system of patents and of the 
persons interested in patents throughout the country. The pe- 
titions state that a vast amount of money is collected from the 
people of the United States under the existing laws relating to 
patents. The Bell Telephone patent system is under consider- 
ation, and several bills have been introduced in the House of 
Representatives looking indirectly to a continuance of the 
monopolies created under those patents. In view of this pro- 
posed legislation, affecting the entire system of patent laws, and 
the widespread fesling upon the subject, the committee are un- 
willing to undertake the investigation and to make recommenda- 
tion without full conference with all the interests concerned. 

I send to the desk for the information of the Senate a letter 
addressed to me from the former Commissioner of Patents, Hon. 
Mr. Butterworth, who was a member of Congress and is well 
known to the members of the Senate. I ask that his letter be 
read for the consideration of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., Auguet 11, 1894 








Hon. WILKINSON CALL, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR SENATOR: I observe that you have asked permission of the Sen- 
ate for the Committee on Patents to sit during vacation to investigate 


alleged abuses which have grown up under the patent system I sincerely 
hope the Senate will grant the leave you ask, as the investigation you pro 
pose is of the first importance tothe community. 

The time has come when an end should be put to the opportunity of ind 
viduals and combines to use the United States courts and an old patent as 
agencies and the means toextort money from defenseless citizens. I say 
defenseless, for they are practically so, since there is no alternative left to 
them under a system that is practiced by certain combines in the country 


except to pay tribute or submit to a greater wrong in the shape of paying 
ten times as much to resist the unjust exaction. The scheme adopted by 
the combines is fairly set out in the resolution introduced in the Senate by 
Senator WASHBURN and inthe House by the Hon. JAMES W. Covert, chair 
man of the Committee on Patents of the House. 

The abuses complained of can be corrected without in anywise or to any 
extent impairing the usefulness and efficiency of the patent system 

I have, as Commissioner of Patents, and since, while engaged in the prac- 
tice, observed these abuses grow until they have become unbearable, and 
are more dangerous to our patent system, unless corrected, than all the 
other influences put together that are arrayed against the patent law as it 
exists. The present Commissioner of Patents, Mr. Seymour, has taken hold 
| of the office, as I believe, with a firm determination to correct any evils or 

abuses that may be found to exist, in so far as hecandoso, by amodification or 
| extension of existing rules. But the abuse we speak of, which has all the 
| elements and characteristics of black mail, can only be corrected by legis- 
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lation, and there ought to be no delay in providing that much needed reme- 
dial measure. 

I will be very willing to go before ae committee and give them the re- 
sult of my ex ence and observation, and render any assistance in my 
power in providing a thorough and complete remedy for the evils that have 
grown up under the patent system, and are a source of complaint through- 
out the entire country. 

Very respectfully, 








BENJ. BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— : 

Mr.GRAY. May Lask the Senator from Florida a question? 
As I understood the Senator, healluded, ds one of the subjects 
for the proposed investigation, to the matter of the issue of the 
Bell telephone patents. Did I understand him correctly? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr.GRAY. Does not the Senator know that those patents 
are now the subject of litigation in the United States courts at 
the instance of the Government; that those conflicting claims 
require a judicial settlement, and that nothing could be gained 
by an investigation before a committee except to help one side 
or the other in that contest? Ina great deal that the Senator 
has said about the necessity for an investigation of the patent 
laws I am in sympathy with him. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Delaware is right and he is 
wrong, as we frequently are. WhatI said was that several bills 
had been introduced, which are referred to in the letter of Mr. 
Butterworth, the former Commissioner of Patents, looking to 
the indirect extension of those patents, and that oe is 
now pending, notin reference to the original right of the paten- 
tees, Dut continuing divers inventions subsidiary to the original 
patents, which it is claimed by Mr. Butterworth and others, and 
by petitions now before the Committee on Patents, will have the 
etfect, whatever may be the eee. of extending those pat- 
ents. That is the question which is presented by the proposed 
ae in part, and it is a question which requires investiga- 
tion, 

The Senator from Delaware may be right in reference to cer- 
tain cases which are pending in litigation, and which are in- 
volved in the question, and the Commissioner of Patents may 
also be right inewreference to the indirect effect of the bill now 
pending, proposin changes in the existing law. However that 
may be, the Committee on Patents have here given an expres- 
sion of opinion which does not concern that inquiry. The patent 
system levies a vast amount of money upon the people of the 

nited States every year. There is great discontent with it. 
It has distinguished merits. Ithas performed a great part in the 
civilization of the country and in its progress. In view of this 
fact, in order that there may be no action which is too radical, 
that it may be conservative and just, and at the same time do 
away with existing abuses, the Committee on Patents, after a 
full investigation, appreciating the magnitude of the subject, 
brought in the resolution which is before the Senate. 

I may be permitted to say that this question is not less im- 
portant than the tariff legislation which attracted theatten- 
tion of the country for so great a length of time. The annual 
imposition upon the people of this country g, pe patent laws, 
however beneficial they may be, will not greatly less in 
amount than that levied by the tariff revenue system of the 
country, and the indirect effects are as great in the promotion 
of monopolies and syndicates. 

Mr. President, thisis a great interest; and yet, with the unani- 
mous recommendation of the Committee on Patents, with the 
recommendation, as I understand from this letter, of the Com- 
missioner of Patents, of the former Commissioner, a distin- 
guished member of Congress from Ohio, and notwithstanding 
the vast public opinion soliciting this action, the two gentlemen 
who compose the Committee on Contingent Expenses, while they 
hold that it is sufficiently important to make a rule of five or six 
lines that —— should — and the ——— paid of 
the Committee on Rules sitting during a vacation, hold that this 
great public opinion concerning a question closely connected 
with the proms of civilization to-day does not demand an in- 
quiry,and that the Committee on Patents shall not have the 
privilege of making this investigation. 

It is manifest that it can not be madeduring the coming short 
session of Congress. It is known thata great public opinion 
throughout the country is attacking the patent system and the 
existing laws, and it is only reasonable and fair and just to pat- 
entees and to the system which is intended to encourage in- 
vention that there should be a full hearing accorded to them. 

Now, upon the question of expense, I wish to say a few words. 
It is less expensive for five or six Senators to attend at a par- 
ticular place than to bring to the Capitol from a distance forty 
or fifty or a hundred persons in a prolonged inquiry upon this 
subject. The resolu is in the interest of economy, and it 
can not be sat down upon by saying they are to be a peri- 
patetic and wandering committee. When such committees 
properly discharge their duty they are less expensive and more 
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beneficial to the country than inquiries held at the Capitol wit), 
the expense of numerous witnesses summoned here. a the 
resolution will — 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to amend the resolution by strilk- 
ing out the words ‘‘ the proposed change ” and inserting ‘ pro 
posed changes,” and by inserting, after the words ‘‘ patent laws.’ 
the words ‘and of all bills concerning patents pending in Con- 
gress. 

Mr. CALL. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr, 
CHANDLER.} 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Mr. President, I desire to speak in behalf of 
the Committee on Contingent Expenses. The committee hay. 
no desire whatever to antagonize the wishes of the Senator from 
Florida, but the appropriation for the purpose of paying the ex- 
penses of investigations by committees is limited. The pro 
sition is to incur a large expenditure by going over the count: 
to investigate the operation of the patent laws, when, in ¢{) 
opinion of the Committee on Contingent Expenses, the mat: 
can be just as well investigated at the Capitol. Therefore, tio 
contingent fund of the Senate not being large enough to mee 
ali the demands upon it, the committee reported adversely on 
this particular resolution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, this is almost the first 
time that I ever knew a resolution of this kind opposed on the 
ground that the United States could not afford to make the in- 
vestigation. The usual course has been to allow committees 0! 
this body to decide for themselves whether an investigation dir. 
ing the recess would be advisable and beneficial, and the judc- 
ment of the committee has usually been accepted by the Senate. 
Now, the Committee on Patents state that the proposed chang: s 
in the patent laws require investigation, and in their judgment 
such investigation as they can not give during the present ses- 
sion nor in season for action upon bills to be brought forward at 
the coming short session of Congress. I submit that unless we 
wish to discredit our committee we can afford to trust the com 
mittee to make the proposed investigation. 

I doubt if the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate have made a careful inquiry as to the 
ee of this investigation; indeed, the Senator from West 

irginia did not say that he had. He stated that the Govern- 
ment was too poor to make this investigation. I submit if the 
Committee on Patents is to be trusted as to its judgment that 
the investigation ought to be made, then the investigation should 
go forward, and the United States and the Senate will manage 
to find some way to pay the necessary bills. Ido not know what 
expenditures the Senator from Florida expects will be made 
necessary; I do not know whether he expects that there will be 
a large expenditure for this purpose. 

The Senator from West Virginia did not name any particular 
sum, but seemed to be apprehensive that extravagant expendi- 
tures were to be indulged in. I am not myself afraid that such 
will be the case. The chairman of the Committee on Patents is 
a member of the Committee on Appropriations and understand; 
the policy of that committee, both concerning expenditures ani 
the restriction of expenditures, and he would not propose an in- 
vestigation, the expenses of which would run counter to the 
general policy of thatcommittee. Therefore it seems to me that 
there ought not to be an objection to the passage of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the resolution may be read as 
amended in order that we may know what it is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution as amended will be 
read. : 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resoived, That the Committee on Patents have authority to sit during the 
recess of and continue their session during said recess for the in- 
vestigation of proposed changes of the patent laws, and of ali bills concern- 


i tents pending in ess,to send for persons and papers and take 
sue P evidence: as they may k proper and necessary, and visit such places 
as they may think for gathering information upon the sub- 


t and rt the oamee | to Congress at their next session, and also author- 
ty to employ a stenographer and the necessary clerical assistance, to be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire—I do not know whether or not he isa member of the 
Committee on Patents—as the champion of this resolution, what 
necessity there is for visiting Po throughout the United 
States to ascertain the effect of patent laws? It seems to me 
that if the Senator from Florida and his associates desire to visit 
the watering places or anywhere else in the United States they 
should say so frankly and plainly, and not ask for the passage 
of a resolution ‘in this form for that purpose. 

It seems to me the city of Washington is the proper place to 
investigate this question, if anywhere, because the Patent O!- 
fice is theyplace to learn the effect of the patent laws; all the 
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eminent patent lawyers are here, and if any place in the United 
States is the proper place it is the city of Washington. I see 
no reason for that part of the resolution, and I hope the Senator 
from New Hampshire will explain why it is necessary. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President — 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will allow me 
a moment, as an inquiry has been addressed to me. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Very well. 

Mr.CALL. The Senator from Rhode Island has no right to 
assume nor to say that this resolution is intended to enable the 
committee to go to any watering place. That is a pure assump” 
tion and imagination of his. I remember, however, some years 
ago when the Senator spent nearly a whole summer at a water- 
ing place in the investigation of proposed changes in the tariff- 
law, and I remember many such occasions, one where the Com 
mittee on Rules regaled themselves at a watering place for the 
purpose of determining what should be the rules of the Senate, 
and I remember that the Committee on Contingent Expenses 
have at this session and within the last day or two recommended 
that the Committee on Rules, of which [ believe the Senator 
from Rhode Island is a member and has been for many years, 
should be allowed to sit during the recess, and a discretion given 
them as to where they should go or what they should do. 

Now I will answer the Senator’s question. As to so great an 
interest as that dependent upon the patent laws, which have 
been of such vast benefit to the civilization of the day, but which 
levy a greater tribute upon the people of the United States to- 
day than the Senator's pet tariff system does, before the com- 
mittee undertake to recommend a radical change in the patent 
laws, which is demanded by existing legislation, shortening the 
patent life and providing for the condemnation by the Govern- 
ment and the purchase of patents in certain cases, it isimpor- 
tant that the people who are interested in these patents should 
be permitted to express their views, opinions, and recommenda- 
tions to the committee. How are they todoit? How arethose 
who are not rich men, the poor inventors of the country, to do 
it unless they are summoned here? 

Does the Senator desire to suppress the inventive intellect of 
the poor peopleof this country by such flingsas that Senators will 
go to watering places, instead of performing their duty? Why 
should not this committee go where the brains of the poor people 
are inventing the wonderful changes in mechanical forces that 
are now being made in the great centers of thought and activity 
and summon them to come before that committee and express 
their opinions? Inventors are poor; they donot derive the ben- 
efits of their inventions; it is the moneyed men, the rich, the 
capitalists who take from the poor man his brains and the great 
thoughts which he contributes to civilization. 

Sir, there is no more important subject than that of a proper 
encouragementof the inventive facultiesof thecountry. There 
is no more important thing for any committee of this body todo 
than to place themselves in contact with the living thought of 
the people upon this subject; and as a matter of economy itis far 
cheaper to go to those people than it is to bring them here. 
They constitute thousands and tensof thousandsof the 70,000,000 
people in this country; they are to be found in New York, in 
Chicago, in Boston, and in the great centers of manufacturing 
industry; and it is the duty of this body, if they sympathize 
with the progress of intellect and of discovery, and the subjec- 
tion of the mechanical forces to the uses of man—it is the duty 
of this body, if they are up with the spiritof the age, to see how 
best this inventive faculty can be encouraged and protected. 
That is the object of this recommendation, unanimously made 
by the Committee on Patents, and not to go, as my friend has 
done heretofore, to Bar Harbor or some other pleasant place. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, as a member of the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, I agreed with the chairman in an adverse report on this 
resolution. I did so because I understood the proposition was to 
examine the patent laws. Ido not know a better place to ex- 
amine laws than in Washington City, where there is more ready 
access to all the laws that 1 imagine can be found anywhere in 
this country. I can see no necessity for a committee being au- 
thorized to have a stenographer and to travel over the country 
to find out whatthe patentlaws are. If they ought to be changed 
it seems to me all that is necessary to beascertained can be done 
in the committee room here as well as it can be anywhere else 
on the face of the earth. 

I can understand when a matter of fact is to be found out, when 
something not in the written laws of the land is desired to be 
known, that a committee might be sent to investigate the 
facts. A committee was sent some time ago to investigate some 
troubles which occurred at Pittsburg. can understand why 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce might be sent to inves- 
tigate facts bearing upon certain questions which would come 
Within the jurisdiction of that committee, so that itcould make 
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a personal examination on the ground to obtain an undentand- 
ing of the facts. 
Mr.GRAY. Matters that are local. 

_Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Matters that are local; but why 
there could be any reason for a committee investigating the 
question of a change in the law to be sent out to make the in- 
vestigation is absolutely beyond my comprehension and imag- 
ination. The Senator from Florida has cited an instance in the 
argument he has justmade which perhaps might justify it. He 
says there have been instances where committees have gone to 
watering places to make such investigations. If such has been 
the fact [ hope it will not occur again, and I hope it will not 
occur when this Senate is in session, and I shall not be a party 
to making it possible that any committee shall discharge any 


| sort of duty in that way. 


The Senator from Florida makes some criticism of the fact 
that the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate has reported favorably a proposition for 


| the Committee on Rules to sit in Washington in vacation. 


Mr. CALL. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
thing about that. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The resolution which the Senator 
from Florida introduced is in the following language: 

That the Committee on Patents have authority to sit during the r 3s of 
Congress and continue their session during said recess for the investigation 
of proposed changes of the patent laws and of all bills concerning patents 
pendimg in Congress. 

There is no objection tothe committee having all the time 
necessary to make this investigation, but the resolution proceeds 

To send for persons and papers, and take such evidence as they may think 
proper and necessary. 

This is notto ascertain a fact, but simply to hunt up somebody 
who it may be supposed wants to make an argument about the 
patent laws. If any suggestions are to be made by people inter- 
ested in the patent laws the mails are open, and they can easily 
reach the committee, as such arguments are made daily from all 
sections of the country in other matters which affect the gen- 
eral public. But here is another branch of the resolution: 

And visit such places as they may think advantageous for gathering in 
formation upon the subject and report the same to Congress at the next 


session, and also authority to employ a stenographer and the necessary 
clerical assistance, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


I can see no necessity for the adoption of this resolution. 
After a careful consideration on the part of the Committee to 


I did not say any- 


| Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate there 
| Was no difference of sentiment among us. 


We believed there 
was no necessity for the resolution, and we reported itadversely 
to the Senate, and I hope the Senate will express itself positively 
upon the subject. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to call the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas to the terms of the resolution ot\ered by the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], the chairman of the 
Committee on Rules. That resolution provided that ‘‘ the Com- 
mittee on Rules are authorized to sit during the coming vaca- 
tion.” The resolution does not limit the place nor does it say, 
as does this resolution, ‘‘at any place they may see fit.”’ 

As one member of the Committee on Rules, I desire to say 
that I see no necessity for that committee sitting anywhere ex- 
cept here at the Capitol. I do not know that it ever performed 
a duty elsewhere, butcertainly under this resolution there would 
be no session anywhere except in this city. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I stated a moment ago that the 
resolution we reported authorizing the Committee on Rules to 
sit during the vacation was an authorization to sit here, and I 
think the provision was made that it should. I so understood 
it. I have no objection to that. 1 believe itis proper and right 
that they should sit and make anexaminationof ourrules. We 
reported that resolution favorably, and we reported the other 
adversely. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think, unless some authority is given 
in the resolution to sit elsewhere than at the Capitol, if would 
be confined to the Capitol. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should think so. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, as reference has been made to 
the fact that the Committee on Rules many years ago met at a 

lace other than the Capitol, I simply desire to state this fact, 

or [| was then as now a member of that committee. A number 
of years ago—I do not remember exactly the date—when the 
honorable Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] was chairman of the 
Committee on Rules, the committee undertook to revise the rules 
of the Senate, and did revise them, during the recess of Con- 
gress, a revision which is now in force, so far as it was after- 
wards agreed to by the Senate. The Senator from I lorida re- 
ferred to the Senator from Rhode Island as a member of that 


committee. I do not think he was at that time. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I was not amember of the committee at that 
time. 
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Mr. HARRIS. But Iremember the fact that the Senator from 
Maine, then chairman of the committee, the committee being 
authorized to sit during the recess of Congress, summoned me 
as a member of the committee to a meeting at Bar Harbor, and 
I went there. But the Senator from Maine and myself, my rec- 
ollection is, were the only members of the committee who met 
there. I think I remained there a couple of days and returned 
to the capital. The revision of the rules was made here. That 


is the whole story 80 far as Bar Harbor is concerned. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode 
Island alluded to me as the champion of this resolution. I dis- 
claim that title. He also asked me if I were a member of the 
Committee on Patents. Iam not a member of the Committee 
on Patents. [made two points in my brief remarks which caused 
the Senator from Rhode Island to again develop himself in this 
Chamber. One was that the Government of the United States 
was not so poor that it could not pay the bills of this committee 
if the Senate deemed it important that they should do the work 
specified in the resolution. I still adhere to that opinion, and 
I do not think any member of the Senate will dispute the truth 
of that proposition. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from New 
Hampshire allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Which side of this proposition 
is the Senator on? . 

Mr. CHANDLER. I advocated the passage of the resolution, 
but I did not assume to be a champion of it. I would not have 
said that a speech which I made in its behalf constituted me its 
champion ao more than I would say the Senator from Rhode 
Island had championed a resolution simply because he made a 
speech in its behalf, because, instead of resulting in its passage, 
it might, as it usually does when the Senator speaks, result in 
its defeat. anghtes) 

In answer to the Senator from Oregon, who interrupted me 
whenI reached my second point, I will make that point again 
and call it to his attention. All that I said in addition was that 
the Senate ought to be able to trust its committee. I spoke 
simply in behalf of the fair and reasonable treatment of a com- 
mittee of this body. I do not know who constitute the mem- 
bership of that committee. I did not know at the time that the 
Senator from Florida was the chairman of the committee, al- 
thougn I presume he is; but I simply said that when, in the 
orderly conduct of business in the Senate, a committee of the 
body states that there is work before it, that there is proposed 
legislation before Congress, and asks that ii may have leave to 
sit in vacation and attend to that business, the Senate ought, 
in common courtesy, unless it wishes to put a stigma of con- 
demnation upon the committee, to grant the power and leave 
itto the discretion of the committee to decide where it shall sit. 

Mr. President, if this committee can not be trusted to deter- 
mine that this investigation ought to be made, let us blot the 
committee from our list of committees; if it can not be trusted 
to stay where it ought to stay and go where it ought to go, and 
rowhere else in ma the investigation, then let us strike it 
from the list of committees. But in every case I have ever 
known come before the Senate where a committee of this bod 
has deliberately decided that its duties require that it shoul 
make an investigation of this kind, the request never has been 
refused, I simply say that we ought to accord to this commit- 
tee the same privileges and the same weight in this body as has 
heretofore been accorded to other committees. 

Mr.CALL, Mr. President, the argumentof the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. JONES] ver clearly s ows, whatever may be the 
vote of the Senate upon this resolution, the propriety and the 
wisdom of it, and if he had addressed himself to the task of 
showing this in his remarks, he could not have reached it more 





clearly. 


The Senator says that the resolution simply pro to in- 
vestigate changes in the existing patent laws, and all that it is 
necessary to do is to read the laws. The opinions of the great 
body of people interested in the matter, their mind, and their 
intellect he considers to be nothing. 

The wishes of a great body of people protesting against these 
monopolies and asking for c , and the desire of the com- 
mittee not to make these changes without inquiry of those who 
are directly interested in them and give them an opportunity of 
argument, the Senator from Arkansas does notappreciate. He 
does not regard the fact that the great body of the inventors of 
this country are not literary people. He does not know that 
these great inventions come from the brains of the poor, of the 
energies and the manhood which live at the bottom of society. 
No, they must use the mails, though they may scarcely ever have 
written an essay or a treatise. echanics in the workshops of 
the country are not, in the opinion of the Senator from Arkansas, 
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to be entitled to the privileges of investigation and inquiry into 
their ideas. 

Mr. President, this will not do. Thisisa greatquestion. Tho 
patent system is one upon which the pillars of civilization rest, 
and ought to be treated in reference to the character of the peo- 
ple from whom these inventions and discoveries come. They 
are the poor people of the country, the engineers upon the loco- 
motives and the mechanics in the workshops; they are the peo- 
ple whose ideas ought to be inquired into, and this committee 
should go where they are. 

Mr. President, how do these objections come from these two 
ea who compose this committee, opposing seven mem- 

rs of the Committee on Patents who have asked for this inyes. 


tigation upon the rogues of all the Western States and many of 
the Middle States? How much money has the Senator from 
Arkansas expended in histariff inquiries? Thousands and tens 
of thousands of dollars beyond the one or two thousand dollars 
which the Committee on Patents would have expended in inves- 
tigating this subject. Witness after witness has been sum- 
moned, our corridors have been crowded, expense after expenss 
has been incurred, and now the Senator gets up here and says 
that this committee, charged with the revision of the entire 
patent system and its revolution, shall not have one or two 
thousand dollars. Fresh from an inquiry in which the consum- 
ers of the whole country have been summoned to present their 
views and opinions upon these different subjects, the Senator 
objects to this resolution. 

So in the tariff investigation which took place years ago, it 
was held at a convenient place. I do not object toit. I defend 
it. [am not governed by these small ideas that to save a penny 
and to lose a pound iswise policy. Thisisacountryof progress, 
and it isa country where the people are to be considered, and 
where we recognize the fact that from the brains of the poor, 
and not those of the rich, great ideas and inventions come. 

Mr. President, I have discharged my duty. I do not know 
that the committee would have found time or opportunity to 
have gone to any place outside of the city of Washington. | 
am indifferent myself to the matter, but I believe that some- 
thing is due to this committee, to the great system of patent 
law, to the inventors, and to public opinion, which complains of 
the “e monopolies of the patent system. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, the Senate will remember 
that some years ago a very thorough investigation and inquiry 
was made by the Committee on Patents. Patent attorneys and 
inventors from all over the country came here and made their 
arguments, and all that matterisin print. A very elaborate re- 

rt was prepared and made to the Senate, and discussed here. 

hat necessity can there be for the Committee on Patents go- 
ing all over the country and examining this man who is an in- 
ventor and that man who is an inventor? Forty thousand in- 
ventions every year are patented. Why huntup forty thousand 
people throughout the length and breadth of the United States 
and consult them as to what the patent laws ought to be? 

Mr. CALL. Have they nota right to be consulted? 


* Mr. COCKRELL. What good would result from consulting 


40,000 claimants for patents scattered all over the United States 
who rely upon their attorneys for the transaction of their busi- 
ness? Every particle of information which is of any utility to 
the Committee on Patents can be obtained inside of the corpo- 
rate limits of the District of Columbia. There is no occasion 
for them to go elsewhere. 

It is no discrimination against the Committes on Patents to 
refuse to adopt this resolution. The Committee on Commerce 
have had a similar resolution before the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, which has 
been reported adversely. 

It is time for the Senate to call a halt upon these etic 
committees going all over the country hunting up Tom, Dick, 
and Harry to procure evidence, then presenting a report which 
never amounts toanything, wasting our contingent-expense fund, 
and placing upon committees here the unpleasant duty of mak- 
ing contests before the representatives of another body as to 
whether such expenses shall be allowed or not. 

I move to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. CALL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Missouri to lay the pending resolution on the 
table, on which the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. p 

Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was ed). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Oregon[Mr. DoLPH]. If he were present | 
should vote ‘‘nay.” 








1894. 





Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. PATTON], and withhold 
my vote in his absence. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island {[Mr. Drxon]. I transfer 
my pair to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBy], and 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL}. 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine [ Mr. Frye]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired for 
to-day with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. In 
his absence I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). am paired with 
the senior Senator from Massachusetts {Mr. HOAR}. 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). I am paired with | 
the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBois]. 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I inquire whether 
the Senator from Minnesota |[Mr. DAVIS] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. TURPIE. I withhold my vote, being paired with the 
senior Senator from Minnesota. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will vote in order to make a quorum. 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the negative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 
{ therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PASCO. I desire to announce that the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] is paired with the Senator from Mon- 
tana[Mr. POWER]. I make this announcement for the day. 

Mr. QUAY. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGAN]}, but in order to make a quorum I will | 
vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. DOLPH. [I have agreed to pair with the junior Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Under the terms of my pair I am per- 
mitted to vote to make a quorum. I vote ‘‘nay.” 
Mr. MARTIN. Iam paired generally with the junior Sen- 
ator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], but have reserved the 

right to vote to make a quorum. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. SMITH. I have authority from my pair to vote in order 
to make a quorum. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 25; as follows: 


Iam paired with the 


I am paired 





I 


YEAS—20. 
Aldrich, Camden, Higgins, Sherman, 
Berry, Cockrell, Hunton, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Coke, Jarvis, Vest, 
Brice, Gorman, Jones, Ark. Vilas, 
Caffery, Harris, McLaurin, Walsh. 

NAYS—25. 
Bate, Hansbrough, Murphy, Roach, 
Blanchard, Kyle, Palmer, Shoup, 
Call, Lindsay, Peffer, Smith, 
Carey, Manderson, Perkins, White. 
Chandler, Martin, Pettigrew, 
Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Platt, 
George, Mitchell, Wis. Quay, 

NOT VOTING—40. 

Alien, Faulkner, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 
Allison, Frye, Lodge, Pugh, 
Butler, Gibson, McMillan, Ransom, 
Cameron, Gordon, McPherson, Squire, 
Cullom, Gray, Mills, Teller, 
Daniel, Hale, Morgan, Turpie, 
Davis, Hawley, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Dixon, Hill, Pasco, Washburn, 
Dolph, Hoar, Patton, Wilson, 
Dr bois, Irby, Power, Wolcott. 





So the Senate refused to lay the resolution on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 
sugars, molasses, etc. 

Ir. MANDERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CALL. 
vote on agreeing to the resolution proposing an investigation 
by the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. BERRY. I object. 


A bill (H. R. 7971) to exempt from duty 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. | 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced thatthe House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 7477) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1804, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes; insisted upon 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 127 and 
128 to the said bill and agreed to the further conference asked 
for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky, 
Mr. SAYERS, and Mr. CANNON of Illinois. managers at the ec 


its dis- 


ne 

ference on the part of the House. 
The message also announced that the House had passed the 
| bill (S. 1007) to authorize the Commissioners of the District of 


Columbia to appoint a deputy coroner, and for other purposes. 
FREE SUGARS, ETC. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The unfinished business. 


being the 
tc., 1s 
before the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Isend up an amendment which I intend to 
offer to the pending bill, and I ask that it may be read for infor- 
mation, and printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON,. Before the amendment is read, 1 beg 


leave to suggest that the unfinished business is not House bill 
7971, to exempt from duty sugars, ete., but the unfinished busi- 
ness is the motion to refer the bill, afterthe second reading and 
before it is placed upon the Calendar, to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. The unfinished business is the motion, and not the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 

Mr. GRAY. The bill has been read the second time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is upon the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee |Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Thatis the unfinished business. 

TheVICE-PRESIDENT. To refer the bill to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the amendment which I have of- 
fered may be read for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be read for information. 

The SECRETARY. Amend House bill 7971 by adding as an ad- 
ditional section: 

SEC, That the act entitled “An act to reduce taxation, provide revenug 
be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I beg leave to send forward an amend- 
ment which I intend to propose to the bill when it is up for con- 
sideration. I ask that it may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will read the amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the bill insert the following 
proviso: 

Provided, however, That until July !, 1905, the provisions of the actentitled 
‘“‘An act to reduce revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other 
purposes,’ approved October 1, 1890, authorizing the issue of licenses to pro- 
duce sugar and for the pay ment of a bounty tothe producers of sugar from 
beets, sorghum, or sugar cane grown in the United States, or from maple 
sap produced within the United States, contained in paragraphs 231, 232, 233, 
234, 235, and 236 of said act, shall continue in full force and effect, and said 
sections of said act are hereby reénacted. 

Mr.MANDERSON. Ialsosend forward anamendment which 
I intend to propose to the bill when it shall be up for consider- 
ation. I ask that it may be printed and lie on the table. I do 
not care about its being read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendments submitted by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be printed and laid on the table. 

Mr. BERRY. Let the question be taken on the motion to re- 


| fer. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to refer. 

Mr. QUAY. Iask that the motion of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee be stated. My recollection of the motion is that it cov- 
ered not only the pending bill, but the other three bills, one of 
which places iron ore, another coal, and another barbed wire on 
the free list. 

Mr. HARRIS. My motion is to refer to the Committee on 
Finance the bill proposing to put sugars on the free list. I have 
given notice of a similar motion as to the other bills; indeed, in 
the form in which I first made the motion it was to refer the 


| four bills 
I ask unanimous consent that the Senate take a |: 


Mr. QUAY. That was my understanding. 

Mr. HARRIS. But according to parliamentary usage the 
motion must be made in respect to each bill, and inasmuch as 
the Senator from Arkansas[Mr. BERRY] made a motion with re- 
gard to the sugar bill, lapply my motion to that bill at present. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the | like to be informed, if anyone can tell me, how he would vote if 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee to refer the bill to the | present. 

Committee on Finance. Mr. ALDRICH. I will take the authority of saying that the 
Mr. BERRY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. senior Senator from Massachusetts would vote ‘‘ yea” if he were 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded | present. 

to call the roll. : Mr. PUGH. ThenI will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. KYLE (when Mr. ALLEN’S name was called). Iwishto| Mr. QUAY (when hisname was called). [havea general pair 
state that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] is paired on | with the Senator trom Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], but I am in- 
this question with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLP#H]. | formed that upon this question he would vote ‘‘ yea,” and I wi 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I have a general | therefore vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 
pair with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], but on the | Mr. RANSOM (whemhis name was called). I am paired with 

uestion of free sugar the Senator from Colorado and I agree. | the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. If he were here he woul 
therefore vote “ nay.” | vote “‘ yea” and I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called). | havea) Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I am paired witi 
esd with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. | the junior Senator from Idaho {Mr. Dupois]. If he were pr 

understand that if he were present he would vote ‘“‘yea.” I | ent he would vote “ nay ” and I should vote “ yea.” 

am therefore entitled to vote, as he would vote the same way.; The roll call was concluded. 

I vote ‘* yea.” Mr. CALL. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont | Mr. 
Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). [have a general | Procror}. 
iir with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. Mr. DAVIS (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
am informed by his colleague [Mr. QUAY] that the senior Sen- paired with the Senator from Indiana |Mr. Turpre], and with- 

ator from Pennsylvania would vote “ yea” on this proposition, | Graw my vote. 

and I will therefore vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” me Mr. RANSOM. I suggestto the Senator from Minnesota that 
Mr. QUAY (when Mr. CAMERON’S name wascalled). I desire | we transfer our pairs, so that we may both vote, if that is agree- 

to announce that on this question my colleague [Mr. CAMERON] | able to the Senator from Minnesota. Then the Senator from 

is paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL}. If | Maine {[Mr. HALE], with whom I am 
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my aera were present he would vote “ yea.” with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. aa cok oboe 
a — PALMER. I rise to inquire as to the state of the ques- Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis] is paired. 
Mr. DAVIS. All ri 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is not in order. | Mr RANSOM. T vate“ ngy,” 

Mr. PALMER. I supposed a parliamentary inquiry was al- Mr. DAVIS. I vote “ ves.” 
ways in order. Th: Q ¥ aad 39 T: ¢ : 

Mr. ALDRICH. Nothing in the nature of debate is in order @ result was amuounced—yeas 32, nays 17; as follows: 
during a roll ° YEAS—32. 

Mr. PALMER. I rose to inquire whether this particular mo- | ajaricn, Cullom, Higgins, Pettigrew, 
tion supersedes the amendment offered by the Senator from Ar- | Allison, Davis, Jones, Ark. Platt, 
kansas | Mr. gg "pene —" Ga iinger, Mand Gone. 

Mr. HARRIS. Necessarily. Butler. Gibson Murphy, oach, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the | Caffery, Gorman, Patton, Sherman, 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS}-to refer the | (Amden. enna ee. a. 
pending bill to the Committee on Finance. . ; aoe 

Mr. PALMER. The pending bill and the amendments pro- NAYS—17. 
posed by the Senator from Arkansas and other Senators? Bate. George, McLaurin. Vilas, 

Mr. MILLS. The amendments go with the bill. ety on — — White. 

Mr. MANDERSON. All the amendments go with the bill. Cockrell, — Jarvis, | Ransom, 

Mr. HARRIS. All amendments will necessarily accompany | Coke, Lindsay, Vest, 
the bill, NOT VOTING—36. 
one ; eres The Secretary will proceed with Allen, Gordon, MePherson, smite 

. all, 2, rtin, e, 

The Secretary resumed the call of the roll. Cameron, Hawley, Mills. Teller, 

Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). Theannouncement | 0tey, —, a ee 
has already been made that on this vote I am paired with the | pixon, Irby,’ Morrill, Walsh, | 
junior Senator from Nebraska |Mr. ALLEN]. Dolph. Jones, Nev. Pasco, Washburn, 

. " j ; . . wer, § . 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). I have a general pair Fry ." MeMilian, Syecer, Wolcott. 


with the junior Senator from Massacausetts [Mr. Lopcr}. I 
should like to inquire of the other side how he would vote on So the bill was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


this question? Mr. BLANCHARD. I wish to inquire whether the amend- 
Mr. ALDRICH. The junior Senator from Massachusettsun- | ments which have been offered will be referred with the bill to 
doubtedly would vote “‘ yea” if he were present. the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. HILL. I should vote “nay” if he were here. Ithere-| The VICE-PRESIDENT. They will be so referred. 
fore withhold my vote. ' Mr. BLANCHARD. Imerely wished to have it understood. 


Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was <alled). I transfer my | Mr. HARRIS. Necessarily the amendments which have been 
pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] to | read at the desk will go with the bill. 
the junior Senator from SouthCarolina [Mr. IRBy], and vote | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be referred 
“nay.” a | to the Committee on Finance in connection with the bill. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired alles a edeeeian 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morriuu]. I do shone oe ae 
how hoe would vote, and therefore withhold my vote. Ifhewere| Mr. HARRIS. I move that the bill (H.R. 7968) to place upon 
present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” the free list bituminous coal, shale, slack, and coke, be referred 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I have a general | to the Committee on Finance. 
pair with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
who is notpresent. Ido not know how he would vote, and there- | motion of the Senator from Tennessee to refer the pending bill 
fore withhold my vote. to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I am paired with Mr. MILLS. Let us have the yeas and nays on the question. 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. If he were here I should The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
vote * — to call the roll. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). On Mr. KYLE (when Mr. ALLEN’S name was called). I under- 
this question I am paired with the senior Senator from Penn- | stand that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] is paired 
sylvania|Mr. Cameron]. If he were here I should vote ‘‘ nay” | on this — with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 
and he would vote * yea.” Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I have a general 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with | pair with the Senator from Colorado[Mr. TELLER]. If he were 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. If he were pres- | present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 
ent I should vote “‘nay,” and I am told by his colleague that he | Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called). [am paired 
would vote ‘‘ yea.” _ with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. |! 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I have a az understand that if he were present he would vote “ yea,” and | 
pair with the Senator from Massachusetts[Mr. Hoar]. I should | will therefore vote. I vote ‘ yea.” 
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Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PRocTorR]. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. The Senator from 
North Carolina {Mr. Ransom] is paired with the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE]. Our pairs have been transferred, so that 
the Senator from Maine |Mr. HALE] stauds paired with the 
Senator from Indiana |[Mr. TURPIE] and I will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE]. If he were 
present he would vote ‘‘yea” and I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called), 


[ am paired with the 


the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBy] and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). i am paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morris]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was cailed). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRy&]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘nay’’ and he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY}. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine[Mr. HALE]. The Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. DAvis] is paired with the Senator from Indiana 
{Mr. TURPIE]. We have transferred our pairs. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). 
the senior Senator from Idaho [Mr.SHOUP] that if his colleague 
[Mr. DuBots]}, with whom I[ am paired, were here he would vote 
in the affirmative. I will therefore vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Colo- 
rado[Mr. TELLER] to the Senator from Nebraska | Mr. ALLEN], 
who is paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH], so 
that the Senator from Oregon and [ can vote. [ vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. DOLPH. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BUTLER. I havea general pair with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. May I inquire of the junior 
Senator from Pennsylvania |[Mr. QUAY] how his colleague would 
vote on this proposition? 

Mr. QUAY. If my colleague were present he would vote 
**vea” on all these motions to refer. 

Mr. BUTLER. ThenI will vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—35. 


Aldrich, Dolph, Jones, Nev. Platt, 
Allison, Faulkner, Kyle, Pugh, 
Blanchard, Gallinger, Manderson, Quay, 
Brice, Gibson, Mitcheli, Oregon Roach, 
Butler, Gorman, Murphy, Sherman, 
Caffery. Hansbrough, Patton, Shoup, 
Chandler, Harris, Peffer, Smith, 
Cullom, Higgins, Perkins, Stewart. 
Davis, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, 
NAYS—l7. 

Bate, George, McLaurin, Vilas, 
Berry, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. White. 
Blackburn, Hunton, Palmer, 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Ransom, 
Coke, Lindsay, Vest, 

NOT VOTING—33. 
Allen, Gordon, Martin, Turpie, 
Cali, Hale, Mills, Voorhees, 
Camden, Hawley, Morgan, Walsh, 
Cameron, Hill, Morrill, Washburn, 
Carey, Hoar, Pasco, Wilson, 
Daniel, Irby, Power, Wolcott. 
Dixon, Lodge, Proctor, 
Dubois, MeMillan, Squire, 
Frye, McPherson, Teller, 


So the bill was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
. FREE IRON ORE. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the bill (H. R. 7969) to place upon 
the free list all ores of iron be referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

Mr. MILLS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and I vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). [am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. 

Mr. HILL (when his name was calied). [am paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcr]}. If he were 
present he would vote ‘‘ yea” and I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I transfer my 
peir with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] to 


I am paired with | 


. I transfer my | 
pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] to | 


Tam informed by | 


**nay.” 
Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called), 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL). 
present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 
Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). 


th junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBy], and vote 
| 
j 


I am paired 
If he were 





IT am paired with 

| the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. I do not know 

how he would vote on this measure, and |] we decline to 
vote. 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRY®]. 
vote * nay.” 
| Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine {Mr. HALE]. If he were pri he 
; would vote ‘‘yea” and I should vote *‘ nay.” 
| Theroll call was concluded. 
| Mr. PLATT. Upon this vote and all the votes upon these 
| bills my colleague [Mr. HAWLEY] is paired with the Senato: 
| from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If my colleague were present | 

would vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I am paired with the senior Senato 
from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], but the fact that he would vote 
the same way I would releases me, and I vote “ yea.’ 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 17: as follows 


theref 


[am paired with 
[f he were present I should 


sant 
sen 


YEAS—37. 
Aldrich Davis, Kyle, QQ 
Allison Faulkner, Manderson Roach, 
Blanchard Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Sherman, 
Brice, Gibson, Murphy, Shoup 
Butler Gorman, Patton, Smith, 
| Caffery, Hansbrough Peffer, Stewart, 
| Camden, Harris, Perkins, Walsh 
Carey. Higgins, Pettigrew 
Chandler, Jones, Ark Platt, 
Cullom Jones, Nev Pugh, 
NAYS—17. 
| Bate, George McLaurin, Vilas, 
| Berry, Gray, Mitchell, Wis White, 
Blackburn, Hunton, Palmer 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Turpie 
Coke Lindsay, Vest 
NOT VOTING—3!. 
Allen Gordon, - McPherson Ranson, 
; Call Hale, Martin, Squire 
Cameron, Hawley, Mills, Teller 
| Daniel Hill, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Dixon Hoar, Morrill, Washburn, 
Dolph, Irby, Pasco, Wilson 
Dubois Lodge, Power, Woleot 
Frye Mc Millan, Proctor, 
So the bill was referred to the Committee on Financ 


FREE BARBED FENCING WIRE. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the bill (H. R. 7970) to place upon 
the free list barbed fencing wire and wire rods for the manu- 
facture of the same be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CONSIDERATION OF PRIVATE PENSION BILLS, E 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
to dispose of a few pension bills on the Calendar reported favor- 
ably from the Committee on Pensions, mostly House bills. It 

will take but a few minutes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that we first dispose of the House 
pension bills favorably reported. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the pension bills and 
also the bills correcting the military records of soldiers dis 

| posed of. 

| Mr. PALMER. The Senator from Ohio has made a request 
| thata brief time be devoted to the consideration of bills reported 
| by the Pension Committee and the Committee on Military Af 
| fairs? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, pension bills and bills from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affetrs to correct military records of soldiers 
There are only a few of them, and it will take but a short time 

Mr. PALMER. I desire to have the bills correcting military 
records included in the application. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before consent is given I want to include 

| a bill that has passed the House of Representatives and will not 
properly come under the order. It is House bill 7294 requiring 
fourth-class postmasters to administer oaths to pensioners. 
| is in the line of pension legislation and is favorably reported 
| from the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There isno objection to including that bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the order of business? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is Order of Business 656. 
missioner of Pensions recommends the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The first bill under the order wil! be announced. 


pmp 
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SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GORMAN. Before the order is proceeded with, I desire 
to occupy the attention of the Senate for a few moments. 

Yesterday the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] 
submitted the conference report on the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill. That report was signed by the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. COCKRELL] and the Senator from Iowa|Mr. ALLISON]and 
myself as the conferees onthe partof the Senate. Among other 
provisions in the bill was one ingrafted on it by the vote of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives, donating to several 
States a million acres each of arid land and making provision 
for the settlement and epvenaes of the land. 

[ desire to say for myself that I am usually opposed to such 
legislation being ingrafted upon an ‘eemveielians bill. How- 
ever desirable it may be to begin the development of that section 
of the country in this way, I donot want it understood that here- 
after | am bound in any way tocontinue upon the scheme. I re- 
gret exceedingly that the provision should have found its way 
upon an appropriation bill, as it may not be, and I fear it is not, 

wvroperly guarded. I submitted to it as the other conferees did 
n deference to the vote of the two Houses. 

There is one other clause in the conference report to which I 
desire to call attention. It will be found on page 8510 of the 
RECORD: 

That the House recede from its amendment to the amendment of the Sen- 
oe apamnenes 277, from which amendment numbered 277 the Senate had re- 
ceded, 

That is the amendment relating to the Printing Office site. 
There was some controversy as to the right of the Senate to 
recede, the House having declined to accept the Senate amend- 
mentand having proposed a substitute for it which the Senate 
rejected. The conferees on the part of the House claimed that 
the Senate had no power or right to recede from its amendment 
and thus make the whole matter fall,in the absence of joint 
rules between the two bodies. With a firm conviction that the 
attitude of the Senate was correct, and that we had the right at 
any time to recede from our amendment, and that with the re- 
cession the amendment of the House fell, yet, as one of the con- 
ferees, without giving up any of the rights of this body, I agreed 
that that entry might be e in the conferencs report, so as to 
settle a matter which otherwise would have kept Congress in 
session for some time. For that reason, and that only, I agreed 
to the report with that clause in it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Secretary will report the first bill under the order adopted 
by the unanimous agreement of the Senate. 

IDA C. MARTIN. 

The bill (S. 2032) to grant a pension to Ida C. Martin was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to piace on 
the pension roll the name of Ida C. Martin, widow of John A. 
Martin, who was colonel of the Eighth Kansas Regiment of 
Kansas Infantry Volunteers in the war of the rebellion, and to 
pay her a pension of $50 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to “7 engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 

Mr. BERRY. Iask unanimous consent to call up for consid- 
eration a House bill—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the 
Senator from Arkansas that the Senate is now proceeding under 
an order adopted by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BERRY. 1 hope that the Calendar will be proceeded 
with until this particular measure is reached. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill under the order 
will be announced. 

JOHN MAHOLM. 
The bill(H. R. 2920) to pension John Maholm, dependent father, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 

lace on the pension roil the name of John Maholm, dependent 
ather of George Mahoim, late of Company B, Seventieth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HANNAH WELCH. 

The bill (H. R, 1214) granting a pension to Hannah Welch 

was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 

lace on the pension roll the name of Hannah Welch, widow of 

illiam Welch, late musician of Third Rhode Island Heavy 
et ng 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS. 


The bill (H. R. 7294) empowering fourth-class postmasters to 
administer oaths to pensioners was considered as in Committee 
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of the Whole. It provides that hereafter, in addition to the o!- 
ficers now authorized to administer oaths in such cases, fourth- 
class postmasters of the United States are hereby required, em- 
powered, and authorized to administer any and all oaths ro- 
quired to be made by pensioners and their witnesses in the ex- 
ecution of their vouchers with like effect and force as office; 
having a seal; and such postmaster shall affix the stamp of h 
office to his signature to such vouchers, and he is authorized ¢, 
charge and receive for each voucher not exceeding 25 cents, : 
be paid by the pensioner. 

Mr. VEST. should like to make an inquiry. How wo 
this proposed enactment be a‘fected by the general law in : 
gard to perjury? Suppose a man goes before a fourth-class post 
master and swears falsely. 

Mr. PALMER. AsI understand the existing law, perjury is 
made to include false oaths taken before any officer or pers 
entitled to administer oaths by act of Congress. That is my i 

ression. I gave the matter some attention when the bill was 

fore the committee, and I suppose that is the true construc- 
tion of the law. 

Mr. VEST. I do not like the proposed legislation. I do not 
see why a postmaster should be authorized to administer oaths 
in this particular class of cases. It is class legislation of th 
worst sort. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAPT. WILLIAM FLETCHER. 

The bill (S. 2255) for the relief of Capt. William Fletcher, 
United States Army, was announced as the next bill in order. 

Mr. BERRY. That is not a pension case. Is it included in 
in the agreement? 

Mr. PALMER. I suppose it is not included. 

: oo BERRY. It comes from the Committee on Military Af- 
airs. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If it is nota bill to correcta military rec- 
ord it does not come within the terms of my request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, 
and the next bill under the order will be announced. 


RUFUS BETZ. 


The bill (S. 2143) forthe relief of Rufus Betz was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. BERRY. That is nota pension bill. It comes from the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PALMER. I will state to the Senator from Arkansas 
that bills from the Committee on Military Affairs merely in- 
tended to correct the records of soldiers are included in the 
order under which the Senate is proceeding. 

Mr. BERRY. They are included in the unanimous-consent 
agreement? 

Mr.CULLOM. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the 
chair was not in the chair at the time unanimous consent was 
given, and will ask the Senator from Ohio whether he under- 
stands that this character of bills was included in the agree- 
ment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I requested that bills correcting records of 
soldiers should be included with pension bills, and that was 

reed to by unanimous consent. If this is not that kind of a 
bill it does not come within the agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is a bill for the removal of 
the charge of desertion, and comes within the agreement, the 
Chair understands. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill which had been reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs with an amendment, in line 6, after the word 
‘* date,” to insert ‘‘Angust 9,” and in line 7, after ‘‘ and,” to strike 
out ‘‘sixty” and insert ‘‘sixty-two;” so as to make the bill read: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the charge of desertion standing against the name 
of Rufus Betz, late a pete of Company A, Nineteenth Regiment of Ohio 
Infantry Volunteers, removed, and he be granted an honorable dis- 
charge to date August 9, 1862. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill wasreported to the Senate as amended, and theamend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE ISENSTEIN. 


The bill eS 3005) for the relief of George Isenstein was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directsthe Secretary 
of War to make a record of George Isenstein, late a private in 
Company A, Second Regiment Missouri Volunteers, three 
months’ service, showing his enlistment to date from the date 
of muster in of the company, and to grant and issue to him an 
honorable discharge, to be dated of the date of the mustering 
out of service of the company and reziment. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARLIN PARKS. 


The bill (H. R. 562) for the relief of Marlin Parks was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of 
War to revoke the order of dismissal of Marlin Parks, late first 
lieutenant Company B, Eleventh West Virginia Volunteers, 
and issue to him an honorable discharge from the service of the 
United States, to date the 18th day of November, 1864. 

Mr. PASCO. There isan amendment reported by the com- 
mittee, but further investigation showed that the name was 
properly printed in the bill and inthetitle. So the amendment 
is withdrawn. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


5? 
MARGARET A. WOODS, 


The bill (H. R. 6050) to pension Margaret A. Woods, widow 
of William W. Woods, late of Company E, Sixteenth Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension rolls the name of 
Margaret A. Woods, widow of William W. Woods, late a mem- 
ber of Company EK, Sixteenth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, but 
in the event the soldier is found to be alive this pension shall 
cease. 

The biil was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN P. BIEHN. 


The bill (S. 501) granting a pension to John P. Biehn was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of John P. Biehn. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


MRS, AEBY JANE WARD. 

The bill (S. 1996) granting a pension to Mrs. Abby Jane Ward 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Abby Jane Ward, widow 
of James M. Ward, late of Company E, Sixty-third Ohio Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

GEORGE C. ABBEY. 


The bill (S. 890) granting an increase of pension to George C. 
Abbey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to increase the pension of George C. Abbey, late a private 
of Company M, of the First Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artil- 
lery, to $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


eee 


RUSSEL N. REYNOLDS. 
The bill (S. 1383) 


! granting a pension to Russel N. Reynolds 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, after the word “infantry,” to insert 
“at the rate of $20 per month;” co as to make the biil read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Russel N. Rey- 
nolds, late Company E, One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, at the rate of #20 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM T. WALKER. 


The bill (S.1970) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Walker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. I[t 
roposes to place on the pension roll the name of William T. 
alker, late of Company H, Thirteenth Regiment Indiana Cav- 
alry, at $25 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiv- 


ing. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, | 
and passed. 





ADALINE J. PROPS. 


The bill (H. R. 6228) granting a pension to Adaline J. Props 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to | 
place upon the pension roll the name of Adaline J. Props, widow | 
of Lewis C. Props, a soldier in the Southern or Sabine war of | 
13836, and to allow her a pension of $8 per month. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. MARY A. MENEFEE. 

The bill (H. R. 6103) for the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Menefee 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
restore to the pension roll the name of Mrs. Mary A. Menefee, 
widow of Richard Menefee, captain Company E, Eighth Regi- 
ment Missouri State Militia Cavalry, in the late war, as well as 
a private in Company K, Extra Battalion Missouri Volunteers, 
in war with Mexico, and to allow her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PAULINE J. SMITH. 


The bill (H. R. 6361) to grant a pension to Pauline J. Smith 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Pauline J. Smith, per- 
manently helpless daughter of Lewis C. Smith, late a private 
of Company G, Eighty-fifth Illinois Volunteers, and to pay her 
a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DRUZILLA J. RIGG. 


Mr. PALMER. The next bill on the Calendar is not fairly 
within the agreement. It providesfor the paymentof a pension 
to the legal representatives of a soldier. I ask for its present 
consideration, but did not feel that I was authorized to do so 
under the general arrangement without calling attention to it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4290) for the relief 
of Druzilla J. Rigg, of Macomb, Ill. It proposes to pay to Dru- 
zilla J. Rigg, of Macomb, Il!., who is the daughter and only heir 
‘of James Depoy (who was second lieutenant in Company A in 
the Fifty-fourth Regiment of Ohio Infantry in the war of the 
rebellion, to whom pension certificate numbered 158723 was is- 
sued, and who died previous to the receipt by him of said cer- 
tificate), the amount due upon that certificate at the time of the 
death of James Depoy. “ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JESSE DAVENPORT. 

The bill (H. R. 898) granting a pension to Jesse Davenport, of 
Company A, Second Regiment Oregon Mounted Volunteers, in 
Oregon Indian wars of 1855 and 1856, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll 
the name of Jesse Davenport, of Roseburg, Oregon, and late of 
Company A, commanded by Capt. Edward Sheffield, Second 
Regiment Oregon Mounted Volunteers, commanded by Col. 
John Kelsay, in the Oregon Indian wars of 1855 and 1856, and to 
pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS AT MERIDIAN, 


Mr. VEST. I am instructed by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 102) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
provide rooms for the accommodation of the United States cir- 
cuit and district courts and their officers at Meridian, Miss., to 
report it favorably and without amendment. I ask unanimous 
consent for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. QUAY. I movethat the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will 
allow us to pass a few bills and not make that motion now. 
There are several private bills which should be passed. 

Mr. VEST. I did not hear the motion of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr.QUAY. Ihave moved that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. VILAS. I hope the Senator will not insist on that mo- 
tion for afew moments, until we dispose of a number of small 
bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. BERRY. There area number ofsmall bills which should 
be disposed of. 

Mr, QUAY. 
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MISS. 


I withdraw the motion, and give notice that I 


| shall renew it at half past 3 o'clock. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn. Is 
there objection to the present consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion reported by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported tothe Senate without 





a 
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amendment, ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HENRY W. LEE. 


Mr. VILAS. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate take 
up the bill (H. R. 5363) for the relief of Henry W. Lee. 

Mr. VEST. From what committee is that bill reported? 

Mr. VILAS. Mis reported from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and was passed by the Senate in the last Congress. [t 
has been very carefully and elaborately considered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the object of the bill? I have 
not a copy of it before me; it was only reported yesterday, and 
we have had no chance to examine it. 

Mr. VILAS. I can state to the Senator from Missouri in one 
moment the object of the bill. Henry W. Lee served the Win- 
nebago Indians for years as theirattorney, without having made 
in the formal manner required by law a contract for the pur- 
pose, approved by the Secretary of the Interior. For that rea- 
son he can not be paid, although the Indians are willing that he 
should be, and the bill stipulates that the amount of his com- 
pensation shall be settled by the Secretary of the Interior, and 
only be paid upon the consent of the Indians to pay it out of 
their money. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. Itdirects the Secretary 
of the Interior to inquire into and determine what services were 
rendered by Henry W. Lee, now of Stevens Point, in the State 
of Wiseonsin, to the Winnebego Indians, or to any bands or 
families thereof; whether such services were rendered at the 
request of or under any agreement with or acceptance of such 
indians; whether such services were of utilit value tosuch 
Indians and deserv of compensation, and to fix upon the 
proper measure of their value, not exceeding $10,000 and over 
and above any sums which may have been paid on accoun 
thereof; and if the Secretary s determine that the said Lee is 
justly and equitably entitled to such sum or compensation 
as he shall so fix, then to deduct the same from the accounts to 
be paid and distributed to the stray bands of Winnebagoes in 
Wisconsin, or to such of them as he shall find were justly an- 
swerable, in such yearly installments or tions as he shall 
think fit, and to pay the same to said Lee, in full discharge of 
all his claims, notwithstanding that aformal contract was never 
made in accordance with the statutein such cases made and pro- 
vided: but said stray bands, or a majority of the heads of fami- 
lies thereof, shall give their consent to such payment in such 
manner as the Secretary shall direct. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


UNITED STATES COURT IN LITTLE ROCK, ARK. 


Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimous consent fer the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2293) for the improvement of thie buiid- 
ings and grounds of the United States court and post-office at 
Little Rock, Ark. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was re to the Senate without amendment, or: 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. ' 


GUNBOATS CONCORD AND BENNINGTON. 


Mr. HILL. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 967) to remit the penalties on gunboat 
numbered 3, the Concord, and gunboat numbrred 4, the Ben- 
nington. 

There being na objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to considered the bill. It requires the Sec- 
a = the Navy to remit to N. F. Palmer, jr., & Co., of 
New York City, the time penaltiesexacted by the Navy Depart- 
ment under the contracts with that company for the construc- 
tion of gunboat numbered 3, known as the Concord, and gun- 
boat numbered 4, known as the Bennington, the United States 
having suffered no damage by the delay in their construction. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
THOMAS WILLIAMS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of oy 7 I ask the Senate to proceed to 
the consideration of the (S. 1571) for the relief of Thomas 
an employé of the Senate folding room for injuries 

wee ee ie te tas + ace tpn te heehee A 
ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, a to consider the bill. 

The was from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, in 5, after the words “‘sum of,” to strike out 
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‘three thousand ” and insert ‘‘ fifteen hundred;” so as to maka 


the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is her: 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any ay in the Treasury not other: 
Villiams, who was injures 
the discharge of his duties as an employé of the Senate fold; 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and } 


amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, rea 


the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY TELEGRAPH OPERATORS. 
Mr. MANDERSON. [ask unanimous consent that the Senate 


now consider the bill (S. 1009) for the relief of telegraph oper 
tors during the war of the rebellion, which has been report 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, and to which, I think 
there will be no objection. 


Mr. COCKRELL. That bill will lead to discussion unk 


is a different bill from what I think it is. 


Mr. MANDERSON. It isa very different bill from what thy 


Senator from Missouri thinks, because this bill gives no reco: 
nition in the way of discharge. It is a bill that I think the 


Senator from Missouri himself agreed to, and which is a s 


stitute for the bill that he thinks would lead to discussion. 
ask that the substitute may be read. I think the Senator fron 


Missouri will agree that it is correct. 
Mr. COCKRELL. It is a bill going back and recognizine 


civilians who were connected with the Army during the \ 
serving as civilians at from $75 to $100 a month, and they wan: 


to come in and be placed onan equality in some shape or form with 
soldiers. You might just as well bring the teamsters and ever 


other class of persons who never were near where the Arm 


marched, as to bring the telegraph operators in, unless the bi)! 
is guarded as we once guarded it... 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is exactly what it is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wanta little more time to look into i 
It will not hurt to give me a little time to examine it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If the bill wereof the character the Sen- 
ator from Missouri thinks it is, certainly I should not favor it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Let it be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must object, unless it can’ go over b) 
unanimous consent until I examine it. I have a right to do so. 
I have been so occupied with the business of the Committee on 
Appropriations that I have not been able to attend the mee:- 
ings of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bil! 
will be passed over. 

Mr. COCKRELL subsequently said: I have examined the bil! 
to which the Senator from Nebraska |[Mr. MANDERSON] referred, 
and with one or two words added, which I shall move, and 
which he will doubtless accept, Ihave noobjection toit. It wil! 
then be exactly what the Committee on Military Affairs hay. 
heretofore reported. 

Mr. MANDERSON. IL now ask that the bill may be consid- 
ered. . 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of th: 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1009) for the relief of 
telegraph operators during the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting claus 
and insert: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to prepar 
roll of all persons who served in the operation of military telegraph lines 
during the late civil war, and to issue to each, upon application, unless i' 
appears that his service was not creditably performed, or to the representa 

ves of those who are dead, suitable certificates of honorable service inthe 
military telegraph corps of the Army of the United States, stating the ser 


ice rendered, the length ef such service, and the dates, as near as may be 
between which such service was performed: Provided, That this law shal 


not be construed to entitle the persons herein mentioned to any payor 


rights not herein specifically prcvided for. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 13, after the word “pay,” I mov 
to insert * ion, bounty.” 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is right. The bill means that, but 
it will do no harm to make it a little more binding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “ pay,” at the end of line 

13, it is proposed to insert “ pension, bounty;” so to read: 

Provided, That this law shall not be construed to entitle the persons 


herein mentioned to any pay, pension, bounty, or rights not herein specitfic- 


ally provided for. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


on et wate be ee 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the | 
amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
HENRY J. HEWITT. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Ia: 


[ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill 


S. 1274) for the relief of Henry J. Hew- 


l_ 
nm 


1tt. 

The PRESIDING OFFICE! 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MANDERSON. [shallnot object to the considerationo! 
that bill, but I should like to know why at this late day it i 
necessary to pass a bill of that character? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
PEFFER July 11, 1894: 


The Committee on Claims, having had under considerati 
for the relief of Henry J. Hewitt, respectfully report as follows 

The facts in the case are set outin House Report No. 268, Fifty-first Con 
gress, first session, when the Committee on War Claims reported favorably. 
That report was adopted as part of the report of the Committee on War 
Claims of the House of Representatives of the Fifty-second Congress 
House Report No. 2157, Fifty-second Congress, second session), and again by 
the same committee of the Fifty-third Congress, second session (see House 
Report No. 576), all of which are hereto attached and mace part of this re 
port. , : 

You committee will add that there appears to be an equity in this case 
arising out of laches for which the claimant was not responsible. He ap 
pears to have acted in good faith, and in view of the factsin relation to the 
status of the claimantand the use to which at least partof his property was | 
applied, the committee see noreason why he should not have an opportunity | 
to present his case to the proper officers for investigation and report 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


> t 
u 


Is there objection to the pres- 


1S 


} 


nthe bill (S. 1274 


(see 


House Report No ssion 


576, Fifty-third Congress, second s« 
The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3337 
for the relief of Henry J. Hewitt, submit the following: 

This claim was presented in the Fifty-second Congress, and was favorably 
reported upon by the House Committee on War Claims, to whom it was re- 
ferred. | 

After a careful investigation of the facts involved, your committee adopt 
the report of the Fifty-second Congress, a copy thereof being hereto at- 
tached and made a part of this report, and recommend that the bill do pass 


[House Report No. 2157, Fifty-second Congress, second session. | 


The Committee on War Claims, to Whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4096 
tor the relief of Henry J. Hewitt, submit the following report 

The facts out of which this bill for relief arises will be found stated in 
House report from the Committee on War Claims of the Fifty-first Cor 
gress, hereto annexed and made a part of this report. 

Your committee adopt the said report as their own, and report herewith 
a substitute for the bill and recommend its passage.’ 


[House Report No. 268, Fifty-first Congress, first session 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (B. R. 
for the relief of Henry J. Hewitt, report as follows: 

The affidavits of the claimant, Henry J. Hewitt, and ten other persons, 
several of them ex-Union officers and soldiers, and two or three of them em- 
ployés of claimant in carrying the United States mails during the years 
1862, 1863, 1864, and 1865, show that a large quantity of forage and several 
horses and wagons belonging to claimant were taken by the United States 
military authorities in Northern Missouri during the years named. It also 
appears that at the time this forage and these horses and wagons \ : 
taken the claimant was a subcontractor for carrying the United States 
mails in Northern Missouri and Southern Iowa, one of these mail routes be 
ing No. 10481, and it is alleged by claimant in his affidavit that this personal 
property, so taken, was purchased by him for the purpose of fulfilling his 
contract in carrying the United States mails over the several mail routes 

The affidavits also allege that the hotel, storehouse, and barn owned by 
claimant at M.con City, Mo., and the barn owned by him at Lancaster, Mo.. 
were occupied during the years above named by the United States military | 
forces. 

It also appears from the evidence on file that very soon after the war the 
claimant placed his claim in the hands of A. Slingerland, clerk of the court 
of Adair County, Mo., for the purposeof having it tiled in the proper Depart 
ment and prosecuted; that a shorttime subsequent thereto Mr. Slingerland 
srent to Colorade on 4 visit for the benefit of his impaired health, and while 
there he died: that the claimant supposed that his claim had been properly 
filed by Mr. Slingerland in his lifetime, and did not learn to the contrary 
until long after his death and too late to file the same in the proper Depart 
ment. 

Your committee believe that this delay in presenting this claim was not 
due to any laches on the part of the claimant, and in view of the allegation 
that the articles taken were purchased by him for the pe of fulfilling 
his contract to carry the United States mails, he should in all equity have | 
the same opportunity as other loyal claimants have heretofore had to es 
tablish the justice of his claim. 

Your committee are therefore of the opinion that the claim of Henry J 
Hewitt should be investigated by the Quartermaster’s Department, United 
States Army, as other claims of this character have heretofore been inves 


1849) 


» report herewith a bill as a substitute for the bill H. R. 
1849, and recommend that the same do pass. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
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| first lieutenant, August 13, 1894, vice Reynolds, Fourtee 
fantry, promoted. 


PROVIDING LAND SUBDIVISIONS IN THE 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 1005) to prevent the recording of sub- 
divisions of land in the District of Colum office of the 
Recorder of Deeds. 
QU \ 5 L gi 
but I give not 
motion for an executi 

Mr. CULLOM 
allow my collea 
take no time. 

Mr. GORMAN. Lh: 
from New Hampshire b 
tion of important bills in a thin Senat 

Mr. PALMER. I been addressing the 
quently from a conspicuous place, and I iind the Se 
Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY], the Senator from New 
[ Mr. GALLINGER], and the Senator from Maryland [M 
MAN] now get the better of me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
shire asks unanimous consent 
him, which will} 

The Secretary read the bill. 

EXECUTIVE 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to: and the Senate proceeded to th 
consideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o’clock and 
45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
1894, at 12 o'clock m. 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive n iinations received by the Senate August I 
ASSAYER OF MINT AT NEW ORLEANS. 
Armand M. Delavallade, of Louisiana, to be 


1824. 


assayer o!1 the 


| mint of the United States at New Orleans, La., to succeed R. L. 
| Schroeder, removed. 


INDIAN AGENTS. 
Thomas B. Teter, of Belington, W. Va., to be agent for tix 
Indians of the Fort Hall Agency in Idaho, vice Capt. John T. 
Van Orsdale, United States Army, to be relieved of detail as 


| acting Indian agent at said agency. 


Marshall Petet, of Veedersburg, Ind., to be agent for the In 
Ss the Klamath Agency in Oregon, vice David W. Mat- 
to be removed. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Vuartermaster’s Departient. 
First Lieut. John B. Bellinger, Fifth Cavalry, to be assistant 
quartermaster, with the rank of captain, August 11, 1894, vice 
promoted. 


7} 


aian of 


Infantry arn. 

Lieut. Col. Hamilton §S, Hawkins, Twenty-third Inf intry 
be colonel, August 13, 1894, vice Blunt, Sixteenth Infantry, re 
tired from service. 

Maj. James Henton, Twenty-third Infantry, 
Aug 


re 


to be lieutenant- 


ust 13, 1894, vice Hawkins, Twenty-third Infantry, 
Capt. Dan W. Burke, Fourteenth Infantry, to be major, 
August 13, 1894, vice Henton, Twenty-third Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. William B. Reynolds, Fourteenth Infantry, to be 
captain, August 13, 1894, vice Burke, Fourteenth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut 
first 


fi 


promoted. 
iel 


Samuel Seay, jr., Twenty-first Infantry, t 
lieutenant, August 13, 1894, vice Kimball, Fourteenth In 
intry, retired from active service. 

Second Lieut. Eugene L. Loveridge, Eleventh Infantry 


HY Hse 


nt 


UNITED STATES AGENT. 

Alexander Porter Morse, of the District of Columbia, to 
agent of the United before the commission to arbitrate 
the claim of the Venezuelan Steam Transportation Company 
against the Government of Venezuela. 


CUSTOMS. 


be 


states 


COLLECTORS OF 


Edward W. Baker, of to be collector of customs for the 


district of York, in the State Maine, to succeed George W. 
Currier, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

Charles C. Perkins, of Maine, to llector stoms for 
the district of Kennebunk, in the State of Ma ed 
Parker C. Wiggin, whose term of office has expired by limita- 
tion. 
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WITHDRAWAL. 


Executive nomination withdrawn from the Senate August 16, 1894. 


Luther Stephenson, to be postmaster at Togus, Me., whose 
nomination was delivered to the Senate March 8, 1894. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 16, 1894. 
INDIAN AGENTS. 
Louis F. Pearson, of Medicine Lodge, Kans., to be agent for 
= Indians of the Pottawatomie and Great Nemaha Agency in 
ansas. 
Horace M. Rebok, of Toledo, Iowa, to be agent for the Indians 
of the Sac and Fox Agency in Iowa. 
SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM VESSELS. 
Michael J. Galvin, of New York, to be supervising inspector 
of steam vessels for the ninth district. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Dizon Buchanan, of Sterling, Colo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Sterling, Colo. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 
John T. Joyce, of Leadville, Colo., to be register of the land 
office at Leadville, Colo. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Emil Hol!, to be postmaster at Media, in the county of Dela- 
ware and State of Pennsylvania. 

John L. Cummings, to be postmaster at Mansfield, in the 
county of Tioga and State of Pennsylvania. 

John H. Ossenbeck, to be tmaster at Bradford, in the 
county of McKean and State of Pennsylvania. 

Gilbert F. Myer, to be postmaster at McKeesport, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

Montgomery 8, Longaker, to be postmaster at Pottstown, in 
the county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 

Albrecht Kneule, to be poster at Norristown, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 

J. CG. Bryant, to be postmaster at Griswold, in the county of 
Cass and State of Iowa. 

Frank Tanner, to be postmaster at Iowa City, in the county of 
Johnson and State of Iowa. 

James E. Dougherty, to be postmaster at Haverford, in the 
county of ne and State of Pennsylvania. 

George A. Schofield, to be tmasterat Ipswich, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massac usetts. 

B. W. Hero, to be postmaster at Westboro, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

©. E. Smith, to be postmaster at Correctionville, in the county 
of Woodbury and State of Iowa. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, August 16, 1894, 


ae met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by Rev. W. E. PAR- 
son, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ST. LOUIS, AVOYELLES AND SOUTHWESTERN RAILWAY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House with amendments of 
the Senate the bill (H. R. 7668) to authorize the St. Louis, Avoy- 
elles and Southwestern Railway Company to bridge Bayou Des 
Glaises and Atchafalaya River, in the State of Lousiana. 

The amendments of the Senate were read. 

Mr. DAVEY. At the request of my colleague [Mr. ROBERT- 
SON]I move that the House concur in these amendments. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

COMMISSIONERS IN LAND CASES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House with amendments 
of the Senate the bill (H. R. 4605) granting chief justices of 
United States courts in Territories power to appoint commis- 
sioners to take proof in land cases, 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been returned from the Sen- 
ate with an amendment and with a request for a conference. 

Mr. MCRAE. I move that the House nonconcur in the amend- 
ment of the Senate and agree to the conference requested. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced as the conferees on the part of the 
House Mr. MCRA®, Mr. SOMERS, and Mr. ELLIs of Oregon. 


COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. MOORE of 
Kansas as a member of the Committee on Pensions and the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. HATCH, indefinitely, on account of sickness in }hjs 
family. 
‘ = Mr. POWERS, indefinitely, on account of sickness in hj; 
amily. 

To Mr. GEARY, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. WILSON of Washington, indefinitely, on account of 
sickness. 

To Mr. EDMUNDS, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


CLERKS IN HEALTH DEPARTMENT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the joint resolution (5 
R. 101) providing for clerical assistance in the health depart- 
ment of the District of Columbia; which was read the first and 
second time. 

_Mr. DOCKERY. Iask unanimous consent that this resolu- 
tion be now considered. It will take but a moment. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Kepresentatives, etc., That the pro 
visions of the act entitled ‘An act to provides forjclerical assistance 18 
health department of the District of Columbia” approved October 2, 493, 
are hereby continue’ and declared to be in full force and effect from July 1, 
1894, and until the date of the approval of the act making appropriations for 


the — of the government of the District of Columbia for the tiscal 
year 1395. 


Mr. DOCKERY. These clerks are already provided for: but 
this resolution is made necessary by the decision of the Comp- 
troller, who thinks they are not entitled to pay for the time 
mentioned. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered, or- 
dered toa third reading, and being read the third time, was 
passed. 

REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House bills of the Senate 
of the following titles; which were severally referred as indi- 
cated, aamey: 

A bill (S. 1713) to permit Commodore Louis C. Sartori, now on 
the retired list of the Navy, to be rear-admiral on said list, in 
accordance with his original position on the Navy Register— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A joint resolution (S. 99) to compile and publish all laws re- 
lating to street railway franchises in the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

DEPUTY CORONER, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1007) to 
authorize the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to ap- 
point a deputy coroner, and for other purposes. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of that bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. I hope the gentleman will allow it to remain 
on the table for the present until we dispose of the pending con- 
ference report. 

The SPEAKER, In the absence of objection the bill will re- 
main on the table. 

There was no objection. 


. CERTIFICATES OF REGISTRY. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Before the gentleman from Texas calls up 
the conference report I ask unanimous consent to submit a re- 
port from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill reported from the Com- 
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 588) to repeal section 4145 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, and to amend sections 4146 and 4320; also section 1 of the act amend: 
ing section 4214of the Revised Statutes approved March 3, 1883, and for other 
purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The report and the accompanying bill will 
be printed and referred to the House Calendar. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I nowcali up the conference re- 
port on the general deficiency appropriation bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

. The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7477) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the ap 

tions for the fiscal year encing June 30, 1894, and for prior years, and 
‘or other purposes. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield four minutes of the time allowed for 
debate to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. SNODGRASS]. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. es in the short time yielded 
to me I do not hope to be able to discuss all of the questions 
relative to the Senate amendment appropriating $1,800,000 to 
the Southern Pacific Railroad Company. It is important to 
know, however, who constitutes this company, and what the 
company is. This is the ‘‘ blanketed ” company. This is the 
company that for thirty years has been engaged in aconspiracy 








1894. 


— 


to defraud, and which has defrauded the people of the United 
States vut of more than $130,000,000. This is the company that 
represents not only the Central Pacific Railroad but also the 
Southern Pacific Railroad Company. It is the company that 
contracts with itself for the Central Pacific Railroad Company, 
and against the Central Pacific Railroad Company with itself, 
jn favor of the Southern Pacific Railroad Company. It is the 
company that has diverted the funds that legitimately belong 
to the Government and the people of the United States fraudu- 
lently; that put these funds into the construction of the Southern 
Pacific Railroad Company, together with the earnings of the 
Central Pacific Railroad Company. 

I want to enter my solemn protest against the appropriation 
proposed here. It is unjust; it is inequitable; it is wrong, and 
amounts to a robbery on the part of this Congress of the people 
of the United States. 

But gentlemen say that they have a judgment against the 
United States. This blanketed company, these foul conspira- 
tors have a judgment against the United States; and, therefore, 
because this appropriation is going to a railroad company we 
ought not to be unjust in administering what is right in the 

remises, because it happens to be a railroad company that is 
involved. I disclaim any motive to do what is otherwise than 
just, not only to these railroad companies, but to the people of | 
the United States. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as to this judgment that we have heard 
somuch about. Itis true that they have obtained a judgment 
against the United States, but under the contract and under the 
laws of the United States the debts due by these companies to 
the United States do not accrue until 1895, and they appropriate 
the value of the amountof the judgmentand insist thatalthough 
these roads owe millions of dollars to the people of the United 
States, and although the Central Pacific Railroad Company, 
who are the real beneficiaries of this appropriation, is to receive 
the money, still that we ought to pay this $1,800,000 to this com- 
pany, and then for the millions of dollars they owe the people 
rely upon our right to collect against the insolvent, frauduient 
corporation. Iinsist that we should act as a court of equit 
and enjoin this judgment till all the matters of equity whie 
the people have against these railroad companies shall have 
been settled. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 


[Mr. COOPER of Indiana addressed the House. 
dix.] 


Mr. SAYERS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi |Mr. KYL&}. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that it requires a 
good deal of audacity for these people who are setting up this 
claim against the Government to come and seek an appropria- 
tion for it under existing circumstances. Ever since the begin- 
ning of this session of Congress the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads has been honestly and faithfully and earnestly trying to 
devise some scheme by which the Government could get back 
even a part of the money that the Government has loaned to them; 
and now these men come, notin the name of the concern to which 
the money has been loaned, but in the name of one of the non- 
aided roads that composed their system, and ask that an appro- 
priation be made to pay that particular line for the services it 
has rendered. 

Mr. Speaker, the purpose of taat movement is clear. They 
know very well that if they came in and said that this money 
was properly due and payable to the Central Pacific Railroad 
the Government would say to them, ‘‘ You must pay us before 
you can expect us to pay you the money that you claim for trans- 
porting the mails and for other services.” Therefore they do 
not come in the name of the Central Pacific, but they come in 
— claim that this amount of money is due to the Southern Pa- 
cific. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish we had time to go into this question fully 
now. During all this inquiry and discussion the idea has gone 
out, without being negatived positively by anyone, that the road 
which is now seeking this $1,800,000 was built out of the pro- 
ceeds of the road thatowes the Federal Government to-day about 
$70,000,000, not a dollar of which can be collected, because, ac- 
cording to the statements that have been made by the attorneys 
and by other gentlemen who have been connected with this sys- 
tem or who have investigated it, the concern that owes the Gov- 
ernment this money is utterly and hopelessly insolvent. 

For that reason I apprehend this claim was set upin the name 
of another party, instead of putting it in the name of the party 
to whom it will really go, if it were payable at all. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. KYLE. Yes, sir; although I have only five minutes, 
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Mr. BOATNER. My friend, I believe, agreed to the report 
of the Committee on Pacific Railroads granting an extension of 
fifty years for the payment of the debt due to the Government. 
Now, is he not aware that the effect of such an act would be to 
abandon all claims that the Government might have against 
individual stockholders, and that the debt which is here sought 
to be offset could never be reached except by an action against 
the stockholders and officers, to render them personally liable? 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Speaker, I do not think that question has 
anything to do with the proposition that is now under consider- 
ation. 

Mr.GEARY. How is the gentleman going to accept the Riley 
bill, the majority report of the committee postponing the collec- 
tion of this debt, and at the same time claim the right to follow 
these assets into another corporation? If he stands with the 
Riley bill, which postpones the debt, he vacates the claim 
against the stockholders. 

Mr. KYLE. I am standing by the Riley bill. No rights 
are waived by that bill so far as these railroads are concerned. 
The question here is simply whether we shall retain this money 
in the Treasury. LIadmit that you could not go into court and 
plead this asa set-off against those judgments, but my idea is 
that these railroad companies, being virtually one and the same 
concern, this Congress ought to withho!d this money until the 
principal railroad in the system does justice to the Government. 

Mr. SAYERS. I hope the gentleman from Lilinois will now 
use some of his time. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. How much of the time of the gen- 
tleman from Texas has been consumed, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. TARSNEY). The gentleman 
from Texas has sixty-one minutes remaining. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER]. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, the gentlemen who oppose 
the adoption of the amendment, or rather who oppose the pay- 
ment to the Southern Pacific Company of the amount adjudged 
to it by the Court of Claims, take for granted,in their argu- 
ments, the very question which is in dispute, namely, the legal 
identity of the Central and the Southern Pacific Railway Com- 
panies. I believe that noone will contest the correctness of the 
legal proposition that two corporations may be composed of the 
same stockholders, and may nevertheless be, and in fact are, 
distinct legal entities as much as if there was not a single stock- 
holder of the one who was a stockholder of the other, and that, 
in their relations with each other and with the general public, 
are legally distinct and separate. 

In this case, then, Mr. Speaker, it is a complete begging of 
the question to say that thestockholders of the Southern Pacific 
are the stockholders of the Central Pacific, and therefore the 
Government of the United States is justified in withholding what 
it owes the Southern Pacific on the ground that hereafter the 
Central Pacific will be indebted toit. That is a legal proposi- 
tion which would be demurrable in any court of justice, and 
would not be considered by a single one of the gentlemen here 
if they themselves were sitting upon the bench. 

Mr. KYLE. Are not the stockholders of the two companies 
the same? 

Mr. BOATNER. Idonotkvow whether they areor not. But 
I say that from a legal standpoint the question whether they 
are or not makes no difference in this matter. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. What I want to suggest is this, that the 
judgment was in favor of the Southern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, not of the stockholders; and I want to answer the gentle- 
man’s question—— 

Mr. BOATNER. I have only five minutes. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. By asking him a question. If the proof 
shows (and the gentleman was a member of the committee that 
investigated this question) that the fundsof the Government 
have been fraudulently diverted by the Central Pacific Com- 
pany and used in the building of the Southern Pacific Railroad 
Company—not only the funds, but the earnings of the com- 

any—does the gentleman hold that we can not follow thatfund 

nto the Southern Pacific Railroad Company and make that 
company disgorge the amount that it fraudulently received by 
reason of this conspiracy? 

Mr. BOATNER. Of course we mey follow trust funds wher- 
ever we can find them, and if it be true that funds belonging to 
the Central Pacific have been diverted to the Southern Pacific 
Company by the fraud and collusion of the directors of both 
companies, the United States, when its right to do so arises, 
may demand an accounting and return of such funds to the Cen- 
tral Pacific, to be subjected to its demands—— 

Mr. SNODGRASS. That is the point. 

Mr. BOATNER. But that question cuts no figure here. At 
present the Southern Pacific Company owes the Government 











¥ 
' 
a 
ti 


— 
6 aa OK ee 


eee 


nothing; its liability to respond for any debts of the Central Pa- 
cific is uncertain, and not only unliquidated, but may never, as 
a matter of fact, arise. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. It cuts this figure—— 

Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman will allow me to proceed, 
I propose to deal with that question. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. It ought to be dealt with right now. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, lam one of the two Demo- 
cratic members of the Committee on Pacific Railroads who re- 
fused to assent to the report of the committee recommending an 
extension of the bonded indebtedness of the Pacific Railroads 
for fifty years. I dissented from that reportfor the reasons given 
by my colleague, the gentleman from Wisconsin {[Mr. COOPER]. 
I do not think it is consistent with public policy or good morals 
that we shall permit the promoters, incorporators, officers, and 
managers of these railway companies toescape scot free with the 
enormous fortunes which they have filched from the United 
States—which they have acquired by legal fraud and moral tur- 
pitude. 

But, Mr. S er, while I propose to advocate a prosecution 
of these parties to the very utmost extent of the law—while I 
am willing to vote for any appropriation necessary to carry those 
prosecutions to a conclusion—I am not willing to stultify myself 
as a member of this House, sitting here as a judge upon claims 
brought before us, or to take ad vantage of any clamor orany preju- 
dice in the public mind, to avoid the performance of a public 
duty. There is no rule of law or equity which will justify us 
in withholding from a lawful creditor of the Government what 
is unquestiona’ y lawfully due, because in the far future there 
is a possibility that this company may be adjudged a debtor of 
our debtor, and therefore a debtor of the United States. 

It lies at the very basis of the law of ‘‘ set off,” or compensa- 
tion, that the two debts must be equally due and liquidated. 

Kquity, itis true, might arrest an execution for a debt due, 
when the creditor was insolvent and ae to escape the 
set off which would result from his own debt, not yet due; but 
certainly no court could arrest a judgment—the execution of a 
judgment—on the ground that the debtor held an uncertain, 
eee and conditional claim against the judgment cred- 

tor. 

Now, sir, the Southern Pacific Railroad Company is an en- 
tirely different entityfrom the individuals whocomposeit. The 
Southern Pacific lroad Company as a corporation is not re- 
sponsible for the frauds which its stockholders and directors 
may have committed as stockholders and directors of other 
corporations. If the stockholders and directors of the South- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company have committed frauds in 
their capacity as directors and stockholders of the Central Pa- 
cific Company, they are liable in their individual capacity, and 
not as directors and stockholders of this other company. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. One question—— 

Mr. BOATNER. Let me finish this statement. 

Now, the proposition resolves itself, in my mind, to this legal 
conclusion—— 

Here the hammer fell.] 
r. BOATNER. I should like to have five minutes more. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I willgive the gentleman two min- 
utes more. 

Mr.BOATNER. I repeat, the proposition resolves itself into 
this deduction: The United States is the mortgage creditor of 
these Pacific railway companies. It has a statutory lien. What 
those roads will owe the United States can never be ascertained 
until its mortgage has been foreclosed, and the property sold. 
For the balance that will be due the United States it has its 
action bya creditor’s billor such other remedy as we may create 
by statute, against the stockholders, directors, and officers of 
those roads, making them responsible to the Government for all 
ae of which they have wrongfully deprived the roads, and 
or 
pac 


\ 


= rauds which they have committed in their several ca- 
e3. 

The ht to claim the amount involved in this bill as an offset 
to what is due to the United States would only arise after we 
had forevlosed our mor e upon the road, brought our bill in 
equity nst the stoc and directors of the Central Pa- 
cific, and obtained judgment against them. Then to the extent 
that the stockholders ard directors of the Central Pacific were 
the directors and stockholders of the Southern Pacific, we would 
have to proceed against their interestin the property of the 
Southern Pacific Company if that onee could be p. in 
liquidation and their interest ascertained, but the right of offset 
could never exist as against the Southern Pacific Company, be- 
cause that corporation, as a corporation, could not be answerable 
for the personal obligations of its stockholders, whether they re- 
sult from these contracts or these frauds. 

But, sir, it seems to be taken for granted that the Southern 
Pacific Railroad Company has no interest, no property, and no 
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rights, separate and distinct from those of the stockholders who 
compose it, which is a legal proposition that no lawyer wil] 
maintain for a moment. | repeat, Mr. Speaker, that as a cop. 

ration the Southern Pacific road can not be held responsib|« 
or the frauds committed by its directors or other officers, as (jj. 
rectors or officers of another corporation, and keeping oursely.s 
in a position to enforce all of our rights against these com)p,- 
nies, against their stockholders, and against all of their availa}|, 
property, it is our highest duty to accord to each company the 
rights which have been ascertained by the judgment of our ow), 
courts, a eens which has not been appealed from, and is 
now res adjudicata. 

The Southern Pacific Company is a lawful corporation, and pos- 
sesses all the powers granted by its charter. Asa common car- 
rier it leased the lines of the Central Pacific and obligated itsel; 
to make the annual payments to the United States which the law 
imposed upon that company. It has made those payments, and 
amounts have been withheld from it which could not have been 
withheld from the Central Pacific had not the lease been made, 
Strong as is my desire to hold the Pacific Railroad companies to 
the strictest accountability to the United States for the immense 
indebtedness contracted on their account, earnest as I am in the 
support of legislation which will require the executive officers 
of the Government to enforce our demands not only against the 
property of the companies but against their officers and directors 
who have misapplied and practically embezzled their property 
and funds, I can not oppose the payment by the United States of 
what it legally owes, and can not withhold except by a violation 
of the very principlesof law and equity upon which we must rely 
for the recovery of what is due the United States by these com- 
panies, and those who have managed their affairs—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I yieldnow ten minutes tothe gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire [Mr. BLarr]. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Speaker, this question seems to be argued 
with reference to the larger and broader one as to the manner 
in which we shall deal with the Pacific railroads in their gen- 
eral relations to the Government of the United States. A great 
degree of odium fs sought to be cast on the rights of these corpo- 
rations—theseentities—that are to exist, it may be, as long as the 
nation itself exists, by reason of the alleged malfeasance on the 
part of certain of their managers—their officers—in the past. 

I think we should make a very careful distinction between 
the individuals who may have had to do with the original con- 
struction and subsequent management of the roads, and the cor- 

rations which are now existing and which are to exist in the 
ong future. 

The important question here presented for our consideration 
is whether or not a judgment of $1,800,000, obtained after full 
investigation on its merits, in the courts of the country, our 
own courts, in favor of the Southern Pacific Railroad, now due 
and long past due, shall be paid to that corporation according 
to the le tenor of the judgment of the court. 

There is no question that the Southern Pacific Railroad is one 
entity, and the Central Pacific Railroad is an entirely distinct 
one law, and,so far as this question is concerned, in equity 
also. It may be true that the present managers of these two 
corporations are largely the same; it may be true that the ma- 
jority of the stock is in each corporation controlled by substan- 
tially the same individuals; but nevertheless there is a vast mi- 
nority in each corporation separate and distinct from those who 
are engaged in them as managers, and also distinct from each 
other, who are the owners of certain portions of the stock of the 
company, while there is no identity whatever among the bond- 
holders whose claims cover the greater part of the value of al! 
these roads. 

The evidence before the Committee on the Pacific Railroads o! 
the House shows that at least 10,000 stockholders were in pos- 
session of the stock of the Central Pacific Railroad; and it has 
been stated, and I have not heard it contradicted—in fact I un- 
derstand it to be true from inquiry by myself and others—that 
the stock of the Southern Pacific is distributed among not 
less than 30,000 different individuals; and for a very large pro- 
portion of that stock large value has been paid by those who aro 
now its holders. , 

The bondholders and the stockholders of all these companie= 
are distributed all over the country, and over most of the civil- 
ized world; and unless the honest earnings of the properties 
which their money has created is paid to them when due, bank- 
ruptey must follow; and the loss must fall upon bondholders an‘ 
stockholders alike, not upon the innocent bondholders first, 
whose money generally built and equipped these roads. 1 

It is said that the Central Pacific is insolvent. It is not in- 
solvent, Mr. Speaker, in any legal or just sense of that term. 
All of its obligations—and there is no evidence to the contrary: 
it is admitted by all, that all of its obligations to the Govern- 
ment from the beginning to now, according to the construction 
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of the courts and the law—have been promptly met up to the 
present time. There is an anticipated default in the obligation 
to the Government when this large indebtedness shall become 
due, but not until then. That indebtedness matures in install- 
ments from January, 1895, until about the year 1900. 

Theinterest has been met on the first mortgage bonds promptly; 
every claim of the Government has been met, so far as require 
to be met, by the corporation and will be met until the maturity 
of the bonds themselves. Then there will be a vast sum coming 
duetothe Government; deducting the sinking fund and other ac- 
cumulations of perhaps $16,000,000, a balance of over $50,000,000. 
The debt due to the Government on the maturity of the bonds 
will probably equal the value of the roads themselves, in the rail- 
yoad marketsof the world. Butwhat would be the fate ofany great 
civilized nation on the face of the earth, if called upon at the 
maturity of any national debt, to meet it and pay it in full and 
atonee? It would result in absolute bankruptcy. 

How would it have been with us, as our national debt matured 
at the close of the war, and at various periods since the war, if 
we could not have obtained by law a substantially forced loan or 
the extension of the debt? What great railroad is there in the 
country, or in the world, at this time that could meet its obliga- 
tions for construction and equipment, or itsexisting debts when 
they fall due, without insolvency? Such obligations are uni- 
yersally extended, and if the Central Pacific and the Union Pa- 
cific ask to have their debts extended into the future by their 
creator and chief creditor, the Governmentof the United States, 
they are doing only what the United States itself had to do to 
preserve the life of the nation, and what every great nation on 
earth would be compelled to do under similar circumstances. 

What would Great Britain do, with the wealth of the Indies 
at her command, if she had to meet the $4,500,000,000 of national 
debt at any given moment and furnish funds for its complete 
extinction? What would the New York Central Railroad do, 
or the great Pennsylvania Railroad, or the Baltimore and Ohio, 
or what would any railroad corporation in the United States do 
if called on at any given moment to meet and pay the vast accu- 
mulations of capital which are the basis of their construction 
and which represent their value, and which are, as investments, 
the safest and in many respects the best that are now offered in 
our country? 

There is no reason why the debt of the Central Pacific road 
should be paid at its maturity any more than that of any other 
great railroad of the country. 
corporation and its creditors so to manage its plant and assets 
and earning power as best to secure the payment of the interest 
on its debts, and serve the public, for whose good its corporate 
functions and properties exist. 

But gentlemen talk as though it was the business of this Con- 
gress to destroy these great properties because extensions of 
their debts are necessary, as is the fact in the case of all the 
greatcorporate agencies of a similar nature in the whole world. 

These are times whena malevolent creditor could bankrupt 
or dispossess of their plantsand franchises at least three-fourths 
of the railroads of the land and crush out and confiscate their 
earning power. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BLAIR. I have only ten minutes, and my time is slip- 
ping by more rapidly than I[ wish. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Justa question. 

Mr. BLAIR. I want to strike at another point, and that is 
that I believe that great prejudice is sought to be excited in this 
House and this country, unjustly, against the men who con- 
structed these Pacificrailroads. Now, allthe evidence obtained 


volumes of the testimony—and the conclusions of the majority 
of the committee, is and are to the effect that there should be 
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conclusion of the report of this committee, whose finding and 
action they constantly quote. 

Criticising the recommendations of the minority of this com- 
mittee which ‘‘ were quite similar to the views expressed here 
by those who oppose the pending Senate amendment,” the ma- 
jority say on page 34: 


__ In concluding this portion of its report the commission desires to ¢ xpress 
its deep regret that a unanimous result has not been reached 

We have patiently examined and endeavored to comprehend the reasons 
which appear to prevent the minority commissioner from uniting in the 
recommendations herein contained. Elsewhere we have replied in some de 
tail to some of the specific matters referred to by him in his report. Its pe 
rusal certainly appears to lend additional force to the proposition that the 
existing relations between the United States and these companies should 
be severed and a permanent adjustment effected ; 

rhe minority commissioner seems to have grouped together matters re 
lating to these respective railroads without any attempt at a distribution 
of the actual wrongs complained of either as between the corporations them 
selves or between the corporations and the individual officers and director 
of whom complaint is made, and indicts them all under a sweeping bill of 
charges containing generally no specifications whatever, and based, so far 
as the companies themselves are concerned,on no acts which distinguish 
these companies from other railroad corporations in the United States, but 
on the stock in trade of all those who oppose what they call ‘‘ monopolies 
at all times, at all hazards, and under every possible circumstance 

His report reads like a complaint in divorce for cruelty and desertion 
an endless mixture of petty complaints united to real grievances, all tend 
ing only to show that the union of the parties can not produce a desirable 
result 

This is the logic of the events themselves, and leads inevitably to the 
conclusion which the commission has reached. The sovereign should not 
be mated with the subject; and it is because weare so deeply impressed with 
that conclusion that we have devised and recommended the bills which, in 
our judgment, will as far as possible lead to a severance and adjustment of 
these relations. 


The commission then proceed to recommend an extension of 
the Government claims against the aided roads of fifty years. 

And now we come to this judgment of $1,800,000 in favor of 
the Southern Pacific, an entirely different entity, a corporation 
against which there are no charges, a corporation which has al 
ways met its obligations to the country and the Governmentand 
to individuals in every way, as far as we are advised. It is pro- 
posed to withhold the paymentof this $1,800,000, ata time when 
therailroads of thecountryare passing into the handsof receivers, 
when this money is necessary for their ordinary management, 
and for the payment of its laborers and itscurrentexpenditures, 
when it is conceded to be due to them, and necessary to be paid 
in order that great misfortunes to them and to those who own 


| their property may not occur. 


It is only incumbent upon that | 


Shall we withhold it at such a time as this? Why is this 
urged? Under the pretense that we are to collect of these 
roads the immense amount of this debt which they are soon to be 
owing, shall we create a state of things which will force them 
into the hands of receivers, and in carrying them down carry 
down immensely greater and cognate interests all over the 
country, and possibly extending to the world at large? For it 
is true, sir, that great amounts of this property are owned 
abroad, as well as in our own country. 

COST OF THE CENTRAL PACIFIC 

All the evidence in the report of the commission of 1887 shows 
that the money obtained for the first-mortgage bonds, and the 
money obtained by the sale of the bonds given by the United 
States, amounting in the aggregate to some $54,000,000 or $56 ,000,- 


| 000, on theface value, but which resulted in only about $41,000,- 


000 or at the most $42,000,000 in actual funds—that this $41 ,000,- 
000 and the $6,000,000 or $7,000,000 advanced by these four men 
(and repaid by land grant bonds, I believe) who are spoken of 
here, to wit, Huntington, Stanford, Hopkins, and Crocker, was 
used in the construction of that road, and when they got through 


| every one of them had spent his entire personal fortune besides 
in this commissioners’ report of 1887, the majority report to | 
which allusion is constantly made—and there are eight or nine | 


an extension of these debts for seventy-five, one hundred and | 
| there is no evidence to the contrary, that there was not a dollar 


twenty-five, or one hundred and fifty years. 


[refer now to the report which is being quoted here constantly | 


against these roads. 
larities which undoubtedly took place in the construction and 
subsequent Management of these roads recommend that there 


The very men who criticised the irregu- | 


should be an extension of the time of payment of the Govern- | 


ment claims against all these Pacific roads. 
itself, appointed by President Cleveland, was not afriendly com- 
mittee to these corporations. 
as well as the report, will be satisfied of that. But still that 
hostile majority reported and recommended bills for the exten- 
sion of the Government’sclaims far more favorable than the bill 
reported by the committee of this House at this session, which 
has my support. 

ask the advocates of the confiscation of this property or of 
its absorption and control by the Government, to listen to the 


The committee | 


Anyone who reads the testimony, | 


| 


and was bankrupt. 

In the process of construction there were seventeen days at 
one time when there was nota dollar in the till of the Central 
Pacific road, and when they got through in 1869, Mr. Stanford 
testifies and Mr. Crocker testifies and all of them testify, and 
left. AsCrocker testified they ‘‘felt pretty blue,” and this when 
the whole world was ringing with their praise. The stock could 
not be sold for a cent, was entirely worthless in the market. It 
was no asset whatever in raising this money. They took it sub- 
sequently at 12 cents on the dollar, as among themselves. The 
road was completed in 1869, seven years before the law required 
it to be done. This stock first paid dividend in 1873. 

Gradually it was put upon the market, and it sold for large 
sums. It sold at par in many instances, and it was then six or 
seven years after the completion of these roads that these men, 
who are charged with this malfeasance, made their money in 
the sale of stock which they had held when it was worthless for 
years. That is the truth about it, and it is the evidence and 
substantially the report of these same commissioners of 1887. 

Now, these same commissioners inquired as to the cost of the 
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construction of the Central Pacific road, and they say that it 
was some $36,000,000. All the bonds, first mortgage bonds and 
Government bonds, netted $41,000,000. What, then, was the 
profit to these men who had assumed the whole thing, who had 
carried it forward when nobody had any faith in the result of 
the enterprise and the business men and newspapers of Califor- 
nia were as hostile and clamorous against the great work as 
they are now, and when the country demanded that the roads 
should be built to preserve the integrity of the nation itself? 
It could not have been more than five or six millions of dollars 
to be divided among the whole four of them, and the testimony 
shows that they had nothing left at all but the worthless stock. 
Moreover, the evidence shows that there was no diversion of 
the funds or the moneys of the Central Pacific into the construc- 
tion of the Southern Pacific at all; that the Southern Pacific 
was not built until years after the completion of the Central Pa- 
cific, as ought to be well known. 

=e - eousccomnes protempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. HUDSON. I hope the gentleman's time may be extended. 
I move that he have five minutes more. 

Mr. REED. That must be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I hope the gentleman's time will 
be extended, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr, HUDSON, I wish to ask the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire how these four men, Stanford and the others, made their 
millions if they did not make them out of the lands and other 
aid given by the Government of the United States? 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘That is what I did try to tell the gentleman. 
These men started rich, andat the completion of the Central Pa- 
cific road, in 1869, they were all ey 

— SPEAKER pro tempore. he time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

r. BLATR. I understood that my time had been extended. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman’s time be extended five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
asks unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from 
New Hampshire be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. I object. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will not trespass further—— 

oa SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
objects. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would like to answer the question of this 
gentleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois ob- 
jected to the extension of the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I heard no objection. Who made 
the objection? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. -Oh, well; I will have a chance—— 

Mr. BLAIR. You can give me one minute, and I will answer 
the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. My friend from Texas [Mr. Say- 
ERS} can yield time for the gentleman to answer the question 
on his side, 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I move that the gentleman be 
allowed three minutes. 

The SPEAKER ee tempore. That would not be in order. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Then Iask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman have three minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection has been made to ex- 
tending the time of the gentleman five minutes. The gentle- 
man from Mississippi asks unanimous consent that his e be 
extended three minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. I object. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That isright. er always get us 
to consent to limit debate and then put up somebody to interpose 
an objection for an extension of time. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman say that I have put any- 
— "B to object? 

r. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, no. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ideal openly. If I want to interpose an ob- 
jection i do so. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not make any intimation 
against the gentleman from Texas. I believe he is as fair as I 
am, and I believe I am as fair as ar 

Mr. BLAIR. With oe will extend my remarks. 
é ent SAYERS. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 

0. 


TheSPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from New Hamp- | 


shire asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
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RecorD. Is there objection? [Afterapause.] The Chair he rg 
none. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hay, 
little better order before I begin to speak upon this subject. 

The SPEAKER | aia tempore. The House will be in orice, 
Gentlemen on the floor will cease conversation. : 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Mr.Speaker, whenI came into the bopty. 
ninth Congressone of the questions to which I directed my attoy. 
tion was that of securing to the Government the great indepr. 
edness of these Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I hope the gentleman will suspend 
until we can have better order. I am between two talks. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman can not be heard, 
The Chair can not hear one word of whatissaid. (After a pause, 
The gentleman will now proceed. 

_ Mr. OUTHWAITE. I was then met in the study of this sup. 
_ with the fact that the law stood in the way of proceeding 
mmediately, in the best manner, to secure this indebtedness 
To-day, when this question is up, which not only involves $1 ,s0)\).. 
000, but possibly involves many million dollars, the only aryy 
ment that ‘s presented to us is that it is a legal claim, and tha: 
the legal situ:tion is such that we must pay this amount: tha: 
hs must disregard everything else but the technical lega! «Wes. 
tions. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not hesitate to say in the presence o 
this House and of the country that certain railroad manage. 
ments of this country have within the past few years per), 
trated, legally, iniquities in the form of stealings, robberies, :.n( 
other scoundrelly abstracting of other people's money than all 
the criminals in all the penitentiaries in this country combined 
It is nota question simply of legality that we are to consider. 
is clearly shown here by the testimony that was taken that this 
Southern Pacific Company was an organization to help evade the 
legal responsibilities of the Central Pacific Railroad Company; 
not only to help to evade the legal responsibilities, but to divert 
from its proper channel the moneys which should have come into 
the Treasury of the United States according to the law under 
which the Central Pacific Railroad was operating. Reading from 
b> _ of the Pacific Railway Commission, on the 95th pave, 

nd: 


The railroad known as the Southern Pacific Company of Kentucky. or- 
ganized under a Kentucky charter, was selected asthe common lessee 0! :\\! 
these companies. The Southern Pacific Company is in a great degree con 
trolled by Stanford, Huntington, and Crocker. 


Then the testimony shows that these three gentlemen and ono 
other were really the organizers, stockholders, the builders, the 
construction company of both of them—the Central Pacific Riil- 
way Company and the Southern Pacific Railway Company: 

The large amount of stock of the Southern Pacific Railway Company js- 
sued to them for construction has been converted by them into stock of the 
Southern Pacific Company of Kentucky. The Southern Pacific Railroad 
Company and the Central Pacific Railroad Company are leased to this com 
mon corporation. 

That is the finding of the Pacific Railway Commission that 
investigated this subject at a large expense. On the next 


page—— 
Mr. CULBERSON. What is the date of that report? 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Itis Senate Executive Document No. 
51, of the Fiftieth Congress, first session. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Whatis the date of the report that you 
read from? 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. January 17, 1888, is the date of the re- 
port. On page 96 I find: 
The question, therefore, of the effect of the Government's earnings of the 
lease of the Central Pacific ‘oad Company tothe Southern Pacific Com- 
y of Kentucky is merely a question whether the parties interested, hay- 
control of all the business operated on behalf of the Central Pacific Rail- 
road and the Southern Pacific Railroad, would divert business naturally be 
longing to the Central Pacific Railroad tothe Central Pacific Railroad, so as 
to affect the amount of earnings subject tothe 2 per centcomputation, ors. 
as to advance their personal interests. 
It is doubtless true that a large portion of the Se. traffic from ocean 
to ocean since 1882 has been done via the Southern Pacific Railroad Com 





a 


pany. 
From this magoage it clearly appears that one of the objects 
for which this Southern Pacific Company of Kentucky was or- 
ganized was to prevent the proper payment, under the law, o! 
the 25 per cent which should have come to the Treasury of the 
United States. They diverted the traffic that should have gone 
over the Central Pacific, because it would be subject to this -» 
recent. While obeying the law in appearance, they vicla‘ed 
fin spirit. Part of this sum of $1,800,000 which that compan) 
is here to-day suing to collect from the Government should hive 

| been paid in under the law as part of the ees of the 
| Thurman law. That company now seeks its legal rights as to 
| this sum of diverted money. ce 
Mr. BLAIR. If you will read page 115 of the report you wis 

‘ see the construction that is put upon that by the commission: '». 








1894. 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. I haveno time to yield. This diversion 
resulted in injury to the Government, in that the company thus 
failed to apply such funds to the sinking fund provided to pay 
off the bonds which are about to become due. During this fis- 
cal year there are coming due certain bonds loaned by the Gov- 
ernment to the Central Pacific for the payment of which the 
company has failed to provide. Must we pay them, and yetgive 
up money to this company? According tothe statement of the 
company’s attorneys, according to the facts, the Central Pacific 
will not be able to pay those bonds, and the United States Gov- 
ernment must go into the Treasury of the people and pay these 
bonds during this year. It must so continue to do until the 
many millions loaned that company are paid off by the people. 

With that fact staring us in the face, with the fact that the 
Central Pacific Railroad has bonds coming due which must be 

id out of the Treasury of the people,'we are asked to pay to this 
“eommon corporation” $1,800,000 of the people’s money. Is 
there any haste that we should at this time, when the Treasury 
is depleted, when an issue of bonds has been found necessary to 
keep it from bankruptcy, to pay this claim, about which there 
is no legal question to be sure, but about which, as an old squire 
down in Missouri used to say, there are some “‘ e-e-quities ” that 
ought to be considered? If the proposition be true that the bulk 
of the stock of this Southern Pacific Company is owned and con- 
trolled by the men who robbed the Government—— 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman says the bulk of the stock is 
owned and controlled by certain persons. How does he justify 
his action towards the other ‘‘ bulk” of it that is not owned by 
those persons? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will justify that. 
owned by these gentlemen. 
struction. If theysold it to innocentholders without any knowl- 
edge on the part of those holders of the taint that was upon the 
stock, then the purchasers must look to them. 
oMr. BLAIR. Does not the gentleman know 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not yield to the gentleman from 
New Hampshire. 

Mr. REED. NowlI understand the gentleman's point of view. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
of this argument a declaration made upon the other side that 
there are other stockholders; but there is no testimony or evi- 
dence here to that effect. 

Mr. REED. Is not thegentleman aware of the fact that there 
has been a very lively correspondence on the part of the Eng- 
lish owners of this stock with the late president of the com- 


It was all originally 





Pier. OUTHWAITE. No; I am not aware of that fact. 

Mr. R&D. Showing plainly that there is a large interest 
held by entirely innocent persons in England, not to speak of 
innocent holders in this country? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ido not know that they are innocent, 
in the sense of not having had knowledge of the transactions 
which covers this whole matter with fraud. There may be some 
English stockholders, but I am not particularly anxious just now 
to pay money out of the Treasury of the United States to be sent 
to these English stockholders. 

Mr. REED. I think you are right, after having just passed 
a tariff bill which will put infinite money in their pockets. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Still ‘‘harping on my daughter.” 

Mr. REED. And a pretty bad daughter, too. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
here which the late Speaker of the House would let go through 
without making some reference to the tariff. 


tion. 

Mr. REED. Do not interrupt the gentleman from Ohio. 
means to be severe. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, no; I would not attempt the réle of 
the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. I should think you would not. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, I would not. 
Maine is superior in vulgarity in abuse of members, and I do not 
aspire to rival him therein. 

Mr. REED. In what? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have said it. 

Mr. REED (in his seat). You have said it; of course you have. 

Mr. BLACK ofIllinois. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I make the point of order that the 

entleman from Maine when addressing this House should rise 


He 


his place. [Laughter.] ; 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, as I said at the outset, the 
xX VI——537 


question here is not whether there is a legal claim; the question 
is whether there is such a pure claim, so free from fraud, so free 
from taint of any kind, that in the present situation of affairs 
in this country we should make haste to put money into the 
pockets of these men who by their transactions are under obli- 
gation to pay many times more than this amount back into the 
Treasury of the United States. 

Instead of attempting at this time to extend any of this in- 
debtedness of these Pacific railroads, let us proceed to attempt 
to collect what is owing the Government and can never be paid 
by the companies, amounting to many millions of dollars, from 
these fiduciary parties, these directors, these presidents of 
boards of directors, who through contracts with themselves and 
other corrupt schemes robbed their own companies, and thus 
made way with the funds furnished by the Government. Letus 
proceed to pass legislation that will enable us, in the courts of 
the United States, to pursue them and get back at least a part 
of that of which they have robbed the Government. We can 
readily pass such legislation. The time has about come when 
no court can intervene to prevent us upon the ground that the 
indebtedness has not yet becomedue. Letmecall the attention 
of the House to the second and fourth sections of the bill I in- 
troduced August 7 for that purpose: 

SEc. 2. That the Attorney-General, as soon as may be after the passageof 
this act, shall tnstitute proceedings, in the name of the United States, 
against any former or present directors, or against the estates of any such 
directors or their heirs, or personal representatives of former directors of 
Government-aided railroad companies, or against other persons who may 
be liable to the said corporations or to their creditors for property obtained 


| contrary to equity, and particularly in respect of the following matters: 


a 7 | fiduciaries of Government-aided railroad companies have received 
They paid to themselves for con- | 


Contracts for construction or equipment, whether made by tiduciaries in 
their own names or through construction companies or other individuals. 
Contracts for the transfer of bonds or stocks of other railroads to the Gov- 
ernment-aided companies. Any other contracts, or any acts, whereby the 
from 
the:n securities or nee of those companies, or the securities issued 
by other companies, and which securities belonged to the subsidized com- 
panies, or transferred to Government-aided companies the securities or 
stocks of other corporations, contrary to equity, or any other acts of said 
parties contrary to the equities of said companies. And the Attorney- 
General shall likewise institute suits against any former or present stock- 
holders who may be liable by statute or otherwise for the debts of the afore- 


| said corporations. 


Iam simply admitting for the purpose | 


7 


I wish that some subject could come up | 


Src. 4. That upon the maturity of any of the bonds issued by the United 
States to Government aided railroad companies the Attorney-General shall 
institute common-law actions for recovery thereon, and the provisions of 
this act shall apply to those proceedings. And the United States shall have 
the right to allege its judgments so recovered, and proceedings thereon, by 
supplemental bills to the suits described in section 2 of this act, with like 
force and effect as if the said judgments had been recovered and proceeded 
upon at the time of the filing of the original bills by the United States. 
That the holders of overdue coupons and of any other overdue obligations 
of the said companies shall have the benefit of the foregoing provisions of 
this section. But nothing contained in this actshall be construed to abridge 
the right of the United States, or of any other creditor of the said com- 
panies, to — before judgment or maturity of debts by suits in equity 
against said companies when insolvent, and against any former or present 
directors of said companies, or against the estates of any former directors 
thereof, or against their heirs or personal representatives, or against their 
directors, officers, and transferees. to recover property obtained contrary to 
equity, and to have the benefit of ¢ll the provisions of this act. 


No court can stay the hand of justice or equity in its attempt 
to follow these moneys of the Government into the possession of 
the fraudulent holders thereo’. The men who own this indebt- 
edness which our friends upou the other side are so anxious to 
yay, the men who are interested in receiving this money from the 
Treasury, are the very men who were guilty of the transactions 
by which the Government was so badly robbed in years gone by, 


| both throuch construction contracts and the diversion of traffic 


to the other lines which they had under lease, which diversion 
enabled them to prevent payments being made to the Govern- 
ment that ought to have been made. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman give us the facts upon 


> ’ | which he bases that statement, and also the legal principle 
Mr. DALZELL. Not their daughter, either, except by adop- | 


| with each other. 
| confusion. 


The gentleman from | 


upon which he confounds a legal corporation with the stock- 
holders who compose it? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. These corporations confound themselves 
The one was organized for the purpose of 
As to the facts which the gentleman inquires about, 
here is a summary of those facts. This report of the investiga- 
tions of the Pacific Railroad Commission fills several volumes, 
all going to establish beyond peradventure every statement 
that I have made as to the transactions of these people, and the 
fraudulent manner in which they constructed their railroads. 

Mr. BOATNER. Now, I want to ask my friend whetheras a 
lawyer he thinks that the statements and arguments he is mak- 
ing here would be considered at all in a court of justice - 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I said that as a legal question this com- 
pany may be entitled to this money; but I said also that under 
the shield of law, some of the greatest robber er perpe- 
trated upon any people have been perpetrated upon the people 
of this country in the management of these corporations. 
{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. SAYERS. I trust the gentleman from I\!inois [Mr. CANe 
NON] will now occupy some of his time. 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. How much time is there left on stand the history of this transaction in thatway. And he clai, 


each side’ I have consumed seventeen minutes, I believe. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Thegentleman from [illinois has 
forty-three minutes remaining; the gentleman from Texas fifty- 
one. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Does the gentleman prefer I should 
go on now, 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr.CANNON of Lilinois. Lyield to the gentleman from Texas 
{Mr. CULBERSON|ten minutes or such additional time as he may 
desire. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, in the Fifty-first Congress 
an amendment to an appropriation bill was considered provid- 
ing for paying the Central Pacific Railroad a million and more 
of dollars for which judgment had been rendered by the Court 
of Claims, and attirmed by the Supreme Court of the United 
States. And although the Supreme Court decided that Con- 
gress could not lawfully withhold the payment of that money to 
the Centra! Pacific, since that company was in no manner in de- 
fault, yet because the record did not show that another very im- 
portant question in the case had been adjudicated and settled, I 
voted with my friends on this other side of the House to with- 
hold the payment of the debt upon this ground: When Congress 
came to act upon the sub ect it was confessed on all sides that 
the Central Pacitic Railroad Company was insolvent; that it 
would in a few years, if it did not then, owe to the Government 
of the United States a large amount of , 

I believed that upon the principles ewdie we had the right 
to withhold the money eae t when the time came 
to the payment of the of the Central Pacific Rail- 
way Company to the Government of the United States. I was 
intiuenced to vote as I did on this occasion by the same reasons 
which were presented in this House at that time by the gentle- 
man from Penosyivania{[Mr. DaLzEeLi]. i believe that Con- 

did right in with ing the money to pay that judg- 
ment. I believe now, if there were an effortto pay the Central 
Pacific Railroad Company the j ts which they hold against 
the United States, we should withhold the money. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the question‘iavolved here is quite a differ- 
ent one. The Southern Pacific Railroad Company was - 
ized under a charter obtained, I believe, in Kentucky. hat 
road runs through Southern Cal through Arizona, 
through New Mexico,and through Texas to New Orleans; that 
is, the different Pucific companies which built and operated this 
line and which is leased o by the Southern Pacific 
Company, which I shall treat as the owner of the whole line. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. The Southern Pacific Railroad Company, 
which makes this claim, never owned a foot of railroad in the 
world. It was organized, we claim, simply as an agent of the 
Central Pacific people for the purpose of defeating the just 
claims of the Government. 

Mr. CULBERSON. You claim that; but i dispute the claim. 
I say that it is a corporation ae business as a corporation, 
eo mpd qualified to act, and isnow the lessee of the Central Pa- 
cific — and the Pacific roads between San Francisco and 
New Orleans. 


Now, this railroad eompany has ormed services for the 


Government of the United States. The Government owes it | 


about $2,000,000 under this judgment for carrying its mails and 
troops. Not one dollar of these earnings was made by the Cen- 
tral Railroad Company and its branches. This money was all 
earned by the Southern Pacitic Railroad Company. 

Now, we are told that Mr. Huntington and Mr. Somebody else 
owned both the Central and the Southern Pacific Railroads. I 
dispute that, as a matter of fact; but as a matter of law it would 
make no difference if the truth so existed. The factis, thatthe 
Southern Pacific Railroad Company issued and sold $61,000,000 
of bonds to aid in the construction of this railroad through 


Southern Cali/ornia and Texas. Who owns the bonds? Where | 


are they? They are scattercd throughout Texas, throughout 
the South, throughoutCalifornia, and inforeign countries. How 
are these comp nies to pay their interest upon its indebtedness 
if the Government withholds from its lessee its just earnings? 
Now, I want to submit, Mr. Speaker, that the mere identity of 
stockholders does not make the corperations identical. By no 
—. or a : from Obio Mr. sechuaiae states that 
is ra was built for the ver oO a cover —— 
Mr. OUTHW \ITE. I said bing ween ane company was 
organized for such a purpose—not that this road was b for 
that pues There are three legal entities here. 
Mr. CULBE 


RSON. I understand that. I say it has been | 


claimed by the gentleman that this whole Southern Pacitic sys- 
tem was a mere co er for the Central Pacific Railroad Company 
and other aided lines, in order to defeat the Government of the 
United States in the collection of itsdebts. Now, Ido not under- 
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that the money which ought to have gone to the Governm at 

has been diverted from its legitimate purpose and placed in t))\. 

construction of the road. 

Now, the witness that was mainly relied on in this proposi- 
tion is Judge Payson, and yet Judge Payson quotes in his test; 
mony the report of the Railroad Commission of 1887, the report 
from which the gentleman from Ohio has read, that nota dol|,» 
of this money had been diverted from the proper purpose in tho 
building of this Southern Pacific Railroad. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I will not argue, because I ean not discuss 
this question in five or ten minutes the logic of the question 

resented here. But I ask as a legal proposition what rich; 

ave you to withhold this money from this railroad company, 
because of the fact, as alleged, that Mr. Huntington, and thre 
other men, hold in their hands a large block of the stock? 

What right, I ask, have we to withhold payment under suc) 

cireumstances? Are not other people who are interestod, 

stockholders in this company, entitled to some respect and con- 
sideration’ Are we to run over lawand justice and everything 

else in refusing te pay an honest debt? Is that any ground {o: 

the refusal to pay an honest debt? 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that the Domocratic party can well a! 
ford te swell this little appropriation bill by the sum of $1.»\\0.. 
000 in order to do a matter of justice, of fairness and right to 
these people. 

But I would like to know whether the time can ever come. or 
will ever come, when you can take this money away from tho 
stockholders of the Southern Pacific Company and put it into 
your Treasury to the credit of the Central Pacific? I answer 
that the time never will come, and that you never can do thai; 
and if you can not, why not do now what is right, and let this 

| just debt, which your own court has adjudicated, be paid? [Ap- 


ause. 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. HookEr}. 

Mr. HOOKER of sissippi. Mr. Speaker, I understand tho 
facts in connection with this case to be that the amount added 
to the appropriation bill by the Senate is an amount that has 
been adjudicated by the Court of Claims. Why is it then, sir, 
that the Government of the United States represented by i's 
Attorney-General and its Solicitor-General who appeared in tho 
Court of Claims for the purpose of ee the rights of the 
United Statesin the premises, why is it just, if the United States 
had a just and fair offset, as is now alleged, to this claim of the 
Southern Pacific Railroad Company, that they did not interposo 
at that time and present their alleged offset? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It was not done for this reason 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Very well; I can not yield to 
the gentleman from Ohio. He has had his own time and he can 
answer that query in his own time. Certain it is that no such 
offset was presented. They should have presented it there and 
then; and if such an offset.existed they had a right to resist the 

decree of the court which declared this to be a just debt due by 
the Government of the United States to the railroad company. 
Mr. BOATNER. If my friend will permit me to suggest, 

| the legal question was presented and adjudicated by thecourt, 
and the officers of the Government,after perfecting an appeal 

to the Supreme Courtof the United States, declined to prosecii'« 





it. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Precisely; and it stands as my 
distinguished friend from Louisiana says, as res adjudicuta, in « 
court where both ties were represented, the United State: 
by its attorneysand the Southern Pacific Railroad Company | 
its attorneys, and the question was adjudicated and the Govern- 
ment abandoned its right of appeal to the Supreme Court. 

No one denies here, neither the gentleman from Ohio |{Mr. 
OQUTHWAITE) nor the chairman of the Committee on Appropri* 
tions ‘Mr. SAYERS] that the services were rendered by this rail- 
road company, that the mails were carried, troops and muni- 
tions of war were transported for the Government, and that the 
debt is justly due. All of that is admitted by all parties; but 
' when the question of the payment for the services comes 

they say, ‘Oh, no, you must not pay this debt, although adjudi- 
cated by the court and found due, until this railroad company 
will sitis'y the debt of somebody else”—a legal proposition 
which of course can not be successfully submitted, and was no! 
made in the course of the proceedings before the Court « 
Claims or in any other court. 
Mr. MAGUIRE. If the gentleman will allow me to state— 
Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I can not yield to the gentle- 
man. If you coul!l have made such aclaim you ought to have 
made it and let the court pass uponit. There is the place 
submit it, and if the United States had a ju-t offset against the 
claim of the company, there was the place where the Attorney- 
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General and his subordinates, representing the United States, 
should have interposed the objection to the illegal and unjust 
demand of the railroad company. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentleman from 
Ohio, and the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
and everyone else who argues on this question admit that this 
is a legal claim, a just question, and acleim that has been ad- 
judicated by a court of competent jurisdiction; and that all the 
parties in interest were before the court ind had « proper hear- 
ing. 

it is then a strange proposition that in the House of Repre- 
sentatives anybody will rise here and claim that when there has 
been a fair ad udication of a question of indebtedness before a 
court of competent jurisdiction, where both parties were repre- 
sented by their attorneys, you will refuse to pay the party in 


whose favor the adjudication was made because you think the | 
That isa | 


amount of the claim should go to somebody else! 
strange principle of law to me. The true and manly course is 
for Congress to pay the adjudication of its own court, and when 
you come to the question of the liability-—— 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I decline to be interrupted 
now. 


When you come to the question of the ‘iability of the Pacific | 
railroads, the Central Pacific and the other roads who have | 


large land grants made to them by the Government, then we 
must take into consideration not only the law as bearing upon 
each case by itself, but all of the equities which may be presented. 
It is true that these companies have had large grants of lands, 


mainly sage bush and arid plains, but they have returned you | 


populous towns, villages, and cities, which are paying, daily, 
taxes into the Treusury of the Federal Government, as well as 
into the governments of the States which have been created out 
of these grants. It may be that the grants were too large. 
may be that the Government was too liberal. I think so my- 
self, but at all events you have the results flowing from the 
grants. You have men on this floor representing great sover- 
eign States which have been carved out of the grants to these 
Pacific railroads. But all this is out of the question. Thesim- 


ple question presented here is, Does this judgment of the Court 
of Claims represent a just and honest claim against the Govern- | 


ment? 

Was the transportation rendered? Didthe court have aright 
to make the adjudication it did? And if it did, is it notin com- 
mon honesty the duty of the United States Government to pay 
the debt? And when we come to deal with the Pacilic Rail- 
roads upon an adjudication as to what they owe, upon a fore- 
closure of the mortgages which the Government had takenfrom 


them, when we come to do that, then, while we are adjudicat- | 


ing upon that question, we can say what is due to those roads, 
and what is due to the Government, and withhold i:. Upon an 


adjudication by a courtof competent jurisdiction, that a certain | 


amount is due, when everybody concedes that the service his 
been rendered, why should we withhold the payment of a just 
and honest judgment rendered by a competent court? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SAYERS. 
Pennsylvania |Mr. RE!LLY]. 

Mr.RELLLY. Mr.Speaker, the proposition to provide in this 


or one of the other appropriation bills for the payment of this | 
claim was, as I understand, submitted to the Committee on Ap- | 


propriations,and the partiesinterested were fully heard, and after 
cousideration that committee decided to disallow it, or,in other 


words, not to include it in any of the bills, this or any other, re- | 
ported by that committee. The bill reported by the committee, | 


after having b en considered and acted upon by the House, was 


sent to the other Chamber, and there the amendment which is 


now under discussion was first inserted in the bill. 

If there were no other objections to the payment of this claim 
than that. I should regard it as sufficient to satisfy my own mind, 
but especially so in connection with all the history of this trans- 
action. It has grown to be a custom here of late years to hold 
back matters of important legislation, and bring them in at the 
closing days of the session in the shape of Senate amendments 
to appropriation bills. I think this is a vicious practice, and 
one the House should discountenance and rebuke as often as op- 
portunity presents itself. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are some considerations which ad- 
dress themse! ves to my mind asa reason why this appropriation 
should not be allowed, notwithstanding the facet that it is as- 
serted here that the claim has been adjudicated by one of our 
courts. 

We all have respect, of course, for the adjudications of the 
courts, and bow to their decisions, but there are many consider- 
ations and suggestions that properly present themegelves to the 


minds of a body such as this, when called upon to legislate, in- | 


stead of deciding questions according to technical rules of law. 





It | 


I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from | 
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Mr. TERRY. Is it nota fact that hundreds of claims have 
been adjudicated which the committee have not found them- 
selves able to provide for? 

Mr. RELLLY. Yes; and this House has refused time and time 
again to appropriate for claims that have been adjudicated by 
the courts, because, in the wisdem and discretion of this body, 
there were sufficient reasons, in the judgment of the members, 
to justify them in their action. 

Now, in the brief time allowed me I can only give a hasty re- 
view of the facts connected with this matter, but hope the House 
may understand it, because it seems to me, from the tenor of the 
remarks of some of the gentlemen, particularly my friend from 
Texas, whose ability and sincerity we all respect, there is some 
misapprehension as to the real fuct 

The Central Pacific Railroad Company embraces a system of 
railways of about 1,360 miles, of which about 60 miles were 
aided by the grant of Government bonds and the grant of public 
lands. The remaining 500 miles are not so aided. 

Uader existing laws the Central Pacific Railroad Company is 
required each year to pay into the Treasury of the United States 
a certain portion of its net earnings, equal to 25 per cent, which 
is nade up by the Government retaining the whole amount that 
it oves to the company for transportation services, one-half to 
be credited to what is known as the bond and interest account, 
with 5 per cent of net earnings, and the other half to the sink- 
| ing fund, together with an amount in cash to be paid by this 
| cumpany that would make the total equal to 25 per cent annually 

of the net earnings of the company. 

| Now, there were afterwards organized what were known as 
the Southern Pacific Railroad Company of California, the South- 
ern Pacifie Railroad Company of Arizona, and the Southern 
Pacific Railroad Company of New Mexico, and other roads, all 
ef which were leased by the Central Pacifie Railroad Company 
and operated by the Central Pacific Railroad Company as les- 
sees for some years up to 1885. Since the passage of the Thur- 
man act, in 1878, and up to 1885, the annual requirement of the 
law as to payment of portion of net earnings above explained, 
called for and obliged this company to pay a considerable sum 
of money in cash yearly; and the payments to the Government, 
while not sufficient to meet the annual amount that the Govern- 
ment was obliged to pay out, were largely in excess of the 
amounts that have been paid annually under the provisions of 
| that act since 1835. 

In 1856 this arrangement was jus reversed, and instead of the 
Central Pacific Railroad Compiny being the lessee of these va 
rious lines and operated by it. the Southern Pacific Company, a 
eorporation created under the laws of Kentucky, was organized, 
and became the lessee of the Central Pacific and all of the lines 
tht had theretofore been leased by it, the Central Pacitic Com- 
| pany surrendering all such leased lines and leasing its own lines 
to said Southern Pacific C-mpany. 

Now, the fact is that during the last few years the amount 
| that the Central Pacific Railroad Company has paid under the 
| Thurman act has amounted to no more than the actual charges 
it had against the Government for transportation. Its earnings 
have been cut down to that extent, and in fact it practically has 
no earnings except the $1,550,000 rental that it receives under 
the termsof the lease from the Southern PacificCompany. Now, 
| I do not say— perhaps this is not the time to say, perhaps I 
would not be justified in saying—that that lease was executed 
for the purpose of bringing about such a condition of affairs: but 
it has evidently had that effect. and I will ask the Clerk to read 
from the report of the Senate committee, in which they quote 
from the report of the Pacific Railway Commission. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Dol understand the gentleman to say that 
the Central Pacific Company operated the Southern Pacific road 
until 188 ? 
| Mr. REILLY. Yes, sir. 
| Mr. DOCKERY. And that immediately thereafter the con 
ditions were reversed so that the Southern Pacific Company now 
operates the Central? 

Mr. REILLY. Yes, sir: the Southern Pacific 
lessor and the other became the les-ee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then there would seem to be something of 
a community of interests 

Mr. REILLY. Yes The Southern Pacifie must not be 
confounded with other distinct corporations which existed pre- 
viously, as the Southern Paciltic Company of California, the 
Southern Paci c of New Mexico, the southern Pacilic of Ari- 
zona, and others. I ask the Clerk to read the extract I have 
marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
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became the 


sir. 


Ox 


The lease of the Central Pacific Railroad to the Southern PacificCompany 

of Kentucky in connection with the Southern Pacific Railroad to the boun- 

| dary of Oregon, and thence © Portland, Oregon, has piaced it in the power 

of the directors of theCentral Pacific Railroad Company to effect a diversion 

| of business which would @ Very disastr ult upon the trafiic of 
! the subsidized portion of the Central Pacific Railroad. 


nave us re 
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Mr. BLAIR. Will the gentleman yield fora mqeeiens 

Mr. REILLY. IfI had the time I would be glad to do so. 

Mr. BLAIR. On page 115 of the report of the Pacific Rail- 
way Commission the gentleman will find a denial that the lease 
was made for any such purpose. 

Mr. REJLLY. [do notcharge that. I quote from the report 
of the Commission, and I say that the effect of it has been as I 
have stated, vnd the fact is that the amounts paid for the last 
few years have been far below the amount which the Govern- 
ment has been obliged to pay out annually for interest alone, 
without mention:=g the principal. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to discuss now either the le- 
gality or the validity of this claim. Iam mee, for the sake 
of the argument, to concede both. WhatI say is that in view 
of the relations which exist between the Central Pacific and the 
Government of the United States, the large indebtedness which 
that company owes the Government upon the bonds which are 
about maturing, and in view of the close and intimate relation 
which exists between the Southern Pacific Company and the 
Central Pacific Company, asa matter of expediency and good, 
sound public policy, Congress, when it is upon the eve of being 
obliged to legislate upon this great and important question, 
ought not to appropriate this large amountof money at this par- 
ticular time. 

The fact that the Southern Pacific is the lessee of the Central 
Pacific, if that lease be valid, will make it necessary for Con- 

ress to legislate in relation to that eee if it is to retain 
Fis interest for ninety-nine years under the lease now existing 
between it and the Central Pacific. So, Mr. Speaker, it will be 
seen that there are in this matter grave and serious reasons 
apart from the question of the legality, or the validity, or the 
merits which, whilst they could not properly be presented be- 
fore a court, address themselves to this House as reasons why 
this appropriation ought not to be made now. Next year, in 
January, the debts of this company will begin to fall due, both 
the first-mortgage bonds and the Government bonds, and Con- 
== will be called upon to provide for the payment of those 

nds, either by appropriating public money, or in some other 
way looking to an adjustment and settlement of the claims of 
thiscompany. I deem it no injustice, under existing circum- 
stances and in view of the community of interest between these 
two companies, the immense sum about to become due to the 
Government, and the admitted inability of the company to dis- 
charge the same at maturity, to defer action in this matter 
until the whole subject of the adjustment of the relations of 
these companies to the Government shali be considered. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
California |[Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON of California. Mr. Speaker, having resided in 
California for over forty years, | am somewhatfamiliar with the 
»sroceedings of the Southern Pacific and the Central Pacific 
Railroad Companies. The Central Pacific at one time held 
leases of all the branch roads in California, including the 
Southern Pacific. After the Thurman act was passed they went 
to Kentucky and organized a new corporation called the Southern 
Pacific of Kentucky. There is no doubt in my mind that that 
corporation was ——— for the very purpose of taking posses- 
sion under leases of all the branch lines, ee the Central 
Pacific Railroad. It was organized, in opinion and in the 
opinion of Californians generally, for no other purpose. 

There was no necessity in the world for them to go to Ken- 
tucky to get a corporation to lease all those branch lines. The 
Bouthers Pacific road was already built and was operated by 
the Central under a lease. The manner in which that lease 
was made indicated fraud upon its face. Mr. Stanford was the 
president of the Céntral Pacific and E. H. Miller was its secre- 
tary. They were also the president and secretary of the South- 
ern Pacific Company. 

In March, 1885, after this Kentucky corporation had been put 
in the hands of these men, Stanford and Miller resigned as 
president and secretary of the Southern Pacific Company and 
appointed William E, Brown president, and E. H. Nash, Stan- 
ford’s private secretary, secretary of the Southern Pacific, and 
then Stanford and Miller ente into this lease with these two 
other officers, and all the branch roads in California and the 
Central Pacific were leased to the Southern Pacific of Ken- 
tucky. That, I say, was a fraud upon its face, and it was done 
for the purpose of seating the United States out of its 25 per 
cent of the net earnings of the Central Pacific Company. 


And not only was it done for the purpose of wrecking the Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad Company and diverting all the traffic over 
Now, there isa 
reason why they would divert the traffic—anaturalreason. They 
only own the branch lines in California. The Central Pacific 
past hams to Ogden, and all the traffic they could get on the 

c arrangements would be toOgdenoverland. On thisother 


the southern line from the State of Californ 
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route they have the whole State of California under their con- 
trol. They have their lines to New Orleans, and from there to 
New York by water. Consequently they could getall the freight 
and all the traffic by diverting itover the Southern Pacific lines, 

Now, another thing. This was not the only instance in which 
they diverted the means and earnings of the Southern Pacitic 
to their own private benefit. They had private corporations, 
the Contract and Finance Company, and the Pacific Improve- 
ment Company, and so on. These companies were organized 
for the purpose of distributing the earnings of the Central Pa- 
cific to Stanford, Huntington, Crocker & Co. This is well 
known to all Californians. 

The Southern Pacific of Kentucky was organized for the pur- 
pose of leasing all the lines in California and beating the Goy- 
ernment out of the net earnings provided by the Thurman act. 
It owns no railroads in California, nor anything else. It issued 
no bonds, and the poor bondholders gentlemen speak about 
will not suffer on account of a loss of interest. It is an organ- 
ized pirate, to prey upon the industries of the people, and should 
receive no sympathy at our hands. 

As an appendix to my remarks I desire to present and print 
the following speech delivered by me before the Committee on 
Pacific Rail s on the 12th of July last: 


SPEECH OF HON. MARION CANNON, OF CALIFORNIA, BEFORE THE COMMITTEE 
ON PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


Mr. Chairman, the bill now before the committee, extending the time for 
the payment of the Pacific railroads debts, is one of the most important 
that has been ss to this body for many years. Itis important tothe 
United States in attempting to secure the a of about $178,000,000, prin- 
cipal and interest, from the Union and 
Central Pacific alone about 877,000,000. 

It seems to me that the main question to be considered by this committee 
is, whether the conduct of the “‘ Big four ’’"—Stanford, Huntington, Hopkins, 
and Crocker—has been of such a character as to inspire in us a confidence 
sufficient to grant them an extension of time in which to pay this debt; 
whether they have so administered the great trust imposed inthem by the 
act of 1862 as to warrant such confidence in their honesty in the future? 

It seems to me, that having violated every trust reposed in them by the 
pee le of the United States when we entered into a partnershIp with them 

nthe construction of these great public highways, that they are not now 
entitled to any consideration whatever at our hands. After violating every 
contract and law creating the Central Pacitic Company, I believe the part- 
,nership should now be forever dissolved and these bandits retired to private 
life, or the State's prison, where better men are serving the State. 





entral Pacific roads, or from the 


If this great Government can notenforce its own laws against this corpor- 
ation; if we must be continually harassed by the belittling suits that have 
so persistently occurred since the issue of these bonds; if we must abdicate 
our sovereignty, and through our officials be made to contend for petty suc- 
cesses or disastrous defeats in the forum of our own credits, then it is time - 
for a complete divorce of the Government from this corrupt gang of bandits, 
who have preyed upon both the peopleand the Government for nearly thirty 

ears. 

= There is another reason why we should wind up the business of this cor- 
ration, and this reason is the most important to Stanford, Huntington, 

Fropkins” and Crocker, and their estates. Under the laws of California, the 

stockholders of this corporation are individually liable for the debts of the 

company in an amount equal to the stock they hold. The law and the con- 

stitution of the State also declare that no corporation shall be granted a 

franchise for a nee period than fifty years. 

An extension of time would be making a new contract with these corpora- 
tors, and would release them from all personal liabilities for the rascalities 
and frauds perpetrated by them in the building and management of these 
roads up to the time the new contract is made. The charter of the Central 
Pacific was granted by the California Legislature June 27, 1861, and runs 
fifty years, and the State constitution forbids the renewal of any franchise 
afterit hasexpired. Therefore, if the time of settlementis extended beyond 
the year 1911, the corporation will be dead and no power on earth can resur- 


t it. 

You will therefore see by this brief statement the importance of this ex. 
tension of time to the big four—Stanford, Huntington, Hopkins, and Crecker, 
and their estates. First, it will release them from all personal liabilities 
for their rascalities; second, by extending the time for settlement beyond 
the life of the corporation—J une 27, 1911—they will beat the Government out 
of the whole amount of the debt. Mr. Huntington stated in his letters to 
Mr. Coulton that it had cost his com y $1,700,000 to defeat Tom Scott and 
his “Texas Se ——— an in view of this fact what should this 
Congress expect from eee 

To be relieved of all personal liabilities and an extension of time beyond 
the life of his company would be worth the whole amount of the debt, 877,- 


Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that these corporations are put upon 
trial before this Congress, when they come here and ask for an extension of 
time, for one hundred years, in which to pay, their debts. Ido not desire 
to do these corporations any injustice, and if their management of the great 
trust given into their charge has been conducted upon honest methods 
they should have the time extended, But if it shall oe to this House 
that the methods employed have not been honest, but the most corrupt and 
vicious, $0 much so that it has become a national disgrace, then no exten- 
sion of time shouid be given, and they should be wiped out with all possible 


speed. 

The  Reznecshte enpered into between the Government and the Union and 
Central Pacific, Kansas Pacific, Sioux City and Pacific, and the Central 
Branch, as set forth in the several acts of Congress, were as follows: The 
United States loaned them #64,623,512 in bonds bearing 6 per cent interest 
and running thirty years. They also authorized the companies to issue 
first-mortgage bonds to an equal amount of $64,623,512. We also gave them 
26,029,534 acres of land, from which they have realized $39,479,213, and they 
have remaining unsold lands worth 504,270, making a total pitt of land 
which amounts to 983,483. We granted them a right of way feet wide, 
with all necessary room for depots, machine shops, and side tracks. We 
vested these corporations with control of these great public highways 
across the continent, and gave them power to establish rates of transporta- 
tion; that is, the power to levy toll upon all the trafic which might pass 
over these roads. We also gave them the right of eminent domain. 

These two last great powers are vested alone in Congress, and they have 
been farmed out to these corporations. Butin order to guard against ali 
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possible abuses of these great powers, and to insure good management and 

rsonal responsibility, Congress enacted that in return for the nation’s 
iberality in granting these great powers and immense sums in bonds and 
lands, these companies should bind themselves to have their stocks fully 
paid up in cash; to build first-class roads; to carry freight for the Govern- 
ment at the same rates as for private individuals; tooperate all the lines in 
the Pacific system as one connected, continuous line, and to give to each 
equal facilities in rates, time, and transportation, and toconvey telegraphic 
messages upon equal terms to all persons. They also agreed to make an- 
nual reports to the Government, giving the names of their directors and 
stockholders, and the amount of their stock actually paid up in cash, and 
the amount of receipts, expenditures, and indebtedness, under oath. They 
also agreed to pay 5 per cent of their net earnings into a sinking fund and 
one-half the cost of Government transportation to pay the principal and in- 
terest upon the debt they owed the Government. 

With these binding obligations resting upon them, what did these com- 
paniesdo? They organized construction companies, through which they let 
contracts to themselves at immense profits. The Union Pacific had her 
“Credit Mobilier,” the Central Pacific had *‘C. Crocker & Co. Contract and 
Finance Company;”’ ‘Shoemaker & Co.”’ built the Kansas Pacific, and John 
I. Blair built the Sioux City. The books of all these companies have been 
destroyed, so that the actual cost of building these roads can not be given, 
but the records from other sources are sufficient to give a very close esti- 
mate of the cost. 

I will now give you the cost of constructing these roads and the amount 
of stocks and bonds issued by the boards of directors to themselves through 
these construction companies, as reported by the Pattison Commission, 
known as Senate Executive Document No. 51, Fiftieth Congress, first 
session: Union Pacific cost 838,824,000. The board of directors issued to 
themselves, through the Credit Mobilier, in stocks and bonds, $109,814,812, 
making a clear steal of 870,990,812. The Central Pacific, including the West- 
ern Pacific, was built for $40,000,000, and Stanford, Huntington, Hopkins, and 
Crocker issued to themselves stocks and bonds to the amount of 8124,211,680, 
making a clear steal of $84,211,680. The Kansas Pacific was built for 811,800,- 
000, and stocks and bonds were issued to the amount of $25,028,250, making a 
clear steal of $13,228,250. 

The Central Branch was built for 82,731,347, and stocks and bonds were is- 
sued to the amount of $4,200,000, making a clear steal of $1,468,652. 

The Sioux City Branch was built for $2,600,000, and stocks and bonds were 
issued to the amount of %5,047,720, making a clear steal of 2,447,720. 

The Southern Pacific was built for $27,216,931, and Stanford, Huntington, 
Hopkins, and Crocker issued to themselves, in stocks and bonds, $82,756,486, 
a clear steal of 855,539,554. 

The California and Oregon was built for 83,505,609, and Stanford, Hunting- 
ton, Hopkins, and Crocker issued to themselves, in stocks and bonds, 812,- 
500,000, making a clear steal of $8,994,391. 

The Oregon Short Line was built for $14,000,000, and stocks and bonds 
were issued to the amount of 829,000,000, making a clear steal of $15,000,000. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, before we go any further with this history of these 
bandits, let us group these stealings in such shape as to be handy for future 
reference, for they will have an important bearing upon the question 
whether these companies should be permitted to exist any longer. 


Stealings of— 


civ didhe 6e e00d neha cnvibestaéscas aust setesscocens #70, 990, 812 
ca curcidneuabenbodaseuse <dgietaueteteontnecesdcee 84, 211, 680 
Nee et ss cin Wend bubeludsabel idle miguatouvancenne 13, 228, 250 
NG iis cdtinds ceadacspetanaddibcaewans nebh oboe eecnnccee 1, 408, 650 
Rs str budnenscdddeeedtenss aceddsodeccnciesssecens 2, 447, 72 
itt hs ian debits cebnweus enechecnbbaboostbasontasd 55, 539, 554 
California and Oregon from Delta.................-...--.-- ---. 8,994,391 
ce ck bieb se srenebletundies +c Kehetnis cncunapes 15, 000, 000 
Total stealings upon construction... .............--.-... 251, 881, 057 


This is not all the stealings these companies perpetrated by any means; | 


they are only the commencement. 

By the act of March 3, 1873, the Union Pacific was prohibited from the 
payment of dividends, except from actual net earnings, yet they declared 
dividends in violation of this act. By this act the Union Pacific was pro- 


hibited from issuing stock or mortgages or any pledges upon theircompany | 
Yet in 1880 the | 


or its future earnings without permission from Congress. 
company increased its stock from 836,762,000 to %50,762,000 by the consolida- 
tion of the Union Pacific, Kansas Pacific, and Denver Pacific in violation of 
the act of March 3, 1873, and a little later in the same year the stock of the 
consolidated yen eee Was increased to 860,868,500 in violation of law, where- 
by Jay Gould pocketed about 814,000,000. 

In 1879 they issued collateral trust bonds for 84,852,000, and pledged secur- 
ities of the company in violation of the law. In 1883 they issued trust bonds 
for $4,500,000 in violation of the law. 

In 1882 and 1884 they guaranteed the payment of interest on the bonds of 
the Oregon Short Line for $14,000,000 in violation of law. This was done by 
the board of directors of the Union Pacific, many of whom held these bonds 
thus voting money from the Union Pacific treasury into their own pockets. 

About the same time they guaranteed interest on the bonds of the St. 
Joseph and Grand Island Railroad, amounting to 6,961,922, in violation of 
the law. They also used the stock and bonds of the Union Pacific, in viola- 
tion of the act of 1873, in the construction of about forty branch lines and in 
buildin, = fifteen or twenty private corporations, in which members of the 
board of directors were the principal stockholders, and so long as these pri- 
vate corporations paid dividends the old Union Pacific was not ‘in it.” 
But when they ceased to pay the board of directors voted the stock over to 
the parent company, and in some instances voted to guarantee the payment 
of the interest upon the bonds, as was done in the case of the Oregon Short 
Line. While the majority of the board of directors held the stock and bonds 
of these branch lines they leased them to the Union Pacific for large sums, 
amounting in the aggregate to about 838,800,000. 

At the risk of being tedious I will here give you the names of thirty-two 
of these branch lines with a mileage of 4,015 miles: 


Nevada Central. Utah Central. 

Utah Central. Salt Lake and Western. 
Lawrence and Emporia. Junction City and Fort Kearney. 
St. Joseph and Grand Island. Echo and Park City. 

South Park and Leadville. Omaha and Black Hills. 

Denver and Boulder Valley. Salina and Southwestern. 
Denver and South Park. Soloman Railroad. 

Kansas Central. Salina, Lincoln and Western. 


Greeley and Salt Lake. Colorado Central. 
Leavenworth and Topeka. Utah and Nevada. 

Manhattan and Alma. Mon‘ana Railroad Company. 
Denver and Middle Park. Manhatten and Blue Valley. 
Georgetown and Leadville. Denver, Marshall and Boulder. 


Laramie and North Park. 
Oregon Short Line. 
Omaha and Republican Valley. 


Golden and Cariboo. 
Central Branch. 
Utah and Northern. 
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{n addition to these branch lines, many other corporations were organized 
from the earnings of the Union Pacific, such as elevators, smelting works, 
street railways, etc. And farmers testified before the Pattison committee 
that they were charged from 5 to 8 cents more for freight to Chicago than 
these elevator companies, thus forcing them to sell their grain to .these 
elevators 

We also learn from this report that the directors of the Union Pacific 
voted themselves a rebate to the Omaha Grant Smelting Works of 570,000, 
and upon the elevators to the amount of millions of dollars, thereby beat- 
ing the miners and farmers out of their hard-earned profits. 

The names of these companies can be found in the report of the Pattison 
commission. For the payments of these rebates the Pacific railroads voted 
to themselves and their pet companies, out of the funds which should have 
been oomne to the payment of the Government debt, 825,866,235. They also 
refused to consider these rebates in their report of the net earnings of their 
aa from which the 5 per cent payments to the United States were to be 
made. 

The law required them to pay up their capital stock in full, and make oath 
to that effect, and file it with the Interior Department. They complied with 
the law so far as to making the oath, but all honest men will hold them 
guilty of perjury as to the amount of stock they swore had been paid up. 

I herewith furnish a table compiled by the PattisonCommission from 
these affidavits on file in the Interior Department, and you will see by this 
table the amount actually paid up was 81,797,350, while these four men swore 
that it was $97,098,590—only a small lie of about $95,000,000. Had any of the 
common people made such an oath they very likely would have been serv- 
ing the State in some penal institution. But here is the table, with the 
names of the parties: 


Stock table. 











Stock | Stock paid 


Names of depo Date < 





Company. actually |in as sworn | nents “ch ; 
paid in. to. — ——— 
US 
Union Pacific.....| $400,650 836,762,300 | Oliver Ames .. Sept. 27, 1870 
Kansas Pacific... 250, 000 5,072,500 | R. E. Carr. ........! Sept. 28, 1872 
Central Pacific .-.. 760, 000 54, 283,190 | Leland Stanford ..| Sept. 18, 1871 
Central Branch 386, 700 980, 600 | R. M. Pomeroy . Sept. 21, 1869 
Be intsnicc 1, 


797, 350 | 97, 098, 590 





It is no answer to the Government that the managers of these companies 
did only that which the managers of railroads in other sections did. The 
lines were built upon publiccredit. They were public highways in the broad- 
est sense of thatterm. The managers were acting as trustees of a national 
highway, and they can not plead any lawful justification for making false 


| affidavits, which state that 897,098,590 of stock was actually paid for, when 


in fact less than two millions had been so paid for. 
Now, let us return to the big four in California, and if, when I get through 
with exposing their rascalities in the management of the Central Pacitic 


| and branch lines, this Congress determines to continue the management of 


these roads in their hands, the people of the Pacific coast will have 
mit to their robberies for another hundred years. Much has been said 
about the ownership of the stock in the Central Pacific. Huntington denies 
that he owned a large block of this stock; but that the big four owned 
nearly all this stock is evident from the fact that they held possession of 
the board of directors, and voted contracts, made leases, and robbed both 
the people and the Government for nearly thirty years 

It is no answer to say that this was done through private companies or- 
ganized by these men for that purpose. Stanford, Huntington, Hopkins, 
and Crocker can not shield themselves behind these private corporations 
which were organized for the purpose of plunder. Therefore, when the Con 
tract and Finance Company voted the stock of the Central Pacific, it was 
the vote of the big four, as they, in fact, owned all the stock in these private 
corporations. When they contemplated a steal they generally put sufficient 
stock in the hands of one of these private companies to carry it through the 
board, and but few instances occur where the big four voted more than a 
few thousand shares of stock, as shown by the books of the company now in 
existence. When the capital stock was increased from $20,000,000 to $100,000, - 
000, in 1868, the Contract and Finance Company voted 141,000 shares out of a 
total of 151,520 shares. Every one of these shares at that time belonged to 
the big four. 

We also find that Stanford, in his testimony before the Pattison Commis- 
sion (volume 5, page 2669), stated that the Contract and Finance Company 


to sub- 


| distributed to them in stock $54,000,000, which was a net profit, subject only 


to an indebtedness of about 33,000,000. 

This $4,000,000 of stock was divided in equal shares among the big four. 
The original stock in the Central Pacific was %8.500,000. In 1864 it was in- 
creased to $20,000,000. In 1868 it was again increased to $100,000,000. This in- 
crease of stock from 88,500,000 to $100,000,000 was voted by the holdings of the 
big four, and voted to themselves. 

They then tried to force the original stockholders to exchange their stock, 
share for share, for the new stock. This the holdersof the original stock re- 
fused to do, and all dividends were refused to these old stockholders unless 
they made the exchange. This led to suits being brought by Sam Brannon 
and others for an accounting. ‘These snits were compromised by the big 
four paying from %400 to 81,000 per share for the original stock. (Sce evi 
dence of Stanford, volume 5, page 2641; volume 6, pages 2775 The 
evidence on which the successful prosecution of such suits would depend 
was contained in the books of the Contract and Finance Company. and 
rather than have these books produced in court, which would show up their 
rascalities, they paid these large amounts for the outstanding stock. You 
will also find in the evidence of Stanford (volume 5, pages 2655, 2666) that 
each of the big four, Stanford, Huntington, Hopkins, and Crocker, received 
#13,000,000 of the stock from the Central PacificCompany as his share of the 
profits of construction. 

These suits alarmed the big four and they removed the contract and 
finance books from their office in Sacramentoanddestroyedthem. Section 
10 of the act of the Legislature of California, dated May 20, 1861, under which 
the Central Pacific was incorporated, provided that ‘‘the directors shall 
cause to be kept a book to be called Record of Corporation Debts,’’ and in 
this book the secretary was required to record all contracts, etc. This book, 
if produced, ought to throw some light upon the construction of the road 
by the Contract and Finance Company. But, strange to say, there were 
many things recorded in this book that were of importance to the big four, 
and instead of destroying it, as they did the books of the Contract and 
Finance Company, they cut the leaves out from pages 44 to 111, inclusive. 

If such methods of concealing their dishonesty is approved by this Con- 
gress, the people of the United States will place the responsibility where it 
belongs—upon the shoulders of a majority of this boly. Another method 
they resorted to was to pass resolutions in the board of directors, by the 
votes of themselves, exonerating themselves from all rascalities and ap- 
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proving the actions of their president when he succeeded in making a stea} 
of a few millions from theold company. 

When the Pattison commission ran across one of these resolutions spread 
upon their minutes they were astounded at the bold attempt of these four 
big rascals to shield themselves and their private fortunes m the penal- 
ties of the law. As these releases have been studiously suppressed and kept 
from the public gaze, I will here produce one of them as a memorial of the 
SS gall of the big four in their dealings with their creditors. It 

8 as follows: 

* Whereas the president of this co: ny, Leland Stanford; the first vice- 
president of this compen, Collis P. Huntington; thesecond vice-president 
ofthis company, Charles §'. Crocker, and the treasurer of thiscompany, Tim- 
othy Hopkins, have done various acts and in the interest of and for 
the benefit of this company, and have made various payments of money for 
which vouchers have not been received from the parties to whom payments 
were made; and 

‘Whereas the nature of such acts and things, and the amount of such pay- 
ments have been exhibited and fully made known and explained to us: 
Now, therefore, 

* Resolved, That the stockholders of this company do hereby ratify and ap 

ove all such acts and doings and payments made by said persons, and do 

ereby expressly waive the production or filing of vouchers therefor; and 
the president or a vice-president and the secretary of this company be, and 
they are hereby, authorized and directed to execute full and com re- 
leases, under the seal of the company, tosaid Stanford, Huntington, er, 
and Hopkins, and deliver the same to the respective parties; which releases 
shall be in substantially the following form, to wit: 

“Whereas Leland Stanford has been and is the president of this, the Cen- 
tra) Pacific Ratiroad Company, and has, under and by virtue of the power 
and authority conferred upon him as such president, done certain acts and 
performed certain services for said company, both in the city and county of 
San Francisco, State of California, and in the city of New York and else- 
where, and has collected and received certain moneys of the company, and 
has paid out and expended certain moneys for the uses and purposes and 
for the benefit of said company, and in its name, place, and stead, and onits 
behalf has madeand indorsed its checks, notes, drafts, and bills of exchange, 
and has executed and delivered contracts, agreements, and instruments of 
various kinds, has borrowed money for said company, and has pledged and 
hypothecated stock, bonds, and other securities of the company as collat- 
eral for money borrowed, has made purchases for said company, has paid, 
laid out, and expended moneys for interest, freight, loans, insurance, com- 
mission, purchase, and for other o Ss and purchases of saidcompany, 
ani has employed clerks, agents, counsel, attorneys, and others in and 
about the business of the company, in its service and for its berefit, and 
has paid salaries, a and cony to persons so 6m- 

oyed, and bas compro: , settled, and usted claims due and owl 

and by said company, and has done and med various acts 2 
things, and has attended to and ly the affairs and business 
of said company in the State of New York and in the State of California 
and elsewhere, and has, from time to time, rendered accounts and reported 
a ond oe ~~ said com . aan se se ~~ reports have 

n examined, audited, correct, and ap said company, 
about and of ali of which this com has full Civico and know) 

“* Now, therefore, the said Central Pacific Railroad Company, with a full 
knowledge of all of the facts and circumstances relating to said transac- 
tions, each of them, in consideration of the premises and of the pay- 
ments of moneys for the benefit of said com by the said Leland Stan- 
sord, and for and in consideration of the sum of $1, lawful money of 
the United States of America, to itin hand paid by said Leland Stanford, 
hath ratified, confirmed, and ado and doth hereby ratify, confirm, and 
adopt all the acts and deeds of said Leland Stanford in the premises as its 
own acts and deeds, and hath remised, released, and forever discharged, 
and by these presents for itself and its successors doth remise, release, and 
forever discharge the said Leland Stanford, his heirs, executors, and ad- 
ministrators of and from all manner of action and actions, cause of action 
and causes of action, suits, debts, dues, reckonings, bonds, bills, specialties, 
covenants, contracts, contro agreements, variances, tres- 

claims, and demands whatsoever, 


es, damages, j ts, 

ha law or nee Salineatien him the said company ever had, now 
or which it or its successors shall, can, or may have, for, upon, or by reason 
of any matter, acts, or things whatsoever done in and about Sapa 
from the beginning of the world to the date of these presents, particu- 
— ——- done by him as president of said company, or individually 
or otherwise, 

“‘In witness whereof the said Central Pacific Railroad Company hath 
caused these ts to besigned in its name byits first vice-president, and 
= a ea eam: by its secretary to be hereunto affixed this 8th day 


These releases were passed periodically by the board of directors, after 
their president or other officers had been successful in one of their schemes 
to beat the Central Pacific out of a few million dollars. Their minutes will 
show that they passed one of these releases to Stanford, as president, on Oc- 
tober 7, 1887, after he had let the contract to build the California and n, 
from Delta to the State line, to his vate ee ge! the Pacific Improve- 
ment Company, whereby he paid 000 in stock of the Central ic. and 
$4,500,000 in the bonds of the Central Pacific, making in all $12,500,000, for 


work that cost but 83,505,609, 
that, having built these branch lines with 


One would naturally s 
the earnings of the Central if would bea — of that company’s 
ur were notin the railroad business 


as, But it appears that the 
or their health, or for the accomm 
value of the a Pacifi 





all the money in the treasury they us appointed a committee to invest 
the surplus. For instance, at the Pacific meeting August 26, 1886, a 
committee was = to “‘loan or invest” the surplus, and at a meeting 
held September 30 following, the committee reported as follows: 


“San FRANCISCO, September 80, 1886. 
** Jo the Board of Directors, Central Pacific Railroad Company: 
“GENTLEMEN: We, the undersigned tee, appointed 
pose of investigating the m in the funds of this company, re- 
spectfully re: as follows: suitable investment presenting itself at 
Ea we have, pursuant to the resolution of your dated August 
1886, loaned 83,082, 410.33, to the 


the amount im the sinking fand, namely, 
Pacific improvement Compaiy on thirty days’ call at 3 per cent. 


* Yours, respectfully, 
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You should always remember that the ‘‘ Pacific Improvement Company” 
Was organized and owned by Stanford, Huntington, Hopkins, and Croc|ay 
as was also the ‘“‘Contract and Finance Company” and others. These com! 

anies were organized for the purpose of receiving the earnings of the Cen 

1 Pacific and distributing them to the big four. Usually the earnings ar. 
passed over to these private corporations on account of “leases,” ‘eon 
structions,” ‘‘repairs,” etc., and then distributed to the big four. This # . 
032,400 was afterwards turned over to Stanford, Huntington & Co., in ex 
change for fifty-year bonds. If you will read the evidence in the examina 
tion made by the Pattison commission, you will find that Stanford & Co., 25 
directors of the Central Pacific, loaned to the “Contract and Finance Com 
pany ” $5,700,000, which was never returned to the Central Pacific. 

Now, I have shown the necessity of these thieving corporations, in thy 
distribution fof the earnings of the Central Pacific. To credit Stanford 
Huntington, Hopkins, and Crocker direct with the enormous profits they 
receive from _ the roads they operate would be stating the truth so the ped 
ple could understand it, so they resort to these construction companies t) 
cover up their rascalities. 

The Pattison commission, after stating many of the facts in regard to the 
contracts, leases, etc., made by the big four to themselves, sums up thei 
rascalities as follows, on page 84 of report: 

“In general, it may be said to be established by the evidence that all the 
construction contracts, and all the important contracts for materials and 
supplies, were made between the Centra! Pacific Railroad Company ani 
companies controlled by Stanford, Huntington, Hopkins, and Crocker 
These four persons determined the terms of all these contracts, and ther 
sult has been that through the pay ments made by the Central Pacific Rai! 
road Company they have received as profits a vast amount of stocks ani 
bonds. Those resulting from the construction contracts above stated rep 
resent over $100,000,000 in stocks and over $5,000,000 in bonds. 

“Tt appears from the books of the company that from the very inception 
of the en se down tothe present time it has been the constant practice 
of the directors of this company to permit the expenditures of very larg: 
sums of money without requiring any sufficient vouchers disclosing the pu 
poses to which they wer ead A detailed list of these insufficient vouch 
ers will be found infExhibit W, attached:to Stevens's report, volume’. Thes 
insufficient vouchers aggregate %,818,355.67."" 

Soon after the Pattison Commission was appointed by President Clev: 
land these rascals undertook to prepare their books as Well as they could to 
meet this investigation. They knew that the books of “S.,H., H. &C.,”’ that 
is, Stanford, Huntington, Hopkins, and Crocker, showed standing to their 
credit over $35,800,000, and this immense sum would not look well standing 
to the credit of these paupers when Pattison cast his eye over the figures, s) 
somet had to be done before the commission arrived in California. | 
will here insert a letter from Huntington to E. H. Miller, jr., asking him to 
doctor up these books so that they would not show such an immense sum 
standing to the credit of the big four. Miller, who was so handy with the 
“contract and finance” books, shows Huntington how easy it can be done 
and proceeds to outline his plan in his reply to Huntington. 

Here are both letters, and after reading them you will again see the im 
portance to these rascals of their private corporations: 


“NEw YORK, January 10, 1837. 


“FRIEND MILLER: As you probably know, the account known as ‘S., H. 
H, & C.’ shows exceedingly large figures, which we propose now to cutdown 
since there are no assets to represent any such figures as these, which seem 
to show large amounts to be distributed. I do not understand this account 
myself, do not know much about it in fact, and Mr. Crocker does not know 
any more. I know it is asking considerable, but I would like to have you 
look over these accounts, assets, and everything connected therewith, so as 
to verify them, and then send mea statement. I have great confidence, as 
you know, in William E. Brown; but all men are liable to mistakes, and | 
would like to have you take this matter up and attend to it, as we propose 
to charge off to profit and loss enough to bring the figures down to the ac 
tual assets on hand. It is ible Willard can help you in this matter, if 
youcall on him to do so. . Brown will, of course, do all he can. 


“Yours, very truly, “0.2 TINGTON.” 


“SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., January 25, 1887. 


“DgeaR Str: Yours of the 10th instant duly received. [have looked into 
the matter of the very large balances tothe credit of the individual accounts 
of Leland Stanford, C. P, Huntington, Charles Crocker, and estate of Mark 
Hopkins on the books of S., H., H. & C., amounting to over $35,300,000. These 
large balances arise from the following causes: 

“As appears by the books, there has been distributed or divided at various 
times sundry which have been currently charged to dividend av 
count, amoun to $9,250,520.21; and various collections have been cred 
ited to same account, for dividends and interest received on stocks, etc., 
amounting to $655,588.53—the debt balance being 88,504,986.68. Among tho 
items charged to dividend account the lar ones are: In June, 1877, ‘S.P 
bonds, diviaed,’ —— 000; in 1878, Oakland water-front stock, divided, #474 
601.37; Central Pacific Railroad Company stock (E. B. C.), $5,192,550. 

**Since 1875 interest accounts have been made up yearly in favor of ani 
amounts credited to the personal accounts of Leland Stanford, C. P. Hunt- 


- 


ington, Charles Crocker, k Hopkins, and estate of Mark Hopkins, and 
charged to ‘interest account,’ amounting in the gate, in round num- 
bers, to $20,000,000. This was all right and proper, use the amount of 


capital contributed by each was unequal; and by making up interest on the 

amount of credit balance of each from time to time each got in effect a 
credit to which he was — for eee > ~ Sones, = on = _ 
company. This matter of equalizing the interest, however, le e 
large amount of debit which now appears in ‘interest account.’ Thisdebit 
repre..snts no assets, it really a company loss, and might have been 
legitimately charged to t and loss. 
“Besides these large items of interest credited to the individ- 

viduals, ‘S., H., H., & C.,’ above, there were large items of 

interest, both received and paid, leaving the balance of debit 


ee eo. onbndencscnnmbnecesene $20, 826, '789. 49 
“There also appears on the books a debit balance to profitand 

loss account of... .. ee esi dite susiiiddhw anak sweebart 1, 187, 215. 33 
“The main item to credit of this account is balance trans- 

ferred from Contract and Finance Company.-.-.....-.....--- 2, 608, 202. 29 

A few of the I items to debit of same account are: 

“Transfer Market Street Ratiroad................-..-.....-----. 2I2IKG3. 01 
“Tone property stock issued and divided _..............-.--.---- 229, 085. 60 
“Rolling stock furnished 8. P. R. R. for account of C.& F.Co - 236, 681. 92 


“Estate of E. B. Crocker, amount of note given to E. B. 
Crocker, March 24, 1871, by Stanford, Huntington, and Hop- 


kins 
“ Amount dueoncontract of S. P. R. R. Co. for rolling stock not 
GEE aii Gl nated Slew nepbibns <ustoven’ REF Phot bee es 548, 435. 20 
“There are many other entries. The above are stated merely to give you 
some idea of the account. : 


1, 208, 140. 00 











1894. 





‘Now, these items to debit of dividend account, say 88 
account, say #20,8 1.49; profit and loss, say $1,187,215.33, amounting in 
aggregate to $50,603,991.50, are properly and legitimately chargeable to the 
individual accounts of the parties ‘S., H., H., &C.’ in,equal amounts, one- 
fourth each. 

“This would reduce theamounts ni 
“Present credits aggregate in round numbers, s% 
“Charges as above 







yw standing to their credits, as follows: 
£35, 300, 000. 00 
30, 600, 000. 00 











I OR i 4, 700, 000. 00 


“Something like the amount of their actual assets. In the above are 
stated the amounts as they appear for December 31, 1885, the accounts of ‘S., 


H., H., & C.,’ are, as you are aware, inactive,and Mr. Brown has not yet | 


sted them up for 1866, but will do so as soon as your statement 

r, 1866, are to hand. 

“The interest accounts for Leland Stanford, C. P. Huntington, etc., for 
1866, will, When made up and credited, of course, vary the amounts of their 
accounts; but you wiil, I think, be able to get from the above sufficient gen- 


s for Decem- 
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eral facts to enable you to understand how it comes thatsuch largeamounts | 


appear to credit of 
are so much less. 

“Mr. Hopkins makes a suggestion to Mr. Brown, in which Mr. Brown con 
curs, and whichI think would be well to carry out—that is, that since ‘S., H., 
H., &C.’are now the only parties in interest in the PacificImprovement Com- 
pany, that the books of ‘S., H., H.,& C.’ be written up, the accounts of divi- 
dend, interest, profit and loss, ete., be charged off as suggested, and the 
books balanced and turned over with the balances and assets to the P. 1. Co.; 
the P.I. Co. to transfer the balances of *S., H., HL,& C.’ books to the P.I. Co. 
books, and thus have only one set of books for the accounts of the parties, 
‘S.,H.,H.,&C.’ Trusting the above will be satisfactory, 

“Tam, yours, very truly, 
“PE. H. MILLER, JR.”’ 

“CO, P. HUNTINGTON, Esq., 

* Vice-President, New York.” 

Mr. Chairman, you should not forget that this immense sum paid out for 
interest was paid tothe big four, and aot to the Government or the stock- 
holders. When the Thurman act was passed, setting aside a certain per cent 
of the earnings of the Central Pacific to beapplied on the debt they owed the 
Government, they tried to beat it in the courts, but failing in that suit, they 


L.S., C. P.H., C.C., and estate of M.H., while the assets | 


deliberately set about to defeat the object of that act by fraud. To this end | 


” 


they incorporated the “ Southern Pacific Railroad of Kentucky.” They 
claimed, by incorporating under the laws of Kentucky, they could prevent 
the Government from inquiring into the management of the Central Pacific 
and branch lines by leasing them to this Kentucky pirate, and to fully carry 
out this infamous scheme they appointed two dummies president and sec- 
retary of this Kentucky abortion (W. E. Brownas president,and E.H. Nash, 
secretary), Who entered into a lease of the Central Pacific for ninety-nine 
years, with Stanford and E. H. Miller, the president and secretary of the Cen- 
tral Pacific Company. 

After securing the lease, these two dummies resigned, and Stanford and 
Miller were elected to fill their places. Then the wrecking of the Central 
Pacific commenced. They claimed that the Central Pacific had a floating 
debt of $12,873,945.61, which they assumed, and the remarking of the rolling 
stock, and the sale of the immense — of the Central Pacific were turned 
over to this Kentucky bandit to pay this assumed debt, and as this was the 
transfer of property upon which the Government held a lien, it was to tcat 
extent no better than highway robbery. The big four fixed the price at 
which this Government property was turned over to themselves, and from 
the character of their other transactions it is safe tosay that they made mil- 
lions by this transfer. Thus the —- company which had furnished all 
the capital to build up this bastard offspring was finally swallowed up. 

Stanford, in his report of these transactions, touches the subject very gin- 
gerly This is what he says: 

“On January }, 1885, just prior to the lease to the Southern Pacific Com- 
pany, there was a net floating debt of $12,873,945,61. This has been reduced 
each year, till, on December 31, 1887, the floating debt was wi out and 
there remained a surplus of $1,970,194.65. The result has been chiefly accom- 
plished by the sale of supplies and materials on hand to the Southern Pa- 
cific Company at the commencement of the lease, by the nonpayment of diy- 
idends for the period, and by the issue of bonds. 

I may as well give the people some light upon this Kentucky pirate which 
assumes the prerogative of robbing the people of California, as well as the 
Government, of their just rights. It wasincorporated oy the Legislature of 
Kentucky March 12, 184. The incorporators were Henry D. McHenry, 
William G. Duncan, Samuel E. Hill, Samuel M. Cox, and Henry McHenry, 
jr., who were dummies of Stanford, Huntington, Hopkins, and Crocker, and 
who assigned the franchise of the big four. 

That act forbids the company doing business in the State of Kentucky, 
but gives it a license to prey upon all the rest of the world. Its capital stock 
is $1,000,000, with the privilege of increasing it to any amount deemed neces- 
sary for the transaction of its business; butin no event are the stockholders 
responsible for more than $1,000,000. After the big four possessed themselves 
of this franchise they increased the capital stock to $100,000,000, and later on 
they increased it again to the amount of $150,000,000. Thus the great State 
of Kentucky has sent out this pirate corporation with a commission to rob 
all the world whenever it pleases, using a capital of $149,000,000 free from any 
Hability to stockholders, making only one exception—they must not enter 
the sacred territory of blue grass, fine horses, and whisky. Kentucky must 
be exempt from their operations. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to insert here a few tables compiled by the Pat- 
tison Commission, showing the totalamount of aid received by these bond- 
aided railroads, theearnings which have found their way into the kets 
of the managers, and the principal and interest paid and to be paid by the 
Government at the maturity of the bonds, and the methods pursued by these 
companies. 

Aid from all sources. 











Principal and | 

interest ad- Value of land 
vances paidand; grant—sold 

to be paid by and unsold. 
United States. 


| a Ae 
¢ $92,844, 200.94 | $44, 911, 687. 


Aid from 
other sources. 


NO rs shins aint omniied 











7 —_— 
Kansas Pacific.............. 7 $256, 000. 60 
Central Branch _-._--.. 4, 426, 608. 26 1,000,000.00 |... ae 
Sioux City and Pacific.__... 4, 509, 255. 89 | 239, 364. 60 265, 686. 00 
eee eens $77, 104,604.41 } 19, 882,581.24 | 2, 55S, 191. 24 

BMAD .cseiito cron 178, 884,750.50 | 65, 983, 583. 61 | 3,070, 87.24 




















Kansas Pacific .- $138, 005,928.71 | $1038, 690,8 } | S241, 696, 788. 07 
Ceniral Branch ....... 5, 425, 608, 26 +, O4 1. 96 10, 373, 173. 
Sioux City and Pacific 5,0 3. 49 >, O84, 119. 1 10, O48, 425. € 
| Central _, | L 99. 492. 376. 89 ae 112 TO 611.022. GO 
Western Pacific............. ¢ Ve, Bie, v6 ad », 611, O83. 
Ce Wisi tinea 247, 939, 220. 35 199, 790, 250. 19 $47, 729, 470 
Sond 
| eS Principal and 
Principal Inte i st it ~ | interest paid 
Company. Mileage of subsidy | CTuee and FO | and to be paid 
bonds. - accrue todate “he United 
of maturity Re — ' 
———————; ————_ 
Union Pacific _.___.| 1,088. 68 | On 
Kansas Pacific .___| 398. 04 6, 303, 0006 $59, 304, 778. 94 BU, 844, ZOO. V4 
Central Branch ___.| 100. 00 1, 600, 000 2, 826, 608. 25 4, 426, 60 
Sioux City and Pa- | 
CABS ..<n<-- =a 101. 77 1, 628, 320 2, 880, 935. 89 4, 509, 25 ) 
Central Pacific | 737. 50 25, 885, 1202 
- | ——— eo 9. 948. 99 "7 Mt an I 
Western Pacitic. 123. 16 1,970, 560s, 49» 748, 924. 41 ¥, 108, G04. 4 
aera reese aca cerasihdnetaacinashine ait 
Total...... 2, 495. 05 | 64, 623,512 | 114, 261, 247. 50 178, 884, 759. 50 
! { 
PROFITS OF $278,023,367.68 IN OPERATING THE ROADS. 


The reports of these companies show the following figures relating to 
operation, disclosing a profit or net earnings of $278,023,357.63, equaling #15 
000,000 a year. 


Earnings table. 





Gross earn- 
} ings. 


| Operating ex 
penses. 


Road. Net carning 





$315, 303, 504. 66 | $169,916, 078. 90 


Union and Kansas Pacific _. $145, 387, 425. 76 


Central Pacific Railroad, | 

from 1863 to December 31, | 

Tal aasianihaciaaihateaneen titan its 274, 139,116.27 | 149, 199, 102. 40 124, 940, 013. 87 
Sioux City and Pacific Rail- | 

road, from July 30, 1869, to | | 

SNOUT are anim mnmnnenan i 9, 187, 359. 50 | 6, 423, 596. 82 2,763, 762. 68 
Central Branch Union Pacific) 12, 849, 463. 47 | 7,917, 308. 15 4, 932, 155. 22 

Ee | G11, 479,443.90 | 333, 456,086.27 | 278, 023, 357. 63 








OVER 25,000,000 FOR POOLS, REBATES, AND OVERCHARGES 

In addition to the gross earnings ‘given as above, the bond-aided compa 
nies received the following sums, which they subsequently pald out on a 
count of pools, subsidies, rebates, overcharges, etc.: 


Pools, rebates, and overcharges. 





Pools Rebates and 





me | vercharges Total. 
T Ia cific } 
ons conn mame ; $4, 005, 512.48 | $11, 577,001.62 | $15,581, 604. 10 
Sioux City and Pacific........../..........-. inelnee 401, 832. 0! 
TIT csertnenceteestntestlicco 2 reread cialis 9, 882, 790. ¢ 
I ais saccsntncncitnecmeteam denial | Ss  hciteiiminiiaie saci a eae ie a 25, 8 
| 


** Had the Pacific raiiroads been built and managed upon honest met! 
had the Government loan been properly applied, these companies, r t i 
as a whole, could have declared dividends atthe rate of 6 per cent per annum 
for eighteen years, from the date of actual completion to the present tim« 
upon all the moneys that they would have been required to pay in to com 

Ite and equip the roads. They would have owned 2,495 miles of road free 
toma all debt and worth #124,600,000, upon an original outlay of less than 
$35,490,381.44. Three of them, the Union Pacific, Central Pacitic, and Central 
Branch, could have repaid every cent of the principal and interest advanced 
by the Government to date, and could havereduced their charges to shippers 
to the extent of over $140,000,000, or nearly $8,000,000 per year. 

“Wor 31 the stockholders would have realized $1.07 in dividends in eight 
een years and $1.11 in land sales. The pro y would have been free from 
debt, and for every dollar that they had invested the stockholders would 
have had in property over ™; so that in eighteen years cach dollar would 
have yielded ¥6.18. 

‘But they chose dishonest methods. At the outset they divided $172,347,- 
115 of fictitious capital, they dissipated over #107,000.000 which should have 
been applied to the payment of the principal and interest of the Government 
debt, and they taxed shippers to the extent of over #/40,000.990, or nearly 
$3,000,000 a year, to pay for the inflation of the capital of these companies 


and for the vicious practices that crept into their management 
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Method actually pursued, 














ae reen one Centra) Branch. eqn oy and) Central Pacific. Total. 

ee... cuicikin isbleiininnndg bin hecb entities revue ncisund $2, 731, 347. 23 $2, 600, 000. 00 $40, 000, 000. 00 $95, 955, 347. 23 
PRINGIONL inal nin induigbtstnbebSninentacd dgrestnbiickbes sens tndete 4, 200, 000. 00 5, 047, 720, 00 124, 211, 680. 00 268, 032, 462. 00 
Fictitious capital put on the market..........-..-.--cceccceeccccccesccses 1, 468, 653. 00 2, 447, 729. 00 84, 211, 680. 00 172, 347, 115.00 
SE LERNER LEP LEE LLL EAI 4, 932, 155. 00 2, 763, 762.68 | 124,940, 013. 87 278, 023, 357. 63 
a 1, 000, 000. 00 239, 364. 60 | 7, 382, 581. 34 39, 479, 313. 71 
Amount credited by Government to November 1, 1887. ...........-.----- 316, 124. 12 131, 923. 62 8, 913, 416. 11 30, 959, 039. 61 
Net earnings and land sales in excess of the amounts credited by Gov- | 

aS i a RE nek 5, 616, 030. 88 2,871, 203.66 | 123, 359, 179. 10 286, 543, 631. 41 
Dividend of 6 per cent per annum for eighteen years on outlay to | 

have been required of stockholders..............-..------.---------++-- 18, 383, 207. 04 1, 245, 991. 33 762, 473. 52 17, 937, 940. 06 38, 329, 611. 95 
I GR ONI ia on.cink ect. nbn bide vekee te beinerecssasibtedesnde4 | pene 4, 370, 039. 55 2, 108, 730. 14 105, 421, 239. 04 248, 214, 019. 46 


I have treated these bond-aided roads as a whole, because if the policy of 
extending the time for the payment of their debts is adopted by Congress, 
they will all claim the same rights, and Congress can not with justice ap- 
ply one plan for settlement with the Union Pacific and another plan for the 

Jentral Pacific. We must either extend all their debts or call them all toa 
settlement. 

The Central Pacific, fearing justice will be done them for their many ras- 
calities, and that they will becalled uponto settle with creditors in the near 
future, have filed a lot of claims against the Government, which they dub 
“equities.” I propose to briefly look into these “equities” and see what 
merit they have. Here is the first one (page 91, Pattison report): 

1. The loss and interest thereon which the company sustained by being 
forced to sell the bonds received by it from the Government at a discount: 





I a ls tee taridlabeenle tbe oicadlaswin Sse essai tadiesds veil 
SD SNE dacahe on -poinndeuntecncsin honetiten Da ta id 12, 816, 132. 39 
19, 936, 205. 84 


Here they claim #19,936,205.94 for loss on the sale of the bonds which the 
Government loaned them. If they sold these bonds at a discount nobody 
is responsible for that act but themselves; the Government has paid inter- 
est upon them since they were issued, and at maturity will have to pay their 
full face value, and it makes no difference to the Government whether they 
were discounted $7,000,000 or 840,000,000. 

These men might as well put in aclaim for #40,000,000 as any other sum, 
because they used them for the payment to themselves for constructing the 
road, and the “contract and finance committee’ divided the surplus be- 
tween the big four. But the cheek of these bandits in claiming $12,816, 132.39 
for interest upon this discount is 2 to that of a Government mule. 

The second * equity” is worse still. 

“2. The amount which the Government saved in its transportation on the 
Central and Union Pacific line between the completion of the road in May, 
1869, and time when it 7 have been completed under the contract, ¢.¢., 
gay, 1, 1876, 847,763,178. This company’s proportion, say 46 per cent, 821,971,- 


Here they claim $47,763,178 for completing their roads seven years too soon, 
They had the use of the roads for seven years without any competing line. 
and charged what they pleased for transportation of freights and passen- 
are. and on many parts of their roads fare was as high as 10 cents per mile. 

ey received their bonds in payment for building the roads in 1869, and 
divided the ——— of these seven years which amounted to over $35,000,000, 
and yet they come here with a claim for 847,763,178 against the Government 
which is based upon the difference of transportation between the old ox team 
and their railroad. A set of men who wouldtrump up such a claim after re- 
ceiving such magnificent donations from the Government should not be per- 
mit to operate these roads a day longer than the time when the Govern- 
ment can seize them for its debt. 

These same men were so contemptible as to swear that their roads were 
completed in 1869, in order to draw their bonds, and they now set up this 
claim to beat the Government out of this large sum, as well as to avoid pay- 
ment of the 5 per cent net > y for this period of seven years. 

Here is another “equity,’’ which is absolutely false: 

“4, The amount of loss which the company has directly sustained by rea- 
son of the refusal of the Government to grant the company patents for its 
lands as rapidly as called for, say 8500,000.” 

They claim here $500,000 damages on account of the Government refusing 
to patent their lands. 

heir land holdings when the Pattison Commission reported were valued 
at $26,504,270, and they absolutely refused to patent an acre until it was sold 
and paid for, in order to avoid taxes on this immense property. 

The State of Nebraska laws to compel them to take out patents for 
their lands, and they resisted them in the courts and defea the law. 
There have been two bills introduced in this Congress upon this question, 
one by myself, to compel them to patent their land wit one year or for- 
feit it to the Government, and the other by Mr. MAGUIRE, to refuse any pat- 
ent until their debts are paid to the Government. Either of these bills will 
soon settle the ownership of these lands. 

I give one more specimen of these * equities:” 

6. Loss by diversion of business from Central and Union Pacific to other 
gets eee: Central Pacific's proportion of which, 46 per 
cent, is, say, $17, " 

Here they claim %37,000,000 for diversion of trade from the Union and Cen- 
tral Pacific. They set up a claim to all the territory between the Mexican 
border on the south and British Columbia on the north, and charge the 
United States $37,000,000 for permitting any other railroad to be constructed 
across the continent. 

Ican not use language strong enough to express my contempt for these 
men and their ‘equities.’ They have shown such a for all de- 
cency in getting 4p these fraudulent claims that Uncle Sam should demand 
an immediate divorce from them. Our answer to these “multimillionaire 
paupers "’ should be, ‘‘ Pay your debts or retire from business.” 

These great ea have interfered with our elections in ma‘ 
States for the 1 uarter of a century. In my State they wielded suc 
pe influence t no man dared denounce them or expose their vil- 
ainies if he expected to be elected to 

Our railroad commissioners are gen ly believed to take their orders 
from “ Fourth and Townsend streets,” and when the people a before 
them and demand relief from excessive rates of fares and freights they pop 





up like Macbeth witches and exclaim, ‘ Say, if thou’dstrather hear it from 
our mouths or from our master’s?” and then— 


“The weird sisters, hand in hand, 
Posters of the sea and land, 

Thus do go about, about; 

Thrice to thine, and thrice to mine, 
And thrice again, to make up nine 
Peace!—the charm’s wound up.” 


And you get your orders from the great octopus, 

Istand here in defense of the great State of California and her brave pio- 
neers, who have been robbed for a years by this corporation, and de- 
mand that it retire from business and loose the fetters which have held us 
in their for more than a generation. 

I know that the power of this great corporation, which has not inaptly 
been compared to that of the devil-fish, has extended its influence in almost 
every direction. I know that the clank of its golden fetters has been heard 
along the corridors of the Capitol, and upon this floor in times gone by. I 
know the mildew of its corrupting influence has ae over the desks of those 
who should havedefended the ple. 1 know thatits gilded finger of men- 
ace has been raised to stifle voices that should have been heard in defense of 
the people in all our great political conventions. 

But, as yet, I believe its ministering messengers of corruption have had 
no influence upon the members of this House. 

Although we may daily see its agents in the lobby and upon the floor of 
the House, and its officers appearing before our committees, yet I am pur- 
suaded that they have not swerved a single member of the House or the com- 
mittee from the duty they owe to the State. Solongas this is so, we are 
safe; but should the time come again when these cormorants shall invade 
the halls of legislation, as they have heretofore, then the time for revolu- 
tion has arrived and the days of government by law will be numbered, for 
the eo of this country to-day are not ina humor to be trified with longer 
upon this subject. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I suggest the following line of action 
by Comerers: Foreclosure of the Government lien; take the management 
out of the hands of these corrupt and dishonest men who have wrecked the 
Central Pacific; bring suit to restore to the Central Pacific the leases of the 
branch lines, including the Southern Pacific, that it held in 1885, when, 
through fraud, they were turned over to the Southern Pacific of Kentucky. 
Push these suits against all estates and individuals to whom any portion of 
said assets and ery can be traced, without fear, favor, or affection. 

The Central c, in the hands of the Government, with all the branch 
lines in California under its control, is a magnificent property, and in afew 
years will be able tocommand such a price on the market that the debt 
would be secured. The Government could then sell or lease theroad, should 
it find ownership embarrassing. 

Some of my friends from the South bitterly oppose Government owner- 
ship, claiming that it would inject a corrupting influence into the adminis- 
tration of the state. But their fears are groundless, for to-day the Govern- 
ment has control of 152 railroads, and is managing them through its courts 
without corrupting the administration. 

Now, Mr. airman, in conclusion I will group the incomes from all 
sources of these bandits, so as to show their rascalities at a glance: 


i cp clbih a sieb canes maebS wide édbe dmed mika $251, 881, 057 
ints bkund kpeibe owes <anase6 onde desecteneerese 338, 023, 357 
lt ina i etibEb dcdnedéennnbboscdébachunehetheed 247, 939, 220 
i edbdhien cmphcisenathas«candnsecsateccotactesesee cadend 25, 886, 235 
Leases: 
ae ok aah eee hdbibevecnucguadacdednedcesteticapens 38, 800, 000 
RE em § Fe | 
I lees ale, ess sucebetonewbeccorandiione 932, 422, 244 


And yet these paupers come before Congress and ask an extension of time 
for fifty years to continue their rascalities, and expect us to leave the man- 
agement of these great od highways of commerce in their hands for 


another half a century. ill youdo it? This question must be answered 
by your action. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 


Mr. SAYERS. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN]. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. ea the question presented is a very 
simple one. Shall we do the Government work as we do our 
own? The Southern Pacific Company sprung into existence 
under circumstances which tend to show that it was organized 
for the purpose of defrauding the Government. It never built 
a foot of road, but acquired by lease the Central Pacific and 
Southern Pacific Railroads on terms which suggest bad faith, 
and the effect of its conduct has been to cheat the United States. 
If, as is believed by those who are in a position to know, it was 
organized for a fraudulent purpose, those who incorporated it 
can not be innocent parties unless there issuch a thing asa bona 
fide swindler. 











1894, 


But let us suppose, for the sake of the argument, that it was 
organized for an honest purpose, and that some of its stock- 
holders are innocent of any wrongdoing, shall we allow them 
to shield the guilty parties? The Central Pacific will be in de- 
fault next year in the sum of nearly $80,000,000. We know that 
it is insolvent and does not intend to pay. Wealso know that 
the road was wrecked by Messrs. Stanford, Hopkins, Hunting- 
ton, and Crocker, and many millions of money fraudulently 
diverted from the road to their private use. The Government is 
trying to recover this enormous sum of money from them or 
their estates. It is also known that these four men or their es- 
tates own a large part of the stock of thisSouthern Pacific Com- 


any. 
. Mr. MAGUIRE. All. 

Mr. BRYAN. Itis saidall. There can be no doubt that at 
least a large part of the stock of the Southern Pacific Company 
isowned by them. Shall we pay this sum of $1,800,000 to the 
Southern Pacific Company and let more than half, if not all of 
it, go to the same parties who will next year default to the amount 
of nearly $80,000,000 to the United States? What individual 
would deal that way with a debtor if he could avoid it? 

If we make this appropriation the money is gone and we can 
not get it back; but if we refuse to make the appropriation we 
will yet have achance to adjust the equities. o innocent party 
will suffer. Wecan find out how much would go to the Gov- 
ernment debtors, and secure that, giving to innocent stock- 
holders the share due them. If we make the appropriation the 
Government will lose all, and but little will go to innocent stock- 
holders, if such there be. I[f we withhold the money we can 
save all but that due to innocent holders. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. SAYERS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. BLACK]. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I think the contention 
in favor of this amendment is made to turn upon the fact thata 
judgment has been obtained in favor of the Southern Pacific 
Company and against the Government, a judgment in a court of 
law. That I understand to be the ground occupied by my friend 
from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] in favor of this amendment. 

Well, a court of equity will relieve against the rigorous action 
of a common law judgment. This is acommon law judgment. 
I take it that the Government, the Congress of the United States, 
which is dealing with trust funds—for all the moneys in the 
Treasury are substantially trust funds—will exercise, when it 
comes to voting away the public moneys, as broad an equity at 
least as would be exercised by a chancellor. 

I do not see, for instance, why one of the nine justices of the 
Supreme Court of the United States should be authorized to 
granta writ of injunction restraining the collection of a part of 
a judgment at law, while at the same time the Congress of the 
United States, representing the people, whose court this is, and 
representing the Public Treasury, can not upon an equitable 
showing interpose an equitable injunction by setting off an 
equitable defense. It comes then, in my mind, to this question, 
whether any part of this judgment ought to be restrained. 

It is traversing ground again which has been pretty well trod- 
den to speak of the organization of these companies. The gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. CANNON] has told the local story 
very well; and Iunderstand it to be the story which mostnearly 
affects the real merits of the case. The people of California 
know all of the changes back and forward which have taken 
place in and among these railroad companies, which run from 
Ogden to San Francisco and from San Diego back to New Or- 
leans, having their lateral lines leased, and covering the whole 
country, until now, first under one name and thenunder another, 
all the land for twenty years has been made to pay tribute toone 
company or corporation under different names, but really hav- 
—— same common treasury. 

ow then, the Southern Pacific Company was organized in 
Kentucky in 1885. It consolidated with it or leased in 1885 the 
Southern Pacific Railroad Company and four other railroad com- 
panies. They were all Government aided roads, either by land 
grants or by Government bonds, and the Southern Pacific Com- 
ee it was, took possession of the five proprietary 
ines. Italso leased shortly thereafter the Central Pacific Rail- 
road as well as other lines. 

Atthe time that the lease of the Central Pacific road was 
made it was indebted to the Government in a very great sum for 
interest due on bonds guaranteed by the Government, and ow- 
ing to the failure of the railroad company to pay the interest 
from year to year that indebtedness has continued to increase 
until the present time, and now amounts, as shown by the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, to $32,811,803,24. To meet this 
it has accumulated a total sinking fund of $5,574,823.94. 
The lease made by the Southern Pacific of the Central Pacific 
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bonds of the Central Vacific Road were extended for ten years, 
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roads provided that the Southern Pacific should take possession 
of the Central Pacific property and all of its assets; that it should 
have entirecharge of the Central Pacific, and thatafter operating 
the road it should pay back to the Centra! Pacific all the net 
surplus income earned the Central Pacific above annual charges 
of every sort and betterments. It guaranteed this net surplus 
income should be not less than $1,360,000 yearly. 

Subsequent arrangements were made by which the land-grant 


from October 1, 1890, to October 1, 1900, and were guaranteed by 
the Southern Pacific Company. It will thus be seen that the 
Southern Pacific Company had become in equity the owner 
charged with certain payments of everything but the mere fran- 
chise of being of the Central Pacific Road. It received,in uther 
words, all the assets of the leased line of every description, and 
itis a familiar principle of law that where an entire assignmentof 
such property is made to another corporation than the one incor- 
eexcong by the State the corporation to which the assignments 

ave been made becomes liable for the debts of the corporation 
absorbed. In other words, equity will not permita transaction 
by which the total assets of a debtor corporation can be taken 
charge of by another corporation, thereby stripping the original 
creditors of all their rights. 

Now, then, this indebtedness of the Central Pacific to the Gov- 
ernment has not yet matured and will not mature until some 
months later. But in the meantime that indebtedness has con- 
stantly increased. The Central Pacific is substantially stripped 
of its existence. Itis under the management of the Southern 
Pacific Company; and the Southern Pacific Company has so 
managed its lines, which are paralleland competing, as to greatl 
decrease the earnings of the Central Pacific, and thus diminish 
the chances of the Government to make good its claim. 

The judgment in question and by which the amendment under 
discussion was framed is a judgment for services for the trans- 
portation of troops and the carrying of the mail, I think, from 
April, 1885, to 1889, and the suit was begun thereafter, probably 
in 1889. Itseems to:me under these circumstances, when it fur- 
ther appears as inevitable that the Central Pacific Railroad will 
absolutely fail to pay anything that is now due the Government, 
that its lessee and virtual owner should submit to allow the 
claim that it has reduced to judgment to be offset by the very 
greatly larger and older claims of the Government. Therefore 
I shall vote to strike out the amendment proposed by the Sen- 


ate. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield nine minutes tothe gentleman from 
California. 

{[Mr. MAGUIRE withholds hisremarksfor revision. See Ap- 
pendix. ]} 


Mr. MAGUIRE. Task consent to extend my remarks. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will ask that such permission be given toall 
gentlemen who have spoken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COOMBS). 
tlemen who will speak? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
leave will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire (Mr. BLAIR}. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Speaker, the question presented here is 
as to the propriety of appropriating for the payment of this 
judgment in favor of the Southern Pacific corporation as it now 
stands. 

The evidence before the hostile commission, which has been 
continually cited against these roads, was to the effect that 
there were about forty separate corporations and great expense 
and confusion in their operation; and this Kentucky organiza- 
tion was created for the express purpose of leasing them, and 
managing them, as owner, or trustee, or lessee, ina more econom- 
ical manner, and not in any way—and I call your particular at- 
tention to this—not in any way to the disadvantage of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States or to the impairment of its se- 
curities upon the Central Pacific Railroad system. 

That same commission finds—and I would like the attention 
of the gentleman from California {Mr. MAGUIRE] to this fact, as 
he is familiar with the findings, which he so studiously ignores, 
of that commission, and yet which he cites with evident relish 
when he can against the roads—on page 115 of this hostile re- 
port they say: 

The fact that both the Southern Pacific and the Central Pacific Railroads 
are under one control jeopardizes the business of the bond-aided road and 
places it in the wer of the Southern Pacific Company, if at any time it 
should cease to have an important interest in the Central Pacific Railroad, 

to divert a very large portion of its traffic. 


And to all gen- 


If there is no objection, that 
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It gives that power if they choose to exercise it and claim to 
have no interest in the Central Pacific. But they go on to say: 


A considerable portion of the through transcontinental traffic has in fact 
assed over the Southern route during the pastthree years. Thisdiversion 
f the nat ural consequence of the establishment of this route and of its su- 
rior advantages and more rapid and regular carriage and delivery of 
‘eht. The interest of the promoters and directors of een has 
led ‘hem to compete for this business, and they have succeeded in secur- 
ing the greater part of the through transcontinental business. No evidence 
bas been presented to the commission which establishes that the object of 
such diversion was to decrease the percentage of net earnings due to the 
United States. 
And again they say earlier on the same page: 


In the judgment of the commission the controlling motive which has led 
to this alteration in the transit of freight has been the question of conven- 
jence and public advantage. It has not arisen from an intention to reduce 
the net earnings applicable to the percentage due to the United States. In 
the report of the Postmaster-General it is stated that the same diversion is 
practiced by his Department and that he selects the best and quickest 
routes becwuse he thereby promotes public convenience. 


How, then, if the Government itself discriminates against its 
debtor, can it be expected to pay from its earnings, and how 
are other roads to blame if they act from the same motive that 
actuates the Government itself; or must the country go without 
ne eg in order that everything may be forced over the origi- 
na ne; 

Five other competing roads have been builtacross tbe United 
States which have taken away necessarily the earnings of this 
road; and the Southern Pacific was built on purpose, asali know 
by the Central Pacific managers in the interest of the Central 
Pacific Road and to prevent the construction of the Tem Scott 
road from Easton, Tex., to San Diego, which would have been a 
competing line absolutely destructive ofthe interest of the Gov- 
ernment in the whole Central and Union Pacific system. 

Mr. DENSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question just at this point? 

Mr. BLAIR. Lhave but avery few moments.and can not yield 
to the gentleman. 

i say that the construction of these several competing lines 
undoubtedly diminished the carriage and the earning power of 
the Central Pacific. The Government has allowed the establish- 
ment of five other great American lines, all in competition with 
the Central Pacific road, in the interest of the ple at large; 
and to-day we are supporting the Canadian P ec road, which 
like a eoente syphon taps and drains the great Western coun- 
try and affords still another and all-important transcontinen- 
tal line for shipments from the whole Pacific coast, and in fact, 
from the vast.orient, through Canada tothe Atlantic, and consti- 
tuting in the interest of shippers a most destructive competi- 
tion to all the great central lines of American transportation. 

Mr.DENSON. If thegentlemanwill itme, l understand 
the Southern Pacific road is insolvent—not all now or 
pectively if we pay it our debts, but I suppose the gentleman 
means to say the Central Pacific. 

Mr. BLAIR. This road is insolvent precisely in the same 
sense that you might say the United States is insolvent, because 
it would be unable, if called upon, to pay the entire national 
debt in money at once. It must have time when its debt be- 
comes due. It is not yet due, and the company is in no default. 

Mr. DENSON. I understand the road is insolvent, and it isa 
fact that a judgment has been rendered in its favor against the 
United States—— 

Mr. BLAIR. It is not insolvent; I @ that. Besides, there 
are sixteen millions of sinking fund other accumulations 
which will pay its installments of coming indebtedness for sev- 
eral years. 

Mr. DENSON. Let me a my sentence. A judgment 
has been rendered against the United States and in favor of the 
road. Now, is there not ground for equity in the claim that we 
should withhold the payment of that judgment, and file a bill of 
injunction on the ground that this is an insolvent debtor, against 
which the United States has an equitable claim which is more 
than an offset? 

Mr. BLAIR. The judgment for $1,800,000 is in favor of the 
Southern Pacific Company. The same plea has been set up dur- 
ing the course of this debate and heretofore most persistently 
and against the fact, for the purpose of defes the just claim 
of another and distinctcorporation against the ment. It 
is insisted that these two rations are identical, when it is 
proved over and over again t they are not. 

That is not in any sense of the word true. They are separate 
in every detail. yare — in law, and separate, largely, 
in the stockholders composing them, and the bondholders of 
both live all over the world. In law and equity we have before 
us the fact that there is a judgment here in favor of the South- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company the Government of the 


against 
United States. It is sought to defeat that — in one di-- 


rection byinterposingaclaiminanother. Paulis robbing Peter 
in order to get what Barnabas will owe him in a few years from 
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now, provided it is not paid. The Southern Pacific Road, ;; 
must be remembered, was built with its own bonds, sold in tha 
markets of the world; and the stock of the Southern Pacis, 
Railroad, or a large part of it, was disposed of in the same wa, 

Not adollar of the money of the United States went into +); 
construction of the Southern Pacific road or roads. They we, 
built-exclusively without Government aid, except a land pyran; 
of small value in California. 

The finding of this same hostile commission, to which rofe, 
ence has already been made, takes up the objections tht h; 
been made here in this discussion and disproves them. 

As I undertook to reply to the gentleman from Kansas |) 
Hupbson] when I was cut off before completing the answer in po. 
“eel to the wealth of the individuals—public benefactors t) 

ave been, sir, and will be so recognized when they have beo) 
dead long enough for the bitternessof contemporaneous strife ip 

S away and the common faults of our disjointed times to be 
orgotten—who have been subjected to great prejudice becca: 
of the accumulation of wealth from these roads, let me adi tha) 
they were at the termination of the construction of the Centy,| 
Pacific road absolutely poverty-stricken, and the stock, which 
was substantially all they had left, was itself of little value at {), 
time and wholly unmarketable. Four years afterwards, hovw- 
ever, it began paying dividends,and was then put on the market, 
and they made the money; hencecame the gigantic fortunes and 
accumulations which have been so much commented upon dur. 
the course of this discussion. 
nfactI will say further, in reply to the gentleman from Kans, 
— Hupson}, | donot believe that any of these gentlemen er 
ad the colossal fortunes which they are popularly supposed to 
have possessed. While he was in the Senate I often heard Se»- 
ator Stanford’s wealth estimated at from $150,000,000 to 820 ),- 
000,000—yet his estate is less than twenty millions, as I remem- 
ber the inventory; that of Mr. Crocker is about the same sum, 
while that of Mark ae was, I think, not over $30,000,000. 
Mr. Huntington is s alive, but I guess if our California 
friends have their way of him he will wish that he had died the 
first of any ofthem. But this great nation will be just in the 
end. Let that either comfort.or terrify us all. 
Here the hammer fell.} 
r.GEAR. I shall hardly take the time allotted to me by 
the kindness of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.CaNnNnon]. It 
seems to me that this claim involves asimple question of busi- 
ness. The Southern Pacific has rendered the service claimed 
for it. It has not been paid. It went into the Court af Claims, 
the Government contesting the claim, and the Court of Claims 
ave a judgment. That judgment was appealed from by tho 
eet to the highest court of arbitrament in the United 
States, the Supreme Court. They in turn have affirmed the 
judgment. That judgment, as I understand, is bearing 4 per 
cent interest, and it is honestly due. Wherefore, then, should 
we not pay it? 

I do not understand the arguments of the gentlemen on th: 
other side of this question. I can pecmeee, understand the avr- 
ere of the gentleman from California {[Mr. MAGUIRE], who, 

understand, is to be the nominee of the Democratic party in 
that State, who is making a speech here adverse to this honesi, 
just debt, and making thatspeech forcampaign purposes. That 

the view he takes, it seems to me. 

Gentlemen on the other side allude to the fact that the Filty- 
first Congress paid some French spoliation claims. Does any- 
body doubt the justice of the French spoliation claims? The 
Government received the money nearly a hundred years ago, 
in the settlement of the purchase of part of this country. Tho 
claims were justly audited. That class of claims frequently 
meet with defeat at the hands of Congress. No doubt Congress 
has the power to deny the payment of thisclaim. But it is a 
power that no honest individual would apply to his everyday, 
ordinary transactions of business. 5 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I shall vote for the payment of this 
claim, believing that when the courts of my country have de- 
cided a case, after the Government has had its day in court, that 
there is nothing else to do except to pay the debt found to be 
due. Ishall vote for the honest payment of the Government's 
debt. particularly when there is the supplemental fact that from 
the date of that judgment, as rendered, the Government itsel/ 
has recognized the validity of the judgment by paying quarter!) 
the amount accrued for carrying the mails, the transportation 
of munitions, suppliocs, etc. 

A good deal has been said about the ownership of this road, 
that three or four men who controlled and built the Centval Pa- 
cific Railroad, which was built under the stress of a great polit- 
ical necessity, using the word in its broad sense, have an inier- 
est in this enterprise. It may be true that they have. I do not 
know whether they have or not; but I do know that it is in evi- 
dence that there are thousands and multiplied thousands of pee 
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ple in this country who equally have an interest, who paid over 
their hard-earned money in the construction of this road, to 
whom the payment of this debt is but a simple act of justice, 
which should not be denied. 

{ yield back to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] the 
remainder of my time. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
[ remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
maining on each side. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I crave the attention 
of the House for the short time that I shall address it upon this 
subject. I understand the gentleman from Texas (Mr. SAYERS| 
is io close debate. Gentlemen who have not familiarized them- 
selves with the facts in this case are very apt to become con- 
fused; whereas a careful, candid statement of the facts enables 
us to get the exact condition. If this amendment of the Sen- 
ate is adopted it ought tobe because itisright. If it is rejected 
it ought to be because it is right toreject it. I have no further 
interest in it one way or the other, except to see the right done. 
Knowing as I do the candid mind of the gentleman from Texas 


Mr. Speaker, how much time have 


There are twenty minutes re- 


{[Mr. Savers], I crave his attention while I refer to the facts in | 


this case; and if | state anything that is not the truth, and he 
knows what the facts are, I will take it as a favor if he willstop 
me right at the point that I misstate. 

The Central Pacific Railroad was constructed across the con- 
tinent when it was doubtful whether any road could be built. It 
was built across the desertand over and through the mountains. 
Land and bonds were granted to aid in the construction. The 
acts of Congress under which this Central Pacific Railroad was 
constructed are two, passed in 1862 and in 1864, and then, under 
the power of amendment, we passed the Thurman acti in 1878. 

By these acts this is the condition that all the earnings for 
the carrying of troops and mails on the Central Pacific Railroad 
for the Government go, one-half to pay the interest on those 
bonds that we loaned them, and the other half into the sinking 
fund. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Will my colleague allow me? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would rather not. I am now stat- 
ing the facts. I say that constitutes the contract, and every dol- 
lar of such earnings upon the Central Pacific Railroad goes for 
that purpose. Under the Thurman act we provided further that 
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| verify from the report before me. 


| 
| 


| bonds, at 6 per cent interest, owned all over the world. 


| down to Los Angeles, ete. 





25 per cent of the net earnings of the Central Pacific Railroad | 


should go into a sinking fund to liquidate these bonds. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Will my colleague allow me to ask 
him how much has been accumulated or paid under that pro- 
vision by the Central Pacific road? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Every dollar that the law pro- 
vides. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. [donotrecollect the exact amount. 

Mr. BLAIR. Over $16,000,000. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. From sixteen to twenty million 
dollars. Every dollar provided to be paid under these three 
acts of Congress, including the Thurman act, has been paid by 
the Central Pacific Railroad. It never has been in default for 
aminute. It is about 900 miles long, built through the desert 
and over the mountains, and through the mountains very often, 
perhaps with the highest grades of any railroad on earth. Now, 
after this road was completed population increased in Califor- 
nia, Arizona, and New Mexico. 
So did New Mexico, Arizona, and Texas. 


How much? 


California wanted more roads. | 


The Southern Pacific Railroad of California was incorporated | ' 5 
| services done the Government on the nonaided portion of the 


entirely distinct from the Central Pacific Railroad in California, 
issued its stock, and sold its bonds. I will tell the amount di- 
rectly. 

Mr. SAYERS. Which built what railroad? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 


The Southern Pacific of Califor- | 


nia. There was the Southern Pacific of California, of Arizona, | 


of New Mexico, and the Texas and Pacific, and the Louisiana 
road. They sold the bonds and issued the stock. 


They sold the | 


bonds all over the world to build the Southern Pacific Railroad | 


of Califorhia. When they got to Arizona that was another en- 
terprise, another extension of the same road, with a community 
of interests; but incorporated under that law. 

There were the Southern Pacific of Arizona and the Southern 
Pacific of New Mexico, and the Texas Pacific; I think that was 
the name of the Pacific road, each road in the respective States 


or Territories issuing their stock and selling their bonds, which | 
| defeated it. 


are unpaid to-day, with which they meant to construct these 
roads. AndI assert here and now, and the record shows that 
not one dollar or one cent of the earnings or property of the 


Central Pacific Railroad ever went into the construction of those | 


roads. 
Why, gentlemen, here is the official report, the Interstate 
erce Report of 1891, in which this matter is setout. And 
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I took the pains to make a table, which any gentleman can 
Whatdoes it show? South- 
ern Pacific of California has $65,000,000 of stock, $47,000,000 of 
The 
proceeds was to and did construct that road from San Francisco 
Ihe Southern Pacific of Arizona has 
$19,000,000 of stock and $9,000,000 of bonds, built with the pro- 
ceeds of those bonds. The Southern Pacific of New Mexico, 
$7,000,000 of stock in round numbers and over $4,000,000 in 
bonds. These three companies, with stock of $92,0v0,000 and 
bonds of $60,000,000, at 5 and 6 per cent inter owned every- 
where throughout the world; and thus they were constructed. 

Now then, after the Thurman act of 1878, which provided that 
25 per cent of the net earnings and all transportation of the Gov- 
ernment on the Central Pacific Railroads should be retained, 
that time the Central Pacific was the lessee of the Southern P 


est, 


| cific Railroad, and the question was raised by the Government 


whether the earnings of the nonaided lines of the Southern Pa- 
cific and of the Arizona Pacific should be retained by the Gov- 
ernment; and that question wassubmitted to the Supreme Court, 
and I have the opinion here at large, where the court fully de- 
termines, and upon all the questions raised, that under the 
Thurman act, and the Pacific Railroad acts, that the earnings 
upon the Southern Pacific and those other Pacific Railroads 
were separate from the Central Pacific, etc., the Government had 
no right to retain one cent ofthe earnings of the nonbond-aided 
roads, and in that case the Government rendered judgment in 
favor of the Central Pacific Railroad upon its other lines which 
had reached to a large amount of money—two or three millions 
of dollars. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Which shows an identity of two roads. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is unpaid to-day, and it is 
not proposed to be paid now. In 1685 or 1886 the Southern 
Pacific Company—not railroad company, but company—or 

anized in the State of Kentucky, acquired the Southern 
Pacific Railroad of Arizona, and acquired its right and lines, 
and the Southern Pacific of California, and of New Mexico, and 
of Texas, and of Louisiana, and owns them to-day by lease or 
by purchase, but taking them with every dollar of indebtedness, 
with every dollar of steck—$92,000,000 of stock of these roads 
and $60,000,000 of bonds; and that Southern Pacific Company 
to-day is constructing a work below New Orleans, building a 
bridge over the Mississippi, the like of which, everything con- 
sidered, never was done upon the face of the earth. 

The Southern Pacific Company to-day, with all its interests, 
pays promptly from day to day and week to week a hundred 
thougand men who work for it and operate it. They touch the 
business interests and they touch the interest of all the Southern 
country, the North, the East, and the West. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
tion? 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. 

Mr. BOATNER. The question [ desire toask the gentleman 
is this. Would the Government under the law be entitled to 
withhold on the ground that it has a claim against the Southern 
Pacitic if the Southern had not leased the Central Pacific and 
the Central Pacific had rendered the services for which these 
charges are now made? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. On the leased lines? 

Mr. BOATNER. On the nonaided portion of the line. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is just what the Supreme 
Court decided—on the nonaided portion of the line, the Su- 
preme Court rendered a judgment for the Central Pacifie for 


que > 


Just as quick as you can. 


line. 

Mr. BOATNER. The point which I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman to is this: That we are nowdisputing and 
refusing to pay an award to the Southern Pacific Company upon 
the ground that we can reserve it as an offset against the Cen- 
tral Pacific. If the Central Pacific itself had rendered the ser\ 
ice, on what ground would we be entitled to withhold it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly, we would not be 
titled to it then, and that is the exact question which the S 
yreme Court adjudicates in the case I cited. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Why, then, do not you advocate 
ment of the judgment in favor of the Central Pacific? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I did advocate it in the Fifty-first 
Congress, and it was such reckless statements as come now from 
the gentleman from California, made at a night session, that 
The Senate has always put it in without dissent. 
We owe it; and whatever gentlemen may think as to the tech- 
nical judgment in favor of the Central Pacific, I do not discuss 
that question now. 

Here are services performed by the Southern Pacific Company 
upon these nonbond-aided lines since they have leased them, 
the Government furnishing them its mails and freights and aco 
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cepting the services, and it does not lie in the mouth of the Gov- 
ernment, it does not lie in the mouth of honesty, it does not lie 
in the mouth of age having accepted those services from 
this common carrier which could be compelled to do the work, 
to turn around and say: ‘‘ We will not pay you.” And, Mr. 
Speaker, my position is fortified by the fact that Congress, this 
year, last year, the year before; all the years under Harrison 
and two years under Cleveland, has paid this identical Southern 
Pacific Company, year by year, for carrying its mails and its 
a We are doing it now by appropriations in the army 
bill. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. There is no specific appropriation for 
that,and Congress makes no appropriation whatever for that 
ee Ifthe payment is made it is done by the Executive 
artments. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But the estimates cover it exactly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Theestimates donot do anything of the 
kind. It is not mentioned in the estimates anywhere. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But the Department includes it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Neither does Congress make any 
specific appropriation to pay the Pennsylvania Railroad, or any 
other railroad, but when those roads do transportation for the 
Government the Government pays for theservices like any other 
customer, and it has paid this road for three years under Cleve- 
land and for four years under Harrison, and is paying to-day 
in an appropriation recommended by the gentleman from Ohio 
himsell, He knew all these facts, yet he did not put in a limita- 
tion upon that appropriation. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There is a limitation and a strict one, 
not saying that the money shall not be paid to this company, 
but providing that it shall not be paid as much as other roads. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, you are paying this road ac- 
cording to law, just as you pay all other land grantroads. You 
are doing it now month by month and quarter by quarter. A 
few years ago, before this question was settled by the courts, 
we did not pay, and you drove the Southern Pacific, with its 
ninety millions of stock and its sixty millions of bonds on its 
leased lines, into the courts, and the company got a judgment 
against you which carries interest at 4 per cent. The gentle- 
man from Ohio having swallowed that camel, now gags at this 
item. It is not consistent, Mr. Speaker. 

Now, having presented this case, you have the power to re- 
pudiate, but it is a judgment of the courts such as we mye I 
might say unive ly with this exception, pay. We are paying 
for like services to-day, and I for one will not stand here to 
combat a claim that is just under the law, a claim for services 
the like of which we are paying for now. I will not stand here 
to fight such a claim, to play the demagogue, and talk about 
Huntington asa ‘‘thief,” and about Stanford as a ‘‘ thief,” and 
about tearing down the Stanford University in California, and 
all that kind of stuff. All thathas nothing to do with this ques- 
tion. 

C, P. Huntington, if he has any rights; the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company, if it has any rights; the Southern Pacific 
Company, if it has any rights or wrongs—each of them is enti- 
tled to vindication or redress, and they all must bow, not to this 





not a court—but to the court of last resort, the Supreme Court 
of the United States; and I would defend Huntington, I would 
defend the heirs of Stanford, or any other party that was rich, 
just as quickly as I would defend the poorest man in the land, 
and I would defend the poorest man in the land just as soon as 
I would the rich. All are, or should be, equal before the law. 
Thank God, justice, like the vue of the Almighty, reaches 
down and puts its arm about all the people, whether great or 
small, rich or poor, individual or corporate. [Applause.] 

I again, in conclusion, ask my friend from Texas[Mr.SAYERS], 
who is a fair-minded and candid man, what authority is there 
inlaw, in right, for withholding paymentof thisjudgment? Here 
are the facts set forth by the interstate Commerce report. 
People all over the earth own the bonds of this Southern Pacific 
Railroac Company, which is owned by the Central Pacific Com- 
pany. If I talked two hours I could not say anything in addi- 
tion. If this debt was due from the Central Pacific Company no 
court in the universe, and no just man anywhere, would make 
the bondholders who furnished the money to build the Southern 
Pacific road in California, in Arizona, in New Mexico, in Texas, 
stand aside until their claims were paid. 

Now, I hope my friend from Texas will address himself to 
that matter. I hope he will explain why it is that we are pay- 
ing for similar services upon these roads to-day. I thank the 
House for its attention. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Before the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] takes his seat, I would like to ask him this question: 
Upon what did this Southern Pacific Company ever issue a bond? 
It awns no road. 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, that is but a play upon words, 
The Southern Pacific Company is the purchaser and lessee of 
the Southern Pacific Railroad of California. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Not the purchaser. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, a lease is a qualified pur. 
chase. Greatheavens! Is aman incapacitated, because he lives 
ee from understanding the English language. | Laugh- 

Pr, 

Mr. MAGUIRE. He may be incapacitated from understand- 
ing it as some Illinoisans speak it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not yield. Mr. Speaker, q 
lease is a qualified purchase. The Southern Pacific Company is 
the owner, as lessee, of these Pacific railways in California and 
these other States. It took the property subject to the lien of 
those bonds, amounting to $60,000,000, which are held all over 
the world, not only by on eee alone, but by widows, orphans, 
and other persons of small means. That is all I have to say. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to enter a motion that 
the House further insist upon its disagreement to the Senate 
amendments numbered 127 and 128. 

In order that the House may act understandingly, I wish to call 
attention to this bill, and especially those portions which have 
reference to the Pacific railroads. If gentlemen will turn to 
this general deficiency bill now before us, they will find not less 
than twenty items of appropriation from which the Pacilic rail- 
roads are excepted. 

In other words, accounts have been transmitted to Congress 
from the Treasury Department for payment, embracing a large 
number of items in each account; and it will be found that the 
House and the Senate have agreed to insert in cach of these gen- 
eral items the phrase “‘ exclusive of Pacific railroads.” So thatif 
the House should recede from the Senate amendment, it wil! be 
put in the embarrassing situation of paying tothe Pacific rail- 
roads the judgment under consideration and at the same time 
eee eet to the Pacific roads for other matters equally 
valid and honest. 

Again, if gentlemen will examine the general deficiency bills 
of the Fifty-first Congress and the Fifty-second Congress, they 
will find that both those Congresses in making appropriations 
— the same language that is used in the present deficiency 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me a 
moment on that point, for I know the gentleman is fair? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman is now speaking of 
deficiencies. But he will allow me to remind him that the prin- 
cipal sums paid to these roads in all these years have been paid 
from the ont ewe navy appropriations. And it is the commit- 
tee over which the gentleman presides that makes the excep- 
tion in this case. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask the House to con- 
sider the language of this amendment, which is not to pay any 

rticular Pacific Railroad, but to make payment to the Southern 

acific Company. It becomes important, then, to know what is 








| the Southern Pacific Company. Who constitute the Southern 
| Pacific Company? Gentlemen throw themselves behind the 
court of which my colleague [Mr. BLACK] speaks—this House is ; 


legal breastwork that the law will not hold the stockholders o! 
one company responsible for the debts of another company, even 
though the persons be the same in both companies and operat- 
ing on the same line and for the same purposes. Let us see 
how the matter stands. 

Are we to be guided exclusively by the technical rules of the 
law, or are we the lawmaking power in connection with the 
Senate of the United States and the President. If we are lim- 
ited by the narrow terms of the law, all that this House can do 
in such matters as this is simply to make appropriations to pay 
the judgments of the different courts. Now, sir, I hold in my 
hand the testimony of a very accomplished lawyer, formerly a 
member of this House, and more recently a representative of 
the — Pacific Company, before the Committee on Appro- 

riations. 
. I refer to Judge Payson. What does he say in reference to 
this company? He says that the Southern Pacific Company, 
which never built one ine of railroad, which I am told never is- 
sued bonds to the extent of one dollar, is now the lessee practi- 
cally of the entire transportation system of California, Arizona, 
New Mexico, and the southern part of Texas. Here is this com- 
ny holding in itsgrasp the transportation facilities of throe or 
our Statesand Territories. Who constitute thiscompany? Let 
me read the testimony of the same witness in answer to a ques- 
tion to him by myself: 


‘The CHAIRMAN. What relations did the owners of the stock of the South- 
ern Pacific Company bear to the Central Pacific Company; were they not 
the same ies? 

J AYSON. They were the same parties. The Central Pacific Rail- 
road was principally constructed, this is a matter of public history of the 
country, by four men, Huntington, Crocker, Hopkins, and Stanford, and 
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the stockholders of the Central Pacitic system were the principal stockhold- 
ers of the Southern Pacific Company. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Allow me to ask what relation Judge Payson | 
pore to these companies? 

Mr. SAYERS. He was their attorney, and came before the | 
Committee on Appropriations to secure this appropriation. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. 
a member of this House. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Letme remind the gentleman from | 
Texas that the four men who have been referred to, though they | 
were large stockholders in these companies, were not the only | 
persons constituting those corporations. 

Mr. SAYERS. I decline, Mr. Speaker, to be interrupted fur- | 


But when he so appeared he was not | 


ther. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas de- | 
clines further interruption. 

Mr. SAYERS. Here we have the four principal owners not 
only of the Southern Pacific Railroad, but also of the Central | 
Pacific road, and of all those other lines, a company which was 
created by the Legislature of Kentucky, not for the purpose of 
the construction of a road, but for the purpose of Oe roads. 
In other words, it is a ‘“‘blanket” corporation. Now, it is ad- 
mitted—there is no question about it—that the Central Pacific | 

tailroad is in astateof bankruptcy. Itisfurtheradmitted that | 
it has been so conducted for the past ten years that the roadbed | 
is almost worthless; in fact, it is in such a condition that if put | 
on the market its roadbed and rolling stock would not sell for | 
enough to pay the first-mortgage bonds. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the gentleman will permit me, he is very | 
much mistaken as to the condition of the road. It is in excel- 
lent condition. 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir; not from the testimony. 

Mr. Speaker, it is in common repute that the Attorney-Gen- 
eral of the United States, in order to fix the liability of one of 
these gentlemen, has already filed in the State of California, in | 
one of the probate courtsof that State, a claim against the estate 
of the late Mr. Stanford. I have no doubt these gentlemen who 
are standing on the narrow technicality of the law, if they were | 
representing that estate, would say as they do to us to-day, 
“Why, you can not enforce this obligation against this estate; 
it is his private property, and the Government of the United | 
States has no right to hold any person individually responsible 
for the debts of the Central Pacific Railroad.” 

But the Attorney-General will endeavor to maintain the claim 
of the United States against Mr. Stanford’s property and estab- 
lish its liability, in part, for this enormous debt to the Govern- | 
ment. 

Mr. DUNN. Is it not on the ground that the wealth of Stan- 
ford, and others of that syndicate, was practically stolen from 
the Pacific roads to weaken the obligations of the roads to the | 
Government of the United States? 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, I would not say that. 

But, Mr. Speaker, we are told by the Secretary of the Treas- | 
ury that in the next few years the Government will be called | 
on to pay the sum of $2,362,000 as the principal of a part of the 
maturing bonds. We find also that the judicial branch of the | 
Government is endeavoring to fasten the liability of the Stan- | 
ford estate for its proportion of the bonds; and I ask you, gen- | 
tlemen, if under these circumstauces you can or will consent to | 
this appropriation. 

Mr. DENSON. Would not the Stanford estate plead that as | 
an estoppal against this very claim of the Government? 

Mr. MARSH. Willthe gentleman from Texas allow an in- | 
terruption? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. MARSH. DolI understand the gentleman from Texas to 
assume the ground that the Southern Pacific Company is liable | 
to the National Government for the indebtedness of the Central 
Pacific Company to it, which indebtedness will soon become 
due? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will give you an answer: If the owners of 
the stock of the Southern Pacific Company were honest and 
honorable men, they would meet the indebtedness of the Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad without a murmur. 

Mr. MARSH. If the gentleman will pardon me, that does not 
seem toanswer the question, and [ have asked it in perfect good 
faith, for I desire to get at the meat in this thing. Do you hold 
that the Southern Pacific Company, which controls this vast 
a running from the Pacific to New Orleans—do you hold 

at this company is liable to the Government of the United 
States for the indebtedness of the Central Pacific Railroad to 
it, amounting to the sum of $70,000,000 soonto becomedue? Be- 
cause I am willing to say that it seems to me if they are liable 
for this $1,800,000 embodied in the Senate amendment to the ap- 

ropriation bill, they are, on the same ground, also liablefor the 
70,000,000 nearly due. 





| 


| with his consent. 


| represented solely by the company itself? 


| Central Pacific and the Southern Pacilic 
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Mr. SAYERS. I will answer the question: 

The gentleman in his question, Mr. Speaker, builds up in 
front of him the breastworks of corporatelaw. I desire to brush 
these breastworks aside and reach the individuals themselves. 
I want to get at those who will receive this money if the appro- 


| priation is made. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. I want to ask the gentleman a question 


Mr. SAYERS. I yield to the gent!eman. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I wish to ask if it is not true that there 
are a number of owners of stock of the Southern Pacific Com- 
pany who are not at all interested in the Central Pacific? 

Mr. SAYERS. The testimony of Judge Payson, which is con- 


| tained in the pamphlet I hold in my hand, shows unqualifiedly 


that the vast proportion of the stock of these roads and of the 


| Southern Pacific Company is in the possession and control of 


only four men or of their estates. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Would it be right now for innocent stock- 
holders or owners of the stock of the Southern Pacific Company 
to be held responsible in any wise for the default of the Central 


| Pacific Company or the stockholders of the Central Pacific 


Company? 

Mr. SAYERS. They have their remedy. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Let them disclose themselves. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, let me ask my friend this question. 
Suppose it should be established that nineteen-twentieths of the 
stock was either owned by these four men or their estates, and 


| One-twentieth by others, would he favor this appropriation? 


Mr. DOOLITTLE, I think they should be segregated, as a 


| matter of equity, and not suffer for the wrongdoing of the 
| others. 


Mr. SAYERS. But the Southern Pacific Company comes in 
here and demands payment of the whole. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. In what aspect do the stockholders 
of the Southern Pacific Company appear here? Are they not 


Mr.SAYERS. Yes. 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Is not that company the recipient 


| or assignee of the assets of the Central Pacific? 


Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Is it not true, therefore, that every 
stockholder in the Southern Pacific Company is directly inter- 
ested in the result of this claim, and in the disposition of the 
assets of the Central Pacific Railroad Company? 

Mr. SAYERS. Unquestionably that is so. 

Mr. MARSH. Will the gentleman from Texas please tell me 


| what becomes of the bondholders, the innocent purchasers of 


bonds, who built the road of the Southern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany in California? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. This Government has nothing todo with 
the bondholders of the Southern Pacific Railroad Company of 
California. 

Mr. MARSH. But is it not proposed to take the earnings of 
that road from these people to pay the debts of the Central Pa- 

ific? 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. The answer to that is that there are no 
bondholders of the Southern Pacific Company. 


Mr. MARSH. I did not say the Southern Pacific Company. 
I said the Southern Pacific Railroad Company, and you ought 
to make a distinction between the two. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There are no bondholders of the com- 
pany claiming this payment. 

Mr. SAYERS. The Southern Pacific Company is owned and 


| controlled practically by four men, the Central Pacific Railroad 


Company likewise, the Southern Pacific Railroad Company like- 
wise, the Arizona Pacific Railroad Company, and other con- 
nections in California also. Now I say to those gentlemen, let 
them wait until they make a proper adjustment with Congress 
for the indebtedness of the Central Pacific Railroad. When 
that is done, if this judgment is outstanding, I will be willing 
to pay it, but not until then. 

Mr. OATES. Will my friend from Texas allow me to see if 
I understand correctly the legal attitude? As I understand it, 
itis that the plaintiffs seeking payment of this amount are in- 
debted to the Government of the United States, but that the 
debt is not yet due, and their condition is well known to the 
United States to be insolvent? 

Mr. SAYEXS. Yes. 

Mr. OATES. And the payment is withheld on the principle 
of equity that you should not pay an amount of that kind to your 
debtor simply because his debt to you is not due, when if you 
pay it you would be likely to lose it. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is my answer, if the gentleman will 
allow me further to say that while no rinilly und technically the 
are not one and the 
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game, yet at the same time the very same men control and own 
the stock in both of these companies. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By order of the House debate 
on this question is now exhausted. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
moves that the House further insist upon its disagreement to 
amendments numbered 127 and 128, and ask for a further con- 
ference with the Senate. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. I move—— 

Mr. SAYERS. I submit that no other motion can be made 
until my motion is voted down. The previous question is oper- 
atiag now. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, no. 

Mr. SAYERS. That was the order. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman understands per- 
fectly well that [ am entitled to test the sense of the House to 
bric the two bodies together if I can. 

Mr. SAYERS. All right; I will yield to the gentleman, al- 
though I do not think, under the rule, he is right. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,I move that the House 
recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendments and 
agree to the same. 

The SPEAWER pro tempore. The gentleman from [linois 
moves that the House now recede from its disagreement to the 
Senate amendments 127 and 128 and agree to the same. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 90. 

So the motion was rejected. 

On motion of Mr, SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the House refused to recede from its disagreement to the 
Senate amendments was laid on the table. 

Mr. SAYEKS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
further insist on its disagreement to the Senate amendments 
and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will announce the 
appointment of the following conferees: Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of 

entucky, Mr. SAYERS, and Mr, CANNON of Lilinois, 


DEPUTY CORONER FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, there was laid before the House 
vhis morning a Senate bill, and my col 
of the District of Columbia [Mr. Coss of Alabama] desired to 
ask unanimous consent that it should be considered to-day, but 
he gave way for the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers}, who 
had a conference report. which took ence. I now desire 
to ask that the bill be laid before the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S, 1007) authorizing the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
to appoint a deputy coroner, and for other purposes. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, 
and they are hereby, authorized to appoint a de 


puty coroner in and for 
the District of Columbia. That it shal the duty of the deputy coroner to 
assist the coroner in the 


formance of his duties, and to _——- the du- 
ties pertaining to the office of coroner in the absence or disability of the 
coroner. The deputy coroner shall, while as such, receive compen- 
gation at a rate not exceeding 8 diem, to be d as other expenses of 
the government of the District of Columbia are paid, and shall give bond, to 
be appr ved by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, mn thé sum 
of $2,600, conditioned for the faithful performance of his duties. 

Mr. HEARD. I yield to my colleague | Mr. Cops). 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, there is no need of say- 
ing anything about *this bill. It is apparent to everybody. or 
ought to be, that there is a great necessity for a deputy coroner. 
There is no deputy coroner now under the law. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Is that usual with the large cities? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes, sir; it is absolutely essential. 
Task unanimous consent that the bill be put upon its passage. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would like to ask the tleman from Al- 
abama what offici 1 has heretofore been discharging the duties 
of deputy coroner? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Nobody. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, have we not been getting along 
well enough without one? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. For a | time, Mr. Speaker, we 
had, as we supposed, in the District adeputy coroner. He went 
on and acted as deputy coroner, no question being made about 
his action until the question was raised at the time of the Ford s 
Theater disaster. Then his authority was questioned, and upon 
investigation it was fuund that he had noauthority by law to act 

atall, And if you will remember, the whole proceeding at that 
. time was declared void, all that he had done, because there was 
no legal authority for him to act, 

Mr. DOC\ ERY. Does this bill provide for a deputy coroner 
in the absence of the coroner? 


league on the Committee |, 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. Only in the absence of the coroner. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Hewould not receive the $5, then, unless the 
coroner were absent. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Unless the coroner is sick or absent 
from the city; and then only for services when he acts as deputy 
coroner. 

Mr. COOMBS. I have investigated this matter and found j 
all right, and that a deputy coroner is necessary. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was according], 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COBB of Alabama, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


EXCLUSION AND DEPORTATION OF ALIEN ANARCHISTS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (S. 
2314) providing for the exclusion and deportation of alien an- 
archists; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call o! 
committees for reports. 


OUTSTANDING MILITARY BOUNTY LAND WARRANTS. 


Mr. NE(LL, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported 
favorably the bill (S. 679) to provide for the location and satis- 
faction of outstanding military bounty land warrants and cer- 
titicates of location under section 3 of the act approved June 2, 
1858; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying repor', 
ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER protempore. This concludes the call of com- 
mittees for reports. 


EXCLUSION AND DEPORTATION OF ALIEN ANARCHISTS. 


Mr. BOATNER. I ask unanimous consent for the presen' 
consideration of the bill (S. 2814) te provide for the exclusion 
and deportation of alien anarchists. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Louisiana 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of this bill. 
Is there ob ection? 

Mr. GEAR. Let the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears none. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That no alien anarchist shall hereafter be permitted to 
and at rt of the United States, or be admitted into the United States 
but this prohibition shall not be so construed as to apply to political re! 
or political offenders, other than such anarchists. 
Sec. 2. That the board of special inquiry, authorized under the immigra 
tion act of March 3, 1893, shall diligently inquire of any alien seeking admis 
sion into the United States, who is suspected of being an anarchist. by per 
tinent questions, as to his antecedents, his opinions as to government, and 
whether he belongs to any society or association of known anarchistic ten 
dencies; and it may examine the person of such alien for marks indicative 
of such membership; it may accept evidence of the immigrant’s common 
reputation as an anarchist, and the orders, decrees, or judgments of foreiv) 
re and police notifications as prima facie evidence, which miy 
deemed sufficient, unless successfully controverted, to prevent the ad 
mission of such alien. 

prc. 3. That where the Superintendent of Immigration is satisfied from 
oath or affirmation filed with him that any alien anarchist has been allowed 
to iand or has come into the United States contrary to law. or such oi): er 
has reason to believe from oath or affirmation filed with him thatany alicn 
in the United Statesis an anarchist and that his presence in this country 
will be amenace to the Government or to the peaceand weill-! eing of so. ict) 
in general, he may issue a warrant and cause such suspected alien anarchi-' 
to be taken into custody and brought before such Superintendent, whosh.\! 
proceed without unnecessary delay to hear the evidence upon such charze, 
and shall afford the suspected —- an ey to submit evidence in 
his defense, and if. after such hearing, the Superintendent shall be satisfied 
that the person accused is an alien anarchist and has been allowed to lau 
or has come into the United States contrary to law, or is satisfied that such 
person is an alien anarchist and that his presence in this country will be « 
menace to the Government or to the peace and well-being of suciety in gen- 
eral. the said Superintendent shall cause him to be conveyed to the port of 
departure and thence to the country whence he came; and if such 
anarchist was allowed toland or came into this country contrary to law. |i 
shall be returned at the ex of the paperting vessel, but if already in 
the country at the time of the passage of this act,or if he entered from an 
adjoining country of which he is not a citizen, then he shall be returned to 

e of his nativity at the mse of the United States. 

The Superintendent of taeeehgweh on, for the purposes of such hearings, 
shall have power to administer oaths, to summon and compel the atiend 
ance of witnesses, and to take testimony upon the questions involved, and 
may require any inspector of immigration or may specially authorize an) 
other person to execute process, to make arrests. and toconvey to ports 
of departure persons ordered deported. That upon any hearing before sail 

vendent, ear any hearing provided for in the fourth section o! 

act, the same of evidence hereinbefore authorized to be received 

before the board of ee ine? on the admission of alien immigrants 
may be allowed and with the like effect. 

it is further provided that any person arrested for being an alien anarchis! 
and ordered to be deported by the Superintendent of Immigration shall have 
a right of to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall hear and dis- 
pose of such appeal under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe, 
and ding such appeal the order of deportation shall not be executed, bul 
the Recision of the $ of the ury upon such appeal shall be 
final and conclusive, but no final order of deportation shall carried out 
until said alien amarchist has an opportunity, if he so desires, to apply for 
writ habeas corpus, to be issued by any judge of any Uni States 


of 
ourt, and upon any hearing upon such writ the question of alienage, iden- 
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tity, and the regularity of the proceedings may bereviewed. The Secretary 
of the Treasury may authorize the collector of customs at any port to pro- 
ceed against any alien anarchist, according to the provisions of this act, 
and in such proceedings to perform all the duties and exercise all the 
powers hereby conferred on the Superintendent of Immigration. 

Src. 4, That in cases where, upon the trial and conviction of any alien of 
any crime or misdemeanor involving moral turpitude, in any United States 
court or court of record of any State or Territory or the District of Colum- 
pia, it shall appear from the evidencs produced at the trial that such alien 
is an anarchist, or that his remaining in this country will be a menace to 
the Government or to the peace and well-being of society in general, the pre- 
siding judge shall direct that a further hearing shall be had before him upon 
that Matter at an early day, of which the convicted alien shall have due no- 
tice, and at which he shall be allowed to be heard and introduce evidence 
in hisdefense; andif the said judge shall be satisfied from the evidence pro- 
duced at such hearing that such convicted alien is an anarchist, or that his 
remaining in the country will be a menace to the Government or to the 
peace and well-being of society in general, he may direct that in addition to 
other punishments adjudged, the said convicted alien, after undergoing 
such punishments, shall be taken before a commissioner of immigration at 
a port of entry, who shail order his deportation at the expense of the United 
States to the country from which hecame. Should he thereafter return to 
the United States he shall be arrested and sentenced to continement in a 
penitentiary for a period not exceeding four years and afterwards again 


deported. 

SEc. 5, That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized in his discretion 
toappoint such number of immigration agents as he may deem necessary, 
not exceeding twelve in number, at a salary not exceeding $2,500 each per 
annum, whose duties shall be to go abroadand make investigations in other 
countries, under such rules, directions, and regulations as the Secretary of 
the Treasury may prescribe, pertaining to intended immigrants, and espe- 
cially to diligently inquire and inform themselves as to the character of in- 
tended immigrants, whether anarchists, criminals, or alien contract labor- 
ers, availing themselves of police records, decrees of expuision, and any and 
every source of information useful and obtainable so as to enable them to 
arrive at correct conclusions, and toreport thereorfrom time to time tothe 
Superintendent of Immigration, and to execute such other duties relating 
to the matters aforesaid as the Secretary of the Treasury may impose; and 
for the purpose of enforcing this law and paying the salaries of the said 

mts, the sum of $0,000 is hereby appropriated. 

sno. 6. That the fact that an alien has declared his intention to become a 
citizen of the United States shall constitute no bar to proceedings against 
him under this act or under the acts to which it is an amendment. 


Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, unless some gentleman desires 
to discuss the measure —— 

Mr. TRACEY. How does this bill get before the House, Mr. 
Speaker? 

‘Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, is it open to objection? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DocKERY). Itis not. The 
present occupant was not in the chair when unanimous consent 
was asked, but the request for unanimous consent to consider 
the bill was put. and no objection was made. 

Mr. BOATNER. I will state for the informationof the House 
that this bill——- 

Mr. HAUGEN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Was unanimous consent given for the consid- 
cration of this bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Lt was. 

Mr. TRACEY. No, Mr. Speaker; I did not hear any unani- 
mous consent given. 

Several MEMBuRS. Oh, yes; it was given. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I move torefer the bill tothe proper 
committee. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, the motion ismade 
to refer this bill to a committee—— 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Louisiana 
{[Mr. bOATNER| has the floor. 

Mr. BOATNER. I will state, for the information of gentle- 
men, that I called up this billand asked unanimous consent for 
its consideratien 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I beg to say to the gentleman from 
Louisiana that I did not underst ind his request. 

Mr. BOATNER. Well, [ made the request and no objection 
was made, and the bill is now before the House, unanimous con- 
sent having been given for its consideration. 

Mr. TRACEY. Well, Mr. Speaker, I have been standing 
here all the time, and I heard no unanimous consent asked or 

iven. 

e Mr. BOATNER. Then, I suppose that because the gentleman 
from New York did not hear it, no unanimous consent was given. 
Is that what the gentleman means to say? é 

Mr. TRACEY. The gentleman means to say that no unani- 
mous consent was asked for by the Chair; none that the gentle- 
man could hear. 

Mr. BOATNER. Then, I state to the gentleman from New 
York that he is entirely incorrect. 

Mr. TRACEY. Welt, if the gentleman from Louisiana knows 
more about the state of my hearing than I do myself, it is quite 
extraordinary. I did not hear unanimous consent asked or 

iven. 

+ Mr. BOATNER. Oh, if the gentleman merely means to say 
that he did not hear unanimous consent asked or given, that is 
all very well; but when he states as a fact that no unanimous 
consent was asked or given, he is saying something that is not 
borne out by the facts or by the record. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





SoYl 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, there are several gentlemen 
back here who are waiting for a chance toask unanimous consent. 
I myself was listening, and, as I understood what occurred, the 
Speaker pro fempore put the request, and a gentleman upon the 
other side of the House asked that the bill be read. Then, as [ 
understood—of course I may be mistaken—the Chair, in the 
ordinary way, directed the Cierk to read the bill, and we back 
here were waiting to hear it read, in order that we might judge 
whether or not unanimous ¢onsent should be given. 

Mr. TRACEY. Let us have the Official Reporter's notes read, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state, for the in- 
formation of the gentleman from New York, that [ asked unan- 
imous consent for the consideration of this bill, and the Chair 
submitted the request to the House, and, after the usual pause, 
stated that there was no objection, and that the Clerk would 
read the bill. Thereupon the Clerk proceeded to read the bill, 
and it is now before the House for consideration by unanimous 
consent. ; 

Mr. TRACEY. I make the point of order that it is not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant was not 
in the chair when the question was submitted— 

Mr. BOATNER. Well, Mr. Speak [ ask that the notes be 
read. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker-—— 

The SPEAKER protempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise? 

Mr. OATES. 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
[Mr. BOATNER| has the floor. 

Mr. OATES. I rise for the purpose of speaking to this ques- 
tion, and I think the gentleman from Louisiana will pot object. 
[ distinetly heard the question asked by the Chair whether there 
was any objection to the request for the consideration of this 
bill; there was the usual pause, and then the Chair said that no 
ob jection was made. 

Mr.HEARD. Mr.Speaker, I understood the gentleman from 
Louisiana to ask that the notes of the Official Reporter be read. 
I hops that will be done, to settle this question. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will have the notes 
read from the desk as soon as they are transcribed, and pending 
that will state his version of whatoccurred. The present occu- 
pant was not in the chair when the request was submisted, but 
the gentleman from Missouri |Mr. TARSNEY], who was presid- 
ing, submitted the request for unanimous consent, the bill being 
read by title only. The request was submitted and noob ection 
was made, and thereupon the bill was read at length. That is 
the recollection of the Chair of what oceurred as he observed it 
from the floor. 

Mr. BURROWS. There was no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is too late now to raise the question. 
Members must attend to their business. 

Mr. BURROWS. The Chair asked whether there was objec- 
tion; and there was none. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman from Louis- 
iana [Mr. BOATNER], who is in charge of the bill, has asked that 
the notes of the stenographer be read. 

Mr. BOATNER. I have asked that the notes be 
cause there seems to be some question raised here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The notes will be read in tha 
time of the gentleman from Louisiana. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BOATNER. I ask unanimous consent for 
the bill (S. 2314) to provide for the exclusion and 
archists. 

The SPEAKER p7vo tempore. The gentle 
mous consent for the present considerati 

Mr. GEAR. Let the bill be read. 

The SPBAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WARNER. Now, Mr. Speaker, the record shows that 
when the question was put whether there was ob ection, a mem- 
ber asked that the bill be read: and I respectfully submit that 
under the almost universal practice of the House. we were en- 
titled to hear the bill read before we passed judgment upon the 
question whether it should be considered at this time. The 
bill having been read. and it appearing to be a bill tomake a 
new crime and provide for its detection and punishment, I re- 
spectfully submit that, even if there has been a mistake or mis- 
understanding by mens of whieh consent for the consideration 
of the measure was given, no advantage should be taken of that 
circumstance to put before the House at this time a bill coming 
frem the Senate which hasnever been considered by a commit- 
tee of this House, and which has not even been printed here 
that members may have an opportunity to read it. I may bein 
favor of the bill when I understand it. I am not in favor of 
taking it up in this way. 








er 
er, 


I rise for the purpose of speaking to this ques- 


The gentleman from Louisiana 


read, be- 


the present consideration of 
ieportation of alien an- 


nan from Louisiana asks unani- 
mofthe bill. Is there objection? 
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Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, my reason for calling up this 
bill by unanimous consent—— 

Mr. TRACEY. I ebject to the bill. 
for unanimous consent. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, my object in calling up the 
bill for consideration at this time was because it was regarded 
as covering a very important question. It is a bill which was 
considered in the conference committee of the two Houses a few 
days since and agreed upon, having been recommended by the 
Secretary of the Treasury as a matter which it was important 
should be acted upon at an early date, 

Not anticipating any objection to the bill, supposing that the 
entire House had heard the request, which was submitted in a 
loud tone of voice, and the consideration of the bill having been 
ordered in the usual way, [I had no idea that any gentleman 
would make objection. As it is, however, a matter of import- 
ance which | wish to be considered without the disadvantage 
of any factious opposition of this sort, I now ask unanimous con- 
sent to withdraw the bill, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can withdraw 
his request for the consideration of the bill; and without objec- 
tion it will be referred tothe Committeeon the Judiciary. The 
Chair hears no objection; and it is so ordered. 


JOHN AND SARAH GRIFFIN. 


Mr. CATCHINGS., Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 561) for the relief of John and 
Sarah Griffin. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
called. 

Ths SPEAKER protempore. Does the gentleman from Texas 
{Mr. CULBERSON] demand the regular order? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Idonot. But the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary has twenty-three minutes unexpired in the morning hour. 
i do not make any objection, however. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. This matter can be disposed of one way 
or the other in a very few minutes. 

The bill, with the amendment of the Committee on War 
Ciaims, was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I can explain this matter in a moment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call for the regular order 
cuts off any request for unanimous consent. The regular order 
is the call of committees for the consideration of business dur- 
ing the second morning hour. 

Some time subsequently: 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois 
has withdrawn his demand for the regular order against the bill 
called up by myself, and I again submit the request for unani- 
mous consent for its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SMITH] has withdrawn his demand 
for the regular order as against the bill called up by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi. 

Mr. SMITH of Lilinois. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there further objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Mississippi? 

Mr. MAHON. I demand the regular order. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had approved and signed bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

On August 11, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 6893) to regulate water-main assessments in the 
District of Columbia; 

An act (H. R. 6814) extending the time of payment to pur- 
chasers of lands of the Omaha tribe of Indians in ¥ ebraska, and 
for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 7187) to make the city of Oakland, county of 
Alameda, State of California, a subport of entry; 

An act (H. R. 6384) for the relief of Walter S. McLeod; 

An act (H. R.5901) to reimburse E. H. Nebeker, late Treasurer 
of the United States; 

An act (H. R. 2896) for the relief of Henry James, residing in 
the original Hot Springs Reservation, in the State of Arkansas; 
“a act (H. R. 2133) to correct the military record of Capt E. 

{, Ives; 

An act (H, R. 6206) granting a pension to A. F. Neeley; 

An act (H. R. 5816) granting a pension to Mary Ann Donoghue; 

An act (H. R.3076) granting a pension to George L. Frymire; 

An act (H.R. 5374) granting a pension to Sarah Oddy; 
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An act (H. R. 1463) granting a pension to LucindaC. Wheeler 
widow of John H. Wheeler; : 

An act (H.R.856) granting an increase of pension to John 
Stockwell; 

An act (H. R. 3992) to increase the pension of Julia Bews: 

An act (H.H. 953) toincrease the pension of Mary P. Br oughton; 

An act (H. R. 3065) to increase the pension of James Lane; 

An act (H. R. 1313) to increase the pension of John Scott; 

An act (H. R. 3840) to pension Joel A. Walters; 

An act (H. R. 4780) to pension Thankful Robbins; 

An act (H. R. 6213) to pension Harriet R. Tate; 

An act (H. R. 3309) to pension Ambrose Gisebur; 

An act (H. R. 4811) to pension Mary Trimble. 

On August 13, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 522) for the relief of Benjamin Alford; 

An act (H. R. 4326) to subject to State taxation national-bank 
notes and United States Treasury notes; 

An act (H. R. 7383) relating to lights on fishing vessels; 

An act (H. R. 86) for the protection of persons furnishing ma- 
terials and labor for the construction of public works; 

An act (H. R, 4951) relative to recognizances, stipulations, 
bonds, and undertakings, and to allow certain corporations to 
be accepted as surety thereon; 

An act (H. R. 6577) to authorize the construction of a wagon 
and foot bridge across the Chattahoochee River at or near the 
town of Columbia, Ala.; 

An act (H. R. 7827) to authorize a bridge across the Peri‘do 
River, between the States of Florida and Alabama. 

On August 14, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 6415) to provide an immediate revision and 
equalization of real estate values in the District of Columbia; 
also to provide an assessment of real estate in said District in 
the year 1896 and every third year thereafter, and for other 
purposes. 

On August 15, 1894: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 95) providing for an investigation ro- 
lating to the effects of michinery on labor; 

An act (H. R. 2669) making an appropriation and providing 
for the construction of a United States revenue cutter for serv- 
ice in the harbor of San Francisco, State of California; 

An act (H. R. 3033) granting a pension to Amanda J. Lane; 

An act (H. R. 7683) to correct the naval record of James Fay 
and grant him an honorable discharge; 

An act (H. R. 1589) for the relief of Louis Pelham; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 217) to continue the provisions of ex- 
isting laws providing temporarily for the expenditures of the 
Government; 

Anact(H. R. 6913) making appropriations for current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1895, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 7874) to enable the Secretary of the Interior to 
pay JOHN T. HEARD for professional services rendered the‘‘ Old 
Settlers” or Western Cherokee Indians out of the funds of said 
Indians. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
House concurrent resolution relative to printing 23,000 copies 
of Tenth Annual Report of Civil Service Commission. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
bill (S. 2314) to provide for the exclusion and deportation of alien 
anarchists; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

EXTENSION OF ALLEYS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a report from 
a conference committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (S.971) to open and extend alleys 
in the District of Columbia, having met, after full and freeconference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses, as fol- 


lows: 
That the House recede from its amendment. 
JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
H. W. RUSK, 
A. C. HARMER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 
JOHN MARTIN, 
JAMES McMILLAN, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. HEARD. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that there is no writ- 
ten statement accompanying the report, for the reason that the 
result of the conference is to recede from the amendment of the 
House. The House ingrafted an amendment upon a Senate 
bill, but it is receded from because the same amendment is in- 
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cluded in the District appropriation bill, and there is no need | of actionarising between a corporation doing businessin a State 


for it here. 
The report was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the last | 


vote was laid on the table. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I submit a report from the 
conference committee on the deficiency bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
onthe amendments of the Senate numbered 127 and 128 to the bill (H. R. 7477) 
making epprogssasons to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1804, and for prior years, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 127, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out the last three iines of the matter inserted by said amendment; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 128, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$1,274,246.15;’’ and the Senate agree to 


the same. 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
J. G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


F. M. COCKRELL, 
CALVIN S. BRICE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. SAYERS. I will state, Mr. Speaker, for the information 
of the House that this action on the part of the conferees dis- 
poses of the general deficiency bill, eliminating the appropria- 
tion for the payment of $1,800,000, in round numbers, for the 
Southern Pacific Company. 
I ask the adoption of the report. 
The report was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. CULBERSON. [ask for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the morn- 
ing hour for consideration. 

The morning hour begins at twenty-five minutes before 4 
o’clock, the call resting with the Committee on the Judiciary, 
which committee has twenty-three minutes of its hour of yester- 
day remaining unused. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I cell up for consideration the bill I now 
send to the desk. , ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1892) to limit the jurisdiction of the district and circuit courts 
of the United States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the district and circuit courts of the United States 
shall not take original cognizance of any suit of acivil nature, either at 
common law or in equity, between a corporation created or organized by or 
under the laws of any State and a citizen of any State in which such cor- 
poration at the time the cause of action accrued may have been carrying on 
any business authorized by the law creating it, except the court navingior 
isdiction of the domicile of the corporation, except in cases arising under 
the patent orcopyright laws, and in like cases in which said courts are au- 
thorized to take original cognizance of suits between citizens of the same 
State: norshallany such suit between such acorporation and a citizen or citi- 
zens of a State in which it may be doing business be removed to any circuit 
court of the United States, except in like cases in which such removal is au- 
thorized by the existing law in suits between citizens of the same State: 
Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to affect suits 

nding in the courts of the United States at the time this act shall take ef- 
ect. 

The Committee on the Judiciary recommend the adoption of 
the following amendment: 


Strike out of lines 9 and 10 the words ‘‘except the court having jurisdic- 
tion of the domicile of the corporation,’’ and insert after the wort State,” 
in line 18, the words: ‘‘ Provided, That nothing herein contained shall pre- 
vent a citizen of another State from suing a corporation in the State of its 
domicile.’’ 


Mr. CULBERSON. Let us have a vote on this, if nobody 
cares to debate it. 

Mr. REED. One moment. I think that bill ought to be ex- 
plained. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to press this 
bill toa vote until members of the House understand its scope 
and effect. 

It is one of the most important measures now before this Con- 

ress, and I believe is afar more important measure, when viewed 
fn its relation to the benefits it will bring to the people, than the 
Senate tariff bill, or any other bill that can be named now upon 
our Calendar. 

This bill provides that the circuit and district courts of the 
United States shall not take cognizance hereafter of any cause 
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and any citizen of the State; or in other words it makes a cor- 


| poration a citizen of the State in which it is carrying on busi- 


ness, within the meaning of the judicial power of the Constitu- 


| tion. In order to illustrate the entire effect of this bill, I will 
| State that if a corporation is organized in New Jersey, where 
| they breed corporations, and is doing business in the State of 


SS 


| Maine or in the State of Texas, by comity or otherwise, when a 


controversy arises between that corporation and a citizen from 
Texas, or Maine, under the law as it is now interpreted by the 
Supreme Court, it brings its suit in the Federal court, or has 
that right. 

If this bill is passed, that jurisdiction which the Federal 
courts now have to entertain such controversies will no longer 
exist. A corporation thus created under the laws of New Jer- 
sey or any other State in the Union, and doing business in an- 
other State, will be, for all judicial purposes, classed asa citizen 
of that State. Now, I beg to suggest that for fifty years after 
this Government was founded the interpretation of the law by 
the Supreme Court was that a corporation was not a citizenof a 
State within the meaning of the Constitution. 

In other words, if a corporation brought a suitin a Federal 
court and a plea in abatement to the jurisdiction was entered, 
the plaintiff would be required to prove that all of the incor- 
porators of that corporation lived in a State outside of the State 
in which the court was held and in which the suit was pending. 
For fifty years that was the rule. The Supreme Court then 
overruled its former ruling and announced the doctrine as I 
will state it now. 

If a corporation brings a suitin the State of Michigan, and al- 
leges that it is a corporation organized under the laws of the 
State of Texas, the court will not permita plea in abatement to 
the jurisdiction to show that the incorporators all of them live 
in the State of Michigan; but the plaintiff is only required to 
show a certified copy of the law creating the corporation in the 
State of Texas, and all other questions are concluded. There- 
fore, it follows from that state of the case that all the stock- 
holders in a corporation may live in Kentucky, and yet if they 
geta charter from the State of Texas, but carry on their busi- 
ness in Kentucky, they can sue in the Federal courts of that 
State, although every one of the stockholders lives in the State 
of Kentucky. 

Now, the mischief intended to be removed is this: Four-fifths 
of all the business of the United States is now conducted by the 
agency of corporations. More than one-third of the litigation 
of this country in the Federal courts arises out of controversies 
between corporations and citizens of the States in which they 
do business. This bill proposes to cut up this mischief by the 
roots and to require a corporation doing business in Texas, or- 
ganized under the laws of Maine or New York, to be regarded 
by the courts as a citizen of the State in which it dves business 
for judicial purposes. 

Gentlemen will remember that the Constitution provides that 
the judicial power of the United States shall extend, among 
other things, to all controversies arising between citizens of 
different States. Therefore it was necessary for the Supreme 
Court to hold finally, for the convenience of corporations, that 
a corporation was a citizen in order to get a standing in a Fed- 
eral court. 

Now again, the jurisdiction of the Federal courts is dual in 
its character. All controversies arising between citizens of 
different States are cognizable in Federal courts, and all cases 
arising under the laws of the United States and under the Con- 
stitution and treaties of the United States, are likewise cogniz- 
able in those courts. This bill does not propose to interfere 
with that at all, but if there is a controversy between a corpo- 
ration doing business in Texas, organized in another State, and 
a citizen of that State, and there is any construction of the laws 
of Congress to be invoked, and any construction of the Consti- 
tution, then the Federal court will maintain its jurisdiction, 
which is not affected by this bill. 

Mr. EVERETT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
guestion there? In the casejthat the gentleman has stated, of a 


corporation getting a charter from the State of New Jersey, and 


doing business in several States--in Maine, for example, or in 
Kentucky, orin Texas. Wouldthat corporation, under this law, 
be treated as a citizen of each of the several Statesin which it 
did business for judicial purposes? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. I would like to ask another question 
if the gentleman will permit. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLACK of illinois. When a corporation is made up by 
the consolidation of other companies under the laws of the dif- 
ferent States; in a case of that kin’, where suit is brought 
against the consolidated company in one State by a citizen of 








that State where it is operating, does your bill take the juris 
diction from the Federal court? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I do not believe I heard the gentleman’s 
question fully. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Here is a railroad built originally 
by more than one corporation and running through one State 
and partly through another. The roads are consolidated and 
operated by a single company. A suit is brought by a citizen of 
one of the States through which that line runs against that con- 
solidated company. Now, does your bill, if it become law, pre- 
vent the right of the Federal courts to entertain that suit? 

Mr. CULBERSON. There is an amendment proposed to the 
bill by the committee which will permit a citizen of a State 
other than that in which the corporation was organized to sue 
the corporation in the Federal courts of the legal domicile of the 
cerporation. : 

But a consolidated company, as any other corporation, would 
under this measure be regerded as a citizen for judicial pur- 
poses of any State in which it conducted its business. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill has passed the House of Representatives 
in three separate Congresses, but we have not been able to get 
the concurrence of the Senate in this measure. It was passed 
through the House originally in 1887. I believe it passed the 
Fifty-tirst Congress. Iam sure it passed the Forty-eighth and 
the !"orty-ninth; and I believe if you will pass the bill—if it can 
be enacted into law —it will relieve the people of this —— of 
more hardships and more unnecessary costs than any member 
af Congress can now estimate. 

Now, I want make another statement. 

Mr. MARSH. Can [ ask the gentleman a question there? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr.MARSH. Where a railroad corporation, for instance, 
runs through four States. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Doing business in four States. 

Mr. MARSH. And doing business in four States, becomes 
insolvent, and it becomes necessary toappointa receiver, would 
there be four separate receivers—one for each of the States? 

Mr. CULBERSON. No, sir. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say another thing in this con- 
nection. very judicial circuit in the United States—nine of 
them—is now clamoring for another judge: every one of them. 
This Congress has already authorized the appointment of an 
additional circuit judge—for the eighth circuit. The ninth 
juaticial cireuit is asking for an additional judge, and so is the 
fifth. In fact, all the circuits want another judge. Nearly half 
of the States in the Union want more district judges. 

The truth about it is now, they say, that the courts are over- 
leaded and unable to dispose of the business before them. [f 
this bill is passed, it will work off the dockets of the Federal 
courts more than oue-third the business which now goes there, 
and these cases will be cognizable in the State courts, where 
they can get just as good justice as they can by taking a man a 
hundred miles away from his home. 

Mr. BRYAN. It applies to all kinds of corporations as well 
as railroads, does it? 

Mr. COLBERSON. All kinds. [Qries of ‘‘ Vote.”] 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I hope before we pass an actof this 
sort that we will give it some consideration. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. REED. Perhaps the gentleman had better let me be rec- 
ognized in my own time or yield me unlimited time. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I haveonly about seven oreight minutes. 

Mr. REED. I frankly say to the gentleman that this bill can 
not pass unless we have an opportunity to discuss it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I pro togive youevery opportunity. 
How much time have we of the morning hour, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The twenty-three minutes the 
gentleman had have expired. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will simply state to the gentleman that 
eel goes over until the next morning hour, the second morn- 
ng hour. 

r. REED. I would like to speak aboutit just now, while my 
mind is fresh from what the gen has said. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Then, you would have toask unanimous 
consent, 

Mr. REED. [ask unanimous consent for ten minutes. 

Mr, CULBERSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, will the Chair be 
kind enough to let me know what is the liamentary situa- 
tion. I had twenty-three minutes of the first morning hour for 
the consideration of this matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. REED, If the matter goes over I will take an oppor- 
tunity todiscuss it. I thought from the clock that the morning 


hour began at twelve minutes to 4, in which case it would go 
around for an hour, and now [ understand there wereonly twenty 
minutes, beginning at that time. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. Now, understand that the first morn- 
ing hour has expired, and I ask unanimous consent on the part 
of my colleague |Mr. BOATNER] to offer a resolution. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendments bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 562) for the relief of Marlin Parks; 

A bill (H. R. 898) granting a pension to Jesse Davenport, of 
Company A, Second Regiment Oregon Mounted Volunteers, in 
Oregon Indian wars of 1855 and 1856; 

A bill (A. R. 1214) granting a pension to Hannah Welch; 

A bill (H. R. 2920) to pension John Maholm, dependent father: 

A bill [H. R. 3005) for the relief of George Isenstein; 

A — (H. R. 4290) for the relief of Druzilla J. Rigg, of Ma- 
comb; 

A bill (H. R. 5363) for the relief of Henry W. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 6050) to pension Margaret A. Woods, widow of 
William W. Woods, late of Company E, Sixteenth Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 6103) for the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Menefee; 

A bill (H. R. 6228) granting a pension to Adaline J. Props; 

- bill (H. R. 6261) to grant a pension to Pauline J. Smith; 
an 

A bill (H. R. 7294).empowering fourth-class postmasters to an- 
minister oaths to volunteers. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 387) to authorize the construction of a life-saving 
station at or near Rocky Point or East Marion, Long Island, 
New York; 

A bill (H. R. 859) for the relief of B. D. Greene; 

A bill (H.R. 6038) to repeal House resolution No. 104, first 
session Fifty-first Congress, granting to Secretary of War a 
permit to license to use a pier at mouth of Chicago River; 

A bill (H. R. 6080) to amend section 4833, Revised Statutes, and 
for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 5575) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 

nses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 

895, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 253) granting a pension to Maria Hall, widow of 
Joseph E. Doak, deceased: ° 

A bill (S. 1772) extending the time for the completion of a 
railroad bridge over the Columbia River at or near Vancouver, 
in the State of Washington; 5 

A bill (S. 1885) to extend the privileges of the transportation 
of dutiable merchandise without appraisement to the city of 
Ocala, in the State of Florida; 

A bill (S. 2269) providing for reconveyance by District Com- 
missioners of certain lands to Andrew J. Curtis and Mary EF. 
Curtis; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 68) for the relief of W.D. Mack, a clerk 
in the Record and Pension Division of the War Department. 


UNITED STATES COURTS, STATE OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, i ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send tothe 
desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to request the Senate to furnish to the 
House of Representatives a duplicate copy of the bill of the Senate (S. 1252) 
entitied ‘An act to provide for the times and places of ans terms of the 
United States courts in the State of Washington,”’ the original having been 
misplaced 

The resolution was adopted. 

ALCOHOL USED IN THE ARTS. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means to report back the bill which I send 
to the desk with the recommendation that it do pass, and to ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That all laws which authorize the rebate or repayment 
from the Treasury of the United States of the tax on alcohol used in the 
arts, or inany icinal or other like componn is, are hereby repealed. 

SEc. 2. That this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask that the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred bill H. BR. 7977, 
oe ng considered the same, report it back with the recommendation 


ving fully 
The following letter from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to the 
honorable Secretary of the Treasury fully explains the ills that would flow 
from the failure to tax alcoho! used in the arts. 


Mr. McMiLLIN. I ask unanimous consent that the letter ne- 
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ferred to in the report be incorporated in the RECORD, unless 
some gentieman desires to have it read, and that the bill be con- 
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TRACEY. Let it be read. 

The letter was read, as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, D. C., July 6, 1894. 


Sim: Referring to that part of the tariff bill relating to the internal reve- 
nue, as recently passed by the Senate, attention is respectfully called to 
section 61 of said bill, which provides for the rebate of tax paid on alcohol 
used ‘in the aris, or in any medicinal! or other like compound.” 

I have carefully examined this section, and deem it proper to call your 
attention to certain objections which have occurred to me, both as regards 
its ndministrative features and as a revenue measure. 

The section provides: “Any manufacturer finding it necessary to use al- 
cohol in the arts, or in any medicinal or other like compound, may use the 
same under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and on satisfying the collector of internal revenue for the district wherein 
he resides or carries on business that he has complied with such regulations 
and has used such alcohol therein, and exhibiting and delivering up the 
stamps which show that a tax has been paid thereon, shall beentitled to re- 
ceive a the Treasury of the United States a rebate or repayment of the 
tax so paid.” 

The Ppoposision to exempt from tax, alcohol used in the arts and manu- 
factures, has heretofore received considerable attention, and during the 
past ten or twelve years several bills have been introduced in Congress with 
the view of securing this exemption from tax. Many saf ards, including 
the methylation of the spirits so used, have been proposed, but it appears 
that, after careful consideration, Congress deemed legislation on the sub- 
ject inexpedient, and this office has, without exception, when called upon for 
an expression ofits views, objected to the proposed exemption, onthe ground 
that the privilege of using alcohol in such cases would afford dangerous 
opportunities for fraud and would involve great expense in the matter of offi- 


cial supervision. 
The danger to be apprehended in such cases would, of course, be tly 
increased by the further increase of tax on distilled spirits, and for this rea- 


son additional restrictions and safeguards would seem necessary. Thesec- 
tion, however, not only affords no additional Lt eee against the fraud- 
ulent use of alcohol, or for fraudulently ottaiming a refund of the tax, but 
it imposes no penalty for such fraudulent use or claim, and requires no 
bond, or other security, to be given by the manufacturers, to comply with 
such regulations as may be prescri thereunder. 

The section also contains no limitation or restriction as to the time, or 
place, or manner in which the alcohol is to be used; nor does it provide for 
any official supervision or inspection, or for the keep of books or render- 
ing accounts such as would enable the officers to verify the claims made. 
The section is also, in my opinion, further defective, inasmuch as it does 
not define or limit the word ‘‘manufacturer,” which, as now used in the 
section would include rectifiers and dealers in spirits, who, as such, have 
been carefully excluded from the provisions of the bills heretofore offered. 
The words *‘ medicinal and other like co: unds"’ are also vague and diffi- 
cuit of construction, and would, in my j ent, greatly increase the dan- 
ger of fraud. 

As stated, the section does not provide for any official inspection of the 
spirits on which 2 rebate is claimed or any supervision of the business in 
which the spirits are claimed toave beenused. Suchinspectionand super- 
vision, however, are, in my ; gment, absolutely necessary to prevent 
fraud, and the expense atte g the employment of a sufficient force for 
this — ose is a serious objection to the proposed measure. 

This office has no very satisfactory data on which to base estimates as to 
the quantity of alcohol used in the arts and manufactures, or as to the num- 
ber of persons using alcohol for manufacturing purposes. 

A measure similar to the one now epee was introduced in the Forty- 
seventh Congress (first session), and according to reports received at that 
time from the various collectors, the quantity of alcohoi so used each year 
was 4,269,978 gallons, while the estimated quantity which would be so used 
if exempted from tax was stated as 7,367,594 gallons. 

The list of manufacturers forwarded with these reports is found to em- 
brace: Manufacturing chemists, druggists, perfumers, manufacturers of 
flavoring extracts, manufacturers of patent medicines, photographers, hat- 
ters, varnish and paint manufacturers, tobacco and cigar manufacturers, 
machinists, and others. 

This list, although incomplete, serves to show some of the difficulties 
which this office would experience in exercising ordinary surveillance, even 
in cases where the alcohol is intended, and is used, for legitimate purposes. 

The foregoing statement of the quantity of alcohol which would be used 
for manufacturing puposes, if exempted from tax, was based on such infor- 
mation as the officers were able to obtain atthattime. The quantity thus 
Stated, however, isfound to be some 2,000,000 gallons less than that subse- 
quently estimated by my predecessor; and, in my opinion, the quantity so 
used each year would not be less than 9,000,000 gallons, exclusive of that used 
in the manufacture of bitters, cordials, and other like preparations. 

At the proposed rate of tax of $1.10 per gallon, imposed by section 48 of the 
bill, the loss of revenue on this quantity of spirits would amount to nearly 
$10,000,000 yearly, or more than one-half of the estimated increase of reve- 
nue to be derived from the additional tax thus imposed. 

From a revenue standpoint, and aside from the probable loss of revenue 
resulting from fraudulent claims, this pro measure seems open to 
serious objections; and it may, I think, be fairly questioned whether the 
consumer of articles manufactured from free alcohol, would, to any extent, 
be benefited - its enactment. 

Respectfully, yours, 
JOS. S. MILLER, Commissioner. 

Hon, JOHN G. CARLISLE, 


Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. McMILLIN) asks unanimous consent that this bill be now 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. REED. It is understood that there shall be fifteen min- 
utes debate, at least on our side. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, what is the parliamentary 
status of this bill? Is there a request for unanimous consent? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will say to the gentleman that under the 
rules the bill can be considered now. The request I submitted 
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was that it ve considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole. Under the rule it is entitled to consideration now and 
I moved its consideration and then asked consent thatit be cen- 
sidered in the House as in committee. I think the request of 
the gentleman from Maine, for fifteen minutes debate on each 
side, is reasonable and [ make no objection to it. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, there are important business in- 
terests concerned in this bjll from whatever point of view you 
consider it, and hence I have not felt at liberty to give the bill 
and the action of the Committee of Ways and Means the pillor- 
ing which they actually deserve and ought to have. We have 
passed here a bill agreed upon by acommittee, and by the House 
acting under the advice of that committee, which contains an 
absurdity which seems to be imp ssible of belief, and the con- 
ference committee, and presumably the House, which was act- 
ing under the influence of that committee, knew it all the time 

The interesting tariff bill whick we have passed, as you will 
see by the bill now under consideratioxu, contains a provision by 
which free alcohol used in the arts is given, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, and in doing that the bill is 
so framed that the resultis that all along the chemical schedule, 
and Heaven knows in what other schedules, the duty is raised 
beyond all belief; a raising which I am sorry to say was omitted 
from the elaborate table presented by the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], although he was aware of it. 

In addition to that, the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in 
the letter which has just been read, practically informs this 
House that the tariff bill as it stands to-day, and as it has gone 
down the river [laughter], actually abrogates the internal reve- 
nue in large partand proportion; and yet the committee, know- 
ing that, advised the Democratic caucus to ‘climb for it” at 
once. [Laughter.] [shall have toadmit, in mitigation of their 
offense, that they were relying upon the patriotism of the Re- 
publican party not to stand in the way of the public good, even 
to expose thoroughly and practically burn into the publie mind 
the blunders which their enemies have made. Of course there 
are plenty more blunders, but perhaps this is the most flagrant, 
the worst. 

it is true that this ercueneen was presented in the Senate by 
a gentleman who probably had no idea of the extent of it, or if 
he had, it was understood in the Senate that the error would be 
corrected in the regular way; that is, that whatever was incon- 
gruous in it would be changed in conference, that whatever was 
wrong in it would be arranged by the meeting of parties who 
had that opportunity to carefully consider it. And it will be 
recollected, Mr. Speaker, that we were brought into an agree- 
ment to disagree to the amendments en bloc upon the ground 
that the conference committee would arrange the incongruities 
which the House might have discovered in the bill, and that we 
were disappointed entirely of that, and disappointed of it simply 
because of aquarrel between the high Democratic officials of the 
Senate and of the House and of—elsewhere. [Laughter.] I re- 
serve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, so far as any quarrel is con- 
cerned, this incongruity is not the result of anything of the kind. 
The situation is this: In that hurry in which measures so great 
as this are often closed outon the last day, and without that care 
which would probably have characterized its consideration on 
any other day in the Senate, the amendment that this bill 
seeks to correct was put into the tariff bill on motion of Senator 
HOAR, of Massachusetts. 

So far as I know, there was no member of the conference com- 
mittee who was not willing and did not desire —indeed, who was 
not anxious—that this correction should be made. There was 
no concealment from the House at any time as to the existence 
of this incongruity. And it may be further said that the bil! 
was passed with a knowledge of its existence. But as we all 
know—a thing not necessary to be concealed, a thing I could 
not conceal if 1 wished, and would not if I could —it finally came 
to a point where we had to pass the tariff bill with the Senate 
amendments, this one included, or get no bill at all. 

That alternative being left to us, we accepted the Senate 
amendments,as the country knows. We passed the bill; but in 
dving so, stood réady to try to correct, and so far as I am indi- 
vidually concerned intending to try to correct, this great im- 
propriety in the bill. 

Sir, the difficulty that we encounter is not simply what has 
been referred to by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue; but 
the whole bill had been framed in this House and had been con- 
sidered in the Senate on the idea that there was to be taxed al- 
cohol in the arts; and that carries the schedule of articles into 
which alcohol eaters to a very high rate of duty under all bills. 

I suppose there never was a tariff bill here in thirty years in 
which the schedule embracing the articles into which alcohol 
enters was as low as 100 per cent average; and this results from 








that State where it is operating, does your bill take the juris 
diction from the Federal court? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I do not believe I heard the gentleman's 
question fully. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois. Here is a railroad built originally 
by more than one corporation and running through one State 
and partly through another. The roads are consolidated and 
operated by a single company. A suit is brought by a citizen of 
one of the States through which that line runs against that con- 
solidated company. Now, does your bill, if it become law, pre- 
vent the right of the Federal courts to entertain that suit? 

Mr. CULBERSON. There is an amendment proposed to the 
bill by the committee which will permit a citizen of a State 
other than that in which the corporation was organized to sue 
the corporation in the Federal courts of the legal domicile of the 
corporation. 

But a consolidated company, as any other corporation, would 
under this measure be regarded as a citizen for judicial pur- 
poses of any State in which it conducted its business. 

Mr, Speaker, this bill has passed the House of Representatives 
in three separate Congresses, but we have not been able to get 
the concurrence of the Senate in this measure. It was passed 
through the House originally in 1887. I believe it passed the 
Fifty-tirst Congress. lam sure it passed the Forty-eighth and 
the |orty-ninth; and I believe if you will pass the bill—if it can 
be enacted into law —it will relieve the people of this country of 
more hardships and more unnecessary costs than any member 
of Congress can now estimate. 

Now, | want make another statement. 

Mr. MARSH. Can I ask the gentleman a question there? 

Mr, CULBERSON, Yes, sir. 

Mr.MARSH, Where a railroad corporation, for instance, 
runs through four States. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Doing business in four States. 

Mr. MARSH. And doing business in four States, becomes 
insolvent, and it becomes necessary toappointa receiver, would 
there be four separate receivers—one for each of the States? 

Mr. CULBERSON. No, sir. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say another thing in this con- 
nection. Every judicial circuit in the United States—nine of 
them—is now clamoring for another judge; every one of them. 
This Congress has already authorized the appointment of an 
additional circuit judge—for the eighth circuit. The ninth 
jusiicial civeuit is asking for an additional judge, and so is the 
fifth. In fact, all the circuits want another judge. Nearly half 
of the States in the Union want more district judges. 

The truth about it is now, they say, that the courts are over- 
loaded and unable to dispose of the business before them. [f 
this bill is passed, it will work off the dockets of the Federal 
courts more than oue-third the business which now goes there, 
and these cases will be cognizable in the State courts, where 
they can get just as good justice as they can by taking a man a 
bundred miles away from his home. 

Mr. BRYAN. It applies to all kinds of corporations as well 
as railroads, does it? s 

Mr. CULBERSON, All kinds. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote.”)] 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I hope before we pass an act of this 
sort that we will give it some consideration. 

Mr, CULBERSON. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. REED. Perhaps the gentleman had better let me be rec- 
ognized in my own time or yield me unlimited time. 

Mr. CULBERSON,. Lhaveonly about seven oreight minutes. 

Mr. REED. I frankly say to the gentleman that this bill can 
not pass unless we have an opportunity to discuss it. 

Mr. CULBERSON., I pro to. give — every opportunity. 
How much time have we of the morning hour, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The twenty-three minutes the 
gentleman had have expired. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will simply state to thegentleman that 
ieee bill gone over until the next morning hour, the second morn- 
ng hour. 

r. REED. I would like to speak aboutit just now, while my 
mind is fresh from what the gentleman has said. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Then, you would have toask unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent for ten minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, will the Chair be 
kind enough to let me know what is the parliamentary situa- 
tion. I had twenty-three minutes of the first morning hour for 
the consideration of this matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. REED, If the matter goes over I will take an oppor- 
tunity todiscuss it. I thought from the clock that the morning 


hour began at twelve minutes to 4, in which case it would go 
around for an hour, and now [ understand there wereonly twenty 
minutes, beginning at that time. 
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_ Mr. CULBERSON. Now, 4 understand that the first morn- 
ing hour has expired, and I ask unanimous consent on the part 
of my colleague |Mr. BOATNER] to offer a resolution. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendments bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 562) for the relief of Marlin Parks; 

A bill (H. R. 898) granting a pension to Jesse Davenport, of 
Company A, Second Regiment Oregon Mounted Volunteers, in 
Oregon indian wars of 1855 and 1856; 

A bill (A. RK. 1214) granting a pension to Hannah Welch; 

A bill (H. R. 2920) to pension John Maholm, dependent father: 

A bill [H. R. 3005) for the relief of George Isenstein; 

a (H. R. 4290) for the relief of Druzilla J. Rigg, of Ma- 
comb; 

A bill (H. R. 5363) for the relief of Henry W. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 6050) to pension Margaret A. Woods, widow oi 
William W. Woods, late of Company E, Sixteenth Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry; 

A bill (A. R. 6103) for the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Menefee; 

A bill (A. R. 6228) granting a pension to Adaline J. Props; 

A bill (HB. R. 6261) to grant a pension to Pauline J. Smith: 
and 

A bill (H. R. 7294).empowering fourth-class postmasters to an- 
minister oaths to volunteers. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills o/ 
the following titles;;-when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 387) to authorize the construction of a life-saving 
station at or near Rocky Point or East Marion, Long Island, 
New York; 

A bill (H. R. 859) for the relief of B. D. Greene; 

A bill (HZ. R. 6038) to repeal House resolution No. 104, first 
session Fifty-first Congress, granting to Secretary of War a 
permit to license to use a pier at mouth of Chicago River; 

A bill (H. R. 6080) to amend section 4833, Revised Statutes, and 
for other purposes; 

A bill i. 5575).making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 

nses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 

895, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 253) granting a pension to Maria Hall, widow of 
Joseph E. Doak, deceased; . 

A bill (S. 1772) extending the time for the completion of a 
railroad bridge over the Columbia River at or near Vancouver, 
in the State of Washington; F 

A bill (S. 1885) to extend the privileges of the transportation 
of dutiable merchandise without appraisement to the city of 
Ocala, in the State of Florida; 

A bill (S. 2269) providing for reconveyance by District Com- 
missioners of certain lands to Andrew J. Curtis and Mary E. 
Curtis; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 68) for the relief of W.D. Mack, a clerk 
in the Record and Pension Division of the War Department. 

UNITED STATES COURTS, STATE OF WASHINGTON. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send tothe 
desk. 


The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to request the Senate to furnish tothe 
House of Reprosentatives a duplicate copy of the bill of the Senate (S. 1252) 
entitied “An act to provide for the times and places of h: terms of the 
United States courts in the State of Washington,”’ the original having been 
misplaced. 

The resolution was adopted. 

ALCOHOL USED IN THE ARTS. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means to report back the bill which I send 
to the desk with the recommendation that it do pass, and to ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That all laws which authorize the rebate or repayment 
from the Treasury of the United States of the tax on alcohol used in the 
arta, or in any inal or other like componn is, are hereby repealed. 

SxEc. 2. That this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask that the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred bill H. RB. 7977, 


howns considered the same, report it back with the recommendation 
t 


The following letter from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to tho 
honorable Secretary of the Treasury fully explains the ills that would flow 
from the failure to tax alcohe!l used in the arts. 


Mr. McMiLLIN. I ask unanimous consent that the letter ne- 
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ferred to in the report be incorporated in the RECORD, unless 
some gentieman desires to have it read, and that the bill be con- 
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TRACEY. Let it be read. 

The letter was read, as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, D. C., July 6, 1894. 


Sre: Referring to that part of the tariff bill relating to the internal reve- 
nue, as recently passed by the Senate, attention is respectfully called to 
section 61 of said bill, which provides for the rebate of tax paid on alcohol 
used ‘in the aris, or in any medicinal! or other like compound.” 

I have carefully examined this section, and deem it proper to call your 
attention to certain objections which have occurred to me, both as regards 
its administrative features and as a revenue measure. 

The section provides: ‘Any manufacturer finding it necessary to use al- 
cohol in the arts, or in any medicinal or other like compound, may use the 
same under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and on satisfying the collector of internal revenue for the district wherein 
he resides or carries on business that he has complied with such regulations 
and has used such alcohol therein, and exhibiting and delivering up the 
stamps which show that a tax has been paid thereon, shall be entitled to re- 
ceive from the Treasury of the United States a rebate or repayment of the 
tax so paid.” 

The ay ego to exempt from tax, alcohol used in the arts and manu- 
factures, has heretofore received considerable attention, and during the 
past ten or twelve years several bills have been introduced in Congress with 
the view of securing this exemption from tax. Many safeguards, including 
the methylation of the spirits so used, have been proposed, but it appears 
that, after careful consideration, Congress deemed legislation on the sub- 
ject inexpedient, and this office has, without exception, when called upon for 
an expression of its views, objected to the proposed exemption, on the ground 
that the privilege of using alcohol in such cases would afford dangerous 
opportunities for fraud and would involve great expense in the matter of offi- 


cial supervision. 
The danger to be apecnantas in such cases would, of course, be greatly 
increased by the further increase of tax on distilled spirits, and for this rea- 


son additional restrictions and safeguards would seem necessary. The sec- 
tion, however, not only affords no additional protection against the fraud- 
ulent use of alcohol, or for fraudulently ottaming a refund of the tax, but 
it imposes no penalty for such fraudulent use or claim, and requires no 
bond, or other security, to be given by the manufacturers, to comply with 
such regulations as may be prescri thereunder. 

The section also contains no limitation or restriction as to the time, or 
place, or manner in which the alcohol is to be used; nor does it provide for 
any official supervision or inspection, or for the keeping of books or render- 
ing accounts such as would enable the officers to verify the claims made. 
The section is also, in my opinion, further defective, inasmuch as it does 
not define or limit the word ‘‘manufacturer,” which, as now used in the 
section would include rectifiers and dealers in spirits, who, as such, have 
been carefully excluded from the provisions of the bills heretofore offered. 
The words “ medicinal and other ! col unds” are also vague and diffi- 
cuit of construction, and would, in my judgment, greatly increase the dan- 
ger of fraud. 

As stated, the section does not provide for any official inspection of the 
spirits on which a rebate is claimed or any supervision of the business in 
Which the spirits are claimed ye beenused. Suchinspection and super- 
vision, however, are, in my gment, absolutely necessary to prevent 
fraud, and the expense attending the employment of a sufficient force for 
this pur ose is a serious objection to the proposed measure. 

This office has no very satisfactory data on which to base estimates as to 
the quantity of alcohol used in the arts and manufactures, or as tothe num- 
ber of persons using alcohol for manufacturing purposes. 

A measure similar to the one now aoe was introduced in the Forty- 
seventh Congress (first session), and according to re ts received at that 
time from the various collectors, the quantity of alcohoi so used each year 
Was 4,269,978 lons, while the estimated quantity which would be so used 
if exempted from tax was stated as 7,367,594 gallons. 

The list of manufacturers forwarded with these reports is found to em- 
brace: Manufacturing chemists, druggists, perfumers, manufacturers of 
flavoring extracts, manufacturers of patent medicines, photographers, hat- 
ters, varnish and paint manufacturers, tobacco and cigar manufacturers, 
machinists, and others. 

This list, although incomplete, serves to show some of the difficulties 
which this office would experience in exercising ordinary surveillance, even 
in cases where the alcohol is intended, and is used, for legitimate 2 pe grees 

The foregoing statement of the quantity of alcohol which would be used 
for manufacturing puposes, if exempted from tax, was based on such infor- 
mation as the officers were able to obtain atthattime. The quantity thus 
Stated, however, is found to be some 2,000,000 gallons less than that subse- 
quently estimated by my predecessor; and, in my opinion, the quantity so 
used each year would not be less than 9,000,000 gallons, exclusive of that used 
in the manufacture of bitters, cordials, and other like preparations. 

At the —— rate of tax of $1.10 per gallon, imposed by section 48 of the 
bill, the loss of revenue on this quantity of spirits would amount to nearly 
$10,000,000 yearly, or more than one-half of the estimated increase of reve- 


ee 


From a revenue standpoint, and aside from the probable loss of revenue 
resulting from fraudulent claims, this pro Measure seems open to 
serious objections; and it may, I think, be fairly questioned whether the 
consumer of articles manufactured from free alcohol, would, to any extent, 
De benefited hd its enactment. 

Respectfully, yours, 
JOS. S. MILLER, Commissioner. 

Hon, JoHN G. CARLISLE, 


Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 
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was that it ve considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole. Under the rule it is entitled to consideration now and 
I moved its consideration and then asked consent that it be con- 
sidered in the House as in committee. I think the request of 
the gentleman from Maine, for fifteen minutes debate on each 
side, is reasonable and [ make no objection to it. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, there are important business in- 
terests concerned in this bill from whatever point of view you 
consider it, and hence I have not felt at liberty to give the bill 
and the action of the Committee of Ways and Means the pillor- 
ing which they actually deserve and ought to have. We have 
passed here a bill agreed upon by acommittee, aad by the House 
acting under the advice of that committee, which contains an 
absurdity which seems to be imp »ssible of belief, and the con- 
ference committee, and presumably the House, which was act- 
ing under the influence of that committee, knew it all the time 

The interesting tariff bill which we have passed, as you will 
see by the bill now under consideration, contains a provision by 
which free alcohol used in the arts is given, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, and in doing that the bill is 
so framed that the resultis that all along the chemical schedule, 
and Heaven knows in what other schedules, the duty is raised 
beyond all belief; a raising which I am sorry to say was omitted 
from the elaborate table presented by the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], although he was aware of it. 

In addition to that, the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in 
the letter which has just been read, practically informs this 
House that the tariff bill as it stands to-day, and as it has gone 
down the river [laughter], actually abrogates the internal reve- 
nue in large partand proportion; and yet the committee, know- 
ing that, advised the Democratic caucus to ‘climb for it” at 
once. [Laughter.] [shall have toadmit, in mitigation of their 
offense, that they were relying upon the patriotism of the Re- 
publican party not to stand in the way of the public good, even 
to expose thoroughly and practically burn into the publie mind 
the blunders which their enemies have made. Of course there 
are plenty more blunders, but perhaps this is the most flagrant, 
the worst. 

it is true that this a was presented in the Senate by 
a gentleman who probably had no idea of the extent of it, or if 
he had, it was understood in the Senate that the error would be 
corrected in the regular way; that is, that whatever was incon- 
gruous in it would be changed in conference, that whatever was 
wrong in it would be arranged by the meeting of parties who 
had that opportunity to carefully consider it. And it will be 
recollected, Mr. Speaker, that we were brought into an agree- 
ment to disagree to the amendments en bloc upon the ground 
that the conference committee would arrange the incongruities 
which the House might have discovered in the bill, and that we 
were disappointed entirely of that, and disappointed of it simply 
because of aquarrel between the high Democratic officials of the 
Senate and of the House and of—elsewhere. [Laughter.] I re- 
serve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, so far as any quarrel is con- 
cerned, this incongruity is not the result of anything of the kind. 
The situation is this: In that hurry in which measures so great 
as this are often closed outon the last day, and without thatcare 
which would probably have characterized its consideration on 
any other day in the Senate, the amendment that this bill 
seeks to correct was put into the tariff billon motion of Senator 
HOAR, of Massachusetts. 

So far as I know, there was no member of the conference com- 
mittee who was not willing and did not desire—indeed, who was 
not anxious—that this correction should be made. There was 
no concealment from the House at any time as to the existence 
of this incongruity. And it may be further said that the bill 
was passed with a knowledge of its existence. But as we all 
know—a thing not necessary to be concealed, a thing I could 
not conceal if | wished, and would not if I could —it finally came 
to a point where we had to pass the tariff bill with the Senate 
amendments, this one included, or get no bill at all. 

That alternative being left to us, we accepted the Senate 
amendments,as the country knows. We passed the bill; but in 
doing so, stood réady to try to correct, and so far as I am indi- 
vidually concerned intending to try to correct, this great im- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlemanfrom Tennessee | propriety in the bill. 


[Mr. MCMILLIN] asks unanimous consent that this bill be now | 


considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. REED. It is understood that there shall be fifteen min- 
utes debate, at least on our side. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, what is the parliamentary 
status of this bill? Is there a request for unanimous consent? | 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I will say to the gentleman that under the 
rules the bill can be considered now. 


Sir, the difficulty that we encounter is not simply what has 


| been referred to by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue; but 
| the whole bill had been framed in this House and had been con- 


sidered in the Senate on the idea that there was to be taxed al- 
cohol in the arts; and that carries the schedule of articles into 
which alcohol enters to a very high rate of duty under all bills. 

I suppose there never was a tariff bill here in thirty years in 
which the schedule embracing the articles into which alcohol 


The request I submitted | enters was as low as 100 per cent averaze; and this results from 
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the fact that the alcohol which enters into such commodities 
has cost, by reason of the internal-revenue tax placed upon it, 
four or five times its intrinsic value. 

Now, when we got into conference and were unable to agree, 
unable to get the bill amended in that form, we had, as I stated 
before, either to take the bill in the form that we passed it, or 
to get no bill atall. Of the two, I selected the bill in the form 
in which it passed; and bad as this provision is, I would rather 
have it—as a patriot, as a man who wishes my country well, as 
one who legislates the besthe can—I would rather have had the 
bill, even if this provision had to stay in it, than no bill at all. 
That was a matter the country was interested in. 

But it is not best that this provision shall stay in, giving free 
alcohol in the arts and at the same time raising the duty on the 
things into which alcohol enters to rates varying from 100 to 200 
per cent. That is the whole story. That is the situation. In 
addition to that, I may say thus much upon the merits of the 
proposition for free alcohol in the arts: 

hen we were framing the Mills bill in 1878 we made an ef- 
fort so to contrive the schedule or the section relating to this 
subject as to give free alcohol in the arts as far as possible, on 
the principle of cheapening the materials outof which our man- 
ufactured products are made, that we might cheapen the prod- 
ucts to the people. But after a very thorough investigation we 
found it was utterly impracticable to do so. 

Later on, when ‘he present law was framed in 1890 my friend 
from Michigan oa Sea my friend from Iowa [Mr. 
Gear], my friend from New York [Mr. PAYNE], and other gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the House who framed that bill will 
bear mo witnoss that an effort was made then to see whether it 
was practicable to give alcohol to the arts free and not give it 
to the ‘‘alimentary canal” free. 

As these gentlemen on the other side will testify, we were un- 
able, either in framing the McKinley bill or the Mills bill or 
any other tariff bill of recent years, to come to the conclusion 
that it would be wise to recommend tothe House free alcohol in 
the arts, because of the wide door it opened to the fraudulent 
use of alcohol, or rather to the abuse of the privilege that was 
given. So much for the merits of the proposition. 

Now, 2s to this measure of correction. Propositions of this 
kind are not new, because at the very session during which we 
passed the McKinley bill, certainly at the next session, time 
after time we had to correct errors which were found in the 
various sections of thatact. I do not desire to say anythin 
further; and unless some other gentleman desires to speak, 
will ask a vote. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow mea question? 

Mr. MCMILLIN, With pleasure. 

Mr. HEPBURN. On Monday last, when you made your 
statement of percentages of reduction and spoke of the chemical 
schedule, how did you regard this subject then? Was your 
statement based upon the bill as it then was, or upon the bill as 
it will be should this amendatory bill be a? 

Mr. McMILLIN, I did not finish my statement at that time. 
When I was speaking on the chemical schedule, if the gentle- 
man will remember the facts of thatdebate, he will also remem- 
bor that I was cut off in the midst of a sentence, so that I did 
not have the opportunity to present all the figures as I desired 
to do, or to discuss the question so fully in the light in which I 
was nn oe discuss it as I could have wished. 

But so far as this provision is concerned, in justice to myself, 
as well as in justice to other members of the committee on this 
side of the House, itis only properfor me to say that everybody, 
I suppose, knew the effect of this provision. It is an internal- 
revenue provision, and not a provision affecting imyort duties. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iam speaking of the percentages to which 
you called attention in the chemical schedule. On what were 
=“ based? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. They were based on the law as it would be 
when passed. 

Mr, HEPBURN. So that the effect of this is to destroy en- 
tirely the accuracy of the figures you submitted? The value of 
the percentages you then presented is destroyed, so far as the 
chemical schedule is concerned, by this provision? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. No; the percentages I gave would afford 
more profit to the manufacturer with free alcohol than with 
taxed. That statement was given on the basis of the high rates 
provided, of course. 

Mr. REED. How does the gentleman mean; on the percent- 
age of free alcohol in the arts? 


Mr. MCMILLLN. That statement was given according to the 


computations, which were made independently of the 
of this amendment. 

Mr. REED. That is, the computation was made with free al- 
evho) in the arts? 


option 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





AUGUST 16, 





Mr. McMILLIN. No, sir; the computation was made on the 
basis of taxed alcohol in the arts, and afterwards it was made 
free. So that the statement was made on the provision of the 
law as it now stands in the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. How is that—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN (continuing). I may not have expressed my- 
self felicitously. I meant to say—— 

Mr. REED. Well, I hope the gentleman will get it straight. 

Mr. MCMILLIN (continuing). That that statement was based 
upon the rates of duty that would exist with taxed alcohol in 
the arts. 

Mr. REED. Yes, with taxed alcohol. In other words, you 
did not quote the statistics that were applicable to the bill that 
you were passing, but to the bill that you were hoping to pass 
or the bill that you were passing, provided it was corrected. 

Mr. McMILLIN. As I have already stated to my friend, Mr. 
Speaker, the computation was made on the basis of the bill as it 
then existed. These computations, the gentleman must know, 
are the work of weeks; work that can not be performed ina day 
or a week ora month. They were made and completed before 
the section was added that we are seeking to amend. 

Mr. REED. So the statement of the gentleman applied to 
the bill that you were passing with an amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have made my statement. 

Mr. REED. Very well; the gentleman has made his state- 
ment. Now I will make mine. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. 
tleman. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Tennessee gives to this 
House statistics about the percentages covered by the bill—a 
worthless set of statistics, that are worthless if they are accu- 
rate and soy so if they are inaccurate—and gives this siate- 
ment of statistics not founded on the bill as it passed, or the biil 
he was urging the House to adopt, but on a bill he expected to 
become law through modifications adopted by the good sense of 
the future. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ifthe gentleman will allow an interruption. 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. For I am quite sure the gentleman would 
not wish to do me an injustice. 

Mr. REED. Most assuredly I would not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from Maine knows full well 
that the statistics I was giving were based on importations, and 
not on internal revenue. This provision that we are now con- 
sidering relates exclusively to internal revenue, and has nothing 
whatever to dowith tariff rates on imported alcohol or imported 
articles made of alcohol in part. 

Mr. REED. In other words, the worthless set of statistics 
were based on a worthless set of importations, and the gentle- 
man now appends to that set another set of statistics equally as 
strong and more worthless. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will again state for the benefit of my 
friend from Maine that the statement then made, to which he 
refers, was based on importations. This relates to the internal- 
revenue regulations, not a matter of importation at all; and my 
figures were correct from start to finish, and I stand by them. 

Mr. BRYAN. Is it not true that this bill simply reduces the 
profit of those who use alcohol in the arts? In other words, 
the import duties were adjusted so as to compensate for the in- 
ternal tax on alcohol used in the manufacture of such articles 
and the amendment giving free alcohol without reducing the 
import duty to correspond, gave them an unfair and unintended 
protection. This bill, as I understand, restores the tax on such 
alcohol and leaves the import duties untouched, thus reducing 
the profit of the manufacturer without changing the rate ol 
duty or the average of the schedule. 

Mr. McMILLI That is unquestionably the effect of it. 

Mr. REED. oer were correct from start to finish, with this 
modification, that they were worthless on general principles; 
they were worthless in this particular instance because they 
were founded on importations under other bills, and also they 
were founded upon a bill which did not exist, instead of the bill 
which was bein d. NowlI really could add to my former 
statement, thanks to myfriend. I want to say to him that in all 
of this I do notin the least make any charge of disingenuousness 
against him. I have alwaysfound him straightforward, stating 
the thing as he understvod it, and probably at the time it had 
escaped his mind that his calculation was based, not on the bill 
he was passing, but possibly on a bill that he would have loved 
to pass, if he had not loved and lost. [Laughter.] 

Now, here is the situation. The Democratic party in Con- 


I will be very glad to hear from the gen- 


| gress assembled, Senate, House of Representatives, and Execu- 
| tive, were all working together, so close together that you could 

not tell which our Committee on hme and Means belonged to 
atany time, not knowing where the 





ouse left off and the Pres 
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ident began; but notwithstanding all this harmony of thought Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman does not catch the distine- 
and feeling, and of desire, the result is that they passed a bill, tion. This is a matter of the internal-revenue section, and has 
and the very first minute afterwards they had to pass four other | no relation to the duties at all. 

humbug bills, in order to deceive the people in connection with Mr. Speaker, I now demand the previous question. 

it, and then in order to prevent the business of the country and}; Mr. BURROWS. I would like to ask my friend when this 
the internal revenue of the country from going to pieces, they | measure, if it shall pass, is to become a law? 


bring in a bill here the passage of which absolutely depends; Mr. McMILLIN. When it is approved by the President, or 
upon the magnanimity and patriotism of their enemies. For | within ten days after it reaches him. 
this bill is not a decent bill with reference to free alcohol, with | Mr. BURROWS. This repeals the provisions of the existing 


reference to the purpose for which it was intended, and itis | act for free alcohol. There is no such law now. I want to call 
coupled with other things which make it still worse for the | the attention of the gentleman to this: That care must bo taken 
country. to have the President sign this bill after he signsthis other. If 

Why, if we treated the business of the country in the way those | he should sign this before he signs the other, then we would 
men would treat it if they were in our places, there would be | have free alcohol. 


not only the ruin and destruction which they intended, butno; Mr. McMILLIN. As he is our President, we will try to take 

end of ruin and destruction that they did not have the sense to | care of that. 

anticipate. Mr. BURROWS. I only suggested that in order that care 
Mr. BRYAN. May I ask the gentleman from Maine a ques- | should be taken in the matter. 

tion in regard to alcohol? Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
Mr. REED. Certainly. tion. Is it true that about 9,000,009 gallons of alcohol are sup- 
Mr. BRYAN. Is it not true that this amendment merely af- | posed to be used in the arts? 

fects the profit which the man manufacturing the article would | Mr. McMILLIN. It is not true that 9,000,000 gallons of aleo- 

make and not the rate of duty imposed by the bill? hol are now used in the arts. The Commissioner of Internal 
Mr. REED. No. Revenue estimates that there would be about 8,000,000 gallons 


Mr. BRYAN. Is it not true that by simply amending this | consumed in the arts under the increased use that would come 
we do not give him free alcohol, and therefore lessen his profit | from free alcohol; butat the present time there are about 4,000,- 
without affecting the rate on the imported goods at all? 000 or 5,000,000 gallons only thus used. 

Mr. REED. Oh, no; the gentleman from Nebraska actually Mr. HEPBURN. Then, this increases the taxation to the ex- 
knows better than to ask me such a question as that. tent of that number of millions. 

Mr. BRYAN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, I do not. Mr. McMILLIN. I would say more accurately that the fail- 

Mr. REED. He may not know that he does, but he does. | ure to pass this bill would cause a loss of that amount of reve- 
{Laughter.] nue. 

Mr. BRYAN. lask the gentleman, because I am seeking in- Mr. HEPBURN. And that this will increase the tax that 
formation. will be raised under the bill passed last Monday about $8,000,000 

Mr. REED. Iam well aware that Iam making a mistake in | or $9,000,000. 
talking about the Democratic party in this situation, just as I} Mr.McMILLIN. No, sir. It will not increase it that much, 
once before made a mistake in my own State. They endeavored | because the calculations made by the Commissioner of Internal 
in the most outrageous fashion to steal the State, and they would | Revenue are based upon the increased use that would come from 
have actually stolen it if it had not been for the Supreme Court. | the Hoaramendment. He stated it would cause a loss on that 

‘I went around and told the people so, and it was so utterly in- | which is now supposed to be used in the arts of probably $1,000,- 
credible that they thought I was overstating it, and I have no | 000 or 35,000,000. 
doubt to-day that even some of these Democrats who listen to Mr. HEPBURN. Was it not expected, and was it not so 
me think I am overstating it. The actual truth is so atrocious | stated, that the bill as it passed would yield a surplus revenue; 
that they think I am overstating it; but the head ones do not. | and if that be true, why do you want to increase that revenue 
I reserve the remainder of my time. even to the extent of $6,000,000. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maine Mr. MCMILLIN. Iwill state to my friend from Iowathat, 
has not had his usual accuracy of discrimination to-day. The | evenif we take his position to be correct, there is athigher ground 
gentleman from Maine knows, as I do, that the bill we passed, |! on which to base this bill. The highest ground upon which this 
and which this is to correct, is made up of two different classes | action can be taken is that it shuts the door to fraud and makes 
of taxation, one that pertains to import duties, the other which | it impossible to defraud the Government, and prevents the 
pertains to the internal revenue or the collections from internal | whisky which it is claimed is taken for use in the arts from be- 
sources. Now, the amendment of Mr. HOAR which we are try- | ing used in another way, thereby preventing frauds on the Gov- 
ing to correct, was never proposed to that portion of the bill | ernment. 
which fixes import duties. | Mr. HEPBURN. Assuming that is true, when that proposi- 

It is an internal-revenue regulation altogether, and hence | tion for free alcohol in the arts was placed in the bill, was it put 
does not affect the rates of duty one way or another, except | there without thought of any sort of the difficulties in the ad- 
that it would, if this bill failed to pass, enable, possibly, the | ministration of the law? 
manufacturers of the things into which alevhol enters to make | Mr. McMILLIN. Ican not state what were the motives of 
a greater profit by reason of the high rate of duty that would | the gentlemen who put itin there. I have no wish to criticise 
exist, and the low cost of the alcohol used by reason of its being their motives. I would not be allowed to criticise them if I 
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free from internal-revenue tax. wanted to; but it was done in the last night of that memorable 
The gentleman knows this full well when he comes to think | contest, and in that hurry that often occurs in the passage of 
about it: and I know he would not do me any injustice. such bills. 
Mr. REED. I know I would not. Mr. HEPBURN. What is your motive in modifying it now, 
Mr. MCMILLIN. He knows that this amendment pertains | when you commended the bill so earnestly the other day? 
to the internal revenue and does not affect the tariff rates on Mr. MCMILLIN. 1 have been chairman of the subcommittee 
articles, and does notaffect thecalculations thereon one particle. | having charge of the internal-revenue feature of the bill, and 
Mr. REED. Let me ask the gentleman whether, when he | we never recommended it to the full committee when we framed 
takes the tax off wool and leaves it on woolens the same, would | this bill. We never did so on the Mills bill, and on the McKin- 
not the protection be raised on the woolens 25 per cent? ley bill they refused to allow free alcohol for use in the arts. I 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Thatis when they are imported. Both are | was willing to take the bill with free alcohol in the arts rather 
regulated under tariff rates. Oneis not governed by an internal | than have no tariff legislation, trusting to amend it where nec- 
tax and the other by animport tax. These spirits provided for | essiry. 
by the Hoar amendment are not imported. | Now, I demand the previous question. 
Mr. REED. But what difference does it make? | Mr. BRYAN. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. The wool is imported and the woolen goods Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would be glad to have two min- 
to be imported; but this pertains to the internal revenue. utes. 
Mr. REED. Who knows that the alcohol is not to be im- Mr. MCMILLIN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
ported? Illinois. 





Mr. McMILLIN. The importation of alcohol, as the gentle- Mr.CANNON ofIllinois. Mr. Speaker, I suppose that if there 
man knows, comes under a different section of the bill, that per- | is any bill that ever passed this House and Senat> that the Sec- 
taining to import duties. retary of the Treasury and the President knew all about it is 

Mr. REED. When you make these tariff items you make | this tariff bill. 
them with an allowance for the tax. If you takethe tax off you| Over a month ago the Senate amendments had been so closely 
saake the duties higher, and you make the hrotection higher. examined by the Presidentthat he wrote his letter tothe gentle 
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man from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON]. They were prepared, 
too, after the fullest consultation with the Secretary of the 
Treasury. Now the bill has gone to the President and I do not 
know whether it is going to be signed. Do you? Rumor says 
in ten days, or that it willnever be signed. The gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED] intimates that it has gone ‘‘ down the 
river.” Ido know one thing, that every day until it is signed 
(if it is to be signed) amillion gallons of whisky are being taken 
out of bond, and the day the bill is signed 20 cents in value per 
gallon will be added to that whisky. That is $200,000 a day. 

[ know another thing; that sugar is coming in, cargo after 
cargo—all of it that did not get in in advance—and the day that 
bill is signed every ton of sugar that comes in from now until 
then will have $25 added to its value. Now, how much longer 
the gentlemen who are taking whisky out of bond and import- 
ing sugar are to be allowed for their operations, I do not know, 
but it amounts to from $800,000 to $1,000,000 a day, and I wanted 
to call attention to it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 1 want to ask the gentleman who presents 
this bill another question. We have manufacturing ware- 
houses where articles are manufactured in which aleohol is a 
component part. The present law provides for a rebate of the 
iuternal-revenue tax on the alcohol so used, I ask the gentle- 
man if it is the purpose of this bill to repeal that law? 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is not the purpose to repeal the law on 
the subject of exportation at all. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But does not this bill do it? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is not the purpose of the bill, and I 
do not think it has that effect. 

Mr. HEPBURN. This isso broad and general that it seems 
to me to repeal all laws authorizing a rebate on alcohol. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That was not and is not the purpose of it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But that is the only existing law under 
which there is a rebate. We havenoother such law, and if the 
bill is not intended to repeal that, then it is entirely unneces- 
sury, because there is nothing for it to operate upon. 

Mr.McMILLIN. There is no purpose to repeal those laws. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee demands 
the previous question, 

The previous question was ordered. 


The question was taken on the engrossment and third reading | 


| ley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

| By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: A bill (H.R. 7999) for the 
| relief of Samuel S. Coon, of Brookhaven, Lincoln County, Miss.— 
| to the Committee on War Claims. 

| Also, a bill (H.R. 8000) for the relief of the estate of John R. 


a a bill, and the Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to 
ave it, 

Mr. HEPBURN. I ask for a division, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 122, noes 5. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point that no 
quorum has voted. The Ghair will appoint to act as tellers the 
rentleman from Iowa, Mr. HBPBURN, and the gentleman from 

ennessee, Mr. MCMILLIN. 

The House again divided, and the tellers reported--ayes 145, 
noes 3. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
Speaker. 

The bill was passed. 


I withdraw the point of no quorum, Mr. 


by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. CLANCY, by unanimous consent, obtained indefinite leave 

of absence. 
ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. MoMTLLIN. 
adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

‘The House then, on motion of Mr, CATCHINGS (at 4 o'clock 
and 4) minutes p. m.), adjourned until Monday, August 20. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reperted from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. TAWNEY, from the Committee on Pensions: A bill 
li. 8.5301) to pension David H. Sexton for services in Oregon 
ndian wars. (Report No. 1452.) 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs: In lieu of the bill (H., R, 6973) to place the name of 
Angus V. Wilson on the muster roll of the Forty-fifth Regiment 
Mounted Infantry Kentucky Volunteers, a bill (H.R. 7997) to 
amend the military record of Angus V. Wilson. (Report No. 
1453.) Ordered, thatthe bill H. R.6973 lie on the table 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXTI, the Committee on Claims was 








Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 
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discharged from the consideration of the petition ofBernard 

Campbell, for compensation for personal injuries suffered by him 

through the alleged negligence of officers of the United States 

aes and the same was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
airs. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 798) to regulate the employ- 
ment of labor at the United States navy-yards and to increase 
the efficiency thereof—to the Committee on Naval Afiairs. 

By Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H. R. 7990) to secure the separation 
and independence of the legislative and executive departments o! 
the Government—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7991) for the relief 
of settlers on public lands lying in semiarid regions—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HARTER: A bill (H. R. 7993) to provide revenue—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WOOMER: A bill (H. R. 7994) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Lebanon, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 7995) authorizing the Court 
of Claims to hear, determine, and render judgment upon the 
claims of the Eastern Cherokee Indians—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (B. R, 7996) making appropria 
tions to settle the claims of Eastern Cherokees for removal to 
Indian Territory and subsistance for one year thereafter—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McK AIG: A resolution directing the printing of 20,000 
copies of the bill (H. R. 4854) to reduce taxation, to provide rev- 
enue for the Government, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 220) in- 
tructi ng the Secretary of War to return to the State of Mas- 
sachusetts the flags of certain regiments of Massachusetts Vol- 
unteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 7992) for the relief of J. and 
O. p. Cobb & Co.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. HARE; A bill (H.R. 7998) for the relief of S. R. Bent- 


| 


' Powers, deceased, late of Claiborne County, Miss.—to the Com- 
| mittee on War Claims, 
On motion of Mr. MCMILLIN, a motion to reconsider the vote | 


Also, a bill (H.R. 8001) for the relief of Mrs. Nancy Eddins, 
| deceased, late of Claiborne County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
| War Claims. 

| By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 8002) for the relief of the Inter- 
| national Cotton Press Company, of New Orleans, La.—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H.R. 8003) for the relief 

of the estate of George W. Lawrence, deceased, late of Chero- 
kee County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

| _ Also, a bill (H. R, 8004) for the relief of the estate of William 
Clement, deceased, late of Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the 

Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8005) for the relief of the estateof A. J. Un- 
derwood, deceased, late of Franklin County, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R, 8006) for the relief of Robert L. 
Pate, of Conway County, Ark.—to the Committee on Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DANIELS: Resolutions proposing amendments to 
international laws—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts: Papers to accompany 
House bill 7953—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition of citizens of Conway County, 
Ark., for relief of Robert L. Pate—to the Committeeon Claims. 

Also, resolution of Board of Trade of Little Rock, Ark., in 
favor of construction and Government control of the Nicaragua 
Canal—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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SENATE. 
FRIDAY, August 17, 1894. 


Prayer by Rey. J. H. M’Carry, D.D., of the city of Washing- 
ton. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. PEFFER was, on his own motion, excused from attending 
the session of the Senate to-morrow. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate num- 
bered 127 and 128 to the bill H. R. 7477, making appropriations 
to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1894, and for prior years, and for other pur- 

oses. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed tothe 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill 
(S. 971) to open, widen, and extend alleys in the District of Colum- 
bia. 

The message furtherrequested the Senate tofurnish the House 
with a duplicate copy of the bill (S. 1252) to provide for the times 
and places to hold terms of the United States courts in the State 
of Washington, the original having been misplaced. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
({H. R. 7977) to amend the internal-revenue laws of the United 
States: in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolu- 
tion; and they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 253) granting a pension to Maria Hall, widow of 
Joseph E. Doak, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1772) extending the time for the completion of a 
railroad bridge over the Columbia River at or near Vancouver, 
in the State of Washington; 

A bill (S. 1885) to extend the privileges of the transportation 
of dutiable merchandise without appraisement to the city of 
Ocala, in the State of Florida: 

A bill (S. 2268) providing for reconveyance by District Com- 
missioners of certain lands to Andrew J. Curtis and Mary E. 
Curtis; 

A bill (H. R.5575) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895, and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (S. R.68) for the relief of W. D. Mack, a 
clerk in the Record and Pension Division of the War Depart- 
ment. 

FINANCE COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

Mr. HARRIS. [ move that the Senate fill the vacancy on the 
Finance Committee, occasioned by the death of the late Senator 
Vance, by the appointment of the Senator from California, Mr. 
WHITE. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I object. 
motion may go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. I take it that this is a privileged motion, 
which is not subject to the ordinary suggestion as to resolutions 
in the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
that claim? * 


I ask that the 


Mr. HARRIS. Itis privileged owing to the fact that it looks | 


to the organization of this body, and is therefore not subject to 
the ordinary rule as to an objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is rather late in the session to begin to 
organize this bedy. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. lIask for the reading of the rule, which 
is that all resolutions shall go over one day if objected to. This 
is a substantial matter. Here is a vaeaney on the committee 
that has existed for months, and it is proposed to fill it as the ses- 
sion is approaching its close. 
without any attempt to fill it. When I inquired a few days ago 
of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] whether he pro- 

to have it filled, he said he did not. 

Now, the filling of a vaeancy upon a committee is a substantial 
thing. It is the same as if a formal resolution were offered that 
the Senator from California be appointed a member of the com- 
mittee, and if that is not a resolution which must go over under 
the rule that all resolutions objected to shall go over one day, I 
can conceive of almost no resolution that would go over. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Mr.President,I take it for granted it is not 
necessary to address any argument to the Chair to sustain the 
position taken by the Senator from New Hampshire. During 
my service in the Senate there have been frequent cases where 
this precise question has been raised. It was raised at the pres- 
ent session upona resolution to fill the same vacancy in the same 
committee. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], the 
chairman of the Finance Committee, made a motion that the 
vacancy be filled by the appointment of the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. MILLS}. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR| ob- 
jected to its consideration, and it went over under the rule. 

I take it for.granted that we are not at this time in the 
sion to enter upon revolutionary proceedings in a matter of this 
kind, and I certainly believe that there will be resistance toan) 
such revolutionary processes. I presume that the rules of the 
Senate will be carried out, and that the Presiding Officer ne« 
no further suggestion in this connection. 





3Gs- 


Mr. MILLS. I think it proper for me to say that the motio1 
of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] to place me on the 


Committee on Finance was without my consentand without con 
sultation with me, and I informed the Senator thatun 
cumstances would I accept that assignment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The question i was suggestin 
regard to that matter, it was only as to the rig 
a resolution of this nature. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, my motion looks to the com 
pletion of the organization of this body andis not subject, in m) 
opinion, to the objection which the Senator from New Hamp 
shire makes. But be that as it may, I want to say that it is 
with profound astonishment that I hear an objection from that 
side of this Chamber upon a question suchas this. During the 
eighteen years I have had the honor of holding a seat upon this 
floor, no matter what party was in the majority, the members 
who sat over there have named at will, and without objection, 
criticism, or question, such committee representation as they 
were entitled to, and no voice wasever heard on this side of the 
Chamber to object, to criticise, or tosuggest anything contrary 
to their wish. Thisside of the Chamber, no matter what pirty 
was in the majority, havenamed without objection, without sug- 
gestion, and without a word of complaint, their representation 
upon the various committees of this body. 

This is the most revolutionary of all revolutionary ideas | 
have heard suggested since I have had the honor of hoiding a 
seat upon this floor. Let the Chair decide the question as he 
thinks the parliamentary law of the case demands, but 1 can not 
refrain from putting on record the facts as I have stated them 
and the expression of my profound astonishment, and, if I were 
to indulge myself, I should put upon record languages perhaps 
not altogether parliamentary. 

Mr. ALDRICH (in his seat). 
frain from doing so. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not think the Senator from Ten 
nesee has exercised any very great amount of restraint over 
himself. 

Mr. HARRIS. He did not try todo so. 

Mr. MANDERSON. His amazement only seems to be ex- 
celled by his excitement over an appeal tothe Presiding Officer 
that he shall enforce the rules of this body. 

Mr. President, what is this but a resolution—a resolution pro- 
viding that a vacaney which has existed for months past shall 


der no cir- 


not ll! 


tion te 


r Was 
ht ol objec 


Ll hope the Senator will not 


ra- 
¢ 








be filled by the appointment of the Senator from California? It 
| is called a motion by the Senator from Tennessee. Itis a reso 
| lution; it is a resolution that on the demand of any Senator 
| 


to writing. 


would be required to be reduced lt is not a motion 
| that pertains to some pending measure; it isa new matter. 
| Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me? 
| Mr. MANDERSON. I yield to the Senator from Tennesse: 
Mr. HARRIS. I dislike to hear the distinguished Senator 
from Nebraska waste his time upon the assumption that I have 
undertaken to draw a distinction between a motion and a reso 
lution. The Senator from Tennessee said no such thing as the 
Senator from Nebraska attributes to him. My motion is a mo- 
tion; but if put in writing, it would be in the form of a resolu- 
tion. I makeno such point as the Senator from Nebraska is at- 
tributing to me; I have made none such; I do not propose to. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Then, Mr. President, it seems to me 
| that the argument of the Senator from Tennessee is entirely 
Admitting that it is a resolution, it comes under the 


——=s ——— — 


| pointless. 
| rule 


All resolutions shall lie over one day for consideration unicss 
mous consent the Senate shall otherwise direct 


by unani- 


Mr. President, here is a new matter brought before the Sen- 
| ate this morning, one that is entitled to the consideration of 
| every member of this body. There can be no question about it 
that on the objection of any single Senator it must goover; and 
certainly that which conforms to the rule can not be revolu- 
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tionary or objectionable. We have the right to appeal to the 
rules that govern us and compel their enforcement when a case 
comes within them, 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, if I were at this moment to 
move that the Senate do now adjourn, and any Senator on this 
floor should require me to put that motion in writing, it would 
necessarily be in the form of a resolution: ‘‘ Resolved, That the 
Senate do now adjourn.” Would the Senator from Nebraska or 
any other Senator say that it had to goover aday? There are 
exceptions to the rules; and when a motion is made looking to 
the completion of the organization of this body it is a question 
of the highest privilege, and a question that is not within the 
rule of ordinary resolutions, in the opinion of myself. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Buta motion to adjourn, Mr. President, is 
always in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. By the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. By the express rules of the Senate. But 
a resolution to fill a vacancy on acommittee is a substantial mat- 
ter, made such by the rules of the Senate, and it must go over 
one day if objected to. 

Mr. President, I do not rise to discuss any longer the question 
of order, the justice of which is apparent, but to protest against 
the philippiv which the Senator from Tennessee has delivered 
against a Senator for simply asking that the rules of the Senate 
may be complied with. 

The Senator from Tennessee assumes that I have objected to 
the filling of this vacancy by the appointment of the Senator 
from California. I have nial no such objection. I have sim- 
ply asked that the resolution for the appointment of that Sena- 
tor shall go over in accordance with the rules of the Senate. 
When it comes up to-morrow, I do not know that I shall object 
to the passage of the resolution. 

But, Mr. President, it comes with an ill grace from the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee to denounce Senators for simply invokin 
the rules of the Senate, which he professes so well to understan 
and in the construction of which he is such distinguished au- 
thority. He condemns a mere request made under such rules, 
and denounces me and Senators upon this side of the Chamber 
for simply asking that the Senate may proceed in a dignified 
and an orderly way to do the rest of the business which it may 
wish to do at this session. [resent the imputation, and consider 
it entirely illegitimate and uncalled for. When the Senator 
from Tennessee attempts to put down Senators who simply ask 
that the rules of the Senate shall be observed, and is successful 
eee it, he will have to be a great deal older than he is on 
this day. 

Mr. HILL obtained the floor. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator yield to me one mo- 
ment? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANDERSON., I wish to cal! the attention of the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire to the fact that Rule XXIV requires— 
and this will show the very material difference there is between 
a motion to adjourn and a resolution to appoint a member of a 
committee—that unless otherwise ordered by the Senate all 
members of committees shall be elected by ballot. Sothat could 
be required if any Senator saw fit to demand it. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, in the discussion of this simple 
parliamentary question it is perhaps unnecessary that I should 
say a word in regard to the pending legislation in reference to 
which, or to effect which, it is suspected this vacancy is to be 
filled. So far as the bills which were disposed of yesterday by 
a reference to the Finance Committee are concerned, permit me 
to suy that Iam in favor of placing upon the free list coal, iron 
ore, and sugar. I voted that way when the question was legiti- 
mately before the Senate. Iam not trying to escape from my 
record now. Having said this much, [shall go further, and say 
that Iam ready again to vote to place those articles upon the 
free list. 

Iam not called upon to say that those bills may not require 
further amendment; I am notcalled upon to say that you ought 
to pick out simply these particular articles and pass these bills 
without the dotting of an ‘‘i” or the crossing of a ‘ t,” and say 
that that is the test of true Democracy. 

Certain concessions were made, not by myself, but by some of 
my personal friends and associates, during the tariff debate. 
Some of them voted, I think, against their better judgment on 
some propositions which I made to the Senate, because they 
felt honorably bound so todo by virtue of a caucus of which they 
were members, and in which they took part, and in regard to 
the proceedings of which it was well known I was not bound. 
If that agreement is to be rent in twain and special and separate 
bills are now to be passed in sections, I desire to bring to the 
attention of the Senate certain amendments to these bills, so 
that I may have a vote of this body upon the propositions which 
were voted down —not because they were disapproved, but be- 
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cause Senators felt they could not vote according to their indi- 
vidual judgment and conscience. I feel bound, if all caucus 
agreements are now to be cast aside, to present those questions 
again for the consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. President, having said this much, permit me to ask, it is 
proposed todo what? The bills have been referred to a com- 
mittee of this body against my vote. Iwas yesterday willing to 
take them up and dispose of them without their having a vote 
of a committee, either with a favorable report or an adverse re- 
port. 

I need not remind the Senate of the complexion of the Com- 
mittee on Finance heretofore; I need not remind Senators that 
there was a majority of the Finance Committee agaiust the in- 
come tax; and, if they had felt at liberty to vote according to 
their judgments and their consciences, there would have been 
an adverse report upon that portion of the tariff bill. Whatare 

ou seeking to do now? Is it proposed to pack the committee 
in order that it shall again come before the Senate with an ad- 
verse report upon the amendments which I have offered? 

One word more. Mr. President, heretofore in appointments 
to fill vacancies in committees the Democratic members of this 
body have usually beenconsulted. When the vacancy was filled 
upon the Commerce Committee and another committee—I now 
forget which committee it was—we were called together in con- 
ference, and the so-called steering committee submitted to our 
co certain names before the appointments were brought 
nto the open Senate. They were agreed to. I have heard of 
no such consultation now; the Democratic members of the Senate 
have not been called together; but without my knowledge, with- 
out any opportunity for consultation, itis proposed this morning 
to fill this vacancy, at the suggestion I do not even know of 
whom; possibly of the steering committee. I may assume that 
to b> the case. 

I do not know why a different course is sought to be pursued 
in the filling of this most important vacancy than was pursued 
when the vacancies on the Commerce Committee and the other 
committees were filled. As a representative of a great State, 
with the largest population of any State in the Union, perhaps 
I might have been permitted to suggest that its interests and 
representatives here should have been conSulted. I do not pro- 
pose now to speak of the complexion or sectional character of 
the present ae committee or of the Finance Committee of 
the Senate. I shall wait and speak of that subject later if it 
shall be necessary. 

Mr. President, I now address myself to the parliamentary 
question whether the filling of a vacancy upon a committee isa 
matter of privilege. It has not been made such expressly by the 
rules. I defy Senators to point to asingle provision of the rules 
which says that the filling of a vacancy on a committee is a mat- 
ter of privilege. It is not laid down among the privileged mo- 
tions. Therefore it must be some implie power; it must be 
claimed that it arises from some other provision of the rules. 
The presentation of a conference report is held to be a privi- 
leged matter. Yet the other day, when I made a motion to dis- 
charge a conference committee, the Presiding Officer held that 
the motion must go over for a day. 

Although the report itself was privileged, it was held thata 
resolution to discharge our own conferees, thatthey might make 
a special report, which I then contended was a matter of privi- 
lege or might fairly be held to be a matter of privilege, must go 
over foraday. If that was asound ruling, and I did not test 
the sense of the Senate in regard to it, but assumed it to be cor- 
rect, then I submit that the filling of this vacancy is not a priv- 
ileged question which can be brought up at any time. 

Mr. President, it matters not particularly when‘ this vacanc 
shall be filled, if it is to be filled at this session. I do not thin 
it is wise to make haste in a matter so important. I doubt the 
wisdom of a policy which seeks to fill a vacancy with a s cial 
view of immediate legislation upon particular matters. There 
will be legislation in the future. There will be matters of as 
vast importance as these four bills upon which we shall be called 
to pass. I suggest to Democratic friends upon this side of 
the Chamber whether it would not be wise to allow the resolu- 
tion to go over until to-morrow, and let us have a consultation 
upon the subject, as we did before. Let some of us who have 
views. who represent large constituencies, be heard. 

I agree with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] in re- 
gard to one point. This is our matter, not yours upon the other 
side. It is a matter which we ourselves should dispose of, 
and I regret to see thrown into the Senate a contest in which 
the other side shall be permitted substantially to selecta Demo- 
cratic member of the Committee on Finance. I think common 
courtesy and the rules require it, and the custom of the Senate 
heretofore fixes the precedent that we upon this side should 
settle it. 

As a parliamentary question, freed from any feeling whatever, 
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in my judgment the resolution is not privileged, and can not be 
ealled such without a great stretch of the rules. In the second 
place, as a matter of policy, I think it is wise that we should 
consult in regard to the matter. It can do no harm; it may do 
much good. Need I remind my Democratic friends here of the 
absence of consultation and of its results? From the commence- 
ment of the tariff legislation up to this hour it has been blun- 
der piled upon blunder. We find the chairman of the Ways 
Means Committee with a ringing speech, presumably speak- 
ing ex cathedra, demanding of the House of Representatives that 
there shall be free sugar. 

The Democratic public sentiment of the country recognizes 
that voice as the voice of the Administration. Democratic con- 
ventions meet in distant States and adopt resolutions in favor 
of free sugar, committing the party to that principle, of which I 
do not personally complain, and at the very moment when they 
were adopting those resolutions a Democratic Secretary of the 
Treasury was sending here a protest against placing sugar upon 
the free list as a suicidal policy. 

Mr. President, it strikes me there had better be more consul- 
tation, in order that we may avoid these conflicting policies. If 
it is necessary for the Treasury that thereshould be aduty upon 
sugar, let there be consultation on the subject before further 
legislation. Let us mark out a policy upon which we can all 
agree, if wecan. Let ustryit. In thespiritof harmony, which 
should prevail, I suggest to my Democratic friends that we 
should adjourn and have a consultation or conference upon this 


eS 

r. HARRIS. I choose to put my motion in the form ofa 
resolution, and rather than waste more of the time of the Senate 
this morning I ask that it be read, printed, and lie on the table 
until to-morrow morning, when I shall ask its consideration im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal. 
: The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. QUAY. I make the point of order that the resolution is 
out of order at the present time. 

Mr. HARRIS. t the resolution be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the point of order raised | 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. QUAY. [ make the point of order that the resolution is | 
notin order at the present time. The order of resolutions has | 
not been reached. The routine morning business has not yet 
been called in its order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thinkif the Chair will proceed with the 
call, calling first for petitions and memorials, we shall soon 
reach the order of resolutions, and then the resolution of the | 
Senator from Tennessee will be in order. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution presented by the 
Senator from Tennessee, to which objection is interposed, has 
been withdrawn. Petitions and memorials are in order. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Tennessee did not withdraw | 
the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Sena- | 
tor from Tennessee to withdraw the resolution for the present. | 

Mr. HARRIS. I put my motion in the form of a written 
resolution, and I consented that it might go over until to-mor- 
row. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will entertain the reso- 
lution when that order is reached, as there is objection to its 
reception at this time. 

Mr. HILL. Iask unanimous consent of the Senate to call up 
the bill (S. 2307) to require the prompt prosecution and speedy 
determination of the claim of the United States against the es- 
tate of the late Leland Stanford. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I object. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the morning business be dispatched. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair will state that petitions 
and memorials are in order. 

MEMORIALS. 
Mr.CULLOM presented sundry memorials of citizens of Pekin 
~and Zion, in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against the sup- 
port of the Government in maintaining the present system of 
sectarian Indian education, etc.; which were referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 
REPORTS OF THE COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS. 


Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the joint resolution (H. Res. 79) for the relief of Peter 








thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2342) to reimburse George C. Tanner, late consul, etc., 
the sum of $200 paid by him for rent of rooms, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
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bill (S. 284) to reimburse George C. Tanner, late consul, etc., the 
sum of $200 paid by him for rent of rooms, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2317) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Nicholas Swin- 
gle; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. PALMER, it was 

Resolved, That any and all papers on file in the office of the Secretary of 
Senate or Senate Committee on Pensions in connection with Senate bill 1705 
granting a pension to Isaiah Queman, be, and the same are hereby, with- 
drawn from said files, there having been no adverse report made thereon. 

FINANCE COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theresolution of the Senator from 
Tennessee |[Mr. HARRIS] will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the vacancy in the Finance Committee of the Senate occa- 
sioned by the death of the late Senator Vance be filled by the appointment 
of the Hon. STEPHEN M. WiaHiItTs, a Senator from the State of California. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Let it be printed and go over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the action of the House—— 

Mr.CHANDLER. Whatis the order in reference to the res- 
olution? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
tor from Tennessee? 

Mr. HARRIS. Iconsent thatthe resolution may lie over until 
to-morrow, when I shall ask for its consideration. I ask that 
the resolution be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the rule, and be printed. 

INEXPEDIENCY OF FURTHER REVENUE LEGISLATION. 

Mr. MURPHY. I submit a resolution, for which I ask pres- 


What was the request of the Sena- 


The resolution will go over under 


| ent consideration. 


The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That in view of the statement in the letter of the Hon. John G. 
Carlisle, Secretary of the Treasury, dated Washington, August 15, 1804, ad- 
dressed to Hon. I. G. HARRIS, acting chairman of the Finance Committee, 


| that the estimated surplus revenue for the year will not exceed #15,000,000, 


itis the judgment of the Senate that no further legislation or change in 
the revenue laws should be made at this session. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolu- 
Is there objection? 

Mr. MILLS. I object. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolutidn lie over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
the rule on objection. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Isubmitaconference reporton the general 
deficiency bill and ask that it be concurred in. 

The only question in dispute is a part of Senate amendment 
127 and Senate amendment123. Senate amendment127 included 
judgmentsof the CourtofClaimsand comprised nearly sixty pages 
of the bill. At the end of the amendment a provision was in- 
serted to pay to the Southern Pacific Company $1,809,539.70 in 
satisfaction of a judgment of the Court of Claims, which the 
Committee on Appropriations thought was honestly and justly 
due and ought to be paid. That amount was inserted in the bill 
by the Senate and the aggregate was increased accordingly. 

The House conferees have peremptorily refused to agree to 
the amendment, and the Senate conferees have been compelled 
to recede. Consequently, the language adopted in the report 
had to be used in order to state the amount properly. The re- 
port simply strikes out ‘‘ To Southern Pacific Company, $1,809,- 
539.70,” and makes the total in Senate amendment 128 correspond 
to that change. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The conference report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate numbered 127 and 128 tothe bill (H. R. 7477) 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 20, 1894, and for prior years, and for other purposes 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend an 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 127, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
Strike out the last three lines of the matter inserted by said amendment; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the 
Senate numbered 128, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert $1,274,246.15; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
CALVIN S. BRICE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
J. G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the Howse, 
The report was concurred in. 
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ALLEYS IN THE. DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. PAULKNER saneaseeee “ following e.repert: 


The committee of conferemce on t 8 of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to tie bill . O71 foo on widen and extend 
one in the District of Columbia, ha ving met, r fulland free conference 

have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their ve Houses as 


WH: 
That the Houve recede {rom its amendment. 
a Ji BAULKNER., 


JAMES MoMILLA 

Managers on the part a F the Senate. 
JAMBS D. RICHARDSON, 
H.W. RUSK. 
A. 0, HARMER. 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was concurrea in. 

RECENT ELECTION. IN. ALABAMA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from New Hampshire (Mr. CHAND- 
LER] coming over from a previous day. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. 
stant was read, as follows: 


HANDLER. on the 11th in- 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be directed to 
inquire into the facts of t _ election held in the State of Alabama on the 6th 
of the present month of August, and and report whether such 


election was full, fair, free; and 


lature entitied to elect a United States Senator, and that said committee 


a whole or by asubcommittee shall have power to send for persons and papers 
and sit during the approaching recess of Congress. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I ask thatthe resolution may;go aver un- 
til to-morrow and retain its place. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, itisso ordered. 
COURTS IN THE STATE OF WASHINGTON. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the poneitet 

the House of Representatives for a duplicate co << the bill (S 

1252) to _— rovide for the times and of Was to a coeearet the 

United tes courts in the State of Washington, the 

oe been misplaced; and by unanimous consent it waso 

that the request be complied with. 

INVESTIGATION BY THE INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMITTEE. 
Mr. JONES of paaneas from the Committee to Audit and 

Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 

referred the resolution submitted by Mr. BUTLER on the 15th 

wanenns reported it without amendment, and it was considered 

by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


esolved, That the Committse on Inters: oats be, and is pay 
authorized and instructed to inquire and re nator a a the 
Southern Steamship and ee Associ the interstate 


pa Ed iaw in = fixin wad treiguasenee diitierentints 
for the trom the interior voor through its various por rt 

ints, or os aries, and whether said rates are not i the 
wed of competition, intended to be preserved by said interstate-commerce 


“pecona. And,if it should find said rates in violation of the 
merce law, said committeo is pot further instructed to 


interstate-eom- 
to report in what 
- y _— rates violate said law,and suggest a remedy for a correction 
° 


That said committee have leave to sit during the recess of the Senate at 
be most convenient fora full and complete on 

in the foregoing, _ Se 

for persons and es ae and examine wi 


tnesses and 
m stenographer; and the incurred by said commit. 
of t mvens th eccasary oxen d 
Foo in he conduct net tig. on be paid out of the contingent 
INVESST@ATION BY THE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contir t Expensesof the Senate, to whom was 
recommitted the following resolution, submitted by Mr. Ran- 
som on the 10th instant, reported it without amendment, and 
asked for its present consideration: 

Resolved, . ee he Committee on Commerce and Gapenpmees, au 
thorized and directed to sit during the recess of* and and 

Pacific coast witha view 


the 
to determining the best location for the construction of a deep-water harbor. 
Said committee is also hereby au te visit and examine such other 


works of river and harbor improvement on the Pacific existing or 
. asin shetr Sudqunnndiinndasunuenaheensenapeanesteeanesit tad 
ee. have pe a green ay gan a gpg ee olen - 


The Senate, ees unanitnous consent, proceeded to consider the 


resolution. 
Mr. COCKREL Mr. President, I did not understand that 
the preceding resolution was to be reported and'put on its _ 
° 


ee T should have to it, as I shall 


option of the resolution. 

Mr. President, I eer arenas that it is not right to appoint a whole 
stand eee or to any other place be- 
tween oe and eonvening of Con in December 
next. knows that Senators will in the 


canvasses in. their tive States, and there is not time to 
make such an investigation as ought to be. made, and it ay 
not to be done by the whole committee. A subcommittee of 


three members, or not exceeding five, can do the work, and do it 
more efficiently than the whole committee; and we are piling 
up unnecessary cost. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I desire to sayafew words with 
reference to this matter. I think my friend from Missouri does 
not fully understand the situation. [tis proposed by the Goy 
ernment of the United States, upon the recommendation of the 
War es to establish an extensive breakwater for c ‘om- 

—— urposes on the Pacilic coast. between the points desig- 
nated. never has been any doubt about the necessity or 
desirability of the establishment of such a harbor, but there has 
been some doubt as to where it should be located. The Govern- 
ment. eers upon the one hand have taken a. position, and 
certain Senators who are also familiar with the subject have 
taken another position 


Personally, though living i in the part of the State affected by 
en measure, [ do not agree with some of my fellow-Senators 
n the committee. e leading business men in that portion 


of Calfforniscame here and yer 2s before the Commerce Com- 
aiiben. There was. a great deal of evidence taken, and after i: 
was taken the full committee met and considered the matier 
carefully, and half of its membership were unable to express. an 
oe and declared that. they could not vote until they saw 


aathe as Tam personally concerned I care nothing about the 
a of the trip, for 1 shall be on the egos myself, and 
go there before the committee can reach the State, and prob- 
ably I shall Rave to leave at adifferent time from that when the 
committee will leave. _ this is the most important work con- 


templated. ee western. coast of this country. It is 
a matter not only of local ae’ but itisdesigned through 
this to carry the Oriental freight across the United States 


port 

to the Gulf of Mexico and from:there by waterto New York. Ii 
isa. matter, therefore, of great national importance, and is so re- 
ate the War Department. It is impossible to obtain the 
information through a subcommittee. The affair has 
heen hung up already for two years awaiting a definite report 
from the committee. Asto the , if the Government of 
the United States can not stand it, if it is too mueh for this 
great Government to pay, aithougt. there is an outlay contem- 
of over $2,000,000, I am satisfied that I could in a littl: 

time raise the money by subscription in my own State. 

But when the Committee on Commerce, composed, with the 
exception of myself, of some of the most distinguished members 
of this body, men of experience here and a standing upon 
the committee, unite as to the necessity of this investigation, 
I think there ought to be no question of ts advisibility raised in 
the Senate. 

I can assure the Senator from Missouri (who deserves tho 
— credit for as disbursements in cases where 

are not necessary) that this is an exceptional case, and it 
should be so regarded by the Senate as it is py by every 
ales of the committee. It is a matterof vital importance to 
my State. The Senate will recollect that evenan item of $40,000) 
that was inserted in the riverand harbor ap ae riation bill with 
reference to the stretch of coast included within the two points 
mentioned in the resolution was eliminated because of this dis- 
cussion, and because it was impossible to tell where the appro- 
iation — be placed at this time. We are waiting for the 
— e committee. The whole of the country in- 
terested is a nilting for it; and there is no method of reachin n 
satisfactory determination of the question exce pt by having t 
committee make a to the Pacific coast as p = 
the Senators whom I mentioned agree a the matter. I 
think it should be satisfactory to the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to call the attention of the Seu- 
ate to the fact. that there is now an e order of 
the Senate directing the Committee on Commerce to make this 
—— tion. 

HITE. Thatistrue. The Senator is correct. 

Me CHANDLER. It was passed more than a year ago. 

Mr: WHITE. If the Senator will permit me, I will state that 
the chairman of the committee, the ator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Ransom], was unable to call the committee together 
beeause of certain engagements at that time. I might here say 
that the objection made by my friend the Senator from Mis- 
souri, that it will be about election time will not avail, because 

every. member of the committee has expressed.a determination 
to go there immediately after election, regardless of his feel- 


Mr. CHANDLER. The order of the Senate last year was not 
carried out, I understand, because Congress was in extra 
session .on the 7th of August, and it was impossible for the com- 
mittee to a the duty which it was commanded by the Sen- 


ate to 
Mr. M. If the Senator from New will 
pardon me, I will state that I agree with him in his view as to 











1894. 





the previous order, but the committee thought it was best to 
have the approval of the Senate upon this resolution, and not to 
trust to the one es an investigation last year. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I recognize the propriety of the resolu- 
tion, and I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that there was # discussion in the Senate in reference to this 
harbor of refuge, which it was expected would cost many hun- 
dred thousand dollars. 

Mr. STEWART. Two millions. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Certainly, if it is to cost $2,000,000, the 
money of the United States will be well expended in allowing 
the Committee on Commerce to see the ground and the water 
which are to constitute the harborof refuge. I repeatmyargu- 
ment of yesterday, which I hope will commend itself to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, that when an important committee of this 
body takes the responsibility of deciding how it shall investi- 
gate, in what manner it shall do its work, the decision of that 
committee, unless the committee is to be discredited by the Sen- 
ate, ought to be accepted and adopted and approved by a vote of 
the Senate. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. President, the pending resolution, 
which authorizes the Committee on Commerce of the Senate to 
send a subcommittee to California for the purpose of examining 
what point upon the coast of Southern California is the best for 
the location of a deep-water harbor, is aresolution that should be 
adopted. The question of establishing adeep-water harbor upon 
the coast of Southern California has occupied the attention of 
Congress for the last four or five years. Several Boards of En- 
gineers have been authorized by different acts of Congress for 
the purpose of examining this coast and determining where is 
the best place to construct the proposed deep-water harbor. 
These commissions have reported, and hearings upon this ques- 
tion have been had repeatedly by the River and Harbor Com- 
mittee of the House and by the Commerce Committee of the 
Senate. These hearings have resulted in creating considerable 
doubt and uncertainty as to the correctness of the conclusionsof 
the Boards of Engineers as to the particular locality where the 
harbor should be constructed. 

I kuow a good deal about this matter. I have had occasion to 
deal with it in the other branch of Congress. I am not satisfied 
myself that the particular locality which the Boardof Engineers 
have recommended as the best place for the construction of a 
deep-water harbor is the one that Congressshould adopt. I b>- 
lieve there is so much doubt about the matter that it would be 
wise on the part of the Senate to send a subcommittee of its 
Committee on Commerce to investigate the merits of the port 
of Los Angeles, known as Santa Monica, and the merits of the 


San Pedro Harbor. These are the rival claimants to this har- 
bor. It would be well to do this, and thus, looking to the future 


needs as well as to the present needs of commerce, to determine 
which of these localities is the one where the deep-water harbor 
should be located. 

Congress can not be too careful to avoid a mistake about this 
harbor. The Governmentwill be called upon toexpend millions 
of dollars in its construction. It is to be a harbor for theaccom- 
modation of the deep-draft vessels of the ocean. We do not 
want hastily to make up our minds as to its location. We want 
to be sure we are right and then go ahead. It is better to en- 
counter alittle more delay and expend a little more money in 
investigation than run the risk of error. 

I think, therefore, it is wise to send a subcommittee out there, 
after the adjournment of the present session, in order that its 
members may by personal observation and investigation satisfy 
themselves which of the competing points is the one where the 
deep-water harbor should be constructed. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I do not know the exact nature 
of the objection which is made to the resolution, but I desire 
to say that if the Committee on Commeree of this body and the 
Committee on Rivers.and Harborsof the Housecould be author- 
ized and induced to spend the recess between every session of 
Congress in examining the greatriverand harber improvements 
in the United States, every dollar expended in that way would, 
in my judgment, save hundreds of dollars to the Government. 

So far as this resolution is concerned, no one need fear that 
too many membersof the committee wi!l make the examination 
pro It will be very difficult indeed to get a sufficient 
number of the members of the committee to leave their homes 
and their own affairs to make the trip. It is understeod that 
the investigation will not be made unti! after the November 


There is great necessity for a water harbor near Los 
Angeles, on the California coast. Government has im- 
ed the inner harbor for light-dvaft vessels at Wilming 

n, which is butanothernamefor San Pedro: an vementat 
San Pedro for deeper vessels has been recommended. Members 
of the committee and others who have visited San Pedro and 
Santa Monica believe that Santa Monica, a few miles up the 
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coast and at a less distance from Los Angeles than San Pedro, 
is a preferable point. The Southern Pacific Railroad Company 
expended about a million dollars at San Pedro, and until quite 
recently favored that place. It favored it at the same time the 
first report was made recommending an improvementthere, but 
has abandoned that place and gone toSanta Monica, and built a 
wharf at an expense of about a million of dollars. 

All these things have left the Committee on Commerce of 
the Senate, and I think of the House also, in doubt as to where 
this improvement should be made; and while there is pressing 
importance for the improvement, there are a number of mem- 
bers of the committee who do not desire to act upon the matter 
at all until it has been investigated by the committee. So far 
= T = concerned, [had made upmy mind upon it and was ready 

0 act. 

Ideem it very important that the committee should make 
thisexamination. As has been said, the committee was directed 
to do it last year; but Congress was called together on the 7th 
of August, and prior to that time the members of the commit- 
tee had not found it convenient to get together and make the 
examination. No appropriation was inserted in the river and 
harbor bill for the work at this session, it being the understand- 
ing that the committee would examine as to where the improve- 
ment should be located. 

It will not be an expensive examination. The expenses of 
the committee will not be great. There is no danger that al! 
the members of the committee will go to make the cxamination. 
I think the chairman will find it difficult to get members of the 
committee who can make it convenient to attend to the matter. 
But I hope the resolution will be adopted, and that the com- 
mittee will go to the coast and examine into the matter. 

Mr. BERRY. I was told that the Senator from California 
{Mr. WHITE] stated that it was the unanimous wish of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce that that committee should make this pro- 

dtrip. I desire to say that I was not present when the reso- 
ution was considered in the Commerce Committee. It was done 
while I was out of the city, and I knew nothing about it until my 
return. I have been of the opinion that itis unnecessary for the 
committee, or any part of the committee to go to the southern 
coast of California in order to determine this matter. The Gov- 
ernmentengineers, as I have been informed and believe, have uni- 
formly decided in favor of one point; and, so far as [ am con- 
cerned, I do not believe that it is necessary for the committee to 
go to California in order to determine where the deep-water 
harbor shall be located. 

Mr. CAREY. I shouldlike toask the Senator from Arkansas 
how much the trip will cost? 

Mr. BERRY. If have not figured the cost, and I do not know 
how much it will be. If Idid know! would inform the Senator. 
I have an idea that whatever the cost may be it is not necessary 
that the committee shall go there. 

Mr. CAREY. I should like to ask the Senator from Arkan- 
sas whether he believes in keeping a duty on sugar for the pur- 
pose of paying the expenses of these junketing trips? 

Mr. BERRY. What is the Senator's question? 

Mr. CAREY. Iask the Senator from Arkansas whether he 
believes in keeping a duty on sugar so as to raise money to pay 
these expenses? 

Mr. BERRY. Ido not believe in keeping a duty on sugar for 
any purpose whatever; and if the Senator from Wyoming and 
others who have been opposed to the duty on sugar will permit 
that bill to come back and let us have a square vote on it, my 
impression is that a majority of this side of the Chamber at least 
will say that they are not in favor of anything like a duty on 
sugar. 

Mr. RANSOM. 





Mr. President-—— 

Mr. CAREY. I wish to ask the Senator from North Carolina 
how much this proposed trip will cost? 

Mr. RANSOM. I will anewer thatquestion. Last year, when 
a similar resolution was passed by the Senate, it became my duty 
to inquire what would be the expenses of the committee in go- 
ing to the Pacific coast. Mr. Nixon, the financial clerk of the 
Senate, made out the estimate, and it was under $5,000. 

Mr.CAREY. We were denied money in the appropriation 
bills where it is absolutely necessary, and the denial was made 
because of the poverty of the Treasury of the United States. If 
Ibelieved that the committee would know anything more about 
the matter after they had seen the water and the proposed har- 
bor I might be willing to vote for such an appropriation. I do 
not believe that it will be possible for them to tell anything 
aboutit. They must tak: the judgmentof experts and engineers 
on the subject. Now is a good time to retrench, as we have 
been denied appropriations in the West for necessary purposes 
because of the condition ofthe Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to ask the Senator from Wyoming 
whether, in his judgment, this question would not be submitted 
to the engineers of the Navy Department? 
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Mr. CAREY. It will have to ao seme in that way in the end. 
The committee can tell nothing about it. 

Mr. RANSOM, Mr. President, I am somewhat surprised at 
the opposition to the resolutionand the objections made by Sena- 
tors. A debate similar to this took place here eighteen months 

v. It was the debate referred to by the Senator from New 

mpshire [Mr. CHANDLER] in his remarks, In that debate 
the matter was fully discussed, and the Senate determined almost 
unanimously to send the Committee onCommerce to the Pacific 
coast. 

I will state the case, Mr. President. For years there has been 
a contest in the State of California and in Congress as to where 
the deep-water harbor on the Pacific coast should be located. 

Mr.CAREY. I wish to ask the Senator from North Carolina 
whether a committee has not already been out there? 

Mr. RANSOM. Nocommittee has been there. The Senator 
is under that impression because an investigation by the same 
committee was ordered eighteen months ago. But the com- 
mittee could not go there at that time. 

As I was proceeding to say, there has beena most serious con- 
troversy as to whore the deep-water harbor for that coast should 
be located. Every Senator can comprehend at once the impor- 
tance of locating the harbor at the right place. The United 
States engineers reported in favor of San Pedro, and it was sup- 
posed that that was the right point. Then there camea serious 
protest from other people decidedly in favor of Santa Monica, 
and persons who had seen Santa Monica declared that that was 
the right place. 

The Committee on Commerce for the last five years has been 
doing its best to determine which is the best location. Boards 
of United States Engineer officers have decided in favor of one 
place. Most able ongmpers who do not belong to the Army have 
ttre their opinion in favor of the other point. The people of 

Jalifornia are, I may say, divided on the subject. Here is the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH], who lives on the coast, ask- 
ing that the committee shall go there. So with the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. Jongs], who is very familiar with the neces- 
-— for a deep-water harbor there. 

ere are both the Senators from California, one belonging to 
our side of the Chamber, and the other belonging to the other 
side of the Chamber, asking that the committee shall go there 
and see for themselves. Here are the Senators upon the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, I shall not designate them. Perhaps 
they are a little harder to convince than others; ee} they 
do not see things quite as clearly and as intuitively as other Sen- 
ators. They protest that they are in doubt upon the question 
and they wish to go to the coast and make an examination in 

»erson. For myself, after having been upon the committee all 

his time and never having determined as to which is the best 
place, for I could not do it, though hav an earnest desire to 
do so, I believe the only way to settle this question is to have 
the committee go there in person and view and examine the 
harborsand settle the question, and the committee almost unani- 
mously think as I do on this subject. 

Senators ask what will the committee learn by going to those 
harbors and looking at the water? In as such a question 
they are speaking withoutconsideration and without experience. 
Do not Senators remember that six or seven years ago (I know 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] willremember it; I 
know older Senators here remember it) there was acontroversy 
for years as to the building of the bridge across the Arthur 
Killin New York? Suits were brought and many committees 
came here, until finally the Committee on Commerce, under the 
direction of the Senate, determined to go and visit the ee 
and examine the locality for themselves. My friend from Mis- 
souri[Mr. Vest] was one of them. There are other gentlemen 
here who belonged to the committee and rememberit. The 
Senator from Maine |Mr. Frye], if present, could give a graphic 
picture of it. We had not seen the place half an hour before 
the committee were unanimous as to what should be done. 

If Senators will look at the pending resolution they will see 
that it provides for the summoning of witnesses and the taking 
of testimony. It provides for an investigation, sir, an explora- 
tion and examination which shall be made with the assistance 
of the best engineers of the Army and Navy and of the country, 
and with all the light that can be gathered from persons who 
have lived for years near the harbors, so that the Senate can see 
and know what ought to be done. I was very sorry last year 
that it was impossible for me to f° with the committee, for I do 
not believe that the dispute will ever be settled in any other 


way. 
Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I think at least the Senators 
who have never seen that part of the country should perhaps 
pay a little more attention to one who has for afifth of acentury 
n in the neighborhood almost all his time. I am very famil- 
iar with the surroundings and I am very familiar with the status 
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of this matter before the committee. Although it seems that 
my friend from Arkansas, who did not hear the discussion in the 
committee, as he was compelled to be absent at the time, does 
not agree with us—when I said the report was unanimous, I, of 
course, referred to those who were present, and I had forgotten 
the circumstance that he was not there; but there is no dissent- 
ing report on file—Iam convinced, absolutely satisfied, that if the 
Senate does not send a committee there itsimply means that the 
whole enterprise will be abandoned, or at least that nothing will 
be done, for I know from my experience upon the committee that 
it is impossible to get a vote or any definite or unanimous action 
without such an inspection. As I have said, it isnot for my own 
benefit. Iam pretty well advised with regard to the matter 
now; but I do know that the Committee on Commerce can not 
act, and until it goes there it certeinly will not act, and Sena- 
tors who have expressed doubt avyut the matter are just as 
conscientious and strong in their faith about it as any one of 
us who may be standing here is firm in his conviction upon any 
subject in the world. . 

I trust the Senate will take the judgment of the committee, 
and will remember, as I have said, the importance of this mat- 
ter, and the fact that nothing has been done looking to harbor 
eavemeen® recently in that neighborhood, because we are 
waiting for a report from the committee and action upon that 
enterprise indorsed by the War Department. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope when the committee goes, as I suppose 
it will go, to California to investigate these two ports, that it 
will pay some attention tothe land as well as to the water. In my 
judgment the ownership of the land around these waters is the 
principal part of the controversy now, and I should like to have 
the committee tell us who owns the land there. 

Mr. WHITE, That iscontemplated, I will state to the Senator. 

fr. RANSOM. That will be done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


ALCOHOL USED IN THE ARTS, ETC. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a bill from the House of Representatives, which will be read 
the first time by its title. 

The bill (H. R. 7977) toamend the internal-revenue laws of the 
United States was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the bill may be read at length. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all laws which authorize the rebate or repayment 
from the Treasury of the United States of the tax on alcohol used in the 


arts, or in any medicinal or other like compounds, are hereby repealed. 
Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect from and after its passage. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the bill may have its second read- 
ing by the unanimous consent of the Senate. 

r. CHANDLER. I object, Mr. President, and ask that it 
may go over until to-morrow. 

Me . HARRIS. Very well; but I shall ask that it be read a 
second time to-morrow morning, and I give notice now that I 
shall probably ask the Senate to consider it to-morrow. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope no accident or ili health will pre- 
vent the Senator from doing that. 

Mr. GORMAN, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iask the Senator to withdraw the mo 
tion for a moment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I rise with reference to the bill which 
has just had its first reading. I send forward an amendment 
which I intend to pro to that bill when it shall be properly 
= the Senate, and I ask that it be printed and lie on the 
ta e. 

Mr. ALLISON, I desire to have the amendment intended to 
be peepenes A the Senator from Nebraska read. 
r. MANDERSON. All right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 6 amendment intended to be 
pro by the Senator from Nebraska will be read. 

e SECRETARY. At theendof the first section it is proposed 
to add the following proviso: 


Provided, however, That until February 1, 1895, the provisions of the act 
entitled “An act to reduce revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for 
other ” oy ved October 1, 1899, autho the issue of licenses 
to uce sugar for the payment of 4 rt ® producers of sugar 
from beets, sorghum or Fae. Gown in the United States, or from 
maple sap produced within United States, contained in pesegraphe 231, 
232, 233, 2! 235, and 236 of said act, shall continue in full force and effect, and 
said of said act are reénacted: Provided, however, That the 
bounty hereby ——— to be paid under said act of October 1, 1890, shall be 
eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound and no more. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be 


ordered printed, in the absence of objection. 
Mr. QUAY. T move to lay the amendment on the table. 
Mr. MANDERSON, That can hardly bein order. I have 
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simply given notice of an amendment intended to be proposed 
by me when the bill is under consideration, and the Senator can 
hardly move to lay my intention on the table. 

Mr. QUAY. Isupposed the bill had been taken up, and in 

that case I intended to move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the 

amendment is not before the Senate for its consideration, and 
the _ of the Senator from Pennsylvania can not be enter- 
tained. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I offer an amendment which I intend to 
ropose to the bill, and I ask that it may be read, printed, and 
ie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment intended to be 

myperen by the Senator from New Hampshire will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as a new section the 
following: " 

SEc. —. That all the provisions of House bill 4864 relative to duties on im- 
ports, however entitled and by whatever name known or called, and when- 
ever and wherever it may be found, which finally passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the 13th day of August, 1894, be, and the same are hereby, re- 
pealed, annulled, canceled, and made void and of no effect, from and after 
the passage of this act. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment be printed to accompany 
the bill. It is very interesting. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered,in the ab- 
sence of objection. 


REVENUE DUTY ON SUGAR. 


Mr. GRAY. I offer a resolution, which I ask may be read, 
printed, and lie over. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed to report, without 
delay, to the Senate, the House bill No. 7971 referred to it, so amended as to 
— a a revenue duty on all sugar without any differential duty on re- 

ned s ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be ordered to 
be printed, and it will go over on the request of the Senator from 
Delaware. 

HUTCHISON AND SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am directed by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2290) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act grant- 
ing the right of way to the Hutchison and Southern Railroad 
Company through the indian Territory,’” to report it without 
amendment. 

Mr. QUAY. LIask unanimous consent for the 
eration of the bill which has just been reported 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. GORMAN. I renew my motion that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. PALMER. [ hope the Senator will withdraw that mo- 
tion for a moment. 

Mr. QUAY. Whatis the motion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland has 
moved that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. QUAY. I — the Senator will withdraw that motion 
in order that the bill which has just been reportedby the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas may be considered and passed. 

Mr. PALMER. I request the Senator to withdraw his mo- 
tion that I may ask permission—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from 
Maryland is pending, and it is not debatable. 

Mr. QUAY. I trust the Senator from Maryland will with- 
draw the motion for a moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator fromMaryland, that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 40 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, August 18, 
1894, at 12 o’clock m. 


a consid- 
y the Senator 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, August 18, 1894. 
Prayer by Rev. J. H. M’Carty, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


ington. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the Jour- 
nal of yesterday's peg os 

Mr. TURPIE. Iask unanimous consent that the reading of 
the Journal be dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. QUAY. J object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the request 
of the Senator from Indiana. The Journal will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ngs and having read for five minutes— 

Mr. TURPIE. Iask unanimous consent that the further read- 
ing of the Journal be dispensed with. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Js there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. QUAY. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 
“2 will proceed with the reading of the Journal. 

he Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the Jour- 

nal of yesterday's proceedings. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Journal 
stands approved. 


HUTCHISON AND SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. QUAY. Before proceeding with the morning business, 
I wish to say that I was interrupted, I think a little harshly, by 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] when I was asking 
unanimous consent yesterday to put upon its passage a bill which 
had just been reported by the chairman of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. It will occupy but a moment; I think it will pro- 
voke no opposition, and I would be much obliged to the Senate 
if it would give unanimous consent for the consideration of the 
bill (S. 2290) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act granting the right of way tothe Hutchisonand 
Southern Railroad Company through the Indian Territory.’” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


HOME FOR DESTITUTE COLORED PERSONS. 


Mr. TURPIE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 7095) to provide for the erection of 
a national home for aged and infirm colored persons, and for the 
maintenance of the inmates thereof. 

_The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr.GORMAN. I must object to the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. Petitions and 
memorials are inorder. [A pause.] If there are no petitions or 
memorials, reports of committees are next in order. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Military Affairs, towhom 
was referred the bill (S. 1556) to relieve Titus Priest from the 
charge of desertion, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. to whom was referred the bill (S. 2295) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to correct errors where double allot- 
ments of land have erroneously been made to an Indian, to cor- 
rect errors in patents, and for other purposes, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6656) for the relief of P. W. Mitchell, M. C. Felmet, 
George H. Smathers, and others, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1585) authorizing the sale of timber on 
the Jicarilla Apache Indian Reservation for the benefit of the 
Indians belonging thereto, submitted an adverse report thereon; 
which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


BERLIN SILVER COMMISSION, ETC, 


Mr. HARRIS. From the Committee on Finance, I report a 
translation of the report of the proceedings of the Berlin Sil- 
ver Commission, together with the report of the proceedings 
of the International Bimetallic Conference held at London, May 
2 and 3, 1894. The translation was made under the order of the 
Senate. I ask that the reports be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 
dered. 





The Secre- 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 2318) for the relief of 
B. F. Berry; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CAREY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2319) to provide 
for the issue of certain land scrip to the representatives of Rob- 
ert George, a captain in the war of the Revolution; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

RECENT ELECTION IN ALABAMA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER], coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 
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The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. CHAND- 
LER on the 11th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privilges and Bilections be directed to 
inguire into the facts of the election held in the Stateof Alabama on the 6th 
of the t month of scertain and whether such 
election was full, fair, free, and honest, and resulted in choice af a Leg- 
isiavure entitied to elect a United States Senator, and that said committee 
as a whole or by a subcommittee shall have power to send for persons and 
papers and sit during the approaching recess of Congress. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I ask a renewal of the order of yesterday 
in reference to the resolution. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the resolution will go over retaining its place. 


FINANCE COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS],com- 
ing over from a previous day. The resolution will be read. 

rhe Secretary read the resolution submitted’ yesterday by 
Mr. HARRIS, as follows: 

Resolved, That the cy in the Finance Committee of the Senate occa- 
sioned by the death of the late Senator Vance be filled by the Tn am me 
of the Hon. StepHen M. WHrT#, a Senator from the State of ornia. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There will be no objection raised, I 
think, in the Senate to the consideration of the resolution this 
morning. 1 wish to say for myself and some others as to the 
stand which was taken yesterday that in it there was no meas- 
ure of disrespect intended to the Senator from California whose 
name is mentioned by the majority side: Recognizing the abil- 
ity and fitness of that Senator, there was in this matter no per- 
sonal feeling toward him whatever, but it was deemed desirable 
that this important vacancy should not be filled without full 
deliberation on the partof the entire membership of the Senate. 


Mr. HILL. I concur in the expression of the hope that the 
resolution Bet without any opposition whatever. 

-_ — ISIDENT. Thequestion is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
INEXPEDIENCY OF FURTHER REVENUE LEGISLATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from New York [Mr. MurPHy|] 
coming over from a previous day. The Secretary will read the 
resolution. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by 
Mr. MuRPHY, as follows: 

Resolved, That in view of the statement in the letter of the Hon. John G. 
Carlisle, Secretary of the Treasury, dated Wash: mn, August 15, 1894, ad- 
dressed to Hon. LG. Hargis, acting chairman of the Finance Committee, 
that the estimated surplus revenue for year will not exceed $15,000,000, 
it is the Judgment of the Ssnate that no further legislation or change in 
the revenue laws should be niade at this session. . 

Mr.GORMAN. Lask that the resolution may lie over for a 
few moments. I desire to make a suggestion to the Senator 
from New York. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANDERSON and Mr. PLATT. What is the request? 

Mr. GORMAN. Simply to allow the resolution to lie over, 
not to lose its place, but to be called up in a few minutes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is to go over for a few minutes, I un- 
. derstand. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is the exact request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That the resolution may lie over 
tem ily, to be called up later. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and it is so ordered. 

REVENUE DUTY ON SUGAR. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY} com- 
ore from a previous day, which will be read. 

e Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by 

Mr. GRAY, as foliows: 
That the Committee on Finance be instructed toreport, without 
delay, to the Senate, t*.e House bill No. 7971 referred to it, so amended as to 
conan a revenue duty on all sugar without any differential duty on re- 

a woe ene T. The question is onagreeing tothe 
resolu ¥ 

Mr. MANDERSON. I submit an amendment to the resolu- 
tion, which I ask to have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The SBORETARY. Strike out allafter the word “ instructed ” 
end insert: 

To report back House bill 7971, for free sugar, with an amend- 
ment reénacting the bounty provisions of the act approved October 1,,1890. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question ison agreeing tothe 

amendment of the Senator from Nebraska. 


Mr. GORMAN and Mr. MILLS called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. ; 

Mr. RPIE. The amendment by its text combines two sub- 
jects. One is to exempt sugar from a tariff duty; the other is 
to pay a bounty on sugar under what is known as the McKinley 
act. Lask for a division of the question upon those two sub- 


jects. 

Mr. MILLS. Iask to have the resolution read as proposed 
to be amended. Then we can understand it. , 

The SecretaRy. It is proposed to amend the resolution so 
as to make it read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed to report back 


House bill 7971, providing for free sugar, with anamendment reénacting the 
bounty provisions of the act approved October 1, 1890. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Mr.President, I suggest that that is not 
a divisible motion. The bill that is in the hands of the Com- 
mittee on Finance provides for free sugar. This is simply an 
instruction to the committee that it shall add to that bill the 
bounty of the McKinley act. I willask that theamendmentshall 
be again read, so that the matter can be clearly understood. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be again stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out all after the 
word ‘‘instructed” in the original resolution and insert: 

To report back House bill 7971 providing for free sugar, with an amend 
ment reénacting the bounty provisions of the act approved October 1, 1890 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, the words “ providing 
for free sugar ” are wordsof identification of the bill rather than 
anything else, and are mere surplusage. I will modify my 
amendment by striking out the words “ providing for free su- 


ar. 
oa VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be so mod- 
ifled. 

Mr. MANDERSON. So that the only instruction to the com- 
mittee is that it shall report the bounty of the McKinley act. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska 
why, after his resolution has been so modified, it is still not di- 
visible, inasmuch as it includes an instruction to report back a 
certain bill and also an instruction to report it back with an 
amendment? The instruction to report back House bill 7971 is 
a distinct instriciion. That provides for free sugar. The 
amendment that it shall be so modified as to contain also a pro- 
vision for a bounty is a distinct substantive matter which can be 
separated from it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1% suggest to the Senatorfrom Delaware that 
both his resolution and the amendment of the Senator from Ne- 
braska provide for reporting the billback. There is no division 
of sentiment about that. The only question is as to the nature 
of the instructions. The Senator from Delaware proposes one 
set of instructions and the Senator from Nebraska another. 
The question is simpiy about the nature of the instructions 
which shall be given. 

Mr. GRAY. I will say to my friend from Rhode Island that 
I have not said that my original resolution was not divisible. 
It contained an instruction to report back a certain bill, which 
isa substantive matter, and in addition to report it back with 
am amendment striking off the differential in favor of the re- 

ners. 

Mr. MILLS. One resolution has reference to imported for- 
eign sugar and the other has reference to domestic sugar; one 
is the bounty on domestic sugar and the other is the exemption 
from duty of foreign sugar. 

Mr. GRAY. That is so. 

Mr. MILLS. They are two as distinct propositions as could 


be made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thereis no difference of opinion whatever 
as to the first branch of the resolution, and any discussion or 
vote upon it would be simply a waste of time, in my opinion. 
We agree upon both sides of the Chamber that the committee 
shall be instructed to report back the bill. The only question 
is what other instructions shall be given. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. There is nothing in the provisions of the 
amendment I have proposed that—— 

Mr. McLAURIN. I believe I have the floor, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi is 


recognized. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I beg pardon. s 

Mr. MCLAURIN. There are two questions presented in this 
resolution. One is whether the Senate will instruct the commit- 
tee to report back the bill; the other is whether it will instruct 
the committee to report it back with an nt. Those 
two questions ought to be so divided as to allow each Senator to 
vote on each according to splat oats A Senator may desire 
to vote to have the bill re back and not vote for the 
amendment. There are two auestions propounded to him—one 
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whether he will vote to have the bill reported back, and the 
other whether he will have the amendment to it; so tha’ the 
question is clearly divisible. 

~ Mr. HILL. ill the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. I ask how is the amendment to be reported back 
without the bill? 

Mr.McLAURIN. The amendment can not be reported back 
without the bill. But the bill can be reported back without the 
amendment. This shows two questions: Whether the bill shall 
be reported, and whether it shall be amended. Ononeof these 
I want to vote in the affirmative, and on the other I want to vote 
in the negative. 

Mr. HILL. You may report a bill without an amendment, 
but youcan not report an amendment unless it relates to a bill 
or resolution. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Youcan not report an amendment with- 
outa bill. That is true enough. 

Mr. HILL. That is a necessary proposition. 

Mr. McLAURIN. But there are two questions presented, 
the Senator from New York ought to understand. You have 
first to determine the question of whether you will report back 
the bill at all. Is not that one question propounded to the mind 
of every Senator? Then is it not a question to be propounded 
to every Senator whether, being reported, it shall or shall not 
be amended? 

Mr. HILL. The question as to whether you report a bill back 
at all comes up after the amendment has been adopted. 

Mr. McCLAURIN. Not at all. The amendment can not be 
adopted until the bill is reported. It does not adopt the amend- 
ment to report the bill back with anamendment. The question 
would still be whether the Senate would adopt wie amendment 
after the bill had been reported back with the amendment. 
There are two distinct questions. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should be glad to have the amendment read 


ain. 
“fhe VICE-PRES{DENT. The amendment will be again 
stated. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the resolution be read, and 
then let the amendment which is proposed to the resolution be 


read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read and 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

The SECRETARY. The original resolution reads: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed to report without 
delay to the Senate the House bill No. 7971, referred {to it,’so amended 
as to provide for a revenue duty on all sugar without any differential on re- 
fined sugar. 

It is proposed to amend the resolution by striking out all after 
the word “ instructed,” in line 1, and inserting: 

Report back House bill 7971 with an amendment reénacting the bounty 
provisions of the act approved October 1, 1890. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Now, I submit that the resolution as 
proposed to be amended does not present any question that 
can be divided. It is not an instruction to the committee to re- 

ort in any particular way the House bill that has come to the 
Renate, except that they shall add to it, however they may 
change its form, the bounty of the McKinley act. The sole ques- 
tion involved in the amendment is whether they will report the 
bounty of the McKinley act, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr.MANDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. AsI understand, the Senator's propo- 
sition is to amend the resolution which is pending. The ques- 
tion to be voted on, then, is whether the instruction proposed 
by the Senator from Delaware shall be stricken out and the in- 
struction suggested by the Senator from Nebraska inserted. 
That is one question to be voted on as an amendment, and after 
the resolution is amended, the Senate will vote on the resolu- 
tion asamended. The question stands now on the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska pure and simple. 

Mr. MANDERSON, That is right. 

Mr.GRAY. Undoubtedly. If the resolution shall be amended, 
the question will be presented whether it is divisible or not. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Exactly. 

Mr. JARVIS. Mr. President, itdoes seem to me there ought 
not to be any trouble about this question. A resolution is in- 
troduced by one Senator. Another Senator moves tostrike out 
and insert. The first question is whether we shal! strike out. 
The Senator from Nebraska moves to strike out and insert cer- 
tain other matter. ‘The question is divisible in that the first 
question is on the motion to strike out the nal resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON, If the Senator will w me, the diffi- 
culty with that proposition is that under the rulesof the Senate 
a motion to strike out and insert is nota divisible motion. 
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Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, if lunderstand the proposition of 
the Senator from Delaware, it proposes to instruct the Commit- 
tee on Finance to report the bill in such a way as that there 
shall be no tax on refined sugar. The Senator from Nebraska 
moves to strike out that part of the resolution, and instruct the 
committee to report a provision in favor of a bounty. Those 
who vote for the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska will 
be in favor of a bounty and opposed to the instruction to the 
committee to report against a tax on refined sugar. As I un- 
derstand it, I think the question will be very clearly put as be- 
tween those who favor a bounty and those who favor the strik- 
ing out of all protection in favor of the sugar trust. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the resolution of the Senator 
from Delaware instructs the Finance Committee to report a cer- 
tain bill back with an amendment which shall provide for a rey- 
enue duty on sugar. That is one proposition. The amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska proposes to strike from the orig- 
inal resolution that feature which provides for a revenue duty, 
and to incorporate into the bill a provision for a bounty on all 
domestic sugars. Here are two distinctive and conflicting prop- 
ositions, the one directing the committee to reporta duty upon 
sugar—— 

Mr. GRAY. 
sugar. 

Mr. HARRIS. Without a differential, but a flat, square, ad 
yalorem duty on all sugars. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If thé Senator will permit me, neither of 
these propositions provides for any differential in regard to re- 
fined sugar. There is no difference in the two propositions in 
that respect. 

Mr. HARRIS. That cuts no figure whatever in my argu- 
ment. 

Mr. ALDRICH, In view of the remark made by the Senator 
ee Arkansas, | desired that that should be distinctly under- 
8 , 

Mr. HARRIS. There may be a little political capital in iter- 
ating and reiterating that idea. I care nothing for that. Here 
is a distinct proposition, to instruct a committee to report a bill 
back incorporating in ita revenue duty. That is one clear and 
distinct proposition. The amendment instructs the committee 
to report the bill back striking out the revenue duty feature, 
but requiring that an amendment shall be incorporated in the 
bill giving a bounty upon domestic sugars. There is another 
and a distinct proposition. If these two distinct and independ- 
ent propositions are not divisible it is difficult for me to deter- 
mine what question would be divisible. 

‘Mr. PLATT. Mr, President, what is the question before the 
Senate? Itisthis: A proposition to amend aresolution by strik- 
ing out from it certain words and inserting certain other words. 
Is that divisible? Is it a motion to strike out and insert. Is 
the resolution amendable? Clearly so. A motion to strike out 
and insert under our rules is expressly declared not to be divis- 
ible. There is nothing here to divide. The motion is tostrike 
out certain words in the resolution and insert certain other 
words. That is all of the motion, and that isin order. It can 
not be divided. 

Mr. GRAY. 
tion? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. The rule, asI understand it, which forbids the 
division of the question to strike out and insert merely relates 
to dividing the direction to strike out from the direction to in- 
sert; but it does not at all touch the yeopriots of dividing a 
question which may otherwise be presented by the proposition. 

Mr. PLATT. There is no other question before the Senate. 
The only question before the Senate is shall the resolution be 
amended by striking out certain words and inserting certain 
other words. 

Mr. GRAY. I think with the Senator from Connecticut that 
perhaps the vroper parliamentary procedure now would be to 
vote on the amendment, and, if the amendment is adopted, then 
the question whether the proposition is divisible will come up, 

Mr. PLATT. That is certainly so; but this is a square issue, 
as has been stated by the Senator from Arkansas. The proposi- 
tion is so to amend the resolution as that it shall carry a certain . 
instruction, and that is ap instruction for a bounty. We all 
understand that. If the amendment prevails, it will be an 
amendment to instruct the committee to re back the bill 
with a provision for a bounty. If it does not prevail, then the 
other proposition will carry. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, a good deal of confusion has been 
thrown around this very simple proposition. It is perfectly 
simple. The Senator from Delaware offered a resolution; the 
Senator from Nebraska offers to amend that resolution; and the 
question for the Chair to submit to the Senate is on the adoption 
of the amendment submitted by the Senator from Nebraska. 





Without a differential in favor of the refined 


May | interrupt the Senator to ask him a ques- 
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Mr. ALDRICH. That is all. 

Mr. GRAY. That is right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is nothing more tobesaid. TheSena- 
tor from Texas has stated the whole question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair holds thatthe vote should 
be taken on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ne- 
braska, and the amendment, in the opinion of the Chair, is not 
divisable. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KYLE (when Mr. ALLEN’S name was called). The Sen- 
ator from Nebraska _ ALLEN] is paired with the Senator 
from New York [Mr. HILv] upon this question. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], but I transfer that 
pair to the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN], so that 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] and I can 
vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. PLATT, The Senator from South 
Dakota is absent. 

Mr BERRY. The Senator from South Dakota was in the 
chamber two minutes ago, and will be here to vote. He told 
me so. If he does not return I shall withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did not understand the statement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from South Dakota is paired 
with some other Senator. . 

Mr. GALLINGER. As I understapd the matter, the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota is paired with the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN], and the Senator from South Dakota 

roposes to transfer that pair to the Senator from Delaware 
Mr. me 

Mr. BERRY. M ee {Mr. JoNES of Arkansas] is 
paired with Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINs]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is all right, then. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator from South Dakota does not 
come into the Chamber in time to vote I shall withdraw my 


vote. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called). I haveagen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMIL- 
LAN}; but I have ascertained from his colleague that if present 
he would vote ‘‘yea;” and as that is my way of voting, I vote 


“ ea.” 

Mtr, UAY (when Mr. CAMERON’S name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. CAMERON] is red with the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER}. my colleague were here he would 
vote ‘‘yea” and the Senator from South Carolina, I presume, 
would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL], but with 
the consen‘ of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM] 
I will transfer my pair to the Senator from Maine {Mr. HALE], 
and vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). On this question 
Tam paired with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER], and 
in his absence withhold my vote. 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). On this question, at 
the request of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE], I 
have consented to pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN]. If he were present I should vote a 

Mr. HUNTON (when his name was called). I desire to state 
that my colleague [Mr. DANIEL] is absent by leave of the Sen- 
ate, and during the whole of his absence he is paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). I have 
a general pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS], 
but I transfer that pair tothe Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
IRBY], and vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER., It has been stated to me that the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]is paired with the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. IrRpy]. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. That pair was not transferred to the Sen- 
= _ South Carolina, and there was no announcement of 

a : 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] 
stated, if I understood him correctly, that he would vote the 
same way as the Senator from Michigan|Mr. MCMILLAN] would 
vote, and said nothing about the transference of a pair. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I have the right to transfer the pair I 
I have with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], and 
since I have voted I have agreed to transfer that pair to the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. Irsy]. That is my right. 

Mr. GRAY. I doubt the right to transfer a sale where there 
is no pair. There is no pair where Senators would vote the 





sam® way, and the Senator from Louisiana announced that the 
Senator from Mich would vote the same way as he. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. I have a general pair, and it is that gen- 
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eral pair for the purposes of this vote that I have transferred to 
the Senator from South Carolina. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to state that ho 
has nothing to do with pairs. The question of pairs is a matte, 
for each Senator to determine for himself. The Secretary wi|| 
continue the call of the roll. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have a general pair with the Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. HiaGrins]. If he were present I should 
vote ‘‘nay.” As he is absent I shall not vote. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I havea gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Rhode Island | Mr. 
DrxONn]. If he were present I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). 
eral pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 
were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I have a general 
er with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN). 

do not know how he would vote. If he were present I should 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRyE]. If he were present he 
would vote ‘‘ yea” and I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], with the 
reservation of the right to vote to make aquorum. I should 
vote ‘‘ nay ” if he were present. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 
ent I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to state thatif my colleague [Mr. Haw 
LEY] were present he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PASCO (when the name of Mr. POWER was called). I 
was requested to state that the Senator from Montana | Mr. 
POWER] is paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gin- 


Thave a gen- 
If he 


Iam paired with 
If he were pres- 


SON}. 

Mr. PUGH (whenhis name wascalled). I havea general pair 
with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoaAR}. I transfer 
that pair to my colleague [Mr. MORGAN], who is paired with the 
junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAyY], so as to enable 
the junior Senator from Pensylvania and me to vote. I vote 
ae na . 

Mr. QYAY. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). As stated by the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY],1 have a general pair with 
the Senator from Maine YM HALE]. With the consent of the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] my pair is transferred to 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL], and I havearight 
to vote. Ivote ‘‘nay.” If the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hace} 
were here he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. SHERMAN (when his name was called). I have an ab- 
solute pair with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES). 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Idaho[Mr. DuBois]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. TURPIE (when the name of Mr. VOORHEES was called’. 
I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. VOORHEES] is de- 
tained from the Chamber by serious indisposition. If he wer: 
present he would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. WALSH — his name called). 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 
present I should vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GORDON. Iam paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
WILSON]. If he were present I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to state that if my colleague [Mr. 
WILSON] were present he would vote ‘“‘ yea.” I desire to ask 
— pair of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER) 
stands? 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Colorado is paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN], so that both the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PeTTiGREW] and I can vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. I merely desired to know, as I have a letter 
from the Senator from Colorado requesting a pair on this- sub- 


t. 
rite ROACH (after having voted in the negative). I have a 
with the junior Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS]. | 
id not know until after I had voted that he is absent from the 
Chamber. I therefore withdraw my vote. Ste 
Mr. BRICE. I havea general pair with the junior Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. Wotcort]. If he were present he would 
vote “ * and I should vote ‘‘ — 
Mr. WHITE. I desire to state that if my colleague [Mr. Per- 
KINS] were present he would vote ‘“‘ yea” on this proposition. 
Mr. MCLAURIN. I ask if a quorum has voted? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the pairs be read. 


Iam paired with the 
If he were 
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Mr. McCLAURIN. I understand that there is no quorum vot- | we can call it up when there isa voting quorum, and take a vote 


ing, and I reserved the right to vote to make a quorum. I vote 
hn a 
Mr. QUAY (after having voted in the affirmative). If that 


practice is to prevail I withdraw my vote, and a vote will be 
withdrawn on this side for every one voted on the other side. 

Mr. MANDERSON., I simply desire to say that in order to 
secure a quorum this side is ready tomake any reasonable sacri- 
fice, but certainly a pair should not be broken that would change 
the result of a vote; and if it is to be the practice toignore pairs 
and thus change the result of what would be the expression of 
the Senate in that way, there will be a general withdrawal of 
yotes upon this side. 

Mr.PALMER. The Senator from Nebraskaseems to furnish 
the very information that I desired to obtain. I accept his 
statement, and I shall observe my pair, for I am exceedingly 
careful not to do what might be regarded as a violation of the 
rights of a Senator in his absence. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (after having voted in the negative). I had 
the distinct understanding with my pair that on any occasion 
when it was necessary to make a quorum I should be allowed to 
vote. Butas it is the desire of my political associates that I 
shall withdraw my vote, I will do so. 

Mr. QUAY. Then my vote will stand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the pairs be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. he pairs will be announced as 


soon as it is sible to arrange them. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the result be announced. 
The result was announced—yeas 2], nays 20; as follows: 
YEAS—21. 
Aldrich. Cullom, Manderson, Quay, 
Allison, Davis, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Blanchard, Dolph, Patton, Stewart. 
Oaftery. Gal r, Peffer, 
Carey, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, 
Chandler, Kyle, Platt, 
NAYS—20. 

Bate, Faulkner, Hunton, Ransom, 
our George, Jarvis, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Lindsay, Vest, 

krell, Gray, ees: Vilas, 
Coke, . Harris, Pugh, hite. 

NOT VOTING—4. 

Allen, Gordon, McMillan, Proctor, 
Brice, Hale, McPherson, Roach, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Martin, Sherman, 
Call, Hawley, Mills, Smith, 
Camden, a Mitchell, Wis. uire, 
Cameron, Hill, Morgag, Teller, 
Daniel, Hoar, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Dixon, Irby, Palmer, Walsh, 
Dubois, Jones, Ark. Pasco, Washburn, 

e, ge, Perkins, Wilson, 
Gibson, McLaurin, Power, Wolcott. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Now let the pairs be announced. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pairs will be announced as 
soon as the list is made up. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the roll be called. 

Mr. HARRIS. Logically that is the next thing in order, no 
quorum having voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Faulkner, Lindsay, Pugh, 
Allison, Gallinger, McLaurin, y; 
Bate, George, McPherson, m, 
Berry, Gibson, Manderson, Roach, 
Blackburn, Gordon, Martin, Ss 
Blanchard, Gorman, Mills, Shou 
Brice, Gray, Mitchell,Oregon Smi 
Carey, H ‘ Murphy, Stewart, 
Cockrell, Hunto Sean Vilas 
unton, ‘asco, as, 
Coke, J Patton, Walsh, 
Cullom, Jones, Ark. Peffer, White. 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, 
Dolph, Kyle, Platt, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-four Senators have answered 
to their names. There is a quorum present. 

Mr. GORMAN. Evidently upon this question we have not a 
voting quorum present, and there n some confusion 
about pairs. Itis not ible to proceed with the resolution 
to-day, and I ask that it may go over without losing its place. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Possibly in the course of two hours or an 
hour we may havea — here, and I suggest to the Senator 
from Maryland that this question go over for an hour—— 

Mr. GORMAN. [| have noobjection to letting it go over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And in the meantime—— 

'Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go over temporarily. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Temporarily. é 
Mr. GORMAN. Let it goover, with the understanding that 
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on it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Maryland? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 


INEXPEDIENCY v ' 


Mr. MURPHY. 
terday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from New York [Mr. 
MURPHY], coming over from a previous day. 

Mr. JARVIS. I ask the Senator from New York to yield to 
me for just a moment, in order to have a House bill passed 
which was reported favorably this morning by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. It is a local matter, and will take but a mo- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iceall for the regular order. 

Mr. DOLPH. Regular order. . 

Mr. ALLISON. I object to the consideration of the bill at 
this moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. The resolu- 
tion submitted by the Senator from New York will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
MURPHY, as follows: 

Resolved, That in view of the statement in the letter of the Hon. John G. 
Carlisle, Secretary of the Treasury, dated Washington, August 15, 1894, ad- 
dressed to Hon. IL. G. Harris, acting chairman of the Finance Committee, 
that the estimated surplus revenue for the year wiii not exceed $15.0 ),000, 
it is the judgment of the Senate that no further legislation or change in the 
revenue laws should be made at this session. 

Mr. MURPHY. I[ modify the resolution so that it will read 
as I now send it to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution as modified will be 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, Thatin the opinion of the Senate the enactment of further leg- 
islation oncontested matters at this session is impracticable and that Con- 
gress should adjourn at the earliest possible day. 


Mr. MURPHY. I askfor the adoption of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing tothe 
resolution of the Senator from New York as modified. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On that I ask forthe yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. KYLE (when Mr. ALLEN’s name wascalled). Ifthe Sen- 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] were present he would vote 


FURTHER REVENUE LEGISLATION, 
I call up the resolution submitted by me yes- 


Is there objection? 


“ee ea.” 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). Iam paired gener- 
ally with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER}. I transfer 
that pair to the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN|, so 
that the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] and my- 
self can vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. BRICE (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT]. 

Mr. FAULKNER [when Mr. CAMDEN’S name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. CAMDEN] is necessarily absent. If he were 
here he would vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. QUAY (when Mr. CAMERON’S name was called). I de- 
sire to say that my colleague [Mr. CAMERON] is paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] upon all questions. 
I do not know how either Senator would vote upon this ques- 


on. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] is paired with the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. GRAY] on this question. 

Mr. GRAY. Heis. That is a fact. 

Mr. QUAY. That may be. 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. I trans- 
fer my pair to the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], with the 
consent of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM], and 
I will vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). Just before the de- 
parture of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], who 
was called from the city, he asked me to pair with him on this 
question, and I stand paired with him. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘ nay” and he would vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. PLATT (when Mr. HAWLEY’S name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. HAWLEY] isabsent. Ifhe were present he would 
vote ‘‘yea.” He is paired with the Senator from Florida[Mr. 
— 


Mr. HILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Nebraska[Mr. ALLEN]. If he were pres- 
ent I understand he would vote “‘ yea,” and Ishould vote “ nay.” 

Mr. HUNTON (when his name was called). My colleague 
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Mr. DANIEL] is paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
ne . I vote ‘tnay.” 

Mr. MCLAURLN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon]. If he 
were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called), I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrrLu}. [If he 
were present | should vote “nay.” 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called), I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASH- 
BURN]. I do not know how he would vote. I should vote “‘ nay” 
if he were present. 

Mr. MILLS :when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senstor from Maine [Mr. Frye]. If he were present he 








would vote ‘‘yea’’ and I should vote a. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was ed). Lam with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH|]. I should 
vote ‘‘nay” if the Senator from North Dakota were present. 


Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. Ifhe were pres- 
ent I would vote ‘* nay.” . 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Maine {[Mr. HAL&]. That pair has been by 
myself and the Senator from Wyoming (Mr. CAREY] transferred 
to the Senator from Wisconsin (Mr. MITCHELL]. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 
If the Senator from Maine were here he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 


Mr. ROACH (when his name was aon Tam with 
the Senator from California |Mr. PERKINS]. . 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was tanh {i I have a general 

ir with the junior Senator from Idaho |Mr. Dusots}]. I am 


nformed that if he were present he would vote “ yea,” and con- 
sequently I shall vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. WALSH (when his name was ey a paired with 
the junior Senator from Massachusetts[Mr. Ee]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr.GORDON. lam — with the junior Senator from 
lowa [Mr. WiLson]. If he were present I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. PASCO. My colleague [Mr. CALL], who is absent from 
the city, is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROc- 
TOR]. If my ane were present he would vote “ nay.” 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to state that 7 (Mr. PER- 
KINS] if present would vote *‘ “on this proposition. He is 
paired with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roacu]. 

Mr. ROACH. Underthe circumstances I feel entitled to vote. 
I vote ** yea.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am paired with the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Hicains}. If he were present I should vote 
naw ” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I was requested toannounce that 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. Power] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. Grsson]. If the Senator from Mon- 
tana were bere he would ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was anno —yeas 27, nays 16; as follows: 

YEA3—27. 


Aldrich, Davis, Manderson, Pugh, 
Allison, pa. Mitchell, Oregon Wy: 
Blanchard, Gallinger, Murphy, 
Caffery, Gibson, Patton, Show 
Carey, Gor Peffer, Smi 
Chandler, Jones, Ney. Pettigrew, Stewart. 
Cullom, Kyle, 
NAYS—1é. 

Bate, Coke, Hunton, 2, 
perez, Faulkner, Jarvis, Vi 

ackburn, George, Lindsay ’ Vilas, 
Cockrell, Harris, Ransom, White. 

NOT VOTING—42. 

Allen, Gray, MeMillan, ’ 
Brice, Hale, McPherson, Sherman, 
Butler, Hans bh, Martin, uire, 
Call, Hawley, Mills, A 
Camden, ” Mitchell, Wis. — 
Daniel, Hoar, Morrill, Washburn, 
Dixon, Irby, Palmer, Wilson, 
Dubois, Jones, Ark, Pasco, Wolcott. 
eran, McLaurin, Power, 


So the resolution as modified was agreed 
REMOVAL OF SUGAR DUTIES. 
Mr. LINDSAY. I offer the resolution which I send to the 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read for in- 
formation. 
The Secretary read as follows; 
C'S lisa have teen passed removing and discomtning al 
adjourn shall ve remo 
rodlly tor the bonens of ie discolored sugars that _— Tr 
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Mr. MANDERSON. I move to amend the resolution by jy. 
serting the following words: : 
And that the Committee on Finance report with all 
amount of profit or revenue derived by the tariff bill now 

President to the whisky or alcohol trust. 

Mr.GRAY. Allright. I hope the Senator from Kentucky 
will accept the amendment. , 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I wish to indulge in a little 
plain talk. Our friends upon the other side—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, let us have order in the 
Senate, so that we can hear what the Senator from Ohio says. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iask for the present consideration of the 
resolution which I have offered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Order must be preserved in the 
Chamber. As soon as order is restored the Chair will recognize 
the Senator from Ohio. 

3 COCKRELL. Let us have order. 
word. 

Mr. QUAY. I object to the further consideration of the ro. 


olution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio has been 
recognized as entitled to the floor, and he will proceed. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Our friends — the other sideof the Cham- 
ber have given us examples of what they call plain talk, but | 
hope 1 shall not have occasion to say anything that will be dis- 

to any Senator, nor to criticise the conduct of anyone 
except as a pure party question. 

I recognize the ability of the honorable Senators who had 
charge of the tariff bill and the subject-matter of this very reso- 
lution, They have evinced great ability, great energy, and 
great industry. Twoof the members of that committee being 
on other committees and not heretofore engaged in financial 
legislation labored under some disadvantage; but we will all con- 
cur on both sides of the Chamber that they evinced great ability, 
tact, and judgment. But they made three essential and vital 
mistakes, and whether they are chargeable for those, or the 
arda | to which they belong, is a question that it is not for me to 
solve, 

The first mistake is that they undertook to pass the bili through 
the Senate of the United States without any conference with the 
Finance Committee of the Senate, the bill was referred to that 
committee, it is true, but the Committee on Finance was never 
called in a single session to act upon the bill. It was adopted 
by the Democratic members of that committee as a pure party 
matter, and withheld from the consideration of an almost equa! 
number of Republican Senators, members of that committee. 
Thus there were necessarily created in the Democratic party 
the dissensions that usually occur among the members of the 
same party when they are left to deal alone with a political 
measure. ~That was the first mistake they made. 

Then another mistake equally great was that when you, sir, 
performed your duty according to the us of the Senate and 

aced upon the committee of conference three Republicans ani 

our Democrats. The Democratic conferees neglected to cal! 
— their associates to participate in the examination of the 
bill or to participate in the examination of the six hundred and 
odd amendments that were adopted in the Senate. The result 
was that it continued to be during all the examination a party 
uestion between the factions of the Democratic party. ‘he 
publican party, confessedly a strong and powerful organiza- 
tion, well represented on this floor, was represented on that com- 
mittee by two able Senators familiar with tariff legislation, my 
friend from Iowa {Mr. ALLISON] and the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and myself. We were not allowed in 
any way to contribute to or take any part in the conference on 
which we were appointed, 

Itis certain that if the seven Senators instead of the four had 
met in conference together there would have been less discord 
and less contention. The minority of the conferees would have 
readily yielded to the willof the majority after the Democratic 
members had heard what we had to say on the various amend- 
ments and disagreements. If there had been a meeting of tho 
conference m the tariff bill the difficulties in which we are 
now very seriously involved would not have occurred. 

Mr. President, these were radical mistakes. Ido not, asIsay, 
blame the gentlemen who participated in making them, becaus: 
I have no doubt they were con ed by the action of their party. 
Indeed, from what the newspapers say, we know that they had 


— Speed the 
the hands of the 


One can not hear » 


caucuses u the bill and the controverted amendments. ; 
Sir, no — which there is a substantial disagreement in 
the Senate or the House could ever pass if it is submitted to 


that kind of consideration. Nothing tends to solve questions 
and remove difficulties as much as conferences incommittee be- 
tween opposing political forees. They get together, and in the 
end thu conversations conducted in the quiet of the committee 
room tend to promote peace and bring the two parties together. 
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But there was never any such consideration of the bill by the 
Committee on Finance, or by the representatives of the Repub- 
liean party, either in the Senate or on the conference. Thatis 
clear. 

Now, Mr. President, we are involved in a good many difficul- 
ties —- 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. VEST. I beg pardon; I thought the Senator was through. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If I say anything that my friend does not 
agree with me in, I yield to him with pleasure. 

There is another very radical error which was made in the 
committee of conference itself when they met together. Ac- 
cording to the statement made by Senators here there were over 
six hundred amendmentsin conference between the two Houses. 
The great body of those amendments were upon comparatively 
unimportant matters, but they related at the same time tosome 
important questions,and there was some little disagreement be- 
tween the two bodies. 

It is certain thatif the bill had been treated in the usual way, 
by going through the whole of the six hundred or seven hun- 
dred amendments, most of them would have been settled by the 
concurrence of both parties, either by splitting the difference or 
in the various modes by which conferences are brought to an 
agreement. If the conference had gone through and agreed to 
all those amendments that were not really contested they would 
have cleared away all the rubbish from the bill. But instead 
of that, according to the statement of the honorable Senator 
from Missouri |Mr. VES?}, they undertook first to deal with the 
most difficult question of all, and that was the sugar question, 
and being divided upon that question, they made no p 
whatever and took no definite action on this great multitude of 
amendments. 

If the committee of conference had reported upon those 
six hundred and odd amendments an t as to four 
hundred or five hundred of them, a matter which the Senator 
from Missouri knows could easily he.ve been done, they would 
have been swept out of existence, and then there would have 
only been brought to the Senate and House a few contested 
subjects-matter, and they would have been settled by the sep- 
arate vote of the two Houses, the Senate receding from some 
and the House agreeing to others. In that way only, as the 
Senator from Missouri |Mr. COCKRELL] will recognize, can all 
the difficulties that go into conference be adjusted. In that way 
the long appropriation bills are passed. ‘ 

Now, these three vital mistakes were made by the other side 
of the Chamber. [irst, they never consulted the Republicans 
in the consideration of the bill before the committee. Second, 
they never allowed the Republican conferees to participate in 
their conference; and, third, they reversed the whole manner 
and order by which agreements are brought about by commit- 
tees of conference. These are matters not chargeable to indi- 
vidual persons, but what has been the result? The result has 
been that the House was compelled to agree toa vast number of 
amendments from which the Senate would have receded or else 
defeat the bill. In this way the bill, although carefully handled, 
contains from fifty to one hundred amendments that will create 
embarrassment and trouble. Severalof them have already been 
discovered. Four or five of them are now attempted to be rem- 
edied by bills introduced before the tariff bill has become a law. 
I think no such example as that exists in the history of the 
eountry, where four or five bills are brought in to amend a bill 
that has not yet been signed by the President. When did that 
ever occur before? And howcould it have oceurred, except for 
this manner of conducting the business? 

Thereisanotherthing. One amendmenthascrept into the bill 
by the consent of both parties, and both parties are responsibie 
for it, that will sacrifice the revenues of the Government to the 
amount of from $10,000,600 to $20,000,000 a year. It is in the 

of the bill in d to alcohol. The Senator from 
: usetts [Mr. Hoar], while ————— and scareely 
knew what wus going on, step f to the center of the 
aisle, and there said he wan to offer an amendment, and he 
offered the amendment contained now in seetion 944, on page 229, 
of this print of the bill: 
manufacturer find it in the . or inan 
anette rare areas 
Soler et | internal revenue TOP the district wherein he resides or carries of 
business that he has complied with such regulations and has used such al- 
cohol there and the stamps which show that 
a receive from the Treasury 
of the United States a rebate or repayment of thetax so paid. 

The question of relieving dealers in aleohol who use it in 
the arts has been the subject of controversy ever since the in- 
terzal-revenue system has been founded, and really ug feasible 
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plan has ever been devised to allow the use of alcohol for the 
arts without greatly impairing the tax on spirits. The attempt 
has been made and it has always been defeated. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator answer the question whether, 
if alcohol used in the arts could be safely exempted from tax 
by the bill, it ought not to be done? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That may be or it may not be the case. I 
do not want to discuss that point; but certainly the attempt to 
do it has always failed, because you could not exempt alcohol 
used in the arts without exempting all the spirit tax. Here is 
the RECORD, which shows that the Senator from Massachusetts 
never offered the proposition expecting it to be adopted in that 
shape asa partof the law. He only offered it as a tentative 
proposition, to give jurisdiction to the conference committee to 
act upon the subject; and he so says, and it was received by the 
honorable Senators on the other side in that way. Let me read 
what he said. After avery few remarks this is the end of the 
colloquy which led to the adoption of the amendment: 


Mr. Hoar. If the Senators having charge of the bill are willing to let the 
amendment go in, so that the subject will be in their power, I will say for 
one that I shall not only not oppose it, but I shall support them in striking it 
out and make no complaint if, either on consulting with the authorities of 
the Treasury or on further consideration themselves, they {ind that it is not 
practical. 

The Senator from Massachusetts said he would vote cheer- 
fully against it, but he wished the conferees to consider the 
matter when it was referred to them. 

Mr. Jowgs of Arkansas. I have no objection to that. 


The Senator from Arkansas having previously shown an op- 
position to the amendment, but the proposition being simply to 
refer it to the conference committee, he said: ‘I have no objec- 
tion to that.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to nem. con. 

Many Senators, myself included, did not know the seope of 


the p ition and regarded it as a mere suggestion, to be dis- 
missed y the conferees. 
Now, if the committee had gone on in the usual way, both 


sides would have agreed in striking out this provision. But 
they did not do it, or if they did goso far as toagree or disagree 
on these points, the agreements were not reported to the Senate 
or the House. 

That provision ereates avery grave trouble. It is certain 
that this provision will greatly impair the revenue from spirits. 
The Commissioner of Internal Revenue estimates thatit will lose 
$9,000,000 to the Government thefirst year. Whatcan be done? 
We have 250,000 licensed liquor dealers in this country. We 
have more than 40,000 authorized druggists who make drugs, 
ete. Ail they have to do is to mix with alcohol or spirits gin- 
ger, quinine, or some so-called medicinal compound to secure 
arefund of the tax. 

It is just as certain as it possibly can be that under the loose 
language of the bill as it nowstands practically the greater part 
of the revenue from whisky will be destroyed. I know that the 
gentlemen who composed the conference committee never would 
have agreed to that provision, but it was placed in the bill and 
the amendments of the Senate were adopted by the House nem. 
con., by the wholesale, by the hogshead, I may say, all at one 
vote. Asamatter of course it is now to be dealt with by the 
Senate and House and corrected as seems to be best; and a bill 
has been sent here for that purpose. 

So I might go over a great many other items, and refer to this 
question of sugar, and others, but I do not intend todo it. I 
merely wish to point out that the Democratic party have, in their 
mode of conducting this kind of legislation, placed themse! ves 
under a disadvantage,and they will be called upon not only dur- 
ing the brief remainder of this session, but through all the next 
session, over and over again, to correct inaccuracies in verbiage, 
in language, in rates, in classification. 

Sir, at the very beginning it will be necessary to refer the 
law back to the two Houses in order to correct the misiakes 
that have been made. [ have here a list of twenty or thirty 
mistakes which are palpable, that I could rg point out. For 
instance, the very date of the bill is wrong. The bill declares 
that it shall take effeet on the Ist of August. and the President 
is away and will not sign it until probably the last of August, if 
he signs it atall. There area good many incongruities, but I 
have not time now to point them out. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. It has been suggested to me, what difference 
does it make that the date on which the bill is to take effect is 

+t? Will not the act take effect after its passage? 

Mr.SHERMAN. The bill is retroactive by ite terms. The 
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rovisions of some parts of the bill take effectat a future pee 

he Senator will see the difficulty if he will look over all these 
various matters. I havenot timetodoso. I have no doubt my 
friend from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] could answer his question by 
giving a dozen or more cases where embarrassments occur 
grow “§ out of the date. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator will pardon me, I will say that 
my attention is directed to the single point that the bill is to 
tan effect from the Ist of August. I su that a bill 
is something like a deed, and that the date is immaterial, and 
that the time of the approval of the bill would be the true time 
of its taking effect. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But the law itself declares that it shall 
take effect upon a priordate. Then the question arises whether 
Congress can pass a retroactive law. 

Mr. PALMER. I think there is no such question involved. 
I think the law takes effect from and after its passage. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thevery firstclause of the bill says “ that 
on and after the Ist day of August.” 

Mr. PALMER. But it was not the law on the Ist of August, 
and it could not be. I su it is like a deed; it might be 
dated a year inadvance of itsdelivery. I suppose a deed would 
take effect from its delivery, and that a law would take effect 
from and after its passage, whatever might be said in the law 
itself as to the date of its taking effect. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In some cases the date is made very im- 
ortant. Ido not wish to go into this matter, because it would 
ead me into details. I could give details undoubtedly and show 

that there are many cases in the bill where the enactment was 
not intended by the Senate. For instance, innumerable amend- 
ments were put on by Senators on both sides of the Chamber, 
merely, as the Senator from Massachusetts did in his case, to 
give the’ committee of conference a chance to think of the mat- 
ter, and they are all adopted, whatever may be their language 
or the inco —— other parts of the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. the Senator from Ohio will allow me, while 
the matter ot date is under consideration, [ wish to make a sug- 
gestion. When the bill s that frum the Ist of A t last 
certain duties shall be collected, if in the mean time the importer 
has paid higher duties under the old law, will he not be entitled 
to a rebate, so as to have the duties made according to the pres- 
ent law for what he has between the Ist of August and the 
time of the a proval of the bill by the President? 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator from Ohio will allow me to in- 
terrupt him for a moment in regard to the remark of the Sen- 
ator from Conneciticut—I understood the Senator from Ohio to 
decline to go into that subject, and therefore I do not myself 
— to go further. 

r. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. President, I have here a letter, 
an official statement made in regard to the results of this un- 
fortunate provision. It says: 

The Hostetter Bitters Com , of Pittsburg, put up Hostetter’'s bitters 
having a spirit strength of about 6 per cent. 

Not very far from alcohol strength. 

They use in the neighborhood of two carloads of : t spirits per 
month, which would eoent to about 140,000 Gallons per year _— whlch 
they would be entitled to a refund amounting to 8154, year. While 
canteen Soeee ot en anon ae the oe tens im who 
would become claimants for refund of taxes under the section for tree alco- 
hol in the arts, ete. 


There is one establishment in Paliedeiphte, I am told, that’ 


consumes 5,000 of alcoholevery week; there are numbers 
of large establishments allover the er ee are establish- 
ments in Cincinnati a ; and under the 
provisions of the bill which been passed all that it is neces- 
sary for them to do to escape the payment of the tax is to make 
an alcoholic compound and’give it some high-sounding name. I 
have no doubt the Senate on both sides will concur in correcting 
this mistake. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will ask the Senator whether it would 
not be a t deal better to repeal and cancel the whole bill, 
instead of undertaking to tinker it in this way at this late hour 
of a session about to “pat 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator and I no doubt would — 
that it would be well to do that, but we can not do it. hat 
will be done I have no doubt will be to tinker it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There isa ity, I think, of the Sen- 
ate to-day in favor of re ing the whole bill, and why should 
we not repeal it and send the repeal bill to the House of Repre- 
sentatives? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will make one of a majority, if such can 
be mean, to do that, but I do not know whether we can do it or 
no 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to ask the Senator, with 
his permission, whether he is not ar ay convinced that the 
reason why the bill did not come back to the Senate by the usual 





parliamentary processes was because the Senate would have re- 
pudiated its own bill by a vote? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That may be so; I do not know. 
a prophet of what has not been. 

r. President, in what is called the crockery schedule of the 
tariff bill, the Committee on Finance, in the first place, re- 
ported in favor of an increase of the duties on certain classes of 
crockery above the rates fixed by the House of Representatives. 

Afterwards, by the action of the Senate, the rates on certain 
— of crockery were reduced below the rates fixed by the 

ouse of Representatives. It has been shown by petitionsfrom 
various pores interested inthe industry that thataction would 
be utterly destructive to the crockery industry, not only in New 
Jersey, where large interests exist, but in Ohio, and all over 
the country. I have no doubt, if the committee of conference 
had acted upon thecrockery schedule, they would have advanced 
the rates rather than have lowered them. Now, those engaged 
in that character of business, which has been so unjustly dealt 
with, will probably suspend their operations until this can be 
corrected. 

There is another thing to which I desire torefer. The Pres- 
ident of the United States has been consulted about the tariff, 
and a letter of his on this subject has been read. In my judg- 
ment it is not within the constitutional power or duty of the 
President of the United States to have anything to do with 
f the details of a tariff bill. By the established custom 
of all his predecessors the policy of protection and the policy of 
free trade have been freely disc but no President hereto- 
fore has ever interfered with the details of a tariff bili, and Con- 
gress has always been jealous of the power of the President in 
relation to financial questions. Therefore it is that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is required to make his reports directly to 
Congress. He does not make his reports in regard to the 
finances to the President, but they are sent to Congress. So it 
is to the Secretary of the Treasury that we must appeal for in- 
formation on such subjects, and the Secretary is compelled to 
obey our will. 

@ can summon him before us and examine him under oath. 
When I was Secretary of the Treasury I was examined several 
times before committees of Congress, though I was not put under 
oath. The Secretary of the Treasury may be examined like any 
other witness; he may be called before the committees of the 
Senate or House of er apm and freely examined, and 
conferences of this kind with the executive officers of the Gov- 
ernment have had a tendency to smoothe the way of ro 
and the advice which the experience of the officers of the Treas- 
ury De ent has enabled them to give to Congress has been 
beneficial. Therefore it was the right of the committee not only 
to ask Mr. Carlisle for information, but to require it, if neces- 
sary, and there ought to be no criticism on that ground. It is 
the bounden duty of the Secretary of the Treasury under the 
law to appear when called upon and be examined either in per- 
son or in writing. 

As to the various amendments which are now proposed, most 
of them should be adopted in the face of the declaration made 
by Mr. Carlisle, who is the responsible head of the Treasury 
rn If I shall be here at the time the vote is taken I 
shall unquestionably vote in favor of astraight ad valorem dut 
ons i know, as a matter of course, that the party to whic 
is committed to free s If we had a Republican 

tion still in power I believe the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment would probably have been sufficient to pay the current 
e . The difficulty is that from the very moment this 
Administration came into power business men became alarmed. 
Whether justly or u ong 62 they were alarmed by the surround- 
ing circumstances. e Administration was known 
to favor a sharp reduction of duties, and therefore importations 
were steppes. 

As to the other two bills which are pending, I certainly would 
vote against the bill inregard to iron ore. If iron ore should be 
made duty free it would operate in favor of no part of the people 
of this country, but in favor of Canada and probably a few per- 
sons who agers pyr from Cuba or from Africa., 

Mr. GRAY. I the attention of the Senator from Ohio to 
the fact—I do not know how it is in his tof the cowntry— 
that u the Eastern Atlantic slope all iron furnaces de- 
mand free ore. They mix itwith roduced in this coun- 
try, in Pe lvania, in Alabama, and in Tennessee. 

Mr. S AN. We have in the Lake Superior country the 
meee of iron ore in the world. Already that industry 
which is only ten or fifteen years old, has been developed so that 
its output now amounts to more than ten million tons, an amount 
so great that you can hardly conceive of it. That has furnished 
a business scattered all over our Northern boundary. The ore 
which is the best y for making steel of any in existence 
is the Lake Superior ore. Thisindustry now gives employment 
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I do not know to exactly how many, but probably to fifty or sixty 
thousand active men engaged in the business of smelting and 
converting the iron into rails. The result has been that the 

rice of ore and of rails has gone down more and more. Only a 
ttle while ago steel rails were worth $100 a ton; now they are 
sold as low as $23 or $24 a ton; and that has been brought about 
by the development of our own industry. Will Senators on the 
other side, to carry out some visionary theory of free trade, break 
down that industry which gives employment to thousands of 
men? 

So itis with coal. IfI were looking simply for the interests 
of the State of Ohio, I should be in favor of free coal. Why? 
Because we export more coal to Canada than can be imported 
from Novia Scotia to New England. We send a million tons of 
coal into Canada to supply all that country from Montreal clear 
west to Winnipeg. At the same time I believe the principle of 

rotection which has been applied in the past ought to be ad- 

ered to, and the people of West Virginiaand other portions of 
the country who are supplying coal and iron in competition with 
Nova Scotia ought to have at least a reasonable rate of duty to 
compensate for the difference in the rate of wages and cost of 
transportation between Nova Scotia and Boston. 

I believe the Senate, when it comes to act upon the question, 
will be found to be in favor of the present duty of 40 cents a ton 
upon this article; but I said I should not discuss these matters 
of detail, nor shall I. 

Mr. President, I think the present tariff bill, if it can be got 
into running order, after a good many amendments have been 
made to it, will vield revenue enough to pay the expenses of the 
Government. 

We have heard a great deal of talk about free trade, and yet 
the McKinley law admitted free 54 per cent in value of all the 
goods imported from foreign countries into this country; and 
the bill which has been passed, called a free-trade bill, will 
probably admit only about 40 per cent. In every respect in 
which I have been able to contrast the two measures, the Mc- 
Kinley act and the mongrel bill which has gone to the Presi- 
dent, 1 feel bound to say that as a revenue measure the Mc- 
Kinley act would have been ample, and if it had been contin- 
ued this eountry would have hai a greater era of prosperity 
than ever before. More than one-half of all the goods brought 
into the country under the McKinley act were duty free. No 
doubt many duties were increases, but they were made in order 
to build up our own industries. The great enlargement of do- 
mestic manufactures and farm products justified the hopes 
founded upon the McKinley act. 

The only possible effect the bill which has passed can have 
will be to destroy or paralyze our industries by the importation 
of foreign articles of production at a lower rate of duty. If the 
revenue should be increased on account of the increased impor- 
tations, it would be at the cost and sacrifice of our domestic in- 
dustries, which would be brought into closer and sharper com- 
petition with the industries in other countries. The worst re- 
sult of this act will be the enforced reduction of wages in this 
country and the inevitable strikes and labor contests which it 
will causo. 

Under the circumstances, I most heartily concur in the reso- 
lution which has been adopted by the Senate. The sooner we 
adjourn the better. After a long period of almost continuous 
session, now running into a year, it is utterly idle, if the Presi- 
dent signs the bill which has been passed, for us to attempt now 
to tinker or to deal with it. 

It will need far more tinkering and dealing with than merely 
the three or four items named in the amendments which are be- 
fore us. Every day’s examination, every day’s consid<ration of 
that bill by the officers of the Treasury Department, who natur- 
ally favor it, will point out inconsistencies which should be 
corrected. The first bill which ought to be introduced at the 
next session of Congress should be either a bill to repeal the bii! 
which has been passed or to amend it in probably fifty or sixty 
particular items. 

Believing that to be so, I think the best course to pursue is to 
act in accordance with the resolution of the Senator from New 
York—to go home. see our constituents, consult with them, and 
come back here prepared to tinker up and amend the bill which 
has just been passed and is now awaiting the action of the 
President. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, whatever may be the political 
fortunes of this body and the other House of Congress as deter- 
mined by the election to be held this fall or in future elections, 
there is one thing which I think may besafely predicted, which 
will be agreed to by any careful observer of political events, 
that no tariff law like the McKinley law, no high-protective 
measure such as the McKinley law, will ever in for 
itself a place upon the statute books of the United States. 
There is one thing which is absolutely certain, it seems to me, 
if certainty can be predicated about human action and human 
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opinion, which the past winter and past spring have demon- 
strated, and thatisthat the people are heartily tired of all tariff 
schemes which produce and bring about, asthe McKinley law 
has brought about, such scenes as have been witnessed in this 
body and in the other during the last six months. They have 
found out that privilege dies hard. 

Entrenched, as it is, by long continuance, accumulated wealth, 
great intelligence always ready to be suborned in its service, 
trained advocates always ready to appeal for it, it has been able, 
as I knew and those who had thought about this subject knew it 
would be able, to make a stubborn, desperate, hard fight to hold 
on to the advantages which it had possessed for so many years, 
and to still retain the privilege of levying tribute upon the labor 
and industry of this country. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] spoke of the McKinley 
law as a law under which nearly one-half of the imports into this 
country came in duty free. 

Mr. SHERMAN. More than one-half. 

Mr. GRAY. More than one-half. He spoke of it as a law 
which produced the largest measure of free trade which had ob- 
tained in this country for many years. How was that brought 
about? By putting on the free list the one article of sugar, 
which had been annually producing more than $60,000,000 of rev- 
enue, every dollar of which had gone into the Treasury of the 
United States, so as to make room to im duties under which 
$9 out of every $10 went, not into the Treasury of the United 
States, but into the pockets of the privileged few and the fa- 
vored classes in whose interests the duties had been imposed. 
That isthe difference between the McKinley law and the law 
framed upon a policy which is opposed to taxing the many for 
the benefit of the few. 

Mr. President, I am in favor of the bills which have been 
brought from the House of Representatives. I am in favor of 
free iron ore and of free coal. Why should the ironmasters of 
the Atlantic Slope be made to pay tribute to those who are so 
fortunate as to have discoveved and to own those great iron de- 
posits of the Lake Superiorregion? The Senator from Ohiohas 
asserted that as a sufficient reason why the ple engaged in 
smelting iron ore on the Atlantic coast should not beallowed to 
buy iron ore where they can buy it cheapest because, forsooth 
there have been discovered these great deposits of bountiful 
nature to which he says these people should pay tribute. 

If they are fortunate enough to own these great deposits of 
iron ore, in Heaven’s name ought they not to be content with 
Heaven's bounty, and not seek in addition tolevy a tribute upon 
struggling industriesinother partsofthecountry. Whyshouid 
these industries be compelled to forego the cheaper Mediter- 
ranean and Cuban ores to mix with theirs, and compelled to buy 
the ores whose transportation costs them so much more than 
those which they naturally could obtain? 

Therefore, in the interest of the iron industries, in the inter- 
est of fair play, in the interest of morality, of justice, i am in 
favor of exempting this great raw material of ladestes from any 
taxation and-from any restriction,so as to enable it to be used 
freely for the employment of labor. 

I have heard, and I believe it is true, that a single steel in- 
dustry in the United States when it was in full operation paid 
$1,000 a day duty on the ore which they were compelled to im- 
port in order to mix it with the domestic ores to produce the 
result which they desired. I say that is an infamous outrage 
upon that industry, which had the right to employ its capital 
and to employ its labor to the greatest advantage, and in order 
that it might seek its profit in a way which seemed to it best 
and most likely to secure it. Free raw materials are in the in- 
terest of the labor of the country. 

So, Mr. President, I am in favor of free coal, not because | 
think free coal bears the same relation to the industries us free 
iron ore and free raw material, because in one sense free coal is 
not to be classed as a free raw material. When it comes from 
the mine it is ready for consumption: it has already been pro- 
duced in the state in which it goes to the final user, but it does 
enter into manufacturing expenses, not to so great a degree as 
the raw material which is worked up in other forms, but it is 
an item; and I would strike from it, as I would from every other 
article, the duty which is taxed merely for the sake of protec- 
tion and not taxed for revenue. Therefore, not only would I 
lower the duty, as the bill already passed both Houses does 
lower the duty on coal and iron nearly one-half of what it was 
in the McKinley law, but I would make both absolutely free. 
I want to unshackle the labor and industry of the country, and 
I believe we are bound to continue to make progress in that di- 
rection. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the debate of the last twoor 
three days on the opposite side of the Chamber has been pro- 
vocative of reply upon this. We have not desired further to 
debate this general question at the present time, and I should 
not rise now were it not for the purpose of replying in a word 
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1o the challenge of the Senator from Delaware, that no such 

tive law as the McKinley law would ever ne be put 
upon the statute booke of this country, whatever the result of 
the fall elections ee be. 

I desire to say to t Senator that this triumph of free trade, 
which has been brought about by the methods and in the way 
in which the tariff bill has been , wili be short lived, in 
my judgment; that the time which has elapsed since the prin- 
ciple of protection was declared to be unconstitutional and the 
time which this act must necessarily run as a law will be quite 
sufficient for the people of the United States, and they will be 
entirely ready to return, and anxious te return, to the principle 
of protection to American industries and American labor, which, 
with a few exceptions, has been a part of our history for more 
than a century. 

‘There has been an object lesson, Mr. President, and the peo- 

le who have been deceived hitherto by the professions and the 
juggilery of the party which desires to establish free trade in 
this country have had their eyes opened. I am cuite se to 
leave the question of whether we are to have protection or free 
trade to the voters of this country. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALDRICE. I suggest there is no quorum of the Senate 
present. In that connection I will say that I think one or two 
Senators have come in since the vote was taken upon the reso- 
lution of instructions offered by the Senator from ware [Mr. 
Gravy], and [ believe a roll call will bring a quorum into the 
Chamber. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I believe I was recognized. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Connecticut[Mr. 
PLATT] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr.ALDRICH. Isupposed thatmy suggestion that no quorum 
was present could be made at any time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 
Se ae The Secretary will call the 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 





Aldrich, Do MeLaurin, Pugh, 
Allison, Ballinger, McPherson, " 
Berry Gibson, Martin, — Roach, 
Blanchard ; * Gordon, Mills, Sherman, 
ce, Mitchell, Oregon — 
Cameron, Suchen, Palmer, Stewart, 
Caandler, Jarvis, Pasco, ' Terpie, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Patton, Vi 
Coke, & Jones, Nev. Peffer, Vilas, 
Davis, > Platt, Walsh. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-eight Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I have said perhaps all that I 
desired to , unless the question is to be opened for general 

on I shall be oe 

regard to some statements made by the Senator from Ohio re- 
specting the amendmentrelating to the use of alcohol in the arts. 

it be remembered that the previous to the time when 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] had offered his 
amendment, I had introduced a long amendment providing for 
rules and regulations under which alcohol used the manu- 
factures and arts might be used. I desire tosay thatthe amend- 
pmecefeteney cima seheryrey men ney ve, of nine sec- 
tions, was taken from a bill passed by 
thet those sections which L incorporated me a amendment were 
then drawn at the es were supposed to 
be entirely oe to prevent fraudulent use of alcohol in 
the arts. I still think 


rupt the Senator from Connecticut. 
ing arrived, the Calendar under Rule [X is in order. 
r. PLATT. Ishball not speak more than a minute longer, 

if | may have the ind nee of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The Senator from Connecticut will proceed. 

Mr. PLATT. The amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. HoOAR) was introduced, in the following words: 


Any manufacturer finding it necessary to use alcohol in the or in any 
medicinal or other like use the same under to 
be preecrihed by the Secretary of the Ttensuny. ate. 

l am sorry that the words ‘‘or like * are in the 


amendment, because it is only because of those words, I imagine, 
that the argument can be mae that the compounders and recti- 
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fiers of liquor, who manufacture from raw proof spirits so much 
of the liquor which is drunk in this country, would have any 
right to claim a rebate. g 

do not think the language is broad enough to allow that to 
be done, but I am quite clear that whoever may avail himself 
of the benefits of the amendment may be so hampered and re- 
strained by regulations to be prescribed by the Treasury De- 
peesnens that no fraud can be perpetrated under the provision. 

t may be that the language of the amendment is so broad that 
it would allow compounders and rectifiers of liquor to obtain a 
rebate, alth h I think not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed to the 

resent consideration of the resolution submitted by the Senator 

rom a see: LINDSAY], it goes over under the rule. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I offer an amendment to the resolution of 
the Senator from Kentucky, and ask that it may be printed and 
go over with the resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the amendment be read. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all of the resolution after the 
word ‘‘until” and insert: 

All the provisions of House bill 4864 relative to duties on imports, how 
ever entitled and by whatever name known or called, and whenever and 
wherever it may be found, which finally passed the House of Representa- 
tives on the 13th day of August, 18%, are repealed, annulled, canceled, and 
made void and of no effect. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is an amendment to the resolution of the 
Senator from Kentucky, I believe. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. 
printed and lie over. 


TAX ON ALCOHOL. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the House bill known as the al- 
cohol bill be laid before the Senate for its second reading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a bill from the House of Representatives. 
. The Secretary. A bill (H.R.7977) to amend the internal- 
revenue laws of the United States. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Let the bill be read at length on its 


second 
Yes; let it be read at length. 


The amendment will be 


Mr. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all laws which authorize the rebate or repayment 
Se — ane — alcohol used in the arts, 
Nsec. 2 That this act shall take effect trom and after its panege. 

Mr.MANDERSON. Whatis the of the Senator from 
Tennessee with respect to the bill? he p now to 
move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Finance? 

Mr. HARRIS. My purpose was first to let the bill have its 


second x 
Mr. MAN IN. That has been done. 
Mr. HARRIS. That has been done. Then, if there be no 
pe ae I ask unanimous consent that the bill be now con- 
ered. 


It can not be considered to-day or carried toa third 


reading, of course, without unanimous consent. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I object, Mr. President. 
Mr. HARRIS. Then the bill will lie on the table. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MANDERSON. And with it the amendments which 
have been offered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Withthe pending amendments. The va- 
cancy in that committee, I will state to the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, has now been filled, and there is a Democratic majority 
on the committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Tennessee is quite well 
aware of the fact that the committee has been filled, and he did 


not need the tion of the Senator from New Hampshire. 
Mr. CHAND I was afraid the Senator from Tennessee, 
not ha moved to refer the bill, had forgotten that the com- 


mittee is full. 
Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Tennessee is not likely to 


“ae eee of —.. 

6 VICE-PRESID. . The piction teen nesting $0 the 
motion of the Senator from New Hampshire that the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHANDLER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. : 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TeLLerR]. If he were present 
Ishould vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Michigan |Mr. MCMILLAN} 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. Dixon]. [| 
transfer my pair to the junior Senatorfrom South Carolina [{Mr. 
IrBy], and vote “ nay.” 
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Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired | Mr. HARRIS. If the bill leads to no discussion I shall not 


with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 
wise I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Maine [ Mr. FRYE}. 
vote ‘‘ yea’’ and I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I ampaired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH}. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was cailed). I again announce 
ne pair with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia[Mr. CAMDEN}. The 
Senator from Arkansas| Mr. BERRY] has transferred his pair with 
the Senator from Colorado = TELLER] to the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr.CAMDEN]. Iam therefore at liberty to vote. 
I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). 
Senator irom Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. ROACH (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from California [Mr. Perks]. If he were 
present he would vote ‘‘ yea” and I should vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from [daho [Mr. DuBotrs]. 

Mr. WALSH (when his name was called). Iam 
the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopcE}. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have a general 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hicerns]. I transfer my pair to 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBy], and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CAREY. I havea general pair with the junior Senator 
from Wisconsin |Mr. MrroHEeti]j. I transfer my pair to the 
Senator from Maine |Mr. HALE], who is paired with the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in the negative). 
I understand that some other Senator has arranged a pair with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IrBy]. I therefore with- 
draw my vote. 

The result was announeed—yeas 14, nays 25; as follows: 


I am paired with 


aired with 


YEAS—14. 
Aldrich, Davis, Manderson, Platt, 
Allison, Dolph, Patton, Shoup. 
Carey, Gallinger, Peffer, 
Cullom, Jones, Ney. Pettigrew, 
NAYS—25. 

Bate, George, Lindsay, Turpie, 
Berry, Gorman, McLaurin, Vest, 
Blackburn. Gray, Murphy, Vilas, 
Brice, Harris, Palmer, White. 
Cockrell, Hill, uay, 
Coke, Hunton, som, 
Faulkner, Jarvis, Stewart, 

NOT VOTING—46. 
Allen, Gibson McPherson, Roach, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Martin, Sherman, 
Butier, Hale, Mills, Smith, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Mitchell,Oregon Squire, 
Call. Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Camden, Higgins, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Hoar, Morrill, Walsh, 
Chandler, Irby, Pasco, Washburn, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Perkins, Wilson, 
Dixon, Kyle, Power, Wolcott. 
Dubois, Lodge, Proctor, 
Frye. McMillan, Pugh, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Noquorum has voted. The Sec- | 


retary will call the roll. } 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allison, Doiph, Jones, Nev. Pugh, 
Bate, Faulkner, Lindsay, ay, 
Berry, Gailinger, McLaurin, m, 
Blackburn, George. McPherson, 

Blanchard, Gibson, Manderson, Shoup, 
Brice, Gordon, Martin, Stewart, 
Cameron, Gorman, Mitchell, Oregon Turpie, 
Carey, Gray, Murphy, Vilas, 
Chandler, Harris, Palmer, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Hill, Pasco, White. 
Coke, . Hunton, Patton, 

Cullom, Jarvis, Peffer, 

Davis, Jones, Ark. Platt, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-nine Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. The question recurs on 
the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAND- 
LER] torefer the bill to the Committee on Finance. 

P. W. MITCHELL, M. C. FELMET, AND OTHERS. 

Mr. HARRIS. Pending that, I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr, JARVIS. Will the Senator from Tennessee be kind 
enough to permit me to call upa little local bill? Itcan not 
lead to any discussion. 


Other- | 
ceed to the c 

P. W. Mitchell, 
Tf he were here he would | 


Iam paired with the | 
If he were present I | 


Tam paired with | 


air with the | 


a connaissance 


| 
| 


—— 


object, but I beg leave to give notice that I can not yield fur- 
ther. 

Mr. JARVIS. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ynsideration of the bill (H. RK. 6656) for the relief of 
M. C. Felmet, George H. Smathers, and others. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from North Carolina 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall notobject if afterwards I can have 
unanimous consent that the Senate take up the resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], proposing an 
investigation by the Committee on Patents during the recess. 

Mr. JARVIS. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will 
not couple a condition to the granting of unanimous consent. | 
am obliged to be absent from the Senate hereafter, and I shall 
be very much obliged if the Senator will allow the bill to be 
passed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Dol understand the Senator from North 
Carolina to say that he is going away from the Senate Chamber? 

Mr. JARVIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I withdraw all objection, Mr. Pres- 
ident. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to P. 
W. Mitchell, $129; to M. C. Felmet, $150; to George H. Smathers, 
$77.50; to David Blythe,$30; to Jesse Reed, $7; to William Locust, 
$17, and to George French, $5, out of any funds in the Treasury 
belonging to the Eastern band of Cherokee Indians. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LAND ENTRIES IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


Mr. VILAS. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
2038) for the relief of Oklahoma settlers. Ithas been considered 
and reported by the Committee on Public Lands. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands with an amendment, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That every homestead claim to land in the Territory of Oklahoma in! 
tiated by settlement or entry more than three months after such lands wer 
open to settlement, and every such claim whenever initiated if no contes 
was raised against it for one year after it was initiated, and the !and was in 
the meantime in the undisputed occupation of such homestead claimant, 
shall, in the absence of any other sufficient objection, be held valid and ap 
proved, notwithstanding the homestead claimant entered said Territory 
before the hour when said lands became open to settlement pursuant to 
the act of Congress entitied ‘* An act making appropriations for the c..-rent 
and contingent expenses vf the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 13, 180 
and for other purposes,’’ approved March 2, 1889: Provided, That said claim 
ant shall satisfy the Commissioner of the General Land Office that his pre 
mature entry and occupation were not made with willful purpose to violate 
the law. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. VILAS. Since the bill was considered in the Committee 
on Public Lands, and the term of one year fixed as the limita- 
tion for contests, the Secretary of the Interior and the Assistant 
Attorney-General for the Interior Department have suggested 
that with entire safety and justice the period can be limited to 
six months. I ask permission to place those letters in the Ruc- 
ORD, without troubling the Senate to have them read unless 
Senators desire it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
be printed in the RECORD. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, August 15, 1394. 


DEAR Siem: After further reflection and consideration of Senate bill No 
2038, entitled “For the relief of Oklahoma settlers,’ I am inclined to the 
opinion that six months would bea sufficient length of time within which con 
testants should initiate contests against persons who entered upon the Ter 
ritory of Oklahoma prior to the time the lands were opened to settlement 
I have before mea print of said bill, as proposed to be amended by the Com 
mittee on Public Lands, and I would suggest that the words ‘one year,” in 
lines 6 and 7, be stricken out, and the words “six months” be inserted in 
lieu thereof. 

Very respectfully, 


er 
Ct 


Without objection the letters will 


HOKE SMITH 
Hon. JAMES H. BEerkRy, 
United States Senate. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 
Washington, August 15, 1394. 
DEAR SiR: Linclose herewith a letter to you from the Secretary in refer- 
ence to amending Senate bill No. 2038, “ For the relief of Oklahoma settlers." 
I called his attention to the fact that I thought it would be better to amend 
the bill so as to limit the time to six months as the time in which contests 
should be initiated after settlement and entry. He signed the inclosed per- 
sonal letter toyon, stating that after reflection he is inclined to the opinion 
that six months would be a sufficient length of time. I am myself decid- 
edly of the opinion that a six months’ limit would come nearer doing jus- 
tice to the settlers than one year. 
Of course the letter of the Secretary and this letter from me are personal 
communications, and you and the other memfcrs of the committee can 
take the suggestions for what you think: they wre worth. There is a dele 
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gation of Oklahoma people here who are anxious to have the ¢ made, 
and doubtless they 


ll confer fully with you on the subject, if they have 
not already done so. 
Very respectfully, 





JOHN I. HALL. 

Hon. JAMes H. Berry, 

United States Senate. 

Mr. VILAS. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
the words ‘‘ one year,” in line 6, and inserting ‘‘ six months;” so 
as to read: 

That oveny homestead claim to land in the Territory of Oklahoma initi- 
a.ed by settiement or entry more than three months after such lands were 
open to settlement, and every such claim whenever initiated if no contest 
was raised against it for six months after it was initiated. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PETER HAGAN, 


Mr. QUAY. lLask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 79) for 
the relief of Peter Hagan. It will occupy but a moment. I 
trust the Senator from Tennessee will allow me to have the 
joint resolution . 

Mr. HARRIS. I thought I had given notice some time ago 
that I should be obliged to object to other requests. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. he Senator from Pennsylvania 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
joint resolution. ~ Is there Ser 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not intend to object to the request of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, provided I am permitted to state 
that I can not afterwards consent to the consideration of other 
bills. I must object. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Tennessee whether 
he includes in the term ‘‘bills” the resolution of the Senator 
from Florida — CALL] for an investigation by the Senate 
Committee on Patents during the recess? I hope he will allow 
that resolution to be taken up. 

Mr. HARRIS. I intend to include everything that requires 
a vote of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the er 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania for the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, and by unanimous 
consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on 
Claims with an amendment, in line 1], after the word “Claims,” 
to insert “ with the right of appeal toeither party to the Su- 
preme Court;” so as to read: 


‘that the claim of Peter Hagen, owner of the canal barge M Hagan, of 
philadelphia. for dam sustained for the total loss of the’: said canal 
b) rge in consequence of Injuries received while being disch: of a cargo 
cf stone, by the military authorities of the United States, at Monroe, 
September 23, 1831, and all papers rel thereto now on file in the office 
Che right of appeal to elther perty vo.the Supreme Court, for oxamination 

‘ of a either e e 
anh the allowence of the amount of damages oe sustained by said 
claimant by reason of said loss, the Judgment by said court to be 
paid out of the appropriations duly made to pay Judgments rendered by said 
cour ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The ameadment was ordered to be engrossed, and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HUNTON obtained the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed 
te the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HILL, Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me to call 
up and have ie a bill which will take no time at all? 

Mr. HU N. I believe I am entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have given notice twice at least that, being 
anxious for an executive session, I should be compe!led to object 


to rejuests of this character. Of course it is exceedingly dis- 
agreeable to =" to the request of Senator. 
Mr. HUNTON. I beg leave to call attention of the Sena- 


tor from ‘Tennessee to the fact that the Senate and the House 
have passed a bill authorising arailroad from Arlington, Mount 
Vernon, and Alex indria into the city of Washington. com- 
plete the project sought to be inaugurated it is necessary to get 
authority for the road to go through the Arlington reservation. 
It will take but a moment. 

Mr. GRAY. Through the cemetery? 
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Mr. HUNTON. Oh,no; through the reservation. Iask unan- 
imous consent to call up the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from V ia? 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Maine[Mr. HALE], before leav- 
ing, came to me and suggested that he had serious objections to 
the bill. I myself do not know anything about it, but I should 
feel constrained to object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. HUNTON. I think the Senator from Maine ought not to 
leave ge behind him when he goes away. 

Mr. VEST. He stated that he would be back in a short time 
if the session continues. 

Mr. HUNTON. In a short time the Senate will have ad- 
journed. 

Mr. VEST. I have done no more than what Senators gener- 
ally do for each other. I merely make the statement that the 
Senator from Maine has objections to the bill. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask the Senator from Virginia whether the 
bill which he asks the Senate to take u contemplates granting 
a right of way through the Arlington Sometery! 

Mr. HUNTON, Oh, no; through the Arlington reservation, 
not the cemetery. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HARRIS. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After one hour and twelve 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at 3 o’clock and 37 minutes p, m.) the Senate adjourned until 
Monday, August 20, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 

ELxecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 18, 1894. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

Quartermaster’s Department. 

First Lieut. John B. Bellinger, Fifth Cavalry, to be assistant 

quartermaster. 

Infantry arm. 

Lieut. Col. Hamilton S. Hawkins, Twenty-third Infantry, to 
be colonel. 

co ne Henton, Twenty-third Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel. 

Capt. Daniel W. Burke, Fourteenth Infantry, to be major. 

First Lieut. William B. Reynolds, Fourteenth Infantry, to be 


captain. 

reset Lieut. Samuel Seay, jr., Twenty-first Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Eugene L. Loveridge, Eleventh Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, August 20, 1894. 
or by Rev. J. H. M’Carry, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
n 


e Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Saturday last; when, on motion of Mr. QUAY, and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of te, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a jointresolution (H. Res. 220) instructing the Secretary of War to 
return to the State of Massachusetts the flags of certain regi- 
ments of Massachusetts volunteer infantry; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The m also announced that the S er of the House 

had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: : 

A bill (S. $71) to open, widen, and extend alleys in the District 


Columbia; 
A bill (S. 1007) to authorize the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to appoint a deputy coroner, and for other purposes; 
A bill (H. R. 3005) for the relief of George Isenstein; 
a R. 4290) for the relief of Druzilla J. Rigg, of Ma- 
, Ili. 
bill (H.R. 5363) for the relief of H 
bill (H. R. 6108) for the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Menefee 
bil R. €361) granting a pension to Adaline J. 
R. 6361) to grant a pension to Pauline J. Smi 
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A bill (H. R.7294) empowering fourth-class postmasters to ad- 
minister oaths to pensioners; 

A bill (H. R. 7668) to authorize the St. Louis, Avoyelles and 
Southwestern Railway Company to bridge Bayou Des Glaises 
and Seg oy River. in the State of Louisiana; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 101) providing for clerical assistance 
in the health department of the District of Columbia. 


LAND SUBDIVISIONS IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. GALLINGER. The bill (S. 1005) to prevent the rpcord- 
ing of subdivisions of land in the District of Columbia in the 
office of the Recorder of Deeds was called up by me a few days 
ago and was read at length. It will take but a moment to pass 
it, and there is urgency in the matter. I ask for its present 
consideration. ; f 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bil was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Gil- 
christ, Ill., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Galva, Il., re- 
monstrating against appropriating Government moneys for sec- 
tarian Indian education, etc.; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. | 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the memorial of Lucius H. Thayer, 
and 70 other citizens of Portsmouth, N. H., remonstrating against 
appropriating Government moneys for sectarian Indian educa- 
tion, ete.; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

HOME FOR DESTITUTE COLORED PERSONS. 


Mr. TURPIE. I ask unanimousconsent tocall up for present 
consideration the bill (H. R. 7095) to provide for the erection of 
. a national home for aged and infirm colored persons and for the 
maintenance of the inmates thereof. 

Mr. HARRIS. The routine morning business must be con- 
cluded before I can consent to the consideration of any bill. 
Mr. TURPIE. One bill has already been considered. 

Mr. HARRIS. I was not aware of it,andI regret that I was 


not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there are no further petitions 
or memorials, the reports of standing and select committees are 
next in order. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1793) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Robert Roby, submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PUGH. I am directed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7461) toamendan act 
entitled ‘‘An act to create a new division of the northern judi- 
cial district of Georgia,” approved March 3, 1891, to report it 
favorably and to ask for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

Mr. PUGH. The bill simply changes the time of holding the 
district court at Columbus, Ga., from January and June to May 
and December. 

Mr. HARRIS. IfI may be permitted to make some reports 
from a committee, I shall have no objection to the consideration 
of bills that Senators want to Ifive passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Reports of committees, standing 
and select, are in order. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Iam directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2318) for the relief of 
B. F. Berry, to report it with an amendment. I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill. It will take but 
a minute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. I have objected to one or two before, and I 
ean not discriminate between Senators. 

— VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

DUTY ON SUGARS, ETC. 


Mr. HARRIS. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, 

to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7971) to exempt from duty 
, molasses, etc., to report it with an amendment. 

. CHANDLER and Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment be 


Mr. HARRIS. Letthe bill goto the Calendar,and the amend- 
ment will be read, of course, if Senators desire it. 
ao VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendmentof the committee 





The SECRETARY. The committee report to strike out allafter 
the enacting clause and insert: 

That from and after the passage of this act there shall be levied, collected, 
and paid on all sugars and on all tank botioms, sirups of cane juice, or of beet 
juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete, and concentrated molasses @ 
“ey of 40 per cent ad valorem. 

That there shall be levied, collected, and paid on molasses testing above 
40° and not above 56° polariscope a duty of 2cents per gallon; if testing 
above 56° polariscope, a duty of 4 cents per gallon. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ishould be greatly pleased if the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, who reports the bill thus amended, would 
inform the Senate concerning the amendments that were re- 
ferred with the bill to the committee. I am prompted to make 
this request for the reason that so far as the bounty amendment is 
concerned that received the approval of a majority of the Senate. 
While there was not final action upon the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], it was very evident that a ma- 
jority of the Senate favora bounty clause. Did the committee 
consider that matter? 

Mr. HARRIS. The committee voted upen it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Nebraska that 
I felt, as I have no doubt the majority of the Senzte felt, that 
its vote was a practical instruction to the committee to report 
a sugar with a bounty, and I offered that amendment in com- 
mittee. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Buta majority of the committee have 
favored the placing of a duty upon sugar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A duty of 40 percent. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Forty per cent flat, without a bounty. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire tosaya word with 
reference to the report just made. What action did the com- 
mittee take upon the amendment which I offered for the repeal 
and cancellation of the revenue bill? Was that acted upon? 

Mr. HARRIS. Perhaps the briefest, the most pertinent, and 
quite as respectful an answer as I could give to these various in- 
quiries may be found in the fact that the committee has reported 
the bill back with an amendment; and that is really all that I 
need say. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HARRIS. But I will say to the Senator from New Sap 
shire that there was a majority of the committee decidedly op- 
posed to his amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to ask a parliamentary question, 
and that is whether the rejected amendments should not be re- 

rted back from the committee and go upon the Calendar? 

Tave not those amendments some parliamentary status notwith- 
standing they have been treated with contumely by the com- - 
mittee? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, that is ridiculous. 
been done. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not want the Senator from Missouri 
to answer a question that I ask the Senator from Tennessee. I 
am willing to take the ruling of the Chair. 1 should perfer that 
always when I make these inquiries, but the Chair does no* al- 
ways have an opportunity to answer. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee re- 
ports back the bill, and it will go to the Calendar. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is the status of the amendments 
which were referred to the committee and not reported back, 
I ask the Chair? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has no information in 
regard to amendments not reported by the committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from New Hampshire will al- 
low me, I think I may safely say-—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not need to allow the Senator. The 
Senator need not ask my permission to make the statement. I 
will allow him with pleasure, although I might prefer that he 
should not make it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, it is the most innocent of all 
innocent statements; but neither the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire nor any other man who has served here for three hours 
ever heard of an amendment that was not favorably considered 
by a committee being reported back as a report. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I propose to report some other bills from the 
committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will only say that la 
norance, having served here more than three hours, in not know- 
ing the rule which the Senator haslaid down. Ihave not studied 
parliamentary law as much as he has, and I regret if it has given 
the Senator any pain, or agonized him to any degree whatsoever, 
that I made the inquiry. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I rise—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I want to put on record my certificate that the 
Senator from New Hampshire was notignorant. Other motives 
controlled him than that of ignorance. I propose to report the 
following bill—— ; 


That has never 


logize for my ig- 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Lrise to the report heretofore 
made by the acting chairman of the Committee on Finance, and 
I nia’ 2 am entitled to be recognized before other reports are 
received. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Oregon upon the bill just reported. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to give notice that if 
the bill just reported by the acting chairman of the committee 
is ever called up, when it is called up, and at the proper time, I 
shall offer an amendment to the bill, proposing to incorporate 
in ? the provisions of the act of 1890 relating to the duty on 
wool. 

Mr. QUAY. When the bills were laid on the table immedi- 
ately after they were received from the House of Representa- 
tives I offered as an amendment to each one of the four the Mc- 
Kinley actentire. That amendment seems to have disappeared. 
It has not received the action or indorsement of the committee. 
I inquire of the Senator from Tennessee what has become of my 
amendments, because I intend to press them when these bills 
come up for consideration? They are not in print. 

Mr. CULLOM. Those are small amendments that were lost 
in committee. . 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon subsequently said: I now submit. 
the proposed amendment to House bill 7971, which I shall offer 
o gee time, placing a duty on wool. I ask that it be 
printed, 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Let it be printed and lie on the 


table. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Warts in the chair). The 
nmendment will be printed and laid on the table. ios 

un & < 


OOAL AND COKE. tore 


Mr. HARRIS. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (EL, B 7068) to place upon the 
free list bituminous coal, shale, slack, coke, to report it 
with an amendment. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


ar, 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the bill ar Hag read as proposed 
to be amended before it goes to the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the committee 
will be read. 

The SecrETARY. The committee report to add at the end of 
the bill the following proviso: 

ae Tht w bituminous and coal slack or culm, 


coal and shale 
; : a a a 
ty Cotte ayoses scan apr beazainogs oni abe coat Nak ort, 
or coke, ——— from the United States, there shall be levied and 
the rate of duty existing prior to the passage of this act. 
FREE IRON ORE. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7969) to place en the 
free list all ores of iron, to report it without amendme: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 
FREE FENCING WIRE, ETC. 


Mr. HARRIS. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7970) to place upon the free 
list barbed fencing wire and wire rods for manufacture of 
the same, to report it with an amendment. 

Mr, CULLOM. Let us have the bill read, so that we may see 
how it stands as pro d to be amended. 

The VICE-P. IDENT. The amendment of the committee 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The committee reporttostrike outall after 
the word ‘ duties,” in line 5, in the following words: 

: BARBED FENCING WIRE. 


oo iron or steel when imported for the manufacture of barbed 
wire under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may prescribe. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 

Barbed fencing wire and all other wire or round, flat, or 
twisted, of iron or steel, and all wire rods of iron or when imported 
for the man of such fencing, under such rules regulations as 


ufacture 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 
So as to make the bill read: 


te it enacted, eto., That from and after the passage of this the 
ihe pace when imported into pt eae 
au 


po 
ties: Barbed fencing wire and all soe 
flat, or twisted, of iron or and all wire rods fron 
for the mauufacture of such fencing, under such rules and 
re- 


; 
i 
i 


or 
w 
Slain as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

Mr. ALLISON, I think the Senator from Tennessee who 
ports this bill ought toe explain to the Senate that as the bill 
came from the other House it did not upon 
the free list, but put the material of which fencing wire is made 
on the free list, in order to give those who manufacta 


wire free material. There was no provision in the bill as pagsed 
by the House whereby fencing wire or barbed wire should be 
made free. On the contrary, the very reverse of it was pro- 
vided for, namely, that the material used should be made free, 
while the duty remained upon barbed wire. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is true that the construction the committes 
laced upon the House bill was that it made iron or steel rods 
ree, but did not make barbed wire free; and therefore the 

committee has reported in lieu of the House bill the provision 
which has been read. 

Mr. CULLOM. Lingquire of the Senator from Iowa whether 
the Senate has not once or twice voted in favor of a duty on all 
these articles, both the barbed wire and the iron of which the 
wire is made? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I ought to say, as respects all these 
bills, that after a very sharp contest upon each of them in the 
Senate, the Senate by a decided majority voted in favor of « 
duty. The Senate voted, I think, three times, with only 4 dis- 
senting votes, for a duty u coal and iron ore. Finally, upon 
a test with the House of presentatives, on the motion of the 
Senator from New York [Mr. HILu], but 6 votes could ne found 
in this body in favor of putting iron ore or bituminous coal upon 
the free list. 

As to barbed wire, I think I ought to say that the tariff bill 
as it came to us from the other House, known then as the Wil- 
son bill, es for a duty of 25 per cent ad valorem upon iron 
and steel rods and uponfencing wire. The Senate, in the final 
adjustment of that paragraph, reduced the duty from the amount 
provided by the House. A verysharp contest was made in favor 
of a duty upon fencing wire, in which my friend from Illinois 
os PALMER], on the opposite side of the Chamber, took the 
ead; and after a very full and thorough debate, bya fair majority 
the Senator from Illinois was sustained in his contention, and 
we provided for a duty upon steel rods and also upon the wire. 
The Senator from L[llinois nearest me hoy ae must re- 
member that a duty was placed upon all these articles after a 
very sharp and close contest and thorough debate in this body; 
and the committee now practically reverses the conclusions of 
the body made within six weeks on all of them. 


Mr. . Atthe uest of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and with the approval of the committee, I ask 
for the following order—— 


Mr. ALDRICH. Before the bills which have just been re- 
— pass from the consideration of the Senate to the Calen- 
a ) 


Mr. BERRY. Isthebill up for consideration now—the barbed- 
wire bill or any other bill? Isit before the Senate to be con- 
sidered at this time? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to make a statement for the minor- 
— the committee in rd to—— 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is not before the Senate, 
the Chair will state to the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will 
be permitted to make a statement asa member of the commit- 


tee. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, but the Chair was answering the par- 


| liamentary inquiry of the Senator from Arkansas. ‘The bill is 


not before the Senate for consideration at this moment. Tho 
Senator from Rhode Island will proceed. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I deem it proper to say that the bills just 
represent the views of the majority of the committee 
and are not consented to but age antagonized by the minority 
members of the committee. 

{ wish to say another word upon the bill which came from the 
other House, in regard to barbed wire, and which shows the 
value which can be attached to this precipitate action in favor 
of tariff reform by the House of Representatives. The disposi- 
tion and desire as expressed here was to on wire upon 
the free list, to reduce the profits of the bed-wire manufac- 
turers for the benefit of the farmers of the United States. The 
bill as it came from the House of Representatives maintained 
the duties upon barbed wire unchan at a very high ad valo- 
rem rate, but gave those manufacturers free materials, thereby 
eee their profits in the manufacture of barbed 
wire, without reducing the price to any consumer anywhere 
in the United States. 

This, as I say, shows better than any argument can the nature 
of the movement for tariff reform which has been so precipi- 
tately entered in another place. 

Mr. P. Mr. Preside nt. I beg but a moment to make 
asingle remark. Nothing, I think, illustrates the value of an 
amendment of the rules 
specifically than the remarks made 
island — ALpDRIcH] and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
son}. e bills to which they have referred are not before the 
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Senate, and therefore any debate upon them wou!d clearly be GOLD AND SILVER PRICES. 
outoforder. I do not myself propose to violate the rules of the Mr. CHANDLER 
Senate, but I protest that Senators who, though not old men in : a ea 
some respects, are the Nestors of this body and are understood 
to be profoundly skilled in its rules, ought not to take advan- 
tage of this opportunity, in justice to those of us who are com- 

elled to be silent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I accept the mild and gentle 


[I submit a resolution which has the ap- 
| proval of the Senator from Maryland |Mr. GORMAN], the chair- 
man of the Committee on Printing, and I ask for its present 
consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
| Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 2,000 additional 
reproof of my venerable friend from Ulinois. I only answered | falning papers relative to gold and silver prices and bimetailism, with a sult: 
an inquiry put to me by his colleague [Mr. CULLOM], and cer- | able cover and title-page describing the thres papers contained in the docu- 
tainly, when such an inquiry is made, a fair courtesy would re- | ™ent. 
quire that I should make an answer and not be dumb. So, ifI Mr. COCKRELL. What will be the cost? 
have violated in any sense the rules of the Senate, I think Ihave/| Mr. MILLS. I think the resolution ought to go to the Com- 
areasonable excuse for it in the question propounded by the | mittee on Printing. = 
Senator from Ilinois. : ; Mr. CHANDLER. It isa verylittle matter. I submitted it 
Mr. PALMER. I should like to make a single remark with | tothechairman of the Committee on Printing, who I seeis in his 
the permission of the Senate. I have no doubt the inquiry of | seat. He makes no objection to it. It is thedocument in refer 
my colleague was made in the mostinnocent and unsophisticated | ence to bimetallism which I submitted to the Senator from Mary- 
way [laughter], and I certainly feel grateful to the Senator from | Jand {[Mr. GoRMAN]. 7 
Iowa for his consideration of, and I tender him my thanks for Mr.GORMAN. There is no doubt about the expediency of 
hiscourtesy tomy colleague. Ishall, however, regard the rules, | the printing. It is all right. 








and say no more. he resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
Mr. MILLS. I wish to ask the Senator from Rhode Island a | agreed to. : ; 


question respecting the duties on barbed wire. eon = oyeenel | PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 
s inly i e subject, I ask him what is the s ees 
cts ad eaten - ng tha returns of 1893 and 1894. A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I donot know what itis on the returns of | L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi 
: , | dent had on the 18th instant approved and signed the act (Ss. 


1893 or 1894, but the duty is a cent and a quarter a pound as | 2280) to amend section 2 of the act approved February 15, 1893, 


fixed in the tariff bill which has been passed. | qubtilad 4 Am uot evantine oaAttion ee : ; 
Mr. MILLS. But what is the equivalent ad valorem? | entitled ** An act granting additional quarantine powers and im- 
Mr. ALDRICH. The domestic price of barbed wire is about vosing additional] duties upon the Marine Hospital Service.” 


The duty is pretty nearly 100 per cent ad valorem, I think. The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the joint reso 
COMPARATIVE TARIFF COMPILATION, lution (H. Res. 220) instructing the Secretary of War to return 
Mr. HARRIS. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance | to the State of Massachusetts the flags of certain regiments of 
to ask for an order to print the tariff law of 1894, compared with | Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry; which was read twice by its 
the tariff law of 1899, the Mills bill of 1888, and the Wilson bill | title. 
of 1894, in an abbreviated form. The information which this Mr. MANDERSON. [ask unanimous consent that the joint 
abbreviation will contain is already printed in a large volume, | resolution which has just come from the House of Represents 
but very inconvenient for distribution. [am therefore directed | tives may be now considered. The War Department has been 
to ask for an order to print the usual number of copies in the | communicated with, and there is no possible objection to this 
abbreviated form which I send to the desk. | action. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order to print will be made,in| There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
the absence of objection. Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 


} 
| 

a cent and three-quarters a pound, nearly equal to the duty. | RETURN OF BATTLE FLAGS. 
| 


COMPILATION OF TARIFF LAWS. The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
o i adi . 4 ird ti > 9 ssed 
Mr. HARRIS. I am directed by the Committee on Finance | ment,ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
to report an order, and I ask for its present consideration. TRANSFER OF LAND TO SAGINAW, MICH. 
The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: | Mr. PATTON. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 


Se EN ean dee bes let een sideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 5) authorizing the 
annotations of decisions of the Board of General Appraisers and the United | Secretary of the Treasury to transfer a certain piece of land in 
States courts respecting such decisions. } the State of Michigan to the city of Saginaw. 

Mr. VEST. Does that order come from the Committee on There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Finance? Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It directs 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itwas reported by the acting chair- | the Secretary of the Treasury to cause to be transferred to th: 
man of the Committee on Finance. city of Saginaw, in the State of Michigan, the piece or parce! 

Mr. VEST. I was not in committee when that order was | of land therein described which was heretofore transferred by 
adopted, and I wish to examine it. Let it go over. the city of Saginaw to the Government of the United States for 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolu- | the purpose of erecting thereon a Government building, the 
tion will go over under the rules. | parcel of land not being required by the Government for that 

REPORT OF LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. purpose, but provides that neither the land itself nor any build 

Mr. GORMAN. I am instructed by the Committee on Print- ing or buildings erected thereon shall ever be put to any use or 
ing, te whom was referred a resolution submitted by the Sena- “TT eee oe oe ee : ee gee — ania 
tor from Texas (Mr. MILLs] for printing 500 extra copies of the eine eieeen to * third readin y, re id t he third ia, and 
report of the Librarian of Congress, to report it favorably and |». ..04 . ‘=> ee 
without amendment. I ask for its present consideration. peewee” B. F. BERRY 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, aad 3 De ah ; 
agreed to, as follows: | Mr. McLAURIN. Lask unanimous consent for the present 


Resolved. That the annual report of the Librarian of Congress for thecal- | Consideration of the bill (S. 2318) for the relief of B. F. Berry. 
endar year 1893 be printed, and that 500 extra copies, with paper covers, be | There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of th: 
printed for distribution by the Librarian. | Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 


” 


Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S.2320) granting a pension to | 42 amendment, after the word “payment,” in line 9, of section 
Mrs. Harriet L. Mayo; which was read twice by its title, and | 1, to insert the words ‘‘ or tender;” soas to make the section read: 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. | Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior bedirected to issue to 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 103) author- | B. F- 3 Simpson County. a , > Datent tothocast halt of the nort n 

: west gt br o1 Ss C, : »2n . « east, a mer 
izing the Secretary of War to lend two cannon to the commis- dian, situated in said Simpson County, Miss., conveying to said B. F. Berry 
sioners of Smith County, Kans., to be used in experiments to | the title of the United States to said land upon his payment or tender to 

ure rainfall; which was read the first time by its title, and | Lioyd M. Kelley’, of said county. of the sum of money paid by said Kelley 
he second time at length, and referred to the Committee on Ag- into the land office at Jackson, Miss., for said land, on the 23d day April, 1894 
rieulture and Forestry, as follows: The amendment was agreed to. 

Be it resolved, etc., That the Secretary of Waris hereby authorized to lend | The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
two 20-pounder cannon to the board of commissioners of Smith County, | amendment was concurred in. : 
in the State of Kansas, for the period of five years, to be used under direction : on - es : — ; 
of the said commissioners to produce concussions in the atmosphere with | The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the view of producing rain. the third time, and passed. 
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NORTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF GEORGIA. 


Mr. PUGH. I renew my request for the present consideration 
of House bill 7461 in relation to the northern judicial district of 
¢icorgia, which has been reported favorably by the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7461) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘ An act to create a new division of the northern 
judicial district of Georgia,” approved March 3, 1891. It pro- 
vides that the terms of the circuitand district courts of the west- 
ern division of the northern judicial district of Georgia, held at 
Columbus, shall convene on the first Monday in May and the first 
Monday in December, instead of the first Monday in June and 
the first Monday in January, as now provided by law, and each 
of the terms shall continue as long as the presiding judge may 
deem necessary. - 

The bill was repo to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOME FOR DESTITUTE COLORED PERSONS. 


Mr. TURPIE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7095) to provide for the erection of 
a national home for aged and infirm colored persons and for 
the maintenance of the inmates thereof. 

Mr. wae: That bill was read on Saturday, was it not? 

Mr. TURPIE. The bill was partially read on Saturday. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read again. 

— VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will be read for informa- 
tion, 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
Seen, oe the Committee on the District of Columbia, Au- 
gust 8, » 

Mr. GORMAN. I think there is no necessity for reading the 
report. It is impossible to pass the bill at this stage of the ses- 
sion. I know the bill does not propose to take any money di- 
rectly out of the Treasury, but in the present condition of the 
Senate I must object to the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. MARTIN. I wish to say in behalf of the bill that it was 
very carefully considered by the House Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, It relates to a fund which could hardly be 
appropriated fora more desirable or better purpose than the one 
designed by the bill. The matter has been carefully examined 
by the Committee on the District of Columbia of the Senate, and 
it seoms to me that the bill is in a condition to be passed with- 
out objection. A report has been made which is be‘ore the Sen- 
ate, and has been generally read by Senators. I hope the Sen- 
ator from Maryland will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is not possible for me to withdraw the ob- 
jection in the present condition of the Senate. After full de- 
iberation and discussion and with a full Senate it may be that 
the bill would be found to be a proper one to be passed, but I 
suggest to the Senator from Kansas that at this time it is not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being objection, the bill 
goes over under the rule, 


ADJOURNMENT TO WEDNESDAY. 
Mr. GORMAN. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 


it be to meet on Wednesday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ESTATE OF THE LATE SENATOR STANFORD. 


Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 2307) to require the prompt prosecution 
and speedy determination of the claim of the 

t the estate of the late Leland Stanford. 
me e VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
on. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General forth- 
ted in wironie, 
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after instituted in said court which may be transferred to a court of the 
United States. 

Sec. 4. That the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
cote appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, to be at the disposition of the Attorney-General for carrying 
this act into effect. 

Ry unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of tho 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HILL. I am advised that section 4, which proposes to ap- 

ropriate a sum of money, is notnecessary or desirable. [there- 

ore move to strike out that section. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on agreeing to the 
ponantenaes of the Senator from New York, to strike out sec- 

on . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LAND ENTRIES IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 

Mr. VILAS. In the bill (S. 2038) for the relief of Oklahoma 
settlers, which was ont Saturday, there is a reference to the 
act making appropriations for the Indian service for the year 
ended June 30, 1890. By some mistake in copying the word 
“thirtieth ” was written ‘‘ thirteenth,” to which the engrossing 
clerk called my attention. It is necessary that the error should 
be corrected in order that the bill may roperly engrossed. 
I move to reconsider the votes by which the bill was ordered toa 
third reading and passed. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. VILAS. Inline 16, I move to strike out the word ‘ thir- 
teenth” and insert ‘‘ thirtieth;” so as to make the title of the 
act read: 

An act making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses 


of the Indian De nt, and for fulfil treaty stipulations with vari- 
ous Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. QUAY. I ous t the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
suggests the absence of a quorum. The roll will be called. 


e Secre called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 
Allison, Gallinger, Lindsay, Pettigrew, 
Bate, George, Manderson, Platt, 
Berry, Gibson, Martin, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Mills, pace. 
Caffery, Gorman, Mitchell, Oregon Tu s 
Carey, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Ves 
Cockrell, Harris, Palmer, Vilas, 
Coke, arvis, White. 
Cullom, Jones, Ark. Patton, 
Faulkner, Kyle, Peffer, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thirty-eight Senators have an- 
swered to their names. There is not a quorum present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Se t-at-Arms be di- 
rected to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr, CHANDLER. I ask for the yeas and nays on the motion 

| of the Senator from Missouri. 

| ‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

| Mr. Ransom entered the Chamber and answered to his name. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT.: The roll will be called on agreeing 
| to the motion of the Senator from Missouri. 

The Secretar. — to call the roll. 

Mr. BLANC D (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from ae [Mr. MCMILLAN]. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HiccGins], but I 
will transfer my pair to the Senator from South Carolina {Mr. 
IRBY] and vote ‘ » 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). [am with 
the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fryer]. y 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON}. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with 
a from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON], and therefore with- 

0. vote. 
Mr. PUGH when hisname wascalled). I am paired with the 
Senator from usetts [Mr. Hoar}. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 





A 
A 
A 
B 
B 
B 
B 
Cc 
Cc 
Cc 
Cc 
C 
D 
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Mr. MANDERSON (after having voted in the affirmative). I 


withdraw my vote, being paired with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. I did not observe his absence. 

Mr. GORDON. Iam paired with the Senator from Iowa[Mr. 
WILSON]. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 2; as follows: 

YEAS—23. 
Bate, Faulkner, Kyle, Shoup. 
Berry, George, anor Stewart, 
Caffery, Gray, Mitchell, Oregon Vest. 
Carey, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Palmer, White. 
Coke, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
NAYS—2. 
Gallinger, Peffer. 
NOT VOTING—60. 

Aldrich, Dolph, Lodge, Power 
Allen, Dubois, McLaurin, Proctor, 
Allison, Frye, McMillan, Pugh, 
Blackburn, Gibson, McPherson, Quay, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Manderson, Roach 
Brice, Gorman, Martin, Sherman, 
Butler, Hale, Mills, Smith, 
Call, Hansbrough. Morgan, Squire, 
Camden, Hawley, Morrill, , Teller, . 
Cameron, Higgins, Murphy, Turpis. 
Chandler, Hill, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Hoar, Patton, Walsh, 
Daniel, Hunton, Perkins, Washburn, 
Davis, Irby, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Dixon, Jones, Nev. Platt, Wolcott. 


So the motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
A quorum not having voted, the Secretary will call the roll. 

r. COCKRELL. No; it does not require a quorum to make 

an order requesting the attendance ofabsent Senators. Itis not 
necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair stands corrected. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think there have been decisions both 


ways. 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will ex- 
ecute the order of the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to appeal from the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no question about it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It raises a very grave question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to inquire—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Debate is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suspend hisde- 
cision until the rule is read. The Chair will have section 3 of 
Rule V read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

RULE V. 

3. Wheneverupon such roll call it shall be ascertained that aquorum isnot 
present, a majority of the Senators present may direct the Sergeant-at-Arms 
to request, and, when necessary, to compel the attendance of the absent Sena- 
tors, which order shall be determined without debate; and pending its exe- 
cution, and until a quorum shail be present, no debate or motion, except 
to adjourn, shall be in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that 
under clause 3 of Rule V a majority of the Senators present have 
a right to adopt the order which isinvolved in the motienof the 
Senator from Missouri. The Sergeant-at-Arms will therefore 
execute the order of the Senate. 

Mr. QUAY. Pending the executionof the order, I move that 
the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. I demand the yeas and nayson the motion to ad- 
journ. 

: The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

After a little delay, Mr. Hii, Mr. STEWART, Mr. Mc- 
LAURIN, and Mr. ALDRICH entered the Chamber and answered 
to their names. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WHITE in the chair). 
Forty-three Senators having responded to their names, a quo- 
rum is present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from.Rhode 
Island withdraw the motion temporarily that the Senate may 
receive a message from the House of Representatives? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
ren signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 562) for the relief of Marlin Parks; 

A bill (H. R. 898) granting a pension to Jesse Davenport, of 


Company A, Second Regiment Oregon Mounted Volunteers, in 
Oregon Indian wars of 1855 an/i 1856; 

A bill (H. R. 1214) granting a pension to Hannah Welch; 

4 bill (H. R. 2920) to pension John Maholm, dependent father; 
an 
A bill (H. R. 6050) to pension Margaret A. Woods, widow of 
William W. Woods, late of Company E, Sixteenth Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HARRIS. I renew the motion of the Senator from 
Rhode Island that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to address a persuasive remark 
to the Senator from Tennessee. I ask him to yield until the 
Senate may take up the resolution of the absent Senator from 
Florida [Mr.CALu}, proposing an investigation by the Commit- 
tee on Patents during the recess. It will take but a moment, I 
assure the Senator. 

Mr. HARRIS. At least one Senator near me says that it is 
impossible to consider that resolution. now, and in the present 
condition of the Senate I hope the Senator from New Hampshire 
will not urge me. I would be glad to oblige the Senator from 
New Hampshire, as I would always be glad to oblige any and 
every other Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. DoI understand the Senator to ask me to 
withdraw the request? 

Mr. HARRIS. I believe I will. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw it, Mr. President. 

Mr. HARRIS. I renew the motion that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty minutesspent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O, 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S.2263) to amend section 553 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States relating to the organization of corporations 
within the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 7451) to authorize the entry of land for gravel pits and 
reservoir purposes and authorizing the grant of way for pipe- 
line purposes, 

The message further requested the Senate to transmit to the 
House of enna a duplicate engrossed copy of the bill 
(S. 743) for the relief of the citizens of the States of Oregon, 
Idaho, and Washington who served with the United States troops 
in the war against the Nez Percesand Bannock and Shoshone 
Indians and for the relief of the heirs of those killed in such serv- 
ice, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 8007) to provide for the collection of internal revenue, and 
for other purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of the 


nate. 

Mr. PUGH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o'clock and 37 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Wednesday, August 22, 1894, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate August 20, 1894. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Frank Cassidy, of Illinois, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Cairo,in the State of Lllinois, to succeed John F. Rector, 


whose term of office will expire by limitation October 2, 1894. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Thomas F. Higgins, to be postmaster at Terryville, in the 
| county of Litchfield and State of Connecticut, in the place of 
James B. Baldwin, deceased. 

Frank P. Marble, to be postmaster at New Hartford, in the 
county of Litchfield and State of Connecticut, in the place of 
George W. Smith, whose commission expired May 7, 1894; Ly- 
man R. Carter, who was confirmed by the Senate May 11, 1594, 
not having been commissioned. 

Thomas S. Rourke, to be postmaster at Unionville, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut, in the place of 
Charles C. Georgia, whose commission expired June 14, 1894. 

Thomas W. Anderson, to be postmaster at Cherryvale, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Kansas, in the place of Clar- 
ence E. Moore, whose commission will expire August 22, 1894, 
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Barney O'Neil, to be tmaster at How in the county of 
Miner and State of South Dakota, in the place of James J. 
removed. 

S. H. Jones, to be postmaster at Hico, in the county of Ham- 
ilton and State of Texas, in the place of Charles S. Doubleday, 
removed. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm, 


Maj. James H. Bradford, Eleventh Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, August 16, 1894, vice Brady, Seventeenth Infantry, re- 
tired from active service. 

Capt. George W. Davis, Fourteenth Infantry, to be a 
August 16, 1sv4, vice Bradford, Eleventh Infantry, promoted. 

t Lieut. Frank F Eastman, Fourteenth Infantry, to be 
ore, ange 14, 1804, vice Patterson, Fourteenth Infantry, 
decease: 


First Lieut. Mitchell F. Jamar, Thirteenth Infantry, to be 
captair,, August 16, 1894, vice Davis, Fourteenth Infantry, pro- 


moted. 

Second Lieut. James T. Dean, Third Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, August 14, 1894, vice Eastman, Fourteenth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. Ulysses G. MeAlexander, Twenty-fifth Infan- 
try, to be first lieutenant, August 16, 1894, vice Jamar, Thir- 
teenth Infantry, promoted. 

To be captain of infantry. 
Charles B. Stivers, formerly captain Seventh Infantry, to rank 
from September 9, 1861. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 
Guy George mee Missouri; Martin McMahon 
, a residentof District of Columbia, and Joseph John- 
ston Cheatham, a resident of Tenmessee, to be assistant Py- 
masters in the Navy subject to the examinations required by 


law], to fill vacancies oe age 

John Twiggs Myers, a atof Virginia; Edward S. Kel- 
logg, a resident of New York, and David Van H. Allen, a resi- 
dent of , to be assistant in the Navy, to fill 


vacancies in that 
“An act making appropriations for the naval service, and for 
other purposes,” approved July 26, 1804. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 20, 1894. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

William A. Beach, of New York, to be collector of internal 

revenue for the Twenty-first district of New York. 
ASSA YER. 

Armand M. Delavallade, of Louisiana, to be assayer of the 

mint of the United States at New Orleans, La. 
POSTMASTER. 


Thomas R. Peek, to be postmaster at Horseheads, in the 
county of Chemung and State of New York. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, August 20, 1894, 


a met at 12. o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. W. E. PAr- 
son, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved, 

CORRECTION. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I find on page 8151 of the daily Rrcorp an 
error to which ce Pam was not called until yesterday, and 
which I desire to have corrected. On the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois |Mr. SmrruH] to the bill admitting 
New Mexieo, the amendment requir that the English lan- 
guage should be taught in the schools of State, [am recorded 
as voting in the negative. Infact, I voted in the affirmative, as 
I was in favor of that amendment. See page 6916 of the per- 
manent RECORD. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. DURBOROW, for two days. 

To Mr. TAWNEY, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 


To Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, indefinitely, on account of 
‘One cm 
To Mr. O’NBIL of usetts, for three days, on account 
of sickness in his family. : 
To Mr. HAMMOND, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


To Mr. WAUGH, indefinitely, on account of thesickness of }{; 


a 
r. BLACK of Illinois, peer 

To Mr. HooxeEr of Mississippi, indefinitely, on account of sic}:- 
ness. 

LEAVE TO PRINT COMMITTEE HEARINGS. 

Mr. FITHIAN, on behalf of the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, asked leave to have printed hearings had 
— said committee on sundry bills known as the Maguire 

8. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his 
secretaries, informed the House that the President had ap- 
proved and signed bills of the following titles: 

f August 18, 1894: 

YAn act (H.R.5575) making appro 

expenses of the Government for the 
1895, and for other purposes. 

(Nore.—The following-named bill having been presented to 
the President on the 6th instant, and not having been returned 
by him to the House of Congress in which it originated within 
the time prescribed by the Constitution of the United States, 
has become a law without his approval.) 

An act (H.R. 2582) to authorize the appointment of James 
William Abert to the retired list of the army. 

(Norz.—The following-named bill having been presented to 
the President on the 7th instant, and not having been returned 
by him to the House of in which it originated within 
the time prescribed by the Constitution of the United States, 
has become a law without his approval.) 

Anact (H. R. 6518) eee for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, for other purposes. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had without amendments the 
bill (H. R. 6656) for the relief of P. W. Mitchell, M.C. Felmet, 
George H. Smathers, and others. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed th : 


riations for sundry civil 
scal year ending June 30, 


following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secre be directed to furnish to the House of Re} 
resentatives in compliance its request a duplicate engrossed copy o/{ 
the bill (S. 122) to an act entitled an “Act to vide for the times 


and places to hold terms of the United Staies courts in the State of Wash 


The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. 971) to open, widen, and extend alleys 
in the District of Columbia. 


The also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the follow titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
was uested: 


A (S. 501) granting a pension to John P. Biehno; 
A bill (S. 890) granting an increase of pension to George U. 


A ;: 

nu (S. 967) to remit the penalties or gunboat numbered 5, 
the Concord; and gunboat numbered 4, the Bennington; 

A bill (S. 1009) for the relief of telegraph operators during the 
war of the rebellion; 

A bill (S. 1066) to authorize the Third Auditorof the Treasury) 
toaudit certain quartermaster’s vouchers alleged to belong to 
John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo.; 

A bill (S. 1274) for the relief of Henry J. Hewitt; 

A bill (S. 1383) granting a pension to Russel N. Reynolds; 

A bill (8S. 1558) for the correction of the military record of 
Capt. Joseph H. Richards; ; 

A bill (S. 1571) for the relief of Thomas Williams an employ 
of the Senate folding room for iajnries received while in the 
discharge of his duties in the — 892; 
oie (S. 1970) granting an increase of pension to William T. 

er; 
i a pension to Mrs, Abby Jane Ward; 


? 
S. 2032) to grant a pension to Ida C. Martin; 
bill |S. 2263) to amend section 553 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States relating to the organization of corporations 
within the District of Columbia; 


A bill (S. 2293) to provide for the improvement of the build- 
ing and of the United States court and post-office at 
Little Rock, Ark.; 


A bill (S. 2312) to authorize the 
ofa ee eatalogue and 


Joint resolution (S. Res. 102) authorizing the Secretary of the 


paration and publication 
to Government publica- 
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Treasury to provide rooms for the accommodation of the United 
States circuit and district courts and their officers at Meridian, 
Miss. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate numbered 
127 and 128 to the bill (H. R. 7477) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1894, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 562) for the relief of Martin Parks; 

A bill (H. R.898) granting a pension to Jesse Davenport, of 
Company A, Second Regiment Oregon Mounted Volunteers, in 
Oregon Indian wars of 1855 and 1856; 

A bill (H. R. 1214) granting a pension to Hannah Welch; 

A bill (H. R. 2920) to pension John Maholm, dependent father; 

A bill (H. R. 3005) for the relief of George Isenstein; 

A bill (H. R. 4290) for the relief of Druzilla J. Rigg, of Macomb, 
Ill.; 

A bill (H. R. 5363) for the relief of Henry W. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 6050) to pension Margaret A. Woods, widow of 
William W. Woods, late of Company E, Sixteenth Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 6103) for the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Menefee; 

A bill (H. R. 6228) granting a pension to Adaline J. ae 

A bill (H. R. 6361) to grant a pension to Pauline J. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 7294) empowering fourth-class postmasters to ad- 
minister oaths to pensioners; 

A bill (H. R. 7663) to authorize the St. Louis, Avoyelles and 
Southwestern Railway Company to bridge Bayou Des Glaises 
and Atchafalaya River in the State of Louisiana; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 101) providing for clerical assistance in 
the health department of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 971) to open, widen, and extend alleys in the District 
of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 1007) to authorize the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to appoint a deputy coroner, and for other purposes. 


COLLECTION OF INTERNAL REVENUE, ETC. 


Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent for the consider- | 
ation of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill to provide for the collection of internal revenue, and for other 
purposes. 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the following sums be, and the same are hereby, 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, namely: 

To enable tne Secretary of the aay to employ such additional force 
as may be necessary for the collection of internal revenue, $9,000. 

Tocarry into effect the convention between the United States and Vene- 
zuela providing for a reference to arbitration of the claim of the Venezuela 
Ste2za Transportation Company against the Sovernment of Venezuela, 
signed at Caracas on the 19th day of January, 1892, 85,000, orso much thereof 
as may be necessary, to be expended under the direction of the President in 
such manner as he shall deem reasonable and proper. 

For the compensation of the commissioner and agent on the part of the 
United States and for the contingent expenses of the commission, including 
the moiety of the compensation of the third commissioner: Provided, That 
the compensation of the commissioner on the part of the United Statesshall 
not exceed the rate of $5,000 a year and thatof the agent of the United States 
$4,000 a yoar. 

There being no objection, the bill was read a first and second | 
time; and the House proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Now, that this billis before the 
House, I will ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] to 
give us a brief explanatory statement in regard to it, and to tell 
us the total amount tbat it carries. 

Mr. SAYERS. The total amount is 314,000. The first clause 
in the bill provides for an additional force in the Internal Reve- | 
nue Bureau, which becomes necessary on account of the in- | 
creased work which devolves upon that office. 

| 
} 





| 


Mr. RENDERSON of Iowa. Is that for clerical force? 
Mr. SAYERS. I suppose so. 
Mr. HENDERSON of Lowa. 
vide for? 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, Ido not know how many. Nine thou- 
sand dollars is all that the bureau asks. 
The next clause in the bill carries $5,000. It provides simply | 
for carrying into effect the arbitration treaty between the Gov- | 
ernments of the United States and Venezuela upon a certain | 

claim that is now pending against Venezuela. Thatcommission 
will meet between this time and the next regular session of | 
; So that the appropriation ought now to be made. 

Mr HENDERSON of Iowa. Neither of these items was before 
us when our regular bills were made up in committee? 
Mr. SAYERS. They were not. 
Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. These are matters transmitied | 
specially by the Secretary of the Treasury? i 


How many new clerks does it 
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Mr. SAYERS. They are. But I will state to my friend that 
the sum of $14,000 will not add anything to the statement I have 
made, because ‘ . that statement $550,000 appears for miscella- 
neous appropr. tions, while in reality only $515,000 was appro- 
priated. ; ; 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. It does not make much differ- 
ence, because the gentleman's statement appeals largely to the 
imagination, atany rate. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SAYERS. [can return the compliment. 

Mr. LOUD. This item of $9,000 is for the purpose of carry- 
ing into effect the income tax, is it not? 

Mr. SAYERS. And also the additional internal-revenue fea- 

tures which were incorporated in the new tariff bill. 
_ Mr. LOUD. This is only a starter, I presume, notwithstand- 
ing the promise which was made when tho bill was before us 
that there would be noadditional cost for collection of the reve- 
nue. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill (H.R. 8007) was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


PAY OF SENATE AND HOUSE EMPLOYSS. 
Mr. SAYERS. I desire also to send to the desk a joint reso 
lution to which I think there will be no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint Resolution to pay the officers and employés of the Senate and House 
of representatives their respective salaries for the month of August, 1494 
on the 23d day of said month. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, efc., That the Secretary 
of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and they ar 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay the officers and employés of the Sen 
ate and House of Representatives, including the Capitol police, their re 
spective salaries for the month of August, 18)4,on the 23d day of said month 


There being no objection, the joint resolution (H. Res. 221! 


I can give the gentleman no further informa- 


vote 


awl} 


was read a first and second time, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


WAR FLAGS OF MASSACHUSETTS REGIMENTS. 


Mr.COGSWELL. Lask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the joint resolution ( H. Res. 220) instructing tlie 
Secretary of War to return to the State of Massachusetts the 
flags of certain regiments of Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Secretary 
of War be, and is hereby, instructed to return tothe State of Massach 
setts the regimental flags of the Fifteenth, Nineteenth, Twenty-third, and 
Fifty-eighth Regiments of Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, as requested 
by the governor of said State 

There being no objection, the Committee on Military Affairs 
was discharged from the further consideration of the joint res- 
olution; which was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COGSWELL, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the 
table. 

ESTATE OF SYLVANUS SANDFORD. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which [ now send to the 
desk. = Le 

The SPEAKER. The resoiution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (H.R. 5215) for the relief of the estate of Sylvanus 
Sandford, deceased, now es in the House, together with all the accom 

anying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims 
| a finding of facts, under the provisions of the acts of March 3, 1983 
March 3, 1887, and generally known as the Bowman and Tucker acts 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. PAYNE. Before consent is given I hope the gentleman 
from Texas will explain what this bill is, or let it be read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
empowered and directed, out of any money not otherwise appropriated by 
law, to pay to theestateof Sylvanus Sandford, deceased, late of Cass County, 
Tex., the sum of #16,718.75, the amount due him on account of supplies taken 
by the Federal forces for their use at Brashear City, in the State of Louisi 
ana, in the year 1862. 

Mr. BAILEY. In reply to the suggestion of the gentleman 
from New York, Mr. Speaker,1 wish to state that Mr. Sandford 
was at the beginning of the war a resident of Cass County, Tex. 
He was op to the secession of the State, and was, and con- 
tinued to throughout the war, a loyal citizen. He disposed 


and 
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of as much of his property as he could possibly dispose of, and 
converted it into the mostavailable shape; amongst other trans- 
actions, disposing of a lot of cattle and tak in exchange 107 
hogsheads of sugar, which were shipped to Brashear City, La., 
which shortly before that time had n occupied by the Fed- 
eral troops. 

I have here a statement of Col. McMillan, to the effect that 
Mr. Sandford came to his headquarters with his wifeand daugh- 
ter, and asked to be permitted to see the meer which he had 
shipped. It seems that there weresome 400 hogsheads ofsugar 
there at the time, but he pu Col. McMillan a description of 
the marks and brands and the number of hogsheads shipped, 
which Col, McMillan states in his testimony accords precisely 
with the description and number he iad before given as nerene- 
ing tohim. After this sugar had bewn turned over to the Fed- 
eral authorities and shipped to New Orleans, Mr. Sandford went 
to Illinois and remained there until after the close of the war. 

That, Mr. Speaker, is all I know of this matter, and I gather 
it mainly from the papers in thecase. The deceased had a son, 
whe is residing in my district, and I know him to be a most ex- 
cellent man, I observe from some of the papers accompanying 
the case an affidavit by Mr. Sandford, the father, which was 
made as long ago as 1876; so it isevident he was trying to prose- 
cute this case in some form as far back as that period. 

Mr. LOUD. In what form? 

Mr. HAYES. What became of the sugar? - 

Mr. BAILEY. It was shipped to the United States officer in 
charge of such stores and supplies at New Orleans. 

Mr. HAYES. Then it passed into the hands of the Federal 
authorities. , 

Mr. BAILEY. I think there is no question of that. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman states that this claim was being 
prosecuted. In what form was he trying to prosecute it? 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam not advised as to that fact. 

Mr. LOUD. It appears on the face of it that after the death 
of the claimant somebody, either his heirs or his attorneys in 
the case, seemed very anxious to prosecute the claim. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will say to the gentleman from California 
that the most I know in connection with the case is gathered 
from the papers sommennyae it, and on one of these papers I 
find an indorsement to the effect that the affidavit of Mr. Sand- 
ford was taken on the 3d day of February, 1876. 

I will state further, that if this was a proposition to pay the 
ae ee I might not — with my present informa- 
tion be wiliing to vote for it. But inasmuch as itis a mere ref- 
erence of the matter tothe court, I can not see that there is any 
a to its taking that course. 

r. LOUD. It provides for an examination by the court and 
a reference back to Congress? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes, under the provisions of the law cited. 

Mr. LOUD. I think the case is a very old one and must be, 
but I will not object. If the tleman from Texas can allow 
it to go to the court, I think I might be willing to have it take 
that course. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

ene no objection, the resolution was considered and 

On motion of Mr. BAILEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


RETURN OF ENGROSSED BILL FROM SENATE. 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr.S r, [ask the present considera- 
tion of the resolution I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate be requested to transmit to the House of Repre- 
sentatives a duplicate e copy of the bill =. 748) entitled ‘‘An act for 
the relief of the citizens of the States of Oregon, and W who 
served with United States troops in the war against the Nez Perces 
Bannock and Shoshone Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of those 
killed in such service, and for other purposes.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 

to. = 


CORRECTION OF A BILL. 
Mr. HAYES. Mr.S er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of a joint resolution to correct an error in 
e bill H. R. 855. ; 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from [Iowa asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a resolution similar in 
character to the one which has just been adopted, and which 


the Clerk will report. 
as follows: ~ 
That the bill (H.R.838) entitled “A bill to amend an act 


The Clerk 
on to Elizabeth Voss, which has both branches of 


Resolved, etc., 
ting a 
St and is now in the hands of the 
be ed and corrected b; 
to “ ninety,” so that said bill shall refer to 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and veing engrossed,was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


PRESBYTERIAN BOARD OF HOME MISSIONS, OMAHA INDIAN 
RESERVATION. 


Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (S.870) authorizing the issue of a 
ee to the Presbyterian Board of Home Missions for certain 

ands on the Omaha Indian Reservation for school purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas the location of the old mission school on the Omaha Indian Reser- 
vation, in the State of Nebraska, has become unsuitable for school purposes, 
and it being necessary to replace the buildings thereon by such as shall be 
moreconvenient and commodious, the Presbyterian Board of Home Missions 

ropose to relinquish all claims to the situate in section 12, township 

, range 9 east of the sixth principal meridian, on said reservation in the 
State of Nebraska,occupied for mission purposes for nearly forty years; and 

Whereas the Omaha Indians, in eration of said re uishment and 
the promise of said ne eee new site a building, to be 
used for school purposes, of the value of for the benefit of the children 
and youth of the Omahas, have agreed to uish to said board all their 
right and title in and to the following-described land, for the purpose 
above named, to-wit: The southwest quarter of northeast quarter and west 
half of southeast quarter and northeast quarter of southeast quarter of 
fractional section No. 29, township 25, range 8 east, of the sixth principal 
ee, on said Omaha Reservation, in Thurston County, Nebr.: There- 

ore, 
Be it enacted, ete., That the President of the United States of America is 
hereby authorized and directed to issue to the Presbyterian Board of Home 
Missions a patent for the following-described land, to wit: The southwest 
quarter of northeast quarter and west half of goutheest uarter and north- 
section 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs recommended the following 
amendments: 


Add after the word “‘ years,”’ at the end of the first preamble, the follow- 
: “to the United States, the same to become a part of the reservation 


wherein it is located. 

Add after the word ‘‘America,”’ in the third line of page 2, the following: 
“upon the ee by the Presbyterian Board of Home Missions, of a 

tent to the United States of the lands now occupied by them, as described 

the first preamble herein.” 

Add after the word ‘“‘less,’’ on the twelfth line of pase 2, the following; 
“to have and to hold the same so long as the said Presbyterian Board of 
Home Missions shall use and corny the premises for educational, charita- 
ble, and religious purposes, and no longer.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
SOCIETY OF AMERICAN FLORISTS. 


Mr. FORMAN. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill 5740, incorporating the So- 


ciety of American Florists. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That James Dean, of Bay mitoe in the State of New 
York; William J. Stewart, Michael H. Norton, and Patrick Welch, of Bos- 


{ Massachusetts; Edward G. Hill, of Richmond, in the 


ton, in the State 
State of New J ; 


State of Indiana; John N. May, of ee nay in the 


illiam R, Smith, John Saul, and Benjam urfee, of og ie: e 
District of Columbia; Myron A. Hunt, of Terre Haute, in the State of In- 
diana; John Th J T. Anthony, and John C. Vaughan, of the State 
of lilinois; Ro win e,and John B of Philadel- 

in the State of Pennsylvania; der Murdock, of Pittsburg, in 
tate of Ivania; John M. Jordan, of St. Louis, in the State of 
Missouri; John T. of Daven in the State of Iowa; Charles W. 


Hoitt, of Nashua, in the State of New 
Daniel Buffal 


Glen Ne] B. 

ana Al Manda, of Short tate of New Jersey, their asso- 
ciates and are hereby created a body corporate and politic, b 
the name of the ty of American Florists, for the elevation and ad- 
vancement of horticulture in all its branches, to increase and diffuse the 
knowledge thereof, and for kindred in the interest of horticulture. 
Said association is auth 


pshire; William coner, of 
both in the State of New York; 


as may be necessary to 
ing 850,000, and such other estate as may be donated or be- 

queathed in any State or Territory: P-ovided, That all ty so held, 
and thereof, shall be held and used solely for the urposes set 
forth in this act. The principal office of the association shall be at Wash- 
ington, in the District of Cae, Se annual =e may be held in 
such as the incorporators or their successors shall determine. Said 
I shall from time totime report its to the Secretary 
said Secretary may commu- 


of Aouemeune at least once in each year, 
nicate such reports in whole or in part to 
Sec. 2. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this 
act in whole or in part, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 
There was no obj 


on. 
The bill was ordered to be e 
and being engrossed, was acco: 
passed. 


and read a third time; 
gly read the third time, and 
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ENTRY OF LANDS FOR CERTAIN PURPOSES. 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference 
report on the bill (H. R. 7451) to authorize the entry of lands for 
gravel pits and reservoir purposes and authorizing the grant of 


way for pipe lines. 
he SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement, which 
perhaps will be satisfactory without the reading of the report. 
The Clerk read the statement of the House conferees, as follows: 
STATEMENT. 


The first amendment of the Senate makes it certain that no land except 
that which is now subject to entry under the laws of the United States and 
not occupied can be disposed of under section 1 of this act. 

The second amendment provides for a forfeiture of the title to the United 
States for nonuses for a period of two years. 

The third amendment allows the sale for reservoir purposes in quantities 
not exceeding one-quarter section of unoccupied public lands not reserved 
for public use, but reserves all mineral and prohibits the sale of any reser- 
voir site heretofore reserved, or that may be hereafter reserved. It also 
vests in the Setretary of the Interior the power to declare a forfeiture for a 
violation of any of the conditions upon which lands suitable for reservoir 
or water-storage purposes are sold under this act. It vests in the ey 
of the Interior authority to withdraw other reservoir sites upon the appli- 
cation of any State, county, or district, or organization, and to allow them 
the use thereof for the storage of water for irrigation, mining, or useful pur- 


poses. 
THOS. C. MCRAE. 
ROBERT NEILL. 
JOHN F. LACEY. 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I hope the report will be agreed 
to. 
The conference report was agreed to. 
REPUBLIC OF HAWAII. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the immediate consideration of a resolution 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk, which I am directed by the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs to report favorably, and I ask 
that joint resolution No. 210 lie on the table. The joint reso- 
lution reported is in lieu of joint resolution No. 210. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution congratulating the Republic of Hawaii. 


Resolved, etc., That the United States of America congratulates the Repub- 
lic of Hawaii on the peaceful assumption of the powers, duties, and respon- 
sibilities of self-government, as indicated by the recent adoption of arepub- 
lican form of government. 


Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous 
consent for the immediate consideration of the joint resolution 
reported favorably from the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
consideration of this resolution? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think that some later time had better 
be fixed for the consideration of this, so as to give us time to 
make arrangements about it. . 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, we have con- 
sumed much time in discussing Hawaiian affairs, and I do not 
suppose any one desires to open the debateagain. I do not,and 
I hope that the resolution, which is simply a resolution to con- 
gratulate the Hawaiian ae on having peacefully assumed 
the duties and responsibilities of self-government, will be al- 
lowed to pass without debate. 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand that some members of the minor- 
ity of the Committee on Foreign Affairs desire to discuss this 
resolution, and I think it would be better toletitgoover. Other- 
wise I shall have to object. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. If the resolution is not 
adopted to-day there is danger that it will aot be acted upon by 
both Houses at this session. 

Mr. PAYNE. They have waited so long that I think they 
can wait another day. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


MRS. MARTHA FRANK. 


Mr. LAWSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
consider the bill (H. R. 7002) to pension Mrs. Martha Frank. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the regu- 
lations and provisions of law governing ee of pensions, the name 
of Mrs. Martha Frank, widow of William ank, member of the company 
of Capt. John Little in the Indian war of 1830. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read as 
follows: 

Add afterline8 the words ‘‘and allow her a pension rated at$8 per month.” 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I would like to ask the 

entleran if this bill has been considered in Committee of the 
Whole ata Friday night session? 

Mr. LAWSON. It hasnot. On account of the adjournment 
over last Friday there was no opportunity to consider it in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. The bill was — last week. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. hy was it not considered 


earlier? 
XXVI——540 
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Mr. LAWSON. This lady is 100 years ~'d and quite indigent, 
- whatever is to be done must be done ~ on to be of any benefit 

er. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
applicant? 

Mr. LAWSON, Over one hundrod years. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to object; but I 
want to ask the gentleman from Georgia why arrears of pension 
1s proposed to be given inthis bill. I understand the bill grants 
a pension from adate prior to the passage of this act. I also 
understand the practice of Congress to be only to grant pen- 
sions from the date of the passage of the act. 

Mr. LAWSON. I propose to put her on the same footing 
with other pensioners of the Indian wars. 

Mr. LOUD. I think it had better be considered at a Friday 
night session. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!”] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California objects. 

B. J. VAN VLECK. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, [ ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration at this time of the bill which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 3402) for the relief of B. J. Van Vieck, administrator of Henry 
Van Vleck, deceased. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Treasurer of the United States shall pay, out of 
any money in his hands not otherwise appropriated, to B. J. Van Vleck, ad- 
ministrator of Henry Van Vieck, deceased, or to his duly authorized attor- 
neys in fact, the sum of $4,520.20, being the amount due said Henry Van 
Vieck at the time of his death as a balance on account of extra work done 
on the locks of the Ste. Marie Canal, in Michigan, with interest thereon 
— October 2, 1882, the date of approval of said claim by the Secretary of 

ar. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. SAYERS. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, | want to say to the gentleman 
from Texas that this bill has been approved by the War De- 
partment. 

Mr. SAYERS. I object to the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


EXTENSION OF CHARTERS OF BUSINESS CORPORATIONS IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to take from the Speaker’s desk and put upon its passage 
a bill with reference to business corporations in the District. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent for the consideration of a bill which the Clerk will 
report, after which the Chair will ask if there be objection. 
The bill has just come from the Senate. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (S. 2263) to amend section 553 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relating to the District of Columbia. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 553 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relating to the District of Columbia, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended by adding to the said section the following provision: 

‘* That any corporation heretofore or hereafter organized under the pro- 
visions of this section may renew its charter for any stated number of years, 
not exceeding twenty, by filing in the office of the recorder of deeds of the 
District of Columbia a certificate in writing, signed by a majority of its 
trustees, and duly acknowledged, certifying that at the lastregular meetin 
of the stockholders held prior to the date of such certificate, or at a specia 
meeting called for that purpose, the stockholders of such company, by a vote 
of at least two-thirds of all the shares of the stock of the company, resolved 
to renew the charter thereof for a period designated by them: Provided, 
That the proposed renewal shall be approved by the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia in writing indorsed on said certificate: And provided, 
That a duly authenticated copy of the resolution of the stockholders in re- 
spect of such renewal shall be attached to said certificate. : 

“The filing of such certificate so approved shall be and operate as a renewal 
of such charter for the specified time therein. The charter so renewed may 
afterwards be renewed from time to time: Provided, That no one renewal 
shall be for a longer period than ae _— and that each renewal shall 
be authorized by the stockholders an subject to the approval of the 
Se of the District of Columbia in the manner hereinbefore pro- 

ded. 

“The provisions of section 593 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
relat: to the District of Columbia shall apply to the record of all certifi- 
cates of renewalsof charters authorized by this act." 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request to con- 
sider this Senate bill? 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker,I would like to have some ex- 
planation of this bill before consent is . 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I can explain it in a moment. By 
existing law the limitation on the existence of corporations in 
the Districtof Columbiais twenty years. Thereare corporations” 
whose charters are about toexpire underthatlimitation. There 
isno provision of law now for therenewalof thosecharters. This 
bill simply provides that these existing corporations, which are 
business corporations, may renew their charters for another 
twenty years with the consent of the Commissioners and of the 
stockholders of the respective companies. 


What is the age of the 
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Mr. COOMBS. I understand. this bill does not apply to rail- 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. It does not. It relates to business 
tions. The bill allows them to petition for an exten- 
sion. The bill has been examined by the House Committee on 
the District of Columbia.and reported favorably, and. now comes 
from the Senate. 
Mr. BLAND. Under what law are they extended now? 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. They can not be extended now. 
Saag Das aa to apply for a newcharter, which puts business en- 


Yr 


ey to a good deal of trouble. 
SPE R. Is there objection tothe present considera- 
tion of thisSenate bill? (After apause). The hears none. 


The bill was ordered to a pe b. mening: and it was aecord- 

ingly read the third time, and 
n motion of Mr. COBB of 
the vote by which the bill was 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman withhold that motion 
until the enrolled general deficiency bill comes in? The Chair 
understands it is about really 
oe BLAND. I vaharee that motien, but demand the reg- 


order. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is demanded. The reg- 
ular order is the call of committees for reperts. 

TO PROVIDE FEMALE HELP WITH SEATS. 
Mr. DE ARMON D, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 


wend a motion to reconsider 
was laid on the table. 


ported favorably the bill (S. 1841) to provide that all personsem- 
playing toma female help in stores, Teale manufactories 
provide seats for the same w not actively employed; 


which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 
EXCLUSION AND DEPORTATION OF ALIEN ANARCHISTS. 

Mr. BOATNER, from the Committee om the Judiciary, re- 
ported favorably the bili (S. 2314) to provide for the exclusion 
and of alien anarchists; which was referred to the 
Com at the Whale Henan ah thn atatned thes Gahan, ana, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CONGRATULATING THE REPUBLIC OF HAWAII. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported a joint resolution (H. Res. 225), in lieu of 
H. Res. 210, congratulating the Hawaiian Islands on their peace- 
of the: in oh toe 

as free and independent: was 
referred to eleuss Calendar,and, with accompanying repert, 
erdered to be printed, and House resolution was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

LBAD ORE AND SILVER ms 
Mr. TARSNEY, from the Committee o 
rted Fa gerne the bill (H. BR. 7962) a 
ule C, ofan act of August —, 1804, entitled 
taxation, to provide revenue for the i entitled ~ Anact tor and for other 
oo was referred te the Committee of the Whole 
ouse on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying re- 


port, ordered to be 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


unanimous.consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
tS Mr. TURNER of Georgia, indefinitely, om account of sick- 


nese. 
ae McLAwR1n, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
y- . 
EXCLUSION OF ALIEN ANARCHISTS. 


Mr. BOATNER. Mr. paceman 
The SPEAKER. does the gentleman rise? 


Mr. BOATNER. chun eaeene tptnmmeedeieeadnaitane 
Senate bill 2314. 

The SPEAKER. The Chaircamnot recognize the gentleman 
to move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House do now 
The motion was agreed to; and the House 
o'clock and 53 minutes p. wn lemperenk 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


(at 12 





Under clause ic soy eee ccineamel een 
aeve r rem an 
to the Committee ef the Whole i as follows: 
QATES, {rem the Committee on Sone A bill 


gif Ttin}torthe relief of S. R.. Hallferd,of 


By Mr. CLARK ef Misseuri, fram the Committee on Pen- 
-ghens: A eo the relief of Abner Abercrombie. 


yeehie ee. 
. alco. a bill (HR. eS ee eee 
Brown. (Report No. 1 


By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8008) to grant a 
nsion to William F. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid 


By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 3009) granting a pension ¢ 
Rebecea J. Barrere. widow of James Buarrere, Rd re the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STORER (by request): A bill (H.R. 9010) for the relief 
of Annie Seitz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2of Rule XXII, the Committee on Naval Affairs 
was discharged from. the consideration of a petition presented 
by Mr. DANIELLS, asking and amendments to inter- 
national laws, and the same wags re to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill and resolutions of the fol- 
titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. RICHARDS: A bill (H. R. 8011) to restrain and regu- 
late tha importation, manufacture, and sale of shoddy—te the 
Couunititee 


om Ways and Means. 
By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: A joint resolution (H. Res. 224) 
authorizing tha Secre wee of War to lend two cannon to the 
commissioners of Smith County, Kans., to be used in a 
ments to procure rainfall—tothe Committee on Military Aft airs. 
By Mr. McCREARYpoof Kentucky: A joint resolution (H. Res. 
222):to carry into effecttheconven between the United States 
Vi ela for a reference to arbitration of tho 
tion Company—to the Com- 


nee uiring by what statutes 
of United States the Secretary of sneak ey at ml 
sion to the Altamonte Water Company to construct dams across 
the St. Louis and Co iivert cen through the States 
— Minnesota and Wisconsin—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. CAMINETTI: A resolution authorizing the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors to make certain investigation during 
the — of Congress—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


3 Mr. LACEY: A resolution to pay i “pao compensation 
to H.. B. Keffer—to the Committee om A: 


PETITIONS, BTC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAILEY: Affidavits in the matter of the claim of Syl- 

vanus Sandford, late of Cass County, Tex.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mn nateancannen of a yore of ducatfon at 
County relative ropriations for Indian education at 
sectarian scheols—to the the Committee on Indian A ffai 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of the of Parsons College, of 
Fairtield, lowa, praying admission of fraternal and college jour- 
nals ta the mails at | cent per pound—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of M. L. Davis, of Dansville, N. Y., 
for amendments to international law extending the 3-mile limit 
seaward to 100 miles—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 

Also, petition of Emerson Talcot &Co., Rockford, I1., for l-eent 
latter wiiicnantiiad the Committee on the Post-Oifiee and Post- 


: A resolution i 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TupsDAY, August 21, 1894, 


The House met.ati2o’clock m. Prayer by Rey. WILLIAM E. 
Parson, D. Di 


Mr. WOOMER. Mr. Speaker, a page 9250 of tho daly 
ReEconD, in the vote on the bill placing ore on the free lis 
I am recorded as voting in the Palitaative, whereas in fact 
voted im the negative. asi that. the correction be made. 
[See page S456.ef permanent RECORD.} 

The SPEAKER. The change will be made in accordance 
with the suggestion of the gentleman. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IV THE STATH OF WASHINGTON. 

The Speaker laid before the House a resolution of the Senate, 


, in compliance the of the House, a 
duplicate e y of the bill (S. 1252) 7 amend an act 


ngrossed cop 
entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the times and places to hold 


STORRECTI 
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terms: of the United States.courts in the State of Washington.” 
The duplicate was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, LITTLE ROCK, ARK, 


The Speaker also laid before the House a bill (S. 2293) to pro- 
vide for the improvement of the building and grounds: of the 
United States-court and post-office at Little Roek, Ark. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous-consent for the 
present consideration: of that bill, and I wish to: make a brief 
statement and to read a letter from the circuit judge there. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is this one of the bills that-are reported fa- 
vorably by the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. TERRY. No, sir. It is a Senate bill. The same bill 
Has been unanimously reported by the House committee. The 
work for which the bill provides is absolutely necessary, and 
the Government is being put to expense ail the time for want of 
it. To show the necessity, [ read a letter addressed to: me by 
the circuit judge. 





DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, HiguTH CrRovlT. 
Little Roek, March’ 28; 1892. 


My DEAR Sir: I have just seen a copy of your billrelating tothe United 
States building in this city. 

Ihave said and written so much about this building in the past’ that I 
have grown weary of the subject. My letters are on filein Washington ~ 
testing against laying the foundations of the building under the limitations 
and restrictions of the act making the first appropriation. 

I said then; and time has verified the correctness. of my judgment, that 
the building which it was proposed to erect would be found totally inade- 
quate to accommodate the public offfcers: and business expected to be pro- 
vided for within its:;walls: I knew this- was: so, so faras it related to the 
United States. courts. 
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I pleaded for two court rooms, or.a judge’s chambers large enough fora. 


chambers court room; but all in vain. Thereis but‘one court room, and the 
judge’s chambers is barely large enough to contain: my’ bookcases, a table, 
and two or three chairs, 

The result is that when there are two judges here and it is desirable to 
hold two courts at the same time, asit frequently is, weareunable to do so 
except when the county court-house is not:in use and is loaned to us; or we 
can get in the State house. 

The want of another court room is a source of expense to the Government 
and of delay and'costs to parties and witnesses. 

The circuit:court of appeals ought to hold its wintersessions at this place, 
and doubtless-would do so if we had a court room; but.under existing .con- 
ditions it is out of the question. 

I know nothing about the wants of the other departments: I only-know 
that the present building doesnotfurnish adequate accommodations for the 
United States courts. 

Yours; truly, 
HENRY C. CALDWELL, 
Oirenit Judge. 
Hon: W. L. Terry; M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 

Now this-bill is-simply for the purpose of constructing an ad- 
dition to the building, so as to give more room to enlarge the 
judge’s chambers and the offices.of the marshal and the clerk of 
the circuit and district courts, and also to put in an elevator, 
the whole at a cost not to exceed $54,000. Lask unanimouscon- 
sent to have the bill considered at this time. 

The building is in my home town, and the work is absolutely 
necessary, and certainly there isno economy in postponing: it, 
beeause the Government is being: put to extra.expense for wit- 
nesses and jurors for want.of these accommodations. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
the letter of Judge Caldwell which. the gentleman has read and 
from his own statement that he makes not-only;a proper but an 
urgent case, and I, for‘one, shall not object. 

The bill was read, as.follows: 

Beit enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to cause the following improvements to be madeon 
the building and grounds of the United States court and post-office at Little 
Rock; Ark:, and ata cost'not exceeding the following; to wit: 

First. To construct an addition to said building, for the purpose of creat- 
ing more room therein, and enlarging the judge's chamber and the offices of 
jaar — and clerk of the circuit and district courts, at a cost not exceed- 
ing $54,000. 

Second.. To put an elevator in said ‘building; at acost not exceeding 4,000. 

Sec. 2. That. the Secretary,of the Treasury shall cause proper plans and 
estimates to be made for each of the improvements above contemplated, so 
that no expenditure shall be made or authorized for the fuil completion of 


either of them beyond the amount above provided therefor; said amount to 
be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr: SAYERS. I did’ not follow closely the reading of the 


Mr. Speaker, it.seems to me from: 





bill, and I will ask the gentleman: whether it contains:an-appro- | 


priation? 

Mr. TERRY. Notatail: 

The SPEAKER. 
Se from Arkansas for the-present consideration of this 
bill? 

There was no objection. 


The bill wasordered to athird reading: and itwasnccordingly 


read the third time, and! passed. 
On motion of Mr. TERRY, amotiomtoreconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was-laid: omthe-table. 
EXCLUSION AND DEPORTATION OF ALIEN. ANARCHISTS: 
Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


Is there objection to the request of the | 
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The bill (S. 2314) to provide for the exclusion and deportation 
of alien.anarchists was read, as follows: 


Beitenacted, etc., That no alien anarchist shall hereafter be permitted to 
land at anyport of the United States, or beadmittedinto he United States 
but this prohibition shall not be so construed as toapply to political refu 
gees or political offenders, other than such anarchists. 

SEc. 2. That the board of special inquiry authorized under the immigra- 
tion act of March 3, 1893, shall diligently inquire of any alien seeking admis 
sion into the United States, who is suspeeted of being am anarchist, by per- 
tinent questions, as to his antecedents, his opinions as to government, and 
w hether he belongs to any seciety or association of known anarchistic ten- 
dencies; and it may examine the person of such alien for marks indicative 
of such membership; it may aecept evidence of the immigrant’s common 
reputation as an anarchist, and the orders, decrees, or judgments of foreign 
governments and police notifications as prima j2cie evidence, which may be 
deemed sufficient, unless successfully controverted, to prevent the admis 
sion of such alien. 

Src. 3. That where the Superintendent of Immigration is satisfied from 
oath or affirmation filed with him that any allen anarchist has been allowed 
to land or has come into the United States contrary to law, or such officer 
has reason to believe from oath or affirmation filed with him that any alien 
in the United States is an anarchist and that his presence inthiscountry 
will be a menace to the Government or tothe peace and well-being of society 
in general, he may issue a warrant and cause such suspected allen anarchist 
to be taken into custody and brought before such Superintendent; who shall 
proceed without unneeessary delay to hear the evidence uponsuchcharge rnd 
shall afford the suspected person an opportunity to submit evidence in bis 
defense, and if, aftersuch hearing, the Superintendent shall be satisfied that 
the person accused isan alien anarchist and bas been allowed to iand or has 
come into the United States contrary to law, oris satistied that such person 
is an alien anarchist and that his presence in this country will bea menace 
to the Government or to the peace and well-being of society in general, the 
said Superintendent’shall cause him to be conveyed tothe portof departure 
and thenee returned to the country whence he came; and i such anarchist 
was allowed to land or came into this country.contrary to law, he shall be 
returned at-the ae of’ the importing vessel, but if already in the coun 
try at thetime of the passage of this act, or if he entered from an adjoining 
country of which he isnot a citizen, then he shail be returned to the country 
of his-nativity at the expense of the United States. 

The Superintendent of Immigration, for the purposes of such hearings 
shall have power to administer oaths, to summon and compe} the attend 
ance of Witnesses, and to take testimony upon the questions involved, and 
may require any inspector of immigration or may specially authorize any 
other person to execute process, to make arrests, and to convey.to ports of 
departure persons ordered deported. That upon any hearing before said 

dent, and upon any hearing provided for in thefourth sectionof 
this act, thesame kind of evidence hereinbefore autho: ized to be received 
before the board of special inquiry on the admission of alien immigrants 
inay be allowed and with the like effecti 

It is further provided thatamny person arrested for being an alien anarch 
ist and ordered to be deported by me ny ete of Immigration shall 
have aright. to appeal to the Secretary of the aaaey who shall hear and 
ae such appeal under’such rules: and regulations as he may pre 
seribe, and ding such a the order of deportation shall not be exe 
cuted, but the decision of the Seeretary of the Treasury upon such appeal 
shall be final and conclusive, but no final order of deportation shall be car 
ried out until said alien anarchist hasan o rtunity, if he so desires, to 
apply for a writ of habeas corpus, to be iss by any judge of any United 
States court, and upon any hearing upen such writ the question of alienage, 
identity, and the regularity of the proceedings may be reviewed. The See- 
retary of the Treasury may authorizethecollector of customs at any port 
to proceed against auy alien anarchist, according to the pa of this 
act, and in such proceedings to perform all the duties and exercise all the 
powers hereby conferred on the Superintendent of Immigration. 

Szc. 4. That in cases where, upon the trial and conviction of any alien of 
any crime.or misdemeanor involving moral turpitude, inany United States 
court.or court of record of any State or Territory or the District of Colum- 
bia, it shall appear from the evidence produced at the trial that such alien 
is an anarchist, or that his remaining in this country will be a menace to 
the: Government or to the peace and wellbeing of society in general, the 
presiding judge shall direct that afurther hearing shall be had before him 
upon that matter at an_early day, of which the convicted alien shail have 
due notice, and at which he shall be allowed to be heard and introduce evi- 
dence in his defense, and if thesaid judge shall be satisfied from the evi- 
denee produced at such hearing that such convicted alien is an anarchist, 
or that his remaining in the country will bea menace to the Government 
or to the peace and wellbeing of society in general, he may direct that in 
addition to other punishments adjud the said convicted alien, after un- 
dergoing such punishments, shall be taken before a commissioner of immi- 
gration at aport of entry, who shall order his deportation at the expense of 
the United States to the country from which he came. Should he there- 
after return to the United States he shall be arrested and sentenced to con- 
finement in a penitentiary fora period not exceeding four years and after- 
wards again deported. 

Sec. 5, That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized in his discretion 
to appeint such number of immigration agents as he may deem necessary, 
not-exceeding twelve in number, at a salary not exceeding. $500 each per 
annum, whose duties shall be to go abroad and make investigations in other 
countries, under such rules, directions, and regulations as the Secretary of 
the Treasury may prescribe, pertaining to intended immigrants. and es 

y to diligently inquire and ‘inform themselves as to the characterof 
ntended immigrants, whether anarchists, criminais, or alien contract ja- 
borers, availing themselves of poilce records, decrees of expulsion, and any 
and every source of information usefni and obtainatle so asto enable them 
toarriveat correct conclusions, and to report thereon from time to time to 
the Superintendent of Immigration, and to exectite such other dnties relat- 
ing to the matters aforesaid as the Secretary of the Treasury may impose; 
and for the purpose of enforcing this law and paying the salaries of the said 
agents, the sum of $60,000 is hereby appropriated. 

Sec. 6. That the fact that an-alien has declared his intention to become a 

citizen of the United States shall constitute no bar to proceedings against 


| him under this act or under the acts to which it is an amendment. 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker,I must object-tothe considera- 
tion of that bill in its present form. 

Mr. BOATNER. I desire to make a brief statement with re- 
gard to this bill, and I trust.the gentleman will not object until! 
he hears it. 

Mr. WARNER. If the billis to bbamended, the amendments 
can be proposed and arranged before we are plunged into adis- 
cussion of the measure. 
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Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, this bill has the ——- of 
the Secretary of tz. Treasury and of the Secretary of State. It 
was unanimously reported by the Committee on Immigration of 
the other House; it was by the Senate unanir.ously, and 
it has been reported unanimously by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary of this House. 

Mr. WARNER. My objection is not that the bill does not 
have good eee, but that in its present shape it is a bad bill. 
It is more likely to make anarchists than to punish them. 

Mr. BOATNER. A word further, if the gentleman will per- 
mit me. The Administration also urges the very great impor- 
tance of passing this bill at the present session of Congress, ow- 
ing to the fact that we are advised that a large number of the 
most dangerous anarchists in the world are now on their way to 
the United States, and that at this time there is no law on the 
statute books which prohibits the landing of an anarchist in 
this country. 

Mr. WARNER. And this bill does not even define the an- 
archy which it proposes to punish. 

Mr. BOATNER. Just a moment. According to authorit, 
which is equal to that of the gentleman from New York all 
rights of those who are charged with being anarchists are safe- 
guarded and taken care of in this bill. 

For these reasons, I appeal to the gentleman not to put his 
judgment and opinion against the opinion and views of so many 
who are interested in this measure, which they regard as neces- 
sary for the maintenance of public order. 

r. WAKNER. Whenever it is proposed to put into the 
hands of administrative officers such powers as this bill proposes 
that they shall employ against so large a number—hundreds of 
thousands—of persons who are now in this country legally, and 
permits them to do this without what I consider — safe- 

uards, I must, without regard to the backing that the bill may 

ve, object to its consideration in thisform. The gentleman 
himself knows that this bill should be amended; and he knows 
that the proper method of procedure is to prepare the amend- 
ments and have them carefully considered before we plunge into 
a discussion of the subject in this House. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Does not the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. WARNER] know that there are now five hundred anarchists 
on their way to this country, the description of whom has been 
furnished to officers of the Government 

Mr. WARNER. No amount of panic can scare the ‘‘gentie- 
man from New York” into putting into the hands of an admin- 
istrative officer the detection and punishment of a crime which 
is noteven defined in the measure which proposes to punish it 
by deportation. Nor will the ‘gentleman from New York” be 
scared by any other kind of panic into providing patronage for 
twelve men at $2,500 a year. 

Mr. OATES, Allow me just a moment. The gentleman's 
objection is that anarchy is not defined in the bill. Geeshe not 
know that where a word or term is used in a statute without 
definition it always takes on its usual or common-law definition? 

Mr. WARNER. Does not the gentleman know that there is 
no definition of ‘‘anarchy” to be found in the common law? 

Mr. OATES. 1 think the gentleman is mistaken—— 

Mr. WARNER. Gentlemen inform me they have been look- 
ing for it and can not find it—— 

ir. OATES. And if not, the word would be construed ac- 
cording to its ordinary or dictionary signification. 

Mr. WARNER. The superintendent of i ration informs 
me that for several months he has been attemp to draw up 
a measure defining anarchy, and has not been able to do it. 

Mr. BOATNER. I suggest tothe gentleman from New York 
that doubtless he will be able to ag srtoheag enormous strength 
of argument the position which he now assumes and will be 
able to impress upon the House the necessity of adopting such 
amendments as he advocates. The best og to get a good 
law on this subject is to consent that this bill be considered; 
the eaten can then bring to our assistance in perfecting 
the bill his great ability and large information. Unfortu- 
nately he is not a member either of the Judiciary Committee 
or the Committee on Imm tion, and therefore we have not 
had the benefit of his sery in considering the measure in 
committee, but if he will consent to its consideration now by the 
House members can be e htened, and a measure can be 
adopted which will reflect credit upon the gentleman from New 
York as well as the House. 

Mr. WARNER. If anything could induce the “ gentleman 
from New York” to do what he knows to be a foolish thing it 


would be the very persuasive su tion of the gentleman from 
Louisiana. But I can not help thinking that by ing upon 
amendments which he may draft in cool deliberation and with 


mature j ment, notin the heat of debate, we shall arrive at 
better results than by any crude suggestions in that direction 


which I might make at this time and under the present circum- 
stances, 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I suggest to my friend from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. BOATNER] that if it was the intention of our friends 
over there to put this measure through it ought to have been 
brought forward when there was a quorum in both Houses. 

Mr. McCREARY of et: I wish ame my friend 
from New York that if the bill is not considered to-day there is 
danger that it will not be considered this session. It is legisla- 
tion looking in a most important direction. I suggest to him, 
therefore, that he allow the bill to come up for consideration, 
and then propose any amendment he may deem proper to per- 
fect it. Thus the House will act upon this bill as upon other 
bills. In substantially its present shape the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. BOATNER. I wish to say in reply to the gentleman 
from Iowa |Mr. HENDERSON ]|—— 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. [am not opposing the bill, but 
simply suggesting that if gentlemen had intended the measure 
should pass they should have brought it forward when we had 
a@ quorum. 

he SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

Mr. WARNER. I object. 


UNITED STATES COURT AT MERIDIAN, MISS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the joint resolution (S. 
R. 102) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to provide 
rooms for the accommodation of the United States circuit and dis- 
trict courts and their officers at Meridian, Miss. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi addressed the Chair. 

Mr. SAYERS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The call for the regular order cuts off all 
demands for unanimous consent; but there are several bills on 
the table to be referred —— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi (after conferring with Mr. 
SAYERS). I understand the 1 for the regular order is with- 
drawn for a moment; and I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of this resolution. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and Hous: of Representatives, etc., That the Secretary 
of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and required to cause the 
Sees ide et ecieteg “ew se marca whee anes as 
Seeaenten of the United States circuit and district courts and their 
omicers. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
what it is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request for con- 


sent—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Before the request is sub- 
mitted, Mr. Speaker, in response to the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Téxas, I will explain the resolution. 

There has been hitherto ee the sum of $50,000 for 
the purpose of erecting a public building in the city of Meridian, 
Miss. At the time that this bill sed Congress no court was 
held there. This is merely a resolution to authorize the Super- 
vising Architect of the Treasury and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury so to remodel the plans of the building as to make room for 
the court and jury rooms,a court having been authorized to 
hold its sessions there since the bill was passed. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does this make any addition to the limit of 
cost? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
I will state. 

Mr. SAYERS. But is it within the limit of the cost as orig- 
inally authorized? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not know about that. 

Mr. SAYERS. lf it increases the cost, I object to it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It simply authorizes them _ 
to remodel the plans of the building and make room for the 


court. 

Mr. SAYERS. If I understand the bill correctly, it does not 
authorize an increase of the limit of cost? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; it does not. 

ae E. Has a court been authorized by law to be held 
there 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, sir; a division of the 
court in the State of Mississippi has been authorized to hold a 
term at this point: 

Furthermore, I will state that plans were brought in and bids 
submitted for the construction of the building amounting to 
$13,000 less than the appropriation. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ihave no objection to it, and think it ought 


to be passed. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the joint resolution? — 


I will explain in a moment 


It makes no appropriation, 








1894. 


There being no ob;ection, the resolution was considered and 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid upon the table. 


JOHN FINN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1066) to 
authorize the Third Auditor of the Treasury to audit certain 

a cosg + ogg vouchers alleged to belong to John Finn, of St. 

uis, Mo. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of that bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not think we ought to pass such a bill by 
consent. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right 
of objection. 

The bill was read ut length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri? 

Mr. SAYERS. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the bill will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


PENALTIES ON CERTAIN GUNBOATS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 967) to 
remit the penalties on the gunboat numbered 3, the Concord, 
and gunboat numbered 4, the Bennington. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, a similar bill has been re- 
ported from the Committee on Naval Affairs as well as from 
the Committee on Claims, and is now on the Calendar. It has 
been there for several months past. I simply ask unanimous 
consent to substitute now the Senate bill for the House bill on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. SAYERS. I object. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Very well, the gentleman can object. 
But it will be reported anyway, in spite of him. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the bill will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 


Bills of the Senate of the following titles were severally laid 
eek: the House by the Speaker, and referred as indicated, 
namely: 

A bill (S. 2032) to grant a pension to Ida C. Martin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions; 

A bill (S.501) granting a pension to John P. Biehn—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions; 

A bill (S. 890) granting an increase of pension to George C. 
Abbey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 

A bill (S. 1009) for the relief of telegraph operators during the 
War of the rebellion—to the Committee on Military Affairs; 

A bill (S. 1274) for the relief of Henry J. Hewitt—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims; 

A bill (S. 1383) granting a pension to Russel N. Reynolds—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 

A bill (8.1558) for the correction of the military record of 
Capt. Joseph H. Richards—to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs; 

A bill (S. 1571) for the relief of Thomas Williams, an em- 
ployé of the Senate folding room, for injuries received while in 
the discharge of his duties in the year 1892—to the Committee 
on Claims; 

A bill (S. 1970) granting an increaseof pension to William T. 
Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 

A bill (S. 1996) granting a pension to Mrs. Abby Jane Ward— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 

A bill (S. 2143) for the relief of Rufus Betz—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs; and 

A bill, (S. 2312) to authorize the preparation and publication of 
a descriptive catalogue and index of Government publications— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. PENCE, for the balance of the session, in consequence 
of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, for the balance of the 
session, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. SNODGRASS, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions 


of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
was 


uested: 
A pill (S. 2307) to eae the pene eeepeiien and dy 
determination of the claim of the United States against the es- 
tate of the late Leland Stanford; 
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A bill (S. 2290) toamend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an 
act entitled ‘An act granting the right of way to the Hutchison 
— Southern Railroad Company through the Indian Terri- 

ory;’” 

A bill (S. 2038) for the relief of Oklahoma settlers: 

A bill (S. 1005) to prevent the recording of subdivisions of 
land in the District of Columbia in the oflice of the Recorder of 
Deeds; and 

A bill (S. 2318) for the relief of B. F. Berry. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
an amendment joint resolution (H. Res.79)for the relief of Peter 
Hogan; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills and joint resolutions of the following titl:s: 

A bill (HW. R. 7461) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act.to create 
anew division of the northern judiciai district of Georgia,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1891; . : 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 5) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to transfer a certain piece of land in the State of Michi- 
gan to the city of Saginaw; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 220) instructing the Secretary of War 
to return to the State of Massachusetts the flagsof certain regi- 
ments of Massachusetts volunteer infantry. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7477) making appropriations to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1894, and for prior years, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 6656) for the relief of p.W. Mitchell, M. C, Fel- 
met, George H. Smathers, and others. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted Mr. CHARLES W. 
STONE to withdraw from the files of the House, without leav- 
ing copies, paperg accompanying the bill H. R. 1921. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I rise to sub- 
mit a privileged matter. 

There was referred to the Committee on Printing a House 
resolution to compile and have printed a digest of contested- 
election cases in the Fifty-second Congress, and making an ap- 
propriation for that purpose. I think this resolution should go 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and I therefore ask that 
the Committee on Printing be discharged from its further con- 
sideration and that it be so referred. 

Mr. HAUGEN. What digest does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The digest of contested- 
election cases. 

TheSPEAKER. There isno appropriation now for this digest. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No. The resolution car- 
ries an appropriation, and therefore it ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Printing will be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the matter, and it will 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

PRINTING TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire to presenta priv- 
ileged report from the Committee on Printing for a print of the 
tariff bill. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentiemansubmitsa privileged report, 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House 20,000 copies of the 
tariff bill which recently passed Congress. 

The committee have considered the House resolution to print 20,000 copies 
of the tariff bill (H. R. 4864), and direct me to report the same with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
but will answer any question. 

TheSPEAKER. Thisreport does not give the estimated cost. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The cost is simply for re- 
printing the bill. Ihave no way to get at the exact cost. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What is the form in which you propose to 
print this publication? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If gentlemen will examine 
the RECORD, they will find thaton yesterday the Senate ordered 
prepared a print of the present law, the Wilson bill, and with it 
a comparative statement of the McKinley law and of the House 
bill as reported. Now, that is being prepared by the Senate 
Committee on Finance, and the Committee on Printing sup- 
posed that as soon as that was ready it would be desired that 
there be printed a considerable number for distribution by the 
members of the Senate and the House; and until that was done, 
we thought it would be well simply to pass this House resolu- 


I do not yield the floor, 
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tion, which provides for the printing for the use of the House of 
20,000 copies of this bill in its simple form. 

The Senate have ordered a supply for their own use, and this 
will, in effect, be the printing of a large number of pamphlet 
copies, an edition of 20,000, for the use of the House. [| will 
yield for a question. 

Mr. FITHTAN. Why not have the comparison printed in- 
stead of the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ihave just stated that the 
Senate has ordered that comparison, and as soon as it is ready 
we will order it printed. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. ‘Will we not adjourn before that 
time? 

Mr. FITHIAN. We may adjourn before that. time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It will take considerable 
work and I do not know how many we want printed; but that 
ought to be a separate resolution; and if some gentleman de- 
sires that printed, and will introduce such a resolution and have 
it.referred to the committee, we will get an estimate of what it 
will cost and have that also passed, if we can haveitdone. It 
ought to be passed. But it seems to me there ought to be 20,000 
copies of this bill. 
fr. MILLIKEN. Which bill is it you are going to print 
now? : 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The Wilson bill, which 
passed the House, umended by the Senate. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. For the future use of members. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. [ask to amend the resolution by 
making the number 100,000. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I can not yield for that. 
Twenty thousand are enough for distribution. e shall want 
more of the comparison when that is prepared, but for the pres- 
ent it seems to me that 20,000 extra copies of the bill will be 
enough for distribution. Now I move the previous question. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will my friend yield for a question before 
he does that? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, What I desire to know iesimply this: You 
say youare going to print the Wilson bill. Are you going to 
print the Wilson bill, or the bill which the Senate? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. stated that it was the 
House bill with the Senate amendments; and 1 presume the 
gentleman understands what that means. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is this aconcurrent resolution, or is itsim- 

a House resolution? 
r. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. A simple House resolution 
to print these co for our own use. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If I understand the gentleman, the Senate 
have already ordered published comparisons show the Senate 
bill which recently , the Wilson bill as it the House, 
the present law, and the Mills bill, and the percentages of change. 
Now, why not reproduce that publication for theuse of the House? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will tell the tleman 
why [ did not report if that way. That is a publica: almost 
as large as this which I hold in my hand. 

Mr. MARSH. Oh, no. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes; it is a book of this 
size (indicating). If members will me for a moment I 
will show them what was done in the Senate yesterday. This 
is the proper course for the House to take. 

The ec man of the Committee on Finance of the Senate on 
yesterday said: 

I am directed by the Committee on Finance to ask for an order to print 
the tariff law of 1 ; red.with the tariff law of 1890, the Mills bill of 
1888, and the Wilson bill of 184, in an abbreviated form. The information 
which this abbreviation will contain is already printed in a large volume, 

therefore directed 


but very inconvenient for distribution. [am ‘ore to ask for 
an order to print the usual number of copies in the abbreviated form which 


Isend to the desk. 

Now, that large form is in a volume about this size [exhibit- 
ing a volume about an inch and a half thick], and we thought 
that that would be too large and unwieldy and too costly, and 
that there will be too much init. But the Senate provided for 
the of it in an abreviated form. Now, my idea is, if we 
want it in the abreviated form, wecould have a resolution passed 
to print for the House the number of copies that may be neces- 
sary. For the present this resolution provides for the gr ge 
law form with the aes ——_ nies is 
necessary. After that we print her on that 
be determined on. ae wud 
a... HEPBURN. Why not inelude that in your present mo- 

on? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The reason is we did 
not have that before us, but did have the ution I have re- 
ported, and therefore we acted on it. * 
mo HEPBURN. Will you accept an amendment to include 

t 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I suggested to my friend 
from Iowa on yesterday that if he would prepare a resolution 
calling for this matter in an abbreviated shape we would report 
it immediately, and so we will. But I think we will need for 
ourselves in simple pamphlet form 20,000 copies of the law. 

Mr. PAYNE. How much more willit cost to print the ab- 
breviated form recommended by the Committee on Finance of 
the Senate than the other form” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [ do not know. 

Mr. PAYNE. It will only be the expense of the additional 
paper, and not be very mueh more, will it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [ think that is about all: 
but if the gentleman will prepare and introduce a resolution on 
what is wanted, I will get an estimate of the cost. 

Mr.PAYNE. The gentleman thought ‘‘ there was too much 
init.” I think the people want all the information theycan get 
on this subject. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not object to print- 
ing the matter in any form that may be wanted, but Ido know 
that we will need in this simple pamphlet form 20,000 copies for 
the use of the House; and that is all this resolution provides for. 

Mr. DUNN. Does not the gentleman think that the gentle- 
man from New York is facetious in what he says? 

Mr. PAYNE. Can not the gentleman introduce a resolution 
for the printing of the comparative statement, and get an esti- 
mate of the cost in both forms? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would be perfectly will- 
ing to do that and report it to-morrow, and discuss it as much 
as gentlemen desire. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 


on? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes; I will yield to tho 
gentleman for a question. How much time do you want? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Not over a minute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will yield tothe gentle- 
man for a question, but not for as h. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I simply asked you to yield to me for a 
question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. When [ ask you tolet me make a speech I 
will let you know it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly; I yield to the 
gentleman for a question. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Allow me tosay this,then. I believe we do 
not want anything that has not become a law. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is not a question. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. We do not want the Wilson bill; we do not 
want the Mills bill. What has the Mills bill todo withit? It 
never passed. Give us theold law and give us the prospective 
law, and let them be compared together. That is all we want. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If*‘my friend will intro- 
duce a resolution to that effect to-day we will report it to-mor- 
row and then decide the matter. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Would it not come better from my friend 
from Tennessee instead of myself? We do not care anything 
about the Wilson bill or the Mills bill. They have both gone, 
although my friend from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] has not. 
We have great hopes for him yet. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I now demand the pre- 
vious question, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. DUNN. I would ask the gentleman from Maine if his 
— is not like that of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 

AYNE], all fun, and absolutely fun. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the resolution was agreed to was 
laid on the table. 

STREET RAILROAD FRANCHISES IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I now report the Senate 
joint resolution (S. R. 99) to —— and publish the laws relat- 

to street railway franchises in the District of Columbia. It 
is not privileged, but I ask for its consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That there be ted and boundinto one convenient volume, 
atthe Government Printing Office, all the various acts of that may 
bein force at tae end of the second session of the Fifty-third rela 
ing to street-r. ——— “A the District of Columbia, the same to be 

r 


comeing unde attorney of the District of Columbia; and 
that Coeees oho ame cee Se Geeeee for the une of tha Senate 1 

for use of the House of and 1,000 for the 
use of, and distribution by, the of the District of Columbia; 


but the usual number sha!! not be printed. 
The report (by Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee) was read, as 
follows: 


Thecommittee have considered the Senate joint resolution to 
and publish the laws relating to street-railway franchises in the of 











1894. 





Columbia, and direct me torsport same with recommendation thatit do 


pass. 
Thecost of same is about $100. 


Mr.SAYERS. Reserving the right to object, I would like 
to ask the gentleman out of what funds the cost of this printing 
is to come: 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This is a joint resolution 
which has passed the Senate, and it provides for the printing 
of acompilation of the lawsrelating to street-railroad franchises 
in the District of Columbia. It does not carry any appropria- 
tion, but it will cost about $100. 

Mr. SAYERS. There is no appropriation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then it will be paid out 
of the eee made for printing in the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill. It is simply a compilation of the laws relating 
to street-railroad franchises in the rict of Columbia, in or- 
der that Congress may legislate intelligently in reference to 
them. The Senate has already passed it. The District Com- 
missioners approve it, and desire that it shall be passed; and it 
will only cost, as I have stated, about $100. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I do not care to object to it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request. [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to athird reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. , 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the joint resolution was passed 
was laid on the table. 

House joint resolution (H. Res. 212) on the same subject was 
ordered to lie on the table. : 


SUPPRESSION OF LOTTERY TRAFFIC, 


Mr. BRODERICK. Task unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1620) for the suppression of lottery traffic 
through national and interstate commerce and the serv- 
ice subject to the jurisdiction and laws of the United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That any person who shall cause to be brought within 
the United States from abroad, for the purpose of g of the same, 
or deposited in or carried by the mails of the United States, or carried 
from one State to another in the United States, any paper, certificate, or 
instrument purporting to be or represent a ticket, chance, share, or interest 
in or dependent upon the event of a lottery, so-called gift concert, or similar 
enterprise, offering prizes dependent upon lot or chance, or shall cause any 
advertisement of such lottery, so-called gift concert, or similar enterprise, 
offering prizes dependent upon lot or chance, to be brought into the United 
States, or deposited in orcarried bythe mails of the United States, or trans- 
ferred from one State to another in the same, shall be guilty of a felony, 
and be punishable in the first offense by imprisonment for not more than 
two years or bya fine of not more than $1,000, or both, and in the second and 
after offenses by such imprisonment only. 

Sec. 2. That the provisions of sections 3929 and 4041 of the United States Re- 
vised Statutes as amended, respectively, and the provisions of sections 2491 
and 2492 of the United States Revised Statutes, and of sections 11, 12, and 13 
of the act of Congress of October 1, 1890, entitled “Chapter 1244. An act to 
reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other pur- 
poses,” and all other provisions of law for the suppression of traffic in or 
circulation of any such tickets, chances, shares, or interests in or other 
matter relating tolotteries, or for the suppression of traffic inor circulation 
of obscene books or articles of any kind, shall apply in support, aid, and 
furtherance of the enforcement of this act. 

Sgc. 3. That nothing herein contained shall de deemed to re 


al by impli- 
cation sections 3894, 3022, or 4041 of the United States Re 


Statutes, or 
any part thereof, nor any provisions of the act of Congress of April 29, 1878, 
entitled * An act to prevent the sale of policy or lottery tickets in the Dis 
trict of Columbia,” nor any provisions of the act of Congress of September 
19, 1890, entitled “An act to amend certain sections of the Revised Statutes 
relating to lotteries, and for other p ” nor any provision of the laws 
whatsoever against the establishment of lotteries, or games, or other 
schemes, or prizes, or chances, or the traffic in or circulation of tickets and 
other such papers or instruments, or the publication of advertisements or 
notices in anywise relating thereto. 

Sec, 4. That the powers conferred upon the Postmaster-General by the 
statute of 1890, chapter 908, section 2, are hereby extended and made appli- 
cable to all letters or other matter sent by mail. / 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas for the present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. DAVEY. [I object. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I hope the gentleman will withhold his 
objection until I can make a statement showing the necessity 
which exists fur immediate action on this subject. I want to 
show that lotteries are being organized in three or four States 
of the Union, that the evil is growing, and that the demand for 
the sup jon of the traffic is coming from the best people 
from all over the country. All the friends of this measure ask 
is for consideration and for a vote. I am not asking this for my 
constituents alone, though they are deeply interested, but ain 
asking for a vote upon this bill in the interest of better govern- 
ment and on behalf of all the gg in this country who are op- 

da to this species of gambling. I would like to read some 
etters and other evidences showing the extent of this evil, but 
owing to the objection am precluded from doing so. 


HENRY HALTEMAN. 


Mr. SORG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill (S. 1526) for the relief of Henry Halte- 
man. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, e’c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to grant an honorable discharge from the United States 
service to Henry Halteman, late of Company PF, Second United States 


Artillery. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present corsideration of this bill? 

Mr. JONES. I object. 

Mr.BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

he question being taken on the motion of Mr. BLAND, the 

Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr.BLAND. [ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 57: 
House refused to adjourn. 


DULUTH AND WINNIPEG RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the Senate bill which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. This is a bill granting to the Duluth and Winni- 
peg Railway Company the right of way across an Indian reser- 
vation in the State of Minnesota. The railroad has now been 
built up to the limit of the reservation, and no further work 
can be done until permission is given to go through the reser- 
vation. The bill is in the usual form. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, ete., That there is hereby granted to the Duluth and Winni- 
peg Railroad Company, a SS organized and existing under the laws 
of the State of Minnesota, and toitsassigns, therightof way forthe extension 
of its railroad, and fora telegraph and telephone line, through the¢ hippewa 
and White Earth Indian Reservations in said State, commencing at some 
point on its already constructed line tn said State and running in a genera! 
westerly or northwesterly direction, by such route as shall be deemed ad 
visable, to some point on the western boundary line of the said State, or to 
some point on the northern boundary line thereof, between the Red River of 
the North and the Lake of the Woods, or to both such points. Such right 
of way shall be 50 feet In width on each side of the central line of said rail- 
road, and said com = shall also have the right to take from the lands ad 
jacent to the line of said road material, stone, and earth necessary for the 
construction of said railroad; also grounds adjacent to such right of way 
for station buildings, depots, machine shops, side tracks, turn-outs, and 
water stations, not to exceed in amount 200 feet in width and 3,000 feet in 
length for each station, and to an extent not exceeding one station for each 
10 miles of road within the limits of said reservations: Provided, That nopart 
of such lands herein granted shall be used except in such manner and for 
such purposes only as are necessary for the construction and convenient 
operation of said railroad line, and when any portion thereof shall cease to 
be used, such portion shall revert to the nation or tribe of Indians from 
which the same shall be taken. 

Sec. 2. That before said railroad shall be constructed through any land, 
claim, or improvement held by tndividual occupants according to any trea- 
ties or laws of the United States, compensation shall be made such occupant 
or claimant for all property to be taken or damage done by reason of the 
construction of said railroad. In case of failure to make satisfactory set- 
tlement with any such claimant, the United States district court at St 
Paul or Duluth, Minn., shall have jurisdiction upon petition of either party 
to determine such just compensation in accordance with the laws of Min 
nesota provided for determining the damage when peoperty is taken for 
railroad purposes; and the amount of damages resulting to the tribe or 
tribes of Indians pertaining to said reservations in their tribal capacity, by 
reason of the construction of said railroad through such lands of the reser 


so the 


vations as are not occupied in severalty, shall be ascertained and deter- 
mined in such manner as the Secretary of the Interior may direct, and be 
subject to his final approval: Provided, however, That said railroad com- 


pany may file withthe Secretary of the Interior a bond, insuch amount and 
with such sureties as the Secretary shall approve, conditioned for the pay- 
ment of just compensation for said right of way to said individual occupants 
and to said tribe or tribes, as hereinbefore provided, and said company may 
thereupon proceed to construct and operate its railroad across said reser- 
vations. 

Sxo. 3. That said company shall cause maps, showing the route of its line 
through said reservations, and including the grounds for station buildings, 
depots, machine shops, side tracks, turn-outs, and water stations, to be filed 
in the office of the Secretary of the Interior before constructing any portion 
of said railroad. 

Sec. 4. That said company is hereby authorized to enter upon said reser- 
vations for the purpose of surveying and locating its line of railroad: Pro- 
vided, That said railroad shall be located and constructed with due regard 
to the rights of the Indians and under such rules and regulations as the 
Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe. 

Sec. 5. That the right herein granted shall be forfeited by said company 
unless the road shall be constructed through the said reservations within 
three years after the passage of this act. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HAUGEN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BONDS FOR REGISTRY OF VESSELS. 


Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 588) to repeal section 
4145 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and to amend 
sections 4146 and 4320, alsosection 1 of the act amending section 

214 of the Revised Statutes, approved March 3, 1883, and for 
other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4145 of the Revised Statutes, providing for 
bonds for registry of vessels, is hereby repealed. 
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Sxzo 2. That section 4146 of the Kevised Statutes is hereby amended so as 
to read: 

So, 4146, A certificate of registry shall be solely used for the vessel for 
which it is granted, ind shall not be sold, lent, or otherwise disposed of, to 
any person whomsoever; and in case the vessel so registered shall be lost, 
or taken by an enemy, burned, or broken up, or shall be otherwise prevented 
from returning to the port to which she may belong, the certificate, if pre- 
served, shall be delivered up within eight days after the arrival of the mas- 
ter or person having the charge or command of such vessel within any 
district of the United States, to the collector of such district; and if any for- 
eigner, or any person for the use and benefit of such foreigner, shall pur- 
chase or otherwise become entitied tothe whole, or any part or share of, or 
interest in such vessel, the same being within a district of the United States, 
the certificate shall, within seven days after such purchase, change, or trans- 
fer of property, be delivered up to the collector of the district; and if any 
such purchase, change, or transfer of property shall —- when such ves- 
sel shall be at any foreign port or place, or at sea, then the master or person 
having the charge or command thereof shall, within eight daysafter his ar- 
rival within any district of the United States, deliver up the certificate to 
the collector of such district. Any master or owner viola the provisions 
of this section shail be liable to a penalty of not exceeding , and the cer- 
tiflcate of registry shall be thenceforth void. The Secretary of the Treasury 
shall have the power to remit or mitigate such penalty if in his opinion it 
was incurred without willful negligence or intention of fraud.” 

Sec. 3. That section 4320, Revised Statutes, is hereby amended so as to 


read: 

Sxc. 4320. No licensed vessel shall be employed in trade whereby the 
revenue laws of the United States shail;be defrauded. © master of every 
such vessel shall swear that he is a citizen of the United States, and that 
such license shall not be used for any other vessel or any other employment 
than that for which it was specially granted, or in any trade or business 
whereby the revenue of the United States may be defrauded; and if such 
vessels be less than 20 tons burden the husband or managing owner shall 
swear that she is wholly the property of citizens of the United States; 
Whereupon it shall be the duty of the collector of the district comprehend- 
ing the Pe whereto such vessel may belong to grant a license 

Seo. 4. That no bond shall be required on the licensing of yachts; no li- 
censed yacht shall engage in any trade, nor in any way violate the revenue 
laws of the United States; and everysuch yacht shall comply with the laws 
in all respects. Section 1 of the act approved March 3, 1883, amending sec- 
tion 4214, Revised Statutes, etc., is amended accordingly. 

Sze. 5. That any master or owner violating the = of this or the 
preceding section shall be liableto the penalty of $200, in addition to any 
other penalty imposed by law. © Secretary of the Treasury shall have 
power to remit or mitigate any such peas if in his opinion it was in 
curred without negligence or intention of fraud. 

Sec, 6. That this act shall not invalidate the bonds heretofore given un- 
der the requirements of law. 


Mr. WISE. I desire to ask the gentleman whether this bill 
has been considered by any committee of this House? 

Mr. FITHIAN. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. WISE. By which one? 

Mr. FITHIAN. The Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Mr. WISE. Is this Senate bill similar to the bill which has 
been considered by vour committee? 

Mr. FITHIAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. Is this the Frye Senate bill without amendment? 

Mr. FITHIAN. Yes, sir; this is the Frye Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I do not think that a bill of this 
importance ought to be considered in this hurried way. It is 
impossible to tell whether it is a good or bad bill without having 
an opportunity to examine it. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


COMPILATION OF TARIFF LAWS. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the resolu- 
tion which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be prepared and printed a compilation of the tariff 
laws of 1890, 18%4, the Mills bill, and the Wilson billas the same was origi- 
nally pase from the Committee on Ways and Means to the House and 
also as the same passed the House, in such brief and succinct form as that 
each may be readily compared with the otaer, together with a table of com- 
parisons and percentages. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to have this re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. It will be so referred. 


S. E. HALLFORD. 


Mr. OATES. Mr. coos, I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 7407) for the relief of S. E. Hall- 
ford, of Alabama. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the title to the following-described lands, the south- 
west quarter of the northwest quarter of section 18, township 3, range 26, 
and the southwest quarter of the southwest quarter of section 7, township 
8, range 26, and the west half of the southwest quarter, and the southwest 
—— of the northwest quarter, and 20 acres of the southeast quarter of 

e northeast quarter, and the west half of the northeast quarter of south- 
west quarter, and southeast quarter of southwest quarter, and northeast 
quarter of southeast quarter, and 20 acres of northeast quarter, section 21, 
township 5, range 24, which was bought by the United States at a sale made 
by the marshal of the middle division of said State, be divested out of the 

nited States and be reinvested in the said S. E. Hallford as fully and com- 
pletely as before the said sale. 


An amendment recommended by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary was read, as follows: 


In ne 3, insert between the words “lands” and “the’’ the following: 
“within the county of Dale and State of Alabama.” 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





AvuGust 21, 








The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill: 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman ought 
to make some explanation of the bill. This land appears to have 
been sold on execution to make fines against this party. 

Mr. OATES. I will gladly comply with the gentleman's sug- 
oo and make a statement. The man for whose relief this 

ill is intended was surety upon the bond or recognizance of a 
defendant in the United States court at Montgomery, who was 
charged with the violation of the revenuelaws. The defendant 
failed to appear when called, but this man afterward brought 
him into court, where he stood his trial and was acquitted. Mr. 
Hallford supposed the forfeiture was set aside. But through 
oversight or rush of business,the attention of the district at- 
torney and the judge not being called to the matter, the for- 
feiture was in fact made final, without notice having been served 
upon Mr. Hallford that such action was to be taken. 

In fact, his attention was not called to the matter until anex- 
ecution was issued. When his land was levied upon under the 
execution (the amount of which was small—less than $300) he 
went to court and offered his defense, for the purpose of having 
the proceeding set aside. His attorney also made affidavit in 
regard to the matter; and the district attorney admitted the 
error which had occurred. But as another term of court had 
begun, the judge held properly that he had not jurisdiction to 
set aside the proceedings and grant the relief. The land of Mr. 
Hallford was levied upon and sold. The land is poor; and heis 
a very poor man, this property being about all that he was worth. 

‘This bill proposes simply to restore to him this land which 
was sold under the execution, his bond having been forfeited by 
reason of a misapprehension, when he had in fact surrendered 
the defendant, the ends of justice being completely met. The 
Committee on the Judiciary, having had the bill under consid- 
eration, has unanimously made a favorable report. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The amendment reported by the committee, inserting in lines 
3 and 4 the words ‘‘ within the county of Dade and State of Ala- 
bama,” was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
es and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 





ADJOURNMENT TILL THURSDAY. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I move that when the House adjourns to- 
day it be to meet on Thursday next. 

The motion was agreed to; there being on a division (called 
for by Mr. HUDSON)—ayes 91, noes 7. 

Mr. WISE. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was ~ to; there being on a division (called 
by Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota)—ayes 55, noes 41. 

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 13 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed until Thursday next. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were severally re- 
ported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri, from the Committee on Pensions: 
A bill (H.R. 8018) granting pensions to Gray’s battalion of Ar- 
kansas Volunteers. (Report No. 1463.) 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7028) to pension Joseph W. Snyder, crippled 
son of a Revolutionary soldier. (Report No. 1464.) 

By Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
é b 465) R. 6834) for the relief of Richard H. Marsh. (Report 

o. 1465. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 30f Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
pel we following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. GROW: A bill (H. R. 8012) providing that widows of 
pensioners married before the close of the late war shall receive 
the same rate of pension that the pensioner was receiving at the 
time of his death—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A bill (H. R. 8013) for 
the unlimited coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A resolution for printing a compilation 
- the tariff laws of 1890 and 1894—to the Committee on Print- 

ng. . 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. PER of Florida: A bill (H. R. 8014) to amend the 
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military record of Dan 8S. Place, first lieutenant Eighteenth | 


Indiana Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr.STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8015) for the relief 
of the estate of William Robert Buddendorff, of Orleans Parish, 
La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


La Branche, deceased, late of St. Charles Parish, La.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8017) to remove 


Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BERRY and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well; I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed 


| to request the attendance of absent Senators. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8016) for the relief of the estate of Octave | 


the charge of desertion from the military record of Nicholas | 


Swingle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers | 


were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: Petition of the citizens of Smith 
County, Kans., and others, asking for the donation of two 20- 
pounder cannons—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of certain citizens of the United 
States, for the free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. KEM: Petition signed by 409 citizens of Nebraska, for 
good roads—to the Committee on Labor. 


| Forty-three Senators have answered to their names. 


Also, petition of certain citizens of Nebraska, for an appro- | 


riation for irrigation—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
ands. 


The motion was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
cute the order of the Senate. 

Mr. JARVIS, Mr. SHOUP, Mr. VEST, Mr. GORDON, Mr. 
BLANCHARD, and Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin entered the 
Chamber and answered to their names. 

Mr. COCKRELL (at 12 o’clock and 27 minutes p. m.). 
Sergeant-at-Arms made a report? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has made no report as yet. 

Mr. MCLAURIN, Mr. GIBSON, Mr. CAFFERY, Mr. QuAY, and 
Mr. JONES of Nevada entered the Chamber and answered to their 
names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 1 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.). 
A quorum 


The Sergeant-at-Arms will exe- 


Has tho 


is present. 

The bill (H. R. 8007) to provide for the collection of internal 
revenue, and for other purposes, was read the second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

VOLUNTEERS IN INDIAN WAR. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 

the request of the House of Representatives to transmit to that 


By Mr. STORER: Memorial of Cincinnati Chamber of Com- | body & duplicate engrossed copy of the bill (S. 743) for the relief 
merce, asking for an appropriation of $260,000 to construct lock | of the citizens of the States of Oregon, Idaho, and Washington 


and dam below mouth of the Harpeth River in Cumberland 


River, in Tennessee—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, August 22, 1894, 


Prayer by Rev. J. H. M’CArrTy, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Monday last; when, on motion of Mr. TURPIE and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLess, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 7477) making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for tansy years, and for 
other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-Presi- 
dent. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a bill from the House of Representatives. 

The bill (H. R. 8007) to provide for the coliection of internal 
revenue, and for other purposes, was read the first time by its 
title. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I eugee st the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Faulkner, Kyle, Pettigrew, 
Allison, Gallinger, Lindsay, Pugh, 
Bate, George, Manderson, Ransom, 
rry, Gorman, Martin, Roach, 
Blackburn, Gray, Mitchell, Oregon ‘Turpie, 
Cockrell, Harris, Palmer, Vilas, 
Coke, Hill, Pasco, Walsh, 
Cullom, Jones, Ark Peffer, White. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thirty-twoSenators have answered 
to their names. No quorum is present. Whatis the pleasure 
of the Senate? 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7095) to provide for the erection of 
a national home for aged and infirm colored persons, and for 
the maintenance of the inmates thereof. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that no quo- 
rum is present, and that no businessis in order except a motion 
to adjourn or to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. HARRIS. How many Senators have answered to their 


names? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thirty-twoSenators have answered 
to their names. 

Mr. TURPIE. I misunderstood the announcement of the 


Chair. I thought he said fifty-two. ~ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the pleasure of the Sen- 
ate? 


¢ 





| 
| 





who served with the United States troops in the war against the 
Nez Perces and Bannock and Shoshone Indians and for the re- 
lief of the heirs of those killed in such service, and for other 
purposes. In the absence of objection the request of the House 
of Representatives will be complied with. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BATE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2321) to authorize 
the exploration and purchase of mines within the boundaries of 
private land claims; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2322) for the relief of I. H. 
Hathaway & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 2323) granting a pension 
to Mary Trimble; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal, for reference to the 
Treasury Department for further examination and report, of the papers in 
the claim of the State of Pennsylvania for expenses incurred on account of 
the war of 1812, for which an examination was authorized by the act of 
Congress approved June 12, 1858 (11 Statutes, page 326). 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. GRAY. Why not have an executive session? 

Mr. ALDRICH. [ have no objection to an executive session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After thirty minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolutions: 

A bill (S. 1458) granting to the Duluth and Winnipeg Rail- 
road Company a right of way through the Chippewa and White 
Earth Indian Reservations in the State of Minnesota; 

A bill (S. 2293) to provide for the improvement of the building 
and grounds of the United States court and post-office at Little 
Rock, Ark.; 

A joint resolution (S. R.99) to compile and publish the laws 
relating to street-railway franchises in the District of Columbia; 
and 

A joint resolution (S. R.102) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to provide rooms for the accommodation of the United 
States circuit and district courts and their officers at Meridian, 
Miss. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 870) authorizing the issue of a patent to the Presbyterian 
Board of Home Missions for certain lands on the Omaha Indian 
Reservation for school purposes, with amendments; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

he message further announced that the House had passed 
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the following bill and joint resolutions; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5740) ineorporating the Society of American 
Florists; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 221) to pay the officersand employés 
of the Senate and House of Representatives their respective sal- 
— for the month of August, 1894, om the 23d day of said month: 
an 

A joint resolution (H. Res.223) to eorrect an error in an act 
entitled “An act granting a pension to Elizabeth Voss.” 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 6656) for the relief of P. W. 
Mitchell, M. C. Felmet, George H. Smathers, and others; and it 
was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 

ELIZABETH VOSS. 


Mr. VILAS. I ask that the joint resolution which has just 
been received from the other House to correct an error in a pri- 
vate pension act be laid before the Senate. 

The joint resolution ( H. Res. 223) to correct an error in the 
act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act granting a pension to Eliz- 
abeth Voss” was read twice by its title. 

Mr. VILAS. Lask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the joint resolution. 

There being no fee. the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to correct the act to 
amend an act granting a pension to Elizabeth Voss by clranging 
the word “eighty” therein to ‘‘ minety;” so that it shall refer to 
the act a ved March 3, 1893. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

ST. CROIX RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. VILAS. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 6529) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the St. Croix River between Wisconsin and Min- 
nesota. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN C, TANNER. 


Mr. WALSH. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. 
R. 2842) to reimburse George C. Tanner, late consul, etc., the 
sum of $200 paid by him for rent of rooms. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

OMAHA INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 870) au- 
thorizing the issue of a patent to the Presbyterian Board of 
Home Missions for certain lands on the Omaha Indian Reserva- 
tion for sehool purposes. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, on 
page 1, at the end ofthe first preamble, after the word “‘ years,” 
to insert “*to the United States, the same to become a part of 
the reservation wherein it is located;” 

On page 2, line 3, after *‘ America,” to insert “upon the exe- 
cution by the Presbyterian Board of Home Missions of a patent 
to the United States of the lands now occupied by them, as de- 
scribed in the first preambie herein;” and 

On page 2, line 12, after the word “ less,” tostrike out the pe- 
riod and insert a comma, and “‘ to have and to hold the same, so 
long as the said Presbyterian Beard of Home Missions shall use 
and occupy the premises for educational, charitable, and relig- 
lous pur $, and no longer.” 

Mr. MANDERSON,. I move that the Senate coneur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o'clock and 40 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, August 
23, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 22, 1894. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 
ee H. Bradford, Eleventh Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
one 








Capt. George W. Davis, Fourteenth Infantry, to be major. 

First Lieut. Prank F. Eastman, Fourteenth Infantry, to be 
captain. 

irst Lieut. Mitehell F. Jamar, Thirteenth Infantry, to bo 
captain. 

Second Lieut. James T. Dean, Third Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant. 

Second Lieut. Ulysses G. McAlexander, Twenty-fifth Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant. 

TO BE CAPTAIN OF INFANTRY. 
Charles B. Stivers, formerly captain Seventh Infantry. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 
Assistant engineers. 

John Twiggs Myers, a resident of Virginia; Edward S. Kel- 
logg, a resident of New York, and David Van Allen, a resident 
of Tennessee, to be assistant engineers in the Navy. 

Assistant paymasters. 

Guy George Rodgers, a resident of Missouri; Martin McMahon 
Ramsay, aresident of the District of Columbia, and Joseph John- 
ston Cheatham, a resident of Tennessee, to be assistant paymas- 
ters. 

APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

Louis D. Voltz, of New York, to be appraiser of merchandise 

in the district of Buffalo Creek, in the State of New York. 
SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Edward S. Havens, of New York, to be surveyor of customs 
for the port of Greenport, in the State of New York. 

Prank Cassidy, of Illinois, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Cairo, in the State of Illinois. 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Frank N. Potter, of New York, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Cape Vincent, in the State of New York. 

Charles C. Perkins, of Maine, to be colleetor of customs for 
the district of Kennebunk, in the State of Maine. 

Edward W. Baker, of Maine, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Yok, in the State of Maine . 

POSTMASTER, 

S. H. Jones, to be postmaster at Hico, in the county of Ham- 

ilton and State of Texas. 


— 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, August 23, 1894, 


i Prayer by Rev. J. H. M’Carry, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ngton. ° 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal of yest::day’s pro- 
ceedings will be read by the Secretary. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I suggest the lack of a 

uorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allison, Gallinger, Kyle, Roach, 

Bate, George, Lindsay, Turpie, 
, Gibson, MeLanurin, Vest, 

Blackburn, Gorman, Martin, Vilas 

Blanchard, Gray, Mitchell, Oregon Walsh, 

Cockrell, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. White. 

Coke, Hill, Palmer, 

Cullom, Hunton, Pasco, 

Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 


Mr. PASCO. I was requested to announce that the junior 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brice] has been called from the city to 
attend the funeral of a relative. This is the cause of his ab- 


sence. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. 
WILSON] is absent on account of illness. I have just received a 
telegram from the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN! 
stating that he is also at home not well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thirty-three Senators have an- 
swered to their names. There isno querum present. 

Mr. HARRIS. Imovethat the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. PASCO. Before that motion is put, I should like to ask 
if any report bas been made under the order adopted yester- 
day morning, which was not revoked when we adjourned. 
There is an order of this kind now ont. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that the order requested by 
the Senator from is already in force. It was made 
yesterdaf. 

Mr. P- . It was made yesterday morning, and it is un- 
necessary to renew it now. 
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Mr. GORDON entered the Chamber and answered tohis name. 

Mr. COCKRELL. LIask that the report of the Sergeant-at- 
Arms under the order of yesterday may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the report of the Sergeant-at-Arms; which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, August 23, 1894. 


Sir: In obedience to the instructions of the Senate directing me to request | 


the attendance of absent Senators, I have to report: 

Of the forty-two Senators who did not answer to their names yesterday 
only two are inthecity. Both of these have been requested to attend. One 
of them is too ill to be present. 

One Senator is in Europe. 

Telegrams were sent to all the others requesting their attendance imme- 
diately. 

tam informed by his business associates that one is on his way to Europe 

The telegraph company reports three can not be found. 

One responded that he would be present to-day. 

One responded that he would be present to-morrow. 

One telegraphs it will be impossible for him to reach here before this even- 
ing. 

One responded that it would be impossible to come. 

Four answer that they are ill. 

Lam advised that one had left the place to which telegram was sent, and 
no other address was given. 

No response has been received from the remainder. 

Very respectfully, 
R. J. BRIGHT, 
Sergeant-at-Arms, United States Senate. 
Hon. A. E. STEVENSON, 
Vice-President of the United States. 

Mr.GRAY. Lask that the names of the absentees be read. 

The VIC“S-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the names 
of the absent Senators. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


ABSENT. 
Aldrich, Dolph, McPherson, Quay, 
Allen, Dubois, Manderson, Ransom, 
Brice, Frye, Mills, Sherman, 
Butler, Hale, Morgan, Shoup, 
Caffery, Hansbrough. Morrill, Smith, 
Call, Hawley, Murphy, Squire, 
Camden, Higgins, Patton, Stewart, 
Cameron, Hoar, Peffer, Teller, 
Carey, Irby, Perkins, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Jarvis, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Daniel, Jones, Ney. Platt, Wilson, 
Davis, Lodge, Power, Wolcott. 
Dixon, McMillan, Procter, 


Mr. TURPIE. ) 
HEES] is detained vecessarily from the Senate by serious indis- 
position. 
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excepted from the order requiring the Sergeant-at-Arms to com- 
pel the attendance of absent Senators. My colleague is now on 
his way to Washington, and will arrive in the city just as soon 
as possible. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
CAMDEN] is excepted from the order. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
VOORHEES] and the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] be 
excepted from the order made to compel the attendance of ab- 
sent Senators. The Senator from Indiana is ill and the Senator 
from Vermont has been in frail health. I think they ought to 


| be excepted from the order. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 


hears none, and the Senators named are excepted from the order 


[ wish to state that my colleague [Mr. VOoR- | 


Mr. FAULKNER (at 1 o’clock p. m.). I ask that the Senato 
from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], who has telegraphed that 
he will be here in the early morning train to-morrow, and the 
Senator from Alabama[Mr. MORGAN}, who has telegraphed that 
he will be here this evening, be excused from the order en- 
tered this morning to compel the attendance of absent Sen- 
ators. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from West Virginia? The Chair hears none. 
and the Senators named are excused. 

Mr. HARRIS (at 1 o’clock and 18 minutes p.m.). Pending 
the execution of the order of the Senate. I move that the Senato 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate adjourned until to 
morrow Friday, August 24, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, August 23, 1894, 


The House met at120’clockm. Prayer by theChaplain, Rev 
EK. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday was read and ap- 
proved. 

RECORDING LAND SUBDIVISIONS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H.R.1005) to 
prevent the recording of subdivisions of land in the District of 


| Columbia in the office of the Recorder of Deeds. 


Mr. RANSOM entered the Chamber and answered to his name. | ae ; 
| mous consent that this bill be considered now. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to state that I received a telegram 
from my colleague, the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
CAMDEN], stating that he will reach here, if the train ison time, 
at 12 o’clock to-day. 

Mr. PASCO. For the reason which I stated a few minutes 
ago, I ask that the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICE] be ex- 
cused from attendance to-day. He is absent in consequence of 
the death of a near relative, and has gone from the city to at- 
tend the burial. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Florida? The Chair hears none, and the jun- 
ior Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICE] is excused. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask unanimous consent that the senior Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] may be excused from attendance 
during the remainder of the session on account of illness. I 
have received a telegram from him asking me to make this re- 
quest of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Iowa? The Chair hears none, and the senior 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] is excused. 

Mr. ALLISON. I also make the same request for my col- 
league [Mr. WILSON], who, as is well known, is absent on ac- 
count of illness. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSon] is 
excused. 

Mr. JARVIS entered the Chamber and answered to his name. 

Mr. HARRIS (at 12 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.). On the 
suggestion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], I be- 
lieve it has been held by the Chair that the order of yesterday 
directing the Sergeant-at-Arms to request the attendance of ab- 
sent Senators is still in force, and under that order the Sergeant- 
at-Arms has made his report, and it does not show the presence 
ofaquorum. I now move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed 
to compel the attendance of absent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute 
the order of the Senate. 

Mr. FAULKNER (at 12 o'clock and 50 minutes p. m.). I ask 
that the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] be 





| 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 

[ will state, if I may be allowed to make a brief explanation, 
that the existing law on this subject is so drawn as to make 
evasion possible. Maps or plats of subdivisions in the District 
of Columbia may now be recorded in two places; that is, in the 
office of the recorder of deeds, and also in the office of the sur 
veyor of the District. The District Commissioners have sent to 
the committee a letter,in which they urgently recommend the 
passage of the Senate bill, which provides that these maps or 
plats shall be recorded only in one place. That, it would seem, 
is ample for all purposes in connection with the matter. It 
makes reference to such subdivisions more convenient, while the 


| present system, which authorizes their recording in two places, 


simply involves unnecessary expense, and has heretofore led to 
considerable confusion in the opening of streets through such 
subdivisions. 

Task that the letter from the Commissioners be read in con- 
nection with the statement I have made, to show the urgency 
of this matter. 

A MEMBER. 
tee? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The chairman of the com- 
mittee [Mr. HEARD] afew moments ago asked me to make this 
motion. He is temporarily absent from the Hall. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the letter 
the gentleman from Tennessee refers will be read. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

OFFICE OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, August 21, 1804. 

DEAR Sir: The Commissioners earnestly request that you will do all in 
your power to secure favorable action by th» House, and at once, on Senate 
bill 1005, ‘‘to prevent the recording of subdivisions of land in the District of 
Columbia in the office of the recorder of deeds,’ which passed the Senate 
yesterday without objection. The Commissioners can not too strongly ex- 
press the urgency and importance of the enactment of this bill. 

Very respectfully, : 
JOHN W. ROSS, 
President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia 
Hon. 'OHN T. HEARD, 
Chairman Committee or 


Is this recommended by the District Commit- 


to which 


District of Columbia, 

House of Representatives 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask if there be objection to its present consideration. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That hereafter it shall not be lawful for any person or 

orsons to record any map or plat of the subdivision of land in the District 
of Columbia in the office of the recorder of deeds for said District, whether 
such map or plat be attached to a deed or other document or is offered sep- 
arately for record. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. I understand from the reading of this bill that 
it refers to maps or plats only, and not deeds. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes; thatiscorrect. Under 
some construction of law they have been authorizing these sub- 
divisions to be recorded in two places. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ido not understand from the language of the 
bill whether it has reference to the recording of deeds or not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No; it refers to maps or 


lates. 
, The SPEAKER. The bill will be again read, if there be no 
objection. 

‘The bill wae read at length. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is all right. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
a third —s and being read the time, was passed. 

On motion o Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 

B. F. BERRY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2318) 
for the relief of B. I. Berry. 
Mr. KYLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of this bill. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to issue to 
B. F. Berry, of Simpson County, Miss., a patent to the east half of the north- 
west quarter of section 36, township 2 north, range 2 east, Choctaw meridian, 
situated in said Simpson County, Miss., conveying to said B. F’. Berry the 
title of the United States to said land upon his ent to Lloyd M. Kelley, 
of said county, of the sum of money pala by said | Kelle into the land office 
at Jackson, Miss., for said land, on the 23d day of April, 1894. 
Sxco. 2. That this act take effect and be in force from and after its passage. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 
oe —m E. Has this been considered by the House com- 
mittee 
Mr. KYLE. Mr. Speaker, it has not been considered by the 
committee, but with the consent of the House,I think I can ex- 
plain very briefly the purpose of the bill, and then there will be 
no objection to it. There is no appropriation involved in it. 
Sometime between 1850 and 1860 thel and mentioned in the bill 
was preimpted, or the party who applied for it wepgene’ he had 
reimpted it, and it has been continuously held and occupied b 
him and those who held under him. In the early part of 1875 
B. F. Posey the party named in the bill and for whom relief is 
anes py t, purchased the land and since then has greatly im- 
proved it, 
Last speiog eore M. Kelley, a neighbor of Berry's, learned 
that in the original entry aclerical mistake had been made in 
the description of the land. In other words, another quarter 
section had through mistake been described in the papers, and 
the land which Berry thought he was entering, and which has 
been held and occupied and improved-by him and those under 
whom he holds, was left out, and Kelley homesteaded it. 
Now, the bill simply provides that Berry, upon the payment 
of the fees, etc., due the United States, and the payment to 
Kelley of the amount paid out by him, may homestead the land. 
There certainly can not be ny objection to it. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the requestof the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi? 
There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
a third reading; and being read the third time, was % 
On motion of Mr. KYLE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
REFERENCE OF SENATE BILL. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2038) for 
the relief of Oklahoma settlers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 
ESTATE OF LELAND STANFORD. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2307 
to require the prompt prosecution and speedy determination o 
the claim of the United States against the estate of the late Le- 
land Stanford. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of that bill. 
Beech SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
° on, 
© bill was read at length. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I object. 

Mr.CULBERSON. ThenlIask its reference to the Committes 
on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will beso referred. 


HUTCHISON AND SOUTHERN RAILROAD. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 2290) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an actentitled ‘An act 
granting the right of way to the Hutchison and Southern Rail- 
road Company through the Indian Territory.’ ” 

Mr. DURBOROW. [ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of this bill; and I shall be glad to say a word in 
engimmation of it, if any gentleman so desires. 

he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of section 2 of the act entitled “An 
act to amend an ‘Act granting the right of way to the Hutchison and South- 
ern Railroad Company through the indian Territory,’’’ approved February 
oun be, and the same hereby are, extended for a further period of three 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill; which was read three times, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DURBOROW, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


PETER HAGAN. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House tho joint resolution 
(H. Res. 79) for the relief of Peter Hagan. 

TheSPEAKER. Thisisa House bill, which has been returned 
from the Senate with an amendment. If no gentleman desires 
to make any motion respecting the bill, it will be referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

The bill was referred accordingly. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced thatthe Senate had passed without amendment bills 
and a joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 6529) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the St. Croix River, between Wisconsin and Minnesota; 

A bill (H.R. 2842) to reimburse George C. Tanner, late consul, 
etc., the sum of $200, paid by him for rent of rooms; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 223) to correct an error in the act en- 
titled an act to amend an act granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Voss. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
870) authorizing the issue of a patent to the Presbyterian Board 
of Home Missions for certain lands on the Omaha Indian Reser- 
vation for school purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate bad passed the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to furnish the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in compliance with its request, a duplicate engrossed copy of the 
bill (S. 743) for the relief of the citizens of the States of Oregon, Idaho, and 
Washington, who served with the United States troops in the war against 


the Nez Perces and Bannock and Shoshone Indians, and for the relief of the 
heirs of those killed in such service, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

A bill (S. 870) authorizing the issue of a patent to the Presby- 
terian Board of Home Missions for certain lands on the Omaha 
Indian Reservation for school purposes; 

A bill (S. 1458) ae to the Duluth and Winnipeg Rail- 
road Company a right of way through the Chippewa and White 
Earth Indian Reservations in the State of Minnesota: 

A bill (S. 2253) to amend section 553 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relating to the organization of corporations 
within the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 2293) to provide for the improvement of the building 
bee of the United States court and post-office at Little 

ck, Ark.; 

A bill (H. R. 7461) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to create 
a new division of the northern judicial district of Georgia,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1891: 

Joint resolution (H. Res.5) authorizing the Secretary of the 
a transfer a certain piece of land in the State of Mich- 
igan to the city of Saginaw; and 

Joint resolution (S. R.99) to compile and publish the laws 
relating to street-railway franchises in the Districtof Columbia; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 102) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to provide rooms for the accommodation of the United 
States circuit and district courts and their officers at Meridian, 
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Joint resolution (H. Res. 220) instructing the Secretary of War 
to return to the State of Massachusetts the flags of certain regi- 
ments of Massachusetts volunteer infantry. 

JOHN AND SARAH GRIFFIN. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I ask unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation of the bill which I send to the desk. Before the Clerk 
reads the bill I desire to make a brief explanation. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman will 


proceed. 
There was no objection. 
Mr.CATCHINGS. The objectof this bfllis to refer a claim 


against the Government to the Court of Claims for consider- 
ation by them and for a report upon the facts of the case, with 
such recommendations as they may choose to make. 

It will be observed that as the bill was written it contem- 
plated conferring upon the court jurisdiction to entertain the 
case and render a judgment; but the committee recommend 
that that part of the bill be stricken out, and thatit be simply re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims to be considered by them and, to 
report back what they think should be done with it. The House 
will understand the bill better with this explanation. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill, after which 
the Chair will ask if there be objection to its consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 561) for the relief of John and Sarah Griffin. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the claim of John Griffin and Sarah 
Griffin, of the city of Greenville and State of Mississippi, for damage done 
to their realty, situate in the county of Jefferson and State of Kentucky, by 
United States troops, while the said troops occupied the said realty as a 
smallpox hospital from the year 1862 to the year 1867, both inclusive, be, and 
hereby is, referred to the Court of Claims, with full jurisdiction and author- 
ity in the said court to hear and determine all questions of fact and law in 
the said claim, and to render a judgment therein in such sum as the said 
claimants shall appear to be entitled to from the evidence submitted. And 
the said claimants shall be entitled to recover as aforesaid, any statute or 
statutes of limitation notwithstanding: Provided, however, That the said 
claimants shall file their petition for the recovery of the amount of the said 
damages in the Court of Claims within six months from the date of the pas- 
sage of this act. 


The Committee on War Claims recommended the following 
amendment: 

After the word “claim,” in line 12, strike out the following: ‘‘And to ren- 
der a judgment therein in such sum as the said claimants shall appear to be 
entitled to from the evidence submitted. And the said claimants shall be 
entitled to recover as aforesaid, any statute or statutes of limitation not- 
withstanding: Provided, however, at the said claimants shall file their 
— for the recovery ofthe amount of the said damages in the Court of 

aims within six months from the date of the passage of this act.” 

And insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“And said court is directed to take order in the premises, and as speedily 
as = be to report herein to the House of Representatives in all things as 
provided by law.” 

Mr.CATCHINGS. The bill provides for nothing but a re- 
port on the facts, whatever they may be. 

Mr.CULBERSON. What kind ofa claim is that? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. A claim for damages to property while 
it was used by the Government as a smallpox hospital. This 
does not confer any jurisdiction on the Court of Claims except 
to report whai the factsare, with such recommendations as they 
may choose to make. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand that the bill as amended does 
not authorize the court to render judgment? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Notatall. | 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

Th: re was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on War 
Claims was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

On motion of Mr. CATCHINGS, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


RAILROAD INDEMNITY LANDS IN CALIFORNIA, 


Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 159) to authorize intervention of the United States ina suit 
to determine rights to lands in railroad indemnity limits in Cali- 
fornia. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom California asks unani- 
mous consent for the presentconsideration of a resolution which 
the Clerk will report. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That in order to obtain a proper construction of the acts of 
Somgress of July 27, 1866, and Marcn 3, 1871, concerning grants of lands in 
‘ornia to the Southern Pacific Railroad Company, so far as said grants 
relate to indemnity lands, and in order to determine the rights of the United 
States to lands within the indemnity limits of said grants, the United States 
attorney for the southern district of California is authorized to intervene 
on behalf of the United States in one suit now pending, or which may be 
brought in said district, involving rights to any such indemnity lands as a 





test case; and such suit may be appeaied to the circuit court of appeals and 
to the United States Supreme Court as in other cases. 
The report (by Mr. BRODERICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred House joint reso- 
lution 159, submit the following report: 

Many thousands of acres of lands were granted to the Southern Pacific 
Railroad Company, in the State of California and elsewhere, along the line 
of that road. Certainconditions were imposed upon the company in order 
to perfect its title to these lands. Since August, 1887, the Interior Depart- 
ment has held that these conditions were not complied with by the com- 
pany and that the lands were forfeited to the Government. Acting upon 
this ruling of the Department hundreds of tracts have been sold by the 
Government to actual settlers, who have entered upon the lands and made 
valuable and lasting improvements. These settlers’ lands, as well as all 
the vacant lands in the same category, are still claimed by the railroad com- 
pany, and it has instituted suit against some of the settlers to oust them of 
their possessions. 

The Government having sold and patented the lands to the settlers, and 
being largely interested in tbe result of these suits, your committee be- 
lieve that the Government should intervene in at least one of the suits and 
defend its title. Itis therefore recommended that the accompanying reso- 
lution be passed as a substitute 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe present considera- 
tion of this resolution? 

Mr. BYNUM. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BYNUM] 
demands the regular order, which is equivalent to an objection. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
BELL of Colorado, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. MEREDITH, leave 
was granted to withdraw from the files of the House, without 
leaving copies, papers in the case of John Vilevig, Forty-ninth 
Congress. 

By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. HARTMAN, leave 
was granted to withdraw a petition filed by him, relative to the 
coinage of silver, on leaving a copy of the same. 

ARMOR PLATE, 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker,I desire to presenta privi- 
leged report, and with it a privileged resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit 
a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The report which is asked to be 
presented, as I understand it, is accompanied by a resolution 
which is privileged. If the resolution should not be adopted, 
would that entitle the gentleman to have his report filed and 
referred to a committee? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the gentle- 
man’s inquiry. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Does the resolution accompany- 
ing the report, in case.of the failure of the House to adopt the 
resolution, entitle the report to be sent to a committee? 
The SPEAKER. It would not. This is a report from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. The House referred to that com- 
mittee a certain matter relating to the investigation of alleged 
frauds in the manufacture of armor plate, and authorizing the 
committee to report at any time, by billor otherwise. Thisisa 
report made by the committee, and they accompany their re- 
rt with a resolution which they ask the House to adopt. The 
Touse can either adopt or reject it. Of course it could not be 
again referred without further action of the House. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. lLask that the resolution be read, so that 
entlemen may understand what it is. 
Mr. PAYNE. None of the minority members of the commit- 
tee are present. 
Mr.CUMMINGS. Thisis a unanimous report from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. PAYNE. Made before the minority members went away? 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Made with the concurrence of the minor- 
ity members of the committee, and I am authorized by the com- 
mittee to report it to the House. 
Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. The minority members are not 
present. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. 
tion to the report. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. They did. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I understand it differently. but 
I do not wish to contradict the gentleman. Is unanimous con- 
sent asked? 
The SPEAKER. It is presented as a matter of privilege. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Let the report be read, then. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States (the Senate 
concurring), That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorize} 


The minority members gave their sanc- 


To this report? 
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and directed to remove from the smps hereinafter mentioned the armor 
ylates hereinafter mentioned, and. subject: said armor plates: tothe same 

allistic tests in every re: t as were given.to the plates upon the ballistic 
tests of which the respective groups of armor plate containing the herein- 
after mentioned a wereaccepted: The armor plates to be tested, with 
the ships from which they are to be removed, are:as follows; to: wit: 

From the —— —* jpn the *ineh belt plate, No. 10, starboard, manu- 
facturing num 

from the monitor Terror, the 7-inch belt plate, No. 6, starboard, manu- 
facturing number 678, 

from pe aogoms the inch barbette plate No. 58 

From the p Indiana, the 4-inch iene plate No. 14, port, 
mantfacturing number 233. 

rom the stp Massachusetts, the +inch casemate door No. 379}. 

De it Surtherresolwed, That the Secretary of theNarvy be, and he is: case 
authorized and directed to remove the 13-inch. belt oe iL, starboard, N 
= %, from the ship Monterey, and aseertain whether said. plate canned a 

9 hole 4 feet long, and if —- ye hole be found the Secretary of the Navy 

shoreby further authorized: an directed ted to subject the said plate to a bal- 
istic test identical in every tdenlar with that which was given to — 
plote upon the test of which the group containing: the said plate, X 8, 
Reveqecs, ane — the first shot be placed in thatpart of the plate contain: 
ing the pipe hole 

The fineness ary of the Navy is {further requested and direeted to send to the 
Congress a full and detailed report of the hereinbefore directed. tests, as 
s00n as Tnay ve. 

The members of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the Mouse of Repre- 

wontatives hereinbefore engaged in ee Ling the armor-platefrauds, are 
hereby directed to witness, as far as _ e, each of the hereinbefore men- 
eee oetey amd said tests are to made at the Indian Head proving 
rrounc 
: The Secretary of the Navy is ened authorized and directed to pay from 
why moneys heretofore appro: for the increase of the Navy, under 
tho head of armor and ar ees such. sums, a be necessary for the 
carrying out of the hereinbefore directed tests, placing on the mo 
before mentioned other armor plates; in place of the plates removed for the 
purpose of being tested, as hereinbefore directed. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Me. Speaker, I desire to ask the 
chairman of the committee: a question. As L understand this 
proposition it is to retest the sioiee for which the Carn 
pany, or the contractors, were fined on the presumption. that the 

tes were not up to the standard. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mot inmevery case, I will state in reply. 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. But.in some cases. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Yes, in some cases. The groups which 
were passed on the. test. 

Mr. WILLLAM A. STONE. I[ want to: ask the gentleman if 
there is any proposition in this resolution to eae the fines 
imposed on account of these plates? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Not at all. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Evemif you find the:plates up to 
the standard? 

Mr.CUMMINGS. ‘Theseresolutions, [ will say to my friend, 
are drawn in strict consonance with the resolution passed by 
the House, which directed us to ascertain. certain facts. We 
have now arrived at such a stage in our investigation that to do 
what the Flouse has asked us to doit isnecessary that we should 
know whether these plates wall pam the ballistic test.or not. 
The superintendents of the Car = Company have expressed 
a wish for such a test. The cane tee is not certain whether 
the plates will pass the testor not; but before itcan make a final 
report it. is.absolutely necessary that. it should know whether 
these plates wil! pass the test or not; and these resolutions are 
drawy up for the purpose of ascertaining that fact, and for no 
other purpose. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let me ask the gentleman on one 
other questios. Does not the repert, which is already filed 
which L have not seen, and which has. not. been. read, prejudge 
this company and criticise it-as having violated its contract? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Well, the —- can ascertain that by 
having the report read, if he desires. The resolutions are based 
on the report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from New York allow 
me? Lunderstand from the reading of the resolution that. _ is 
in the form of a concurrent resolutita. It will have to be 
the form. al a joint noniatiets aera iteffective. There ben an 
error, doubtless, in copying 

Mr. HENDERSON o! — Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Then I ask unanimous-censent. that. it be 
amended so as to make it.a joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can change it to a joint 
resolution before he introduees it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman canchangeit.before he in- 
troduces it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. All right. 

The reselutiom was made a. joint resolution (No. 226). 

Mr. HENDERSON oflowa. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I hold the floor. 

— R. Dees the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Iowa: 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I do, with pleasuze always. 

Mr. HENDERSON of lowa,. Mr. S; had a talk with 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. WADSWORTH], amember of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, about this report, and he 


stated tome that the minority, the Republicans, were in favor 
of this reportand the adoption of this resolution. 

This is merely a step in the-direetion of getting information 
necessary for the committee to reach.a conclusion, and no fina] 
conclusion, as I understand, has yet been reached. I hope no 
objection will be made to the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Now, Mr: Speaker, I want. to say this, 
that the report is made for the purpose, and the sole purpose, o| 
showing that it is absolutely necessary in the opinion of tho 
committee that this test should now be had. Does the gentle 
man from Pennsylvania wish the report read? 

Mr: WILLIAM A. STONB. I would like to hear the report 
read. [donot understand what it contains. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Then, Mr. Speaker, [ desire that the re- 
pori be read. L[ could state the:substance of it. 

The report (by Mr. CUMMINGS) was read, as follows: 

VIOLATION OF ARMOR CONTRACTS. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, submitted the fol- 
lowingveport (to accompany H. Res. 228): 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom.was referred: the resolution of 
the House passed on. May 22,1894 providing for an investigation into tho 
armor plate, bolts, and other appurtenances delivered to the Government by 
the Carnegie Steel Company; ly submit the followingreport, with 
the evidence-on which it isfounded. 

The tnll text of the House enebaabans is as follows: 

‘Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs of the Houseof Represent 
atives be, and is hereby, authorized and directed to immediately investi 
gate and inquire into condition and.character of all armor Plate, bolts 
and other. eerenansencalisenet to the Government by. the.said Carnegis 
Steel Company, L ed,and by Carnegie, Phipps & Co., during the entire 
— of'any of the contracts between said’ companies andthe Government, 

te and inguire as.to what amounts of‘inferior or damaged 
bolts, nnd ot ne ene ov 
ernment he amountof compensation. which should 
piace, t bolt eGovernment ia settlement for such damaged orinferior armor 
appurtenances.” 

‘“Thatfor the purposes ee tiiesaid committees, or a subcommittes 

thereof, if'authorized by full committee, shall have: power: to send for 


persons and pers aoa visit aces which may become neces- 
sary to thefall ai a een en ieee oaths; tositduring the 


present session of the and during. the recess of Congress. Said: com- 
shall have authority to report.at any time as to the result ofits in- 
vestigations and what action should be taken by this House orby Congress. 
“The sum of $1,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary; is hereby ap- 
propriated out of fund: of: the House: to defray the expenses 
of said investigation.” 
The following is a statement of the contracts for armor made by the Gov- 
ernment with the Carnegie Steel Company, Limited, and with Carnegie, 








Phipps &Co.: 
ea | Cost 
Tons, 
Contractof November 20, 1890 _........................ 6,000.) $B, 554, 114. 40 


Deliveries thereunder shall be commenced by 
the celivery of not less than 300 tons on or before 
July 1, 1891, and shall be continued thereafter at 
the rate of not less than 500 tons per month until 
the delivery of the 6,000. tons aforementioned is 
completed/ which shall be within eleven months 
and fifteen days from the gots last abeve men- 


tember 
To bedelivered within ninety ‘days fromdate of 
contract. 
Contract of April 7; T00B. .... 9 1, 485. 61 
To be delivered within thirty days from date of 
contract. 
Contract of December 21, 1892_. 6 1, 631.70 
To be delivered within thirty days from date of 
contract. 
Gontraet-of February 28, 1893 _........._-- 2;927°| 1,878, 964. 65 
Deliveries thereunder to be made at the aver- 
age rate of 250 tons per month for the first six 
months after the first delivery becomes due, and 
thereafter at the rate of 300 tons per month. A 
penalty of $10 per ton on all armor thus due and 
= = tp one shall be charged against the con- 








The committee has taken a large mass. of testimony, submitted with its 
a It has visited the works of the Carnegie Company, and has care- 
nalyzed the testimony taken. The alleged frauds, as-elicited by the 
testimony, are specific. They are as follows: 
THE CHARGES AGAINST THES COMPANY. 

First. The plates did not receive the uniform treatment required by the 
specifications of the contracts. be wre! cases the treatment wasirregular, 
contract of Pebruary 2, 16, Foy ir ally inefficient. The specifications of the 
contract of February 28, 1 uired that each plate should be <n 
oil tempered, and again annealed, the last ee being an ann 

Second, False.reports of the ‘an seieaenenn of the plates were sy: mally 
made to the Government inspectors. This was in violation St 
eae CEE ah anode heen ok cee cduamaet Teenie 16, 
1898, which Was made a part of the contract. Ay 

“The contractor shall state for each article in ting = y ‘exact. treat- 
ment it has received.” 

The specifications of the contract of November 20; 1899, paragrapli 164, 


says: 
“A written statement of work and contractor's tests to be commenced and 
initrd. No bolts received the double treatment provided fOr i 
No bolts received the douvle treatment for im the speeifi- 
either contract. A report of a double treatment, ho-ever, was 
Scene techetinonmemenen . 
Fourth. Specimens taken ‘the plates both before and after treatment 
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toascertain the tensile strength of each plate were stretched without the 
knowledge of the Government inspectors, so as to inerease their apparent 
tensile strength when actually tested. 

FPitth. False specimens taken from other plates were substituted for the 
specimens selected by the Government inspectors. 

Sixth. The testing machine was repe y manipulated by order of the 
superintendent of the armor-plate mill so as to increase the apparent ten- 
sile strength of the specimens. These specimens were juggled in measure- 
ment so as to increase their apparent ductility. 

Seventh. Various specimens selected by the Government inspectors were 
retreated without their knowledge before they were submitted to test. 

Highth. Plates selected by the Government inspectors for ballistic test 
were retreated with the intention of improving their ballistic resistance, 
without the knowledge of the Government inspectors. Inone case, atleast, 
the conclusion is almost irresistible that the bottom of another plate was 
substituted for the top half of plate A 619 after it had been selected by the 
Government and while awaiting shipment to Indian Head. Upon this bal- 
listic test a group of plates containing 348 tons, valued at about $180,000, were 
to be accepted orrejected. In three cases, at least, the plates selected by the 
Government inspectors were retreated in this manner Without their knewl- 
edge. These ballistic pilates represented 779 tons of armor, valued at over 
$410,000. The groups represented by these three plates had all been sub- 
mitted for premium of $30 per ton if they passed a more severe test than re- 
quired for acceptance. 

Ninth. In violation of the specifications of the contract, pipes or shrink- 
ing cavities, erroneously called blowholes, in the plates were plugged by 
the contractors and the defeets concealed from the Government inspectors. 
These cavities, in some cases, diminished the resistance and value of the 

late. 

Tenth. The imspeector’s stamp was either duplicated or stolen, and used 
without the knowledge of the Government inspectors. 

Eleventh. The Government inspector in inspecting bolts was deceived by 
means of false templets or gauges: 


WHAT IS ADMITTED. 


The superintendent of the company, C. M. Schwab, a stockholder, admits 
that the plates did not receive uniform treatment, explaining this by saying 
that uniform results alone were required. Specification 113 of the first con- 
tract says: 

“All the members of a group shall reeeive a practically uniform treat- 
ment.” 

After the treatment. was given, specification 115 says: 

“The most important point to which attention will at this time be di- 
reeted is uniformity of quality in. the plates of the group.” 7 
— uniformity of quality in the plates, and not uniformity of quality in 

@ group. 

Such was the ge of the contract made November 20, 1890, 

The contract of b’ebruary 28, 1893, has this 1 © (paragraph 30): 

‘ * All the members of a ballistic group shall receive a practically uniform 
reatment.” 

It then specifies treatment under the Harvey process, and continues thus: 

“All other material is to be annealed, oil-tempered under such conditions 
as will give the best resistance, and again annealed. The last process must 
always be an annealing one.”’ 

Par h 34 says: 

“The ballistic test is the chief one. and the object of all the other tests of 
plates is to insure, so far as possible, that the remaining plates of a group 
are capable of standing as severe a test as that to which the test. plate has 
been subjected, and the conformity required among the plates of a group 
will be only such as may be necessary for this purpose.” 

This same provision is in the first contract (paragraph 116). 
2% of the contract of February 28, 1893, says: 

‘The tests (taken before treatment) are for the 
the question of the grade of the steel, which shoul 
the physical conditions of the plate itself.’’ 

In the first contract the requirements with regard to similar tests taken 
before treatment. are that the variations in the ingot from tha mean must 
not be large. intimating that uniformity im quality was required before 
treatment rather than after, which, of course, would follow a uniform treat- 
ment. 

These extracts from the specifications certainly show that they meant 
what they said: Uniform quality before treatment, and practically uniform 
treatment, when ticaliy uniform results would necessarily follow. If 
uniform results alone were meant there would have been no necessity for 
requirements as to process. 


ADMISSIONS AS TO THE SECOND AND THIRD CHARGDS. 


The second charge is proved by the rough records of the company itself of 
over 700 plates and lots of bolts, which came into the hands ofthe Navy De- 
artment. These records originally gave the actual treatment of theplates. 
ey were carefully examined by the committee. The figures were taken 
from the slates of the heaters pee atthe furnaces, each morning, and 
reported to the epemtensanh by clerk. That the original figures were 
correct is proved by their comparison with the time books of the heaters, 
in which every ——s of heating was given by them in detailing their 
work each day. hese books were also in evidence before the committee. 

The fi were taken by the clerk of the superintendent, W. A. Cline, 
who had charge of the heating of the plates. The records show that the 
superintendent almost invariably changed the figures. Insome cases he re- 
turned to his clerk an entirely new report in his own handwriting. 

In one case the actual treatment of the plate was recorded and the treat- 
ment to be reported to the Government inspectors’ placed below it. There 
were “fake’’ reports of treatment of plates that received no treatment 
whatever. The clerk, after sending the figures to the Government inspec- 
tor, had marked upon the rough sheet the words ‘‘ fake treatment,”’ and 
thrownitintohisdesk. Over9%5per cent of the records show similar changes, 
and many in the superintendent’s own handwriting. These changes were 
ae made for the purpose of decei the Government inspectors, 

t that thepiates had received the uniform and efficient treat- 
ment required by the contract. 

A report of the treatment atthe furnaces each day was required by the 
Government. The superintendent's clerk drew up this from Super- 
imtendent Cline’s alterations of the taken from the heaters’ slates, 
and sent it to W. E. Corey, su tof the armor-plate department, 
who, through his clerk, turned it over to the Government inspectors. It is 
worthy of note that when Superintendent Cline was before the committee 
he refused to swear that the alterations were in his own handwriting. but 
would not swear that they were not. 

The evidence that they were made by him is as clear as sunlight. Heeven 
refused to admit his signature to some of the reporta, and when asked to 





Paragraph 


peo of determining 
be uniform, a3 well as 


write it beneath the al signature it ved a facsimile. (See cut, page 
964.) A letter which he written for the d of a workman 
Was submitted to him, and he refused to a ae handwriting. 
When asked to write a similar letter from dictation, handwriting was 
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not only the same, but the misspelling and capitalization of words were 
identical. (Cut, pages 964, 965.) 

In endeavoring to account for these false reports Superintendents Schwab 
and Corey explained that Superintendent Cline had added to the original 
report taken from the slate the treatment the plates had received at pre- 
vious times. In other words, where a plate had been heated for bending or 
for straightening, say days, weeks or even months before, this treatment 
was credited and added to the treatment which it had last received 

It is in evidence that a history of each plate was kept in books under 
Superintendent Cline’s supervision. These books might have thrown some 
light upon the matter if they had not been thrown into the furnace by 
Superintendent Cline himself after ‘the investigation was ordered. It is 
trite law that everything is to be taken against one who destroys the evi- 
dence. Every coubt is to be solved against him 

If the treatment the _— had received in times past had been added to 
the treatment recorded on the slate it issingular that Superintendent Cline 
should not only destroy the record of this treatment, but refuse to acknow!l- 
edge his own figures and handwriting im making the changes. The appar 
ent falsity of the explanation is shown where the second and even a third 
treatment of plates is recorded. 

The company had the right under the specifications to give plates n 

sing the trial test after the first eompilete treatment the privilege of ad 
ditional treatments. In such instances there could have been no previous 
treatments to add, yet similar changes of figures had been made on the 
rough reports. 

Thetreatment of the bolts, however, thoroughly exposes the falsity of the 
explanation. All thesuperintendents acknowledge that they never received 
but one treatment, whereas in every case two treatments were reported to 
the Government inspectors. 

It was of the utmost importance that they should receive two treatments. 
The peenwliar shock to which they would be subjected tn battle from pro 
jectiles and from ramming required it. Experiments had been made show 
ing that unless this treatment was given the bolts would break under a heavy 
blow, rendering the armor in ameasureuseless. Theseexperiments are de 
tailed by Capt. Sampson in his testimony (page 848). It is a bad result of 
this acknowledged fraud that to-day the armor of our ships ts held in place 
by bolts which the company acknowledges ha. e received but one treatment 
when two were absolutely necessary. 

In the light of admissions concerning Superintendent Cline’s false reports, 
the following table will repay perusal: 


Statement of quantity of armor delivered by Carnegie Company under each con- 
tract, with date of each detivery, inciuding dallistic plates and appurtenances. 








Date. Amount. Date Amount 
Contract November 20, Centract November 20, 
1590. | 1890—Continued. | 
Tone. | | Tons 

Re 16 MOB a iiacncicccsoes 910 | Mar. 11, 1893 cee &t. 52 
st aaa 196 || Mar. 18, 1893 ....... 122. 81 
RW BE ucimecedeenns 17.48 || Mar. 23, 1893......... ‘ OF. 13 
NN Pe ak. nc cccsnnnce 17.50 || Mar. 28,1893 ....... 11, 52 
Wet 17,1808 ........... ioc 22.46 | Mar. 29,1803 _.____- 41.16 
Feb. 26,1992 ______ --| 1687 || Mar. 31,1803 _......._.- 11.12 
PE Wi vicccccécccnnnn 2049 | Apr. 11, 1893... 19. 10 
Mar. 19,1902 _.......... i 10.92 | Apr. 15, 1803. 39, 28 
Mar. 29, 1802 ...... es 13.41 || Apr. 20, 1893 - 36. 78 
PS Mies sicceatsnanan IT. 27 || Apr. 24, 1803....... 24. tl 
Apr. 1.1892 _ "| 15.47 || Apr. 26, 1803. | 38 30 
, 2%. oe 15. Apr. 23, 1803 .._.. 41. 88 
Ane: 44,008 .......-.-.- 15 Apr. 29, 1893... _. ‘74 
SE pttananaanmenie | 15.32 || May 10, 1893 . 5. 43 
Apr. 15, 1892 Scicmdeatiion! 17.21 || May 17,1803......... 14. 81 
Be TIO 6 osss ccccsecae 6.60 BD 10 Te nc ccns 10, 31 
CR OES 18. | May 19, 1893 25. 92 
May 5,102 ....... on 19. : May 25, 1893 nian 1. 63 
May I1, 1892 _ _. 17. I I iia incense naan 35. 59 
May 12,1892 __ 7.60 || May 27,1998....._......... 57. 44 
May 20, 1892 15.72 || May 29; 1803_........ 25. 74 
May 21, 1802 _. ishieeen bed 18 4 8 Ee 110. 31 
| 4 4 15.31 || Jume 7,1808.............. 41, 15 
June & 2008 ........— seal 19.59 | Jume 9, 1898_............ | 
amet Weert 18.11 | June 14, 1993_.___.. 30. 14 
June 24, 1992 - 22.26 | June 16,1808... | 27. 69 
June, 1608 ......... a 14.96 | June 7, 1808 ._..._..._. 16. 84 
Juneee, ee ............... 45.1t | June 23,1899 _........__ 63. 75 
June 30, 1892 ___. 30:26 | June 30,1893. _____- 41.79 
Aug, 20,1892 ..... alaabedin 2.67 || July 15, 1893 ; iia 26, 23 
BE FEE « cncncenncncece 24.72 '} July 19, 1800........- 29.13 
Aug, 31,1902... 22.45 |) July 22,1908... 2. 45 
Sept.10, 1992 ......_.. 458i July 27, 1900 ............ 9. 41 
Sept. 14, 1892. __. 18.35 || July 29, 1990............. 6.73 
Sept. 26, 1892. ae 25.45 || July 29, 1893 16. 07 
Sept. 30, 1892 __ 26.45 || July 31, 1893 33. 94 
Oct. 13,1892 _. 2.99 || Ang. 5, 1898 __- 10.72 
Oct. 14, 1892 __ 454), Aug. 9% Isap_ IR 11 
Oct. 19, 1892 _. 2.74 || Aug. Lf, 1893 - 27 
ON ocenecndan cone 297 || Ang, 2,19... 15. 80 
Oct. 27,1608 ........._. $46 || Aug 18,1800... aaa 6.77 
SS "aaa 25.65 || Aug. 19 1993 Ae a8. 10 
a 10.9 || Aug. 25,1993. i7. 49 
ees Wee... 2.50 |} Aug. 26, 1890.........._. 57.24 
leo. 10, teee........... 35.81 || Ang: 29,1897... 32. 59 
Ps Bo cine ne anne] 5. 58 H aug: 30,1808... id 126. 35 
Nov... 2%, 1602... | 9.38} Aug, 32, 1803............. 69. 37 
Nov, 28,1802... 14.97 || Sept. 9.1808 0 0- 36. 09 
Nov. 30, 1892 ........... 93.32 || Sept. 12, 1808 .............. 5.40 
EN sod mckets ein wdlivel 2.56 Sept. 15, 1900 ._........ 38. 14 
a eee 41.93 || Sept. 22,1808............._.| 71.75 
= a 2.86 || Sept. 27,1803. 2a. 36 
icant 10.79 || Sept. 28,1908. 42. 93 
Feb. 3,1996 _--------7 >] 2.73 || Seps. 30 1903 | Os. b2 
a 3.37 |} Och 61908... 2. 29 
Feb. 22, 1893.........- 3.45 || Oct. BIMBO. i 15. 64 
a al 7% } Oct 1B. 43.75 
SE Se attains ck walison © Oct Mime... 14. 92 
Feb. 27,1893. 4.54 || Oct. 18, 1803 neil 40.90 
a I } 222} Oct. 19,1803...... 43. 00 
3 4 = 1. 97 Oct. 20,1903 ...... aoe 2. 90 
a 96.72 |, Oct. 23,1803 os sci 32. 45 
Bae. TI sii cctencen 44.23, Oct. 25,1803 ...........__- 12.02 
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Stalement o. ntity of armor delivered Carnegie Company under each con- 
ra tract, en Continnede 








Date. Amount. 













Te olalt sie 
Contract November 20, 
1893—continued. 
Tone. 
20. 
15. 
82. 50 
12. 55 
19. 36 
24. 83 
15.51 
ne 
78. 06 Contract April 7, 1892. 
STs Mt MEE sens cass pecccce 36. 39 
BE, SERED apeenyececesons 61.77 |i Jame & 1802 .............2. 4.81 
lt [io rscosscencenes 11. 40 || June 90, 1802 ............... 4a 
SE Eis TED Ba bnccécapecses i 23. 49 
Nov. 28, 1808 ............... . 15.56 SS erp. 9.15 
ie} Font ne ae 
Dee. 6 1998 ene 35. i Contract December 12, 1892. 
Dec. 18, 1609 eed ma a4 June J, 1803 ................ 6. 15 
pee, 3 enn te 
Dec. 0.37 Contract February 28, 1593. ‘in 
—— ie 3 || Jan. 31,1906 ............... 2. 62 
; W724 | Od 3,1806.-22o 2.28 
San, 15.27 | Mar. 8, 1804. pdnnesnes 12.44 
= 19.23 | Mar. 14,1804 5.53 
Jan. 25, 29 BEOE. BE 1006 . co cccoccessess 2.52 
; 15.43 DED vac thimesececs 12. 52 
= 18 20 || ADE. 21,1606 18. 81 
Feb 18. 83 Apr. 25, 1804 15. 58 
Feb. il Apr. 28, 1804 16. 46 
: % May 2, 1804 11. 87 
Feb. 804 12.36 || May 23, 1804 38.30 
Sy CEM caccks snowceces 146. 42 May 30, 1894 38.45 
SAEED ceuctiweescevers 46. 86 May 31. 1894 67.43 
Mar. 12, 1894 ..............- 74.36 |) June 11; 1894 39.01 
aes SR iaes oooee~rne=-= %4. 4 || Tune 16, 1804 17.08 
ae oe 74.70 || Jame 21, 1804 19. 52 
A os ioe ee ee 16.07 June 26, 184 ° 135. 77 
oP een oot omnes June 28, 1894 - 19. 78 
SE. St BRED woccbavcccesces 15. 62 June 29, 1894 35. 32 
ET SIE ini csktew sncueed 3.85 || Sune 30, 1804 | Ba 84 
July 18, 1804 33. 04 
| 4, 660. 17 quly 21, 1804 " a8 
ee u . 
Contract September 28, 1891. ST Sh El nentinoncasoneell 24. 98 
J TD incnadenuteasedil 15. 46 
| ey: 5.19 | I Os ONO occcngsntcn sche 14. 69 
Gtk; TM jon naedinncuail 1.18 | nee 
SG Ge wieossestusetel 24.12 EE SE 61 
UE My eeee: wcbncecnosed “ae 3.20 | 
“BORRAU OF ORDNANCE, 
"Navy Department, August 9, 1894. 


The investigation shows that there were only two furnaces for the treat- 
ment of plates and bolts at the works up to September 1, 1892. After this 
third furnace was completed and used. These three furnaces did all the 
work up to August 1, 1 
the frauds practiced in the works was given to %, 
penalty exacted by the decision of the lent, other were added, 
until to-day ten are in use, The contract of February 28, 1593, ie ang the 
contractor to ‘furnish and maintain the most oved and plant 
oes the manne of the by of — req under his ——— = 
use every endeavor and incur expense necessary to produce 
most resisting and enduring —. 

Taking into consideration number of tons of armor required by the 
new contract, the com y evidently saw the necessity of increasing the 
number of furnaces. may have been done in view of ae. 
acted under this contract for nonfulfillment of the requirements for the de- 
livery of the armor. 

It will be noted, however, that the contract of November 20, 1890, provided 
for the manufacture of a far greater amount of armor than the contract of 
February 28, 1898; no ties exacted for the failure to deliver speci- 
fied amounts at specified times. the contract of February 28 was 

the company was far behind in its deliveries under the first contract. 
ts three furnaces were entirely inadequate to carry out the provisions of 
that contract, yet for five months they had only three ——— in which to 


and armor plate t faise re’ of the treatment 
Ties pana oan ts to the Government iuspectors. 

Itis clearly evident to the committee there were not fur- 

naces to turn out the work reported, if the plates were treated to 


thes cations of the contract and in 
the Government inspectors. 


ADMISSIONS AS TO THE FOURTH CHARGE. 


The charge that “ mens taken from the plates both before and after 
values the kane ledge of the Go t inspectors, 
w oO vernmen soas 
paren oe .” is admitted by Superintendent Corey. When 
): 
"“Q. aid you tinker with speci mens before the official tests, Mr. Corey? 
“A. an to stretch them!’ 
“ es. 
“A. Well, it was tried asa method of bringing them up to the require 


ments." 
He added that he did not see out of the about 


it, although he knew that the Government inspectors did not know it. 


This method of deceiving the i tors, it a ars from the testimc 
was also known to Superintendent Schwab. He was asked ( €52): oh 

“Do you know anything about the practice of giving specimens a pre- 
—e pull before the specimens were turned down to standard dimen. 

He replied that he had heard of it from Superintendent Corey before the 
inves tion and had talked over the matter with Superintendent Corey. 
+ = ed that he would not have objected to it if he had any knowledge 
o 

Again, Superintendent Corey was asked (page 583) if he did not know that 
the object in taking the tensile strength was to ascertain the tensile strength 
of the plate, and not of the specimen taken from the plate. He replied 
“Yes; that was the object.” 

The are goes on: 

“Q. So that if you stretched the specimen before putting it on the press 
for tensile treatment you did not get the actual tensile strength of the plate 
through the specimen’? ' 

“A, I knew the actual tensile strength of the plate. 

“Q. You did? 

“A. Yes. 

" Didn't you want to give to the inspectors the actual tensile strength 
of the plate’ Didn't you know that the specimens were cut out for the 
pur of ascertaining the actual tensile strength of the plate? 

“A. Yes; that was the object. 

“Q. And if you stretched the specimens before puttingthem on the press, 
pany did not know the actual tensile strength of tie plate by pulling the test, 

id you? You got the actual tensile strength of the specimen after it was 
stretched? 

“A. Yes. 

“Q. And that was not the actual tensile strength of the plate, was it? 

“A. Not exactly, but it was very close to it." 

When questioned concerning the stretching of these specimens (page 652), 
Superintendent Schwab said that he knew it before the investigation, but 
that it was done without his knowledge or sanction. He added, however, 
that he would not have objected to it if he had had any knowledge of it. 


ADMISSIONS AS TO THE FIFTH AND SIXTH CHARGES. 


The allegation that “false specimens taken from other plates were sub- 
stituted for the specimens selected by the Government inspectors” is also 
pemenne oe | admitted by Superintendent — ( 572). He said that he 
c<new indirectly that such was the case; that he believed it to be true; that 
he had heard it mentioned in the works before it came out in the testimony, 
and that he had made no attempt to investigate it. When asked why he hai 
not investigated it, he replied: ** Well, it wasa matter of small importance. "’ 

The further all tion that *‘ the testing machine was repeatedly manipu- 
lated by order of the superintendent of the armor-plate so as to increase 
the ap mt tensile strength of the specimens” is admitted by Superin- 
tendent Corey, and practically admitted by Superintendent Schwab. Su- 
perintendent Corey acknowledges that the man at the machine increased 
the apparent tensile strength of specimens by “jockeying (his own lan- 
guage) with the levers.” 

The tensile strength was by this “jockeying” made to appear from three 
to six thousand pesos reater than it reallywas. The man at the machine 
acknowledged t - eying.” F. D. Buck, who had worked the machine 
for months under Superintendent Corey's supervision, not only testified 
how he had done it, but in the presence of the committee at Homestea’ 
showed how he did it, and apparently increased the tensile strength of a 
piece of metal 7,000 pounds by his manipulation. Buck testified that he 
was accustomed to do this by order of Superintendent Corey, and that he 
continued it after the first investigation. 

The reason for the mani tion is shown in the evidence. The company 
itself was private tests of the plates and knew beforehand, as Super- 
intendent Corey testified, what the actual tensile strength of each plate was. 
If it was below the minimum the manipulation of the machine necessary to 
bring it within the minimum was made. Itis in evidence that the required 

pulation was indicated to the man at the machine by private marks on 
the record sent from Corey’s office with the order to pull thespecimen. The 
inspectors did not have information, although specification 81 of the 
new contract and 164 of the old says: 

“A written statement of work and contractor's tests to be commenced and 
in each must be furnished to the chief inspector.” 

tterly the absolute requirement of this specification. Super- 
intendent Corey says that he would bave given the Government inspectors 
this information if hau asked him for it. : 

But this is not all. following is an extract from the evidence (page 
635) given by Superintendent Schwab: 

“Q Well, there were three yo coment in this evidence that 


appear to be substantiated. The of hysical tests, the fake 
re . — surreptitious Geechee of toliastho teeta? 
. Yes, sir. 


“Q. Those three seem to be substantiated? 

“A. First, if will allow me to vous. The of the tests, how- 
ever bad, have had no effect on quality of the armor, because, a2 
I have pointed out, all the other manufacturers of plate make these armor 
without these tests, and the change of the report is a similar condition. 

“Q. In other words, you say that amounts to nothing’ 

“A. No, sir; itdoes not; even assuming it was true, I would say itamounted 
to nothing. 

“Q. Now, you say these official reports to the inspectors, whether true or 
false amounted to —. 

“A. Yes, sir; as faras the quality of the armor is concerned. They were 


informa 

“Q. Information reports? 

oe For the Government, or information reports, we will say. The tests 
arenot made to determine the quality of the armor; that is whatI want to 


say. 

“Q What are reports made for? 

“A. For information as to the ty of the armor; for information 
for a man, for example, to select ballistic test. They are not informa- 
tion as to the To 

It is very t one important object of these tests was to determine 
the quality of the armor. The specifications prove this. Take paragraph 
1l4of the specifications of the contract of November 20, 1890. It says: 

“After the plates have been subjected to all the treatments they are to re 
tirely finished a. tests will be 

exhi’ absolute and relative 
To pen have received similar 
treatment, and second, between e plates of a group.” 

These same words occur in the specifications of the contract of February 


28, 1893, 31. 

Moreover, a object of the tests was to ascertain whether each plate 
was up to the minimum requirements of the contract, without which it 
could not be delivered to the Government at all. 

In addition to acknowleigment Superintendent Schwab admits that 
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whenever it was necessary to bridg the tensile strength of aspecimen up to 
the minimum the machine could be run very fast and that by its speed the 
specimen could uire from 3,000 to 4,000 pounds increased tensile strength 
(page 669). He claims that this manipulation was legitimate and that the 
increased tensile strength obtained was the real tensile strength of the ma- 
terial. He says (page 669): 

“Q. You would have done that knowing it was nota correct test of the ten 
sile strength? 

“A. It iscorrect; the tensile strength of a piece of steel isnot a fixed quan- 


tity.” 

This, to say the least, is a remarkable statement, and must stand for what 
it is worth. A hardly less remarkable statement to the committee was Su- 
perintendent Schwab's additional statement (page 667) thatanybody selling 
steel would manipulate the machine according to the result wanted. 


THE SEVENTH CHARGE. 


The charge that specimens taken for physical test were retreated, al- 
though not acknowledged by Superintendent Corey, is practically proven 
by areport from the ordnance board printed inthe evidence. They say that 
145 of the first 700 plates accepted were passed on a second test. To avoid 
the possibility of armor plates being rejected through specimens containing 
local defects the specifications permit the contractors in case of failure to 
reach the requirements to submit a second specimen from the immediate 
vicinity of the first and without additional treatment of the plate. 

Of the 10 duplicate specimens submitted but 3 failed to exhibitan improve- 
ment in quality. And in the case of 59 specimens the increase of strength 
was accompanied by adecreaseofductility. Highductility, whenincreased, 
Was accompanied by a decrease of strength, so that to clearly indicate that 
the second specimen had been hardened or softened so as to indicate the 
qualities required by the specifications. 

When this statement is taken in connection with the testimony given b 
the workmen at the Carnegie works, the conclusion is irresistible that speci- 
mens for physical tests were retreated without the knowledge of the Gov- 
ernment inspectors, and therefore did not represent the plates from which 
they were taken. 

That the test specimens in some cases were retreated is shown by the testi- 
mony of John Daube (page 160), G. W. Kountz (page 100), C. H. Craig (page 
72), George Stewart (page 124), and others. 


ADMISSIONS AS TO THE EIGHTH CHARGE. 


Superintendent Corey admits that part of the eighth charge that alleges 
the plates selected by the Government inspectors fora ballistic test were 
retreated without the knowledge of the inspector. He confines his admis- 
sion to three test plates, A 498, A 531, and A 619. A 468 carried a group of 9- 
inch armor, intended for the Monadnock; A 531 carried a group of 7-inch 
armor intended for the Monterey: A 619 carried a group of &inch barbette 
plates to be used on the battle ship Oregon. Included in the same group 
Were a number of deck and side plates for the ram Katahdin. 

Superintendent Corey denies that his retreatment was given with the in- 
tention of improving the ballistic resistance of the plates. He says that he 

ave them this unlawful treatment and retreatment as an experiment, al- 

eging that by this he could ascertain whether a retreatment and repeated 

retreatments benefited the plates. In other words, as he puts it, he did not 
treat the plates to improve them, but to ascertain whether or not the re- 
treatment would improve them. 

Under the contract he had no right whatever to experiment with the plates 
after they had been chosen as samples of the groups, either with or without 
the consent of the Government inspectors; and he acknowledges that he 
concealed this retreatment from them. 

There is no doubt in the mindsof your committee that your secret retreat- 
ment was given to increase the ballistic resistance of the plates, with the 
express purpose of passing inferior groups and securing premiums thereon, 
as the groups had been nomina for premiums. The company would 
hardly risk the rejecting of 779 tons of armor, valued at over 410,000, in 
making experiments unless they were positive it was safe to do so. The 
contention of Superintendent Corey is that he knew the plates were so good 
that they would bear the secret retreatment, which he called experiment- 

, Without being injured thereby. 

e real truth undoubtedly was that the sup rintendent and his assist- 
ants knew that the retempering and annealing could not but benefit the 
metal and increase the company’s chances of passing the plates and obtain- 
ing premiums; and knowing this, and knowing that in many cases the plates 
had received no proper treatment theretofore, they secretly retreated the 
specimen plates selected for ballistic tests. 

After selection for ballistic tests the plates were cut in two pieces. 
intendent Comer acknowledges that he secretly retreated the lower half of 
each plate. What the actual quality of thespecimen plates was before they 
were retreated it is impossible nowtosay. But even after they had had the 
benefitof retempering and reannealing they failed to show superior excel- 
lence. The evidence shows that the bottom fof plate A 468, representing 
group 9, was secretly retreated once. Yet the plate did not secure a pre- 
mium on the ballistic test. 

The bottom half of plate A 531, representing group 10, had two secret re- 
treatments. This plate also failed to secure a premium. The bottom half 
of plate A 619, representin. coe 11, the next in test, had three secret re- 
treatments, but with allt t also failed tosecure a premium. This would 
indicate that the group was certainly under the minimum contract require- 
ment. 

Superintendent Corey, in testifying regarding the secret retreatment of 
these three plates, excuses himself as follows (page 617): 

** Now, here in this specification in the beginning they say, ‘The manu- 
facturer is to use every endeavor and incur all expenses to make the most 
resisting plate possible "—that is, the plate that will offer the most resist- 
ance to the shot; and I say the so-called alleged irregular retreatment those 
plates have beensubjected to was for that express purpose of making the 
most resisting plate.” 

He thus y anny the specifications of the last contract to cover plates made 
under the first contract. In reply to the question, “ Why did you notlet the 
Government inspectors know it *” he replied that “It would have taken a 
man six months to determine it at the company’s expense, whereas we <i 
termine it with these three plates‘at the same time.” 

This statement he made with the full knowledge that the top halves of 
these plates were practically in the possession of the company and that the 
Navy Department, at their request, at any time would have tested them for 
the purpose of experimenting with them, They had never failed to make 
similar experiments when the company requested it. 

The absurdity of Superintendent Corey's attempted explanation is appar 
ent when it is stated that the three plates in question were made under the 
specifications of the first contract, dated November 20, 1890, which allowed 
the company to give the plates all the treatment they saw fit before submit- 
ting them to a ballistic test. 

But the conclusive answer to the superintendent's argument is that the 
treatment should have been given honestly to all the plates of 
before a particular plate was chosem as a specimen, and not to 
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the specimen plate alone, secretly and fraudulently, after it had been chosen 
for the test. 

Superintendent Corey claims in his testimony that the retreatments of 
these plates were made upon his own responsibility and without the know!l- 
edge of his employers. his may be true, or it may be merely an effurt to 
shield the company; for he admits that the secret retreatments were given 
to the plates after he had talked with Mr. Schwab, the superintendent of 
the company, and one of its stockholders concerning the matter (page 561). 
And itmay be worthy of remark in this connection that the principal parties 
to these frauds, Supsrintendents Schwab and Corey, are stilt retained in the 
employ of the company. 

THE SUBSTITUTED PLATE. 


Further developments with regard to the treatment of A 619 are somewhat 
startling. This is the plate which Superintendent Corey testified received 3 
secret retreatments after its selection by the Government inspectors in 
August, 1893, for a ballistic test. These retreatments, he alleges, were viven 
to the bottom half alone 

In September following, the Secretary of the Navy received information 
that this plate had been retreated. To ascertain the correctuess of this in 
formation he ordered test pieces to be taken from both halves of the plate 
The top half was intact, while the lower half had been subjected to the bal- 
listic test. The specimen tests, taken from both halves, were compared in 
tensile strength, elasticity, elongation, contraction of area, and fracture 
with specimen tests taken from the same plate at the works of the Carnegie 
Steel Company before its selection for aballistic test. Thecomparison sat- 
isfied the Ordnance Bureau that the information concerning the secret re- 
treatment of the entire plate was absolutely correct. 

The board appointed by the Secretary of the Navy to investigate this mat- 
ter Was unanimous in its opinion that there was no doubt in their minds, 
from theexperiments made, but thatthe whole plate had beenretreated. The 
attention of one of the officers, Lieut. Ackerman, even at this early date, was 
drawn to the cut made in dividing the plate. It did not correspond in both 
halves. The testimony shows that he expressed the opinion at that time 
that another plate had been substituted for the top half of A 619 (pare 908) 
He based his belief upon the character of the cut between the plates and 
— the different tests taken from corresponding portions on each side of 
the cut. 


After the beginning of the investigation by your committee the Carnegie 
Steel Company asked for a ballistic test of the top half of this plate. This 
test was made on June 23, 1894. It showed that the ballistic resistance of this 
alleged top half was greater than that of the lower half. This result was a 
surprise to the Ordnance Bureau, although they admit that the test wasn 
as severe as the test of the lower half of the plate (pages 875 and &8 rhe 


top half of all plates had been invariably regarded as the weaker of the two 
halves. 

On June 25, three days after the test was made, Superintendent (Cline ap 
peared before your committee. On June 28, five days after the test in) ‘a 
intendent Corey appeared. On July 6, thirteen days afterward, Superii 
tendent Schwab gave his testimony. It was while he was on the sta t 
the committee learned for the first time that any such test had been ta 
indeed, Superintendents Cline, Corey, and Schwab knew the result of 1 
ballistic test, while the committee had no information that any such 
had been made 

Lieut. C. A. Stone, a retired Navy officer, then in the employ of the Car- 
negie Steel Company, and who had been in its employ for two yeurs, on 
leave, before he was placed on the retired list, was present at Indian Head 
and witnessed this test as a representative of the company, while your 
committee were holding their sessions and entirely unaware that the com- 
pany had asked for such a test, or that one was being made 

Superintendent Corey, when first before your committee, alleged that he 
had secretly retreated the lower half alone of plate A619. This was att 

t 





time he informed the committee that he knew that the top halves of the 
plates he was retreating would pass the ballistic test. To use his wor 
he was taking no chances at allonit. Superintendent Schwab alleged tha: 
Corey’s treatment had injured the lower half, basing his allegation upon 
the official report of the ballistic test June 25 of the alleged top half 

The result of the test and of Sup :rintendent Corey's testimony elicited by 


itled to a closer scrutiny of the piate by the Ordnance Bureau. In Oct 

1893, they had taken nineteen test specimens from the two halves + 

tain whether the original inform:tion concerning the frauds was coirect 
1 





Twelve of these specimens were ta’en from the middle, crossing the line of 

the cut. Six were heart specimens and six were surface specimens, t n 

from each plate correspondingly on each side of the cut. The marks of the 

cutting tool on the two halves of ths plate were again examined. The two 

halves were brought together and the proximate cut surfaces were com- 
ared. 

- The utter lack of correspondence of the surfaces wasmanifest. More than 


this. it was discovered (Capt. Sampson's testimony, page 875) that there was 
one-fourth of an inch difference in the width of the two halves of the plate. 
This was evidence that they could not have been rolled at the same time. 
The suspicion that the top half was not the real top of A 619 was otherwise 
strengthened. A plate as hard as this would require a strong tool witha 
int at least half an inch in width to cut it. Superintendent Corey ac- 
nowledged this when placed on the stand. He said that it could not be cut 
with less than a half inch or nine-sixteenths of an inch tool. A measure- 
ment of the plate showed that it had lost only half an inch. 

When Superintendent Corey was placed upon the stand toaccount for the 
difference in the cut, he testified that after giving the bottom half its three 
retreatments he had scraped the cut to remove the evidences of the retreat- 
ment from the plate. He said it had been done with a finishing tool on the 
planer. When confronted before your committee with the evidence fur- 
nished by the cut itself his explanation was not satisfactory. If he had 
used a finishing tool the result would have been shown upon the half of the 
plate which he had retreated. 

As he testified before seeing the two specimer 
some of the ridges. The ridges, however, were n the edge of the lower 
half. and the smoothness ail on the eige of the upper half. If sufficient 
metal had been removed in the effort to conceal traces of retreatment to pro- 
duce these ridges, in addition to the amount necessarily removed in cutting 
the plate in two pieces, the joint length of the two halves would have been 
more than one-half inch shorter than the original pla 


it would have removed 


















Horatio M. Steele. a mechanic in the Washington navy-yard, testified that 
he was familiar with the tools used in cutting 8-inch plates. Looking at the 
cut on the edge of the lower plate, he said that it Was cut with a square- 


nosed tool—cut with one cut right through the plate and dividing the plate. 
ther confirmatory evidence that the top half was not the real half of A 
612 was shown by the testspecimens. These werealso befo he committee 
The corresponding halves in the two plates invariably showed phenomenal 
Variations. These variations are recorded in Commodore Sampson's testi- 
mony (page 876 The elongation, tensile strength, elastic limit, contrac- 
tion of area, and nature of fracture have been fully determined. 
The upper plate, as the specimens showed when placed before 
mittee, was tough and fibrous, and the lower plate brittl 
difference was more tnan strongly marked 








your come 
e: in each case the 
it was abnormal; so much s0 
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that one of the committee remarked thatit looked asthough 
of two different metals—one pot metal and the other forged steel. Superin- 
teondent Corey volunteered no ex ation of these phenomenal differences. 

These specimens were allexamined by your committee, and in their opin- 
ion strongly ecrroborate Commodore Sam *s belief that the alleged top 
half of A 619 was really the bottom half of some other plate. Commodore 
Sampson says that twelve of the tests were taken from the middle sections of 
the plate; three heart and three surface from each half, ans 
six pairs, the units of which were in exact prolongation of each o 


ADMISSIONS AS TO THE NINTH CHAESS. 
The ninth charge, that, in violation of the s cations of the contract, 


pipes or shrinking cavities, erroneously called blowholes, were plugged by 
the contractors and the defects concealed from the Government pectors, 
ia admitted by Su erinhondents Corey and Schwab. They allege, however, 


that in all cases & plates would pass the requirements of he ballistic 
tests. Hereisan extr ac et from the testimony of Superintendent Corey (page 
5D) : 

“Q. Did fon ever know of plugging being done without the knowledge of 
any of the inspectors? 

“A. Yeu, sir. 

“Q. Can you specify the time and what plate it was? 

ae — No; IL can not; I did not keep a record of it."” 

intendent Schwab, when questioned concerning the plugging of 

blow oles, said (page 647): 

"“Q. ee know whether the company did really conceal the fact of blow- 
holes in t late? 

“A, I think likely that was done. 

*Q. Was it done with your knowledge? 

“A. Well, the concealment was not; no; but I had knowledge of this fact, 
that they did not make any plates that did not have blowholes. 

“Q. You had knowledge that these blowholes were plugged in many in- 


stances? 
“A. No, sir; Idid not say that. I said I had knowledge that the plates 
had blowholes, and that I should not be if they were 
“Q That workmen under you had these blowholes and covered 


them with dust and then exposed the plate to . treatment so as to prevent 
the Government inspector from ascertaining it? 
“A. [should not be surprised at that. I wows not have been surprised if 
they had, yet | know they would be all 
“Q, Did you or Cline give orders to efiect? 
“A. I certainly gave orders that blowholes should not reject the plate. I 
ald, decidedly, anul can prove——- 
“Q. That is, the company woukl not withdraw a plate on account of 
blowhoies? 
“A. No, sir. 
“Q. But that it must be subjected to a ballistic test 
say Yes, aoe aaa l can prove by aie cunaeeenanion with blowholes 
a pro a 
‘S ot Siam a blowhole 4 feet long and a pebble and card in the end? 
“A. That is a plate that had a hole as big as a clock here? 
No; that is not the one. 
on I think 1] looked up the plate at the aaa and my socsmenteen is that 
that plate was accepied by express order of the Ordnance Burea 
nits a you look up apiate with a 4-foot-long blowhole with a —— at the 
of it 
“A. 1am not surprised at all at anything like that. —_ a plate 
an ly pretty long, and such a thing is possible and not an injury to 
® plate.” 
Further on he was asked 648) : 
“@. Do you ac mnewnnage at the concealment of blowholes was a fraud 
es he Denenanaaae 
- o, 
“QQ. If they did plug them w —_ as to conceal them from the inspectors? 
“A. Ido not think so; we had to take the risk on that. 
“Q. You do not think that would be a fraud? 
“A. No, sir; | do not. 
*Q. In other words, you think that treatment would be the same treat- 
ment you would expect from others if you were ordering plates? 
“A. Lweuld not object to it at all.” 
n ¢ 649) superintendent Schwab testifies: 
Do you know of any case where they soe and filled without 
the know ledve of the Government inspector?’ 
“A. Ido not, but | believe it was done.” 
Taken with these admissions, the statements of the other witnesses con- 
cerning blowholes is of some importance. T. F. Van Kirk, a workman. in 
Sp adhisels ceenee et. says that he has assisted and hei piug numerous 
plates, with the assistance and Under the direction of penta 
dent and superintendent of armor-plate oa: : 
“The follow is a partiai list of plates: x 
and hammered 


12, 1802. Pi F holes in and of 
bth Ths piace was alverwardn finished. stamped. 3-8 19 inches, April 


and 24, 1882. A great many holes in top of run in wire 4 feet or more 
in ee = ee plate was bad, and, in 
wy one. the plugs would fall in, but we finally a: it up and it 


passed inspection.’ 

The afMidavit of Samuel Sheriff t (page 88) says 

“The plugging and doc re plates Was as generally d done at night, when 
no inspectors were about, but | seer one fixed one day at noon.” 

T. FP. Farley makes an affidavit (pagy 88) im which he says concerning the 
Plates of the Monterey: 

“They were frequently imperfect, full of deep blowholes and defects. 
were frequently taken off the planer in the daytime and hidden or co 
ps Pet A ee to be seen by the inspectors, and then worked upon 

t ctime. 

He adds that the holes wouid be filled up and plugged by orders of those 
in authority about the mill 

@. W. Kounts (page 6+) makes affidavit 


“T have known of heavy plates being Gust tore cscs 
been practiced u 


unknown to the Gov — 
oe Government sinee long November, 1882, and since Septem 

T. F. Farley testifies (page 147): 

“I have seen them iong enough for & person to run three fingers into 
them that way [illustraung. * 

“Q. How were they plugwed? 

“A. When I first went there they were plugged by 
the same plates. and with a small hand hammer those cu 
-' by pushing or placing small they 

ull, then hammering them in & punch and placing more 
more in the hole until it was level, until it could stand no more plugging. 


8 . a . 
“Q. What was the largest aciiiebed or piping ? 


“A. The largest that I ever saw would not Stover! 
& diameter at its mean diameter, and I could notsay unt the cao aegen,, 


a_i from 
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“Q Why could you not say about the depth? 

“A. Because they run in such a tortuous way. 

“Q. Did you never try to search them? 

“A. Yes, sir; I have used a small flexible wire and run itin. I have ruy 
wires into the depth of 18 inches into the plates, and I know that plates 
that | run a wire into 18inches passed and is now somewhere.’ 

Samuel Sheriff testified (page 155) that two or three barbette plates of the 
Indiana were plugged and passed. He knew of a patch put on to one ot 
these plates to fill a hole from two to three square. 

Such are specimens of the testimony regarding the plugging of plates. In 
the opinion of your committee they bear out Commodore Sampson's allega 
tion that ‘the concealment of the blowholes was a fraud upon the Govern- 
mert."’ Superintendent Schwab, however, when questioned concerning 
this ——- said that he did not consider such concealment a fraud 
and that he would expect the same treatment from others if he was order. 
ing plates. 

{SB TENTH AND ELEVENTH CHARGES. 


The tenth allegation, that the inspector's stamp was either duplicated or 
stolen and used without the knowledge of the Government inspector, is, in 
the opinion of your committee, hardly sustained. The stamp may have 
been used in some instances without the knowledge of the Government in- 
spector while his attention was diverted to someth else, but there was 
not systematic about it and there is no evidence that it was either du- 
plicated or stolen. 

The eleventh allegation, that the Government inspector in inspecting 
bolts was deceived by means of false templates or gauges, is unsupported. 


THE GOVERNMENT ENSPECTION. 


The evidence discloses the fact that the Government inspection was neg- 
ligent and defective. None of the inspectors were, however, charged with 
ae nor is there any evidence tending toshow that any of them wer. 

Some were renee mh and others negligent. There was, however, a 

disposition on the part of them to assume that the company itself 

its superintendents and employés. Mr. Frick, chairman of 

the the bead of managers, in his testimony (page 691) said that.he always relied 

on the fact that the Government had cs there. He did not know 

what they were there for unless it was to see that the specifications of the 
contract were carried out. 

The inspectors wan = relying nolan thas the company and the chairman of 
the company upon the ither pee en i na had any right 

aa 5s atier Upon Sine cthen, independent duty 
Thecompany was an tae fulfill the contract in every particu- 
oa rs were there to see that theyso fulfilled it. The failure 
his duty was no excuse for the other. The company can 

not shelter themselves the Government tors. 

Moreover, the fraud has been traced home to their general superintendent, 
himself a stockholder in thecompany. Commodore Sampson in his testi- 
mony (page 882) alleges that if the Ordnance Bureau had sent officers to the 


works to act as spies the eompany they would have gone with very dif- 

Sa. ieee meena eres. _— 

ought it no excuse at c to say that were ent 

in their duties. He wale deer to believe that foweie were 

peas, ee to realize them as they perhaps ought 
ve been. 


Certain it is that the epee were thereto know = theirown knowledge 
carried out. 


the inspectors were on duty only 

= day. Sundays, when they were not there at all. 

the eight hours to have been spent in the works they were there 

. Their en an covered only forty-eight 

hours of the one hundred and sixty-eight of work each week. Much 

ce work. At times only 
two. 


While the com- 
mittee jeve that to-day the inspection is thorough. it is of 


the opinion, in 
imspectors should be increased. 
ORIMINALIE?PY. 


tf the criminality of aaa. is to be measured by the deliberation 
with which it is committed, the maguitude of the evils likely to result from 
its perpetration. and the want of provocation with which it ts done, the 
frauds which your ey ee have found are worthy to be called crimes. 
The servants of the Carnegie Stee! an (whether with or without 
the knowledge oft the company), to increase their gains, deliberately con- 
tinued for many months tocommit acts whose natural and probable conse- 
quence would be the sacrifice of the lives of our seamen in time of war, and 

with them, perhaps, the dearest interests of the nation. 
eee re ee See ble armor plate and paid 
an enormous for so doing. were to make an armor that 
would stand the shots of an en: Bw = m which the nation might rely in 
Solnesapueetor segue Letreen Qarthene cbligntans the company 
ars a r so un o the company 
or its servants have manifold frauds, the natural tendency of 
SSS oe upon the Government an inferior armor, whose in- 
a perchance appear only in the shock of battle, and with in- 

eas damage to the country. 


No fine or mere money compensation is an adequate atonement for —_ 
ves: 

nee to 
statute: but they do feel under obligation to 1 the atten- 
\anceof protecting in the future the interests 
our seamen, and the safety of the nation by 
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appropriate legislation, denouncing as crimes all such acts of fraud and de- 
po rege caer upon the Government in connection with armor te and 
materiai of war. and such acts a all per- 
sons who commit them or aid abet their co 
THE PLATES MUST BE THSTED. 
Notwithstanding all the admissions made by the superintendents em- 
pate the . they claim that ail the plates paid for by the 
vernment are up to the § ons of the ey allege that 
a best that could be made at that time, but that 
e plates will test required by the 


minimem acceptance 
ato the alleged fuse treatment, piugeins of 


gies os pee teusile 

contract of sre eae an, SR, siahen Sad Se eee 
tion is upon the contractor to satisfy the rthateverything 
has been im strict accordance with the terms of the contract. It has 
rs have been satisfied and the 


and of Cline, Corey, and 
Schwab, have been to your that the armor is up to there- 
Souuladr of speuaatly ba the false ors, 


otwithstanding reports to 
plugging of plates, fraudulent retreating of test 





1894. 





plates, and “jockeying” of thetesting macnine. The unblushing character 
of the frauds to which these men have been parties, and the disregard of 
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truth and honesty which they have shown in testifying before your commit- The terms of t y co tee isacting require 
tee, render them unworthy of credence. them to asce l \ t is Lpossible, however, for 
And everything bears against their contention. It is not to be supposed | them todo th »W Che only way to determine the 
that such manifold frauds were continued for so long a time without an im- | actual condi na e armor is by subjecting certain plateseg 
portantobject to be gained. As the individual plates, and the groups of plates | the groups passed |! tic tests. This your committee has no 
passed in many cases by fraud, the fair conclusion is that without the frauds | power todo. For the inf i the House, in relation to » question 
they would not have passed. of further conti iis investigation by making h ballistic tests, your 
Twoquestionsremain, however, first, whether, notwithstanding the frauds | commit ined the reabouts « t ine representative 
and the failure to attain the high standard required by the contracts, the | plates, : n falsely treated. The ir ‘ h their 
armor is not still good steeland fair armor; and second, the extent to which ‘ weight, « nd th ps 1 t ca 1 
List of most important alleged defect plat 
MONTEREY 
os s | | 
Size. Location. No Weight, Co D 
——<. | | ge | 
Belt K. L. starboard........ PER 0 ee $9, 138.45 | Pipe 4 feet long, page 87. 
Belt, No. 4, H. G. port.. A EE CN tated Gaiidey amie ewer 8, T28. 94 Bad holes, page 58 
.| After-turret (porthole) LD LS ee 3, 929.28 | Oil burned off 
peenameebina i inaeOekinns wits Senin m5 | wb toms Ooo ee Do. 
MONADNOCK. 
aidcthiipbitive il taniainninaecepsiinnesiaiitinstinagaiisiel —— > stein 
11.5 inches i il a el eel a hela $10, 596.15 | Changed colors: not \ 
page 105, 
11.5inches } Fake treatment after bendi 
11.5 inches Test pieces stretched, | 
11.5 in 3 i os , Tempered, no annealin 
9 inches ....... No. 10, starboard ....... 7; scrap ends only in furnace tested, 
OS eee : 6, 826.86 |)... i i a ial : : 
9 inches -...-- | No. 8, port..........- Sy | 7, 855. 00 Pos d to cherry for r tion er t 
i No. 12, starboard............/ 8,010.00 ;} “** 
artlnetcatiteiaineateial A Gatteeenanntnesigaeteess othiimeet semaines a 
NEW YORK. 
cl ee | a 99, 134. 00°, Test pieces substituted, page 109 
shes. pitanatedl | ea X56 | 5. 491 tons 9,080.00 | Annealing heat, five minutes 
a eee ae SE Tscccuatitinthienints " 8, 982.00 | Not heated for treatment 
a cieliic ath dae ocammiaiid ln ccsnatarcdainneineae Se ieee 9,108.00 | Heated eleven hours to cherry red after test 
Sc asic basehcntans ae acme io dineiehabeiea BE. PO cece cccnaeccee 9,081.00 | In pit from bending: no other heat 
idchintanticsiela Turret . : iia acetal 2989 | 5.279 tons ..... aati 3,094.00 Heated one end thirty minutes; fo ele ht 
i hours in pit 
5 Se ae ITs toc sdcatinda cps tneiecigg eal 4 ke ee 3, 749. 00 Do 
{ (X18a 2 
#tmches............. Side oa nen acini X22a |> No. 9, starboard sponson 2,419.00 Ends only ofl burned of 
X19b 
AMPHITRITS. 
I ccisnigts mabe ace 136, ans os rae #10 | No. 13, starboard 6,890 | Dipped in oil, burnt off 
sap ae aaa Tt .9 See ids Sakin ccna Biges 7, B2 Do. 
EES Eee i EE | 7,738 | Dipped in oil, ends changed. 
NS Se BOs certo emscoraccengenye~ peebhion 1,834 | Dipped in oil, burnt off 
TERROR. 
- in es sta —_——————_—_—_—__—_—_-— oi 7 ‘“ 
Size Location No. Weight Cost Defer 
Wey Zaterboers .....occacc<<- 8,741 | Ends only treated 
No. 12, starboard. 8,023 | Edges only treated 
No. 6, starboard ¥ 7, 820 Do 
OREGON 
ee $8, 231.00 | Tempered O. K.; n 
aoone 8,214.00 | One end on Bot 7 i 
~ we Irrecutl r tr atr ent 
45.in ae $4,470.00 Notreatment. Ol) burnt off 
GA BROOD. ... dccancecds 4, 667. 0 Do 
SNAG. cccccss ‘uccue 4, 836. 09 Do. 
Fowr-inch casemate 
INDIANA. 
a ee ae - Se dl SS 
Piates. |; No. | Location. Cost Defect. 
RAMOOEE. .... weccascccnsncce consevecéteeunee e 222 | No. 13, starboard _.......-... 2,172.00 | Insufficiently heated before annealing 
I a. see cisivainle-aeiileabinsanss SAB cnm 1 0 FO ae _ Do. 
Diagonal 226 atcha Fourth treatment same 
Diagonal 233 | No.1 Edges only 
Diagonal 237 | No Ten minutes heat, thirty-six hours pit 
Side 240 | No. blue heat anneal 
Pl iccmtallikeaswageeerns coos 241 No. i Do. 
1 
. a cepcteatinatintlate om claciscineathincieneaniinpcnesibeniiiiaia ac 
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List of most important alleged defective plates—Continued. 
































MASSACHUSETTS. 
ORIG odiddci ccocceieceihctbatetinnddiaeed 253 | No. 13, starboard ........--....---.-- $2, 157.00 | Not oil-tempered. 
824 | No. 5, starboard...............-....- 3, 394.00 | On fourth and fifth heat top ends only heated. 
332 ES ie iin cacthan aretiddaaknneuia 8, 414. 00 
DOOR ptiiiccl vecdcccdagttapesbinigucesiateaae 879} |...... EP tipi didban mm ekeninemnennein 720.00 | No treatment at all. 
OREGON. 
| 272 | BUG Fy Bide ak cinnstienciaccvucd | $3,849. 00 | In oil cold burned off. 
Four-inch sponsons. 
Ships. No. Location. Cost. | Defect. 
NT OUR oc ccc svccincctencvctsibiiiaksiiacebae SRR FSR By BR iceddiecwnsecccvces cesnedes $2, 432.00 | Ten minutes heat before annealing. 
Se 8 BO i Oia bnctecnnececcenstkibamincs 2, 377. 00 0. 
X19B | No. 9, starboard..................... 2,408.00 | Ends only treated. 
CRE cite dnbvtanh ods ctacnsetetaniiwiaka A284 | No. 6, starboard.......:............. 2, 469. 00 Do. 
ee YS ee eeaee 1, 210. 00 Do. 
PRIA .. on ccaisuctnctinniiiinncintadbniibiine PEt et Sa cn chnneeknnsiehantnns ééen 2,744.00 | Oil burned off. 
663 | No. 6, starboard..................... 2,444.00 | Edges only for annealing. 
66 i No. &, etarboard....................- 2, 444. 00 Do. 
PUREE, siiniitn dar sutiecsanighassdink celal 2453 | Starboard after between 64 and 65... 8,117.00 | Oil burned off. 
2136 | Port after between 57 and 58 .___._. 3, 129. 00 he 
472 | Port forward, No. 29 frame......... 3,080.00 | Oil burned off; heated to cherry after treatment. 
CORA voicncsvccencvonscccennasttshonesudtsks BIOs HSU OOUN OE nnccceesessesencenens 2,909.00 | Ends only. 
641 0. Dp ctidensilinudshne Moukisweniian 2, 909. 00 Do. 
ID cc ccininadecedhecnsen weseanen Wties tient PONS DERE BOREG bce ccnscceeciscntes 2, 890. 00 Do. 
2063 | Port forward board................. 2, 860. 00 Do. 


The resolution of investigation directs your committee to inquire into the 
condition and character of all armor plate, bolts, and other appurtenances 
delivered to the Government by the Carnegie Steel Company and to inves- 
tigate and inquire as to what amount of inferior or damaged —_— bolts, 
aud other appurtenances had been delivered to the Government said com: 
pany, and the amountof compensation which should be paid to the Govern- 
ment in settlement for such damaged or inferior armor plate, bolts, and a 
purtenances. ‘The committee can go no further into this investigation with- 
out knowing the actual ballistic resistance of groups of plates passed by a 
test of plates that did not meeey represent these groups. 

The comany has admitted this charge. If the Government is precluded 
from making these tests at their expense by the settlement made January 
18, 1894 (see House Executive Document, ty-third Congress, pages 37 and 
38), they must be made at the expense of the Government. Believing that 
a test of these plates should be made, your committee have selected the 
= which, in their opinion, ought to be tested. They recommend that 

he money necessary for such a test be taken from any moneys heretofore 
appropriated for the increase of the Navy uader the bead of armor and 
armament. They therefore recommend the adoption of the accompanying 
joint resolution. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE (during the reading of the report), 
Mr. Speaker, I ask permission to make a brief statement, and 
then T will withdraw my request to have the report read infull, 
and also my opposition to the resolution. 

Mr. CU MINGS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report 
be printed in the RECORD. 

here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I ask consent that the minority 
of the committee, if they desire, may have permission to file a 
minority report. 

Mr. COMMINGS. There is no minority whateverin the mat- 
ter. The subcommittee, and also the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, unanimously agreed to the report. The gentleman seems 
to be very anxious to scare up a minority, but there is none to 
be scared up. The report is unanimous both by the subcommit- 
tee and the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks the 
Speoapewen: from New York to yield to him to make a statement. 

ow much time does the géntleman desire? 

cen MINGS, I yield all the time he desires. How 
much’ 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, about three minutes. Mr. 
Speaker, the very fact that the minority of the committee are 
not here, whether they desire to file a minority report or not, 
is a reason for giving them permission todoso. I take the gen- 
tieman’s word for the facts which he states; but the minority of 
the committee are not here, and for that reason I desire that, if 
they should wish to file a minority report hereafter, they may 
have leave to do so. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be made. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Lobject toit, Mr. Speaker. The gentle- 
man seems to want to prowl around to find a minority where 
there is none to be found. [Laughter.] The entire Committee 
on Naval Affairs and the entire subcommittee who investigated 
these matters were unanimous in agreeing to this report. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I wish to ask the gentleman a 
uestion. Is there anything in this report which justifies, con- 
emns, or exonerates the President for fixing the penalty for 

supplying these bad plates? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The resolution of the House did not cover 
that subject. It was specific. It providead— 

That the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House of Representatives be, 





and is hereby, authorized and directed to immediately investigate and in- 
quire into the condition and character of all armor plate, bolts, and other 
appurtenances delivered to the Government by the said Carnegie Steei Com- 
pany, Limited, and by Carnegie, Phipps & Co. during the entire period of 
any of the contracts between said companies and the Government, and to 
investigate and inquire as to what amounts of inferior or damaged armor 
plate, bolts, and other appurtenances have been delivered to the Govern- 
ment by said companies and the amount of compensation which should be 

to the Government in settlement for such damaged or inferior armor 
plate, bolts, and appurtenances. 

Now, until we ascertain what the damage is we can not ascer 
tain the amount to be paid. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I had in my mind a recollection, 
somewhat general in its nature, that before that resolution was 
offered here the Secretary of the Navy had fined these con- 
tractors under the contract for not complying with the same, 
and that the President had modified the fine and permitted to 
be received, and that probably there had been received, a stated 
sum as indemnity for shortages found in materials furnished 
under the contract. Am I correct about that? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The gentleman wil! find all the informa- 
tion in the testimony submitted with the report. 

Mr. CANNON of illinois. But, substantially,am I correct in 
my recollection about the matter? 

r. CUMMINGS. IT believe so. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, is there anything in the re- 
port which on the one hand condemns the President and the 
Secretary, or on the other justifies them, for having made that 
kind of settlement? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Howcanwe condemn them or justify them 
until we ascertain the actual amount of injury to the plates? 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. That answers my question. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. That is what we are endeavoring to find 


out. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I want to ask the gentleman 
from New York one further question—whether the minority of 
the subcommittee have read this report? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. They have not; but they unanimously au- 
thorized me to make report, and said that they would stand by 
it, ag? | one of them. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Whatever report you made? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Well, I think they made a very 
bold promise in that regard. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Well, I think they made a very wise one. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Now, in the absence of the mem- 
bers of the minority of the subcommittee, I simply ask that, if 
they should want to file a minority report hereafter, they shail 
have leave todoso. That is all. 

ay PAYNE, I do not see how there can be any objection to 
that. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Do you want toinsinuate that the Carne- 
gie Company can buy a minority report? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I want the Carnegie Company 
to have what they have not yet had—fair play in this thing— 
which they will not have if you have your way about it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. They have had fair play. I want to say 
to this House that the Carnegie Company has had in its employ 








1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





8645 


an officer of the United States Navy, who, on leave of absence from the Committee on Naval Affairs, is for the purpose of as- 


with pay, has been in the employ of the company for two years. 
He went upon the retired list last December, and is now in the 
employ of the Carnegie Company. He has represented the Car- 
negie Company at every meeting held by this committee of in- 
vestigation, while the Navy Department (on trial, as might be 
said, with the Carnegie Company) has been entirely unrepre- 
sented. 

The Carnegie Company has been represented from the begin- 
ning of this investigation up to the present time. It has had 
its own stenographer before the committee taking down the 
testimony. The company apparently would pot trust the offi- 
cial stenographer of the House. What more do you want for 
the Carnegie Company? Have they had fair play or have they 
not: 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No, certainly not, if you refuse | 


permission to the minority to file their views, accompanying 
your refusal with a statement that the minority of this investi- 
gating committee has not seen your report. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I am not authorized by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs to accept any such motion, and I will not ac- 
cept it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentlemen from 
New York allow me a single suggestion? I understood the 
gentleman just now, in offering the report, to make some re- 
guest about the printing of it, and it was suggested, perhaps by 


the Speaker, that it be printed in the RecoRD. Would it not | 


be better to 
the RECORD 

Mr. CUMMINGS. 
effect —— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. A simple request will be 
sufficient. Ifthe report be printed as a document instead of 
being printed in the RECORD, it will be much more easy to get 
atand more acceptable. In the RECORD it will probably be 
buried and lost. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It will be printed as a document, any- 


how. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That will be better than 
printing it in the REcoRD. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. But there will probably not be a sufficient 
number of copies indocument form to supply the demand. Con- 
sequently I have secured permission for the printing of the re- 
port in the RECORD. 

Mr. RICHARD-ON of Tennessee. If the gentleman wants 
more copies of the report than would be regularly printed, then 


print it in document form instead of printing it in 


If my friend will offer a resolution to that 


he might ask to have a double edition printed as a document. | 


There would be no objection to a resolution to _ a given 
number in addition to the usual number of printed reports. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If the gentleman will offer a resolution 
covering his suggestion I will accept it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
order be made for printing. How many copies does the gentie- 
man think would be necessary in addition to the usual number? 
Would 2,000 be sufficient? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I should say 5,000. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. To print 5,000 additional 
copies as a document would be bettera great deal than printing 
the report in the RECORD. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. But we already have permission to print 
the report in the RECORD. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If the gentleman is anx- 
ious to have additional copies, those copies would cost much 
more if printed in the RECORD (possibly 10 cents apiece) than in 
document form. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The report has already been authorized 
to go into the RECORD. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
wholly inaccessible in the RECORD. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Well, we can have the document, too. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But I want to getitoutof 
the RECORD. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. And Ido not want to get it out of the 
REcORD. I want to get it into the RECORD. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
be printed in the REcorpb. It is unusual to lumber up the Rec- 
ORD with such matters as this. It is an unnecessary expendi- 


But it will be almost 


ture; and we have a provision by which such reports can be | 


printed in the usual form for distribution. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Youcan not get too much information on 
this subject. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
York allow me a moment? 

Mr.CUMMINGS. With pleasure. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. I want to say just this about the 
matter, as I understand it. The desire to test these plates that 
are now on the vessels, as provided in the resolution reported 


I will ask, then, that an | 


I do not think it ought to | 


Will the gentleman from New | 


ec rtaining whether the company that supplied the plates has 
| complied with the contract or not. 
Mr.CUMMINGS. That is it precisely; and let me say-—— 
Mr. HENDERSON of lowa. Just one moment, to see if Tam 
| right in my impression. The company is interested in having 
this demonstrated just as much as the Government is. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. For I understand they claim 
| that the tests will show these plates to be a percentage better 
than the minimum under the contract. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. That is precisely what they claim. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. And the Government is inter- 
ested init, in having the best material for its battle-ships. Now, 
| if thiscompany had ten thousand Carnegies in it, for one Ishould 
insist upon the investigation [applause], and I think the gentle- 
|man from New York is entirely correct in the position he 
| takes. The minority of the committee have not made any re- 
port, and have not asked the privilege of making a minority re- 
ort. 

_ CUMMINGS. They have authorized me to make the re- 
port. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. And when a member of the mi- 
nority was present here I inquired of him whether there was 
any minority report, or if the members of the minority desired 
| to submit one, and I was answered that there was no minority 
report, but that the report to be made from the compnittee repre- 
sented the views of the entire committee. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. That is it. 
| Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Under these circumstances I 
| hope now that no member here present will antagonize the reso- 
lution. Let us put the knife of honest investigation into the 
question, and ascertain, as we ought to ascertain, what are the 
facts in connection with it. [Applause.] 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, in so far as the 
Carnegie Company is concerned, they are just as anxious for 
this investigation as the gentleman from New York or any of 
the members of the Naval Committee. There is no disposition 
| on their part to interfere in any manner or in any way, shape, 
or form with the investigation. But a report is brought here 
which prejudges the company, which condemns them, which 
criticises their action —— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Howdoyouknow? You have not read it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, I heard enough of it read 
to satisfy me as to what is its character. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Then you are easily satisfied. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Here is an investigation which 
has been going on before the Naval Committee for some months 
past. The people who appear here against that company have 
made their statements, and, with the exception of the informers, 
without being sworn. The people representing the Carnegie 
Company have all been compelled to testify under oath—— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I say, if the gentleman insists upon that 
assertion, he states what is false. Put that in your pipe and 
smoke it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Ob, well; itis hardly worth while 
for me to put that ‘‘in my pipe” or the gentleman from New 
York either. I state what is told me—— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Oh, what has been told you! 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE (continuing). And the informa- 
tion I get is to that effect. Whether it be correct or not, I do 
| not know personally, of course. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Let me say—— 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE (continuing). Here is a proposi- 
| tion brought in here which goes into the entire questions in- 
volved in the contract under which these plates were furnished 
to the Government. It has been siid that they do not come up 
to the requirements of the contract. Aninquisition wasformed, 
| and these people who furnished the plates, on the result of that 
| inquisition, were fined a large amount of money. The propo- 
sition is now made to take these plates off the vessels and sub- 
ject them to further tests. If they are up tothe contract speci- 
fications, the Government takes the plates and the money also. 
Now, in fairness and justice, if these plates stand the tests, the 
money ought to be refunded to the contractors. That is the 
sition that I have taken in regard to this matter. I only ask 

air play. 
But, Mr. Speaker, I am not inclined to stand in the way of in- 
| vestigation by obstruction; and under the declaration of the gen- 
| tleman from New York that he will not consent to the filing of 
a minority report if it be desired to file one, or to refund the 
money if these p!ates arefound up to the standard, the Carnegie 
| Company will do as it has done heretofore, will bear the burden 

all the same and be compelled to submit to what I regard as an 

injustice. 

I withdraw all opposition to the filing of the report and tothe 
resolution which the gentleman submits. 
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Mr. HUNTER. Before the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
takes his seat, [ would like to ask him if this company has not 
had a fair and full ore Nene to present their side of the ques- 
tion? Have not they had ample time and opportunity to present 
all their objections to what is required of them, and to submit 
their side of the controversy? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I make no objection to that. I 
do not object to the filing of the report or the printing of the 
report, but I do object to prejudging this company in advance; 
to ‘‘ hanging a man and then trying him.” 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I want to say to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that this resolution is not based upon the testimony of 
what the Carnegie Company were pleased to call the “ in- 
formers.” 

These resolutions are based on the admissions of the Carnegie 
Company itself, and upon no other foundation. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I will not object to the resolu- 
tion, but I denounce it as unfair, unless you propose to return 
the money if the plates stand the test, and I denounce your re- 
port as unfair and unjust in charging fraud when you admit that 
the facts can not be established without a test. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Then I demand the previous question on 
the adoption of the report and resolutions. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CUMMINGS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, before we leave this subject, 
I should like to ask unanimous consent that 4,000 copies of the 
report, testimony, and resolutions be printed. 

r, RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Thoonly objection which I 
would suggest would be that if it costs more than $500 it would 
not be in order to do it in this way. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ido not think that a résolution which has not 
been read in the House should be so ~e "4 

TheSPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS]? 

Mr. PAYNE and Mr. WILLIAM. A. STONE objected. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As I understand it, this report is to be 
printed as » document? 

The SPEAKER. It will be printed as a document, and also 
in the Recorp. That has already been ordered. 


REMOVAL OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Speaker, I wish to present certain 
resolutions from the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, 1, That the Architectof the Capitol is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to cause to be removed from the rooms in the basement and cellar of 
that portion of the Capito) south of the Rotunda hereinafter named all ma- 
terial any name and nature, to the rooms in the terrace that are not now 
ocoupied. 

Document room No. 1; documentroom No.3; document room No.6; south 
room in cellar; Wpol-ncaage rooms, and all other places where books and 
pers stored are not used during the where pr to do so. 

2. Thatafter removing the material from the rooms and places desig- 
nated that the same be thoroughly cleansed, purified, and such portions 
kalsomined as will be improved thereby. 

8. That all the rooms and Ss inthe basement and cellar be and 
thoroughly aired each secular day until the meeting of Co: ss in Decem- 
ber next; thatso much of the force asnow employed under the Doorkeeper of 
the House as “y be necessary to assist in the work of removal of public 
documents and cleansing the rooms be retained by the kee: wntil the 
work thus ordered is completed; and they shall be paid for su service at 
ihe same rate they are now receiving. 


Mr. SAYERS. Is this resolution reported by a committee? 

Mr. DURBOROW. It is. In explanation of this resolution, I 
will state that it was adopted at a recent meeting of the Com- 
mitiee on Ventilation and Acoustics, and carries out the recom- 
mendations of the experts who examined the ventilating appa- 
ratus during the spring. They recommended this action, and it 
is believed that it will greatly improve the ventilation of this 
Chamber and of the entire south end of the Capitol. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man in charge of this resolution how of the Doorkeeper’s 
force will be retained to do this work? the entire force is 
to be retained during the vacation, we want to know it. 

Mr. DURBOROW. I do not know that I can answer that 
question. 

Mr. SAYERS. [If the gentleman can notanswer the question, 
then he ought not to present this resolution. 

Mr. DURBOROW. It will be such t of the foree as will 
be necessary to do the work, and that will be determined by the 
Deorkeeper himself, as it will be done under his charge. 

Mr. PAYNE. i think this work ought to be done, and these 
documents ought to be removed. I donot see how they can be 


removed exeept by the Doorkeeper’s force, which has them in 
charge and knows how theyare arranged, 


can arrange them 
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after they are removed to the terrace. I have seen the docu- 
ments, and I do not think it will require an extended time toda 
the work. I think thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. DuURBOROw]| 
should limit the time in his resolution, so that the force will not 
be employed during the whole recess. 

Mr. DURBOROW. I have no objection to any limit which 
the gentleman will suggest. 

Mr. SAYERS. Where are the books to be removed to? 

Mr. DURBOROW. Torooms in the terrace. That is stated 
in the resolution. They are to be removed from the rooms des- 
ignated, and taken to other rooms in the terrace. The rooms 
where they are now are to be thoroughly cleaned and aired. 
They have not been cleaned and aired for a great many years. 
an PAYNE. A portion of the documents are now in the 

rrace. 

Mr. DURBOROW. [ have no objection to any time limit 
which the gentleman may suggest. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would suggest to the gentleman that he 
withdraw the resolution for the present. We shall meet again 
to-morrow, and he can than furnish the necessary information. 

Mr. DURBOROW. It is amatter for the House to determine. 
It is important to the health of the members. 

Mr. SAYERS. When resolutions or bills are brought before 
the House for consideration, gentlemen in charge of them ought 
to be able to 2 the House information. 

Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Speaker, with the understanding 
that thiscan be called up to-morrow morning I withdraw the reso- 
iution, and will eall it up then. The gentlemanfrom Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS] desires information as to the number of the force and 
the time it will probably require to move these books. I will 
investigate that and will call up the resolution again to-morrow. 

Mr. SAYERS. All right. 

The SPEAKER. The resoiution is withdrawn, The Clerk 
will cali the committees for reports. 

JURISDICTION OF THE POLICE COURT OF THE PISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 


Mr. LANE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
favorably the bill (S. 1414) to amend section 4 of an act entitled 
“An act to define the jurisdiction of the police court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia;” which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SACRAMENTO AND SAN JOAQUIN RIVERS, CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. CAMINETTI, from the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, reported a substitute for resolution authorizing the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors to visit and examine, during the 
recess of Congress, the tributaries of the Sacramento and San 
Joaquin system in California; which was referred to the Union 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to bo 
printed. 

COPYRIGHTS. 


Mr. HICKS, from the Committee on Patents, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 7853) to amend section 4956 and section 
11 following section 4967 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States relating to copyrights; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

The SPEAKER. This compietes the call 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 4 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. RITCHIE, from the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, reported adversely the bill (H.R. 5417) 
for the relief of Thornton Rawls. (Report No. 1467). Ordered, 
thatthe bill lie on the table. + 








PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. COFFEEN (by request): A bill (H.R. 8028) to encour- 
age deep mining in the United States—to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota (by request): A bill (H. 
R. 8029) to change the circulating medium of the United States 
and to make the same uniform—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 8030) for the coinage of stand- 
ard dollars out of the productof the mines of the United States— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 8031) providing for the creation of three 
commissioners of pensions instead of one—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 
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By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H.R. ¢ 
the manufacture of cotten on the free list—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 


7857) for the relief of John Sanderson, and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARWIG: A bill (H. R. 8019) granting a pension to 
Mary Cowles, widow of Alexander Seigel—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: 
of A. B. Pedigo—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R, 8021) for the relief of A. M. 
Webb, of Green Forest, Car roll County, Ark.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8022) for the payment of the claim of Mary 
J. McCall, of Eureka Springs, Carroll County, Ark., administra- 
trix of the estate of James Bridgman—to the Committeeon War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8023)for the relief of Mary Hutchens—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8024) for the relief of George W. Pierce, of 
Berryville, Carroll County, Ark.—to the Committee. on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a. bill (HL. R. 8025) to. pay E. J. Woolem, of Washington 
County, Ark., for carrying the mails from Rome, Ga., to Blue 
Mountain, Alabama—to the Committee on Claims: 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 8026) granting a.pension to 
Thomas L. Todd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr: RITCHIE: A bill (H. R. 8027) granting arrears of pen- 
sion, to George W. Boggs, late first. lieutenant Company G, 
Tenth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 8020) for the relief 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr: BRODERICK: Petition of Caleb Crothers and others, 
citizens of Kansas, favoring the suppression of lotteries in the 
United States—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. DINSMORE (by request): Petition of Thomas Cor- 
dingly, for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of certain citizens of Butte, 
Mont., in opposition tothe extension of time for payment of Pa- 
cifie railroad debts—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. HERMANN (by request): Petition for impeachment 
proceedingsagainst the Attor ney-General—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr: REILLY: -Two petitions of citizens of Schuylkill 
County, Pa., in favor of resolution requesting amnesty for po- 
litical offenses, ete.—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SWEET: Two petitions of certain citizens of Idaho, 
for the impeachment of the Attorney-General—to the Commit: 
tee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, August 24, 1894, 


Prayer by Rev. J. H. M’Carty, D. D., of the city of Wash- 

ington. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had on the 23d instant approved and signed the following 
acts: 

An act (S. 253) granting a pension to Maria Hall, widow of 
Joseph E. Doak, deceased; 

An act(S. 1007 ) to authorize the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to appoint adeputy coroner, and for other purposes; 

An act (S. 1772) extending the time for the completion of a 
railroad bridge over the Columbia River at or near Vancouver, 
in the State of Washington; 

An act (S. 1885) toe «tend the privileges of the transportation 
of dutiable merchand.se without appraisement to the. city of 
Ocala, in the State of Florida: 

An act (S. 2107) granting to the Northern Mississippi Railway 
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Company right of way through certain Indian reservations in 
Minnesot 

An act (S. 2269) providing for reconveyance by D ict Com- 
missioners of certain lands to Andrew J. Cur und Mary E. 
Curtis; 

An act (S. 2303) to ai thorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Contentnes Creek at Gr ifton, Lenoir County, N. C., 
and to establish it as a post-road; 

An act (S. R. 68) for the relief of W. . Mack, a clerk in the 


Reeord ond Pension Division of the War paola 


An act (S. R. 96) to extend the charter of the Maryland and 
Washington Railway Company; und 
An act (S. R.101) providing clerical assistance in the health 


the District of Columbia, 
BILL BECOME A LAW. 
also announced that the bill 


department of 


The mess (S. 16) granting a 


pension to “Nettio N. Seaver, having been present ed to the 
President on the 8th instant, and not having been returned by 
him. to the Senate within the ten days (Sundays exc« »pted) pre- 
scribed by the Constitution, had become a law without his sig- 


nature. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had | 
the following bills; 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R.561) for the relief of Johnand Sarah Griffin; and 

A. bill (H. R. 7407) for the relief of S. E. Hallford, of Alabama. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills 

A bill (S. 1005) to prevent the recording of subdivisions of land 
in the District of Columbia in the office of the recorder of d 

A bill (S. 2290) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an 
act entitled ‘An act granting the right of way to the Hutchison 
and Southern Railroad Company through the Indian Territory;’ ” 
and 

A bill (S. 


assed 


in which it requested theconcurrence of the 


‘eds; 


2318) for the relief of B. F. Berry. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; 
and the y were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 870) authorizing tie issue of « patent to the Presby- 
terian Board of Home Missions for certain lands on the Omaha 
Indian R vane ation for school purposes; 


A bill (S. 1458) granting to the Duluth and Wi innipeg R: <oe 
Cimieaes a right of way through the Chippewa and White Earth 
Indian Reservations in the State of Minnesota 

A bill (S. 2263) to amend section 553 of the Revised Statutes of 


the United States, relating to the organization of corporatio: 
within the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 2293) to provide for the improvement of the bui vein ig 
and grounds of the United States court and post-office at Litt 
Rock, Ark.; 

A bill (H. R. 7461) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to create 
a new division of the northern judicial district of Georgia,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1591; 

A joint resol lution (S. R. 99) to compile 
relating to street-railway franchises in the District of Columbia; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 102) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to provide rooms for the accommodation of the United 
States circuit and district courts and their officers at Meridian, 
Miss.; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 5) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to transfor a certain piece of land in the State of Mich- 
igan to the city of Saginaw; and 

A joint resolution (HH. Res. 220) instructing the Secretary of 
War to return to the State of Massachusetts the flags of certain 
regiments of Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry. 

THE JOURNAL. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask unanimous consent that the reading of 
the Journal of day before yesterday and the Journal of yester- 
day be dispensed with. 


»}and publish the laws 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 
Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 


sideration of executive business. 
Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Tennes 

request a leave of absence for my colleague? 

ARRIS. I yield tothe Senator from 


ee allow meto 


Mr. H 


moment, 


Mississippi for a 


LEAVE. OF 
* GEORGE. I ask tha 
erento 2d to my colloague {Mr. 


iljness in his family 
The VICE-PRE SIDENT. Is 


ABSENCE. 

an indefinite leave of absence be 
McCLAURIN], on account of serious 
The Chair 


there objection? 








8648 


hears none, and an indefinite leave of absence is granted to the 
junior Senator from Mississippi |Mr. MCLAURIN}. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HARRIS. I renew my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee, that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty-five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. JARVIS was, on his request, granted leave of absence for 
the remainder of the session. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. QUAY (for Mr. CAMERON) presented petitions of Coun- 
cil No. 109, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Mc- 
Keesport; Counci! No. 328, Junior Order United American Me- 
chanics, of Harrisburg; Council No. 507, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Port Marion; of Trade and Labor 
Council, of Reading; and of C. G, Creel, of Port Marion, all 
in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the 
so-called Stone immigration bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

He also (for Mr. CAMERON) presented sundry memorials of 
citizens of Brush Creek Valley, Hamburg, Broadtop, Philadel- 

hia, and Lemont, all in the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrat- 

ng against appropriating Government moneys for sectarian 
Indian sheeation, etc.; which were referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

BITUMINOUS COAL AND IRON ORE. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I presenta communication from the Acting 
Chief of the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department, 
transmitting certain information relative to importsand exports 
of bituminous coal and imports of iron ore for the last twent 

ears. I move that the communication be printed as a miscel- 
aneous document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CAPT. W. H. BIXBY. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7434) directing the issue of 
aduplicate of alost check drawn by er H. Bixby, Engineers, 
United States Army, at Newport, R. I., in favor of Messrs. 
Hughes Brothers & Bangs, to reportit without amendment, and 
to ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous c nsent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The ba was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

I. H. HATHAWAY & CO. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am directed by the Committee on 
Finance, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2322) for the relief of 
I. H. Hathaway & Co., to report it without amendment, and to 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. The preamble recites 
that Thomas H. Handbury, major os of Engineeers, United 
States Army, on the l4thof June, 1894, issued a check, numbered 
269798, for $10,115.34, on the assistant treasurer of the United 
States at New York, in favor of I. H. Hathaway & Co., in pay- 
ment of contract work done at the mouth of St. Johns River, 
Florida, which check is alleged to have been lost in transmission 
through the United States mails between St. Augustine, Fla., 
and Philadelphia, Pa.; and that the act of February 16, 1885, 
amending section 3645, Revised Statutes of the United States, 
authorizing United States disbursing officers and agents to issve 
duplicates of lostchecks, applies only to checks drawn to $2,500 








or less. 

The bill instructs Maj. Handbury to issue a duplicate of the 
original check, under such regulations in regard to its issue and 
payment as have been prescribed by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury for the issue of duplicate checks under the provisions of 
section 3646, Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I introduced a bill for the senior Sena- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and I desire that it shall appear 
the bill is in uced by him, by request. 

_ ‘The bill (S. 2824) to consolidate the five regiments of the ar- 
tillery of the Army with the Marine Corps of the Navy into a 
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corps of marine artillery, and to organize the field artillery of 
the Army, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. 2325) supplementary to an act 
entitled ‘“‘An act establishing a court of appeals for the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved February 9, 1893; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. QUAY (for Mr. CAMERON) introduced a bill (S. 2326) to 
place James T. Peale on the retired list of the United States 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


PENNSYLVANIA STATE CLAIM. 


Mr. QUAY. On behalf of my colleague [Mr. CAMERON], who 
is necessarily absent, I introduce a joint resolution, and ask for 
its immediate consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 104) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to cause the proper accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury to reéxamine the settlement of the Second Comptroller of 
May 22, 1893, of the claim from the State of Pennsylvania for 
expenses incurred in aiding the United States to suppress the 
late insurrection, etc., was read the first time by its title and 
the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Secretary 
of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, required to cause the proper account- 
ing officers of the Treasury to reexamine the settlement by the Second 
Comptroller of May 22, 1893, of the claim of the State of Pennsylvania for 
expenses incurred in aiding the United States to suppress the late insurrec- 
tion, for which reimbursement is provided in the act of Congress approved 
July 27, 1861 (12 Stats., 276), which directs “that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall pay to the govetace of any State, or to his duly authorized agents, 
the cost, charges, and expenses properly incurred by such State for enrolling, 
subsisting, clothi , , arming, equipping, paying, and transport- 
ing its troops employed in aiding to suppress the present insurrection,” and 
to report the amount expended, crediting such payments as have been made 
to the State for the purposes mentioned in said act on account of trou 
employed by the governor in aiding the United States to suppress the said 
insurrection or by the adjutant-general, or any other of the itary agents 
of the governor and being within the authority conferred upon governors of 
States General Orders numbered 78 of 1861 and 18 of 1 of the War De- 
par by which they are authorized to organize and prepare troops for 

he service as they may judge advantageous for the interests of the General 
Government and are made the lawful authority for raising volunteers, in- 
cluding such ao as were made by the State upon judgments rendered 
against the State for the use of fair grounds and buildings occupied by troops 
for recruiting and other purposes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the Senator from 
Pennsylvania make a little explanation of the object of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. QUAY. I never saw the resolution until it was handed 
to me this morning on behalf of my colleague. The object is to 
correct some errors which were made in settling the account of 
the State of Pennsylvania under the direct tax. 

Mr. HUNTON. It merely calls for a report, I understand. 

Mr. QUAY. Itisan instruction to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to reopen and reéxamine the settlement and correct errors, 
if there are errors. That is all of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the joint resolution come from a com- 
mittee? 

Mr. QUAY. No, it does not. { 

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me it is a pretty important mat- 
ter to consider without reference to a committee ifit undertakes 
to instruct any officers of the Government as to what they shall 


oO. 

Mr. QUAY. Ifthe Senator objects to its consideration the 
joint resolution can go over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it ought to go to a committee. 

Mr. QUAY. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

CORRECTION OF ERROR. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 105) to 
change the initials of a name in the Indian appropriation bill; 
which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the joint resolution. 

‘ oe joint resolution was read the second time at length, as 
ollows: 

By a oy ee 
Agency be corrected to read “ W. F.’’ Niedringhaus. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The jointresolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

WORLD'S COLUMBIAN COMMISSION DIPLOMAS. 

Mr. LINDSAY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 105) au- 
thorizing the ae _ the blank diplomas authorized by 
section 3 of the act of March 3, 1893, the names of the perscns 
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to whom the diplomas are to be awarded by the World’s Co- | 
lumbian Commission; which wag read the first time by its title. | 
I ask for the immediate consideration of the | 


Mr. LINDSAY. 
joint resolution. 


The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as | 


follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing, under.the supervision of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, be authorized to print upon the blank diplomas authorized by 
section 3 of the act of March 3, 1893, making appropriations for the sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 1894, the names of the 
ao whom the diplomas are to be awarded by the World’s Columbian 

mmission, and the language of the awards as furnished by the committee 
on awards of the World’s Columbian Commission; and the expense thereof 
shall be paid from the —————- of $103,009 contained in said section 3, 
See ereeeiaen is hereby made available for such purpose until ex- 
pended. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

LIGHT, HEAT, AND POWER COMPANY. 

Mr. HARRIS. Some weeks ago the bill (S. 2146) to incor- 

rate the National Gas and Electric Light, Heat, and Power 
mpany of the District of Columbia was adversely reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia and indefinitely 
postponed. I ask unanimous consent that the order indefinitely 
tponing the bill may be rescinded, and the bill recommitted 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthereobjection. TheChair hears 

none, and it is so ordered. 


PENNSYLVANIA RAILROAD COMPANY CLAIMS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I submit a resolution and ask 
for its present consideration. Before it is read I will state that 
it is a resolution similar to two others which have been passed 
at the present session, directing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to reéxamine and certify certain accounts about which there is 
some controversy. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be read. 

The resolution was read, and it was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to cause the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to reéxamine the 
certified claims of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company and its leased lines 
against the United States for transportation, numbered 4889 of the year 1884, 
for the sum of $14,878.93, and to submit the reasons in full for said certifi- 


cation, with a detailed statement of the facts upon which said claims 
originated. 
OWNERSHIP OF RAILROADS BY FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission be, and is hereby, re- 
quested to furnish the Senate such information as they can procure con- 
eerning the ownership of railroads by foreign governments, the rates charged 
for costying passengers and freight, as compared with the charges made by 
the railroads of the United States for like service, the cost of operating roads 
owned by —_ and the net revenue as compared with the roads of 
the United States. Also the wages paid to railroad employés by the gov- 
ernments operating roads, and also the wages paid to railroad employés for 
like services in the United States, and such other information as they may 
be able to furnish. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a joint resolution (H. Res. 226) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Navy to have certain armor plates removed and 
tested; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution authorizing the President of the Senate and 
Speaker of the House of Representatives to close the present 
session by adjourning their respective Houses on the 28th day 
of August, instant, at 2 o'clock p. m.; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1005) to prevent the recording of subdivisions of 
_ in the District of Columbia in the office of the recorder of 

eeds; 

A bill (S. 2290) to amend an act entitled ‘“An act to amend an 
act entitled ‘An act granting the right of way to the Hutchison 
and Southern Railroad Company through the [ndian Terri- 
tor : 9”) 

A bill (H. R. 2842) to reimburse George C. Tanner, late con- 
sul, and so forth, the sum of $200 paid by him for rent of rooms; 

A bill (H. R. 6529) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
— the St. Croix River between Wisconsin and Minnesota; 
an 
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A joint resolution (H. Res. 223) to correct an error in the act 
entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Voss.” 

BACK BAY BRIDGE. 

_Mr.GEORGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5478) to authorize the Biloxi and 
Back Bay Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
over that lg: ba the bay of Biloxi, in the State of Mississippi, 
known as Back Bay. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dere@ to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR INTERNAL REVENUE COLLECTION, ETC. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 8007) to provide for the collection of in- 
ternal revenue, and for other purposes: which I report back from 
the Committee on Appropriations favorably. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appro- 
priate $9,000 to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to employ 
such additional force as may be necessary for the collection of 
internal revenue; and $5,000 to carry into effect the convention 
between the United States and Venezuela providing for a refer- 
ence to arbitration of the claim of the Venezuela, Steam Trans- 
portationCompany against the Governmentof Venezuela, signed 
at Caracas on the 19th day of January, 1892. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PAY OF EMPLOYESS., 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am directed by the Committee on Ap- 
ropriations, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 
221) to pay the officers and employ¢s of the Senate and House of 
Representatives their respective salaries for the month of Au- 
gust, 1894, on the 23d day of said month, to report it without 
amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask the Senate to take up Order of 
Business 692 for present consideration. It is a resolution of the 
Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution reported by Mr. CAMDEN 
on the 13th instant from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be instructed toinquire and report 
to the Senate, what revision of, or amendments to, the rules, if any, should 
be adopted to secure a more efficientand satisfactory disposition of the busi- 
ness of the Senate; and for this purpose the said Committee on Rules is 
authorized to sit during the coming vacation. and any expense incident 
thereto shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and report 
also a code of joint rules for the government of the two Houses, if, in their 
opinion, it is expedient to do so. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I feel constrained to object to the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will state that the object of the reso- 
lution is to authorize the Committee on Rules to sit during the 
recess for the purpose of revising the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. That is just why | object to it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution. 

Cc. P. GOOCH. 

Mr.COKE. lIask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H.R. 
3334) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to the heirs or legal representatives of C. P. Gooch certain 
money due him for carrying the mail. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to 
the heirs or legal representatives of C. P. Gooch $65, being bal- 
ance due him for carrying the mail on route No. 8237, in the 
State of Louisiana, from January I to March 31, 1861. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MOUNT VERNON ELECTRIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr.HUNTON. lIask unanimous consent to call up for con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 7515) granting the rightoi way through 
the Arlington reservation for electric railway purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
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Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment 
in section 1, line 25, atter the word ‘‘ passengers,” to insert ‘ on 
such plans;” so as to read: 

And the said company shall repair at its own expense, in a manner satis- 
factory to the Secretary of War, any damage, injury, or displacement that 
may be done to roads, footways, bridges, or fences upon or through the Gov- 
ernment lands referre“ to in this act by the construction or operation of the 
said electric railway compauy, and shall erect such sheds or other shelter 
for the comfort and convenience of passengers on such plans and at such 
points as the Secretary of War shall direct. 


Mr. HUNTON. To this amendment I would have no objection 
if we could get the bill back to the other House and have it con- 
curred in there; but I have consulted with the chairman of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia [Mr. HARRIS] and the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], and they do not ob- 
ject to having the amendment disagreed to. Iask the Senate 
todisagree to the amendment of the committee, 

The amendment was rejected, 

Mr. MANDERSON., I desire to sayas to theamendment that 
under the circumstances [ withdrew my desire to have the clause 
inserted, believing that the bill by its terms will give to the 
Secretary of War full power to exercise supervision over the 
plan or style of any building that may be erected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOME FOR DESTITUTB, COLORED PERSONS. 

Mr. TURPIE. ITagk unanimous consent tocall up for present 
consideration the bill (H. R. 7095) te provide for the erection of 
au national home for aged andinfirm colored persons, and for the 
maintenance of the inmates thereof, 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let the bill be read for information. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. Tam compelled ta object to this measure. 





It is a bill which would take from the asury a very large 
amount of money, which under its terms would be pl in the 
hands of a corporation organized under the general laws of the 


District of Columbia, I trust the Senator from Indiana will not 
press the bill. It seems to me it ought to be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and if this money is to be ex- 
pended in the interests of the colored people, it ought to be done 
under greater safeguards than are provided for in the bill. 

Mr. TURPIE. ‘The Senator from Indiana would be exceed- 
ingly glad to have the bill passed if it could be done. All he 
can do is to ask that every Senator present shall consent to its 
present consideration, and if the Senator objects I have no 
remedy. But no member ought to object on the ground stated 
by the Senator from Maryland. This isentirely a local bill. It 
takes nota penny from the National Treasury. It was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and carefully 
considered and favorably re Those objections ought not 
te obtain. But if through personal caprice, or from any other 
motive a Senator wishes to object, I have no remedy. 

Mr. GORMAN. I never object to the consideration of a bill 
from personal caprice, and ce I have none towards the 
Senator from Indiana and those who are bringing forward this 
measure. I object from public considerations and asa matter of 

oposed legislation, and nothing beyond that. I will say to the 
Senator from Indiana that after a careful examination of the bill 
and after reading the report Iam perfectly satisfied in my own 
mind that it would be unwise to pass the bill. Now, I differ 
with the Senator from Indiana and the gentlemen on the com- 
mittee who have reported the bill. Still I donot believe that the 
bill can be passed without careful consideration, and certainly 
not without amendments being offered on the part of others. 
Under the cireumstances, and without the slightest feeling 
against the Senator from Indiana or anyone else who supports 
the bill, I do not think it ought to be pressed at this time. 

Mr. TURPIE. The Senator from Maryland is mistaken in 
supposing that this bill has not been considered, or that it has 
been carelessly considered. I assure the honorable Senator that 
the bill has been very carefully considered. It was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia and it has. been fully 


discussed there. 
| object to the further discussion of this ques- 


— GEORGE. 
tion, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The consideration of the bill is-ob- 
jected to. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. COCKRELL. [ask the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the resolution from the House of Representatives fixing a time 
for the final adjournment of the two Houses of Co 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate follo 
conourrent resolution from the House of Representatives; whi 
was read: 

desolved, by the Senate aad House of Representatives, That the President of 
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the Senate and Speaker of the House of Representatives be authorized to 
close the present session by adjourning their respective Houses on the 2st) 
day of August instant, at 2 o'clock p. m. 

Mr. VEST. On what day of the week is the 28th? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Tuesday. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that when the Senate adjourn to- 
a it be to meet on Monday next. 
he motion was agreed to. 


ALLOTMENTS OF LAND TO INDIANS, 


Mr. JONES of Arkanas. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 2295) authorizing the Seere- 
tary of the Interior to correct errors where double allotments 
of land have erroneously been made to an Indian, to correct 
errors in patents, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
ee proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as fol- 

Ows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That in all cases where it shall appear that a double 
allotment.of land has heretofore been, or shall hereafter be, wrongfully or 
erroneously made by the Secretary of the Interior to any Indian, by an as- 
sumed name or otherwise, or where a mistake has been or shall be made in 
the a of the land inserted in any patent, said Secretary is hereby 
antha: and directed, during the time that the United States may hold 
the title to the land in trust for anysuch Indian and for which a conditional 
patent may have been issued, to rectify and correct such mistakeand cancel 
any patent which may have been erroneously and wrengfully issued, when- 
ever in his opinion the same ought to be for error in the issuo 
thereof, or for the best interests of the Indtan, and, if ssession of the 
pe gn patent can not be obtained, such cancellation be effective if 
made upon the records of the General Land Office; and no proclamation 
shall be necessary to open the lands so allotted to settlement. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

S. E. HALLIORD. 


Mr. PUGH. Task that House bill 7407 be laid before the Sen- 


ate. 

The, bill (H. R. 7407) for the relief of S. E. Hallford, of Ala- 
bama, was read twice by its title, 

Mr. PUGH. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of tho 
Whole, ed to consider the bill. It proposes to reinvest 
in S. E. lford the title to certain lands in Alabama bought 
by the United States at a sale made by the marshal of the mid- 
dle division of that State. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading; read the third time, and passed. 


MATHEW S. PRIEST. 


Mr. PASCO, Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. 
R. 1314) for the retief of Mathew S. Priest. I call up the bill 
at the request of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRicE], who takes 
an interest in the case. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was re ted from the Committee on Claims with 
amendments: In line 3, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
‘*six hundred” and insert ‘‘ three hundred and seventy-five;”’ 
and in line 8, before the word ‘‘ day,” to strike out “ twenty- 
seventh” and insert ‘‘seventeenth;” and to strike out section 2 
of the bill, in the following words: 

Sec. 2 That the sum hereby appropriated is made immediately available 

So as to make the bill read: 


Best enacted, ete., That the sum of 9875 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise priated, to 
compensate Mathew S. Priest for services rendered by him for the Govern- 
ment of the United States from the 16th day of March to the 17th day of 
August, 1863, as engineer of the steamers Silver Wave and Moderator; in 
passing the batteries of Vicksburg, Warrenton, and Grand Gulf, and for re- 


pairing steamers. 
The amendments were to. 
The dill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PASCO. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was to. : 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PAsco, 


r. MOLAURIN, and Mr. MrrcHELt of Oregon were appointed. 


OSAGE RIVER BRIDGE. 
Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
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of the bill (H. R. 7571) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Osage River, in the State of Missouri. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third roading, read the third time, and passed. 


os? 
MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7572) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at De Witt, Carroll County, Mo., and 
to establish it as a post-road. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

TARIFF COMPARISON. 

Mr. GORMAN. [ report from the Committee on Printing a 
concurrent resolution and ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. TURPIE. I object. 

Mr. GORMAN. There can not be any objection made to the 
report. An objection to the consideration of the resolution can 
be entertained. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will be 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the louse of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 60,000 copies of the Comparison of the Tariff Law of 1890 and 1894, 
ee under the supervision of the Senate Committee on Finanee, 25,000 
copies for the use of the members of the Senate and 35,000 copies for the 
use of the members of the House of Representatives of the Pifty-third Con- 
gress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Maryland 
what comparison it is proposed to print? 

Mr. GORMAN. Itisacomparison prepared by the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. VEST. There have been two or three of those compari- 


sons. 
Mr. ALLISON. It is the last one, I presume. 
Mr. GORMAN. It is the last one, prepared by the Commit- 


tee on Finance. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would it not be well enough to find out 
whether the bill will become a law before an order is made to 
print? I believe we have no official assurances in regard to the 
exact status of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suppose everyone will want to have it 
printed. Every Senator will want copies. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, yes; I should like to have it-printed. 

Mr. GRAY. It will be in demand whether it becomes a law 
or not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are numerous applications for it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not making any formal objection. 
merely made an inquiry. 

Mr. VEST. It is the last comparative statement, I under- 
stand, that is to be printed. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is the last comparative statement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that there 
is objection to the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. RANSOM subsequently said: As to the concurrent reso- 
lution reported by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] 
just now from the Committee on Printing there is a misunder- 
standing. It was the impression that an objection was made to 
its consideration. There was none, and I ask that the resolu- 
tion be passed. 

Mr. TURPIE. I withdraw my objection to the resolution. I 
have looked at it,and I find that it has been carefully consid- 
ered. My bill was not carefully considered, it seems. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana with- 
ab his objection to the consideration of the concurrent reso- 

ution. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to. 

PETER GRANT STEWART. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask the Senate to take up the 
bill (S. 118) for the relief of Peter Grant Stewart, of Oregon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Allow me to make a statement, 
and I think the Senator from Missouri will not object. The 
beneficiary in this case is an old man, 93 years of age, living in 
my State. The bill has beenreported twice. Ithas beenon the 
Calendar for along time. It proposes to pay for property taken 
for amilitary reservation forty-fouryearsago. Itis tardy justice, 
te say the least, and I should like to be able to say to the old 
man, who can not live many months longer, that his bill has 


I 
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passed the Senate. It has been unanimously reported twice 
from the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the Order of Business: 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is Order of Business 700. 
is a very short bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think I once had that case in my hands. 
[ hope the Senator from Oregon wili not insist on calling up 
the bill. I investigated one of those casesabout property taicen 
in that reservation years and years ago, and unless there isa 
great deal of additional evidence there is a very shadowy foun- 
dation for the existence of the claim. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Let 
Missouri—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator w 
the present condition of the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Missouri is 
evidently laboring under a misapprehension about this matter. 
There were three of these cases. The Congress of the United 
States has paid $25,000 for a precisely similar case growing out 
of property taken in the same reservation. Thisis the second 
case, aad the other case is pending, involving asimilar amount 
to this, before the Committee on Claims. The report states the 
case fully. There can not be any question about it. I hope the 
Senator will allow this to be done. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not think the Senator 
ought to insist on it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
ought not to object to the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator knows I am not in the habit 
of objecting, but examined some of those claims and I found 
them to be without one particle of foundation. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. When the Senator makes that 
statement, J can say that the Committee on Claims have consid- 
ered this case iwice favorably, and have reported it twice unani- 
mously to the Senate, and they are of opinion that it is a meri- 
torious case. The Senator can notsay that he has examined this 
case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I¢ will not hurt the Senator from Oregon 
to let this case go over on the reasonable request of a Senator 
who does not make a captious objection. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. Itwillnothurt me atall whether 
the case goes over or whether the bill is passed. I will say, be- 
fore it goes ever, if it has to go over, that it would be a great 
satisfaction to me if I should be able tosay to this old man when 
I return to Oregon, who is now 92 years of age, that the Senate 
of the United States has adopted the report of the committee 
that was made twice in his favor. That is all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I willlook atit. I will not insist on my 
objection if the Senator will let the bill be laid aside until { can 
examine the report. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Allright. Here is the report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I havethe report here, but I have not had 
time to examine it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
jected to. 

PROCEEDINGS UNDER CALL * THE SENATE. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is pending a eall of the Senate not yet 
fully executed. I move that all further proceedings under the 
call be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER sE AT ST. LOUIS. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask unanimous consent to call up for present 
consideration the bill (H. R. 5645) authorizing the construction 
of a bridge over the Mississippi River to the city of St. Louis 
in the State of Missouri, from some suitable point between the 
north line of St. Clair County, Ll., and the southwest line of said 
county. ~ 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
that I have an amendment. 
tion to the bill being passed. Otherwise I must object toit. M 
amendment is to add the following proviso at the end of the bi 
as it now stands: 


It 


say to the Senator from 


ill not insist on it in 


from Oregon 


The Senator from Missouri 


The consideration of the bill is ob- 


UL 


BRID 


I wish to say to the Senator from Illinois 
If it is accepted,I have no objec 
ty 
ll 


Provided, That no bridge coustructed under this act shall be located within 
adistance of 2 miles above or below elther of the two bridges across the 
said river at St. Louis, Mo., at present known as the Eads Bridge and the 
Mercha Bridge 

Mr. PALMER. Of course I can not accept the amendment. 


Mr. ALLISON. It isa very important amendment. 

Mr. PALMER. It is a very important amendment—too im- 
portant to be accepted, if I can help it. 

Mr. COCKRELAK. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. PALMER. I hope that we shall be able to dispose of the 
bill. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes; let us dispose of it. 

Mr. HARRIS. ILask the Senator from Missouri to withdraer 
the motion. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I will withdraw it for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois asks 
ynanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill in- 
dicated by him. Is there objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object unless my amendment can be 

reed to. 

r. VEST (to Mr. PALMER). Let the amendment go in. 

Mr. PALMER. I can not accept the amendment, and if con- 
sent is dependent upon my acceptance of the amendment, of 
course the objection must be regarded as final. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the present 
consideration of the bill. 


BARK SKUDESNAES. 


Mr. RANSOM. I beg leave to report back from the Commit- 
vee on Commerce without amendment the bill (H. R. 6888) for 
the registry or enrollment of the bark Skudesnaes. It isa ve 
small bill, and it is my neglect that it has not been reported an 
attended to before. It is all right, and I hope the Senate will 
consider it and pass it. There is not a dollar involved in it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information. 

Mr. RANSOM. Thatis right. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Commissioner of Na tion is hereby author- 
ized and directed to admit to registry as a bark of the United States the 
bark Skudesnaes, a foreign-built vessel, wrecked in American waters, Y nat 
chased, repaired and owned by C. C. ckney, jr., of Charleston, S. C., a 
citizen of the United States. 


Mr. RANSOM. The law has been complied with, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury is in favor of the passage of the bill. 
Task that it be put on its es. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R.561) for the relief of John and Sarah Griffin 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 5740) incorporating the Society of American 
Florists was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 226) nee directing the 
Secretary of the Navy to have certain armor plates removed and 
tested, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to send an amendment to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs to accompany the joint resolution instruct- 
ing the Secretary of the Navy to test certain armor plates. 

r. HARRIS. Let it be printed and referred with the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. QUAY. Very well. The amendment simply provides 
that if the plates when tested prove to be equal to or above the re- 

uirements of the contract of the Carnegie Company with the 
vernment the fine heretofore imposed upon them for defect- 
ive plates shall be refunded. That is fair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution and the pro- 
posed amendment will be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and the amendment will be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. HUNTON. Iask fora leave of absence for the remainder 
of the session on account of the sickness of my wife, who is at 


Cape i . 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and leave of absence is granted. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HARRIS rose. 

Mr. QUAY. I understand that the Senator from Tennessee 
is about to move an executive session. Before he makes that 
motion I desire to mention to the Senate that it is more than 
probable that no further legislative business will be transacted 
at the present session, and if a Senator has _ business of that 
character which he wishes to have disposed of to-day it had 
better be done now before the Senator from Tennessee takes us 
back into executive session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I supposed we were through. 

Mr. QUAY. If we are through, it is all right. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 


eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After one minute spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1 o’clock and 
25 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, August 
27, 1894, at 12 o’clock m. 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate August 24, 1894. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

John W. Beekman, of New Jersey, to be attorney of the 
United States for the district of New Jersey, vice Henry 8. 
White, whose term expired August 22, 1894. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

Samuel Puleston, of Florida, to be marshal of the United 
States for the northern district of Florida, as constituted by act 
en July 23, 1894. The term of Edmund C. Weeks as mar- 
shal for said northern district, as constituted prior to July 23, 
1894, expired April 22, 1894. 

CONSUL. 

Robert J. MacBride, of Wisconsin, to be consul of the United 
States at Leith, Scotland, vice Francis H. Underwood, deceased. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

George M. Hanson, of Maine, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Passamaquoddy, in the State of Maine, to suc- 
= George A. Curran, whose termof office has expired by lim- 

on. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

James Dougherty, of Illinois, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Peoria, in the State of Illinois, to succeed Philip Smith, 
resigned. 

PASSED ASSISTANT SURGEON, MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Assistant Surg. Milton J. Rosenau, of Pennsylvania, to he 

d assistant surgeon in the Marine Hospital Service of the 
nited States. 
JUSTICE OF PEACE IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Emanuel M. Hewlett, of the District of Columbia, to be justice 
of the peace in and for the District of Columbia, to be assigned 
~ = city of Washington, whose term will expire August 27, 

$94. 


POSTMASTERS. 

John W. Ryland, to be postmaster at San Jose, in the county 
of Santa Clara and State of California, in the place of Thomas 
Kelley, whose commission expired March 20, 1894. 

J. Meares Lee, to be postmaster at Thomasville, in the county 
of Thomas and State of Georgia, in the place of Adam D. Rike, 
whose commission will expire September 30, 1894. 

Horace Gauger, to be postmaster at Milton, in the county of 
Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of 
Robert W. Correy, whose commission expired June 18, 1894. 

William C. Doyle, to be tmaster atSycamore, in the county 
of Dekalb and State of Illinois, inthe place of Arthur J. Driver, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

John P. Sweeney, to be postmaster at Lawrence, inthe county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Lewis G. 
Holt, whose commission expired July 11, 1894. 

David L. Sollenberger, to be postmaster at Shamokin, in the 
county of Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania, in the 
place of Simon C. Wagonseller, whose commission expired Au- 
gust 13, 1894. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry arm. 

Second Lieut. William C. Rivers, First Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, August 18, 1894, vice Robins, Third Cavalry, de- 
ceased. 

CHAPLAIN IN THE NAVY. 

W. E. Edmonson, a resident of North Carolina, to be a chap- 
lain in the Navy (subject to the physical examination required 
by law), to fill a vacancy in that grade. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 24, 1894. 
UNITED STATES AGENT. 

Alexander Porter Morse, of the District of Columbia, to be 
agent of the United States before the commission to arbitrate 
the claim of the Venezuelan Steam Transportation Company 
against the Government of Venezuela. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Edward Grosse, of New York, to be collector of internal rev- 

enue for the third district of New York. 
INDIAN AGENT. 

Joseph R. Jewell, of Olean, N. Y., to be agent for the Indians 

of the New York Agency in New York. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 
Samuel Puleston, of Florida, to be marshal of the United 
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States for the northern district of Florida, as constituted by act 
approved July 23, 1594. 
CONSUL. 

Robert J. MacBride, of Wisconsin, to be consul of the United 

States at Leith, Scotiand. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

James Daugherty, of Illinois, to be surveyor of customs for 

the port of Peoria, in the State of Illinois. 
JUSTICE OF PEACE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Emanuel M. Hewlett, of the District of Columbia, to be justice 

of the peace in and for the District of Columbia. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry arm. 

Second Lieut. William C. Rivers, First Cavalry, to be first 

lieutenant, August 18, 1894. 
CHAPLAIN IN NAVY. 

W. E. Edmonson, a resident of North Carolina, to be a chap- 
lain in the Navy (subject to the physical examination required 
by law). 





POSTMASTERS. 


Edwin C. Jenney, to be postmaster at Hyde Park, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

W. D. Gerard, to be postmaster at Osborne, in the county of 
Osborne and State of Kansas. 

Thomas |’. Higgins, to be postmaster at Terryville, in the 
county of Litchfield and State of Connecticut. 

Frank P. Marble, to be postmaster at New Hartford, in the 
county of Litchfield and State of Connecticut. 

Mitchell Chadwick, to be postmaster at Newark, in the county 
of Wayne and State of New York. 

John D. Brennan, to be postmaster at Medina, in the county 
of Orleans and State of New York. 

Thomas S. Rourke, to be postmaster at Unionville, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut. 

Thomas W. Anderson, to be postmaster at Cherryvale, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Kansas. 

Barney O'Neil, to be postmaster at Howard, in the county of 
Miner and State of South Dakota. 

John W. Ryland, to be postmaster at San Jose, in the county 
of Santa Clara and State of California. 

J. Monroe Lee, to be postmaster at Thomasville, in the county 
of Thomas and State of Georgia. 

Horace Gauger, to be postmaster at Milton, in the county of 
Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania. 

William C. Doyle, to be postmaster at Sycamore, in the county 
of Dekalb and State of Illinois. 

David L. Sollenberger, to be postmaster at Shamokin, in the 
county of Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, August 24, 1894, 


The House metat 12 0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SHELL, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Brosivs, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. MADDOX, for the rest of the session. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. BRostIus obtained leave to with- 
draw the papers filed in connection with the bill (A. R. 3801) for 
the relief of the legal owners of the Columbia bridge, at Colum- 
bia, Pa., for reference to the Treasury Department for further 
examination and report. 

PRIVILEGE UNDER LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- | 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HUDSON. Is it proper, under the privilege to print a | 

ch concerning any particular subject, to discuss subjects | 
wholly different from that particular subject, and not germane 
to the question? 

The SPEAKER. That isa very hard question for the Chair 
to decide. There is alwaysa great deal of latitude exercised 
by members under leave to print. 
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Mr. HUDSON. I wish to knowif it is proper and if that may 
be done. If one may discuss individuals, or the records of indi- 
viduals, under leave to print a speech concerning the tariff bill 
that was recently before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would not like to determine an 
abstract question like that. 

Mr. PAYNE. I wish to know whether the gentleman refers 
to anything already done or something which he proposes to do. 

Mr. HUDSON. To something already done. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following reso- 
lution. 

The Clerk read as foilows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, That the President of 
the Senate and Speaker of the House of Representatives be authorized to 


close the present session by adjourning their respective Houses on the 28th 
day of August instant, at 2o0’clock p. m. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Mr.Speaker,I move that whenthe House 

adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
he question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. LOUD. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—aye3 76, noes 10. 

Mr. LOUDand Mr. HUDSON. No quorum. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, Mr. CATCHINGS, and the gentleman 
from California, Mr. Loup. 

Pending the count of tellers, 

Mr. LOUD said: Mr. Speaker, with the assurances that I have 
that there is no show for repentance on the part of the Execu- 
tive, I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. Then the ayes have it, and the motion is 
agreed to. 





BILLS PASSED THIS CONGRESS. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I want to make a request 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I want to ask unanimous consent to pub- 
lish in the RECORD, after we have adjourned, statement show 
ing the bills that have passed this Congress, by title; also the 
bills that have passed this House, but have not been passed by 
the Senate. I think it would be a matter of useful information 
for the House. It is to be published without comment. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would not object to a list of the bills which 
have become laws, but can hardly see the force or necessity for 
the publication of those that have not become laws. 

Mr. SICKLES. It shows the amount of work that has been 
done by the House. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It would be a matter of information to 
members as to what they have done. 

Mr. LOUD. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ido not think there ought to be any ob- 
jection to it; indeed, I think such a list ought to be published 
every Congress. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think [shall object to publishing any beyond 
those that have become laws. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It would be a matter of great usefulness 
to members, and I hope my friend will not make that objection. 
I say to my friend that the statement can do no possible harm, 
and will be useful to many members. Every member is inter- 
ested in showing what bills have passed and what bills have not 

assed. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom Mississippi[Mr.Catcu- 
INGS] asks unanimous consent to print in the REcorD, without 
comment, a list of the titles of bills passed by the present Con- 
gress, and also of those passed by the House but not acted upon 
by the Senate. Is there objection? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will get it into the REcorp before this 
House adjourns. If I can not do it in one way I will do it in an- 


| other. 


ALIEN ANARCHISTS. 


Mr. TERRY. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2314) to provide for the exclusion and 
deportation of alien anarchists. I send to the desk an amend- 
ment which I propose to offer to the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That no alien anarchist shail hereafter be permitted to 
land at any port of the United States, or be admitted into the United States, 
ullnot be so construed as to apply to political refugees 
‘rs, oLher than such anarchists. 

2. Thatt poard of specialigquiry, authorized under the immigration 
act of March 3, 18% 1all diligently inquire of any alienseeking admission into 
the United States, who is suspected of being an anarchist, by pertinent ques- 
tions, as to his antecedents, his opinions as to government, and whether he 
belongs to any society or association of known anarchistic tendencies; and 
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itmay examine the person of such alien for marks indicative of such mem- 
vership; it may accept evidence of the immigrant’s common reputation as 
an anarchist, and the orders, decrees, or judgments of foreign governments 
and police notitications as prima facie evidence, which may be deemed sut- 
ficient, unless successfully controverted, to prevent the on of such 
alien. 

Sxc. 3. That where the Superintendent of Immigration is satisfied from 
oath or affirmation filed with him that any alien anarchist has been allowed 
to land or has come into the United States contrary to law, or such officer 
has reason to believe from oath or affirmation filled with him that any alien 
in the United States is an anarchist and that his ce in this countr 
Will be a menace to the Government or to the peace and well being of soci- 
ety in general, he may issue a warrant and cause such suspected alien an- 
archist to be taken into custody and brought before such Superintendent, 
who shall proceed without unnecessary delay to hear the evidence upon 
such charge and shall afford the suspected person an opportunity to sub- 
mit evidence in his defense, and if, after such hearing, the Superintendent 
shall be satisfied that the person accused is an alien anarchist and has been 
allowed to land or has come into the United States contrary to law, or is 
satisfied that such person is an alien anarchist and thet his presence in this 
country Will be a menace to the Government or to the peace and well being 
of society in general, the said Superintendent shall cause him to be con- 
veyed to the Fae of departure and thence returned to the country whence 
he came; and ifsuch anarchist was allowed to land or came into this coun- 
try contrary to law, he shall be returned at the expense of the importing 
vessel, but if already in the country at the timeof the passage of this act, or 
if he entered from an adjoining country of which he is not a citizen, then he 
shall be returned to the country of his nativity at the expense of the United 
States, The Superintendent of Immigration, for the purposes of such hear- 
ings, shall have power to administer oaths, to summon and compel the at- 
tendance of witnesses, and to take testimony upon the questions involved, 
and may require any inspector of immigration or may authorize 
any other person to execute process, to make arrests, and to ae to 

deported. ore 





portsof d ure persons ordered weet ey as 
said Superintendent, and upon any h provided for in the fourth sec- 
tion.of Lhis act, the samekind of evidence inbefore authorized to be re- 


ceived before the board of special inquiry on the admission of alien immi- 
grants may be allowed and with the like effect. 

lt is further provided that any person arrested for an alien anarch- 
ist and ordered to be deported by the Supermtendent of tion shall 
have aright of appeal to the Secretary of the Treasury, who hear and 
——— such appeal under such rules and regulations as he may pre- 
seribe, and sing ensh sqpenh the catenat shall not be exe- 
cuted, but the decision of the Secretary of the such appeal 
shall be final and conclusive, but no Anal order of d shall be car- 
ried out until eaid alien snarehist has an opportunity, if he so desires, to 
apply tora wen ot habeas corpus, to be issued b: eae judge < by annem 
States court, and u aD hearing upon such Wr. theq 0 e , 
ee _ the reguiarty of itn may a ae The Sec- 
retary Treasury may eu of customs at any port 
to proceed against any alien anarchist, according to the provisions of this 
act, and in such proceedings to perform all the duties exercise all the 
powers hereby conferred on the Superintendent Fee 

Spo. 4. That in cases where, the trial and n of any alien of 
any crime or misdemeanor involving moral turpitude, in United States 
courtor courtof recordof any Stateor Terri or the of Columbia, 
it shall appear from the evidence produced at trial that such alien isan 
anarchist, or that his remaining in this country will bea menaocwto the Gov- 
ernment or to the peace aud well-being of yin the 
judge shall direct that a further hearing shall be ‘ore him upon tha 
matter at an early day, of which the convicted alien shall have due notice, 
and at which he be allowed to be heard and inuroduce evidence in his 
defense; and if the said judge shall be satisfied from the evidence uced 
at guch hearing that suck convicted alien is an anarchist, or that his remain- 
ing in the country will be a menace to the Government or to the peace and 
well-being of society in general, he may direct that in addition to other pun- 
isoments adjudged, the said convicted alien, after undergoing such - 
ments, shall be taken before a commissioner of immigration at a port of 
entry, who shali order bis deportation at the expense of the United States 
to the country from whieh he came. Should he thereafter return to the 
United States, he shall be arrested and sentenced to condinement in a peni- 
tenslary for a period not exceeding four years, and afterwards again de- 


port 

Sexo. 5, That the Secret of the is authorized in his discretion 
to appoint such number of immigration agents as he may deem necessary, 
not exceeding twelve in number, at a salary not exceeding $2,600 each per 
annum, whose duties shall be to abroad and make investigations in 
— a under such aa tare nts Ce te cae 
tary ury may prescri , aD’ 
es ally to aih <A tly inquire and inforts themselves as to the char- 

of intended imm . whether anarchists, criminals, or alten con- 

uact laborers, availing themseives of police records, decrees of 
and any and every source of information useful and obtainable 80 as to en- 
able them to arrive at correct conclusions, and to report thereon from time 
te time to the Superintendent of Immigration, and to execute such other 
duties relating to the matters aforesaid as the Secretary of the Treas 
mney rae: Sot On te eee law and the sal- 
aries o e agents, the sum here pro, 

So. 6. That the fact that an alien has Aontened tis tevektion to become a 
citizen of the United States shall constitute no bar to proceedings 
him under this act or under the acts to which it ia an amendment, 


Mr. TERRY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have sent up an amend- 
ment, which is intended to obviate certain objections that have 
been made to the bill as it passed the Senate. I ask that the 
amendment be read. . 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Add at the end of section | the following: 

“The word ‘anarcaist,’ as used in this act, shall be construed to mean one 
Who advocates the destruction by violence either of all government or of 
the Government of the United States." 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present cOmsidera- 
tion of this Senate bill? 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey and Mr. BOEN. [I object. 

LIST OF PRIVATE CLAIMS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
preseat a privileged report, which I send to the desk. I ask 
that the resolution accom ing the report be read. 

The resolution was , a8 follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be authorized and directed to supply 
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the Public Printer, as rapidly as possible, with the copy of the digested 
summary and alphabetical list of private claims presented to the House of 
Representatives from the Forty-seventh to the Fifty-first Congress, inclu. 
sive, as the same is prepared by him; and the Public !rinter is hereby au 
thorized to cause the same to be printed. , 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That resolution simply 
providesfor printing the index of private claims. I wish to add 
an amendment at the end of the resolution, providing that only 
the usual number shall be printed. ; 

Mr. PAYNE. Why not continue the publication down to the 
present time? I understand from the reading of the resolution 
that it includes only from the Forty-seventh to the Fifty-first 
Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The list has been com- 
pleted only that far. The Clerk of the House is required to pre- 

are the list, and he has it completed only down tothe Fifty-first 
ugress. I move to add at the end of the resolution, ‘‘ but only 
the usual number shall be printed.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The report accompanyiny 
the resolution is somewhat long, and I do not think it is neces- 
sary to read it, but I ask that it be printed in the Recorp. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, amotion to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 

The report is as <vllows: 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, from the Committee on Printing, submit- 
ted the follo’ report (to accompany resolution submitted by mr. Kripss, 
December 12, 1 eee eodkate the ting of the index of private claims 
from the Forty-seventh to Fifty-first Congress, inclusive): 

The Committee on to whom was referred the resolution above 
mentioned, having considered the same, report it back with the recommen- 
dation that the usual number of said index be a 

This index has been by the Clerk of the House pursuant to num- 
erous resolutions and acts of Congress, and is supplementary to the indexes 
of private claims published heretofore and covering a period from the First 
to the Forty-sixth , inclusive, in three volumes. 

As showa by the accompanying letter of Hon. Edward McPherson, Clerk 
of the House during the ty-first Congress, the work was completed up to 
and including that Co so far as the preparation of the cards, but to 
complete it will require the arrangement and alliteration of the cards for 
the Public Printer. 


This consolidated index will be a great convenience when printed, but in 
its present shape is of no value. We therefore recommend the adoption of 
the resolution. 

The cost of printing the usual number will be, according to the estimate 
of the Public Printer, 815,700. 


[House Miscellaneous Document No. 31, Fifty-second Congress, first session. | 


CLERK’S OFrFice, Hous" oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. 0., December 8, 1891. 

Sr: I have the honor to report that within the last two years this office 
has completed the index of private claims presented in the Forty-ninth, the 
Fiftieth, and the Fifty-first Congresses. nder my predecessor the Forty- 
seventh and the Forty-eighth Congresses were covered. 

This index is a digested summary and alphabetical list of private claims, 
and exhibits the action of Congress on each claim, with erences to the 
journals, rts, bills, etc., elucidating its progress. 

The work is a continuation of a volume published in 1882, which gives the 
like facts from the Forty-second down to and including the Forty-sixth Con- 


38. 
ene ting of these indexes would greatly facilitate the transaction of 
public business. Nothing remains to be done but the proper arrangement 
of individual ecards as copy for the Public Printer. 
Lam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
EDWD. McPHERSON, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, United States. 


AUGUST 24, 





CHARLES F. Crisp, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
CATALOGUE OF GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 

resent another matter which I think is privileged, the bill (S. 
2312) to authorize the preparation and publication of a descrip- 
tive catalogue and index of Government publications. 

The SPEAKER. That does not appear to be privileged. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think itis, Mr. Speaker. 
The list is printed simply for the use of the two Houses, and for 
that reason I think this is a privileged matter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, etc., That there be prepared and published, under the directio: 
die Joint emanaaee am Printing, a cineaifien. smal, ond descriptive 
catalogue and index of ail Government publications issued subsequent to 
March 4, 1881, the date at which the Vescriptive Catalogue by Poore, pre- 
pared under act of July 27, 1882, terminates, and prior to Fifty-third Con- 
ress; and ee the request of the said joint committee the officers of the 
nate and House of Representativas the heads of all the Executive De- 
tments and of the bureaus and offices thereof, shall furnish to the said 
oint committee all such information and assistance in reference to said 
ublications as will facilitate the completion of said work; and the sum of 

.500 is hereby appropriated for the purposes of this act. 

Mr. SAYERS. Before unanimous consent is given for the 
consideration of that bill I would like to hear an explanation 
as to the necessity for its passage. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It simply provides for 

inting the catalogue of Government publications. A cata- 

ue has been printed bringing the list down to188!. Down to 
that date it was prepared by : Perley Poore, who was for 
many years clerk of the Joint Committee on Printing, and this 








1894, 





is simply for.the purpose of bringing the list down to date from 
the point where Mr. Poore’s work stops. 

Mr. SAYERS. Who is to prepare tho list? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It has been prepared, asI 
understand.under direction of the Senate committee. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the bill only provide for printing the | 
list, or does it also provide for paying some employe for prepar- | 
ing it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. LI ask thatthe bill be again | 
read, Mr. Speaker. 

The Clerk again read the bill as above. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have no objection to the passage of the bill, 
provided it does not carry an appropriation for an official who is 
already drawing asulary. If the gentleman will put in a pro- 
vision that no portion of the money appropriated shall be paid 
to any person who is now drawing a salary from the Govern- 
ment [ shall not object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. AsI have already said, 
the catalogue down to a certain date was prepared by Ben: Per- 
ley Poore, who for many years before I came to Congress was 
clerk of the Joint Committee on Printing, and this bill simply 
provides that the work shall be continued by his successor in 
office, the present clerk of the joint committee. 

Mr. SAYERS. Who is he? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. T. W. Cox. 
clerk of the Senate Committee on Printing and also of the jeint | 
committee. 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a word right here 





He is 


There will be found in one of our appropriation bills an appro- 
priation to pay this same official $1,200 in addition to the salary 
which he already receives. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If the gentleman means 
the clerk of the House Committee, he is very much mistaken. 

Mr.SAYERS. I do not mean the clerk of the House commit- 
tee, but the clerk of the joint committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That being understood, 
I want to say that this is a Government publication and a very 
necessary one, a catalogue of Government publications. If itisa 
necessary publication, it must be compiled by someone. Now. if 

ouare going to pay some outside party todothis work, you might 
* just as well pay an employé of the House or the Senate, whose 
duties do not compel him to attend to this business. I have no 
personal interest in the matter, but I regard this as a necessary 
publication. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will remind the gentleman that he was one 
of the committee who reported the bill which has now become a 
law preventing persons who draw official salaries from receiving 
additional compensation from the Government unless specially 
authorized to do so. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is exaetly what we 
want to do here; we want to give special authority by this bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will agree to the consideration of the bill 
provided the gentleman will strike out the provision for the ex- 
tra payment of this officer and insert simply a provision to pay 
for the printing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Butwho will do the work? 
Who is going to compile this catalogue? 

Mr. SAYERS. I understood the gentleman to say that the 
work has already been done. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Notat all. Now, who is 
going to compile this catalogue of Government publications, 
running back to 1881, without compensation? 

Mr. SAYERS. If you propose to pay the very same officer 
who is now drawing a large salary—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If the clerk of the Joint 
Committee on Printing is drawing salary, he is drawing it for 
his services as such clerk. Now, if we want this work done 
somebody must be paid fer doing it. 

Mr. BLAND. What isthe necessity for this work anyway? 
I never saw any good in publications of this kind. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We have a great lot of 
publications—many thousands—and we have no way of knowing 
what they are. The work here proposed is simply a estalogue 
to show the publications made by the Government. That is all 
there isinit. I have no personal interest in the matter. [f 
members of Congress do not want this publication, they can ob- 
ject to this resolution. 

In reply to my friend from Texas, let me say that if we put | 
duties upon an officer, [ can see no reason why we should not | 
pay him for such service just the same as we would pay a third | 

y- | 

Mr. SAYERS. I will answer the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. One moment. My friend 
from Texas has said, if I understood him, that he would notob- 
ject to authorizing this work to be done if some person not an 
employé of the Government is to do the work. 
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Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman knows very well—and I ask 
him to correct me if I make a misstatement—that there are 
clerks and employés in the Departments here who are in the 
habit of getting up data on one subject or another and then ask- 
ing from Congress an appropriation to pay for the preparation 
and publication of such matter. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman is correct 
in that remark. A number of such applications have been be- 
fore the Printing Committee; but not one has been favorably 
reported to the House, because we did not believe such work was 
necessary. Lut itseems to me members do want a catalogue of 
Government publications; and if we want it, then we ought to 
be willing to pay for it. 

Mr. BLAND. I have heard a great deal about these ‘ cata- 
logues,” and have seen some of them. I believe that about the 
only utility they have is to inform the junk-shop dealers what pub- 
lications we are making, so that they may get hold of them. | 
think we ought to discountenance this whole business, and cu.ght 
to repeal any law which authorizes it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We ought to quit print- 
ing the documents, if we are not going to catalogue them so 
that they may be made accessible and useful. 

Mr. BLAND. f think if we would quit printing them it 
would b« still] better. : 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I would like to ask my friend from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] whether the gentleman who prepared 
the former catalogue of this kind was paid extra for the work? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. He was. That work was 
done by Ben: Perley Poore, who was for many years clerk of the 
Joint Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BLAND. I object to the consideration of the resolution. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his seeretaries, informed the House of Repre- 
sentatives that the President had approved and signed bills and 
joint resolutions of the following titles: 

On August 23, 1894: 

An act (H.R. 7477) making appropriations to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1894, and for prior years, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. lt. 4667) to provide forthe opening of certain aban- 
doned military reservations, and for other purposes; 

An act(H. R. 6777) to amend ‘‘An act to incorporate the Wash- 
ington and Great Falls Electric Railway;” 

An act (A. R. 7006) to authorize the Washington, Alexandria 
and Mount Vernon Electric Railway Company to extend its line 
of road into and within the District of Seleabia, and for other 
purposes; 

An act (H. R. 4490) granting a pension to Henry C. Field; 

An act (H. R. 5703) for the relief of Johanna Gleason; 

An act(H. R. 387) toauthorize the construction of a life-saving 
station at or near Rocky Point or East Marion, Long Island; 

An act (H. R. 859) for the relief of B. D. Greene; 

An act (H. R. 6038) to repeal House resolution No. 104, first 
session Fifty-firstCongress, granting to Secretary of War a per- 
mit to license to use a pier at mouth of Chicago River; 

An act (H. R. 6060) to amend section 4833, Revised Statutes, 
and for other purposes; 

Anact( HE. R. 7294)empowering fourth-class postmasters to ad- 
minister oaths to pensioners; 

An act (H. R. 5363) for the relief of Henry W. Lee; 

An act (H. R. 562) for the relief of Marlin Parks; 

An act (H. R. 7668) to authorize the St. Louis, Avoyelles and 
Southwestern Railway Company to bridge Bayou Des Glaises 
and Atchafalaya River in the State of Louisiana; 

(Norr.—The following-named bills having been presented to 
the President on the 8th instant, and not having been returned 
by him to the House of Congress in which they originated within 
the time prescribed by the Constitution of the United States, 
have become laws without his approval:) 

An act (H.R. 2108) to perfect the military record of Warren 
Alonzo Alden; 

An act (H. R. 1717) granting a pension to Eliza Holmes; 

An act (H. R. 855) to amend an act granting a pension to Eliz- 
abeth Voss: and 

An act (H. R. 7803) to amend sections 2401 and 2403 of the Re- 
vised Statutes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 223) to correct an error in the act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to amend an act granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Voss;” 
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A bill (H. R. 2842) to reimburse George C. Tanner, late con- 
sul, etc., the sum of $200, paid by him for rent of rooms; 
A bill (H. R.6529) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the St. Croix River between Wisconsin and Minnesota; 
A bill (S. 1005) to prevent the recording of subdivisions of land 


in the Districtof Columbia in the office of the recorder of deeds: 


and 
A bill (S. 2290) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an 
act entitled ‘An act granting the right of way to the Hutchison 
and Southern Railroad Company through the Indian Terri- 
tory.’ ” 
WINNEBAGO INDIANS, MINNESOTA. 


Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 
7731) for the relief of certain Winnebago Indians in Minnesota. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right 
of objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas by the fourth section of an act entitled “An act for the removal 
of the Winnebago Indians, and for the sale of their reservation in Minnesota 
for their benefit,’’ approved February 21, 1863, it was made the duty of the 
Secretary of the Interior to allot to said ‘Indians in severalty “lands which 
they may respectively cultivate and improve, not exceeding 80 acres to each 
head of a family other than to the cl:lefs, to whom larger allotments may 
be made, which lands, when so allotted, shall be vested in said Indian and 
nee BOS, without the right of alienation, and shall be evidenced by patent;”’ 
an 
Whereas by the ninth section of the Indian epprceeiation act approved 
July 4 1870, the Secretary of the Interior was “ to cause to be inves- 
tigated and todetermine the claims of certain Indians of the Winnebago tribe 
now lawfully residing in the State of Minnesota; to issue patents, without 
the right of alienation, to those of them whom he shall fing to be entitled 
thereto for the lands heretofore allotted to them in severalsy,”’ etc.; and 

Whereas by the Indian appropriation act a ved May 29, 1872, it was de- 
clared to be the intention and meaning of said ninth and tenth sections of 
the act of 1870 ‘to authorize and direct the Secretary of the Interior to 
Ing lawfully resident 
eecordance With the con- 
ditions of said two sections, an allotment of land,’’ etc.; and 

Whereas such a restriction for all time, without the right of alienation, 
by anyone, under any circumstances, is an entailment upon the land, which 
it is not deemed to be desirable: Therefore 

Hie tt enacted, ete., That the fourth and ninth sections of the act of 1863 and 
1870, respectively, so far as they relate to the lands of the Winnebago In- 
dians in Minnesota, be, and the same are hereby, modified so as to permit 
the alienation and conveyance of said lands, with the consent and approval 
of the Secretary of the Interior. ° 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before consent is given to the consideration 
of the bill, Mr. Speaker,I wish to inquire who reported itto the 
House? 

TheSPEAKER. Thereport was made by the gentleman from 
South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER]. 

Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was ee read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota, a motion to re- 


consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


CLAIM OF WEST VIRGINIA. 


Mr. ALDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 119) to 
direct the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the governor of 
the State of West Virginia the sum appropriated by the act of 
Congress entitled ‘“‘An act to creditan to the several States 
and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys col- 
lected under the direct tax levied by the act of Congress ap- 
proved August 5, 1861.” 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, after which 
os Chair will ask if there be objection to its present considera- 
tion. 

The joint resolution was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? 

Mr. PAYNE. I object. 


I. H. HATHAWAY & CO. 


Mr. REYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7685) for the relief 
of I. H. Hathaway & Co. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to the right of 
objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas it appears that Thomas H. Handbury, major Corps of aamnaers, 
United States aT did on the l4th day of June, 1804, issue a cheek num- 
bered 269798 for $10,115.34 0n the assistant treasurer of the United States at 
New York in favor of I. H. Hathaway & Co., in ent of contract work 
done at mouth of St. Johns River, Florida, which check is alleged to have 
been lost in transmission through the United States mails between St. Au- 
gustine, Fla., and Philadelphia, Pa.; and 

‘Whereas the provisions of the act of ray 16, 1885, pemsnetns cnction 
8646, Revised Statutes ot the United States, au United States dis- 
bursing officers and agents to issue duplicates of lost checks, apply only to 
checks drawn to §2,500 or less: Therefore 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the said Thomas H. Handbury, major Corps of En- 
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ginesrs, United States Army, be, and he is hereby, instructed to issue a 

ae of said original check under such regulations in res to its issue 
an yment as have been prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury for 
the issue of duplicate checks under the provisions of section 3646, Revised 
Statutes of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand that this bill is merely to au- 
thorize the issuance of a duplicate check to these parties, the 
original never having been paid? 

r. REYBURN. That iscorrect. Thecheck was sent to the 
contractors, but was lost in transmission through the mail. Pay- 
ment was stopped at the assistant treasurer's office in New 
York, and the money has never been paid to these parties. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does this bill provide for the execution of the 
ordinary qoarenty bond required in such cases? 

Mr. REYGBURN. It does. 

Mr. LOUD. This bill is drawn under the statutory provision 
in such cases. 

Mr. REYBURN. The contractor must give surety in double 
the amount of the payment. 

Mr. LOUD. Itis in the usual form. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Willthe gentleman from Pennsylvania per- 
mit a question? 

Mr. REYBURN. With pleasure. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I wish to ask what time this loss occurred? 
I was not able to gather from the reading of the bill, owing to 
some confusion in the Hall. 

Mr. REYBURN. This check was issued on June 14, 1894. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Are the facts set forth in the report? 

Mr. REYBURN. The report states them briefly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think, perhaps, you had better have the 
report read. 

eSPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. MUTCHLER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7685) 
for the relief of I. H. Hathaway & Co., for check No. 299798, drawn by 
Thomas H. Handbury, major, goes of Engineers, United States Army, on 
the assistant treasurer of the United States at New York, issued June 14, 
1894, in favor of I. H. Hathaway & Co., report as follows: 

It appears to your committee, from the evidence submitted, that the said 
check was duly mailed, and since that time no trace of it has been found. 
Payment on said check was duly stopped on June 19, 1894. Under the pres- 
ent law no duplicate check can be drawn fora larger amount than 62,500, and 
the only relief for sufferers of this character is by a act. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What bond does this act require? 

Mr. LOUD. The usual statutory bond. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is to say, double the amount of the 
sum lost? 

Mr. REYBURN. Yes. In other words, the contractor must 
give bond in the sum of #20,000, and is compelled to wait six 
months after the passage ol! the act before he can secure the 


money. - 

Mr. HUDSON. How long would he have to wait under the 
law before a duplicate check could be issued? 

Mr. REYBURN. It would require a special act of Congress 
to issue a duplicate check if the amount exceeds $2,500. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. The reason I asked was, I wished to know 
whether this bond was adequate, inasmuch as the amount is not 


specified? 
Mr. REYBURN. I understand it is required by a regulation 


of the Department. 
Mr.LOUD. Thischeck is to be paid under the usual statutory 
provision. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I think the gentleman is mistaken in that. 
How can it be? 

Mr. LOUD. Well, the bill oe that it shall be paid un- 
der the regulations prescribed in the statutes, except as to the 
amount of the check, of course. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then the statute requires that the bond 
shall be double the amount of the check lost? 

Mr. LOUD. That is correct. , 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
pesantiedir read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. REYBURN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, NEWARK, N. J. 


Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4796) sup- 
plemental to an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the purchase 
of additional ground in Newark, N.J., adjoining the custom- 
house and post-office building, and for the improvement thereon 
and the erection of additions thereto,” approved March 1, 1888. 





1894. 





The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
ntleman from New Jersey? 

Mr. SAYERS. I object. 


PROPERTY LOST IN THE MILITARY 
\ STATES. 


SERVICE OF THE UNITED 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H.R.75) toextend the time 
for filing certain claims for compensation for horses and other 
Peper lost in the military service of the United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act of Congress approved January 9, 1883, or 


any statute of limitation heretofore enacted, shall not be deemed to pro- 
hibit the receiving or adjudication of a claim for compensation for property 
lost in the military service of the United States, whensoever filed, when 
guch loss is matter of record in any official record in the custody of the War 
or Treasury Departments: Provided, however, That this act shall not be con- 
strued to extend to any classes of property other than those for the loss of 
which compensation has been authorized by now existing laws. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, let the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report can be read. 

The report (by Mr. HERMANN) was read, as follows: 

Tne Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (A. R. 1759) 
to extend the time for filing certain claims for horses lost in the service, etc , 
“eer as follows: 

‘This bill provides that the statutes of limitations enacted January 9, 1833. 
shall not be deemed to prohibit the receiving and adjudication of claims for 
compensation for property lost in the military service of the United States, 
when such loss is a matter of record in any official recordin the custody of 
the War or Treasury Departments, which has been filed and certified to by 
the proper officer prior to January, 1870, provided that the classes of prop- 
erty referred to shall be such only as for which compensation has been au- 
thorized by now existing laws. 

The first section of the act of January 9, 1883, which is referred toin the 
bill, extends the time for filing claims for horses and equipments lost by of- 
ficers and enlisted men in the military service of the United States, which 
expired by limitation December 31, 1875, one year from the passage of the 
act; the second section of said act of January 9, 1883, extends the time for fil- 
ing all claims arising under the act of March 3, 1849, entitled ‘An act pro- 
viding for the paymentof horses and other ee lost or destroyed inthe 
military service of the United States, and all acts amendatory thereof,’’ one 
year from the passage of the act. 

The committee are of opinion that the bill is just, especially as its 
provisions exclude all classes of property other than those for the loss of 
which compensation has been authorized by now existinglaws. Yourcom- 
mittee herewith append a report on the same subject made by the Commit- 
tee on WarClaims of the Forty-seventh Congress, which is full and exhaus- 
tive, and the reasoning of which the committee are of opinion is fully as 
applicable now as when the same was made. Your committee therefore re- 
port the bill to the House and recommend its passage. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have an expla- 
nation of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman from 
Oregon will be permitted to make a brief explanation. 

Mr. HERMANN. I will state that this bill only applies to 
such claims as have been authorized by existing law, and as to 
which there is evidence on file in the Department, properly cer- 
tified by the certifying officers. It is merely to complete the 
evidence of such claims as are now of record, but which the re- 
cent statute of limitations excludes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ishall have to object to any bill of that kind. 

Mr. HERMANN. It does not apply to any new claims what- 
ever. 

Mr. SAYERS. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
McKaiG) there were—ayes 80, noes 13. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 53 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned until Monday next. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XII1, Mr. MOSES, from the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, reported a bill (H.R. 8034) to repeal an act 
entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline Hardee 
Dyall,” ete. (Report No. 1472)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill and joint resolution of the 
following titles were introduced, and severally referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts: A bill (H.R. 8033) fixing 


the duty on goods in bond imported previous to the passage of | 


the tariff act of 1894—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. HERMANN: A joint resolution (H. Res. author- 


»)or7 
ast) 


izing the Secretaries of War and ofjthe Navy to donate to the Ore- | 


gon State Soldiers’ Home at Roseburg, Oregon, certain cannon, 
etc.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


XXVI 542 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, Mr. HEARD introduced a bill 
(H. R. 8035) granting a pension to Austin J. Pickett; and the 
same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Memorial of Henry Mueller and 109 other 
citizens and residents of Pullman and Roseland, Ill., and mem- 
bers of American Railway Union, concerning the action of At- 
torney-General Olney on the recent strike—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRYAN: Petition of citizens of Beatrice, county of 
Gage and State of Nebraska, asking an increase of pension for 
Mrs. Lucinda Harrington—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Depositions of Washington Webb and 
others to accompany House bill 8021—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, August 27, 1894. 


_ Prayer by Rev. J. H. M’Carry, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had on the 24th instant approved and signed the following 
acts: 

An act (S. 971) to open, widen, and extend alleys in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; and 

An act (S. 1005) to prevent the recording of subdivisions of 
land in the District of Columbia in the office of the recorder of 
deeds. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on this day approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 870) authorizing the issue ofa patent to the Presby- 
terian Board of Home Missions for certain lands on the Omaha 
Indian Reservation for school purposes; 

Ap act (S. 1458) granting the Duluth and Winnipeg Railroad 
Company aright of way through the Chippewa and White Earth 
Indian Reservations in the State of Minnesota; 

Anact (S. 2290) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act toamend an 
act entit'ed ‘An act granting the right of way to the Hutchison 
and Southern Railroad Company through the Indian Territory;’” 

An act (S. 2293) to provide for the improvement of the build- 
ing and grounds of the United States court and pst-ollice at 
Little Rock, Ark.; and 

An act (S. R. 102) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
provide rooms for the accommodation of the United States cir- 
cuit and district courts and their officers at Meridian, Miss. 

THE JOURNAL. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Friday last; when, on motion of Mr. QUAY and by unan- 
imous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

OWNERSHIP OF RAILROADS BY FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 24th instant, 
acollection of statementscontained in various publications treat- 
ing of foreign railway ownership and operation; which, on mo- 
tion of Mr. PETTIGREW, was, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, and ordered 
to Le printed. 

PRINTING OF REVENUE ACT. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent for the passage 
of a Senate resolution which comes within the law, I under- 
stand. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read for in- 
formation. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 15,000 copies of 
227, “An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the 
Government, and for other purposes.”’ 


Mr. MANDERSON. I suggest that it be printed indocument 
form rather than in bill form. The cost would be much less. 
It is the intention to have it printed in law 
form, just as the act will be printed when it becomes a law. 

It is to be printed simply in regular law 





Mr. MANDERSON., 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, that is the understanding. 
‘Public Act No.” so and so. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 





It will be 


RED CLIBY INDIAN RESERVATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If thereis no further routine busi- 
ness, the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent to 
call up the joint resolution (H. Res. 140) to confirm the enlarge- 
ment of the Red Cliff Indian Reservation in the State of Wis- 
consin, made in 1863, and for the allotment of the same. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. It will take but a moment to 
put the joint resolution on its passage. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the joint resolution been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. It has. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is advised that it has 
been so reported. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wiseonsin. After conference with the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], I withdraw the request 
for the consideration of the joint resolution at the present time. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After thirty-five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 7685) for the relief of I. H. Hathaway & Co.; and 

A bill (H. R. 7731) for the relief of certain Wianeless Indians 
in Minnesota. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrelled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon si by the Vice-President: 

A bill (A. R. 3334) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to the heirs or legal tives of 
C. P. Gooeh cer money due him for ing the mail; 

A bill (H. R. 6888) for the registry or enrollment of the bark 
Skudesnaes; 

A bill (A. R. 8007) to provide for the collection of internal rev- 
enue, and for other pur ; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res, 221) to pay the officers and employés 
of the Senate and House of ves their ctive sal- 
aries for the month of August, 1894, on the 234 day of said 
month, 


RECESS. 
Mr. COCKRELL (at 12 e’clock and 45 minutes p. m.). 
that the Senate take a recess-until 1 o’clock. 
The motion was agreed to; and at the expirationof the recess 
(at 1 o’clock p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 
TARIFF COMPARISON. 
Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That there b ted 2,500: of the comparison of the 
law a i 890 and 1 804, | under the — ision.of the — 
on Finance, for the use of the members of the Senate of the United States, 
I. H. HATHAWAY & CO. 
Mr. QUAY. 


. [ask that House bill 7685 be laid before the Sen- 
ate 


The bill (RK. R. 7685) for the relief of I. H. Hathaway & Co. was 
read twice by its title. 
we QUAY. I ask for the immediate consideration of the 


I move 


By unanimous consent, the bill was read. at length and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. The preamble recites 
that Thomas H. Handbury, major Corps of Engineers, United 
States Army, on the 14th of June, 1894, issued a check numbered 
269798 for 910,115.34 on the assistant treasurer of the United 
States at New York in favor of L. H. Hathaway & Co., in pay- 
ment of contract work done at the mouth of St. Johns River, 
Florida, which check is alleged to have been lost in transmission 
through the United States mails between St. Augustine, Fla., 
and Philadelphia, Pa.; and that the act.of February 16, 1885, 
amending section 3646, Revised Statutes of the United States, 
authorizing United States disbursing officers and agents to issue 
sae of lost checks, applies only to checks drawn to $2,500 
or less. 
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The bill instructs Maj. Handbury to issue a duplicate of the 
original check under such regulations. in regard to its issue and 
payment as have been prescribed by the Seeretary of the Treas- 
ury for the issue of duplicate checks under the provisions of 
section 3646, Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The. preamble was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bili (H. R.7731) for the relief of certain Winnebago In- 
dians in Minnesota was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

AGRICULTURAL REPORT FOR 1804. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 198) 
to print the Agricultural Report for 1894, to report it without 
amendment, and to ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It directs 
that the Annual Report of the Secretary of Agriculture for the 
year 1894 shall be printed. The report is hereafter to be sub- 
mitted and printed in two parts, as follows: Part 1, which shall 
contain purely business and executive matter which it is neces- 
sary for the Secretary to submit to the President and Congress; 
part 2, which shall. contain such reports from the different bu- 
reaus and divisions, and such papers prepared by their special 
agents, accompanied by suitable illustrations as shall, In the 
opinion of the re be specially suited to interest and in- 
struct the farmersof the country, and to include a general re- 

ort of the operations of the Department for their information. 

nere shall be printed of t1, 1,000 copies for the Senate, 2,000 
copies for the House, and 3,000 copies-for the Department of Ag- 
riculture; and of part 2, 110,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 
360,000 copies for the: use of the of Representatives, and 
30,000 copies for the use of the Department of Agriculture, the 
illustrations for the same to be executed under tire supervision 
of the Publie Printer, in. accordance with directions of the Joint 
Committee om Printing, the illustrations to besubject tothe ap- 
proval of the Secretary of Agriculture. The title ef each of the 
parts shall be such astoshow that such part is complete in itself. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate withoutamend 
ment, ordered to a third contion, read the third time, and passed. 

KANSAS CITY, OKLAHOMA AND: PACIFIC RAILWAY. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am directed by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was: referred the bill (H..R.6122) author- 
izing the Kansas City, Oklahoma and Pacific Railway Company 
toconstruct.and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes, to report it without. amendment. 

Mr. MARTIN. Task that the bill may be put on its passage 
at this time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The vill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and. passed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from. the House: of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereu signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 5478) to authorize the Biloxiand Back Bay 
Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge ever that 
portion: of the Bay of Biloxi, in the State of Mississippi, known 
as Back Bay: 

A bill (H. R. 7407) for the relief of S. E. Hallford, of Alabama; 

A bill (H. R. 7434) directing the issue. of a duplicate of a lost 
check drawn by Capt. W. H. Bixby, Engineers, United States 
Army, at Newport, L., in favor of Messrs. Hughes Brothers 
& Bangs; Sues 
A bill (HL. R. 7571). to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Osage River in the State of Missouri; and ; 

A bill (H. R. 7572) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at De Witt, Carroll County, Mo., 
and to establish it as a post-road. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o'clock and 10 min-, 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday 
August 28, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Brecutive nominations received by the Senate August £7, 1894. 
UNITED STATES COMMISSIONER. 


Noah L. Jeffries, of the District. of Columbia, to be commis- 
sioner on the part of the United States tearbitrate tho claim of 
the Venezuelan Steam Transportation Company against the Gov- 
ernment of Venezuela. 
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PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the custom is 
Cavalry arm. to print the last copy of the daily REcoRD one week after the 


x : , , | session closes. If a gentleman does not get his speech in within 
Second Lieut. Elwood W. Evans, Eighth Cavalry, to be first that time his leave would be of no avail. , 


lieutenant, August 25, 1895, vice Bellinger, Fifth Cavalry, ap- Mr. McMILLIN. With that statement I Lave no objection. 





pointed assistant quartermaster. The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, leave will be 
granted as stated. 
CONFIRMATIONS. There was no objection. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 27, 1894. MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


UNITED STATES COMMISSIONER. 

Noah L. Jeffries, of the District of Columbia, to be commis- 
sioner on the part of the United States to arbitrate the claim of 
the Venezuelan Steam Transportation Company against the Gov- 
ernment of Venezuela. 

PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Cavalry arm. 

Second Lieut. Elwood W. Evans, Eighth Cavalry, to be first 

lieutenant, August 25, 1894. 
POSTMASTER. 

John P. Sweeney, to be postmaster at Lawrence, in the county 

of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 


A message from the Senate. by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 8007) to provide for the collection of internal rev- 
enue, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6122) authorizing the Kansas City, Oklahoma 
and Pacific Railway Company to construct and operate a rail- 
way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H.R.7572) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at De Witt, Carroll County, Mo., and 
to establish it asa post-road; 

A bill (H. R. 7571) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Osage River in the State of Missouri: 

A bill (H. R. 7515) granting the right of way through the Ar 
lington reservation for electric railway purposes; 

A biil (H. R. 7434) directing the issue of a duplicate of a lost 
check drawn by Capt. W. H. Bixby, Engineer, United States 
Army, at Newport, Kk. I., in favor of Messrs. Hughes Brothers 
& Bangs; 

A bill (H. R. 7407) for the relief of S. E. Hallford, of Alabama; 

A bill (H. &. 6888) for the registry or enrollment of the bark 
Skudesnaes; 

A bill (H. R. 5478) toauthorize the Biloxi and Back Bay Bridge 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge over that portion 
of the bay of Biloxi, in the State of Mississippi, known as Baok 
Bay: 

A bill (H. R. 3334) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to the heir or legal representatives of C. P. 
Gooch certain money due him for carrying the mail; and 

Joint resolution (H.Res. 221) to pay the officers and employés 
of the Senate and House of Representatives their respective 
salaries for the month of August, 1894, on the 23d day of said 
month. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the following resolution: 

Resoived by the Senate and House of Representatives, That the President of 
the Senate and Speaker of the House of Representatives be authorized to 
close the present session by adjourning their respective Houses on the 28th 
day of August instant, at 2 o'clock p. m. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment the bill (H.R. 1314) for the relief of Mathew Ss. 
Priest; in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2295) authorizing the Secretary of the interior to 
correct errors where double allotments of land have erroneous: 
been made to an Indian, to correct errors in patents, and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (8.232%) for the relief of I. H. Hathaway & Co.: 

Joint resolution (S. R.105) to change the initials of a name 
in the Indian appropriation bill; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 106) authorizing the printing upon the 
blank diplomas authorized by section 3 of the act of March 3, 
1893, the names of persons to whom the diplomas are to be 
awarded by the World’s Columbian Commission. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, That there be printed 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, August 27, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o’clock, noon, and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B, BAGBY. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and 
approved. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted— 

To Mr. GRADY, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, for the remainder of this ses- 
sion, on account of sickness. 


LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. MCCLEARY of Min- 
nesota, leave was granted to withdraw from the files of the 
House the papers in the claim of B. Campbell, without leaving 
copies. 

By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. LAYTON, leave 
was granted to withdraw all papers heretofore filed in support 
of the bill (H. R. 4751) for the relief of Charles P. Wheeler, no 
action having been taken thereon. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted— 

To Mr. CATCHINGS, to print in the RECORD remarks on the 
business cf the Fifty-third Congress. 

To Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, to print remarks on the pension 
legislation of the present Congress. 

To Mr. MCRAE, to print remarks on the repeal of the Sher- 
man law, and also upon the Bland bill. 

To Mr. GORMAN, to prini remarks on pension legislation. 

To Mr. HupsoN, to print remarks on the tariff question. 

To Mr. DAVIS, to print reruarks on financial and pension sub- 
jects. 

: Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mv. Speaker, I should be glad to 
have leave to print in the RECORD some remarks upon the busi- 
ness of the session. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from [Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to print in the RECORD remarks touching the busi 
nash at eee eee. 60,000 copies of tl i { the tariff 1 f 1890 and 1804 

; ; rhe ; s copies 0 @ comparison o e tariff law o 890 anc S04, prepared 

Sd SL icatad Within what time? : . a . under the provisions of the Senate Committee on Finance, 25,000 copies for 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, I supposewithin the same time | the use of the members of the House of Representatives of the Pifty-third 


EO ee as 


that the others have. Congress. ; 
The SPEAKER. The last copy of the daily Recorp will be The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
published within a short time anyway. out amendment joint resolution (H. Res. 198) to print Agricul- 


Mr. SAYERS. In connection with that, I renew the request | tyra) Report for 1894. 
of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CaTcHines]|}—— : 

The SPEAKER. That has been granted. ne SS Wee. 
_Mr. MCMILLIN. I suppose there will be no objection to Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
limiting this leave which has been granted to various gentle- | ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 


men to one week. and joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker 
Mr. HOLMAN. Say ten days. signed the same: 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the last copy Joint resolution (H. Res. 221) to pay the officers and employ¢s 
of the RECORD will be printed within a few days. of the Senate and House of Representatives their respective sal- 


Mr. McMILLIN. But the law does not fix that time, and as | aries for the month of August, 18M, on the 23d day of said 
it does not, I think it is. proper that there should be some limit | month; 
to the time within which the Public Printer can arrange this. A bill (H. R. 3334) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
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the Treasury to pay to the heirs or legal representatives of C. 
P. Gooch certain money due him for carrying the mail; 

A bill (H. R. 5478) to authorize the Biloxiand Back Bay Bridge 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge over that portion 
of the bay of Biloxi, in the State of Mississippi, known as Back 


ay; 

A bill (A. R. 6888) for the registry or enrollment of the bark 
Skudesnaes; 

A bill (H.R. ‘ait for the relief of S. E. Hallford, of Alabama; 

A bill (H. R. 7434) directing the issue of a duplicate of a lost 
check drawn by ae W.H. Bixby, £ngineers, United States 
Army, at Newport, K. I., in favor of Messrs. Hughes Brothers 
& Bangs; 

A bill (H. R. 7571) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Osage River, in the State of Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. 7572) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at De Witt, Carroll County, Mo., and 
to establish it as a post-road; 

A bill (H. R. 8007) to provide for the collection of internal 
revenue, and for other purposes; and 

A. bill (A. R. 7685) for the relief of I. H. Hathaway & Co. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


4 message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his 
clerks, announced that the President had —e and signed 
bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

On August 24, 1894: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 223) to correct an error inthe act en- 
— “An act to amend an act granting a pension to Elizabeth 

088; 

An act (H. R. 898) granting a pension to Jesse Davenport, of 
anene A, Second Regiment Oregon Mounted Volunteers, in 
Oregon ndian wars of 1855 and 1856; 

An act (H. R. 1214) granting a pension to Hannah Welch; 

An act (H. R. 2920) to pension John Maholm, dependent father; 

ae ¥ (H. R. 4290) for the relief of Druzilla J. Rigg, of Ma- 
comb, IIL.; 

An act (H. R. 6050) to pension Margaret A. Woods, widow of 
William W. Woods, late of Company E, Sixteenth Illinois Vol- 
unteer aT 

An act (H. R. 6103) for the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Menefee; 

An act (H. R. 6228) granting a pension to Adaline J. Props; 

An act (H. R. 6361) to grant a pension to Pauline J, Smith; 

An act (H. R. 6656) for the relief of F. W. Mitchell, M. C. Fel- 
met, George R. Smathers, and others; 

An act (H.R. 7680) to authorize purchasers of the property 
and franchises of the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to or- 
ganize a corporation and to confer upon the same all the powers, 
privileges, and franchises vested in that company. 

On August 25, 1894: 

An act (H. R, 2842) to reimburse George C. Tanner, late con- 
sul, etc., the sum of $200 paid by him for rent of rooms. 

On August 27, 1894: 

Joint resolution (H. Res.5) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to transfer a certain piece of land in the State of Mich- 
igan to the city of Saginaw; 

An act (H. R, 6529) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the St. Croix River between Wisconsin and Minnesota. 

An act (H. R. 7461) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to create 
anew division of the northern judicial district of Georgia,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1891. 


J. AND O. P. COBB & CO. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, it has been a great meeg 
ears since I have asked the House to consider a private bill. 
Laughter.] I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 

ation of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent for the consideration of the bill which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7992) for the relief of J.and O. P. Cobb & Co. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the be, and he is hereby, 
authorised and directed to pay to J. and O. P. Cobb & Co., of Aurora, Ind., out 
of any money in the Treasury not appro ted, the sum of 

the y of the said J. and O. P. 


$5,441.16, in full for barges and 
the authority of the United 


Cobb & Co., which were taken 
States, on the Ohio River, at Vevay, ., in the month of July, 1863, and de- 
with hay un- 


stroyed, the said barges and flatboats at the time load 
der contract between the said J. & O. P. Cobb & Co. and the United States, 
which hay has heretofore been paid for by the United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask the indulgence of 
the Huse for a few moments to explain the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the gentleman from In- 
diana will make a brief expianation of the bill. [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

_ Mr. HOLMAN, Justa moment. The bill provides for the 
pay mentof something over $5,000 for these barges, destroyed on 
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the Ohio River by the United States authorities in 1863. Ihave 
always admitted that if property was destroyed at the seat of 
war Congress could not fairly consider the claim for the damage. 
But never during the late war period was there an actual state 
of war in the sectioa of country between Louisville and Cin- 
cinnati. Commerce was never interrupted. Vevay, where these 
barges were destroyed, is about halfway between these two cities 
of Louisville, Ky., and Cincinnati, Ohio. 

In June, I think, 1863, these claimants were a part of a large 
company of men, but are now reduced, I think, to two in num- 
ber, and they are now old and poor. They have been appealing 
to me for the past twelve years to ask Congress for justice. This 
company had a contract with the Government for the delivery 
of hay for the use of the army on the Mississippi River. Their 
boats were loaded at Vevay, Ind., at the time of the Morgan 
raid in 1863. That raid wasnever near Vevay,Ind. No portion 
of Morgan’s army ever reached within 30 miles of the town of 
Vevay. 

The Ohio River between Louisville and Cincinnati was never 
in any sense the seat of war. Gen. Boyle, anticipating that Mor- 
gan might attempt to cross the Ohio River, sent a gunboat up 
the river, anda peo finding that the only craft along the 
river between Penisvil e and Cincinnati that could be made 
available for crossing the river were these barges loaded with 
hay for the Government, they were destroyed by the gunboat. 
The proof is complete as to the value of the hay and the value 
of the barges. I introduced a bill in the Housein the Thirty- 
eighth Congress to pay for the barges and the hay. 

The measure passed the House by a unanimous vote, it was so 
cleara case. It went to the Senate. The Senate amended the 
bill so as to pay for the hay, but refused to pay for the barges. 
When that bill came back, I moved to lay it on the table, it 
seemed to me that the Senate amendment was so manifestly un- 
just. In the next Congress, the Thirty-ninth, the House again 
passed the bill by a unanimous vote, providing for payment of 
the barges andhay. It went to the Senate, and the Senate again 
struck out the pay for the barges, but made a provision to pay 
for the hay some $9,000. These men accepted the Senate bill un- 
der protest, as nothing better at the time could be obtained. 

Now, in this interval of time these men, once a strong firm, are 
reduced to two in number. They are old and poor, and have 
been appealing to me to ask the House to consider their meas- 
ure. ntlemen will see at a glance that if it was proper to pay 
for the hay it was proper to pay for the barges. There are no 
questions as to the facts as to the value of the barges and the 
hay. 
Reports have over and over again been made to the House 
establishing the facts, and the only question is whether or not 
the Senate will, if the House asks them to do so, pay for these 
barges. I donot know that they will; but there have been some 
measures passed within the last few years which justify me in 
the belief that if the House again passes this measure it will re- 
ceive the approval of the Senate. 

Mr. MAKSH. Will the gentleman allow me toask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MARSH. Will the gentleman state to the House how 
this property came to be destroyed? 

Mr. HOLMAN. When Gen. Morgan, on his famous and dis- 
astrous raid, was going through Indiana, Gen. Boyle, in com- 
mand at Louisville, Ky., sent a gunboat up the Ohio River from 
Louisville, Ky., to destroy the shipping, so as to prevent the use 
of the shipping in enabling Morgan to escape to the Kentucky 
side. That is all there wasabout it. These barges, loaded with 
hay, under contract with the Government, were burned by this 
gunboat. That is the whole case. 

Mr. MARSH. Burned by whom? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Bya gunboat, under the order of Gen. Boyle. 

Mr.MARSH. Toprevent them being used by Morgan's army? 

Mr. HOLMAN, That was the object. 

Mr. MARSH. That was a military ob;ect. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That was a military ob‘ect, but not at the 
seat of war; for my friend will understand that Morgan was not 
within 30 miles of the place where these barges were. They 
were not in the track of Gen. Morgan. The commerce of the 
Ohio River between Louisville and Cincinnati was never inter- 
rupted during the late war. 

r. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman permit me toask him 
a question? 
r. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. If those boats were destroyed by the fire 
of the gunboat, was not the injury done in the track of war, ac- 
cording to the intention of the law? 

Mr. HOLMAN. By no possibility. There never was an hour's 
interruption of commerce on the Ohio between Louisville and 
Cincinnati during the war. 
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Mr. BARTLETT. Do you know any instance where such a 
vlaim as this has been allowed? 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend must remember that the Senate 
consented to payment for the hay, and the claim for the barges 
stood and stands upon the same footing exactly. Can there be 
any question of that? 

Mr. MARSH. Upon that point I want to ask the gentleman 
this question: Did not the Government pay for the hay on the 
ground that it had contracted for the hay? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. MARSH. The Government, having purchased this hay 
from the contractor and having destroy ed it, felt under obliga- 
tion to pay for it. Now,I do think there isadifference between 
the claim for the hay and the claim for the barges. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I concede that the Senate put the case on 
that ground; but let me read a passage from the report made to 
the Fifty- -first Congress on this bill: 

If this hay loaded on the vessels had, in pursuance of the contract, reached 
Memphis and had been there taken possession of by she Government in pur- 
suance of this contract aud the vessels never returned—lost or destroyed 
while so held—under the law as it existed before the late war and during 
the war and ever since the war, the Government would pay for the vessels. 

This has been the law for more than forty years. The Gov- 
ernment took possession of these barges loaded with hay, for the 
purchase of which the Government had contracted, and de- 
stroyed the barges and the hay. The Government paid for the 
hay. Can there be a question of doubt of the obligations of the 
Government to pay for the barges? 

Mr. MARSH. Oneother question. Will the gentleman state 
whether this bill has been reported by any committee of this 
House during this Congress? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; it has not. The claim, however, 
had been reported so often to the House and so unanimously 
that I hardly thought it was necessary to press the measure on 
the attention of the present committee. 

Mr. MARSH. This is a bill to appropriate over $5,000 to pay 
an old claim—whether just or not, [do not know; but the case 
has not been submitted to a committee of this House for consid- 
eration, and notwithstanding the kindly feeling and the high 
opinion [ entertain for my distinguished friend from Indiana, I 
must object to its consideration at this time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think my friend will recall that objection 
when he reflects a moment. Our time here has been pretty well 
occupied with public matters, and this matter has been before 
Congress after Congress for over tw enty years, and has been re- 
ported favorably over and over again. It has been passed upon 
in the House favorably over and overagain. The only difficulty 
has been between the House and the Senate as to whether tho 
hay should be paid for alone, or the hay and the barges. 

Mr.HERMANN. Let me ask the gentleman from Indiana 
whether, during his Congressional experience in this body, he 
has ever objected to claims of like merit? 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend knows that I never hesitate to ob- 
ject toa bill if on inquiry I find it without merit, but a claim 

ike this has never been rejected tomy knowledge, or objected to 

by agentleman who fully understood the facts. Idefy the gen- 
tleman to point toa single instance of aclaim like this that has 
been finally defeated. ifeelsure that my friend from Illinois[Mr. 
MARSH] will withdraw his objection after he reflects for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Yet I could not get just as good 
a claim as that out of your committee. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Speaker, lam alittle surprised to find the 
the gentleman from Indiana here, in the closing hours of this 
Congress, asking ree consent for an appropriation of over 
$5,000 of the peoples’ money to pay a claim of a constituent of 
his, which claim hes never even been submitted to a committee 
of this House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes; ithas been submitted tocommittees 
of the House over and over again. I have shown that it has 
twice passed the House by a unanimous vote. It has been sub- 
mitted. I admit the Committee on War Claims wish to refer the 
bill to the Court of Claims. That wou'd be fatal to the old 
claimants, so long useful and valuable citizens, now oppressed 
with years. The bill is at the mercy of asingie member. The 
claim is entirely just and proper, and I feel confident that there 
will be no objection to its consideration at this time by any gen- 
tleman who understands its merits. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

entleman from Indiana for the present consideration of this 

ill? 

Mr. MARSH. Does the gentleman from Indiana say that the 
Court of Claims would reject this claim? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; the court would approve the claim; 
but sending the case to the court would involve time and ex- 

nse, and my clients are too old and too poor to bear that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the con- 
sideration of this bill? 
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= Mr. MARSH and Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey objected. 
COMPARATIVE EXHIBIT OF TARIFF LAWS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennesse« I desire topresenta prive 

ileged report from the Committee on Printing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

R olved by the Senate (the House of Rep resentative sconcurring), That there 
be printed 60,000 copies of the comparison of the tariff laws of 1890 and 1894, 
prepared under the supervision of the Senate Committee on Finance; 25,000 
copies for the use of the members Of the Senate and 35,000 for the use of mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives of the Fifty-third Congress. 

The committee have considered the Senate concurrent resolution to print 
60,000 of the comparison of the tarift laws of i8sv and 1804, and direct me to 
report the same with an amendment striking z out’ *35,000"’ for the House 
and making it ** 40,000,” and strikin gout **25,000"" for the Senate and making 
it 20,000.’ This is the usual manner of distribution of documents between 
the two Houses. The estimated cost of the same is #11,760. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I move the previous ques- 
tion on the amendment reported by the committee and on the 
resolution. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Before that is done, I would like 
to ask the gentleman a question. Is this the document already 
issued by the Senate committee—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is Senate Report No. 

559-——_ 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Made about the Lith of August? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I can not state accurately 
about that; but it is Senate Report No. 559, prepared by the 
Finance Committee of the Senate. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It includes the ‘‘ Wilson bill” as 
well as the Senate bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Iso understand. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have seen that compilation. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia rose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield to the gentleman 


from West Virginia. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker,I may not have 

| seen the comparative statement to which the resolution called 
up by the gentleman from Tennessee refers. I wish to ask him 

whether in that comparative table the duty upon sugar as im- 

posed by the House bill is put down at 39 per cent, as it was in 

soms tables which were sent out, or whether sugar is put down 
as free. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have not had an oppor- 
tunity to examine the report w hich this resolution proposes to 
print; but laminformed by the gentleman from lowa[Mr. HAyYss]}, 
who sits near me, that this statement puts sugar under the 
House billasfree. But I repeat I have not myself examined 
the statement, and therefore can not answer upon my own au- 
thority. This document has been prepared, I am informed, by 
the experts who have been at work for the Senate committee, 
and it is supposed to be as accurate as it can be made. 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Of course a table of this 
kind, printed by authority of the two Houses, ought to have the 
highest possible authenticity; for it will be acce pted by the 
countr y as an Official statement, as nearly correct as it can possi- 
bly be made. Isuppose every member of the House understands 
that it is impossible for even an accurate statistician to make 
these comparisons upon many of the schedules in these bills in 
such a way as to enlighten the taxpayers and the country at 
large. It is impossible, for instance, very often to make a com- 
parison between a specific rate of duty and an ad advalorem rate 
of duty, because often a specific rate of duty is practically pro- 
hibitory, there being only a small importation of the highest 
priced articles. Hence a specific rate calculated upon this ‘small 
importation of high-priced articles might show a very moderate 
ad valorem duty, while upon the great mass of commoner and 
cheaper articles the duty might be prohibitory. 
Then, again, Mr. Speaker, ‘I want to call attention to the fact 
that in a comparison of rates of different tariff bills two items 
are always to be considered. Asa rule, we consider simply the 
average ad valorem for a year as figured out upon the importa- 
tions of that year; but quite as important, perhaps even more 
important than the average ad valorem rate of a particular year’s 
importations, is the basis of taxation—the amount of imports 
subject to duty. .Now, asI understand, the comparative state- 
| me :nt referred to in this resolution shows a certain percentage 

upon the imports of 1893 subject to taxation under the McKinle y 
law: it shows another rate upon the imports of that year upon 
the supposition of those imports being subject to taxation under 
the rates of the House bill; and then it shows another ad valorem 

rate of taxation based upon the imports of 1893, on the supposi- 
tion of those importe being subject to taxation under the bill 
which has just passed both Houses. 

Now, I repeat that it is quite as important, in my judgment 
it is far more important, in comparing these three bills, to con- 
sider the basis of taxation —the amountof imports of 1893 which 
would be taxed—than to consider the rates of taxation. 

I believe, speaking entirely from , that under the Me 
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Kinley law there was an ad valorem duy on dutiable goods in 
1893 amounting to forty-eight and some fraction per cent on 
something over $400,000,000 of importations for that year. If 
the House bill had been in operation only about %$350,000,000 
worth of these goods would have been taxed; and the rate of 
taxation would have been about 35 or 36 per cent, and the rest 
would have come in free. 

Now, under the law which is expected to go into operation in 
the immediate future, the basis of taxation been increased 
more than #100,000,000 over that fixed in the House bill, and, if 
I mistake not, quite fifty millionsover the McKinley bill. That 
is a point to be taken into consideration in connection with this 
poe of comparisons, as well as the ad valorem duties on du- 
tiable goods, that the resolution now under consideration pro- 
poses to print. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to say—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. How much time does my 
colleague want? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Only a minute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
for one minute. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think it would be entirely proper to state 
in this connection that of the one hundred millions of addition, 
of which the gentleman from West Virginia. speaks, over the 
House bill, fifty millions of that sum is a revenue tax which has 
been put on sugar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have 
only this to say--— 

Mr. BYNUM. Iask the gentleman from Tennessee to yield 
to me for a minute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana for one minute. 

Mr. BYNUM. [I desire simply to state, Mr. Speaker, that 
the comparison of rates to which this resolution refers is made 
in the same manner that every such comparison has been made 
heretofore. The comparison not only contains the specific du- 
ties as imposed by the different bil t also a reduction of the 
specific to the ad valorem basis. Of course, the approximation 
ef the amount.of revenue is a mere mathe ulation. 
Anyone can make it, based upon the previous year’s importa- 
tions, butno one can calculate exactly how much will be collected 
from imports under a new law. 

These comparisons, however, are as nearly accurate as such 
comparisons can be made. have been made precisely on 
the same basis that former comparisons have been made in pre- 
ceding years. Itis all the ertimate that can be made; 80 
far as I have examined this. ison it contains all the data 
which have been contained in former tables of like character, 
and I think more, for it contains the specific rates reduced to 
an ad valorem basis. 

I repeat, therefore, I think it is as near a correct comparison 
ascan be made. I understand it has been made gee rts 
of the Treasury Departmentand theexpert of the ce Com- 
mittee of the Senate in conjunction with the clerk of the Com- 
mittee on ee and Means, whom we all regard as the most ac- 
curate authority on statistical and tariff questions that has ever 
been in the pom of the House. 

Mr. WARN Will the gentleman from Tennessee permit 
me to ask the gentleman from West Virginia a.question* 

Mr. RICH SON of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. WARNER. May I ask the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia whether the matter proposed to be ted is, as he under- 
stands it, so made up as to ane a fair adequate comparison 
on the basis he Pa ey the bills which it presumes to treat? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. As I have y said, Mr. 
Speaker, [am not sure that I have seen the tables which are 
now presented. The gentleman from. Indiana [Mr. Brnum] is 
undoubtedly correct in stating that the elerks, who are merely 
arithmeticians, have probably made up this statement as other 
similar statementsare made up. But I called the attention of 
the House to the fact, in connection with the matter, that it is 
impossible to compare accurately a specific rate with an ad va- 
lorem rate-—— 

Mr. WARNER. If this table is made up on the basis you 
suggest, would it be a to the grave errors or defects to 
which call atton 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I wanted to call attention 
to the fact for this reason, that. [ do not know what the gentle- 
man from Tennessee has sent up to the desk. I have herr be- 
fore me in the RECORD what I suppose is the statement, which 
is appended to a speech of the gentleman from bi org ew 
Correen]. I wanted the House to understand that, my 
jegmens. it would be unfair te undertake to institute a com- 

rison in the manner suggested; for while the rates under the 

about35.51 
38.68 per cent ad 





I yield to my colleague 


ouse bill—the average rates on dutiable 
per cent ad valorem, and in the Senate 
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valorem, the House bill im 35 per cent on $351,000,000 of 
ed goods, leaving all the rest free, whereas the Senate 
bi agers thirty-eight and a fraction per cent on $463,000,000 


of goods, leaving the rest free; this, of course, cslculated on the 
importation of 1893. 
Mr. WARNER. I would Iike to ask the. gentleman from Ten- 


nessee whether the explanation of the gentleman from West 
Virginia should not. be added to the matter to be published in 
some shape or other? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. In reply to the gentleman 
from New York,and also to the gentleman from West Virginia, 
L have no doubt that the statement the gentleman makes is lit- 
erally true, and if it is desired that any such note may be ap- 
—— by the editor of this comparison, such a thing can be 

ea. 

I want to say that I asked the gentleman from West Virginia 
to prepare the resolution providing for the printing of thiscom- 
-. and also asked to have the clerk of the Committee on 

aysand Means to examine the comparison. All that I have 
endeavored to do is to get the matter before the House, so as to 
provide for the printing of the document. 

Mr. WARNER. With the permission of the ger*leman from 
Tennessee—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessen. Now, Mr. Speaker, I think 
this document will be about as rearly what we want as any 
that can be prepared, possibly with the addition of the note or 
the information given by the geniieman from West Virginia [Mr. 
Wiuxson]. 

In order to get through with the matter, [ think I will move 
the previous question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. e can debste the tariff 
for the next three hours and not get through with it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I donot want to debate the tariff bill, but 
I want to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [I will yield for a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want toask the gentleman what the mat- 
ter that is to be printed consists of? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The Senate Committee on 
Finance, or the experts mentioned oo gentleman from Indi- 
ana {Mr. Bynum], have prepared this comparison of the tariff 
law of 1890 and the present act, or the act now about to become 


a law. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is thatall it contains? 

Mr. RICHARDSONof Tennessee. [do not know. 
seen it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is it nota little singular that the chairman 
of the Committee on Printing should recommend the passage of 
this resolution calling for this printing without knowing what 
he is doing? - 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, itis not at all sin- 
. because I do not «now that the document is in print. 

erefore, if you want—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Let me answer the ques- 
tion, inasmuch as you have asked me ifit is not singular that I 
should do this. If we wait until I can see that document it will 
be after this Congress adjourns, and then it will be too late for 
the chairman of the committee to offer a resolution to have the 
printing done. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is it not true that that committee have 
had a resolution in their ssion for several days, which res- 
olution calls for the information that the House generally 
wants? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman from Iowa 
prepared asimple House resolution under which we could ex- 

d $500 and. no more, and upon that resolution he is asking 
me now to give an opinion. say, Mr. Speaker, that it would 
have been utterly e if we had reported it. It would have 
been absolutely worthless, for this House can not order to ex- 
ceed $500 worth of printing without the passage of a concurrent 
resolution. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Would it not have been competent for the 
committee to have amended that resolution so as to give us the 
information that we want? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Hereisaresolution, which 
has pms the Senate, to give us the information we want. I 
think I will move the previous question. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. [hope the gentleman will with- 
hold that motion just for a minute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The only thing is, we 
shall never get through with this. 

Mr. CANNON at ois. Wehave nothingelse todo. Now, 
Mr. S er, L nave listened to the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. WILSON], chairman of the Committee on Ways 


T have not 
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and Means, to the gentleman from New York [Mr. WARNER], 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BYNuM}, and the gentleman 
rom Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], and I am up in the air as to 
gthe value of this statement. It seems to me that the various 
gentlemen protesting about its value and its correctness agree 
about as well as do the members of the Democratic party con- 
cerning proper tariff legislation. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I move the previous ques- 
tion. If we want this document, let us order it printed. 
Mr. SMITH of Illinois. 
for a question. 
Mr.RICHARDSON of Tennessee, I will yield for a question, 
but not for aspeech. I yielded to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] for a question, and instead of that he made an 
onslaught upon the Democratic party. 





11894. 


| 


I ask the gentleman to yield to me | 


Mr.SMITH of Illinois. I understand that this is a concurrent 


resolution to print a tariff comparison. Now, as I understand, 
there are two comparisons, which are Senate documents. What 
we want, I suppose, is the last one that was printed, which con- 
tains all of the amendments offered in the Senate and ingrafted 
in the bill as it will become a law. 

I understood the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr, RICHARD- 
SON] to say that he has not seen the comparison, and I wanted 
to call attention to that, and let it be understood thatif this 
passes it is to cover the comparison embracing all of the amend- 
ments offered in the Senate and which are now embraced in the 
bill. There being two comparisons which have been printed 


from the Senate committee, the first.one does not embrace all | 


of the amendments, because it was printed before they wero 
agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This is a comparison of 
the bill as it will become a law to-day. I move the previous 
question on the adoption of the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 76, noes 4. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio makes the point 
that no quorum has voted. The Chair will appoint as tellers 
the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. JOHNSON, and the gentleman 
from Tennessee, Mr. RICHARDSON. 

The House again divided. 

Before the announcement of the vote by tellers, Mr. RICHARD- 
SON of Tennessee said: I withdraw the resolution, 


CORRECTION OF INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the joint resolution (S. 
R. 105) to change the initials of a name in the Indian appropria- 
tion bill. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the appropriation to pay “TF. G.’’ Niedringhaus for 
beef cows delivered at Fort Peck Agency be corrected to read ‘“ W.F.” 
Niedringhaus. 

The SPEAKER. 
a name. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


DEATH OF HON. GEORGE B. SHAW. 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, it becomes my sad duty to an- 
nounce to the members of this House the death, at 8.15 o’elock 
this morning, of our genial colleague, Hon. George B. Shaw of 
Wisconsin. Mr. Shaw left here about a month ago the very 
picture of health, and this sudden death reminds us that “in the 
midst of life we are in death.’”’ He died at his home in the city 
of Eau Claire, Wis. 
mended himseif by his genial and courteous manner to his col- 
leagues upon this floor and to all who had the pleasure of his 
acquaintance. At some future time I shail ask this House to 
suspend its business in order to pay suitable tribute to his mem- 
ory, his distinguished services, and his honorable life. 

At present I will content myself with asking the House to 
adopt the resolutions which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives has heard with profound sor- 


row of the death of Hon. George B. Shaw, late a Representative from the 
State of W in. 

Resolved, That a committee of nine members of the House be appointed by 
the Speaker to act with such Senators as may be selected to attend the fu- 
neral of the deceased, and that the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House shall take 
order for superintending the funeral of the deceased at his home; and the 
necessary expenses attending the execution of this order shall be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to communicate to the 
Senate a “a of these resolutions. 

Resolved, at as a further mark of respect the House do now adjourn. 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon the resolutions sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 


This is a mere correction in the initials of 


Mr. Shaw was a gentleman who recom- | 





| 
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The question was taken, and the resolutions were unanimously 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will announce the appointment 
of the following gentlemen under the resolutions: Mr. HAUGEN, 
Mr. BARWIG, Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin, Mr. SoMERS, Mr. BAB- 
cock, Mr. CANNON of Illinois, Mr. HEPBURN, Mr. JOHNSON of 
North Dakota, and Mr. CousINs. 

In accordance with the terms of the resolutions just adopted, 
the Chair now declares the House adjourned until to-morrow at 
12 o’clock m. 

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 23 minutes p. m.) the B 
journed. 


3 


ad 


ouse 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 2, Rule XIII, Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, reported with amendments 
the bill (H. R. 1819) to eorrect the military record of James Mc- 
Gee. (Report No. 1474.) 

PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. to authorize the Court 
of Claims to hear, try, determine, and render final judgment 


RO36 


| upon the claims of the Eastern Cherokee Indians—to the Com- 


mittee on Indian A fiairs. 

By Mr. SOMERS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 228) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Interior to approve the leasing of cer- 
tain lands in Polk County, in the State of Minnesota—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A resolution directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to examine the claim of the State of 
Pennsylvania for expensesincurred in the war of the rebellion 
to the Committee on War Claims. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under Clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 8037) to pension Charles 
N. Prescott, alias Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H.R. 8038) granting an 
increase of pension to Francis Knapp, of Ottawa, Kans,—to the 


| Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 803) for the relief of Pat- 
rick Morris—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DONOVAN: A bill (H. R. 8040) for the relief of Rea- 
son C. Dillon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: A bill (H. R. 8041) granting a pension to 
Jonas I. Boal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSES: A bill(H. R. 8042) granting a pension to Bai- 
ley R. Gill—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (1. R. 8043) granting inerease of pension to Daniel 
P. Copeland—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TERRY (by request): A bill (H. lt. 8044) for the relief 
of Bernard Campbell—to the Committee on Claims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDERSON: Petition of James H. Nash, adminis- 
trator of estate of George Harmon, deceased, praying that his 
claim for property taken by the Army during the late war be 
referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. SIPE: Petition of John M. Davis, of Philadelphia, 
and 600 other citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for Government 
control of telegraphic system—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of four Young People’s Soei- 
eties, of Rantoul, Ill., for the passage of Senator HOAR’Ss anti- 
lottery bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 7925—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of residenis of Oklahoma Territory, praying 
for the appointment of a Congressional commi.tee to investi- 
gate the entries of lands in the Cherokee Outlet—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Memorial of the board of 
health of Warren, Pa., in favor of national board of health—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania: Petition of 27 citizens of 
Susquehanna, Pa.,in favor of a bill toestablisha bureau of pub- 
lic health within the Treasury Department of the United 
States—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
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n. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
; MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 105) to change the initials of a name 
in the Indian appropriation bill. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
' The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H.R. 6122) authorizing the Kansas City, Oklahoma and 
Pacific Railway one to construct and operate a railway 
through the [ndian Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7685) for the relief of I. H. Hathaway & Co.; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 198) to print Agricultural Report 
for 1894. 

MEMORIAL. 


Mr. DUBOIS presented the memorial of John Stack and 157 
other citizens of Idaho, remonstrating against the action of the 
Attorney-General of the United States in relation to the re- 
cent labor strikes in Illinois and other States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor, 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. RANSOM submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee of two members of the Senate be appointed 
to join a similar committee on the tof the House of Representatives to 
wait upon the President of the United States, and inform him that unless 
he may have some further communication to make the two Houses are 
now ready to adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. RANSOM and Mr. 
MANDERSON as the committee on the part of the Senate. 


PRINTING OF TARIFF COMPARISON. 


Mr, COCKRELL. I submit a resolution, which simply au- 
thorizes the printing of 2,500 copies of the tariff law of 1894 in 
comparison with the law of 1890, pre under the supervision 
of the Senate Finance Committee. I ask unanimous consent for 
its present consideration. 

e Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed 2,500 copies of the comparison of the tariff 


law of 1890 and 1894, prepared under the oaper vision of the te Commiitee 
on Finance, for the use of the members of United State Senate. 


Mr. MANDERSON. In order that any force of the rule may 
be obviated, I suggest that upon inquiry it is ascertained that 
this number can be printed within the limit. Let that ap- 
pear of record. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Yes; that is the calculation we made yes- 
terday. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

FORD THEATER DISASTER INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. HARRIS. Isubmita resolution, and ask for its present 
consideration, 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Select Committee to Investigate the Ford Theater Dis- 
aster is hereby authorized and directed to continue the inves on 
vided for in the resolutionof the Senate adopted December Ta the one 
the powers and authority conferred by said resolution. Said ttee to 
eee the recess, and to report to the Senate at the next regular ses- 

Tho Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will state the purpose of the resolution. 
The sufferers by the Ford Theater disaster are in number one 
hundred and twerty-odd. The various vases were distributed 
between the members of the select committee. Some members 
of the committee have had time and opportunity to enter upon 
and perhaps almost, if not quite, complete the investigation of 
the special cases. Other members of the committee, myself 
being one of that class, did not have the opportunity. I have 
not had a minute to devote to the special nenaaieatiae of the 
eases referred to myselfas a subcommittee. I desire from about 
the middle of November until the meeting of Congress in De- 
= the opportunity to come here and conduct that investi- 
gation. 

The sundry civil appropriation act is, I think ny sufficient 
perhaps of itself, but to relieve all possible doubt I offer the res- 
olution, because about the middle of November next I pro to 


continue the investigation of the cases in my own personal charge. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








AUGUST 28, 





Mr. WHITE. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Tennessee whether it is not contemplated that the investigation 
shall be had hereafter by a joint committce. 

Mr. HARRIS. The sundry civil appropriation act provides 
for the appointment of a similar committee on the part of the 
House, which, with the committee of the Senate, shall consti- 
tute a commission to sit in final judgment upon the cases. 
Whether the other Houses has or has not taken action I am not 
advised; but whether it has or has not, I deem it the duty of our 
committee, to which my friend from California [Mr. WHITE] and 
=e belong, to proceed with the investigation and develop 
all the material facts, being very glad to coiperate with or have 
the coSperation of such committee as the other House may ap- 
point. Whether it will appointduring the present session lam 
not prepared to answer. 

Mr. WHITE. I have no objection at all to the resolution. 1 
was simpl eagerness as to what has been done by the other 
House with reference to the appointment of a commission. 
have no information upon the point myself, and I made the in- 

uiry. 

Mr. HARRIS. Up to yesterday no action had been taken. 
Probably action will be taken this morning, and, if so, of course 
our committee will invite the co5peration of such committee as 
the other House may appoint. 

Mr. MANDERSON. While in full accord with the chairman 
of the select committee, of which [ama member,I think it would 
be well in the event that the Houses of Representatives should 
appoint the select committee S petheoe for as a part of the joint 
commission in the sundry civil appropriation act that the reso- 
lution should give power to act in vonjunction with such select 
committee of the other House. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think there is force in the suggestion, and 
I should be glad if the Senator would incorporate such a pro- 
vision in the resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Lhave drawn an amendment. 
to add to the resolution of the Senator from Tennessee: 


And we pee to act in conjunction with any select committee that may 
be appoin by the Houss under the sundry civil appropriation act provid- 
ing for the commission for such purpose. 


Mr. HARRIS. I acceptasamoditication of my resolution the 
— of the Senator from Nebraska. I think it is wise 
ro 


an r. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

RECESS. 

Mr. HARRIS (at 12 o’clock and 17 minutes p. m.). I move 
that the Senate take a recess until fifteen minutes to 1 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess 
(at 12 o'clock and 45 minutes p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had ap- 
pointed a committee of three members of that body to joina 
similar committee on the part of the Senate to wait on the Pres- 
ident of the United States and inform him that the two Houses 
of Congress are ready to adjourn, and respectfully inquire if he 
has any further communication to make to them, and had ap- 

inted Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, Mr. HOLMAN, and Mr. 

EPBURN the committee on the part of the House. 

The message also communicated to the Senate the intelligence 
of the death of Hon. GEORGE B. SHAW, late a Representative 
from the State of Wisconsin, and transmitted the resolutions of 
the House thereon. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The m e further announced thet the Speaker of the House 
bad signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 105) to change 
the initials of a name in the Indisa appropriation bill, and it was 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE SHAW. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
resolutionsfrom the House of Representatives, which will be read. 
The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the House of Representatives has heard with profound sor- 
row of the death of Hon. George B. Shaw, late a Representative from the 
State of Wisconsin. 

Resolved, That a committee of nine members of the House be appointed by 
the Speaker to act with such Senators as may be selected to attend the fu- 
neral of the d and that the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House shall take 
order for superin the funera! of the deceased at his home; and the 
necessary expenses attending the execution of this order shall be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the House. 


I move 


Resolved, at the Clerk of the House be directed to communicate to the 
Senate a ry he these resolutions. 
Resolved, t as a further mark of respect the House do now adjourn. 


The Speaker appointed Mr. HAUGEN, Mr. BARWIG, Mr. CooPEeR of Wis- 
consin, Kir. Sommns, Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. CANNON of Illinois, Mr. HEPBURN, 








1894. 
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Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota, and Mr. COUSINS as the committee on the 
part of the House. 


Mr. WHITE, The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL] 
desired that I should present to the Senate for him certain 
resolutions relating to the death of his deceased colleague. As 
the Senator from Wisconsin has left the city to attend the 
funera, I submit the resolutions and ask that they be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions submitted by the 
Senator from California will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. George B. Shaw, late a Representative from the 
State of Wisconsin. 


Resolved, That a committee consisting of five Senators be appointed by 
the Vice-President to attend, with the committee on the part of the House of 
Representatives, the funeral of the deceased at his late residence, in the 
State of Wisconsin. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate communicate these resolutions 
to the House of Representatives, and that he be further directed to send a 
copy of the same to the family of the deceased. 


The resolutions were considered by unanimous. consent and 
unanimously agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. MITCHELL of Wis- 
consin, Mr. CULLOM, Mr. DAVIS, Mr. ROACcEI, and Mr. KYLE as 
=e committee on the part of the Senate under the second reso- 
ution. 

TARIFF BULLETINS. 

Mr. HARRIS. From the Committee on Finance I report ten 
of the tariff bulletins that have not been printed, which will 
complete the series. I send them to the desk and ask that they 
be printed. 

r. VEST. How many of these bulletins are there, I ask the 
Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. HARRIS. Sixty-four in all, and fifty-four of them have 
already been printed. 

Mr. VEST. These are ten more? 

Mr. HARRIS. These are the last, ten more, and in bulk, as 
the Senator from Missouri can see by looking at the documents 
I have sent to the desk. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire what number of these docu- 
ments have been printed? 

Mr. HARRIS. My recollection is that only the usual number 
of copies have been printed. Ido not remember that there has 
been any order to print extra copies. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the information of the 
Chair—that the usual number have been printed. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam verylittle nearer the information I seek 
an Iwas before. How many copies comprise the usual num- 

ri 

Mr. HARRIS. The usual number I believe is about 1,900. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bulletins will be printed. 

RECESS. 

Mr. COCKRELL (at 12 o'clock and 53 minutes p. m.). 
that the Senate take a recess until half after 1 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess 
(at 1 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. RANSOM and Mr. MANDERSON, of the joint commit- 
tee appointed to wait on the President of the United States, 
appeared at the bar of the Senate, and 

Mr. RANSOM said: Mr. President, the joint committee ap- 

inted by the two Houses to wait upon the President of the 

nited States and inform him that the two Houses, haviny ac- 
complished the business of the present session, are ready to 
adjourn, unless the President has some further communication 
to make to them, have performed that duty, and the President 
replied that he had no further communication to make. 


PRINTING OF TARIFF COMPARISONS. 
Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed 2,500 copies of the comparison of the tariff 
law of 1890 and 1894, prepared under the supervision of the Senate Com- 
— on Finance, for the use of the members of the Senate of the United 

es. 


Imove 


THANKS TO THE VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Mr. QUAY. I offer a resolution, which I send tothe desk, the 
immediate consideration of which I desire. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JONES of Arkansas in the 
chair). The resolution will be read. 
The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate are due,and are hereby tendered, 
to the Hon. ADLAI E. STEVENSON, Vice-President of the United States, for 
the ability, dignity, courtesy, and impartiality with which he has presided 
Over its deliberations during the present session of Congress. 


. The resolution was unanimously agreed to. 
THANKS TO THE PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I offer a resolution, and ask unanimous 
consent for its present consideration. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate are due, and are hereby tendered, 
to the Hon. ISHAM G. HARRIS, President of the Senate pro tempore, for the 
ability, dignity, courtesy, and impartiality with which he has discharged 
the duties of the chair during the present session. 


The resolution was unanimously agreed to, 
RECESS. 

Mr, COCKRELL (at 1 o’clock and 37 minutes p. m.). I move 
that the Senate take a recess until ten minutes to 2 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to; andat the expiration of the recess 
{at 1 o'clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that, in accordance with 
the provisions of the act making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895, and for other purposes, ‘‘ providing for a joint commission 
to investigate the Ford's Theater disaster, the Speaker of the 
House had appointed Mr. MADDOX, Mr. BROOKSHIRE, Mr. Pic- 
ort, Mr. DANIELS, and Mr. UPDEGRAFF members of the com- 
mission on the part of the House. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senators, the hour fixed by the 
concurrent resolution for the adjournment of the second session 
of the Fifty-third Congress has arrived. 

Before making the formal announcement, I can not forbear 
giving expression of my grateful appreciation of the resolution 
personal to myself, just adopted by the Senate. For this man:- 
feg sation of your confidence, as well as for the uniform courtesy, 
official and personal, extended me, I am profoundly grateful. 

And now, wishing each of you a safe return to home and con- 
stituents, I declare the Senate adjourned without day. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
TUESDAY, August 28, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 

The following prayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rev. E. 
BAGBY: 

O, Thou Infinite One, we adore Theeas the Father of comfort 
and the God of all consolation. As we bow in Thy presence this 
morning, we are mindful thatsince we were last here Thy prov- 
idence has removed one of our number fromtheearth. May his 
death be sanctified to his family, to his friends, and to his asso- 
ciates in public life. 

Now, Our Father, as our deliberations here are drawing toa 
close, we ask Thy blessings upon Thy servants, that as they 
shall separate and return to their homes, scattered far and wide 
over this land, they may carry with them kindly recollections 
of each other, and a consciousness that whatever errors they 
have committed they have tried to do their duty and to serve 
the best interests of their fellow-citizens. Though, O Lord, we 
shall part from each other, we shall not part from Thee. Be 
Thou our helper at all times, our portion in life and our hope 
in death, through the merits of Christ our Saviour. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

FORD’S THEATER DISASTER. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the appointment of 
the following members, on the part of the House, of the joint 
commission provided for in thesundry civil appropriation bill: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint commission to investigate the Ford’s Theater disaster: Mr. MAD 


pox of Georgia, Mr. BROOKSHIRE of Indiana, Mr. PicottT of Connecticut, 
Mr. DANIELS of New York, and Mr. UPDEGRAFF of Lowa. 


RESIGNATION OF HON. WILLIAM C. OATES. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House the fol- 
lowing communication from a member: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


B. 


House OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Washington, D. U., August 2%, 1894 
Sir: I have this day. tendered to the Governor of Alabama my resignation 
as Representative in this House from the Third district of said State, to 
take effect on and after the 5th day of November next. 
Respectfully, 
WM. C. OATES 
To Hon. CHARLES F. CRISP, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
I. H. HATHAWAY & CO. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 2322) for the 


relief of I. H. Hathaway & Co. 
The SPEAKER. This bill will be indefinitely postponed, the 
Senate having passed a House bill on the same subject. 
DOUBLE ALLOTMENTS OF LAND. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the biil (S. 2295) author- 
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izing the Geometers iat the Interior to correet errors where 





double allotments of land have erroneously been made to an In- 
dian, to correct errors in patents, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


DIPLOMAS AWARDED BY WORLD’S COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the we resolution (S. 
R. 106) authorizing the printing ace the blank diplomas au- 
thorized by section 3 of the act of March 3, 1893, the names of 
the persons to whom diplomasare to be awarded by the World's 
Columbian Commission; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

MATTHEW 8. PRIEST. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 1314) for 
the relief of MatthewS. Priest, with Senate amendments; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. CAMINETTI to 
print remarks on the bill (H. R. 7840) and item for su experi- 
ments in agricultural appropriation bill, on the tariff, river and 
barbor bill, Mr. MCRAB’s forestry bill, and silver. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his 
secretaries, informed the House of resentatives that the 
President had approved and signed bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles: 

On August 27, 1894: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 231) to pay the officers and employés 
of the Senate and House of Representatives their res ive sal- 
aries for the month of August, 1894, on the 23d day of said 
month; 

An act (H. R. 8007) to provide for the collection of internal 
revenue and for other prncesn 

Joint resolution (H. . 220) instructing the Secretary of War 
to return to the State of Massachusetts the flags of certain regi- 
ments of Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry; 

An act (H. R. 3334) autesneng and directing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to the rs or legal representatives of 
©. P. Gooch certain money due him for carrying the mail; 

An act (H. R. 6888) for the registry or enrollment of the bark 
Skudesnaes; 

An act (H. R.7571) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Osage River, in the State of Missouri; 

An act (H. 1.5478) to authorize the Biloxi and Back Bay 
Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge over that 
meee. ¢ the bay of Biloxi in the State of Mississippi known 
as Bac UY 5 

An act (HL R. 7572) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at De Witt, Carroll County, Mo., and 
to establish itas a peatonnts and 

An act (H. R. 7437) directing the issue of a duplicate of a lost 
check drawn by Capt. W. H. Bixby, Engineers, United States 
Army, at Newport, R.I., in favor of Messrs. Hughes Brothers 
& Bangs. 

[NoTE.—'The following-named bill having been presented to 
the President on the 1th instant, and not having been returned 
by him to the House of ress in which it originated within 
the time prescribed by the Constitution of the United States, 
has become a law without his approval:] 

An act (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for 
the Government, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bilis, re- 
ported that they had exarained and found truly enrolled bill and 
Sener eneNe EN the following titles; when the Speaker signed 

e same: 

A. bill (H. R, 6122) authorizing the Kansas City, Oklahomaand 
Pacific Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 105) to change the initials of a name in 
the Indian priation bill; and 
: _— resolution (H. Res. 198) to print Agricultural Report for 


COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON PRESIDENT. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I send the 
following resolution to the Clerk’s desk: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of three members of the House be appointed, 
to join a similar committee on the part of the Senate, to wait on the Presi- 
dent of the United § and inform him that the two Houses of Congress 
are ready to adjourn, and respectfully inquire if he has any further com- 
munication to make to them. 

, That the Clerk acquaint the Senate therewith. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER appointed as members on the part of the 
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House Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, Mr. HOLMAN, and Mr. 
HEPBURN. 
DIGHST AND MANUAL. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I have « 
event report from the Committee on Printing I desire to 
subm 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee presents 2 
privileged report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed 2,600 copies of the Digest and Manual of the 
Rules and Practice of the House of Representatives for the second session 
of the Fitty-Tnird Congress, the same to be bound and distributed under di 
rection of the Speaker and Clerk of the House, 100 copies thereof to be bound 
in paper covers. 

The report (by Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee) was read, as 
follows: 

The committee have considered the House resolution to print the Diges: 
and Manual of the Rules of the House of Representatives, second session 
Fifty-third Sonenam, and direct me to report the same with the recom 
mendation that.it do » 

The estimated cost of same is $3,825. 


The resolution was adopted. 
COMPARATIVE TARIFF STATEMENT. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I have in 
my hand the report which I presented yesterday, with a resolu- 
tion to print 60,000 copies of the comparative tariff statement. 
Quite a number of gentlemen have asked me to bring the mat- 
ter up this morning, realizing the necessity for the publication 
of this document, and [ will add that the Senate are going for- 
ward, as the REcorRp of this es, to print it for their 
own use, so that it issimply for the House to decide whether we 
shall have copies of the statement or not. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurr , That there 

ted 00,000 co! of the comparison of the tariff iawa of igo acd 1894, 

under the of the Senate Committee on ; 25,000 

copies for the use of the members of the Senate and 35,000 for the use of mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives of the Fifty-third Congress. 

The report (by Mr. RicHARDSON of Tennessee) was read, as 
follows: 

The committee have considered the Senate concurrent resolution to print 
60,000 copies of the com on of the tariff laws of 1890 and 1894, and direct me 
to report the same with an amendment, striking out “35,000” for the House 
and making it ‘40,000, aud striking out ‘ 25,000" for the Senate and making 
it ‘*20,000." This is the usual manner of distribution of documents between 
the two Houses. The estimated cost of the same is $11,760. 

The amendments recommended in the report were adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. aker, the amend- 
ments are designed simply to make the distribution in the usual 
proportion, giving the House twice as many copies of the docu- 
ment as the Senate. 

The question being taken on the resolution as amended, the 
Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. [ asi for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 71, noes 3. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The — of no quorum being made, the 
Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. 
JOHNSON, and the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. RICHARD- 
SON. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Pending the count by tellers, a message from the Senate was 
received, which the Speaker laid before the House and di- 
rected the Clerk to read; and the Clerk read as follows: 


Resoal That a committee of two members of the Senate be appointed, 
oom 8 nee on We Bess of the House of Re tatives, to 
wait upon the President of the United States, and inform him that unless 
he may have some further communication to make the two Houses are 
now ready to adjourn, ‘ 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker,I believe that a resolution 
similar to that was passed bs Ae e House a few moments ago. 

The SPEAKER. Yes. is simply notifies the House of the 
action taken by the Senate on the subject. 


COMPARATIVE TARIFF STATEMENT. 


Mr. WARNER (pending the count by tellers). Mr. Speaker, 
Iask unanimous consent that to the description contai in the 
resolution now pending of the matter pupae to be printed 
there be added the words, “ineluding such addition, explana- 
tion, or amendment as may be proposed or —— by the 
chairman of the House Committee on Ways and Meaus.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not object to that, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MAHON. I object. 

Mr. LOUD. Take it straight. 

Mr. DE ARMOND (pending the count 
ao T would like to offer a substitute for 
olution. 


tellers). Mr. 
pending res- 


1 
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The SPEAKER. The trouble is that the point is made that 
there isnoquorum voting on the pending proposition, and noth- 
ing can be done while that point is insisted upon. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Iask first to have my proposition read, 
and then I shall ask unanimous consent to have it considered 
as a substitute for the pending resolution, if that be in order. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Clerk will re- 
port the proposed substitute. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be prepared by the clerk of the Ways and Means Committee of the House 
and the clerk of the Finance Committee of the Senate a ae state- 
ment showing the rates of taxation, by items,under the McKinley act of 
1800 and the tariff act of 1894, and that of such comparative statement, when 
approved by the chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means. of the 
House and the chairman of the Finance Committee of the Senate, there be 


printed 60,000 copies; 40,000 for the use of the House and 20,000 for the use of 
the Senate. 


Mr. DE ARMOND. [ask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of that as a substitute for the pending resolution. 

Mr. HICKS. I object. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, it is evident that nothing 
can be decided uvon this question at present, and if there is to 
be any action it can be taken later. [ask unanimous consent 
that the House now take a recess until fifteen minutes to 2 o’clock. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The House accordingly took a recess until 1 o’clock and 45 
minutes p. m. 

The recess having expired, the House at fifteen minutes be- 
fore 2 o’clock resumed its session. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr.Speaker,I rise for the 
purpose of withdrawing the resolution which I presented, un- 
less the point of no quorum be withdrawn. I understand the 
gentleman from Ohio declines to withdraw the point. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I do. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then I withdraw this 
resolution, with the statement that the Senate has just ordered 
2,500 copies of this document printed, the same number having 
been ordered yesterday. Members desiring to procure copies 
of this document can do so by handing their order to the Public 
Printer, who will furnish them at 19 cents a copy; that is what 
they cost. Orders ought to be given at once, before the Senate 
order is executed. 


REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, Mr. HOLMAN, and Mr. HEP- 
BURN appeared at the bar, when— 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia said: Mr. Speaker, the com- 
mittee appointed on the part of the House, in conjunction with 
a like committee of the Senate, to wait upon the President and 
inform him that the two Houses of Congress are ready to ad- 
journ, unless he has further communication to make, beg leave 
to report that they have discharged that duty,and have been 
directed by the President to say in response that he has no fur- 
ther communication to make, and also upon his part to congrat- 
ulate the two Houses of Congress on the close of their labors, 
and to wish the individual members a pleasant and profitable 
vacation. 


COMPARATIVE EXHIBIT OF TARIFF BILLS. 


Mr. DE ARMOND. I now offer as a separate resolution the 
proposition which I undertook to offer as a substitute for the 
resolution submitted by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
RICHARDSON]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
Ro pregenet by the clerk of the Ways and Means Committee of the House 
and the clerk of the Finance Committee of the Senate a comparative state- 
ment showing the rates of taxation, by items, under the McKinley act of 
1890 and the tariff act of 1894, and that of such comparative statement, when 
speroves by the chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means of the 

ouse and the chairman of the Finance Committee of the Senate, there be 
ye —— copies—40,000 for the use of the House and 20,000 for the use of 

e Senate. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? 
Mr. HICKS. I renew the objection. 


RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS ON PACIFIC COAST. 


Mr. CAMINETTI. I ask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of a resolution reported by the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, or a subcommittee 
thereof, is hereby authorized and directed to visit and examine, during the 
recess of Congress, such works of river and harbor improvement on the Pa- 
cific coast, existing or proposed, as in its judgment the interests of com- 
merce and protection of existing works and navigation facilities may de- 
mand; and that the actual expenses of said committee or subcommittee, 
peonerty incurred, s)all be paid out of the contingent fund of the House of 

epresentatives in the usual manner. 


Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman from California [Mr. CAMI- 
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NETT!1] will accept as a substitute the resolution which I hold in 
my hand I will offer no objection to the consideration of the 
Pp ition. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution sent tothe desk by the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] will be read for informatien, 
subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, through a subcom- 
mittee not exceeding five in number, is hereby authorized to visit and ex- 
amine, during the recess of Congress, such works of river and harbor im 
provement on the Pacific coast, existing or proposed, as in its Judgment 
the interests of commerce and protection of existing Works and navigation 
Provided, That no expense whatever shall be in 
curred or paid by the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
tleman from California [Mr. CAMINETTT!? 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

Subsequently Mr. KILGORE said: Mr. Speaker, I understand 
that the gentleman from California is willing to accept as a sub 
stitute the resolution proposed by my colleague |[Mr. SAYERS], 
to which I have no objection. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. I accept the resolution suggested by the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. SAYERS]. 

I will state, Mr. Speaker, that the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors has reported that in its judgment an examination of 
the various projects now under way and those propused would 
be proper, as it may lead to better facilities and more protection 

es q so 
to navigation, as well as economy in future expenditures by the 
Government. I[ hope that no further objection will be made 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I object. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announce 
ment of the death of Hon. George B. Shaw, late a Representative from the 
State of Wisconsin. 

Resolved, That acommittee consisting of five Senators be appointed by the 
Vice-President to attend with the committee on the part of the House of 
Representatives the funeral of the deceased at his late residence in the State 
of Wisconsin. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate communicate these resolution 
to the House of Representatives, and that he be further directed to send a 
copy of the same to the family of the deceased. 

In compliance with the foregoing resolution, the Vice-President appointed 
Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, Mr. CULLOM, Mr. DAyis, Mr. ROACH and Mr 
KYLE as said committee. 

Also: 

Resolved, That the select committee to investigate the Ford Theater disa 
ter is hereby authorized and directed to continue the investigation provided 
for in the resolution of the Senate adopted December 14, 1893, with all the 
powers and authority conferred by said resolution. Said committee to sit 
during the recess and to report to the Senate at the next regular session 
and with power to actin conjunction with any select committee that may 
be appointed by the House under the sundry civil appropriation act provid 
ing for the commission for such purpose. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH YAKIMA INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 6854) to grant the Tacoma and 
Yakima Land Company a right of way through the Yakima In- 
dian Reservation. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 


Fon 


I call for the reading of the report. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The report is very short. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the report will be read. 

The report was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present 
ation of this bill? 

Mr. ENGLISH of California. 

SUPPRESSION OF LOTTERY TRAFFIC. 

Mr. TERRY. Iask unanimous consent for the present con 
sideration of the bill (S. 1620) for the suppression of lottery 
traffic through national and interstate commerceand the postal 
service subject to the jurisdiction and laws of the United States. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill; but before the readin 
was concluded 

The SPEAKER said: The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
the Chair, by virtue of authority conferred by concurrent reso- 
lution of the two Houses, declares the second sessionof the Fifty- 
third Congress adjourned without day. 


consider- 


I object. 


r 
> 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from 
the Committee on War Claims, reported the bill (H. R. 1054) to 
authorize the Court of Claims to hear and determine the claim 

of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana, ete. (Report No. 1476.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill and resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CATCHINGS (by request): A bill (H. R. 8045) te re- 
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organize and increase the efficiency of the Navy of the United 
States—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: A joint resolution (H. Res, 229) directing 
suspension of proceedings in certain cases in Oklahoma—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule eee private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8046) for the relief 
of the estate of William Parham Butterworth, deceased, late 
of Fayette County, Tenn.—-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill ( 8047) for the relief of the estate of Jean Crou- 
chet, deceased, late of New Iberia Parish, La.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8048) for the relief of T. B. Ulger Bourgue, 
of St. Martin Parish, La.—-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8049) for the relief of Jules J. Boua- 
— x, Of Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 8050) for the relief of Kinney C. Miller, of 
Scottsboro, Jackson County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 8051) for the relief of Prospere Lopez, of 
St. Martin Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8052) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 
Owens, deceased, late of Claiborne County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims.. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8053) for the relief of Henry Easterlin, of 
Hinds County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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